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ABSTRACT: Objective To construct a Bayesian network risk assessment model to systematically quantify the
risks of tetracycline, quinolone, f,-receptor agonist and sulfonamide drug residues. Methods The risk value was

evaluated by expert scoring, and the initial model was established by using the information entropy weight method to
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obtain the prior probability. The Bayesian network warning model was established by importing the monitoring data

through the expectation maximization algorithm (EM) of Bayesian network, and the risk prediction of the risk factors

of animal residues was carried out. Results The overall risk probability of a province obtained by the Bayesian

network model was (within the maximum detection limit): Low risk 74%, medium risk 16% and high risk 10%. The

highest sensitivity of tetracycline was 0.37, which was the key risk factor; the risk of quinolones and sulfonamides

was in good condition; as a banned drug, the risk probability of S,-receptor agonist did not reach 100% low risk, and

supervision needed to be strengthened. Conclusion The constructed Bayesian network model has risk assessment

and warning, and many kinds of drugs can be classified and supervised, which provides technical support for

improving the accuracy and timeliness of veterinary drug residue risk management.

KEY WORDS: Bayesian network; veterinary drug residues; warning model; risk assessment

0 51 &

TESR A SR O £ T A B ST, BT
WA R P S AR Bl 127 T H . HANEESR
AL - A AR RS, I TE AR N S B RRE
FrEe 2%, A RO . B AR | R
VARG K 94300 TR0 S5 e A R KU Fe Ay
5 b E A R O AR e, AR S X X R 5
K RN R AR DRt H A SRS 78 S HELE Xz T 5
RN FRIRIR AR AR e AR R 7 A SR B A A A R
SR, 2R B 0 IR T REE— 2D R, AR 47
HEGaYE. R, HEEH xRN 2058 205 B I R4
PRSPPSO BE =, A b BERFE R AR I 44 55 55
PER USRS RERY, S BB | i A KU P A AR

TE B i 2 G XU T 08K, FH 8 IRUB A T kL
1 logistic [BIH JZUIIHTIE « SCHRFIEEAL . DUH-3T R0 2% K
PSR AEL . Jepr, DU 307 o0 2% AT A FUAR S A 3408 i 3
P BT T R LS M A i JOFRIEL, fE
{3 1o it (78 ik IE] 4 2 PRI G R T, 4 % 2 2 R IR
RSV LA o A XUBS 3 5 20 A AN ] S BT
LA HEWT A HE TS, G BE RS R IXURS 2 4 B A T A, 32
R I IRURSE o000 280 990 08 g XL 16 R g A, DL o 4
G eI RS Sh A BB IR O RE ST, AT SR 0BT R
F1y ) P A AP S TR ) 14 S A JEE 5 A o LD DL 387 I 248 7
TR T UG 3 T —E TSR SEBR R0 i,
Frt 2252 DU [ 28RSl K Al £ JEORHAR R 7
DU PEAS ARSI T 0536 SR, fofl 1 XU A Bl A 5
T 5 A U5 2ol Ay A DL ST P 2 A Sk e R K A
PrfilAs: B AT 20 A, S BE T R REOR v A XU K
(AT RO Al 05 U0 SR F DL I3 Dl 558 0 45 X 22 4
I XU L PR S AT A, AT X 8 ik 2 4 2 1) 9
AR A BB o DL 307 o0 28 58 30 1o ek AU [R5
] AR OC R, SR 22 A 5 UG 05 A9 R
(273 Lamas

PUtl, AW T DL g, M 7 —Fhe s 5o
PEENT IR RIS BRI | Bo-52 RIS i
R R G KU AR R . i e R 22 2 I
a5 ZOMR, IR AT SRR 4 s 2 A S T AR o
B, VU SRR KU DN 1 S AL RR A, AT A 3% DX S 1A
A L ) W SRR BRI i S R S, X
PRI Fr a2 4 RUR T B RS I 5 B A0 A BRI 3 3L

1 RS

1.1 #H&EXKiE

ASBIEFE I AR i, AR A SRS PR (1157 MR
FR1322 FEAY), 252479 DFES; FESCREERTEIY 2023
7 HRE 202447 A, YIREARA N 14 DARFEIE(X).
1.2 KNS

HEE . 6 IR . SRR CBR(EiEal, 38 E A A);
MM AN BERRE . TR AN . MR
AR WREK . SRR ITEE, T AR Ry
AR A, 2K -5 B8 F i (hydrophile-lipophile balance,
HLB) [ AH £ Btk: (6 mL, 150 mg, 25 FEIRAR 2 A

QTRAP-4000 = 2 PYZE AT B BT 1543 (32 E] AB SCIEX
7y dl); DC150-2 A MRAY (L 7R Jo B A &8 A FR 2 &) );
HC-3016R VR E.OAL(E B R P ERMFALER G BRA A,
TH16-W  E5 .0y AL (I8 1 W0 A 52 38 28 A0 4 T R A BR 28 ) );
BHS-4 /KR (L2 SL 34 FRA F]); PHS-3E pH it( &
TR FAL RS AT BRA B ); MX-S I EdR Y w (i Hrss
A BRZA F]); CR-060 # 7H J TE VEHLARIN T A B 5 DR i &
H R 7], Waters BEH Cjg (418 4:(100 mmx*2.1 mm, 1.7 um)
(BRI R R A BRA A o
1.3 75 %
1.3.1 wWRF £, sk ek b ik e ibn 7 ik

DUPRZEE | ik e 205 0 s 5 ) S 14 2 5 B A A6 0 5 2
GB 31658.17—2021 { S PE £ S U R R 2 | RS s
VIS 2 AR B RN E ORI L ) L ek



%5 6 1 FBURE, S5 T DU 9 45 ) B4 A 2 DA v 8 2B B XUBS: TV T 52 39
IR R2 B-RHEEI MR R

28 4 R DY TR N % P ORI R R % vh
TR RBUS, B0 U ORI A A B R Tid 4k
SR, WCAEVEMBOF 2R AR TR, VR sl 2 i
%%, 34 0.22 um A HUAHIER S EAL T

QTRAP-4000 = 85 PU % FF £ B¢ Jo 143 P %) i €2
&4l Waters BEH C g f535F5(100 mmx=2.1 mm, 1.7 pm), F:3k
PEEN 35 °C, PHEERE N 10 uL, WEBEE N 0.3 mL/min,
o FHBEREVERR AR, FhA A 9 0.1% P BRIE TR, WzhHf B
J 228, ViV, % 0.1%HR), W 1,

F 1 POIRERZE. MERRIEFIREEER A AR 514

Table 1 Phase elution conditions of tetracyclines, sulfonamides
and quinolones

B[] /min WA A% Wi siAH B/%
0 95 5
2.0 85 15
5.0 60 40
7.0 5 95
7.1 95 5
9.0 95 5

T P H s 5 2 U, A O IR B A, Iy
AN Z RO W, s B RS 3.0 kv, S kiR
HH 450 °C,

132 So-2 AR 7] 3 894 %

B3 1A B S 3R A 4 i A By v B 2 AR U O
5, WARSIER TS 45 % XIAO U B 53 3F R 1
B, FARTR .

(1) B2 ARk BN 712 5245 58 B I $2 L

BT gL, IMA 7 mL 19 5% A O IRIEW, IR
E¥A) R, 76 80 °C F#EA 30 min, J£7E 0 °C. 10000 r/min
B0 15 min, WEE FIEWE; WIEAR.ORMERE T, 5
WHRAESRIBUR Y FEPIR FIERG T~ — 24tk

(2) Br-S2 R BN 24 5% BA i alifb

{1 F HLB [ AH 25 R X Bo-32 VR 8 701 25 5424 5 7
1ralifh, BARLIRIT .

TS 5 mL A4 SR K T [ AR 2E B A TS Ak,
PRI LB IE A B B B, A 10 mL /9
5% B - K S WM Uk, 5o /e FH P A T 6 mL RIS Ui AE 3
HIBEIR I AE 50 °CTN FHAMRALIR T, JIA 1 mL H EE-0.1%H
RV (1:9, V-Vt 23, A 0.22 um BHLRIEIR L IE,
FAFHEAT T — 25 00 TR A .

8 1 SRR - B S f P VR €354 8 Waters
BEH Cjg (63EH:(100 mmx2.1 mm, 1.7 um), FEiR%E N
40 °C, PEFEEIRE R 10 uL, WK E R 300 pL/min. {#H
KRR VRS, WA A h 0.1%M I BR KRR, WishHH B
1 0.1%M IR, W3R 2.

Table 2 Phase elution conditions of #,-agonists

i} 7] /min T A% TSI B/%

0 95 5

1.0 95 5

2.0 80 20

5.0 70 30

6.0 20 80

7.0 2 98

9.0 2 98

9.1 95 5
10.0 95 5

o R M 55 B IR, FHACE IE B FHE, Wy
KL WM, IREE 100 °C, HBIEH B HE R 5.5 kV,
FALRE B E N 550 °C,

1.3.3 Dot 27 M 25 TR 2R A 04 My st

T 7 0 285 P ) A S P e DR A R T B A 3 —
GE 2 S SIET BRI E el R -2 5 1,

(D)WY AAHE R f A 7

T Ak |

AW TR HAE AR RS S % A VR R BART 8 PUER
FEK B(WIHFE Bl 1% % B2, &% %K B3, £TIFE B4),
MRS CHRIRTP AL CL, R E C2. B2 C3. &
IR C4. BHIPE C5. KXW A Co. R E CT), %
HEEhHIE DO S D1, WL O D2, Fififlibk
D3, FEEEY D4, VT HERE D5, FEfiFES D6, ZAutE
% D7 MIEWNARM D8) A E[EhR HRLE T2 25
W B B 1Y B K% BE R 4 (maximum residue limit, MRL) <
100 pg/kg, PRI FAARS AN 20145 Ky v ] 15 o o 72 HAD
J& G R IEAE 1, R A I A5 A7 s R EGROR, 153
DU R AR NS

@ S IME A

ZEAIE 10 AR T I MBS IR A I B S i 4
BARE BE AE R AT 10 4Rk DR P2 5 1 ) A
FEE AR RE, TET (EEAFERh RS
B BR 42 A AR T2 ()45 ) & R IR0 4 A FH 24005 | FR A A
AR A 2 W0 RS 0 SR A T - B i A /R Tk,
WS BRI RFRAE I LA RS BRI 9 M ER
BERFEAHALER 3N, SIPFHLR I N, B Ls
W e N 2 AL 2 R PR A B 1),

Of BB E LS5 E

FERE—FERRSARERENERE, FE
TR S TR B AT e TN, 9 AN B 5o AT R
B IR WA R B R R A AT 4T 48, TR — A mxn I3
R, Horp Ry FRES i MR FXE j ARIRIITT 4o 5 BHAL
HIRMWITELROT .



40 B il 2 A iR A I A 4

FH1TE

TEvR 2N E W B, EEETRMEACAERE, BAatniH—
feEN[0,17=2 18], ana=(1).
R..
r=—t ()
i1 Ry
Sy SRR | R ZERER j AN EAR T IAREAL (5 L o
TS j A FRFR R AF(Q2).
e~k XL, ryln(ry) 2
K k=1/nm, m HEFNE.
T ER RPN AREG).
d=1-¢; 3)
A d f AR % AT St e VA i T
THEAE AR (4).

- “@

Wj
J-1d,
A o 258 A TEI R AE -
@HHE AL BEARASTT AR
DL P30T DO 4% ) 21 6 M 6 1 % R e 45 TR b kA A
RN W FEFE AT HT 045 31, DA T 40 2% v 4 ek e 1 1 1200,
BT KBS AT A A R(S) .
Dy=K; x Cy )
A Dy ALK BT BIRES K3R48 Ky xS
KAEMEZR TS Cy RN 52 M R B 1 43 o
o T A5 A 1] 25 B B 3 o XU S R B (B 1)tk T
JEACALHR, RIKE T 2N IRUBS: R 52 M R B T3+ R XU G
TR A RAT A% o AH T A5 272 00 RS X g (1 S 4 .
o L ARFRARAES, M AR SRR, H A3 m U

: .
5 ! !
M M H H H
. o
i M i M M H H
£ !
=
g 3| L M i M M H
- '
@ | 1
K S| L or M | M M
| L |\ L | L M M
I I
| I
1 2 3 4 5
B HE A T L

i 1~5 RELRIIT 5o
P JRUR S R 7 T A
Fig.1 Diagram of risk level matrix
FE T8 AT 3 MV i HLE AR AL B2
HE— 2B RS IR R A KU AR P
Dm: ZZ:I @ e X Dmk (6)
A o FHS m ZEREE S kAU T HOALE, 38

, L H(6)

AT AATE], D,y WEE m RS kAR R 71
RS-, X L. M. HWR(E 1. 2. 3738, D, A m
FRBE IR AU Ko ST R, 75 304 D7 kg 2
HEAT AR E, T A Genie 4.0 BAFEREIAER

(2) THUE ALY fg Ay

(D245 5% 7 W 05040 1 o Ak 2

YT AR Y MRLs fAE 225, WG —EdE L
TR, AW FEME 25 P bt 58 A 2O g ik B
S B AR B, L —fk 2 [0,1]X 1] .

EI SR IR AL B A AN i 2525 4 4
KA, B GHICHRETA BRSSP SR E>100 pg/kg
BISIRE b ), AL Ao I B A Sy — A5

XF T VU PR R TN S 25, ARG DR A v o
WAGREAEO, Wk KRR 3 DR levell
(0~0.3 MRL). level2 (0.3~0.6 MRL), level3 (0.6~1.0 MRL),
Bo- AR BN R RN S B AR 250, HHDE AR AR
R 3 R WA KU 25 9% - level L(GRAG HY, IR . level2(A6:
h, mRUE) . 29U B R R TR I A (7).

F:{xg K bR
TOIMAX T R R R H 5

e Fy W8 i ARESR IS j SRS B 1 RURS: B 5 X
A L ARSI AR bR A H A S fE
MAX,; 255 i AP A2 05 j A4 BRI MRL.

QJ KA 14 1 1

R IS A PR e AU LR A E R 3R, i3 Genie 4.0
PAAESE AP S E I TS84, 18R 1A
1.3.4 Z%5% 80 LR E

K R Fm S 2 5% 1 R R I A5 R, KR E
AR BT SR ST L 38 [ HE R AU 43T
L4 BHELLE

B G SPSSAU 25.0 %% RKIT4r A4 ek A 7 50
AEFR, S FH WPS Office 11.1.0 S2 e S04, &5
WG rEdE S A Genie 4.0 B rpd 7 DL 307 (9 25 450,
{6 1 Origin 2021 %7531 AR A5 154 7 3 22 il

2 HFR55H

2.1 EHZEBRNHKE

P 2 SRy A2 1A e R 2 B B ORI 48 SR . T A R B R
ARG . AR 140 DMRERS I DUFRE L 11 MR
Ak HH B E L 60 MFERLR H REE R L 74 MRRALES 2T
WE | 36 MHEMK TR A, FRK AR R, 5
R R Z AR 5 A — A FE SR AR, Edh 19
AFESRREHUIRER | S MFERVS I &R L 11 MRS K
+EHE . SR ZTEIRE, LK SRR

AT FT AN (4 2425 MRLs U3 3 fiR .

(7



%5 6 19 FDHE, A FET DU 25 584 A S 1A v 08 255 R AU U AT S

4R Ea0| WPE/(ng/kg)
88.0
ik e FP Sk
ik g ) P A e
i i Y s
T 04
it e FY i e ’
i e s e
ZATREY
[LE(ER T
¥ W T s - 52.8
& [
ol FEA bk
£ whsem
£ uewy
YU R ~35.2
KEIR
KU A
oY R
WD
Rligrh A - 17.6
ZVIAR
SRR
+®/E
PR | L Lo
0 420 840 1260 1380 2100
etk &
2 EAZER RN BE RIS A
Fig.2 Clustering heat map of veterinary drug residue detection data
#z3 BHMRLs %
Table 3 MRL:s table for veterinary drugs
. MRLs/(pg/kg)
e LA e :
4R e
IE7S- 200 200
BER 200 200
PUFRE LK
THR 200 200
EAUTEIS- 100 100
Ragvh 5 100 100
AT A AR H ATEK
- Kb A AR H IS
Al iE
T IR R R
KEWR AAGHE AAGHE
Whivb R AAGHE AAGHE
X AAGHE H AAGHE H
ETE Al G TG
A AR ENEToA ENETioA
o VT R TG G
P TR
Rt Ey A AR N R oA
[LgiEETA AR AR
ZATFEE N R oA AR
AR %N AIEK S
T 100




42 B 2 4 R I 2 4l

FH1TE

2.2 1REIME
221 Nt M %G ds AR 0 H
JIT A ST 1) DU T X 28 AR RS R T ] 3 TR o
TRB 0 A KU IR () & R PPA A R, hy DL I-S87 (o 2%
MISH S BB . B RAT /MR ER IR 4 PR,
AL E ST IR R T THRIA R, 12 Genie 4.0 3K
PN O ST A AR AN AR, 8 XU S5 G P RS ) ) B
ARG E LY AP LS RS A DU, 1535650

WEE 4 Sk DU ) 45 SE B ME e 2 SR ]
222 TR AU AR A e A

MR ZALT RAT B R SR GE R 5), JERTH
A PRI A4 25 2 PR R 5090 2 A SE B A A 5 2R, S
i KA (expectation maximization algorithm, EM)Xt
MBS EGHATH S, FFLRGREE MAER 5 4R, A al
TRMMERER, WZRMABERZINLS, BRI T 5%
FE DU R 45 (8] 5)

S @

P 4RE
ZARBEh
sA o T
Bkt A AR [t e
KU
WU R
ZARES
MR 2
REmr R )
fifi et
R E
SR . @
B3 D 2R AR FhEs R 1
Fig.3 Diagram of Bayesian network topology
x4 EITHNER
Table 4 Table of expert scoring weight
—RIER LZOAE B Ei=g LEA R — A8 hR LZAAE Y& (7 7 LEA R
DU 0.302 TARRES 0.195
N SRR 0.196 e 2 Bk 0.154
W2 s 0.297 -
+HEER 0.282 A bR 0.109
EAIES 0.220 _ Vb T B 0.156
— LR I IES 0.232 —
)s872Ud = 0.215 [iIREET e 0.098
E=N TRU 0.208 [LigiiEETA 0.105
S5% TR 0.093 AL 0.091
ME TS 0.277 IRFHID A 0.110 AL 0.092
73 R 0.166 fitf e 24 0.194
KRR 0.087
SUZORUD 0.091




46

FDHE, A BT DU 45 1 5848 A 5 1A v 0 2 5 B LR U F 5

43

levell 71% |

level2 22%]H

level2 27% |l —
level3 9%|]

evell 59% [
evel2 29% (I
evel3 12% 1

level2 29%{]
level3 10%]l T

O RHpbsE

level2 16%|l
level3 5%

levell 79% F———

level2 29%{1]
level3 9%l

[CRETR
[

llevell 73% |
level2 22%|F]
lleveld 5%]|

level2 11% |l
level3 3% |

levell 98%)
level2 1%,
level3 1%

evel2 6%
llevel3 2%

& 4

EEEX S

O Jufessw O sz

O Hfifluhk
levell 84%| IR levell 91% /IR
level2 16%]l level2 9%|l

p (ORI 2

O VT e
levell 84% |

levell 93%
level2 7%||

level2 16%[H

O Wity
s levell 91%[ I
level2 9%||
O ZAitsw
levell 93%| IR
~— level2 7%||
© wXURE TO_vhvE
levell 74% IR levell 78%| IR
level2 24%(E| level2 18%ll]
level3 2% level3 4%|
DUI-307 ) 25 e I R 45
Fig.4 Results of Bayesian network prior probability
O sifers® O S O HeAiflubk

levell 88%)
evel2 10%|]
llevel3 3%

level3

levell 86%)|
level2 12%)

O HFHuAE O FKHIbE
evell 92% levell 96% /IR

level2 3%
level3 1%

O S AR
[

evell 97%
evel2 2%
evel3 1%

O Vhiibh
levell 95%)|
level2 3%
level3 2%

K5 DU 28 S R S 4550

Fig.5 Results of Bayesian network parameter learning

levell 97%| I evel1 99% I Tevell 100%| IR
level2 3% evel2 1%] level2  0%]
© PR
levell 99%,
OB, R 51K / e
|

© YT

© ZAFEE
levell 97% -

level2 3%




B £ e G A U A

FH1TE

W T RAT M SRR T — A0 AT,
ARG Bt e AT A K B L. a5 Rl
B A P VP R 2 K B R AR XU 7K P Ak AR KU, PO R
N 74%, TAFE USRI 16%, i KU RO HER 298 10%;
FE AR, PRI m XA 2w T Al 3 28, R
PUFR NS FAR T 5w KUK 09 TR 3 w8 T oAl 35 5, B
TR T PR R AE B I 5 R AR B R R
PR R MRS IR . b AU
PPRAERSA LW R BRI HEA T 1, D i XU I
AEWRE R AR, (UCEERT IR . Ba 45 Rl
AR A2 A R R 2 B B XU A B XS s ol B A — P
wE%,

2.3 HERAMENH

23.1 EY EF Ao

HHZE M BRI ST, A PEAL A
JRUG: R4k T s A FAR 25 B, %ok B AR T 25 JXUR: AT 1434
B o R AR B . ) 40 24 B VD R i KUK =100% 0, K
A AR RS S 1) v KU S 2 12% 42 T2 15%, 6T It
YR JTR, HET AT  A A  HEX A SE T
F18) XU ARE 23 AR AR LT A LR S

AR KT 52 0 i 485 SR 0T T, R ) R A R 2 DY BR R
MZVEIHRE, K 6.55; HIRE TR B R A A R
MW ERK, R 5.86; FEMHEZELGY BT E . K
SR VD BLRD SR B AR T a0 XU S e B R, 4%
SR 6.21, 5.52 Fl 5.52; B2 MBS IS 1 se AR e B A
T AR B R XU 5 I B A A, A Y A5 e U X T H
B35 0 1 R AR L 5T 185 e 248 24 0 R K g XU 5%
M) J3£ 335
232 #eiER

LI 34 90 4% f 306 i EE A 0 32 W HE PR, 5E T
BT A A1 8 7 R IR BRI 4% 1 T 2 2B e s AU 1 T
REPE . A B R AU PP i e KU . H=100% 0, 1
B 6 T, Bt Bl DUk 07 9 46 o e B 2 s ik AT 40 i
AJHL: DU R R R RO UL B EE AR, TR
febr BRI M, M -2 MR SN 5 28 i AU i B AR,
T B F HAR AR AR 3, (H X 4 A R SE bR s E
TR 240, e 2 IR S e AR, T e PR ARt e 2K 25 W o
A2 ) RE AR S 52 ok 7 0 00 g R A R KU
4 AT R0 s AU E S5 [ B 1528l 100%H,  Hi: il
HEARZG Y XS B, IR 7 AT, AR AR RS
e UEZ S N S 7 TE SR 1N ) Bl BN 1 {7 Sy =)
Wk 100%IHF, U B 2825 v 22 7 A 3% (10 41 DU AE % A K,
o S5 XURS AR R I g, v KU A e e v MR, B

WD B AR R 5 AR, o AU SRR s 2 s
A KSR B0 R A7, iR re s | w2 OER
SRS S SRR R v o Pl B A A5 SR, R A X RR A Y
N AT E R E
233 HBESHT

O A3 AT RIS BB R AE DO 7 I 45 o X A AR A
MR RIS . B B B AR XU VR B AR o, i
AT S B, 38 2 25 75 1 A A I ) DR R Ak ) R
FENT SRR ] LA ELAR A U

Wit 6 PHUBME TSR], AR S AU E 2
ik JHe 1S R s T T 248 DAy S i) B4 2 2 TR 24 5k B 4 4 R 5
P BURME R 2R, P SRR M BURIE R &) 037,
DR IXUSS (R o 30k 2 JRUS: (R 3R AE A TR 0 A9 /N e B2 i s
A BE 2 T B A B A XU Frg 31 T 26300 5 o s e
RS PR 2R BB S A il 4 e, AR S AR B T R A
Sk

x5 BESAMMBETNE
Table 5 Table of single node impact probability change

. ML S AH

AAREE B PIREER USSR B
IEZS 19 6.55
THER 14 4.83
R 17 5.86
EQLEISS 19 6.55
SN U 18 6.21
IR A 16 5.52
Himib 2 12 4.13
AR 16 5.52
BES TRU 16 5.51
R Kﬁiw 10 13 4.48
[UEORY 14 4.83
TARRRS 15 5.17
BN S 15 5.17
i bk 15 5.17
P4 E RS 11 3.79
W R 11 3.79
[iEikE=S 11 3.79
ZATERS 15 5.17
[iies 18 6.21




FDHE, A FET DU 25 584 A S 1A v 08 255 R AU U AT S

45

CEXES

levell S0%| I
level2 17%if
level3 3%

O Zin%
levell 74% [
level2 21% |l
level3 5%

© BiRDE
levell 87% |

level2 9%]||
level3 4%

O I
level 1 89% |
level2 8%l
level3 3%

CEEX S
llevell 82%| I

level2 14%||

level3 4%

O WIE
levell 84%| R

level2 13%]f|

level3 3%

CHIEFES

L 41%
M 28]
H 30%(Il

o

RS

o HKnzbk

©  HEfifiAk

OB, 32 ARSI

levell 98%)
level2 2%)

O Pty

O WA
O ZAEY
levell 97% N
level2 3%
PEl 6 LA AR IR 5 5 i JXUBS: S 100%He 335 fi] 434 ]
Fig.6 Reverse inference diagram for a province with 100% overall medium-high risk level
© +tEX O  puHE ;
: ) d
levell 75%] IR levell 81%{HIR B B e
level2 20%|H level2 14%|l evell 91% R levell 92%| I levell 96%{ I
leveld 6%l leveld 5% evel2 9%l level2 8%]] level2 4%
level2 27%8
level3 5%
O PHREE
O ZWHE levell 95%(
levell 59% [l Op, -2 iksahHIA / level2 5%
level2 33% || O puEEE L 0%
level3 8%|] \L 0% = M 0%
9 H 100%
‘ Lol . T
O Bbh
Tevel1 764 level 1 9294/ S
level2 16%J] level2 8%)]
levciineg SR
L 0%
O R E © LS
level 78N levell 97% R
level2 14%l level2 3%
level3 8% \
ClEST S
D Eng © ZAHEE
levell 94% RN
level3 4% level2 6%

O HWUE O HKEPE O EEWAE O VR
levell 774 levell 889 levell 85%
level2 15%[l level2 8% level2 9%l
level3 8%l level3 4% level3 6%

B 7 R B RS SEg. PUFRERAE . M . AR . BRI XU 100%6H] 32 f 4fE 2 14
Fig.7 Reverse inference diagram for a province with 100% high risk for overall risk level, tetracyclines, quinolones,
receptor agonists and sulfonamides



46 B il 2 A iR AR U A 4

FH1TE

®6 BTNRBRMEL

Table 6 Results of each node’s sensitivity values
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