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[Abstract]

Bowel preparation in CT colonography is a very important factor, but there is no standard pretreatment method.
In CT colonography, unlike other colon exams, pretreatment can be reduced in combination with tagging.
However, in reducing pretreatment, there are problems such as increase of residues and deterionation of tagging

quality.

We report the quality of bowel preparation in reduced laxative pretreatment method.
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THdE, BEFRFEPYFVIDEDETHRENEELD. HNONOMERTIE, ERE(LLIHLBEECTEEREOBERCED
TL2H, TNICE>TEDEREDRILBEDBEDETHH DN ZRE L.
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KB CT 12 20124 ARBRUNR S 1, KBIBES ftik 3t
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Trial : JANCT) % EO#ER I UL LTIEF v
ADHELEN, TERLTET S,

K CT I, Mbie &S CEM IS - T
VA0, BRAEOSZEMOM E L U THILED A
BT —2DORETH 5.
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ZECIDNBIRTH .
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FIAFHDAL 6T, KRERS# A% (American
College of Radiology : ACR) S RRMH LA
F#pexik (European Society of Gastrointestinal
and Abdominal Radiology : ESGAR) =& 2 &%
HFCHOTH, EELS UCHiLE kol 2«
L,

Ryt EZrions, KYzFror)a—n
(polyethylene glycoli&i, PEG: =7v v 7RG
WHH®, EA 7 7 —<#Raxtt, 2 &) REMEHL
WEEHA (contrast medium, C; HA v ZS 7 4
R, S TSkt 2 iR TR
¥ % Polyethylene glycol solution plus contrast
medium# (PEG-C#) T, #2,000mlo+ ) =
FL o) a— VERONIRYLET, NIREO&ED
Z O HPWS RS BRI EO, ALEO BHFAHED
MG S T2 Y,

NHOMiAEHF > 4 —Tix, 20144E11H LY 2
IV AT LKER (w27 ar—P)  MAG
800ml+ A bw2Z 7 4 40ml, €aAvT 7 —}
F M) T AR S~10ml THRILE 217 - 70K CT
DI ERMH LIS, iz b CF (Colonofiberscopy :
KIENBLER) K58E D 5 \ 13 CF A TIREE L AER & 59
T, 20154E9 H & T2 262610 H0E % & AT & #%
BrL .




Db, WO MAG % H O ICHTLE T17 -
TOBATE 2 A R MAG B, O~ » ¥ 7PN
BISEAME L Lo & - TR e 217 - 10 E
T2 CF#it L LT, CFEMIIPEG-CHELIFR 1R
BLL 7CHILE T d 2 728, EHEAL L 7CHiLE kT
% JUHE L A L.

2O 2K TIFERTALE OB B U TRIEFRE - i)
iR, 42X v 7O % K UG 217 - 100 TS
5.

2. WRETTE

2-1 MR

ZOWZEE, ®BAINSIEMNAMETH Y, Uk
MERESIC L VARRZHRTO S, SR E L 2RI
20144E 11 H % 6 2015428 H & TO W= B BETK
I CT »30dT & urc 6261 (BYE32 A, ZHE30N) T,
= MAG ERE43 61 CP94ER73.3 £ 11.1% CF
Wl + AR 22 )), CFERE191H1 CFH4E#T72.9 +
10.87%) ThH 7.

2-2 FRLEAE

2-2-1 BEEEMAGE

= MAG O ILE X, MAFRTH X ViTbih
72, MAGHBSOOmML E # A + v 25 7 4 > 40mlod
RANE D P52 WArni H OWI AR NIk L, 59 5
PRATHOY BHIIARL T 6o o ax
V77— b )T aE, YIRS U T0.5~1 A
ZIRATIZARL T8 6 -7 (Table 1).

BRI H OAF L T, KBNHED 2ol
WS N T FRE L MER LD 523, BEVAL

Table 1 Bowel preparation

L0 3mAESE (Fig.1) (2ftw, s
BB X IREL. FCHOKEERR A MR
T3 74 v ERHCAIELETHRIZEHCL 226 ),
BRI S X H gL 72,

2-2-2 CFHEaLES:
CE#%BEL, CFORIMLE (2 # U 7eiLE Ti7-> Tk
H, BMAEMHORAICaA VT 77— F M) T L%

KBCTREOREND ZXERN
G UEEANE s AU S

[BERTEWTELESR]

X X Y

<ERTREVWHELER>
BB TOHHHECRY, WM, &0, T8, ZAted, Lbkd iy

[RATHELRR]
Y- 2
<§aag§>{ @ )

ZHA, S, B YR EHE RAF T4, A, ROE, BN, TE,

AR MROFELRA, & OTREFRSAS TORVERE T, EX7y by = b,

AR=P Pz a—b—, frl—ts bR
<BEBHBADHYIC G - FEICAREEY LS

BEAT==s U ERBLERDTER,

LHA=a—>»
9 - FES A - FE Lit
B BPWIEA  BWERE S - BT
Bl o 2Rk R RD v Rk P2
& fg o A=V A—F
CERREEOF~>
MEMAOTAE LT, 9720~ P (=7 by 7 ThHA) 2 EORERBFTE A
ROBEROHA b3 /574 EBET, ARLTHL5TTE, w7/ ar—iP,
HAR a7 PEERRTHLATDRFLTWEEE LT LI BRVGHR L T,
BN A ORFHEADHD LV LN I ISR, REAT=2 IV ELHLTTEL,
Mr=er )R, HEERECTRELTOET,
BRERMARUREY AOFEAOANREDOMRME, @FEVIT2Tbb2TFEW,

MIRHRENSY ELES, TRETIEB TS,
# e & & TEL : 028-622—-5241
<HHLER > HARERE Y- BRSNS B

Fig.1 Inspection manual

low dose MAG group

post CF group

The day before Low-residue diet start
MAG solution 400mL

After breakfast +
Gastrografin 20mL

After lunch
MAG solution 400mL

After dinner +

Gastrografin 20mL

Piston sulfates sodium

Before sleep in solution 5~10mL

Piston sulfates sodium
in solution 5~10mL

Inspection day in the morning

Without breakfast CT colonography

Without breakfast
Polyethylene glycol solution 2,000mL
CT colonography after CF
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WkL T 67 MALMHOBIIMALLTHL D
WHORDOHIBIZ T oL KBEtR, K =Fr 7)) a—w
2,000mlZ Wik L, HEFEIRDN % FL T CF OB %17 -
1z (Table 1).

2-3 W®EAE

BIfX3E L LT, A TH L 7 F VAT RT IVE
LSR5 L EFH Z v T3 BT L &
ot

AT—=TNRERBCIRAL, KBS A HBEAST
== CO2 (a3 T att) 2 v TRERY A
BIHEALI A7 Y G070 BEIR 2 R L
Tet%, 24RGL (IIEAAL - BERAGD) 2050 F T CT Hiog
rotc.

CTHuE i X Aquilion PRIME (BZE X7 4 A1v
AT L AR EH) BHAL, HoeiRMEEEL
120kV, volume EC® SD8~12.5, volume ECD
BRAEA T A AR Smm, #gA 74 AR 0.5mm, T
MEMREO0.5mm & Lfe. Fkikost - BIK, x¥ 2
OROFM HBEBMA T — 2 25— 2 >
Ziostation2 (¥4 4 v 7 MgXart) 2L,

2-4 WEHH
2-4-1 BT
LR MAG 8 & CF SR OMLED

i (AR ommA), 350 AR (B
»6mm P E 10mm Ai), 4 500K & L IR (
ZH10mm L L),

T N SR o ORI /7 0, SR IX s %
W TSR 2 —F 2 0 B RO 4 B RS TRMM L 72
(Fig.3).

1A AR L, 200 AR OmRRE RS2
W R D 25% LUF), 3 5i 0 iR EEARTRIE (R S
WIEEED 25%~50%), 4 1% mOWMERIE (F
S WGERERED D).

ZX 2 7 OB OFMES, SRR BT
AN & BB ORI & OIS 2RO SERET
S L 7C.

1R F 7 U GERAIDR C - IHRED 75 0),
200 A X IRR GERRIDFRE O 0% P E 25% %
WHRLC->TV2), 3 ARED X X v 7 (k5%
D 25% L E50% AW E > Twb), 4500 RIEFR
KX v (FERHIDFRIE D 50% DL 1 75% FKinik U -
TV2), SH G IREOXF v 7 (EAIDFRED 75%
VERRC-TV2).

BB WHREPAIE L T RBX G s 0T, 2T
SmEL.

#*
H.

B 2kH SO - L 727, B
HNEERE T 4R, Wi AR ERE
BRY 4R, 2 F 0 2708 R L A
PEDRE—IZR U 5 5) & SERETEE
filiL 7o, K% BATHR B - BEATHE B - T
ikl - SIRHE - W O S IX 251,
A O2HEB 2> O FHAANEE 1hER] (2w 2
ANFa—=ToHAMNRT T T 4 0%

Score2: <6mm Score3:6-9mm Score4: 210mm

TEALTHERD) Z BAL 72305 K IX 47,
& G IZKEWRRER D 7 X552 BRAE L 72 298

Evaluation of the quality of the solid residue

XAk LT, IR OBl (5% T 5%
- WARIAR, ¥ OB AL
7c.

¥, JRIEHIZI B EEME L, B
SRR 2 A & S T M EE LA T H
5.

T N BRI B O R g, &K
X532 Fo > TR O BT FRE % kD 4B
R CEEE L 7c (Fig.2).

Scorel:0%

Score2:<25% Score3:25-50% Score4:>50%

105 FIERRE e L, 204 /NS IR Fig.3 Evaluation of the quality of the liquid residue
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2-4-2 RETFRIRE

FeatAmkET &, ¥ 7 b R (The R Foundation,
Vienna, Austria) #Ht, p<0.05PAF ZHtatm
HEAEND B LR LI, EHENT 472, =
MAG ¥ b CFRRIFO WG = - R RO 2 2
7 O 13 Mann-Whitney URE 217 - 7¢.

FRPYIFA IO TIE, FHRMTE LT
G*power (A& dI1X0.50, AEA#Ea=0.05) %
L.

3. & R

AN T, MDD 26 23 S OHERRINE
MR s e r 1.

B R  ARER, S04 X 7DD A
TDXT AL LDk Table 208 Th - 72,

3-1 BRERNEREEE
RX 53360 T, 3UITR T D@ 32 )
FT 300 (EEES 6mm L L) OB NETERE %

Sciences

A ICEIAE, KR MAG 33 T 14.3%, CF#EET
1.1% &, HEMAGERY %S -1 (Fig.d). %1C
B NRETEFRED 2 2 7 O pils, KHEMAG %
BT 1,540, CFRETIX1.05TH » 72 (Fig.5).
BPALTE 582 & % B RRE =, R MAG
BEL CFRBE L THET 2 L AH B MAG LR THRE
WECEEZ N FIEHEMAGEHOFR TS,
FUEFRIE S LATRI 7% BRI S i BoR L TG
(Fig.6).

Y 7 FRTOMEIHFIFEN C B0 TR, K&
MAG I & CFARER T D2k 1231 5 BB
EROAIT OFHMCABEEPBD LN (p=
0.000782, 95%CI) (Fig.7).

3-2 FENRAEES

3RICHE T OF D HEE L 72 2 405 (RO
BRi) £ 7% o 1eRBIX S 2 @R 1A, R MAG
T 6.4%, CF#RET0.3% Th -~ 1 (Fig.8). BiF
WIAFEIED 2 2 7 O3, A EMAGERT
131.835C, CFEEETIX1.87MTh-12 (Fig.h).

Table 2 Distributions of residual solid stool, residual fluid and tagging quality across colonic segments

low dose MAG group Score Entire colon Ascending Transverse Descending  Sigmoid Rectum
Residual fluid 1 0% 82 (40.6) 9 (22.5) 10 (24.4) 17 (41.5) 25 (64.1) 21(51.2)

2 <25% 85 (42.1) 22 (55.0) 23 (56.1) 14 (34.1) 9 (23.1) 17(41.5)

3 25~50% 22 (10.9) 7 (17.5) 7 (71) 5(12.2) 1(2.6) 2(4.9)

4 >50% 13 (6.4) 2 (5.0) 1(2.4) 5(12.2) 4(10.3) 1(2.4)
Residual solid stool 1 Absent 138 (68.3) 24 (60.0) 25 (61.0) 32 (78.0) 28 (71.8) 29(70.7)

2 <Bmm 35 (17.3) 3(7.5) 11 (26.8) 5(12.2) 6 (15.4) 10(24.4)

3 6~9mm 12 (5.9) 3(7.5) 1(2.4) 2 (4.9 4 (10.3) 2(4.9)

4 =10mm 17 (8.4) 10 (25.0) 4(9.8) 2 (4.9 1(2.6) 0(0)
Tagging quality Absent 8(3.8) 2 (4.8) 1(2.4) 1(2.4) 371 1(2.4)

1 0% 5(2.4) 371 1(2.4) 1(2.4) 0 (0) 0(0)

2 <25% 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0)

3 25~50% 2 (1.0 2(4.8) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0)

4 50~70% 1(0.5) 1(2.4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0)

5 >75% 194 (92.4) 34 (81.0) 40 (95.2) 40 (95.2) 39(92.9) 41(97.6)
post CF group Score Entire colon Ascending Transverse Descending  Sigmoid Rectum
Residual fluid 1 0% 36 (37.9) 1(5.3 7 (36.8) 4(21.1) 15 (78.9) 9(47.4)

2 <25% 41 (43.2) 12 (63.2) 9 (47.4) 7 (36.8) 4(21.1) 9(47.4)

3 25~50% 12 (12.6) 3(15.8) 3(15.8) 6 (31.6) 0 (0) 0(0)

4 >50% 6 (6.3) 3(15.8) 0 (0) 2 (10.5) 0 (0) 1(5.3)
Residual solid stool 1 Absent 92 (96.8) 18 (94.7) 19 (100) 18 (94.7) 19 (100) 18(94.7)

2 <6mm 221 1(5.3) 0 (0) 1(5.3) 0 (0) 0(0)

3 6~9mm 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0 (0) 0(0)

4 =10mm 1(1.1) 0 (0) 0(0) 0 (0 0 (0 1(5.3)

4 @ 25 (1149)
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Y 7 P RTOBEHFIIAN 0T, KA
MAG #:#ER £ CFREEH T OWAKRERD 2 3 7
OIS R FEEI L 212 (p=0.531,
95%CI) (Fig.9).

3-3 ¥¥VIDE
2RTTMR TR & ERHLE D X B 2 > 1 5 1213,

RIF 2 X 7P 0ETh s, RHEMAGERT
DRAFX LV I7OED AT D313 4.88 M Th 12
(Fig.5).

4. & &

CTCIZ % 1) 2 FRIERIRIBIL, BEN I RREI N

68.3%
low dose
MAG
group
96.8% 2.1% 0.0% 1.1% BScorel
past CF EScore2
group
OScore3
77.4% 0% 6.1% @ Score4
total
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

30 +

25

F Entire

20

10 —_—

low dose MAG post CF group

Fig.4 Residual solid stools score per segment

Fig.7 Residual fluid score low dose MAG group
and post CF group

5.0 4.88
10.9% 6.4%
low dose T
MAG
4.0 group
10 37.9% 126% 6.3% DScorel
: Olow dose post CF
MAG group group M Score2
2.0 183 1.87 post CF DScore3
group
39.7% 11.4% 64% m@scored
1.0 total
00 0.00
Residual solid stool Residual fluid Tagging quality e e — e e —
Fig.5 Mean scores for residual solid stool, Fig.8 Residual fluid score per segment
residual fluid for the entire colon
low dose MAG group post CF group Ofluid 35 - °
W solid
3
30
. [
§ . 25 4
§ &
E [0}
20
°
15
°
1.0
T T
low dose MAG post CF group

Fig.6 Mean scores for residual stool for each
segment
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Fig.9 Residual solid stool score low dose MAG
group and post CF group
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TR LR E B EORIRER R ZE (C CT A%k
<, ARAE 3 RTCHHR T R RERHZS L AR ICHIH & 1
27,

BIRE PR S, 20002~ A2 LTL %
VL R R IBRE R L TL 2 9 e, B
FOHRPRETESES.

Pickhardt 5 O #t#5 T, 10mm bl EOHZE DK
FEM 4% L BIFTd - 712D ix L T, Johnson%
Cotton, Rockey b D32 D fiff 58 D #H & T X35~
72% b, 10mm Bk EOIREDRKEE AN D 1277,
ZNRDHLHEPD—DE 2 X 7OHF#ELESNTEHY,
FEDORCHLDICD IR R A X v I EETD
Y, BRROAA N 74 0T aX v 7 OFEMEHIHEES
Ntz

FiALE E L TiIcd — L EbsDix, K) =7
v 7)) a—viEil (PEGEH) % MW7 PEG-Cik
ThHas.

WEROFLERZKLTET, ) 2Fr o7
I—VEERD S B, mA PEG R 1,620ml % MR
L, FEVTH ¥ 27 HNIZ PEG K 380ml Lz A 4
Pha— sl (FAber57 4 0) 20ml#2iRYE
T400mlOEZ R T 2 HILERTDH 5.

KR OVEFRI R, BALR TV E WS FIR
2d 5 [, GEFT 2,020ml O Y NIRRT 2 2o,
BLEOBEHHPRECL LI TRAY) v F23H 5.
COFECHEL T, 66k 5 LR TEHOZS
2 TR EDL > TERDIICD | 78 EOM 6 2 DFESEH
HoEWESNAT2"Y. FHGI2L 2 ENEEO
BiALiE & L CHiAT 8 iic=7 1 v 2 ¥ (Polyethylene
glycol electrolyte lavage solution) 2,000mlDWN
i, ZEMEDRAIRCKR L Lo T 2.

fliz, 77 v AT IRRART H O - & - 4k
BRI L 2 BFHEZ1T ). BEPLY LI T2H
A = £ 2 200ml LA E DK Z M (4 £ % T2 400ml
DEoKRERAT %) L, FEHKZS 200mlLL EoKE
RHT 2. 20k, 7 B~ A>T LEER180
~200ml Z IR U, BEEEaT < R T4 £ 200ml
U koK ZIRMAT 5. B4 HOENE, 200mlLL o
KOMRHA L HESE (CHaPv) ZEBICHEA LPHES
T2 LT, PHIPCHRAZIT) CEHPWRETH 5.
CORLED T A) v b E L TEREERES S 55
2 DH Y, BIESRECHAE LT, NS
TOFEHHL YT,

AT o TR AL U e ik, PEG-Cik
LT 2 ENIRT A EAIO®EIE800ml A K,

Sciences

HHEHOBERHFE- L, Ao ErifFTtE s L
Zrohte HHOOHEIZL % L, PEGS00mI I &
BHILE TITONICTCO T v — MR IZEH O T
SI%NDEHENL LR LRV ELTEHY, BHEDEL
CEASRICEREL TV Y.

KHODHEIZ L 5 L, PEGOHENHZ 2 126>
THEBREOA E Ry REhTw2 Y, %
72PEG 800ml T FEIEFRIED A a3 7131.25 ¢
HESNTHY, BROFERED TR 2713 1.54
L, KHLOWMEL YV RPRPARTH 7. 2 7CPEG-
Ci: L SO RILE 24T - TV 7C CFARE L T %
L, ARCEREE»Z O ECIBERD Y, ZOH
WE S REOBEE V2 5.

WHAIRE LT, AHGOHEIZL 5 L PEG
DO HmAHE 2 5 - THURGRIE (XA B 0 A
MERTEENTUDY. 270KkHL OWETIE
PEG800mI] THMABEDTFIA I 713142 Th 1
DAL, BFEDWAEEED T A 2 713 1.83 L%
BN L AR E Lo 7C.

—Ji TAMFE T, EHRAL L el 247 - 12
KH G CEHERR47.05) L3S CEEERSS.1
), HES CEFMERGG.0M) LKL T, BEO
PIPERNE IR T 7310 L, Bt s Tw 250
XYy 8~12AREE o 0. EEE TRt
TG EOPHEREREE 247 2 BHOEEGHH 1
%k Hsieh"™ 6255 LTV 5.

X EERIOBSE Y O, RHRAL L 2eRTiLE
TREECT 2479 ROCBIGIE EE 2 255, S ORI
B0 TERETE - AFREIL ISR RE  FRo T
FEHC B LR D B

MR CEFEREE DOIIIZEI L T, HRRIE» N
BB TS| - REE TV 2100, MAFILED
EWIZX AR E S e,

FICHLEIZ BT, FREDR L FRRCEZEICL >
TRA2DONVAX 7 TH 5. FRAHRIL L Fomiil
CHECTREERIMLTHY, 2F 02008 - TR
B> TOIE L TOMERHERZRO LA TE
%. Kaan b OHE T, 2 HOBIRER L 2 ¥ 2
PONATCHIALE Z & 5 CTCR S L Tx Y, &L
LD EDD, ZDNRWIZZF U IR ENTH
DZFANL N KE ST EHEL T35,

KX, REORGEA E L OREMES — Nl
FIRIEA A 3 — sl - N v Ak ER A
CTEF D DB —RITH 5.

KIEVES — PSRN TLE R & L ORIS:
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DWRERHLNTE Y, BRETEHF v ZHOROER
AELTEE-BIREEZ OGNS, KT b KENE
I— NP HCICAF U 72 75 TH Y, 5RO
2X v T OMEFMIE4.88 L RIFTh -7, KL
OE T, #F L Z7OBIIPEGEHO RN U T
3.0~4.0 i (ARWFZE L FFRIZEHE T 2 L 4.0~5.0 80
ThY, AR ELFASCRIFEEZEZ ORI, 21
Marjolein H. 6 O TRFRER L A A v S S
74 v EHCICBERET, 2X Y CORBEEI R
ThHoHSKMTH -1 Z A M3 10% T, AOF
78138/202+t 7 A b 1 fI4% TH Y, SHDRFTALE
DEEVIDRETh-tE2 6027,

AKHSOWMEIZL 5 &, PEGHERORELE XXV 7D
BB H Y, SO & 512 800mlFEEED PIfilA
RINTUIUEAF V2L T BAF LRSS
WffcsatELOLNS.

7S AR ORALE 7T, BASHT H Oh & B4
W ONIRZ M0 5 LB H Y, > ONIRITES
PHMETH 7. ABFZECRBFSNTURUVY,
LR ITSIBE TR A MR TS 7 4 VONIRY
SNIHEBINH Y, FOECKERERmE R LI, B
LB E, BHELNIRGESEE L CEF LT
&, RPALE B L TR LT S L ARELE v 2
£,

LD bNbORERTIE, FREECEL T3
EPREH O R L OMBIVE S FBROBEIN IS - 10hs, A
AT7BOTPLEARRIE S 4 F 2L TRELT
T 205 b ERRIC REFLORORDR O e, 2 ORERIC
3k 2 AEL R L TR D 5

B, AR ERDEBBSV LR TH L. 4
EEAMEMETH Y, WL 72 2B 6261 T,
Z 09 HIHEMAGBEEA 43505 L, CER#EED
1961 L A le - 72 RIS CFBIED 19F1IZRI L T,
CF B EEDIER] L 285k T & 7, JEBIED R -7
(Lo TV 5,

IIT, FENTE L TG power Y 7 M2 B
VI A R U ICHER, BoEiz041THY,
P TN A ZEREY AT TH 2 2 L oFeatsm
2y RaNre.
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BT, EFIOTERSHE—SNTOROENDH S,
TR OMRER 2 MR L LI TH Y, K=
MAG ¥ + CFRE AR - Rl - WREBL Lo
BEVERORBITONTH O T, MR EL
FCWHEED D 5. MAEEOAEECZEIL T & REZH O
HRILL 5> TH LT, BEOBRPFUATE TH HFE—E
ENTLRL.

B2, AF U I OE OGN THRIEDOWEE L ¥—
OFIIHEI CTITo DT, HETITo72 2t
SRBLICWREED D 5. HEMET 2 L IEEHLEED S
SN, FRIEOHRE LI MEORH RS LE
AFHTIT -T2,

5 #& 8

A, bbIUIMAGES00m] + A v
7 440ml, €azinwzy—rF YU LNERS
~10ml THILE 247> Tc KB CT &, CF#&I T 12
K CT ORLEDE Z i - B L T L, W%
o tc. RHRAL L 7CHiLE 1 Tk, CFEIEIC
L CHIEFRED B RIS ORI E o1

A X 7B U TIRIEATT 2 SCRORITLE & [F5FE
JEICRIFTH - Te.

ROEA

Table 1 AMERDEAEMAGERECFERDRILE T A,
Table2 ERERE - BREKES, BLUIFVIDEDR
A7 DEIRV T EDS .

D&

Figl UBOKRBCTREDHRBERICESER.

Fig2 IBENEREBEOFES S

Figd IERRAREDIES S

Fig.d BEFBREORITOEE

Figs EAE - RERE SEVIOBEOFHZIT.

Fig6 tLoXYRCEQERBEDTHRIT

Fig7 {EREMAGEEECFEBOEREEDTY - M1y
R —QUREDER

Figs8 RUBEDZITOEE

Fig9 (EMBMAGEEECFEBOREBEDTY - 1y
R DUREDER.
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