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HNRFMFEXT 4 HIS L 8 HIRE &K LGLS EC #1TiT(E, 4
BIE % MEHE 3 fI2iEid Oncomine HiIBESEE 9. B
EESR LR R & BN 8 & I 2 F B, 3 fIEXHE 2 f
STMINRET, HA 1 FISLMEND TP53 BERE, 5—
FIZ2M POLE #1 DDR2 HMESERERE, POLE RT A%
ZERIMIIBSLE MR Z 9. 4 HIBRMIRE LGLS EC RN
5| PIK3CA =%, £ 8 il RERH LGLS EC 3 i E
PIK3CA R%E, 5kEXM LGLSEC #tk, EXEERNHES
By MSlisensor 493, 8% LGLS EC K MEILIMKFERF T
BRMN, XTHARNPET, 3 HELRGIPE—HILRETSE
ERREY (TP53) HxXHRE, HA 1 fHBIRET DDR2 #
ESMRT, XR—NEENETER. EEESRNELMWE
h, BINETEFE LG, MSisensor T4 PIK3CA

RIKTIRE.

XEE: REFRSBHFERNREE; B%; 2INEFUF;
MEEFRENTD; ENMDH

(JJGP.2022 May.;41(3):207-219)

? BRI R IR E R R W ARHEE, 20194E 32 EHT
BRI 60000 fil, LR R T 2,
NG, 22030 4F, FEEAER SO LM =K W,
RIRBGETIINEK 2.9%05), 1A, H 2000 4ELK, FET:
RHAE EAW, FENEE (EC) REH WM 15 e
B 909% A RN,

RUEIX SRR NE, (HI2 EC INIGRISW G A Fis
HARHET, KT 30 ZAERTHE I —JeAAIB), 1E 1% A6
H, EC 2 RMERS: T8 R0, BAFEMNBRHLTE,
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WERZRME, mELr; A, &g, BAAE SRR
gUg, WHMEBEZEANE, wUaEC. RZBECHIR, H
RGN, AR EPNERERE (LGLS EC) . XEERBEMUT
RIITNE, SRR 95%2, HufH X7 2R SEAH
AR, WUZIRIAREE, L SRTibk e i 1 i Al AL S5 i
PRI B SRR e 52 A UG 47100, 8, RV A 2 Al
ARSZETTE, WT LGLS EC B &2 & 2t iy i
SR ASHERRAIHE DAPE AL 120, Rk, 38 U] 75 ST RE
LGLS EC i i BV 2T A IRZME R SR, 12
TESHBhIEY T S T2 M YT

FERRIAG 73 ARG AR AW RR AR, A7 SR
HuFIr EC FPURIERY, MREER R (TCGA) sk
iR, EC BA 4 FURE B2 IR, BRI ARE
M. POLE 54, {IcHs DUBRI et DS, XA EAIE i
FENGPRIXUR 7 ZHEE T 70 FEBARRI BRI . BRI IRTTERA,
JB 73R AP ER A 28 AT DA 2 XU DA R SR i 4181,

DT ONHER T VA RERI TSRS, XA BT
LGLS WA R M i . f£ LGLS EC &, BE&k
Bl CTNNB1 4 ST R AAT AR RS B A7 A2,
SRIM, F CTNINBT 528 )iy (B A AT HLAth R AT IR R
BURHIE, aieks, PEMRGH, RANVZERME, ROKAME
BRI, JEAh, 1€ LGLS EC H NF-YA (—FhZ 514
KAORIERTE A kA 1) =i 2IAM lamin-a (—Ri-5 4
MR R RFGRRIA & CHON 2 MR R R 7
FERRE)Z), ASRGL1 & HRAFRIA g BN EC fEf7%R
ARG, fa, BARRAMRD R LGLS EC KA
4%, {H pb3 MIZAL S HFERITCRE R AEFRMRA, g —
AEE AR, B A R R 9 EC 95 i
Bk, C2IE% TP53 £k PIK3CA. PTEN A
PPP2R1A ZRASZ IR MR & A RSN 2R, 281, 1E LGLS
ECH, HEiMAEE TP53 542 A R A MRS T IX
BNAER, s PRI AR P A AL SRR B R R R 5,
Bk, f£ LGLS EC Y, ¥ RMyRmit Rl A R i@ 2 s Ao
.

TEIXIGIEFEH, FAl10M 1 LGLS EC 3 UM K i
(9531 e B DRI PTG, DA S 4 b e A i 2 242 B it PR R 72
AR A R T AR PR 2R

HHERE

AHLEEFERIECE

AT SEAREH U & 2 S 7% (WCM IRB#
1007011157) #EATHY. TEFRATRIIMEHR BRSSP fE 112 B
LGLS EC, fu#F 4 IS & wifIA 8 BiliEu:, MLV FRIATTS
RS EAHPCRC AR S Rt MR T2 P A R hi B
WE&x (L.H.E.f1 C.EM.) &, fEAMRS, KI5
ESURI, AR HIE SUNBS I EE6 72 8100 FIGO 1A #, I
PR PR L 1

292 FNF (WES)

] Ilumina HiSeP 2500 MiF &% (2x101 bp;
Mlumina,~San Diego, CA) Xf & M5 ILEA IR DNA
BEAT A ANE T, AATHRDR Y 7 k200, AT R 2 9
WESHIARA 1 (EXaCT-1) BG4

(ID#43032) [ittiE, Rennert 527 1T 7 VELNHGA,
TS TF RN SR TR R A A o, A
SR, PBULEER, IivR SR TR LR AR E M (MSD
KA, TG KT 21000 AMEERL, ARAEIGPREA: Y7
FHORME R ATAT PN WES Z55581 75026, 49 Dl TsR A IRK
BIER PRI “1 287, 508 AN CLARS A X EE R 1
BAEAAN “22K7 ) RAE R HAESCEAAN “32K7
ANFEARI IR SR ifat (TMB) TS 4 )7 78 56 DX Ik
B s g ee 28,

MSlisensoritEHMSI

FHl MSIsensor #k{F2k1H5 MSI, ] &ALECH e 5 IE
FEIRIZ I 5 i MST,  J 4 5 AR FE R4 A AH B A T2
PSR GIEIRAS1290, MSTsensor 1594350 KGN 21 5
PERBEN RSB ATRE I LR EGE,

OncomineZ & ik

FiAE DAL IR DNA A1 RNA $EEU I5AE R0, %
BRI %1, 7£ IonTorrent_S5 XL & M Al Oncomine 43
B A 3 (OCAv3) (Thermo Fisher Scientific) o R
IRIG I B TR IR, OCAvV3 2R T 1 T E s
7518, REREAIN 161 AMHVRFBEHAHDE SNV, &7 1Y, JEIAIRl
SRHEAREE (R 2) .

{F4nREiE MEKCRTEIET (SCNA)
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R1. IGFKFES 9 FASE

wh Ew (yr) ZBF FIGODHR  IRFRIFE g B&i BRI =¥ 2] nF
1 56 GLEC 1A BMI:27.8 RE: NBALFE BEMSBIH BEPL 14 PTEN. PIK3CARZ,
FHRT £IB&AR/BSO/LND RREEL B (121°8) MYC RE*, 19318
BNEERESE 8% SNEIRR, BT, FEERRE
EERIMNERR
& MR iRBN LT
2 69 GLEC 1A BMI:38.5 Bk RESFE FIRERRE (1) 88 LHEE 3F PTEN. PIK3CA.
30%;279 FHRT IBRAR/BSO/LND , F20155F K815 (2) FEhhiR (371MB)  ARIDIAZRZE ATMZRZE,
ZPRERST AT ESS 7.5% TP53%RZE + 8pifsk,
FE—RER: FARUMR, (BEEE—R 8q3kE, 18pikig,
R IEHITIRETA ER455) 18q3k8
b Ev-tid
BIREXR: FARUIR
3 54 GLEC 1A BMI:21.5 FE: NBALTE 2013558 SRR 5 PTEN. PIK3CA.
12%;:258 AHRT IBRA/BSO/LND , KT ESE (5818) ARID1A. EGFRZRZE
B8R EEES T
8% BEREEH-S
AT, [ERRIGEXIR
4 80 Gl1EC 1A BERE Fk: &ELFE SEXRBEXMFNED S/FAE 5.5% PTEN. PIK3CA.
15%;258 (BMIZRAD) IB&AR/BSO/LND/ F201953EF (671NB) DDR2ZR%,1q3K 15
JFEHRT REIBEA EFREA
B RMBFEBTN
PRE R BT
5 59 G1EC 1A BMI:34.5 esA2FE RIFIELFNED x NA KITRE
Tz FHRT IERAR/BSO/LND
6 59 G1EC 1A BMI:28.3 HB{ALFE NPT x NA PTEN. PIK3CA.
6%;271 FHRT IR /BSO/LND NEDfE R EREH ARID1AZRZE
7 63 G1EC 1A BMI:25.8 esALFE RELIFELFNED % NA PIK3CA. ARIDIAZRZE
T2 FHRT IERAR/BSO/LND
8 67 GlEC 1A BMI:23 AL FE REIFELRFNED x NA KITERZE
33%;27H FEHRT k&R /BSO/LND
PRI ET AT
9 53 G1EC 1A BMI:26.9 NB{ALFE RIGL0ELFNED x NA PTENRZ, 19p3k1s,
T2 FEHRT £IB&AR/BSO/LND 21q5k15
10 52 G1EC 1A BMI:30.5 EEESFE REL10FELFNED % NA PIK3CA. ARIDIA.
TR FTHRT ERAR/BSO/LND POLEZRZ,TMBS
11 79 GLEC 1A BMI:35 MBALFE RE3FERTF x NA PTEN. ARIDIAZRZS
T%:278 FEHRT IR /BSO/LND NED/ELIH
12 75 G1EC 1A BMI:20 EEESFE RELIFELFNED % NA PTEN. ARIDIAZRZS
21%;i=E FHRT IR /BSO/LND

*RTVXIEIEM BRI E I Ro
T R NERBPHENLS R,

BMI {AE$5%1; BSO, MMiAONEINELIBEA; EC, FEREEMHE; G1, 14%; HRT, BHEEBMRITE; LND, HBELER;

FAfEM; NED, &R, TMB, MyERERAR.,
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2. OncomineZ A9 (OCAv3) BIEHERETIER

SR SKER RS HERES EHERNZE)
AKT1 FGFR1 KRAS PIK3CA ARID1A NOTCH2 AKT1 FGFR3 AKT2 MYB
AKT2 FGFR2 MAGOH PIK3CB ATM NOTCH3 AKT2 FGFR4 ALK MYBL1
AKT3 FGFR3 MAP2K1 PPP2R1A ATR PALB2 AKT3 FLT3 AR NF1
ALK FGFR4 MAP2K2 PTPN11 ATRX PIK3R1 ALK IGF1R AXL NOTCH1
ARAF FLT3 MAP2K4 RAC1 BAP1 PMS2 AR KIT BRAF NOTCH4
AXL FOXL2 MAPK1 RAF1 BRCA1 POLE AXL KRAS BRCA1 NRG
BRAF GATA2 MAX RET RET BRCA2 PTCH1 BRAF MDM2 BRCA2 NTRK1
BTK GNA11 MDM4 RHEB CDKN2A PTEN CCND1 MDM4 CDKN2A NTRK2
CBL GNAQ MED12 RHOA CDK12 RAD50 CCND2 MET EGFR NTRK3
CCND1 GNAS MET ROS1 CDKN1B RAD51 CCND3 MYC ERBB2 NUTM1
CDK4 HIST1h3B MTOR SF3B1 CDKN2B RAD51B CCNE1 MYCL ERBB4 PDGFRA
CDK6 HNF1A MYC SMAD4 CHEK1 RAD51C CDK2 MYCN ERG PDGFRB
CHEK2 HRAS MYCN SMO CREBBP RAD51D CDK4 NTRK1 ESR1 PIK3CA
CSF1R H3F3A MYD88 SPOP FANCA RB1 CDK6 NTRK2 ETV1 PRKACB
CTNNB1 IDH1 NFE2L2 SRC FANCD2 RNF43 CDKN2A NTRK3 ETV4 PPARG
DDR2 IDH2 NRAS STAT3 FBXW7 SETD2 CDKN2B PDGFRA ETV5 PTEN
EGFR JAK1 NTRK1 TERT MLH1 SLX4 EGFR PDGFRB FGFR1 RAD51B
ERBB2 JAK2 PDGRFA TOP1 MRE11A SMARCA4 ERB2 PIK3CA FGFR2 RAF1
ERBB3 JAK3 PDGFRB U2AF1 MSH2 SMARCB1 ESR1 PIK3CB FGFR3 RB1
ERBB4 KDR XPO1 MSH6 STK11 FGF19 PPARG FGR RELA
ERCC2 KIT NBN TP53 FGF3 RICTOR FLT3 RET
ESR1 KNSTRN NF1 TSC1 FGFR1 TERT JAK2 ROS1
EZH2 NF2 TSC2 FGFR2 TSC1 KRAS RSPO2
NOTCH1 TSC2 MDM4 RSPO3
MET TERT
% EXaCT1 V0.9 i&7%, i CNVseeqerl®! H-E %A% HpT BIESCNARYMpIELE

P T FR 5 T R DU 70 270, e IR AR AR DR TR AR
USSR <100 4 reads BUHIZRDXIRIER, X T SCNA, 7
AT AE R EEA R DT O BARE AR T BRI, AT
TUIXEREARR) S H R, )G TSR EEA 5 X IEREA bR A T
MTEER o AR IR R AR R BEREAS (OB AL T8 EE R 1o g2
{H, AIXLERIRXIBE I TAHE S, FHE ISR A AR THE
Fpo i R 80 DNAcopy FSCIRRIGEA 3l 7y 1 F ik
XX T HFAbRE LB T 8. SR E ARy, AR
log2 fHARIXEE Fr BRHHAR XK. 1% log2 EHERW T BER A A
DNA #UEGRTS (J7H) s DNA #IUEEKX (BR) .
log2 WUEFORER T — B, 1IEEFRYH 7 —B. log2 {H
KT 0.5 -9, /T -0.5 1IERK, KRG, BAIERMEUH
JEACR I SRR BN B RefSeq FERIBRTE IR, 128 F7 B
IR SRACUEINES TR L5 o BL 4 IX 2 Be AL R A AR bR
MR Al S 7T TRR, IR (CNA) Gt 5o il
BN EEANG G N TE R 2 o

FIH CLONET Xt WUEGT 73 AT A M Al A IE DY
% CLONET Joififdli tHRIAE AL E R, FRATIEE B A T
MRAtiE. 24 CLONET Jeikii#ess VU B, i@ AR 2
K%,

BFadFBitESCNA

AT hgl19/b37 RENHAHA SR HAMRE P, FPYER
Hp &) B q (K) BEHEERAAR R UCSC g
ik ff (http://hgdownload.cse.UCSC.edu//golden-
path//hgl9//database//cytoband.txt.gz) . F CNVseeqerst
AR B, B DG B log2 88 il /7 i ARIE,
HRYE LRI AR AR, {5 A A AR LE AR B & B (R
o AT HREAME T SCNA s, RHE log2 BIE T AL
BRI (0.5 FoRY IR <-0.5 FREKR)

SangerillF
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B

Case 2, Primary

[ pkscA | cp278a | pR93Q | [

:
|__pRIT3C cgdfa | pGI2D |

|
GTGACCTTCGGCTTTTTCA

D Case 1, Recurrence

=

[ Ferrz | cuesrg

| pN4soK | [ 1ps3 | cg7ida

| pGusp | [ MAX [ cg179a | pR60Q |

TATCATAAATCTITCTTGGA

GCATGGGCGGCATGAACCG

AGGCATCCCGGGCCCARAT®

Bl REFR S HFENEREE RNWALREFZD. EE—THNELAMWE, TE—TWNELWE, AENS
BMAEER (EE) BfHRT. (A) ERBESSEKMHE (FBHFI 1) M1 (D) 2 FEEE8%. Sanger MFIESE
PIK3CA #1 FGFR2 ®R%, (B) 22 (FEINEBEEM 30%) S24ME (&6l 2) M (E) EFHABEER (KE
57) , 8 &G, Sanger MFIEE PTEN 1 TP53 RE, (C) R4 (ABEEM 15%) &H g, BRI
fE (%M1 4) #1 (F) 6 FEPREER, Sanger MFIEE KRAS #1 MAX R%,

GFTATIREOL XF RS EEN,  FHI PCR 5194
HIGEMAK gDNA M IRFEGIEST PCR, %5 S1EY 1
FFPE FEEb 9% B (29 200-400bp) . flifil DNAS-
TAR Lasergenel 24K HEA TS 73 M7, SNP A [ 18 1% i
H10%. HUE A R R T, S S

g5 R
% RAFHIE
1SS T VR IR R BRRFIE. 4 I LGLS EC
(R IE L) T8 BIRE K. MBI NI R K A S
B PHE, NS, —AEE ORfl 2) EIIRTARE
B2 T IESENEERIRY Y (£ 2009 4E 558 EC FIGO 734]
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A Case 5, Primary
- ;
f

B Case 6, Primary

| pp287s |

TCTG

E2.REINRIRFERNREFELELNARREF 5. (A) TZiE. S2UHME (&K 5) . Sanger MFIER
AKT1RZE, (B) R&iE (ALEH 33%) S5LME (%6 8) - Sanger MFHIA CCND1 RZE,

ZHiEETY) o METHRBEEITREV, T 114 A GERE
24-180 ™H) o LGLS EC JEAL Am B 100 1H
(U 241351 H) o FifBERETAE)S, IR 67 %,

HATRIES

FrAwBIN HE Bl 3 2 A K ERDR LA Bl
Bk (L.H.E. 1 C.EM.) SKiFfh, MAsRIBAS XA wb]
HEATPHERIERIS . FrAmpIEEoR 1 9s e B NIBERER
RHIE, CUEIRIALE, BRZITRASSAER, Bl Foew,
SRR DU R B SR R R Bl 4 BN Rk MR
ot HEVERAEWE 1A 2, B20%H1 2 2R Mmrdiie s
RIVERGISUR IMRRE R, AEFTA A2 % MR t R B AR N R &
R RN AAFIE

EAMEKE LD LGLS EC WEFIAE L
12 &M LGLS EC f#f 7 WES ll)#F1 Oncomine 434,

4 B LM TH 3 6117 Oncomine 247 (K 3) , WES £
T e e TR 28 A5 AR 1 P 2 7 5 5 43 Il 89.8x T 91.2x,
OCAV3 H#EH 1362x, £F 4 BIRFAREmiHER, 3 HIE %
JWBI A 2 BIFES Kb B R BN S AL, s DA BE R 584
& PTEN (73.3%) . PIK3CA (66.7%) fl ARID1A
(53.3%) , x5 TCGA Sl &g R—0%), AL
LGLS EC HRMAEKINFTALRAERRA BTE LR WK
LGLS EC FIPCECHIE R IR < IS,  FRAT e 2 Hhg il
TAEAMY TP53 2828 (p.Gly245Asp) ; TEEMI 4 Fh & B
POLE J:X%% (p.Glul951Ter) FISZiAR&&ILiE; DDR2
548 (p.Leu239Met) . Kz POLE 5878 RAAFRON 15K
ZHh (5% 86-426) . # PolyPhen-2 Wiill, DDR2 287252
AHEII, G 1 R IR A ROMZEAE, bl 3 1%
A RIEIIFEARRTE TN, 1E 4 BIE LRI LGLS EC HF1 8
BITCHRAAIRGIRA 3 BIRINE] PIK3CA 5372,
HR, BAVHT RN WES 8, DAfiE 2 &1
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A LGLS with recurrence LGLS without recurrence

Case 1
Case 1_M1
Case 2
Case 2_M1
Case 3
Case 4
Case 4_M1
Case 5
Case 6
Case 7
Case 8
Case 9
Case 10
Case 11
Case 12

PTEN '}
PIK3CA I T
ARID1A

ATM 1
KRAS
NOTCH1 1

KIT

DDR2 1 1 N>
FGFR2 'k 1 | V.4

POLE i Gain
CCND1 1 1<)

Recurrence
Platform
|

§ 1| Alternations

[ | B Missense mutation (both)
M Missense mutation (WES) \x\ \,\
12l Missense mutation (Oncomine) 3 @
B Truncating mutation (both)
M Truncating mutation (WES) ?\eo o8
Truncating mutation (Oncomine)

w
o
||
o
o
IS
®

14 °
12+
104
8 - °

6 [e]

4 Threshold for

° Q. microsatellite instability

MSlsensor score

2_
04 cmo

©
e G\)“eo

Il Homozygous deletion

NBN [ | “ I W Heterozygous deletion

STK11 ni
TSC2 I ]
AKT3 Recurrence
7SC1 1 1 M Primary
MAX 11 Recurrent
PPP2R1A 1 [}
myc |
H3F3A —~
MDM4 P
NTRK1 oA
FGFR1 | | 1 /)(
|

Platform
M Oncomine

EGFR 1 ||
PIK3R1
HNF1A
MTOR 1 1
AR 1
U2AF1 ||
ERCC2
FGFR3
GNAT11
HRAS
MAP2K2
RET
SMARCA4
ATRX o
MED12 [
TP53 1

E3. AXTEANRE. RIBFEREREFENERAEE,
5h, FERAEEEISIE/SHE NI, FEERXKANRE,

Il Whole-exome sequencing and Oncomine

C NS

TMB score
S
1

@ Q PN Q
o““e(\
o8

2
Q
%,

%
2.

(A) EREEEER, £ELD 2 MhEEERS, ik TP53

BYISR 1 pEFD. (BRI C) HEXEALGLS ECHY

MSlsensor #] TMB {53, BEBELRTHEEFRENHE. RENRSHFTINTIE, NS TRRAEE; TMB, MK

BRETGHE; WES, 2%2FNRE.

LGLS EC ) MSI IRAH TMB 2 &S5RG RIIAF, 3 HIEL
2 BIARE L LGLS EC 2y MSI-H (H 3b.) . E&HILGLS
EC ") MSIsensor T4 & m TARERNEE, —BILER
LGLSECH, HAf5 POLE %% (p.Ser1380Leu,: 106i) )
TMB B (E.3C) . EERMAE A LGLS EC Z [
TMB 4ttt ¢ %5,
TES R LGLS ECJiffilrhr, FRA1i%A &I MSI AHSC s
KEAH LRI IR R S8 AE, mifEwfl 5 st AKTT &5
(p.Glul7Lys) , femfl 10 %@t APC & X 5%
(p.Arg876*) .

BEMKEELGLS ECHIALMBIE M IRk T
XA R LGLS EC WA WES @il SCNA, 12K
i3 il LGLS EC 1, SCNA i iR th R A 72 a5 I
Bk (18l 4A). 1E 2 Bl LGLS EC 2 AWHI HMEEE] 1q 315
Gl 1 F14) o £ 1 B LGLS EC A6 Ofsi 2) Hhiisg

| 8p W2k, 8q FK1S, 18p il 18q #hfH. HeEAH CNA SHTUESE
TIXERAE, JAME 1 BIJCERE) LGLS EC itz 1 19p #
21q RARELAE Gl 9) o FERRNIREA LGLSEC ZJH],
CNA fifaf (S5 KL #5 VLB RIBR IR KF) AHAEL

(#4B) . 4 CNA SR TARGIXIIN, &1 LGLC EC /Y
CNA ffaliZs TIe2 %1 LGLCEC (I 40) .

SangerillF

Sanger AP UESE TAERMHEIH) —RHI5E2E: H 1 )5
k)1 PIK3CA, #1845 FGFR2, #l2 %l PTEN, 7&
Bl 2 2% TP53, il 4 &7 KRAS, Thifdl 4 2% MAX,
i 5 9 AKT1,

i e
JRE LGLS EC  95% [ 5 427, (XS R B i
JEARE, EITHEFRAIR. 19 % 71, RUEHZ BRI TR
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L ocaset | 1] e e e e e e el i &
ol I I [ O A A ol e e e eph s
£ Case2 | | I [ U N A e e e e pepp s
Y I I Cofr e ] Ul e et e pepp g
5 Case3 ||| I Cofr e e e e e e fe e e e fr fefrii 2
3] I I Cofr e e e e e e e e e e e fr frfeid <
g Cased | | I [ I TN NI I R T I o A 1 e A R T A &
Case 5 T T T T T T L L1 L LIS (S | M 1 L L L L ) A
I I (I A I AN VN s I s SV | A T A R T (R T [ (\(‘,@\ (\oe\
Case 6 | | ‘ I |‘ I I (0 T AT T Y A (A (| [ (R A AR R R\
— I I (A LA I T s I A IO B T T (R 8 (O 1 I Qe oef
L Case7 | | I ‘| I |H [N |’ || I ‘I |‘|H Ll MW!
g . I I Cope e e et e e e e e e ffe c
© case8 | | I ofr e e e e e e e e e fr frfri e :
) Lofo I N R AT I Y N Y A W 1 (O I A T A Amplification/Gain
S Case9 | | I [ I T ||| L] |ﬂ| EL e f fefer p=0.028
(3] I I Cofe e e e e e e et e e frfer 8 5
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