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Identification of a strain of high yieldacetic acid bacteria from ferment

and its acid-producing characteristics
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WE: A L0 ABEH S A AR Z 0 B4 FREMEPE
FRE.KF IAS TREBRA LMY- 1, A BEF A
22 A LI AR T & 16S tDNA K 2. % 2 3 A4 2 Rk 85 8 A
# (Acetobacter cibinongensis); VA R 2 & INAF A R K ¥
FE R *71‘* LMY-1 6 = Ba 4 ik, 2R AW, B4k LMY-1
HREFBRB AN 0 C, HA LMYl £LBEALEHA
4 mL/100 mL B, = 8 & & & (22.72 g/L), Yo sF B # %
CICC7015 (Acetobacter pasteurianus subsp. pasteurianus )
(19.05 g/L) 8 & & £ R KEH 1~5 mL/100 mL &,
Bk LMY-1 #o 5 #k CICCT015 &9 7 B2 ¥ B & B B 17 09 AL
MBI Y G FR Y AR T AR LMY-1 28
i BT H # CICCT015; 7 B 439 /= 2 ﬁ?ﬁm&é,/\ﬁd % z
BAnEE LELBRELHTERE., Atk LMY-1 £

RF By ERE,

KR ML HERELE; TR

Abstract: A strain of high yield acetic acid bacteria LMY-1 was isola-
ted from 10 kinds of ferment samples by isolation and purification,
the acid qualitative and quantitative screen for producing. The strain
was identified as Acetobacter cibinongensis by analysis of

morphology, physiological and biochemical indicators and

identification of 16S rDNA. The growth and acid-producing charac-
teristics of strain LMY-1 was studied by fruit and vegetable culture
medium with apple, pear and cucumber. Results, the optimum acid

temperature for strain LMY-1 was 30 C; In 4 mL/100 mL ethanol
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content, strain LMY-1 produced the highest acid amount (22.72 g/L),
higher than strain CICC7015 ( Acetobacter pasteurianus subsp. pas-
teurianus) (19.05 g/L); When the bottom acid concentration of 1~
5 mL/100 mL, the acid-producing amount of strain LMY-1 and
strain CICC7015 decreased first, then increased and decreased again
with the change of fermentation time; In the same condition, the
acid-producing rate of strain LMY-1 was better than that of strain
CICC7015; Both strains produce 2 kinds of organic acid, which in-
cluded acetic acid and oxalic acid, and acetic acid content was much
higher than oxalic acid. Strain LMY-1 is suitable for fruit and vegeta-
ble ferment production.

Keywords: ferment; acetic acid bacteria; identification; acid produc-

tion
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Table 1 Ferment samples from 10 different raw materials
[FATE A=) EITELES FATE R EATEUES

) ARINA+4tFHE 6 BN PR+ 8 5

(1:D (1:2:D

2 AR 7 MR DD

3 HPHAR 8 (LY

4 R o W

5 BB D 10 B4 FKZECL D D)

T RN — B35S i B S R L

L2 HEF

MY FLATH (Lactobacillus plantarum) P158 . fy U 1| &
Ml R B AR W S B O B M E T IR 5

G AT B B ECSE Ff (Acetobacter pasteurianus subsp.
pasteurianus) CICCT7015 : H [E Tl 43 A 9 0 A AR 5 P o0
1.3 EFE

LRl s F7 B CF T 16 TR 7 109 40 85 2 Ak K DR 6D - B B R
10 g. % B 10 g./K 1 000 mL. {48 pH. i FIRTINATE K Z
M 3 mL/100 mL; Hfi B JR BRI CaCO; 2 g/100 mlL, 35t
JE4Y 2 /100 mL,121 ‘C KK 20 min;

PR B 7 AL - ) R A K 77 Sk L A8 {8E P AT R i e oK 2 B
5 mL/100 mL,121 ‘C K& 20 min;

Hoyer-Frateur $5 3% % : /K Z B¢ 3 mL/100 mL, (NH,)
SO, 0.1 g/100 mL, K, HPO, 0.1 g/100 mL, KH, PO,
0.01 g/100 mL, MgSO, « 7H, O 0.025 g/100 mL, FeCl,
0.000 5 g/100 mL,121 ‘CK B 15 min;

AR g B gR . Bl 3 mL/100 mL, B BEE
3 /100 mL. LIS K 2 ¢/100 mL.121 “C K E 15 min;

7 5~ A A 2 R Fh B R AL W AR 3 g/100 mL, BR R
45 2 g/100 mL, BEE:E 1 g/100 mL, B E#H 2 g/100 mL,
121 °C K& 15 min;

fitf B #h % 9% . KNO; 0. 02 g/100 mL, & H
0.5 g/100 mL,pH 7.4,121 “CK & 15 min,

1.4 EZiXH
JoK B JFeCly » 6H, O, NaOH ., i} Bk : 4> §7 46 , 5 # 1l
B etk Tk
AR OR R AT < 43 B 4l BCER A 1L Ak A= A BR A
I EAL R BRI T R R TR W ZE Rk A Ml K

AR R A 2 R
Xt G IEIRRE IR« LR a2 B - 2 AT B R HETIT 0L K 2
T 5T 5

R VFLER R PR IR L AR O R R SRR L B
W% . {3 4, Sigma-Aldrich( | 8) 5% 5 5 B 7l 5

2 X Premix Taq™ ,DNA Marker DL2000 . 35 g B . 52 4=
Y TR CRIEAHRAF

TIANamp Bacteria DNA Kit 7] & : K 4= b BH 4% (dt
FOABRAE

Goldview™ DNA Jekl. -3¢ H B IR ARARAH .
1.5 %88

WA ARG . 1L.C-2010C HT B, Bt 7] 28 I K 28 41 46 0] 2%
(UV),LC-Solution TAE¥h » H A Shimazu 23 #] 5

PCR 1% : T100™ Thermal Cycler B, 3 [E Bio-Rad 2\ 7 ;

VERE 18 2 45 : Gel Doc XR #, 35 [# Bio-Rad /A #) 5

R et : PHS-4C™ B, pl#B i 20 7 SRR AT B2 W) 5

B G N RREOHL: TGL-16G #1, |- 51 /K 43 B4
A R

Hali /K 2 48 . Milli-Q Gradient &I, 3% [H Millipore 23 7] ,
1.6 XA E
1.6.1 /7= R R TR 1Y 43 S

(1) SRR Y 5 B 4liA - o3 SELER 1 v AS T) il 285 1 5
10 g F AR Al 5 IR P, 43 %% 100 mL/500 mL 418 il R
G E A8 h B AR B R B IR A L 30 "CRESR 72 hy ik R
5 1 B s LA PR T A R ) B A AT A L 2k R DL a4k ; T
VIAE P LT 1 P158 RIS R i CICC7015 43 5 4E S FH M A ]
P BE T PR AT 2% IR Y £ SR I BEAG L B AT A B R T
A % R AE A 4 22 ER B MR B A . — 20 °C O H R OR B BR R 0
LR 56 PR 5 RE SR A A5 RS 30 °C 140 r/min,

(2) TR £ B il V00 o) 6 o B0 3R £ 8 T ok Rl £ 1
et B F7 KL RLE .30 ‘C 5% 48 hy A 5 mL Jo i AR BLER AKOK
AR LB BT AR E E 10° CFU/mL, /E N #
T

(3) FERRE MRS K B T 4% 10 mL/100 mL $EFp+
FRERRE IR FE 4% 30 mL/250 mL HEJE R LRGBS 9% 72 hi B
5 mL B F B0 (8 000 r/min,5 min), L 1.0 mol/L NaOH
WO pH & 7.0,/ /i0 5~6 7% 5 g/100 mL FeCl; ¥ W - #%
AY WSV R A5 AR B M s T B T RS AT KA B &
W s 5T WA A G T VE L B R P R T

(4) PFRRE RN F Fik 1.6.1(3) B BIEF (LK 2B
PN 500 I R G B3R T2 h R I PR R R B E 7 R
WM. 7 50 mL ZZ48K A 2 mL & B, L 3~
5 R Bk A5 5 50 AR B 19 0.1 mol/L NaOH ¥ Wk T & V&
BESEEB O DR, HN DO RE P (I
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FERBE A A R — R R R I R T

RS R L7 R AR 1

R . LABERRIT) -
p— (V*VU)XCNI.()IIXGO! o
Vi
A

P— "MW, g/L;
Vo R BEBORE b T2 FER NaOH &, mL;
Vo—DAas H 55 32 2 o0 4 IRl W6 #E 1 NaOH

i ,.mL;

Craon NaOH #7 #E% W JE  mol/L;

60— Z BRHY A X 43 T B ik » g/ mol;

Vi —F i B & . mL,
1.6.2 HHREE

(D B4R 8 Bl B bk T B8 MR P M BRI T
30 CHEFRAHH SR 48 h 57 WG I T S H B I R AE 5 BRI AR
L 7 (30 °C 48 h) BEAT 2L R 7E BT T AR
AL FEE JER KN HEF S RE .

(2) HAALFE R - LT Bk CICCT015 1 Jg 0 BR, X 7 Ak
LMY-1 #47% e,

(3) 168 rDNA 4 4% Fl 7 48 K & B A #4420 3 5 (W
2 DNA BRI PRI L B bR 50 V8 T 20 mL B fili 55 57 4k
F R 55 9% 20 h, B0 (10 000 r/min, 1 min) 5042 B 14 ; 3%
TIANamp Bacteria DNA Kit i 7 & 742 8., 16S rDNA
FER ) PCR &3 « DU AR R R 41 DNA Sy 8 45, 28 4% 41 7 5
A5 ¥ (27F . 5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3"; 1492R:
5-TACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3)¥ 1 16S rDNA
. 25 uL PCR i R+ BB DNA 1.0 L, | F il 519
(10 pmol/L) 4% 1 uL,2X Premix Taq™ (TaKaRa Taq™ Ver-
sion 2.0 12.5 pL. 4k 9.5 pL. [0 B A B DNA A~
s FA 51 AL AR DNA [y 40 350 4E S X B, k&
PCR I 45 fF - 94 °C HUAZ 5 min, SR 5 £ 30 1A 3
(94 °C ZFPE 45 5,56 ‘CiB k 45 5,72 CZEA§1 90 s) . f% J572 C
FEAf 10 min. 4 CHRAF. BUIRWEBERE LUKk . PCR W12 106
(IXTAE) B Wl BE 5 o kA DA LS5 R . 3 37
P B o3 At oF PCR j™= 9y ik A0 B B AE BRAE B B R A R 2
AW, 7E Genbank b $2 52 45 3% , BLAST #E47 [A] ¥ 2% Ho X,
B MEGAS.2 i RGE R B .
1.6.3  BBRAY ™ BRI

(1) FEE IR AL B 4 - DO SR VBL VB 3 A kL R
F 5 ETBOI R B S 43 ) AR B TR A K R B R
WA FE S EA0 1 g/100 mL, £ 115 °C & K KB 20 min, ff
R MR Rk A TR ER N 3 mL /100 mL JE/K 2B .

(2) HEPh o33 ¥ H AR AR FD 5 W 4% 10 mL /100 mL
B4 o i e R B IR A BR R ) B BT 4% 100 mL/300 mL
I3 % THEC R o

(3) TR B W 1 - 32 20 IR B 2k IS IR VR B
3 AN PR FRON) TR MR TR R B B IR Ok P R B Y S R IR AT I G
@ TR A [ 5 B2 A0 3 L - 4 b, 4 28, 43 Jall T 28,3035,
37,40 C, BTG W #4140 r/min K5 9% 72 h, 4% 1.6.1(4)
ME TR B . @ TR A [ & B 2 W 00 3 B - 42 b, o3
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B, TK OB BN 1,2,3,4,5 mL /100 mL, & T
WG R R FE 72 hod L6 1O E™RE. © K
#%XTKE{&FI“%B’JL PE AR, SRR (O AR
JREH 1 DRESHH1,2,3.4,5 mL /100 mL, k% 5 9%
72 h, ¥ 1.6.1(4)‘0%%#@&50

PR AE Rl 2R 0 I . SR, A 26 R KSR 72 b F
600 nm PR TWME ODE,Hij 24 h 7 2 h WE —K, Z )5 &
4 h PUE —IK .

(4) B AR I 7= TR R Ik« P R ol 2 B b o e R G B 3R
7 d, ARG 24 b E R R AL L DA K BN R] LR R A A A A R
Y TR a4 s S SR VIN R R s N b R
7 dJEH R B (12 000 r/min, 10 min) » B 3% & 38 3
0.45 pern 7K AH I8 BB L 37 25 400 U8 VR » B 82  VFI R ARTR AR 8 %
(HPLO B AT, # 1 mL %W P40l & 2.5 mg B .
25 mg MR, 15 mg FF B IR, 30 mg £ R 15 mg I RIK.
15 mg BEFIMR AN 25 mg i A B2 . e il 4 HLER A e IR & 73
T s 53 5 bR ME R A W) 10,20,50,75,100 pL, A %2 1 mL,
e 1l AN TR) 3 B 1) YR B A T HPLC 43 A7 3R A5 4% 7 HILIRR 1 4%
PETRE. (O3 45 (A3 B N Sepax HP-Cis HE (4.6 mm X
250 mm, 5 pm); Wi S AH R AL 5 0 95 1 L BE—
0.05 mol/L KH, PO, & ¥ (¥ R 75 pH &= 2.5); Il &
0.6 mL/min; K% K 210 nm; #3725 °C SRR 10 pl,
2 HRENH
2.1 BFEBREBENSE
2.1.1 BERRTH A8t DA 10 FhAS ] JE} iy T 26 B i o
P B e 5 oAb )5 AT T 10 BROG S B o vh oA 5 22 [
W9 Bk
2.1.2 PPESREMNRE &Rt iRE i 9 B2 K
FAPE B R A 5 A B8 AT A P= A W A 0 204 €5 DL TE , )58 Ry P i
T2 AR
2.1.3 PERERRE MWASIE R AR R B BEE Do
SEALAS B 5 MR IR A B L H M RR & 43 9 A - (0.700£0.155)
(1.4004-0.062) , (1.0304-0.093) , (16.5900.124) , (0.190 4
0.000) g/L, HP iR FRFAEBMEFWEKE SN
LMY-1, /=g 2k (16.590+0.124) g/L, B G & E M EE ST,
PR b 45 122 T AR AR R ) 2 0 I T 9 % 42
2.2 BEH%EE
2.2.1 BBk LMY-1 (B S RFAE Wbk LMY-1 7EFE R 1
MRS T A b 1 B 95 T 3 I B A 1 SR TE 25 (X1 000) I
I 2P SE N ENE NN 15 i) = L A 1] 5 iR~ & <30
Zoi 2 QP A A LS AT 2 5 A FP IR BE AR HES L 2

2 I
2.2.2 HMRRAEBAERE  DIE R CICCT015 4 X IH
XA LMY-1 §647 7 AR BA AR AR SE - 35 2 T AL TR B

LMY-1 #1 CICC7015 ¥J & g 7t Hoyer Frateur ¥ 3 3% |- /4
K A2 fh Aty B S S AL B BT BB O Y B L OE TR D-A
HIBEFEBR . YIANREST S M B A W AR AR A2 4E KL (R AT L
TiFs T A1 2 P 5 2 T
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(a) K& (b) MAEZ(x 1000 )
Bl B e9E BZEARY SHE

The colony and individual characteristics

Figure 1
of strains
k2 FMEBREMNEEELEHE

Table 2 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of two

strains of acetic acid bacteria

eI Wtk LMY-1 B#k CICC7015
Hoyer-Frateur 3% 35 & |4 K - -
2 i 7t 1 + +
i A A + v
77 5T i %) B R R - -
7 2- i ] 2 W R R + v
72, 5~ A 7 W R 3 — +
AL — —
I FH I A e R + +
7 B + +
il 1% 0 3 J5 — -
TELLZZ 2B e — B IR Y B 7k B AR - v
FRAYER - -
30 BEBER IR Y A K + v
FIHT D % 5% 7™ 1R + +
FIHIE T B 7= iR + +
L 1 5 K c o1 13 K o 2 0
2.2.3 16S rDNA % % B’ 2 o A, LMY-1 & #k

16S rDNA #J PCR 434 7 95l 13 ) i Bt K /NFE 1 500 bp A2

i HAE GenBank | [1)%% 5% 5 o KX214607, % BLAST #k
PFAE Genbank %45 g A7 BEAT 5 41 Lo X IF % B AR LMY-1 4 2
RGERKEM CWE ), 4357 £ B, 6 Ak LMY- 119 16S rDNA

M 1 2 3 4

PCR™ ¥

M. Marker
) PCR =4
B 2 Hak LMY-1 4 16S rDNA # PCR = # 4%

IR i A B I B ok B
Agarose gel electrophoresis of 16S rDNA gene
PCR products of strain LMY-1

LA 518 2.3, S ot 4. LMY-1

Figure 2

Acetobacter cibinongensis 4H-1(AB052710.1)
100|LMY-1(KX214607)

cetobacter cibinongensis S36-1(HM217983.1)
Acetobacter cibinongensis MGB31-7(HM218002.1)
Acetobacter orientalis S30-3(HM217982.1)
Acetobacter indonesiensis SKU21(AB906413.1)
Acetobacter cerevisiae LMG1625(AJ419843.1)
Acetobacter estunensis LMG1626(AJ419838.1)
Gluconacetobacter oboediens DSM11826(AB205221.1)
Asaia bogorensis T1(AB025928.1)

64—Kozakia baliensis Yo-3(AB056321.1)

Acidicaldus organivorans YO08(AY 140238.1)
Actinobaculum massiliense CIP107404(AF487679.1)
Flexibacter aggregans IFO15977(AB078042.1)

100

I —
0.05
B3 EAk LMY-1 469 2 54 7 #
Figure 3 Phylogentic tree of strain LMY-1

EHEJFE A 5 % 3 5 K AB052710. 1 [ Acetobacter
cibinongensis 4H-1 185 B W3R AHRLUEE 3% 99 %6, 5 Hofh 22 i f&
FERATHE IR A A MU REETRRZY , RIBEES%E
FRAE AL R AR & 16S rDNA J3 51 43§ v] 4] 5 16 Ak LMY-1 2
JEE A B FR AT T8 (Acetobacter cibinongensis) .
2.3 EHR LMY-1 7= B 45 1E
2.3.1  BABRAYIE N VE

(1) TA B XS [ 3 B A 38 B 1« el B 4 T, R 28 ~
40 °C B}, F#k CICC7015 . LMY-1 [ 7= 5 & 19 2 3 5e 3 5
WA, I TE 30 C A K i {H, 5 Chen Yang %7 Xt
it B2 T ) 52 i BE Y O ST 4 R R AR — 3L Rk LMY-1 97
fig i 8 T R AR CICCT7015 By ™= IR &, [ B PR 11 Ak 1) 7™ R ot A
28~40 “C I Bl A %o ik B 1 3 0L 7 L 28

(2) TARXS AN [F] 2Tt 8 19 3 o0 1 = ey 181 5 R L B 2
P E 1) THE S TR RR I R T 2 R R . Kb, W
Bk LMY-1 %t 2 BERY iR 32 M8 by 78 SR it 4 0B P2 R B I
522,72 g/L) LA FRF #k CICCT7015(4 % ,19.05 g/L) =g
7K, Bk T bk CICC7015(3%,21.85 g/L), Al fig 5 14 4k
KB ENZTEYERE A 5 7 TR M 2 RS R #E— R
TR AT U0 TR R 1 7 R i 22 T O e SRR

(3) TR MRS AN [7) v JBE T TR 1) 3 107 1 < Sy HE B AE ) — B8

WEEERT LA FLER T A 7] 7™ A5 52 [ 3 30 4
IEZFH RN 1 1L KRR E M 2R 7282, 5
Hi2 O BR TP AELRKEE:© IRER M 23 1E F kI T 5
FRAR TN 2 pH [ FEAR, — & 4t i 2 2 X B R 1d 1 A Ak ™
T2 RE 7 A A2 38F 1 L T SPL I D) 40D 7 T R R R . ATl 6
Jis .2 KR BETH 52 5 mL/100 mL JiE BR 5 76 i BR Mk A
1 mL/100 mL B, 7 B & 5 7 » H W A LMY-1 5 7~ IR & 8%
W T W Bk CICCT7015. A B6 WT fif B Ea{zw“jv 1~
2 mL/100 mL B}, Fkk LMY-1 ) 7= B8R = K 0E B e 2>
R LR T R T A AL 77 R RE ) 1 i ik ~1’PFH/J\?§L@§X¢E%E§
BRI A B0 56 5 R RV B 9 3~4 mL/100 mL A, 7= iR & i
Fhie AT RE R I 2 R 0 08 HE A FH K T 2L B8R 1% 30 A 5
JIRFR VR BE KT 4 mL/100 mL B, P R ¥k J3E 3 vy 2 4% 3100
il B2 AT 1) 7 R T L R T MR T R M A T D R
Xof JF TR e JBE 13 oL M R AR L 2 B R ) TE R B R R
77 B AT HE R R R M B T 3 AN () T Ay BR A
67
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FERBE A AR — R R R I R T 11 2 SO R A

L)

—=— CICC7015

=
iy £ 15} —e ILMY-1
X
£ 10f
(=9
=
< 5r
0 L L L L L L
28 30 32 34 36 38 40
T
Temperature/ C

B4 WmAREBRE AR F R E S
Figure 4 Adaptability of two strains of acetic acid bacteria

to different temperatures

241
221 —=— CICC7015
20F ——LMY-1
181
16 -
14 -
12+
10 -

7R

Acid production/(g * L)

4 1 1 1 1 I
1 2 3 4 5

LB

Concentration of ethanol/%
BS5 AREBEEAS AR CHREGELR
Figure 5 Adaptability of two strains of acetic acid bacteria

to different ethanol concentrations

25-
LERPTE —a CICCT015
W e IMY-1

o £ 15f

g s

£F 100
=N
z sl

ol ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
1 2 3 4 5

Concentration of bottom acid/(10? mL + mL™)
B 6 mARE R AR FRE R BR 09 & B
Figure 6 Adaptability of two strains of acetic acid bacteria

to different bottom acid concentrations

4 WAL m & 7 aTHL F B LMY-1 5 OD
fHTE 0~2 h JEAR A AL, 2~48 h PRl R F.48~72 h BEAR
L H A BCE KW 2~ 48 h, WAk LMY-1 b & #
CICC7015 [ A= 4 3 S A A 4 it 39, BB B ik LMY -1 B 3%
HT %KM,

2.3.2 JPPIRFRHE

(D) TR BRI - by 18] 8 RT, B Ak LMY-1 197 2
AL 0~6 d MHIE M, 6~10 d M, 10~13 d Z 18
D 13~14 d R I, XF BB bk CICC7015 £ 0~7 d
WEIG I, 7~12 d R B> B 12~14 d B E WD, 12
0~7 d A, Etk CICCT015 7 iR i 2 mg AL T 1 #k LMY-1,1H

68

0401
—=—CICC7015
=
%1 E 0.20 -
S a2
(=]
0.10
0.00 I I I I I I I L
0 2 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
FE R[]

Time/d
B 7 WARE R e A K W&
Figure 7 Growth curve of two strains of acetic

acid bacteria
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Figure 8 Acid producing curve of two strains of

oo L

acetic acid bacteria

MEJE S B BR LMY-1 7 BR 3 % b T 42 b G 8 ¥, T B Ak
CICCT7015 F= [ R IF L AT T B B & ik LMY-1 1) 7= iR
B8 T B 1) 3 R M A F Bk CICCT7015,

(2) WMk HLER ST . th 3% 3 W0, 7 Rl DLER A v A
RE 8% 3K B 52 0 14 43 B9 AR . L G A o il R M O R B
0.999 020.003 0 F& [l . R BH 7 Bl A HLER By 0% 1 BRIk BE
A IGT W2 PR AR S L £ 1R R R LB AR T AR R R T A L
i A 00 19 T R

BB LMY-1 g4 th ™ 2 B HLER » B 2 TR FH 2 R . H:
PR R . SA A R B R R AR SRR T
TR B i B4 B AIG . T B A I T A1 7 IS TR R ok AR v R R T R
WARERR FERKL, M AR RERY, Sk
iy A T DR VA UG T I I A BT 1 RR B PG AT A
e A FLER TR VI A TR 3 R A HLER A [, o) B8 15 B 97 Bk A
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Table 3

fermentation broth of strain

Liner equations for the standard curve of 7 standard organic acid and the content of organic acids in the

o RAETLE/ R R AL KB AR &7/ (g« LD

H LR - Ly ,
(g+ LD (R?) itk 7015 Bk LMY—1

iR 0.025~0.250 y=1.3X107x+64 909 0.999 7 0.040-0.001 0.0900.002
WA 0.250~2.500 y=1.8X1052+31 098 0.999 4 — % — x
FWRER 0.150~1.500 y=09.2X10°x+21 828 0.997 8 — % — %
Ak 0.250~2.500 y=6.5X10"2+15 868 0.996 0 — —
2. 0.300~3.000 y=5.4X10°2+12 169 0.999 4 23.83040.342  26.640-0.604
FEEERR  0.150~1.500 y=1.2X10%2x+14 504 0.999 2 — % — %
BEHIR  0.150~1.500 y=6.7X10°2x+3598.1  0.998 7 — —

T PRIR R WO 2 2 I ELE X A HLRR D U — SRR R

Bm TRk CICC7015 1™ R =, I M. 76 ) 55 55 11 °F B ik
LMY-1 B3 & T3k B R i .
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