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A review of biological research on mandibular regeneration of newt Wang Yan"? Chen Xizhe'. (1. Dept.
of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, The Affiliated Stomatological Hospital, Kunming Medical University, Kunming
650031, China; 2. Dept. of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, The Affiliated Stomatological Hospital, Xi’an Jiaotong
University, Xi’an 710004, China)

[Abstract] The regeneration are commonly existing animal life phenomenon. Based on the international academic
circles to newt limb regenerative form histology, cell biology and molecular biology research foundation, newt jaw

bone regenerative biology of literature review on the study of mammals, regeneration ability of research, and even

on human reproductive medicine research provides beneficial inspirations.
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