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PCC 1 PGL WP B B RGUE R R R R G B EEE X, BETE A JLAHE T PCC Al PGL
5 2 AR I R ) B S 2 T &, L 1/ R BEAIR 6-9R-18-L-3,4- "SR SN R IR -
FDG 1% Ga-1,4,7,10-IU A4+ —%%-1,4,7,10- U Z 2 ( DOTA ) -4 KAMZ 2504, Horpr 2 Fh 2 B 1]
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WHO £ &l # 42 95 J& ( paraganglioma, PGL) & X A2 Ji
FHZIEHL R 2 POL ed T8 IR,
R A G 5% 41 I8 ( pheochromocytoma, PCC) | i T & I R 4b
HFR A EARAN PCL, RIS 2 PGL £ AR T3k 3004, A
3L #i# PGL( head and neck PGL, HNPGL) , T A2 J&ih 25 I 1k
Jibsgd Z IR FIRALT 7. KZE8 PCC il PGL B R, {H
2% ~26%5x KRS HYUR A IGEE X 40 H RO, R
I, WHO ff FHATE “ B Aotk AN 2 < bk, R thmm i
TE SR PR AFAE T30 5 A A7 A W 565 200 I o R ol 2295 19 46
(ke g A 2,

PCC Ay 3L IRIfG PR R A R I P S0 L0138 T 5 8 1
AR RS, T POL W 2 BIOM IR o o sk ' AR Mk
RUCArBat. BHVE BERRE W IR O £ 1 R M AR
W) e TR R peC I PGL AT REFE It 109% 9 i)
o AR TR — /N R A & R e

—.=EE

PCC 1 PGL & — 2 i S5 5L H 5 AR b g . A F
FEAE 95% AU E T A I T IR S 28 A8 | Rl 56 IR w5 DL ik
A5 IFRILT 20 AR R SR EE R 2R AE D B LY
AR SDH(A/B/C/D/AF2) Y278 45 FKk SDHx, 2878
RS XFIE IR AL AR R B F R, fil4n, VHL RET,
NF1 . MAX TMEMI12 #ll HRAS %78 i & H #L7E PCC 7, i
SDHx .FH .PHD1/2 Hl EPAS1/HIF2A 7878 % & i L 1E PGL
W, Uk PE PCC Al PGL S % 7 NF1, VHL RET Al MAX 3&
b &R, BRTEAE 3 4 PCC M(E) PGL

R TR B 1,500 2 85 5 3 B 19 B Mk = 0% (SDHKx
FH VHL/EPAS1) ; #% 2, W& % B2 ¥ i 1% 5 7% (RET, NF1,
TMEM127, MAX, HRAS ); #% 3, Wnt {5 5 #& ( CSDEI,
MAML3) ™' H A A 4 % T i PCC 8¢ PGL
B,

—®BE

HARFERAAE PCC I PGL AR FIAL A . 7 2B b4 R
PR A T 66 (L P 0 A2 12 W8 5 s T AR B 3 LR e A
AR VEAG 20 kb 1 e B PR (43 ) 5 WAl 7 & (T4
1) 5 X I AEAE B AT A N 7 2 T 5 35 Y BB
FEIF LY/ Lu-1,4,7,10-DU R 3K+ —he-1,4,7,10-0U 2
R (1,4,7,10-tetraazacyclododecane-1,4, 7, 10-tetraacetic acid,
DOTA) - K ZE W (somatostatin analog, SSA) 5" 1-[H]
R K ( metaiodobenzylguanidine, MIBG) /Y7 ] . 15 FB
BLEE AR R (0 CT R MRI) RIS A B Bt ol 22 14
I RE AR, ASCESRFEACHER) T ZHT
PCC I PGL W2 8% T-Bt o

1. /B LMIBG, #ZHRCH MIBG (™ 1P 1-MIBG) 5
EHE FIRR BB E AL G, 5 5 B S 8
PRI 38 30 3 W R

(D) BEMER G2 HRE) 5 AW 5310 B0 2
5E P/ -MIBG # PCC 5% PGL #9 R AG T Fss i i 7
TESTAT , AU A 2 VA IR T4 MIBG (259 (WA 5T
AL 1; #bFEA L UL hitp ://jnm. snmjournals. org ) , B T ilf
BRI BE SRR, T B R AR R UL I S A TR A
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MIBG Hij 2~24 h f R A KRR, AR R iR,

BLMIBG &4 T A4S, -MIBG #iE 4 H TiA
IR I BT SRIRIT T AR A A, 4h 2T PR A
I AN FEA LR 1, BRA MIBG J& , MU 5 G, 2~5 d
S B HEM T 80% , B P HEME ) L IR A AR oA 4
FEI il 0o BRI AR A SR (R 1), B AR R A
BRI, E CT B H RO BIAE T 3 T I K0k
A,

(2) IIRBER . AZEFESH o, P 1-MIBG Xt IEFE R
FEAEYE PCC B PGL 19 R S50 43901 96% il 79% ' it
WA L PGL B H FIBFSE IR, MIBG #5251 e 4 308
R, U HRAE BB PCC 8 PGL W (3£ 1,2) , HT gkt
MRS ME PCC B PGL Y 24 RE 3 R T 609%™ ifi 4 —
SELT R ORI b, A AT A 80% ~ 929 T X b
SARES BE BRSO kR R A <, W, P1-MIBG
PCC [ R MU¥ 75 F PGL, 439l h 88% il 67%"*) , HAHF 5T
RIEHXT PCC B RELE N 76% ~92% , %+ PGL B R 8 Ky
35% ~ 70% """ MIBG X% SDHx & & #9528 5%
T2 BEE RO 2 B il % R AR IC B9 MIBG 7E
PCC FI(5%) PGL A% (1 SCHEA F O B AR ™ 1-MIBG
TBIT IR R A

2. 6-9R-18-L-3, 4- ¥ BL K Y 44 2 (6-"° F-fluoro-L-3, 4-di-
hydroxyphenylalanine, "F-FDOPA ) ,"® F-FDOPA ( IASOdopa; TASON
GubH) J&—F % R hric &R , HAR N HF 04 2R movh
LN S IR 1 22 B e B PR IE ), L 3R IR YN 24 5 5 2 =)
2 S 2 W W R R Lo {H 7 38 A T A
PR, "F-FDOPA 38 i 8 K i M S B R s 35 7 11 -1 42 338
AUAE, FBR N P F- 2 L T T SRR S A e &
43 Wb vl A i A A

vt - nika

1 RYERCEMAE LIRS AN (PCC) B3 (15,54 &) AR ¥R I (Wi hm g ) . AL F-
FDG PET WA KB BB (MIP ) /R A B Bl B L (SUV 0, 3.7) , 2o WA IR R GEHEE 5 103 | 00 BE | e
RN S M A B E B, ®Ca-1,4,7,10- A 2R+ 2 kE-1,4,7,10-PU L R-D-FR N &R 1-1 2
TR 3- R R 8-YA Ik ( DOTATATE) PET 4% MIP(SUV,, ,75.5) 7 B T I {4 5 35 43R B, e ¥
JERFN AR BRAR K P8, 22 b 35 T BRI =M TR R ) 5 C. 6-9-18-L-3,4- IR B RN AR
("SF-FDOPA)PET &% MIP(SUV,, ,23) 7~ FEJE i 2671 B EC, 045 A0 LA K P S8 B, 72 B AR (=
FFTR R ) A S Bl 1E R, i B AR D. 24 h P -] RS AT( MIBG ) “F Ifd A% 1 7 [ 7R
FELWTfS PCC R TR s i Sk ) AR ARG I I MRV AR FILCoBE Y PCC (87 Sk7R ) SR BEHERI, ot

HE 2= 5% e A S i iE

PR Vo S

(D) BHEMER B2 HRE) 5 AW 510 50 2
5 UF-FDOPA (W BAR AR L & A 2, WA aT
Yo BRI M AT . H 22 B — T A J 5 4 BELUR 751, T 42
F R FIAE PCC A PGL A BT {H 3K I F B A F
T

25 24 35 1 R R LS FE AT LR 1, F-FDOPA (192}
AR3h Fy 2 AN 43 A W 5 s L I T R T R 2 8
R R R AR AE 2 25 )5 30 min 1) BEIR AT R
JRAE A B (1 1) |, Bl A LA R I, " F-FDOPA
TEIE& B 1 B A A AR B (F-38 Suv,,., 1.9) , 57 I-MIBG
4 8 5 SRR IR L, 33 X B R g A5 T A A

(2) I KRR . F-FDOPA 7E PCC 1 (3 ) PGL BAZH 1Y
MHIWEE 1,2, —I0 PCC 1 PGL IIZEZE 047 s, *F-FDOPA
PET/CT [ R B AR T4 310 91%F0 79% (J:F B &)
J95% 1 95% (HTFH7E) P . & 1 BIRF-FDOPA 127
P PCC B 358 W RBUE (85% ~ 100%) , £t T MIBG,, " F-
FDOPA 12 Wi R PCC 1) R UE I F X R M 38 Bk 48 PGL
B R (94% 5 70% ) ) #E 4l SDHx 851k PCC TS
MEERE PCC R BUE AT 35 90% L £33 4% HiAb #F 5%
87, UGN R R R 1) A Ry 81% , 6y T G 32 9 114 2R
% N 45% ARVF LRkt T e (1 2)

zi b, "F-FDOPA ¥l K 4 PCC 5{ PGL M & PCC
(RS Ak SDHx S8 24848 3¢ ) A 8 i R X565
P PGL M R AR, WAR TR TR A T AR R B 1% PCC
1 PGL Y 2 rh i ' F-FDOPAPY | 5 i %% Ga-DOTA-
SSA [HFFT A, 7 HNPGL S48 PEHUE M PCC 8% PGL. 5%
Rtk SDHx AH156 PCC B PGL 1, % Ga-DOTA-SSA AR 1) R
J 5 T F-FDOPA FlHA B AL

3. "F-FDG, "F-FDG 2% #5 R i 8 AR 9, Al

R B RO GRE B E

D M 1) A5k AR, 4k i e i
LR 2 B R 1k, i B8 e AN
ML AE R FRIEY

(D BHERR L AR
S Ao A Ko
FELUF-FDC BAR AR R G
F PCC T PCL B #H° f#
BRSO 2T T R )
HiRWAAFTEMEER 1, EFHK
A PR IR N R R B
JEERIAGE, 55 A5 AN [ 1) 0 K
BRI (E 1), E®E L
R T/ (SF-3 suv .,
1.6)1

(2) M R F-FDG 72
PCC F1(8%) PGL 4% H i i
W 1,2, AEHESHER,F-
FDG 12 Wi % # P PCC 1 PGL
By R R R 85%, R S Mk
55%°7 BT R, 1E
15% 1 B % h R T LG4
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FT 1 Kol R A AR (PCC) FRRIPIZE I8 (PGL) M R LR (FBH n=20 SUFTHEMEMISY)
S ISR R (B IB1-MIBG HERMER AR BE-FDG BR_FDOPA CT MRI
Lumachi! %] P 32 PCC M) PGL 91% - - - 90% 93%
30 PCC - - - - - -
2 PGL - - - - - -
Timmers! ') P 20 PCCAI(B)PGL  85%(77%) - 95%(88%) Ak 85%(81%)  (100%)" (100%)°
12 PCC (86%) - (93%) (93%) (100%)" (100%)"
9 PGL (67%) - (83%) (67%) (100%)" (100%)"
Fiebrich 2] p 24 PCC (52%) - - (85%) (70%)>  (70%)"
Timmers! %) P 26 PCC (78%) (76%)* - - - (97%)  (92%)
Timmers! ') R 60 PCC HI( &) PGL (75%) - (76.8%) - (95.7%)" (95.7%)"
8 SDHx 80% - 100% - - -
9 MEN2 100% 40% - - -
48 PCC 90% - 81% - (97%)"  (97%)"
13 PGL (60%) - (75%) - (94%)"  (94%)"
Cerdan! ™ R 53 PCC MI(i%)PGL - - - (88% fafk) - -
Gabriel 3] R 116 PCC FI( 8)PGL - - - 92.2%(91.8%) - -
49 PCC - - - (94%) - -
37 M2 PGL - - - (70%) - -
37 SDHB/D - - - (78%) - -
109 LB PGL - - - (98.2%) - -
Sharma! !¢’ R 35 PCC - 80% (90% ) DOTANOC - - - -
Tiwari 2! P 82 PCC FI(E)PGL - - 86.6% Ak - - -
54 PCC - - (81%) - - -
28 PGL - - (96%) - - -
Amodru % R 56 PCC - - - 100% - -

T o P 1 B EEEIR(MIBG) " SRH CT

% MRI [BFSE , — R TCAHSE N 25 B F-FDOPA H 6-R-18-L-3,4- " 3P &2 , DOTANOC K

1,4,7,10-PUE 23R+ " d5%-1,4,7,10-PU 2 BR-1-Z5 N 28R 3- B il ik, MEN2 9 2 2 P 920 I Beg 2 280 P R RBEPERIFST , R O LB IEIF ST ; RAESS
SrP A E 4 BRI TR E A AR 5 P E 4 ORI TR AR B R U

x2 KIEERM: PCC M PGL () REE (BR#H n=20 SRTIEMERTFT)

SHEMR R HBHEH (n) 12 _MIBG HERMER RAAR BE-FDG BE_FDOPA CT MRI
Timmers ! R 30 PGL (SDHB)  80%(65%)  81%(59%) "™ In-miiiiijik 100%(97%) - 96% (96%)  95%(95%)
Zelinka 4! R 71 PCC FI(5%) PGL 71%* - 76% - 8% 8%
30 SDHB, 65%" - 92% - 96% 96%
41 4k SDHB 76%" - 62% - 65% 65%
Timmers ' P 28 PCC MI(H)PGL 85%(57%) - 89% (74% ) T1%(45%)  86% (45%)" 86%(45%)"®
15 SDHB - - (20%) - -
13 i SDHB - - (93%) - -
Timmers' "] P 34 PCC FI(ZX)PGL 85%, 65%* - 100% 100%
Fiebrich!'?/ R 21 PCC (56%) - (73%) (45%)° (45%)"°
Cantalamessa®’ R 38 PCC FI( &) PGL 79% - 87% - 87% -
Timmers' '/ R 95 (50%) - (82.5%) - (74.4%)"  (74.4%)"
52 SDHx (45%) - (92%) - (78.5%)"  (78.5%)"
23 [t SDHx (66%) - (67%) - (70%)" (70%)"
Janssen! " P 17 PCC fI(E)PGL  (18.7%) 100% (98.6% ) 100% ( 85.8%) 87.5%(61.4%) 100%" 100%"
(SDHB) n=56 % Ga-DOTATATE (84.8%)"  (84.8%)"
Tan! "> P 17 PCCAI(E)PGL  46.7%(15.7%)" 93%(91.5%)  90.9%(51.3%) - - -
%8 Ga-DOTATATE
Janssen3*] P 22 PCC MI( &) PGL - 100% (97.6% ) 91%(49%)  92%(74.8%) 100% 100%
(HhHOR) % Ga-DOTATATE (81.6%)"  (81.6%)"

P 1/ BUMIBG, SR CT S MRIBYBFSE, -4 JEASE 48 DOTATATE H 1,4,7,10-P0 A FF+ Zhi-1,4,7,10-19 Z R -D-
ORPTERR 11 3- 9N AR 8-S AR s RAERG 5 P W T 4 R AL T JR A 10 SRR S 95 5 I T 40 HO R SE T A 1) S S 78 Zelinka 2520470 (1o F
ge B RARK RS 1 RABEE AR 829% ,SDHB 2 95% , 4 SDHB 2y 70%
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A . B =ie, . G
~¥*

= L ‘
&1 )
;. .- h 2 .,-
7 i
. . ;

B2 SDHB AHSCH MM TR (B ,20 2) G- FKA K, A, *F-FDG PET RARIE K%

B (MIP) 7B UG RS B kR (SUV ., 54) BRI (7 k7R ) , 5% Ga-1,4,7,10- WA A+ =
Bi-1,4,7,10-P0 2. F-D-ZK R A /R 1-Fs AR 3-75 22 8- WL Ik ( DOTATATE ) PET AH HUg kL R 5 /0
B. ¥ Ga-DOTATATE PET 4% MIP A i H Al A% 500 70 A -8 56 B kA5 Jo i 1 ) Lo B R e 2 9
Bl (§7 RS0V, ,94) ;C. 6-F-18-1-3,4- "R ILFE N R ('S F-FDOPA ) PET 1% MIP 7 {45
NS i A BRI (73R ) AT ZE 4 5 A JRHEREE (=M oR ) D, P L-EBER IR MIBG ) 1l

37 1T 1817 A7 PR B9 C R RS R B

2R R K BB AL, TS A 1 5 B SR g %

PCC Al PGL H1"*F-FDG (R BUAF 76 25 53 . 7E 7% 1 2808
H T2 RS Sl R O, SUV,, N 13.0+6.5; HIHLZ T,
7% 2 J5PiRE SUV,, A 3.9+3.1, 7B BAE IR 4 9.0£7.21% ¥ F-
FDG Xf 2 &AL 40 bR 2 BUKI G PCC(#E 2 28) B IR
A 40% .

%FF B PCC A PGL, " F-FDG (% R 8% A [H |, 8 %
THEELIT MIBG BAR M R (E 1), 3R HR
Hr, SF-FDG 600 g (4 Rk 58% 1 MIBG 1) R ALy
83% "% | TEEIGIER B PCC R PGL WY h 7 45 v S Fe
FDG Y Ry 76.8% ~88.0% 141

SF-FDG 7ERI B V9% 48 0 1 % 1 F MIBG™) | 5
3K 90% 9 MIBG B PERG 28" F-FDG 4% 5 B4k (18] 2) 1),
TR PCC A PGL W, "F-FDG #9 RABE K 51% ~ 100%
AL 809 10T SR K B 25 S AT B S AN AR
BRHERHEARR 2B AR R LR 28748, URCR Y 44
W HITESAX(FK2), F—TRTEEISE P, Timmers
SEUPYE AR TS F-FDG WAR7E SDHB 2878 iR i 3
A RIS b ) R AU N 97% , T I-MIBG K 65% """ In-
Wi ih Bk A 50% , B 1% R 83% ., BfiJE A FEIESL, * F-FDG
7E SDHx f 3 i FRAE H 79.4% ~ 1009113204140
I, PF-FDG 2B i Ar U2 SDHx e 8 5 1 5 %
%7, REUE N 83% ~92% , ik AE SDHx Jiveg i 7 4%
62% " SR, T A ROk BT S A 1% B U 7EY Ga-
DOTA-SSA Pt ATHE H Y,

4. ®Ga-DOTA-SSA, AERKME Z—Fh 14 5 FRR 1Y AL
iz, 5 K& 321K (somatostatin, SSTR)1.2.3.4 15
4h4y ., TERSL ,PCC FI PGL £ 463K SSTR2 il SSTR3!#)

JRUE M -8 il R 58— A W i o P T e 2 P 43l b e
(neuroendocrine tumor, NET) BB SSA, {H E & #% DOTA-
SSA U, 5 # R FHEE B 19 2 &4, 91 FI 2K 1k 68 min 11

D 1EHF & FHE® Ga b7 id.* Ga-
o DOTA-SSA 41 4 DOTA-fi % iR
3 -_‘.gq 3-HL K ( DOTA-Tyr3-octreotide,

. DOTATOC; SSTR2 I 5) . DOTA-
1-Z5 T & R 3-42 il BK ( DOTA-1-
Nal,-octreotide, DOTANOC; SSTR2,
3 1 5) il DOTA-D-AEPZIR 1- B84,

e 1% 3- 9550 8- BAHHIIK( DOTA-D-Phel-

= Tyr3-Thr8-octreotide, DOTATATE;

R SSTR2) . ®Ga-DOTATATE ( Nets-

pot; Advanced Accelerator Appli-
cations ) RIS E & 520
AR LR R RN 24 5 L) A
W, AR SCE A 4% Ga-DOTA-
SSA, T HZ®Ca-DOTATATE, [H g
HAE PCC FI(EL) PGL AR P ]
B2 ;% Ga-DOTATOC 12 —Ff
A B B9® Ga-DOTA-SSA, Ti® Cu-
DOTATATE ( Detectnet ; Curium ) 7]
RBZ A 10 M AR (DL AR ST AT B3R
1) B R EZFEET PCC 5 PGL SCHRIRIE . %% Ga-DOTA-
SSA Al RS AL HEER P F-FDG AR TR R FT RE S
WAL,

(D) BHEWER B AR 1% W5 A6 25 =
E . ® Ga-DOTA-SSA B BAZ MRS B & A2 15 AR AT
Bk SSA TR I AT RER BB (WA M EE 1),
YR M IR T T RN ) 40 5 DR FE A R R 1. Ga-
DOTATATE/TOC f A= 45 530Aii B 45 #i38* | HAe i 3 v e sk
R, WA EEZ IR, 7EN S R SRR b
BEBRECCE 1), AR 2 1] (4 22 AR /N R 22 85
FERIUL AR TR FE SIS 30 min, MR R AR AN FRODR AR AT D0 (G 4R
B, ®Ga-DOTATATE 7€ 1E % ' LR SUV,, 5 T R R
(Y5 16.4~20.3 5 6.3~11.8) ™7 #tLZ F,PGL fF 1y
SUV, . N 94.2(JaH 33.15~155.2) ,

(2) I FRAL R ,® Ga-DOTA-SSA 7 PCC #( &) PGL %%
FPRY S L2 1,2,% Ga-DOTA-SSA 5% B~ , ZER I PCC FI
PGL J7 I, 3 T 45 (1) 72 A5 B AR o, 308 ok 9291104
IR AR IE 7R, ® Ga-DOTA-SSA 1612 (578 15 Fl 9 LA
EE R R ] g A S PFDG FT Ga-DOTA-SSA 7
U LS 2E 00T S, ® Ga-DOTA-SSA B REUE 25 T *F-FDG
(95%%5j 85%) , RIMEH IR FNFh R 5E4E ,® Ga-DOTA-SSA )9
It RUE N 97% , 1 F-FDG 2 79%"7) 55— R Hr
B, Ga-DOTA-SSA (93%) WY R # E & T F-FDOPA
(80%) \"*F-FDG(74% ) F1'*1/ "' 1-MIBG (38% ) ">,

TE—TUNT 22 B8 M B PCC 3 PGL &8 35 R HIT A
PEBFGE 1, ® Ga-DOTATATE #6511 98% (% R84k, 4 F " F-FDG
(49.2%) "F-FDOPA(74.8% ) #l CT/MRI(81.6% )", 1rE
i SDHx S8 L h | ® Ga-DOTATATE & Tk k4 R 4%
BT F-FDG (18 2) 8 CT/MRI'"™**) &k ok 3, Ga-
DOTATATE [ ¢t A PPAL 6 PCC ¥4 # 1 PGL SDHx %
A5 FTHNPGL Y B 3 8 15 ) o {H % 21 41 ffa 3% 2 F A6 6 |
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MAX 27485614 PCC 5% PGL, 8¢ B # & 1 PCC, " F-FDOPA
TTRE R0 Ve, £FXFITAL SSA 78 B A% PCC i B 92 47
MR, FE—TRANA 32 i B9 5E A, " In-o% il K 0 53 4802
9 25% | T Ga-DOTA-SSA HY 57 #U% Wil 5 = , " F-FDOPA
72 1k A%

5. CT #l MRI, CT F1 MRI( WL#hsE#4 L 1) #E PCC 5%
PGL B3 B2 W 43 RUA 7 B VARG & ¥4 8 EBAE
JHFARFTH0E B A X 5 g5 5 &, BRiMIE®
AW A Ak B M R 3 AT 0 4 E 2 AR CT ifi R 2
MRIP T ICHR ST, MRI 6 & L% B fif

— /N4y PCC HR & R I G R AN &8, Wi 4 75% 11
0 A% Mgsgs ) CT A MRI FH T IX 43 e 9ed A=At 5 | i
AL AL 4G PCCOIWANTEAM R 1), 754 CT |,99.6% 1Y
PCC #8310 HU™ |, RS K ZHUIR HU< 10, (A K 0L
B Z Nt HU W8t 10, ST HCISSR CT I TifiE | T
O AR I ZEE 3R AR 0] 6 40 X6 FIAR R B 43 LEBERRE 3R 5 270 60% 44
X P B AN 2 20 40% A A 10 10 3R 2 22 B B A L T e
fE B5 PCC W E " 88% Y PCC ¥ kW 158 CT 18
/% 85 HU, {H BRI N 16% ., R PCC A fgfR A, 7] fig
FM A IR CT B MRI b GG 58 (FRIEAE) . KigvE
BT RS A B E AR AR FIK T 4~ 5 em RS AE
HA e — AT, NI R TE 48 A

MRT 4 1 38 53 Ak 22 0 8% 7 1 %) 0 S5 2 2R 100
Jo B B A A R R AR A2 WK IS, = AR M AR R Y
MRI £ fES PCC AR o T, kB L a5 5
W HE M 2 PCC A1 PGL (OHRAE ( WANSEATBLE 1) , 3
B & RS B Rk,

W MR BB T4 8 CT 5 MRI, A%} PCC Al PGL 3
TP BRI T IEAS , I PPl B ik B AR YT RO . (BT 5%

A -w B ‘ c
" 2
NS (W)
/‘__‘--.-; % AR
{
3 ,,;‘ > 4

g

kb AE  Thie WAGE & BA & M R8s, L EEHE
FUINBY R B0 48 1) & A SRAR W, T 3 28955 48 W] ek LA 7
CT 5 MRI _F#Wizes],

=. HNPGL

HNPGL 355 WL 300 3 ik (4 F 3 ik 38 3 IX 38, {HL 3330
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