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[{HE] Br MEM 4 T b4k § W% K (laparoscpic sleeve gastrectomy, LSG) * ¥ 4k i 7 # iE % 44 fe bk % %
TR Hrh, FiE AAN2012 F 12 A—2018 £ 5 A AR F R ZMEH + AR ERIEAT LSG F A4 7K
M RE B 69 51 & ERE B H AR R AT F, VAR IR AR & (thyroid stimulating hormone, TSH) = 2.5 mIU/L # ¥
BN EF TSHZ(A 28 0.38~2.5mIU/L) #2% TSH 28(B 22; 2.5~4.34 mIU/L) , K& &4 LSG AT,
ARG 6 ARG FH AR F T RIS A A8 & HHE R0 WAk X ZIOKCGEN B R &AL s 48, 58 LSG K
J6 6 A A28 TSH Bk R %eit 5 &L (P=0.855) , 7 B 21 TSH MAKA %t 5 & L (P<0.05) , Pearson 48 % 5#7
HRIT, kA B ARKEHS ATSH S5 ABML,EAREZR Y B O RARSRERERY B E LG EAX
(39 0<r<1,P<0.05) , ¥ Pearson #AX 545 ATSH X X EAR T ATSH 69X B EZRANZ B T4
PEE AR 4 R R ¥ AAndroid /= ABMI 2 % ATSH #95k = 2o W&, 418 LSG Tl A& K4 TSH £
2.5~4.34 mIU/L &4 fefit % %64 TSH K-+, @2 F K37 TSH 4 0.38~2. 5 mIU/L #9 AERE & %45 TSH £ B4 .
¥ KJE BMI A= Android 3545 fig 7 8- 9 Z ALE TN TR IR AL EF 69 R B % KRG TSH ey EL W&,
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Effect of sleeve gastrectomy on thyroid function in obese euthyroid patients

MEI Fang-yun', YIN Jia-jing' , ZHOU Dong-lei*, LU Lie-sheng®, QU Shen'
(1. Dept. of Endocrinology and Metabolism, Tenth People’s Hospital, Tongji University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200072, China;
2. Dept. of Bariatric Surgery, Tenth People’s Hospital, Tongji University School of Medicine, Shanghai 200072, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the effect of laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy ( LSG) on
thyroid function in obese euthyroid patients. Methods Fifty-one obese patients with normal thyroid
function who underwent LSG operation in Shanghai Tenth People’s Hospital from December 2012 to
May 2018 were enrolled in the study. There were 27 patients with normal TSH levels ( group A,
0.38-2.5 mIU/L) and 24 patients with high TSH levels ( group B, 2.5 —4.34 mIU/L). The
height, weight and thyroid function were measured before and 6 months after LSG in two groups fat
content was measured by dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry ( DEXA). Results Compare to those
before operation, the TSH levels 6 months after LSG in group A were not significantly changed( P=
0. 855), but the TSH levels were significant decreased in group B ( P<0.05). Pearson correlation
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analysis showed that ATSH was positively correlated with ABMI, total weight loss (% TWL) and

excess weight loss (% EWL) in group B and female patients (all O<r<1, P<0.05). The regression

model showed that age, A Android-fat mass and ABMI were independent factors of ATSH after LSG.

Conclusion Laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy can reduce TSH levels in euthyroid obese patients with

high preoperative TSH ( =2. 5 mIU/L) , but has no significant effect on TSH in obese patients with

low preoperative TSH (<2.5 mIU/L). Age, changes in BMI and Android-fat mass are influencing

factors of TSH changes after LSG.

[ Key words ] laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy; obesity; thyroid function; thyroid stimulating

hormone; body fat distribution

Bl 2805 KT B e A AR 3 O Xy o T e
B —A H 25 A R A I DA e
JHEAE R —Fh 4 B PR | A] S 80— RIVA R IF &
SLE VB PR / W s 3D i LS g O IALAE | B M e
BT LE A O MBS, ALE S HUIR IR 2 BE
FETEBE VIR 2R WF 5% 2 BN JE AR vl R A 2 0 i
PR HBR B Sy 156 DR i 1) 4 0 238 5 44 o o 1E i AT
fen 2T R R ) B8 € 9 UE B 5 B8 W 43 A A7 AE
FAHSCHES | BRI OCHLHI A A

5 s 5 T # R DI BR R (laparoscopic sleeve
gastrectomy , LSG) & —Ff PR il P4 & T A, &k
T Ak A R AR OGO & T . H HTAT X LSG
Xof HIESJHE 28 FHOIR R 2 BB 52 il ) A DG BIF 98 /b, L4
WA—, WA, BEAEATSE 2 4 h 72 980 E R S HR
DrRe B S T R b B rTHE H
SARJGREN 0 A AR E R, ABFFEERTT LSG X}
FUR BRI RE A2 Wi, B LA A 5 0K o DL i D7
I AT OE R

1 #MEHE

1.1 —f&f4+

ANABREE: DL 2012 4E 12 H—2018 4F 5 H 1E [R5
KRS T ANRBERBEE T LSG FARMIACE A Jit
FENGE . A BE AR AT B = HUHUIR AR ) 2R ( free
triiodothyronine, FT, ) . Ifil % i 2 H R R & (free
thyroxine, FT,) & =il F Ji iU & R ( triiodothyronine
TT,) el HUR AR 2 (thyroxine, TT,) & H AR IR &R
(thyroid stimulating hormone, TSH) ¥J7£ 2 % {H 5
BN, HEBRPRE . BEAEA B R AR % s IR HHOIR
JRIEER P s ) IR B 20 RE 24 W s (A0 e 45 )
DAL 53 DA B T S80I A A M TS e LA B e i o i o2
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JEE R T VEEIREA A BETIES S H A R
TRy 5 ™ H N S WA SGEHAR R E R P AN e
SR PN IRl S A

AT A 51 2 HUIR R D) e 1F 5 1AL e
B, FH BMI (39, 38+5.56) kg/m”, SFH 4%
(31.90+11.07) %, Horh 5 1% 22 44 Zc bk 29 44,24
AN TSH 4,27 LA ANIE R TSH 41, 74
5T 2[R 55 A7 B T o N IR B B A8 3 22 b1 25 it
HE T A I R GE R B A BB W AR A R 2
K JE A= (F M5 . ChiCTR-OCS-12002381)
1.2 &R 4847

WEEBFEARTIUKRAS 6 A~ A G5 AR
[l ( waist circumference, WC) = 4(#E , 31115 BMI
[ARBTaE (kg) /B (m)? JE 5 W HUAR IR D BEAR G
Wi, (4% FT, FT, TT, TT, LA L TSH /K- 2R H]
WRE X 28 W Y5 I 5 7% ( dual-energy X-ray absorp-
tiometry, DEXA) 4,10 4 L AT A I
I8 A7 F B YK T, Android , Gynoid LA Kz P9 JIFE il iy
(visceral adipose weight, VAT) &, Fi15 UL (£
BB B A B R B BB £ . Android
D3l 00 7 T A v S BEAL R 3 B R
Pk i SRR Y2k . Gynoid X3 3 72 K
FREYIZ, i A0 TR B B 2 4% Android [X 3k
TR BEAL 3 B AN R D4k, TR AR AR AR ET AR
JE WAL A LA A FRoR o TR Z R R >
47k (excess weight loss, %EWL)= (% IR A& —
HATA T ) / (WL AR T - BRARAR T i) x 100, BEAR
PRBTE (kg)=24(kg - m™) x[ B E(m) ]*, BARFUR
W8/ 43 H (total weight loss, %TWL) = ( #] 4 1A 5
- HEMAR R ) /IR AT x 100, BEFERFE R,
it 95% M IEH A TSH K PAIRTF 2.5 mIU/LY i)
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Zliﬁﬁﬁu TSH=2.5 mIU/L Y53, K HAR IR DI RE Y Haﬂﬁ AR DL K P I D7 % i AR AR D A4S it
MESE R HIEH TSH 41(A 41; 0.38~2.5mIU/L)  f7ZIcll a5 Hr, B P<0. 05 K 22 T4 48 it 2F
A TSHAH (B 4. 2.5~4.34 mIU/L) , L TFHARIE =X,

TIIRERINAE | A7) A 1 e 2R FH ARSI 5 32 Frat) A

[7], 5 R IR D REAE DGR AR 9 1E 5 (S 2 Ju BB RS A AN

A, [FGERME T ANREERE TSH IEFERNZS% 2.1 RESAE TR ik g b &2 bk

JEHA 0.38~4. 34 mIU/L,FT, 4 2.8~6.3 pmol/L,  2.1.1 #%E TSH 24 WARMEL KR ILEK %
FT, 5 10.5~24.4 pmol/L,TT, 4 1.0~3.0 nmol/L, M TSH 4340 J5 %} 84 #4788 i+ 0 b7, 76 B il 48 b

2 g R

TT, 4 55.5~161.3 nmol/L, Jri LB AR T A 4R, JLAR IR A
1.3 “itgan AN IR A S BMI 2R (35 P<0.05) |, 1 41 1 [

I H] SPSS 22. 0 #ATHE I 404T , IER A ERLEGEITFE X (P>0.05) ; HARMR A8 5 1
THEVORH x5 T8, ORI A Er BE L & TSH A1 FT, 8% (P<0.05), i P 41 FT, .
I R AF K B 5 B R AT IF S0 AR 3, RAGH:  TT, TT, ZR LS & X (¥P>0.05) ; DEXA
S P FLECR ST A e K30, FRATE AT &30 07 05 i & & J7 1, B 41 B9 4K T, 4 .
IR LB R BT FEAR ¢« K38, i 1 Android .Gynoid #47 Bg B & ¥ & T IE# 41, H
Pearson 1 R B Mok o FARAIE TSH A ZRAGIE X (¥ P<0.001) , 11 P41 2 [8] (1)
SRR Je & R, LLTSH B & B2 5 E% %2 X (P>0.05), I
Ak AR B DUR G BMI 484k R &3 1,

®1 3% TSH SAMARXEIRH LR ARARBIARFEN

Tab.1 Comparison of relevant indicators and postoperative changes between 2 groups

A Hf R

o

£ Lo P, P, Py
A4 B4 A4 B4

(23787 35.19+13. 56 28.3+5.95 0.025 / / / /
W/ kg 106. 11+20. 84 120. 80+22. 47 0. 036 80.75+17. 24 87.30+16. 84 0. 000 0. 000
BML/ (kg - m™?) 37.06+3.73 42.37+5. 85 0. 001 28.10+2. 96 30. 61=4. 70 0. 000 0. 000
WC/cm 117.25+11. 70 121. 55+13. 66 0.203 94.77+11. 19 96. 64+10. 55 0. 000 0. 000
FT,/(pmol - L") 5.00=0. 49 5.08=0. 59 0. 641 4.4120. 50 4. 4120. 50 0. 000 0. 000
FT,/(pmol - L") 16. 542,58 14.77+1. 65 0.010 14.89+1. 95 14.89+1. 95 0.025 0.734
TT,/(nmol - L") 1. 67+0. 34 1.76+0. 31 0. 395 1. 46+0. 26 1. 46+0. 25 0. 002 0. 000
TT,/(nmol - L") 113. 7422, 07 109. 47+19. 88 0. 520 101. 60+22. 68 107. 61+22. 69 0.013 0. 053
TSH/(mIU - L") 1. 64+0. 44 3.370.58 0. 000 1. 62%0. 77 2.09=0. 84 0. 855 0. 000
KT RE I/ kg 24.35+4. 46 28.96+7. 55 0.011 15. 82+3. 46 17. 81x4. 82 0. 000 0. 000
DU AR i/ kg 19. 09+4. 96 22.85+6.32 0.023 12. 86+3. 130 15. 36+4. 87 0. 000 0. 000
Android 5 i/ kg 4.51x0. 89 5.19+1.34 0.023 2.86+0. 92 2.86+0.91 0. 000 0. 000
Gynoid g fili/ kg 6.26x1. 66 7.24x1. 86 0.038 4.76%0. 99 4,76%1.39 0. 000 0. 000
N AE ke 1.17+0.27 1.27+0. 31 0. 169 0.68+0. 18 0.70+0. 18 0. 000 0. 000

P, NP IEZ T 0 e P, S IE R TSH AUARRTA)S 1 ; Py iR TSH AR FTA S 1 K

2.1.2 FARMEA AR AL TR LR R EN S AR T A A E S FT, KF(P<0.05) , 1M
zﬂﬁxffﬁ%ﬁuﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂ%ﬂn%@ 2 iR, FE3E W4l FT, TT, . TT, Ml TSH 22 5% L4243 X (1
REFERR T, LM EALIE B B A T B4R EIR P>0.05) ; DEXA A58 A 17 5 5 )5 1, 19 41 3K
B EEE (P<0.05) , {H N4 B 4F Y BMI WC 225 + VU  Android . Gynoid DA N JIERG 5 7 i 25 73
BIG2E L (¥ P>0.05) s FURIRDIRE i, B ESIF2#E X (3 P>0.05)
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Tab.2 Comparison of relevant indicators and postoperative changes between male and female group
- AR ARG
Ei=tun P, P P
Bk Lk Bk /s

F % 31.38+8.03 32.28+12.96 0. 781 / / / /
AT/ kg 125.25+21.02 103. 83+19. 50 0. 000 94.26+14. 58 76.00+14. 84 0. 000 0. 000
BMI/ (kg - m™2) 40. 14+5. 58 39.11+5. 48 0.420 30. 17+3. 56 28. 62+4. 30 0. 000 0. 000
WC/cm 124.24+11. 68 115.31+12.23 0. 083 100. 67+11. 28 91.70+8.79 0. 000 0. 000
FT,/(pmol - L") 5.23+0. 60 4.89+0. 44 0.019 4.75+0.53 4.14+0.43 0. 002 0. 000
FT,/(pmol - L") 16.29+2.59 15.28+2. 09 0. 163 15.33+1.95 14.89+2. 16 0.128 0.36
TT,/(nmol - L") 1.74+0. 33 1. 68+0. 33 0. 504 1.51+0. 26 1.42+0.29 0. 000 0. 001
TT,/(nmol - L") 110. 11+22. 96 113.25+19.76 0. 605 99.93+21. 51 102. 43+28. 12 0.017 0.030
TSH/(mIU - L") 2.46+0.91 2.45+1.08 0.919 1. 84+0. 76 1. 84+0. 89 0. 027 0. 001
ART-BB W5/ kg 27.35+5.05 26.00+7. 42 0.472 17.49+3. 98 16.26+4. 42 0. 000 0. 000
VU B g i/ kg 20. 06=5. 50 21. 506. 21 0. 401 13.96+3. 66 14. 12+4. 63 0. 000 0. 000
Android g/ kg 5.09+0. 92 4.65+1. 34 0. 409 3.01+0. 81 2.49+0. 86 0. 000 0. 000
Gynoid A& i/ kg 6.51+£1.72 6.92+1. 89 0.325 4.35+1. 15 4.49+1. 31 0. 000 0. 000
M AERE i/ kg 1.26+0. 28 1. 19+0. 30 0.718 0.72+0. 18 0. 66+0. 18 0. 000 0. 000

Py P SELRIN B LU Py O TR BTG B HLEL; P S L VEAARHTA S B9 L4

22 REWRRI A A2E0) T

A S5 HUR IR D) BE J7 i, Bk b TSH M (2.45+
1.0) mIU/L f# % (1.84+0.83) mIU/L(P<0.05),
FAEI N . A 20 TSH M (1. 6420.44) mIU/L [&f%
£ (1.62+0.77) mlU/L , RJ572846 2 FIog it X
(P=0.855);B 20 ARJ5 TSH M (3.37+0.58) mIU/L
U/ % (2. 09+0. 84) mIU/L ( P<0.05) ; A 40 TSH
M(2.46+0.91) mIU/L %% (1.84+0.76) mIU/L
(P=0.027); P40 TSH M (2.45+1.08) mIU/L
J8Z (1. 84+0.89) mIU/L(P<0.001) , /L& A HA
J& TSH ZE L A B . {5 FT, FT, . TT,.TT, ¥JH
SRR (14 P<0.05) |1l B 4478 TSH . & P& 1 [7)
BHEA FT, TT, (9 FFE (¥ P<0.001) . BEN; & &
Ji LA 4L B UL B AR 5 AR A
PEAUFEYR T PO  Android .Gynoid DA K P HIERE 5 &
BAE T () P<0.05), W 1.2,
2.3 MLARE TSH R AE J2E Jehras R
231 WHAARE TSHENEGERFE JEE &
E T AL WA < MM Pearson AHICTE T 45 SR
TN TER B S AR A AR DG b5 T, AR R IR D g
IEH AR B E ARG TSH /0 E (ATSH) 5 ABMI
(r=0.517, P<0.001) % TWL ( r = 0.446, P =
0.001) . %EWL(r=0.349,P=0.013) 5 . # ) 1EAH
X, Hrh B 41 ATSH 5 ABMI (r = 0.468, P =

- 444 -

0.021) . %TWL (r=0.45,P=0.027) % EWL (r=
0.422,P=0.040) &2 W E A IEAHSE, 1 A 41 ATSH
5 ABMI % TWL F1% EWL JC W i i) 48 124 4H 56
PETEE I &= A8 L )7 i, A 4 A1 B 41 ATSH 5 &
RS BB B 17 1 12 L B PR I B I et 24 T W Jnd A O
(¥ P>0.05) , L3 3,

£3 ARJ561R ATSH 5HXiE/RAIMEXE(TSH 54)

Tab.3 The correlation between ATSH and related
indicators in different TSH group

FERTN AH B4
Eit

r P r P r P
AR -0.190 0.186 -0.036 0.862 0.102 0.923
ABMI 0.517 0.000 0.158 0.440 0.468 0.021
AWC 0.06 0.677 0.022 0.916 -0.227 0.275
%TWL 0.446 0.001 0.173 0.398 0.450 0.027
%EWL 0.349 0.013 0.204 0.318 0.422 0.040
A KT e 0.249 0.081 0.017 0.933 0.083 0.699
A DUSERR S 0.101 0.483 0.231 0.257 -0.234 0.271
AAndroid i 0.211  0.155 0.037 0.863 0.076 0.730
AGynoid I§li  0.078 0.602 0.148 0.491 -0.254 0.241
A IR 0.099 0.551 -0.006 0.979 -0.249 0.265

BB BRI 43 41 5 6 AT Pearson AHE43
AR R TR T AR AR AR SC A8 A T, Lo MR
ATSH 5 ABMI ( r = 0.627, P<0.001) .% TWL ( r=
0.540,P=0.002) .%EWL ( r=0.457,P=0.013) 2 i
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5 AR S TIBRAR XS HUPR MR S RE IE 4 ALk £ 2 HHAR AR S RE AR

FRYIEARDC, M B Ve ATSH 55 R 5T & A2 A AH G
TR IO ARG, ERRIDT & )7, B A2
P ATSH 5 B A TR 5 1 LA S VAT 5724k
PITEH AR S (38 P>0.05)  (HAS R A e k4
ATSH 5 A JX- PR A e A Gt L (P =
0.066) , L3k 4,

F4 ARIE61F ATSH S5HKISFRAMERE (1515 4)

Tab.4 The correlation between ATSH with related
indicators in different gender group

B Rk B gl
LD
r P r P r P
AR -0.190 0.186 -0.216 0.348 -0.193 0.315
ABMI 0.517 0.000 0.374 0.095 0.627 0.000
AWC 0.06 0.677 0.196 0.381 0.405 0.049
%TWL 0.446 0.001 0.359 0.110 0.540 0.002
%EWL 0.349 0.013 0.217 0.344 0.457 0.013

A JKT g W 0.249 0.081 0.115 0.621 0.346 0.066
A DYTR 0.101 0.483 0.255 0.265 -0.062 0.751
AAndroid i 0.211  0.155 0.210 0.362 0.215 0.291
AGynoid Ifli ~ 0.207 0.178 0.234 0.308 -0.111 0.588
A PIRERR 7 0.099 0.551 0.207 0.178 0.210 0.313

232 ZHEERLMEE ¥ Pearson AT
ARJ5 TSH LA K48 & DL vl fgs¢ i TSH A8 fk
HIAHSC R RACA 2 R R Ze Pk [l I A Y A P <
0. 05, B HAT G it 2208 X, 5 & SR T34 B i
345 Android DA X Gynoid HRAHE WG, H PN RS B
55 Android #5057 g 5 A 5 & EB 43, AW IR AL 53 A1 U
Ji% . Android D} Gynoid #’AZAYAE I & 2 5 TSH /Y
KFR, RIEMR 2 5 545 L R W, . ABMI,
AAndroid i i & &2 W AR J5 TSH A8 4k i) 8 22 A
H (R =0.344,% P<0.05) , i 4F i 5 ATSH F 4k
PEFUAIDE, ARG BMI 846 A K Android #B43 A5 i
SRS Z BAMEIEAE, WK S,
*5 ATSHHEEMEZEZRZLMEDT

Tab.5 ATSH-related multivariate linear regression

it B1H T {4 Pl
WAL 2. 608 3.567 0. 001
AL -0.398 -2.925 0. 006
ABMI 0.341 2.432 0. 020
A DG -0. 043 -0. 197 0. 845
AAndroid fig i 0.477 2. 896 0. 006
AGynoid 5 i -0. 409 -1.710 0. 095

3 it it

HURBR DR 5 NI R AEAE T2 T IR,
TSH & FUIRBR DI BE AR b fe 7 H I UR I8 A5 22—
HAR I R BAE B & A TR 3 Fows A8 B A
TSH J2Z 56 AR 3l K2 75 7™ F 5 A8 1Y 20 37 f6 B R &
HATC T A8 B 5 R AR T 8 1) 6 RE R 8K,
Knudsen 257 %P2 4 082 44 6 AR B 952995 50 1) 8
B AR AT RE B BT 98 & L, TSH A1 BMI 1E
FH5%. Nyrnes 2515 7E TSH 1F 4 (0 E W2 0 B, rh 75
HRULEIE AR SO o8 45 26 BH &5 TSH 41 1 e j:
BEM LB TIER TSH 4 HA ¥ E a3k BMI, X
SRR ST 45 SR — 30, TSH 7800 e v 59 78 I BL I
WA AV A REAEAR T 2R B TSH B34 I AMA 0T 1t
fRO3E hn A7 520 TSH Y B AR 54K B A os 20
HRN,

KT AR T HR IR ) 68 4 5% T, K
L5 & B E AR J5 TSH A W & %K, Abu-
Ghanem %" % B 8 F R AEFRAL TSH 1 [A) B} g
FFES FT, ;Zendel 45" % BAE HUDR R 2 il U 3R JiE 52
HHIE ARG AL TSH FRE, HAR G B IR i H
PRMR I8 2 25 390 20 /L ; T Maccuish 25 %) HR
BRIV BEIE 7 BN RE B3 AT 24 A~ H ARG BT 5
RIMAJG TSH T B4Rk, (A= M2 LA
FEBIA XS RE I 58 3 AT BRI D REHE AT 43 IR A5
AWFFELL TSH=2. 5 mIU/L ) 505 A0 BE R 3 R AT
HURBRIRE HE AT 20 2 o0 M1 5 & 3K LSG RJF IEH#
TSH 21 TSH o] & 224k, (A pfi % FT, FT, TT,,
TT, 1 5 35 A ; 17 /& TSH 41 TSH B & R, B4
W& FT, A1 TT, 1 R, H TSH RJEZEA
55 Neves 251 (11 5% 45 S — B, 3 U6 W R Ji 1E %
TSH F8 76 4 35 HUR B ) fig 7 1 v] R B AT 545 1)
RfERE

KFWEFAEF R R 2w K2,
Yang %S #F58 & B0, RS TSH 9728165 BMI 284k
S, H5%TWL %EWL J& X ; Neves 2514 %
P ILL BMI MIFE4: FT, MG, ENRN & &
17, WEAEAF 5 2% B IR R T B8 55 B W o0 A A2 e T 22
T2 BE 2, Westerink %61 & BLAE 66 % L)L | A
B TSH 56 5 P BBl 107 J52 B8 52 TE AR G T8I0 8
BT R I TSH 5 52 T RR WA, /i 5 P FE S 17 oA
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KMk, ARWFFELE R R, W AR 5 B A AL i
S LA S N B A 7 7 4 B 35 T R, fF ] Pearson
AHSEAE A3 M A 2 B IR R ) B 1 5 R e N 45 7
NG & s AR b5 TSH AR LA B A SCHE, S ok, A
58 K MMk TSH RJE 28465 ABMI, % TWL L)
F % EWL 2 1 2 E ARG, 17 55 M A0 B 8 R R
RIS, Lt R JG TSH 284k 5 4K T35 457 i Wi
ErE AR A i F R L (P=0.066) ,
XA RE R AR A AR LS 25 B, M6
PLHIE Frft— 2 BB, FEC LRt b —2 it T 2
RELMERIA 307, 45 5 ERWIAR S5 BMI LI X Android
AR I AR S AR S TSH AR fL S LR M IE A
AR 5 AR5 TSH 28k 2 2R MR 56

EEXHBE AR J5 BRI D) B Y A8 Ak T, T
ST ISP R, (1) MERE S 5 4L 818
%, MRR W LT L 4ih K e A iy 2 B PR 7, 3k 26 i
135 A4 6L R - T LA 38 R R R T 2, AT 3 i TSH. 43
AT DR ek R TR W e A AR B W o i
IR F 4 6 PR ) 430, SR T AR 4 TSH MR8 T B, AC
W4 R R AR JG ABMI, AAndroid 4V ik [l 7
S ATSH M E 220 N & X WA — & F B LUk
TN 43 A e VA R AR D RE  AEHT . (2) LSG
AR B IR T U MR T A ELAT R LA AR 15 4
YEH . Emami %' % BB YLk % ( ghrelin) 5 TSH
K IEARSE  Hady 251" & Bl LSG A J5 ghrelin 2%
R X —E B RPIR S TSH A28 {L AT fig
SHUARAR G PRI A DG, (3) IEAGEHL
PRRYAIG L BE A5 R T R A4 AR R RO e 2
M) TP AL S T 3 R A A 2R A A S S 5 i g At
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