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B AFRRET IS HMNEIE—GsLIP (R 8 Gelatoporia subvermispora 89 K % iT £ A4 85) F= CrMnp (R
B Ceriporiopsis rivulosa #9455 B4 BE) LA T B % 7] B ¥ 85 (Deoxynivalenol, DON) #91% fif st /7 % 3L B 5
MR, R &M, £ pH4S5 4230 C 49 & # T, GsLiP A= CrMnp ¥ #6A 25 i DON, H /& 24 h 8F P& g & 354233
50%. 42T AT AL T 7 A B5 5 DON Z 18] 69 25 & % A —34.78 kcal/mol #2—33.38 kcal/mol, # B3 B A 3 3% 49
DON & fi#fe /) o 485432 )5 #9 DON 3t Caco-2 by &M 8 % 41K, 1 pg/mL 49 DON 2 i3 M )5 xt m e 7 1) &
& F 10%. #L91, GsLiP A= CrMnp % A B /£ > % & P 35 DON 49 % % & 4 5] 3% 2] 23.07%+0.59% A= 24.63%+
0.20%. %4 E, XAAPEEA R LME T DON LA S EMRIEH, AmoFitkf 2L R AP REALL 2E
HEFERXRAETE AT
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Abstract: This study investigated the degradation efficiency and enzymatic characteristics of two fungal enzymes—GsLiP
(lignin peroxidase derived from Gelatoporia subvermispora) and CrMnp (manganese peroxidase derived from
Ceriporiopsis rivulosa)—against deoxynivalenol (DON). Under optimized conditions of pH4.5 and 30 °C, both enzymes
exhibited significant DON-degrading activity, achieving degradation rates exceeding 50% within 24 h. Molecular docking
analysis revealed strong binding affinities between the enzymes and DON, with binding energies of —34.78 kcal/mol for
GsLiP and —33.38 kcal/mol for CrMnp, supporting their high degradation potential. DON cytotoxicity was significantly
reduced following enzymatic treatment, as evidenced by a cell inhibition rate of less than 10% in Caco-2 cells at a DON
concentration of 1 pg/mL. In a wheat matrix, GsLiP and CrMnp achieved degradation efficiencies of 23.07%+0.59% and
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24.63%+0.20%, respectively. These findings underscore that GsLiP and CrMnp can effectively degrade DON under mild

conditions, significantly reducing its toxicity, and highlight their potential applications in mitigating DON contamination in

food safety and agricultural contexts.
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i 4825 T Bk U B4 1 (Deoxynivalenol, DON )&
7 E R T R LR A IR A i A G ),
S/ INFE AR FEIR AN T K AR B e [ R B AR Y B
IR EE R Y. DON {5 ™ H ] F3UNE . FoK.
RERKFERS IR ENEY ™ 1 N, I HA R
AW tER, Hitk, DON W) 12 V5 445400 Fn & 44
MR R =B I . & X DON 438 51 4508k, 3% 1Rlde)
DON & & 1 ng/kg B, BT 5 RS B AR R X
rE R, REUAEIG KRN, g (DSM)
INSEIRT B iR P R R RIS Y TR ST R 0,
2023 ARSIz b XA AE G DON & da i 1 IXUBG: [
ELAY EL R E 100%, 110 [El 32 DON {75 38 i 1 XU
5 (B 1A A9 i EE A9 R 78% (4518 2l YR T« http://www.
biomin.net) . AT 5EE T DON J5, 5| &K w3z
DIRERENS: . AEFE AR, BTN . JadhE XUSS B4 i A B
A lalE E ) FE 207, DON BB T HS
KRR LS A, T4 60S VLTS PR, 10 85 (1 55k,
IS RIS AR T MAPK 5 538 [, PRk
PARFNANAAR, 55 FHE Bt S, SEm A 4 43240
DON [AlH & R A B A= 7= DL R N5 s fd e, G
I A AN i B A LA B S 2 A RN A S T A 40
o R AR A ) B R T

DON B A7 & BEm b tase PR ™ . O A7
— YRS ERR T AR . fb2s R A=W )7 ok i
DON!M1M oR T, Wy B ANk i 2 T2 R
SRAFARE « MELIFASALAL R | 5352 i e Ioffb
R0 5 BE A5 R AT 52 B RR AU, A R
FREERS SCON= U N S o G UL R e T T v SOa O ) o o
U, A T R L ) 5 25 SRR 2R A W,
20 AT 2 HURE T ) 28T SROBE AN H 85 SROBE R [T DON 11
SKERBL AT, OO 20 PR AR TS
HrhgEa A X DON HAG i PEVEANS,

R A 1A Sy — T R AR ) 53 D A T 25
IR, BERE K DON F% 1k h B M3 Rk JC 85 i
JEUT, EERERREASSZ A A A E IR BRI, efE S
BB S N B AR B A, I RO i mT
e R 30 AR . (H B 1T DON B f# RS HRIE A
R, MR T2 7T A % DON BYESS . ARG
AT I EE I N B AR, VEH T i2s . Ry
TGN E I/ E Y, I A A i A
FH R, 3 28 g A 16 R T 3 0 4016 9 B ( Lignin
peroxidase, LiP) . 4 i 4 1k ) Biff ( Mn-dependent
peroxidase, MnP) FlI7ZE i (Laccase) &80, fF5E R,
M Tk TP S U I R E 50 U/g AR T, AX
A 60% [ DON BEREAMREY . A, FE BB T 15

ARG 20 72 h R E L %) DON [ B&fi# 4 he
IRF 92%1, SR, IXEBFLERFEAH DON B A7 rds
P B AR S L ROV B ) s, HLR A3 5 FR A5 Bl
B o 4T TR KA I E R A DON Jy T TS
(BN FH AT, BARFSRIR A BERE HEA-5, Kk, A
Fh i 4 b i 08 HH BE 22 BE S A DON R T 26
i AR I E 2, SXCAME B PR B IR, i n]
RerEREfERe RN FH g it ASirstiad
BlastP LX), DA NCBI ¥z 2= Hh i 56 H PR i A 5T
RN GsLiP 1 CrMnp, XX P FP B EAT 70 e 2R
ik, FEXF H A2 R B T RAE, S NEH T DON 1A
RBESHBE ST, IFF)F Caco-2 AR T BEF TR 404,
LRy 3 e E AR B AL i ok Ho B9S2 R FH B T
ERe- SN
1 #REE%E
11 #MRIS{ER
Bk BT & RIBAEYE ARG R E; BK

B H AR EHERE . RN LD AR F
(isopropyl-S-D-thiogalactoside, IPTG) 4= T 49T
A BRAS F ;s DON(ZEE =97%) 75 5% Hi R E 4
T ARG BRA A5 2,20-3% A0 EE- A (3- 2, FEIR I L nak k-
6 fififiR) (ABTS) | S bl . WEMRE 4N, BilREh . N
TR . — KGN RN . R FETIIE R IE T B
(Bicinchoninic acid, BCA) & & &5 & . FERFR
INTE EBRIRR E. coli BL21(DE3) 2R IHBHY Y
FIRAR] §4bImeT R PEIRHARAE; =
Jort BEAAL I F14 - R PN I BRE I FEL UK (SDS-PAGE ) EJKE
Mk il 25055 6 . B Marker, 25 1 L FESE bR

b v HE T A ) BR 25 B A FR 2N F 5 Cell Counting
Kit8 (CCK-8) i) & . Josk vl &, S Eaifbik
FlEr R ASRAEYEAARATF; &G HEEE
i pET28(+) ikl  RERAEWFRHE TLEHA R A A
Caco-2 AN&5iaimanifurk Vs R AL AR Ay
BHRAHE] S

Agilent 6470B LC/TQ. Agilent 1290 Infinity

I BAH S-S BN (LC-MS)  Z25EeRIHAT BR
O3] TYO2-TIN B A AR MOBT ENL T R 2 A2
BB A BRZS 75 Nano-300 e 1] W4ty 6 i

| TCHT AR AT R W5 BJ-150 22 DI RER A AL

TEIEFRAS AT A TR A F] o
12 S7E
1.2.1 GsLiP 1 CrMnp FORAGE ASHFSE 0T HI B9
2 ZH DON P& fif g 5L [ ¥ 5 >k A Gelatoporia subv-
ermispora WIRAR R Z i BAL W GsLiP(GenBank:
AAO61784.1) Fik H Ceriporiopsis rivulosa B8 #R4H
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T E ALY EF CrMnp(GenBank: ABB83812.1), Jf#¢
HrapES|(+H)pCold IT . T I ULZE 1, [ =
%1593 i PCR §73 H GsLiP #1 CrMnp PiFH H 1)
fifi L X% pCold T ZA4, 48 J5 % —Ff PCR F=#4lifk, 4li
AR 04 = 43 ik T 4% e R S ik B, LAk TS
pCold I -GsLiP F1 pCold Il -CMnp, ¥fix 2 4~ HE 4
FORIEAL R ST BL21(DE3 ) EBSZ 2540, )T
BRI TR 3R

*1 5Bt
Table 1 Primer design
EiL7] 52l
R-pCold I CATATGATGATGATGATGATGCACTTTGTGATTC
F-pCold I GAATTCAAGCTTGTCGACCTGCAGTCTAG
R-CrMnp CGACAAGCTTGAATTCGGATCCTTACG
F-CrMnp CATCATCATCATATGGAGCTCATGGCTTTC
R-GsLiP CGACAAGCTTGAATTCGGATCCTTACG
F-GsLiP CATCATCATCATATGGAGCTCATGGCATTTG

1.22 MR A RBMaife =25 T HEEE FE
PREER Y53k, &4 pCold I -GsLiP Fl pCold II -
CrMnp 14 K7 FF H# BL21(DE3) [ kR Fh 7E & A
50 pg/mL &R HEE MW LB #5355, F 37 € LA
220 r/min JRIHEGFE 8 ho FEHB 1% BRI 7Wiks
FEWIEAPF] 200 mL B9 LB 15353532 ODg0=
0.6~0.8, ¥ N & ¥ B >4 2 mmol/L #4 1IPTG, Ff 7E
16 °C F 180 r/min #&7% 20 h, FEZ AN IPTG /Y 6 h
J&, BEFE 2 h %0 20 pl 59 1 mol/L £84k45F1 100 uL
M) 10 g/L Sk zr 2R, Mt 5 . B Sa5 a0, Wk
FERAME R T 1 xPBS L2 s -4 TR S R
BB FE AL IR IR ITE 4 °C T L 10000 t/min &5.0
30 min, BfJ5 FIEW 4R 0.45 pm 385 38 5 in A F)|
3 mL Ni-NTA BEigbiglifbatirh. JH 3 mL ¥k
W (20 mmol/L # g & — 44, 500 mmol/L NaCl,
20 mmol/L BRI FIT 1 mL BEAEZE hi#% (20 mmol/L
% Z 4N, 500 mmol/L NaCl, 40~100 mmol/L K4 )
aifk HaOlE . iEid 10 kDa #IEE W45 55 1 I 225
BRME . >R SDS-PAGE HL PG 221815 100, 38 1 5
BN AG RSB R vk EE, 315 8 H Marker 17 XF
Lo, Bk BN kgl &1 . -G I E BB R A%
HraE(Mw: 7000) 7, FJS & T 1<PBS L vhigs i i
T 6 h, Mt 2 WK, kBT 4 °C £1F. R BCA
VI 52 i AR P R, OBE A 1ML YE R 1 (Bovine serum
albumin, BSA)#HATENERBEIS DA TAEW, 37 °C 5%
B 30 min, ZRJGAE 562 nm AR W SGRE L il AR
HHZk o [RIRERY 1T A BRI B, PSP RUE TR
THRSCERME . 4E40)S PUERTE 50 mmol/L pH4.5 TN
TPRZE sh P AT B AT WOGIE ST . TR
A 230~800 nm. I Rz (B (Rz=A 57/ A ) K
PG EE PR B HERCR
1.2.3 [FEIEPED E 1 mL 2 2H i (2 mg/mL) 7F
50 mmol/L N1 mmol/L ABTS. 1 mmol/L MnSO,

F10.1 mmol/L H,O0,, pH4.5, 25 °C) 2% #hiz e h 2 b7
3 min, 4N EEE T 420 nm 4k ABTS(e420=
36000 (mol/L) "-cm ") FY S A o 00 %2 il 1 30 74
—EAAL(L U) I BREMRE SRR UE ST S
F4rEMELL 1 pmol JEY)RIERE .

1.2.4 [iff%F DON MIREMAER  DON YRR SN 7
pH4.5 1Y 50 mmol/L T8 —MRZZ v ikt r. KR
$%: 5 U/mL i} . 1 mmol/L MnSO,. 0.1 mmol/L H,O,
1 5 pg/mL DON. 7E 30 °C R 0.1.3.6.12. 24
F1 36 h, [AIBHERERFE B, ARG AE S fde A W R S it 1] o
TE 98 °C NI 2 min £ 1B o LIS 2
INELEN (Eo] Rl v apiic

1.2.5 R BiReR

1.2.5.1 ¥R5% pH FNREEXTELH IS S92 #E8E
pH4~6 JLFE BTN PR SE vhis A A N R, F 25 °C
SRR, MRS B i %) pH SRR Bal pH, R
i pH 454 N BUAEXT TG R E N 100%., 1%5E4%E pHA4.5
PP TR ZE R U, TE 20~40 °C F/KIBIFE . BES
T = TR B S5 AR B R Bl TRLRE, B 55 ™ Y
FHXTEFG BEE R 100%,

1.2.5.2 ¥R5% pH FHGLREXT XX - 35 22 AR 1Y
s WS EEAE pH4A.5 T, AN[FEHREE (20, 30. 40,
50. 60, 70, 80 °C) X DON 4[5 20 B s B 9% i
S 30 °C B), ANIE pH(3., 3.5, 4, 4.5.5,.55. 6)%F
DON R . 7E 98 °C IIFASZ LY 2 min Ze1k 2
B o LIS IR S A4 Z2 4 R BRPANT HE

1.2.6 53 FXHEML (A Autodock Tools 1.5.6 it
FrREfAEEF] DON Z [B] AU XTF20F5F . 833 AutoDock
Tools X} & 1 0T A ECAAS UE 47 FiAh P8, A0 5 %S i &L
T TSR AT AN R 2K S (R ER B L R e A
/IMEGTELA) o SRIE, 7E AutoDock Tools H1 5 S —
ANt E LB S A TN TEALS . [H ) Auto-
Dock Vina {74 F X%, Fi B eS8 (R
PSR B8 SO RIS AR L XHZE RIS, T b SO
AR o XHESERUS, Mt 2B G XA
4y, PR S I T 24T . SRl AL
T HAF MG RAEMS, 5388 A R S EUARZ [[19
FHEAEH

1.2.7 RSN AENESLES  Caco-2 IR E & A
10% &4 ML7E Y DMEM 1553 bib i Tiis s, B3R 4%
PRI 37 °C F1 5% CO, BE. Z5d B 4 ifufe
ARG, B UCERARBL, JFF =2 2 96 FLEEFEM Y,
FHFLAY LU )E B E 9 1.0x10° cell/mL, 37 °C 1535
24 h*Y, DA E A ANFHE DON BYFFFER, #5hl 2
HPEESF A 1, 2. 5 mg/L; 5B X a4 M E B B 320
Caco-2 4l Jifd, S5 2H WA 4E : a B InA ] B DON
(1. 2. 5 mg/L) ZHMIEFRI; b AEAHN. DON HREE T,
Zo i WA R AL TS P RO GBS SR e . A CCK-
8 TR A, ¢ HEIH B 45 0] %2 490 B i 1 g 0 ) 2R 5
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1.2.8 [T B AR /N R AR S IE (3 e
PR/ BE AR, 35k 80 HIfifii . FREUKNIR/INZE 5.0 g il
A 50 mL E.E PR K. AT /INE (ER
DON & &N 2.31~2.44 mg/L)IZHLAESH GsLiP Fll
CrMnp TN FRZZ HPIF IR . #E 30 °C Fl pH4.5 1Y
FREET L, 53 5ITE 0L 12 F1 24 h HUAE, 98 °C hn#k
JZ R 2 min 2 1E 2N, BEiRPRYE 5 min, 10000 r/min
B0 1 min, A 1 mL JCRE 13 8988 W B Ly W, i
0.22 um A7K R UERDRCAE BIVERE /N, AFS AOARE
FRPRAFTE-20 °C o DON [ (%) R T
Rb-Ra
Rb

FH1: R /R DON FEfif 3, %; Rb 3RIR JEAE i
H DON & i, ng/mL; Ra s BEAR SR & A J8) 43119
DON &3, pg/mL.
1.2.9 MAHEOGE- B I (LC-MS) 4381 DON ¥
B RV ESHFEL 1 mL B0, 0.22 um 7K R JERR T
VEJE AR B OREIRE T . WO R A5 dm i e
C,g WA AIEAE (FE K 100 mm, 4 P94% 2.1 mm; 81
BRI 1.7 wm) A9 LC-MS & Gl S W AR 22 i iy
DON ¥ J& . HishAH A #: 0.01% & /KB W ; B AH:
N - BAEBENL: 2% B(0~0.8 min), 24% B(3.0~
4.0 min), 100% B(6.0~6.9 min), 2% B(6.9~7.0 min);
ti#: 0.35 mL/min; £ : 40 °C; #EFEARFH: 10 pL.
S SR FE S B TR (7 38 AR =), B 295
m/z, HEfLHLE: 14 eV, B ET: 265 m/z, Alif#E L .
12 eV, SEPEES T 138 m/z, MffEHL K. 18 eV, KA
0.1~10 pg/mL Y DON FRAESHEEST bRk, LIk
OXFUgEmALCY) TG, IR RRE S b
DON [
1.3 B

A~ 4w B S 3 K, Al GraphPad Prism 8.
AutoDock Vina, PyMOL A 78R ER 2, geitit
i SPSS 26.0 43#7(P<0.05) .,
2 ZEREHMh
2.1 FRAHMEE

B A6 Ak S5 B9 GSLIP . CrMnp 2% [N 36 A )
BamHI Fl1 Xhol Z[a] iy J5eki pCold Il Hr, 1521 FE 20 Jix
i pCold I -GSLiP #l pCold Il -CrMnp. JH=XI5|4y
X 2 A4 pCold T AP A~Hilg %) H 14 JE Rl 34T PCR 3
B, PR 1% BrRRBEREER X Ja A9 B S50 2%
RERE 1), pCold I #if& K /NN 4407 bp, GsLiP
SV H Gelatoporia subvermispora 3& IR 2H (1) — K
B A LA, LB 1134 bpPY, CrMnp
J& M Ceriporiopsis rivulosa 3R 20 H 5 551 S B —A~
st A AL RE N, HAS B SR 1134 bpl7), M5 T
JF BER/INVEAT S

R(%) = x 100 = (2

cspA3’UTR
a / GsLiP
/| His-Tag

| cspAS’UTR

pColdII-GsLiP

Amp
cspA3’UTR
b / CrMnp
/ | His-Tag
| ¢cspAS’UTR
pColdII-CrMnp
Amp

Bl 1 ki #ELAT PCR ¥4t IR

Fig.1 Construction of plasmids and PCR amplification results

1:: (a) GsLiP JFR fA 185 (b) CrMnp 5427 15 (¢) pCold 1T .
GsLiP fil CrMnp Z£ [] PCR §" 3% . FH /1, M 2h 5000 bp 1
DNA #7ic, A4 pCold Il JE K 4 3%, B 24 GsLiP 2 K 473,
C N CrMnp LR P 1

2.2 GsLiP 1 CrMnp HIFRIEFILEIL

GsLiP Gegmt5 377 M2 FEMR, Expasy Mk
M52k 41.3 kDa([& 2a), CrMnp HE4miS 378
A IEMR, T 4T 290 41.8 kDa(J& 2b) . &
bR P L DRI, 3 PR B S B o A S
TETUMEARLY o

EHN-TT RSG5 R W, 445 Y GsLiP
I CrMnp B35 52 80 5 5 121 2% B AH AR Siu gy
FRIERS AT F SR ALl B2 i, imgr = vp
PR ER IR T B E AT Fe A, e
it S &SRy AN . BARK U, GsLiP
CrMnp 43 5I7E 405 nm il 408 nm &b 77 7E—~ 1 i
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a M GsLiP b kDa M CrMnp
e | " 180
130 1
100
70
55
40
35
25
e . o
. 15
15 -
c 87
— GsLiP
6] —— CrMnp
b
2 4-
=

T T T T T 1
200 300 400 500 600 700 800

B (nm)
Bl 2 REEGW LT
Fig.2 Purification and analysis of protease

7E: (a)GsLiP ) SDS-PAGE #Ec e 4, Horpr, M: R 4RI, Tk
i 1~3 & 40~60 mol/L WM i I i) 2L 2 15 (b) CrMnp 19
SDS-PAGE BE e e 5, Horpr, M: 2 FIARic, VKGH 1~3 2 40~
60 mol/L WKk kA A 4l Ak 25 145 (¢) GsLiP F1 CrMnp %5 4h-A]
WL

PRI IR AT, 3 A i 1 I AT DA A2 I 2T ZE F AL Ay A S
FERRE, X FE4TUERH T 14T 22 3 H D& 9l il his A5
aifb A T (& 2¢) . A, 4lifbiy GsLiP
F1 CrMnp B Rz {EL(A 495/ Asgo FIT Aor/Asg) M 1.8
Rz {H WAL B D REVE M A e A8 1k, Rz (B
JERAERG ST LT R RS e G s bR . T
X PR AR R A TG ARG T AT 28, NI Rz {HBE B2
W e s PE AN S MR M 5 Rz (HRBTINLLER
LA SEEE, oA s e S miese v )=z, HAR L)
PRI RETT BESZ 4512,
2.3 GsLiP 1 CrMnp Xf DON RYBEAREIR

WE 3 s, & 5 U/mL 4aiftbiy GsLiP Fl
CrMnp W#7E 24 h X} DON HYFFEf# 253 51.75%
0.52% F1 55.19%=+0.43%, FE NI 0~3 h I, fiff5
DON [ W A, 3 h J5 FEME AN 11.34%+
0.73% Fl1 16.47%+0.31%, 7E 3~24 h P, B 25 I W st
[E] Y AE K, DON 1Y B R AW b . SO 24 h s,
SR ZR R ERLIRITTVE, BEZ W%, DON [YREf
R TR, SRS R O A FRE I B .
Tt it B 2 FLFT SR IR I AN TR], 23X B3 232 I BRAHS8
e g, SRR IR Y B ESS A  AEAELH
FUR A S ] REAFAE2E 5, iX e 2s 2 BN
HE TR R 254 I AEARSI0CR | R PR = e etk
A HASEBEO32 BsDyP 7E 2 W 411 B4 i DON i
B, 6 h 57 1.99%, 12 h Ji B, 24 h N

0 T f T T
0 6 12 18 24 30 36
s fa] (h)

&3 KRB GsLiP Fl CrMnp %} DON BIREflAR
Fig.3 Degradation effects of GsLIP and CrMnp on DON
at different times

T # o ROR ZE ML, P<0.001, #3022 57 iy LA L
3%, P<0.0001,

R it 46.56%>, BaDyP X% DON ¥ &t 25 M 6 h
M 10.69% 1% ZE 48 h (1) 72.98%P4, X 32 HH A [A] >
PRI BEAE B DON J7 TR I T AR RACR f 8l
JIEERENE

24 EEEMRIRAE

B E FHPLHIE SO ) 5y T 456 B Ham terp
oo WGP HR O B = HE S5 T A S Y 28 e F 2L,
T pH MAS AL REAE 52 ) 28 SLRR R L1 Ha RS, BET
AR TE PEH O ARG AR 25 °C 54, SR AN
pH XA IE PEr5E I, & BRAE pH oA 4.5 B M f
=1, MiAE pH6 B, GsLiP Fl CrMnp PRl 5% A3 B 16
[ 25 e RABLIY 33.37% Hil 42.27% (18 4a) . 7E pH4.5
A, 5% 20~40 °C JRLEEVE BN ERE AR 1k, 52 W
7N, PAFREEAE 30 °C Hshid PR ek, 1 i 25 TRURE 19 T e
B FAIG, TG R R T 0 55, MR TS 40 °C B,
PR A R A I PR SOCRI B AEL Y 34.46% 1 41.98%
(Kl 4b) .,

WKl 4c Fi7n, 76 pH3~6 U [F PN, P4 b i B AE
A[E ) pH R XF DON ELAT ALY B >%, 7 pH3~
4.5 i}, B35 pH MFHE, B PEA WIS, DON 19kE
R MLBEETR = . 75 pHA4.5 B, GsLiP 1 CrMnp %
DON RSB B E] 50.49%+1.29% Al 53.90%+
1.62%. 4 pH #idt 4.5 J5, FEE-REEE pH HHEE A
W 4 78 pH S 5.5 F1 6 254 T E 24 h s, BIFR
R A 1 X DON I REFR R AH > . GsLiP Fl CrMnp
TE pH3~6 51 F X% DON HRAT W5 AR 20 5, 2 % M
FIEFLERE SE M) pH Y0 N EA — & 13E P

TE pH4.5, IR EE 20~80 °C U Bl N, %% L7 BE X
DON &M FRAY 52, 5 RN E 4d fifas . GsLiP Fl
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