AEBEEGE F] 6% H2N
K.I.M.S. Vol.16. No.2, 1995.

ANZBH TR el BT 'l MK

Bk - WERF*

- BRRET - TR

#H

.

B e 2% LY abEo B
m SR KFRBR AHHHAR o)z Hs}
o 1B SFREEE WA B2 o
o &3 B WEAMY HREIF LIS

ANERRTFHES &7 “ABLE" Kk
Ao E BaEH BE RMSHESS WK
e, ssm, EAER, TEET, BERZY
—gERe BRYL S9T, He BERN
HESE mASR RMAEH HEES] R
I, EBEFY BE BIT stgon, =
0% e mER Bt BmATKE KBS
wol ERIGGT S

PR SEEGT BIBIE BEEe] il MY
W #ESS Adum ok EYe A
o] muK, mEd vIXE BES BRIy v 3
on #Pe BEMTR, €3 == IF
gigo), o == Jagmkol, 3 2= @
FoMEol OrbESCE RE A WHiAE
o DXE P e v AT &Pe B
BEpEol xylene2® RF HFH <9 FHRE
e pEe B 29 At £ B
HHo) xylenelZ Fikd R BER
e MY FR®mss Add. a4y
ABEETRC FEE B nXs B
e EERH FREASE AU

olo] EE: MRS M EHF Hm

« BABEEY
e AU BTy AANTH ST

M OHEIES FRAIE ARBE xylend™™
o2 HF ) MEBEEGES o7, ABHK
T A7) aqkste] RS # MHEEE, b
TBA(Thiobarbituric acid){li, &% ™ glycopro-
tein®] &8, £%9 phenol red AWFH 2
mucinfSR e Btkol wXEe HEE WiEst
o AEARTHSY MEES B v FEK
A HEE A7) HESE vloloh

I. EEabe 3 ik

1. 89 H M

1) &%

& 180g ANY ¥ 3F(Sprague-Dawley) &
epe ISl AN o, BER(ER
2] Co)% B8 #®H3l #HAE3IHA ERE K
$ol) 28R NEREAZ B RERC) fERSIECH

2) #H
el (AT S|EHE tihold MAE
Re BEd FHININSH, BHS REHEE
Vo P ABAKTHOEZM BHINE 2
185 7EE 953 2o

A Z Ginseng Radix 2.625g
FitkF Schizandrae Fructus 2.625¢g
& & Platycodi Radix 2.625¢g
B Jit  Atractylis Rhizoma 2.625¢
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F1{£2%5  Hoelen 2625¢
#FH#¥ Rehmanniae Radix 2.625g
8 Angelica Gigantis Radix  2625¢
i #  Glycyrrhizae Radix 2625¢g
g B Lycii Cortex Radicls 1875¢g
#i # Schizandrae Fructus 1.875¢
FM K Mori Cortex Radicis 1.875¢
1 #&  Ponciri Fructus 1.875g
¥ K Astragali Radix 1.875g
B J% Aurantii nobilis Pericarpiuml.875g
4 ¥ Bupleui Radix 1875¢
4: ¥ Zingiberis Rhizoma 3.0g
& it 37.125g
3) A¥tel F

AEANTF#HS 1088 4EY 371.25¢E #
Hho 2 3mpHE T A, MBI % EEAE
B3 WS rotary evaporator= BRI
g o BEZERAAN T2 ®EAZD H
WiEstd A2 HEAT. ABAKTE
18 280 ZEIe drixge B 40g
o] Ao

2. BRAHE

1) FREHEGY 2 BHRR

KBS 18l 6vtely ECETS EHEH
(Normal), #B#(Control), AZAKTFE 7]
2 16mg/100g(Sample I) #REEE 2 32mg/
100g(Sample 1I) &R OZ E4H3tF ok

YEERES) MR EIEEGS 2% xylene-ethanol
BES BRI BE 100g ¥ 0lmi¥ ERF
fRS B3t B3] AAF] EAFADL, AZEA
BT A7) REFES HEERA MY Zol #i
pEBisE The MR ol AZEABRTH A7)
16mg/100g(Sample I) ¥ 32mg/100g(Sample
IS & oes A

2) bt FREEfES] W

% e KRS B % @A
5k T KEAZ oS ERBEKEEAN A %
SRR R HHMAZ B OWE Rt
e fmole BEZE #Fmel K
e BES & W EEZ N . W
EF MESS R 8E 100g oz
wEsle ERNESS FHstA

3) Hi TBA(thiobarbituric acid){fie}
Eizschael HEol #Esled MmN 0.5g
Hr3led 0.06M phosphate buffer(pH 7.4) 5mil
{FfA3}] homogenizerel %7 homogenize
o L2 homogenoteE HAREERF A 05ml
23 7% sodium lauryl sulphate KW
2mlE pusle] =483 |EIsta 01N HC 2ml
st b Al E€9 lung homogenate®
B—&A WS % 10% phosphotungustic
acid 0.3mlE HmmstHch oAl 05% TBAK
® 1mlE 283 ENAZ & BT HBESd
ol A 455k et AHAIZ] # n-butanol
SmiE sty HERHEBREINA WA sl
o TBA®H%E butanolf@ol #aigch #HhH
3 TBA&%E centrifuge tubedll &4 3000
mmol A4 1045/ &0 8 92 butanol/F &
SEEstel 532nmelA BAEE WEIRoH
w2 malondialdehyde® 0.IN HClo| #f#s}o]
BEHS (FIisted TBAEES EHSA.

e 2 o g de

4) £%A glycoprotein& &2 NE

% o EEREMC] FWIRE % BEAM 3
B B9k HEAIZ UhS MERRERRAEON A $IR
BITHESZ FHAZ % FES B
FEA FFEEESHE  glycoprotein(protein—bound
hexose)& Winzlers] ##¥oz thgst o
giEstdY. &, T REMAHSY FAS
HES #% 4AHAMKE BHESZ 5%
ethanolZ ##E3 th2 0.IN NaOH 3miol| #fig
stk BME BE® 1mlol orcino-HzSOs
Bw(15M HSO4 100miell orcinol 0.3gS AR
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3L 2ml M3t 800CAA 15701 A7)
560nmol A ®EEE MESIRT  glycoprotein
BS FEAM g EoE mEsgon, Sk
© 2= galactose®} mannoseE {#AIs 3t}

5) %% A phenol red LW RS WE
Engiers} Szelenyi®) #/#:o] what % #rol
FRiwol #We LoR@Esin 1505 #
05ml9) phenol red(lmg/100g)%B¥-& BHEHE
gl mEEES 300 % BRREBYWS EmR
BE wREEClA HEBEITHROE FHEANYD B R
Fe MR I fREAMe FAE
BES #% 3mie] AEAE K 3008 FEA
#A phenol red& Yo, 7)o 0.3ml
9] IM NaOHE m3dlxa 546nmolA BIEEES

#E3re phenol red?] SWEE FESA

6) Mucin®# 9] Wil A BB
o] JWE
10% mucin B 10mlo] AZBA%KFE 7]
28 £4% 5SmgolA 30mg7lAl LA F7]HA
Fmmatz, 37T 305 REY 02 BEX
Imm, Zo] 30cme EE FHEAE BEB3}=
BE RESA

. EEsRpE

1. ffi FRE{ES| BME

EHEPEe] MEEL 1101010 g/100goidl e
o, [HRES FRAL HEFY HEES
194+021 g/100go.2 M=ol [EFER H
3o} 764%9 ®mmEK L JelUT

Sample 1 REFFS] MHEES 1361015
g/100g o= EHEBA L3te 236%9 #inX
< Jehfo] BWIBHES 764% Hste] #4 5}
fom,  HER HIdE t-test #E
P<0059 AEMYE Wt BEES] B RS
e AT

Sample I #EAFY HEES 1.32+0.09
g/100g o2 TE#HRES] 3l 20.09%¢) Em=
€ yehleo] HWIBHEe 76.4% Htd B4 s}
fow, HEMY HIdEs  t-test HER
P<0.059 HBHMAE It BEMEY BIERE
el 1 tH(Table D).

3. §5A& glycoproteing &2 &1L

E#EY FERN glycoproteing &L 2.06*

Table I. Effect of Insamomija-San on the Lung Weight in Pulmonary Edema of the Rats

Group Nos. of Animal (mz)ls(:)g) Lu:ngg/l\&f):)ght Increase (%)
Normal 6 - 1.10£0.10° -
Control 6 - 1.94+0.21 764
Sample 1 6 16 1.36£0.15 236
Sample T 6 32 1.32%+0.09° 20.0

Control : LV. injection of 2% xylene-ethanol solution in caudal vein.
Sample I : Administration of 16mg/100g of Insamomija~-San.
Sample I : Administration of 32mg/100g of Insamomija-San.

Increase % = (Control of Sample - Normal) <~ Normal Xx100.

2 : Mean * Satandard Error.

* . Statistically significant compared with control data. (* : p<0.05)
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0.26 mg/g tissuel Ao, MHiRES FHiEA1
HEEe] %A glycoproteing & 518+
0.72 mg/g tissue® #Ein=o] E#EE Lty
151.5%9] #imKE YA

Sample [ X8RSl FENA glycoproteing &
£ 3411041 mg/g tissueE EFTF 3o
655%2 ®mES vebllo] HWIERES 1515%
of Lttaled wAstH ot ¥Rl thItd e
t-test #5558 HEMHS LEHA SdTh

It

&5 fln

Sample I #ELFFe] EA&A glycoproteing
S 3351038 mg/g tissueE EHFBE Hst
o 626%9 #imEg veldle] HEERY
151.5%°) & WAt ow, HER
o= t-test R P<0.052) HEMUE &Y
A glycoprotein& &2l HWAMEESE HehiAct
(Table ID),

Table H. Effect of Insamomija-San on the Lung TBA Values in Pulmonary Edema of the Rats

. Dose Lung Weight
Group Nos. of Animal (tng/100g) (2/100g) Increase (%)
Normal 6 - 75+03Y -
Control 6 - 12.7+08 69.3
Sample 1 6 16 9.8+05" 30.7
Sample II 6 32 9.0+04™" 20.0
Control : LV. injection of 2% xylene—ethanol solution in caudal vein.
Sample I : Administration of 16mg/100g of Insamomija-San.
Sample 1 : Administration of 32mg/100g of Insamomija-San.

Increase % = (Control of Sample - Normal) + Normal X 100.

® : Mean * Satandard Error.

* . Statistically significant compared with control data. (" : p<0.02, ** : p<0.01)

Table II. Effect of Insamomija-San on the Tracheal Glycoprotein Content in Pulmonary

Edema of the Rats

. Dose Lung Weight
Group Nos. of Animal (me/100g) (2/100g) Increase (%)
Normal 6 - 2.06+0.26” -
Control 6 - 518+0.72 1515
Sample I 6 16 341041 65.5
Sample 1 6 32 3.35%0.39° 62.6
Control : V. injection of 2% xylene-ethanol solution in caudal vein.
Sample I : Administration of 16mg/100g of Insamomija-San.
Sample 1 : Administration of 32mg/100g of Insamornija-San.

Increase % = (Control of Sample ~ Normal) = Normal X 100.

4 Mean = Satandard Error.

* : Statistically significant compared with control data. (© : p<0.05)
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4. %M phenol red i E2] #t

EERSY FEA penol red SWES 28t
05 pg/g tissueolov], FHZES FHEAIY
HiEsEel KA phenol red SWES 71
07 pg/g tissueZ Bjn=lo}l FEB sl
1536%9] #mE-E Jelidct

Sample I #E#EES] EEM phenol red HWE
& 58+07 pglg tissueE EHEF tesld

t-test &R HEMC] ZEHA I
Sample II #827¥2] REAN phenol red ¥
B 51105 ug/g tissueZ [EFTA Ko
82.1%¢] EmEE vehfio] HEEEE 1536%
o HEe BASIRow, A Hdlds
t-test #E P<0.06Y AHEMAE HEM
phenol red AWES BABEE YeldUt
(Table V).

107.1%9] #mEKE ehdo] HERe] 1536%
of k3t WAIHALU HER e

Table IV. Effect of Insamomija-San on the Phenol Red Excretion of Trachea in Pulmonary
Edema of the Rats

. Dose Lung Weight
Group Nos. of Animal (tng/100g) (/100g) Increase (%)
Normal 6 - 28+05" -
Control 6 - 71=07 1536
Sample 1 6 16 5.8%0.7 107.1
Sample I 6 32 51+05 82.1
Control : LV. injection of 2% xylene-ethanol solution in caudal vein.
Sample I : Administration of 16mg/100g of Insamomija-San.
Sample I : Administration of 32mg/100g of Insamomija-San.

Increase % = (Control of Sample - Normal) = Normal X 100.
? . Mean * Satandard Error.
" : Statistically significant compared with control data. (* : p<0.05)

Table V. Effect of Insamomija-San on the Viscosity of 10% Mucin Solution
(Mean *S.E, sec)

0 mg
Dose (Control) 5 mg 10 mg 20 mg 30 mg
Sample 334£05 33.2%05 31.9+04" 31.3+05" 29.8+06™"
D-% - 0.6 45 6.3 10.8
Control  : 10% mucin solution.

Sample : 10% mucin solution + of Insamomija-San.
Increase % = (Control of Sample - Normal)
D-% = (Control - Sample) + Control X 100.

" : Statistically significant compared with control data, (" : p<0.05, ™ : p<0.02, ™" : p<0.001)
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5. Mucinz& REMES| 8L

10% mucin?&E# 10miol] gl AZETkT
e mmstA ¥e HWRRHE fE f2E B
BEFHio] 334105 secolom, AZETAK T
< Smg Hdt Aol 332105 secE ¥
gt sl 06%9 @WAEE Holm,
t-test &R HEMO] HEHA Fgkh

ANZHKTHE 10mg Hmdt 4o+ 319
104 secE HWEE e 45%<] WA®
S Holi, t-test fH5R P<0.059 HEMUE
WA e EmE Jehdden, AZAHKT
& 20mg &g ZH$oE 313105 secE
YWEEtol I 63%9 BAKRE Holw,
t-test #&R P<0.029 HEH I B2
ffE-S JeERT. AZBTKRT#E 0mg K
ek ALl 208206 secE ¥R 3}
o 108%9 WAEELE Holi, t-test FER
P<0.0012] of9 HEHAS #EBFRHS] £
< YetdAck(Table V).

V. # %

ANERKRFHS £79) “FHROE I Ki%e
gEeZ —YEEs wItn dax, %,
Zo} &Y Big MES B ARk
BEwd FAYTR shdth

mmel Hate &7 RELRE BERE
BEmo A, HERwIdn gz, e AE
mEOZEME G, KM, KM AR E BT R
mol SFEEE AEStET. B e wmel &
e BEosiaod, Bme 2 ffd BH7Y
@] B, EWe IFREESY Hitn
—F,ﬁ.ﬁzﬂ":}‘l’. _5_]_91‘:}_18.22,2629)' ﬁzm’ }ilﬂ’ 2523),
4%, 85 o BT @) BATELE
kR EERIEEI wES B, Re Lff
Fig o2 E ol sEstct stich

ABERTES A, BWTF, REE AR,

EES, PubE EEL HE R AW R
B R, A WS, DR, 4, REo 2 BT
o] otk o] @Ee HES AR @MA
©e L/ MWETFIH MEMMme ko ol
Wiz EY B FmMEEe Eifold M
Mz BN B, BEAEERY EE oo £
7 AR THESHE (EAC BmAND. W
MR ERILEE g T TskT o
HtiEe) B, (LK 475 IbmEs
B, AR, BEGILEE HER, [TRIA
QB HoZ EEKE o BEMESE *
SRR WEIEFS BEHS hats Ehos
"g Z_} % 1:"1.4,5).

B el vk B eEe Aued
AZE Mro) MIE mESID, thE HKEST,
e I, MSoln, KMTR KWAT, &
MAR drste] BEEE BEYHES —y
FMBRTES BIE Wil A WESE
2 H3 WA, SRR EAe? sk
F fo) B fEHEST, skE MESY, B
o i, L, BREO|Y, G, WE, & WS
o BN, &R SEBRES B N
feo) lom Hngikgkel WIHEHC) Ao &
geo) iR R ko] (EH g O

BES o] F£ MBAL, bRE EHysio
FEe MiEo 2 HIFIN, REHEse]
KL, BWRITYE WEEE fHEHme wets
RhEol Qom, FEENZe) ZEEfEMC o
EREREES] REEHZSl MRSl A %)
ERAYOPEL mifie o) | mEmslm, sk
= EHEY, GRS M BRoE g AT,
iR, FRstel WMEER, BEIR B &
# Z2 el KEEol o, AFERL Mo
T mHEStL, ki Hugstel @mEe O g
o2 Flkgiste WK, LFREBS
e sEeel AT, BuES o) M
EHIL, ke Hetn, ERS I, BRoz
EEwil, Rt FBBRES B3te MEEol
glow HEE ol 14 MBI BkE: Wi

- 131 -



- RERTEIRERE 164 2% -

sho], BRSO, IF, o2 iR, P
(L, EEREstel mUBTE, KB $e Be
= wtgo] AT, HEE o] F mEsla,

ke Hebel, ERLS U, B W, BRCZ A

rhig, G, BRE, AARIGELESe] WAMRIER S
B3 MEEel Yoo, BUE, MK, HRE

gmEyEo]l glo] By fEnzel HEMET T &
QPO ppm gy = pro] % ISR, skE
Hehel, B I, BF, BROZ MK
R FEEVEEE, vEi, whm £e wEE
Hgol Qov, mET e WEEM
o} sk, REXK T MBEHRA FHIEY
3 SRl EiAE thol M EHsa,
phie EESD, BRS HRoZ BEME B
BRG] BBEET S, R, KA
%o was Mol ou, e WEEM
o] glo] AMFEBELL So2 Jehl: gk
LS % TLRES, WE, Es 29 fERo)
ko z AYCDD YO Zey
= fo] # EESL, ks HIW, BELS
mow HINEFN FIKEESS Hsvgms, X
BIEW $& ®was %o dod, FR, 8
geo) BEIEAC o) MBS HI gk, R
RWElol FRItT PP nme #
ol m ®EHD, skl EEs, HRE I,
B, KBS Z B, TR MRS RiRE
w, bR, BIE, R, Bl £ B e
o] glony, XEE #o] #iE EBHsty, ko)
Haln, BRI, BEo T ARMER, kW
B, £HEEllstd giF, B —Yssmng
z&Ee wate Kol AW BMEE #o)
B mEs, kol FESY, BRe W,
oz B|E #Ah, B, LK WEER B
HEg, WKL E wate Mk JoH, i
gko) gEmEfol glol Kol B mytel A
fAoa SAAPA s o] HME &mH
3la, sk7b EHEH, BRL FF, BERoZ MR
BB, RFRE, HBBE BERR ER
3k, WWEE 2 Kkile Mol Yo,

\

EEE thol B Mt skt s, ER
2 i, M, Bfoes AN Bl i
ikrzshe] SIEBUK, W% EE WHBEte Mgl
o) 220

Aob Zo] AZEAWTHERS HAEET Ry
WeEY BES Hasl & ) WES B2 &
5%, 8an %o SRS PR ESERl B3I ek
£ Jlgs] B 5 JE& ALE Azbd
FBE ORA EHESSRIR EERPY —EY M3
[Ee MEMMESLZHEE Kool RHISES I
faRe ZAZEE JIgo] BHstn Tfﬁ‘“l
Jou BAEERE i, HEI 2 Rzt
FigsEe] A% 7ids d& gy 7%7:-7‘8 %
o] &8 HHEEE R dehdg®T o
t YoM AIFT ABASKTHS SEES
wlskt,

Y EE FEE ffid HEES T HEE
el —fEC2 fhfee] WMMLESEE Bt ft
BIES FHAIE xylenel® #H ) [hiRlE
< FBAY B ABAKRTHRS HENE %
B #% WMRE 2 HEEY vXEs pEe
Blzslr) st e EE WEd &% BE
<] Bk, MTBAfES Bt 2 BE KRS
Blzslr] 3t REAS glycoprotein &8
-HL phenol red 7 W8 T mucinEKe FEhE

< HESHY 2 WEES ERIAGY.

ERe HRE d9EY v BEES A3
t EER dld AZA%RTE 16mg/100g
FEARFOl 236%, 32mg/100g REREFLS 20.0%
o] #imES Jello] B 76.4%2] B
Ko Hdto BHIHIEERET dqo, HEH
ol H&ddE 16mg/100g HHEEE 32mg/100g
RERRE 25 P<0.06Y AEHAUT b BEES]
WM RE YeEhATE it TBAfES #ke
Bl sl AZEAKTH 16mg/100g e
ol 30.7%, 32mg/100g HERFE-S 20.0%¢] 8
mE-S vellio] HBRS 693%9 ®inXd
ke BmmEREt dneH, Bk it
slode ABHRKTFH 9712 16mg/100g #HE
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S P<0.02, 32mg/100g #HEAFES P<0.019
o] $- HEMAE I TBAMESY BAMEE U
Efulo]  AZEFIKFizo]l MRE 2 G
HES ZER7F ASS #HEg & UdA

T3 R/ENY glycoproteing &2 L=
EH R [t AZEAKTHEL 16mg/100g #
gifEo] 65.5%, 32mg/100g RERFS 62.6%°
BmRE Jeldo] KRS 1515%9] #m%K
off kbate] HWhinHEIEE AR e} HBH
et AZBFERFH A7]2 16mg/100g #%
BLERS HEMC] AU, 2mg/100g ZHEEES
P<0.059 HEM AT EEA glycoproteind #2
BAEE YeRdAT. %A phenol red 2
WaEe e EFEN Wsld AZIRT#
16mg/100g ¥rEHEfol 107.1%, 32mg/100g #H
BES 821%9 #EmEL Jehlo] HERY
153.6%9] gk Lt @I E U
Ao}, HER th3tde AZBAKRTEH 97
2 16mg/100g HEFES HEMol e,
32mg/100g HEFFL P<0.059 HEMIE &
™ phenol red SWES BABEE e
o] ABHKKTFHS BEKREE 32mg/100g9)
el A7t YElES BT 4 Al

Mucin#&E#k o] WEMES MEI &R A
HERTEL A7)12E Smg ST EilBdE H
BEtkol gldley, 10mg #mbs P<0.05, 20mg
Bk P<0.02, 30mg HMEF P<O.001E Zimm
#o] ®mYTF BEES HARR BF 3
mucina®k e FEMEC] 4% 06%, 45%, 6.3%
% 108% ®KES HEY &+ AU

V. % R

ABHEETH Mg BESITA xylene
o2 MRES FEAZ dFd AZBA%RTH
2 P 16mg/100g(Sample D oL
32mg/100g(Sample O)S HELS #% FHRMHEE,

fii TBAfE, #%&™A glycoprotein® &&, SAF

9] phenol red Z#MEM L mucinfBERK ] FHE
teol WA= S WES € O3 g
ERE dUH

1 M EHEGE E UM ABAKRTFE o
712 16mg/100g $EREE(P<0.05), 32mg/
100g REFP<005) BF HEMIE it
BhEe] mAHE} ZES A

2. I TBAfE WES UM AZAKRTH
A7] 2 16mg/100g HERFE(P<0.02), 32mg/
100g #EBEP<O0l) 25 HEMUE A
TBAfES] BARE7T e,

3. TEN glycoproteinZ & MIEA YA A
BHKTFE A7~ 16mg/100g REFS
FhEol 2oy, 32mg/100g HREBE(P<0.05)
< HEMUE FEA glycoproteind & e
BARRIY SBEHACE.

4. REA phenol red W& JEA YoM
AZBHER TR 94712 16mg/100g #HREERS
HEMECl fiRev, 32mg/100g  HHEE
(P<0.09)2 HEHUE KREAN phenol red
FWES BARETT BEEAU

5 Mucin &% wEHA vlXEs %R fE
o A E AZBRKTEH A7129 Hm
&9 ®omol met B BAME &
EH A

2 F XM

1. &FF @ RESE 2REETH), Mg,
BB, pp.421-427, 1974.

2. FEC 0 AR, M, BER, p51,545%6,
101,106,172,198,203,281,329,348,354,488,534,
1981.

3. FMC - KW - TR BIEERRMEM,
A&, UL, p.74,127,171,353,361,399,431,
496,525,535, 1982.

4. Rl - AESRER, Mg, B, p33%6,
1988.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15,

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

- KRRAPHSEEE B16% H2R -

FEE  HBRKAHE Mg HEERK
it, pp.293-297, 1985.

L ENE  BAR BB R BE ME, B

FNRRE, pp.110-111, 1986.

=& A 0 ARE ME, BEHMKR,
pp.1538-1544, 1977.

FHTh - BARL © KEMRAANE, AL,
E RS HRRRE, pp.174-175,451, 1990.

#F OB KEEE ML, MLE, p479,
1971. N

SEE - AT | NERRBC) S8, HERK
2 87 EEGd e BE ERER
Kim &, 8:129, 1985

&RE | BREMBS MeEd B Hie
B9 W%, BEABRIEE 1989.
FE— - A ¢ BRZEHo| s, R
H, e 2 03hFEoZ I AF Mg
B nxe 28 BERESRARIE O
463, 1986.

Ry - WAL - FTHL - BHs 2 RHE
B re FEEKERC B EEEYY W
78, BEERARNE, 13133, 1990.
EHh - BREE - BBl =K, WAl
nlA e PE BEESBARINE 5175,
1982.

fRFHC - HEFMTHO 03 2 CCUE A
g 83 RG] viXe BE BEREAS
RAEPBE, 1980.

EHER - FHN  BEKS SEER 2
O3hgEoz W3 7 fHEE =X+
BE ERAEARIE, 8139, 1985.
REE - BRER, ML, IKEB, ppl7
~178, 1975.

EiEFBER R PBANE, 5% 5%
FIZ6H, p.21,223,226, 1975.

EEFRER R PEER FE HKH
£f8 p.2942,3555511, 1977.

EXL  BREEEE, &6 AB0EME,
p.305, 1979.

21

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

21.

30.

31

32.

35.

36.

- 134 -

E &/ XERE AL, &XE, pb
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