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Soil Microbial Community and Functional Gene Response to

Low-Radiation-Dose Stress
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Abstract : To study the effects of low-dose radiation on soil microbial composition and abundance, and to analyze
the primary genes in the microbiome that respond to radiation stress, soil samples with radiation doses ranging
from 7.71 mSv/y to 15.07 mSv/y were collected from uranium mines in Xinjiang and Buccaneer County that were
closed for reclamation in this study. Metagenomics Sequencing combined with bioinformatics analysis was applied,
and it was found that the 6 phyla of Proteobacteria,Actinobacteria,Bacteroidetes, Gemmatimonadetes, Chloroflex:
and Acidobacteria subphylum were the dominant in the soil under low dose radiation environment, with their com-
bined abundance accounting for more than 80% of the total. At the genus level, Pseudomonasspp. is the most
abundant and highest in abundance, accounting for 31.0%, followed by Bacillus spp. with 11.0% and Enterobacte-
riaceae with 10.3%. The highest number of microbial OTUs and the greatest diversity richness were found in soils
with high radiation doses. The metabolic intensity of carbon and nitrogen sources of microbial communities in
soil samples was also positively correlated with radiation dose. The number of mug (TDG/mug DNA glycosylase
family proteins) in the base excision repair pathway was significantly higher in the irradiated soil samples than in
the control and low irradiation groups. One strain of Micrococcus luteus R17, 145culturable strain of 30 genera,
was isolated from the irradiated soil samples, which was resistant to radiation and saline-alkali stressand could be
modified as a potential chassis strain.
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FL B AR SR AR A A S B RN R 2 —, AR IEAT [ SR BB B A R SR A A i S R 4
S, BRI, B A, IR AT R IR N 0.41 mSv/y , EAMbIRIRS AT A
ORI 40.07 mSv/y , BESTRIEAIHES 50451 mSv/y, HERIEHAERESHE/NT0.02 mSv/y =3, TMiE
TFRSZ R RHLTEL2 k) QAT BEIS , DL Z 1% S 7 ik 29 9 14.32 mSv/y , HLINIIHLLLA BA4E T
YE500/NIHL, FT 32 I ARSR S50 B 291.64 mSv/y. HARFEAYHR SR £ 252U | 2SURIPPRaE, XF Ak
B RS A 7 BT 08% . X SE U A R T LATESR SR v 2 A6 4% , o HAE 3 mT DU A3 s 49

RS2 S A W A BRI e 523, 1 S DN A 28 AUEE T30 007 , [ AE DG 3R 1 TR I | i it e
TR0 Dk G T, R X — AR L 7 1 Tk AT A RS VR = A A BER i i 4 g 612 e iR
SR SR E YRR AN, . oA A& AR = AR RS R W] 58 (R 52 0314 5 38l el WA g A XL i
ARTBCS PR WAEAFE | Sy e R PRE Ak ¥ 3 | D0 it DU RIAZ Ll )k B SR S5 ) ) s et b i e o 21
BB AT T 30T, RILANE . B AR LR | WAR IR G oA, L SEA AR 6 AN TR] 391 o 1) A
B THePEns 1T S SRR TR A W R R , 2l i T I TR BTG YRR, 51550
TRHUT AL, T E Y A A AR . kTS UIE . SOR A L BE RN AT 0820 e — Hbw, E N
LEAEERRARIE T (1~25 KGy) ik T —Sfu YA geis , JE0F58 T ILm e SRt M 2 s i b il
BHOS)AEXF T AR AR AT AR (50f5 2L F 250 ) fRaT 5t R AR X R m AgHRE R D

A= g X AN R R AT N A RN B D REHE PR A AR, IR (AR S A R A R B
i RS S TR A s FEIR S A R GRS v G P R A Y, 220 I 11 S/ D0 e, 53R T LAk
I RESE IR, (TS (Geiger) THEERSHIAGIN , 438 P P3RS R 290 7.71 mSv /y , e R 577
A IAF]32.76 mSv/y , 43 A SR AAR RS S A L7 AT R . Ok A b S ) AR S T R4 |, 33 Biolog
Eco Plate”™ ™ ff(fLA . 16StRNAY G- 37 A 22 3 PRI 1 25 7 i, 6 e A B RS e /U DR AR 0 . 2R
FESTAI ST REFE I T A0 , I 76 LR L0730k 17 1T 355 77 A e o5 o I e T i PRI R
1 #MRERZE
1.1 TIEHSRRE

R SR AFTER AN A SRR S HIA BB, BEERIG AT X S IR X IR (1.5 mSv/y LA
) LR4. % 88+ 3ERE SR R R S350, 20 A RS ST 4 (1.5~5.5 mSv/y) LR1 . FHESFZH (5~10 mSv/y) LR2.
R ARETAL (10 mSv/yLA L) LR2IE =G . SRAFIREE LTS emZ220 em DA NI R)Z . [RIFS XA [A]R A A5
()RR TR |, R S T A K A B R AR  RABIVINZERL , TE I8 A R B o e

SRR B AR SR SR SR A 2R IR L
* 1 BEIEMRRERR

Tab 1 The information of radiation soil sample collection

. . . _ S

R FEM A RS EmSy [y HZEAEY) : 5

13 YRR+ 1.05 EETIEES A LR4 X HEAH
19 vt 3.50 A X 20

122 b+ 2.37 A

120 AR+ 5.17 B LR1  fR4%5T4H
121 7w+ 5.17 B iS4

124 YRR+ 4.56 VR & B

21 YR AL 6.83 EIR C

22 Wt 6.83 C

26 MR AR+ 7.88 NEE ] C  hiEsA

21 THYRERL 7.36 YA C -

20 HREL 6.53 I c RE
23 YRR+ 15.07 HEAMKAR D

24 LT 14.02 TPES D  =iESH

210 MHYRRD L 10.07 F=3E D

T DN 2R 5 2O 2R S N A2 7 4.
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1.2 HIEREREZHEEST

T 2 REEIN P AL s A T e A A /AT . 2T Tllumina HiSeq/F -6, $E#E V34 VA 81 T16Sr-
RNAY 4RI J845 91k FiHE5 19 5-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3'; FiF514) : 5-GGACTACHVGGG-
TWTCTAAT -3'. XL TINT G , il id Reads I PFHEFILER2 24 | XREFHOTU RS20, I Ptk
TTERE, IF HXTRh AT 50AT , 20 XA o 2 FEE RN BRI A 743171290 ff FHUCLUS TR EQIIMELR®!
(FRAR1.8.0) FAEXF IR AL P FIHZOTU (2R BB IT) #4740HT.
1.3 HRIBERE S

FlIHiBiolog Eco Plate™™ X FRBEAE it i 2R A AR BLIEAT 43 HT12 . FRENS g - 498RE S, HEAE S A 20
mLK EddH,0H. 60 min/FH1 mL 2758, 12 000 rpmE5.0>20 min, 3+ Fi#, 11 mL A= 3EE57K (0.85%NaCl) ,
P35 minffi 2RSS 5 FEUR10 000 rpm E5.0320 min , T LA FALER20R (BRAILAAgRRIR) , 78 135, N1 mLA 38K,
PR¥5 minfliZ 1847, 2 000 rpm 5031 min. B ETFFRINA 20 mL K @A FE K B VA b | 8 H 0D 500 7£0.13-0.02.
P VR i F BRI A Biolog A LA P , BEFLIAL50 WL, B30 CHREFRM P RFE, 4 bJa B bh %k
P, REFE12 WA Biolog B H BB BRI | 2213244240 .
1.4 WEFHEREIE

I3 PRI g T IERE A /P HUT50 mLddH,OM, 120 rpm#R¥1 b, #EFFZEE, FHEFP IR FER
FETGYMIEGFR O30 X2k, 4308 T30 *CHI3T “CHEFRT d, RIS 7% A KB OO ELFd sk, iR
WTEIEA | B T3 25800t K0 BE M PR FH 10% HIMEEA T ORAF , AECT-70 °C. 20X RAF R BRES T 16
SIDNAJFHAHT , BUBT 61 w LA AR TR PCR , 4 rd L5 1 9/ PrimerF : 5-AGAGTTTGATCCT
GGCTCAG-3; FiF5 ¥ Primer R : 5-ACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACT-3'. ¥4I F4E BAEGenBank T T LR,
fHEFHMEGAT. 0 2 R G KB
1.5 RiGHBEAIEERER S

W 3R S 2 S R L 7 2R 4 ST AR A BR A RIHEAT , 555 4 Covaris M220JU 74X, il KEGGEK
P T ARAG R FE I AT T DI RETE BERIUL L | e AR A5 A0 000 3 PR S KEG GE FEHE T HU g, 45 BAH R K O-1D ,
MRS FE R 2 5 0 REE AR Y2 . XX S 5L R A= 0= D e SN R A= 106 BRI o3 ff R ARtk A T SIS AT, O
B H 6 RN 2H A DG () B [
2 HRERH
2.1 HEZHMESN

AlphaZHEHEFEEUT ) Chao L FTACEFE 5L, Shannonf8%44Fl Coverageti ZUrT FIFAh 11 Ts rh i Fp B4k,
T S o P RS 2 Y B s R L 2.

% 2 Alpha® HIHEKSEIT
Tab 2 The statistics of alpha diversity indexes

FES AR OTU ACE“ Chaol® Shannon® Coverage®
A122 858 1195.999 1 1118957 7 5.446 6 0.995 2
Al13 912 1041.112 7 1051.159 1 5.609 0.996
A19 1 280 1 420.834 4 1431.212 8 5.796 9 0.994 7
B120 963 1 152.580 4 1164.223 4 5.528 2 0.995 3
B121 751 1 242.077 6 1 015.095 2 4.946 3 0.994 6
B124 1122 1 282.603 7 1 312.991 4 5.295 4 0.994 5
C21 1 508 1 626.969 8 1672.741 4 6.237 4 0.994 7
C22 1527 1619.417 4 1 667.651 8 6.172°5 0.995 1
C26 1421 1 636.421 2 1 656.568 9 5.544 5 0.993 4
c27 1368 1 459.057 5 1474.446 3 5.819 2 0.996
C29 1 548 1 622.428 1 656.690 5 6.014 9 0.995 6
D210 1310 1 504.361 8 1477.159 5 3.777 7 0.994 1
D23 1310 1 459.432 1476.930 1 5.503 8 0.994 6

D24 1413 1 515.405 8 1528.531 9 5.885 8 0.995 7
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LRI, Coveragef BER MIZAE il T TE R B T E W IV B R 1008 T799% , I PP Bt B =i BE L. v
SR AR A 2 SRR AL Chaol | ACESR BRI R OTURE , F 3 = T4, RUIMEmAT SR T, LIERE
PIZAEPE NS F BRI T

DASR S0 i o B PR 3, et e P R W 2 22 S A T AR B i 2 4 RUBE 1 (NMIDS) 7347 (Kl 1)
SRR, XA AR A OREA AR B, TR AR S A A FR A LR AR S, SRR | AR AT
()R ARMRLBE B v , TS R ZEL AR S 2 22 (AT AR DL BE AR . M B R BERPREA HEA T RIS (1 (b)), T4l
AR S 2H RS 22 (6] AR BE B A X AT, X BRZH RMIR BT L AR AR Z IR R e . o | s BT L R — 0%
32, ARFRSS AT BRI 3 — A0 32, | R RS AR AR 2 B A AP B AT, RRAS AR B
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(a) NMDSHHT (b) #

1 beta BFEMESH
Fig 1 The analysis of beta diversity

i HUCLUSTAEQIIME  (FiA<1.8.0) XJ = 3AE i S A W) Z BRI P 45 SR A7 000, FREOTU 215 .,
PLO7% WIFRAM: R Xt LU BRI 73R 2S , RTOTUM T2 8. B MR P OTURI A BUE: , 0 Hr ANl 4 5t
SRR R TP AN R S AE FOIE R H |, 2l Venn & (ILIE2) .

2 TIEHHEVennE
Fig 2 The venn diagram of soil sample
LRSS IR A AR 5112 488 10T U , Xt FRAL A3 MHEAR I O TURR M 2661, Ho P IRFR ST 41 B4 3
AREARILA 34110TU, (5 AEEK20.6% 5 HREE ST H CHLIS MEEARILA 884NOTU, i BBU146.5% 5 o e i
HDHINMEAIATEE6IOTU, i [ 48.1% . FRESFA AR MR HHEREAIATOTU N T, B OTURS.6% .
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SR A KOTU 41, HOTUREEHI3.2% . SXHIELAALL, & . T . RS ACEREA 4 20 E OT US43 7]
166, 188, 129, (HOTUREN12.8% . 14.5% . 10% , < HHEEGHEE S T A 00AG TAE DR EUR () 50 o 2 v 5o R
2H . R B SR AR AT 455N OTU, 5 MOTUM35.1% , 26 W20 i i A M0 BE VR AR AL v T L 4H

WL ML H LB JE L FIOTURE KPR 4 * 3 TRENSEKFHMEZST
2ﬂ#|ﬁ:ﬁ}%‘%ﬁiﬁﬁ?éﬁi‘l‘(%§3) T, AN, HFE Tab 3 The statistics of species abundance on dif-
IR, X AL B TR0 G TR AL, T2 fevent taxonomic levels
FOTUIKN-, | w2 A A g W 2 = T Sk A B C D
XTHRZH VRIS 2 %) TR AR e 2 5 2 DU 2 P AR ] 21 18 19 19
1EIKF L, BIGET] (Proteobacteria) . W] . oo
(Actinobacteria) . FFH ] (Bacteroidetes) . - EA i B ;18 184 ;?g ;82
W] (Gemmatimonadetes) . 82511 (Chloroflexi) & 369 337 379 360
FRFFE ] (Acidobacteria) 6/0F I THFE NTA il 449 411 471 453
BEAR IR0 LA - (1813). ST HRLUMILL , Saat2E tRerh OTU 1017 945 147 134

AT TR, TR E W 15 2, Hah R A41: A13, A19, A122; B41: B120, B121, B124; C41: C21,
S HE SR R e R Y 2RSS R €22, €26, C27, C29; D41 : D23, D24, D210.
2.2 FRERIBRKH S0

R T I AR S RS R 3RE  h iE Wrik  ERAR TS L , F I Biolog Eco plate” M AR T , XF 315
e . AR T T, Atk | RIS FESF A LR , TRIBE, 6FhEILR , ST T, 2R IREY, 2FhlE , 2Fh g
25, B . AR E AT, WA ] R4 b, BEAIRE12 Wil — R OGRE , B AR bR A AE fh A A1)
R, YRR A 32F M | AU RS R RRSER A N , HERE E RETE AR SER EER 0 , I EOR RIS

ABIRET T MR . IR S PR - R S AR IR SR IEAHOC (T814) . FR A 4L1E48 hF IR PREAE K, X A2
TE60 WP AR PR A, A BRI AR STK P iR AL G &R | RIS R 3R S 2 i T B, i 2 51

FE-D-FFEF | D-AWE | SRR | IR H LR . B IMEAXT Tween 40 Tween 8034 3= IR FIR , B L
IAE SRR Y R G W2 B At . R A RIHBE T , TR AR 55 41 SR W R Ak DA PR ) 7 1E A T

3 TEMSREEIEEE 4 INEFERREIRRAERS
Fig3 The abundance map of each bacterial phyla Fig 4 The analysis of the utilization of carbon
in soil samples and nitrogen sources in environmental samples

T 2RI, K AR : 2. D-HIHEIGIR , 3. D-EIUMHIEMRR , 4. - PIR , 5. 4-FIERWIR, 6. v-RIE TR, 7.
KWL, 8. o-FH TR, 9. D-3EHMR; ¥5. 10. BHE, 11. D-ZF4E 4%, 12. o-D-FLB%, 13. S-W D407, 14. D-AHE, 15.
N- P HE-D-H%0 R, 16 1-BEIRERE MR, 17. LKEIR , 18, L-KAWME, 19. L-ENEIR, 20. L-2%1%, 21. L-77&1R, 22.
WS- L- R, 2000 : 23, SFOREERERE , 24. D-HEHEE, 25. D, L-a- HIlBERR; AW : 26. ntiiE40, 27. n-E80. i . 28. 7K
W, 29. JENE; e - 30. DIERAR LS, 31, D-2PRUMERGY-PIEE; HE . 32, o- 30K,
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Tab 4 The statistics of cultivable strains

EFEMETI0ONE, OFHBEAEE ( Pseudomonas

AR R e L O e

spp) « AT EIE (Bacillus spp) « T E & (Entero-
bacter spp) . TATEE (Arthrobacter spp) . 12 H1 K
J& (Pantoeaagglomerans spp) FUHSHFTEE (Microbac-
terium Spp) & Hr, e wEfERE, E
FEfim, 1531.0%; ZFAFFRIEIRZ N11.0%, Wit
BB 910.3%.  MFRGT L IREEA R, e T 3bknl 1
Fr 10 2 DU SR A ER T 38 R e T AR, Pk
2:16S TDNAYE N BRI E  (Micrococcus lu-
teus) , AT N M. luteus R17. M.luteusSC12047] L),

Pseudomonas spp 45 12
Bacillus spp 16 10
Enterobacter spp 15 8
Arthrobacter spp 8 5
Pantoeaagglomerans spp 8 3
Microbacterium spp 7 5
Eziguobacterium spp 6 3
Streptomyces spp 4 2
Massilia spp 3 3
Saccharibacillus spp 3 1
3 1

Variovoraz spp

TE8 kCy i A Sh SR RS 4706 Tk, 5 M luteus
DSM 200307 fARAIPE R199% BY . R17 1T G ELA 250

T« R4 WoR A2 BT A R 445K

FIPTRESTE , R17A] P2 K 20, AT THIE MBI @SR, e BA PRI, nT AU VA £k 32
T IRR M. luteus RITXIHIMIGEEL BT 214, FeATTHCCof SR MBS T M. luteus RITHIE. coli S17-1, 453 R
TE4 kGyHRFFIET (AN AR SR Z BB 2950 cm) , M.luteus RITETE BIAAIG RiBIL50% , MiTA K

FFA R TEIIPET (5T M. luteus RAITHITHFE ST RFMERG 75 SCHRAE) .
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Fig 5 The phylogenetic tree of cultivable strains
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2.4 IheeERFEMRIEHERE ST

XPHRZH (LR4) ZhBESERECNG 762, mifmidd
(LR2) IhfiedLN% AT 558, 2xf LH i 1.120% , 4R
ST (LR1) DhRBIEFIECHT 289, 2N HRZ [ 1.084%.
LB SR S = T IR R 2R, IR
GRS R TR, DIREIE AR . 78 Venn &l
(E16) Hr, X HRZH AR ST 4 AT 5 449 FE A, o RS
[159.9% , FEIH AL S (B D REIL AFAE e TR K
2= 5. iR ST IEA6 261135, 168.8% ;
RS A SR IR I I 5 7164, 1562.7% 5 ik
FR A5 %) BB 2 S D 5 9884, 1565.8%. 1M e 4
SR AR | X RRATREA BRI AL 040, 489, 517,
rE11.4% | 5.4% | 5.7%. FEWESARER SR XTI
RESLPA — e o alml e, e ST 4l -5 R D e L A
FEAE2ES, FLrP o 7 e v 2 SR
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Fig6 The Venn diagram of the KEGG annotated

of functional genes
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(d) S HIFIE ST IR 24 BT o5 A

B 7 SRS TEREE

Fig 7 The circle diagram of the distribution difference of metabolic pathways for each sample
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KEGGIEREAY6 R #% (1817 (a)) 1, ARBHE BT & HL B 1K68% ~70% , 5t S AL B AT o LU £4910%
TERBE R (B 7(0)) b, SRS CTERR . RIS . NIRRT | R | e AR S se IR . MR ITR
fife . AACH . CERRICH  BUER | o2 RS AR A B U LU e TR IR, e Al | SRR Ay A
Yy RN QT o Ry . s A (R A e B AN A W 1 S d B (1817 () | 17 (d)) A 4 DNA K i
BARRYVIBRE S , SaFEDIERE 2 AR RIS S e AR i LA e TR IR SR, 7l , HADNAK
I FIAZ R DB AE S A Y A9 o 70 B

KEGGHR 1A SRl A G, IS 25 A0 % 6 15 O SE DN BOHEA T 1 48T, b BRZ L PO e
THRITAL, L S50 vy i DR R H D e B AL A AT e v B DA B H 22 0 IR B — . SRS 2R
o R ) A A O B P LA O i £ .

pE— BTSN R SR A B B N A~ 258l , T T S DNAB I ASC R T REREIN , 452RKT,
TE SR, ko03410 (FAEVIBRIB ) 8 % A DI REFE DN 180 —mug (TDG /mug DN AR HEAL i 5 2
) 58 T B AR AT 4. (R, ZEDNAS ] | BRI AN DG DI REZEN | X HRAL S R 2
RS2 (5). AmOTALE AR i 42 5 B R T B, (HAR DB A0 TR IR FR - O 2B R T
IRFEVIBR MBI | BB A IRVIBMER | EEEICIE R | AR MSOSIBEA. BEE R EME N,
MBS @A I RERE A AR L

x5 ETRERAFES. EEMEAHBXRKREERD T

Tab 5 The analysis of coding genes related to replication, repair and recombination based on metagenomics

HH  KoID LR1 LR2 LR4 EX ARG it
recO  KO03584 1858 1346 2896 DNAE HEHRecO ko03440 -
yhdJ KO07319 606 1314 2666 PRI A P E DN A Y RS il ko02048 2.1.1.72

O-6-23 4 % DNA /

ogt  KO00567 1484 1068 2150 U P T S S k003400 2.1.1.63
alkA  K01247 1050 924 1216 DNA-3-H BE R s i B AL 1T ko03400 3.2.2.21
nfi K05982 800 416 408 AN AY ko03400 3.1.21.7
radA  K04485 3490 2436 4350 DNABE HHRadA /Sms ko03400 -
mfd  KO03723 8222 5896 12264 R E R E T ko03400,03420 3.6.4.-
mutlL KO03572 4240 1718 6300 DNASHMEE B ko03430 -
mutS  KO03555 6402 3168 8434 DNA%SHER EA k003430 -

ko00230,ko00240,ko03

AN
dna@ K02342 4188 3904 5402 DNARABFIILY e 030, ko03430 ko03440 2.7.7.7
dnaB KO02314 4968 4172 10446 B HIPEDN A SRS ko03030,ko04112 3.6.4.12
mhB  K03470 2374 1506 2898 HERZ IR HIT ko03030 3.1.26.4
zthA  KO01142 2656 3888 5016 SN E A TR R T ko03410 3.1.11.2
word  KO03701 12020 7946 19764 IRAIMIEEABCIE 3 A ko03420 -
dnaE  K02337 11700 7916 17812 DNAE AT 3o ko00230,k000240,k003 ;7 7
030,k003430,ko03440
zseB  K03602 368 408 626 AN E AL TR A VI NI I ko03430 3.1.11.6
zseA  K03601 2106 2226 4244 AN AEAZ AL TR BV LT 7 5 k003430 3.1.11.6
ssb KO03111 2416 2584 4208 HEEDNAZS G HEA ko03030,ko03430,ko03440 -
dnaG  K02316 4618 3384 8006 DNAJA Fhfif k003030 2.7.7.-
pold  KO02335 8548 13022 14132 DNA KAl k000230,ko00240,k003030, -, / -
ko03410,ko03420,ko03440
mug KO03649 372 1306 422 TDG/mug DNAEELEREES ko03410 3.2.2.-
mpg  K03652 1022 984 1648 DN A-3- I 5 i & i Ak iy ko03410 3.2.2.21
worD  KO03657 12098 8844 18782 DNA%@EH. / ATPHRHITE ko03420,k003430 3.6.4.12
DNAS#EMPcrA

ruvA  KO03550 1866 1074 3240 B E DN A R R uv A ko03440 3.6.4.12
revB  KO03551 3066 2042 5010 A EREDNAfFIEERuvB ko03440 3.6.4.12
ruwC  KO01159 1602 1160 2788 R SGEE N I E A% TR Ruv C ko03440 3.1.224

recG  KO03655 5868 3212 9956 ATPIHH DN Af# gl RecG ko03440 3.6.4.12
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gR5
FEH Ko-ID LR1 LR2 LR4 EX R I5F3 i
wrC  KO03703 5648 3252 7496 HRRAMIEEABCIE3:C ko03420 -
mutM  K10563 3324 1938 5126 FH Wk ms e - DN A RS il ko03410 3.2.2.23, 4.2.99.18
recA K03553 4050 2634 5930 HEHEHRecA ko03440 -
ligA, ligB KO1972 5994 4494 9450 DNA 28 (NAD+) k003030,ko03410, 6.5.1.2
ko03420,k003430
recR  KO06187 1896 1394 3034 FHEHReCR ko03440 -
dnaX — KO02343 3876 3082 6794 DNARAWGIIIN 3/ tau ko00230,k000240,ko03 2.7.7.7
030,k003430,ko03440
worB  KO03702 6784 4202 9530 RSB ABCIV 3B ko03420 -
ung K03648 1392 972 1032 JRIEBEDN AR AL i ko03410,ko05340 3.2.2.27
mutY  KO03575 2772 1666 4104 A /GHE Sk A A b i ko03410 3.2.2.-
holA  KO02340 1834 1512 2668 DN A B4 T k000230,k000240,k003 2777
030,k003430,ko03440
tag K01246 1464 1156 2224 DNA-3- I JE RN KLAL BT ko03410 3.2.2.20
nth K10773 3232 1496 4036 R N Y BEFIIT ko03410 4.2.99.18
BT 2 (45 A
priA  KO04066 4946 2820 8408 ﬁ?ﬁ”ﬁgﬁfﬁk(ziﬁleﬁij k003440 3.6.4.-
(B IR e )
holB  KO02341 2542 1736 3958 DNABA G 5o k000230,k000240,ko03030, 2.7.7.7
ko03430,k003440
recF  K03629 3088 1910 4280 DNAZXFIFEE HE A RecF k003440 -
dnaN  K02338 3500 3068 6570 DNAZB A3 k000230,k000240,k003 2.7.7.7
030,k003430,ko03440
3 i1t

PR R LA A S G E RN R 2 — , B T A SRR RS A R PR AZ I, BRA
—E MG, ISR A BRI, XHRAE MR s ). BUA Bk 2R e MR v
DUAMIAZ PR il A A s P SO ) e R ST B | PN AR TP A e ) g R B | v BT SO A R S X
(55 T PR ity S HARIE S | X SERIF S 00 L B N 9 SRR AR O e R | AR I ), ARl = o) HL i
2 ARERSTFT SAEE R IX R B SR B o AT LR T B Sl R R R, ATTE T 4R
SR T P 20 TR DX AR AR R PR T R S PR A B M

WFTEARERM], IR X R B0 R 4 PR S AR AR B L B IEASG . RAR SR B R M Z RS
XHRRAAHLE , AR T AURT T L 2RI ERT] L 2 D ARAT B I DAY= BE o PIeA B ] 980 % LA
BB FEOTUSIK L, ey P AEAR ST I O TURIE 1 25 = TR IR A, SRR N T H IR e i 2
FEVERIRES F L. 15 2R AIXE L, S it A= Wi i e | DR AR AU iR B2 S R ) o B OG0k
DRLZEL I P O 20 RS T s i AR i PP O MU G 1 5 T D e T ARAR ST AL AT B Josef Jirieny S50 % B K
KITDG /mug (WRFEEDNAMEEALES) i, I TIAES NG . THIECH LBRT , [N B an 44 0 IR e
JE R IWFFER TDGEEPR 1)@ T mug (FEHC T 0] A PRIEEDN ABEIEALEE ) B H 5, BA mugd H i) —BXRE,
HABEG: UMEHIIIRE. BORMZ MR TDGAMUEA WA DIRE L A IIRE , T Hid 5 AZERYIEH %
PR, CpGRy AL, IR AT AR IR 49 K AR B P B UIAR OG0T 324 1k, BEE &SR TR/
ZORLE, IR TARZ R . MREA SO a0l , 7= IR, TDG/mug/H SCIE DN S5 NS FEL 5 R
J e AR

AR IR i rh BT SEE 1 1450k , X SERRRR R T30E , AR ISR ® | 2T R | T s |
K EE . HIRZHEE T FE . SRR RS RE , FE RS, 531.0% . FHFFEEN11.0% ,
JAT R 10.3% . IR SETR RN H BAT RAFBOBTNE , ATVE NI A e S MR B A YT BaE X 4, T Tl
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B

FNT, TR F B MU R B AR L OIFST | 8 e T B AR S PR R 0
HIC . AVEARIFH X | BRI 3500 . Z HARHERRIE B G TRBeR . T2 T E AARIY S 50fs AT
F 9 AR TP AR 05200 KG9 B R0 T A KM BEST (WIPET-CTR A5 2 MR
PERZZE 1SF-FDGATAINSE) | Toll A e B T REATS2 OSSR IR BT | SRR MU GER 1 500 R A
R0 5 31 455 SR A A GRS A DR T SR, 88 7 P B S X 20 40 A RS 8.
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