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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to compare difference of the static and dynamic balance in normal subject and LBP
subject and recognizes about postural sway, The subjects of this study included 30 normal subjects and 30 LBP
subjects, By using Active balance system, the static balance was measured by unit path length, circumference area,
weight bearing, stabilometry length, while the dynamic balance was measured by step evaluation, Statistically
analyzed using independent t-test to search static balance and dynamic balance difference in two groups,

Postural sway appeared greatly in patient group than normal group in analysis result of static balance and postural
sway was big in patient group of when closed eye and normal group and patient group did show statistical
significance in unit path length, circumference area, Weight support of normal group was shared equally in wéight
bearing rate, but weight support of patient group stewed less to pain side, Anterior step time and Task achieve time
of dynamic balance were spent more in patient group than normal group,

Desire to be used to useful information to lay treatment policy about set-up and action of when quantification
result of valued postural balance treats low back pain patient by objective tool, in the future, more researches in
postural estimation desire that is enforced abuzz,

Key words: Postural sway, Dynamic standing balance; Low back pain(LBP)
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832 ) 585 W 7P £ A3 iz 0
80%2] AlgEol Aoo] AL 85§ Axohi 3, 6%
AxE 8502 8 2 AU HEL R Aol
ek SHErymoyer, 1989). K8 .80 X gA] F4d g
3 BelX 5] Foko 223 YAl tiZ e T
7497t Boldl 850 vy o A WA 9% 288 ¥
3= XA AR A5 T840 tFHL JrhuAg
T, 199). B 8% FASIME 55 A 94, B
(disuse) 59 AR iR o] Y3, M7 o] A}
i, Qlchs} o] A= 11 43 ¢S EF0] Zo1EA o
o} “gx48 FFdecondiioning syndrome)” o] WA
ArhMayer et al, 1989). WebA W 95 ERE0A] 234
o Ag Z2ade 58 Axdshs vff F23ckRish et
al, 1989), 858 8 aRz 9 9] 220 W18 x4
3to] Vel 2913 84, 853, AAle] W, vigs
2 Al Tl & AAA 97 AMF 71gopd 2214 o)
559 AeA 2% 9 SAE e Ao geA Q)
THFrymoyer et al, 1985), 181 HUH g9logEs £7
(lifting), B717)(pulling), 7)(pushing), B1E7](twisting), U}
Bo)A)7(slipping) 52} F43} A=A, A 9F
sRlogs Q8 49, 7), A3 5o ANAS], 2HA), 23
7HEA, FEHE, 2, Agd 29 59 gEgls Aes
B3 glthPope, 1989),

[79] &4 AN 24 S sk Tl Qe )14 g
B o o &, 2819 2L 1ZIg) o] Wslso)
AdRAA Aol A& 4 91t 28, £F5H L = AN
B2e] &4 ol 254 ukgo) s} d ¢ girk. ol
AATF A Al vlRFA AR AR vk
ARk &4 9 Bt S 9hE & glhAlexander & Lapier,
1998). 8L H2¥9 EEH LR AA7|AW(base of
supporOuoll A Ao} F&FA(center of gravity)& FA4I3}
£ 58o[thNichols etal, 1996). FFFA o= 7Y 53
FHoll 43S A, T8 25 perturbation)Alo] A48 -&
FRE Akl Aol FrkByl & Sinnot, 1991). &
SF58AY Ay 2H3(musde spindle), FA 2713 golgi

tendon organ), T A(oint), FR-§7)(skin recepton) ZHE
584 Qe Aaond o] wistso] AzEH 5o
gk Ao Ao RAAY FAARE AF3A e
(Alexander & Lapier, 1998), 352 2§ 74} 71R9A &
sl AES) A3 E 33l 38 3 PeiEkaGil
& Callaghan, 1998), $541774] &40t ¥4 4 2538,
Az AR Ao g 7Y S YL vlHE= 99l
o Aol7} A7k 71 QAAA, AR 22 f B
S0 AL 2T A & APEo] B Aol
{Geuts et al, 1996),

AFEzAL JZAAYG AR B A5AE-S
geg 3 AR, TFFA 0 Y, A% {4
A, 28 B4 Al 24 Apole] gty BAlEo] ¥
o], N7AAY 4 A7 S5 S T A
A(motor processes), ANAA|, ARA), TH8H ZRAE X
el A, A 9 e 2ds e AR 458 &
B 7124 F= 583 U Rd g HPA A
# A3y 543 DA A& & YTk Shumway-
Cook & Woollacott, 1995), Rombergt AJ2o] AMR g =4
o] 293 JP2 £ o, ojulie AT F= A
FEE FE A7 7ol g J7ES Bol 3 HiH
£ 38 8 AR NS AdeAU b g
Ao g Al AAE S posural sway)7t B7HEE A
3} o] A|Zo] QA THZANM $HE ARATE ol
Ath(Black et al, 1982). AT THEHLFA o] 4=
gL e SR AGES, AT e, R A
7} A dojutt, SRR S RS 22| AF £
E9& 248 n@d |, Ao 29 EEHE 24
3o}, AAELE TF, $3% (mobility) G8THHughes
et al, 1996),

ZYH A 95 8AES Agslrlo g4 AEE3iL et
3 RS B3 falel A4 Bl 7lodsle 848 4%
oM o A ABE AY & 5 U3, BE Y
o B9 RE 02 A 2AE TR Ag3oF A4
HEFH30) AP35 NE AA 9] BEE S
o W, 715 g A ¢ 1T 27| A8 AgAE
E gZ o2 EA7t Al ANALE T, YAgR &
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7} k5] o) Fo)F 5 Q= 3= Aot M) AallA
© A4 1% B AF B ulete Wlstel 54 29
BhEE S Prtel did Are 4 5 At

ojol & A7, B3} 2584 AH € 54 7T
FE Hja EHe) A8 A & a7 E5e A
At gAe) AY R F7 FE T3 FAAA oM A
A3 A7} AAE 20l vIX= G} ] A€ Deldte]
TR ep) A T4 $HYE Fol AFAAE 58§
252 Golry] 417 Aok,

IT, 9
1. A7

B e 20024 7958 2002394714 B gtw
E¥ZPEda 852 38 542 dY == oY 59
AFE WY Y= WAF 0HL EToEs g A2 4
ZF 859 Eo] Q1 AA] A7 A% WS AL E
39iet, A8 2002 740 Au)AFE § F 2002 8K
A 98 G AL 6ovg ol th3le] B A AlEic

AT 2P APHolA o3k 20019 FTEAE B
gtoj ohga} 2 20 S AN B Bl o g
35l

DZA713e) it gl ojujF Ao 2 Ao] Q=

2},
22738 0.2 Fol7} fie= AL
INAH2E Aoz} QL 871% 2 AW F5ol gl
A,
93 )74 o 2 F3hA|ol| Helsta EA7} g A
SIERACE 71 YA FA7} 7153 AL

2, 9P &=
B A7NE ANZY 24 FA)e) AFAA L ¢

ol27] 918 SAKAIAHJapan)ollAl AZHE Active Balancer
System(EAB-100)8 AMg-8tth. o] £47]7E Note

Computers} F=WE HFE 23 #(display monitor) T A

Ado] i, el AFE 238 AE(detecton)s}

dAzdde] dpodale] 3A71daY9 54971428 2 A

FAANREE wke] JA7L A3t HPEHE AFE &

3 A $x3 € 2YENA AldH g HUBAE
A& 4 e Aol

3. 7

B a7 A EejAgAe) AUl 9] #4S &
A} BHEE A GA 7P Bl e I i
Ao} BAe FUF FA FUES U B Aolg F
33 ok, 43L A1 Pk gutEel 54
£ Golu] 9J3] CASAHKorea)] AAAIZAIE o] 83t &
319 AL FANICAHAmerica)?] 217354 7] (measuring
sysiem)& o}-g3te] 2431}, 1 AAAUGlAl B9
EA3} JRo) i HE 3n 97 BREo] a7 ol
AR 228 AYT A BAE deiF7] A3 A
B3l F Agatorct

A e v 28 SAE A3

D& & 7% 29 YA E parallel leg3lAl 31 2584
94' A1) A d¥ AM T a0 sl ol

P2 7 - wko] $JA)E parallel legBlA 31 853

Z]'Qr 231 AR a3 AAE L) disl Lot

35 713A] o] X8 21 30cme] A]olA e ]
A& parallel leg AAE 3t 4 AFAAET F4lo]
A8 &A%t 258} Y AFHEN}
&3} AN FLE Goli},

4)8% ZZ(axis leg, shank) 3449} Wg DAE} L HIEE
(nonaxis leg, antishank)3}A] 2 W S (step)s 27| 3
BRI #A5Y 580l ddle] ot

4, B 9

B a7 43 249 498 1338t AFEd o
&3k 3 SPSS/PC 10,1 FAZE1HE o] §3to] FAIAE 3}



R TAHL W82 ThEst 2,

DES &3S, 22 3% 85819 Agele] a9y
Zojmm), FAAH mm2)ol i3t Bt 7 BAg 73}
I 5 37ke] 2po]i= independent testE 0|83 5ir

)8 58} BAle] AT A& FA oA Y
Folg Wwas] g5 223 w22e FEHF
(average roady&S ZAste By HxE Filn F
Azt z}ol= independent testE o] &-31ch,

3858 ARAeM FHY L AAdq e F
A 71928 RN AR Kmm/seo), A4 53
ARKmm/sec) & EA8H] Fts} HAE 78k F 3
£k7ke] Alo| = independent ttestE |- 834t}

AR FE()2 0,058 314},

1, 2

1. A2} g diha e 54

AU 8 53Ae] drA]l B4 kg B9 2o
(Table 1), A7UA OBF F4aa} A2 242} 3084
ojdo, AATaA Hao|= 3574, AL
167, 7cm, PR F-L 63, 8kg, B H A7) 24, 3emo] Ak, #
ApolA Baitol= 35,94, HHAAL 160.0cm, BA|F
2 64.3kg, B 1= 24, 2emo] AT}

Table 1. General characteristics of subjects

(N=60)
Category Normal L3P

Variables No (%) No (%)
Gender Male 16(26.7) 16(26.7)
Female 14(23.3) 14(23.3)

Total 30(50.0) 30(50,0)

Agelyear) 200 8(13.4) 8(13.4)
3039 11(18.3) 11(18.3)

4049 11(18.3) 11(18,3)
3»5.317.7 359188

Height(em) 150-159 58.5) 7119
160-169 10(16.9) 13(25.3)
170-179 11(18.5) 8(13.5)
180-189 168 0(0.0)
1677183 160.0£27.8'
Weight(kg) 4049 3(5.1) 5(8.4)
5059 8(13.0) 46.8)
60-69 12(20.4) 10(17.0)
7079 35.1) 9(15.3)
80-89 35.1) 23.4)
(3.9110.4' 64,4105
Shoe sizelcm)  20,0-25,0 H31.6) 21(35.0)
25,5270 11(18.4) 9%(15.0)
243%15 242412

MeanSD{(meantstandard deviation)
LBP: low back pain

2. T8 B A AR A AHAY
ol

S man AEuo) $E e AA 02Fd AA
AL A8 23 Al d9AFLolE 19.51mm
AT FATe] FARDOE 23.90mmT AT B
Ao} & o] wgton, BAALER f& Zol7} U
Thp < 0,001)(Table 2).

FHA e A4FE 115.01mm2e] H5 AT S
21242mm2 8 ol vla) ko SAH 2 fold A}
o]7} UTHp € 0.001)(Table 2),

Table 2, Unit path length, Circumference area of subjects with

H

—_—

eyes opened
Variables Nomul(MeanESD)  [BP(MeantSD)  t-value
Unit path length 19.51£1,91 23,89%3.48 £.031+
Circumference area 115,01£50.89 212.42184.46 3410

*n(0,001

58S 243 A7 AN dAF ol 22.90mm
A Ao SAF Dol 29.47mmE #Ae] S
AZoly} & o] Egton BAH 2T fofdt Abol7t it
(p< 0.001)(Table 3).

FA - o] 207.03mm’0| 3L FAT-E 318, 20mm’
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2 #ATY o] F E3ton AN T foJdh 2}
07} UATHp < 0.05)(Table 3),

Al 3] 8d-5do|8sep)yE APt FARIE ST 2
¥ 8FHATO] w3kor], FAHCZE feldt Zol7t 9l

Table 3. Unit path length, Circumference area of subjects with ~ $IEKp < 0.001)(Table 5),
eyes closed Table 5, Step evaluation of subjects with dynamic balance
Variables Nomal(Mean+SD)  IBP(MeanSD)  tvalue Variables Normal(Mean£SD)  LBP(MeantSD)  tvalue
Unit path length 22.90%3,02 9.47£6,55 4.999% Step evaluation(ant,) 1,27£0.34 2,050.67 5,740
Circumference area 207,031104,20 38202091 -2.680 Step evaluation(post,) 1.6010.36 2.10%0.70 3474
Step time 2091+284 #.2513.01 5,738

* p<0.05,*p(0.001

4, Weight bearing, Stabilometry length of
subjects with static balance

FEE A 1A 0N A2 BT 29 AFAA)
a_rﬂr THIEARNE $HE BAANEY HIEE AFAA

2 999011 FAT Y HIEF AFARGL 2902 &
A HlEE AFAR G| E eltor] $AMo g
Fol& Zol7} UATHP < 0.05)(Table 4). £F AFA| A&}
Ae A0l 50.37601 2 BAkio] 46.93%= Ao &
A vesger FAH2E f94% 207} AA%p
<0.05)(Table 4),

FHoIFAZE B0l 555.03mmol L FAFo]
708.51mm FAlro] YT #A e o AL
2 frofgt Zol7l AATHp < 0.05)(Table 4),

Table 4. Weight bearing, Stabilometry length of subjects with
static balance

Variables

NomaliMcan$D)  EBP(MeantSD) t-value

* p<0,05,p{0.001

6. 7/dTollA TR, H9tA] A A EE 9
H]ﬂ

RN F& =AY 7 39 a9l Fdo] gl5H 3
2 FAZLE F2lg Zo)7} IATHp € 0.001)(Table 6),
Table 6, Static balance control of E.O&E.C with normal

subjects
Variables Eyes open(MeantSD)Eyes dose (MeantSD)  F
Unit path length 19.51£1.91 22.90%2,9 27.245"
Circumference area 115,01£50.89 207.03%104,20 18886
*p{0.001

7. BAkZAM A, sighA] A ANTR
B]"I

AN £ =AY 7 AS @943l p
€0.000), &}FAA(P< 0,059 FAH L= F2J3 2lo)7} 9l
9cHTable 7).

antishank weight bearing 49.90£1.18 52931305 -5.077 , . . .
Shank wcigﬁ}:nmi:b 50374125 69331 5568 Table 7. Static balance control of E.O&E,C with LBP subjects
Stbilometry length 553.08+71,99  708.51E184.21 -4.306" Variables Eyes open(MeanSD)Lyes dose (Mean®SD)  IF
up (0,(X)1 tnit path length 23.89+3.48 29471655 16,952+

Circumference arca 212.42184.16 31820220091 7.005*

5. Step evaluation of subjects with dynamic halance

FEZ A AN 55 DAL NEES 39
et @2 A HeHo| (sep)riRhe £33 A3}
8FEAT] 25 EXom 7 JY P xoje 54
2 0 2 frolgh Aol 7} UATHp < 0.001)(Table 5),

et GA2e] 3 Ao sep)ARhe S4% 27t 2
FRAL] ghon, BARcRE fold Zolrt YAHp
€0.05)(Table 5).

et @Az 2520l FAAAE A 32 $7o]

* p<0.05, #p(0.001

v, 118

452 & A% YA §oi7} ozt 874K e}
e Qe FETFTE AN Bk gol=M F2
93T 5, HAA0] Brie Al2d 23031 AR
el %H o yehhe $5555E $48H: golodt



(Fre8urd, 1997). 38 FHTSe] Zelofsh 413
L 71559 4 &5 A T 79900 A43)n o]
A3 A AN BMAE IR 853 £949 FY
g 25t AA o) BHEE g K oster & fulton, 1991;
delisa, 1993). 8- W& 711A AAAAEA AHlF
7h u1AA ZA, F, AEAEA 89l B2 wadiAl 5
ojn] FAVL A2 99lo g Y, A%, AFFoltHCassidy
& Wedge, 1988), YA 158 4)9] oozt & agl
2 7hEE vk uy, 2820 i dFAV) &
5 #EgRlo g A4Ftta R F Hol Sk 5,
1995), YerA 0 2 AFol wpE FFFA] 59 2ol ¢lck
1 B ILE O vKMaki et al, 1990), Y Z F(1998)¢] Q7
AN Gt 8RR 58l o]} ATt

THFA 5L AR T T static balance)d AT
(dynamic halance) 2.2 ¥-2l=lo] FHE & it} AT FH
A w8 Ao Zbo|7} flA, 54 7R THE B
7ol ZFol7} QRTHWolison et al, 1994), 8 8-& 249 &
o] 5FHOE FEYSY AL F JL, TFHYU 5L
FH0| 7RIA = S AL EN 858 S
T UTHCailliet, 1995). Q7o P52 AME deix, 1
AR AFEA-E E5EL Utk 2S¢ 4 ek o)8d
EEHL AR AY AAE F AN AAg Bl E 85
o] A1 2A ofdt Rojh o787 2 gu), 1997),

Al BYA] 74 71849 a4+ HE 789 &
A9} FE3A|Tke) AL HAG T3] Ao 3
o] Xgsjolaitt, AMTH ] 28 L H4ualAlel £330
Aol oJaf Auijk= oln] A 24| 24 HHel o8] 2A
P wor Fo] 83 7 FHoM Y 2885 JsiM
E AREY 282 AARA AFEE 24 71 F
FABAS B2 A ] o F9lelx e Y Zo 9
&) theFalzIckBhatiacharya et al, 1991), A3A<Q] H ol
B9 $3UE AR AN HAgke] AA9] EEFLE
WIEHE FAE 7 UE 58S Do SR AN 2h
TR A3 E et AdS e sk FHU EF
710l o AsE A, HHA Y v A gty
Aol s dol= #8-& FA 18 AAlE Bdal
o] $&o] 1 glth(eong BY, 1991). A3 delolr{e] #H&

BARog 49 A 2 2 gr&F A center of
pressure, COP)o] Zglo] Hal3li &55Y v it oy
2 2 A A Sl vl Lag e s A&ty
Yo vk E(excursion)S o1F3tL 3loH ol Fo $34
& AR F= 285 ASAQ 557 o|$ke] ZF uF
d Aoz deA lthMurray, 1975).

1851'd Rhombergdll 23 A= dele] 71iAAol digt ¢
AR Axpo] 1¢te 38 #3HA 58& F/RIAY o
okt 2244 2 A%4A oPdE Wik £-83 AME
sjojgor} Bo| £ A/|o Y@ FFH EHL & F
At A EEF) FAL AA Y FAIFAY HRE 4
A AA3L) olelE Bt offe} AlelM FHE FA3]
93 Frolghs B2 FE FoM T gR-Eute] Fo] £3US
7Fs81A steg 7hesh ko 2= E Ul Uol
e A4 e 3-8-2 ozt offtha deiAirhHorak,
1987). §50l@ 71R1¢] $5 QAo et =7le At e
7] gl 1 BEE EA8717h o Frhwall & Melzack,
1980). 18N §5% 3, Auslshr] f3) 53 Al E o
g3to] AAE Al g dEle AFAAEES &
A7) el weks 237] LimloaderE 014381 24 B4
3 A3} 553 Aol 42.18%, F-553 A0l 56,807} A
2o} A 259 1480671 Fo] e 3A ol AA AR
Aoz 23 BN ofd AFA A& Ao|7t F
Zo] Alha AgE tf @Bol Yehkor olggt Ade= &
59 8 3449 550l 858k AA Ao FFE 9] A
E 829E 398 & JIAHETYT i, 1999). 4
3 Y24 E SN AR7E, AAR R, nhdd, 28
A7 281 ANFEEe] FER L] A7HM(Wemick-
Robinson et al, 1999), A5 97} A8 8o @At 3
on) NZ& 710l 83 AR B3} GirkEkdahl et al,
1989). o|F LHTEARLL K, A 2 AA 3l
£ 71448 44 7)(mechano- receptors)of} A &3} ltf 2] &
Aol 2%, #e 94 ¢ A 4E AABdA . #d
2o gl 71AA 871 ASAJA AT oA
Axo] whg} quick-adapting(QA)Z slow-adapiing(SA)G~&A]
o ¥ FF2 U QasAle 38R &Y E, sA
FgAE AR X7 583 JFE Fhe AR

ol.0.
=1
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G AAcHlephart et al, 1998), AATY S FAE 7179
A, B 5 QAe] 2E F3A] W49 715 0ltHBrandt
et al, 1991).24) m|te] o} FolA] A|Z-& Al ¥ 9%
o] gATt, 20~60M 9] AU T& Fod Aol
30%gAE L, o] Al7]el AlZte] FoAL ARF o2 FY)%t
o 60A) o) :IE9] 7% & 7o QgAo] szt
ot o] A7) AL dBRA - S8 % AR 2
Bt Pyykko et al, 1990),

gt AEX8A ALY 89 ke BAle 7%
Hrtol qlo} F43 R o g t}Fo)R) 3L 9rHCass et al,
190). AT BT FhPiees AR dEe §
g o]t WhlF AEZAAE AN Wl o2 Yol
(Wade, 1992). o|& = FA d¥5Yol that FFA ¥
717} 7Fs3l7] vhigel 32 Bol T =oAL gItkDelisa,
1993). §%0] FAF el FHAQ i Fo|ng A7} 310
g &Ao] FasiAgt 1 AT} el o Bol B
on, F8A Wl 2 Ao H2 w3l &t
3 kS 52 BAl 502 8 1 AR o) g Uyt
3] Aojrt F4) EAPE A3, 1983). 71PAAE 31
A} AZkolA Q) D3-S T BAYE o) Weg §
T BRHE AAlolt). ofejdt A&ARQ] 2 &5 AHHY
A= AdE, 34E 28n FHUGMY AT
{(body sway)& L o.7Ithisakov et al, 1992), 7| gAA= 4
A AA ol Fe Fo] AMFE A Aol
B2 dREL R FAEE Id 559 Aol ofd 55
i aQle] TS sty vhA AHan 2A 2 Ag
U5 28-S 53 N2E AFHU 2HE /g + %
o} 3HItHGottieb H 5, 1982),

V.2&

€ 97 SR M AR, FHTE A
o} doli7|eia] AABte AT A 308
I 5¥3F Lol et EgXgE g 84
3078& t 322 200213 7878 997HA] S At o

9 22 28 AU

L 5% E A A2 A2 gA8 ol Y
0] 19.51mm, BEATo] 23.80mmo| L, 9JF WAL 4
o] 115.01mm’, FA}o| 212.92mm’ 02 froJ3HA|
EUTHP< 0.001),

RS A S AT fA e del A= A8
T0] 22.9mm, FAF0] 29 47mmo]3(p € 0,001), YF
AT AARFo| 207.03mm, FA}F0] 318.20mmE &
Ap-o] frofahAl =3k thp < 0.05).

AR EG BATY] AFAAEL AT H[FFo]
49.90%, BAE B|&F 0| 52,93%2 FARLOA FF0
gl H[&Z 0] AFAAZF BRLH(p< 0.001), FEA
A& o] 50.37%, FAFiro| 46.93%2 FAldol
A 850 e 5 AFAA AATHP 0.001). 2
i FAolFAE ATl 555.03mm, FATo|
708,51mmz xpTo| freldtAl E3eHp < 0.001),

4. FATYI 552 1L HIEEE S He e
ZAEt ALAE AR ] 1.27, FATL 2.05
2 fo3atolr} YA aLp < 0.001), FHHEE A7k A
AEL 1.6, BAZL 2.12 98 Hol7t AHp
0,05, Z&Ho] FAAFY AR BAele] 20.91, FA}
T0] 34,258 F-2J3 2ol 7} I %Arkp < 0.001),

5. QA2 AR AATEL GlHF o], A oA
Felg o)z} YA 2H(p < 0,001), FrlolA B4
HZ0|(p < 0.001),2FHA (P 0.05% F2ld Aol7}
A,

no

wjtA] £ A7E F4 ol ofhd AT SAbT A
L0, 704, BAS= AR, FAFPAR] A
FAErt v S7RIAeH, AFAAE e v)3 dAke
o] Hl&Zd) B AFL A AL B v T3] Sle
%% 3Ald) Aol FHA AXBE ¢ 7 Uk AFAAL
ZZ 3170 A7} 9 = AL B v T A5t
Aol Hjg) BAhEol RS G AL, WHE FYARE
= B0l 298 A& & YU AAAAF .9 v
T BABAE T3} 716 ulE EHFoeHN BAA
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At FARA FAA] AAAATLE BT F i 2
2l AR sk Ak ke 7129 olghd AL

= Y] o2l ARAR] FheTolng A &
T BAA A AAS} FH o e X 8RS AR 48
& AR AN-E 5 QlE Ao wtse gro g QA
olHj& ArkEo] §-80] Fu3| o] Folzot H Aoz Algd
.
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