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HE (p=0.072) BXOMKE (p=0.077) i,

F£1 KEYVYA-FEFORE - BFEERICEH T B BRBKEROLE
HETH T —
(3144) (41%4%)

HE, cm 173.6 + 6.2 171.0 +* 5.6
fKE, kg 68.3 = 5.8 65.8 * 6.1
BMI, kg/m® 2.7 = 1.2 25 += 1.5
RPI, cm/kg”™ 425 = 1.0 42.4 + 1.1
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AR =, kg
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BMI, body mass index; RPI, reciprocal ponderal index; FMindex, fat mass index
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BMI, body mass index; RPI, reciprocal ponderal index; FMindex, fat mass index
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