Jm
o}
(=)}

EST HMAMANTY YHRE
& & 3

Agdsta +97ue
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1. =2
e g aolA a%ow TYEL THUR £t BHUAY R I Aol
N4 gD, GEoR GaEEA, 9T8A 2 BAYFoRA URE GaAyd 9
Aoz UElYY(Ryu 5, 1999; 7*2]— 7, 2000, ©] &, 2000; & 5, 1998a; 7t &, 19%4a
b 3 B, 1990). ot ® GauMel A% 2 AR SUe gdo wase A2

ol v @t

2]
95 oW, B F A £HLL
85% °1, A 3 HY FHE , A
B 2470 oldt, FobA] o] &L 85% ol & & A oF dri(doValle F, 1997; Dunn}
Moss, 1992; Borsberry®} Dobson, 1989; Radostits®} Blood, 1985). &y} &z 8 vt
F7h 53] RadAe olegt ZH wAA Ree AF7F dAFEolttRyu F, 1999;
% A, 2000). o] 2 AAA dv HAEEE FA7] A e BriFezr A4
7N#g HASI R, ol AAIZ T wat WARQl HHE 7| s AR} s,
g ¥ ZnE FHE AlAHok Frl(Battocchio 5, 1999; Van Cleeth 5, 1996; Kaneene®}
Miller, 1994; Pugh %, 1994). Z28lx WA E& 9L e JAE2E T3, 23
3, A, =7 eobAl, #4F, BERbAIAH} i F& & F Ut(Pussley T, 1997;
Dohmen %, 1995; Stevens 5, 1995; Borsberry9} Dobson, 1989; & %, 1998b; ©o] %, 2000)
Jed fUEe wFLAL AXT YA, £EA7 FEY, JAAGY FYA
Aol AARN S8 Sol meH o ol iﬂqmwﬂ’wwmmmw,WW;
Pursley 5, 1997; Twagiramungu 5, 1992a: b).

Ao HAARE dadyo dMEL 30~50%9] o] 20 (Peeler 5, 1994; Woolumse}
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ol

_19_



Peter, 1994), dad® o 50~70%7} %4 & o (Kesler, 1997; Lopez-Diaz®} Bosu, 1992;
Dinsmore &, 1990)c] 3, 2 E-L AW ALY EY 0.5%~19%Z GU¥etA Ruda o
TH(Kesler, 1997; Ribadu 5, 1994a; Brown 5 1983: 1982; Al-Dahash$} David, 1977). &
Al-Dahash®} David(1977) 2 7 5(1988)8 HAW =2 A9 &4, 29 & L F=y
o FA T wet /A fFEe=m E‘wﬂ“ﬂ’ﬂ, HadFe gddFd A4y s
22 bt ok £33 Leidl §(1979) FA23ES 23 dE(small cystic degeneration of
the ovary)3} tf &3 F(large cystic degeneratlon of the ovary)o. 2 FE3 3, TAAE YIFI
AE D A Fo 2AA Ao wap FuA G EdE(follicle theca cyst)d} a4
¥ FZ(follicle luteal cyst)o. 2 FE3IGTE Leidl 5(1979)& £ oA d¥XIES 33
AMEZ F4 ¢ H43 AL9NEZ Ao ade [ I, Yoz FRs o A48
dadFe 2284 542 21d u 3tk 283 Choi $(1983) Y kA L =0
dE Yo7|¥ aromatase?] 7lTo] gflolxA @G EFAUY progesterone® EFE7} Z7}E
estrogen®] FL v TiZoE A4S 3‘301‘5}%{0@ 2 S(1988) = FHA o daydE uiy
Aol FFNZFC] progesterone@} estrogene ST A, d¥xWo P xe WA
FA st Fxd wet d8 7kA gAY dEe=s i"%%% B st

A9 2o daAWE Ay Yatd JJrﬂ"ﬂ 2 J4H 2R3 FLY S48 #F
olvt AZAAE AL &St ot ZE o= progesterone FE SH I 2 g
ol 7bsdtA HoEZA, YA Sdn FHIAQA SHAM B ZEH| L AR
AT gstA FAE T de Aol tHKesler, 1997; Ribadu 5, 1994a; Youngquist,
1994; Nakao &, 1993; Farin 5, 1990; £ 5, 1999b: 1998b). R Ao E3] LA Fo] =2
dadFe oAd 1 $59 G4, dad /134 s L o 4eFe 5902 e
e FohFel shdolsl W o BEEC 4 AFAAE @ Avozt
A7 AthRibadu 5, 1994a; Dinsmore %, 1990; & 5, 1999b; 1998a: b). w}alr] o] S
N M2 AEye] FHo] HH3) 8 F7HT dE 2AF ol

oA BHF7IY 2HL HAREEE FAA77] A& &I JEu(Kastelic &,
1996; Sanchez &, 1993; Odde, 1990), 23 F =} T F7|sle o8 wtg] Lor LA
FA0) 2EHAY) WL VHBAEN FUEES FANASGH Martinez 5, 1997; Seguin
5, 1985). Zel3 BHEANS EE 2L #EAT U ASHE grre Puse 3
A 75e HIAANIAY v AFAI = Ao|th(Van Cleeth 5, 1996; Sanchez =,
1993). $A9 5 & AR EH AEHE FARE F2 progesterone A7 900
(Tregakis 5, 1994 Kojima %, 1992; Brink9} Kiracofe, 1988), A9 715 HIPA I =
o2 = dlfEo] PGF2a A A& AL&3tH(Younis, 1997; Twagiramungu 5, 1992a: b).

AAY WF progesterone FEZY W 2EHAAE dad 429 A5y 2 A4
33 AAFEY 834 482 + go] FANAY. BAA B ATE $4E 3

(e 8 L

O.u
i

)
oy

7oz WESHA HF progesterone ¥ & U 2 SHHAE AR HT EAA
H3 de daFoe Adejrt FAstE &3 & W2 Aato] monitoring 2 WS 7Y
3t HAZA S DA OEZHN ZH4E7te] BAAN S qAA 7)1} sted ER o) Qo).

_20_



=
>
nat

2ol
N
A
e
iz

>
o
A
el
iz
il
0
2
2
Sl

A
< il 3l e
B F 30Y ol " &, 7] 4AADEE fAME £ F 30 oddE &, 28 A
GRS 2 Jg TEERIAY} XFE QSTE &2 5 AA 77,924FE Yoz AR
3Rt

Lt. & F progesterone S=&H

444 Ao uFAe ¥ 3 mE EDTAZ A@ Hel AAG T 4TAA
3,000g2 10% Bt 43t 4L wastdth Eel¥ LS progesterones ¥4 o
A 20T BBeA ol A progesterone T =73 2 progesterone kit (Direct progesterone,
ICN Biochemical, Inc., USA)E o] &3}« Gamma counter (C_RYSTALTM II, PACKARD Co.
USA)Z Z2A3Fdh. aH A progesterone F 7} 1.0 ng/ml o] L W& dio 7154
FA 7} EAQste A2 AFFANE F, 1998a; 1995a; 1995b).

Ci. ZZHA

2 A AALE Zemjanis(1970)8] W o] F3o dihe HAle 71eA A, X 13
B2 A4 §5F& A oH 2AFe HAe AFTY FH, @¥, £3589, F57, ¥
T4 2 WEEY AN T& HAASA o +FE SR

g}, =80 At

AZAA T 2290 GAX(EUREKA SA-600, Medison Co, Korea)o] %-Z¥ 5.0 MHz
AL G542 da 2 AF3E FFIT 7‘9‘-4‘74*}‘3“”': Edmondson 5(1986), <&
5(1999¢c) 2 & (1996)9] 7€) T3t AFoZREH EWE AAT F dL 2 AFY

& BEAE AYeAT whe AAE BEAZ G2E A8 PP
SA BA, G 123 dFe) EARTE BHAGon, A2 AAE
AgWdel We2e) 24 479 44 2 AFHS AFNRY wF F=2 DY

of. fYUYyee Y

84 progesterone F= %, AAAHA 2 2gHAH A T dae FE U
Jele] Zgr& Edmondson S(1986), & £(1999¢c) 2 & S(1998b)e] WS <zt
o] Table 1-13} Zo] AA3tAth AFo 3 R WA= Fissore 5(1986) %
(1998b)°] Wel Fatd HA4 AT LA FLH2 HESH R, AN AT

o

rE
rw oo
o ok

& AFWA 229 anechoicdt A ol 'snowy' echogenic particlec] EA3H 2FU
vd oz AP on FA4H 2]——'5,’-1417101] t} ko] anechoicdt N A ol 'snowy' echogenic
particleo] H¥tH oz A= Y& Wy ATEHFFFTLE It Vg 02 AP E

k

% Fissore 5(1986) 2 & —*(1998b).,] 71 &0 To}oq A5t 9 o)
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Table 1-1. The differential diagnosis of ovarian disorders by plasma progesterone concentration, rectal
palpation and ultrasonography in subestrous dairy cows

Progesterone (ng/ml) Rectal palpation and ultrasonography
Day 0 Day 10 i i
Day 0* Day 10 y y Diagnosis
Cyst CL** Follicld Cyst CL Follicld
+ - - + - - Folliculat cyst
<l <1
- - - - - - Inactive ovary
' - - : + - + - SH***or EED****
<1 =1 ’
+ - + + + - SH or EED
- + - - - + SH or EED
>1 <1
+ + — + - + SH or EED
—_ + — —_ — PCL*#*#*
=1 =1
+ + - + + — PCL
>1 >1 + - - + - — Luteal cyst

* day 0 = the day of the first examination.
** corpus luteum, + : present, - : absent. .
*** silent heat.
***% error of estrust detection.

**¥3+ persistent corpus luterm.

H}. &g X2

TALY £ @A %Ae ZE L PGFaQl dinoprost(Lutalyse®, Upjohn Co. USA) 25mg
= cloprostenol(OESTROPHAN®, LECIVA, Czech Republic) 500pg8 FA}3H 3 @by
Al JFFAE AASReY £33 F 30dd 239 AE 27 dAAGE AA e}

FAGEH FA 32 FA2EEE PGFal dinoprost(Lutalyse®, Upjohn Co. USA)
25mg E= cloprostenolOESTROPHAN®, LECIVA, Czech Republic) 500pgS FAIS T &
ALEA JAFFHE AN en £3 F 30dd 2SH4HAR 27 JAJGE AA
sttt G ¥dF2 GnRHA A Q) Gonadorelin diacetate tetrahydrate (Cystorelin®, Sanoti Co,
USA) 200pugs 955 EE GnRH 200pg< —‘:E*":] & F 144 A PGFag W& FA31H
o o] F BHLHAA AFFHIAL £3 F 30d0) 7] JAAGE A2 A

G475 AL GnRHES 3?— RPN JFFFRAR £3 F 0¢84 27 A
@GS AAISA o

U ATAYA ATE5FF L AZHAZT LS FA7 243 3 %9 PGFas} Estradiol
benzoate(o]] 2 8®, Yot etF4 Al 6mge FAF F 3YA o] A T e
gl FdRen olF AHAHEA AFTFHE AAFAT. AFUHWLFL A7)
EAF B FodE PGFag FAd F 3dAd A =& HgdE AFHd FUsRe
o olF THLHA AFFH S AAFA

ol Z& WMAZ ZAAG L B NP &A% WL L EHFHoz H
Fig 1-13} 2t}
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Examination of reproductive
status

I

f

Rectal palpation

Ultrasonograhy
]

Hormone assay
]

Confirmaion of method of
differential diagnosis

|

Treatment of reproductive
dysfunctions

|

[
Ovarian Uterine
disorders disorders
[ [ |
-Pyometra -Fetal
Error of .
. . -Hydro maceration
Ovarian estrus Inactive -Endome
. d . . writi -metra -Fetal
-tritis
cysts 'etectlon ovaries Muco mummifi-
-Silent heat
-metra caton
PGF2a See the GuRH PGF2a + PGF2a Egs PGF2a Egs +
n
GnRH experiment 2 Antibiotics + Antibiotics Antibiotics
I I I | I I
I
Insemination and judgment of
treatment effects
Confirmation of the best
treatment method
Fig. 1-1. Flow sheet for differential diagnosis and treatment of reproductive dysfunctions
1.8 o

Wi

13,692%F, A 5A

Jh. Ry WAHA =3

4o HAES

A2 Ao W 8RS YARAH A9
& 437) BRAA T3F, FEAS
1257 B 25,569%, #F - AEAY 24074 2F 332945 2A

5770 Aol 68078 FHAolA 77,924% 8 HAAFAT
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TR F 30 ol ZE &, FF F 30U o)FE &, AFAAS L FEEIAN} HAE
Hdole 28 dFo2 AAAA, 239A4A 2 A progesterone ¥EE 2Rl A
g A B e Table 129 #o}

T dAaFEWo] 364525(46.8%)2 M #sgten AW 10,721%
(13.8%), 44 2 A4l A7l 24,0445(30.8%), AU 2AF9 & 53 2 27
# 2ol 1675(0.2%), ZTnkA & 135(0.01%) 28lz 29 F 500 oW 2A RAAAQ v
79 e 7]5}7} 6,527F(8.4%)& z+z} JEbytt)

Table 1-2. Distribution of reproductive status in 77,924 dairy cows

Reproductive status No. of Cows Percentages
Ovarian disorders 36,452 46.8
Uterine disorders 10,721 13.8
Pregnancy and PF* 24,044 30.8
Adhesion of RT** ’ 167 0.2
Freematins 13 0.01
Others 6,527 8.4

* Pregnant failure
** Reproductive tracts

Ch. Hafyel WRY WUE

AZHAL, % progesterone F=EF P 29l o8 daAW oz AdFUL
36,4527l A 2z} M RE LA EL Table 1-30]A4 B upo} 2o},
ALY Ee 2R THY AR 29551FBLI%EAN dAaAYFE /M e BYLL
o] 4,2225(11.6%), HAFFo] 1,3505(3.7%), G277 55 Ao 1,281%
& FHHAETFL 485(0.1%)2 24zt Yebytt).

Hgon, d¥d
(3.5%) 2183 &

Table 1-3. incidence rate of ovarian disorders in 36,452 dairy cows

Ovarian disorders No. of cows Percentages
Silent heat or EED* 29,551 81.1
Follicular cysts 4,222 11.6
Luteal cysts 1,350 3.7
Inactive ovaries 1,281 3.5
Granulosa cell tumor of ovary 48 0.1
Total 36,452 100

* Error of estrus detection.
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2. A3EY

A H4A, 84 progesterone ¥E&FFH 2 x2S

10,721 5ol A 2zt

o $RY WUE

oA o8] AFAPoz JDHIL
HE3H A EL Table 1-494 B vl g,

AZWeEg ol 7,2065(67.2%), AEF 253
HZFol 5215(4.8%), ATFLF 1285F(1.2%) 181

AZWege B gl M Ekeh

€ 2,270%(21.1%), 88 o] 580%(5.4%), AZFA
Aol 165(0.1%)2 YE ol &

Table 1-4. Incidence rate of uterine disorders in 10,721 dairy cows

Uterine disorders No. of cows Percentages
Endometritis 7,206 67.2
Pyometra 2,270 21.1
Urovagina 580 54
Mucometra 521 4.8
Uterine tumors 128 1.2
Vaginal prolapse 16 0.1
Total 10,721 100

of. & R AT Atz YWY HUE

g7, 8 progesterone TE5% R ZEF AL o5 A H JATVIRF Al

2 AGHAY 24,044F A ZtZke] Y EL Table 1-5¢] vebd whsp 2o

3 F 309 o4E 28 ddez JANTET AP A3 WA PATE 20,0045
Z Q4L 23,587F(98.1%), 27 BlobAtY 2695 (1.4%), Biobulolehd A 178%(0.7%), B ok
A 105(0.04%) 2 VEFYETY.

Table 1-5. Incidence rate of pregnancy and pregnant failure in 24,044 dairy cows

No. of cows Percentages

Pregnancy 23,587 98.1

Early embryonic death 269 1.4

Fetal mummification 178 0.7

Fetal maceration 10 0.04

Total 24,044 100

Hi. WA Zof 2l XlE =%

WA gz 198 F ARS AANAY 27,604F F 2 WP ARTFFE Table 1-6
I 2o B8 e 22dY 2R 13,732F49.6%), FEFF 3,473F(12.5%), ZA
FE 815F(3.0%) R daTTHD 6065F(2.2%), Fho HHIHAEFT 45(0.01%)2A &

AAH o] 18,630F 67.3%%2 x}A 3Gt

= ey

AW 6,4555F(23.3%), AT EFFF 2,018F(7.3%), ATHAFT 294F(1.6%), B otn|
olgb¥ A 695(0.3%), BoFHRA] 5F(0.05%), Z7IElobAT 1185(0.4%), 272 105(0.04%),
A 25(0.01%), A7 S 95(0.03%), A2 125(0.04%) 21 7|8 725(0.3%)

24 AFABFANE ATWEDe] 233%2 3 B NEE A%
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Table 1-6. Treatment status of reproductive disorders in 27,694 dairy cows

Reproductive disorder No. of cows ' Percentages
Silent heat or EED* 13,732 49.6
Silent heat or EED* 3,473 12.5
Luteal cyst 815 3.0
Inactive ovary 606 2.2
Granulosa cell tumor of ovary 4 0.01
Endometritis 6,455 233
Pyometra 2,018 7.3
Mucometra 294 1.6
Fetal mummification 69 0.3
Fetal maceration 5 0.02
Early embryonic death 118 0.4
Urovagina 10 0.04
Vaginal prolapse 2 0.01
Adhesion of reproductive tract 9 0.03
Uterine tumors 12 . 0.04
Others 72 0.3
Total 27,694 100.0

* Error of estrus detection.

A A A AR

FHze MAZA EE 7 YN 2648658 oz
714 WAHAET (g aHE WS AFE2ZA Table 1-79] Yehf ).

FE UL AAFEA oA E 471l ey MAHR o Foe 38382 ©EyH
AL, THAN FEHAA BIFLF F Fe7ie 18740 9L &%, Bitsx A 4
A 9] FAAdFE 105NN 6782 23, BUF 60Y olUo] 2L R FPd &
o B E&Z 33%ANA 89%2 Tk A FHA FHEL 43%NAN 3%E F7h, FHYT 3

3 FE 26304 1.88]2 @ZE ).

Table 1-7. Fertility indices before and after periodical examination and treatment of reproductive dysfunction in
26,486 dairy cows

Periodical examination of reproductive status

Indices First day of examination Last day of examination
(02-08-01) (04-07-31)
Mean intercal interval (days) 471 383
Mean interval calving to conception (days) 187 99
Mean interval calving to first service (days) 105 67
Mean cows showing heat by 60 days postpartum (%) 33 89
Mean conception rate to first service (%) 43 63
Mean service per conception 2.6 1.8
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HA o o] 2y Agd 23 oA 2742 Fig. 129 Yz 8938t 33 2.
GXEE - A 25 mm o]Fe] GFEA T XA FEFol EAHA dEe WA
gdAHoF anechoicdts @E2Ho FAE 3 mm v a8lm @F olgldl& acoustic

enhancement’} e},

BAGE  BAREN TAE GEEFH EAAT F2 BEYOIUA Yo T
A7t 3 mm o]Zoln Whedle FF cloudyE ATt

wAo AYTMAESE . Fhel Aol 50 mm o] Aol HA] heterogeneous echogenicity S
Uerd

d@aF o d@Uo anechoicd FFo] ATt dAGEH AEZdol 2F7H =
7L BF EA FH2 FAd.

AT - Agl o] vlEso] glom AFUo] anechoic EE echogenic & % 0]
2 FAHAEA &F EAT

ATEFS - AgHo] e A v FHo U3 AFUdde ANA SR echogenicdH T
o] dF EATIH o2 Q3] ATl Ael Ao Uk AFWHEES echogenicity
T TAHAEEY HAzxxd waA gFstA Jedo.
AZRANZ . AFE2E2T ¥£d 27N T WYWLE9 echogenicity} 2] wEoj
A

anechoicd} Al VEGTE.

83 : %907 7}5 32 vaginaZl anechoicdt Al YE W urineto = hyperechiocdt FA]
AEEEC EFolAE #EEH

WEg - LFSE IS BBl anechoicstAl Eolw W= FEAHQ H I £

A WadS Yt =3 dA2aH, g2 x 4 FAEZ 0] hyperechoicdtAl K
A=

ot A : AR BolFxEC EAFUA EHoldF Ao FHRZ HFst FA

O

A0 AHZF ol ¥ ¥ A A FZE YEAY.
Ejolmjojgt WA : Elolr} AMLI T AR X2 &)
Het Aoz vAAHQA eelFx2Eo AFU e ¥
volg} X E oldd A &= acoustic shadow7} FEH}.

L B(EEY)
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Ef OFA} Leguy s NzEu ¢lEedHE sraw

Fig. 1-2. Ultrasonographic findings of reproductive disorders

X dMI|ZiY ZZWAPA & A

A d#HE EAAHA 25H4HA &AL Fig. 1-33% 2o

dal 289 AR AF4d e HEE A F °i U 38 R34 HER Vs A
anechoicd}Al & & o] YAile] FAXY .

AdA 30U : Bj4 2 7S anechoicd zHZWlo] hyperechoicdt Ejolulrl BT H AT F
5o A X7} obF FEHA FUH.

dal 35¢ : AFE FTHHYLZ scanningd HoF P4 30LET ¢S BHd AT

F

< E 4 Jdon, gopy FHE dA XD U FHol 1’%51&’1‘4-

AAl 39Y : AE AFZe] A% HErh FERHY R AFZde FHd AL
Holul 7} BRth dwkd oz 30Y o] Zo] 2FE scanning OP“'“i ol & f4ls w3
3t Bdy 2o AAuEs #3d 4 Ao

Al 41Y TR AR FEH Jom, T3 Fj - %Y FhEo AT

A4 46Y EjolE ZWAFC 2 scanningd AT TR AF TR B W,

gdoie) o] 3ol AEA EiH
4 CHFBOT GA48MA TEEH glen AR FRANE AR 9
ge= 3, Hols 81 e 59 4= F/HHAT. dbror 4 504 o]
< d4A #2g + Ao
A4l 638 YA 60U o] Fole Eloprt AAFstdA ¥ swol ejo} WAE scanningd
4 ¢ldth Day 63(A)= ®Hlolel F7E& #JF o= ®Hol 79 Avert FFHAY
Day 63(B):= Elo}e] FHE ujEudro & scamningdt RO 2 & ZFFZ3 AetFol #2H
At =3 A7 EH‘?_4 AZAKQ FHF AW THAA HFElE 55 FEHUG
ZW o) A scanningdt Ao 2 BEAAI S HF: L S
#4743 F4HJ e EFde Ayt FRAEH 3



ATk THE= 44 3L vis) oL AA AU

AN 80 : TR Aoz & E2FFo At FAEHA o HAL hypoechoicdt A,
agln TR Log FARe FHo FAFHAG

Y4l 949 : Anechoicd Y49 WA R hyperechoicdt FH7t AHslA #Eson
HolE H3idte doto] AAH B

A 97d  FAETE SHANA I Ao <}, HAde AAXMo BAFHYow B
#& Qo= acoustic enhancement?} 5t

A4l 1059 : FH T scanningd Ho 2 dutr o il 37/1Y o] FoE= EHo}r}
‘—Hi st so] FAE7] oY@y W FEo] olwl & cotyledoneo]tt Bl &lo g ARG

109 : ejolo] A A& scanningd Aoz AFUo] HAo| anechoicstA ZEAEH
52 hyperechoicdtAl E ¢t} Scamningdls =Fdle AAYER ¥

o AFFA3 A
do] FAHL FE57] HE A4F &F58E AT + YA

94l 1209 : efole] FEF AAWLE scanning@ RO AR FYolE FAAAZo B
Z5Rem a2 P& acoustic shadow?’t FAHAD, F Lol 5F agln 2Yde 7t
o] ARstA #HHA '

HAl 130 : BHEE FHOZ scanningd RO Z 5F Po| & acoustic shadowr} A= 3}
I, T2 ArH 22 homogeneousdt Al #EE B o] L anechoicdtA vEFWETh o]
W g2AE oEeE ¥

¥24o8 B3Y 4 AU
4 1408 : YA 3AY ol Folt wote] £FAl ¥delr] Wl eo} WAL
scanning}7) 7k 2@e7] R dlole ARWE BAY & o+

& Fezol A BIAAG

¢koll hyperechoic

liy 3
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Day 105

Day 120 Day 130 Day 140

Fig. 1-3. Ultrasonographic findings of the bovine conceptus during gestation (Day 0 = the day of insemination)
2.1 %

AEod AYAEE AAIIE Ao 2E A, A4, F3, (2724, e
R oA AW g 89d 9% B F Y4753 B x| A(Hamilton 5, 1995; Del
Vecchio &, 1994; Dinsmore &, 1990; Lewis 5, 1990; Benmrad$} Stevenson, 1986; Peters$}
Bosu, 1986; 4 &, 1994b), &4, ¢ F Aggdes A3 NFFE Ad 2L 229
HA Az A Bv 3 WA 539 X]ﬁ(KeslefQ} Favero, 1997; Pursley 5, 1997;
Kalis®t Van de Weil, 1980), AlA|, &3 o] #IAHA ¢ Zurx oo 2 So| 9oz
st tH(doValle 5, 1997; Troxel 5, 1993; 7} <, 1995). v .

AZHAL R progesterone TE EZF o o FEayo WY LAEL THAWH T:
by ur A o] ZARo] 50~55%, dAAWo] 30~35% ho §-) i1 Z]-:é"%ﬂ%o] 10~20% <o =2
TR Ee 2HEHY FRo] A 5L HEE AXPdn QA ch(Heersche$}t Nebel,
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k

1994; Pecsok =, 1994; Senger, 1994; & 5, 1998b). 3 “azdy = dAGFE A 9
Z7), @Fo 4, ¥Edo T/ oz 97 2 2AGH Jidd we gFA 2u
531 Y tH(Woolums®} Peter, 1994; Lopez-Diaz¢} Bosu, 1992: 1987; Nakao %, 1985; Kesler
=.1978; & %, 1999b).

B Ao AAE 77,924F F iAW o] 36,452F(46.8%)2 7HF Wskewn A A
10,7215(13.8%), LA 2 A7 Al:r}l 24,0445(30.8%), GV 2F 9 #3o] 167F
(0.2%), Za vl 135(0.01%) 283 B9 F 502 o =AM FAHA THFII 2L
1B 7} 6,527 (8.4%) 2V EbETE G AR 36452F FolME 2 %A AR e E4
Aol 29,5515(81.1%), FERE 42225(11.6%), FAFFE 1,350%(3.7%), G275 F
1,2815(3.5%) 282 @4o HPTAEF 48F(0.1%) 2247 Uety olF T e
2 xE EARH 81L1%E HREES AAsAttele FridA 2B R AT

Bzolu wy@a wWHe Byl dtteE AL 9uisie Ao =Z Heersche$t
Nebel(1994), Pecsok 5(1994) 2 Senger(1994)9] A rZx9} vl=d ZAgFS Yetidt. o]
2 C“H‘%’J TE 2AYA 22 TP Eol b AYEY FE ol F Etherington T
(1991)0] 222 hA O 2 progesterone FEZH I ¢4 S AF S vl uHdHUE o,
Skl *ﬂ‘ﬂdﬂﬂ HHE&%!OH SUA DAALELS 4T%E TR tlyol AR LHY A
Rolgtte (A7 TYsivty AzZdch £33 23S #FEI7] 43 oddg JiA HHF
Bor T R wTA dFo] BAEHJY dE RIYJSACA AT 76%(PeterstBosu,
1986), 24A]7F video ZA1A Ao} #Fo] oA E 50%(Kelton 5, 1991) 12ln 19 23
ot WA Ao o E 20~38%Kelton 5, 1991; Peters} Bosu, 1986)2 A #3 @&
o EAAL AT u Y}t waby B dFoa EAEH T T Rde] FRoz A
9E o 2 thE Whitmore(1980)2] A A H #elxET =2 A3 T WH] AR 9
W, I T2 gYolo = Humbolt®} Thibier(1980)7F E%F F 60Ul 96% o429 Aol
progesterone =7t A&t o &2 60%]A RFo] FAREHAGE By FAHY
%@Tﬂ% AR Yot HHSAS UehRRA ¥ AT T LAl o9 dddel

1 Ay zrsich

AZU ARG 25 dZd o) FAsE AFTUREL LA £33 YT
S o}7|5te AWoln|(Dohmen 5, 1995; Peeler 5, 1994; Etherington &, 1991; Peter}
Bosu, 1986), 242U A FZEL B £ 10~15Y7HA] 90~100% ©|ATh7F 30~40L &
30%, 60¥ ol 10~20%= Azt 743t a ch(Stevens 5, 1995; Del Vecchio &, 1994;
Pugh , 1994). 3+ Etherington $(1991)2 A HAF79 &9 xAgulddo] 2
9 MANAL vme B A3 oA dE A7t AFHA Fdctzn A=, ol 9
dozE AZFULES AFaA AGASA £33 A AFUnde T A7 AU
Folaglx &gt 28l : Miller 5(1980)2 AZUHHE S FEAsA A7 HalAe
AZAASY AZRAA T Wz g HAAE AA&ol s, olv ¥ H &l
28 wmul ojugl A4 ok AL HEo FAS AT: AT B 7N AT
AW 10,7215 2 AZWergo]l 7,2065(67.2%), AZFZ%¥F 2,270%(21.1%), 83 580F
(5.4%), AZFHAZ 5215(4.8%), AFZF 1285(1.2%), 2L 165(0.1%)2 AFHWZE o]
AR =A Jegth AZugde dEES ARG EL oAV A8 A FA S
A% $HFA] Fe AAECIYT. ole F2 BT F AJ] JATYUY JATFHA A
ATzt AASA gL W AZUHHFol LATUE Stevens (19959 AFHE LA

= o

rlo

mﬂmﬁéd&}'}
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d F& Atz AAdEY. 53 Asg$e A 2 9U2 U9 Augde A%
A SE2EEFA S22 zdo] Z@sAT 2SHPAAE o8 A Avdyd £
(Kaneene9} Miller, 1994; & 5, 1998b). W&tA 2 &P AlE 2429 Ade oS &L£3)

A ALEE = 91 Roz Algd

A R A7) Ao WHEE YL £F T 309 ol4E 22 Hgos HAES
A A, AA FAFT 24044% F G2l 23,5875(98.1%), Z7|E|oFALY 2695
(1.4%), ejotujolebd g 1785(0.7%), ElobdA] 105(0.04%), = vtebych 9t A7 A=A
= AASHA FRTHE EolA A 2 eojnlolg A Ao wHo] WA R ool
=HIA7E dAleg AAstn dus Butdol A thoof AAste L] w o
7be] E4d& gt =@ ZUlgolAlE Holrh $AdE] F4E F A Fo] +2Y
7hA g ol R ¢yl el FEIZIF Ao Erhe AMAYL A=
Borsberry 9} Dobson(1989)9] XA a WA Aste] HF7|ANL P A EL

Aot A5 U] W HAELS AL £ UL Aoz YA

HAAAE NEE AASAD 27,694F Fo]A Sy FEo| 13,7325(49.6%),
EGF 3,4735(12.5%), FAEF 815F3.0%), A&7 SEA 6065(2.2%) L FAie] Y
G EZF 450.01%)2 FaAWo] 18630524 673%S AXA1 UYox: FAwT
71t 2ol ed AFAY FolHe AFWHDo] 6,4555(23.3%)2 7h 2o} wat
A Bl A 2R ER g JlE, 15Y € AT ERUF 2esigan AAED wo
Al Fd AdAF9 Ut v ABHA M7 BAThE Stevens S(1995)¢]
As 1 & W, A2 ANFH S AAsE B FotetE AN B2 ga
o2 447 Aoy TR BEN 22 HaABYd NI mSo] FAS ol Fojx o} i}
3 AztEr)

FH FAAAER ZaHE Hrer] st Hxo MARAA FololA AAE WA
AEE A ANY 26486F 2 4o s FHr|AHQ WMAAAE NgEHEe dols) B
SRl FE EUAA S AAAA ojdoe 471L g oy WAARA olFo e 383U =
SSERL, FHIE 1874 942 BF, BRE R FAAAY HFLEE 105U
A 67°’i @, B0F 60d ol A H & 33%cA 89%=
T7h A FBA FEEL 43%NM 63%E F7}, FHT £HI4E 2630 1832 &
5 AT o]+ Radostitis®} Blood(1985)7} A A& Ao WHAFE AT 29 Ao
H 2ot A e F71EQ Hagae HME%% FAAIZ A

ol’de]l dAE FHs B W FNAHA AN 7] g
¥ A A g2 WAESES FIHA i7H AN E AL Aoz AlgdHth

off ot

}1

mlo
oo
e
4
32
ar)
>
1o

=

3.8 E

05 o] X9 6807 ZA oA 77,924% 2 A
T dast AFo B4y el % *3*‘712“ﬁ91
oldd &, 27 XS N E 3 F 309
oldd & ez AFAH 2 Ule FEESA AAE 878 E & ES o=
AAHD 2 AEE 48 039 2L 238 I

HAADF 77,9245 F FAhFEWo] 35452(46.8%)2 713 Bgton AW 10,7215
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A= 57 Al AAseE &
08 ZISIHAES AAsH

7] Awe gAE B8 F 309
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(13.8%), dA =@ AA7] A7} 24,0445(30.8%), FAVY AF9 &Fo] 1675(0.2%), =
ok 135(0.01%) Z2l3m B9 F 50d oW 2A HAAJ dFFrI 2 7IEIH
6,527F(8.4%)2 el WAANSFAAA A Ffd s ARE HAGAD &
27,6942 o]lF EBAWA wE WHWAH AX 13,732F(49.6%), GEFFE 3473%F
(12.5%), BAZFZE 8155(3.0%), FA27)5EA 60652.2%) L d429 HFYLTANIE 4%
(0.01%)2 FAAHo] 1863052 67.3%S AP Uiz AFAW 71el Ao
ed A2AY ZoNE AFUWLE] 64555(233%)2 7HF Btch A7AA HAFA
ANE HAXEZA & Hpd ul, Fg EUHALE HAAZ olHE 4719 oAU
ou WARZ o|FdE 383YE FEHHUL, THIIE 187LA 9dz &F, EUF
A FHANAL FFAdFE 105494 6742 @ F, £TF 604 oo 2B & o F
A A9 B &L 33%A 89%E FUl A A FHEL 43%ANA 63%E F7H FH
F TR T 2634 1832 SEFHAG
wald Fr1HQA AAL 27 dAdG @ BEASY 27 dAT H-H} (EEAM W

AFEES FT7HA 718 S FEAAHG.

m. &% 2. PGF.a HAof 28t WHFE

WE W Wy
 MHSE
“A9 1 F71A WAAY 2 WAFR AR A7 GAET F LU AR
Te ST SFAA WAVE0] BHHUA AANA B o] Fe] gt I60FE YO
= 39t

Ll gyaia % I3

e =%
5 B2 F A3FFL ANSHAG FFAAE Zemjanis(1970)9) o
o 2gWAA Aol AASATH 5 Bael AL B4, IE 91 3FY ZAFTE
2R om AT AAe AT B, 9, £39, TEL, NFF 58

g #R s

2 #YAR S Y 23(08:00, 18:0008 UAHR 2AHZ
|
Q

A8 FEAAZ dAe FRES BEEAT. WA AFozHEH FHE AAZS F da
2 2F9 YN E A g EFAE AYsAT. dire HAile 52 dAE A
2] W80 2 scanningdte] WA TRE, B3 A9 EAFEE FF3 BRI
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2f. A& % I progesterone =& H

+HA A F oA QAT A 3mlE 4CHA 3,000e2 102 E 45
¥4 ®2T F, progesterone FEE EAME wzix] 20Co B#sAT. R
progesterone % 57 & progesterone kit (Direct progesterone, ICN Biochemical Inc, USA)
€ ©]&3l9 Gamma counter (CRYSTALTM II, PACKARD Co, USA)Z =A39. 8&
progesterone FX= o SlojA W o] Al S (coefficient of variation)Ql intra-assay = 5.9%,
inter-assay= 8.8% ©|QUth. &A A progesterone FE7} 1.0 ng/ml oAU wE Pt
1574 A7 EA3tEe Aoz B

of. #YRE

ol el EHIFo] oA AAIIFe olgo] gle MAE Yoz 2P &
A BAZ} EANAD & FAM LHZFRF 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16259 B2 2tz 60
T4 % 360FF A%l PGFaQl dinoprost (Lutalyse®, Upjohn Co. USA) 25mg X &
cloprostenol (OESTROPHAN®, LECIVA, Czech Republic) 500ug2 FAISIHTH FAF & ot
I ATFF e dAdgen £4 F 3040 2SR 27 JAAGS A4
sttt

A o7 Zo] UFFTE MY, AA 2 28] g
3t Fig. 2-19} 2},

g 2¥Hez

B
o

@

Error of estrus detection

and silent heat

f ]

Rectal palpation Ultrasonography Hormone assay
L [

Estraus induction
according estrus
cycle

Dinprost ,L Cloprostenol
| |

% estus induction % conception rate
Estrus stage at injetion -Estrus stage at injection
- Days after injection -Days after injetion

Confirmation of the best method

of estrus induction

Fig. 2-1. Flow sheet for selection, differential diagnosis and estrus induction at error of estrus detection
and silent heat cows
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1.4 =
7t. YHFEAl 8F progesterone S

olMe] WAy Fol HEI} JALE HAoE BHE KAV A LTHFRZ 6,
8, 10, 12, 14 ¥ 16¥ Ao Z+Z PGFa A AE FAsA=d olwe] &F progesterone &
T Table 2-17 2z}t 248 & 6da o] 1.5¢1.3 ng/ml, 8L A o] 3.7+1.4 ng/ml, 104 5
6.5+1.8 ng/ml, 124 Aol 7.9£2.0 ng/ml, 14L Aol 6.5+2.5 ng/ml, 16L& A o] 2.5+1.2 ng/ml =

A A% YT FES BT

Table 2-1. Plasma progesterone concentrations on day of PGF2ainjection in 180 dairy cows

Days from estrus to Progesterone
PGF2a injection* No. of cow concentrations

6 60 1.5¢£1.3

8 60 3.7+1.4

10 60 6.5+1.8

12 . 60 7.9+2.0

14 60 - 6.5£2.5

16 60 2.5+1.2

*Lapsed days since estrus.

Lt. PGFa FAl ¥ HyWsE

tol F4 ¥ ARYSo] mE WPIEL

tjo

Jerd

AL
[«0
ffu

PGFa oAl YR F7IEE F
A 3= Table 2-29F Zt}
LAFRESF 64A FAG BEe FA F 3L 445(73.3%), 44 65(10%), 29 ©]
Aol 65(10%), 59 °lFdlE 45F(6.7%)7F EH l FAHAG. THFTEF LA FAL
3 ALE FA T 3Y0 34F(56.7%), 249 14F(23.3%), 4L 65(10%), 5¢ o]l Fo=
45(6.7%)7F dF o] FHEHAT. TAHFTEFT 10LA = FA F 34 20F(33.3%), 4¥
o 165(26.7%), 54 145(23.3%)7} EAH o] LYY FAZTEE RYANE FA F
39 245(40%), 4L 205(33.3%), 5L 105(16.6%), 6D+ 65(10%)7} LH o] =
HAth BHFEF 4AAdNE FAF F 3ol 24F(40%), 49 225(36.7%), 5L 105
(16.6%), 6Ll 45(6.7%)7} L o] THAHJT. YHFTET 16LA = FA F 33U 4F
(73.3%), 49 85(13.3%), 2¥ ¢l 45(6.7%), 594 ol Fo & 45(6.7%)7} LA o] LA}
W PGFa FojAle] WA 7] TAGlel AP FF 3605 EFoA AaAdsdE 3
LS FA & 3L 1905%(52.8%), 4?4,01] 18F(21.7%)2X AA 74.4%7}F FAF F 3¢
4do) ol UG, 2z LTI 8E oldl F FATZI|A= FA
2 o] HHHJA oM AN BHFEFT 10Y ~14¥ddl= FA F 39 9
Aol A=Yt

e
Job o

énld-ﬂm?-

2
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Table 2-2. Proportions of cows showing estrus on days after PGF.a injection and the relationship to stage of
cycle at injection

Days from estrus to Days from PGF,a injection to heat (%)
PGF:a injection* 1 2 3 4 5 6+ Total
6 2 4 44 6 2 2 60
(3.3) 6.7) (73.3) (10) (3.3) (3.3) (100)
g 2 14 34 6 2 2 60
3.3) (23.3) (56.7) (10) (3.3) 3.3) (100)
10 0 4 20 16 14 6 60
6.7) (33.3) (26.7) (23.3) (10) (100)
24 20 10 6 60
12 0 0
(40) (33.3) (16.6) (10) (100)
24 22 10 4 60
14 0 0
(40) 36.7) (16.6) 6.7) (100)
16 0 4 44 8 2 2 60
(6.7) (73.3) (13.3) (3.3) (3.3) (100)
26 190 78 40 22 360
Total 4
(7.2) (52.8) (21.7) (11.1) 6.1) (100)

*Lapsed days since estrus.

Ch WYREF =8 £=ZA $HE

[+

e

|

o
fr

PGFa Fof & 2P THA 23
Table 2-33} Zt}.

AT 6AA N FAL BE 60F F 2% dale] Hof 533%9 A, B
FTEF 8UAE 605 F 387F Y= 63.3%, LHZEF 10LANE 605 F 40%F

e dAES EHMNLFEE v

o,

oo

Table 2-3. Proportions of pregnant cows after PGFaa injection and the relationship to stage of cycle at injection

Days from PGF,a injection (Pregnancy/Inseminated)
Days from estrus to PGF,a injection*

1 2 3 4 5 6+ Total
32/60

6 0/2 0/4 26/44 4/6 22 02

(53.3)**

' : 38/60

8 22 8/14 22/34 4/6 2/2 0/2
(63.3)
40/60

10 0 2/4 16/20 12/16 8/14 2/6
(66.7)
38/60

12 0 0 18/24 12/20 6/10 2/6
, (63.3)
' 40/60

14 0 0 18/24 14120 6/10 2/4
66.7)
44/60

16 0 2/4 34/44 6/8 22 0/2
(73.3)

2/4 12/26 134/190 52/78  26/40  6/22 232/360

Total
- (50) (46.2) (70.5) (66.7) (65) (27.3) (64.4)

* Lapsed days since estrus.

** Parenthesis indicate the percentage.
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[¢]

AAEF ] 66.7%, FHEEE RYAAE 605 F 38F7F dalHo] 633%, APFEF 14
AR E 605 F 40F7F G 66.7% 21 THFTEF 16dANE 60F F 4457}
A A s o] 73.3%9 YAE&E VEH T

A PGFa FHA9] 2 F7|d @Al AFFF 360F EFoA AFdFE 94
£o ZA B 194 2/4%F(50%), 29 12/265(46.2%), 3Y 134/1905(70.5%), 4% 52/78%F
(66.7%), 5Y 26/405F(65%), 6Ll 6/225(27.3%)2 A L& 360523257 YA
A 64.4%9 &S EHAH

PGRaA A S Agatel B & FEAL W FAst HAPEA Do) THAE AL
B wAF7) Fol dojvbe WAAAH Aolsb grk(Wenzel, 1997). & ALLY EE
JEH TAREA THLAFH BAA Ru Feld WAL e A2 A
o7t glelH UEAA TAREANE A2 $UL FHAAE A& F7b A

(Younis, 1997; Wenzel, 1997).

a8 A4 717 2ol ALEHIT YE PGFa AAZE A, A PGF.ax] dinoprost7t
Jded oo EFEdeze dwtAozm FF 25mgd ALEIH, EA PGFa FEAQ
cloprostenol& 500yg 221 A A PGF.a¥AdFE A< fenprostalene ingg A&}
(Kesler, 1997; Wenzel, 1997; Peter8} Ball, 1995; ©] %, 2000). o] & <A E Alolde TF
ad ol M 2o &7k zolrt e Ao Hans 3 th(Kesler, 1997; Younis,
1997; Wenzel, 1997; Peters} Ball, 1995).

B dpoNe AAAA HAFINE B 2o 2SHFAE AAStE dad A
7t A3 AAE YA Z dinoprost 25mg = cloprostenol 50048 At&3td WH S &
TAAY. R BHEL TAEIE 6dA FAF BS FA F 3L 445F(73.3%),
4o 65(10%), TREEF sUA | FAF AFE FA F 349 345(56.7%), 22
145%(23.3%), TR ZEFT 10€ANE FA & 380 205(33.3%), 44 165(26.7%), TH
283 RYAdE FA T 390 24F@0%), 44l 205(33.3%), THFTEF HLANE
ZA B 3o 24F(40%), 4L 22F(36.7%), XHFEF 16LANE FA F 3L 44
=(73.3%), 420 8%(13.3%)7} FH o] LA HATE ol & Younis(1997)7} PGFa AAE At
£33t 48 A, 2HEFEF 6Yol FAIF AL FAF F 3dol 63%, THIFEF 8
AR o] FALE ALE FAL T 399 48%, TAZEF 10LdA e FA F 3L 28%,
A2 E DAY E FA T 3, 4, 59 27 23%, 37%, 30% a1 EHFEF 16
AR o] FAG ALE FAF F 3Uo 79%7F BP0 TEHATE B ARG E
3 PGF2a EA]9 @A F7|d BAQIC APFS 3605 RFA ZAALdsE 2T
£e ZAF & 394 1905(52.8%), 4Y 9l 78F(21.7%)2A AA| 74.4%7} FAF F 37 4
o HHe) B ol PGRaAAZ 2F L FEAZ o LFo] 3~5d Fo &
HElE B pE(Kesler, 1997; Roy$ Twagiramungu, 1997; Younis, 1997, Wenzel, 1997;
Larson¥} Ball, 1992)7 543 A#HE B

37 PGFa AAE AHgetd 2HE FEAZ o T HAL FAA BFPFre 4
g wet gdstA veldctn e th(Kesler, 1997; Wenzel, 1997; Peter$} Ball, 1995). ¥
AT E BFALL Y SHERF 67 8Uo] LHELE AEAAL wol&e RE] F
Ad F 19ARE 6dA7A g 7BES FHol TAHAA Y, YHFEF 10~14L
E FA & 39 oo wHo] TAHYU EF LHFEA EF progesterone TEE T
AZza% 6dAoE 1.5 ng/ml o]QX 3 104 olFoE 6.0 ng/ml 0|2 L FFEZ

]
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YER QT ol PGFuas FAAEY A7 £ 7% S U7 dEd FA EA4
W, & YHFTEF 10~164 Alold EHHQA 75S Ve, A&7 T3 LE
Al 717F treFstti= Younis(1997)9] XA S A e Z2ydn Addd. =3 Ao
AM e BlHF2EH A @& PGFa F9 F 39 o] Fo %49 Ao TP PG E
BRa537 243 232 HYth(Roy9} Twagiramungu, 1997; Younis, 1997; Wenzel, 1997).

PGFa Fof £ A LHPA 23] JAFFHY THE&E AHEA YHFS T 6dA F
AbgE AS= 533%9 dAE, YHFTEFE LA 633%, LYHFEF 10dAAdE
66.7%, LA ZTEFT 12UAdE 633%, THEFRE HUIANE 66.7% 131 TREZTES
16 Aol = 73.3%2 dAE&S Yelfo] AEPQA 164 Ao FAE B$7F FE) &0
71 o FA LS 6LdAI /MY RS FEHES Bt W LdA 23 F7
Z X9 AAFI 2 “Two follicle wave" = WAZ2EZ 1093 16¢Z9 a18ln
“Three follicle wave"t= 2AHFIF 34, 10¥, 16€ & JF¥7 A A3ui(Martinez 5,
1997; Gordon, 1996; Bo 5, 1995) X3t olujo] LA L7 EH7F 2T Younis(1997)7F A
g v gtk wgA BHFEF 1644 M L FHES BAD o {7 MEE
GEN} AASE AR BED Ao AZdG

A3 PGFa FAAle) B F7 o BAgel dFF4 360F RFAM AHdFE o
AEE FA T 189 50%, 2¢ 46.2%, 39 70.5%, 4€ ] 66.7%, 58 65%, 6
273% =2 UElY FA £ 3~5UA ] 60% ©]Fe & FHEE EId. Bo 5(1995)9]
PGFa 5o 3 M2 X9 253 g 4 39 A= £85H7] i o F 3~5
g Atole #3E AAE o N =& FHEE Eolm X3 Noakes(1997) E Larsond}
Ball(1992)& FAl ¥ 3943 4o £33 AA] M 2 FHES E4vdes Bad F
A3 A9E B F.

o]t AAE FF3t EW PGFa AAE A &3t 2R E FRAIAYE FAA F
BF719 A"t FARYPZQA FFHFTEF 1690 MB3%2E /HF 52 dAE&S Hn
FANEZIQ LB FEF 8~14Y T 63% ol FHIES BT T FA F 7R
ES 2RLEEH FHES EHAYD AV FAF F 393 4do|An. A LA
PGFaE AM&3t 2 S FEAIZ dolA SHFEF 10~16Y Alolo] AAsH £3
FAL F 3~59 Atold] AAdte Aol 7M1 & FHES €& ALo2 Algd.

2.8 =

PGFa AAE A5t WAL FESFLA & W BPFRF A9 FANE HY
7] st 2gRAAE AN F, FAJL AT F$ PGFa ARE FASE N
FAl ¥F progesterone $EF ZH AT PGRa AA FAN BHFNE BHFRF

6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16€ 24 ZtZ} 6074 F 360F5 A2 o33 ¥ A& 44U
PGF,a AA| FAAl F progesterone T+ 2 F 6o 1.5+£1.3 ng/ml, 8L
3.741.4 ng/ml, 10¥ | 6.5+1.8 ng/ml, 12¥ o] 7.9+2.0 ng/ml, 14Yo)] 6.5+2.5 ng/ml, 16 dj
2.5£1.2 ng/ml o]},
PGFa A A Fo T SHLHEELS FAF T 34 49 47 52.8%9F 21.7%7F Ed =
o] AA 744%7} FIEHYLH VX E 29 oA 83% a8 5Y o]Fd] 17.2%7}
[o]

ZAHAY. A FALHTIA T FEF 64T 8dol FA F Zupg BP0 ¥H
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fqr do 1 30
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g

F AN SHFEF 12~ 140 e FA F 39 o] Fol A o] THAUT
ALEF 23 FHNY AL STHFEF 1684 FAE A7 133%=2 7+
FHES 2T 2FTEF 1047 MAATL A7 66.7%, BHFRF 8L 129
2z} 63.3% 2l LAZFEFE 6LdAAE 533%E A& 7}“* Sttt &9
PGFaa FojAlo] WA 7)o #AAQCl dFFF 360F TN ZAHddrd Y& F
Ab F 3, 49, 5ol AT A7 A 70.5%, 66.7%, 65%F 2 T

ol 4o A#RE FIstY B9 PGFa AAE AMgdte 2L 54
BT Bt FAHP7IA THFEF 16 T3I%E M w2 < B3
AN EHFEF 8~ 14U 63% o] Fe FHES Ho FAAIIIHW EH S
frEAl7le Ao 2 FHES €& A= Alsdth
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