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A HA dAE FA A4 984 (acute myelogenous leukemia, AML)3#}ol} &3
Agz 3ty A& I} ALEAHS dFE7] 9 AHoH(Embury 5(1977)). ol
AFolA F 238 2 F H2IYDS 12902 FFAaHE AEA ¥, AP TG L
119ez 3lsta e Algdle AEATES F G2 ZAE I, HEATEE] g§F
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3

o A& Ying, Jung® Wei(1994)d A4 B9 AszA HIdAse &AL
. ol & %X}Eoﬂ e hEHY XZUHLE etoposide?t cisplatin®] = F

AR JA &go. A o] dFA
) 31]?:}@'7(]'% \:H’z}_‘_li ooz 598 & Z2Z3 o etoposide HFH3 £
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