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B E BN ARFENHER RS E S TR E MM X (severe acute pancreatitis, SAP) J& 1 BTG 69 % v, 7 ik ALk &
PubMed Medline Cochrane & 45 4% \EMBase | ¥ U3 F) K38 2 | P B M F) & SCRE B AR T7 75 F RAAF) & SCRCHE & 5 4 & o
FRA 200751 A1 RBE20205F9 A1 B, 2ANFEHSETHEEEE(FFRA) ST HEHE T (XTRY) 3657 SAP 89 AL FE X
% (randomized controlled trial,RCT) , R A 7 B Jadad +F 5% R 347 Lk R 2 3E N J5 , & A RevMan 5. 3 %23+ 2k 44k % I J8 42 f v 1) |
A S A Bk BB R) (A& K JE RRE 4% A-4E (systemic inflammatory response syndrome,SIRS) 3% 4~ &bk 4 22 5 Fo b2 Mk BEIK SLIE 1T
(acute physiology and chronic health evaluation II ,APACHE I ) #% 4 AZFE 0 8] \ FF & 42 & & Aot = B2 F I A7 3472 X 547 (Meta
SHT) o R FEMANI2ARCT,H A 1119 4] SAP £F, Meta 5472 R 27, A7 K40 & A& 09 ML 4 gt 1] (MD =-2. 03,95%CI =
~2.94~—1.13,P<0.000 1) . f 3 B e 5B+ 18] (MD = —2. 44,95% CI = 3. 40~ — 1. 48, P<0. 000 01) = {£ 5 8 ] (MD = —7. 83,
95%CI=—12.02~~3.64,P=0.002) 3 ¥ 2 42 F 34 B 41, 5 & 52 & % % (OR=0.16,95% CI = 0. 09 ~ 0. 27, P<0.000 01) 56 = %
(OR=0.16,95%CI=0.07~0.38,P<0.000 1) ¥ 8 BA& T84, LiX Z R H AL FEL, EFZARE S 5 B 5 AR SIRS
5 APACHE [1 #F 5 T AL L, BALLER, 2 F 3 R %HFEL(P>0.05) , 4530 T4 8 A4 R s & 697 SAP A 8 T4
W, &G .

KR EEEHEMRM L BERRE,; Meta 547

Systematic Review of Efficacy of Glucocorticoids for Severe Acute Pancreatitis
WANG Chen, ZHANG Mei ( Dept. of Gastroenterology, Xuanwu Hospital, Capital Medical
University, Beijing 100053, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: To systematically evaluate the effects of glucocorticoids on the condition and prognosis of
severe acute pancreatitis (SAP). METHODS. PubMed, Medline, the Cochrane Library, EMBase, VIP, CNKI and
Wanfang database were retrieved to collect randomized controlled trial ( RCT ) of conventional treatment +
elucocorticoid ( study group) and conventional treatment ( control group) for SAP. The retrieval time was from Jan.
Ist, 2007 to Sept. 1st, 2020. The improved Jadad scale was used to evaluate the quality of literature. RevMan 5.3
statistical software was used for Meta-analysis to evaluate the relief time of abdominal pain, recovery time of blood
amylase, systemic inflammatory response syndrome ( SIRS) score, acute physiology and chronic health evaluation [I
(APACHET ), length of stay, complication rate and mortality rate. RESULTS: A total of 12 RCT were included,
with 1 119 patients with SAP. Meta-analysis results showed that the relief time of abdominal pain (MD=-2.03,
95%CIl=-2.94--1.13,P<0.000 1) , recovery time of blood amylase (MD=-2.44 95%CI=-3.40--1. 48 ,P<0. 000 01)
and length of stay (MD=-7.83,95%CI=-12.02--3. 64,P=0.002) in the study group were significantly shorter than
those in the control group, and the incidence of complications ( OR =0.16,95% CI =0.09-0.27, P<0.000 01),
mortality rate (OR=0.16,95%CI=0. 07-0.38,P<0.000 1) were significantly lower than those in the control group,
and the above differences were statistically significant. The difference of SIRS score and APACHE I score on the 5th
day after admission and the time of admission between two groups was not statistically significant (P >0.05).
CONCLUSIONS: Early application of glucocorticoids for SAP can help to relieve the condition and improve the
prognosis.

KEYWORDS Severe acute pancreatitis; Glucocorticoids; Meta-analysis

ATEBR S (acute pancreatitis, AP ) 521 b N FHE R 3 UL M EIRAE . AR EAE R R (severe acute pancreatitis, SAP)

ST T 45 L B e 2 T A W HE ) AL
T —— ,ﬁﬂ{%i{ﬁxﬁiﬂiﬂfﬁﬂﬁ‘lxﬁtﬂ )ﬁ il Tfﬂﬁihx‘ ﬁu?fjﬂ])dﬁt
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zhang2955@ sina. com E SV 255 4F ( systemic inflammatory response syndrome, SIRS) |
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U T SRR B A REIB A ARG s LA R B
Yoo RN g S ECRBEIN ], o — AP g ke AT
SRR A E R AR IR AL SRR AP SRE TR PE
PRI DR, SR 2k s ) STRS A7 ) T 28 Mk 18 , 3%
WG o BB & BT s R R AR R S T R A A 55 A2
PR IR T2 R SR SNSRI IR YT o AR R, — 28
SHRBIFCUE S TR Bt ) T SAP it AR T
R T R Te1 RE4a J SAP SRF HOAR b I R
MRFET-3, HAEG B2 i B i WIS UESE S HE . PRt A Bl
BT KT N HIBE B BB R R JT SAP /Y BE AL X IR I 5
(randomized controlled trials, RCT) , %f HoJ7 %4 K i J5 v 4725 26
38T (Meta 7347)
1 #AREFE
L1 WNSHERRIRHE

PAFRHE: (1) BFFE 8 RCT, JGig & 15 6 H 5 5
(2) BFFEX AT 6 SAP 2 WibRifE ; (3) BT 20 H B e IR YT
BLAh T A DB B BRI T 0 R AR B Al 1 HLVA T
(4) FZEGE )R 48 b A 415 129 9% figk 6F 1) | 0L 35 o 6 52 1 1
SIRS PFor (ABERH 1.5 H ) 2P B S M etk 00 1
i I (acute physiology and chronic health evaluation [l ,APACHE
D) 3753 (ABERSS 1.5 H) AEBE I ) & AE & 2 R APE T
XL LG R bR A VR A 2 (5) SCHR A 9 sl
SCICHR

HEBRARAE: (1) AF RCT BF5E 5 (2) AR AR SCHR; (3) B
FHZGBIEFE (WHTE AR B BRIk A28 ) 5 (4) ShPIwoe |
T IS LR Meta 2387 SCHK 5 (5) o BRI SCHY SCHIR o
1.2 X#Eke R R

L) “severe acute pancreatitis” OR “acute pancreatitis” OR
“SAP” AND “ Glucocorticoids” OR “glucocorticoid” OR“GC”

OR “corticosteroid” OR “ dexamethasone” OR *“hydrocortisone”

OR “prednisone” OR “prednisolone” OR “methylprednisolone”
BESCRR AR AR, L S AR R R R B SR IR T AN b
BEJRER " B BT I B R AL B S A PT HIAR” B
“URJERA” B TR JERA L™ Bl T RESR AR T A v SR R, A
2 PubMed ,Medline , Cochrane [&]454f . EMBase (4 J& . Fp SCRE
T FIECHE A (VIP) | v [ 39 ) 42 SCECHE 2 ( CNKT) #1705 %%
ARSI A SCRCE K AR I ) 140 2007 4F 1 1 H 2 2020 4F
SH1H,

1.3 HERIEFEZRETN

H1 2 A48T o0 ol ik A R T A A S e Ok 3R 0 SRR
PEATBORMRIBOR 7 B2 Bt WA, I 38 SR X RIS 45 2R, 45 0
DA S0 AT EOE W S =0 B BRI N A 4
S—MEE WA SR A R 18] BIFTE AN A B4 19 8 T 24556 6
TSGR LSRR bR, SRR Jadad 373 R 0EA7 5L
HR R IEANY , 1~ 3 23 Ao SR, 4 ~ 7 0 A e ot 12 SRR o
1.4 SitERH*

FAG BG4 W 248 ) RevMan 5.3 G884k 647, it
HOGERER ARG IS BE (OR) Jy7 R e i ik s 14 BEORER
FHEH 22 (MD) 7R, 25 B i T 95% EAR X (CD) o R
FIX? KBS HT 45 AN AR ST 45 R (i S bk . 4B 5 o) JE g 3
SR FHE(P>0. 01,17 <50% ) B, R FH B 5 AONE AR HEA 74347 5
MBI RIAFAEG T3 5 Tt (P<0. 01,17 >50% ) B, 1 5553 B
S VAR, Ak RS ATI TG 12 T Bk S JS P, SR T B BIL A A
AT P<0.05 R EFA G FE L,

2 HR
2.1 XHBRERSMHNEREIEREHE

FIAAG R LA SCHR 910 45 , 38 2ok 1) 12 0 H AN B B
852 i, b — M B % 42 30, WA 12 RSO W
1 119 5] SAP & 3, H b ifF 5% 4 18 35 559 4], XF M 41 i %
560 i, A SCRRIBFEACRAE W3R 1,

R1 NSRBI EARSHE

Tab 1 Basic characteristics of included literature

" . , Pl it e MR Jadad
i i ﬁ%zﬁ%mmazﬂ WL TR L ARt W
Wit (2014 45) & 152 76 7 R JE 500~ 1 000 me/d+3 HAY7 TGRS 0600 I
(2014 4F) ) 112 56 56 BT 500 my/d+ 3 HLGTT EHLIT 02606 3
(2016 47) 117 106 53 53 MR 500~ 1000 mg/d+ ¥ B4 7 BT 0266 3
ks (2016 45) M 84 4 ) HIS B 500 me/d+ 3 MG T WA 06 2
HEFE 2016 4) 9 45 50 W L5 my/ (kg - ) +H IR FAAST 020860 4
Mg H 4% (2016 4F) L3 70 35 35 ke Tz 500~ 1 000 mg/d+ % HGT7 WHLGTT DB 4
Tilf (2016 4F) 11 60 30 30 ik e T 500~ 1 000 mg/d+ ¥ MR FHLHIT WIH00; 3
Ffie (2017 48) S 56 30 2 e T 40 me/d+ 3 HLATT W HLATT 0V 3
2017 4) O 103 52 51 MR 1.5 my/ (kg - )+ BT FHLT 060 3
e (2011 48) 7 39 19 20 Wike T | me/ ket HATT FHT @BED 4
i gz (2012 48) 1) 120 60 60 HIRHL 20~30 me/d+E HLIBIT WHIATT 09500 1
G015 4) 1) 122 61 61 HERH 40 my/ d+EHLIGYY HHIRYY 060 1

Y OB ZEARIN ] 5 Q)L YE B UK BT s SISTRS 34322 s DAPACHE 11 74328 ft; O Bt ] s @3 S e s (DB

Note; (Dtime of abdominal pain; @recovery time of blood amylase; (3changes of SIRS score; @changes of APACHE ; G)length of stay; ®)incidence of complication; (Dmortality rate

2.2 Meta 3#fF

221 IORREEARI IR 115 SCHR 1 I A o it
1T TG54, o ik 5% 21 A8 3 540 5], % B4 £ 3 540 i),
SR LA 2 P (F = 98%  P<0. 001)  HOR HIBHL
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0.000 1), TN A I 5% 4L 28 3 I e 28 fige ek 1) s ot TR 20 1) J 4
wOE L,
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Experimental
Study or Subgrou Mean SD_Total
HHEE (20124) 242
BRRES (201658) 1 3.01
Zfll (20165) v 32 05 53
HTH (20158) ™ 29 08 61

FKER (20174F) vdl 315 058 52
¥ 2016%F) 1 49 11 30

£ (o165 M 34 05 42
(20164) 12 32 0B 45

PREE (20144F) W
BRI (20145) ¥ 33 07 56
#EEW (20174F) 29 15 30

Total (95%C7) 540

Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95% C/ IV, Random, 95% C/
612 1.1 60 9.2% -269[299,-2.39] -
693 112 35 92% -3.92[4.31,-3.53] -
47 1.2 53 02% -150[1.87,-113] -
65 17 B1 91% -3.60[-4.07,-313] -
536 1.1 51 9.2% -2.21[255,-1.87] -
32 06 30 91% 1.70[1.25,215] -
48 14 42 91% -1.50[1.85-1.05
52 12 50 9.2% -200[238,-1.62] -
618 115 76 82% -403[432-374] -
48 12 56 9.2% -150[1.86,-1.14] -
33 21 26 B8.4% -1.00[1.97,-0.03] —
540 100.0% -2.03[-2.94,-1.13]
4 2 2 4

Heterogeneity. 7 = 2.30; Chi* = B06.63,4f = 10 (P =< 0.000 01); = 98%

Testfor overall effect: Z = 4.39 (° < 0.000 1)

E1

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

P20 B & B R 4R IR I 18] b A2 ) Meta 347 2R R

Fig 1 Meta-analysis of comparison of time of abdominal pain between two groups

2.2.2  IFEASEEIK R ] 8 e Sckt O i b
PRE R AT T Gevtor i, Forh BiF R 4 8 3 407 i), %o R 4
& AL, BRI AR AFAE ST (1P = 94% ,P<0.001) , &
K ABENUS R A, Meta 43477 45 S SR , P 40 A8 2 1L 0 9 g
PRE WY ] L #E, 2 5B G it 22 B X (MD = -2.44,95% CI =
-3.40~~1.48,P<0.000 O1) , ] PA AP BIF 53 21 H 3 1 A9 MR 52
Fis ) B 8 0 T %o B, LI 2,

Experimental Control

Mean Difference

2.2.3 SIRS 428 fk: 2 4 SCHR ™" XF SIRS %43 (45 1,
5 H)PAT T Geit oA, Hodr i o8 41 5 & 64 1, % B4 fE
70 . TR BAFAE ST (1 =92% ,P=0.000 3) , HiCR
FHREHLAON A, Meta 43HT45 R BoR, W41 B SIRS $E4-48
TBIb#s, 2 5% G it X (MD =-0.05,95% Cl = - 0. 94 ~
0.84,P=0.92) , M REEIN WWFIT 4l B SIRS T4 A B 15 1l
PLFxF a2, UL 3,

Mean Difference

Study or Subgrou Mean _SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95% C/ IV, Random, 95% C/
WERE (20124F) 19 496 083 60 643 083 60 143% -1.47[1.73,-1.21] =
WRJEE (2016%F) ™1 514 3.24 35 1203 617 35 708% -6.89[8.20,-4.58]
filr (2016%) 10! 53 12 53 76 25 53 133% -2.30[3.05-1.55] -
1) o 338 116 52 588 142 51 138% -2.50[-3.00,-2.00] -
20164) 14 75 25 30 55 16 30 123% 2.00(0.94, 3.06] -
(20164F) 12 3 15 45 58 11 50 138% -2.90[-3.43,-2.37] -
20144) W 622 241 76 1131 544 76 113% -509[6.43,-3.75) I
W (20144E) ©1 54 15 56 77 24 56 133% -2.30[3.04,-1.56] -
Total (95% 1) 407 411 100.0% -2.44[-3.40,-1.48] <&
Heterogeneity: Taw? = 1.66; Ch=122.98,df= 7 (P < 0.000 01), /= 94% s t t H

Testfor overall effect: Z= 4.98 (P < 0.00001)

2

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

FIZA 3 I i ¥y B 1k &5 A (] L 32 B Meta 53 4 ZR AR

Fig 2 Meta-analysis of comparison of recovery time of blood amylase between two groups

Experimental Control

SD_Total Weight IV, Random, 95% C/

Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup _ Mean SD_Total Mean
& @ -0.44 0.4520901 19 005 04313931
ne 018 0.8B34025 45 -061 11622822

Total (95%C) 64
Heterogenelty. Tau = 0.38; Ch? = 12.85, df= 1 (P = 0.000 3); 7= 92%
Testfor overall effect 7 = 0.1 (P = 0.82)

W 515% -0.481077,-0.21]
50 485%

70 100.0%

IV, Random, 95%C/
E
0.42[0.01,083]

-0.05[-0.94,0.84]

-4 -2 0 2
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

B3 WHEEE SIRS TN L) Meta 53 17 7R #R B

Fig 3 Meta-analysis of comparison of changes of SIRS score between two groups

2.2.4 APACHE I 43254k . 2 4% Sciik' ™7’ % APACHE 11 ¥F
Ay (5 1.5 H) T TSI, o it 48 64 4], %) 2l
B 70 0], BB B S R (P =15%,P=0.28) ,
WOR T G S0 B AL, Meta 4> BT 45 S WK, T4 AR H
APACHE T 3% 70 A8 Ak L %, 25 7 oG i 22 3 L (MD = 0. 05,
95%CI=-1.59 ~1.69, P =0.95), i A e\ BF 55 4 i &
APACHE I1 ¥4 B 18 BLAE Fxd HR 2, DL 4,

2.2.5 ARG 115 Scmk S X B i e BEAT T G
Sy, HAR I LR A 529 ), X FRAL R 534 i, S AFTTRK
R AFAE S (PP = 98% , P<0.000 1), R F Bl HIL 2 45

Experimental Control
SD_Total Mean
)¢ 527 B.AB04G04 18 -1.84 11.231456

)o@ <382 4175636 45 -432 47660638

Total (95%C1)
Heterogeneity: Chit= 117, /=1 (P= 0.26),7 = 15%
Testfor overall effect 2= 0.05 (¢ = 0.95)

4

SD_Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%C7
20 B.9% -3.28[0663,207]
50 931% 0.30[1.40,2.00]

64 70 100.0% 0.05[-1.59, 1.69]

R, Meta S0P 45 50 Bk, P2 B IO 15 B It 18] b g, 2 A
Biil 2% N (MD=-7.83,95%Cl=-12.02~-3.64,P =
0.002) , A Ak F 53 20 2B 35 A A I B I AR i e o B, D
El5,

2.2.6 FERAER AT 6 SR X IR A A R AT
TG0, oo 4 B 317 ), % B R 317 i), 4%
WSROV AR S B (1 = 57% , P=0.04) , I Bk 52 Bl vk e ok
FSCHR IS , 2SS R ASAFAE S B (1P = 0% 5P =0.60) , BRI
[ R RN . Meta 4345 S 7w , W 40 B8 3 09 90 R IE & R
I, E R B G2 E X (OR=0.16,95%CI=0.09~0.27,

Mean Difference Mean Difference

IV, Fixed, 95% 7

-20 -10 a 10 20
Favours [experimental] Favours [eontrol]

FZA 2% APACHE Il i 5 L LL K Meta 534 ZR AR E

Fig 4 Meta-analysis of comparison of changes of APACHE Il between two groups
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Experimental Control
Study or Subgrouj Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight
IHEEE (20124) ™ 18325 522 B0 326 614 60 9.1%
MBS (20167) 1 1786 502 35 206 418 35 91%
LWl (2016%) 1 169 35 53 261 32 53 9.2%
3 (20151F) Bol 13 5 61 35 g B1 91%
(20178) 19 17.84 3.74 52 26 B8.69 51 9.0%
(20119 &1 1315 4.26 19 113 334 0 90%
ES (2016%) 14 243 45 30 164 33 30 891%
HEFE Q016 11 168 33 42 256 45 42 9.2%
EFF Qoles) 1 181 B2 45 243 941 50 88%
FREEE (2014%F) @ 1834 456 76 258 318 76 8.2%
DELH ouagHm 174 32 56 253 44 56 8.2%

Total (95% Ci) 529 534 100.0%

Heterogeneity: 7w = 48.22; Ch= 599,21, dr= 10 (P < 0.00001); = 98%

Testfor overall effect: 2= 3.66 (P=0.0002)

Mean Difference Mean Difference

IV. Random, 95%CT IV, Random, 95% ¢

1435 [16.39,-12.31] -
-11.74 [13.90,-9.58] -

-0.20 10,48, -7.87] -

-22.00 [-23.77,-20.23) -

-5.06 [-10.65, -5.47] -
1.85 [-0.58, 4.26] ™
7.90[5.90,9.90] -

-880[10.49,-7.11]

-6.20[-9.31,-3.09]
-7.46[-8.72,-6.20]
-7.90 [9.32, -6.48]

-7.83[12.02,-3.64]

K tept

=20 10 10 20
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

E S5 PEEREERAE LB Meta 2347 R4 E

Fig 5 Meta-analysis of comparison of length of stay between two groups

Experimental Control Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI M-H, Random, 95% C/
% (20126) 19 5 60 22 B0 28.3% 0.16 [0.05, 0.45] —
ZEmil (20164) 1o 3 53 20 53 18.9% 0.10[0.03, 0.36] ——
EillfE (20164) 14 5 30 12 30 21.7% 0.30 [0.08, 1.00] -
HEFE (20165) 1 2 42 7 42 11.8% 0.25[0.05,1.28] I —
LEE (20144E) @ 3 56 22 56 19.2% 0.08[0.02,0.31] —
Total (95% C}) 241 241 100.0% 0.16 [0.09, 0.27] <>
Total events 18 83
Heterogeneity: 7au? = 0.00; Chi*= 2.73,df = 4 (P = 0.60); P=0% ‘U 001

Test for overall effect: Z = 6.48 (P < 0.000 01)

0 01 10
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

E6 MABEHKEREZLEH Meta 531 ERMAE

Fig 6 Meta-analysis of comparison of incidence of complication between two groups

P<0.000 01) , AT KBRS ALI A S 422k ) A6 T 4
R, ILIA] 6,

227 FETIH6 RIS S KT T S 4
B SRR AL 283 1, A IRALIRH 288 B & BFICAL

EARTEAES T (PP = 0%, P=0.56) , 5 R F i 2 250 g 4 78
Meta 73 HT 45 R WoR , I B RIFE TR I, ZRARITEER
X (OR=0.16,95%CI=0.07~0. 38,P<0.000 1) , [ TA K AHF53 41
B RSE TR AR TR R, DL 7,

Experimental Control 0dds Ratio 0Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup _ Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H. Fixed, 95% C/ M-H, Fixed, 95% C7
T (20154 1 0 61 3 Bl 8.9%  0.14[0.01,269 —_—
HKEB (20174 19l 1 52 7051 187%  012[0.01,1.04] —
ST (20114F) 17 2 19 320 74%  0B7[0.10,451] e —
EUIE (20164) 11 o 30 2 30 7.0% 0.191(0.01, 4.08] - 1
HRHEE (20165 12 2 45 7 50 18.0% 0.29[0.06,1.45] —
FRER (2014%F) © 1} 76 13 TE 381% 0.03[0.00,053 — ®—————
Total (95%C7) 283 288 100.0%  0.16 [0.07,0.38] -
Total events 5 35 . ) ) )
Heterogeneity. Chi?= 3.95,df= 5 (P =056, 2= 0% To0z ] 19 500

Test for overall effect: Z=4.16 (P <0.000 1)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

7 WMHABEFRTEILE Meta S HTRME

Fig 7 Meta-analysis of comparison of mortality rate between two groups

3 i

UEAERE , AP Jelig 3 THim e o AR LR 22 Kbsife , n] ik
TIRTE B R AP 3 52 F AP (mild acute pancreatitis,
MAP) .FHE & AP (moderately severe acute pancreatitis, MSAP )
FiSAP I ER b, R HURF  JCHR R 8 e B A
A B L {H 20% ~ 30% (1 (8 5 2E RV , 5 175 DX 6, SAP 1 5B T
AT 36% ~50% ) UTAE R, SN SN e 8 IR A5 £E SAP
RIRPIERE RN, 76 SAP F 0, 1B Ij & A= 47
P TR 22 S REA BT, AR 4 I A R TS R R AN =055
XS SE A O fih R IR AT ARSI SN, 1 & SIRS, 51 4 B £
el E, MR BOF RAE R A BT, G0 A R 30
SIRS & & , BEL 1L A% B 2 0 W & 28, B0 28 T RIFSE A R
1952 48 0 B B R AR — FhARAR SRS 25 7E AP 1RY7 N
STRRE IR E ™ . 15 SAP fIRYT B B T AT L) i
N SETE A BT 5 AR, 2 $5 A AT B L 73 Bk 1,
BRI TE RS B BRI N R N A 2 T AR,
T3 9 0 T , 2% o 5 , i 3% SAP S R . M

Y OB Bz TR 9 22 285 26 W0 W PR 2 P 48 IR0 ) Y, 7 SAP (R 3%
A IS AR REEGR A TR A R TEXELLA I,
R SERE I B A, AT M A B TR

AHIFFT L RAL TS 0 M B ST R BB BLIR Y7 I FoE 41
KR (V0 IR % gk [ 3 3 TR S st ) A e st ) O R E &
A R BET B I W AR RSl A AT O IR R S
ZHTIERE LS RARRL S . B ARRIEE S H 5 AR
SIRS 43 APACHE 11 P2 LA 0, B 4H b gk , 22 S+ ¥ o4 i
2N (P>0.05) , HJFEHEBTEER : (1) PARISCHRPAUE 2 5
SCHRZMHT T SIRS $E43 L APACHE I1 #E43 , BEAC G145/ 5 (2) SIRS
PES> APACHE I #4352 B4 1A 22 57 10 2 Wi 55, T R X 485 S
T N — R A

FURT, % T4 K R 2 VA7 SAP 500 42 1S [a] 14 R 3k i
R, RS RS L B, 7E SAP KRR 5/ )
ZHAR B, N FH R B L ZE KA IR, SAP KR4I 3 6, — %
PSR i i S A 5 SR R A KT B S FAAER , -3 A A7 s )
K, AR KB, FH ) i A T A 23 il AP SR
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RIRFET AT, 3 T RE e th T s B R o DR 1 4k Ak
e AR ASCER B, KL NGRS R IR T
YGRS SAP i A — 2 i G2 it , (B REAC /N PPN PR AR A 42
Toik it — AT WA T

IO FHRE B AR 7T 5 e — R AN RSN, b7 i s e )

P R B AR5 (EC 2 I AR Hh e gE AL ) | BEPRE

JE TR AE AR g I 25, HG ™ T A JEE A5 P 24 0 & LI [ A E

Ho 2 o ARBR ST AN A SR AR 1 R SOk AR SCH A, HL

FER IS 53 F A P2 5 AR Sk SR Al — i M e

FEAFEAN ROV, 22X REAL BRS Zefif , To ™ A ROV KA . X
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