w5 B, S azo0t
HepG2 4l &#elk

x| F, A W, RARSL

(VLFg KA S22 B VLT5 Jo8) 214122)

WE: IXT wWE 5% Bl (AFB) A 2 & Wy & & (ST) * AT & 20 1 HepG2 #9 2 i & 12 & 3L
BRA FM, R ANT @ I8 HepG2, A R Bl R EA4% £ 69 AFB, (0.1.1.5.10 pmol/L) #= ST
(0.5.2.5.5.7 wmol/L) % 4% F= B 448 | T HepG2 20 it 24 h 3 48 h, % %) il & 2 i 7& 1 ATP 4
¥ DNA £ B|AEE, SBABREE, AREFRASZTH AL, BIRIT ST F BN E LA
HepG2 4m e 6 Bt & HAE R, £ R 27 ,AFB, #= ST %t HepG2 8 .49 1C5, %1 4 16.989 wmol/L
F= 7.258 wmol/L, 48 i3 74 /) ATP DNA &K Ak B o 45 BB R F J5 4769 b m Al 5 5 FR4A
KB FWEF(P>0.05), B B, X A& 5 & LR A 3t HepG2 ol 9 1 A4 E39 T ok 3 %,

Fo kAR A BB B AL, AW AFB, A= ST # HepG2 20 it B A & W AF A 4 Ao o AR R,
KR meER2F, awEEFEZ B 26w E L, @WREAN, FHMEALEROEA
RESES.TS 201.3 XEIREL:A XE4HS:1673—1689(2014)12—1300—07

Multi—-index Detection of Toxicoligical Interaction Between the Aflatoxin

and Sterigmatocystin in HepG2 Cells

LIU Yang, DU Ming, ZHANG Genyi
(School of Food Science & Technology , Jiangnan University , Wuxi 214000, China )

Abstract: Aflatoxin Bl (AFB,)and Sterigmatocystin (ST) are two fungal toxins that are commonly
coexisted in many crops,and their joint cytotoxicity to human hepatoma cell line HepG2 was
investigated. HepG2 was treated with different concentration of AFB;, (0.1,1,5,10 pmol/L),ST
(0.5,2.5,5,7 pmol/LL) and their mixture for 24 h or 48 h to analyze their combinative toxic effect
through measuring the toxicity end points including change of cell proliferation, ATP content,degree
of DNA damage ,change of mitochondrial membrane potential and active oxygen content. The 1Cs; of
AFB; and ST was found to be 16.989 pmol/L. and 7.258 pmol/L,respectively. There was no
significant difference (P>0.05)between the theoretical value compared with the actual value of all

the end points.In the mean time,the end points of cytotoxicity can be divided into three categories
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by principle component analysis (PCA) :the first category is the cell proliferation,the second class

includes ATP content, DNA content;the third class is the active oxygen content and the

mitochondrial permeability transition. The results indicate that interaction type between AFB1 and

ST is additive joint effect.

Keywords: cell toxicology,aflatoxin B,,sterigmatocystin,cell proliferation, cytotoxicity endpoints,

joint interaction

IR AR P 4w A R R B &
FILRAEAE , AATTAE AR 06 v A vl AR ) B 42 ik 2 o L
F 2 MU R B R R R AR LR B
BEMEMEFSIE T AN 28758, M. Ruiz #1557
B E % (BEA) WX it 3 R (DON) f1 T-2 # R 7F
CHO-K1 #f ji 65 4, o BEA A T-2 &
Z N FEAMEH , DON 5 BEA [ T-2 ¥ &5 A #5 Ak
FHW; gE i MR SR A e s fE R M i R R ARG
VR 2R A I5E 51 FH 28 28 S AR FH

i &= 7 &2 B, (Aflatoxin By, fij X AFB,) 2 H Al
CL R0 Y 7 PR BCR Y ELR BE R, B A DU B0 KR
R AR A OCHE A B R AR IR R i SRk R
FEMam 2@ EE O AR ME AT R
MEeE RS HEgE RIS ERREEIRE D,
Z= 6 il 25 &K (Sterigmatocystin, A FK ST) 1 10 2 H
PRI 77 2 2 — ol 55 Ik R A 114 4R % R 28 16
Yy, B A ST 15 e & A HE KoK N LB oK Ak
A KRR CRBR Wh o ME AE T B i R AFB,
W) AFE T A A Y AR B AT A 0 AT RE
PR I T B I B R B, M E R
PATHE S TEEMOIESY . AFB, B9 F B 28 E 2IFIE
[ IF ST fEAF NS AL 1,2-3R% ST, ZWR4 S
DNA JEBUIm& Y, XAl e ST 580 & 4
B AL, DR O B DE 2 AFB, A1 ST 4t &3] iy 3= 2 40
.

HepG2 4 A W5 T A IR 40 g , 43P0 72 B 4
e IR LT B A Y i A AR I SN IE R S
JoT 2 M B R, At 3 P450 S
Z 50k N 25 W ARG Bl 2RI, X L2 TR AR
L EWAERN T A A TEAEH 2245
AT Puso Bl 0 8 45 4 F R 52 ) HL0E PR O R
HepG2 2 i}y SE 50 X 42, R AF 58 AFB, Hil ST BYHE &
AR

1 #rSE

1.1 ##E

HepG2 A AL, v R B 40 M 22 4 4L
DMEM @5 b5 55 75 3 G240 075 R | JC B 21 HBSS,
Gibco 28 Rl $RAL ; 4 (0 ph 25 bR U 5 (ST) L8 #h 25 B,
b i & (AFB,) .SRB . TCA .H33258 Tris base ., /)> 2
g it DNA \DCFH-DA DCF % J} 123, Sigma 72\ )
PRAL ATP K R &, 38 = RAEW R AR A w4t
Infinite 1000 BEFR{L , Tecan 23 &) 72 5 .
1.2 MpExrS3s

HepG2 41 i FH 9 & (R B0 80 10% 16 2F 1l 35 5
WML 0.5% T 55 %= -5 8 2 1 DMEM 2 i85 95 4 |
T 37 C SRS 5% CO, B =M h i & 20 HUE K
19, ] DMSO #f# AFB, ., ST il S A&, F#HIDMEM
B J7 FE B 1000 % 2= DMSO £ &40 %0 0.1%
(it & W . O A R 4 5K 0.1% DMSO ¥ 1Y
DMEM £ 57 504 £ £ V8 FC 1 > T 75 v B8 1 TR W,
1.3 B HENERZE
1.3.1 SRB &l & AFB,.ST *F HepG2 4 fit, 89 ¥ #
Bk VR BOU A0 % B R 3x10% A /mL, B
fL 200 pL 4270 F 96 fLAR P E 24 h 5, 5% K57
W, IS AFB, 80# ST MBS IR M4k S 85 5% 48 h,
BLIMA 4 CHA K =8 LR (TCA) B ,4 CLE
FE 1 h, BB FREE 4~5 TR EFLINA 4 gL
SRB ¥, &R T HE 30 min, & /0450 1% 2%
Pk 4~5 %, T JEEFLIIA 10 mmol/L Y Tris—HC1
LW (pH 7.4) ,$28hIR2) , %% 5 min J57E 490 nm
T EWICE AR gk d 3N ERAB A S H
A KRR, TFREORTRIE ] A TR R ) B A R
XF HepG2 4 0 (o 14 A 1 3¢, 1458 410 1)

Y=[1-(A~A,)/(A~A;)]x100%,

Hop AFB, 3 W28 0 (W RIXIR) (1.5.10.50,
100 pmol/L,ST Je3E e & 0 (i 7% ) 0.1.1.5,
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10,14 wmol/L, ¥ 7 X} & 20 o & A7 Ji i 43 %X 0.1%
DMSO 1) DMEM #5558 B0 dl 4 ~HEE
1.3.2  AFB, #= ST 2 HepG2 %8 it & 3K 45 47 44 49 #&
G Y B R I R 4 40 M A T R B
FERPIRAS, Hob AFB, Qe @i B O (VIR |
0.5.1.5.10 wmol/L;ST Y #EMk A 0 (WA FIXTHR) |
0.5.2.5.5.7 wmol/L; B¢ & YL 5 4115 B A 0 (I ¥ %
HE) ,AFB, (10 pmol/L)+ST (¢ & % B 55 Bl Y 75 41
AT ) ,ST (5 wmol/L)+AFB, (¥ i 15 & 5 F ok e 3
HAHIE ) 5 XF BEZH O & A7 o £ 3 % 0.1% DMSO (1)
DMEM #5585 B S d] 4 MEEH,

1)SRB 32 1l 5 240 i 14 5 1 4 A2 Ak« 45 4 20 B8 [+)
1.3.1,

2) 20 i P B DNA 55 o 900 5 . 8 B 6k 5000 40
J1 %% B 5%10* A~/mL, B:£L 200 wL R0 F 96 LAk
HEE 24 h J5, # LSRN AFB, 803 ST
TR AR SR F% 24 48 ho Y7 24 h 5048 h )=,
FEEEFRILE 37 CHIAAY HBSS ¥t , K 96 FLH
F-80 CHIVKA & 1 h, SRIFET 37 CKIGH
T 30 min, 76 5T A AR S AL O BRFL ATES (AL
A 100 pL L8 F7K, FRECA-80 CUKA ¥ Uk
1 h,37 CHn#A 30 min J5 , BALIIA 100 pL 5 mg/ml
1Y) H33258 4uteh, ] i 2 il /N4 g ik DNA A of it
2k IR N EOEEE 30 min J5 FH2EOG BRI 4L
2 AT,

3)AHAL PN ATP 5 f 10 5 . 9] X 300 4 i 25
J& o 5%x10* 4/mL, 4L 200 pL 3T 96 FLA H i
H 24 hJ5, LIRS AFB, 5 ST (155
FRURAR LR SR 24 48 h, UL 24 h 5 48 h )5, 545
FEE BEFLINA 20 WL ATP 244 W (vk E#R1E) X
SLWRAT A A M 56 2 4, LN 180 wL PBS # 2
VR, 12 000 g B0 10 min Ji7, B 100 pL %
W, IMAFRSCIA 100 wL ATP A6 I T 48 3 i i 38
% AR, GE R AT 5, 7 B Ak 2 R O RS AU
D YElE . RIEFRE ML E B2 4L 4 iy ATP

4) 21 P 2 R T 3 1 ) A 45 R B0 4
JiL %% B2 5x10* 4~ /mL, B AL 200 pL #5196 fLAk
HBEE 24 h, IR, BAMA S pg/mlL & P+
123 TAE#, JEa % 5% CO, 37 CHFH 30 min
J&,1 000 r/min B5.0> 10 min, H 3538 5 vE—i , 4 7]
FAF B JE IS AFB, SE ST Y 55 5% W 4k 22 35

F¢ 24 48 h il HIZE ARG 72 28 SGAE , 48 b i
31 55 HE o 24 2200 P A I 2 ) B 123
T T A0 P 2 A A Y B A

5) 2t PR 9 A A 0 R X S A
N 5%10* A~/mL, BEFL 200 wL 3R 96 FLAR H
BE 24 hJ5, LR FR, 37 CHUAN PBS ¥ — i
J& , A 37CH A DCFH-DA #R 5 (KWK E R
10 pmol/L, ¥f# T DMEM H),37 CEEIFH 30 min
J5,1 000 r/min .0 10 min, FFREW S, A
DMEM ¥ Ve 4T, 75 1 000 r/min 250> 10 min, T B3
DMEM J& K 45 fL 0 o8 & AFB, ok # ST B 55 7 i 4k
SLEE 3 24 48 h, SR TG bR ORI — 558 B
(DCF) By %GR S
1.4 SitoH

LUK LA was AT RIS, 1 SPSS20.0 K
PEHEATGE T 0 Hr, R originl8.1 K F2 K, H
Probit analysis 51 % 8 = ) 1C5”, ST 5 AFB, IR &
Yokt HepG2 Wk 45 5 VR HI 2 BLUR FH A HEAS T 46
6 < TR RN I R 2 R ) B MR A P>
0.05, 375 W9 21 54l O o & Mk 25 5 [t AFB, 5 ST
(IR G BE PR S A AR O, Horp < BUAE " A AFB,
ol ST 1 i1 52 v B 7= A i s BB 5 00 — R R W 4%
W R R B A T A R ) 5 A T 00 Y A
T ; <D0 HE 08 A P A0 2 28 LA AR B IR A 5 S5 BR
DNAS5E 2R X 40 M 7 A RO AE . 5 DA 4R
K F 543 Tk (PCA) 4T IR 240 #7

LR

2.1 AFB,.ST X HepG2 40 il g 3 530 il iRk BE

AFB, FI ST X} HepG2 41 Jitd 4 58 7 (1) 3 ] % 2
BRI Sk A O 1 AR 8 S 00 v Y B v X N ) 4 i 1
FE 1062 f ] SPSS #£47 Probit analysis 437, i
R 50% I X B v BE B R % 7 £ % HepG2 40 i3
F) 4 B0 S JEE (ICo) o IR 2 200 HepG2 41 i Y
ICs W% 1 fim, IWE 1 nfFH ST B 1Cs E Lt
AFB, ) ICs % 50% , U P ST X} HepG2 4 Jitg ¥ &5 14
T AFB, 81
2.2 AFB, ST B2 {E A R B & 1€ F 3¢ HepG2 4H
B 4 28 B 158 3 1 5 1)

AFB, ST I 40 it i) 3 M A F7E 24 h B30 %
W I 1 R # 48 h B 44 346 G g 1) AR AU R B R AR
PR ZE RN A OCE 1 s A 48 h s,
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F.% . W EEF B 5&EwmEF A HepG2 ol vy B & & 1

555 BEZH (100% ) HH L, Bt /R FH IS AFB, YR EETE 0.5 ~
10 wmol/L B, 40 Jid 3% 58 71 30 i K A 6.28% ~
43.59% , SARECR N B ST W FETE 0.5~7 pwmol/L
BF, 24 B 24 7 0 40 o 28l 24.329%~49.5% , VTR
R 6 A 1 FH T ST+AFB, (10 wmol/L) IR & 41 ST
W PR 0.5 wmol/L B A1 il 268 45.39% , [A] St A
FH I ST 4 5 K ED 7 pumol/L Y 47 1) 2R L A —
., I H MK 1(b) Al LLA ), AFB+ST 1R & 4 /Y 0
il R 5 TR AR 240, Ho ST (5 pumol/L) +AFB,
R A A0 20 M3 58 ) 2 98 SRR BF ST +AFB,
(10 pmol/L) VR A5 2H M 34 5% ) 4T e, W] LU
PR BE IR AR IR 25 W B 3 [ B x40 R 4
TV A i AR AL A
%1 AFB,.ST 3 HepG2 #j ICs,

Table 1 ICs determinations of AFB, and ST in HepG2 by

probit analysis

R ICsy/ (pemol/L)

AFB, 16.98
ST 7.25
sol —=— AFB,
—e— ST
40 F
S 30
gzo -
10 +
0

% /(umol/L)
(a) FRAAE

e
17, 10 40 %@(ﬁ“
(b) BEA1E

B 1 AFB, #1 ST X HepG2 4B A4 AEIETE 1A =MW (48 h)
Fig. 1 Inhibition rate of AFB, and ST in HepG2(48 h)

23 AFB, ST 2 {E A KRB & 1E A X HepG2 4H
ffl DNA & 2/ %0

20 ML AE 96 FLAR 283 W YR R il 4 P B 2R O
BT DNA, T H33258 5 XU4E DNA %5 & i iy 4E 5
W) A R S SO B, R BT 4 B S DNA
[ &, AFB, ST XF 40 il DNA & & (05200 7E 24 h
F I AS B, 48 h IF DNA 25 5 A [ 0 72 i 3 Ak &2
PR Z A G W 2 FioR AN Y EE 48 h ),
5XTHRAL (100%) #E, HAfEH B AFB, ¥R JE7E
0.5~10 wmol/L B, DNA i & 43 %5 (AH X5 &) F &
K 110.55%~55.21% , 5 W ECRS T B ST W BEAE 0.5 ~
7 wmol/L I} ,DNA J5t & 7r %0 & F& h 116.27% ~
76.89% , T K a H ] HI 3R RE [0 5 R 5 S 45 2R v
0 DNA & /e R gl P 3l 7 & T Rl
DNA & & B4, ol BE o TR0 5 119 35 2 R 40 i
T AR, BT 5 A B PN B BT R, A TR
Z (1 DNA, AT e 6 B 2R A 5 £ BRI, ST
(5 wmol/L)+AFB, &40 ,AFB, ¥4 0.5 wmol/L
¥ DNA Jii a0 80T B R 54.72% ,  [) SRl A B
AFB, ()5 K JE B 10 wmol/L B ) DNA 7 & 3L AR

g§io
130 —=— AFB,
120 —e— ST
110
= 100
ﬁ 90 -
<R
ﬂﬂﬂ_ﬂ( 80 |
E 70 +
=
= 60t
50 -
40 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10
e /(umol/L)
(a) BAPRAE

=
= 90
=
/\‘R 80
= 70
Z 60
= 50
40 78
6
2 56
AFB»'4 P 234 &o\w
lﬁ?/m 8 ,\Q}
Jz/(w 1 @'}/
hOI/L) 10 1 0 %&_ggh

(b) A1
2 AFB, #1 ST 3 HepG2 a4 DNA &2/ (48 h)
Fig. 2 Effect of AFB, and ST on DNA content in HepG2
cells(48 h)
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ME 2 (b) AILIE H, AFB+ST iR & 411 DNA
U/ g R 4], o ST(S wmol/L) +AFB, R
A 4L B 40 e BE A 5 X 8RS R B, ST + AFB,
(10 pmol/L) VR A 41 ) 38 48 71 1) i e 34 ] FH 7l 7t
MIH R R, AT LA I R A Sl AR R & 78
I, I 2 R R 5 A — B B 2R TR 5 T 5 e HAS B
XF 20 B EE AR
24 AFB, ST 234 /E A R B & 1€ F 3t HepG2 4H
B ATP 7K F 550
YA ATP /K F-AE 24 h i B A B2 B8R K 7] &
AHICHE 48 h B ATP & 5t (Y REACEE BE Bl &, 4n
K3 s, YT 24 h J5, 5% IR 2 (100% ) 4
Ft, AFB, ¥ £ 7E 0.5~10 wmol/L i | Bl i K 1k 45
FEHIE ATP & & B4 T R 100 ST Ffu AR FH ik 2
F£ 0.5~7 wmol/L Bt , ATP FEE /R 43 %50 (FH X9 ot 1 4 )
TREN 42.309%~22.21% , JyFe R R %, 5 AFB, Bk
HAE G AR e R A T, ATP J2: 5 3 EAEH
2 g v e L0 B 2R A ROV B FE AR BRI
o7 240 1 G B RS AT LAAE Sy 200 i G 5 1 L A
& hr
120

—=— AFB,
100 | —e— ST

80

60 +

“r \’\’\‘
20 +

ATPEE/RAMH0%

o 2 4 6 & 10
HeJE /(umol/L)
(a) HAF

(b) BRETEH]

3 AFB, #1 ST Xf HepG2 #Hff1) ATP & =K F T (24 h)
Fig. 3 Effect of AFB, and ST on ATP content in HepG2
cells(24 h)

2.5 AFB,.ST #3t/E A REES1EFA X HepG24H i
ALK IE E MR

P 123 76 E F A RE 0% 4K 4R A
5 B AN N R AR B T, ' R R ek 59 sl T Ak . T
FEP T R Az B GO A B 58 PR IR | 2R R s 3
TR FLIT R, 5| e 2 4 155 5 L 37 (AW, 1) 79
ot , B PRI 123 HOR R SORLAAR e R B AR,
D/ W B U R Y == N 5 I oAU ES TR LN AR VAL
AL AR T/ & AR 4 BRI YL EE 48 h e
W& AFB, F ST ¥ B2 0y 550, 40 a9 2 PEI 123 1Y
A LT LT R B E
K 4(b)n] &, AFB, il STIR A 4P 2 FFH 123 1
TR R W T AR

110}  —=— AFB,
—e— ST
§ 100 |
B
S oot
g
o
o 80+
=
oy
o 70
60 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10
WS /(umol/L)
(a) ST

51 Fi] 1230 R ST RU%

(b) BA A
B 4 AFB, #1 ST 33 HepG2 40 B P} £ fir 1 B i 55 14 B9 52 i
(48 h)
Fig. 4 Effect of AFB, and ST on mitochondrial membrane
permeability in HepG2 cells(48 h)

2.6 AFB, ST 23 {EFH X Bk & 1€ A Xt HepG2 48
B i 1 S K T B 2

A rh — PG (DCF) B9 58 8 S b 240 i
TSP R i YT 24 b JE A R R R R A
IFAN I 48 h ik 4 0 36 P A B B B i AR S
B A EARSCHE A& 5 s
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5 & & E F 2 HepG2 4m i o B &A1k

130 | —=— AFB

1

—e— ST
2 4 6

Ju—
383
(=}

DCFAIRT G50 E /%
g =

=l
S
T

0

JEE IR 4 BUMH R 102% , [ S b A IS AFB, Y& BE
5 wmol/L ) ROS & it HEA — 5, i i U5, AFB, Fl
ST £ Sl VE FRIER A5 1 FH IS 35 2 98 508 R B, O
M5 (b) A LA Y, AFB+ST 1R £ 2 9 375 1k 420084
YR T E 4L, 7T LIS i Fh a8 R IR & 5 X
HepG2 4 it (1) 85 M AE A rk o |

2.7 AFB, 5 ST BRA ¥t HepG2 A E &
Y1ERA

VI /(pmol/L) AT AR 28 0500 I {85 000 A Y o 2 Pk
(o SHIRIE SrBE N 2 BR, ANMIESEE 1 ATP G hE DNA
16 it (ROS 7 it B 4R B F A7 %) 0 i {55 F000 {8 22
o B 3 JC 0. P22 5, KW AFB, 1 ST Xf HepG2 )
= o B 4 A B AR
5108 2 HIMEATHRESHESWHNEERANEE SN
:% 11(())2 Table 2 Principal component analysis of five endpoints
= 10 537 HL X 4 P
= 1:5 8 SRByy & SRByy 20 -0.38 0.87
0 45 6\\0 ATPyy & ATPyy 20 0.03 0.96
'1101 /j) B 0 %&:{% DNAw & DNAgy 20 0.60 0.28
(b) B AR ROSyy & ROSgy 20 -0.26 0.67
MMPyy & MMPyy 20 0.71 0.18

B 5 AFB, 1 ST 3t HepG2 i N iE RS E MW F I
(48 h)
Fig. 5 Effect of AFB, and ST on reactive oxygen in
HepG2 cells(48 h)

YMIYLRE 48 h J5 , 50 HR 4L (100% ) A H , Bl
YE I AFB, #BEAE 0.5 ~10 mol/L i}, 7 i 480 8
IR B4 5 &) T 99.50%~115.29%
ST ¥ BEAE 0.5~7 wmol/L B, i P 420 B8 /R 43 5k TR
106.28%~116.27% ; W& 4 AFE BT ST (5 pmol/L) +

7 : MV (Measure Value)ft {4, EV (Estimate Value )ft 5
TOME , #5 P>0.05 , 5% Ik 55 T 00 0 0F: 8 5k 2 5, %
WU b S ST AFB, 1 0 2 22 19 16625 15 FH S8 D R
2.8 AFB, #1 ST 3t HepG2 MBI 5 NMERA L &
B ER 5D

AFB, J ST %t HepG2 4l e 48 h # ¥ AE FH 1
PCA 73 Hrin 3 frs,

HR 8 25 A 28 55 7E 2 A 1053 Hh 19 R4, AFB,
F1ST XF HepG2 4 il i) 5l VR I B0 1 FH S i 3

AFB, R A4 AFB, WIE A 1 pmol/L 16 ROS 19 B 49k 3 2. 41MIHEGE 7 ATP & DNA b, 7%
%3 AFB, % ST X HepG2 Hit 5 MERL M E M5 4

Table 3 Principal component analysis of five endpoints

1843 5 a

I E—R—

AFB,(10 ;.Lmol/L)+ST

AFB+ST(5 ;Lmol/L)

0.49 -0.65 -0.96 -0.11
ATP 0.86 0.40 0.89 0.31
DNA 0.87 0.38 0.91 0.01
ROS -0.50 0.67 -0.56 0.48
MMP -0.13 0.23 -0.11 0.91
a. B HRECT 2 A ar a. EHRECT 2 A pisy

-0.93 0.03 0.05 0.79
0.94 -0.12 0.80 0.15
0.88 0.25 0.80 -2.65

-0.44 0.74 -0.49 0.418

-0.40 0.64 -0.45 -0.60

a. B HEICT 2 Ay a. BHRECT 2 A ay
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PEA i (ROS) FIZ b AR B0 335 1 (MMP) , AR5 3
B A3 AT 43 245 R ROS B 77 A 5 2 R B3 3
{4 o S e T o 2 26 4 B 1 TR — A Ry . PR
SRR AZ TS 7 A T M AR E— D R R AR A AL
B, BOR AWEGE RS, o] MR 4l o 2 45 Bk B 28 i
— N FR AR AT 7 2R 0 I M G M A PG

T AS 2 il B R ST 78 HepG2 41 Y
1Cso 8 ; 37 LA HepG2 401 Jy Xt 4, DL 5 A~ 8 PEAE
LS RS WF5E T AFB, F1 ST P Ff 2L 35 2 9
WG VR FHZE AL 28 43 A HE W FL I SRR FH 2R AL
JFERT . AR SEE0 5 A3 P 2 5 AN [ T 1 A6 36
T AFB, il ST Xt HepG2 4 Ay #1k , AHAFFE AL,
20 it A7 30 75 22 RS 40 I PN R R B HL A 1 T
SPEBEE ATP KT (R [ [m] i 2ok 4 2 3 M 4™
A F BT, U P EAE T B BUR AL 1
M A S TR R 1 BB 7, E T 5 S A A R 70

SE W

5 AFEEAE L 0 T e i, B A L
WA VR P B B AT 3 6] 4 5 020, $E 00 AT B ey 7 3 i
B R B Sl & RN HepG2 41 g i 7 P AE H
P EEA 2, JF B RA MU AE S Qa6
HIEA AR B 2B Im AR

|

R

I R AT S R AR ASU BN A0 L 7K SF- 6 2 7 2 3R 0 I
B VR SR BEAT R IR | (ELR A 22 8 b 960 UE D7 2k
ZRMAEETRKEEHRRA RN TS5 X
TR A P ER R R I SRR SRR i T S W 4 R
TE W BRI AT e S A LA L A LR R R LR
FEAE I RO BREE AR, BT LS W Bh LB 35 5 LA ik
FEA 23 BT G BRAE B o, {E A0 SR IG5 /0 i iy
CHENIESI NS 11PN /s A FeR 1
B PR LAY EC A R R A I S AR, RO &
it 22 A 4R AL S ME R B BEIE AR
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