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NAIROBI, Kenya — The United Nations on Friday officially released a much disputed report on massacres in the Democratic Republic of Congo that has drawn the ire of several countries, especially Rwanda, whose forces were accused of possibly committing genocide.

Earlier versions of the report had so outraged Rwanda that it threatened to withdraw thousands of its peacekeepers from Sudan, where it plays a linchpin role in the troubled Darfur region.

But after a special visit by Secretary General Ban Ki-moon and extensive negotiations, Rwanda softened its threat and the final report is not fundamentally different from previous versions.

The hefty 566-page document was issued by the United Nations Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, based in Geneva, which said that it interviewed more than 1,280 witnesses and analyzed more than 1,500 documents over two years.

Rwanda’s Foreign Ministry still rejected the report as “an insult to history,” and said it could “undermine the peace and stability” of the Great Lakes region in Africa.

“The report contains flawed methodology and applies the lowest imaginable evidentiary standard that barely meets journalistic requirements,” the Rwandan government said in an official response.

Uganda, too, had issued a veiled threat on Thursday, saying the allegations “undermine Uganda’s resolve” to its peacekeeping operations. The several thousand Ugandan peacekeepers in Somalia are about the only thing keeping Somalia’s weak transitional government from being overrun by Islamist insurgents.

Later statements from Uganda, though, gave the impression that Uganda was not planning on withdrawing its peacekeepers. A Ugandan military spokesman sent a text message on Friday simply saying, “No pullout.”

No country is depicted favorably in the Congo report. Ugandan forces are accused of torturing civilians. Rwandan troops are blamed for systematically hunting down refugees. Angolan forces are said to have raped women and looted hospitals. Zimbabwean planes carried out indiscriminate air raids, the report asserts, and Chadian troops burned homes.

The final report is slightly watered down compared with the draft copies, with a few more qualifications in the language.

In a section about Rwandan and Congolese forces attacking Hutu refugees, a draft version said, “The systematic and widespread attacks described in this report reveal a number of damning elements that, if proven before a competent court, could be classified as crimes of genocide.”

The final report reads: “The apparent systematic and widespread attacks described in this report reveal a number of inculpatory elements that, if proven before a competent court, could be characterized as crimes of genocide.”

The final version of the report also includes more reasons such attacks may not be considered genocide, citing Rwanda’s willingness to take back hundreds of thousands, if not more, Hutu refugees.

Many analysts said it was precisely the use of the word “genocide” that so angered Rwanda’s leaders. Paul Kagame, Rwanda’s president, and his inner circle have built a powerful and morally righteous image by ending Rwanda’s genocide in 1994, when they say the world abandoned them, and rebuilding the country afterward.

Up to a million people were killed in the genocide when Hutu death squads methodically slaughtered Tutsi civilians. As Mr. Kagame and his party rebuilt the country, they enacted strict speech and national security laws, arresting critics who claimed that Rwandan forces also killed Hutus. Yet, according to the Congo report, Mr. Kagame’s Tutsi-dominated forces massacred thousands of Hutus in Congo.

Rwanda has faced such allegations before. In 2008, a Spanish court indicted several high-ranking Rwandan officers on charges of mass murder and crimes against humanity. That case has gained little traction, and until recently donor nations like the United States have chosen to focus instead on the strides Rwanda has made fighting poverty and re-establishing order after the genocide.

But the image of Rwanda is shifting. Human rights groups and others have increasingly accused the Rwandan government of squashing political dissent and donors, including the United States, have begun to air their own concerns.

Analysts say that may be one reason why this Congo report will get a more extensive airing than previous reports that alleged the Rwandans massacred civilians. One such report from 1994 emerged only recently, after some high-level United Nations officials denied it even existed.

Already, the calls for prosecution have begun. On Friday, Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International and others urged the Congolese government and other United Nations member states to begin judicial action to punish those responsible for the killings in Congo.

At the United Nations, Ileka Atoki, the ambassador for Congo, released a statement calling for a conference in Kinshasa to decide how to pursue criminal charges stemming from the report. He noted that his country’s justice system could most likely not handle such action alone.

Yet the Secretariat itself seemed to distance itself from the report already, saying future steps were in Congo’s hands. Martin Nesirky, the spokesman for Mr. Ban, also denied the link made by other United Nations officials, namely that Mr. Ban had agreed with Mr. Kagame not to pursue court cases based on the report in exchange for Rwanda keeping its peacekeeping troops in Sudan.

