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Abstract

Recently, Vaccine Center has developed anti-Cobra monovalent venom,
anti-Banded Krait monovalent venom and anti-Cobra-Banded Krait bivalent
venom by using purified duck yolk immunoglobulin (IgY) with low cost
benefit. In this study, we propose to use this technology to overcome the
challenge of low neutralizing titer horse-derived Trimeresurus
mucrosquamatus and Trimeresurus gramineus stejnegeri bivalent anti-venom.
According to the immunization result, neutralization effect of duck anti-sera
against Trimeresurus mucrosquamatus snake venom can reach the highest
titer (320 Tanaka unit) at 10" week. In addition, after immunized the same
duck with Trimeresurus gramineus stejnegeri snake venom at 8",
neutralization effect can be induce over 60 Tanaka unit at 12" week and
reach the highest titer (383 Tanaka unit) at 24" week. Moreover, ELISA
analysis system was confirmed that can be used for quick screening of
antibody response and can be played as a critical auxiliary tool in
neutralization assay and in-process monitoring. Analytical method validation
was completed in this study, and its recovery rate and precision can reach
90-115% and over 90% respectively; Correlation coefficient of linearity can
reach over 0.9; LOD and LOQ of Trimeresurus mucrosquamatus and
Trimeresurus gramineus stejnegeri venom are 0.319, 0.958 and 0.311, 0.932

respectively.

Keyword: cobra, IgY, ammonium sulfate precipitation method,
Trimeresurus mucrosquamatus and the Trimeresurus mucrosquamatus venom,
Ouchterlony double diffusion, Western blotting, Brad-ford method, ICR mice

model, ELISA validated system.



25 2=

Al a
FWRAL B LR KA AL H R RS ERE NI o

BATE RSB HF o FZ E S L URFHRF LR BET » Bk h 5 ik
B IR EFZ - R EREA RN > UBRREAREZRE

7 [ 89 318 P (antigenic variation) » ¥ HEIEAAH EHEITLEE -
BRTARFI A SR F B E LR EHTHK - SR b RE LR B IR
HESEH A ZwEkaEnFEL 23l A (DE adikes hF
THERICERFREFN 4 > QBRI FELF > THm 2 & RARE
HQRESRFLE > DI nd L PR ELEE D

SF URABAF R BRAGE REFTEAE -

S AG B B IR 76 AR Y P R A R AL IR T
— B 5 75 % & (horse serum proteins) K EEAAR » 8BEFBR=H 4%
BI4ER » Bp(1)44 82 R & (complement reaction) @ & % 7% 3K & & Z Fc region
o ANBZ AR X RE 5 (2)@7F & (serum sickness) @ K
BN FE TR OFEANE LA HESRE B R A 0 MR
%~ % ¥ (vasculitis) ~ Bf & X (arthritis) & B % (nephritis) %z 4% 5 (3)i
HOMEAR 57 (anaphylactic shock) @ K& 9 R LR 7] 45 ABSIGE 7E1b > #& R ¥
RABEREIMER(D) - BB AT A ERKHFRFER BT F & H Ik

#o o BEERS > EFRZAHGETHARTEE LN BFAME
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WA ERAEN S0 ¥t Al — e aF Rk
E O EHETO0T o BA A BT A ZE A8 H BB 2FE TR0 B

PARNMGMWE » ARFEBRTHABBBAEBRYGLARNE - METRE)

>

MFRE AL EER BB FAEEMN - R AT MEA LM

ZH—RKESR BRI EREA LR EL M -

RTHBEZSI FRALERKFLFHEZSGMZ— BHAHREA

FILECE S ERARIK L REGNKFEG BB LMBHEIKIER

>~

WAL > RHLRFHTHEAMN REFILBEHMERIAREL > TAELE
AEEZ A BI1990F KUK CFZERANRECH RS Y ho s
o MERARK > TEEERME > BT T AR PHRREB S ZL
L eBEINENERTSN  BIAERTLRKRES
(yolkimmunoglobulins » IgY) » ZiE&4TILR > BHEZIEEEZE
EFRETFQRI) Bl EZMmT  Y&dhEFPr#Ed) TR
TR IR aBPAR R BRI ES R EAAR 0 BF U T8
A
(=)~ ZaM ZelgY &3 Eo-g 3 8aIeGR M - REZ R FAR
#% #mRNAE 32 M 17 %) (alternative splicing)Z 4 # > FR AR E Z %
B EFABR RIS T4 Z48 3 56 460KDaz Fe h & B

ARG FHE LR AR RIE -
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(=)~ F M e FlgYIRBENHILAXeCh g R sug XX M
RIEM& » T FIgYIR MR @ H#ER A 4% ~ BRRAR FEEGETAR
J& o SR T RN A AT AR o AT AT A S B AL - AR R ARA
RERTERRm AL EMRAEEE -

(Z)HAE SHAERES BTREEXTVPES FHALLEGS) &
Bt — R #HEMEATAEENEYH AR T 10204 -

(W)~ BAE - BlgY R d & wBRAF > AR B0 FRAMLSFRRIT - M
H European Center for the Validation of Alternative Method+. 2 3% 1&
F &= U Bl SLEA LA -

(Z) ~ MR A - P& AR B SLA R R AR > B IR IS & b4k i A

F R BAR -
G~ REMS P OA XFRREHERRYEUREHBABENCT » £

ZEMTEFTFZRA o

B B ATlgY 4iagta b 69 E R A L6 XUk T 40 > B R X B %)
W PR o B 2 IgY ®] #fF $urotavirus(7,8,9) -~ Enterotoxigenic E. coli
(10,11) ~ Helicobacter pylori (12,13)&9 & # > Motoi (2005) % ALIE K R
FHEAR G LR HFE0IgY HuBSLIE K% FHBALB/C /&
AT P AR R 0 &R A R80IUke &l 2 094 B8 75% &9/ B A fhk

%A > 1301U/kg B E a9 HLA8 R AT A &9/ B A PR UE (14) > Sbsk

7



IgY4L B 78 o] ¥ Ho g 82 % > ko Thalley(1990) % A LA 4 B 33 5 &
HEHERERTHE > BMETRERFRIgY LB LA RIFE ¥ o8
(15) » Devi (2002) % A2L0.6 mg #y4ksdseied fa B » HH12-90%
P8 T 4b AL 475-100 mgeylgYHidh » B AR S E S — K@ 4%
PE(16) » Almeida(1998) % AL B B t) & FRE R FMERWEFE LA RT
#1% o BB a9 1gY HUAE 7T LA 3 fiAE a9 phospholipase A2 LA AE 3
fn > B 1 mltgHuse 5 %) F400.0675 mgty 4 F B ¥ H % 0.075 mgey &
RI¥C#HR) s ARFEXAXRRIEL > RERREER FTSHKF LRT
#o praAbd 21gY  fupEeh PAoE B RUB L B A FAF6.315 R24% o B AT
78 &9 Antiven /> 8] JE f& i 4T Pseudonaja nuchalis ~ Pseudonajaaffinis ~
Pseudonaja inframacula = #& #8 I Y Hu 82 69 R)3K > 3 72004 F  F 3FH 4%

EE WA LRI BRI YILEE A L B oo

BATA Bk @ E & SRRt B e F A RRILETE
TARBREY ©RIEE UL R 48 BE R BIgYREeLR
B PR EAE o RFISFARAFCABITHARINE " HABEUBELER
fRAAE RALR A6 S ABIQY gt (1) | &RE5 > A 54 Z6000%
HBRAGFAREH SBEERFARE —CEHEEFEERALNI0E T
W RAIRA BT AR FIGYHR > BEBTURRFOERANE > KY

ST IB0RAE - o A B A5 £ & FUBRAL A Re 5 R LR 48 B S LB A0 5 T
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BH8S B E - KAEhFREAE T CHEESIEEIRERIER
FEMBEBBOE > FARR  —HAREKBCEFZRHBEZRERILR
FoAABEERGHREN TR LE K > ABEE TG KA R
B GT WEFERAAABRESEFR T AT RHABRERIER
R () b ) BB IgYILAE B & AR B PR B A LR

HAEmA ERAMHELT AN EAYE B E LY BAZ o



— ~WERBEZEH N R AT — R L0.1IM pH6.8 2 PBS# & #4% itie &

Y

RARBW FERERLY B BEBEAN2Y R T B

( glutaraldehyde ; GA ) » {8554 GA ZJHLEE 5025% » Zn
RADNES R ZRIAGEBAKRET » 2 EN4C P

ZERB HBAERRAERS ARE A B (SME R

) TEE B AKFISORMBAER > TRHEAEKC8EA > —EHBA

— P& E250-28088 7 K o AT IR AT 0 Sod E [gV4u RS Ak i 2

mlfL % FER i iR -

ZEIRBRIERFRLIGYRBEETFRRAER 2L BT LR

BRAMERENE  BEAEE LI ARBKE SR 24 EERA

—RWBEE > RRZEWT 0 AR L

el
En

[5) B LA v 48 3 3 47

BIRE > B NI E AELISAR] T A8 218 » BARFELISAL R » B

BREQIEY AR EATEH Y F AR RBIZAE - £BREX T X

B ¥
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HRIEHFMY
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g AR ARG E R s R e R - —RBEE
#60-70 mg > H T A A15~20ml - F¥HHE o LIgY flgY
AFc #agtb> %% ar IgY IgYAFc=1:1> %% %IgY :IgY AFc=1":
30 Mtk AlgYF A F 69lgY AFc#) £409% » Mtk AlgY AFciF
M 4% a1gY AFc# 959% B4 E o

E~ $18IgY g ahie(17,18,19,20) : i1 4 & pipolyethylene glycol (PEG)
B ok K # #8 7% (water dilution method 5 WD )2 BRIgY &4 ig A &
&~ B R AL o RIFEAR T OF ROSF B ATH R 3t & 2 b R
¥ GAE A AR BR SR R AT S B IgY s kW T L AR AR

B> E T KRB RR >R E LB >R T~k
4g -
~IgY B ERAERERE RSB RV BR AL X IgY ST B X
Amicon Ultra-15Centrifugal Filter Devices i 41T 1 8% /B 45 » & LA
Bradford reagent B3R E G EEE | A =R AKE2 mg/ ml
Z Bovine Serum Albumin (BSA) 2 #& 4T F 7 #FE - BB AR
S BARRIRESO ] BN ER T » 2D3EHR - Al A
Bradford reagent 150 ;21> & #30%» o BAELISA% . 4% ( Molecular
Device, SPECTRA MAX 340pc ) & Bk &595 nm& 518 » BAMF 3] &
aERE -

£~ SAlgY B ARREZXF M
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(1) 1% FA 4 & % 7% 3% 33X 5 (Ouchterlony double diffusion) » & ik 89 407
-FLEE A A Z G E  TRERIgY B R T HREEAR E 1L
H R 32 27T 5 ME HUR 91 € 40 7T R M BURR 4 ) e A8 T 64 38 Bs R B
wREG NN EEREFLETREMBLZOHTRK - ThEA
i LA R AR BT 0 BT R — AR F T A AR o
(2) wada B2k (western blotting )L #1gY BRI 5 & fo ik ¥ F 40
BRZEGHE AW  REEGEBEAEEARE  FIA
Semi—phor ¥ # X E#H 48 K F R AL DB MER Z RS %
FEE o NSRRGSR L > B30 44814 200.19%
Tween20/PBS /& 6 2 1% m N & 3838 & MY B AR HES
d FREBEE L > £3TCHRRME PAER2/ > 220.1% Tween
20/PBS FHAZRRFHRARLESCZIHRAE - W ANBEHEZ
HRPconjugatedgoat anti—mouse IgY4i 8¢ - £37°CI1a B4 F4/ER 1/
B > 220.19% Tween20/PBS #F ik =R R AR R & A2l - 5 TMB
BRGERE > EAS5~1004 > FHZEBRALETF LTSRS
L TBMEREHE

AN~ L ELISA5#7 F iR A 4 % (21,22)
(1) ZIXELISAF 5 H XA AEFBZIR - B AN E H T4
PORBRIFBEARAEHFZMARETE 4 CREARE -

F Barfe A ELISA & Z&4& > £40.05% Tween20 / PBS (PBST20)#%
12



A5 B2 HURE3R » /1% 2A1% BSA/PBS #47Block 37 C REF
JNBF 0 ER3R A% 0 Au AAPBST 2038 & # FE 2 4508 S ¥ B e duse
FHBIgY #&b o K EMN3T CHRBEA T =N o Fk3 R Hho
AR TFHLTE —RIUAE 5L KB A 1LEE & 48 A 52 (Rabbit
anti-ducklgG HRP)#37 ‘CARiE 4 ¥ RIE — /NB§ » F 23R - &4&
4870 ¥ Az A 100ml OPD(0 — phenylenediamine dishydrochloride)&
EFREM ORENEBER 0 2 ERE2554E 0 UELISAR R
Bk 450 nm A& 650 nmB YL A o
(2) ELISA#7 7 ik w2 L £ & TAF B OA%F B AR Q E#E M AIKO
Pk 30 [ 903X @ Fx AR 18 ) 4& FR LOD(Limit of detection) ® 5 f& 1% i

£ 2 LOQ(Limit of quantiation) °

®. #3r ELISA & 42 Bk
REEFERERGT EFIoMERAEBHAZEE - KT
AT EEEME - MR (D)=[2 1RARIE ) B /A
B RBIREFI00% o FEEIEAR A PG E i R (%) 56 E B A

95%-105% z_Fe] °

@. 2 ELISA 2425 E
HIgY 4 % RETHWAIFLERGBERME » UAZEE MY

12 # % (relative standard deviation ;RSD)&y 4 X, &~ - 3+ & RSD
13



18> A 5% e

®. #Z 31 ELISA 4 %2 &M k14
Bl A H ke EE > BMEEARC)ELEAL 095 X4

Lo

@. 7 31 ELISA 4 %2 % 1844 8]4%& [k LOD(Limit of detection)
B H M F R RARBRIARIR R E o BEIE4E A RSD /v

5% AT

®. # 31 ELISA % % < 18488 & & LOQ(Limit of quantiation)
B A T RO AR IR o FEALIEAR B E T A BG2)E
56484 095 L E -
o~ B EIgY Ao FH 2 2B 520 mg/ml2 IgYHuBE oA 4 32 A B K 5 8
B R ER B SAMLD 2 ¢k F 1% 0 EN3TCEBREARR
o FHEFRUNG B TEHBEI2~14 7 XICRDE BE
48/ BF 0 I Sk BT E T HERME o AR A T BE

(MLD/ml)(& F ¥ 41)(U)=4 MLD/0.2 ml x IgY # Bz -

14



s 3

(—) MERERFRSERFRF ~IgY LB H 4
KEZEWT 02 19 BARERIEAF RS FERILFR)E
31 Bz IgY g -

(=) A SDS-PAGE # western blotting 7 % 18 8 5% B 4% U £ s646 &

IgY Hi 7 -
Western blotting
1 2 3 1 2 3
— - Py
]
Bl 2 - 3 Jhut e -3
el e T 150MW— > ¢ 0
- B
- E ]
Wyl
el
o
—
il
it
1. Marker 1. Marker
2. egg yolk protein after salting out 2. BB
3. isolated IgY (AFc) 3. iERFRR
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5w L BBRAR JUBIE ST A — S abdbd IgY (AFc)4isg -
(2) i@ RRFEARETLE M -
1. @& % 7% #%& 33X % (Ouchterlony double diffusion)
HBRILR ;R HFEBILY R HEE 0 F e &R IR

Erz tbdr > $A L NI AR TR > 2L KA RBARE o &
FindarlgY i B R L& —M -

B F 11X £A40 mg/ml - IgY g : 1X %A20.14 mg/ml >

2%t (Ag) 1 mg/ml -

& fo IgY Hid

HaamFE 11X A40mg/ml > IgY HgE @ 1X A19.54 mg/ml >

i RE (Ag): 1 mg/ml
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(w) & Brad-ford kiR E IgY G RE -
My &  WERBN Y TAREZERGERE B—2H#48%

10-30 mgZE & g » A% E40mgiE 4748 B B Bk ©

(&) & ELISA 7 X R 78 F o i & o 38 5 218
HATEF R RIFIRE > AAAR A IRE| F 198 ey 8% - BRI
HRBER hFe P BN EREER TR > kit ($108)
Ay F o LERBEISFR T SR A E ARG AR EE 518

IgY ey FmfFse -

2.000
1.500
+
8 1.000 040506(m)
—=— (040506(s)
0.500
0.000
0 2 4 6 8 11 14 17 19
weeks
M: & 3% 56
S: R &
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(7) ICR mice model 2 M E XA KL HFEB IgYIBAEAHL P
Fo s F I fE -

BRI RRBF2ARL P Fo N EER608 F FA ol b F 108 3F 2
%80 53208 F B AL o {2 R S 0 B 2038 B 46 T8 22008 B fr4s
Bk BRI E 2% FSE MY > F 1284 T Fo g
H60m F B4 (42078 F B4 ) F24RFE P R 52 A383\ F
B o F25BAR %k BB E MWK BB T F > &A& EH557100

Y EfA A o

2.7 -
A —&— SY040506m
/\ —A&A— SY040506s
2.4 4 A ‘A
e \
- \
E21- \
3 \ .
]
&
8 e (60 & + % 1)
I3
|
1.5
*o—0—0—0—0—0
1.2 411 T T T T T T T T T T T "1

L L B B
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32

week(s)

M: 2% 5t
S: kR &
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(£) 23 ELISA 547 ik A 4
(1) ELISA 24 ik B B 2 B % ¢
BHEBEREAZH EMRLIoMERBABHEEZRE - KT X
HHEL KR o m R (D)=[2 BRAIRIRE)AR B IREARE &

BE*100% o

2% #L4 ODyso 18| Sample ODyso 18 |= % | %RE
1 2.020 97.7 2.3
2 2.046 99.9 0.1
3 2.035 99.0 1.0
SYO04 1.803
4 2.090 103.8 3.8
5 2.036 99.0 1.0
6 2.002 96.1 3.9
A 1000 156942 & 5% ODysso /2 @ 2.290
7r B8 4 ODyso | Sample ODysp fE | =L &
9%RE
1 1.943 102.8 2.8
2 1.962 104.5 4.5
3 1.946 103.0 | 3.0
SY04 1.660
4 2.010 109.0 9.0
5 1.993 1074 | 74
6 1.851 94.3 5.7

#MEE 1000128942 & 5 0D450 & : 2.166

#13 #3 T ELISA 547 7 ik Bk B 2 Wl & 7T i 90-11596 -

(2) ELISA ¥ k2B EE ¢
H#IgY 4 % RET M ATFERG BRI - DARE £ 48 #47

# % (relative standard deviation;RSD)&) F X & = °

19



Assay #|Anti-Mucrosquamatus IgY ODy,so | Anti-Gramineus IgY ODys
ffe SY04 TREESA SY04

1 1 1.588 1 1.464
2 1.617 2 1.499

3 1.607 3 1.496

4 1.597 4 1.535

5 1.619 5 1.589

6 1.603 6 1.555

Mean 1.605|Mean 1.523

SD 0.012|SD 0.045
%CV 0.8/%CV 3.0

2 7 1.599 7 1.563
8 1.638 8 1.606

9 1.540 9 1.619

10 1.545 10 1.612

11 1.559 11 1.638

12 1.566 12 1.641

Mean 1.574|Mean 1.613

SD 0.037|SD 0.028
%CV 2.4|%CV 1.8

3 13 1.446 13 1.235
14 1.412 14 1.277

15 1.458 15 1.280

16 1.453 16 1.282

17 1.464 17 1.308

18 1.505 18 1.329

Mean 1.456|Mean 1.285

SD 0.030|SD 0.032
%CV 2.1|%CV 2.5

Overall,n=18 Overall,n=18

Mean 1.545|Mean 1.474

SD 0.071|SD 0.146
%CV 4.6|%CV 9.9

&% RIERE well ~ RE] plate ~ RE RAFMAIERER > ok
HECOVAMR ATETEIBEEES > AT EEFEETEINOBAEL -
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(3) ELISA 5 # k2 s M ey 48 Bl 143t ¢

Bl oA R R M A B2 ELEE 095 X b

(s

— 3H17TH 3HI8H 3H19H

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

0.002 [2.071 2.075 2.120 2.144|1.765 1.721 1.733 1.763(1.534 1.555 1.526 1.546
0.001 [1.760 1.794 1.833 1.826|1.493 1.544 1.514 1.542(1.311 1.340 1.327 1.328
0.0005 [ 1.454 1.484 1.505 1.510]11.172 1.211 1.200 1.229(1.042 1.057 1.042 1.097
0.00025) 1.134 1.104 1.128 1.180(0.871 0.870 0.851 0.869]0.725 0.764 0.778 0.790

0.00012
SY04 - 0.730 0.723 0.735 0.751]0.554 0.560 0.558 0.544(0.468 0.484 0.488 0.489
0.00006
o 0.463 0.452 0.446 0.460]0.322 0.332 0.321 0.324(0.291 0.287 0.289 0.281
0.00003
5 0.248 0.257 0.248 0.26610.180 0.187 0.173 0.170{0.139 0.152 0.151 0.146
T (e
3H17TH 3H18H 3H19H
TREEER |

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

0.002 [1.964 2.011 2.026 2.036(1.745 1.770 1.747 1.73911.586 1.610 1.612 1.641
0.001 |1.630 1.642 1.697 1.672{1.476 1.465 1.502 1.497|1.274 1.277 1.274 1.319
0.0005|1.283 1.332 1.291 1.346(1.122 1.136 1.144 1.147]0.923 0.946 0.937 0.963
0.00025(0.887 0.934 0.935 1.003]0.792 0.793 0.805 0.8120.666 0.655 0.666 0.689
SY04 0.02012 0.560 0.580 0.601 0.611]0.476 0.484 0.491 0.488(0.406 0.402 0.412 0.412
0.00006
25
0.00003

125

0.318 0.340 0.338 0.350]0.281 0.277 0.281 0.277(0.225 0.211 0.235 0.230

0.174 0.184 0.179 0.186]0.152 0.155 0.153 0.147(0.121 0.117 0.120 0.118

FREAASY04 WEHHESY04
25 ——3F17A 1 2.5
—=—3H17[ 2

2.0 3F1TAE 3

L
// IEITE 4
L5 F o —x— 3R 180 1
810 7 ——3F 180 2
: / ——3F 180 3
05 L ——3H18H 4

4 IA9A 1
00 ‘ : : w sELE?| | g,
0 0000S 0001 00015 0002 o005 | GAMAD 0 00005 0001 00015 0002 0.0025
3H190 4 s o
R LR
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35 &% ELISA o4 a2 g e a1 3T 09 A £
(4) B 54 F kRGP ARRIRE
FEA5AZ A RSD /7 5% AT o Bl % oH ke RAKE R

oo BEMIS R BB @8 A B E LB 095 Bk -

SY04 SY04
AL 2 28 :
SLOPE R SLOPE R
1 1.7904  0.9519 1 1.9837 0.9403
2 1.821 9402 2 2.0146 0.
3178 8215  0.940 3178 0146 0.9309
3 21512 0.9497 3 2.0411 0.9248
4 1.8617  0.9551 4 1.6936 0.9417
1 1.7781  0.9293 1 1.7712 0.9375
2 1.7844 . 2 1. .
3A 18 8 78 0.9670 3A 18 8 7836 0.9333
3 1.7811  0.9624 3 1.7855 0.9465
4 1.8136  0.9646 4 L7771 0.9469
1 1.5665  0.9565 1 1.5725 0.8922
2 1.5845  0.9492 2 1.5972  0.9025
3R 198 38198
3 1.5530  0.9431 3 1.5916 0.8909
4 1.5744  0.9585 4 1.6294 0.8975
Mean 1.7550  0.9523 Mean 1.7701 0.9238
SD 0.170  0.011 SD 0.167 0.022
%CV 9.7 1.1 %CV 9.4 2.4
LOD 0.319 LOD 0.311
LOQ 0.958 LOQ 0.932

& BRFELOD 1 0.319 & LOQ : 0.958 -

728 LOD : 0.311 & LOQ - 0.932 -
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»

ISYB AT AN FFEMARGS —BEL T @ %S A
IR T R FEF AR ESE ~ R E T MY ERA R T HE
WERAR - ABHBBEZFARNCRAIEE D HHBEXEF I
5~ BB R i o B Hum 8 Bt FlgYHes (AFad) BmA

BSR4 & 7 BT HusiseelgY i 41 5 A R 48 69 B - A

UEAZHBBEAIERERSUEEARR TR REMRBAYE atitd izt
BARBES  UBELAEZAESL  BEBHRILERELFS-1218:E 540

HYEM MmBFERAFIOEER RS20\ F B LEET F H
H% o 2IBREREZ > LAESME (F12:8) TR W HEELEE
e ENFREMBREFRFTAERILEINIOB P EMB L EE (LES
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