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Perspective Views of Evaluation
Methods of Cosmetic Safety and
Efficacy
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(Pacific R&D Center, Institute of Skin Biology)
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FEY AES MLsn AT AL Hrlsly]) 95t ¥
T3dE dAAY L FEA AEYEel oy, V54 FAE S A= A 3
7doll g0 A YR Aol aFH T Ut =P FHAXRE APz
Je FFF 9049 FEAYE EolEle A w FEYH JIAYE =
Aol 8753 e Aol oo YutEAAE D 75 AF NRo) Yo I
FolAe A 2 FEAQ AP P ¥ w33 oMo U Aot
B 2L AEH A Aol sty Golry, FE giAAA Y B A7
S Ao B3 71&3A .
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e AT YFABAN B Yay AFo| HAUY FPL F2 A4 o}F
oo B5x 2wa ARH o} /ARRE $FFo] oA AHEHo} &
o 2 Age AE A BET A Bl ot JES wol AAL s Fuh
oA FAEL “hope in the jar"¥& AF3te AlFo] olld(l). A 7|&9
B¢ guol 1Hs A2 SYeA g wek FAFFANE 2 A3yt Yest
A B3 HFTol EHHoM HEA Y& RLE JUge] g o
needsel 2837 944 7154 AFY Ade) 2T A o, 5 AF
o W2 g Zad Fewd opg AP, g4I J5E 23 Y= 48
ngoz @ AESoTh 7154 ATl @A market size?t F78) Tt SR
&, mEgoy w3 W}AL AEL HREA AAT FPEL A2 T 5 Yok
AR AT FER 7154 HFES ALt AEY L BrE) skl
gZstd A 2 HEY Agugel Basin, AFY AL BH R A
F AEEHe el 27T AT £F FRANRE AFIn Q= AFE
QoMo FEANS oA Aol WY FEUA APYE B 275
I e AAoITH(2).

ByoAds ANFHE L 7154 AE ALl Bag PR dAN 2
gx4 ARl g AW EEH BeAe U ALY A= AW
e detel Wate] Loln:, EE GAAAW NP AT SFHR Aol )
ssnA B

SHEEI A AlEE

ARE AZsn AZA A7 AAA dEAFo2A o)&HE AFF
S gdutH oz ARG ALFY o] WESA G|l A oj&dTh FHFF
FEAA AHRE T AT 2 AFE B VR SE AR
A AYAThE o] AA/ HE gFFdE AU dHdgdo] grHojop ¥
o 3FES XTI AR J&Ad g3 FEde AT Hee FAHEAE AR
4, A4 HJEHFEG, dUAAL FEFIRY, 54 Y, 3L HE5H
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24, 434 Bvha 2 @3V K4 27 glo) ARol BAWEL FYHE
A4 F8A ATYTH A4S, WP W, FT¥ A, AW $E Fo=
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T9G4). AA7A 3FE 48 2L AFEY AAALL AREY) Y7 S

HEE ol43 AF 2 TES 043 Ao RAFow S350 g
AA AFE o] & AP AS HA AL ZANMEY A2 AFS A
Aok FHol oyt B A A8, AFUAA 9 A el A=}
THAHY 8ol AYE & AvE A, AFRLAANA 2F S F= A 2 »
TEO L EHETE AT 9 HE xwFo] old Ui xZd YIHME
Apol 7t HEgetA grie AT 84 i) FTEL o]&F AFo| AAE o)
AlE old dAZA FIHA $(B). a3y FAES st whAo A
o T NP 84 9 FE BRI AU A3 F uwde FAWEn Qu, =3
#¥ 2 ECCD(European Community Cosmetics Directive)®] 63 7)Agto) A=
1998 3% €8 R AT dF FE AYE A2 HE 7153 gAY
= °]83r|2 2. FE AP Eo)uA s xFHo 989 in vitro U]
A A g BAo] FoEHL, AAZ AAAA Mg FHRe) BI 22
BkS- 710l &84 in vitro Al@ Yol M=o gon o) WPL AA AE
Mol F&3t7] AR =539 A A7/ A AP 23 UTHQ). wEkA
FEE T NEE A3 AR FLHA T Y HR P QA AY
Y ARH A8 22 FERA AEHY 97 A3 2 Aol sty =3tax}
Fig=
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12 9% A3 dod £ Y& BEDL 98 FHo A o} B & glo
M A A4S JehEe EFL 2o o 138 HLo2T Iuee e
F Stk AFA el FF BEAL o4 W FEoldty HEgomN AT fuA
=7 B7kE ¢ JdeH oA FAAZTA A wkgolgtn ) mRo AL

R7IAN 7= AL A YoM $H TEL o83 BB EA4L oA
= ALEANFEAE AT AAHFEANYE T3 9B QA gRs I3
FJAI. AFHAREE d4F3E AYd NEYLZE Draize test7} 13 A3
T 24E FHepled MR de 9FHY AMgHE whgels el guinea

pig immersion test, Formalin—Trypan blue test, Mouse Ear Test $©] ¢t}
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Draize®] (Animal skin primary irritation test)2 WA E7|e SHIAE AL
g 3o ¥ Z 39 (intact skin)9t ZHH 9 (abraded skin)E TSI 7] A
22 HEANIE Aotk F7PEL Ful M FEFIAHeE v @
o st 04 47t FTEFE R/ a2 A= wE AeE St At
A= AFE TFIH6). AFFEZE YEE New Zealand ¥4 E7|7} va3
& #HB 7$AL ®Bo OECD(Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development) guideline(7) &olA W3t oy} AR A= Hartleyd guinea
pig7} 279 &0l UAA FHFo FAE Wi o] &HE I

ot at x5 Al @ ¥ (Eye irritation test)

FHUAFTAIFHL o] F B xE&Ho Hoo A& 4od 47
7 9= BEAS vy #}eeE oo AAHD Y} F2 HA 718 o] &3
=, ol wo] I3 Ztet W 79 A9re] AA FHe WAool Wu 44
BZAYE A ol9e] T ¥de FFo] Lolte FAHE ZE3 V] HE
o E7 wol AFEAS AL F A% &8 1 ¥, £XY v, Ao
A BE HEEY AL 5 #F BFE o)&3td AAFITE). ZH ol
gAE AE HAH Fo TAFE FEC Ui 1T T W AAANIAYEY A
o] e pEo, AF AL Az JdAAFE P3t= AFE ATh

A A A E(Human patch test)
ANAHEZANT L dAATELAS A8 AT Yoz 9 AEHA e
1), gz =274 HEHREY IEE AT FH XA F (Diagnostic
patch test)& Lo FAAL2E ASAE A7 HdMe A & A3
< Py Aol AJHE UA A AL EF &7l(chamber)dl A AEZ
& Fol T Ex AR o 48X Fo o]F AA3 I 30E Fol #Fstu
29 ¥ oA 3 d B53H BRE 4U7HA] FAold g2l s wAY.
S Fuk B Axd w A2 ey, 337|EL FAHSAT 4
<] 9 3] (International Contact Dermatitis Research Group; ICDRG)2] 7|&Fol| &3+

(10). B3FFL B7I% d&dte AFoE Aoz AFo] ¥ 357 ¥
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ol HEAAAFAGeE FNo] ¢HE A7 Brh o)l& HA3Y] A
T HExEd AT FAHAAFAANGS @ 7 ®ol] o83 Y= WHe=
Shelanski & Shelanski %®¥(11), Jordan® Draize Y3 (12), Kligman®
Maximization ¥ (13)°] Utt.

rr

Q1 A A& Al (Controlled use test)

AEAANE L AT, dEA T FALE RASY S GAAC WY AF
el Agolth o] AFY EAHE AFE ANHoE ALIAY F& HEFA
g Aol olde) NEAM BAHA Ak oW FHgo] w4 75
qeg pASnA s Ao A4 N¥e FAT W vt Aoz AY

AES) ASNE, ALY FA4, A AERS Fol itk AW 2AL U
AFo) gt ART FESHA AESHE NB/NIE U 1 - 4 FAE AY

ok AAY AL 213 FUIHA RS AFY B Bn A @1
B2 Qo] a7dT(14).

7 X712k d Al 89 (Skin sensitization test)

EREALS dHE7E FEdte AEE HUher] A AgPeze Axd
Aq3td AT Ive = UAAFE A FuA AFde]l dFolE BT
71U & o] L3 guinea pig maximization test(GPMT) ¥ 5 o8 Al&go] 7
g AletE o] 21 gJv}. OECD guideline®l 23] QA€ guinea pigE ©] &3 47
AlEW ¥ maximization o] 2 UAE Wil M diH o nzoA
T maximizationg ol A AF&3tE IHFAPEE AMEEA 23 HF =X o
Al % 7}etE Buehler o] 3H4F dHdA By d2] AEH 3 o Guinea pig
Z o283 RE <=4 HAMYL FCA(Freund's complete adjuvant)e] A& o
Fo mel yrris sty Aty e A3tz 3= EFE HASATIE Wil
me g 7R Tez ERE F Uth
A 177 9 = X 3 (Buehler H(15), Open epicutaneous test *J(16))

A 27 9 WF A (Draize test ¥ (17), Freund’'s complete adjuvant test ¥ (16),

Optimization test H(18))
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AT A =X LI WFAL £33 (Maguire split adjuvant H(19), GPMT 3 (20))

o]F 7Hd YutAH<A GPMTel diste HeFs] Amrd, GPMTHHLS #A3fx
(induction)®} ZHa A H¥9 & f-#(challenge)] 2942 ALY, & f&
dME & 7242 FEY T AF 1. #3 A2 FCA9 WA B (FCA:
Freund’s complete adjuvant : 28 Ald, frE3etd, AW G449 E38), 2).
APEZ, 3. AEEAT 22 J9 FCAYY #3E A 79 E4L 5 AR
F-gol Al FARY. FAFATE wo17l AMA AU FA 7R TRl
SLS(Sodium lauryl sulfate) 10%& A X3 F A|IFEHS g FUdEY
AX | BAZ AL 22 2 HYE 253 948 4L FE9 R By
o NF=d2 24M3 H&3ta, FEIAA F 2473 2 48A2H5 9] Futa 71

S - = =
4, HE

oX

s JF S ugeE A fd F

Guinea pigoll X 1AH4 o2 427 f2 $8o] I 2L AgelA 3
€ "els RAAE 7129 55, AFY 24, FAFNE, IEFHS, =20 ¥
S 13 ok 3 EAE guinea pigd AEAA Y HE EFBT Zo)lE 3173}
ook ata AA FoL&FFH NEAE 7o AFH FAE HES o I} =3
guinea pigE °|&% A@W oA oW AF 7|z, BFA, APu L9 g
o] Aot HAAelH, FEE AR ¥ dHEA FFE FAAT F 3l
= AgRel 875 gt 4% guinea pigE 43 AFARE FI9 1 #
€40 dFTHL Yoy, Aol A FEHEVE 23 EZ o guinea pigdllAE

dHE7E FEdA dEve R A2, 22).

3= A Al 9 ¥ (Phototoxicity test)
FED Fole FHd g8 AR =

Edolgta &M ol 22 AEE XFE AFEL vlE2n YIS

Aol Fuko] dojrfar Ao Mazle] Hre dvh FEAH 4RE HAE7)

AlM = g FAdo] viFASY, Aoz T YA FFe EXE A Ho

v 3F Aol A A% zlol7 gloerE A¥H o R Xenon lamptt A9

© black lamps< o83t EFWEE o= FAY }Fde Edo u}

g27] wEel FAe Hdeo] Fasith dutyor AoMe 9o FFUES 7t
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A= £20 WM AEET wEA Foge 2AYH(UVA), == Fuke do
1A @e A=Y FHFY AQM(UVB)E ol&stE Aol dutyolxwt 7}A3
Aol 9% BS54 FE7tsAE MAE & ok 48 FE2ZAME guinea pigth
E77 o] 8dth €8 72 FEY wiR HRe 4FEADL w21 FA A R
flet wzAL FAste] wbg o] Aolo FEAY FFE HrETE HZdE, in
vitro alternatives”t SEAIY WA Loz Al€93: QEd, Candida albicans,
Salmonella typhimurium mutants(23), red blood cell, human fibroblast%¢] A%
o]- &3 o] o] g3 gt}

it

ofd

223 A1 @ ¥ (Photosensitization test)

FLdEr] &S B s Arie dUEr] wrgoltt dAHoR JFE
Feata, Aol BEHE Ae QAo HPFoY 1 Amol FRAA
9ee BANE AL TG B3 2@ GG B HAA ASHE A9
ABAFIY AAUEFAY A FRAYNGE Ve Ao] FTasT A
FTEZE mouse ¥ guinea pig7t ©|€H 2 Uttt oW AT HEZFAA A Y
9 A4 AN BAE AEF BRA @ FPAFES AR 25
23 A48 R FRAELT FB2 oTAUG. BHRLE FANAA A
adjuvant® AVEE/IE B0 BAH FlN FEA 2919 vz} 29lote] 3
P oge BAID 2 Aol2 BRRHY $7E Prhe.

tlo
>

o
_0'{_1'
I

NZ2E I8 B AFY A F7 Z2 =

HZ B AF I AELEY Lo TEL ALgdE A YA T
2ojE7hEel o8 B2 Hido] dm glor N2E EAY F/tE Ho WE 3
ARlel 2753 Yt 8 I R4 BFA fodo viAE gdew FAsT
A4 sk £ ZHA I Sl HF ARy grawdse] A 53 g &
HE27] fE7bedae] FBAAVE P oz Al B s5Ae) AAH
3 0 TH(24). o] W} Gerberick §(25)& th& 3 & 5¢hA WHES A QHstn
ok A 1GAZ 71E LB g5 dd=As N 98 == AEL vy

024 EEAHA ARE 5= @A E DEREK(for Deductive Estimation
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of Risk from Existing Knowledge, ¢ #Z 2l g dHlo]Ejujo]l2) OX 2= (26)3
MultiCase(Multiple Computer Automated Structure Evaluation)(27) 59 &S
S F Ut te GAE ALEAANE(TE EE invitrog T3S 71E Y
o 23l guinea pigE ©]-&% Wo] Al&Ho] oy} HIZY = moused °]f
3+ LLNA(Local lymph node assay)Y} MEST(Mouse ear swelling test)& 43
3131(15) BUA|F o ZXA Buehler ¥ & GPMT HE F3304(22). Al &
AZAE Aoz AAHEIAY, FYA5A 8 (Human repeat insult patch
test)& A AT A8 F AFLE FAEATUH HAA AR & A}
24 AFE U 1A dAZ P o AR AE A ofF¥ Aol &
HA ZFow HEA AF AFoE EA%H UA WA GAEAN SAld AF
o AF-#E R FAE Y AHE FH3d 2 A2FHE MG GAE A

F34F T ASHE PR A d3E olyd oAy GtAAd FHd &
Ag AXR AA AHE 7Hs AF-S U HFAHY AL UL £ AA Y
4 R 71E9 gEd 54 22 AU AP Azl o3 dGH A}
g Aot

SHE AN WY FERAA Y
d 3

TES o 8T invivo AR LR RAFA dE AAALAE FESE
Aol Ao A 3R’s(Reduction, Replacement, Refinement)® E A HE= 23 ¢o)
WEE ol dHAAFEoY in vitro AEHY HES &g A A7)
ol AP HAT. HAEY s A xFH L YoM e vl dARY Y
A stk AE B I 197339 T AYPL FE YA F,
(FRAME : The Fund for Replacement of Animals in Medical Experiments) ©}
85 A3 dA¥Y e ALE 3 AYHAZ EUAAME 19939
ECVAM(European Centre for the Validation of Alternative Methods)®] Z32| =
of FERAANIERE /MLt =88 3t Jvh EZ v = 1981l 3
AEAA e AFX YL vlgoZ John Hopkins thite] tixiAdyY HEE 9%

739 CAAT(Center for Alternatives to Animal Testing)7} Al ZAth YR
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A 19893 dE FEAE AW Il LSHAG AFE A HIl
M85 3= Draized] A4 Ao g dAAIHE ANFeR 4F ¢A
4 AEY dAE e AT 77 AAHIL glom Wol o] &5 Y= A
ANEHY FHE GotRd tSF 2o

D. Bigd AIEE o83t Al Edo] AXE9 viabilityd] v]R= IS dopr
T WY Neutral red uptake assay(29), MTT assay(30)

2. €% w&Y AREZoY FTA9 AL FA3e WY : LDH (Lactic
dehydrogenase) assay(31)

3. 124 @ FAFY FugoA AP EZ 2 @ 2L =te] Wz EAHS
Br7tets WY ¢ CAM assay(Chorioallantoic membrane assay) CAMVA
(Chorioallantoic membrane vascular assay)(32)

4). BABRNEATLG SHEH 9 ¥HEE & kitE o]&3td HrlstE Wy
Skintex ™ (33), Eytex "(34)

5 AMge HRAEE 3xdH o= wigd xAE o] &3t= W : LDE(Living
Dermal Equivalent)(35)

6) Mg e MEE o] &3t Y A& Fotr= WY

7 3 FEE o83 54 Bl YeastE o] &% F5A AP, Photobacteria
o g Ax= A& Hrste U

In vitro 1Y A3 /g 84

Abgel Ok dAAE R SEAE A DAY AEE £ gA b W
HoZA B2 in vitro Aol A, dFHL dom ojF AFPL, AA
AgAzie] 4820 YA 24 & Advke A, B4 AFHA ARE
< F AdodeE A, AR B A& AP v EeR AARE & F Ut=E I
gzt ok BT in vivo A@AFL A 71FE oAE F U= 54 72
o] 71 dF ] B AXRE invitro AEANA L& F oY, in vitro A ¥
o] A€H Age 93 TF AHRE Y & ATH33).

~

(DA AN A%
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EHBAA B A oY AR = obE Fe H3F w W
Fe Atk ddA WS 99 B ARSHH A7 BasH oot gl o
@ A% zAe} A)B, 24, A L B FFNN JEFEL o|8F Y AT
So) THACHI). FBE 544 AR EAT el & Y= Fh: F
2 fRzAe A2 F4FY GA4 BHE A AR FAHS E A
F7h Besd 2sns uy AAS WA BAAE A AFe] AgHE P9,
%, 2470 FEHolok am, WR T4 AEH}Y AY, NP4 BF
A E% SE EE R 28 asod B9 ol XL TF F4 94 WA
Yol & 4 gt

gl NE HHE Q98 U AFel e AN FAE AT Y Y 2
zeAze 0@ AT/ 54 el BUI AAHY gou FuelAE
$ w2 Aol T9 FERA P AR, AZBAYY 59 AGOE 9
A4e GusA gow ¢He AAe Utk THE T BA F T FFF
A st Be TR A7 Wasw, A, 8, el zos) TA WHE
A AANRAA o AE FEE T 5 glojer AT THs 19979RE BAR
AN AAE BANEINEATALAY 60 FHE dAe TANA AL
N#gowm st %7k AR FAFo2A Tl AFF Al WA vS
o s,

FFE ALDANAY FEARE FAAIE AU B ) Fozd
A4 Wrhe SEUANEY F AAE Bz sk Bl BHo T2 o8
g Zold AR FF FEAAANDEL ALste] AA HIF el Ae3

AT @ Aol B A AR B oprlW 5 Yk AT W@ AT

&

e =

o

re

P JYEd ez AFETRED. 2y ok &3] gAY & de AEY
o] Eojxa glo] BFEZL in vitro, TE, UAE o] &3 Alde] WPH Ao
2

3AEL ABE sty Y2 BIsE 75E za gen FEA, u

W SR = Py V)5 Z2tn gl a8 B2 AH]R9) needsel ZFo] T
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o

stz e 3FE FIAS ABHoE 2HY 5 = Wy )
Zo] Amztol stAT. HFES FIAF ANFYPLS AY Az e in vitro, T
=, A A T2 oA & glon AAE nAeE = Y AL B
TAEES B FEY WA V1718 5@ AVH Z£AUA skin bioengineering
techniques2 7FEE & It 71714 FAYPL ¥ JHE AZss By o
2 £33 FAYPCEETAH SAY, 953 =AY 5), g8 Yy 2y
(A5 dAFEZF Y, A $8 F9F 2, A8 BE 59 23y, 9%
THF R AXA 715S5AY, 9% pH £33, 242 turnover A, H8 &%
SAY 9), 22 ZAVNEIR FFF B) ToE FEY 5 Uuk3). o=
2adMe AT A4H FEA AT Yoy AANE WAoz F:= skin
bicengineering techniques (noninvasive techniques)el & Yzl $LA4L o
bRy THE A% A Aol W& 7)&smA F$TH(39,40).

N
-

u] X ¥ %2 (Skin hydration)Z &3 ¥
}EFS 71 F83m JBEHow ztFolold rj%L H&EEo|} mEo)
B R4 5gEe) 2 Uk eSS FE T4 W24 TUe ol

I
o
p'L
y
3
o

. AZ}1A =X (Conductance)(41)
57t w3td A F4AF A71A Fdo] HsHEd Axd A2 o
d A7NIHERE, Fod 4AF S A (dielectric constant)?] #7112 733
ANAREE ZHAdY. o) %9 A7y 4L A7 A% (ohm) T A7A
X0, mho ! VohmE & A FAASFY ZF71= impedenceE ZAA7) 1
conductance®}  capacitance® F7FA|A  gutd o=z 2 conductances}
capacitancex A2 H|#|A BAE zt: v} Y¥rH 02 conductanceE 9% 3
4 s 3l ZAF AFF AVH AL AL £ QoY 35MHz9) m
T4 ARE AFSFER A IR A Fe R BE AVY A v A
A 3% + A JAh
Hardware : SKICON 200 (IBS. Co. Ltd. Japan)

2. A 714% (Capacitance)(42)
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frA(dielectric) 2.2 ZH-&3= WA (JF, &, Eg24, ) 98 852
ddHol HAHAYE BAE capacitorgt 3t FHel H7IE AAFE AHIVE
22 4 JA Do}k Dielectric 430 F718F% capacitord A71&%F2 F7hst
o B2 )¢ £ dielectric AFS 23 gloen {9 FEL I IR HIE
23 vjdstA gk o] Wi R AT A&En a2 AEEHA 359
FEZF L AF] RETS SAY F oy JHF BEyez ol fHu .
Hardware : Corneometer CM820PC(Courage & Khazaka Electronic GmBH,

Germany)

3. 71&

2AED AFE AHE3E SKICON ZH2 e o 7IAF0(40-70KH2) &
Al4-3l=  Corneometer?t €8 w{F¢ 7IAF3E AME3IH  impedence based
capacitanceE =3 3= NOVA™ Dermal Phase Meter(Nova Technology Corp.,
USA)(43) ¢ A% z8la FAg9 #EFE AT & v 53 impedenceE
7122 3} Surface-Characterizing Impedence Monitor (SCIM)(44)7} & el 7}
2 o] &H 3 U
3 FE SAHAYL probed] IFeef HFo| glojN E Z2 3Fo] i

2 FE S EFZAEE AT 7 JoBE FAE 831 v

=]
B
o FELS F9 $F F 2%, Fxo W] 9FE Bermw AN I g

?

v} 4= 8 Z 2 (Transepidermal Water Loss : TEWL)Z7 ™ (45)
TEWL £33e 9% 42A3S$ 53 8 ¢ A& 43 PHezEA
5o FYr%S /M 2 ZdFL Jv. aHEER IARASAY, JRAx
z 5 HRAP] U AFAAY] FIHES ZAse] o] olgxm Yk
TEWL<2 Closed chamber method, Ventilated Chamber method, Open chamber
methods probe?] ZZd] wa} 3712 WHo2 FAHE 4 9o open chamber
method7} 743 RAHOE olgH1 Yot IAF FE FAYFA A=
TEWL &AL 873, 2%, §% 293 379 55 943FE ¥o] 27 gEe)
F2 AFAdA FAH o 3, FAHsA st HF9 #qA, 4dF 7

32



solE FF¥E Temw ZAHA FYE 71€9¢F @} Open chamber methodol
o3t TEWLS 3% H3% probeol 23] water vapor pressure gradientE I
7VetEEA AdE 4 gttt o322 TEWLS 9993 oAty Zugs
FFI\gor 244}
Hardware : EVAPORIMETER EP1 (Servo Med AB, Sweden)

TEWAMETER TM210 (Courage & Khazaka Electronic GmbH,

Germany)

) 5 &8 7 %354 % (Cutaneous blood flow : CBF)(46)

HEF 2z dF= A5 AY3 AAHd u$ oG 4L 3 o B3R
Z7) w2t @2td & Sty FFox e CBF 4L F2 AR Ayl of
Uz 98 g2 Ad 5 Fg9aH3E s o459 4 st CBFY 22X &
93] Photoplethysmography, Venous occulsion plethysmography =12]3
®Xenon clearance Z-¢ HAFA< Wi YR LE transcutaneous pOy Z74 7}
2S WFA wio] o)&HoA gtov} MEZE noninvasive technology &
Laser Doppler Velocimetry 22 Flowmetry(LDF)7} 75 o] A2 713 wo] o]
453 o LDF= ©& ¥yel H3 vlggHo|n A& o] spssite
& 3 3tk LDF &A= low power laserol €8] WALE:= coherent,
monochromatic light7} 3ol Ex) & HAF So| RAIHo] ¥iAlgd B&
Doppler frequency shifting ¢} ©]& photodetector® ZA&3d AF I 2L Y&
£EE ASHeE FA3e dE7t €. LDFE wi$ B33 988 o83
HolAwt a2 FAL ¢ dsith. LDFY {48 ANFY 3z IR
vasoactivity, ¥E4FEH, 83 HXEAF, Y2715 2A3=H )¢ §234)
AHEE g A a2y e 97 9] #7334 =A, probed A, A
A AAE L&A stdol A} FAHLE ¥ 4 JYvh. HZdE LD(Laser
Doppler) imaging®]2}+= skin perfusion® computerE ©]| &3] 2xgH oz =

T = WY ALHo 2L IR FHRF S Uy MY AME @
A

Hardware : Periflux 4001 Master (Perimed AB, Sweden)
—-171—
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Laserflo BPM (Vasamedics Inc, USA)
Microvascular Perfusion Monitor 3S (Oxford Optronix Ltd, UK)
MBF 3 (MOOR Instruments, Ltd., UK)

1) 5 2 (Skin color)Z A ¥ 47)

B th3 o E2|H parameters T HF AL YFHo = G FAH
840l 3R] EAE melanin bloodel 9d ZAEY. FHEAL G
redness ¢ darknessZ TEE 4 o™ redness & FE HF AT FE FL2
2718 Yedle 39 5A37] 93 darkness ¥ PIREHRE SAS =T
ALEE o] Qlth HEAL AR o3 FO=E gradingg T Yoy FHAHo|H,
FAFoRE YRRV Eold AZHY SALRel BeFA HUG
Reflectance spectrophotometersE ©]€3 A#AH 71714 FAHL F=2 AH
Commission Internationale de I’Eclairage(CIE)| A A &3l XYY Color System
o]y} Lx*axb* color space(CIE LAB)E A}&£3lH, L*2 lightness, a*= green-red,
b*& blue-yellow 2 A& FA = HHOE o3t Q. o9 FHLE AA
W83 71719 Minolta Systemo.2 o] &5 glen, 4 HF darkness F2
redness & 5A3t7] A3 red o green lightE T ¥o| XAt melanin 3
blood ¢ &4, WA} spectrumS ©] &3 HF FA7|7F o]&FHI th
Erythema Index = Logio (Intensity of reflected red light)/(Intensity of reflected

N

green light), Melanin Index = Logio (Intensity of reflected red light)& A3}
system©. 2 Dermaspectrometer, Erythema Meter, Mexameter 5°] A3 H o=
o] &= Ut FF N FAHL fF BHYS AAY] AT 2= A 23
o}7] 5= erythema ¢} pigmentationg FA3t=d o]&H3 ot AFHAY F
BA BG7ret A oj&Hojof B} AEF wRAS AT F glvh

YR ARA7] @ FE(Skin roughness and wrinkle) &3

Mie 782 23 YT =58l B Y Azwel G Hye W
topography”t W&tAl €t IAFAAZIG FEE Hriste HHe AR AL
A3 Al@Ae] 9% grading WEo] FHAHOE o|&HI oy A FAAL
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2 9 wzsith o]l computer & ¥E3 t]Eo] 339 topographyE A3 o)
H ABHORE J7|E o]&dt= wHo] wdHo]l gtom o= profilometry,
image analysis& ©]& % optical methods 5¢] o] &5 o] g},

1. Profilometry(48)

vy-gdo] e replicag epoxy FAE Axde 1 FHe FFE stylus
2 SAste WHLeE o YL e A Azke]l ®o|l AIYI positive
replica Aol WE artifacts2 FA G SHo| o]Fo)d & Ut}

2. Optical Methods
1). Shadowing Methods(49)

HF9 silicone replica ol A L& ZAlstY HR Feo) wa}l AL
replica ¢ 2Fo A7 ¥R 37 2 2L S FARAE B39 A Fslg 3t
Aoz AR AFJE FAH3= dolth

2). Confocal microscopy(49)

1} 7 9] silicone replica®] ¥ topographyE confocal microscopy$t 3HHEA

FAE ol &3t HFY FF9 FV|, HolFE FAH3E= WYoln.
3). Opiticoprofilometry(50)

RHE T 9 F replica & ¥ F9 FFo wEt 1 FA7 @33 o]d FrA 9
Aol & A7) fE 4 2E 2AY F F£3" 29 A7IE CCD camera 9}
computer® #243t] ¥F ] AY7] £ FF9 AVE NP HeE AP =
g ol

RAEE 7154 FFES AEE FEL SAF0E FAAHS AN YY)
&l ol E AaHoz A& FATULE A AF A F23 HEIAN
do. 3y oE W EF HE replica® AX, Ay wEo B
artifacts7} A + Jom AEFE F717 AHgserdt 2 37 Uegg & 9
7) g AF AHEHTG AFRF 9] replica® AXT FYPE A S 5 g
Wi 42 F e 74 i BE Fgol 2ostA "ot

9 HE- &8 (Skin elasticity) &3 9
5= 59 E23 oy AR e HYsieis EH AL 7
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&

W57 AxAY 3tgW RdaEe B9 Ad2 ogstdn. 3R
o £BS FFuzA =T 39 collagens FAL FA3= AY
Hre B4 Ad & 9iE By} g8 A e AE&S
=3 o2 R zH9 @847 7154 AFY 25E BUHE A6
B2 BAA Y stress-strain FAZ B AL FJ74E & o g
Z2APL 1AYAeE d¥EE FAY Wolsod I EY AEE xR
unidirectional ¥}E 3% Y HEE ¥ Eo] EY FEE B+ bidirectional Yol T
1. Suction method(51)

OB gHe) ZAe 7THE z2t3 e probed FIHOE HEAA HEE F4
FozA HRJ BMYPHE AEE FAH3}E PSR JHF BHASA ol&Hx 3
t}.

Hardware : CUTOMETER SEM474(Courage & Khazaka Electronic GmbH,

1 I
flo yo
& o
4o 3

2
E
Yo
il
N
>4>£
kd

|

has
4
)
8 o

o)

il

rr

Germany)
DERMAFLEX A(Cortex Technology Aps, Denmark)
2. Twistometry(52)

HAFAZE o Jdv TAHLY F discE HFo FHAAA & discE ALHAT]
31 BE discE IAANZ 9 A= torqued ESA3E R EHFH AL F
At et
Hardware : DERMAL TORQUE METER(Diastron Ltd., USA)

3. Indentometry(53)

e dAR ¢S 7 F HET FdHE AEE AFH o FAS=
wyon 53] 259 A Wt wet e Wt Qe §A4& 3 Jdo
4. Ballistometry(54)

e ol EAHE FSAHAE W 2 EAL reboundHE A7l AFE

Agste] DR B A4dE& SA%= ot

o &8 SAL gA AT AAY Ogd Yoz FAHE & Jeoy
Wi wet A wae] @3td & S == probed| FH stress®] A7), WF
a3 stressE W FHE AEY 53X we} AHsjor g

|
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5

Mol @ 5 gloh. @A 93 Rofol A Algsn e 2o, AT
o Wgd fEol Be AFAe] 938 HRE vy
T e WHel AHRHA Jor AL WA= Yok 3R A& A
CCD sensor®t 2 74 E3A= 28y 2YFAXE o] L3ty mEgde )
242 8 5 gley B W 7X, 45§, 7|y 52 B A4S AR

[o
by
of
ox
o
2
M
B
s

T S)+= videomicroscope, ¥4 high frequency ultrasonic imaging 71&(55)& <
|3 71, AR Y273 94 H (Magnetic resonance imaging)(56)S &3 o
Qo HEAA F|FE F= P ol HR Yo EAsE A7 AN BAs
o FF& ZHY F U V€ o)FolA o go= A% wAHeY oA
Aok, 53] o] Fok= 933 Jd Fofo] Ao o&Ed 5 gloy AFEHIE
o A A wHe AR A A V= 23 28 Aol Awdr)
Hardware : DERMASCAN C(Cortex Technology Aps, Denmark)

3] 3 3] 2] 2F(Skin sebum)Z& A Y (57)

2oy A 7% A Fd &A3= intercellular lipids & )Xo o=
o FHRFel EAFE HAE= X AMolA EHEE  lipids, Keratins, cellular
membrane2 2 T HO e TFE|T FA 9 Rul: WR FE Ay o=
& o9 A dBHY o JAFY FHL FFEY 75 F AN E9ZH
82 E4sted o453 gtk gty os o]gHI e ZAYL cigarette
paper} bentonite & ¥l AR A HEAA FA7 ¥ AxE FFYPo
2 SA%AY 239 AA BAS s 33 4ol 9oy ExsitE o

e 23 Uk Wel PPoEE wEY Te

H

&
AL AEA F DA I fitme] TR AEZ ANt A BuY
& Z73E Po)l AEHR U Fime ¥
P Sebutaped 7Ro| YRA FEAA HAo| o8 FPHY AEF Foly

SR AR 18] 31 spectrophotometerE o] & =3 3hu}
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Hardware : SEBUTAPE(CuDerm Corporation, USA)
SEBUMETER SM 410PC(Courage & Khazaka Electronic GmbH,

Germany)

g pHS ions =3 (57)

R BHe vA} ¢ Sol o3 dAT pHE 23 Jow, Hie A%
delel mt pHY R37E A7l AlAe) Abge) osf % pHrF WakA "
I pHE FE colorimetric method® A3t o g4 23T $ ¢
& electrode’t 7E 5ol Uwk pH SR w7 E 9 ¥ pHE AT
= WRlel o]85a gl
Hardware : Skin pH METER PM910PC(Courage & Khazaka Electronic GmbH

rr
H

3|

r

Germany)

SUN PROTECTION FACTOR(SPF)Z %% (58, 59)

AQAAAFL NFFY 294 e ol R} waE D TRt A7)
FES e /%S 23 9o} AANE FuAEF SPF A5 wdn Ao
SPFel %73e BlFPolt AT ZAFAE o gale] AsiHoz Txd)

A ®EG AT Fol A AT AvsE Wyol ALHL Ad A AW %

(HAaF3a Aod AZE ZAEIES 9 23l F37 A&g e 289 &
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Hardware : SOLAR SIMULATOR MULTIPORT 600(Solar light Co. Ltd,,
USA)

AR A

BgEL art 9} science® FF AEER oo diY FIAS HUIE] YA
£ in vitro, TE A ¥RU= HAA AdA EX HALS W I FEAO o= A
EA HFske Aol Wg TRtk a2y BFEFS QAo R e I8 A
& o4 2RA FEd HEL o AAHoRE AW Wyo] Az
7 FAYE T AR FAH Utk 2 olfrE FHFEFY FEA ol o AAstm
JA @7 gEolt. A MAIHCR 5 YAFE 5L cosmeceuticals FHe I
240l FAA AdolA =25 3o, FEAANEY FHol aFH3 ¥FF 2

o] o]Fold Aol FAE Fo HHY =X HE AAY SEAH A= F=2
visual examination®ll <332 QAT visual examination®] F3H A3HA w &

o A F e BFHAAE =7 ¥ € =¥ Y9 g AN
graded scales& °©]&3l3, X o]FWHY £ YERTE o] &, placebos Hl
sto] FHA Hrto o BFAAME £ g} A Multi-center design, A3
T TAEAYEE AL AHY AP E FolEn da vk = BE FH
A= visual examination®] Z&ZQl FAQ FHAL A7 d& AF 53

71718 o] &3t Whdoe] wrEoXa gt} £3] 19799 Dr. Kligman, Dr. Serup

\

5°] #%°] ¥ International Society for Bioengineering of the Skin(ISBS)¢] 2

53l ar 3AERRA} YA, AFE AT 34 o4& 71713
S e BFe M2 HS At 4 3R] data A BAS

ATFEC] IPHI UYH40, 61). 199139 = International Society for
Skin Imaging(ISSI, Z = International Society for Ultrasound and the skin),
199239l = Society for Digital Imaging of Skin(SDIS)z}&= &% W7} Z2AFH
1L 19959 Skin Research and Technologyzhs && X7} wejEo] o]E T

RS vheta Qle AAoITHE2). MY IHeNE 19963 FE d @Y E S
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th aes gA AdelAd 2L #4S 2y, H3F #d HE A AAs,
Y3 33 Yol FRANDY Ade =¥< T T FFF A4 A
of Atk AZIE whET F Jon, FRIG FUFFEY HEE & 7 U

UolZt e AAAZE A" F S AHold.

FAE oM AANFEL 717H SAY Eutoldg vFAE Ao
e B Ul v$ Fo% FAYNRR VY FART AE HaE
of 3tAE FIA Hrtol AlgEol Ao & Fojn. JAAFAM = PR 24

AAAE, 2%, §5), A4 44, 47349 =+,
a8 ER AFgE 719 FH R AE AR AY Fol AY Aol o
e A £ oz old FAol HAiAHo R FAHH SOP(Standard operation
procedure), GCP(Good clinical practice)®& A FF3tE Ao 2 FEA 27T

b o) 71z 2h & ATH40).

4 £
sgEe) FEA X4 NP S3RF FE 4R A9 AReln. 29
U gM AdFE AAH FdeMes I9 Bd T8 sAE g AdRY

TAH Aot gEol mE A dueln dF ] AdFay ARG
REHor olFojxu gtk ey #FH, #F, d&2elAM= COLIPA(The
European Cosmetic Toiletry and Perfumery Association), EEMCO(The
European Group on Efficacy Measurement of Csmetics and Other Topical
Products)(63), CTFA & @7t AA = 7|& e dg Fd3E oFu
ARk Aol {FAAE BAEH B Ageta AFT £ e e e

of x¥dxn Joh 2HER FWeMRE Tl AAF FAZ gE FEAH 4A
ANERE ARty JAstEe AxrF e o)F HaAe 4, o, B, 9

Jle

mn‘,

N zehE olFo] TN AUlA FHAL AR 5L BAFAY WY
g AR Sl B APWS e AT BES = 2AA7) 24
ofof @rk: olATh Wak ohujzh Wyt WAS A Tl DY Y4AY

al
& ANY 5 Y= 94 AF J1ng 8] Bastn Yt Tz A
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T AEPY LS We TS A7 2789 o= AFFHen AR
WA Sge wAR A oA & ATk FAT
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