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(HE] HE #Hibhemin/ B4 m ik /i (LMR) 5 4k 37 & fo /& 5% 5% (HDCP) #9 48 % M, FiE
A2 2013 % 1 A £ 2017 12 RAEKR WS RAER L5748 4 HDCP # %% 366 4] CGR#l ), L IR F

MEZE SRR T L ERASFEAZ 43 692 1 A3t B, kEHmA £S5 HDCP 48 % 49 = a4 & % A 35
## % LMR . WBC, PRI E 5 (NEUTY%) 3 A KEMAEIIF,HAH £ 30345 HDCP #4748 % % 5
#.HEME LMR 5 HDCP #9484k, R w5 RBALmmieR R R mkRERE, £F L%+
FENL(P>0.05); BAM oG58 FRIMI(AFD A EE RARRAEBHE(ALT) RNMLARRAKLEH
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MO iR, £ FH % FEL(P<0.05), = Logistic 924 % 87 & &G WE ., £/E NEUTY,
LMR 5 HDCP ¥4 X A A e — 2t EAB % % 2 (B>0,P<{0.05), %M Logistic HA %4 R E T+ h/E AE4G.
NEUT% .LMR 5 HDCP ® &4 E 48 % (B>0,P<0.05), &1 HDCP &% LMR & FE% 34, LM% %
R EAREI MM m, LMR & T 3.95 & &8 HDCP #9 & 4,
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Analysis on factors related to hypertensive disorder complicating pregnancy
SHI Xian,DENG Xinru,ZHONG Xiaocui »ZHANG Qi ,DONG Xiaojing®
(Department of Gynecology and Obstetrics sthe Second Affiliated Hospital of Chongqging
Medical University ,Chongqing 400010,China)

[Abstract] Objective To study the correlation between lymphocytes/monocytes ratio(LMR) and hy-
pertensive disorder complicating pregnancy(HDCP). Methods A total of 366 patients with prenatal examina-
tion or hospitalization diagnosed as HDCP in this hospital from January 2013 to December 2017 were selected
as the case group and contemporaneous 692 pregnant parturients with delivery in this hospital without compli-
cations and concomitant diseases were selected as the control group. The HDCP related prenatal examination
common indexes and 3 inflammation related indexes of LMR, WBC count,neutrophilic granulocyte percentage
(NEUT%) were collected. The different indexes and HDCP conducted the correlation analysis. The correla-
tion between LMR and HDCP was evaluated. Results The monocytes number and increased BMI during
pregnancy had no statistical difference between the case group and control group(P>>0. 05) ; the age,amniotic
fluid index CAFI) , urine protein, ALT, AST, total bile acid, creatinine, BMI at delivery, blood pressure, new
born body mass,Apgar score, WBC count, NEUT % , LMR and lymphocytes had statistical differences between
the two groups(P<C0. 05). The binary Logistic regression results showed that urine protein, creatinine, blood
pressure, NEUT Y% and LMR had a certain positive correlation with the HDCP occurrence (B>>0, P <C0. 05).
The multiterm Logistic regression results showed that blood pressure,urine protein, NEUT% and LMR were
correlated with the HDCP severity(B>>0,P<C0. 05). Conclusion LMR in HDCP patients is higher than that
in the normal pregnant women, moreover the LMR value is increased with the disease severity increase. LMR
higher than 3. 95 needs to be alert to the HDCP occurrence.

[Key words] hypertension,pregnancy-induced;lymphocyte/monocyte ratio;correlation analysis
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U B A 25 109 6 95 (HDCP) J2 5 350 42 77 1 A1 21
JLIRBE R T ) B B R N 22— % 4R Y T
s A B L A B = R AR LS T R A0
W, AW B IR A RS HDCP
(A I, X6 9% 2H 5 s 1 AT R 0 B T K i, DA s
FlAMR LR R &5 R, HarE WA 24 A A
14 2 0 2 Tl R < R B BE A U7 L B8 e AT A . HDCP
AT BE R 5 R AH DG I $2 05 . Ik UL 400 i 5 BR A% A0 i 4K
4 HE AR CLIMIRO S — il 1) 28 i b s 0 L 7= Bl 1R v
WARBE T ZH N, AR B ENR LMR 5
HDCP B HH M

1 #ER5HZE

1.1 —fF#H

YERE 2013 4E 1 H & 2017 4F 12 A LEARBE 7™ R 16
i fE R IG YT 2 W HDCP 1Y H &% 366 151 G il 4D .
AEWS 18~43 %, 44 (30, 93 £5. 40) %, 2 Wi bR i .
(D IR 5 L s, 9 4 4% 20 J& 5 i R T &5 . i 46 TR
KF%HT 140 mm Hg F(HDEF K E K TETF 90 mm
Hg., (OREFWATH, fF45 HDCP. HEA 24 h IRE
HaERKT 0.3 g FHLUREMA(+H) . (HEETFH
HOH L A5 & F O B0 30 o R R 22 T L A I I /N AR
A F DR FE E DR K BT & AR 1 R A
28 22 G0 S o BOORE AL A AR o < 7 G A B
fEBEIRIT 2 W HDCP B . HEBR 45 #E . (1) HDCP
rh RS T g I I 2 D B A iR A T8 1 s i
JE 5 (2) ¥R YR ATI2 Wi A 0o Ji 10048 2 9 5 (3) 4= By 45 A6
B ARG () HUR B T R ST E 5 (5) B IR B XU
G PEPI 5 (6) XUIA 4T U 55 . 18 B[R] 00 78 AR Be 49 1k 1Y
ToIT K& AE 8% & IF 5 /Y 22 77 40, Fi A i B Ta) 2R AT HE T
Ji o 2R FH B ATL B30T i AL 26 B0 7 i A A 15 8. 58 36 1Y 42 7
VR R X R, A WF S R s I 20 50 IRZE 1 2
VC i Xof R fe 28 56 B 692 1] 28 7= {0 VE S X BR 41, 4F i
18~45 % . F-41(31.68+4.48) % ,

1.2 7%

WS B 955 91 28 % % HR 20 5 HDCP AH 56 14 77 i 6 3
FHHE 4R B LMR, WBC, H %7 4l it & 43 b (NEUT %) 3
A JAEAH O HE B 0 I IR 55 8}, AT 22 F bR LU, A 22
S48 bR 5 HDCP #4751 0 Hr, - i 5 s 5
HDCP # #5138 r 2647 =50 15105 40 8, F — 2 4F
25 HDCP WA M. HHR s HDCP ™ & 2 %

FTREF 2020 F 2 A% 49 5% 34

I B 4 43k 3 A G i U R i R L L o R A
R FATHHAL, 3 Nl 5 X A dE A7 2 4L 1) iy 22
S LB R G A K 2 I (el I 43 A, T 5 4% 04
br5 HDCP ™ # 2 & i AH G M. IEW] LMR 5 HD-
CP Mttt )E . 2 ROC g4k, AR 3l 29 B 38 8 5 &
BRI AE . PR 9] 2 L e A B 2 R A 2 R R
B AW FANAEM A P Ak & dg b th AT 0E 58, )
S IRE A N EMER AL /M 0,0.5,1.0,2.0.3.0 7
IR — A+ —
1.3 %itgam

N SPSS22 Geit 84 AT e it o b . ISR
% H Kolmogorov-Smirnov # %, — JC L3 IE &40
MR R ¢ K5, 9 1E 2 4 1 % kB >R H Mann-
Whitney U ¥ 55 ; 230 b2 1E 25 43 A 95 8L R FH 7 22 93
B, AF IE 25 43 45 %% B % FH Jonckheere-Terpstra %5 46
Kruskal-Wallis 6 36 ; 2 K 2% 45 3¢ 14 % H] Spearman £
45 . Z 2 AH MR H Z0C Logistic M1 & 2 3 Logis-
tic BITAGE , L P<<0. 05 22 5A Giit2 a7 L.

2 &5 ES

2.1 JRpl4L 5 5T RB a4l K AR AR LR

I 191 41 5 0 TR PR A A M A R A B G A4 o
Fe#s, 22 R I0 G243 L (P =>0. 05) 5 4 41 X% 4 1 4
1% KB (AFD R E H ALTVAST, SH R .
JULEF L 43 868 B A 5 2 45 B0 (BMD) | IfiL R L 87 A2 LR &
Apgar P43, WBC, NEUT% . LMR, # 2 41 g %% 1t
B.ESHA5ITHE X (P<0.05, L% 1,

BMI L 4E#% \WBC.NEUT % . LMR ., Jk E 48 s 5 5
HDCP fE1E A Xk (P <<0. 05) , i 4E i NEUT % 5
HDCP & 486 (»<<0,P<C0. 05) ; BMI,WBC,LMR
ME %S HDCP R IE A 56 (»>0,P<C0.05), X
5 HDCP # X048 ¥R 4T —JC Logistic 8110434, A
WL 20 LMR 2[R A7 76 41k G & L B 3 oy
AR AT Logistic [M1IH 40 A, 43 2 P ¥k #2847 [0 19 43
Mo 43 S A R B2 40 11 %50, LMIR A9 [ U1 49 A, A5 750 401
AR P=0.000, R Gt 52 L, B )H 45
WL 2, BMIEF IR —JC Logistic [0 3437 45 5 M BE 1
255 M AHSCHE A3 BT A5 R A M B B A i S
HDCP JoAH &4 (P >>0. 05) ,fHH LMR 5 HDCP &
M (P <C0. 05) R B 4122 1 LMR & T X 18 4 22
H(B=>0,P<C0.05),

*1 R 14 53 B4 HDCP X $EiRIE &

R4 Tl

WH 4 P
n /M KAl zEs n i/ ME ICNIEN TEs

Y54 e (mm Hg) 692 80. 00 154. 00 112. 89+10. 36 366 110.00 253.00 153.12422.68  —22.46  0.00

#Fk HE (mm Hg) 692 53.00 97. 00 74.6248.57 366 78.00 157. 00 100. 27413. 85 —20.91  0.00
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gR1 ROASRAMEKIERLE

popickisl R
HiH Z P
n o IR/ME N T n /ME SCIN:H Tt
JREH 692 0 3.00 0.1840. 41 366 0 3.00 1.65+1.20 —20.16  0.00
LMR 692 0.02 8.10 3.319%1.076 366 0.39 15. 83 4.35+1.94 —12.30  0.00
REL AR (<107 /1) 692 0.63 2.75 1. 486+0. 353 366 0.37 6.48 1.81+0.66 —0.78  0.00
AT R(X10° /1) 692 0.11 1.65 0. 4800, 146 366 0.05 1.90 0.47+0. 21 —0.93  0.35
IR () 692 18.00 45. 00 31. 684,48 366 18. 00 43.00 30. 935,40 —2.65  0.00
ZE AR b (k) 421 2.00 30. 00 14. 28+4.18 194 —2.00 40. 00 14. 44+5. 93 —0.81  0.52
BMI 336 18.00 37.00 26. 8443, 22 171 21.00 41.00 29.06+4. 33 —6.67  0.00
ALT(p/L) 692 1,00 264.00 17. 114£20. 94 366 2.00 1 065.00 33.3266. 77 —3.64  0.00
AST (/1) 692 100 26400 19. 0917, 47 366 4,00 703.00 35.15452.32  —11.52  0.00
SBTFR (pmol /L) 692 0.10 22.00 2.67+2.21 366 0.10  133.80 5.092+8.42 —7.54  0.00
VLA (ol /1) 692 12.90  153.20 49.42+12.08 366 20.60  305.20 68. 2230. 99 —12.26  0.00
AFI(mm) 495 26.00  420.00 137. 4842, 26 286 0 222. 00 121. 7942, 96 —5.17  0.00
E i EDIRENGE €] 692 1490.00 4 450.00 3 296. 40425, 10 366 1470.00 4 400.00 2395.404920.10  —10.90  0.00
Apgar 1 min 692 5. 00 10. 00 9.930. 34 366 1.00 10. 00 8.7242.83 —13.13  0.00
Apgar 5 min 692 7.00 10. 00 9.96+0.16 366 1.00 10. 00 9.4941.13 —11.12  0.00
WBC(X10° /1) 692 3. 60 25. 62 8.8242. 26 366 4,47 24. 09 9.5542.86 —3.55  0.00
NEUT%( %) 692 42.60 89. 60 75. 375, 67 366 48.50 95. 00 74.14+7.78 —2.01  0.00
x2 Z It Logistic B/ R
. F A8 458 5 HDCP I A Ik B 41 i 250 & 45455 HDCPUINA LMR)
o B SE Wald df P OR B SE Wald df P OR
AR —0.070 0.047  2.260 1 0.133  0.932 —0.076 0.049  2.382 1 0.123  0.927
REH 1.413 0.387 13.311 1 0.000 4,109 1.256 0.415  9.16 1 0.002  3.512
ALT —0.008 0.014  0.347 1 0.556  0.992 0.007 0.015  0.212 1 0.645  1.007
AST 0.016 0.020  0.663 1 0.416 1.016 —0.006 0.021  0.082 1 0.775  0.994
BT R 0.083 0.078 1.146 1 0.284 1.087 0.087 0.093  0.885 1 0.347 1.091
WLTEF 0.034 0.014 5.554 1 0.018  1.034 0.030 0.014  4.455 1 0.035 1.031
AFI —0.010 0.005 3.519 1 0.061  0.990 —0.007 0.006 1.31 1 0.252  0.993
BMI 0.141 0.067  4.399 1 0.036  1.151 0.117 0.071  2.752 1 0.097 1.124
Y& iR 0.125 0.020 39.595 1 0.000  1.134 0.152 0.023 42.64 1 0.000  1.164
FF 5K 0.076 0.023 10.893 1 0.001  1.079 0.095 0.025 14.628 1 0.000  1.100
AR LA T —0.001 0.001 3.112 1 0.078  0.999 —0.001 0.001  2.808 1 0.094  0.999
Apgar 1 min 0.660 0.987  0.447 1 0.504  1.935 0.357 1.398  0.065 1 0.799  1.428
Apgar 5 min —0.540 0.977  0.305 1 0.581  0.583 —0.164 1.392  0.014 1 0.906  0.849
WBC 0.037 0.042  0.792 1 0.374 1.038 0.049 0.037 1.808 1 0.179  1.051
NEUTY% 0.072 0.032 5.174 1 0.023 1.074 0.112 0.040  7.841 1 0.005 1.118
T 2 44 i 5 0.604 0.455 1.758 1 0.185  1.829 — — — — — —
LMR — — — — — — 1.075 0.222 23.476 1 0.000  2.929
2.2 AW AL xRN % 4008 48 K 38 AT AR B2z S 25 5 0 7R A% 0 4 2 40 40 o 4 B K R A
WEORI N S 4 PR AT A L PR AT MR R S R RS L (P >0, 05) ; 45 4[] 4R
BWHEAR G X IR AT 22 A R, WK 3, Adehn B REH VALTAST  GH R L LS . AFT, BMI, Ifil

WARTFEIER A0 R Jonckheere-Terpstra K543 He B Az LR B4 L Apgar #F4r . WBC.NEUT % |
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*3 5 0 % 0 20 5 3t BR 4 19 &5 4H 1B 4B X AR AR L 3R]
i, S YRIY  IfLFE2E SR LIECES] COL R IEE)

H n HUME RKR(E xts n RME ROKRE xts n RME RKRE xts i
ERIIED) 70 23.00  43.00 31.16+4. 85 62 23.00 42,00 31.35+4.,82 234 18,00  43.00 30. 6245, 45 0.01
PREE A 70 0.00 3.00 0. 25740, 50 62 0.00 3.00 0.870. 89 234 0.00 3.00 1.794+1.25 0.00
ALT(/L) 70 2,00 113.00 14. 81414, 28 62 2.00 167.00 19. 807426, 66 234 4.00 1065.00 36.8673.39  0.00
AST(r/L) 70 9.00  258.00 21.28+24. 30 62 4.00  104.00 22.47+17.19 231 10.00  703.00 38.48+57.68  0.00
SR (pumol / 1) 70 0.20  25.90 3.2143.17 62 0. 20. 80 3.514-3.87 234 0.10 133.80 5.5049. 20 0.00
JLBF(pemol /1) 70 27.50 106,00 54,33+14.25 62 32.20 103,40 54, 54+12. 87 234 20.60  305.20 71.63+33.19  0.00
ZR S B IR Tt (k) 16 5.00  30.00 13. 784,69 49 —2.00  32.50 15.32+6. 22 201 3.50  40.00 14,105, 82 0. 38
AFI(mm) 38 63.00  207.00 124. 617=37. 00 44 44,00 222.00 128. 6043, 43 197 0.00  221.00 119.84=42.71  0.00
BMI 42 20,20  42.52 28.3844. 00 47 21.48  39.96 29.75+4, 02 186 21.23  41.02 28.59+3.75 0. 00
e (mm Hg) 70 106.00  174.00 140, 04+13. 89 62 104.00 175,00 138.65+13. 11 234 70.00  253.00 154.26224,.50  0.00
#F 3K JE (mm He) 70 65.00  119.00 90. 099, 63 62 10.00  130.00 89. 8215, 27 234 49.00  157.00 100.65415.85  0.00
B LA R () 70 1240.00 4300.00 3 191.67+458.88 62 1180.00 4 300.00 3 180.34+576.61 234 147.00 4 400.00 2 182.14+881.90  0.00
Apgar 1 min 70 0.00  10.00 9.841.24 62 0.00  10.00 9.76-+1.34 234 0.00  10.00 7.34+3.46 0.00
Apgar 5 min 70 0.00 10. 00 9.84+1.21 62 0.00 10. 00 9.83+1.31 234 0.00 10. 00 8.2143.25 0.00
WBC(x10° /1) 70 521 17.12 9,202, 54 62 4.60 1563 8,892, 34 234 4,32 24.09 9.69-2,97 0. 00
NEUTY% (%) 70 57.60  89.40 76. 245, 66 62 5710  95.00 73.936. 46 234 11.50  91.80 74,0548, 71 0.02
LMR 70 144 7.56 3.93+1.28 62 .66  10.77 4.35+1.52 230 0.39 2100 4,472, 34 0.00
LA E (< 10° /1) 70 0.75 2.96 1.66-0.48 62 0.69 3.34 1.700.49 234 0.37 6.48 1.8340.68 0. 00
A (<107 /1) 70 0.13 1.01 0.44740.17 62 0.10 1.16 0.45+0,17 234 0.08 1.90 0,490, 22 0.07

X MR 2H — i e T AR B R 3k — R A

LMR. A M8 b, Z 7 WA G it 3 L (P<
0.05), W% 3,

AEWE CAFT OB A LR BT i L7 A2 L Apgar W53 Bl
P 1 R R N L T R A R R AR LR T i LB AR
JU Apgar PF4HA T 5 B R AT IR TR . R &
F1 AST, B AR L ULEF . BMI, Ifl K . WBC, LMR pifi
O N i D[ o) O = N e s < i INES B8 <3N
BMI.WBC.NEUTY% .LMR #4172 41 [a] ) #H 56 1% 4>
Mr .45 5 57k BMI, WBC.LMR,NEUT % . ik [ 48 s
¥5 HDCP & IF # 26 (r = 0. 263, 0. 117, 0. 285,
0.164.,0.196,P <C0. 05); 4F & F1 NEUT % 5 HDCP
B G-=—0.196,—0.075,P<C0. 05), %#%
FEARIEAT 200 Logistic [543 87 . [F] FE 4 bk I 20 g 5%
5 LMR 43 FF#E47 PR 15 43 A1, 23 500 i A ik B2 240
. LMR A9 8105 20 B, BB 0L BE R 360 45 P = 0. 000,
IR Gt S A5 R L3k 4,

H 2 i Logistic [0 9 43 #r 25 5 K& BE £ 22 % 0 4
B AT 2 B 285 S AT 00, 9k O 40 A L A A R A
HDCP & 2 A M 5 (P>>0.05),{H LMR 5 HD-
CP 1y 5 F2 B AH & (P <<0. 05), M Z I Logistic
W S 808 R 50 B AL Eb e 0 1 41 8 2 I T
1o o LBt 5 5 9 ™ S AR 3 il P 4k 22 T 5 R AR
H5 HDCP 2 IF # 5¢ (i [ 5 & %k = 16. 19, P <
0.05), FGMIZH B nY LMR {50 85 x5 B4, B R
PR AR B R BN, R B LMR B Tt s R B ] A
5 HDCP 1y)™ &2 B A ¢ U 71 H &R % =0. 917, P<<

0.05), NEUT %% 41 [i1] A5 1k & #5AS B &, {5955 451 241
ZR 0 5 B 2 1 T R O R0 R 8= 0. 103, P<<
0.05),

x4 £ IN Logistic B3 &R

i JIAE 22 40 finA LMR

x? df P x° df P
AR 2.501 3 0. 475 2. 590 3 0.459
ALT 5.792 3 0.122 5. 990 3 0.112
AST 0. 603 3 0. 896 0.019 3 0.999
SRR 4.501 3 0.212 4,361 3 0.225
JULEF 8.816 3 0.032 6.833 3 0.077
AFI 5.708 3 0.127 3.135 3 0.371
BMI 8.038 3 0. 045 6.532 3 0.088
Wi i 53. 580 3 0.000  63.764 3 0. 000
g S 11.987 3 0.007  12.159 3 0.007
A LA B 3.585 3 0. 310 2. 359 3 0.501
1 24 ity 1.095 3 0.778 1.634 3 0. 652
NEUTY% 11. 220 3 0.011 14,340 3 0.002
LMR — — — 32,948 3 0. 000
T 2 40 A 5k 1.579 3 0. 664 — — —
JREH 70.829 12 0. 000 6.092 21 0.999
Apgar 1 min 6.813 21 0.998 2.245 9 0.987
Apgar 5 min 2.448 9 0.982 64.373 12 0. 000

2.3 LMR s F HDCP # ROC # £
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< FmE K 0.681,P=0.000, LB
A LMR WU S (BN 3. 95, REUE N 54 %, %F
SEEN 30%, WK 1,

3.95

REE %)

0.0 0'.2 O..4 0..6 0.'8 1.0
HRE O
B 1 LMR %tF HDCP B ROC h %

HDCP J2& 4 = 1 5 UL ) 5 & 4 L s PR 1 A 52 4= I
WG R R R, — 4 2 IR R 5w st .
A 5 B B 2% 08 7R HDCP A 8 g — 4H 48 i #H 56
MBI . 3 BIFIT 2R B, rp o b 40 i 2505 bk B 400 i %
AL (NLR) . LMR, Ifit /) #5940 i 89 b {E
(PLR) ek A8 5 & fE A e A U, X 3 &
JiE 8 bR A BB TE A5 Y, 22 (B A7 S 1 O & T A W
FE R H 22 R 2 W E 2 87 09 7 3 3 448 b S B[R] B gt
A3 1803 437 o BCABIF 5% A 25 B EL v — A 5 E A 6 45 A
(LMRO#ATH5E . INEESE HDCP 23 520 42 B 45 &
Giohfie, KB FE bR AR CPE T AR A AR T
ST AXHE S T AR 8 43 B BT BMI, WBC,NEUT % .
LMR 5 HDCP 48 %,

2 HDCP & e R Z — A5 h ¢ F4F
%5 HDCP 9 A5 G 43 87 5 T AT I8 2 45 A7 A 22
S [mH AT h AR 5 HDCP A1 G 45 it 25 X
(P>0.05 ., Ml 5L TR EA . (D KRAEWFR
FEH A K0 M I A 0 1) & A 2B i LMR A
JEREAEFR AR IR I AR BF 23 7 16 5905 151) 4 i HE 5%
T UL YRTTIS Wi AT = 0 B T I A 05 G 28 7 1L 3
G3 R AR O K HEBR 200 B ) o R AR B 30 A 12
PRIMTAS AR S5 . (2) 9% Bl 41 5 % R A 2 R 47 L 4
A4 P34 — B4 HoA T ek, oA i A ik 5
HDCP %4 #H % 1: .

AWF5EFP, LMR 5 HDCP f£7E M Xk, H 5
HDCP )™ 5 F2 B A ¢, HDCP # # /9 LMR {H %%
EW 20T % HDCP ™8 2 198 &, LMR {4
W . BAEH HDCP () & A4 . 7T BB S00G S e 245, 51 &
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MR MM A IEAE SR KT HDCP 1) % 9% HL il BF
¥ 2% B, 02 M G A R fle SR G g TS AN R AR IR
BB A B PR VR F L3545 B L2 5% 40 A O T Bl IR AR 4
T e 2 Ko Vi S 0 3 A0 M 0 3k BE AR P S g A L S ET LA
il AN FEALE L F AR 5] % HDCPY i 64 F AL
il R 2R s R ] R I H B RPN, A B
SV I N & Az sk LMIR BV FF 4 T v o T 958 9 19 & A=
FE R RN B . PRI AR B 45 il & A 1 B A
FAE SRR, LMR [ T & T 88 5 HDCP 1 & 95 J&
Z— Bl LMR B9 7 & 72 S mpoReE B BB 0815 & HDCP
) & A LBV AL 8 75 SR AT 58 0F — 25 I

LMR 5 HDCP k& i K < 9 /™ 22 F B 19 AH G 1
EREAER DA R, HE IR (=28 &) #E4T
L5 FUARS A s L3 33 118 LMR A] RL i f7 HDCP # i
M. LMR FEG R TAE o 5y F 345, il a5 B 25 3t
SAT AR A A R W S AT . AR A I Y A
JLLMR 9] 5T (53, 95) 22 10, 70 HE I g v
Y Y[R B, 38 245 HDCP (19 & A=, H 40 [ A0 5% 3t
TSR 455 H S EIF L RE ) I B g B R, vl
FFatk— B 0 A% - M8 A PR 7 [ ml 9 o o e K L G 4
AR F (PLGF) 48 | iR IR A5 C 1 2K & H A (PAPP-
A) REE M 13(PP 13) [ B2 e 2 /R A X Fr —
SRS =R (ADMA) PR IR 98 2 ) T8 8l ik i i 1)
IO T S R W R L B A i L A A
PR R A, 38 B2 A i w4 . X LMR i 522
FHEr B9 2240 AR YR AT 78 45 3 . & B S HDCP Ry ] fig
PR FE TN i R W 0 A R 1 ) B, T DL T B AR
L@ N R T T £ 0 = 2 I N 3 = o T I A
(75~150 mg/d) T 16 J& Fifft FH I FF 22 2 50 W g X+
HDCP iR 24 # 1™ , %FF LMR FF & 0221,
slF AT DU L /N R R B A DR AR AT . A
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