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Therapeutic  effects of food-derived antioxidant products on
N-methyl-N-nitrosourea-induced rat model for human retinitis pigmentosa
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7 JAlniE Sprague-Dawley (SD)s% 7 > MZ 40 mg/kg N-methyl-N-nitrosourea
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7 B #HiE SD 52 7~ BT 40 mg/kg MNU % BA[RIEFENIRS- L, MNU #&5- 3
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