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¢ Fos Protein Expression of the Rats on the Cerebral Stem after Continuing

and Partial Sleep Deprivation of 96 Hours
SONG Guo— ping,MIAO Dan— min, HUANGKU En, CHEN Zu— huai
Department of Psychology, Faculty of Aviation Medicine, Fourth Military Medical University, Xi an 710032, China
[ Abstractl  Objective: To investigate the expression of c— Fos protein after total and partial sleep deprivation( SD) of 96 hours.
Methods: SD was induced in the male Spragne— Dawley rats by housing them on the small platforms over water. Contwols were
housed in the nomal cage(CC) or on the large platforms over water(TC) . The effects of total and paitial 96h SD on the expression
of c¢— Fos protein were examined by immunocytochemisty. Results: SD made Fos protein express diferently in the different fields of
the brain. The expression of Fos protein of partial SD was wider and lighter than of total SD. Conclusion: Com pared with total SD,
partial SD has lighter stress.
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