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Lina Daugeliene

h f2F I TE, B
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B #:ERFAMBAFZAEPOAG), EFRERF
AEE (NTG) DEERIG 4 5 U ICFEREF 0T 52EBL T
WEHLEDEERER TH 5H, H5WIIFEHEAZEA
BOAG) E LTEEENIRELDTHINAALHD
129 %.

S8R 1985 F A D 1998 FE DM ICIE R KFARRHRA
BENEAZE L, RBBRENTEETH 72 OAG 826
(NTG 490 f5l, POAG 336 ffll) &> & L 1=,

# R:ONTGOFEEFE L TILEHM, FLEA
EEIRt&EZER (PPA), RERE, EAAWTEKER
B{EXR, HFAEREE, ©5IEEANIE, Ca*-F v X%
LVEREARERAI/RE SNz, QIAEHMIZ NTG
D 30.5%, POAG D 15.4% IZ& bz, HIMMFERZ
BRBBHE14.85F TNTG38.4%, POAG16.9% T
Hotz. @IBEHMONY — FEIZREAST VI LR
2L (5 mmHg T26%)ETEV(1.46 £5), FLEEHM
DOHM & PPA OETEIFBHEICEEET 5. PPA (I NTG
DHEHF, POAG IZEWT b ENEMEEREED
EITEEHIZEART S, L 5% PPA CIBEHIO
BhE(X PACG Tl3Abhiw, @ BA—@EEICEWTER
ERENTRA & REFETH & A —F T 2—Ef L FE
A—H L AVWT—EHITIE, REMNEDMFEREICEH
Hbh, T—HFITIIRE RBERT) & 3EZBROA

WEIREEN REREERAICRES L TWS Z AR
&b, ®Ca*-F v RIENELEHRSIZINTG DF
BICRIFNEEALRITT. Ca-F v REREL K
BIC& ) BB MRENENNET 2. © MFEH 3 v 7
EH&E (hsp), hsp27, aB crystallin, human & bac-
terial hsp 60 (ZX39 2314l ls POAG, NTG 2&TIE
BERREIZILL TERT 54 POAG, NTG OREIZEE
ERAL, LERIRANT A—%, 8515 #(global
index) L BENEEARE LA o7z, @ Myocilin R
I3 POAG T1/189(0.5%), NTG T 8/338(2.37%) &
SNtzIZT EY, FERFBICRIIDOTEEIED TRE S
N TW3, @ Mitomycin C HtRIRHEEHIIRRIC L 2R
ETHEIE, NTG, POAG 2 @IET 3 0AG DRIEEER
BIZAWTHS. ONTG DIRFEITAPHILET S LT
brovincamine ®RRHA BN TH 5.

# 5 :POAG, NTG #—EFNERREEICEOWVWTS
AT B EIEELTIEAL, POAG, NTGIlEI—DOnDX
RIPMVEIZHEETDEEZDZEHETTHS.
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Open-angle Glaucoma Clinical Presentation and Management

Yoshiaki Kitazawa
Department of Ophthalmology, Gifu University School of Medicine

Abstract

Both primary open-angle and normal-tension
glaucoma belong to an identical spectrum of dis-
eases.

Clinical presentations of primary open-angle or
high-tension glaucoma (POAG) and normal-tension
glaucoma (NTG) were studied in an attempt to
determine prognostic, clinical factors and define the
appropriate management. Clinical data obtained
from 826 primary open-angle and normal-tension
glaucoma patients were analyzed. In addition, the
results of laboratory studies, including the immunol-
gical assay of heat shock protein(hsp) and gene
analyses which were undertaken to identify risk
factors at the molecular level, are discussed.

@ The identified prognostic factors were disk
hemorrhage, peripapillary chorioretinal atrophy
(PPA), maximum intraocular pressure(IOP), the
recovery rate of skin temperature after exposure to
cold, family history of glaucoma, systemic systolic
channel blood pressure, and oral administration of
Ca’"-channel antagonists.

@ Disk hemorrhage was observed in 30.5% of
NTG patients and 15.4% of POAG patients. Cumu-
lative probability of hemorrhagic events was 16.9%
in POAG and 38.4% in NTG patients at the end of
a 14.8-year follow-up.

® The hazard ratio of disk hemorrhage decreased
with the increase of IOP(26%/5 mmHg) and was
1.46 times higher in females than in males. Disk
hemorrhage was closely associated with PPA : PPA
becomes greater in association with the progression
of glaucomatous optic neuropathy in both POAG
and NTG. No such correlation was noted in primary
angle-closure glaucoma.

@ Color Doppler imaging analyses and the hourly
determination of ocular perfusion pressure(OPP)
indicated a difference in retrobulbar hemodynamics
between OPP-mean deviation concordant and OPP-
mean deviation discordant patients:a circulatory
disturbance causally unrelated to OPP seems to be
involved in the OPP-mean deviation discordant
patients.

(%) The oral administration of Ca2?*-channel an-
tagonists was shown to favorably influence retro-
bulbar hemodynamics in NTG patients.

(® Serum antigen titer to hsps(hsp 27, B crystal-
lin, human & bacterial hsp 60) was higher in both
POAG and NTG patients than in normal subjects.
None of the hsp-antigens was correlated to any
morphometric parameters of the optic disk or any
global indices of the visual field.

(D Myocilin mutation was noted in only 0.5% of
POAG patients and 2.37% of NTG patients. The
very low rate of occurrence precludes the value of
mutation of the gene as a prognostic factor in open-
angle glaucoma (0OAG).

® IOP reduction achieved by mitomycin-C tra-
beculectomy is effective in maintaining visual func-
tion in OAG eyes.

(9 Brovincamine fumarate is effective in inhibit-
ing the progression of glaucomatous field loss in
NTG. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 105 : 828—842, 2001)

Key words : Open-angle glaucoma, Risk factor,
Intraocular pressure, Disk hemor-
rhage, Peripapillary chorioretinal atro-
phy
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S B A A ik N [ (primary open-angle glaucoma
LUF, POAG) ZEEDT 5124720, IRES—ED LV
NV ETHS Z 22 LOLBEREET 5 L, IRE
ELAIMZ B HE 2 i 7 T —FEDS T T 2, FRCHAATIX
B ADIRES D 5 BN ZIRE 22~23 mmHg M %
LT 5, IREMEZER S oEAE %R 3

TEHEBOBEVNFLEL, LRIICIERRE/RENE (nor-
mal-tension glaucoma A, NTG) D& mE & 7
5.

—7%, REV~V &2 —YIFEE 3712 POAG %2 E# D
02 &, NTG OE&IEZE DFEEE K, NTG X
POAG O—#ficflizz oW & £ b, FRDIEEK
FIRFHCB W TRE 5 FERY Cblz> TITo TE 2
RGeS 1388, 7% b B POAG & NTG %2 XAl
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xR 1 ERREFRREOETEE

1. IEFIRE (HAZEHE £ & T 21 mmHg LUF)
2. IEHBAEA

3. RPN M2 (FLE, NFL) &G d 2 ik IEs
DA

4. HBEFEFLEOMRNERZ L2 B LG 2 KR DOERSH

52 kMg RRE—ARZ MV EIMIEDT S Z EN
SHOBNEDOZW, B CREEEEE 2 2 ETHIC
FWoTWBZERZRLTWS, KFETIEZ O %2
N, WHW3 POAG & NTG #X434 % Z L D4
NZLWwZ EERHoPIZ LTz,

2T, HENASh T EEKRTO POAG & N-
TG % & 72 B R BT U C B B £ f P B (open-
angle glaucoma Ll F, OAG)DEEE*H WS Z & &7
%, POAG, NTG OFEIFIREOERE % 21 mmHg &
LT, IhZziz 5% % POAG(B#xE D POAG), LI'F
#NTG EHELTHWS, 20X 5 ICHE L OAG
DY FE B A N (SOAG) ZAFE L 2 Wn» 2 1E v S
FThhV, &8, UTWKRREKD 3 W IXERITE
B, FRCE R L AWRYD, FHI2000F3HET
TR LR ARFIREIC BW B shli-bDTHB Z L
EBED LTBL.

I FPEAT (TR EET 5 HF) OMES

1. FREFORZE

P D POAG O b EE L FHREERT & L TRE
Bz, —H, NTGIzBWTh, RENEEL FHIR
EWNFTH 2 Z LI EOKETO NTG Study T HE
ESIN T2, REDADOHTF, b 2 REIE
WEERF L FHRMED FTEELELU STV S,

ZDZ S, POAG, NTG OijHE »[EIHED Tk
ERTEIET S s nind, mEZREMIC X
STRAT 5 Z EDFYMIFRMELS> kb, 2
DD RIEERRDS & T, BRIZETFTNTG 2% &
L CTFERFOMIHEZRAT, NTG 205 e LBl
X, ZOMFEEEDT 16 FRIICBWCIFTEIC DL
TNTG OEEDOH D FIZERNE L, MAT, Wb
% IEFEOIRE 28R RIcb7: D TRES ¥ 244
HEOBEWERNEE L otz 2 Lo, NTG 2 #EiG
TR Z BT 5 Z & ICRERY R TORFKIH RO T
ZLroll itk s,

T 13 1985~1998 4E D I 5 112 7% 3 22 7 B UE % 3
7L NTG L HeEZK & iz 480 Bl 2 DL E OB
ARETH D, »OWRITHIHEN RIFT1~3»HEI
Humphrey $l¥ 5112 & 2 FEME O & W HERE L 7 5
LIERIGECTH D, 71 5 A central 30-2 % Fiv> 72 ]
%€ T mean deviation (MD) 28 —15.00dB X E&H - 72
218 B =Tt R & Lz, &fl» & MD 288k Y REFZIR

HIES3E 105% 125

x 2 HFRFANERA)
H¥ SEE AR

s 1079 56.34+11.1(24~178)
H(M/F) 78/140

B (H) 81.8+34.3(24~183)
RIERE(+/—) 22/196

= 1.2£0.3(0.6~2.0)
Ja#T (D) —1.94+3.5(—15~+4)

RN - vy n=218 SFEHME - AHE(R R

x 3 MWERHANDER(2)

HRFE SEEfE + A UE (R

HWZEH (mmHg)

i fiE 16.6+£2.1(10~20)

T AE 11.6%+2.1( 5~16)

ZEHIE 5.01.6( 1~10)
F/U i (mmHg)

i fiE 17.3+1.9(13~20)

Sy 14.5+1.6(8.8~19.0)

i fE 11.4+1.7(7~17)

ZHEIE 5.9+1.6(2~11)

N - vy n=218

REINL, DGR E LT, HREOEREZEK?2, 312
A~ PR 56.3 %K, HBAckh1 1.8, BABEF O
IR 14.5 mmHg ¢, P NTG O 7 a7 4 —)v
Enz b, EEHTNEHEHEIT 218 Fid 121 #1(55.5%) 28
1Rz LRI F/U rhic#BEH 1M (disk hemorrhage
PIF, DH) 24 U7z &, BEATIX 0% U EoEE
ERT ETROFES AT RIMEDIE S D ENKRENWI &
Bh b, EFIMEDFHBILIEL, 37% » Ca**-F %
FOVIEEPIEE (Ca?t-channel blocker, CCB) Nik#% 5 %,
45% HMA1 & 2> OIRFE TR O SR 5. % 2 1 T/ (R
4, 5).

BRARO TR, ThbbH#ETORRLEET 5 LTI
ITODTEREGRENT OB 2 FR E RS Z LidHaieFEz
BNBH, Vi L BBED & I AHBEELO B E
MWEBEFEz2 o5, LHrLAaHMNS, Humphrey HE
HPHEBHEHORA Y ¥ —FE LTESBL T2 EH
FERL TWad iz rhrbod, RNEOETEZHES 2
gold standard ix72\>, AWFFETIE, A IZEBSEOL
e MD OB D 2 DO EHEME % v CHEFZAL,
T2 b b RRAEMETAE R E O ET 2 HE Lz, AR
T, ARG EBRZ Tl T 2 2 D EDHD
BIEL 10dB A HETF 9 2 2, & 2 WIkFR RS
230 EDOSOBENSABLLE(ZL, 2D B
D b 1 A3 10dB M) ET LGS 2 HETOR
#-1L, MDLEETIZMD3dB LA EDIET 2 HH#E - L
7z, WThOREETY, ET5Eb I GE I3 »H
PINIC RS 2 FRE LA LS HER S N THID THEITH D



Rk 13412 A 10 H PRI ek - b 831
& 4 NRAIDERG) 100 1
- JLFE A - 2 o0
MD (dB) —5.6+3.8(—14.8~+2.1) ?EF
CPSD(dB) 7.7+4.2(0.7~16.8) 5 607
JRPREILE (4/—) * 151/67 i
FLEH 1M1 %\ 40 1 31.1%£5%
RHRAR (+/—) * 99/119 &
R (+/—) " 121/97 20
MD : mean deviation CPSD : corrected pattern 0" n=218

*UIR%C o BI% RN

standard deviation
vy n=218

&5 NRAINERM)

G HRT S5 + AR HE (R

5 AT R (%)

T, 83.44+13.0(39.4~102.5)

T, 92.1+12.2(35.6~140.9)
[E (mmHg)

IS 124.34+17.1(88~184)

PEAREA 74.8+11.8(45~102)
PRde (F1/43) 72.3+ 9.4(48~ 98)
Ca? — P3R5 (+/—) 85/133
AR TR 5 (+/—) * 98/120

I FEIN D vy n=218

EHIEL, PO TORANA S NI 2 ETHIEH &
L7z, bz, {AplEiEc & 2 HEREE k%2 H
LE L7 NTG Study D Z R EFELIL TWwWBYD, 20 2
DOHERAEIC L D HEFEMOBEREEZHEL, LRk
W& D EEFOEITHEEREKRD 5 &, RS L 528
PREEETHERIIF/ULE6»H T68.9% T, HE
OFEIZ DS T 2/3WBETT 22 2R LIZ(K
1). MDEfL 2 EH#E L 32 &, HEITHERIFZ43.5% &7
% (2). FHEENE XS S BESREE/LOHE
TR LVFBUIRINML T3 Z L 2HEET 2R 25
Zeps, PUTEE U TERBI MBI EED < 4k
X 2#H7 & Cox BEUFET A0 S FEE S L FERETF
WZOWTHRRS,

HET B DL 2RRT LT, R6WWRTHRNTOTF
#BADFEER Cox ERRETVERAWTHE L. B
BEOTFRAETFE L CHEESNAFIE, S &
ZHE A, Car i FH AR, R
S RIRE, ESARBRKEREERTHY, MD i
X BHE TR I Nz TRABRIEE O, 45
FEEHETHh -7 (F 7, 8). T4abb, fEF] M
W2 & VAT EHET 5 L ABEBIMOGFAE IR 3 fEHREE
TONY—R2HEINs ¥, CaHEHEOHEHIZHETD
NP R B 63 % WP 5. b oORERE 1 mmHg
W0 D FEFEAY—F %217%, 5mmHg TIX 2.2 %
HWME ¥ 5, MD g X 0 ETEHEST % & EIAT
£ 10 mmHg EF G ANV — N % 4% 3\ind 5 SR &

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
1 BEEE ()

X1 ERSBLCESVTHE L - EERERARE
(NTG) DIREFIFHEITRESR,

o

100 ]
£ 80 -

I 56.5+5.2%
60 1

ki

=

1T
40 1

(X) #

20 1
n=218

O L

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
R BRI (F)

2 SEHREE (MD) BILICE W THIE L - NTG D

REFIEEITHESE,

o

x 6 BARETF
i HREE (HZEE), F/U H)
el R, &IE, ZHE
EHIfE BiZE R =
s HHHEAL TS A 7
BRI FLEHHAIM
FKIHE HREE T a8

Ca’r —fhHi%E

o7z, LALOENTIE, FEVBBERFIERL TLLEK,
NTG OHEEZWICEE L T2 To T IE T XA =5
ERHWIZLDTHY, HEZBWTERSNLTWSE Tk
HFIZ—2DFI4 & rnw THEERZMERICRE I T»
7. ME— DB & 1P PHAE IR A& B 25 4 (peripapil-
lary atrophy LA, PPA)® S zone, PPA-8 TH %,
PPA-p i3 A HFA MG OEER T 2 IR T 5 £ &
NTw29, NTG OfEKF & L ToD PPA-g DEE
PO W T, TPETIX Araie 59O ED D 5.
Hx O#E T Daugeliene 5953 PPA-B DTEENAIE
Hif, Ca* PSR EH & & b 12 MD/year TF L 72
B COETICAERICHE T 2RFTH 2 Z L #HEZEL
TWwa, L7ed-> T, RESNI5 DOKET, 3%
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xR 7 BEEShIERETF
Cox EEfINY— FET IV GEITEZE | @5]=)

KF Hazard ratio 9% C. 1. p &
FEAH M 3.043 2.086—4.438 0.0001
Ca?* —fEPisEEH 0.371 0.245—0.560  0.0001
FEIRE (/mmHg) 1.172 1.060—1.296 0.0035
JZ R IRIEIE SR (7 43) 0.981 0.965—0.997 0.0249
(/percent)

* RS RIRICER 2 n=218 [}

*® 8 REIN-EBERAF
Cox /Y — FEFIL (ETEAE . MD)

HF Hazard ratio 95% C. 1. p{E
FLEH M * 6.370 3.404—11.092 0.0001
Ca?r —FEHisk A 0.159 0.080—0.316 0.0001
IEHAINE (/mmHg) 1.037 1.019—1.056 0.0020
e IRE (/mmHg) 1.275 1.104—1.472 0.0051
KIRIE 2.669 1.199—5.941 0.0092
KEREER 1 5) (%) 0.977 0.959—0.995 0.0206
CPSD(dB) 1.069 1.002—1.141 0.0419
PRERIAIM A (/mmHg) 0.965 0.936—0.994 0.0493

* TS RIBICIR S n=218 R

bHABEMIM, Ca* FEPEEFEH, BE, &5 M (E
HAE), = AmralBR SR [E118 12 PPA-B zone %1 2
726 AFIcD T, NTG DA% o F[5 < OAG @ risk
factor E LTOEEEZKRT T2 2L, 2o
D6 ODFERFDI B, mbRELNYF—FIELDL
risk factor &£ LT > TW A DIZABEBIMTH % (F
7, 8).

2. FEEF L L CHILEHM

FUEHMOBEEIZOWTREL 5% ORELRH S
28, MOFKAREIC HEAFLEEH MY NTG T b = E I
HOENBFRICOVTIERAFDOIMEIT—HL Tnb,
F 7z, FLEEHIMAY NTG O RREAET O BB e fafk
WFTH 3 Z ki Ishida 520OWFETIEHES N T W5,
RPNz £ 9512 NTG &35 D POAG D55+
Wiz, TENOAG E VI —DDARY bV A A
B35 EIniE, NTG &£ POAG 2453 32— DR &
TdH B HRE L AT MO HBHE OBMRZ N2 2 L
£V, OAG OF#HRERTF%2MIHT 2 LTS »DF05»
DB SN B YD EFEZ T retrospective IZHET L 72,

R, BNEARTIPHU EREBZEBEZ L O-
AG 486 1955 HR T & ©, WERIEZ NTG 246 #fil, POAG
24001 TH 5. ARSI RZZH I NTG O 75 #1(30.5
%), POAG @ 37#1(15.4%) D47 < & b 1 RICFLIH
HIM % HERR U 7z, FLEEH M A BRAEE 13 POAG 2L €
NTG TEEICKTH -1 (p<0.001, x*HE), P-
OAG T?D 15% &V O HIMAEE XKk OWME L T
HrRuTEY, KRFEORNENAROM b, IRE TR

HIES3E 105% 125

SRAEAE ] C3KBE 3 % POAG TRBD THETH - 7.
WEROBERIZ» 2D S THRZRD OAG £EDIRED R
A B RRERRKIC 0y V35 ETFlan 2
EIEHMIER L, 21mmHg » % Wik 22 mmHg 5%
ELTH I NREA R LD 2HEDPOKDL Z &b
(E3). —7%, AHEBMHIERED OAG OIRE D RTEM
SERSMERFIC 7oy b5 EIERENAS L
(4., ZhsoEROBIFICITEETRTINE R 5%
v, ZZTRAHHMOHR L w5 —HR2HET S
OAG IRDIRFEZS, ZhaedFd 2 I L oRfEE2Mb X
WERIZ A 515 T WIREE N DERE skewness % K- 7z
ZERERT 2 wikED v, JLEHIMOHE%E b - T3
T & L T Kaplan-Meier gz AW TCEH L7 HIM
MERIZFREHZ 14 8T, OAG L LT 27.4% THY,
POAG 16.9%, NTG 38.4% TH-7-(K5). HilMkER
X NTG THEEZE»> 728 (p<0.0001, Logrank te-
st), POAGIZBWTH NTG X0 b Ew»ans b EH
LS WHIMHBRBERS A S . OAGIZB I % AUHE
HIMBEE S 2 AF 2 FEE T 57 H 12k 6 DEREF D
NH— R H % Cox model 2 & WM 2 &, IREXE
WIE EANF— R4 L (6 mmHg T/ 26%, p=0.0217),
ZHETAY—F 55 1.466 f5(p=0.0468) £ 72 5 T L 7R
iz, ZOEREIE, Whws NTG THEBIMAE S
TELIERRMT S EEDIC, B2%2HE 5,967 6#1(11,934
IR) %t & U CEf-\7z Sugiyama & 23HEZR L 72 F5 5,
T b b METIX 50~60 Iz CTHIE B MO A8 5
DI LT, FHiECIIILEM M OB I FRIC X 22
BHohnwl e, ABEBMOEENLZETEWI L L
BEL—HL Twnwapom,

POAG, NTG 123 1F 2 fAEREE HS M R R 45
(NFBD) &I 28 », HEFICIEEE S 7z NFB &Xfin
T AR RKIBLHI T 2 2 L IZAMDOBEETH 5.
Sugiyama &' NTG 42 iz & & 7z FLEH H 1ML 64 {1
PR EL T, EE V-V —MREE(SLO) 2 AW TH
BEH I & AR AR e 2 /R 48 (retinal nerve fiber layer
defect, RNFLD) & OFAHIBEE %2 F~R, NTG 2B
BZFLFEHIM DK 80% 5 RNFLD W& 5\ id, Zh &g
BT A2MMIcET S 2SI L,

& 512, Sugiyama 53R % 5% (MD, CPSD) T
matching L 7z POAG 20 1 20 iR & NTG 83 ##] 83 R %
PR E L THRET L, POAG(88.2%) i B W T d NTG
(85.1%) Ak, B MOFFEEAL & NFLD & OfiE
BIfRIC I3 BERH 5 2 £ RS I LTz, Sugi-
yama © O—@# DTG R & St di 7z POAG, NTG
TOABHBMOREREERET 2 &, FLE MM
POAG iz b7 o FHIH L, POAG 2B W T b kN
PR IR E DAL & B BE T 5 2 IO
RHUIT RV & DRFFRICET 5.

nz <, FEEHIMNZ OFFET 2 AR/ T Tl
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23

28 33 38 43

ARE (mmHg)
3 BB ARZARE (0AG)955 RN YIRS IR E O RIEATEEL.

99.99

99.9

2 95.0
f& 90.0

18

70.0

50.0

SR 2F

o 7

30.0

(X)

10.0

1.0
0.5

0.1

0.01
5

10 15

100 1
POAG 83.1%£26%
I 80 1 (n=240)
H NTG 61.6+4.8%
% 60 1 (n=246)
2L 404
%
20 1
0_
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
RBERZHRE (FF)

5 REEFMEAZAR(POAG) (240 ), NTG
(246 7)) DILTEHM % 4 C 70U RFERESR,

<, BirREFLIH MR DIxNEMEIRZ AL DT & B3
% Z &7 Uchida 5" k> TS Mz SNz, T4
b, RIAHEEZ(MD<—8 dB) Z#> NTG #% TH
BEMIM(H) 16 B 16 R, Z &, HEHEREr~ Y
F U7z FLBE L (— ) 20 1] 20 AR %2328 OF 3 4EH LA R fkata %

20

25 30 35

ARIE (mmHg)
4 ZLEEHIN % 4 U7z OAG 486 BRDH A% HEF BRI RFRAEXS S

BELULEER 1FLUVORMETRLIZI0ED
Heidelberg Retina Tomograph(HRT)/ X7 X —% D >
%, Mean Cup Depth, Cup Shape Measure @ 2 DD /¥
T A= OHFPIFEBM(H)IRT(—) Rt L TEED
FTlhZ2RL72(%9). Cup Shape Measure X FLIES 4
ELTOBROIEETHZ Z Lo, AHEBIMIZZOFE
TEEROL D AR B EE O A 72 & § A bk D
BILLBEET 2 EFE 2z o5,

3. FEEF &L THPPA

Hayakawa &3 {@ R 2 Wi 32 32 % (6,070 $51] 12,140
R) OIREEETHE, PPAOEHEL2 77 =X+ —T
FHAIL, FBEHE OmMAEL TR Lz PPAOKE I LHH
HIMOFEEOMICEEOHEE A TS, Thbb, @
Hricit 2 5 2 BHRORIEGFEE DG S iz RN ER
8,842 HRH 0 25 IR (0.29%) W ALFEB M2 A &7z, FE
FEANFERR OFALBE M (+) AR T, AL (—) Rkl
TPPANEEICKEL, PPAOEHFETZIERTIE, M
M/ ASEERELLEIEBM (PR TERICRTH - 12 (&



834 HIRSEE 10558 12%
X 9 Heidelberg Retina Tomograph (HRT) /%5 X — 4 %5t (change/yr.)
DH (+) & DH () p-value*
Cup Area 0.0362+0.0312 0.0101+0.0601 NS
Cup/Disc Area Ratio 0.0138+0.0140 0.004040.025 NS
Rim Area —0.0225+0.0319  —0.00071£0.0678 NS
Height Variation Contour 0.005640.0272 0.0026340.0291 NS
Cup Volume 0.0117+0.0195 0.0010+0.0277 NS
Rim Volume —0.0062+0.017 —0.003740.026 NS
Mean Cup Depth 0.002540.0091 —0.0003+0.012 0.04
Cup Shape Measure 0.009140.016 —0.000340.0094 0.021
Mean RNFL Thickness —0.0068+0.0132 —0.0003+0.012 NS
RNFL Cross Section Area —0.0274%0.0683 —0.01140.0666 NS

SEME +HEREEZE * ¢ Mann-Whitney U test

& 10 ILERAFERIRIEZEHE (PPA), ILEEHIM (DH),

F.5EKEM & DFEEE
Fa T/ FLEE L
DH PPA/FLUEL
PPA(+)HR  PPA(—)R
DH (+) iR 0.26+0.34  0.48+0.08  0.3640.06
(—)HR 0.09+0.18  0.36+0.09  0.3440.07
p fifi* <0.0001 <0.0001 NS
DH (+)IR*  0.20%£0.21  0.46%0.07  0.36=0.06
(=)BR*  0.08+0.18  0.35+0.09  0.3440.07
p fiE* <0.0001 <0.0001 NS

+ R REIR 2 B <
Hayakawa T et al.
J Glaucoma, 1998

PPA : Zone beta
*  Mann-Whitney U test

10). & 51z, AR BV T ABEMIMIE PPA
(MHRBEERIE L #oh, ALHEHMME PPA-8 DIFHE
O WEEENGFEET 2 2 EPH L E LS
7o, MAERSICE WS, ABEBIME A5 DD, HFA
EMAIEZEL D 5 Wik PPA-B % & £ # % longitudinal
WHET 2 Z L2k, OAG 2B T 2 i 1R R
[EEFAE D sequence of events ZHHS MNICTE % &%
25,

41X OAG DR G % BEd 5 L TCPPADEE%
W b L b, HBERERNEERRICRECE XL DD
B - T2 ERFENTEEE HRT 2 PPA O E &N DTz 9
OD7Fa o ARHARL Z E &4 T, Heidelberg
Engineering #: ® Gerhard Zinser ® % /1 % 5 T 4 ¥
7z Atrophy Zone Analysis £ £ sl 7a 7o
AZBAHRT TICHE & L Tw %, Atrophy Zone
AnalysisiZ & Y PPA OEE, A5V (angular extent),
R (radial extent) DHEEHAIEE & 75 - 7z (X 6).,

Park &™3iKBRAFERENES K TO NTG 51 41 102
IRZX5% & LT, Atrophy Zone Analysis 71 2 5 AT
HIE L7z PPA-B D3 DDNT X —% LigNEIEREZE
OB FEH: & Nz HRT CHIE L 7-FLHEBIR, #aE
PSR & OBIMR 2 MG L, PPA OIR2Y D 23 %%

()

6 ILEEEFEMEIRIEIEER (PPA)RIE 05 T 4
(Atrophy Zone Analysis) DAIFE/ N5 A—4%,
A area E :radial extent () : angular extent

TR, [FATE, MEEREEEE, Cup Shape Mea-
sure £ <R L, PPA X5 x—% o#Ens MD, C-
PSD OEAD %732 57, HERERFFO L TR TEHE
L5 ELINO TD 0Bk L EZEcEET 2 2 & %
MR L7z (F 11, 12),

PPA 3 NTG D %7 5 3, POAG 128 T b HLAfifk
AL E B ET EERICEET 2 2 i, #HED
Uchida 598 Yale X % Glaucoma Service T POAG
75 1 75 RO 8 FE DR EBIEIAM T O AEHEE & fif
HLIFER» S DHOLTH S, bbb, BB
f Rk NP E TR D 62% T PPA T A 65 1
72D LT, MNEEREE OHEITR A S s dn o 72R
D 89% TPPADETH ElehonhroTz, MAT
PPA DK & ALFIBI OEBERD £ OFICIZERED
MR SN (K 7)., Bkd % 2 Lz, PPAETIR
EFEETIR O CIHER ORI IX 17.7+4. 4 mmHg
vs 18.4+2.5mmHg T, W#HEHICAREZEZA S g h»

> 7z,
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X 11 PPA CILEERIR
1.0 o
FHEA{R % (Pearson) -
PPA W Cup Shape o
ik g MR o
SRR DREAR fgg s > | 05
ER% (mm?)  —0.2544 —0.2456 —0.2557  0.3512* §
S0 (BE)  —0.3402% —0.3977** —0.4229** 0.4267** 5|00
BAR(mm) —0.2747 —0.1495 —0.1187  0.3011 e e
*Ip<0.05 **Ip<0.01
Park KH, et al. Ophthalmology, 1996 051 = ST 00 o Y e

& 12 PPA LiFAREMHRETE(L

FHBE %% (Pearson)
PPA .
TD st
MD  CPSD (5 epipy) R
MfE (mm?) —0.3937* 0.5031** —(0.3927* —(.3949*
L3 D () —0.3770* 0.5217** —(.3842* —0.4123*
AR (mm) —0.4766** 0.4694** —0.4037* —0.4314*

TD : total deviation * : p<0.01 **:p<0.001
Park KH, et al. Ophthalmology, 1996

P ED—EOHFekAED &, PPA 0T, fik LR
& DBfR R a2 LB AR L, HAREE S E
ELTHBELRICLVESRI SN LHEFS LTV
JE S A ZERE A 4 N (primary angle-closure glaucoma
LAF, PACG) & #HMiEREE O AL O ETIREI N Z T
BEFREKEEORFOBEENFET S LEZONTWS
POAG X% & LT, PPA-p R, FLEEK L
ZHE U7, $HE O MD, HRT % v CHIE U 72 fa M
R, RE, BiIficowi~ey 77 LFHED
BEAERE D 7w PACG 21 R & POAG 31 R = Fhig L
7z. PPA 1ZHiRdD Atrophy Zone Analysis 71 7 7 A
=R TR U 7z iBRATFISIRE 1, PACG T25.9
mmHg, POAG T 23.4mmHg T, &5 PACG TH
BIZE o 7o, FERAOTE RN T EMEOR I
BEERgw», &5, AEPRE PPA-g 242 & P-
OAG THE I« PPA, ABHMEBELLS K & {, PPA O
EREWHEANA S NIz (R 13), #kb 2 Z L1z, PO-
AG T PPA FLBHmEML & faMFLBEm AL & ic M
D Lt OFICEREOMEMNA SN, PPA-BOILKE &b
CHEMDOIEAR D 5 i3 MD OEALA 4 $ % C L hifEE
ENfzoizxd LT, PACG TiZ PPA & MD » % wix
AHEPR E ORTCBEIE 2L Ao o7 (K8, 9).
Z DR OAG I2B 1) 5 PPA ORI B IFEERICHR
FEVAR_RNVICEAINEWI E2HEEL T3,

UbkzFroz e, NTGOBHEATELTHRES N
723N, PPA-g LIREOMICIIEEDOEEN A S
N9, FEEHIME PPA-S IZHRE & BE M 2372 W 2 fl b
TZLWERKTF /MmN 5.,

—7%, BEMBPOAG D AZ 5T, NTGIZBWTd
HEZFPRATTHZ Z &1F, dkzedubicifTbil:

Decreasing Disc Rim

7 PPA LK & IEDBHEBERD DEHR(0AG=
5 08).
(Uchida H, et al. Ophthalmology, 1998)
r=0.35 p=0.002

%13 YIS A—4% & PPA-S

PACG(21) POAG(23) pf&

FLEHEE (mm?) 2.51+0.38 2.65+0.35 NS*

ffarT - FLEHmEE L 0.56+0.20 0.53+0.13 NS*

PPA - A UHmRELL 0.16+0.24 0.43+0.37 0.006*
PPA S8 (%) 8(38) 16(70) 0.068**
* I Mann-Whitney U test ** : Fisher E#HER

FEOUA - AR%K
Uchida H, et al. Am J Ophthalmol, 1999

NTG Study & 2 &% —I12 U THFE S Ishida 5
DE|MEON S L TH Y, REIX OAG O FER
FERZEINDINETH S,

4, FHEEFE L TOREREF

ARE LA BRI 2 B & 2 TR 71T 13 % 72 1%HA
ENDEREEDEGRFBEINTVEY, RELEAOFBRE
T 2IREFRTE (OPP) DIETIZ X D iz 6 &2 HARE
FLEHOEIM, ERAEVEELEHER-F o0

TREEN R RENLEKTH 5. OPP OET & A
REE % POAG TRHE DT 2 2 & widikHux 4w,
LoL, TBCRIBEDIIZEFEL W NTG b Zh%st
FBLEZDEPICDOWTIE, BEDL 5 BUEN 2 EEILIZ
Z LW,

ZOEEBEE TR, Kondo 5 NTG 2B %
OPP, ERZIMEMMEEICOWTHRE 2Nz 72, R
WMD1dB U EDOEEZE DD NTG 4 FlERHRE L
T, color Doppler imaging (CDI) IZ X % Bk M4 M5k
EREAIE Nz T, 2 R OIREHANEE) L i+ HE)
HIE FE (£ 7V 90207, HASGE) % v T 48 K
D720 0.5~1KEBOIMEE =Y — %217, 35612C
DI iz & b BRE& s I i S F&Wl € 217> 72, CDI i3 Qu-
antum 2000 (Siemens Quantum 2000) % W T1T - 7.
HIE 5RO FENIZ BRI &2 L Tz,

REE, OPP ickEfA7ZER Ak, EAEZEIC—ERED
20 10 Bl EER < 39 Bl a R e Lz, X
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1.5=

PPA to disc area ratio

0.0 =

1 ] ] ] ]
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Cup to disc area ratio

8 PPA @& & PEM/FLEEMELEDBER(0AG="T5
).
(Uchida H, et al. Am J Ophthalmol, 1999)
r=0.52 p=0.003

1.5

0.54

PPA to disc area ratio

0.0

T T Y
-40 -30 -20 -10 0
mean deviation (dB)

9 PPA @ & mean deviation @ E§ % (0AG=T5

R).
(Uchida H, et al. Am J Ophthalmol, 1999)
r=—0.61 p<0.001

R FE (OPP) =
o/ (s + SARIMEE SIS | _

I2& D OPP 2Rk®, OPP R EWIERA MD AR W, ¥
bbb HBEZ N L VERETH 24]% OPP & MD O
IZ—3X concordance 235 % (OPP-MD concordant) & ¥]
EL, i OPP 23 WIRD MD 235, 34 b b HE
ZAbHS & D T L T 3 il 2 1 —F (discordance) 45 &
% (OPP-MD discordant) & L7z,

39 5] | 29 ] (74.4%) X OPP-MD concordant, 10
#1(25.6%) »8 discordant THZDRICEEEZEN A S 1L
(p =0.0039, —IE5AR), NTGIZBWTHHRED XD
FWIRS & D ET UL R R T 2 e85 0w EDRE
ROFHED B LTz,

CDI iz & v L ENR (CRA), EEERHIIR(PC-
A), IR B ik (OA) @ peak systolic velocity (PSV),
end-diastolic velocity (EDV) ##lE L 7z. PSV, EDV
D= % PSV T L TiEHi(RD 2k D7z, EDV D

HIES3E 105% 125

% 14 OPP-MD —E#t ¥ OPP-MD A& Tn
CDI /X5 A—9 DELE

Mean *standard deviation (SD)
OPP-MD —&# OPP-MD &~—&# p{a*

CRA
PSV (cm/sec) 8.52£2.49 8.13£2.71 0.4710
EDV (cm/sec) 2.00+0.76 1.93£0.76 0.5986
RI 0.76+0.07 0.76+0.06 0.9316
OA
PSV (cm/sec) 31.64+6.73 27.71£7.49 0.0378
EDV (cm/sec) 8.80+3.33 5.93+2.17 0.0004
RI 0.73+0.08 0.78%0.06 0.0068

CDI : color Doppler imaging, CRA : central retinal artery,
PSV : peak systolic velocity, EDV : end-diastolic velocity,
RI : resistance index, OA : ophthalmic artery

* . Mann-Whiteny U test

¥, RI oA IMmRcE 2 #EE 3 5. OPP-MD con-
cordant # & OPP-MD discordant # % il 3 2% &, O-
A ®PSV, EDV, RICEHEEZE»RA 5N (p=0.0378, p
=0.004, p=0.0068), OPP-MD discordant £ T i3,
concordant FHICHL L Z DEREPEE I N TV S 2 Lo
HEE &Nz (32 14). OPP-MD concordant, discordant
OWFED MD 28 RIF 2 IRFE 1z, MD 231 B 2 R[A +: %
g9 % &, MD REFIR T OA @ EDV, MD RER
TIiX OA ® PSV, EDV, RIVNEEICE LD, OPP-M-
D discordant B2 CIZFOADRIIZ X W K Tho7z, %
7z, MD concordant # T i& CRA @ EDV 23 MD E 4
RTARRIRE VKT, L0 RFRIMFREERL 2GR
15). Y Eop#ER, BEOELGZ ERBFOLELAZD—
H L% OPP-MD discordant #li, HRE, HEFOELS
ZDO—HJ % concordant FIZ b U CERER M MR 3
RThsIERTBLTVS, 512, CDIST X —
& O RBIF RN RE 7 MD %2854 %2 CDI-MD con-
cordant #, CDINZ x—% @ RiF R TMD 1R
T & % il % CDI-MD discordant & #.5E L, OPP-MD
concordant, discordant # T @ CDI-MD concordant
HOSHEH~D E, COITHEENZMEDS b d
HEREOEEL2ZITIPLTWERbNI S CRAWKHEL
T, OPP-MD concordant # i, B CDI-MD con-
cordant BER L S FAET 5 2 LIRS T2 (£ 16)1, 2
DOFERIZ, OPP-MD concordant F£T Dk PR R ik
EEFHLED ETIRENSEELREH 2RI L Tw 2 0I1xt
L C, discordant # TIXIRE & X BEEME O W O
TEEREE S FNEERMREEERE LS L TWw LD
Heam e —8T 5.

5. Ca’>-F v RIIEME L FE

Rz, FHRAFELTO Ca*-F v 2 NVFEH RSO
BEIZOWTIRNSL, NTG 218 # 218 HR &2 Rt5 & L /-
T DFER, Ca? —F v 2 IVIETIEROFE RSB BIF 2 T
ERET ARTFE LTRE SN T L idBlicai~ 7z,
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X 15 OPP-MD —% # & OPP-MD X —HE T®
MD RFEE - MD RRERIZH TS CDINRS A—5 D
s

Mean=+=SD
— pfHE*
OPP-MD —&F£ OPP-MD R—&i
MD EAFIR
CRA
PSV (cm/sec) 8.87+2.51 8.36+1.91 0.6410
EDV (cm/sec) 2.2240.85 2.06+0.80 0.5518
RI 0.7540.07 0.7540.06 0.7235
OA
PSV (cm/sec) 31.36%6.29 29.80+6.36 0.4030
EDV (cm/sec) 8.64+2.96 6.39+1.89 0.0145
RI 0.72+0.08 0.78+0.06 0.0913
MD A KR
CRA
PSV (cm/sec) 8.17+2.46 7.91+3.42 0.5305
EDV (cm/sec) 1.77+0.60 1.80+0.73 0.9104
RI 0.7740.07 0.77+0.06 0.8094
OA
PSV(cm/sec)  31.92+7.25 25.63+8.26 0.0395
EDV (cm/sec) 8.95+3.72 5.47+2 .44 0.0088
RI 0.7340.08 0.7940.06 0.0324

* I Mann-Whiteny U test

#£ 16 CDI/N5 A—% & MD DEE (n=39)

OPLa OPT R0 werse o
CRA
pPSVv 26 1 2 0.0209
EDV 25 7 7 0.0027
RI 27 9 3 0.0047
OA
PSV 21 16 2 NS
EDV 18 18 3 NS
RI 17 20 2 NS
=

Kondo Y, et al. Am J Ophthalmol, 2000

Ca**-F v+ VEETIEEM AR, FEMAEE CHEE LD 4
Ul WHER R EmRETRD 5 &, 15 FEBROHEIELE
TTHER I IRE T 45.4%, FEBIRET19.8% T, Wikt
DI TEEE® A5 N7 (p<0.0001, logrank test).
Ca?*~F v 2 VISP WU IC U THREFHEIT O ST 2 B
IET 2 0Z S D TIE WD, Z ORI & Bk
BIMEMREENDIERABETERINIRETH S
3.

Z ZTl%, Yamamoto 5253757z CDI Z Hw 7z L-
type Ca-channel % block ¥ % dihydropyridine 52 @
Ca*-F ¥ X WIEPIE T H % nilvadipine D B 4 I
TRENRE I RIT T B R T g 2R T, NTG 25 fil%
%f& & L C nilvadipine 1 H 4mg % 4 A& 5 L, #%
S ORBRINE MMEEDOZ L R BHEZ Lz, REHIZ
U ¢, EDV o#8n» CRA, NPCATAaHHh, ZZ

PSR ek PO » IEEE 837

% 17 Nilvadipine 2 mg #2O03%5 0 CDI/NS5 A—%

~nEE
NRTR—F Be5.h0 Be54% p fiE*

AR (mmHg) 14.2+2.1 14.0£2.1 0.5683
I

AT (mmHg) 121+17 11417  0.0213

A EFRIA (mmHg) 74+10 72+10 0.2355

{NEARTIE R (mmHg) 122+15 115+18 0.0457

PEAATARERIA (mmHg) 72+9 69+10 0.2357
lRiaES

A3 (F1/43) 69+11 72+12  0.2032

B (F81/43) 64410 64+10 0.4165
IR (mmHg) 45.4+7.6 43.3£7.3 0.3889
e L EIR

PSV (cm/sec) 6.89+1.66 7.59+1.73 0.0949

EDV (cm/sec) 1.594+0.60 2.17+0.91 0.0067

resistance index 0.77£0.07 0.7240.07 0.0064
IREIIR

PSV (cm/sec) 29.9+8.7 31.9+10.3 0.2301

EDV (cm/sec) 7.284+2.27 8.12+2.94 0.0865

resistance index 0.75+0.06 0.754+0.04 0.6397
SAEREREIR

PSV (cm/sec) 6.97+1.52 7.49+1.74 0.1782

EDV (cm/sec) 1.80+0.64 2.34+0.83 0.0032

resistance index 0.74+0.09 0.6940.09 0.001
B ZEREIR

PSV (cm/sec) 6.82+1.75 6.95+1.87 0.7161

EDV (cm/sec) 2.02+1.15 2.11+0.86 0.2298

resistance index 0.74+0.07 0.70+0.08 0.0153

WWRT &5 RIDIETH CRA, NPCA & TPCA T#A
5N (1T, i, BEOIGHEIAIME DK T A 5
N7z OPP OE#E I A SN o Tz, I DOREIX Ca? -
F v AVETIEIC X ZIREROUEE R HE T 2 DD TR
B30, BEMIch Tz 5 prospective 2 “EHEREIC L B
WA DPLETH 5,

6. EABMKREREIEREE F&

FE AR O R EREERIE, FHHE» S 4E UK
Y M O UHE & IXHE 2> & O [E18 % KB4 %, Raynaud
FEMEHRE, migraine 7% £ vasospastic syndrome & NTG
& —E D POAG & O BHE A 1980 FARICFER & LT LA
3k, LHEBRIRSEE I RAY M O spasticity Z23Hli$ 2 Hik
ELTHOW ST 520720,

£C OBAKI 10 BHFE £ TRITES AR NTG
BHE ORRRY 2 IR O B & A EIED % T3 (K
10, 11). Dihydropyridine % Ca*-F v+ % W H 3 T
& % nifedipine 1 H 30 mg WAREIE ZWBHE T, 6 »H%
DEZFEFETRL T3, 10 12 nifedipine #5 T O-
ctopus G1 a2 5 ATMS BegEL 64, K111z
eSS 19 FlOFH (£SEM) FEEEE=R 254, H
WEERITIX 4 SHMELARE 10 43 % T nifedipine i F T
EREEROEEDWEN A & T2,
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10 HEABRENOFIERBEEEE(NTG 6 4) (Kit-
azawa Y, et al. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol
1989)

O : nifedipine WHRHT, @ @ NIREE SPE L5 R,

7. (0thnREF

1) #3 2 v 7 EHE (heat shock proteins, hsp)

TR R AR R E O Fe AR 7 & B 5 b CHRRRE R
D7 MEE (Alzheimer, Z58§4t, Parkinson) OHf5E %
HELUTHS IR > T R EEI, ek idE>72 AR
» SR NEEHAREE 2 BFE T 27 70 —F BREI
LRLODH S, BORIERIE & A EERARREE I

Molecular chaperone & L T & = = —a > OELFIZ
TEL, BHEEOBKERTH S hsp T2 D50 TFE
&Y hsp27, aB27 VX%V, hsp90, hsp 70, hsp
60 12531 S5, hsp iZ A b L AT CHEBEARRA T O
Bt @ < —75, EEEIC antigenic TH Y, hsp FifkD
FEBLDTUAE T hsp O MIREFAHIBERE % 55 © B O ik &
OISR b b, F7z, hsp 27 Pk 5 CTHEEMFE
T @ apotosis ZF4E X ¥z L D Tezel 520D
Ebbhb,

ez i3k E St Louis @ Washington X 2% @ Martin
Wax OWFFEE £ #51L ¢, OAG B o [fii# hsp (hsp
27, aB-crystallin, human & bacterial hsp 60) HT 44 {fii
L AR, MEHI% match L7 IEEEEE O % h 2 Lk
StU7z. hsp JifffliiZ enzyme linked immunosorbent
assay (ELISA) THITE L 723V, X T O hsp OHAMM X
POAG, NTG & b ICIEFERIRICHEK L TEAE L Tnwiz

HIES3E 105% 125

110 1
100 1
90 -
80 -
70
60 1

50 1

Cold Recovery Rate (%)

40 4

30 1

20 1

10 A

o

0 2 4 6
Time (min)
N EASBEWTWROFIEEBEREERNNTG194).
(Kitazawa Y, et al. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthal-
mol 1989)

10

73, POAG & NTG OCiFZziE A 5 N iro7z, hsp
Yifkffi & FLEEE % NIH image % v C#EHT L CHIE
L 7z LR N A —%, Humphrey HEFEFTHHEIL
T-AEFOMREHER L OMCEREDOBEEIXA S Lo 7z
(3818). 2D Z &5, hsp Pk &k PR AR [
ELORIZM S »DOEND 5 Z L BHEE I L7z,
hsp Fifk L fRIADER & OREIZ A TH D, hsp fifk
fliOFHTFHERF L L COMIEIIX X &% 2MeT 2 EH T
5. hsp itk % & THC AT 13k S R
EDOFERWHATZ LTIhh s OEELSNEHRETH
A5, Nz <, HEMEEED AL o3, JENREMEGREM
BEEOERELMITRF TH 2 AHHIMOKKE & L TF
Z 5N 2 BN BERE O F4 O b T HO RSP H
BEomEEEC W A EED Wax®ic X DV EES
Tn5,

2) BETFEE

GLCIA @ linkage #% OAG IZ B I} 5 TR EE D
BERE & B E T 2 2 & a8 Adam 590D group 12
LD 197 FFleERE I N TV B, HLIXZOAG D FHB
ERF R 32 -8 LT, OAGDI A YY)~
(myocilin, Myoc) ZRIZ DWW TN, KO —ZI1
Fingert &*c X D 2KE, HAZET 5 »E» S DFELF
B f k%N E (juvenile open-angle glaucoma, JOAG)
&t R FEBH PR A RN 2 1703 1D Myoc 255 &
LTREHE I N T w3, JOAG iRt 9 2 LIREK
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*x 18 SLERI & FEHAMEDRIR

HA KE
POAG NTG POAG NTG
87 X —% (Mean+SD)
REER /P - R 0.30£0.1 0.28+0.1 0.35+0.2 0.30£0.2
PPA/#L5H - mEfELL 0.58%0.3 0.64%0.3 0.50£0.1 0.55%0.3
Mean deviation (dB) —9.00+£7.8 —9.97+£6.7 —8.07x£7.3 —9.91+7.6

TEBEERE (p fE)
REER/ FLE - THRELG vs.
hsp 27 Hifkfli —0.07(0.73) 0.06(0.76) 0.005(0.98) —0.04(0.81)
af 7V AZ ) Ui —0.11(0.58) 0.28(0.15) —0.04(0.86) —0.18(0.22)
t b hsp 60 Fifkfli —0.09(0.66) —0.16(0.42) 0.15(0.51) —0.27(0.09)
Bacterial hsp 60 $if&ffi  0.08(0.69) 0.28(0.15) —0.34(0.13) 0.15(0.36)
PPA/#.3A - WAL vs.
hsp 27 PufRfii  0.11(0.58) 0.11(0.58) 0.02(0.93) —0.14(0.39)
af 7V AF Y PRI 0.02(0.92) —0.080(0.69)  0.07(0.76) —0.08(0.62)
t b hsp 60 Fifkfli  0.06(0.77) —0.03(0.88) 0.04(0.86) 0.26(0.11)
Bacterial hsp 60 Jif#fii —0.24(0.23) —0.22(0.26) 0.10(0.67) —0.12(0.46)

SD : HR#ERzE

L 43 SOWBRE D TIEIFHIIAAE < T2 DE
m 1 Arg46Stop(P) WTH5, OAG T 2 IRETREEOREMICHI: 2
] N 50 BRI & YRR 2 N R & U CEYNC T 5 2 &

- 202 X, BEOERER S IRE TREZED line up 235EE L 72D
o SN 202 1 o0aMet (N) WBE 2 FERATE HEVCHBED I L THY, BFEWK
3 208 Asp208Giu(P,N) BAAEETH 5. % 2T, WBFMIC L 2IRE TEOR
2 I 244 Leu215Pro(N)

FRBELREFSNIR 2 ET L 72,

NHIE, FMEO WA % b 378 ® T mitomycin C
(MMC) ff R IR (MMC-TLE) 232, ffitk
1M B CEE IR E 4.8£2.6 4F, v ¥ 1.0
~ 10.6 4F) fF % 8122 L 1572 OAG 379 i 568 R (5 /%
1 212/167) Th 5. FATKEEE 13 Iy E - R 2=

486 59.1 £13.7E (v > Y 17~98 %) TH 5. fiFiiRED v
504 > ¥ %3 10~42 mmHg “PHE +BHERZE 18.7+14.7mmHg
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