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[ABSTRACT]
exposure to a substance and is a common public health problem. Traditional skin sensitization tests are

Allergic contact dermatitis is a type IV hypersensitivity reaction caused by repeated skin

based on animal experiments such as guinea pig maximum test and closed patch. In recent years, with the
increasing attention of animal ethics and the development of science and technology, alternative methods
of skin sensitization test have emerged. According to different principles, these alternative methods are
divided into in vivo alternative methods, several in vitro alternative methods based on harmful outcome
pathways, and genomic allergen rapid test, etc. In this paper, we reviewed the progress of these alternative
methods of skin sensitization test, and several integrated testing and evaluation methods based on
adverse outcome pathways.
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B el M B2 R (allergic contact dermatitis,
ACD) 2HKS FEMAEED (low molecular weight,
LMW) S7#ET BBk R N IR & E 45 A T2 ARy IV A
BURRL, ACD B PRREIR 8 B SR BN B IRBRFE . £13
KEZE, IMW BRFEETE . 250U AT
HEA &, LMW 5 Rz RS il = SBACD &R
BN, ARFUEREE, FERKINRRE AREH, ACD AU
RiK 18.6%, 5 PH 75 tH 5 T A O H A BRI Bz 1k
JRI85% ~90% o [HI, ACD EL&HCH—FER L
Belim, AE— R ERgm T AR IR AETEA TR,

248 1 Be IR Sl aiE w5 % B 2 sh sk e,
BN BR B RAE IR %S (guinea pig maximization test,
GPMT) . Buehler &f [ BE 51X % (Buehler test, BT)
o AR, BEEIR SRS HEANE AR S . #5875
TRRYBEHT . SYIE B ROk B 2 Y E R A ORI,
B BRE M AT IR R A L BAS TN E 2
b, ARXEEEENIMIFER, RS REEUTE.
HETFEELERBEE (adverse outcome pathway, AOP)
AL G A S AR T 15 DA R 5 R 2 ot 50 R g 0 7%
(genomic allergen rapid detection, GARD) %5 HH{j/L2&

[E—1E&E] &815(1998—) , & METHARE, HRH M SELEHFMN. E-mail: 844353890@qg.com
B,

[BEEE] =F%(1979—)
2636

BRIRIT MRAE: AERRERLLEITFMN. E-mail: 78649403@qg.com. ORCID: 0000-0002-0987-



314 LIS R SELE E S Laboratory Animal and Comparative Medicine

Aug. 2022, 42(4)

B RREE MR AT IR TS5 o
1 BRBERFE

B2 R BRI ROT 2t i /N AU SRR
MR AR, @N/NREER I A5 (local
lymph note assay, LLNA). #R#& LLNA JER{ SRR
M, AR AGFR T HT LLNA ISR 5k, RS-
B AR W oiE & (5—br0m0—2—deoxyuridine,
BrdU) - Bk 5005 W ff i € (enzyme linked immuno—
sorbent assay, ELISA) -LLNA JEFI LLNA- PN B =k
FRRRE (adenosine triphosphate, ATP) F&ilfi%,

11 EfiILLNAE

LLNA 25 oo & BA S0 A
WAEZ—, BRI 67/548/EEC 84 INAT o LLNA
2 ABBI RE VS T R R Rk B3 62 5 |t Uk EEL 45 H ) T 4
i 5 A 1 T DR Bl R AR PR o b A B AZ R
(Gn*H— B B R e B S 2 1R S PR W R
) HESEANRERN P, 5 h EEE SO0
EAh ] s A EIR, IE T4HAERETE TS

ZITEBR AR IR A WA . — 2R B &
(stimulation index, SI), HI5ZiR41 5% HEZHHY5E T 4
HIEUE, ZfEtn A THIMZ e & NEEG. & SI>
30F, ZilsE R EEeR Be B— e mse iR 2
SI=3 I ESERALF Tk E  (effective chemical 3, EC3),
PAE AT DL 7 - i SR I R = AR Y, A
TR AW ERE I S RPN i ST P
FHEHEROAMIERE, HEC3<0.1%K, 52l
PRI E IR RG] 24 EC37E0.1% ~ 1% i, %218
TG EC3FE 1% ~10% i, 2R R BB
#l; EC210%, MINSSEEG .

LLNA B ARG, SERsiPEmED> . HETT
LR A, R ASTE A 96 ERVE DRI
Z i W, fF A 3R (reduction. replacement.,
refinement) JEM|, LLNA % EF 2010 R A&
Y5 kB4 2 (Organization for Economic Co—operation
and Development, OECD) 48 A Bz ik 2 ke il 77 1445
/o EE—IRIME, LLNA 5820 i A b
FrBRA o BRIZKIE TR TP ARMECE /N A B Bk B 7R
PRIGEIFH M 7, RIHAZ T i TR N
ZaRa)iies
12 BEREIERLLNARIE
1.2.1 BrdU-ELISA-LLNA %

2003 4, Takeyoshi % '/ il FH 7 70 AR G 1

FREWYE ST LLNA R 7574, B BrdU-ELISA-
LLNA (XFRLLNA: BrdU-ELISA), ECfF 5 H ARG
fatr/iH, 5 LLNAVEEAR—2, BIERIREY
THI P FH 5 e i s g 25 A AR B Brd U RIFE R IR B 55
24 h JGIEETESY BrdU, AbFE/NREUM RS, FREE S
BN, SRIG % ELISA SEA MBS TE 20 A 1 BrdU
FIFRIC AL

%SRS T LLNA RS G . i &E D
FIE T EFM ML, AR T LLNA A {6 A 3N 1
R 2, 12 OECD e/, %7 1L
ffiFH CBA/INER, (HIX A 2R /N BRIEFR E M R A R
b, B e, Rk, B%E it b3 4T BALB/c
FI1CBA B & 2R /N A 27 RGO S5 SR, UESERT L
fifi B BALB/c /)N BB A CBA /N ER #E 4T LLNA: BrdU-
ELISAVERGI )0 BRUbZ N, IR ST BrdU Y&
F/NEURE . AREEsmEAl. BTk, Brt5EHEBA
23t T LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 15, Ze48/NRESGHEG
T8, BUEES RIRESS, 72576 BrdU BURSFRE ik
YMNEEFRIME ML 24 h 5, PRIk L AER H Y BrdU & &
e 1o,

1.2.2 LLNA-ATP#&%

LLNA-ATP £l 7% ( X FRLLNA: DA) 2% F
ATP K- SiH4IM AL 2 IEMADS, TFEAI 57O -5k
RIE GYER = AERE X — B, Rthal DA
i A AR A ATP 1 & &Sk i E 2 iR Y
e Y % A AR TSR LS ATP &O6(E. ik
OaEFRE. HTER DAns, DU SIFIECE 1,

%771 E A LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 55 A9 4 351 £
HRKE ATP £ A E Nl fEds . A G H TR RBRE,
(1) EF[EIPRA: B30 G PRI ATP U 258 T R,
FREEAHETME, WA RSHAFEZE. F,
OECD #5 ¥ HF i B 78 15 WA A M ESURA 286G 00 F B[] 2
££20 min AN 3, (2) EBAME: @A, A
A GEEH, AIDAERTREE, BEEFEHH
R CA S LLBE S, DAHERR 32100 B s o 45 SR A
S 1, (3) IZEANE R T ATP A4E BUAAR E T
AR, It ATP RS D4

2 ETAOPHIUFINERTIE

2007 &, HEFEERRFMAZRASEHIRESD
AOP, FHPUIA B BREUE 53 IR SR 2 R S Ak
BN AR B — RV N EA, 20124, OECD
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e PR RAZ A I B RSN T T iR &, NI T
AOP J5F 14 Fz AR BB 7 15 o), A BB I Rk
4% (direct peptide reactivity assay, DPRA). ZJ&fR
AW s R % (amino acid derivative reactivity
assay, ADRA ). KeratinoSens™/LuSens i 3¢ A0 A\ ZH L &
VEAIREE (human cell line activation test, h—CLAT),

B FRELBL AOP AL Y 4 DEERA AL (1) &=
f# (molecular initiating event, MIE ) EHEME LR
HEEEEEE aWEhiE; (2) MRAERELZ
PSR A, RAERIERBL, FA R
R FEGER 2RI (dendritic cells, DCs); (3) DCs
JRRLR DCs B fE P B 2 b5, SRR A AR S
WiRiA B, BRI A 0 TARN (4) HHEY
HEEBREHZDGREHEEEEY (major
histocompatibility complex, MHC) iR EMEL;, T
AR A MHC TEECRE Fe e T AL, AL B =]
PRI R ACD, HERMERNAE, AOPHREEH)
AL CART ARSI A 4 P43 7 FAR B E T 2R &R AT
F 7,

2.1 DPRAfLZix

Gerberick [# AT 2004 F£H- % 7 DPRA £, %515
BB S Rk E H N S GTEECESURE (R
Aop BRI FH) ISR, RIS TT R
J5 5 A B E IR DAR A ot 2 B AT a2 IR 22 IR O TR AN e
RLE5 &, P A RBOR A - RSN (high
performance liquid chromatography—ultraviolet, HPLC—UV)
MIE PSS EHTURRTEFERS L, PAHSRAEZ B
ST U, HAGMIZE 5 LLNA VR — 2 Al ik 5] 89%.
PITHAT T 201544 OECDUGREE TG 442045/ 17,

H AT S T B — el R 2
B, oA B R FH 2 AR A B AT o 2009 A
Gerberick % ") %t DPRA VLT TR, TERRBIIRZR
AT BRI ST R R, TR ARR
TUSRTAYIEIRE ST, IR THMVERE, ihfe DPRA
RN HVEERT T T 58 ISR

T IRERIE R, REUE e, Wei s 2
FER T — T 384 FLAR A HE [EFHAEHL (solid phase
extraction, SPE) — 53 5t Jii #% (tandem mass spectrometry,
MS) -DPRA EaiftBuE%. 5 HPLC-UV EEAREL,
SPE-MS EEMNFMAEMET 16 min 4 E] 10 s, JKY)
fd F &t M\ 100 mmol/L & 2> #] 5 wmol/L, KAHEE
TR

2.2 ADRAi%

P75 TR s SE 3G AT B R BN A Y fR R
PEFET, HPLC-UV 37 il f i 5 st g 2
[FEVERL, SETCEMERE IR KBRS EL R i
A5 0 0 ) BB B T Y SRR A R, Fujita
& B TRRIFIRAE T — o L AR R R BRI R T
FJADRA .

ZITEREEL S DPRA AL, [FFERRLL AOP 18
G, HEEMH HPLC-UV E &I SN
281 nm #HAT, $@m T EAREN . ZIT B ERAEE
a2 H Fujita AIRAHIE & BB M BRI A &
et R (N-acetyl-L—cysteine, NAC) F1Z B,
it (N-a-acetyl-L-lysine, NAL) 2/, ADRA JElRZ
RN NAC/NAL () e N, RIARHE 1S 04 A R OB Y
NAC/NAL VR EEAEXS F-%f HRZE P P50k B B i 5
HITEFEE T EC.

20194, Fujita A BAEISE P PO CIGIF & 1 #TH)
ADRA- % Y% & M 1 (ADRA—fluorescence detection,
ADRA-FL) 1o #H%$ %58 ADRA #:{# A HPLC-UV
A 2R A i - 2€ 6 7 (high performance liquid
chromatography—fluorescence, HPLC-FL) , ADRA-FL
TIE& NACFI NAL NG B8 i A R BUEEAEIELL (FE A
TREFHERTRAPES EEREAELG) . ARAR
Al i P REIIER (M2 HE 855)
IMTEIEIR IR, ST EFETN 22 BT P R EUBUX

GHIRTRENE, (BEZ AP &6 Sz, ook
P SRR o
2.3 KeratinoSens™/LuSens iz 3&

PR BT R BRE RS A AR, SRR
B R AL S, RIS R EARLEUR N (RIOCHE
2) o TENURRASEARIT, His bR Z 2500
F ZE 2 A F Kelch #£ ECH H X B H 1 (Kelch-like
ECH-associated protein 1, Keapl) 555K+ E24H
F A F 2 (nuclear factor erythroid 2 related factor 2,
Nif2) FHEAER, WA ECEE P,

BT BRFEE, SRR ARFR T MR T M5
AR AT BT 75 1 KeratinoSens™ #1 LuSens it 46 . X
PRARRLIN 5 1 B X RIEFH UL BLef (antioxidant
response element, ARE) “R[A]: KeratinoSens™ iz 46 fit]
ARE SEJET AFJAKR1C2 (Aldo—keto reductase family 1
member C2) E A, ifi/5# kB KKK NQO1 (NAD
(P)H quinone dehydrogenase 1) #EH N AL A1)
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BUEEREM, FIASLIZE RIS 6540 (fold of
induction, FI) ERIFEMFEFR P70, 2 FI> 1.5 W a] ]
AN B

BIF5RRE, 5 ANIEEBREEESE DA LLNA
IREEERAAEL, KeratinoSens™ 56 AR ZE 43 B 94%
F193%, T LuSens i{3GRY(%, 73318 83% F1174% %,
HAT, KeratinoSens™ %46 EL#40 A OECD $5 7 442D
2801 LuSens I 3GR 20T 36AERT B o
2.4 h-CLAT%

h—-CLAT VAT R BT AOP j# #E Y S B S 3 F1 4
(D DCs FHAFALUZ B ERFM) o 20 A
F 155 THP- 1 41 R 28 T ean i s sz 24 b,
21 E R R MR AR, ) PR AR A e S 7 44 B 3%
AW CD86 FI CD54 FUFHRT T EaREARfL ), DA
A E RN 2 S A S

FMRATT AR EES 3R, HARIE 2 RilIess
RETNER, AREHIT N —HHIE. B4 REHMEX
FRZH BEATEEXT, f0 CD86>150% H CD54>200%, N5E
H THP-1 4Rt gliE fh, FIEZ iAW N E WG 5k
B, h-CLAT £ 5 LLNA £ i J0 45 R — & N
84% "V, 2018 4, % /5L HE OECD 44 A # B 2 it
g/ BV,

il 4 B2 @t h-CLAT VRIS E B 10 Fh 45
IR FH CCK—8 2 a3 5/ B A I R = A S 3
TR, 255 TR R 7 VA B A IS R 509 0.993,
—HMHRE. Mo, HFRA DR LR IL-8 5 CD86
LE AR S th s X S kT E B, [
B, &gk nr DA F 0 ik S AE AR B .
Karkhanis [ PAT- 2021 551 FH 3R EG5 1-56,-2, 4- —FF
H K (1-chloro-2, 4—dinitrobenzene, DNCB). AHZ5E
FESEG S AL (NICL,) AR A M Xt A — B B A
(dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO) &b¥E TPH-1 41, &
RNA A 7E T 5 P LAY h—CLAT AR &) : CD109.
CDI81. CD183, CLEC5AF1CD354 B34,

3 ETFERAZHNISIERERNZE

It 5 35 DR A 22 R R 19 2 g DA B aof Bz Ik A8 25 I B K
NI FRAWNRA, TN Bl E e 7 & A
Y5751 . 2011 4F, Johansson 25 357 B 7 —Fh4H
A—— NRZMEREA I A IME A 22 MUTZ-3, HAE
B SRS SR I T A 2 A2 N S5 7 TS DCs AR,

MUTZ-3 734t J5 H G A IR B R A TR AR HY DCs,
FiACD1d. MHC I MIMHC I 23515, I SRR
PET ZHAEHESE

AP BL = A G AR AR RS RE A R E AT A EEL
Bt iR, FFHBIARE R R, E, XA
I 25 8 B9 A8 R I 5 A5 S8R GARD Fil il (5 5
(GARD predictive signals, GPS). GPS{L{E 55 RF%E
RRIAE S DCs A MR NAT SR B ARG
HOEERR, A 5SRO RE A IR IR I Rz fok 25 gl &
KRGS, BTX—HE, HARARELT —
FPEET MUTZ-3 410 GARD % 1% /5 VA HI K& o5
R MRE GPS B K, (E R ZHFFEAML (support
vector machine, SVM) W& ¥ 15 M #£ A — 4> vk € H
(decision value, DC)., DC>0, NEEG; DC<0, WM
FEBlR B

GARD ;& — PR TR H e 8. #r8d H R V& YK
MBI I, 27715 AT IR 200 1 5 BUEHE OGO 5
RIE SR AR . X B EEPRI A AR AR SR (6 2
H5EAMBLE . DCs B DL 40 M B 7 S R Y & 5%
AR DT, RN SEEERLIR A e SR BRI Z TR, R
PE— 2 R AN 58 B IR AT T A IR T 4%,
Nit—2 TN RERRE T 2%, HiR,
RERAREIRENREGEE, B HTRER S8
RhRENIHIRTFE B, Ah, GARD A A AT
MRS, Al Masinja %5 ) B3 T —FhEENE X 53
W EGRIFNA R BRI R AR AR S, R EEBRAE MR
AFEEAREES

4 REBEEHEBERLENLESH

W6 35 B A ROROR A R DU R At s SE i ek
SRAREAL, BTSN B AR F LR B kB Je %
T ERFRRIE, Fifn, ok 805 %m0
LLNA. LLNA: BrdU-ELISA. DPRA. GARD ZfH%kH!
B, s aeiE,

mR VR, SREAUTEE A FE RS
XEETTIRH LR 2 b T SERRsh IO & s>
ELR R AR A T SR, REBUSFIHERER
e, RAR RS TR 4R 0ESF 5TH  EE DI ER BRIV
RS, JeH R A R PR LU R 6 1 s
AR EORE A AE . R AOP 22— 1585
AR, A RS Aok e R e
A I 2 A 7T oRSGE
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F1 RBRHEHENG EELR
Table 1 Comparison of alternative methods of skin sensitization
B EREE = BRE KM = ERE
Method Application scope Advantages Limitation Detection endpoint  Accuracy
LLNA WER (BFEAK BOXREBEMAR, Y FHRBEORKRBECED BEEGN:SI=3,EC3< 72%"
BORBHEH).BE BRSO AN REES  FEYBEFBEAMEERTHEZ 0%
NS FHR HEBEMEXRS, FEFEHAX
Eosiky N ENgel54
LLNA: BrdU-ELISA 2 R (B1FE#Hi SET LINAKKS, BX FERELLNAZREMOBIE ELISAKRNIESERESE  86%"
B REE) EEhERg eI {4 [a) ! B2 BrdU 9%k
LLNA: DA HZR (BEAE BHLNA:BrdU-ELISAR) ESEIRRG) RIAME REATFHM ATPHE MHEBER  87%™
B RHGE) Ex= iy ATP =AML EY SRENHREME
#,LAR SIFIEC(E
DPRA TAMNE—E FMERAIHHY, IFUETN HRSAEER BEEBEE RESZEUER 80%
MRURKRREER ERts EMSFNYLEZMERTFN HEMERERS
# NEFZAANEBDERESEE BIRIBESRHN
Tt T BE B
ADRA AAMNE—NHE TERXKE:Y, REUEM NEUPERMERRS; Tl NAC/NALBIR 86.9%
MRURKZRE ERtts WEUYRE ZSHOYERNTEESGEUD
# ZRAE Epz RS NE]
KeratinoSens™/ TAHERARE IRBES ERES, AMF ERESHABREERMOGN XX BES[EHF>15  94%/83%
LuSens [ ENESEE k) FAsEIa Eh4) M EBEEY NFUNE THRSHY A
SRS E AT A2 BT BRES 84
h-CLAT AN EY TMERXKLY HEES NEUPNEBREZKRRS,; K ZHCD86>150% B 84%
TREERE RYES, HTFHURSUNARSMES]  CD54>200% A, A
BRUS RAORMAMC, SHEMRZ~ HEAREY
EIRIP LR
GARD AR/ R ERES FAERIRE AAS; FEEETENAOPE DC>0, AHEH ;DC  84%5
a4 M RE SEEE,. I B <0 RAEEELF

I I 8 B

iE: LLNAB/NEBEBM B LML ; LLNA: BrdU-ELISA B 5-1R B & R I IE 12 B -BE BX S R IR T RE-LLNA L ; LLNA: DABDLLNA-ATP 4
i%; DPRABDEEKR MR ,; ADRABIRERITEMRMMENE; h-CATLEIAMBRENIHNIG; GARD BIERETHURPER A,

Note: LLNA is local lymph note assay; LLNA: BrdU-ELISA is LLNA-5-bromo-2-deoxyuridine-enzyme linked immunosorbent assay; LLNA: DA
is LLNA: Daicel; DPRA is direct peptide reactivity assay; ADRA is amino acid derivative reactivity assay; h-CALT is human cell line activation

test; GARD is genomic allergen rapid detection.

5 ESRBSFMGIE

PR AS R N — O B2 rid e, T Uk
ARSNINNA T TR TR e BRI R B UE B, A0 B2
FREEUR R T B — P IR R, NIFRES & &M
JTER RELIE . LBk SF T3 TN T IR & R . [
I, OECD F-2016 %A 1 B & il 54l /7R bF
T ARFCE DD BB S BSOS B e R S
TR R —METRIS. LR EF LIRS
%, BMRIEIA A ERREERE . SEEER .
HEARE., ARINEIGEE IR THIZA & AT B A
USRI, DU 2 i SRR 251 B4

HoEr, FRE a2 fm s e ot 52 B B 4 56 o

DPRA{E. LLNA: DAFILLNA: Brd U-ELISA E& A
JTIERRFEERIE, FFERRENIAA (g ZR5oR
BE) (2015 4RAR) B (EXS ARG BE & SR 7T
R FRTHIRE M B, HARMER D W Cao s PO
A THP-1 2R AN A AR Y e R G DASE IR
K2 IR BRI, 25 RERIA SR A R S
L — {1 THP-1 ZHAfLAT B8 R EC ATiigEss 7 i@
DPRA JEFNh—CLATIE RS &, SEBl TR — L&Y
ESGIQERAC I

E B M B 2 & (quantitative structure activity
relationship, QSAR) ZEIL 3 TIENE —RYIEE
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MR A E T BESMAER LS, DLEEE ka5
ZRONBEAZ R, EYTENRAZ R, AR ST
%, BYALEYWEE S H AV 2 A A E &S
% 8, QSAR ARG AR 24> 5 HL A 2 AT T
AR, AT R R LR A B Al it B R
P, TR T RIS E T QSAR AL, F I
AT &R R RSB S B 2 R ), [H
F, SRS QSAR B FE1T M0l i B B
fir, G2 TEoREZ R EN, Btk &YE i
T ER (toxic hazard estimation, Toxtree), OECD H %
5 QSAR T_E4f (OECD QSAR Toolbox) . HHZUFT R
i 58 L 28 (tissue metabolism simulator, TIMES-SS)
S 100, R AN B — B0 7T TSR &
SGAUERT, PRI — e = IR H AL R EE T AOP JH IS
) 52 IR BUE 5T 51X L QSAR BRI & & Ja H 7T
R H B IRES R iR 15 SR o

HAT, OECDfERE & MM 5 1Eh 75 k48 S XXk
AN B RE S SRS KA E SMRBL H A L %, ilan
EEEH R (BASF) Al AR "3 k27 JE N
(BASF "2 outof 3" ), EEFER (P&G) AR A
DL TH- 7 P 45 5SS (Bayesian network integrated
testing strategy) . EERCERE (L° OREAL) AFIHA
B HE S oL (Stacking Meta—mode) , DA H AR % A=
& (Shiseido) 7~ &) FF & B9 N T H & W 2% 53 A i
(artificial neural network ) 2 (617,
51 “3i&2"[EN

SR REE R AR K, AT DPRA,
KeratinoSens™/LuSens 1 h—CLAT iX 3 fft 52 — & (i 1%
Jiik O %) T AOPh DA S, B
FleF=0n: A 3MaerhE 2 FhEE R E AN, WRAEE
S NEEG, R NAESEG . 58 —i{5etE
bb, B RIS AS R AT 819%0~88%
5.2 MNtHrM SRS NiXRE

BT EHEREEAFA, TR T DPRA,
KeratinoSens™ F1 h—CLAT iX 3 ff B — 540 77 76 B B il
£, BEINT TIMES-SS B 152 1 25 A O Tl LA K ZE49)
FIF B SRIRGE Y ZI7 TR R TR T30 K
HECE I, 5 LLNA 25 BAHEL, Bt e my
HERRIZR I 100% , B 15T P HIMERZR N 89%
5.3 HEITEE

BT R REE PG AT R, FEATE T ER
AOP 3B SH - DPRA VA, KeratinoSens™ {AA1H

1 U937 2 EZ AR EEAEE  (bone marrow U937 cell skin
sensitization test, U-SENS™) iX 3 fift i — &R 51 E A 5L
fii b, XEGH0 T Wik AT TE TIME-SS, Toxtree A%
TR EA R, i aS & S MARE RS A
A EEARLIEHIE T R X S MARE S T
R MBI TG, RYEE SEH ESZ 1Y)
EEEERENE . SHE—I0TTIEMEN, ZTEN
HERFTE R 93%.
54 AI#HEMEZFE
BITEHHARGEEAFR, BT AOPKH
HE1~3, FNZE T2 AT S
WS, WA — N AEZ& Mg R T ik
DPRA {%. KeratinoSens™ (%, ARE. h-CLAT {EHIHREE
BEA NN B —uER, MABARH—
R RIAGHT R, FIRE 2B S &
AT, 5 LLNAVEA L, AR AR TR
91%:,

6 INE

W5 XS B BRECAL T R AT ST, M LLNA IR E]
BT AoP @I BRI, PUREE TR N R RS
Bud TR RS RIRCAZE P EY, [HEATHA]
T &2 R AOP MK IA R IR/ — 3853, AR NST
BT R Tk e AR B U R R N SE R
B, @S R REEE OS2 i 8 BRI Pk,
FHRREE ROl B kAR A e R i AR B R AP R
HIE T R S RASR B R BB T IR 7T O K e
o F—J3H, FEREE R 7 B R B 75 74
HIFA, ARIEANARPRR, B RN T 2 aRe e
Bak, KBRS EINREL. HERFRE
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