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Abstract: Quantitative systems pharmacology (QSP) modeling is an emerging computational medicine
approach with growing applications and significance in modern drug development. QSP models are generally
formulated based on multiscale disease mechanisms and drug-target interactions, which makes them capable of
integrating multimodal data from the preclinical and clinical space. This also enables them to generate quantitative
characterization of the dynamic disease progression as well as high-throughput predictions of drug-induced
efficacy and toxicity signals. Therefore, QSP modeling and model-based virtual clinical trials have been widely
implemented to guide drug development, in scenarios such as target identification and assessment, clinical trial
design, evaluation of combination therapy and biomarkers, and personalized medicine. In US and Europe, QSP
modeling has been developing rapidly in the past 10 years and is now an integral part of the model-informed drug

development paradigm; however, in China it is still a nascent field. Here we will present a comprehensive review
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of the recent advancements of QSP and its impact in modern drug development through a number of case studies.

This review will provide guidance for the future drug development efforts and the growth of QSP practice in China.
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T, 8 RG24 % (quantitative systems pharmacology,
QSP) [#T LT 2011 4 £ 56 [H [E 57 T A B 55 e 1) 2
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Figure 1 Applications of quantitative systems pharmacology (QSP) modeling in drug development. Image courtesy of the Cancer Institute

NSW and Wikimedia Commons



-+ 3298 - 2524} Acta Pharmaceutica Sinica 2023, 58(11): 3296-3310

HEHNEN I Z E WA R E T, R E A A
TEATT R Gt M b A 28 RO TR N 8RR QSP TE [E B Al i 818
25 TF R I S B 8L R R R, 3 — B HES) QSP 1 J7 ik
R TE ] 5 HT 245 98 2 1 9 T A L B 7 b R 2%
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FRE T EL 7 THT, A0 0 7 54T £ 38 2 R QSP

b5 5% S Al 7] T FH B4 1 R e ) I8 A A R
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AR TR A B IR B 2 AR AS SE B R, OB I o i
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A T 3 38 AT B 12 245 ) Gn AT 5 9 95 AL AR ELAE FH I
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TRMEFIRAL . B, AR B T e E AL A
[F) 45 245 77 28 B AR J2 T )70 Mg 7 2% DA A 24 i A
TR LE A1 (cytokine release syndrome, CRS) iX —
O A BSOS F A1 R A2 3, IR I8 255 23 i 40 I
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Table 1 Summary of recent industry surveys regarding QSP in drug development. ODE: Ordinary differential equation; PDE: Partial differ-

ential equations; ABM: Agent-based model; RWE: Real world evidence

QSP survey paper Scope of survey Major conclusion
Nijsen et al., 2018, Surveyed 20+ leading (O More than 80% of surveyed companies have started to use QSP modeling in R&D since
CPT:PSP pharma companies in the 2015 or earlier, and 87% of companies consider QSP to play an "important/very important"

Ermakov et al., 2019,
CPT:PSP

Bai et al., 2021,
AAPSJ

Chan et al., 2022,
J PKPD

Lemaire et al., 2022,
Clin Pharmacol Ther

1Q Consortium regarding
application of QSP in
R&D

Surveyed 100+ modelers
in leading pharma
companies regarding the
use of modeling tools and
software

US FDA held a QSP
symposium with ~20
leading pharma
companies, in which
representatives from 8
companies presented R&D
case studies of QSP
Surveyed 88 QSP
modelers from 20+
leading pharma companies
regarding the current
practices of QSP in drug
development

Surveyed 130+ scientists
from leading pharma
companies regarding the
impact of using QSP in
immuno-oncology drug
development

role in R&D;

@ Most companies report that they develop both medium-sized fit-for-purpose QSP models
and large-scale QSP disease platform models; development times of QSP models are
typically 3-12 months, with disease platform models being more demanding in terms of
complexity and time spent.

(D 2/3 of respondents are QSP modelers; a significant portion of surveyed companies
indicate that their QSP teams include 5-10 or 10+ personnels;

@) Top 3 QSP Modeling Software: MATLAB, R, NONMEM;

® Types of QSP Models: primarily ODE-based (95%), followed by statistical (44%),
stochastic (29%), PDE (19%) and ABM (14%).

(D The eight cases presented covered many major disease areas and multiple drug modalities:
in five cases the role of QSP was rated "Good", in another two cases the role of QSP was
rated "Excellent" which means QSP significantly facilitated their clinical development;

@) Current application scenarios of QSP spanned various key stages from pre-clinical to
clinical to post-market evaluation; from the regulatory standpoint, the QSP model building
protocols and the methods of virtual patient generation as well as virtual clinical trials need
further standardization.

(D Over 1/3 of respondents indicate that they primarily develop complex disease platform
models; virtual patients/virtual clinical trials are the most common analyses for QSP models
used in clinical stage;

@ Multimodal preclinical and clinical data are often used during the formulation of QSP
models, but the use of RWE and multi-omics data is uncommon;

® O ver 50% of respondents indicate that their departments or companies never publish QSP
models or never publish the complete model with data.

( Approximately 46% of respondents are QSP modelers, 33% are clinical pharmacologists
(non-QSP), and the remainder includes clinicians, statisticians, pharmacologists, etc;

@) Top 5 drug development questions addressed by QSP: dose/regimen design, combination
strategy evaluation, clinical trial simulation and design, biomarker assessment, patient
stratification;

®) Top 3 challenges of QSP modeling: collection-analysis-sharing of experimental data,
relatively long time required for model building, no uniform standards for model validation
and evaluation of model predictive performance.
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e,

312 BHZ HEEDMANREERKKE 7243
(human epidermal growth factor receptor 3, HER3) #i &
Seribantumab [] 25 #) W & 3L B2, QSP A5 7R 7 L4 A5
BUE 7 T R #5 7 EEAEH . 38 [ Merrimack 2 ] 1)
KA BN AT 4 dL ) HER1-4 {5 5 18 % M & T g 7 —
F BN PE QSP g AT 75122, I i i B A UK A 4y
Hréh &SI I IE 56 7R [ HER3 ZARAEIX — % (5
5 X 2 v I G s o e 24 A I R 245 7 T ) R AR
F» Merrimack 7 & Bl %8 HER3 X — #5 B4 fify 111 A 3 4
SR8 BRI BE4T 7 5 B 47T 44 Seribantumab f & AR 1L,
ik — s Fl RGBT 7y Hr 45 17 SQIC AR T % 2R )
B A LA 502 24 W 75 i 988 Wi PR a3 1) 3 SN2
BRAIE SR RPN N R TN RG RIS
AT 0 BRI LT HE N I PR B 0 RE 25, H A 2%
Elevation Oncology /A i 42 & B /& I 4b T+ Il R 11 By
B (2022 4F1Z 243K FDA B EE WIE), # 1 T9697 B
A NRG1 (B HER3 FCAA) fi i R AR 32 g b G
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QMR L P /R P AL ) (B35 B0 5 B B A L BURs e 1
Uk NG5 250 AT 25 R B AL 25 5, DA
FEHRAEZ T SEEL T 3T MATLAB 54 A5 4k 7 2%
R ERE. ZRITFRILARE T HRER R
T KX — Q0 HT QSP AR A A F8 A K4 P 4 1 b is
TEAE LRI G B Y i GBI R AR
Je PO T g A8 AN [ Al W PR i e AL < 245 R T
WA TT IRVl AR B W 7 1% 55 B A 1), Popel
AR E T4 1 B8 G 2 QSP AT 5 5 6] il ABM

(agent-based model) 1% fill & B, 1) F 56 L % Y, IR AE
TF 5 R RSO DRE 1 e IR i L 2L 2 AR R R 1R A R
SEIRHHE . X R BV W A S A K IR
95 A R T T S o I B QSP B AL & iR TR 7
ZEM H LN Z AR 4 FE 1 St e B T QSP Al G 40
R O PR 56 1 A 9 2 A 7R AR 29 0t R A 1
B E AR AT 5.

T LE [R] — B 0, K3 — 2 24 4 o /5 B 38t 3 6
]\ Certara A 7 S 2y 4y % N T KR E WK 06 FH T JF
R IR e RE 5 THT 1Y) QSP AR Y S & AR FU 4 A
FEUA ] T R R RUCRT B R % AE L, B b A
2l 3 T PRI T R AR R R 2 IR R AT K
1, BN R 015 B ReE HIRRSE — 4 25 X
T2 AU ) 45 4 O AR N DL L AE 5 R 2 i QSP 3
77 1 B A BRI SE HAR SE 7 6
3.2 MERITHER

1% 53 K G BT JR K M BRI (Alzheimer's
disease, AD) I 5T L B3 AT /41 o
320 EfHl— 3k E XA 4 (Abbvie) & H 1
Clausznitzer & "VERXT AD 1 B V€ K3 A 2 1 LS5 ML
R T — AN A 2R R R I 2R = e E
QSP AR, Ff T 4528 o B AR 17 JE [ R 3 T ) A
W 2R S 5 UE R B B B ) KB . Clausznitzer
iz TR NF AD BB 19 2 AN I R $E BR A LA
PR AN S& B 25 W 1 I IR 6 T B0HE 0 B Y AT TR
e, Ht— i Y BT 1 RE € /N g 1IN )
A-971432 1 25 55 g AQ U 8 % T VAR R OB Y A —
SIPRS5 (sphingosine-1-phosphate receptor 5) X i€ ¥ ¥
EATERR S . B2 R SR 1%/ N T EEhflRe
ZOACAT ] 0 PN o 8 TR b AN E K R R IR R AR, (RIS A
SRR N B A WA RS E I SIP (B &I -1-5 1K)
(7K BA B ASEADL 25 SR 35145 3] 17 /)N B SIEB6 PR ) B 56
% TARREZR T AD 259t 5t f QSP A AL AE Fr i pl fR
B E DA B HE B I PR 3 A0 7 THI (R 98 76 S
322 RBIZ  FE S AD 1 B UE MR R E Y R i
iz, 2 IR 28 on [R) A 2 1 QSP I 7L 7 kb g 1 A
AL & . 7E Ramakrishnan 2517 & 1) QSP A R vfr |
WAL EAVVELIRE IR T Ve Ry i 2 1 AR 7 A BT j
K SR AR B T2 BVE oy 1 £ 4 St 46 T8 OB B 1) 5 B 0
T, PA L% BUE R i B L AE B R AN R (1 s . i —
1% T % 57 APOE4 #5717 AD B3 DL & E
#541 AD B BRE B R 0L, R E L T 2 A
BUEMFESE A PR (BL¥E L 2 | B 11 Crenezumab Al
Gantenerumab A JAth 5% 5+ X 57 7= i 55 3L 11 DU AN B 91
TESLBR AD I AR5 & TR 9T 45 R .
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BEXE[RIFE IR 57 0] 7, 26 [H Applied Biomath 23 ]
WIF R T HAUAEZL (1) QSP AL F- 5™ JRFEIL T £
A BUER FE R B HLIA T B 1 B O T B-or
AN G = AN T 2 BAE LR IF BB T 3
I R IE 25 . LA B> QSP A Y I 4k H T 8 & vF
i 5] AD 5 175 1 F& F1 25 W0 97 R 9 AR AN TR A F AL
i, DA R 38 ek e e 190 A B ABE A0 3k 1T 1 v B g A A
BB PR AR o
323 ZEHI= B (Biogen) 7F 3 AD ¥ 2 Adu-
canumab [ & 3L F2 Hh R AEIE B T QSP 2 A AN Tl
V. Lin ZWF K A9 QSP M 78 /5 %5 7 B id AH 2%
TR BB, 25 1R AD AL AT B2 44, I MIE 9T I AR A B
RS FAR N bR WK IR TT 5 B8 I A0 s 8 259
R PE S m DA 22 B 4 BE AT T AR AR 1
FARAL, 33— 25312 H T Aducanumab f 5 B 115 K BF
FOBHR IS UE T AL LE SIS TN 259036 97 BCR J7 TH
Ae. 7ERLFHIZ ST, Lin %6 R 1% R 7L BT HE P4 7
D55 B -T7 BN A 2% 7 P SVPAS AN [R] 1 PR 25 24 77 = %
J7 RETT WA AT

I 4h, #E Aducanumab Y FDA 3¢ ## I PR 24 H 5 %
AR, A R A R B 7 E AR . B
Aducanumab ] 9 T T I AR 305 (301 #1302 5 5%) Hh
LRI AE O J& 45 R DA K 2020 SEiZ 25 B IF B RE R
IR B ), 2B 2 — T A FDA I R 25 32 o 1F
Pz H BA B FF Bk AT 1 290097 o ke i, B IR &
301 FI A M 5T 45 B (Aducanumab J7 30N 5 22 57 2%
L) 1% 25 W) 1) B 9297 2K, 15 Aducanumab 7E 302 Fff
FUH IR AR B M 25 SR T e . [ gzl iR,
5N 52 N Aducanumab 4 5€ B 1 1Ifs PRI 52 0 [ 1L 4
22 R R 2H 1R 7 25 0HE 5 44 R 302 BF 58 1 8 T AE 224
DA b H5 4 B AL 23 TG 22 1 0L 22 TR 700 A ARG 1) 2 LR v 7
2, LG HE=AFE U ) S SRR A Y
ANAS TR I PR 28 i 504 1 2 4t b, J8 0 K& 1 ) R B
AEEADL T A5 A 246 i L 302 AJF 5 H Hh B A {1 3 1tk &5 SR 1)
MER/NT T 02—, FF 37 301 BF SR i B MR &5 2R A
A RE S IR T T AR T A R = AL B R (G
TH22 2 RER), I A2 UE B T 259 00 A Rubk, 3¢
454 Aducanumab 1) 8 308 R T I LR G T A
PAREAR B U ¥ FF 52 08 B bR I 550 25 W0 10 25 25 03 #r
N FEZ A ISR AE T AR,

3.3 LIESKEMERR

331 EfHl— #FEH (Pfizer) 75 2008 F §i )5 2
GPR119 (G protein-coupled receptor 119) iX — ¥ /&5 JF
RAEERT 2 AU R R 254 . GPR119 78 4 1) B A
9 W PR A B A EE ORI T I B R A GRS TR

EAFEREEE N T RE NG A BT T %85S
BN R SR, R O S5 F = i 7E 1
PRI6 R IR — B T R 7, GPR119 B 55 (1) A il 24 1
5 B BORA € M. BRIk, D 1 o 0 700 3 AE 1t
GPR 119 #3071 B PR IT M A Jia B2 PRI K 1K)
PR PR SR AKHE, M G (0 A RN SR X 2 ZRO0E R 1) AR
5 FEAL I DA K GPR119 At 22 N SCIRHE i SR 7
290 A AL R 8 T — AN A T Y QSP AL P
G B 5 78 2 T A ) R 0L A B AR R, BN R
T HE P F000 PE Al T FEAE G Y GPR119 B3l 771 % be 3 Atk
o ETTAS FEINLH 259 (R AE A BT, SCZERAR) fERE
i A 3 B A 20 8 1 T ) RO, e IR A B LT
AL PUAS HIVT 1-F HBE IR ZE IR K . 2564
23007 TH) 1Y) B AT T Ko FLAR A 47 B, a2 I
e sg M B4 1k T HAE W GPR119 34 8h 71 0 B A i PR I
Rt MAEESMLFEF, BE 2 KA AaREmeE .
B == 3 05 S E GPR119 $E 5 b PR T 9 PR X
55 357 DR 2880 FH A JR T B o AR, ANTHT BIE TR B 2 ]
SRR IR P RN IR B 1, G B S B e S ) A B
B 2 ) B G 7 AE GPRI119 35X — B 45 F 1 oK 8 0 80 &
N,

() B A5 W PR3 038, 76 M il 28 W] %) o — B
£ Bl SGLT2 (sodium-glucose cotransporter-2) I i 7
Ertugliflozin [ & i #2 i, st N iz A 17 2548
) QSP A A5 A i 40 R 158 40 B 56 F Bt HTHE PRt Ay
A IR T R R 3, AR ENIE T
FET /10 3R W R B 1) 7 2 A4 3 DL Sz 245 W 1) e ¢
t'l:ﬁ‘[48,49]0
332 RfHI= 2 [ If i %2 55 PCSK9 (proprotein
convertase subtilisin/kexin 9), %% i# 3F (Sanofi) 5 4
JG (regeneron) 7E H PCSK9 ¥ §i Alirocumab ] Ik & FF
RIS, MR I T — AN R AR B QSP R A,
FH T T B A R D A0 R0 F000 B0 245 J2 AH G YR 9T I R 2%
PO AZBR N R G HL AR TR [ B R 4 B
FIARH A S B BB B O FE . AR T A %
TH I A ARSR R R LR R, WAL AT IO T AN [ 24
W5 69T ) (G445 Alirocumab, fhyT 28259y, T3
2], Ezetimibe) fIC % B2 I8 2 14 H 8] B 1 R B R0CR, A
K NI BE R KN o 12 AR Y K B 5 SR AR AT R
12 N T B I 2R 25 B IR B Z PR VAR SR & 9T
EHIR R E AW R 3% 5%, 1 Alirocumab 122015 5
BN SR BT PCSK9 B fs

[ RE £ %5 PCSKO #E A5, B i F1 B (AstraZeneca) [
RN GIZEH T —AN/NY ) QSP A, 4R T
I 77 B R ] B ) A 5 AR T DL B PCSKO XK %5 FE A
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BEZAIAE R, iZA R G T R 25 iE 9T AR
3, RIEF X PCSKO (1) #7144 il siRNA (small interfering
RNA), Jfiz f 7 L ih 5 Fp#e [ PCSK 254911+ 4 41
PRARES 48 3047 1 B ALAE 2 S MR A LA . W
FN G B E %A RS T PCSK9 1 Btk 5
SIRNA P A [l A5 U7 v 7 v FIEL ] eE 1 7 1D ()7 28K
Z 5, I45 H PCSK9 siRNA 254 75 15 £ 90% LA L)
B STAM ) R IT BE LI BRI 7 2R
333 Rfl= HOLH RS, REERTRFER
Melissa Hallow B @ 2 #4) 28 T 1 A% 58 22 1 QSP & 1Y
F T8 AR P9 1 100 R 428 5 F A TSP 4 i Y
MALE R E A EREE T OB REMZ M0 E
K, U5 M R B T A5 A B PR 9 e R R A O
R R B TP AN R RS T R -
I 9K 2 -BE [ B R 45 8 Bk S TR 2%, 3R 1T M 24 0
B VPN o M B AR TR T R BEARRRAE I R AR AR
WIRR 2 DA S TR0 245 ) K BT A S R it T B B A A B
PG EHESNERSRAE RS, ZR A 2 K
B 25 4 F T 58 2 VPG A [R) 82 ) 245 9 —— L B 7 ) g 11
SGLT2 #1571 Dapagliflozin™* 1 5, FH i1l 24 f1 '8 2 01 /]
7 TAK-272 54 75 I P b 5ok ifi i 38 45 RO B AR 37 1)
B, TR T I RS2 R H QSP A Y AR
o002 AN
34 BUHRREEER
3401 RBI—  EFXTEERGX — G RGRIFR RS E
TG PR (1) 25 0 I, DR 2 o [T BA i Bk A
T ARG Z B S 2GR T PR T & . 1%
G (1) BB 2 R 1A B i 5 2 1 R 1) QSP B
. Gadkar S5 2 FIHLE 1 QSP AL A ik 20 2H
W My R =T 2L R % I A P 4 AR 4 i R 3
P DA S TL-13 Pk JIL-5 Pk JIL-4Ra i . TSLP Hiik
FVIL-33 HUAAR 1 PRI 97 B0 AT 7 1 20 0 455 20 A v
HI0AE . HF 70 {1138 B 1A% Y 0t 56 PR 22 7 7E A1 S T2
(BPIL-33 52 4) FrAR AT 7 I RIT 200, i 25 &
3 MR FIOIAE 5 11 PR S &5 SR 22 18] i 22, 32 T
ST2 i #% 75 25 B 1 2 B 58 RE 14 P22 g AL 1) 22 #h ml FL A 3L
by 5 e 3 1 E FE IR B BEAE

ARG H P JAK (Janus kinase) #1751 ft) FF
K, FE R 28 70 ] BAAE 1% QSP R BY () _E i YRR E T — A
FEF AWM AR A, TR 2R
Ji ) it 2 i B IR AR Dy QSP LAY I B A N, T
QSP 1% B[] G 22 ity 2 9 13F Jig 75 HH 110 5 004t it 1 49
o JU) T A SR B 20 i N HE NS Ui I SO TR AR T 2R
AL, N8 JE A B H I FEVL (— 8 F 1S58
FIFVC (H AIfiiG &) St e br. 2%, QSP 15 A 4

HH ) AR B AR AR (R ) A AL R IR S R bR L R AE
FEBRMNENT — DGk it R R, T A
i S5 AR I RS T AR N B 22 . R, DA RS
Z B 20 4y I DRASLADL T & mT 5 B Iy 1 20 5 I IR
RIGAE 2 A R BE 248 bR AN 28 5T 1 S Skox Sk i &
A B AR, T S Bl e A5 Y A AU, 4 T 24 4 1) D B 1 I
P AT PR A5G 1 1
342 RHBIZ RGBT 2 H W g R
i, BERARE KRB AT RTZ . BAETRER, £
5 5 - 11 QSP E2 A% iR 45 /A 7] 2 — Entelos (J& # & FF)
i OB R IZ 5 T K T 0 N &R S 1t QSP AR A S
B % GG FERS 7 OG22 R
HEHELELN, LS50 R RAE KRB TLHFA
[F5) &4 A A1 R 5 0 L S L T 48 B s P 2 4 A
YR AR IR A SRR E RN T R
FRASRI 259 77 5271 (I PR B8 35 7 2588 e o7, 1 A Y
TEE AR PE G TT 283097 5 T i Tl 14 g, it — P &
A5 BT 7 B I IR 5 T AR NI LR B R R
AR B )G R B A |l (Merck) H T PRA I
T A [ 240 R R4 D 288 R A D1 8 9 0 o e AR
VbR SR ATATPERY S A ST N LR T DL QSP AR ALY
120 44 AR 28 G P 51T R R 0L AR 3, R AEAR
PB4 Ja Pk B SR R g™ B S e AN
HIPEAN DY 43 i 2 /N2, B i i a9 4 e 0L AR o R
WItERIE B2 R o B E A E 5 H 7 AP
SR (7SvieRa =)k i/ B (1) =R i v < WKl TR YA
FR) B8 3 DA B H s B D B8 AE T CXCL13 AT ANG2 (B34
BERAG I bR B ) X X 7B i o R SE B
P 2K 7, UL B AE VAR S5 2 X 1 DG 4 R
IO 105 1 IR BK, N JE SEAH R 2 M ST AR At T
PR
343 RHI= IMERGERARERGIE RGN EE
R4y, HILAEZ P B R 5w I Rk B R e 4y
HE A B SeRME R G I AE T 2 ST
iy, B2 K B 5 (GSK) A ) #Y Bansal P & 7 —A4
RO QSP LAY, VEANFEIAR T AR M S 41 2%
THAMA RS 5 BOE P R R 2 A TR 1.
Bansal 551 2 U0, 7 LM B AR S 95 v T
R AME A 2 R BT S 8 4 F EAME R G KL, I
BV B A PP T T BUAMA R G 2 AN [FHE AU
WEAEIRIT ROR, DAL 52 7 0 R 251096 97 W48 /)N
I3 RR G 250 00 SR R RCR Pl 75 18 21 (1) 45 & 5%
MG ARG AR EE R BER, NIRRT
QSP 1 AL AE 18 T2 UG PR AT HE AL A PEAS 259 I
PRATAT 156 J7 T (R A 18
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351 RBI— MR F Y Rao ZE B ifil A 1 2
RV 7 R4 38 T — AN 38 T AR BEAL I ¥ QSP B AU H T~ 2k
AT 245550 & PO A R AR A . AL T DU
JUE S B 17 1) B AH 9% 995 2% 8 B (adeno-associated virus 8,
AAV8) A AE KT 3 5 AR5 1, AAVS T 55 5
HZR G W s A i oe, DL T a2 (1) 4 if
JUR 255 [R] (10 e 5 S 03 DA S I 53 AT T PR S5 i
AN A T 70N GRS 560 Hdhs DL S AR B AL if A
KRR YT 25%) Fidanacogene elaparvovec 1) /NEEAS I PR
T 06 BB A 1) S AT T Ak, FRRE— 2B TR T
SRR R B S R 2 R R R AROR R R IR R
HEII LR F KA IA K o R v gt — P4 e
FH T 48 5 FL A BT R 58 1) AAV 5 RGBT 290 I &
EExE AR AR S ) o

352 RBIZ BRI TT MR & — Fh E 2R st A%
P, I R o N AR B- TR () S R IR i R AR R B R
SE7 SNIIRARE -GS B0 Saatc N =& FAR AR TN ]
Sl N R 2 23R 8 B ) S AR B AN D) RefERG . 2§
W 3E 2 B 1) Kaddi 251 S8 8k ] 80 20 it 23 100 R 1) 4 4
B K gm B IT PR 7 — A QSP A, H T 3 HF i ik
24 SAR445136 (I IR IT & o 388 I Bl ] P 3 AR 400 A
A v 21 8 A= ) & AN BR T BL S SAR445136 (A
BLA (B A4 A G o0 28 2 140 366 L 40 B DA 78 40 Rk TR
HI VR 41 2 1 5 B R AT [0, AR A A e R T
PRECIZN-1 i R 12 56 v R0 90 380 1) 580068 97 Ja B9 .
CSL Behring 2 7] ] Zheng 55" 1 41 X i 7] 2L 44 fu 3%
ILAE FRIVE 97 46 3 7 R L QSP ALY JF RN 1 L 41 2
1 Eh B 38 DU S 1) 1F 4 BOp LR, Bl S O AR 2 R
PO M B RS TSR LN TR R R
SGT] BE R M R R VR T AR 2 AR R . LRI
QSP A5 A PR 2 ik 7] 7Y 200 e 3 af i 366 K] 2 2 2 24 W 1)
I BRI B T 0 BN R TR R g AR AR R R T
PSSR ML T E MBI T &

353 EHI= [ Alexion A 7 5 Applied Biomath
] Apgar %V %8 Crigler-Najjar £5 A 1iF [ mRNA 2459
RITFE R T —A QSP LAY, DL SCHFAH OC 7™ il R I PR
5 EH IR AR IR Crigler-Najjar 25 & 1k H
6 R M 1Y) 6 % B I TR i A2 g sk = 512, (R, Apgar 5%
BT B A AL T B ) W T TR B 7% I mRINA
Ji 53 40 KR 24540 ALXIN1540 7644 Y 1) 50 A 5 98 B BT
JUE PR VAT FF 441 B A mRINA (1) R JEORN 7 5%, DA S i 7= B
I4) 6 260 1 T R A FE N B I HE AL R AR T S 30 1Y .
FEN S T K BR R 3R A5 1R S50 e o) 12 2 4047
TR, FEAE N e B T A RS 2577 5N

W AT 2R IR 7K AR AL, AT 2R N AR I PR 6 1 551 2 1
THR L TR SRR
3.6 HPARREFEN
3.6.1 Zf— i Peterson 1 Riggs Z5* 3t [7] FF & 1
B A HE QSP AL AL Iz A A R AR AL 5] 5 25 )
KA (MIDD) 1 (1) 28 L 3 245, AN AE 24 4 g
MBI 291 R A R ¥ T EEAE L, 75 FDA X 254
()2 A VEVEE B 9 OB RLVEAN TR I =4 T
SEPRULSE SR . B AR AR A g LR 55 [ 2 (Amgen)
o ) A BATE T R Fo 44 259 Denosumab B 4 1] 2511 R
I8 15 T 1 — R A R T A R 2 R QSP RS,
FLELE T VRGN A N4 B AR A TR AH S ML,
WAE BWEVE CHIRSR . LEES T HEREZ
Pl AN AN R R SRR AR R R AN
TSR br, A TRl iE MR OE R B A5 A BT
Denosumab % FUIR 55 IR VR IT 5 1B 3% AR A A
PB4 . BR T 1E #E 3) Denosumab I R FF & B2
2010 4 b #8 b k5 1 B AR F A, 1B gl
FAE 2 A AR ORER 2 W) B T R v, n e 3 2 =) 1) 2
JUR R R T R AU I RN — =3 A R IR
BURSZ AR BRI E &,

2014 4, FDA TE 41 %+ 3% [E] NPS Pharmaceuticals 23
A [N ZH IR 55 B 503%™ i Natpara ) _E 17 8 197 b,
T DA b AR BB R LA W PR 45 245 5 G830 AT 10T
i 3 H T B LA 7 1%, Natpara # H T 1697
FHOLR 5% it 2y R 98B i A8 2 wh ARG I e, G 28 58 1)
Il RIS R B 7 25~100 pg B H— IR 145 2575 R FF 5K
LT IS K P A R i, AR BOR R 4 5233 R
TR PRORE R I, DR IR 45 2 T R S N — A
R VP A SVE M E MR B2 — o &P XTIX — A &, FDA
AT DA B A B QSP LAY FEEREAT T b FE A S M
RVIGE J5 L 74 H P IR 1Y) Natpara 25 2, K 3 50 pg
B3 H P IRTE 7 22 0 Re A 280 ) T80 R B DA R K gl e
I BB B IR 5 7K, A B S B R R R 1 A 5 R 2 A
NI R o fe 2838 T8 8 43 BT 45 HA () G Bt 45
1%, FDA 7E 8 T4k & 1 2 5k NPS Pharmaceuticals 3 Jifl
T A, A R TR 45 24 7 A A
M2z 2 PRI R FC o % R BIHE N 2B i s
BLHAA T IR AR 5 2 2 QSP A% 28 3 47 JC B o VP W 3R 1 1
B A, FLXT QSP A ek 4 S 1 FE B kO R AR T BUAR
AL
3.6.2 EHIZ RV SRR 2R
[ LA . AR B A I AE WG B2 i S AR A
MHC 25 & F11 s 358 41 i v A S50 2 3 K 23 e %
J PEVEAL T B, A8 DA D5 VR oA T e E R AR
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FAR NP PUAR (anti-drug antibody, ADA) 7=4= 117K *F
BN 2SR UL R R VG TT PR HUAR 25 W7 245 25007 TH (1) 5K
Prezm o DAk, 25 T AL QSP A5 1Y 1 7 Ak 77 V5 4
HB WA o 1) TR R TR 1 2 e SR AR VT
P FIGE R ADA 7KL 45 37 57 [l S8 B H H Ar,
B VE R A 7] 1) Chen I T — AN & 2 R
FENLH 1 QSP AR AY, FLIh 56 1 A4 G % R 25 Hh By 2R 48
FfL VB 2 6 T 200 R 2 240 i ) 4 388 B L A O L BT
Ji 53 AU ADA 43k, BL IR IT PR BT R ADA 1Y
N A NG & BAR S O R . B T B AT 55 1
Tz WL, A0 H A i e 2 4 o £ ADA
WRPE VR IT TEPUAR IR BE L JB 35 B4R 1) ADA B 1t 26 45
SE T AR AR I T 5 I RIS H e 47 BB LU
2017 4, Certara 2~ 7] 72 3K Bk & 20 X WK SR M1 44 2 4
BT T S SR QSP AR BB FUBK B, B AE T K IE
(10 AT 35 FE I AR B B 14 P DK 2 88 I P TR0 - 5 R
T, Certara 24 ] (Y 0F 75 N it — B #1 € 1 Chen %%
ABE Y o OCT A VR G 2 ) AR BL A, RN T AR
TR N o A 1) A B 25 A3 ) % PBPK B (R
Symeyp®“ T &), ULt — DA ARG TR %
F LA O 1) S P SR HHE , 045 A [5) 4044 245 4 i %oF
SRR AN S  sh W S o Al AR E6 E s . H al, 29F
&) QSP - & (B Certara ) IG Simulator) S28 1 %
NFFE IR IT VEBUAR 25 W60 B2 PR 992 R A A= (5 6
ST DA B A A 2 B S 06 4 R, B AT H I PR AR
PR ZZ5 W) 5] B I (E ADA R 157K 722 46 \PK B
FTADA FHPEZRSETN, 3F O A+ RA S EHUA L)
(s A5 3] T I0E", % QSPF & T 2022 44 FDA
513k F T ORI A DR 43 1 2 W I A SR BTN
AT XS FEEAT R ERAR AL Lt — S 3R T 06 B8 22 A8 =X
KT 2500 TN e, 04 XURE 7 PR BTAA | S % 20 1l
[l 25
3.6.3 ZHHI=  VEA Y N IE RS #REIE
FH 2 )% 250t e i A2 DA 200G B ER YT, o, K
25N L2 B B - d T 1 BELT DA PP S B
2 vt FHL % Y 22 P 0 B 3T 3 (torsades de pointes, TdP)
VAR O R T K R A% O . SR, A& S VAL
F B A& 7 hERG 18 18 FH ¥ 92 56 PR PR B %5 QT 18]
TR W S5 1) B R S VAR R S B A R
I, FDA T-2013 £ %3k J8 55 T CiPA (comprehensive in
vitro proarthythmia assay) Tl H 71 &ll, & fE & 7. — & b5
TEAL ) AT Rl ML 2RO LR B 2 5 R G h R 5 4
A AR B SIS I B A VRN AR R, (E 1S 25 W R LA AT
DA 5 i 75 I PR B B AT SE R 1Y) TdP o 2R X
S PPk, DT 3 225 490 1) 2 4 A o T A B AN 0 BT

I RIRIET . BTN TR RS T S5 [ R i 5 i e
i1 K % O'Hara 55U R FRIHL 14 00 L0 B 52 Gt A B AR
TR R UE S oy AR, JREEIZ T — A& 120244
IR S (322N 3% 29 AE MR A 5o A 5% 0 T 8 1 T 3
(1) FEL 15 £5 4% A TP AU 73 2088 HEAT T 3@ M B AR
S5, BETE T B AR T AR T R 2 A B T B LA )
HIIEPE TP AR T 70 PRA A vtE . Bl S, 1R A 1R Al
FRAELE— NS 16 A 250 07 B4 S v 45 3 1 3t
B 36 AE, H I AH EE Sk o I R AR AT 20 bs dE R
AEEMSA . 25 b, CiPA FITH BB 57 7 72 DA R 3
BTN 2 BE 15 5T 20 B o3 4O JUL AR i 1Y) SE 58 TAE 78 45
IR T 8 LR A1 5 v ek 0 1 PR BB 3 R A 24 ) A %
TdP K (1 AT AT 17, I [ 8 25 ) B00 A 2R XU 1)
I PR BT 22 B 25 5 DA B A% 388 HE A% O B S N
[ b5 L 55081 i ICH E14/S7B 45 5 J5 ] I 78 4 2R Bl i
BBV AT,

JF R N AR 25 AR ) B LR, T 29 I ek
WM LN O E S — . RERI %
T3 E Oz B T R BT 250 IR VR A, 4
SRR fiAE 52 5 TR0 6 I DR J2 T HE 3P 3 L S £ A
Z AT AAAE B R P vA) . R DA EHER, 22 [ T 2011 4F
JREN T I K E AR 25 R FDA = 7 K& AR
R I H——DILIsim i1l . %1 %) i B0 7 %% 1 F
T DILIsym" 5% B8 {4 (B4 25 [H SimulationsPlus
AF ) —RIE AT LM B R g 4 8-
AR/ oy T 250 PR B PR T~ 2 7% %P &
BB 5% /I8 4 1~ 24900 51 R P 8 P ) ik R A ) 2% D EE R L
i, B T 250 o A S AR 4 A AR i A A RE AR
5 RE 2 A SR B R R A AL B S R 2Rk
1 Thae EVIbR BN o A UL R g% R BN SE TR, 5
At CiPA 158 54 4o 38 Ji7 14 ~F 5 25481, DILIsym ™5 5 ff
FHAS [ /N 43 7 25 W0 0k 7 1 Ak 4 S 56 B8 (6 M 4K
SRR EE PR RV IR A8 R ) DL 25 AR g
YA B AE R N, R — D 45 & PBPK
L DL T AN [F R B4 DL A RN B R 24540 5
R FFEEEFE AR AR AL, WAy TN L R 7 R R E
CL 35, AT R 259 O W R Y 25 PR VP 3 it B B 4
R BT & CE 2 A A R 3 PR S R
HR R HE T EEAE A, I Ok FDA 513 Tt S AN
VRO 29 R PE AL
37 #MEERERIATAY
371 RHl— TEHEREE G 2R Z PR, Certara A
B RO T R A T A T AL QSP AR Y 1 K
5t 8 1 I R AR T 507 %7 5 25T Certara 4 7] &
H B BT S (G simulator) $5 & 1M SR FF #7148 T
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A0 FE mRNA JE TR P05V AAV % 1 1Bk 55 2
AN ERRL R, AT R SRR T /MR TS 5 A
A G 925 2 L ) B AN IR VAR 7 ML, L LA T 4y
HH AR R R B AR B T 40 R S 0 L e /K
) G 928 S5 T bR 35 1] R0 B S PR AR HR AR A I S 4R A
T B B 5 N R B A LE R . TR BT 6 45 BRI K mRNA
1 B mRNA-1273 (Moderna) A1 BNT162b2 (#% Fii/
BioNTech) il /R i 5 #5240, 7, % QSP 5 AL 1 & R S
P B2 Pt FEF0 E) 8% 7 B8 J K e fe A AU RE
SRR N B ARG B, X — T S 8245 3 1 PITCH
WEFIEAET . % QSP ALY &5 N VAN 928 1 11 R i 5%
R DG B ) —— a0 N AR TR B B L LB 2 N SRR
FHEAR P 771 52 T P ) A 5 A TR e e VR 4T
AT RS AR A T RO B R T R, FF s bR
N T 2 A B % w IR R T R

372 REIZ EEALkK A A LEH B W AP
Bamlanivimab H 115 R & A 6135 Mok 8 T 9 5 2 )
B 1R AR IR A oy A 45 RAR T 1 H OB IR )
EEEET . 1200 R S 3 ) E R R A S & BT
PR 5 E A AL, WA R T8 EE R i R 2 L 4 R Py
9 BE ) R BRI A BRLAE T, DL R i AA 2 G R A
BRI . R B AR R 45 IR B JR Bamlanivimab 45 %
700 mg BV AT S IR AL B 1 0 2530 B, T 3k — 2 14
25 257 2 R BB P B R e AN . BRI
A T VR 4T AR 20 215> A1 PBPK A5 %8 ; PBPK #5
T 25 25 771 & 175~500 mg 978 75 I R A ROF =,
RIAZ ) B T 28 38 It 0 2H 23 1) 245 W0k B v 4R AE AR A1
BRI PRI I IC, IR BEH LA b0 LA BN 11 A
PA S PBPK #5 A 1) 73 A7 45 2R, B 2 Bamlanivimab [f) &
UNAR I R 56 K 40 700 mg 7 Al R 4G 77 & . %
HOE IR T W) )5 82T 2021 £ 2 A 3K FDA B 2 H #%
L (Bamlanivimab 5 Etesevimab t H), 1 R 6 97 7
H 2 N 700 mg.

373 RHI= MEHG A F TN G EGEPUH R
BT I 2 W I R g — A & 40 M QSP AL
GUSI ZREANR R T 25 T e R K R E
S PR - G 58 A4 i AR 4 o 44 i DR - () £ A B
J3 BEAH BAE L, DA R bl ik 2 A T 0 Il 4 2345 45 0 4
SiE AH I IR I R A2 b B0 I P2 AR ORI, AL C
A VBEDRIEEEO DS RN R EaEd
AN [] R ASE R I it DR 28 A A A0 B R G 5 1) 22 T AR
PP FAR AR AR A T T S R R S 1 N B A E
ARG (RIS, B0k B RV 8 A 40 s B 2R
TR A5 6 55, AR A B I R 0L 2 2 A m AR v
Hff 86 328 W PR R84 b BT 0 00 31 R B VE . B

WA R BN T 2R8I 9T 29 M AE - LI, £
FEALR S B AE TT A B PSR T VA RN ER e A | 1
NG T HUR R, FIE TR R AR T PR R i 4 o
QSP A5 A= B 1) R 40 58 8 AR R R R I 1R AT 1 A4k
5 2501,

TE M B 2 ) 1) S5 e 24547 Paxlovid ¥ I PR HE 12
AR, QSP AR Y AE 22 AN S B Y A B A A R s
T Paxlovid B X N ARG R FL 5 J5 22 50 U PER 5 2 4]
HI T84Tz . 1F Paxlovid® 5 i [A] 3€ M ” /IR R 3k
FEH, BT FEN G13a F L3R QSP AR A G Ukl PR 1K 462 45
DG B AU IE PR T ——3& 2L 5 R IIRIT 77 vl ok i
Zn AR IR 51 BB A AR B, T 07 206 J5 3% s 2
12 F £ Paxlovid [ 5% 8 ¥ T/IIT 9 i PR R 56 B (EPIC-
HR), H R} 22 1 A R 2645 31 7 IR IR 45 R i) 78 5
BRUER> S, DL g R R T R4 QSP ALY i /Ry
VAL BT e V6 T 29I R R AT 1t 1) el B T AT B A
Mo AR PR 5] T 25 Wt A X 1 B A
4 QSPIUHHIEMNINE RATR SHEEK
41 EPFRLQSPIUHMTEL RIEEL

2019 4E, I AF FDA Wi K 25 B 75 23 % 3 4F 1) Zineh
L BESCIT e T QSP A K . MM JE T Y A
[, Zineh™ Ay QSP X 25 Wit < ¥ F A4 1 3 ik
KR 2 1 R 91 15 3 78 AR B, H 2 MIDD H8 f
B G o HAAE AR SRFREEAL T-FaP EFHI A Rtk
Ao HETESE Kkik H K 245 4 58 QSP 5 kg ULl K 1K
55 I 7T B 8 IR g P KW R NN AR R
BN, VT 2 — 2k 15 5] 24 1> G0 % ity « 7 N 5 it 5 = ] 07 )
REAFHHIQSPHITE A 10 R NI 5 T
2N A N BT 950 ST R 2 R, b H e VR B R
K% 1¥] CRO (contract research organization) 28/ 7] .

QSP B A SR B A S & 75 [a) R EmT 43 9 B R L
ANETH . — 2 40 2R IRAL A0 A RF 2 9 Fh i XS QSP
BRI & o 18T G A 5T R 2 50 A 2 (
SCHER R R S S AL & BB R AL 6 5%, 1@
WAL T2 A T ) 0 A OC A B BEATL A LA S 2 A
YT PR AL, DR A BORTE A 2 AN R 250
% R AR DSB8 1 2 H 5 5R 55, g B &
JEE Wit R AH DR Y R U0 26 3 B AR 30 o R 9L s PR i [
B WUHT R R A R I R B VR TT RN VAR
DA RIS HP O . T 2 oA T
PRAL AR T 5 — () 0 s R AN [R B R VAN RIS X
GMIIT R, PRI AE X —J7 i) BRI 24 Ao 2
EMRKINE. =2 QSPHLA 5 H @B T B Rl & .
QSP 155 7Y 38 i B T T 70 7 RE ATAR ) 2 WL g e, G
TG4 R AT N~ A E P (deterministic) AT fi#
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R ) e A, AT otk G RT3 1 ) ek R
H5E o U 2 [R) R Jo 4 AN B AL 1% ) ABM (agent-based
modeling) FEA5E, LA K 5 1 40 BE 4 o3 (1) A4 7 2 i A 55
HEAT A WLRERLE, M IE B0 B8 22 95205 2 0 AW AR A
(12 REE e e tEE . A SCH A 28 1) B iy QSP 45
B & B —AS QSP 5 2 F HAth 2 155 5= Bk & 1 4R
KRG 7o, QSP LA n] 548 5 ) Hika &
HEAT B S50l T R B bR B 4 o0 A 2 T AR B A
T (surrogate model) H R AR 45 7 T IR R, I
1 5 25 Wit O B K 1 R R T In) 38 AL G QSP AR Y
H5#HRE SR /MER R REA T,
42 QSPHIRFFZERMREN K IEE R EHk L

2020 4F FDA 5Kk H — 2k i B 25 AR B
QSP & i VAN T 18 7 QSP A, H Al & f T I 1) Bk
iR, S N R AT AR AN S = A 5 T
V0 IR 5T 28 B, MR IR 1 5 30 00F, DA S ASE 25 (19 1 PR T
MTERE . B 5%, QSP AR AY L T H A & Fl S8 i - 2454 B
VERLHI R ARE R, B AS [R5 095 /A (] 31 B /AN [ 25
VPRI N A S 550 File RERAKESR, ]
HMEAZ T & PK B PBPK B A — K¢ 471 A K7 & 1) 38 FH 45 1)
B Ak, QSP AR AR ML & A B e, JU
e KA 22 B R QSP R AR AL 1 o 1K B I R 3 5
QSP 1Y (1 55 = J7 VAl (s 5 B A o B Y 1) o F)
W TR REN N R ESE TR, B
X — [, SRR AT RE MR TT SR —, sl
Tl FEFN AR ST QSP B [ Ak AL . SR, %
& B QSP LAY F AR 7 AN B AL 5 1 24 Al ph oK A
SR R, AR W HEAT A T A AT I L [FR1 8% 77 2022 4F
(1) QSP AT Mk VA HIF & 7R X 17% RRE 25 A R om & A TP R

SERERET N 2R I 50% I 2 A R IR A AT

RGBS B AN e 3% 50 BE AR AL py 2571

R TR B 5 36 IE, QSP AL B IR LA 7T H 4w
Z BB R S — -2 BAE R G, HEH
20 B B 2 WL AN I8 B (2B o T4 T e R e Y
BEMSEH). RS, FF AN REE 2R
A] B A A AN AR A Py 25 AH QI R R A FF U DL &
2 A DA ) S A (L A B SR L B S LI R
IS o AT PR AN [R] >R U5 H 4 1) 5T = 0 A 2
PP ) 8, 25 B8 B B — ZHL 9 N 1 B e ) 2 A () B K
SRR R AR R I . AN, QSP R Y A 55 1) A B AR i
S E %, 185 M CLSE I T A 2 85000 m] R ) 8 A
O, T 1% DR 35 2 52 M QSP AR AL T A RIS B . XS
% 00 R, R BRSBTS W S A AT AR,
SRR AOL R AR DL A BT BE AR T ) S 08 = T B AR
MR EFHRHEREMIN TR —. R

1, % & 2] QSP B L 1 2 FE M, Mol N S 75 ik — 2D 4R
T VT H BRI v2 0 AR TR B IE AR o

TEAR 2 1) s PR 00 B8 77 7 T, — Ak BRI A QSP
TR I PR ARG i LI B & 2 s RIT 43 FR bR I IR
RE 77, G B g i PR 56 P ) R BT (B N I R AR
L8 AD AN A T BEVE 7 45 . R QSP AR ZY AH 4
T 5 i 5] PKPD A5 2 78 1 18 % 28 2 A Fa b 16 PR T
T L A B SR LA O A, T A i N e U
2 AT BR 1) T 0 & A & S48 b b BE AL M RN S 0
M5 . TR T RAHE R FNLAR 5 ) 07 18U [
P TF Byl & DL LR AR AR B -
A VP FE AR 18] (1 R R OGRS .

SRS, it — P4 T QSP B AL AE 48 8 24 i
PRAREE 5 B R A E, 525 FATTME B QSP AT Mk B
TE A K B AT B I A Ak 0 B 250 < N7 T — g i — A - 56
IE =R 7 V8 U I AR AR 1 458 5 A X DA B 4 S0k e
HUAL) P o DT, () B 76 D1 0 A5 284 %) T30 12 s 5 2 - A Y
RS AR AR T T 7 B ST T NG — Y m AL bR D
43 QSPHEEMKEZRIFENR

2021 4F, [B 5K 24 B LR 24 BT O
(CDE) & AT 1 {4 #7245 Ifn IR 24 22 22 Wi S+ R 48 5 I
DU, HR R R TR B AT 43 e AR DL R B 4k PKPD.
PBPK A &, fE“HAM AR HE"E R RE L T
QSP H- il L fE Rl 2 A & i iz E AR
AT TR RS, LA, Si A EFH AL FEREE N K
FAT b e B 24 A (1) 28 A e i, BV 7E R P A AR
R A, WA 2> H 2 A A L A 24 B A A A
I HCAR B Az 5 N 5, 75 QSP 77 a] L F A = JU) B8 7 Ak
TR PR . BRI, Wit — % e
{4 PKPD A1 PBPK #5284 56k LA 75 Ml 30 44 1 46 e, ) 28
HHEN F A A N RIEA T4 B & R ZH AN
A R AR T A Sk ARV BE 0, T 1% RE I 7E TT FE QSP
B R B E R, L AT SRS B
iR HE S A CDE T 2020 4F Ji§ & A (R 5] S 11
YR R HR AR T U ST M T e e T L P 24 A
H #f MIDD [ = 2212 FRZS, BRI LUK PKPD #5571
F I IE BT K 3 PBPK AR A 1M 7E QSP 25 4 A7 &b+
{25 WA I A7 AR B AR N A 8= 1 ), LB A A
MIDD (¥ Hi ¥ 7 ) b 55 RS2 Rk [ AR LAl A — 2
=i,

NA i £ 75, H RTRRSE KA E K 2 % QSP A
AT AR RSN, T A ER L % A SR S T I s A
WHHHEAR, FEEER TN FE R BREE
R ROE MG, W H 2 — 1 LT LM E
4 17 Popel U/ ZH 0T JL4E £ A BR 35 2% K il 25 4 lk A
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CRO%iix T +4/4 QSPH LR 5. AT, EANXE
BB AN BB S PR, NA FHRE
EWIN, W IRAES) 5 RAFB L Mk, (BB EMEGE R
ZH 5 QSP 2 AMIfF4E — E MBS M A E R, K
+ QSP AA MR IR IS 8] o 55—, 2%
A AN BN N TR A B AR 4 b HE B QSP 1 U7 VE L TE
E A 2R A v s 5N AT . 5 E, FRATHIES
FE AN IZE 1A% 2k QSP IR AL A 78 7 125t g A v 1 ) JiR
QU 250 R SR PEBT I H AT & I R A SN R AT

HU5: CDE Il PR 24 8 35 = 6 BR 19 o A0 2 i 17 g A 3
Peth TESE .

B & BUAK: BUR 1 B ST SRR R Btk L B RHR
TR, rAEE N2 TR B E 58K,
FIEEASE: T 13 1P T i o R
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