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e ST, B E), BN BT, HEF

IEY,BH EE?

VHOREERIRSE - WREEIRE, PR R RIS E
C N

B #Y: Frequency doubling technology(FDT) %
AW TIRRRMFEAFZARE (POAG) & IEEREFARE
(NTG) IZEH T2 EERHBRE A LEE L /-,

X &% L XERIE, POAG B35 29 1 29 R, NTG &
% 275 27 R T, FH5E#S, Humphrey #7275 (HFA)
mean deviation (MD), pattern standard deviation
(PSD) I IIMBREICEI A - 1z, EYHERRBEL ~
XHBAWTLHIZ FDT @ C-20 7075 L %HE{TL 1=,

¥ 2 :FDT & HFAIZ&(F% MD n4EEIRAE 14,
POAGE# A 'y=0.60x—2.7(r=0.78, p<0.01), NTG
M y=0.59x+0.6(r=0.81,p<0.001) &% > 7=. FDT
DREFIEEDLEE TIE, POAG £ MD A»* NTG EfIZLE
NEBICIET LTV A (p<0.05), PSD IZEA LA
1-. BEBFFARER (MD= —5dB) T HFA & FDT o> MD

DEBKELLET S &, POAGBEETIE NTG BEIZHEA~
FDT OBEEKEH HFA & V{EL B2 ENDEIEHS
H>72(p<0.02). FDT OE/IFEZZBNAEIE S TIL,
POAG DFEHHERERREH NTG ICLERBEIZETLT
WBAIEEASH - 1-H, HFA TIELAIESDFHiE
ERREICEN LD 5 1=,

# 5 FDT TlI NTG IZHEX POAG DEE A L V)
SEUCHRE L T, Zhick ) My fARanEEDIRE
A NTG & POAG TEAZ Z MRS NT-. (HIRSE:
105 : 244—250, 2001)

*—"7—F : Humphrey BE1#i%75t, Frequency dou-
bling technology, IEEIREIZARE, FRE
REFRARMME, My #Hia
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Abstract

Purpose : To compare the effectiveness of fre-
quency doubling technology (FDT) in detecting ab-
normalities in primary open-angle glaucoma (POAG)
and normal-tension glaucoma (NTG).

Subjects and Methods : Twenty-nine POAG patients
(29 eyes) and 27 NTG patients (27 eyes) were studied.
All subjects underwent testing with program C-20
of FDT with appropriate corrective lenses.

Results : No significant differences were observed
between the two groups in mean age, mean devia-
tion (MD), and pattern standard deviation (PSD)
measured by the Humphrey Field Analyzer (HFA).
The correlation between MD values determined by
HFA (x) and FDT (y) is represented by y=0.60 x—
2.7(r=0.78, p<0.01) in the POAG group and y=
0.59x+0.6(r=0.81, p<0.001) in the NTG group.
No significant difference was found in the average
PSD between the two groups. In early glaucoma

cases(MD=—5dB by HFA), a larger proportion of
cases in the POAG group than the NTG group had
a lower significance level of MD determined by FDT
than by HFA (p<0.02). At many test points on the
temporal periphery in FDT the mean sensitivity was
lower in the POAG group than in the NTG group ;
whereas no significant differences among HFA test
points were observed.

Conclusions : FDT detected visual field abnormal-
ities in POAG cases more sensitively than in NTG
cases. This finding indicates that the pathogenesis
of My-cell damage is different in POAG and NTG.
(J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 105 : 244—250, 2001)
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I # =

FEERAICE 2 U 7 NREIR TR RN SR E DR 3
3 R ERERZOMEHMESEENCEEINS I L
BEREPEINTE D, BANETIX magnocellular system
(M fifER) OEENEH» ORI 2 EEZ 61TV 5,
DX REFP S, RS R ORI D 5
T AR T 5 7 o0 W AR BT e oD IR R T e R P S 22
FARER 2 IS LT M ik o EE 23 2 itsk
W ENTWBY,

Frequency doubling technology (FDT) i%, M #if@%
DO THEH 75 { T nonlinear 72 K it 7 7~ 3 My Hifi
DOHEBERT ©» H I 3 2 HEFEITH VY, T T
F—M&EER CIA S v s T3, Johnson 593 kA
& OHEREE L X)L %2 Humphrey (N> 7 ) —) 1
BE (HFA) @ mean deviation (MD)fE CTH¥E L 7254,
MD> —6 dB O R HFHNE TId FDT DR I1X 82%,
HEEX 95%, —6dB>MD> —12 dB O HifkHNES X
*—12dB>MD> —22dB O RK#IRAE TIEzh Z 1
TR DEENFGO NI EHEL T D, BBV FN
2B 1% FDT ORREIX 97.1%, BHEEIX5.7% &
%1, MD»—5dB Ll EDifxARERAFIS & *—-5dB
i DRERAEAETEIOEE X Z 2 96.6, 97.4% &
KoleZZ2HELTEBY, FDT NENEDOE Bk
BTHLIEBbrd

JRFEBE AR AN (POAG) TIIBIREIC & % 1R
DOBEBPEENERIRE L 20, EFIREFKARE
(NTG) TIEIRELAOHFEE T 2 Z & LT &
HonTWwb99 %72, POAG & NTG TIZAIHEFTR
PHEFZL e ECHERL D 5 T LB < g0
ENTEBY, POAG & NTG TIZHMEBRICH T 2 [FEE
WREREL L N THENS,

RE R TH 2 MR DOBEEZIRE I X
DR DR T2, IRENE C 2w NTG Tik POAG
WA M IR OREE ORI Z 84 U T < % AJEEE
Whs, 5, Bxix FDT 2T NTG & POAG ©
HEWRHBE 2R L, WERICBT % My filuofEE
TREOMEIC DO W TS L 7.

I R B 75

KR, POAG B3 29 f 29 iR (POAG #f), NTG
#2701 27T IR(NTG Bf) O &5 56 1] 56 HR [SF5 45 -
61.611.8 CFIE L BHRZE) K] ThH5. T NTOE
BII A HBE TR ORBRE TH D, BIEHITIL1.0LL
b, SREE AR IZEE S 2 B 13 2 o 7z, POAG
DR EAEX, O FPNEEFEARERE L 2 cdind
ZHREBERENH L Z L, @QRES22mmHg U E, @
A TH 2 &, Ths, NTG DLW HEAE X
O POAG HMIOMEF R & BRI E, @ KRG
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B & HBEERFOIRENEIC 2l mmHg DUT, @ IEH
B, @ o R R (BEEN - BlIEEER) O 5w
Zr, ®@KEHIMvay 7 OBES VI E, EL
7z.

F1IZPOAGEEE NTGHIcBIF 2 BEEREXRT.
SEX R, SMERmER, 24270 7 A HA 0wz
HFA ® MD, pattern standard deviation (PSD) O35
DWVTFNIZBWTHEBERICHREZ T »o 7,
POAG B DFIREIX NTG BT HAREE bZTE]iD“) 7z
(t-test, p<<0.001). ARFEITHHEFHRAE 21T 72 fIC B
U2 EHOERERHE LD TH Y, RAEIGE
EPEE SN TOIHEFNEEN TN,

FDTDC207 0 77 A% T RTOMRIZHL TIT-
7z. FDT OHIE ClRERMBIELY > X 2 v, RPN HER
BT ETO T T LR AT COERBERE L OBUED#E
WEBEL TS 6> ThoRERIITLZ., BIET VT
) X 2121% modified binary search (MOBS) 1929 % F >
T, 2ESOMEREZHE L7, BEHE, #EE,
FHAREDOWTNU»233BULEDLDITH S0 CdXF
oAUz,

FDT @ C-20 v 7 Z Ald, BEHLZ2GU0LE L TKFE
BLUEE200% COHP(—20~+20) 2 WES 5 7
Uy ATHY, FRIE4ME, Fub 1 EOEFH 17 {JOH]
TR ORS, RIEY A X%, FuLssPE O, filllx
EHRE»S 20 T2 1410 LICIEAEL SRS (K
1), FENIEZZRR B 500,25 cycle/degree) D IEFLAE
T % R R I 5 (25 Hz) CIRIE & ¥ TE/R L, frequ-
ency doubling illusion?V?? & \» 5 g&H. (TN FI1C A
ZBHR) RIGHALTa Y b T A MNEERFHAIL 72,

HIERGR 2 F 1, HFA £ FDT £ OB F % MD
B X U'PSD O MBI % ~, MD, PSD 0¥ %
POAG B & NTG #D 2 BRI TH#R U 7z, MD 3%
DORBF &R TERBIIEFED & OEREET O %KD
7ebdTHY, HFA £ FDT & & 12 MD O{ERIERE R
EM» S ENL SWRALL Tw 2 hERTEREAEL R

R1 MNROFR

POAG B NTG B
29 4] 29 I} 27 141 27 R ttest
TEER 62.3+10.2 1% 60.8113.5% p=0.64

o . -
(2R ) 0.2£2.0 diopter —0.7%2.1 diopter p=0.40

HRFE 18.2+4.2mmHg 14.8+2.8 mmHg p=0.001

(11{\/{3) —6.846.3dB  —6.6+4.9dB p=0.91
(11;%2) 7.1+4.8dB 7.944.1dB  p=0.53

POAG : JEFERBIE AN, NTG : EFIRERARE
MD : mean deviation, PSD : pattern standerd deviation
HFA : Humphrey field analyzer ¥ (R
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1 Frequency doubling technology (FDT) & Hu-
mphrey fREFET (HFA) I 5= & % DECFI).
FDT & C-20 7u 25 ATlE, KFEE L OEE 20
TOHPH(—20~+207) %, FOLFES EOM, fiikkE
BWENS 205 TR 1ITICE LEERE» 5K H
BE SRR 5, fESIEF0 1ME, SRR 4ETO0
& 17> S 5. @13 HFA O 24-2 70 75 Al
BU 2 RUEEREAITH 5 FIEY £ X ©size ).
WXHEROHE 2R 7,

W5, 2,1, 0.5%) BERE NS, EFIEIC HFA £ FDT
D MD OEEKE (p ) 2N, 5o ORBFHOEE
D&V IEEREM D SEENL TV SRR,

11X C207u 77 AOHBEICRT % 24-2 70 7
7 ADOHIE HOMNIE 2R T M, HFA & FDT OHI=EE
BHEET 27012 C-20 702/ I ADEFERICE TN
2 HFA O#IE 52 & R E 2 HH L7z, S 512,
C20 7u ' Z ADOFFENRY — v 2 Fic U TEHE S E
2 HFA & FDT O V¥ & & % ko, POAG#E &
NTG BEOFER 2 K L7z, EROFEIX T X THIRIC
ZEHL T LTz,

I 5 S

FDT & HFA 12813 %2 MD O#HE%E X, POAG &
2y=0.60x—2.7(r=0.78, p<0.01), NTGE: » y=
0.59 x+0.6(r=0.81, p<0.001) & %z > 7= (K1 2). POAG
T NTG HOMHBEBERIZIZIZFEITERY, FDT Of
Tt POAG B MD 28 NTG B X 0 {&< 7% 2 @2
A5 N7z, FDT O MD O F#fE X, POAGEET—6.8
+4.9dB, NTG# T—4.5+3.5dB & & b, NTG#
AR POAG B0 MD i3 BEICE T L Twiz (t-test,
p<0.05).

PSD O #HBIRE% 1, POAG B2 y=0.31x+6.0(r=
0.53, p<0.001), NTG A3 y=0.66 x+2.2(r=0.86,
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5 4

)
e
'—
)
o
-20 T T T " T T
-25 -20 -15 -10 -5 0 5
HFA (dB)
2 FDT & HFA (25173 mean deviation (MD) ?
1ERARA %,

FDT & HFA 1281 2 MD OfHEEBRIE, EFEEK
R fE fk N [ (POAG) BE 23 y=0.60 x—2.7(r=0.78,
p<0.01), EFREMNENTG) EE2y=0.59 x+
0.6(r=0.81,p<0.001) & 7% 572, HFA ® MD % $:#¢
342k, FDT Tl POAG ® MD 28 NTG X DK%<
s pfEAD A STz, O POAG, X I NTG 257,

p<0.001) &% -7 (K 3). ZhoOHBEER, S HFA
@ PSD /NS WERAL T, FDT @ PSD 3 NTG iz
HANPOAGBETAE L & 2R %2R LIz, FDT @ PSD
DO IZ, POAG BT 8.2+2.8dB, NTG#T 7.4+
3.2dB &%V, MEMCEEE Ko7z (ttest, p=
0.36).

fEFE I FDT & HFA 28515 MD O F&EA#EL ~
WV E I L 7-354, FDT OFEA#EL ~)LHt HFA X
VA& < o7 fEM X, POAG BT 10/29HR(34.5%),
NTG#ET5/27HR(18.5%), HFA OFE/KIE L~ L
FDT & &< & o 72EHNE, POAGEET 4/29 R (13.8
%), NTG#: T8/27HR(29.6%), FDT ¥ HFA ®» &
BEKENFEE T hHoIER X, POAGH T15/29 R
(51.7%), NTGHE T14/27HR(51.9%) & % -7z (&
2). MD 0 B E A % i U 72 85 & O POAG # &
NTGEIC BT 2 HRHARICENE hotz (xR E, p=
0.23).

FHE S BT 5 P HEEEE * POAG & NTG
TR 2 £, HFA T3+ X COHEIE ST 2 FERTIC
BEEN»- (K 4), FDT TREM O FALE T
POAG D SEHIMABURE 73 NTG B LEREEITE L
7 ZRERNL L Aoz (K5).

HFA @ MD #3—5 dB DAk Bk A RES] (POAG 19
IR, NTG11HR) t» FDT OHEeED i 2175 &,
MD D)3 POAG B CT—4.7+3.6dB, NTGET—
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20 7

FDT (dB)

0 5 10 15 20
HFA (dB)

3 FDT & HFA I251T% pattern standard devia-
tion (PSD) MAERIRALE..
FDT & HFA 12 8J % PSD OiEERR I, POAG 73
y=0.31x+6.0(r=0.53,p<0.001), NTG %% y=0.66
x+2.2(r=0.86, p<0.001) & x> 7z, HFA ® PSD 78
INEWERALTIE, FDT @ PSD 8 NTG 12X POAG
TREL kMM %ERL. O POAG, X : NTG %
T

x£ 2 MD nEEKEDLES

EokHE NTG POAG
HFA=FDT 14(51.9%) 15(51.7%)
HFA<FDT 8(29.6%) 4(13.8%)
HFA>FDT 5(18.5%) 10(34.5%)

At 27(100%) 29( 100%)

2.3+1.8dB & %&b, NTG #ic i~ POAG #:D MD ik
BHEIET LT (t-test, p<0.05). PSD O3

POAG#T7.8+2.8dB, NTG#T5.7+1.7dB & 7&
D, WMEMEICEEZEIZR -7 (t-test, p=0.07). 8,
BHISNERNC B 1% HFA © MD O¥#i%, POAG #
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T—2.7+1.6dB, NTG#¥T—2.9+1.2dB, PSD O
1%, POAGET3.9+2.0dB, NTG¥T5.5+2.8dB
T, MD, PSD L b IcBEZ I ok,

RIS ANEG <MD OB BAE R LK L 254,
FDT OB EAUEL ~ L2 HFA X V&L &> 7RI
POAG ¥t T 10/19 R (52.6%), NTG# T 1/11 EE
(9.1%), HFA 0 FEA#EL U2 FDT X D& ko
72 HERNIX, POAGEET 3/19R(15.8%), NTGEET 7/
11 iR (63.6%), FDT & HFA OFEKENFETH >
T2 fERNIX, POAGEET6/19R(31.6%), NTGEET 3/
11 HR(27.3%) L 72> 72 (K 3). MD OFEA#ER L
72355 D POAGE#E E NTGHICB T 3 RHARICEEE
DD o Tz (x*E, p<0.02).

IV %

FRBEO MR EHIgE B S h 2 4MUlBERE OB
W& D 2EECES N, Kl 55k 2 EE 2 =
(magnocellular layer) ® M #ifa% & /Nl & 5k 3 15
{H] 4 J& (parvocellular layer) ® parvocellular system (P
HARESR) 22 SFERL S LT 32, & 51T, FEHPERAEIIC

1E, M HHRESR IR ZE [ A, e R e D AR I
LT, PHifaRIEEZEMAE R, (SRR ER ORI
WLTRLAKIGT 2 &N TWw3, FDT I X %5l
TR E D 2 0 & 9 SR E AR 036
HahtTwa,

Frequency doubling illusion & \» 9 $8%1%, {E22[EE
T H (<1 cycle/degree) D IE 5% A& T 7% 155 ey [ 1 8% 4
(Z15Hz) TIRN &V L Z LW E> TR ZBZHRTH Y,
Kelly?"?212 X > THID THRE S Lz, ZORRIIE M
HfER O H T nonlinear 2 Kt %273~ 3 My ffEH % D
HMEICEST % &N TWw 55, My fildix M filaa
DOHRTHRELMHRAHETHD, ZOZEHFHRKEL
2 DD T %99, My MR o &I & 13 2 e &
JED 5% UT Al o2 REFOER D (overlap) b
Die <, PREEIHIIE OB SHET T 5 L ZRBFORED

U, BpelEE (RERE) BNE LT (Reduced Re-

NTG POAG
17.2 9.3 | 18.3 | 18.8 16.6 17.4 18.5 | 20.6
(11.0) | (10.2) | (10.0) | (9.9) (1.4) | (9.7 | (9.2) | (8.2)
9.4 | 2I.1 19.7 | 18.6 7.5 | 20.0 | 20.0 18.5
(10.6) | (10.9) | (10.1) | (9.1) (12.1) | (10.8) | (9.2) | (9.0)
(21.8) (28.2\

60, (G
22.3 | 25.1 [ 21.5 | 13.1 22.1 24.9 T 27.0 13.8
(7.5) | (6.3) | (3.1) | (2.8) (9.6) | (8.7) | (4.1) | (4.2)
22.9 | 25.1 | 26.5 | 25.8 22.1 23.7 | 25.4 | 24.5
(5.3) | (4.2) | (4.4) | (5.9) (8.8) | (8.1) | (6.0) | (7.5)

4 FBRAERICET 2 DOFBRBEDLLE (HFA),
FHWE R BT 2 HFA OPHHBUEEE = POAG B L NTG FECHE L 7248, 37T OHEIE 2 CHRIFHHIC i3

BEEN Lo T2, TN IARHE R
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NTG

HIR&3E 105% 45

POAG

14.9 19. 1%
(9.5) | (9.8) | (8.6) | (7.6)

19.8%* | 20.8**

10.4 | 13.9* | 13.8**| 14.9**
(r.2) | (1r.o) | (9.0) | (8.9)

17.9 19.5 24.3 21.9

17.0 20.0 23.7 18.9

(8.4) | (7.2) | (4.0) | (4.3)

(10.5) | (10.6) | (8.2) (5.6) (10.3) | (9.9) (9.3) (8.5)
27.2 @}
20.2 24.1 27.9* | 26.1** 19.7 23.3 24.6* | 21.8**

(9.6) | (9.0) | (5.4) | (6.6)

23.4 | 25.0* | 25.8*
(4.9 | B.7) | 3.4) | (5.9

25.0**

19.3 | 20.4* | 21.4* | 19.9**
(1.3) | 8.7 | 8.1) | (7.5

5 FHITERIZET D FEHEEE D L (frequency doubling technology).
BHE S BT 5 FDT OFIMBRE O i Tk, B0 EUE T POAG #3 NTG BRI HANERECET
LTWBHIELNEL S A bz (% 1 p<0.05, * % :p<0.01). FHIMPIGAEHENR=

x 3 FRHIBAES (MDz=—5dB)Ic
E17% MD OFBKEDLE

BREKHE NTG POAG
HFA=FDT 3(27.3%) 6(31.6%)
HFA<FDT 7(63.6%) 3(15.8%)
HFA>FDT 1( 9.1%) 10(52.6%)

&t 11( 100%) 19( 100%)

dundancy &) 22%)26)

FDT BEERIZIGHS N Tl b vz, HEFOD
ML CHRAN®RE DD, Chavhan 5271
HFA®D30-2 707 2 A FDT(Fa v %4 7)D C-
20 70 77 Ak R—HERE W 1B B &5 BEHH %
BVEL, HEFOBERMEIC OO TRE LRSS, fEEmS
FEDMET L 7 (R RABERAL O BIEZEENIE S HFA 12 tbx
FDT Tid/h& <, fRDERNC A~ 72 B E O ZBiE 12 B
LTd HFAWZHARFDT CTROLE I L 328 R
WIZEERHFEL TV,

HA 520135 [E & FskD 5k T, Fl—#E#E I FDT
DEHAIZ 2 BIfTV, HEOBFIEIC DV TREF L 726
B 2EOFENC X 5 MD B & O PSD O H#g Tl i
IEOMEIM (r=0.90, 0.96) 235 5, MD 8 X U PSD
D B EN o2 ER2HELTWS, $77, &
HIE ST B 2 FEUREE O AR & BAFT(r=0.91),
FDT ic & 2 I HIE CIX RIF 2 HHELFE STV
5, ZhoDMEFZFDT BEHEEOEWREETH S
ZExRLTVS,

RWNEERE 205k & L7z HFA £ FDT O EEE I
B BHEMIC O W T, MDOMEREAH0.73~0.86,
PSD 28 0.60~0.79 £ 721, b5 b HELHEMIE
5N5ZEPWEMPOI N T WS, HEREIO XS 12
NTG # & POAG #1241 ¢, MD % PSD O +HEIEI 1%
NG GLERSHEBEESE SN, WL b I
HFA iz h 2 HEFREE L ~ V2wt U7z 2515 FDT
THAONDE I EBDLN»S, LHrL, Wi THFA &
FDT ick1F % MD ofBEREF 2~ % &, FDT ® MD

ZeMEHNC NTG B L b POAG BETIEL 725 Twiz (K
2). ¥£7-, HFAIC X 2 X EHMEMRETIE, NTGH &
POAG B D #HEF 512 (MD, PSD) D12 #0378 v >
7z %%, FDT T1x POAG £ ® MD 7 NTG B ic lb~FE
BIWETL TV (p<0.05). FHIFENERIZB T3
FDT & MD @ H#% T % POAG B4 NTG # i A
BEIETL Tz (p<0.05). PSD @l Tl MEERIc
=N L, RERAEGNC BT REOREENE S
7z. L» L, HFA & FDT 1238 %3 PSD OB H
5, HFA @ PSD /& WEFE D & FDT @ PSD 28k
X<, #i2 POAG#TI1X FDT o PSD %3 HFA 12
FATLU TR E L B AN D > 7z,

HFA £ FDT T, ®EMEL a7 X NEE%:
FHHIL T2 7 ORBERE » EEIR T E 20, 8
KHER LT 2 2 L2 & o CHIER R OENIE R FER
MOEENL SWHIN TV AWK T 2 2 LN TE 5,
&2 OFEFIT HFA & FDT 12850 2 MD OF =K%
o U 7-354, POAG #:TI1k HFA L v & FDT THE
KIENMEAL oo THEHIOFIENKE {, NTGH T3
2 FDT 2 b HFA THEKENME < 725 72 ERF O E
EMKE oz, Th o OFERIE, POAG Tk HFA
&0 FDT TERMIL 72 /i3 E OMERE 1 <, NTG
TiF¥iic FDT & © HFA T L 72 08 BH O R H Rk
EREWI ERERLTWS, 72, FHIRNEGD S
TMD OEEAER LI LGS, 2hs O[S
HIZHEL R, MEHENCVEEEL b2 5
(p<0.02), B POAG ot 2k HFA X » FDT
DHMENTVWE EEZ 5N,

FENEEDNE AT H, %2 F1 -} 72 Quigley & VDR Dxf
RiE, WINHFEREDFRA & 7o THE Z 5 7S
FEXRBRNICHIES L EREOHWET LV TH D,
NTG & POAG 2 B 2 fFHAT RO X 2 S Tw
SN,

Caprioli 571% POAG O R MR EEE Tk F ICRE I
X 2R F S L Tw s 2%, NTG TIkEmETE
FLRBMERFPES L Tw3 ERELTWS, £,
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NTG TR R AR IMEEER LGSR Z DT nw T
EHHIONT VB, FEIRFTR T, POAG &~z
NTG OAE TR ALEMM»E S TAE <, HLBEHMmD
SR 2 &0, FHROHE LR AR TH NTG
DEE 513 POAG & Y B AT, EHofsdh
DERICEE L T W 2 LR ENREDOINT
BY, POAG & NTG CIIIRENEZL 2 Z L MHEE S
ns.

BHE 55 ORI MBURE %2 POAG B & NTG Tt
L7356, HFA CRElE S THEEEN R » o 1203,
FDT CTIZEAIE LE ORITE 55T POAG FED sk
EHR NTG FICHAEREIET L T 3 HE S < A
sz (4, 5. BIRFEIC X > THRAEAEE B L O
THDOX 7 ¥ —TRE2MEHHESETE I LT W
LRI s IREVENTE D, ZORREE L TR
MEDO T FHEBFLIE 1% & TR CHEST Th % 2 & 3 FEHE
ENTW B3, POAG B & NTG BED SRR 12
FDE CT-HIE L, MRERAHE OETT & HEF OBEIfR A &
RO LB X OTHD X 7 ¥ =12 B % 1ifd
HEOMRIZ L B L TH D3, FEIREI & 2 B
EBNFE L % % POAG LIRELDAOR T 03B 5 5 %
NTG 2B T 2HEDOE LI NS DFERIC KM E T
borEbhs,

P E» o, FDT i & 2 HEFEHIICIX NTG 1t PO-
AG OEFEMHBENE W E8bhoTz, £, FH0
POAGO#HEIZIZHFA X W FDT DO /53 > T w7z 28,
W2 NTG Tl HFA £ » FDT OoHEEN S > Tw
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