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Screening and identification of special yeast for kiwi wine
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Abstract: In order to screen raw and low-yield methanol kiwifruit
yeast and provide special strains resources to the kiwifruit wine pro-
duction. Strains were identified by colony morphology and 18S rDNA
sequencing to determine the species relationship of the three strains
of yeast. The fermentation capacity, alcohol and sulfur dioxide toler-
ance were evaluated. Additionally, the three strains were used for ki-
wifruit wine fermentation, and the physicochemical properties,
methanol content and volatile flavor compounds of the product were
determined. The three strains were identified as Pichia guilliermon-

dii by molecular biology. Among them, Q3 had the strongest fer-
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mentation capacity, it could tolerate 16 % of alcohol and 300 mg/kg
of SO,. The alcoholicity of brewed kiwifruit wine by Q3 was 11.54 %
Vol, the vitamin C 390.82 mg/L., the residual sugar 5.35 g/L., and
the methanol 87.7 mg/L. In addition, there were 25 kinds of volatile
flavor compounds were detected. The strain Q3 screened from the
surface of kiwifruit is superior to the strains QI and Q2 in the aspects
of fermentation ability, alcohol and sulfur dioxide tolerance. And ki-
wifruit produced by Q3 has good quality and low methanol content,
and has bright application prospect in the kiwifruit industry.
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PirMERE (Actinidia chinensis Planch) )5 r= Hi b v [H , gk
MR KB Z E” B TR B (Actin-idiaceae) Fr Mk Bk J&
(Actinidia) W H PSR 5200 0 3 48 Bk Bk % 1% T AR T
o PR ARG TR R . SR TR A T Ml B TR 5 R
ARk SR B A AN SR R AR 5 L XU i B LR R R 2
FTEAY . P B 2 B T R R R E R
DTSN A R g A S A O 3 R T R kI e R
oHe 2 T R B T P B A — B AT MR Bk % T O vk
BRI ) A A T O 7 A R (EL T R T 52 AR A T E
YRR TR R 1 B0 R A A R B T R
T TR o AL 350 X T Pk K TR 5 A M TS v PR o AT 4R TE
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QB AR AL R T R R A A IR R

P« 8 1 40, 7R 5 BT S 3 B 5 A BR 4 7D

A-FAJE-2 s hR o B AL B A % (R A Tl
RIEH PR 5

R ERERY VIR < 7R AR AR

PCR § #8850 & A LAY TR Bl A RAH

G149 TTST/TTSA A6 5 BB A W8 AR A R 5

How i on 2 ok [ 7 43 A 4l

R QL.Q2.Q3: th MU Al K 2% £ il 2
S 3R B e AT
1.1.2 Bk

YEPD Kig5 2k B BERy 10 g 85 A R 20 o i % % 20 g,
ZE1EK 1 000 mL.pH 6.0,115 C KE 20 min;

BRMBERETE T B A R R B B AR JS AT AL 60 mg/L
RMEHE 0.7 g/ L fE#E 1 40 CHEMRMRIF 4.5 h, ik bW
TEIT A SO, I P8 HVR B 80 mg/ L, 4R 5 I A BEHE , I
FEPRAEBRIE TR R 20 Brix, B F 4 CukF & RO
1.1.3  FEUHEE

S TE IR G % ZD-85 AU, & 15T AN B A PR 7 5

AW A AR HR40-TIA2 B, 1w 5% i 18 X 4% B & A IR
NEIR

AL BE FRAR . SPX-250 Y, b B BHE IR A

SAHEREAY 78908 B, 56 [ Agilent Technologies 2\ #] 5

S3HT R B 00000249 YL JL IR B L FIHTAU IS RS H
PR ]

FL PR R KV % - DZKW-D-4 R, b 5t i 7k Ot W B2 974X
w7

WL E S A A CX21 Y, Bk EL T R A 7 5

Tk TA% : SPME B, |1 48 B2 U8 A IR A 7

] A I 2 B 3k - PDMS/DVB/CAR 50/30 pm, b5 ek
BHA R TTEAH

1 pL it R 2S . W-3 T, g2 A2

SM % /5 % T A X 7890 A /59750 AL, 3% [ Agilent
Technologies /> #] .

1.2 RIEAHE

1.2.1 BRRTEAL  TEAE W A AR A O R — A O A i
FAH LMK QL.Q2.Q3, F YEPD [& {4 15 7% 5 b 7 fb
2 W MTEACEE 0 R AR AT R R OE S W L B R BE A . [R] B
B2 IR AT AT R 3 0 T A 10 mL SR i i L 1
25 "C 150 r/min fHIR IR 557 36 h, ¥ 2 3008 0 0 B
A 250 mL FRAESK T B9 = M. 72 25 °C (150 r/min fH
TR % 75 9% 30 h, T B 2R BER KK = AR T R R 3R W
EHOHZE 1X10" CFU/mL &t ,

1.2.2 3HRTAMRM T T A EE 3B M S DNA 28
S SCHRI15~16], KEHR IR B DNA 3% 18 5 A R B A=
WH ARG A AT IR YR ORI T . 6 DA Y 25 SR bR
FAL TS AT PR3 PR RS T 51 3 A NCBI # 47 Blast
L% 7 8 AH DL RE 45 i 19 18S rDNA JF 31, ffi Ji] Clustal X %%
PEREAT R B Lt SR MEGAS.1 2271k 19,

e A A5 A Ak SR

1.2.3 3 BRI KB I mllE  BUBRMEBE T 150 ¢ T =
O QL.Q2.Q3 MY R FR MK SU R BB A =
ffi 72 28 CH&MF TR K IR B R kTR E, 15
COL Iy A R 5 L 3 MR MR 14 2 B ) RIS et i 10201
1.2.4 3 BRI 32 1 56

(1) 305 5 iR 32 38 96« 10 ) VRS M BL 2 B0l 826, 10 %,
1296, 14% ,16 20 ) YEPD 3 14 55 3% 3  BUAS [A) R 1 FH 43 450
) YEPD ¥ & 5 35 5 10 mL 43 35 F 3L 4 b O 3 AL KD
) W& T HRE AL I RO R 2 mL 3R TR (] RS B BE Y IR
Brh L 7E 28 CA LB FRAR T E R I % . TR 24 hOILgE ]
Bl H A 3 MR M RS I A2 R T

(2) A AL 32058 Bl SO, 5T & ik B Ry 100,150,
200,250,300 mg/L i YEPD W 1k 5 32 35 (LW B 19 SO,
O LBURTE SO, i e BE (1 YEPD {4 855 77 36 10 mL 43 2%
T o (9 B AL FO/NVED L RO R BRI AL 4 9 PR 2 mL 4
Tt FAE] SO, BT &R BE 1 48 v, 78 28 C AL G F=4f vh 1E
T IR IR =GB, AR 3 BRI SO, i 22 il .
1.2.5  BRGEBEI A9 ER 4 B0 BCBRBEBE VT 800 mL F 12 A4
JERS T FUR K 3 BRI T R B 3R RHE 5 00 1 4 R L 43 i)
AT BRI 4 DL T 23 CHER AL B R 46
RIS d, 8K 5 AT B 0 ) WS AE 23 C F& T 4k 8 R
10 d. 43 250 B A5 30 & 18 Bk & I 00 D0 B 5T e A B B O
W TE 20 CAMF T BRER 30 d. 75 BBk BRI,
1.2.6  BReAkm AL f AR D0 A B E 3 BR P AR R R AR
Ak RS L B ER L BB Ve TR W, W Jr I R
GB/T 150382006 /17T .
1.2.7  HEERNE

(1) A b 1 79T 4k 8 R0 I5 9 1) T < 4% GB/'T 150382006
AT

(2) KA 45 1 - 3 GB/T 15038—2006 4T o

(3) [l g (3 00 < AR 4% SRk (19~ 20 ] B B F . 1] 6
A~ 10 mL 758 A 43 000 A B A B B O & %0 BE LR ORI AN
bWy, ol 3 A RMUR A 0.3 mL AR Bk 2% Ay B
PV K 6 > A b A 8L JS R AT 43, 3 2K (D) 3 5 m w [ml
e,

c="T0""  q00% D
ms;

X

¢ [m] %, 96 5

JAR A & B BN A g

e, — R i N A g

ms—JbR B & i g
1.2.8 A AR TG XK 49 5 1) I

(1) BR80T ) 2 B« BT o) P9 B e Ak T 4 mLL
TR 1 P om A 1 g NaCl, T 40 °C 485 i /K ¥ F #
5 min Ji K BRI B I ARE R B3, 40 CHMATF
ZEW 40 min J5 45 ZEBSL 3K L GC ## AT 5 min, BEAT FRAE BE
WA T,

(2) GC %4 : HP-5MS %4 (30 m X 0.250 mm) ; FH{i
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JREE B AR SR T B O L 5 % E

JP WG IRE 40 CLR4F 8 min, LA 5 °C/min F} 2 75 °C, 14
Ll 3.5 C/min J}F & 125 C,HLL 5 C/min F+ & 185 CI& 4
1 min, 24 10 °C/min J} & 230 C £ 3F 20 min; S N A
LW A 1.2 mL/min, A4 s dERE DR E S 260 °C,

(3) MS & du g sl EL B g L Ik 70 eV, 1T 22 3 7
0.25 mA, FEHAFFIREE 280 C, ML FAEHE &8 HL 1 500 V, 14
JWH] 30~350 AMU, & 7 ¥k B 250 C. XK I 3 1 & <
YR AR e NIST11.L s 47K 2R, ¥ BRVE e B 76 80 %6 A ¥
YRR &G I LA — A0 153 2% 1 e T AR £
AW BT RE X . LR A R AR B R 2B AL S W L A BT
5 TR BR R TR 1 e Ak G 1 A T M e
1.2.9 BG4 K IBM SPSS Statistics 20 4k 4 %}
Bt #4748 3 42 #7s R JH OriginLab OriginPro 8.5 4k {4
EH .

2 IR 55

2.1 HEHBERE
2.1 WKES
MUOEZSWLIE 1.

A L)AL B QL.Q2. Q3 AT M A 1Y e 1) 14 1
PRI < B RV H A 7L 1 6 B R G IR | R R T
JGH R L e R A —

A P 1 Ch) W7 L 3 Rk T Oy B 14 (BT 1 B A L 2E AR
2.1.2 SprAeEsEE RIS ITST/ITSE 3wtk QL.
Q2.Q3 #17 PCR ¥ 348 5 M 7. Q1. Q2. Q3 3 #R A #k 18S
rDNA 7 85 R P05 1A BUT FIK B 4350 614,615,612
bp 2ty K 7 5 i A F NCBI # 47 [5] bG48 T Bk
Q1.Q2.Q3 JFFIAE Bl H T #k )7 51 . 32 I Clustalx $/F #1711
XL FH MAGE 5.1 8 E R Gk F W 5 #7578
Gen bank | i M & . 3818 & 5 5 4> Jll &y SUB3257838,
SUB3297127 ,SUB3297298, 45 J- W& 2,

2 AL BB QL.Q2.Q3 W4y S EAF S 6824, [l
i 3 Bk B Bk 5 B Bk Meyerozyma guilliermondii CBS 2030,

ML BBk QL.Q2.Q3 B % IE & A

Meyerozyma guilliermondii CBS 2030, Pichia guilliermondii

01

(a) WIEES

(b) 4B
A1l B4k Ql.Q2.Q3 ¢ A4/
Morphology characteristics of strain Q1,Q2,Q3

Figure 1

ATCC6 260 1 18S rDNA [a] Jii rftjy 99%&}3‘2§{§F{%
8850, RIULTT LAJIE 3 MRIA#F /B T 52 Bk B B
2.2 REBEHAKNE

R Q1.Q2.Q3 AT R I & 45 AL LA 3,

Hi Pl 3 AT AT, 3 MR B TE HE R e A8 G R L L b T bk
Q2 K e P Fe ARAE 5 2 R 338 R W e 301, 72 46 4 R 58 I
FREE Btk Q3 MY Q1 KB B AL 5 4 Rk PR B
R LT 6~7 d %ﬁiiﬁ@?ﬁfﬁ% Q1 = K I 2 °F- 2% . 1
6~7 dEmFREE, HiT 8 dLEEAK Q1.Q2.Q3 KW
MR E R 5N 16.42,16.85,20.66 g, 3 BREIAKME S RN
BHQ3>Q2>Ql., it 3 bR YK I ) AT IS
3 R B T R TR ) AR T H0 R U D RE 8 T R Bk
2.3 MWEiXRE
2.3.1 WAETZIAEE X QL.Q2.Q3 i
L BERIER 1,

HI3E 1 AT FE RS IR BT 4 800 F0 106 A 5 14 T 3 #k
B 7E 48 h 3 RE S R . AR RGO B AN B 14 20 S 4 R TR bR

HEAT IR T 52 3K

Meyerozyma guilliermondii CBS 2030(NR_111247.1)
Pichia guilliermondii ATCC6260(AF022717.1)
88| Meyerozyma guilliermondii culture—collection CBS: 2030(KY 104252.1)

Q1(SUB3257838)
03(SUB3297298)
02(SUB3297127)

96 Candida carpophila culture—collection CBS: 5256(KY102016.1)

80! Meyerozyma caribbica CBS 9966(NR_149348.1)

4{ Candida smithsonii ATCC MYA-4323(NR_111339.1)
0! Candida smithsonii culture—collection CBS: 9839(KY 102398.1)

4,7 Candida elateridarum ATCC MYA-4325(NR_111350.1)
80 Candida neustonensis strain SN-92(EF621563.1)

Debaryomyces hansenit JCM 1990(NR_120016.1)

100 Scheffersomyces insectosa ATCC 66611(NR_111587.1)
0.01 100 Scheffersomyces coipomensis CBS 8178(NR_111424.1)

B2 A#Ql.Q2.Q3 2AKHA
Figure 2 Phylogenetic tree of Q1,Q2,Q3
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Figure 3 Curves of each strain’s fermentation force
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Table 1  Alcohol tolerance test

. A i) / R B B %

R
h 8 10 12 14 16
24 — — — -
48+ + -

Q1
72 ++++ A+ e+ +

96 ++++ ++++ ++++  ++ -

24 — - - — —

48 ++ + — - —
Q2

72 ++++ ++++ + - -

96 ++++ ++++  ++ + -

24 — - - — -
o 48 ++++ ++++ ++ + -
3

72 ++++ +H++ -

96 ++++ ++++ ++++ ++++

+
T FR AR SR R/NE Y 1/4; + + + -+ FoR AR T A
FER/NE s — R

QL 7E 72 h R, bk Q2 1 96 h LB, Q3 1E 48 h LB .
TETRG R A3 B 1670 641 F Q1.Q2 A, Q3 7E 96 h
ERE. VLU bR QL.Q2 REMS (R HS AR S Bl 1400 ) %% 1
T2 Wbk Q3 RE 5 1 RS PR AR 4 Ok 1606 9 A AR R Y
52 . A 3 R T 2 10 R A B KON A R ] TR AR
3BT R B I IA) B X LG AT RLAS M - IR 32 BB D R R
Q3>Q1>> Q2.3 Bk b X i s 1Y 0 52 7 T RE 05 1 A2 250 A Bk 175
AR
2.3.2  TAALBRTN A2 1K 5
Hi 2 2 AT 7E T AR AR B R D 100 me/kg Y A5
TLFtk QL.Q2.Q3 7 18 h ¥R R . 78 — # LA B i
We B 200 mg/kg WA T R Q2 75 24 h I P2 B ARE
FEWEE AL R/ME . 7E SRR B W O 300 mg/kg HY
FAF TR Q2 AERE R bk QL A1 Q3 7E 48 h = Ak
WAL RN HE M Q3 REA/E24 bk W% . @ i X i ik
Q1.Q2.Q3 — A ALBLM 52 i I (9 Hu vl RLAG - — 5 Ak i ief
SREN KN R Q3> QL>Q2. 3 Bk X SO, Wi % RE 4 1 2
B ARG Tl iy A 7 BESR

X B QL.Q2.Q3 4T A Ak

R2 —®UTmWHEZARE

Table 2 SO, resistance tests of screened strains
s A ] / SO, e/ (mg « kg™ 1)
T bR
h 100 150 200 250 300
18 - — — - -
Q2 Fht FE A b -

48 F+++ ++++

18 + + - - -
Q@ 2 H+++ A+t + - -
48 444+ ++++ +H+H+ . —

18 4+ + - - -
@ 2 A+t At A ++
48 H+++ FFFH+ A

T RRAR R AL RNMER 1/4; + + R ARER R A
kNS s — R AT
2.4 ERBEEREELERHNE
XFHIBE QL.Q2.Q3 i 18 Wk T U 19 i A 1k 108 3k 47 34k 45

FRINE B R W 3.

R 3 FREBEMREELERNE

Table 3 Physicochemical properties of kiwi wine

. WK (20 °CY/ Ve ht/ SR/ skwk/
Fit % Vol (mg+L 1 (g+L7H (g+LH
Q1 11.56 233.01 11.15 3.96
Q2 11.19 234.46 10.89 6.27
Q3 11.54 390.82 10.95 5.35

o % 3 A B PR Q1L Q2. Q3 R i A A Bk T R R E S
N 11.56%, 11.19%, 11.54% Vol, & 4 % K 11.15,
10.89,10.95 g/L. SR¥H4> 31K 3.96,6.27,5.35 g/L, HHhE
P Q3 K BF BRI Ve & 4 390.82 mg/L L8 i T 1 bk
Q1.Q2, J& —#k Lb B AR 1 T bk
2.5 FEBERERESENNE
2.5.1 BEIEBEFRME % R A - 2- A A 1
BIULEE 4.6 YA A A X RS IE T L 4

407

W
Response value/p.V
(o8]
S

N8
=]

10 15
B 1]

Time/min
LHEE 2. ZFF 3.4 k-2 A
B4 FB.4&FE2EBAERGS)EEEA
Figure 4 Chromatogram of isolation of methanol,

4-methyl-2-pentanol standards
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Table 4 The relative correction factor of Methanol
NIUAERY i
FH#{E  RSD/%
1 2 3 4 5 6
2.003 2.089 2.066 2.134 2.050 2.062 2.067 2.1

AT I 4 AT FORERT A AR ) 5 RE 5 AR L g L AE AR
6 2% A1 B 0 1 I [R) 7R 6.466 min BT L 4-HY BE-2- R
1 R R 7E 15.173 min fEIL. fi3% 4 AT FAT I E 6
B AR X A2 L R T £ AR 6 A 7 i 22 (RSD) 8y 2,106 4 AR 4l A |
B R A IE R T8 - f =2.067,
2.5.2 [l AR RS BRI b R R
LEAR LR 5 0 R QL. Q2. Q3 K I MR TR 4 A Ak A b ¥ i A T
F i R A5 R LR 6

H1%% 5 AT, ) Q3 REdh A 474 mg B 0 74 F
[y 97.5 96 . RSD /T 504 i WA A il 8 26 N %5 vk
RES F T B Bk ob FH A5 o e 2 6 T 3 R TR bR A T
PR BT PR B B Q3<WQI<<Q2. W Bk Q3 KB Hh
H B A0 87.7 me/L, BEMR T H#k QL.Q2 KB (P<
0.05) s WMk Q2 K AR A Bk I v Y A 5 it 5 Bk QL. Q3
A B2 (P<C0.05), F iy 223.1 mg/Ls bk QL A W A9k
TEAEIE b PR O 132.4 me/L, HIEERRE A EY
Tt A B B — JE (2 1 RO TP AR 1 2R R A
A A b 22 2R R AL R I T R T R SRR UL B R
T2 R SR e R 6 A A . T
PRBHEIS b B i B MCHLE » 2% GB 153072006 M
SE A T1 4 10 v B YRS B T 400 mg BUR . BT
B — TR AR T LA Y AR QL. Q3 TE A R R T TR I

®5 HBERMAREKE

Table 5 The recovery rate of Methanol spiking dosages
W&/ (mg« LD S 14 [6] g 3% /
FE b RSD/ %
1 2 3 4 5 6 %
JbR IS W Q3 528.2  542.2 560.9 543.3 558.0 567.1 2.6
97.5
Hk Q3 £ 92.8  88.3  86.4  83.0 87.4  88.1 3.6

®6 HEREFESENEER

Table 6 The measurement results of Methanol content in Kiwi wine (7 =6)

‘ R it/ (meg -+ L) P/
FE i

1 2 3 5 6 (mge+ L1
Q1 133.5 130.2 131.2 134.3 132.3 132.7 132.4+1.50"
Q2 218.6 206.4 234.5 221.7 233.9 223.6 223.1+2.68°
Q3 92.8 88.3 86.4 83.0 87.4 88.1 87.7+3.17¢

T R B RN AN R AL B 2 ) 22 57 2 3% . P<C0.05,

2.6 BRRBEES MRS KN E

K 3 R TR A L R R M AR S R NIST1LLL # A7 4
K AFBIFE SRS 2Rk 7,

B8 7 AT FEA RIS SRR R X 3 MR TR MR R I8 I R A Ak
S 58T T AR QLR TR Y R Bk T 25 20 Fh A
ST, Q2 %E 29 Al Q3 Mt 25 A, HoP B Q1 k
BB ARTG ) B KB TR R L1 Bl A & O S
Y 76.39%. & MR L TR i 15.47% . K H R L BR
13.33% 9-Z IR LB 12,3290 (B8R i 24.60 %, B3 3 Fh
X &N BFESYRE 13.53%, K 2B 11.72%  4-TF 1
B 1.28% ((R)-(+)-B-FFHE 0.53% . Hkk Q2 & Bk Bk
AT EEZE Y AT 18 Bl A & B o B R
82.3% LR LG 7.69% K H R £ R 8.65% . 9-Z8 I Ik £ iR
16.6% ZE R 216 28.97 % 225 3 Bl ZE 2 1% 5.82% . 4-ifli s
B 0.60% AR B AL 0.13% . Wbk Q3 & BER M BT 1Y
FAMABERYIRA 12 Fh AHX & & B FSY RN
70.27% , C R LR 14.30% K R LHE 19.39% .9-B ik &
fig 7.67% MR B 15.78 %0 BEE 4 B, F5HEEE 3.38 %0 K 2
B 13.70% AW M e 1415, BRIAL A4 2 R b EE Y
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MR Wy B, He TR R AL A . B R BUK R A AR R
ORI SR T SRS W A o T e A
U S AR 0 AR S 0 A bR T Q3 K TR AR B 2R
T 1 R 499 T v TR 28 Ak & W A X 5 2 AR ey o Ao A R B T
SR AR T R B R AR A LA B B R 2 TR
L3 % AR SR LR A H 5.
3 i
AHIETE R R 2 T 0 1 AL AT 3 AR RE W R e R A
B SR B TR R 0T TR bR S T h I RE A B3 bk PR R R IR
Kl 8 d A KB R EISTE 16.00 g UL R Q3 1
KWK Ty 20.66 g 1 TR bRk QL. Q25 4% bk B 18 1 K5 14 AR
SRR 1A Y0 AR RN RR 250 me/ L Y g g B 5R Ak P RE
5 7L 1% TR PR AR A B 1606 i B SR B b A Q3 Rl
BEs bR QL. Q2. Q3 & ¥ A9 B MR Bk R 1P i & B 0 IR T
224 mg/L. Btk Q3 KR RG B AL S 4 B3 (P<T0.05) 1%
FHEREM N 87.7 mg/L; B 44 WH Bk Q3 75 & MEHk
bk R WAL T HE 2 bR 2o Bk — 28 WAL 7T 2% 58 R Tk
bk SR B A 7 X SR MR AT ANy T e
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Table 7 Aroma analysis results of the strain Q1.,Q2.Q3 fermented Kiwi Wine
%%’ﬁa‘l‘ﬂ/ - HARS St/ %%’ﬁfrl‘ﬂ/ e 4 i AR S i/ %

min Ql Q2 Q3 min Ql Q2 Q3

5.725 T ZHE 0.49 0.17 nd 25.540 LMWK L TG 1.28 4.98 1.50

9.701 LR RILFE 0.00 1.13 2.61 26.959 LTS T 0.00 0.00 0.41
10.073  HZWE nd nd 0.77 27.262  FITH 0.00 0.00 0.77
15.269  OR 2.36 0.00 1.58 27.268 HEEFm 0.92 0.32 nd
15.406  FCHRZES 15.47 7.69 14.30 27.663  4-Z M HE-2-F A LA nd 0.25 0.30
15.973  Z MR C R nd 0.36 nd 28.132  Z&TR W g nd 0.21 nd
16.385 A WEME 4 nd 0.36 nd 29.883 %R 2.86 4.60 1.22
17.546  2-4EMR & Pk 0.62 0.36 0.75 28.984  E¥M5STHEE nd 0.17 nd
18.902 2. 4-"HIIEHE LM 0.79 0.36 0.79 30.261 K- 0.36 0.32 0.36
19.120  #HIERH AR 5.39 3.64 6.73 30.427  9-ZEMETR 2 WG 12.32 16.60 7.67
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