536 J Bengbu Med Coll, April 2020, Vol. 45 ,No. 4

[ XXE%S ] 1000-2200(2020)04-0536-05 QA A

LR RGNV SR N AR B AR 2 T DU HH S W IR 3R 0 iy
® OB LRETC.REE OB B

[#Z ] a & 047 SLE g NAFX B UF UH RSP N 3 s N 2 5 RIS BRI . & ok 42 2019 4F 1 -
5 H R 2 P = P AR BEBei R =1 4 SLE AEBE A T HGE 2 1 ARAREY R TR 0048, I I 220X B v ml I e A
IR EAR A AR R N 2R . 48 R .77 1) SLE {EBE A MAF B2 TF UH PP A1 0 15 520.0 JT,5. 2% (4/77) 9 A AF:
BAEZTE A AT R AR SO I 5 AAE X B 22 U AR R XN BOR AR 5, 9547 2 704 19 20 A, 25 2R i, S By 7
WL FIHR AT 1 B 7 ORISR AR 2 B2 D (H 8 T A S0 A (P <0.01) B S0 5 3 FARAE 1 9 4 3 s 4724 B
BB HAH(P <0.01) AR AR 3 B UHBIR (B = -0.09,P <0.01) . 4+ - Zf48 SLE i A AR B2 TF
THIUE , A b B — AP 58 3 BT PR B AMEHL ], MR AL | $2 0 2 R SR TS AR L], [RI N FR B I 7 IR A0

[ REiE ] 2L, RGENE s FARAST (4 o R

[FEZEDZES] R 593.241 [ XHtREE] A DOI:10. 13898/]. cnki. issn. 1000-2200. 2020. 04. 030

Analysis of the annual direct economic burden and influencing factors

of patients with systemic lupus erythematosus in Anhui province
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[ Abstract] Objective:To analyze the direct economic burden and its influencing factors of patients with systemic lupus erythematosus
(SLE) ,and provide the reference basis for reducing the economy burden of patients. Methods: The last year annual direct economic
burden in SLE inpatients with disease duration =1 year in two top three hospitals in Anhui during January to May 2019 was
investigated ,and a multiple log-linear regression was used to analyze the influencing factors of direct economic burden. Results: The
median of the annual direct economic burden in 77 SLE inpatients was 15 520.0 Yuan,and the annual direct economic burden of 5.2%
(4/77) patients exceeded their annual family income. When the logarithm of the annual direct economic burden was taken as the
dependent variable, the results of multiple linear regression showed that the direct economic burden of urban medical insurance and new
rural cooperative medical insurance patients were higher than that of self-paid patients (P <0.01) ,and the disease activity stage and
combined lupus nephritis could increase the annual direct economic burden of patients( P <0.01). The longer the course of illness was,
the lower the annual direct economic burden was(B = —0.09,P <0.01). Conclusions; The direct economic burden of patients with
SLE in Anhui province is heavy. It is necessary to improve the medical insurance compensation mechanism, raise the awareness and
proportion of people participating in insurance programs,actively treat complications.

[ Key words | lupus erythematosus , system; direct economic burden ;influencing factor

Z G L BEIRHE ( systemic lupus erythematosus,
SLE) & —Fh BN Z4E 2 RGN H B et 4545
LR, HmIRRINZHE 15 52 S R AE S =)
SRR, BRI R O GO B IEFI TR AR 2 R
GEER L E . SLE A FE TR LM, &

[ W HI] 2019 =10 -18 [ &8l H1PI] 2020 -03 - 12
[EAWH] 2 H#HE KEAH AL H (201810367002 ) ; I B2
2 H AR SE 4T F3H (BYKY1756)

(Al 1. IR pE AR A3 TR 2B, S kiR 23003052, %
WA BT = NRIERE B4R, 28 IR 2300305
3. WHERIREE NI 2EBE, 28 AR 230032

[fEHMEA] B (1990 - ), %, A1, Phiili.

BEES] # %, BI%$Z. E-mail ; mijing@ bbme. edu. cn

AR LL 20 ~40 B %, REB L2 Hh 1:7 ~
1:10, FR[E SLE £ %4k 37.6/10 J7, U AL
29100 73 o K E B0 AT EA IR R I R
NG00 25, B A B LA K I R0 Y B4 [
HHIPRST AR R G0 S N A8 i T A 22 5 I
o BFFE S MR AE AN K A [R] H X, SLE 35
T NAF H A2 P AN BT o8] B oo
S, MR B BT KT R TR R 1 Bl B
TR R RSO N A G, AR B HATA L,
SLE $f 28 T T HH AT FE R0 At R LLAE S (M |
Sl AR AR v 7 s DXy 22, v Rl ) A OG
P A B AR H AT R o AW 8L i 20 Mt SLE i A
FLRATT O AH R i A 2, il R DT i) B 7 £ ft



HEEFPRFIR2020 F4 A5 45 554

ORI B | eV s 22 B B 4H 1)+ T At 42
PERRA R

I MRE5F*®

L1 BRioat s SRS I IR Bk S R A Ae”
ATV, I A 2019 4F | -5 H 2R 2 Fr =P 55
R (2 BRI 2 — B TR I g X S S o A e
TR = AR BEBE ML) B A =1 4F 9 SLE
FEBERR A, A AN 2 4% 8l AR BRI 2L 2253
(L BHEE AL R 12, SLE g NISFF 5 1997 4R 1]
KRR 2% 22 ( American College Rheumatology , ACR)
BT SLE Sp2hRifi® o HEBRARifE 47 /™ 5 B PR
T T EAE SO LD R <1 AEROE N, IR
P SLE g A\ 77 ] (He b 22 BE B R 27 5 — Kt s
BEBE 49 1], iE3R T AN = N RBERE 28 1)) o ABIESEAS
P DL B AR P 2 51 2x AL IR, IR ARG LAY 0
R,
1.2 A&z WP E R, & 5SRO % &
FIa AFTBC TR A )8, S W A 5, 0 A R) 3
FHesnh e, EEREGH . REFHEE, had
S8R IR A A SR T A . AN AT (1)
o N — RO O (RS | s A= 3 RO VHRML 3 AR
Ol SRR FKIELGPRDLEE) 5 (2) Al B AR
PTG 3 BE VT A3 ()02 W I 18] RS B 4 8 1% 3l
JEVEIRAE) , SLE Jog ABA I Bl R PP o R 3l ( R Gk
CLBEARAS NN 1 S 1R 45 B0 2 ) AT PRE , 70 26 b
i <10 S PR, =10 4 RPmiE s 5 (3)
b 1 AR AT Be R BT Bt 18] (1132 R AT B
P SSE B BANE SR ST BN B S B
NEES P IR S AR TR OLAT o R B U5 Rk T A0
N —PEIE DL, A 56 SLE % 995 185 100 B 92 995 T 3h B 1 43
ZAEBE S, 1112 KAERE 28 IS5 A7 G B 3
T RS HLAE B 9% A B B0 A iU i 2
Y,
1.3 A2 f4ei it WASOR BIRE T il
BRI SS X R T 152 TLAE DR A8 IR 55 T FE 1Y)
ZEPFRCIR, ALAE B DT B ] (IR 7 B A 5 Y
BN S 1297 2% 2T LI B ROL S g
) FEHEAR BRI 28 O BN E 3R 3 S5E 2
FEAE B, B N D158 9% AT 98 58) o
L4 goitak RPN SR 2 o2t ] 15
o3t

2 HR

2.1 AL ABFFEILR A SLE 4E B A

537

77 ), Horb 5510 ), 22 67 i) AE I (34,1 £ 11. 4)
& H, <18 %5 5,18 ~45 % 59 fii], >45 % 13
B AR BE 1 rh R LAR  h B/ H R/ K
AR 153 5 45 1] .24 4 F0 8 5l 5 BE A IR
A:<5T396.5 ~10 J3o6., > 10 Jyousrnlh 15 i,
46 1 F1 16 515 Bk - AEHR B IRAK/ Tl ol HEAL
2t/ LEE N R 33 451 37 AT ) S AR 2
5 61 {5, FHoAth 16 51 2 hin B 7 (R B 2 80 - 3 B AR AT
AT IR YT R A A 2% 43 50 50 {51 .20 i)
AT G REE: 1 ~5 45, >5 ~10 4F, > 10 4E43 5 R
33 5] .24 {511 20 5] ; kb T 15 S A 63 i, G2 i
WA 14 ) ARG 48 23 1], TOARAE 4R 54 1],
2.2 SFHBZF fiieFsl 1E 77 ) SLE AR A
i, B N AR LR T TR AR 6 088. 0 T,
sk 122 200. 0 JT, A2 ECH 15 520. 0 JT, %0k
20 052.8 Ju; Ho BT S 13 114. 00T,
HEEAEERIT S AL ECH 2 360. 0 JT;5. 2% (4/77)
[ SLE 5 NAF B2 UF S 8 1 AT A AR S A
(1),

&1 SLEERBAFERZFHIEBER(T)

5iH RIEH RS

HHEZFGE 6088.0 122200.0 15520.0(10 822.0,23 780.0)20 052.8 £16 675.4
HHETHRA 4008.0 105000.0 13 114.0(9 040.0,20 470.0) 16 732.2£14 164.2
HEHAERIFRH 75.0 12350.0 2360.0(1690.0,3265.0)  2931.4£2250.6

M(P25,P75) xts

2.3 FHABZFRERE o AR AR
14 SRR R BEE AR BRI A S IR B 1 SLE
WMAHELFNHERY LG E XL (P>
0.05) , AS[] = 97 R 18 2 78 g AR 3 0 T 3h B % 2
TG R N HIRA T M E R A G E X
(P <0.01) s ARl AR | SCARR B S 5 B AT IR
AW N BRI E R RGIT# R (P>
0.05) , AR HRAD. A QAR 0 L B 7 PRI 2R 0 e
PRI 1 2 B SO TR B AR N ELA BT P 25 R
WA X (P <0.05 ~ P <0.01) ; A [F ¥
AR BRI B0, SR HRAR L | BT R 2 T I
PRI T Bl B N AR BT 9 22 R R G
X(P>0.05) , AFRSCIFRE Jfe Ko BRI E R
WMABHEEETRHERIASIT¥E L (P<
0.05~P<0.01)(LFE2),

2.4 SHABZF ISR ES>N LRI
HTY R BRIE B RS E RN B AR, L
AT AR EOR AR e FLRIAE S 50 WL 2%



538

3, Zoe M I Ao S5 R BRI ORI
B R PR B RN RO N B
DrOAHAYRZ MR D 2R, S 12 7 DR B MU A A 5 A =
JEORB I N BLAE 2 U i i T A 28 N (P <

J Bengbu Med Coll, April 2020, Vol. 45 ,No. 4

0.01) sl , IR P MR (P <0.01) s 4b
TR TG SR N B 25T 0 4H s T R A
(P <0.01) ;AR RN HIELFFHAHE T
RIEE RN (P <0.01) (H3&4)

&®2 SLE fERm AEHEREF GENZMERS R M(P25,P75) ]

ARtk n HIEESTI BRS¢ B4 T
P
£ 10 12 010.5(5 990.0,17 381.5) 2 510.0(1 910.0,5 042.5) 13 306.5(8 225.0,21 714.0)
7 67 13 114.0(9 239.0,20 740.0)  2233.0(1 690.0,3 150.0) 15 706.0(11 420.0,23 860.0)
Z — -0.79 -0.86 -0.64
P — >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
IR %
<18(1) 5 7 563.0(5 560.0,12 239.5) 2 050.0(540.0,4185.0) 10 643.0(6 825.0,15 184.5)
18 ~45(2) 59 13 321.0(9 080.0,21 560.0) 2 400.0(1690.0,3 150.0) 15 820.0(11 420.0,24 605.0)
>45(3) 13 13 546.0(9 519.5,18 519.5)  2360.0(1 885.0,4 900.0) 15 706.0(11 245.5,22 939.5)
Z — 3.46 0.76 3.16
P — >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
CARFRSE
B R LR (1) 45 13 321.0(9 495.0,18 758.0) 2 120.0(1497.5,2925.0) 15 054.0(11 013.0,21 188.0)
B/ B/ HR/ KB (2) 24 12 950.0(7 240.5,29 250.0) 3240.0(2 057.5,4910.0) * 16 005.0(10 445.8,30 987.5)
AR L E(3) 8 11 190.0(9 850.0,37 697.8) 2 322.5(1827.5,6295.0) 13 465.0(11 701.3,43 992.8)
VA — 0.06 6.48 0.37
P — >0.05 <0.05 >0.05
FIEFIWA/ T T8
<5(1) 15 13600.0(10 551.0,21 560.0) 2 360.0(1 760.0,3 100.0) 16 700.0(12 766.0,246 05.0)
5~10(2) 46 11 985.0(8 067.5,18 839.5) 2 050.0(1428.0,3099.5) 14 179.0(10 482.5,22 529.5)
>10(3) 16 13 395.5(7 705.8,33 525.0) 3 000.0(2212.5,5645.0) 16 180.0(11 105.8,38 692.8)
Z — 1.37 4.21 1.67
P — >0.05 >0.05 >0.05
Bl
(D) 33 13 114.0(98 10.0,27 500.0) 2 510.0(1710.0,4 510.0) 15 520.0(11 485.5,32 533.0)
BB/ T/ el (2) 37 13 470.0(9 495.0,17 497.5)  2200.0(1 690.0,3072.0) 15 850.0(11 013.0,21 188.0)
e AR L (3) 7 7 563.0(6 070.0,10 900.0) ** 2 050.0(600.0,4 460.0) 10 643.0(7 100.0,14 179.0)
Z — 6.40 1.86 5.70
P — <0.05 >0.05 >0.05
SRR B
s 61 13 546.0(9 725.5,21 280.0) 2 360.0(1 690.0,3 265.0) 15 990.0(11 430.5,24 931.0)
HoAth 16 10 540.0(7 240.5,13 309.3)  2322.5(1537.0,3 732.5) 12 862.5(9 081.0,16 022.5)
Z — -2.00 -0.12 -1.77
P — <0.05 >0.05 >0.05
BEy7 R
TR (1) 20 13 508.0(9 755.0,20 080.8)  2280.0(1 196.5,3 498.8) 15 881.0(11 452.75,24 922.0)
PR AEEST (2) 50  13489.5(10175.0,22316.5)  2390.0(1 697.5,3 105.0) 15 920.0(12 281.3,24 768.0)
H2%(3) 7 6 000.0(4 600.0,7 200.0) ** 2 120.0(1 490.0,3 960.0) 8 310.0(6 720.0,11 001.0) **
Z — 14.11 0.28 11.45
P — <0.01 >0.05 <0.01




HEEFRFIR2020 F4 A% 45 5548 539
L2
Ar n HAEET I HAEAEBET S HizAgT M
R/ AF
1~5(1) 33 14 300.0(10 857.5,30 075.0) 2735.0(1955.0,5947.0) 16 840.0(13 072.5,34 022.5)
>5~10(2) 24 13 057.0(8 512.0,19 419.8) 2135.0(1449.5,3099.8) * 15 452.0(10 640.0,21 844.8)
>10(3) 20 9495.0(6 260.3,13 509.5) ** 2 180.0(1493.8,2952.5) * 11 465.5(8 399.8,15791.5) **
A — 10.62 4.04 10.76
P — <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
PR Bl
2R3y 14 9390.0(5 767.5,13 759.3) 1 900.0(1037.3,2517.5) 11 002.5(7 073.8,16 352.5)
5 s 63 13 470.0(9 800.0,22 000.0) 2490.0(1 700.0,3 520.0) 15 850.0(11 551.0,25 257.0)
A — -2.66 -1.90 -2.70
P — <0.01 >0.05 <0.01
W %
= 23 20 740.0(15 165.0,33 700.0) 3 150.0(2 120.0,6 620.0) 25257.0(17 365.0,43 280.0)
& 54 11 461.5(7 547.3,13 700.0) 2 150.0(1 174.8,2 892.5) 13 072.5(9 405.5,16 317.5)
VA — -4.05 -3.38 -4.27
P — <0.01 <0.01 <0.01

VE 45 (1) 4LH AR + P <0.0535 (2) 41 HLA#P <0. 05
R3 SIEERBAEHEEZFAENSAEITR
EfER

e
(1,0) = WBBsrIRE: (M2 R 1), (0,1) =3k
NATEEST (g 2),(0,0) = AR (B

&
tein

BT IR (R i )

Fit 1=1~54,2=>5~104F,3= > 104
B B 1= 01,2 = 30400
T % 1=%2=%

x4 SLE ERBAFEHERZFHIEN S TLERIESHT

Ap i B SE ¢ P
T 3.657  0.146  25.03 <0.01
7 AR 6 S U AR i 1 0.273  0.086  3.17 <0.01
Y7 f R S R NG AL i 2 0.266 0.079  3.36 <0.01
R -0.090 0.028 -3.28 <0.01
TRIEHE R 0.254  0.046 5.50 <0.01
P9 G B 0.221 0.056  3.97 <0.01

3 i

FU, [ T SLE Bl 285t D40 B 52 Bl
PERAR ARMFLER KB, SLE £ Bein A A
SRR TR A 20 052.8 J0(2 919 K£o0) , i
¥k 15 520.0 JE(2 259 3I6) . fE3E[E (5 976 ~ 17
126 3¢70) AW (4 608 ~ 13 597 3eo0) HIBETE T,
BT RS SLE $R A H AR B U

R 2 247 FTT AL FAMGE , AW 45 R34 B35
FAPFED . YN LA e % v SLE ¥
g NI AF R 4 v foH b [ A i A 8 908 JETT,
E R 33 899.49 J1(4 934 EJ6) , HA 9 135
FT0, YR T AW ST ; i g W I E g 4
IR0 3 354 SETUHI 3 646 SEI0, WS TAMIE .

RIFE S SLE 5 A B A B 4E B 45 28 3% 1 40 24
SRR, T RE S A E R W E ST R 2 DA RS54
KT KA &, WA Be 5 AR AR A
[ X 3% SLE 55 A B 55955 15 2l BE AR R A G, ARBFSY
GER BN T I RS A R, T RE S FiET
SR B E T REBA A R, W R 5 WA FsE
BRI R RA %, BRI H SLE 55 A H
PR FH B A [ 5 A XA, (BT 5. 2% 1)
SLE Jj5 NAF H 2 20 35 i 0 b AT TR AR R E IR
AT, SLE S AW B4 i EbiE, — B A
SLE , AN 52 24 THT I % A 10 256 5 f 48, 7R 7T RE X ig
B IR . T EL, SLE 5 A%k 20 ~40 %
FIE I oM X AR R TR fat &4 7= 1
HRIR g, RO SRR 20 5 BE FIRE £ X S R I & 5%
JE A7, T SLE S5 A I 5 1 25 5% f 40, A 6 5
HE—25 5 BT PR S AMEE AL, 32 S AT T2 Fn
BE AR A He ], Rt X6 28 DR A28 T BT Rl , LAV
BRI A N S SR B B i 22 4

AHFFERT SLE 95 N B4 3 31647 T £ 00
LR [ 3 AT, 25 51 2% B ST R 6 2 R HL
M PR 2 22— , 34 = 7 O 5 AR A A B2 97 AR B



540

N EARZ T R R T AR A . XS
PRy OR B BEAE — e R B R T SR 5 oKkl
FEMIBETT AR 55, B HLR B AL T aod B A B AT o A
KM AT R T S TR IN B R
ARFE IR AR I — 4 SLE 36)7, AN B %
LT OAHA P BRI o R, BT R RS TR 1T 0 i o
Xt B R 55 LA P s o A A8 BRI GBS, BT s A il
B, S m e R SRR SR ],
I NFEH SIS, DRI AR 2 PRy H , SR R R T IR
SHIHZR, AWFFEE &I, SLE J A\ 324 5 i
B R AT I TRT R AIC, 15 ZHU 25 (i BF 5 45 21—
Bo AT AE M HE S AE OV A G, PARK % Y
IF9E A BUR R 70 SLE g N R P2 4E 1<, 5500 {7 30
JE 2R REAR ikt n] BE R B R 22 U T H AR A — 1 it
o IR R SLE S DLt 5 ™ 50 1 9 ACAE , A
WSS B, AR W A ) N BLHE 2 5 (1 4H v T 0
I RN, B2 AP0 SR — 8, AR
TG B R R L AR A P A B R R,
AR TG S A N 23 A SR REER , XA 22
ABFE S T BB AR

ABEFEAFAEUN T B R BRYE: 5, RS R i
FXTHL D, Al AN — E R JEE b S W73 SLE g A
(AR 0 , HL o BB 5, X 5 7= A= [l 124 far , TR It
s 2P KA IR ) A BE DI 5 5 LUk, AT
TEANNN 2 T R Bt 14 A ] RE AN E 58 4 I Bk 4 [
SLE Jf N BMA B 2855 RIS 0 s 1538, A DFFE R
REZAA T BT A DR 2R (4% o 8 B 408 00 B 0
FE2 SRR ) XN B A T SAH A2 0, 1] REXS
SER I N — 5 TR B 14T o

[10]

J Bengbu Med Coll, April 2020, Vol. 45 ,No. 4

[ & % x @& ]
CARTER EE, BSRR SG, CLARKE AE. The global burden of
SLE: prevalence, health disparities and socioeconomic impact
[J]. Nat Rev Rheumatol ,2016,12(10) :605.
JONSEN A, HJALTE F, WILLIM M, et al. Direct and indirect
costs for systemic lupus erythematosus in Sweden. A nationwide
health-economic study based on five defined cohorts[ J]. Semin
Arthritis Rheum,2016,45(6) :684.
PARK SY,JOO YB,SHIM J,et al. Direct medical costs and their
predictors in South Korean patients with
erythematosus| J ] . Rheumatol Int,2015,35(11) ;1809.
ZHU TY, TAM LS, LI EK. Cost-of-illness studies in systemic
lupus erythematosus : a systematic review[ J]. Arthritis Care Res,
2011,63.751.
CHIU YM, CHUANG MT, LANG HC, et al. Medical costs

incurred by organ damage caused by active disease,comorbidities

systemic lupus

and side effect of treatments in systemic lupus erythematosus

patients: a Taiwan nationwide population-based study [ J].

Rheumatol Int,2016,36(11) :1507.

HOCHBERG MC. Updating the American College of Rheumatology

revised criteria for the classification of systemic lupus erythematosus

[J]. Arthritis Rheum,1997 ,40(9) :1725.

BOMBARDIER C, GLADMAN DD, UROWITZ MB, et al.

Derivation of the SLEDAI; a disease activity index for lupus

patients. The committee on prognosis studies in SLE[ J]. Arthritis

Rheum,1992,35(6) :630.

AR, T, X E, . LT R GBI B IRYT

PR B 2855 AR BL 0 [T ] b B BUAR N T 257, 2018,

35(12) :1881.

TANAKA Y, MIZUKAMI A, KOBAYASHI A, et al. Disease

severity and economic burden in Japanese patients with systemic

lupus erythematosus ; a retrospective , observational study[ J]. Int J

Rheum Dis,2018,21(8) :1609.

BT WA, MG, A R AR A R R AR A A e 2 Y 5

Wi R 22 234 [0 ] AR Wy 2 230 Ji ,2016,16(35) :6959.
(RX%H A

(L#% 535 1)

[18] MATOS A, VIEIRA C, AMADO J, et al. Cyberbullying in
portuguese schools; prevalence and characteristics [ J ]. J Sch
Violence ,2018,17(1) :123.

[19] =3k HF A E MR SRR LT T]. Kok S
% J#,2018(3) :29.

[20] SELKIE E,KOTA R,CHAN YF et al. Cyberbullying ,depression ,and
problem alcohol use in female college students ;a multisite study[ J].
Cyberpsychol Behav Soc Netw,2015,18(2) :79.

[21] COHEN-ALMAGOR R. Social responsibility on the internet;
addressing the challenge of cyberbullying [ J ]. Aggress Violent
Behav,2018,39 :42.

[22] JOHN A,GLENDENNING A, MARCHANT A, et al. Self-harm,
suicidal behaviours, and cyberbullying in children and young
people : systematic review[ J|. J Med Intern Res,2018,20(4) :
el29.

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

WANG J, IANNOTTI R, NANSEL T. School bullying among
adolescents in the United States: physical, verbal, relational , and
cyber[ J].J Adolesc Health,2009,45(4) :368.

HAZEMBA A, SIZIYA S, MUULA A, et al. Prevalence and
correlates of being bullied among in-school adolescents in
beijing:results from the 2003 beijing global school-based health
survey[ J]. Ann Gen Psychiatry,2008,7(1) :6.

EEw, TN, B 55 1 4 9839 TR 5 75 A0 47 I 28 0 4« 90
MRS IR R AL C L/~ TR A E AR
VU ZLE. BN < P L B2 25,2019 :2000.

B, SET, SKRIBIE. 2 A AR TR o 4 T 1 R
JILTT. v 24 T4, 2018,39 (4) :526.

XTI, BLE , D05 05, 45, R A I 26 J e BRUIR K g 3 Jr =X
SrpilI]. hE R EE,2018,32(9) :22.

(AXmit  *3%)



