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1. A&

zand, FolEay BAQY, B4 BEAW, 34 34%E A4 459 5
of We) AgHR e HzHzoEy 2@AFAE, Brd BAAA AP 3
g FUAI, T V@I oM T 3-43) oo Bk BAE AXT W)
o, A7F olle] WHE ol&F A3 FFANZ HEHZol=H 2FVEA F

7t e o&H1 AUt

ZYo M, AHEFAANZ NLH, AAFFES Folx, FTEHAAAY A%
A FEFEE FASEE o|l&FE BL £/ AAAIN o oy, 19 w2
AFRANYE Bo] A= gtth. E AFoAs FuoA o]&H 7]&9 SOAIY T
HH e} TYF FAHEEL ALLEH, M2E F5A9 82 58 Algsld JFad
9] FAL AEF JAY N2 FFHAA Mo g ZHEE FHEH U f '
A g GAEFEAE Ja g JHEY diE HY Felel2 oA A 34 vEsA
ARAENAEE nigog wkE =3 8¢l E2A(repeated measurement analysis)
o 1z F15A4 Hrl Ao g &3 #AHL e d 2 B3] Ao

2. 8

2-1. A7d3R 1A 834 H71 W43

FelEz W3 HEe) olstel B, o9bH L7, PAMSH 2AS HPOE B
pdgoz AUwe B 16792 hFo st AAAAANMI thzsl# (D))
AAE vz Ao GRARADAC] W 472 FHF F JHEHE 9 13
#E4 WHE Atk 94 ERE BURY A9 1R FEY BAE BAA B3

L 7 UEA

H BEF 2 NB2Y RAAE oln) Tl AR AVHAE Wol AYWHD JCBE, data
Bg 9 Asuctoz st TAH B9 A8L BHEA AgaA W

5) 2004'd 29 19%E AlFEo 20043 54 10€0] dAE S $53541, 20051 69 AtA s
ol, @A Fuf AlwFolct,
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162 %A, Hlad , gy, 23, 0j¢E

AL Z visual analogue scale (VAS)E E3t9 FA3slod H-gsigien, 184 €
2A85% o) 25 WEAvl} VAS(Visual Analogue Scale)Ho) wal A}apalo] =7
E BFAEE FAsta 9 AFE 715 VASE ol EXE 10cm ZHol
9] zol] FAREo] Axz Al EZAHTE TAFEE 33

. |
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%ol Yk %50l vl A}

do AAgel NAATL AL 5 AEE EARES

2-2. 1 F8A4 /& % 5484 34

12 FrEA ALE 93 SARUHL intent-to-treat analysis(A g9 &w24])9}
per-protocol analysis® EUWZ 33, A|FAFA 9] &3} intent-to-treat analysis
Ao ZATIY BE3gon, v d5A APz, Frd ANEEH HE2TEY
EZAHE zo]7l 20mmo]/dol YA fow T adrt Y3 Aoz #As)
At BE BAENY FAFH FAHBALE FAFE 0.058 7IFo2 &Y, £49
ol &8 &7 71X+ SPSS Win.Ver. 12.0& o]&3ld B3t dXAE 14 &
24 H7LE A BARAYYE st dA gz A5Hd S48 dgd 150
9 BuE YAAZ A E EH t-test, 2F A S dlsfA = Chi-square test
£ AAsY, F 39 524 2AE AAEG. 8 53 o2 £ (Repeated
measure two factor analysis)g AAIgtR 1, 27} A A3 interactiong 913}
A3, 7+ AN T4 vaeE 57 t-testE AAEH (&, 1&4 FEAE H
7447 20mmuI ke Aot & &ty $13te], mean differencedl ©igk
95% confidence intervald +38}9it}.

2-2. 1.938A A8A 5

AR 71#23 AY7NEL EF B39 APz AAd § QFAEE 453 @
e MTo]l 829, TEol 858olth Mz-e Ha A3 60.3(S.D =9.26)4], 4=
o] M| &L 866%, HTE AF 2 FL A7 599(S.D =698) Kg, 1580 (SD
=52D)cm °lY 3, HF SIS 473(SD =64.06)7/ Lol T HF AR
60.5(S.D =9.01)A4, A= Ao B &L 87.1%, A AF L AFL 60.0(SD =821)
Kg, 1574 (SD =624) cmollen, #H#F $H7|7HE 541(SD =71.12)71¥ojih. F+
T ol @™, AR, AF, AF, oy ¥, Bk {5 WEGE BLY §
ol oM FAAA Fo3 2o)7k A}k (F.1)
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E1:g48xe 424 5
t-value
variable M(n=82) T(m=85) 2 p-value
or X‘-value
A4, n(%) 5 11(13.4%) 11(12.9%) 0.008+ 0.928
o 71(86.6%) 74(87.1%)
1}o], Al, mean(S.D) 60.317(9.264)  60.506(9.013) 0.133 0.894
A%, Kg, mean(S.D) 59.871(6.980) 60.039(8.215) 0.142 0.887
A%, cm, mean(S.D) 157.971(5.213) 157.447(6.240) -0.587 0.558
o] ¥ 717k, 7§¥ mean(S.D) 47.342(64.060) 54.072(71.124) 0.632 0.528
FHEE n(%) 58(70.7%) 51(60.0%) 2.120+ 0.145
T 24(29.3%) 34(40.0%)
BEoEE, n(%) 59(72.0%) 54(63.5%) 1.353+ 0.245
5 23(28.0%) 31(36.5%)
total N= n+m=167
+ 1 Chi- square test
221 1& 84 %37t
24

BA #Art w7lE $59 AxY FHIAARAE Astd, #E F4 8
& B@IE2lo] gholm, BRG]l B AP), 2ELAIC], AR o], 2
£33 A&z interactiong &AF A}, T} go| Yeow, ofd w2t aF
9 Z} A A wE ¥IE YT Y t-test= ¥ 337 Zo] Jeidth wESA g9
BAS 95ty 7R BAL 3 A, FHAHE W58 2% (GreenHouse-Geisser
Eipsilon=0.949, Huynh-Geldt=0.966), ¥I8 =4 Q&9 Ay {29 Fo| YeW
. §9%5FE 0.058t04, F2EDY Aole BAALE 935329 (p=0.000),
NAzZr Folm BAASZ 9319 (p=0.000), F1F} A A interaction =
g AR F931A YErRTHp=0.000)(&E2)(1H2).

¥2. A A7 e 5F9 A%

Group(M¥, TH#) AA(1, 2, 3) Group X AlH

variable
F-value(p-value) F-value(p-value) F-value(p-value)

B A VAS 16.364(0.000)* 873.663(0.000)* 98.865(0.000)*
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AlA

Y2 M ¥ TEe A858%F R3iA F534 A

Zt EAHAOA M3 TE 7o BH3A 55 vlue 284 AP 2ygr] §F3
TE F T LA F93 Aol ey (p<0.05), NEF 25 WEFH XE 45 94E
Ao N3 BRYPA BF HFE T v MTAA FAFHLZ F48A A
ZA4=o] NEFY FFHA: AU 238 H $4EE € 5 AARAHP<0.05). tE]
U, g oz Fo3t 59 7t4<Q 20mm olde XeolE #9l ¥ 7] ¢34,
F 2879 mean difference @ 95% confidence interval® T3 E ZA ¥ 20mmo)AitE]
Zpol & HolA FUTHEI) (29 2).

E3: 4 FEANAANN MTF TR YA §F5 v

M T t-value mean difference

variable
Mean(S.D) Mean(S.D)  (p-value) (95% C.I)

waas NEZ 5.110(1.618) 4.747(1.388) -1.557(0.121) -0.3627(-0.823, 0.0¢7)
z=  aF 27 2.573(1.556) 3.494(1.411) 4.0100.000)¢ 0.9209( 0.467, 1.374)
VAS, xag% 4% 0.508(1.029) 2.506(1.586) 9.258(0.000)* 1.9083( 1.501, 2.316)

* [ statistically significant at the 0.05significance level
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3. 25t 2 943H Y

To S FHEL ALREE A2E FFAL &4 T& AHEst dFEH
«] ‘?}%l% ANed Aze HHA2, 2 A7 M TE AHEste] SddF &4
A AERE Hristrl 9% 34 vlu RS A 2, 14 fE4 B
49l ‘B VASE 71&9 Tol Hlsl 23 F5H2ARI DolAA dE AR
Boso], YgHoe: THAY M Aoz FHEEE T 7 Al
Q Aoz ool "
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