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I to -any. adminbtrntion of' thcmpdntio iron. The wwk of gesmn~on annne 
w h i c h  this vibit ras made Taried irom 

per rng. of iron fed) U"IL~ adden jn ardcr to mluce ~trc  iron to 
'l'he reducud solution was Eiwn b? month rnMway between me& b e  leveh 
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ph~6~1te. h e  Lulill per w i t  or thr AM Eiuuri Ihlt iiiiitlirr whii!l1 w w i  p m n t  h 
the iniant'o alrculrtion was ea1enlatw-I. The modian por cant of the adminiatered 
doec prwnt in t h o  ixhnt'E rod dip, E &own in Tablc II, owording to dooc and 
wccks of gestation wbcn the dose wai gircn. Parcnthcticaliy it. may be n o a  
that Food aRre-ement between the initial estimate of iron absorption by thc mother 
v r d  Llial oLtairmJ by Lhe we or wiiiphtj ~ u h w  n l  pitrlurihi s u y j ~ ~ r k  l l i w  hter. 
p ~ ~ ~ t l n n  af our findlnp In tmni a l  nhmrption Had any appreciable ahrhcd 
iron been stored and then used lrrter in pregnnncy for matem1 hemopoienrs, 
the eatimte of upWe made st the time of dcljvery should hove been W t c r  
than that h d  upon thc  carlicr m p l c .  This did not occur. 
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The ratio of the cvtimnted totR1 peroenmye uptrke of iron by the infont'8 
blood to &c total pctccritqc upmkc by thc motbcr'y IWI also conryurcd lied'- 
ratios of 0.07 to 0.10 a w e  obtained. rtgardless: of t h e  timc of m t t i o n  or the 
t l i w w ~  lrvpl ndrninintrrwl. I n  ntlirr words ihr bltxwl or I l ie  iiihiil YI. hi f i  
pcemed to eontain come 5 to 10 per Pent as rnmh rrdlrrPctlve iron aa Ihe mother 
ohcorbcd and ineorporatcd in her red Oella. 

A ntudy wns m a p  nr the effwr nf Firit): nn irrin uptake shire it w m c d  
reasonable i o  expect that frequently repented pmgmnries mi&ht mult in tho 
depletion of the  iron wenpeg of the  mother and thlb in tun, might be re!llebted 
in augmcnted abMrption, The dab in Tabic IV &OW thc mcdinn percentam 
aptake by parity and h t  when h D  nds eiren for vatimt8 receiving dow of 
9 rug. ur h x x .  111 UIL( ~ l l l l l ~ .  dit: foulhm who received iron before twenty rr&- 
of gmatlon did, in fnm, exhibit an infliiPnw of  prvitp upon iqiLxke ti1 iron 
Before the  twentielh week of gQ6Utkq the median per cent uptake was ignif i -  . In the ceeond half of pre,pancy, caatly highcr in t h c  highcr p d t p  
how-, p&y did not influmct Rcaulte for patienu receivinK 
hiatier dam ul iron (16 tu 120 illy,)  we^ c~~lsklei i t  w i l l  t h a  at the lower 
dnw,  hiit. the ni imhr nf PAW la Inn m~ll tn permft. thr! dmwing of deltnltP 
conclusions  TI the hlghor dosage #TOUP. These differences in iron nptrke with 
parity tm not the m l t  of ohsnees in body weight m Pesociation wth  pnritg. 
I t  ie conccivablc that thcy xflcct lower iron storm in thc multi omuc women, q.nd 

(lie lillkr liiili ut gestittiuu. There was nn widence in OUT acrics of a vanatmu 
In the per eent uptake of iron br the fetus with pnr-iv of t h  rillitblur. hi11 s p i n  
the nttmber of 09888 is omdl. 

rups 

t h t  the normally increased nDtake lnte in prcpnncy mndu t K il hd.inR duync: 

it uptake. 

T m c  n'. M!ZDlAV PU k u ? T A X t  OF RAWUA4- llo% AYONC J'QWWIYT WON=* 
ACmRnlW. vn  PAR^  AX^ PULOD or CrLawiiuh 

(Dob*G~s or 9 MO. rw UXDII) 
-. . . . . . . 

PARITY 
1 2 x nut$ o w  

umw. p WuBLp 1 IlLIIIAS' I <t:wuro 1 urnrAv miym 
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