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[Abstract] The clinical diagnosis of infectious diseases mainly relies on the isolation and culture of pathogenic
microorganisms, but many infectious eye diseases have problems such as acute onset, difficulty in obtaining samples,
and difficulty in diagnosis. Compared with traditional microbial culture, molecular diagnostic techniques (MDT) can
quickly realize the identification and quantitative detection of pathogenic microorganisms, providing an accurate
diagnosis basis for clinical practice. PCR based on nucleic acid amplification technology takes a short time and is
highly sensitive, which greatly improves the detection rate of pathogenic microorganisms. However, the polymerase
chain reaction can only detect one or several pathogens at a time and can only be used for the detection of known
pathogenic microorganisms. Gene sequencing not only ensures high sensitivity but also has the advantages of a wide
detection range and high throughput. Metagenomics sequencing can discover new pathogens, but gene sequencing is
expensive. This paper summarizes and analyzes the application of MDT based on gene amplification technology, gene
sequencing technology, nucleic acid molecular hybridization technology and gene chip technology in the diagnosis of
infectious ophthalmic diseases, in order to provide a reference for clinical diagnosis work.
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TR R AR A i 0 i 2 A I 4 (HL X 28 Ty 5 7R WY A o )
T 3095 W v A SR | LA R X 0 SRR kAT 43 28 G R M SE RS 24
PEAGIN 45 7 I AF AE B K B BB, 4r T 12 W R (molecular
diagnostic techniques , MDT ) i iz K6 42 A A A P9 B 45 Fl o TR A
(¥ 384 ) I 225 b, DA T 3k ) IS Wi g s 1 H G ARk

R A0 B L0 B S 4% S I A DAL S Y 2 AT, MIDT A W 2
Ji 5 55 F GUAS T J5 VA AR LG, G R AT A T I () L SR R e A AR
e, BEAE IS R 90 3t K 1 o SR 8 S I DR MY
Frit L AR SR A O T R BRI T B AR
MDT 45 B A7 ARFR MY MDT K H 7 3% 1 BR 95 12 i iz 3 o 19 0
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1 BEME&E®B MDT

1.1 JETERY IH AWM MDT

PCR J& — P RE 7 8 A% R Fr B 7 1S W 4 1 AR W 2
AR E R R AR AS KIREE R N, B PCR HR R R,
T# M PCR JF B A9 & & PCR ( quantitative PCR, qPCR) . % %
PCR( digital PCR, dPCR) % & # ) 7z H F % J& {4 19 P 1 4%
B qPCR A ZEOEAR DA SR DNA ¢ 57 2 6 e
S RE P E BT SEOEAE S B A PCR P E
SHARDT R PCR K AR IR AR B — XTI R &
ol iR I g DA P ARG DU e g R, 2 FE PCR T[] I A 00 A
A Z R R A 5 qPCR AH L, H AT 45 4 e ik [ B IR
BA S dPCR MR L5y F PCR, HJE U A4 BEA DNA 43 i
N BT, S B X U B A 0 a3 s R, 5 qPCR AL,
dPCR AT BE gl S b i i 28 70 4o %) 2 B | R 0% Ay 348 3 3 46
J5 W03 A AR KA F AR AFAE TR — bR A £ 8 A I RE 7 55, RNA 26
X d AR R AT

VT AR, S5 R B TR A 1 B AR B W R B B iR R
B e [R) 4R 2 T T R R AR R S I RR s e B
RERAERY LA B RS MY (recombinase
polymerase amplification, RPA) K #i 4% B2 ¥ 51 4 4 ( nucleic acid
sequence-based amplification, NASBA ) . K #i f# fie B ¥ 3%
(helicase-dependent isothermal DNA amplification, HDA) ¥/~ 5
IR Y 18 (loop-mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP ) Fl /& 2
1 (rolling circle amplification, RCA) % R | X JLFh IR B IR ¥
BEHEAR A DR BT I 10

BET PCR o Dt M A 0 52 AR At AR T DA e 3 48 7 g Dt ok A
Wy AR AR R N BE R Y B A 5 1, BRI R Y R R A
FH T 8090 B ARCAE 1 A
1.2 BT EEPIT 5 A B MDT

B PRI 7 o AR S X A 0 R P AT R 0 S BT Y o
R BB R e R D AR B O MR A ik . BA Sanger T
Fr A AR 5 — AR )y BEAR B A R 58 AR S T Y
A& F /N AT, BRI T 7 I B A R A

S AR R B R AR — AR ¥ £ R ( next-generation
sequencing technology ,NGS) , W 3k P 20 43 &1 i v B, % B

7 AR AT PR (K, <500 bp) , ZHEARE @& & AN E
FEL T 46 H 4, SOFR Jy & 3 3 0 )% (high-throughput sequencing,
HTS) A, NGS 44 B b5 X 4% 2§ 1 91 )5 ( pathogen-
targeted NGS, pt-NGS) | 7% 3& A 4 I J¥ ( metagenomic NGS,
mNGS) 4 FE A 241 I ¥ ( whole-genome sequencing, WGS) . pt-
NGS AR E A5 AN 2 000 3% T8 (06 SR A | 3 ot 45 5 97 304 15 4
0 B B RZ NR AR T 5 FHeAS 32 0 IR R 3 R 41k
NS G SRR R B AR ARG T R T A e A AR S O
AT mNGS A FE— R F A s AT P RE AR P AY BT AN A
[ES IR e e el e A < S - G A o v O O = = W [ K L
-, I AT 95 TR AR B4 S A o LTI R T N T AR B
5, 2n AR 2 30 0 40 A A 0 AIF 5 1000 L L D B Y R
R T e, ELAG I R A 2, B T el A A T 9% P o A
Hiot, DR, WA sk 22 BR 16 35 DNA T 40 DASR w5 o ik
WG I % VR R AR B FH B S B T WGBS S 4 T Y
FEPR AL O, vl e A g A X AE g B X B 3R AT SE Y
SEFAUE B . DR % AR 0] H T IR 4387 9 AR G 8 45 X
J7 G ARAE 7T Jak g IR N 5 0 e A B g i 245 ¢ 4 O T Y
WO 168 rDNA M FF H AR S — Fh A (45 15 97 B AT 4K 45 4%
A 0 B FRE 25 B A X B R B 5k, 16S tDNA JF 4
SRR JEUR A2 16S rRNA B9SED 4K 9 MR X (V1~V9)
10 AP X, o R] AR X 4 1A B 0 Rl ] 2% R AR ST IXOF 8
M il ] S 4 D6 R PO (EL B A A RE K AN T % B s K
TG 1 AR AG 40 T Al K P i B RS L

585 = AR B AR SRR B4 T B R e o R G T R AT
PCR " ¥4, 5% v Bt il 3 A0 e, s Fp 4 Bl 7 42 R ik 7 5
Sedl e B L KL I B R AR g — Ry iR 9 B8 = AR T
UNQENRUR SN B 1 L R AW ) 5 NI DS iR R = s gl R
W0 AR I 43 B AG I o R R A B R AR ke, DI B A% R T
FIPY 5 NGS HARMME, ZERAFE KA EK (58 kb) M
AT B A4 SC 22 1 4% R, LT SE B0 FE 5 4 ) A AT, S AR
IR 3 4, R W 446 T o D 1 2 0 % R R T R 30, 7 I R
B2y o B T B a3
1.3 TR 2588 AR M MDT

KR 4y 1 A4 58 B AR S 1 H A T4 T 51 11 5 VR K R P % A
— B Z AT LA 3 A o S0 R R A R R R R

£1 SMEREEMTBEAD LR

BARLH VA E (min)  ZRRE(C) il 55

RPA 15-30 37-42 TC T KE 5 WA A0 Ll A B AR N B 4G 0 B ) e, K 5 | 0 O 0 T R I U R 3 PR R Al A T
E &= LisalLl

LAMP 60 63 PR TR L h SEBE 107 - 10" MR ag, TT SIRIT E 2% 5 R R IR 5 Bk FH
I IR S A JC A T IE (R R EE) FIb e e 45R
TEAE I R

NASBA 180 37 SRR R 48 g RNA KR 32 3R 55 DNA S0 H 114 5 RKOF 8RB 25 55 8 3008 B 4 45 2R

HDA 75-90 60 i THE it G 75 $AVAE PR B 4T FF DNA XU A T3 8K B 25 100 bp B9 H A9 3E K

RCA 90 30-37 Gl I 2 MG WY A — R DNA BRI SR B ACR B R E Y TR K

WRMEATZ 5 Y

P D A5 H B 24

TE:RPA B R G BG 0 1 ; LAMP . 384 S AR 1 ; NASBA AR BR ¥ 51 97 3  HDA - M0 HE B 4 39 s RCA TR 3R 31
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PG SR A5 B T AR U, AT 52 B 9 D {3 A AR T 1
AR AR AL BE T A4S (MBS AE) | Southern EI 3 24
3¢ Northern E[J il 4% 58 Ji 0 44 58 S H A, 2¢ 6 S 2% 58 2 A
(fluorescence in situ hybridization , FISH ) 52 i F 3k i &t 1 5¢ S 4
JRBR 0 B A TR AR AT, 4G 0 40 i B 240 40 9 A DNA B RNA 119
T, 2017 4, Patel 257 ¥ UK FISH AR B A T IR P9 380
SRR, 2 F 52X 40 R 9 FISH ( Flow-FISH ) 2R F 4 17
DNA 3 RNA (2 YR &, 1T [R] B £ 22 A4S 58 Bk B 59 I 4
Flow-FISH 0] FH T 40 T % A 36 DH 2 a4 0 JaR e 40 Bt o 119 9% 25
B W DA B TR T A AR A
1.4 FEFRPFERFHEARK MDT

B PR K R B T 5 R R TR AT AT L A b B o
R AR, PR LS R T R 4 58, o X AR B ARG T AR BT
TR S B B 45 807 AR G 0 R A A B R ) 5 I
S AR T 43 Sy A RO S R 5 RES ke AR TR A e T
5 40 A 2 0 i R R 20 PG 0, i T 3 A ) 4 T A S A
16S rRNA J7 51 50 W7 41 B Fh 2 , ol 3 F 5 X 45 20 3% 46 0 4 i
B B B0 R G 0 A A 5 S R T R PR AR % T 24 ik B
Sk A3 Af HA AR R B I T 24 P R O T A G g A X sk, L3R
S Y VR SR B2 W R R A 25777 Nasrabadi 267V T %
THET 165 Al 23S tDNA BYFRET , BEAES [ B Ao ) R0 46 o v0 1T 7
K AT T R 25 AT B 2 LI R A BT 4 (0 R
BREA5 8 Fh il T8 BOW B, 2 DR R B R 36 T S 0 A I i
PR 2 H e B ST A R 31 5 L5 78 1 R P S i 49 A FL
S JB 5 T R T I T O B A1 U D 6 R T 2 4 g A A R S
PR 7R B 6% [R) B A 000 R £ 1 I B, 47 A T s [ R 3
PRGOS A o P AR T, T 7 B A B B, R RE T I T I AR R
A Y A

2 MDT R MRE A A

JR e TR 5 2 o 9 i ol 2 A R e TR R A 40 % B R IR 2%, &
R TR T BE IR, T B AR A T BRI — 28R
TR R R A e IR R A [ A R (G 2 % IH 2 4 GH/ANVE R HE A
MR R AR IR BRI (AR AR ) BUIR Bk A (IR P 4%
AR LA ) o H T IR 3 % e 1k 92 o IR 21 2800 AR 1 R
JE RS B DL BOF 2 AR B Gk AT R AN 3R TR
I R b B A7 78 B e ok R, R 50% 11 ffr B U5 0
30% ~45% 9 TR N 4 955 Bi] G ¥ 35 7% 9% SR AR T, MDT fig 5
TR R S A Y42 A R Y R e o O R A R Uk
e M I 1 B 5T v B A7 B 06T
2.1 HREKJH 8 808 0%

2.1.1 JRYTRIHE R YR TH A 4 T A0 4 H 2 4 RDH /D
BR, EN—TE X 30 6] TH 2 R 0% 40 B AR AS 19 16S tRNA
5L DRI A 00 ) 3% e A A R 13 81 (o 43.33% ) (IR FT A
50 (15 16.67%) i 4 BEER T 3 B (& 10.00%) ', Eguchi
45120 R Y 16S rDNA £ AR X6 6 4 10 32 4 58 % 59 4> Wb 9y ok AT 4
W, & SRAEAE 22 0 240 DAV 5 JRR e L vl O 34 T O 49 S DR | 4
7 25 BR T | AR G BR TR L 3R B R 4 R T FDORD Bh B TR

Marqués 25V 57 il PCR A& 00 % B0 1 4 i EB #%5 %
SMHER,

SOE A DA O TH /N 48 AR Xk 20 DL, 3 DRI R e B g = k. R
Y, B IRIL B iR 12 M TH 8 RS 48 . BEAE & T IH /NS R AR
AR gE 4, STk bR UL R R IR T YL B 2 W
AR FAMRE TR PCRTE 1 611H /NS 4 8% i 4
Tl Fp AT R A0 5 S R R KO - R R 92 R TR A R
Je ol T T8 S 1 R A B 5 B I B R 45 A B
AR 0 0 BORE D X 34 T B BIF S 45 SR 7 AR B
2.1.2 JRIPEVEIR G R IR ME IS S 50 W LR IR R G R A Bk
BRI S A AT ER B A BOIR AT B, Lee %77 R A 168 tRNA [
FF & B, 5k e Xt IR AR HE I 2 R SR IR R h M B Bk R |
HERREE B R B R R KRG B Y AR X S R R T, TR R AT B
ARG =E BEW /b . IE R R R 2 B R T 8 B A 45 AU ) B AR
U 3K 2 R R B A BRI B 2 R AR AR K, Suzuki 5P
AT 16S rRNA PRI P & BHL, 4F 4% 4 32 22 3 3 MR 16 A2 JOk: 1A
W LR T R AT B8 R 3, 2 AT (B A2 3 2 D DA IR AT B8 8
2.1.3 MEMBEZUR HEME 2L & A FEIE N AL 28U St
PR 98 E , 0T WL F 45 4R W B BE (B2 & FILE . %W KR IR
PRI B 5 P R G ol S S R A 56 2 )L NIE e e 2k AR AT H
K BEATY AT BER] & B e gy B 3 A R AL B A AT
N NGS & B 161 F 3 e B0 R HEE 0 5T 2R R G O T
55 48 By 5100
2.2 WRFIHHR
2.2.1 JRYLVEMBIA AT VE AR AR AN AR SR R £
FRAL e U5t 9 , 388 5 HR 2R 8 00 K M L Ay BB 4 o e 0 4
G TR A A ST I T M R R LA 4 T A A R L R
B R ATER T AR B M AR R e o T ER AR R
(fungal keratitis, FK) # 2 810 W 200 IR 95 , £ 3 TR AN B 2
WIS AER | B FK AR A 5 A 28 A A B e A 2 1 53
LI IERE, NI FK 8% 5 B A i ALt IR 4
S 9F Ko, FK R UL B0 WA SR 0 WL i & W s
LRI Ol BB AR O R E S R B R R R, B T A 0
B FK TR deoE R . A Y 3R 212 W0 FK 4 4x
W AQE G 3G 3% 7 18 W FERT B PR R AR . A SR RGE
TEBERL FK R B P, 15 32 BEAR B BHAE RN 25% ~59% , H. 25% K
FHBFEBEME 2~10 d A ZHEET, EHAN— 5065 5 N
A 20 BIE B2 FK B R LR 37 JL R B AU A PCR
B R 25 R o = F B B R 4350 59.3% . 66. 6% | I
92.6% , H. PCR ¥ ML 4~8 ht*) | % F MDT i & & | Bkl
i ] 45 S 41 , BT AR 25 9F 53 T[] Aol ARG 00 40 0 R BURR . Ge S50
K 168 rRNA JE RN FF X FK R 2 A9 BRI IR e o ) HI 70 fgk F
X HECZHL 0 &5 A E AT R, e B PR 3 TR e MR AR ) HIR 7
AR A VI TR M T Z R PE MR AR, L %50 NGS iR
BT 16 gk Y P A 5 4 B35 A DR AR £ 45 AN B Rk e 4 4] (R
A 100% ) (FLEE G 5 6 (K 1284 83.33% ) L By Ok [ /&%
e 3 i (K H R R 100% ) FRE 2 Mo B R e 3 I (A6 H R

Y BT B
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100% ) o HFA K 7 # B 48 ( acanthamoeba keratitis, AK ) J2& (1 i
BT O 2 D el J e 5 | A iy — o % D L B A ™ o 1 R R R
SRR e . TG IR RH A 2%, 2 W 5107 B
I PR _F R 02 R o 2 E A S A B FKTY L AR AT TF g R
PHHE PCR GG 65 BP0 (3 AK) (95 LA 58 AN 2K
BRI 507 161

2.2.2 HAWER BT ATV M AL I R R — R R AL et
22 fil P A% o5, Fy BRS HE R e BT B, MR BEJE — R DNA SR #,
A% 2 (human adenovirus, HAAV) 228 7 AN W4 (A~G)
100 A B Hop DE W45 MY K, Gopalkrishna
2V R PCR R & BUAE AT P £ IG5 T 48 v o 2 A0 32 3R
H kN HAAV-8 8 [ 78. 6%,

2019 37 8 58 AR % 2 ( coronavirus disease 2019, COVID-19)
JE— 7 RNA W8, BRI ARG BB R EH Z T, &
i FB A T 2 B T AL IR AR E | 2 T PR R A8 25 G AE A
JHe 5 9E K T AE . COVID-19 7 HR 0 5 30 22 b 45 1% 4% 119 11 IR &
U, U B M G B AR T M A TR R A | Ml 2 R e AN
A B 8 B A 22 [ P A 5 R R S EE PCR AR 21 1
8- 38 AN 9 {51 2 A0 A SR IR P il AR AR 1Y Y VRN 45 B 43
W, B2 Bl h6.25%) G55 N BT AN B 98 SR FH 82
A PCR Al 32 451 JC 25 B 49¢ K AT fil IR 308 i bk 28 2 1 TH W, 5 1)
(15 15.62% ) &5 g DY

U0 R 2 V0 AR A D A SR e T 380 1) — T 1 M A2 o e 4 £
4o e H ARG AR SCHE B E IR M R BRI Z —
2SR 16S rDNA T R H ARG TR [ 4F Iy B v AR A 2 I fek
JE N A R MR W, e B L3 PP O Bl vk T IR R 2 3R
Tl W A 5 AR AR A I IR v IR R 2 A MR 4 T 2 R T
G, B AR T J 009 A XS 32 8 e 40 AT A 5 R G AR i
e K ARPE N A 2

THR Sy 22 PR 28 51 i1 1 M HR R 0, HR 38 1R B B8 K Al 2 1
IR AN 22— REE DY R 16S RNA I F AR & B,
T HR 2 AR T R AR R A ol R AR A 25 S, TR AL AR
DA I FR AR TR O 28 TG TR R WK T 2F R 18 o i 5 Al T IR 4
AT B S A
2.3 RWMEIR
2.3.1 JRYPHERN R BYPEIR N %k £ 0 A0 B el B R 5]
T 1 4 AE SN, AR 5 JE A 190 3F R 43 Sy A1 U e R R T 2
AR IR Y 26 5 D0 R A0 495 A P IR AR J5 B g, UL 40 A 0 DR
RS AR E R R R R S B MR R R AL I
it A A T B S Rl R B £ RAROR A T R
Y P IR N 58— b A IR R T A S R S U &
RN FHURG IR & B Rt E W R B2 5 R9T, R
R S7 o AL G E Y 8 3R IR ALK R BH P R A
] P — T3 (] O 44 2 7 5 5 8 s, 2015—2024 4F 8% Y M R Y 46
B ) 1 R B RO AR 37. 41% (104/278) 7T,

HHT MDT T 78 78 2 55 37 B Pk 61 bk 00 o o s i) A
AR IR Y 4 (12 W R TE R A /E . 1994 4F | Hykin
a8 YR T SR T PCR IS WIR 8 %8, H AR R 26 81 A4 PCR #%

Pickering

AR B R HR P4 99 0 1 B K S B AOROR I . el A
3 AETE 16S rDNA | 2L BE % 3 77 7F 18S tDNA F1 285 rDNA , AFF 5%
FASHZAR AR T PCR, FE X HE AT DNA P73 4R T T
0 B R R DA T S R R BB PR N R
Gandhi 2517 SR HTS £ XF 75 51 S8 LB Y PR P 48 16 4 A9
BEESRREARDEATIN R, & B 73. 7% (42/57) % W5 35 A B MY
B T B B AR AR I B A g, b il R L iR DD R |
BB AGIR B R N AR Z ST SE HTS A B 4 4% 5t
2 Wk DG 2 W G 1) BIR P 2 9 061 1 5 SR

ot R e M B P 4 5 TR B A g 1) e B 43 BT b B 9T R L
B DR A TP 0 R IR T 24 R R 4 A DG O 4 X AL 1Y
W98 . Kamau 251 5% FH 44 K AL 7 A1 NGS, B8 Zh A P T 14 B
P 48 B IR P RRE A AR AR I T 66-K2 8 i B 7 i 4 v
TEBE . Doan %5 o I\ 3 35 UK W RE AR p K60 1 () B 40t 5% 75
(cytomegalovirus, CMV) ) UL54 UL97 3 X )3 5 k47 43 #r , 8 3
53R KA TT R 1 CMV Bk B I 25 088 22 et R BLA 5
BIREA Y ULOT KA T 2848 S BOK: 9 3 00 38 8 1% =5 A4

GRSl ST e
2.3.2 JERGLPERIE AR AR R A R 2 R

HOBR ARERENTR, FEAR/ARBEE KT
(humanherpesvirus, HHV) JbR95 XU A B 2214 0 HHV J2
—2% DNA JR 5, 40 N HL 2196 2 9% B (herpessimplex virus, HSV) ,
K — % IR 98 92 W 7 ( varicella-zoster virus, VZV) | EB Ji§ B |
CMV 2% Je k#5455 & f L CMV B % WL, Hk 2 HSV M
VZVIOl B R AN i P R R, 5] SR B T BT A R
A 14 BLTR 3% IR Ay 5 A 25 S AR A B A T S fik 2 RS A R B 3
41T PCR BEMETE LA 0 A 2 B (0. 1~0.2 ml) IR 4
o A R 0 H 99 R AR 19 A2 ) R DT 42 1 12 B PR R R R

B 5T N F P E PCR 46 R [R] B & Il HSV \VZV .CMV F1 5 JE 4,
A R IA 59% ~ 100% 5 1] 14 9% B 44, PCR I 2 8
80.9% ~ 84. 0% , ¥ S} 97. 4% ~ 100. 0% ' | H £ & PCR
TE15 W7 I5 #2148 1969200 25 (HSV \VZV .CMV F1 5 T8 ) &k
Y5 1 G Goldmann-witmer £ 43 T B A B 5 1Y) R B0EE R S
B e A B R e — B AR R A Rk RY A T A28 i B
A BRBET R X 19 191 A IR S8 R RO BE RS IR AR AR A
PEAT R , R B 3 A VZV, B 3 Bl VZV B dR A i
— R A ¢ | PCR B R AT S0, 45 R 5 2 Sk W 4l
785 R —3

g5 MW A OB RO 45 B 4 BFF B (mycobacterium
tuberculosis, MTB ) 12 10 HR 2 £ 5 4% 4% B 4 7 14 708 245 ) N i 5| ke
A8 PR 2 b A T S A 2 R R A 12 W b v 2 R
PIVR 5 SR ol IR 41 21 24 K 2 & 9 MTB, B —Ffp 2,00 £ &
PCR ( H B¢ 1E J2& W) B 9 3% 3 A~ MTB 45 5 #0050, B 1S6110,
MPB64 FIZE 1 b) CHIE S HA B R HET

JER e A T A LA o SRR e oAy 2, 2 A AT St R T R R
FELEAAE EAT M AN 2 0 0 IR IR BE B 40 9 o5 T A I R
S 2RI BB BT 45 A A0 Rt AT O IR IS AN )2 BR AE T S
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Hi5 R T YL BT B, AL AR VZV R HSV, Bk eMv iR
Moharana 2 i il PCR & ¥ 1 6l VZV F1 CMV 1B & & &
B PEAT P A 0 AN 2 YR B8 1

3 RE

P SRR A 4 J e P I A1 IR 48 R DAY 8 TR 4 4 I 4 4 Uk
Qe AR , I R DL BOR PEIR R o U B R R 0 2
FROR B )z B9 07 v AEL R PR A A B A I 45 SR R I A
B TE A HERR 12 BT, LB Y 5 37 J6] 301 7T RE SE 32 AT 04 IR R 12
o SEGLWIBARM L, MDT 4600 & 315 K0 BE % 5 R
A By T RS W, BE TR A 5 5 9 A Resk o A KE
B R B . B2 & 25 MDT /9 B 7 s R 58 38, Hof e
HIR PR S e A 5 12 T R AT B I L o A I R 2 W
o SRS o S A I IR T 7 58, 8 AL X R i A AR R
FHE 567 SR W, B2 e 16T SRS
RN A R 1 W R A A A 2 o e

&% i
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