2. RAEFE D RE

21 ZTHREDLE 21—

fEAEF B OF| R BET 2 e TRAE 24 HE U, e G-0i il O Fa | G 7155 2 8%
PR HZ Lok, AFEEICET DB Gk, HEHEONRBOMGHEE LT,
F72. EEE BT D REZLIZ OV TN TO B A RS ESLIEm U2V TR SR
i1 o 77,

211 REHREEDOLE2—

TEHROFEELOBEEICOWNWT, LE2—%{To7,

LE 2 —OfER, ZHETITOhN A TR, FREESCAIRICH T 2 BMREIZ SN T,
BN G PEDREE ST 2 DTV A S D13 72 < FIEE OIRRE DHERF, T
IZOWTHBERE LD BN L TH -2, BB TORIZREL Roh
7DD, HREDNEN DI, EENTIERL . EENRFHMEICE EE-> T,

® 21 LEa—®RELE-FERES

No. | F#E 4 RMAFERE | M A
1| IrREORBRIGI I 1T D ik B AR G- O 2 A E 12 B \ ~
, \ TR 19 4R | AACHHER B G T2
RN vt

2 I ELRERIZ BT DEALH B — A O R H ERER &

. . ; YRk 21 EE | T2 oA P
USRI B9 2 A A B

H 7SR (A 7o r@ pk B TR 0 & v T Frk 23 R | AAMEERE L HR

4 | RERROFAL R — e 22k 1T 2 HI OB 5

. L B ) SRR 26 4R | HARTEERELHS
CEY R T~k A MBI DA e S

5 NERRICB T 2 EHE Y —E A2 v — AL AT

. . TRk 27T R | AAMERRE LGS
PET 5 72 DI E R IR B3 S IR AT S 32

6 FIFA L T o4 B oREFERICET 2 MA i B
Wk 27 HFEE | AARTEAEH BB

7 [Zarit S8 RE D 2 A T R R 0 290 e
(B8 DA

R 27 FEE | B B

8 | mHLHE - EEWEICE T DRI — B A7k

N . B . TR 28 L | AARTESERRIE LR
(NS Ay e A NS AT EER DI & S

KRMOFEF1T, IRV LABEORMA & 5HE LTV 5D,



HE

FELHEE D YN AYR2993 R L, | ERE AW umpl
FEOHEE @ Y . s B
SCEY - VN - UCLME] DVCAHERGTAY | (L | HHE VEOES | gagy
= N - S| B MW_\ >
ZELHFEC O XA ALDRLIDY g - R (&L B E WYY (1op D) B (A Bk
BN E QU CITHE T IRLTA) _ = -
PRSI G 7 G L 0 _F i
GUDH T QZB DA EL—G =T 3 QY THE % e I I N I 25
F6 2N 2 8 ORI IHORITHE 7 AT QI —| . AT
. VREZRET0 0 LG (4 T) WHTL| (=L | S8 WG | gy
EREE | iy
£69 s ﬁwm Al % B Hr Qo B ~| e s | ETE | T
gme | LR gD e ose ombo NS R ERUEOWHNY | iece | BT 0oME THONN | R
fiEKe _
FIE > NC N5 G QR BILORBI T FRYBOWHNY | | —| FEYE
- : o TATE © (MEE)
FED N MR D D NC MO T HE, — . { , .
e e O i WM | @8 ke E | T
162 206 T ORI HIKQIEH 2 FRAEOMHIY | (5L OR o
YRR MEMES TR H O 6 Y MR LW 0 Y RH | W | M gy |
. . . WK
5 ) o . mﬂﬂwlm -y Sterg | BT MW\% -z R\um_ﬂmm:_%
ARG 0 YRUET "R FrA—6 | PO | WEE | o oty | waed
G| mam | wg
W) | T | e BRSNS W | WA (1432) SN | ON
i g g

Btz OF L WAL

TS HLTIEELY CC E




Wi | — 4 2 L2)F vl
W TR | WS TR T B BT OZH S 1 .
_ D | e e | WMk O LHEOIEE | ST H B S | IR O T ¢
98 | ) | ey - O e L ipL& Gk, o | CH0
BRI - B - 0 S (1P 21 X5 LT
. (Lem- o | VHDHE | WA
17 BRI T-AEE) BNYE| (L& | BWEH) | HOLA—LHYOH | ra—+4
(%V'G¥) F5 DEERY ST [
€187 | 40T BB (PR e R S .
— WD) B AF- AT DN - ¢ il Fapo T Bk
) e | (E L | AR | RS 2 :
LY o T
- @g?&w%www - Nﬁw FHED | o ‘
o) T | (FLE | ALER | WREME M| T
B (8 7 H
| %8 WWM%WWM FHERE S T B . } P i}
o L) HEH B o e
ey wrazngg-or | o wan | S0 B U T
I D2O2UH) FNYY| T | HiEw . . WL
e =) @ e Y
- } - o -
ey | GEMED g o e FOTH | TWOBFNSEE | %E | meE ) | R | oN

WFEGH




oy

L

R
. g K B
FIRSER _ (4
G2 S i E Y ey
2 MYk (M L d 0
QWET O 9 >BH : JUOWISSISS® Nt
o 49~ (MO 2T 6 - ooeds | ®HEEG
TMEE B EEE - 4
@ I - ME D B (op 03 dn) e &
powny) DAL | I “WETZOE | F) L
B 08-80 * (1@ o T
) WIA it VAliATA
. i T | 0 G
~ 4 ( _ _
& gy | 47043 O Bl SEMIYOH BT | H Y
(%P'8T) TOL | ErpesE | —=andL @%%%W&wmwmmw e @Kﬁﬁmmwm G E BT
° SRS OB YT | 73 2% CTOIEIME AR Emé,w%wm
B (1 o XM T 0 O &, Ty . ,
(P2 B 2
OIRLEHOD TN Y WET | oo
O N MR B R T e | oMy 2y | L
(6E6L) 078 | yhgoyz e Vs sropemy | CTOINSED 5] ) 2 T T .
oozve) 1is | U mvamy wme 15 O O T
, , s | HEC LT |
MR D ch QIR el | 2 | e
(e ) ST TR AW} R W) | s




(2%

- ye \ao k A
0 ﬁgw<w\_mwMWWEMEw sy ST R S
" BRI geiE = v B R BT WL
H HT BT (/%
HEr e 3% UG/
o G2+ 2 [l 0 & H
S NRAOEH) LURTEDD
s || BOEEEEEE mammew o | 7 THHCUE SN
—LANVHH | onuiy | T o e | BECW g Tal T W7 | RDVVKGHEEO T SRR | B R
e e) 416 | < S wawy) aRomE | C7 FOMPOIE OO
2 M 0¥ 0 1 s ey 1
- R TVEA D20, S B AL T
g BE 0
TG HOWE HEH
RIS AT,
== .
momowwww A YRR SR 0 Shp e T 4 (YN TR >HR2 MY "
06 v g | M| MTE CHBERR VO | sy | QEEOTCEHTE | o
b6 iy | ERE | G 7 2 WO | EHo 0 D 0 | T T MR | L
To forss | FOHHTE | RoFOERLLY I I * U ALY CFEE Y g
Gy CHHE Iy ONEHE
(kX 2 ) O " N
) meel | ow FUTH | THORINSME | ORT | M (W) | R




212 XEkL E a—

R I 1T DRI IR BB A DWW TR T 2 A FEC PR SC PubMed T,
TRLOMBX CX) ZHOWTIURMREZITWV., By ML 1THOTERO 9B, A FL,
TTARNT Y FERT, Fiid 5 HOTEk AR Lz,

i U7z 5 o SCERIC DWW T, 22 & iR o —8 (ADL OfRRFRF 72 254k) & % & iz (Fh
RIFIKA—=T LRI

MR

("barthel index")

AND change

AND (elderly or elder or ((old or older) and (people or men or women or female or male)))
AND (follow-up or prospective or retrospective or longitudinal or cohort)

AND community-dwelling

NOT (rat or mice or rats or COwWs or pigs)
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e Does standardized rehabilitation and discharge planning improve functional recovery in
SRS elderly patients with hip fracture?
Beaupre, L. A., Cinats, J. G., Senthilselvan, A., Scharfenberger, A., Johnston, D. W., &
EHA Saunders, L. D.
HH Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 2005; 86(12), 2231-2239.
SCHR O 2
L IERED)

L SR U e Y 7 — g v LRBEEHE Y, IXBEEE IR OO 6 MARIC, U AT
BHEREZ FD . U A7 SR Ol %ﬂ%ﬁﬁ&oﬁ%#mﬁé

m ik
TYA L HOHIBITET 5. 2 SOFE =Wt LA & L7z, A7 L7z population-based cohort
R
SN 65 LA OB EIT (N=919) OBFE, 1999 47 A M5 2000 4 10 A DIZZ V=%
JVRA T U CTHRIE S LT 451 NDBENOIE LT — X 20 ARE, 1996 4 7 A5 1997 429
A (7 U =W AR ORI IR 251772 468 NOBF Z5tREEL LTz,
N /R IL, EmE SN B T —2 g B X ONRBEEIB O FEERT (2> he—L ) B
L OFESER (O Aﬁ) EER ST,
TET D ML BPREB IO 3,6 0H OFPTERNC, BERERS L OVtisk OIREELZ R L7z, BT —
A AR— B IE, WEMME (LOS) 7 —# et iz,
fi#HT : MBI (Modified Barthel Index) % FL#

L RPS
R GH DO ILJFEM 6t IRRE 81.747.6 1%, I ARE 81.7+7.8 1%
NR—2 T A WD MBI : 6 FREE 85.1£20.9. " ARE 85.1+20.6 (P=0.99)
FHFD 4~6 A% D MBI : %R 39.4420.3. /T ARE 35.1£19.4 (P=0.001).
% No differences were seen in baseline, 3-month or 6-month MBI scores between cohorts.
6 7 HETIT, XHEE384 AD S B 159 A (41%) . ST AEE330 A (43 N) D55 143 A3, BT
BIOMKRE L ~ULIZ R > T2 (P=0.65) .
B (P ARE/XHRED) OEWE, MGE OSSR L~V E B EICH AVEM L7- Barthel Index A
a7 iE, AR ENE ORTREEERE & L C, RS EME ORI BRSO 3 ARICAE
(& o72 (P=.05) (R3) ., 20T, MARHCBITD 3 » AREREICEE Lo T2,
B 21X, BRI MBL A 2778 87 T, &SR MRV 81 s DX RELES TIX, 3 72°H D MBI &
271X 58.7 (95%IEHEIXH[CI], 54.7~62.7 ) T35 Z ERTFHISND— T, W2 H
T A RHER O REEBEE ClX, 320D MBI 227 1% 72 (95%CIL, 68.8~75.1) 7225 2 & 3Tl
b,
PRSI SRR K FRPEER T 13, RO SCR A2 B 9 200 AR £ 72 13 a0 SR A i
NHEH LV L, BEHIRIONEIZ 6 DARICEEICHIET 2 REEN @V (v X 3.3, 95%FHHEX
M. 1.4-7.5) , 22— METAFFLOS 2L L2 -T2,

W 5
BRI, R L SN U B Y T —3 g B L ONRERENEIL. Ak ORI E ﬁ$%®m%%
%it@mmﬂﬁc%@%ﬁz@#otoﬁAM§%bﬁw ANBE CTIIEREN S S, fEak
P Lz,
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kA, An Analysis of the Feasibility of Home Rehabilitation Among Elderly People with
i Proximal Femoral Fractures.
o Giusti, A., Barone, A., Oliveri, M., Pizzonia, M., Razzano, M., Palummeri, E., & Pioli, G.
EH4
HH Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 2006; 87(6), 826—831.
SCHR DA
L ER:D!

BRI O EEEICBIT AEE Y NE Y 5 —3 3 > (home-based rehabilitation : HBR) 25kEhd~
% AIReE & FRIR 2 R 5,

m ik
el 12y HOZ7 480 —7 v 7% FTEL TS TEDMI = — M3,
WRE BB XOHAMEOr TOEE, A X VT ORI 2=T 4B 7 a0 —7 v/,
SINE  IESMEME R B I OEER BB R 2 = v " BIBRBE L7z, 70 sl oo Ml a3
OElE (N=199)
TN BREDS HBR E720130E5% U N Y 5 —3 3 o (institutional-based rehabilitation : IBR) DU 34
MEATH T L ZBIN L, i L7z, HBR CTIXBREZICAEICRY , EETI ALY TFT—va v &%
. IBR DAL, BB AEY T — g UIRICAFT LTI AE Y 2% )7,
FEFHEEE : VB Y OOIZRE Lo GE 0FIG, BPifk, 3. 6, BLON 12 22H%ZOHEEEA
FrDEE, X—A T A B L OEED DO Barthel Index DFEHEOEA, 7+ v —7 v 7HRICHRE
LULZ[alfE U=k 0 ElE,

L RS
KIS DLW « 83.6+6 k. BMEDEIS 14.5%
~R— R 7 A WD Barthel Index Score : TEE U /N U B 85.5423.4, figx U /B U Bf 82.4+22.6;
12 » H# @ Barthel Index Score : 1 U /~NE U BE 76.2432.1, ftigk U/~ U {ER£ 58.9+£33.3
94 4 (49.7%) DOEFZE N HBR 2R L, 7D (503%) BV AEVHIRIZEPRE LTz, N—R2AF A
RF DX RF ORI, 2 ADEE 7 v—7 (HBR, IBR) [T, EFEME (P=.001) . FFRHEREL X
/L (Barthel Index, P=.033; Katz Index, P=.041) . FE:HYH & AJGEIEGES) (IADLs) (P=.041) .
HFAZDOFE (P=.022) ITEWARLN, BEHRT. 3. 6 BEL 12 A THiskIZ AT L7=xf
GEHEOEIL. TNTNS2 A, 26 N\BXO2 ATHoT2, ZEO VAT 4 v 7 BIFET AT, &
BRI D IBR ORI BB M — DA B 72 B80T, BlE S FREL Ty (4w XH[OR] 6.7, 95%
{E4EXM[CI]. 3.33-13.46;P=001) % T& 7=, BarthelIndex A =17, IADL, :BAREE, I L O
WCOWTHEST D L, iR TUANE Y T—r g ez wgE s i LT, BEICIBRE LI BE
IF I TR TN THY 7 —T v 7HORIERNBE - 7= (12 2> 1281 5 . Barthel Index
score DZEAL. Dl & A= YR ZE - HBR £F -11.2+24.7 xf IBR #£-23.7+28.5. P=.015) .

W 5
ABERNZHUE CHE S LT\ e, RBEHEIESr Lo mimd IV T, HBR X, Bk —MICE LT
XGEIZH 1T D IBR ORI A[RE Y & b s,
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S, The effect of two physiotherapy approaches on physical and cognitive functions and
- independent coping at home in stroke rehabilitation. A preliminary follow-up study
L Pyiria, O., Talvitie, U., Nyrkko, H., Kautiainen, H., Pohjolainen, T., & Kasper, V.
EH4
HH Disability and Rehabilitation, 2007; 29(6), 503-511.
SCHR O 2
L ER:D!

Activating physiotherapy (3, fdZ< 1% ORERERITE O JFHIZ | FEENTEE) & S ATEBY O] 5 2 M & @”%6
FEHIuERAL LTCEIET OIS, RTPHIIFIEO B AL, I B O RAkEE

L OHREERE 72 & N FBEIZ T D B XLAETEIS KT DIEMELT 2 B HRIE DB A4 | (ERDIEHR &
LT R2PAMDO 7+ 0 —7 v FIZH_RTHRL ZETho T2,

m ik
Ammmgmwmmmw%§6t4oA®%%&\%ﬁ%&%@%%ﬁfwé4oA@%ﬁ&w@L
7o B DO RHERERR fdzed 1 % KOV 12 » 12, Barthel Index (BI) | 10m #{7iE

RS ¢@m@ﬁﬁ%iUﬂ7/XGﬁ%)ﬁ% TR S L OBE DM 7e L T4 % 6
Nz e UTRIE SNz, BMRENIL., S5b. AR, HRMATEERL LORERE, FiE
DR OB AR A CHIE L7z,

LIPS
WERIBERERTBE /I, 12 22 A OBHRAE Tl L A RICSE L (p=0.001) 28, BEMICHEZE

[EEELINSY WAt 710 L 7> L. Activating physiotherapy B D BE X HE TO BN ENE L (p=0.042) .

mmuﬁ*ié%w@%A%mﬂot(p(mn)oLMﬁﬁf I, E S 2T R T OFR A RE
I%. Activating physiotherapy  CIZAEINZUGE L 7o), IR CIIABERUGEDR Lo e
7

LR
RIRZEZANCT D &, AR EBE OFRFIERER L OH RHEREDIE N EA, EROBFEEL Y §
HETOHEMAEE~OEIFRN L Z HNE LT, DT, Activating physiotherapy |2~ F D EH] Y
NEVICHR R EE MITT L Ebh b,

Table IV. Comparison between initial physical function assessment and change after 12 months of patients in the activating and traditional
therapy groups.

Baseline Change after 12 months
Acuvating (7= 36) Traditonal (n—=37) Activating Traditional p-value between
Variables Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (95% CI) Mean (95% CI) groups™
Barthel Index’ 9.1 (4.4) 9.2 (4.2) 7.8 (6.2-9.4)" 6.9 (5.6-8.4)" 0.42
PCBS! 42 (18) 42 (19) 21 (16-25)" 17 (10-24)" 0.34
10-m gait speed, m/s 0.38 (0.36) 0.36 (0.40) 0.41 (0.27-0.55)" 0.35 (0.22-0.48)" 0.44

"Measured on scale 0- 20, higher score indicated better function; *Measured on scale 9-85, higher score indicated better function;
*Analysis of covariance (ANCOVA), baseline as covariate; “p-value within group: p < 0.001.
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Prognostic differences of the mini nutritional assessment short form and long form in
SCHREEA relation to 1-year functional decline and mortality in community-dwelling older adults
receiving home care.

Sy Kiesswetter, E., Pohlhausen, S., Uhlig, K., Diekmann, R., Lesser, S., Uter, W, et al.

HH Journal of the American Geriatrics Society, 2004; 62(3), 512-517.

SCER O

mHY
RA Y THEET T 2% TV DS S ling O TE R L OMRES L & B L <, SEThE SR
SN (Mini Nutritional Assessment short form : MNA-SF) (Z L A58 D FHAE 2 £ S0 & 21
(Mini Nutritional Assessment long form : MNA-LF) |2 X 2380 T AE % L4 5,

B 5k

EETT 2T T D EimE (65l ) (n=309) Zxtgé Lz,
REIRIE CEBIREN RV, KBEHADO U 27 H 0 | EET) 1T, _X—RA T A U HEHZ MNA-SF 5
KOV MNA-LF ZHW TS N7z, EEERIRREIL, RN—RX T4 VEERB KON 1 4 0 B ¥ AETRTEE)
(ADL) @ Barthel Index (ZF 3V CHRE S ivlz, FETROMERE (HR) BL O I5S%IEFHXE (CD)
% BRFEAY Cox [BIJR43HT &2 VT MNA-SF B X O MNA-LF A7 2 Y —|ZOWTCEHAE L7z, 55k
D FAERIESHT 24 H LT, MNA-SF 3 L O MNA-LF 7 = U — ORI 72 ADL 2 27 O %
T,

W GER
R—RA T A VIHZIE, MNA-SFIZ LD | 15%DRGE BRI, 41 %D REBIRMOMERMEN B 25
EFAS TN, MNA-LF IZ X A58 TlE, ENZEN14% & 58% Thotz, 740 —T v 7H &
IED 45 4 (15%) ML Lz, | FE O EREOHEE Y — Kk (HR) X, MNA-SF @O 573 MNA-
LE OB T Y =10 b7z CrRERIHOY A2 : HR=2.21,95%) ., MNA-SF 77 2 U —TiZ,
BEREMZ LD ZEIT R O N2> 72, MNA-LFIZ X D & KERFORE (7.1£10.1 RA > F) OFDR,
FEREDBRWEE (4.9£10.1 A U F) RKEBELIADOY 27 B LRE (4.9£10.1 A k) DIEH
23, ADL OIR TR RE o7z,

W G
EETT % T T D ZOEmE x5 & Lic8E Tld, MNA-LF I X 2 RFBIRED I, T
ROTRE VEMO 7 ru—7 v FZEBT 86K T 2 X534 2% £ TMNA-SF X0 LTV,

Table 3. Functional Status and Functional Decline According to Mini Nutritional Assessment Short Form (MNA-
SF) Categorization at Baseline: Results of Repeated-Measurements Analysis of Covariance with Age as Covariate

Activity of Daily Living Score,

Mean + Standard Deviation Grouping Factor Repetition Factor Covariate Interaction
MNA-SF Age
At Risk of MNA-SF Time Age by Time by Time
Well Nourished, Malnutrition, Malnourished,

Time n =126 n =104 n =234 P-Value (Explained Variance)

t1 75.2 + 269 56.7 = 26.9 48.8 + 26.8 .001 (0.135) .005 (0.030) .54 (0.001) .95 (0.000) .001 (0.050)
2 69.5 = 27.5 508 + 276 435 + 274

1112 57 +10.2 59 +10.2 53 +10.2
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" Change and predictors of quality of life in institutionalized older adults with dementia.
CIREA, — R
L Castro-Monteiro E, Forjaz MJ, Ayala A, Rodriguez-Blazquez C, Fernandez-Mayoralas G,
EHA Diaz-Redondo A, Martinez-Martin P.
HH Qual Life Res. 2014; 23:2595-2601
SCHR DA
L ER:D!

FHVIE D sk At mlin T OATE D'E (QoL) DZAL & FHRIK % 20 ARICOTe > TRHMli§+ 5 Z & %
HROE L7,

m ik
I, FRENE & 2 &z 60 bl EOREALE RS 274 ADOH T AZ-ONT, 19.61£1.93 7 A
DB bl > CHEiSNT= 7 + u—T v THFEN LA H SN, 2 DOBBRIGET LV 2H
T, T/ nA~—) (QOL-AD) A7 —/ /VIZEIT % EQ-5D fi%s L OVEIFDOE OE{b &M L
SEEE LCTPHI LT - AR AN SRRSO IO RERYRE D O HIEfE  (Barthel Index) (a—=xL
A= v) | EBMER MR O, B LU (MEC, AA U ORSMIRIERE) | B X ORA
E@E%f(% B BNR—2 T A U TRENTND,

LIRS
ZINE DOREHIT LM (81.75%) T, FEHI4FEHD 84.70+6.51 1%, HE DOFBHELS X OV 2 DEEHE
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ5$*(mw%)?%okoEQﬂ)EQWﬁ%iU@lAD@ R—=RAT AT
n—7 v DA T ORICHEIKT Lz, FEREA T Dl bm i O QoL 37 FHIK 1%
@ﬁ%ﬁ%%@@%i@@iﬁ&@m~%7%/XSYT%otO

i
fEa% AHT L7= @i 2BV T, QoL O KRIEZRK T2% 20 s Az » TRE SN, fRIE, 2
PERRBZR O T Z 2 L L2 AR, @l O QoL ICHARBIREZ L7126 LIFEDH 2 & A ng
LTW5a,

Table 2 Changes in the scores of the scales between the baseline and follow-up (n = 274)
Baseline Follow-up p value* Follow-up baseline difference Relative change (%) Effect size
n (%) n (%)
M £ SD M + SD
EQ-5D index 0.18 £ 0.38 0.06 £+ 0.38 <0.001 —0.12 —66.67 —0.32
EQ-VAS 54.67 £ 20.36 49.48 = 18.29 <0.001 —5.19 —9.49 —0.25
QOL-AD 28.47 £ 5.12 26.98 + 5.15 <0.001 —1.49 —5.23 —0.29
CDR <0.001
Mild/moderate 121 (44.16) 84 (32.55)
Severe 153 (55.84) 174 (67.44)

EQ-VAS EQ-5D Visual Analog Scale, QOL-AD quality of life in Alzheimer’s disease, carer version, CDR Clinical Dementia Rating
# To calculate the p value, the matched sample Student’s 7 test was used in the EQ-5D, EQ-VAS, QOL-AD variables; and McNemar in the CDR
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2.2 R AEFRADOROTE 5 ED R

UlbD Ve o —#ERa B E 2 T AR T AMOREIIE L O TRENEZ H D 5720,
ERBIFAEICOWTIE, TE LMY MOFRENIETHO BTV LIFIESS, R PEDREE
STV OIEEZ WD Z & ATREZRHIH TREMANZRMIEZIT O 2L & LT,

VIR Y A TIZ,ADL 2810 1 & L TIRIBROZELIZHOWT, BEFOT —Z Z2FH L,
ERNRFHMEZIT S Z L2 BiE LTz,

2.3 TR REHEDIRE

TE BRI ICOWTIE, R 244 LW Dk B SPFER A, & B0 ofs2
XY, BREEITO LT X BINET L L E LT,
ROV FAETIL, MUHES—ERFFHESET=F ) 7 — T —X L LTEH
LTCWDRHEILT — X ORI L, a7 5 28 & L,
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