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Eé4d#t B ZATT ARE OMLE
GRS ML K2 BB 2% 2 B . 15 1 K 5F 830052)

E ATH0I3FHBSTHEHREEAETEXMAEE T RENFEERSEERGRTHEL, R

JA PCR 7 i 2t 355 #kvk i 8A & 25 3 R K % AT B 347 PMQR B F (qnrA . qnrB.qnrC .qnrD . qnrS.qe pA .oqxA . 0qxB
Faaac(6')-Ib-cr)#eml, s B 9 & W T DNAMAFHAZLAAR, Z2REF. ZRXHREEEWMAHRXMATHR
PMQR B F # # 4 % &5 86. 8% (308/355) , 3 42. 9% (152/355) #9 B 4k 3& 4 2 #F PMQR B F.11. 3% (40/355)
6 AR A 3 A PMQR B F.6. 5% (23/355) e Wi 4k 45 % 4 A PMQR B ;4% & £ 4 % 99 PMQR B ¥ & qnrS

(62.

5% ,222/355) vaac(6")-Ib-cr (55. 8% ,198/355) ,0qxA (26. 2% ,93/355) F7 0qxB(29. 0% ,103/355), k #

qnrAsqnrB,qurCoqnrD.qepA 5B . 5K Z B E 2010 £ 693 & 28 Rk, 1% 30 K R k35 B9 ) 25 X AF 8 45
# PMQR B F &M oqxA,oqxB % £ Z B A qnrS yaac(6') -Ib-cr,oqzA oqxB 2 % , 37 5 42 3% PMQR B F % ¥,
G H G 5 KHAFE PMQR B F 4w 547
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Detection and analysis of PMQR determinants in Quinolone-resistant

Escherichia coli isolates from swine in Xinjiang Changji area

XIA Xu-jin, CHENG Wei-hua, XIA Li-ning” , SU Zhan-giang, LIN Ya-jun
(College of Veterinary Medicine, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumgi 830052, China)

Abstract In order to investigate the prevalence and characteristics of plasmid mediated quinolone resistance (PMQR)

determinants in quinolone-resistant E. coli from swine in Xinjiang Changji area, polymerase chain reaction (PCR) was

used to detect PMQR (gnrA, gnrB, gnrC, gnrD , gnrS , gepA , 0gxA , 0ogxB, aac (6°) -Ib-cr) determinants in 355 strains

from swine quinolone-resistant (ciprofloxacin, norfloxacin, enrofloxacin) E. coli. The positive strains were confirmed by
using DNA sequencing to determine the objective band. The results showed that gnrS (62.5% ,222/355) ,aac(6") -Ib-
cr (65.8% ,198/355) ogxA (26.2% ,93/355), 0gxB (29.0% ,103/355) , were main PMQR determinants in E. coli

from swine in Xinjiang Changji area. gnrA , gnrB, gnrC, gnrD and gepA genes were not detected in any of the isolates.

86.8% (308/355) quinolone-resistant E. coli from swine in Xinjiang Changji area harbored PMQR determinants,42.9%
(152/355) strains carried two PMQR determinants, 11.3.0% (40/355) strains carried three PMQR determinants,6.5%

(23/355) strains carried four kinds of PMQR determinants. Compared with the result of acquisition in sample survey on

2010,PMQR determinants carried by E. coli from swine, 0gxA and ogxB.are replaced by gnrS,aac(6”)-Ib-cr, ogxA

and ogxB in this region. Hence,PMQR determinants monitoring should be strengthened in the future.

Keywords swine; quinolone-resistant £. coli; PMQR determinants; detection and analysis

RIBFFERE S EIRIR LR Z 2. aapol. D HRSEER L B 25 R . Wi B2k
R R T T E M A B SR i 29 DN RRS ) BL AE A SZ 1 G S O A
RFEE R TR BARIGIT RIGAT R BGRB8 W T R A R 67 . g KA

Wi H 9
HEIH .
R (Ea
i AR

2015-06-11

E % AR =S FIIH (31260614)

B W9 A E-mail : 15292878556 @163, com

BRT m B, FENFHE RS 35, E-mail: xIn750530@163. com



96 o ko K iR

2016 4 2 21 &

Sy W T TR 2K T TR 24 0 ) T 2454 Pl g R A S R
S e B AN HE BT B . 1998 AR DL il 22 4 3 40
PR A TE BORL A S M b A T 25 Bk . 2 & A S e
TR 25 AR K ST 25 1 gnrAY L qnrSYY L gnrBHY
qnrD" 1 qurCH i 5 BT[] B 4 5 52 3 1 28 s
WERR 2 YIRTH 251 aac(67) -Tb-cr KN 254
BRI BRGE KK IR gepA.ogrA FlogxB F
PRIE A6 30 st SR DR S TR O R A SRR A 5 s
i il i 25 (Plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance,
PMQRO A +, & F PMQR [+ 19 AH 4k i 21 F1 3
A7, H 15 40 B8 XJ 5 ¥ 3% Wi 28 (Fluoroquinolones,
FQs) 254 19T 24 % L 2 2 T ifif 25 R F 4 LI
iR 4 R v B DG T I A S R AR T TR B
U8 KM ¥ R X FQs 19 T 25 307 Ji 4 Bk 22 gt
SR T T i b DX 8 0K W FF 1A 5 4 PMIQR B 1 19 46
D4 T8 2N A D o A BIE R B 55 B 3 b IX 2013 4E 43
5 5 v U R T 24 0K A 1A 3E AT PMIQR A 7 46
WL IF5 2010 AE ARG IS5 R b AL, T iz X 3T L
EREIR KA BT PMQR 7128 61 0 . H 4
ZHL X ORI AT PMQR A7 BT e, B 1
itk — 25T % b X PMQR i 25 1 74 4% AL i 42 11t
e .

1 Rl 57F*®

1.1 K5e4 4
1.1.1 HHEkER

I KAAFHE T 2013 4 3 AR A B S &
BTNy, ook 2B A % 8 TF R i W 1
I 7 %o 55— A s 5 ) 2% 24 2% WE 1R (Nalidixic acid,
NA) E AR M i il 25 25 1 UR B2 ( Pipemidic acid,
PIP) F1 5 — A i il 25 25 34 N 1 A& (Ciprofloxacin,
CIP) . E i 7> B (Enrofloxacin, ENR) Fl i # > &
(Norfloxacin, NOF) ) & /N #1l B #€ F ( Minimal
inhibitory concentration, MIC), H. tf i i i i 25
FEURTA 355 MR BURGE AR 54 BR. WK R DAY BH P
JERE H T L Al DR 2 B ) R o B 2 B i B A
EE,

1.1.2 XA 5H&

LB(Luria- Bertani) [A % 55 3% 5 f1 Z B HLI5 5%
R B R AW A RA A5 2 X Tag PCR
MasterMix . DL2000,DNA Marker II.DNA ; 35 g 4
(L H Bio-rad 24 w]) 5 [ ) & (b5t KAR A= b F
BEAHRATD .

1.2 F#Hi&
1.2.1 DNA A 49 %) &

He g0 R FF i R 242 A0 F LB P AR, 37 °C
iR 18~24 h, I 1 ~2 R HE A 150 pL
K 2l K e 3 E R 2), 100 °C & B 10 min,
12 000 r/min B> 10 min, ;L E &, — 20 C{EF
#=H.

1.2.2 PMQR A F 5] 44 &

MR8 SCHRL 7, 14-16 1, 23 0 e it 97 8 PMQR
F (AL 35 qnrA., qurB. qurC, qnrD . qnrS. qepA.
oqxA.oqxB aac (6 -1 WBIY . B H g
BAYH ARG RA A L) & .

1.2.3 PCR ¥ %

PMQR X+ PCR ¥ ## g W& % : 2 X Taqg PCR
MasterMix 10 pL. b FHE51#45 0.2 pL, DNA £
Bz 0.5 pL, VKA AEK 9.1 pl 2 8RN AR R
20 L, PCR Wiz 7 S8 WK 1. ¥ =ya
10 B R Jig vl VK 28 oW R 1 X TAE, 120 V {H
JEHL YK 30 min, £ EB fiR L 10 min J& , H]5E M A
BARGH BT .

1.2.4 aac(6')-Ib-cr W

XA aac (67)-1b ) PCR 7= ¥y ik — 4 H
BstFST i F 47 B V), B8 Y S v /& & : NEB Buffer
1.5 pL, BstFSI 0. 5 pl, aac (6")-16 PCR 7= ¥
500 ng. REBAiKMZE 15 xL.50 CH§YI 3 h, [
TIr=¥ NN 6 X loading buffer, & #h y 1 X TAE,
25 1.5 0 B AR M B I vk L 60V IE L Pk 60 min,
MR B R G IRr, — B A -or R,
aac(6")-Ib FE K BstF5T [ig (¥ il Y 17 55 . 38 2oF % e
HEL VK T 119 261 A7 L BT A3 0 aac (67) -1 2 75 A7 75
cr B,

1.2.5 ke

Bl e PCR S B 1R & 4% 4 4 BB 1R AR
50 pL,2X Taq PCR MasterMix i 25 ;LL,J:‘T?F?
2144 0.8 L. DNA AR 1. 25 uL, & RNA FfK
Pz 50 gL, 2 i R & i W 5 7 A B0 AR
DNA [a] .

1.2.6 FHnE5 54

1 PCR [R5 Hy b AH LA 0 4k DAL A b a8 5T
WEs 1y, 2% il E T AEY) TR H RIS A R A E] 3
Frie (R 1. 345 H9 DNA J7 80 F] J] NCBI [ 3k
(www. ncbi. Nlm. nih. gov/) ) BLAST F& /% it 17
FexF i o e PR R
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Table 1 Primer sequences and parameters of PCR reaction
514 S5 (53 PRI b AT
Primers Primer sequence (5'rime—>3") Amplification Anncaling - erences
product size temperature
gnrA-F TCAGCAAGAGGATTTCTCA 627 48 [14]
gnrA-R GGCAGCACTATTACTCCCA
gnrB-F GATCGTGAAAGCCAGAAAGG 469 53 [15]
gnrB-R ACGATGCCTGGTAGTTGTCC
qnrC-F GGGTTGTACATTTATTGAATC 447 50 [6]
gnrC-R TCCACTTTACGAGGTTCT
gnrD-F CGAGATCAATTTACGGGGAATA 582 55 [5]
gnrD-R AACAAGCTGAAGCGCCTG
qnrS-F ACGACATTCGTCAACTGCAA 619 55 [15]
gnrS-R TAAATTGGCACCCTGTAGGC
oqxA-F CTCGGCGCGATGATGCT 393 57 [16]
0qrA-R CCACTCTTCACGGGAGACGA
ogxB-F TTCTCCCCCGGCGGGAAGTAC 512 64 [16]
oqxB-R CTCGGCCATTTTGGCGCGTA
qgepA-F GCAGGTCCAGCAGCGGGTAG 218 60 [17]
gepA-R CTTCCTGCCCGAGTATCGTG
aac(6")-I-F TTGCGATGCTCTATGAGTGGCTA 482 55 [7]

aac(6")-I-R  CTCGAATGCCTGGCGTGTTT

1.2.7 %t 5
e H1 3% 53 5 1R 1 SPSS 20 4 3577 )7
2 % R

2,1 BEEMEMAXBTRMAILZEE NS
355 MR 25 g Ak XS 3 8 5 %ﬁlﬁ@ém@ﬁ]é@éﬁ%/\ﬁ
27 Pl 25 3% A, B P AEXF 3~5 M2 ¥yt 25 1

F2 W

TR, AR 211 Bk 5 BB 59. 4%, (R 2), Hfxt
3 W 25 1 2 ik 7 43 B k. CIP-NOF-ENR
(57,16. 1%) F1 CIP-ENR-NA (22,6. 2%); % 4
5 it 25 (4 3 Ff 3 A 43 5]k . CIP-NOF-ENR-PIP
(36,10. 1%) . CIP-NOF-ENR-NA (69, 19. 4%) f
CIP-ENR-PIP-NA(20,5. 6 %) ; 3f H & i %f 5 Fh 2l
YIS 25 i 3% % CIP-NOF-ENR-PIP-NA 76 #, (5
21.4%,

B HER

Table 2 Drug-resistant spectrum detection results

M 245 248 7 M 24 1% 75 AR R/ %
Drug-resistant type Type of drug resistance Strains Rate
3 CIP-NOF-ENR 57 16.1

CIP-ENR-NA 22 6.2
CIP-NOF-ENR-PPA 36 10.1

CIP-ENR-PPA-NA 20 5.6

3
4
4 CIP-NOF-ENR-NA 69 19.4
4
5

CIP-NOF-ENR-PPA-NA 76 21.4
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2.2 HEXFEFE PMQR EF PCR &R Ibcr FER L, UK KT UL 1~ 5, KK gepA.
X BT b X8 U5 K B FF i f T PMQR A 7 £ qnrA qnrB .qnrC Fl gnrD,
WA gnrS caac(6”)-1b .oqx A .ogxB Flaac(6)-

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 1213 14 15 1617 18 19 20 21 22 M + -

1~22 R iR o 35 IR T AR anrS § G S5 5 s M 2l DNA marker; + Sy B X I8 — Sy [ 4 % iR
1—22 section swine bacteria qnrS amplification results; M, DNA marker; -+, positive control; —, negative control.
B 1 qnrS ¥ iGEXE

Fig. 1 gnrS amplification electrophoresis
1 2 2 4 5S 6 7 8 9 10 1112 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 M +

D D WD D D D G GED G GED D D D G =D D =" C— ——— —

100

1~22 PR H R T B aac(6')-Tb §"HE 45 5 s M 2 DNA marker; + A JH X IR s — Sy B 50 B,
1—22, section swine bacteria aac(6’)-Ib amplification results; M, DNA marker; -+ . positive control; — . negative control.
2 aac(6')-Ib ¥ 18 5k B

Fig. 2 aac(6’)-Ib amplification electrophoresis

9 101112 13 14151617 18 19 202122 bp

1~22 KB4y BstFSI PRI 44 s M o DNA marker; -+ b B X I8 5 — S B p: % 18
1—22, section BstF51 single enzyme bands; M, DNA marker; +, positive control; —, negative control.
B 3 aac(6’)-Ib i BstF5I Eg1J)
Fig. 3 aac(6")-1b of BstF5I digestion

123 4 56 7 8 91011121314151617 1819202122 M + -

1~22 R B3 R AR ogx A I3 25 5 M o DNA marker; + 4 FHAPEST B8 ; — by B PE S .
1—22, section swine bacteria oqxA amplification results; M, DNA marker; -+, positive control; —, negative control.

B 4 ogxA ¥ 1 ik E

Fig. 4 ogxA amplification electrophoresis

12 3 45 6 7 8 910 111213 14 1516 17 1819 202122 M + - bp
. 1 200

preppp—————__ R K - o =S G

LIS~ ND
[
[T

100

1~22 AP E R oqxB P25 5 ;M iy DNA marker; + Sy BHA:XF B8 — by [ 1 % B8 .
1—22, section swine bacteria oqxB amplification results; M, DNA marker; -+, positive control; —, negative control.
5 oqxB ¥ i kE

Fig. 5 ogxB amplification electrophoresis
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2.3 BEBEXEFEPMQR BFREFBEHER

N 3 TR 355 R 25 | #k b PMQR P -5 [
Pk 86.8%(308/355) . KKKt gnrS(62.5% ,
222/355) . 0qxA (26. 2% ,93/355),0qxB(29. 0%,
103/355) 1 aac(6”)-Ih-cr (55. 8% ,198/355) F Al ,
2 P IR AEAE Y 5 A FE B, 53 5 R gnrS/ogx A
(2.0%.7/355) vqnrS/oqxB (1. 4% ,5/355) .oqxA/
ogxB (6.8%, 24/355 ). qnrS/aac ( 6" -Ib-cr
(29.6%,105/355) Fl aac(6")-Ib-cr/ogxB(3. 1%,
11/355), 3 Firiif 25 3 L A2 1 4 A LA gnrS/

0qxA/ogxB(5. 4% ,19/355) caac(6')-1b-cr/oqzA/
0qxB (3. 9% ,14/355), qnrS/aac (6')-1b-cr/oqzA
(0.6%, 2/355) M1 qnrS/aac(6’)-Ib-cr/oqxB
(1.4%.,5/355) . 4 Fifif 245 & PR L A7 9 1 A Ik (R A
N qurS/oqxA/oqxB/aac ( 6')-Ib-cr (6.5%,
23/355),

54 MRIBUR B R PMQR B F P2 50. 0%
(27/54) 5 L qnrS Kt B (42, 604, 23/54)
ogxzA (1. 9%, 1/54) . ogxB (3. 7%, 2/54) Fl aac
(6")-Tb-cr(5.6%.3/50) [y H Hh SRAXTRAL

%3 PMQR EFHHIER

Table 3 PMQR gene detection rate
fiif 24 P Ak RO A AR
MQR A
PMQR A5 K Resistance strains Sensitive strains
PMQR .
, Genotype A M B K 3/ % L7350 K 3/ %
determinernts
Number strain Detection rate Number strain Detection rate
K H PMQR A1 — 47 13.2 A 27 50.0 B
Undetected PMQR
S 222 62.5 A 23 42.6 B
1 ot 24 3 14 " ’
) ) oqxA 93 26.2 A 1 1.9B
One kind of resistance
0qxB 103 29.0 A 2 3.7B
genes ,
aac(6")-Ib-cr 198 55.8 A 3 5.6 B
qnrS/oqxA 7 2.0 — —
2 Fivifis 24 5L A qnrS/oqxB 5 1.4 — —
Two kinds of resistance oqxA/oqxB 24 6.8 — —
genes gnrS/aac(6’)-Ib-cr 105 29.6 1 1.9
aac(6")-Ib-cr/ogxB 11 3.1 1 1.9
3 R 25 5 4 q?/'er/uq\rA/oqu 19 5.4 — —
) ) aac(6")-Ib-cr/oqxA/oqxB 14 3.9 — -
Three kinds of resistance ,
qnrS/aac(6°)-1b-cr/oqxA 2 0.6 — —
genes . ,
qnrS/aac(6")-1b-cr/oqxB 5 1.4 — —
4 P 25 1 A qnrS/oqxA/oqaxB/aac(6") -1b-cr 23 6.5
Four kinds of resistance
genes
AR FATEUE AR RE 707 H£ R 26 5 3% (P<<0.05),
Note:“—"indicates not detected. Values marked with same column with different capital letters differ significantly (P<Z0. 05).

2.4 BEXREHEABREMEMARBEEMGER
HEERAER
Xb 355 kg v B 2 T 25 4 UK W AT B R AT S
ol v i I 28 470 1R 25 1) 10 i 25 2 8L S 5 A PMQR
TR B 2 8] AT A R AT M AT AR =
(PMQR [A 7 K6 i FH 4 B bR %0/ 25 B bk B0 X
10000, #5203 Wit 25 5k (R A 5 i} 25 3% 2 2 o] 45

BRI N qnrS FER X — A i T 25 25 ) 28
WERR oA 40. 1%, — 48 M 1 B 2% 25 4 ik Uk 78 4
35,100, % =R M KLY TG EN
30.6%~33. 9% ; LWk K aac(6')-Ib-cr A, %t
— R T 25 25 ) ZEE R N 32. 4 Vo, AR v i T
FGW IR IR A 23. 0 % » Xt = A% s 145 i 25 25 4
25.1% ~28.3% ;0qxA F ogxB £ , %t — L v i
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Tl 2% 25 W ZE WE TR 43 B A 30. 2% 1 27. 0%, — 4L s
VETRZKRZ5 W ML R 8 8 28. 4 % M1 25. 0%, =R ks i

B2k 258k 18. 4% ~21. 1% #1 20. 5% ~25. 0%,
ZERLE 4,

x4 EHPMQR AFABHEAMARESERNFEE

Table 4 Portable PMQR gene of Escherichia coli resistant phenotype and gene compliance rate

PR P T R 5/ T 24 1 R

Number of positive strains/

A ESE

Antimicrobials Number of resistant strains

G

Compliance rate

qnrS ogxrA oqxB aac(6")-Ib-cr qnrS ogxrA oqxB aac(6')-Ib-cr

ZEE R 89/222 67/222 60/222 72/222 40.1% 30.2% 27.0% 32.4%
Nalidixic acid

N R iR 52/148 42/148 37/148 34/148 35.1% 28.4% 25.0% 23.0%
Pipemidic acid

EINTSRAY 96/283 52/283 58/283 71/283 33.9% 18.4% 20.5% 25.1%
Ciprofloxacin

WERI A 78/245 50/245 61/245 68/245 31.8% 20.4% 24.9% 27.8%
Norfloxacin

B R 93/304 64/304 76/304 86/304 30. 6% 21.1% 25.0% 28.3%

Enrofloxacin

3 3 8

1) w5 T A i 245 K A 81 24 335 80 3 7 . A< B
FEARW 0T 8 B T b DR U 0 i TR 2 i 24 K AT TR
XF 3 4R 5 Fh TR EN S 2 YA 27 R 2558 . K £
B 24 % Y 32 AR v e ) — AR AR = A i
KWW 2G50 3 W 4 T A5 Tl B Rk, 150 B R
B M DA BRI 2515 o R 2 R

DRI KA FT B PMQR [ T I Fk R #UKG H 1
UL BT . X 355 T 24 1A bk #5417 9 Fl PMQR
TR K W Sy B, R gnrS (62, 5%, 222/
355) .0gqxA (26. 2% ,93/355) ., 0qxB (29. 0% ,103/
355) fllaac(6')-Ib-cr (55. 8% ,198/355) 4 FhHL A,
ARG R 2010 AT 24 TR R AR & 0 A H A R
FH LG Kt 1) PMQR P 28 A — B, (H 2 45 5 A
HZEAZ I, gnrS Fl aac (67) -Tb-cr FER K
Ay H 2010 4E 69 6. 3% A1 5. 1% FFHF] 62. 5% Al
55. 8% 1M oqx A Fl oqxB H: ¥ 24y % d 2010
AE (K44, 3% F 50. 6% FFEF] 26. 2% F1 29. 0% ., it
BH 3BT 58 B 7 b X gnrS Fll aac ( 6" ) -Ib-cr FHE R
7 4y A . PMQR N 7 £ % Ll aac (67)-Ib-cr.
gnrS.oqxA flogxB K F . AW H 86. 8 U6 I % IR
WS T i 2 i 245 K FF R At PMQR PR, Horpr s

i} 25 FE PR A qnrS 5 PR 704G I 26 A v, 2 e 24 356 [
A XL gnrS/aac( 6")-Ib-cr KPR RIKG % I
15 3 i 25 3 AL AEIE 2L aac(67) ~Ib-cr /oqxA/
oqx B K& K BUKG H 8 fe ey o O HLAFAE 23 £k 4 i 24
FE DR A7 Y B PR AL N S A B A5 A 1) PMQR P F
] ZFEAL K e

3)PMQR [HFXF & 0k 19 FQs Tif 25 32 24 57 ik 15
BLAEHT . X 54 BREURRE MRIEAT iR PMQR K4
W K F5 43 81 43 0K gnrS (42, 6%, 23/54)
ogxA (1.9%,1/54), ogxB (3. 7%, 2/54) 1 aac
(6")-Ib-cr(5.6%,3/50) 3N, it SPSS 20 X fif
5 FHUR R PMQR K+ W #5472 47 R R e
SAHT R T2 PMQR 5 BHME 3, 8 J2 45 5L A
Kot 3% i 24 T AR R . v T U AR (P<<0. 05) .,
U B PMQR K- 1 A7 7 A2 5 3000 R T 245 1 3 22
FZ—:PMQR K+ X B k1Y FQs Tif 25 3% AL A7 8%
155 1 BT

A H VR K o AT AT v A T 285 T 24 2R B 5 i 24 5 A
P BT . AERG HU A 4 B PMQR JE R i, Higs
B PR 5 i 24 3R R AT A R B, T B Y AR OGPk .
TX T IR G TR NS W T I 28 2 ) 7 A T 24 P O 2 A it
LA S BN, TSR DAY (0 A R 28 AR (A
P2, Eoh A HEMBE R s R) b, RE
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R IEAE . BT B 3 Hb DSO8R v 1 IR T 25 O AT T PMQR R 1 A e o A 101

PMQR FE [R5 | 2 41 % v vy A 2 25 W) 0% 7K F- iint
24y FL ol 200 TR AL A AR I v L U A A TR AR R K
S FAYTIES 245 AT T e 0 R A S 1) G50 M A I T 24 S o
O A B 1 T O T A M S g R R B IR
7t A PMQR e R A F BORL I, S B0 i
T 245 P 7 N B D v ] f) s 7 50k T RE . il 4
TR 245 1 7K S 6 80 DRI A 3 i e 345 ) T 245 1
TEM XM AT - AP AT R S 2 e SR AU

RS T A B B W X PMQR AT
C L 2R o0 Ao 75 A A 7 52 B b i A L T 4R
PMQR A 209" . Hitthnss: PMQR [H 1
P8 G I 3 A B T 24 3% B AR S PR BF S S5 AE i A7

4 &

B a5 b DR IR g A I PMQR I
FPL gnrS. aac ( 6" -Ib-cr oqxA Hl ogxB R
PMQR A5 & th A 5 AT 1) 22 2 i 47
PR % PMQR 1 1y Bk R 8 42 e 278 B 2 4
b & 2. $ER 0naE PMQR K7 89 W & 47
PR A

& % X w
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