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ME: B RiTmLek SRS M- @ (TFPB) MRS T § AW A G BRI MH
", FiE MIN2024 512 A —2025F 11 A TS T8 2 ARG 7 ed 8412001, RARIECE ZH
HE o AR et B, B 600, HAEEYIES LG IREE, F R R 30 minfz AP, KW T2
AN 2 6 Bl BT A4S R B i s, A DA 03~1.0mg/ (kg-h) HLEREEF KL R, RS AN
NG UL R RIA® 40~60mg/ (kgh) %HARBEFRE R, RE, BABEHELRLETF T4
TEPB, #AE4+0.375% F ok B 20 mL. B RBLG ¥ 5B 84 AAUR R, HURBT A4 5 K R2.0 pg/kg
BA S 16 mg, AL LARBEEZE 100 mL, WRFHAEF RMARA LI, TRE2, 12, 24 &
48 h > AL B H#H ER S FEFHRE FEBDEIESE (VAS) #F4 . R, WERBARGRIANE
AR, WEARATNALS 1 dEFRERFZIH (PSQD) . 40TIRE R E T L (QoR—40) #F5 & HA5ah ik
Stz EER (MMSE) 4, WEBHERERREREGE AR, B2 WEMARTHIFARLERTAKR
JEAShAA R RSB E R Y TR, KRG8 R EAR R MERBMEX, £FHH%ITFEL
(P<0.05). BLRJE 48 h47 3 KR EIHHEZTEAMULA FihF i, ZFHAATFEL (P>0.05), UK
28K JG KA B B R AFIE KA T VASTROMK T AT B4, 2FM A% FEL (P<0.05), SaBarki,
WA )G FIR RN, AERFRE ., REIREE (PACU) #F@ A TH A A%, 279 HA%
FFEEL (P<0.05), RE1d, BAPSQIIFHEARIIZ, QoR—407F45 % MMSE 458 R AT 1%, 27
A% FEL (P<0.05), AABAZIEHTALEEEIRA D AR, NELEHR, B/ Rk Bk FE 4
BT R, ZFHALTFEL (P<0.05); BAkRE, FRIpH RS FHTE L A Rk, ZFYLLE
FEEL (P>0.05), it LR TPB R THESTELAMA, THRBRBREFREER, RY
B ARAATT R L2504, IRUE IR R B R ARG AR B, AK3R R AR 5 R BB 09 & A R,

G . BT p  AMILE @A (TFPB) ; RAs ; s T T4 ; REHR

FESES : R614.2

Effects of remimazolam combined with transversalis fascia plane
block on postoperative analgesia and recovery after laparoscopic
total hysterectomy

Liang Ming', Wen Haidong', Wu Jiang', Li Mi*
(1.Department of Anesthesiology; 2. Department of Gynecology, Linfen Second People’ s Hospital,
Linfen, Shanxi 041000, China)

Abstract: Objective To investigate the effects of remimazolam combined with transversalis fascia plane
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block (TFPB) on postoperative pain and recovery in patients undergoing laparoscopic total hysterectomy. Methods
A total of 120 patients who underwent laparoscopic total hysterectomy at our hospital between December 2024 and
November 2025 were enrolled. Using a random number table, the patients were assigned to an observation group
and a control group, with 60 patients in each group. All patients received general anesthesia, and neuromuscular
blocking agents were discontinued 30 min before the end of surgery. In the observation group, propofol infusion was
discontinued simultaneously with the neuromuscular blocking agents and replaced with a continuous infusion of
remimazolam 0.3~1.0 mg/(kg-h) until the end of surgery. In the control group, anesthesia was maintained with
propofol at 4.0~6.0 mg/(kg-h) after discontinuation of the neuromuscular blocking agents and continued until the
end of surgery. After surgery, both groups underwent ultrasound-guided bilateral TFPB with 20 mL of 0.375%
ropivacaine injected on each side. Following emergence from anesthesia, all patients received a patient-controlled
analgesia pump containing sufentanil 2.0 pg/kg and ondansetron 16 mg, diluted with normal saline to a total volume
of 100 mL. Perioperative analgesia-related outcomes were compared between the two groups. Visual analog scale
(VAS) scores at rest and during movement were recorded at 2, 12, 24, and 48 h after surgery. Postoperative recovery-
related outcomes were also evaluated. Pittsburgh Sleep Quality Index (PSQI), 40-item quality of recovery
questionnaire (QoR-40), and mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE) scores were assessed before surgery and on
postoperative day 1. Postoperative adverse events were compared between the two groups. Results The total
intraoperative remifentanil consumption and the total number of analgesic pump activations within 48 h after surgery
were lower in the observation group than those in the control group, whereas the time to the first postoperative
analgesic pump activation was longer in the observation group, the differences were statistically significant
(P <0.05). No significant differences were observed between the two groups in total sufentanil consumption within
48 h after surgery or the incidence of rescue analgesia (P > 0.05). At all postoperative time points, VAS scores at rest
and during movement were lower in the observation group than those in the control group, and the differences were
statistically significant (P <0.05). Compared with the control group, the observation group had shorter times to
recovery of consciousness, tracheal extubation, discharge from the postanesthesia care unit (PACU), and first
postoperative flatus, the differences were statistically significant (P < 0.05). On postoperative day 1, PSQI scores
increased, whereas QoR-40 and MMSE scores decreased from their respective preoperative values in both groups,
and the differences were statistically significant (P < 0.05). However, the magnitude of these changes was greater in
the control group than in the observation group. The incidences of injection pain, nausea and/or vomiting, and
dizziness were lower in the observation group than those in the control group, and the differences were statistically
significant (P < 0.05). No significant differences were found between the two groups in the incidences of
hypotension, respiratory depression, or bradycardia (P > 0.05). Conclusion Remimazolam combined with TFPB in
patients undergoing laparoscopic total hysterectomy can effectively alleviate postoperative pain, reduce
perioperative opioid consumption, facilitate emergence from anesthesia and postoperative functional recovery, and
decrease the incidence of certain anesthesia-related adverse events.

Keywords: remimazolam; transversalis fascia plane block (TFPB); propofol; laparoscopic total

hysterectomy; postoperative analgesia
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PR G S e 1402 T R R KRR 2540, TR
B E IR Rz, AH TP 2 B 22
S, WREFEOREERSCR . SRR AR
I & A LA AAE B R X BT, IR SE TN
T B TX 3 S e B A TRPB B S8 K # Ik B 45
( patient controlled intravenous analgesia, PCIA) F T
R BB VIR SR A e, o=
FIZE “FARZGHHET 30 min (AL 5, PIAB
T B o A7 S AR S TN TA Y 4E 457 X — P E 4R
R B EEXS XS LU ST, Jovk I RN 7 SR
JRBIRRCR 225 . TR TR A ROV SRS Ol . Kk
TR, AT B B I A e 1 52 I
ARV G, Ead ALY IR, IR
TFPB 2 4 72 & PCIA BCJ7 45 O R A% I R #4748
HEARTEE, XoF bE 4 B R B B P TH 805 3 )

AR FHRCR , B PR T R AR R SR SR |
TR AERE . TR MO ROV AR R AL, B
75 WY B B e 1R TFPB I Ti2R R 5 B8 9 A
Bt e, RIS VIR AR Z R
R OT RO e R, R BIG KRB IRIE 5 SRS
%o BB IE

1 BRETE

— AR AL

AHEFE N BIBEPEREALT BRSS9 A 2024 4F 12
J —20254F 11 A LT A BeATIE 5 1 5 2 VRGBT
(58 120 1], >R FH BEDLE R TE 53 WO 4 20 ) i
4, #5600, PLALEHE —MTTRIE, ZREgIT
RN (P>005), HARME, WEL ARUF507
E S RuN 7ol = S (e L A ARl 7% | R U AN (8 i G o
20242 H 5 (015) 5.

1.1

Fz1 WAHBERERLE
Table 1 Comparison of general data between the two groups

kEfsgy  RERBEIND 00 Ryiiep: o :
15 S 5 : FARMEmin  Abfi il

(kg/m?) 1% 2% IS E]/d
M54 (n = 60) 48.26+6.93 23.05+1.98 38 22 2.37+0.48 109.27+18.62 95.67+21.34
X2 (n = 60) 47.84+7.22 22.76+2.24 41 19 2.44+0.53 113.45+20.46 98.24+23.58
thE 0.33" 0.75" 0.33% 0.76" 1.17" 0.63"
PAH 0.746 0.454 0.564 0.450 0.244 0.533

IR/ 151 SCAETR /451 :
205 — — - - — W AR /4]
EAINES 2 TR PRI 1= ML wIh BN = KEKU L

WEEL (n = 60) 11 8 6 17 34 9 2 5
XTHEZ (n = 60) 9 7 9 18 31 11 1 3
I 1E 0.24> 0.08> 0.69” 0.37%
PAE 0.624 0.783 0.408 0.832 1.000" 0.717%

e 1) AdE; 2) R xME; 3) M Fisher IR

YHABRE . FEAHDCEIR SR SHIRYT oA oA
BioR BT a2V 38 EREEE
SOBN TR NG Filr 40 ~55% 5 (REFEEHN
18.0 ~27.9 kg/m*; FIERE, IANHIER ; TTMEEEER
E. HEBRPRE: AIFMBM ARG ; AIFEEREY
RESEH s AR s B IPRT M sON HY) BeRE
s BEAEABGHFARS; BEAEMRL; EA
R AR 2 W M S 5 ) e R AR 9 I

ST 25 it b S B Bl R R A8t 5 AR il 1Y
o L TR B 57

12 Fik

120 FAFAES SR IR T
BN A, IHER/AEARRE: (n=n=[20
(Z,+Z) °V (p=py) o A H 0o 0, PR BT
TR, w—u, AR B 220, o b SRR
HE 2, a K KA AE N 0.05, Z, =196, K& &k fiE

« 85 -



[ N B

o532 %

(1-B) 409, Z,=128, MFEHILELAER, WH
K EG GBS TFPB BRI /=X, ARJS 24 hif 2ok
BT PR B IE 53 (visual analogue scale,
VAS) P58 (2.69+0.86) 43, X RERAIFFEER A
FYEEA TRPB BRI =X, RIS 24 h # EUIRAS AR VAS
Wk (331+£1.02) 45 LAl 15 3] u—u, = 0.62,
o=0.94, ZTFEAR BT S MEAS & R 49 ]
FIR10% KVi%, BRI e MEAC R R 5561,
e/ NEFEARES 11061, BI: SCPRGYAEREA B 50
1104,

122 RATEE RETEEE IS8 h, 25K
4h, FFHFAFREG, @/MNaEIGEE, EH
WS BE £ S WO B L 03 (heart rate, HR) |
ML HE 28 K2 8l kol %046 A EE (percutaneous arterial
oxygen saturation, SpQ,) FFAAFIRNE, FEHZ N Wi
S8 37 ki B XSRS 8T (electroencephalogram bispectral
index, BIS),

123 JREE T RKIRERIKETET YR e (AT
% HENRAMARTAEAF], s EH2iE
FH20054171, k. 1mL: 50 pg) 0.5 warkg. WKk
M (A7) %K AR AR ABRTHEA R, HiE
5 [ 2 ik H20067041, HLA% : 1 mL: 5 mg)
0.04 mg/kg. PAB AR ZL (BT K. B+
W AR A A, e s E{ 2y
H20213012, KiA%: 20 mL: 02 g) 1.5~2.0 mgkg.
BRI (A7) K IR A BRA H], it
WECS . EZMET H20244041, FHMS: 5mL : 50 mg)
0.6 mgrkgo FEALRARATACRIE RS, 26 AT MRS |
TRMAERE, M TIE .

124 JRE R FRELECOEIER S RE (A7
"% : HEBAEA WA RTAEA A, HHEXS .
[ 245 5 H20030197, HLA% : 4% C, H,N,0531 1 mg)
0.1 ~0.2 ng/ (kgemin). N{AM 4.0 ~ 6.0 mg/ (kgeh),
PR 0 1) VT 4 1 0 PR VL e 1 P W Ak e LR, R
Y FF BIS 7 40 ~ 60, 1 41 8 35 Y 76 R 5T 30 min 45
IR 2 PR IR B, IR AL A 15 LA 24 15 ) 26452 1
DU e, e S et (A7) 58 VL0 1E 5
25y Aa WA R, s H24i0EF
H20217078, #L#%: 25mg) 0.3~1.0 mg/ (kg-h) +F
SRR ETFREE R X R TR A 255 5 AR

4.0 ~6.0 mg/ (kg-h) ZERFRREF HEFARLEH .

125 M TFPB WAL BE ARG THS 5| S L
T AU TEPB., 88 75 RSk B T RTIE REAL , Rk 1) ik
TR RSBl 2 R BB, A TR 2R A AR UL
2, PRGNSR 2 M A6 M R IR ) B A,
T LB A T N i RS A A R 45 LR RS B, [l
WA, AL RIE, dA0.375% P URRH (4
PTG ARG RR ], HEESCS . 2
F H20113381, K : 10 mL : 75 mg) 20 mL, Xl
PAAHTR 0 AR 3R R 2Y

12,6 KJE PCIA TFHEE RIS 45T PCIA,
BUR AT . F7 25 KJE 2.0 werke BEA B A B
(A=) R RRE BRI 25 A AR, #fE s
[ 24 i 7 H20094154, #iA%: 2 mLl : 4 mg) 16 mg,
DA BRER KRG B¢ 22 M 100 mL. 1Y S v
2ml/h, FAR AL 250.5 mL, i 10 min, HFE R
L 2 ARG 48 ho A R HERS AR VASTF
4 = A EIE ARSI VASTESY = 64, 45 T ia%s &
(P& W E 2D A BRA R, i SC
5o EZGMEF H20183463, HUA%: 40 mg) 40 mg #hfE
B

127 &% Fe T PIARRBRGERR 2595 4 2545
YEFEAEW 022 5%, RIS S5 5T 38 T X T T
TS v o R Ry, AR VASTES3
DT 24 % B HIR 53 2 5 % (Pittsburgh sleep quality index,
PSQD) ¥4, 40 IR E it it 3R (40—item quality of
recovery questionnaire, QoR-40) PF43F1{dj 7 K #i Ik
KA EF  (mini-mental state examination, MMSE)
VRO AEREAR AL 2 SRS VPG N BN Z 5 PRI S
i 55, ARG — I E] A T RIS, B
HEBE AR B

1.3 MZBIEHR

131 R ARG #H k4L R H L AR
BN R BN R . RS 48 hET 25 e Ml kER . R
Jo B U R ZE T B) . RS 48 h BRUR A B R R
Sk bR St L 151

132 REBEFRRE & EEREZE SHFARE?2.
12, 24 F148 hic & 4 8 35 i EORAS FIG SRS T
PR VASTESY, AMETEREI0 ~ 104y, JrfElkE, 1R
FEPIA R B R 2
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133 R A Hon WEIFCREMNAREEN
SRR E . RERENMN . RBERKE R
(postanesthesia care unit, PACU) ¥ B8 mf1a] F0 AT T T4k
AL
134 mERAZ SAEARAEAARELL, RH
PSQIPEAL (B BRI ST L, % R BEAR &
NBER[E] , BEARA A, BEARSCR | BEAREAT . fHIRZY
YR ReREAG A T AN ERE, SMEE 0 ~ 21 48, 41
(B, AR T a2
135 WA mE S TAREHAELL R
QoR-40 PEAPPEA MK A i, X R ALHE . LR
A (O . BIREFERE (12408 . [ 3R
(SN . DERSE R (7ANRE) . R (74 1A)
R SFESAYEEE, A0SR EAR, B0~
20041, Sr{EE, FCFRIKE it
13.6  iNF ik ONTEARTT ARG 1d, RE
MMSE PEA A B NI DI RE, 12 R HG . W)
Ji. WA RFNCAC S AENES, BOHETEE 0 ~ 3041,
s, RN HTIRE L.
137 BEFRHARRE AL BT, 1K
M PP ARG] . OBt S2 L S w MU ORI SEA
R A A AETE L o, IR E RSy PR
A H A 4E I 22 90 mmHg DL SR X A i A i,
JEFREZRA30%; PN . SpO, < 90% BFFII
K < 10K /min; L3258 HR < 60 ¥ /min,
1.4 SFitZEHE

TEHL SPSS 28.0 e it A o A kicdla . 1B R
PIISE 3% (%) Fon, dREECRH YRR, 1E
BAARTHETORIIR £ hiifi2s (vxs) R, 4iN)
FEBA TSI AEAS ek, ZH N FERCR FHICRT e, Hi4E

IS0 FU AR S R T 22000, E— 2 I EE
BRI LSD-tR . P<0.05 M2 S A Geit2#3 Lo

2 #HR

21 AABERPRARGEEHKEBBERILE

WAL AR P 3t 25 JE BT AR FIR I 48 h 4R 98
SR EREUD TRTIRAL, AR 8 W AR 22 i Al
TR, ZRAGIFEEL (P<0.05), W4lE
FORJG 48 h &7 Z5 K Je BT #E 2 AP KB S it %
B, ZRHMIgitEE L (P>0.05), k2,
22 WHBEAREERVASIESLLE

WLEEZH A S5 25 B i i IR AS PG N IRAS T VAS
WOMR T IRA, Z2RAGIHHHE L (P<0.05),
W3R3.
2.3 BMABEREHREFERILE

WELZH BRI ] SIS W] . PACU Hif
A ISHIA) S AT T 1 HEOR ) Xt B2, 252 R Geit2
BEY (P<0.05), W54,
24 WHEEARB .KRJF 1 dPSQl. QoR-40 X%
MMSE #¥43 Eb 8

W2 58 % RS 1 d PSQIE 4y T [A] 20 A i
QoR-40 P51 e MMSE PEA3 (I8 T R A HT, 225 3H
Giiterm X (P<0.05) . MEAASE 1 d PSQIIFEAMIE
T4, ARJG 1 d QoR-403F4> & MMSE $F-43 & T-%f
M, ZRWAGITEENL (P<0.05), &S,
25 MWMABREBRFAPARRLILE

WSS TE SR . UMK Sk 57 & A SRAIG T
MY, ZRWAESIFEEY (P<0.05). WABRFK
M PEMANSI LG S 98 A R, 22 RIS
ERE S (P>0.05), W6,

®2 MABRERBNRAFEHIKEBBERLLR

Table 2 Comparison of intraoperative and postoperative intravenous analgesic use between the two groups

ARPECFRIESHAE R4 hEIFREL  AREEUGRESNE AJ548hSURREEE  *BURIER

Al g THAE /g i R]/h JEREUIR 11(%)

M54 (n = 60) 753.62+75.21 113.58+7.22 10.3122.04 3.95+0.97 2(3.33)

X HEEH (n = 60) 809.45+84.56 115.32+7.43 8.46+1.87 6.08+1.19 6(10.00)

Y {H 3.82° 1.30 5.18" 10.75" 1.21

PE <0.001 0.196 <0.001 <0.001 0.272
e PR HE,
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Table 3 Comparison of VAS scores at various postoperative time points between the two groups

(43, x5)

(points, x=*s)

215 2h 12h 24 h 48 h
R
WML (n = 60) 1.9620.617 2.42+0.70° 2.76+0.69° 2.34+0.65"
X HEZH (n = 60) 2.33+0.67 2.84+0.75 3.23+0.77 3.15+0.73
FAH g e 7.82/16.49/4.57
I A <0.001/ < 0.001/0.004
WMEEA (n = 60) 3.20+0.74 3.63+0.86° 3.78+0.93° 3.54+0.95°
X HEEH (n = 60) 3.68+0.80 4.17+0.91 4.24+1.01 3.98+0.99
LN P —— 6.27/10.05/3.16
PAE g <0.001/ < 0.001/0.025

F rEXIRA R, ERATITFEX (P<0.05),

F4 PMABEREMERRILE (xxs)

Table 4 Comparison of postoperative recovery outcomes between the two groups

(x+s)

215 RN ] /min RSP 1] fmin PACU ¥ B3 i} ] /min AL THEA ] /b
M54 (n = 60) 10.25+1.58 11.03+1.82 24.32+3.21 17.44+2.69

X HEZH (n = 60) 12.47+1.76 13.67+1.94 29.45+2.98 20.31+3.12
fE 7.27 7.69 9.07 5.40

P <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

R5 TWHEEEARF. RF1dPSQl., QoR-40% MMSE 4t (4>, x+5)

Table 5 Comparison of PSQI scores, QoR-40 scores, and MMSE scores between the two groups before surgery and

on postoperative day 1  (points, x=*s)

i PSQI 4> QoR—-401F4) MMSE 43

i A AJE1d A AIF1d A AIF1d
ML (n = 60) 3.41+0.57 7.26+1.42" 185.23+11.48 177.15+8.56' 28.24+1.03 27.53+1.27"
X HEA (n = 60) 3.29+0.62 8.34+1.60" 186.79+14.02 170.43+9.28" 28.16+1.05 26.08+1.46"
E 1.10 3.91 0.67 4.12 0.42 5.80
P 0.272 <0.001 0.506 <0.001 0.674 <0.001

TE: TOARMNILE, ZRAqihFE (P<0.05),

*6 WMAREEFAMIRRMREXRILE 51(%)

Table 6 Comparison of incidence of perioperative complications between the two groups n (%)
205 T fRfiL WA ) LBl 2% Lo/t Sk
WMEZLL (n = 60) 0(0.00) 2(3.33) 1(1.67) 2(3.33) 2(3.33) 3(5.00)
XF B4 (n = 60) 32(53.33) 5(8.33) 2(3.33) 4(6.67) 8(13.33) 10(16.67)
X1E 0.61 3.93 423
PAE <0.001 0.436 1.000° 0.679" 0.048 0.040

H: 724 Fisher i UIMERT
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i 1 % 1 B A VDR AR T AL G TT AR 2L A A 43
NG AR ARG L AUAPRE BT, iR EEY) T
INFISEA G A8, ) 12 N T4 Fh 1 289
AT TR AR E A BIERAE, BT
CO, S TR ARG S . Pk, RG4S HEY]
F K PSR, WA S LA R &2 3 AR5 . L3
ARSI PR T 18 BT RO Bk, B S ekt
ARJG SR OGRS, BPREERIAE, 5 S8U8H
ARJG 5 S AEIR A S AT REMK S 0%, L 55| & MR
5. FEIEIDESAAAI D) B R S, AR S
e Y SE SR A A RS P RO S R RO & AR K
i, BT, RO I I B TR T AR
FHM TR L, 4 BRI A X B 4 A 7] S8
YRPAIR 5 P ISR (A B, IR, A BB A
UMMM R, FRICS Z AR R KA
S, TEPB AR R JE AT AR 5 A X BH A e AR, Al
FERA 5 | RS U B R B AR R 22, SR
PR, (HH B BRI SO AA R, 75 S5 Rk
JREE 25 Wy pb Il FHS . ASBF g, PZH 345K FH TFPB
HR A PCIA i 2B 7 58, (36 4 BF R 4 5
Wy BEROR KRR 259 . 259 R, BRI 24590 B e %ot
BURSOR . RIGWRE Fee e, YAAEREgm, W
25 UL R IIZOR A H D, R AR 41k
tetk, SHEFHERACE A EEE L,
3.2 AREMEAENARGEBRE

ARBFFELER R, WAL A G s OB K
HEPTABY AE R IR SS , AR Ei 25 K e B HFE R D,
AR J5 48 hHEUR S BAL R UEICE /D, AR5 B A% B
FHFAAE R, ARG £ 0 i BRES JE SRS T
VAS PP AR, RSN I S A TFPB
T RBURACREM, MRS 48 hEFF K JE Bl
FER AANRC R SR IC I 225, X Ui . Hig
CTLERBE A S5 BT F 28 25 FH (9 R4 T $ -
R MWZGERHLHI AT, F DO )R TR R R
F2GY), ARSI A WS y- 2 5L TR A B2 R R HEAE
L HARE =R AR ACR 8 T a4 ] v
WX D0 A% S, 5 ) 224 7 A U R R R
HETTAT B F 3l B 25250 0l F AR o, BRI 28

i E BB A JF IR S O, Lee S5
R, PEMEEEMRINEEFAR B E T, S e Srfl
F R B0 A% e 7 Sl B 25 K 8 5| kS 1Y) 98 9 ik
e, SR R 2R A e, RS
24 h N EIRER [ 4R R RS, MRS 12hiN
SRR o I A PRI 1 R Ry SR R ORR 2
BRSO ERY), (AT BRI, SR L S a0
VeSS, Rk, XFHRLLTE T s s or RJe A
REAERE AR PR RO, AREERER AL I, [
B, i SR B AR s A AR 5 R R AL T IR
BEw N N P VST N AWV 7/ WEZTBLIR Y i S
fig i FE AR HOP RS, ORI EER R, BEAARREIN
PRI T PP TR 52 BE T o PRI, 1 WA R B
FFIEIREIR | FEUR S 4% R Bt
3.3 AEmMEEARHIRGEHE R

ABEFEH, WAL BRSNS ] | SR A T
FIPACU fiff BB S5 8 0, ELAT T THEACH TRl s L,
PR B ST B AR AR E IR R [RIEE, W
FLHEARSG 1 d B PSQIPE4r AL, QoR—40 343 Fl
MMSE #4301 & 5 T X B4, X il . B kOt
B MEAR A . KO A SO T B A5 R BN
RIGRER RS, FER TG0 251030 1
S, ISR, IRE, FHRRER
PURTPRER AT, G IFI RG24 28 4 A 4 A 4%
e, KAV RE AR E , W4 PACU Hiy B2 i
(]P0 R B I I R R R, (AR
2R, HXE M A tE — e i E R . A
U, XFRRZLAT T THECRS I SRR . BeAh, S eI
WRTESIR, BFE ARG IR, AT T R
TR s, R EmoRekE, TWRARGRENR
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