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Abstract

e Risk factors including short axial length, shallow
anterior chamber, narrow angles, spherical lens and
other characters such as gender, age and family history
are well known to be related to the attack of primary
angle-closure glaucoma ( PACG). In recent years, with
the development of advanced techniques such as the
anterior segment optical coherence tomography ( AS -
OCT) and ultrasound biomicroscope ( UBM ), the
technical supports for the measurement of anterior
segment parameters were largely provided, which made
it possible to quantify risk factors of PACG precisely. In
this paper, the relevant research progresses of commonly
used anatomic parameters and their significances in
pathogenesis of PACG were reviewed.

e KEYWORDS: primary angle - closure glaucoma;
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chamber angle; ultrasound biomicroscope
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FEFRIE LA & M A B R (primary open angle
glaucoma, POAG) (12 Wi 3 1% 4F I T+ A & 1 P ff AU
FEHR primary angle —closure glaucoma, PACG) 1152 3 FH E5
JEIR A FFA . PACG 1Y RIS AT Fi R # 2
ASCR X PACG IR AT 19 A 351 25 $4 FH OC 2 800 s IR F
S RIATERR , AT 45 SEUAE PACG 112 W RS 3T
iR S,
1 RS
1.1 FRBEEE M BEJEE (central corneal
thickness , CCT) == %38 3 5% e HR Fs (%) 00 £ %50 75 G HR A9 1236
PRSI, XT PACG B3, HETH A LI CCT X iy
BRI, SR R R —TRIE R A5 R, PACG &5
IEH A CCT 3R 0.014 ~0.030mm, - # Z R A4 511 2#
B HAESZBRE T, PACG 3 A R4 JEE (8 A A Rl
IR & (anterior chamber angle, ACD ) A 0.4% ~
0. 8% , [FI UL F JE5 JEE 32 149 25 S5 %o Y& 1T o T A 1) 52 il 2% %
AN
1.2 AIREEMARMEERE PACC BEZHAR/NN
FARE R AR AN AR RN B oA IR o 5 R A IR il IR Bk 4
F/INA DG, 1890 4F, A7 24 3k BT #1875 G IR A8 35 A A
) F B B2 B IR /N2 0. 5mm Y 55 A WF 5 TR
SR/ AR IR AR 2 PACG BOfa e R & 1957 4R,
Tornquist ™ BF5¢ & B, 21 5 1 5% M1 (acute primary angle—
closure , APAC) fE 2 1) F 5 il R 248 LU IE 8 359 /8 2
4% ., 1973 4E Lowe % W53 /R, PACG & FEH T4
T M R E AR E R NTIER N, ZR A
B, H T 407 10 09 AR R I R AR S IR K B
(axial length, AL) | folRAKHT R 0 M A0 G, fARERT S %
T it o S 0 S 300 T e A, A 3 SR < AR S i g
Ji 2 I JE 30 A A B L A0 2 TE — AR B I Y < SR BRI
PE . SAEA AR RS S 2% 1T A R A T 3R I 34 Ak T
I T AR B 2R 1T bR A 2R 1 i 2R 0 A M E PACG
AT 2RI A o T AR R A AR R, SRR A
HEAR LE , S R B A DG PAT 405t 1) B ) 48,
2 MRS

2AMIFRE B MR AT BOL 2= A W)= 314 (anterior
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segment—optical coherence tomography, AS—OCT) FI 8 7= 4=
W) B 1UEE (ultrasound biomicroscopic , UBM ) £ #% R L) 77 Wi
Hb 57 R 50 2540 %) A T T 2 R UBML X B A
O BRSOl B AR B (bl B A TF
fFR T Image J 45 ) T LI X T B8 K% B £ S B00GHE A7 RS o DU
I, H T R A N B A T A W) A T R B
(iris thickness , IT) AR, W B, BF 5% 8 K 2 35 0L
T PR ET R EEDUAR 22 (scleral spur, SS)500wm 1§ 750 wm
5% 2000 pwm [P 5, 2809 8 1o B 5 3R TR VR R 26, 5 T i
Ja MRS, W 28 A ) A FE BT R IT, WL 1, — I T4k
DX H A B 5 K B, 1750 12000 J2-5 B3 1 5 M AH K B9
b Sy fa B R B 2 A A G TR & s A S A
(primary angle—closure, PAC)/PACG &3 F11E % A it —
HBFFEAE TS, B # 2 HIHR 1T750 12000 {8 53 5 T 1 %
MR, FLBE 1T (E3 I, 55 S g KU B2 =™ . S5 A kg
W HE IT R AP MR fER R (ABA I 5
8 IT 7E PACG S35 5 bi f JF e 22 1) A i 22 100
—IKT POAG IEH N K45 T267 PACG [HIRAT 12
BRI R B, T A 323 b, VR I P A AR L O ER
(acute primary angle —closure glaucoma, APACG) £ 3 T &
S, 430 S R AT e 5 B R PR R AR A G, [RIE FA AR
FAY T B 285 ) A T 3k 0 £ 55 T 25 ) e A e L BEL ¥ R ] 3 T
BR A A 7% ( peripheral anterior synechiae, PAS) R A
PACG B F 47607 BR B VIR (laser peripheral iridotomy,
LPL) Fif 5 AT A% A 58 R W, LPT R RifJs 1T JCHH 2 A2
B2 2014 4R Lee 451 ST R L, LPL A IS AT 156 5
HY AR S B A N 58 5 T A G ) AR HIF T IR A8 2 AR S 380
Baf

2.2 BTRE M E AT R AR 2K (iris curvature, I-CURV) /&35 L)
WA R b e e S ol B die h e fE BN R S B 2 T IR
i H R R R RS E RN EEIER, Wang %7 52
207, BRI HE B HR %l A0 A g BT B IR B ( central anterior
chamber depth, cACD) f5£ 1, =5 1-CURV 455 % Ji M 1
KAEMSIA G, 5 IT 4T B8 1w A (iris area, 1A) 43 L,
I-CURVXS T 5 i B %8 B B AF Y2 Wi itk 68, R BUE
73.7% K¢ 5B 67.0% , FHETON(E A 37. 8% , BT
MME R 98.3% . BEAE#FSE CAE S, PACG 34 LPI RS
I-CURVEARFI /N 3% 5 LPT A 58 4 A B i L B
Tty VA B2 T IS T A B R A TR S s R g el i o
W, DT 351 B s £ O B 4 A AL A — B0 . ik 4b,
I-CURVAY MU A 54 I A7 — EBE &R, Sng %57 X 1473
2 E I IES BT O B AR AT I-CURV 2%
AHZE T HAzZ W5 8 & B 50 % LA 1-CURV i 4 1 3
TG, SAERE KT 50 2 if 5 3 AR e M/, bR
RIL APAC I R AT IR 5 1E 5 IR s, i g fs 2 1 fih e A
Biiter e, TEH NRAT RS 28 TaT iy 28 AN Bl A1 8 3 < i A8
A T 137) 25 0T FEE i 9 Ty 23 i 4 18 35 8 vl 3 O, i ]
T B2 e R R RS 00 T B A PAT AR B DGR e AR B
£ ORI I BIIZ M2

2. BHTRRTEAR LA I AL (1A ) S48 vh o IR T ) 26 i 61
HITE AR . Wang 257 %} 2047 443218 vE4T B B 10 A0F 5% S
7 BRI TA S B F OGP K A B ST A I R 2R T A H: 5
— IR} 167 415 f <A1 (73 ] PACG 35 & 44 f5i] APAC
SRR (1153 2% 168 AEATIRFSE op | B AR Wos s ff 5%
P TA RTFIER A EZ R R 1A Jy b i G H]

E1 MEMEARSHEREE  TIA B /NS SS: I
55 ; AOD - 55 46 FF HCHE 1495 1T LB 8 - CURV « ML gl ¢
TISA - /N UT BRI AR s ARA - i3 A BUsg TR

FIfERE R 28, 0 BTk N5 S5 e AT RE SRE AR R LA
%, Liu %" FIFH AS-OCT % APACG % 5 1F % ABRTT
WSROI A A, BB IA 25 APACG K AERIAH G
SRz — 5 B A E R B R /NG 90 i i ] o AR AL 67 R
K%, AT R IA Bk 5 L B AR R A e
Seager 45" FFT RN, BERAY TA | FLHICK 5 22 K s T
TR AR A A /D i LA FsF ] s e S %) R 0 D) 449 T il
ERMEH B ER R %, WA U5 2, 1A 7E LPT RRj
L TR A

2. 4 HTBEARF  Quigley & FIH AS-OCT A X} ] 5 5
EHf 12 [ POAG & | 1l 887 & 1 5 A 55 1A (primary
angle—closure suspect, PACS) & PAC B E IR T BE
W 2SI HIE I 7 A AN R L AR AT R A )
KB B ALK, RS RO, 0 HT A R X R B 25 AR
A5 290 i 40 08 A O TR R o 22 ) A 3l o6, HLAFF S
SE L4 R By i GV & E s R TS BRI, Aptel
23 APAC X HR 55 T H R A4 % BB AR 9% 2 30, W5 25 e
FLBOK G, 1E 5 IR 2 Bk T B8 25 Bk /D, T APAC S AR
TGN, X B Sh A AR AL G 22 5 0T RE R P AR R 1A
G N EZ—,

3EESH

B BIERE  HiHIRE (ACD) H4E cACD FJH A b7
VR (peripheral anterior chamber depth, pACD), ACD J&
PACG &IRIIRSL GRS R 2 )2 PACG fx £ 2 /Y 5 %A
B BRI, AR PRI AR AR R R
% B T 2L AT X 1E 3 AR AT PACG AR pACD Y X HBIF
80 7%, W A IL I 4 pACD < 1/4CT # 1 1E % A K&
PACG HE 015 6.9% 96.3% , 201 &y el ik
pACD KAMfERF R, 74 FH A NTHa T, ACD B H
BAEH , Wang 4517 F) 3238 3 T AERRAE i 26 i fL
(area under the ROC curve , AUC) P T RS 50 M ACD 7E
TS B AT e, R AUC #8338 T 1, Bi B2 ik
SRMT S P R B, ACD By 0 A PERE DL T OIT I
CURV |IA S50 B2 50, AR AT 2 500K BE 847 28 1
AR E . Wang 2620 %} 1405 4] 50 % LA b [ A5
AR R R T AT T K3k 10a (4 BE DT IF 2T, 15 [8195 %
W &R PAC SRR IRFR N 20. 5% , Z R34 & B 5
OGP 1 e XU PR 28 A8 T By BRI At AR JEE B DA B 8
A, ACD BTl & YERE L T AL K i AR K 2 (lens
thickness, LT) . #F5% & B, APAC B3 H R cACD %X il
BRI 2015 4, Guo 251 BF5Y W7, APAC XTI IR 5
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PACS IR pACD ,cACD K HB I B S8R, 3] PACS
HAAE APAC I AR A [RRE G B ) i SRR AE , A B 5
FH  APAC R 5 X5l BR (9 cACD TG i 5 22 520
H 25 FEAREUE b5 A FE R 5 500 5 A B s 1 AL A
D5 R S8, X 0T LAFE— 2 RE i B APAC R 5 PRR
K NE HAHIRAE — 2 RHP P 5 St BB 4™,
WFFTUESE , LPT AR pACD AR F NG 1 LPT AR
J&i cACD HYZALAE 45 WF 5 I R — 502 B, X
T LPLARJG cACD JIR R i AS BB, 22 50 165 Ik
P EAM, Lei 25720 H7, LPT AR i R A T i 52 3] 5k
H )5 B 41 (PPC) (BT B3 F7 (PAC) Filfig FLBH A /7 ( PBF)
=y s B, LPL AR S5, PPC Fl PAC A %{H PBF
{BSRAETE , oI AR A2 18] J5 19 PBF T 5 B B & 2 B ) &
PLHFVGA B4, Dada %5 IA N, LPT AR, 52 BHL# 1Y
D /K W BB AR BN, I8 b R a1 5 4 3, LPT AR5 X
S T B KR s A Sk AR IS T B 38 N T 6 R
PR, — 00kt 5 f O P 3 Y B s S | 06 s )
FEAR (LD X ACD #5207 5 A J5 AL a4 ¢, AR 5
N ACD f-F5 AR B R IULEE ACD HRARI /N, 43 BTk
J LI ARG ACD f8/IME— A~ S54RI A o6 i ad &, LT R AT
REfEE T B KA
3.2 BIEEE )5 % & (anterior chamber width, ACW )
JEFR NI 28 2 18] Y /K SF- BB, — 0% 2 047 44 %k
AT Y B R T 9 R B, B AR B AR 4 R B IR 1Y
ACW /NTFARZE B MR, &t ACW B /N F 5B ACW [
AR BN I8N, 2945 10a B8/ 0. 05mm ™' HERR4AE i
FIVESBIA S | 8/ N ACW 5 4 HR | rpr e 12 17 53 4 O
HHT B 58 BE B AUC {E 3K, AN BEFH T B 0 2 B 10
P, 2016 4F, Atalay %577 % APAC % HUHR 5 %0 HR 4%
WS EAT I R P ACW TCH B 25 7, 245 4T jy i
FAFHFRER S518, ACW A —FR S &K, LPL R AT,
ACW JCHA 828 4E )
B.3BIEEMMATEMAFR  Hi 5 i FL (anterior chamber
area, ACA ) J2& F1 A 5 P B2 or 8 iy = 1T A% o7 T i FL DA PN 1)
mebR R I 2 T PR A 1 A AR E B, AT 5 R B (anterior
chamber volume , ACV) 5% PA ACA R lie s 1, [l 58 £0 15 [ 5%
SR R AR T 1) 3 4R e B 360° T R AR 1 (R AL, W
SR 1922 44 % AR B RE W I AF T R, B
ACA ACV 2 F KT HALZIK 7, HE /NG ACA ACV 5
78 by fA AR I Il ST AH G, PAC/PACS B2 ACA | ACV
W /NTIE 8 AR Atalay 25727 98 B, 20E B A
KPR ACA (ACV B S /NF XN AR, {5t A B 5% 7
H ACA ACV HIBUN B 25 ACA ACV EHF
A AN B B Y AUC, 244 RS 90% It
ACA  ACV [t ACD HA 0 i iy O vE™ . 1P RS,
ACA (ACV B W34 i, cACD 5 ACV 7E % 2k /K 5F #
SO0 T Ang 26U AE 2015 AF 59— TR 5 bR R, R
FLZE ACV 5 ACD Z [ W BBAA7EBR &R, {H LPI RJ5, ACV
BN A — & FEBE & A Y. ACD B9, ACV 38 fin 5
NEEFH ACD SR RE 3t ACV By i AT B 5 i i A 5 45
HeHEMx,
4 BRSH
41 ERAFMIEE  7AEVLUFEZRR 500 wm 5% 750 wm /NG
WA, 3 T A PR T 5 M 1 AR 38, R A8 e 2 T i
BN B f R B (angle opening distance, AOD) , PACG

1992

B AOD B /N T IEH AN Sng 4517 HF ST R IR & B
AOD750 J& 1-CURV B F 2 AH K& H 2%, H 5% & 3,
AOD750 53 T3 1/2 19 I-CURV BB A28 4k, B i
PR i A (2 35 W FLBEL T 1) 2 A i SR SR s T 5 i
FUBH M P Z A0 A P8 . Kwon 25 R AS—OCT B4
K5 75 191 133 HR P35 £ 5% P41 HB A 3 o A i FL BEL Y | v 8 o
FE JE i BT R | AR R v A 35 A O 1 Y
ML, BT 41 ~54mo, LI AJS , HEFLFH A 410 55 Ff I
WE 5 PRI R B, SR AR R AR
HARJG AOD 5 AR [T TG A5k, 8 i A Al S 4H R e
AOD B B 38K X 5 Z 5058 W7 9 “ LPT | i 1T TR 8
AR MG , AT R R AT BE A% A R A T T o R AL
BELAE PR 2, Bl LT AR S EUR b i 4 , 516 5 M ve . W
FER I, APAC BHR FL X ER AOD500 B A= 202)  £ a5
W5 R %) PACG B3 LPL RJ5 AOD BARFiHE N,
FIF9E £ W, LPI RJ5, PAC 4 | F 77 F ) AOD i 1
Jin, i PACG 4HAR 5 TG & el 48, il e 5 PACG B & 4T
17 PAS SE M

42 ERABEmMAF/NEMATEE R AR
(angle recess area, ARA)J&H AOD AT AR 1H ARG 3
T T B PR () T AR, UL 2 36 B T DU BE/E B 4k
ST AR 5E , LR 28 5 0T 58 s ] 342 £ ok b L A9 )i 3
SRR AOD, b3 A A IS A 2 1Y f LR 2
BE R RS B 22 18] R T O DY 4% 2 R PR A A
T AR /N 5% ) 0 5[] T FR ( trabecular iris space area,
TISA) . X PSR R Bk 51 B AL E A TISA H)
KGR X IR ARA 3615 TE5 R Ph eI s Al s,
HCEES | TISA EHUE, {H Sunita B9—30%F 17 4] 17 R 1F
TN T ) 14 BRZS 55 fa 3 0 /INEEAS B AF 5 oh, R A
TEAERUR S 22 5, B B B A s A B AR A T A
PERE(AUC =0.96) %7, — 30 % PACG 25 iy il 9%
7R, APAC HHR TISA /NFXHAR™  LPI RJF, B fa 1A
& TISA W AN Lee 7% X 32 ] PACS fE H
LPI RATEARJG 18mo WIFE Vi 78 & B, LPT RJ5 2wk i,
HH ACA . AOD750 , TISA750 , ARA750 4% A 1if i 3 4%
K. LPIARJF 1-CURV BBk /Iy, & T30 55 Ff &5 0 0 5 19
FEE KM, A5G 18mo BF, AOD750 . ARA750 # R J5 2wk
WA /N, Z 0 AT B 128 5 SR AR HE S (lens
vault, LV) 3 Jii45 56, M4 B934 T gE /25 LV 2SAE iy
FEJRH , % 5 A 5 AT RCE SRR HE R R AR R R
R, AT RE S BB I | IR AR R AR G

4. 3HTRE—NEM TR DI ZR MR L 500m K24
YRR, 5 1 BP9 B T R 0T S iy 2 T A € 5 DAL 28 5 T i,
T S WIAE 4, 3% 2k T TE WA 2 £y R S — /N 32 0 )2
(trabeculer—iris angle, TIA) , Mansouri L2912 B UBM %)
PAC/PACG & LPL A HiJ5 76 B L 05 FR 38 T 20 5 I 2
AOD500 | TIA F-iEA7 #4553 WoR , TIA 76 B (B IR T
PR FE B S A, M AOD {NAERS IR EE A i fk , R
TIA J2& % AOD T Ay 0E (1) [ f JF i 72 BE 1 A% 48
Sihota 45" HFSE B, By AT RCE B TIA B K F 45 72
Al PACG i3 ; PACG & 1, APACG 35 TIA f/)h, H
TIA 5 AOD AL ACD £ 1EM 5, &F LPI R 5
/R, LPLARJG ,PAC L F V-2 TIA G288t

5 BRESE

51 BRRIEEE  SIRIKRIEEE (lens thickness, LT) &£ 45 %
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PRARRT G2 A EE 25 A A A A AT LA LT,
=R E SRR S8, FEIEE IR LT etk
R4 (lens position , LP) 5 HR fll + B 1 AH P & ACD 1
FEIERNE, RS F A A B SRR A &
SEAT, IR B A BOE Y R B B RS X R
HIE R S ACD #E R 1Y, PACG 85 5 HR AP
RN N D R NN 12 2 S s 172 e N S S P
2 IRZHITE RN, KB E B LT KT B AT
e BT RESE R LT FEAE B A e )
IR BRI — TS SR |, B A S P 20 B 1E 5 20 R
il ACD ¥ LT JB (HAERYVCEL IS |, B A G P 41 HE 1E H 40
ACD Fe R Sl /N, Wi 4 i) LT 6B B 25 B — T xf
PACG ¥ — 2R B M52 R, 35 J& 1 PACG,
PACS A 75 GHR B 53 A EE, ACD 3838 | LT #3184, AL i
W, T LP AR G B A HI, SRR R IE
G R DA K HAT R MRl A T P 8 ) MR 3k vt bR A o 4 0%
AEH RS A & B A R ISR R R

52 MREMEFMMBENRRELCLE  MRAENE(LP) E
Xk ACD +1/2 LT, 3 % i Mt &7 bR AR — T 135 B 9 067 &,
Ronald W52 & B, %GR g S5 IE W AW IR K A
I 25 S | B Al LP AN AE VR 5 A f DR A () 7 B RH o
AR R BR 5 48 1R R O, I R SR A X IR AR
(relative lens position, RLP) , Bl LP/AL H{H %R dfetRAR A7
B, HHBE & B LR B SRR 7 R
W NEERT, BAPFFERIESS 7Tx— 5, BdRa s
BoR,EOLIREE SIEW AZE LP LB EEER Y
15 X P o7 JE SIS T REZ R A LP % LT ACD PiFfAHE
QISR A TR

5.3 @ARMEFEH  Ronald ' BF5T £, PACG HR Y ACD Lt
TEH MR 1. 0mm, H H 0.35mm H &R 1K 19 8 S 3%
0. 65mm H - tRAKR B A7 B EERT 51, #9 PACG B HAT
LPI ARG, i T AR A 3 J2 5l A B i B8 - B0 5 1 A
B, HE T 55 61 A0 0T 55 o T PN R T A G 3 35055 £ O AT, i
FRALHIFR S R AR BRI . % LPL AR5 5% 43k B £ 0GP IR
JEATSSR T R 1 FR AT Al R B AR U, 6 ACD ik | 5
W MR UESE T SheDR A BEL T 2 5 205 A SR A 1Y
TR

5.4 @RE#E  ARIEEEE (L) 23807 F UL R K
T T P AR A R B B A T AR TR = I
2 7K - 2 2 1) e ELIE B AR BT B A TR 28 3 2K
HINIEAE A FiE L5 0 S, HL R e T it R AR [l 617 5 149
EMFERE, LV 5 LT K& LP A6, T LA e 9 2 55000 B A
PEFRAMS ) —T0% B f 5 A1 41 (A1 45 APAC . PAC PACG) Al
IEH AW SRR S 8O AT BT 5 R B, B f e A4
LV LT B & K TIE# 4, APAC # LV Bl I KT PAC J
PACG ¥, iZWF55 R E W LV ATREZ 5 PACG A E 1Y
SERER BRI LV AT IR A b 5B 1T #% L 1- CURV 3
0 e FLREL A K B f T . Ozaki 251 16 H ASKT 124
18] 5 A1 5 PH 25 R 98 22 B, LV S B A G B 4 0 S A 56 R
£ JCIE LT ], b G M40 LV 24 18 25 K T 0F % X g
4, 2014 4%, — TR BRI 52 A5 AL S 18 12 0F 5T ok
LV KT A P R 00 o 28 8 3001000 IFL I 28 32 4 2 1) G 8 1)
1/3 ESCHELY 3307, K 2/3 1 APAC X iR 77 7¢
LV 5, 2 1/3 ) PACG 5 PACS &4 LV i &, H
APAC XN AR LA e KA LV Tan % fE — T % T

LV BRSSP BT, LV 5% B3 M S ARG, 22 R A i 2%
FRWR Ve LV B RR T 55 Mk, LV Bl A I A4 35 i 9 1
S A ) AR A R R AR LV AR R A
FE IR A | e s v IR A Bz L, BT Y IR BR 285 4 %
T D7 HA AN SEHT Y SRR 454 . LV 5 ACD /) AUC
FAAL, 3278 LV BRI 28 B A IR AE H o
5.5 BIEEHRFILE WRAFES /T T APAC i
%} BB 78 FR i R 3 TR B A B EE (A ( chamber crowd
ratio, CCR) iX —HE &, 1 Hog SUh LT/ACD A, iZ 0 58 %)
APAC [B38 JRHT b IE B N =4 ) IR AR S 80T 1
5,70 LI F#Fd, =41 ACD LT.LP .CCR ¥f5 i & 2%
5370 B UL EE R, S 4L LT 22 5 48345 3, H LP
M CCR ZRIA G # 2 L, HIFLLHE s, R4 4
B APAC [ AT b5 & 19 LU, A CCR 257+ BAy
WFE G L, LT LP Fl ACD 22 53 3 T 48 11 % 34
SCEREC X 70 4 LU CEE, SRR E 2 (LT LP CCR)
S P A7 A8 LABUR AR A G B FE I R & Tk T 70 %
DL EHE, AtctRAK DR 2R 5 55 A T I0U8 TCARAEARSCOC &R, A
PSSR UL, CCR AT 5 LT (LP — [R 4R R A0 55 4
FORZSHYATHERE b, HLLE LT | LP 5 BLASURE
6 B4

PACG 75 I A e MR 1735 Ak ) 2540 S, R SO A
JRE TR T B B Al RAA 2 B 5 T TR B A G A AR OG
e PR 3 B WSR3 e AT T 1 S 04 SCHR [ it 5 ok, 25
IR /NI - AR R A4S B A T B R R
PR R BRI e I 3R A LT 8902 APAC &2k
P Seml, AR T B, SRR R ST i sh & R
K5 $8 )RR S HAE. APAC 14 & AE rp ol 3 J AR T, AR 1Y
IT, BRH LV (CCR DA B T BERAY 1-CURV, R
9 A LACA ACV iy APAC KA fE I F . TIA (ARA
TISA 55 P55 f 250 0T Lo A% 50 2 BT RS it S0 S0 5 4
VoA, TEARRIBFSE , anfar s AR 22 Ay FE R R R R AT
RGN ISR S B 5 A OGP e A v AR R BB
K B e PRATETE BB 7 [0, Bl GG T 5 o ) R e, e A
e PR AT e R 0 7 A FRF-A D £ DG PR A9 XU, ) W s o
JFEIRYT FshE G35t I A XU B RAT R 2
S Hk
1 BR, IDR. AT 27 A BEAIRE DGR fl 5 e . P EIR
H G MR A4 2016;516(3) :179-181
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