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Advances in bioactivity, ecotoxicity and residual fate of diamide pesticides
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Abstract: Diamide pesticides are a class of insecticides attracting great attention after neonicotinoids.
The action target of diamide insecticides is ryanodine receptor or y-aminobutyric acid receptor, which
exhibits extraordinary potency on lepidopteran pests. With the widespread application of diamide
pesticides, the potential threat to non-target organisms and aquatic ecosystems and the resistance of
target pests have been observed. This study summarizes the biological activity, ecological toxicity,
analytical methodology, environmental fate and risk assessment of diamide pesticides based on the
research progress at home and abroad and prospects the research orientations in future in order
to provide scientific references for accurate application, risk aversion and effective management of

diamide pesticides.
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Table 2 Summary of the field efficacy and indoor insecticidal activity of diamide pesticides
N & T
MR N o YA S
R 2GR e 25 Active R FH [7] B5 %% Insecticidal activity
Pestici . Control efficacy/
esticide category Agrochemical dosage/ Target pest % Fiik SR
(g/hm) Method LCs/(mg/L)
AR
33.75 Beet armyworm 80.8~98.1 — —
L s N L kR 2%
] 43 7 IR G
33.75 ﬂ??(ﬁﬁ?k’ 87.1~95.3 Artificial feed mixed 1.12 pg/g
S. litura
drug method
i e Bk
45 H. armigera 82.5~95.4 Immersion method 0.14
e 4 , NTLGRRR 2%
" 03]
30~45 I?aﬁ“fnm}im 96.9 Artificial feed mixed 0.07
yw drug method
H A ik
30 Hyphantria cunea 88.9~92.9 Leaf dipping method 032~1.10
NSEBRET Btk
30 Diamondback moth 63.5~97.7 Immersion method 0.99~11.81
s ) A NE S Sl S
R (7 (38) 2 = 1
30 T 79.9~89.4 Film method/Stem 0.14~0.19
Corn borer spray method
e i Pjt
chlorantraniliprole Jk /N E L L B4 %
17.5 Peach fruit moth 80.3~86.7 Immersion method 2.01~5.84
F iy
26.6 C. sinensis 92.68 7 7
T B i Bk
30 C. medinalis 92.0~97.1 Immersion method 023
AR FESTRrS
30 C. suppressalis 93.0~93.2 Immersion method 0.45
TAREE, =AREES
42 C. suppressalis, S. 93.2~96.3 — —
incertulas
A . N0 Rtk
<08 FR A RE A - S. inferens - Immersion method 0.25
o-Carboxamidobenzamide
/NHLE e Rk 273
- A. ypsilon - Leaf dipping method :
Fh ) Rk
o Mythimna separata o Leaf dipping method 0.57~1.64
Mg A 7B 2
5~25 C. psylla 77.2-98.3 Film method 1.49
MAcif d0 jodatS
5~10 Aphis spp. 56.9~99.9 Dip method 48.93
{4 141
6.67~13.33 by unkiiniella occidentalis 53.8~71.8 — —
it b A\ LRk
cyantraniliprole 30~45 1 93.8 Artificial feed mixed 0.11
Fall armyworm
drug method
P S 2y
[T T R RE
— g‘ Ssi lia — Feed mixed poison 0.09
method
B N0 2257
3 Peach fruit moth 72.9~83.6 - -
— L LT
15460 0 Forer 67.6~90.4 Film method/Stem 0.61~1.03
spray method
[ g I 5572
02~4 H. cunea 90.1~98.5 Nebulization 050
VU S R Pt A - >
0 FKAFUE i)
tetrachlorantraniliprole 30 Rice pests 67.3~83.6 — —
i i
22.5~375 o armigera 60.7~94.6 — —
=P =(eh]
25-10 VAR 52.0~90.8 — —

C. cucurbitalis
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Table 2 (Continued)
=] S S h
R EGHT e 25 Active B i FH 1) 87 %% Insecticidal activity
Pesticide category Agrochemical dosage/ Target pest Control efficacy/ y >
(@/hm’) % T3 BHCHIRE
& Method LCs/(mg/L)
P N TVRHR 2%
S 331
13.5~27 ??ﬂ& 76.9~94.0 Artificial feed mixed  0.58 pg/g
. litura d
rug method
S s N TARHRZE
35 52]
gﬁﬂ’ﬂ}k Attificial feed mixed  0.04-5.51
R cet armyworm drug method
PR s i i
tetraniliprole AN I
2430 nedinalis 81.2~96.4 - -
Ao
20~40 C. suppressalis 79.1~93.7 — —
B
8 Peach fruit moth 78.0~89.9 7 -
i HL e ESEISE R
thiorantraniliprole 467 H. cunea 79.5~94.5 Leaf dipping method 026~1.14
NSRRI 2y ik
15~24 Diamondback moth 87.2~94.5 Film method 0.04
i
ERAICE S NI TS S ——— / H. armigera — — 0.04~0.07
M-formamide benzamide Iﬁ%ﬁi&ﬁdﬁxm}& - \g >
bisamides 35 B A 61.8-94.6 — —
Aleurocanthus spiniferus : :
INTE /NGRS
3~5 Empoasca onukii 83.6~95.7 - -
i B
A L 45 H. armigera 79.7~92.6 Immersion method 0.13
A UL
Ay s — e flubendiamide B2 1351 N ThakHR 259k
ALK R I 3045 HBSER 53.1 Artificial feed mixed 0.93
Phthalamide Fall armyworm d
rug method
SR A R S AR RHHE
cyhalodiamide 15~45  Fan armyworm 86.1~99.0 Leaf dipping method 030
e T TR ARk
Note: "—" indicates the lack of data.

PR M . TR O e s D70 el s Bk e AR AR YR o T
FEA R KL, Pk R 14790K (1199~
2778 1) > G4946E (39~739 1) > 14790M (16~57
) U HATWHFR R, FEERBEE A KRR
WA 2 Thie S LB (MFO). FEEE (EST). &Mt H
ik-S-#: ¥ (GSTs) A0 {4 & P450 (CYP450)
U XTI, AT S AR B AT S
TR LW 3 PG AR kM MFO. EST A
GSTs g 1, DAk 8 i S s 2% F P i ot /N S i
(IREARAE T, R TG /DN S5 70 P B 1) 34 24
A4 AIEE] 2.03. 3.93 Al 2.42 fi5, R 3 FhfiF
B AU I8 7E /N S o S H 2R R It e %) 0 14 T ol S
Tt B — e R U,

g bRk, XUBERE SR 24 - HLHI RS, Xt
fi 3 H &5 IE g o O 2 S B R R, S E T
ALY KRBT F PR, WalH XX E .
HZE TR iR &P X AR S it RyR RAZH
KR, FRAE A R I, R B L 28 2% A5 A

A SR 2% GRS A A  DASE 22 P ) e o 422K
LGN HUIE B A s B X figf 2 A QO IS 1 1 5 1 1)
A, S VS A P R R A 1 Pl P o SR R
UL — 20 Y2 IR SE AR T BT XU i R % R ) A
FUERIHLER, T EE R T dok B 7 i il 5 Fe AR 7
I

2 EAEM

WU i A% 2 n AR SEAR AR I FE M, VRN
HeeMAmEEERZ —. Hil, WEZER
B ESHEERAEPERE, KBE., A
5. IS, R IR BIERIRIRIGSS (3R 3),
AL 25 AR i 2 Ak 24 AR A i AR AR
Gi— KM (BRI PEAN SEIG ) 3T 2
PR

B, BEFSR T, R L 28 AR 24 4 Lk
Jie s SRR F R A . VR R I L DY S I fr A
B S Jre ok R AR R MM 55 4%, LCso 1H N 0.061~
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w\%/ﬁw u_u,_,% w\m,ﬁ\ n_u,_,% M@@ %%% w@@ n_u,__% %w@ uv,__% %w.@\ nE_% %w@ HE_% wmw.@ UEW :—m_ﬂﬁwho uuwhwuuﬂoz
opIIuER[jOIq oroadirue[okd oroxdifruenueronyy orodijuene) SroxdifruenueIoyorNd) oroxdijruenueko oroxdifruenueIo[yd oprwerpueqnyy VERLIE
TEH R XK S BT B e BT Y {4 ¥ ol B TR bl Bl TR L T b ¥ TR H Y

SWISIUBS.I0 }93.18)-U0U 0) SIPIdNSId IpIwIRIp JO UONBIYISSBD A)IIIX0) 9Y) JO Alewiwing € d[qeL
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Ay,
¥

0.49 mg/L, fE&fEFRESHIMBEZES.
R O RV S TR BREAR, G R R TR i 1
S0 e P e =N L N e S N N L7 /N =Y L
Jie o DU W P S T OB S B g A ke K AR
BIRINM B, ECsy {4 0.003~0.081 mg/L,
Hrp BRI FE AT # . Joml B SRE AR, ]
T, A Ko MU e 248 A 245 1) v 5 N o S5 B 1 3 B4
HHTE IR A . UM R . B R R . IR
U RE 4 RhZG RNt SR, Bk 3 FhARSEAR
A b, T R M R BA VR R B ot RN R R
DLy S i 2, i A e e o TR
T frg AR DY e P R o) SR IR BE, HLIRGR
T fre tof e P A R ERL T e R SRR
JZ (1) 100 5 LA_RR1240, PR I B 12 T 7E A A
FHAZ PR Rl 25 7510 o DY Ml R e 0 3 28 R0 B 95 o i fc
X B RPN R B RS, R B . SR
ARG . IR R . DU R A DY e e
JFE 08 R B LI e ot £ 248 3R R I g 21 24262,
{EL A B 1) A RS P T e R YR R i s (B
1 L 3L BT RO 2 22 4% SR RE IR 2, 2 R AR
RN 0.2 mg/L 178 HURA U i 16 B 5
i, FERES NV E L4850 (BCFSS) 4 69.40,
BEET 2.0 mg/L ) BCFSS 18 10.02, A WL{E
OREHRE T, REFRAENEE S SRR E
FE R 2420270 SR I i L G 2R e R R
TR 0 SRR BN, UK Rl &R
% P T i PR P TR e o 3 0 35 9 I B o R R
Jie . GHU IR FR T fi . VR TR A L DY A TR S
it EEL TR e 1 AR YA L e ko i ] T 1 SRt 3 R LA
fREEP4, DY SUHRBE I R 7E 1000 mg/kg &,
A2 5| S ] 1 S 2 AR TS, H IR U AR
TIPS E AT 5.0 mg/kg I, S RN AR P i
R O A B TR AL R DNA B3, 7oA
IR R, LRI R L . SRR
P gk i 0 D70 e el e 5o s B HRUR IR B 1) F M 1h-
LCso 54 0.9933~1.154 mg/L, F L& w1 24
PERY; 95% YR EHLUE ik J5 24 0 R B AR R g R BN
IKHE, (H5—HF AL 10% V550 A It i 7 vk
BTN M B SRR B I 5, i 6 h ST R
BB 96%, it AiZ 22 5 1 R DR AT g 5 24 75 1 5
R OG0, (HEARJERIE A, 75— PH,

Zr bRk, U 2 AR 20t K AR AR ) R
JEE,  EL sk M R PR VR R R e ont RN R
BE, XA LT REX UK AR AR S TR A R TE B
i, LY O AR 2 TE A P R A BRI XURS: M

Mo BEAk, BRI AR, 1A R
SR TR T L T e R G S R UL e o 7K 2 2R ) 1 5 1
AR WARE, R EEANRANTIT AR IT, A
SRR HE R R SR S

3 SEE

HALPUR . R BT T, TR ER
SIFEY) . PRBERE A SR A 5 Ut B R AR 25 AT
R A EEE . WERER R A0 ik E
ER SR . SR, SHE . %N,
HAEEMIEN R RN 2, AR
A A - R B Rk (LC-MS/MS)Ee8) | ViR i
(LC)60-67-681 0 A 4 {0 % - 8 I 5 3 3 (GC-MS/
MS) 70 AR RS (GO BRI, Ty
HEEIR (LOQ) AL H R (LOD) &A%~ 0.16 Al
0.048 pg/kg s HHIFRM 1% HIR- L HE1E A
B3, 28 Cign N-THE 2 A 38R 1L,
Accucore aQ FERFHT 1B, HWIZEIEE T2 kNI
DRI, A 57 1 SHUR B B i S 38 PR 24 7E
KEFF LC-MS/MS EMEE R TT7%, LOD N
0.3~26.2 pg/kg, LOQ N 0.6~52.4 ug/kg®; it %
FH LC-MS/MS J5 ¥ 57 1 A& I M4 A6 Ky Hh 1 32K
Wi, ZJ7 VBT TE] < 4 min, LOQ (4 pg/kg)
A T AR H 2 24 70 ) B = ik B 7K (50 pg/ke)s
AT B VR T 38 5 28 G 285 22 BR A R A R B 551
F T BRAR A J4 FE A0 B I B RN, 3 %3
TERBUE . LEEIR A TR £ KA LC-
MS/MS 1 LC, 8 it 53 HE AH 2 BT Ab 2R 4R,
BT T [ e SR R RO e . R
IR R A A . O AR R T i PR IR
& B 3 A 7%, %07 R F R 55 5 IR AR B
2 J 7 AR SR I, &6 SRR B 5 b OBUE i 28 Ak
Zir B Y 79.6%~112.4%, HFEXFRHER 2 N
0.4%~6.9%, LOD 1 LOQ 4%} 0.7~1.0 il 2.0~
3.0 pg/kg™, 1 TTE BRI 2 ) B
K% B PR BB A ) A H W R I R R .
X B R NE, AW FiEET LC-MS/MS
76 5 min N 5EJE S PO % 24k 2576 6 F B P
S T B A AT, JHL YRR R T e AN R R R B
KA IES A, DYSH A% . B e B % Fn 4eC
7% ek A B T8, LOQ 4 5 pg/kg, LOD
9 0.05~2 pg/kg, %770 DL E T A AR Z55R H
WAR S 22400, fEK. HIEATAR Y S 1S A
JRU hZ KA LC-MS/MS I LC 3%, AW
B PR 858 7K R BB e AR 2R, L4 I A L
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HEZE (MOFs) 1E R BB 7], i HIFRACE 0.01~
0.03 pg/kg, FIE 85.0%~110.1%, RSD /hF
10%, IR ARG & LR, 2T E LR T
YRR XU i S AR 245 93 M B It 1) 48 D7 V50T e
TR s FLARET X U Jre 2 A 24 i ) ) B RS

FIE £ KF LC Ml GC 1=,

25 Pk, LC-MS/MS 75 XU B i 2 A 245 IR
BN REEM TR RS, MR,
N GC-MS/MS ¥, LC Fl GC 38 A 8¢
o G oy BT T VRS S AR WAL 52 3
N I SRR B AT O R RS VAl B T BE R T AR A

T4 WHERERAZRBITALE

Table 4 Summary of residual behavior of diamide pesticides

UeAl, HALSE TR ORI BRI, Tk
WFREINEF T, DR AR B B deR
4 FREBITH

B BE AT N A2 DEA U Jie 5 A 245 JRUISG DY A1k 1) =
FARbR, RS AR 0 E B AR Y. UL
Jie AR 25 B % R AT it 9T E AR TR AR A K
PLR 3N, W R B el ik KT
ST

WEFRR A, RUE i 28 A% 245 1) ¥ e~ 3 K 3
£ 0.5~27.7d (& 4), HATEAEY) - H g 5 1

TH R340 R L R 2PN A
E %5t 2 Degradation Amount of HEE sREE PR
Matrix Agrochemical half life/ residue/ STMR/ HR/ MRL/
d (mg/kg) (mgkg)  (mgkg)  (mg/kg)
i by (881 fo ke 5
;ﬁgﬁer 3t§z§i?ﬁﬁhe 43~66  0~25d: 0.08~0.61  0.19 0.61 0.7
g R Lt
Cabbage flubendiamide 3.4~3.6 - - o 0.2
AT SRR P fr
Longan chlorantraniliprole o 7-21d: 0.02-043 0.11 0.43 o
R A i) SR T
Medicinal dendrobum herb chlorantraniliprole - 3~120d: 1.00~11.5 258 11.5 -
JHFL, it SR T
Tobacco, soil chlorantraniliprole 12~27.7 5~14d: 0.08~12 36 12
o Fg. U R R
TEIR ST i Soybeans, soil chlorantraniliprole 3.1~102 1~7d: 0.003~1.01 0.28 101 2
Medium of plant T ey
origin CINGANS. N B N M - 7 d: o
Soybeans, soil chlorantraniliprole 3.3~173 3~7d: <0.001~0.33 0.04 033 0.5
S Ny SRR PR fr
Okra, soil chlorantraniliprole 221~2.16 0~7d: 0.01~0.31 0.09 0.31 0.6
i S TR HL
Cauliflower cyantraniliprole 39 0~14d: 0.07~3.04 032 3.04 2
i JRen TRE H L
Pumpkin cyantraniliprole 10.2 7~21d: <0.01~0.03 0.02 0.03 03
= [108] Dy 2
ﬁﬂm ;rfn%iifgi 2735 1~15d: 005175 033 1.75 —
B VY S e B fre
Cucumber tetrachlorantraniliprole 5.5 38d: 005 o o o
Bk, £ FBR S TR ,
Brown rice, soil, plant chlorantraniliprole 0.85~16.0 7-21d: 0.01~0.03 0.01 0.03 0.5
FEHIK, g, REpey 174 e e it frie
Rice field water, soil, plant tetraniliprole 1.4-47 14~28d: 0.01~0.84 0.02 0.84 -
FIK, E3E R SRR 5154
Rice field water, soil, plant cyhalodiamide : ’ - - o o
B IR LT S N (7 N T R ———
Environmental  Rice field water, soil, plant, rice /ﬁﬂliﬁ\?{iﬂm}& 0.5~53 14~30d: 0.01~1.20 0.02 1.20 —
< P broflanilid
medium hull roflanilide
ARG (pH=4. 6.86.  HUK ML 3.0-6.9
9.18), /K, FEHI/K. /KE  flubendiamide R 7 7 - -
KN IR H AR
Different buffer solutions (pH=4, -
6.86, 9.18), surface water, paddy HAK W@Mﬁ 3.6-7.5 _ _ _ _
field water, reservoir water, lake  chlorantraniliprole oo

water, redistilled water

T T RN ZHE Rk

Note: "—" indicates the missing data.
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7 2.21~13.3d. LHEHH 2.16~27.7d, fELiEG
(1714 e ~F- 2 9k LU AEAE DR R BB, X T
RE R T LE LR PHEFRsibe SRR 2w
FhORLAd R B R ) B s AT, Rk 2R R
IR R R, v 2.21 AT 2.16 A
B H MR R, N 12~13.3 d #l1 24.8~
27.7 d®7, G U L 7 FH B BB S Hp 1) 7 i
ERTEN, FEMSNNEHR 43~4.7d, =
N 5.6~6.6 d, ZWFFERI], 182 N 552 B S5
BRI RS, wT Ae S 20 H ) g ) Rk 2
B, T LE D) B AT DA AR 24 (R IR A AR IR,
X UL AR R T R 5 AE KRR TR ZK R B = f
KA K. TEKRERE R R, SR E R B
SR R 0 (1) i E SR I RE HH K > g
FEAR > R A, DO RO i VR R R Ok
JRE21 1) gt T R U R I R R FH - > e R AR >
MK, HBLXLZE R SEY SRR, EE. <
LA OGRS R WA K. A, AFAR
I Qe e I N T E RS
KA A R R R B AR O R K HE
K KK MR KRIK, i A% 2 5 1 5
IR A2 52 7K A4 pH AE BA K /K FR A BL R A I
FfE S RZ I, LR AR A EEY) B &
B BN 0.01~12 mg/kg, EHIEFKIHN 0.003~
9.70 mg/kg. MMM A 25 MV 56 5k BE B
(STMR) 4 0.01~3.6 mg/kg, % B ME (HR) A
0.03~12 mg/kg, S HUR LA B ) HR R
B, ARYE GB 276314 FIRK 8B O BT 45 1) f ok
BB PR & (MRLs), FTL 25550 %036 2 /EY A 1)
MRLs #5#E

gr BT, WAL Y R T 5 MR 2,
TH AR 2 7 B AR KM R T okt . IR B 1SS
ZRABER IR IR IR RE ), 2
B LA PR PHES A He B 7 A L4 b I R
M s 58T WAL AR RIS LR . A
HAET D, MFE N KA EH
MRL A5 #E, &% XU i 24 25 1) MRLs i 2K #¢
%, BVOIRAR CRR EARAES]E o

5 KUBLIFE

RIS DAt i X e R AR 24 Bk P IR B o v 1)
AL FH RS 7 428 1 B B ROR T B H R AL 2
AR 2 1R AR TP Ak 2 030 i MR X A A= 28 XU

KIEWE, W S o WL % g XU Ak . 2014—2019
F 2 DU 56 AR S R R ke A B AR
MRLs. STMR filfH VT A& (ADI, 2 mgkg),
GG R E R RE &0 PR, SR et
ARG Vi A5 7R 7 45 O v LA 1 R 1 R R XU
2014 A 7R HELE STMR (0.044 mg/kg) PL K
fa. B, k. EHKE. Bl TR
B 7 B EYIII MRLs (0.02~7 mg/kg) ¢ 1A
ORI 1 I B XU 0.69%1; 2016
T, GHUOR B AR B R ) SR A E YR i oK
T F. M. SRE. PN, SEEMEL
5, AR AN STMR (2.58 mg/kg) AEiCAE
Y1) MRLs (0.02~20 mg/kg) 8 14t 15 t HAS 1 i
BRI INA 3.59%; 2019 £ — 59 KEd
Mte ANEZE. Fn. ZAMHE S FEY, 45
LA ) STMR (0.19 mg/kg) PPAliTE HY, & 2
JEAE 20 P c /B T IR £ 5 XU 1.80%!1,
AR (RQ) 1 9% 30 22 1 FAEY) STMR V)&
EIR B S8 LidHF7EHh RQ E /T
100%, AT 0L, SRR FR R e (%) 6 SO0 RN S0 IR £ %
AN T P2 R AN 52 [ 2 i A . A 2
BRI 221 (JMPR) Fa i, SR HEERG . 1R
W PRIR RS R SRR AR, A RA
KB B R4 250 e 5] R Y A B BE 2 A8
(nigfe ek, MBS EAES KK
T, AT FUIE A (AR ADL A B S AR R A W UK
B T Fie X 37 i 50 AL 47 s 8 1) 25 e XU, AR 18 7
FH 7K R AR 4w G R T fi K ] s A 3
515 0.02~0.09 1 0.24~0.56 pg/L, & A4
TEE K £ (ECOSAR) 8L HAE KA AT R4
N TE RN R B (PNEC), A 15 Y vk i i
Vi PRSI TR ARG ER 1Y) RQ E 53501 0.7%~
3.5%-+ 0.1%~0.4% F1 22.8%~50.9%, FIHZIAIH
T 55 KT v e R B R s B AR AR
W, T 2y o0 g 8 A K AF ARV AE RO, Lk
b, TGRSR R I i S 24 )
K H McCammon 554 H 1) 23 505 Je VIR T7 15,
N 55 E BPA FOASEARE AL, PPl H S0 R gk
F I ERNY B 75 RQ E N 2.94 x 1075, FTIHFERIE
4 3 N H BBV G (25 SO 2 7= A 01 B 48 1
A B R

g bRTIR, R R G AT (GAP) #HEFEH
2y, G R T fr A U e R AR 2 ) TR AR TS



No. 2 i BRAE: UL RAR G AR . ARSI BOR AT AT Tt R 305

T e RS2 AT B2 1, M 2% i S5 4 S 0O Xz
TR, R TE R s PR B L RAL 254
SRR AR, BAL R AW N, S WUE
g2 AL, 2R, TS ZHME SR
e KBS PPA . 9L RE SR A BN Y SR HE DA R AR
HEBAR AT JI5HE

6 N

WU A4 25 E R M AR 2 IR R 2y
Az —, TEGEHH % R E SEar 5 .
IR O AR A B AU TS MR 3G i, X
ZRAFE T R EACFbiE, #CSAE
Flie AR PR 25 e s B, DA RE SR R
BEARE PUIERR L, RIS AT LK PR AR R 2 77 3%
HCRAE N UIN s 3EAT BUME LA 70 BUBE L Ak
2ot KA R R R IR, DR N i 1 K A= AR
BRG, RN REHETR, ERBE AR
Zith, R LC-MS/MS #ATIRE DT, SR &
1, WESNZH LC M GC ¥, I
AR HAETIE, BA RGN HE . ot
TPERATAWRAG, DL 37 5 35 0 M 0 A 3
P 25 R AL R SO HE . XU I S A 24 1) VS it T R a2
FIERKMRE. R T EMMMEZ R R
Wi, 7E -SRI RE S LIRE VLR PHE T
LR I RB R S EA K. HEUE AR, &R
MV B il FH 25750, XU Jie Ak 25 5 — M NI
PR & T 3252 11, A Ja RO i £ UG VA7 33k AT 5
GRoeyE,  HbAT AR A KU AR Y 5 78 AU PR AG
ML SERVAE A (Y EFIE) FSeginN aa R LN
5l MRLs fill &, XU e IS A< 24 1) Rk 2 a3k i Joi
R 5 8 XSG 0 T £ AL S 4
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