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H SR W4 B 3 M 5 0 v B P
THE—ES, BE BT, 8K BT, AH W

SRR

=

EESE, 7 VAEHEH T B hydroxyapatite %
BICHERBROBCHE4#WE L TNEH CEET 38
CHREB#ERREEFN 2 REREROSE LIRIRE (7 #)
CHATL, BAGIOERREE &% 9 AR5 ER
th & E#AE (strain gauge) 5 LU BREBEHEHE (elec-
trooculogram, EOG), #% 5 5 £ 18 & 1% 52 B (magnetic
resonance imaging, MRI) O BEMBIT CHETL 7-. #B
SR EEL, FRFEEBFTRENSH = (x4 L, Nk
92.6%3. 3(FHEIFEAERE) %, 45 85. 9+5.4%, b
$$.84.915.6%, T#90.9+3.9% TH > /-. BRRSE
B)D strain gauge FHZFEF|INE (g) (2, NEs T 344, 2+

[FEdét > 7 — L)

29. 2(FHETEAERAE) g, 485 T 327.6+33.4g T H
W, Cho 3 BIBORNES LUOHEGOISHEDFhFh
90.4+4. 4%, 89.5+5.3% (ZHHYL L 7-.

AEMEIRES EEBIEBEOLOGCEFICEE % 5 2 7,
MRI B1E#ET CTHRIRS IIREALEM & K& AT Ei4
ERL,BIREOMERICERE & B L B O &
BhEREIh/. (HEBS5E 102:193 199, 1998)

F—T— N IRERE, BEMEE, N1 FOX 7N
b, BCREBEHERIRS, "B

Mobility of Orbital Implant Covered by own Sclera

Shinichiroh Kawai, Takayuki Takano, Tsuneko Suzuki and Katsuhito Kawai

Department of Ophthalmology, Saitama Medical Center, Saitama Medical School

Abstract

We evaluated in 7 eyes the mobility of a newly de-
This
orbital implant has a screw peg and is covered with

signed orbital implant made of hydroxyapatite.

a piece of sclera from the enucleated eye of the pa-
tient. The implant was well tolerated and there
were no cases of proptosis during the follow-up of
LL8%(.6 years.
eye as 100%, photographic analysis showed the mo-
bility of the anterior orbit to be 92. 6% in adduction,
85.9% in abduction, 84. 9% in supraduction, and 90. 9
o in infraduction.

Assuming the mobility of a healthy

The mean tugging weight of the
implant was, when measured by a strain gauge, 344.2
£29.2 g in adduction and 327.6%33. 4 g in abduction.

These values corresponded to 90.4%4. 1% and 89.5
£5. 3% respectively of those in a healthy eyve. The
presence of the orbital implant did not affect the
electrooculogram as compared to a healthy eve.
Cinematic studies using magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI) showed that the constriction and extension of
the extraocular muscles, which were sewn onto the
orbital implant, matched that of a healthy
(J Jon Ophthalmol Soc 102 : 193199, 1998)

eve.

Key words : Phthisis bulbi, Oculoplastic surgery, Hy-
droxyapatite, Orbital implant, Mobility
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Sl ) L2, H I IR ER o 11 Csd e 2 g 58 L AL % R AT
'J‘ Z ol EhPE RN Ty 2 WA 7 L, 30 A B 0 FEIR 15 o] ) i
% O NI TS vt AT B X OSTE Al (strain - gauge) &
TR AUVERR e L7z,

F 72, Gl o ] Bk A O IR ERE R 12 25 52
(22T, AU ERES) 4] (electrooculogram, EOG) B X
TN K g A s i 1% 3% I (magnetic resonance imaging,
MRI) @ Gl i fig 4y 12 & 0 B L7z,

|| QO S S R ER

WG, MR TR A & 1) R 2 IR L R AT
=7z, i BRI T -2 R BEFEN RV S E
o P2 MEERSE O 7 2T, BEAE LS A 28 R0 M4 00 2 v Ji
(2, [ ORI IR A AR 2 17 - 2L T, il 1Py
L. 80, 6P Hfil + Bl flf %) A5 FEM U 72 7 6 o138 4
48.1%20. 2 CFHfl + BLE(R ) i) TH 5.

EUM"‘W)"'[ Mg, A i X 5 b o T, LTI
485 oo i £1y ISC L8 2 9, IR ER e 2 2 (A o, R 7 485, IR
;-M»J\-J'u-m-:, SR IR EE A F R ER LB T - 72 (&
1.,

1. BOMEHEERREEAM (4 1)

AL 72 IR QR 42) 1%, 55% D XALE 2 AT 5
hvdroxyapatite #/ T, 178 14~18 mm O ERIK T, (2
A > T3 mm OEAEILEAT L T D, IR T #h i

B A 100Kk, B polyethylene #4 T, #
SHICE D EXZLETE, FHALTHETHL (M2 A
Bt 4 o ] T SN 7 0 I FEFE (peg) (9 82, IR T 1;4“
ARSI AL L TH SR SN DO L, A TR
A, A IC R L, ke LTulishD,

ARG, R ER o £ B A i A S UIBR L CHRRERIA
A L, BRSNS I E 3 mm O &I AL & 1

W, #lphie nl: YREALICHEIL A o ok % i L T eIk S 4k
FHCHMIECHBELZ(HM2B). #%OMIIRIZ6-0F
{0k TEL.

FI Lo 8 i & I e i 7/ » BENIZHTA L,

REEFEE + ABRERE

A~ =\ N
L. (= o &

#RE + BB

REAA + ME

. €

1 H Eﬁﬁ?&?ﬁiﬂﬂ‘*?ﬁﬁ.
I DU R Y LR A A B s, SRR AR LS ZH'JLT"Z’Q
-3

L BRI B I L T IJLI WG REAT I & B Il
l B "aul]ll\;?6’3|Ué|1"”lf~lh'-'l‘;.1;.

HIEZiE 1024 3%

2 B OB RIE S fFAW.
A F8IRHCan (PO« (OH) 2 & %4 high density polyeth-
\le
DO GRS
IR P I A e, B R A I % R AT O

I’lel.

#IRA fi2 B

3 9AMAIRNMEEEFCLI2BRESLVECHEE
WiEAR AR EFEDEHA
A= @ fi A0 B (mm), b= 3% I} 5 @ & K o] 6
(mm), ¢ = IR @ f LA (mm)
R o 0T B £ (7)) X=45% a/c (a=c D I, v] B 1 X=45")
FREOTE) A (C)Y=45%b/c, FEMR E O T3 (%) Z
=Y/Xx100
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208 (% AT ) Eo=E1XR

(Wheatstone Bridge Law)

4 Strain gauge ICEABIES LUVBCREHES 5 HTHMBHREARE O & RRAK.
Eﬂaﬁrﬁiméﬂﬂu A rﬂ'”” f!%ﬁ:mi @D :Tlll Hg"."fk ["f‘.] ‘l‘llf lll,l‘ sk & 7'I"h’i_ Hl;':l-;‘]c sz hk
A:Strain gauge & P L 7= 5 W45 | SR 3 12 & ik 3 MR ROMENE 505 (EF 1. B - W
0, W RSO FIRE O B & ORI ST % 2 EOIEMUR VA 6) .

) < P PEPCHL # Wheatstone bridge @ 78 s K40 2>
LA O (1 g=12. 2 mA) I[ZEW L, #5 | N#E (g) &

LTy (i sl L7227, B ¢ sE iy | Bt i 12 & WEAF C B BRI L2 RE AT 9 2 R IBLAE B X O IUR T 1 %
) FElR S XA b, Flgo 8t 2 L Twvab, fraiz.
2. HORBHERIRE OB
VY I 15 D K8 A5 12 AHE BN D W T, LhEER OIS 10 1) 9 J5 1o R A b
mm ORI AT - 72 (2 C) . e R IZERAE B % 6-0 FRe TR & 1) LRI BE 7 ML 0 A B o> 9 7 1) i L 75

6 9FMAIRFEEFRTICE2BELAHBRS LIVECHEHEBEERRES OTENY.
A IR A o GER 2, 200, B © IR X ORI e T B G # 2, Z2IR) . 8 HIRG o B EE ¢ iz 92,4
%, #1585, 7%. FEML oo W B 1 s 72, 4%, YRz 81, 6%. C ¢ FEMR 5 X O oo W] Bk GRE A 3, ZEIR) . 3 vy
By ¢ NiliE 73. 5%, Yz 82. 7%.
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b, /& AT TR & FEl 204 X P I K
S A )0 g ] Bl (mm) % G L, S L Azl )
fiy 7 & AL 00 2 FEI A 35 X OFF&IR oo v e % Fid b
WL 3). F 7=, o ETERIREG & L CHRERRG
e~ 7 v b RMEG AT A 3 BI04 6 57. 2 16.4

‘l’:f"ﬁll'f + il f A ) e ] & I & L 22,

) Strain gauge (= X % n[ @il ol

Strain gauge % Wik L 72 9 Al G i iy sy |l i)
v, F O 1% IR AT A AT F L2, P C bk
BRI LI AR L, o K X U8l
JE O e KT Bk % B AEFN D &3 Wl L 7z, vl e
W, A il o strain gauge (2 WD o 72 W PE KL &
Wheatstone bridge @ 7 % 8H0 2> 6 6 0 2 4L (1 g=
12.2mA) (AT L, 5 (g) & LTI L 227 (2 4
A,B).

3) EOG

7 D MR ER A5 L o ML R 38 iy &= iy 2 0 11 oIS e 182 S
Tl 45 X OVl oo i ) PE, iy B A% IR ERE B 0 EOG
A S 1 iR B SRS O IR & S RO 5
WA Jpsd M S AL 7e. £ 72, hydroxyapatite €175 0 &
O] 2 MEILER, e ) oo xR X L7z,

4) MR iy i figt Hiy

MRI @77 > ) =PI AG L 7z AR G Ri v % s
1215 FEIIBE T, e Kl B 1 & C) O 580 2 20 RV 18 #E
T % fixed eye method (2 X V) IO M {$ % #4472

Wil %12 1.5 Tesla T, fast spin echo (T 1 5dii), 1
i % 20 £ @ cinematic study @ MRI $) 1l 7 &, g Xl
B0 F Tl ds X OFF LR R €L o [ i ) &
HILEs AT 7 ) THed% L, ffdr L7z,

1) B ZS

1 i 5 1 M 3 AT A AT L 72 7 N, v £
205 Tl AT B2 3 PRSI T 2 2 LI X
0, I 2 BRI o BRI RS TR DAL (M 5 A),
K EGHFEEDS £ ORI A H v/ (I 5 B).

Sl OREPI T, WO & LT P gE B & G
IR — 7% 2 BN D 7= H(FE D Wi fe 1~3 EEEMT
5 NI R RIR A OB e, ayEa—%
W7 Jed 4 5t (computed tomography, CT), MRT Wi{45%#ri2
BT BN ETEA S,

Fo REREEE LT P 3.622.0 R L TWizds,
T 2 DU L2 B RE D Il 23 20 5 A7z,

1. 9 HaEpiiRE B AT

ACE 35 X Sl 7 () o eI & 1 o ISk 15 eI T 00 g
Jonfdl ik & 9 J5 I R 5 BT o IR AT A S Gl L 724G
BT, 7 B B0 B I oo S35 n] B £y i3, N 70,9

8" (Pl £ BEHE i 7%) , #4fix 70.5+3.5° Td 1), N
Fr o Y] ) fy 1k N iz 65. 7 £4.87, Ak 59.6+4.37 T
B o1 Flh OB IE N TR OB & 0 92.6+

&k 102% 3%

3. 3%, #4iin T 85. 9% 5. 4 (PS4 f = BEHE i 22) %2 L
7z &R o Filig s X O Fliso ] B4, iz lLL" Z
NZENB4.9£5.6% & 90.9+3.9% Tdh Y, £IEH T
i ] B AR I A3 B LAz (42 2),

2o RO S X ORI 2 8RGO
fis & A i ) o> u] B, FhF 93,23, 2%, 83,9+
2.8% T 0, MO Ml T Bl & & el a1
DI B LT,

PE O I 7 FE I S SR A e L 7z £, st oo
BIE GRS O A O T & L0 Sl ATA S AL, /I L
MG T 72.122.7%, Sl T 75.324.3% TH - 72 (146
A~C).

RO 7 Ay b IR T, I A S
DU ER L NTE T 60,424, 1%, FHIET 64.3+5.5% T
DL TR IS o i ek~ 7 2 v IR
LIHREVIEEEZRL.

2. Strain gauge I & A2 HREESAHEDEIE

MR & OF 11 i bl B 2 0 AT, T 1) 1) 00 i
ol EIELS strain gauge (B 2255 |0 (7 6] o> +f- 5
FEg |l g) 1Z, oo A i T 381, 0+ 29, 501 K il + 42
il i ) g, Yhis T 365.5+21.4 ¢ TH O, KT O N i,
Bhiizid, 7R 4 344.2+29.2 2,327.6+33.4g TH -
oo LS OFEMRF T IR R I L, ST 90.4
+4.4%, LT 89.5+5.3% 12 M L A= (3). - 17, i
7 TR A 105 322.0+25.2 g, Miik 334. 1£23.0
g OFEGNE AL 2O L, 3 1T 302.3
+30.5g, FlET304.3£32. 1 g Th-7z.

3. EOG

s 1, 4y B2 00 eI oo 5 W, s B PR IR ER 3 ) 00 EOG D%
2 ¥ LB ki & S aud, 11 Ol R e v o v] i)
PEIC & B~ DI A S b o 72, T 72, IEREE R
1 LR B B N, dh D v o IR o) e IR, Ju 5 ) o)
hydroxyapatite 5 [} 75 @ 4= # |2 contralateral effect
(cms'% talk) ASEHEE <47z, L L, UE 8 L, 1O

WS 3 e 5 D AL 720 A B X & 72 1E ) EOG Tl
llét_dﬁ)‘btia& S 2.0, F Ol R G o
YRR GE L, R D A NP ERE Bl T A L2l h ook
JEhsgs sz (14 7).

4, MRI BhiE#E 4R

MRI T, #7 % P 1.8+0.6 588 L 22 26 o [
L faumm'm S TOLELNA S T,
MRT Bl Wi A7 Ch&, 8 3.6 £2. 0 450, IEER# CTdh - 72
BT, ﬁﬂ*’@!luﬁﬂl L 8 L O ] (A LS
LTt id 2 <, A RIEISReAT L 72 i o2 (3 f il
OWRERSETN (2 {7 U 7= i NG & i hsplet <7z,

L# L, fixed eve method @ [ &k M) fig B T, 12
DRSS p B I 75 @0 T BVE (A 09 C M s o 1) Aol 0 ) I
S LA A S AL (1M 8 A, B).
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#x1 HOREHIEHRRESEARERMEESHHE
B . ) M s # P o o 1 S Tl
HiE: At LI 111 : —— = E—
I 1M IR (4F) A (mm) WG OHE
1 24 I A LALLM 2.4 14 (-)
2 57 U] Vi LRI A5 6.0 14 iR —7
3 12 s b HIL$k85 E 1.3 16 T M
4 67 L e EALPEN AL 3.0 14 (—)
5 26 'y £ GALYEN A5 1.5 14 (—)
6 83 i e HMEAE RN 7.0 16 (=)
7 38 B fi A3 485 4.0 14 =)
48.1% 20.2 3.6 £2.0
TR = A {2
%2 RESIUVHCHBEHBERESORAFAEAOIEE(9 HRFRDEERER)
- o # W A fe e ()
fiEf] iR () = - - - . : " .
LR iz iz I iiz; iz Yz |- dir; R
1 1.5 70. 2 64.1 54.7 60. 7 76.3 74.0 63.8 65. 8
2 1.2 61.8 56.5 16.6 52.2 66.9 65.9 58.4 60. 8
3 2.5 69. 3 61.6 51.4 58.2 74.2 72.8 58.9 65. 4
A 1.5 50. 1 53.7 45.5 55.2 68.3 63,4 56. 3 62.1
5 2.0 73.4 66. 8 59.7 63.5 75.3 76. 2 63. 2 64.5
6 3.0 64. 2 56.7 48.1 53.1 68.2 67.4 54.7 58.2
7 1.0 62.4 57.7 15.7 57.1 67.5 68. 8 58. 3 62.8
1.8+0.6  65.7+4.8 ©59.6+4.3 50.2+4,9 57.1%x3.7 70.9+3.8 70.5%£3.5 59.1£3.1 62.8%2.5
#3 EREsLVECHERERRBSOES | MEATEE (strain gauge)
w6 ik filt CEGIME : g)
(158 d
iz Yz |4z [Fifi Nz iz b iz iz
1 3 351.2+20.1 344.9+33.7 317.7+33.4 311.7%37.6 383.5+37.7 375.2+25.7 329.8+31.7 339.6%32.7
2 3 334.6+34.6 330.7%10.1 294.1%31.4 301.7+25.0 377.0=25.4 370.5+13.6 311.4+28.4 330.6+22.3
3 3 350.9+24.5 316.0+43.9 313.8+22.9 308.1+30.8 378.7+37.2 366.6+24.4 321.6+22.5 336.9+25.2
4 3 324.5+24.5 316.2+26.5 295.1%+34.9 290.2+40.6 376.4+31.6 357.2+26.4 317.3+34.7 333.8+19.8
5 3 380.9+42.5 363.4+25.6 321.5+31.4 323.3+37.5 393.7+38.9 373.8+20.2 329.3+28.9 339.7+36.5
6 3 324.4+17.1 294.9+27.9 279.4+32.9 281.9+36.2 375.8+36.8 358.7+15.8 328.3+10.7 329.3+15.6
7 3 343.0+11.7 326.8+38,1 294.4%35.4 313.2+33.7 381.8+32.3 356.2+27.1 316.5+33.8 329.3+30.3
21 344.2+29.2 327.6+33.4 302.3%30.5 304.3 = 32.1 381.0£29.5 365.5+21.4 322.0+25.2 334.2+23.0
(%1) (%2) (%1) (% 2)
# © Mann-Whitney U ¥tiE  p <0. 005
y OB R R Ho#E ML lih 42 S oliEsfis s T
IV % %

FEM A 1 AT, MR e <2 R AR 255 o0 A7 T 5 K M IR
BREMORIEIZL D, IREREG RT3 DV IS MRER P R 2
Wi, FiRG 2 RSN S 5 CIZIRERNIC T 5. 2
T b HRERPN 77 B 2 12 MR 7 2 HIRER A U2 el 3 2 Aok
i, IR e & MR O W E)E O 51T b B RD
ROBHLMANEVZ LY.

07, IRER D HMATR L HETT L, IRERN B R BRE L T
b FEMRT 2 4 AT 2 ITIEIRAERTD/N S WIRERES O #1112
KL T, MRERAE I 2, FRIRETS HOBRED 2 o I PR A R R0 sl
R BRI LS X 2 B RIS O AP ERITHOITE
fz. Lar L, FMRA OB N E RS 20 T, FIRERHS

R

A0l o> FY Lo BB B SR L A 3 AHR D 4E B, &G &
LB GED H D hydroxyapatite flidid & L, Z i
IIER o 11 Lo sE 2 Bl 3 L, MR L MLRE BLRN 1 % ¥ 72
b DOTHhAL. o, BT 7 »WNICHFA LA
CLaR R B (S P &2 REAT 3 5 S U2 X D,
L 7= MR e & 8k oW Btk S/ 2 ki
hb.

feko ) a ML L Y X ERICI L T, hydrox-
vapatite fli i (L HURRE S PR IS AL, S5 55% Lifita
T, B, WA I S B 5, £ ik T BAF 7
RIS TWwaY Y,
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HIRSEE 1024 3%

R 2 R 0.5mv _ g0
TR L i i & MEBEE  RBET®
i 55 95 ARG RIRGERY  BEBAEE

FRE Py S VAR S o (.\_F )
el K N %,

DU BN e O B T o PO (|

MnNianre

2 _ Gl =S 1’; IVAVAVANAN / L AN
Y e D e VI RN I S Z R .\ /\\J\\ r\_—_/ \\f\ 'R
3 i O O = = / ."\7.‘"/."‘,.::_\- ,,'/“‘I‘ %
—~r \r\u\ i J“\J D
S i e A FAYSET o NS s
N e wmx ETHCR o
ST g R N I J/_\ \_J LS J ."-L_/'/ L
Ep— . - s e 5 5 VAV &
o~ AN
6 AL T S /’\/\N \/\f \/ \ 7 i
S 3 =5 il w -' = ,\J . : \\ | \ () -\f L
R P o ‘unu"‘ NS \J o ,
- "»f\’[‘\j\\f“;‘ 2. A A U

b 8- B
I e W i Y ey, S s T

7 2R & BREREE (T RT

HEEFORIME & L IZHED “ﬁ‘|"] 5
BOHENH L VBN % Eoilik
MEhTwas. Zh b@ﬁtm-ﬁ”}ﬂ.f o
I, AT A RIREOEMOAREEGMELE &I

W P B AT ol S RS R B D AR A & L
LR H L EEZ LN

LA LiEAE,

B (peg) O L% % L
."?Iii‘#{l-"frﬁi it
g

—ﬁgllli”"‘
55 R0 [ P AL L 2

T DY)

X8 Magnetic resonance imaging BIEBEITIZ L 2
REZFRH LIV EHCEBEEREIRS ORI (FEH 7,
HEE).

\ = AN TR
D EIR A NI, FER S o ] B L N 62, 4%, Yhin
57. 7%. Sl o> T Eh o iz 61. 3%, Y4z 55. 6%.

¥ b:.

\ T R AW
| < ¥,

L2

1) B LU HCRBHEERS (%) OETIRFEEHE (E0G).

%,

F 7z, it # @ hydroxyapatite #&ll fi AL, FEIR S

& PR AE R 2 L*Eibli%i'i"@"fé'l‘o":":filll" kb, MR L T
B S FEEE (peg) % 35 L, ¥ &I o 9 ] fif il 55
PLIFAT A & RR & SRR O 1B 12 2 v T ORI A% <
AT AL Tidpe? R,

Ak, IRERAE 1 o 1 CodilEE T hydroxyapatite #€HR &
UM HOT, FHDPLLHMETS 225 3O IE5E
HIRFBL & U C OMMGBAYEZ AT L T 5. F 72, Briifod
BThdI ehbTaaEAlRRELRALTVAHH
MAH L. Lo L, i IERo B ol 2 B v S AR,
WLERSS T o - T b NP i O BEAE % A3 5 hi 1] 1 35
AT H D, AiE 91 25 2R *m) VDD B

CTHBXUMRIM{ZZMIZL 25 & FASI hy-
droxyapatite %IIJ—“'M (RN f,cu;?ﬁ AL, 852, HC
o R 8 R VA AT LA M (S, R & L 7
“J'I'JH“F??"J»&%#L;“

F 7z, B S AT T H Ol ek Rl S, T
FEIR & D A S il EEE AR L, AR, ARCE TR N X
DR AN Tt A ) N it (15 W0 1 G = A R S BB ) el
BRAA S, L L, RETIREIRG O ICRIR % 3
MLTH, ZonEtkiz KE E#iabhd, e L
fEdD= 7 4w bFMRAOWETEFER X D K & viilifhhs
CI5F (A

Strain gauge {2 X & #&litH
DFEGNE (g) 1, 1d;||146') ] i ik |
4.4%, R % T89.5+5.3% Th b,

ET?

\ZHERS L 7N & AT
WZH LT, A T9.4%
UEAREIE sy N



TR 104E 3 F1 10 H

HEEALN o7 L L, Al IR G E AT O 46
T, NI I U TR o B =52 12 2 WG] ATR & 7z
O, i RS 2L 0 - [ AT 0 &l B & N L 7ol
R ER DL L EZ BN

T, A IR AT BT 5 fixed eye method T
G, R A iR B C o) B K B L2 HIBR A 2 Y o
T, lih il 3~ % FC o ISRk 8 & M 5 o0 Shdin TR B (3 e L o At
frEEY I LTRGBS 2 s L7z, 07, R o s 4
o KT E Mk S RO R HH S S B
oS M I O N B 2K Z i B AR T b ok
£z b,

], FI G s R A 3 A e o I R8RS 1S, 42
FHZ DWW T Z LIS HE TS 10 mm O 5RBZ 1T - 72,
Strain gauge (2 X B[ BHEGHIZ Y72 - T, G512
LHED s, L DY 1A o0 A5 8 A H TS L 2z i ik
DL EZ B, Gk, RGO WEIE L 5 5 1213 %I
BOEFEOKR E SRR R 8825 3 2 MU G O fr i &
EORRALETHD.

7, FURF I L0 B Sl BB o T B
A A G2 L L, 5, BROWTHTEE &0 59 2
T, LD RECHEEERR E & B IZHRIREFZBHO 4
b, 5 VIZHIRE L D, BEALT 2 LRSS EL L
HHY,

fEABI O T, IR L D B Ok SRR S o 258
B LfEEA BN LD o7 72, EOG H 5 i MRI
B AT T UL, B O R & e R o S8 ) 2% i
LTwab & &, H Ok B 38 1 15 oo n] B A4 it oo Ji
BB e I LRI AL ol 51T,
o I T 2R 5 o0 SR A [0, & 2 ik ilbilh S ¢ 5
o O TEE) & A LT H RO IRERGES) 12 K & 2
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