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T A~ VRO LT, Taa—a
 (EtOH) HOIFHE*ERT I L, Tra—n
IG5 A REEN TR TH B & T BB B s
MUTH A, Lieber BY (X AMM:ATOAN DL
FMTFTh, EtOH OEHERAS 3Lt 5 » iz
FENEIT o Fes iRz 2 b b 2 & B B EtOH O
AR Uic, X Iz e ez b RIBHC IR, ol
O EtOH ®#KbT5 2 Lk h, v F &EUOIEN;
M 7 a2 — AT 28 O BIER RT3 - &
BRE) L7oD, BTl o b BB & EtOH %
DL DODITHMNEH TR THT S, EtOH Ok
TR ORI LG, chE THE <D
Ple 3T D, HEALFN, ERHFWLHN S L
EtOH OERUARELIEA®D, EtOH 2& 3 =5 —+ v
RBEIEOTLE(E R 9, EtOH (ki i2ET 5 4l
R OEIS D, RMlEwCHEOm- 7 2 b T A
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F e F (ACE) 12 X 5 O siaieE » 7 £ 4%
UhivT\v 4,

Hz b &hie EtOH (18, A #iEd b
eI s, 0HL SR s, FAT
EtOH (% ACE izfii{bah, DWTT7 5 ~ b ~ER
HRoifb s hg, 767 — MR Y
., acetyl-Co A 2 {5 X LT TCA cycle iZAD
COz & Ho0 iV %0, EtOH BLoE—, 3
b EtOH—>ACE kil 7 & = — v K RESE
(ADH, Alcohol : NAD oxidoreductase, EC 1. 1.
LDk vfidixins, —Hi non-ADH pathway
THH, x5~ (EC 1. 11. 1. 6)1DE micro-
somal ethanol oxidizing system (MEOS)12z L b
ks ivs, ADH RIS,

ADH
CHsCH2:0H+NAD+ 2> CHaCHO+NADH+H+

TnEhd, ADH (IF#aw Bl BieT 5 B
T, CRETIIAA FT 4 7 A, DFHES TAY
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F v M7 A5 v PR EReE

WA AT EMFAHI RS TV B, - OFERA in
vivo T EtOH fi{k® key enzyme Tha = LiLiz
EHRM TR EEBbRE S, KIGIooWTll NADH
O NAD+ ~DEEE A RGO R L # 2 Bh
L1, In vitro Tl 27z ADH ¥4, in vivo
T EtOH {REHERE & Oflic i M2 » b ik
WIS, In vitro TEOH X 3 2 »m v — iz d)
NADPH, Oz fRTFDW{t% F1F, ACE g2 = &
FHHERTOBID, UL, ZoRoKiikc o
TILTO2 20 MHM H D, in vive TO EtOH
i BT B s DT L RO LTy e
Vo —2tk NADPH, O (REDR 3 7 » V' — 40
mixed function oxidase system TdH D L3557
1%12)’@,

MEOS
CHsCHzOH+NADPH+Oz+H+——~>
CH3CHQ+NADP*++2H,0
DIER TR E M, microsomal ethanol oxidizing
system (MEOS) &MuEhTyvb, 45—t s
7w/ — 5> NADPH oxidase 2 & D4 Ufc HzOq
Ey FL 32 m Y —~0ndDh 25—, HAGILIED
D~ KEEL A T L ORI AEE, BtOH A3
i hs LT 58 Thsnin,
NADPH+QOz+H+ —> NADP+ +H0,
H303 +CH3CH:0H —> CHsCHO +2H20

In vivo TOHEXH LML inducer & FV 7o ff
ADYE A BN, = Wb non-ADH pathway 7%
EtOH B {bic e+ gk E < B A
Pyrazole 4L % v + Tk, MEOS (L4 EtOH H‘z
LD 20~25% Z b D L LT 518, ADH @
EtOH =75 Km ffitt 2mM LATF S{EV o 1z %L
T, MEOS D%4UL 8~10mM & B\ 2 R107 5 4:
{FINT EtOH @B Bz, X D RE7iils
Wb LBbhs

EtOH Mk — b, +ichb ACE—7 &7
— IOl & LT NADY 7 A7 & FBK
#HpEF (ALDH, Aldehyde : NAD oxidoreductase,
EC 1. 2. 1. 3) AL, 13007 5 € vEEsn By
T2 AREMEAVIR T & L CVB1M, ACE it ALDH -
Lo, HEDHIIHE SIS,

DH
NAD++ACE +HzO —sacetate +NADH +H*
ALDH [ 119494E Racker®Z L h @ T v ~Ho b
i ah, NADY (R TH A 2 &, WEESRMES

No. 2,

ﬂ&\ ACE Dizhiz % D7 Fe FaftEE LS

ZENWME IR, FoBe 119, W =W, S5,
F 2”, =7 AMO B LIFE X, NTF o,
BM GAeEmm N G LCV B T DR

Do MFHMPA RO T - W E 7, TS
TMIDAFET A L XRTHAWBY, VR 5T
HELTE b a v Fy 7EFICEETSZ EHHED
el ate, ot 7 v v — AT e b B
s B LTy 3208 Tottmar B®NE, 5 v
DI £ b 20D EMEOEL NADY K
ALDH S FETLZ 2 A RE LTV D, i)
% enzyme I{HEMEE ACELZM4 2 Km 25 10xM BT
T, 3 havFy7<tYy 2 ALREL, enzyme
I ¥EPEE ACE (2815 Km #5 0.9~1.7mM T, 3
b F Y TAM f 2R, TR
ha,

HAMRIA T o EtOH ke ACE OFEEDEHZD
LTk, ADH BIS - AMRE cibha b0k
EUBITHAL, ALDH iEEr ¢ + a v Fy 7ic
BNTEHLHEV 2 bR hTET0 5,
Grunnet HPNIEES o b A B 7o 288G,
ADH # fr X7e\ EtOH M{ic X »TA U7z ACE i,
K bav Py 7R B ERELT B,
hboddEnh, EtOH ko X\WwiciELIhd
ACE (%, MMMz b= » Py 7R3 ALDHE
2R P e Al T AT AR AR P SF LI

ALDH (X phenobarbital 7¢ £ ¢ inducer iZ L »
TRESITALE AT 5 2 &b T v B, Pheno-
barbital THIINT B DL FTAMI > OBERT, $ b= v
FO T OBSSEER A ETH B, - D pheno-
barbital {245 1 A # v A ELE R ST Tl
D, single autosomal co-dominant gene DFTEN
X hTeamm, —f, B EtOH #4542 X w
T3 phenobarbital & [alkE, JHFHIRAT T MREOREE
L3 7 n Y~ anEREEEROEESL LIRS
el &_/J,’;u rQ}*L'CL \630)31)32)<_>

EtOH OfCHlpETHH ACE (X EtOH i2ib-~<T
WG, LAy L, EtOH #4Mroimh ACE 3
JE Fdod TR, FMBHCFET S EtOH BIEDH
Voo &V vV 53, Korsten B3N, 7Tz —
Aofaitp i & PR R IR K B 0 EtOH &
L Ll EtOH 4~ L, SRR i s
EtOH, ACE 4 J5% L, EtOH Dfirhijlskidig

TR S &, T Ao — AThE TR A
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itk ACE WA 8T 5 2 LRI TV %, Ceder-
baum &8 ik, 1&#: EtOH 455 v + OIF I b2 v

TICEEI Y L OREE, Cazt WILO M7
&Dt&ﬁuﬂﬁﬂs‘é%f;& HhBZE, in vitro TACE ©
WINZ X T3 2 v P 7izFRGBEESEZD bR
BT lkhb, Taa—nPETEEIC RIS ACE O
AWML S, Fh, ACE LT v MFT 12w

Fu 7 ONERAEERLREL LIS X & 530, FFEt o
BT ACE kb, BN 7 ¢ G, OffoES
EHEEOPIHIME RO A b b TR D, 2 D4 i
B Bid T ACE OHGEEA I S vz S hoob
5,

4 [ 3% ¥ 13, Wistar, Long-Evans ¥ X 0" Spr-
ague-Dawley D 3%DF v P AT, FFHEE S
#jo ALDH OB EtOH i 5 v as v Az
DWTHIRL, EFRMEOF moLThERE
Ttnts

. Bk
A. KRBT

13840 Wistar % (ff## 250g), Long-Evans
F (¥ 300g), Sprague-Dawley % (¥ 300g) Hi:3
v MRV, S ) = v 2 Uk ME B A
G2t WEBRCIRE, RN ELOH MUBERETIL 10
% (v/v) EtOH D&k bz T, #43 & HEE ok
HEfc, PBSHE 2T 5 ol & &g
EE TR VAT R o o L'CJ&‘SM-{#\- L,

B. OB 25

WS BT R < Hf. L, K 0.16M @ KC1 7
WOHWHRE Ui, 2\ 4820 10mM sodium
" phosphate, pH7.4 & 2mM mercaptoethanol %4
1r 0.25M sucrose F# A %, Pottar T Teflon &
ESFAF—~ (ZYVTFVA 0 Imm) R, R
TUFIBENZ X b homogenize L 7z, homogenate %
700x ¢ 5 oplalimit L, 4 U L% & Bi 4,500
X ¢ CLOGRMEL L, A% 0.25M sucrose I
B b2 P 7l ME L, LERIze Y
~ & EREMG OFECHV To $ b2 v N Y Tl
M OB 4, 500x ¢ TI045MEMg L, s 0.25
M sucrose A TIRE L 700x ¢ T5 4 M L,
LiER 4,500x ¢ CLO5MEEL Lice TOHHEL #I%

OIFEED 2 {080 0.16M KCI I & Teflon 4

BT AN THE &4, 0.3% (w/v) sodium
deoxycholate TR0 MM Uiz, TOIRUEE L 106,
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000x ¢ CEOGMLEIL L, LiER S b2 v F o 7ES
E U TEEFEMAIE Lic, RO 3 2w v — 4 k]

COPEH A S R 12,000 ¢ TISG A L, *

D LR X I 106,000 % ¢ T603RLEAL L T8 L
{#%, 10mM sodium phosphate & 2mM mercap-~
toethanol %&1r 0.25M sucrose ¥IEC3 iy
L C o] i 7 DB RG] L, 106,000% ¢
TEOELEEE LW i 5 % 18 7o RO % sucrose
RS L, S BT 106, 000x # "TE05 s it Lz,
FOHEYLYIFER D 22 8 O sucrose HIETH
WLT, 0.3% (w/v) sodium deoxycholate 205
FUABE L 106, 000 x # TEOZHIRILE, LiFw 248
D sucrose WRTHRALTI 2 v V' — 2 B OB#
Bl VTR LR,
C. BEiGHNE
1. ALDH {Ei:oiE

HE DALANC RS L B U T o 1,
JEZ ACE % i\ 4% 340nm TD NADH 2 Bl
% HITACHI EPS-3T ) 14387 X R Tl L7z,
Fs#vr 50mM sodium pyrophosphate, pH 8.8 ;
1.0mM NAD* ; 0.1mM pyrazole ; 0.025~5mM ACE
& 2uM rotenone L 7o, RKIGHEIZEF 3. 0ml
THhh, RIIEEL ANTHBES ¥, 25°C ¢24
FHME U2 DOl 2l L,

PSS o
a. Monoamine oxidase (EC 1. 4. 3. 4)

Schurr & Livne LB L b G Uic, BEHEio
benzylamine hydrochloride % i\ benzaldehyde
hydrochloride O EELZIE 250nm CHIE Lic. &
JE#EE 50mM potassium phosphate buffer, pH 7.4
; ImM benzylamine hydrochloride iz ¥ % %
Iz 37°C. 2054 v . ~— L, 1.4% ZnSO¢
& 0.67N NaOH TERIEE % {72\, 10,000 rpm, 10
SR L2 D o CillE Lic,

b. Glutamate dehydrogenase
(EC 1. 4, 1. 3)

Tottmar H2DHHC M UTHE Lice KIS
50mM potassium phosphate, pH 7.5 ; 100mM am-
monium acetate ; 0. 2mM NADH ; ImM ADP ;0.1
% (v/v) Triton X~100 k= 7mM & a-oxoglutarate
A CROCEERIE Ui,

c. NADPH-cytochrome ¢ reductase
(EC 1. 6. 2. 3)
Phillips & Langdon O F¥39-CHlE Lz,
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5y MFT A7 v PR SR

L£FESOEERIL Lowry BODHKICL b bovine
serum albumin #A & V& — F L LTkDdT,
3. ALDH & ACE =15 BT Km filiix
0. 025~5mM © ACE % H\~T Lineweaver & Burk
DOFH:, ReinerDDJik i bR », HEXBER
F-HE Tt i,

. seBRmE

NADPH cytochrome ¢ reductase {E#: % 3 =
VEY THESCH9%, TTHEEMCS B bhis,
Monoamine oxidase ¥EM:HY 3 7 v V' — AESITHI49
%, TISHECH0.5% 8%, glutamate dehydro-
genase JEFEILEREIIZHZ20%, 105 B b,
Tichb, ARBROMRTLELE T ra vy FY 7h
532 we Y — AnOBROBTIE, SHETH49%, ~
P Yy 2 ATR0% THolce LL, 3 hav Y
Ty e s OREEDN S~ contamina-
tion {rATRd 5T,

A. ALDH (&t #Hilgimfe
L. 3 b3 v FY 7iES

Fig. 1 {L4RAIE Wistar 527 » bIFS b2 v F Y 7
ALDH © Lineweaver-Burk 7w » FCdH 5, ACE
A L4 Bl b BT Km i % H T 5 2 fifio
ALDH 2MEFE L, —J51k Km 0. 013mM (low Km-
enzyme), fB55% 0.75mM Chigh Km-enzyme) T
Bl FDD2RODF v MHEDWTLRBETH D,
Rzl bhied ok (Table 1),

IOZX]/V [l,umoles NADH formed/ mg prelein/min)-‘]

-10 0 1 20 30 40
[Acelaldehyde]-l VIR

Fig. 1. Double reciprocal plot for the
oxidation of acetaldehyde by mito-
chondria
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2. WESES
Fig. 2 {LIGE Wistar %5 » PO TEESIZE
Yy LT ACE %\ 7ol double reciprocal plot
TH5H, WhHhrizie s Km iz o280 ALDH
DFEETREL, B0 ¥k 00 RBHETO Km {#ix 0. 009
mM (low Km-enzyme) & 2.07mM Chigh Km~
enzyme) THotc, Lind, THOOBEEEEIL
b= VY TES OBEREEIC T D B, 13
0D 2RIZOVTLERTH -7z (Table 1, 2),
3. 37wV — L@y
Fig. 31337 » V' — 45D ACE Ei{tD Line-
weaver-Burk “mw v CH B, I P2V FYTHEH

A
5 f/—_ Vi© ViV

— (Vg Vg / LKy +K )

wawv {umeoles NADH formad/mg plotein/min)’l]

10 20 30 [

L
=)
o

[Acetaldehyde IR

Fig. 2. Double reciprocal plot for the
oxidation of acetaldehyde by soluble
fraction

woxisy [{umales NADH formed / mg protein/ min )"}

10 20 30 Q0

L
=
o

[Acetaldehyde] ™! {mM )™

Fig. 3. Double reciprocal plot for oxida-
tion of acetaldehyde by microsomes
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Table 1. Apparent Km Values of Aldehyde Dehydrogenases
Mitochondrial fraction Soluble fraction
. . . Microsomal
Strain Liquid Ingestion [ oy K- High Km- Low Km- High Km-~ ¢ ' t,b "
enzyme enzyme enzyme enzyme raction
Wistar Water (17) 0.013£0.004 0.75+£0.10 0.0094£0.003 2.07+0.67 1.9240.54
EtOH A7 0.0114£0.003 0.70£0.11 0.0114+0.004 1.92+0.85 1.92+0°54
Long-Evans Water (17) 0.015+£0.003 0.60+0.08 0.01740.005 1.18+0.04 1.0540.17
) EtOH 7 0.015+£0.004 0.65+0.14 0.016%£0.005 1.3340.16 1.13£0.31
Water (15) 0.013£0.003 0.61£0.09 0.010£0.005 0.91+0.07 1.00£0.20
Sprague-Dawley
EtOH (15) 0.010£0.005 0.73£0.09 0.00840.003 1.20£0.20 1.00£0.18

The value is shown as mean value £ standard deviation.

The number of animals used for each value is in parentheses.
Apparent Km : acetaldehyde mM saturating NAD+

Table 2. Activities of Aldehyde Dehydrogenases after Prolonged Ethanol Ingestien

Mitochonadrial fraction

Soluble fraction

- . Microsomal
Strain Liquid Ingestion 1,5 gp- High Km- Low Km- High Km- ¢ ! r‘ "
enzyme enzyme enzyme enzyme raction
Wistar Water (17) 16.0+1.6 34.5%8.5 1.0£0.5 4.7+£1.4 99.8% 1.5
’ EtOH Q7 14.942.9 35.7f£4.6 2.110.6% 5.3+0.5 99.3+ 7.9
Water (17) 13.6£1.5 36.7+4.8 1.5+0.2 6.31£2.0 105.3£ 7.8
Long-Evans

EtOH 17D 14.6£2.2 37.9%7.2 1.5+0.4 6.1+0.9 107.7+ 7.6
Water (15) 12.74+3.0 38.6%5.7 1.6+0.7 6.7+1.3 87.4+23.7

Sprague-Dawley
EtOH (15) 10.1£2.3  35.5+3.0 1.94£0.6 92,1+ 6.4

7.8%1.1*

The value is shown as mean value * standard deviation.

The number of animals used for each value is in parentheses.

Enzyme activity : mpmoles NADH formed/mg protein/min

Low Km-enzyme activity : 0. 05mM acetaldehyde

High Km-enzyme activity : 5mM acetaldehyde—0. 05mM acetaldehyde
Microsomal enzyme activity : 5mM acetaldehyde

* pZ0.05, ¥ p<0.01 for difference between control and ethanol-treated rats

5 TTHEBES & BRI DT CH ST, AEHTO Km i
13 1.92mM T, (35D 2RI D W T L EHETH o1
(Table 1),

PR ZE <, ALDH & 4 o AT 246 & &
2 ALDH JEMOZIRHET RS hived o1,

B. & EtOH MBi—xhd 2 &l 5hEs
DY AF YA

Wistar 565 v FIC I\ T D &, WEHHGD low
Km-enzyme FEMEA 2 R38N Lico 13030 2 B
BOTHEESBSH BRI o1, Sprague-Dawley,
BRI v PIE B WTOIL, WEHEEDSD high Km-en-
zyme FEMEARE TILE B 25F N Lz, Lo 2
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RIZBVCTIELLBD B Red 5t T b,
EtOH (2 & b AIEH RO L A8 v AL RfE s
Bwmbhic, T vavFI7, § 7 eV—a@Eo
ALDH fEPELEM EtOH M X b Bbikr o
(Table 2),

WERDFRIC BT, EMEOHS iz Xy, %
H45 ALDH O REITO Km HIZE B e » 1
(Table 1),

V. % %

A. ALDH OF#ifaNRftic ot
O ORRITAERPICI, B B I O SRR
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SHLCVBH, ol % SFEELTVL B0 B
FEEOFMRA B LT, chE ol ol
Ll SN TH TV B, Biittner?™® s L O Deitrich2d
119 » MTF#NO ALDH osfMizouw kL,
BEFRIGHE D & A LBz Bd b D LR
T%, Deitrich?I s pa v Fy7Lizwy—a
LB YRS TR D, Ibic AR
LD, TEHEGOMHELE T bV F Y TESOBHEN
RichZ LRFBELTVS, iz L Marjanen®®
i, ALDH iEthiL 5 » HIFOT RS 0L $920% L
PERBLIT, BO80KE: 3 v Py THESCRTE
TEHERELTV B, Biittner2MIEH - LT 27mM
o ACE #M\~, Marjanen®®ii 0.5mM & ACE %
ATn3, FoHEbic Shum & Bhir®it, 7
v MFRTHBES B 2 ORI 72 ALDH &8 L
TR L, Thbp EMRN:, W pH, R
T AR Bz L, ACE 133 BT O Km
flix b mM oA~ L~ THEEREL TV B
LoaL, b Km iy hd Marjanen® 3
& (10-M LT ke~ 1< #E,
Tottmar H24¥, F v WF ALDH D5 A 575 4 2

Ak, $7ed L 2oORRMEOG - NADY (KT

ALDH {E¥EDEAET B L2 PHE LTV B, Lhbd b
enzyme I ¥EPEEL, ACE 12315 Km 21 10pM EIF
TIravFY7<=bY o2 ARRBEL, enzyme 11
Tt ACE 1234 % Km A% 0.9~1.7mM TS b =
VU THHE (20~30%), 3 7wV~ n (T0~80%)
TR S (B LTI AT = LR AL L,
D R EDH, Horton & Barrett!®, Koivula
& Koivusalo BN X b FHR-INT5,

A EEELE, JEE 0. 025~5mM D ACE T 5
v PSR 0 ALDH Daq4 25 4 7 AR RE
L, ACE LT3 Fav F Y 7S T Km 0.013
~0,015mM I5 X O 0. 60~0. 75mM D 2>, TR
4, Km 0.009~0.017mM % X O 0.91~2. 07mM
N2, 37 rY— AT TEKn 1.0~1.92mM O
ALDH ##atc, Low Km-enzyme L3 =2 v

FU 7EMCREL (89~942%), — M TEE S b
HE L (6~11%), High Km-enzyme JE#:I% 3
Fa vy 7T (25~29%), WS (3~5%) &3
o m S — LG (66~72%) VWCIFHE LT, 3 okt
% ALDH &k ofFfllflaEFecpd LTk, Tottmar
LD E XK LT, T ha vy VYT
450 high Km-enzyme @ Km iz iovP % en-
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zyme 11 {REDER YL D L{EL, Pl & dhd 1 %
T4 72 ANBIEI a2 Y FI 70O high Km-enzyme
13, {bo@i4ro high Km-enzyme &1t Rc3 L¥#x
bha,

Bl Bfeo s 255 » bIF ALDH Z20 T,
ACE 1c#4% Km i Rz 5476¢ &4 2oLk
DEFOTENEZ DR, 3 b2y FYT7ES, TE
BELTT 7 v = 2l ZRTEL T 5 & &2
Hhbhi,

B. WA EtOH il X A RFHmA
ALDH D v AH v AjouT

Korsten 53N, b MEHSIRET EtOH % 415
M LCHisp EtOH 8 2 20mM (3 100mg/dD)
LA LDRHL, i ACE (}‘3!“*” EtOH D &
BRIc —ETh T oa o~ B

(delirium tremens r‘:ﬁ}ﬁﬁ%ﬁb@%—@iﬁZﬂ DE
1 2 BRLAN DR MR 351 % vk ACE g1
42.7H1.2pM EEbEEE D 26.5+1. 5.M I U535
BV ERREL TS, 207 A a—-AhBEC
AbhaE ACE ERBOBF L LT, oFD2o
BEZBIRE, 12N ACE E4LOHINTH5,
F EtOH Mg L b & b, fimsdsvC EtOH ©
P SRS DL D D BTV 240D, EtOH %
fbicd & LCBa5+% ADH wBI LTt & EtOH
WA X BB OB D C—RE O T )
V2%, MEOS (EMutFE shapen, ¢ 5 120
BT & LTt ACE BBEAE, &<t bav iy
70 ACE F{bIEDETF 2L bz, Thbb,
EtOH fiko ACE offfbic: & LTBST5 1 b+ =
Y FY 7D low Km-enzyme EM:OKTHHEL B
Do
B EtOH 3Bz X 5 5 » FiTo ALDH #&fhim>
VT, BlEETOE S /,»—ﬁLMM{bif%Bhfw
7e\ v, Horton® 2 Hasumura B9, chZh26. 4,
60xM @ ACE %388 & LCEY EtOH k5.5 » FIT
$ bz v Py 7HESD ALDH JEM:&HE L35
EHABLTVW S, DOV S BERTEN I OB O
IR Y 7HE4SD low Km-enzyme jEfEz—3g
T5EBbhAY, FHEORHTHECThORDT v
MzdSWT LI NGRS B I d o 1o, ORI
ST2JHEE LT, EtOH 058 « iR EnEr b
na, ks, B : Fa v FY 79 high Km-en-
zyme {EVE, TIGHEISG & 3 7 vV — AL OREIEN:
oW THERIE LT e v, —JF, Tottmar BSL 5
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i

mM @ ACE %, Koivula & Lindros®i% 4.5mM &
propionaldehyde & 0.5mM ¢ ACE ##H & LT,
Bl EtOH 4.5 » MFD I b2 v Fy 7, $7nm
V=5 L TESE O ALDH A IE Ui, B
BREE LB oed L, BEI3E LD
EFLEERELTC D, L, Zhbifvi
HEPEECEY B D, OIEBE T total ac-
tivity ZIUE LB 2 Lol B, ¥EDOSEHDOKER
i, 0.05mM & 5mM © ACE #HH - LCHVTH
fe\, Wistar 5 v b & Sprague-Dawley %% » b
DRHEEF O, ‘ThX i low Km-enzyme & high
Km-enzyme GV F B E LTwi,

Zh b ALDH WHPE 0 % kA, EtOH Mt
D ACE DLz BUET 8T 11k Ly, 1Rl
Hasumura B9 IL{EJRE (60M) © ACE VT,
Bl EtOH M5 » F TR &< TiF S b+ =

¥ P 7o ACE f{Lign ficild Ltuwa s k%
FRHTV 5,
C. ALDH E¥oif#3 Rl ov T
Deitrich?® & Deitrich %*/%, J v i pheno-

barbital Z§#5- LT 0. 33mM @ propionaldehyde T
ALDH #EfEZ2MET 5 &, FFiEi s OB
P10 LAT BN, 2 ra v Fy 7TESTILERS
BRI EHE BTV D, = OFHFEIGEE
HEAZITTED, single autosomal co-dominant
gene OTEAENEZ BT D, FRHE ilnb
T 5B,

EtOH &I s X v I ootk o Az 2358
#» bR, microsomal mixed-function oxidase sys—
tem HFETS LB TV B A, OBF
phenobarbital »{X&E7cS L& L BTV AN-325)

LI EN EtOH 5.5 » I OFERTLL, Wistar
%7 v I & Sprague-Dawley 3% F » b O 4
T, e Ei low Km-enzyme & high Km-enzyme
TR SO A bhicss, Long-Evans %5 »
Mg T LA s o 7z, T, B EtOH

3

Lz XD g o VEWHESHEED v AR v AR
Hissh il b,
V. # &

7 oz — AR R S {1z
DHEHHEHR ShTHTV B,

Ik ds i+ 5 ACE

SlnEEH W, T AL O Km {08755 % AL
DH {fti= Bug 3R EtOH #:5-0 g #, 4512 EtOH
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dikeD ACE OfEftic BiofibT2 LEbhs b a
Y FY 7D low Km-enzyme O VAR Y AR BHR L

it ¥l EtOH MROBRHELZD HITI %05
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