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(HZE] HM K0 ILZE S 2R B ALAE (amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, ALS ) i D) BE ¥ 2% S #4655,
y ALS BLN2 I MBS VPG TR AR #hRic. Jiik T 2015 4E 5 J] 2 2018 4F 3 H 7ERG 44568 K
MR BEBE A 2 N RHESFIRIZ ALS [ 25 01 ; [N HESRAE I PR DC AT Y 26 45 {dt B 25 B A S hf
WRZH , 1947 3. OT R ALPRFTHE{CR 5 #1275 (functional magnetic resonance imaging , IMRI) $48 , ¥ & K fixi
KRRJZINEEM LS . Fe T EIR BRI AT 28 22 57 3 M , ZEAUREAS o A6: 9 b 45019 26 i 21 19X 2% 194 4 Jmy AR 49
SURE, JF K ALS 855 I Zh 6B 3% 42 M2 I 2% 2 805 A 0 S az Bl B RE VT 43 iE 4T Pearson AH OC 73 #7 o
50 SEEEXT RRAIAR L, ALS B MR HT S5 ki DX 22 [] D) B 9 £ 1% 42 i 5 15 5 ( P<0. 05 ) 5 2 A HEE Py 4
FBl-% E Rl e E AR I 5B 1T I ALS 3 RE&E 35 (revised ALS functional rating scale, ALSFRS-R) 3f-
S IEARSE(r=0.512,P=0.008) , S{@MEx BAIAH L, ALS BF PR EAL FRIE B AR BERREAR , B m B i
S5 XYY AR ST A BE RS N (P<0. 05) , 41037 [8] A5 1 BRAF S5 R4 15 A80% B 3T R EE AR (P<0. 05)
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[ Abstract ]| Objective To explore the abnormal connection mode of brain functional network in

amyotrophic lateral sclerosis ( ALS), and to find imaging biomarkers for early diagnosis and prognosis
evaluation of ALS. Methods From May 2015 to March 2018, 25 patients with ALS were recruited in the
Department of Neurology of First affiliated Hospital of Army Medical University, and 26 age- and sex-matched
healthy volunteers were enrolled as the healthy control group. Resting-state functional magnetic resonance
imaging (fMRI) scans were collected by 3. OT magnetic resonance scanner,and the whole brain large-scale
functional network was constructed. The network differentiation was analyzed on the basis of graph theory. The
whole brain and node attributes of the 2 groups of functional brain networks were compared by two sample ¢
test. The functional brain connection, network parameters and cognitive and motor function scores of ALS

patients were detected by Pearson correlation analysis. Results Compared with the healthy control group,
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the functional network connection between the anterior and posterior brain regions of ALS patients was

significantly enhanced (P<0.05), and the functional connection between the left orbital superior frontal gyrus

and superior marginal gyrus was decreased, which was positively correlated with revised ALS functional rating
scale (ALSFRE-R) score (r=0.512,P=0.008). Compared with the healthy control group, the normalized

characteristic path length of ALS patients was decreased, while the nodal efficiency and node degree in the

frontal and occipital brain regions increased (P <0. 05). However, as to the cingulate gyrus and globus

pallidus , the nodal efficiency and node degree decreased (P<0.05). Conclusion Rest-fMRI data can reflect

the abnormal changes of functional brain network connection in patients with ALS. Superior frontal gyrus

superior marginal gyrus functional connection value of the left orbit can be used as an imaging biomarker for

the early diagnosis and prognosis of ALS.
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L2 45 ) & 15 AL 4iE ( amyotrophic lateral sclerosis,
ALS ) 2 —2H PR R R0 1) S o M i i 22 1R AT PR
I, AR HESE A Sz gl K o T FIE RERY Bz sz
JCH R B s & ouBAT MR AR . H TR & B,
ALS JRZASTRALA R BR T2 3l X, 30 98 Sz sh Ah I,
AL 5 A R AN AT sk E v 2 S aLAEIR
FURT ALS P 32 B I PR R AE LA Sz sh i 420
AEFREPEA TSI T ALS SO LR 7
PIRR SR, N Bz al SE S Bt 2 onE bR R,
HALS ZH R (AELRAA 12 A~ ERH
KT R T X ALS H 3 JEAT VAR AR 7 Y
RINAITIr % . Wik, SR G @ AR R A AP bs
ICHRRAE ALS PR B EAT + 23 L EEAY Ik R

Mg 2o 4R i f% ( magnetic resonance imaging , MRI)
CACIENITE I ALS JR 2% il 28 3R e 28 1% 07 i
ATHIE A o A T LR A T 4
MRI BF5E % B, ALS (85 A4 ] BAda DMK BUAA R 5 &
TTH ALS I RETE ) 2 32 (revised ALS functional rating
scale, ALSFRS-R) P43 S IEARDG o 2 T A5 1 i
ff 1 P% 1% 1% (functional magnetic resonance imaging,
fMRT) (1) D) R 4 H2 i 7 H 5 Bl 28 3R GE 2 o QIR 1R ¥ T
I R Bl — Ttk B ALS (B sh A T fE
YEBEUAE 5 32 B o B i S AR ARG . {H H AT
AUy B T T I Sl PR DI REM 45, BT ALS i
NS RE 1 H R AR R S A il D BE R 2 40 4 MR
Wroeieb .,

A5 30 3 4 Sl DR O R ) R R 2%, i T e
O BT ALS SR 5 X 2 I RE R 4% 22
S, R ALS B DI REHR Fh M 2% S S 8UE S IA M

Fia s I RERIPEr AT S 0 AT, BR 3 ALS (A S
A IMRT ZIREMN W 45 2 e vE A 80K, DL O ALS
W2 W T R WAR A ARIC

1 ARSI

1.1 R %

FB5E 2015 4E 5 2 2018 4 3 HAERG 4 E R
5 m Bt 2 N BRI 1Y 25 i) ALS i, Hi2
WA 15 tH b e 7 B B B T TR ET Escorial 12 Wi
WE™ o ALS SEALIHE 13 ], ot 12 1], 4R 29~ 68
(47.2+9.2) % St 3~T1 A F o [ FHSFAFER M
SIVCTE Y 26 1] f e 75 B 25 ARy 4t BRE X BR (Chealthy
control, HC) 21, Hor BB ¥ 19 f41], 2% 7 4], 4 1% 27 ~
62(46.0+8.8) %, L BB MG AT A ABRIUE:
FFEIEITIR EL Escorial I2WhRE" () ALS 35 &
£ MRI 96 A ] BEAS A EED o HEBRARIE - A7 25 9 50 H
MG S 5 i I s I LA B A ol 2 2R G 8 A 5%
P 5 W ALARAG AT BE RAIE . AN FE I8 o bl 25 4 B Ry
S IR BE B AR R 2 51 2 W 4t (KY202231) , 321X 1
B R B A
1.2 s RZREE T4

JAR ALS SBEH 1 AN BHE AT 3 Tl
PR A AL : ALSFRS-R AFAN, 770 B 70 A OCRREZE I
H£55) 2 40 73 CIEH ) 5 1 5 ks #OIR 2546 & (mini-
mental state examination, MMSE ) & F7E# , MMSE & 3%
&I 30 73, 3 BAE 27 ~ 30 23 9 IEH, 23 RL<27 DRl
T BE B B 5 52 4 A1) K B fili i 2 ( Montreal cognitive
assessment , MoCA ) TF41, MoCA £33 E.43 30 43, 7 8UHE
26~30 73 N IEH, 73 5<26 N AT RERRAY .
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1.3 #GHERE

PRI VE 5~ 3. OT R MR 47 A3 g 9 41 O M
FEAS IMRI %4l . MR A i sk s f& EPLF 51 149
HiZ 50k : Tr=2 000 ms, TE =30 ms, FH%% i By 90°,
K2 BT (field of view, FOV) 24 192 mm X 192 mm,
36 AMHETZE, 2R 3 mm, fR R K/)N:3 mmx3 mmx
3 mm, 3k 240 A ) m o 7R ARE BE ST A AT, SR AT
R E RN AN, P ERUIR N SR, S
A ART A, IR D,
1.4 #8.% fMRI & 4BFR4 522

{#i F§ MRlIcron 4% {4 ) dem2niigui B4-% r &
DICOM %54l 445k NIFTI A% X, Bl i b R FH 2 T
MATLAB 2014a ¥ £ ) DPARSF % {1 ik 17 4b 3
(http ;//rfmri. org/ DPARSF) , 1 Jo k47 [R] E AL IE,
FRAE 240 A a] A, R B EE AT 10 S
(] s R | LAAS 2380 2% 230 A Fa i I ) i R 45
T A TSR ERE B R R A AR 5 2
EUG (B35 #EAT NI e , SR B A 5udf =k
AT £2 mm B SITE 200 N, A
L% 0 S35 12 5 30 5 9K J5 2 A7 2 ) bs e AL, 428 20 RE
FMRT 580 e v 21 v 70 PR3 T1 23 08], FRAF T1 IR S
= MNI 75 [a] () EPT A5 Ak, 1) G 4 2 O3 S 14
IMRI $i4f WSy 1) MNT 25 i) pr, BEoRAE 2 3 mmx3 mmX
3 mm {3 FERARE s B #EA T A [R]F- 3 X T A (MR
KGR AT FWHM = 8 mm V¥ 2 9647 i 78 9 5 64T
0.01~0.08 Hz {7 im il , H A2 X AR R A% LA K
A BE S I B, LA TR B AL B 1Y)
MNT 25 [&] 4 i (8] F7 51 5080
1.5 hak W &M R B &5

DI RE % 4 P 28 A6 - 4% BR A Bl AR (automated
anatomical labeling, AAL) &3 ¥ A ligi J2 2 R4 Ky
90 NG HR 1Y 5] [X 48, ( region of interest, ROT) , jX &
it o) DX DAy g 7 R ) DA G ) e 3 R 4% 1) T L
PRI ROL Hp i 14 3R 1) I6F 8] 7 51 3 3P 44 A
HAFEEYE ROL P24 I] (8] 751 o B %) 45 %) ROT Y-

By E] e 51 4T Pearson AH I3 M, 54> 52 10 77 AR
90x90 Hif[iH] - HAHOC R EUHI B o fii ] Fisher’ s Z A5 4
W AROCHE MR % 45 Dy 7 {8, DABRCE AR OC R B IE Sk
WL Z A B R A — A i

43 #r: {8 F§ GRETNA toolbox ( http ://www.
nitre. org/projects/gretna/ ) 5 i+ AR Fl 51 H 1 T HE M
LR, DI RE RO 2% H i HE e BGIE L 10% ~30% . %
TAJRTEIR TR 2R MR (global efficiency, E,,, ) Ja)
T & (local efficiency, E,_ ). £ 1F I & K &
(characteristic path length, L) | 5 & & % ( clustering
coefficient, C ) FRUEALFRAE BEAR A E (N) A/ SR 40
N2 (o) o AT RSO E Y KA (nodal
efficiency ,N,) .7 5 B {f ( degree centrality, D, )" |
1.6 43t oM

K FH SPSS 22. 0 A g AT GE b E2# a0 b, T N H
Geit2E A 280 B2, SR SRR AR ¢ 462 30 HE A
ALS 411 HC 4 AR5 22 53, R FHT X A 36 L 458 4 4 i)
V2SR i GRETNA B4, 5 Jo kAT 4 7 R 2%
HI55 145 HT (network-based statistics, NBS) ") 5 75 40,
P 4 T RE 1% e R A7 20 18] 22 S 00 i s B e 1T A
] P 28 Z 50 (A2 R S HON T 1S 80) Z A 22 5, R i ik
THAESBCEHALR: (10 000 Y0) J7 vk, T4 1] ) 2% 2
B geit B EE, P<0. 05 Uh ERA G FE L. #
ALS HFH A RESR MM 48 5 1 S 8UE (W 2% 3k
AR FCAH AR 28U 20 A A 2 55 1 DX 19 6
B 438 5 ALS H % () ALSFRS-R . MMSE . MoCA
W3 EAT Pearson AHIC/IHT, IXUI P<0. 05 Oy 22 5 A7
it r Lo
2 $#R

2.1 ALS et} LA 0 Gt it 5 Fadf 2.0 B 5 A
23
ALS [REHAIRI HC U G HRRAE 2 1, Pl
I RE S AE I 125 5 JEAEE A 1 X (P>0.05)

x£1 ALS AFXBABRAOZKITEMHZOEFSHITER  (555)

20 51 n B () iR 7 WiFL A ALSFRS-R §:%:/4F  MoCA §3:/4) MMSE 32/ 4y
ALS 41 25 13/12 47.2%9.2 23.6+15.7 33.96.8 25.1£2.7 28.5+1.8
X HRZH 26 19/7 46.0+8. 8

P 0.12 0.62
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2.2 ALS M Ae s} BB AL AT o) b iE AR

FEF NBS Jrik , %F ALS 2 A6 REZH i oG o) i i
AT AL 0] 22 55434 , 5 A 4 8] T BE D) 2% 174 i X% 4%
SRR MU RS R T R, 38 3 MATLAB f BrainNet
view FRF2 I . S5 50, ALS f8 35 407 K AT |
Je i DX 2Z [ B R 3% 422 1 BT 32 G s B2, i1 (] 86
I R EIE S PSEST sy o v/l i 1 I 7 e SN L I 2 N T2
ki DX 22 (B B g 3% 422 . 2 48 i (18] 1A) o ALS ZH A5 il
T HMIFTAT 5B H g 55 /N e DR 8 ] 22
B D REE e A, ZEMINE P& T [l -2% I [m] 30 B 1 1)
REERE/N B EFRANCE 1B)

SFGmed.L grGmed.R ORBmid.R
i

Lf ACG.R MFG.R SFGdor.R

ORBinf.L j

TPOmid.L

PCL.R

MOG.L ‘) MOG.R
s0G.L CUN-R SOG.R /

A B

AALS A EM R A B BRE LEXETHhikiEE
3% ; MFG. 3 % = ; SFGmed ; A 1 31 £ =& ; ACG: &7 4o 3
®;80G ;4 L= ;SPG: T k£ & ; CUN; #2 7t ; MOG: AL F =
FFG: %K B IPL: TR T4 /A ©;ANG: 4 =) ; B ALS 404 fi
IR E B ERE T RREEEK; SMG: &
L ; PCUN: #2 47 »F; PCL: ¥ & & /s ob; MTG: 1 F w15
SFGdor: 4 M 47 £ w1 ; ORBmid ; 82 45 47 ¥ 7 ; ORBinf ; 1E #¢
ATE

Bl1 ALS AXNIIAEERFEUTME

2.3 ALS 4 At BB 20 4 By AR B P VAR

KF 5% s E T M4 ags Rk 2, i
2 VN S R C U= & L RO e VAN 1 =4
8> 1, F U~k 14 1 T e o 2% 34 HL A7 /vt R 41 41
FRIE . ALS HUEPRUEIL AR BEAR I EE N B0 B4 g 2
AR (P<0.05) , HAWSEA MR R A Geit2 25 7 o
2.4 ALS U Anxt RLLB 3R B A B ML

R ESHE T ALS 2 A1 BRZH ()15 SRR

AT R BESHUE il AE 2 A G 30 7k T P 24
[E] [ 45 Jey 19 i S M) 22 5 o5 DAL i) = i i S 8K
{HA 2257 M XA R AT s . S5 R B ALS i3
TR N, AR RO T | Ze e 25 5 X 2
G, 22 A0 [0 A AR (18] 2) 5 ZE Mg X e
ARAZH T R D, RIS I 107 (] A
FIBkH D, BFFEAR (A 3) .

MFGLL, v
Y %5 SOGL

/ & SFGdor.L grGdor.R
ik ORBmid.L 1
= zﬁ ‘9
M
. 5 .

MOG.L

ACG.L
CAUK
CAUL
|
-2.04 297

BRefm AR DR A ALS BH BRI RN e
R ;3% &4 Kk ALS 419 5 30 £ A6 s X ; SFGdor: % 91
A 27 £ =) ; MFG ; 27 P =) ; ORBmid ; BE 3 47 ¥ & ; SFGmed ;
M L= ACG: 77 4= % = ; PCG: & 4o & ; AMYG: 4-4=
390G : 4o L5 ; MOG : o F &) ; CAU ; Bk A%

B2 ALS AEEMEN T RHAEREUEME

2.5 MESMLER

KB T BEE HE 55 1 FCAE 511 R 2 2617 4
KAHT R B, 22 M RE N &R T 180 R1 2% I [0l ) 5 i 3 FC
5 ALSFRE-R #//r 2IEM KK R (r=0.512,P =
0.008, [l 4A) , BRI ZEAN AE PR 451 T |1 Fl 2k L [0] T RE % 52
FC {8k, ALSFRE-R $F43 841K, #4525 5 M 4%
ZRE S e R A R A TR DG 43 B K B, 22 A o [l s
JRCR S MoCA PEAMEAEIEAH KA R (r=0. 393,
P=0.05, 5 4B) , HAth T BB #1245 S 80EH 516 IR
BRI ZRAR LA BEMELR,

F2 ALS AR BRANENEEFSHER (5s)

. . FEAE y R EAL R AE b 74 3
15 W A R sl T N Eé%%
ALS 2H 25 0.41+0.05 0. 68+0. 06 2.50+0. 34 0.55+0.04 1.17+0. 06 1.40+0. 39 1.63+0.42
i HEZH 26 0.39+0.07 0. 66+0. 09 2.67+0.62 0.54+0.05 1.21+0. 10 1.37+0. 55 1.63+0. 59
tH 1.20 1.16 -1.50 1.18 -2.14 0.48 0.25
P {ﬁ 0.24 0.25 0.14 0.24 0.04 0.63 0. 81
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MESRT LR D &R A ALS A & LI ® M
X ;¥ &4 & ALS 40% % F 4K 69 i X 5 SFGdor: 9 87
L ®  MFG i ¥ & ; ACG : 3T 4= 4 & ; PCG ; & 4= = ; CAU:;
kA PAL: SR B AR

B3 ALS AEEMENT RERTEHUTREX

1.4
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1.0
0.8
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p————
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ALSFRS-R ¥4y A

FC i

0.70
0.65
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0.55 1
0.50
0.45
0.40
0.35

Ne

16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30

MoCA P43 B
A: £AMIE A F @ /% Ew FC {45 ALSFRE-R 4 ;
B: AL % 52 Ne 55 MoCA 374

B4 £MINEMERESHSEAERBEXSN

3 e

ABFFER R B MR 2GR I A i 18] 18 3
AT RN T R 14 R R R ALS 3% K 2 BE 9 45 4
MR, A B ALS J8 5 A7 A6 D BE ) 28 38 4 5 ek
AR RIBTRI i 0 X 2 [8] 3 42 0 58 . ALS 21 Fx

RIS 35 BAT /N BB ALS £825 AN 11 F%
S R AR N WA, RO FH K I 3 B 0 4% 23 AT X T A%
ALS B AH 532 B4 R 045 3 i o 2 WL LA
EEE L,

3.1 ALS B H s M & ik TALH &

LI EREAS IMRI FFFEIESE , ALS (576 R 5
FEAEAT A I T BE 1) X 45 N 776 D) RE 7 H2 388 Jin i) 4
AR BB P 25 ) 28 Dy e % HE 4 0 HL S P T ) e A
A RS R ALS JE B T S5
LI 22 i) 1 2 (3 M, DA R IR 5 IR X 22 1] 1
RN AT R B T SE AR AN T i 25 A 3455 | Y
TIRERRNG o EL A W9 A BRI B8 X Jaf g 235 #4312 R T A
— TSy BRI BEAR AT TE 5. 5 > A B ) B W) %
B EN X B AT KR . ALS B BRI
BT SEMHIYE GABA figrp Al Mg T EAT &
ORISR0 )V FE s 559 DA T 5 50T i il DX ) Dy g o
BRI — T 2 O TSR RAE S, ALS HRAETE) 2
(32 3/ 15 B A 45 1) B S RE T 26 A8 v Fe i i
SR MR B 2 W] R R AR ALS 32 S dh 2 048 vk B
/18 31 AN X T R s 0 2% T 2L A 1 TR

AWFFTIE KB, ALS B8 3532 31 W 2% A5 0 15 S M Ai
A U P k35 /N A BB 38 o [E] 2 [) ) g i
PPk B AR, 20 OB PR30 1 112 1 1] 1) Rl 3o 4 e W
AR, ZHOU 2 il T 12 f] ALS f 5 f et
HE 5 (1032 3 I 46 3% 0V | R IR H) 2R3E 3 B I F3E 3h At
F JTAFAE M RRAG o T5 AMI A& A SR 5 J i
DIREIX, HAE CARITAZ JEB S RE GRS A
AN R AR . R e s N T AR e
S T A AN A8 4, 5 X /N RN 11932 8 e
A5, ALS BF TS SMINFTH 538 SR 5 i 2 o e 55
/N (] D e A A, SR N ] iz Bl o)
REsZ BT E . AR A B, ALS B8 35 22 M HE
WAL l-2% [0l D RE % B2 {H 5 ALSFRS-R 41 & i
FAEAHN, EMERT 52 F DAl 4 (I , B 1Y
AR B R L RTA WA R BT MR 2 e 1Y
ALS % ZEMIHERIH 5 ALSFRS-R #1617, HEHI
175 2842 1 45 25 SRR D RE R AT 24T T rh g T
VERL, 2 SiCA2 8 AT NP I RE s 25 b 0] 515 5 Rk M
AL PREETREAR X , T T i = B AT T . HE A
BT RN L ) ) R R A R A 4 1 D g 5 i
F BB RE Z (R4 H ISR o AR R BR
i 1 32 A i 3 A A 6 4 285 552 T ok T ALS
PRSI T, 22 M P L (0] b (0] oy R B 7T
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VER—FHSEAR2ERRIC Y, 5T 590 (112 B B i PRA
e e =5 -8
3.2 ALS BE i M &I S8 T AL B

TN R E 2 22 11 I 45 0 7 i 8 7 AR b 224 6L
o7 B FREA REE , ADE ST & ALS S5 Hi HC 41K
4 BA /N R AL 20 5 2Z B X ALS (A e
WFSE 2 A — B WK S 3R 18 3 S A S
B FIZ Sl AR PRI 43 B8 1 M X I 2 () A 15 B, DA
THEPURFRE A 1 BE T, LA /N AR e A B
PRI K Dz ) 5 B AL B, RS HE ALS
SRHE N HC AP 2A /N S A1 2 8 21 9l 7E T g
HERE 5 1) F F MR AT — e 25 R R 9 A B
ALS B KINAOAREALRRAE B AR BE AR . B AL
TR PR AR A B AT S B R i v A5 2 A A R e T, A o 8%
Hh IS B i DX T ) e e AR T A DR R A R
FIPEAEE " . AR, ALS B3 D RE 14 52 W 2%
14 4 JRy AR AR T R 2o 8 4 X S A A A T B A
AEXT A5 S B [ P SR B 0 8 /KO, B ALS JE 1S
SRS TN 2 oK B B AR 5 B RE 1 AL N AT e
HITHER o

AWFFELE ST T ALS FR 35 DI RE I 28 11 4 4 D 1 B
RIAE 13 A7 3501 SRR B R, 2 T
B DN PR 245 118 R A DX 35, 455 22 A B w0 22 A I
[l KA [l BT A5 e 2 A0 HEE 51 1 Joit %
NGRS, SAMSE ALS [B5 DI RE W 25 3% He 88 iy
A X AR — 5, XS XA T RS iR X 2 B
HERERE N, T B O FESS A RO T BT, T B X
G DX g 2550 b X 235 A 453 40 71 R 1 D) B8 S SR AT R
P H 2 ALS Jg RO CHH 3 0 31— G T I X kb
FERTRE AR, DT 26 U o B 8 () I IACHE R o AT 4%
HHE K& IAE AR 115 55805 5 MoCA P43 A7 A 1EAH
S B ALS B F T REPE 4 B i, 22 AL H (e
W ERCER N R Z T SRS ) ALS &
His g UifebE i 2] — @ R EEER . AR IR &3
ZeA JE F1AT 10045 A A5 B AR U S s 1] B e
A, R BH G s [0 o505 oA i A I i Z (R M5 B A%
B RCRBEAG . WFFE s K e i o] 45 5 s 1] 22 [
FEAE BB E Y 5 0 [0 1612 3 AH 56 R 4% FE 41 HL
A EENE, AT 45 R AR J5 F0a1 [ 0] e ALS M
H 18 B DB — A O X 3
3.3 INEE5mR AR

ARWFFARAE T — B AR T D RE N 2 B3R
X ALS f 5L 40132 2 K oA 0 8 A o 2 PR 2R R

ARBFEBATAE—E W R IRYE . H S, AP SR HEA R
R/ INAIREIBI T E 5, R oA T 28 3 R AR AR 1 9 1)
WFFERALIN L RE P 25 Rt i) sh A2 A . U, AR FFE
FUOGHE ALS (85 D RE M 4 -5 i 28 A4 B2 0 3K
MR, B — b T TR DI HE W 4% A 25 4 4 2 Rl Y
B DURAT B A A5 MR ] SE 4528 o

SE
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