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Relationship between visceral adiposity index, insulin resistance and glucose metabolism
in Chinese elderly population

Xu Yilin, Wei Chenmin, Sang Miaomiao , Wang Zhixiao, Yang Tao,Sun Min"

Department of Endocrinology ,the First Affiliated Hospital of NMU , Nanjing 210029, China

[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the roles of visceral adiposity index (VAI) and Chinese visceral adiposity index (CVAI) in
assessments of insulin resistance and abnormal glucose metabolism. Methods: Community-dwelling individuals aged over 40 years in
the REACTION research were enrolled in our study. Demographic characteristics , disease history and physical examination information
were collected by trained technicians. Blood glucose, lipid profile and insulin concentrations were examined. Results: A total of 7 523
individuals were enrolled in our study, the average age of subjects is 54.4 years. Both VAI and CVALI had a positive relationship with
homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance (HOMA -IR) (r=0.277, P < 0.001; r=0.322, P < 0.001) and were negatively
correlated with Matsuda insulin sensitivity index (1SI) (r=—-0.400, P < 0.001; r=—0.432, P < 0.001). Compared to those in lowest
quartile, subjects in uppermost quartile of VAT had the strongest association with insulin resistance and diabetes (top vs. bottom, OR:
3.309, 3.669) , it was the similar with CVAI (top vs. bottom, OR: 5.095, 5.434). Conclusion: VAI and CVAI may be simple and
practical clinical indicators for insulin resistance and glucose metabolism evaluation in middle-aged and the elderly Chinese.
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By RARBCAYEARAE ", (HILSZBRIE RN 52 3 44
TR 2R A B FIAGIN J A e A5 R ) T JC 12 R RS
R RT3 I I A AR e 5 RV R T T A
H A R A A5 AU PEAl R 5 3R HIEHT 4R 2L (homeostasis
model assessment of insulin resistance, HOMA-IR)'*'Fll
FET TR A 2 AT 1 150565 (oral glucose tolerance test,
OGTT) E 4 11545 2] A Matsuda 4= B B 15 R BURE
44 (insulin sensitivity index, ISI) e AL R
FARBURIEE S R ORI R S A TR (H PR
AT EAT OGTT HFAG IR 2R, HAE KU e
A NHEP RGP ZR U E RN A2 R o

7| R B AR IR AR 2, b FIACHE
JeHGR N NERR D 6 22 5 10 5 RARBU A UIAROE . 3
ERVE Z T L @B AR R IR I o3 A B
JIE R 1748 22 2 AP o L LA S A Ak ST
R RER . VA IR i i bR A A
WEAIR S B AR ISR IR 7 AR SR T
W T SR HLES B, DR AT TS e 5K -5 A G
B I (a7 B B AT A F R AR N IERR DT & fE . th T
458 1) N AR 227 45 5 1R BT 45 2 (body mass index,
BMI) F1 /1% Fil (waist circumference, WC) AN BEAT RX IX.
oy BN RN IR DT ', HL5) 32 R AR )
SN DR AN RE TR S e AR 5 3 A Re s TE
2010 445 HY P IE PG W5 48 %% (visceral adiposity index,
VAD ™ AR RUREE T AR i 4E BMILWC A
RIS BCEEE H I =8 (triglycerides , TG ) Fl 5 %5 [
fig 25 F AH [& B (high density lipoprotein cholestoral ,
HDL-C)HAE AR, D5 xR VAT SRR3R
KA Al AT 0 A PN TR DT S A SR A o H AT
VAN PRRERR T 5355 000 o I A0 XU P 15T 0 Ik DR
TEbR . AN, 2RIV ELE SRR P RIFTFE R
878 T VALG RS APy RAF BN (E ™, 78
VATWFFE R T, 25 5 30 i 52 g 117 5 25 P JUEE A s
OIATRYZE S O A S B T b E AR
[l A WIE g 5 48 %X (Chinese visceral adiposity index,
CVAD'™  BE3E HI T B AHEPPAL >, B RTE
T AR R VALFN CVAT 55 158 2 ZHCHT R 2 4
FRBPIRZAS 1Y 56 22 W O IR B . AT LRI X
PR 8 A 5 1B 5 22 HIRT DL R 7 2 W T 1 RS ) A
K,

1 XN&IFE

1.1 %
A E T2DM S8 38 3k i & A XU A 31 7

75 27 T 5% [risk evaluation of cancers in Chinese dia-
betic individuals: a longitudinal (REACTION )study |
e ABEFRUERYAEIX 40 2 K LI AR, REACTION
TFFE S AE 40 %2 LA b FE A XN P i A — T i
HEME BB, X8 PRI AH DA R b I R AE O
M55 A B ivges A A A A TR A

ARFFGEABEFE N B TSR IX 40 2 LA L4k IX
HARNHE, 327 523401, HEBR T & BP0 A oMM
25T 100, HEBRAR AN T - OBEAA O IS 5 L 42
FE IO OB A R B K i A AR A @
REAE C 2 Bl R 19 8 3 s @B AR sl ; @ H
AR RE S8 3 s O R 25 FENE 24 (B iE 24 ;
@BEAT S E 7R R 3208 B B R IR T 4 - A F5E
XTGP B RS
1.2 7Z&*
1.2.1 M E—f T

2858 — R I R A B3 DA i %o 1 A O 7 Xk
GEAT IR A AR D Sk ARG 225000
S 2RI ARG TR E R, AR 12hE T
WH FRIE B AR I T (diastolic
blood pressure, DBP) . £F 5 J& (diastolic blood pres-
sure, DBP) (B 3 Y4408 , 7155 BMI, WC il
BORPEIMNE B I RURE I 8 K RCE TR -
Z 1 em A KSFIRZE 1 iC S8 . SR E
SBP=140 mmHg F1 (&% ) DBP=90 mmHg, ¥ %%l
Wl DR BTS2 Wb o 2 DL AR B2 25 S5 W DR 27 53
23 [E T2DM By iR dE R (2017 4ERRD ™o
122 SBEHE

RS MIRE TA7 75 g B A OGTT iR LR, 4>
BB 1 RS 30 min &5 120 min kL. R
463 255 W AR TR T 7 25 I 10 W% (fasting blood glu-
cos, FBG) , OGTT 30 min I ## (30 min PG) , OGTT
120 min I (120 min PG) , LA K23 IE B £ (10) .1
R A48 30 min JHES 2 (130) . IR 4585 120 min J#
B2 (1120) . FEKIN 23 1 2 IH [ FE (total cholester-
ol, TC) TG .HDL-C fIk% % J5 & 1 AR [E B (low den-
sity lipoprotein cholestoral , LDL-C) .
123 & EiArahit i

BMI={A# (kg)/H 5 (m)?, VAL FHTESIAE K
ISFAEAG - B PE =[WC/39.68 +(1.88 x BMI) ]x(TG/
1.03) x (1.31/HDL-C) ; % £ =[W(/36.58 +(1.89 x
BMI) Jx(TG/0.81)x(1.52/HDL-C) ., CVAI: Fi: 5140
KA A PEAG B PE=-267.93 + 0.68 X4 + 0.03%
BMI + 4.00 X WC + 22.00xlg TG —16.32 xHDL-C; %
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PE=-187.32 + L.71x4F %+ 4.23 XxBMI + 1.12x WC +
39.76 x 1gTG —11.66 x HDL-C, HOMA-IR=[ Glu 0
(mmol/L) X Ins 0]/22.5, Matsuda ISI=10 000/
J(InsO X Glu0 ) x (—lei’g[ﬂlilﬁ.@ X P &R ) o
1.3 it Fak

AWFFE R SPSS 23.0 Bt AT gt o3 b . it
OB AR AR E 22 (3 = ) B 550 DU 430 5
B 7 . VAILHOMA-IR . Matsuda ISI % JE IE 2%
O3 AT AL B 2RO AL RS A . AT
it OB BCR IS FEA K 30 . 224 T BTk
PR FH BRI 3R 7 22 03 A, T 6 TR [R] 114
PERS 30 R FHE M ARG . 25 S WLEAR bR Z 8] 1Y)
FHOE I F2 R ] Spearman A S HAH V3BT . H42E
Z i H T AEFFE (receiver operating characteristic ,
ROC) il £& 3111 % il 2k 7 17 #X (area under curve,
AUC) , ATEAG &S LS8 Broxt e 5 2 R0 19 41 531
REJJ o Logistic [M1IH 23 B PRI A A R G 1) s IR
TEbR 5 B RPN LR, P<0.05 WEFAL

HeEE L

2 &% R

2.1 FFRABEA LA

AW FE AL 7 537 BIWF 5T XF &, OF B4R R
54.4 % -4 BMI K 24.3 ke/m®, B2 505015 33.0%F1
67.0% . A i 12 535 FIB 2 Wi bl PR i 43 51 o
2 243 857,435 29.8% .11.4%., LI HOMA-IR=
2 5VEN RS ZHS TS WibsifE 7 523 BlRF 5 X4
W g AR PUE 3 987 6, 5 53.0%., SRR
HEHUR ANFEAR L, e RGP E AR TR, H B M
Py o [RIRE TR 2R BT A8 2 WA A Qg A 1f s
SRR R BMIWC VALFICVAT W & (£ 1),
2.2 VAIF=CVAI 5k B A F53a 48 4 14

VAL F1 CVAI ¥ 5 HOMA-IR 2 iF A0 (4051 R
r=0.277, P < 0.001;r=0.322, P < 0.001) , 5 Matsuda
ISI 7E 75 A 56 (7.=—0.400, P < 0.001;r=—0.432, P <
0.001).
2.3 VAIF=CVAI 5 Mk 8 & it 8% e

F VALF CVAL DY 5357 B8 w55 0 U7 9t 58 %8

F1 HARXMHF—R/IEBER

Table 1 Baseline demographic and clinical characteristics of study subjects

Bt MABE(n=7523) BB EIHIAH (n=3989) TS EHIIA (n=3 534) P{H
PR (HB ) 2 484/5 039 1 383/2 606 1101/2 433 <0.05
(%) 56.39 +9.39 56.84 = 9.30 55.89 +9.46 <0.05
I35 WLEF (wmol/L) 64.70 = 14.30 65.80 + 15.70 63.70 + 13.1 <0.05
RINARARAEE R (U/L) 20.00 + 7.00 20.00 = 7.00 19.00 = 7.00 <0.05
AR A R (U/L) 16.00 = 9.00 17.00 + 11.00 14.00 = 8.00 <0.05
FPG(mmol/L) 5.70 £ 0.96 592+ 1.17 5.44 +0.57 <0.05
30 min PG(mmol/L) 9.51 £2.11 9.89 +2.28 9.08 +1.79 <0.05
120 min PG (mmol/L) 7.81 £3.00 8.37 +3.47 716 £2.19 <0.05
10(wU/mL) 12.23 +9.63 16.60 + 11.42 7.30 £2.12 <0.05
130(wU/mL) 70.58 + 55.02 83.45 + 62.22 56.06 + 40.93 <0.05
1120(wU/mL) 71.97 + 61.48 89.32 + 69.71 52.39 + 42.87 <0.05
SBP(mmHg) 12832+ 17.42 130.77 = 17.30 125.54 + 17.10 <0.05
DBP(mmHg) 77.51 +10.50 78.89 + 10.41 75.94 +10.39 <0.05
HDL-C(mmol/L) 1.32+0.33 1.28 +0.32 1.37 +0.34 <0.05
LDL-C (mmol/L) 2.82+0.79 2.86 +0.81 278 £0.76 <0.05
TG (mmol/L) 1.49 + 0.83 1.64 +0.89 1.30 + 0.72 <0.05
TC(mmol/L) 4.86 +1.01 4.88 +1.04 4.83 +0.99 <0.05
WC(em) 83.78 = 9.38 85.76 + 9.41 81.55 + 8.82 <0.05
BMI(kg/m?) 24.33 +3.29 25.13+3.34 23.42 +2.97 <0.05
VAI 1.64 + 1.46 1.90 + 1.67 1.40 + 1.20 <0.05
CVAI 95.40 + 37.11 104.67 + 36.66 84.94 + 34.76 <0.05
HOMA-IR 3.15+3.27 437 +4.08 1.76 + 1.18 <0.05
Matsuda ISI 4.63 £2.73 3.09 £ 1.18 6.38 +2.92 <0.05
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ROy R AW, o3BT H 5 RS RALPUHE bR Z 1Al Y ¢
Z ., W 2.3, B VALFI CVAT B934, 4E 4% |
BMI.WC.SBP,DBP OGTT 4% s Ifi % . TC . TG .LDL-C
DL & HOMA - IR 8 803 S 58 hn & 3, i HDL-C A0
Matsuda ISI DU i VAT F1 CVAIL 54 i iiif 336 8 (P <
0.001) . % IEAF % P 511 Il S5 Logistic 1111443
B S, VAT 55 5 DU 2037 4148 VAT eI DU S 41 %
A T I 2 AR BT AU 18 Jin 3.309 £% (OR=3.309, P <
0.001) ; CVAT 5 1= PU 4337 4L 558 CV AT Fe A U 4347 41
R B B ZE AT AR 1S 0 5.095 % (OR=5.095, P <
0.001,%%4),

ROC FHSDEA VAL I CVAL XTI 5 Z4RPT AR
BIRE ST, VAT FI CVAL 5 HOMA-IR 2 W i 9 5 25415
Pt ROC #h £k F 1 LRI 959%C1 43 51 24 0.636 (0.623~
0.648),0.654(0.642~0.667) .
2.4 VAlFe CVAL 5 # i om % gk %

ARV F AR R A s R 2 VAL
HICV AT 5 T 1E Wi s RO PR R 4 (R 5) o
i VAL CVAL PU S £ 8 T B 8 0 5 43
H AL, R H Logistic [ 5347 H 58 PRI Z 18] (1) 5

o FFEAER MERNANILE S Logistic [BIHAMT BR,
VAL S i DU L0558 VAT eI DU 437 20 52 A e s
XU 381 3.669 /5 (OR=3.669, P < 0.001) ; CVAL i &5
VU5 2HAEE CV ATIRAR DY 533124 i W bR DRSS S
5.4341%(0R=5.434,P < 0.001,5%4),

ROC ISR VAL FI CVAL X4 PRI 1R 51 R
71, VAL F1 CVAL 5 85 JR 95 79 ROC 1t & °F 1 AL
95% CI 43 1} 0.656 (0.637~0.675) . 0.715 (0.698~
0.732),

3 it it

AR FE b [ 2 AR R T R K
U RUBE PR 5 N B 247 B 1) VAL R CVAL, 28
Spearman A G4 HT 15, VAL FII CVAT 5 HOMA-IR
1 Matsuda IST 55 i &5 2 HRPT AN BRI 45 b5 035 41
Ko =2 Logistic M4 7, 728 IEPE I AT
W R SR A% R 2, = VAL CVATALU R E R
R HCPURRE PR & A R, H ROC £k R
CVALFH LG T VALK EE 8 2= HEHT RS IR A7 B 47 1Y
T (e

T2 VAIMS (o B Z ERIE R

Table 2 Baseline clinical characteristics of study subjects in VAI quartile groups

At St E e vl 5= ESpg e itk PIE
AR (%) 54.81 +9.81 56.08 £9.21 57.16 +9.23 57.50 +9.03 90.56  <0.001
P B 1, i) 771/1 110 609/1 272 603/1 278 501/1 379 89.65°  <0.001
FPG (mmol/L) 5.49 + 0.68 5.61 +0.81 5.75 = 1.09 591 +1.13 20275  <0.001
30 min PG(mmol/L) 9.02 + 1.91 9.31 +2.01 9.65+2.12 10.04 £2.21 25782 <0.001
120 min PG(mmol/L) 6.79 +2.20 7.41 +2.67 8.11 £3.16 8.90 + 3.37 55741 <0.001
10(pU/mL) 10.32 + 8.85 11.80  12.35 12.67 + 8.00 14.12 + 8.27 156.45  <0.001
130(wU/mL) 55.80 +42.23 66.50 + 50.61 75.18 £ 56.12 84.84 + 64.47 29637  <0.001
1120(wU/mL) 46.02 +39.19 62.10 + 50.76 80.25 + 61.85 99.50 + 74.75 886.79  <0.001
BHEIML 8 H (%) 5.67 £0.51 5.79 +0.62 5.92 +0.79 6.02 +0.81 265.07  <0.001
HDL-C(mmol/L) 1.58 +0.34 1.37 +0.27 1.24 +0.25 1.09 +0.22 3066.87  <0.001
LDL-C(mmol/L) 2.65+0.74 2.89 +0.75 2.97+0.79 2.78 = 0.80 3527  <0.001
TG(mmol/L) 0.79 £ 0.20 1.12+0.24 1.51 +0.34 251 +£0.94 1045370  <0.001
TC(mmol/L) 472 +0.97 4.84 +0.98 491 +1.04 4.94 +1.038 51.94  <0.001
SBP(mmHg) 124.02 + 17.16 126.95 + 17.31 130.16 +17.00  132.12 + 17.05 24272 <0.001
DBP(mmHg) 75.30 = 10.75 76.81 + 10.50 78.45 + 10.29 79.45 +9.96 173.78 < 0.001
BMI(kg/m?) 22.76 = 3.09 23.92 +3.13 24.95 +3.07 25.67 +3.08 933.07  <0.001
WC(cm) 78.82 + 8.57 82.45 + 8.82 85.62 + 8.64 88.21 + 8.73 1221.07  <0.001
VAI 0.81 +0.31 1.35+0.27 2.01 £0.43 3.54 £ 1.50 1430635  <0.001
CVAI 66.22 + 31.87 88.06 = 31.02 105.12 £30.40  122.20 +29.82 339494  <0.001
HOMA-IR 2.18 +1.38 244 +1.62 276 +1.84 313 £2.17 13835  <0.001
Matsuda ISI 5.37 £3.35 4.41x2.78 3.68 +2.45 3.10 £ 2.04 1023.37  <0.001
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ERRE ST AE:L]

- 1256 PR SR S N S 201849 A
£3 CVAIWS IS EZERNERFHE
Table 3 Baseline clinical characteristics of study subjects in CVAI quartile groups
Ak il oy e | £ iy e £ B e Gtk P{H
AEIE (%) 54.81 +9.81 56.08 +9.21 57.16 £9.23 57.50 +9.03 90.55  <0.001
P B, 1) 412/1 469 502/1 379 661/1 220 909/971 342.83 0.002
FPG(mmol/L) 5.40 +0.65 5.56 +0.78 5.76 = 0.95 6.04 +1.23 489.53  <0.001
30 min PG (mmol/L.) 8.70 + 1.88 9.24 + 191 9.73 + 1.99 10.35 £ 2.25 681.60  <0.001
120 min PG (mmol/L) 6.58 +2.05 7.31 +2.39 8.14 £ 2.95 9.18 +3.67 87529  <0.001
10(pwU/mL) 1032 £7.12 11.41 £9.35 12.33 £ 11.67 14.86 £9.24 220.50 < 0.001
130(pwU/mL) 58.06 + 43.80 65.69 + 48.50 73.93 + 58.62 84.64 + 63.36 24828  <0.001
1120(pU/mL) 47.80 + 40.83 61.45 + 48.60 78.56 +63.63  100.06 + 74.28 836.33  <0.001
WAL AT 36 (%) 5.61 0.50 5.77 +0.56 5.92 +0.67 6.11+0.93 537.37  <0.001
HDL-C(mmol/L) 1.51 £0.35 1.36 £0. 31 126 £0.28 1.14 £0.25 149525  <0.001
LDL-C (mmol/L) 2.65+0.75 2.87+0.78 2.92+0.77 2.83 0. 80 57.18 < 0.001
TG (mmol/L) 0.96 + 0.43 1.31 £ 0.60 1.64 =0.78 2.01 £ 1.00 2077.68  <0.001
TC(mmol/L.) 472 £0.99 4.89 + 1.02 4.95+0.98 4.86 = 1.03 20.83  <0.001
SBP(mmHg) 118.86 = 14.72  126.35 + 16.68 131.66 £ 1621 136.38 £ 16.87 1207.64  <0.001
DBP(mmHg) 73.56 +10.17 77.06 + 110.23 79.01 +10.10 80.38 = 10.22 45594  <0.001
BMI(kg/m*) 21.41 +2.08 23.37 +2.29 24.94 +2.13 27.58 +2.94 6626.98  <0.001
WC(cm) 73.97 £ 5.50 80.61 + 5.06 86.08 = 4.91 94.45 + 6.79 1333341  <0.001
VAI 0.99 £ 0.63 1.51+0.99 1.97 = 1.47 2.59 2.05 227547  <0.001
CVAI 48.73 + 15.44 82.30 = 7.35 107.28 £ 7.16 14329 £19.47 4953127  <0.001
HOMA-IR 212 +1.33 244 £ 151 2.72 +1.80 3.34 +2.38 23246  <0.001
Matsuda ISI 537 £3.20 442 %271 375 £2.43 2.93 £ 1.97 1110.65  <0.001

SAMHEAERIR G F (s a: UG THE A H

F4 VAIFICVAL SRR B EIRT.HERTE X R M % E & Logistic B F1&EE!

Table4 Multivariate logistic regression model of the relationship between VAI , CVAI and insulin resistance, diabetes

o Jo 5 BT W PR
ZEs B (%) ] OR(95%CI) B% [ n(%) ] OR(95%CI)
VALPUSHEU T2
St 702(37.3) 1.000 100(5.3) 1.000
It x| 910(48.4) 1.548(1.357~1.767) 154(8.2) 1.499(1.150~1.955)
Tt e 1102(58.6) 2.250(1.968~2.572) 242(12.9) 2.312(1.803~2.966)
EAUE M| 1275(67.8) 3.309(2.881~3.802) 361(19.2) 3.669(2.885~4.668)
CVAL US4y )2
S 669(35.6) 1.000 62(3.3) 1.000
Lo vl 910(48.4) 1.780(1.552~2.042) 124(6.6) 1.685(1.225~2.317)
B =i 1071(56.9) 2.593(2.241~3.000) 253(13.5) 3.295(2.440~4.451)
£ R e 1339(71.2) 5.095(4.330~5.994) 418(22.2) 5.434(4.013~7.359)

PHRLAERS PERIFIILR)S Logistic 714, PA119<0.001.,

VFZETEUESE T PAE IR 105 4 2355 R B ZR AR BT
ZIAIRSEH . FEALRE S PIRRE L rf  Kabir 555K B
FI PR FIE S 07 2EL 28014 0 175 00 o 2 R R IR g & 2%
HEHL A ST O R F- o Borel 5545 M, 28 1 4FAE G
JrA B, NERE I 42U 10 IR 5 2 Uk e

LG, VAR Ny AR 7 D REFN N RS 195 53
MAA M ERER . VAL & L5, BT
WA F A VALTHE S A R AR HE Marco 1AM
RAFEX AT AR A AL A WFFE s TE
L ZE 1 B IR VB 5255 S I P 22 4 D B2 B AR AR
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Table 5 Baseline demographic and clinical characteristics of study subjects with different glucose tolerance

FSES T 1 R 4 (n=4 423) FEIR IR T MI4 (n=2 243) WEPRIGH (n=857) P{HE
R (R) 54.66 +9.14 58.41 +9.32 60.05 + 8.69™ <0.001
PE R 4, ) 1381/3 042 781/1 462 322/535 >0.05
FPG(mmol/L) 5.34 +0.35 5.80 +0.51" 7.27 £1.92" <0.001
120 min PG (mmol/L) 6.17 + 0.98 8.466 + 1.26° 14.03 + 3.90" <0.001
10(wU/mL) 11.46 +7.16 12.68 + 8.16" 15.04 + 19.10™ <0.001
1120(wU/mL.) 52.72 + 41.64 98.38 + 71.35" 102.17 £ 79.16™ <0.001
ML M (%) 5.64 +0.42 5.88 +0.41° 6.87 +1.35" <0.001
BMI(kg/m*) 23.66 + 3.03 25.04 +3.30° 25.91 +3.53" <0.001
WC(em) 81.64 + 8.90 86.09 +9.16 88.76 +9.01" <0.001
VAI 1.43 £1.20 1.95 £ 1.70° 2.26+2.01" <0.001
CVAI 84.82 + 34.81 106.98 = 35.06° 119.67 + 33.18" <0.001
HOMA-IR 236+ 1.52 2.78 + 1.90" 3.78 + 3.14" <0.001
Matsuda ISI 4.69 +2.96 3.38 +2.30° 2.69 £2.01" <0.001

S I H AL A, TP < 0.001 5 SR TTIA HLRR P < 0.001,

o VAL S S RH A B ARG 7> AR5
P AE i E B AR AR, VAT B S ZRT AvE
R [RVREAT 45 — 2 O AN

HFAM A& &SRR, PE AR S
NHEAH H AR BMI 2 XHERAR , AF P JIERR 195 8 £ 2
HE K i a5 ZRPTIEA D UL BMIR I R &
FHVEAS &8 FE AR S (B HIFARE A RATAG PR
NI oA i 02, e i o A A R A R e &
AR ST FE s PRI 2R el D R 7 2 R Pl i 2= 41
FGAE I SCHEPR YT, It N IERR A 1 & At MRT
it HAE 4, ISR — AN A B I ERR
G310 R PR R I DD RE () 15 25 Wi RS Bk S0l ik &) 2%
HEHURE PRI 0 & A e

AT FE T BRI ST 48 1 ) CVATAH
Lt VAT BB B 445 7 P9 R B 107 1 R o A 5E 7
VALSLAE FH3E1T T CVAL 5185 2 1S R IR
K AR 22 8] 9 6 R AT ST, 45 5 7R CVAT i Y
O3 SE ZHHE CV AL IAR Y 4357 20 % A 1B 5 ZE HE BT AU
TV DR S JXURS: 23 S84 11 5.095 485 . 5.43443% 5 TRl VAT
FICVAT 5 HOMA-TR 2 W () Jj 5% Z HKHL ROC Hh £k
T AR 1K 0.636.,0.654 5 11 VAT FII CVAL 585 FR
9 1) ROC 4 T T A3 1R 0.656 .0.715, U] VAL
FCVAT X 5 Z AP FOBE IR A — 2 B8,
H CVATTEAG B 22 HEH ORI s XU T 47

AR FEAEA 1K H P6 B RIS ACRR A AT,
KT OGTT X 50 41 Wi 4 2 A i 4, o 4 — L8 5
WS T 5 A 3 BRI 5 5 B 52 0 T

it f2 o AHAHEF 2T AT, HAEHE R CVIL VAL
5 1 5 ZEHRPU R s 2 A IRV 8 A b, FE B
TOUIAN BT B L 78— UE .

VALJEIZ CVATLL S —A et 3 A i 704
FIE i T g 087 16 b vl FH 9 5 KPS DL b
DR 5 i AR ) PP, A5 20 A A A e R K1
SHE R I FR bR, JCIIE b E b AR B E R
PRR IS B PFAR
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