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Mechanism of Sweet Potato Starch Flocculated by Weissella confusa
LIANG Zijun', YANG Feiqi', WU Xiaomeng"*"

(1.College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China;
2.National Engineering Research Center for Fruit and Vegetable Processing, Key Laboratory of Fruit and Vegetable
Processing, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Beiing Key Laboratory for Food Non-thermal Processing,
Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: A previous study demonstrated that Weissella confusa SJ-5, a strain isolated from sweet potato sour liquid during
starch production, could efficiently flocculate sweet-potato starch, yet the underlying molecular mechanism and structural
basis remained unclear. In this study, the bacterial surface was selectively enzymatically treated, and a combination of Fourier-
transform infrared spectroscopy, Zeta-potential analysis, and bond-blocking assays was employed to elucidate the starch-
flocculation mechanism of W. confusa SJ-5. Effect of pH and ionic strength on flocculation efficiency was also investigated.
The results suggested that flocculation of starch by W. confusa SJ-5 was greatly influenced by surface protein, lipids, and
extracellular polysaccharides. Heat-shock protein 70 (Hsp70) and the chaperonin GroEL were identified as the key surface
proteins responsible for starch-bonding. Interactions between the bacterium and starch were primarily mediated by ionic
bonds, in accordance with the bridging-adsorption mechanism. Both pH and ion concentration significantly modulated floc-
culation performance. The flocculation rate initially increased and subsequently declined as pH or ionic strength rose, peak-
ing at 69% under the optimized conditions of pH8.0 and 20 mmol/L K". These findings provide a theoretical basis for the
application of W. confusa SJ-5 as a low-cost biological flocculant in starch production.
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HEEES B EEZEH ST HE 50%~
80%) )™M, FE B Tl N T 12 o ARG RIIR I 1 H]
FH B SR R BERRIRARAT H SIS DIVE, & —FhEE 2 H
BER A O IR BRI, 2T TR SR DR AR
PERER, MELLIRIAR N FHP . WFSE R BH, IR i R TE
M EREEE A 2RI R EY), e I TE T
PRARAN @) T B ZLAF A AR ZLAF A HS1 4535 )8 T3
PREAE 4, AT BRI H RS bl o355t — Rk
-G BT QB (Weissella confusa SJ-5) , 128 1R e B
B H B TEMREE D . ST W.confusa SJ-5
PRAR T ZRIN L 19 R A LB R, TR AR ST HAE AL
il XTI A B RAE | A H B S A HEOR B
AR L.

H ATXT LR B 2R 58 H e it ss & A — i
JRB o BFSEUESE LI pA A 2R BEVE Mk R TR T IR AR
G0, HALBRE )1 5 R E B /K PHEAT ¢, FRHE B /K P
=1, B TR T ZRRr AR AR fyatsY R B, BT
FLAT B PO AN A B R OB M SR TR M A Y BRI
RIZE U pH ., BT 5 25 0T U815 ZLBER B8, SR, X
TRATE BREE R Y BAARVE Y R A 1k
Ab, A -G BT PR PRl r - UE M i RE 01 A
FERARRAEDT 32280 T 72 G, (HIZ R TETEN) ZREE UL
FYAESCHF IR AR TR AT S

FLT I, ARBHSE LARTHEA 4085 i BT e 2R RN
PERIEEIRR W.confusa SI-5 SAHIFSE T4, i it il ft Ak
B S S5 Ao, BRGUAT H R EE T e 4
U2t AR LA I T ] I 2R e R 04 N AERILR, DUEHFA T
FLER TR LBV AL B, Az AR H ek N
T AT R FHBE E BRI
1 MRERFE
1.1 MREEE

SZIG T B RR W.confusa SJ-5 HASSZEG 25 M

HERI B e, Qe T—80 °C vKAH; H & vE
¥3. MRS(De Man, Rogosa and SharPe) [R77 . JiFE H
fiff (250 U/mg) . SALH . PREZ . JoK&E kS dbRR
SEFRHEAFRAE iet et R A YRR
BRBTALL E]; B EEF (20000 U/mg) 2 G2 W= i
(M) \ R F]; B8 WiEE (100000 U/g) . LMK (4
ali) BT A V) A BRAS B A i A 2 B T il
(100 U/g)  bigiEnt AR BRAS 7l Siib4h
KT ARIALARFN A BRAE & b AT
AbmD B R A BRA A SARGE A (EAREE)
FE 25 BN A R H R (fAaikal)  FEER K
HIRBHL (P EDARAT; iR FE 25 HE k2%l
FIEBRAFE; p-FitE LB VOIS ISR L2y ( 1) B2
Sy BRA AL B AR GRS 265k 3 S 45
Mrati.

TRY-380 & e bIEFFE T UFTARII{Es
HBRLAE]; CF 16RX2 ELHL HAr (P ED AR FE];
KA1405050 ££5h-n] Woree it Jujem (i)

LA PR F]; MLS-3750 B R28 70K s A I
BRI A (_ V) A5 FRZN F]; OrbitraP Fusion Lumos
=& &P G BT . Acclaim PepMap
C,g #£ (300 pmx5 mm, 5 pm, 100 A) . Acclaim
PepMap C,g #: (150 pm=<150 mm, 1.9 pm, 100 A) |
Nicolet IS 10 {# H AR 2T 7GR SRR K HHIR
Bl (thE)D A PR H]; Zetasizer Nano ZS Hifb2E T AE
Wi ERSCIAZNERA T DSA100 $2fil i 2 5
E RS (R AR F]; FE28-Standard pH 11
g R -FC R 2 A8 () A5 BR A F] 5 Spectra/
Por iBHTEE (BB /> 71 14 kDa)  BiFl 4 (i)
EWRFAA R
1.2 SEWFHE
1.2.1 HEVEMLEEE RkZ: MRS 3R T4R 37 C
W1k 48 h Jo, PEHCATE & $2F0 T 10 mL MRS 4
FrgRhrh, 37 °C B53% 18 ho BHEHAAFRLE 1:100(v/v)
PP RG2S 250 mL pifE MRS K535 3E, [R5
£ 16 h, B5.0(10 min, 8000xg, 4 °C)OWAERIA, £/ 31
ORGSR G BB . Bl 25 o/L H S IEmE
W, IMAGEALER, Wl 20 mmol/L. KB A H 2
VERSRALARTRLL 2:25(vv)IRS], $¥5:3% 30 s, B DT
10 min, TEWIA T 29 0.5 cm ZEHURE, M5E ODysg s
DLAE FRER KA H B UE M E X B . BREER T
AN
OD:s55 convot = ODss e
ODs50 contor
K, FR RN EREER, %; ODss control 28X HH
ZHAE 550 nm Y OCEEAE; ODsyg (o /N EI0LHTE
550 nm T AYWSGEE(E .
1.2.2 ZEERSTAT  SEXIEREN 7 2
&2k, FHZEIBKBCHI G : JREE (1 mg/mL) | %
P EE (400 pg/mL) . A eV EFEE (1 mg/mL) . BB BE
(1 mg/mL) . &5.0>(10 min, 8000xg, 4 °C) U555
M BRI B T AR B ER K b, AR L 11 (v/v)
A BB B AR TR B, VAT pH A 7 (HE AL M 6),
37 °C T %4k 30 min(¥#E R EFZH N 15 min), & .0
(10 min, 8000xg, 4 “C)WHE AR, A FRER K PRI IK
Jo L EAS AN PR . BEALFEE 2 mL FH S TE R
25 mL(HZELERY 25 g/L, KC1 10 mmol/L)IRAS], 5E
1.2.3 REEHDSESEE S5 Malamud 6 (1Y
TR S AR . £5.0>(10 min, 8000%g, 4 °C)
AL B IR 00 PR I EE R P2 K, AR L 101
(v/ V)N 5 mol/L EhFZWK(Guanidine Hydrochloride,
GHCD, 7£ 37 °C T ##{kAbFE 30 min, Z5.0> (10 min,
8000xg, 4 CHOWLE il . TS FIEWELE 0.45 pm 38
R PEARAS PR U . 5 2 T AR 1 M IR e AR
Sy Fioh 14 kDa WUIENTEST, T 4 °C 500 N HZEME
JKBEHTAlifL 72 h, PIAAERE 8 h BHH—UGEITR . 5
Mras i Jm, 10 g/L AgNO; %5 K I 9k H i =

x 100

FR(%) =
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T HEATIVE LI, R T /5% T 0.01 mol/L BElRSE
1 EL %5 W (Phosphate Buffered Saline, PBS) 2% i #i%
(1 mg/mL) . BX 1 mL&E MW 5 10 mg H ZIEH
37 °C J¥E 30 min, #5.0>(10 min, 8000xg, 4 °C)FF= -
IHRPEREE - TEME SY .. MEGYWS PR iR
(0.2% TR 4% SDS. 100 mmol/L pH6.8 Tris-HCI ,
5% B-EnEELEE . 20% HIH)FAEI LY 3:2(v/v) LA
A, 3 10 min GOS8 IR EISS S E A

SR FH - ke 22 i R 40 B TR s TR e 5 g L UK
( Sodium Dodecyl Sulfate-Polyacrylamide Gel Elec-
trophoresis, SDS-PAGE ) X 45 & 8 FH #7460 - Fe il
4%~20% Hf FE 4B e, B 40 pL B 545 60 pl _EFE
MR A A, ¥R EN S EL 40 pL 5 10 L Mark-
er FAET 1.5 mm iRMR . HIKSEOEE IWILE 90 V
T, fFEESIE A IS P24 160 V fH )R, HL
VK 58 1 FH A 8 0 25 B W W Y o R (25% B .
7% LR . 0.1% % Sl 55 s R250) Yeta,, 2t (4K
(5% ZBE. 10% Z.15) AP 25 5570715 W e 1l A 5 IRE
RERGSTHT -

38 AL WA £ 1% - FEL T 55 F B ER R DTS B R (Lig-
uid Chromatography-Electrospray lonization-tandem
Mass Spectrometry Method, LC-ESI-MS/MS)4b#H-
IS G, IR E T AR BT Y T LR
1S RMRLERREL, B PE e H S Emas &8 H . @t
FUESRE 55 A v s P B AT R 22 B 7 WA =
B FXHME B, X BirE A2 v m e e, =
2% Mohsin 8" (19 J7 ik I FE VRS A BRAE 5 o B
R A B A2 o SDS-PAGE 43 85 15 31 i 55 1 B e
YIA% 1 mmx1 mmx1 mm fEER, g B 28 i P9 1A i
4% (25 mmol/L ik FR &L 85 . 50% &) It (A P UK,
FACIEB /KB RYE QG BEa ik OlFE. mrgEfh
KK IA 10 mmol/L DTT(56 C /KIEILJE 1 h) Fl
50 mmol/L TAAGEBGEERAE 40 min), FE/SIIA 1 pg
JEREE Il 37 °C B . BlEfw W 2e A LR
W ER IR T, WL AR T AR B LAV U (0.1% HF
iz . 2% ZNE) B, B0>(10000xg, 4 °C, 10 min) 5
B3 T B A

S AR AEM (T R R (S AN T 1S 2%
o WAHTE 55120 WAE S Acclaim PepMap Cg
(300 pmx5 mm, 5 um, 100 A); 53 47FE 9 Acclaim
PepMap C, H:(150 um>150 mm, 1.9 pm, 100 A); i
AR A #H(0.1% H R . 2% Z A ), B #1(0.1% H
iz . 80% ZHE); Wiid A 600 nL/min; BHEEBEE N 5%
B {445 5 min, 5~75 min B H 5% ZETE 35%, 75~
90 min i 35% LMETI = 80% 4445 10 min, 2 min
J& B MM EEREILE 5% FHA-FF 20 min, FIiES%
A — T RE S HEFR 70000, AGC 3e6, Hx K ARF
[d] 60 ms, JFfaf b 300~1400 m/z; — 9% J5 il 43 P %
17500, AGC 5Sed, fx KIEARFE] 15 ms, TopN=5, J5i
Akt 200~2000 m/z.,

1.2.4 (EHEIASLTANGEN S S5 S 1Y
IrB IR . B W B IR A B A (10 min,
8000xg, 4 °C), ZEIF/KPEY 2 WE T 48 he HHE
VEHT 50~60 C T o 1 BEWRATH S e i T
(H#5E#y 25 g/L, KCI 10 mmol/L)#% 2:25 LR
], FR58 30 s, #E 10 min, WEENSHRITLE, % T 48 h
PATHEIER E G W . FRBGH T /5 TR . BEARTE
B2 A YATH FHIEH =PRSS 2 mg 5T R IRIL
HRRYAR 200 mg JE -, FHRHE 2R He 2T S GE SO
AR T. BEESECH: YEEYE R 400~4000 cm,
FHEREL 64 IR, 3B F 4 em™',
1.2.5 Zeta BAIMIE =75 7T W4ESEDS (19 Jr 12
o TESBEER AR [F B S R 405 s H
BER M AALE 0. 1. 10 mmol/L i) KCI1 F1 NaCl
VEWARZ2 Y Zeta BN o
1.2.6 ZEEHRGE S B RSN gy IR E
k. B PR 2 mL AHZTER 25 mLCHZ ek
25 g/L, KCI 10 mmol/L){R%], 25 30 s, #f& 10 min,
Xof R ZH EL R e 22955 . PR ZZ AL FRAH 1] 2244 T im A
2 mL 5 mmol/L JRZFBFWRALFE 5 min, FIIA 25 mL
KCl (10 mmoVl/L) ¥R # 2L 5E /5 I a2 e, h
BiR AL FE 2 1A Z2 4R FH i A 2 mL 0.01 mol/L HC1 i #&
A3 5 min S EEHTEREE,
1.2.7 WX ZREER RN
1.2.7.1 pH X ZE BRI X E pH /KFER 4~10,
BEEERA 1, A 0.1 mol/L HC1 F11 0.1 mol/L NaOH ¥
PH4E pH. W AW 2 mL FH S 0EB UK 25 mL(H 3%
YEKS 25 g/L, KC1 10 mmol/L)IRA, e 254
1.2.7.2 @B FXTRERAIFEM 43 el e 5k
1. 10. 20. 50 mmol/L i KCI il NaCl #E# . 7] 4%
WP ACH ey, WRE SN 25 g/Lo FFBEW 2 mL
FH e 25 mL IR2T, I5E SLEE%.
1.3 R

R SLETE R — IR, LI L5 R A H R e 22
SkFRox . f#iH Graphpad Prism 8 Geit %4 %533
FTEA R ZE 7 2250 (ANOVA) K 2 1 g (a2 Pk
Sk 0.05) IFHERE
2 RS9
2.1 W. confusa SJ-5 FREEMER R
2.1.1 W. confusa SJ-5 FRILA 57X L EHZW T
¥RIT W. confusa SJ-5 FMHAFLH 53 X 2L EEHIE ], K
JFHISEE A . S DA N TR e v e X PR A
ATACER S, S5 AN 1 TR o 2R bR A B A0 B
MR IR, B ZLEER E F R T 14.23%(P<
0.05), X R HIATEIL AN gE vl GEA R T2 EE. 5
SRAR SN IR GE S T, PR AR HRE A LB EEG A Al T,
XS ARSI LS AL . R B T s R
T 2 PO, TR A 2R BE R KR R 2.14%, 5 X IR 2
(71.17%) 22 573 8. 35 (P<0.05) , iX R W B AR L EE TN
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Bl 1 B ERXT W, confusa SI-5 REERFIFM
Fig.1 Effect of enzymatic treatment on flocculation rate
of W. confusa SJ-5
e AR /ING 5 BB 9] A7 78 18 35 M 22 5+ (P<0.05),
P 4~ 5 A

BRI PR e S0 5 S S A TR R 1T 19 2R 1 5T, iX 5 Zhang
SEPU PRI T W FLAF B WD L1 RS R —3. &
N 15 T Ak PR, B AAS X TE R ) SR BE AR L R R T
37.01%(P<0.05), VLI JEIS W AE R IA 1Y LR BRI D
KAR T WEEMPEHERY . S eI AL FS , TR
1A 18T P i A 2 o0E R I A, FCERBEAR ST BT T
6.05%, (HEEIRE A g 25 (P>0.05) , Ui SN M .
confusa SJ-5 [ ZREER B — 2 (¥ BHASVEFH, WA et
PR () P A sl T 3X A RHAS: . PR S N E AT 1
ZE eI, — GO A G BRI R, T LI
AP ALETCHLA BTRY, SEE 2 ]ORN, bk
AABEA PR BEREEE T SOl 1 2L EE, X AT ReS&
TR X R R P B BEAE T S 2R 4 R
FIICIREE G UER, AR ZREER TR, LI gy
Magdalena 579 [UAFFTLE RFEA—2, M TR Lac-
tobacillus rhamnosus PEN FIZERfHE 1 22K T3=
AR AR E N IR, Hub 2 WE A F e s RH AT AR T Y
Fhbto LI EEESRRAH, W, confiusa SIT-5 W) B ZREENG
PR FEFR THTE , AHIRE ISR RS B A R T 28
BE, SN ZZBEAAEAR) T 2B E I A
2.1.2 W. confusa SJ-5 EL.AAZEELIGTER R E A4
#Hr  iEif SDS-PAGE HiJk fil LC-ESI-MS/MS E—
ST W. confusa SI-5 KAFLREEVE PR = E R
A, S5 2 FI5R 1 iR, SDS-PAGE Hi k4l
HRH, A RPRIE LSS TIER . Mt LC-ESI-
MS/MS # — A U 5 13X P Fh A5, A5 45 d i 19 02
Hsp70 F1 GroEL. Hsp70 fE4IE N FEEAE R 5rF1F
5, BEAZ ISR AN ML XT BB TRE ), 4EFE R BTy

*®1 W confusa SJ-5
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&2 W. confusa SI-5 Z5BVEMFR M E 1Y SDS-PAGE Hijk
Fig.2 SDS-PAGE electrophoresis of W. confiusa SJ-5
binding starch-surface protein

TE: M BRifEdh; 43 F i PR A kDa; SI-5: W. confusa SI-5 #ii

RSP, GroEL J&—FMER 3R, 1E s Az f Az A
Py A AER, XTSI SR E AR Y T
AV BOBFSE T & B, GroEL ik REHE B Zh 55 1 35 MY,
PR A F905 AR AR 22 F 7 J|/ P21, Hsp70 F1 GroEL
HLAT I BREEVE B UG PE R RE S E TR B 14 45 4 DA
T e A 1Y BT ol g R A S5 A DG T 8 1A K
2.2 W. confusa SJ-5 BELEMHLHIERT

2.2.1 fHHEWLIAMGESNT S T RS W. confusa
SI-5 (2L EEGERY P, 38 AT 2R EERT S PR A RN
TERT LT AN A AR AT 25 I W T B A S TE s 1] 1
FEAEH T, ar/bBRgs SR anE 3 s, E 3A 1]
LAE S, SEMAH L, 2LEBES 192 A e A I i
A T BB RS, 3230 ecm™! A0S O-H PRSI
IR B2 E % 3234 cm', 1646 cm ' ARTEERE T 42 Uk
B S ZE 1644 cm P, O-H HE 3 W I i 14 457 78 22
7N W. confusa SI-5 FNLE WY [A] °T GETE Al T S &, F
JHOC IS 25 0 RS- 3] T 2LEERT S W. confusa SI-5
LA IS (] 3B) o MR ZREE A 11 2T /MR NE I
W T, PR T R B 1 L JEZE LA RS Ay
AIE W KOG, 2258 5 PR AR A — A W ST 2 2 T i S5 ek
AR: 1651 em™ AREERE 1 WP IKRIEFL B &8 1646 cm™',
1542 cm™" ZbpE Iz T 77 e W e A 1238 em™ A9 Bk Ji%
T W AU TS O o 33k 34 HH 441 B 4 T 1 PR R 854
KA T AR, WA T 7 AR T i A2 Bl H PRA S
TER A A R AR AR AR, 2T GRS BTAE SRR

GERTER RN 2

Table 1 Results of W. confisa SI-5 binding starch surface proteins
F i LIS BRS JiINE UL B 43¥#(kDa)
1 Hsp70 ABC86990.1 335 9098 61
2 chaperonin GroEL ‘WP-004901547.1 384 12489 56
3 chaperonin GroEL WP-004901547.1 63 1802 56
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Fig.3 Fourier-transform infrared spectra of starch and W. con-
fusa SJ-5 before and after flocculation

BH, W. confusa SJ-5 FIHER ] Gl i S AR Ea AH 5
YEMZS Ao

222 SEJEETFXT W. confusa SI-5 FIUENIHY Zeta Eo,
Disem N T 3E—2HRIE W. confusa SJ-5 STENA]
AIERFAET ), S80I e T AR S IERI Y Zeta HLAV,
LERANE 2 s o M T URBENERNT, W confusa
SI-5 FIFERYPURLAY R T HLAZ I —27 mV, BA & 1A
HLPE, BB W confusa SI-5 AN =38 i FL o o RS B
ZRBEN . Zeta HIA OB/, A Z2 A8 MERAIREY
R 25 TR R RSB i T, SE R PR 1Y) Zeta HALASL
HaXPELE WA, RUMA R F e R R, X
St T4 & BH S 7 H RN T HEL AR LA R 44 XL )2
JrmikAE TR . Ha)EE T HWIE Y 10 mmol/L
B, PR FITE R 2R 4 T H,, SXUE] A FIGE R AN
JEEEP A R O E A E ARG G0 . S5 A R
A ZRBEN LI 32 i A U B S 2RV E T LA R 2141516
TR LS SR, AE2REE R P R Bl A A B AN
VER TR B S A e 28 S R P A 2 5 120

22 SRBEFXTEMH W, confusa SI-5 1 Zeta BN
Table 2  Effect of metal ions on starch potential
and W. confusa SJ-5 potential

BT TEH (mV) W. confusa SJ-5 (mV)
(mmol/L) K' Na® K' Na'
0 —27.00+£0.20° —27.00+0.20° —26.57+0.40° —26.57+0.40°
1 —12.7242.65° —11.50+1.25° —19.47+1.03° —19.97+0.42°
10 —3.2940.23*  —4.68+0.41* —16.53+£0.55" —14.6+1.49*

TE: A3 A NG TR RER A7 7 B3 22 5% (P<0.05)

2.2.3 W. confusa SI-5 S5 al4E G 8RR NT
BE PR AR FIVE B R IR AL T S & s 7+
B, SRR ZEFELIR XS W. confisa SI-5 ZREETENT G
TERM AT T A, FTEHINE T 22565, 1Kl 4
P, PREACFRL FIXT FRLH (I LR BRI A 25 5
JREE V] LR E G 2 Al & 587, ISR Ui w.
confusa SJ-5 SUEM B EBAEAIT AR ENS S
MEZRE, rMGET R O-H A8 b r
SRS TEA MUK Z RIMYER . 55 —J7 i, & 4
HRER IR AN HELH I ELEE RIS R LT R E . EhiR s —Fh
BTN, XS5 R U R S e A & 2

A )2 B T REIAE I o X SVFHRLERT X Strepto-
myces sp. hSNO6 PR EEHR—F . 456 iR ss
S, aT AHEWT Y W, confusa SJ-5 5 My A] B 58 FEAH
HAEMH I M4 I8 B . W. confusa SJ-5 2R¥E
TERABLTIAT G U B HLIEE, R PRAAA T DAy 2215857
W B TEJE Ry DR R T, 38 4 48 JR B8 7 RO AR AR,
P Z A TR ORI SRR, T s ORI TR AR - TE by 22
A%, 3T ik EE VR RO A 22 AR TR e ok

80

b
XPHRZE  RERACERZ ERR AL IR
S5 HEPHLBTR) b TS Y
El 4 RIEZEEREREWIFIXT W, confusa SI-5 LREER A2
Fig.4 Effect of different bonding blockers on flocculation rate
of W. confusa SJ-5

2.3 RIBRMBRR W, confusa SI-5 BESEMERIEN

2.3.1 pH Xt W. confusa SJ-5 ZBEEIG MR W.
confusa SJ-5 M ZEEEEHEXT IR BE pH B 1R AR M
BRI L EER B pH AT 2 B S T s B Y
#I(E 5) ., pHTE 4.0~8.0 PN, FHAA 14 22 BE K E
pH By 38 K AW b T 3 B K {H (65.08%) o pH M
8.0~10.0 H}, PRI BERIE pH A I H B/ N IR RS )
NFE. pH Al REJRIE LI S W. confusa SI-5 R IH]
FHL e P T AR A AP S L R B R 5 T T ) 5
KSR BRI . RVEM SR N, H S T i e
B T] i & JE A 1 B TR TR I, Rl L 2R B R b E
pH WA N FE . FEDRITESSAL, W. confusa SI-5 23
KBTI, K, 2 pH>8 B, PRI
Blalp i R S BERE pH AR AN R, SRR AR
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