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[ Abstract] Antimicrobial susceptibility testing ( AST) helps guide clinical rational selection of antibiot-
ics, enabling patients to achieve better prognosis and reducing the development of drug resistance. However,
traditional AST is time-consuming and labor-intensive, meaning that clinicians are not able to obtain suscepti-
bility results in a timely manner, and have to rely on experience based on bacterial species and epidemiological
data for empirical drug selection. This may be one of the reasons for the continuous increase in the number of
drug-resistant strains. In recent years, researchers have focused on the development of rapid and simple AST as-
says and have made relevant research progress. This article reviews the new AST technologies based on matrix-
assisted laser desorption/ionization time-of-flight mass spectrometry ( MALDI-TOF MS) , microfluidic chip sys-
tems, nucleic acid detection methods, immunological detection, and flow cytometry, in the hope of providing
reference for improving the efficiency of AST testing in clinical microbiology laboratories.
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VLA 259 it 25 (antimicrobial resistance, AMR)
SR NS A B 1 3 R 2 —, 2 2050 4R T RE
i A Bk 1000 5 ANFETH 100 J7 42 T8 B 7 AR 5C
PR o DA A R 24 M K Y ] R o
A R R, 2 BT AR B G T )
R R AMR 3 S o 6 00 BT 25 UG 5
(antimicrobial susceptibility testing, AST) £ Il %5 J& &
XiF T 25 ) 0 B /N B FE (minimal inhibitory
concentration, MIC) AN B AR, MifiFEF 484
W AUR R BT 24, 8- ilm R & B REUE 259,
BRI RIS

HAT, 248 AST Qnfsia R 9 1 B sl 40 9 K
L Ty, ABATI O AR L I R G A A S 5 A Sl
W R SR TE A B AR S A RE AT S E 2l B
B, B IR BE AR AR A 2 B 25 SRR K, Y
SEAR R FIALA T o 27 5 2 2 30 I 28, 3% W] AR 2 i
2l DA RR A S 15 0T B AMR & R 1Y IR I 2 —
I, AR A A PR B Y AST Jy A i A I AR 0
ARG RAE R, W T 25 % A L A SO AR ol B iR
e W H B R AT I B] BT (matrix-assisted laser de-
sorption ionization-time of flight mass spectrometry,
MALDI-TOF MS) oA | Sfiif i R4, 701 EY)
SFHOR | SR A U A R SR A AST R
JEITERR, LI 4 v i PR A 4 52 46 %8 AST A6 U
WES IR

1 EF MALDI-TOF MS A AST #7

MALDI-TOF MS AN ] TAH . EREM%EED
810 4F, LKA E BT AR AT RO 1~3 d 4 fE E L
SHERLAN ., R TIZE R, AR R A 2
W JEL IO FH T AN [ o ) S A
1.1 FHESEFRBEMATESARERZER

A W55 % ] MALDI-TOF MS 4% R %%} 38 #ResHs
pKpQIL JFTkL [ £ 4 % fili 4 52 T 01 1 Bk 7 %5 4 il
( Klebsiella pneumoniae carbapenemases, KPC) [
bla FEH ] A 50 B AR TR 2 B AR HEAT AR N, LA
bla FHEETEE (19 #8) F1 blay,. I PERE#E (19 #F)
e, & AL blay,, FH P B PR E A 11,109 m/z ¢ AiE
W) Gaibani % R 34 Bk KPC B8 Bk 3#E 1T 56 00F
Hrh30 #k (88.2%) HA 11.109 m/z FfiE g, 1
N Tnd401a WAL, 107 55 4h 4 ¥ A Tod401 () HAb T
L5 110109 m/z FRIEIETE G . AN, A RS A )
140 BRI B o 14 it 28 5 B 11 B8 HE A7 32 4 A U A 0
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BRI, RARAETH R 98% , BHA: N BA 1 1 6 43 51
H98% , 97%"
1.2 BEdREAYHTLERENRSERMHYE

Burckhardt %[6] £ XF 47 BREW R R PSR T
B A A ( carbapenemase producing Enterobacieriaceae ,
CPE) (KPC# NDM %I IMP %! VIM #) FlEfh
KMz (MIC=4 mg/L) KR LA 30 #R 45 HoA
M 2GHLH (ESBL A, K1 %) fE 0 ik & 8 0 28 AN T
ATk, GBI 476 m/z, 498 m/z, 521 m/z [
JEML R R AR R AR 52 2T (1), 7T 1009% X 53
i 75 B Wl 7 A RO AR I TR R . Hrabak 557 BFF 5T
KB, RPEHEA 3 DRIEIE: 383 m/z (AN
ERRE) | 405 m/z F1427 m/z (BAER) , AR A
KPR AR E 3 h 5 A BL, 383 m/z Hl 405 m/z
DA RRE VN 2R, A BF ST 43 0 R I Ji 85 g
(imipenem, IPM) MmEP EmEfT R, & IPM
G A ¢ A1 B VR Bl R 04 Tl Y R AU (97%) N
FrsrlE (100%) S, 1056 %0 B pe AG I i T sk 77
T 0 R BE (99%) FR 5 (100%)
5%, Oho %' 3 F MALDI-TOF MS #7  —Ffi ik
SRS B 75 B M I 3y, X 134 7 B T 8 M il P
¥k (IMP %! NDM #!_ VIM #! KPC #I  OXA-48 #I
HIGES B 1107 BRA ™ B 7 % 5 Tl 1 PR HE A7 A2 00
1 IPM 48 FIRF I s AR IR &, B0 2 h 5 23 04T
MALDI-TOF MS £, FET7% 489. 45 m/z (+500 ppm)
BT T A7 TE IPM KRR S VIR e 4G D0 Btk 5 7 44 T 1)
AL FIRE 5 53 5l 94. 8% Fl 91. 6%, H1 T 43 &
B~ P T g it P 05 A o7 i e 2, IR TR ) e v
TR R B I WP 15 % 00 FE R, He v IMP Y A
VIM B9 5 B 7 755 0 B BH M, SRR I R B R
$£99.3%,
1.3 BRAMAEAREEBATHKE

Josten Z[10] I B, Tt FF 480 P bR 4 8 60 R A B
B ( methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA)
B VR TE 2415 m/z Ab A7 76 5 R 06 H 5 K- W n] % 1
HHEH ( phenol-soluble modulin-mec, PSM-mec )
A, PSM-mec Hi SCC-mec & & 5 H H R IK L
G (0 A A BK T 0 PGPS AR 24 3R B R OG
Burckhardt %" SR F ALK ) ShAG R 3 4 H £
MR ER LR h 2411 ~ 2415 m/z W& {H, K IN 49 bk
(23.2%, 49/211) MRSA WHEEA 2411~2415 m/z
FHIEE 1093 X FH 40 74 AR AR I 46 B €0 380 2 Bk T
(' methi-cillin sensitive Staphylococcus aureus, MSSA )

FIRRTE 2411 ~2415 m/z AL TR AR 0 | WA BRI AIE 1
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X MRSA H A %5 (B 2), HEr, 2A@d 5% PMS-mec - E (PSM KEWE R 1) T
MALDI-TOF MS £ R # il 5 SCC-mec ZH & 1T, 1 R HEATAG I, 1% B RABUE R 50% ~90%, A
FIVIEL A class A mec F& K SCHR ) PMS-mec #f— 46 K Igﬁ‘@/n% , WEKIRZE N 30%, SE4 S A B
T MRSA i fik il &, H—TZdhofirinR, BUHEERH0~100%", Wik, ZFEIEAERT
TR EE R, Tﬂ'?j:%”rﬁ psmy Bl psmy FER 43 LS ER E A

4
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2.0F

151
1.0}
051 —_—

X 21 %4 60 min NaCl+Ertapenem
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o5k 44499 450.21 0 521.03

0
X 21 %4 60 min NaCl+Ertapenem+NDM-1

450.34

Intens.(a.u.)

P, P S
X;%" 60 min NaCl+Ertapenem-+IMP-1
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10} =
o5l 44636
e N~ N~~~
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B 1 450 NDM- 1 M5 se A, #5005 IMP- 1 A Sx I -5 JE A R U 77 60 min J, JEAMSE R ARAE IR 2k
Fig. 1 After 60 minutes of incubation with Klebsiella pneumoniae carrying NDM-1 and Pseudomonas aeruginosa carrying IMP-1, the character-

istic peak of ertapenem disappeared

ATCC 33591 (Staphylococcus aureus; 2.314; agr-mecA detected)

agr-mecA : delfa=toxin
20 000} : 3006 : 420 000
' ]
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2634 |
2413 :
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k= ; £
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B 2 ATCC33591 MRSA £ MALDI-TOF MS ¥ & 7R 1E 2411~2415 m/z K61 #] PSM-mec A CAFAE I
Fig. 2 MALDI-TOF MS of ATCC33591 MRSA shows the PSM-mec related peak in the range of 2411-2415 m/z
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1.4 WA HEERKE

Griffin 25 %% 2009 4F 1 H—2010 4F 6 H W1
67 tk 3% 25 5 B W i 7 % M ERE ( vancomyein-
(vanB ZEFHME) KA
MALDI-TOF MS #4745, ¥ 5 MFEEFE (2211 m/z,
717 m/z, 5095 m/z, 5946 m/z. 8328 m/z) £y vanB
FHAA: 0 BF P T b 1 2 2 33 TR0 o 2 858 b, R A
2012 4% 1—2 R RIG IR Sy B R h AT 300IE,  1EHIR
97, 5% , HERPUNR 2.5%, R 1.1%, B
PE1.4%, Candela %" X 178k 3% i BR o8 20 45 1 PR 40
BIPRA) MALDI-TOF MS & B T0F5E, KN SVM
RF 1 PLS-DA BLHY X 73 7 1l % R UK (vanco-
mycin sensitive Enterococcus, VSE) 5 VRE BY45r 88847
W1k 80.9% . 79.2%F177.5%, ¥/~ MALDI-TOF MS %
E AT ATy —Fh PR A 200 VRE ffids TH., HAK
ATy it — 25 ek AR e A
1.5 EELWMAEERKUEZRNREEDHRE

Idelevich %5 JF % 7 3£ F MALDI-TOF MS $ R
1) B AR SO A R v, TR BN P SE UL A
i PRI, T B A Y SRR TR
KM E SRR O DU B 8 A R LR
B (s 8 55 WSO E A R A, B RV 5 A W 4
Gy, TEBURE A7 AR R A MALDI-TOF MS $ A K
A E RGO, % BAPEAL T 24 BRI R 70
{F BRTRT 24 o 4 207 {15 B0 L T 4 85 R T 56 2 5% Bl Y T 24
P, 2R 2 pl, 4 pl. 6 pL, 8 pL F1 10 pL iH4
HEATR, REL 6 wL WO AR iR RE, BT A
BIRTESE SR 18 h JEHIE B X 40 R sk bk 5 AR U B
XoF T i 8 5 B 1D R R Al P TR 4R 6 L T
PRFHEA TR, FIEAEREE 4 h 5, ARUEISE, R
B AR S BE 23K 100% , 1) B EMRE 5 h JR A sk
Kk 83. 3%, 2B FRE R BEX R 100%

Barth %1 %t Bkt — ek, F & T N

resistant Enterococcus, VRE)

2h,37 C
Resistant
6 uL Droplet
3 uL Bacteria Culture
3 uL D,O(Antibiotic) SE

Bl 3 LTSRN B 7 ATObR 1C ¥ DX i 24 R R 2 R ok i e 1

PRIERG b A A TR T8 S 4 DA BH A i 85 50 ) B 5=
R I 22 R R 2R BUBE 19 DOT-MGA 5, FEXTM
E2L VG i 05— 0 2 o R T 4 B o P T ke 7 A 28 I AT
R RIAR e 0 22 IR AT B B AR A T, Bl 2 oy
TR AR 2 2 SR 5 e TR U R 1 432 — B oy il
k1 95% F1 100% .,
1.6 ETHERMEERAMLERSWAEKNS
REE R

Larson 2570 ) F AR AR T B N 368 5 40 7 2F KA
2 BRK WA 5 A T DR AR AE B TR e R AR R, AT A
30 min~2 h PRI ARARIE (81 3) o FRicRCR AR
PRI A KR, FR T 24 TR R A A Ak B R Ak B )
Er R B ORHE < 50% MbRiC R, T G I oA Bk A R
Ab B B B SR AR IR AR 4 51 h 50% Fil 10%
PRI, 7T 38 ek A T AR X i 24 R R R 2 SRR R 1%
75 AT I SR O B 3R R AR MIC, AR
F R RBP4 YR B SRR A TR R RS
[ MIC HI PR R

2 ETHRmEESHEARE AST &0

PR AR A e RS i A2
FRIRE AL A . R O3 E L RIS AR H T AR
E—BBOR REERGE A L, FHEET RS BEA A
FHAR SR G BIROR AR T, A ITSE B RE R
SRR, PR TR R SR, i KRR AT
Beff, FEMRES AR, LS ERAE. (1) =43
AR AR MK A, SR SN I R (i
B AR ), S WA Wy A R 0 A
MEARs =R, BRI B, A BT T2y
VIR (2) RERS A SOAE BB/ MAFR AR AR,
WEAR SC B0 A, /DXt & SRR oK (3) alsk
BURS B A AR, BRI R BCE IR 392), 42

MALDI-MS of
Membrane Lipids

Minimum
Inhibitory

Concentration

Fig. 3 Flowchart for differentiation of resistant and susceptible strains based on deuterium labelling in microdroplet culture of target plate
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ST RV (4) FTHEATHUR 25 Yl AR
YRR (5) TIERE I R BRI 25 R
Pk, S48 AST AL, JETIZHORI AST S P |
REE HRAIR, SR TE KRB ANE 71, WA 259
0l &l G e e TR G v =i
Nguyen AU SR X TR A O AR 3 T (Kl 4),
PAA AT W B TR 25 R BE B T, %07 R AR A I 1)
B2, 10 min A RIRTSE A0, A 70 5 S 6 AR I 41 T
s 'L 7 5~ 724, 4~5 h BRI 3545
MIC fE, H 50 ARk — B m, L
%[ZOJEﬁﬁT handyfuge-AST AR, AIFE 5 min WA AL
W S AE LR R YIRS, JFES h N
RAG KM T B HURE 25 W Y MIC {H, i — 2
MR IR v, ORI AL A R B B TP
PEHCEE R, JFR 10 il RAEAS HEAT 1 6 Ml W4T i
PRI, R SRS AST f—Bbkik 100% .

LR I R LA R S I PR 25,
PRLHCRT R SR A5 AST Al 25 2R 1 75 5K B . Mizoguchi
SFPUBER T — R0 R 250 OB I RO AR (drug
susceptibility testing microfluidic, DSTM) #&  BH M- 1
B 37 W AL BT 25 W SO BB O vk, i AT BB
XF 50 3 8 2% BT T 09 BE R I 5 R A HE AT PR AR
ARG G AST 1 — Bl 90% , FHLIZJ5 ik ml okt
HB)IE B-N B G B (extended-spectrum B-lactamases,
ESBL) 1 AmpC-B-NBEREREG™ A H Kk, 3 h PEIAT AL
BH o 1% % 0 R AT A 470 T 25 ) SR

3 ETHTENFERARE AST 27
HHT, 23 A BoRG0iZ A B i

fif 25 ¢, R A W4 X K W ( polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) FIFEPIINFFH A W] H Az 0 48 7 2 75
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Fig. 4 Schematic diagram of convective mixing microfluidic design
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B R R 25 B 0, IR R (nucleic acid
amplification technology, NAAT) T EFX#843MERE 37 ok,
eI L H A PR AT AST AU A T AR (e
FRG . M SRR R MO AR BT )
R e o A T 285 B PR, (H I 32 B2 3 MIC {8 fif 1T
UEAREESEY/N

£ PCR ( quantitative PCR, qPCR) ] &4 Bl P
i 68 T AN R0 TR 245 90 J Tk 245 BE TR ) 3Rk K7, ELAR
AN T80 AST, Nguyen L2V IR S 3R A AT
ARG DN IV P8 2 P B 2 B D A 13 A
TR 2 5L 0K, 3 7 40 5 B UG PR KL 145 5 19 DNA £
B2 s AR AT AR . SEF qPCR B8
PCR AR /0 ] FH T A B 3G 3%, B pLas 2=
FETEZ) 6.5 h W RIR A 18 . Bk . & 5%
ARTEAT T . 4 B (00 4 K T 4 7 45 2R R TR 25 1
g

WAk, ZFEH LMY (metagenomic next-generation
sequencing, mNGS) HEAT] I T/ G M 52 0 1) 9 i (A
R, B 40 A T FH T XA R e 7 245 g it 24 6 1R
FEFI AMR , SZHAR AT 2218 3 W 2855 5% 7 3R Ak 14
AL, X T REFE SR IGRbRA (AIrEGE , Tt
W) M5, W TR AR AR, JOER %
ARIEATH I, Ry P bR R 2, Serpa %57 it
CRISPR/ Cas9 FLAHL [ B 24 R mNGS £2AR, FRHE I
FHT T IR A ARG D00 1 75 38 9 L (K T B P TR 24 R 1A
BRI, SIS AST ML, SR mNGS HAR Fil
AMR HOPERECR TR JEUA | T i 25 A 1y O A RS
T4, RNA+DNA mNGS FZ A I 22 1 R A4 22 [
TE I R AE 53530 70% | 100% , 5% BE 43 50K 95%
64% . FAWFERI, 7 WM E &G bR ] mNGS
T AMR 945 51558 AST FEAR—2, HAUGH 540
TRXT B~ IR ST AT 24 40 77 A i 24 AR DG A PR
H1 T mNGS £ A B H2 F T FE A TR 24 46 T 1) A 45 e
PR CHE S S A, RARAA TRt — P WH5E

4 ETFHEEBEFFER AST &

E A B 5 2 R DGR W] F 90 1A 245 ) i 245
BRI, G0 SR M G g 2T R W CPE,
Mendez-Sotelo 2512 % 4 58 BE B 1) 84 bk it itk 75 25 4 2%
o T VR R0 2 A1 B A7 P DA 73 25 A R FH i TR V0
BEEHEDUR YT 251, JFILH NG Test CARBA 5
XF 3R 2 BB R A R DU RS O, 45 R R NG Test
CARBA 5 {SUN TR Bk 75 25 45 2 0 - 11 087 114 vy 2R 02
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(98%) . & Fr 5 B (100%) H1 g PH M 950 (8
(100% ) , T XF ) 2 Al 5 L T D) ke = 52 058 R ARy S
BE, ZOr R B 5 TR, AT AR A E R I Y R
7t Vasilakopoulou %57 2GR F# MR 5% . PCR I
NG Test CARBA 5 Xf 30 iy H il 7 #4746, % 3
NG Test CARBA 5 11 PCR 25 R —2, 4400 A
[l 25 Ff CPE (11 Fh KPC A, 8 F VIM HU Al 6 Fil
NDM %), 5 PCR #}t, NG Test CARBA 5 7EAH
RIS A KPC Y . VIM BUFT NDM %4 R 6%
80%, WiH 1 h, 2 h, 3 h JEKz R G550k 88%
92% . 100% , i/ FBEH 15 B0 R 45 5 B
¥4 100% , 475 NG Test CARBA 5 1] I F H ik 1
o CPE PRI . 1 A oA AT H T4 A W)
fitg % CPE M5B 2 Mk ik, (2 h TR 2 Hh X oA
KW Behr e, 207 AU TR B TR

5 ETFRAMMEAR AST 1

TR (flow cytometry, FCM) J&—FE i
HAEEAR, BA AR PRl A2 250 = hE ),
IZHORTHER | PR | ECEE A DU R A ol A 11
U ZG P 2535 2 AR, B E SO TIT
J& FCM ARG it T E H A M i PR AE A DA S R B A
A (g K, BR) TR AR, AR
N By 5% e () PRI H it 245 48 A1 P A2 A A 36 17 100

KR4y FCM o At AR 45 S PE Ot gkl 4348
HERGEL (BN BE | YO-PRO-1, WY RERS | mEM:
FEH SYTO-9) | JBE i A UYL kL [ DIBAC4 (3) ]
MERBEICY) (ZCMRUER ), M AR 250 F/ 8 1)
RERRIE (anfoe et | RlhE MR AL ) #E177
BT AVEAS UAE D AT 70, 45 G OOtk %5
2 TG S 200 A AN A A0 B = TR Y ) AR DR 28
RE AR R A R e, 2T FCM /Y AST
Rz 5 3 24l e e YR EAG L P 2R R T U 259
Je B SRR AE KA O, DRSSO 9 K R A2 240 11 R 7
W Z A EAER . PP R AR R T 2 G DA
TG S5 55 AR P9 B A A T SRR JT BRI Silva-Dias
SOV M T P I 5 R AST 4G A9 FCM 35
&, [ FCM Az e YL pb nT#E 2 h Py i 21 2 6% T
—RINBLE Y 5 AR AE Ak A e R A S
Jubl 5 A AR, Filbrun %5 I8 & T —F
Fric FCM R J7 vk, AT B4 DA BH PR 1 35 73 49 v Pt
VEAG 20 TR X0 R 24 P U , FE R SR PR IS S h Y
A RE 90% HT 1 25 WU, Mulroney 25" i 3E



R 25 W U AN 7 R W T 0

T—Fp T A R i AN E R (acoustic-enhanced
flow cytometry, AFC) PRgUAG I ™ g e 1y J5 vk, 1
I RBE375 A AR G I A6 A3 rhon) HoA Rtk kA T S,
2DV B R T U 25 IS 1 URL /NS5 4 A2
b, ARG 25 HUEE, KNS5 R 5450 AST
—H, EREARTR S EUN PRI A] SRR

Mitobedzka %53 WF 5% & B, FH T M 00 12 /K A 355
T 25 3 PR AN [6) FCML 7 ¥ X i 245 4% PR 2 4 1 A
FERPPAG AN, Jork A5 A a e i el ] B A O
WAEAR R . AR RS, S5 FRIEHI L, FCM
R F) D0 2 PR T T A S TR AL, (HOF AR R B
TS T EE NGNS R LR,

FCM nJ 5 HA B AR (Qnad 5 i 7 W 388 . RT-
qPCR Zill RNA-seq 5&7'() Efﬁ%%ﬁﬂ”ﬁ%%%ﬁ‘f%‘ﬁ,
TG R R R X AMR 452, #fF5% Bow
AR BRI | W R A2 T R AR R
BEINAE OGO X R WIAR 25X AMR 15 55 R

A
6 EHfth AST [REFEKM %

T V55T R ALE 26485 6PD-DPAN 254
TR RO, PR AT IA T A X — R
B T BT ATE FR M40 AST il 7y 2
FIFE 5 h WEUHREZ R, 1207k Si0e WA Bk
ML, FEAR—FHER 100%, 532 —50HER 96. 7%,
A H AR B R 15 2 A KR 2%

75 AR 4 = B R B3R 11 (adenosine triphosphate,
ATP) AR5, KA ol s 40 i S 0e 40 M Ak it
HA TR ATP (936 40 i h 26 R 5986 R il iy 4k
SN LS A AR RO, TR AR I 4 A SAE 4 i rh
MIRAAAEIX — RG24 TR B AE 0 TR 25 0 A7 A2 T 2R
Kmf, Al A A O, T b SR R R U AN A A X —
MG, PR AT (8 0 B T X R R Ot 1 AT O A
WL ATP K S A B A K AE O, i R 1 B
V3 ek e P S T LA # Tshimara B0 IR R T —
FhEEF ATP AW kSR B A ke I R 48, Al AE
1 h PERBIBUEY ATP, 25 R 51£5 AST —2L,

WA, AEYAE B S R G AR R g, 7T
IR AL AST Kz, BLEs 2% > WA B3 A e A G
15 B SPUR WAL 7 FO2H T 53 B R 1 24 P vk 1
ZERAHOCHE, T B o B A AL 2, BT 24
YGRS FR AR . AR DL E R AE T T, R
TIN5y it 245 Pk, AT 020 O A B T 2 W il

FAR, A RARTA YT ST B, TE B 1 R U
VCEE B 25937 il BRI S R [Hdo ] gy
TIN5 — T 25 40 R B R AR R, PSR, R
BLERS: T BN ZE & 4 ARER ST Bl R A A
o S SR NPT W AT, TR R 7 SEAiig Jit
AT 5 A 2475 D S e LS

7 NESRE

55T MALDI-TOF MS #4025 W figg =y . ik
ForFEY AR ARK I 2556 B | 38 5k 40 5 2 PR 41 0
Jp AN A5 T 24 5 R 5 3k BT A DU i 247 4 DG JE 1R
FEAR— 5 5 RN 25 OC R, 33X n] BE 2 T B0k I
ZESMEBPH RS ME, HJCHE$RAE MIC A, WX X FA4~
AR EE, JETF FCM Y AST A& I AR 45 1) 45
REEGE AST B —3%, HAE THHER B, MR IE
T A S8 = W AL, 1 NG Test CARBA 5
AT SRR s A, B AE R R A R
WAFTET BT 2 M S I AT R e o HeAh, Tl 408
R AR AT SR A, EL S R TR R T
IS5 RAT B — 3k, ARk ATt — 2P M A e R
PRREAR A, BT R 5 A T R

JAEHIT AST Ik S TG 2 o ik g, B4
TG —Se Pk, anbrRifEAl  SCE 5T J% Pk R AR 4 TR)
W, ARATH LA, fOLER e | R
TEH Sk, FReAk, DU AR I IR R 5L 5 =
e

TEERE: AHATIRE ERAIES, RIEAT
Trib AR Ao b AT,

RIBIIE, FIAIEH B U R AL AR
5 % X W
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