[ R AR AT A4 hitp:/www.biother.org
+ 698 - Chin J Cancer Biother, Jun. 2020, Vol. 27, No. 6

DOI:10.3872/j.issn.1007-385x.2020.06.017

SRR AT IAE B AR KRBT O S R

Development of unconventional response and related efficacy evaluation of ICIs

in the treatment of solid tumor
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U F]  BE R S TSR R GBIy T TR TR T I — Rl i iR 2 S BEAG 8 k40 771 1 e PR 12
H 292, HE 2 RS og iy T AR B I R ATt S8 S R i DU a7 iz — . (HBORMZ IIEHR 7R, S pEih )T
PRI T N R T AR G N R A AR R S S AR, B R e AR S N A 5 [ IR TR ST, £ G O SEARIRER T T R AR
HEAEAE TCRME T S e A T AT ¥ DA IE B A 8 77 R X IR AR SR 7 RO IR S k. R, 37 f S
TR BEIRTTIT PO AR R A L S e %, S B R B BT RO PR e R SR . ASSORU SR S e if T, LR

B AN NG ST AR 8 RS A 2 S AR ST RN AR AERIE FU R AN R I — 2518
[RBIA]  RBEIRTT s SR s Bk HEF B3t R 5 SR SN 5 7 RO FAN Fn

[FEZES] R737.51

FPEIRIT 5 JCH R o A AU 1) 5] (immune-
checkpoint inhibitors, ICIs) 577 , 18 I i bR G2 #0)
SR G B RN B L S A R S R, R TR
SR IR 7T Rk X Ah e A 4 a7 77
FR) S0 AR A o Al R e AR 2R I AR g
(pseudoprogression) - 4L iR J W (delayed response) B¢
Jith 984 #E8 3 J& (hyperprogression disease, HPD) 25!, i
K, Z TG PRIE 752 7- P, B T RECIST v1.1 £ 55k
IR IT ROP A HEAI A T S VR 9T B R T 2%,
b ¢ T o it g A2 47 (progression-free survival , PFS). &
W 2% fift % (overall response rate , ORR) [f] PP 78 AN 14
W, & S BORYT IR AT, S AR AR A, XA I
PRAGYT R T 1) 26 438 B AH 5l DA 96 WL % 1) 48 b 2 45
JRBBE R T B REIEkR . B, — RV 5248
o IR IT A T RCVTAN B A i 22 58 H I 1l PR S5
BRI AR R4S B MT BT e . A SCLAICIs 1R YT
9 5 E T SEAAIRE S IR T I R RIS B AR K
FHIGIT RV s TR BT A RS2 FH BIDIR A — 2738 , A
ERe IR S TARRR M — 2 Z% .
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TE AL BB BT LK ; FAb, I AFAE G IR YT I [A]
PR L SURIDEAL , OS B R 48 KT ML R 56 , AN A T-4%
ES VA s WL E (S I 0= WO = N R (8 21
5 REIR S35 n R G B 1R 9T I R A AR L I
JNE 1T 7 R P LR 3 0] 2= S B0 1 SRR, B R
T DRI, R VR0 kR TR A VT A S ih
ST RO IR PR T AR L E KB,
1.2 ®wRER

(Dt

TE G 95 3697 43 H BT 9 b B A A 3K
S B I AR B N I IR R B o R . T
AR, 2030, T 200 Pt 08 5 AN G e 0 , BUm A SR
HRE R EL 2 HIUHRE Y . LR A ipilimumab H
259097 W A R R R S AT R TR R PR R
e 8 G P2 4 IR i R SR FE TR SE B H R HRIE AR
PRI R A R FEAMET 10%, b & LT BERm
FINSCLC®,

(2D HEIR 2 B

FH T G 92 200 G P9 0 R S A e 98 I I P R
KA BUTE EVR YT — B R F A R T R
Ik 7 o IR 2 AR BAR /D I ok AR A7 3R A 1) I
G, 10%~30% .24 ICTs YR YT IO B T
%, UL SR 2R AV A M 22 WL, R ZE IR RN [ T A
VAL TCEE A BT G e i T RS [a] A % e,
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(3) Pt e

HPD 48 % B8 VA 97 J5 50 101 9 9 b Jai 38, 2 I e
P T ik b B 5 — SR ) RS AR
HE TR IER A K. BT HPD B3 OR
—, W PRHRIE 1) HPD K A 2P B 1E 9%~29%". — H.
RAEHPD, BE A OS KL 3N H™L HRER R
AR, FEATE S T AR R MR KR ER .
W1 CD4'Treg 4 A (1) it 22 15 A2 1% T 21 Ja € 4
FOXP3 Treg 41 ffil fl MDM2 ¥ 1 . EGFR %45 , DL [
IDO \ IFNy Az 5= 26 20 Jifd (A -1~ TTF (VBT B[R]
<2/ H RIEIRITRT B S R DR SE R, Va7 T
T2 H AR REAR A VE 2 (PS) V5 73 39 - Ik B2 40
S AN A HPD & 2 1 R R 10
1.3 HRERIGIEIT T ORI ARE BAFISIT

ST IR T AR LR, A DG I PR ZR 56 A
N PR VRTT IR N P (I 1] LA e Ab 7 i, B
0] B8 H BLAEH AT BRiE (WHORECIST FR#ES)
PR AR G AR TR R SR T Bt R
R, SOV RS IR 1“3k J& " A7 AE , SRR vh T % i
ST AN GG . R R 0 K AR PR A OS 1) =R
B, BN B AR T O Rt RIS R
I7 BTN A v OB 7R T V2% B ol 2 RR A1 A AR A
i G IR T 9T RN X AR AT 2 B G 8 AH S IT RPE A A
HEAS B L= A ABIT e .

2 SEBREATITSITMIRERN IS &R

2.1 ARt Bt R Ae 2 iR RS G I AR R

(1) G 8 AH 297 20br 1 (immune related response
criteria, irRC)

o BB IT BT, 40 E R 2 AL ST IR T
e S S AR 1) 32 07 2, LT RO AN A B WHO A
7 FOUAE I 502 RECIST1.0 B 74 AR BR 4% 0 U0 5
B RECIST vI.1ARHEM, Y677 AT ROk R BN B R i
Je (45 /INECTE BT Kk BT Rk, — L B
J68 BR S 1 K BRI AT A ) R B VR R 9 s ke
(progression disease, PD) , M 1 1 221l IR FH 24 77 %% »
W1z AE F T VP AN SR S 5 VA T IR I PR 5 B b R
P, BEAE VAN bR 35 AN 58 78 75 IO e 2 VR 97 L SE 1Y
I PRI7 2. 2009 4F , WOLCHOK %5 A4 i 1 LA
WHO F 1 Jy Bl (1) irRC bRt , JFil it — 11487 44 ipi-
limumab Y5 7 W A 2 €4 25087 (1) I PR 46 iE BH % v
B A (R RT AT 1 5 1256 0 38 AR 1 32 e A 38 R
910%. o SRARE G 5 H A S AR v i R K
AEZE 1%~5%. irRC B ifE 55 WHO A #E AN [F] 1172
T Bl 5 N A1 4 (tumor burden, TB) , I 38 &
AT B kR (=5 mmx5 mm) 9N & IR 97 faf (total

tumor burden, TTB) 5328 %] Lh . X T HIR W2 2 (1)
WAk AL B B e, ELRE F 20 Dy mr il &
SBI J R AN T 00 S ks T R A 9NN TTB,
AN AT I 2 VA PR 3 B0 4 S PR OCVEA
HELE 2 R TTB 34 Ikt 25% A 4 & XN PD. irRC AR
HEAE N1 A S AR ST RPFAN s 5 i R 2 B
187 — &M — Bk T Ib 1 KEYNOTE-001 )i
PRAR G253 5] A1) Fl RECIST < irRC Fx #E P pembroli-
zumab Ilfi PRIT 3%, 45 B 278 RECIST eIl 17 K2y
15% 5535 Wl PR 3R 2t (RN B 3t g S B 38 [ D o
irRC AR AR TAE G P4 77 S8 1T & e It e, H
TMEW LA EHRZ, AR EECNE & EE %
ANtEr JCHIE 2 AR BN, 25 55 R ) S
bR AR A T P E 9 PDP22,

(2) S AR I 4o 5 AH 9% 97 ZPE A (immune-related
response evaluation criteria in solid tumors,irRECIST)

2013 4, NISHINO 58 ANPIREHLILE#% 1 25 #5532
ipilimumab 597 (1) W S 38 €0 20088 A, 40 il s FH BRLAE
TEFNRUAR VD B9 4, DL ArRC b v S 995 b 3 4% 29T
BTN AR IE , UESE T — 4 irRC bR #E A —4E irRC 7 ifE
XPVR T SON B A A B — 3. FE Tk, 2014
SERR WM & RE P 2 (European Society for Medical
Oncology, ESMO) K2 EHg i 7 & T R AR & 1
irRECIST ##EP, iZb5 1 2% RECIST v1.1 bRk £
HEI JEAIE SCPD, R0 A K AR A AE N TBLTTB,
Tt AR ST AR I B 2 2 0 E, R TRIIROR
FE R PD AT AE 2D 4 J JE BN . HAREER I &
v B B ARAN B A0 AT A B, irRECIST A3 vHE R 25
B A R, S5 B, irRECIST AR #fEAH X T irRC b
1HEJC B SR A, FE I R 2 B b B R B2 o AN —
il 5% - nivolumab ¥ J7 % 7 V£ 3% BH 41 Hfa & 441 P ez
(MccRCC) 4 11 3l PR i 3o v H 30 1) A 90 e 2
PRI 73 v B G5 S M R A s AT T
XU RE VAL , irRECIST AR #EE % 4t RECIST FrifE fg
B A G VR T AR A R S N o R irRC R
HEAE — € TR L LD 1R PR i K S 38 = B ) )
58 » (HH RS T 3 ZE N H] T BB A 3R T RO Al
I H E A #2245 R S B AE A Tl S 448 o G
RAERERA— 4, &b HAh s = KRR
BELAIT 75 1) S A8 S 15 o e ke i FH 2 el g SOHT
JEAETT RPN B B ARANEL? ICTs 1697 & RS20
T IT RN TN A 2 7 1E R X L ) R A
15, HESN A G IR T PRI AR HEASWTEAT 1 254K

(3) S A i 9 e % 97 R VF M Ax #E Cimmune
response evaluation criteria in solid tumors,iRECIST)

2017 4F,RECIST LAEH$EH T B 1 iZinyryr
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RO AR E , RUARECIST Anif o iZAniESE H w32
NGPEIRIT AR G AR IS SRt — B S B AR vE
iRECIST #5 1 /£ RECIST v1.1 3£ al By 17— 5F
1 040, HP PN FEPR 045 Ge)% 5242 2% fif (immune complete
response , iICR) « % J% #f 4 2% fi# ( immune partial
response, iPR) . it J% 2 & (immune stable disease,
iSD) « % A 7€ i3t 2 (immune unconfirmed progres-
sion disease , iUPD ) . % % M #ff #F f& (immune
confirmed progression disease, iCPD) . 1 RECIST
v bRdEEZEXRIE T, B IR, RECIST v1.1 4%
YEVEAN (1) PD #552 XONiUPD. St 138 &%k iR 38
RECIST v1.1 A5 1% B89 k-, I 70 D7 S8 03 A A8
AR HE &, 5 irRC 5 1 AS [\, 80 85 A A B g N
TTB, Ifi /& B 500 FH A N G BEPE A I FE bR o B PR
M (1 1UPD 5 7E 4~8 Ji J& TN, 45 B IR VTl B H
BB e 7 SRR k38 >S5 mm B AR ST A H BT
] 33t FE2 BRATEART 397995 A 1) HE AT R 40N 32 D iCPD s A
s B IR AN B R, R IA 2 RECIST v1.1 AR ifEPF
Y 1 iCRiPR.iSD, M 4% 2 PFA/ 4 iUPD. 1 4 2R
JEIE | RECIST v1.1 {FA Y iCRiPRLiSD, M 75 4 i
S TR S E AN R O BRI S Y e A
FI) BRI PR B T 52 SO S ¥R 9T
1 % F£ /) N B [A] (immune best overall response,
iBOR) . 1ZAR#EHRFAI4E H , # RECIST v1.1 A VP
J9PD T iRECIST bRt P-4 A iUPD , 75 45 & 8 # Iim R
FER . IR IRRIAFRE , 7T 5 B4k 4 H H AT e
PEIRTT T B (R A I R BT M 48 FAE 4~8 N . |
fif iRECIST ¥F- 4t v iCPD, t 7] 76 £ 3 K 5% J& JE 2= 11
AR50 R Ak S48 P S8 1697 . T AIRES R iCPD T 5 1k
BRI A 0 B WRE VT, XK A B T W52
B DT MR IR T R R AR K ORI
iRECIST FrifE 1 V45 H1 7 iBOR 52 X, 4% ICTs ¥
I7 SRR I AR L I R R\ A AR R R AR R
FIR A 2 P AR 7 AR AR [
AR T T L FE R A AR s 5 T T ICTs YR IT id
2 T A AR SE SR 5 R I, 45 5 I R AE IR
TEH SRR E 2,

TAZDAIT £ N'"E—TIZN T 160 5] PD-1/PD-L1
BT I I NSCLC [ 1] i 14 A 90 LU % T RECISTI. 1
FrifE (irRECIST 5k [ iRECIST #1097 B B, K
B APl H LR N 5 13%, RECISTLL1 bR AR A T
11% B E I ARFR G . irRECIST A5 A iRECIST Fr
HAR ) — 8.

SR, 55— TGN T 42 4 PD-1/PD-L1 1577 i 1A
NSCLC H Aif B Ml R 56 2 ™7, iRECIST FrifE 5
RECIST v1.1 #s#EVEAN A —BURAU R 2/42, Z 7 TG

it % & X, iRECIST #rifE 5 RECIST v1.1 brif A
— M. WG T SR8 A OCTT RAObR AEAT) 7 B LI PR
FLIRUE . F34, iRECIST bR X5 i A B i 17 A7
) 6 R M R L AE R J N 8%, T BE 2 g
P I e ik TR

(BT J5 SR 2 V8 97 97 ROOF A0 bk 44 (im-
mune-modified response evaluation criteria in solid tu-
mors,imRECIST)

2018 4, S 5 jifs atezolizumab FH 3 FA Il PR 3056
HODI & NMAF PE 4 H 7 imRECIST A5 #E , % br ifE
JEALE IrRC AR fE Al B 2R AT 112 28 RECIST v1.1
Pt , 5 BRAE % AH D97 RPN PR UEAS [RIZE T, b
HER B B 2028 1 I AR =, AT I PRt
56 R W SR R b T R e B B L R )2 PRS 2 TS R
WO B & 1 OS 3K 25259, imRECIST g v i ] 845
DN | 206 38 9 b AT B 9 41 1) 77 205 RECIST
v AR{E— 250, T8k AL 2R 5 RC AR R . R
H 87 ¢ imRECIST brdE G R EE A% 5723

# 1 A RECIST v1.1.irRC.irRECIST.iRECIST.
imRECIST FrifE (1) 740 LU
2.2 APtk mABEE & 6 I AT A

DA b G 28 A O VP A v 2 A R AR 2 3 i T
il 7€ , HPD J& T B g , AN 2 K AR LE T3 iR IT
bR, W1 TFNa YA 97 WA B8 64 2298 S 31 CD20 47t
2 & BPUIRIT 2 KB B8R k18 1% K B 41 g
A R A, R B ORAE N T
AR W A 1) R VB 9T 22 Fh S AR B, DL AR 2R
Pu A T 25 B W i Bh i o7 i B2 b A I R
Ok R AT B X AN R S R, ik 1 1Y) HPD
KA B 6%~29%. KA NN AHPD 1) &4
ST TR IT AN Y S 80 vt e n o B AR A
R IT G R SO ek ) B AR B . T
KA BRI R I PR Z AH 5 K Y A BE PR BEATL G B
WA LAUESE . Rtk , H A% T HPD 1X — & S A7
TE4 LI, G — Al 5 3

— G L I IR S B R /N RE AR ST T LR
HPD = P4 77 5K, ) LA RECIST #5 #E Ay L i, IF
SZRE A AR B HPD , 7 I I 8 T 245 05 2 A] 3K 15
— 5E M I PR 3K 2251, CHAMPIAT 2559 [ Ilf R
B 5T H % R A K 2R (tumor growth rate, TGR)>2
5E MU HPD. KATO 26 AU TTF<2 /N H 5214
50 7 IR A7 AT 1 K A U S VR T I > 2 B R
BKIEFE >2 52 LONHPD. 7 4h—41LANSCLC A
W e O ATGR 8 In> 1.5, 5K, A A2
HAR S IRECIST b o il 22 55 g & B2 (1) 50U ] 5 P Ak
FrifE o
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XU, 55 SRR G697 B AR T SO, B 7 3PP AN b e PRI 7 it - 701 -
#£1 REFTSEN#RERECIST v1.1.irRC.irRECIST .iRECIST .imRECIST FYEL 5;
i H RECIST v1.1% irRCH irRECIST!! iRECIST! imRECIST™
AR SEARRER K AR =10 0 =S mmxS mm [@ RECIST v1.1 [RIRECIST v1.1 b5ift R RECIST v1.1
mm. I B2 45 (LN %6 bt Frite
%>15 mm (I #5 LN
5i4%2=10 mm)
ERAEE SASEREZ2A, BANWRERLSD, A RECIST vi.l  [FAIRECIST v1.1 brdE [@ RECIST v1.1
54 FEI0MNWMESE R bR PRtk
Sk 5 AN R AL
I8 471 faf BRI T SR ORI BT R B RECIST v1.1  [AIRECIST v1.1 45ifE R RECIST v1.1
(TB) kB K A7 A A SR B AARAUAA bR Frifk
BRIk A7 RIA 2 At R ASCHIIAN N PD,  [AirRC kRHE B XA IUPD [& irRC Frif
Al E NL 29\ TTB
P it TB LRI IN>20% TB % Fk 28 39 0> TBEILLEH N> TBRIELNIIN=>20%; TBEIELN
(PD) BN =5 mm, A 25% CRET R 20% (LT R0 R L S A =5 220% (TR
AR e, D BRI mm; FrAEFER A K IR
H I H IR A PD A B H BLH AL
PDHIHfIN  ATRE FHGEITIE 4~12 8 FFUREIT G 4~  FFURIAIT 5 4~8 ) FHUGIRIT G 4~8 A
124

3 LPAPET/CT AEMB G BIT SN iR

AR R K 2 R s T AR 2L, R
AL F T8 35 5 AR = 0 D VRO 4K 5 B0 T
1999 4, Wi i v 97 Hff 91 2H 2R (European Organiza-
tion for Research and Treatment of Cancer, EORTC) &
PR T S AR K R VR 9T T RN AR AE
2009 4F , WAHL % A\™/f EORTC At 2 H 5 A Jp
PET/CT J7 2 vFAili 5 #E (PET response criteria in solid
tumors, PERCIST) #fE , 125 #E & 8 51 AW A Joi &
SKREBUINE JR AL SO0 AR I AR AE AL B 5% HUAH (stan-
dardized uptake value lean, SUL) & # & 9 4 [X 15k
SUL I 1H (the peak of SUL, SULpeak) & . 5 &
B G0y R A A I AR RSB K irRC AR AE R
FE 1, 2017 4, ANWAR 25 AR 158 — MR T
PET/CT I % 9% ¥6 J7 97 20 VF fili 4% #E (PET response
evaluation criteria for immunotherapy , PERCIMT) , 3
i XF 41491 ipilimumab 6 7 R 1 28 (5 58 B E I R
HHIESE , 5 EORTC A3 ##E 4 LL , PERCIMT #3:#4 B A7 50
T EURYE . TR, PET/CT BT H & 0
MR R A AR K I HNRE I, B E R
AR s N7 595 ek 280 H A S AR AR O T AR SUV B B3R
B2 , PERCIMT F A4 5 H 30 9o ek B 42 52 SO AR
W FH 93 2 (progression metabolic disease,PMD)#7 A
NEREIRIT R AAY & . [, CHO SE*Z5
# PERCIST M RECIST #r# , JF 4R B 1 AN [R] i 18] £

PET/CT V¥ fiti J7 2% (%) 4 #f ¥4 , % %€ 1 PET/CT 5. 1]
IR T 28 21~28 RDICIs 5 J7 I7 RV AL R #E(PET/CT
criteria for early prediction of response to ICI therapy,
PEPRIT). 1ZFr#EFE 20 5 ICIs ¥R 97 78 (0 2 87 (8 3
E SARF S 1 L B0 MR R HE T A 29 3l DR 93% 100%
95%. BE# iIRECIST #rE 1) I, PET/CT SEAR IR
Y36 97 IT ZFAN # #E (immune PET response criteria
in solid tumors, iPERCIST) f5 #E" 4 $2 H , 1% b5 vE DA
PERCIST #x # 4 2 fifi , 5 iRECIST #x #E #5101, ¥
PERCIST #r#fE & X ¥ 1Y) PMD 5 X 5 UPMD (A
o 2 AR 2B D, IF T AE 4~8 A N B IR VT AN .
GOLDFARD 2“2 {§i Ff| iPERCIST ¥ #E % 28 4 novi-
lumab 7697 [1) NSCLC & # 347 VP4, 43 Wil #E ICTs ¥
J7 A (SCAN-D) & 97 JF 46 5 2 i~ H (SCAN-2) |
SCAN-2 Ji5 4~8 J&] (SCAN-3) 3 B #f il , #E 4T 3 Ik - &
3K LA _LE PET/CT ¥ 7 , SCAN-2 £ 25 i 1 52 A4 UPMD
T 4T SCAN-3, I SCAN-3 17 52 Jy i3k & (CPMD)
B RRNIRTT T IR AH K 38 43 2% ik (PMIRD B A2
E(SMD)E AR E . %P 7 it 5 AT
SR ZE LG iRECIST b vH B H IRy 1A%, A RN S
To SN R TS A7 B B 22 5%, OS 43 71 19.9 vs 3.6
A $#278 iPERCIST FREE 47 S 2 AH 9T Y
J5 T ERVFEE G LS« AH R TT 75 T 1 R M AR
A e T 2 SUV S AR UAR ST b 8 B 1 FF =, AT %
JN R AEBEE , BLIE T PET ) f5 £E SO 1Ak I 7]
ARG+, R DL PET/CT N FER PN 77 2R



- 702 -

FR [ R 2R IR YT 4% K, 2020, 27(6)

WL A8 S T RE A R e AE B e B, B K T PET/

CT I VR bR HE 2 ORI T/ INFEAS S [RDBPERTE 7T, [k
LR REASBE (HTIE PR BT T R AR v PLSRAIE .

BEAN, PET/CT K6 8 1 AR S, HAS A ok FEAR X 2 445
JE DRI PR 1) T A SR e 3 — 20 K . % 2 N PER-
CIST-PERCIMT.iPERCIST Hr#E [ FELH EL 4% o

%2 ETPET/CT RIS ET ST N FR/E PERCIST . PERCIMT.iPERCIST 9Lt %5

¥ PERCIST® PERCIMT® iPERCIST™¥
SERZMCMR) B B FDG mi Ui stk Brfs 2 FDG 3 v k3 2 [i] PERCIST hrif:
WA (PMR)  #p54k FDG SULpeak [£1%=30% B3 B FDG = R b v 2k [i] PERCIST hrif:
PifaE (SMD) B CR.PR.PD % CR.PR.PD [% CR.PR.PD

PR (PMD)  FDG SULpeak % 38 28 9k /0 >30% B2 A8k 2 AL E>1 em #ktsk FDG SULpeak 45 2k i /b

ol B 18-FDG # 1t

HEL4 e 4 A BLE<1 em B i

>30% a1 4% B 18-FDG
H I (UPMD) , 4~8 J# 5
5 BN (CPMD)

SUL: Aof ¢ 57 o 2 SRASL/IN (19 Jmy 58 2L 00 A5 70 PO s A 1) B AL

4 %5 B

WAZRARIN 5 G B VA T 1 S O T R S S AARR (1)
TG, R SEARIRE IR IT F 4 7 — TiUH M ml I V697 5
3 AR NATTE B 7 8 0 1 3 AR 18 1 o 42
A TR B, X A 00 ST A HE R PRI PR T R4
M5EAE o T iR T i RE s IR R
2 HPD 5 {E 5 51 s SO B, A% 42 1) S48 o7
R AR HEVE E W PD JE A TR IR R G154, A
Ilfs PRATF 7T 2% B9, PD J 4k S23R 97 BE 15 5K 56% 15 3L
R — B b R AR H AT IR
732 B BT F A bR AT 2 48 3L 5 RECIST vl.1
PR o — 5 THI A2 PR D AR 5 B B 1) R A R A
%, 250800 Bon Bt it g kB R A F KT
10%, — B ILE R, Z 40500 N 8 T IR gk R,
Fy— 5, H BT I8 9T A SR R RE AN b
#E AL T 0 FORES , 75 HE— 2015 21 A 1 B AL R
I PRI AR S o b A, AN b 8 AH O TT 0 PE AN
P A 1 BRI IE A A= ) bn B B T B —
R JE , I TT B B A L PR 2 LR SR VR T I i
N, kIR A . T DAL, SRR T T
ROVEAN FEAR I 56 38 15 S B2 1R TT 1R R J 2 A 4 A A
FHEARBEI, R W 3 B 52 38 2 B, BRI )R B0 v Jeg iE
Z W,

(& % xx #]
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