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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the topological properties of brain structural connectivity and its rela-
tionship to cognitive function in cerebral small vessel disease (CSVD) patients with different total
CSVD burden. Methods: Fifty-four patients with severe total CSVD burden (CSVD-s group), 117 pa-
tients with mild total CSVD burden (CSVD-m group), and 73 healthy controls (HC group) were re-
cruited between December 2018 and December 2021. We used probabilistic tractography and
graph theory methods to construct white matter structural networks and describe the topological
properties of the network (e.g., small-world properties and network efficiency). One-way analysis
of covariance (ANCOVA) was used to compare graph theoretic indicators among groups, and thus
to assess Pearson’s correlations between significantly changed nodal indicators and cognitive pa-
rameters. Results: Both the CSVD and HC groups exhibited efficient small-world properties in
white matter structural networks. Compared with the CSVD-m group and the control group, the
CSVD-s group showed significantly (p < 0.05) increased local efficiency, normalized clustering
coefficient and small world index, with partially reorganized hub distributions. In addition, the
CSVD-s group showed significantly (ANCOVA, p < 0.05) increased nodal efficiency in the left orbital
frontal gyrus, hippocampus, thalamus, basal ganglia. Although no significant global and regional
topological alterations were found in the CSVD-m group, the nodal efficiency in the medial orbital
superior frontal gyrus, orbital middle frontal gyrus, amygdala, pallidum and anterior cingulate
gyrus was significantly (p < 0.05, FDR corrected) correlated with cognitive parameters. Notably, no
significant Pearson’s correlation between nodal metrics and cognitive function was found in the
CSVD-s group. Conclusion: The alterations of structural networks in patients with different total
CSVD burden provide a new theoretical basis for discriminating the severity of CSVD. The correla-
tion of cognitive function and topological properties suggests their potential use as biomarkers to
assess the risk of CSVD.
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1. 318
Fii /)~ 1fiL 5797 (cerebral small vessel disease, CSVD) & — R FIFZMAMG /NS K« Tk B4« /N

TR UK T - SO IR RS AR [1], RN W2 —. CSVD 2l £ 28 T M4 4
5, JEH RN R /N AE  HEWU A 0L PR s B R0 I A5 YR (9 B 15 =S 45 (white mattter
hyperintensity, WMHSs). 3k 1) 1fiL & J& [l /8] 5 (enlarged perivascular space, EPVSs). Jiifs i ifi (cerebral mi-
crobleed, CMBs)FlfixiZ£4ii[2]. SEHIK T CSVD [ F I H 4 FiR FARRHEFIRIT R 73 AT oT, (H2ixX L
RFAEAE £ R H B EL L[R2 CSVD f/™ EFEFE[3]. B CSVD SR KRS A2 51 LR /R 225 2R 1)
LR 2 —[4], X CSVD AHIIARIBERG ) S Wi R f T v] DARESZ L 58 i I\ ey, AT Tl 7 B 7R 2%
WEERIR I . A, CSVD FPE AR BEAS A 22 s\ A BEAG (1) B AR RE[5], AT CSVD 3 A fetis
PINLHIBEFE 23 R IO O N H e JEE ELIBR R DR i [X A 4 RS 2 2% IR 2%, T L 7 92 D i X 4%
R AR AL T AMURRRMESE, W DA SR A 4 (4R AN @ V(6] VFZFFUR I, CSVD 3 i 45 Al AR
A LA BOAFI D RERENG o ASHIF FTAUNT CSVD £ fixi 254 I 2% ¥ 41 g M P O3 R 47 25 T B AR (9 20 IE T 7T
oy M I 5] RS A RN B RS AR 2L

2. ERERE
2.1, Bl

1) WA 5. 2018 4F 12 H £ 2021 4 12 H WAI3LHH 55 54 445 CSVD fifar ™ i & 4 (CSVD-s 4
ERY: 67.08 £6.19 % H/4r: 35/19)M1 117 45 CSVD i far#2 ik i & (CSVD-m 4; 4F#%: 66.79 + 5.19
%y Bl 60/57) . FATILGIN T 73 40 10 F1 52 20 F 72 FEARTTHC (1) /i e 52 {38 (HC 4 2% 63.90
+8.98 % Yi/dc: 33/40). AWFFLIEL T I ARG LERACEEZE A IMAE . A RTH S 5 #HEH M1
O R E T A F =1

2) PINFRUESHESARAEGI N bR UE: ARYE 2480 MRI JLIRFRUE[2] € CSVD B g ik . 2T
& CSVD fifir vF4r1FAl CSVD B EFRAL:  WRAFAE FHHR A IR WMH (Fazekas [7]3F40 4 2 B8k 3)
ol i =5 R S BN WMH SiE {25 7% 38 1 J7 (Fazekas Y720 3), WUAE 14 tn B HBI>1 4 lacunes, 75 1
grs WSRILERATE P R E A (2~3 %) EPVS, MIF 14y W HBI>1 4> CMB, M 14y, M558 0~1
SR ARFE S CSVD-m 2, SA550 4 2~4 43 K32 iR Mk 73 9 CSVD-s 4. HERRFRi#fE: a) X ks
TR R R S s b) VAR R c) 2 TR LR AN E v IR A R R ACRE s d) A B R BRI
LU

22. Bk

1) A7k %% 9 MAGNETOM Skyra 3.0 T MR (Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany)3##
X . 2218 Ry 32 3 L2k B . § BN AU 4% (diffusion weighted images, DWI)FAHZ 50 T - =55 7] 4 3000
ms, [E13 A Y 110 ms, 15 M ECT 1A, b B9 1700 s/mm? A1 0 s/mm?, ¥LEFJy 220 x 220 mm, 4ERE K
/N9 110 x 110, 60 /=, Z/EA 2.2 mm. 3D T1 MIBRESH U0~ B WS E)/[E I A 7.3/2.4 ms,
BEIFIA] g 900 ms, BHHE 1 90, FOV ¥ 240 x 240 mm, 4[4 K/ Jy 256 x 256, 192 |2, 255 0.9 mm.

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2023.134748 5284 Il R 2% 27 3k e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.134748
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

T

2) P MR T SRR HIIEAE (Montreal cognitive assessment, MoCA). Rey W74 & 15 2% > Il
i (auditory verbal learning test, AVLT). 5% H =i (symbol digit modalities test, SDMT). £k
(trail-making test, TMT)Al Stroop t& 1] i(Stroop color-word test, SCWT). iR 5Lt # & £ i b B )1
ARG, WS 2 0] B P 43 AR ol — T i i

3) HdE kb E A H FSL (http://www.fmrib.ox.ac.uk/fs) 174 B EG AL B J I8 FERE R . D IR
e M\ b0 AR QIR T L BR AR AL A T BUNUEE S b0 RATECAE,  JFIREERE T 1n] LA
RAEIE BN SR AL T . MR MA R G BORERAY, I8 A OK SR THEMAR 2R I 2R 2477 1)
WEZR 3 AT o WEEA R I T« 4 T INAUE 5 SR 4673 8] () b0 BEATECHE : K E—B PR T1 45 MNI
ZS[A)ff) ICBM152 T1 AR EATHCHE, M= A AR LR AR M SE R (T)s I A4 (T R+ MNI 23 1] 1
AAL AR, 0T SR A 2 1A 5 i X AT 70 s AN XA — AN i, R B dEE Rl i h 5 5
A5 R, A2 90 x 90 INALMZE : R AREE L BLE Y 6%~24%, LK 1%, W EASHIFEHET
HiXE.

4) ML IR MR H GRETNA (http://wwwe.nitrc.org/projects/gretna/), 7E 4> BIE A P-4k P 2% 47 41 &
P, BEEREECIMEF BN 2R AR R X B (Y ). Ak, BRATIE TR T A
JEPEI 28~ T A (area under the curve, AUC), LB LMY T ARG B (AL IE RV SR 2. 240 4h
JEYES W I T USRI AUC (HIHAT

23. Gt FERE

M FH B[R 2% 7 2 43 M7 (analysis of variance, ANOVA) I LSD 35 % & Lk /b =412 1Al i A\ 1 4t
EETORLRTA R o 20, HAE R T RS8R 2 M VRl e o R FH BRI ZR Bl O 22 29 At (analysis of covariance,
ANCOVA)K b = 2 [ 4 Jr A DI 1k, Pl R0 . PERI AR KPAE A &, fiEH] LSD %5
R HEAT BT L. {4 SPSS 24.0 (SPSS Inc, Chicago, IL, USA)IE—35 1Ak 41 &35 22 53 1 1 i di b 5
IFIZHZ 1011 Pearson AP, T 70 BT ) S5 2 M /KSF 809 p < 0.05.

3. &R

1) —MAFE W F 1. 5 CSVD-m 41f1 HC 4 tL, CSVD-s 411f) MoCA. AVLT £ SDMT ¥4 & 2%
A% (p < 0.05), SCWT Al TMT 4 &t 3 THi(p < 0.05). Bt4k, CSVD-m 4 SDMT ¥4 i KT HC
H(p<0.001). =HAEFER. MR NBERE L LEEZER.

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of CSVD patients and controls
% 1. CSVD & K HC AR A OGeitF RlERAFE

p value (post-hoc)

R E CSVD-s 4 CSVD-m 4 HC 41 pvalue
a (n=54) (n=117) (n=73) (ANOVA/Y) CSVD-s  CSVD-s  CSVD-m
vs.HC  vs.CSVD-m vs. HC
P 35 M/19 F 60 M/57 F 33 M/40 F 0.086""

LN ED) 64.73 + 6.22 63.44 + 7.62 61.43 + 8.65 0.080%
ZHEERGE) 11.35+3.14  12.10£3.23 12.49 + 3.52 0.155°
MoCA 343 2434+288  2550+354  26.36+3.79 0.007% 0.002 0.046 0.099

AVLT ¥ 54.79+13.13 61.81+1143 64.26+12.40 <0.001% <0.001 0.001 0.178
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I 5

Continued
SDMT $¥43 26.47+10.85 32.06+11.95 39.31+13.37 <0.001% <0.001 0.006 <0.001
SCWT ¥4  181.02+56.18 144.59+41.57 132.81 +31.03 <0.001° <0.001 <0.001 0.066
TMT(B-A)¥F4r 160.17 £87.86 124.92 +104.28 108.60 + 80.45 0.010% 0.003 0.025 0.250

CSVD: /N ; HC: FERENIR; »% RTHI: % 7 ZE00: MoCA: ZFEHFI/RINEIITEM: AVLT: WFitsE
TE2E S, SDMT: S8 iziliat; SCWT: Stroop (aidlillif; TMT: Wt 515 1IK; TMT (B-A): Wik
FIEZEM B a5 A S5 ZEE.

2) CSVD-s 4 BB EVEE N, CSVD-s. CSVD-m fll HC AR H /MEREME. 5
CSVD-m #1 HC @AHLlL, CSVD-s ZH7E] 7z [ H bt AR Vo [l Y SR I HE R 3 3R (Broe) . IH— B R HU(y)
UM FRAER (o) B3 1N (p < 0.05) (W& 1). CSVD-m 45 HC AL EREZER. ks, 5 CSVD-m
YA HC 4HAHEL, CSVD-s 4 Ejen y M o ] AUC 182 59 h1(p < 0.05) (W7 2).

0.014 XA AR R RN K R 90 0.06
5 ILLLLTLLTTITITTT 5 002 /N . aE
=} 1 £ |
g 0013 / 200214 | . s L] L 004
(=1 j3=1 ) T o
'TL: ............. 1 & | CCEERET 3 [é)
£ 0.0124 4 g 00189 801 I\ 0.02
£ g 1 S .
E 3 [T
0.015 1 1 1 e
0.0114= T T T T T T 754~ T T T T T T 0.00"-r T T T T T T
0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24
Sparsity Threshold Sparsity Threshold Sparsity Threshold Sparsity Threshold
5.0 H K KR KK KK KKK KK K
a 2 1391 11 N
E-c) 61 . X —— severe CSVD burden
2 S138q Nm T 40 + mild CSVD burden
< < T 1
E 51 E V/ N 4o b healthy controls
2 2137 N 35 !
= < A U
44 . 3.04 RN
0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24 0.06 0.09 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.21 0.24

Sparsity Threshold Sparsity Threshold Sparsity Threshold
Figure 1. Group comparisons of global properties
1. £BRE MBI

Table 2. Group comparisons of AUC values of global properties

= 2. 2BEM AUC {EhYZE B LEER

p value (post-hoc)

4R cSvDs4l  CSVD-m 4l HeAL AR|\(/:acl)L$ A) CSVDs  CSVDs  CSVD-m
vs. HC  vs.CSVD-m vs.HC
Egoo (63  133£029 1242025  126+017  0.070° : : :
Ewo(xe?) 200048  184%034  182%028  0.009° 0.004 0.008 0.599
L, 7924+2034 84161851 8094+1304  0.187° . : :
C,(xe?)  194%022 1914028  198+023  0.189° : : :
y 5004037 4794032  483+029  <0001° 0004 <0001  0.107
p 1384002  137£002 1384003 0147 . : :
- 3624024  348+021  350£019  <0.001* 0002 <0001  0.575

Egob: EJRAE; B RIEBRE; Ly BEMEKE; Cp HEARYG y: WHELERRY A WHELEIEREK
s o MEFEYES
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3) CSVD-s ZLHX 4153 A7 5 43 2 U SR BE Y 55 R L I 2% 11240 5 A 8CR B0 i — AN HEZ[8] [9], T
MRAZT RO TeA TR I CSVD-m AT HC A AIHX AL 7 A A ], 10 CSVD-s 4 A (AR 4 73 A1 #1573 HL4H
= A 10 AN SEE X, FEALF XUEL R 9] (inferior occipital gyrus, 10G). el Hikk[al, 5 = (G
B2 A5 TR [5]F0 2202 _E 8] (supramarginal gyrus, SMG). 5 CSVD-m ZHA1 HC ZHAfEk, CSVD-s 411
FRIX 28 X 2k SUMTHEE P4 45 B (mediial orbital superior frontal gyrus, ORBsupmed)A /= Il fE 5  [=] (orbital
middle frontal gyrus, ORBmid), [F dif b (IR 4 X 38k Ay XU 274 75 (Rolandic operculum, ROL)FIAT il
SMG (% 3).

Table 3. Hub regions of white matter networks in both the CSVD and control groups
% 3. CSVD 4HF1 HC 4HH RMLR AR A XI5

CSVD-s 4 CSVD-m 4 Controls #1

DXk Enodal (e %) XI5 Enoca (e %) XI5k Enoda (e %)
10G.L 3.10 10G.L 2.69 10G.L 2.72
I0G.R 3.21 I0G.R 2.92 I0G.R 3.05
IPL.R 241 IPL.R 2.37 IPL.R 2.20
SMG.L 2.94 SMG.L 2.86 SMG.L 2.73
ANG.L 2.64 ANG.L 2.45 ANG.L 2.54
ANG.R 2.50 ANG.R 2.46 ANG.R 2.38
HES.L 2.83 HES.L 2.74 HES.L 2.77
HES.R 2.75 HES.R 2.74 HES.R 2.84
TPOmid.L 2.73 TPOmMid.L 2.29 TPOmid.L 2.32
TPOmId.R 2.67 TPOmIid.R 241 TPOmIid.R 2.43
ORBmid.L 2.48 ROL.L 2.24 ROL.L 2.20
ORBsupmed.L 243 ROL.R 2.25 ROL.R 2.23
ORBsupmed.R 2.53 SMG.R 2.34 SMG.R 2.26

I0G: ¥LREl; IPL: T RZMME; SMG: 2 LF; ANG: fEl; HES: il ; TPOmid: i+ [H(Hitk); ORBmid:
HE&R%H [ ; ORBsupmed: HEPIAH L[H; ROL: HRif . Enoga 26781 MK AUC 14 .

4) CSVD-s ZH.[X 5k J& 11 = 2L [ 35 5 2% .35 (ANCOVA, p < 0.05) 4038 1) 13 M X (% 4), FEAT &
ETF BRAEEUN 45 (default mode network, DMN) Ay E & JJAH G DR ER, ) FyE: & ) DhRe AR [10]
5 CSVD-m Al HC 04 £t , CSVD-s 7 XU ORBsupmed - /¢ {IHE #5347 5] « 17 #1717 [5] (anterior cingulate gyrus,
ACG). M, &hx. 7kx. AABR. FeliAn 20 Py A b =05 s B2 38 n(p < 0.05) (ML 4).

5) CSVD-m 41 SR 5N S E AR e CSVD-m 4A1 HC 4 AN 1R 537 SRR B M 2% (p
<0.05, FDR & IE) (JLFE 2(b), &l 2(c)), 1 CSVD-s HATELE R E KR (LA 2(a)). fiiF 2, CSVD-m
A HC AT 55 MoCAL AVLT M SDMT w4 R B FAHK, 5 SCWT Ml TMT(B-A) T4 & IEAH
Ko CSVD-m 2H 10 35 AH S IX 3 = B 16 N MIAE SR AL o], HESF A Rl 3 4%. ACG. & HEK, 1 HC
N ELFEHESRA /R WS, e, BEEk. EK.
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Table 4. Brain regions showing significantly altered nodal efficiency among the three groups for the white matter networks
4. =B BRI T R R B E TR AN X 5

Enodal (x€ %) p value (post-hoc)
" lue
bk X I5; pve
s o 41 (ANCOVA) CSVD-s CSVD-s CSVD-m
CSVD-s#l  CSVD-mil  HCAL vs.HC vs.CSVD-m vs. HC
attention ~ ORBsupL  191+088 156+070 157+065  0.010 0.010 0.004 N.S.
attention ~ ORBmid.L ~ 249+125 199+090 196+068  0.002 0.002 0.001 N.S.

attention ORBiInf.L 198+0.88 156+0.63 1.56+0.58 <0.001 0.001 <0.001 N.S.

Subcortical OLF.L 1.73+069 144+062 1.44+0.46 0.009 0.008 0.004 N.S.
DMN SFGmed.R 204+1.08 176+0.78 1.69+0.57 0.038 0.015 0.032 N.S.
DMN ORBsupmed.L 2.43+126 195+0.80 1.94+0.62 0.002 0.002 0.001 N.S.
DMN ORBsupmed.R 253+123 2.09+0.87 2.04+0.68 0.005 0.003 0.004 N.S.
DMN ACG.L 1.98+0.96 1.69+0.48 1.74+0.36 0.013 0.026 0.004 N.S.

Subcortical HIP.L 1.77+0.60 155+052 152+0.41 0.012 0.007 0.008 N.S

Subcortical AMYG.L 197+089 161+0.78 1.69+0.64 0.019 0.046 0.005 N.S

Subcortical PUT.L 150+049 1.36+047 1.28+0.29 0.015 0.004 0.046 N.S.

Subcortical PAL.L 1.87+0.99 146+0.79 1.30+0.65 <0.001 <0.001 0.002 N.S.

Subcortical THA.L 1.29+046 114+031 113%0.24 0.013 0.010 0.006 N.S.

ORBsup: HEFA I [F; ORBinf: HEHAN TE; OLF: MLFZJFi; SFGmed: WA L[F; ACG: Hifiws[El; HIP: ¥
I, AMYG: #{°#%; PUT: 5e#%; PAL: ®wHER; THA: Ef; NS.: TEEMHER.

Severe CSVD burden Mild CSVD burden Healthy controls

ORBsup.L . . ORBsup.L . .. ORBsup.L ...
ORBmid L . 03 ORBmidL ...-. 03 ORBmidL [[0:30
ORBinf.L D ORBinf.L ORBinf.L .. I
OLF.L .. 02 OLF.L I:I. 02 OLF.L . -0.15
SFGmed.R . 0.1 SFGmed.R ..... 0.1 SFGmed.R
ORBsupmed.L . ORBsupmed.L ...-- ORBsupmed.L -0.00
ORBsupmed.R . -0.0  ORBsupmed.R ..... -0.0  ORBsupmed.R
El

ACG.L . ACG.L ACG.L 015
--0.1. --0.1. B
HIP.L 0 HIP.L 0 HIP.L ... .
awvar [ auvar | = v [N
-0.2 — -0.2 030
o ) S o S
o [ PR | L - H
THA.L . THA.L THA.L .-. .

Pt S S S Py S S
Ne b“”%"‘r‘%%f,\«@ NS “”so‘hsgix@’ NS “”so‘“sgfk«@’

22 B
@) () ©

Figure 2. Pearson’s correlations between nodal efficiency and cognitive parameters in both the CSVD and control groups
2. CSVD #BF1 HC {5 S R 5\ F1E 8 < 8] Pearson 15514
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4. g

AP A FH MR 26 1 21 A8 R A S KR 25 i IR 25, SR IR 7 VAR 78 CSVD i3 5 16 X 248 ¥ 41 Ja 2 1)
Bk, HREH, CSVD BEANRIfAENMEFEN, H25 CSVD-m 4181 HC 4AftL, CSVD-s 411K
5N B YERIRA KA T AR, E)TVZ B FR R B B G ] R I Egey 1 o AIIG AN o IX 2645 R 7R T CSVD-s
H A E R 48 S BAC I ErS . EAh, CSVD-s B AR B EEAL T 2 T DMN 1
R DReti. A2, WAEE CSVD-s AR AR SINMSHZ MM BEHLR, M
JefE CSVD-m 4A1 HC 2L E2 375 s 5 INAI S B 1 2 3 A O . AT R B3R T & CSVD it
Tf AN A R A I ZE IR I 22 5, DidE— D4R CSVD B ARG (1 s 2 L AL 1 AR H0

N2 BA N B R e W4, JLRRIE 2 B SR R BRI S AR K S, IR L T 42 R e B A )R
BRREAE M 2 8] () P [11] [12]. FEAHEFH, CSVD B Al HC 4RI H /M 58 2R 8] CSVD g
K SEAHGURORST 1), SCHE T /M S 28 7] DAYE — 8 FRE 1T 52 K 1 BB 51 62 1) R 485 44 A2 1)
MA[13]. {HiE, 5 CSVD-m 4Lf1 HC 4AR[A], CSVD-s 4] Eje y Fl ¢ BEWIN, XEEKE CSVD-s
B AR 45 B S R S BB R 8 ROR [14] . FRATZATR T CSVD B3 ThREM 25 AT 7T K
Pl CSVD M3 Ejoe M y B N FE[15]. Wang 2 AR T 25 BB FI T e SR 7E— @ R b BN R G R
[16]. FRATHED, T80 TR REM 25 115 A B RIE AR T %, CSVD B MEE M4 T T & M.
PEREAMPA, DRI RN DI RE I IE R I8AT o JR BRI TR B 8 n, H 4R e AR, X Uil CSVD
B S S 0 T & N ) AR AL, SR T R Y 2 R B A R AR . kA, 5
CSVD-m 41AHEL, CSVD-s AR AT ™ &, MRI $SIEHE LK, JRINSHIBA T ™ &, Kk, "L
fife ke 5 HC ZHAHLEL, RMEEH] CSVD-s 24 3 .

MR X IAE R i 40 o B, EAT AR 5 75 B2 098+ B AN T R Raefg [17] AT =21
(RURR AL 1X 355 53 A v FE AR, A DX 3 A Ry TOO R, SRR AL 28 IR A1 X IRAE R AN R B
IR R AR ST B A [8]. AN, 5 CSVD-m 41A1 HC 4HAHLEL, CSVD-s ZH3n 1 x4l ORBsupmed F1 4 {ii]
ORBmid 1 NARAMKAL X 5, [FINHER2E 7 00 ROL A4 SMG HRALIX 1. X 7] fEE H T CSVD-s 411
KIG S5 R X 2 AR AR P R AR T 84k, R A5 EAR S 1 B AR IR AT, I 80T XA 43 A iR %« XU ROL
HIAT SMG HXALIX [ B2k 26 A 155 28 AR 59 BE 1 ANE 5 A2 e 1132451 [18] [19]. ATV, 1ERAN T 424
MThRe, AN THRAX . XU ORBsupmed & 7c{lll ORBmid 7E15 % A% . I\ knThEE K& TAEILIZH &
PRI B FITA T UE S 1 BATE 5 [20] [21]. #ef)ifid, CSVD ZH X 4114 38T 43 A il AR iR —F
AMEHLE o

AW, ATEFF T 54K, 5 CSVD-m 4181 HC 414, CSVD-s ZH1E 13 AN X ()15
RORARA FIGN, FERAEAN . e B R0 B X, X BT LS R AR e R, RS
2R JBIER AT A AR — 8. REXIMRZ S5 K - SURMR - i - B, hBVASE DR,
W AT AL . TARICIZ AT IhRE, LA RSB AR RN [22] PR, CSTC BB AH G X345 s
R A 2 CSVD-s 4N AR E RN 2 —. Ak, XX B A7 DMN. = AR 2 FH
K ThRemHet . CSVD NIRRT B DMN L4 TS 1 22 A AR O, AN [ I 24 2 (] 1) 70 3 1
FEAR[23] [24]0 BATTMILE Rt — 20 L RE T FIRWL AT

EAFE RS, CSVD i faf A Tl A2 DA R i 1 1) — A B B2 (R 35 [ 25] « LART A BF 72 o, HH/EL FE CSVD
% MoCA 330 BAK T-#2 % CSVD A #[26]. ATKIL CSVD-s 45 AR Wi &, Ry A
AT He 5 MoCA. AVLT Ml SDMT ¥4 BRI A, 15 SCWT Al TMT w73 2 IEAHK. AT
BRI, 15 RUCE 5N S R T AEAR G 5 AT TE CSVD-m 3 F1 HC 2H 1 1 45 5 — 3%, {H CSVD-s
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BHEBRSL, X ATRER RN CSVD-s B KM &S M S8 8, P EONA S ES T s 2 8] AR DG
AT RF R IESE R, Ah, BIR CSVD-m 41 HC 4L SR SiA AN ThREHA W1 T AR G, (H
PRZH B AH DG X IBAEAE 22 57, UiB CSVD &R 1 S5\ HIAH G I S [X 136 4% . Rl CSVD-m 5835 75 B AE
R A3 3 2 000k . IR TEAT IR A, RS AR ETATY, TR R B SRE  R . IX
Be gk Ssm i 7T T CSVD A7 far AN [R] 58 255 W 28 i An AL N Dl g 22 (B AH DG P4 (0 B S, 3K Oy B 4 3l 2 A
CSVD ARG AL T R .

K FAFE—E W RIR M. B, BATAIRES R 7 — 2B, KR HEELS &
RIS TE 2 BRI — P ERE . thAh, ANBF AR TR RSN A, SR SRR 45 S TR MRI
g, LAEAT CSVD &M MIIRE R RIATHM A, W, REARTFAEGIANT CSVD K57 fif (1SR 5K
AT RARRHE R BREG, (RS B FAN TR IR AR RAE D A VP M R B DL T, AR /- RRAE A2 75 5
M) A i 22 1) e %

5. &g

A FUEIE R PELTYEIB BRES & IR I 7T, #8718 1 CSVD B i 4 # W 48 B S e 5 R D RE (1
KZ, e TN 2 CSVD B AN [F] 3 4@ ME SR KB A%, Ty CSVD YRR PPAG S AE 1 FT i B ie
Hehitio

E&WmE

XM TAERR T EFXEREFERFZIEESTHE (95 : 32100902) . H 9 & £ 3L AR H (9% 5
SWU118065). LA HARRIEIEGTH LI H (%5 : ZR2020MH288). 1L 444 5 g T BHL R0 H (w5
201907052) 11 3 #F .
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