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Abstract; We evaluated the effects of oregano essential oil on the nutrient degradability, rumen fermentation,
and CH, production of sheep in an in vitro fermentation system. The experiment had a single-factor design. O-
regano essential oil (OEQO) was added to the medium at four different levels; 0 (CON), 100 (EO,), 400
(EO,), 700 (EO;), and 1000 mg « L™'(EQ,). Each group had four replicates. After fermentation for 48 h,
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nutrient degradability and fermentation parameters were measured. The total gas and CH, production were
measured at 1, 3, 6, 9, 12, 18, 24, 36, and 48 h during fermentation. The main results were as follows: 1)
Dry matter degradability (DMD), crude protein degradability (CPD), and neutral detergent fiber degradability
(NDFD) were significantly increased in the EO, group (P<C0. 05), significantly decreased in the EQ, group
(P<<0.05), and unaffected in the EO, group (P>>0. 05) compared with the CON group. The DMD was signifi-
cantly higher in the EQ, group than in the CON group (P<C0. 05). Addition of OEO did not affect the acid de-
tergent fiber degradability (ADFD) (P>0.05); 2) Among all groups, the EO, group had the lowest pH but
the highest concentrations of total volatile fatty acids (TVFA) and propionate. The acetate concentration was
higher in the EO, group than in the EO,, EO;, and EO, groups (P=0.011), however, the percentage of ace-
tate/ TVFA was significantly lower in the EOQ, group than in the EO, and EO, groups (P<C0.001), and the ra-
tio of acetate/propionate was significantly lower in the EO, group than in the CON group (P<C0. 05). Com-
pared with the CON group, all the EO groups showed significantly decreased concentrations of butyrate and
NH;-N, and lower butyrate/ TVFA ratios (P<Z0. 05); 3) The total gas production and CH, production after 36
h of fermentation decreased as the OEQO dose increased. Compared with the CON group, the EO, group showed
significantly decreased total gas production from 18 to 48 h of fermentation (P<C0. 05), and the EO,, EO;,
and EQO, groups showed significantly decreased total gas production and CH, production after 18 h of fermenta-
tion (P<C0. 05). Compared with the CON group, all EO groups showed significantly lower CH, production
from 12 to 36 h of fermentation (P<C0. 05). In summary, supplementation with oregano essential oil can im-
prove nutrient degradability, regulate rumen fermentation, and decrease total gas and CH, production; the op-

''in in vitro fermentation conditions.

timal supplementation level is less than 100 mg « L.~
Key words: oregano essential oil; in vitro fermentation; nutrient degradability; fermentation characteristics;

CH, production

R A8 CH, HERcE 5 2Bk ARTE3h CH, HE R =19 26 %6, CH, M HERCA U™ 5 9 T RAF
555 o [ B AR 1 K 3 0 ARk e i A R AR AR SR AITRIF ST T 2 i Ao 981 1 A T SR 0D S 4 Bl i
BEHERC 7 v L b RAR S O RS A2 OF S i i 2 — o KRR SE R U] M A Tl Cessential oil, EO) K& H:
AW VR A W R 68 3 Sk R 4 S 2 S IR S R R A e DL R R TR R AIC CHL HEC TR 3 0T LS o 9
B A SR IR B R 1 & AR L 4 e 2R R R 28 B R WYY . R RS I (oregano EO) B4 E
(Origanum vulgare) " HERUR ELA HUE PUA AL 16 P 00 ¥ 4, F006 vE sl or 222 & 7 W . A By 08 9 06 o5
REREEY R . Busquet % RSN B R B b R I BN (2.2 mg « L) A DARRAR R B Hh A AUk
. G3 b AR SRR AR AR R D B B HE R 12067 . A ERE A T IR RER E pH R e TR
AR AL BB AR R B . A R il b i 0 P A 43 7 0 1 R L A o S T R A ) R R e
/D99 S AA KT i TE T R AR B R B A TR AR R Patra SEUYRIEGE R B WS AN R U BE B A ZRE I (250,
500 F1 1000 mg « L"), B & i I A 39 87 A CHL 7 8 T BT AL 38 b PR e U 21 2 0 A 32 18 10 35 1%
i IF 2R 5 K MR B 7 R AV BT . AR EOR I A A 7 S B R B AT ST A D L O ELR A 0K vk S R R AT 5T R
JIN AN TR (R I 5 X8 A 7 552 i i A3 190 o 335 Ve B AN [ DAL I A F 5 A i N 9 BF 9 R ity b 390 0 2R 20KS il B S A
JE AL T K B9 RE L L 100,400,700 AT 1000 mg « LS [A] R A 7K S 5 ik — 25 ffF 5 2L 3 B AR A0 55 43 bR
ik 28 e R TR P R0 W) TS 0 2 A e S N L O TR B 4 Sl ) A 7 b R P SR A B AR A

1 MR57FE

1.1 Bk sh 4 &4 5§ 22
IR e 3 HARBUAIAR T (56. 684-2. 14) kg IR A K AR B 245 1O {d B 2% 3 (F8 [ SE A </ B 26 °F
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2232 1A E MR B W AR 2, 5 2 R IR 3, A AR 2 IR B K I 5% & Bt 2% (National Research Council,
NRC)(2007)“2%%%3‘%%%@ﬂﬁﬁﬂ FEHLEE R 34,5 2 65,5, HAH N B FRK L3R 1, &K 4351 F 8:00 F1 1800
S am A R VR, S LR RS . H B AROK . R AEIR B O TR AR AR I T AR 2 U 7 d,

F1 HKEARARREFKF

Tablel Composition and nutrient of experimental diet (dry matter basis)

JEBl Ingredients & Content (%) # 37 7KF Nutrient levels? % & Content

E K4 Whole corn silage 65. 50 AL HE Digestible energy (DE, MJ » kg™ 1) 14. 21
E >k Corn 25. 74 HML#E H Crude protein (CP, %) 15.13
k) Soybean meal 2.34 HiME Pk 47 4E Neutral detergent fiber (NDF, %) 51.17
XM Rapeseed meal 2.34 PR 1 PR 47 4k Acid detergent fiber (ADF, %) 38.03
#iH1 Cottonseed meal 2.34 #5 Calcium (Ca, %) 0.41
£1#} Limestone 0.58 % Phosphorus (P, %) 0.27
£ NaCl 0.58
12 BREL Premix 0.58
&1l Total 100

D4} kg WIR B A A One kg of premix contained the following: V 220000 1U, Vp 372000 1U, Vg 2000 1U, D-4:#) % D-biotin 40 mg, # Bt Nico-
tinic acid amide 2000 mg, Mn (as manganese sulfate) 710 mg, Zn (as zinc sulfate) 2005 mg, Fe (as ferrous sulfate) 830 mg, Cu (as copper sulfate)

680 mg, Co (as cobalt sulfate) 12 mg,? L fE it 58 . Hofl M S { . Digestive energy were calculated values and others were measured values.

1.2 XEERH+

A G A 2 E Ralco s 74 6], 4 B0 E 206 M4 0 - & P B (carvacrol, % 28 80 %0 ~
85%) » H A& W (thymol, &~ 2. 5% ~3.0%) . X £ (p-cymene, ¥ im 4 3. 5% ~9. 0%) , y-if i M (y-ter-
pinene, F A 2.0 ~5.5%) . IR HBHARERMHLB T 08 5 DAL BA AP 4 D ER L R
(250 mL) H A3 HAS TN 5 A 6 K F B9 28 208 il A 38 A= 2R 4 CCOND L 35 100 (EO, ) 400 (EO,) , 700
(EO;) 11000 mg « L' (EO D 4 ZAFIAL . 75 W8 —A2 AR IR (4 ASFERD |, RIUASES I 4 19 i ) A A= Z= 05 3l L 1
TR B R ALE
1.3 IRIPE B A & R

FiRAJE 2 hoalal g S REERERE N EY. FFJ 4 JREb A uE K I U S B R WO TR ET W CO, AR

R U 0] S AN RAE T 39 (oK i AT . RSN U ER AT ANKOM RFS(SEE ANKOM technol-

ogy corporation)%ﬁ@ﬁbﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ%éﬁo Ziﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁﬁlf%'ﬁf Mifj]%ﬁﬁuxﬁ*ﬁgﬁ %‘ﬁi\$):9/ﬂ/f§]*ﬁﬁ
i EOR FEHL (XEB-200) B3 E 2 1 mom UKL, FHAEBRARINZT 1200 mg TARFE AL B0 A 250 mL K BENR AP, B4 A
LR 3 SN AR R 5 B A ZORT I . A IR EORE A S I A 100 mL BUAARY N T B 22 i Al 50 mL g gk
J BRI N TR PR Menke 65 5 IRECH] L OF MU PR ZEE A CO, 30 s J5 Sz BN R EE L IFHE A
KBS PR O B RGBT 39 CC N LR IR 48 hy Ashic /=AU E J1. 4 A AR ) % B IS 1) A5
(1.3.6.9.12.,18.,24.,36 1 48 h) A B TR HEAEF R A 5 mL LB A 0T CH, ™R E ., KB
S5RGBT R MR VKoK T 2k R T UCEE 15 mLL R RO A K I S B R R A R R R 0 WA AR R T A s
EFRIT R .
1.4 W ZIAREM T F &
141 FaR SR 20 I E Zx HECARDRE o3 AT B ) 7% S5 ek A 00 5 A U I e ) R R & % AR T T ) T (dry matter,
DM) . *ﬂ%lﬁl (crude protein, CP) . g M4 Pk 1 £F 4k (acid detergent fiber, ADF) £ H 4 1k 3% £F 4 (neutral detergent
fiber , NDF) & &, T Bk 2 (dry matter degradability, DMD) \#H2 H & % 3£ (crude protein degradability,
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CPD) | 2 P Yk 15 4T 4 B % % (acid detergent fiber degradability, ADFD) | F4: Bk 14 2T 4 B f# K (neutral detergent
fiber degradability, NDFD) , /R4 Tilley &5 () )5 i3T5,
1.4.2 KEZ¥ ) CH, 7= &l E FH pH 211 BURS % pH 1 (HAN-NA) W 5E & B pH A s 6 FHAR B — K&
iR G EE 2 0 5 NH-N R BEE SR R & R ot el A ) TR 9 D) i WD-2102B AU 4 [ 2 il i { (A 3¢
AN — AR A RS F D I AE 04 99 1 (microbial protein, MCP) &t , Ml 5 77 v e B 0 & Ui W1 B #1475 SR
A TEAL CH A B H GC-2010 Plus) il 58 #£ % P I Wi B2 (volatile fatty acid, VFA) #1 CH, &% &', ANKOM
RFS SR i R GE [ shic 7= SO0 & BE ™ A= 0 7 SO 0T RURG A sl R 1A R AR AR MR 5 2 Bt = i
A DL DL A G TR
V.= V,P,. X0.068004084

K.V, AR AR (mL) sV, Rk BRI 25 AR (mL) 5 P, S SR R 58 A gl s 77 (kPa) .
1.5 #¥E%i+5H5#H

FIH Excel #4754 22 B, R ] SPSS 19. 0 #44) One-way ANOVA 1 GLM #4575 25087, Lh P<<
0. 05 1 H 22 5 1 2 1 2 Wi b o
2 BERS5HH
2.1 HRSMEATHEM bR RS EMEN YR

5 CON M. EO, 44 DMD B & 7F5 1. 81 % (P<C0.001),1fif EO, .EO, A3 B & T 1.65%.2. 14%

(P<<0.001);EO, 44 CPD.NDFD A3 832 F+ 55 2. 05% (P=0.032).1. 65% (P=0.009), 1M EO, #H4> 5 & 3 /%
£ 1.91% (P=0.032).1. 16 % (P=0.009), 4 Z¥5ili* ADFD & ZF & (P=0.106)(F 2),

R2 HEBBIEIIFSEINEBRENRID
Table 2 Effects of oregano EO on nutrient degradability of diet in vitro

i H Kb Treatments SEM P1{E

Items CON EO, EO; EO; EO, P-value
T4 i Kk A & DMID (%) 56.81b 58. 62a 57.18b 55. 16¢ 54.67c 0.611 <0. 001
HE A R CPD (%) 45.76b 47. 81a 46.55b 45. 82b 43.85¢ 0.743 0. 032
rfME Uk T £ 4 FR fi K NDFD (%) 26.75b 28. 40a 27.03b 26. 24bc 25.59¢ 0.862 0.009
TR 1 Yk ¥ £ 4 R R ADFD (%) 26.52a 26. 96a 27. 33a 27.19a 27.58a 0. 941 0.106

T« AT A ) /NG 5 B 7R 28 5 1 35 (P<<0. 05) , A1) 5 B 7R 22 57 A 3 (P>>0. 05) , SEM Jy PRk . T 1A .
Note: In the same row, values with different small letters mean significant difference (P<C0. 05), while with the same letters mean no significant

difference (P>>0.05). SEM indicates: Mean standard error. The same below.

2.2 Ehw ARG R A BAKN YR

EO, 4 pH B % T HAM 4 41 (P<<0.05) , TVFA BV 3% 5 T HAlh 4 20 (P<<0. 05) . TN R/ R4 15 % 1k
BE Wi iR . 2 %5 T CON JEO, 1 EO, 41 (P<0.05);EO, # ZMHE W% T EO, \EO, #1 EO, (P<C0.05),/HZ
M/ SR VERR TR B 38T EO, \EO, 4H (P<C0.05); 5 CON AL, i - RG24 8 3 AR T8 R T
R T BR /4% & ME IR Wi BR A NH,-N ¥k B (P<C0. 05) fHXF MCP ¥ B JC i E 5 R (P=0. 563) (% 3).,
2.3 FEMESBRILBEE AL ERCH, 22O

S5 % LIRS LCH, P DL CHL /P S AT 853000 (P<20. 001) A= Z20K5 il 4% i 7 S il v
] B EAE X CH, P2 B i 3 8800 (P<<0. 05)  fHXF B S i 1 CH, /B S TE RN (P>>0.05) (R ), M
A RGN R KR, A7 A CH, 7 i CH, /S OB R 2 IR G EO, AEKRE 1.3.9.12 h
B CH, i CH, /B S EE E 245k (P>>0.05), Bl 6.18~48 h if a5 B EHL(P<
0.05),CH, F=& ¢ &2k, CH, /S 7= R 8. F Th i (P<C0. 05): EO, \EO, 417E KB 1 h B ,CH, =&, 875



172 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2019) Vol. 28, No. 11

CH 'ﬁfzmi’éﬂﬁ‘ji‘ﬁ/}i%(P>o 05), &M 3.6.24.48 h Bf, = & .CH, 7= & B F K (P<<0.05).CH,/
Fﬂm AL (P>>0.05) , & 18,36 h Bf i =S & .CH, & .CH, /B S B EFEAL(P<<0.05), KT 12
h B, 'éfﬂ %E%@Eﬂcu&o 05),CH, /#H .CH, /M= W EFMK(P<<0.05);EO, 41E LB 1 h RPN
JCH, =& .CH, /B =S ¥ LB EEHP>0.05 . K 6.12,.18.36 h if B /=K & .CH, /=& .CH,/ & =S¥
BB FRAR (P<<0. 05), KB 3.9.24.48 h B} B . CH, 7 & B F K (P<<0.05),CH, /B S L B &2 1k
(P>0.05),

=

H
4
RN

HHEJ

R3 SEHBRIEINEERBSHBZM

Table 3 Effects of oregano EO on parameters in vitro fermentation

i H A ¥ Treatments SEM P

Items CON EO, EO, EO; EO, P-value
pH 5. 48c¢ 5. 33d 5. 59bc 5.65b 5.75a 0.032 0.010
BIELEIENIBR TVFA (mmol « L) 132.17b 137.47a 121. 48¢ 124. 92¢ 111.11d 1.831 0. 041
2T Acetate (mmol « L™1) 80. 57ab 82.57a 74. 35¢ 78.58b 71.58d 1.021 0.011
2T BAT KRRV R Acetate/ TVFA (%) 60.97¢c 60. 06¢ 61.20c 62.91b 64. 43a 0.007 <<0. 001
PR Propionate (mmol « L™1) 39.76b 43. 44a 36. 58¢ 38.55b 32.85d 0.702 0.027
R/ S H5 & YNGR Propionate /TVFA (%) 30. 09bc 31. 60a 30. 10bc 30. 86ab 29. 56¢ 0. 004 0.002
T Butyrate (mmol « L™ 1) 1. 66a 1. 35b 1. 15¢ 0.93d 0.81d 0. 063 0.039
TR/ B K VENR B2 Butyrate/ TVFA (%) 1. 26a 0. 98b 0.95b 0. 74c 0.73c 0.001 0. 001
LT /TR Acetate/propionate 2.03b 1. 90¢ 2.03b 2.04b 2.18a 0.042 0.024
A NH;-N (mg « dL™1) 14.97a 11.57b 10. 60b 11.92b 11.42b 0.651 0.001
WA E A MCP (mg « mL™1) 0. 30a 0.31a 0. 29 0. 33a 0.33a 0.032 0.563

3 itig
3.1 FEMa AR ARSI B SRR R

TR AN 53 I it S8 AN AN BB A5 S W) RE A T T 1A 2R b Bl sl A4 0 1) 88 i 2 2 30 T e ke G 0 4 9 Ak R 1 3 5
%%fﬁ“” IR T AN (R A P9 K8 TR KT A R A S0 5 43 5 figt 23 1) 52 ) i G A S AR ) AR SRR SR SR WL VR I 5.50 mg -

LR ORI B CT 1 A L A 0 L R ) X 4 S5 R A R 0 S R L 53 Ak L W i 250,500 Al

1000 mg « L™ T 5 i A& 31 A0 K50 T X A A1 35 20T A e 00 B 3 s e L T A RVER AR RIS R B VR I
1.0 g« L AR 0K i CES BRI L PIRE I LT 35 i) B 400 6 4k S 0 1) e A I M S I IR T 1.0 g« L VAL XA
A0 T A i R T B S R e AR R 2 R S R TR] S R AT R 2 A [ AR 0 TR 5 S R A R i ) 7 AN TR
SR AR A AF 5% 28 B 2 2 9 e A AR 75 40 B 3 0 S0 52 ) L D L 2 SRR L ol O TR A K il B AT R 2
EFREHFEOLTIRERE S 5 SR SN IR A TH AR B 2 2 AN A A AR & B BN 100 mg « L' 4 &
R L 354 W A R Y 2R A IR N K T 100 mg « L VI L 3540 W A% SR BT T [, LB DR T B2 4 Z R
NN A 100 mg « Lo VA, AT DA BE £ Pk b0 R T D AL L A0 BA R A TR R 0 R MLAET DA 4R s AR
IR BERR R R IR & T 100 mg « LB, Al REXTIRT 1 08C2E W0 1k SR 1 R 7 AR A AR R R A R R G B i
3.2 FEAMH ARG R A AN YA

P R N 10 T 2 TR AR R B K AL B D AE I8 B o B R 0 2 P W, 2 R A B 32 R R R DL KA L IR A
TN Y E R R pH R R A S W N IR R RS 1 I B S AR, A2 AR L R L A3 0 R
PURR AR SR 5 =, A 5 40 )RR AR A vk B 35 7 i R 9 R B, A ZE ol mT AR s KR 3R pHL H 5 4 B3
MUK BLIE B 53 4h, BKARAEVRFIT B, RO RE 35 W80 VS I 2F 5 AT DA 2 R B AR W p HL TS e K
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R4 HEBRMEIRBLTSEN CH FENHMN

Table 4 Effects of oregano EO on total gas production and CH, production in vitro fermentation

P ] AP Treatments SEM P {l P-value

Time (h) CON EO, EO; EO; EO, Tre T TreXT

B7 S & Total gas (mL » g ! DM )

1 16. 36a 15. 68a 14. 39a 14.67a 15. 56a 1. 032 0.369 <20. 001 0.625
3 33. 64a 30. 65ab 29.63b 28.54b 27.69b 2.243 0.049
6 59.39%a 54.29b 53.69bc 52.83bc 49.63c 3.272 0.037
9 80. 26a 76. 34ab 76. 38ab 75.64b 74.29b 2.333 0.012
12 95. 16a 90. 20ab 89. 52ab 89. 46ab 85.79b 3.822 0.002
18 119. 33a 112.58b 108.52¢ 106. 48¢ 102. 69¢ 3.214 0.003
24 138.71a 130. 43b 124. 20b 124. 40b 125.01b 3.612 0.004
36 142. 36a 133.69b 130. 37b 129.67b 127.92b 3.721 <20. 001
48 150. 06a 140. 25b 136. 33b 135.18b 134.92b 3.903 <20. 001

H g = CH, (mL - g—! DM)

1 9.52a 8. 24a 7.13a 7.68a 8. 64a 0.917 0.067 <<0. 001 0.017
3 18.73a 17. 76ab 16. 14bc 15.58¢ 14. 94c 1. 051 0.032
6 28.95a 27.11a 24.45b 23. 81bc 20. 84c 1.222 0.013
9 36. 66a 34. 26ab 34.65ab 32. 48bc 30. 73¢ 1.421 0.042
12 37.30a 35.41a 29.58b 29.10b 27.73b 1.331 0. 006
18 50.67a 46. 92ab 45. 62bc 43.99cd 41.68d 1.211 0.003
24 42.98a 41.67a 38.81b 38.21b 36.59b 1.673 <20. 001
36 46. 68a 44, 96a 39.12b 39. 64b 37.69b 1.582 <<0. 001
48 45. 24a 43.52a 40. 96b 40. 33b 38.95b 1.724 <20. 001

e / 57K, CH, /total gas (%)

1 58.35a 52.93a 49.55a 52.51a 55. 38a 4.224 0.372 <20. 001 0.106
3 55. 85a 57.61a 54.54a 54.55a 54.73a 1. 699 0. 350
6 48.62b 50. 24a 46.15b 45.09b 42.78¢c 1.459 0.001
9 45. 24a 44. 39a 45. 33a 42.95a 42.13a 1.395 0.155
12 40. 10a 39.09a 33.01b 32.47b 33.15b 1.478 <<0. 001
18 42.12a 41.17b 41.89b 41. 38b 41.79b 1.715 0.019
24 30.31b 32.47a 31. 38ab 30.61b 29.92b 1.922 0.024
36 32.06b 34.04a 29.97¢ 30. 28¢ 29.67c 1.128 0.046
48 29. 27bc 31.61a 30. 10ab 29.59bc 28.94c 1.436 0.043

T Tre FR A RIBEBE A 25, T R KBRS ],

Note: Tre indicates different concentrations of oregano essential oil, T indicates fermentation times.

A4 Z (300,400 mg « L) WEREAL TR I TVEA W EE MR 6], [R5 2 /8 5 TVFA il fi 2
W/ IR T . AR IR /Y4 B4 (100 mg « LD W ETHE T TVFA N E Wi pH B3%
BEEARG I W FE CR T 100 mg « LD M2 K50 pH 8 38 Th g . X Al AE 2 o vk B 19 20 2005 o 1 o8 8 & i
i1 TVFA TR JNIR T PRV B 1 35 B A AT 58 vh 35 3 B R A8 AE S IR — B, T3 AR R b SR i TV-
FA WL IAE B B (KT 100 mg « L™ D&M N R ET & MR . TR G TVFA B9 L6 o 25 A%, X se g5 ] 3R
B R I A R T (R B N ) T R R WL PRI WF ST K B, AR R A B R TS 0 i ik B AR A
(500,750 mg « L™1) , BERS ik PR3 15 BE 40 A A5 1 ¢ 4 vk, S R 18 A f B & 7, NI R B K 8. Patra %07
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TR R B AR S 5 W VR N AR 9 2 /R B R A TR R R A A R A TR (7 SR AR 2R TR L B 1 Bk
BRI G B Bk R B, 5 4 B IR K- R R 45 A AR S5 L, T DU B vk B CRF 100
mg « L7 4= 25 I ] BB 5% A S M BRAIC TVFA MR 40 g B R % .

NH,-N ¥ B 21 & W T 7E 08 5 0N B A S i Wy vk &R P R 258 Rt . NHL-N v B 1R I B
R A B R T B AR A AR R B AR R A R 0 BRI B A W NH-N ORI A4 . K
SR AMA S R T ARG T RE AR B0 NH, 09 AR RS AR . Wang 5T BT R B L 40 4 S 5% 2 AR I
15 d ¥R 250 mg « d ' A= ZE TR AR 9 AR A L 4 SRR T VR U RUVR B B R IR . Noorian 48 W58 & 3L . 4 W) K
AT AR NH,-N R IF HLaT DO/ S B i g . A0 25 0, 3R 4 K5 0l NH,-N VR B 8 35 R AIG L
A= ZE R I 6 MCP V& B TG 35 52 W, W] BB 2 28 22 K5 T BB 05 I 8 B ™ 0B 1 Ak L R AR S O L (AR Sk
B8 S SR FH AR RIS A2 i) TVEA A1 NH,-N REAIG, A 0T 58 2 30 95 55 9 I 80, B IK NHL-N R S,
T3 AN BT R AL T % A R PN . R I 48 h i R RIS S W BT R L A A SR BT T A A T AR e R
AL HIE MCP W & 25 .

3.3 FEMMSKINBREABRLE A2/ CH, ZEW A

SR R S WAL T R R B R0 AR T R AR AR . B R AR o R A sh i R R
MR, AR E NA R CH, 1 328848 2 S0 I SR P B e . o2& e VR AN T
PR VERE IR A L CHL B2, dk SR 457V B 57 2 WL 2R 2 0 B R 0% 1 & R R AIR R e 7 B L (B i s K R
(300,400 mg « L™ A4 Z M40 208 B AR A MHI/EMH . Chaudhary 25 HF 58 £ B, 78 I 450 mg « L'
Tl AL G B AR S & B CHL, P2, T 50,150 mg » L MR I/K BT CH, A B,
Oskoueian 5 AN AHYRE M AEREAL CH, 7= 5 04 [ i £ il 25 6 980 15 B2 0 2% e 1 400 ol o 3k ol o5 28 5 40 400 6
14 R RN ) 1 DL ST R A 56 . Patra 880X 5 R 90 RS i CT 75 Jl1 LR A I L KOs vl L e TR 3y 40 99 v i)
RSN RS T R B, 1 g« L' KGRIxT CH, 7 A= il de 1 25, R A WORS wi xh CH, 7= JEBRAR A RCR S M
G R 2 AR B A G, AR SR R B, R RS RS A CH, = &t DA B CH, Lo B 38 HL A 1 38 3800, 1 & 19 B
Tei] LA B T AR RN 2 B R AR R CH, PR L 3 =S M CH, 5 B S B AR A%, 7ER
B 1~12 ho @i 100 mg « L A4 ERE 0 A=A 0 (CH, = i 08 E 5, 2B 18~48 h. i TH/KIE &Y
WD P RE S FEOR B AR ) CO, A5 HA AR AR B BEAR 45 5= s BEAR, 1 CH, Al A<l BAU VFA D
KBRS R WL CH, P= i 0 B A8 L, MR N = F 100 mg » L', WEEIKRE , 4= 2 K5 Tl ot B =<
HOCH, P2 A /e e o & 8 18,36 h I CH, 7 & A4l /E FH R T P A i R Ve L X T fig
S B R AR 7™ A ML A DG, e 00 Sk 0 2 RS Tl — D7 T T CHL TR R A2 K50 I B2 T 7l 4 TR R VR 4 A
A>T CH, =8, 55— 7 T, o] B840l 3wk 2 0 6 ik K A6 & 90 00 R T 4l a8 18 & 8 ARAF 5T TVEA BRI
ER 5 — 30, SO A TR R R CH, 7™ ikt A R REAIR B A5 CHL, ™ i 78 )™ A dk v i Lo ) o 38 T %

4 #Hit

DN 100 mg « L' 4= 2 K5l 7l 42 % DMD., CPD,NDFD, % il # K F 100 mg « L~ I 37 43 [ fif 5 3% i
FEAR .

2) A FRE I AT PR B R T T R R NHL,-N ¥ B 78 100 mg « L' 28 RS h il 32 25 35 759 TVFA . Z 8 il TR
W JE TR KT 100 mg « L "R SR BRATHE 0 TVEA L RIPT IR JE X1 5 2 W™ 2 0 1

3) WM 100 mg « L' A4 A5 AT FEAR & B 18 h J5 M= S H X CH, P28 0 8 L, Wi & T 100
mg « L~ 'BF, A ARG B2 SR CHL P25,

LRI TG I B RSN R B AF T 4 RIS I A 5 F 100 mg « L7
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