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(THE L7z, TMI Z{b &% BINAEE & Lo BRI 21T -

[#55] TMIE FREIE 37.3% Td o 7=, TMIMER I X OB AR IS FREL Lk LT, BMI, fli5 5k
%&ﬁ% TMI, F ¥ —/VY U OHERBIER L ER B CHBEZE 2RO, BRI OFEE, ARl TMI
EEREBENX TMI Bb ZICADOEEZ R Lz, ] BTHEEREITRE O 4 BITRR T RO T 278

O, ABERE TMI & 1ERE B k% T™MI 2L &I &

DL RITTHER ThH o 7=, APRERE TMI 2GS C 7= Bk L

TeUNEY T =29 0%, KRBFHEOHEINIC SR Y, (LB B ORI 53 2 WTRetE 0 R S 7.

F—U— N REREL, R, fEOL

EZC®IC

FHEEEBITILE S AW ED @ VEHEREEE
FrTHY, FROBEIMIENERENEINT S Z
EDRRERN, ZOEIMIEWNEREEAETOEE
BTN+ 2% & PHEATWD Y. FHEEAEH
BT, BIrE MRIS® CT THIE L 72K &
MMETFTDZEBRPESTND Y, ZhET,
FHEE B BEI% RS HEOK TIL, HERAZM
REHZE OWM®, BilEOEEICEES S Z &
DRBENTND Y F7, AKERA E—
K 21 (Bioelectrical impedance analysis ; VAT,
BIA) THIE L 7= e & 13 & g e o 1E Pt B

B, FEEEEICEET L LR RESNLTVWD Z
DDy W IRHEE A TR O KR & A
BT HZEFEETHS. b, FHEELED
BE O B (KRR 1L E R i FE 2K (Skeletal Muscle
mass Index ; LA T, SMI) &£V & E# AR (Trunk
muscle mass index ; LLT, TMI) & BHE A 5E VAT HE
PEARRIEE LTS D, D= Lok, FHEER
BIRFICBONTTMIEZSMI &0 & k0 EER G
FEE R DA REMEDN B 5 .

e, HErAEOFME LT _EHof ¥ —X
BRI E S (Dual energy X-ray absorptiometry ;
DXA), MRI, CT: Wol=HFENMHWSER T

* Factors associated with changes in trunk muscle mass in
patients with vertebral compression fractures in a
convalescent rehabilitation ward
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WO UL, 2D ORIE BRI I R
BT LI IC X DR CHRE~DH
HRH LD ENBERBGTHWOND Z E1T%
7wy, L LT G IR B3 I &
MET 5 HEEE LTBIA2NBHI S /-, BIA IIfE
AT 2HEIc L > TRy R/ RTRIETE,
KRG CTIERA LT WHIEA S S, £/, BIAIKZ
X B ERER, P OMIZEALR]TORE S Al
BETHY, KRBHOMEZAE LZRE bR S
A WD X5z, BIA THITE S L Rk &
FHED T — IV RAZ X —REEIN T &
TRV — X FRUIGAIEE, MRI, CT THIE S
AR R LMV ARO 5 Tng 98 =
DO LML BIAICK AWET, &2 HE
THHEELTHERESN TV,
hEDOZLICEET L/ I o0 TiE, T E
TIZEZL OEANEMIN TS, SMIOE(LIZ
RS HRA L LTE, Frv—v Y U OHEREE
% (Charlson Comorbidity Index ; LA, CCI) 7p &
DAEPHEDRREE, # o7 EERE, S5ICHER
Ao Y T —3 g o ERRRE 72 &3 B4
HZENMEEISNTWS O Fm, EREITY
aX=7 LEET LIRS THDLH I E L HRE SN
T3 2, ZhbORFIIERTGHEOZE/IICH
HEFARREMERH DL OO, FORHEMIZ >\ T
(B A RAN R /A A=V A G AVA AN

IHNET, FHEEAE TR 2R ICMRIL
CT, BIA Z W\ TR &2 2 U 72 #5137 TE
T LN R R B OB LA A LT
WE T2V, RRGHEOEICEET LR T 2K
AT 5zl FHEERIEEOY AAEY T —
Va A RRIERERIET A RN S H. K
WEZED BB, %6 1ICHHEE R BT R IR &
DR T T HREOHEGERALNITH &, F2
\CFHEE BT R BT AR BB I
B AR EHOENIT A EE LT

WRBLUHE

ARWFFEIL, 2023 44 H 2> 5 2024 45 3 A 12 APt
LI-BEEZRRE LTEHIEH D% AME MR TH
L. RBIZV AN T — g ViR Y B IS AR
L7-BFMEE A EEE L Lz, BRAMEREL 1) TMI
DT —EZBRBPLTWNWDHHE, 2) X—AA—H—7}
ENEITHE 2 A BFERR DA STV D, 3) Y4
BRIEE U N T —3 g VIR RS L <
TSP L 72, 4) HPBERIES Y e TF—g
WIARABERIZAE T L7123, 5) ABERFICERM L 0 &
HENROIE RN S o728 & LT, BEFRETITA

IOy MDA N—=7, Ek - ThE=x
NI A—H =T EOAWFIER), BT EIT o
7o VEZERIE TIPS A 7R & D ADL Fllifi A 5
BEL7-. ARFRIIEMERRKFEESSmEEZES
DK GKRE R 2024-168) #51F, EAIHFHD
BFE ISR ICEREL, Naxdg s T 54LmaE
oo EERIFREICEE T A MR EHC L O & Ei S
ni-. F£7, WFERIZO W TONEREFIERTRE I
AR, WFRENEI D Z EIZOWNT, WX
BENESE T OB RE L.

AEIEB

e, MERI, BMI, BPTESAL (HkE & BEHE),
ERIEEMYE  (Semiquantitative Method ; EAF, SQ
1£), CCI, f#i5% B REFALIZF (Mini nutritional
assessment-short form ; LN, MNA-SF), TMI, TMI
DOEAL, FIM, 25 AbiE oM, R A
#, VBl T—a VIRERRE, =3 —E
g, 2o BEREE 2N OIE LT,
SQ VEIXEMR AT 7 & FHEE R B I O ORRE
O EIEEZFMT 5 ik Thr P, B (7
L—FK0), BELEE (F/L— K1 : RS 20 ~
25% Jab, MERTEREAY 10 ~ 20% Jiidr), thakpEgs
B (7 L— K2 HERE D 25 ~ 40% Jsisb, HEMAH
FEA 20 ~ 40% V), ®mEER (FL— K3 #E
B L OHEIRERE Y 40% ) oo Ens.
FHE OB DA EED 25513 &K AR ORRE N
BEOHEKRDO 7 L— RERHA L. WEITaEY
ABERF O WGP L2 VT, 24 OREH I TIT
b=, CClIX, ETCIZHET 2 OHFHEE 2
L, TOAaT7OEHESBKICLEEETHD.
19 T H O AR BIZOW TR L, A FtaSidd/h
0 MCIHRKR ST RO E 72D, SEREVIE EEMm
FHDARR L ENTWAD Y, MNA-SF I EE &
KRELTERBEAI ) == T — L THDH D,
AP EHRELICLVRA SN, ADL X
FIM Z F W CEEfli L 7= %, @) 13HHE, M5
HHE THlR SN TERY, AFHRIE 18 Kb 126 A
DOfEE SN TWD. AEIFABERER I OURBLRE
FEMIC Ttz VB U T —3 g VIRER
BIE, ABRMIBIRICE L7211 HHZD DU Y
Vr—yarvilzEE Lz, £/, Ve
T— v a REITERE, EEREE 1L BH
IR 180 34T -7z, =R/F—HIE E ¥ X
7 AR IR (T AT K OVE B #E L3 adk L 7R
BERTD 1A OFH = 3L X — B EE & B2
NRIEEREOT — 2% VT Lo L. %
DA ZAZHERE TR L CHIIE L7
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TMI DAIE

TMI %, BIAJETHIE LK@ fias B EO2
FTThRLIEMESE L., ABRZB L OERERO 7 H
PINICE 2 E LS L < IZ1EZEHETE L 205 InBody
BWA (R &thA v ART ¢« U ontlh) 2 H
L CHIlE L7=. InBody BWA |3l & B B 0o fk R
DRFEIZEDE CHIELRSZRINTE, HIELN
18 < NEALEEAH R 7 FB A C B BN CHIE Rl RE
Thb. WETERE 2 REMLL BT 7REET, M
BT 15 3 I O HRENR TR, FEARZ W « W e E
WCERE LHE Lo, ABFETIE, TMI&(k&E (&
BEls TML — ABERE TMI) 1255 %, TMI2ME T L
TW=F % TMIHK FRE, TMI 25HERFF L O L
TV % TMIHERRRS L O RE L L=, TMI &
{LEOHINZ, BEOD v N F T E AW TR E
TINTHAT S T AT IEIC S5 %, 0.10 kg/m* & 71 &
FATEE LTERLEZY. Zhicky, TMHE
T (TMI 24k < -0.10 kg/m?), TMIHEEF (-0.10
< TMIZ8 b < 0.10 kg/m?), #90 (TMI 2k & >
0.10 kg/m?) & EFLT-.

BET R DT

L5 22 801 Shapiro-Wilk #f & TIEMIME 2 RS L
7o EHSAMOGEILEEE = R, JEIE
WA OGA T Rl ds X O dta e T 2 R
L7-. BEWEEIIHEE & EA& TR LULE. Fim,
BMI, CCI, MNA-SE, TMI, TMIZ:t&, FIM, =
E b ABLE COHIM, fEFERE, U BeYT—
voa VIRERER], TR AX—EERE, ¥
FEIE OB LEHIZ 13 t BE & 721X Mann-Whitney
URRTE %, MBI, BITEAL & SQ & D FER izl
EH A 2 F|REENT, TMUHE FREE TMI HERF
BIOMWMEZ LR L. £72, BABHIT CF
BEEPROON-HE Z3lAL %, ™I 2{b&%
HEOE R & L= g5 X 5 EIEG ST 21T -
7o 2 B IRIE ORI 4y ok KR AR ER (VIF)
ZRAW, ZOMEN 10T THD I & 2HEHRAEL
L7z, F£72, TMIZ{b& L ERFON TEE R
HAGEO LN A OBAKIZB W TR Y <
SRAVEDN 72V ERER L=, 72, Q- Q 71 v bk
Kz W THANMEHRZB L. b7 fire LT
TMIHERFRE 2 B\ 72, TMI B EE (TMIE FRES
L OVTMI BEINEE) 2B 5 TMI 2 b & ERE B 3k
DOFEBIIZ DT, spearman DNENAHEIEE A
TOoMT & T - 7o, HaHUWERIZ X EZR (Version 1.64)
AL, AEKMELS & LT,

R

KON REFE 70 —F v — &K 1IZRT.
MFEFENICEER Y e Y 7 — 2 a3 VR A
Bt L= HFHEE BB E X 1104 THo7. £DH
HERISHRE L 354 Tho7T-. K54 (B
PE 184, #MEBT4) DT E IRoTz. xt5E
DFEJAEE 13 84.5 £ 7.37%, TMIK FREIL 28 4
(BYE8 4, &ME204), TMIHER R X OWnNEe
474 (BHE104, &LVE3T4) Th-o7-. TMIHE
FER X OMEMBEONRIE, #EFRFA314 (B4
&, ME2T4), #1644 (BPE6 4, Pk 10
4) Thoilo. FREOEIGIX, TMIHE T IX 37.3%,
TMIHEERIT 41.3%, TMI H#901% 21.3% T - 7-.

RRER—ATA R ITRT. TMHE TRE
X TMIMERE IS L OV AR & bl L T BMI (22.1
[19.8 to 25.7] vs. 20.2 [18.4 to 22.2] kg/m? P =
0.019), CCI (1.0 [0.0to 1.3] vs. 1.0 [1.0 to 2.0]
/5, P =0.014), MNA-SF (9.3 + 2.1 vs. 8.0 =+
2.2, P=0.013), T™MI; %t (6.07 &= 0.81 vs. 5.53
+ 0.62, P=0.007) CHEZZRD. BFEFRFO
FHMIEH A2 2 1279, TMUE FREE TMI e
FOWEINRE & el LT, EBEA % (64 [48 to 79]
vs. 46 [37 to 71] H, P =0.037), U E U T —
g UIRERRR (91 [83 to 102] vs. 97 [89 to
114] 4y / H, P=0.020), TMIZ {k & (-0.34
[-0.43 to —0.22] vs 0.04 [0.00 to 0.20], P <0.001)
THEEZRDT-.

EIEHY BV 7 — a3 RIS ARL U7 E i
110 4

FR4h (35 4)

« TMI K4H (9 4)

- R AB R (3 4)
- BEpE - AR (20 44)
T (14)

< 2O (2 44)

fiR b R G
75 4

I
v y

TMI K T RE TMI HEFFIS S OB INEE
28 4 47 %4

1. MFEFEIJO—F v —+

Abbreviations: TMI; Trunk muscle mass index
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Factor EX0N TMIE T3 TMI #ERFE S UM EE P value
(n=175) (n=28) (n=47)
Fin, & 845 + 7.3 83.3 £ 6.3 853 = 7.9 0.246
R, & %) 0.663
E2Rk S 18 (24) 8 (25) 10 (23)
gk 57 (76) 20 (71) 37 (79)
BMI, kg/m? 20.7 [18.6, 24.0] 22.1 [19.8, 25.7] 20.2 [18.4, 22.2] 0.019
BIERGL, & (%) 0.24
ki 25 (33) 10 (36) 15 (32)
FEME 44 (59) 14 (50) 30 (64)
e SR HE 6 (8) 4 (14) 2 (4)
SQi%k & (%) 0.577
JL—K1 16 (21) 7 (25) 9 (19)
JL—Fk2 21 (28) 9 (32) 12 (26)
JL—K3 38 (51) 12 (43) 26 (55)
ccl, = 1.0 [1.0, 2.0] 1.0 [0.0, 1.3] 1.0 [1.0, 2.0] 0014
MNA-SF, & 85+ 22 93 =+ 2.1 80 = 2.2 0013
T™MI, kg/m?
B 6.71 = 0.89 7.11 £ 0.98 6.38 = 0.70 0.082
=i 571 = 0.73 6.07 = 0.81 553 + 0.62 0.007
FIM, = 58.9 + 18.1 58.7 = 20.1 59.0 =+ 17.0 0.933
e o ABRETOHHIRH 13 [10, 17] 14 [9, 19] 13 [10, 17] 0.852

ERERITFYE £ BERESIUPRIE (MOLEHE], BEMHERIE %) TERTE.
Abbreviations: BMI; Body mass index, SQ; Semiquantitative, CCI; Charlson comorbidity index, MNA—SF; Mini nutritional assessment—
short form, TMI; Trunk muscle mass index

* 2. BReEETEER

Factor £k TMIE T 3% TMI #EFFE S UE A P value
(n=175) (n=128) (n=47)
#EREH (B) 55 [39, 76] 64 [48, 79] 46 [37, 71] 0.037
YNEYT—SaviakiE (9 8) 96 [87, 107] 91 [83, 102] 97 [89, 114] 0.02
IRILF—ERE (kcal/ke/ B) 26.4 + 46 25.8 =+ 5.1 26.7 = 43 0.371
BUNDBEERE (g/ke/ B) 1.0 [1.1,1.2] 1.2 [1.0,1.2] 1.1 [1.0, 1.3] 0.759
TMI (kg/m?)
Bt 6.60 £+ 0.77 6.64 + 0.87 6.57 = 0.72 0.86
=% 5.64 + 0.68 569 + 0.82 5.62 + 0.61 0.725
TMIZE{EE (kg/m?) -0.04 [-0.24,0.10]  -0.34 [-0.43, -0.22] 0.04 [0.00, 0.20] < 0.001
FIM (=) 92 [76, 113] 90 [76, 108] 95 [77, 113] 0574

ERERITFHE + RERESSUPRIE [EAGHEE] TRR.

Abbreviations: TMI; Trunk muscle mass index
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x3. FABRHIEROLCLEZBMNERE LIEERIRSHT

95% confidence interval

Factor B B EAEIOE P value VIF
Lower Upper

(Intercept) 0.505 0.094 1.865 0.444 0.031

ABehE BMI (kg/m?) -0.005 -0.047 -0.038 0.029 0.017 0.773 25
ABEREF CCI (=) 0.037 0.114 -0.027 0.09 0.029 0.287 1.1
ARl MNA-SF (5) 0.015 0.024 -0.037 0.045 0.021 0.844 1.4
ABEEF TMI (kg/m?) -0.138 -0.375 -0.292 -0.032 0.065 0.015 22
“EREBEH (B) -0.005 -0.308 -0.010 -0.002 0.002 0.005 1.1
UNEYT—aviaRiME (B) 0.004 0.103 -0.003 0.009 0.003 0.356 1.2

SREEHRTERE 023

Abbreviations: B; Unstandardized partial regression coefficient, 8 ; Standardized partial regression coefficient, VIF; Variance inflation
factor, CCI; Charlson comorbidity index, MNA-SF; Mini nutritional assessment—short form, TMI; Trunk muscle mass index

F 312 TMI Bk &% BIE S L L= ERIFHT

DG F & T TMI AL &2 1T ABERE TML (B:
-0.138, B: —0.363, 95%Cl: —0.253 to —0.023, P =
0.019) ¥ X OMERE B % (B: -0.005, B: -0.286,
95%CI: —0.008 to —0.001, P = 0.009) A3 DR %
R U7z, EEUFOHTISIS T 5 R AU ERREIE
0.23 Th o7, TMI Z{b i & APiks TMI O #A[ X
X212/ L, TMI BAb&E & ERE B 2o A6 X %
X 31ZRT. FREFNOEABIZIB VTR 5k
WEITFED otz 7, QQ7r vy M
B W THMUVEITR D btz o 7.

BT fEMT & LT TMI #9E D TMI 284k i & 7ERE
A& OMBEDOREREZX 4 1273, TMI B L& &
TERE HEOMITIZT WA OHBENRD b (r=
-0.306, P = 0.043).

o
o
|

. TMIZEfLE [kg/m?]

o
o
|

AFRHETMI [kg/m?)
2. TNI Z1itE & ARZE TML OB E

Abbreviations: TMI; Trunk muscle mass index

05 o

TMIZE (L £ [kg/m?]

20 40 60 80 100

A (A
3. M ZEE L ERBHDEHMR

Abbreviations: TMI; Trunk muscle mass index

05 T -]

0.0

TMIZ £ [kg/m?]

05

AFBREETMI [kg/m2]
4. TN BEREICH TS TN ZTLE & ERRB 20+

Abbreviations: TMI; Trunk muscle mass index
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FER

AWFETIE, FLICEEHY N TF— g v
BICARL L7 BEHEE B B IrTREICRB N T, FHE
JEB B I KSR &R T3 % BEOFIG &2
w7z, 82 ICHFHEE A E T RS ORI &O%E
BICHEST DR IOV THRF L. £ ORE,
FHMETE BT RE D 37.3% [R5 B O TR
o, Fo, RS EOZEITITABLRE TMI
CHEBEHENAOBEEZ R LT-. E7, V7T
TIX TMI IR IC BV T, TMI 2 k& & 7EBE B &
DOMNZITTHF WA DOFHBEFE D LTz,

FIHEHA ) B Y T —3 a9 IRHIC ARE L= B HEE
WEITHRED S B, 37.3% ITRBRGH RO R 2R
2. BHEEQBIRGBEEDE LT, BIEOKR
WL HIRIEEAHIRI NS Z E0NHE ST
%W Fie, HRISENOK BRI L CBEM
M FEMZE L SEDZERRESHLTND ?,
5T, BEAMEMZEM IR & OB A RE
THOOPEIHTHELLT NI EBRRINT
W5 ZE, REHAHEREESOKTICLY
RN AE LT WV T HBHEE 2 < GEATND Z
ENREELTNDEY, ZnLORENS Y, FF
% OERRIZ X D HRTEEI O T2, FHEEEEIT
BFE DR T B O TIZEE L TV ATREME A R
mEibH, L, KRB CIEROAESRE
BE, HRTRENCRI L CIRE TE Tz, B
HIZOWTIEBA LN TRV, 5%, S5 5H
ENRVETHHEEZD.

ABERE TMI 1% TMI b &2 A DOBE 2§80 5 %
RThoto. ZORERIE, ABEREOKERT &N D
RWBRFIFZE, U U T—ra UREICE - T
RS EOBMAE ST W AlEEME A /R L T
W5, IHRET, EEEBEEEXIRE LI
ZETIE, ABERRCIUB O &N DR NEEIFZEY
NEVT—va L0 BHEITENT D Z L2
mENEBY VD RMFTE T ISR & TR
EORERNRENTZ. ZOHERE LTiX, BTHE
BEITRTOF KRS & & ARt O 8 & i)
HHEL TV LEEZONS. HIRIEHEOK T IX
ERHECK T EEET L EHEINTND W,
DT, ANBERF D IRER A 82D 72 OB TR
ENZWVWEF LD L HRIEB &NV hoTz b
EzbD. LEEnoT, ABREFOREGSGHEND
ROVBREE, ABEFHOUANEY T — g URIEIC
Lo TG L RS, HH0ITENU EDOIEEE
ZRYNCHERTE LN, HEOEIMCEE L
oINS, XRIIZ, ABLREO R &3
ZVREIZBWTL, ZEMOFKREESEE TO

EEENA T BT T, R o N 23 (R T
HoT=m RN S L. LEDZ LD, APBERFO
R ENZVEE I L TE, BEEFRSHED
WEAZHAME LM AICEEST, L ERJED
DE TR O LB, (REAGI R S EBIR 7

LIOAL VAN L—= T OEANNETH DA
BEMEDNRIB D,

FEBE BT T™MI 2 b & L A0 BE 2589 5 EK
THY, TMIEJEEC BT A1ERE H# & TMI 24k
BEORIZIZTHWVAEOHBERRED bz, Ok R
N5, TERE B EOEREN TMI & b & 87w e
P, B DHWITHORREREKE LT, TMI O
FERE B 3% S0 S 72 ATREME O W D3R S
7. TERE BN ESL L RICiE, ARG O
RV X0 BECR SR EE & 72 0 BE A MR G &l
L TWeZ ERHERI S D, BERMER ZMEI L%
FEBICRBETT D LA SR TR %Y, 7k
AENEB L-BEL, ABROBMoOERICLD
WAL IRFGERFE TIZEE TE T, R L TTMI
MMETFLEZEEZLNRD. —J, TMI OHEINMNLE
Bi H 32 S SE 5 ERICHOWT, MR E I
BWTIE, BAEMEREIE T ICEEE S O &%
MERFE IS5 &, BR%OER BENE
M D ENMEIN TS . 77, FEIRE
BEETIE, APERFIC T A WrmfE 23 K & VW R
FETERAENELS D Z EARENTND ¥,
I 5T, NTRxBAfiE#IEE ICBIT 2 2815
DLIAR AN L—= 7%, TG EZ#EN
S, HERABZEMSES 2 ENRESATWY
50, 20X HICE L OFEBTERBSCML O &
DMEFFCHINMATERE H BB 35 2 & A L
TWABR, FHEEBEITEEEZ RIS E Lo@mdix
W LG oo, KFEORER) G, FHEEE
FIBEFITBNTH, ABRHOEBRTHEOZE &
TEBE BB L TWD Z LR ENT-.

AT O OR{ERH 5. FH iz, H
Mg COMETH Y, EFEB D720 & BT
BIND. FERO—BALITITE R DN LIET
HDH. FE2.0, KFFEOFKHTFIETITERBRTGED
Al & B A EK & O R EERICHOWVWTIEE &
THZEEFETE RV, 2071, S%IERIRE 72
FREEIZ L > TH O T AL ERH D, F 3L,
TMI AL BIZFERVER ZERE O ENE 2 bivd. L
2L, AU CIXHIRIEE & O &2 1T > TV 72
W28, ZOREEWEICT H OIS B OM
BRI A MNETH D, 5412, TM OfEIFH &
MCRRDAEEENRH Y, VRN X DZEERD
AIHE S & O TARMFZE DS FAZ OV TR E E IR
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BUHESRHEOBLICEET IR OB 7

TONERDD. 5T, ThOOEREEZEL
TET VA ALV BNCT HR0ERH 5.

A

A Afl

ARAFZETIZRER Y N U T —3 3 IRERIC
Bt L7 FHEE BB IO BE I 75%%%%@

fbo&IG L, ZDOEAICEET 5 ERIZ OV TR
L7z, ARBFEORER, FHEEBEITEE DR 4
AR RO T 238D, £72, TMIE{b&
WIZABERE TMI & 7ERE B BB LT b Z &3
IREITE. ABREED TMIZ G U CEBIE L 7= Kb
M o@mBED Y e Y T — g UiER e it
52 LT, KRB EOEINC SN Y, TEREH K

DIHENC A 53 2 FTREME DRI ST
FaER

AT L T, BRI~ SRR TR .
B

AR EAT I Ih T2 ) THREW 20T, B
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