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A A E A,
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Biosorption of uranium by Stenotrophomonas maltophilia HO02

CHEN Tian-Yu, SUN Min, FENG Hong
(College of Life Sciences, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China)

Abstract: In order to deal with the large-scale water pollution caused by uranium, a strategy of biological
treatment, and a method of microbial adsorption is used to achieve the purpose of removing uranium pol-
lution in this research. In this study, a strain HO02 with high tolerance to heavy metal uranium was se-
lected from 142 isolates of radiation-resistant bacteria, which can stably tolerate up to 150 mg/L U
(VD. After 16s rRNA, physiological and biochemical identification, it was determined the H002 be-
longed to Stenotrophomonas maltophilia. Adsorption experiments under different parameters showed
that the maximum adsorption capacity of uranium by H002 cells reached 240 mg/g (dry weight cells)
when the cells were collected from 12 h-culture in TGY. The carboxyl group on the cell surface was
shown to contribute to uranium adsorption by H002. In addition, different anions, cations and surfac-
tants could affect the adsorption of uranium by H002 cells. Among them, sodium dodecyl sulfate could
promote the adsorption of uranium, while high concentrations of COs*~ and HCO; ™ ions inhibited ad-
sorption. This study finally obtained a Stenotrophomonas maltophilia HO02 that can tolerate and adsorb
uranium, which has the potential to be a biological material for clearing uranium pollution.
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TP ECh 92, TR 75 R UL AR R
Jiife 238. 03 Dalton, R R4 &, &7 H R A P g
RN E W& B . ) KRR A =
i, A U235,U234 1 U238 ELAR A il i
=Fh R R0 U238 K 99. 28 % . fefik i) U234
Sk 0..006 %6, 3 = Fift [F] 43 22 AR AT A K 1 2 g 1L 4y
WISk (U238) 4. 51 X 107, (U235) 7.09 X 10° F
(U234) 2.35x10° 4E%,

HhAE R — B A AR SR Tl AN ] /b
) E 2 B R Al R — R B s E b A= EE e A
R TTER , HoI5 Yt B SR ISR A Wl g ok
BRMIGF. IR, A 2% Tl i & X fl i) =5
SRR 22, WV PE BT R 1 I 6 75 G LA By it
AH AR A TERSPED) B8 A 1 I A 2K
IREEHRAR. IA Bl Yia B k] e i BiE =
Fb 2B UG & 1 R RS 3R A B
15 Y Ak 228 5 1 ) 3 S i A 24 ik ok
15 AR AL Bl TS Yt B I AR B R IR
S ERE A 1 BRI A A RUORR B | ) 1 B R
15 Y SR R A E 2 SR B BRI, SR T S A A S B
s Y B A 0B B0 g WO da AT
EOE SR

TERNTS G iR BRAT R A W40 15 K 5
AL T A= A AR JL/INes BT 68 —AX, H
AN EACFREPEAS S A 1 i k5 Y. A HGE R
TR T s VA TR | L TR R RE R AT DX 43 8 T
R IEATIRBN AT DL R J ik — PP AR L i s
YR BIALARES S W AN A 2 v R B R
VA PHES - el 9 25 7 5 200 2% 1 7 B9 2 7 B A
G55 I AR VS S W S R A A
fAE AT Dol A QS S 7E B B i 40 M RE S 7 A
R MIANR AW (EPS) [R5 T 5t EPS 221
2 BT, S B T BRI I A TR AR 4L - 3
H AR BRI A S H R e LIE R
S L FE A 25 AP RIS B A Bl
PREEETER S G0 BR T EPS Z 4k, 4R 1 [
BiR & F & W E R X A B F X ot R 1R
B, ASBIFoEam 0T 142 BREA FRETBUIE 0 A TR 53 5
WA TR A 3] T — RIS A B R T
P I BB 13 A5 B T 3 12 Al 1) W8 22 250 S A L i
w HOO02, Jf4r 47 7 H 5 5l A A B AR, o % Jé dh
15 Y B A G PRER AL 1.

2 MRFTIE

2.1 # #

2.1.1 # A FEEIFESEIRHMRE (Stenotro-
phomonas maltophilia) HO02 T Bk H A 52 56 %
M Co % BRI 43 B8 A T OR A7

2.1.2 RAAEHRE TGY KA L .EH
WS g, BERERY 3 g Al b 1 g

UM AW 0. 1% w/v) 8 100 mg () 1H
AL (2, 7802 -1 80 742 5 2 17
fi#7E 100 mL ) 10% Z FEH.

FRUEETA W (1 g/L) ;1. 78 g Z TRl e /K %%
fifJa E 2 ZE 1 000 mL.

He i) : £ W2 Al E I T 88 52 2% ) 5 Trizol X
FIIA T Invitrogen; %5 14 fig e T b 18 A= B 47
AR Fl s DNase | T Ki#EFE WY ; Tag DNA
RABENE T Fg HUUEMERE.

2.2 /i

2.2.1 wtkhmE o B HE RIGILE R 142
PRANER 70 25 4 160 b 2R 8 1 mL 2 F
96 FLIEFLAL IO & TGY Bsgestrp . 3535 B R hndh
Y25 0 R BB 12 h B 100 L B VT A A3
AEH 600 nm PR ARG BEME , LAIE2 ] 0~72 h
PR A P A 2 A A A 2 e b A AT 100 T
A AE TR 4 5.

2.2.2 HO002 4 &4 16S rRNA ¥ ¥ Z b xf  fifi
40 # 16s rRNA 1 {53 5F 51 ¥ (27F, 5'-
AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG-3"; 1492R; 5'-
TACGGYTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3"), #k Ht 7>
VFIRV& 20, R FH PCR 9734 HO02 43 B4 1Y 16 s
rRNA JEH. [ &4 95 “C A M 5 min, 94 °C
AR 30 5,52 ‘CIB K 30 5,72 ‘CHEAH 120 s,30 M
W I 5 72 "CHEf 10 min, K PCR = H ik SR
PR R w347 DNA T, Jf 5 Ezbiocloud
B AT X

2.2.3 S.maltophilia % Kk ¥ &5 2 FE 50
mlL TGY FFEHP4EA 0.5 mL 33 1% A0 8 # »
PIEFRELE T 200 r/min FE KT 30 CHi 3%, &
B 12 h B 1 mL VR, 2038 A0 BRI FH AR
600 nm AL B GRE FE AR DA FRoR 40 . AR
Ji 4 15 5 A [ B[] e 4 L 288 8 47 1 225 1) 40 T 240
A &,

2.2.4 MBEMIENZ A4S T RE  BUMRER
W (1.0 g/L), 3 B2 10 mg/L. 20 mg/L,
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30 mg/L.40 mg/L.50 mg/L, ¥/ 1 : 1 1 4Kk
FIA 0.5 N 3R A8 UM [I1377). %0 5 (4 3 min,
FHBEFRASCI £ 652 nm (9% A HR 4 H: ODgs.
MYEE 25 hil b e i 2.

2.2.5 HO02 4m fe sk W46 oAl 2 BEiG AL )G
) S. maltophilia ¥ 88 1 20 MR EZA TGY
PRIEFRHEH 30 °CL, 200 r/min ¥ KIEFR 12 h K5
4 °C .5 000 r/min B0 15 min WA R K, 7+ H
KEEH 1 mmol/L 1) NaCl ¥ Ve 4 = W K 41 iy
TR TR VR B T 2 g/ T8
I 52 40 M B K 200 90%0).

SRJG - 1F A A2 Y o A 29k B 43 1S 200
mg/1..400 mg/L.600 mg/L ) UCVDIHER. F .
HRAWE T 30°C, 200 r/min 54 T W H 24 h.
FESLHAME], % SURE . 10 000 r/min &0 2 min 2
Bas 4 A0, B E TSR IR 1 2 1 2 1 e BIHR I A
0.5 N b AN 107, =i 586 3 min, HE
FRASGI £ 652 nm [ % %5 B, AR 35 ODgs, 19 %K
1B 4% 08 2. 2.4 PRl iy bs o i 2Tt 5 el &5 . W

I BN A A A IR F IR B A TR £

B BRR = G B Rl BB L ik 1
Bl D /% BERRIR B < 100%6

2.2.6 IR R A KRS AEM G Ya  HIE
TGY "HiEALJG 1 S. maltophilia 40, ¥ 18 1%
R A TGY R SR F . 30 °C, 200 1/
min HATY RIGFE 4P IAEEE SR 8 ho12 h fil 24 h
AN A A AR (4°C . 5 000 r/min B
15 min) s K F 1 1 mmol/L NaCl &K Btk =K
PERBRAEEFRHE. SRIG B 500 mg/L 145 Ml
WA S5 T 1 g/L i4Em 4R & &
Je 4 OB AAR ZiTE 30 °C 200 r/min (Y ZE FAE]
4 h JE I T R Al

2.2.7 RGBTSR YA B bR AEG
e FE 300 mg/ L, A In AL A 1 mmol/L A1 5
mmol/L fJ K", Na™, Mg”" . Mn*" [H & F fi
CO,% .SO,*" \HCO; B1B T, #XJ5 5 H002 41l iy
R4 T 1 g/LITHEIRA .30 'C, 200 r/min J
N 14 h. i BOREIN 2 b3 a3 A A el 5 2
2.2.8 RE) A @EMEAN 4B GG %eh AL
HWeRE SN 300 mg/L 14 CVD # o BI B & 0. 1200
0. 5% 1 SDS, Triton-X100, Tween-80 ¥ W » ¥

S. maltophilia¥ii8 1 g/L B FEANAZ LR b
30 °C,200 r/min fER] 14 h, BRI E R ARl L.
2.2.9 AR E ¥ 5 4 mL REERA
10 mLIG/KZBER G5, 5SS T TERNO. 1 g
1) S. maltophilia MHIRE E T 37 CHRIKT,
200 r/min [ 4 h, P K TE 1988 41K f 2 0%
SR B0 WOAE A M UE s B 250 mg/L ) U
(VD ¥R W B 2%, B T 37 °C, 200 r/min
24 h B JE BURE DU RE 13 H R B 0 e

2.2.10 RACBARE ¥ LM LR 8
10 = 1 B HREA B 10 mL R AWM A RIH S T
TEO0.1 g S. maltophilia WY F, IREGH
51, 37 TR, 200 r/min &N 4 hy HK
(R 2l 7K RS Ve =k B D UTTE A M, R S
250 mg/L 1y U (VD IRA&HS), F 37 °C,200 r/
min N 24 h, SR IF BRI _E 3 H R Al vk .
2.2.11 XHZEIEF &S (XPS)  BE.Ok
WM LG S, maltophilia 40 (% BfF &5 14
300 mg/L vk, 1 g/L &, 12 h KR 4
FHMAIKBES =R, 480 “CHi, —58 CHliELas
(EZ5JF 0. 180 mbar) % 48 h. ZRAG % T 40 o i
ai s SRS A F XSAMB00 X 5 26 5 L+ i 15 X
53HT.

3 & B
3.1 THEEEZFEEFAME H02 HiFES
£E

A SEHy N Co i BRI P oy BEARAT T 142
PREA AR SR OVE AR 22 5. T T AR ik
PUVE A B A BT 1 4 i 8 B R T T
XK 142 BRENTE 73 B W 52 2 6 s Al 19 BE H) EAT
TR FEERA AR B TGY SRk,
SRAIMALHATE 9 80 F1 150 me/ L BY7N B 4 I il
LUCVD J. A7 1 MR Tt 8 - % B HCA 401 3 25 W)
HO02 R 1E A A R B2 B, i 52 XA 2 4> Bl
BB 1 B RAE 80 mg/L i UCVD ikt 2544 T, 48
73 B HO02 41 it i) A= K sh 28 ] LU
TRV B A Al AR ) HOO2 20 i iy AR 4. PRIt
Ny Hooz BATi 52 UCVD iYAE

TR RE i 2 B A B B HOO2 1Y & il s
TR ST AP FEE I E HO0Z A4 B AE 1L
FPEFT 16S rRNA FRAX; HO02 BEAT 1 4%85E. FIH
A 16S rRNA RS54 . il it PCR £ 974 1
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H002 &K1 16S rRNA ¥4I, 35 Ezbiocloud™?
e v B R T Lex . S5 anE 2 s, H002
i) 16S rRNA 51835 25 M 50 3% B U & ( Stenotro-
phomonas maltophilia) BZETE—i, P35 S.
maltophilia MTCC434 (type) ) 16S rRNA Al
BERTIA 990 L) b BRItk ARG 16S rRNA J3 5147 25
FiWr HOO2 fy 43 2827 M ASr N Ja T W 22 2F Ml 55 57 o
M (S. maltophilia).

H002-80

15 -o- Treatment
= CK
Qé 1.0
o
0.5
0.0 T T T T
0 12 24 36 48
Time/h

B 1 HO02 % &4 80 mg/L 4hihit F a9 4 K &
Fig. 1 Growth curves of bacteria isolate HOO2 under ura-
nium stress (80 mg/L)

H002

Stenotrophomonas maltophilia MTCC 434(T)

Stenotrophomonas lactitubi M15(T)

Stenotrophomonas indicatrix WS40(T)

Stenotrophomonas bentonitica BII-R7(T)

Stenotrophomonas rhizophila DSM 14405(T)

Stenotrophomonas chelatiphaga DSM 21508(T)

Stenotrophomonas tumulicola T5916-2-1b(T)

Stenotrophomonas ginsengisoli DSM 24757(T)

Stenotrophomonas koreensis DSM 17805(T)

Stenotrophomonas acidaminiphila JCM 13310(T)

0.0050

Stenotrophomonas humi DSM 18929(T)

Stenotrophomonas pictorum JCM 9942(T)

Stenotrophomonas nitritireducens DSM12575(T)

Stenotrophomonas terrae DSM 18941(T)

Stenotrophomonas daejeonensis JICM 16244

B 2 HO02 2 & 4% 16S rRNA 3 F 57 sk 3t
Fig. 2 The phylogenetic tree of 16S rRNAs of HO02 isolate and the other Stenotrophomonas species

3.2 S.maltophilia HO02 ZHRaxt U( VI ) &9 IR B 45
RE#mEE

PR B YRR P2 PR 4 TR S T —

HEFBL SHER M EER G AR T U, 3

ERAIR R BAT — 5 B B HTAT . 0 T 3593 S,

maltophilia HO02 1£2 BR T & )& & 715 ¢ Jy 11 Y

AREYE. HOETE 10 g/L T HE A0 4G 40 i
SN AZER BE 200 Fi 600 mg/L iy U VD), 7E
30 °C,200 r/min $iz 35 4514 . W T 40 B )40 1
W B 2 2 (& 3a). FERILR Y 1 b LAPN o 200 it % i b
()RR N L B D218 R AIG, 4 h 5 AR R
flir. #%% 8 h, FEAN AW 4G v BE R 200 mg/L A5
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% 5 BRTF, F. R FBEREMRE HO02 2-4hih A PR % 58 &

T,1 g/L TR HO02 4 RENE IEA I LBR T A
1 UCVD , KBRFZ) 5 802 #E 600 mg/L 1) flii4
WF  KBR%EY) 30%. B . E—2400F T HO02 AN
(7] 5 % [1] 11 200 e T 52 6 01 %) 52 e (J& 3b) s AN [
A RORAS I AMLAE 1 /1 T H B 5 A1 300 mg/L %)
BRI BE B 251 L % UCVD (W R RE S AE7EAR R
255, 1555 12 h B9 40, HAE Py i o b 35 5% 8
h 20 BRI B R TOREE 2.5 %L b 24 h IR Y
L5 A5, H U] L o 76 1) Ak 26 40 40 R of 2 o
ST, N7 A A AR R

ZIERN LM ESE G REAEA T2 T
THAE W BT Y R 2R L an AR LS R B v, K2
AT PR A B Y . R, 2047 7L
Tl D, 18 IS B 25— RT3 T 37 4 790 X i A 0 0 B 1)
S, S5 DL 3e. TEARMEEE TS . 25 At i A [ L A
B0 HOO2 W B4l HAT — 22 i AR R s {HU2
FEE W CO% F HCO,' 4444, HO02 4l iy
XoF il 4 B S B 2R R X AT RBE RS COs* 53 5
UO JE B4 . BeAh s A6 iy = i 2% 10 16 4 71
. SDS Xt HOO2 41 fifd W8z Bt 4 FL A7 Bt 19 i E £
FH TGS R 7 8 e B (0. 5%0) i S AR vk i (0. 1%0)
T HOO2 24 %l W B 5t o0t B 5 T3 1 4%
{H Triton 1 Tween %f HO02 1 B 52 i AS K, 7E
RH BT WA — & YA 1 H.

(a) 100 (b)_ 300
80 @
< g
s 60 /4 £ 200
8 £
g 40 - 2 100
2 9 Mmg/L s
= 600 mg/L g
o—T—TT——TT—
012 3456738 8 12 24
Time/h Cultivating time/h

100 == | mmol/Lsss 5 mmol/L w= Control

Removal/%

Con Na' L° Mg* Mn?* CO} SO; HCO; SDS Triton Tween
B3 HO002Z 2t UCVD) &9 B W 4k A Ao % v & 4 R W 69
3l

() HO02 TEAR R EE UCVD Ry RE J1 . (b)Y AR
ROARZSXT U VD 26 Wy W B 52 o (o) A7 8 R 35 1
TR U VD R B A 52 o

The biosorption capacity of H002 and the factors

affecting the adsorption

(a) Adsorption of S. maltophilia HO02 on U (V]) with

different concentrations, (b) the influence of different

Fig. 3

growing status on U(V]) biosorption, (c) the influence
of coexisting ions and surfactant on U(V]) adsorption

Uremoval/%

3.3 S.maltophilia HO02 5 U(V ) 1EHIE
BEH

YDA R A HA 5 A Rl R R AL L n
SRR L. XL E e A g K HO02 4 A %
(A2 5EF. A b o 388 o T e 5 1 R Bk e £ S5 vz 43 51 o
i HOO2 20 it % 1h 1) 2 i AR IL L SR J5 I A, 43
BT 35K T o I AT Xt O o ) s . 85 SR AN 1] 4 Jr
7R s £E 250 mg/L UCVD R R E & (1 g/L)
ZM LR 24 by BRRORBERS HOO2 4 i Xl 1) %
B 55 %57 RELZELRH L, G 22 B 238 0 I 5 (L2 7 i 2
FI5  IFATZ Rl r W R L R BR A 22 T8 L. X
UL R FEAE HOO2 FREXT U VD) (1 £k 4 W i o
RAE T AR # |2 AE M, A SR AE H T AE
RN

(a)

100~ i (b)
6071
80- \ —U-loaded
60 50
404 £ 40
@)
20 30 U4fs/2 | U4E7/2
0 201/ \
PO 400 390 380 370 360
Qo& \32‘ & Binding Energy/eV ! i
B4 ek g sk B xS s R 6 3 ee (a) F= XPS 4k
& 5Hr (b)
Control: A Ab HZ0 Hg ; NH-A: 23 Z Wi fb J5 19 40 il s CH-E.
FRELWRAL 5 A 4

Fig. 4 Effect of functional gruops of cell surface on U(V])

adsorption (a) and XPS spectra analysis (b)
Control: cells without treated; NH-A; cells after amino
acetylation; CH-E. cells with carboxylic esterification

3.4 S. maltophilia HO02 5 U (V) E ARy gE i
T

X Bk FRETE (X-ray photoelectron spec-
troscopy XPS)FIF X I 2 58 S i o (R i 5L 1
BT 1 N Z TS ORRT HEOR ed  E Tx s 5Z
WO G FR B, IR45 5 Dk i B2 B AT 45 210
TREE A 38 X H - RETE R 9 43 B gt mT LA T i
FIRE S AL LS AL 2 RS I AR 4. ASBIFFE R
XPS 7 7 Sl 5 #9 HO02 40 g DA K oK W B
Hlry HOO2 2. 255 an&l 4b 5w , 76 W Bt i) 48
JORE S b bl FRE TS WoR T AE U 465/2
U M7/2WAFUBEH I T AR VO BRRIEE,
HeEEHE5 50 392, 70 eV #1381, 95 eV AH , &
HEAT A1 A B A LA o5t b ST L B D ) R 0.
XBEZERIERA S, maltophilia HOO2 2 M 52 W fht
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% 58 A
T 4B,
4 3 e

TERCH IR Y Shoc R A 5 12/ DL Be
T BRI TG G R . — RO A f A Y
1S YY) 2 —. ARG P 4 TS YR — o %
PEEL T X B B AR A R ORI R . B ST A )
SRR EAE FIAILE] A B T4 B e A B
TIOR3 W b SRS o LA BB X i 5 PR A 4 b R
it

ARS8 % N Co B 1837 03 B 3145 — it B
AT 73 B s 2l e e 0 — >4 254 Hoo2 B
A —E W32 #l Y RE T e BRAE AL RN 47 F 258 R
S. maltophilia. W63 ZEMF S I PR T (S, malto-
philia) Je—FhHs 22 [CEA Pk A7 S0 R 40 AL DR 2 4T
MM, AN 0. T~1.8 X 0. 4~0. 7 pm, Ws
ANT TR A AR B B 2 SR BRI A
TET HAR AW AR - s E Y ik 72 N
TE A E i R B AR —Fh AR
P T » FE SR S T AN 4 1 BE, W] 3 B™ 1Y
WP T PR B SRR e, I HLBLAG AR 9 A T 24 4 & —
Tl AT 7 M B2 A K Ay B VR e I . H T
WEAZ 2SR R BN TR 32 A o IR A . S
O AR Y 2 P — SO A T SR T
T HoAb 5 R IE 20, AR AR 38, VB 22 S
B T LA it 32 3L Cd L Pb, Co, Zn, Hg, Ag. 4l
POk~ T4 J V5 YL A B 0 A T A B 4 Al
15

R, A 52866 S, maltophilia HOO2 /& Ry Bk
FEARL FE A T HO02 43 B Wy % n] %S
W et R BT » LR A SR T MR L A AR
SRS 5 X T R S 110 52, i 08 4 e 5 T 4R R A W
R =2 AR Ca®" (Mg Ml CO,” &ilid 5
2B 10 2R M G A Pkt A 1 2B AR
W R B COs* F HCO,' WY AFAE 235 Wil
HO02 X il 1Y) 25 BR 68 1 » (H A 1) S A7 28 1 (A2 45
Mg*) AN HO02 1 B Ag 1. X vl g2 K
HO02 Ff A J& 1 2 A= 9y 38 I 19 AL ) 2 B s i
Ca®" \Mg*" 5522 I 52 i A 1340 D ke R A A 119 25 B
K, TR RN (SDS) J&—Fh H UL A A 1 3
TR PR A 9% & B, SDS 4 A RE 15 25 b A1 12F
S. maltophilia HOO2 0 Xt UCVD) (0B . IS HE
AIRVR B (0. 1200 3 2 AE VR B (0. 590) 251 F . 37T
LI S. maltophilia HOO2 Mt UV A% ¥ &E

WAE7T = i D o SR 01 e 3 I o S TR R o e
it KM PR AE S, maltophilia 40 M 2% 18 4 B 7 iR
A BN v ) SRR A L SR IR 1 34 Jn
WL VF AT R = 2R TH PR 3L i R, AT E HO02 4f
AT 4t 7 A fF

AR PR TH Y E RE AT BERZ W ) S XTI AR R
FOPAR T BEVE S BB T s i i RS, B HE X 4N
FUEE Re AT R SE gt e B L 2 R iR O
PTE A= W%t U VD (8 W it 78 vp & 45 56 B 284
FH. 38 15 HLAS T 2 2B P R R RTR LR 2 UCVD
() B ZLEE A A IF HAABEE  IR A el B As-
pergillus niger "5 i 22 55 FER 56 4 I 35 195 )
BXF UCVD) AU B, FEAHIE 5T P BRIRE S, malto-
philia HOO2 21 Jfd 3% 17 A% 32 L 5 B0Ah W B - B
80 %6  [H 5 Wi 2 5 a5 40 i X U CVD 1 i
B, XULEAAE S. maltophilia HO02 1Y 40 i 35 1 1
FRELE REA S 5 Rl R R 2B T e 5 Al Y E
ETC K.

5 & i

ARSZIG N 142 PR LA 53 S0 1 20 8 4 B
i RS T — MR BEAE FR i A2 1R Tk 3 il 1) P 2
HOMEEL AL (S, maltophilia) HO02 Bk . HLE
A RSP R SRR A L BE AR ELAT S P 1 S PR
15 YL RS R TG I A R B . AR S5 43 M
WFFE T HOO2 B AR XS 1] 75 M 75 A1 il 19 WA I 2 53¢ il
MEZE, KIAE TGY B FRMd S 12 h ) H002
£ 0L YT i LA SR R 1) W B R T 5 T L A48 L 3R 1T 1) R
FEAE B R B v Y A . XS AT S S
HE— IR W% 4 TR T 2 AL BRI T 2R
R R SRR A e e s Y g2 T —
KA.
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