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HemMHOro o AoKnaavyumke stot&’docs

* 3amecTuTenb gUupeKTopa No KoHTpoato Kavectea, OO0
«CTaTaHOOKC»

* JloueHT Kadeapbl NPOPUNAKTUYECKON N CEMENHOM
MmeanunHol Pre0OY BO «YpanbCKMM rocyaapCcTBEHHbIN
MeaAULUUHCKMK YHuBepcuteT» M3 PO

* [lpenogaBaHuMe CTaTUCTUKK U anugemunonornm — 15 ner
* OnbIT B KIMHNUYECKUX nccnegosaHmnax — 13 ner

* CraTuctndeckoe conposoxaeHne KN ot KoHuenunn Ao
dunHanbHOro otyeta — 6onee 500 npoeKToB
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[lepeKpecTHbIN An3anH stat&Rdocs

Cross-over Trial
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daKTOpHbIN AN3aMH (NnaH) stat&Rdocs

2x2 Factorial design

Placebo X & Placebo Y
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Randomisation Placebo X & Active Y
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Act.rve X & Active Y




NU3ANH MO TUNYy

TECTUPYEMOW MMMOTE3bl 4
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Onpegennm nayvyaembin addeKT stat&Rdocs

* S.-C. Chow et al. Sample Size Calculations in Clinical Research
(39 Ed.), 2017:
= CpasHeHue cpeOdHUX: € = U, — U,
= CpasHeHue donel: € =p,—p,
m CaastHue gpemeHuU 00 HacmynaeHus cobbimusa (hazard ratios): €
— 7t 2
¢ I'Ipep,nonaraeTc;l, YToO NMONTOXKUTE/IbHOE 3Ha4YeHune E
COOTBETCTBYET Ayyllemy ucxoay, a otpmuartesibHoe — xyawemy

NcXoay B rpynne u3y4aemoro npenapara nNo CpaBHEHUIO C
KOHTPOJIbHOMU rpynnou




Cratuctnyeckme rmnoTessl stot&docs

[MnoTe3a paBeHcTBa (equality):

Hy:e=0 versus H,:e# 0.

MnoTte3a npesocxoacTsa / He meHblel apdeKkTUBHOCTU (superiority / non-
inferiority):

Hy:e<é versus H, :e > 6,

[MnoTe3a aKBUBANEHTHOCTMU:

Hy : |s| >§ versus H,:|e| < é.




Cratuctnyeckme rmnoTessl stot&docs

30-day mortality

Superiority I
0 A>D

Equivalence
A=0
Mon-inferiority
11
0 1% A=D Emmanuel Lesaffre, Dr.Sc. Superiority,

Equivalence, and Non-Inferiority Trials
Bulletin of the NYU Hospital for Joint Di
2008;66(2):150-4

E is better C is better



Cratuctnyeckme rmnoTessl

stot&docs

No difference between experimental
and control treatment

New treatment worse <

> New treatment better

] mean

Strictly inferior | confidence

interval

Non
inferiority
region

Difference between

N > experimental and Jeremy Howick. Questioning the
-9 N 10 control treatments . o A )
Methodologic Superiority of ‘Placebo’ O
margin of equivalence (no two ‘Active’ Controlled Trials. The American
treatments are exactly equal)

Journal of Bioethics, 9(9): 34—-48, 200



CraTuctmyeckue runoTessbl stot&’docs

Favors Test drug «— —» Favors Control drug
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Food and Drug Administration. Non-
0 Mz Ml Inferiority Clinical Trials to Establish

Control — Test (C-T); (degree of inferiority of test drug) Effectiveness Guidance for Industry




Cratuctnyeckme rmnoTessl stot&docs

Noninferiority

Superiority

Equivalence
Paper SAS1911-2015

Equivalence and Noninferiority Testing Usi
SAS/STAT® Software
John Castelloe and Donna Watts, SAS In

6 or 0,5 8, 6,0r@,+5



CTtaTuctunyeckue rmnoTessbl - BbiBO/Abl stqt&docs

* HeobxoanMmo yeTKoe, HeaBYCMbIC/I€EHHOE U O4HO3Ha4YHoe
onpegeneHne cneayloLwmx TMoJIOKEeHUA B MNPOTOKoNe
NM60 NnaHe cTaTUCTUYECKOro aHanmsa:

" Kak npou3BOAMTCA pacyeT pPasHUUbI MeXay rpynnamu
(onbiImHaa — KOHMPOAbHAA VS KOHMPOIbHAA — OMNbIMHAA)

= KnnHuyeckuint cmbicn pasHuubl (ayywe / xyxce # 6onvwe /
mMeHbuwe)

= CraTUCTUYeCcKas rmnoTe3a onmcaTeNbHO U B MaTeMaTUYeCKoM
HOTaUMK




CTtaTuctunyeckue rmnoTessbl - BbiBO/Abl stqt&docs

Hynesaa runotesa coctouMT B TOM, 4YTO uccaeayembl npenapat XXX
oTAn4aeTca no adppeKTuBHOCTM bonee yem Ha 0,8 cm no wKane BALU ot
npenaparta cpasHeHMA YYY.

Hy,: m,—mg<—0,8 unu m,—-mgz>+0,8
AnbTepHaTMBHaA rMnoTtesa COCTOMT B TOM, YTO UcCcaenyembld npenapar

XXX otamnyaetca no adpPekTMBHOCTM He bonee yem Ha 0,8 cm No WKane
BALL oT npenapata cpasHeHUA YYY.

Hy:—0,8 <m,—~my < +0,8
OueHKa conocTaBMMOCTU npenapatos byaeT NpoBOAUTLCA NPU NOMOLLM

NBYX OAHOCTOPOHHUX TecToB (MeToamKa TOST, two one-sided tests) npu a
=0,05.




I'Ipwv\ep AEROMNO3NUNN TrMnoTe3bl SKBUBAZIEHTHOCTU stqt&docs

H'o: 01> pur—pr > 02,
H'A:01 Sur—ur <02,

H'Ol:ﬂ?‘_#k<5l Hlﬂl:ﬂ?‘_ﬂﬂ:—}él

H'y, @y =y >0, H', : f, —u, <0,




YPOBEHb 3HAHNMOCTU U
HAIMPABJIEHHOCTb TECTA

statandocs.com



ypOBEHb 3HA4YUMOCTU B 3aBUCNMOCTUN OT TMMNOTE3b stqt&docs

°  BblaBneHune pasnmuunm (equality testing):
= a=0,05
" 95% posepuUTeNbHbIN MHTEPBA
" OAHOCTOPOHHWUN UM ABYCTOPOHHUM BapUaAHT
* [lpeBocxoAcTBO UK HE MeHblUaA 3PPEKTUBHOCTD:
*= OpHOCTOpOHHEee TecTUpoBaHMe rnnoTesbl Npu o = 0,025
= [1BYCTOPOHHMN 95%  poBepuUTeNbHbIN  UHTEPBAN  (3KBUBA/IEHMHO

00HOCMopoHHemy 97,5% dosepumenbHoOMy uHMep8aany)
* DKBWUBAJIEHTHOCTb:
= JlBa o4HOCTOPOHHUX TecTa npu a = 0,05
" 90% ABYCTOPOHHUN AOBEPUTENIbHBIN MHTEPBA




HABOP AAHHbIX A1
AHATM3A
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Habop paHHbIX Ana aHanm3a (analysis set) stat@ocs

* Intention-to-treat: crtaHpoapTHbIK Habop AaHHbLIX ANA
aHa/M3a B UCCnegoBaHUAX Pa3/IMYNIA U MPEBOCXOACTBA

° Per protocol: pekomeHayemblh Habop [AaHHbLIX 414
aHaNn3a B UccnegoBaHUAX HE MeHbluen 3PPEeKTUBHOCTHU

* [lpn apekBaTHOM meTode BOCMOJIHEHMA AaHHbIX B ITT
nonynaumm (Hanpumep, MLE) pekomeHayeTcs

ncrnonb3oBatb KombuHupoBaHHbih  PP/ITT noaxop
(Matilde Sanchez M, Chen X. Choosing the analysis population in non-

inferiority studies: per protocol or intent-to-treat. Stat Med. 2006 Apr
15;25(7):1169-81)




CTATUCTUYECKNI

AHAJIN3 B SABUCUMOCTH
OT T'MMNOTE3b

statandocs.com



[TlocTaHOBKa npobnembl stat&Rdocs

* BONbWMHCTBO METOA0B «KNAaCCUYECKOM» CTAaTUCTUKU
HanpaB/ieHbl Ha BbiABAeHUe pa3anumnm  (equality
testing)

°* HeobxoaMMoOCTb B  OUEHKe  3KBUBANEHTHOCTMW,
NpeBocxoAcTBa M He MeHblwen 3PPeKTUBHOCTU
npeanonaraeT, 4YTo HyneBas rMnote3a COAEPKUT B
cebe COOTBETCTBYHOLLYIO rpaHULYy, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
CTAaTUCTUYECKME TeCTbl [AO/KHbI  YYUTbIBATb 3Ty

rpaHuLy




OueHKa noporoBbix otinymi (borderline testing) stateRdocs

°* [lonpaBKa Ha OUEHKY HEHY/IEBON OXUAAEMOU BENNYUHDI
pasnnumm 6Hbinn BHECeHbl B OONbLWIKMHCTBO CTAaTUCTUYECKUX
TECTOB U pPeasin30BaHbl BO MHOIMX CTAaTUCTUYECKMX NMPOrpammax
(NCSS, R, SAS, Stata n ap.):

PasHuua cpeaHUX — TecCTbl Ha OCHOBe t-pacnpeaeneHus

Pa3HMUa Aonem — TecTbl Ha OCHOBe z-pacnpeaeneHuma (b6onbline
BbIbOpKM) nmbo TOYHOro Tecta Puwepa (manble BbIOOPKMK,
HeobxoAnM nepecyeT pa3HULbl B OTHOLLEHME LLIAHCOB)

PasHMua megmaH — TeCcTbl Ha OCHOBe  z-annpoKcumauumu
pacnpeaeneHna gna Kputepma MaHHa-YUTHU

Pa3HuUa 4158 BpeMeHW A0 HacTynaeHua cobbiTua — TecTbl Ha OCHOBE
MOZEeNN NPONOPLMOHANBHOIO pUCKa No Kokcy




Npumep B R (nakeT TOSTER) - cpeaHue statRdocs

Equivalence bounds -0.429 and 0.429
Mean difference = 0.03
TOST: 90% CI[-0.188;0.248] significant
NHST: 95% CI[-0.23;0.29] non-significant

| | | | |
-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 04

Mean Difference




NMpumep B R (nakeT TOSTER) — koadpuumeHT %
Koppenaunm stat&Xdocs

Equivalence bounds -0.24 and 0.24
r=-0.06
TOST: 90% CI[-0.254;0.138] non-significant
NHST: 95% CI[-0.289;0.176] non-significant

Correlation




PACHET AOBEPUTE/IbHbIX
MHTEPBAJIOB
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[loBepuTeNbHble NHTEPBaNbI A8 Pa3HULLbI CpeaHUX stateRdocs

* CraHpapTHble [O0OBEpUTE/IbHblE MWHTEpBanbl  ANA
pa3HuUbl (Ha ocHoBe t-pacnpeaeneHua) — NnoaxoanaT

TOJIbKO ans napannenbHblX  AUN3alWHOB 7
OAHOPaKTOPHOro aHa/n3a

* [loBeputenbHble UHTepBanbl Ansa least square means
[LSM] (cpeaHux, nony4eHHbIX METOA0M HauMEHbLLUX
KBaJpaToOB) — pacyeT Ha OCHOBE Mean square errors
[MSE] B moaenax guncnepcmoHHoro aHannsa ANOVA




[loBepuTenbHble MHTEPBabl ANA Pa3HULbI A0/ei JEFE oS

* TOYHble AoBEPUTE/IbHbIE UHTEPBAJIbI ANnA

pa3Huubl gonen no metoay Newcombe&Wilson,
Agresti-Caffo nam aHanornyHbim

* [loBeputenbHbie MHTEpPBanbI Ha OCHOBE
annpoKcMmaummn z-pacnpeaeneHms

* OueHKa [O0BepuUTEeNbHbIX MHTEPBAJIOB B PaMKax
obobLweHHoN nnHenHon mogenun (GLM)




[loBepuTenbHble MHTEPBaAAbl ANA BPEMEHN A0
stot&docs
HacTynJaeHuna cobbiTuA

° Pacuer  pgoBepuTeNbHOro - WHTEpPBana  ANA
oTHocuTenbHoro pucka (hazard ratio) nytem
obpaTHOro norapudpmmyeckoro npeobpasoBaHmA
Ha OCHOBeE z-annpPoOKCMMaLLNK

* Pacyer pOoBepuTenbHOro WHTEpBasa MeToOA0M
Banbaa

* Pacyer pOoBepuTeNnbHOro WHTEpBasa MeTOA0M
[leTo




HenapameTpunyeckne nokasaTtenum n CN0XKHble moaenu stot&docs

 Ina pacyeTta [OOBEPUTENbHbIX WMHTEpPBaANOB ANA
MeanaHbl U APYrux KBAHTUAbHbLIX OLEHOK He
CYLLLECTBYET NPAMbIX METOA0B

° ANNpoKcMmaumAa He Bcergaa AaeT aJeKBaTHble
pe3ynbTaTbl, 0COOEHHO NPU MasbiX BbIDOPKaX

°* B CNOXHbIX CTAaTUCTUYECKUX mMoAenAax OUeHKU

NOBEPUTE/IbHbIX MHTEpPBaAJIOB noaBepKEHb
CMELLEHNAM




Resampling stat&ocs

* Resampling — MeToz, MaTeMaTUYECKOoro
MOAEeNnnpoBaHNA BblIOOPOK, aHA/IOTUYHbIX UCXOAHOW,
Ha oOcHoBe ee napameTpoB (obbem, cpeaHee,
XapaKTep pacnpegeneHmsa n 1.n.)

°* Hambonee pacnpoCcTpaHEeHHbIM  METOAOM  ANf
resampling asnaetca 6ytcTpannuHr (bootstrapping),
OCHOBHbIM MPEMMYLLECTBOM KOTOPOro fABNAETCA
OTCYTCTBUE KaKMX-NMBO cneumanbHbIX AONYLLEHU




Resampling stat&ocs

* Metogbl resampling no3BonAldT noayyntb  oboe
KOZIMYECTBO BbIOOPOK C XapaKTEPUCTUKAMM, aHANOTUYHbIMMU
NCXOOAHOW

e NlnAa  pacyeta  AOBEpPUTENIbHbIX  MHTEPBANoOB  ANA
BbIOOPOYHbIX CTAaTUCTUK 06blyHO umcnonb3ytotr 10000
CMOAE/IMPOBAHHbIX BbIOOPOK, YTO MoJAy4YaeT MoaAyYnUTb
BbICOKO HaAEeXHYI0 OLUEeHKY apPeKTa

* B psage cnyyaeB cmogennpoBaHHblie metoaom bootstrap
AOoBepuTesibHble UMHTepBasibl MOTYT MCNONb30BaTbCA ANA
NPOBEPKN TUMNOTE3 WU30JIMPOBAHHO OT CTATUCTUYECKU
Kputepues




Mpumep — moaennpoBaHUe cpeaHmX stateRdocs
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PaBHOMepHOe pacnpegeneHue seanmumH ot 0 ao

%
1 co cpepgHum 0,5 (McxopHOe pacnpepeneHue) stat&Xdocs

1000 observations of averages of 1 from a uniform dist

—_, W m o
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Bbi6OpPKM € N=2 N3 paBHOMEPHOTO
pacnpepeneHus

stot&docs




Bbi6OpKM € N=5 n3s paBHomepHOro

pacnpeaeneHus stot&)docs

15.0

12.5 7

10.0




Bbi6opKu ¢ n=100 3 paBHOMEpPHOro
pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

15.0 7

12.5 7

10.0

0 = T T T T T T T T T T T
0 0.0 0.14 0.21 0.28 0.35 0.42 0.49 0.56 0.63 0.7 O.77 0.84 0.91 0.98

avg

1000 observations of averages of 100 from a uniform distribution



JKCNoHeHLManbHOe pacnpeaeneHue: cpegHee =

stot&docs

1 (ucxoaHoe pacnpeaeneHue)

0 0.45 0.9 1.35 1.8 2.26 2.f¥ 3.15 3.6 4.0%5 4.5 4.95 5.4 5.85 6.3 6.7¥5

avg

fAverage of 1 from an EXPONENTIAL distribution



Bbl6OpPKM € N=2 N3 3KCNOHEHLUMANbHOro

pacnpepeneHua stot&docs

0 0.33 0.66 0.99 1.32 1.65 1.98 2.31 2.64 2.97 3.3 2.62 3.96 4.29 4.B2

avg

Average of 2 from an EXPOMNENTIAL distribution



pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

30000

0 0.21 0.42 0.63 0.84 1.05 1.26 1.47 1.68 1.8 2.1 2.31 2.52 2.¥3 2.94 3.15

avg

fiverage of 5 from an EXPOHNENTIAL distribution



Bbi60opKu ¢ Nn=100 13 sKCNOHEHLUaNbHOIO

pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

0= T T T T T T T T T
0 0.15 0.3 0.45 0.6 0.75 0.9 1.05 1.2 1.35 1.5 1.65 1.8 1.95

avg

fAverage of 100 from an EXPOMENTIAL distribution



BuHOMManbHoOe pacnpeaeneHne BepoATHOCTEMN,

cpepHee = 2 (ucxoaHoe pacnpeaeneHue) stat@Rdocs

30

25
20

P

e

r

C 15

e

n

t
10
5 -
0 - T T T T T

L] 0.6 1.2 1.8 2.4 3 3.6 4.2 4.8 5.4 6 6.6 7.2 7.8 B.4 9 9.6

Average of 1 from an BINOMIAL distributi



Bbl6opKM ¢ n=2 ns bBuHommnanbHoro

pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

20.0

17.5

15.0

12.5

10.0

0~ | — T T T T T T T
¢ 906 1.2 1.8 2.4 3 3.6 4.2 4.8 5.4 6 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9 9.6

avg

Averaae of 2 from an BINOMIaL distribution



Bbi6OpKM ¢ Nn=5 ns buHomunanoHoro

pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

15.0 7

12.5 7

10.0

0 0.6 1.2 1.8 2.4 3 3.6 4.2 4.8 5.4 6 6.6 7.2 7.2 8.4 9 9.6

avg

Averaae of 5 from an BINOMIAL distribution



Bbi6bopKu ¢ n=100 3 6MHOMMNANBHOTO

pacnpeaeneHua stot&’docs

30

25 7

20

0 0.6 1.2 1.8 2.4 3 3.6 4.2 4.8 5.4 6 6.6 7.2 7.8 8.4 9 9.6

avg

Averaage of 100 from an BINOMIAL distribution



PEIYTATOPHbBIE
ACMEKTDbI
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MpunoxkeHmne N 9 K lMpaBunam Hagexallen KAMHUYECKOMN
stot&docs

NPaKTUKM EBPasnincKoro sakKoHOMMYECKOro coto3a

Heobxoaumo npeactasuTb noapobHoe onucaHMe CTAaTUCTUYECKOrO aHa/M3a KaXkaou nepBUYHOWM
nepemeHHon 3pdeKTUBHOCTU. MUHUMaNbHble TpeboBaHMA K AeTaNU3UPOBAHHOMY OTYETY:

© CTaTUCTU4YEeCKaAa moaenb, n1exalllad B OCHOBE aHa/1n3a.

*  dopMynMpoBKa Uccnesyemoro KAMHUYECKOro NpeanosioXKeHUA, BblPaXKeHHaA B KOHKPETHbIX
CTaTUCTUYECKUX TEPMUHAX, Hanpumep, B popme HyNeBOM 1 aNlbTEPHATUBHOM FMNOTE3;

°  CTaTUCTUYECKME METOAbl, NCMOJIb30BaHHbIE AN OLEHKN 3pdeKTa, NOCTPOEHUS A0BEPUTE/bHbIX
MHTEpPBaNOB U Ap.

°  [AONyWeHus, NexKallmMe B OCHOBE CTaTUCTUUYECKUX METOA0B

°  KpuUTepui 3HAYMMOCTU, BbIBOPOUYHOE pacnpeneneHne KpuTepma 3Ha4MMOCTU NPU CNpPaBeaIMBOCTH
HYN1€BOM rMNOTE3bl, 3HAYEHMA KPUTEPUS 3HAYMMOCTHU, YPOBEHb 3HAYMMOCTU (T.€. p-3HaYEeHUe) U
MPOMEKYTOUYHbIE CBOAHbIE AaHHble B dopmaTe, NO3BONAIOLWEM CTAaTUCTUKY YNONHOMOUYEHHOTO
opraHa bbICTpo 1 nerko BepndnLMpoBaTb pe3ynbTaTbl aHaAn3a. Heobxoanmo ykasaTtb, ABAAOTCA N
P-3Ha4YeHWUsA OAHO- NN ABYCTOPOHHUMKU. Heobxoanmo npeactaBuTb 060CHOBAHMA NCNONb30BaHMUA
OAHOCTOPOHHUX KpUTEPUEB




MpunoxkeHmne N 9 K lMpaBunam Hagexallen KAMHUYECKOMN 0
o stat@Xdocs
NPaKTUKKN EBPa3nUNCKOro aKOHOMMYeCKOoro corosa

° aHanNM3, OCHOBAHHbIN Ha NpuMmeHeHun Kputepua CrotogeHTa (t-
KPUTEPUMN) OONXKEH coAeprkaTb 3HayeHuA  t-CTaTUCTUKM,
CBA3aHHble C HeU cTeneHn cBoboabl, p-3HaYEeHUe, BEINUYUHDI
ABYX BblbOpoOK (rpynn), cpegHee M gUCNEPCUIO KaxKaon us
BblIOOPOK, 06beaNHEHHYIO OLEHKY AUCNepCcUn.

*  JloKymeHTauusa MHOTOLEHTPOBbIX nccneaoBaHuN,
NpPoOaHa/IM3NPOBAHHAA C MOMOLLBLID AUCNEPCUOHHOTO aHAIM3a
AO/MKHA BKAKOYATb caeaylowime MUHUMANbHbIE CBEAEHMUA:
Tabnuuy AMCNEepCUMOHHOro aHa/u3a C Bblae/IeHUEM LEHTPOB,
NIeKapCcTBEeHHbIX npenapartoB, 3¢deKra B3aumoaemncTBua 3Tmx
$daKTOpOB, OCTAaTOUHYIO U 06LLYIO AUcnepcun.




MpunoxkeHmne N 9 K lMpaBunam Hagexallen KAMHUYECKOMN

NPaKTUKM EBPasnincKoro sakKoHOMMYECKOro coto3a

stot&docs

[ns nccnegoBaHUM C NEePEKPECTHbIM AN3aUHOM JOKYMEHTALMA A0/KHA
BK/ItOYATb CBeAEHMA O NOC/Ief0BaTE/IbHOCTAX BKAOYEHMA MALMUEHTOB,
NaUuMeHTax BHYTPM NOCNAeA0BaTE/IbHOCTENM, MUCXOAHbIX 3HAYeHUAX B
Hayane Kaxkaoro nepuoaa, OTMbIBKE U AJAUTENBHOCTU OTMbIBKMU,
BbINAAEHUAX B TEYEHME KaXKJ0ro nepmoaa, NeKapCTBEHHbIX Npenaparax,
nepuoaax, Aucnepcun, o06ycnosNeHHOW B3aMMOAZENUCTBUEM ITUX
$daKTOpOB (NEKapcTBEeHHbIX NpenapaTtoB U NepuoaoB), OCTaTOYHOU M
obwen pucnepcuax. [OnA KaXKAOro MUCTOYHUKA U3MEHYUBOCTMH,
UCKAOYaa obuwyto aucnepcuio, B Tabnuue Heobxoammo yKasatb
cteneHn c¢Boboabl, CymmMy KBaApaToB, cpeaHee KBagpaTUUHOE,
cooTBeTCTBylOWMA Kputepuin F, p-3HaueHUe u cpepHee 3Ha4vyeHue
CYMMbI KBa4paToB




KPATKOE PE3HOME

statandocs.com



KpaTkoe pestome stat&Rdocs

YeTKko onpeaendaem pacyeT pasHuubl, GOPMYIUPOBKY
CTaTUCTUYECKUX Trunotes u rpaduyeckoe npeacrtaB/eHme
NAHHbIX

Onpeaenaem Nonynsuuio Ana aHanm3a

BbibMpaem/yTouHsieM CTaTUCTUYECKME KPUTEPUU U METOA,
pacyeTa JOBEPUTENbHbIX MHTEPBAJIOB

MpeactaBnaem gaHHble eAMHOOOPA3HO 414 BCEro oTyeTa

MHpopmauma no BCEM KOHEYHbIM TOYKAM JAO/XHA ObITb
npeactaBneHa B rpapuyeckom u TekctoBom/TabamyHom Buae
C yyeTom TpeboBaHUN perynatopa




Cnacmbo 33
BHUMaHue!

statandocs.com
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