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Abstract

The main purpose of phase I clinical trials is to estimate the Maximum Tolerated Dose (MTD), which
minimizes side effect and assures safety of a new drug by evaluating the toxicity at each dose-level. The
conventional MTD estimation methods is Standard method (Storer, 1989; Korn et al., 1994), Accelerated
Titration Designs (Simon et al., 1997) and DM method (Dixon and Mood, 1948) etc. In this paper, MTD
estimation method with de-escalation is suggested phase I clinical trials. The proposed MTD estimation
method is compared to Accelerated Titration Designs, SM3 without de-escalation method and SM3 with
de-escalation method using a Monte Carlo simulation.
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Ak A2 AgE Al 14 AL e e s As AAlste] 54 9 F2489] we5 #Est
T APLR, Abgo] AF Yidelng b Fastth. 53], Al 14 AR F A4 @A}
29 5 9= F 832 5§88 F(maximum tolerated dose, MTD)S ZA 3= Aot Hu)
§8-8%FY FHL FEE AT FANSES 2HHA e 87 FHolth(Chevret, 1993). Hh3]
|8 SA40 e g 8% 1Y F ANELFES oA (Korn 5, 1994), T 544050l
Uehs 8% H9 § Ja58%S 5okl (Goodman 5, 1995) FAA R &3 whe SANS
ES EAT WIS oA i 33E94E MTDE Askal 9lrk(Storer, 1989).

2] Al 14 AR AR A e s o] FojA L Jlov, Alx54de 7 e 3
A Al 1 AR A Al GRS Hdem AASH Hr ARk Al 14 AR vl
sff aejefof b= AFEe] Wrh A Al GEAENA XSk AFolng Ert A Qv W
2] 29 MR HW BAZA AR SISE W) HuE OFEE ¥ 5 e B W
Tostojof gt I, thRES Al SAE 7R QleRE S8 Fold FIAY BAE Ths
AR oA BE &% 75T 4N HY] AAE 1Hste] &2 Eoiof dith

Ssoll A Aol el AGAES 717 B vl§ -z ejstar xte] thEt &2lA S Y
st7] 918l A-5-A A (adaptive design) 7} ThFeE FEj= w0 A7} o] FolA oL k. shA Rt
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9l 9] SM3(Storer, 1989; Korn 5, 1994)0] 7} wo] 2o]x it}
SM3R 2 ok el wis) i IdsiA MTDE 24 <+ %lt Aol ok I, A 8%
foﬂfﬂ HE gt o] BEH o] Aol FRE e 499 vHAY §F wEolA HE FH 0] UEHA oot

T < B%ols MTD F40] &7Fsstar =3, %—8« &l X E 372 afgsf of st
2 F7kelof str® oFF 7} glv W2 SRl U2 SAEo] widE JHsAdol
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Simon 5 (1997)¢l o]l At 7153514 A Al E W (accelerated titration designs; ATD)-2
ANAHE s PR AlFPs= 7] 71 T (initial accelerated stage) 2} Al H 4] /\]‘6“6}# =
A (SM3 stage) 2 FLAE 1L, ©] TARI-S 277H5TAY] a2 FE7} gl B2 {3 B 3
o] ¥ AT SM39] ©E& NAsthe o] ok v, 5-7]7]"‘“’/]’7411 st w2 MTD =
A3k A o] BF et D o] Tt
B =RoAE 27] 715 dAE 83t avt gl W S0 B sEAE wiAE=
&stal, o] 7] 71 AR wEA S5S SIS R s EoR hAAdS NAsH] A8 S
Tt Aol 3@A}F s WA A
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I “ATDY O] Design27} “§F4%<S 5-&sh= SM3WH "= 2433 gAd
o xd 2 vF A ¥ ¥E FAe A8AA MIDE F4sk= W (EA) otk 27] 7%
SANE F4 WS FES vFY SHEATFNM BT I 54 V1Ee ARk, vt 2tk
none-mild(Grade0-1), moderate(Grade2), dose limiting(Grade3), unacceptable(Grade4-5). °©] 7]&
£ AFE3te] Gradel©]d}, Grade2, &34 354 (dose limiting toxicity; DLT)& Grade3 ©]Ao & 1}
o] Abgih,
822 Doseli], (i = K2 kS BFS A, §F £F T 18] B WAl
Gradel oJste] =4 ] ‘E'“gﬁ}‘l‘ [=n=y -45”}01] A &S %%kﬂ‘?‘r } DLT7} 22837 Grade27t
2 At ﬂ*g 279 IPAE 2L 8l F7Ml 8% AFe s8ske SM3WHoE HdaAdt
th &% IS & SM3 dAR A¥HE= &9 DOS 12t M8 38e W, 3 e 9
2 5 =4 ‘E'_% ke o= 399 @A T2 & A =2 &% Dose[j + 1] A8k, 39
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1J& MTDZ ZAstaL, (3+3)% 5 19glARt 540 yehud o 332
Doselj + 1]& A&3tt. 27 o] SARNgo] Yehud 83 32 51%“}}] ‘Ea}t SM394 ‘;‘FJ, =l
GA e &8 Doselj — 1] vl& MTDE ZA3HA &1 & ksl whek 3l oA e
Dose[i —1]°]l ©]u] 3+-35<] 3 @2}7} vl F = Qehd, & @A W3 L3 Doselj — 112 MTD 2 2
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Dosefi+112
L Bm

B3+ &
19 DLT*

(B3+3)8 &
2% 0|4 DLT

,,,,,,,,,,,,, g5
i Dose[i+1]2 | 29 0|& DLT

i Dose[-11= EFOEES - = MTD
vowge{ DoelI= o g e =Dose[j-1]

Figure 2.1. Process of EA method

(34+3)% =& 19 olate] @A} H4NkeS

2 8% Doselj — 1]& MTDE ZA3}1, 21 0|4t

D@72 N A SR o] e g BA W2 85 Doselj — 2] B 7] AL AP Ao
Yol

[¢]

o] & A & &7 Dose[j — 1] wig2 ZAolth. ¥
HAvhd olu] 8% Dose[j — 1|2 #sialon

2k Dose[l]ol 4 €% 7S sloFsl AU & oA W $8& MTDE A4} syl MTDE 374
o] B7Fs3lth 3 Dosclk]old &3 S3g slopsttid MTDE 40| B7bs3t) Figure 2.1&
o] }H4< =AF}ste] e AT
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el

B =84 AAE EA a3 &5 S 585HA g SM3, &% 7S 5838k SM3(Storer,
1989; Korn &, 1994)8} ATD®] Design2(Simon 5, 1997)5 w|nsl7] 93] ZoJAH S
th gubgoz A 14 AN 22-33%2] S49SS Hi MTDE widsitiy B 7|&3
O’Quigley 2} Chevret (1991)2] 25%0] 7}7+ MTD7} AAsltia HE 7]ZF0] 9 =
33% =ANFS o] e} B2k MTDE 2A3= SM3 & ATDE SA)9 v|23l7] i B8=
ABEL 33% 2 RoJARS X 2z v)lwetgch

A 14 QAR BRI E BgF £F2 6AZ Bol AT, £ =2 AL Leed) Kim
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(2012)] =oA AAE £ o Adst 8TA R AME3IGT Gradel ©]3ke] HANSELS AT
PERZ Grade2ol| thet SRS ES S710] JEHE 7RG Bl A oA AMge 72t B85
529 EAUSEL Table 3.17} Zth Table 3.10] AA|E DLTS EA4UISES HY JA1S 28

EATE B3NS 4O =
269 Afode W2 &5 FEAE SANSEC] RUT £ &5 FoA 343 S8k, F
A7 FA8L Fe S FRIMREH 52 SAANSES Kot F WRZ2E Grade2d] FES K



1118 Eunah Jang, Dongjae Kim

Table 3.1. Dose toxicity curve(%)

Dose[j]
A1) Grade Dosel Dose2 Dose3 Dose4 Doseb Dose6 Dose7 Dose8
G1 o] 3} 85 75 45 32 15 0 0 0
=M1 G2 10 15 30 33 35 30 20 10
= DLT 5 10 25 35 50 70 80 90
G1 o]t 93 86 37 2 0 0 0 0
22 G2 5 10 30 31 20 15 10 7
DLT 2 4 33 67 80 85 90 93
G1 o] 3} 89 84 75 65 45 0 0 0
A3 G2 10 15 20 25 30 20 10 5
DLT 1 1 5 10 25 80 90 95
G1 o] 3} 90 84 78 48 22 5 0 0
M4 G2 9 13 17 20 23 20 18 5
DLT 1 3 5 32 55 75 82 95
G1 o] 3} 94 88 82 76 60 45 17 0
Z A5 G2 5 10 15 20 25 30 33 35
- DLT 1 2 3 4 15 25 50 65
G1 o]t 86 63 30 15 12 0 0 0
=6 G2 9 12 20 25 18 20 10 5
DLT 5 25 50 60 70 80 90 95
G1 o]3}F 53 35 23 12 1 0 0 0
=7 G2 25 33 36 40 45 31 20 11
DLT 22 32 41 48 54 69 80 89
G1 o] 3} 65 45 32 20 8 6 2 0
Z M8 G2 20 30 33 35 37 29 23 15
DLT 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85
B, 345k 9As) S0k BAE wol, SAL S F45, 4 FA6E Sk 54
8% oA FaTAL, FAT, FAUSL e § SFANARE & SANSEL Holth T4501
Jadhe BANSEE BT Al BAZE Gradel olaje] HEE K, B 4o FoldsE 5
WS Fol WolAt AATSE Holn) FA2, TH3e) A9 54 §% £2 F43] gasts 5
ARESES HAth o171, Gradel o8}, Grade2, DLT7} W &8 g2 242 54die] A &3
ol pi;[Grl], pij[Gr2], pi;[DLT)Z2 A S} i=1,...,8,5=1,...,8).
ROAFA BRT 429 =4 E¥E= SAS 9.39] ‘RANBIN’, ‘RANTBL’ g4+5 AMRSlA 2+ &
g 420 TANGBE 0BG O|IRE Wro) AHE U4 AGHAL. SMIE 7 5 47
o 3] SIWAF MAH LR Bin(3,p,[DLT]) = o|E% W42 44T, ATDS EAHE 2
83 520l 199 @A WG & 2 ASDANNE Tri(pi;[Gr], piy[Gr2), piy[DLT)) B w2t
AREE U542 445D SM3R A8 BAAE Bin(3,p;y[DLT]) 2 o] FRE W42 A7}
7t o AL 10,0008 HHE Alegith. 2ol AFe] AP Table 3.29 Table 3.3 A2|akirh
o714 AMTD = Z+ &3 5o MTDZE A= H 8]&, Assigned subject(%)= 2+ 83 oA nj
AH 3¥ 9] v]E, none> MTDE FA3A] £3F A& ZA=X], Average number of toxicity+ Zt
=AM MTD7} 449 wj71A] 2] ZA9R-S H 9l 5| gA2] ¢, Average subjects= Z} A1) A

MTD7} 2AE wj7tz]e] & 9382} 49 I, Rate of assigned subject< = EX=HEE(H) n3
o vlAE @A ¥]&, Rate of assigned subject> 0+ EXS5AAEE(0) 3 vlAZH A} 1)
gt

flo
A

fe)
=
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Table 3.2. Number of subjects and estimate the ratio of MTD

1119

EXEAEE 0=0.33
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 A B C D

DLT 5 10 25 35 50 70 80 90

=Z A1 Gr2 10 15 30 33 35 30 20 10 none
Grl o]} 85 75 45 32 15 0 0 0
%MTD 4.55 25.31 33.96 28.26 7.71 0.20 0.00 0.00 95 3.15

EA Assigned subject(%) | 11.64 17.43 25.83 25.33 15.55 4.01 0.20 0.00 11.12 54.91 19.76
%MTD 4.51 22.23 31.25 28.91 12.22 0.87 0.01 0.00 102 2.60

ATD Assigned subject(%) [ 13.35 16.88 24.66 24.09 15.80 4.92 0.30 0.00 9.15 54.89 21.02
%MTD 9.18 36.24 32.92 18.21 3.35 0.10 0.00 0.00 270 2.81

SM3 Assigned subject(%) |24.16 25.78 26.67 16.36 6.18 0.83 0.03 0.00 14.13 76.61 7.04
%MTD 10.57 36.83 33.09 16.95 2.54 0.02 0.00 0.00 261 3.06

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) | 23.04 26.41 26.90 16.56 6.16 0.90 0.03 0.00 15.24 76.35 7.09
DLT 2 4 33 67 80 85 90 93

Z M2 Gr2 5 10 30 31 20 15 10 7 none
Grl o]s} 93 86 37 2 0 0 0 0
%MTD 1.02 44.34 50.49 4.11 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 18 3.32

EA Assigned subject(%) | 11.25 21.72 38.49 24.40 4.06 0.07 0.00 0.00 9.92 32.97 28.54
%MTD 0.67 31.37 55.60 12.15 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 21 2.60

ATD | Assigned subject(%) | 15.20 16.93 32.65 29.53 5.61 0.10 0.00 0.00 7.22 32.12 35.23
%MTD 1.83 56.84 39.55 1.77 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 49 2.67

SM3 Assigned subject(%) | 25.84 26.91 34.58 12.20 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.30 52.75 12.67
%MTD 1.87 61.33 35.99 0.81 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 52 2.96

SMUD Assigned subject(%) |22.97 29.80 35.32 11.47 0.43 0.01 0.00 0.00 13.90 52.77 11.91
DLT 1 1 5 10 25 80 90 95

= M3 Gr2 10 15 20 25 30 20 10 5 none
Grl )3} 89 84 75 65 45 0 0 0
%MTD 0.03 1.29 5.59 34.03 58.63 0.43 0.00 0.00 1 3.31

EA Assigned subject(%) | 8.25 8.78 11.77 19.23 33.54 17.55 0.90 0.00 12.73 81.56 18.44
%MTD 0.09 1.15 5.22 25.74 64.12 3.68 0.00 0.00 2 2.76

ATD Assigned subject(%) | 10.08 10.59 13.56 18.34 25.72 20.61 1.09 0.00 10.39 78.29 21.71
%MTD 0.10 2.74 8.81 35.95 51.87 0.52 0.00 0.00 14 2.93

SM3 Assigned subject(%) | 16.56 16.54 18.30 19.24 20.09 9.18 0.09 0.00 18.68 90.74 9.26
%MTD 0.16 2.48 10.03 40.69 46.6 0.04 0.00 0.00 9 3.24

SMUD Assigned subject(%) [ 15.26 15.34 17.15 20.17 23.49 8.50 0.09 0.00 20.24 91.41 8.59
DLT 1 3 5 32 55 75 82 95

A4 Gr2 9 13 17 20 23 20 18 5 none
Grl °]3} 90 84 78 48 22 5 0 0
%MTD 0.42 1.48 41.99 44.73 10.83 0.52 0.02 0.00 3 3.36

EA Assigned subject(%) | 9.23 10.53 19.22 31.89 21.97 6.48 0.67 0.02 11.52 38.98 29.13
%MTD 0.53 1.20 31.67 44.70 19.15 2.66 0.09 0.00 5 2.59

ATD Assigned subject(%) | 11.82 13.55 15.76 27.65 22.70 7.53 0.97 0.03 8.93 41.13 31.22
%MTD 0.91 2.65 52.97 38.26 5.10 0.11 0.00 0.00 7 2.73

SM3 Assigned subject(%) [ 19.53 20.57 21.37 26.42 10.97 1.13 0.02 0.00 15.79 61.46 12.12
%MTD 0.90 3.23 56.34 36.48 3.03 0.01 0.00 0.00 11 3.00

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) [17.99 18.96 23.90 27.30 10.84 1.00 0.01 0.00 17.22 60.84 11.85

A : Average number of toxicity

B : Average subjects

C : Rate of assigned subject< 6

D : Rate of assigned subject> 6
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Table 3.3. Number of subjects and estimate the ratio of MTD

EEEAEE (=033
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 A B C D

DLT 1 2 3 4 15 25 50 65

=45 |Cr2 5 10 15 20 25 30 33 35 none
Grl ©] 8} 94 88 8 76 60 45 17 0
%MTD 020 0.43 1.09 12.21 28.23 46.24 11.60 0.00 165 3.10

EA | Assigned subject(%) | 7.31 7.88 8.82 11.33 18.18 23.99 17.83 4.65 14.26 77.51 22.49
%MTD 021 050 1.04 10.45 25.39 45.03 17.38 0.00 179 2.64

ATD | Assigned subject(%) | 8.47 8.99 10.13 11.78 17.23 20.47 17.61 5.33 12.42 77.06 22.94
%MTD 043 0.85 1.56 18.39 32.08 38.93 7.76 0.00 66 2.90

SM3 | Assigned subject(%) | 13.87 14.27 14.53 14.77 17.38 15.09 8.74 1.36 22.22 89.90 10.10
%MTD 038 1.04 1.85 18.69 34.01 3852 552 0.00 52 3.15

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) | 13.18 13.61 13.91 14.77 17.72 16.74 8.79 1.28 23.40 89.93 10.07
DLT 5 25 50 60 70 80 90 95

=46 |Cr2 9 12 20 25 18 20 10 5 none
Grl o] 8} 8 63 30 15 12 0 0 0
%MTD 25.62 49.95 19.22 4.65 0.56 0.01 0.00 0.00 123 3.40

EA | Assigned subject(%) [18.09 33.49 30.00 14.01 3.76 0.62 0.03 0.00 9.54 51.58 48.42
%MTD 20.57 43.83 25.09 852 1.83 0.15 0.0 0.00 108 2.54

ATD | Assigned subject(%) | 18.13 29.74 31.31 1527 457 0.92 0.07 0.00 6.85 47.87 52.13
%MTD 39.60 50.33 9.26 0.79 0.0l 0.0 0.00 0.00 251 2.68

SM3 | Assigned subject(%) | 32.68 39.99 23.41 3.65 0.26 0.1 0.00 0.00 10.43 72.67 27.33
%MTD 44.89 47.46 7.14 051 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 275 2.94

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) | 33.57 41.33 21.45 3.39 0.26 0.01 0.00 0.00 11.66 74.90 25.10
DLT 22 32 41 48 54 69 80 89

=47 |Gr2 25 33 36 40 45 31 20 11 none
Grl o] 8} 53 3 23 12 1 0 0 0
%MTD 37.20 36.90 18.77 6.25 0.86 0.02 0.00 0.00 1772 3.01

EA | Assigned subject(%) | 27.36 31.68 24.90 11.87 3.69 0.49 0.02 0.00 8.76 27.36 40.96
%MTD 34.11 34.51 21.93 7.85 1.56 0.04 0.00 0.00 1584 2.49

ATD | Assigned subject(%) | 25.84 30.54 24.84 13.63 4.44 0.69 0.01 0.00 7.12 25.84 43.62
%MTD 55.07 31.74 1058 2.36 021 0.04 0.0 0.00 3252 2.61

SM3 | Assigned subject(%) [47.28 33.00 14.61 4.21 0.82 0.06 0.01 0.00 8.87 47.28 19.72
%MTD 56.37 31.38 10.13 1.91 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.00 3521 2.82

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) |47.60 32.73 14.57 4.25 0.74 0.10 0.00 0.00 9.59 47.60 19.67
DLT 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85

=48 |Gr2 20 30 33 35 37 29 23 15 none
Grl ©] 8} 65 45 32 20 8 6 2 0
%MTD 25.17 35.93 26.43 10.33 1.96 0.15 0.02 0.00 958 3.06

EA | Assigned subject(%) | 20.71 27.61 27.35 16.70 6.28 1.22 0.13 0.01 9.68 48.32 24.33
%MTD 22.16 32.32 28.86 13.37 3.04 0.25 0.00 0.00 835 2.54

ATD | Assigned subject(%) | 20.40 26.25 26.73 18.12 7.03 1.37 0.10 0.00 7.99 46.65 26.61
%MTD 39.66 36.06 18.44 5.08 0.73 0.04 0.00 0.00 1866 2.68

SM3 | Assigned subject(%) |37.57 32.49 20.03 7.91 1.78 022 0.01 0.00 10.56 70.06 9.92
%MTD 41.60 36.44 17.58 3.94 041 0.02 0.00 0.00 1933 2.92

SMUD | Assigned subject(%) | 37.40 33.03 20.07 7.67 1.62 0.20 0.01 0.00 11.52 70.43 9.50

A : Average number of toxicity

B : Average subjects

C : Rate of assigned subject< 6

D : Rate of assigned subject> 6

WA, Z+ FAuk MTD7F Aed ve(%)S B BExS4d8E 33%) 713 77k SANSES
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Z[2o 2 EARY, ATD 8% 23S 3831 ¢t SM3¥HES vlusiad 412 28.26,
28.913} 18.21, =A12%= 50.49, 55.60 I} 39.55, ZAI3E 58.63, 64.129} 51.87, A4 44.73, 44.703}
38.26, ZAI5E 46.24, 45.033 38.93, ZA6-L 49.95, 43.333} 50.33, ZAITL 36.90, 34.513} 31.74, =
8L 26.43, 28.867F 18.445 EAUPH-S SM3Kt MTD7F Aeld v]go] tha|dog =xuk ATDH
H Xl MTD7F A8 S v]go] thAFoz 2 AL & & ). &5 FFE 388k SM3H2
MTD7} A== vjgo] 7P F2 AL & 4+ ot

3 SM3HolA HE FH2 DAL A T3 AFCA F2d & JA 22 8% MTDE 2%
stng w2 8% £FS MTDE F4skes W7t Avks Hddl &% 292 38shk= EAYHS 73

FAE TR A AFS ek A 32 MTDE 24ster e 83 #&& MIDz &

O
ANA W& o] WEE o] AFo] FEEE A9} v £5F £F
Al HE Aol BEFA] gol AdJo] FRHA ge A-fole MTD %] E7Fsst] 25
SHA ==, 25X E vlasEH FA1-4004 o} ol wls] EA #He] AA U, 4152
A AESA7E S FS 88k SM3 o] 7P AQal, $416-89 A9l ATD o] 7HF
AA GebEA R BA -2 SM3R E T A A3 ATD el 254 Wikl 7 A vrehdtt
EANRSS B ¥@A 2o WS v 2, EAYH2 (3.01, 3.40), ATDYH-2 (249,
2.76), &% 7S 383A 9 SM3WHL (261, 2.93) 28] & AFS 83 SM3UHL
(2.82, 3.24) 2 EAIH2 th2 "ol vls] 540 =29 I@A 57 52 Zleg veuth A3l
HAE £ 5P A o] FFE v H, EAMPH L (8.76, 14.26), ATDHE-S (6.85, 12.42), &3 7+
22 383514 = SM3uH2 (8.87, 22.22) 181 {8 7HeFS &8e= SM3HPHLS (9.59, 23.4)E
EARPH-2 ATDWHED FF 984 =71 BRI, SM3 e vls] 7 4% A= Avfe 22 &4+
Al B2 7] AHAA AR Bgo] Frhal & 4 Atk

EXEAIE 33% 2ol Wi S @AY nlgo] Hojok ki o] HAgH Tk SM3RH-2 thRE 10%
el BEx=ASsrT 52 &% ool 4L 79 @A vig= o, EA T ATDW
el A% SM3ubyel vs) EREASERG 2 £ 5 3 AL B AL & 5 ok
EARF ATDHPHS vas| B, 2A1L 19.763} 21.02, ZA2= 28.54 9} 35.23, 2AI13L 18.449)
21.71, 244X 29.135} 31.22, ZA5E= 22,499} 22.94, A6 48.429) 52.13, ZA7L 40.9637} 43.62,
TH-L 24.337} 26.61F BE LA oA EAWHO] &) ATDHHET Zonz EAYPE-S SM3 |
HEHE sk ZPA T ATDHH el kiAo Baw Jloke A8 & 5 Ak

E54AE 33% vkl Wi E @AY HEE FEVF AY (v B2 &) J7ATE Duht wl
HA=A & 5 Atk EARHS ATDWET Anbdor Ex=ddErn We 85 oo g2
o] I @A WA= o FA459 ARl AL 59 I@ATF AR Ak vEA, SM3HH -2 iR
EARP I ATDR Ol w8l EREAZEERT W 3550 MiZE @A) 20% o4 Borm
‘A g FAZL A7 5 ek

d

I

Huofe 4y o I

17 < ke A DAY Aol Al 24 AAFAIRANAM AHEE Aok FH

=49 §%S AR e Astar, B MTDE F4sk= W ol Al 14 d/dAI @l
A 3l
=

2
2 wrolAe B2 Sl B2 AL MiAgE = He Best] fs) ATDWUN ] 27 7HEdAE
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