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Hi DT Ml 7 BBLERR I 20 CHIETIE A W2 OREFNCL U CERR T 2 2 HW 32 L otifiic e £ -
TWwb,

R T B REIC DT, JRIEFGHT 2 EETR B 5 WIXIRER > O B 5. IBEFMAETIC BB E
I bL, MEREL IR AEL LV RCHIRT 52 &3 T, KEIREOHMFHICKILL, HRD
DR Z B2, Frcmin, GO S ARERA . WEEIIGED O WS RES S WS ICETH 2 &
D, —JIRHRBEATIC HB 2GR T 5 LT, BEREICHI AV FOREL R ik LEET B X
DELRCATREED D b BHEAER TREESELC S 2w BiEd 55 Y, X o CREFEGGHETICHE
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Statement 5

#E R NS B EEERMT (PEG) R @HE L. SHEFFTFHE 2 @Y IcfTv». EHEE 2 RE
35,
B/NT B9 TRMES  AEE100%

PEG EfTHRi O #EFHEICOWTIIRE > Ty, HRDOHFA FIA4 vV ZEEDOHA K74 v 29

(. SEEETRIME & LT, WHRERICH T 2 SEEATOIRIEZ MR L, ST ROFHEZ1T 5 & o3RS
T, Fric, ~A4 DV RAZFEFNICH LTITH 2 & 23% v PEG TRMHATH %, HEE % &1 1T TS
A R IE U TR~ D a v v 7 — > 3 v, IPIRERNELE, M INEHE, SRHE & AR L i
e, SEEHFFOIISIC O WTHATHRZIT ) R&ETH 5, F2I1C [ASA MHTHHM /%6 [ASA physical
status (PS) classification] | ZfeRd 3., ZONMITARALERUAI2OEE SN CTE Y .. KENHES
4 (ASGE) ¥, BXWASAY D# A FF4 v Tl ASA-PS S3HEIVEL B B WM FRERIE &
(ESA) #'4 K74 v 3 Tlx ASA-PS AL Lo B IC NS 21T 2 A, MR~ a v H 15—
va vpPHEREI w5, PEGHfTHEE L. (31X ASA-PS pMEIIL FoBETHEZ Z %, HEK
BT 2MMRHEOBN 2 #EA 2 & TRCEMBBHCa v I LT —vav T3 LiEREchs L
BPREEIND, 2070, 25 % L OBERe, %< olffE L FHaliciag L (multidisciplinary
approach), SHEHECHERFOMICZIRET 2 Z EBEF L\,

PEG fifTRi O EFEE I, RV Y TRV RER (XY 724) OfE " 1308 T, EFIcET 5
NP L OMETIE, TR RT7 = EFLE LEHEFG (3K 7007 2 v 2=k EHAT 254
bdHb) BELEHEIN, HBRNLZETH S ElMB I T2 32, Hif PEG ifTHEE (90 %LU Lo
54 f5l) BB T uR T = AREEOREEDHARTITREIN Y, HADOH A F 74 v Td, PEG
MEfTEHZ O & 7 5 ASA-PS I F o BF 1B L CIIMRHIEEH T o 7'a K 7 4 — Al 233
Ban<twzd V, L LIRBRIEORE SR 2oz 5 WREOHEF cCHV» b b LTk
. TRERT =T X B HEERSANHREEE CIERRRIEIC X o TREITITR 2089 1%, iR T
DO HADERES, BEKGB L OCBUROERGE, ERBECIIHFIETE v eiI#BlInTn?
U, B k2o, PEGHEATHICE T 2 7 aHE 7 + — RO WTid, S CIIFEE LT,

WO D AT 5 A 3. RS T o PEG &% CIldh S s (=Ea8 T #EE) UT o
LRV EEARE LT3, —/TC, milimsE CHiZmtEmisREtE (ALS) & &0 ) X 7 oEniES]<
Z. A 7L—IC X B WHSERRE: & MR O RSN S L 72 E8Eft o PEG &0 RN RE I
TH Y W19 FFEEIEHTE R WHAEOENEo 2 E 2 b5,

2% 3CHk
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I3 IR

e B DD TR REAR T oD A JiE
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HHT L —
PLai O 8EE: « RO BE O HIEIE
PN AR
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HIRET R
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INA B A

R 36 KOV DFEZ
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B O R

T2 KERER A RINERIAG D (ASA-PS 0% CCEk() & 0 #isiid)

Class B OIEE

I BHFEBEFROIRN

II BEORFEEBITH DS, HEAEIFITHIRE S v
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Statement 6

BILBRTHICBNT, FICBRE) X7 0FWEE TR, 2HIHRO FHREREIRE
BRI D,
w3 w9 TRIES  AEFHR82%

TR R NARSRIY B BERT (PEG) 1k, W - RIANARIBREZ L L T2 BF L fTbh s FHT
Hb, LL, BEALELEFEELZAIETH Y Y, EITT 2 & IEERCBUMAE & Vv > 72 EHE R REBICE
LOAREED B B LIRS Y X 713 10~30% & S S T b . T AR RS FE R BNTE T H
% 2 3)0

%< DF v XILIEREE (RCT) A X7 F Vv RICkoT, PEG MfTRIIC &S Pl % HE 5
T2528T, HIUEL) 27 % 15~60%KKTE LT LAREINTVWE 4, 104D RCT DA XT F
Vv ATk, EF PR GHOBUE R oM ) X 27 28 15% (95%ClL: 10%~19%) KT~ L 9, 27
TVT—RAR—ADYATYT 4 v 7L a—Tb, EEFEERGHTELY 227 D) (OR
0.36. 95%CI: 0.26 - 0.50) 23D LN T3 20,

FRICORIER IR X T v 20R8E (GHJE. HERAE. 2724 P, @S e, Pull i5/Push kT
PEG 2o Ba. PHNICEBVIEEZ G5 T 2 eXAMALEx LN S 320, #577k1E PEG
FEFT D 30 Fraiic, FRPICTIESE 2 532 S L P REI RT3 2, —Niciz, ~=v ) v
FELFET7 2 LFOTFEELRLCHCONTWE D, RV ) Y TLAX—DHLBHFICIT Y v X
~ AV EMFHL, SHIMMERO U 227235 2 5E8ICIZAA N4 LRTIFHEZZET2 Y, $72. &
Bt 5o ST GFI S BB TBE LUt E N naetd H 2 029,

T C 2 PRESELZ BEE53 2 © & id, BEFUR G o F AR BRGREC ABTAMRE 72 T <L &g
DO ERELE A E L CEED QOL [ kicd &L 35 202820, —Jic, 2 HEEOMHAIMER O H
W7 VA F =K. Clostridioides difficile EGE. fganlfEE 7R EORIERA ZH:S 729, {ilcx DEHD
LR Y ) 2 7 A EEICFHI L, ) A2 MEWEE T, 25 PIEE OIS % EEICHN§ 2 L2 H
5,

THNC G TMELZ %G T 5 a2 b LELUEETHIRO AT v A FERL, T T v RICHEI»
REREGPIEEOREIN, G524 I v BEITL D) 2 72TV, PRI OEIE i
THLLDNEETH D,
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Statement 7

PEG fEfTHRED CO2 ERiZ. BEERZEMI ¢, [BEEOHKRERERET I TS
H, FHEZERLTD X\,

w6 k9 PRIES  AEFR82%

PEG fifTIRfIc 513 5 CO2 x50 B AMICBE S 2 ahid, EHESEEE %2 v T CO2 XX %fro7- 1
DD =AY Y =XV 200H[AE T v XL 2P At EhTw b,

Imaeda & V OELE CO2 HEELEE % H 272 9 5D Feasibility study Tl. flfaitk o BRI+ CO2
SIEDHE R LRI R, BT TTE 72 L& LT3, Nishiwaki 5 ¥ |, Pull #kic X % PEG fii
frEg %, CO2EAHE B0 LmuEARE B0H]) icHE/ERICE Y fHiF. PEG Eri& PEG#&IC
BRI AT 25041, BB EILIRORRE 25l 3~ 5 729, PEG10 /7% & 24 FRE#2ICHEE X S E %17 - 7=,
¥z, SUEEFHE T 2720, PEG24 Kl ICHEEE CT M 2 HifT L 7z, BEN RN cEEE IR
e o1, BlRkILT CO2 HED EREIZ, ZZ5HET 2.67mmHg, CO2 BT 3.32mmHg TH -7 (P =
0.408), PEG % 10 4343 X Uf 24 Beffi#2ic 35\ T, CO2 ERBECII 2R L I L T/NB DR H
ISP L7 (P<0.001) 25, KIBOEREICOWCTRMERICEREZAE D o7, [EIEEESHED
ATHE SN, CO2EXHETIRBIE I NAad» o7 (P=0.003), PEG # 0 FRECMAHE R 7 LI
FRERIFIC D W TIE, WIS S 22 7r 2 137 o 72 E 3G LT\ %, mA&MIC Nishiwaki 5 1%, CO2 %
SUC X 3 PEG ifTid. AEFFREIED O T, SUEOFEEMEL . NEOIRMR D w729, PEG
BHEICL >TXVLETCHEAHETHE L EZLNDS LHEHOT T3,

Murphy & 2 12, Pull %I & % PEG ftifT ¥ 35 il 2 CO2 E5HE & lH X AR HEMES 1B Y ff
iF. PEG30 /3% 0 ERIEML X #i i ic X 2 REo AL | RIRWEHEEE & U<, E5m. Bz
FHH L 72, PEG ®EIZBRIMI % I\ 72 CO2 EARET 14 0, @HEESEE 15 Tt THIIL, A
BEix CO2 B 2/14 5 (14.3%). #FEELHE8/15 i (53.3%) T SN (P=0.05), M. &
JRICHEEZITED b7 d -7z, Murphy &3, CO2 XK % T % & T, iEoXEOHELEE
A L, CO2 DI RETHENTH S Z b, PEG ToxAE LOERI NS ATRENZ S 2
EREEROT TV B,

Pull DD IEF DB O L A7 ws, PEG fEfTRE CO2 (5% 179 & & TRIE A 2 nlE
Mi3zdH 3 Y, Introducer ZiED A, [IEEIL VL DWE D H 5, ORENRNRERE., BFEIC
FT, CO2ERDERHMERBE (MG I nTEY 57, HEHFRDIZL A YR, PEG HiAOHESR
KA, PEG BEOTHROWER L, EENZEREEIIHINTE LI, 35 2R ALE TR
H 5 H, PEGifThic CO2 EXAEH WL L FELTH X\,

2% 3CHk

1) Imaeda H, Nakajima K, Hosoe N, et al. Percutaneous endoscopic gastrostomy under steady pressure
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TNT7 7 A%RDRE  PCO2 T LY T WIREZER IR E, CO2XXAZTHhA ThRIcH -7
TLRBVWAREDERLEDH -7, PEG HEDHFERMD . PEG BE D FROUE R L, EENZ
ARERAEHI AT b 2FE L. (BRI ETHB] 2o, [FELTH L] KXHLZ,
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Statement 8

PEG fEfTHFIC HEEREE R ERTRIC» b o THITZER T 5.
w6 K9 PRIE9  AEFR 4%

B - EEEEDE (LU, BEEREDE) &ix. RENEREINEBLERT (PEG) I\ T, KGRI
b, HEELEEEZ AR CEE ST 2 FHCTH b, HRTHEHOBEEEESTIRINTH Y, EHT
TETAL D JE B 2~4 AFTICHifT S b, BEERIT. HEE L EBEORE 3 OL S 2 £ ¢ GEHE 1~2 )
RFE L. PIARSRRT Lo R R A (R < SRR 0 B i, [EE R 2 8 < &R LT H KT
IR RN &) KX VEEDOROL AR L 72 BT, BEIIEU TIRAEIT ).

BHEEEE O HWIE, RERoLeWEmD 5 & & bic, BILEAHTO HEE L GO fREEZ B L. 58
G BB 2R T 2 L TH L, —MICHEKDITH I PEG DFim & T 323, D EDIEKEIT
X, HEEEIE 20T 2 C L ClfTrlREChH o7 b T2 |MEDH B Y,

BEEEERICIITIC2EEDH V., 2 RKOHEZRIFFICHERT 2 24 7 &, 1 RKDE% 2 [HIZEHF 2 X A4
TWRH Db, BHIETIR, —HTOH» LA MERHAL -7 2 HENICEBEE, ot »oigaRE2HAL.
BN TAL—7IC X0 iER L TR~ 2k E fREET 5, i FCBRERERBM AR b HilkE
TWwb, BEEF. TFHRT vh— %A% BNICHE L. BEEI2OFEG LCEEST 2K TH
D, %L DA, HRRIGRINECHRARARETH 5, FRIFTRESAL 23R & 1 % B UJBR < B o A
Tk, BRI RER 2 4 THERTH 5,

BEERE X OCREEMEICB L CHIER S 4 F 74 v BEELARWA, PEG #EX%FELRA 2 &Ml 2~
3em D ENAL E 72 13RI ST RICELE 3% ORI TH 5, ISR Z WIEFICHEEERR I 23 WG
F. X OAMIl Bem MLE) ICEET S C & TREMWDS M ET S LI NG, BEHILEE 2~4 AT L &
nNTE b, BEEERE - B2V IFIERENTESECIER] (DEEK, 18P, SR &) TiE 3
~4 F T, MEEEDSE WG A LRI X HIRR2 B 2 5413, RS 28 ) T 2~3 AFTiC
B3,

FH L LTiE. BREs LOHBER 0%, BEN~OFRIEORAZMHZRE L. BERE X TFH
Ty A—%HNICHALT, WHEENIC T 0@y RHiE2iEET 5, BIrok%2FE L, HEELE
BEDEY) 72T v a VCEEAET DL ICHHET 2, BERT vy a VIZERCENOJEK & &b, Wi
BT X2 LEERRPELREO Y R B8EE 2720, EHYILHFHZELKRD b5, RIS X
D REFRITITV, R AR VIBRT 2,

Introducer i (JFikdB X U0EE) CIIHEEE IZSLHBDOTFHETH 3, —Ji T, Pull £ Push iE Tl
DO THEHEFH L AN Tnird o7z, 2011 FICENTEfM & -F#Eic X 2 &, Pull/Push kit WnT
46% D ERT A= CHEEEE Z R L CTE 0 | JEFIZERL CHEL T2 ERIZED 2 &, 77%23F 5
EERMETL Tz, Tz, 45%DEMIA, HEEEIEICX D b7 7% RAR T L BIZLTw5 2,

A C BTt Pull/Push I Co HREEE X A FH e 3 nTs o ZoFMEERTH
DEFVIET VY ALK E LTRONT WS, LA L, LAY Y 2 7 DK, HEALIAGHT D
FHR R IR O PHIRAHE S N TE Y 39, hoDMA %2, 2022 4F 4 H O 2R
BOEIC B WL, ERFHOBEIC 00 b 3 HEEEE O AR EEF & LTS N,
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Statement 9

BEALRRERBES I NS BE T, Introducer # () TPEG2TH 2 ¢ B8¥EIh 3,
R4 w9 PRIE9  AEE88%

PR I AR BRI B L& (PEG) 121331 Pull % (Pull Technique, Gauderer-Ponsky i) ¥ /Push
& Introducer & (Z35) 29 0 2 MH DO FEFIET %, Introducer i (Z15) 13iE#F v b DR
7> 5. Seldinger PEG, Direct PEG 72 EIEIN D Z ERBH D, L L TFHEOSEHETIEAR L, HilkoidEsx
X v hOALFRT, EERAICEAT D4 TlER, Introducer i (&%) % Push ik & 5d#li 3 2 94w
XbH B2, HATIE PushiEZHEN T —FT A% L - INTEZ B X 2 28580 A HifT 3,

Introducer 1% (&5) X HEEEEBMHHETH 52—/ T, Pull ik/Push LI HREEE 449 L D HE L
L7z, B S b H 0. BOR T Pull IEE L LTw 5,

Pull i%/Push %X, PEG IRFIC A 7 — 7 U3 EEN, WHEEC (L 2@ 3 2 72 o, L AIMMER & & 0
JEEpN - MRSEMTE IC X 2 EFLES D ) R 7 28% %, Introducer iE (k) &, 17 — T AP EEEEED
A - MEIND 720, BELELZ T 2 (RS H 5 Y,

BEHEOMIEIC BT Introducer i (Z5iE) 28 Pull i & 0 BEFLELE MR W E ARSI LT W 5,
WED X ZFENTTIE, Introducer 5 (FiE) %ER L 256 OEFLEGEY 2 7 2K T L 23S 5107
5> TH Y, PullFFiC~_TH v X (OR) 13.0 (95% CI14.6-36.8; P < .0001) &. #EatiyIcHRE 4z
PO N TS Y, F 7 Pull ik TRPHIMTTEREE G X 0 EALESR ) 227 258 57%(KE3 2 (HX Y
2 7 [RR] 0.43, 95%CI 0.30~0.62, 1*=30%) Z &2 &, Pull 5% & IRT 256 I3 PIE SRR G 23 E
ThH5 Y,

FIEIHIREC VP v v v F 2 AT 52 BFH 2 LB T 5 PEG O FH T, BILUEED VA7 0@l mis o
Introducer % (Zi%) %iERT 2,

2% 3CHk
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Gut Liver. 2024; 18(1): 10-26. ik 4 & H#)

FNT 7 A O - GUEIIHIREEICBE D 53, VP v v v P2 H T 2 BH 5 CEFURERH o TlE R S
BOEER VL L, iiRoBEAER (FRAEL2ED) BEbALITATCwIUE, Pull &, Push kT,
Fo KM@V LR EDERMH Y. [ Introducer T PEG %179, ] % [Introducer i (Z3£)
TPEG %175 Z e ¥ ENB] ICAEL 7z,
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Statement 10

NSTAMAAIC K Y., PEGBEOFMBE LM L., BYhRkBEHIfTONEI LT, &
BEREY X 7 DR, EHFEXRDE L. ERBHRSHFTFINS,

AT @9 PRIES HEFHR100%

FE BN U 72 R IR XA i ©H 2 23, RINOREREZ G 2 BE. FFiC QOL 2MEwBEF I
LT, HICHENEESLETHE V., ZD-0REREDONREE L X O A RERGEOR
BPRE I, AEFRZHNE ST 28b &0 ARPETEMOT. EfINESHEICX 55 —2T7 7 m—
FOHEEIN TS 2Y ) F 22 NF T ICKIET. PEGEDZ7 TIcEHwTh NST BB RETHs D,

PEG A v 7 7 L v 2R 2HlciTb 2 Dl 3 % T PR ETHEi T hTwav, £7- NST & PEG
JEFTIEE DEHE S {Th N Tk 53, PEG fE{TED NST BERRAUSRKIZEBIETH o7 Y, PEG D0
A IN-BEEZ, NST Z#EA L, BEYNCHHE LiERT 2 2 & T, BFOFHEiCA v 7+—2LFavk
v ORRICE R X NN L 7228, BEASLE R BEOMNEARFICHERIC EF L, HEhE
FBD 30 HIETHRA 10% 55 2% ICHEICHRD Lz W MEaAd 3 Y, £7- NST ic X 2§l %17 -
722 &C, PEG# 1 EBDTERMSHA L, PEG3 2 HBEDEGFERIKEL-L MG H 5 9,

HEZEURBEREEEH ISR, M V74 vernra—riHuikF—LoT77u—-FOHF
PR XL, BIEREY R — b OB LIBTENGIHEICOWT, MW ARLIEIC X 25— 2 085E
HICcE=2 ) v 792 2 L2 HRL T3 3D BIGREZ{To T EFEICNST BNMAT S LT,
NST O BEWEHEE TH - 72 d DD, GIHERERIHREILC . TR TED 23% D L, %
ABEHA 23 11.6% 384 L. SR ABEE D 43% P L 72, BRNIRSITCTld, KREV K —FF— 28
HIZ1 FARET 2810420 FAOFIEERHLNDE 2 EBHL 2T R -7z, & SITHiA & FERICE W
TH, AIEZIS T2 & CRIBREBEEHIRIC O35 2 L RRBIRELWET 5 2 LB ABETDH I
KTHHL I RoT0E Y, TEFHEICE T B ©h, F—LERERTONE LT, EE
BrHEEICHEMEE2 27, BLA 2I%HHITERL DHREDDH 5, L b KERESL QOL 1Z[FH
FTh o ABHAM 2 <. AR 7 FEIA ©. B O OREEOEM R <. BEE 5
CiRETE, EREOMLENR D R 572, 12 2HOBYTIISH 22, F—LEREEZITH)> L Taxt
ERME T, ST OEERET LN D D, 277 L, PEG#%ROT TIcBb 3 LT — 2 0fHE
B3, ZoEEM L HIC 2 MM EE D 337% M T 2 & L2 ITHINT 2 720, EIR R
AL I B AREE D B 10

PEG 75Tk, NST ZiZLd L2 F—LEREZITINETH D, LELIIICITbLTW 3
NST & bBETITHNT W2 NST IHEH S R T LR ERRL - TH ) IMFICITTET 2 48R 5,
F2EMRA O NST EfiEfE R I HETRETH S, $TILAETIRNST IZEZFLTEHY, PEG
AT DB R FHAESTA BB, ACP A &It TSI X 2 F — LA ERPEfEh w3, %
B IC X 2 77— L EFRIILART & 0 ER OB 1) L EREHIBEIRH L 2T, ERICIIMNETH L, —
FC, LIS MBETH 2 L LEFNAMER D Y| BT — LEB T 2 ZERH O
BREDBRDOLND,
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Statement 11

End-of-Life Care ic81J 5 PEG Z &1 AHN 0o@iGii, EXHNEISICE IR, MENL
BLR D 17072 L THRETT 5,

&K 7 (End-of-Life Care) Tk, BEIEMOREMEMICH N CTERARL, Bz b o GBT 2
559 ET 5 ERHANTH B, NLHKS - Kk (AHN : artificial hydration and nutrition) %,
BRI TLT LOEFRIZIER L2 0 IERZSGE L 720 375 L 1d 6708, RIUIC X o TIEE
EIRFEYGEIC & b 72 5T QOL (Quality of Life) Z#fEff - Ml ETZ 2 0[EMED H 5720, Z OBIGICITE
HRHMT RO N B,

AHN OFEICl, BBERESLUEIREELR LR H 208, TNZNEA G, VR 7, fmErHE
DIFET 5, BEOERIRAE, T, HLERKE. MEMEN. B8 B X OFEOMER 2 A EIICHIE
L. il % ORIUCIE U T 70BN %2175 2 L BEHEETH 5,

AHN (FRENRERTHTH 2720, HRIICE T 254 - ko IZ, EAEEIC D EDnWT
BRENDZRETHD Y,

[#AKHH (end-of-life) | 1&, —MRICIERBOHEITIC X Y MERRAD T, ZOEBUN O TR TFHI T2
R 245328, Z OWHHZ IEMEICRIE T 5 2 L IZREECTH 2, IEERE (72 & 2 (X80 DA B (b RE
DR &) AERTRE RS T, BERIFIGS & AR ZRENICER L, EEERTT2 2 L B8EE L
WY, F KRB O UCEEM RS ARG GG IR, —ER OEER 7 AHN OB ARG b dH
% 49, ARBEGNC TS 2 R GERY 2 RET o, @ty v v IOBSERIT L L HEETH S

6)

o

BRLEERDOIZ, BE 4T F LA —F v aniERE LT, BEOFLECMIER. 77 D
HEAEEL, EREAHICKBEIE2 2L THE Y, BEAZT 2 0B 02 RET L0RAREETAY
THH, TnFEFEME (autonomy) &\ 5 mEERICESWT WS,

L, EEORMELXET 2 EFE CREERELRETH Y, PRCOBBENRE 40T % 4,
AVvIZ4—LF -aviev b 28322 RTERVEAE SV, 20X A BEOBRERRLZHE
AifE~E (advance directives) 23 EBREDFRE & 72 v | Y RERRIVBEICA 5 2 561, IERICERT
INTREASHM 21T S . TR IE, KEETORIHBRR CER T 5 2 L AR I N5,

AHN oBtseHiko¥Wiiz, LIZLIEFRECRRLNSE D, BE B L OCREOMIERE. FHE.
AL E R 2R L, MEHT 5 LPEETH S Y, SRR, BFECRELOTERa Ia=r—v
a VOBRARTH Y, BF - KO EIRO R IFIAINE O ICONTHALRTHRTH Y, LT L d %
BRI 20T ARWI & 2FHT2LEND 5, 20 LT, ROBIRHEE R EF TN L Td, BEAN
B e s 7 % &0 8] Ak 7 7 oféfitnisko b 5,

BEIICE 1T %5 AHN 13, BESAERZECTH 27T, VRIZEMEI e BL W18, 728 2 1T
Wrofess CIERAMEMERT 2. TR, HBOARPR, BED ) X 7 248 L &0 RS CIIMIRIESYE ©
VA7 DEE S W,

T 72, BEREIC B LTI, TEE - SGE WP OBEINC X B AP e, MfikHEIC X 2 PR R EEE 5] E i
THREMED D D D, BRMROBEN L Tk MERENBREINE b H 5, —#kic. AHN i

28



BHHEPCIBINE 72 SRR B Z S 720 #RIIC I3 ClRB - bt 2 HEICHT <2 TH 5,

BESEHI D B Tl B L ~ AT, Mo x — v 02, EERALE R ED3H O N5 D5, T DR
T ZERERITZ L L REZ R L THOEIE ARV 2 &3S v, ERAPREIIEROEZ TH Y, 2
FY RO, KR, BR. DRI EONIEB G TH 5 7, kD igE DR & FEERO K BIUEIC 1%
MBI D 72 < BRI C b ER R O NZE W T LS\ 5D,

BB CI3, HE ORAEC R RERIE 2 A 0F L 72 KIEF BT, AHN 2k LCTd | @
Ul 7 2 232 2 & CHISLIO SR L FBE L 2w 2 AR EINT WS 12, I 5 R B
LCTH 205, MERHEIFIIC X 0 RO FEMIZES TlE e,
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