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Abstract: In order to investigate the bacterial community diversity of warm water retting liquid and enzymatic retting
liquid, both of the retting liquid samples were studied by using Denaturing Gradient Gel Electrophoresis (DGGE). Dur-
ing using DGGE method to analyze the bacterial diversity, DGGE bands were separated obviously by the gel concentra-
tion of 8%, range of 25% - 65% denaturant gradient, temperature of 60°C and voltage of 150 V for electrophoresis time
of about 7 h. Through analysis, the selected bands of DGGE profiles were cloned and sequenced. The obtained se-
quence results by Blast analysis were used to construct the phylogenetic tree. We found Pseudomonas of Gammapro-
teobacteria were the dominant bacteria both in warm water retting and enzymatic retting liquid samples. Bacillus of
Firmicutes occurred along with the whole process of the two retting samples. However, in addition to share the domi-
nant bacteria, the two samples also represented the differences in bacterial community structure.

Keywords: Warm Water Retting; Enzymatic Retting; Bacterial Community Structure; Denaturing Gradient Gel
Electrophoresis
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8 B N TR RS BRI P A REVE 4549, R DGGE $AR(Denaturing Gradient Gel Electro-
phoresis) i IX BRI 14 B8 B BESS M9 3EAT T 2081 R DGGE 23 M40 2 FEMERT, BRI A 8%, AT PEFIIA
YA N 25%~65%, fHiR 60°C. 150 V L& T HLJK 7h Z£ 451, DGGE 43 B I BUR B . PCR-DGGE 4540 Kl &
Ny BRI 7K RS S B B s e b 2% iy B B AN () o 3 s ) 3 AKX R 5 B2 DX RR AR ot A [R] B HAVXBR R - 16S
rDNA V3 B PCR 7“¥)i#) DGGE &7 EAT 731 e . 7 51 E #1 Blast 73 41 AR SL R GR B . AP HI45E R
FATVRIN, -2 TR o B AR B0 B g Tk AT R 5 v I R A rh L RO B T s o 2 PR 57 ) L L e
AR A BRFI BRI BRI FE o BEAE, MR 7KK RR -5 B R IX R i VR S5 M 2 FEE R I T — 8 1 22 ek

KRR MKIXRR: BEREICRR: AHGERERSE ) ARTERR I BER Ik (DGGE)

L. 51§ TR A KB A R ARG e —, AT
S B WA EE ST - BRI b S e 2T 4 — FELL R . WRRE4E R — i E KR A4,
S T ALC08038)- {3 i RARET S B0 1.5%  SEREF AR 7 Lt
HE T .
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I RLTdE, 5 “HeR)a" M2, N T Rk
JRAE S TTVEAFAE I 2 Il R, A R e T AL 42
AR A PRI T gy, fE R Bl R
DGR RR o B IIX RR S0 4K, 27 B RIS T T2
B0l 3R KT BR S BRI IR AN R 2 A FE T, BRI R
FEIX BRI AR FR AR I 7 SR, 3K 56 73 VX JRR BN (7] El
JESRK) 5~7 REAMEE 2~3 K; MEX—idfEd,
FH T RS AH T Bk R TIK PRVt AR 15 50 I3 R, Ik
T JE AR IR SR (19 25 05 G SRR HE T R A 4 R
SEIE RS KIS G 0] s BRI A R R . B
I, PRREEGIEIR R B S RO R B R, ¥ A BEIX
IR — D FO A A6 B HE AR o AT 5T AR
T 7K IS S B i S VB it 7 0t 4%, F1IFH PCR-DGGE
B AR VR 3 71 Fse AR 2 e i 3k A i F T B VR
FIEAT 1 3 R LI, DA I BH R 7 Rt e o il vk it Fse
LR R A A B VE AR 2RI 2 v R R A,
SR FF ST JRR 5t HH e 5 R s B T i A B e
£,

2. RIS
MRXEB SR

)RR WRREZE: BT w2 R
BT AL SIS FIXBRA K : B W0 B ilE HYA4:
FFHE IR R PRI B R S FUPE IR -
[ Sigma A F) A HBRAGHIEA 9 o el n) Bl A 40
A

2) IR K. 6 XA EEONL(HEE Hermle
Labortechnik Germany); #4i/K{¢(Millipore); 8 7MEEME
A% 73BT 22 48 (Alpha Innotech 22 #]); PCR {X(Applied
Biosystems ‘A ]); KFHKAXAL R TS —1XER));
AP A B I LUK AX DGGE-2401(35 E C.B.S A ).
HEATHERR -

3. LWHE
3.1. BT E

1) WRAIKBR . HF TR JFE 2287 10 om K, FHZR%E
FLER/NME, BN, L 110, R 36°C AT
IR R . FEIXFRIATEE 16 h, 28 h, 40h, 52h,
60 h I 23 S G BRIRE 5 mL, —20°C A7 H
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2) BEEIKRR. a) BEAHI & Bihd kiR
P BEREL B A i 1000 ) KRR 0 1 4 i R P J%
BEN, o) BERIKRR T KRR R R KK R, 7
IXERIFEATSE 16 h, 28 h, 40 h, 52 h W2 SHEHGKFR
FEdh S mL, 20 CIRAERH

3.2. {AEE DNA HIEE

KM K CTAB AHEHUKFRK )& DNA. 4
S EAS [FIX R 732 R BIK R K 5 mL BN Ep &,
12,000 r/min B§.0> 5 min, 7 13, WEEDTIEMA 1000
uL 1% PVP(5E Z AL fe B )i, VKt 10 min. 12,000
r/min B0 10 min, ¥ E3F, VIUENIA 800 uL 2%CTAB
B2 )G, 65°C/KHE 1 ho 12,000 r/min &0 5 min, WY
I 3E I N AR S R EE (24:1 VIVYIR B
12,000 r/min £5.C» 10 min, L F3E I 0.6 PR T4
SR, —20°CJHE 30 min. 12,000 r/min %> 10 min,
JUEH 70% LBESEss S BJE A 50 uL () TE Sl
(pH 8.0)¥A fFHLTE DNA, VAR5 FIRLTE DNA H 1%35
JIE W e fi LUK A

3.3.16S rDNA V3 X3/ 1

1) 519 R FHR R 22 B4t b AN 40 1 (1) 16S TDNA
FEH V3 X B R R 51 0% F338GC M1 R518, B
fITH %143 5 . F338GC: 5°-CGCCC GCCGC
GCGCG GCGGG CGGGG CGGGG GCACG GGGGG
ACTCC TACGG GAGGC AGCAG-3’(Bi£k#E 4N GC
REHR). R518: 5°-ATTAC CGCGG CTGCT GG-3
I B TR ARG AR ARG, ¥ 3G
W B4 230 bp.

2) PCR R iR ZR PCR ¥ 3+ BT R B AR 220 25
uL AR 1 pL DNA B, 10 x PCR R BZEME
2.5 uL, 2.5 mmol/L dNTP YE& VA 2.0 uL, 0.1
umol/uL b RS ¥4 2.5 uL, Taq BE#(5 U/uL)0.1 pL,
K 2 BT 7KANE 2 SRR 25 uL.

3) PCR R M &AM PCR RBLGcAF: R SLFAEH 95
CHAEME 5 min, 95CA%: 30 sec, 55°CiB“K 1 min,
72°C 4E1H 40 sec, 35 M, 55 7 72°C ZEAH 7 min''',
PCR F=¥) FH 1%B BEE AR FUKEEAT /3 BT Al . DNA
Marker & pUCI19(_LiEA4ET)), KAMNRAGIRATESE R

4. RKERSEEE KRS 280 4B
DGGE 7t
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4.1, MBS RER AT R IK

AR PR E BRI FL K PCR =K ) DGGE-2401 %8
A Ky I 2GR RE S AT DGGE 2347« T I F 58 D3 446
IR E N 8%, BVERRE N 25%~65%(100%[1]17%
PEFISA 7 mol/L JRER, 40% F W), 150 V, 60°CIHI,
1 x TAE FHPK 7 h £ 47, 7% 30 min, UVI g &
i, I Quantity One 73BT BC1-ff 5 B i FELVK 2%
1) 22 > R 75 P 5 P U 1

4.2. FHHEREEERNF

¥ DGGE B3 A 34 2% i Ja B e [m i 45
B, MK R B FKS B0 50°C/K¥A 30 min J&5 5
OHCEIEEA PCR AR AT PCR #38, NART
5 1.43 M[F. ¥4 TAKARA PCR ##4lith k7 &
ZiALIY PCR P2, JEHEAE pMD-19T #fk b, )5 #
BEEAL B E. coli DHSa RGN . LR 5 K (100
wg/mL)PLPE R BRI R PH 34k 7, K HLHR Ak
WG, B 1 pL BEAT R PCR, RHRS I BH 4 e F
BRI B9 #4514 M13, PCR ¥ ik R AL FE S
16S rDNA V3 X4 #8447 H] o BRI R0E 20 FF 28 =) 34700
FF. % NCBI(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/blast), ¥}
TR B FEARALE] GenBank #id, 7E GenBank (4
FErb F BLAST #E 476 28 A [F 5 1 LU

5. ZR5ITR
5.1. DGGE 44

MU 7K X PR R 8 95 X R R 5t P AS [ o s Bl 347
PRI DNA B 53T 16S rDNA V3 X488, § 39
Y47 DGGE 43#r, @l 1 fs.

MER G2 ST LB H, AN [ Bt e B TR A o £ HL K
B MR, 20, RF R R, 3
AN ) 7 2% 55 1ot FE B T P4 X R R A7 7 35 AS [R) 1) 1
gEf . HAPERAIKBREES 1. 3. 40 5. 6. 7 &4
FEAN [FI S BA B it R 350G A2, 08 SRR it Ji ot A
() = BRI TR, 0 SRR M A i L e PR A FH o
AR KD RR 5 T X RR A o [ & DK T ) SR —
SEMZE S AT W2 5 W1 I HAAH b &% i 23
%, W3~WS5 S IR A% T RS [F] I B
FEMEHMEE. ERRKRREES T, 150 16 K& 18
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Figure 1. DGGE profiles of bacterial V3 16S rDNA gene fragments
amplified from retting samples (Lanes W1-WS5: Water retting
samples. Lanes R1-R4: Enzymatic retting samples)

1. 16S rDNA V3 K E& PCR =41 DGGE EiEGXkiE W1~W5:
mACGERAES; KE R1~R4: EGEERESR)

5 % S LB I BUAEIXRR I &N I, e g v
KRR EIDC ST o 2R ZREVERT AR ) BEREIXRR
TR ANINUT 55 05 P AN I SRV AR AU, BIXRR
R PR AL

5.2. DGGE EliEBH N

N Geit27 720 AN R AR MR ¥ FE K DGGE
GERAEAT N, ATRABESUREVE Z MBI TR JR e R
DGGE Bl 73 #rHh, 805 R H 172 582573 #7 (Clustering)
Jiik. HAEl, MR Z 2R E R iR
IR A #4(UPGMA )1,

D IE S i AKX JRRA: vty S B X JRR A i 240 A1 4] A
A, f#H Quantity One #X/F 5+ ) UPGMA(The
Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic Aver-
ages) JTVEIAT I HT, A DGGE 2517 B R AH A
2R GEps (B 2) BIroas B A [R) I BRRASE o o 4 1 - T £
WAERER R, B S IKIE T REE SRR 7, FoR
LR 2R SORE R R

H OB 4 SR AT N, BRI 0 B %, RV TIX BRR VK
i R4+ R3. R2. RI A FEANRAIEMRFE AL W5, W3,
W1, W4, W2 y—f%. B—f%"$ R4 FIR3 5 R2 A
R1 HIRER SRR B, RS B AR .
R2 1 R3 HIHEVE S M HAARR FE PR, Fev i B R
18 EH UG AT DR Al X JBR F) I A HURE I 391 5 5 AN B
FE I HRE T 25 M AR /N o A5 R KD RR (A i
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Figure 2. Cluster analysis of profiles obtained from DGGE banding

patterns. W1-WS5: Water retting samples (Lanes R1-R4: Enzymatic

retting samples. Dendrogram was generated by an UPGMA cluster
analysis based on DGGE bands)

2. DGGE 5 EE B AN (WI~WS: BIKRFHESR;
R1~R4: BEEEMAESR. XA UPGMA 753Ex DGGE £iFi#1T4H
i, FHEEL)

W15 W2, W25 W3, W35 W4 &z Wa 5 W5 [HEE
TEEE R AN 2 BT BRAR, X U AR IR K I RR A i
25N A A, B S R R

5.3. DGGE %7 [E144 PCR #1445 R

¥ DGGE 3 it 5% iy 2 D18 s kA7 I el
W, USRI BT PCR I, £ 1% lE
IR FVKATI, PCR 4 B4 =K 2200 230 bp, 2717
P e G 2R R A K 3 R BTAR i
VI T Ja S R ) S RE DI Y

5.4. DGGE & EFE R BN 5347

I e 45 B 3252 3] GenBank, 18 GenBank 1A
BLAST 27, H4- I Fr- 45 F e 51 5 8 e vh (0 /7 5133k 4 7
Hoxt, RG-S RIS .

M2 R DER, PH R BKERZTE 195 bp
Fedi, HONASH S5 S H0E P b OO0 B R B BRI
FHABLE s 397E 96% LA o Wi 1 i, 1~12 5 DGGE
2 TR BREE i, 13~24 5 DGGE 4711 BT
FREE S . HEXTEE SR E IR, 1 54 HIALE N Aquitalea
magnusonii GU195189, J&T A-LTLELIT, AH{AE
A 98%; 2. 4. 5. 12 S4AMHMBIEA Uncultured
bacterium, FLLYES TN 98%- 98%- 100%. 100%;
3. 7. 8 54N Uncultured Pseudomonas sp.J& T
y-ARTEBET T, AAEST R 98% 98% 99%: 6 5
27 NALLE A Bacillus cereus GQ254741, J& T /5EE
BT, M N 99%. 10, 11 5S4 MULE N

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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Figure 3. Results of different DGGE bands in retting samples by
PCR (M: DL2000Marker; 1 - 24: DGGE bands)
B 3. SRR DGGE %% PCR #1345 R (M: DL2000Marker; 3k
i 1~24: DGGE %)

Table 1. Sequencing results of selected DGGE bands from the bac-
terial DGGE fingerprint
% 1. DGGE & F5I#I BLAST 455R

DGGE Accession Closest relatives and Similarity

band number accession number (%) Alignment
I HQ7I7358 Aq“i’“Glfj"l pragrsontt 98 195/197
2 HQ717359 U”C”g’gg‘é f’;’;;e’i“”’ 98 188/191
3 HQ717360 U”C“”””;%};fg;’;"""as P 98 195197
4 HQ7IT361 U”C”lg‘g‘;‘; f’;’;’;e’i”’” 98 194/197
5 HQ717362 U"C“g'ﬁ‘;iggggm“m 100 192/192
6  HQ717363 B“C“fgg’; 4”791‘13“ 99 191/192
7 HQ7I7364 U”C“””’;jésg;‘ggg’w"” P 98 196/198
8 HQ717365 U“”””f;;f{‘ggg”””“ P 99 192/192
10 HQ7I7T366 T Se”ﬁ(&%”g";’;“”d" 99 197/198
1 HQN7367 P Se”ﬁ‘g’goz’;";g“”'d“ 98 196/198
12 HQ7I7368 U”c”g‘brg‘é é’;’;{f’mm 100 167/167
13 HQ717369 U"C“lé'g‘éf 1}’7"36(’)”"“’” 97 173/178
14 Honmo P Se”;’ijl”s"s’g?s’g”’id“ 99 196/197
151 HQ717371 A"";’fé”zljfécz’_,‘;; P 99 196/198
152 HQ717372 U"C“Z'g‘i”g’l"gge”“m 97 193/198
161 HQ7I7T3T3 Se”ﬁg”;’s”g";g’;””d“ 99 196/197
162 HQ717374 é‘gi’iﬁ;ﬁ% 99 192/193
17 HQ717375 Aﬁ‘gg’@‘;;ﬁ 100 197/197
18 HQ717376 £ ’”V;ﬁ‘g’gfg’i’f"” P 99 191/192
19 Honmyr P Se”;’_’I”Q”’;S’;"SS;;””'d“ 98 194/197
20  HQ717378 U"C“g'ﬁ‘;ig;’%m“m 98 190/192
21 HQ717379 L”C“’C?{Cﬁ‘g;gg’g‘“b P 100 198/198
22 HQ7I7T380 Se”;’_’I”Q”’;S’;"SS;;””'d“ 99 196/197
23 HQ717381 Pseudomonas putida 99 196/197

HQ259593

24 HQ717382 P Segﬂ’ggzg‘rp 96 191/198
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Pseudomonas putida, J&T y-ZIET, MR
99%-
TEBGEIKBRFE R, 130 15-20 20 526 A LLER
4 Uncultured bacterium, FHEUES> 214 97% 97%-
98%; 14 5% HKIMLE N Pseudomonas putida
FM886858, J&T p- I LI T, MHPER 99%; 15-1
T AT FILLE N Acinetobacter sp. HQ246231, J& T )&
T - REITT, MAEMER 99%: 16-1 Sk A
Pseudomonas putida HQ259593, J&T y-AHERE ],
AL N 99%; 16-2 545717 N Bacillus sp. GQ144410,
JETEEER T, AUER 99%: 17 S AR A
Massilia sp. HQ219299, J&T - E L], AHLME
R 100%; 18 5 47 N Flavobacterium sp. F1984614,
JE TR, AR 99%: 19, 22 23 S5l AH
LN Pseudomonas putida, J&T y-ZHEIE],
MRLYE 2 5 R 98% . 99% . 99%: 21 5 ki A
Lactococcus lactissub sp. HM638430, J& T /EEERE ],

AHALUHE: I 100% 024 5 2545 FH AL A Pseudomonas sp.

FM992404, J&T p- BRI T, FHELE 96%.

—MINA, 168 tDNA 741 [FEVEM /N 98%, T
WMAETAF R, FPEENT 93%~95%, Al LA
NIET AR BN AR P 6 BTG 40 7 515
NCBI ##fs P2 o i OB 1 [ER MRS T 95%, A
AP T B D R o A T AR R o BT R (4 R ok 2
13, 15-2, 24 S40h, HR&W YIS AR 1
FJRPEIR T 98%, [RIIHIx £ 47 ] LI R 5 AR AL B
Py i 1R

PR e 485 B it B T 2> 2k (A — & 1) IR
%, 11104 144 16-14 19, 22, 23 52475 N Pseudomonas
putida, FeH 100 14, 16-1. 22, 23 SEAFAHBIE N
99%, 19 526U N 98%. [R]INF o i AR [F) 46 17
JEASE T B LR, ngkaly 15-1, 15-2 544 16-1,
16-2 ‘557 .
55. RGEX B

Kl 4 fli7n A DGGE J7 41 5 HoAth i ZMid) 248k
M. BHMFISFRTFIRG R ARIENICE
& HRMAE AT Z P I 5, H MEGA #(

TP R G R BN, LLEIR H IS5 R i E
BHRG R R LRGN NRGRE WP IRA
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ATRUE H, WOSCERR A B RREAE -A - T
Wil BRI R E TP EA M, BA+EE
2 e

FETRAIK R FI S5 R, p- IR R 5 A T 5
FEE 239 d FT R A0 45.5%F1 36.4%, - TR BT
Hh R AR B TR 55 AN R R TR i KX R ) 2 A
Wo MAERHEIXFRFF ZH, - AR T 1T o Bl e 37
(1 50%, BEEZIXRR K 2 ZEAL AT N p- 2 TR AL T ] Y
R B P T 5 S LB P M B o X 5 A Y BT R
A 2 BT 7E i 4 L B AR B0 B T D IR e A A TR
JE& LRI o

2 FELAT TR1 Ja8 ) LA Bl A U 7K R AR 2
KR AL AR o FEMR IR 51 vt I 1 JEBE TR |
5 BARTCENE T VA, E T & A o FAR AN . ZEREIX
FRFEH T B p- R TR BT 1AM B0 T BB TR TR T T
JEBERR [ S AUAT B T TRI4R, 20 AAE BTl Fe 0 o A
—ELLH, X IR R R 2 R R E .

MR E S P T R &,
T AP RAE TR e B 28 58 WS TR I STk v, AT IR 248
B E LR R R 8 o AR SCHE iR KX R A BT
REE S 4 B KB Y Bacillus cereus A1 Bacillus sp.,
It H AR R E BB RE Y, W] LA B B A
X BRI AR P BOVE FH A AR KT o 53 AME BRI BRAE b
ORI FLIR FLEK T &8 (Lactococcus lactissub sp.), J&
PR IREE, BARA KRN L-(H)-FLRR K
BERe ), QWM T T REE: AT & Acineto-
bacter sp.)TEBEFZAX ML i R A KIN, G LA E
W T RAEE R A7 AT B s A LT B
U5, 5 b R U OV SR e AR B8 i 3 I,
KWK TR, SN LT R PR 55 T
15 o

FEMR AR A K INAR ARG & AT

JE& S AT &, AT BRI 1) HE v 2 FEPE AR AKX
R, BRI BRRAE it o LB B ) o i e SRR g £
AN T —EREHERA R, BURKREER AR 7
—BE T Jm B LA T T 20 B R 2 A ) 22 R
Yo SSANH B REVE S M) 2 FEIE B IS B — 2 R
2, PUAFEM X R S A5 — €z, H3K
AR IR T JE AR o [RII, AR I RR 7 92
HER SRR — E I ZE RIS

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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band 16-1 \ Order-Family Phylum-Class
«{band 23
band 10
band 22
——band 24
band 14 Pseudomona
Pseudomonas putida FM886858 dales-Pseudo
band 7
Uncultrued pseudomonas sp. HQ264095 monadaceae
Pseudomonas sp. FM992404
—band 19 Proteobacteria-
band 3
2 b
Uncultured Pseudomonas sp. FN868373 Gammaproteo
band 8 Y, acteria
Uncultured Pseudomonas sp. AY881656
99 band 5
78 Uncultured bacterium HM240936
92 band 15-1 Pseudomonadale
99 I Acinetobacter sp. HQ246231 s-Moraxellaceae
|—band 2
100 'band 4
band 1 Neisseriales- .
88 Aan ctal i GU195189 Proteobacteria-
quitalea magnusonii GU Neisseriaceae
98 band 15-2 Betaproteobacte
- Uncultured bacterium GU172183 Burkholderiales- ria
band 17
99 Massilia sp. HQ219299 Oxalobacteraceae
100 band 18 N
Flavobacterium sp. FJ984614 Flavobacteriales- Bacteroidetes-
100 band 20 H
Flavobacteriacea .
100 ' Uncultured bacterium HM340323 ~ Flavobacteria
Uncultured bacterium GQ011730 -
100 band 21 Streptococcaceae- Firmicutes
Lactococcus lactis subsp. HM638430 )
- Lactococcus -Lactobacil
100 89— band 6 -~
Bacillus cereus GQ254741 Bacill
95| —band 16-2 acllaceac Firmicutes-
88 ' Bacillus sp. GQ144410 J -Bacillus Bacillales

0.05

Figure 4. Neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree based on the sequence of the V3 region of 16S rDNA, included the strain of the phylogenetically
related bacteria (Bootstrap values > 70% are shown. Scale bars indicate 0.05 nucleotide substitutions per site)

& 4. DGGE FIISE RSP ARZER AR RARBRNELRAMILE, BhERT270%HER, EhLEKER 0.05)

6. &g

Zx LRATAR, AUREER AR P B R FYk(DGGE)
FEAR 5 W R AKX R 5 BV IX RR A i v B R 45 g B L
Z 1. K DGGE 40 M4 i 2 PRI, SRR EE
N 8%, ARMEFIRS EEVEEA 25%~65%, 1HiH 60°C, 150
V KL 7 N A4, DGGE 46741 40 B U R et 1
SRR BRI R A, SR FH BEVIX R T LAk /D VX R I ]
I R IAE IR A RR 7 P14 R, BB T B
M TS5 AN AT B 5 86 5300 o5 B 2710 1 45.5% 41 36.4%,
BETE BT T H (P 50 I B 5 AN T 5 57 B R IR /KX R
BRI MEREIXRR TS, p- BT ]
5 BT B 50%, B IX R0 32 B A RN p-28 T
BRI T A RO AR B B 5 0 AR S IR BT o AESRLAKIX B
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FIFp L TR EE R [ p- A T4, (HPT 5
F RN FEBHEIXRRE S, B p- AR TB AL 14k
WL T AT JERER ] AT B T4
W, RIERTIN B AT — s B 2R AT i R
H I B A BN AOIX BR AN I BRI R . 53 4h, T
IR PR 5 2 I PR ot A Vi 25 H AR VE AR T —
M ZE e ANFE B RR IR o I T FLER T R
TOAT T A S A K I BB S R R I T R X 68
Ji& BORE S A B AR RR T3 i Je el — b R I v
RGIK PRV 1) B B2 PG 0
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