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A 35 F2Ho] FMT|ZE2 XJ0|& HO|X| LULLt Tz O|gtg2 EHEM BRI |RASHA =UCH (53% vs 44
%, p=0.009). B2 49| SXIOAM QA (HAUX|ECH L2 8K} 16%, AR ZECE =2 X 30%), Z& (H2 &&Xt 27

%, =2 BHX} 23%), CaxP product (=2 Bt 20%), iIPTH (W2 &Kt 47%, =2 X 26%)2 557t K/DOQI
HIOX|EO|AM oLt QAT QA ZH5 CaxP product TE HE = T #2ZH0| Xfo|7} AUASLE, ZAHEAM SEXFR0|| A
iPTHZ} ROI3tAH =RkCH (324 vs 207 pg/mL, p<0.0001). ESH SEEAM SIX}Z0|A] HIELD] DR X9 58 HIZTt
=UCH (22.1 vs 15.0%, p=0.004).
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