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p B p &
(ORPXJRALP) (LRPRALP)
BRIRBS LR (K5T) (%) 24.2 <0.0001 20.4 <0.0001 16.2
HEERME (ML) 745.3 <0.0001 377.5 <0.0001 188
Bl (%) 16.5 <0.0001 4.7 <0.0001 1.8
ABHARS CRE) 3.1 <0.0001 2.1 <0.0001 1.4
ABHARS CRES) 9.9 <0.0001 6.3 <0.0001 4
BAB 3 HErRHEEERL 11.3 0.01 35
B 2.3 <0.0001 1.9 0.0005 0.9
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O (RARP) FEREER (LRP)
n=60 n =60
FieERI (43) 147.6 138.1 METFNERERL
HEHME (M) 202 2341 REtENERERL
FREEMI #7231 8 (BRIFTU VY RO~ 140) 80% 61.6% 0.044
FREEMI 748 1 € (lRIR I/ VRO~ 14%7) 95% 83.3% 0.042
FhEEHEREmE MR 1 F (IEFXO7>17) 80% 54.2% 0.020
WA 1R (K85T) 26.6% 20% METFNERERL
EYFHPEBREGFR ;MR 1F 98% 92.5% METFNERERL






