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Wi (pulsed electromagnetic fields, PEMFs)X & 5t B fa 4L
I3 1989 £ Bassett I Tl 5 ik il HL 370 T RE XS B BRGLAA (9357
ISP ARSI o ARAT Dk e e 137 DR G D, TEAS RN
FE PRI 2 ffp AT 5 S 25 D0 A 7 B RO A ) B 35+ 32 3
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BTS2 AR SCERA 1T 5 AR i e 1 7 0 DA o
BAAE RSP AR LIS
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HAEY R T AL %S BN TR N0 )
SRR, VAR B RS2 1 P EE 0N SR B T R T
Wi —FT S B AR TR, FENLRIA O
F4e A TE B G50 A o & PR L T R AR, B/ NgR a5+
X A 1P ERE R R AN A0

WFFEIESE , PEMFs 7] LA 35 803 OP s B A ) 7 2
PERE. 25 RAE0 R BRI O 1.5x 10T (i ik mhis 1% , 252 1A
Sy 8h/d, $30d, TR e R RUBCE A W) 2= ke,
LSRG . 1 B 5 R R AR D 3.8m T, 43
# 8Hz 537043 IWE ] 20min . 40min ,60min, 3£ 30d, 4554
7R R RN R AR R BB 5 ) 2EFe b (36 B R A
% e KA S A K RE T W) AR Rl 7 2 48 b (R 46 e K
I RIS e s AR T 2R R AR R, (HAS [ 2 A ]
KB I A= ) 1 S48 bR 2 (0] 1) 22 5 0 B 3 M (P>
0.05), HIEESE K 5 A ik i ELRZ 3 (bionics electro—magnet—
ic fields, BEMF)ZEXE g2 5 09 Rl i Pefb T B 26 5 S 4k
AT OC 22, ANMERE N T 25 00 5B BB K BB 5 [
AR T 2 O S UM R B 0 AR ) kB 3R T T
BITRE S 7 £ RAEVIISE KBRS0 mT s K BRI 22 1
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Y (PEMFs) % 25 3V K B BB AME A 52, 45 K R R T
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Y . TRVESF KRB 12 E G KRS BE T
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JEL G, BBCA A P 0 e R 2k e RS e R R et I 5
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1.2 EEENT
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S LE Ik i el 637 XoF 25 B SR R 4 L TR BB R KO s
Wi AF I A, SR T AR AL A AR 2 PTH R AIKHR FH 8, fIK
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HUBEIE S OVX 4 A 240 TR S , AR ai sk b, i
PRARGR /IS, B A5 1 B 8 T o B/ NS — [ ] v
AZARY), B ey BE B BB SRARZ , B B TR G M
BRI BEMEF 677 4 AR T AL 7 B 20 ML ) BE I BR
A ML T AR . 2] BEMF S & 305 TR A e T

2 KR SRR R
2.1 AT v F R % o A LS B 0 Ak 5 )

AR OPIRZTS , BB 200 A A 15 240 3 A 20 AL 1
PRSI, 4R B B E A, BUE AU B TR
Y BB AR A T EL I 1 40 I A0 B (cell—to—cell) B 3242 fih
J5 SRR AN Ak B A A A ThRE, T LU TR
AL SCHER 2 . TR RS TSRS, S0 (09 A A At A
i AN A A B R 23, {EL B B AT BB B A A
TR T SR R E SRR B AR R, R AR A i
V14 S P X A L ) B e R R A R, Rl
BCR T B TR

FERBF T B PEMFs AT DA B T B, 400 il - Wi, 4iE
G B . PEMEs 38 b 38 i i 4 M 25t 16 M R i
B AN R T A TR A, PEMFs X K BSR40 i
(ROB)E M R IAEAL A0k, BLXFVE AR
BRI SR R O . 2 AR DK ROB 2 £ F 50Hz,
0.14mT .0.16mT 1 0.18mT Y PEMF's #E4 7115, I 53 4 i 15 7
K ALP I FT BMP-2mRNA (2635 0 455 2% 0.14mT 1Y
PEMPFs Xf ROB B85 F1 40k 35 T6 0 5 220 5 0.16mT .0.18mT 1)
PEMFs A B 2 38 @ ALP 35 1 , 3+ I % BMP-2mRNA £ ik .
Tsai MT % U0 K B 1 40 0 43 3 5 25 T /3 oh
0.13mT, 0.24mT F10.32mT ) PEMFs H, 3 5% g 300Vs A TE
Il 5% 7.5Hz, WL % W 2h 21 F1 8h 4 0.13mT 3% 4140
JHUBSCR AR 57 6 SIS 12 RIG N, 8h ZH AR 575 18 K A4k H Uik
Ao ALPFIRTEHT 12 K AT 18 KA G I, 1 0.32mT
ZHAE ST B PRI T SIS AR, (RAE ALP 3Rk . 4551
FEHH PEMF's 78— MO R0 B2 T T LA i) ok 200 B rry 384 .
ok

S SRS fik R 3 X6F 5 1 2 5 (demineral -
ized bone matrix, DBM)i/5 5 A& 86 [6] 372 5% + 40 ) (human
mesenchymal stem cells, hMSCs) ¥ ‘B 43 4k 09 52 W), & B
PEMFs 5 DBM B4 %} hMSCs 1 i B 5 5 298 T PEMF 1§
DBM i) 5l VR A, LB 5 R 17 1o FH ) ) 1 428 4 500 BH g
5 &b PEMF % DBM 755 hMSCs 8,15 434k B A B 5 () Bip il 4
N7, T BE i ok PEMF 358 hMSCs % BMPs 25 1 & 1% 1 PR 7
BY SR SEERY o Tsai Z8¥ FH 300ms, 5% 7.5Hz FO4ETE
J5 R hMSCs , & BRAE 1637 7% 6% J5 WA B B, 1637 20 UL 31|
20 K 22 0 AR AT TR A R 2 TR 3 [
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TP AE LR FAAK BB 0 e iR . IR T
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PRGN TR B AT S D A3k 2Ha PR fe i
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FEAN AL o P2 b SRl FH A [R5 B A AR A ok o i 4 %
% MSCs 1753 AL 0 AR TR RE SR 5T . kb3
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Wi 05 o IO s . TR RS B, SR F R N
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ACE RS A oAk

W4 1B PEMFs T L5 K Bl MSCs [0 JULKE 240 if 53
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2, B3 4 X H R R AS R 4 AVE A B 1] 10min , 20min , 30min
60min 430 1.2.3.4 W4 . 18 1 Western E[J 375 2= 45 A 7] 55
BT HAESE F T(CTnT) 9254k . #2758 S0Hz 1 0.5—5mT
JER Y B B [ PEMFs £ I 20—30min } 42 i 7K 4 5-aza 15 S
MSCs 1L LT [l oA A 8807

PEMFs 1] D) {i2 ifF hMSCs 411 il 0] 22 3% 5 43 1k 19 98 B .
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P B BR 2 4.5ms, JUk 8 2 Ol 1SHz , B 58 0985 20 A4S ik
M. £ PEMFs 4 FH 24h J5 hMSCs 20 548 K . RS e TE
B T hMSCs 1 R B A B E R (BTE AR B
25 2 J1f 255 B 1 1 209%—60% ., PEMFs AEH 12—16h J5 38 T
VEZ B 2R AL . PEMFs 7638 24 19 244 F 1T LA S5 86
240 A 1] A AN O WURE AN B S 2 351 04k (A 204k
T ERZE M s R I B

I AN V7 2 Ik v L 3 2 n e 5 | ke B o A LA T R Y
OAE , M 2 45 B SR80 1, TT 66 A A 2 - OS2 i 2 4 43
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TR (BTN S - AL, R N A TR L A S T
4565 A (0 P O 240 M A7 R s (D3 3k W By B Ak
HE 3G 5 5 oAk,

3 g

PEMFs ELE N —Fh % A RUAI6IT FBEs AN133% 2
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40min, 3 30d (Y 23R B, 2 20 3.82m T 158 2 X6 K RS
BRI £, AR K 8Hz, 55 J o 3.8mT 1Y PEMFs 43
5 22 K B 20min . 40min . 60min Ji , FoE 45 5 5 A 4E
RORAE R, Z R 45 R R IRAE & (R4 2K 1) PEMFs
XA VRS, H AT A 20 AR I FE Y
ik b L B , A5 S8 AR R 208 I 22 K 2 85008 1 45 2 5m)
] S AR B AT — AR 3 AR (] S ) 22
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