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Abstract In recent years, the trend of global drug abuse has become more popularized,
entertainment-oriented, and younger, bringing unprecedented difficulties in discovery, detection and
monitoring of drugs. Based on this, our country has established five centers in Zhejiang, Guangdong,
and other places to out work based on sewage epidemiology and regional drug monitoring. By
detecting regional sewage, we can timely discover drug abuse situations. Monitoring drugs in sewage
urgently needs to the problem of biomarkers. It is necessary to choose precise and efficient
biomarkers for detection within the range of drugs and their human metabolites, and to exclude

influence of multiple factors, such as the stability of the target in sewage, the human metabolism rate,
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and interference from other sources. This paper analyzes and studies the common drug detection
targets in domestic and international drug-related cases, determines their main metabolites and
metabolic processes, analyzes and excludes the influencing factors of biomarker detection results,
and provides detailed reference basis for the selection of drug detection targets in sewage.

Keywords sewage epidemiology, drug detection, biomarkers.
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Table 1 Biomarker options for heroin
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Table 2 Biomarker options for cocaine
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HMMA V- %46 70% #B 23 DL B iR #h 09 JE NAF TR, X S8l 5K ) 76 T /K3 31 B8 rp AR 1E & B8 AR 7R,
Torre 55U piF 52 H 25 W ACiHd #2245 ) MDMA £5 & AR et 2459 30 )
A3 o i 2 AR A B — R 3G, 0 ZBUE I S s 3 1% 10 B 5 B 2 i MDMA Y %

A AN [R]85 07 =X T HMMA A4 8535 AR R A9 LU 3], 5 45 25 5 0 5, 3 fff HMMA 72l 72 40 mg

% 150 mg ) MDMA | &

T AT A D0, IR HMMA TR K AT i AR TS A e, (B AT A5 A

£ A IS K § MDMA B4R 2 0 75 7.

HO
CH,
BRI
Hydroxylation
H_CH3
AL IR
CH; CH. Parahydroxymethamphetamine
/777 Eib3R 8% —15%
ﬂ n Excretion rate 8%—15%
H
SRS ) 3
Methamphetamine
HEMEER 40%

Excretion rate 40%

b z}é%ﬂc
Hydroxylation

QL

A ¥é%4§ﬂ§ﬂ"

Parahydroxyamphetamine

_&@

ﬂiﬂiﬂ”
Amphetamme

HEEAR 4%—7%

Excretion rate 4%—7%

B4 HEERNIE SR
Fig.4 Major metabolite of METH
x3 WERNLIREY LS

Table 3 Biomarker options for METH

bri&Wy HEHHE /% 1K R E T A S5 30k
Biomarker Excretion rate Stability in sewage Characteristic References
METH 40 [ Ty, HEtR s, & AR S [37,39]
AMP 47 g 2RI R B 7 AR R [37]
POH-METH 8—15 [ RS bR, R PR [41]
HO G
HO, O
HO
CH; H;
LH B —CH, O- FFEfL
Demethylation H O-Methylation CH,
34- ZRIER KA 2 R R T
3.,4-Dihydroxy-methamphetamine Hydroxymethoxymethamphetamine
HRMER 19% Hitt== 18.2%

NUSSE
I

3.4- 0 PR 3k A0 -N- TR I
3.,4-Methylenedioxymethamphetamine
HiER 22.5%

Excretion rate 22.5%

N- ja‘ H %4&
N-Demethylation

3,4-Methylenedioxyamphetamine

Excretion rate 19% Excretion rate 18.2%

HE FERERR AN GRS SRR I

Glucuronide and sulfate conjugation

I

O- Fﬁ%ﬂc : E

HO-Methylation NH, O—CH,

34- ZRIRHE 4- FR3k -3- R R
3,4-Dihydroxyamphetamine 4-Hydroxy-3-Methoxyamphetamine
HRER 12%

Excretion rate 1.2%

=R %ﬂi
Demethylation 1

34-MH 4§C%$ﬂ§fﬂ“

B 5 MDMA EZAMY
Fig.5 Major metabolite of MDMA

W K i

, BR W MDMA 12 it 25 25 24 &
wANE,
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Kasprzyk-Hordern Fil Baker™®” >k FH H: Ath A% 5 97, 3,4-0 H — 4 % K 4 B% ( 3,4-Methylenedioxya-
mphetamine, MDA) /N BFFEXS 4, 45 i MDA A5 HAB 25 Wy (0, AR B [T 35 m] LUIX 73 HOR IR, {H
RN HAS 2R € 25 W 94 , TR R 2, I LA —FBOARAE S 15K i A MDMA ARy ). 4-525-3-
S B K TN I (4-Hydroxy-3-methoxyamphetamine, HMA ) HE it % Ry 1.2%° 19, #£-20 C 2] 4 CEFE N 5
MDMA ., HMMA [FlRERAE, AT L5 MDMA . HMMA (4 5 577 gE 47 453, A SF- 4 32 T B — 4 J3R Ay 3
R A e 22 . H A AR A An 3,4-— % I WY 3 2R T B ( 3,4-Dihydroxy-methamphetamine, HHMA) ,
Gonzalez-Marifio %5 A5 % B E B HEE R #5 (16.6%+4.3%*"), H 5 HMMA, HMA = ##5/& MDMA
B8 BRI S, 1R 75 K R G AR E TR, R I 24 /NS A e KRR RN 6% 5 18%, TEHI[A) &%
£ F ) MDMA, HMMA, HMA }j 8% % 14%, {H HHMA 7£ 1 h J A4l AR X4 46 0 31, 4 st () o AR e 25
LB, TE75 K rPARMERAG I 2], PN E TR A bREY). B4 a3k 4 s,

* 4 MDMA br& ke
Table 4 Biomarker options for MDMA

bR HEMER /% KRR P R E= BT
Biomarker Excretion rate Stability in sewage Characteristic References
MDMA 225 = HEHt R R K, B bR &Y [9, 44]
HMMA 18.2 [ FOEMELS, —E N SRR [48]
HMA 12 [ HEMERAR, W] LAXE S SR BT AR R 12 [15, 46]
HHMA 16.6+4.3 ik HilE 3w, e M2, A [49]

4 KFR(Cannabis)

FRAE AL A AR Z2 5 R, 38 5 8 DU & KRR 93 ( Tetrahydrocannabinol, THC) 7 1 KT 0.2% B9 KRR
i PR VA 2 3 RURR, THC 7 /N T 0.2% FUBERR R Tk KRR, Toalk KRR AR 38 0] 75 ™ A% 1 A5 118
PRI, T B & O RR B T A% 25 1R A THC w5 KB & & AEVE R, P2 B 84T 24A5 RCR, & TAE#i
T . ST AEOR th T RRAETR 22 B RG2S, BN b 4 BROCRRFAR M AS I &2 4E , ORRAT 2 T A i )
FFFIAT B RE M. 2022 AFAR T 2.28 (G KRR, o5 BRI 1Y 4%, Al 1T 423K 41% 0% 3595 i) )2
FRIFAE (2019 4F ). KR FHAERR 9 e 22, 763K B 3 A\ 01 o b/ T LA 2 2 5, EL0% e KRR FH ™
b DX R A 85 R T R RRRAS B 1) 2 A TR SR AN R Z 0.

KRR P T B A ME A R 2 THC, W R 6 I ik, — i LA THC K H AR i 4 W & KRR R
( Tetrahydrocannabinoicacid, THC-COOH) /£ AWK A5 94 . THC A% B it = AR A HAHE I R A A%, O
R 5 20T 1 PRV HE M R KA 0.006%, B 1 FEZEARU 02 11-58 55 -A%- T A KRB (11-Hydroxy-A°-
tetrahydrocannabinol, 11-OH-THC), {HiX — 4 5T 2 #% L 454k & THC-COOH. Khan F1 Nicell®" 7£ 757K 1
Xf THC-COOH A4 N & BT A vl BETE Bl R T 7= A i B 2, (HT5 /K iP AR X AR, K 22 D 2 s
fizs 25 1 HC At 3 596 HE T 0 4 27 A B2, TR I AT DA 2% i A R AR B 7S Y A RIDR 9 58 THC-COOH.
Causanilles % §§ ) THC-COOH 7] g5 & 7K H A7 78 1 F50RE 40 oA EAE F, W B 00 AR AE Joki ) I, X
IF) A 2 55 Wi G 000 45 SR P 0 5, T 7 WO 5 R ARG T 9 B, THC-COOH Ak 5 1 TR R A 52%, 7R iE
A7 RE RS T F0) A2k B A 23 38 2] 4 K BHL A7, 78 (8 ] THC-COOH i 5 Inf, 17 24 2% f& 3% — 1% i F %} THC-
COOH [15% 1w, Wall 5554 & 3R FHAS [R] #4 7 2R KRR, 45 R S i A7 22 57, KOS WL & 5 X2
WM, AE 3% Fh 5 2 THC-COOH Ay JR B HEM RN 0.5%, F1 AR Ji A8 BRI HEHE Ry 2.2%, (B 7E 28 {H vy
9.7%, HA KEMAEL SIS, vl DLt —25 T ff i 25 HE A9 THC-COOH 19 15 B HERf
(R THC &,

LA Apul 25055 48 H R RRAS B 5t & A B9 KPR B (Cannabidiol, CBD) 4323 AR A [ 78 XM IR
WP R, B R KRR AR AR 53— B ORI, (L DLBE 243R Y7, Al B &7 28, LA PR IE |
HUAMAREIAVE R, @ THE o0& PP T, o T LA B 25 kel it oA 38 2, BRI AR 3 TR Ry 5 5
i KRR A A
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CH,

W SRRE 11- 3k -A%- SRR TSR IFRAR
Tetrahydrocannabinol 11-Hydroxy-A®-tetrahydrocannabinol Tetrahydrocannabinoicacid

B6 KBk EEACY
Fig.6 Major metabolite of cannabis
5 S (Ketamine)

S % i ( 2-( 2-Chlorophenyl) -2-( methylamino ) cyclohexanone ) J2 75 ¥ & R BE B 5 A= W), T X4 N
ketamine(KET), J& THE4Y I RIREFRL 259, (8RR K, H 5 BT UL Sk i S e, i R - AR AR JRR
) SRR 175 T 300, EL A — o RO AR, AT b S I, 2 s A v e . U B A A AR
2.3% PUSIARRGTEZCHEH, 1R A 2 B EUHEER (Norketamine, NK) Fil 25 & 25 FH &1 ( Dehydronorketamine,
DNK), H 2 B GG ) A QIR A 1.6%, SRR A 2 HY SR B A6 142 7K rh i s PR AR B EL AR XS A2 e o,
L AKFI Castiglioni 5557 & Dy A FH V5 7K 2347 10 05 25 40 A1 1 24 by SO £ P 195 100 RN b 3 53 A, TE RS
KRG #4773k % 3 S ) ) R S B S

SN R AR A5 T 2 PGP TR T 55 A %) e Sy, 7 R /K v R ) 381 g 4 23 By, R ok B 52 FH B, B
SR RN B2 Ab T A S N FH RAAIM R U5 2 3 i 7 K rb U e I 5 i, (L 60 A B 74 A 0l S T )
Rzl 52w 7N, K205k A T3R5 25 Wl R0 i 78 15 7K b G R 5 2 S e ] 1) ~F- 349 LUARL D BL R v
DAY LU B =, Du 5581 BIFSE 48 31X AT RE 2 R T ST 80% 4 I 47 2 LA A 0 0 1 R 45 & W i TE =X
FEAE (B 7)), XA G T8 20 T AL 200 1 TRk &9, 25 5 1615 K 8 28 A58 h B AR K i, 3305
e ] 5 2 PP SRR TR 7 AR A vy, Bl FH M B0 7 S 25 3 s SR 1R 25 50K, PR M 22 X6 L HE
AT I, A& 1E I B S8R IR 0 HE R SR 20%, 2 HY SR B %) HE T B0 4%.

U 2 F SR A% A
Ketamine Norketamine Dehydronorketamine
HEMEER 2.3% HIRER 1.6% HittR 16%
Excretion rate 2.3% Excretion rate 1.6% Excretion rate 16%
O (0]
N—CH. NH,
N CH;, 2
Cl Cl
[0)
KET o
R” OH
NK
DNK. HO OH
OH
HAEHRIRE A
Glucuronide conjugates type

HrlEA 80%

Excretion rate 80%
B 7 SRR A P A A AN )
Fig.7 Metabolism and excretion of ketamine!®”!
FEHVRU IR B DL ATE T B NS, 5 AR T B9 R 3 0, SRS 7E T HAE R 2801
FHICHIFSE r R A ARG 3] 1% 3 2 R0 A6 L AR, PR T A S g T £ P A 22 19 AR o o8 2 P S it 1/
HOE A
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6 FFEHE MY R (New Psychoactive Substances, NPS)

HRE PG PR B EE RE ARAL Ge S (WU Fr | WS PR MRS ) | SRR (ANDKEE L BRSO
JRR A5 ) Z SR AT A = AR A, B AE R B 0 A T Al S S R B T A B Y B SR, HA TR A
RIS B SR A AR, FR I CRr B 5 U SR R S 0] 1 Bz A3 ) b B B BB £ 2898 5 KL 2 B
BE v A DX 0 S B it A AR OO MOS0, X — SR CE R 2 MR AR E R 1A
i PR OC T VAR JRR I 245 5 RS 11 247 s L SR A9 2 45 ) v A B R B Y. MRRAZHLE , Bk s 1) 5 s T
B BUEE . R ORISR B B R R 3R B2 Al R (B ORI R ) L & R PR o A
CIEZRY I A T R 2 (SR L 25 R JE 28 0 ) A5, e [l o F ML BT 0SBRS4 05 M o A9
P, 8 2002 4 50K Ul B T8 ], 2021 4 SORE5 iR IR 2R S8 W) B0 Al U I 25 18 Ry B 51 A (IR 24
FHZI BRI 24 ity FIOA B 245 50 A8 1 ot Pl b B 5 ), A TS B 20— B R 2R 58 G iR 3R 91 AR IR 24
r H SR A8 Y 1L K, 2024 A5 FR 15 4k B2 A0 5 X AH DG 24 i (9 487 31 B2, K IRMESE: 46 Rl o 1% B 5k, 3
FBAEC 2508 1 234 5l NPS, Hh G547 55 RJE W A5 R bR 2= 20 o 9 R 2R ) Jot.
6.1 HMKFRR

A R R (synthetic cannabinoids, SCs) & — RN A KRR KREEH N TE I, —8
JE AR S SRR AR (BT 8), SCs 4R TS5 F4 A X HE AL RR AT , 22 Ay M| W B i | e R 131, ¢
A T AL AR M)A s AR TP AR AL 2 S A BN ], K B R IR R 7 W SRR R | JE& LR
JRE L ZR B RIRER L E b AR W | B B m| e 2 | 28 — B R 28 DL S A A S 1 & LR RR R,
FHOC BIAG A P AR o] DASE S A o 22 L e i | e S B A O R R 21 D5 AR R Pk 5 . & R
FRER 25 5 NRBY N IRPE R BRR SZ AR 55, BB ORI 3R B8 7™ A5 L RAR KRR E s ZUR TR 2 T
BURBRZEAS B 1952 Z Pk, XF AR BRI 9 T 1k 32 A IA A QI ASE R0 44 oy AR AR 78, 75 340 25 14X
WAL LS S PR SR Y R AL L IR KA . RN R I K i AN 2D R R AL L R B R R R 1A
058 TR,

W

TR
8 SCs fhE4h 7 2 E
Fig.8 Structure of SCs*?

K& Hehet 2519 $2 18, LA E A 15| W (5F-PB-22, PB-22 %1% ) . M| (AMB-FUBINACA, 5F-ADB, 5F-
ADB —H LT ) . MMt (MDMB-CHMCZCA, EG-018) fil y-Caroline( Cumyl-PeGaClone) 1k 2% %5 ¥4 i1
SCs M HACHI M 470 5% , I M BR AMB-FUBINACA (HK T >4 | ) 78 75 7K v 7 A ask B i e DAAS: 0, JHE
fis SCs By A IE 38 A V5 7K R AR 2 9, AR A 1E s & B9 01 B B T BUORRR R AR
T, AP ST R R, PR 22y SCs WA, K2 SEl i 92 250 G R R &= AR /R o 2
R I AR 4, PRI ZEAR R SCs AN[R] (14 45 44 F175 7K A58 52 i i B S B AR AR sl 4 Al Py A TS T, X
BELRA Y bR ) e 10 AL T 5% [ 78,

6.2 JFRIEE

JERICE TR 7 22 i, 2 N T B PR IR R s 5 2. ARSI, 23 1A Wi v A2 A4 1452 T 388
G T | B B9 PR < S a0 B 5 o 2 88 | 1 <711 B/ T i | 4 SV A S N DA E = Lo 1 BN
i, 3T 2019 AFFEIF K 2Y) T 51 R B I 2 24 5. BLAR ST A e IR I o R & A R Ok A, (B
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Xt 4 BR 05 AT SR AN BE 208 . B T H LAY S5 K e A W B AL AR s BRI KR | 2R B O
IERE . 3 A BT K | 3R EERESF e . DU K 25 K8 4.

5% K JE (Fentanyl, FEN) 24 i /£ A i 2220 258 K Je fn & B 2SR KJe, 75 KJe AR R
1.6%!. ERiT, 7EXHAR 22450 52 s XA 3 15 7K B 25 R JE R4 TAG I R, G0 A B3 4 2 e 3 25 Je AN 2k FR 25K
JEAE MR AR A, (0 T 25 R Je A AR P AR5, T LUK H R AAIG. Xu 887 R AR 7R B X 11975 7K
K2 S 2 0, 5 K e 225 5) 52 Bt sl S8 AR P SR i, DI 35 7K rp it R R AR, A A b
FEXF IS A e A P A R R A S v R R A TG, A i R A AR S A B AR AR AT .

BT 2F KJE 28 a5 2, 1R 24 34 45 B8 AE AR 09 B 5 J7 18 7Y, Rautio 55726 2% K Je 25 bl
Yy AR R A N e 3k . R SeAh . WSk L W K A AN A A BRI R AL, AN &l 9 TR A 4 T
FERILTT R e iR 2.

o0 ooy

A H
\ / ’ OH
{ o0
T e [ s
_— NSO
CBAEEREIERE ©
Acetylbenzylfentanyl
,/ \

o)L

Glucuronid

Y=o
CON%}—OH A AL

B9 CBEHRESR RS MR
Fig.9 Metabolism of acetyl benzyl fentanyl

fATLL SR AR BT R E AR AL N B OF R JE | 3-90- T AL S AL R K JE | 3- ANt AL oF K e
o AR BEAT RGBT ST, A DU 24 8t i 25 B RE AR ARG D #0258 i AR bR a5 ), b 3-OR N BESE S5 K
JEHY B-OH-A N L 25 A e [RI AR S AR 35 P 1 m] REME. [H 25K e 2 B A Ry e 15 7K vh e
Pt Bt — P
6.3 AR P

R PG 1 ( Cathinone) J& T°—JCHE A= Y8, 1 SeAEBTHiAf 2 h Bl & B N TG U - 74 i S HoATT A )
o T HA A MBI E, Sl A B — 285 iR P RR W B 2 s i B <8 Sk AL —fmi =
VG A A HE R AAT 2%, Thai 557 LR KFE I T {75 7K oh 2547 PG B 21 ot (4-F L TR DY R A 3,4-
P AR R P R ARSI, PR A X R Pk EE T MDMA A5 R AR BLCIE 10), BRI 8 9 HIR AR
AR T . G e 4 Y P S G P 35 3, T 7K b R R 00 B Sy TR U7, 7 At G D0 S 355 e g G
FAARFART. i T B 259 30 7 2F B AR SCEE, B0 S PH B ZE RE 0T KA AT SR B TR ME.

H

a N
0 ar o QY
{ EE T g
N . N MDMA
Methamphetamine <

O

4- FEER R P 3.4- MR 4B R PR
Mephedrone Methylone

10 4-FFEH R PGER A 3,4-30 F — 45 F1 R PO IR 1) 245 44 7 7 (51 02
Fig.10 Structure of mephedrone and methylone!™
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7 %5 (Conclusion)

L5 A, AE 75 KA b SRR RE o B A IR S B IR 2 R R R T I A 6- R LT
NG IR T . 6- 5 £ Tk il 2 R AE A B AR 5 /K TP R , Mg ME 2 = 2 A B BAR 32 B 285 W it
IR 5w, AL 3K A5 0 B 2 1 K R R M3 0 253 W 0l , PR I AT DA S 22 R TE T % R VR B 5 1%
PRI ) A RIB YT 24 it SE VD A PT DLSE A 75 7K A 7 2 B 0 s EA T ARSI, DA SRR AR DX B6 7 RCR I T
TET Sz W 1 A1 P b Sl e P 155 19 . T S AT ) 2 A 2 A T B 2 B, A DO s 2 1 A (A7 S PR
15 7K v AR R B 2F R 22 FOR IR, 455 2F 0 P R N 2E 1R T B I, G R XA 22 R O Y U
R, D)3 5 4 1 5 640 3 A 0 DA s i 00 W s 2 34 DX A0 R T A e 50K, R T It 2 - B e i it 2>
WR /)N, £ AR T RE AR Ay ] - DAL AR T A 7 0 T AR A3k — 1 00 T RO RR IR AR 2540 il . PP LA D i
A — FRLAAARAE Y s 250, B A A A e RO S 35 FRY SRR AR DA Je vT LJOKsk ARG T 285 SR R A 718
TE. Forboxh R R e R A A R MR e iR R, ELACIR AR AN 32 F BT e S 3 i A [R) 4544 1) 52 ),
A DL ST e 5 IR TR R 1 LUARL, 98070 B R DR D e 174 JFE Al ke R T 0. 3,4- 300 HH i — AL -N- R
P (MDMA ) (8 A FIRAE b i, (0% 18 H AR AL A 254 30 ) 2# Rk, A 235 SR 5 2 A AR A5
Py AT REAE. T2 Y ARk FP LR N i (HMMA) 7 40 mg 2 150 mg Y MDMA 5 i N A 525200, HASE
PR HEME AT MDMA, BA 8 15 K th R AR 0 07 0 . 4-F8 35 3- AU A N Jie (9 HE 32N, (H
VERFFEAR AT DR = e [6] ] 40308 0 ik B8, P A7 O 22 . ORI 32 B A5 ) 72 DO = K RRIRR, 78
15 7K B e 2 7 AR i B A, R IR ARG U 7 > DA g A A A AR 0 SRR A T HE SR YA Sy
W B 7 I A FE A T I AR TR IR I SRR TR & 5 75 7K v ) [ AU R . R BRI A s R A JS
AT ST AR AR, 7 755 DK AU i B B R 7E 0 R 1) A5 21 ARG DU . U ) 114 45 A RS 0 s i ) g S ) i 2
PR U ], ST 36 3% B ER A AR ) 9 A7 7 O 4850, 2 K Sk, AU T SR 4 58 CF JF A m]
HE, 7 X HAEATIE IR 5 A B .

WA, FEETRPHORS RIS T B AT AT, 2 B BRI R A FP S AU PR, H AT 45 B 7EXTHR
Y RIRETE . 2R R SRR AR R AR TN 25 25 R JE 26, F5 R e AR B A 32 i YEAS I, A i iR
PERTS K b By W R A R BR AL G W, T LS 2% B R AR 7 v TR 5 B 2 7 YL R P R 2 5 o R R 4
FARARLH W VR AR N e 2R 2 i e A, T el TR 245 0 30 g 2 B0t , o JHEARG: D A Ay DRI Y. SR AS A4 0
PV JBAE 15 K A I AT S AT B A — s B, H R 2 A TERF ST Be, 75 kAT 3 AR IR T F R
AP = B TS K IREE T 1 5256, DI A AT 58 09 228 Hdi Aoy k.

SNEE X BRSBTS SR LU LA T (1) % DLIEAE 7 U A Wy i HE i =52, AR s AR
7 ZMEE RN, HEB AR E K CF BB £ 32 B052 M. An el R L. RRRAE MR AR i 1 77 =X i
3R 2 A R AR AR, (5] I PGt 23 X6 7T - RS 2R 7 A L RS2 el A 0 EF 17 224 8 A T 4 4
et 2 1Y 2207 2, AT A Qs 3 B s i W B AT A (2) ARSI T o A X R s 25 A ) R
P, 534 o0 5 R IR I PR A AN AL B 5 =X, 152 00 3 2 2 445 SR A0 HERA) B R AR T BRI ) 7 1R
AR T TSR T R, T LA ) 6-50 £ Ik e E A 55 22 A 977 F 50 LR R Ak 2% AF R Al (3)
FEVG K T RS e M, JUHRAE TS K B U E W R 5T By A SRR B, DL S5 7K Hh g i JURE X A i )
FIRY WA AP B2 25 5 SR SR Y S, s AR I X CF BE HEAT B 1E. AnngmE . MDMA 1SR R ) A Gt 4 25
FEVG K E B LKA W 0T SAEAE, TR A5 15 7K R0 4 W B 3 i iy 2%, 25 K e 25 8 At
YIS K R B I BAL G Y. (4) AR LS Y 24 5 B HARI ok U8, e AN [R] ) [ 2 A
HoIX, A AR B PR R AR : AR S35 5 A 0 B R a2 Sk By P R A | 23
FRIRAE VR A SR E A DL R AR 2 BRI 7o 45, 75 B4 4 IX R A 153 5 i A I AR AR ). T S e
AT A DA R 55 I Ak Jy 5 22 14 1 A 1R A0, 7 6] A AT LA 228 W JEG 52 i 5 5 e IXC Tl R BB AR BA )
JBT 8 S e 1% P AT A R0 35 P X YA 9 81 95 AR 1 48 . st A A [ 5 it 24 8 T R 2 ™ 2R AR DL EE 22 A
R A, Q2 DA e R R D e 9 DRURI AT R PR, 30t 28 B Bb 2 1) ik g A B R

AR, o FEDF 5 7K H B i B S DA T G RIS A T R o A L, (A I R ) AR O, 3
s ZEAR R ARG ) o S A vh 4 S8 S IR R Y. BT Bk i, I TAE AR B9 W5 U7 1)
FEERE: (1) EAXTHORE S5 Y BObR s 5%, SRS HE AR OMFIAR AR AL, LA & BAE 15 /K PR
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A SRR E B4 e R SR A, [ I T B B ot A5 A G 2 i AU AR B2 I, 8 B 9 1R A X
i?JuﬁﬁiﬁT%E’JjFi‘jﬁﬂ“ (2) R AR G £ 8 T A R B K AR RS b BT, s, K Rl or | A= W e

‘(57kE‘J&fii*ﬁ%ﬁéﬁhu%ﬁi%ﬂﬁ,ﬁu%fﬁiﬂ(ﬂi‘&TTﬁEQUTﬂE’Jﬁiﬁf TE S5
25 PRI rf U ] BEN B S DO AT AR E MRS 5 4 © 2 AR AR AT R B, A Sy nT A R e A AR A
Y, AT AR IAR S M R AR TR L. )R B AR T A, I A — ol P 2 7 259 1) 73 B
J7k. R Z2 R 23 5 RSB R L, 9204 0 75 0 B ARG 20 SR ) O 22, [+ P 388 Mz 00 45025 )
T PR 38 S AR SCELAS AR PR 5K AP AR AR RO D BRI, REREHY D IE AR HE AR SR, &
ROR P v A DM AR RS SR (Y S L, R BIOR o | PRI | 0 S P ) 5 M 0 20 R
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