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Abstract

Artificial Intelligence (AI)-based imaging-assisted diagnostic systems demonstrate significant ad-
vantages in the classification diagnosis of acute appendicitis. Utilizing deep learning algorithms (like
Convolutional Neural Networks and Random Forests), these systems precisely quantify key imaging
parameters, including appendiceal diameter, surrounding exudate, and appendicolith features, effec-
tively overcoming limitations inherent in traditional diagnostic approaches. Research indicates Al
models achieve diagnostic accuracy exceeding 80% for differentiating acute appendicitis types (sim-
ple vs. complicated), with peak Area Under the Curve (AUC) values reaching 0.985, significantly out-
performing the traditional Alvarado scoring system; notably, a 3D CT hierarchical attention network
improved the AUC for complicated appendicitis classification by 7.1%, achieving 94% specificity.
The system excels in multimodal imaging applications: CT-guided models show 73%~90.6% sensitiv-
ity for identifying complicated appendicitis (e.g., gangrenous or perforated); MRI combined with
Al achieves a 100% Negative Predictive Value (NPV) and 97% specificity in pregnant populations,
effectively avoiding unnecessary radiation; ultrasound models optimized via transfer learning also
demonstrate improved classification accuracy. Al classification directly impacts surgical decision-
making: by accurately distinguishing simple appendicitis (suitable for antibiotic therapy with nearly
70% success) from complicated disease (requiring urgent surgery), the rate of negative appendec-
tomy rates decreases by 21%~47% and the surgical timing is optimized (e.g., identifying the 24-
hour window for gangrenous appendicitis). Furthermore, Al systems optimize patient management
processes by shortening diagnostic time (e.g., MRI + Al reducing diagnosis to within 30 minutes),
decreasing CT utilization rates (by 27%~40%), and reducing complication risks like perforation.
Future advancement requires addressing challenges, including multicenter data standardization,
algorithm interpretability, and seamless clinical integration to advance clinical translational im-
plementation.
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1. 5]
1.1. SMRERNZERESTERNX

AL ERIEARE LR EIEZ —, HiGREWE ROAERERME, B A TiEm. SOt
KMRNE, 55 HAMEIRZRIRIE . Benabbas 55, 20 30%EFHRICNIEMADER, FEIRIKRIZEH
15 15%~30% [1]. WM s U HARIUAE R IR NBE: 220 i) 45 0 24k S SR B RE, S8 RG22 B
Pedrosa %55 il L 12 G T 30 [2]; JLE B EHRIRBEJIA R, R VAL AT S PR %, Russell ZEfikiE

ik
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934 R EE DTk 2R =08 10% (3]

MG A A BN IZWIF B, B FE )RR AR E 2 S AU N B A, fUsss
BN T 56%~90% [4]; CT BHEHEFMEURE 95%, K55 94%), (H5E 5 5 75 H] 2 HE 2 N [5].
B RMIAE, Levine S5 RKINL) 28%M11 CT IR12 9 5 T il 2 51 A2 S B4k R 1k R FEHE AR [6]

HERF 2> BO6HR YT P sk Hope MR o Sammalkorpi SFIESE, X 4» Hafiih 5582 e v R R A& (g L Bk
JHTE 1) BT FRAR PR T AR 28 23% [ 7] di Saverio S5 [ B . B4l A2 1E FPUAE 32 IR SFIRIT , IO 70%;
ME KM AT RESDFAR, LIRT IO BUREERE XS5 (8]. Sula St —D48H, RS A MAEEEH
RAEREEAR T 40%, T5 2 FAUFARTT R[], 43 BUREHERE B0 TS, 40 Moris 25 56 4 3 JE P R 28 )
24 /NI F ARG g B FH EAEE[10].

R, HRET AL E ARG, @l &0 EER. ABSBH RS ARIESESH, A B8R,
GEWORE, RMEIRTT AR AR

1.2, Al EREEFRESHTHARSNAER

N TR REHARTLE R 552 B2 W U8 i) R e IR IR R SR I R S R . Bl IR 5 S BRI R, AL
RGO A A SR BUARRHE 2 L PO, Lk BE S5 T R I B AL AR ARASE AL 38 5 43 A7 il &5 715 SO AR AIE
SEPLREM AR, AUC IR 0.91 [11]. fE2MERE R IZW8k, AT EARBIE EEMRHE: Issaiy ER RS
sEiR e N T2 WGBS i R 80%, EEMT1L4E Alvarado Vo> R40[12]. X P At
TR TR R HHE e B K SRR 4T, 80 AT BEURUN N BRAE LLSE 52 IR 4H FAE 5

ZHT ALGHBIS M EE R AT WO HE: — RS WIRENTE, W Russell ZHIESE K AL #8 5 K IR PR %
RS CT A HZE PR 27% M A IS W e 28 [3]; 2SI 732, Zhang S0 50 KL, Al Reidid
ST CT SAZSSFAEHERA X oy B it 5 8 Za e R 28 [13]. {EAERERIZ, D’Souza 5/ Meta 73T &R,
MRI 454 AL 21 b 4 (R FEIE 0.96, 557 0.97 [14], IXFhTCiE S Re A AR RIS A T 20 0 SR ik
ANHf. B 3D T1 IBUF I Z5 R G R AR R R, Al RGN R RS 8 B JOE S5 Bl % 5 T
JEILH B =i J0[15].

SRIMTEEA R AT T e Bk % - Repplinger %548 HAN R BES7 LG (B AR P WP RAEALAS /2 [ 16], T Sammalkorpi
SRR PR PSR 75 P FE T SRR A0 7]. AR KT AR L 2 O B8R . TR T iR
AT, DL B 100 1 RG IR LA

1.3. AIRENSLRRER

9T H S 20R VG A T RGPl N T REsAAR H B2 RSAE SR 2 2 2 B ifi2 I R
X AMRHIG R VSR I AR o ARLEIR B TELEA T BUAE STk AT HAR S St R 4 0 B (n s sl 5
SRPEIAIAIRE ST, REE FAE X 23 i R 2 L I BSORR T T 1l 6 DR s LR AAE 7 THD R HE R PE © Tssaiy 55
TaH, AL BVETEIS I S D 2 2% I J 3L H R R A% Sl PR VT 4 R G I RRUB M S ke e i, LSS 2R e ff 2 5
Ik 80% [12]. NS, ZEAFEERTS AT 43 B4 Fan ] 5 ma SR TRSRNE (Fi% 8%, B4 Sammalkorpi 25 17T
UESEHE T VP2 1 43 258 B AT 535 PR B PR DR B VIBR %6 [ 7], 1 Russell 5551 454 #5511 PR %A% Rl k>
CT i H HASU RIS WiERYE[3]. 1h4h, D’Souza S5HEH MRI 7EHERRZ2 10 2L 2 4 77 T BA =2 i 18
[14], Pedrosa 2t 00AIE HL [ PE T % 95% A E[2]. LRiR T Bl 55 2 BESRLSHAR(CT. MRIL i) 5
Al S5 E5HWERELLEL, AT A F L ANNL BENUARMOLE 3 B iR 25, FEPEAL AL BR3) 73 B0 F AR B
PLERE . AEFARIGTTIE M JIWT B R0 PO IR &5 X - Repplinger 25253041 B, MRI X518 A\
S PR R A Y S BB S R e T 95% [16], 11T Sula 25 U5 18 bR &5 A4 IE(NEAZ . 17 8)iEiT Al
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AL A TN & 1 ) R 6 UG [9] - B2, ANZEIRE TG Al 524589 T R G e R A S 50040 5 1) .
2. Al G EEBZHT RS HA
2.1. Al 2RISR RIFBSERER

RS ST HRTE R 22528 0 Hr g 2 Z & 2 [ Sh$e UEMBRRE, A 5 AR 4 28 Y 48 (CNIN) [A]
H R ABUE LR, BONAREE —4E 2800 AR . PREFVESE AT FLUESE CNN REA R0R 7l it 45
1 SCEERFAE R RS P (ngtdm) R 2K P 43 AT (gldm) [11]. Transformer A7 D@ i F v 52 J3 4L 24 A 2
Wi R, E=4EBE oMb ERIES, W Huang SR 5 EVI R ER TN CT JPo1HdE, W3
TN IR BEI[17]

IEAE 5 o) SRS W F TR R R AR R ) R, XSS AR R, R EMEELE S OpenCV SEHILSE
B AL SR oM, IR PID 2 i) SEBLATUA R A v 2 17 18]

LI 2] DT I BE WL ARARAE 2 BS E Al & h R IR, PR B VA S5 IE B G i 45 1 R ST P Tl
AUC X 091, BEMTCREHEN SR 11]. Issaly M RABLBIEH, N THIZ M Z(ANN)TESE R
FE RS PR 38 80%, AUC IE{Hi% 0.985[12]. {EFFERAIE, 3D TIW BEE I FHE LS 2D 7
HI S REHR T 2 R SRR AR RS A [ 15]

2.2. Al RGHEERBEEFICEH PN AIR

Al HARTEREIRAZ F 2 Wi N O R 2 SRS 3. CT 4, Kaewlai Z51F SEFEE TG AR FI 5
BRHIER] AL PP R A BX e aitb 5 5 %, I RIETFARE B [19]. Huang F5H K15
EVI ARSI ML I8 3D CT 2 7 b, 52 2 14 B B R 12 W1 AUC 1271 7.1%, SRk BUREEE[17].
MRI J5 T, Hung 5#381F 3D T1W-GRE J¥ 5% 2280 ] 2 2 (i Wi e,  FLBURBEE 80% HLikk G fm bt 2 %
[15]. Rapp ZEiESE MRI B4 2210 9 1 5 1 PR AR 47%,  [AII 4E 3 7 FLRFR 2 [20]. #8403, Russell
ST R AR R B AT Al B 75 TR/ CT A8 FH 22 i AN 52 0 12 Wi e i 14 3]

LS T E N, D Souza 25 RGN R MRI 28 B HUREIX 95%. i 7% 96%, 5 CT 2
RABEAI 24[14]. Repplinger Z5 ()2 A 40 Mr ik — DAl MRI X338 A 5 2 & 12 W AUC 4 0.99[16]. 4
TRAFERF H, Pedrosa S5 51 MRI X 4 4 8 75 A S 52 i R A HERR A, BAPETUIELE 100% [2]. 1E1F
TEEHI/E, Benabbas 5548 HH TUSIRSHE B G AL B AY(BUBE 96.6%) il B N7 42 T B Ik T A[1]. 40T
FEARIEE b T8 75 BUK FE R PR (Cho S54R & IO BEIAAN 56%), 456 CT/MRI LB Z RS HAN4] [21].

23. A Al HENSH R G HERE RS

DA ALBIZ W R ST SR R R SIS BB 2 4 RoR RS . BEJZTH, AN T A M4 (ANN)K,
NFRAA, HAE 29 DU FEH & Edem, I2WUREE alik 80% LA B, 4k T AR (AUC)IEAEL 0.985,
RE LS Alvarado Wor REE[12]. FEANLARMAI R R RAE M, YIS S IIR4E AUC 4 Ak
0.89 F10.91, ZALEEJELHE[11].

WA A BRI M E . Huang ZJF K 3D CT 70 2IE R ML, @it &4k 2D Hidk
RRUE, (R0 %0 AUC $2FF 7.1% [17]. #FXHERER ARE, MRI 5B R G0 2210 ) 2 % HERR 2 W
PEFMME L 99%, 76 RCEE G A0 B (AR S R TR [2] [20]. SRR KGN ) 2, MSCT B4 i
FEFE A SR R R 2T A RIRTEE 95.18%, BURE 5% 7 E FS01k[22].

IFULWIRE TN R G Ol . Kaewlai 258557 (VP2 R G050 /0 Wil R A B4R . BB M 5 B Ak,
RHE, AIREHEX > aive 52 e B B 4, NAEFRIGIT IESRAKHE[19]. Sula ik — B I0AIF b A B
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BRI 1 mm, & bR R 2 ST 15%,  FE 63 bR B A0 5 B0 80 MUK i 2 1679
I R R R SCRF DI REFF SRR o B2 T AT BRI PPAl R G BA 1% D) 2 V) B 26 P AIK 21% [ 7], Issaiy SF1IESE
AT SR A] SR R 230 XU S5 AR S5 46 =i [12]

3. Al RGESMERE R S EISETPRER T
3.1. AR Al R BERRE RS ESHThEIRI

BT CT s 1) ALBRLLE 2R B 28 70 B b e It 2 25 A 94 « Huang %5697 &1 3D CT 43 2R 1M
25T 255 A 2D F s ARG s N S AT I, A5 SR 2k PR R AR (A I B ZE ALY I AUC 4271 7.1%, e 5w
PEIK 94% [17]. BENLARMAEIITE CT G R E, NZESNHKER AUC 49118 0.89 F1 0.91,
S A 5 B R 48 1R X 4 AT AL BE J1[11]. N LAIZ M4 (ANNYZE CT S44840 B rhis W e %
W 80%, AUC WEEHIA 0.985, JUIAE N B R4 4 A OS5 4% 7 U B U SR [12]

MRI T [ AL SRR R AT 73 B2 b B MURFNME - Pedrosa S5 1IESE MRI 2216 [ 2 4% 1 B 44
TRIMEIE 100%, HEFEEIL 97%, AIE R4 M Aot 5Lk % A5[2]. {2 Hung 25381, #RINMIAL GRE
FEHIRIETHZ W HER 2, 3D TIW-GRE JFAIMII& 75 BUAZ O [15]0 T BUIALBAR S5 A ANN 52 n]fig sk
PErR A 96%, 0T YR 1 BRI 28 2% 1 Jil T 4 i V2 i AR ALk Rl B AR #5231

FEFE SR AL N FH T 3K PR . Wang S54RI B P A5 00T 22 0 B 2 4% 73 B I BBURRPEAN 56%, 4757
PEIL 88%, X LI B4l MR A IR1L R m[4]. {H Mask R-CNN FEARSE i 8 4% 2 > Ak .

ARV SRS 3 B SR B S A AE 22 3 o SCREIMTEHLEUIZREE ) AUC 35 0.93, HIIREERE 5 0.80, %
B 443 R rp B3 304117 XGBoost R AUC y 0.77~0.78, it 2 FLIM: bR B2 48 M4 AIE$E X RE 714 559
[11].Kaewlai ZHF & FITED RE 45 A CTYFHE(E R ELE > 13 mm. 3840), i 52 24 B2 s 711X 95.9%,
BERICIEDEFRE[19].

3.2. Al R 542 W A A SN ELE)BIXT

AL 2 Wi 54 G0 BB AR 12 7 S R R 28 20 B rp I R IAZAE 12 35 2 57 o Issaly S5 (1 R G4k Fa i
N LWL (ANN)SE AL RIS WidE i 22 B IS 80%, AUC fH A Ak 0.985, HALAE T Ak &
HEMWAHTRESI[12]AHEEZ R, Russell S A 787, JRUR RHEE A8 S A P 2 B8 (0 BUREBE A 80.81%,
RN 76.67%, WIS TALE E KT AL R4E[3].

SRS — S 71, Kaewlai Z5JF R IF2> RGER M, AL KT 28 B 2 46 (£ 1) 8 A B ) 1)
W EUREIL 73%~90.6%, F7-57 ik 48.5%~70.6% [19]. MitE G2 Wi, Rezak & 0B FHE A X} Alvarado
PEAr 5~7 43I S 9 75 4 CT 363, 20—k 5 32 EM A m[24].

EAERRE, AL ERARRHMEIRI - B A% . Huang 2/ 3D-CT 4028 1 & MLHI$E TR
4R K T AUC IE 7.1%, B8 H BhiR B A AR > 13 mm . JE 6 507 B 45w KU R E[ 17] - 1 Pedrosa
PR, TBURBHEE AT MRI A ) 2 BE 43 2 i A S5 A URAAE 1) A R BUBR EE A 89% (2]

RIM, Al RGANAFAERRYE. Sammalkorpi S5, IR REL GGG, BUNFRHE A I M
b VIR 2N 55%F% 2 29%, I HLEAIGARE B MIEE1[7]. 40T AL 0% 564 B AR A X Ak AL
(U 340 34 B2 2 ) ) 5 02 W, AL R AR Sy v RO 05 L HL i R R SN [R][12] [19]

3.3. ®hg Al iSEERMRNEE S

Bl i 2 AL W RS ORI A HE . SRR, DR BB EA H 5 SEUHLREK a
REIRZEIR[25], ZESWFRSEH TE B BbnE — Bk th 2R EE, Al P RIERSKY R
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{147 %7 FH 255 v B A 7 SR b O HE R 1 [26] o

PRI B 2 7 SRS Wi RS /0L B B Lin 2555 EG 5 AR ELVE R B, BENLARARTE VI ZR g2 IR 4E /) AUC
S35 0.89 1 0.91, RILH MM MCHe M ENAENKAER AUC M 0.93 [£42 0.80, fAERETT
PIA[11]. Huang ZFF RN ERAY) FER MG BT ALA 2D TIGBEAL, KR & M2 K128 AUC #2
Tt 7.1% [17], (ESEEALGIE GEA BOOR (MR JRBR -

AR R/ B ERTINRG MR 2. Hung 28R 80 3D T1 I0AUE FE [B13% 77 512 Wi dE i 05 96%, B3
T H R 2D FPol[15], KU AR 2 7 B R IR RS B RE -

BEMEZE R R EE TR, Sula FUFSLH B4 A HAE > 13 mm B HAE KN 40% [9],
X S M AR BRI Y2 A RE 7T . Pedrosa 5548 Hi 22 401 bR 2 A B A8 7 380 MRI 2 WU Bk 3 [2], T
FEE B TR IR U 2 THE[27]. b4, Rapp S8 R IUSEARFFEET (8] > 12 /N 38 SR RHIE 35 02
[20], B 1) DR 25 T 402 5 M R AU P a0 1

4. Al RGFTIMRLR R RIS N
4.1. Al HEhSHr X MR FR A RIZFNEL

AT 5 B2 Wi R GEim i i wE TR ) [ BB 28 o0 4 BB AL AN REF R ¥ 31 . ARIBVE SR RO FUIESE, T AL 2
G RFAE A B I BN LR AR T ] HERf X el 5 B 2 R B 48, HR4E AUC 15 091, NFEARFTRER

PROLATFEAKIE[11]. Mallinen 58 H, B A [ Mk i 853 R Rl R AR R =08 20%, AL RGuiE A= R
SHRFIECINE R4 A . B > 13 mm) A FER B A 56 % B IR AT AR AR R 67 [27]

SUERARE
Al BIZER

B

AT

ARINEET70%

e
y

SRR

| b
BEEFA o
24/\BYB AT BT

Figure 1. Clinical decision-making flow chart
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TEFARB MK /1, Huang 59T K1) 3D-CT 73 )2 73 FHEL ARG HEX oy spalitE 5 PRI 2 98, fiF
B R AW AUC $27F 7.1%, 55 B 2E 20 W7 37 B R BRE IR T TR B[ 17]. Issaiy 25 4Rk
— RS, AL RS W 2o 3 R O HER R BT 80%, B T1£48 Alvarado W-4r 48, A/ AL
SEFAR[12].

T THRERANEE, Pedrosa 2551 MRI 454 AL 12 Wikt 2210 B M FUEIE 95%, 8% id B FARTHi[2].
1M Sammalkorpi S5 1EIG R VF 70 BEE AL SEAZR IO SRNE, ERAPER R UIRR 2K 47% [7]. XEEHR D HE
A T B A bR R T SRR IR YT, B A ) e XU R R (T [ R S ) DU 75 A
BFAR, Al RGUEE AR TRR A FNATT 77 S5 2K HE 8] [27]. ImRO SRR 1 Fx.

4.2. Al RZRERB LAV EFRMALEFNIER

Al R GULE YR AN 06 BT AR IR HP 1 FH 32 B BLAE AR08 230 R B 1 B R D B R U T« M-
Winen 5 ARIFFE 0 , k) 72 J 6 Ik b s 38 v Bl R A 2R ik 20%, TR 40 5 DL L ABFRR %, 3R HE
B BB AR L BT R B R E 27, IRARIEYE B, Al FBhis W Rg0Ed AR50, 2%
BEAIK 1 991 bRl JE2 DI 26 - Sammalkorpi S50IE 52, K A R & VF 3 R4S, BITEVIBR Z M 55% 4% 2 29%,
BRIk 47% [7], X EBVARET AL BRSO 5 48 5 70 ke v 340 1 g

TECWIRLRET T, Al RGURIHBAL G 70 - Issaiy 548, AN THIZ M4 Al BALZ T
S bR R A VA SR 80%, AUC fH ik 0.985, T Alvarado ¥F4r R 45[12]. Russell %5 {52 2
R, 455 AL RTEA ISR R CT A 2 RME RS, [ 4ERE T2 Wi 23], ARk Bglb 7A
DB O R R . Kaewlai Z58E—B0610E, 3ET CT #FAEM AL 737 R G5t 52 28 Bl 8 48 10 1R 1) e g
5 73%~90.6%, KiFPEA 48.5%~70.6% [19], NTARRSFERAL T Al SEMKIE .

Al RGEIES AR S RS A8 T ARG H R AE. Repplinger 251E5Z, MRI BEA Al 2 Wigus e
1% 96.6%, FFRPEIL 95.9% [16], X EDREFE 4> BY e A8 I PR B= A= R 58 HEAf X - SR Atttk 5 5 A VE PR 2 4%
AR FARBIHLERE . JEHX 22T R, Pedrosa S558 1 MRI 454 AL FIBAPETRIIAEIA 95.2% [2], A XK
G T ADLER ST RIS IR AR o XL AR I FIHED) T FM R SR G568 T ) B4 3K 3
e AR

43. Al RGER M BB EIBRIETRE S

Al RGLERA T E BRI ) £ ZARIAE A B2 W 8] P4 BEUR 20 IE S s I R TS =T
[flo Pedrosa 5548 H, MRI XFE4R A R R 48 R 1 FOAE L 100%, 7] 3 8 o AN b E AR % A [ 2]
Russell 5F1UESE, 456 AL FIEIMRERASAE CT M2 T % 40%, [RIN4ERFZIAERA S, 485 izt B
6] 2.3 /NIF[3]o 7E X532 J7TH, Sammalkorpi S57F & IR B B R VT2 R Gl B4 I K -5 RAARRHIE
AT R KR 27%, AT REIHE7].

Al IRFN AR 0 B B 32 7 35 . Repplinger 254738 MRI 2 Wi UK T 96.6%. 4557 95.9%,
S BB IR IZ N (] 46 7 22 30 7308 N[16]. Rapp S KIS MRI 5, FIHESIERE R T 47%, &F
PR HIdZ> 1.8 K[20]. X TR 4476, D’Souza Z555 1 AL 4B 3D & HOAR w5 b B 45 4 7 B
HERRE, BSYUERITFRIE IR 14].

TEGIRIRALZTH, Rezak UESEM R Alvarado V7456 Al 5480, MJLEREK CT {3 FH &b
27%, BARAR 5 5 5% XU [24] . Thieme 2542 3L T MRI ) AT 200 560, K JE TR 25 F 38 R4 T 22%,
SRR ANRL BT IR IR J7(28]. %, Rapp 18 H AL LALFFRAE 27 FLEFRELE 21%~26%, i1 T 2
FHRAE[20]
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5. it E5RE
5.1. ARTEELMELE

N TR 840 B2 W RGUE SPER B R 0 BU2 W R I s e . 25T CT 2B T
22 25 (ANN) B2 Wl 22 I 80%, M2k N HAR(AUC)IE(EIE 0.985, RER T1E48 Alvarado V77
AG5. BENLARMARRLLE I ZR4E SMA4E 73 703K %) 0.89 F1 0.91 1 AUC B, RIVHBARFHNZILEE . 5

FVER R 28, 3D CT 73 ZiE R ISl il e 2 4E B SRR E, I8 AUC 3271 7.1%, FERE
ik 94%. TEARFER ABERIFH, MRI F: ) AL 2900022 40 bR 2 28 IR B PE TS 100%, ¢ 571k 97%,
AR T4 AR . SRR G RS — Dk i aae, MSCT BEA sl 5 s i 15 & 4
F+2 95.18%.

ZRGN MBI A SRR o 36T AT BORS e 43 20 55 25 BRAR T BIVE bR DIBR R, IR AR 7T
TESE R JS i35 AR N 55% 5 2 29%, FEIETL 47%. AT B i B A 4 KU AE (D Bl 2 45 A BLAR > 13
mm. 5RO E )R S MR IEYT: PRI R AT IE B4 IR T (R FRIT 70%), 170 B A P AR B R R
BO AL £ 75 K R TP ZESRRARAL 710, AT BRENRTEAL A28 CT 18 F R AR 27%~40%, 2
AT R 45 2.3 /NEE, A ERFS WTHE R 26 o RPRFERIEAR I PSR SCRE I N S, e A 1 9 0
KA R T 47%, FIALERELE 21%~26%, A &0k G | 837 S SRR ERE KR . X BRI [F HED)
T ARl SR M B A ) B s SR B Y S A, IR BRI v R 23 B AR A PSR

5.2. Al G H 2 ET R RHPR1E SHkkk

T AL RGEHIS WAL RE S PR T TR SN2 AL RE ) o R R B AA R B Rk ANFRIBEST
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