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ABSTRACT : The purpose of reproductive toxicity studies is to evaluate all effects resulting from paternal
or maternal exposure that interfere with conception, development, birth, and maturation of offspring. In
1966, the US Food and Drug Administration (US FDA) published guidelines _for a three-segment study for
drug testing to examine adverse effects on fertility and pregnancy. Three segments were proposed: Seg-
ment I, Study of Fertility and General Reproductive Performance, to provide information on breeding, fertil-
ity, nidation, parturition, neonatal effects and lactation: Segment II, Teratological Study, to provide
information on embryotoxicity and teratogenicity; and Segment IIl. Perinatal and Postnatal Study, to pro-
vide information on late fetal development, labour and delivery, neonatal viability, and growth and lacta-
tion. The classic guideline is still used to this day with only monor modification throughout the world. In the
present review, the principles and methods of reproductive toxicity studies are discussed with special

attention given to scientific issues.
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Azt el sl A FAHAA L vl B
Zsleh Ay, E9A 2R 5 9 SREA R,
A FEEA, AFE )X A4l 283t HelH &
2 715A M3E oA 4 glvh o gEel EEl kvl
Z(thalidomide) H-8-ol] w3 A1AJo} 71 EAA 5 7+
% s3] 1 84T I felsh oddks vehdel
ate} Zhstol| M= 3FEEAl, B3] Al ojekRe] Qlzke] A
Algge] mXE S FEAEE B8 2AREF
TS T XS AYEES] AL
AN 2] kA 0 2 RE] 2AF AR AP F
2}5lal glet. o#gt AAlEA L A= Hrhe 271
o 2o fydeA] EHor €} HAJRofel FY
s} (Manson®} Kang, 1989; Ratcliffe 5, 1993; Tyl,

=
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1993; Hood, 1997). £ =FolME A2] - vkl EA A3
o] wigal Az} guby] 93-S Avhska 3R] X5 Y
B S Aest F 2 AlPEEHE A g5 ok o
o 3 5L 38, HAESA stk

=22

II. YAY &

o]

g

olu] 19479l ARHEZ Az FE< sleire]
o] EAl9) vlEe] ZIddel] IS 7)8e)7] AR
ot AR 9l w52 9o wixH(embryo)E ©
£-3}o] 7]3-F A (teratogenicity)S AFA o7 AEs)y
31, Q178 71 E A Mesir) ARk A
A 718el o3t sHEAH A2 Wolf(1939)) Gregg
(19427} EAZe} vl (toxoplasmosis)® Z%l (rubella)
o] dAl F Hiotell 718-& FEE 5 vk AMS Q14
ez Agoz A=Hch(Warkany, 1977). ©]¢} 7
2] Y43t A)7]e) o H-E (xenobiotics)o] 2] F2| A3
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TEA 718E A & e AP o] 2
(Wilson, 1979). 194951 w]=ol M slehEdo] $e)5d
ol H|A= AdFF oF T& AP A A=A A
ARA] b FECl MY F)E AIRE B AIPERE ¥
FES AT o] L 1959500 AT FE
HASY = FE, o] 24 AuEA A7k
e AAFA AP AAESE 28y o] A
=2 AFEARY 718 B389 wiztEiAh 54
Fetsis el 23] E3ich(Wilson, 1979). 19614
9] gl mwuto] = A (Speirs, 1962) Foll A ZAHAE
At 223 FEAY 2EE L] s stalEel
2 olel ule} d#He] AXAE Y 93] Baxriod
F5c}. delEate| B9 7|3 ARE ofe] FEFol
A A7) AlEFsI AL, o9k FAl ®EEE AlYdEd
AEE A FAAQ =Ho] AEHT. 196101 A2}
H AAEA AEHe) e 19666 19 o= AlE] et
FAA(US. FDA)) o8 LUER A|3r)Fes 47
o]ZH(Goldenthal, 1966). ‘FDA 254 A|§7]|F & 4=

% W AubAIS5AIA S (fertility and general reproductive
study, Segment I), # 7|34 A]&] (teratogenicity study, Seg-
ment II) Z28]3 FAF - $-7)A 18 (peri- and postnatal
study, Segment IIN2| 371 ZE=AFHPES M&skT g
o} oAk B8 o] Al v vk R vl
oAt efzk Wy E W oR AHge] §ta, FHITole
ICH(International Conference on Harmonization)®] AJ2]
SAANR7IELE HAEA HUEACH, 1994; OECD,
1995; U.S. EPA, 1996; KFDA, 1998; Collins 5, 1999,
Fig. 1).
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1. 252 o EiXte| of2{stn} LA}

sstaAle] 4, B, A H e HAlEES A
o5 Bkt gAlsEe] A W sehEe] of
F8}h(pharmcokinetics)ol| 233 & 4= 3127 (O’Flaherty,
1997), F(species)l|l whet ohE elx} A B WAy
=2 ‘25 E EHlAE (dam-fetus compartmentyS- 72 3]
o} g} (Neubert 5, 1987; Tyl, 1993). o]# E-&ej o3k
7] S e wlae ofsle] zlo| wiiol oFH
33t iAol A3 v]RkE L gl wellst Aol sl
=5 Y3 Fx A T B2 A7)l ulet AelsiA o}
ehbe BRES S AYE £ ol7] dEel oW A
o] wizbEl=}) ol M) 2R8-7131 9] ol 7} A Q] H&t
< ghH(Wilson 5, 1979).

2. Eljte] HEf R JIs

‘BEE ATE Alojdll= jute] YX]StA gl A
R AlgY ez o EAS o7 7K 7= S
2 FAE, N EES 2E-(pinocytosis), A7 B3}, 554
FA R o8 EAZFE "oz As T3 4 o
(Kaufmann®} Burton, 1994; Morriss 5, 1994). %4 2
Ate] 743 F93) 71t e g ZiEEn F4ubedt Bl
FEolA kS Tl FE oY 7R ARl 9JsliA
oJ3FS Mk=ch(Morriss 5, 1994). ejuke] o 5-e= 5
B0l ulg} Alo|slH (Kaufmann®} Burton, 1994) -7~

- Segment I study (fertility and general reproductive study)

63 or 28 days GD 0 GD 6 GD 15
-]
2 14 days —

Premating period Mating period Gestation period Caesarean section

Administration period

- Segment II study (teratogenicity study)

Administration period

- Segment III study (peri- and postnatal study)

GD 0 GD 6 GD 22

GD 20 Teratology: External anomaly
Visceral anomaly

Caesarean section Skeletal anomaly

PND 21 PND 70

L]
Day of delivery  Lactation period

Gestation period

Postweaning period Autopsy

Fig. 1. Typical experimental methods to evaluate reproductive-toxicological risks. GD : gestational day, PND : postnatal day.



z9] ZAAAQ ol BFEF wjole] Ho Aloje] ¥4l
2AZ0] 71 Aolddel 714% Helwt. AlgEAe] 718
frke] a3 A17]1Q) dAlZ719] A$- Foll w8 =
Z}odF(histotroph)?] 7|7k 2 wjjole} HRAAle] Sl 7]l
sled F7holl #AAgE Ao]7} ATk(Beck, 1976). 7164 &
HE A EE, guke E3E BEE 5 9l ] =
A Y GAFA ) FrodFh gl F7lol] HA’E Xpol7}
gJ=F(Norman, 1997).

3. HHRRENRL) gheol RIZT|

wzLENAL) DAY A 2 B SER 52 AE S
Algs e ME, 24 9 J)He] BEIapHeldt
(Neubert 5, 1980). 31322 AAH o]efst 2E WA
AL 7 T} AIZHA A4 o]y AR TF
A, 7153 gEA6 M B4R &2 w2 9o
i zHEN L) SA B0 2H-2 Fof| ulg)} Bo)g)k 244
off @eislcth 7 24 9 7|#HEe] PAFE AR 7Y
FEA] dal E3) ulztsiAl vbgsles A7) &3] 7)
33X 7] (organogenesis)Btl E2|H, Fof| oje} o o]
WA71ZEe] Aol wiAtEiRh) 54, 53] 71gdAs
ZAWE o] Fo717ke] A€ol 7)%7} Fh(Neubert 5,
1987; Mansons} Kang, 1989). 43t 73] &4J¢]3 o
= AN FEEREAE S YeiME dE 7]
FEo] Aol W3 A A7 Fesio)

4. BHXKENRH SHES fol, 7|5 % 54

A lRRe] A olvt GAIA] o] vl RE3le o7 7}
Al g F-QlAEo] wixlElAh) FA49] Y= 715E 9l
o} wAbA, Sk ook E3h), WA, A S
9 o}, 318 e e, TEEAHEF, A 2 iE
H|&ell, <2t AHamnion string)el] 213k 7]A1 &4, 2=
2] Apgah, AA, 3 WHE(noxa), SNHEA 7139
ATE epbe gHke 715 Akl ] So] 7131 5o |
AR F4E doz 4 det(Neubert 5, 1980; Tyl,
1993). WiREN AL FA12] AlAA Q) wa-e- el B2 B3
AAFEo] HAMESS] vI7FGA < &AM RS 7 9l
58S AW 9ol 2eileh(Wilson, 1977). ME
W 2 MES] 13A SRR Ede], 94A
o]4}, DNA A 3 ezl ghA] Aol 9} oo wpE 44
Ql 3sA 7)Ale] A, 44, AHEqte] Wk MEE
AAol], MERFe] F2 9 7, MEe] AR A
Ao =& & 4 9lvi(Wilson, 1977; Wilson?} Fraser,
1977; Neubert 5, 1980; Tyl, 1993). wlzEl =} F-A1ef
A& A EH dFe) FelH 2 75 A= A &
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Table 1. Toxic effects manifested in the reproductive toxicology

+ Sterility (masculine/feminine)

- Embryo/fetotoxicity (structural, functional, and biochemical deviation)
- Teratogenicity (lasting structural abnormality)

+ Growth retardation (prenatal dystrophia or hypoplasia)

* Embryo- or fetolethality (mortality)

» Transplacentar carcinogenesis

- Prenatal induced functional abnormality

< o8 71| 12k £ AHEA AAGH AR
At €S EH FAANHEY AFE, 4], AEA
MZAPEE) Add), AZEN, AL L3S % A
FolF Aoll, APl 55 & 4 vt " E3O vy
AEAh) 542 12 2 FE5eAe] AR Qg wiAkE
2} *]AHembryolethality), 7]33-*Z (teratogenicity), &
2] (growth retardation), 7157l (functional anomaly)
S22 F3 =W (Table 1), WiA}EAAD) AAREZ} 7137
W B ME 98 7)F oA LE 7 ) dE
o wE Hejs|A] Frlsllol dcl(Wilson, 1977; Neubert
%, 1980; Neubert 5, 1987).

5. HYXHEHXL) SHERe| oY

WZFENAD) SAAEAE Fo Il vepbe SR
U e £ (dose-response)?] o] F-8%
(Kavlock 5-, 1993). & 7|3-7% 2] A4 HAFA-L
ool mhebx] F7keb, wiAbE) A} SA o] e 43k
9= 9| (threshold)2 TESIvF(Wilson, 1977; Neubert 5,
1980; Chung 5, 1998; Kim 5, 2000). 4 &gk 2
e vehdr] AERRs AR SAAHE H270)
Ao} vt wjol] APHe| b3t wizkEl ) S48
2] e BEAE Ve S50 s eR 7
o, divshad Qs 2Bl dA3 5A4S vepiE §
ZFo] Fo3A] e wiAkElAb) 542 AEHE ojnlE
oJ3}7] wfjFo|ch(Neubert 5, 1980). & 222 ujzlEl
2h FAE e g HellA wizkEiRl) FAE A
A F23] vlH|gt SebE 02 St A E A
22 vehd 4 it o9 71R] i) FAd00 Ak 8
A AAEE dubrez  Abeldt AAE P
(Neubert 5, 1980). =3+ AlFEAH FTEF wel o9&
iRk ERh BAEIE Ale|dt YAz e Jeld
4= ok (Wilson, 1977). ¥ XA 50% olAke] wjzt
EA7E ARG FeEE G985 eiRbElRh 5
23] HrR= AA3) AlgFvH(Neubert 5, 1980). ©|X 3
2 wizbENA) AR e e o2 Feje] iz}
€2 T4 7= AP 7Fsg AE wizbEiRb) 2
g FA3] AlgkE et 1wkl wirbElAl) ZARF

o L2

o® o
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go] Jehlx] @ W] A4 vehhe RN
2E: WA e |GPIEIE SE D oo
R A 715l E oA PalFe) Al
o2 ihElAh) AR Mol 4 l7] wiolet.

IV. 44 SHAIE

1. SFElls ¥ =7|ui YYAIE(Study of fertility and
early embryonic development to implantation)

1) SXot {4

T2 AES o83l AAske eiis 2 27 A
o QAL BALE ofd Eo] 5 TE) AAEH
PIAE GRS AR et o]l wet 7S 9F
45 81k, Wl 3-4319 AF7] Tt afAel] Fefslar
PAEEE YA 697 FAE A G FA sk Aot
(ICH, 1994). elis® A1&e] A" FolsfoF & &4
= WHHoE o BASAAEY A-vet FYse
2 FALGF o - e APLAA ] AgHe G 59l
ot st Fed7)zhe] Aojr HugakS A Aeldt
745 Wt S 24 £ Ao ofeiahge] gt A
o] Wzt JepdA Sed 7HA olF Fjg)of dich

2) Al

T3 A= AP EAS A 63 == 28U 2} ey
717k &2t HHERE T T e 4o S aA
1447F, 377k B 27| WA 7 ZREE Felgitt. 427
P=2] 75 olFA SAAFA Hie)A o)Akade] b
e el 63UHE Foddhal, o] Aol vehiA|
o 28U%He FoizA Hof $AeIM Fod7]7F 63
= AAAME HZA T/ AANER Assled ol 48
B RFET A7k 3 AHAFATEIIA) o] o] 45
1 90 Alg7]zke]HH(Russell 5, 1990; Creasy, 1997). &
E PATEELE 94 159410 A Fdlsle) galstAs,
24, AT A, FTHR 58 2ARE AA o
T S22 Y dubEAs ESl F 23 AFEA
£ AR A FES] FElsES Hrlel] s A
F7), BAS, WEES 2 JAFTES, auHde
(precoital time), 24wl xFA}H>(preimplantation loss),
AEAe 4 9 77] 58 2R &3 A58 1
WESF BA] AAAAL F 32 E22A S Alajsla o
T A7) Hle] He|zAsh HARE AAse} A
AR 7 AgAniel SAubyal 2 gt @
ztol7} Qo g AFPA o7 wel HAs Zxub o)
At ARzl Frpr) vl$ F 831K (Seed 5, 1996;
Kim 5, 1999).

3) 232 "ot

v 9est pEeE AAaEe] 2ALE e &
oj2% glo] Aol sloiM el Al Q1A E 5 gl
o, oA ML E3] WeFA el HAERE
sl A7 Rt dAslel Rl 7hssiet. 2 el EXIg
TH5H Ahs fA3] AsiMe £3] AHEAY =
53 of2|sHH (53] Min]etA) Ao gt A]Ajo] B4
Helet, o H, T8 AAA|, AR T B2y
2HZO|E Fot=g Al = 2 AplEwld A GAA
= TREEY AAESE U = o 43R 9
oJA = Alelll(LaPolt 5, 1998), A2 elAl 2hg-5-2
(Kendle 5, 1978) =% LH-RH A (Banik®} Givner,
19767} A7) = w3l 9L £ 4 I o AE
2 (Oettel 5, 1980y wo] F dzpe] dgaje) A7k
A AAZ HIRA ¢ olow, o~EzAl Z3EA
(Menegola 5, 1998)% $7d%ke] 2MAlS- vlslisle] ells
He| A3HE 7FAE 4= vk ARl el AR
£ o] 43t T W 7)) DAY Al el that 3
7he obA] FWA AAEA] goie). ubEel] A3t FAd )
HYS S8t o8] 7FA] ofEe] AMS FbeA FAIE o
I & /M8l lTh(Rosenberg &, 1995). Ax]Fol|A]
deoizl HAAAHE AzbelA A L3b713 g o2l A
L2 FEAME, F8ed veld vlEE E'ke] HE o
o] el A Holx= s JARE= =har)=)
off W3k #|2o] 2|AE AA|F, B3] H=olM WA=
o| A2 AEE o] &3t FElT W W) WA 2

T AP BT

2. b - EfXHEHA|E (Study for effects on embryo-
fetal development)

RO

W - SAPRAARY e ARTAL oy 3
(subloxic dose)22 8ol HAz F 1A F& ofe)
A ZR AED SAREL fUE S odeAs
EAsled loh AYFES ol4ale] Qe A At
2ol glelre] wiAkEAl S0 919E Holely) Y
AR, olefat ARFA] FHHEF u) - chapa Al
oA AREE] PUF e} 2528 7}
4 N7 A7) 127 el Sol ek AR ERS) iRt
@A) SAES YNEED ehate] ofe] SR Al
o)s) s37}ec).

2) AEA=
ojw EAC ui - efAPLAYAHS 17 Fof ML A
AR B E: S5, =] 2 FHFnE), 49 AYe

1o



Ax a5 A, e 9l ofH el Zuiofae] <l
7o) A 2ol geielvh(Neubert 5, 1987; Tyl, 1993).
iAo 2 dgd 7182 AREEY S A <
T A o2 S5 o] v - e AP HE SlsiAlE oF
EAL efalo] AFER FAKSE ofe] TS AR R
AMak Al 2R ANE 9S4 lnh B A
o] AYPFTESo] - efAPRAAE S Hal AHEE 8
o BB SESSC] AR 7IES oA A S
Vepdch dubb oz el §7)7) A3FER wo) A
S5 glom o Foll vlsiA] A e] we] SA =] 9l
3 AAA Q] A3 o] 9ol e]n] okejAl 7|l =Alof| o
Z83 17 S YERY) weln) vl ofA] 7
HFuE e el s ukssAIRE Al B3R xle] <}
A Qo] Wit I wljtoll Azt Ae] Alghg ol
ole}. o kS WARe] ARE flo) ALsA B
o= 0] (el callithrix, paviane )5 A EZ A}
43 5 9le} ksl 5ol Holx WA, =it
A B Aol gl A7k A AR welwt
(Wilson, 1978a). ZL&u} vl gro] v%k 5o & o|83t
o] - e XPEAY A F-2 A EAL] FE, IR} S5
o] vl dloJels FHIE Fol| Ao} ot HAF2
FoANA] A 717k FEFl ulet g 7R3 A7 vt
g A B vl 438 7 HAA-TETS O
Dol gsE Wl AT HTFETE Fol 25
Al 10%2] AFS7E AAhE vepliof g+ Hates
of Hule EUR £ A8 JBSAAR) 4HS
welste] Wit S do} oflas walob goh
(Chernoff 5, 1989). {41555 o83t Fx=2A onlA
& (range finding study)2 -2 wix}ERAL) 2AFs=e] A
92 93 ARE A& 4 e Ae] olvk BAAE 7]
ol w7 AM-EESE AR, AR A
A= HLWM FEe] ARgEo]o} gt F= 16,
E7] 12, 4Fe] 107k HAEEAD). s ES o163t
AP FAAS FHAA Egt EAIE A
T olet. vt FEARES] AjgAdAe] deiA)7) wiE
ot} o]9} 2 AEF ¥ E uf dubEow FEA}
(litter), & & B2FE2] el T FAAEC] BE E5E
o] g7} == FAMRE B} fARsHA ahgEhe ARS B
olvt. @ HARIE @l elAMA 5, el AR AL 7138 5
o] BAXEE HsiME A} ol FEALE vE
A BAGHE A Aol FAFHT Yvk(Staplest
Haseman, 1974). & F71X] Axl= Avkdol 9)7] v
o AldzlEE F7EA] el mekr] A2k Hle]
(Neubert %, 1980). 5% < (variable)el] i3} EA A=)
Azl Y b2 SAGH e Al AN 22 A £

E N welr AR

I o S
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3) AlEEHY

T2 Foll dATEES Tl vt M2 9E 73
A37) E<r AP} ICH 543418 71E(ICH, 1994)) wh
2y Fo7|7ke o] A9 dal 6~15%9, E7e Al
6~18d |3 Agol= Al 20~50Uolvt. A7
i BEEe] ks sl 4dAg R A
& A3 Bt 129 Aol $EL BAR F A3
WA HEIT Agelel el 4l 10084 Al
e 28 xS HES BASEE, B7)) o9
of A 1l AR, AE W AR, 271 2 $7) &
TS AR SRk AFSA 9 AP HEk]
£ 9%y AAE AR g "zl FARARs 2
o] Qlxd|, FEA ZAAlel dxAS KOHE A3t
% 235l RS alizarin red S2 GAsH= v ol
(Kawamura 5, 1990). o] & <zt W33t o] Fd ol
45T 9l 2™ (Inouye, 1976; WebZ} Byrd, 1994; Young
%, 2000), REA upy-2 oul 2 gzl 3R
o] 4% 4 it} Aol =ixpe] WHAY] HALE HeliAM=
WA A= Fe] o] 4-Xe). AR gk rht2,

= Zyel slelAlE 49 Wilson®] ExHH (Wilson, 1965)
o] o] et o] WpHe] 7§ Bouin £ TAHH Y
AE oF 1~2 mm FAY oz 227 AAEn]7 o
2 W57 o)Ak AR o] W BE giRke] 24
Aol Brlsslng 583 & A ZAK] 8
Me 29 ARG B SESS A slof gt =gt
2Fexlel] A AEE wpgo2 A AlZte] wWel 48
B v A A= (Nishimura, 1974) 2 E7|eiz}
(Stuckhardt®} Poppe, 1984)ll AREE 4= 9lom o]F &
7Nzl 7Aoo FA o] 7gsivt.

4) A2l ot

AR Fooll o8l =€ 5 e wiAEih) AR
g2l d AR Fejsby 7135 e s
A2 25 FHae) e oE RPHT, et
7189 7l 552 A S (strainyl] S-ol3HA] KA A
22 bl A FAA R vehbe Arlsl 24
Wtz e of-g- =87 vehbes 713 (major anomaly)
o o|2FAA FR7E Berstes B4 e e u
2hA] Heshe o] & ofn| =l whebr] sk Aol
glse}. o] Wl APl Fxe) ohE Abo|E9] 7|FL o
ZHE AeA 7)Aok M3le] 7H4A (reversibility)ol
7127} "o}, ZF Yt e RelsiA JrkE AR =2y
F7189] B &S &3] el b2 W e (variation)
¢} 74713 (minor anomaly)®2 ¥ TEZ 5 sloH
(Kimmels} Wilson, 1973; Chahoud 5, 1999a), Z<ol]=
HefEHA o] Aol hgl o FUte] WEH ul olvh(Wise
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. 1997; Horimoto &, 1998). ¥R o2 wuis] 738

WU elel 713 eo]dell Anlgt WelE(]: A=} &
719l 85, A=) IS 5T, A5 vehed
o] 58] We|dAq] ofvlE tha oA H(Khera, 1981;
Chernoff 5, 1991). o]} Zro] it o2 viehl=
71%59) & RG-S A7 PN} ohjeh BeAd =
= ¥ 5328 (unspecific effect)®] FEA]o]ch(Khera, 1981).
AHENAL) S sleiA BEAAe] A2 v
F93M oz of s, o] wiz} I efzle] e}
e SACdEke] o2l 93 APHoR e E 3]
A9 250 549 o8 A Jehd o=
9171 wiFo|vh(Khera, 1985; Chernoff 5, 1989; Daston,
1994; Chahoud =, 1999b). ¥WiRFEIAHSA 3 R EA] =)o)
4B A7e) Fajgae o4 WATH YRS
(developmental hazard index)Z H7}3}7]= &} (Johnson
5. 1987). vz ElAD) 54 AHEEAS AEERs dHele
FEAY o]9e)] el7ke] H¥FFA}(epidemiological study)
7} & Ego] "ok JEEale AFTAY FESHeA
A o2 A|gAde] sloh. whetA] 7ol Al QleiA wiAt
A FAREE 7L s ol e H9e] dEsel
8ol dAEe] A= Aol ozl . QAo A3
718S ke e EFEHE 4o 2EE:
thalidomide, aminopterin, methotrexate, alcohol, phenytoin)
ol HhsiM AEFE UM 7138E sk o]
3] B2 Ee] Advk(Shepard, 1989). o|2&t Aol
FHOoZE AYFEY AU Fo] Aol2 Yy
9e e ss FEARNA FH7IPAAE Rl w2
RS AR dAI71zE Bt AEEES e §d
3 B2 8o AT FAHRAE A7) W
o).

.
(<]
A
T

5) In vitro Hl| - EfXISHAIE

ol el ANE] HhEAS] 71858 A H (teratogenic
potentialy$- ZA}s}7] A1gF A=#2 in vino A FHEC] &
2] 3 ¢l=d| (Wilson, 1978b; Neubert, 1982), 2% 27}
A in virro AFHEES] WAEAD, 5] A=A}
S AFTEE o &3 in vivo A} & ABA S Y
ehde}. A2 5Ag ko) HeWel A in vitro A A
7VFsAdE Vet dofl= A ol#idh AlEHEe] WA
o)A F2hge] JUHE 8 T8 AR EleE
ARG Basl A G HE R Setbd 5 ddvke
Rg e giet. 2 vlo} FHAx 244 dde] )
o 7Fa3t AL 2 UEA A 28 in vitro AP 2EE
AHE 71 flelAM in virro A2 T #7184 Y
AEsQae] ZAAE sy AR 5 oh(Neubert,
1982; Spielmann} Vogel, 1989). ]} o] ojm E-39)

27184 A g S5t o842 A & o
in vitro A2 B 02 AgHA] o] Qloh. EA (I8
A 2 HEAREte] 7o deilAd Fo e A
oo in virro AFHEL A3 S LA F
A Algkd A-ATRS Febet 4 Qleh(Webster 5, 1997).
2 Biell o AlREAS] 713 AR L] APEE A
A5 ES Ao AMEA g Helle AFsH A
B rrEAA 9] AM-S AAZ sk (Kitchin 5, 1981).
AEH oz WA AF7HA AMEE Sl in vitro A8
HEL DAt 2 A2 H7PAS 371 5 ol
AL AR AA7)15Y] B LR QlEle] o= Ak
in vivo 18412 X2 F-2 <A 7|3Ae] HAPF7}
£ 93 S8 AT "k gz 5E £ gl
oH(Wilson, 1978b; Daston, 1996; Spielmann, 1998).

3. EMHE - 4 9 BX|7|SAE (Study for effects
on pre- and postnatal development, including maternal

function)
DS Y e
E A3 AL ofd EAlo] A4} 5o wixl@E| A

=3
Japg 2AVSd) glet olo] wet ST A4 F
QA7IZHEI} $571 53 A EAe] FoqR) S5
B EAA Ml o AL Aol FAR
NFoz NG Hagwe) A9e S 2 27]6
WA A9 SRAAAR w5 AFSA o) ol of
e, sl - AR A% B e st
ool m B8-S XY LR AH 715 2
Ao AN AR GRS F7) Gl

- o

G, A BB A R A% mAe

Huo
il

2) Alaige

Dol A AEE AR 6ARE o f717HA ol
go}, vjade) QukEa BAT AF2A o) e] TEE)
PA717Y, B 52 EARIT) 871708 A A
288 F57) S5 YAPACR AE R AFPASE 7)
Selx AEFEe) QU 2 AFE SN =3 o)
Qo] s Yehatd 78 47T 2T AEE
29 dulhE 9 AALLE zAR. o 4F BEE)
27 9 o) Sele FAAS o] ST )
AR, Ape] A A5 2ok EE AR
Q¥ ARG A%E S5 Bl AEle) 2ol 9
A5Ee 24607 Aaid FAF el S A7,

3) Zote| ®ot
o] gloir SAMFE Be wlad U} A



Az 25d = ot vk B ARE ¢ BEE
7| (Norriset  Adams, 1976), AFAF=(Agnishe}  Keller,
1997), 2E& 2 (Vogel, 1993)7} ZA1 5 d3lEof gleo]
A KA AFHER] BTl o]27)71A] #A3E Mol E
a4 gl7] wltelot. o]l BAle] HAEHY yEE= &
E HEIFoE fR3 vERE 2EE A A
off kS Fol EAb = ANEEL] Al Aol S
23 4 Qlehel: vlavRo] =4 AgA), Al2elAl, AA
A, Z2HR AAA). 287 - F 0 2 ZAVS5AE
o] ANE et wioll= b o R oW EAlo] 24 )
A = S]] v]R]e 2hga) 2EEe] of], BAIEHY
ol B3l o8 e 1A RS FEEES 5
of ght}. o) FEAlodl e 2HAE FAA FEZ AT
Al o] RIS FHE 4 Ak McClain®}t Hoar, 1980). 2]
AA] HAEATA g3 SAHF 54T e
A7 W FEel A Ad#A ¢gJon], k=2 Al (androgen)ol]
23 A {4}, =& dloPdell (alcohol embryopathy),
vl o] o A ) A E E(diethylstilbestrol)2] Zefjula it
zh8- 5-o] o]el] &3dkch(Allbeck®} Olsen, 1998; Kitamura
%, 1999). 19} vhdef atel [P S TAZ E o &
A Qa7|zhestel =28 F 2T Jehds 3t
43 2AF PR BERE Bl =52 o Jeple H
28-S Arlsle d#e] EAlEo| Qlrh(Fagi 5, 1998;
Friedmann 5, 1999). 4-$-8h= $EAIY A3lo)| #3} =
TR g7 WA e e o g ) - e}
M R 97} e Bale] 2Ae] HelE oE gwog
E AZAA 2% B Qo] Bakgol: A5
T BA AREEE AR o2 gA It 4 v
= AMdEA Ade] Hoh

4) HSAIH

ZA o2 RE AR wtelsk
S5 WA o] Fo3E Fio| &3l PFolgt Z
B2 WFe] 715A SR vjnA gt Al 3}
HoRHE AATH 2HFHS X BAe s 2 )
o2& FZ3r}(Alder?t Zbinden, 1977; Butcher %,
1980; Zbinden, 1981; Williams, 1995; Henck 5, 1996;
Clausing 5, 2000). «1® B2 (o]]: 524, &F-g)o] Z4)
A kT <17k 5N E doAd 5= ol o=z
Atell A} Q1A " 13w Foll (Zbinden, 1981), EAAel
=5 PN E 23] A3 Adubge] o] Fg
g vFS A Holed AYEEEAME F2 Y
7} o] ¥k BN B2 71eF], A1zHE v]4- o]9)
= o] #e NS wFA|zke] B E u) o
W gk Alge] BE FE dis) ZE 35 HARE A
317 Brbssioh Agdae o) adelale)l Ay
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7ol HEglomz A3e] ANy ERHoT A3
AlF e (Zbinden, 1981; Claudio 5, 2000). X8 F =oj g}
ojxe] ZAF PP 54, wiAEIAhEA w=
ZAA ) 545 Ve S0 Qs B gek
oM = A] 9k=c}Butcher 5, 1980; Zbinden, 1981;
Vorhees 5, 1982). A=E o] 83 P5A1F2] w7kl
et A2 of| AAFA Exo| F3417A 73R
FEES T3 Folx 22T AYEFE] UM o
gk gk % U V1SS sk ask Ay
#2 EAM= 9T Brunner 5, 1978). AR o=
o =0 237 Y3t AL 3 -5 A
S Ae, FHsle A2 Solahx] o Faje)
TEoE B A7, A7 ApheEA, S 5o A
A5~ 313} testing battery approach®] o]-§-o] 7} &3}
©}(Zbinden, 1981; Williams, 1995; Claudio %, 2000).

vda E

azy FE7lee] A @A ] UM E A4
22 ook 5o AEA o] AFA LR F21E 1 gl
o A ESA R E8H R YA $sle] 19804
A5E EshEAe] P AAE 53] AlEtela
I AR SRR AR S FRE) 3k
oJoFE oPdAAlE 7| F(Good Laboratory Practice,
GLP)Z AA, &332l qlvt. A2 oJokge] 7gA] vk
EA] 3= o]of 3l= A UAAE (pre-clinical test)2] Y&
ol AAFAAAHL Qlzbell e ofofEe]l AN E
Wz R 24 F A o|27|71A] v]x)= fralEt o
S Hrshs FolRA FEls 9 270 AL, u -
2} YA o 20 -5 DA 2 BA7 SRR T
FE ], AT olekEel g T84 AAEA U
A= 2 AIEE 7)est Foe] sy L 18
sof st TEAFEE Bl 92 SR ARE
Aol Az HE3l7] HalMe FH$3E7Hquantit-
ative risk assessmenty’} Q7 E=d], [ FHHI=
2] E-o|X (species-specificity)& &3t APEE9 A
el 3} Za]82k(No Observed Adverse Effect Level)?] 3}
&, o8k ) o] (pharmacokinetic data)®] 2] 2 <t
Z A gx(safety factor, &F 10~30)2] AR-22 71831}
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