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Abstract

¢ AIM: To investigate the peripapillary retinal nerve fiber
layer ( RNFL) thickness and the macular ganglion cell
complex ( GCC ) thickness in primary open angle
glaucoma ( POAG) eyes and to compare them with
normal control eyes, and to evaluate the diagnostic ability
of peripapillary RNFL thickness and macular GCC
thickness in POAG.

e METHODS : This was a cross-sectional study consisting
of 56 POAG patients. The control group consisted of 60
normal subjects (60 eyes) were matched in terms of age,
sex, diopter and axial length. The peripapillary RNFL
thickness and the macular GCC thickness of POAG eyes
and normal control eyes were measured and compared by
RTVue - 100 optical coherence tomography (OCT). To
assess the diagnostic utility of peripapillary RNFL
thickness and macular GCC thickness in POAG, receiver
operating characteristic curves (ROC) and areas under
the ROC (AUC) were used.

e RESULTS: The POAG eyes had a thinner peripapillary
RNFL and macular GCC than the control eyes at all the
regions ( P < 0. 001 ). Multivariable linear regression
analysis showed that the peripapillary RNFL thickness and
macular GCC thickness was significantly thinner in
association with the POAG diagnosis. ROC and AUC
analysis showed that the best AUC parameters were C/D
(AUC=0.936; 95% C/=0.903, 0.964) and superior RNFL
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thickness (AUC=0.910; 95% C/=0.889, 9.455). The AUC
of nasal RNFL thickness, inferior RNFL thickness,
temporal RNFL thickness, superior GCC thickness, inferior
GCC thickness, and average GCC thickness were all above
0.8 with a good diagnostic value.

e CONCLUSION: The peripapillary RNFL thickness and
macular GCC thickness in POAG eyes are thinner than that
of normal control eyes. Decreased peripapillary RNFL
thickness and macular GCC thickness may be associated
with POAG. The peripapillary RNFL thickness and macular
GCC thickness have a good diagnostic value.

e KEYWORDS: primary open angle glaucoma; retinal
nerve fiber layer thickness; ganglion cell complex
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BH: 85 & P FF M B G IR (primary open angle
glaucoma, POAG ) 5 1E H Xof H 4 485 Jis] 400 o0 i okt &8 2F- 41 22 )2
£ (retinal nerve fiber layer thickness, RNFL) Te B BE X 22
47 40 i 52 AR ( ganglion cell complex, GCC) JEFE 25 IFF
W #EJE RNFL 5 X 85 GCC R EEAE POAG iy 12 i
B e

Tk SRHIBE R ST . SR POAG B3 56 |40 A B
GCo VPRI M) i O R K IR VT BC A9 1% A 60
4 60 MRAESIE 5 X B 2H, ] RTVue—100 JG2%AH T Wi J2
FHiH: AR (optical coherence tomography , OCT) ¥ il Jf- kb ¢
POAG 41 K%t B2 % & RNFL JEL R ] ¥ 8E GCC JRJE . R
R & T AEFRE B 28 (receiver operating characteristic
curve , ROC) & ROC H £ T 1 X (area under curve, AUC)
PP &L R RNFL JREJE K BEBE GCC JREBE X G R (912 i
JFAXIERS

25 POAG 21 /B 28 T A 42 IR RNFL 273 7 1E 0 iR
1, ZRARIFE L (P<0.001) . POAG 41 3 W HE it
A IXE GCCJREE BN T IE# X R, 2 5 A g it 5 X
(P<0.001), ZHZRLMERIHFHrEER, PAOG 2 W2 #
Jil RNFL JEFE 585 GCC JRFEE ML AR . ROC I
AUC 43 MR  MR2EHE AUC B K (AUC =0.936;95% CI =
0.903 ~0.964) , H¥ iy FJ5 RNFL J& Ji (AUC = 0. 910;
95% CI=0.889 ~9.455) iz Wit (i , & S, 07, 3
I RNFL S LR s 5 5, 8 J7F ¥ GCC JEJE AUC i
PIRT 0.8, BA R 2 W HL

#5182 . POAG B #LJ8 RNFL JEEE 53 5E GCC R E I
AR, AW LS RNFL R 5 8 BE GCC [R5 POAG 2
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S| F Vrly, B, 5T R 25 21 4 )2 J5E B K 2571 40 i
EEL W POAG HIRLRE . B BRIR AL & 2016516 (10) .
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FOGHR R — B UL A AT P SO MR, R
TECE VR a5 2 R KT R O IR
(primary open angle glaucoma, POAG) & % [ B | 1& A A9 AL
e F B ATV R B2 e LT B0 By 1 R 2 RE
PUEME—A RN T B, BETTEIRIK Fi2W POAG 1T
B 455 HRJRE A A 0BT DL R A ) i 8 2F 4t 2 R B
(retinal nerve fiber layer thickness, RNFL) %5, #X1fii POAG
1Y IS AT AR A — X, PRI HR B B2 AT SR B T
KRB HUR R W2 W POAG W 3L, M aRE &
A ( ganglion cell complex, GCC) A8 M AR A AR )2 RiitZ5
A )2 DL A R I e 2 £ e JE AR L T OGR4 3
i 9 3 AP S R O R ot 2 75 48 L P 900 T LA R R oK) B At
SLPERAE P GCC JEFE W] BB 212 Wi i G IR 19—
AELFEPR . RTVue—100 JG22AH T Wi 2 499 H2 K (optical
coherence tomography , OCT) W] %€ & Il & #% i] RNFL L1 A #%
BEIX GCC JRRER, it F AT 1R T RTVue-100 OCT X
POAG B AL E RNFL LB BE GCC kAT T4
SIHTRE EEPE AN AE B X POAG 1932 Wi (i, BK 45 SR 4
.,
1 &R FIAH*
1.1 345 ASHTHE VR KT A 58 28 AR Be A8 B 25 D 234tk i
TR /R B R RN BT R & T R
5, PEHC2015-01/2016-04 [A] 75 3 B} 3% 22t i2 1 56 11
56 IR POAG 5%, [ 2EHK 60 1] 60 ARAF IS M50 i Dt
J3E % MR Al B2 DC IE 1) 1 AV D) BRZH UIR POAG H
RAE K X BRBIFTE X G 25 A HR A F X 42
1.1.1 POAG 2 Wi drE 5 M JF IR &5 T 21lmmHg
(H IR MRS HLAR G, AR R L 8 B 2 2R
H ISR ) A0 B A O HE B3R A LA
1.1.2 POAG BENESHEBRARE  AdLEbRiE: (1) T fy
W2 POAG 7% 5 (2) BT A (3% B IE X AL AR R T
18 % (3) SRR BT -3 ~ +3D; (4) BEAJC & MU IR
i SR R 5 (5) TEAM SR B NAMIR TR 5 5 (6) B 1 i
FH A REEAR  BUIR 34 T B MR A2 5 (7)) AT LA 3RAS 1 M i)
G . HEBRARIE : (1) 5 FF A AT R0 0 JI5E | Jhk 2% 1 95 £
B ATIRES TR R (2) A RESEF A R & 455
(3) oL B A AT AR DG HR B G A, 1E 0 FEZH A A5 o
IREART 21 mmHg ( F~FIR 3t |, 5 Mk, Lk 1R &
MEEEE<0. 5, WFL K T I, £V T sk i, LB IE A
RUERBERE -3 ~ +3D Z[H], AT LA SRS IE 0 (1 [R5 B 1 526
FI RSN , SR 24 T0 5 & IR R 42 | TE AT fuf 4= B K R )3
P, TF AR,
1.2 7k
1.2.1 —REE iAo R 4% 2 2 m 40 IREHS

A AFE AR BTE A T, BT K A HR N K (intraocular
pressure , [OP) W &, 007+ 458 Ok 458 FBE (3K BE 2 4+ 1/2
FEBE R ) IR A AT, D M e i 2, BRI R, A vfE A
AL EF ( Humphrey #1745 45 | SITA 24 -2 F2F7) , HR 51, 7
PriR I & (IOL Master) DA K A 6 v e 7 [R] 0 BT A
WFGERT G457 4 B () BEAAG A A48 00 8 Il R DA SR ]
FERE PRGSO SR AL I 1) B 1) 48— 76 OCT A&
2,
1.2.2 OCT & A& B, PH A IR A 2835 Ay &,
o O LT Sk N B RRAR o FiE A f R — PR A S
W 2 1T, X % A RTVue — 1000CT ( RTVue - 100,
Optovue, Fremont, CA, USA) , RNFL 35 LI FL 3k Aol
G SR BOGIE K 840nm il 1] AR BRIk S um , 4 1]
SAPES 15 wm, R 2mm, FHI KA 12mm, R K
3.45mm, AREEL R RNFL (1Y 8 B, B8 U5 5 58 FE 7E 40 4
PIE, ER T WE, T2 B R, & BE GeC iy 6
“GCC™ IR, R P 58 21 g 4% J2 1Y) #8 BE IX P9 )2 4
MRS AHE . HRVEE 7Tmmx7mm , RSN 6mmx6mm
YRS S0 B PEAE 40 43 DL LA R R A7 4, TR AL A 3h
SR 3] GCC 1 3 AR B S H (IR GeC )R,
J7 GCC JRJEE, T/ GCCJERE) .

BiiFef 30T 25 R 1 SPSS 13. 0 Geit2f ik A7
BRI, A BHELIR BB bR 22 (x k) Rom . W
HZ ) L A i TR 5 R i SR S e A A A
PIRTEE T RS FEAS ¢ K230, SR 2 R Lk [l 15 43
Hr#E e RNFL R DL SBT3 GCC JE BE Bl 37 A DG A
R, RBAAN B AR R T R R R 48T, 2
LR <0.10 (1) [ 7255 fe & HE A B £ R R 28 0] ) 4
A, 2 & 320K T A R AR i Z8 (receiver operating
characteristic curve, ROC) i1 Z& 2 ROC i £k T 1 FR ( area
under curve, AUC) ; X}t ROC #i£k T i, g #4418 RNFL
DI BE GCC 2 WitERE, DL P<0.05 22 54 Giit 2
2 B#R
2.1 BERIGKRER ARHFRELEY A POAG B3 56 i 56
AR, JCr 55 31 5], 22 25 ], P ¥4F#% 59.5449.92 % -1
AR R 31. 11+4. 50mmHg, 1EH# X 4] 60 44 60 AR, H 1 55
42 % 218 44 SEXJAERS 58.22+4. 65 % SR T 15,75+
3.42mmHg, POAG 45 1EH 4 AH L, W41 2[RI HR . AR 4%
H ALY B S 2 B3t (mean deviation, MD) | 45 2 b5 U 22
(partten standard deviation, PSD) SZa 7 v & &7 5K 307
HIEZSA S8 X (P<0.05) . 1 POAG 2H 5 iF % %f
PR Z [AIAE S M5 R B | A8 80k B B, Wi e A 2
FIKEEMZF TR E L (P>0.05) , WAHEHHEL
ARIEIR R LR 1,

2.2 MAZE#EE RNFL BEELLE  POAG BEME 7
RNFL J& Jif 2 98. 82 +17. 47 pm, 1E % %t B2 2 139. 20 +
10. 43pm, POAG 35 19 &5 )8 L Jy RNFL B & 3 T 1E % Xt
MY ZFAH G E L (P<0.001) . [AIFE, #L &M, T
J7 VA SGEMN RNFL, POAG 4134 WA b 8 T 1E 5 X BR 4, 22 5%
YA L (P<0.001) , Pi4 4% 54 % B RNFL J&
FEWE2,

2.3 WAHZEIEN GCC EELLE POAG & ERT-1
GCC JEEJ Hy 83.52+12. 18 um , 1E X4 BB 4H - % GCC J& ¥
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R1 HNARINIREERFHE

A POAG 4 (n=56) IEHRHEAH (n=60) vy P

AR (XEs, %) 59.54£9.92 58.22+4.65 0.97 0.356
PR (B L) 31/25 42/18 2.66 0.103
IR (XS, mmHg) 31.11+4.50 15.75+3.42 20.77 <0.001
SFRORBLEE (X£s,D) -0.41+1.12 -0.31+0.82 0.52 0.352
W45 FE (XS, mmHg) 128.75+18.08 123.37+14.78 1.76 0.081
£F3KJE (X £, mmHg) 76.18+10.52 75.48+7.37 0.41 0.683
W45 I (X £, mmHg) * 97.64+18.65 107.61=14.46 2.42 0.002
FP U HNETE R (X £, mmHg) " 45.07+11.23 59.73+8.18 -16.38  <0.001
SEAHETEJE (X £, mmHg) © 62.60+12.01 75.69+8.73 -15.23  <0.001
MRl (X £S, mm) 23.3320.56 23.22+0.79 0.94 0.352
W (xEs) 0.78+0. 16 0.29+0.09 20.22 <0. 001
MD(X%s,dB) ~18.43+4.72 ~1.45+1.05 -26.30  <0.001
PSD(X+s,dB) 7.80+2.74 1.66+0.29 16.71 <0.001

T ca Wi T S IR R 2 22 5 b BT 5K IR S IR I 2 22 s o PRI R S IR T 2 22 (P33 MU = EF5K IR+ 1/3 BRIRZE) o

*2 FHAZEME RNFL REBE GCC EERLE

2 POAG 41 1EH X IR A2 (E (um) 95% CI t P
FLA% RNFL JEJE (X £S, wm)
5 98.82+17.47 139.20+10.43 40.38 35.13 ~45.63 15.24  <0.001
L 62.56+12.51 82.33£12.66 19.74 15.10 ~24.38 8.44  <0.001
T 119.94£19. 69 145.75+19.09 25.81 18.67 ~32.94 7.16  <0.001
gl 65.44£12.07 88.52+13.36 23.07 18.38 ~27.76 9.73  <0.001
FHE GCC JEE (X£s, um)
-1 83.52+12.18 96.98+4. 81 13.44 10.07 ~16.80 7.91  <0.001
T 83.18+12.13 97.21+5.38 14.03 10.62 ~17.44 8.15  <0.001
T 83.90+12. 44 96. 74+4.98 12.85 9.40 ~16.29 7.39  <0.001

9 96.98+4. 81 wm,POAG ZH F i i T 41, 22 R A 4e it
27 L (P<0.001), POAG 4 EJ5, F 5 GCC JE 43k
83.18 £12. 13 ,83. 90 + 12. 44pm, ¥4 X M40 ( 7
97.21+5.38um, FJ7 96. 74+4.98pm) , 2% ¥ G it
= (P<0.001), %2,

2.4 EEERLMEE AN FLTR B 4L H IR
., W 4 S T, ST 5K DI TR R, AR A, MD L & PSD
FEARDEES, Rtk A7 22 IR £ 1 (01 U9 20 4 4 %) RNFL &
JELL B BE GCC R ST AR 2, 2R R LM RIA
SEHTHEZR ,POAG 12 1 \MD | 25 %0 8K B8 B LA B MR Bl 2 45 )]
277 RNFL JE Rl ST AH OGP 2 . B IE T MD, S5 308K 58 1
DL M IR A4 IR 2% I R 5, POAG 2 Wi /59K 55 RNFL JE B4
W A OC M, PAOG R |05 RNFL JE FF 4 1F % 4
15.32um(95% CI:6.56 ~24.09), L3 3, VL& B4
GCC JEEJE M HAR f A 22 R 26 1 [ A 43 A 3 . POAG 2
Wr LA B MD & F- 45 GCC JEEJE i 4 57 AH DG R 2, % 1E TR 2%
FE &, POAG HR - GCC J& & # 1E % 417 17. 65um
(95% CI:10.87 ~24.43) , WL3 3, [WHAEREFA IR
ARG, ZH R LM MIE P82 POAG 2 B2 841,

®3 ZERZLMEMAEASH EAFNE RNFLEEURERTY
GCCEE

M B(95% CI) P
A% 77 RNFL &R

W (IEH XTI vs POAG) 15.32(6.56 ~24.09) 0.001
MD 3.31(2.83~3.80) <0.001
LR IR 2.53(0.99 ~4.07) 0.002
AR %h —2.71(-5.01 ~-0.41) 0.022
R GCC R

W (IEH X R os POAG) 17.65(10.87 ~24.43) <0.001
MD 1.89(1.51 ~2.27) <0.001

XA B MR 7 GCC JREER) ROC ’HZ WL 1, i
PAMSEAUCHI A G243 L (P<0.001) , HiH -
77 RNFL J& & AUC {E#f K (AUC 0.910;95% CI ;0. 889 ~
9.455) , Ho ¥k M A% 1 ( AUC 0. 905;95% CI: 0. 876 ~
0.925) . SRIMIAREL LE 12 W 9 508 38 1 J7 RNFL JE B2
F o AUC {E T ok 1 R BN/IMK R SN RNFL JEEE, &)
RNFL JRJE, F75 GCC JEJE V-1 GCC )R B, T 7 GCC )&

N5 B RNFL SR #BE 5 & R )7 GCC & Ji il A J5 L% R 77 RNFL &
SRR POAG B AR SR R EE RNFL DA R 8 BEA 3 itig

] X 4k GCC 4 b X BRZH 3, W3 4,

2.5 ZIRETIE4SEML& R ROC I TEMAOHT £S5
BEE TR, 8 4 22 BR RNFL J5 B DL #5 B 45 [X 35§
GCC JE R AUC, 12 Wi i S DL SR S bk 1E 7 X IR
N POAG HZ BIFREL L, BRI 5 B RNFL & B | i 5
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FIRTH LR 2 BN EE R BCR IR, POAG Ak R
BUAN SRS | L2 R X 25 SRR Ak 1 I PR BRA, #2)
RECL 2 3 T 4R T, T IR Al 2
AR R I 2 ' 240 L R R 2 ) 25 O, AT S B L
ST 25 11 o AL IO Ao 28 27 A S 1) 5 B R AR B, B 4
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F4 ZERLZEMAITARSKRMNE RNFL EEURERAEXIGH GCC BE (HFEREERE)

2% %ﬂ%{ﬁ( wm) 95% CI b
(IEH X I vs POAG) TR TR
W #% RNFL 5L
oy 15.32 6.56 24.09 0.001
L] 13.80 3.12 24.69 0.012
T 28.76 13.25 44.27 <0.001
A 11.23 2.56 23.40 0.018
HPE GCC R
Ty 17.65 10. 87 24.43 <0.001
iy 17.02 10.06 23.99 <0.001
T 18.28 11.20 25.35 <0.001
x5 BSHISE POAG MBI R TR
75 HURPE(% ) FERE(%) AUC(95% CI) P
=N 86.8 89.1 0.936 (0.903 ~0.964) <0.001
A% RNFL JE
oy 81.4 87.9  0.910 (0.889 ~9.455) <0.001
S 80.5 80.7 0.859 (0.792 ~0.926) <0.001
T 72.3 85.2  0.820 (0.743 ~0.897) <0.001
psl| 85.4 88.3 0.895 (0.838 ~0.951) <0.001
HHE GCC BB
Ty 73.2 83.7  0.832(0.754~0.910) <0.001
b5 86.4 76.3  0.837 (0.763 ~0.912) <0.001
T 74.5 84.8 0.821 (0.742 ~0.901) <0.001
FEL W POAG MM,
AL AR 55 I, RNFL JB 5 H GIR M C R IEH %
__ [BNL Y, BHE R, LG T SIS W S fe—— WP %
— L WA 30% ~50% YLK R 28 A L 4 R K, 5
—— Z AN A & RNFL A8 ik RNFL J5E 24588 S —
__THGCC AR TR — B8, AHFSE & B, POAG 4 5 iF
taee R IRLE oA, SR T A SR RNFL B i 2, X5 K%
Reference Line BT IR 21258 — 5 BT G HR G B Al

0.0 i T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1 Fi etk

1 POAG HMERMBAZ HESHH ROC ik,

OO BB AW RRAE M 0 BT B AR 12 R OB R
B &b | (H T EHR AT 2524 AR A A & A e D RE 22 TR
T, B ABL, 24 BT Rl A ) B AT S5 H i RNFL
B E T 25558 20% ~40% ™) DRI 38 3o AR U Y T
AR T LT OCHR A 2 W A 2 IR B IR A %%
FI 7T, GCC F AR 9 B5E P AACIR )2 ol 2871 40 U2 LA I,
RNFL FJ AL, #2555 40 it )2 DL K RNFL B 32 %2 F IR 7
AR 23 E R 2 R, BRiE | GCC JREJE 5 RNFL
JEL P — BB W G IR MR A L 3 R AR bR, i
AERBEE OCT HiAR & J&  Jiid OCT VE R & #H — 181 oCT
R £, B LA B ) 0 1 888 AR B g ) 0 3] LUK
B S I G AR AL P S 255 ) 40, A0 46 RNFL JEEJEE A
K GCC JEREEN™ AR HF 58 53 B RTVue—100 OCT ]
i S POAG 35 DL IE % A #% )8 RNFL 5 5 DL K B
BE GCC JBE , LIUESE POAG #2354 8] RNFL JE 1 DA K 8 Bt
GCC JEJZ By 5% DL 4 8 RNFL JE R M3 3 GCC &

FE R AL B A 2 A S R R e I T
LR Bl 25 5 200 e A A 28 2T 462 1 GCC BRAE HAE T OBIR
BE RN I AR RIS IR IESE T X — s, el
TARF A i L 46 1R ] POAG &5 50 Bl #
N BEX AN JA] X 8 GCC JE | & L POAG B E HHEX
GCC JE R IE % 41 W] S AR 3, P4 1] b4 25 SR 1 1 3
Ziit 8 X, Kim %" IR R POAG BH B X GCC 1
WHTIE®W A, BATHFFRGE R B SR X R
JoF GCC JRRFE POAG JBHE W /N T IEH N, ZR A S
TR X (P<0.05) , SHESHMG & L5 Z AT A 5T 45
AH—2 Y B POAG A B BEIX ) RGC ERIA S,
18 —$2 002, T POAG B IRE FFALH, WLEF p
FIZHMD LUK PSD 5 1E % XF BRI AR, 24 58 4e it
B (P<0.05), J T HEBRIX IR 22N &K, FATi2 H 2 W
KM N A 7 B U0 o 35 J8 RNFL R B DL & B EE GCC
JEJE A POAG BB AH R 2 . WFFE 45 SRR . 7207
1E T MD UK HR SR 4 IR R )5, £ J8 RNFL B B DL K 75
BE GCC JEEAISR S POAG 2 Wi B BAFFEMI e, #E—2
HT R B POAG B35 1 B AN TR 42 FR RNFL JE B2 730l He
EH RGN 4 11.23 ~ 28. 76 um; [F1FE , POAG £ 3 4%
BEATR X 38k GCC JE BE 43 5l LL IE % W 52 % 2 8 17. 02 ~
18.28wm, ULAd POAG f35 RNFL JEFE LI K GCC B JE &
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IST AT R TR A 2O AT AR 128 POAG BB S4,

AUC {H7E 1.0 #10.5 Z [, 7E AUC>0.5 BB T,
AUC BHEIE T 1, U2 W AL RE = . AUC 7£0.5 ~0.7
I EARHERA I, AUC ££.0.7 ~0. 9 B — 2 B, AUC
1E£0.9 DL B H e tE . AUFFEAR Bon . B H By
RNFL JEEE L) AR H AUC>0. 9, 35 B 3 15 4~ 2 4012 Wi
POAG HER Yk =i, T2 W i {6 f5 = (9 O AR 48 1L (AUC =
0.936), %8 )7 RNFL JEERZ (AUC=0.910) , HA
ZHAUC HBRT 0.8, U BA B iz Wil . 24
RNFL JE £ 5 8 BE GCC R B2 Wil i LU #, # 5T GCC J&
JE2 W OGIR B RRESAR . PRI AR I R TAE D RATIA N
HHEX GCC R W] AR Ry £ & RNFL 2 W i GIR i b 52 T
B AU S I 218 AN R A [E] |, Seong =022 o J e
BE GCC JJ 5 448 RNFL JEEEFER Y] POAG & T B A
FLA IS W, T FER Y] POAG (35 1P L J8) RNFL B
B EE R, [FFE Rao % th A BLHBE GCC R S5 4%
JE RNFL JE B2 SE IR A9 M (AR . 17 Huang 55 1
WS R AE LK G IR 8 5] RNFL JRERE [E GCC JR B
PATEE . ANFE BT AN R 258 AT RE A R A —. (1)
AR 5E T A BIREAS B AN TR] | i g AR BIF58%0 SRl R
BEAFHEA W) AT BE & AF7E X Fh 22 5 i LA, (2) AN TR Y
OCT 52 A3 LA K AN [R] BB OCT A3 Hh il 2 (% R A
AN TR ] BE A A AR X 22 S Y S R 22—

AHFFEINE T POAG [ B £ 5 RNFL J5 5 5 2 B
GCC J5EBE , SIE W M 7 X He a3 B, IR 2347 T 4k RNFL
JEEE S5 BE GCC JERE 2 POAG HIRLHE, BARILHIE A
FASERIBRSE SCE T 808 RNFL JEJE 5 # BE GCC JE 12 7
POAG MIsRE . HR2AWFRANIRA — & B (1) A 0F
FERPREA AT LR A FEIAA T 56 ] POAG [87%
ML HT PSR POAG B E FEA i K2 /N TFRATHY
WH9E, (2) AT BHGHL, 1D IR 8 R 52
FRATAN AR BRZH rh AR ) JeE O B2 DA B Rl 1 B 3
5 POAG 4LAHITHL , % T POAG H B fYRHIE 1M A BE
BCHTR A R 3R, FoA 92 TH 22 PR 3R ek AT A B AR SR A 7 A T
IR AP INFAEAS L Z AR B, H Gn 5 303 R e 10
POAG TESR BERFAE A T BEAF7E — 2L 22 5t | T R ATAHKE .
IR POAG 23 JFOIFSE , T BIE SR 45 RAE RS Wk E A BT
IRk

25 L Arid ,POAG 35 # )8 RNFL JEE 5% 5 GCC &
JE VW) R, L JE] RNFL JSLRE 5 80 GCC JREEJE POAG
Bk ST HIDGIN & . 46 F8 RNFL R 5 858 GCC SR ¥4
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