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[ Abstract] Advances in imaging techniques have allowed an increasing number of multifocal/ multicentric
breast cancers (MMBC) to be detected at an early stage. Traditionally, MMBC has been considered to have a
worse prognosis than unifocal breast cancer (UBC) and should be treated with escalation therapy. With the ad-
vancement of medical technology in recent years, the diagnosis, individualized treatment strategies, and the
safety of breast-conserving surgery for MMBC need to be re-examined. This paper reviews the epidemiologic fea-
tures, preoperative imaging assessment, pathological heterogeneity, molecular markers, and surgical approaches
of MMBC, so as to deepen the knowledge of clinicians.
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A Z DRI T

R UE 2, AHAGRIL TR, 4R X
MMBC BT @A IRA , I IR B2 AL AE 12 3H MMBC
IR R T HEZ LR, s HAZ WG YT 7 X Rk
fo. Al KA R, AR SCHISE MMBC AT
FRRAE . R RS AR A PRGBS SO S T bR
Yy, FARITEE IR, LAY Bl i PR 1< i pe
T AU BT HE R, O ORI IR 2E 4T MMBC 12
EE i - WIS

1 MMBC EX 5RITHRFEHA

1.1 MMBC EX

MMBC ¢ H] T4 i 72 [a] — M 5L 55 & AR 1Y 2 4> 5R
2 LA B RETER A R TR PR AS B A TE
IR 7B . MMBC f5c i IR SCANTT « DSR2 £
&, Z 4t ZL % (multifocal breast cancer,
MFBC) S48 SR I 7] — RERNAAAE 2 D E 2 A
AL, PALFTRE N R 2o LR (mul-
ticentric breast cancer, MCBC) I & $5 7F 2a ] FL A7 1)
ANFZRBRN &R 2 B AR, b kb v] AE
AR RIE . — MBI N, MMBC 2 A kb
BOH 1A RRIATEFLRE, AL ATy S48 U
J&% (ductal carcinoma in situ, DCIS) EiEE M, I
b, — SE R 5T Al 5 kb E) BE € L MMBC, A H
MFBC Jkt a1/ T80 SR, T MCBC i A 6] B
A, X —HUE R 20~ 50 mm A T
Gi—E X, H i TR %, MFBC, MCBC
WG —IT R MMBC #1738 IRBHF 5T
1.2 MMBC FATHHF4F1E

HET UBC, MMBC fEIf R E 80 WL, e K&
[FIMFLIRZ A AL f T b, B30 SCAF 72 MFBC il
MCBC MARTEIR HEUR G B ), — 2R 17
HRh KR A H Y | 2014 4F, Vera-Badillo %1 5 —
TRANA 24 b Tk 67 557 220 PR Meta 387 i
MMBC KR 9.5% . IT4ER, BB BUGHANE R
$&71, MMBC 35 EIb#as, m 1 Sk vh s /Y
MMBC %955 T 4% ~60% 7, 478 MMBC 3Py
RRHEARE L BE A A i s i, FLRE A 5 182 i
HEEROR R LD, MMBC £ H B8 ) 45 2 ik — 2D 52 7T
HR g ] BRI FE P s B B T e

2 MMBC ARE#&FITE

I T B K, MMBC J R 90301 T REJC I 2 4 5

PEIGRAFIE, TR 0012 W s BE AR T 18 ek
o5 B PR 52 A S A A T TR R T LI 2 0 L i A
15, MIMAE MMBC MAAL IR 7 5w (4 il o 1o #2 rp
FEOCHEVER, UL, 78Kk BA T ARSEAE A 2L B &t
J&, R Y AR 2R A LG 2T i 2R
. MMBC Y 3 FSg R - HR A FL IR X 2k
A MRI,
2.1 R XERE

LR X L5 (mammography, MG) L FRFL AR
PHERAG A, R LRI R T2 B 8 4t B A 5L
IR X 2852 (full-field digital mammography, FFDM) ,
MG J& FL IR s i A A 3L R B 2 i i KL vk, l
PRI FLAR AU AR5 O, JF 8 RO AE 25757 M o A9 )
SERMESHEE R HHAEBOR AL 5 b i kY
RE S 2 BR, SCHK %, MG 785 i A L 5 b A6 i
MMBC {1 7 B 7] 85 35 100% , 10 76 B 7 21 4k 7Y s
FOHE R AR 45. 5% AR SR Bl PR YT BT B
R EE, BLFUIR X SR T B =L LR
24565 (digital breast tomosynthesis, DBT) . X 3455
HIEFLERE X 885 (contrast-enhanced spectral mammog-
raphy, CESM) Z#ih HFIGIK, H7E— &R 4
T MMBC K %, DBT J&—Fh 3t T4 48 — 4k MG
TFR I X 2R = HEWT 2 R B A, A A [ £ J32 52
BTS2 kA i A R, A B TR FLIR B
BERAE . Lameijer %5020 Mr &L, FEXT MG i 5 3%
HEATE U AZI IR A B R 2L D v s
A2 i MG B% A DBT 1A th, BF5E Won, @R
DBT ] MMBC 9 2 #UZ {54~ 4 MRI, {H5 MG #H
b, B BERTC ) CESM it i E A s X
L1t R ) s IR BT AR B OL, AT 4R = MMBC 1Y
K RS Wi HERR 2 . Lorek %51 3T 999 fij17 F-A
TRYT LR B IR BERL, PP T CESM 7E MMBC
P R A, 4528 R CESM Al MMBC (1)
FRSERE S MG A1 (94.90% L 99.01%) , FHE
FZET MG (87.63% It 38.51%) , Lee 51" B 5% 1A
Jy, 5 MRIAHLL, CESM 7E MMBC 12 Wb HA
o PR S FEE R PR S0, FLRAS TG A 0 2 o
P, B R0 TR
2.2 #BFE

PRI W LR AN P B TR XTIk E
WM E U EE, MET AR, FRE ot
TR AR R A 5 L W T, HELG T EUR A
ZUT 5 OB L LR LM 209 TR R A
HIEL MG T35 4458 75 i 2511 . Rehman %5117 42 8
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tfBE &

TR, RS S W FL R R AL b B RO 1 R A
BE RS RE 4> B 88.2% . 73.6%, 4Ex H WK
MMBC M ARFTIZWH L ESZ(FH . Ah, A
ot LR e LA e e O B, VTS MG I
ANFE . Moon 118 TR Z B, B MG K 45 5 4h
FFETE201 ] S8 0L 2L AR AR E T AN B T 5% 1Y
MFBC F1 9% ] MCBC, {HA 58 & e A DU, 3
WEFTECHE R B, AU FH LR X 440 25 R 75 kAT
MMBC K Hij 2 Wr 9 R B AL Ry 50. 8%, W] T 2k
50% s B2 . A ShFLIRA BUE B (auto-
mated breast ultrasound, ABUS) & — P35 2% 1) 5 20 9F
K= AR, 1A SEEESILRN 2R R
¥, BT[RBT H A AT PN ZLAR , SR T ARG e Al
BIEBUN . XHRIEE SR & S i, B iF—
A4 R MMBC 9 & Hh 3, Helal %7 75 — 30 44 A
562 BRI A ST B, ABUS ZE 1Al MMBC J5
T s RAFRS W —3E (Kappa (527 0.64) , U1
MMBC (R GE | F¢ 5B 53 51 84% 71 80. 6%, Wl
BT MG SfEgmEFAN AN A (REE. 32.1%, %
S 67.6%)
2.3 MRI

MRI BBk L MR 98 B 3 A i Bl Ak 1 S 22
BV X MMBC BEN R, A AT MRI ¥
AL, e TR AT BB M S R T
e, HEREE RS ENR RS 2
() R B AS H, HE I (0 50 R 32 AR A B TR 2
13, —3i Meta 23 #1 @7~ , 0.8% ~11. 1% ) MMBC i
FHME R i MRIUZWi i #2532 T 305 e V15 5 K3
Bl T AR 3 88 88 w5 4L 8 3 ( dynamic
contrast-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-
MRI) BCA TREBUNAUAE  ( diffusion-weighted imaging,
DWI) 8 f# e Fik a8, DCE-MRI 2% 7 8 A0 7L IR
FERAZS W AR, T S W A o 1 5 500 (0 $E BT
B, 7€ MMBC i 5 1 EA MG 75 5 e ) R
JE (96.6% ~100%) 13 DWI ] 3 2 2 25 W0 o
BUREL, nE VM OSSR s gy, R BRA
FHATHE R 2 W MMBC Y ERf R, 408 B, T
Mi— DCE-MRI, DWI 5 DCE-MRI I & I FH i2 W
MMBC 7R FERE R AR A IRIE 348 P 48 e A 0 )
S (MFBC: 78.5% [t 21.4%; MCBC: 60.8%
17.3%) 51K e 13 % (MFBC. 87.8% Lt 83.3%;
MCBC: 73.1% F51.2%) "%,

Xt F U T B FL T AR A LR bR, A i 3k A
X2kt iRI2 It h B BHHT, IR E G R
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FHAE S MG #E47 7L R KRR I, R 5] A MRI,
DL 3E 1o 22 50 T B s B MMBC FORS 3R 51, (B4 7E
FETCTE S8 AR Y MMBC i kb g KU . L9 MG,
7, MRI A2 AW %G, MMBC £t 38K i
Th, AR5 AR T BT JC 12 3 4 T 7 10 8 A
WS BE ) % ABUS, DCE-MRI. DWI % i 2%
AREGRE R, AHAE AT S5 MMBC £ i R 12 1 32 4k 55 &2
PLiE

3 MMBC RERRMESEWIRE

3.1 MMBC FERRE

25 24% ~29. 2% MMBC H&# 16 [l kL] 2 A
TRBISER A A S o TR A )T T
A S X MMBC T &, 38 %A 2 AR
et H 2 AR S 1) e KB I PR g o F ekt iR
BEdEE . RN Z 5 1 1 e 0 Sk Y ik &L, Tong
AEPSNE 121 45 MMBC SBE SRR EE, 12 4] (9.9%)
SR 20 AL 1] B B[R], Hovp 10 i)
(0 S S kAR P A e, IR A S A
s SOIERHE (4.1%) M FZERAET RE R H A
LR, Janeva 5V HRIE, MEBE ZAK (es
trogen receptor, ER) . 2 F 521k ( progesterone re-
ceptor, PR) . NFRKEE KK F 24K 2 (human
epidermal growth factor receptor 2, HER2) Fl Ki- 67 3
FETE HOAE MMBC 2 % 8] /9 5 B2 3 20 5 2.7% |
19.1% ., 7.7%H 16.9% , L8] 4> F W HEUA — 3 H
26.7% , b 37. 5% Sk Bk, R 32 20 kB
BZVE, EE W44 5 N luminal A/luminal B
HER2- ( F Z0 M/ Rk Bkt ) o DL B #F 58 R
MMBC. 11 224> ek 6] 35 3k £ — i€ W B B Pk, 7
YN ALA T E g AR AE TR T MMBC 3897 19 1 R 5 55
T, ATRERPIE R0 AR R, (ARG KOG

ek ) B S J5 P TS B0 L b ) B X T
S IRYT R SN AN BURR B Tk R] S M R
RIEAIGIT AR, B B A A B s 2 5 0 1 Y
MMBC 5 5 0 25 () A= 77 B M1 56 Li %607 MRS &2
WL Z [E A ER, PR, HER2 Hl Ki-67 R A¥ MMBC
S IR o 2H A0 S B 2, rp o BE D s ) 35 S H
B, SFEEAAHL, BRATHREFE (81.2%L
96.5%, P=0.041) FEAAEA (95.8%1L 99.5%,
P=0.059) B ® 2, HAEr, £2%F297 (mult-
disciplinary team, MDT) X MMBC kb [1] Jpg B 5 Ji 4
¥ 3= i %t 7 KO FHGRYT . Buggi 5 EXT 113



A Z DRI T

BIRE E MMBC &5 IS b, 1. 8% B # £ 2%
kb ER BAME, WKL ER BHE, G PRT LA A 0 i
BIT; 2. 6% M EZp AL ER B, 10U 29 AL
ER B4, I0H8 43 £ 35 76 9 40 WA IR T 1Y SR Al b 2 A1
HEAT T4 BRI . X T HER2 5Ki- 67358 15 5 A7 78
KEII 22 8%, FREHR AT FHGUR YT, IR IR AT AR
i LR AT DUEF ST AN, MMBC 2%
kb (B ] B2 A AR Y S R R I 45 R, I F 1T 2 iR
Jrok ok, BEAEAE O on, XA AE KR A S B
MMBC 2 F 17 Oncotype Dx Kl f5 &P, 27% (6/
22) MR IENIE KPS WA, #UUI R A R
HEHEHE BRI O, ERIER R, MMBC kL[A]g
S B EARN AR FRERZ S, THEYT
R Z K B HER2 5 A —HH MMBC, & 4 F+ 4
RIT BT THAITROR .
3.2 MMBC H#REWIRE

g e R ER, PR, HER2 ) ZH T
6 FLMRER IR YT RN, H AT B = £ X MMBC [ 4
S¥EAYbrEY . MMBC 5 UBC [Al )22 5 3L 1 5 8
FR] BE 4 R 22 2 PR (0 B R AR AE . Lang 2601 fif
FHEEGE B XF MMBC &5l UBC & pn A b () 2=
S ik B A AT O %k, JF SR AT RT-PCR % I 5
MMBC £ 4 H1 ABCB 5 2 [H 3 35 K F i # T,
ABCC 11 3N 3% L, —&anl5 I - i
b, M 25456, MTRES 5 T MMBC ) & A R
i, %5 A BA IR GE T MMBC % Rl UBC
AR BA 225 KB W 4 MK 8EE 415 RNA
(4% 51k C190r33 . C30rf52, C150rf48 1 C4orfl9) ,
N MMBC 43 b 35 90 10 0 e 42 436 T L0 7
WG AW hr W )5 1, Zehni 25133 0023 HUIR AR
EXSAN (‘thyroid hormone receptor, THR) NIRRT
&5 UBC Al MMBC HA A A9 SCH M. UBC 41+
THRal FH M5 5 22 09 oW 4 77 W ( disease-free
survial, DFS) #3¢, 1 MMBC 20 THRo2 FH 4]
5 E A DFS #H¢, #278 THR A 244 MMBC
I AR TN K - i BIF 5 P A R A R B A A R
D &k (vitamin D receptor, VDR) B #3152 MMBC
BEBAEGFEY (overall survial, 0S) 77 G 6
£, XF MMBC BTG B #RE AP Bk 3C
R Ay i 126 MMBC. AH ¢ A2 ) b 2 0 B2 4L 1 0 20 k4l
BATY 5 3E— 20 BB 4% 23 F 48 45 5 MMBC 9 20 R4 3¢
P, IRAE NG PRI IG 2 0 UE N A (L, LA
R I R A 2R 2= B PR i) MMBC X H: 135 %5 15
RUH S,

4 MMBC pEHEYT

4.1 BETAEFAAK

XFF MMBC 3 —Reik R B 7L, BRTE A H
It UBC BA B 28 PE AT 22 IR R TS, | TR
FLP ARSI LR XU, P HAUWER LT AR AAE
SIE, IR 2 FL VIR AR EATIRST , 4k, B
HINREFARRNE I, a0 TR Z T k&, L
FerR T 98 T A 5 AT B Ak i 4 B0k L 75 SR 1
MMBC TR FLIRTT BN 2% U 5 #4085 Bk Je e de,
A TFARMEEAR X IR R Z IR, AEER
FRUIBRSE, 1A s IE R (oncoplasty) J&—Fh B ki
SREFARORBVI AR FLART, HOB o SRR T T
ARAGE G, A A% 6 S H AR T[] Bsf 5 3 e 96 7] B
AN, AR MMBC B AHHEEE
4.2 MMBC 1TRIF AR AT
4.2.1 CYFTIESE RIS A B

FIHT, MMBC $RZLAASCIESE £ 24 h Tk 30 4F
[ BABIBEY . BT RS | e . RELER
5 Meta 53#7 . $8m 53R, B T 2 d0 BEHL RO
5% MIAMI 050 1 R A A 45 3, A i k= >k H BEAIL
Xof BRSO BF S ESE (18] 1), Houvenaeghel %513 Al
Patani % LR T MMBC A1 56 SCRR S5 5, UM S 7%
PEFLFARIAIT, Fang 2557 Winters 2512 X 4 56 3C
BRHEAT Meta 73 #7 5 & 8L, MMBC B#HATIRIL TG
ST LR R H52IVIRA TR E 25, BRI Z
AR B = 1 B AT RS TERE T B, (EAT ) 4
N, Gt PR MMBC B BT IR FL TR BA T4,
PABIAIESE Z2 R I it TS 3 T F — Nkt Tie
i, oK L 0 B S8 A (4 SR A, ELAF
FRAEIAR— 2015 4F- Shaikh 45 7E—T044 A 110 fi)
MMBC £ #1263 fil 5 Z HHVE AL UBC 4 BB 5
R, MMBC & it 2T RAL T ARG 2 27V
A, LR R TR AKX UBC B, Hikh
MMBC 75 76 F AR EER LT LIBT . AR YT 4 3L
flZ7 5IRYT o Silverstein 55> MR T 2 41 B2 58 1L
W v g 22 2 AR FL AR (extreme oncoplastic breast con-
serving surgery, EOBCS) ) MMBC 6], A Hiz AR
BHAT RN T, 4Rk, LR B WM IR 25
IRE I T F AR, 2017 AE M & EF /D
ZHXF MMBC PR FLIR YT H5 8 BI BE S B, A R
RSEMACR | )G I I Loy Bl A7 PR 2L T
ALV 2022 4F S [ ST L5 A RAE R4 (National Com-
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prehensive Cancer Network, NCCN) #& B KN 1 ¥t
MMBC R R AT AR AR AL SR, RGN E, &
AT MMBC BT IR AL P ARZ LW TR, (H
o 101 107 228 3 7 A T DA 5 0 8 o AR 1 W A 4 T
PEBEALO RIS T DLtk — 2RI

1 MMBC fRILF AU TR 57

Fig. 1 Evidence pyramid of breast-conserving surgery for MMBC
MMBC ( multifocal/multicentric breast cancer) : 2 %I
e/ Z PRI

4.2.2 MMBC fRFLTFARI L4k

1994 4 % 3% 1) — 0 SR BfF 5 1 RGBT 1977—
1989 4F[a]4257 {7 F A Akl BhiG 97 19 27 4] MMBC #&
BRI, ALk 53 N A B 1B (3.7%)
HIEL LR, 2009 4F Gentilini %5140 75 S B 5 o 8] 1
PRILFARBI LM, 455 5Wos 476 4] MMBC (8% 1)
SHEREBLR 28 5.1%, LRI~ MMBC &
HEZBFIRIT MR B L LR R R A, i
—HUE MMBC PRFLF ARG Lk, X LA 5T APIA~
J5if % T, B MMBC 5 UBC 3L T AR TG £ 5 .
MMBC RFLGIT 52 FLVIBRAR MG 2 5 . B MR
YIHRGEIN g, AECT UBC, MMBC fHRFL F AR E Kk
KGR . 1989 4E Leopold 25 LA&E T 10 4] MMBC #
#5707 4] UBC B HZ IR FL TR LT yT s, &
B MMBC [BE T LR & F UBC H#H (40%1k 11%) .
1990 4F: Kurtz 5% X452 52 £ 2L F AR FUHT Y 586 1] .
T~ TTHA ZL AR 98 A i B 71 S A T &8, 15 )
(25%) MMBC #1156 6] (11%) UBC & HEL LR,
A MMBC 88 R ETA TR AL TR, (R IR
RETRATAREARBAREN, BAATEREA B
RZEE IR VI 2 00 JR B . Bl I R X R LR T7
I HE— DR, R U0 5 48 R AL 15 3 H A,
2004 4 Okumura %5 (ORI 2% 55 R 4 2 o A
(<5 mm) YIS HTERE S TR IR IREOT, b
{7 BT 58 A~ A IE, MMBC 415 UBC 4H LR R4 i1
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25, RAFRERBEHGE, RAFRIZH
PRI T AT IR s T 2 FLVIBR AR . 7E AR
HET, 2009 4F Lim 25170 % 32 % 44 7L 1A 97 1 0~T14
MFBC % 5 UBC & #AT IR (b7 BE D7 [R]
S9ONMH), BRER ZFH IR RIFLG I %257
(2.0%1 1.3%) , 2016 4F Tan 251 44 A 40 5] MMBC F1
120 i) UBC [, Hoh 34 ffl (85%) MMBC 3% Al
103 1| (85.7 %) UBC &% TRATFAR, P hibEvi
55 A~ H I} UBC 4H LR %4 3%, 1 MMBC 207G LR i,
ZEA AR, AT UBC 3, MMBC &%
T PRl FARITC s AN K A% e

S—J7 i, MET2ILVIBRA, MMBC BETTIR3L
FARM L AT 1999 4F i) — 0 Bl BT He A
T 56 G TEFL AR MFBC #5132 Bl 2L VIR AR
MFBC BEMIGIRTS, KM 5 FRAERAE IR F
HIegeit2425 5 Kaplan %% fE—T04% A 55 i) MMBC
BEMBR TR, A TFARREILIIBRABA ALY
LR KA AW, Kadioglu %57 | Lim 27
IME LSS, RIS & B MMBC BB HY LR XU 7614
HTFARMEFVIGAR N 25, EETRILTREWN
OS HHLAH, fH I iR BF 5 94 A ) MMBC % 1] 32 %5y
MFBC, [tz MCBC &M SHEFER, MEALFR
IR MCBC. 1922 4P i i AR B TR 2 4 1 LAHIE

10 4E3k, R IR R ZE MMBC fRFLF AR 52k
PSS T 2N, U FOBCS nl ik — 2 R f%
GEWE a2 FL VI BR R R 7 I MMBC, EOBCS
SR X R 2R AN T AT 2LV AR 1 LA
(MMBC B8 A% >50 mm) fii FH R H A |
Sl AR R FL TR . 2019 4F Crown 4502 — T3
g5 111 il H252 EOBCS [y % (Hp MMBC &4
82 1) BAZIBHFEH AL, HALRETT 36 A B, S8
EOBCS Al BT 19 5 LR 24U 1. 1%, HA
R BAT o] IX 3o/ 2 4k 52 %, 2021 45 Savioli 55 iz 18
T EOBCS i#J7 MMBC J K#! UBC MBEDEE, 5 4F
TRRHEAEH N 91.5%, H MMBC H & K HLE &,
R iR T 55 BT T 2022 4F- & 2% 1 opie 45 > it — 4
WAIE TR 8 IE R % 2. K 100 B4 32 s 2%
AR 100 B4 52 2 L VIBR A 1 MMBC A8 2 4% il 3 B
1. REERARE . 8 E N P E SR AR TR,
iR T A 4> 41 R 50% ) 4 FL VI bR AR H 5% T
By, BEVE SRR 10 4F LR, K& % mib =
RANEBLLL K DFS . 08 G255,

RS R EW, MMBC $R7LIE T G K 45 R 5
RFLVIBR AR T TC % 4 e BRI SO o



A Z DRI T

MMBC 1AL FAREA R A LR KB, {HREE RS K
SRR 3R 20 SRR 20N MMBC ZE£E R L
FARIRTTAE XS A7 I 8] 5 Jmy 342 A% 50 7= 2R R F 52
Wi, BEE T YETN MMBC #E— 4 23 R L6 Y7 A IE 3
et AR SCHR B 22 R [ BPERF 5, N AT kG Hh 37
PR IREm , AE B 23 A i A S i 1 — 2 $E T
T F MMBC R FLIBIF RS &, 45208 H Y RTE
PEIGRIR TS ACOSOG Z11102 T 2023 4R T i 4

ST bt 66. 4 A AR, BRZAAALFARLAG
SFLT . SRR Y 204 6] MMBC % R AL 6 ] i
LR, fliHA 5 4ERPBULR 28 3.1%, WL IR AT %
ZARUE (5 4E R LR R<8%) ; WRIEDIHRR, R
HIH25% MRI KA B 1Y S 4 LR SRAUN 1.7%, B
FARITMRIE (22.6%), #F—L UM% T/ EHAb 1Y
MMBC £ & 17 P 3L TR T B 27 3, 38 43 P Ak
MMBC PRI FARZ MBI I 1,

£ 1 A MMBC (3L F AR 2 R BT

Tab. 1 Selected studies evaluating the safety of breast-conserving surgery for MMBC

, Kk B MMBC ThALkE - S .
ik CIN 4 bon PN e R4t Zhan
f PR 4 il DI TRITHE N [t K45 J=y Hig
Leopold 2514 1980 [mImiME: £ &Mkt 64 10 f147 BCS 1y joig 707 ] 47 BCS MMBC 41, UBC 41 LR KUK

MMBC 3

Kurtz 214 1990 MUEPE ZifEK, X Lk 71 4A

61 17 BCS 11

B UBC % 50 40% . 11% B
HOT, GREIE 525 1) 4T BCS MMBC ZH. UBC #41 LR KU

A9 B2 W Y 2 A MMBC & ARG WH BUBCEE 45k 25%, 11%, HE
BLL L P HR T UL Y ¥, T PigH 10 4F S B f7E R TG
i) GiilE2 5t

Hartsell 250421 1994 [HJitE MCBC, mIEHFLIE S34A 2761 (3 MCBC) Ji ¥7, 41% fk & 16 (3.7%) BH %4
HE 5B 2 A8k 17 BCS ) MMBC ~ J7, 3.7% W 4 HEL LR
DANISEE- NN B WIRTT
AT L1 35 i M g
ol

Nos 21491 1999 [mIEH: MFBC. W — %MW 5S4 S6fil (¥R MFBC) jik ¥7, 4k ¥7, 132 fil 1T MX BCS 41, MX 415 4F 5 %4
WArHE>5 em B9 1T BCS f MMBC /M IETT B MFBC & A A7 R 4 3 %%,
KRk BH 90%, Wi4l IR R4

Kaplan 0500 2003 gyt 24~ si L LRIRA 4541
DI AN )T e

Okumura Z£[46) 2004 [ElEifE MFBC. W% T 584H

36 117 BCS /Y
MMBC %

TR (B8 11%)
8T%HIT, 42% 19 BlAT MX ) BCS 4 LR R N 3%, %4
fBI7, 63% M4 MMBC %  MX 417G LR ffil, Fidl
WIETT TG it b B AR

(BCS 4K 97%, MX 41

N 95%) ToFI R

34 5l (MFBC ¥ Jyr, #2514k 594 |47 BCS MMBC £H K LR ¥k ], 44

25 i kb 22 e A7 A 20 i, MCBC ¥ J7, W 4> W M UBCH#E UBC 4 LR FH 3%,
S 12 i, 28K 1% BI7 W4l DFS & % it %
MCBC: & f % T 2 f5i)) 47 BCS Y 25
£ s kb 22 8] G % MMBC %
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