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BREEY ) v ARG 0 (4D BlE, Bl i n (=) Blesrd, SRy vsfi s a5 Ofii
BT o BT A &, n (4) PICIAlEE REEo KA BEs e, B, Ry v <R o
Phytohaemagglutinin-P (AT PHA 1B53) S bRIMHCELES w2, T, B filasid e (4
BICE T 25 bz, PPD IRIEE MR Stage B EET L. ¥ VSN THRS R ER
BBE Y v BT TIMEL . n (=) BID Y voRf size i, 0 () BID Y VARG X DA X RIGHEBERYE
2 BRG. VARG Sinus histiocytosis (SH) & Lymphoid cell reaction (LR) (X n (=) #ITH
BB, W, KBS TLEBETH -T2, Y V3§D Macrophage Inhibitory Factor (MIF) {&#:iL,
EBC L DBETELO0E L, Vv HoRBERIRERINC LS 2 L2 NET A RE 2 0.

RBME TE, )V ANEB, Vv AERE, SRERE, w2 e 7, - oBEERLERR

® =E
SEAEFED Y v EIER B U REER A TS D RE 2
mEhoohB. Lhbl, HEEEOHEY v
WERIC KT 5 Bi7s % mechanical barrier L% % X H
%, EE RSO S OEERETH Y, BBICIL
TIE, fEEAYEH T % biological barrier & L-CoOEH

“5!-’J‘7’f>7‘£ é‘ihf s 51)2) N .
SRV v SEIEO B R LIFETE TR D,
Z OFESHE AR L5 L0 245 L, Ak
MY v AFIEBOALRA DL, Y VAR BUR
EHDOEERCELER LTS5 DEELLN5.
BWNEALHERY v fiCERDOLLNS LD E, BEY
DHE BRSO, MEOERY v ST

L ORI R iR Lic b 2 5, BBEES
ECHBEREETC BN, FIRY v AFHTRLOESD
Ak RIEREDET b NIaD T 2D T Ak iR
5.
BBEF®

B 3 SERIT ol T Bl - 2= BiE stage T ~TER
(BREEUER\ R X %) e, v v SiEBGHE
Fn () &, BBEWA n (=) wald, © Vv
MR, @ MIF &, @ T-cell, B-cell iz,
@ PPD G, ® Vv @iokXk&¥E, ® PHA
T X 5 0 v By, @ FHROoX Mgk
Tt

a, ¥ VAGRIE
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#1 Vv ASHRRERERD Gade 1
A. Sinus I—gsGo;:ytosis : -
Grade

0 .m0
I: » 1/4KF
0: ~ 1/4~1/2

m: ~ 1/2uk
B. TFollicular hyperplasia :

Grade

0 e ()

I: ” +)

O: 1z ()

m: - (€115)
Lymphoid reaction :
Grade

0 Y Yo RBRIEE (4

I: ” (+)

Io: ” (4#)

. " (#)

IHRBEOHR Y v < FORILHREL, BEomox
THMBEREREOHELEHRBETH L LELDNDH
RAREME LY. Vv iRUE ik, e T
H5 T cell @ Fit%x 72340 & LT Lymphoid cell
reaction (LR) %, B cell iw#b3% 4, @ & 1€ Follicular
hyperplasia (FH) %, <=/sevy,—vixf3+54DE
L C Sinus histiocytosis (SH) #35%EL71-. ThFhD
RG> Grade IREEAT 3 T ML 229 FH L
SH 1 Black 5" DM £FIC L, & b ZBIC ALk
FHHESTED LSRRI DL L, WA D grade ¥
TERERER T /2.

Fisbb SH i3, U v sEOEE R Y v figfho
EECH LTSS EEeT grade 2FB L. Vs
AR Bobhicvd Ok Grade 0, 25% U TFOHE
% Grade 1, 26%LLE50%LATF% Grade 2, 51%L %
Grade 3 & 1L7:. ¥7= FH 12 g/ o, Grade 0
L2 QAR K b, Grade 1 IEBER OHRDEICTHE
ETHb0T, Grade 3ITPH, #EKb ) BECHE
T2L0C, Grade 2 3Z oo b DL L, LR X
B, Vv RUADOEEEFIR DY v 3RO BE T
Grade % HFE L7z, LicdioTY v A HEE & LTk
LR (T cell i), FH (B cell R, SH (=7 a7
7= VRIE) D3FRThH-» TEHAIhB LS.
Y VARG B4 DY VA T Grade 2E 5T
B, BREZEOEH L LY vAHKEE Bdd 5
&, &b grade OFEWLOEZD HE DY v AFIRIG
grade L1504 —0DHETHH, EHGITHHY
v AEiO grade ORTIE Y v AHOBEET Bl %
FDIEGID Y v AERE grade L Ul F4EE 2

B Y v iR Ltk e

AiEsasE 1% 75

8o

b, T cell, B cell Subpopulation

FREHH L) v BT 7 r v 2y v o TR
L, Hanks 3¢ 3 BIgcEEL ) v @iMnTER & 1P
L, &M, WOOHFE? LU - T E rossette, EAC
rossette 12 X H T cell, B cell #EFE L7, KMt
12 Ficoll-Conray ¥ Ty v "R HHEL, @HECr ¥y
PR S, FEARMERS 4 B EME LY v R
ey MEMME L.

c. =7 r7y—ofEMEREBRE MLT)

M.LT. BARESBIFE X5 M8E C1T-7%k. T
b, FHIFRIL - BEARIN 1~2 & ok
1% Hanks Wi Che ¥4 X L. CORESFF— b
%3000r.p.m. C30RIEIE L LY HIEW & L. —
Ji, 2 x10ED Y v iR 10% FE s Eagle’s
MEM @ 34, §ilo fER > BREELTY
100pg/ml DENcz, 37°0T5 % COJEH BT 248E
MIsEREL, T2 MIFR ELE., ~2m7
r — VD HEY, WET 74 vE BEALL BEen
y P OERBHMRE~~ 2 Yy PECERLL, k
o MIF $ahnz i 555K (10%F4EmiE+Eagle’s
MEM) w¢37°C 5% CO, T24B5RIE%#% L7z. Control
DWEEEEE100% £ LI DO BDOEO0 FEEERE %
migration index (ML.I1., %) L THbbL, M.I 70
%L FA MIF B2k L g L.

d. HIKY v fiokE X

Y v fioB KRR cEHEEY AR, HOZE L~
=¥V vEt o v A2 e L. HE $a4)
FECHEL, BAREE < BAKRE (mm®) % ) v
DREXELE., hlbmm? PIFDL 0% Y v
i, 15~35mm? D} Dx Y v, 35mm? L) ko,
DERY vAFLGEL, TONBBAEYEE L.

e, YR Y VG

— B2 ARy ~1r 2y v (PPD) (H#4 BCG #U
WEHRA) 0.1ml ZRBEAMIE RIS L, 48H%
CROERETCHE L. Thebb, (=) : Rko EHE
dmm PIF, () : BFROERE 5~9mm, (+) : ko
ERI0mm [J }-.

f. PHA B X% U v ~EREGE(LRORTE
Rififi & b Ficoll-Conray 3 Ty vt Bk % HHEL,
10%ml & 72 %5 X 512, 10%4kRiiEm RPMI-1640
(GIBCO) ig# L, *®0.2ml % microtest plate I
(Falcon $3040) w41, PHA-P (Difco) 0.02ml %
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M L7z, 5% CO* F37°CT 728 L, JEEK
THT 8 KR Bz 3H-Thymidine 0.24C % fnx, ¥ v
Fa cell Harvester (Mash 1) ¢EUR L7, Vv
SEROWE LI ¥ T ATy 45— 7 4 2 —HR (934
AH) %Wtk v vFv—vavhvvE—CHELL.
Wk PHA JEdM © c.pom % control & L,
Stimulation Index (8.1.) THEi>L7-.
B &
(1) KRy v Bk PHA ghif{hs

KM Y v-2k> PHA flgc &% gtk & St-
mulation Index (8.1.) THb L PHH 45 &, EH
A3 110, B Stage T ; 66, Stage I ; 97, Stage I ; 58
Stage IV ; 50, TJ&M 5 3227 D, Stage HiEMIE HT
ETFOEELRDLOD, FEEXZRHLL. L
LY vAEEBBES n (&) LBER n (-) wiod
W+ s L, WiEoFE S.1. 1354.8, $%£451388.8L7¢
b, n(+) pn (=) X ST ELS (p<0.D), =
ten () T S oM00L LD O RS ek ot
®@1).

M1 XMy v 5% PHA ¢hE{LR

5.1 s.1.

uuw " | r 200+
'
- | |

100 1 . 2 . * 100+

>
i
a
——— . - —_— ™~
i o | - "*-r:
s - s
s N i
. | o
| : L -1
E® 2 3 3. 8.1 (=) n{+)
Ea

(2 vy=<rz7) ik

BREEZ 13961 o\ C MR Y K % fEfT L, Stage
e L. FOEMREY LS EER2 DI L L, Stage
1 T81.8%, Stage T ; 59.3%, Stage I ; 59.3%, Stage
IV 42.0% & 7s b, Stage 2ETC O TBMEMET
L7, T ki Stage 1 &1 :OBREREBADN
(p<0.01),

(3) RV v-ERk® subpopulation

BEEE o () #1061, n () FI2081(72 L EAC
v ¥y bHEATE VL 14B0) @ ET O KM v v ER D
subpopulation % [t 3% &, T, B cell & {%7D 454
£ (%) CEXRHB Lo, T cell, B cell @

13(499)

#2 PPD EARKEEMER

© | @ | > | peomuE
NIRRT
2 2 10 1| 16 593%

3 2z 8 3 16 503%
4 [ 5;2 I 20 | 10 | 22 42.0%

Stage No.

3139 B-ﬂ]
2 KKy v -2® Tcell, Beell 47K

T (srac-r) Benu (eac-r)
L]
300 0+ 500 0mi
-
L
[ ]
3 L4
2000md o . 2000sdd
® : 4
E)
L ]
.
100 0nd 4 $ ik 1000w H
)
L] ’ !
e | e ?
| S T
n{—) n(4) n(—) n(+)
P<D.01 P<0.0b

mm® M0 OHEKTRTE, n (=) FO T cell FzF
#4+S.D. T 2041632, n (+) #1113401:484(H &
MEDEL (2<0.01), B cell £ ¢t n(—) Hl678t+
414, n (+) Fl415E204 L WIEDE LS (p<0.05), EB
BHEATIE TR L OB U V3R E S ERIMEL Tt C
WADIEESh: (E2).

(4) Hfy v EokEs

BEOEEEMN ps (=) T, R, FHEMHT LI-HRESL
Fi%, n (=) 286 & n (+) 3G, IO FHH
) voiffio size % HE I LC, ApRo md WL
Fo. L 0 () BICEBROH 5 Y v EEERD
BB L. BI3DZLL, n (=) BITE size DX

%3 8ifEps (-) B0V vy HoREIOLK

hmy | 242% 30.0% | 45.8%
| 11% | 293% | 51.0%
_._ p<0.01 . o
BEx G
K (35mm? LLL)

1 (15~ 35mm?)
A (15mm? LT
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WY VA0 ED L EELSE e TH D, 2R
B ) v REISEA LR e B BN D,

(5) Y vy T, B ¥y v <3k subpopulation

FHEFHBE L2y v % B L, —Fiz HE §ue
DfediA=) VEREL, 15X Y ) vl
ZERL, T, B Y v BROSHRYRE L. BEBE
Y vosgngfD T cell %i234.4%2.9 (F#+ S.E.)
T, Bty v AE T TCI345.9811.9% & tr a2, —TF
FAENED U v < #i15H oo Ch B £ 36.61.8% &
Y, BB Y Vo8 O I ER R L. B
cell oo\ THHBE A A < BB A TREE T H B 1%, i
BICIDEIRBL 2ot Fion(+) & n(=)
WHCHTT, n () FICE~RIYC Ry v
SEIDBIDGT, FH T cell Fulk#rT+5% L, n(+)
$140.04:2.0%, n (—) HI50.2£2.6% &7 b, n (+)
PICRIEBIEED Y v <HR T cell X2 4WAL T
HT EPHBL (FR4).

F4 HEIRY v A T-cell, B-cell 44k

] T-cell B-cell
| No.| %+S.E | No. %%S.E

BB 18 [sa4z20r 2 | a0

39.6:£2.5

KB 12 | 59190 a4
* p <0.001

(6) Vv S L ) vHKIE

ps (=) BHEEMAE n (=) # 2861 & n (+) #i
(2360) w3, F0V v ABRIEY e U7, SH 13
n (=) :1.60>n (4+) :1.38, FH ¥ n (—) :1.31
>n (4+):1.22, LR {3 n (~):1.78>n (+):1.53%
Whd n (=) @ Grade 2in (+) Xh HLS o T
WaA, SH, LR TIABECE L o Tz (E3).

Fids L OKIBE O ) v A fRBELTh, B
DTELBREFERE » (=) Flo SH, LR @ Grade 3
n () FOFR I SEC EAHBIL.

FREIHERY v AERELNEDLRS ly (4+)
DFENTEAENFHRY v A EHCEBEN AR S, L
PUbTRTHTIBER ly (£ Co (—) EF N
Abhiz. Vv AHirb—OUR DR ER LEHEL
TBDT, HNLERBCOWTIIMELLA 52,
DEZY v A FHOFIEEEEHE SRTHREEL bR
5.0 ly () n (=) 7H0Y vAGSREE, WR
ELT ly () n (+) 236D Y v AEIRIS A L7

B Y v HEB L W RR

HEARE 11% 7%

®3 B Ps (=), n (+) EMBH) L Ps (=)
n (+) fEF (2360) 0V v ERE O L#

SH FH R
Sinus Histiocyto®is  Follicular Hyperplasia %ylphoid Reaction

GAADE *S.K. GRADE$S,E, GRADE £ S.E,
20 240 = 2.0 -+

=

o i e m

PpLo.a5 P00t

£5 M, RBEOY v AHRE
2. A% Wim_

Y omRE n(-) a(+H
SH | LTI > 147
_FH | om>od
LR | Le>18
b KB (168)
) vomEs | n(-) n(H
SH |  083>058
FH | 120<145
L R  2:>a0

M4 EFRB0) v AERBLY v AEHRE

Ly(+) n(—) &6 : 78 Ly(+) n(H) &£ 2 5384

| Nean Gradse Mean Grade
1

i 1

S H

_ 1.7

I,
|

LR

Y kILME

OHE4TH5. SH, FH, LR £ 3 Iy (+) n (=)
D grade 3F LIt T w53, SH & LR whAETxE %
b Tz.

(D ¥ v REEBOBREL Y v HREE LOFHE

B ops (=) n () BIREBRTEY v 81 ~3
BOodDE, AEUEDL D EZHT, ThFEh % ps
(=) n (=) BB LoRES ThH 5. EBEB%Y
VREID RO W LY VAR ok Tl ~ 3D,
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K5 EBoEARLY v AHKEE:oBER
Mean GRADE
2.0 SH 2.04 FH 2.4 LR

L1 ¥.

58(-) o (+) B8 (+)
t~34 3muLt
424 2194 218

#6 B n (—) sPH, FEM L n (+) sPH,
EB O T %

| seEspm

& ® IELER

73/71 48/55

B (94.8%) | (87.2%)

i %8/47 15/31

B (k) | (59.6%) | (48.3%)
1 DE IELEE | BEAHH

BB o | 15/17 7/11
1~3M@ | (®82%) | (63.6%)

EREBILY v 13 8/20
ALk _(33%) | 40.0%)

ThbbERBIBELE bhbb0Th, Tk SH
FH, LR t 4 % grade 13 EFLTxH, BBY v
#HiA 4 EU EE D A BEBROBEREMIZILIRY v 2
BN grade AMETT 52 EAVHIEE L 7e.

¥ oEOBEEN ps (=) ¢, Ho Py THLERD
5 LIRBFEFRIETHRLEDDOE n (=) En (P
o, BEERERCTREY HET5L, n (=) D34
#}i294.8%, SHERI8T.2H LMD, n (+) DIEXR
1359.6%, 54Fi348.3% L EBBHEAOTRITRT
BB (E6). n (+) EBEEY v @HOBHEIF 1~
SEDIDE, AEMEDL DS ITEFRY LD L,
BB 4l EOBEREBN TCITRFIRTHH DY
RELTL, BB 1 ~3BOBEFD 34FII8S.2% &
RIFCn (=) EREZADREI o1, 5ERYL
5 E63.6%LIETT 52 EMWBZ RIS THEBRE .
TEE, TOXRIBEAENBRC I DERETHS
Z R, EEFNCERY vAfcik k2 1 ETLER
RYDLLR AL DR, TTREBEXTOEENMETLT

15(501)

WhZEhELbIAS.

(8) BRFIRY v @0 MLF. i
FEIR Y v O BROKEE Y BRERE 2 B v
T M.LT. 2T L. &EBBKY v HsHE O FH
ML 397.9%Ccd b, M.LF. [BHR125.0% (2/8)
Lis ot EBEREEY v Ei66EOFE M.I. 1378.5%
ThH o, MLF. B3R 340.9% (27/66) &7z b, ER
i) v e MLF. e ob0nRS W LRI
By zi.

VERADSBEOFHR Y v feonwT, FEhE
FEeaT s MLT. 2715 &, HxORGEE
Ry, MLF. BiED L0 LEBHDOLDVRETS. —
7 PPD % HRE LIcBEORIGIE, RARILORET
—HLTEEDY v ARG T 5z £AHBHEL
TWBY, LidisT I EORERY v fio MILT. %
WITLT, £DOERD Y v MIF EHREL T 5D
BEDH5EATHAH 5. £ THEMAMSEE (3
~ 7)) DEKY 8o MLF. BLAEL, JE
Ly v g1 YD 0FE ML % % OEFOY v
A MULF. fELRELR. B6 Z&< n(-) 134,
n (+) UflicontT, Vv v MLFE. {2 T3
L, n (=) OFHY vl MLF. HEOBH O
B abhic. ¥roMEncmnl, KMy Bk
WCTHSERHE &% MLT. % #ETL, Y v-<f
M.LF. L L TH 5 E, n (=) © M.LF. [B#R
i1, VvoiEET63.6% (7/11), KV v ERIL18.2%
@11) kfeb, n (+) CLRIET7.3% G/1D, #
HTT72.7% (8/11) Lish, Vv HEBR L b, FE
Y v i MILF. BHETL, X - TERHEY V2

®6 BEBERY - @0 MIF &

GB(+) (=)XVrl B8 (+) (—)EN
' N Mean M.I.
150% . . 150%
L
]
1004 =i E 1004 ‘-
I o >
.
: L
504 :ﬁ. 5 (-
b
n(+) n(=) PYEE) =)
MIFm#@® 25.0% 40.9% 21.4% 61.5%

(2/8) (27/66) (3/14) (8/13)
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K7 EBLERY V8, KV v R MIF &
¥ o B R

n—)ol : ni+ %

- TR - F Y un-u
iz M.LF. EHAHBLT B2 0 8Esh (B
7).

E B

BREOFR Y v HO REFHEED B (2 O
ERCEELER 2L -6TO0THD, SHIED
AREEL SRR O 20 BETHS. HE
BEDOHFIRY v HIL BOERIC & LT fEEEC @
{ biological barrier & L THOEH ST Iho20dH
ZUIDOIOD LD Y v AFOHREEIER A MR
REECLZb0LT2L, GRENCEBORIIL
BRIEFI T2, bR Y v 5o Mtk fieE
A HNrOE T X LTS 5D LHERZNS.

RO FFREE® )i B0 JiR%Y v H o
ATHBFNEL X RERIE THHEE 2L R T
615)16)”) 18)19) . %%B biﬁﬁmk\:i) s Eﬁ@ ]) y,gﬁﬁﬁ
BB OECH T 5 BN EOBRENER THH
EERRTHIRE@ME LY.

Y v AERIGE LTI, #ifo &< SH, FH, LR
FRE L, FH 3=Rk/Ni% b2 follicle oHgm-¢
HY, =0 grade 129 -2 Hipy B-cell ¥ & AL,
Zhut Beell o RIEX EHLTW3DLEE LB K
5. Flv PERBOFOMERR XV Rer~rev
y—UHEEREHRL, ) vy wkfitRcEHET
5 &, sinus e A bh b AR B, FREVCHE
Ih, Zhbid monocyte R D=7 v 7y —T Lk @
FBEINRE?. Lo TSH B ~7s7w7y—-UK
IEOWMRBENEBR L E2 TEWE Bbhb. Tecel o
RIS o MRERBL L L <, FHHEFER O PCV (post
capillary venule) I DV v <EBROKE 5 LR it3
RIGHERZRELLN, LR 22D grade D LR E L §

By v HEGR LMRERE

Hisas 11% 78

T cell pgl&nEmML, ¥7- PHA FiB I 1% %
FROLERELALR, T cell ROFRREE 2 5h
#-. SH-macrophage XJf, FH-B cell i, LR-T cell
RiG&eh, ThZho R85 cHYS L Rt
BREBRETHZER I, Vv Ho REEOHRE
ERERI I ISBETED LELLNS. Black &
12)22239 202026 Wartman?®” , Cutler?® 2”39, Silverberg®?,
Tsakraklides’?, Patt®®, Dire*® 53 SH & L b5
BPIOFEHRIFEBRTB L, FELYOD, FEE
#ic SH & LR B PHRETLLTEETHHY, LT
WD grade DF WHDSERNBIFTHL D L HiE
L.

EBL) BRI LOBGRE AL L, EBEEY v
AEEOFg grade (L&HEY vfE X D{EL, Fe SH
& LR DETHEH THB. —EDY v HiNEGBHY
A& grade OBARF LB L, V VHIEBEBEN FBOS
BT, 9B E»CRBE, NaEE~LETTS
o T grade ZMYETFT L7, ps (=) T n (=)
fl& n (+) BIDOEBIRKE Y v 80 Fi5 grade % [
#T5-,5H L LR gh\T n (=) OHINERBCEH
{, FH TABEXREH L ath o, Thiz &I
TR HE, ABETLRAEO ER Tho7e. ps
(=) n (F) AIROWTEBOREL Y v AFRIL&ED
BfRE A5 &, HIRY vHIKBRYC L @AThERN
Z5NBLDIITTRY VABRKIEIMEFT LT\ 52 &
AHBE L. ¥ATRED Y v ASRENBRE dy(+)
DHDIL, BEAEDERN n (+) THHH, PEA
b ly (+) Tn (=) fIAAbhi. ZOHKT
) vAHOHEREYEBTIRTS30THAS. Th
BOEFD Y v AFHEIGE ly () n (4) &L 5T
ZHEEL Lo Tk, BERBGEBT I Y v K
FHIETL, BREY vo@imBBEo B, Tk
)V AEORBEIIMETLTWAZ b2 RRT5RRE
Erbhs.

FRY vAEA T cell ORFRYLDLE, BBICX
5 T cell o ETFTHBEEIN?-. Tsakraklides?” 4 F55%
TEBBEG O KEY v i T cell FHRILET
L, R B cell (X ERLAEHELT V5. HR
Byffrae & MLT. © AT BBER%EY v T,
M.LF. Ex i 0p%L, n (+) St c
CER Y vfio MIF S#ETLTW2 3 05%<L
ZLNIRE, KMV v <8Rt MIF Eiea L
TSR bRi.
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YRy ) VR BER 7 vAF - RERIG T H
b, ThidfilERBEc s vbhTtuns, HIREL
To PPD 3. DNCB RIS HA~IEERFEEDIREL L
TRED LELLRTVWBRO | ZDFRHORE X
PHIELBERMCH WORTE Y, $5 BER O
B, FRREEERBLTV2EE2HR509, B
13981z >\ T Stage Bl i PPD BHKRIG % & 5 &,
Stage p3EDIE BHERITET 555, #iC Stage 1 &
Stage I, I, VEDOMEREZE (p<0.0l) A& b h
7.
Fio, RRIMY v <Ro PHA g fbRIEREDIE
BRENBEERFEORE, T7hbb T cell BigtRT
PDELTELERINT W2, BREECITEER
ANEigT 5 L PHA g EROET LTS5 04%
<Rdbit. HITRS A, S e hoiEs
DEMND Y Stage HTOLBISHELH, n (=) &
n (+) Ko ¥ 8.1 HEXETA % &, TOFHfE
CETFOELZ LD, (0.06<P<0.1) 72, KM

Y v 2%k subpopulation 0w T, Stage Hiic Higix
TEWH, n (=) & n (4 T mm’ ¥hop ERT
Z5E, T,Becell 24 n(+) BIETERRI.

DX 5o Mt fEER CoWTiE, n (+)
e PHA ghi{b®R, PPD fRRIE, K#md T, B
cell RDETH LS, BRI Y v ~EEREGHT & H
EINLBEEZR, T TREHFORBHELLETAR
BLTWBZEERTHAEY 2. L2 n (+) flo
SHOIHRIAEEZETT5L0MAELBEEIIS
B, FB L2 MLT. cHRIBEELRETS
L, V) VAHIORERIIEAT AN, KR¥MmY v Eko
M.LF. BEEMERRERE S5 0088 A5h3%
CEIFERBLETH Y, REREYHTTHERES%
BXhiuinbion.

MY v ~EEBI B IS T, FEH
BIDRFEED O O, Edilan v v FRBE, v v
SENOER, BIUHELE I BENEL LI B,
BB IIEREERYAVT, Vv HEREROW
st HiEMRo By L, Vv i BlEL
TR I 20 fERTC kL, 0
Viability %4\, SHIRRNY v i BEL THER
B bt W BANRS D L LML, VY v
fif> biological barrier S EH T/ &G
LTw5. SSENCERY v BioEBoEH I i
BRBETL, )V VYABHOREED KT %45 Z &b

17(503)

5, V) vAMiOREEECIHRERENEE LT 5
LOLHEFE RS, o ps (=) n (+) FITEBY v
REIR 1 ~3EESL, BOBBEFHEHIETIRACLE
bh3h0Th, SERIETLEREL TS L%
Ez AL, HIRY vABOBBRELAHES RS TH
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