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Cosmetic efficacy evaluation of Hemerocallis citrina Baroni fermentation broth
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Abstract: Two kinds of daylily broth fermented by Lactobacillus plantarum and Saccharomyces cerevisiae,
respectively, were synthesized, and their influence on the survival rate of HaCaT cells as well as their
anti-inflammatory, antioxidant, whitening and safety effects were investigated and analyzed. The results
showed that compared with the water extract (blank control), the two kinds of daylily fermentation broth
exhibited stronger antioxidant capacity. Both broth samples displayed repair effect on UVB-induced
damage at cellular level, and the activities of collagen- I (COL- 1) and catalase (CAT) were elevated in
comparison to those of the cell model group after UVB irradiation. Moreover, both broth samples showed
much higher tyrosinase activity inhibition rate than the control water extract, showing good whitening effect.
Meanwhile, HaCaT cells treated with both broth samples displayed much lower expression of inflammatory
factors IL-6, TNF-a and COX-2 compared with those treated with water extract, indicating higher
anti-inflammatory capacity of daylily fermentation broth. Results from chick chorioallantoic membrane test
demonstrated that there was no bleeding occurred before and after treatment with the samples, suggesting
no irritation from the fermented broth.
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WiAE3Z ( Hemerocallis citrina Baroni ) J&—F &L
AP, EEETHAEENEAR. B, WY
MR R EEENMETE ., BHEERAL
RETE o B2 K A s AV B0, Bk Ak, i HoA B
FRFFRZRAY ., SRR ELET . HIEH R
SEERAL A R AE TSRSy, . SR
AV RS, BT RIS Y S E
BAB 2 — HAEERE . brEf. R AW
FEAEThAER, EAERE T IR YR iR A
SR A B R 45 22 Ty 1 A AR s v T R DY, i HL AR
Hi R, JRERAY, B T T

H T 1737 b i At i A A A B A5 AR S Ly
It H AR A $2 BSOS B 78 50 R A B AL 1)
B, PR, B AR ) R T ) O T A AR SR R
W o TN R T S L RS 3 Y T A
P T 20T DAR RS A: 77 Bl it 77 i o R BB AR 2
HETIERE, SREEY. RESCRIEN, 252
R RRHE Y & i 2, P tEResg g,
PrasR Bt Bl 2Pl ik g s S s Ty
BRI T SEIRIESE, BERE K BT T 0y DI RE IS A 52
Wi, LSOV B, 20 R A AR 2 0 A ARy
B 1% # A L R IAE Ble diffl)s, Mi &
O E AT R E] 55.62%, Ui & BETR G 6410 il 22
RNAER, BAFEARL. RSB, MK
TR, AR KRB RAFHTEBOR DL T
LML . X FEREB, KBS RAL ]
BRAME RN T IL-8 Bk, A R,
AN TR A I B BRI LU R [R] X6 38 A6 35 A B340 S il
SR T AL AR R B B . R . B
RVEMN TR, Gk B R SR EE 3 AR E R
i AR, FERNR L (g @ mL )1 : 16, R 37.5
°C. BFEIH 6.2 d BT, BEAESEFLRR A AR 5
FRSCIME R 18.7 g/kg, MZEYSZME 83.4 mg/100
mL, 50 R i BE YA .

FELL B SCI AL b, A SOl AR Y LA B AR
TP 1 DA P ) 545 B R RR B AR R R, X
PUEARYE . BURME . EAMEML ST, D
9y R > I B AR SR A T VR At o ST 5 BN
A RTT RS A8 R A ) e T RS A DG B A f it 1Y
JOBHR RIS S

1 LIS

11 K FI S5

AR, dbat R A BRA ] 1,1- 0K
HrE2EF ( DPPH ), 3% Sigma-Aldrich 23 5] 5 FRiF
Btk , R AR T 2R A RAE YT

FRA, dbat i SRR o T R R SE g = Bt
AALRE RN F & (ABTS 15 ). WP A &
(ROS) Kl & . MLyt S AR (CAT) K
M5 & . TNF-a, IL-6 fil COX-2 ELISA X & .
i EAC R RS S T BRI EE (COL-1)
M I S B A A & . CCK-8 ik &, HiFHM AR
YRR ABR/ ] ; HaCaT 4Hf0. B16 ZHj, HE
P 24 B2 g S At B2 2= A 52 BT 40 B %2 U5 bty ;. DMEM
REFER . MRA G . AR A KA . HE
KT E R 0.05%0 B H /i , 25 F Gibeo
At BT FETOK, I N RARH AT
FRA T s BEfRELZE vhi (PBS) , FEER KIH/RBHE (h
[ ) APFR/AF]; EasyScript” One Step gDNA Removal
and ¢cDNA Synthesis SuperMix % ¥ F i 7| & .
TransStart® Top Green qPCR SuperMix, dtmi4= 4
Y ARABRA s MRS Biig 53t | BeREE b
PR AR SRS (YPD $53R3E ) |, M ALY
BHEABRAH]

Sigma 1-14 fAVELLAL, 8 E PAS I S.O0LA
FRZSF]; DIW-SKVA R BERIAC b fe R s, db
S RETE R A BR A R s 96 FLANMIES IR,
FER R RBHE (P ARAT; ABI7300 758
e B R A = A, & E RN FHAEY RGN .
12 Ak
1.2.1 #FiEARRR (S1) 8% %

T SORE A A S HL S OB AR, AR
BRSNS 3 ¢ 5B FIK 297 g AR T,
121 °CKE, 4800 r/min &.0>5E 30 min Ji7, H—
WAE 121 °CREHIEATKE 30 min, 1538 LK
PR 240 g, 1HHRN 80%.

122 HMYILHEREER & F R EL S (S2)

(1) PRI LT IR SRR H2 A MRS Bitfig K
FH, T 28 °C. 180 r/min 548 F155% 48 h, 153
HEY) LA B

(2) H 2 g MW FLFF I o R A B R B b
(REEEYEH 3 g EAEFM S 295 g LB Tk
#), 7£37 °C, 180 r/min WHERTHEFE 16 h )5,
Ui, 7 4800 r/min #0043 % 30 min, B L35 ED
SR FURT B e T T 4% i AR SR R e (1S2)250 g,
5N 83%.

1.2.3  BRIE B R BEH &AL E X W (S3)

(1) IR 7Y P B PR 75 12 AL T 1) 52 1 1Y)
YPD 553:5E, T 28 °C. 180 r/min 558 F 453+ 48 h,
Ao 381 PR T TR AR

(2) % 10 g BRI RE R 5 K BRI (R IEIR
VIl 3 g BN 5 287 g B FOK LR R G
7£ 28 °C, 180 r/min FUFEIREEFE 48 h Je, HUH,
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7E 4800 r/min 5.0 0B 30 min, B E TR B A 195G
B 2 Tl 25 1) B AR S A EI( S3 250 g, 15355 83%.
1.2.4 HaCaT #= B16 28 e84 35 7~

YN FR M T, ¥ HaCaT 1l B16 4 & T5¢
ARSI B R E 10% 86 4 M7 AR TR0 50 1%
H AT R DMEM 55350, B mE
T 37 °C, B4 5% CO, IR B 55 3546 gk A7 8%
F&. B 2d FR 1 K DMEM B3R 3E, Y4005 A
2| 80%~90%HEA 1L,

YA AL 48 (£ HaCaT #1 B16 Z0f ). B4 48
JOBE IR, ORI IR, [ PBS VR4 2
i s BRI 2 mL JBEER I A0 o8 2 TH AL BT
J&, MA 4 mL B8R0 (SR 10%06 4
ML AT 1% H B R-4EH KN DMEM K7
W) LAkl K BT R EE 1S mL B0
i1, F 1000 r/min B0 5 min, 725 IS INA 4 mL
DMEM ¥ 773, # A Piie 555 3R mAT 5], &
JE AR ERL T 3 A T75 JEFeiirh, 7ERFR 4L
5% CO,, 37 °CIUEFRA P AT B0 7 o
1.2.5 @@ pedg sh /40 5 i

SR CCK-8 17 i 4 7 40 i 348 /7 M S 565

(1) Wk HaCaT 45559, 4] DMEM 5
FRIE IR 1x10* S /mL Y40 ORI, 7E 96 FLAR
rRAFLANA 100 pL 40 B IF 0 .

(2) TERFA 8 5% CO,, 37 °CHER 12 h 5fE
W, SR TR, LA EFLINA 100 uL FHEE
TR B A R AR B A3 B B f i W (R R JE I
5 DMEM 1535 5L 15 3% 1 B A6 R /K B2 980 R 7 A T
W) BRI B E 5 ANEFL. RN, SR
4 (SAMETEINTE DMEM 3838 ), 254l (1
finA PBS ),

(3) 4 96 fLHRFEIARTR 435k 5% CO,, 37 °CHY
KFEMTPIEE 24 h, SRE9FLINA 10 uL (9 CCK-8
W, HRIEE 205, 7E 450 nm I AL I R 6
WG . (DI AN R

it oy = Ot ~ O

100 (1)

1.2.6 35 303K & Bk 4 K oh Hom) 2
1.2.6.1 HaCaT 4ifig R ¥ H+ TNF-a. IL-6, COX-2
FEIH R

K FH B 00 28 W i % ( ELISA ) A1l HaCaT 41
MR AEH T TNF-a. IL-6, COX-2 [JFisH ( Bk
D5k WARF G UL ). #2208 1.2.4 W T4 B 5%,
1% HaCaT 201, LA 1x10* /ALINA 96 FLE5Feti .
TEARRESEFRAA PR 12 h, SEIEFREFMA 1 mL
PBS, ] UVB (BS54 HN 19.18 ml/cm®, HEH}
BFEIH 15 s) MRGT4HAM, Wi PBS, A TG

DMEM #5575 B RG S iR BB 2.5% 0 B 4E
KRR . 7 M TNF-a, IL-6 F1 COX-2 ELISA
R & UL AT R R B E . BHA
AT, AL S AL P 5 BERYZH Sy 280k UVB BR G
IELIVE ok it
1.2.6.2  HaCaT g & 1[N F TNF-a mRNA, IL-6
mRNA FHX] 35 5 (19 5

FEAAER T HaCaT 45, f# A6 RNA fli$2
BAIFEE RNA, FAASAES UL S, AREE
EasyScript“One Step gDNA Removal and cDNA
Synthesis SuperMix S 5 a0 & 10 B HE A 730 5 5%

1 B AARET BB A E AR 3 A
FRAF B0 B A A P4, 34t Primer Express
AT B AR A SR T 1 (B AR
p-actin), HIFHIWE 1,

# 1 Real-Time PCR 5|¥/% %

Table 1 Real-Time PCR primer sequences
HH Jiln) igZl
B-actin F TGGCACCCAGCACAATGAA
R TGGCACCCAGCACAATGAA
TNF-a F AGGACAGAAGAGCAACTGAGATCG
R TTGGGATGCTGACACTCCATGCA
IL-6 F GACAGCCACTCACCTCTTCA
R TTCACCAGGCAAGTCTCCTC

1.2.7  #®iE L BER AR BN 5 M
1.2.7.1 DPPH [ 335 prsc g

DPPH A (2x10*mol/L ) RYRCHI . A5 HHFRIL
DPPH 20 mg, FIC/KOBEAMITER R 250 mL, 4%
HRZ 2 WU Ko s i 1) 3048 vh 43 I A R AR R
R S OK W, IRA 5T, TERFARY 517 nm K 4b
MIWOERE , JH% 8t (2) 715 DPPH A FHEERRR

H2 O ORERIRECR

Table 2 Sample liquid addition requirements

T T c Co
ANFEAEFAEIOREFOKFR/mL 1 1 — —
Je/K & B /mL 2 2 3 3
DPPH % ¥ /mL 1 — 1 —
Je/K £ B /mL — 1 — 1

T =g OB B IZIE A

DPPH H 35 BR %/ %=
( 1(T=Ty)/(C-Cy) ) x100 (2)
A TREREWOLE, BRSNS DPPH I 0 5 %
WM s To—HEMASIKI O {E ; C—DPPH 48 %
B, BDARINEES BT DPPH IR OG(E ; Co—IaTIAS
JRWEME . TR g5 R UL CPBEbRER ) TR, i
WA S fd M
1.2.7.2 33k H 2Rk
$ 0.5 mL ¥R 0.75 mol/L 4P & JET/K L1
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WIRAB G F AR 1 mL ¥ EE R 0.15 mol/L
PBS 1 0.5 mL Z&1f/K, G FIA 0.5 mL ¥
4 0.75 mmol/L i iz WAR A1 0.5 mL AF143%70.01%
AL AT, HEVEE T 37 °C/KI 60 min J5, 1E
B 536 nm AMHIOEA, iC R E O (4 56 ),
FKHGELL 0.5 mL 28 A B 9 0.5 mL
R 0.01%3 AL A, BfE ik b, s
BAEICH A s, FEE 22 B 17K W5 B R [R) (A FR
B RE S K A 0 T R ZE TR, RTINS
FEMAETRRIWOCEE , 08 A we, T30 (3) HEFES
A IR TERR R .
Bt 1 R 9 =B 109 (3)
Ay — Ay

1.2.7.3  BPrEfLRE e

2 25 SCHK [12] 00 2 B S S Bt |k BE h
(TEAC ), PRUEFEWAIECH]: B BEH 10 mmol/L
F) Trolox brfE B ZE 4R /K # B 0.15. 0.3, 0.6,
0.9. 1.2 fil 1.5 mmol/L MY . 15 FRifE <k 72
Jg: y=—0.584x+0.5288 ( R*=0.9984 ),

FESINE : AEREAS R A 200 pL 2,2'-15¢
B (3-LFHAE T BEMEIR-6-fifi R ) — 4%k (ABTS) T
YERL o ¥ 96 FLAT P2 FAXF BAFL | Ak v 7 JROAS: I FL A
FE SIS I L o 23 A 10 uL ZE78 /K 8 PBS .10 pL
AR E Trolox FRUEVETR . 10 uL 25 B F/KFi
FIRFRECR 2.5% AN R, BRRIRA] . WaE
2~6 min J5 7 734 nm AP R WA o AR T
BER AR LT s, 2L AP E
He I8
1.2.7.4 1 B A& B E

BUATL O B0R 2.5% 00 & B K 29, &
0.22 pum JCPEEBL U8 J5 /E T HaCaT 40ff 24 h,
WHEMBE AR T LEECE Y, T 4 °C.
2500 r/min F &L 20 min, {347 W, I 15
JiE R I ( COL- T ) g G yae Al i ) A 7 A
1.2.7.5 CAT & #E

WA X B K IR AS R AP A HaCaT 41 LA
1x10° /L% FE A T 96 LMl 12 h J5 , Fe4i i 1%
FRIE, PEPRARFR RN 2.5% 0 5 A SE /K S I80R & %
WORMFES AL, AR 2 HAL N A RIS DMEM,
B HAE ] HaCaT 400 24 h J5 {53, PBS 1EVE 2 3,
JnA 250 pmol/L (it AL EANEM 2 h 5l (=1
AAMIEALENEN ) , PBS UL 2 4, BTk,
IR AT T 1 4 0 20 B 24 A 100 pL, RN 5E 4
Hf)E, WOl N, T4 °C. 10000 r/min 5%
R B 10 min, HCEVEWR AT CAT & EE, ##
R 7] G a5 A TR
1.2.8 FFEABRE G N E

08 3 A PR I 2 R T P U0 ) S 6 A AR B AR S
KW e A DI

Bt E KWl Ble 4, 4%#/hT 96 L4
MasE =M, 76 37 °C, IRBUEL 5% CO, K5 3246 Hh Ks
SR, A DMEM B AT BN 2.5%1)
FEMVA . RINEESZH X IR, 40 3 NEFL.
1k 48 h )5, = LiEW, H PBS iEUE 1 k. 1AL
FIA 100 L AYZRAESLAEW, FHETRIZ:40M, 1500
r/min &0 _FIEW 10 min, ¥ 50 pL FIHWREIAC &FH
50 pL BB 1% 28 ie 2 EL Y 96 FLAR T, I FEARFR
IEL5% COL HBEFRA T 37 °CH59% 1 h, 7£ 475 nm
AR TS OGRS o #ea (4) THR L AR R T
Pk 2 TR T P9 AT 3 1
A /% = (OD 15—OD 21121)/(OD sszi—OD 1)< 100 (4 )
K A WA R NAR R T I 2 TR B AR TR, %
OD wp N A FFINEE SR R IEE ;s OD wral
AN EATRATY L ZS MW IEEE 5 OD wywa A B 1 DU AR
JRAR ZR RO
1.2.9 3563 & B % AP T 0] E

M It XY R ZY B PR ZE R SL 5 ( HET-CAM ) SR PEAY
BAESE R R & P E TR

¥ 300 uL EAAK KB HEB B R E K
(CAM) "' 5 min, WMEH B HESE Canibim
mM%E . M HRE) WAk, B—2ZiAPH 6 HXg
JRFEATIR, SRAZ PG TE (ES) #ET5050, )
s 100587 H0 0 R AT PE A3, AR A SR L i
35035, BSWEATERILE 3,

23 HET-CAM 2% P14l 5 1 HIR sl 385 1 70 0 A 75

Table 3 Prediction model of eye irritation based on HET-
CAM endpoint assessment method

VAT P52
ES<6 JCH
6<ES<I12 B2 B v
12<ES<15 F R R
ES=15 R

SRV - BT B (R 8 0.9% Ak sl
VW)« BAMEXTER (0.1 mol/L S ALK ) 1 3
A (6 AT ) o X CAM HEATIE S WA FIAT 43

2 #HR5WR

21 EEXEVIATHELBRRIBLIER

B K S AE ) LT DA R TR W e A A1 B R
&, pH=4.4, ZEJE N 0.16 Pas, AJVATER &Y &
A 1.7%, HTESEUNT 50 CFU/mL, CEURE
o ARIEIH S T AERRME GB 7916—87, AL EH
YIFLAT B R AT A ot i T 2K
22 BERERMEBBELEBRENLIER

T AL SRR R e WM TR M (0 R AT (B R
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Wik, pH=4.3, BN 0.16 Pa-s, AIIAEVERE SR
HAMEUCR 1.5%, Wk SEUNT 50 CFU/mL, TGEUHE
kL ARIEAL S AR HE GB 7916—87, Ak
SR B R R AT A At i s K
2.3 H&EX HaCaT HiaEEEAF

AN TR FEL 0 B0 0 AR it Y5 00 200 LA 58 23R 11 52 i)
WE 1R,

HHIFE R/ %
r o ® o
S & &5 3

N
(=

0 U L
0 031250625125 2.5 5 10 20 40
B U %

K1 ARRERFR MR ST, S2. S3 HIAIR X M A7 15 R IS
Fig. 1 Effects of S1.S2. S3 with different volume fraction
on the survival rate of cell

METRTRVE 1, SRR 0~2.5%0, H
pn X HaCaT 4 CREYE, JfH S3 /R X HaCaT
YA I FEAET o SRR BON 5%, S1. S2.
S3 X} HaCaT 4IZRIN M. Kk, HBEAEFS
Bl 2.5%09 S1. S2. S3 W FIa gt R M ThRoT
. BBTEALRE IR . COL- T ik . CAT %Kik
WL AN AN A RN SE
24 JRMEINRSTT
241 KMRETFEAKRFELESN

IL-6, TNF-a Al COX-2 & AR H & 35 5 25 0
B 9E R T, & RAER T, 3 FhAAEH T3
KPSl BT, SURMmIEMED Y, IL-6 & h
Z R W R R, SRR S SO . S E R
N EEMSE, EREHE VAR EE W, HE
BEOIRE R AN, i S T i
ELISA LK IUAE k) 3 R R MR FE AW Rk a,
AR E 2 iR

A

w
T

[\S]
T

—
T

%k k

IL-63 158 /(ng/mL)

=

=H S3

4
B

w
T

* %k %k

TNF-03RiX &/(ng/mL)
S

—
T

(=)

S3

—_
(%
T

skokk

—
(=]
T

COX-2%i5Ht/(ng/mL)
o

géa L il S1 S2 s3
A—IL-6; B—TNF-a; C—COX-2; “###" FonGasHMIL, £5%
e B B (P<0.001 ); “**” Form SARIZH A LE, 25 540 i 35 ( P<0.01 );
SR FORSEUNAIMLL, ZFEERE (P<0.001), T

B2 AT 3 R R TFEAN RS

Fig.2 Expression levels of three inflammatory factors in samples

M 2 W LLE 25 4L 1IL-6 . TNF-a,COX-2
FIZe AR50 0.8, 0.9 Fil 0.9 ng/mL, KRR 3
PR PENFEAMRIE IR 32, 34 M
1.3 ng/mL. T HARFECH 2.5%0 S1. S2. S3 Ak
HAME, RERFEAMRLEDERI, S1 4
MG 3 FhRMENTFHRAMRIERESINH 1.2, 2.0 F
1.1 ng/mL; S2 Zb¥J5 3 R R M FHE A MR ILE S
S 1.0, 1.2 1 0.9 ng/mL; S3 &3S 3 Fhae vk
FHEANFERESPH 0.9, 1.3 F1 1.0 ng/mL, 3 H
S2. S3 AHEMRERFHEARKEILT ST,
T B W & I LA T T R Ak 465 UVB i
0 HaCaT SRIEMBAILL, FASTHIB T 7=k ROS, #Y
T RYEANMIN R SRR, TR AR SR A
RO AIEG T ILEE R, ORI T RAE SRR IR 22
TR R B2 T, IS AR W AP A v
242 XMBRFARKFEREIZSN

AN TR il Yo 358 DAL J2 T8 9% 4 R = P R X6 3R 32K 6
Kl 3 iR

3 T LIEH, 25 HA RS mRNA A
XPFRkEN 1.0, UVB BT R %15 % HaCaT 41
SR VER T, BEAIZH 1L-6 mRNA FHX ik & T3]
1.9, TNF-a mRNA Xt FkETH] 2.1, Lk
BN 2.5%0 ST, S2. S3 WiAbHRE, RIEEN T
FE DR X 2 35 i 2 FRAIK, S1 b B S R T 1L-6
H1 TNF-o B mRNA FIXF Rk w3 1.3 fil 1.6;
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S2 Kb HJE R PEH F 1L-6 Fil TNF-a ) mRNA X%
AR 1.2 1 1.0; S3 AbHRJS 4 PEHE T IL-6 A
TNF-o ) mRNA FHX} Rk 845050 1.2 1 1.1, 3¢ H
S2 il S3 FEARAIARE KT ST, Zh oy
& R R B PE S PT R A G, MBS KBS,
FEAE KR T TG R I, T30S I SR PR S A
AT 38 i BT 9 T

A
L i

i 20

&

%1.5 k% en en
.
is

§1o I

= |

9

= 0.5

0 1 1
=H S3
B

"

oy

z

< *okk

%1 I t

§

z

oLl— '
=H LAY S1 S2 S3

A—IL-6; B—TNF-a
B3 s R 58 1 DR 1 i DR ) A b 3Rk o
Fig. 3 Relative expression level of inflammatory factor genes
in samples

25 MELIIKSH
2.5.1 DPPH & dy &K F R FH5H

AT BUR RO DPPH H 361 1 R %
RILE 4,

100 -
- S1
X - S2
_@_ 90+ —4-S3
&
#r 80
i
H 70}
I
E 60l
[a)
50
0 20 40 80 100

60
B E%

K4 S1. S2. S3 X% DPPH H LMY ER1EH
Fig. 4 Scavenging effect of S1, S2, S3 on DPPH free radical

f & 4 AT%00, S1. S2. S3 %} DPPH [ Hi 3L 1%
BRACRAAIT . ST A9 1Cso (X 2R TE R A A E] 50%

i BT 77 B R AR 500) A 11.753%, S2 19 1Cs
N 9.944%, S3 I ICso M 11.558%, MR FH {2507
WFEA A1, Ve Xt DPPH H H 3/ ICso 4 0.23%, 4
Ve R 1.0 g/L i}, DPPH H H &1 7E R ik
98.53%. ICso fH#/N, BEHABTAALTIAY A 3T BR
AEJylkaE, BSR S1. S2. S3 X DPPH H HF:AYH
BRECRAUN Ve, (HIE B REFE 5 AR50 in
TR A FE S P Bl 2 IR AR
252 #HA A RRGFEREE D 5

BRI [ R RIS, TS AR AR D R
BT, DNA, B, BEs . AL A4 b
N, iR, L, B0 R
KA S R R B B 2 2 (9 vh S
P € NI

70+ —=— Sl
—o— S2

§ 60 ——S3
@50 F
g
m40
Hig |
I
ool
by

10+

0 1 1 1 1

0 20 40 80 100

60
RS HU%

KI5 S1. S2. S3 XI¥HE A hi kAT ERAE
Fig. 5 Scavenging effect of S1, S2, S3 on hydroxyl radical

A& S AT, ST, S2. S3 X3 [ 3L AT BR
RORBI R BB R SRR B 38 0, T BR R AT
THiE . S1 I 1Cso A 82.892%, S2 1Y 1Cso 4 82.154%,
S3 1) ICso A 82.034%., MRFAEEHFFTAIAL, Ve
XHEEE E LAY 1Cs N 0.24%, 24 Ve REERE N 1.0
g/L I, X ] i B TE BR R IR 98.82%. ¥ 3 [ H
FATEBRER S &8 B B A E R S A,
AN [ TR 28 A TR BT A B IR A 53 AN TR] - R 46 T 5 11
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