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Abstract; The PLFAs biomarkers were introduced into analyzing the The diversity of PLFAs biomarkers for the microbial
community in the stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty. The microbial strains of LUODON and LPF #1 were used to treat
the stroma cushion in the non-pollution pigsty. The results showed that the efficiency of fomentation on the pig effluent by
the two strains were similar. 37 of PLFAs biomarkers were detected out by the MIDI microbial identify system, which
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constructed the finger printing of the microbial community in the stroma cushion in the non-pollution pigsty. The four most
high of PLFAs were the bacteriun biomarker of 16:00 with 431260 ,bacterium biomarker of 18:1 w9c¢ with 413075, the
anaerobic bacterium biomarker of 18 ;1 w7c¢ with 101368 ,the aerobic bacterium of 115 ;0 with 90328. The different PLFAs
biomarkers were distributed in the different layers of stroma cushion with different densities. The new characteristic index
(B) of the PLFAs biomarkers was built up as B = [ PLFAs bacterium PLFAs fungus ]/[ PLFAs actinomycetes PLFAs
protest] to analyze the structure of microbial community. The new fermentation index ( F) of the PLFAs biomarkers was
built up as F = [ aerobic bacterium PLFAs/anaerobic bacterium PLFAs] to distinguish the fermentation state in the stroma
cushion of pigsty.
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Tul, ABWTBRELG 4347 : RGMRIE &4 (R B i R SR8 (EC)) B € B s 4 A7E R B I ARIH—
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BIABELESEEZHEREER-BANRE(H) , e YRS IR R A Vs ic A A BEA BR 2
B RIS BRI T AT, ZFEBIEE0R , R Y AEYFRIC(PLFAs) SRR ERE ER AW S ERE, 7
TR A& R E 2% , Shannon-Wiener ZHEMFEE(H) BTHEAR N :

H= -3 PilnP;

AH,Pi=Ni/N,Ni 088 i MR BRAEMFICH S &, N Fi B PRI A YIRCH B &,
1.7 AEERREFEHAE YRR A YIFR DR RS 80 ( B) 3T

YEFIHUE AR B AE WIARIT 1600 REMEHE™,18.3 wbe (6,9,12) REFEEEHE,20:4 of,
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268249 .56 2 J2 7 13348355 3 RN 270406 56 4 BN w1 R st 5 IR L A R T
271520 ;; B 1 S H M ALTEZH 203721 552 JZ 184572,  Tig. 1 Amounts of PLFAs biomarkers contents in the four layer
%3 2220481.55 4 |2 236522, BiF L2144 Y)lg  stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty treated by two strains
PiREY I ICEBREERE, BEFABE (P <
0.05) , ZRPAZEAE A Py (B ] RS 30d) , & R E M B — E R E T
2.2 YR NRITRE YAR IS R SRR B A
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T, BRI E RSB AL HLES 2 /2 (20 ~40cm) , HRBRBA 6, FHL 1SR4 YB3
HAWIESE 1.2.3 B, 5B 4 RRBAE 2105 (2) EYInic BB /D , B& ZRE 4316 g 5825016 , 40 12:00 4878
EHE, BETE 576 ~ 1329 Z 8], FEWMRUE Y B ML BN B RAREN KR R0 (3) EYic R X,
A ERE A S84, 40 117 :0 30H $8/REFEA M E , B TE 1854 ~ 10315 ZJA], TEVE AR A WY FpAL BHH
FRERPOIESR 2.3 B0, FHM I SHEYERMCEASZRPES 1.3.4 BHam, 562 RRE S
15 (4) = Yric BB R, AR AR 58200, 30 18:1 o9¢ SRR B H , ZUE1E 31320 ~ 107126 X |,
TEP A DT Fp AL ) B R B E ) & RS 20
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BRAEYIFRIE alS O (FEAZ ) \18:00( 4HH) \il5 :0(FEAMHE) .1 160 (FeEMHE) \18:1 oTc(REHH) .
16:00(4HH) A1 18:1 9c(HHE) , HAHME S EYIRE & B, BRTE 67475 ~ 431260 2 |8, [F] b 724 [F] /2 Y
FRRERERERM BEYERAE KB 1 & H RBIRRAEWIRIE cyl7:0.cy19:008c.il7:0 30H Al
11Me18:1 o7c, HARERA VIR L & B P4, cyl7:0 M cyl9:0w8c FFPARNT BRAR ISR F Z R EE R B E H58
24345 ,i17:0 30H Fl 11Mel8:1 w7c PRI IRHT BRIMCIEA FZ R AR RE TA B 25010 ; K8 MY HARKIAR
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£1 FEMEDEMHLEABHREDIFCEZENAH
Table 1 Distribution of PLFAs biomarkers in the four layer stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty treated by two strains

BRI FTHM I SR
FE EyRE ek e Y Treated by LUODON strains AEFRE Treated by LPF#1
No. Biomaker  Micwbial group IR B2 BB BIE BIE $28 HIE B4R
Layer 1 Layer2 Layer3 Layer4 Layer1 Layer2 lLayer3 Layer4

1 ill.0 4l Bacteria in general 0 220 0 0 149 193 139 0
2 i11.0 30H B2 I RH M4 Gram-positive bacteria 441 0 383 0 365 0 0 609
3 12.00 40P Bacteria in general 779 706 781 576 1329 1155 957 968
4 12.030H B2 I RHHE 4B Gram-positive 578 0 547 0 480 421 556 368
5 i13.0 BEHE & Flavobacterium 427 0 366 0 365 263 433 303
6 14.00 4074 Bacteria in general 3518 1765 3231 2105 3586 3519 3664 3444
7 i14.0 FEEYIE Aerobes G + 1826 603 1439 1021 1481 1314 1450 1211
8 al5.0 40P Bacteria in general 14518 4483 9568 4518 11092 10810 12235 9268
9 i15.0 40P Bacteria in general 15479 5226 12494 8437 12775 11449 13180 11288
10 i15.0 30H B2 IR 40 Gram-negative bacteria 3321 521 3301 1301 2564 3331 2378 2590
11 il5:1 G 40P Bacteria in general 1531 0 1343 518 449 531 582 548
12 16:00 1B B HFTH Pseudomonas sp. 59261 32378 60500 66735 51235 48358 56178 56615
13 10Mel6:0 BRI EHE Sulfate-reducing bacteria 9400 2755 9231 9427 0 0 0 6803
14 al6.0 B2 IR RH P40 Gram-positive bacteria 1041 436 909 743 577 510 1091 1143
15 i16:0 B2 I RH P4 B Gram-positive bacteria 10313 5067 8556 5281 7081 6696 7885 7387
16 16.0 N alcohol 4 (ERIE B Moraxella) 544 0 646 610 485 738 560 868
17 16:1 wSc A 4t AL E Methane-Oxidizing bacterial 1806 0 1665 1985 1232 0 1287 2170
18 16:1 w9¢c B2 R 4HE Gram-negative bacteria 0 0 1027 0 0 0 756 0
19 17.00 & & Arthrobacter 3213 1793 3058 2820 2896 2778 3312 3290
20 10 Me 17:0 TR H Actinobacteria 1252 818 1177 565 506 378 543 593
21 al7.0 B2 I RH P 4B Gram-positive bacteria 7216 2461 5027 2967 4855 4753 5438 4715
22 ¢cyl7.0 B2 IR 40 Gram-negative bacteria 5972 2185 4856 2938 5799 4241 5849 5801
23 i17.0 FEEYIE Aerobes 4989 1986 4409 2745 3666 3966 4032 3695
24 i17.0 30H B2 IR 40 Gram-negative bacteria 0 1854 10315 0 7664 0 6417 11020
25 17:1 o8¢ B2 IR 40 Gram-negative bacteria 2375 1104 2399 2779 1839 1471 1813 1908
26 il7:1 o9¢ 40P Bacteria in general 0 0 0 0 4492 5370 5119 0
27 1800 K IR4E S B Hydrogenobacter 9240 6890 10353 8698 7820 7271 8510 8693
28 il18.0 B2 I RH P4 Gram-positive bacteria 6078 2794 4850 4271 5174 4367 4408 6332
29 10Me 18:0 TR H Actinobacteria 3572 1298 3231 1541 2435 2342 2518 4127
30 11Me 18:1 w7c 4 HR Cellulomonas 4779 1824 6336 0 0 2428 0 4044
31 18:1 wlc REHHE Anaerobes 16247 6722 16772 13758 11292 12713 12503 11361
32 18:1 9¢ EH Fungi 53113 35554 59259 107126 34982 31320 40981 50740
33 ti:; ,10)620) EH Fungi 2252 1512 3047 2010 1817 1691 1916 2222
34 cy19:008¢c {87 B /R EH Burkholderia cepacia 11453 6137 11000 11264 8274 6601 8947 7762
35 20:00 40P Bacteria in general 1462 1734 1257 1159 1177 1122 1384 1203
36 20:1 09¢ K IR4E S B Hydrogenobacter 710 1291 1147 1181 738 869 0 0
37 fg :‘: 5(:6 2 JEAE Y Protozoa 9543 1366 5926 2441 3050 1603 3460 3433

ia.cy fll Me S} BIFOR T R 5 IR E S BIRITER 00 F t 23 BRI ER N JRAE MMEN R AERME i, a, cy and Me
refer to iso, anteiso, cyclopropyl and methyl branching fatty acids, respectively; w.c and t refer to the aliphatic end, cis configuration and trans

configuration, respectively

PR YIARIC , LB 2 F B, BARTE 60000 LT, ZERRBZE T B R B HA, AR 2L RS
i EY T A R R RS
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2.4 BUEMREE ISR WATIE S AL Ho1so 1
R RNFE 2, EFEE M WREE NS TR A 1015008 '3

AR R AR BN BRSO R 4 A, S B 160;%81@*1 l;s‘

(67475 ~431260) . & 24 (21064 ~ 58266) K& £ 17:&3&2&3 ;(1)

£ (10145 ~19411) /NE B4 (701 ~7251) s E PARic 16:0 ANTEISO 14

FIAM RSV 2 ~ 8, 32 98 2 MIAT 0 BT 45 R O R 0 L2003

R [EI et AL A 0 45 R B 405 22 5 AR AR IE 0 B 61038 17

RPN 5 R B B R RES , — R R B4k - 1700 15

RN S B T A0 al5:0 BOBAR-RAIE 150 1000 ThoA 20

¥k 2.9059 , B/ BERH0N 0. 9686, EHEMARID G 150 weigﬁ(l)()z% g y

AR PIE R R R R R B M £, R 170 ANTEISO 21
BEIT; B — R R ER-R NI BE, B EH R, W OIS
i17:1 w9c HR-BRAIEHCH 1.5810, e sy Iovas %

19:0 ®8c CYCLO 34 1

0. 9975 , R = YAniC Bris A B U E VI B R B R 9 & 17:01SO30H 24

19:0 w7¢ 11 methyl 30

BREE S B FER, 150 ANTEISO 8

T_H

A UL e A Y 150150 fg% |
NSRS, IR B MR S B R 1 i
18:1 w9¢ 32 | ‘ | ‘ ‘
Tﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%;@ﬂ-ﬁigﬁ%ﬁ(lf) jtﬂ: 29581,% 0 1358 27.16 40.75 5433 6791

B & A WIRiC A0 TR I R fe B , e AR BT AE )
12 & R BT A S 5L B KT 0.9593 , %] B2 EHFEEREEYTERIRAEYISTRRE T
{—'E % ﬁ:iﬂ 63’ ?ﬁ E(J i’.ﬂ /;J E #E? %[ B‘E _'%}, F)]" j"é‘sz‘ E(J 1]%,[ {—'E % E % Fig. 2 Cluster analysis of PLFAs biomarkers for the microbial
BB S,

b S EAYP , FRIREYIFCEREZRERBEVTE TR HMA TR, e MY EA
I R B AR Y, TR -Be 8 (H) 75 2. 1543 ~2.9799 2 8], A& WA 0 0 T B B RE MR Hd
& EAR KA Y ICE 258K, g A e Y& R PR BIFMA R W EERT 0. 9278, R4
YIbRiC o A6 B3 5 BAR BRI s M Y& R h A B 5

S BA P, FRIREYIFCEREZERBEVTE TR MM TR, e AT EA
R FEE , FR-BATEE(H) 7E 1. 5810 ~2.9851 2 ji], R KL YARIC A N MR BE R, BRFEK
YRR ZRER R, TR AN BEYESE R PO REZ L2 RE R, WY B AT 0. 9442, ZHEYRIC
Vaitl: R R R g S E S R N UL G B g e s RS S E T

NG BAYP , FRIREYIFCERSRERERE VA B2 HANAT R0, s R YL E
BRME , BFR-BATRE(H) 1 0.9833 ~2.9537 Z J8], R KA Winic o i B 2R R B2 F AR, T R
HAEMES R P RHEZ L ERBR, WHERT 0.9931, RWEYIRCO S BHREES, s
AR YR B B S
2.5 AREERERERE VIR RAE YR ICRESE S B BT

R RNFE3, HHEMA 16.00 03, EH#H 18:3 wbéc (6,9,12) 103, JRAEAEYH 20:4 06,9,12,15¢ 1R
K, LA ] TBSA 10Mel8.:0 R, 4 REW , ZEARIBAE Y M AL BB R B Z KA F R R, 4 E &
8> FEAY > AR > Hl. NIEEREYIRCE, ARBEYEMNCHEAS,E3E=F4E>H 1
BE>%2 R, AANBEYEREYIFMCESEN D HHFERERES . EYIFCREREYB M8 REY,
TRV AR VS A b RS E B WIRV/NRFF 0552 B >B3 E>H4 E>H 1 R, AT 5%
YR BE T RRESE L B WOUNIF 558 LR >3 2> 2 R > 58 4 R RHERE B Bk, R

community in the stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty
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®2 EREENEVWEEENREDFICSHEEY

Table 2 The diversity index of the PLFAs biomarkers of the microbial community in the stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty

FEs  %E RATER 4 YrARic BRR RITER N B SHANNON W)
No. Type PLFAs biomarkers Freq PLFAs total value (H) Evenness( J)
12 EYRERAER4A 16:00 8 431260 2.9747 0.9916
32 High PLFAs 18:1 w9c 8 413075 2.8780 0.9593
31 value group 18:1 o7c 8 101368 2.9581 0.9860
9 i15:0 8 90328 2.9451 0.9817
8 al5:0 8 76492 2.9059 0.9686
34 cy19:008¢c 8 71438 2.9644 0.9881
27 1800 8 67475 2.9892 0.9964
15 EYRRCHERA i16:0 8 58266 2.9654 0.9885
28 Middling PLFAs i18.0 8 38274 2.9640 0.9880
22 value group cyl7:0 8 37641 2.9319 0.9773
13 10Me16 ;0 5 37616 2.2201 0.9561
21 al7:0 8 37432 2.9360 0.9787
24 i17.:0 30H 5 37270 2.1543 0.9278
37 20:4 6,9,12,15¢ 8 30822 2.7290 0.9097
23 i17:0 8 29488 2.9558 0.9853
6 1400 8 24832 2.9604 0.9868
19 17:00 8 23160 2.9799 0.9933
29 10Me18:0 TBSA 8 21064 2.9120 0.9707
30 EYFREESESA  11Mel8:1 e 5 19411 2.1923 0.9442
10 Low PLFAs i15.0 30H 8 19307 2.8604 0.9535
33 value group 183 wbc (6,9,12) 8 16467 2.9687 0.9896
25 17:1 o8¢ 8 15688 2.9506 0.9835
26 i17:1 a9c 3 14981 1.5810 0.9975
35 2000 8 10498 2.9851 0.9950
7 i14 .0 8 10345 2.9455 0.9818
17 16:1 wSc 6 10145 2.5548 0.9883
3 EYRT/MEERA 12:00 8 7251 2.9537 0.9846
14 Min PLFAs value al6:0 8 6450 2.9220 0.9740
36 group 20:1 a9c 6 5936 2.5466 0.9852
20 10Me17:0 8 5832 2.8823 0.9608
11 i15:1 G 7 5502 2.6259 0.9354
16 16:0 N aleohol 7 4451 2.7822 0.9910
4 120 30H 6 2950 2.5670 0.9931
5 i13:0 6 2157 2.5635 0.9917
2 i11.0 30H 4 1798 1.9686 0.9843
18 16:1 o9c 2 1783 0.9833 0.9833
1 i11:0 4 701 1.9748 0.9874

2.6 AFEERBZFEAMEMNRAHDHENEN REDIFERBHER F o4

IR N 4 FE 3, IR 4 AT, A FIALER 5 vk 1 22 R 3 JE 6 S 40 R AR S 40 B AR 0 R A WA e 7
HERRH D HERBE , B EREAE SR EVIRICEBRTREMAE ., BARBEYEFOEHA T 5
BIEARLTANH , FH T SHUAEE R B AR RIERE N — A SR BB AR AR Y A8 7 vk FE R
JEWR , TR B4 78 20 R A DA 10 3 B LN TR A SR RO 185, A AR B R P AL B A R A i i B B 26
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1 2242123655 2 J2 5 8708 .55 3 224 21181 55 4 20 16503, FHp 1 S Yy e b AL B4 40 B A P pic B
B 1 20 14958 .55 2 2 16679 .55 3 2 16535 %5 4 2 15056,

£3 EREEBMENEDHEENREDFISERALE

Table 3 PLFAs biomarks content of the representative microbial community in the stroma cushion of non-pollution pigsty

AR YA AL I FTHw L SHE R AL A

BB WARD G i ¥ Treated by LUODON strains Treated by LPF#1
PLFAs biomarks Microbial group B1E B2 $BI3IE B4R B1E 2R #3E HARE

Layer 1 Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4 Layer 1 Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4
16 .00 4074 Bacteria in general 59261 32378 60500 66735 51235 48358 56178 56615
18.3 wbc (6,9,12) HEH Fungi 2252 1512 3047 2010 1817 1691 1916 2222
20:4 06,9,12,15¢ JBE4:zh¥) Protozoa 9543 1366 5926 2441 3050 1603 3460 3433
TBSA 10Mel8:0 THERH Actinomycetes 3572 1298 3231 1541 2435 2342 2518 4127
EMIIEAF LS B 3.9650 27.6106  9.6278 7.0056 12.5349 11.0106  12.3546 8.8790

PLFAs biomarks characteristic index B

F4 FRAERBEFEEEHREHE G BREWRTHLL S
Table 4 The proportion of aerobic bacterium PLFAs and anaerobic bacterium PLFAs in different stroma cushion

AR ER LA THH IS AMLEA
BB R A M ARIT Treated by LUODON strain Treated by LPF#1 strain
PLFAs biomarks B1IE 2B H3IB H4E $1IE H2B H3IE $4E
Layer 1 Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4 Layer 1 Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4
i17.0 FEEHIE i17:0 Aerobes 4989 1986 4409 2745 3666 3966 4032 3695
181 w7c JREMAE 18:1 w7c Anaerobes 16247 6722 16772 13758 11292 12713 12503 11361
YHH E ARC B B PLFAs total value 21236 8708 21181 16503 14958 16679 16535 15056

Zi%%%{ F % Eﬁ T ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ]ﬁﬁﬁﬂ% E‘J l:lﬁf?'] 3 mEEE M (—A4H) Treated by LUODON strains (two months)
O FHIRE R (4 H ) Treated by LPF#1 (on months)

KRR, AR T REE , RAKBNATRRK. . o040

WRBEERL F 090 , RRIKA B, B F § o3
BUMERR , RREM K, RREGH F BEERE S o
TN, & BERT ) SE B, RREISHL F B RE § O° | . . .

® 0

B o BZ AR YR b Ab 3 4 A0 BB BRI 49 R gmE R MR AR
R CREHEHF BB R KM TR, 581 200
0.3070.%52 JZ 4 0. 2954 .55 3 |24 0. 2628 .55 4 Ny B3 ARSI A RA REBERHT M

0. 1995 ,%ﬁﬁﬁ[ e %,[ He %ﬁﬁ‘ b3 4 4 3 f ETJ‘ I‘E—ljfﬁ'é i Figf? Change of fermentation index (F) with two different straints
YA, BB FES 1 ~2 B SRIEMLE
ARARK(P>0.05) 55 1 25503246, 552 W 0.3119; 765 3 ~4 ESHHEHHLARKEF(P <0.05) 5
324 0.3224,55 4 24 0. 3252, FKAMZE 304, EARMEYEMOCHHAERFREE 3 ~4 EREFAESE
BTN [ e YA A,
3 itig

BHENOE & R RUE YIRETE T BR A WU RR AT SR 0T , M W RE VR RS B B AR E A B RO B
B U TR BT B A MR R B ST S MR T B TR SR M R SR R
RGBT R WIRRICASAESS B B 1940 , 2 Tt RS B A MR B RS R R A R R B B F B9 07, B
FRBEHMOTRE , BRI MU YL &, T T R W REE RO 1L, 3R BN & R R 2
SMRTIRERI BUE YIS M N I B HEOE & R R R IR R IR AT. RSB S R BT R
% (B8R, RN B YO BRSO MIBEE IR AR . BTOcas R0, F B YN B A IbRic, M4
B AN & R R R MR, T AT AR R . RIRR BB W RO,
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T RIS A B T IR B 22 R, A AR, WA P AR BRTR A i R 15 T U & B R R i 28
fEHE g ZhRE -

IS A IR N T R A PIARIC B BB HUER, RAE T 2R Sl YRR I B A Wi iE B B AR Ak i
A= Y EiE AR DT R A Wi iC ORI RN R 28 20 A , A I ) el A WO AR T BR AR Wi 37, AN3R T AR BU R ik
Y1, A HE B R E ARAEA Y BRI G R B S0 R, &2 /i EYiRic Rl —
R, AT 7 2 B HR W) E A YRt AR AR IE . B S WIAE R AR N BRAE WIAn e B R MR N
o, W LAR B R B YA Iipnic , B R B E A R R RS SN R, 18 T A R EY7EARN
H I TRI AL R BRI IR R, ATAE N4 B4 U W AR I Amic I RR I — e s B B R B E A W is
FIBRAE YA I AR 3L B BT, SR T A WD REVE 0 A RO IE 36 4 , AR WP ARIC AR AT 48 BB Ry, R A )
HEPHAENEE & B8R, AN TREREZ M EEHRE Y, T B REE HE YRS RS R
AEHAEDR ; ZEEHR Y EY 2l B A S ERAMR AR RS E, Ed R AR ZF A A H MR A A H R
FIBREYMERBHER F BT, 18778 T R RBE KB, KB F 88, RPFEEAREENERBR,
REARBN, R, REHEEF BV, R SR M /E R ROR, Fe S A WS RO E BV, A AR i K B dE
RoaT DIV S B 2 R WD Sl A W o0 A AR 4R 2

T IR BRAE IR IE , 18 A8 B Tl WA, AS IR BT A W 28 T LU R (R B AR A , 1 R B et A b
KA T 2R TTEE A RSEDRE, A— N EYRic, T LEEA RS e+, —AME YR
HEYIFRIE M S TR W RRE TR SRS AR B R 51 o ABRTIRE T BHME & BB E M %
B F B, RTRHE & B R R EYIMC SN A YD RS R B A YD R BE R F B
B/ ARTHE—EIR.

A YR IR BT A S B B BRER , ENMEYH B R 2 AR ETI X R,
KEHH 2 R (™) sz sk C15.0 SRR FBRRE ", Ti7E R BP0 2 KA (G7) B C16:0 F
BB R, —SHENE T RAR | b 5V 2R R R M BT R A A AR AR K,
AIZ BRI TR LT, AHISME ST REANMEM L E" o Dubey ZBINHME T BT H
JB 4 PREERIRRITIR, W e T i 16 FRIRBTRRALAL, I T BN Z AR 2R,

R0 ol 0y 240 RO R T PR ) £2EL R, — T A A S B ) P 2R 4 4 S B, (B B R PR 2 — T
W REE SR AR AT R AR BUE A B 2 A, I B G B S R RO R BT A, B, s prad AR
BB AR B RN BAE W B, WA IR B A A W5 A R Al I B AR
SR AMHATIA L, BNETBEBW R ERENEEZH™ . BiEA —MRELLRBUEY FAME
FHERE T RE, B Sherlock MIS A% 52 R4E (LE MIDL AF IR ) , Sherlock MIS A ¥ 5 52 R MK
A YR B AR o W2 B SR AR IR BR AR T R Y 2Rk R TR Y BR B A BURIBE %, BB G O 4
K EEREAIWEA —E R BN ELRF, T LLES ERAFIZMFEI RN, Sherlock MIS 4= Y1 %52 R4
A G R SRV B R B = R D0, BT M E A K Sherlock MIS S T S W4 & MBI BRAE
PR IEBR IR SCRRIREE
4 4Hig

(1) FiE YRR IR R A YD B &8 , o TS & 2R B2 e YRR B E 2, B T1T, 75
HRE, TR

(2) ZEFR R A YIREE IR BR A Wi il i 37 AR WA , M U MR vE 46 SC B , AR AR
YIFriC 2 H U SRR REE A [ Z IR 0 B SRR BOR |, iAo B A W AR e h R g — 4
HEiwo

(3) S HRAZ A YRR A YV iR E 18 20 B K4, - HH T U WIRRE 20 IR IR 3645, A2 1)
PRICRHEIS L B AR, R YRR PROAE N B & &8, AN TR RRE 0w EHREY, Ty
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H R EME YRR L R HAER,

(4) B R R EFERAR AR AA RN REWARICRBHE R F 09087, 1828 T BB E KB,
REHERF R, R R AR R AR, REAEB/N, R, KRB F ), RS 0w B 1 B
R, FE AR HIE BV, A= Ynic B9 R B E B0 LR R B9 26 HE W 9 st 0 20 i AR R 4B 5
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