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Abstract

With the widespread application of digestive endoscopy, submucosal elevations in the gastrointes-
tinal tract are frequently detected. These lesions vary widely in type, and due to the characteristics
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of the diseases, the inherent limitations of the examination techniques, and differences among phy-
sicians, the identification and differentiation present significant challenges. Especially for gastroin-
testinal stromal tumors (GISTs), which are neoplasms with malignant potential, clinical practice
necessitates accurate prediction of their biological behavior and risk stratification. This serves as
the foundation for formulating individualized treatment plans tailored to each patient. The ad-
vancements in endoscopic ultrasound (EUS) and artificial intelligence (AI) have enabled accurate
diagnosis. This review systematically examines the evolution and clinical utilization of EUS, partic-
ularly its synergistic integration with Al in the diagnostic evaluation of GISTs, and critically explores
both emerging opportunities and persistent challenges in advancing this interdisciplinary ap-
proach.
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1. 518

B kAN B R AR T AL N B R P R UL, RAE BT LR R, BEAE T RIS AL A BE R T
ZNH K EUS BRI R S, SMT Ik 2 8 F M KiE%, St BnEHEREd ria
300 1 A Gk A BT AT A B 1 65 SMT [1]-[3]. 18 Wil T 81 B P A0 i R 22 4, R L9 15 W [ SR
SPHTIUE . AP . R AP A WA B SRR PR AL, B R A R AR S AR R PR AL s S
ROH LI B i TE R 5, e R T B IE Cajal RIBRAML . H ki aE 3 ZAEHALTE R A IR A K
(RIfEE[4], AxERVG I FOR AN BRI 6.8 2 14.5 ], B KRB N E (51%), HKh/MNg
(36%)~ &iMi(7%) FLM(5%) M (1%), B RIF] 2 HBLAE B WIE sk i W R s R 15, B 7R,
ARG 5 F IR AR EAFF N 59.9% [5] BEH IR ALK, HERA ERIGER L, WM R4,
HeR R R, BT AL EUS ERIUMARR . L FEAF | (817 AN 5] | 5 0] 75 X N B AR R AE
SR FFAS R P # R I X EEHFAE, 870 T 702 W RIS Ve 2R B L vy S G R 14 /)~ 1) Jid 8 2 7T gt B
PROEHERE K FRE, ik 1% EE VD2 I SR XIEGn A 582, Hiia T EEE IR, Rl E
2 >2cm; MAEEE <2cm KJCAEIR GIST, Wi A WA KIS A5 5. BFFER ML, B B2 I
B T8 () SR R Re R WERRREYY @ T CT MYsRifi[6]. AHLL CT A1 MRI, SRS NS
FORGHERE LAy 22 T RE 0 B T T 16 SR o e G 2 75 K, (R PR AR AR e R 2 BT 47 i B AR = DT 2
%, FFEEUNEZES, FTREFESHIGE RZ G —brdE, XA ZOUAF7E 122 57 A A AT AN ) [ DT M PR S
e e DU e FE — S0 A TSR [ 7]- (1], DRI HE 2 W o ) e A @ Va7 T R R B OCE . AL
BREARNGIN, @R E st atr, BZRT 7R R L Rk K et Tk
IR 22 AR ST RIS 1 B N TR BE AR A BEAE B T TR R R, AR S ke 75 e N T
BEFEVTAti 15 P 18] 5 88 b 1K) 5 Fo S I PR AT 1 3R Bt S0 28 e Bkl o

2. BEAREEITERARNRS RN

AR, A WA R PG B B RGN R 10 A B S, ERETR A AR/ TR
AP NEBIRIFE L AR A AR S A5 00, R, EUS fERT Je Atk ml e Pk A T G 55 D7 T 2 — Fh
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ShaERG T B B R, AR AN 2018 4 10 F~2020 4E 10 H B i 188 151 1 IR iR e
LB A I FE X T R B 3BT o 0 TR 5 PN Bt S BEAR B2 T 15 [RD TR 1 — B0, R R A
Beiz b 5 18] SUR AERA R IS DR 3R . A N B2 T I TR B8 1) R BURE Ky 88.27%, 57N 65.38%, LT
K 85.11%, BHPETIE A 94.08%, BHYETIMIE F 47.22%, Kappa {4 0.462. 75412 Wi i) & 160 f1,
A& S 28 Bl. FEEWEE Y, WEBER >2em. EFEAEE . FESKEE G LR
E T A G2 B3 (P <0.05). £ 3 Logistic [FIAHT IR, SRR, BIFE5] . B0 N
LI B 1) FURHERA R AT S R R (P < 0.05) [12]. HHAEAE — SRR RIRME, S & ILFITE T
— T A IR FT, 49N T 2008 45 9 H % 2016 4 12 H AR 524 75 N B (EUS) WAL J5 17 W B B i 1
KB AR(ESDYIAIT I 614 15 B B T R (SMTs) 3 . WF 7t Bdls i 72 g 2 Y8 2 VK 7 i, EUS 5
AR g 45 W) SR —BUEIE 91.25%, H A FENUZE . FR T 2 R E A HLZ I I HE 0 A
66.67%- 80.85%F! 94.50%; f{riiEERALE R, EUS S5ARJGHELF ARSI TF &% N 65.99%, HAk
TRt 5 W 6] S5 968 (GIST) AR T8 1 6 70 E 1t 2 582 i (43 79 49 91.85% 11 90.70%), {EUGT -1 JLIRE 1) 45 a1
HE JTAEXT R PR (18.56%), 1T %o o7 JB MR X AU EE A 22 Ik 79.76% [13], FHUL AT WANFIZERE « AN R AL 45
REFERKRZER, THHERKZ.

RS P AR TT LUK 2H 23 RBCE AR T Ak, R0 E PR GG R B2 R S PR T I AR AT
PEJGE B, AR IR I TG AR R S A B T B SMT KIS a2, JLHZ GIST 5 HAth SMT
S, SIah, X HIE SR UG S BOR A PR HEDPAL R 1B . R/ RS IS R
[ FEHFAE, IEREBNA /AT FL M IR A, AT 2 35 4 TH % Gu i 75 P4 B3 (EUS) X 26 T g (SMT) Fé 4 31
RLRE, AR R R R SR B AT S AV AR IR [14]-[17] 0 Bt AR 49 i34 B B i 4 s 1 F) 5
J RS T R 2 ST, SRS RS T SUGER, d#id Giovannini #LPEDEr RS E R
JERRIE, XHEE RS N BLRE 12 A BUR R AT N BE T R RI B R (ESD) BT RIGYT, & DU SR B 22 25 5
WS AT IRAE . B s U S B i2 B BUBEME 76.9% . KRR 75.0%; 1 PR BRG H AR 112
RAE B PRI, BURAE 55 20 513k B 89.7% 1 87.5%, Ik /65 i SE L R K /N s R T 25« P9 s [l 7
MFES FrEMELE, ZRBE SR (P < 0.05), ESZiZH AN H H FUH 4 52k B A7 8 2
R E - KR Logistic [A1 V504145 5, 5k o (B 45 UE SR IF-Aik B 1) o 8 fes B A2 P58 AR a7 XU TR 36 ARG
ROC £k T iR, 1ZFEbr I HIZE N THA(AUC)IA S 0.971, BA W m SRR 2RH 3 HENX 7
G2 5 S 2 A S BRI I, RS U AR P AR S 1 23 IS 1) 86.67% 1 100%,  fi2 L HE A0 S 1) 12 M 1
RE[18]. TEVAYT A, EUS 515 T (545078 AR AE B AR ve 7 i S R iz, AR DR T HAE R 1 B W 1)
JIR(GIST)IRIT RN A, MRS HEH 1+ B IR . A0 R AT AR - A 51 5 N 0N Al & F AR
YBIT B W TE A TR R R s L, AN 24 1S, ot 3 BI( EE 12.5%) TEAR Rl S 51 5 T S AE R AR
(IORFA)J5 4371 16+ 51 #1 95 N H B, {EEALZMRIEIL T HIL TR . Riegit 7 8k 14,
3AEAI 5 AR R EAE R L F] 100%. 94.4%7H1 87.7%; 5 GIST M55H 1 4E. 3 4EAI 5 4EEAEHR 40 5N
100%-. 94.4%7%1 94.4%. tbAh, VR RE OS2 2 5] 7 B IR RCRE,  J3 il 9 HTE B 28 AR i, (R SR X
AIEMRIT G, XL RESR R T B . BT ERBRAS R, fEFE VOV 53T R
THRLAS T 5k M GIST B IR SN S, T~ —Fa AT R 2 RiayTiest. FH, $H
AR S F ARG ATREAAE AN SR, XHEMTER GIST 5l K HAMTIE#AT FARIIT R HIH, %2
DLTE AR IR T R [19]. BRI T RAEBUR K AEE RS, AMRIEUN B F RAREVIFRI GIST, BiF Al
DUKHL EUS 5] S5 50H AR AT B BRGIRIT .

HATIEIR 2l SMT M &bruedh 2 i B A 2%, 5 ERMREAIE, SMT B T2 1 1F 2615 i) e b
VEFE, W RE B PSR 45 iR 2, HIE 2 boring biopsy or bite-on-bite biopsy [20]; 1fi EUS-FNA. EUS-
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FNB JUIfER 73X AN ), HAA A2 — e T B, nT DU I Bl 78 5 P e SR A 24 e [k L
BARGEARRFHREEM, BAmEA. . 7 E. Z4afRFm[21]-[23]. B NEIT9N 54 F &Ik R
JAR A A BEA0L 15 I [ R (1 BB 3, SR AR 5 N B 51 5 T 404 28 Il (EUS-FNA) 45 & 42U B 2% 5 4
S A Y O ARBATIE W T B SRR A 2246 2 AR T2 Wi HERf 2y 85.19%, 7% BH FLAE BH ff kg 1tk
J T I RA B U . AR, BRI GG B R (AR SE . ARG Th e fs E) KBS TG, 3R K
HLL 20 P 2L B R S AR (0 CDA17. DOGL)KGM, FF4h& B IR S IRk
1 SR AFAEIN U BT AR 55 SR SR A AT 22 48 P 255 PN [24] o 7T IR E R T B J& T 013 PR A Vs
[ B R A S 1) 78 0 1 L T s S5 35 Bk Mk, F 9 36 B EUS-FNIALFNB 7E SEL T I HERA 2R TG 32, M 62.0%
3| 93.4% A%, HFE N BT S N A0E TR (EUS-FNA)SKT SMTs [ 2 B % N 59.9%, #7551 S F4it o fl
TR (EUS-FNB)F- AT EUS-FNA 1 LR 2 K % [25]-[27]. RILIX SR AR B2 Wi 2 A AR s it
ARUL R P A B R Y 32 A BIEE T SR FE R IR . 5. IR R A, W 8E 3 a] — Sk
72, WROE S AN TR PSR BT v Jgd 3 i) 7 A A& RTYR 97 7 A — B ML .

3. Bzl FREE kA AT

B TR o8 DR LV TE RS e LR 2, A SCERR AR ST T e AR I . RSS54RItk
PR b 75 BE AR PPN A B B2 0 A 0547 D, AT il s /MR A IR T 77 %6 [28], H RTIE R d U > 2 cm
FIHE GIST HHATFARYIBR, FEXF <2 cm FIERER. %A M XK EUS FRIERI E GIST Bk T 6~12 Ak
Ui, BARTT R TAT R IG IR BE A 2 —FhBkR[29]: B ATIG IR 2 R 4 15 38 8] S5 98 o FE VP A% 1 3 s
e [ 37 AR TR (NIH) 730 R 40 NIH AT Wb v S e 0 Ao BB 76 e (AFIP) XU 73 )2 BE R, L3
1[30]-[33], iXeehpifiilil i AR ER . RO R R EUL B B R m fa N AT X
o2, HAPAERIE £ ZORIE T AR A SO B 208, 75 B A 2 LR uE( IR TR & GIST
VIBRA G 5 RS B TS, FAT AT 75 2 I PRIR EOAR 1 VP A f& o 1 BL R E SR - H AT — 2ot e 55l T4k
[F1] J0 984 P 665 [R] 3R BUARFAE , (R AR TE R — 0

Table 1. Risk classification of primary gastrointestinal stromal tumors after resection (NIH 2008 modified)

#= 1 R&M GIST YIFRAR G E 2 4:(NIH 2008 2 R AR)

a5 Ji IR/ (cm) %ABE (/50 HPF) ¥ 8 dA REHR
AL SE i) <5 B i
fiLfa <2 <5 /3= i
2.1~5 <5 B i
g <5 6~10 = i
5.1~10 <5 B i
<5 <5 /3= &
[ >10 AEAT EAT 2
AEAT >10 FA &
>5 >5 kB 4

2R N [ B 73 A 228 6 7 R 2 2 T AR BRIE S ) 15 18] SR A8 90 i), AR NIH 2008 Fioks & 70
Rfal 37 fIA M2l 63 1, KUK/ PWERIRIFE &R MR TBAS . WAt WIS 5 5
TS METE REAFAE A ORNE TR K/ B TR0 R 4R 28 S B P RO AR SZ T PRI 3K o R AR kR i R A2 15 1)
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IR 1R 28 R M i) ROC fiZk FIHIAR Y 0.901 [34]; F7 55 NSRRI T 3 KE<Pt 286 il 400 B A S e 2 4L,
129 GSTs i3, MARMIE K/ RGOk Ho MR fEH . G2 e bl m e, Bt
MR ZE fE 1 GSTs 4l PR kL K EUS BURHFAE, FHRZE R IFHATHC R FR R 4. BEE ST
BRI, PR R, WESEIE AR L KRGO W P 2 R
SR [ R AR S ME— TR GSTs 1228 fis B 14 4 R M3 2 R 3 [35] . BREE A A Bl Photoshop 14Xt it 75 Py
BT AL B . AR K BE P I R A i el PR R R, R R FE AR AR 22 KA S [l P 38 ) B . Wi 2
TR N 8] 5 R (GIST ) 2H 1A K 5 P 354 5 7 P8 b e i 22 W Sl e T B . E—20 0 R, XA
Tobn 5 B E IR BLAS . 12 R L S SG R By RAFAE KRB . (EIZWIRLRETT T, K BT S50 4B AR B b i
TWMZELE GIST 12 Wi M G K 1tk 20 2 (0 b 28 T T AR (AUC) 20 ilik 1) 0.841. 0.743 A1 0.822. 0.746. iX—4%

R, IRET IR AR FERR R 72 RE A B BB 75 N B R AE 45 L, JF FLYE GIST gy g A
AT R ANME36]. PSR NBFFE A ILLE 15 7] R B e VAl b, MR R R R B R B A
BCE EX L) RIEAFAEEE . AN, [5G 7 55 B B S) . AR B AR KA U R AE
AAESRR B R RS . 2 R it — e sz, B PR KN B A eSS, wktX
Sl P R 22 S DA R N AR T AR 5 S TV AR ) LU AR, 202 A W o 2 P P e AR DG ST FE B R 2, g A4 AR R
B RS RS Tl o B B0 B2 I Ge i 2 R 3, R 18 A UR G T R IR S AR B T AR AL, il s
B X 531 A BB AN [RS8 g 1 1) 58I 1 AUC N 0.877. Jlidk Hosmer-Lemeshow £ 46347 04 0 BE A
%, 153 P=0.539, FIBAEA MR RIF[37]. R BT E NI OB/ A DRF A ZSRER, H
TIARIE R —B3ER.

4, BESWMRE Al LR

N TR REHAR BP0 5 02 B AR ) R Bt 7R At . B AR AR ERARFE T L
RGN R WA A, 38 3 0 S s PR B 2 0 S R R 1) 5 F A 1A« 5 BRI 5218 43 BT T,
AT E R EER R TR AR (L) ST AR E LS BOTR B ST Be, BnAE R 7 N B (EUS) B
AEFR A2 B (AR A2 X 45 (CNIN) - FOd ik BLA0L N il 0 22 70 1) 22 S e e 4 0, M e e 1 AT B2 0%
R B RG . XBMERFA FESACFESR OIS, A CRE & R B s 4 G A, b ptiaEd
H BRI AR IO B AR, SBURSHER R 2R Skt 1 (2) ARG RN 22 R4S, X
R AT AL R DK B () ST AR, FERFEEAE R T AN TR T R SRR E IR A RE T, BRATE
AT 5 (2 W 0 A R o SRR BOSE I ER ARAN [], EER R I T EE R B 322 B RE T A% O RFE
FEE S N BRI, N LR REBOARAMY AT - B g, e v R R RS, O DiRe s B3l
Sy EIREUG R R SO, 3 B KA N T 68 SRR 20 25 EUS U R 48 H 9 48 X3 A If
EEEMEARFEN, BRI B AR S AR T ARG s USRS I s v S N TR R Skl
M EUS GBI BE . LU S s, $ROLEE S i E I BORE A, XA B T B R A2 W
HERPE, X R AR R AL I R B BB AR B AT SE R85 3 5 R BR AT RS 27 B A
H & A A m o A S R R TG R 2R . SR AR RIET N TR I W BLTE AT
M. MR, B, BERFHMNA, Z00FIESE, T AN TR RIS NEBEEX 4 GIST FIJ
b 5B bR O T R I A S, U YE SR R T SN RIS WiRe 1. — DU 7 I
WFICHIZSRE M 7R, CNN SCREFEES N8 Al REETE GIST 2 EELH 929% 1) 454 BUS M AT 82%11)
RSP, IX PR TG R b 3 R Y B R TR B2 WK ST [38]-[40] - il t, 7EEHXT B il iR S5 9E B
TE )R AR AT SR 7, £ AR NLES 2% 2] iR A b T FORREAE 07 128 SR i ME R 22 57 o 45 SR R
FTF PCA (TR 43 M) 8 — 5 L L TR AUC A 0.581, TMi4h& LASSO (Fe/Nsf IS 4 1% 5
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T). XGBoost (it B F)  BEHLARAR S HE I 5 A RHE TR 7 58 B35 38 T+ T AL RLRE, J AUC 43731
1% %] 0.870. 0.874 #10.860, H:H1 XGBoost 4G 77 ERINEA, . 1%WF 5018 2 4 FERHIE I % 7 VE T L,
M T HLAR S I B 2 BR BRI 2 ) H A G b i) B3 R A [41] . Yang S8 NEFI SR H 752 4 GIST
5 GIL 2 5% 1) 10439 7k EUS EUETF & Al REAY, i ik fi i vl re H @ A2 W Py ek 75 2 12
132 I A H LR SL N2 538 B HEF 2 A 69.7%38 NF 78.8% [42]. Kim £ FHIFAFR T ETHERME
W2 (1) EUS-Al 588, ZBAY X 73 GIST Al GIST Miiid i) RUE v 83.0%, HEFMEN 75.5%, #HEMTER
79.2 [4]; MHELZ T Dong &8 ABIE T BRI E A FAR L T —F Al BASRIX 73 SEL FI-Fi LR, b
BB S 1101 42 5% MEER T Al RETT R, 85 7 —%H 241 % SEL 5380 H R G HATINE
AR, JFATHETEIESE T 5 —41 59 4 SEL 253, LAVl Al REGEMSEETIEIR R o %8 7t Kim 558 A1)
W B2 I8, R R e MEAHERATE 7> 70l v 90.3%. 93.00041 91.7%, & It S 47 (1) 14 5E[43]
Hirai % AWFFTRH Al 245 T EUS B0 TUR A ISR ALK SELS 34T 73 R HERATE N 86.1%, X B
T FrA WA, FEALZEI GIST (19 Al FR S0 I EUR LA 14 = T BT P9 B 5 AR 1 R 08 AR i
[26]. M Zhu ZE NFERJT R T — T LR ZMIER Al £S5, % RGN T AOCA B8 REGIR S, W
HAT AT s s BUE 8, 1% MMP-AL 23 513k43 7 0.896. 0.890 A1 0.999 Hfx = AUC, 437l T4
25 GIST, GIL M1 GEP, 5P #EisEEAA L MMP-AL Xt SMT BRI B HE 5 1 [44]. Minoda 5 A 5%
B, S450F % KNSRI LT Al RGBT . REEREERME, 5HRERNER. b
ARG AR AR NP4, Al XN T 20 mm [ SEL (HERATE . 5 853 Ak S 23 591 A 86.3%. 86.3%
1 62.5%. ML AL RARIX LSR5 38 73.3%. 68.2%#1 87.5%. Xf T KT 20 mm f#) SEL, Al
HUERPE . REBFZREFRES TN 90.0%. 91.7%F1 83.3%. 1 EUS (X4 HI1E%] 53.3%. 50.0%F
83.3%. Al 12Kk FHAEZE S T(P=0.007)%x4l, 4% 0.965 f10.684 [45]. AL LHFFE
FIR G A 20K EUS-Al B T-CL4E B 7 [0 SR AE N SMT 12 582 i, il sid A rRE
1o M0 Lu 25 NS5 ST S A2 W ) 2 al - [46], # Al BT GIST FIfERR R, Lu ZAfFH DY
X EUS-AL BB (R s A M . RBUSE S Rp B o PH M T50IUAE A0 BA 4 00 23 731 74.50% - 55.00%-
79.05%. 53.49%7F1 81.63%. S EUS-AI 52 T g 7150 50 U £ HR AR RS GIST MR, R
M. F . PPV ORI NPV 2054 86.25%. 94.44%. 79.55%. 79.07%F!1 94.59% [47]. 25/, Seven
LN Sy A BRI 40, ATE MR ER G, ahl ek fESke, hasak, ER
TEBAF R, AL T0N AFIP AR ) R B 5 55 PHAETRINAE 973 1 oL AR R 7 16 12 23 31N 75% . 73%
68%. 79%F1 66%, 4BFW I NIKSEHRM FEAR, Ui ng] 09%, K55z 99%, FHME T
MMERINE] 89%, BIPETRMMEIGINE] 89%, HEMITENRIINE] 99%. TG 22> RFEH I REE . KR IE .
BEPE U JF 1 O A B 1 43 75 A 96% 96%. 93%. 93%F1 96% [48]. AAKE, 7E B Al FiR
P, EUS-Al BB R IUA 6T N BRI SR107, TEERXEAS I fa b B s Pl 5 7 b, H A
TEFCRCR AN AR . VP ERAES B4 BUBOE SR JOa e, FEARR., HIA LR, BRAENHEIEEX
B, GIUARESEE R, IR GRS SYM. Wi, KR M B2 2% . %7k
XGBoost) . 73 4, [F]— R FE A [F] 22 B (A [R) Bt Tt mT GE R B H 8K 22 5+, [R5 1 A benchmark dataset
SRR AL B R BV AT VA . AR BRI S L 2.

5. REKNEY

N RER BE AR 75 A B BORAE B WIE 18] FUR 2T SR I 5 03 . e RERsIRTT B i iE A 5t
T2 W B HERA IR, S VPG G RRE I, HEM NI RIG T S HAT X PEITR &, Bok BE IR 45 =
FELTF. wa . BORAMERPESE 2 AR, SRR RELLZ T b2 5. TR S, eA ittt
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Table 2. The characteristics of artificial intelligence models

F2 ANIERERERR
Titk % %Y ERSR
2RI (TR ENIP = 2 G PR R [EEAEVEEES
PSR B AbHRARZ R wHEME i EARREE IR 73 A S5
BEALARA FREE . B R TR RA R ZEREETERE . R
SVM R R R R HRERER. SRR UNE NS TS
XGBoost g R M gz — ] AEREE AR B E S CEroE NN AT
FRLEN 25 WA EL. HERHEY: > PNV €1 N e K&, . ARES bR
K-Means (T T O T i B DU A% BPORE R E4E
GAN G % 6/ WIGRAFEE  PFAL N A PG A B o

PRAIRE; X TBE RV, WAL STRAAE ML AIIR YT 7% AN, AR DIAEARRRAS (TR
RS TR I R SR, ARG R, B RN A B WA R A
NLERERBINGEA RS EH FEAR AN, DME, FrTFEATEZR ARG ELERT KE
Brll, A RERIVE R S N BL(EUS) IR F 1 fE -

SR, T P N R REBORAE e PR S ke b R N F A AE — S BRI PRI . — D5 T, P ER AR
M REAF AR BRI AT AR, X P2 S 12 i) — BOME AN ER . BRIk, B AR A AR T
GRS LA R Bt M B AR XA E JEBE o 55— D5 TT, 4 i A0 20 A A e 75 Wk TE A7 AE T AE 1 B dfm e %
i i, IZREREIR AL DEATH . ATRIE AR R RRETE, THRFE 2 LaT
WETERE T+ b

N RERS R IR L 2 210 G Bt A s 2R, Fr AR B8 T 3R A, M — A EE %
e, HHEERTH. EAMNEBRTHBX RS BERET KT, EaEibE 2 BE NP 2. AdEX
— IR, 2 AR AL I, DISE IR B IR R A [, DB fR Al BOR GBI
Fs /b BRG] AL R BT, 30 T B WA ) ] ST, R AL SR KA RO -

EUS-Al SR B 7 U K B A, (HEAZ O UHEFF AR N BB B 2R, T A i AHLEL AN P
PESEBLZ )T SR IPL L . XA B RIS BE RS IR TR IS W R I, 3R 9 MRS HE B2 T (TR 1L
RAEAR S . ARRTHESN Z RO, #2302 O UME@ I ARHELL EUS RS 5 45 & i R S8 B
i RIT RSB IPPG A R, TP R Al BLE R Z BRI 5, HRR AL S g . 1%
T8 5 0 2 ARl & AN TR TR Al ZE T AL T8 SRS HE 27 R T 0 .

B oW

P FIT AR R . AR A B2 T RO BEE IR IE A ARAREE, DA™
RS T IRIR B, ERLARR SRR WIGR TSN E AR, NRMTTEA
TEARRH. AEFFUERIERMA, EZEFMENBSE L. RARFRTHE LA EATRLKNIES, k&
RS E LK IR R -

SE
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