- 76 - AR R F SRR 245 2022 4F 1 HAE 44 555 1 W] Chin J Phys Med Rehabil, January 2022, Vol. 44, No.1

THERFEEBREEHPFARER

CESEL S

"B LR ARFR, 2% 321007; P EAEARE FI, L 200438; TR KA BIZ I K F
B3zl M AA B LAME KRS BRA

BIEMEA .3 7, Email : Jia. Han@ canberra.edu.au

(FE] ANz 3 RE R R L) E R AT P 5 18X 07 5 2% 58 5 BR AR DAl i WF S b AT 1 230
TR RVl 757V (G PRARA A A5 2003 AP0 0T B A0 000 149 A7 RO A 0 40, DT 7 3o - 4 9 ) P
ST RE AR ITAR T A R A 4 AR R B AR VA (40 PR BRI 4R IS %

[K8EiA] BrEARm;  BRE; PP

BEETE . #F WA SR E— B0 H (18YJA890006 ) 5 i Bl 2 A Z: 5l 2 “ BHE QB AT it &”
PFs AR K N (FAFE) B H (20XD1423200) ; #iiLA BHE T2 25 $E I H (LGF20H170003 ) ; 4 A Bl 2 47
ARRA#EZEI B (2019-4-071)

Funding ; Humanities and Social Sciences General Project of Ministry of Education, ( 18YJA890006); Out-
standing Academic Leader ( Youth) Program of “Science and Technology Innovation Action Plan” of Shanghai Mu-
nicipal Commission of Science and Technology (20XD1423200) ; Public Welfare Foundation of Science and Technolo-
gy Department of Zhejiang Province ( LGF20H170003) ; Public welfare projects of Jinhua Science and Technology

8%

LR OA

Bureau (2019-4-071)
DOI:10.3760/ cma.j.issn.0254-1424.2022.01.016

FIHIT, £ X MH 4 #7% ( Parkinson’s disease ) £ 3 A8 14 P44
2 B IR 8 A, LA 30T H A 45 2k /3 52 | Hoehn-Yahr ( H-Y)
I3 G —WA 4 7R VE € H K (unified PD rating scale, UPDRS)
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HIREAR], RIS, g 7 T 3 4 b X 4% B T4 104 1l R H: 7 5 4%
ASHIFSE He BE T AR MU XS T B BEAT T4 BDIEAS T Bt k2l
I A R , 3 ARG 21 75 A4 15 A7 4 (A R B e
P15 43, B ARKTT 1 43) 5 346 T 2 A4 {8 A AR (it 1t 5 %1
i RN | DR BT A AME RS ) SR Ao (B
PergPEAs T B 14y, At o4 B, SRR iR
BT K A RIS T B MG R SR A (=3 4),
B(245) .C(14) =A5HH,
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PD (% Bk AB)iz 2l B A DAl A9 o R A 4 B R &
£ 25 B ME B 4 (postural instability and gait difficulty score,
PIGD) 021 Tinetti SF-fif £ 2% ( Tinetti balance scale) (1 Berg - fif
5% (Berg balance scale, BBS) " ** 71 Zh A1 48 5 ( dynamic
gait index, DGI) * ZhAEME A Z5PEA (functional gait assessment,
FGA) B.71 S 47 A% 2 48 it (balance evaluation systems test,
BESTest) 71 3% S i 3 4 22 48 3% ( mini balance evaluation
systems test, Mini-BESTest )70 Fl & /K Wi & 2% F 7 & %
(Fullerton advanced balance scale, FAB) 171 45 | 4R 38 45 4 1 6 fifi
FHBE A e PR AT HRAEPE A5 U AKX PD A BR8] B9
A ENAE A SO PIGD P43 | Tinetti - it % | Berg “F-fiif it ¢ |
Mini-BESTest A& FAB fit ZAE AT /p K L, 4548 R
SR AT H Foi  HRERT 2 R I A | BB T
DA SR B PEA LRI R S 9 S5 (5 B LR 15 53R
TR —ZhE (R N S A5 MR X PD R B AR T i A7
LR 2,

PIGD 143 kU5 T UPDRS P56 1314 15,29 130 3, &
53 0~20 43, 43 (BB g, T W 8 A AT R 2D 285 PRI X 17 )1 o P o
5o PIGD PEAF N — Sk RAF A5 b S 2 R A OF
Bpggon e @2 Bz T PD B, BT TN PD sk
{1 (HE PIGD WEAMERE B PD 5 o A H AR 0 ( floor
effects) "' FLIN o A SUBME RS, BRASTE A4 R 2 PD AR
BTG TEPR

Tinetti V-t 2 . A AN [F) A MUAS , A S0 18 iy 2 o i 10
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R1 PD BH BB S Tl A R R

SR KT wimpg  WRUE o emER o BARE R WERR
PIGD PF4> RRFEMEE 5 5 % 1 7 A
Tinetti V- % 25 M- 16 <5 % 2 6 A
Berg Vi i 3% A 14 15~20 s 3 3 A
FAB &% OV ETINAE 10 10~12 s 4 2 B
Mini-BESTest B FE BR 14 10~15 2 5 1 C

£2PDBEBBEITA LR

Wit S - R L - g

BOMORL ger fRiE BOETUET M e Auct  BUBKE RRRE R 0, W
PR
PIGD #4311 ANidE + + 0.60  0.67 66%  62% - 3 A
Tinetti - 2! JEE /T + + + + + 0.68 0.71 65% 66% - A
BBS o/ B + + + + + - A
BBS!!! 0.60 0.61 65% 51% -
BBS@!'7] - 0.69 64% 67%  <52/56
BBS@!"! 0.87 79% 86%
FAB[!7) To/ R Wa + + + + + - 0.68 67% 58%  <27/40 B
Mini-BESTest G + + + + + - C
Mini-BESTestD!”! - 0.87 86% 8%  <20/32
Mini-BESTest@!?*) 0.80 75% 9%  <20/32
Mini-BESTest®!!7) - 0.65 52% 70% <19/28
BESEES
FOGQ™ ¥ 0.67 0.73 75% 59% - 1 A
FES [ 503 . 074  77% 62% <29 A
ABC [n]%; I + + + + + - C
ABCDP! - 0.73 71% 62%  <55%
ABC@'? - - 75.0% 16.5% <71.5%
ABCO 0.763  84%  62.5% <75.6%
ek
FRT ¥ RiEH + + + + A
FRTD!! 0.52 0.52 52% 53% -
FRTQ! - 0.74 56% 82% <17 cm
TUG ANidE + + + + A
TUGD! 0.63 0.65 69%  62% -
TUG! - 0.72 63% 74% =152s
FTSTS 7] X + + + + + 0.77 75% 68% =16 B
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FHEE SR — 3L

AT RS B AR R P e A, Tinewi - 3% 5 UPDRS
iz PSR AR R AT, 528547 8B AU B i il 2 2 rp
i ) 25 AR R RTS8 A | Tinetti V-5 1 e XfE L
X 31 4 2 K 10 00 = Bt 0 25 1) SRR A AR S (L Kerr
A0 QRIS R B, IR AT I PD AR kAR

Berg P-4 3¢ . 20 T IPA5 32 10 (9 -6 2 Al A k2 XL
W A% 14 ANTH G H 0~4 4, B4 56 441
PR AE PD BE A P — e ALaE B A S B R
WA B354t ') Taghizadeh 55 (BFSE % 3R, Berg F-fi it
F S REME 5100 L R k1) 2k e A2k 26 HLA AR 19 TR A

Berg

AT X3 BB AR AR 2 48 1 HE I Berg V-4 & R 7 5L PD
AR AR (S0 (04 T AN S8 E AR R B AR R 1Y
225 1 Schlenstedt 2517 E‘Jﬂ%ﬁfm,Berg S EFETI 6 4~
A5 PD B3 W BT 5k 52756 , BER 4 32380 TAERRAE il
28 (receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC) T [ [fi # ( area
under ROC curve, AUC){EH} 0.69, X 7 A% SECRE A A S5 M 43 53l
K 64%F1 67% , i Kerr 0 By AIF 9% 45 Sl 5 e AH i, Duncan
S RIEHUR B, Berg VAT i R TN 6 4~ A 5 PD R BkAE
) AUC {47 0.8~0.89, Tl 12 4~ H J5 kBl AUC {HH 0.68 ~
0.77; SHISCP Y 2 BIWFFE 28 A, Sl A7 40 L, A PR
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R, X2 F A fE S UPDRS s s e /ME R 22 7 E X 5 &
6 /> 454 UPDRS-TT 4318 4 (39.3+13.3) 45, i ok Hif P
WFSE 16~ 18 4,

FAB 538 . BAEVPAN 52 30 #5025 R0 2h 245 1 28 e ol
AR RIS 10 NI H B 0~4 43, B> 40 4y, FAB RN
B, IR AR B RN A5 B e AR
RAEMRRN ( ceiling floor) A% FRA&IN 0 FAB &AW PD &
B WAV TN R AR T 5 R 27740, LIS B9 AUC {4 0.68,
Xof 57 (4 SBCRR R R SR 205008 67% F1 58% Wil 42 4 1 k) )
AUC B 0.72, X7 (4 BUBE FNAR 5 43 31 R 70% F0 74%

Mini-BESTest 3 ; Ji: 1 BESTest & R ATAR 1M1 , 1% £ 40
5 14 W H , HAH 0~2 43, J 47 28 4%, Mini-BESTest .
A ARG RS —SOrE T FE PD R R i B A R A4 ) £
Pt | SRR A% (criterion validity ) TJ WL, Mini-BESTest F/l
BESTest ") Berg P " 2! FAB £ 2 6| BA RT3
T3 BOAR Sk, 45 FI AR T L, Mini-BESTest 5 4% 52 1% 20 - 1

U i RIS A N7 A7 A T =2 [ 2 LA i A e
28] %% FE AT DL, Mini-BESTest 7 H i PD H % k48], #% Wt 5
16/32~20/32, JLI (9 AUC {8 >0.80, X 17 19 58t 75% ~
86% , 1% SV N 78% ~ 79%' 72 i A BF 5¢ & L, Mini-
BESTest il PD &7 85451 ) K 40k 19728 %17 (1 AUC B AY
4 0.65 , SEURE FRR S04 B 52% A 70% % ARSI L
B AR S KL, SCER[ 25 ] M AFSE 2R H ) Mini-BESTest
S SR —2, H UPDRS- N PE4-0 5 5

Kerr 25114 Berg SEff % | Tinett i &2 3% F1 PIGD ¥4
SR PD R AR WU A R AT TR, AR R B,
Tinetti V-l & 3 (1A ROV e A, FEUOZ PIGD 143, Berg T4l it
R FAXT 55, Schlenstedt ENpol Berg P ErER FAB 3£
Fl Mini-BESTest #1471 HL#, G5 3R & I, Berg Vi 2 et , H
S FAB 14, 1 Mini-BESTest AHXT 4255, #& It , A 15 A8 40 X
S RN PD R AR T B A SbE AT T HEE , B B
PRI 441 A - Tinetti “F- i 5 3% PIGD 343, Berg “F-fif it 3% |
FAB 2 H1 Mini-BESTest (£ 1) ,

RIS A TE 2 B, PIGD Gk 1 B B8 i b 15
143 s MRRFERT FF AR, 15 0 40 s AR BBIIME 15 1 435 B fH)
T B HE T 56— (1/5) 13 5 43, 840 7 40, LARGSSHE,
Tinetti V-5 3 24> H7 6 43, Berg AR Ny 3 4>, FAB £ H
2 43 ,Mini-BESTest 7 1 4, KL, PIGD 343, Tinetti - 15 3
Hl Berg V- 1 K BIEFESF YN A K, FAB & EH B 4L, Mini-
BESTest i C (£ 1),

= A TR

PD A8 WA 00 04 & UL 5 45 . VRS 2 3 M) 4 (freezing
of gait questionnaire, FOGQ) "™ 45 i 8l - M7 15 0 42 3 1] 4
(activities-specific balance confidence scale, ABC) (241 NERE e
HE ) % (falls efficacy scale, FES) 200 2=y i 48] I 3 7] %5
(fear of falling measure, FFM ) "7V HUETT MCEAE A3 1A F 41 2%
B4 (modified version of the Survey of Activities and Fear of
Falling in the Elderly, SAFFE-m) ! 4% A PB4 % FOGQ [
& FES [BJ45F0 ABC [a)45 HEAT 1 2007 LUK, Hovh 4% [0 45 1) DG
AL B R I RE T AR T A A8t HE DL R R A
TEEH GBI 3, B M N — 3k B NE S HHmAL

B o T B8 B A A .2 2.
&3 PD EE PR TN ) &
WA e DUMEREL g MR

s v i ol e
R RES Gkt i (min) ﬁ_ﬁg ) i&%
FOGQ RPN 6 5 1 5 A
FES A4 S0kl 10 5 2 3 A
ABC )4 PARE.O 16 5~20 3 1 C

FOGQ  PEAL R 45 45 25 i 7™ 55 B B DA BB 3R/ 15 4 B ], 1%
[l B4R 6 AN H |, AMENEE 0~24 43, FOGQ WA AR IF]
HINRAS , B BB (9 20T 45 20 A5 114 (NEW freezing of gait ques-
tionnaire, NFOGQ) 7 FOGQ B&A7 HUMR SR A K ALk vz, B
A ARG B YR — EOREY | L R B R 4 R R AL A
JEUO R R AT R F , FOGQ 1 UPDRS- 1T
5514 I (4758 B URZE) 5 A0 lE Bk 3 0 X 4 BE A
SO T PD AR A ], AUC {5 0.73, U R
75% FESEVE R 59% " WES I RLE F, FOGQ 5 UPDRS 4 14
T AN UPDRS- T 31 AR H e A 265 - 4 ) e 2 e AR O
B4, FOGQ XA ARARBURR ™) | o] FH T 1 T 4s i &

FES 74 ; PPAG 32 13808 76 P T HE 30045 58 6 Bl e 3o R 451
W AERREE X R EEHE 10 AN, B8\ 0 53 (A
) F 1040 (B2 AME) . FES [0 35 B B {5 5 e |, m
SRAFAE AR K AEAR LS, (B AE nT 235 N 2 FES [MBH
ZAMEBRAR S HE 13 A3 H 1 FG SRR AR JEAE PD R
HA B 0 P — St R A B Y FES 10346 1 9 258
74y, 7E PD B EH 5 FOGQ 1 FI SAFFE-m'™ {8 #H13¢, FES
Ja] % AT F PD HE 2 AR, 40 Thomas 2557 (U AIFSE & L, FES 1)
EIMAS PD BE AR K B 3 AH 5% ; Gazibara %1 UHF 53
BRI, PD BE LS — AR P S B £, B AR S 1) FES
I¥1) 4 43 (EL A 55 5 11 Almeida 451 A5 W W BR 45 1, FES T
PD A R E KT 5 A 29, LI AUC B 0.74, 5 7 By 43¢
JEPEFIRE R 53 T7%F1 62% .

ABC [M%5:; Hi FES [M ¥ & ik , PPA% 10 2 2 iR B AR
FHG R BT BT SRR LK A T 18 SR B A 27
AP, ABC (A4 7E PD AR H 1 PO 3 — 50T A 0 45 BT A
FENS AR FE 48, AT X 4 PD Bk AR B 0 IERe T
HIUF e R

Kerr 221 (O IF5E 26 B, FOGQ X PD 5 35 1k 3] 0 FU 0 52 T
DIHe S B S (functional reach test, FRT) ; 1 Almeida AR
58 /R, FRT Xt PD AE BB HN -5 FES [RIEH [, FLg 8
T ABC [ $5:, Jit, A AL 2% B0, Ak F000 PD A 2 k3 1) fig
JIMiE , FOGQ [a) 45 e f£, FL Rk /& FES [a] 4%, ABC [0] %5 #H X
55,

FE BT P AR L], FOGQ FES Fl ABC i) 345 il B P43
WK H 5 4% 3 43 F1 1 45, Bl FOGQ [a]#5F0 FES [0]4 By s PR 7%
GG A G ABC BN C (K 3),

= ThREEMA

H T, PD B3 3 1500 1) 5 FH 2 1 000 o 5 A0 -3 0
(sit to stand, STS) ' FRT! 3 10m 47 7 M4k (10 meter walk
test, IOMWT) USTRN B A2 S A7 8 T (timed up and go test,
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TUG) ¥ A X FTSTS FRT A1 TUG 3 ST AP 32351
BT T H M (36 4) , DI REHE I 38— B A5 N
BEEEHRE X PD R BRI A9 A Rk 3k 2,

R4 PD BE BB Z s FReh A B D eV

LS R Sl Sl S

FRT - fiig <5 2 3 A

TUG A ATE 5 1 3 A
B

FTSTS - f <5 3 2 B

FRT: E7EITAL PD B V-6 7, E T F 0L T RE vk
LAY I Th A AT UE T FRT 8 PD B i E
AR BEG 102400 AR A S 0m A R g ol i AR OGS Ik
B BN AR AR 11,5 em ™, A BFFE K B, FRT B0
PD B A BT R 17 em

TUG: ARTC 2 1T PD B4, AT ARy H O 2 g 1 37
il RN RS B B FE bR, TUG B RAEMCRO 1
MRS H 10 8™ ~ 15 "1 A AR , IR SE>7.95 s &
WRA T RE A7 A R B ), TUG 78 PD B h AT AR AF (9
AR B AL (5 O ) SR Rk A RO Al 7 R
REME R E S A PD B T A xt ] I R/ N A AE 3.5 s
F11 s, AR I, TUG B PD A Bk 431 (1 18 185 254
15.2 'Y,

STS : AL 45 11 BF -3 57 134, ( timed-stands test, TS) .5 ¥ Ak i
M3 (five times sit-to-stand test, FTSTS) .30 s A& 38 1 32 ( 30-
second sit-to-stand, 30sSTS ) &5 H: 1 LI FTSTS #x N # H™7,
FTSTSIC SR I 32 I B 4L 5 W 52 A il i 75 1R I 1], B RT3
ZHR T PD BE | FTSTS 75 PD 3w ik 218 435 5 i ik
DA BE R HT , WBUEE 1R, 5 Mini-BEST | ABC \FOGQ .35
FHET, FTSTS TTIX 43 PD A BRI AR BRE %, Hil PD
SR

Kerr 2 (O 55 & B, TUG X PD 8 2 2k 31 A9 951 0 58 T
FRT,{H Almedia LD IR RN 5 2 M Almedia 25"
AT v R 3 A R 2 TR K O TR 4 2 R Kerr 45 OB
FETRIN, TUG X PD EHBREIR NS T FRT, 1e4h, FAT
¥ JC B 2 E 46 & B FTSTS 5 TUG Al FRT Z [0 i X &, % F
FTSTS TR BB RTS8 d R (R 2 45 ) , PRI A R 2H s
FTSTS Y F0 68 77 HEFE 5 s o

HEREHT S AP BN, T3 FRT A TUG /9 550 A )
4 343, FTSTS (64530 2 4, BRI, #5%€ FRT #1 TUG Y1l IR
A EHN A G, FTISTS g B (K 4) o LRE AT, AR
Xf RIRAE RS | [N REME TN 10T B XF PD A k48] F
MR RPERET T 486 HEY S &80 2 T HEP B = P4 7 ik
SrilJE FOGQ )4 Tinetti i £ PIGD 43 (£ 2) .

(N7 DAk i) S

21 L2 UK £ )R 7E PD SR B ST A o Y 17
FHAS 3] TP & e, Hoh & 2 I 2 (stabilometric measure) (1
7S % F A iE ( dynamic posturography ) D231 ] 2 i AL K 78
(wearable sensors ) ™ Fl = 4 2 2% 4% #1 ( three-dimensional gait
analysis) " G H T PD HE BRBEIOBISE .

AL L B C (computerized posturography ) Fg&: — Fl i 13
I3 B ARV AT T 4 S AR T3 AU ) s (center
of pressure , CoP ) LR A4S 7 B AR | LA % 3 1015 3 Mg g e |
HHEALEHGIC I A S B IC S S B, S8
P L R A E TR S LT AR hub Bl A SR
Bz B R E DY LSS B EGIT (computerized
dynamic posturography , CDP ) S i< #5480 H 5 AE 1 Hh i 21 1) £ Fi
S AT AR T4 (4 — Bl B0 5 73 A NeuroCom T 5=
45 ( NeuroCom™ Equitest System) , Johnson %55 (57 & 3, it
LS A AT AT X 7 PD BRI AR BRI (5 b TRl
BN IC KR8 S AN I ] B, EL ) & Y98 B BR A
T B AE TN PD AR B8 - AA7E— @ M RAED Rk, A7
WFFEER B RAALEh B H4IC S TUG il PRIKARZS & L
PR FACR S 1M Hoskoveova 5% RS IESE T ML SN
BEAHCE TUG MIGEA X PD S8 e8] A9 100 248 1 T 1
A= wiR7 N

A EERAB AR I A Bl e ARG DU R 8], L AT PAAE A2
A 00 PRI R AT HR S AG I, — BRI T R T 28 B A5 A
Xt PD R BB UE AT AL AR 2 HR A DRI AR 1%
RAEVEAL PD R 3 (1 A8 i Bl 2 U™ A X S A
70T AR PD AR Y ) rhoC B AR R (H iy T
B Bt BRI R 28 (TSRO ) | PRI Gl A 1
22 TR

U RS AR B ) 2 s B SR, BLE
ML PD BE LB R EIRA T THZ ", Cole 5™ 1y
FERI, S AR A L, PD Bk AR 2 Sk S A N SN iz 3 ] 1 3
AR AED , Sk B v 3z 20 5 AT A LU PD AR AR
DRSS I — IR . (HUR F s =488 80 BT i858 PD &
B BRAERHERI R D B R AR 1 — A EE Ty ],

PD BE BB IFZ B IS

HHT, X5 PD B35 BB 0 TPAE BR T R 2 B i I T B
Hb AL FE I B AR B SRR, BRI T,

— BRI A AT AR

ST IHTIREXT PD 835 BB By 52, A — Lo i 5 s F 52
FEARINHITFEAS B 2% ( Montreal cognitive assessment, MoCA ) Loty
fAT B 1R AS K4 ( mini-mental state examination, MMSE ) ' %
I 1T E 3 (frontal assessment battery, FAB) I°% %) Mattis
Fi R S5 o R B0/ BRI 5 ( Mattis dementia rating scale ini-
tiation/ perseveration, MDRS-IP ) [64] N o S A e o8
( Wsiconsin card sorting test, WCST) "0 {833 (tower of London,
ToL) A" 2%} PD B A SR A BUIR B0 AP AT DhRESE AT T
PEAS, 5% i et A kA8 S50 68 1 64T T Zr B, FSR &S
RFH] MoCA " MMSE' ‘WCST FI ToL Il IR e il
PD B A AE]; FAB (7)1 MDRS-TP ") B 4R n] LI T PD
RRE YRR (R Z R 2EBFIE Y SR

= BB R H e T

BRAB) (8 B VAN T IR A R A LR BT BE DA ( physiological
profile assessment, PPA) | FUT- 55 M ( dual task assessment ) Fll
DI REMEIT LT A1 35 I % $2 A (functional near-infrared spectrosco-
py,{NIRS) ¢
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PPA ALHEGE (A7 AN L ARURR ) AR IERst LA i
SR B[] SRR A A BN, HLAA AT A B AR, T X
SN B I SO B PD R

WS- PIITUAE 55 W) A0 647, H R T 894 19
AT 55 W 3 AL 4 TUG 45 & 1A 1 832 3l ( TUG-conginitive/
manual ) ™' 20 m HLITELE AN EGE ST A 10 m B
Litr L 45 A W J1 Swoop Bk (FEE ST % Bk,
Smulders 5™ (A5 & B, ST 55T 7R & & 1 2 380 = 2k £51
HHMRIFEA BE2F . Vance 7 MHFIT N & B, TUG
FOBUTS5 TUG AR R BLAE PD R Bk 8 A=l Bk 3 35 v A7 A
WEES  HA TUG 256 TAHT 0 BT 55 38 3= 90 A A, LA T
RN 147 s USRS 5 50 R 76.5% F1173.7% T TUG 2
BB BT 45 TR A RRIBT AN 13.2 s, 55 5P 68.4% , (R AH
SR 29.55% . Heinzel 5517 IHFE K B, 32 3 BUT:
5 RIARLIK 53 PD A RNAE ARSI HEN , 12 2 XU 55 7T i
W PD A (AR

NIRS J& 3 = 4F K i o i) — Fh AR R A U D B B 42
A ATRAI & B ARIAE T (3E 2 3 ) iR Bz ot i 3, 7T H
TAB RN P 2eE shAnm Sk & . FoA st S5 o ae b
LR (functional magnetic resonance imaging,{MRT) B 5
AR INIRS #5558 £ ol F PD 3 17 38 A F- 15 g s 10 oF
g2 ARG R, ST 55473 Hh 5 e K S B iR S A O
T2 [ AT AT B 4 A B k(80 (8 i E g
B, M B AR AT AR TR S PD AR BN Z Rl OE R

NG

2 LRk, BRI PD R AR XURS: A 34 kiR &2 H 2
WAFETE LT L Im) 8 . O3 T Bk A8]3z 3h 6 65 P14k 19 32 SR 3T
B, KFINAEAEZ SR sk BT 55 PEAL 19 5 15 R 0 8
A 3T B D 4 ARAZ B IR RO 0 IR0 AT 52 B AR i B
W £ 2 B R AR AR H AN @ B A I £, & LK A 7 i
B0 (WA L RIZ Ry 2 LA 5K A B R e, 2 O ARG A D B
SRR IR WA e 2 e R EL A R T, R G T RE R A S il
F) ;@ B AT AE ) 7 5 D0 2 25 R WG 7 ik R A% S B LB
PESL B T P AT 7RG IR B e e N R AEE K 1)
PRIXE; @ [ AN R3S 22, B N BF s b @Bz KREEAR Y
W,

Mz AT PD R WAL kAR — W R BR
XFF PD A AR PP AL S 2 ik 2% | R A5 PEAT LA K T R 1 DU 1)
FE L LA B A TN T B AY 5 M i PR AT R4
PR EE BREE DL PD R 2 AR T (0 A S5t e, AS TR A 4
ALK PIGD P43 Tinetti - f: 26 1 Berg V- i 2 AF M ¥ 7
FY B2 ;8 FOGQ A FES [ B4R M2 1Y 014 ;¥ FRT 1 TUG
ENHERZ I TIRE I, ek, o T B AT T FE B, R
751 B —fd FE BV A VAR M A PD AR AR B KUK | B I A R
A AT W R _EXT PD R R4 T W8] ol i 48 XU Ay i, B T
i I s H-Y 480 F0 UPDRS &% #LIEAE 10 H LLAN , 35 45
B30 LN B LA AR 45 A BT 3, AR R TEAG A R 1

& % x #t
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