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INSTRUCTION

ooy Novosis [ &M= 0|42t ]
Aok 2RHS B04420.03 [452]
gy s (HIZH) RH=E Z3H EXI HEE(hBMP-2) &R Z0|AIXY
= 42 Gl [~ X So[HIOEHA
N (1 —.—‘é7|7|3';’é525< |:1' *819| a_?—’i—:il‘é-.‘?ruz
(2) e Molx| SHEE= Qlst 22&
Me LHAJAE 100% Hydroxyapatite Ceramic2Z 0|0 SHAZ0|AIZHR H i EE= Bone Morphogenetic Protein—2
°° (rhBMP-2) ¥ BHAFAESE TEE|0f, MATISHI0| 210, BHEY Y SREH0| /laL ot
HE A BMP Carrier
BVP 2 EJ(E-ES HA 82 HA 1]
HAGL 1.0 cc
0.5mg 0.5ml 059 HAGE 1.3 cc
HAGL 2.0 cc
1.0mg 1.0ml 109 HAGE 2.7 cc
HAGL 6.0 cc
3.0 mg 3.0ml 3.0g HAGE 8.0 cc
MZ AR - Granule Type (1751 Altt7]) - Putty Type (18 AtHt7])
:rl o4 (]
wl Bio(@) —“"
rhBMP-2 Carrier : Hydroxyapatite FANES rhBMP—-2 Carrier : 3 —Tricalcium Phosphate
PSS Y AN YRR (2°C~8°C)
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