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Research progress of aristolochic acids and their biomarkers
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Abstract: Aristolochic acids (AAs) are widely distributed in Aristolochiaceae, and are important toxic components
in medicinal plants of Aristolochiaceae. As one of the most powerful carcinogens in the Carcinogenic Potency
Database (CPDB), AAs can induce hepatotoxicity, nephrotoxicity, carcinogenicity, mutagenicity, and other adverse
reaction. AAs also can produce a series of metabolites such as AA-DNA adducts in the body, and their specific
metabolites can be used as biomarkers for early diagnosis and treatment of related diseases. Thus, the current discovery
for technical means that can quickly and accurately detect biomarkers possesses significant research value. AAs
can be attenuated by processing, compatibility, molecular breeding, and other methods to improve the clinical safety
of Chinese medicine containing AAs. In this review, we report the distribution of AAs, attenuation strategies and
biomarker detection. We would like to provide a reference for the quality control of AAs-containing Chinese
medicines, as well as for the prevention and control of diseases caused by AAs.
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Figure 1  Structures of aristolochic acid I (left) and aristololactam
1 (right)

1 AASHIN TR

AAs FEAE/E T B JL 4} (Aristolochiaceae) 14
o, MR R BRI . SRR RHEY 7 g
¥ WAL (Subfam. Asaroideae) F1 5 411445 3V £} (Subfam.
Avristolochioideae), 3t 84~ J& (1 Y142 J& Aristolochia L.
i ¢ J& Asarum L.. 14 i % J& Saruma Oliv. . 28 S J0 54 &
Thottea Rottb. . /£ L 4% J& Euglypha Chodat & Hassl.
¥t 17 J& Heterotropa C.Morren & Decne.. % 51 & &
Hexastylis Raf. F1 [ 4 4144 J& Pararistolochia Hutch. &
Dalziel), 5 600 2 FfAE 2, | A F #Aa F1E g s [X
REASWRE R . SEEREMELRENRRE 4N
J&, T1H .6 AR 4 AR R ZG R, Br e b A pa b+ 52
H X Ak, 42 [ % 3 o At O SR JE AR
BHE MR 2 B i), 24 350 i, 1 AAs £E
Ly AN 2 B Emmi.

X E i Ay I BE R T 2000 E A T EH

AAs [THEY 4 58, B SRR KERA B ER &+
JUREY), R A D eRE i FAE K
7R B3 L TR A A S FOAL 3k O b B e R
usasl, 20034, T EHUH 1 ASE B2 bRTE, IR
WOH 7T 5 ORISR EF b 25 L . 2007 4F,
X B2 i B B R AR T 24P & AAs I 5 S s
B2y K 47 Fh & AAs 21 & B b izl 4 o, IR
SRR MR AL T 25, 2015 4F fiR [ 24 #) x4
S PR R R RS 250 R A R 1) AAT S B 52 1 PR B b e
{H 2020 4 R 24 ) Hscsk 7 4l 3, B0 T ORAE
IZGARE . SRTT, &5 & A AAs 1) 25 75k T 1
T ik bR, HRHE D SRR IR H R &, £
FURIEAAE PR, SN LA s EA . EE XY
T AAs 1 2] K AATI & BT T 4k (R 1), d@E
AALTI &R & T AALL AR RDE IS5 de 2R VR IE 5 yu s
S I LG o 4 S5 2 6 b AATH & S5, 1T 3R R Bk
)52, AIE 5 YR I Fh AATII & & T AATIT 281,
2 AASEIFRIZYIROAE

AAsTE N B A AT & EEE, KR ERA
2 FEUE ) AR 4 AL 2 M B ) Rl 2 b S AN R %
b R R S, TR T B TR AR T D SR AL R
2 YR T P I G RS, B S A ) R A ) A TR
Ji&, R AAS BIT 0I5 1 3 A2 P b 76 40 51 SR AR
AT BOM AT R, O R R
2.1 AA-DNA &R

AANTE R A A SN EERNIE 1k 77 25 5 R AR M 64k
FEAT . TE A AATR K BB AL i AATTE 15 JIE 2 27
ARy AATaL AATa-Hi R 25 W ALTa  ALIAI ALTa-O-F
HIFEE RS . HARH& R 2, AAla L4 CYPLA
TR S A i P L, P PR T W IR T A R IS R L e B2
Pty B/ R Tl R A B i AR AL, B S LA S BRE S TR K
BeHEHAARSN . FETEA= EE I AR, AATFE AN 300 5 i1
PEAAE T AR IR I e B AR B 1, AT AR B 8UE &
T A AL, I — B4 MIFEE IR g #2 h 5 DNA
AR IR ANR L 45 & i  AA-DNA I & (K 2), i3k
M5 SR R A AT B TA K7 2838, 45 k8 100 o) e
P53 RAF K L IEH T, B2 T BUM IR 1) g e o2,
7E Ty 4 44 1% B % (aristolochic acid nephropathy, AAN)
A AR AAS B A SR A, LB AA-DNA T
AW AAI-dA . AAT-dG.AAIT-dA . AAII-dG . AAI-dC Fll
AAII-dC %5, H i AAT-dA [k L AR 8 170 7 B IE R A
B, R AAs JL4J5 11 AAN B A o 475 m Al
Fj2-261, [K] i, AA-DNA NG PITE e & A e i
SRR, A2 AAS B AR ED, ST IR T
AAs 1 BUE B R A M B A B R X, HEia oy



© 974 - Z4%% %4 Acta Pharmaceutica Sinica 2021, 56(4): 972 -982

Table 1
there is no relevant literature. AAIL: Aristolochic acid I

Herbs containing aristolochic acids (AAs). "—" means

. - Content of
Original plant Medicinal part AAUMg-g*
Ar. austrozechuanica Root or root tuber ~ 1.050
Ar. kwangsiensis Root 0.174-2.064
Ar. cinnabarina Root 0.887-12.098
Ar. tuberosa Root 2.945-4.562
Ar.debilis Stem 0.012-0.035
Fruit 0.299-1.532
Root 0.078-2.610
Herb 0.175
Ar. fangchi Fruit 0.945
Root 1.273
Ar. manshuriensis Stem 0.310-10.850
Leaf 0.938-1.019
Ar. heterophylla Stems and roots 1.640-3.260
Root or root tuber  1.320-4.450
Ar. moupinensis Leaf 1.164
Root or root tuber  0.540-2.780
Stem 0.540-2.150
Ar. ovatifolia Leaf 0.419
Ar. mollissima Herb 0.106-2.650
Aerial part 0.050
Stem and root 0.465
Leaf 1.234
As.maximum Root 2.151-2.467
As. caulescens Herb -
As. forbesii Herb 0.004-0.04
As. ichangense Herb -
As. longerhizomatosum Herb -
As. Wulingense Herb -
As. debile Aerial part 0.001 95-0.004 34
Underground part ~ 0.073 2
As.heterotropoides var. Herb 0.040-0.110

mandshuricum
Root and rhizome  0.008
As. sieboldii var. seoulense Root and rhizome  0.001 63-0.012 5

As. sieboldii Herb 0.074 1
Root and rhizome  0.016
Aerial part 0.027 4
As. himalaicum Herb 0.440
Root and rhizome  0.003 62-0.004 28
Aerial part 0.020
As. insigne Herb -
As. sagittarioides Herb 0.070-0.180

HrRT I AA-DNA I VI HE R 2 28 -
RO (1815 2P S bRicids e AR R 9 AR 2.

211 B¥RABEEE (HPLC) Mik-FREKA KA
(LC-MS) & R A o3 (1) 58 A G (HPLC-UV) Al
KL (HPLC-FLD) &R W T AA-DNA I &
YIH) 43 Bt il HPLC J7 3% vl X AA-DNA T& ¥y it 47
I3 M 5E B . Chan 25:B4% 37 f) HPLC-FLD ¥4 R ¥ &,
AR TR CIR AAS 5K RS 229 AA-DNA TG )
(ARSI, A6 &5 A 45 F 581 30 mg-kgt AAs KK
I, AAL-dA &I & &5y il v 1094 IE & dA

#6.2+1.1f141.3 8.0 AAI-dAIIEYI. AL AAs
(1) B FE A A, T A4 A 6 2R P450 A S AL P
BIE T  AA-DNA NG, TESIVIFI N B R RN ZEE
s TRl 2. Pfau S5ER H HPLC-UV X AA-DNA
INEWAT T 408, KL AAIL-dA . AAT-dA F1 AAI-dG
()58 HM IR IS 5 AL 48 ARG AR B o

LC-MS & H i s i mn & P il F B, ol F +
AAs E VI FR BT e v e B A AT S T
PR3, Guo ZFER I, A1) dA-ALTAT DA = 28 1 A
/IN BRI AR R L AR ] i A L3 (FFPE) fR A7 214 4
B, F| Hl UPLC-ESI-IT-MS? % H: 5 & 46 W] % B, FFPE
MY dA-ALLI & & m TR EF KR 21, P &
ZE 5 AlIE 15, Yun ZEBTER HAH [ /) UPLC-ESI-MS®
AR, 43591 I B0 ) A FE /N B34 R 4L 4URT N FFPE
5 I 2H 204 b i LA dA-ALIZS 2 RS i & &, X
b PR o B 07 V2 T 45 6 A FE DNA BT 35 (I 18] . SR
T E R, Guo SEESILLR IML~F N bR 52 45 T
AATK 5K it 7% 40 i b AAT-dA TN 0 103 &, Rt
% J= N7 A A SO0 IS AT R T . AALSR 2
(10 mg-kg*-d?) 1/~ H 5, MK BRI V& 40 il & 1004~
1EH dA TR AT A I3 2.1 + 0.3 AAL-A II&4). Chan
SR AL 25 5 70 i T AA-DNA JING P 3 il 4 46
k., 2K Fl UPLC-ESI-MS £ I 2 6 ## AA-DNA 47,
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W EN 45 T 5 mg-kgt & YL R K RS 24 21 AAT-dA
AT AATI-dA 11 2 & 45 53 8 0.9 AN10° 4™ IE 5 1% 7 g Al
L6 A1/ IEH R, 1 AAT-dC [K & & i KM ik
SEH, 9 A S R AG T E)3X 3 B DNA & 91, 15
457 30 mg-kg* 5 JEER TR K B Z4H 24 AAT-dAVAAIL-
dA F1 AAT-dC )& & 53 5l 4 4.0 AN10° AN IR 9 % 1 R
6.2 NM10 A IE W AZ F IR AN 1.2 NMA0A IE W A% H R AT
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FH o4k R AT B IB5 B R AT b 7 41 i 3R RT4 4 A 4k &b
) RN A Y, RTA 40 i 4 AATTRALFE 5, 40 i 4735
It 80%, £ LC-MS Ml & f5 K 3L, H FE & Y1E
24 h N FRE
212 TEHFAR AARHEILFE Y AL B A BT
PR PE, S AL S5 F BE I AA-DNA & 9
B i 98, Romanov 514277 & —FhlE
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Figure 2 Synthesis pathway of AA-DNA adducts. AA: Aristolochic acid

EFEATE AA-DNA NG Y, 5 %P J5 bRic 2 A - g 1) A 1 45 SRR R, D6 90 a0 M ML BT 3 R BT
HE ] BOAR A LA A% AR L T PR, (H R R . AAIIE A SRR R T AAL. X U] AAIL
AAs REfiE R NIILTE FE E (HAS) 1R85, FIH HRA mEURA .

KRR, Li W TE 7 AASKT AR IILE A A RAE TR 213 PP-IRARIEsE #P-Jabnic s 1 A& Fb 43



- 976 - Z4%% %4 Acta Pharmaceutica Sinica 2021, 56(4): 972 -982

2 (U2 ) AT, AR TR AA-
DNA &9 F 55 Fh 7 2 i DNA 245, 15 BT 45 57
P 22 R R s PR AN JE 55 ) R, U O 120 T (0 - R
I FH 4 AR BUAS .- Schmeiser 25144157 F 32P- f5 FRC 1 A
AAN EFE BB AL PRI T 1A EE IS Y AAI-DA,
WEB T AAs 5 N RA IR & 400 v bR B A o .
S2P-JE bR iAW 5 2 M R M 45 G ok Al AA-DNA
A%, Grollman 1SR F 32P- 5 b i/ 58 T4 45 I Jie 4
JE LKA, Sk AAN KR 3 IR B O 0 A ARG, A U 3
7 dA-AL F1dG-AL DNA &4 .
22 EHAEMRREYRET

Fx AA-DNAIN-E 46, flcE: E 8 A PREE I /N R
SN ER LA G B G AR 2 A 87T AA-RNA &
yHel N6- F Tt i 2 IR OV 45 8 T LAPE D O SR AR TR 4R B
(LR AR B4, i EAZBEILIRFL A (NMR) A5 B H
FAR (GC-MS) S5 A= Wb S F R I B A

Mantle 25506 5 55 £ 35 43 S % 1 J8 T AAN H 3
A AR IR T AAN B 2 AN B AL, R B R R O
P BT AAN JEEE 2 M UE TR IT & 5 A 1
BRI R A 2 . R EoR, 5P T
JE W AAN B3 HH T, 75 LR IR I AAN B8 35 FRIBURE A
Hh ]8R B B i KT AT AR R B L = I-N-SE A A R
TR A R 3R SRR o a-2- TR R AN R /N I
b EW, L AR E N ERE AR,
Huang 255125 /N B EE B AATRT AATTEE . 1 AAN FAY
FH e T R4 5 AT 4 T e s Lk 3 AR A 2 T 3
SEIO AR AT FL AT I [R] S R AR /) R A 2

KPR bR S IAETE

Ni Z5025% Fff GC-MS AT LC-MS K, 454 F 7
Sy BT ASE S, o e PR Wistar 2K BR7E A [) B[] 50 R 0 RE
AHEAT T R I, g R IR AR L, S Y0 TR S R
KRR P LR R - R 2L B R 2
AR ARG AR S BRI, R T BN 240
I it [ 5 21 4R AL, T 1R R B 2 Wi — A bR it
3 DHBEMBESE
3.1 1@l

H 2 S I R AR I B A SR ) 24
AR, X2 PE AT BRI RTT RCA B s, HARA B 1)
e LR 27, RIARAE F 25 1 22 4 A AEe54 by A
AL ZMIE Tk R T SRR Al
BEYEZM, IWHESIFAN SR 563, Hli2 5 AAs
Hh 2 B FH IR 3 K v, HOGEE T 2E T AR A
AT AAs KAEBEfR R FEAG. R AAS 25 H &
R, T E R B R 55 ST T K, B IR
1T SRR R Hh K e BRI B 25 T8 4% w] A 0 o) ot v ik
1T 25 T B AR o S SRR IR R340 5 Dl Mk DA BT H (1)
AAs, LR 2 AAs il AAs XE AR B, 3 HL 4124 5
w5 SRR R 2 B EE T (R 2).
311 L EI$S L uE Ml LUK ) K AN s
M Z, iR ER 5 — P, AR 2 = K%, DL
T R, LR T T R TR, e B I
FHES, 51l a1, S5k S8 SRS A SRRz SR R i JE A o
T AATRALI AAS BIF 5T, FF 5 1 A1 (1) AATHT AATTEE AT
T T, 85 AR, FEFT ORI 2 AALRT AATL

Table 2 Common processing methods of medicinal materials containing AAs

Common variety of traditional
Chinese medicine

Method of processing
crude drug

Adjuvant

Bake over a slow fire -
Stir-heating drugs without dressing -
Stir-heating with adjuvant

Ar. debilis

Water diluted honey (WDH), salt solution (SS), rice vinegar (RV), alkaline

solution (AS), alkaline solution and rice vinegar (AS&RV), Ginger juice (GJ)

Bake over a slow fire -
Stir-heating drugs without dressing -
Process of roasting -
Stir-heating with adjuvant

As. heterotropoides var.
mandshuricum

WDH, rice wine (RW), SS, RV, AS, salt solution and rice vinegar (SS&RV),

GJ, decoction of Radix Glycyrrhizae (RG), rice-washed water (RWW)

Aristolochia contorta Bunge
Ar. manshuriensis Kom

Stir-heating with adjuvant
Stir-heating drugs without dressing -
Simple steaming -

Boiling -
Soil, river sand, bran, rice, hot pulverized-talcum (HPT), pulverized-clamshell

Stir-heating with adjuvant

SS, SS&RV

(PC), vitriol solution (VS), WDH, RW, SS, RV, SS&RV, AS&RV, GJ, RG,
decoction of black soybean (BS), alkali solution and water diluted honey
(AS&WDH), alkali solution and rice wine (AS&RW), alkali solution and

Ar. cinnabarina Simple steaming

Stir-heating with adjuvant

ginger juice (AS&GJ)

WDH, BS, RG
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[ 543 1) 9 840.17~2 293.44 F1114.44~131.68 pg-g 2,
TR Ty g ks B s rh AATRT AATL) 2843 1) 253.92~
1 206.04 11 28.52~50.35 ug-g~*, i A4 F 52 L P93 R
o B r DU) ARG T ) AALRT AATIET, i 250880 3L, 48 2%
%), Gy i AALLAAIL, & 5442 CL T F 44 R D Al
7-$2 - T SR FRT (7-OH AAD 5 R B SR RIS & F
[% T 16.9%~50.6%. YuanZEEIPAl T I g g4 A i A
K P ERPEAE A, AR T R0 EE KO B EUE & (LDyyp)
439N 34.1+7.2F162.6 + 8.0 g-kg™-d?, B4 il 1) LDs,
ZINE ) 1.84 fi5 . Yang ZE0TNE T S 44 (1) A [R] 4 il
JrEHEAT T RREL, B AAs BT B L i2 R
FHEBIAR A - B T o) e L B L ER R R
LRI 1), o el o — T 1) 9 T T R R 1 6 R S g
LRI 2 T % 50.54%.

312 YA (HEZH ) H 2005 4F FE K A o 1 24
FHR AT H R 1 A B SO AR FTAR ZE N2, IX 79 31 1
— BRI ST AR . Xue ZE0OUNE 7 HE Yk 4 o BEAT R
W J5 KB, 20 = H R 8 4 & A 1 AATLE B8 0.476~
5.003 pg-g?, & TR &; 1 4 _EEB 4 (1 AATS BN
5.953~71.187 1 g-g, Z i N #4140 15 . Chen%5i6d
oA T V8 I HERE 17 20 3 7K VR S 40 2 70% HH 4
W AAT B &, R4 AHE &R 6 g i, 3B S
AAT & &5 5 8 1.5.3.2 f19.0 pug, WK T E 2
SL) A R B H AR 30 pg MR B bRk . diE 1% 40
S 75T o R 2 — 2O R M N B
3 NI S S A R %), Yan SR A 5
) 10 Bl J7 VEREAT T 5 52, KT A M T 53]
AR AATI & 8, JF DA St il A, 3 b Aot 2
FEH AALR ZBREIAE] T 60% L E.

313 BAREF WFRKRIBKRES (NaHCO,)-i Rk
AT BR 2 AR A AE S 85% LA AAs, F /N BRAITR Bt
175 B 22500, A5 AE SRR 1 LDy N 146.45 g-kgt
BRI LDgo A2 B A EF A S (1) 5.78 1%, REHFH
R LB ) T2 A3 5, 751 0 S PR A

314 KRB P SCERICE, IO RS R
1 ZRIE RN B L S 2 Rl ) 5 v 38 AT AR G R JE
AATI & &, I 5 E IR X S B D RE 05, 75 2 F
S ) 75 2 DA SV AN S T B TS SRR N . Pan
SEIST ] HPLC Wl 72 S A AE i Je 29 B il & B AATHY
TR, RIARKE FARKE HEITE BETE.
INTRFT K T AR K 6 Bl 7 1 AF AR & R AATTR
R R, TR 30% L b, 2 i A T ik
BT, TR DRI AT 8 A B R I B TR BE A k) e Loy T
W TIRESFER RS T BN B M H A RIS
AA KA, DA A 5. LiZEOR A HPLC V& 2

AN [ 6 A M 1) o AALIR 2 8, R I R i 5
AAIT & 828 1.01 mg-g*t, HoKiR HY 5 B0
EREANY, R EEH TR SR SR A R A
ARIEAT T Sk, 19 3 f 5256 % 4 2 K A 0.05 mol - L
NaHCO, ¥ Wi iz L 257 3 1K, 1R MIT 8] 24 h, itk )5
(1) 1 2R 1 SR 4% R 25 B %0k 83.74%(°°1
3.15 IREDIE Ren SEEOTOIFH ZE I | K K KA H
VT 5 ATV AR SR #EAT MR S, R A HPLC
AR SRR ) AATI S R AT R, BR AR 4
Ab, FoAx 3PP AT B FE K AAL B R IIEH, H
o AR K 5 B fE:, 2B R AATS 504 2.439 4%, 11
K St 5 A 0.160 8%, A% 4k % 1] ik 93.41%. K
AR Y5 TR0 T T L AR Y AR A D S A i K VB 5
ai ATH B 5 SRR 45 2 B0 /N B, R B 3 B M 1
()5 B 3G B R B , HL DU B & AR
k.
3.2 BifR

WFFCAESE, fh R 2 B i VA U B Y ) H B
FINEP AL, 35 025 0 1 P2, 3 A2 TP I A P B A
MTIE, 65 AP RIRHE, RBE AT WTZA-F, %
FHZG B b 3 X SR &% Y] 55CKE ) B
ORI b S S5 0 AL, 8 B8 o i R A S A S S R 43
il A 2 ST B T SR AR R 2 &L FL AR 25 44 7R 1)
A RN 4 2 AT R R T kR L
B AN R PR S RO, T 3138 5 25 R 1 F 70,
BESXT AAS 28 M ML, TT DATC AR & I A998 o 24, [ B
BC G B 2 M I 24 DA BV I, DAk B 5k B i
B0 B 3 A AT 4 AL U RN B IR B AR 4L I
H U9, Fang SE07RTF 5T % 0 2 B 4 S AT JE i i
I o A TR AN 6 I 5 I B Ak A K IR T B (TGF-BL). 45 4
HYUERK N 7RIS 8 E AL S L& Rk,
FEPLAAS BT A4S . Hok, 2G84t
1 F B Hp 24508, ) B /N b R A B S R,
Pt AAS T i 20 L P4 A B U B AR A, B
B LA, Ruan 267K A RP-HPLC Lt 4 14
VU3 37 %35 J5 21 5 SR T8 T AATI & &, W43 2409 1Y
W7 407 AALE A%, & 20 R AT B 5 2
31.97%.
33 &B
331 fRGEM ELHBRREMMAN TR H, 4
A B NG B o AR B8 2 52 B BR B RIS 55
Z MR R, 5 AR VAL, B R R R
ERSSOR D) 153U e PN % NI B S = 5Re i
AT BE IR Sk F AR e T SRR TR I B I 1) R . SR KGR
FE Kb H T o Rl F S, R H A0 3 R AATS B %
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1%, Hb R 52 o B AALE B BE H 4 0 3 K T AS B B AR,
i1 5 H 1711 0.62x103%~1.68x103% B#K 2= 219 H 1731
0.09x10%%~1.55x10%, {H AN BE#E 56 4> Z: FREY, Cheng
SEEUH] H A8 B 7T 1 A [F) 88 B B2 % 3 47 A b g =
AALE B, 45 FOR AL R, b4 1
50%. 70% F11 90% 3 [ B2 T AATIR -3 & & 73 5l A
0.256 28.0.259 88 f10.261 08 mg-g*, & & # 7 A i
2, {H 50% I B 5 AR 5 N A%, L AT f K JEE i B
K40 B AATI & &
332 STFEM Schutte Z0a% 5 44 & 4 FHAE it
TR, I AATES R T IS SRR, I 4% A0 R 22 AN 4-
FREER O, AR R S-S 20, 5 L B AR AL IS
FEARF . Yang ST B g0 g4 v 4 119 45 1) % 2 R IR
fi (tyrosine decarboxylase, TyrDC) & [X 4> & cDNA
B, R EILA [5) R A7 P s 2 I I R il 2 (1) 5 3k A7 7 )5 %71
FHALTE, TyrDC /& AAs AE W& Big 42 5 1A B 11 4
T BE R, DL TyrDC Jy I [R] E 47 5 [R] i % 7T R 2 FEL I
AAs A R, 2R & AAs TG I 2 4k
34 YN NBE

W DL, IS 23 N K I TS AAs T2 1 7
PE, 55 RARZGYITE AAS IR B 7 1TH B R 18 T ANEE 10
TER . YuSEEYE T 3 5250 A3, IR A AAs KR 1 E
B 5N B R v /N b A R TGR-AL. o-F i L
LB A (a-sma) A1 Snail mMRNA 2 [ 75 8] & i,
1M 4 B E B e 05 A 0 35 Bt AAS 15 5 1 H 2 41 44k,
HAEH 685 #0H TGF-pL Al Snail (R IEH X .
i, XA 3R B R 38 Re 4l RS N b
Jf Hp R OA IR B A I8 R 1 (NQOL) V& P,
AATTEALIE R T I8 8 7 AAs S B B 808 240 &
e 7T B ) AALR, FHSUE 52 AL 22 1) /N BRAE I 2 2
35 1 NS, Ding ZEEOE 1o i 3% BE T £ AR R AN
21200 MO A1 A () 4 408 A VP AN (1 22 % B (Resv) FRE
& (UA) X JIE I ER 3 7R, &5 3R % I Resv T UA 11
BT H R LA AA S T B IE WY O O I VTS
W, AT BRI E . 546, Wang SE R B H
Y1 B A 25 -22 W3 ik 00 o) 4 L A TR 4 A o SR A
FE 32 44 % 11 3 (NOD-like receptor protein 3, NLRP3) %
I /IR PR B T Sk 2 ek e AAN SR /N 4 45 A AA
7500 E LT YEALRT ' ThRERE AT . Hamano 258175 AA
B N B AL B R AT T INE TR B AR Bt O, AR
TR, BRI R /N A IR DU RS o X 4140 g
SN AN K, (HJE I B2 v /N A A 2 B B R 2
PR /N B AR 9RE, A Bh T R A7 B /N LB
1 16 A A0 9 D [ 5 4T 4 AL

Ie A, T 2 NI IT I TN, BE S AT AAS

5 5 0 T 5 400 PR A T RN B R0, i, H2 A
ity 2% T 3 e YO B R R L -3- P B e B R 5
AR SRR AATE S 40 R T 8 1K R
% 12 25 D% AAS 15 T B ThEe AN A B AR, FRARE
LR YR A0 AR OB LR B SR b B SR IK, FRTE SR
HE2OKOP ERRE B AR 4Efb i R 2 iR R C gk R &R
D 1] FEAIC AAS 75 3 1) H,0, 7K 7 7 im A 2 ok R R 4
SRR -3 75 1, TIRAE AAS 5 T 141 i 35 14 55
3.5 Hfth

[0 Y (AT S CRPRRRN 7 Ra et 7/ L 2 | A NG A = 1571 %37
AR (MIT) SRS BL 48 A 77055 2 R AR 1 H T AAs
MR EE, B 7 — 2 1 ROSOR ik R, (H PR T IR e ik
PRI FEANIRN, B R AR B2 B
4 5B

TEFRE, & AAs 1 25 SR 2, B 1 25 2
D3 S A& A, AN 7 ) BB AR, F IR PR L
iR RSS2 T . B DR RFA LK, FE
TR T AAS 25 I A B R i, (250 B AAS
{1y w2 AT 5k = U 1) 5 0L TR IR 5 P o v R 22 4 i
FAMIBR o JF H., X 2 o 2 R L 70) b AAS (158 - Fl
SE T PR P R 3 2 45 D 5 (R R A 1 AN B8 TR N T
TCTEFE A3 VPG R, 3% 7™ E R 15 AAS 1 2 Il R
FI 24 4, MBI R T AN & AAs 25 5EFE O FE .

WHZAHEM IR+, FHRAAS G Em Y
BARE AR R — P el AT I PR 7 v [RIERE, R AE HR R
ZIEWIIES T, 46 MAREART B, i & AAs
Hh 25 110 ARG PPl B VAR, e A EE I AAS PR R
HE, IR % 44T R AAs kB 7 2, DUAR R b 2K
R R FH 2522 4

YEE BTdk: 20T A L 22 B 3 A T GRS AR SRS
B BRI AR )1 NS RITE 97 4R LA TR SCHR T SR A
B

FIEE S frA VEE 75 A SCTAT AT R 2 %
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