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Abstract

A Myometric and Electromyographic Analysis of Hip
Abductor Musculature in Healthy
Right-Handed Persons

Kwon Hyuk-cheol, Ph.D., R.P.T., O.T.R.

Dept of Physical Therapy, College of Rehabilitation Science, Tacgu University

The right hip abductor musculature has been reported lo demonstrate “stretch
weakness” attributable to chronic elongation imposed by standing posture common
to right-handed healthy persons. Kendall and associates have described the concept
of “stretch weakness”. The purpose of this study was to assess isometric hip
abduction torque and surface electromyographic activity (using MYOMED 432) in a
sample of 40 healthy right-handed persons (20 male, 20 female), all of whom agreed
to participate 1n the studyv, and compare side difference in the hip abductor
musculature. In order to assure the statistical significance of the results, the paired
t test was apphed at the .05 level of significance. The results were as follows: 1)
The difference in apparent leg length of right and left legs was significant at the
.05 level. 2) There was a sigmificant difference hetween right and left pelvic height
(standing position} at the 05 level measurements, and scapula height at the .05
level. 3) Power measurements and action potentials of right hip abductor were
greater than the left hip abductor regardless of the range of joint motion (inner
range, outer range) 4) The difference in muscle power and action potentials
according to mner or outer range of both hip abductor were significant at the .05
level. 3) In supine during active left hip abduction, the appearance of action
potentials m the right hip abductors is indicative of contra-lateral effect (p<.05).
These results suggest: In healthy right-handed persons, the apparent leg length on
the right 1s longer than on the left, and pelvic height is elevated on the right side.
Muscle torque and rmuscle action potentials of the right hip abductor are higher
than those of the left hip abductor in the lengthened position. Therefore, the results
in this studv are contrary to Kendall’s. This type of study should be carried out in
many physical therapy departments.

Key Words: EMG analysis; Ilip abductor musculature.
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1. P

—prrgic 4 FFIE  (right dominant) M
etk B3 e, KL Twai §Erodids
Yhic & - T/l Ik BREN Iz L N (adduc-
tion) 7 IAMNMEEINTWERETHY, £
o EBAE/EA5  (hip abductor) PR
(elongation) XL TWwa LMD FEMEIIPL
Tl FoTHEINLTHWSL (Kendall,
1983; McCreary, 1983), T 7oz flloX
BUAGME R AG (tensor fascia latae) (34> L #ifE
B Twab, NeumannZ & (1988) {229 W
5 3% b { (IS T A Slackened 2 L5 Z &
ok o THEENZBER OB E»EES N
B EWMNT B,

Kendall (1983) 13BafraicR¥ 257055
{CEE P H~DIILTREDEWEKAZ
WIS L oA B, AR E A o R
KDL tRE»RLNEL, 2w
s LG L TWw R, B KTHEC
o THEPRBER~NTWS, EBIL, KBHEIS
357 D AT g5 LR IIHCT L T 5 BB DFF
VD BIEE E VWS ZETHS.

oY OIS RN R I VAL E B o & AR 1)
BB (liac crest) OES ERHloBFNE &
L AT B 2 il s, RRBAERAE
TiE A2 > DI THRSI L THA5T % by i
BRI EE LR E RTTATH S
(Inman, 1947; Neumann, 1985; Soderberg,
1973).

Goldspink (1978, 1979) 3HA» RS 1
RREETHNE NS EAEL, R
ENTREETHANOERAB G2 2 A
ga L, I NNETEAED SR N
T5EHYIL

% 72, TabaryZ & (1972, 1974, 1978) L&)
WMoOEEE +EICL TIHhEN KRBT 3-48
RIRIE & w72 iS58, FiRAENME O B 20% 0L 118
ml, 9w FTRMHEE O At Actin & 7
BMEED DD ELIREEMFEI L DI

W/t s ERTwr, ZRLDHEIRFHALH
BENRETL 2 4 nBNEDYEA
ENBET->T, KendaloWHZE#EFR L IR
LTwaNAREZRLTWS, Gossman% &
(1982) 13 & NI REE T % RMEFTNE S
PHELHER  HEoNMER  (inner
range) »LELINIFRETITNPS(CHD
nrr#&s L, KendallofEwE{LER % Z 2
TN,

Bl b, BRI PO RBEIC & B AR, 7o
2L o A R N S L
7B E (T EEGEN(IE: position of func-
tionk w9 ) ICbosE<EHbLNEEWY, 72
S HBRBENRENEE L ILBIE % /8 L 22ikEE
TERL 2BE, GRNEH AN ESL D
Lo LI NAREBICT B0 THRMNET
DHNHBLREERUT 2 EHTEDLINT
b5,

% CREFILZ ) v mRHELENRKIZD
LB EioRSICL» THEES R
ZEPBEEEHFH AT May, 1968, Murray,
1968; Olson et al, 1972; Williams, 1959).

Neumann? & (1988) (3B RBHE#HE 5 o
EBHtBEEIC DLW THHEERICRIT SE26
I HER 2 B i L 72 2'Kendallo BE3% % #2H91C
HEAT BICEEF o7

Tk )0 % < HRR IZILBE S E G o 5
oW TEBEEEL 2., LrLARE
WCEDYETHNEFERT SIS {HEb
NTwb, 72, WEHEIZBWTLIRME
R X - TR R LB IR U A
PMIcgEE & N b R AEESES. (maximal action
potential) ICDOWTOHRIIH TV EREINT
WEWERETH S,

#oT, KAFIIHMOBRHE S A
iz & 3 N o8k L % 1 B Biofeedback
L ABIEE (myometer) % FIH L CRBRED
DHNEHEIZE > TBET 2 EREGH DB
bR IEBIEN 2 72, 5B % L T
FTHIE L TEBMNOLEDICBETIHN
oBbic 2L ToEBEBEWRER = HET 50
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R TELHDICRD L S T HYTHIEL 72
LoThb,

1 AiF & BT AOITFIM 2/~ T4 5.

2. MBHEN s oo M R CHM ARG, Py (B BB ) 1o
Lo THEAET HRENOERVENEN L %
N TH D,

3. ARG RRET O SHE T o FER M RFEORE, Ao
W B s T 5 M AUR  (contralate-
ral effect; cross—over phenomenon) 22T
FEHLTHD.

1. RPCH %R M s,

WRER L FEFENTEIETEAN TG B,
BAFE R Il L Age o % Mo TBmL T
B f#20A2EH50z L7,

A AL AN JU 3 I M- AE O DN
Thb.

1) BMEToMEEEIEE (range of joint
motion) RO % AT, EHBHoRE BHENC
K2 L 7w w AL

2) TR AP T B IS BHEOES  (open
wound) ? 7% AL

3) HHMW FoES (true leg length) @
2 emBA R oo AL

4) #¥F (spinal column) &N %721
T v AL

HREOARBCITERICHE L RITT Y
DIRAZEL 8¢, ML WHEI L ool
AN WL JIcHES .

Wa¥so Y FMEX0L ) TH B
(% 1.).

AR LOHREN S B, F k#%&5
ATORHRL L CREEBRLEBEL2H L
HAHEZETALHSJICHE L HEL 2.

2. HE ik

KREEICA B iAW 2 L THAR
HICEBICES OO RT (B2, BB
FHE, Fresilesk, |EMAETELY E) 2 HIE
L, B %520 2%

Brb 3 eEn s 280 ClliET 5
$ oL TAR O BEHRE
error) ®fAMbET b7,

BEOKR, (b aKsRmes
DB E, BT EMTENFRABAKE R
LCHHEAYICERL 2. KREBICHH S e
BRIPB G0 E) B 2 JES b 72
T Bio Feedback (modelfa: MYOMED
432, ENLAF NONIUSHE. o 8f¥) #HH L,
FRHIERET B 2o B e
(Myometer: {#M&iE 0-30 kg, Penny &
Giles Transduceriit ®${F) ##H L, &L
T bk ke AP ROTIRBRERN, Ha o &53 K&
UEMEDEE D LR ZHET 5 201

(interpersonal

& 1. W78 HS% o —A . (N=40)
Fhn (%) Fi< (cm)
¥ (m=20) 21.05+2.80" 17272+ 3.48
o (np=20) 19.90+0.97 156.00£2.17
T 20.47 166.80

Ty R R,

,43_



FFAEEe| X533 H5H A4S
KAUTPT Vol 5 No. 4 1998.

WEstE MLz, EAiEROEERUE
Wiy o5 8 o LR 2 B CRTENC £ -
T CRIZL T ARHIE L 72 (Kendall, 1988).

F o, WMBHE HERE b, MNRTE
(inner range) & A{I#IE (outer range) #»

5 &AM N AL E o 2 R AE X BRET A
MmEFMAL CREBORB NI EET 2 55
BB RO NEIE &P THI.

LnE S OB IZDERS. (supine) » 5 EBH
Bz P S (true leg length) & SN ERY %
Tk & (apparant leg length) # &R TH
WL WE R IR 22 2 TH
5. HRENFETIGEEMNOWE K, EFE
DFFFE AL IR, FA BT T E AR E B
(anterior superior iliac spine) & BE&i X
f#f (greater trochanter) Fl% >4 W/
122830752 an? F#E2 emd Tz &
£ ZODOFEME A L2 (Neumann, 1988).

HHEMNAT BHI, KEOEIIDLHNR
R RVIET 2RIl T A2 LT HEOERE
& Cahniz, AR CIGERA o BE S PER
(ARRE CIRBREN Sy, & B E B I
EREH 2 RIS 225, SR T B BN
HEDIGEYFEAT & [ U T DWE st # FIH
LT AMOPEGICEET 2 A% % Al
W L7z, SEEYHIE B oo 1 T8 L o> W R o) B &R
DHNRITLEI R BE #3018 AL 2kiET,
SRR X R BRET % 51 SME L 7olkEE CllE
L7,

WEDFEUIATER 2 LT 28E L
7o RIS AVER R 2 AT AL 12012/
EANCBEET S INGEIRVOEZ B L T
KT ENENOBELRITL Tn
Bk WNT AT

Neumann% & (1988) (2 IXBREN > s {H oy,
FEFO AL TSR ORK HHEET
B 72 (AEBHER £ 2518 72, S (external
rotation) 5L 3B HE, WETS
E5®FLL #oT, KHETREROH
TR % BRI 2 -0 Ik # 25K, #
Ml L 22 ikRECRBR L 72,

NET DR, HEREFODHOIESLIE %2 50
CEELALAFER & MEEL b
B WokB2HLL20TH S,

3. Mo

KHFETHEE THENREEL RO
KRN LI ICHEXEES TN TH B.

) BffEoEd: L hAMoRHEms»
LU R E S L FME» BB (upper margin)
FTEEY.

2) ARROES: EAiMoFEoES ol
FRED Sl R
superior iliac spine) £ T% & 5.

{anterior

4. ¥t Hk

ARG CTHEE S BB ISR L 72oey
3> (PC) I ABIL 2%, SPSS/PC+%1{#~ T
MeTBREBLzoTH A, AlESH2BURIYE
A, RN, RREosEEsE OHIEE, W
HIFEE) Lo TBETIHBHORAER
PEIS BRI & BB Do Tl & EHE R %
ERNTCAHALOTHY, ELMOEBBEHLET
g AL THAES, BBECEN
BoEE, REoEBHEBER 2 Lo REEE
SHESE DR OCILRERS,  IRBIET A EHE) o g,
M DS I R R T TIGEN R 2 &
ZIE T B o HMllot-#E (paired t-test)
HEEZFML, Mt e iEtsBed on
BHICEE K EAL05I RS 12,

m. §&§

1. K600 FHEOR S o h#
ELMOBEEN L TRAREE  (true  leg
length) & #ERIZL TR E & (apparent leg
length) #&&WEL 2R, BENE TH.
B3 kBWTI3AEM 8378 cm, A 83.68 cm
THEBLILZE2RELh -0, B T
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K 20040 THEE & (N=40) (Ef{7: cm)
HEH THEE SEHY T
t 1 t ffi
Al 74 4 o]
B o(n=20) 84.30*+664" 85.9013.26 96.70£360 97.35+345
R1.45+4.37
I (ne=20) 81.75%4.29 90.80+5.42 90851568
3 83.78 83.68 -~ 93.75 94.00 -2.24
Ry RS
* p<.05

DEIITBWTIEAMN 9400 cn, fifl 93.75
en CHAMIICHZE LR RETWE T
Hibh o 1.

2. Fo, Gt E U ERE o S (pelvic
and scapula height)

WoRH S L L EELCBNE NG E %
Ra&, £2. 0ok 5l omasE fifllo
YT E, BIMFoSS 8w s L8R
WO TH), LV HIciE&ESEE R
o TWbDThH-72. Lo, ST TH
LT D 2 A 90.27 om, A5
DEEIE 9000 emTHREL LAY TEY
(p<.05), {iflin BHE o213 13051 com, /-
M B &3 13001 em T p<05 D

KETRHBLIZ AR T T 5,

3. B o FEERIEA N A AW o KR A B
0 B O TG By TR AL

st R 655 41 oo by - SE R R R 0 (PRI, 4t
HFE) Ao s 57 1x NI E I
BW L2664 kg, L6114 kg T
FaEr oo THD, SHUFEICB ST A
5838 ke, A A712 kg THADTTH%E
HEhHTtEELLLEERE T,

mER o EE RA L, NEHE Al
13139 WV, ZE13124.50 @V % b, SHAlFRE
BT h AL 123.37 WV, L£MA106.00 &V %
B, fifllo [EEBTAHS @ bR b
ol (R 4.

% 3. e 4 oA R IE o B & (N=40) (B fi: cm)
o \ B o =
tf t
A4 P qu Fifi S
B o(n=20) 91.90+7.90° 91.82+7.96 77 136.18*+4.76 136.42+5.03 -1.27
4 (ne=20) 88.6513.83 88.19+4.11 3.30° 129.85x5.38 130.60*=5.04 -2.30"
T 90.27 90.00 -2.97" 130.51 131.01 -2.24"

S TR LA

* p<.05
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# 4. WEoHEEENIC B W TE GG EH R OESEMN  (N=40)
exlil] by il
PR [ SR L E P S L E
U 853+ 3.06° 1090+ 3.99 778t 236 935 314
?}g i 475+ 1.48 587+ 198 450t 151 489+ 1.39
Ty 6.64 8.38 6.14 7.12
‘ 5 196.60+97.71"  179.45%97.59 191.25+102.10 157.90+106.63
{m%;;{\/' g 77.25+62.13 67.30+79.40 57.75% 2474 54.10% 47.72
T 139.43 123.37 12450 106.00
YTy REHER
x5 HERBENCBWIHNEEBTEMD t 4.
Fi 1A 7E 48
P 4 1 A4-{H) & P i E FH s E
1 i
il i Jﬁ )
- CANEIE -4.79
’ P (8l i 157 479"
eyl ) .
S E -1.48 2.28 -3.02
] 75 [
P :
HE) A1 #i B 1.37
BT Xy 12 i B 1.14 -.09
Vaokii| . x
A4 i 2.14 1.33 2.11
" p<.05
72, RN E o, £iloRMEE 4. RESAEEDOR, KW Ic

Bbi s EBEN

EEEIE I & 5 IRERET A EEES Ry, KH
MOAEHOEEEVICHES RITTEDE
(734, AR BR B % AR A & A3 2 1
b2 e NDEELRIZLTWE Z LMD
20, LRSI ORE, LA BT OIGE)
BRI TEZEIMAENCIESE2RE

=3

ESMUREE TomINEE S TRL2 L S cH

B TS CRbN (p<.05), EHEEMIZB W

T LA NATRE & Lo EE, oo

WMﬁ@tf®®ﬂMﬁﬁuﬁwf$%%%

Bl (p<05) #Tnwiz, 1272, Liflloig

@mﬁkbwfumwﬁ!tﬁwﬁ@tmﬁ
IBEIBEL 2GR R d o .
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£ 6.

RN B o TRBHET M B oy, KOO S8 1L S iR A

(YT V)

{ifll BeREn Aty

A RCBHED Sty

oy S A S
5 185.00+87.33" 167.05+99.09
o S
. N Iy 60.35152 84 51.75+43.16
) e °
T 122.67 110.90
i 214.15+104.20 141.35+£97.73
\[ 5, g ':( : Ak .
{\l o 1, [%{w L 53.15* 3864 532014745
B R
T34 133.65 97.28

PRy b A
" p<05

*“L,FMW%ﬁm%me,4m 7 Il
N A A A E e W A A R B S O A
(p<.05) W Twd (K 6.).

V. E%

1. 9 Fuc 4 5 £
AWEIE T A T2 005 il A DR 8 ot
5 o 1T Bl O B O Bk S0z o T
FUET 20080 S Iz EbILL
B H1IEMG  biofeedback & 5 DMl i1 & FIH]
U T2 A i oo SRS 1) Koo Th e {2 Lbg L
1z TH Y, MG ERATE S o 2T 5
W I LIS A B L TR I 4 2T & Jm
L, AT 2 s F o9& T L kT
W 5k 51255 2 810§ ) HEE Ko
iL‘Eﬁu‘}m (interobserver error) ##$ % L 5
L7 Ml
L,MEént%ﬁhmlﬁk%#v

ERCRAT

Flre s G E I L 22 d L oK E L
72 il &2 45T IO M i ed T ¥gfin T
& Loz

Aot # b ol i 2 FIAL

AL ReR RUN -2 [ V15

THEBAOTEOE S, FMT oS 2 1d L
f2s, R RS T R 0 IE & B T
B EER DT WHE TR T 22518 F, A
IR T L 7z,

ThEo 1< & o @il (3Hoppenfeld  (1976) #¢
Rl U HETHIBL 2 (8 2).
ﬁwmwx@M&@Hﬁ“WiFm%ﬁHwad
all (1983), Neurnann (1985) Y Tlxl
B JUAR 2 U 7oz 3By, SR (pal-
pation) % ¢ ANl HEANE LD IEY L v
L, #HEL (soft tissue) DIEXHH D Tl
WO % S0 LTl T 20 & 0k
MET%C&T?%#%T%%

M%%Wmﬁ%%‘&@% s A
BT T WA AN, B2, Wiy,
SN, DS, WS, WeBHED Ao BB
B BBRE AL SEAT B, SERSI
RN HBHBCBMMT S L 510 L T A
DHBIZE S BEE > T 7z,

W lE» LA I Neumann s & (1988) oI

76 & ) U 7 CUIRAR. A & Be B e A i o 11

M bR T & 2 & 5 C BRI & 2
SHLFL Ml U T8 o0 /e A (RGBT A7 K O
W90k ))& # B (A0, IR IED
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BN L TRk L 72,

7, L AERONETIZEEM 2R
DD K FEBERE DL W BN1/21C
AU H2 om EiE FHICKEE{E >0 EMR
#{4 L (NeumannZ: &, 1988), K%
HEELBIRLEBMET B DHIZT L
ANTEHNTR - 72,

BT B, HEENESE £ SIHICEWY
T AMIEGE L 728, IS CHWIREZIS
RO DIz OISR LGS AL E
N xR L 72,

2. FARERICHODVWTHER

LAl FTRROLSMEH R, HEATH
NDEZIZB TR LD Lo 12, BRI TI
DR ZIIAMH94 em, {if1H93.75 cmTLifH)
ONBH THEAE S Th v & v 5 R 2
2, Tk BREIILTHE DR HEOB
BErbEALZoTERTwrtEbiLs.

Hoppenfeld (1976) 34T THRHE S
D 2RISR SR o N, IXRIETo
MBItk THE Ltk SoTnwb,

A SRR CBMgosd s &, £l

SR EMEMNE LD FicTFa=T8Y, 4
fﬂlﬁ‘*fﬁ ILEMED BT ~ERL 2RESE
RETWE. 2D L) kiR IBEM o IEH RN
PHEET S LT, WML TEAEE D%
VB A B, 25 v S B o R M IR
FHEEBENMEnG s Lr s LPiCci 3
(KendallZ%, 1953; Kendall, 1983, 1985;
Neumann, 1985).

Kendall, McCreary (1983) K& U*Neumann
ek (1988) b {iFHME EHBEADKILENI
LBEIE IR FIC T TH 0, BBIEARNE
S L TBY, (iR N, A% BRE
EHEI N TWB EREL TwD. > TKAWH
ROHRLZDE S G RE2+FIZLTRE
B, {iFF & D2 FYED SR 2 8 oIk
WM 2 b9 MR T 2 2 & peiliskre,

I R 65 74 i kg o> R 5 0 573 1 B SIS B AV
IHEREICHGR L AW E 0 il e s

CHbn:, TRIEEGFEFEoBrE 23
HEFOBIE (activities of daily living) %17
ol EMENLAAIZEEAFEI Zkic s
D BBRETSHE T IC B = = -2 > (motor ne
uron) &ML (activation) 3 1L THENRIE
(muscle recruitment) BRI EEHE S 20
ThrrEbnd, 37, WEOEBREND
NECIGEYRAIE, 4 & 2Bk < AR
BoTEWiNRFEBEM* Reid, 29
) AR iIINeumanni & (1988), Olson% &
(1972) OWHETLR LI AR/BEHNIR LN 5.
Bit, WHEmrEsreeicfPE  (elongation)
SNy, Dol EBESONINBETEESZ
5. 25 v Ry S B0 SARIE TIETTA
DHTFE (muscle reeducation) #'HiE3 5D
pYEFLEF24. LaL, Kendall (1952,
1983, 1985), NeumannZc & (1988) (3 Af&hs
B L Twah, #Bodfftonrznic—5
DFEFILIRE (stretched) &4, Zhzoic
ZOFEHONAREB TR RENORE X
DB GEEE (stretch weakness) % R
BDENWGIIETHEY, T FEAITF
ENGH LA MILBHEI S TR S 1A &
%L, Gossman’ & (1982) L{hEEh72A
DERNET I EBRE KM o sHEn & )
PNECHEbILB EE->T, KendalldHEN%
FEIFLA N

Lo L AHEDERL LR S X, LB
AV O RHRE CHORKERN T (ma
ximal isometric muscle power) b Zfl &9
EwEn I R»IT, Kendalln Bk & HIK
TofEwES. 2wy MERIE Goldspink
(1978, 1979) oREGEF UL ME S NL2IkEE
THA DK (tension) »EW L, AN K

B &H (protein synthesis) »S0 AL A IS
bR E LA LEREEL. Znstic
TabaryZ & (1972, 1974, 1973) 4 B &E %
TEICLCEBLLER ALERETLTY
50, KA THEbLNU BRI N LML
HOFTRDIEHNTEDLE SR LS.

EATOWRBEE RD & HhoBE Sk &
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LCHABE i AL CHER R
7Y, WYECIE A G T & 5EIE] Biofeed-
back % [HIRF Il » T DR U TN O LB R
niFLE TN TR,

B0V 80O (Hellebrandt, 1951) %3H~C
A bz, IRBHEIHEE) s, KB4
IR L RITTINEEN 2 E L2, W
R, A AMOBBRED = NRBLE S Ao
W, KEMoNETGOBENEN 2 m Bb i
5, ARG E S ooy, A RS o FE B R
I R g I BRI R 2 b o
Pz, 7272, FMRBHEN A S iR, AT SRR AT o
EEY TN O RMEIC ST T R M B L
EME R, SNV R AR o R
Lruwy ZEbbhrol.,

Hettinger (1953) & Muller (1970) 124K 5%
& RVLHE TR R IR e e v
S,

Lo L, AR RER, KEM o s s iE
R A LB S AR & B 2 B LB TTA
PHGHIR L % JE, T oMK SN SR %
bTEEIMIOTHE. 2N b INGHIC
I OWED [ bl s 2 2 HA L WD
THb.

V. 5

REE OO Y KR (R 5 Bl o dh KTgE
B2 LT 5400 (H11 20A, &F 20A)
RH L E LT, By ofitt (BEeoaz, B
FoEmd) &IRBE SR (EE, s
TWED lkoTtEERNLGREHOHNETRE
EhTENT, A S R E A o0 & Rk B o
i, KMl RN R R BT TR A R
#HATC A B oIz ERIBiofeedback & 55 )
Bzt (myometer) % FIF o TH7E L 7245 8,
RO & -7,

1. TEAMIOMERN TSRS &/ BE9 TR
NieE3EFHFHCL ZAREEN TE0ES

134 (183,78 cm, HMI8368 cn THEL HES
RELp -2 BN TEARSICE TG
93,75 cm, 4119400 cm THETELAYIC AR
L7zaid - 7z (p<0D).

2. BTV RN s, AR
UCEMBoOSE 2T ER AlEEo
E35990.00 on, FHEOHEDE S 59027 cn
THELLLY B (p<0B), LMo BHE
m & 513001 om, LMBME S 1313051
em CpLlObDKETEFT L 72 % ez,

3. B o ERFE B A 00 o0 1% BR & A1 i i
NE RS &EERE & B FRE Ui Ao m
BEV LMo B o i eBicEmEbR
7o E7, BEVEMICB G L EEEE S 13
BRIz Mo EERA S B b,

4. BRI SHEEE Ry, o Ao NI
B & AR E I B v o AR T 0
CHb (p<0b), HwEEMLICB W T le
P & Ao oo AU, 2o oo NI R &
Mo RE B L 2L b 1
(p<.05).

5. KBREI o AR, Mo S
b BB AV TNBES S IR BRET o S i o
Ky, i MEAR I B ERIZL Tnd s 2
Ehhy otz (p<.05),

PhEn E ) R L LH-> TR &,
L1FME oRZFHPE Ao TR B
BRI ToeRCE LN, 2ozl
O L LHeeEnEnw) kb
Ao 12ht, TR L T B8 o Bk
SKDIBIETE v EEZLND,

Te MO BB E A oWy, T B OTE BN
TIENMLE DA BT b - 24 DT
OWIM B IGETEN 2 EH SN THANERS
DB RBECHEE 2 HEET 5nr9 %
Lwegzds, #aoRKAROEE, LE
LA A R S AR AT SN oL = 31 P A I =S W al- 2y
RO ST R TEEENS & bl
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