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DIFFICULTY IN MANAGING THE BEHAVIOR AND TIME
REQUIRED FOR TREATING THE PEDODONTIC PATIENTS IN
ASSOCIATION WITH THEIR AGE

Kwang-Chul Kim, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.,
Dept. of Pediatric Dentistry, School of Dentistry, Kyung-Hee University

The present study was undertaken to examine the relationship between time required
for each step in the treatment process for pedodontic patients and age of the patients,
and experience of special training for pedodontics and career of dental practitioners. Infor-
mation of these matters was gained from 580 questionnaires collected from 69 practitioners
(62 male and 7 female). The questionnaires included questions about the patients’ sex(303
male and 207 female) and age. The patients were categorized into 5 different age
groups . Group 1, age 1~3-year ; Group 2, 4—6-year s Group 3, 7~9-year ; Group 4, 10~
12-year ; Group 5, 13~15-year. The questions about the dental practitioners were the years
of experience in private dental practice(5 years or more than 5 years) and whether or
not they took the special training for pedodontics in the authorized institutes. The practitio-
ners were asked to answer the questions about Frankl scale of the patients’ behavior during
the treatment, and time spent for managing the patients to be subjected to local anesthetic
injection (the first behavior control), time for the injection, and time for the subsequent
treatment. The results obtained by analyzing the information collected from the questionnai-
res were as follows :

1. The younger the patients, the lower the Frankl scale was counted at the time of the
first behavior control, injection, and the subsequent treatment(p<{0.001).

2. The lowest Frankl scale was scored during the injection regardless of the age of the
patients.

3. Time for management and treatment was decreased in the order of age Groups 1 and

2> Group 3 > Groups 4 and 5.

4. The patients showed a more positive frankl scale in response to the treatment performed
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less-experienced.

by those who were more-experienced in dental practice as compared with those were

5. Pedodontic training experience of the practitioners did not appear to influence the patients
with respect to the treatment time and Frankl scale.
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Table 1. The means of OPEN, AGE, IRS, INJRS, MRS, CONTIME, TxTIME

and TOTAL
No. Obs Variable No Minimum Maximum Mean SD.
580 OPEN(Yr) 580 2 22 8.31 5.46
AGE (mon) 580 19 180 8293 3745
IRS 580 1 4 2.36 091
INJRS 580 1 4 2.23 0.90
MRS 580 1 4 2.52 0.93
CONTIME (min) 580 1 99 3.41 10.51
TxTIME (min) 580 1 90 19.26 10.39
TOTAL (min) 580 4 150 2757 17.88
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(TXTIME) & 3 A 124 1 90E7A HF
19268198 HAHA F ABAIHTO-
TAL)& FHA 4&NA 1 150802 HTA
7He 9F 27.57% 0]

2. folof| mE XX =2 THA[A|S] HSK|F
(IRS) (Table 2)
A1l AR #2467 F FEAF 1&
Uehd 33t 289(609%), BEXSF 2= 13
H(283%), FEAF 32 43(87%), BFA

& 4= 19(21%)02 892%7F XNAXNEE

Table 2. IRS according to age group

A1 Zsled & wof olof tisl FH AU PF (A
12)S Yoy A2 2208 F A 19]
70 (31.8%), AF 2& 90%(409%), AF
30] 548(246%), A4 47} 6%H(27%)22
A1 Bopbe HAAD A2 94 23 §
L 2 At AA Y 72.7% & AA ST
A3z SEEE &2 1719 F A4 12 2
A= 16%M(94%), A5 2& 6278(36.3%),
A4 30] 7578 (43.9% ), A= 471 1878(105%)
< JeEhgen, A4Te 968 F A4 1%
Bl 8 38(3.1%), AF 25 24 (25.0

frankl rate Rate 1 Rate 2 Rate 3 Rate 4 Total
Group
28(Persons) 13 4 1 46
Group 1 48 (%) 2.2 0.7 0.2 79
60.9 (%) 283 8.7 2.1
70 90 54 6 220
Group 2 121 15.5 9.3 10 379
31.8 40.9 24.6 2.7
16 62 75 18 171
Group 3 2.8 10.7 12.9 31 295
94 36.3 439 10.5
3 24 52 17 96
Group 4 0.5 4.2 9.0 2.9 16.6
3.1 25.0 54.2 17.7
2 1 31 13 47
Group 5 04 0.2 5.3 22 8.1
43 2.1 66.0 27.7
Total 119 190 216 55 580
20.5 328 37.2 95 100
Table 3. ANOVA of IRS according to age group
Dependent variable ! IRS
Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value PrF
Model 4 125.62 3140 50.79 0.001
Error 575 355.51 0.92
Corrected Total 579 481.12
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Table 4. Duncan grouping of IRS according to age group

Duncan Grouping Mean N Group
A 3.17 47 5
B 2.87 96 4
C 2.56 171 3
D 1.98 220 2
E 152 46 1
Table 5. INJRS according to age group
rankl rate Rate 1 Rate 2 Rate 3 Rate 4 Total
Group
31(Persons) 14 0 1 46
Group 1 53(%) 2.4 0.0 0.2 79
67.4 (%) 304 0.0 2.1
77 97 41 5 220
Group 2 13.2 16.7 7.1 09 379
35.0 4.1 18.6 2.3
24 82 48 17 171
Group 3 4.2 14.1 8.3 29 29.5
14.0 48.0 28.1 9.9
3 26 52 15 96
Group 4 05 45 9.0 29 16.6
3.1 271 54.2 156
1 8 26 12 47
Group 5 0.2 13 45 2.1 8.1
2.1 17.0 55.3 25,5
136 227 167 50 580
Total
235 39.1 28.8 8.6 100

%), AT 3 528 (54.2%), AF 4% 178
(177%) 2 Ve, As5TS 479 F AF
10] 278(43%), AF 2= 1¥(21%), AF
38 31%(66.0%), AF 4= 13H(277%)2
22X Aol Yo7t AE&+E XA FE HAIA
X2 gol 3t oS HEAHHA s
Bom Fak E4o 93tA ok Aol
E TATH o438 JeRARA (Table 3)-

E3 A 28 e o2 2= Duncan!
grouping®l &8P A|1F, A2T, A3, Aldl
T, A5TS A2 58 E 5709 group & 3

4 913ith. (Table 4)

3. Ljojoll mE oOiFAl #SXIF(INJRS)
(Table 5)

A1 468 F A5 18 2 $x)= 313 (67.
4%), AT 2= 1478(304%), A5 32 030
%), AF 45 18(21%)2 22X 978% 7} v}
A A 5L BII, A2 2207
Z A% 10] 778(35.0% ), A5 27} 979 (44.1
%), Ao 3°] 41%(18.6%), A4 47+ 58 (2.3
%)02 791%7} vHAl] BEAHAA F5&



Table 6. ANOVA of INJRS accorofing to age group

Dependent variable : INJRS

Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value Pr)F
Model 4 127.53 31.89 53.01 0.001
Error 575 345.88 0.61
Corrected Total 579 47341
Table 7. Duncan Grouping of INJRS according to age group
Duncan Grouping Mean N Group

A 3.04 47 5

A 2.82 96 4

B 2.34 1 3

C 1.88 220 2

D 1.37 46 1

Bgom ATE-L 17178 5 A 10] 247 (14.0
%), A4 27+ 827 (48.0% ), A43°) 487 (28.
1%), A% 47} 178(09%) 2 A1, 27
vjale] RAHAQ PF& HQ Loyt Beol &
A3IPAT A3 Auro] 3l 57% 9] Aoprt
oA 2FAHQ BE5S YeERiUT.

4T 969 F A< 10] 38 (3.1%), AF
27t 26%(27.1%), AF 3°] 527 (542%),
A4 47} 158(156% ) 2 JEFSEIL A5T-& 47
g 2 X 10] 19H(21%), A5 271 8 (17.0
%), A5 301 268 (55.3%), AT 471 127
(255%)8 Jdeho] A4d, AsTAME o
80% ool Zolrt wiHAl FAHAL AFS
Bgrt o|g9 AAE EARAE AT g2
e AR & AR (Table 6).

Duncan grouping®ll 21314 A4 7 As5TS
FAFE groupl & 1HFEHY o] F & R
grouping® F Ui AT, A2, A3T,
agla A4, 579 409 GrouplE WE F
Atk (Table 7).

4, F X|2A| Lolof E #SX|5(MRS)
(Table 8)
A1 467 F A 10] 257 (544 %), AF
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27} 1479(304% ), A 3¢] 678(13.0%), AF
48 R4l 2obr 198(2.2%) & VERAA 3L, A2
7 220% £ AF 18 YER 2olrt 539 (24.1
%), A% 27} 103%(46.8%), A5 3] 537
(241%), A 47 11%8(5.0% )& JERI A

AT 1718 F AF 10] 13%H(76%),
A4 27} 3998(22.8%), A4 3°] 907 (52.6
%), AF 47} 2978(17.0% )N, AdTS
96 F A 18 B Aot 33(3.1%), AF
27v 17%8(17.7%), A% 3] 51%8(53.1%),
A4 47} 259(26.0% ) ol m A5T- 4773
Z A4 10) 08(0%), A5 271 4%8(85%),
2= 30] 25%(53.2% ), A5 47} 1878(38.3%)
°o]Sit.

Yo7t ALFE XA EA Y FRHLA 3
& Hole Aoyt Belfled ol 22 &
ol BATHoZ & fo40ol AN (Ta-
ble 9).

Duncan grouping®l ¢]39 A3 AdT-&
3ate] dhZ grouping®d F9lel, A1E, A2
T, A3, 47, A5T) 4719 groupLZ grou-
pingS & 4 ANHTable 10).

A
°
—



Table 8. MRS according to age group

W Rate 1 Rate 2 Rate 3 Rate 4 Total
Group
25(Persons) 14 6 1 46
Group 1 43 (%) 24 1.0 0.2 79
544 (%) 304 13.0 2.2
53 103 53 11 220
Group 2 91 17.8 9.1 19 379
24.1 46.8 24.1 5.0 ]
13 39 90 29 171
Group 3 22 6.7 155 5.1 29.5
76 22.8 52.6 17.0
3 17 51 25 96
Group 4 05 29 8.9 43 16.6
31 17.7 53.1 26.0
0 4 25 18 47
Group 5 0.0 0.7 4.3 31 8.1
0.0 8.5 53.2 38.3
o o4 177 225 84 580 |
16.2 30.5 38.8 14.5 100
Table 9. ANOVA of MRS according to age group
Dependent variable : MRS
Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value PDF
Model 4 140.13 35.03 55.84 0.001
Error 575 360.73 0.63
Corrected Total 579 500.86
Table 10. Duncan Grouping of MRS according to age group
Duncan Grouping Mean N Group
A 3.30 47 5
B 3.02 96 4
B 2.79 171 3
C 2.10 220 2
D 163 46 1
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Table 11. Means of CONTIME according to age group

Group N Minimum(min) Maximum{min) Mean(min) S.D.
1 46 1 30 12.54 7.32
2 220 1 99 1148 13.72
3 171 1 50 6.50 689
4 96 1 35 417 492
5 47 1 60 5.57 9.73
Table 12. ANOVA of CONTIME accorDing to age group
Dependent variable : CONTIME
Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value PpF
Model 4 5590.25 1397.56 13.78 0.001
Error 575 5833191 101.45
Corrected Total 579 63922.16
Table 13. Duncan Grouping of CONTIME according to age group
Duncan Grouping Mean(min) N Group
A 12.54 46 1
A 1148 220 2
B 6.50 171 3
B 5.57 47 5
B 417 96 4
5. ABMA & WESTHE AN oiF AN 6. DERE F X227} SRE WK 22

DX} ARE AIZHCONTIME)S| Lol
ol @2 X}0|(Table 11
A1 HA 18904 30271A
ol A2T-& H 11.58%, A3
6508, A4TS HT 4.17%, A5T
578-& Jeho] A o)zt oh T
PEzA Aol B Bo] 28HULH ©
BAgH o2 Aol AN (Table 12).
Duncan groupingdl &3t A1, 2T< 8
e Groupl® A3, 4, 53 Sue
Groupo-2 ZA 2719 Group2E v F 3
9Tk (Table 13).
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AT FT 25078, A2 BT 2145
, 3T BF 17.16%, A4TE HF 1567
, A5TS BE 170688 Vel volrt
oJALE AE X EARe] AUeH o=
EAE fe4do) AR Table 15).

Duncan grouping®l &3td A1, A2
aglz A3, 4, 579 3709 groupLE grou-
ping® 4 UAATH Table 16).
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7. 4ol wE
A}0{(Table 17)
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Table 14. Means of TXTIME according to age group

Group N Minimum(min) Maximum(min) Mean(min) S.D.
1 46 8 45 25.07 10.92
2 220 5 70 2145 10.57
3 171 1 48 17.16 9.36
4 96 5 35 15.67 742
5 47 3 920 17.06 13.30

Table 15. ANOVA of TxTIME according to age group
Dependent variable : TxXTIME

Source DF  Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value POF
Model 4 4812.70 1203.16 12.00 0.001
Error 575 57670.71 100.30

Corrected Total 579 6248341

Table 16. Duncan Grouping of TXxTIME according to age group

Duncan Grouping Mean(min) N Group
A 25.07 46 1
B 2145 220 2
C 17.16 171 3
C 17.06 47 5
C 15.67 96 4

Table 17. Means of TOTAL according to age group

Group N Minimum (min) Maximum(min) Mean(min) - SD.
1 46 15 75 37.61 15.75
2 220 7 130 32.93 20.50
3 171 5 75 23.67 13.52
4 96 6 50 19.83 9.82
5 47 4 150 22.64 2149

A1FE B 3761E, A273e HF 3293 W A1, 27 283 A3, 4, 579 F9

B, A3TS B 23678, A4 HT 1983 group2Z grouping®d F AATH Tabel 19).
2, A5Te B 2264F 02 JElton U

o7} od FTIATE YAE & AFGATto] A 8. g0l ©= IRS, INJRS, MRS, CO-
Aot olgtEe ol FAGHA {40 NTIME, TXTIME, TOTALS| B
%127 (Table 18) Duncan grouping®] 2}3} NG 0d~59 Ato]e] Group 7+eF 6 ©]
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Table 18. ANOVA of TOTAL according to age group

Dependent variable : TOTAL

Source DF Sum of Squares Mean Square F Value PoF
Model 4 20444.40 5111.10 17.85 0.001
Error 575 164681.98 286.40
Corrected Total 579 185126.38
Table 19. Duncan grouping of TOTAL according to age group
Duncan Grouping Mean(min) N Group
A 37.61 46 1
A 32.93 220 2
B 23.67 171 3
B 22.64 47 5
B 19.83 96 4
Table 20. Means of IRS according to duration of practice
Variable : OPEN IRS
Group N Mean SD. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
7t 248 2.29 0.93 0.06 Unequal -1.61 522.3 0.19
Lt 332 240 094 005 Equal -161 5780 )
Table 21. Means of INJRS according to duration of practice
Variable : OPEN INJRS
Group N Mean SD. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T
7t 248 2.10 0.92 0.06 Unequal -2.79 5198 0.005
ot 332 2.40 0.94 0.05 Equal 280 5780 '

29 Group L2 vo] 24 EAg ZAn,
IRS+= Group 717} B4 2.29, Group L7} 2.40
22 NG dsrt 51 o]dk A F}ejarel He
oA A9 IRS/} thd Ygtoyl EA 53
/42 1At (Table 20).

INJRSE Group 7t7F 8¢ 2.10, Group 7+
222 AAEFIL L8 XGgAQl AL w1l
AT o Bz} AR whEo] HYor A 8t
4ol AT (Table 21).
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MRS+ Group 717} B+ 2.39, Group -7F
26124 o] dA] /Fdsrt La8d XAl
A BE &Y AR 3ol Hon FA S
Fol/dol AATH Tabel 22).

CONTIME £ Group 7} 2.t} Group7} o4&
2o TXTIME® TOTALS Group Li7}h
oaZAch SAE o9} ZE zpojo wigh
A #2442 AU (Table 23, 24, 25).



Table 22.
Variable : OPEN MRS

Means of IRS according to duration of practice

IRS, INJRS, MRS, CONTIME, TXTIME,
TOTALS| H[m
AFe) #4L o)FF Group I3 o158
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Group N Mean  S.D. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
7t 248 2.39 0.96 0.06 Unequal -2.87 512.7 0.004
Lt 332 2.61 0.90 0.05 Equal -2.90 578.0 )
Table 23. Means of CONTIME according to duration of practice
Variable : OPEN CONTIME
Group N Mean(min) S.D. SE. Variances T DF Prob> | T|
7} 248 8.91 10.35 0.66 Unequal 1.00 539.2 0.32
Lt 332 8.03 10.62 0.59 Equal 1.00 578.0 ’
Table 24. Means of TxTIME according to duration 6f practice
Variable : OPEN TxTIME
Group N Mean(min) S.D. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
7} 248 17.75 8.98 0.57 Unequal 229 5753 0.0048
Lt 332 20.21 11.22 0.62 Equal -2.84 578.0 )
Table 25. Means of TOTAL according to duration of practice
Variable : OPEN IRS
Group N Mean SD. SE.  Variances T DF  Prob) I T}
(min)
7} 248 26.66 16.21 1.03 Unequal -1.08 568.0 0.28
L} 332 28.24 19.03 1.04 Equal -1.05 578.0 ’
Table 26. Means of IRS in association with receiving special training or not
Variable - S. IRS
Group N Mean  S.D. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
I 158 2.30 0.95 0.08 Unequal -0.84 268.5 0.39
II 422 2.38 0.90 0.04 Equal -0.86 578.0 ’
0. ~OX|D} Mol THN 0] S0 ME %2 Group II2 Wro] E4% 23 IRS, IN-

JRS, MRS 25 Group Io] vt @& yFA
$2 Yehgeou A48 FoAde it
(Table 26, 27, 28).



Table 27.

Means of INJRS in association with receiving special training or not
Variable : S. INJRS

Group N Mean  SD. SE.  Variances T DF Prob) | TI
I 158 2.15 097 0.08 Unequal -1.16 260.4 094
II 422 225 088  0.04 Equal -121 5780 |
Table 28. Means of MRS in association with receiving special training or not
Variable - S. MRS
Group N Mean SD. SE.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
I 158 241 1.00 0.08 Unequal -167 2588 0.09
II 422 2.56 0.90 0.04 Equal -1.75 5780 '
Table 29. Means of CONTIME in association with receiving special training or not
Variable : S. CONTIME
Group N Mean(min) S.D. S.E.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
I 158 9.08 13.71 1.09 Unequal 0.79 210.0 0.39
I 422 816 903 044 Equal 094 5780 )
Table 30. Means of TxTIME in association with receiving special training or not
Variable : S. TxTIME
Group N Mean(min) S.D. SE.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
I 158 20.29 9.57 0.76 Unequal 1.69 3118 0.10
i 422 18.73 10.66 0.52 Equal 161 578.0 ’
Table 31. Means of TOTAL in association with receiving special training or not
Variable : S. TOTAL
Group N Mean(min) S.D. SE.  Variances T DF Prob) | T|
I 158 29.37 19.12 1.52 Unequal 143 259.8 0.14
II 422 26.89 17.37 0.85 Equal 1.49 578.0 )
CONTIME, TxTIME, TOTAL2 Group I°] V. 2 &t
e 7 A 2esgod, BARH &
o4& giick(Table 29, 30, 31). ojYold W3 AN EE HJFHoE x|

AL AHelAte] DEEE Ao} 3
AT FAHDE B4 Lol@AE RE A
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=% AYste AT S BolA HEZHN XgEF
4&3] =YX E3A sAY AFd] Be
Fi19b AZHE 88HA gt

Aok ARE ke F2 oyl 3
WEstA St Aoprt A8A Hole B3
P& oyl =7 ARX B g B
AT e BHol Qe Ao BEuET g
S njisiel Loty A UPAF]7] Aol vl of
HyoA R st ofo]r} wolor & X
FZHAA W23 A ol 9] YRE7} o}o]g
gFzdol ofF Fadivhe W42 vlg o=
FE 3] oy X Ui Be 7
AN Wolgls Bate Qo

A8A F2 ol B3pe] FF7F Ao}
HFo 9L vlXe Z2do] E F Y= H
Frankl5(1962)-& 44 o]3}8] A $olle BE
A8} A X2 E e Aol o FHAQ Y5 &
ERou I o9 yoldre B3] &
ot dEed ¥ 4FL 7R ge Ao
B39 Venham5(1978) = #4419
ojdolE LR dAFE FAI X8A B3I
A7t Bl ey glov Xzl dijt ukg-3
ToAe 2 9 27t gtk sy

EE W vt Frieida sty g
TF gFo] ©l FHHoAY £FHow ¥
A= o™ ® Tayloret Peterson (1983)%
< 437X E Fol7l gl 53 o)xto]
HA Xgo ok wgPFo] o F¥AHo=R
Hidodn Basigc

A gAZte] ZAY i st X8 g
W-E-85-& Aol 7t glomz® EE F 9 Mo}
23 AFgEE A JA] Yol A7l gle
AT BIHI Qs

A RE gAbe] Yolo] walMe XgA o
e g5 B2 o7t e R Rudn
A+=H Oppenheim®} Frankl (1971)22 1}o]
7t 3470 QoA 4071 € To] 4170 A 70
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HEd Fo ¥isle A8A §E BAHAFHA
5L B4t QT Taylors (1983)98 3~
64, 7T~9A4T, 10~13AZ o2 o] A
G ATl oA AFAXE A F A
32 3~6AT0] 7T~94 T3 10~13A4TH
o g BAHY oY 7~9H T 10~13A4]
T Atololl= 8 Aol7t YIRTGT AL I
LA = 3~6ATo] 7~9AH TPt} 10~13
AR B £33 458 9oy B
EX F AN E 3~64T T 7T~9A P FH= F 3
aol7}t gl ewt 10~134 TRt 5% 23
A uhg-g Hvia Husteo

£ AT S Yolel met 1~3418 AL,
4~6AE A2T, T~9HE A3F, 10~124=
AT, 13~154F A5T 0.2 BFdlo o] 59
AR gE AFSIHT o] Hole &7] 3
T3 w3 Hole qF g F XFA]
Bole %8 Frankl ¥E5 X570 uje} A48
AN SHEHSA=d XFgAE A
BEFA5RS), "HHAIY EAS(INJRS),
F A 8A1Y FFAF(MRS) BF o]z} o1&
TYTFE @A EHHO (X FA] olr}
o AolEe X5 3 oS AL 3
TE Hol& oz YElgten 53 A17E
A2T-& IRS, INJRS, MRS 2529] 794 50
% oldo] RAA FFE veRHo] (Table
2,5,8) 64 ]3] Aol 64 o] 39} AolrT)
A8A 25E 2l XN8gE B F
AR PJE=EE APdrlde e =87
ol ge] Mg ZoE AlgEHY EF FASE
A& 2t3 e 7 2 533 Duncan
grouping®ll &3P A|1T, A2T, A3TS X
HA g5 A, sFHA] T3 F A FAlY] BE
399 AFAF UM M2 EHE ES
il o volrf oE4E AFHOE X
237 FHEX e F NBE ARsE
F5S oS go] Hole Ao ZAHITH
(Table 4, 7, 10)

AR NAIA], vFHA] L8] 3 F X A
Z3% Ao o3PA vl Al 7PE 2R FHQ
H =42 JeERIQE dl(Table 1) o= g2
Be9e 28 FAHE 2 v YA F5o
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FutE7] g0 2 A2 5™ Vepham¥} Quat-
rocelli(1977)*d] 9J3lA A& 34E AFS)
ox A7 gA] Hole HigdFoe ¥
Zol7t AR Y Yo7} o Lold Fe =
vt Al s W 857 § SeE g
R W2 Beivii st

BExHo] oL LolUFE HgAd H
B2 Azto] Q3iA Hed XsAARY 3
TEREE AXA wZANA 288 AT
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712 28" AZHTKTIME)S& Z43 ulo
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(Table 11, 14), ol EA}HoZ uwo &
9do] Je AFo|irh. (Table 12, 13, 15,
16)

P2 AT F ABANS 3 2AEATLS
1~3AT0] B 37.61F-0]3L 4~6A4Fo] BT
329382 2H 7~9MFo] HHF 2367HETH
1~3A°] 13.94%, 4~6AT°) 9268 o &
85908 (Table 17) ©} 9A] Duncan grou-
pingel 23tAE A1, 23] A3, 4, 5T
H3t] g AZke] @A3] Bo] xg8dbE
A& & 4 AUth. (Table 19)

g AEo) g Zole AFA g A4,
AL F X BA o ARdE Holrt gl
or X8AIZhe dxtEoh qxpt 28 o
2850 BAEH Fo4L2 A

AQdardd wE Zols BHWH AL 87}
AlAloll &= BA7T Hole F Ao ' Aolrt
Ao A EF7 6'Q o) AFE Fo] 21 o)kl
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d717te] 2 B FAXE UE XY
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3 tide] Eote 7w #xlE: v
2 F X gA e FAE ¢S FAHY #F &
Hol=& /f=8 v Aoz Yeigon
FATHCEE ool Ut (Table 20,
21,22)
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