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Abstract

Traumatic brain injury (TBI) is highly heterogeneous, and the accurate assessment of neurological
functional prognosis is critical for individualized clinical treatment and optimized resource allocation.
Conventional assessment methods such as the Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) and neuroimaging are
limited by their subjective nature and challenges in dynamic monitoring. In recent years, blood-based
biomarkers have garnered significant attention due to their objectivity and ability to dynamically
reflect pathophysiological processes. This review systematically summarizes recent advances in the
use of the C-reactive protein/albumin ratio (CAR), neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR), and S100
calcium-binding protein 8 (S100f) for assessing neurological functional prognosis in TBI. CAR, which
integrates inflammatory and nutritional status, demonstrates consistent performance in predicting
mortality. NLR is cost-effective, easy to measure, and serves as an independent predictor of unfavora-
ble outcomes. S1008, a marker of glial injury, is suitable for early screening and intermediate-term
prognostic evaluation. While each biomarker has distinct advantages and offers complementary in-
formation, they also present certain limitations. Future research should explore multi-marker com-
bined models and their integration with artificial intelligence and radiomics to enhance the precision
and clinical applicability of prognostic assessment.
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1. 51§

B 4% 14 A% 4% 14 (Traumatic Brain Injury, TBI)Z$84 IEH Tk S BRI M AH LS A ThRe i s, =4
BRYG A EEBOEEUR IR R 2 — o AT WA R, SEREELA 6900 F3 1 TBL#Acmifsl, HeE
21147 1500 J3fol, HRWIZEZIZE FFHEH[1]; TBI AMUE B E R i R R 50, 045 B35 K EE
Mo RITE A M. EIRE, MECEFEN. TOEMASEG G m, TBI BRI R AR 7
AR, CECNE AL TA A A5 . TBI FIIGARRIATG Z 7 8%, N
BRI AT BOR ERG E E A R A A DR B 20T, RIS R PE[2], X R R B A AR
TENIG TR ™ AR R ) 22 5, IR INAE 40 R M 7 ik R AL e B B M 22 5. WERAVEAL TBI B s
ZUReHE, RTHEE MR TS IR T BHIRRC B DA EE R KIS P E R A S .

FE G TG VAL 2 AR B T B B R AR (GCS) VA SR S 7 DA S R AR 28 D REPPAN 55 7 7
SR, IR ECFRARAEAE EUE SR AW IR AE . PO It A R, ELAE T A 22 Dl e Y05 7 THI A7 AE
—EJRRYE. ik, FHREM. BUR. RIS VRE TR, RS AR B TBI s B A #LE F2 1) A=)
FREY, BONIEFERP RS . KT TBI Rt bn &R, SERE R 7 AL RLKE[3]: (1) W&o
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M AHSE: NSE. UCH-L1 %55 (2) AR AMIBGAIIE: S1008. GFAP &5 (3) HoiifatHoe: #h
LI B AR (NFs) BEFEI I (I(MBP). Tau B A%; (4) #EMRE: W IL-1. IL-6. IL-8. IL-10.
TNF-a 555 (5) PRANIEIE: WisMisA. miRNA 154 TBI A B st AEMAREY), ITEREZIRE. R,
B —E MR B AR AR AE DA AT T S TBI (2 29 B A H FE ,  HLRG I A v . BORBR ™ k. IR HAE
I RS2 BR, BRI, R RV S Z A A A g R A EEE L.

TR, C MNE A5 A E A HE(C-reactive protein to albumin ratio, CAR).  HF P44 40 ffd 5 76k E2 40 ity
Et{H (Neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio, NLRY{E N HE G [ 2R S N ANE FRIRAS IR A “XUHERE” 4865, FEVEAG
FR G JIE RNk VR 3 XSS 7 T s H B EEANE (4] [5]; AR RZ L) TBI AWhs E4)——S1008, 1E
VAl TBI = EAREEAITE h AR EZ T[], N TR aeE AR ZEH AR M, WAEH S TBI W5
TP KIFEF[T]. AL BERPITE CAR. NLR. S1008 7£ TBI & #h 2 ThE G s b (0 7 2,
DR ENEL 537 3 6 A b 5 PR B A2 BRI o I PR I FH BICER DA B A AE R SR B A% Dl PR S e P e 456
4 TBI P PPl T EL AR ALE 0 B, AR RENS N TBI B &AM IATT A TS RS A SR (15 58 2 7
AR o

2. CAR £ TBI BE& WA &R A
2.1. CARHIENX. HEAZEREYEEN

C &M A5 AR A ECAR) GBI MiE C KN IR EE (mg/L)Bk UL AR R B (g/L) T A5 H
H—NEENSH.

C X M EE F(CRP)E H IR & i S i i B AR 1, 7E RAERIBCR, Rl 2 7E IL-6 S T, Hii
IKFRITE 24~48 /NN FHE U £5(8]. 7E TBI B, CRP MFHm AU T R G 980E [ S AR B,
5 MG P ERE AR DG . (R AR N T TBI J5 & MR . TBI B& %A BB
IHRERRNG . IR LS R AR UPIR S, XSS R I E S BUR A & A MER R E[9]. [HFHERR
&, HEAMUES)RVE TR, HASIE R GMAERIER, AfEfe M. S8k B hEEAHE
T PRE MV EE T EE[10] [11]

Fairclough 25 \[12]5-7F 2009 1 2 H T CAR IX— ARG IR = X, MG 2 AN FRHIGE 1 XX —
R - EFRE IR EDE R AT . ZHAT, T CAR MR CAH M) 2. CAR WAEYEE ET
[ B s R ATLAZRS 1) 28 AR A A FRR L o AH ELAI E CRP BRI 8 1, CAR $R48 T 5 4 (s B A 3L 18—
—CRP AR SV RRE i, HE AR IE & s FRAVE FRA R, P A T #E7R TBI
R AR R SN SRR RE ) Z AP, 1R CAR B RS [RII A7 78 i A0 57 A RV S 7R 4%
TR W AT AT B 2 A LA TBI 5 (s B AR BRI FE . R0 s SORE /K T AT T 28 1M A B e it 4R
TEHERZE O T H TR B T A A A S AT A D K i PR ZH U S M S LA 1 B AR AR
ERET) . XPIIE - B IR KRS RS E R B2 B8 TBI B s A R E 2 H A

2.2. CAR 7 TBI & /ahrIlEKASR

2.2.1. AEIFEFEE TBI HA9 CAR T

A CA 24 2 IR PRI 702 5IE 5K CAR 7E TBI FG WAL A A, B ZRIUA TBI ™ A2 5 1

TE4 B TBI (mTBD)H, CAR MITRIMMEAHRT AR, HAEE I RGN RAEWRHON RILK . Jung
2 N[13]HIHF T BoR, mTBI & HHEA K, CAR BET R, HS5MAThEEN RE R, HRRTERE
EZH A+ CAR A5 BTG & s

FEHEEE TBI B, CAR HITRINMHME S AW . Wang 25 \[14]00/NEATIF 5814 ARIE, CAR 7K FTF
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5 TBI BFAERUHEA RIUE SEMHC, HHEMNSER T R MKH CRP slHE AR . S
Friedrich 25 \[4]3F—2PAESE, CAR RNMSZIERET-HE T, 2 CAR > 0.38 B BF(EFET R B3
THaE, HFHSLZABERIER CAR FITMANME SRR

FEE A TBI &, CAR b5 HUMGE S W 55 FORE 45 R AH < . Zhang %8 A [15]1K 3 CAR #2
MU R 8] ZE K Sz 3 LR M TR R 7, $27% CAR 38 B A7 WO B T W R g )y, R T
CAR HIRHTEH .

A 2 TG IREF 7L R £ CAR &5 TBI B TG oG 7E—IUATRE AT T KL, CAR 7EFET 4+
BERTAAEME, HAR ML HUS 712 28 & Logistic VA0 #r o, CAR #iflS 6 4N H AR TE X
S (mRS ¥F5r >HFHK[16]. X—4RE Liu FA[17)0F 75—, J5#FFa & CAR H B H MIET- R K
72k CAR B[ 1.88 £%, £ CAR B3 5T AT @A, FHFAEAIR TBI ™ HE AR B4 5 Hr b £
Fr—grE, WEENSR T CAR IGIRB A MG SIS, HAZOCHAEE TBI i i )™ S A2 B 84k . X
Beff 5T ik CAR AVl TBI B E AL TR A St 15 LR, SR 7 HAE 5 XU 7 J2 A0 23 Sl o (1 7%
TEAER

2.2.2. CAR BB 5B L M RIRBRIXER

H 1 2 200t L8 T AN BB BRI CAR 7€, {H 2025 Wil B8 R S o B EAR o 3B MR CAR (U1%F 24
AN, FEEE 72 NI AT R s AR Ak R MR 1 G . TBI J& CRP /KB AR (R4l =
K CAR BRHEATPHE T ) T RESE R s R RS 720840, S54R MG 1 g . IR RRE RN R A
LT Re sl /B VIAHIR[18] [19].

2.3. CAR 5 R TETES R R EVRSPINEES M A

CARTEHL b EARMBA TN 21, AR LT VAl AR RE T 7 5L B 25 60T 4 RGuHT LI B AL o,
CAR TR BE ELSR AN [ APACHE 11, SOFA 5455 W4r 245201, (HEAW 7 H[21], ¥ CAR g4
APACHE II 5% SOFA BLR) J5 n] i 42 s e i 1, R SO0 E IR RS Tair S48 B IR E 45 & B IR

B E—RIMEASTIEA HERGIRNE, FvIREL CAR LN FH B A MV RGN EE, JLH
TEBIT R RIS R o BRATATHE R EREM 375 N CAR 55 GCS 45& F T F AL AR WO i -
A S R S IAONME S, RSO 2ol IR, 18 AIS. RS E PSS, CAR
PIORFFMSL RN, SCRFHAE “VP5r + A IREHESE P AR [4] .

B — AR bR AR R W R — U7 TR EE AR 3R, 0K CAR 5 H A AEYIbs EELA VAL, AT RE
RO YRS R, BRSPS OUERRTE. 10, TBI BEH & IF &8RRG, AW 7CE T CAR f1
B45 2 JR(PCT)X TBI F8 ICU JET- RPN, 455 —3& AUC #HIE HIx TG A guih = B3k, Fik
TE [F) i PPAG SORE /8 IR IR A (CAR) R YL ™ B AL FE(PCT)  TH B A P 5 GCS MIEL, AT DU AT 20 S e
BFWIE22]. HIK, CAR 5ARMBEWMEARE N, —IEx - E & TBI SE AR “AmA%E
FHAE” (LARX —E &R, JFIESE LAR JhE# B WAL T R B3N, #0454 GCS. MpksEAr &
ARG, HI R B SRS [23]. X — B FEREE A T CAR: #EE FRIERS CAR 75 R W2 215
LR R, ZEAE AN IR ERAE R, AT BE 42 1HI A4 s TBI iU MR PEAli o AR T EHELLEL T CAR 5
NLR %f TBI fEBsE T TMANE, 45R 5 CAR WU EMR T /5 #24].

LEDUAUEYE, CAR IT-@& TBI & WGV H “WE 7 TR, KREFHREZaEEZ H 0
WFIC, BNTARMELR I 5 4 2 5 PR BN CAR W7, AL LR AR LR BUG R shes T
CAR 5#& LR S BRGAY, SE T TG VPG B R B S50 e ks DR I 5 22 LA PR SR N\ 45
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7~ CAR Tt e A9 Bl #2E FRAL AL, 4hse HAF N EYIAR SR BRI . J8Id EIR244E, CAR 72K
N TBI BERHERUG IFAE R E TR, OieREA RIS 69T 77 R ah S IR AL 2445

3. NLR 7£ TBI & ThgEM G & P aE H
3.1.NLR HEMX R RPHIEEHR

PR 2 B 5 94k B2 40 B LE {5 (Neutrophil-to-Lymphocyte Ratio, NLR)Fg 4 i i+ P4 50 40 i 46 6 1T 480 5
IRELAH PR AT T B LA, PR WL SO0 5 BRI BN F1 . 1%F6 45 B Zahoree T 2001 41 {4
o, FTAE ERE MR P PR DA 4 B RO N [25]. BEJE NLR J3Z B T O I B g
DA 22 EERE SR A . 2010 4ERTJE, NLR B8 51 N\ TBI A SCHEFT, F IR AT FUIE L 5 TBI Wik ™
L TR RO A A D) Re Ik S VIR0 Jodhr, B A RERIERIBE A4S Chen 55 A [26]%F 2007~2012
(A 855 BIEE A TBI & IR/ BT KB, TG A R AR BT NLR &3 5 TG R P4, 2SR
7~ NLR BT -+ Bl 5, B2 H K% Zhao 55 A [27]4E — T rbCe [B1 B BHF 72 23 A 17 1291 41 TBI
SR JE R, 4 NLR Ho At AR 5 AH 45 A 0 2 X TS 284 ] 2 2 48 FH5 6 AN H GOS Tl e

X [ Py FLEARE AU BE5E T NLR B2 TBI WSS AR 5EAt,  JFBaf AR 20 s il v B 1Y
B E. HE G FARFEE, NLR 7E TBI 1 /E AL A BIPE RS B 752 i5E, Adk—B 0t
AL T HES %,

3.2.NLR 5 TBI B&HENETENHRHR

3.2.1. FEEEFZE TBI /Y NLR R

AR, BEE X 98 ELE TBI 4k 4505 AE H IR AL, NLR 78 2 DUl PRAF 72 4 8% B T 9F4h TBI &
FOLFHIE R E B TBI ) B 1 ™ B A ThRE TG . FLE SR B A 2 8 s AL R 5 BE TR TBI 1)
R AR TS R [28)

TEA2FE TBI 1, NLR MITRIIANEAE XA R, (R7EG I 2 R BUR G vl BEFH =i[29]. 76 R kb P44
(0 P48 2R A7 /) 4% 2 P 02 5 HE L) BA A+, s vy NILR 5 7 340 o e i 8 R i 482 F0URUG 8 N AH 2 [30]5 T 7E 5
BRI (DAD T, ABE NLR AAF R, 35 6 NMAA BB, SRR HmMIR R4 SO0
A B N2 [31] [32] .

P EE TBI 1, NLR T8 5 B . Mishra 25 A [33 10150 27, ARt 7K F NLR 5 TBI
BEARUG WA, IR R NLR MU R T XS Ih ek B i 22, it h £ HE TBI B
HET 2R ST 0 R - — T30k E B EE (1 I BA[34] [ o3 4 T 478 175 2 K3 i E 8 TBI £ Al A I,
ABEE NLR > 6.24 ] Hill 6 N AR AR TS, HABE NLR KF5T2 &5 TBI B#H IS % K 6 4
H mRS BEMK; H—TokH BRI BASIET96 FIE A TB)KI35], ABEh K555 1~3 K NLR
TERE AT 2 R 38 B 2 m TAEE 4 ZHRREIASHIERY, APt NLR 50T % 2 1EAX.

3.2.2. NLR $i&5T M EH L HRIRGRIX R

B4 NLR b S a4k R MmN Il B A B RO RS EEEESEAHOC, TR AT #8 [ 90E R N
AR R SIS, — IRk 7 & BL36], TBIJ& 1 JAR NLR FIF &5 6 AR B 15 A%,
MAREE NLR 55052 500k, K, T ARG TBIEEH([37], AR5 48 /M NLR 7K-F-R] Bz il
1A HWNIET:, FNREE T NBEi NLR; Andrew 25 A\ [38]HIZ A Mt & 8L, & NLR 5 TBI RJ5
ANRERMK. Arslan 25 A[39]B 75 H 1728458 7EEEXT ICU WUia 1 161 BIER TBI &3, Strodl
ABERS ) NLR 22 & TA7E4, H NLR > 9.85 ATl 28 KIEAET:, FH3H NLR nlfE R HIXE 4 2
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TH.

NLR AMUSMEA R E5 ), I8 e RAE RN (1 3t fg, B A B 7% 115G TBI Ja 4k A 1% H il
(PHDXS:: Li S [40] 11 BUPERT 7o A BLA BT NLR & &4 Sk PHI MO ER H R, HA5H% GOS 1T
DEARKISS R EEM . XS UAEFT T AR NLR Jhm 23 kT PHI R ZERA RS [41].

XL NLR 80T TS A R BUS, 5 TBI 4K 4505 AL B S B0 B A BRES SRARITER, 96
THAE AR A& Y. (2 NLR AR (0 BUR I —38 “X7)817 - BRI T, (Hth 5) 52 i GeAs
SRRVMNERZ TP Ik, NLR BRFEIE G456 2 R in S 9mbe LB, Wl 2 R e R 2t
ATV, AT EE— B3R R UG VAl R AE R

3.3. NLR S#EThEEES I KRB R S H A RIS MR & 76

MAWF SR, NLR 5 TBI #B2HOCH P EE TB)AMARETE B M. Andrew %5 A [38]HIHT
FLRW: ABE NLR /KFilH 5 GOS /KF 27 AHK; Aghadoost 2 A [42] (1) BRI S &I, H -
TBI & ABEhE NLR > 5.2 /[ 1l 6 4 H B Dhaeds /A R, #E—H3FF 7 NLR AE A HEE TBI 1l vPAl
FREYIPREYE . —TURTHEEASURE S RAE R B, & NLR 4EE1 6 NH GOS W4 K % NLR 41
[43].

XL TEEE R A Bt NLR A4 5B GCS PP Fe 2 K HATh RE TS AHOG, R BH NLR n/{EA
GCS. GOSE &7 (4 Bh4ehs . £ F8P5)2 10, ARt NLR 54015 ™ 5 5 8 7 5C(GCS BAIK, NLR B
), ISR A R DhRe 4 RAHIC; (R ARG 22 80K, H 2 B0t 98 Kk BBt NLR (1)
TG TN BEAS S 2 A TN, $ORHEES/EN “ Ruehh” ARG ARME— 174 T H .

WA R ERM G E, IGIKRH L GCS v AP ™ EE . LL 3~6 I H GOSE 8t mRS Z/iH £
HAZE . B NLR(EG A& A MABUEL, #1 NAR. CAR)YS GCS. CT ¥4 (W Rotterdam/IMPACT 48 &) &
L, Ll BRI R B B — AE AR bR S RE AR E TS R GOSE/mRS; iX— fifE NAR Al CAR W7t
Meta 7415 2 B FIGHE[17] [24].

{H2&, NLR KA BRI R R TG 2 T Hka% . B 2% 81 JE NLR 55528 g% . TR A
HEHEZ FZRE T, AR A R, X 0] GELEA R0 50 A O R E AN 22 5. ok, HAT
KZHAEHAR HBAL. FEARARERMEBEG 7T, REERE—-StEEm, Az 290, KR
AT AE PRS0 Fm RN A BEA TS . B NLR 5 IhREVE (W GCS. GOSE. mRS. NIHSS)PA A HiAth
RIEF EVANLEE S, T8 WIS A TS B, 2 ARk R & NLR I PR KRS R FH B
REETT ] o I AR — SRR M 78 O 4 S5 2 SHUTI Y, 4% NLR 5 2 W5 Jabs R AL Gilfn K A%
WA E[43], BUE LA ) SRR m TN R U AR e, X —BATURE AR TBI T Pk
B IIRS HEFI R REAL .

2% I, NLR MUZRAES A 1) “Wrigdets” , HEalseoni @ 245 344k TBI filf5
PR R E IR, AR A28 AN O 2 2 R B (AL 1 JEL 2

4. S1004 7£ TBI Wi AT 14k H RO b {ar
4.1. S1008 M5 FHRHES £ B4

S100 5454 2 1 B (S1008)2& S100 & H SR W 78 B RTR AN IR R 2 —, A2 5 -4 FDA #tifEH T
TBI WA MR AE bR 8. HR T RBZA0N 21 kDa (FVE “RAEE A, FEHFRKMZE RSN SRR
o 0 R 2D SR ol A e BRI 43, AU RT A I DT it T AR UL i BEIVLAF 4R SR i S 2R

TEAEFDIRAS TN, S100p fEMGH I R IE 2 M B EEIhRE, AT, R KMt
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TR A AT IEVESE[44]. ZIUASMIF 5458 K], S1008 LEGNEE /R (nM)7K-FI BEAR 2 ph 22 o Aiis . S
Je 53 o (H IR FETH R IMEE IR (uM)ZK-FI, U] B8 75T 2ORE R 73R IA I 51 A M 2 el 12[45] [46]. X Ff
IR JEE AR PR UUEE 25 P REARRE 1 M AE 4 S1008 /K- & FE T vl e Se Bk 1 AL 23 0 DR AP P S Bz, T S
T W PR A T S O A A R T -

WHFtsath, S1008 24 2 BRI AR . SUEH TBI o, T4 ELEGIR, S1008 W 4¢5h
B UL, RS KRS SR AAE R TR S 4RI £ 50 70k S1004[47]. Sb4h, TBI B LK
FRBEES IR DIRERIR , O S1004 B NAMAGEIASE4E 7 B IEIE[48]. A —LLFHk FEHEN, glymphatic 5
it AT REAE N S1008 ) “HMHREIE ", MR ALERELE S LG S1008 /K- P IEiR T, 5 /£ BBB
(L fi 5 ) 7 R 015 450 A5 SR BE ARSI B S0 IR B2 B T[40, (HAZAR U M Bk = — BOIESE . IR S
— 7R, S1008 AL “ Y RERG=17 » HAE K T Ik REIE L 5 TR S A 287 1) 3 44
(RAGE)4i %, Z 5 RIE R AL [50]. 58T S, S1008 B2 HLHIREBUE HE BN S 45475
e L I RBURTR AR o

4.2. S1004 #£ L5 TBI FR 1T R B R &R

4.2.1. S1004 BYIG PR R 4

S1008 72 H AT BRI TBI AWbr &2 —, KEIHKPF R EZLIUESE T S1004 76 TBI {4k i)
Bl : M3 S1008 K-FETHE 54 RS B K[51]. MR EN], S1008 ATVE JT5i o & & TBI &
6 NMATUGEIA TR, JCH R 5 REA (N 24~48 NENHX TS PEAS A M E[52], X—MELE
3 5 B B B T B T B AR ISR, TR S T 4 P 4 T O R P s

E“RZICT Il X EENIRAR R E, S100p #H Tk T BT CT AR EE . A4
if5 6 /NI AR AL e N2 2 TBI (mTBI) & &, 25 113 S1008<0.10 pg/L, 7] L2 A bR i iy 42453
H SR B B, IR RS T35 MG B TR 3 I mTBT &5, v R ikt S AN 0 2 (R T80 B 85 A1 R T 1I[53] [54]
R ER TBI HF, 17 S1008 K-V 54515 ™ 5 B (I GCS/EAAZ R PP kAR AR e 1ICP S 2B
FHIG, AT E A T RN S R 2 2 (55

TEERE I A B 52 T, S1008 vl AL 4] “HEf /g ” T.H. Bouvier &[56 |{1E— Wit X) JLE
& TBI ) RCT W5 HIER, 4% S1008 1) 3 /N PR IR, v LR/ CCT ff H 5B 42,
AR INERA R4, Oris 545 TR AR SE[57]: ERANSJLENR CIRKEE T, S1008 (5]
N AL A B I RAAR AT B0 20 30% LA b, RTHE 2 RAEAE G477 J5 35 - f ) (G 6 2 I <3 7N ) o

{HEESE | S1008 JRaE el “Hed gkt ” 1) “ & o BAHEFLE A% mTBI Ik RARAE 75
HEFZ I (8] 5 AR ARERT S1008 XA I il A 993 722 [ SRR T DLk B s B 2 85 100% [58]. 1H S1008 Z4F
NBEE 2 A5 B3 P IR R A TS A “HERRAR RS ” Tl “ e U7 [59] [60], S EUHAENRIR

4.2.2. S1008 7 TBI FEik&RH*E

XFFrf - EEE TBI KIS T, K S1008 /E AL Y5t 8 H 56 480, Sl R UESE 9 52
FIE R A EAMEEAE LR PR

Seidenfaden &5 A\[61]HF Fi2/R, APBifG 24~48 /N S1008 /KF5 6 A~ H Dhfg4 Js(GOSE)MIAE T %
FZE. BT SRR H S1004 FIIME /155 K5 6 AN H B GOSE FISET- A1 B EAHK[16]; (HIAEN
R K AT RE S R TR AR A A 2 DA, B AR G IR IR AL, 72 K2 2 B A 0t 9 7R [62]:
¥ — L ELHE S1008 HIARE 7 1 M Y5 1 b S0 0 N A% Gl R 55 T8 2 T ASE 24 (1 IMPACT/CRASH) B 2 35 12
mixt 6 4~ F GOSE [MTiillgEe 77, FHorh S100p8 X WG R84 1) “H 5" M EAEx A BRARA B geih 223 X,
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BE AR I T ASE Y (A e 35 T nT R e AR E LA o RIS T IR AR 54 (- S1008 GFAP)FI
P TE G bR B (W UCH-L1. NfL)E : S1008 2 I H ¢ s fUsetE:, 1 GFAP XHAS R G 145 S s 4,
T RE AN O AN R 45 SR TR R HERA M [49]
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