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Z grlste AL B9eA gus Aol B ArRIdqA NFHR . AAE UV}
1T FHLYE] ¥ ATt 23 FAAFRY goy TURT £2 Y FAAR A %
57t Zol gl Aotk olgt 2L AAE 1Y ¥ W FTHEE AWsle A=Y HtE #9EE
E 22xd 3 TAZE FLE 849 U 2HY 2 WAFRE A8 AF2A HES
sttt & 4 Ao
A Sy BHG B o 3% 202 Bo|Ag $FRIE oA gAY B
o] W3E dog. og & AL FHFEY] Y3 FEL )83 BE AT o] FA
Fol 39 Zddl FEYE Bud 2F Fode 2dA Fadx ¥oi g
T 5 98E ANE Hojx F3 Utk )AL 9%F a9 FR A% AT T 49
A oAb Wglo)] vl JFo] EgY] Wtk ¥ Fo] T WA 9¥
o Fo FoiRle AEr AW EFE FRE FudE B a¥Helztn B2uHI 9}
W oAl A GALY e AE9 RIE FAFZIHE doEEHoY] TEE ¥ A= FU
Hojt}, e old nREY AFHLE AFY o vA e Y BN 9 HEo] 7T
37) Qo 8 Foly & Fo FuA ANEY FUE FAE Huse AR Bl A R AR
MNe 22 345 & F 97 b4 £53 Fo #3 AFAHA 771 7hsdivx
e B, A%, N7 59 2ol g FFF3A g3 THLA
oAw w7 Ee] 23 W EIE AEFLEAN, 54 AT &

2 M

N
d

o
& A

ol

E 4

b
)
Ht
N
ox
©,
glo o® my e oy 2

lo 2 i

rr X mo oly

=i

-

£ 2
o]—J\‘
3
o]:zl‘
N‘do'm
Moo
2 o
A
= K
h
o)
£
ox
1o

n. £

1. JRA2E2(F3L) 5794 & U3

Uy

Zol FolAt Aoty Rake 2R £2 2 Full WeHoln) ol U Faisk FEEF BRE)

- 88 -



oHATE ol aAA stk Agsl 3¢ 2 FuE
Yok dol=EdoYS 2 £5olgn A= dth a8y 5 o8 we d
o

FE= 1O Efoely
HYozA EdET $5S HL3la 9oy o ol oA dAle AE(% VOmax)E& $E5 7259 x|
B2A dAsa ok a8y, AA2 2249 9%S AEST] 93 LEREE To] v odaty Hapst
o A=W/t Fo8th wEkq RaE wE REo HAYIPL )T o 2% IRM) L 259 o
& AFH(moment)S 2T NE2A FHFEE e Aol o7 s Bo] Ha AgH 2L =

GFHT JAdn YzE £¢ FAE) FUsks R TFY ZrF B W ol P Hgex
1T A oy A WAUSE oy deA UA Pk e B dPoME oy ASS F
Bl A +4 AL dA2ds $5AAE A A AAY WES AEAA uos
Adel A Fejeld FAd nASAT. A} 2B E(SEN-330DE Mo AR AR 9ol
Y3 FFE ¥ VoA A9 nIPo AVAI10V, 100Hz2. 2 0327H)e Brsge. o 23
10t 8 A7F FAlel HAE AHsS FAELF F Squat $FS FHEZ FESHATY. LERAE 94 58
o Ad2EE AAsn 1 29 65~70% AFeE FFL B2 ste] 19 158 x SHE, F3~43]¢)
Edold e 85 A& A H(Fig. 1).

Fig. 1. A squat exercise for rat.

= A7 A8 FUE S99 pQCT (Peripheral Quantitative Computed Tomography)d & 23
£E 3AMALE A FFe Ao M5y, 239 B Ry To XM A4S BAstE 29 DXA
(Dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry)d SolAE Z&o] £71%3d 3 2UT 2 d8 4 g} 4z 28
2 25 A3 dEI Y TUEE FIE HolX YT oJRAL L5 o BETY Zue} ¥
HAE AASH ZAHozE HHIUEY Fo¢ A2 Bolx Yz A"k = )W 2 (cancellous
bone)d| A&} EFT2E AWE 23 PR YA2H2 5o s HWITLS HBE(trabecular
thickness: Th.Th)9] SR TI=E HRH(trabecular number: ThN)E Z7[A 7= S 2L Hd ZHTE ,
FUATIE Rol BYEHUG. F HAUFY ZF(bone mass)o] TLHHBVE 7t FREI} BLEE SR
of FAFEAN 2 %ol He Ao Hlsted THY WEs HAUY: Rusn e NPATY U AR
YEtdT oA HUETY BAEE A7 A SuAFR WHE FUADE FAA e} o
FAol AR Ed=LEFo] 9§ A FREY FUdE O gL HAUE AL AFA FAY
e Hd QAN E FaschFig. 2). '

AN2"E 5o oF 3hZ(cortical bone) THS Heuists AWmr] 9ste ULy gue 2y
A 2% U8 AESYD 1 29 W M E 433814 T (mineral apposition rate: MAR)7} %7}
3= B ¥ FH(eroded surface: ES)o] Z7Hete A%E Uit & U= ZFF % (bone resorp-
tion)e Z7F 3 WA Fdi@Ael dojue AL FAsrt o]HE mechanical stimulationo]t} E# =
TE o8 Wzl 24 (bone formation)o] Zste AL Bl AyAFoE Aurg ARE Vel
AL JRERE FoiXE 259 £F 2 A= w WM Zurgo]l EATE AL AAET §H
gl=tol gloiME o] FE4 W (double labeling surface: dLS) 2 4} 3|3} ¥ W (mineralizing surface: MS)9) 27}
o A% TPAHE] FUE 2 23 9o ZA JE AL ZHQATY oA HAT v YA 9H
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°of Aol FdjstE FejAsHmodeling drift)& YoA &R B LFAIF] W& A ANEG F
radical expansiond 9@ ol 71d€ & A9sn gdn & 4 YK(Table 1, 2).

Table 1. Bone formation and resorption parameters of the trabecular bone
in squat exercise rats.

Group sLS/BS dLS/BS MS/BS MAR BFR/BS 0c.8/8S 0c.8/BS
(%) (%) (%) (umiday) (X107 um® unt/day) (%) (%)
1. Basal control 4761226 20.4£0.96 4424142 1.63+0.04 72.1£278 9.15+0.47 465+0.22
2. 4wks control 300168 1241083 274%1.32 1682003 46.3+2.80 6.84%0.35 359£0.11
3. dwks training 3021158 169+096"  319%144 1752005  562+352 537£041" 268+0.16
4. 8wks control  27.9%1.12 89+075 2274097 1.50%0.05 3424213 557+0.32 3.14£0.16
5. 8wks Wraining 349231 1371162 31.1£235" 153£004  48.1+4.26" 409+0.10 2241+023"

Values are mean+SEM. sLS, single labeled surface; BS, bone surface; dLS, double labeled surface; MS, mineralizing
surface; MAR, mineral apposition rate; BFR, bone formation rate; Oc.S, osteoclasr surface; Oc.N, osteoclast number.

* p<0.05

«p<0.01: significantly different from the control group at the same point.
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Fig. 2. Structural indices of the proximal tibial metaphysis in squat exercise rats. {(a) Bone
volume(BV/TV, %), (b) trabecular thickness(Tb.Th, wxm), (¢} trabecular number (Tb.N,
/mm), (d) trabecular separation (Th.Sp, xm). Values are mean® SEM.
* p<0.05 : significantly different from the control group at the same paint.
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Table 2. Structural indices of the midfemoral cortex in squat exercise rats.

Group Bone mineral density Total cross-sectional area Cortical bone area Bone marrow area Bone strength
(mgler) - () (mnf) (mn?) ()
1. Basal control 724+38 102+0.28 501£0.14 5231032 124+3.8
2. 4wks control 733+24 1141023 5.85+0.08 560+0.18 198*45
3. 4wks training 738140 11.9+0.28 6.1210.06 3.75%0.26° 227164
4. 8wks control 774+28 124021 6.7910.06 5.58%0.21 228+42
£. 8wks training 788136 135£0.19" 7.26+0.09 6.21£0.16" 277+59"

Values are mean*SEM.
* p<0.05
xp<0.01: significantly different from the contro! group at the same point.

4714 Fa¥ AL, AXTE 2 FAY HAZNAN dojun JE FHAY - TEFSFY AIGA L HF
7] FAM dojue @4 2L modeling@ e Eoln Utte Aotk = FAZTE remodeling® Zol TF
oM BEHLRY AHFELE dojuR gon od BYoME PN dojus, & e TxE =
F5¢ doiuz e Aotk WM BE g8 Ras we e 9uld gloje Ty Ao e glo]
Ao SYHEY 3 AEY AR YRS I 1L 24T FUAA o= YAF Wegoz Hey
€ T g olg Z& Y Wil FTAEE FUYATEY Yol F 2 Yo slEx o B
Me BY B8 HEV "asit)

2 $9(HHL) $5H T ¥

AedMe dX2ds 353 22 AGHLF J8) AL Folz1 59 FH Fxol oEshe )
BH A7 & Bt =5t FdEe Aol THHUDL. ¥ AR A 2E)E g S4x 25 A
&0l Fo wAE FFo B

BHAE A% £F02 de o) g5 Uk dEAA KL $59U F9¢ Z
T 2 ARH AdT7HY gon HA2EA £Fo Mg 2% D AT ZOEYE 29X 32 9
1 EuHo fitt £ £94¢%5E AR FohdE A JFL XX Eax|gk Ao 2L 73A A
TAYA Y FEE 5oz IA Jon, 53 $5AE/ Gy §Eo FulEla #EY So] = 1
B A da o] &= 23 Ytk

FH Ao FILF L Rl dESY FTUEs U= 240 T Zoof y|dstn BT
g gt 28y ELE9 FUE MALE 5024 $9¢%e 20x 3/ QidE BIE Qo
Y2 SHHE KLY AZY Zxo vXA] RehE Rol Ao, olghge AHE FHato 2 u
- TIRTY BE, AL Tl gEse R Aol oy 2L SojHQ FyYWE Jovn WS o
2717] A% o A=/ Basd AgEY. £ o9} 2L $QeE0 THE L TR )3
T % B FAHA 47 H A 9ok dHH B AT E Zo] WAE $ER} vnE g
TEEEE dFd Rostd vETY TIUE, THY 2 AT B FAESH BYY
FYLEL HFE 34~35TY 8L B EF AR $29 WL 5 20min/day, Sday/weeke £ E
€ 8F% R3} gt &% FoE Air compressor(Oil Free Bebicon, HITACHI, Japan)& ©]&3}o
25m/min®] FFHE HEULH, 34~40g9 FAE Zo GolFo2A $EAEE FEAA

TEEFA 3 HEZY FH FUEE FAAE RHolA gt} AWT HR WAT2E HHE An
AZEY FELF o3 AUTL FRIE, BRYE 2F 498 Fole Holx @uvh ©A FRigel Z7}
e A¥E e 17Z=9 HA2rd2 £53E 2 WHE}e el (Fig. 3).
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Table 3. Structural indices of the midfemoral cortex in swim exercise rats.

Group Bone mineral Total cross- sectional Cortical bone Bone marrow area Bone strength
density (mg/er?) area (mn?) area (mnf) (mmf) N)
1. Sedentary 668127 124%X175 59%035 59+054 188189
2. Swimming 665121 13.7+1.44 6.6+027 56%0.36 19171

Values are mean*SEM.
* p<0.05 : significantly different from the sedentary group.

FELFA AT dE 29 AF FLEY Foe YEUYR Gt} o] AL 4 LFd it Fuxd B
Adte 292 € A A o AAN2YUA 5= U2 FAL HolT U AL ¢ 5 Ydvh 2udy
FHES 2Ry F9522 JAF 9l fodA Aoy vy 2 £ UHL WA ggke
W EZEE F9F FUE RolX FPY. AL HAZ WHo| AANHIE F9 9o AXNA gow T
dEE FU8A Fete AS AAEIL Atk gE3q 9500 &) vnY AFEY BIE we dEHE
o FZAEL2 dHY WA - 9% S S FEE ofUY 2 B39 F3 Zo dlgste] ZHHE WEE
7ol AAE AtH(Table 3)
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Fig. 3. Structural indices of the proximal tibial metaphysis in swimming exercise rats. (a) Bone
volume(BV/TV, %), (b) trabecular thickness(Tb.Th, um), (c) trabecular number (Tb.N,
/mm), (d) trabecular separation (Tb.Sp, ~m). Values are mean=xSEM.
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ojst Z& ZAANN & F Yt AL AFLEY X222 £33 ¥ 3F £33 FHLF Aol
SOl gl EWEA AolFel dte AHolth F EFa e ToAY Alojdl Ratd s FolAE
Strain R WH&FH Aol %Olf& #AZ EAFGD & 5 vk wHA AR FUaRE nHdgd
TEEEL AXN2EE &5 HFe FasduE T £ QAT F4L AU dAsEe a4z A
ATHE 2FNL F genz 3¥AY $FoRE FEANTL ¥ & Aok

3. 2oV (AR +534 3

HT A7 @t} A 2hEFol dE Bl vl Eolxa ok ol e AL AL
b APH Jev o wE nHAe Y& Aquality of life: QOL)E FHAZL T8I ok A
of A8 7kx FRAN 27HI Jdve A& wYHn vk I Tl ol gWeRAM Y FaF AL
EEL2E st A By 27)d sdked Yk 2 gAY duzA AXH FFo] FPHL 2
e FUANIY 2 F 2FE TN edE dA2da 250 dojzy eEEY fAsUE Ao &
AHAT. gellM e Az 2ol & dFAME LREEN GAT R3dE FFAINE dAX2EHs &5
2dS Fyst IF72 R Fe9 W § Fae diF weo] dY &FAE dE2de RE AU
Y o9 2L MMM YRERE Fo|XE LFRHI BYFE G} TFHo) Fdsy wA TR F
}eoy ded] ZES HEHE A oYt & T2 Fojd R AEFE FUR 59 4y WIRuE
FH - 72 FZE T AHUEE BAA dE3HT Uk oA 4AE FHE AL oy W F 9

# 7Hdelgtn AZtdd. wely B dfoMe AFH nREI} old dA2EX L5 S
de BEE 1T S0l &5 PHE NLEgen a0 wE Fo - A3 Wis .

Zzetoldy —8—%3 8 F&YoE @ 9539 tower cage(*‘°] 2m, A720cm, 45 EHE HA)
A AR YR AT duAlS JIt F EE HE tower cagedl ©1F 8] FH S & o
A EYe] Folg -fv_‘-'}liﬁi ¥, dFHo2E 2m9 ‘“°]°ﬂ/‘1 133t ALHo g iﬁ} 13 &£5& %
Bt FHE 2409 EEAFE CCD camerag o|&3ld 1F74 ZAH3gon, o9 Azl(m)
gl ngd Jde T3S T SFAT(sec)S SRS

a3 A% £gel3 5 43 dEHZ FujvEFe FAsA oy, H4 FUxe Fue Hol
A gkt ol AL Aol AW nAT HA2HE EFo 93 A9 tE AL yEldd & FHF

957} FUAEE Holx glom HuA A PFro ZFFgoly Fo o8N T A 3

HWHE Holg A& IASAT ety AR dx2da 5o dE T 4L s AR
ol FEY ¥ AgHY W] Yo Fste L% 5T U2 FHHIE Holyg AL &
4 tH(Table 4).

Table 4. Structural indices of the midfemoral cortex in climbing exercise rats.

Grou Bone mineral Total cross- sectional Cortical bone Bone marrow area Bone strength
P density (mg/err?) area (mnf) area (mm?) (mmf) (N)
1. Sedentary 782+22 1471102 8.7%X0.35 6.2+0.47 187162
2. Swimming 798+18 182+122 11.5+0.30 6.0x044 224+49

Values are mean® SEM.

+ p<0.05 : significantly different from the sedentary group.

B HUE) YuS FY Fad) B IHu aa}o] £5o o) AATAAE BREY Frhst
¥ BRY 1Ho] FolA 2 AN FRE tﬂ/\lﬂ” W$e BYY ol#d AMdL Feje dY &5
HE 2% YAHL Ao LTI ANLHL LEAE Sd FRTZY BHE HAGE A& InT
o e $ERAE P& TL 1 Ry 259 BE Hold Fsd 2y te FTYAIAE B8

- 03 .
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ol gJth(Fig. 4).
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Fig. 4. Structural indices of the proximal tibial metaphysis in climbing exercise rats. (a) Bone
volume(BV/TV, %), (b) trabecular thickness(Tb.Th, um), (c) trabecular number (Tb.N,
fmm), (d) trabecular separation (Tb.Sp, um). Values are mean=*SEM.
= p<0.05 : significantly different from the sedentary group at the same paint.
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