att

g o kR ) 2024 4F 5 H 2 %59 W
ONCOLOGY PROGRESS, May 204 Vol 22, No. 9 929

S
n
s
SO
*

EMBERENTERFNBRENPEERLR
(2024 S hRg)

FEHEMMARAVWEF FLER2@AMNBSE, PERANFHENBEAT D2,
LAAREEF AN EELY

FE: CHBEEASNTE FHEIESTUMP Z — XX AT FE FRANERFE FENABENTERR
P/ A A, KR ERK, RRATERMG, EMFE—SWER . EZ K., STUMP W I K &I K # & ¥ RAE
Koz Helk, TERERAGHEFAEH Y, BRI STUMP ¥ LA — R ERE D Witk AW S FH A4
BANE LS FRNEBTUOHRTEHY . TEFERFREETTEVRA FEFFRFERL) 2 ER B
i R J5, 7 %5 3 STUMP R TR K, ERAT BT T ETHRA, KRG & EE

KBIR: T B AN TE FRIE; 26T TR LR

& 5265 :R737.33 NXEIRER: A doi: 10.11877/j.issn.1672-1535.2024.22.09.01

Chinese expert consensus on the diagnosis and treatment of uterine smooth
muscle tumor of uncertain malignant potential (2024 Edition)*

Gynecologic Oncology Group of Minimally-Invasive and Noninvasive Medicine Committee of Chinese Medical Doctor
Association, Reproductive Oncology Branch of China Healthy Birth Science Association, Gynecologic Oncology
Rehabilitation Branch of Shandong Association of Rehabilitation Medicine

Abstract: Uterine smooth muscle tumor of uncertain malignant potential (STUMP) is a borderline/intermediate uter-
us tumor distinguished from benign uterine leiomyoma and malignant uterine leiomyosarcoma, with a low incidence rate.
Although the prognosis is good, there is still a particular risk of recurrence and malignancy. Lacking specificity in clinical
manifestations and imaging features, the diagnosis of STUMP mainly relies on postoperative pathological examination.
Currently, there are no unified pathologically diagnostic standards for STUMP. The combination of organizational mor-
phology, immunohistochemistry, and molecular detection is helpful for diagnosis and prognosis prediction. Hysterectomy
is recommended for STUMP patients without fertility desire, lesion resection surgery under comprehensive risk assess-
ment could be an option for those who have fertility needs when close follow-up could be guaranteed. However, a com-
plete hysterectomy still needs to be performed after delivery.
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FAEFETFEAFEHIIMS (X4, wr % T8
M BAEEER ER OEK. A FERE
fe 5| R4 B E JEEER (W R EBD
G BFH W LA B IER . STUMP F 2 it &
HF8cm, 2180% M EH M EER >S5 cm, X7
¥ 40~50 %, 48 2 ) b ) 48 3L 90%, STUMP &
RREHEREENFHEY,

1.2 HERE

121 BB ¥H/E STUMPHZ B REWE4E
B, @A R MRl &R VU 75 80 E A
FHEY, AEBFEAZFEEEN, BEENR
CHFEMBEN —LATEFRLEFRY, ENL
R v e B9 AE B SRR ] Rl T & B STUMP. ¥ & “F /&
A7 % LMS. A # % xf STUMP ) & fi= # = Bl %
# 4T B B 447 & B, STUMP & i B4 it 8 B 7%
BAAHBRAE DR FE .= 5EKR & E
EASITHAAELEEREAMNERETGE S
B, BT RAEEFRELETEN MR,
ARBENTENOHKE, LHERFENAE
FEREBER,

MRI # & B A (M i H R e 5, RIT 6 F
ERENERAZGF I A, AHRERA, HEMRI
Hr &7 A % B STUMP.LMS. TE FEAERHE
ERER. LMSHEXRIAAAF AN FFE N EH
X . T2 71 A%k 1% (T2-weighted imaging, T2WD) B [X |
GEALEMAM FERIL R BX AT HEFQ,
F R F 4 < 0.88x10° mmYs %, R FE MR
ERE LRI EANR, THABERIE, FE
EMRI LRI ANTEES, TFEHEA
STUMP™, E £ A AN, KREZGFERIE
X 4 STUMP 5 F & “F ¥& AL /& f2 LMS 2 B & 3 &%
/ré E}/‘j [9,17-19] R

Ho &""#f 3¢ B o%, IF 8 F & 5t R B & & (posi-
tion emission tomography, PET)/CT & 7~ 8 “ & /&
RV ARE S E R R A N EE MR ILR, v E
A B M FEFEANEFMLMS X STUMP # f#t 7 —
EWEE, AHRIAN,PETCT R E T FE-F
B ENRGE FREMEHE S MR & E
TP B # %™, {2 CT A2 PET/CT # % % ¥ STUMP
WL EME ARMENEFESIZBA AHEE
TR,

122 XHEhE HU W LFRENZRER
4247 T 2 W STUMP., 1 7% #% 25 470 & 125 Ccar-
bohydrate antigen 125, CA125) %f T % %] STUMP &
ERAR, ARETR, K% % STUMP & # 7
CAI125 /& F 7 IE % 36 B W . Di Giuseppe % Y # 4T

B — TR M 4 AT 40\ 189 5 STUMP & &, 4 &
LI ,879% M B E CAIZS K FIRFE¥ M/ LR
(35 U/L) . Huo & ™' [E il ¥ 2 47 67 1] 7% B ¥ W7
STUMP B & thim s, EE R R, EREXRESE
M, X BEFMECAIZS K FLHEAT. £
Fib 98 A7 & 41 2 STUMP 8y I 8 7 1% ok W4l 38 .
HEE N : STUMP BIIIE PR R I K 2 1& 4F1E LS
BZEEM. ZREERERREANEIKEE
ik, T EEMEERRK W E R mRE
E Bl EEESCR ZE A AR T E A X g R
ERECHBFENESE, SHERFENERE
RER, £ T STUMPBERHMEEE —EEMN
M, NERATESZEMRIEEHITER. CTH
PET/CT # & 3t STUMP 2 M i BRI I E K, T3
HFEAEMKRETB. Bal, LA SEMNLEER
TR T2 STUMP. (HEEZF L 2A %)

2 STUMP KOfRIEIZ B

2.1 HLREFRHE

STUMP A A W& % EAF B & . T B  F &
SRR I BRET NS, REAR
XENFEARTIHBAERTHLS, STUMP K
HOWHEE, 2EREHEFEFRERY .
1973 4 , Kempson % ™ & X #& H STUMP X — ##
A, NN ZEMBEREARUAMFAT A AEE
XA ELBEALIMS UMt EMN — A FTENEL
A, SR E T ERE T oA M. G a IR
FAZ o BB 3 A 4R 4 g B AR AE

Bell ¥ 213 Bl H R W E ¥ FEF UMW TE
FERAMEREEHTEFRLELINMERY, E0F
LT RHAE 8 F I, N& B &8 LMS: O 4
Z% > 10/10HPF; @ Z Z R A M (M + EE 7 A
M) @%EE MR E IR, % 2 £ R LMS
VWi, F R R A F AN TEAE, N
% i & STUMP.,

Gupta "R H 7T FH# AW L HARE, WA E
LPHERTRERFHNTIE, £ F &S W
STUMP: D fi¥ J& 31 3t 1~ BF # H % Lo % ; @ fF 8
EREMKLHUERAEE, HEAEE LS HE N
(8~9)/10HPF, 5 J@ it 2 958t 7 & 4 ; @ it /& 41
M A% 43 % > 15/10HPF, 7Tt 40 f 5 B M 55 38 70
@k 2N/ % M B it 3R 20 3 B 1L 4R
HOMBEENABEREFLEEEFS, ERAM
B AFR,©BA BB ERIE, 6z 2%
M ENHRFERE; O NFRAEFE L, HAE,
Bk = 34 T BB B AL A AR AE
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2020 R T AU L (WHO) S A7 R &
B m B R K45, STUMP 2 — M
VW, BT ZEBAM . R TR £, R B
oA BT E LIS 5 LMS %, 7 % I & STUMP,
E AR WA v 4 T OAR T 40 f T 78 AL R B 7
ETRAMENZ —, ¥ LU & STUMP: a. F &
H O ERBRENFTFEEEARFELR , Bo R
%% (6~9)/10HPF, 1E ¢ % [& 15 At J& 40 fE 3K 365 b. B
BF] o my R M BB 4R B RSL, (E T4l dF L A
B R L e B 40E (> 15/10HPF), (2
T E MR B LR A FERAd AR
EUHFTEEEARFELEE, EHTHHENZ
BB, AR A W7 AZ 4 B B[ Lk 4H & & H3 (phos-
pho-histone H3, PHH3) %z 4 1t ¢ & =] & & By T
TEELH]. O T LR ETEIME, TEHE
VR EEE AL A ERANERLT, B
% % ik (2~3)/10HPF, ¥ % W % Lt & # STUMP.
@ T Zb B 73 AL AT B , 0k & 1 AF B 48 B 3T
LA F R ARNENT, %4 %45 % 1/10HPF
Bt W7 4 £ STUMP. B BT, A7 B4 E
WAR ¥ FHEY, BEAEAMERBBEE HE
GHEAREE FTEMAFE —ENENE, T F
&7 LA B B 2 [ T RT RE R R [ B AE B A AL
Jil . Basaran % 9% % Wy A STUMP # 55 2 47 5 #
TEHFEAR LN, B1% MW F Z 104
STUMP, T & #1 ¥ #7 A F § “F ¥ LJE F2 LMS i /"
B REHEKR G, 4 A8 222%7%1 33.3% % &
Yy STUMP, kA FE FRAFENLCHESR
MR E,

STUMP W /R Z L Wi Ar B £ X R R F B &
HETZER, BEMAE S TXIEEEZ S R P8
2 FEL S R M e PR 0 R T MR SR 3 AN A
W, R IE#ITH Tl KR E TIERN, BREE
B RE R, BL, kT4 E MR THITE,
&£ VW STUMP Wy K # 3 Ar 2 — . BEE %AW
BB R FLIX 85 P8 40 B 2 18] FPR VB B, 4R 5L
RNBZRE WFHRRE RS EHAN, BERY
TR EEEN g A, XHRL
HAEHBHEALEZHERLAT ALK A,
HHEEALNEERF BN ALX E S E
M, o R L SR IE 4B IR E A SF A SRR R
o HM, ERELWF, EHKX o5 X H ALY
AN THY I ENERBEEEAEE, B EHH
BRI S B E WAL B Yk E R
BHRATTGEANITGEAN, FHE— P AL
B R EER B R EEE., HK,

90 R AZ o B A Fe 3 AL B9 IR £ 4 2 2 BT STUMP
WEESH, BrREZENEINNZSREW
&,V R B4 By B A VE 1E , £ STUMP B9 £ i
W% R B B B E 7 (6~9)/10HPF; F A
AN AR B py o W E A R AR, £
STUMP iy o, 20 g = Bl o9 i 6 F B4 8 4
HEAZ B R /N TR An e JiRRAE DL R4 B M &
MR EN, EEXRFELOH Y, FESZEH
UL E 3 AR AR A m B F R AE, W AL W
ANAERKFTRX BRERES, X2 BTRHTET
oW R R -

5 STUMP #8 I, B T 40 it - & Al /& Ccellu-
lar leiomyoma, CL) B F & Wy H 7| & 2 1y F 78 AL
G, EARANEN B, RZZ AN, Z
-3 ¥ <5/10HPF, HHE@ kI AN a5 1
HrREFT-FEEFARASE, NFH-—FREZIH
% ok 4 # A F ¥ AL (atypical leiomyoma,
ALM) A2 STUMP. 4% 4 5 & 89 = 45 ¥ W7 47 0 : %
FE W gE B4 AR AR BRUH K, 18 40 B A 45 M T 48 VT DA
W, A o S BR B gE R HE SRFE R R Y 22 R
Rt i, —MEN T ALM B4 % % < 5/10HPF, A
JUFEAmEBEZ SR E ;T STUMP & I 4 it &
WIS RE I, AR £ M SR -
BEA AR,

FAFTEIARNE, AR EREFOH AT
oW E BRENAHALGE, ZHEF. D REZ
2 R M BR B F B Ak Bk & #0377 (gona-dotropin-re-
leasing hormone agonist, GnRH-a) X% & ¥ ¥ B; % 24
WIS AA TR FEHANEAMEINT, BRLGY
1R MR B R AR S AR SL L, B
RO E, ERIR Y. IR R #EE
HBBEAFEETGENENZ L R
o, AT R . e R SEER P A R
STUMP MW H R m B ¥ i E O Wrm e fL, R LR #
WA STUMP R E L T N AESMEE, B F £ PO
S, HEERFENREFTRAAMEREL D
W, LB AN EET, S EFEWRTLENAG.
22 SFREBZISH

G AN RS RN T E TR E
MM BETETRE Y EAEEMEA. 20194, 8
K K| B & E % # 4+ (Italian Association of Medical
Oncology , AIOM) #£ 1 , # # % % 1k (progesterone
receptor, PR) . p53.Ki-67 % A B T &£ 4l ¥ 8 ‘F
AL J& . STUMP A1 LMS™, It 4, pl6.B 4 A1 itk &
J&/ @ 11 7% -2 (B cell lymphoma/leukemia-2, Bel-2) |
I % % & 1K (estrogen receptor, ER) % . ¥[ §f 2 &
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AT HRERB AR EMFITH™. 2x4A
WA ESHAETE FRAMEFHREERLL K2,

®2 SBEANREWAE T E TIRALE R A I

RN EY FEFEANE  ALM STUMP  LMS

PR /A A A ~/+
ER /4 A A -+
Ki-67 -+ -+ -+ 4+
plé -+ -+ -+ +H/+++
p53 -/+ ~/+ ~/+ /A

VE 7 B 4 A B PEM ; “  h  TE “e  RFE E
221 ERfPR # % % #,LMS # ER 1 PR %
ik K B AR T FE F & LJE 2 STUMP, PR & %
k5 STUMP 2% E KW E A FHE ZF M4 X,
Hewedi % " ¢ 5 % % B, PR & & ik F2 p53 1)k %k ik
34 B T H e LMS 894 17 .

222 p53F1p16 p53 Fuple =& A H BT A K
&R REWHEMTETY, 5 STUMPH F~E TG A
X o Travaglino % ™ # 47 By — 5l Meta 2" /T & R &
N, p53 #1 pl6 ] A T STUMP &9 A 16 iF £ , 1B 34 T~
e E N T RN T EREY. 5 —TE#E
a8 R B, pl6e [ LUAE A X 4 LMS f2 STUMP
B AR 5 41, Kanayama % " 4] 3, 76.4% B9 LMS.,
38.4%Hy STUMP #1 10.3% 81 F & AL J& + 77 % pl6
Bmkik, THHMRALIN,pS3 ELMS ¥ &7 kik,
il #£ STUMP = ¥ & AL J& & 55 FE M & 15 s T %
ik, Huo %™ %f 67 17| STUMP & & # 47 B #i &
AL ERE R, 106 N E &, B K EFH p53 fr
pl6 & & A KT B B % (P<0.05),Ki-67 & F AT
AE,.E5FEE5EFHL, ZR ALK ITFES
2B R # YA BT STUMP & # # 47 pl6.p53 B 4
Z A A W,

223 Ki-67 1 PHH3 — & ¥ 4 W W E £
M, % GHIN Ki-6T EENE L pHIRFHA
Frkit. Kib6TEX S BREHE SR L0 HTE X
EEXBER FHl, A THEARE L) R EN
HEAFBEHNDHNE, X —FUEERAMEF
EFRTEEREBFELIH LA EE, Ki-67
BB 7 & ¥ fE H By T STUMP #9 £ 5| % i B9,
Ning & ™ # /T8 — T E B & 49 49 A\ T 16
STUMP £ 2, UK 1 51 (6.3%) B I & % , 7 £ & i
Ki-67 % 30%, iZ #Ff % i\ % , Ki-67 ¥ & & 7
STUMP £ % W9 47 5 41, PHH3 X 72 40 J Bl 33 M A
FGHI KL, RESHRNERERK, BT X7
FEFEAMFBEOEGERSFE, ¥ TUNEE
BTG 1R R B,

224 A TEREERE ETHoTEHENSNED
WA T 7 STUMP & # 8 7 J5 . Croce &4 i}
B T A 4 STUMP L E 4 B R %, i 3t

[ B bt £ 1A 4 4% 38 (array-comparative genom-
ic hybridization, array-CGH) ¥ A % — & 7| 4 4 )R/
HEA S W T8 PRI m R a5 R AT
HR,GERIRERTEFRENGE S LMS 09 5 F 24
I8 H, W 10 1F 4 3 2 5 38 40 B (3 6 R R A
FEH. EMBEREFIEH <08, R E
STUMP B B 0y £ Y F 1T H; &R ¥ =
10, §% & STUMP EZX kG~ R. £ T£H
ApATHE kAR fn B A, FE L WilE R RIEE,
2.3 Rk FREFICH

HAUBAM BT 5 #H STUMP B 41T, B A
$ 4 R Y] 4T STUMP 1 B R oA B 1 # = 1
KENHTHER LT, 54.5%H STUMP K F 7k 7 5
AT EFRENE, 182%0 5 1% 4 A LMS™,
M, B gk A 0k R R B 2 i STUMP 7 £ R K
WERME, AL REF, FTERKERELEREN
FITET T ENATKE A LG THFERYG &
BHEMEE, EFITIET 7 E0, XAKEAR G
WREER,

WHEEN:STUMP RETIZHT R M, TEKE
REARAREFKEMHIS, £T STUMP AR FRIE
FUMERE—EMNENN, KEREZHAK
5.0 F o B EE R 55 A AT e X &L R 12 B ATl
BEH&E—ERNEE. #EZP L2, HEE
BFEENREFZFERHDAEBMEREZISHE. GEESE
T:2A %)

3 STUMPEX%X/ETERRAE

B A STUMP A& K & &, K# 4 Wl 5 B #F, fE
a—EWEREE RN, # % STUMP M &
EEANBHAWMTE G ITH T TN EREE,
FomEFRFAEY L5 STUMP & £ & X [a 48
Xo Gupta%"A N, B E R FAM FHAF2H
HOEEBAN MEZE . RIEE S E SRR
EEFEBEMEL LS STUMP & # & £t il 5 48
X o Borella % "3 4T By — I [ il M 4 47 49 A\ 87
STUMP £ #, 1811 (20.7%) £ %, £+ THl &£ & 4
STUMP, 11 # & % # LMS, F 3 & % B |8 % 79 4>
Ao 2HZ4MERE R, A+ X IE L 8w
A1 Ki-67 > 20% = 2 & M1 T & K & 7 8 48 55 1 J
TRREE. A, BEHRE T, pS3 & KL PR
K& L Ao pl6 7B M &k or £ & T e A Fl A
Z,Eb, ERENEF LR FRERENEH K
1 B 17

HEEL-IEMESELZNMIBRER;
STUMP € &£ /BT K& BRI FIEHREIEKi-67F
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=\ pS3EFIEPRIEFIEF pl6 IRB M FRILE, K
BENF, BYIMEG . EESFR:2AZ)

4 STUMP 8934757

4.1 FRETT

411 FAEE & T STUMP REI LW E %, £
GRERERERY, FRAARZRAREREAMN
ERFENERTHAETER G RIET, &
TLEFEKRHSTUMP £, FE KRR T
ERMBINENETSRARTEAR : LE W &
F [ DA AR IF &, U7 B M # 99 F DAFE (K OF
BEAERNR, N THREGEHE, BUTATFE+
WK IR A. EEFRFERF K, £EFHRK
HATRAWNF T EE LK G, FET R
AT RE & — F F AT B9 R B2 R A B U AT R
PR, BEXTEVBRAREFTL—FEL, MEX
MBI ARKEHEWE XE N 46.2%, N0 FE A
BUVBRABREFWNELAEZTHIEGTTELAUAR
F, A, S TEFERELETRINES, /M
MGhTHEZLLTATH, BEFET A MR
B, S FERAEFFITHENET 7R, FER
REAETEHATEMBRA. 81T STUMP £ &
ERK, ELAREBERI, B WHARZ A DNBER
EIFEAR R, B FRNEETFEAERNH
FAEE

412 FABRAREE BEESEFAFERE M MFH
FEWESAELARFAFZAA, 1995 F X H
£ & 2 & & # F (Food and Drug Administration,
FDA#E B &R THEESR T AT RIF
A, B A B AL B A 2 T RE 5 B LMS B MR 4
&R, 2014 44 A ,FDA 8 1, R X & B
FEFEBRART TG A LB &
B, 2R KA, B R TFEHATHRE
BN, BT ER B RESY, EESZI
B LMS 3t STUMP &% #, LRI HEEE S5 E X
Rz [8] 77 75 A48 55 5, Di Giuseppe % [ Bl 4
247 189 17 STUMP & # #9771 K £+, 21.5% 1 B &
HARFEL, S HELPNTERD R, TR ER
BEE XK Z | FAELEMKMEWP=0.001),
W, dprE FENE, LEKRHETE
STUMP =, LMS By & , K ®I L 78 4 & A0 A K 69T
77 R B BORRE B, ROFT AE 4R B STUMP
FIMS KAl LT s E, &7 E &R,
STUMP 8% WA AN T % FANE (GFF
BOHAUREERE O WEH, E5F A+ LHRP
MERANEREEZIE R, FRIBEETH

FEMBENTR, RN 2T ITHEZNRTR
H,EFEEFER ERFAERFERLES, EEHL
BEE, A TEETESTUMP ) & &, & # T %
30 R LR 0 2
42 BXERTT

BT STUMP WA A ¥ EE EEHKEH
R.KETETE AR, AW, FRARZEHNE LR
FREXBENGFEREYSANEZR. AXET,
STUMP £ # 8 & % £ K 7.3%~36.4%" ", & % it
B 7 2~194 N AP, Hep P A BRETAEER
ZEE™, BEKE W MBEEETEA S #
M, B & AP 9E ] L& STUMP = LMS, 74 £ 7 4
FHERFENREL RN ERERHWAHE R
By R #TEHE A, AT EL 7 STUMP 5 7
EPRANBEHLMS, EXHLOETE T4 8
S B T At B . Rizzo £2H % &£ M., 33% Y
STUMP % % % A 3 8 % ,33% % £ 5%, 15% H
CE 2

FAASTUMP & X B #6977 7 £, B H
HARHRRTIWERAAN T RREH. B
LEARRET UHITT /B ELITIEAARE
HBIBITHANE, A THRBERETHT A A
BRFIUWE FABER . A . TEMERSLE
BYE, T EBBKAER, BT KAER> Y,
Guntupalli " # W, B &% B & F AE7T 57 #AT
2 5 HBIIE T, v F LB 47 %] 7 . GnRH-a fo 1L,
T TR EE

HHEE I : FARE STUMP BAR AT 555
HFREBERNSTUMP 2E,HFITTFELY]
AR A EXMMINE RIVEVIBRAR, FAREEF
ALEFEFE AR URERE. STFEEBEER
MEHE, ZFR TG X RFDBHFENAR T
R YIBR AR, (B 578 6 3 AT £ STUMP 2& T
PRI FA AN T 0 F 25 ok 3T B i AT SR 4 (7
FR:2AE). FARELASTUMP EEMEIEA
FTTRHEGEEZFR 2AL), REHBBET AR
ERMRIEEAR, AL IR A MHELEFEGEES
32,
5 s

STUMP # TARGESHFNE X, EFNER
ELSEUERNANELBHES. FTELYT
REWEIE, BN ATF IR, ZEEEMHT 1
K2 ETE N EFEREE A/ BHCTH R
it BB EMEHMCTHMRIEE, Xt
TRHETGRAE, RESERN, 6 MAH#TIK
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T, 2ERFRFTIR, SERETRE, £TF
BAEWE XN, 5 HATTETHRAC,
6 NG

STUMP & — X E Lt /8, B H R ok 0 AL R
BERE, vHRARE AE. ERXAFZ G
RELRRE TEREREREFRE, MRE
CHHHAFRNERT R ENME, R RA N
Al — R B B . F K E STUMP #
ERENFE REREREARETTE 2T
A FEREREBE N AR HEREHER L
HEFENBUGRA, TREFTEMEFETTE
MHRAUERELARN . 2 BEEMRFARE
TR HIRAEAL, B RMERXE K STUMP =
LMS, FAKRKZR R EZFNERBT AN, AR
B R U7 AT B E A AR AT, A
NEEHNSTUMP Ltk 48 5 B, (B &
—HWEEREE, THRAALX R B EENN S
B, TRANKKRFH, KRG 5 EM
7 ol A TR A 2 0

REER: THE(AALHEARER); T#®
(FTEXRWEERETLIER); TER(EHE
MAFHEATAFER); EER(LEREL
FEFRWEERAFAYyRER); XZF(F
EARBKERERE CEF T 0 I AECL
FAFEFZBER); RLE WERAFE W
BER:; NBB(ZEFEAF¥E —WREER);
KB(FEEMAFHNER —ER); KT (LR
RFFEER

WRERGRMEREBHF): T HOL AR
FE_ERGTEEMMIAMBER): HRMK
(FTEEMAFHEETER); EATOLRE —
EMAFE-—WRBER):; TXKAWLRF-EHRK
FE_MBER): TXAR(LEBEXBAF¥EXRH
BERA-FAgRER): TTROLRFEHAF
MEAETTER; THEEHERAFARE
RER); TAFATAFEDIERFR); TR
(I EEHFRER; TEMNEEEFEAFE —
MEER: TE(REERAFWEFE —ElR); £
SE(EHEMAFHELTAEER); TRE
(AMAFE_MBEER) TRF(EHEMAF

MEALTAFER):; TRGFTEFRWBERET
SER ERIEFEFARER); TRELCTALSE
ARER):; TAB(REERAFEER; AR
(EHERAFWBEALTAFER); FERCFL
REFPBUWESER; MHEOLRFEHRFHE
El); RET B T E A ARER; K8 GITL4 A
BER) 7 (MMAFE-—HWBER); EH(F
EEFMFRAADFER); FRRIMNAFE
SHMEER) IARCGRETARER; I AE
(AREAFE=ER);XNEF(FLAFHER —
ElR); A ZMAFE —ERD; I ZEE(LER
BAFEXFRMEFNLARER) ; IZE(FEA
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