BN O EWER
WAEY DORAKNOFIMIBEE Table.1 1ZR L. Figured ISR RIMME 2R3, SRR

ZHEDBEWIEIZ, B,substilis MS-2 KIBE 7 77—, C.perfringens. ERHEHD SSRC &7z
6 o

Table 1 The influent concentrations of the micro-organisms during the challenge test

B. subtilis C. perfringens MS2 phages
Samples (n) 24 24 9
Average conc. (n/l) 1.6 x 10% 2.2% 104 " 1.9x 108
sDa 2.4x10% 6.5%x 108 1.7x 108
VC2 (%) 15 29 9

a 8D = standard deviation; VC = variation coefficient

00 7 @ B, subtilus

<0.5 O MS2 phage
o B C.periringens
& 1.0 0 sskc
= -1.5 * = * 95% intervat SSRC
6
w= 2.0 7
S
g 257
D
0 -3.0

-3.5 7

«4.0 T T )

\/ 80 100 120

Caleulated UV fluence (md/cm?)

Figure 3 The dose/effect relation between the inactivation of the micro-organisms and the calculated
fluence of the challenge test (range of values presented by the error bars, environmental SSRC data
calculated with parameters from the equation presented in Figure 2)

SROREER O RET
B,substilis 2 4R ESF & U THWE REF % Table2 12”9, ©FIVRKIC K D EHRIL /=18

D BE~GUNIREDMIC/Z > TWDH I ENRDMN5, £k, Figured KREHT O
SSRC,C.perfringens. MS-2 7 7 — 2 O ¥R M 2R T,

Table 2 The calculated fluence and the germicidal fluence (REF) assessed from the B, subtilis data of the
challenge test

Calc. fluence (m/cm2) BUV-3D REF (mJ/cm?) % of the calc. fluence
77 48 62
96 58 60
116 64 55
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SSFICk I EE————— B This stady
Adenovirus 40 . T = - H Bukhari et al., (1999)
Adenovirus 41 PR O N R A P R ORAA S Roessler et al., (1992)
C.perfringens OMeng and Gerba (1996)
MS2 phages Ogommer et al., (1989)

Bacillus subtilis sporen
Rotavirus SA11
Hepatitis A virus
Cryptosporidium
Poliovirus 1

E.coll

Campylobacter jefuni
Yersinia entericolitica

Vibrio cholerae
v T H T T T 1

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Germicidal fluence (mJ/cm?)

Figure 4 The required fluence for 3 log inactivation of viruses, Cryptosporidium, bacteria and bacterial
spores (aerobic and anaerobic)

SSRC &l o SRV k2%

Figure.4 &0 SSRC IdEDENBRMEN RN ENa0E, TOHEMBELT, MO
Clostridia ffi{d. C.perfringens & U SRARBSZ IRV ATREME R, REEHP @D SSRC 13, K
EAEDBRBEAMZEZITS LIk, AR Z 8D - T aE i, BP0 SSRC 13
a0 RIROKFIZ L DS N, IR0 2RO R ENRH T 5N 508, 5% O
FIZLD, FOHBIIKESINETHA,

TIWAY =) CORERICBT H5FELIEERE L TO SSRC

BIE, REBIZBWT, BARROHEIHEZ Y —IZX0HL TS, LiL,

Table3 IZ5R 9 & 512, BUV-3D 7))L Tid. REF 2B KGN TWS, MEWFHID T
. 251 TOENMREORIFEIZIEHEL TH2 WA, A5 TIEEEKkF O SSRC T
0. A2V NTOENMIRNEZITASD ZEEZRL TN, Bsubtilis 2R3 E L
THRIMRR & SSRC ORNEIL DB % Figure.b 1287,
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Figure § The relation between the inactivation of environmental SSRG in the WBE water and the germicidal
UV fluence assessed with B. subtilis with a calibrated UV g4 ., sensitivity

JFKHIT 5 /L @ SSRC V. SBFKELHE 2 372 S LEEK & U T 0.085/L £ TAIEILT 2
DENH D, 2.2log DANEMNBELRS, TD/=DIZIE, REFI8m/cm2 BHE L7825,
D FAKITH U THEBRICIRIRE &2 20 ORI, SBOMER TITILEND 5,

h |

B O SSRC 1. B = %D C.perfringens ®. MEZIN TS Adenovirus £ D b
MW R AT 5, MOFKERLIREE, BEDIILDEREZTV, ZOHKD
UM ETERTDBEND S,

EYFRBENT KB EIL. RO 60%RBEDME/L>TH, MEMHEEANS
DIINR S AT L DFHMNL T /25 b s, BiEdo SSRC 2Hns 2 ok,
F 204 RTO, NN BZNETE S8R H 5, BEDNO SSRC E4EWiRRG &
OMBNZEL T, KDL N HIETH 5,
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BIUK AT BV 2B E O KIGE ORNREFIC G X 528
Particle effects on ultraviolet disinfection of Coliform bacteria in recycled water

Domenec Jolis

BE

3 KAEKH D 7 m PLEOREREYE N HIINT S ITHE, AECEE AT 2 HFICH
5, mAKIRK 800J/m2 DISEE, U T IV T ITBT DHKDKRIEHITET 5 HH
HEEZW 2T 7203, BETHD LD TVD,

IRIT

1995 45, AU 74 )= 7MY 75 2 A TIEEZE DR, 610L/s O 2 KA HEK % (8]
U Ty 3RNEAKICEHAT BHHROBKE 2707z, WHEAEE LT, BEREDOT S
A2\ EHBEROENMEEFEZTRM L. ZOKE. 1000J/m2 OEHEIZT, KIFEO
RELRITBESEOFEL D, BE D 4.15log £V 3.09log F TR T 2HENRH -7z, (4
BRE=0.02), £/, 8~10um B EORFIZ., TNELFORT LD bEESROHERR
BRENWEORESH S,

RARICE D RIBE ORERIT TR TERIN S,

CFUet/CFUing=e kD (D

CFUesn : MHIKTOKRGEEE (CFU/mD. CFUi: WMAKFDOKIGEREE (CFU/MmID
D: ¥R (J/m2). k: RiEfbd B E Hm2/d)

AWFZETIE. 1995 D TA~9 AET, N0y hAT— IV RUORF AT — ) O
BTV, 2 KAEAKT O 7um BLEOR FEIVRE BRI RIT T B DOWTREA Lz, &
70X HIE a)2 KABKP O 7um ML EORFOSENREFE IR EZTEE DI IS
— DN R FRB LRI TI2OIME LT — Y 2 INET DD, FIMRITEERE
LB DA MVEORE. o) KI5 E O HIE Title 22(DHS, 1995) % i /= T B/NEIMR B O E T
H5,

KRB

XA 1Ty hABhEaRE, EIHEA# (General Filter Company, Ames,Jowa) T D,
AR 1.22m T, AHMOAEEE Lomm, BEREL 1.7 TH S, ZO5BMEITRER
SRR EFH L Tna,

2 DO WEEHMHACH. Loveland,Colorado)iZ THAK., WMHIADEEZGR Lz, WA
R OB K O BEIT BT 25 (Model SC80AS(Altometer) 2 T HIE R NI 217 - /=, (K
£ 7 > 7 (Ideal Horizons Poultney) D& & 13 0.92m TH %,

B8R T & (Met One, Grand Pass, Oregon)id 6 O L > 2 (2~5um. 5~7Tum. 7~
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104m, 10~151m. 15~20um. 20um LA L) DOFHHNEETH 5.

NF AT — )V OEIRRNEEIL. Qualls and Johnson D HEIZFEDNWT, EHL.
{KIE T > 7 (&7 )V Pen-Ray (UVP, Upland. Calofornia)) % BO &g — AWNITREL /2.
T 7 ERBOKOMIC, ERFOMFEZRE L. SRARORELE H/NBIZ L 7z,

2 DORBELT > Teo IR Table 1—Experimental conditions.

WEEONX1 Oy FAT—IVDOH
2B B PSDR) & EH/2 U

Parameters PSDR CMDR

Filter parameters

RN RS Lo HE- IR Hydraulic loading rate, L/s 10 -
. Effluent turbidity,
ZBR(CMDR)TH % . B &M nephelometric turbidity
- _ units 0.5-1.8 0.2 and 4.8
DFMIL Tablel I2RT, Chemical doses
Alum, mg/L 0,35 —
Polymer, mg/L. 0,05 -
UV parameters
Transmittance, % 68 68
Dose, J/m? 400-1150 70-820

PSDR itBid. I 1 oREICEHTE, KEDE(IZEDE, RIFHEEHE kBT
LIMTDONT, Wil 3 Mo A@EREITTV, ZTNEI. 60 shEiR. HL <. A
HIKA 2NTU % TR 2R T, 32 TNV ERIL 72, SRIVROEBREREL 0.611L/s DK
IZ 300J/m?2 DEENFRE & T2 5 K D BREF T, WINEREKIL 0.06 TH 5.

EBRORMBRET, MBENEXHICIPMERIDERLE, £TONHEBER
Standard Method Z#Ef L 7=,

CMDR il BRid, KBRS Z B U7z, SBBREICTHEME L7z, 20mL OFRBR/K%E 60X 15mm
DFA—=rT L —THOXRBMJIMANAN, EH Lz, OB, 2 KUHEKIZSum DAL T L
T ANE—IZT, Tum BLEDRIT% 99% LA ERRE U=, B2 FIVTHERR L. %5
E 6~70 HREIMN LUz, BHS > 70OMmER, AEET11.77Wm2 TH - 7=,

KB

Figurel 1T 3 KB CKIBEIRE  5X104~7X105 CFU/100mL) DEBFE R 27RT, H
BEfRERIS 0.72~0.82 & &<, K 1 OZYENHER I NIz, Table2 1. #lBK DMK T D5
MROBRERZRLTBO., Tum LFORFRRBEOANELICHREREL2 5 X /W &
INGTIND,

BEAZLEALBRWES. KEWY A XOMKTIE, KIBEZ RIS 2%
WD, AEBIZBWTIE, PO TIRENTONZEGE. KIBEE 4log A1ELT 5
DITHBEIRSENR R, 940 DM 5 820d/m2 iZd L7z,

Fig 1 IZRT DI, Y22 smg/LIEALEEE S, YIVE 3me/ KON FF 2R
X —% 0.5mg/L B UHA T, REEEEERITZERC THo2. Larl, WK
ROMR T OIS, ZOZEED, BEKIZ Tum L EORFRRETES LI
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BEX LA TREAZHA2EOENIE, RBEOANELOHE O X 2 EELT 5
Ltk s L Bbn s,

CMDR DO#EHR % Figure.2 IZ/RT . 130J/m2 Tld, 8um AMIT LB 5K E, RIOEK
DARTFEALRIZKAEITT A, 130J/m2 LA ETid, BHEMIZ, 8um AMITL DA BEBKD
HoTzbDDFN, NELENE N, 130J/m2 DRRIZIE, TFEMED KRG O B NATEL L.
WhirDRENDIsholz L Bbh s,

Figure.2 KVEHREINDT-ARNEEECE T, EHERBEEHREOHETRE AR
b, £DI=®. Figure.l IZTURSNENEFLHEERZHEODDELTIODHED T &iT
k7,

TR =)V DEWEZRETT DRI, ZOBRRTHEZTREKEREE, BBHEBEWVWE
KKBEEGEEBRTHDLEND D, Elo, NHLOBBEZESTS 20 OGBS T %)L F—
Z it DRI, BRLT LA CEEEE, B O A B OEIRGHENREE /5,

0.00001
] LY
0.0001 4
" o
B
o
’} 0.001 1
§ .01 7
<3 1200102 m2/J; No Chemicals
4 = == ks0.0421 wH; Alum Only
04 E s k0,01 19 enS; Alum & Polyener
8 NoChunicals
] & Alum @ 3 mg/L; Polymer @ 0.3 ang/
@ Alum ®3 mg/l; No Polymar
14 ¢ v v ? T
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

UV Dose (Jin')

Figure 1—UV dose-~response curves, pilot-scale results.

Table 2—~Typical particle size distribution and removals.

Chemical doses

Particle size
. Alum, Polyimer,
Paramater Sample mg/l. mgfl 2 pm 5 pm 7 nm 10 pm 15 pm 20 pm
Number of particles Filter influent — — 407 000 420 000 122 000 79000 31000 22 000
per 100 mL + 9500 + 15 800 + 3700 * 5000 + 3100 + 1400
Percent removal Filter effluent 0 0 6.8 % 4.5 327 £55 474 £ 4.9 50.2 + 6.0 39,0249 447 £ 8.9
Filter effluent 5 0 66.0+75 858 + 3.2 953+ 25 95718 94,7 £27 046 = 35
Filter effluent 3 05 66.3 £ 6.2 894 %33 955 £ 22 981+ 12 989+ 07 99204
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Figure 2—UV dose-response curves, collimated beam

results.
R
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%é t/‘f\bﬂéo

800J/m2 78 Title 22 DHHMEE /= T HR/NENRE T

316



No.58 Disinfection (2000)

IR M ORI D  SEAMRIHE IS LT TR ORI ONT

Theoretical and experimental investigation of wavelength dependence UV disinfection

B

KBBROMFRICHBNWTIE, BRIERXHERENEIRID SEEHIND 2D, Gl
DHET > T OERNRWF > AT L0, WEROEERNME T > TITHNIELS ZITANS
NBEEICHo>TETWVDS, LML, BEICEDIBREDRICOWTIL. EERNALREAND
%,

RFETIE, MOWREEZERT S EIED, BROZFEEBICBIT 2B ROBRER R
T2 2TO,. e ferrioxalate (LFHBMUEIC LD, FRIRBOHE Z1T
of, Fle, MRELUTIE, E.Coli Z2H U,

E.Coli D EW UG PEIZ E D < T K TX 250,254,280nm DFEEICBIT SR TOKLD
BHT 3 &, HEEOIE. 0.53:1.0:0.741273%, AR T, ZOHOBKGEEIT> 72,

BATLXNF—2 Ty MIHELZSES, 2 XKLEKIZBWTIE., KET 27D 254nm
DENBRITFINE—L0DD, FES > TZ2ANEHN, BREDHENE N E NI FHEE RN
‘/mHNE,

ES s
e £
EN

(Figure. D, 1kW Figure 1. Medium-pressure UV collimated beam apparatus

DODHET > T &
EHLTWS, %4
w7 a g
iz % L TWB R,
JYA—F—IT X
D AR KT AP ENGLOSURES
M INsnkd
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150mL O >
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T HRBEITWAR
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79, FBKIZEREKIZ, FTARPNSHEEL /- E.Coli # 2.8~4.3X 106 f/100mL A L
77

SROVR B B
BN O B HEIL. International Light IL 1400A radiometer % Fi W THIE L 7z,

(=5 n ¢ )i
ferrioxalate {0 EBAIEIL. TR0V RIS 2B WEEHAIFLETH 5.,
Fe(C204)33 + h v = Fe2* +2.5C2042 +CO2

INDFUT o

2 TOY > 7 )ViE. Durham Regional Laboratories IZ#2H L, APHA/AWWA D=1
ZRAWT, ol
e Bl h

REDOHEZEIRT 2201, FHI4 Ny —%2TF > THOICEREL,

R
Figure.2 ICHES > 7 OB EICBT 2 UEMEREERT, 771, 3 BIOERMEOFH
AL TWa,

=$==230 nm
== 256 nm.
wadena 280 NIM
=&=-=Broadband

log Survival Ratio of E. Coli
&

0 5 10 15 20 25
UV Dose (mdJ/cm?)

Figure 2. UV Dose-response curves for E. Coli at various wavelengths.

SOV BIE B X OB RREITH T S 8RR, 230nm ZFRWT, 1ZE—%
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LTWa, S/ BIE B LM ENE DI, 230nm. 256nm. 280nm. JA¥
EH(200~300nm)iIc BN T, £HFN, 0.78,1/05,0.98,0,96 TH 3. AW TIL. %4
BB RENEZEH L TS, 230nm BT 2 HEMOEK L, LN BNEHONE I
AEBbONS,

MOBEMNS RS &, BAREI. DNA OFRINE(0.41(230nm). 1.04(256nm) .
0.65(280nm). 0.76(200~300nm)ICH D KB R EZH T H2MLENHD, TOT—F %
Figure.3 IZ;R 9. 230nm. 256nm. JA¥HEHIE(200~300nm)id. ZIEFEUEBZRL,
280nm MO EXL D BRIERNENWL D AT o N5,

03
=== 230 nm

=& 256 nm
e 280 M
=& Broadband

log Survival Ratio of E. Coli
&

0 5 10 18 20 25
Germicidal UV Dose (mJ/cm?)

Figure 3. Log Survival Ratio vs. Germicidal UV dose curves for E. Coli at various wavelengths.

i

256nm & 280nm DFFEHICH T D ENABRITZIEFR U TH D, 230nm &AWL
(200~300nm)id. FHEMENZ EMH SN 572, Gate 5193012k B &, HREICk?
SRAVRIE DRI, 230nm. 256nm. 280nm IZBWNW T, TNEHL, 0.53. 1, 0.74 TH D,
Sl OFEBAER T, 0.38. 1. 0.88 LIEWICR BN ES N,

E,Coli DI R K ZICB T 2 AR T 2EBICANLE S, Table2 IWRT L SIZ
EBRAEIZ D72 0 W ENE 5Nz,

KEDORE
Figure.4 [ZKE DRI DO BB N RICKINT T B Z2RT,
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SROMVBRIT L B RRBIRN RIS, IRIURER SOE BT O & OB IR 1T/,

e, 254nm MHBICRELZ EZEZ 5N TWE, UL, BRSSO 1Ty 4k
DONETENEML ., @EEICST28MMOBERBRICED, PIET > TIZBWTIE,
RSN R, MBEEAT T FL TS,
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FTMAEFAE U i iz B2 5800 0 e i 13
Optimum location of an ultraviolet step in a surface water treatment plant
C.Lemontne

B

LW DBP OHAMERFZR T A 10pug/l)EHE I TSI, TV R ARE RN
BRICL., RERBERZNAD2LENH D, RFKETKL TWBHKE TR, MHLA
WEBROEEMRTOBHEND D720, FITEHL T, BALEBANTNS T —ANE N,
Z0l. KEHEMNE U TRIVEEHEZTMT2L0ERH D, RFETIE, KRBT hD
T2, BOOC., HilHEE. S)DOBANSATHRET > TOREEFML . R HETRH
Z GAC OB, LI, BEBOELELHITHREBEITRENEAL T, REZ2{TR>TWVS,
AR TRLTWBHERICED E, 71U T MORENBEE IND 4TI, BEIC
IEBIRNETH S,

mic

Neuilly DK Z KL TWHHEKER TE, /XY RSO 1,260,000 DT RICKZ ELK
LTWwasokZn, HRROFIETIE., L DBP OREZBRBT LI ENH D,
Neuilly-sur-Marne #/KB Tid, B¥. T, EEHKOZEBEZIT(ETAIH D, WK
REE LTI, BHR, 7Oy 7R, k. S350, 7V 0, GACIRE54EMA
w, HRULEZHRAL TS, YV AUEIE. 72U T MOREIZEIRN B 2 U LT
HBEMN, FFFICREBEREERT D, TOD. TV HAREEIRT H2D0H L WiHE
HEPBEEINT NS,

AR AE I, BRERS THM OFRENTENSAFIRE L THETENS, UL, 3—
Ow/XNET T ATBNTIE, B3 E LT MCLO.1mg/L BLF 28577 572012, 587 RH
FIZED, UKD OBIEOBALDBEN LR LI WELEITTH2HENH D, FEEIZ,
WARRIC KD, VAN ERLIEN S L 2R T O2HENH S,

AARDOT—RIETHOEBD ThH S,

Cryptosporidium > MS-2 7 7 — P& QAW O W EIRIMRIT K 5 ANELDOHERE.,
ThIDETFAIFIN-T 8TV (DEA) OHFEENRT > TSI L 288
TN O P EENR T > T Ik 8%

AW oA R FBDOC)DHFESENR S > Ik 228

INSORBERICED., HIESNREEE EO0 T 0t R AN D OO EREL O Ei
T2 A%,

WA ENIDHEE T, GAC U OFT. (BDOC DIRES L <id. BIOIMRAERYI DK
# nJhe)
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B L <, GAC UHEOEBULE/KNEHAHEITET 5 D THNID)

SEBH
AR

REBRICTHEA L72ERKE L T WA ENEKE AW, RIVREBRRIT 96%/m TH 5,
HWEISHE R, 0.06NTU ELFTH D . TOC & 2.0mgC/L LA R TH 5., HAHHESMEIL, 156~
30mg/L THO, T F I EDREGRIL 1ug/L THS,

e E

LEBIRTFFEIRT, T > TR EATICRE U7z, FIESENR T > 7 1d 2 B 0 20em
EBOS O TWEHES T EA T —DF o NEER L, M5 TOEEEL LT, 4
WHRAIAZMERL, KA, AV 70-0a%E2)—=T2RnTnw5, 527 EF
FIZULIT, BET S I EITKD. BIAERY &£ LTV 220nm BUF O 5K R %
T5, DT > TE. 220~280nm HOBHEET, 120D TRIIVF—2HNT BN, FV
PIUV—DITEE, AXBETHD, INET > TOWERIL. £68%TH0. 254nm
ERAEEEBHL TN S,

BIEF A D SWLX >3 —I2 T, 264nm DT > THAZEHIHL TNH 5,

W E
HIED S ORNEEIL, TiRokdickahs,

Fi= gcxp(—kl) (1)

Fii M T OMRNRE(W/m2), PRI (W), S: 3 (m2). k : BIERE
12 WD 5 O (m)

MfEIRDEEDHE, RO L5125,
E'(r,z) =%—ﬁ;?%exp(—ﬁt;i)R)dz' (2)
Pi: Z7ORMESHZDOREMA, L 7> 7EE (Wm). R: AFOMH
At (m), e: ARAY =T OEFE(), r: T > THIOF/NEHE. zmin : 55 1 SE,
Zmax : & SR

KEOZBZELTH, Ao zHn, TiRRokd kb ens,

Er'(R,Z)=Cr E(D-r,z) (3)
Cr : RIHRE

BT IR TR 1
Et(,2)=E"(,2)+E1r’(r,2) (4)

322



vig i

Cryptosporidium parvum 4 —3 A MMd 75 A2 TOURS @ INRA HIFEEDH D = H
W/, Chemscan @2 HWTEHEL ., IEMHIZBHE HCTS8 %AWz Slifko(1997) D 75
ZHRWT, HL 7z,

L% H1i2id, NF EN ISO11369 Fik#k, 7 < b7 572 L, TOCE NF EN
1484(T90-102) & W T, JE L7z, LMt A &WIREL. XPT90-319 L% W
THEL 7z,

P
Cryptosporidum DATE{L

Cryptosporidum 13 5X 108 A —3 A ML ZFKIZMAZE A, 100~1000J/m2 DI
FHREICBNWT, TOAERERDL, FHIRMEGIS, 3 ~35logZfER, A TWz, &
DEBET(S > TR, KEDICBNWTH, 2.7log U EDORIFLRNESNZ,

MS-2 phage DATEL
MS2 N7 T V7 77— % 106~1010 7 7 — /L & FKITMA 72 EBRERE Fig.l IR
T, Fe, KEFEICLsEBIRZT Lo,

5

4
&3
£ A
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S
2 m Standard Lamp |
(T2=5°C)
a FreeO3 Lamp
e ]
=== Ragression
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Figure 1 MS2-phages inactivation

7 F 5P DM E DEA &%
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TRRHER D 4 B

JREIRENC L0, W A 2 IFUKPISER 20~40mg/L BEFET S, hET > T
VIR & R IE LT 5 2 &M 5N T WS, 400d/m2 L E DA KRBT B 5 EER
R % Fig4 ITRT,
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Figure 4 Impact of MP-UV on nitrite formation
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3. 2 IAEVTERHIE OREE DA B U CMD DR

ZKHK, PBS (U VAR A B A K) BHRONTHERSEHE 6 Br X Ay — KA N5 —0D 4,
S KNG MBS 90% LA EORIEMNEEIETH > /27/=0, PB (VU VEEEEK) MO FCS (T Uk
i) Tid 4, s RO 6BEERW:, X177y —) kL mEtto R ESfi%ERT.

1. WER EHWER SRS marcescen AEHZE T 7 10— )AL U 7= BR ORI E 73 7
R PRA R B
B (um)” K PBS N TR PB | oy
1 i>7 03370.647 :0.3670.71 {0.3270.10 ND * ND
2 147~7 0.257 0.29 0.26 7 0.04 {0.187 0.09 ND ND
3 i33~47 0.2570.29 2,107 1.24 {1207 0.11 ND ND
4 121~33 0.28 7 0.54 16.073.00 {13.070.28 ;2.0070.21 0.9170.19
5 i1.1~21 3107 2.30 61.073.40 6007270 {37.074.10 29.07 2.30
6 10.65~11 (9607270% (2107280 ;26072.60 :61.074.10 70.0 7 2.30
iR REME (B 4,541 4,591 8,495 13,238 27,227
m>)
CMD (um) 0.88 1.50 1.40 1.00 0.95
GSD 1.12 1.67 1.50 1.50 1.58

T6-Vxy FAUY IEFER (CN—38ETIV; BG 1) 20Ib/in® TiElE
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TRETRT TR UVA Y « A T7HORBREORUVG | B2 R (EREMT30CFUBLE) KAWL,

IS E V. 4,541~27,227CFUM> &732 0, ZOF—F 2HWT CMD MO GSD 2EH L /-,
CMD {HIIfEB AR P OBEBERBENE WFEREWEIZ/2 > (PBS> ALER>P B > VAT
MG DHS>EEKDAH) . LT 11— )AL U T2 28K (GSD=1.12) A4} T D 1% i 1A 1K H 1% 2 P AR
D GSD id 1.56 Tholz. TNEORERIT, M2 OO & ik U 2= 5 D& Kz
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PBS NMONATHEWR DOEE, B4y (080%NaCl) Wik 91 X2 PBOBEEHIEKETS
EFLLMMU (PBS BRI D /T IBE 0.96% % P BB 0.16%) .

MBENEE T 5D D RFIMIE D CMD 3 PB IR S HBIL 7o, —07, MG S LB OZIT I D%
BiREIz -7, BIZE, T BFimiE 3RO B 07 0 )V LB BR U LLE 1 DR T &%
D7, WWEHITIE 2 DKBEEKR TS EEZO5ND. BIaAIZ, KHPO, L 2.3, Na,HPO,
13 2.1, KCl1id 2.0 Tdh 5,

F 2 ICEBEMMEEEROL7 OV =)L U =853 ] GEEE R DL 7Y 17 X D Lhis i is R
RT, SEAREBE KRR TFY 1 XILEBE 36%~68%) IHEWERL, MEOBEIZE > T
FHRHENE S, KRB TIXEEER, REnREEEIT 26% N LK F O XL 1.1~2.1um
ThHo,

PBS B DY E, mIRER OB TAEREIIEEELD 3 FUEE<S, KTOY1XBREN
FEELMNPEETH D, ZORRID, SRERIREENEMT 20 TORE S ORMIC
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Fo2 BE (RH”) ks 70) —)ULURBHRIBEKRD S marcescens P11 XDE
1t

HEETO SR T
By | pRmE K PBS L AT I
(um) i T R ST i
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5 1.1~2.1 267 17 v 367 4.1 65749 56763 41751

6 0.65~1.1 977 1.7 67714 157 1.0 137 2.1 51741
ﬁ%%%fﬂﬁaﬁmﬁé (B m?) | 683 859 5,385 19,498 13378 .....
e - - - - e
iGSD 1.12 1.50 E 1.56 1.56 | 1.56
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