FhAEY R 2R 5 A 245 2009 4F 1 HAS 31 555 1 ] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, January 2009, Vol.31, No. 1 - 59 -

iR 58 BE ki B A5 R X B T AL A U AE A

B W&

BT BB WP 2 — AU 56 E B4R A I 620 1%
B BATRAES E SE B E S MR, B L
ek, BI@EE BREE I AEY il i, W
FAURZ AT 20 AP L BT TORR 4 A i 72 L B 25 18] 45 44 78
WAFZTTIH . TIeRIUTRNAT Ik o & H AR R nl g
TR BB 122 PR, IS AR 0 AL A B 2% 0 24 B ) E R
2.

P P — R , & LA RIS TR 2R A SUAR P £
B EAEER—FNAYT AW TRC T 2T B Sl
WLTE 1952 45 TR 2 5 0 i 0026 20 Aol P AU 5 38 ok oo 75 3
(low-intensity pulsed ultrasound , LIPUS ) R] L4 3] 38 G XU A% & &
PG o MO R AR A 24k, ATTXE LIPUS #E97
TR B ARSI, Fe st 3 i RS AR B2 A
], 9F- T 1994 4EKSE[E FDA HE i BB 86347 i37R97 , 2002
A SARUEN T BT 2R A1 5 (delayed healing) S B A ( non-
unions ) FVAYT . ASSCHE LIPUS (i 3E 37 5 #0997 280 S AR O
JEfE—25iR

LIPUS *f#r & & #r it & 2 2 1F A

— LIPUS X 5255 sh )& a7 AE

K sh¥) 2968 WF 53 IE 32 LIPUS 8602 & i i, Duarte
S350 BT AR R4 LIPUS R B B o i BUE AR S
12 dp R, 1% B K e F ARG H 12 d J5 A4 FF iR
I 38 R o B T AL A 44T, & B LIPUS BB B
Prab A K wE I, Wang 50 W58 LIPUS XK BURB-B5-97
BA RN, RIS 24 dJ5, LIPUS 3697 008 3 s 1) B 25
JEE R EACHR B9 A SR 4 T R L 081 24 48 3 8 X BN, 97
04 K B 1 AR A 2 PR R 28 LIPUS 3897 5 s i Ak 3
JITEL; EAh LIPUS 34 BB A 4 A 8RB Pl R B A & 28 IR 12 2m
AN, B R Y R

LIPUS Bk 7 BEARHEE- i Az BLAN , 2 R ML A B 8 g~k
AEPR A, s KA1 4H ( maximum torque ) FIHHL 5% K BE ( torsional
stiffness ) & . Yang LB gY R JE/NEBEE BT 14 KA,
LIPUS A7 0 B f5e ACHL 7 S0 R AIL27G W J3E 43 31 e o 2 446 7o
29% 1 37% ;—SEWFFT AR S, 76/ BUR B B 95 56 21 KAt
LIPUS A7 20 B f5e G HL 0 S0 R AL 20 W J3E 43 31 e o 2 446 1o
22% M 67% 1 FRBFIT4E R W] LIPUS RER UE 250 54
HIr RS,

= \LIPUS X Il PRB- 47 28 & B3R 7 AE

DOI:10. 3760/ cma. j. issn. 0254-1424.2009. 01. 021
HETH AR AR KA H I F AR L R4 (JS07001 ) 5 i A & 4%
ZER T 22 75 A A 11 (NCETFJ-0701)
B 50407 :350004 8N AR AR KB R FHAR S TR2ZEFRE R

LIPUS T 1994 4F 10 H 351532 [F FDA fit o T8 ek & 47
BE DAY . KEIGKEPIFEHAES: LIPUS REfE# B3 fs, i
S LIPUS 3657 A VRS 1 REF RO AR B 40 3 Ik £ 1
B S8 sty 1 4T T v B R B A 0T R AS I BT
o

Heckman 25171 T 1994 45 HEAT T — 31 2 vhoC I PR X BE BIF
5%, BRI 67 P AP a1 B R B B i R % 33
B B E AT LIPUS 30 (75 30 5 ok 30 mW/em”, & RAEH
20 min) , 4% 34 Bl R 4T LIPUS J497,20 JE S 43 5% 0 i
PR S A5 2% T Bt 2 4L TP, &3 LIPUS 1G94l
A EPTAA IR B 455 24 % ~38% , AR IR v 2y
36% W R AEBITIER @A, M LIPUS G r A KA 6% 1Y
BEREBERAEA,

Kristiansen 25618 F 1997 4E%T 61 kS w5 41 B 3 47
Z s HTRETE SCE 2RI R GRS, 5 Heckman A9RF5T
IrEEZA, LIPUS 51J% 4 30 mW/em? , 4 KIEYT 20 min, K 31
)25 LIPUS J&¥7 835 Foi 47 - 8 G B ) 500k BR 20 46 4 36 %
~38% ; ItAh LIPUS Ry 4L B H B T T 0 %k 20% , X 1R
A PTHREANL R (43% ) W EFET,

TYAMIA 3 4R OR RO, G Emami %000 % 8 LIPUS
I ABRENET U E IR B BT B E HEH BARASGIEN, &
B HL R AT fig 55 2R FH P -BF T [ 5 =0 o6, B DA AR I R i 5 &
SR FH A8 A1 s 1 O =, e O SN E A TS , i  E
PET TR 0 5 Py [ 7, PR bt B 3 B R 000 4 0 0, i R 40 £
AT E ML 1R T BERE TS T LIPUS AR YT RN , LT g
S DRA P I R ) 4 4 a5 T LIPUS W7 AL, (HAH G 3))
Py ge g I AR SRR

LIPUS X B R M E R BN EMATER

ST Z L HE BRI BORBUS TR Il R
FAH 5% ~10% BTl K e SR G B AN, 1R
PHER A G S E RNENHRIRL , ™ S g 4 &g R
TR ZH A0 BN I 214 [ 5 45 5 [ IR AL AR RACIERR S (A
WEBRIA B BREAS 45 ) Mo R AR J =X CAn Wk | A7 45 ) o
MR aAREENE, LIPUS /EA—FEER A T BG
JP T ANURT DI SR 6 B 47 A 0 ELE BB IR T E T AR IR
EMEAE,

T T AN IE Bl WA R ) ST LY A R X , Takikawa al12] 52,
FHTE/IN BB B B i 1) Bt S0 58 UL P 20 2R 7 06 il AN A
B R JE WG RP  A RE AR T i AN G, RIS R
57 6 )G, SRR S5 R B R 2 50% /N BB A AR BT B
AR, M IR R LA AL,

Mayr % VHF5E T 42 B 9T ER s me R g 17
BIEYrimtE R 1.3 4, 4 LIPUS @7 Ja , RIS & Emib
88% ; [FIH Mayr 2538 & 285 T 50 1) A [R]85 A7 - 7 4B 38 A & 1k



- 60 - FPAE Y H R 28 5 A 24 2009 4F 1 H 4531 #5561 ] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, January 2009, Vol.31, No. 1

HORIE B 2 LIPUS 1675 AR RS SR, & B 951 5 B 9 4iE3R
WA BEL LIPUSTRITG , A Hik 91% ;366 Wil H AR E
2 LIPUS J&JT 5 , AL & 383K 86% ., Nolte 2D % 29 5] B A i
B GBIt 1.2 45, F3F AR ML 1.4 %K) 347 LI-
PUSBITIG , R IR A 2R 535 86% . Gebauer 251515 67 i1
WIEITA A E B (R TARB AR 24.2 4 H L EHFAR
R 2 ¥R) £ LIPUS 3897 6 4~ H 5 BIT ST P, & BL AT
B HRFEIL 86% ,

R RIEL  LIPUS fiE B E RS BT ER & AR
HAAE D BEXN BN FARITE R BN EEREES
LIPUS TG (Y g it il 5 4% e, R TFHE 5 4~ H
8], IS 46 K 228508 2 % LIPUS 1697 fOA M-

BEIRIET S MR AT R ILIERE

JT WFFE LIPUS 48 #8531 @ A 9 SRR 97 2 4L, Yang
L=l WA T 50 mW/em? A 100 mW/em? 2 B BF LIPUS Xk
SRS U B B AT i S B B R, 223697 3 RlJE it B
PLE 0 )R 2 0,50 mW/ em® R BE 2H S5k S AR BE 2
ek FxEMm 25 EBEA%iF%E X (P <0.05);
100 mW/em® 8 J3 21 £ I 77 260 R I B0 4650 ot HE A0 7 84 o s
P HER LS HE XL (P>0.05),

HLAARZE LU0 LIPUS 53 5 A 36 43 52 17 44 R 0 JR e o, g 1k o1
SCRYFTIESE . Reher 25080 HE 5 T A [ ik J3E RS ] 45 5 40 75 gk
S LT A A R A e A AR e SR A R S e, ok R
SRR 30 mW/em” A A RS I I RET 2 0 I ) 2H 2R Ak B AR
FHER 30 mW/em® WA BRI LIPUS Y897 5 9T B f # Ol
WSR2 —

S S A RSB AN | S TR S5 7 0 A i T A U
WA X5, Tsai 7T THH K 1.5 MHz F13.0 MHz #B7/
P (SR SETR N 500 mW/em”) 3T HEE- BN 2 ~3 BG %
B ATE D Y RITECR G & B, SR Z W R, B
T IS BAS R 30 49 S 56 P 3238 SR FH %) AR IR T S 800R SR
30 mW/em®, EFFR N 1.5 MHz, kw98 8 R 200 ws, J&H1h
1 kHz,

h T HESE LIPUS X B 4 4 45 B BEAG 52 1, Pilla 26080
1990 4 fefiz-d b BeYIIT , SR J5 R I LIPUS 3397 28 d, fERIG
14,16,17,18 J2 21 d B 22 308 75 i A FH 20 5 L 3 6 Fn 4
I BE 34 0 0 T X R 2H , fR TR BRI A AESE 21 K i
TR B IR R K, I AESS 28 K, B I IAIT AR
S FEALELWIEE SXRRALE CI B 2R, FREER R LI-
PUS X B 358 A LA 1 2 P BE 0 Bl A 2 B kA e B I A
AR B,

Hantes Z£1'°1 T 2004 4EBFSE T LIPUS X 1L 2F MR th Bel i
REHIARITVE L, O S 1R 22 25 3R W, LIPUS 87 41 &
PrAESIFE] (75 d) B BRZH (103 d) B B 455 ZEARG 55 75 K
B, LIPUS Y97 4100 B 0™ 1 [57 % B 1 o B 44 W 3 v T ) R
2 HAEARTGEE 120 K, B 227 B L5 X, %0
AR LIPUS fig 5% ma B 91 & & 5L 10 B B, i 4 el
AT i B G A i MG E

BAEWRAFFR R, LIPUS I A GE RO # S 8 a8k K,
Spadaro ZFOVFSY & B, AT 4 R LIPUS Wit 4 8 b

JIN BB G I A A B B IR W AR 5 Warden 6P %
PR3 12 JARY LIPUS 0% B SED) Bk B 1E # 7N BRUBE B 32 i 1
WA U 1 9 B B R 1 OC 3 Y Wimsan 25120 & i
LIPUS %I 21T 8 0 i E R I IRITIEM ., Lihg R H
WA LIPUS X E T8 A 8 IE B B e B &2 mafE

LIPUS % S8 £ B HHE X HLH

— LIPUS Y #5007

RE2AE A LIPUS JE R RPN, FBA % E AN
LIPUS #3420 22 sl 40 it 5 475 & %) 5028 T R 5 38 2 T i B e Bt
MIRE R L FEA 56, HRIEE N 20 ~ 50 mW/em? FH 7 I 1
20 min FIEALIRETE AL 1 C™; Duarte 2P KB,
LIPUS(50 mW/cm? , B FRAEH 15 min) 7EF T S HE-& U1 45 A
Ik TP 2 TR N T A2 AR, R4 LIPUS 1R IR, Bl
MRS INAS I 1°C (0 A TR R 3033 bR Ak 553 1) R 3580 1z AT
A5 — O Y T g , 4 fa) J5 Mg D it ol Jie SRR R 1 4%, X
T A A LA

. LIPUS ARSI

LIPUS A77 B} 51 7 4 20 20 ol 40 it g A% 5 22 5 HL AR $sk iy
A, LIPUS S5 b —FhBLAR I , R L= 26 14 1 7 VB F A
55 (AR A S XA IGR S | = SR M LA H = 01
e AT AR — i A TR AR Wolff %E 2, LIPUS
Vel —FPEER A D) & 768 3 6 B bk PR
LIPUS 758 202 4L S50 28 i AN TR) 2 BE X A8 At 1 (a9
) , K s P R R T B B e B K
FICHE o B2 B 4% B0 R B RE B 4, A R B R R
52[26—27] R

i T P R S A P P A S AR R T R R A
WSl BSR4 U A BURNAE Bl R A AR Ak RS R
Yy k% R A B HE H D RE I e 5 3020 A A i v e AR
TR 00 8 SR 1 A2 i, R R ODG IR R #e gk, LIPUS [l
LA R I A s AR, BIGER 75 I8 7 A AR 2 4 P 14 i)
P SR ARAR Y R AR o AR A ok 7 T k2 2
2R IFIE A as i, FEAIK 50 B A 7 1 R PR HEFR 0 W B i 4R 3,
TP A PRS0, A 200 6 R T 7 A BT, T — R 2 B0 ok 4 4%
JEE” B5ONE , o AR A B VI 3 (6 L85 4 e A AR 5
Wi TS F RS TS B2 s A FH R 7R G AR 3 ] 5 1
PG AN . IR 25T A B, LIPUS X 41 Ji Ji i
B EAT B FH AR N AN 2 A, LIPUS B3GR
VR T fi 5 588 i 4 5k B K P A7 P03 SRl LIPUS
T 005 S 4 40 8 385 P A T R 2 (- BT R SR i INHILAR e
Ak N N 1) S /T < A

LIPUS {3t & # it & B9 48 K L)

FIATSCT LIPUS {2t & 4 fr & 9 ] REALH] 2 E LI
i, B LIPUS Al B I 2 5 B 418 52 1) — 2 91 4 (A
5 TG A OGN I A AL S, fe 23R Bt w i a i H
[, Chapman 202 % 81 2 LIPUS fEHE , & S B E 41 h
S ARME TR PR IR FR AL C 1S PR e fe A K T
B (transforming growth factor-B, TGF-B) & W4 £ ; B¢ IR ML B



FhAEY R 2R 5 A 245 2009 4F 1 HAS 31 555 1 ] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, January 2009, Vol.31, No. 1

- 61 -

C PO S S5 8 %, 5 B T N R N, Kokubu %57
1999 45 J B 28 8 7 5 R R, O RGN S T A R R 2
(PGE2) B % PGE 4 WUl R4 42 mRNA( COX-2 mR-
NA) FAH4 /1 COX-2 mRNA Rk 458 ik — PR i PCE2 &
I, T PGE2 HA (R E A A0 MM 58 S B R e . Hak LI
PUS AT RS AR B A H S 58, ISR A0 D EE BT iR IR R
AL AL PR BEERCE AL R B LIPUS BE3% ik 5155
FRERE AN B B T AR A B, A IR SMFSY
UESE, LIPUS A5 #J- 8CH 40 i 434k, 7T BB 3l o 8 1R SR AR AR 1
RBERIA (R 2 R R R AR B R R S
(1., Wang 74 2004 45 UE B 7 9k + F0 BB 0 28 108 P 1 A=
KK F-A (vascular endothelial growth factor-A, VEGF-A ) mRNA
U AR EOKP W55, b VEGF J2 i 48 A i S Bk
B ECEEMTIEF, 5355 LIPUS i 1T 38 5 0 s o
BRI SRR R R T A T
A CT 53 Mr i AL )5 A9 542 B 4548 A& 1L, LIPUS YA Y7 vl 34 &
RTS8 (bone volume fraction, BVF) Fl/NGEE 25 B K - ( tra-
becular bone pattern factor, TBPF) , BVF I TBPF #&5 %38 i $2 7
AR N BN R TR HES I LE B AR B N TR 1), S BN R
() By 2 422 T % G A T TR

% &

KEWFF RV, LIPUS 1E b —FAER A MR BRI T &,
AT RESEHE B SE BT & , 1 ELAEIR T B 2R & B R
T EAT ST RN, R e R AT I ] 0T AR A
VRIT B, L3R LIPUS 897 1R A A & A 7 4B i B B Bt
MAREEITEEN B, R4 LIPUS fe & FE 3 e 3% HHE
W LVE FBLE B iR B, T o — 205

2 % x #t

[1] Praemer A, Fumer S,Price O. Musculoskeletal conditions in the U-
nited States. Am Acad Orthop Surg,1992,95.85-91.

[2] Duarte LR. The stimulation of bone growth by ultrasound. Arch Or-
thop Trauma Surg,1983,101 :153-159.

[3] Wang SJ,Lewallen DG, Bolander ME , et al. Low intensity ultrasound
treatment increases strength in a rat femoral fracture model. J Orthop
Res, 1994 ,12.40-47.

[4] Yang KH, Parvizi J, Wang SJ, et al. Exposure to low-intensity ultra-
sound increases aggrecan gene expression in a rat femur fracture
model. J Orthop Res,1996,14 . 802-809.

[5] Iwaki A,Jingushi S,0da Y,et al. Localization and quantification of
proliferating cells during rat fracture repair: detection of proliferating
cell nuclear antigen by immunohistochemistry. J Bone Miner Res,
1997,12:96-102.

[6] Lee FY,Choi YW, Behrens FF,et al. Programmed removal of chon-
drocytes during endochondral fracture healing. J Orthop Res, 1998,
16:144-150.

[7] Heckman JD,Ryaby JP,McCabe J,et al. Acceleration of tibial frac-
ture-healing by non-invasive , low-intensity pulsed ultrasound. J Bone
Joint Surg,1994,76 :26-34.

[8] Kristiansen TK, Ryaby JP,McCabe J, et al. Accelerated healing of

distal radial fractures with the use of specific 1ow-intensity ultra-

(9]

[11]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[24]

[26]

[27]

sound. A multicenter, prospective, randomized , double-blinded, pla-
cebo-controlled study. J Bone Joint Surg, 1997,79:961-973.

Leung KS,Lee WS, Tsui HF, et al. Complex tibial fracture outcomes
following treatment with low-intensity pulsed ultrasound. Ultrasound
Med Biol,2004,30:389-395.

Emami A, Petren MM, Larsson S. No effect of low-intensity ultra-
sound on healing time of intramedullary fixed fibial fractures. J Or-
thop Trauma,1999,13:252-257.

Saulgozis J,Pontaga L, Van D, et al. The effect of fracture and frac-
ture fixation on ultrasonic velocity and attenuation. Physiol Meas,
1996,17:201-211.

Takikawa S, Matsui N, Kokubu T, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultra-
sound initiates bone healing in rat nonunion fracture model. J Ultra-
sound Med,2001,20.:197-205.

Mayr E,Frankel V,Ruter A. Ultrasound-an alternative healing method
for nonunion. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg,2000,120:1-8.

Nolte PA,Krans A, Patka P, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound in
the treatment of nonunions. J Trauma 2001 ,51 :693-700.

Gebauer D, Mayer E, Orthner E, et al. Nonunions treated by pulsed
low-intensity ultrasound. J Orthop Trauma,2000,14 :154-160.

Reher P,Doan N,Brandnock B, et al. Therapeutic ultrasound for os-
teoradionecrosis: an in vitro comparison between 1 MHz and 45 kHz
machines. Eur J Cancer,1998 ,34:1962-1968.

Tsai CL,Chang WH, Liu TK. Preliminary studies of duration and in-
tensity of ultrasonic treatments on fracture repair. Chin J Physiol,
1992,35.21-26.

Pilla AA,Mont MA, Nasser PR, et al. Non-invasive low-intensity pulsed
ultrasound accelerates bone healing in the rabbit. J Orthop Trauma,
1990,4:246-253.

Hantes ME , Mavrodontidis AN, Zalavras CG, et al. Low-intensity ul-
trasound accelerates osteotomy healing in a sheep fracture model. J
Bone Joint Surg,2004,86:2275-2282.

Spadaro JA, Albanese SA. Application of low-intensity ultrasound to
growing bone in rats. Ultrasound Med Biol ,1998 ,24 .567-573.
Warden SJ,Favaloro JM, Bennell KL, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ul-
trasound stimulates a bone-forming in UMR-106 cells. Biochem Bio-
phys Res Comm,2001 ,286:443-450.

Wimsatt J, Dressen P, Dennison C, et al. Ultrasound therapy for the
prevention and correction of contractures and bone mineral loss asso-
ciated with wing bandaging in the domestic pigeon ( Columba Liv-
ia).J Zoo Wild Med,2000,31:190-195.

Chang WH, Sun JS, Chang SP, et al. Study of thermal effects of ultra-
sound stimulation on fracture healing. Bioelectromagnetics,2002,23
256-263.

Welgus HG, Jeffrey JJ, Eisen AZ. Human skin fibroblast collagenase.
Assessment of activation energy and deuterium isotope effect with
collagenous substrates. J Biol Chem,1981,256:9516-9521.

Welgus HG, Jeffrey JJ,Eisen AZ,et al. Human skin fibroblast colla-
genase ; interaction with substrate and inhibitor. Coll Relat Res,
1985,5:167-179.

Gross TS, Edwards JL, McLeod KJ, et al. Strain gradients correlate
with sites of periosteal bone formation. ] Bone Miner Res,1997,12:
982-988.

Rubin C,Bolander M, Ryaby JP, et al. The use of low-intensity ultra-

sound to accelerate the healing of fractures. ] Bone Joint Surg,2001,



- 62 -

FPAEY H R 28 5 A 24k 2009 4F 1 H 45 31 56 1 ] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, January 2009, Vol.31, No. 1

83.259-270.

[28] Dyson M,Brookes M. Stimulation of bone repair by ultrasound. Ultra-
sound Med Biol Suppl,1983,2:61-66.

[29] Mortimer AJ, Dyson M. The effect of therapeutic ultrasound on calci-
um uptake in fibroblasts. Ultrasound Med Biol, 1988 ,14 :499-506.

[30] Dinno MA,Dyson M, Young SR, et al. The significance of membrane
changes in the safe and effective use of therapeutic and diagnostic ul-
trasound. Phys Med Biol,1989,34.1543-1552.

[31] Rawool NM, Goldberg BB, Forsherg I, et al. Power doppler assess-
ment of vascular changes during fracture treatment with low-intensity
ultrasound. J Ultrasound Med ,2003,22:145-153.

[32] Chapman IV, MacNally NA, Tucker S. Ultrasound-induced changes
in rates of influx and efflux of potassium ions in rat thymocytes in
vitro. Ultrasound Med Biol ,1980,6:47-58.

[33] Kokubu T, Matsui N, Fujioka H, et al. Low intensity pulsed ultra-

sound exposure increases prostaglandin E2 production via the induc-

tion of cyclooxygenase-2 mRNA in mouse osteoblasts. Biochem Bio-
phys Res Commun, 1999 ,256 .:284-287.

[34] Wang FS,Kuo YR, Wang CJ,et al. Nitric oxide mediates ultrasound-
induced hypoxia-inducible factor-1 alpha activation and vascular en-
dothelial growth factor-A expression in human osteoblasts. Bone,
2004 ,35:114-123.

[35] Eberson CP,Hogan KA, More DC. Effect of low-intensity ultrasound
stimulation on consolidation of the regenerate zone in a rat model of
distraction osteogensis. J Pediatr Orthop,2003,23.:46-51.

[36] Li JK,Chang WH,Lin JC,et al. Cytokine release from osteobl asts in
response to ultrasound stimulation. Biomaterials, 2003, 24, 2379-
2385.

(&1l H :2008-02-20)
(ARG 5 )

LR TS

M % G aE BT R 9T TR E A R UM AL R T A

FTHA Mt

R L P AR ST TR BB A 4R ((ankylosing spondyli-
tis, AS) AR & SR B HEHY —Fh KA, ARRE R T 25 ¥ A
A2t 6875 ™ B Y Jed B T T 0E R A R B2 B JR T R
W EAT M B AT RS, LB AR AT FARBIE, FATESE
1998 4F- 3 J] % 2006 47 H1EHT & B2 B o — 4 =B I B
I TZIRYT R ELPE AT 48 TUHE R 8 35 93 9], 43 7R R 25 %%
A/ 8z Sy PR YT  OE AT

— SRS U5k

(—)— BBk

93 il 5 (IS AT G o AP e AR Il I A S903%6 fi
(LR ) DL SRR AR, I HERR 25 B Sk . Hor
24 i, Lx 69 Bl AW 22 ~32 % P19 (25.4 £2.1) % i 2
A 3 CFEI(L9 £3.7) 45 A IROC T 22 24 19 B 1+
FEIRE E 25 B, FEALE R E 60 B, FEHLA N2 W FiGIT 4.
BTG LRI (MR GIBTIE) A 31 1,
3 M AR R PRMEIEIR LSRR 25 R e
FREX(P>0.05)  HAR LM, &1,

(Z)WRITITk

2 L PR AT R B 25 WIS 0 UG 2 Nl BE ( salicylazosulfa-
pyridine , SASP) B¢ & H 4 W % ( methotrexate , MTX) ) U Jiie

ek FNRE

DOI:10. 3760/ cma. j. issn. 0254-1424.2009. 01. 022

BB IH L g A R TR G H (0324410028)

YRS FAAL 453003 HT S R4 BT £ B2 27 e 8 = I DR 2 g e 0 12 2
HWEE (W aiA BN s E BRI ER RS R (B ;
B S BB = MR B BRI AR (TR 53T £ 2B 58— M JE R BE i
SEHINRED)

WEEE . TR , Email ; shannonjj@ 126. com

MERE 1 IRBT 4695 0.25 ¢, B R 3 Ik, B RFAE I 0.25 ¢,
F1.0 g MRS R 0 25 T 5 F e 11 IR BT, 56 1
Ji2.5~5.0 mg, B 1K, LU RGN 2.5 mg, 2 10 ~ 15 mg
JadERE, A EEINTIRE R M SR F L AR E R 2

R1 3 YBE TR L

P et PERERER (1)
Mﬁ<§5i, o ﬁ%; X BH A

) TR OWHE %
HYIRIGITA 31 8/23 25227 1.9+3.1 5 8 21
BEYTEE 31 7/24 0 25.5+2.0 1.8+3.9 10 19
LEEIBITH 31 9/22 25.3+2.4 1.9%3.0 7 20

41 Bl

7
7

ZIYFIATT AL R 45 T 25 RAG T . B ST e A |
HME BT BHBE S B BB B EM , BRI R 7 B
1 7 SR AN L R e o R kT B L - R T = N
FERE = AR AELUR, BE A A R 500 mg) 172 F (14 BE3E
40M: R H 1,3 D L AYERR PR E 3 d, AT 4 AT
i

BEYTIEARIN T2 shyr kP O 4E R R % 3 B 1Y
B8 YIS E) WIS S, @R E R A SO T
PERYIZ Bl . 5 ST s sh A EMb E B R EMi RIS 3 |
PR s 5l s s e s 1EE B He s sh Bk
iBd) M) GRS sh 5, QBREZZh, I iz )
KB G iE 8 Wi hiiE g B sk WE B, 13 SR
e iBRNL , A4 ey R 8 sh 8 i K% Shyi el , #0 IEAE 454
5 1) B JeR AR A JeE RS 45 S B g8 A, DL RasshAEH 1
W, AFR 40 min,3 JEA 1 ANYF R PR RIAK R 3 d, IR 07 4 4
IR

LARIT AR 457 25 R LS sy, ik L, R



	59.pdf
	60.pdf
	61.pdf
	62.pdf

