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Comparative Analysis on Treatment Bacteria RemO\"ing and
Physicochemical Factors of Raw Soy Sauce in Two Different Membranes

FENG Jie, ZHAN Xiao-bei*, ZHANG Li-min, ZHENG Zhi-yong, WU Jian-rong
(Key Laboratory of Industrial Biotechnology, Ministry of Education, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: In this manuscript, two different membranes (organic and inorganic) were used to
remove the microorganism in the raw-soy sauce. In order to choose the optimum process,
evaluating the effect of membranes, eleven parameters (flavor component, amino acid, organic
acid, amino nitrogen and total nitrogen) in the raw-soy sauce were compared. It was found that
organic membrane exhibited the superiorities on the removal bacteria and those eleven
parameters. Based on this result, a 0.1 pm poly vinylidene fluoride (PVDF) organic membrane
with pressure 1MPa, 31-33 ‘C was applied on the industrial production of raw-soy sauce.
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B X R MM &M SRR RER N . F
B, RS T EEERERBBEENBER
ROEBYWEGWSRARNE. TERELY
ENHEHERAAEEEREE MRS
RELWEGHE KRS,

BRTEREMETTRMKAXERAER
e, REBEEELT . EHEER, B& MR
W ZEE; WRBERK, KEAYIK, BimIBEE
FRELREIER, B KEGEBNFCME,
HERBEAERBEASRP EXEWAELA
B RE K,

EAEBRR-—FMEBLR. . THE . BIEH
BHHRSEEAR, RABESE R A K MHAITRA
MEHELHE. TURREEMNESE XK, EFR
THZERAKE BEYRURKEERYE . %
BEREFHEAENEN ANAZEELIRT
LA TEWBY . HALE 20 HE 80 FREH
Mg AT e~

LKPMEBERNEREN RARSAFEH
¥E B R L) F0 0 % i AR CR AL ™ i A7t
H A A E B AR AT R IT AR,
EAAVREIERERRAMEXLERIERE
Bt SR AT S AL, Rl B 5 SR R BOR # 4T
KB AEBEFEMFHEAN IR AR E &
Eﬂj[g*lo]e

1 ##55%

1.1 #H5igH

Bt e E . h PALL BB LA ERAF
FHAABDREN PS4 /K &5 (PALL
Qenoflow £ ) fl i & /MR 7 45 (XLAB o g%
TREE);EN PALL AR NP EAEE(ER
ZH B MR & (Membralox) ,

B EAEERTREREM,
1.2 T®WHE

X A4 AT uEARTY

RATSAEEEMMEE RS EREEMR
FREMFEHATTTEEZR, HBELEEN
2~3 L, &t st E BN 31~33 C, %
REXERAABRALZHRABRER, HEER
60 CH#/KIEH vk 10 min, REHE 60 CHES
BO1%89 NaOH MR B3 0. 2% H H, O, RA %
BAIEA % 30 min,
1.2.1 BHAPELBEHEE FTSHEHER
(BB - BRIR B ZEME, LB BIKR 0.1,

0.2.,0. 45 pym, BESMEAFIH 2.2.3.9.2.0 mm, &
BEJE 43 913 0.8.1.3.0.9 mm, B {4 i 38 & R 4 5
3 0.12,0.08.0.1 m?, KBES B K 15.8,.29 L/
(m? < h), BEMEBEGEIE 248 E. 8
45124 0.05,0.1,0.2,0. 8 um, KRR K7 mm,
EEEE % 0.6 ~0.9 mm, BT EERY KR
0. 005 m?, 7K;E &4 % 32.28.37,65 L/(m? « h),
1.2.2 o#%ik ‘

MEBBRNE B FEIERTEORD . ’
PEFFRERERS (¢/dL) - BEAK LA AT
0.5, 8488 0.3, 58 2; MM A pH £ 7.2~7. 4,
121 CHEXHE 15 min,

KpEHONUNE . FOXBETREFREES
%[u]o

pHE MW E. XA LEHEH-EH 2 NS
(L)) ERAF L 320—S BEF pHHHE.

BEBRAWE  MAEEE",

LR M - B BORAH 3% (HPLO) 3. &
R AENCAZ R 1100 B, A% AR
¥ ZORBAX SB— Aq & (150 mm X 4. 6 mm,
5pm),HiE 30 C,#HEEN 10 pL, B ¥ K
210 nm., FRHFEEFKEE 0.5 mL/min; FEhHHE
0. 5% AR50 Z 55 . 99. 5% (R L4 80 0. 02
mol/L KH,PO,,# pH £ 2. 0(H#MIAT).

BEMME. KA LERERENSRERAH
TR 722 R4 R ITAE 520 nm K T LA,
Bk#ERSExm12],

MEFMRE . RARA UT-21 RIMEOIE,

HESEMNE . PRBEE,

SR E . R B gt FOSS-TECATOR 2 #]
AR 2300 e AR ERN . ERIRER
wEImE.,

AEBRYNE - RAXEZECAFAFHERE
BamN. K - RECEERSE . ER4 C,
RN 20 uL, K B K 338 nm, i 3 AH KRR
B 1 mL/min. JRENMHEHAM:A #H FRRS. 0 g4 &
BT 1L ZER s, A 1000 mL kKB ZE
EERKBER, BMA 225 uL = Z B, BRI TH
BB 5% K Z M, % pH 1§ % 7. 200. 05, il
AS5mLUEB%M.EEEEMH. BM.HM8.0g
R Z BT 800 mL g B P, il A 400 mLK B
BRERHESGKER FMERSB 2NN TIR %
pHAE 7.2040. 05, BB EF KA & B RM
A 800 mL ZfEF 800 mL B @, RAB&EH. BE
VERR
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BEWEAHIDOHDE BRBHSE".

AL ER YN E S TEEREE,

Rkl . RAXELERARR™R
A 8,338 B BB SR S B BN (1 200 L GC/MS-MS), £
W& B3 H R DB-WAX, 30 m X 0,25 mm X
0.25 ym BEHEH, X He K, KHHE 0.8 mL/
min, Ry RE; BFFHE . BBBE 40 C, 7
4 min, A 6 C/min KEFEH F 160 C,HFLL 10 C/
min BEEFZE 220 C, R 6 min, FiEHH. &
AiRE 250 C, B FHEEE 200 C,BFIHFREL
BFAER 70 eV, I A K 350 V, & 1 # #f
200 pA.

2 #R5H#®

2.1 FEEHFEEEHEHEENER
K H0.1,0.2 um F1 0. 45 pm %5 A 4 BEH X
EMRERETTUIRREIR, PEHEBRER
BREMEKER, TRERRK1IMAL,
F1 FEARRKRTREZRER

Tab.1 Filterable experimental result of hollow fiber mem-

brane

KEZEE K 100%. FLEN 0.45 um KPS E R
BEBER . AFLEER EH&BP B KEXS
TYERHE S HARILER. ERBEAEE. &
HEBTHEZRE; MALEHR0.1.0.2 um BEHF
L8N KEXDTYRRBRENAREERE
RERH YR —-BEREMERERKE AT
W4 S BEAT L RS IR P I — 5 4R )N BURL SUIT B )
BRAERER, & REFLEE, ELEH AR 0.2
pm PEGERE R A 600 mL H X 2B TR,

EXRA 0.05,0.1,0.2.0. 8 um P& B+ X &
MABBETTRELR. MEEFRERG N
EKER., TRERLE 2 NAE2,

2 MEBURBIBLR

Tab. 2 The results of ceramic membrane

B ik R ¥ TR W

WE/ BfE/ KR/ W/ EAn/ /%
pm b L (L/(m'+h) MPa

0.05 242 0.6 49.7 13 98
0.1 290 0.6 41.4 1.3 95
0.2 2.18 0.6 55.0 1.3 100
0.8 098 0.6 122 1.3 98

B dE dE Fiy fon ) e

LE/  BfE/ &R wE/ K/ /Y%
pm h L (L/(m*+h) MPa 0
0.1  0.39 2 42.4 1 100
0.2 0.93 2 26.8 1 100
0.45  0.30 2 6.4 1 100
HREAREEENEEERNKERESHFAKEER
t.
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2 80t
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it #8 4 #Y/mL
1 DEAEERFEHRHBERGTL

Fig. 1 Effect of filtrate volume on filtration rate in hol-

low fiber membrane
n# 1 ME 1R,/ 0.1.0.2.0.45 ym
THEBEHETE 1 MPa i #1.32 CT A& HE
Wi sk e, PR E A Bk 42.4.26.8 L/(m® + h)
M67.4 L/(m® « h), FIWLERE Y 30 min, @ E

b REREREERRGHKARSEHKARZI.

200
—e— 0.05 pm
—_ -v-0.1pm
= 160 - 0.2 pm
L —a- 08 um
g
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o
= 80
3 *.
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2 MEMEEEREHERNETYL
Fig.2 Effect of filtrate volume on filtration rate in ce-

ramic membrane

WF 2 @ 2 PR A 0.05.0.1.0.2 pm 0
0.8 ym MK BT 1.3 MPa JEHE /.33 CTFxf4
B A o IR A, O B A R 49.7,41. 4,
55.0,122 L/(m® « h), 0.8 um B4 M MEE W B 5
F0.05.0.1,0.2 pm BHN, BELBAE %
30 min/g @ B K Z £ 45 98%.,95%.100% A
98% .
2.2 BEREAMABAENNEZEE

A LR LR o8 T & B R B AR
BB RN E R IR 3 iR,
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Tab,3 Removal of bacteria and E. coli group by organic membrane

o R pod/ 3=1:0F- 3] MR

HXIEL i 0.1 ym 0.2 pm 0.45uym 0.05um O0.1pm 0.2pm 0.8 ym H
E#E W *i%@ﬁ HEARE PEAGEH BER MER WER m%% &

Z‘_gg‘g e N/A ND ND 15 N/A  NA NA NA ND
’ggg‘g e N/A ND ND 2 N/A NA N/A NA ND
?ﬂ%EﬁELﬂ >30 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND

& :N/A—-RA it 8, ND—k K,

m*E 3 HEESBHNESERFFR, 0.1,
0.2 ymfLBRMHHLEX T EMEE T ELBREXK
R, 045 ym ALBRMAVEN AR RRE. ATHE
MERNEH TAEEI R BERTARAERELE
B, X&3ZXEAR . ARAZHEE KRS EE
BIRE A BOR .

PR 3 o A Rh v B B9 W 52 55 R B R L 3 o B
EHEB AT KBFENKGR, 4R A, I A

MERMKBEBRARTHHE . EaBdEmIE
e, MidEEMENR, RiEREFIEL R LN
B, XGHENRR SRS, I TFREHEY
MUK AAZENZELEEBRER. R, X F#
REHEM, K AhREE.
2.3 BERMNEERBLIERALLLR

A YUER YL g AR 8 F IR
E 4R,

R, 20

4 BOUENEERELEFRNEER

Tab.4 Common physicochemical parameters before and after the membrane filtration

iIﬁE i bog: =0k MK
B 0.1 pm 0.2 pm 0.45uym 0.05um O.1pym 0.2um 0.8 ym
E%m ¢i4%@ AR huAeE WEE WEE WEE GEm R
pH 4.62 4.85 4.80 4.80 1.71 4.71 4.73 471 4,67
B o/ 18.5 19.6 18.3 19.9 19.2 20.3 19.9 20.3  23.4
(g/L)
VAR B L 0.51 0. 46 0.56 0. 42 0.12 0. 41 0. 41 0.41  0.19
(g/L)
LS L 4 2.5 2.3 2.6 2.2 1.3 2.6 2.6 2.7 0.6
(g/L)
R/ 0.45 0, 44 0. 44 0.35 0.25 0.43 0.43 0.44  0.07
(g/L)
& 11.11 9. 43 10. 07 10. 51 126 11.31  10.95 11.70  16.30
/U 360 0.72 —0.10 0.70 17.1 17.3 10.5 10.0  47.0
HEERRR
wE ) (/Lo 5.6 4.6 5.4 5.4 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.6 7.3
iﬁf)ﬁﬁmﬁ/ 9.3 8.8 8.9 8.3 9.2 9.0 9.2 8.9 8.6

EE G ERE AL BRKIEASEYET L, K PEA—EHRE.

mMER4PHERFAR . B FRAOBRE, ATRER
—SHM S FREBERMORED R (LA VR
SOBBE, NT{E pH BEH HE M, ERERETE L
MR EAELEREKZH AR RBERKE N,
A LB A K B T 38 5T /5 19 5 B 28 AL 1R B BN Y
REWRA YR T B A YU R E 8 o ek
BEUHEIBEMN R, NR4PITLUHELRHR. 2

WRKELHEH &, pHE, SRIBHAN
RERNEMAULERTEIRNERERARRS.
TR RA VBB RS K, ¥ &M 0%k &HBKH
L 20p

UM EENEMERS KT ENE
MEEHER., BENARSCRERERGIXE,
FHEAZBK FEYRFEEBYR LS. LBk
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BB TG 6B 8 N 1R 1S B A SO X T IR
BAE TR FI . AR A i T B R e Rk
HRE . A WERAE, RRAELREH
EHMHEENTRSHEATHEINROEL. B
AP TEMTEOEERRBEF. W&
SHEIMKELBREMKREEE. AE LK
WEEREEX, FERER&WMENHKE,
HTRERBENERSHETEARM. HERAG
MG, mEERRK XRANKEEAHAXKEHE
REEHESRT EREMEFEBAR.

VBT EEHAEHEARESEERXRZR,
BT EEMA N ELSRIL TR EL. B
BRI EEAESRAMBRRRBAE. NP
RUBRE . TNBIBFBERERE -, B
AHBR—H AR LSS AT G SR H
RAK., B, R BEAE D, AR
ks, LRI RMBMALE D&, A
R G K H AL T & i T B R IR B FE A
FERAASASENM B EXN TRBO&EEA
fRHAER . (HR, 5 UR 15 & h i 45 A5 A8 LE e T
FORARKEAEEERNEESAREE NG,

1B R L% hin 9 0B BE R K, SEBR b 3 B BRI Y
TR, M. 23/ KELBF, EHme &
HBE K.

2.4 EEBRUEERNLE

AHEMENEIEENEMNEERNE
ZRWES iR,

BUREERERE -THNHRA. CERENE
ERNTFEBOKRMEMETEN. HIASEH
BMBRKRERE A ERAIELERXIE, T
REFERTHEERRASEREARAFEEN.
Hit, B EmF A2 TFRENHEES
EMEENTEMARK.

MESHKBELENEHREAEREERE
HREMHERK XERFTEREA TmASEH
FTEEMMAR - TEETEARAEHME. B
B TFHESEBRAROEER, TLUERSHS MG
T AR T S 4 2 V) 5 3R B I R,

2.5 AH(UEALRIT) TR LRER YA
EER

AR YL L 5 G A% R R (UL E R

HMAESEEEEROMELE R0E6 R,

RS PURNEEHNEERSERMLER

Tab.5 The changes of amino acid content before and after the membrane filtration

UG BRI/ (/1)

gonpy CLEERTE & D R B

wa  AEMRE 0.1 pm 0.2 pm 0.45um 0.05uym O0.lpm 0.2 ,m 0.8,m HEGHRE

BE/ (/L) s gE PeARR PSARE MREE 0 WRE MEE MmEm RE/ /L
Glu 11,85 10. 58 11,04 10, 55 10.94 10. 65 11.15 11.22 13,82
Leu 3.22 2.91 3.00 2.89 3.05 2.95 3.12 3.11 3.17
Asp 2.77 2.53 2.61 2.50 2.68 2. 60 2.72 2.73 3.72
1le 2.19 2.01 2.04 1. 96 2.00 1.95 2.05 2.04 2.33
Ala 2,18 2.00 2.05 1.98 2.11 2.07 2.16 2.15 2.50
Val 2.07 1.88 1.94 1.87 2.06 1.99 2.09 2.09 2.48
Phe 1.94 1. 86 1.79 1,73 1.85 1.77 1. 89 1.91 2.54
Lys 1.88 1,73 1.81 1.74 1.90 1.97 1.97 1.95 2.38
Pro 1.45 0. 00 1.33 1.30 1.45 0.82 1. 43 1,44 1.09
Thr 1.35 1.23 1.26 1.22 1. 29 1.29 1,31 1.31 1.53
Gly 1.23 1.15 1.16 1.12 1.12 1.15 1.14 1.14 1.37
Arg 0.67 0.61 0.63 0.61 0. 66 0. 64 0. 68 0.68 0.77
Tyr 0.53 0.48 0. 49 0.48 0.51 0.51 0.52 0.53 0. 64
Met 0.52 0. 46 0. 49 0. 46 0.48 0. 46 0.48 0.48 0. 47
His 0.49 0. 45 0. 46 0. 46 0.49 0.54 0.51 0.51 0.77
Ser 0. 36 0. 34 0.35 0.34 0. 36 0.39 0. 37 0.37 0. 37
Cys—s 0. 06 0. 05 0.05 0.05 0. 00 0.07 0.07 0.08 0. 06
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Tab. 6 Salt (NaCl) and soluble saltless solid before and after the membrane filtration
o BT TG R M HKE
*ﬁ%%ﬁi aq 0.1 pum 0.2 pm 0. 45 pm 0. 05 pm 0.1 pm 0.2 pm 0.8 pm E,:]
EEW sodfE hSAEE hSARE MWRE MEE BEE meg #@
BREELIEL
@it/ (/L) 186.8 172.1 175.0 175.0 175.9 179.2 180.3 178.6 234.0
(iig%{l)ﬁﬁé%@i/ 283.6 236.7 270.6 237.6 250. 3 234.6 231.9 259.0 690.8

SR 6 TR RATABSEAERERE
WEKAALE 170~190 g/L. B, B 38 X3 & i
RLTENBRERIK,

IR 6 BTR 8 A HLAR AL YRR of 38 f5 A9 AT
BHRLELY S8 MBI T AT, X T &
W R RN RRRARLH.

55 4% G B0 £ K T A B ik A BB RS B
EHTELEZEEARAKR MEREIEMME. &
AR AN, MORRESRES, LNE

BRELBOEM ZEEERILEE WAA—
SEMMERE . 5350, B 4R K B A0 B K i, LW R B
T £k BT o & 4 o o BE B K X T8 7 R B R
BRENHERRH.
2.6 RRRALSHYAE B RIER
o Y8 AT AE R E R P KRR S B 3 B .
2 HLRE A0 T AL R o BE B9 R KUK AR 2 9
WEHERWE TR,

RT:0.00-33.00 SM:7G
100 24.23
( NL:
4.19E7
TIC MS
80 |
19.99
60
il 10,96
=
g 40 r
3.71
25.62
20 16,74
15.61|17,94
1.82 29.24
7.86 12.93
0 ST At dd, N I\_u‘z—.-r—‘“’sg
0 S 10 15 20 25 30
Bt f8l/min
B3 dRMNEERARREREES S EFiRE

Fig.3 Total ion chromatograms of volatile flavor components of raw soy sauce before and after the filtration

®7 BEIENEERPRRESSTILR

Tab.7 The changes of flavor components before and after the membrane filtration

B i

BER " wmm  EwE  eme BEE  wEs EWE

BX M 21.69 16.27 65 18.99 94 16. 05 86
FPEI-THE 11. 68 8.52 63 9.55 87 ND ND
XM 8. 54 7.65 78 6.49 81 6.71 91
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gx7 %
G
BER " gEm BRE BER  BRE  BER ERE
2- 0k 1l H A 6.22 6.29 88 4.96 85 4.56 85
(P HE)-1-RE 1.55 1.00 56 1.05 73 ND ND
- R-1-Fi W 1.17 0.66 49 0. 68 62 3.71 67
£ 0. 61 0.16 22 0. 59 104 ND ND
- -3 0.61 1.42 202 1.08 89 ND ND
;;’*%'4‘* LSS M3 o5 0.63 111 ND ND ND ND
-HFOE-1-HE 0.50 ND ND 0.31 68 ND ND
1-(2- Bk 3E)-Z B 0. 45 0.35 67 0.54 128 ND ND
. FLHLE 0.41 0.10 22 0.18 48 0. 06 17
g 3::F. 4 0.29 0.21 63 0.19 69 0. 07 28
-8 0.26 ND ND ND ND 0. 06 24
5-F 3E-3- BERE 0.17 0.16 81 ND ND ND ND
-1 0.16 ND ND ND ND ND ND
- ER-2-TH 1B 0.13 ND ND ND ND ND ND
5-+ FLfE-1-8 0.13 ND ND ND ND ND ND
B 4ZH-2-PHEER 9.24 9.20 99 7.28 78 ND ND
-RERER 1.20 1.10 79 0.95 85 0.3 29
C-TE-ER 1.75 1.51 75 1.36 83 0.26 17
2,4 WA, 1-“REZH)-K B 1.46 0.13 8 0.35 26 ND ND
%M 0.19 0. 15 66 0.13 72 0. 06 33
BE ZMZE 2.91 ND ND ND ND 0. 57 23
-FEZ B MK 1.64 ND ND ND ND ND ND
TAKKRZ B 1.00 0.10 9 0.23 25 ND ND
Gl 0.41 0.10 27 ND ND ND ND
-RE-HMLE 0.33 0.33 87 0.31 100 0.52 83
BEIKTE 0.26 ND ND ND ND ND ND
5- 2 % B T g 0.25 ND ND ND ND ND ND
1212?:513@,31(2—33%%%) 0.15 0.26 48 0.11 79 ND ND
X %@ 2. 00 3.64 58 3.78 102 1.08 62
TR 1.25 ND ND 1.28 110 ND ND
3.3 1.05 1.93 59 1.36 138 3.46 81
KPR 1.03 2.93 46 2.52 60 0.56 63
GZE-EZE 0.48 0. 20 36 0.58 128 0.15 36
£33 0.45 0.52 100 0.86 102 0.37 95
-RRETE 0.21 4.04 37 ND ND ND ND
-HE-2-THRE 0.13 0.33 217 0.74 105 ND ND
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B
sk -4 e e
BB Temp ERE  BER  BRE  MER BEE
i 1-(QQH-mewg-2-%)-Z 8 1.47 1.37 81 1. 14 83 ND ND
L1 0. 88 ND ND ND ND ND ND
1-(2-Bk ) -1- A 0.39 0.38 85 0.43 120 ND ND
MIA[3. 3. 0]F-1(2)-#-3-8 0.13 0.11 74 ND ND ND ND
Mm% ZELE 1.92 ND ND 1.90 106 ND ND
A 0.45 0.33 63 0.19 44 ND ND
Mk HIEH 21.69 ND ND ND ND ND ND
1,2-ZH 2.76 ND ND ND ND ND ND
% 2,6- - 0.33 0.25 67 0. 29 94 ND ND
1- B 3%-2- W 2 -2- DR 02 0.18 ND ND 0.15 89 ND ND
-t 0.21 0.21 88 0.19 97 0.15 86
Z 3k 0.13 ND ND ND ND ND ND
BE I-HER+ZgE 3.39 ND ND ND ND ND ND
1-EFh 0.38 0.29 65 0.46 128 ND ND
1-RREZE- AL 0.16 ND ND ND ND ND ND
% REXE 0.59 0. 86 126 ND ND ND ND
+ g% 0.26 ND ND ND ND ND ND
E:ND—KRKH,
F 7RSSR B R H i XUBR 21 R R A 3 o &
FRARKN. W

o A 0 3 2 R R KR AR
K Z A B BORRE S B G R BT A 0k
HOUBESAEAEABEETRERR> Y
HOERRTEAFOYREY ., WK HFFHE
LES 30

R B R o 4-2 B2 LR R (4-
EG) & S RHE BT 2 . U # 3R, X AR FERRK
A BLAR TR E MRk A RN LA DL —,
£ 0.1 pm B9 BLIBEE 3R SLEN R B34 994

B A T B T4 A A R AR e 0 R 2 1
A% 0.1 um KA HLBEE IR 69 EDIR 1 % T
OB, MR RE 0. 1 um WA AL M
i e R A O RLBR B F 0.1 om0 LIRS
8 R R A B KRR 1 F R 4G 0 9
HR A BN SR B KR R 2 EE Y
o XL 40 R T L A KO O AR —
RUBR 543 1 & BT B 48 00460 LR 4 o g SRR AR
SHE R ER T M4 B R LS R
T A0 A b 8 T 44 K B o XL o I B
B PREEN.,

D AERERTA B wEATIEEM,
AR R, 515 %058 L w8
AR PR U8 A A LU B T U L (E R
A>T {8 FIEE 3 1 % BY UE A T R BRI H HE R
B.AMTHRERY. B, RS BAHEER
BELIEREILITITH.

2) TR L 0.1 pm B HLAE T 38
AAEITERGBRERR. HE-LEENLS
BERKYR AER AR SR JEASE.B
MER AIRELEEAEYERNERERTER
MRKE LTS E B ER. TH 0.1 pm BHHL
AR B A K.

3) 3@ i B f RS B URE TR AT, Bk R DA
FRIR A & B KB d AR

4) BEARATHBLE, & TRERETREF
ECEEANAREE R MRS T - SRR
) 33 % B A1 P K (8 L 3 A O BE AR 2 AT LA TR
Ao U AE A T B A P PR BT .
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