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[ Abstract ] Radiology is the primary lung cancer screening technique. Whether the mortality rate of lung cancer

could be markedly reduce by radiological screening was still unknown to us. It was suggested that high-risk individuals should

take regular radiological examinations to detect early lung cancers, followed by suitable treatment. In this review, we compared

the values of different radiological methods in lung cancer screening.
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P, 201045 38 B & g 22.207 9, T R
MEI15%; FET- MR A 1.7 T, A REAE TR
BIr28%0, FEE N 1 EIALAT MR, L AT 7 XA
WEESEIRNZE A, 3 B AR 0 20t 2870448
AL ETHRISEAL, HRTT AR S i sk FE i 3, &
Wz ERIELEIEHES, T4k, BRMT . BUT. &
VAT FAMNELF ARG S AATT iAW R &, (H il Tl
R, KREBECGEHEMER T2, SRsE
AR, AU 1s% 2240, A2 E AR AR /N L
i ( non-small cell lung cancer, NSCLC ) Ta#], b, Ila
1, bl el b VIR E A SRR A

A ST AT+ — BRI B AL (No.07YTYB9612020 ) ¥
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FEFHOL: 610041 AR, POJIR2EAEVE R BerF R MR GEIPES . 2
SME, E-mai: weimi003@yahoo.com )

S0%. 47%. 36%. 26%. 19%. 7%H12%; [Mii/)NAH il s
(small cell lung cancer, SCLC) RRHIH15%, T 1z ks
3%, fIE AT DL, e AR A UG R SC B T kAT
T Z AR NRETR A, US4 o il 4 RS2 WK
X E AT RHATT

— Ok, T R AR REE R A R, TR
FENFEP R BTCAEIR . EEA TR i A A . AR N il
I8 O 2 B M, SR TR 19 A 8 1 R
PE, RETEAMCH BUARE IR Z A s s XA 0 A
BEG TR THANGST, REA BRI A4
Ky i A7 B 2 nl 5, ZRE A BRI 2
PE, AR R & EIERT, TE B R
o, R B2 BT R LA AR L L IR AR S A
W LFAE SR AR TORGE . I MR AR
YR 5 =R A R AR 52 M 55 4
i, BRI AR A h R . SERR AR, iR
i Y 32 E T BOR MR RAR A A

AR A ) A5 T i X2k 3% - (chest X-ray
radiography, CXR) . b x&3s 1 ( digital radiography,
DR) . HHHXLE)Z 44 ( computed tomography,
CT) . IEHFRITEYWIZSI4 (positron emission
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tomography, PET ) %, ASCL& RS A )y vk iy 8 % He
BAE—£rik.

1 CXR

CXRf&[H, 29%, EMERFAR R iy IeA Tk
fili & & AR E, REFECXR BB RIFA9 BERXTEL, 5T
BTN = e 1) SIS T S e e (51 2 Y K
B S N SR A DR R e SR (= v R |61 o 2 2 S = P
Sy AR B ARIE RN IR R RE T, LARE 2 B/ NELAL
FHA (cmBimm ) FJZXS (LP/cm, LP/mm) K3KIR;
W PERNER R PR R R/ NEEES, W
PRI 405 B 22 5 A 43 BR3P, CXRIV FE 43 BF
B, RIS KB AR FERE R , AN BEXT SR X i
A . X PECXRYF <10 mmEkt . 5 1E R 45
& MR DIk R A Sy o kbR, A

SN2 W A HERR I . ¢ T CXRAE N i 25 h A A1
EH %Eﬁ;ﬁﬁ%@f ( National Cancer Institute, NCI ) BAE
19604F RITFJi 1 KA Al R ISR EA TR o 55 0344540
2 UL ER B ERBEN L LRI 2 A B, s e
¥z —RCxXREG A, 334F; FHEIEFEY) . K&
IT—IRCXREGAr . A5 E/R: Al Wiz, H
trssfil (43.9% ) FARYIER, 34 REMEILT-62M], 3t
T%40.7/ (1000 N4 ) 5 XTHELLZWTIHsE 96, 2814
(29.2% ) FARYUIER, HHiEIET-sof], JET-%h0.8/ (1
000 A\ *4F ) o Xf HEZH il SBT3 2R B0 4 19 1.03F%, RIAH
XGRS (relative risk, RR ) 471.03, 95%CI: 0.74-1.42,
2RI E L ZIAR R B AR CXRAEHE = i 98 i
A2 R, (HAREA SRR sE TR 0

Manser%5 MG AT 435 BEHL X RE R IE X CXR A 77 25
MRS Tmeta 3BT ARSI ZECXRITi A 238 6351, 62914
SEFWlifeE ; A CXRIiAr2H42 66815, 7103 F filida
RR=1.11, 95%CI: 1.00-1.23, R[5 Z 02 41 fligs st %
ST e TERAR i A 2

T kA e, NCrg sy T R UMELL”
('The Cooperative Early Lung Cancer Group ) FF &5 ¥4 4 iy
2RI CXRI A (R RS, b 2 44 10021971
19764 MBI TR ( Mayo Lung Project ) 2, 10 933/
4S5 UL B (R ED 1) BEEWNAIT . 3
bfitrh, CXRAIUMEEESLE], PRIk AIE & B17
B, —EERERARBSY]. BEfS, 9 2116 R EENL > A
G AN AL, TR dla18f], AF4 H 2 1R CXRIE

BRI TE AN NAG AT ; WAL 4 59305, FRAE4EZ LM TRIAS:
. M6, AT 4 TN BE2H 23 591 K BRI RE 206451 11
1604, Hifit 4 rhoofila T, (548.1%, x4
A1) (31.9%) J&THW. 2R, PR st %
AHIE, 43532/ (1000 A4 ) F13.0/ (1000 4)
Kk, 75 F AN B4 H 1R CXRIKA PR TR AN =7
Rrds SRR LR NI A A LD, A RERARMIESET K [
AERE e S AR SO T I — SRR 3 A S DR 45 SR Al
5z,

FETFULEMSE, FAR RN
REI Mg O Bt

CXRANJE=—Fj B

2 DR

DRIE I FRIR IR R GE, FXEEAR(E Rl
B RS, it ArAae R EIER . SCXRMLL,
DREA UG LR, FRGHIEAR, BRI MR 0
DREAFHEIR64 M /s, BECIE6 sRITT iR, ATtz
G, HARSTECH CXRGE 502 —. DRZS )43
#43.6 LP/mm, 5 HE%12 bit-16 bit ( %5 3 HrAE
Ber WUR R G b BRI AR E RbitRoR ), T A
IR 53 B TR . sk, DRRFA & TIRHEE (80 kv-120
kv ), XFJ N ST AL B ARG s MRS AL BT RE SR
K, WME SRR AR . [R5, BRIEMT R
1 mm-2 mmPA/N L TE MEFE . 2 mm-3 mm A7 S
LA EERER - TN A =N = E 3002 N = o E =
BLRYEEY S kb ot BRISEAEGDS), DA REARAS: 2 U
R, RN RSS2 WRE ) . Woodard 45 1eIXT 49
) 85 EA T PR DRANCXRAG A, A DRALCXRAY (K145t
TS, BE S 20 s L A ) R A A e A
GramerZF WA ZE DA A DR il 3505 45 X 3l 28 1 27
HCXRIEM 225, EX R s, WE RO T
CXR, FRIE 73539 4 S5 UL B o0 1| 28 CTUE LA A4
s Z B R I, I LLooIToas 15 iy il FiE {4
BEVEN IR, X PDRIICXRA S, 45 B/R: BAR%
RER T N Ut S S F T V9 & N i A N T
BIDREZIAE TAEFFIEMZE T 1AL (area under the receiver
operating characteristic curve, AUC ) WRBEFERKTCXR, #R
DRTEMGARES T kb, JCH R BB AL A/ INGS 5 A
T CXR. BartjanZ:1°120064F-20074F %} 4 938144
AT M ARG T Ay, 12Tt 6], Horhssfil
[RINATDRFICTHG A 5 72051 %F BRASA R CTHE R I B AR 25
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TR AL  TDRAGAS , HE I DRIVAUCH0.52-0.69;
X F B AR AE B R4 T, DRI EM L W A0 U
J918%-49%, 55 H92%-100%, i % T Al BEAEAE B 45
I, AR R S W 30 R 36%-73% . 829%-99% . AT
W, DREZCXRZE—FPH ATk T B, (B2 MEAS
A BR

3 CT

CT YRR T IR A8 A RIS R 1 i 44 & 15
mel, DASE B TR0 2 R A5 BB AN e R T A
SER, AR IR NG YL SRR AAAE . |
TCTHYAS ] 73 PR 2 B TA I g i FLAR R/ . X2k
B FE S RGE B B SR I A B AR X B SE, T CTY
LR 23X R K, IR — M0kl CT Y =5[] 43
e A JL CXRFIDR, i1 FE 43 HER I, AT ik 0.5%
BEE G B AR KR, BiECTMEZHECT Y it —P
PE T CTHIZW M., IRHECTHRHEE Y, Rk H
kF0.SWAPYL, AITELS sNSE LAt H, e —kpE
SIEOUT S AGE  ATRE, e 132k RIS B
MBS . A8 X395 A R4 B T CT
FUEFECTHH , 450 B/R36I/E 58 CT F UK B A4S
W, (AFEIRBECT B WAT 24451 39f - T & 3
25454974, WEHECT R PL7054S, AR & 451k
Bl (18+4.5) NI (12.6£3.2) 4>, P=0.01; ML
WRANE, EiBECTHH <S mmAILEY (12.743.7) 14,
IZHECT (8.4+2.3) >, P<0.05; M5 mm-10 mm%E 5143
HR (2.940.9) P (2.4+0.8) 4>, P<0.05, ULAh, 44
ZR AT ECT BBz s, miRECTIC!
BB, AT UL, MR C T 8 CT A B I Y i A% fiE
71, WA . JUHIE /NG AR KPR SR,
Bl CT RO I P, X LR 48 59 70 4t =2 3] i ok bk &2
AN EE AL . BFFE USRI, 5 I3 C TR A 1 i 55 711
A NCXRIT100M% . EFRACSS B3 ZE 51 ( International
Commission on Radiological Protection, ICRP ) Z3IAK, %
HEIN1 SvA XRS5, N IR i R R s s /10
Jren AT e RAE R BT B AR T, KA SR e
AR, AR FTHESZ (U N, SR CTR A ) &
BEELAT . 19904F, NaidichZ85e 45 T “ B Ikl g iecT”
(low-dose computed tomography, LDCT) FIHE&, HHI
ZR RS BT (—MBh25 mA-50 mA ) A5 2R [
CTHHE MR IR . CXRAYHRE i 40.06 mSv-0.25

mSv, M ECT A3 mSv-27 mSv, LDCT }0.64 mSv-0.8
mSv, KT AARARAKF2.4mSv, HACHEECTHI26%,
AT i 0 2 () B B k2 Ak, 2T gE IR
W1, LDCTAER I /INGS ST | BB 5 46 7 i 5 338
CTAHEL.

HA . KE . INERSE LR EZ R0 42 904E4K
TG A FHLDCTHEA TR T Y . Menezes 526343 35244
S04 DL b, WRAH>304 4F . TR s AR A TLDCT
i, #>5 mmAYIEESILLE 158 >8 mm A AELE 15 PR kL
FESCR CPAYET , BEVI44E . ShesHIBZ W M, H
ths3fi (82% ) MUMAEKIN, saff] (80% ) £ FARik
7, LDCTTE Rt 012 W v ) B0 BE R S5 B2 4331
H87.7%H199.3%. SekiZE27119934E 40 A2 1201 i i &5 1E
MATTLDCTRI A, 83% MW NH . TESLL i rp & 31
LOIfMiJeE . 74% MR, S8%K R F I ; Bl 22004
L HZ IS 76, 63% MR, 79% M. HEE
J%%—?;T(j(%WeiH@%ﬁ*ﬂ?ﬂé@Presbyterian@|§T§1993@57/%
. AFE7 ER38A LS B [E PR R e T 311
( International Early Lung Cancer Action Program, ELCAP ) J&
H Aij & T-LD CTiidea i A A (B Y de K ARG . 20074,
Roberts %P9 E T INERWIFRLER . 200341 H %)
20054F 127, 100041555 DL . AR =300 4F A~k A
JE 2 LDCTR A AT, Bl 15 5] B BsF ) B 5 s B ke 1
gEA KNG ARSI 2009, 19(INSCLCH 14451 Jy i
BGOSR, 408, LA s e sH
WU, 14R TGS . [FIAE, > A &K Ronchi,
Novello &% H A<KondoZE 23U T 5 2 FeAR—5, #42
JNLDCTE W it i 2 oAy dE 28 2 3

Muralikrishna&5 BT 1 A9 — T R G P 4T T 630 Fil
PLAF BRI ES , B ABGH 14 000f . 45 /K. LDCT
AL RS 22 0 il , U2 D ANSCLC, ORfH4)r
WA 4.1, 3.9F15.5, 95%CIZ %l h2.4-7.1, 2.0-7.4F0
3.1-9.6.

KTLDCTHCXRIZW A b, K HE E R
FERFSEPT ( National Cancer Institute, NCI ) #—HF5% 5.
JN: 3 318BIE NN E T, 1 S86BIATLDCTHiAL, 1550
BATCXRAG A . LDCTAH R FPATE32561 (20.5% )
S35 (3.0% ) ATIEK:, ZWillRE30M5], JilisE i % ok
1.9%, NSCLC 29, 13]553.3% (16f] ) ; CXRZFHG
FRAPE1S2 (9.8% ) , 156 (1.0% ) 174, Wil
76, V6, LDCTHH#ETH %5 T CXR*®, I-ELCAP
PRAILRY—ZHEE o . LDCT Ffir i1 00015 W 45 3 rh A
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233151 (23.3% ) WFRAAREALE T, 762 Wil
T, 230 (85% ) AU, 260 (96.3% ) 42T RYUIER,
ﬁ%ﬂ:Mayo Lung ProjectE@Sl.l%[lz]; =K R CXR
AT, (68 (6.8% ) WoRERAE T, 7HIRR BN,
40T . BRI . LDCTRIMGIE A % R2.7%, CXRILN
0.7%, P<0.05; DAt H R LD CTAICXRN] 4351 42.3%
10.4%, P<0.05, 1SHILDCT R /R45T7 HA£<10 mm A il
FRE T, BI7ECXR B L BB, vk E R H24E A BA
GIFFE BRI . LDCTTE 2843 ik % H 6 H 615 i 4
(2.1%) , @& TCXR04% (1/237) .

Y4 i fif Z KBS PRAE 58 5K L AL LD CT 5 DRI
BME. EATAEERSE: LDCTEEMRE, JTHERY
it s (%) s A R AR . A, HET o 2
TEHATEE T AREMILDCT H A, AR i R T 72
43 B UESE R LD C T A BE A A P IR i FE T2 Uik
S S LDCT IR BAPE AR, B il BE 2 A o
H i ¢ FLDCTHfi A 5 sE -3 56 R IHRE , BAUR
IJ220064E K RAENEJMA G FAYI-ELCAPZE R . 1993
420084, A7 31 S67HITCHEIR (1 il & fAE AR AT T
LDCTKu A M By, 2Wilifisizasafi, 412/ (85.1%) M1
W, Wi 104E41E 3 488%, 9S%CI: 84%-91%; 302fi7E
WG 1N HNEZ T ARG, i1 A58 92%,
95%CI: 88%-95%. WMF5ELIKBILD CTRE AT $2 i il 1)
R W, AT SRR IE T2 . — 451994
HE-20044F KRB 12500 TR 25 R RGEVFA, Horp2 it
BEMLXTRESLES  HAT 10T R BEXT AL . dh2s 74901 5 fE
AMKIEAT T 54 342K LDCTHHE, (H350 5256 oA ££45
(ALFE2I ML HRSEES ), 2T ELCAPHFGY 25 A AR
H100% ( HBEDT 1724 ) , iS5G E LD CT i 4 H
B IR R SAE AR AR R N 76.2% . N T HE—ERFTLDCT
FETERE G A RUREARITIEFE TR, SEEINCIM 2002479 1]
T Uy S it — 201 [ ¢ i 9 0 25 3038 ( National Lung Cancer
Screening Trial, NLST ) B¢, %35 H X}50 00041 5 & AL
HEE T EAE IR WLDCTE CXRIG AT, B 2 &
I EE AE T M2k o A, fop 22 0GR B O i T — 0
Bl ML BE il 93 i 2 105 ( Dutch-Belgian Randomized Lung
Cancer Screening Trial, NELSON ) B¢ fifi ¥ 2 F 5
LDCTi A 4IRS i f 0t B4, F52k104E, Z2014
AR LD CT X el 3 il i FR 5 SBT3 152 o X BB 5%
AR FAT IR LD CT HIE FHA — A48 R

TR AR LD CT i A 1) 55— N3 /ZLDCT
IR BHPE 2655 R . WilsonZE B4} 3 64261 A FLDCT

Ky, FRAOA 1 47706 (40.6% ) K BAMFRES 1T,
36f] (1.0%) TTHMFAR . HMEsE . RESER4, H
YIR K BTt 8249077 Al 5wl i s 5 4
AR, 28608 R AE, (TR E 1934.1%, Sone
FIReichB** NTA LD CTIH L FEIZ W R 1] 35 13% F125% o
Muralikrishna%5 B2 REEM ML B8 : LDCT IR BH MR
FEAB H (0dd ratio, OR) 43.1, 95%Cl: 2.6-3.7, SE-H4E1 000
BT K Bl23S MR BIVESS TS, 3. 7045 52 AN B TR IE
W o

P, FRor o SO I J AFE R LD CT i A o
AN LD CT fr ks i i i o, LA W0 2247 i R e
PR, RBRGYY, QIR ARYIER, FEAREN] Bk s
P B SR FE RN R E UG o AT = U CH LD CT i A
M2 . PR e R T A R asAL, (FJR XL
WL AN 2SI

JUE LD CTHE i 9 i 2 v i (A o T il — 204K
B, AB— A HLDCT 2 H i i A 07 72 b s fei B
WARIEE . ACSHIL . HfE A, JUHR AR
HEA PR R, NAE BRI 7R 43 58 it I T R A%
HBTLD CTifif i & IR B il |, A Fkse ®iFtT
LDCT#fi#rl,

4 PET

PET /& — A AXUH T 1 R 20 4% 4F 19 e 7 S AR 32 i £
A, JET RGP AHETZ 218 (emission computed
tomography, ECT ) . ECT:# i ¥R 5 P 25 M 7EAR s
ST 5 1 L AL [ R B 53 A1 2 S TR 9o kR4 T
PESWT . PETRCH MR B0 22 0 i Al & A DE L 1378
PR R IR AR N IR E RO SO Y, B
H&MAEMR N, Kk, PET XHUE R ih k4 ik
BAR7 . YRR KA, AR ER T AR R
AIYERE (1 mm-2 mm ) -5 B4 EAP A9 6 R A
K, —*peT . XW D pLTRERAME, #°50.511
Mev, B85 AR, ] HI AN AL E AR XS BRI 25 E A7
FFEIRM ( coincidence detection ) , HEMIRHESiEABASR
RGUEAFPETIRIGR . thar 0L, SRR &AM IrEAR,
PET = S 1o PRI 1 H 5 BCS A% R AE A N 1) A T S
MR R S AR 0, SEBURRISE R B A W 2E T RE )
XU AR H iR B2 B30 2 AR 0 B4 5 AU 4 b
( ¥F-fluoro-2-deoxy-d-glucose, *F-FDG ) - i 4 A A 14
GER, F-FDGHE R —Fh -5 i A B S5 H AR R iC P i 5
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ARG, TEMIEAIME N REE , TR AT T fr
FUEPEIZW . IR 2 R F R 414 A7 ot it S LY
SE-FD Gt 5 42 5 - B 5T L T B SF-FDGRY it 2
e, BIARMEALEBEEUE  ( standardized uptake value, SUV )
e i kA KT . — A IR ZE T SuV>2.5 I #
oM. TR R, RS R B A 2
S Z W, PETRIATAG I B Kt a0, PR
SRR R S A R A A B B . T L
LR 30451 Y AR HE 5 TN 304914 i L AR 4 B X BEA
PETH#r, 45 R PETMRBUSE FIFE R4 511586.7 %
H190.0%

B2, B F/REFRNORER FHAR AL, 1 HAE
INERFI S S AR B AH DG B A A R R, IR,
PET 7 s 7~ 14 A 350 25 4 B kb 55 & I A 21 6 3R A
TAE ;I CT AT ¢ ) %5 BE 43 HR2E BB T I /s 4535
PLESFRAE . Bk, 8 T 5 M HPETFICT I AR
e, 20004FHEH TPETHICTINFE A58 45, BIPET/CT.
Jeong %I [HIEME /3BT T 10041 MALDCT . PETHIPET/
CTwkE, HrRMmAE60f], Htt40f], LDCT. PETHI
PET/CTHIBUBZREA —Z, 735°082% . 88%7F188%; it
SEPEPET/CTHe R, N77%, LDCTHIPET H66%F171%,
EZRAZITFEX (P<0.05) ; HPET/CTHAUCHLE:
LDCTHIPETH] @45 (P<0.05) . AL, PET/CTYEMIE
L AT AR LD CT FIPET EAS i 1945 .

SR, HTPET/CTHYZS [H] 43 BER AN, <7 mm
o e LLERRIEAS s HLSUVIERR T 32 2 kE A B 4%
WACERE AN, SRk KN AL 2K R
iwd) . MBKPFERZEA L, Wik, —SERE/N,
ST . AR AL, SR I, ]
A0 PR BA MR A 25 2 s A AT BR A R M kR .
ZEMR S S, T AR B BHE . KagnaZFWHEE T
93flANA, o iisEE3s I, sBilBPET/CTHIWT M B
S8fxf R 10 PET/CTHIW R FHA% , BVPET/CTHIMER
FAPEZR22.9%, BFHMERH420.8%, NEZM. LIk,
PET/CT & st ik Ar 2% A, o B 1 L7 Ml 35 A v )
Sz HETE NSNS ARG PET FIPET /CT 41 Iy ifi
T U AT R, BT XX A T AN RE 2
TSR 8 B — ARG AT T 12 it s FR 3 B PR 4330
FTROPEAL 5

s Hit

BEE TS PLE R M & e, S HLE B2
( computer aided diagnosis, CAD ) 1E—F “ B zh{k™ 12k
T BB ARG IR TAE RS2t 1. H TS & H IDRA
LDCTCAD R G I RAFINIE . CADFIHLA 115K
7, XS EGIEAT A BN, DGRBS UM AL . %
BRAETET  fEES e T . da R AR R A H A
Sahiner% 45120 21 6 44 JICSR AR 18 T e 7 58] 152 8 5 461 524 5 (1)
WFFLDCTHER, Lk 2414 E443.0 mm-18.6 mm[1 45
o XT3 mm. 4mm. SmmAl6 mmAY/NEET, 64 EN
SEITRY I HERR R 66.19% . 72.9% . 79.3%F1183.8%; 4
A CAD, HLHERA BN 53] BT 270.5% . 76.3% . 81.0%F1
86.2%. HHXFF3 mmM4 mm /NN, RIS WT %
ERAGIFEL, P/5I0.002, 0020, 1A, XT3
mm{)/NEETT, B2 WU EE S s6%, 4 & CADII 4
B 367% . DasSFHBFSE UL IIE 3L CAD F] A R AR o il 50
G55 RRBIE/NGE T ARG H R FMERG B . (HaE, CADJF
AR—FE RS B, Jam A T iR AR R
A REIZ — . RoosS§ WIS ik /R B M s F B34 B
A LS MR BIPESS Y 5 G CADIZ K- 1 45
AN B LAS M FAYESS 1Y . IkAh, CADISERIEY)
ZE AR BETES) . B Ol
KRR, K, G REEIRRIATRS] : CADIFAETT g
1 “BsifbeWr, WA HRRYE, 2SR E IR
RFBEIN A O AR K.

PEHAR S ( magnetic resonance imaging, MRI ) H:5&
SRR AR, (H R 0 S R A Y s ]
Oy HERYLE T B X IR A A R AN TE T, — A
TR ERLE TR . SR, MRIFE /o HERiem, H
XF A8 R R BOE A, Pta] T B T SR i e 5
R MAE R R o I RIT B MRIY)BE UG ¥ 7534 25
seszrh, BUFREN A IS Bt i A R R Y T B

Y E . SCUEENEA (endobronchial
ultrasound, EBUS ) S5K2 Al LA H AL ER Ak, FEn] k75
REITE A ZH 2, AHHAR AP I R a5 o 22 AN R A il
AT

gi BRIk, H AT JC— o 4 AL 4 IR S 15
EIE, BT B E—E G, FARACT
S IO R I A IR R I, BT EA
IR ST R, B J3 2 AT e TS It v i A HE A 77 M
9. PALDCT N e ik i it A, LU R I 2 1)
TR I 457 B TR YT o
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