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Summary
Histological differences between incisors and
teeth enamel on FElephas

Hippopotamus and Phacochoerus are observed. The

incisor enamel of Elephas maximus have the arched

molar Maximus,

type of enamel prisms and relatively simplified form
of Hunter-Schreger bands, but leaf of ginko-tree
pattern enamel
Schreger bands are observed in the molar enamel.
On Hippopotamus and Phacochoerus,
enamel has typical Ungulate pattern structure, but
the incisor shows the round types of enamel prisms,
and simplified Hunter-Schreger bands. These
differences may be related to the form of teeth,

prisms and complex Hunter-

the molar

Fig.1 Enamel prisms of Elephas maximus incisor. Arched enamel prisms are observed

in the middle enamel layer,
Fig. 2

Enamel prisms of Hippopotamus incisor. The round enamel prisms, about 4 gm

at diameter, are observed in the middle enamel layer,

Fig. 3

Enamel prisms of Hippopolamus molar. The round type of enamel prisms, about

2 -3 pm at diameter, are lined up parallel rows, sandwiching the interprismatic
enamel in the inner and middle enamel layer. This is the typical Ungulate pattern

structure,
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Fig.4 Enamel prisms of Phacochoerus incisor. The round enamel prisms, about 4 gm
at diameter, are observed in the middle enamel layer, but the molar enamel has
typical Ungulate pattern structure,




