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TITH, Fizid, BELMEE (PEG) R RIENH
JE (PTEG) 2 L CF 2 —7 %50 iATy, ZORITE,
B OEEEEIK & U TERT % erythromycin Z{# A"
He, Fa—TOBENEIHID EDOFENED D
nsd @1, 2),

2 SEMZERESEK

5.2 H‘EXREH

BIEOTIROHEAIL, HLRESREA] (Elemental
Diet ED, ~_7F ), &LA-HILRBRERIKp SN D,
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