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Abstract ;. High-throughput sequencing is a major breakthrough in the development of DNA sequencing technology and
provides an unprecedented opportunity for modern biological scientific research, such as the DNA-based approach tracking
the food chains among predators-prey or herbivores-host plants trophic interactions in ecosystems. This review illustrates and
compares the principles of various types of technology, including the Roche 454, Illumina, and lIon Torrent technologies,
and other recent progress. We also summarize studies that have used high-throughput sequencing technology to study
interactions among generalist predators/herbivores and their prey/hosts. This review could provide new information and
novel approaches to exploring molecular trophic interactions and improving our understanding of the prey/host spectrum,

prey/host shift, biological control, resource allocation, conservation biology, and ecological restoration.
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1970 4EAR H B [ A= W11k 24 5K Sanger & W T Sanger I /732 ( BUBE R 17 R K i & 136 ) |, M EMIFA B
T g TIRABIEA: st B 1 K0T, Sanger 10 L FRAF 1980 AR5 DURAL2E22 0 H 1977 4F L) Sanger
AR S — AR P E RS B AT T5E 10 15— 58 B BE DA 20 IR (0 22 1l LUK , DU PP B AR W A S ik 20,
A 21 225, Pk Roche 454 Illumina 1 Ton Torrent 558 ¥ 2 58 AR 0958 — A0 £ ARG | 45 X — A9
ol 14y ST 2 R 35 DR AL 00 A7 A0 B804 3 0 40 A Bk T RESY B AR B R SR 3 I R (High
Throughput Sequencing, HTS) , F —fill 747 K ( Next Generation Sequencing, NGS) , B RE— K IFATX} JL1 7 3
JUE U7 2% DNA 23 F#EA7 R 500 E | EAT I 7 i s | 2 PR B AR S A, 2 DNA DU & S e i) — 1> B
FRRgL, M FRATTHEA T S A AE S AR I A: i BHA A TR L T AT AR A ML

R R A R AR RS A R S SE R DNA ZTE 0 e 2 (4 384 0 7 J7 v Bkl DNA 7% 55005
HAR (DNA Metabarcoding) o ZH AR TR RANMEA AN DNA R By 34 J5 FREA 7 8 5 0 | 24 1706 o BURE
gAY R AR, BT E T Y R sh ) 253855 DNA ( Environmental DNA | eDNA) )27 5 Ta A4
5200, DNA ZAUMHAR B Pl R T HE SR8 A 1 508 AU AR ) R A g T
TR R ELAE RS M B R B AR A S T B MR T

BV YRS NS YR Z S SRR BIEATR R, S 1 F AR A& AR ) Z [ A BARAE AHE 29
PR BEAL S ARG R I B AR & M, HAF 98 4 R AT B AR A 25 T 0 T RE S 1), DRIy o ) 22 90 0 1) BF 5 2
LR AR PR EEANEIRAOPFITAUR " SR, T DNA R A R 4 T i Jl & 5 -5
TG B2 - B IR ORI R R, I35 4 o 2 IIE 5 1 A 220 s 3 o O 1) 3 B0 O 9 4
ﬁ‘@%ﬂ*ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%&‘ﬁ@ﬁ%IW?E':@ETWEH%%E‘JHLL‘3 o ANCHETRE B.45 L) Roche 454 Tllumina Al Ton
Torrent A3 (1) /57 38 2 I 757 5 A it 3L % e i JRE g Rl L, 280 1 30 A 0 35 1 s 3 1 I 1) DNA 23 2501
FORTE Yy 90 A B A Sl T 9 17 FH BRI & ety 5%, AR A B/ M B M s s )/ 27 00 L S5/ 3
TR BT AEVIBTA A IR AN A AR 5 s S A R B RS K

1 SEENFERFEERLRE

SF AR B AR D v i AR A S R SRR DR AR L R 1R AR P R A R v,
AR AR 3= F AL HE L T5 B ( Sequencing by synthesis, SBS) B Roche 454, [llumina £ Ton Torrent | /5
HAD
1.1  Roche 454 I A HE

2005 4F 454 AEARLA A B AR T S R A v A AR R ZH I 200177 454 I ASORI T £
BERRVL I P ( Pyrosequencing ) , B UZ: : 1 Je b 1< 5305 A B4 DNA B 2l -4 Sk AR AR 132 3k 1l 28 il
R SO (T 1A S ) o B AR 51 W) O RE IR 55 0 & SCPE R I — SR 3R = — > DNA R B RO B0 0
v, AT 250 ALK FL% PCR(emulsion PCR,emPCR) i , BN REBR R T#RLS & T HCT4H ) DNA $5 01 JF
B —ANERR = — B AN (B 1A TR %) o SR)E B SR REER B LAR b, B DL A — D REER, T
FLAR Ay Ui L 8 — 073, e — TR E A 0 S BRI S, 55— T U5 COD G2 Rl R GE O GET AR B Ak, B8
LM 78 R 5 BRI e , A ATP i BBt A0 T A 5O 28 B AR — W MR AZ T 455 21 DNA B 1R fE i iR AL A
(PPi) JGARZ (18 1A FPFHROAR) o IR o) e i A 4 F dNTP H il — R i 5 45l L 2 v B Ol
F5 0 DNA ASAR E 9 EAMIEE I SEEE DNA R B st s ™ . B A 454 B 7 A 3B
K F) 600—1000bp , {75 5 4k A4 Fr 51 94 T A SR v, (E 0 7 T A R S5 AR A A 558 v S H R TR
F(FR 1), AR, ME N FE AR LR, 5k LT A9 7 (40 Dumina #) MiSeq 1 Life Technologies Y lon
Torrent RET) B2 A 454 {UERARBFRIOT TN S, IS [CCH] T 454 3055 K5 PacBio 23 A & JEES =AU 7
HARM,
1.2 Illumina Jl 75 A 538

Ilumina 23 H] ¥ Genome Analyzer 2006 4E[a]{H B S4B AR F 51T Wi 5 200—500 bp 17N R B, P il

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



8 EIFFHE A w0 R A R G 3

RTR K AR M PR DNA SCZE (I 1B SOl 48 ) . DNA A8 31 361 [ A 1R 243k 19 8 K
TE AT AR LR U I ST 1] 52 BAAR R o S I R AT , #E4 742 PCR (Bridge PCR) . Bridge PCR LAt 5l
R T [T )4 S AN, K R BB EE DNA 97 1S SOy BURUEE DNA , 285 AN A2 P 4 B 06 35, 4 Fh 55% DNA
HRAERS A AL B2 2000 50119 4 5 DNA % (1B Bl 45 ) . DNA SE4E Genome Analyzer £5 5
SIMA AT 0 44T, 1) SO A4 2R R RIS I DNA SR A 1 L 3223k 51 0 RS A8 B3 4 53 98 Y6 AR iE 1Y 4 Fil
dANTP Tk 48 ANTP F) 3 B ZE g b2 I iA AR dr | IN T ER 4 S REAR L BEAS I 1 4> dNTP, 7E dNTP B7HS
TG EE IS R AR ANTP F DNA RGBSR, INABUR S vl , RDG#ic s id 0t
B POCE S HE TN PS5 R . 5 507 UE , AR AR KO 5 F £ B
dANTP [ 3" B SAR AP 3L P AT — 5600 5 S 0 (&1 1B il e AR ) M S H AT Mlumina S (0051 65 (9332
UK AT Uik 3] 2% 150 bp (Hiseq 4000) ,2x300 bp ( Miseq300 ) , i 5 =5 A1 AR 35 A% A2 H: 5 40 11 3 19 1 3
(£1),
1.3 Ton Torrent Il J37 A J5i B

lon Torrent JUJF S B 7E 2= T 4408 Fr B ARAL 61 52 44 K RUBE 1 3% 4% 100 J7 254 7] DNA Jr BE A 42k ( Ton
Sphere™ ) T B S vl (] 1C st il a5 ) BB IS ARIKIB A ACGT, A& TG B A Bil i e 1,
UL RS pH AE, B AR A A I 1) pH 240 S5, 52 i e g S, B 20 AR 745 B A2 AU i 15 B
(E1C AR ) 200 SRRy A R DNA 14 5,20 T CCD 4l 2t 2 S5 38T, KR4 13817
], X AR B E A — (A W A AL 58 Al o — 1A B T HOR BT

Ton Torrent M-S E Ton Torrent PGM ( Personal Genome Machine) 1 Ton Proton PRI, PGM A 3
FOEs R AT HEZESE  Ton Proton HETAXA PLES R o 5 BRI & AT FFAYL 2 h ffAe = & A 10 Mb $2 T3] 10
Gb, PR 55 A U0 A AN 7 38 £ 14557, Ton Torrent SZHUK BEHL A 2011 4E (% 200 bp £27+3 Y 400 bp.,
AW v B R R | BRI AL A B B AR RT3 5 R Ton Torrent #4930 538 7t 72 AN A BORER #E— 2042
ETE -3 DR

%1 Roche 454 Ilumina #1 Ion Torrent ¥ A5 EENF EFE8 T ERASHANNEFEEE

Table 1 Technological and data output specifications of Roche 454, Illumina and Ion Torrent NGS platforms

G FhH A i 2 M5k FE IR IB1TITH] VG
Company Platform Template preparation Sequencing chemistry Error type Run time Throughput
Roche 454 GS Junior REERFLI PCR SRR Yk ABE 10h 35MB
454 FLX Titanium 10h 450MB
454 FLX+ 23h 700MB
Mumina  lumina GAllx T PCR AL LT i B 6d 1T
[lumina Hiseq 2500 6d 1T
Illumina Hiseq 4000 3.5d 1.5T
[lumina Miseq 2.5d 15G
Ton Torrent ~ Ton PGM (316 Chip)  #REERFLI PCR RS G R P B 4.9h 600MB
Ion PGM (318 Chip) 7.3h 2G
Ton Proton (PI Chip) 4h 10G

L4 =AU PR

Roche 454 Illumina 1 Ton Torrent {83 A X $E- 5 JR 4 AG N [R] AR 0 352 MERA B 3 1 FI s A
A B, B RTE 2 Z 0 H T2 BUFFE el , I AR e i3 A e ez, (HI2 , rAEok L T 5
Moy F A5 S8 A 54> F I ( Single Molecule Sequencing, SMS), o 2 = Rl ¥ ( Third Generation
Sequencing, TGS) $7 A & & Pk | 33X 2L 3 £ K A 45 PacBio M) 543 T SZ Bl /¥ ( Single Molecule Real-time
Sequencing, SMRT) , Helicos ) IE #43F-ll J¥* ( True Single Molecule Sequencing, tSMS) F1 Oxford f% 24 KFLiM]
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Torrent (C) (Modified from Del Chierico ef al.[?])
J¥ ( Nanopore Sequencing) %> |
2 FEENFERYMMHHRFPRMNH

AR R R Y S PG R BB TR E AR S R G W R ] A B 0 IBe 2R |, s I AR 2 e IS
ME 2 — TR, [ Pr DAY -t et e Y -l B A ) e RS 05 0k R B0 o =R MR 507
5 CEPAP A TR GOS8k (R B M AIE N APl o ik ) | LA T 1 (IR TR 70 ik AR Rl &R
PR HEA BRI TR ) MBI 77k ( Z e EPUA MR T EEUAEOR DNA 20 FHAR) X B85 341X A
[ EREE R 5 X0 G 4 A7 AR 2020 AR 580 T EOOLRE | T {5 B v 3 P 7 SR R B R R B Sh i i, A
FEZALJERERAE T, HA AR s A AR 0 7 ik A R R 1 T 2R S RS, SR AN R A 2 1]
o LRI 5 R i AL BT SRR 2 S R A B 15 8 5 A8 W) B DU BOR AR LUl EE 2= ]
VARS8 B Be i SR se BEUIA 3l S PSS A B LA E S M R B 3, 5 S AL R PR o8 BB R
FRR AU AN AL R R G, FEI K A . Aok, BEAE W 1 BOR A9 & J]E A NCBT L, BOLD A5 54 128 1Y
F 55, DNA S FIBER W HER Y N IE RO 43RS EFR R AR £ L
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FF 3 5 ) DNA metabarcoding 731 AT &Y 5 EANZ A Wy AP S PR il , JUHGE A WF 5T il oo FNE
5 HRAESRG D HAANF Y A A SRR T B RS YA R I 25 2500 T B0 2 2 W M 45 4L i 23 e 46
MEYGIRI AT, HET, ZNEE T Z N T & SR A & & - A EWaEmrse, ghmn] L&
RSP BT FT , W T8 S sk 2508 DNA SR 55 sh i v LA e AR S R G R PR 72 1%
FORAACAT DLIE 5 T 7™ 26 3 81 B A 008 PE AN LU AN [R] B W 91 (R X 3 B 2 1t 43 B 5 400 I PN AR [
Wb Z TR A 22 20 i L AT AT AS ) B 2 RUBE R A9 62 90 I S5 R R A R 9 s 4, DA D AR 282 A ik
A ZE D R R R TR T A SR S T A RO 20 B S U e AN [ ) M £ ok
FERLTH AL TE N 25 W) s SR AE i EAT PCR 38 I AE S 109 57 2R s b by S [6) Bl 2k 20 B 1) 22 o TR0 A 4
(Multiplex Identifier Sequences, MIDs) , ®LBETE— U 7 HOSEAS [RISR IR, AN [RIFP 2 04 ) F P 2l 0 1) 45 T sl M ke
FA BLAF AR B AR T S HEA TN o A, R 2 I TR] AR SRS T IS g B TR PO A B AR
SRR AR AR ARTE 2014 4F 8 VAR T % T, W AR RIS R AW vk DA SR A AT T
Iz EIHERY
2.1 AETEEHESIY)

Deagle %% (2009) & i Roche GS—FLX -5 fF 57 1 WA 07 55 J& W0 85 =4 S [F] ¥ 3o 14 g =l 85
Arctocephalus pusillus doriferus 1 270 3 FEEAE A, 45 R BoR AR\ M 1) ZEAEY i =2 2k
Emmelichthys nitidus FHBEATHEA Trachurus declivis , 71 H & ILLLRTAS 9% B AL HINEE Scomber australasicus
JEHH B, SO 2 TR EOR e B Y & Wy A 5 b i 5 — R T, AT e 45 % RIS 7y B 2 3
B S B R P R

A+ SRR ARG & 5 T R R AR R I EZN S, Brown 557 (2014) i 4 Roche 454
WP 6 SR W Sh 3R 88 [ SRR XA L 2R Ml Leiolopisma telfairii FIAZRRE Suncus Murinus W45
Wit B BRI IC , A SRR WA PRI B A AR A E) A 2, (H W) 99 70 A Al Pianka A 2507 B S F5 KR W] 1X
PR AR B A7 EAR = R S AR08 ) o 5 AR5 AR ) O D 4, W R A R AR ) I G O 2 3 il g 1Y e
it

Wi B V22 AR S DA 3 IR R, R b T O AL FAE Ry RO AR 3 7 A2 25 Z G0 o i R ) A A 5
(B, R A 5 R A g s A B A AR v B+ B AR X, Clare %:35:(2014) FF Ton Torrent PGM i
P2, 456 316 I IFIE T ISR 2 KA ST T A8 AR BELR KAZIR Eptesicus fuscus AN [RIA [R] 58 40 16 2 BF
P RS R W AR 0 Y e Bty , s Pl H ELAT By 10 AR S b S 20 U A ) 47
Py AN ARARAR IS (B 3 A i B 2 HE G A o), B ) ARV Bl A B H 2 R i T i, 31X
U S5 Y5 IR AT BRI, A0 AT DA O3 45 £ S AR H AR AR e 1
22 HEWHEHEY

W 5 S VE WG S SR T WL EREE  (EUR XS R M R T RE R G5 1 5 RS, Ando 45171 (2013) il 4t
PR AR (RNA L(ornl) FE R K IES 255 Roche 454 BRI 05T T H AN 54 5 W 16 SR ARG
Columba janthina nitens TEAN ) 55 W5 A0 AS [R] i 8] ) B W3 K B W ik i , 2t WL G P SRR RS o R U A R A W) ,
PRIt A ICTE T R SR A RV ERAP A By R 22 TR A2 AU | DU SR ARG I B W B

NG B3 B AR AR SR AR K M T R K S BB, Quemeérs %571 (2013) I A Mlumina
Genome Analyzer 1lx ~F- 5 45 & metabarcoding 45 A XJ 5 35 I 8 i K% 35 6 44 M DX 900 i K 48 19 4 5 %6 A A
Propithecus tattersalli BIEPESATHIG , K B4 76 @ AIUVBE ) &1 B 2= /0 130 Fid Y, IF HAE R g A6 1 4
T B B ) vh e BRVE 2298 8 RN A AR A2 | R I A 1R AR B 3 A A IO SR A0 W 5 4 1 X A
i AR R ERBE AR 1K

Kartzinel %(307(2015)5@:@ Mumina HiSeq 2500 & 454 DNA Metabarcoding EMR@FFJ?I‘HX#@K%ETE
(Relative Read Abundance, RRA) LT T 15 JE W rg i AE M AT 5 ) 50 s IR [C /N Madoqua guentheri , AEDH
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% Loxodonta africana , V-JRBE Equus quagga , MBIEE Equus grevyi , JEWNIK L Syncerus caffer ,J8 4 Bos indicus
I ¥ Aepyceros melampus 55 7 Fh RIS F AW EI5 50 MM ESE R RM, S AR S E
Yyrh 999% LA b )P SR 2 ARAS AR, 102 o 1) B IR B R ARHEY A 1%, R —Fh & 55 )
FYITERR L, A [F) i B Sl ) HAT SN AL B B W | DXL AR ) o S ) 22 P 245l N B L ) 3 00
AR RS W) i AR B E T kA

2.3 fHEtEIEHESY

Boyer 25/ (2013) I ] Roche 454 H2mi R 4 AR S5 4 Mo 5| 0 2L 45 VS LI E T 46 Sk WifE i Ak 3h
Y8i2E Powelliphanta augusta £ M5 YT, 7007 1984 5N [R) A W) 2 R PE LIS A A= 2RI R R4 iy 1R
PR I A L

PR O A 2 R G i B M RO 3 H AP iV R AR 2 2 P i o 2R R St T R i B B
MM LA, DFFEAON A RGN IR B 5 R A E AR Y R 3028, IS BRAUAS 7 BRL b il o0 7l £
FHE SR T Pifiol 2511 (2014) 38 33 Ton Torrent PGM il 55 & 9% T 3% [E e 42 M LWk Oedothorax
fuscus PSR | = 38 100 P A 1 200 0 A5, BRI & & A B3 BT 6 1 2 A RGEK A RUE
Kep e EEmesiZ B BHH H X0 H AL d 750, e & 1 57 dUREE B & (Intraguild Predation,
IGP) 5% F AWK 1 7571, 5 2RR B ) B PRI 0. fuscus HAT 58T RIS WIIG .

i B e AR R A 2 R, D) B R PR AR A Y, LRI £ A % Ok 4 5 K RO Ol
U AR IEFEAE 2B S TR AR A 7 A H B G 4. Mollot 551407 (2014 ) 3 ) £ 7 45 Il 15 i 2h )
mini—barcodes 4 ZE Fll Roche 454 =53 -6 | 38 o @ 57 FPAE SRR A2 BE I X Brachiaria decumbens ) F
FERE AN R Bl LBy 7 2, R T AR R RIS A B R B S i B A EEF R FER T
Cosmopolites sordidus FEHINEI . S5 FRRWIRA T E A B8 77 o) 1l B 2R S5 0 0, A 45 Tl o ol AR R 0 SR BB A 4
F AP REA T
2.4 MEPETHEHESY

Valentini %*'(2009) #3174 HAHY 4% 14 (RNA L(rnl) 3 H 520 1038 51490, 454 Roche 454 )7
W5 T S OHENE Chorthippus biguttulus , AU 5L IR Gomphocerippus rufus , 25 FIZTE WA 2 Helix aspersa , 5.3
Deroceras reticulatum 1 Arion ater “F SR 36 3 FEMERE S, A X SA LS W03, 45 R Rk Y
509% HAEY AT LS E B X e 2 S I EOR A B R Sh W W E 5 b O 28— O, A W e A B ik s )
BEYITE MG AR B TSR DT

Kajtoch' (2014 ) i85 ABI Sanger U7 1 i U /7>F & Nlumina MiSeq MM T 3 2% g6 %4038
L 5 22 PS8 A — R 24 S b DX PO A b AR T IR Centricnemus leucogrammus 75 FAHYIN rbeL (1,
5- ZBERRAZFRBE R AT ) W HE L R F1 ern L PP EEDR Y 25008 | O 13X I Al o B AR X 35T rbel F1 trnlL
PP LR ST 0 2F AT IR BE 40T 13X O~ M BRAPE A9 25 EAE A . BP9 R W) 1llumina 725 38
WP L Sanger 1% G077 A SIS BYMENTEE s 37 B, 36T rbeL T trnl, SRR S5 TEAS R G RE AT 0 M (2 (105
FAY (2D YE SR ) PR R A E B U R BRI T A5 Wi Jf AN AR R, 33X AT RS 1 T4
G0 i PRI A A 2T I AN AL RS, DR P A R R BRI T AR A

WFFE EOH H B B R T B R ) B YA B T RA TR B R Rt n A A, R
JPRERFR AL T G IE Chortophaga viridifasciata JE R FHAE B, IRERIE Melanoplus femurrubrum J&24F A &
F A AU Melanoplus bivittatus F1 B F W8 Dissosteira carolina J&=1R G PERI %, McClenaghan %51+
(2015) T Nlumina MiSeq ~F- 75 3 2 7 1 B Hb 5% A 74 33 70 e bt e f8 35 16 38 N 25 W0 19 rbel HED L 38 1 DNA
metabarcoding FARMFFY 13X PURMIE A £, S5 RUESERAR DUE AR BRI Z RS YER B, L7 gk
FERFEPER R, T A R AE S fhE N B AT 24 R A RA B 457 1 X St i (B £E A BB IRSE 4
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3 RBESRE

3.1 fAAEMR)

JUE AT AE SR BT 18 I P 5 R B9 DNA metabarcoding 5 AR ff T 140 Hr i & &/ E & B FIE
W 1 ) AR BREA: | AT 4 Jo IRy 3 AR S 2 WF 58— 1 40T BRI U, (E 2 L2 SR m S A7 52 2 05 Thi A
RIFZ .

(1) B B3 R e « 20 ML PN 224 DL 0% Sl W 2R AR 5 DR 2 R AR ) P S A 5 DR 2 EL A DR S B S5 R TR/
PR BV A 3h 0 4 S 8 IR 43 F S 78 IOARIC %7 o AR 3 MR I A 1R 5 TR 201 % % 5 40 R A 1) 2
R FEA ( Nuclear Mitochondrial—-like Sequences, NUMTs) | N 3tA4: B T4 2R DNA 19 £ 25 = ok
AT SRR Y S8 TR G0 R B IR e

(2) FEFXIFA RS . ShER R IL R 4 DNA FEEPEAE COI,16S S5 X3, i COI 1) 658bp K ) DNA
IS ( DNA Barcoding ) X 38 J2& 20 4 43 25 56 52 e % FH AR IX 8% | BL A5 A0 #6 NCBI Al BOLD (- www.
boldsystems. org ) %5 3= & AR FE VSR (0 COT FE IR Ab 8 R i 22 Sl HfE — e 8 B P e = S 2 RE T, IR I
AR EZIEFFM YT RED, W, Y4k DNA EFZBEPETE rbeL, marK (&8 (4 6 2 1R 3k (A
(trnK) WIN & F) ,trnH-psbA =550 i Be SOl K e SRAHEIAZAEAR ITS 00805 B, [RIAEXS T IR XESE 7
TR 222 Ul F A S Rl 4

(3) SIREESEFNIEAL - o TIH Al 18 5% BR Bl (2 R A Y J 7 Bt DNA | R metabarcoding 73BT H 21
i TSR RO 8 S 7 B T 5 1, e 5 | e s & 1 O 1] M 1S IS 5 1l By 43
FRAEAR 2 P B AT A B 1S YRk A K 25 R 30K FLAF R DR, DA TS M 2 00 4 20 2 AR 2 5 ey 1) 4
HEOCFRMART , PRI 1 5 78 E — 20 B X 28 R R 597 G 8808 00 R B il B 58 3% 2 M G &R 0 E & o i
TPkt

(4) BHIEY B35 A 5 048 S EBEWT S |97 ( Blocking primers ) FO T« WF 5% R i) /NS 3 £ M5 JRC sh 4
AOSR IS RIS BT BTS00 T, 257 AR R B A B Y e 9, A I ROV AE SR 5 [ 0 AE e O RS B0 T,
b REARUERH 1E B2y 27

(5) AHEHET-E DNA KBS HHR R AR 58 AE ) DNA SRR @ FEY RIS 3 8 5Ll
B3 T HE5E |, AR YR SRR 0 AT BB P FN55 A% AV L W B AR G IR A 00 S W LR W S0 T S RTINS &
F9 53 282 G OR BV 3850 225 A SO W] sl At 2 38 300 N Ay 19 A e e A IS 925 e I ) DRIV, DR OGO 285
FRRGE 52 00 R R FOK T B R B A% 50 43 S S | T 52 e JCAG 2 )R DNA ST B A v 25 40
VE AT B A5 BRI

(6) HEWME B AR M B JRLER . 15 38 £ 00 e H AR 7 A 1 e K0 1 85 Ao BT e AR 0 o vh kiR
SCEAE I, T Sl ) I T e A8k ) 0 AT AU BRI AR 25 0 2R AR WO B A | S 5 0
Wi 225 TAE B AEAT K2R AL BN AT AR 7% Ko 1 2 2% 0 A4 0 s T I 1) 2B S 2 R
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