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HBE, BEIUR. RBEA). M0 mTOR e (IRAtn: RS mmMmBILa) Mok
ABR (RAZ5%: MECRULAST, BHCA NS, INRISRIGL . WIS, T, REEK

SRS



SHEE S

AR ESHMERNARE . SFRBE . Heiae , IRYERR . BT R MRS 2 Al & 1k
SLE] TR B R GTT .

521 HBENATURRICESSEREMREN LT RE (ER)

fFRER (1A3) i (2B2) * FHHE + AT (1A %) b
HE (1A %) B2 (24 26) BHERIR + PTAES gt (1A %) b
REAER (24 %) B2 + sk aH (1A 2) b

CHAR + RS (1A %) b

[F% ]
a ERANE AR ARE AR, X THRALR G AT B E R 8 . nTHEs 2-3 A
HEATH IR AW (PR B s REERST) 7.
b SREE . WAL, MERIERASEAE L, (AR TR B AT RIgHE
W24 45 PATC 149 R T B Pl R P MO P 3R 4T



522 EBMIATLURRITEIEMIESMIRREN—L6T3RIE (PRE)

fFRER (1A %) FIERR (24 %) ZEER
grgnafe (1A 3€) FhidElE (24 %)

P + AR (1A ) FIE&E + FrEnE F BT (1A )

TR + MEAIZREST (1A26) P + MAES AT (1A )

THEER + WRFTLHH (1A )
PR A ICEAHT + T ARSI (1A )
RHEER (24 2%)

[iF%% )
a CRER. R HR . WA ILRH . ARG, FILARRH FrinEFleiEne b,
(ERAME THEIA S BAIRYT ;s FIEER . FES RGN AR T =N _Ei#tEN T S e
797



i S

523 EHRIEFIATURRESEEMEESMREN—LETTRE (§8)

PR JE + BATEAIER b (1A 26) PR + FERE AR (1A 26) IR
CIREE + BAIEFIER AL (1A ) FHEE + AT (1A ) ZhEe
e (1A %) BT JE + BT T (1A 26)
Hewii e (1A %) ANIF LR + FVCAR ST (1A 28)

KR (24 28)

(%]
a SRR, KEHR. WRFUCRT. WiAERAT, PHCARE, Frm A bt e T,
HARAEMEN TR REARTT s RIERIE o PTAi (S e il oA T [ L rl Aot FE 1o U1 PR A 3 -

BB R — AT SRR

SR TE W AR MSKCC =K IMDC TS #8040 AR A . hfa. @fa, MR ARE A AR 49
FREE . BOREZANES 2, SRR, REANESSREGIT, 0ih i AR Ak
FER, nIREMEEES RIiHIT.



(1) @&

1) FRERE

EFRFE (sunitinib ) FATHEME B — SR 0B BT - R RS TR HUHT]
U S AL B IS0 RS, ESEAF J2 R SR B AR 31%, X TL 3 B EE IR TUHAm it i
6], 5% 110 A8, 08 K 264 A L XTI REAIIET IMDC 532 WA SHT AR IS,
dif . BEFEAY PFS 2M310 141, 107, 24 A, BWRARCRIGHN 53%. 33.7% B 11.8%. WL
BT A P IC A A 5 &7 JE B JE X AT T I B i —2R3RT 1Y Checkmate214 WF5T 5 4FBEDISTR R
IMDC i/ e A% 32 8P R B R TRTT IR B B WA ROE Ny 52%, WL PFS 2 289 A,
ABEGY AL PFS Jy 83 A H 1

B JE 8 & —ZR3R T o [ 5 B 1 P 40 9 A 1 25 e IV U PRI 9 205 5 ks 8 0L AT 808 O
31.1%, I PFS K 1424H, A0S K 307 A

[ {ERERTL ] PR EJE Somg, @EH 1. MRESE 4 FAZ, (KR 2B, 86 Fh—1Fl; =
SRR Somg, FEH 13, MRELE 2 JAA2ZE, RE 1, &3 Eh—1 .

2) HEMiEE

HEMElA 2 ( pazopanib ) T BV 5 #8860 FRAICHE A T8 LI B 2 s UG R 92, 45 L
A EEBUE M RO PFS A 111 A H, BUEREER 30%, W47 R MSKCC HUSIRfE X rhfadl
Peas BFE L BT & JE B TR B TR A — 2R T B IR 2 O T PR
9 ( COMPARZ 5% ). S5 RREMIGIE SEF IR e P i PFS 735105 84 MH 5 9.5 ©~H. Hilts
KFIHEL R, WERFITA S T ORR 4500 31% 5 25%, S OS 451k 28.4 8 5293 44,

SRS



e ES

AT R RVE AN R AE T4F B BE Y. COMPARZ WFFE 3t A28 209 @b [ %, BEmidf fe 4l f
EFRBRRA P PFS # (8.3 4~ vs. 83 1 H ). WFREFIFAEAIRA PFS A 139 A5 143 14,
08 ZREFHFEX (KikP vs. 295 1H) 'L

— 0 7 HE T e (10 06 ) A — 4 e A7 B e ) JE2 SR Y [BEE ST ( SPAZO 9 ) AT 1 IEF
IMDC 43245047, {15, PRl REE AR WA BRI 44% ., 30%, 17.3%, 10 PFS 434
J324H . UAAFATH, 24 08 B0 H 81.6%, 48.7% 1 18.8% .

[ HfEFERIE | Rl J2 800mg, BEH 1, MR,

3) REAER

— T4 K AAEJE ( sorafenib ) 4 % B8 FH T 5% 58 4 Vo 0l — 23607 109 [ s 22 v T30 s P 158
(TIVO-1 #9%) Wk, ZPEER—L5RI7 i i Z WA R8N 24%, i PFS i 9.1 1~ H,
LT MSKCC 22K, W, e AREN (i PFS 23518 108 ©~H . 74 THEA K 109 1~ H,
i OS 9 29.3 48 'L B Ab—IEF R IR A % B PR R A i — G 0% MG PGSR S s
PR —AGRIT B4 N 15%, 7 PFS BffE] % 6.5 4~ H 7.

[ P &R AR e B i I PROFSE S — 500k L P9 & R i 2 DIl R BFSE (T §F5E), RN A 62
e, AREREWARER 194%, BRfEHIER 77.4%, DOIPFS o6 H ™. EHH—WiL
rhC [l BRI AE AT 84S (]I B 1 i 20— ER AR AR FE sl &F JE B e 3R T Ja i A AF AR [ 38 oy, 4528
SRESEAER AR PFS F 111 A H, PIoS 2444 Y

[ HEFE M | AER 400me, BH 2k, HIK.



4) FMEERE

Bl B2 (axitinib ) SRR R A T80 5 #2367 09 MDY IG RPFR A R foR, Pl
B —LR P i PES 2 100 A8 . SEFIER X B AR RIRF R e g it R, HbsT
HO T EWARCEN 32%, B2 0S K 217 AH T, walAeb EEE R 0TI A A 4L 2 8T
%, P PES 3 100 A, BHWAEER 35.4%, PO ER 315 4A

[ {2 P8 Sme, M H 21K, 1R, 2 J8E mfgmsZ, aT#f7RERHR, Tmg, H 2K,
R FHR AT 10mg, BEH 2 K.

5) FEERE

AR IR —T0 [ 2O MIFLIFSE (CABOSUN )t T R iE e fiF e B e —ERity7 i e sl
fo U5 1 OH A M A R TR, S5 RR RIS R4 PFS B E MR TERERBITA, FHgeaRs
fye i PES 0 8.2 4ANA . IMDC a5 AP 4 PFS 43510 83 A5 6.1 A, 241M%E
HRHN 46%, AL OS K303 4H P

[ #EFERT: 1 RIS JE 60mg, BH 1 IR

6) REHRE

— T B (anlotinib ) SEFJE 2 AT IR T 0L 1 8 — 2Ry 00 T I IRIFTE . b 91% A
41 ¥ MSKCC G P iife, SR En, €Y ERYHNEFCHRAM DAL PFS K1 17.5 1H vs. 16.6
A (HR=0.89, P>0.5). fERFEVIEE, ®4169 67 0S 48510k 30.9 4~ H #1305 T~H (P>05),
ORR 43517 30.3% F127.9% =",

[k ] REHR 12mg, HH 1K, O, ®2R2 8, #2518, 03 A 1T

W ES



SEE RS

(2) RESWEEKEAY

1) AEFELRBSFRTARBHR

— 0T 40 R BB A D VT K BT S AT 2 R T T B AT G ) A Y B AL T BT I s A O A
( Checkmate214 ), EZBFIEAME N IMDC fllG Ah @ fam @, HEMWARE 77%. 58 Wn 19
FENBEPUR G T A ALET I B I AL I 000 1T BVt e) . R At () e B WA ROE . 5 ERGTT
AR R R E A RRER T A SR e AR R R T A OS 45 47.0 0 H S 266 4 H, BT
BRI N 42.1% 1 26.3%., {7 PFS 20500 11.6 T H 5 83 T H ;. MM AT ARG %
JERITH SEF IEH R RITRE WA BRI R 30% 5 52%, o7 PFS 4050k 124 A 45 289 14,
i OS 205k 74.1 5 684 4~ H

[ MEFERTE | 9D 3me/ke + TVC AR YL Imgkg, 853 08 1 00, 3k 4 0, HEWRRAI
P 3mg/kg, 208 1K

2) CRERKAMBEFERER

— I T JEEE A DA TR BR R T o A A B LA R T2 R 2 A 2 A B L B A R A 4T ( CLEAR
BF9E) LT DA R AL + TR, sREREIE + IKMEDLR) 'S 8F JE B JE s 2 — 2R 307 e 01 8
My . 5RRBA, WIRIER PRI + SR RAM DL PFS AR T 23.9 1, M EHE + 4k
51| LA BT B R W25 LA PFS 00k 147 A H M 92 M H ¢ —HHMBE WA MR 09N 71.0%,
53.5% M136.1%. PFS W45 b7 b : SEFRERBITHIIL, IMDC fEfé /4l IR, e
R F e C IR + BIAER AT a2 .

2023 f: ASCO 2 A V%o 4 FRIDAZSHE, 455 W CIRE BRI AR s byt 4l



B o A AR RLA R 53.7 A, SRR I AL BT A AR RAR 543 A, £ T IMDC a7
240, bR, PR ARE G AT A S X IR Y PFS 43501k 220 M H S 59 1A,
M fis ARETD A7 PFS 20500 286 A 5 1294, TibfE. Pfa. maAl, CEER)am
L) B B ST LA 8 R R I LA AR AR . MVEAF L, (R AREIR AR T A SR AR AL
iz OS 4R A S 5 59.9 A, R ABIKAGIT AL S0 IR b OS 4351k 47.9 5 444 1 H
R EREGI$EN, M ARSI H S BAPA oS 24503721 A 5104 1A,
LRA BENSITFEEL,

VA, ORISR PR M = 3 R B R A FAF) 82.4%, ALIE R L,
B . R AE R O S RS AR B S R R R bR/ s R e iR 4k
{1 58 AP 37.2%, FECE TR 8 fk M B 0 78 LA B 68.8%; MBH SARERIE MY (LA xR
RN 69.6%.

R | %A R ORMER & . SRR T 200mg, 1§ 3 Al + SR JE 20mg, T
H—M. CSCO W& #E RSB CHEE R LR -Z iR e R GFE, 7% 12mg &1, I
I HEA T AR JE ) ik iR 8

3) AEEREKEMEFHER

— T R £ O PR B S B S T O T P M B AR — £y T A BRI X LTI ST PR 5
( Keynote 426 BF4%) X te T Of A £k it + Pl #5052 AT I8 48 8 —2R3h 7 I U 25 ) A4 L F A B . 465
SRR, BEAUMTRA PFS KE] 150 1 H, BWARCRIAS] 59.3%. | FEFFRILE] 89.9%, H1iE
TR & BB ERITA .

SRS



SIS

2023 4F ASCO 2R Ti%F5E 5 AERTZS A, Bl B JE 6 0 PR 2R b 707 LA (v A AF
WFEAE] 472 4 H , SFREIRIHITHLAS) 408 1 H, 54 OS 53510 41.9% 1 37.1%:; HIXf T-&F 12
FRITH, B R R S A ER bR A AR . BT IMDC SR 4r 2T, i
FWATRIT A LA B0 OS 7145 LUK PFS k45, RERAHITH AL OS 4050 422 5293 4~ H
i PFS 0 13.8 5 8.3 1N H , EMALCER N 56.8% 5 34.9%, Wi{kfE@#FS, W& Rrdd
i OS 43518 60.3 55 62.4 1~ H, i PFS 8207 5 17.9 1 H, &WAHZET 5K 68.8% 5 50.4%,
Ttk 08, W& PFS, BN RASRITAARRERG BFELS ™.

[ HEFE RS | DR ER ST 200mg, 63 3 J8] 1 WK + BiTH R 2 Smg, BEH 21K

CheckMate 9ER il 53 i35 T JE Ik 45 AR 0 Pt 5 6 J2 8 J2 3o IR e M0 9t — 2R3 7 11
BEHL LRI PFS BF9E ' . 45 n, RIEHRBA kR i a6 PFS W 16.6 1~1, 4F)¢
B4l k83 1TH, 2REBHF (P<0.001); PR 12 47H41E8 70500 85.7% Fi1 75.6% ( P = 0.001 ),
HALE RS A 55.7% F1 27.1% ( P<0.001 ),

2023 4F ASCO-GU UM A T 3 FBINEE A : FWA BB IH 55.7% 5 28.4%, L5
SR RTNNN 12.4% 5 5.2%, T PFS 4051 K4 16.4 45 8.4 A~ H . i Aental 451 % 49.5 5 35.5
A . 3T IMDC B 7112518, IMDC GG ARET, R R &9 RL bl SEF e e iyr i
HHR AL PFS 20518 214 5 13947 A, {7 OS 45l A AL H 5 47.6 1~ H; g PFS i£ )2 0S, K
PR R A N R JE R h A B K4 IMDC g ABED, FIEEREESARFICRH S 2 &
FeiRIT BAED DAL PFS 43504 16.6 5 8.7 4 H . I OS 40514 49.5 5 36.2 1~ H; IMDC #1a AR,
R R AR AL Sh SE R ERIRIT R E N DL PES 41518 9.9 542 1 H, £ OS 751K



348 51054 H, TitE PFS, W& 08, e 5@ AR g BB MRA L g RARH
BEHR,

[ e | A F I Sbt 240me 85 2 18] 1 K + R 2 40mg B H 1 IR,

4) MEERKEMAES SR

TR SR T A B N 5 T JE R TR X P T M A — 2R T 0 B TL R B8 IS R
( JAVELIN Renal 101), EE@F5c AREY PD-L1 BIFERE, 455 @RKA410 PFS SR B RAER
(138 4°H vs. 724 H, P<0.001); BWARCENIN 55% 526% "

2023 4F % 7 (9% BT EL T DT B R PG A A AR R ] 40 ) b AR B 5 37.8 A, P PFS
ARk 13.9 5 8.5 4 H . HF IMDC fale 42447, IMDC IR AT, BRIk & P 4E s i
SRR IR I IR {3 PES 405107 20.7 5 13.8 & . i OS ¥AAF]; JKif PFS i 08, Bl
B SR A P 4 2 AT BB SRS . IMDC g AR, BT RIS A S T S AT e AT
JEETT I B0 4 PFS 4050 12,9 5 8.4 A H, i OS 419 42.2 5 37.8 4~ H . {U{XHE PFS Jrii
T S I BT 8 S LA 62 4R35 IMDC BfE D, BT BRI A BT 5 B S 8T
B2 ATF B 20 PES 408010 8.7 5424 H, i 0S 4r514 213 5 11,0 A, Eikje PFS, if
B 0S, FE%RHARMSE R AAL e ERE .

[P | PT4ES ST 10me/ke, B 2 8 1 R + BB 2 Sme, BH 2K,

5) MEERRAMRERER

G I A R e L A T %o R A R A AR L X R TS e
3¢ (RENOTORCH ), #tAZl 421 Bl isfa @, BlHLIESZ b B R ik A Rk i ) ol dr e i e i

Shp RS



FITARIT . TERFILZE S 4 PFS, 2023 4E1E ESMO 23 i3UHZ it HEA% S 50 bof 5 JE K & 4 B 3 1) i o
i PFS 5% 18.0 1~ H, WFMLTEF BRI IBY (9.8 1 H ) WEIFFRA L, MARE WA 00
N 56.7% 5 30.8%, HPOidfEntE A ALR S 268 ™ H, ERASHIFEE X,

[HfEpE i | RR R R bt 240mg 45 3 FH— W + P E R e Smg, BEH 23K

524 HRBMEIARTUBRITEMIRSHIREN L6 RES °

TKI KW RPRA + iRAESER] (1A26) CHREFR + 4] (24 %) BEFILBT +

PR (1B 3) BTHEARIE + BEAIEET (2B ) (RILASL (2B %)
aaFURST (1B 26) AR + WRIZE T (2B2) ERER (24 %)
k4EsEw] (1B %) FHEER (1A 3) Redr e (2A %)
DA PR R AR (2B 2) AR (24 %)
b3 7 R fFRRER (2B %) ik e
HEEN R0 Henpbf e (2B %) e )
B SR A + HedEsE ] CRERE +
SR + edEsn] P ) e L

KR (24 28) (24 %)



[ %]
a CSCO PR 5% 5t & — B A (e (BT UL 2 i ARATF 5.

51407 HA 40 B 5 4 PR RO — L8R IT R B AR AT «

(1) $BEHET

1) MEER

B 4 5 T2 T B0 A — 2 TR R DU Al R b B T — T S A S R T AR R T K
TKI S R1E57 5 R (s B P A AL R 22 o [ s TG RIS ( AXIS #F9E), S5 ALRaRbly
IR EITHE R B i PFS, ik 6.7 1 H ., BWABEN 19%, L 0S 451% 200 ©~H . 3E5H
W BB — R T R BT R H , WIS R AIT AR R e 0 Bl R F M T (L PFS ,
AR 48 AN 5 3.4 4 H U, IS R R A R SR B R T I R, 3E
A E R, KRS AXIS BRI, SR BRFERE PO PFS K 6.5 TH, FHAKCE
33 23.7%. LAY SRR AR AT & I iRT R R 2B R b 07 PFS 47 N 7

[ HEPEFE BTHE#5 2 sme, S H 23, CUIR, 2 MG tniks 2, ardtfrmiiiit, Tme, 5 H 2K,
SRR 10mg, #EH 21K,

2) FiEER

o A R e o 5 ) B bL o B R TR 80700 6P A T e 0 B A 0677 10 IS B BE 2 o L B
3¢ (METEOR #F75), St AZH 628 {9574 575 — 2R i —2& A 470 f A 908 1) 37 % WG 200 24 A

DEF S



~hoF RS

o 2015 4F 9 HIRAAIERIFIT S R BR: SRAESFIX M, 826k R ¥ 3EE TKI 7 KK
JEHM Y PES, A% 7.4 1, BWALCE 21%, IFREAEFERESE . 2016 456 HAK T
METEOR WFFE MR 45 R, R e SIK4E el r dl sk i i oS 405k 214 ~H Y5 165
4~H, ORR 251K 17% Fl 3%, ER¥ELHETEX V.

53 Sh T MRS I A P A B B S TR T 2 ) B BT SR iR T R B BT B T
WG ARBFFE ( CONTACT-03 ) i, S84 R 25T 09 & WA RRIA D] 40.9%, P72 PFS J 108 1 H .
Wiz OS AL, 3R E e — 237 (04 FH T B S0 3597 2 WU 42222 90 1) 25 900 3 0% I M0 PR B 6
&}E |38 i

CHEFERIE: | R 60mg, —H 13K, HR.

3) CHREBRERAKESS

CIEEE (lenvatinib )y — 37 U BGOSR, 285 VEGFRI-VEGFR3 . WET#E 4
Hfe A< T2 4% 1~4 ( FGFR1~FGFR4 ), PDGFR-ac. RET VA KIT. —Hi{ 8 RBE Gk 55 6)iR Ty
S O IE . 2 SRR BB AT BETEYT VEGF JA97 I IS SR i ah T MG R RF 9, 4528
RARBEAIRIT AP PFS 153 14.6 A, P 0S H 255 A, BFM TR, Fweib] B 2k
RPN et s I [§:0prirp e S

CIEFE: | C1RE)E 18mg, BEH 1K, MRHESE] Smg, BH 1K

4) RFRHBEAKGEET

{R% e e — i TKI 26259, %1F VEGFR2. PDGFR-B. RET Hl ¢-KIT A7 F2a 180 % 44
R JE AR A R A 5 ) X H AR 57 2 A 00 24 8RR A4 55 &) M2 3R 7 BE 1 TR 26225 2 Wi 01 Y 44 Yy P



HLRHAR I G ARRFSE ( CONCEPT 9% ) #W1, (RPBA + fkdesin], RPRAHZ, KRR R
3 A4 ORR 4+514 24.8%., 10.5% F18.3%; i PFS 44514 100 ~H . 64 1HM644H, fith
fit OS % 3044 H ., 305 ~AM254 48 'Y,

[ e | K% e 200mg —H 1K, HAR, K4EHAE Smg —H 1K, MR

5) R#EET

i HE 35 R FH T 5 8 1 A 00 A DR O 3 ok 1 — 00 R 2 v O BB R R TIT A0 s R
( RECORD-1 ), BFFEH 4 104 55 m] 5 4 I 0 B8 T IR 97 e i 48 3248 10 25 it RN e R 1t
i, G5 R B R B I B4 B AR P L PFS, 3k 4.9 DA IRRIKE RN 64%, AL
0S H 14.8 T H . Hep—£ i HZE P AR R sREF B # R IRIT RN . RIS RIRIT A (L
PFS Al 5.4 A~ H , Smiit R RURFENT 69% ', —I01 [ Py 8 122 Ak S mlR Y 2 b PR
FI5E (L2101 BF9E), ESE THRAESSRIVE K TKI AST RIS — AT TR R 20k, Blmtihl s
61%. {i PFS 6.9 41, IiFRIEZ% N 66%, | AEAETES K 56%, 1 4F PFS # 3 36%

[ HEFEAE | AkHESER] 1omg, BH 1K, N,

6) HAfth TKI %54

9 S R B — 2R 80 1 SA T I EFSY ( INTORSECT %8, AXIS W%%), *HA¥hRiEER, H
t INTORSECT WFFE AR ¥ hEF R EIRIRIT RMMBE, —RERARRA (L PFS 8 3.9 1 H,
i OS J7 16.6 A H ', ifif AXIS B, —RENAEEARITIIPAL PES S 47 A, L 0S K
19241, WL BEEAEF R B R iRIT RUUREKG A {L PFS 3.4 1°H .

IR RAE AR AT AT, SWITCH W54 5 SR R AR R JE R 5 Iy 5T &F e B e v iz

RS



oE RS

PFS Jy 544 H %,

—J50 1SR R R 9T 0SBl J 3 7 B e — e A2 B J B J2 o D AR BR L3y R LB % Bk i
2 B AR 2, AR AR REEN 27%, P PFS M 75, 24 AR ERRE N 43% Y,

(2) ®REET

1) BARFI LR

— 0L ) I B A St B 3 T i DT W e 1 A 00— 9 T A R AR F
( CheckMate025 7% ), iZilE ERIFAE 3 A 4L 821 (lMe o) s 3, BRTEI%AZ 2Rk 2R b 4% 4 1k
I, BEHLEESZ R G b al A S AR, E RIS S N 0S. 2015 4 9 AR 1%k
WA AR g 0, BRIP4 OS 4050 25.0 0~ H 5 19.6 1 H , SR F| L PRI i F s 7
0S, MIKERFLLSH, ORR 451K 25% Y5 5%, 16 PFS 35k 4.6 A 544 40 H .

[ HEREHIE | A AE bt 3me/ke, 8 2 F—IK, RBKE .

2) CRERHEANIEFZRER

— S R TR 0K O R B AL 0 10 A R R O A T I PR 7T ( Keynote146
FU), SEALLT 145 Bl A, XSeSRIAH MRS — 2Rl “AinTT, Hoh 72% AR A A2 AT R
TP A PR ek PD-1 SABLHE A0 W @ 258 iRdT . AMUGHZ SR 2 20mg, 1

U+ B AIBR BB 200me, B 3 A —IKIATT, X TRETEHEZ i RERIT IR, FUA SR ILE

55.8%, W PFS M 122 4 H, Fraicdieenti)ik®) 106 44 7.

[ HEFERTE | A RERER 54T 200mg, 4§ 3 J—, SIRAFIE 20mg, fH K. CSCO B %% R
SRR AT LRSI 2 A i s AR R, HETE 12mg RS, IR SR R Ay iR e



5.2.5 MR RIRIE BB RS MBI =TT S °
EEEEN [ | T

BEE—. T8 ImIRIR MHEEAIREHT + FIERE (2B2K) SRER + K4 F]

H TKI &g SRR + WHIEFIZEIT (2B2K) (KT BA + K4 A]
w2l K7 N4 =<K ) k4 E) (2B 2)
KR (24 %)

WA CERIT (24 )
TATEAIZR ST (2B )

B S5 RZE  IRR BEEAME AL TKI HIF (2B2)  SRE R + K4S

AT SR (KB R A + KYE 2L F]
ik e 2 7]
e
[iER ] 2
a XTI SLIRT, WMELZH X ST IBIEEFIER, CSCo Rt RER& B0k
FETEAT TR 10 B S NG RAFSY o 57



!
B
bl
ir

SR 1 155 B A B S R BT O = R T SRR AR AR

(1) BE&T

o R A ) X T AT e B R A I AR A, IR T B RRSZ  ERIRIT Y
A, R ATl s =2 ATF R 27%~29%., B T =4arr &, RigE e nl LUE
HIRIT IR T

BETEZ 58 IF IR T — 0 45 R Ak Je a8 5 B0 W 4 =237 /Y TG FRIEE ( GOLD B
), AHBHE LSRR - REZKREFRNRIT R R, 4R EREREER =43RI AL
PFS % 3.6 T H, Wi 0S M 11 A H, i3 H TvE— 9 —I50FASG 250 852 R B UR RS FREFE T
8 (1 = ZR 8 [ 35T (0 T M IR RIS

SR G P %, RECORD-1 #4984 ST BE (%32 T 87 JE # e B 4R e it T B4
SHRARAE SRS AAS AY E PFS R 378 1 H , B IE FAegR g

(2) ®RIGAET

i ) 0 ST A 4 B ) o P TN U PR Y CheckMate025 BF9EH, {RT 41 ops 4l Al G bt
Yk =LRIBIT IR E R LB K 28%, Rt FREMRZ i —2k . 83t m iy R MU e 0 g e 2,
iyl A A AT LA AR YT R

i1 il 25 G S HE A WE (61 3R T BT 8, BEFE R4 Z 3K & i iiyT, WD AR Rt R
Keynote146 7, sk 1R 2 2 15 A i A Bk Shio F - 6 30 B 40 8 307 AR WU A T M PR B2
A# T =RRIFHBH, Xl =2GIT R T 2%,



5.2.6 REBMFAIUBREIHERMIRSMRENETS RIS °

| G I BiE% i

FLk R A

BAET /BRI

WEREFYE  EFREE (24 2)

Il RBIFFE

FHEE (24 2%)

fR4ESLR] (2A )
PEMRIBR AT (24 28)
TR + R4S E (24 26)
SR + WAk
FE e + ARFDLR ST

T + WA (2B )
RIAER + &0 {E + WiEH
(2B %)

K Je

BT e

FEhER

TARER BT + fHESE ]

DLARERNHT + TS 2

BT EE R TR + WA PR B AhT

PIEFJE + AR AT
e
HEWEE
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