A2. FARAAZTE FAEY AE AAA
Safety assessment of food derived from genetically modified

plants
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1. ¢tAA B7F g - 224 $54 Ad

FAAAZYE AEFY SR FAE ML ZU)|GAdEEH JARLZ bR
AgT'? OECD*'s} WHOFAO™ & #ARAAZY T8 AFo2AY A
A& Hrst7l Y8t AAA 554 (Substantial equivalence)’©lgtE NdE AH
stlo.

AAA FF49 Mdold FHAMEFAEFY AL ES FoHg o ¢AHY 7]

e Z4¥Ho GRAGL BT Ut 712 HFA FoE Rolth & FAAA
ZGAE FAAS BAE W, YFoE ASTHD Qe vadYel HE 718
FRHED GBS, FLAYL, FIL, FYFL, 52, LU= 5o 4R=
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A, 58 F 54, % 1% 5 A A3 34 ¥ FL Y2 PRz, £
Al o8 FaHE 40 A dHPS (D) 2 FAEEY FHA ==
o FAA felol a8 AR, 2) AHEE HEY EYFAA 2 Ao, 3)
of ot 29 FFgol UL 7HeA, @) MEE HFAAM LdHE AR &
29 579 seotsio Hrig.
a A, AEe AR Azl MDA FHYE 4FS A 87 Qo
, FARAZRZ HFo dEERY, AL, S4F Fo) 71E AFA F

]
22, AWAGne FTAAEA Bl AR, ASETH HAPERY ope A=
2

&
A

O o N 24

Mol FAIE W, 2 FHAAZRY AT L 7FE9 JEY AAHoz TS0
o olE FAAAZRTE 4Fo] 7IEY AFH 44Hoz FFHvn BIEHY,
17401 FFFAHY HAMNE FAEA HFE + Aok ojd HAYYPole A

L

e AF 4R, 43 ¥u L 26 54 53 ge WFE 28T 4 Ak
o T wHe 4Fe FWYH JFHH FAL YAKE 71Ro) HAE @
o

AR T58E HLT dEZA AANA HEHE volzix FE @Al o
3 AENEGY. ZAdA AEHE volgayd ZE WAL ulolglx Ao
o Zolu, 4o HAHA AU Aol LAFL AFHI Kol AN EA
T doiyA @Fdch wepA Azl ZE @A FARI EUFo] o] whulAo)
NS A9 2 2E A=/t AAAY #Eel 9% #d AxEd HeA @
T # AxHozs AYs FAHA o blojf A ZE GlAL o FFUG A
A A= & gAY dFFHeZ FF5dn 1FE £ UA o EE Q4=
T FAAE SUFoZN 53R ¥ 7)X) B3 94 dHg dL2o= F
F TR FELE, A2 2 HFH Ax Fo] WY Fx glonT oER ¥4 1
g3t oF 3t

A2 F5A4E FL31AY dt =S A1E D =29 A g AE
E 8790, odg AF L AFHAEY £F0 ©E e HAHPE, dAse
Abgrel AAA 54 froh, A<, BYrlEe] Fatd Al wa o A Fd 9
g FFe] @2t F Aok a2l ARIF € 2EYFANA LA § e A8
EdE P71 dast Qiok A8 E9 F34 89 cowpea trypsin inhibitor} 2
< EYA AdAe AdsA zH7w 5d dAsA HALE & dE Aoz
L REFL BEFHIYT 22y cowpea trypsin inhibitor7} THE 28 =3 A4
€ TAEM 2EEE A HAA olE AdEA BEAIANL 5 YEIE 17
s oF gtrt,

g8 MHAste A Fo bl A2E FAED0) e QB Hoj" s
olo] thE A7 e BHT Hast Utk & Eo], vA2d HLIHE o
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W FAA WA BAFARAE AR Fue Aol AojHo) 2HFYH 1 A9
A7 H2E 4 ernz F uddtd Algsdof 3o},

ayto] Aj2o] EYE FAAG 2 AAHE0 AE L HEREY oy =
d "zle YT ool ot UEEY BE ol W wHAsx @
A E FAR FR9daY nFFgga e AR R #EE FAR] 4
HA HA FL7te) Ui &40 o784 oy, olZ A3 FIFREF Fo FAA
A s 2H4 5+ Aok

ole} ol H| & FHAAZTAFY AdAZ =M ‘AAY T MIL »
HAgoe 45 v AE gloy, A3 CODEXHAEZ 39 FoAM o 74
2 Mz v 7tEd A Fe] UYd olg AESE Aol /A AAZFHA AAHA A
bgelgtn HrEm e,

o g

2. FBANAE AR XA H7}

FRAAAZYE FHES NLY o 2FoY AE o] A3te FHAIL gup=
A ALHAAJASRAE &Ast7] A8 Aesie A48 BA/RARZ FAARNAY F3
A7F ARH I glel, A WY FHAY A BA) dAME AEFHL Yo+
W nZ FDAYA ZER 5239 #RAAZE $HE F 3% F4A WA
fFRAAE FAFHEAZ AR Jden,  olF  27F°]  neomycin
phosphotransferase [I(nptll, APH(3" -1 12 R Pt e hygromycin
phosphotransferase(aphIV, hpt)olth. o]} Zo] @ QA ANA FHYSA ALEHL
A FAA WA B FHAE o] FHA7 & A ERE FHolstoq FAAMNA
Tol 78t fert she FACAMEH, o] FAd o5 REoiAe d¥d 1
A FAHA 4 B dH27AE A5 FHF AT FAT FAAE £
AFANNA Ee Aste FHAAN A BAZ dFoixn U

A FAANAGFAR g3 BE gl EHL olF 4HYS A
gtxlo] BaEe A A7, AF Fo & gAY 715 FAME, on 4
deid BT {AE FRE A JdeA, FHeE 218 54 e A
of tial Hriste) Btk FH o)F vl dyar)gLe gk o
Hyo g AEJ

T FAA WA FHA A3 AFE ASIAAY B EAE HF
F AN FHAALEC), A7 598 dFHLE K83 FAAE A WA
A EEY5EY ZEFARE A AR BEYE $HAA oprldd 28y
o] 7hd& FARAE ] A A FHAY ZUFAHAA EEGsHE AE 4T
oz A8 F Ytk £F FHAAALEo FAAE BEFASE] A 2xdR
g "oz gy, nxdxe sxd gzt AEE B FoE JAHe=R
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EE8AEE F At FA4Ad dAMe FAAT %S e  Jend AEH
A AANME ¢ g FAANFE AT AT 2L FAAY ELuyd
U AEE 983, '

Calgene= FLAVR SAVR ERtEE A#37] ¢A =S FDAY ¢dds &
A3l 3d el dAH AEE weon APHG)IE AEANEEAN ALY £+ U=
g A3 b At ol kan'FAAIE Feo] FWAXEZ FAF Holde L@EY
7tsdo dsl AEHT. 28U DNAZF nucleasesol 93 E3H=lnz FAA o
A FAAE A AoHA Fon® HE gRj} A8EA g3 AolHo X
el 5= ddddn fx 2 AHAZE FA Agrt 2 2dEH 2
AXE AR Ao 38 W FFE AR Fedn AEL YR
9 o = e FYANAEAFER] HrldE HEY 5 Yot w2
M HEEHE AFAHAAAAANAN AFAA FAste DNAY 43z 2388
Avz, FAE FAR7L HolHo] Axel TFso ddAdE BuEs o o
¥ DNAZ} ZAXd] 5017 ¢ &< #AAvtne U, ddi(d Ay sht
ulold Fof FolghEAS] flE B AR AXWY AFd Soi7t @G
T AL AY AE F Uk £ o5 AXE ¥ 4AHSA 9o4A Ut A2E A
¥2 utHAH, crypt cello] @olAUA Gof rle) E47 FAANAYFAAE
E3stE DNAVE Algd S8EUx six 9A Hdgoe] glod Fdx7 g
T o

dH FHoBEZY F4A WAE FHA Aol EAN $AHE v, FAANNAY
FAAZE HE AgAA Ul ABEZ Aot e dFd HAFol "e
st 23U A E9 genomic DNAZF ulAE=2 Aot 71AL «3d v gle
o, 2@ AE ol HAEHEL T 939 #9€ genomic DNA7}
4A g 8 AES ANNA S0l < DNAE Eiste A2dg
7ZHA 2 Qlom, B Agd Ao 58 & UEE = TAMLY &
AHdol R, BARAQ AARAANNE MEgde] gtk a2z FAA WAHRA
27b A g Agold FURAER HoldthE AL A9 UL 4 AUk

AMe =dste FAAE A8 Agd 2RI, 2 FARE AEAdM By
ERHoE ARHEE WY 0], 459 methylation pattern®l] W24 v}, 19
U o] FH2IE oAEC B/t oA Ad4Eo] nAyge AFEAZQ
endonuclease] 23 REalHo] Ago) Eoj7} AHE 4L dojuA g ¥
o2 fFAA} FEREGn dE dutHoz MI SojMdo] glemz FFAANAY
FAAE FAAE =987 do 4 A E AsfAAYg 3ol o]FojxmE
538 54 o wepan®,

asiy FAA AT Fol AF MEge] EASA HA AN ST Qo] U
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g g lon, uAYEL AAzte] Forog FAAMNE vAE Ade] FgY s}
Aol EolA. Wt PRz FAF FAAY dI HAdE Z=dE B4
FRAZE FHAAAZY A F EAsHA G2 sofdc. A WIniojie o
® Staphylococcus R Enterococcus ZE% W& AF9 Ngsydoz o 48
t}. glycopeptides, fluoroquinolones, tetracycline, gentamicin 2 beta-lactam# &
AA Y FEAE FF ARELRE F437 o)&HIE A

ol Zo] A WA KA FAFAAZ AAY A= A 4
A F8A4, AMNE, AT H(ATEY F), §AAFAE Mgty o7 At
o] EAAR, oju] &7 Fol FAYA WAl AR F& Hrtstd Ao ot

g =714 JAH?
FRAAAZE AF9 AAAY FRE 94T E g EAe A2 FEHI AR
AFgdg27loltt. FAO(1995)7F A& €273 53T = =&
ZH@EHE AV dHold. MR x=Fo] AYukG] o HEsls &Y W
S8 Zaldth B2 AIEEC] AF #AuIFe S woy, HAA AEgHEse
47 A7 2%AEL Aoz deR YIP AR A4l AS AE gy a7
H0A &3AY AR 027 = §.
ol & A Y& AFLUZY]) FEEFLS diE a¥dz Fd FH27] 4
FozZe 9F, UF, EF, &8, 9%, A4, dAF, #4F, o] €A o,
AA gd27] HF9 90%13S AAsn Aok FARRANEE 7led ol&F F
ZAFL QRS FAAE st Ao I A9 EFL AW @A
o] el N2 diloe] FAFHA At wElA o]lE A2 A THA] oy
gd27] e HEY Fert dvx Basn g

FAAAZTE AFe] U274 gAY ERfdgires O AYE FAAT ¢
Ha27] fFEgdol g AE FHAA, @ AYE FHA ] o3 AHE dwAo]
a8z e Fd27] f2 aldTg {FAARC] e A, @ dAFHAY Al
g8 &£F g WA dH2 49 FAH WA3It dojus A AFE HEFS
2R FJrgg, AE gdE2r8 foste auAe ol © 423 Al Yo
o, @ ZE7tE A¥gol Ux, @ B&Fo] 10-70 kDaol®, @ AFW FFol
1%0]d &= o] oleldt EAF ol ojn dHE Aoz LA ot
Aazel FA S AES Y QYU e g2 5 JQuB P

gH ga2r)e fWAYUES dE FRE A7) T APFEZE FAAAR
g A EFW e A4 g gE $#E F7HE vk 2(mouse), IgEE T FHARAY
29 HA¥L 7 (Brown Norway rat)$} R EX E(guinea pig), ¥4 4789
M(dog) ¥ VHXEE SNF }9Z2%A7 9 BIAEE A737] AF mouseZt

w
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i
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Ak 23U g, 43 529 FF, FF ¥ 4% wg whgo] gIFI=
2, AHge gdE714L d7Asr) 4% AR UG AFFEAY Mde] 275
SLI= X

=27l HFEAHLE AP H9F in viro A¥PYeEE  RAST
(radioallergosorbent test)®t RSTA inhibition A &0°] Utt?. RASTE ¢#HA2714
QA Arde 3 mAGe] FAAD AFY FEES WG, Sol3U EF
A7l Fel=AT Agsts Hests Wgolny, RSTA inhibition AYE Agstn
A4 e AE FE2829 RQEAYYS 589 S22 TAGAA gdZrg A
g9 ¥ wFso BAsEe Aot nAdH APL FEEHY IEE G
Aol dojutm, mAlgo AET REFS 825 B} FAIF IGEE o] &3t
Z A3tk RSTA inhibition 4 8& A FW 27 L4 999 F& HA%
td olf€ F Ut £ AFLYEIE dodle FRAEY FAAE ol§F A
S dHE2r)HEAY HFel Hed dH, o] Z$ double-blind, placebo-controlled
food challenge (DBPCFC)lA 4Awrg& HolAY I EFd A EE 5%
AGulgg B2l AEo] v FAe AL o]83Y AFE + Arh RASTAE
& AARNES NYPste dHo) skin-prickAERT Bk A o4 & um:,
RAST inhibitionAl g-& A/NL2F3 71E AEH ¢HE7] 7t5A4E AF vl
& 4 7] JEo) RASTAERY o f838t).

gy ol Mg e B2 AP AF ddUEVE dox #x9 ¥
AE BRE 39 T A LAE FAHSE Jov S A Fr o ofF
<°] o

Y ENNAHE AAE7] 98 AAN A¥He R skin-prick test$} challenge
test7} Utk BHZAHO0Z AL 3l skin-prick testv 1110 =& 112002 343 4
FFEES o8%d. IdA A 10-308W0 uiRFE ol g8l AT
challenge AP 2.2 DBPCFCv %% 4 Fd d3] f3ld w3 ddsie d Al
|80 ¢H27148 AEddAE JELdEVE dofhd AMde] & V1EdE &A%
skin test} RASTOIM F4wg¢ 2 $x% M@t ¥S open challengett
single blind challenge® A3 3te Ao Fstdx 3%, S40letd AYHeo=z
FHld 2AdA FaAg wgo] dojux] Fevdr AE AFUI}EEZ open
challenge¥l ol DBPCFCe] utglzxof 3ty AL Fe] Ajgo] ol&3
DBPCFCel| o] &5+ $%(placebo) AEFHoE HAAA F54S AAst= d Al
fats FEoiH, AMEAE =" ¥ste] AFHQ vart shEs,

a8y HZT WHO/FAOS AEZ g #Ezr|48 dUdstes ¥y e 4
ES A3 ol 2L AAAE A FEAYGIY B @ o FrHgH
2 Ad AL AP,
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4. 5497
FAAANZZAF] ¢tAY Po} A SHE 28 A 9. 28y 4
F 2 AA qg SHLAEL 71E B4 ELD F& Qe e 5443
e 28, AT YAET oA APFE 5] glo] od oo 4FH F
TAE B Fold A ddd A4YE FAz) o3 nEolA @A &
ol Qe 23} oy YEA & AEH HE EE o] g FE
3 GFAEY, MEEQEN £ oA HAAEY FAEY, 2G4, FAE

TE TEHLY TS 3 9

ox =

a4 &

antdl 433 54 ¥rhsr] e 71E9 A FC U F8 JEEA
Bt ol AL, GZRolE T EFALEA A BAHAEY dHolg o
27 asdin, ol g HE §FMEd §F FHL ANF 3L FR AL, 2E
A2 $74 T2 85490 A FBe Ho| Frshy, ¢A4 Bdd
AEE FEEA Fa 7] g Hadde] He & AFe AEE FHde
gl ol ol Fol At #Ae @ZRol=E, ¥ cucurbitacin TFH #L ¢
F sAEe A4 B¥d B FAEAEES 2 FFEY F3& AR}IIES
o AF Ad7H Jou, FHXEY FHA e FFFLA dF FrRE= AL
fe AFoit

et HEFS] g2, H4 42 d2A FF, AFOA EhHE 99EY =
2ot dH 24 ofnxid M, AFAZH ol&HE YEAY BEAELH, 4FA
zd) o) &HE Aoz ¥WYPA YEA A, 54, I¢2Y P A H
ol Mol& FHo] Pasditt EF FAAAZYE HAFS HERA 7€ HF
FE AP Ul de AE By AMME 1S FFDY WXRE 7
71 e d9de, BAYEEA, AN, A3 dE FAEN WY 59
AEHA g Y= dasir

ol AWAEHIE AT RFFHE FAAAZIAFY dAYES Frey] A3
ARA2E FALE A=SEHT Uk vIxS 19929% 8 FAHPIAEE vt
3 AZFEA I AR BIHE FEEF o HrF grE Aol 50F o=
3 glon, YBAME 19964 ATE wHstd AAJ AeHoz AR %A
A g BEE o AF7AA 20F 9 FRE AP HFLEMY W] &
A=z gich W EUE 19973 AEE nidsn goy, vy d&3 &3
GHAY BE WA gFsEn den, AR 10F4 o2 FAE Ex 2

N

o
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HEAEF AFREel {EH gl

8 dvatxs 19999 8¥ ‘FAUAARILAF - AFHIESAAEBIAEAAA
FE AFIFFADREY AR vldstd dAALER APY HUE B=EF A=
g, B A9 BAde 14Foze AF F5HE A% dAAN FHo
A% FINAZRFY, o2 AAY HFY NALE fxde W Y92 € #
915}.

FAAAZENEFS] DG A At Ao GdFd AL H2A717]
-rldVﬂE AAAZZH TS 34 WL Axss s {3y Frbd g% dA
A UFE LodEn, ASHOE ol ARE Y NA¥eEzR AP A&
d ‘4—?7}]"‘“1 ojFold £ YEE FHorg AHeold
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