1202 HCATAE S 2018 4F 11 A 20 33 £4

11 #] Radiol Practice, Nov 2018, Vol 33,No. 11

- BRALARKRE

AE SRR P 338 T A A R M A 5 BE 45 21 o

{EL AT 100050 Jbat. v EH B R T

M, RIBAE, f2uek, fTm

[(HBE] HE: K TRhAHBRE AT EEIRNGXZ MR LETFARINBRTAFETEEFEL. A
iRk A £ B Lunar 23] 69 WAk X & O AL, AT b 0 VR I A4 kA s 20~90 F 4 Rk AE A B
#5153 4 (B PR X 2981 4 R M X 2172 4)) BEAT BEAME F 5 N, 5B 5 E OB R AT RS
S, BR. AT BMI =24 3 FEES T I18.5<BMI<24 % FEE,ZF AL FEL(PMAH<
0.05),F2 20~30 % LT BB HZIN(=1.773,P=0. 244) , £ 4 T BMI=>24 %@wﬁ%fBMK
18.5 H B % E (P A839<C0.05), RI| B Hikte o 50 ¥ 0L Edol ki BMI=24 2B % £ FH T 18.5
<BMI<24 B FE,2FA %3 &L (P A3 <C0.05), 4 F #4520 Lo M1k 46 % R B BMI % 9] F %
B EF G FEL(P>0.05), s @HM/TIREE R EHEFIFE, £ BMIZ=24 B 4o 18. 5<CBMI<C
24 etk P TR F B EES TRINGAAL T HEEP<0.05), AR KA. \RTHEELEF LR
FEX(P>0.05), Fik: REAMMNFHEEARIBHRELEXNRE, LT ORI FARTAFREEL
HOABT AR Z7, LT & TR,

[CEIAY %L R d; Mk

[FESEE) R814.42; R681 [TEkFRIZALY A

DOI:10. 13609/j. enki. 1000-0313. 2018. 11. 019

[ Z 451 1000-0313(2018)11-1202-05
T (BRAR 55 ) 73R 45 (OSID) :
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[ Abstract] Objective: The aim of this study was to investigate the correlation between body mass
index (BMI) and bone mineral density (BMD),and to compare the difference of BMD the people for
health examination of Shenzhen and Beijing. Methods: BMD values of the lumbar spine 1~4 of 5153
healthy people aged from 20 to 90 years were determined using a dual X-ray absorptiometry (Lunar,
America) at the Ciming Physical Examination Centers (2172 participants from Shenzhen and 2981
from Beijing). Two independent samples ¢ test and one-way ANOV A were used to analyze the data.
Results: The BMD of people whose BMI was bigger or equal to 24 in Beijing was significantly higher
than that whose BMI was bigger or equal to 18. 5 but less than 24 ( P<C0. 05). The BMD of male and
female healthy persons (over 50 years) in Shenzhen was higher than that whose BMI was bigger or e-
qual to 18.5 but less than 24 (P<C0. 05). There was no significant difference in female of other age
groups with different BMIs (P>>0.05). The BMD of male with BMI bigger than 24 in Beijing was sig-
nificantly higher than that of female in Shenzhen whose BMI was bigger or equal to 18. 5 but less than
24 (P<C0. 05). Conclusion: The patterns of change in BMD vary in different genders with different
BMIs. The BMD of some healthy people in Beijing is significantly higher than that in Shenzhen.

[Key words] Bone density; Body mass index; Lumbar

R BRAE 2 4 BRYE 6 24 36 B R T

i LoERS = JEL b 4 Je o e 2]
fle BT (25 41 K |5 5100021 jty,%%ﬁ{t%ﬁgfﬁ%}i%@ gliﬁ’ﬁiﬁi‘ﬁ*ﬁéﬁgﬁﬁﬁf‘ﬁ HSMWFIra]
AW ) G %05 100101 ot SR HE R Ko B MRS {1 A0 % SO S D WD S84 1 P 0 IO RO S

P 4% B BR 2 w) b e lezismffm aﬁw M AL 5100035
jtﬁ,jtﬁﬁﬂ/kiﬁmuﬁﬁzﬁmm
,%ﬂr‘ﬁ/\,ﬁﬁiﬁﬁw,i%

1’!5%1‘&? B4 E(1990—) . &
MWFE RS ﬁ“@%ﬁﬁﬁilf’ﬁ

1_1ﬂ 1E % Al WF » E-mail : heli@ ninh. chinacdc. cn; £ K%,
E-mail ; xiao65@ 263. net

LW — BB R D FTVU&(&%)kin‘
P BT A5 MR A R RS A A R TR B P
1 52 W Ry KTUR A B EE AR . B XK



T 2F LR 2018 4F 11 H 28 33 45 11 ] Radiol Practice, Nov 2018, Vol 33,No. 11 1203

W e M & 4% (dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry,
DXAD I %85 B2 J2 I PR B Jo2 i 4 12 T A 6 Ak . (HLOF
FERPIA [ DXA Z [ BMD I 7€ {8 22 5 A 48 it 4 &
SCH AN BE LB FL A PR A IR S R o P T — 5 S
EMAEMRE B HEME. CRIRE IEIFE2MER
Yy os sz N8 55 B 8 L fe  m e o A REAA
B VIRBESEAFTE 22 ) X T B % B R A A AE 25 5 H il
WRITEs R W A7 7E 4 . R T 5 3 (body mass in-
dex, BMD J& A AR B 5 4 8 (1 25 5 46 b, 7T S ik
OVRTE R B2, AT RE R B2 BE g e P R 22—, &
SCETEBE VTR BT 48 O B % B 1 52 e, L B E R b
T A R DXA JEEHE B % B 22 5, R 3 A [7) i X
% PR B AL B TR Ay BB 1) T £ A A

MEEFE

L. B ok

ATy 1l PR B ST B SE X420 2007 — 2009 4R
FE RN ZE 8% PR A PO BEAT AR A L2012 — 2017 4R AE L 38
AR O TR B 20 B DL IR . BFSE R
ZYR A — &8 % AL AR A B R
I PR 5 95 5k Rk HlE o JUE #5905 LA B P - i B
BIRRE R E SRR B TE & HEBR & 3 B R
T R FH 38 R 25 9 5 5 B AR 9 A B B e B A 5153
B LA Ab 5T 2981 B, I 2172 DO HABFIE, A
W5 3 14 R) 3 L0 m] R 43 7 O DR 97 B 5 0
ZBAFA 2 O R B A0 .

2. Rk

N 36 [ Lunar 24 &) i BLRE X 2B % B2, & H
N2 S8 AL AR AT A E i Rk BRI G 2007 4F 1 H
—2009 4 12 7 B VR I 2 8 1A v o0 (A i B
2012 4F 1 F —2017 4 6 J 2t 5t 2844 1A A o0 (4K
B NFEEATIEME 1 —4 (L, ) B % )% {8 (bone mineral
density, BMD) il &, 4% #% B 20 £ 5L Lo % B E
(g/cm?)  JFHe B4 5% . T = (BMD Fiill {5 — BMD iE
WHFEAES ) /SD IEH H4F NS HE 5 55T
EE A PR AN BER) T B CHorp o B RE
BMD Z#1{H 1. 082 £0. 12, E & A\ Ft BMD &%
fH 1.114+ 0. 12)1

3. Sy 4lbnifE

OFFWE T H VL 10 2 — D FEREB.50 2 DL E
G5 4 . @ BMI 34 : BMI = [k #
(kg) /B (m)* L AR WFFE R Al v B BMI 73 26 5 i - BMI
<18.5 Nk EE K BMI 18. 5~23. 9 MK IE % ;
BMI 24, 0~27. 9 N ; BMI>28 FAE R,

4. Gtk

* FH Microsoft Office Excel2007 2t 57 £{ 18 )&,
SASY. 4 BRAFHEAT B B B WA SR S
TFo0 6l /2 AR 2SO A B T R DL X B AR o 22
(T )RR R TP SLFEAS ¢ K 38 S B PR 3R 7 2 9%
B AT 3 A %) J7 22 93 A 45 SR AT G2 o T8 SR BEORER
JH Bonferroni ¥ #E4T W P LU THECROBER T K30
aHr. LA P<<0.05 AZERARI¥E L,

#Z R

1. FEA TR

bt RK & B M 52,36 %, oM 47, 64% 5 1R
DI & B 60.68%0 . Lotk 39.32% . W3k i 1k 5l
PR 22 A el B L (" = 34.35,P<C0.001),
PRI TT A & AE % L B R IR O BMIT 25 R Ge it
B B A s AR T IRYIMR R (R D

2. b nU AR E AN [R]) BMIT K 1 % B 22 5

dent B L & IR AS [ BMI R 3 8
HEXRESFAGIFE X (K 2) . R Bonferroni 3k i
T 5 G T 0 & AR Y )2 BMIZ=24 4 % % =
18. 5<<BMI<C24 HH % JFE (20~30 % t=3.512,.P=
0.003,30~40 % 1=3.430,P=0.002,40~50 % =
2.505,P=0.038,50 % r=3.155,P=0.005 ); BMI=>
24 4B & T BMI<<18.5 414 % i (20~30 & 41
BRoh.t=1.773.P=0. 244, Z R L4112 & L) ; BMI
<18.5 411 18. 5<<BMI<24 £ 1% fif % F L% it 2%
BEX(20~30 % t=0.048, P~ 1,30 ~40 % =
—1.918.P=0. 169,40 ~50 % 1= —1. 282, P =
0.602,50 # Lk I t=—2.131,P=0.100), Jtxi 20~
30 B AR K # L AN 7] BMI [H] 1 %5 B 25 5 C 40 it
BX(F=2.91,P=0.061);30 % Pl %4 BMI=>24
4 55 3 18, 5<XBMI<24 4] f1 BMI<18. 5 4145

k1 ARWEREEAFH

b *
b I t 18 P 1y T L E P
SF#S 48.2410.56 42.2+10.66 15.09 <0.001" 50.14+11.8 41.0+11.7 17.78 <0.001"
75 173.3+£5.89 170.6+6.09 11.89 <0.001" 161.3+5.73 159.5+£5.63 7.26 <0.001"
HwE 76.3+11.17 70.8+10.16 13.87 <0.001" 60.1+£8.81 55.447.85 13.18 <0.001"
BMI 25.4+3.10 24.3+2.99 9.41 <0.001" 23.14+3.36 21.8+2.99 9.84 <0.001"

A EFHGITFEL,



1204

B 2E SR 2018 4F 11 H %8 33 45 11 ] Radiol Practice, Nov 2018, Vol 33,No. 11

BRI 50 %L B4 18 5<<BMI<<24 H-FHEF &S T
BMI<C18. 5 4 & % & (1= —4. 433, P<C0. 001), Hi 4
A LW R 2 ) R RS R L

3. WRINARS AN 7] BMI 4K 2 5] %5 i 22 5

I B E AR s amEERA
Giiler B X (3% 3). R A Bonferroni i ¥ 17 B W tb
LA 20~30 %, BMI=24 41 8 % & T 18. 5<<
BMI<C24 f1 BMI<C18. 5 41 B % J& (t, = 2. 970, P, =
0.01032, =2. 780, P, =0. 018),18. 5<CBMI<_24 F
BMI<<18. 5 HHE®HE L £ » (t= — 1. 176, P =
0.725);30 % LU F 441, BMI=>24 41 %5 )i &5 F 18.5
<BMI<<24 1B HEF (30~40 % r=2.703, P =
0.021,40~50 % r=2.882.P=0.018,50 % )\ I t=
3.266.P=0.004), WINILPEARKH,40~50 Z 4R
[f] BMI & % ¥ 22 5 A il % X (F=3. 63, P=
0.028) , I M LL# 22 5 TG i 3 550 % DL B R A
H BMI=24 4% 5 T 18, 5<<BMI< 24 4 & % ¥
(t=2.473,P=0.043) ; H AR & H A [F BMI Z 5] & %

FE 2R TG L (P {HF¥=>0.05),

Xof R S8 TIT A i R R EAT LA fE BMIZ=24 5]
PEFT 18, 5<XBMI<<24 Pk p , JL Uik & 5 % & T
RYIMER & B %8 (R O RS Wik 8 % =
SIG I F R L (P>0.05),

Wi

KK & BMIZ=24 5 B % 2 & T 18, 5<<BMI
<24 1 BMI<C18. 5 &5 % B2 . R I I3 A4 & F0 50
UL AR BMIZ=24 3 8 % B & T 18, 5<<
BMI< 24 # &% B 3% BMI & 5 (BMI=>24) # 85 %
JER S E N ANE 2SR — gL TR S R E
ok AT G o a8 A BB B A R AR Y BIL AR B e A
FlF R E R ELEE S BAKREZNEH
Ko HBXIFAN B RE R T RO 5 % BB & s Gre-
co ZENRIE 5 45 R R A X F 25 <<BMI<C30 %, BMI
=30 H A BANE % B s Oldroyd %570 BIF 53 45 S % Wi Xf
F 50 % DA B BMI>35 DLG . B %5 B N bl 5 1

®2 krEaETEBMIEEER (g/em’, xE) LB

3]/ BMI

ik BMI<18.5 N 18. 5<<BMI<C24 N BMI=24 N F 14 P
5
20~ 59 1.087+0.211 4 1.08440.123 21 1.203+0.115"? 37 6. 81 0.002"
30~ 264 0.990£0.034 5 1.104+0.118 69 1.163+0.132*%** 191 9.67 <C0.001°
40~ 587 1.026%+0.085 5 1.109=+0. 151 154 1.14640. 14623 432 4.55 0.011°
50~ 651 0.968+0.180 6 1.113+0.161°Y 202 1.15440,158"%"3 443 8.36  <C0.001"
A it 1561 1.01240.139 20 1.108+0. 153 445 1.15440.1497%*° 1096 22.6  <C0.001°
ES
20~ 80 1.13540.128 21 1.167+0. 108 50 1.2444+0.073 9 2.91 0.061
30~ 181 1.1244+0.105 25 1.188+0. 131 126 1.198+0.1197%** 30 3.26 0.041"
40~ 460 1.125%+0.072 14 1.196=+0.133 306 1.12340.1617%*° 140 4.63 0.010"
50~ 699 0.879+0.203 25 1.038+0.178*" 360 1.068+0.1737%*° 314 14.66 <C0.001°
&t 1420 1.05740.182 85 1.12240. 166 842 1.12440.1827%"3 493 6.42 0.002"
A1t 2981 1.04840.174 105 1.119+1.164*" 1287 1.14540.1587%*° 1589 23.64 <C0.001"

EEFRAENEFAATFEL ]
715 18. 5<CBMI<<24 Za4atk, 2 F A %t 5 & L.

A 75 BMI<<18.5 ZaA4RMt . 2R A% $EN; A FE BMI<IS. 5 48t £ F A%t F L3 &

%3 FHfEE TR BMIEE S E (g/em?, xts) B
BMI
B/ EH N - -
BMI<C18. 5 N 18. 5<BMI<24 N BMI=24 N F {4 P

%

20~ 155 1.06540.114 13 1.10840.115 99 1.179+0.1317%*° 43 6.01 0.003"
30~ 467 1.10340.107 12 1.102+0.107 204 1.134+0.129° 251 3.78 0.023"
40~ 426 1.02840.143 10 1.1154+0. 129 160 1.133+0.146"° 256 3.42 0.034"
50~ 270 1.12140. 200 2 1.061+0. 141 110 1.126+0.163"° 158 5.36 0.005"
4t 1318 1.072+0.123 37 1.110+0. 138 573 1.135+0. 149 708 13.23 <C0.001"
ES

20~ 156 1.119+0.125 44 1.141+0. 068 104 1.208+0.114 8 2.03 0.132
30~ 294 1.12440.121 32 1.167+0.129 233 1.181+0.158 29 2.03 0.133
40~ 229 1.114+0.129 11 1.14740.133 168 1.19640. 161 50 3.63 0.028"
50~ 175 0.945+0. 271 4 0.9554+0.136 100 1.006+0.167*° 71 3.13 0.046"
A1t 854 1.11340.134 91 1.122+0. 166 605 1.108+0.219 158 0. 39 0.676
A it 2172 1.101+0.132 128 1.110+1. 144 1178 1.129+0.166"° 866 5.52 0.004"

EEFRAENERALITFEL;  AFLS BMI<18.5 abak, ZF AL FEL:

75 18. 5<IBMI<<24 ZaAak. £ F A %3t 3 & L.

xR BMI<<IS. 54, 2R AL FFEL; S &



TS 2018 45 11 A4 33 #%5 11 ]  Radiol Practice, Nov 2018, Vol 33,No. 11 1205

R4 FRTHEEEFEREUK(g/em® xTs)

Y BMI<C18. 5 18. 5<<BMI<"24 BMI=>24

i s Y s T Y b= B

5

<40 % 1,033+0.141 1.083+0.112  1.10240.121 1.104-0.112 1.17020.031°*1, 141220, 130"*
=40 % 0.994-0.143 1.049+0.146 1.11240.161 1.092-0.139 1.150--0.150°"1, 13020, 147"
oit 1.01240.140 1.07240.123  1.1100.154 1.098+0.129 1.154-20.146°1.13540. 141"¢
%

<40 % 1.13120.115 1.12120.122 1.182220.125"°1.15940.114** 1.20840. 111 1.18720. 123
=40 %  0.967-0.206 1.069-0.183 1.110--0.174"¢1.075+0.172°¢ 1.118+0.185 1.084+0. 189
&t 1.056-£0.182°1.11340.134*" 1.12620.167 0.122220.149  1.1244-0.182 1.10820. 181

A EERBRWMEBMI A THRTEEELF AL FEL; :t=2.55,P=0.011;"".=2.25,P=0.024; *:1=2.85,P=0.004; "4, 1=

2.13.P=0.034; *¢;t=2.75,P=0.006; *.z=—2.35,P=0.020,

i R DI NI R IR R 0/ -2 W R N
15 AT A2 M AE BMD 3 iy 1 2 g g R & iR AR
7E BMI Fy 18. 5~24. 9 [FFE BMI 1% 384 i ifif 3 . 78
BMI F4- 22 25 I 4 A 3800 S5 08 09 3 s 0 58 A sh )
S0 A, Sk T PR T A 2 R e R AR R S
—MER R E . FELLAEWR S XA BT o A 2
Sh A IE R 4 R T A ORIE B AL AR BE 5T 4 Sk AR EE A
5% R EE OE B RN AR R AL L DA SE AT A e A e e
AR TR TE 5 55 % B G R L 45 R R AR IR B 2 (b
50 % L A HERR AN 18 5<XBMI<C24 # il BMI<<
18.5 FHBEERILG I FEX . MR Wb TA
FE P WE IR X G AR DG e Bk} A R R S G AR AR A T A
W& R b T it — B .

LR HIX 50 B L) 2tk 18, 5<<BMI<(24 & H %
JEW T BMI<T18.5 HH® .50 & DL T W& Z a2
S RG T AT RE S AR MR R AR
FEAGE T A . fEA I S Lotk I B A L B
995 553 2 L VBTG B R M R KT L T A R
HEE ., X4 R R 2 E ot o T B R
AL R o TR X 2 P (ARG 5 T R e BLAE % 22 5%
Ji RUA 1 i — 2 T

R R T ST (AR A AR 1 2 e S A St
S0 SC AR SR AE [P S TR AF I8 4 LA TR BM B A 4
ORI T ARG R R HEAT AR R B A AR IR )2
BMI=>24 B9 fi 18, 5<<BMI<24 4, Jb 5 ik # 3
W T RIRR & B %

ABIEFE BT AF LR L S A 2 I R A S
Jr A R TE X R 2R R 6 — & i % R A kR 1R
DXA Il &2 8 % B2 0 i T 2 2% A [R50 S B0 R4
i Z AFAE R KR 25 9 1) B35 g oh 7 8 6 B 00 2%
B AW IR R AT ARG T BRI A B (N =
5153), AU ASHIE ST SR T AR IR R A HE . & 55 IR
U g o S AR ARG, JL R TR R 2 TR Ut O AN g o8 42 AR
T AHE 5 53 Hb 3T N B R A AN 2 I X B R
5 ) T X6F 235 S P R A A R

ARG 577 T BMI 2 1] 51 2 5247
T SCELAS [ 9 ) 77 25 S BMIT 2 {5 0
T L o 4 2D 25 25 50085
ST AF E 8 T 9 L 0 o 3
R 8 TR R

SEH:
C1] kit LR 22008, 45 v BB 5T B A8 A 32 WG A% 1fE & K 38R
G =Fs 2014 O )], P EE R4 .2014,(9) :1007-1010.
(2] MG, BE%), £, 55, B4 B 00 o M AE 5 T AT I0) 48 28 o 1Y
F R PEBF LT, TR 24 528 . 2012, 27 (4)  444-446.
(3] MWL, H JILA B R i & 48 Mk U 9 AR 2P L) . i 2 52
#,2016,31(12):1163-1167.
[4] MARTE 207 Wk RS I, 55 DRI 4t B 18 N0 3% B 0t 25
RAHTLI]. P E R 2275 ,2011,17(10) - 887-891.
(5] SR, E58 . X8R A8, Jbat N 74 56 = o CRE B B KU (R 7
X 2 AR LT b A BB 4% 7, 2009, 15(1) ¢ 1-8.
(6] EBR.FEH 5K X MAE LML AN E % EN LD F &
K2£,2006.
L7] EMG, skl £, 55, VG 8 IX 55 30 77 3t X B B4 R B
BB AR LT, AR5 24 75, 2016, 39(4) : 473-475.
(8] Wh=s, Hha%  HEwl e, 45, R T L A% J5T 48 45, I 161 R I A LG X I 3
NHE AT ] b E A BB A4 . 2007,13(9) :621-623.
[9] Atri AE,Malandish A,Rashidlamir A, et al. The relationship be-
tween body weight, body mass Index (BMI) and bone mineral
density (BMD) of the lumbar spine and femoral neck in profes-
sional cyclists of iran and Tour-de-France[ ] ]. Iran ] Health Phys
Act,2013,39(11):1164-1166.
L10]  BRBUEE A SO AR 4. PONE NG D7 A B % 4 DL NE JHE 48 b 5 AR 30
6 B 07 B % A DG R W 28 LT 0. TS 2% 52 L 2017, 32.(5) £ 436-
440.
(110 ZEpde, K R DUIE 45 i [ 22 o0 fdt BRE N A M 285 8
EHSHEATL] P EBESRE.2002,22(1) :3-5.
[12] [ B A B2 2 2 v [ o0 g A o ) I e I 8801 A 2 56 B3
SO HTUMELL. b E SR BT B i B A LT
AT B I 2 24k 2001, 35(5) £ 349-350.
[13] oy m AT, 5K W0 55 (8 BETS 4F 55 7 7R i 43 B 4 B B 4 8 A0 O O
Hr B e L] o Bl o A 2% 5, 2005, 11(1) £ 5-8.
[14] KFL,whl i, B E 5, 55, B4 oM % % 5 0K 5T £odn i [
FEFMRED T V], th A B AR E % 35,2004, 23(10) : 701-704.
[15] De Laet C,Kanis JA,Odén A,et al. Body mass index as a predic-



1206

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

HCATAE S 2018 4F 11 A 20 33 £4

11 #] Radiol Practice, Nov 2018, Vol 33,No. 11

tor of fracture risk:a meta-analysis[ ] ]. Osteoporos Int,2005,16

(11):1330-1338, [20]
Roy DK, O’'Neill TW, Finn JD, et al. Determinants of incident

vertebral fracture in men and women:results from the European
Prospective Osteoporosis Study (EPOS) [J]. Osteoporos Int, [21]
2003,14(1) :19-26.

SO BRPR AR B AR B ENEIE S 8 % i R LT o = B B A

2L 4:,2016,22(9):1133-1135,1153. [22]
IRBEMS , W18 AR 55, 45 N [R] S8 L A2 Sl X % B R 1 4 F 9 3

JELI]. LA # 2% Be 4% . 2017.41(1) :55-60. (23]

Greco EA,Fornari R,Rossi F,et al. Is obesity protective for os-

teoporosis? evaluation of bone mineral density in individuals with

high body mass index[J]. Int J Clin Pract,2010,64(6) :817-820.
Oldroyd A,Dubey S. The association between bone mineral den-
sity and higher body mass index in men[]]. Int J Clin Pract,
2015,69(1):145-147.
Yerges-Armstrong LM, Miljkovic I, Cauley JA, et al. Adipose tis-
sue and volumetric bone mineral density of older Afro-Caribbean
men[]]. ] Bone Miner Res,2010,25(10):2221-2228.
Cao JJ. Effects of obesity on bone metabolism[J]. ] Orthop Surg
Res.2011,6(1) . 1-7.
BT ALY B 00 AR R RO B W R 4 4 S 10 R
BER R [T, h A 4a ™ R ¢ 75 . 2002, 37(3) : 55-56.

GRS A 43:2018-07-23 &[0 H 11:2018-10-09)

(TS 275k

2015 6 A (M %
REfeERaefsdieRn
AR B,
N R

(@& e DR W TP
fﬁ%&ﬁ*%%%&%rkkfﬁ%

E£> Z1s ios T JM—L

MG LR T A

AR I i

53R ﬂ?'u)\xijb FRFMILT rj*x@ PP R
2R RN R LK E
X A 4% 1999,2008 F+=Z &8

””frﬁmﬁk%A«M
% 3 mAﬁvﬁﬂw%ﬁE £ 4%

E YA R & A

KRR BAMAZFE ALF . BH .. T HA
&5&ME¢fN%xWﬁﬁ%E%%%nm

AT L AT & 2 A

&ﬁﬁ?iﬂ%ﬁiﬁ&%<x&%¢%ﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁ&$”
BT ABEAT H XK E(AFFERIRERLEARTE

L T B R A AR
% 357 Bp T 455 A4S

2. BUERBAZT AKX
AR E) 8,
3. M, B F 2 —

'zf));}zﬁm}\‘bﬁi%%

— 87, FIE kT @y

LB AT R
AP IR - SE R

g Ak e R ERER T,



