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Abstract

To evaluate the correlation between Auricularia auricula-judae polysaccharide and the risk of hyper-
lipidemia, this study uses Meta-analysis method to analyze the TC, TG, HDL-C, LDL-C and LCAT indexes
of Auricularia auricula-judae polysaccharide in reducing blood lipid by searching CNKI, Wanfang data,
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VIP (China Science and Technology Journal Database), Embase, PubMed, Cochrane Library databases,
and using RevMan 5.4 software. In this paper, 10 randomized controlled trials were included. Meta-
analysis results showed that: serum total cholesterol (TC) index [MD = -1.3,95% CI (-1.68, -1.93),
P <0.0001], serum triglyceride (TG) index [MD = -0.7,95% CI (-0.77, -0.40), P = 0.006], serum low-
density lipoprotein index [MD = -0.58, 95% CI (-0.77, -0.40), P < 0.0001], serum high-density lipopro-
tein (HDL-C) index [MD = 1.06,95% CI (0.72, 1.41), P < 0.0001], the experimental group and the control
group have significantly improved, the difference is statistically significant. Bias analysis showed that
there was individual literature that deviated from the funnel plots of TC, TG, LDL-C, and HDL-C levels,
indicating a certain degree of bias. The overall results showed that Auricularia auricula-judae polysac-
charide had a certain effect on improving the level of hyperlipidemia and had a negative correlation
with the risk of hyperlipidemia.
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T8 5 Kfaf R [2], sl MhEVE BB R AR e d i i) IR RRE 2 —, R — A ™ E g N 2R 11 fit e
FAEE[3]. FRE 40 % DL b JE B fig 57 5 % R34 35.8%, 2010~2020 4 8] H ML i 57 51 A& 0 I 50
HAGN 920 /3, HiZH HIAERA[4]. mifiR ML ARSI N[5]: SH[E T (Total Cholesterol, TC). i
=& (Triglyceride, TG) M {%%% i fig % 111 (Low-Density Lipoprotein, LDL-C) & &%, & % FF s 4 1 (High-
Density Lipoprotein Cholesterol, HDL-C) & & T Ff. HACHE 7R BH[6], i P24 A2 8 0 I I 7K 1 2 2 A
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XSCIRHE T (5 BB R e R . TR SR BRI SR -
2.3. WERME

K2k : PubMed. Embase. Cochrane Library. Web of Science % %4 Al o [l & . 5 )7 B2 2%
WAL M B 12 SR B . R R E IR A2 @R 2022 4F 12 H. R R RS (LL CNKI Af]) “ Bk
H”OR“EAHZHE” AND “FFIflg " Ak, J iz Hug (Ll CBM A7) “Black fungus, Black fungus
polysaccharide” i “Fall hematic fat” Jyf i .

24. MRB]

1) BB ISR EA AL BRI 2L, e iR 2) B RE, %R + A
HOAEA, BHERR AN, KREEIEIE: 3) MRAEIINFIHERR AR v b 5 SCHR i B0 16 S0k HEBR K
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B EZ SR, BRI,

2.5. XEkBREITMN
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W FU2 1 o Ho At 2 T U 1 XURG: F il R (A AR 175 ) o 4% DAL 10 s EAT PN SCHRIEATY, PR 45 R i XU
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2.6. XEREHERRE
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FIF Cochrane WMER ) RevMan 5.4 #4410, X Meta BEAT T FELR 04T . X TiEsAs &, P
{E(MD) [z £ 95% CI R MR EUI s B, 1 = 0.05 NKEIG KT fESLIERE -, WREHLIE S BEPLAL
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PEo S I0E 1R R ESEF(P > 0.1, 12<50%), WRBIAM IR Hm M. BT SRimma, seiesh
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JRE 285 R R AR IR A NI TR 0 NSRS 2E, 5 e ik & JF AR ARt AT IR e #r, IRHET T 255, @
RSN, FARFTERARIE, 205 A2 B2 = A FE bR, DASS IR AR e M
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Figure 1. Flow chart of document retrieval
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Table 1. Research basic information table

1L ARBERBERR

FrmE T D R f%bﬁ - S0 GG
F2£i02016 9 1010 202 01 HEAHZH FRAMIT L B P /N R 0O O6)
Chiu2014 12  8/8 6 02 ZEAREZHE AHIK HEESERE -EFKR 000®

Tingting2020 6  10/10 5 02 ZEAHZE AEIHK EEERE -EFKR O00@

K aEE 2021 8/8 5 02 HEAHZH AKX HEdE SD KR OE®
X5 2016 4 8/8 226+19 01 EARHZH 4K L B P /N R OOe®

] 5544 2019 8/10 18~22 6~8 0.1 HEAHZH AErIbK MEPE RN R O2E®

IS 2016 12 8/8 222 01 ZAHZ AmibK HEPE/IN R O O6)

JHE4 2005 5  12/12 2042 01 EARHEZW fRoZhH B BRI/ B OOe®

GEIEE 2008 5 10/10 01 mAHEzE TOF ey | D2®

SR 2007 4 8/8 200x20 24 0.2 HEAKHZHE ZEiEK Wistar #EM: K B OOe®

e “7 RORAHX R SR R UL . T SEERAL: C: XfHR4L.
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3.2. MHKRER S EEM

oS B BTISOCIR BB I T, 8T BT SCIRBCA BB REAL 2> e 773k S BE ML T 7 A 7 B B e i
BLIHE, DI FEE (R 2 ANREFISE o Il SCHRAR A SR 2R o0 VPO & SEiti B %, B LA &2 i 135 A AS
A, ZRATRES R #0 G Pl iEL, DRSO AR AT (3R0E - 4=l SCRRES R BRI 4, SRV fa -
ZNNSCHR PP B 45 R AN 2 ez, BN SCHR AR fey JRURS: DA 45 R A 2 s

Table 2. Table of included literature evaluation quality

2. MANTEOTFN RER
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TE: 7 R 27 AN E KUK

UEUE

LOOT Y45kt
800" 44
9L0ZE M
12024
SO0z [ b
910Z3%(X
61O fn)
90T 1136+
0z0zBunbul|
710Z2NIYy0

Random sequence generation (selection bias)

é
é
é
é
é
e
é
é
e
é

Allocation concealment (selection bias)

Blinding of participants and personnel (performance bias)

Blinding of outcome assessment (detection bias)

<
(4
(4
<
(4
(4
(4
(4
<
(4

Incomplete outcome data (attrition bias)

Selective reporting (reporting bias)

N | [ [ [ | | [ = | =~ | Other bias

‘7 RS 9?7 2 NFEE.

Figure 2. Bias risk assessment of included literature
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3.3. Meta SHTER

3.3.1. F4H, *tHRLE TC KEELLE

10 5% SCRR[10]-[19] 4= BB IRIE T AT ZHET-1 TC IR (L&, YINHITF FE X G4k 182 451, T ZH 90 4,
XPREZE 92 5] o e U 1A A 6 45 SR B 5T 9T A A7 (E 7 o P (P < 0.00001, 12 = 98%), [fiLiF TC #E#x Meta 734
ZERWE 3 Fn, B WA ATES KR R H 2T A I S IE R B0 B 4H B RIS, (R
I TEA<4 Ji . <9 Ji. <12 JEAIEFL 45 RIEAEE G T2 70 14 (P < 0.00001, 12 = 99%; P < 0.00001, 1% = 95%;
P < 0.00001, 12 = 99%). HFitErlae 53 mAha %, Bk, FATRHBVLASARR3ET Meta 7317,
T-FH ) /N F-25F 4 & I8 B [MD = —1.01, 95% CI (—2.09, 0.07), P < 0.00001]; TF-#irta)l/hF 9 & & 3F
BB [MD =-1.13, 95% CI (-1.46, -0.81), P <0.00001]; TR i) /NF-25F 12 F & 3308 F[MD = -5.90,
95% CI (~7.82, -3.98), P < 0.00001]; & J[MD =-1.71, 95% CI (—2.14, —1.29), P < 0.00001]. FHit., Fi4l

1E TC AR FEs AL TXIRA, ZRAAGIHAE L.

Experimental Control
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SD Total Weight

Mean Difference Mean Difference
1V. Random. 95% Cl 1V. Random, 95% Cl

214 AT T4R

X1%2016 35 021 8 506 041 8 11.2%
H#k2007 051 0.14 8 097 02 8 112%
Subtotal (95% CI) 16 16 22.5%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.60; Chi? = 85.14, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); 1> = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.84 (P = 0.07)

21.2 M TR

Tingting2020 28 004 10 398 015 10 11.4%
JA [F 42005 34 041 12 496 046 12 106%
KAEN2021 251 001 8 39 013 8 11.4%
FiE 552008 314 022 10 357 032 10 11.0%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 40 40  44.4%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.10; Chi? = 59.95, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I* = 95%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.81 (P < 0.00001)

213 MTET12

Chiu2014 484 39 8 767 29 8 14%
T3i°2016 642 039 10 875 066 10 10.0%
{7 5462019 3.432 0.387 8 5232 0.275 10 10.7%
252016 385 0.17 8 537 029 8 11.0%
Subtotal (95% Cl) 34 36 33.2%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.37; Chi? = 248.15, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.02 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% Cl) 90 92 100.0%
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.40; Chi? = 442.48, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I* = 98%
Test for overall effect: Z =7.97 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 23.19, df = 2 (P < 0.00001), I = 91.4%

1,56 [-1.72, -1.40]
-0.46 [-0.63, -0.29] .
-1.01 [-2.09, 0.07] L 4

-1.16 [-1.26, -1.06]

156 [1.91, -1.21] *
-1.39 [-1.48, -1.30] .
-0.43[-0.67, -0.19] .
1.13 [1.46, -0.81] ‘

-28.30 [-31.67, -24.93] ¢

-2.33[-2.81, -1.85] .
-1.80 [2.12, -1.48] -
1.52[1.75, -1.29] .
-5.90 [-7.82, -3.98] -
A.71 [-2.14, -1.29] ¢
-20 -10 0 10 20

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Figure 3. Forest map of serum TC comparison between intervention group and control group

3. FueE. xERLAMIE TC LLBHIFRME

3.3.2. F4H, *ER4E TG KFMELR

A 7 R OCHER[10]-[19]41E T BAH ZHET 1 TG B E, TR a1/ 3A/NT5T 4 . /NF 9
JA NTET 12 B RGN R 110 51, S2304H 64 ], XTHRZE 66 5. 1Mih TG fabr Meta 73445
R 4 frox, WHIERER, BARHZHET AR A TG A-FREIKEN &, (HF 1 [ Jy<4
JiL <9 . <12 R Fe s RiaE gt % 5 FitE(P < 0.00001, 12 = 100%; P = 0.13, 12 = 55%; P < 0.71, I> =
0%), R BENLRL M AT HEAT Meta 7047, 45 E7R, THNE/NTT 4 8 & H 4N E[MD = —1.69,
95% CI (—4.21, 0.82), P < 0.00001]; Tk [a]/~NT- 9 Jil & 2B & [MD = —0.38, 95% CI (-0.90, 0.13), P =
0.13]; Tl [al/N T2 12 A& I8N E[MD = —0.23, 95% CI (-0.29, —0.16), P = 0.71], [MD &3 =-0.7,
95% CI (-1.20, —0.21), P < 0.00001], ik, W4 TG ZRHAA LI ¥E L.
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Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD_Total Mean SD_Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI IV, Rand 95% Cl
211 ATET4R
X1|72016 171 017 8 212 02 8 14.8%  -0.41[-0.59,-0.23] -
7482007 257 0.32 8 555 0.15 8 146%  -2.98[-3.22,-2.74] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 16 16 29.4% -1.69 [-4.21, 0.82] ———

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 3.29; Chi? = 272.65, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 100%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.32 (P = 0.19)

2.1.2 /M T9M

J4 1542005 284 114 12 364 069 12 112%  -0.80[-1.55,-0.05] —]
#Eil32008 078 009 10 1011 10 151%  -0.22[-0.31,-0.13] -
Subtotal (95% Cl) 22 22 26.3%  -0.38[-0.90,0.13] <&

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi? = 2.24, df = 1 (P = 0.13); 1> = 55%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.47 (P = 0.14)

213 MFET12H

F£°2016 165 014 10 184 019 10 149%  -0.19[-0.34,-0.04] =
1754442019 051 0094 8 0752 0058 10 151%  -0.24[-0.32,-0.17] .
AEHE2016 218 025 8 232 038 8 143%  -0.14[-0.46,0.18] =
Subtotal (95% Cl) 26 28  44.3%  -0.23[-0.29, -0.16] |

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi? = 0.69, df =2 (P =0.71); I?=0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.87 (P < 0.00001)

Total (95% Cl) 64 66 100.0%  -0.70 [1.20, -0.21] L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.42; Chi? = 467.58, df = 6 (P < 0.00001); I> = 99% t t t y

Test f Il effect: Z = 2.80 (P = 0.005 -10 ™ 0 5 10
estfor overall & e_c 1 Z2=2.80 ( e ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Test for subgroup differences: Chiz = 1.65, df = 2 (P = 0.44), I = 0%

Figure 4. Forest map of serum TG comparison between intervention group and control group
E 4. FHE. WEREMTE TG LA FHRMHE

3.3.3. FHitH, *tERLE HDL-C ki ELLE

10 55 SCHR[10]-[191 4B 4RE T AR H £ B T-Hil HDL-C fIARILE, SEAWATIFNT 4 182 1], SZi4H 90
i, WTHEZH 92 . e MEAS IR 45 AL 1 A RIS 2 8] ) B ME(P < 0.00001; 12 = 98%). IfiLiE HDL-C f&hx
Meta 7 Hr&t R0 5 s, TR AR Z S, K 10 RSN SCHCR 404, S5 R%M, T A
INTEET 4 JH4 20N EIMD = 0.77, 95% CI (0.15, 1.38), P < 0.00001]; ~F i [a]/NT- 9 JE & 34k M [MD =
0.24, 95% CI (0.05, 0.43), P < 0.00001]; —FFilr[a]/N 14T 12 JA-& IR E[MD = 2.65, 95% CI (0.95, 4.35),
P <0.00001]; & JF[MD =0.85,95% Cl (0.59, 1.11), P<0.00001], Hitk, P4l HDL-C %5 B A St Y.

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup _Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
214 AFETAN
%2016 2 015 8 154 0.08 8 11.5% 0.46 [0.34, 0.58] "
HTFIR2007 1.86 0.29 8 077 021 8 10.6% 1.09 [0.84, 1.34] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 16 16 22.0% 0.77 [0.15, 1.38] ’

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.19; Chi? = 20.21, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I* = 95%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.43 (P = 0.02)

2.1.2 hFoM

Tingting2020 118 007 10 1.07 004 10 11.7% 0.11[0.06, 0.16] r

JH [F 42005 124 031 12 088 041 12 102% 0.36 [0.07, 0.65] -
R AELF2021 118 0.06 8 1.11 0.06 8 11.7% 0.07 [0.01, 0.13]

{375 2008 109 011 10 0.63 005 10 11.6% 0.46 [0.39, 0.53] "
Subtotal (95% CI) 40 40 45.2% 0.24 [0.05, 0.43] *

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.03; Chi? = 75.89, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 96%
Test for overall effect: Z = 2.43 (P = 0.02)

2.1.3 M TFEF121

chiu2014 132 13 8 52 08 8 40% 8.00 [6.94, 9.06] —
F2£I02016 501 069 10 264 054 10 7.7% 2.37[1.83,2.91] N

5452019 2244 0387 8 1703 0417 10 10.3% 0.54[0.26, 0.82] -

FHEE2016 151 018 8 137 027 8 108%  0.14[0.08,0.36] r

Subtotal (95% Cl) 34 36 32.8%  2.65[0.95, 4.35] e

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 2.91; Chi? = 244.29, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.06 (P = 0.002)

Total (95% Cl) 90 92 100.0% 0.85 [0.59, 1.11] ¢
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.15; Chi? = 420.68, df = 9 (P < 0.00001); I = 98% - 1 o 5 : 5 1'0
Test for overall effect: Z = 6.45 (P < 0.00001)

F imental] F trol
Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 9.93, df = 2 (P = 0.007), 12 = 79.9% avours [experimental] - Favours [control]

Figure 5. Forest map of serum HDL-C comparison between intervention group and control group
5. FeH. xtERLAME HDL-C LRI FR IR E
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3.3.4. FHE, ¥ER4E LDL-C KFKELE

A 9 B SCER[10]-[19]4KIE T B AH £ 8T 1 LDL-C 148 k&, £ 162 L Ftx gy N, Hr
SOG4 80 i, XfHEAZH 82 . IMiE LDL-C $5#% Meta /B4 Ran &l 6 fiox, @ WA R, BAH
ZHET ALK RN RARE B R R O S B T R, TR (A /N4 4 A& 80N = [MD =-1.02,
95% CI (-2.69, 0.66), P < 0.00001]; Tl [a] /T 9 JH & &4 M. & [MD = —0.56, 95% CI (-0.92, —0.2), P <
0.00001]; F-FmtE /N F4F 12 & & 35808 FE[MD = —2.30, 95% CI (—3.34, —1.26), P <0.00001]; & H[MD =
-0.59, 95% CI (-0.77, —0.42), P < 0.00001], [it, W4 LDL-C ZREF SR I E L. SRIER: 3HE
HAEA NIRRT, 72T 70 9 & LA, %30 4148 BUS: 204, K B HERS 7 [ 4 2005 31X 5RF 78 )
FE I B T FE(12 = 0%, P = 0.52); XFFTib /N 45T 12 X — AT BURE 24, KIHER: Chiu
2014 CHk)E, BB E T FE(12 = 0%, P = 0.58).

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgrou Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% CI
211 MTFET4R
XI|52016 232 0.29 8 419 0.22 8 11.7% -1.87 [-2.12, -1.62] -
h##482007 1.16 0.4 8 132 0417 8 10.6% -0.16 [-0.46, 0.14] l
Subtotal (95% CI) 16 16 22.3% -1.02 [-2.69, 0.66] <o

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 1.44; Chiz = 72.78, df = 1 (P < 0.00001); I = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.19 (P = 0.23)

21.2 TR

Tingting2020 0.8 0.07 10 147 035 10 12.4% -0.67 [-0.89, -0.45] "
J&l 462005 0.85 0.01 12 113 0.02 12 15.6% -0.28 [-0.29, -0.27] 1
FRAEHF2021 0.7 0.06 8 147 03 8 12.7% -0.77 [-0.98, -0.56] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 30 30 40.7% -0.56 [-0.92, -0.20] ¢

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.09; Chi? = 32.24, df = 2 (P < 0.00001); I> = 94%
Test for overall effect: Z = 3.07 (P = 0.002)

213 MFETF120

chiu2014 184 14 8 38 32 8  05% -19.60[-22.02,-17.18]

T2 2016 204 022 10 195 069 10 7.6% 0.09 [-0.36, 0.54] r
342019 0.154 0.029 8 0.305 0025 10 155%  -0.15[-0.18,-0.13] 1
I8 2016 386 0.04 8 401 026 8 13.3% -0.15 [-0.33, 0.03] 1
Subtotal (95% CI) 34 36 37.0%  -2.30 [-3.34, -1.26] L

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.93; Chi? = 249.14, df = 3 (P < 0.00001); I> = 99%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.35 (P < 0.0001)

Total (95% Cl) 80 82 100.0%  -0.59 [-0.77, -0.42] {

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi? = 521.83, df = 8 (P < 0.00001); I2 = 98% J ! t y

Test f Il effect: Z = 6.72 (P < 0.00001 -20 -10 0 10 20
estior overall & e(.: 1 Z2=6.72( L ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Test for subgroup differences: Chi? = 9.75, df = 2 (P = 0.008), I> = 79.5%

Figure 6. Forest map of serum LDL-C comparison between intervention group and control group
E 6. FH, *THRLIME LDL-C LLERHIFRIE

3.3.5. 4. XFHRLH LCAT KEKEELE

2 Jm SCHR[12] [15]#RIE T HEARH Z W1 LCAT AR &, JLAINBEFIT 2 36 7], SkinsH 18 4, it
HE2H 18 7. @it SR H 2T RT J5 /N BT LCAT #:47 Meta 204, IfLiE LCAT 545 Meta 23 Hr 45
WK 7 fros, SERVERIGSE B P =0.0003, 12=92% (P < 0.1 H 12> 500%), ¢H RN R 4T
M, BIEFEITERL: Z=1.14, P=026, WAHKERLSIT%E X

Experimental Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V. Random, 95% Cl IV. Random
T£iIC2016 29.86 4.55 10 38.59 3.22 10 49.1% -8.73[-12.18, -5.28]
2852016 2454 3.01 8 25.16 2.56 8 50.9% -0.62 [-3.36, 2.12]
Total (95% CI) 18 18 100.0% -4.60 [-12.55, 3.34]

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 30.36; Chi® = 13.00, df = 1 (P = 0.0003); I* = 92% iy N . Y g
-20 -10 0 10 20
Test for overall effect: Z = 1.14 (P = 0.26) R
Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Figure 7. Forest map of serum LCAT comparison between intervention group and control group
E 7. FH, sTHREME LCAT LB FRIE
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3.3.6. RFmEIH
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Figure 8. Analysis maps of the bias funnel: (a) Bias funnel analysis map of TC level; (b) Bias funnel analysis map of TG levels;
(c) Bias funnel analysis map of LDL-C levels; (d) Bias funnel analysis map of HDL-C levels

8. mEFMERIIE: (a) TCKFRIRBIERFSHE; (b) TG K FHREIER2HE; (c) LDL-C KFHIR
w4 E; (d) HDL-C K FHYmEIE R4 E

4, g5ig

ASCILINNA ROCCHR 10 4%, FEXT TC (MG S AEFE EE) TG (& H ik —8) . LDL-C (i 25 FE 2 HH [ ) |
HDL-C (7% F% S0 iH [ ) A0 LCAT (SRR 5 i i IE [ B it S S R i) 5 AN s A ST R b TR 72 BTl
LG TCy HDL-C #E47 720 #Ts 7 ANSRERXT TG #HT 7 Meta 40415 9 ANSREEXT LDL-C 37T T Meta 7
Brs 2 ANSEEE XS LCAT #3477 Meta 73871. Meta 7045 R I S (TC)FEFR[MD = —1.3, 95%
Cl (~1.68, —1.93), P < 0.00001], IfiLi5 H it =HE&(TG)$E4#[MD = —0.7, 95% CI (-0.77, —0.40), P = 0.006], Ifil
T %55 B G 2K 1545 [MD = —0.58, 95% CI (—0.77, —0.40), P < 0.00001], IfiLi% i % Ji fig & 11 (HDL-C)$& 4
[MD = 1.06, 95% CI (0.72, 1.41), P < 0.00001], SiG4l 53R b i, ZRttBE ST #E L.
WARE L PEE KSR/ TC. TG, LDL-C &8 M+ HDL-C S & BA —ERfEH.
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5. g

AT 2R —RRAROK S TG, &RARE R FEEREERS, EN—MRy FAEDRE
B, HTHEZNEHMEMB/NOEIER, HRmPE. Bl Jraib. ST yiE o Em
FOMA M TR TE R . R R M T e T NS R R A S DA, ol T IR 09 & R AR i 32 2
RS A 5 & AR 77 T ggm, AT B2 8 [RR I TR T I 70 R R 3R H RE AT AT
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R U e e I ] e 5, 1 R O T AR ST, e ARG £ v I 7 ISR R FH 20T A AL, BRH
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FSH e i L B AL 1) 7] BE 5 B2 PR AIE HMG-CoA B sl 158 LACT BHE 4 5 [10].
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MG HI B ST FLEAT T — MR AERR . SCHRI R PP . VR S0 A6 9 . SRR 2 5 1 e
R EBER K, ACHATHT 5 BClk[12] [14]-[16] [18]%F LB sh il — MR RHER R e ¥, 1t
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RAVE V20K T B A T A R I I e 14 R U 25 23] 7 BRI ST R I ik . DRI,
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