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Challenges and perspectives for the precise and personalized therapies of

triple negative breast carcinoma
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Guangdong Medical University, Zhanjiang 524023, China)

Abstract: Triple negative breast cancer (TNBC) is a highly heterogenous and aggressive subtype of breast
carcinoma, characterized by lack of estrogen receptor (ER), progesterone receptor (PR), and human epidermal
growth factor receptor 2 (HER2). Chemotherapy remains as standard therapeutic regimens for patients with TNBC
due to lack of recognizedly actionable targets. However, treatment resistance, local relapse and metastasis are still
the extreme challenges in clinical practice of TNBC. Recent discoveries from clinical multi-omics and advancement
of clinical trials including proteogenomics, single cell omics and metabolomics lead to the development of novel
therapeutic regimens for TNBC, including combination of chemotherapy or targeting therapies with immune
checkpoint inhibitors. Rapid advancement of cancer molecular subtyping and precision oncology will shed novel
light on the precise and personalized therapies for TNBC. This review summarizes new insights into molecular
subtype and personalized treatment of TNBC.
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homologous recombination deficiency (HRD)
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Atlas, TCGA). vz J& it Kl 1% (Pan-Cancer Atlas). 72
Jeb 4= FE R 2H 43T (Pan-Cancer Analysis of Whole Genomes,
PCAWG) [ 58 B 3L e 22 41 2 KB o A 28 11,
MTNEER A 22, el EHBAY . R
NS B AU 2H 55 7 T IR 7% TNBC AR
T TNBC (1A 2 e e S s A 23 L s gk AT
8, KA TIRIRILER, FERsrita. A3
H456F TNBC 43173 B it g Jo FORS 1 Va8 7 BT SR g gk
ITERIR

1 TNBCHFHE

1.1 TNBCEHEHT FHFE

2012 4F, TCGA iHRI&#R T 3L B 2L
RS R HOE, XU FL 7 825 Bl LR A A,
th 93 {5l TNBC, 5 11% /4. &R ER, Sk
A (luminal A). &% B (luminal B) il HER2" 3| i)
ANFl, %) 80% 1) TNBC f74E TP53 5874, Ak, RBI.
BRCAI. PTEN 1 INPP4B %% 3 8¢ % 2k #£ TNBC
TMIHE Wo 5 WL 3G 2L R 38 MYC. PIK3CA.
CCNEI 1 MDM?2 %5, 0] W, TP53 {5 5 i@ % e 40 o
JE SRS I iR 4% S AE TNBC i o H L, Xtk
OB ALEAR KARFE b5 75 0] 91 5830 00 1 9 e (1) 2
DRI AR S BRSO ARABL, - 478 TNBC B4 2247 R Kl
PRIGYTT S W W] BEAEAERCNARALZ A4 7, an#R RN
TP53 Bl 4, BRCAI. RBI ‘K3, AKT3 it ik,
MYC Ml CCNEI ¥ #5%% . XU FL R A 7R TNBC
FIR A N S8 ] ReAEAE R IR B i &, HoA—
6w B AT R BE m) 25 ) W B 2K 254 . PARP i1
TS LR ) e BEAFAE M

FETH2 DUROAS SRR AT P L i SR 28 i B 1,
BT D 5 1 L e K0T L4y 9 10 ANk, Hod
225 4 (IntCluster4) F1 10 (IntCluster10) 5 PAMS0 43
Ao () 5L R A0 A AL BN &, SRR e AT R
RFE T TNBC 18 WECBRFE. SR, X%
(LRI AN G AR AN A ANE], TR2K 4 RAEE
() PR 2 AN e VAN DU AL, ELAEAG B R 1k
B0 H 32318 fo T 48 il 52 44 (T cell receptor, TCR) J&
R HE, 5 M. 52 10 J JE A 4 i L AR
S A7 15 B SR IR R R A AR A LB, Bl
IR 5q Gt fk %k DL K 8q. 10p. 12p (134 1m0,
[ B 35X — 2H LM o s £R = U TP53. FLG Al FAT
FRNREA, BHEMEE. Mz, PIK3CA Fl AKT %=
B EENT GBI SEE 4 .

TNBC JEAF W 7 RS R 1 A i 72

(R A o iR B8 5 SRR 1) AR RS A TR A5 2 (patient-
derived xenograft, PDX) 2 SL4H M0l 7 5T K I, TNBC
FAFPETRAZ B E g0 Y, TNBC do # HI 3 RAS-
RAF-MEK {5518 g SCHEFL K93, 41 PIK3CA (49%)-
KRAS (32%). BRAF (30%) 1 EGFR (23%) &, f{H
T T IR 0 5 DL SRAR 5 HAR 2 A T S R R 1 T
(RTK) #H3%<3E[K, U1 FGFRI. FGFR2. IGFRI. KIT,
MET. PDGFRA %, S #5hH " 5
TCGA sttt [ H KX} 465 557 % TNBC
AT ZHFEW R Y, KRIL TP53. PIK3CA. KMT2C,
PTEN F7AEH[E TNBC & 5% W, 1M PIK3CA-.
PTEN F1 PIK3R1 5872 H N\ TNBC % W50+ 34+

W C K, HRIE TNBC d TPS3 548 %
BT, 18 90% A . MRAENL A, TNBC 5
KL TP53 p.R248Q #H WL, {HE K TNBC H1
TP53 FAF R E W T LA R4 AT p.HI79R, p.R282W,
p.R248Q. p.Y220C. p.R213X. p.R342X. p.Y163C
Al p.C176Y"", PIK3CA. PIK3RI. RBI 1 PTEN ¥
A FARARARIR A, 78 TP53 9845 W] fE /& TNBC
R34, i B R IK 3 R A R AR AT A
f& TNBC b bg o e 7, Mk, R
ESEINAE 5 % TNBC W5 9% W, 41 MDM2/4.
FGFRI. CCNDI. PDGFRA %, XSy 1 % ¥ %
DURE 5@ % - (1) 4P BAiR4%, 1 CDK4. CDKG6.
CCNDI. CCND2. CCND3. CCNEI 1 AURKA, FAF
4 CDKN2A. CDKN2B 1 RBI F:% ; (2) PI3K/AKT/
mTOR I8 B 5 4 W&, W AKT1. AKT2. AKT3,
PIK3CA. PIK3RI. RAPTOR/RICTOR ¥ ${}: PTEN
DIReZ AN TSCL #WFLRAL 5 (3) K12 44k 8 %
FHCHEER Y 1, 1 EGFR. MET. KIT. FGFRI1/2/4.
IGFIR .KRAS .BRAF/RAF1 ¥ 34 }¢ NF1 #5575 '8,
Hr b, 2 10%~20% 1) TNBC H3 1778 [F 5 41
HFE5 (homologous recombination deficiency, HRD), Tfij
IXLEER [ ] PEA BTG BRCAL/2 W R RAE, X 3%~5%
) 5 2 77 £ BRCAL/2 fh 40 g 2 48 1, CU A 5K,
BRCAI1/2 ¥7 4= Vi) TNBC [F] BE 77 £ HRD, + %[
W45 HRD AH ¢ 43 1 1) 5= [R] 4 Bk 3R W 3 A% 2 1 4% 5
W TS, fn RADS5I. PALB2. ATR. CHKI. CDKI2,
WEEI 1 PLK] 5878 % P20 (A TNBC A& 4 3 8
R AN RE 2 ME (microsatellite instability, MSI),
0.9%~1.53% A% P2, BT HRD A1 MSI 4F, TNBC
R iR 9% A% A 4 (tumor mutational burden, TMB)
H RTRF 745 S R —3, — i 7C I NFEAE(E HRD
(1] TNBC ", 48 fF7E = TMB, (EA)) 5 2k —
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[15,17]

AR RO RS SR 1 B R 2 R4 % (proteo-
genomics) 1 AR N TNBC T i 5 [H 41 2 1F 78 Al oy
TR T BB 6. 454 TCGA %
P, E A S A AR E A R4 AR R
P, TNBC H# WL 5 5 Qe ER KIS (5q) sk 2k
T8 CETN3 F1 SKP1 Z 510 i 7 EGFR (epidermal
growth factor receptor) FiA, [FIEf SKPI EJ:48EIn T
A2 PRI IR BB SRC ¥E 1o i3k — 25 X g AH 5%
B4 5 Rk 347 o i K B, PRKDC Al SPEG
PN [ 7E TNBC H B R 2%, HoH PRKDC
BERR AL AKF 3N, 1% A D AR AR AR iy i 32 R 7
W ATM B2 1. 1 SPEG e /2 & ki kK I 5
FLIRIE AR S B P, DL R xS gt AR I E R A
Jo S DR 20 W T R AR B — B EDAEE 5 kA, BRI
MAP4K4 B FR Ak /K SF 78 B G5 446 g ), o o B 41
1t ARIDIA F7Z W FLRRME T, TRAF2. NCK #HHAE
FH BB (TNIK) 85 B8 10 7K 1 B W 3 &, T TNIK 2
5 WNT {5 58 4% HL7E 45 79 75 A2 v DASE ] fr 42
Mo AR, 4R A E T R s 2
TNBC (5B, X ZMbEA T ES 5 DNA
P 18 52 1) 45 Tl A5 5 38 B Al A D) % (base excision
repair, BER). #ZF R VIER (nucleotide excision repair,
NER). XU5EKiZ41E 5 (double-strand break repair, DSBR).
FBEIT 25 (single-strand break repair, SSBR). |F]
YR H 2H (homologous recombination, HR) A1 A] JE %
1. (Fanconi anemia, FA) jl 1. ixttst B R, TNBC
TR R AR, o] RE AR RE B B 1 S R A A
JEME, T TNBC % K 4H AN Fe € 1 BR 7 5 BRCAL/2
2 DNA Hif518 52 & 2L R 5 AR S50 S B V) AH O 41
2 5 DNA 57312 5 1 & P45 5 38 2% AH 5% 2 1l
PG B2 2B s it Py B A Y, X
SR K TNBC RSHES T $R AL HT IR %

12 HRAFHE

FHASE T mRNA 8 R B 7045 F2% FUIRIE 0 N
FAEIRA: i A58 BVHER2 & 44 (HER2-
enriched). 3 JEE 2 it £ 7Y (basal-like) Al 1E ¥ L AR FE
FA! (normal breast-like)™s i PR LA 48 24k 726
ER. PR. HER2 #l Ki67 (IHC-4) KZ(A] LAIX 2 PA E
5 AP AY . SR, K2 50%~75% ¥ TNBC
HA SRR M B R Y, 4 80% A A7 [ JE SR K
2 o STV R4 L g A = BHPE % A (ER. PR. HER2 [
H), SR IFAERTA I = 93 L e A L 4% R
4 M 45 AE ®7*, Lehmann 25 B 255 % £ 4> TNBC

ESG

e AR (587 B ) AT LR G AT IS, ¥ TNBC
3N T FIEAY - A FEEE AL 1/2 (basal-like 1/2, BL1/
BL2). 7% i35 A (immunomodulatory, IM). [A] 78
Jii 8 (mesenchymal, M). [H] 78 i T4 (mesenchymal
stem-like, MSL) A1 i M #E 3 2% 52 48 f= 24 (luminal
androgen receptor, LAR) 5K 73257 (unstable, UNS).
Fodr, BL1 R 2 F) 48 0 J& 31 8 42 F1 DNA 4545 [ R
T R B R AR U, IR = TPS3 RAZ (92%),
MYC. CDK6. CCNEI. MDM2 ¥ #4, ULJ BRCA2.
PTEN 1 RBI 5 P9, 1 BL2 W0 78 2 3% i /K T
AR 7 I R AR AR 8 2% O3, TR SRS L
PEbRE . IM AL E 5 505 40 i 7 I H 2 08 B
WLHFAE, 1 JAK/STAT. TNF A1 NF-xB i % 5 1L .
S M BRI MSL W 7Y B A AL A4, SR 4E
Y iz sh A b R A BT A (EMT) AH G, {H MSL
V. 28 48 i A K A S 2 DR 3 A A T 5 4 B 22 1A T o 1
HMAESEA . LAR VA AT K 22 s 7Y 7L e e 1
FIKEHRRE, f# ik FOXAl. GATA3. SPDEF
A XBPI %%, &Ry AR BT ER B4, 1M
HIXZE TNBC # £ LL R HE R A : PIK3CA (55%)+
KMT2C (19%). CDHI (13%). NFI (13%) Hl AKTI
(13%)°, % T FE K %A 43 % b TM Al MSL F 7
(1) & ) 2 AT R B s 22 e U2 Vi bk EEL 4 g (T ) A
SR A ST R AR 4, Lehmann 25 B2 1 Ji5 28 72
¥ 7 B TNBC W 2¢ 4% 2t 4 F# (BL1. BL2, M Fi
LAR), H&RIIX L7 8 515 PRATT B R4 %5 U1 A
F. [E A Jiang %5 ©V HR4E 465 i [E A\ TNBC % A
ZHRFAE R J5UR TNBC 73 4 4 A~ mRNA JEAY - 3
AR (LAR), AT AIM). FEJE R G
i) 8 (BLIS) A [a] J5i #F Y (MES). X — /3 # 5
Lehmann 4> 4 — %% X, {E5 Burstein 2 P! 1§
TNBC B S, SAE E#ABL T TNBC Fit
JRAERL (BL1/2) [ AbRe P, (B S ARIL T S 90 N3 Hh
TNBC [{14r THFHIE, W1 PIK3CA @Ei#ii5e3s . Mk b,
IX eI TR A 40 B A & mRNA ik 1% (1) TNBC 4
T AR — e AT bt T % WA TNBC X A6IT 1
SN, & BLI A LAR AUt T4k J7 2 Ik R
ANIE R S SE : BLT XHEASE B AZ BE R AT B N UK,
65.6% I 535 18 2 B 5E 2 22 /i (pathologic complete
response, pCR), 1Y 21.4% [ LAR B4 3 i Bl 258 Y.

£+ mRNA £k i ) TNBC 43 A A7 AE — 5
Jry PR P, T B M 4 A A B B VR AT R A R 2
TNBC ¥4y 215 8. 2018 4F, Karaayvaz 25 P i@
X 6 A~ E TNBC WAL IS 1 500 440 f kAT 5
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A0 RNA JIFe, ESEK 2 U & TNBC iR o 47
TEZ P AY, T H A8 ) 1) 2 4 5 TNBC b b
AL R SR DR 2 % DUECE DA oG, 327 g e o 1k A
FERAN A (1 B PR 3R 1Y 22 S 1 by i R 4H A8 S R )
(A I3 A 3, TNBC H— AR (10 47 R AR U 5 I
B 5 2 Fp R 6T HRPL S B R AR 2 O, IX 2
RINFETR, 8k AT i 4 2R 20 43 BT R N [ B 9 4
Ff R A I AR, A ) s 4 ) 0 A [ 400 i ) B G
HIEE 4R A BEAERH, AN TNBC 1697 He it
2 E S, MHETRANTEIRMEE 2 4R, 5L
VPR AR K TNBC 70 T B L I EE [ 2 —
1.3 fEHIMESE

G2 JE TR B8 A2 b+ KA E 2 — B,
ZWIRR, PR R TNBC Fil)s 545/ %2
KEZ. F I TNBC Bl B A BG 7 Im RS 45
P ST NI i b U A L 22 AN B S T S0 e N
M ffd (iTILs/sTILs), 7] Y500 b 83 %6 97 1 s B, [
B IR S R ) STIL P 435 e 4 (K 190 A+ 5% BT,
— 553 H TNBC [8] )57 AH 5% B 73 Jik [R] P 2 S 20 2
iR Eo~, TNBC o] DL YA A, 2 50k
EE TR (T) R, B4 B) M. EEIRCY) (B)
RUFIAF RS 4= (D) B, MRIBIXLLHFAE, RAAAE 7
H1 I. . STROMAA4 (http://bioconductor.org/packages/
devel/bioc/html/STROMA4.html) 4351 53 #1 AN [F] ;) TNBC
HReE, JHETAIXSEHERE FAHE =00 (K.
HLoED), WP EA B B R BRI — ANV, A
MG AT WA . it —D K, B T
A E W PE 4> TS %2 D BPF o il 5200
K M) TNBC W1 43 71 J5 %8 (TNBC type) AH EE 2,
STROMA4 J7 V£ it 42 1 s i) e s v, i
T 58 MR T BB IR 9T R AR B Xiao & Y
X} 386 11 2 2H %7 TNBC #4052k AT |2 1) o i B[R]
MK, 4 TNBC 70 A=A R A A .
(1) “HpgvbEs” B, RIGRHA ST HR AR S e 4 iR
(2) “HERBPERIE” B, A F SR i,
[A) 57 e S B IR 5 (3) “HsERIE” B, B
e RAN G RA S e A 2 i o A T8 s 3 AT) v A
TCGA %#54 (METABRIC FA%1] ) i 13X — 4 p
BB EA RIFHUSE : BN A, MYCH 14
5 1AM S IR IE A 0%, GRS 2% & SeH
X AR ARy IR A RERT IR T
FEAE N o T A A A R A R AT e < Sae A 1
T i3 T A k. He 25 U9 36T 29 AN G REAE 1 G
9% L DA 2H 15 5 TNBC H#EAT 7325, ¥ TNBC 73N

G 1 IR K 3 N, JRdE
T HAR IR UE 13X Fh o 77 12 AT SE AR A P AL
REfr), $EndET TNBC M) SIZ Rt K e A BT
TNBC E# 1502, LR AR G5 60 97 A R B
82, XF TNBC 1697 HA B Im R E

AR, BEE ML ] (machine learning) A1 A
T fe (artificial intelligence, Al) 7595 ¥ &4 5 Hr
IS, BT BUR 53 #3848 B T e S 855 1 2
() 444 o B 25 (AR AT S A A 5 AT 5 D RE e i
Jea R E) B0 MR R AL, JF P B B A 24 2 2 5
PEAR R RO SR TN TS 4. Keren %5 ™) i@
o 2 S R BURE R TR S A SR () 2 2R
450y, # TNBC 20 N (LRI ). BE (R
55 e A B VR ) AR R (S 95 41 AR 5 ik 9Rd 4 g
FEAEE) oy 8 ) WA, IF HOR X 3 M Al 5 il ja
PG AT, 73 (B 3 Sk 2l 22 45 B AR 2 22 4 ke vl
A B i M7 TNBC (1) N A1 AT S iR 58, A
B 7528 TNBC [/ MEA0 e i6 97, (B4 R5 2000
I PRARSS 35 UE o
14 RHEFHE

Jes 20 FRL A T 4 AR 0 2 MR T KRR AIE 2
— PR E R, EWRE E ISR AN,
211 e #1036 ok A SN B A R A SR X e & (Warburg 2K
7 ), 20 WA U B g R o RO T 4R 4 A
Y& B R B R P A AR, IR RO AL
1 R Ak i A 77 A2 95 PE 4 (reactive oxygen species,
ROS). FE4H 2 BT DA HARWIRRAE, T2l T
Z 50 8 KA AU I — B OGRS e Bl e
FKik, QOIERER RSB s e, W
W IZ 4K 1. 3 5% 4 (glucose transporter 1, 3 or 4,
GLUT-1/3/4). H. 3 % ¥ iz & H (monocarboxylate
transporter, MCT). LRI & (lactate dehydrogenase,
LDH). CLHE N (hexokinase, HK). 2 Al 3l iy
(phospho-fructokinase 1, PFK1). 2 H i R A5 A7 1
(phospho-glycerate mutase, PGM). 4 i & i & i
(pyruvate dehydrogenase, PDK). A i 1 A, & Tl 37 T
(pyruvate dehydrogenase kinase, PDK) Fl1 25 2, Fk % it
(glutaminase 2, GLS2) %8, &8, TNBC H# R4
2t GLUT-1 mRNA 7K}~ B & i T ER 8¢ HER2 [
PR, H5EEWEA . MAM Lt BoR,
i3 GLUT-1 {2 3 TNBC 4 K. Ak,
GLUT-1 3 ¥ F# ik RB1 BH M TNBC 4ii g 5 4E & 0,
It4h, LDHA =i AMPK it %k 5 TNBC ] TNM 7
W AR Ki6T KA S AEAFIN TRV E IR OC, T
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H LDHA F1 AMPK [F] It 1 % i 1) £ 5 61K A2 A7 30
(overall survival, OS) FITCH A= A7 (disease-free survival,
DFS) ¥ 81 &.45%85 . FUM 2, MCT1 i RikfE
TNBC 78R % W, HS5WERAZEY W, wEE
ST, e 4 M e 2 A QA S R SRR 20 1 0 32
Bl IK Bl 5 R R HAS 5l s R R, LR 4
4 K [H 7 A2 4408 % (EGFR). B S H 1 -1a
(hypoxia inducible factor-l1a, HIF-1a). &3 [K c-Myc
AL TP53 55, PROY K 2 Bt lig A s iz i
F#R4& TPS3. HIF-1a F1 c-Mye [RJ#E3ER], 41 GLUTI .
HK2. LDH-A. MCT4. PDK. GLS %, i c-Myc #£
BRIy 14 . TP53 J PI3K J % K # 43 -F R A8 & TNBC
R A DL R AR S N e AR i B — T T
XA SRR, T RBESEBEEMEL
YVEAT N, o — 7 TS R SRR BE, 3
FUM R TR E N T A Th e e, N EROAs
HOE TR T M (T, DhRess B0k, & 240 6]
Jo G R B 4 G 1063 B0 R X A A AR
U ZRFEAIINIR, 2021 4, Hr[E 2% 465 i) TNBC
AT ZH 20 M, K TNBC KER] Lo A = ANEE
AE 1 B AR 3 IE 7 (metabolic-pathway-based subtypes,
MPSs) . (1) MPS1 AL+ 3= BARFAE R BRI & 1R

A PIBK Al RTK-RAS 15 5@ B KB 4> T R4, IR
7 bR L EEA R ER AR . (2) MPS2 Y« DIRESR
FAZTRACUS b7 e 3, A /K1 () HRD 1 BH 2 (1) 5
(Rl 4H 45 DB 0, TS 22, BT LDH 0 i) 551 1
T RER T AT A AR T B U . (3) MPS3 Y .
RAR, HPFEE T MPS1 F1 MPS2 [4FAE, (HALH]
WA SEAIE . A, BFFCORBL, IR A5 A
PR A ) 240 PR RS 53 0 G 92 4 M R s 4 44 40 i 1)
AR g A2 1T USROS T A i AR S sh 2 4k, HAE
TR L FE 52 oo o ve gk . Sy iR I AN 24540 I o7
2 B350 s R B 7R+ TNBC AR & i FE AN
AR AEAE S A M Hp, B R S I J5 44 L R S R A
AR Y e, i L T o A s 2 1 A R R T
TEMR B P o E R e, LHES
Sz, SR EHBE D, Hik, i
LA Uit 2% B AR YR 97 T B G S e A 2T R 40 ) )
ffd I, B4 9 TNBC 5 5K 5 G 97 S g, 18
TNBC i 4 Jfa 55 1) i 48 L 1 7 1A W C5 8 A7 7 v 3
SR, XA TNBC AMEALHE HE IG5 SR8 (1)
Bhiig o

TNBC % Kl 4 4R 5 173 B 90 3t e e 45
1.

1 TNBCEFEHEFHESHFHE

PaES IR BERRRAE B 53193 B4 SR
FE R A 2 5 RASHAE(TCGA) B LGEAS R TP53(p.HI79R. p.R282W. p.R248Q. p.Y220C. [7,10]
FEIE(TCGA) p.R342X. p.Y163CHIp.C176Y)
W ESKKER: RBI. BRCAI. PTENFIINPP4B
WA BIFER . MYC. PIK3CA. CCNEIFIMDM?2
5 DR IE(TCGA) A0 Y [11]
IntClusterd: i W848 LK PIK3CA. AKT
IntCluster10: # WSqHtfAE S, 8q. 10p 12pHu3in, & WLoeAs
LR NTP53. FLGRIEAT
L il WY IEELIN: PIK3CA. KRAS. BRAFFIEGFR (RAS-RAF-MEK [7,12-13]
THE)
W WA BIL I FGFRI. FGFR2. IGFRI. KIT. MET. PDGFRA (%
AT 2 B2 £ 1 )
eIk W WFARTPS3. PIK3CA. KMT2C. PTEN [9]
IF) 5 o £HLA% 2 W WRAERADS . PALB2. ATR. CHKI. CDKI2. WEEIFIPLKI [18-20]
AR R A A 5q. SKPI [23-24]
ARIDIATAG
LS SE Perous) U (mRNAE /) luminal A, luminal B. HER2-enriched. basal-likeflinormal breast-like — [26]
Lehmann/4y 4 BL1/BL2. IM. M. MSL. LAR. UNS [29]
FER LAR. IM. BLIS. MES [9]
GRS (A Ry o) B T#, Bf., Ef, DY [32-33]
G IR B 43 CHRPEVPBET M CIRAAPEIRIE” B e 1Y
AU 2H 5 2o it MPS1%, MPS2%!, MPS3% [52,54-56]
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2 TNBCHEERITIRE
2.1 $BEPI3K/AKTIER

WIHTHTIA, TNBC B #HA7AAE R PIK3CA A%,
T HAE R BL F LAR WA, PIK3CA RA%
MR S, Nk 45% 245 1) TNBC 5 {7 7E PTEN
FI INPP4B %6 3%, #2 7% TNBC H PI3K/AKT/mTOR
55 I R R O L, B )X — S R
Al REfd TNBC H3k25 %, Buparlisib & PI3K 7=
FE ), 1 I RS 7R Buparlisib 22 4= P4 it 52
PR A, Y15 BoRH A PUMoR it B 2020 4E
A A ) Buparlisib 1677 ¥ 8 PE TNBC 11 1l AR 1A%
SR oN, o EF AN IRE, %R PI3K
WO T I Y SR, AR/ T PR
4% (BELLE-4) 1, K ] Buparisib B % & 7 5k &
AR YT CREAEALYT (1) HER2 BH 14 J 3 i 4 el
FevE L B, s L 2R Buparlisib BX 548
2B 0 TNBC 2 1Kok 2 4E 17 19 (progression-
free survival, PFS) 4% %, [fij PIK3CA % 7% 5, PTEN
Bl () B ) R o 3R 25 Y. Tpatasertib & —Fft H,
A9 0 FE BRI AKT i) 35 %, — 50 11 33 LOTUS
I R 156 DA Ipatasertib K& 2542 BEAE R H#2 1% =
PEFLIRRE ) — 29697 TR, 45 3 7R Ipatasertib 1]
PUEK NZH AN HE o A=A, 78 PTEN IR
BEPWRIH RO LR, XA E A SCF AKT
B IR YT = LI A R Y 1R T
A TNBC R Il R 3ES H,  Ipatasertib 5 542 BE Bk A
N HEA R E m, H R Ipatasertib 1] PLAE &
PIK3CA/AKT1/PTEN 25 5 £ [ 2 WLZZ R 2% (objective
remission rate, ORR)'*, Capivasertib & 3 —Fh AKT
PR, — TG RIS 7R, Capivasertib 148
A 5.9 N H ) M2 BAmEZEH 424 H)
Hifi; PFS ZEK:, Capivasertib T2 B H 47 OS N
1914 H, AR 2B A OS 2 12.6 4
H, 3 H % W{E PIK3CA/AKTI1/PTEN 2% S (1] i 3%
1, {§ Fi| Capivasertib 5 PFS 3% 1 3.7~9.3 M H 7,
IBAk, 5 —Fh AKT ik B PEH i 7 MK-2206 .24
1697 % PIK3CA/AKTI 5§ PTEN %% 4% 5, PTEN £ %
{10 B S L e B I IR T RO PR £ — EFRFE |,
X AT BE 2 BT 7E PISK/AKT 38 6 ish B it 1 s 5 vy,
FE TN 5277 B B2 8 m s E AN 2, I Bz
AR IO MR S B, 4 R A 2 Rk
i ', mTOR & PI3K 3B R4 1, HAE TNBC
HH ) e R R B s T AR Y, IR S TE

AR, B R, mTOR $MH 75 5 05 &K%
I BEE B4 b AT TNBC Wil KRG, I H
AE & 2 ) TNBC 20 i 1) A2 K 1, iz s g JLROR
7 #E ) PIBK/ATK/mTOR 3 ¥ i o] 471, (HAS R 4%
S I FIE RIT 285022 UK, 575 B 2 IR IR
W FLPR 208 AL PISK 3 i 40 1) 7R B 5 o Ath 25 036 97
TNBC.

2.2 $B[EsMAPKI&E %

TNBC H MAPK {5 5 i i < 8 7 7 41 BRAF',
KRAS. MEKI/2 RAZBFIZAK (<2%), {H EGFR it
TR E W, [FIE A7 7E MAPK J@ #% 1 £ i 42 K]
TFREZR Y, EGFR i 25K #iE Ras’sMAPK 15
SN, A YN TNBC 1 78 77 88
H AT#E ] EGFR (1 55 BE AR (mAb) S 2 R
087 (TKIs) £E3E4T 11 / A IR AR E6, (E i R B
NI IR A £ SR U0, X — Bl g AT RE 2 BT TNBC
R AR A BUE (S 5 30 B R 0SB RE HoAR
., VAT SR ali B ) EGER 12 5w DA k) it gg 248
AR BRE, — DGR (COLET 5 )
R, HL4EEE R MAPK I8 B 5CHE 4> 7 MEK [0
HIZFE L E JE (Cobimetinib) B — kK& A2 RE VG T IR
K AEC 3G TNBC & 1) A Gk J& £ 47 B (median
progression-free survival, mPFS), {H Cobimetinib &
BN T TNBC 0 20 35 o G0 02 40 i 193 3 7,
B Fix g6 % B, COLET #ff 7¢ /b 3t — 25 Bk & 1
Cobimetinib F1 [ 2 [ 58 A2 B A Bl 55 TN 2k S B vR 7
PD-L1 [ TNBC &5, RERAGHHEHANY
2, AHEEAZEEIG T B BCA {8 A Cobimetinib 475 {5 &
# PFS % ORR #k7i. Cobimetinib + Atezolizumab F1
RT3 B0 ORR, X se 4 IR, BXA
MEK #7707 MG e ia T 41X — MG 1% TNBC
NBEF AT RE A — S Ve, (H R 2L 2 AE
se P, HE B, /0 40% (1) TNBC B#FH 1710
-MYC ¥ 8t RIA P, 1 MYC 5 3Rk 5 MAPK
A HAE R — 0 nes 7 MAPK @ B IE P, 2
BT MM A K. R, 2S5 BEEE R MYC 124
VI AR B , F B AE N SR T MYC
wEAEMTMEZA, I EEEASFkZ /N1
LA 4T ST, Bk iR E
B 1A MY C SR 0] MY C i 655 g A= K U7, R,
1 a] MAPK @ 2% BLVF A B T MYC i Rk 11
TNBC 4K 2017 4, —IUIT a S ARG Bow « 78
IIT MR PESEAIE (NCT02583542) I, RAEHR A
F MEK 1/2 #1171 7] € #; JE (Selumetinib) Al mTORC1/2
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77 Vistusetib A fE U223 ORR, {HIEfLFE TNBC
15 P 25 Al B B, e R e 16 B TR,
BEAh, s R AT 72 R 0, B4 4% H BET (bromodomain
and extraterminal motif, BET) F1 MEK ]iil|55] G81 %%
) MYC 3 %341 TNBC 2E K 77, i 2eilfs PR AT ak
Il PRI 45 R P2R, e S 1A MAPK i #44 7T A
N TNBC A& #ETRTT HE AL 57 I S
2.3 ¥E[EAREEE

TS #5244 (androgen receptor, AR) FH4:f#) TNBC
Je— MR FLIE TR, 2 & Ak TNBC (1 10%-~
15%. Choi &5 ™ %t 492 5] TNBC #4743 #7, AR [H
MWRIEFN17.7%, HNELLZHNESHTER AR
& OS WE A R M4ehs, JEHIGKRE AR . S8,
Wang %5 " 34T () — T Meta 2 B9 N T 13 MR
3£ 2 826 1 TNBC %, 4578 AR FHMEEE L
AR BTk # DFS ® 5, HRFEHEM, $#2n ARE
N TNBC TG e bRADAFAE S8 . — T bR & i
J (Bicalutamide) 547 AR [ £ TNBC # 11 1l /&
RIG IR BRI EIRE, ZARNA RS AR
JT R PE TNBC B3, s H gk (IHC) &
I AR FRIEIELE N 10%, 45 &I mPFS (A 12 .
SR AR $HI FIZRAF VEM 29 WL BN 2%, AL
JiE P FIAZ Y AR AH 8 B8 S - 59— U R g
& J#% (Enzalutamide) [ I IR PR IRIG &5 R Bow - B
F i E M AR BHIE TNBC #2% rh BAT BT
PR3 PR A 52 1 B2, I PR 3R 25 28 (clinical benefit
rate, CBR) Al mPFS 4354 25% #12.9 A~ H . [6i,
AR 111 551 15 B2 B[ LE 47 % (Abiraterone) F13K JE FA 1A
(Prednisone) 15 2| 7 AL &R, 6 4> H B A 3815
20% M CBR, 77 R BRI ke B, R’
AT AR 55 %7 AR B TNBC B A % 75 I
PRIR a6, AHH AT AR S B B I R 48 8, X
a1 /& AR BH M TNBC 1 HAth {5 5 38 % 41 PI3K/
AKT 3 46 FH 5 2 D5 28 A5 RN 40 it J) 390 1 4% S % X LT
o BRI, BRAHRE AR K A S O I B B
RS BH B IR PR 3R 245
2.4 EBEHRDIER

WP RN, 2] 10% [¥] TNBC H#1£4 BRCA1/2
WE 2 %8745 (eBRCAm). BRCA1/2 & [ /& DNA #i15
I 8 2 20 A5 5208 I 1) DGR 1, LS ARG 1 4
DNA #i47 [F) 7 E &2 E (homologous recombination
repair, HRR) 3j A & A= i [ M T A0 6 3 Ath 15 52 WL 1
DAZEFFBE R 4H 52 %M. 77 HRR ) TNBC & R I
R AN A B LR R Y, I e A P ) R

W53 FiR K% 0 55 & I (poly ADP-ribosepolymerase, PARP)
FIHIFR & DNA SUEES 45 25 e A ). 4a2s, e
W RN E AT 25U, T 540 i
WHBH A A AE PR T — T I R 156 25 R 2w,
7t gBRCAm TNBC &5+, 5 ZP{h3E (Docetaxel)
FHEE, ~R4H (carboplatin) fig %k 3 #2 & TNBC [1) 4%
ORR (68% vs. 33.3%, P =0.03) fil PFS (6.8 vs. 4.4
months, P =0.002)™, k&b, 7F TNBC ¥4 B G
ITIEARRIE H, 13T B & T 7 BRCA
FE A IR £ 2848 TNBC [ pCR (61%~65%)"", 2019 4,
— 515 R AJF 4T (OlympiAD) %7, PARP #0171 B 4
M1 F (Olaparib) £ ¥4 J7 BRCA #H ¢ [ # # 1 TNBC
BT 2 AR, NN 35 23 J 5 1 OS Al PFS,
E PR E AR R KA R R
(EMBRACA) % H — it 1 PARP 41 ] 771 il 14 >R iz
(Talazoparib) V& J7 ¥ #6 14 TNBC, g RE /R R
UFI7 0, ABAE KWL 0] f5 RT3 5T 2
2= AN G B, R REUR, i gBRCAm
ff) TNBC &3 X A5 [A] 1) PARP 40111551 7] B A7 AEAS [
S Ri. RGN, ¢eBRCAm & H Fi %% FDA #itift K
181 FH PARP 1111 751 a1 B 57 1 ) 10 o — AR DA B4
i DA By i ) A% 2 (19 PARP #1411 714 5 TNBC AR
J& B IT 259 1E AE I R I PR BT 9T (OlympiA,
NCT02032823). HHE )2, Hilh DNA BE XK
FEN T RedRG, w1 ATR JH Ri#AH S 7+ CHEK
WEEIL. ARUKA. PLKI1 Z1)feEfs, Wl gEs]ie
B & P£ TNBC HRD #f 2 48, IX %8 2§t 32 4 #k
“BRCAness” &%, #ig &, {77 HRD (1) TNBC
A& A DNA #5115 254697 2454 [« PARP i 1] 771 5. 24 B8,
e 23R . — 0 TNBC #r Bha 7 TG R
iR % (BrighTNess trial, NCT02032277) 45 H & 7=,
5 aliff S AZBE ST AR L, PARP 1] 55 4
M JE (Veliparib) Bt 41 B AZ B RESE TNBC &
H I pCR HIFF R, HX—4RHAREFR
WA R A R B BT U P S HRIER 5
— IR R 3 5 (BROCADES3, NCT02163694) 1, i
7~ Veliparib BX& < 81 f 2542 B B {2 {ff gBRCAm
HHFL IR SR A P AR, 7EFEE S HRD
A L 0 e B B0 I R 1K 58 (GeparOLA, NCT027-
89332) , HREAMEAZEEAALL, S BB AI
GEMBEE BRI s & HZAMm 20, HIFRR
JNH B LA pCR 34 P2, X gE BRI, BRCAness
FKAESY T HRD MR A YEEl, FF 4 PARP ]I
WA 25884 T k4, HJ& HRD @ g5
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33%:

HoAt e IR BN 5 SIS < MR B R HARH, %
Wi SRR R, A6 PISK/ATK 3 #4111 771
e G PR A p i) 4 B, (T ERE HRD LA
SN AR B LA TR S S 25 1 e AR RS 15T G
FoR G R A S R LA
2.5 EHEtFREBNIE-ZAYBEMIADC)ETT
FUAARIPC A0 BB M 2454 B A2 1) A e A g e T o
FEIR R e M B R e M 2 AR I 45 R E H AR
EEANR, AR AR A A B N AE I AL
1l e 5 14 24 W0 R TBOMA T s 1045 e % A% i g 4 kA
FH o 24t i 58 T Tt 52K 1 e S P s 2 1 ) 4 2
EPUA - 25Y1B YY) (antibody-drug conjugates, ADC)
FRWZEARZAM. HEIE TNBC i NI ADC
SRR IR R 4R 2R TH BT (trophoblast cell-surface
antigen, Trop2) HIHTIAEERZY) (sacituzumab govitecan).
Trop2 73 17& — RS R B E, XN bR bk
T -1 (epithelial glycoprotein-1). & & HL R 733-
1 (gastrointestinal antigen 733-1). &4 £ HFric -1
(membrane component surface marker-1) B [ J83 41 ¢
55 TE 55 S F -2 (tumor-associated calcium signal
transducer-2), H TACSTD2 (Trop2) 3£ N 4at5. K
Z] 90% ] TNBC iK1k Trop2, #&7/8i1ZE AW #E
& TNBC HJ#E £ . Sacituzumab-govitecan (IMMU-132,
SG; Trodelvy®) & —F#ti[a] TROP2 HLAAEBLH L&
FRATRY) SN-38 FIMERE 254, IfRKIA B, T
Ak 3 (1) %% 7% 7 TNBC &%, IMMU-132 f¥] ORR
i% 30%, mPFS 1 OS 73514 6.0 #1 16.6 N A . 1£ 108
) TNBC &+, H A4k ORR i% 33.3%, mPFS &
KESSANH, EERR RN A BE SR,
HI T3 — R i R 56 #dls . FDA T 2020 4 4
FmsdE e %25 T8 82 TNBC. AMangt, SG
TEME VG 5 HR/HER2™ FL i e A 4 2 30 R 4 19 2%
SO IITHAIG Rt 56 (TROPICS-02, NCT01631552)
IEFEHAT . BRAh, % 40% [ TNBC i R ik B &
H NMB (gpNMB)[ 4 % 41 1t (immunohistochemical,
IHC) = 25% Wfifis bRz 4mfe 1, IePRiEe Bos, &
X% 57T B BB PURI 254 (CDX-011) 7] LAk £ 40%
[ty ORR™, TifE NEEfEi2 & A LIV-1, TREIMILLE
68% I % # £ TNBC v id ik, X% & [ W
ADC (SGNLIV1A) fE# # ¥ TNBC &3 [ HiiE IR
a6 H ™ 2E 25% 1) ORR, mPFS iy 11 4~ H 7. [k,
HE— Pk % TNBC ki H B A A% 1
REA DT, ¥AEBIT ADC #it & it 52 o N R
9128 o

2.6 RERTRERKEIRTT

#43 TNBC & 3 2 A7 75 T 2 Ik 2 40 i
R, FERREEIRTT BN TNBC 7 Kfi v . 2016
4, PD-1 1l 57 Yk & 2 HT (Pembrolizumab, Keytruda)
ity T b MR IRE (KEYNOTE-12) 45 R 2R
PIRAERI 2N 25.9%, FFRET PD-L1 FHYEE K AEG
(] TNBC it y7 MBI R P fEbE 5 10 11 14
Il A 1k 56 (KEYNOTE-086) #ff 471, Pembrolizumab
FLZGTIEAE SRR YT IS B TNBC L PD-L1
FH 4 (1) 3 #2 P TNBC H B H 37 AR o e v
atear s, BN —2E)7 7R P 2020
AT IR R 58 (KEYNOTE-522) 45 R,
£ 51 TNBC 2%, $5% Pembrolizumab BE4 8T
AT () i3 pCR B R &y T 42 52 S5 i 4
AT i R U0, 2018 4F, 7E— T E B £ ot
BENL. XUE « TG RRLS (IMpassion130) iff 58 H,
i) ¥ F1) 2k BT (Atezolizumab, Tecentriq) Bt& &
BAZWENT L A A B B BB — 09T 53
g BAER# F2 E TNBC B3, 45 3 7R Atezolizumab
BEE HE AR PD-L1 [HTE ANBEF 3RS K
PFS, JR7E & JEJGJT (intention-to-treat, ITT) A Al
PD-L1 [FH R £ o A rp W0 2 31 i R 2 o 1%
Bt f5, 2019 A OS ko hr 4 Rk, PD-
L1 FHPEARAS W LT Atezolizumab HX & H 8 %5
K2 BE WG PR IT 2« A5 BBt 58 TNBC i35 1) 47
OS X3 25 N H, RE R EXIEH 2 6] 257
AU, AEAE ] 5T R P4 PD-L1 FH 14 i
1% BB F T A B3 22 7%, #&R1A 5T PD-L1
FH P 28 14 41 i T B 2 TNBC S iayr M E 2 A
br&EW). LA, X CTLA-4 {30157, Ipilimumab
A1 Tremelimumab, 78 FL B 82 b 500k A 24 Bl
G HZIARAAE 248, H Ipilimumab BX& 7L
RHTARIE R TT BB RN, Rk
WA T R 5 SR ) g s UL AR, A
PEAS AT L AHIFIAE TNBC A i N ARV 2 7 6
Mg, 12020 5 9 H A A7 1) IMpassion131 1§ R
%6 (ESMO Virtual Congress 2020. Abstract LBA15)
S5 RN« TNBC B8 2P & Bk Lyt & H E E
KRR P AR RN, 725 B TNBC 74
BiGJ7 (NeoTRIPaPDL1, NCT02620280) H1, R4k
A BB FIER B BTIR AR A BB RN R 2 U R
FDA ¥ 51T 7 £ T IMpassion130 45 B 1 it 3015
B, 3275 BT TNBC SR IT RO M AR 2 . X8,
VFa2 BT AR S e A A s il R A A R AT 24
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YIXt e O S s G 2 5, SEEM, BT
PD-L1 4k, HHT M6k Z BN € 1A £ 4 LSk
DLEEREAM Y E . X AR T ZIR AR R
Eq ISP

#5> TNBC #7124 I PR 73 e i o WAk 2. 1
1 JE&7~ 7 TNBC # W SR 3015 5@ 2, LAAER X
T MR P SR i SO T TE R I R 2 4 551
3 RE

TNBC &A% b i B S5 o PE AR 28 M 1 LR
A, FCEEPRAR Sl S A A, A S S
28 ZAVIMFAE S RS HAR R, HAOA S & e o vk
JLE TNBC Z 45050 K- 740 B C S — e it
F&, B HBAEYF 2R3 @A #E k. (1) TNBC
BRI H 2 Y A A R W e-Mye 31
&, BTEZIWIE D) K BRI AR R, o T G
A SRAF IR L ST A0 53 H AT MR e A 28, DRt ufE DA
SEAMRIEFH AR 75 B X T E TNBC g 374
JFo (2) R HET % 5 8 7 1% 1Y) Lehmann F1 5 H.
73 BFA G WY (Lehmann 73 3208 7 NERY, 5 H 73
TUALHG 4 AN )0, (H I 83 A B AT 7 B %

KA AR TSN LASGIE . (3) FH T 40 i & A ]
J 4R AR AE R A EE 2, in E TNBC e 1
I rp B A G S A A1 A ) e S MR B R, e
N Tl e FE s IR 2 W AT, (B L] i R 58 4 B . (4)
TNBC [ £ Ji 41 J A7 75 5 % 58 BAE FH 3K ) 45 5 W
%, N EROASEILI S e, B AT SR
B L) AT BREE [ B 15 G PR Ao 2 e A0 1) 711 450
7T BAAFAETT JE AN E I, 2 T N2 X
Rio AL, BFXS A AL S R R A% TNBC, i
IR EIT AR HEZ T T T T I AR K Pk bk - 2019 4,
T & FHE N KE 7041 (comprehensive genomic profiling,
CGP) i Il PR X 56 (18 7 3l 40 A1 < 30k 56 ) it
(I-PREDICT, NCT02534675) Jy TNBC # #1247 $2fit
THR T Y . — TS T TNBC §% 5% 414 BRI B
BRIZAAFAER T b/ 11 <=2l AR5 (NCT03805399)
WoR £ TANITT BFE AT, AEAEEEKS
PD-1 HiiiRyay7 4 (C 4 ) Bon AU ORR, fjiX
HBE N R SR R IM AL, bk, BRE P
A AR RIE YT 4H (B 20 ) S A8 3R o 1) [0 B ) 4
B, XA R S I RS R G g A ) 2R AE A £
BRCA1/2 ThREH AL 57 (basal-like immune-suppressed,

w2 EBTNBCHIFT AR IRIAR TR

1BIT I pak /gt EILY BN (57NN vaei - ()7 ST e Thes
AUMPIBK/AKTIER  PI3KZ #H177) Buparlisib I NCT01629615
AKTH) 51 Ipatasertib 11/101 NCT03337724
Capivasertib I NCT03997123
MK-2206 Il NCT01277757

mTORHIi] 7] Everolimus il

S [FIMAPKE % EGFRI1 ¥ 52 B JifA(mAb)  Lapatinib ]
Cetuximab I NCT01097642
MEK #1151 Cobimetinib Il NCT02322814
Selumetinib IIa NCT02583542
S 1] ARG ARFIHIF Bicalutamide 1 NCT03055312
Enzalutamide 11 NCTO01889238
Abiraterone 11 NCT01842321
S0 A HR DA PARPH ] 7 Talazoparib 11 NCT01945775
Olaparib I NCT02000622
Veliparib il NCT02163694
2 Carboplatin 111 NCT00532727

B ADCIRYT ADC Sacituzumab-govitecan s
Glembatumumab Vedotin(CDX-011) il NCT01997333
SGNLIVIA I/1 NCT03424005
S IEYT AL ke = ! halbol Pembrolizumab I NCT02555657
Atezolizumab I NCT04177108
CTLA-4 #0155 Ipilimumab 1 NCT03818685
Tremelimumab I NCT03606967
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H$33%:

* Pembrolizumab PD1/PD \

* Atezolizumab

—
* Sacituzumab- Cell 'Y
govitecan surface
* CDX-011 targets( )

* SGNLIV1A ADC)

* Buparlisib
* |patasertib
* Capivasertib
* MK-2206

* Everolimus

g—

PI3K-

chway /

o

¢ Cobimetinib

MAKP

hway | ¢ Selumetinib

¢ Enzalutamide

* Abiraterone
* Bicalutamide

chway ;

* Talazoparib
* Olaparib
* Veliparib
* Carboplatin

R HATTNBCZ 42415 5, TNBCH 75 im0 FJE A1 515 5@ % £ 22 PIBK-AKIE % . MAPKIE . AREMK . FYHELE
HHE(HRD)EE . PD-1/PD-L 1 B 5 6 41 B 3 TH 57 5 95 43T (TROP2)(F3- 51 A B v g [ B8l 43 ), 6 0k 1 e 3o J6 S o ity

IEAETT FEE W PRABE T (41 70 /N 6 B R T HE P

Ell TNBCE R ERFNES@EE K AR Zhlim R 3E 2t R

BLIS). HoAth 50 24 B A B 1m) 245 49 0 B 8 3 52 Ak 0
77, CDK4/6 7. mTOR #7145 i A &7~
TREAR AR M R, 7 S Athgd B o F R
CGP #i5 F I RIS I W AFAE RIS, BISR53 i
TR B S UL 7 . HIEREER T4 E
B8R0 TR E A AL, ) et ImIR
IS N 2 A SR SR EE R R FRR R T TR
J B F WG R IR 2 7= AR . R Wk, TR R
CGP J37 H (1 i 63 45 11297 1 =& 78 7 I g 2
7 B R o U s g RAROR . Kok
TNBC I R 552 e o AT 75 05 22 41 5 A 5 0 ) IR B
S M, FEARMINA Z R ST
(multi-disciplinary team, MDT) [ [FE, 7850 KAE M
I8 o T2 Wi % 54 B\ (molecular tumor board, MTB)
YEFE, A EEHbIR B AR TNBC 241530, RWZ
X} — g (N-of-One) il i€ ML ST 77 22 5l
R " MG R RBEELZHEART & KA TRk
PIRLA, JEE A RN R R R . B
R, sk dlse, RUWAS ., RgdES. okd

==

[ER)

g d

FEZHY HEFREDL, REEALHT
(¥ TNBC I RSEEAE, JCH AR IR A g 5t
fith b o i DA 56 A e U 2R i ) B SR A
I ACHTE 78 T, RS LAHLAI 4R 3 1 TNBC AMA AL
FEHETZTT A R B Ot
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