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s APEIRALEE 1 LA T DD RS i o I BLAR

H T, 31 40 2 K L) F i A v g A B35 1318 1,
i 24 e ) SR 2 e R AR 4G R B G ke T Y
LU . TERERVEEIN AT 80% ki< i 35 18t B AN ]
TR B T A T i e i, e v 85% 8 38 A7 7 7™ B A9 T D g s
e BRI R e 61 KR D REia shohpe , i)™

ST RE N H AR ) AR R . AR R T

REMIR AL LS BRSS9, Wl i A v I RS AR

H B, Wi #1422 K (brain-computer interface, BCI)“J2 ks
Hr AR A 2 T RAGIRYT R — AT AAMKI T oM E s 22 R
40 5 LR L 2L R Ay Gl 8, S N5 R I 28 I B
TH I S WL P 25 16 S AR S o

BCI 5 BMI(brain-machine interface, BMI)EFFK A ki L
Fe 1, AHR A HAMERIC 155 R G0 FRA BCIL T fd
R AL BER LSR5 5 RENWFR N BML, J5 #38 #
TEOMRFT A HARAR A K i 35 181 (4 2 2 1 He, 8] ECoG, elec-
trocorticogram)” A 3RAF 5 T & 19 Bl 2155 (X R A
BCLHE W ARG B EH 72 . AR AYEBCIAT LLIJCAN e 4>
HOFAT BT A BRI LSS, ARG RBIF SR R AR ]
B RAREAG B . IR AORAR R AR AL 7R
—S A 2 U H 2R 2 R T RO EOR , FE ik
AT REREA H H sz B E AL

1 B Ok
1.1 MLk

BCI i iz 4< 28 #5342 sh D REVK B2 1) N FE AL ] 32 22 24t
PER R IR R G A2 R B PES, W2 ] S R 2 R G
WU L EE A RN T RE LATE I PR AR AR RE 1. Kb 48 m] 99
PR WTEE ST BT R P ik Bz, 2 AT H B e, skt
DREB A B RS

18 IR AT S AR R G R 2 rT 8 iz sh Tk
58 AL & BCTYIZRFN LY A — A S BEBL] . B HTIE R A%
S G S R AR R SR AR 2 2 — R ok XAl SR B S
BCLI# G 12 20 X 14 K ik e 5 AR HEAT: 55 11 56 i sk T iz
AT, Hebbian HISIE i I &I 25 5 8 gER il Bk

fE 0 20 v R B B, BCTE 3o IR 5 B 0B Y S J2 36 51
FOAI E AN S 5% 1k BN , 21 2 Sl T 0 2 fi i
2, B — 2 ) i R TP B IR 2 A G2 B Thfig , 15 1
S E e

BCI P I S k-4 8] - Hp i A SR e A2 3
AN, BCIARBUK I sPAR b 2806 sh (55 )5 , Tl i iR 12 5
ARG ONFE AP IAE 585 A R B8 55 ) Hp AR 28
VT AR 3 3 2 38 B2 T SR I R A (138 shisi=X, fe)im
ST RS2 AT R DG Iy R I DX AR i v e 22 5 90, JE AP
RS Am % , DTS BIER 3 D RE 4 thil 14 FE 42 o

KZLZHBCI AR HIZ 81 4H 4 (motor imagery , MI)55 4=
BRILFR A AR Al 2 A A SOk S SRR, LR R
#2250 A 4t (mirror neurons system, MNS)J&iz sl A8 4 flliz
B2 > W TR BN, 7E BCUE SRR 25 5 2 sh T ae
SRS PR E A . 32 BRG] LU Sl 4 AR T S
B AZ A MR R 5, T MINS 3241 T —F“ s/ E R - AT
VERLHLHN", ShE LS AE iz 2l je 22 7 Az A S 4T A
SR MNS O30S AT E BEAR SV E R R S Bl S
MNS & 3 K ik () vl 98 A Ak AT BE 4, AT U A2 38
SIYIRERIVKE .

BCI i Al il i 42 il S5 6 (A FES BAL i A ) A il Bl e
WRIZ B AT, X7 i n] DI B o ik 3 A R SR
LR NP SISV o185 /Nl R N L RS BE O W TS B 78 el 11 )
ZEH AR, DA A X b 22 RGE RIS Z [ I &R Y,
T BCI RZGHA S LRI MG S , H LT RE L& 58
P i 26 T TR T T B . BCLEE A H AR T PR a2
Bl R RO ) R ) A e ke B — A T R HE B
RERMIYINZRIRER
1.2 jp2k

32 FH I AR A 55 A BCIL 3= 2278 WA - i Bh 7k BCI
(assistive BCI)FlIFE4Z 1 BCI(rehabilitative BCT)”', Hff Bhk:
BCL3E i BRI il {55 T il S i 4 ke B A il 1y 32 3
TIRE, AnAMEF ST U TR A5) B T AR HL I (fune-
tional electrical stimulation,FES), AYIZ: H ¥ shffE. FEETE

DOI:10.3969/.issn.1001-1242.2022.11.021
FILATH T AR A EH S AT AR5 H (2018B030339001)

1 P REERE S = BERE, M, 5100005 2 7N ERIRRAE Tl RSB 5

Fi—AEH A  BRBGE, 20, FIFRATT I Wk H 9 :2020-08-15

1566 www.rehabi.com.cn

3 iR



PHALE 5L 200248 537456 11 )

BCL# i 47— L\ R 55 275 ORI A 2 vl 8 v, 2 v
BB IRE ST NS B BV E LR R 9 TE S22
TRER A .

A= ANE BCT 75 238 53 A7 S A5 UAR KM Rz 2 i 3= 1l
5%, BAifE5 RAEM T2 2R E ARG E (elec-
troencephalogram, EEG) Al T fig 1 i £ 5 5 3% (functional
near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS)* !, EEG & K Jliti 57 it #i
LTI R R Bl RRRCAT Hb SR BRI AN TRLR S A B
177 ANIRS S22 AH X BT I HA 8 11 3 21 06 (G 7E 650—
1000nm i 438 [ PRI Sk I 2 223 Bl i) 4 I 218 11 (ox-
ygenated hemoglobin, HbO) Fll it 4 Ifi £1. £ 11 (deoxyhemoglo-
bin, HbR)#K B Y Z AL L™

2 EREANEEZERN

JEF EEG Y BCIA] 73y B — R CURIR A ), f—
B F A 426 RS 5 & {7 (steady state evoked
potential) . 15 J7 JZ Hi{iZ (slow cortical potential, SCP). iz sl 48
% M1, Z5 {4 A0 ¢ Hi. {37 (event-related potential, ERP), H Fijk
TEE LM BCURI RN 2 I — K0, G — e
EEG {55 1Y 5 — B EERN b, i A — o s = 2 ] 42 i 119
BCI %5, Bk W TR UM% 1 (hybrid BCI, hBCI)”", i
FBET A R i Iy, AT a4 FoAh i 4, 38 5 WL 5E (an rg 42020
S (virtual reality, VR)) AL -5 A4 GE 2 A CLIBLAR )
fil v (4N FES) 45 45 ¥ & it . BRI R Z 24846
FES VR AR S AMEHEHLAR AHOR

R EEG 7ER (] 43 B84 [ L INIRS BT HAR 3 (5 542
T Y S ) A3 PR VR Z LT INIRS-BCI 857 3=
FEAE P AEA ST A FRAE R B AR (A3 R 5 0 B 4
FLER S 2 SR (RPN B 5 N T4 4% 55) , EEG I
NIRS 945G 7T DL 3RAT TR AL PR [R5 BRI AT R
oG LA 5 B RN LR Bl ) R, X A A BA R R
A A R AR S5 O S PRt A Sy —Fiogi ) BCI
12, EEG Fl INIRS Z X 454 O 2 206 .

T HRMIRIEDN, N SOBAHAE N FIIRe R E
Jr AR R A BCL 512 3 5 D REPE IS 0L 54
ARG BERLAF AT AL A I R B B
2.1 JETIad R R BCIH

ARG B (A A T8 5 ) 38 it 18 3l i )2 X
W2 R A S R 25 A 5% 22 [A) 25 fk (event-related synchro-
nization, ERS/ event-related desynchronization, ERD), 5]
mu/beta /B 5EI2 171 FHE N ik FLIS 2 BE B 1B I AE s

Pichiorri F 85177 56 T M0 20 i 4% v iz 3l W i £ 35 114
BCIXJ JESEIG A 3B H , BCT A i HL 1] {7 S5 114 2 [a] 24k
(event-related desynchronization, ERD), f& F-7£ MI Il 25 p H

ek 2 5FEEE R, [FB), Fugl-Meyer I Ji 3 i 3¢
(Fugl-Meyer assessment, FMA)BF-43 (1) 24 35 (-5 4 [543 B[] )
2EER N IE LIRS T AR N ZRE B IEAH G . Lu
RR SEUA I MI-BCLYI %)™ iz sl s 48 1 i 4 b
FBE PR T BCLEE il () T it 435 22 PE 9k 85 115 8l (continuous
passive motion, CPM), #1720 7 &1 BCLIK 8 CPM Il 5
Ja BB TESNE S, U B Barthel 15 5050 8042 5 -
Rieke JD %55 1 — I Bk F 52 i Ty 8 il 2L 4% 1R (real-
time functional magnetic resonance imaging, rt-fMRI)5j 3£
B} IH BEME T £T /M6 (rt-ANIRS) 9 BCTI 2k, TP iR A0 45 MI-
BCI A FES(4i B i {1 25> ) , 3 ik 3B BRI 2RI ] B i 15 5, &
UK I5 5 MR B = 3k 7 1%, S A Jr e A vh i 55 Jor kg
15 M A B TR R PR RE ) BTl i) = ) s Sl B
3 W] T INIRS T3 — 2B BF 58 BCT R GEAE MG TEAS
R DIE R

AR SR S5 6] il A B8 HEA T P 3R MI-BCTRE & I 2k
Wi FR 3 (MI-BCL 40 5 MIZ0) 7 FMA iz sl ShRER S e %
(motor state scale, MSS)I-4) L A5IR Y7 R 445 T 4 5 , MI-
BCIZH#5 MIZHAE K DS B H B . S Buta 0% v i i
IR R WA S M A AR o R AT 4 T 0 2R G RS
25, GG MI-BCL. 5 Wiz sly7 3 AL 7 2, I s
FMA TR shVEJE A R (action research arm test, ARAT)
1 Wolf iz 8 T BE M i3 (Wolf motor function test, WMFT)#
A3 ¥R R A A T 2 i DX D R ek 0, S
rh X ) B R4 5 T s S RETE /3 S IE ARG . Carino-
Escobar RIZEXS 9 71l 2 1 A4 v A5 1) 12 Y BCI-All s A
YR 5 1 K 5 HE (ERD/ERS B4 #9047 1 A 1] 4347, i
X AT X B 16 8l 5 68 sh il & 22 [RIAELEAR B )
AHOGME 40 DX AT R DX 2 Jo7 1% 2 e 44 S8 (ERD 3§58 ), LA
L T ep e DY TG B #a 34T R (ERS 1 58) , #5580 1)1z
BIREA R, XX F ST EEG K15 HEGA ) 43 B 1 Sy Hofth
I RPTAS (b 78 T H., LR T A 4 v iR 25 1 R RE T fm
AHEZEE L.

LG R I ZRA L, 56T MI-BCT A i 45 v B 52 )11 25
Z B A F R, b Gk B I8 s I RE o8
R, T HLRRSR A R BBt AN e T S 5 A fifT AR
HERMF S HREE A,

MI S A AT 3 A8 42 I R 132 20 ok 58 i, 1 32 sl T
(motor execution, ME)/ZFFE G IANLIA MIZ Fk 58 i (3
FAEFEN . ESERTHRIFNE R B B, O B UER i
LRG58 s PaTE S BA LR Ay A 3 ALH >, EA]
A T A A B¢ ST (DLPFC) X 57, 78 BCIH A
TR MI A ME (52 HAE AT ek 2 (12 34 ..

Bauer R %P7 KN -HL#% A $% 11 (brain-robot inter-
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face, BRI)TE MI FI ME K fii 19 28 o 114/ FH A B A ] 1z Jo k4
KIS 20014 F T RS2 I T 58 A — 281 T R AR S5
ML W SEAR G D832 sh & A Bk M 4 18 b &2 F MIAI
ME B8 FR . 4557 BRI H BRI AI A [ 932 sh il B 1 An
Bz R4 — TR 4 2 M TOUH 12 3l X545 0 i 4 - Bz o
(9 MI R 2%, 55 —FiJe LA 22 31 4732 3l X A% i 4 FRAE 1) ME
2% . BRI AT [f] I 35 6 M1 ME B 7, i 12 835 Bz 2% (O
ki 350 3 e 35 MIUFT ME U it (14 1 %, T B0 132
BEEING I m 7 4. Shu X ZPBFFEIRSET 16 25k
R 455 T 4G R (repetitive  transcranial mag-
netic stimulation, 'TMS) A4k BCT HIBERCR I HER 1. 1T-
MS ZH 1 5.5 (8 )45 32 T 12 ¥R 10Hz i *TMS T 151 , [l I 7
rTMS T Hila 64T T BCTRBUPEAY , 2R (R34 M 4L 58 1 3 4>
MIAE 55 FI 3 A MEAE 55« 45 REH], TMS T2 s %
(MDT:55 Fois BCTHERGPE M 63.5% i 5 42 21 74.3% , 732
BIHAT(ME)T 55 H A 81.9% ki 51 91.1%, rTMS T i) iz
V2 IO W SR A PR T rTMS 21 P BCL R oRS 1 i 4% i , I
FIRESEHEIL T BCL A= BRESZ I PRI FH o

18 SR GA R Tz A Tl R ) IR HEE 12 s T
FEA A S BB AT B IE A 1932 2 252 MIFIME 2
[ Y 7E T BE 14 58 FAE A2 1 1 3 MR il HL A 11 (BCI)
FEEST,
22 FETIhRENE R R A BCLY

Remsik %% 14 Bilfixi A< b B DI REREAT A 1T 151k
[ BCI-FES Tl 45, FES 119 1% e [ 5 W re s g, 53
LI 7 3 S22 4 T LR G AL, SR8 0% ik %615 5 h 60Hz, ik
TR REN 150 s, & B 64% 84 ) ARAT 1543 A Tt =, 14
HBEVTZE R R A 5 F O RENUR Ty it s R w2 = 1
X}HRZH . Jovanovic LIZE3E 1 % 1451 7™ B {7 £ 4 A 7 80
UK BCI-FES 15 , % Bl i FL A5 5 fih & FES HEA 7 ], A5 52
PRI AEAT 55 WTAR SR, FES M H I 7E f 3 J T
R — T LAz shilc s i ML (RS NR L) . FES FY AR B R
50mA I Kk th i B2, 250 [ ik M 832 , 40Hz 11 Jik i e, 4%
RBIR LB FE AT H B AL 068 )14 Irdks , R 1%
BCI-FES R4 nl i FH F i A= ip B H FIh B E . Cho W
ZERI FH e %sF B A8 3 '@ﬁ(paired associative stimulation, PAS)
T AR ML ZERE T X8 I A rp S8 5 1617 FES U145,
10 25 BB RERE [ O I e S A i g , H b FES
T BT AR AT RY b, oS AR AR G s i M T is 3
FES 4% LA SOHz i 55 W 3 s WL IS 4 LA S i ER 1z 3

R E R R AR AN 2 P R T T MI-BCT I 25
AT RE: H R, K FES (9 s T 85 T JBoe il g A AL AN
KAWL, 8 5 iRYT 4 1 FMA #4732 R Barthel 7§
B g FRE R ¥ 7] 2% (the  performance of 36-item short form
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health survey, SF-36)XJ1J; T-XF B 41 , & ] BCI-FES Il 5l K
s T A A B3 F G2 Zhhne , 9F HARE WA 6 i
2 AL G RN GRAG B 5 o AR W] SR A i A e R A
T2 T BCIH NS AR R FRBEE LR, iz i L AL
TE A 22 >60% B, FES K 5 38 A8 A 1y Ao Al i A AL , Jok 98 A
150ps , R K 2Hz, REE JESR AL R 10—26mA ; 24 1EH)
2K=60% , FES % J% & 10mA , IE ) R AE AE T 5 5% , 5 S5 DU 34t
T2mA , BRI AR Ss. 8 R UER B AE I Ti8 S AT
55 [ A 2% S ERD I B0, 15 1 LR 52 AL T A 55 02 i )
18 BAH I XS A SR A5 i WFFE 32 R BCI-FES 7£ i
B h HAT A

BCIY7¥55 FES 256 A, RHCE JBO T2 3k 1 J] il i
ZE LA B , BB FE R T BCTUINZRAS I -5 R i 5 2]
KB Wi E > A T RE L EGE s RerIk e
2.3 TR SSHEOR Y BCL ]

Tan C4E“H 1t BCISHLER A BRI & AHES &, i
BCI 5 RGti=hALas AU | ik FP 5L BCI i [ 25 14 31
5 2G0T LUFI A VR EF TR 58 F2 15t , [ BEA B 20 v s 3
I EERI KR . Vourvopoulos A ZE!Mfd Y Sk #i U R R
(head-mounted display, HMD)7E 1 ZH fid: B 32380 rh il o8 245
2 VR AL 32 3115 3 (motor priming, MP)ZE |- MI-BCI
B4 RPE R, 45 SR UEB VR 5 MP AT DL {45 11932 51 )
LR , FZ 5 58375 5 0 P BRI B ST 1) A28 Ak ) R AE A a0k
A A A B0 A N AL R AR . Bl
Vourvopoulos A 5 Jorge C %%} 1 ] P 246 vp fR 35 R L
T EEG ) BCI-VR &4t , 455 /R Fugl-Meyer 5347 B i 2L
2, at IMRUARIL T RIS S0 A3, 2= BRIz s 4
WP 2 AT BAPE R A T 2 8 4K . Vourvopoulos A Y Par-
do OM 4§™Z5 & VR FI BCL I 5, X S ) B2 J32 (14 o 4 o
Gz S I RERE NS Y B EA T AL T EEG /9 BCTSK 3 k4 T
BN, 8 TR I &I JBHE B D B i 4™ 51 1 ;S
Al e 5235 T3 T BEG B4 it

¥ BCI Y VR A G 0 A SR T T 2 AR5, ek 5
JEHLEE ST 1) B 15 BB i U R B, B T BRBR AR
#,BCI-VR RIS By T AL BT 750 288
BE s Sl AR B 0 T AR B0 AL , AN W7 1 B 3
AR RE TR AR A
2.4 JETAMEEHLEE AR BCIH

MBS N R G R AR MR M5 1 O 2 3 1Y
TERE AP Al B R S A AR B 1) 4 A B AR A
ATV A L 1G5 ot 22 W] SR O HE o iAo 4 R AL
R A O N = 9= 31 | 2 e A e =0 A

Elnady AM %" BCI-F/MEfii £ Geia il IR OG5 i i i,
VI BCI-FES RGea il FH5 H P30 1E , SEI B TR S 4
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FITRENE NS 3l , BT T ARG S i 8 2 TR 5
BB, XA AR T BCLFE N 25 H 5 T DI RE A -
HIBIEX . Grimm F2EP%5 4 BCL, 1 Z: AIL A HL 33 (neuro-
muscular electrical stimulation, NMES) /M #%#HL#% A 3 Fl
T S I A b R SE A R A AR R A T R R A Z B
NMES Wil 3 i B A LA L, 5 Bl S B IR AH L
NMES 55 8 Hlas NI 2t & T 518 shiE 4 56 F
Jii 75 75 3 BE (range  of motion, ROM), 3858 | 512 S
KA MR R MR R 1, FR 2y vk wT 4R R R A I R ) L e ol
fig. Frolov AA 55PNG AN 885 IK 2 19 48 JE A 11 25 55 MI-
BCUN 454, R BRIRI ) ™ B AR B AR IE R 22 s [a] A BT
37 ¥ 1) g 26 Hp BB 1 ARAT R FMA BR300 — 22 IR =1 .
Bundy DT %51 Y #f BCI 2 48 & a2 5k, 55 — K 7E
Rl BCTBR B B A% R e I b8 i 2 v £
HFWATH S G, PR AR ARAT 548 114153 5
B2 RN T BCT R &R I e R BE IR 5T P S B AT B
o Lee JEFWIFE T —F i 21818 i 21 /1% (near-infra-
red spectroscopy , NIRS)fih & [ HL#F A T8 5 &2 52 52 I LA Mk
A B TR I ME s ZR, IHIESE TiZ ARG AR —
ATPE AT — 2D AR R A R T W 2 v s 38 T 0B 5 R IR
MY &’ . Chaudhary U 45506 i A< i 3835 HEA T T
W6 R BCL S T-ARAME B B A T 42, A s E LA il |
B85 IR Ry ez s, g5 TP 4R J) (grip-strength , GS)
5 ARAT 1853 B4 2l i WE e R LIRS 7 5 A T RE IR
I PR T % B I T D R A iy ke J 58 o A S50
il 2 T 5 D RE AR R UETT A 4 R 5T MI-BCTH A
TR AL A W I (T4 St A i) , T xor B 2H SR R0
LR ZR. WAL FMA PE43 FIC R Barthel 45 5031
TXT 2, R MI-BCL 5 FHEHLas A GBI 25 L H T2
REVNZRTE AL

Balasubramanian S Z£°7E EEG-BCI U HL#s A\l Bl 25k
FRFSE T 30 (7™ Sk A rh R FE AL R ARG DO 88 A DU b ]
HMIRE ST o HE AT ASTR) B 8 - B2 2 (An s 1 A
JRF A S , SN ATLE e SR R b UL 5 A UL — Sk LG
3k (Jut L) BE = 3k LA 3k 114 L HA, 8] (electromyography
EMG)#ffi . FATTIER R 30 013248 AT 22 (9(73%) A1 %
I RILERL T Sl T AI H MIRE ) o AR K —0 43 J 3 vl Al R
FE 1) B AR ULPR Can i At JULRD 4 A L) ke 28 B 4 Bz sl i il 2
o A R AT RS2 25 TR T EMG SR YT .

M ALz O Sl N B G BORE 215 Bk 2
PR SCHR S, 3k i e A2 Vs 2 Bl it AR rh Rk 2l iy 4
il , i St (b A2 Bl A RN BRIE) o] S8 i AR 1A B
LA 5 FIRER FEE AR
2.5 HABEEA R

Ang KK ZE" 0 MI-BCI 4% A 15 28 /i B HL 39 3% (tran-
scranial direct current stimulation, tDCS)%% & #EA7THF 5T , 45
JARIR DCS A By TR 2 vh 5 iz sh AR 4, K i)
F BT PEAR B BS 5 , (192 B D 515 3 44k . Johnson
NN Z5505 B 45 28 i 7 9] #8% (repetitive transcranial magnetic
stimulation, rTMS) 5 BCIIIZRAHZE & 1T 2 v J5 12 S 1k
5,25 R AR rTMS-BCI 4 2 BB () 2 BRIE S i 2, I
FLES A EMRILSE 2 [l 0 K il e 22 1) Bz BT S8, 23 1Y
T R RIINA Bl |, A B S v TMS 1 BCLER A Y1 A 25
J5 18 B 0¥ TR T 38R . Cheng N AESTRAHLY HRAIFSE
B+ BCTHIHLE AT £ (soft robotic glove, SRG)ZE 4, T
WO N 2 P R A A 551 H B AR TS ) (activities of daily liv-
ing, ADL)fE /7, T75 6 J& )5 BCI-SRG ZH ) FMA 1 ARAT ek
HAAG RS TFRES | K@M A R 12 Sl s R

3 RE

AR ANE BCTHY A S B 4o S 228 E B 5 5 ]
AR JESE S A5 B, FRrF R INAR -5 4 SR R R A B T2
MM B B AT IR, BFFR R IR R AMERAILE 1 5 M
FES . VR RSB B AL a8 NS5 F 0 Z R X0 26 v J

I G2 B D R B 1) R B2 S S AT i e 17 s

30 BCT i B e T X i 28 2 45 (central nervous
system, CNS)FI BCI 38 N s B T 38 I i3 & ki 45511
WS 5 A S A | s ] DU BCT B 5% 3 dl 2
(B AH e o BCTAF ZE S BAE TG vh A F iz sh A s 45l i B
Y, 5 2 S AR R A A XA B B TR R
niz S ST BRI, S vl SR AR T RE 2 H
T BCIIF & T 5 114 5 PR M R ™ 0 R R AR, RIS ZE 4 CNIS
5 BCIEIAT RIS HAE . ARYEZ IR SE k30, BCLYT %
FUA RS 28 S BRI RE T, AR 55 T BCTV A TEAff
W, mEAERERAE PR TFRIKRES — &N
Jytes o BCLH TR M REE AT IR g 132 shAl
G 05 P TAT: 55 2 [R] A VG 0 1 A 2% 00 55, 4 RBARAS B 4
P AT S R R IR,

SR Bl D AR W PN R e 2N ) AL E S L [E ReReq 6]
G3HT, RS RE R 28 BUASATH , n EMRI AN DTI 3 T 4 1
Hby T g B B AT SR K BCLYRYT I Kbz 80 i Joe i 28 46 5 1)
RERIZ AR5 2R, Ui BCLYRY Y N A F s [ ) Re
R £ I S PR T R R T SR AL

BCI AR 7 Ml AR A i . Jeni i ot 2 & 7E
10—20 A~7 R FP IS RE8, (AF 98 1 T HP i RS e 4 oF
FENE TRIT I e A BCRATY T ZE A T AN TR) A % bb B S5,
DA A2 e A A TR 300 ke il — 25 S B AS vp BB 3 1 P AL
SIRYT Iy GEL A0 e a0 A SRR T ST B BCTIER S
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SR T BB SRR IESE N B RN R AR
BCIZEE LIPAT ] EZAE A RN Ty 15

BT DI RE R SAG Y7  BE i i e o A fh 2270

(3 H R 2 ZhhRg . T BCI AT LR A% B2 s 400
FRTRE ) A ARt RN e J= e T B Fis s i i o AR
A BRI 11 A Ry AN [ i B ) e e i 1 i 2 v 8 3 4
PETBAI R T HOR 0T IR %, A B R i i
A AR TR B T ULRE S, AT 2 3 B BRAE A B
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