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(1967) 8 6 ~125 75

Too 5 (1974) 12 22~294 58

22 30~399 82

49 >40% 100

Pierce % (1976) 9 12~24% 22

19~23 33

84 24~28% 68

29~33d 82
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2l 407 o] Foll= 100 % A <ke] 7hg3let,
Doppler ol A eote} fEth7Ee] L) R
GA Tt eot AlukEaot mAl o of2
~ 35 Bokd 2AY ANEFE 1l 80~
1303] <l ¥ ejobs 170~250317F et &)
oke] .¥Ey Doppler F5E S AT + 3=
T dAlzrldl e HEEE g pEot =
W QA% ol Mol RATHAEE A 2
FFHZo g e 15~20am FE AR o] B
A ;A7 Arssich ok #igE oEAY
e solum 15 2o
AA o) Qe ARATE A He-
art-tone”, USD-1 (Aloka Co.)3} %452} Do-
ppler pregnancy defector (Medata Systems
Lid) 7} 9lom] ql4Al 25948 Axte] 7H53het
Echoksl B I HINRHE 8547k (Amplitudede
depth technique) & A-scanyk, A-scopeyk &
+ A-mode Eolgtis H2w glet, o Akt
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sen (1976)
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AG Test (Agrar-Elektronik#t), %849 T
US 20 electronic pregnancy detector (Rock-
all France SAt), ©]=9 Pregsonic (Agric-
ultural Electronics), Preg-Tone, RencoPreg-
Alert (Renco Corporationﬁ;), Scanopreg (1-
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Fritzschel Hiihn (1976) 30~80% (2AHE) 80.6% (636%F) 29.7% (60%)
30~80% (74 AHE) 89.0% (1023%) 15.8% (55%F)
21~30 84.6% (26F) 20.0% (5%)
Cameron (1977) 31~60% 93.2% (336F) 55.8% (52%)
>602 99.0% (98%) 66.7% (3 %)
HrH (1979) 20~24% 55.0% (20%)
25~29% 85.7% (35%)
30~34% 90.3% (315)
35~39¢ 92.0% (25%)
40~49% 88.2% (34%)
50~59% 93.3% (15%)
=602 95.7% (23%)
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(1980)
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P ET N A 353% 2915 (82%)
g[8 A EA
Diehl#} Day (1973)] 20~25% 915565;/; %'84: ? @ Estrogen =X
T T
Q) Al Eof| A Ale}d] Wo okeo t o
Bosc 5 (1975) | 18~29 | 96.7% | 71.5% dAEAA As] B2 Fel estrogeno]
(573F) | (144%) R s Ao deld Urk Kawata 9}
McCanghey (1979) [ 17~22% | 99.4% | 77.3% Fukui (1977) & R estrogen o-¢3 44l
assw) | @2%) Ak s el A5 SR seieh Robe-

403



6. 2t fEREM A S JHYEE

‘ FREEE (%) )
¥ &% 2R P B
) I IR K FEEEIRIK
REFEAL 18~25H 100 40~99 (85) A 7
BB AL 308 M E 80~100 (95) 20~100 (50) Z A d47
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