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Basic Principles for Ultrasonography and Ultrasonographic
Examination of Reproductive Organs in Cattle
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ZSu Ate| 7E Hel=t e

Aldrel HZto R &8 4§l 9F 20,000Hz ©] 4
9] &8 BEE Ao BA, ¢l BES F Ue
A o]t} (Nyland 9+

Mattoon, 1995; Pierson &, 1988)

Sute| Y
1o A4 K.+ w9} o] &3 2} (probe, trans-
ducer ®+= scanner)Woll &= ¢+ & 3 (piezo-elec-
tric properties) & zty Al 2ol vl H &=
o o] Agl g Y-S sEE Z1AHY MBS
?4_074 EA44 nFEate] Syl HAE) olE
ool 23 olelgh HAE dekd &% (in
verse piezo-electric effect)2} ¥} (Nyland2} M-
attoon, 1995; Pierson &, 1988: Ginther 1986).
olgA ¥FAHHE nFote] &
oj7tedl, 2ol F o welr] &3 F ol of
AHae thz2 A "ok §oke] B wele 249
E7) o2 AARA 7 A vl FAEe]
ol AU oo Fule whats]o] &R
Hgole(1d 2). 1) AAWe] ot 4%
g ol2d &y I 2 steskAl @ oh(Nyland 9
Mattoon, 1995: Pierson 5, 1988: Ginther, 19
86).
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6) ZALE s Al GAds B8l A won 27
ol oA ze) e B v RAskA L
g ru Ao w HALE 2o, AAl A
bR dg S ATk

7) ek AH) 9] o]go] shEstub(cf ¢ Xoray).

8) Zetel M (g )7t wivh

9) dx g ol (tdslar AAY)7E A @ st
(cf : Xeray, WA7).
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MHz &5 27F fgdch
%5 3.0, 3.5 5.0, 6.5, 7.5, 9.0, 10.0 MHz
(1 MHz=1,000,000 Hz / %)

2)

10. =30 X7 74

1) 2A (main body)

2) &3 4} (probe, transducer, scanner)

3) 474718 %= (printer)

1. =20te| Ftab Z344A(Nyland2} Mattoon,
1995)

1) ZS1} pulse®

7} mode™ 3}2del e vlAL 19 33 2o

Aol o] &

(1) A-mode(amplitude mode)

dzel A#%E shdo] goz A 9 A
ahA| ek # A = ALE- A oA deh

(2) B-mode(brightness mode)

ool AEL stHo) wr)e 7
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Ao @Al 71 wol A I gl

Alske 72 4

(3) M-mode(motion mode)
A 7} &2 ol AelE o A7tHo R #

AP o] 8wt

* A AFE e gEREY 289 77
52 B-mode¢t M-modeZ FAloll AM&3st = A
o] At

2) =51} dopplergd

(1) 944 dopplert

(2) Pulse doppler

12. BHabe) ZH(SE =)

Ee FHY FRES Fo o= fxo EA
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AUDIBLE ULTRASOUND
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Drum head Crystal—
RESTING

STATE
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"_—— Expansion
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Alternating LT
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.......
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DISTURBANCE
OF
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Rarefaction -
(Decompression)

O 1. Snket ZSue| WAR42|(from Ginther, 1986).

AUDITORY SYSTEM ULTRASOUND SYSTEM

Sending Receiving

Sending Receiving
Ear
Drum head drum
P S Crystal Crystal
- - \_._4 ______________
R A [
Signal Signat
from to
Sound pulser Ultrasound receiver
wave wave
Echo Echo
Barrier

Tissue reflector

gl 2. Snter ZZue| WAL gEAF Y Al (from Ginther, 1986).
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Transducer

= A-mode B-mode M-mode Real-time B-mode
§ T = = T
£ B h LA YAYAVaY gy
a E{?—' = ! = +
8 blood + — — e
vessel T - — 1
- A — A A .
:—>—l % ¢:(\/\/\/\
T - Z _Time Y. e T
T = I (g, | 3
C = — T
A B C D

248 5319 ol
01 A sl

Uul" o g

L

Sl tH(Nyland <}

7}
ofefell £ h
Mattoon, 1995; Pierson %, 1988).

()M 22

A Aol 2

(2) E71E| S (near gain)
7A7e Al e S48 A
(3) 217H2| S&H(far gain)

Hel = A 548 2™

monitor 2] &eo)}

& overall gain)
A2 ZA 3o}

13. EfEXIS| S (Nyland 2 Mattoon, 1995)

1) Crystal2| {d AtEW

(1) A& =X (Linear type)

S35 Tl sl oF 60~25670 <) crystalo] g &
2 widEs e SlolA shds Axay oz el
W 9 3 SRS R 9] 9] Ak Ful

(2) 24 A EFEXL(Convex type)

A &AL WE oz g 7AE Yo
2 e

(3) Mief EFEX}(Sector type)

e B2 ko] A%k convex typeol| H]3|
FAfe] $=3te] &o] v Fvh, = crystale] g 2o
ol BubE wAste Her 2 0| g
A ol Bl woko g WA B U oM F
ol Eof A= A @akel ot EEeln)

)8 =

(1 AES

(2) 434

(3) A&

=

14. B (Artifacts: Pierson S, 1988: Nyland2}

Mattoon, 1995; Cartee &, 1995: Z& &, 19%:; &=
=, 1996)

1) E8e % (Acoustic shadowing)

UE7 & 54, & v 52 25597 515

A @) o] o)F Fx B ot A8 w

oA %y RAomA spatelE A7) Ve e
7h g A w o)eh FAd e B 4 vk 4l
o g el Axe] dvket eo} sl
o5& detsted g8dh
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2) =4 (Acoustic enhancement)
E2Ede & 58 @ THsty] Wl 2 of
2w 3 2HEthe o Wl debdrh $EA
TA0] Zlete] g&H
3) % B 53 (Reverberation)
Hix}gﬂ Bl @Al 25597 2EkAl ¥EARE] of
F2bz slEote o] Zo] tha] whabE]of Az 7
o2 HEolzbe dd e WAyt ASE ez Ye
e #olth. F2 9t dAbd Azl ¢
s g aE R g 3 Aleloll B 717F AlAE o o
v oleid A4S U ez, whapdel
Bk A, dsne 2=

& B0l etk

sabel o] Folxl

4) $#1%(Mirror artifact)
Dz Rl & uf ofEHbARsL o] Al
I OE Az3 Abolo A vehdth Fa b gl

9t FAne 2o wAHOZA 7S HAHY o
g2iot obe) 9 ME cho] wAbslo] melth, o]
Ao A% Aolo] FuA ME hY5o] He)

7 w2 slaolebs R A7 BT 4 Ak

5) Ek$# /S 81 (Specular reflection)

A 7F 7S Ao BN ot Fel W&
7 w8 o] low o xAf whatdEl St 9
Z B7fol BEx oha] whAbg] o] ALl g}
7} Dot & 9] - ot FAS FFHo] Y= A
g w]lvh, Fa dol A dalz7ldl AL 2
T2k qtel Agulut 9 - ol Zo] F-EAH o] e
A7 Bl

6) 7HaXt2| S (Edge shadowing)
QA= 715 3 EP“* e 7y B4 Ug
Halel $kerst AAHS

o wenc o ofFA vehdr

=
¥, FEAg TR2E SolAM B 5 U

7) 71} fIZEE % (Side lobe artifact), BEEHEE
% (Slice thickness artifact) o] it}

15. 281t ZA| 2440]= 80{(echo2| M X0 CH
&l Zd: Nyland2} Mattoon, 1995: Pierson =, 1988)

1) Echo(0l|2)

FAEAE 2597 dAAed =g
eE(MAEE) 229 & U157 B
AtE = 27 gobA] dHdle shekAl JEry
Ii, ¥hAlgFo] Ao Ao 2 A7 vEhdth

=%

<l

3 & sEo}
o wde

2) Anechoic =echofree( REHAI =037} gl

el E7} e 23, & BN ge BYL 2597
2 2uslo] sigole HA Rolr 11 Dol 2%
Z 7ol L}E}‘r}‘:}. wEY e F BE, e, O
o] anechoic3stAl 3},

-

C;

ol

3) Hyperechoic =echogenic( IEtA} =0l A7} 2t
]

ro

;él

I

A7t & Bd, & v AN g
2297 B35 2] 2ala whAlE o] shabol s 5l
Al wolr 7 Lol SRl vhebdch w2
] %] hyperechoica} ] #zteit},

2 1o
d
o

()

4) Hypoechoic =echopoor( X HtAL =0{| 27} 2EH)
Anechoic & hyperechoic 9 Z7F A & X4} anec-
hoicell 7}7Hc},

-—

5) 7|E} isoechoic(S S8t ol 2)
ofgl g &ABES Al ZIFEAt e A
of ofal M= Full Al JeiE FHE u 4183
ot o E 59 M ARz Hete] hyperech-

=

J

I U

oic =& echogenicslil QR %3 Z& 7}
% (anechoic) B.t} & echogenicdlvl T &
Ak w3 AFEESe A w9 HEE] A
5101 AL oW o] TAHANEEL dFEART
echogenicslv}s & e 4= Ao},

o) Homogenous, Heterogenous, Mixed.
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Lol
.kﬂ\m.fl\w ol

i =T T,

LHEFI| & 22| SHef
1: 2ED|, 2~4 @ WHZFT|, 1HEE 4
BH77EX| 2] slEf= Hj 2t = A|Z}0] Z
T5 HEI Sotoly WHEFI|e| Fdt
2ol gl dEfjof =
Cte WE7|E atsto] 132 el =2
C}(from PiersonZ} Ginther, 1988). F:

E7|, CL: B2

TEE 7 e AT AT Hele 1Y 5
22| HALTEE FOkof| UM =2 9} zreh
oA AL
1) 2E7|
123 g | gl Zgtel g dde] Exjaly] W& AT
AFFHoNt AAAALE 24AE WA BAs W zrel A A ey (anechoic), R liohe okt
A el Bg A gk the A7 A R 3}k A (echogenic) WtERITE WA 719 B E AT
AukA Rl AN E A HALE B3 F1e F 1Y 4 off A g Mol FE e Aol ohr] W&
o Ao} o] HAE #@EaE AR A}t o) xgtEe FubEvre] habd wim o (Kah-
AAbalba @i (Son &, 1995 a, b; Kadhn 1991; & n, 1991: Pierson® Ginther, 1988; Fissore %, 19
51 1995), 86).
2. HIAIXEZe] At 2) &H7|
Bl 2 AA HA 719} FA| 7] RpFgoe AgaEe Adgzevs o %A (hyper-
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echoic) Ho]7] W&o g EE 4A 7+ F
Ao, g AdEHLS & Frk gl v
Waol 7))zt SRS A g Zdel w4t
& o o] AFUery e 2
sE&xZolgt Aad 2 Qi (Kdhn, 1991; Pier-
son¥} Ginther, 1988; Fissore &, 1986).

3 MR EHOITEEL| B = I”r’;iMIﬂ
At oz HA ofe FyoA] g ztule] a4
Aol dd == el9d¥ el anechoic?d Hld2 U2
]

c

209 Aol BAT 5 AAW QA 279 o] Foll A
Alstis Aol ok jukste 19 Gel Al B R

3 A2l 27Y ol F & v AN ML e FE B 5
A7) wfjZolrt & A4l 309 HFFH EH—r7P s
Z} gtof| 4 anechoic &7 &1 € opvll (embryo)
= 8¢k 271d o2 #A9d(Badtram %, 1991).
o] glotu & z}A3] BFEH EWo] wiaAR] =
=8k 4 o}-l 5g A% 5 Aci(Davise} Haibel,
1993; Pieterse %, 1990).

e 7 dAlrREe Hx #EA Ve E 1A
B ubel zZo] pEe U4l 185U (H S 18~22),
BRFEE 19.59(19~21), Hopdule e 22.6%
(22~24), RS 23.194(22~24), FERS 251
(22~27), dtele 32.7¢(32~36), FHE= 3
(32~36), IRE= 33. 64 (32~37), HolF 03
50.798(50~52), & ¥ FHE 60.99(60~64)
zbzt #a g 4 i (Pawshe 5, 1994).

"Jd

16-17 days
after insemination

[\

18-19 days
after insemination

=N

D Precontact

Apposition

D& 6. A0IA AH2 2 Efte] REfA|Y|

H 1. HL0IM EOLT= 22 FE 2EA|Y|

Hor T A5 (Hit) e

2/ 18.5 18~22

g o} uj 19.5 19~21

ef o} ek 22.6 22~24

a9 23.1 22~24

oF = 25.1 22~27

g 32.7 32~36

A g 33.0 32~36

ek &} 33.6 32~37

Efop 254 50.7 50~562

542 HF 60.9 60~64

ol Be Wikt LU Alge] WY BHF A
el FEolm M S AR o HThE o R A7)
#B3d S ok

celm e all Feols gzl 27l
dlojul iz Hokeh AN S GGz AT

o] 7}5-8l}(Davis9} Haibel, 1993).

4. E§O} 7|2l ZX U ool A 2y
BotAl g 2 elof 7t 72 e 279 24

2 Jald e ol 78 8 2 AN T Y

% slvh(Pawshe 5, 1994; Totey &, 1991). efo}

782 A 60 ol FHE A2l 1204 Afelddl

2 A7 ARE FAste] A A GE=H o]

o] AEAde ok 949 Aw HArh = YA 60 oA

ol AN E7 9 Yol &H3x] k7] Wil A
22 days 27 days

atter insemination after insemination

&2
. Adhesion

—173—



o] Z&ale A4l 1209 ol Foll = el B3R
Weg7hy] W AaErE g8 71 vk A
AE719 ARE 47 A s FE R, &
FEZAM Basln, 23 AL e A v
2 BlZoA #F %U}(Curran 1992: Curranzt

XP%J ~|73 X}%‘H ‘41%54 AFdH T8 F
o Hoste zpgo] SE2REE HAY Ut
el Rt 3239 3FA HArE W o
UatH dwtH oz vt § 3FA o) o i 2F
o] FE =7 W& O]L‘H"ﬂ AAbsHE z2ge] WA
Jels Z7)0 ReE U ek (Kamimura §,

1993 K&hn, 1992; Perry &, 1991).
7. WA XpZe| HAL

1) FERER

AU Aol ARH Ue Lo AFEA(AA
Yebdcl, anechoic) & 2 ¢ dow wjuz o] o
FEANNA Bk who] 2ok dRHEEA Y
Eptol echogenic)® ##goh(Kahn, 1992: Fis-
sore &, 1986). Bl £ ole| gt wdo] moke sk &
HEAM BT Fo AFH Hh 2 JAlx7e o
T+ 9 FEI F 447 Fof Al A
&l o) A7 reRLE

2
P
~
o
fu
-
2
e
A
oy
o©
fa

ol anechoic T+ echogenic & EAEAo| A
EAEE Aol AgUiEtdel EA A ~7elg

2) FEEWE

H @A w©e oko] EERsk darEAo] zxFU o)

A FEo] )17 W A

2
Fol mel AT BRY 7 AA(PVA

T EH), AguEle] ¥F dr e o AR
vebdel & gy e] w)
© & echogenic?t F45o)9t 2
ot o] 2 Ak AFuide 4L B 4 JvHKéahn,
1992; Fissore %, 1986).

3) hesiibik % 0jojat My

HeliA: 2aEde) & 2 Fu)
u

o

= =

o] Fetsk & slow TAHEAS o ¥
(acoustic shadowing)o] 4 Ht} =424
o FdAH7t AFH ] Jom (EheEA vEhd) =}
o] HlE=E ] gle Aol EHo|ck(Fissore F,
1986).

efotulojgt g e Aol FHEH] X FH
of A G Aol HelRAg FHgo

& w5 5lo] gk,

4) 7|E} FE¥EAE(Mucometra) 2 FEKIE
(Hydrometra)

8. LtAo| AL
HE Y B A4 ko B St Qo my
olgel A7) 2 JEE AAE 4vb vk daE
hes

74A]—0}J_1} 5} uﬂ S = e /\}ﬂg ErE 215

I

2ol FAI T Ay w4 FAMS opnto]
¥ 2 A A9 £5 Y 3] @A 571 2
tH(Carriere %, 1995; Edmonson %, 1986). #iu}
3l WA T By T d8oz gof gl Wi

oltt.

e
Hl

E2edde dxdoes Jh5 3
2 Z A (anechoic) Yeh o
2 7hA Fe) 2 =277 2Rt
(Bo %, 1994; Edmonson &, 1986). &t} 145}
vy, 24 2 dadd Fol meid 2R

N

o o
AN oft X
=
rr
A
ro,
ot

CE R RO RS D L
Feko YU VEZ 2T ©Wrt by ol
sel BAHe Y FA) WS MwH B
A3y, Wite) ok Yol 15 FR(59
W o)) % gukel ZAPIGS wipE YA 7
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SiatE = oiet Mg JhaF AHopek wEel = A g LIEFH (from Piersoni} Ginther ; 1988)

b oQltk Mige o) de) EAWY Ak GEsE AWRY] Bdel BEel 44 HAg Yehd 1

AdgozR A & 71 Qe GEr EAQF Hold},
Al BYolA A7) AR 3 o 72 A
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2) g A
A = oy 3UdFE FAAI Falsha, Al
At} hypoechoicd Tt E 24 A3 4 Q)
ol 2R 5ol Aol wpebd Ao =2
e o8 7HAZ Jeldt(Son 5, 1995,
Edmonson &, 1986). A= 715 3
B o] ujzto] Aol &)t "o"f
i}lat} o]} gl FFok g FHE 2 ol/:\_]
| A& ¢ b(;k%uz]/(] oo A AHAF
Oh— Sl A AekA o)t (Son 5, 19953, b: Kastel-
ic ¥ 1990a, b; Edmonson &, 1986).

9. Ltz o} MK}
M dael] EAjste FE e AT AFE
atel g1 E B JAE FARS f5

94).

EAYH L g gdy 222 10 (HHe R
238 #AAE SRg 9 dade YAMdAEG hy
poechoic 8t 3% 9} anechoic 8 W7} W 2 £
gk},

1. WX o AL

1) kX EE8

U dAY e TYE A4 FAaAAR G

= hypoechoic3t g7} A48 A E=x8ls H42
Al o] wloll = ApF 8] o FE WA El et
of gt}

2) SpfadeqE

dael A% 25mm o4 ez AA uEerte
(anechoic) ¥£g & # U=d %%m_4 =R
3mm olstelm WE el F3F 7 acoustic en-
hancement)o] Webdt}(Jeffcoate$t Ayliffe, 19
95: Sprecher ¢} Nevel, 1987). Aol 3 7)o F&
o] EAshy wEA YW ol oy Ao @

vy dEE EAT
% GnRHAA R 5§ F o 10dA] HAbst
w gFeel 7} 3mm o] g el g
A sk} €A e dEW A cloudst B4% ol
Qe Ag B 5 Qd o2y NeEve BY
oHRibadu 5, 1994). 2%

771
GEgEael ey wyryl o Bye da
9 1 jis]

k)

Fol Ak
(o)
=

el tiel FAE 71X b
el gl 7L & sk e Aol v Holch.

3) HKE

R GEa u s 2 TR FEoIHEA
‘6‘4‘—@’91 7= 3mm o] el 5l W ol &8k
o] FAdHc GEFulel ude] v fhwtsict
(Jeffcoate 9} Ayliffe, 1995; Farin %, 1992: Spr-
echer 2} Nevel, 1987; Edmonson &, 1986).
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