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25 ZxANG IVEY AFH Ha A27AL ATAER Yool drAME FHEHY
o] EwrElE A$E Aok 2y Auad e Fuk gRe] BAGle] FF2AY Wf‘“"ﬂ’ﬂ"
cyclophosphanude Z7H oMol EFAEE ALFR gtk ool AREL A3 Feo] T +
2 v+vEes Aosty, =409 VEF [V+VE el cyclophosphamide %73 &9l Eﬂ"l qhS-
v @aaz B AFE APk

8 B 199495 E 20023 7hA A EH PN FFEAAYG IVEn=12)F IV+VE(n=14) &2 E o
Jog ~dH2ol=st A F 1239 cyclophosphamide %‘7—:13@(1711% Aoz 63, 3ME HF2
2 63)2 N F F 7o FAVNSE vinsHh FFANY IV+VES Wy Hoe VY
Z AA 7|\ 30% ol Aol AmatdHe] BAHE A2 sdn, AR FIE A8 F
B ¥ 6/Y o) ddsgwdo] 1g& WA o4e AR A0k

Ao AE 23 F AABHEL FFAAG VIR IV+VEA ZkZE 91.7%, 50.0%°] RTHp<
005). & & 7ol A& (3461112 vs 339+794), AF(MF=111 vs 0:14), A& d 2243941
+3532.4 vs 36225+ 1441 2mg/day), C3(35.1%+17.8 vs 46.9%16.2 mg/dL), C4(65£45 vs 9.2+45mg/
dL), anti-ds-DNA(546.1£587.7 vs 356.9+505.61U/mL), 83 Z A o}E} A (1.1205 vs 1.0£05mg/dL)2
fo g zol7t AATHES A HFTEEAA, IVE vs [V+VE).

2 B 232Ny VR IV+VEA cyclophosphamide 3489 ¥ #A@HES FAT o7t
Aoith 2Ho g FF ANES vHATE Fitod FFANYG VS IV+VEe 43eee Aol
2 #H3te Aol Pasio
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