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No. of cell attachment total
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average 16.8
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Silicon carbide 11193 120 A57 2

No. of cell

attachment total

w
—_
(A

1 2 Ll
2 0 16
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total 155
average =~ W76 15.5

AULINENTNEINS
PRIAATUAMINYAE



a dao

k4
° ' a @ L8
ﬂ'li'lﬂlﬂﬂ\ﬂ'lﬂ')ﬂl‘!ﬁi{ Sa0S2 F3UzNN 9 ﬁuﬁUN'J'lﬂl‘mﬁUUﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂ‘llﬁé"lf]ﬂizﬁm

Silicon carbide 18 120 347 3
No. of cell attachment total
area stl st2 st3 st4

1 16

2 11

3 12

4 26

5 17

6 16

7 17

8 20

9 20

10 17
total 172
average 17.2
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No. of cell attachment total

st2 st3 st4
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10 19

total 124

average 12.4
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No. of cell
attachment total
area
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2 14
3 9
4 22
5 13
6 21
7 6
8 9
9 6
10 12
total 130
average 13
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attachment total
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I

area stl st2 7 st3

1 0 9
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total .9 119
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total 117
average 11.7
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attachment total
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1 0 12
2 0 7
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Silicon carbide 11193 1200 A537 3

No. of cell attachment total
area stl st2 st3 st4

1 2 4 19
2 2 6
3 0 6
4 2 14
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9 0 9
10 4 20

total 12 122

average 1.2 122
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7391 Culture medium

v Ed
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1. DMEM 500 ml

2. Antibiotic treptomycin &

5 ml
3. LGl 5 ml
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b |
IMZBYUY culture plate s thace 78RN

UL INYNTNYING
19470 PBSZﬂN"Iiw 1 ml

| RARIA S SRR B

Thn Ael3szine s wift

s . ol
o cetic acid) INDLBALYAAN

4. 111 plate lula mqé’w microscope — contrast microscope (1‘1’5’ Inverted phase —
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o) YT e &
Aaiulsinaslunilsyos
° o a
NI ST 1 4

Tu 1 999)

SN

ama\im e

depth = 0.1 mm
volume = 1x104 ml

O =counted @ = not counted

JiuanIdnYaLM I TNAEUUY Hemocytometer N1W151105 1x10™ mi uag

o ] S @ ] o
mw'umumsmmmﬂnmuwmwaaﬁmsummz'lnmiuu
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o/ Jd o .’: ] & Vi 9 J 4 (] ﬁ
MIHUIFAAAITHUNG 5 ¥3 e Ir Idmngndeunniu nusadervegas uduveu
a a v W = Y da 1 v 9 @ Jd
vosmsn@masuigianed Iiivwaanegas weuduuuuazveudududioswiuwad
Tuves  vazies livfuwadfiegaswenidumanazveududman Taslfidunarsnn
o ‘ d9 < 4 @
3 duilununlumsiy fe wadledmwiuazidunaveswouduuy  uazdhoszgmiu

' S, (Y
duyaaneguenidunalavesvey Ty

v s o
nd 1HI0aNI21092
4. 1% plasteur plpe e .,," redin analu Hemocytometer 14 cover slip

09 q 9

RVSTALZNS 1A objective lens 10X

g i @ o '
6. MIHUULE mber W UVLFAAIUIU 5 ¥

HIRCE 10,(3 = $uad / ml

AUYANYNTNYNS

Protocal 1‘umimqgtandard curve of cell’

AR1ANN I SJWTJVIEJ']Q d

1. msmatﬂau H30 waaau | mmms‘m standard curve U1 tripsinize Tu

& ' =
INYNHUA 9 YOI ll'g’ﬂﬁf IRAYFIVTH IV AT

medium /521784 2 ml : 60 mm plate
Y 7Y
2. HUL¥aaA 8 Hemocytometer
3. plate cell 2411 24 well - plate $1u9u 5 Agw 1AuA 5,000 , 10,000 |
20,000 , 40,000 118 80,000 1¥AA AMIAY 1Y plate cell nquaz 3 My

4.111 24 well - plate 1J13Tudou incubator 37° ¢ 501/523191 6 - 8
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#2119 vuradi3uimstame s surface Y99 24 well - plate MRS fix cell Laz
fouday methylene blue
5. 39 fixation of cell TITUADUAT
5.1 A medium 'V{i
5.2 8198200130200 PBS 0.15 M 1 A34

5.3 fix cell A28 4 % Formaldehyde 111 30 W1

¥
us'13 10 -15 Wi udrgans,

d e o -
ud a3 udidud 4 M
6. msfetti :

Borate buffer (ph 8.5) 11 llshdke JnoAT81m308i0e g mgiivioaunu 30 wil
6.4 AR BXcess
- L v

6.5 AaaN _Borate buffer 4 — 5 A543 9 buffer lar
r e -l ‘_. a3 -: v . : :
g —— | B
& vénd 1 ml Fa1lsznoulide

ethanol N1 0.1 M HCI aciEﬁS 197U L‘J

10 wIN

ﬂ st 1%} PP AE G td s
Q‘im AINIUURIINAE



Methylene blue assay: n31W3NA3g 1408 1M wad Sa0S2 WaedtanlalasTnlanm3e

MINUAAITUUAT (cell No.) HAZAINIIAANAULES (OD #i 667 nm)

cell No.(x1,000) 5 10 20 40 80

OD1 0.141 0.318 %4 0.625 0.98

26 0.66 0.969
; 0655 0.95

\“-:: 9667 0.966333

oD2 0.113
oD3 0.093 -

mean 0.1156

v o d Y - d | A% = Y @
ANUTUNUBUUUNT 1WA 5 30 10 vt Nseana e alsHuaunY

S oW aa LY (4
Taolindualszansanduifls

OD (wavelength 667 nm)
o
(o)}

; o |
AR FUARTINT TR Y

Cell number (x1000)
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Mm3Ialfana DNA dien3esia DNA 8%® DQ200 Dynaquant Flurometer 'g'u

Hoefer DyNA Quant 200
1. Mmswsonasnislumsnaans

1.1 msmsouasazaie Imaou Iaddadama (Sodium Dodecyl Sulfate: SDS)
ANUTNTY 1 % w5eulann Lauryl sulfate $142U 0.2 iy HEuSUNSY §1uau 20

Hanans

10 mg
10 ml

12.11 g

3728
116.89 g
_Distilfed ?1 CA to 800 ml
= Concen HC S

' to 1000 ml

1.4 --!’;1_
1. .
H 33258 stock solution i 10 pl

10 ml

A uifThansnens o

1. 5 1502010 Calf thyius DNA 1/5zpeu11/ée

oW1 Qb bhadll 1k £ NY

- 10X TNE 100 pl

L}
R ‘ Assay) Usznovlide

- Distilled water , filtered 800 pl
1.6 M3azmuNADINTIAA DNA 155911 Microcentrifuge tube

YUIA 0.6 ml
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an o 0. A w
2. I5MIAIAUATDIIA DNA

P 4 4 ' ~ 2
2.1 WeollAn3ed 1170992 warm up 0Y1szINA 15 — 20 WIH MvBIZIU
M1 1. Read 2.Prompt 3.Test
v '
2.2 @A Prompt 1111 ON Taewdn 119 set Up

v
2.3 @9A1 Units 1090110 ng/ml

2.4 A Read
141y Cuvette Tavasazas Blan
2ml uag 1592810 SDS 1
{uiiiidasnys G wudh e

2.51n , R 0 \'\ 1?!»1 Add Calibration
standard 1114

2ml
20 pl
LYY 100 pg/ml) 2 pul
rd 990 MAVURE0

T E—

Distilled water mnuuwnnaaa Cuvetfe, A2 ¥y 9 oilosiunasaiiiy
ST

5009V !
2714 "f ' 2\
2.8 1ﬁﬂﬂ Cuvette TR o0an 15 i Y5110 DNA #ailszneu
T@easazars Low Mssay 31U 2§l Loy d139281021NHAA Microcentrifuge
i 06 mi FAQRPEIND Shai) B d 1 L) ﬂ'ﬁ

2yﬂﬂuunﬂm DNA 718

WAASNINUMIIANHIAY, e




F 4 v v
M319UeA1531% DNA (ng/ml) vuiuid Inmitiousaasuana 4 uuu fivaan 30 Wi

DNA (ng/ml)
Fun SB  Jewar S120 Sewar  S400 Jevar S1200 Zevas
1 65 20968 45 16071 99 12532 192  157.38

2 72 23226 108.86 200  163.93
3 61 5 13797 146  119.67
4 63 29mm—gpe— ) |/ ; 038 152 124.59
5 70 170 139.34
6 66 167 136.89
7 62 177 145.08
8 72 162 132.79

Average

DNA 66.38 214.11 170.75  139.96

Control 1 25 111

Control 2 37 133

Control

average 31 122 100
SDcontrol ~ 8.49 15.56

.II
SD DNA 444 143 9.55 3412 2639 3341 18.52 15.18

e oL AR BN P B o vt

Controfty93151181 DNA (control average) “luzmazuuu Tnummmau Control

Q‘Wﬂ"&ﬂﬁ‘fﬁ”ﬂﬂ”ﬁﬂﬂmﬁﬂ




a ' d a @ (: a
ﬂ'li'l\illﬁﬂﬂﬂ'lﬁ'llﬂi'w?{ﬂ'l DNA UUﬁuN11ﬂlﬂlﬁUHﬂﬁﬁﬂUﬂﬂQ 4 1YY NIan 30 m‘ﬁ

A20ADA Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) szAutiudfiy .05

Sum of

Squares Mean Square Sig.
Between Groups  27766.086 362 13.631 .000
Within Groups 19011.880ms \ &

Total 46777.966

A3 1anaaInsulSouieua 44 10U a1 30 WIT

AuATALLUNY UV S

\]
Meas ,.r__ \ 95% Confidence Interval

Differen Iaagas. - S

(DGR ()GR a-n a4 F{OF ¥ Lower Bound Upper Bound

SB SI20 &7 ) 13.02877 002 186801 96.1549
$400 288 2074913 106.9662

S1200 4176 112.8924

- PSS e
3 a8 A InitatL,

74¥550(*) 13.02877

S120 -10.8113  13.02877 .8 -49.5487 27.9262
S1200 5.9262 13.02877 976 -32:8112 44.6637
S1200 SB -74.1550(*)  13.02877 .000 -112.8924 -35.4176
S120 -16.7375 13.02877 .652 -55.4749 21.9999
S400 -5.9262 13.02877 976 -44.6637 32.8112

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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a & o o A &
M13130aA91/511a DNA (ng/ml) DUyl Inmidlsudaassand 4 uuu fal 20 $21u9

DNA (ng/ml)

= 24 v

Fun SB Jewaz S120 Sewaz S400 Jevar S1200 Jowax
1 347  264.89 370 381  290.84 306  233.59
2 399 304.58 287.79 288  219.85
3 350 267.18 wamd 300 229.01
4 365 310 236.64
5 280 298  227.48
6 357 300 229.01
7 368 299 22824
8 377 303 2313

Average

DNA  355.38 300.50 229.39

control 1 100 100

control 2 126 126

control 'I T

average  131.00 < 131.00 131.00 131.00

‘a (Y
e CRUYTINENINYINTT
SDDNA 34659 7.69 25.28 6.46

, , ¢ a W
o 40p b G N8 SN T b ) e
ontrol ¥®41/511% DNA (control average) lunaazuuy IasAnaunaeg Control

v991511% DNA imfudesas 100



a 0 - a o J: § o
ﬂ’]i']\ﬂllﬁﬂqn']i'llﬂi']&'ﬁﬂ'l DNA Uuﬁuﬂ']1ﬂlﬂlﬂﬂnaﬂﬁaﬂﬁﬂq 4 11 ﬁnfn 20 ‘lf'JTlN

A20adA Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) szAutioddiay .05

Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups  12293.712 3 4097.904 14.495 .000

Within Groups 7916.074 17

Total 20209.78

~ E h s
mInuaasnssouie THNUHELINLY

/'2;\\\

v
ABUSITS 4 1Y a0 20 $2T34

Difference

cap : \\ 95% Confidence Interval

(DGR (J)GR 18)) Lower Bound Upper Bound

SB S120 -1.4287" 8407097 -26:4249 23.5674
$400 = BT 08424 17.6499
S$1200 41. @.8951 66.8874
S120 14287 840709 999 -23.5674 26.4249
o ] 95 WA SNE TG o
$1200 U 43.3200(%) 8.40709 18.3238 68.3162
SR YTIENNTINYIA B
$120
S1200  49.2375(*)  8.40709 .000 24.2413 74.2337
S1200 SB -41.8913(*)  8.40709 .000 -66.8874 -16.8951
S120  -43.3200(*)  8.40709 .000 -68.3162 -18.3238
S400  -49.2375(*)  8.40709 .000 -74.2337 -24.2413

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
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