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AR B A QR L, 5 A dt-MMF 447 c-MMF 41, #5480 % dt-MMF .c-MMF #9474 & IR %34 4% 1 000 mg, 4 R 2
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Comparison of long-term efficacy and safety of two mycophenolate mofetil preparations in kidney
transplant recipients

YANG Tian', ZHAN Mei', LI Dan*, SONG Turun’, WU Bin', XU Ting" ' (1. Dept. of Clinical Pharmacy, West
China Hospital of Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China; 2. Dept. of Pharmacy, Chongqing Health
Center for Women and Children, Chongqing 400021, China; 3. Dept. of Urology, West China Hospital of
Sichuan University, Chengdu 610041, China; 4. West China School of Pharmacy, Sichuan University, Chengdu
610041, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE To compare the long-term efficacy and safety between domestic Mycophenolate mofetil dispersible
tablets (dt-MMF) and imported Mycophenolate mofetil capsules (c-MMF) in kidney transplant recipients. METHODS In retrospective
cohort study, the data of patients who had undergone the living donor kidney transplantat during the period of 2012 to 2014 in West
China Hospital of Sichuan University were screened and included, and then divided into dt-MMF group and c-MMF group
according to the drug use of kidney transplant recipients. Initial oral dose of dt-MMF and c-MMF were both 1 000 mg each time,
twice a day; at the same time, both groups were additionally given Tacrolimus capsules 1.5 mg, twice a day+Prednisone acetate tablets
5-10 mg, orally after breakfast every day. The clinical data of the two groups were collected before and after kidney transplant for 5
years; the efficacy and safety indexes of two drugs were compared, and the robustness of results were analyzed by 1:1 propensity
score matching (PSM). RESULTS A total of 666 kidney transplant recipients were included, involving 316 patients in dt-MMF
group and 350 patients in c-MMF group. The 5-year patient survival rates of dt-MMF group and c-MMF group were 99.68% and
99.43% , the 5-year graft survival rates were 96.20% and 94.29% , the acute rejection rates were 3.80% and 6.57% , the 5-year
chronic rejection rates were 2.22% and 2.86% , and the incidences of delayed recovery of transplanted renal function were 0.63%
and 0.29% , respectively; there was no statistical significance (P>0.05). There were no significant differences in the incidence of
major adverse events between 2 groups, including infection, adverse events of the blood system and digestive system (P>0.05).

PSM analysis indicated the efficacy and safety results were robust (except for acute rejection). CONCLUSIONS There is no significant
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* 2N, A BESE I R 2o RIS A o LI - 028-
85422965, E-mail:1280170006@qq.com

WSS ) AR W BT G R AR domestic preparation; imported preparation; efficacy; safety;
2. H3:028-85422965, E-mail: binw83@hotmail.com long-term follow-up

c¢-MMF for immunosuppression after kidney transplant.
KEYWORDS mycophenolate mofetil; kidney transplantat;

FEZEE 2020 FEI3EE 108 China Pharmacy 2022 Vol. 33 No. 1C - 1247 -



LA (end-stage renal disease, ESRD) f& 4% Fit
B I B 2R I B, 2B BT B IR R 2 — o Hla i
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KRG A A D ) F-BE

P 4 BR B IR 115 4 21 (Kidney Disease : Impro-
ving Global Outcomes, KDIGO) & A7 (¥ I1fi AR 52 e 45 1
45 VR W R B 1 24 (calcineurin inhibitor, CNI) Bk G411
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capsule, c-MMF ) HAG = & Ayl AR IV FH 2856 A1 75 £
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17 dt-MMF 35 VA 7 0 25 9 R (9 A VR B2 (o) iR U
A 1A (fnwe) 375 B 2R (CL) 1L 245 36 2 - 1) 0] il £ °F 1 7R
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B 28, o IR U7 % B0, B R 4 AR Al [
dt-MMF FllEAE c-MMF A BRI 22 4k FEAR, 25 572
TGt L (P>0.05)" ", SR, H i o H T
MME-+ih 58 54 R +GC B3 75 58 FLE PR MMF 455045 24
PERV G VIS, U Z KRV 25 0 . R, A
ST RAEA KIS REDTERE , 255 MMF+Hth 50 5¢ m] +
GC —Z&R WG 7 %, LA T B dt-MMF Fl i c-MMF
TE'B RS A B TP R T A e e ek B7E 3R
] RS A A T P 2 e R R A o 2 ) S
1 #/REFHE
L1 #MRIK

AT R P s BA A A 7 8 1 (Il IR 1 i -
ChiCTR1800017951) , W5 75 S8 1 DU 1 =4 94 P B
MR S A B 2 D1 2 AL (AL 5 2018 4R 1T (330) ],
PN R AFNHEBRARMES % 201245 1 A 1 H —2014 4
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12 ] 31 H 2E U1 K 2= A6 74 Bs B 232 [l P SR B B A
AREEIREITR . PAFRHEDT : (D) RS TE R
Hil 5 (2) F SR B AT R B 5 ()RR =18 4 5 (4) Syl
il 77 %8 iy MMFHith 50 55 A IS 28 +GC =17 8. HEBRAR
W : (1) 23 EIRA B ; (2) ABO I AR HI 25
5 ) A B W Al s st e 55 R R R 33

R S (8 I ) MIMIF 16l 351, K 99 A BF 95 104 5 A A
FBHE AN d-MMF (B 5 2 F8 0T 7 B i e A ARl 254
BN ), [ 24 M5 H20052083, $iA% 0.25 ) 2H #il c-MMF
(Fidh A Be %, Bl % Gl 2545 IR A 2 1
H20031240, B 0.25 g)4H .
12 RENHTER

o g2 175 TR HE R XU (5 FH e e A e it 240 i e
BREE (RIS 24 B0 7, 17 2% Genzyme Europe B.V.2y
A, [E 25 ES 120150136, #UA% 25 mg/Jfi) | mg/kg, TR
RAEARJGHE 3 R E A E T (R S A 8738, Bt
Novartis Pharma Schweiz AG /A ], T EMHIES S20171040,
FA% 20 mg/Jfi) 20 mg, FAR G R AAGE 4 K™, G
357 %8 MMF+th 78 55 5] +GC =1k )7 %€ : dt-MMF Al
c-MMF (¥4 i F1 AR R & 35 S 227K 1 000 mg, B K 211K,
Wi i A 0 £ AR IO e 2 S U B 3 R 00 S R At e
B ] e (RS i 4435 AR W] &, & /K 2% Asstellas Pharma Co.
Ltd., [ 25 #E5 120150101, #LA% 0.5 mg) BRI 4G 11 IR i
BRI 1.5 mg, BER 2 UK, 22 JE AR fth o 5 ) i 24 9% B E
FTURAE™S 0 W R U JE AR e CHIT YA 3 i 24 e 43 A BR 2
A, E 2 E H33021207, BUA% 5 mg) 1551 2 Ry B IR 5~
10 mg, TR F4E 5 H k.
1.3 #HIEFR
131 AREER AR RS 1.3 5 4R R
HHARR BAYIAEIE R S TEHE TR RV R A%, DU R &
PEHERR RN RS B T RE R WK 2 &A%, Horp, 2k
HEFR SO 72 SR BB REA S 34 B3 LB g 42
Pk R e e v ia T, ke e AN 37 B T B iR
UNRERER (1 oh e iRy, R/ B A 2 I A U S HE
SRR AR SO E BB AR G 2031 H
HEAT R A B 2RV K, B A S A A
Banff A v H 18 MEHE R 2Rz 59 BRARAE , B 4 Th gk
AT UAR , FHE IR A )5 PR3 SO RS AR B D RE S
RO B T REAE IR K 5 e IR HETE S MRS 7 d M
B IREARMKA , T ZE BT AR AT,
1.3.2 LaVEEir e tEIabr iG] 5 4 IR L)
FORAAEMME RS THAL RGO M RGN EEA R
A Horh Y SO B A ARG AER | 2
PREUHE IR 22 W, I 2 BT GR 7 MRR S
AN B S AR g A U AE 5 228 (1 A —— 1l
AINKRED < I/ OB <125% 10 L5 21 4 i - 21 440
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M H%0<4.3x10° L' (3) . <3.8x10"L"'(%) ; 4
D AR <3.5x10°L "™, ML RGEA R FF T
CHE ] RGN = Rie 71 it (1. /b iie o/ = M= 9@/ TR P S =
W R 55 SR GEAM 5PN REFMF . OIS RS
AN R B AR AR R A e 0o | Bl i O S A5
504 RGN RF
14 FitEFE

{8 1 SPSS 25.0 SR X FH A TS F o3BT . 432878
R BRI 18 L 67 | 1 e A R e AT IE A A
5 A IERS AR R X + s 1R , REF A IE S A 1)
KM (P, Prs) iR o 432578 F 21 18] FL AR A 3 B
Fisher i UIME 35 | i 8248 1Rk F A I s R A 36 . 3
2 1 18 ) $F 43 P BE (propensity score matching, PSM)
WEA T A AT, DCBC R 2 A 46 B E AR ) LA
i NNy AN £ R o g 1 ET IS ST S B O W
(human leukocyte antigen, HLA) VT i FIAR R M7 7 =,
ROIVC D25 ZL 0 0,015, K 367K Ea=0.05.
2 H#HR
2.1 WMANBEMELIFE

201241 A 1 H—2014412 A 31 H , fEPUJI] Kefak
PO B B W R AMEH T B B AR 1 TE R R A AR A 731
B, 2efik , IAFRAF A B g A S HEBR AR v i B
666 1] , H:/ dt-MMF 2H 316 1] . c-MMF £ 350 5] (& 1) .
5 ¢-MMF 41 I %8, dt-MMF 20 5 % 109 v o7 4F 18 51 /)
(31.79 % vs. 33.04 % , P=0.002) J& i & H4#2[(57.61 +
9.86)kg vs. (59.48 +10.06) kg, P=0.021] AR Hij B8 &
i B (95.25% vs. 90.86% , P=0.004) , BRILZ M,
POZE G A R R IE S5 LA, 22 R oS
X (P>0.05), #1:1PSM J5,2Lg4 A 474 {5 | %,
dt-MMF 1 Fl c-MMF 2H %% 237 {6i] , Wi 20 58 3 i JE 2R A1
ZHFEFEA (P>0.05) , AR (P=0.981) 45
1 (P=0.927) HIRHFNLENT B 5 H(P=0.504) , 45440
F 1R

Rl MNEBEBENELIFE

Sttt o PSM PSM 5
MY d-MMF4 -MMF4 d-MMF4 -MMF4
il 316 350 37 »
SER/ 6l (%))

Sk 242(76.58) 254(72.57) 176(74.26) 174(1342)

pdid 74(23.42) 96(2743) 61(25.74) 63(26.58)
[ (3 +5)/kg 57.61£9.86' 59.48£10.06 5786+9.76 57784901
M, PY 3179(25.54,38.58)" 33.04(27.04,39.75) 32.55(26.19,39.20) 31.20(26.43,37.60)
HLASECRM(Ps.Ps)]  3(3.3) 3(2,3) 3(3.3) 3(2,3)
R/ 1% ) 301(95.05)° 318(90.86) 203(94.09) 203(94.09)
ST 289(91.46) 290(82.86) 212(89.45) 206(86.92)
IR 12(3.80) 28(8.00) 11(4.64) 1707.17)
BB/ 01/ (%)) (i 3 )

Wik 268(84.81) 316(90.29) 214(9030) 217(91.56)
i 27(8.54) 15(4.29) 1702.17) 10(4.22)
ik 722 6(1.71) 4(1.69) 6(253)
HEMARFIM(Ps, P 408(250,500)  S00(324,500)  500(250,500)  5.00(283,5.00)
min
WEFESEG 11/ (%))

LR & 18(5.70) 31(8.86) 14(91) 1707.17)
ik 5(1.58) 4(114) 3(127) 4(169)
M 5(1.58) 13371) 4(1.69) 7(2.95)
57 4127 3(086) 4(169) 10042)
i 1(032) 4(114) 10042) 20084)

RAUREIEI 0(0) 20057) 0(0) 10042)

a: 5 PSMETHY c-MMF 4 45, P<<0.05
2.2 KHREGMAREIERER
221 HEfFFR AMMFY LB ELERG VENET:,
AR E ARG 3 NIET s c-MMF 4147 1 i & 7E
ARJE VAENSET, A LB EIEARTS SHENET, 3141
TR S ERENG R AT G, PRALEBE MY 1.3 5 AR A7
(451K 100% vs. 99.71% . 99.68% vs. 99.71% .
99.68% vs. 99.43% ) LL#K , 22 R TG 2B X (PHR
1.000) ., #%1:1 PSMJ5, LR # A 1.3 54EAEMFHLL
B, EFIR G F R L (PN 1.000) . 25 RNk 2
PR o
*2 WHEBEREFRKBABAINEREERE R

(%)]
20124 LT 1 H —2014 4 12 J1 31 HAEDUNIR 7474 BR e PR B PSM il PSM i
T B BAARITE R B AR (n=T31) MM (n=316) -MMF(n=350)  d-MMFA(n=237) -MMF4(n=137)
i
14 316(100) 349(99.71) 27(100) 236(99.58)
HLE:;Z;?Z; (n=10) 36 315(99.68) 349(99.71) 236(99.58) 236(99.58)
o Rk (=) St 315(99.68) 48(99.43) 236(99.58) 236(99.58)
s A B NS Fif)T (n=15) THEmES
P M TS A EREIART (n=36) 14 315(99.68) 347(99.14) 237(100) 234(98.73)
36 309097.78) H0097.14) 22(9789) 230(97.5)
A St 34(96.20) 330(9429) 27(95.78) 24(%451)
AAABFTEHTE TR B R AL (n=666) TaEbR S
14 1032) 0(0) 1(042) 0(0)
36 20063) 4(114) 1(042) 4(169)
¢ Jy S 7(222) 10(286) 4(1.69) 9(380)
d-MMEF 2 (n=316) -MMF 4 (n=350) SRR 120380 2(657) 8(338)" 18(759)
BHAMRERKE  20063) 1(09) 2084) 1042)
1 ABFITHR P EBREEZNIFIERE a: 5 PSM S ) c-MMF 41 He¢, P<<0.05
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2.2.2 BHPAEIER I AE BE ARV R N &
R T R d-MMF 20 5B 51 1.3 5 4AE Y
ORI A M & T o-MMF 4 (4 %) 5 99.68% vs.
99.14% . 97.78% vs. 97.14% .96.20% vs. 94.29% ) , {H
2GR R (P43 0.689.,0.600,0.248) . %
1:1 PSM J&, AL F 1 1.3 5 AR IIAA G R HL R, 22
SN TG (P43 0.247,0.559.,0.521) . 4%
BN 2 FR .

2.2.3 ZAVEHER Y dt-MMF 44 12 6 B % k2
PEHE R R (B A%k 3.80% ), -MMF 4147 23 4] f 3%
RAEZHHR R (CEER R 6.5T%) , 227 G2 E
X (P=0.109), ##%1:1 PSM 7, dt-MMF £l 2 3% (1) 2tk
HEFF RO % A R S E KT -MMF 20 (3.38% vs. 7.59% ,
P=0.044), Z5RUNFE 2PN,

2.2.4  MEYEHER N PR E I 1.3 5 S MR
IR (3R 0.32% vs. 0.0.63% vs. 1.14% .2.22%
vs. 2.86% ) LL#K , 22 I TG i B L (P 43 5l R 0.474
0.776.,0.600), % 1:1PSMJ5, FIZLHRHE AT 1.3 5448
HEF SO0 K A2 R A, 22 AR TG4 L (P Ay 3 h
1.000.0.369.0.160) . #5HRUNFE 2 frs .

225 BHBEIREERKE WAHBENBHE D6
FERK A e e FRA A% (0.63% vs. 0.29% ), H AR LS
HE L (P=0.929), #%1:1 PSMJG, PiZH & RS
B D REAEIR YR K A R WA, 252 SRR G2 L (P=
1.000) . Z5RUNE 2R,

2.3 KHMIHTHNREMEIBRER

2.3.1 g JRYLRGEIRNAYT S RN RS,
DU ER I Y R e T, dt-MMF 21 58 2 il g g
FPR B 8% Gy 1 A2 2 3 B IK T o-MMF 4 (43 51 8
38.61% vs. 43.71% .10.13% vs. 11.71% ) ,{H 25 R 58
P2 (P4 0.181.,0.513) . 4% 1:1 PSM i, Wi
] 22 IR TG T2 X (P43l 4 0.265,0.761) . 4%
BIE 3R,

232 IMWARGEARFM  HHEIEZ e il 25y
B H LA R, dt-MMF 26 8835 1l /NI s 20 L 2140 i
D |2 LR 9 e A R T o-MMF 41 (4351
25.63% vs. 23.71% .20.57% vs. 17.14% . 10.44% vs.
10.29% ) , (B 2= R TG 1124 L (P43 5]k 0.556
0.258.0.947) ., #%1:1 PSM J , BH 4 [a] 22 SR ¥ o4t it
2 (P Ay K 0.537.,0.724.,0.323) o 45 B nk 3
FiR o

233 HEREARSFMN RGN A% TR
W) EZEA R E, UIEE RN E W WA BE
5. B T ity B aE RO A2k E R
KR, Z R LG I #E (P45 R 0777,
0.767.1.000,0.877 ,0.876) . % 1:1 PSM J& , A4 (1] 22 5+
IR TG 75 (P45 0.824,1.000,1.000,0.681 .
1.000) . Z5HRNFE 3 FR,
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R 122(3861)
TR 3(10.13)
MRS
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NES
155 64(2025)
el 16(5.
i 20063
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PSM PSM
d-MMFZL(n=316) MMFZ(n=350)  de-MMF4L(n=237) MMF4l(n=237)

107(45.15)
25(1055)

153(43.71) 95(40.08)
41(11.71) 23(9.70)

81(25.63)
65(2057)
33(1044)

83(2371)
60(17.14)
36(10.29)

62(26.16)
46(1941)
25(1055)

68(28.69)
4(18.14)
32(13.50)

BRERR
AR

LINERS
RS R 2(696)"
LA 3

Sl DI 2
e 1003.
BRI 200633
a: 5 PSM AT AY c-MMF 41 4%, P<<0.05

234 DIERGEARFN MG REIEE R I
HLC IS RGEA B EFE . dt-MMEF 41835 AT PR R
K R FE T o-MMF 44 (6.96% vs. 3.43% , P=
0.039) s {H /&4 1:1 PSM J& , 4L IH] 22 5+ oGt i 7 L
(P=0.150) . ULk, P2 FR A 7 0o 5 R I A4 00 JOE
M)A R A, 2 S LG4 L (P44 1.000) ; 4%
1:1 PSM i, WL I) 22 S AR B e e h 22 3 (P 43l ok
0.681,1.000) . ZEHUNZE 3R,
2.3.5 HAMCRR I PR IR K Az 2R R AR
R RERE, ZF TG E (P4 5]k 0.222,
0.982), F%1:1 PSMJ, AL 22 F IR g it22 8 X
(P4351290.399.0.706) . 4594123 s
3 g
3.1 BRES

AHFFE B AR RAEAS A A B 7 B S
B, BT MMF-Hb 78 55 m)+GC —£8 =B 42, A [
77 dt-MMF FE AT c-MMF X 17 7K B #5485 25 70U 10 5%
Wi, FEIXZHT, A 3 /NI R BRI 3T MMF+ER
128 A+GC =HEJT %, %F 90~ 126 191 & B A8 58 5 Bl 1
3~6H, A T E7 dt-MMEF FSEHF c-MMEF 78 5 B i
A5 A B e AR AR T 666 1l
TR B R A R, BT 54, 2 M1 HLE P Rl MM il 1)
Y NFEAS T K Bl U B TR A B A 5, SRR TR
dt-MMF F T B Bt 8 1A B a4t

TERBH AR, AR R I, d-MMF 414
L (5 1.67% ) 5ET O IS , c-MMF 20 JCAE T 95
], P2 ] 22 S 0 ge 127 0 L (P>0.05) ; 4% £ Rk
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L, dt-MMF 4147 4 1) 7 IR HE B B dl /3 (5 4.71% ) 3t
T=, c-MMF 41 JCAE T2 1], W5 41 1) 22 S e ge i 22 7 L
(P>0.05) ; 5K EZ 356 4 "R 98 b i WG 4 J8 3 A A 8 3
100% . TEASHFZEH, 5 A RE U P dt-MMF 4140 A 1 i
BE 5 0.32% )3T, c-MMF A 2 1] & 36T (5
0.57% ), 315 /B H T34 55 FRE il 2 AH DG , W9 2 ] 22 55
TG 2FE L (P>0.05), VA& F, d-MMF 411
c-MMF 41 & A Ar R O B 25 57

FERS R B A7 15 R 7 18T, A0 BRSSO i ok S5
ifi , dt-MMF 4l c-MMF 41 f8 5 1 B 48 B A7 16 R 34
100% 3 28 F R , dt-MMF 20 58 2 A8 A B A9 05
%4 96.50% , c-MMF 20y 97.60% , W 4[] 2% S e 55 11
X (P>0.05), TEAMFEH, PRALEHE B LA S
FETG B 99% |, 5 AE RS B 4415 I TE 95% /2
i, AR 22 S TG E L (P>0.05), LI E®ER
], dt-MMF 41 Fll c-MMF 41 525 (B AH B A7 R TC I
ZE5

SPEHER SN AR TR AT B8 W AAE , 2
A G B ROR P G RAR bR o A RS B
¥ 575, dt-MMF 21 Fl c-MMF 20 f5 35 14 2P EHE i v 2%
4394 5.00% F1 3.33% , W4 10) 25 5 oG 12478 L (P>
0.05) 5 4% £ RUAE " iy BiF 5% v ax 21 % 48 o 7.05%
4.88% , 2 [A] 22 AR o it 27 2 L (P>0.05) ; ik EZ ik
SRS, PR E T 2 EHE R ROV R 2.22% , AR
IR A5 IR , dt-MMF 4 fil c-MMF 4188 1) 2t HE R
FIN 243 5 4 3.80 9% 1 6.57 % , B 4H 6] 22 S L BE 1124 &
X(P>0.05), 5 FiRBFFRAE RAH I
3.2 REMSH

YRS G B IR T W LR N R 22—,
D il 3508 J e A1 PR B R e oy F2 T, aK kAR R A
dt-MMF 4 1 c-MMF 41 f8 35 1 Ml 38 J8& e 2% 43 3l
2.22% FN4.44% , W4 7] 22 S e ge it 2 X (P>0.05) 5
AR |, dt-MMF 411 c-MMF 21 £ 35 1 6 sk e
RO 11.67% F16.67% , Pi4H 18] 22 5 LG5 X
(P>0.05) ; 4% £ JXEE" 3B , dt-MMF 41 fil c-MMF 41 i
YRG5 R 22.40 % F1 24.40 % , B8] 22 57 04
R (P>0.05) . 5 1A 34 WIRE U7 0 5 25 SR A
bl , A 53 Hf S5 38 1 5 AR B e AR AR XL ) , dt-MMF
ZH 1 c-MMF 41 £8 5 il I e ) A 28533 oy 38.61 %
43.71% , PR IEGL 1Y) e HE 203 3 R 10.13% F 11.71%
BRG] 22 X gt 12 2 L (P>0.05) , (/R 8%
YL I B R A AR Jo T A W DU AR S T 1 R E -

TS =SSR E ARG E WA RFfZ— ok
A5 BB R A B IR B 2 DL O R R 2
PRI R S0, AHIFSE 5 AFRE T 45 5 R , d-MMF 21
Fl c-MMF 41 f8 & 19 I8 15 & A % 4 5l ik 20.25% i
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21.14% ,fBEPIAL A 22 R TEge it 2 L (P>0.05) . 3KEE
WS RE , dt-MMF 211 c-MMF 41 28 35 10 1 75 & A %
G3R 2.22% F1 4.44% , WL 6] 22 53 TCGE 4 7 L (P>
0.05) 5 £1 MR % % "4 18 , dt-MMF 21 il c-MMF 41 £ 35 14
JTE A 3R 53 A 3.33 % 110,00 % , LA 1] 22 57 e e
X (P>0.05) ; 4% K RGFERE |, dt-MMF 4 Al
c-MMF 48 RS K L A3 510 1.18 % F1 4.88% , P
YLIH] 2 7 IEGE T 2E R L (P>0.05) . ik 35
BTG R AR IR T AW, X T AR5 TLRE Y5 I )45
L EAS R AU IMT 5C, SR KA T MM 1697 19 28 5 5
WEMMH L RGA RFIE.
3.3 BRMESH
AWIFEIET B R — RGP MHETT )5 5, SRR
FEAS K WA Bl U5 ¥ 3, R B 3B 4T PSM, o8 3 T [ T
dt-MMF FJE B o-MMF (4 LSBT 13 (AR 52475
FAE—E JR BRI« 1 e, S AR BRI S 2R 8L, AR5
FEAE A5 B (AR i it Ao ) ) 812 285 Jm 504 CanAs
R ) A e B SEE 00 MR 2208 R A I i a5t
U, AT AR A HBIRN 5T s TEIE BT AR B R S 3k
IRy 8 R s, TSI AR T DLSE 8 i S ok AR
BB i 1], WIS IH A PSM 43HTT . ASIESY 8245 R de
PR B SR bR , 7E—E R Bl b 1 B F 55
THABREG . U, SREPLX BRUCTHAH L, AR BRI IR 5
AL I REATT FEPEAR X422 , RS A B E: 1 ™A%
(A FIHEBRARAE , B A A0 A TS 1A B RS A AR 3l — 2k
B IHNIRTT Ir 5 (SR MR AR BT T 4 A
f e AL AR I R BT FIOR FIE AT S 22 AR TE S R
SC, R AR PSMARAL T 20 18] (4] b o
4 £5iE
AT LT MMF-+HHlL 58 54 ] +GC =k Ay 410

WG IT 5 38, TR IR B R MR A b B 1 1
dt-MMF FEF c-MMF B 15 5 45 fA 85ctEfnde e of
FEEE R SR, B dt-MMF F15UF c-MMF 7E (i 3 A 7
R M B RS R HEF RO R AR R R AR R, LK
MK FRGE RGOS RS EEA R SRR
)5 0 28 S Y TG T2 08 S0, RUASHIEFE o S i | 7
dt-MMF T 5 B A A J5 S e i 16 7 ) i RAT 2 A
GLVES U c-MMF JCH B 25 5%
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