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Vet & FH TR A, HE5RE R0 FELARE RS, Bt RH e &L
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FEWESM T AREFE. BORAT. RMAFRERNESFEFMF T iEERBKES T
B AR T B e R BAR S, ARIEF R K I A KA A AR EM AR T BRI T2, Gh
Wt T AT S aFHRGRGF I RITEM A FHAERANA], AR S AFHRERG NG E E
o & 5

EEER: S, ARASY; BORMAY;, Rtas, RNEESF, RENE; SRtk
FEISHES: S481.1; TQ450.26 MRS A XEHES: 1008-7303(2019)5-6-0823-08

Advances in pesticide poisoning mechanism based on multi-omics

MAO Manfei, YUE Siqing, ZHAO Meirong’
(College of Environment, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310029, China)

Abstract: China is a big agricultural country. The food supply stability is heavily relied on the
agriculture advancement. Despite the usage of pesticides has ensured the stable crop yield, the
increasing usage of pesticide has resulted in long-term negative impacts on the environmental and food
safety. Thus, the risk assessment and management of pesticides have called for increasing attention of
researchers. Multi-omics is a promising tool for identifying the mode of action of bioactive compounds
in pharmaceutical industry. However, few studies have applied this approach in the risk assessment and
mechanisms of toxic in pesticides. In this review, the progress in the mode of toxic action identification
of the pesticides by various omics approaches has been summaried. Based on the previous research,
some key biomarkers and their corresponding regulatory pathways were identified, and the potential

mode of toxic actions and application of risk management of pesticides were explored.

Keywords: multi-omics; genomics; proteomics; metabonomics; epigenetics; poisoning mechanism;

research progress
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TESGTE, XRS5 G i) a8 BN OE H 25 %2 31
o 2001 4, HHE 550 0T & KD BRI &
PRI 5 b % S 2 7 Skt R R R T 35 (0 B SR AT T
FHEEAT I, FEATIUFE & 983 Hk, H R 2k R
N 28.0%, HEEAREEIE 21.3%. 2017 —
2018 4, RIAFRAED 0f PU )14 #HLLHE T 86 AN
) A R R 2GR B DL AT T A, dRA
2 14 B, BHEN T7.9%. 2013 4F, &EFHD
X b 5 T R 196 4y MLV FE i 3247 4 #T
LA 36 PR TR, ~FIIK H B 2 AR ND~
0.007 pg/mL Z [A], Hrb 28 m AR 25 2 e
AMEE LG I (POPs), BFE/NEIK (99%). 2,2-
(R SR HL)-1,1- =5 LW (96%) F p-/NEAL#
(95%), b 22 B it M 7E 9 0 5 R e T FT RE S A
LFEY, HAEFEED NI AT K E
BN &, KRR EZASUE XK. Bk2is
YU T B PR R A e X 38 2 K AT B R R
R &5, ARHME a7 B i A i S R e B R
PEAL . R GRS H H R R AR 24 1) 5 2 A A
FAEEE PR T I E IR SR =
I, HTXFERAEN 2% )1, HARKRAKEN
BU S B S A2 57, R A AR 2 # 47 3)
YRR IEAEE, B, KREH AR AR H
P25 B3 M I ) Rk e e M AT ok T B, ik FR
BT R AR T, T U AL LA B
STORHEOA B = (AR 24 il B () B

BEA&E R HOR AR KR, (& WaEits
B 7B TN RS PRAG B R AR T AR . 2010 4,
Ankley FE' F2H T A FH 455 #8417 (adverse outcome
pathway, AOP) X —#t:&, HEeH BB 5 £
I 3 P AR AS P e ) R 100 T S IR 2 ) B
FEFEVEAE FALH . F 8 —4 AOP & % 75 %2
ANEITTER: TR %EEF M (molecular initiating
event, MIE). KH##F{} (key event, KE). KHEF
% & (key event relationship, KER) N FH45
(adverse outcome, AO). AOP EZEH A
AR T HEAEEN > 7RG F M (molecular
initiating event, MIE) (41: FMEAEY) S5 € W)
Ko FRMEAER) SEAEMARH LS5 )Z IR
(hn: #f. 288 HUAR. BEE) BT B LR R G RS
FEVPE M ORI H FH 45 R 2 A BECR, SRIF
it &V Z AR DL BB R e .

K& AOP YEFIHLHIBE FL BB AMWTE 2, H AiTHE
FE CHAE AU S AT RS, IR Re
WA [F R 240G ) B M 2 FH T 58 38 4 A 70K
W PPl 5

Z % (multi-omics) /& 2 Fi =l A EH R
MG M, FEAFENERHY . EEHRA
o AR R R A G BT 455
B CLER W JE A AE W 2 LR B R o B AE A
L M. maiAs. A R
2 27 B SR Y A 2 A vl R R DR 2 2 T VR AR AR )
FEAAGT I 73 Afr vh R PREON 3 B8 R S 1 20 2
HARE AWK L 7R iR R, &
TR T RGERITTE, DR AT Y8 12
JRE 5 B PR R AR o B AR I L K A A B A I
() I RSCAS PR BEAEG,  2HL 25 B AR AE B 27 5 SRk L
18 [ [R I T R T PRk

1 ZHEFEXEMRGR

20 Al i, AW SO DAL G 8 R g
M ECEARBRE RN EY S8, m
DNA XURJE 7> T 45 I, #7701
AP 7E I MERED2 . 1969 4, BRI AE4) 22 5 I
BRI , AR — DN E RN R4,
ke 7 BEAL BT LA TR 2445 HoAth 2y 3 22 RL
BCRIRANIFFE AR, 2000 45, 412 (omics) 4
MIEARFFANFH 2 —, EE ) Hood AR & L2 H T
RGN (system biology) HIMES K 7244k R0,
RGQEDF R —NEIREN RS (BG4
M. HRMThEERRE) F S A D, DARIER:
JESFRAMET (gt Al . MR AR ER) XX e oy
(AL . mRNA. S5 H5) Z [AAH B QR AT
SR, RGEMFRZHFLRETITHEAR
R JE At

2 N 28 358 DR] 00 e A0 Ath A= 4 356 R PR P 5
UL S, VPN T e A, BT
FR I & AP SIS oy A AR R E AR, XA
BAETARFEMIGI AT RE. RAH 0
TR/ F A EEPASE . A R
DRI 2H 27 R A% 2 55— RAIAH B R

LI 0 22 AR B FU A 1) 1A B — 2 A R g
750 M, SR B T AWk =2 D K AR Ak &,
WRBISENYL, B, BARA RIS L
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Pl

FE S5 I T 2 BRI AR 25 B L BT 7 825

MNZHE 77T RG24, Pith, BeRBZ
W98 % IE R 2 H 5 B0E B BORTT 8 2 AR 5T
Z H WA o AT ) AR B I X e A R R
P, FTUCARE AT RS AT AR A kAR AR
WAL, RERE T H bR 245200 A M AA i AR AL
PRERAIL B O AT 5 1 B s S .
1.1 EEAEREAS

FE R % (genomics) MEE 5 F- T 1986 FH 3%
R} 58 Roderick!" $2 H, Il e CA— TR
BT A B DR AT BE R ZELAE T (s A% P s A ]
W) FERDEAL . W E R A 50 b DA IR R D e 4
BT ) 2Rl e S 20 2 D e 4 it A= M A o3 i A
BRI Ak A T 1 00, DL S PI & E J5i 19 T e S Al
HAEHSE R, HTS2OUx A9 e 340 M ) 6 11
JIT A 1 GUAE H 2T A I AR T i DR H 2 A
SR AH A AN T IR 2 9 TR PR S FH 7 & A
T, M2 TS, s 2 W AR e, 2
RO B EYFR, AT DR 4 20 R A R R
GH AR H TR A 2 R A A B R 32 S B
O3B HTRNA M7 HA (RNA-seq)?s
1.2 EERAEZE

HLTE 1995 4, “Electrophoresis”Z% & 58—k
PRAf 7 B H B4 (proteomics) HIFE X: A
—AMNERAH, sBEE A, AL BEIRIEN
EHEE PR MET, BEfE, A REE AR
BF F0 32 BN 2B i B 2 9 ST AU T VR, R
AIARIE B TN R ZE R, R AAY e 3 Fh
KA. RIXEAPAY, FEHFEA R H
HEARBENZMN; SHWEARAY, TSN
HAREGERMSHE,; DReEa Ay, FE
M B R RHIE S Dhee AT 0 dr, ARIT
WFFUI 0 1) R A5 AMIRAL A 05 R ) B ML 27
1.3 KHEZF

R 2H % (metabonomics)®®! J2& 4k 3 [K 4H 2
s 2 VR A A 2 2 G X B, B
AR, HEHM =32 AIBEKRNAFEHEZE
S BRI R A A S A A R &
FEMEL LY RBENT G ZE R, BIRXMEM R ZL
RAAGHBRZYRE I A H e iRt
2451 B 5% 5 — B[R] N LA Dl e 58 2 Ve 1) A B0 AS
B, DRl B AU 2H 2 42 LR D 5 kS 1A AT
IR . AR A A R R — R A A

P& ARSI BREES . 2R, bR
W FIAC Y BR A2 7 AT S AP 3R, Hoh Bl B &
e AR 2H 20 5T () OB D R R s . BT AR
M AT H T o EA % 5502 RIR K IIXT
By 105 8 o A T BOE DU L3 AT T8 f 17 1)
AT, B, SSORAR EEE, PECY . %
FESLIROD . LDAN e AR TR AR
131 55 3 B 43 M T B S 25 P 2 A 0 2 HE EAEAR
W 2R T, Hodr, RO i R AL 3
PRFA TS e AT AL 70 b T A
1.4 FMEEE

R L 2 (epigenetics) PO J& I 78 3 R AZ
P8 5 AN e AR e AR, i 6 DR 3Rk () R AR PR
A — 1158, EIEE N 3R 21 3 R R R R
A, BRI EH R T 5 AR A R AR H
HF TR T2 A2 DNA H3EAL . RAEHE 22 3%
A ZHE, FEAHE: 1) DNA FSfL, i
DNA HEEERIER T, % & E1R (CpG) 1)
J g F A4k Sy S-H R Mg (1l s 2) AR
i, BT AR SR A I R i T A M
DRI T 28 05 15 % S B 0 e R AEAB A (PR 6 Ak Bl 1R
by, FHmage R ah i), I 7E R R IA i = AR
WATYER: 3) dE%ifi% RNA, SHE/~5 T RNA
(siRNA. piRNA. miRNA) FIK & AE 4 RNA
(incRNA). AEZ4iiY RNA FREANRERIIR N AW
DhRetE RNA 731, HAev e dife ot on, i
ER AL, ERWIAL 5 b B 28 2R H 1
RIB7, H R 2 B WAL 2 A Fi A B AR A
et RNA J51 -

2 ZRFAERBFENHIMRPRIEZA

2.1 ERE/AEREAFHNA

B S EH 2 BT TN G T — 5 DR A B S
SR RNA SR, H A2 B iff ik O] ) 3 st 72
R R T RE . Jd i i S 7 T 73 1) RNA #
SEARFEASE, Iz FAR RS A B AR 1A
MR, KA+ W ER R SR, Bl
T A R 2 (B 9T 35 1 i SR 249 B MG Bk
PR RGP NS . EREDRIET
KRG b IR o 8 £ R TR R 22 9 20 WA 2 L (PC12)
FEBEAEWE N 3.5 x 10° mol/L 1] o, p’-DDT 1, %
FH 3 % 55 - T A Bl itk =0 . (PT-PCR) 58 A 46 7
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AR, BHFE T 15 F A0 B TR G 84 N kdk o
TR AR . AR 7R A
FIRFEIR T (TNF) Befk B 2 AR 5 MR . Bel-2 X%
KM AR E A B (Caspase) M IR T 0 il 2 A
(IAP). MRS MG R N: rac-o, p'-DDT. R-
(-)-0, p'-DDT Fll S-(+)-0, p'-DDT 4} ] & %% &
52, 39 K31 AMERIERE, i, A 18 MEREAE
P T2 05 5 R I T A S B P AR A . TR A AR U
THAERIJC R EE R 4 NSRS 9: 1) TNF B
WERGE LR T 1.5 /%, TNF ZARKE LR T 1.9~
2.0 f5, TNF FjEHAMIEF W TNFrsf5 BT 1.7
%, AN WUYATT S . R-()-0, p-DDT X TNF
CD40lg J Faslg W L5503 WA S-(+)-0,p'-
DDT 7 1.8 1.5 1 1.6 fi5; 2) caspasel2 L& T 2.7
%, X SAE R A RTAERI caspase4 LT 7 4%,
R-(-)-0, p'-DDT X caspasel } caspase3 175551
REZFEKRT S HMM: 3) Bel-2 FEH ) Bax X
MCI1 LT 1.9 %, Bad N T 2.0 %, P
HH R0 B g 3 1 S B T AE R IR Bel-2111
Bid3 M1 Bnip3 #1, R-(-)-o, p’-DDT H_E 1% ¥
Mg S-(H)-o, p-DDT 1) 2.2, 1.9 F12.3 £%; 4) rac-
o0, p'-DDT 55 p53 K MFRIE LW 17 1.2 4%,
MK, Trp63 Trp73 K Trp53bp2 ] mRNA /K-
LT 0.6 %, H Faim (FT-H#45F). Prdx2
(PPt S = A 1 B B A SR R 2 —) M Sphk2
(R =) SR A B . e RT-PCR S
SR GO R a REA 0 EW] TR R
S 25 S HERF 1 o
22 ERREFHMA

RFTREEN, BRI IIRE AT, L
TESINEEEDE, K, @AY RGNS
A A R o 2H AR DR AR AR AE B T 3RAF AR 25 1 B
B Rk MG BE S . Danio rerio M % 25
£ 0.05 mg/L [ = A E S G (beta-cypermethrin)
RS 48 h, KR E B A K-S
PRIC T o TSR iR 0T B 1 £ ) B VAR FH AL .
SZRER, EHEINMEARET REL, H
ATP 41 (ATP synthase). 78 kDa 7§ %) # il 15 2
H A4 (78 kDa glucose regulating protein precurso).
WIERZKHEER A (myosin) B-W3IE H (beta-actin).
AL o ULB)E F (myocardial 1 alpha actin) KL
T B[R] T (creatine kinase isoenzyme) 6 >5[
RFRIEKF 5 T A MRz ER

A/B (nuclear heterogeneity ribonucleoprotein A/B) F1
Y0 fA BE 4 (cytokeratin 4) N8R [ 1 # A KT
T - P s | P D S L AP S
#% 77 O # R B\ Nilaparvata lugens # & 1E 200
mg/L X B &K (validamycin) H, 25 5 BT 5% 2
FRHILE W 284 NMRAERERIKER, Hi
142 MRIEIKF B, 142 DNRRIEKSE T,
TR AR R R 9 %%, BREHE: A
5B, 20 I A -2 AR B TR
W WIRAEYE . Janus WS 516 S 53
AT H AR RN A S K
B AR DA A2 BB AR 0 G B e TR 5 R 2H 3k
267 MRAEZMIER, HF 130 RIKKT L
W, 137 NMRIEKE R, 52 20U KA
N5 %, RS BOH IRACH . BRI & R
Hedgehog 15 ‘510 B« R SIOREAC 612 2 75 Il
T BRI o 6 WA AN [R] R A 24 45 245 77 X 32 30
R AE D RS A AT BEAN A o
23 RiEFRINA

AR 2H 27 DAAS WU AN 3 A7 /N 23 AR = 0
FRf, EERFNRE R . EE
KRG E R R LG R T P AR sh Q0
PN B o SR 15 35 D] 4 2 A R 1 5 4 2 EE A
HURRMNTATRE S KA 4, AT 4H 7 ) Rets
RN & KE TH AW, KRid S EA 5k
AR PR RN R AR S AR I SR 1, AR
R — T TEE R, HAFHEEW, &K
T2 Wr R 2522 4 1t PG ) S8 aIE FT I 5 R
OREEIIEN . Wang FEUT B FT 7RG E (40 pg/L)
FRHUEE (fipronil) X B B f &)y 1 (1) #4122 B 14 S AR 6
T-HAEIL . S5 R IR AT B R ) B S £ %))
B MAREE, ISR DY) IR AT
N, SRR T iesh k. b, 8@
A - BB (GC-MS) FiAR, A3t &I
T 19 MU TR T REBN, N
2 (serine). 1E+ FLFR (pentadecanoic acid). 3-F&
+ 75 (3-hydorxy-hexadecanoic acid). & &
(proline). #iZ & (valine). HH[EEE (cholesterol).
HZR (glycine). R (phosphate). WHEE
(propionic acid). JRZE (urea). W (propanoic
acid). N =RZ (glycerol). Hillk (thiourea). +/\IR
(octadecanoic acid). a-D-FFHEH (a-D-
galactopyranoside). 1 VU4EFR (tetradecanoic acid)-
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T8I BT 2 U ERIR BRI fR 827

+ )\ &R (oleic acid). 1,2-ZF W (1,2-
benzenedicarboxylic acid) & — 18 (eicosanoic

acid), [FIRFIEKIL R-FAHME T TR L 5 4%

HIh-3- TR E 5

G, R 2 R R AL B (MAPK).
P51 3. MATE TR R- AR AR . PERS
AR AR AR R (B 1

Hi i AR AR 4t

 Glycer-3-phosphocholine! Hh
: ‘ Glycerol |
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, T
Leucine
JIE i EIEAY
Cholesterol | Valine|
HaEm
Glycine

ZHR
Serine|

COREAR

Fatty acid metabolism

R iR

Free fat acid

iydorsy. et [Tk PN
pesmdecnsicsid | psdaion) PR | (O G
) _ :
Tetradecanoic I\ e VA I R
acid (C,)1 Octadecanoic ™| High saturated
acid (Cyg)1 fat acid (Cy) 1

e BRI SR EE T, LOEBRRREMREALE, BEMHIE R R R SRS 2 R .
Note: The blue rectangle represents the down regulation of the metabolite, the red rectangle represents a non-significant change in metabolite, and the dashed-
line rectangle represents unchanged or undetected metabolite.

E1 HDEERFE 4o pgl) BHEEFSTHRSRE

Fig. 1

TKAGEY D RIRH R-FHERM S-HER, #%
5 H 100 mg/kg 177 & 7% 22 B A P 4 45 M
SD K&, 14dJ5, RHHZETZRESLIRA I R
BN T, WA T W FE R B 5 44 KRR L
T AR R B AR b ) Fo ) J I R 22 S SRR
L, AHEIEHERERMN R-HE R BB KRAEN
3 4RI R BTN, HANE AR &
AR, SRR, RERA R EERN A
BERAE, DA RCH BRI . XTI S, A
B ¥ T 55 11 S- FR AR RO OR BRI 1) T 2y o
N, TFIT 6 KBRS, R AR
Wz, HER. HER. 22 R0 KE, B
KA R R IR 1R, AR, B REAR. =&
B4 B e, Hm B RS AR, LLRCH
FEIAR I EE 12 . 28 LRl A, HRE R0 A4 5 75 ]
I AR AR AR R EL, S-FAR R IR K
F R-FFHER. WFFSERBAVEEN TR R H
TR R DA Bof 2 78 43 28 B8 R A e B4
24 RVIREFHINA

RWEE R —T IR EmEERKKE S5
A3k v 3 TR BT R AR 0 T 36 A 2 TR 1 S R,

Potential pathway induced by 40 pg/L fipronil in zebrafish

H A7 AHOCHE 7t A R e AR gwbY RNA J7 1, A
SR K/ . Qian FEU N BE L £ IG5 R T RR
FE TR P G HRURUAR ) T P o A o ZE A S 120 h,
Lo R B s ik 25, SGRER, S-
() - 8% HUE R B G A i 1) 50 8 R 0 2K . 378 K
T R-(—)- 9. FHorh, KA 800 pg/L (15
AN ) PR WA B e 20940 f5 120 h, JEid DNA
AL S IR VUTTEBOR (MeDIP-Seq), 73 il #or il
T S-(H)- T U A R-(—)- 98 UG R B T B IR i
F:[AZH DNA B H BRSO S5 R ER: A
FREAp, RPN IEILA 143 267 peaks,
Horh 29 946 peaks KIAT S 4, 24 822 peaks FKik
FRY, MEKINE, SHART 20 %, ViR
iG] E AR ZH DNA (1 H B K, B S AU
WA BN B SR R L. A, Al 1iE
KEGG (4 FE it KB, S b E#EE, MY
1) 22 5 5@ PIHE S N ES AN ERES
MR R AT m L, Hd 7 KBS K
MRESREVIMERG, BAROE. B%E. £
RURSE I ARSI P -B (TGEF-
p) B 5IEES . RO FIELE AWM. IBES
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LK Wat (5505, RUE S-(H)-R B H
T DNA HUE LRI Z R, IR KRR Ealifg
X B R H A A S E B R AL, i
SN BE Sy IR 1) R E R, R 1 R RN B
It G BRIk 22 S 1 B R A
2.5 SEFEIGEIHE KRB

Az A LA () A B R 5 AR A 9 K 3 3 A
. Bl EARA. TYL R R W AL %
EANAFBERHASEG, Frp A2 1 s
REe RO — B mp 2k, PR 78 iR — A~ 5 4%
TR AT NI SR FAE SR IR 1. EAR B Al
CH ZFEUR & i, B TSR
#4571 (U0 Pearson F1 Spearman). 3T %
i (PLS) MR & 715, DK L& TR
T B B B A S AR AT RS TR T
& o ABAIAEAE LR R AE R OB ) B R R
RIAMRR 2 WMEER, FERRENEY R R
A PN 8 A B TR U 5 SR B I R S R
DR S AT 7 3 2% o 2 1 o 2 25 R0 AR 2 27 0 ol
B R DR A 2 R0 B S A 2 B AT S, DL
6\ 3R B R of 3 DR R N 26 T 45 AR R 14 1S
RSO - b L) B 0§ S g = D e R e
B0, BT EOAEE RS &)
RE, DRG0 R R AT 43 B By i I A7 AE T
M, IFHAERNE A B R SRR, R
TR AE R I = B2 R AN I M B DL SR B
48 8 S5 7 A A M R, PSR T &
R e AR . TSR, BEE R
R BRI S, IR BT R TR R R ER
e E ik, FiRRE AR R ENE. &
Ja R TR A S e &, HariEd s
2 A RREEE B RA 15%~30% B8 1R A &
tho BbAh, BERGEIM Z M. RSP E 2
PEL B TT V0 2 R 1 DL R O s X A 43 b
75 RIS 7R A 55 A A A AR e T

W 2 H AR RS i, AT AT
A4 TH Hh A H AR BRI VLER, HAt 24
S AE AR 2 SRR AL A3 1) S % T
Ko RYUBCD KETE L 1 5 FEAE 0~4.0 mg/L HIFFAE
Wit 48 h 5, K RNA-scq BiARFI iTRAQ HA,
CEO SR S RVE (AL, AT R IR
FT FFARMENT BE L f BRI . S R
GERRY: A ANERETETREER, BHE

RRT 25006 15 4. Hh Rk Eir 12 4
BN WRRBEAN p S@REEA. B
JiRBEGE A A0 S A E A7 by delta 28 LN
BR & Rl 1 AOAR I TR, B4R & O
13a. HH#E ORI IREE UL b, NEM
T BRI 2b. M4l a. KAWL tRNA &
Bl 5 a dR S R OC B BV B DL SR S
T 7 R FRIEKET B 3 AN HEE 5200
Kruppel 1 2b. MEM L H B IR ALEG Sa FIELE
SEA Xt A . HERAFEIRILLI 71
AERZEERNER, HhREKE ERA
33, FIEBIN 38 AN AR RIE 6 AR
2P TR, al v Z RS R A HE R
TGF-beta {5 510 . EALBERR AL . 40 31 DA A
HZ R E K.

3 REERE

R, AEARRAN K — BUR A B, K
Z VR AR SR AR A 7 R R AR . B R
TR EATIIE G4 DR DI S SRl E 2 X A e
AR B AR M R e ERIRTE, R
AR 2555 M (BT 06 K R B Pk R L& .
g, HIGEE I LR ah 2 e ERUGE, #TR
EER BREN AR GHRAERT, Lk, R
PR T SRS B AR 25 XS PRS- B BAR
I3 T HA [ PRIE A Jre LA K A BB A (AN B e
e, ZULAEAR PG IR AT bR B ROk
LR

HI T BT A & BRI R IR,
FAHET G E IR B BBk B, EER
— 21 5 AT T RCRAR X TR H AR 25 A
BLEE, T 2 20 2 BOR e R A [F) 2 2 B4 A 30
o, A HEEE LRI BT EME R
IHTEE R . 2 M A EOR CIB N AE TR 2 W
2L K AL TEEZ AT, AR H AT AR
A% 25 B AL RIE 5T 75 T8 NP i Ak TR P B BL
Rl it TR 2 2 AE A B A, s
R REEEIFATEER, TERAGESNE
PRAL 5 BRI BT TR AR B s M i e
it B WA, DR I R 7 A S 0 AR 24 XU DAl
AR EM ) 2 A5 BB . A 2 A28
AT LS G 5 B BRATTIR AN ART AR 24 1) B A AR M
Gr L], D AR 2 AR REAR A A A A
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U, RGVPMAR NI K, KR 25 1
AL R B SRS

EZ RN

RER, 4, WL T L KFIREAH
FH R PO A, B, HEAEF
W EFENERGABMHERLS

AR I, 2006 FELT 4 E
ﬁ%%%%%%%ﬁﬂiﬁ%ﬁ%
BRESFRE, RiEELFE, A
T ERBEFHRFRAFINFE L
TEANMFLLAANFLEE. FEMYD

ERE2ER.
Ry FaRtGeet LER2£R A (REFFHR) HE

¥, IHRERBRAARAFLLRA R, 2011 £ F
ZRVPEASFAFSAREL, 202 FKFHIAAREF
FRE AR, N LECSIAF —E K.
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