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[Abstract] Sepsis, a critical illness in which the body responds abnormally to infection, has a high rate of morbidity and mortality and
poses a serious threat to human life and health. However, the clinical diagnosis of sepsis is still lagging behind, and its heterogeneity

and lack of specific manifestations pose significant challenges to its management. In recent years, artificial intelligence has made some

breakthroughs in the early prediction, clinical phenotype, and precise treatment of sepsis, contributing to the construction of an intelligent

clinical decision-making system and a new system for sepsis diagnosis and treatment. This review summarizes recent advances in artificial

intelligence technology for the intelligent management of sepsis patients in the hope of providing some reference for further research.
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K N 20.6%, FETDH ik 35.5% . H AT,
P Bt BB RO T far RS R, R R A T OB e
PEAE SE R R R A DA R AR L,
B2 97 BRI AL TP SRR RS, R A B 1T I R
KA WIET o I, dnar 5 2 22 KB 53 4 DA
KA N T4 6E (artificial intelligence, Al) 55 F
B, BT SRR, WU EA T, $R R
B IA RO, R AR AR A ST A R A Y G
MV S TE AL R, ARAE 2R T &5 R AR SR
B R T AR, K E8 0 328, 4
il J& Wi B 2% > (supervised learning, SL) . Jo W
B 2% 2) (unsupervised learning, UL ) F 5% 1k 2% >J
( reinforcement learning, RL) . A4S FEFHIZEX 3
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1 REERHMTE
“rhET IR EAEA TSN 3 TR e e B A R
CRLRE . RO BT, FEARMERAE I R A R
FRIEA" By = RUMRET 2R, JREM T M
RERTIRA” FIBRBEAE AWy, BERBIZ" 1By
IRHLE Y, WEITRM, TR KA AR, AT
REFEITH Y FRT FBAER, FEOET R,
SRR MR T BB T O B, WY R AT
PHAYT 1 h S5FET-3M 0 3.6%~9.9% A1 V. AL,
SR I EEAE 1Y) ST T R S IS 2 e E
SL F/RTEIZR AL BRI, F5 Z4R A PR2(F
BIGEdE, (15 ATBRIRRNS 2% > 4 A SR (FF
fE) Z b Eds (Fr%%) ZRIMBLSER, HHT
R FEIE B P BUEAT 55 . N SCEE MG a8
BEAY IR BE 27 S B M E , 43 A R Tl R AR
PEAI SL FH4 7 e R BVE 5 T I BFIE i .
1.1 HBRFEINRE
TE G PRBE 58, 45 Bl PR 46 Ar R R DY 23 B
LB T Me s A F RO, N4 B SE IO £E
i #5 #E (systemic inflammatory response syndrome,
SIRS) . JF B =14 (sequential organ failure
assessment, SOFA) . M K HAFTESES> ( modified
early warning score, MEWS ) D) K 5 [ [ 5 L 1 1
P14y (national early warning score, NEWS ) %5,
S K BEPE S N IR YT A i i, (HiX S T A
M2 Wik 2 22 AR K, JF H 2800 (A 4 22,
MELLHE T IR EDR B R
(‘electronic health records, EHR ) icl 5% T M4 A% 3k
AEETOR, ABLfE AR, TR Ekd, 24
YR, WARIESE, PENCREEYE, WIS T
W R AR LA A 2R B P A s
G3 BT Ik SERI 2 18] () N AR DCEK A28 I R AH SRR
JF Sy M e P PSR RS E . B EHR
R SEREFIE K, (A5 FOREEIZE ATECRL A 3h45
v AR SIS 2 R O M BEE 1) XU ARE 3 1 Ay mT i 1
FETAEGRHE TR, RITE 2RI — 2 1 R e 55 0

PPS

PR TR A RFAE AL A5 2% 2T Fe 0 T MR i
LI

2016 45, Calvert 55 " | FH 36 [€] R 45 LT 27 B
ARSI R . DU DA S) R R B
RATN “ZSHCE eI - 1T ( multiparameter
intelligent monitoring in intensive care I, MIMIC-
) 7 "MK T 2001—2008 4E[EIFY 1 394 44 FE4E &
L, I E SRR R KR L DR RIS
R, AR TR, pH. ISR BE DL R AR X 9
MMEbR, FIHZAE R gt | Insight HLAFF
SRR TN 3 F SIRS 5 A s e 1. 45
KW, Insight 75 MREAE S 1F A 2Z T 3 h B 95%
‘B {5 X 8] (confidence interval, CI) N 5575
VERFAEINZE R AL (area under the receiver operating
characteristic curve, AUC) 4 0.83 (95%CI: 0.80~
0.86) o Bfif5, Mao 55 " £ FIRBFFE LA 1 RS
6 A AT IARNE RS AR I 3 T FE R A 337 ( gradient
boosting machine, GBM ) ¥4 & 1" ¥k fi it Insight £ 7 ,
HXPk A 2 H0 AR i 68 14 - ik T
TN, 255 BREEHT 4 h BOW ™ HEEAE ) AUC
7 0.85 (95%CI: 0.79~0.91) . #Xifii, ik#FsH
T 8RR, ARSI EHR ICSEE R, TG
DAZHE T W RRIE I 1 7 55 R T S RS O
Fo Rl WIEFE O T M REAE A A AR I 1] AR
AR BAT — B4l . Faisal 55 U R EE T —Fh
# %5 0] 9 (logistic regression, LR ) A, JLF
PR 21 B8 0 1 R A A AR AL R i S, il
W22 A B o e e AR, MeRERE S AR 9 EHR
105 I PR 73 260 5, AL 2] B R IR N Ry
Ye[E 2T BERERY 26 247 [ o ZABAINAAE SRR,
T I Bt P I 4 1 AUC 3L 0.78, 7EK A
JEARHE A R EEBE R 30 996 fE 5 A Il 45 P 42
B AUCE5 58 079, BARIZFRMA THZH
TEGE R AR, HRSE IR A RS MR EEAE X
IR S i PN

2018 4F, ok [ 95 [F 5Bk B A2 Nemati 25 1) 5
T Weilbull-Cox L {1l KU A UG 1 T N T AR 75
5iE & % (artificial intelligence sepsis expert, AISE )
R R TN R 4 A ICU J5 /N R e RE Y XL

Prog Pharm Sci Oct. 2023 Vol. 47 No.10 -



. Prog Pharm Sci Oct. 2023 Vol. 47 No. 10

Ko ZVIEAEEDIA TR B W25 R A2 B B
(4 2.7 T3 RGN ERE B, 5T 0 A
)75 LA SN EHR $3CH i E BEAE B . Al
MELL K S g i A el , it 1 65 AR RE N
FRAE ) f, () AR 3f B A A B BRBEAE 3.0 & L%
WA M SRR & AR B AL SR R
AISE TEYIZRBASIFIR B - IREE A dE W4 B2
BPngE-M ( medical information mart for intensive care
I, MICMIC-TI) 7 PSRRI AE BR 51 1) 4.2 TT 4 44
ARAE I, $EAT 4~ 12 h BOW MR & A= 1) AUC
99 0.83~0.85. WA, ZBFFEHIBUEF ST
JEA7 o] vh i PR IR T ok S A R A
Ry S I RO A5 R AL TR AR RS R . IR
RATZJE SR 1R WA U )z O, SR,
& Bt EHR 04l i B RAPEDR- Y, A5 x T4 k%
B AT BTN 5 TCEE AR R Sy I BERE AR 2 1 A
R BE 2019 4, RZHCIEIRRDITEA S AT
B AR IE T MIMIC- 1T R 375 ) MIMIC- 4
P
2019 47, 5F 20 J 4> Bk A B R Bk AR 3
(CinC2019) " R AT LA 5 T i R ) kAR AE
RE” S FEERTEIE, SR NHETEN G ke —
ANTEE L [R5 A 0 e A 7400 T AT Bk T
o LK CinC2019 SEFEIH AT 12k (1 3 D AIA] 2
SPHLA ST 6 T4 ICU B B . RE4 R 4K
PAELHE A ICU J5 B/ 40 ANl RS = 1d s, I
PR T ELAR A MEEEAE FEOR I ] s A A BRI b5
WA, SEFEIABAE L ] DI PR 52 bR i JH A et 1
— PGS B PF oL, T TR 2l R 7
B R D BRRE 7 A o i 100 SCHETEA
S5 TILIREDE, e Yang & U7 HEH T —Fhal i
BERYMERRAE M 2% ( explainable Al sepsis predictor,
EASP) , 315 T e 0iF 0. EASP BTl R SC5
AR 168 AN Im PRAFAE, I H] GBM AE S il
I3 et S BUMERERE 19 S IO , dRc 23R AT 6 h T
AHER A AUC 2 0.85 , SR 0.90, 157140 0.74.
BeAh, AT A BN TE SE B R M B e A ), T
Shapley fH 7] fi# B¢ ( Shapley additive explanations,
SHAP ) J5ik "™ MR EA T T 42 Jm AN AL 1) 1T i
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BEME ST, ROREETE T BRI I R SR I 3 AT 45
YR

WeAh, ik — 2L PP LT EHR B4 19 AT AR
TE I PR & B 9 A &4t Shimabukuro %5 71 Al
Tarabichi %5 " JF J& 1 Bifi ML %} #8 3K 56 ( randomized
controlled trial, RCT) &k T 75 I 7 AE AL F51 % 4
RIRHS T Refs A A0t R 45 )R . 2022 4 Adams
4 DU A S R B E B4R R 45 (targeted real-time early
warning system, TREWS ) #E47 #)— 3l 2 .00 i B
PERIFSY, 25 WoRx TR i N 7R i R B e
3 h AN E B, AR BESE TR AR X D T
18.7%, KW TREWS HA I IRTRAE £5 )7 24
e BE PR BT, ARSI T 2% .

SR, L R BIFFE BT foff T A 000 R S AR AR
AR AE B A /NI I S — IR, SR R A SRR A
RERRAE 1~2 K, UL T a2 5E (9 B =512 Wi
B — 52 (i e vk B2 R R 25 a9 AUT e sg
MR IAAEIRES RO IR BRI 4
FREE . PRI AE ) PR B8 W 1 Hz SRR AE A ik
TEEL (A A S g s, e 4R ORG240 A i Rp e DT T
Je ot St 5B o g iE JR A% . Huston &5 Y HE17 1Y
AR R, TR 5 (heart rate
variability, HRV ) 1] §E0 48 K0 A T 5 B
2%, Jf H HRV R ZePEFa 80 (Flangs ) ©wide
WUE N M RERE 55500 5 | R 1 o 22 8 R 0 2 TR )
RAric B, Al Shashikumar 45 P2 W 8E Tk H iR
BRI A2 B I R B 242 44 S8 AE 19 ICU IR 55 Wi 4P A
SrPERE (2 Hz RAE ) (AR EEdE, Jrl 242
R T VR R B T 22 RUBE AR 0 SR s Bl 2
S N EEEAE (1 37 0 X 5 R 2 A BA LA
T BT RO S IR A B R A A T 2 R
FEM L (R Trik, FEUER T AR B B 4
T b SRR, JF HARR TR G 4 HrkEiE AUC
HERR M 0.66 $271 2 0.78%7, HRV 4347l BEAE 7=
JUR B MEBETEIE (late-onset sepsis, LOS ) A TIMIAf
Rl A R )12 o Griffin 45 PP AR IR TR WoRF
#1442 JLICU (neonatal ICU, NICU ) {9 Bif &4 56 1E
W58 & B, HRV M OCHEIERE S8 Jy B2 My LOS 42
HAERE R, BEAWKNHME. A, iR
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KEeranFfHLZmEEARGESFER, HRESETF
WE PP SOU(E A A A AR AIE 4T A5, Mollura % 2% U
Xiok F MIMIC- I P48 4 b 142 44 1CU R E 1Y
A BRI A A5 S R AR A T A, R T
5 HRV ., 3550 BT 5 7E N 1 68 MBE A CAFAE, il
MHERRZR AUC 24 0.92, Cabrera-Quiros %5 ™ R4 T
NICU 64 £ 577 LY I 0 LRI R (5 5 T
P73 h WO LOS iy kA, S R RERG DL, BT
W UL K AR B REAE RE S AR08 A R B 5 P
I A 0 5 23 R I A AR 2 ) R DG PE o
HEMXE T LOS F U i 2 525 L P, Leon 45 B
WIE R T A= BRAE -5 if (] e 47 68 m] R 1L 3 Afr s T LOS
O Y PERESE T, LOS | 6 h 1) AUC M 0.81 4 FF
% 0.88; Peng &5 P E N 0T T N Z A B S R
A A Bl 45 20X 1 PR 00 D e 75 i 1 35, A
GBM 1 AT BRI 6 h Hif Hl LOS Y AUC H#E#fy 5
KT 0.88, [HHF, SHAP Al fift B sr MR, 1Az
5 B T H T2 AR B TTERBE o3 2, ARk
A2 i = A ML B 53 BT T8 e i R ot 9 B 1
THIIZ%.
1.2 REFIJER

148 i ML s 2% 2 B 1 e 5 BN TR —
(A IfG PR S0 56 IR AT R A TR B0, P LR
GBM. Cox. FHHLFAFH (random forest, RF) ZEJ7
B )RR BAR A Z I L G R . BEE TR E
MR KRR, LR Z 06 REE I, il
A5 55 T v B v ) TR B2 2 20 O i B R Tz, X
Pl 7 B BB LE RS 1 22 2 0 A B RRAE 3ROR DA
AN T TR RRAE, DT f 26 4 o 0 00 A5 78 1) o
i, Kam 25 B - 2017 4F 75 Insight 15 51 fJF 5% 5L
fih Bt TR IE 2 M 4% (long short-term
memory, LSTM ) AYVREEZ= S BiA, AHE T Insight
PRANER R T T 4.7%. BSR4 (temporal
convolutional network, TCN ) P¥ ¥ —Fhfig g 4b 3
B[] 73 8 B0 1 B 22 I 2 2k, i R T4
A i B RE T AL . Rosnati 25 B 3L F TCN 2244
5 v S ack R AN B AL R T MGP-AtTCN
AL, F T P EHR B0 AN KON R A SO i ok
S, IR AL BT T MR R

PPS

— B[] P 48 A1 A2 Ak 5 I 7 E AU 22 [R] 4 DK 5
Lauritsen % P [AlFEHELT TCN 22K 353 1 AT [ i 4
e BEAE L P B B0 D Sk Bl A ) AT AR
Horpoxh TR 24 h S0 MEERE & AR Y AUC 24 0.80,
T4 SOFA Al MEWS 143 L) J 3T GBM 1445
Wl IR I HR 2 2 A AL 4K (layer-wise
relevance propagation, LRP) J5 kX TCN FL R 1T
AR T, ARSI T 42 Ry R AL ) T A B AT
ERBFgE K 23T EHR WSS LBIREIIZE AT, Goh
2 U144 1 ARTE 5 AL B R 328 BHR HRAEZE
ARG R SCAS IE S A AR, 25 SRS ] 55 Al
FAZEFI BRI AT 24 h O REAE 19 AUC
M 0.78 F+% 0.90,

SR, TENRPRSEPRI I, 1 e TS A BB
BT F R A I22 5, 4 P B BB RO 10 22 Sk
Hk, B FARIETFA BERIEARF, ANOgT
Tekt AR, BETEAEEMSGER, FH
BE SRR s, BT RE IR
FRALATERES, XS SHORFE BT B E
B FRAE 25 ) 4y A AEFE 22 5%, B U A% B, 2021
4F, Wong 45 PV AR RIS HLA B UE T — 4~
Ry U ) Y A U ML A 2 I S AU (epic sepsis
model, ESM) , Z5HRUITLE 27 697 il i & 5T
BAZI H, ESM Filill AUC #Eff% 1A 0.63, kT
BT SR A A5 19 0.76~0.83 . Al S
MR Z [ BT UG IEZ A 583 EHR R4, AWk
BEBIE, MRELFREIRIC, TR G IHAAE
R, B K DG A MR 1 5 e 4 A 7 35 2 380
JT AL 5 S BRI R RO BRI, 42
o e A O AR TR (192 A S B R T AL
TR I IRl . TR 4 ST W & W 4 (T B 2F
2] AR ) B R WL vk . 1R RS I M —Fil
AR 1 MU sk 20 A R0, 0 ek A 0
FEEMRAL R LA F AR VE T A B S 5 AR 12
R By T R T AL B IZ AL RE ) SR T e
SEAl B, Holder 45 ™ R FE R % > th iy A7 2
BOIR Ty T T BEAE 1 A5 24 B AT AR R
Az A PERE, MERRIETE T 4%, Ding 55 ™ i 2
W S, 1 38 0 [ 5 254 Self-paced 4 i 7 15 i e ik
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BRAE WUz AL PERE, AR /A 508 E A B Bk
B A B A TC AR SRR BTG R, AR AR B R AR
TFT 6.5%. Shashikumar 25 “ JU 1] 1] 2 300 FE AR
R R AR B 22 5 XA AT AR JC kAT R
MAREA “UEAR” Ay P el TR A R 4
FZ AR AL 1557 Y LB

2 BRI AEIG K 5 B

H AT PR 1 i R & BLRE 4% [ e s iE 28 5 R ez
w8 BOVARYT i, IO RO MR & —Fh S PR LR S
Tk, AN [ e e A 5 2 H) AT RE XA T 14 S A A 26
5 U, UL 8 WAL & B bsbr s Il Zhbe A rh [ 30
22 BIE AL B, AP e R 2 A
TR RS R 53 S AN [l 28 ) SR . i A 280
FH UL K& TS8R 3] 1 e PR AR R AR -8 3 A IR
HE TR S B P A e e A8 8 E AT 0 L, PRAR X 285y
R SIGRFFERVE LSRR, & YA i E
o B MeEEE B X R R 2R S, TT R
HE B R B A T AN R AR BB IR, AT
FEXTEIRTT AASEAL R P A B B7E AR DG I IR I
Ui Rt ORI = /AN [ i o e A = 1 o
PETF G RIS T M T S0 AL G v T 4 AT

(latent profile analysis, LPA ) Zeit ik, BIELIK

B AR 3 /N T I AE OGS A
2.1 EI@ELSH

LPA J&— i D\ Z2 AE 504l rh iR 5 RN i AN [ s A
HITA S R Geit22 ik . LPA BB UL A7 40
53 R EA AR LI AR e A A I, DA R B AR
T BSURRZS F RN PR 3 U 7 FH B 5 B R R AN
] Y A BRSO AT 4040, A B T 3 8 1
vk, Zhang 28 7[RI /00 T 3T 1.5 T3 44 e B AE
BE N ICU JE 55— R I R RN SE B s A A s, g
FHLPA J5idie LT 4 Fieaghe -8, HrpRAL 1 A
MR, JET-REARN 16.9%; FH 2 A E
BEUINEW TR REAS o 325 MERA 3 EERI N L4
HIRERLRG, JET Ak, JAF 454%; R4 N
HEW DL 2 DI Be AT A 32 AN, MR R £
A 18 R [ AR 3 A T AN [R) R AR T A 52 95511
B BS I, 25, Shald %8 ¥ ¥E Zhang 45 ¥

PPS

WFFE LR T 320 44 MEEERE A BF /M S IE T LPA
Sy 4 R AL PE AR O, 25 IR T4 ALY
BT AEBErTIa] . JTCPF AL IR ORI AT i bR
BHHMZES . LR ERN, HHEH A ICU
— RAYEHEE T LPA HEAT RS, KRB A
DAREME ARTPI  BRZE . 2% E DIRE ISy 1H X ik 2
iE BE AL, AR A WOIR YT 5 TRAR XS L 45 T AN
IR SR, LPA NPt THRRGE AR,
IR A Geit2f s X, R gy A i s
B ST PEAE RS s L AR R A
() bof o7 S S A i, RN OSSR
22 B%

RIAERH HR UL ik, H TS5 T
(R 43 A 285, N AR R LI AR A 43 2 A [ 114 288 531)
SRS NS LA R AR R, T 2
[V LA R i 22 S0, A Bh PR BT 7R BB
B, AHECT LPA T, MW, HRRCRS,
AR T, TR . — 50 I PR &l A
AT R MR E 2R 1 KR BB PR A 55, Seymour
4 BOURRAE 20 189 Bk B AE B E AN D Giit# . Ak
AVIARAE . SOREFE bR . 28 B 1055550, FIH K-means
BRFBRBUE T ) B. oy, &I 4 Pl aERA
Hrr, o REEE (33% ) i AFHELY RN,
WAL RIAL; B RIHRE (27%) FRRAHXTE A, H
FEA B PR BER RN D RE R A LU B sy R
H(27% ) RAEFRINIA ., Il BEFRE A LA X 44 5
117 & FRIEH (13% ) HERA RS JARE,
AL ik B T 40%. ZWFSEAES N BB 43 086
K WRBEAE B E AFEUEAT TH0E, 255X 4 Ff
FARI) 28 KA 365 RIGHLR B EARN, I HARAEDR
BV KA B 22 R IR, FERIH 3 Wik
ML R I ECE (95 5 4 737 BB ) 725906
SRR GG I A B, X LB BEAE 2 A PR EIL IR YT
I TAFIRRNL, Rl ke ik — 25 25 PR pL o g
I A R b R R A 1 2% . Kudo % ¥ [H]
FERFH K-means B2k H H AR 3 694 44 ik
BEAE FEE A FHBE M AR EAT T 4080, I S
T REPPAL AR R 1R A8 1 3 AT 5 o 28
RAAFLE SR Z RISk . BN Ma %5 BY %3 17—
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W 25 RESTHIM MR RERE R ALY, FIHIA IR
H AL K-means KA 1 437 24 BREEVEIR 70
Rorh 528, 2801 BE S ILERZ, WORHEAARE;
Fo 2 B RPN e E, FET IR F
41%; ZE0) 3 A RN EIRERERT; 20 4 B
W) = 2R R vty 20 S BB AT R AR (20% ) o
R 5 AR AREIG , 5T AT B i — 2 fd 3
IR IT % (dynamic treatment regime, DTR ) #
RS TIAARIE Ao L E IR E G, DAGE &
FaE R, IFERER— 2l ICU Bdli A (elCU
collaborative research database, eICU-CRD) #1711
AN REIE,  2R WA B BB A A RCHE S B
Oh e R i N B W S A DRI ELTE /R =y g
SR, LRI K 2 B R WCEE 2 I R AT
FIH R I EIATIMIR R AT SY , BEE R 22T 1
R, Sextiln REE AT R YRR, #EiE4T UL (19
WA BOR BAZ B 5e T . 2R F NN R ¢ 2535 3 A
5T A BAAR I 8 A 2205 6 h B, 5 F)
FHAZE 2 BT 40 AN RTFEARAGEE T — > S0l e 7
i AR BRSEAL ;B R Z A AL v ] 2 ey ) B EE
AANEFHIE R R DA I R R A A sh
R R By 4 FpRAY, AR RIS 30T T4
FRUG RG22 57 U B L IR T 45 R i 25 53 B,
R HER BE AL LG 6 hEdEE, IR TAE
A GBI 8 F AT 40 A, IR RSO A X Tt
TEYRYT 45 ey I8 OUAR T P AT R 2 %6 o
2.3 HikEE
T LPA BRI K 2 UMk 35 43 U F 5

FAAEPrbr i W sl PRI i M5 BRI R 229
LA, SR, MERERE A REIE A0, HAEY A
B R AT g 23 76 JLAr B0 B L /N P K A A B2
HREGIE A X B P SRR M I 206 = A6 5
A A AR B A A ] BB TG TR U A R B) AR 17 2%
R RGN (R R AR ) B AT s A
AT DL A b ) S e s e R R A
2019 4, Bhavani %5 " FI ] 12 413 44 535 55 I IR
ICSRAY 72 h PRSI, B TR P s T

“FERIRIERT ERMOERT CIEEARET DL

IR X 4 AR EERGE . H A IR A AR RO

PPS

BIHERZ, R EYACERIR, BENIET R
w(9.5%) ;5 EiRASHIBARAER, GIFERD,
RAEAREYACE e, FET-%H 5.1%; iR PiEiR
HICT AL (2.9% ) o WS HT NS 22 T 2020
ERAR T —TURTAEHEDF SRR, B T3 TR
U3 e A0 5 R 1 AN R B LA — ok B
2022 4F-, Bhavani % P iF — 2 7E 20 729 44 G DK
PefEBE B 1 2 s s S pr e, R BETT 8 h
P A A IARAE IR L 036 PSRRI ) P41
[FRE LT RE AL AT, AR AR A A (9 AS [R50
WiE T 4 AL, SR BEHIT R A AT R IR Y SR I
PREFIE . LI SR A . 25 DIRekaas Ll L4 )=, b
B R 6 2 AN [ 28 2R oS4 AV 5 4 T 7K
RN EA %%, Zhang %5 B BT eICU-CRD $4#E
B, R AR KR A BIRRHE 1ICU #A 18] SOFA
VAU 5 FOASIR A 28 50], Ll 1 g
52 SR, BEERRIAHER, SOFA P4 AW,
I HAYBIESS 16 KA 27 KK JBNFFEEfa FgR
i, T HEAYBLIE 9 SOFA 170 W 2 30 A8 40 F %
Liu 25 5% JUJF] FFGF Je R B4 XU Bl b A T A, o
JE 53R 4 T my, JH v aR v XU R AR RS 4
i MR v ) SR 2 530 Ol 76.5% 1 10.4%, FET
RAPHNN 43% F1 18%. FRAR NI AT REAS A L L0
(X A HEA TN o0 Y, (EHE LA 3 246 5 T 1
i B0 DA B A AR AN TR s ()7 3 22 (R AR OGP . TR
JEE 2 ) A B v A4 T 1 1R 50 O T LA g, R
fA] FRAE £ B ] RS AR S T A B AL, 2
AR BRI T .

3 RSERERT

MeFRIE W KA Z R0, 5248 ALY
UG, HARRAHLE S H AT A, Xk
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