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W OE: By B3 FE NS B AT AR, BUE GB 4789.40—2016 (B A& A E R ARME A
Yot o B AT R (R AT DR ) . GB 4789.40—2024 (£ i E ZhniE MM YEa s
FFAT RS ) A1 ISO 22964—2017 { (- WIHEGRAE W) 25— 5o B VR AT B R KA 773 ) 3 b o T 12 1) S Bk
MERE. AE R 3 FIRRME I, X 2020—2022 4R RAL M AHT LR Wik . A SEEALEE . FORER
FNELJLBCT5 Wk JEADRHCE N Y 403 O3 F Sl AT 58 2 T AT TR BRI, %8 o 2 T T 181 2 8 R A T 245 W B A
W, ZER 403 HEEG TP YL B I E R ETG YN 17.9% (72/403), FERFRH . A 3L3240 LG £ S LR 5 4
WIS YR B R 37.3% (38/102), 23.4% (33/141)H1 1.0% (1/100). 3 Rk vy vk i) Bk R BARBEA 1B 2% 2%
F(=3.601, P=0.170), {H 41.5 °CAHF T 44 °CH] LIAT S THG H K (17=18.813, P=0.000). 72 ¥k 50 % AT F firf
250 55.6% (40/72), FHirb S Al mpk 20N PUAK | BB PG bR/ SR AR RR T 24 %5351l 52.8% (38/72).5.6% (4/72)
1.4% (1/72) 45 AWFITFRY GB 4789.40—2024 B ik 3| [EFrAHZE ) /KT, A GB 4789.40 11 1SO 22964
T IR EE F i HANSR B S HE . SO B R RN Sk FR MR ELA B i (M T 25 1, AN RIAY T SRR A
Al X2

R B IRFTIE; GB 4789.40; 1SO 22964; Jiik LA ; TR 241k

Comparative study on 3 kinds of standard detection methods of
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ABSTRACT: Objective To compare three domestic and foreign Cronobacter detection methods, for verifying the
actual detection performance of three standard methods: GB 4789.40—2016 National standard for food safety
food-Microbiology tests Cronobacter spp. (Enterobacter sakazakii) test, GB 4789.40—2024 National standard for
food safety food-Microbiology tests Cronobacter test and 1SO 22964—2017 Food chain microbiology-Horizontal
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detection methods for Cronobacter spp. Methods Three standard methods were used to detect Cronobacter in 403
samples collected from 2020 to 2022, including infant formula, cereal-based infant supplements, corn ingredients,
and raw and supplemental ingredients of infant formula, and to test Cronobacter isolates for drug susceptibility.
Results The total contamination rate of Cronobacter in 403 samples was 17.9% (72/403), and the contamination
rates of corn raw material, cereal-based infant supplement and infant formula were 37.3% (38/102), 23.4% (33/141)
and 1.0% (1/100), respectively. Although there was no significant difference in the total detection rate among the
three standard methods (;(2:3.601, P=0.170), 41.5 °C could effectively improve the detection rate compared with
44 °C (’=18.813, P=0.000). The resistance rate of 72 strains of Cronobacter was 55.6% (40/72), among which the
resistance rates of cefazolin, ampicillin, and amoxicillin/clavulanic acid were 52.8% (38/72), 5.6% (4/72), and 1.4%
(1/72), respectively. Conclusion This study shows that GB 4789.40—2024 has reached the level of the international
relevant methods, providing data support for the mutual recognition of the test results of GB 4789.40 and ISO 22964

methods. Cronobacter has high resistance to cefazolin, which should be avoided when choosing antibiotics for

clinical treatment.
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¥ X W AT I8 (Cronobacter) f& 5 1 B BE— Fh 3tk IR 44
PIZAESEOR T, EFR SR TEZE 51 2o A g X BR
HIAFEAG 8, B A 18 IS BT I 6 B A= i i £ U
FOREN TR S ERAREN 0~6 H I 57 LAE
AL, B2 B BILE R A T I TATE . LA R
B e, KA ELE M i T Bz 207 4% 1 1548
i, AHE TG g T O ) LB 5 B A TR O
Bk 5 & AR A & AP B, P s 7 A
PN 3 ANERN, BYL IS AT 5] R IR | IR AEE /N 4 W R
1 BRT I i 25 7 T ACRE AR Y, fl T I AR bR A 51 i A
X BT ARSI, BOER RS 40%~80% . ik
ATRAB R A, o H R 2 A R D Re T 5ok i 1
PN O NS P TN DR 2] N ERR Rt 1| B
JREFAE RN R 2 s BRI 2 A T A RIS,
RETE A 2L MAENMIE . SR EN . MY . #
it 47 it L B T S RIS, EIRTOK TE K
DL R B I TS I e 5 JRE R rp e ] gl A
FYS B g B 5 B AT B AT 7E LI 5 WK (powdered
infant formula, PIF)FF{ETE Kk 2.5 4, Bl RA TR 175
e, AR FEEILE MG KA R0, B PIF 41
HoA B L 5t il RECAH 7 B AT B A AR R, A
YIs E o S0 B AT A vk, RN PIF A b 22
L & R 0 B S5 AT T A A R s e 2

TR WATH IAE 6 £ 45 CRUIRETERINA K, i
BoRAFWEELAERKRAEEEFmY ., GB
4789.40—2016{ B ML & EF MM B MMEYFRE 7
%A E (BRI g FF DR 5 ) R SR R S 1SO

22964—2006 ( FLAIFLA i vw B AT A ) BEA .
GB 4789.40—2024 & it % & E FhrfE B iR
T B A TR ) B 2016 MU IRIET T RS, Rk
P 1 T 45 5 L B R 4% R (41.5+1) °C, 1SO 22964—2017 { £
W S ) 2 — 5 B T R R KT A T 125 D 2006 R JE
Tl b, BRKE RIS T G SRR I O (41.5+1) °CHb, i
A LR B R B ok R T A SRR BRI AR 1 R Y 3 (modlified
lauryl sulfate tryptose vancomycin medium, mLST/Vm)# i
R v B B 3% B M N 1% (Cronobacter  screening broth,
CSB), . o 55 3¢ 3k ol o 38 B AT T B 4 2 Bl IR
(chromogenic Cronobacter isolation agar, CCI), A [R]A4AG
T T REAAAEVE RE 22 5, BB X [ BR A VR AR 2 52 i 2
SRR, FEARAE R AR IR B R SRR, R
T 22 0 ) — S50 ot A 0 22 2L e R AR b B U
ABFFE S LEHLEE GB 4789.40—2016, GB 4789.40—2024 FlI
1SO 22964—2017 [l N4 3 Flbr 7 vk B SEBreil P GE,
FK GB 4789.40 il 1SO 22964 J7 1 HAG I 45 S 9 FL ARt
CIEAHEiCSE:

1 MRERZE

1.1 #R5IRF

AWFFEA 2020—2022 4F, RE TR AKER 4 K
11 403 (FE G, Afik A FER R . BRI RS
100 322 LEC T 05k . 141 By SR 4 LA 102 7 £k
Bk, DASCER LIS B S A Al R AR 60 %2 )LTC 5 9%
AR, LI E AL S 20 1, RN
LR 10 o BrA R TR e S 3SR BT o

JBEAE 14K S 35008 (tryptone soya agar, TSA)., 22 ik
1 7K (buffered peptone water, BPW), mLST/Vm. [.0» %
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B JIE (brain-heart infusion agar, BHA)(JV F Fl R A BR
4y H]); CSB. CCI (A A wl); BRI 7 AT B & o 85 97 3t
(brilliance Enterobacter sakazakii agar, DFT)(3&[E Oxoid 2
F); 0.45%4: FER K (06 [ A= Wi IR A\ ) o

1.2 UE5E%

DensiCHEK-plus H.#f% . VITEK 2 COMPACT & H
SIAEYI AL . VITEK #2222 B A
2R AST-GN16(35 [ 4= Wy ELIR /A F]); C1000 B A sk
Vi (polymerase chain reaction, PCR){{ . Gel Doc Hiik
1, WIS 2 55 (35 [ Bio-Rad /A l); PL602-L 11K
(5B 0.01 g, Fii HAAREI-FE 2 A4 H); SQB810C /& K&
B (E RS AR IR A ).

1.3 WA
13.1 HEHa®:5FgY

AR ICHFRE 100 g BT KRR, AT
Z 41 °CI#) 900 mL BPW, FE/MR 5], 37 °CH;37(18+2) he
132 AFHAFANRBENEH

GB 4789.40—2016 trifi: FUE WA /TIR A G, B
1 mL R F 10 mL mLST/Vm A% IR AT, 44 °CRE 5%
(24+2) ho K BE PRI TR 51 J5, A3 E 1 i oi i) 2o
T 2 4~ DFI 4 |, 37 °CHi37(24+2) h,,

GB 4789.40—2024 Frvf: T EW ARG, I
1 mL 8 F 10 mL mLST/Vm A 3FIR 2, 41.5 °CHs 3%
(24+2) ho W PRI TR S J5, 3B 1 e ard) 2
T 2 4~ DFI L4, 37 °CHEF#(24+2) h,

ISO 22964—2017 FpifE: TR IR G, W
0.1 mL ##F 10 mL CSB WiHHFHIRA, 41.5 °CHiFF
(24+2) h. WEEEEMER IR AIE, A B 1 R IR R
R 2 1> CCI ¥, 41.5 °CHEF7(24+2) ho
1.33 T B4R L LI

M CCI B, DFT AR I Pk 5 ¢ 0 1Y 7 B 3 T B ml 6
PATEYE, RIZREER T TSA PR L, 37 °CH55%(24+2) ho M
TSA A - HRILlifb 5 M PATE, BT 3 mL 0.45%M) KA A:
FRER K H 4% 0.5 A2 IR I B, FH VITEK ¥4 A
PE%E R T EE .

M TSA VAR _EPRIEIL S T, $200 DNA, %
Wi AF BB K O % 2 51 W B X N % 5E ] B X (internal
transcribed spacer, 1TS)i& 11, NG9 iRz A
BEAREGEWRAHE G K, B9 40 K8 ITSF
5-GGGTTGTGCGAAAGCGAA-3', ITS-R 5-GTCTTCGT
GCTGCGAGTTTG-3"", HAYAHF KN 282 bp., S 25 uL
PCR SRR ZR: 2xMaster Mix 12.5 L, F F##5[#(10 pmol/L)
% 1uL, ddH,0 9.5 pL, K DNA 1 pL [ 2544 94 °CTi
A5 5 min; 94 °C7AEME 30 s, 57 °CIB 2k 30 s, 72 °CIEfH 30 s,
35 AMEER; 72 °CHEMH S min. SR 2% B G ARHEE I AG N ,

120 V {8 K HL K 30 min J5 FHBER R R G ML R
134 PSR T A T ik 6 A ) P A

Tl GB 4789.45—2023 { b Z 2 EEIRE MAEY
SERIG ORI UEHEN] ) BER, I 3 RFEFRS: A
MELE RS« BULEC T Yk CRER G ) P 3L 8 ok
FUED . B 100 g BEABARINZE 900 mL BPW ARl 45 TG B,
BRFEMERE 22 0, Hd 20 O3S BIG M EE A
107! CFU/mML MW | mL, 55i&E2s %R 14y, Fvk
BT (e g 107 CFU/mL), 37 °CH53% 18 h, HiA AR
FE R AR R IR B 5 2 AP B B bR, AR /ATCC
29544(FRAETA #R), 2 JLBCTT W K3 /Crono-YL25(F 3% 40 4
¥R), FLIFE 1KY/ Crono-Condi(£X i 4M B 0k) o B 1 mL 4474
WAy I ZE 148 10 mL mLst-Vm B4R, 41.5 °CHEF7 24 h,
SHL 100 pL BE R INZE CSB WiZH, 41.5 °CH; 3% 24 h,
R 4 B W R4k 45 b DFT SEAAN CCIEA . LODs, [#6:
Hi R (limit of detection, LOD) /& 48 #2745 50%BH 1 45
AR W i el BE U OL WD Ik ORI g, F A SR
A

_ 0.7xd
D W

A, d AR RIS [CFU/g(mL)]; y 28 ) BH
PESE B, n R EE(B).
135 RAEFHBMEERE

N %78 h o B VAT T O RE I T AR DT BHA SFAR,
37 °CH;37(24+2) h, 1 3 mL 0.45%)AE FRER K Fhill % 0.5 4
2 BT I TR, TR 145 pL JILA 3 mL 0.45% [/ B K,
FEAMIRAT, i AST-GN16 Zhfg-RK b1 7 20 Rs i 9256
1.4 HIELIE

i SPSS 26.0 B4 P 1 17 46 56 X6F 52 30 B 1k A1 41
[ 2= HE, L a=0.05 K IRKIE, P<0.05 FRESR
Bt X, f§i[] GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 {4 X 7 [ i
PR 1 TR IR B 1 0 YR AT R A A, RS R L Y
E5,

2 EREHR

21 4EXHERPRTIENERIGERE

BILEC Uk . AL L& . FRFRRIZ L
e 7 Wik R ARHE N Y 4 R3S 403 (R AEdh, BAATS Jufh
B 1, Hh s B A BRI 72, YN
17.9% (72/403) o 2= FBBHEEAL G, F R JFEL 38 13(52.8%,
38/72), HFBLILEE 33 73(45.8%, 33/72), BILE T
Woky 1 45(1.4%, 1/72). ERFER, FILEY LM
JUTE 5 W #1075 de 3240 5 A 37.3% (38/102) . 23.4%
(33/141)F11 1.0% (1/100), 60 13 % JLEC 7 Wk S5 4 R4S I
SRS R



198 B A TR S 516 %5
F1 4KREK403 PHERPRETIETFENSTREE
Table 1 Contamination rates of Cronobacter in 403 samples from 4 categories
ot 1 O
el BH A Bt
GB 4789.40—2016 GB 4789.40—2024 I1SO 22964—2017
FREORE 64 (62.7%) 25 (24.5%) 38 (37.3%) 36 (35.3%) 102
HIBLILHE 108 (76.6%) 27 (19.1%) 32 (22.7%) 32 (22.7%) 141
B LB T Wik 99 (99.0%) 1 (1.0%) 1 (1.0%) 1 (1.0%) 100
B LBC T 5 8y B ARt 60 (100.0%) 0 0 0 60

22 3MERERERNKE R

4B 403 HYFESL, GB 4789.40—2016 J5 4 i th %
H13.2% (53/403), ISO 22964—2017 J5 eyt 2 Ky
17.1% (69/403), GB 4789.40—2024 J7 3 1 s #r b 2 Wy
17.6% (71/403), HRZERFENZE 1. 3 Fhikay Bt R
WA %% 5 (4=3.601, P=0.170), {H E K5k % GB
4789.40—2024 J5 ¥k 1) w2 B ik AT &k oK & F GB
4789.40—2016 (’=3.881, P=0.049), 14k, TE4HE 72 453 FH
PERESL R, SR 41.5 CCERRIER w1 R IR LG 1 71 #ho
BT #(98.6%), BE R T 44.0 °CBF G H 1Y 53 BRI (73.6%)
(=18.813, P=0.000)(/&] 1). 4B 72 ¥RIHIHRZ VITEK #:i2%
BRI 78 R 45 28 A PCR 2522 Ji5 ¥ R 52 B VAT o
2.3 LODs, &R

20 o LI AR UKD B S R TR 4 BRI 1 mL v
¥4 0.515 CFU/mL [ Crono-Condi &1t 5248 78 & - 1
(Cronobacter. condimenti) X 43 B 8k ¥ B, mLst-Vm
5 CSB W% 41.5 °CEi R Ja RI & B B P4, 2558
R 20 yRES P2 mLst-Vm S VER B E 3L 6 0 Bk
FRL SR 45 Bl FHE, LODsp=1.013 CFU/100 g, %4 CSB
WHBEFEERE R 5 0 R 77 357 32 45 1 R PR,
LODsy=1.253 CFU/100 g BHM: X B8 7 2 325 1 B 6z 0 Ay B
P, 25 X IREE RO BATE . 20 0 B LHEC 7 W5 KA bl i
R 2 50 1 mL e Sk 0.545 CFU/mL (W ABERIE
B4 Crono-YL25 FRIF 7& B 5 T & (Cronobacter sakazakii) 4y
BMRF B, mLst-Vm 55 CSB N4 41.5 °CHi 5 Jm 45 1
—3, 20 AFESL L O Oy s IR LR IR A N PR,
LODs(=0.638 CFU/100 g, FH: X} B 5 2 3 FF B A 4 FH

PE, 25 U BRZE SR BAYE . 20 4y N WIHRE S i R R
FRT BTN 1 mL ¥ 0.595 CFU/mL [ ATCC 29544 [
Uit 58 B PR b ofE TR R AR BRI, mLst-Vm 5 CSB R4
41.5 °CEFRIREER 2, 20 ki Pt 4 Oy B bR SR 374
FMPAME, LODs=1.867 CFU/100 g (36 2), FHM:XT B8 7 & iy
FF AN A B, 25 P B2 SR R B

80 - ARG
EE TS
™" =
60 -
by
H 40
=
20
0
44.0 41.5
HREE/PC

T o) BA B3 22 57 (P<0.05).
BT 72 A BHAERE S ZEAS [R) SR R 10 T TR E 1) e
Fig.l Contamination rates of 72 positive samples under different
selective enrichment temperature

24 HBIRMLER

FIRAT 72 Mok B FORERE . SRR LG B A
JUTC J5 540 04 58 B VA AT TR 4 1 e A 2 s M A 45 21 1
N, HHMZRE 40 ¥R, SIHZ53H 55.6% (40/72), Hrsk
FOMRAR | S PG AR BT B P R o 24 1R Y T 24 3R 4 5 Sk
52.8% (38/72). 5.6% (4/72)F1 1.4% (1/72), HW&k 3, A
WM Ay 21 8K, BISEPaRRsehidimR A 1 bk, SkAapg T
A 1 OBE, BRI/ A 1 Bk TR PE AR/

#2 TREAIMHERPRTIENE LOD; BHLER
Table 2 Intra-laboratory results of detection of Cronobacter LODs in 3 kinds of substrates

FE & A I TR A% )
L. & I8 (Crono-Condi) ) LR J7 7583 (Crono-YL25) AW (ATCC 29544)
B WU ¥ /(CFU/mL) 0.515 0.545 0.595
mLst-Vm 45 5L B 6 9 4
mLst-Vm 45 5Bk 14 11 16
mLst-Vm-LODs,/(CFU/mL) 1.013 0.638 1.867
CSB 455 BH 5 9 4
CSB 45 R B 15 11 16
CSB-LODs/(CFU/mL) 1.253 0.638 1.867
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flm e dE gl SkATh AL . Skt . iR . TR .
WHeREm . PR KRR KKER . ZAHE . ARDE.
KA R BN MU 100.0% . 40 24 B ik
W, TSk fmE AR 38 BE(95.0%, 38/40), THEETEMK 4 Bk
(10.0%, 4/40), TtBTSCPM/ FaRi4EmR 1 #R(2.5%, 1/40), H:
HEATH 2 37 BR, ArBIONI S EAR 2 KR TSk A bk

35 ks AU B 3 Ak, oAb 22 PE ORI Sk Fame bk 2 Bk,
i T e R AR/ 4 T RS S AW AR 1 R, PRI 4. 72 Bk
TR TR, 38 MR B FOKEURL, HAP 2R RE 22 fk,
252384 57.9% (22/38), 33 Mok B A2 4 LS, W2
BERE 17 Bk, THZ520 51.5% (17/33), B4 1 HREE AL
BE 5 W B 25 AR, L3R 5.

R3 NHREFETEI 18 MinE ZNBURELS
Table 3 Antibiotic susceptibility results of 72 Cronobacter strains against 18 kinds of antibiotics

o i 25 g Tk
BEPREL i 2452%/% Bk EL A% BREL U/ %
Sk 0 bR 38 52.8 0 0 34 47.2
R PEAR 4 5.6 0 68 94.4
] B P A/ i o 2 iR 1 1.4 1 1.4 70 97.2
RS 0 0 21 29.2 51 70.8
SAPE T 0 0 1 1.4 71 98.6
PRS0 /i g P T 0 0 1 1.4 71 98.6
WL P R /At e 5 4H 44 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
kAL 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
kAamLs 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
At 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
Je At b e 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
W e 55 e 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
Bk R AL 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
IRK#HR 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
LR 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
BN 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
Vs =% TRU T 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
E=IIIEZN 0 0 0 0 72 100.0
F4 ADIETENTHAEL non-culturable, VBNC YR ZASSHEAIA RLFREE8 o5 BpAT
_ » Taﬂlfl‘e, 4F' Resistance spectru:lﬁof Cronobacter% _ HEA VBNC %ﬁﬁ{ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ[lg], 1%1%17/2%@1[11
DERTEHE L L o O R A P e K B, TR 2
1 ;Zﬁﬂﬁk$ﬁ 35 BB R A P . B BN, B LB R M i
1 ST ) M5 R B AR AR | R It 2E . INE R % — RN RIAE,
2 TR AR 2 B Sy P ) SR R AA TG R T REAFTE M & R G e e, XA
2 By S PR/ iR Ak 1 KK B A KR e AR X LAR G 85
%5 AUIKSHTEER SRR 5 BRI TR, TR A 5 T S 1 43 5 g
Table 5 Food kinds and resistance outcomes W05 % PR BT S 4 e, B Lk o 2 AT R R DA
JENYiES Iy ESEL it 24555 i 25 5%/% B LB A R s S AT R s Y B O
SLAC)r i) ! ! 100.0 S JLC 7 WA S B L 5 B AT I 1 T i
;4;5&%? > 2 o7 Bz —, FE GB 29921—2021 (I ihZ 4 FE bR Wi
ﬁ*iﬁ —2 - = S O R ) TP M A LI £k (0~6 ]

3 iiesge

Ve B VEFFRAE O — P e SR R IR O T, A BOR
MR T, ATRURSZ Rl | 9B AR | ROK 76 BE S T,
IR AP HAh, R ROKR , EFRt= | Rt
M2 AE TN, e B AR T AT R AT Y E AT % 3% (viable but

W) ARG A5 A LA £ (-6 1 %) i
S T TR A EoR . A A SR LA S £
AT b, A HC A £l BSURK RS AT S 185 10 52 % VAT
BTG e, A BRI 5 A R R, AEAESE ST Y I
BRI 3 R R SRR 1 R . A
160t 25 R R R OR B IO RIS R 29.2%
(71/243), 5 FHABSCHRAEE 975 (5.3%~12.2%) 2,
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%16 &

AT SR (14 100 43 B2 ) LIC J5 W43 FH 60 173 22 LT ks I
HPRHE Y 160 (A FES PRI L AR BHMERESL, FHIES
0.6%. [FBFASLIG = ZFIE BN, & 119 2 LE s
WRYRESL R, B R R B AR 3.4% %Y, iR GB
4789.40 T B AT A 00 1 i 40 4 [ Sbn AT Y R
T LEE, (A o A He A T R G I B Y 22 5
RRFFERIET 141 (3P L E R 102 4 FRE
BHE R E A P BB A T IR o 33K I 28R i v e
AT B AT B TS Y RO IR 29.2% (71/243), H 1 GB
4789.40—2024 (28.8%, 70/243)F1 ISO 22964—2017 AR
(28.0%, 68/243) iy FH £ A & k& th X ¥ & T GB
4789.40—2016 (21.4%, 52/243), #7f#i Ffl GB 4789.40—2016
FRUETT 2 B 26.4% (19/72)09 RYERE S Wm s, XF
T R T B A RN B 3 ) B AR ERA B T R B R
o 1 Oy BHERE AL BE GB 4789.40—2016 J5 ki, wlfig
S LKW B 55 5 A B AR, e LSS AN TR AT RN EBURE AT 6,
T R RFIZZE ™ G PR 45 T JR SR ABIFSE o

R REWMMAEYERNEEFRERZ —, KiRET
i, ANFEREAR . IR, AN B VR K
A A PR B [ T BN AE T . S 2 AT BRI Sk i, 3
4358 B AT R AP IR O R BT, W AL B
RAETE A IIZH P, BRI, 50 B AT i B 77 A Fh )
7% 5%, ORIESKOVA 25 RSI%] v B b T E 47 5L DR 4 000 e,
KB 67.1% (49/73)FR e 5 & AT B A 64.3% (9/14) iR
RS AT B A eI AR N 8, R IR A 24 L
AP RTERR, AR UESS R BN 3 FibRiE T vk i
Wi A R A d R R R O B M B G SRR B, 41.5 °CAHH
B 44 °CHI LA 4w PHPERE S A 2R, 5 22 i Sk
TR B80T BRI TR A% mLST/Vm (17.6%,
71/403)F1 CSB (17.1%, 69/403)Z [A1¥% % 25 5%, {H CSB
S H A ZH B (A BE 188 mLST/Vm 55, 727 HAB A & 4=
I B0 ) T B AT B AR R B RIS B, I R R
DFI 1 CCI Bythg X #6; HH 28B4 5

AN BRI 7 I AR o SR B SR SR R I
FESEHEAFE A I AR B S IR —E 25 5%, W RES
SEOGI R AEE AR 2 S DRI, i S
FENT R RIARIE vk 22 R A S M i e i — A
SR AR R GB 4789.40—2024 5 1SO
22964—2017 FRAESTIEFERIN 3 BT B 5 B R AT IR Y
LODs, B4 B RIZE S, X BRIR 5 A I S LI 7517
B ADER . FLEE BB TS AT R B A R
Ak, B BN GB 4789.40—2024 5 ISO 22964—2017 7
W7 IR 4 403 Iy RS ES R EEAR — 3, & GB
4789.40—2016 K 24T T HKHEF, T LA SR HH & 5
TS TR P ETR RS TAE, BT S R SR eI
T SERIG & E . GB 4789.40—2024 TiA3|EPRHHE
TERIKT, BEAHEZE A IR E SR Z#H 1SO 4R

YRR R SR PR AH S S 1 RGN 235 SR 4 E AR LR S 45

H BT 2ERVE IR N, 125 8 50 B R BG4 b vy
P BB I TR o B RSE EAL G0 vk R R SR %
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