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[ Abstract ]
Methods

Group A: propofol 20 wg/ml, Group B: propofol 10 wg/ml, Group C: propofol 5 wg/ml, Group D: DMSO control and Group E: blank

Objective  To investigate the effects of propofol “onzebrafish embryonic motor neuron development.

The motor neuron reporter transgenic zebrafish embryosiwere randomized divided into five groups with 30 each.

control. Embryos were treated with propofol during 8~52 hpt «(hours post-fertilization). Then confocal microscopy was used to
observe the motor neuron development in vivo. Results.. Compared to group E, group D showed no significant motor neuron

development defect, Group A and B showed significant:embryogenesis defect as embryos stagnated in gastrulation stage. Group

C showed obvious defects in motor neuron development yet with normal embryonic morphology.

Conclusion Exposure to

5pg/ml propofol might inhibit the motor neuron development in zebrafish embryo.
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