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Abstract

Several fungal polysaccharides possess hypoglycemic, hypolipidemic and other biological activi-
ties. Through deep fermentation, Lachnum sp. can produce extracellular polysaccharides which
have shown a variety of biological activities proved by previous studies. In this study, a 100 L fer-
menter was used to ferment Lachnum YM240, and the extracellular polysaccharide was extracted
and separated from the fermentation broth. The results showed that the extraction rate of exopo-
lysaccharide (LEP) was 0.14 g/L which is presumed to be mainly neutral and acidic polysaccha-
rides. Then, in vitro hypolipidemic and hpyerglycemic activities of LEP were examined. It was
found that LEP has a significant inhibitory effect on a-glucosidase and a-amylase activity, showing
certain in vitro hypoglycemic activity. At the same time, LEP inhibited lipase activity and could
significantly bind cholate, showing a strong in vitro hypolipidemic activity. Through the above
studies, it is shown that LEP has a certain hypoglycemic and hypolipidemic activity in vitro, which
provides a scientific basis for further elucidation of the working mechanism.
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SHAREEESHERT B, RRSEMEEER. HEREERE KB U™ ISR, i
BIRESHLEASMAENENE. AT E SR KR KBERBREYM240, FEXTHRBEBRET 525
IR EL, SREFRBHRENSSHE(LEP)NRNFN0.14 g/L, FEMANMENNFHES TN
TRYEZHE. MRIEXTLEPFEILNE . P I FEVE AT 1 SNSRI, RILEPRY o- 1 & 52 H B A - SE N BV,
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EEFERY, RWHBORAASMEM ARG, @bl BB, RE T LEPE/ASNRA — 2 KR LB A
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1. 5|8

B B (Lachnum sp.)s&—Fh 2 04 T BAR IR AR, R8T 518 4 (Discomycetes) b
H (Helotiales) &t #f B £t (Hyaloscyphaceae) [1]. ASURBUZH AT I 22 Fiobi B 485 B (A VE Y R C 2T
TWEWF[2] [3] [4]. KBRS 2 BE(LEP) &N B4t B e i VR 2 R 7= A 11 22 Wl R AE Wi P I o
LEP B Z M A g, QG FRMmAR. BUIaE. PUmss3] (4] [5]. RN, LEP M1 &. Sl
RS BEEHEEEAL, 7SR AT DN 0 AR TR A E R

Bl & A VS K B s AR ST s, i bE . i RS SRR MR R R H e s, 4
A T B s [N B A R i S o pl T v U AR v I — AR B R B, PR SR R B
[ s ALK IR AN I 1) R AR 25 B A S X I S i X [6]

AW ICIRZ KRB R YM240, MR 73 B53R1S LEP M4, FEEAT 7y aifbab 2,
() ) 1) AR S 56 7 AN 1 LEP 19 R IR A0 48 I 3 2 o B 72 45 SR SR LEP m DA R | o781 5 B8
G o-TERBEAR A IS, [FINE S G IR SR, 2RI H B0 (%) A4 & ok B R 5 ot s, i —
A 8 B AR LIRS T — 2 R =R YR .
2. IREHE
2.1. M5

Pk REREE YM240 B1& AR T KA 528 5 NI = 55

WA, O BREE. S0 ERETEEA THRAR: rEEEn. 3,5- e Kmig.
IKEW AR AHERA . HZMHRW. ROEBE. M. BIRDIRE. B RO, o-JEmBE. [
R HE B E AR XA A RA R o B A TEE. PNPG WA FTH TFI AR WERRR . W
AR B b A s R PR A R AT R 24 A e T A A A
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22. B{ERE

SW-CJ-ICU B TAE G, LlEIRSIVARAR; 250 D BECREEFEM, LHAE IEHREEER
/A#]; TDL-50B BU &G R EOHL, B2 =Rl 28] RE-85 et KA, LHHE M mices Bk
FHEHL FD-1B-50, Jbntidf R LI AR AR AR 26Tt Rl SR AER AR A F s 680 iMark
BEbRA: EEAA SR AT 100 L RKEEEE, HITA G A TIRERE AT .

2.3. RIERE YM240 ZEEEH
2.3.1. FhFREEEHIE

KPR FRFE: HE M 20 o/L, BREE Sg/L, AN Sg/L. BiHl 1L, 43T 104 250 mL #EEM A+,
FHRE 287K AR 121°C R K 30 208 . FRAMERR, ES TE S W RIFH YM 240 B R
Fh PR TR IR, BT RRIRNLE 25 C4E FiGth 4 K, FEIRFEHE N 160 r/min.

2.3.2. KELER
Mo 70 L ORI, KIS 507 RER 20 ARBUERMAMERE, MRS, &Rkt s &
PP A E

fEH 100 L B R FEREIAT R I%. &K RKEREE T3, RIERINREER, INZEBEKE 70 L,
FIN 10 mL A4 ERMEEERD, T 121°CHEEKE 30 min. K4 RGAFRKBEERAE 2] 30°CH, TE
S FHEEMPN T . R E NG 30°C. FiPEdE 180 t/min, KEERA] 12 K.

2.3.3. EYENE

T 250 mL HEJE L h b — e iR B AL, PRIREE IR, B — ), B R EEE, LAk T A
PRI 2~3 UG T 60°C TPt T 218 E, REMRFNHEATE, FF0RA LB 7 1 E D s
RAEME = WET B RBERETR).

2.4. BIELEE YM240 fash S EERYIRINAL

2.4.1.LEP {EZHEN S

REEEEHG, ¥ 70 L KB ANIE S , JEHI e 28 KA, FIH B R 52T 50°C %A T ilk4s,
BHAE®ET 1L AARRER . WREERIRGER IO 3 FARTRH 95% LB, 1E 4°C %A FEEDT 12 he
SRJGAE S I 4 AEAE 4000 r/min 250 10 min, BUUUIEY), N LEP M2 HE([7].

2.4.2. LEP B#1 41k

1) REH

MTHZHEEE —CRNEAN, FERTHEALIE, A0F5RA Sevage VAN E F1[8]. I A
WHIN 173 RFH 1) Sevage WA« IE T EARFILL 5:1), #R S ZHRERE 20 min, #1E 20 min. 14>
Wi, 2oKZEEFZZ RN TEE 1, EE UL AR S KA 5 % IR 38 St o AR M
WA, BT T TR

2) it

W AL RS, AT HyO, B E AR ER[9], 1] 22 BB A H N AR AR 10% 103 BE 30%1) H,0,, 50 °C
TR 2 K, WIEEERR 12 ZNEIN—IR Hy0,, M6 i 2445 BIR B8 E0 VA VR

3) ZHEENT

BERLER A B AR B S (1) 2 MK ST E T BT R(EE 25 mm. #% > T 3500 Da)Ht, H KK
WBNIZENT 48 h, FEHZAKIENT 24 he KENTE M2 PHEREI NG IR 5356, —80°CHA 24 h, &JG¥d
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TR RN B AL B YM240 A2 FE(LEP).
2.5. RIEHEE YM240 RSN ZFERN DRSO E

AEAERTXS Sephadex G-100 HER AT TRALEE[10], A HBIEZHTHE(1.6 x 60 cm), A EE 50 cm, 75
APt B, “FHTRE 0.5~1 mL/min, EAEEN 15 mg, FIRGEKVEM, 2T im0 BB e
W, 2.5 0hIidE—%, S 2mL. 237K, 0.1 mol/L, 0.3 mol/L, 0.5 mol/L NaCl #E4T ¥t/ .
FZRB - BRVEEE BRI, T 490 nm FMEBOCEE, LUEHNIROGEE(E 2 e th 42, 4 25193
HyRZ W —457,

2.6. XE-RESEMEHESE

KA1y B 22 & B[ 11], B 1 mL LEP W 5 mL #RAREZ . 1 mL 6% KMy T E ThiR 2,
FE 10 min, 7E 25°C/KIBHRIE 20 min, 490 nm AR GAE . X HRE G FEbREMZL, REZHE &

27. RBEBEPABRSESENNE
HURTRE SR 7~11 R RS T P ) R TR FH 8 - R PR 22 5 .
2.8. LEP ¥ o-H BB HERRIMNHI{E

Z WEAH O SCHR IR — 8 B0, Rl LEP X o~ 49 B8 1 B 9 0 iE [ 12]. d@id 100 mM BEFR 21
22 ph R /K (PBS, pH 5.0)fl % AR (0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 3.0, 5.0 mg/mL)FE ST, o~ %) B B (2 U/mL)F1 X
il 25 2R 5k -a-D- Nk R 8] 267 4 EF (PNPG, 1.5 mM) o BEARE (10 nL) Rl o= 2 4 7 8§ (20 pL) IR &9 7E 37CF
fR¥F 10 min. FEIMA 20 pL 1) PNPG 7£ 37°C Tl & 20 min, /50N 200 pL Na,CO5(1 M)Z& 1k o
AR S VR SR SRR, BT R B (Acarbose) VR PR MR I, PR B 92 A 9850, 7E 400 nm 3L
UGB o8 260 B I (R A ) 7 0 bl R SrH B FHER(%) = [1 — (A b — A weaean) /(A smopn —
A wmzna)] X 100%.

2.9. LEP X} o-E# ERROINSHIVE A

Z IR S SCHRAS U LEP X oY 0 1 (4 400 1) £ FH [ 13 7E 0.1 M PBS (pH6.9) il & A [ (0.1, 0.5,
1.0, 3.0, 5.0 mg/mL)KE VAR . 2 U/mL a-E¥ BEAT 1% A v PEVERy . @i ¥ 10 mg/mL 3,5- 5 FE KR
5 120 mg/mL AR VUK EWAE 0.4 M S AN HIR G RG] £ 8 AR F ZiH B K R (DNS) IR .
7E 500 pL FE& A 500 uL (4 o-3E k3B, 37°C F/K# 10 min, BlJSH0N 500 uL 58 E ek, 37°C
F/K¥ 10 min, JIA 1 mL DNS {7218, 100°CIRFFE 5 mine AEEER G, F 10 mL £5FK
MRBRAY . WA SIRAEYE XTI, BB R AP ], & B E S8 . 78 540
nm AP EROEEE, $%F R0 E a-TER B INEIE b JHIR (%) = [1 = (A sassen — A wazon)/(A s
wr — A wmans)] X 100%.

2.10. LEP P& RhBsHIHI{E R

B s AT 1) S 56 2 HEAH S SCHR T — e 1B 24 [ 14] - BX 100 mL #EFEIE 12 A, BN 5 mL 0.025 mol/L
PBS fl 4 mL R ZIGEEEMNIHALAA, BET 40°C/AKEH LRI 5 min. LSRR T: 1) 78 1 MERH+
F N 1 mL AEWTEEA T, MM BRET UG TR, 2k4R0R0E 30 min; BUH 5 57 RIS I AARFR 23 B0 95%1)
LI 15 mL, DS IEEEER s BB ECTE /<77 3 3, 1 0.05 mol/L &8 AL Al & iAW S 4 o1k,
IR A ANE R E. A1 RN I, AIMAIRDIEE, $AH R EET, s B aS EsL
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Ko 2) WS RHEFH, SEIAZHER 1 mL, BN I mL R RRA L SRR 1%(DEHMT SR, s A
HE M e FO IR, AN RETBE,  $2H R 7 i3k AT

2.11. LEP BBERELGE A fE J1SCI8 AR HIBZIE A EE)

AW OB AG I LEP JHER 545 & ft /1 W FL i g vis o, S8 7 VA S A S SR 14]. w2 R A H
BRI T I B A 2 I U R ERAR e M 2, SRS ERIUIIE A BE T Al LEP SIHERER 55 REJ), HIT
FLAAR A 1t g 5 1

1) REJR AR i 2% 0 22 il

T 5o A2 IR R ShAm vk il 2, EOAS [) VR B (A v v v (CH &I R 84 0.031 0.06+ 0.12+ 0.18+ 0.24.
0.30 mmol/L, A-f#fHER%H 0.05. 0.10. 0.1 5. 0.20. 0.25. 0.30 mmol/L) 2 mL FHZEREH, A 6 mL
R 60%[) HySO40 SRBIETR T 70°C/KIS 20 min, HUHUKIS 5 min, 7E 387 nm P AL I & WG FE
DARRER #h & B A bR, WOCRE R AEAR AT IR IR 38 & B Al 4R, R b ofe il 20 SR ASE v P IR 26 P ik
i3

2) HEAZIEIAEE N LEP 55 JHER £ 45 & sk

Iy IR EL 3 mL AR R LEP 247 T 100 mL B 2R, N 3 mL 10 mg/mL & & A EE(H
pH6.3 £ 0.1 mol/L PBS F#l), 1 mL 0.01 mol/L i) HCI V&, £ 37°C4AF MEIRIRZ AL 1 h, BilziE
RS LLO.1 mol/L ) NaOH ¥ i 15 pH fH 22 6.3, Fifi J5 I\ 4 mL 10 mg/mL g 25 1 B (H pH6.3 17 0.1 mol/L
PBS fiti#l), #£37C4MH N, IRGEE N 150 v/min, [HEIRGHEL | h, SPEREETEL. SR
il N 4 mL 0.4 mmol/L H & AHER (] pH 6.3 7 0.1 mol/L PBS Fit#11)-0.5 mmol/L 27 fH R #h(FH] pH6.3
f) 0.1 mol/L PBS BCHl), 7£ 37°C %4 MEEIRY | h J5IREWHEREE &Y, 4000 r/min &L 20 min,
HWCEIEW,  HeEaEilE B2 IR AN - B B AN & i, MR SPAT 3 Ik H U IR B AN 2 Rl IH R A 25
HREA(D). QHH.

HRIARNL 5% (%) = (C1-C2)/C1x100 (1)
A ClOAHZHEBRA I &/umol; C2 N H & JHERE3H 42 7 /umol.
FRAMHRREASS £ % (C3 - C4)/C3x100 2)

A C3 N IHRRAA NN & /umol;  C4 24 Tisk IH BR8] 42 7 /umol..
3. ZREHH
3.1. NESEEYEE Kl

AR NEE TR LR BEFR LR Z G BRI 9 B2 TG I R B H R B AL YM240 A=,
el AR (R ). WE 1T RaTbiEH, BEE KB REK, AEEERs, HRKEE
A 00 8 K BB R AG,  HED S DR R B B SRR IR FE A A T R B a s, R TORE A B )
ARG, FE, WE L AR DR A REES 11 R, KB YM240 YRR S| T HK
B, 4 8.7 g/Lo AU FTIABE 7T T A [R] (155 77 26 A0 0 R0 6 5 B AR 5 A0 o 22 0 7 2 (1 e )
AN [ 3 37 25 AR OB B B I AN 6~12 g/L [15]. B R EREE AT 58 17 | W 2 B 0f & i 55 85 A4
VR, S5 R ORII N LR A R E R A K - E RRIBUEE, mREAEMERN 183 g/L[16]. 5
Z AT TS AL, AR A SRS R Y AR, BT RE I 5 R S AN [R] (1 B R N RS IR SR AR AR
AR .
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Figure 1. Biomass curve of YM240 during fermentation

[E 1. KIELEE YM240 Y2k hzk

3.2. NERERISTEE ~HhLk

TERIEEREY, 8RR AR N R B P s 2 S . i 2 ATRLEH, R R
AP WS BETE RIS 7~9 KN &1, 76 R SR 10 K IR f 4h 2 5 i 2 i A 2 7 084E, 25 139.8 mg/L.
25, MIAN B B N . AT RE R R O B A K R R BEAT, R P S TR BN T T A
FESE 10 RICIHE R T b (8 TR0 C4ak B 1 s FUE, B TT AR I8 I B f o 2 Bk R AR 6 2 ()8 F7
YR, RSN BEMREETFAE T 15 o FIAS DR HT A T 285 SRAH L[ 15], FRATIFE X BRI (1 2 1 7= S 4R
I, ZE 0 S5 R AT A8 R AN [] R B e R T 2% A T el 2 W= B s . [AI, AR 2 s ERA
B JE 2 PEE, 7R A R b kR TR BB BT, F HOENT I AR e R B 2R
JIT LA 53R A5 10 22 W BEAUAIR, T AT S )41 b = S0 U B RE 2 W ) 5 &, DR A B AR [17] (18]
— 200

mg/L

o 150+

100

Exopolysaccharides

0 1 1 1 I I 1
6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Fermentation period/day

Figure 2. LEP production curve of YM240 during fermentation
B 2. REZE YM240 ZBR AN S PE(LEP) £ 7%k

3.3. BESMSTELEPKIST R E
Xt LEP #HATIE A BafiEN s, #—2 4 H Sephadex G-100 %} LEP #H47#125 4 B 4tk
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LEP Z&EIEAT JZ M it 5 75 20 DU E ZE s Mg, 72 FHZ8187K, 0.1 mol/L NaCl, 0.3 mol/L NaCl, 0.5
mol/L NaCl PUAh A e i fS 210 2 B8 M 28 (] 3). Bl 3 A R0Z8 /K GE Bt 45 18 T B3 22 Wide T #2 B 3
i & &%, 1£ 0.1 mol/L NaCl Bt 5541 T K451 2 95 & 8->, 1 0.3 mol/L NaCl 1 0.5 mol/L NaCl ¥
WA N 3RIR 10 2 R A B /b, XN 2 R HORIE T8 45 AN AR 19]. ARHE LEP [¥15> 205y S50 i i 28
A DLW LEP 32 % ph ANy B AT (1) A0 1 22 0 (25 00 7 0 FE 3 0 ) R s 30 40 7 FELAT (1 R P 2 (0.1 mol/L
NaCl BB /AR,  HoA v 208 0 & g 2 TR 2 B & &= [20].

35

3

2.5 0.1M Nacl

0D 490nm

0.5M Nacl
0.3M Nacl

0 >
1 4 7 10131619 22 252831 34 37 40 43 46 49 52 55 58 61 64 67 70 73 76 79

Elution Time(number*2.5min)

Figure 3. Elution curve of LEP using different elution phase

B 3. REREMINSTELEP)N DRI Sk L

3.4. LEP 3 o-BI BB HEEHIHIZR

THALTE /I 2 R AR, b oA R T LUK AR AT B, RO AR, IR R, Rt
A o 31 A B LT RERE 05 A RIS RS T, XA I R I 2 o BRI 7 V2] FRT R
1k, oA AR 7 20 R S B (Acarbose) 2 2 OB BRI LI AN BRI R IGTT I — . AR T
WU AL B AN S o IR RO AR, OF EL S MR OB 25 BT Fo EAT 0 L. d ] 4 AT,
TALH YM240 H4h 20 BAT 1] o- R AT L R AOAE I (R U024 SR e R s 27 s O HLZE— A,
W 2 MR O, S AR TR VR RGN, KR TE R R, ST 2 th T 2 B4
HIAE A T R s Bk AT e BRI RS oS AT B T 2 e e T LUK B 80% 5, T [RIA5IK T
LEP % o-H 45 B BRI 5 KL 40% 54 . LRNEH 2N oA B ERE — E AmBIE . 2R3
TR NS T W R W o AT R P B R Y, R BRI G TR, i
WFESY 4.22 mg/mL, i FL 243 B i ot oA AT ML R P B (IR TP 22, S ELHRAMERE,
X GRA TR TS BB — B 12]. BTSN T KL LR o- R AR BRI HEEE, Ab13RE
[ S 35.79 mg/mL, 36 i T-FRA T 925045 5L, I LEP X o A0 L B LA R0 0 i 1 F [22]
3.5. LEP 3} o-SE#EgROHNEHI =R

B R EER S PO i AR T 25 o TR oW AT R KR AL AR, B S S NG
MW . BF TR, 3086 o R AR v T W P B B f) U7 ¥ 2 — (23] AWRSLH G T LEP Xt o-
VERBEERBIET, I L B B2 B R E AT R b FRIA] 5 WT 4, LEP A a-VE B4R
FI, ARG 25 G B R A R S IF BLAE— Y Y, B SRR R, M AR, R 4
SORIIGESARGL, B B SR R, SO o-VE R R I R R, SO B AR A
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Figure 4. Inhibition rate of LEP to a-glucosidase
4. LEP X o-#ZIHE E ERHIEHI 2R

UL, VLRI a-VE R AT PR P AT REA AN [24]. SEMAZ ERT o-BE b IR O R R
AMUEAEE > TEE MR, S EIFE DR RS . SRS NOE 1 HKEZ NN a-TEA N
GG, WA R WA E TR 22 0, 2 Bt A 1 AR B 10 2 W EL T oo i ) UM A 12 S 25 B IR 13

100+
— LEP — Acarbose
e 80- —
9
© 60
5
= 40 -
._9 aEa—
E 20-/
0+

2 4 6
Concentration (mg/mL)

Figure 5. Inhibition rate of LEP to a-amylase
[ 5. LEP X a-iE #} B A1 2=

o

3.6. LEP X1Ag phEgnH] =

AT EEXT LEP () 0 i 14 3 22308 A i I 0 i 3 AIE R ek 205 45 SR B R e o I M AT 1) S
R R I 07 g K At i P R MR TR, 3 BRI R PS5 NaOH 456, 8 13 78 SR 7€ V44 NaOH ) &[] 4
il 5 T PO P, 2 T 1P 20 W A T A il /I A D = R I S B R 2 4 R AR . el B 6 R AR €
YR, B LEP WK, HAMHI A M98, /£ LEP iX%] 3 mg/mL MK, RTEEH ] %5
3 44%LL L, (HREZJFREE RIS R, IR RS, HEI AT RER SR K2 LEP XI5 7 B fr)
AR RERIAT . AT RS AT T T SR 20 B 0T AR 17 e (g i 4 P, L F e 45 R o =4 BROR B 22 i xt
i s g ) e A AR R 47%AE T, 2 e ROV e 22 B BT AN 2 P AR AR T B 0 1, AT D4 AR H 2
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BT DL AR W B A B, T RE R LA AL TR 1, (R AN RE A IR 107 I 2R3 [ 25 o
804

60

40-

204

Inhibition rate (%)

0 T T
= 2 4 6

-20- Concentration (mg/mL)

Figure 6. Inhibition rate of LEP to lipase
6. LEP X1 g A B 04 2

3.7. LEP BYPEESEhE S R

FIELR 6 A2 A% A HE AR ] e 1) 5 AT, K0 7 IR h 22 3 JWiiE - A IR AT [, i 25 6 R 2R, {2
HEREER ERHEME AT DA SRR R BRI, TR PR [ 5 &, Gk BB IAR TG B FR[26]. ABFFEH LA HEA
ARERENAN - T B ER AN E BRI, B SCAE 387 nm YK FAS AN [ FE 1) H- 2O IE R B AN 2 B A R By e 7
TR AR, ARAE AR IO AR T B A 52, 435108 y = 0.1919x + 0.0.0581 Fly = 0.1726x + 0.0588,
FHSE R0 B9 R? = 0.9984 £ R? = 0.9976.

SRIG A £ 1.6 uM R 2.0 uM 1 H- 2 IE R A R0 A st I R BN VA VU /B AL LEP JIH IR R 45 A 2% 1) TAE
VW, TEANIE LEP ¥REETE BT RIS SR I WROBAE SR 2 LEP MIRRR SR &3, HAkgh FRHrE ]
7RI 8w NG AT LUE Y, LEP 6 BRI R U B RS 3h#0 — 2 45 &g 71, 24 LEP ¥R EiA £ 5 mg/mL
(B, X AHER Eh 45 & I8 2] T 30%M 40% 40, BB BA — MR iam k. B SCHRIRTE i 45 3
HILL, LEP FIRHER 3545 & SR R HA 25 N AR08 (/K IR T4 B A4S 2 HE 4 & IHER 3 K L i [27], (HRET £
P 55 NARGE (1) AR H 2 Bl (IR #h 454 26 [25]

40

304

204

Binding rate (%)

0 T T
0 2 4 6

Concentration (mg/mL)

Figure 7. Binding rate of LEP to sodium glycocholate
B 7. LEP X H RUIBER LG & R
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Binding rate (%)
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e o e °

-
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0 2 4 6
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Figure8. Binding rate of LEP to sodium taurocholate

[# 8. LEP X} 4-fSABRRSNER SHLE & 2

4. g

TR M EE R E SRR, BA SRR, BRI, FRIMR, JUEL, SUE,
PUMARSE o TFACHT Y ST R 22 08, AT A 2 5 A JF ) R FL AR P LB B R A PR A0 N A
AR, ARG 2 MR B R 2 BT TR ST, BT TORLBRE 2 MR A, R T
ZRPAEYNENE A 7 AR L. ATIAT SRR, BB 2R MR R, AR EOOELE
TERANE 2 E B -

e U e I S0 R S O BARHE 2 BN E I I VRO, (B R 20 25 LB S — T
REREAT VYT, MEMEE AR —, FIREEEREO T RN A 2 MERE “RBZEaaE” iR m
NBOREZE . Pk, A 6B R BT 2 AR, SR E RN R RS 5T
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