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Phylogenetic diversity analysis and antimicrobial activity of the terrestrial
and intertidal zone of the King George Island at the Western Antarctic
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Abstract: Objective To analyze the actinobacterial diversity of the soil and intertidal zone sediment of the
King George Island and to access the antimicrobial activities of the Antarctic actinomycetes against mul-
tiple resistant bacteria. Methods Actinobacteria-specific 16S rDNA gene clone library was constructed.
Representative clones were sequenced and placed into operational taxonomic unit (OTU) groups accord-
ing to the 16S rDNA sequence similarity. Diversity statistics was analyzed using SPADE analysis soft-
ware. 8 selective media were used to isolate actinomycetes strain, Agar diffusion method was used to e-
valuate the antimicrobial activities of the strains obtained. Results The values of coverage of 16S rDNA
gene clone libraries of soil and intertidal sediments were 54, 55% and 87. 2%, respectively. The domi-
nant actinobacteria in soil and the intertidal sediments were Class Actinobacteria and Class Acidimicro-

biia, respectively. 93 strains were isolated from soil and classified into 7 genera while 41 strains from
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intertidal zone sediment belonging to 5 genera. 17 strains exhibited antimicrobial activity while 4 stains

showed strong activity against 3 multiple resistant bacteria. Conclusion There were abundant and di-

verse actinobacteria in terrestrial and intertidal zone of the King George Island at the Western Antarc-

tic. Antarctic Streptomyces and Nocardia strains could be important resources for new antimicrobial

metabolites.
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EWIF R R B A S RGN EARY
Br. 16S rDNA ZER SR AR TEB T B R F3E
YiRevE IR AL SR AR 2 57 07 R A W B Y
PR, BRI Z A TR E RS L SR
MBS Bk, ABFRAH 16S 1DNA
F SO BOR PSS 37 B AR X B IR IR 5 KR
1 L RN E)H P IR R AR SARE MR G
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1 #REAE
1.1 #H
1.1.1 #&

FERRE FRRITE T 5 T IMBE K,
A RERIG T —20°CARG
1.1.2 Rxi#

BB ERE. ARENRE. K 5.
MR R R—5 HM-EER . VR R
YA 2R TER-BR RN M1 3t 8 AR R A 1
FrEE AR AW E D 20 g/mL K %K UE IR

25 g/mLIEYHIBHEERM 50 g/mlL WEKRH. &
BB BB 2% . K, HPO, 0. 05% . MgSO,
0. 05% . NaCl 0. 056 4~ P4 & 0. 3%, L AKBHK
0.3% BB E 1% WIEHMHEREM 1 %, CaCO;s
0.2%,pH 7.0,
1.2 Fk
L2.1 ##&K& DNA WK

KA SDS-CTAB- R BGEE" $2HUs DNA,
1.2.2 16S rDNA % 1 X E W

FRMAET TR S % 138 8 DNA #
17 PCR¥ 1, B51¥ & FH S-C-Act-235-a-S-20 Hl
S-C-Act-878-a-A-19, PCR W &% # Stach™
FEHAT. BHKFA L EEDT T4 %8
B 5 8 Ak pMD19-T Bk EH, H &% E. coli
DHSa EZSH M. HHATRHESHEN
HHER Xgal fl IPTG B LB [EALEFRE L, B
PLEEB I (T T, i M1S 80K5 14 34T BRI
iE, FMETIEICE. PCR ¥ 1 kAR EHE
16S rDNA Z:FHE B )5 Hha T H Hae 11T B
3 h, GEEEE U AR R B E A X B i AR
WA FRA R TR .
1.2.3 16SrDNA % XESHERE X RER
LRl

SCPE R SR BT : 8 X Se ke 1 RT3 48
AP/ T 99 0B IF AR IR 9 43 25 58 5T, FERE )T 5
FIARIUEE R T 9920 I IHZE Ry [/l — A~ OTU My
HEST (5 F Mothur™ 543 43 BT 49 782 B4 52 e SO
# OTUs, SRIGHRIERI 21 OTUs F 4K Es-
timateS 752 # B A F M £, B Rarefactionc
Curve 7} 16S rDNA FLRESCE, RS CEME
=& Coverage C {H; £ F§ SPADE (http: /
Hchao. stat. nthu. edu. tw) 23§ #5302 A%
PEREHCHETT 1T

RERE i MIENTEER, A BLAST #
RFEF I GenBank 55/ B0 A2 o H AR L5
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E B ERRE 16S rDNA ZHFFF4], A Clustal
XU HEATZ R A s R FELAE AR IR Kimura
HERIMEE, FH MEGAS. 0 (Molecular Evolution-
ary Genetics Analysis) # k) 35% F4E 425 (Neigh-
bor-Joining) BT, IFHEELH RGEHELM
1.2.4 Whao B LU RE

10 g T3ERE o T B AR B ALK, 1 [E] AR
f T IR REK T, BIZURG RIRGHS, RRE
F 56 "C/K¥A 6 min, 15 RB LN RS Uk AR B4
SrE SRR b, 25 CCHEIRIE SR 2~3 A, HEE
N [ B B B VR P B AR AH W) 15 5 B0 A L HE T R
glifk, SifL R B R R B B A 20 %0 H M B PR FR
T —80°CKHEARFE.
1.2.5 F# 3 F 4 DNA # 3. 16S tDNA /5 7
I 8B

B 2 R 41 DNA 22 6 Cui AP
e, g 27F (5 -AGAGTTTGATCCTG-
GCTCAG-3") #1 1492R (5 -GGTTACCTTGT-
TACGACTT-3") §"# 16S rDNA #:[H, PCR ¥~
WA .94 CHRARME 5 min; 94 ‘CARPE 1 min,
56°C Bk 1 min, 72 ‘CEEff 2 min, 3k 30 MEH;
72 CHEH 10 min, ZifLH PCR &3 ¥ 5e & 2
pMD19-T #f#&( TaKaRa) , 3% 1151 ¥ A4 T2
2R . Bl 16S rDNA J$51] 5 Genbank $%
EEHhE A FFILLNT
1.2.6 HERSEMAHEE LR

58 BN B2 [CA S & Acinetobacter
baumanii 11910 R FBRIES HAHEIR

B Staphylococcus aureus MRSA I EXFTER
B PEBE R B B 1 B G E BB Staphylococcus
aureus MRCNS, Y41 85158 2] 48 R Wk H i
SRR T R EEESR A B, 28 TR R 7~9 d
Ja RTEHE 1 U186 2 6 mm (K BRAR /R, FITE
B IEBCE TR A X AR R 5 I
E. 28 CERHBFRY 24 h, WEIHFILREBILE
TR P R i e B AR, FRPEXS BRI E 10 pL ¥R
EA 1 mg/mL FHNYERFEITTHEEEK S (BER
6 mm) b, FRIR e 2 IS TE R A A AR R AR R
R o

2 #R
2.1 ABRXENHHERER

o RE S B DNA MRk g R mE 1A i,
H W Fr Be R /NG 2k 10K b b B A ZR TR e S 1 5
Yy v 4RA5 29 640 bp M B 4k (LI 1B,
gtk DNA F=#piint T4 HE 885 &k pMD19-T
BARER:, 4L E. coli DH5e BREZ MM, I
F M13 5193t 5e e F #8417 B ¥% PCR B iiE, HERR
B PR T B8, 98 R [R] A IS YR AR 43 AR 3
121 1161 A~BAMETERE . @i Eb3 Hha T Al Hae
1 BV RIS LA 2), RIEEE DI R Pkt %
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43 51%0 4 OTU, L 38RE S M SCRE T5 153
78 A4~ OTUs, ; W (8] 4 i Je#4 2 19 SCE CH4 15 2|
44 4~ OTUs, & J¥ 5] ) Genbnk U§ 3% 5
KJ849344-KJ849616,
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Fig. 1 Total DNA and Actinobacterial-specific 16S rDNA gene PCR
e A BRIAYRE LS DNA; B: AR TH5519) PCR 74 1-6. A
MCA): A DNA/HindIII #4] DNA 43 ¥ #4751 ; M(B) : DL2000DNA 43 FRprif 5
Note: A: Total DNA; B: Actinobacterial-specific PCR product; 1-6: samples;
MC(A): x DNA/HindIll DNA marker; M(B): DL2000 DNA marker.
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Fig. 2 Agrose electrophoresis of enzyme digestion after amplification
M. D2000 Marker;49-72 . 75L& T-9% 5
Note: M: DNA marker DL2000; 152~175: Number of clones.
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A, JUFRA W — SRR BR I 55 SR Al e
e ZAEE, Wik, A Rarefaction Curve 4y
7 16S rDNA 7pEZE, Coverage C A A] EiX |
100% , 24 Rarefaction Curve #a TV Zsi & T
VBRI LUA N A E S R, WK 3 &
AT DAE L B SO CHA WA BB
B, HALL T & 3, Y B X AN SO R R
BREEE T EATTE X R 4R ZBUER
PR HIESCUE TS WA B &b TH K
B, Bonid T PRECE 2 1) v 7 E AT 0 A 4 T RE
AT 1R SRR .

{§i H SPADE C(http: //Hchao. stat. nthu.
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GERWME 1, EEXREN 95X T . CE

T5 F1 CH4 (B 2% 3435 Jg 54. 55% Fl 87. 2%,
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Fig. 3 Rarefaction curve of clone libraries

R1 TEMBEETHREETEERN SIS

Table 1 Diversity indexes of the actinobacterial clone libraries

R FREE  BAREHHERE BSmRER FEHER
OTU
XFF s JETH c (H) (Hmax) 0 (SD
T5 78 121 54.55% 4,164 6. 285 0,663 0. 980
CH4 39 161 87.2% 3.034 5.459 0. 556 0. 919

2.3 16S rDNA % B 53] 5-#7

¥ TR (H) 7 IR VR SCPE M S R 7 B 261 7 R
V8 EEXF 34T 3 eSS SR AT (LR 2) . 455
FH,2 /> 16S rDNA UM RTS8 o fhi1E
2R B 4 (Actinobacteria) F1 8 i 56 44 ( Acidimi-
crobiia) 1, +HESCEE T5 H1, A ENE 52 4

OTUs #0176 P s fe3), i T5 30 OTUs B
Bk 66. 7%, TWET BB 62. 8%6,3X 76 I IEkE
A 534 THEFF 5 H (Corynebacteriales) | i i 82
B H (Streptosporangiales) &4 8 B H (Streptomy-
cetales) . fH ER & H (Micrococcales) . N R & H
(Propionibacteriales) . 3 2% 7% [& B H (Frankia-
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les) . Eh#%E B H (Kineosporiales) \fRi& F K& H
(Pseudonocardiales) . /M B4 5 H (Micromonos-
porales) F1 B2 1 B H (Acidimicrobiales) 2 10 4>
H.# 5 T 8 B B (Mycobacteriaceae) | 4% 1
1 Bl (Streptosporangiaceae) . #l i F [k B Bt
(Nocardiopsaceae) . % % i #} ( Streptomycetace-
ae) IR B B (Micrococcaceae) . [A] 4 Z B A (In-
trasporangiaceae) 2515 F K B At (Nocardioidace-
ae) Ml 7 B F} (Geodematophilaceae) . A R B
Bl (Nakamurellaceae) . 3 2= 77 % B B} (Frankiace-

ae) . SHHIEE B R} (Kineosporiaceae) JfRE F R E R
(Pseudonocardiaceae) . /NI B B ( Micromonos-
poraceae) , lamiaceae, Ilumatobacter F1 B2 1 B #+
(Acidimicrobiaceae)Z¢ 16 R, BBHME N 45
NribE RS T RME B B R E R
Iamiaceae 1 llumatobacter 3 8}, P BRI
PHEZX A0z 'E M SakE 7480 OTUs #§
SERZ A3 b R BB OTUs i 21. 5%

H17.9%.

*x 2 HIEFMEEHEERB&KE 16S tDNA X ES T

Table 2 Analysis of actinomyces 16 S rDNA clone libraries of soil and intertidal samples

. OTUs +3% FLRETHTIE
& H B OB U
R T A SRR o o
Actinobacteria * 76 (26) Corynebacteriales Mycobacteriaceae
R R B ! Lo .
Pseudonocardiales Pseudonocardiaceae
A H NS s o) .
Micromonosporales Micromonosporaceae
A AR Lo Lo
2 * Streptosporangiales  Streptosporangiaceae
M%_E.E%ﬂ’ 1 1(®
Nocardiopsaceae
BRI
Thermobispora 0 (1) 0 M
FEEEE HEEP 6 (2) 6 (2)
Streptomycetales Streptomycetaceae
HEREH PR 73 16 (0
Micrococcales Micrococcaceae
FIABEEFL 4D 8 (3
Intrasporangiaceae
GRRRBEF .
Cellulomonadaceae
l—ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ . ;@%‘Eiﬁi’%ﬂ' 8 (6) 15 (1D
Propionibacteriales Nocardioidaceae
BT
Propionibacteriales 0 0 M
BERKEA HPE Bz A R
Frankiales Geodermatophilaceae 5 (D 7D
it IR R
Nakamurellaceae 3 (0) 3 (0
o= KAt 5 (0) 5O
Frankiaceae
zyj.?@%%.ﬁ 211]@%%*4 2(2) 2(2)
Kineosporiales Kineosporiaceae
BEAT A FIAFLARTER , @
Acidimicrobiia * 45 (135) Acidimicrobiales Tamiaceae
Tlumatobacter 9 (12 12 (78)
BT A
Acidimicrobiaceae 14(® 26 (17
Microthrix 0 (3 (0)32
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W) IR SO CHA4 3 161 D+, A
F 455 FE B H (Streptosporangiales) . f§ & B H
(Streptomycetales) iR E H (Micrococcales) . JA
B +F % B (Propionibacteriales) . 3f 22 7% [C B H
(Frankiales) .3h #4885 H (Kineosporiales) FIES K
B B (Acidimicrobiales)7 ~H , % T IR NHE
#} (Thermobispora) . $% 2 & F+ (Streptomycetace-
ae) JHIR B R (Micrococcaceae) | €] 4t % 2 jy B R}
(Cellulomonadaceae) . &] {422 5 £} (Intrasporangi-
aceae) . 2K F KB Bl (Nocardioidaceae) . TN BR FF
BB} (Propionibacteriales) | #1#& fZ B Bl ( Geoder-
matophilaceae) | 3 41 F& B £ (Kineosporiaceae) .
Tamiaceae, Ilumatobacter, Microthrix B2 1% & #+
(Acidimicrobiaceae) 13 #t, M3 2 o] LIF
BRI 49 1Y se B T 50 OTUs B £, & 4
135 0 22 A, 43 3 o 12 SCPE o 5e BE ¥ BB
OTUs &5 83. 9% 56. 4 %6, 52 38 [ 47 Ji I8 o
WERAERE, X L5 70 TRIME B I
Tlumatobacter. Iamiaceae, Microthrix Fif& {# & &}
4 ARk, Hodr Tlumatobacter A 12 4~ OTUs, 78
ANFEETF, F OTUs B3R 30. 8%, EEF B 8K
9 48. 4% s HIR & Microthrix B e FHRZ , B
324, TR TF Bk 19. 9% HH OTUs {0k 3
A, YL Z 4 X Microthrix W28 £H 24
PR, KPP W 26 D FokE 74010 T BT
HH #EWE UERE A ARHE B2k
WHEMZMAERE 6 ~H S, KRR IRER
1 OTUs Fsa e FH0R %, 40510 6 A~F 11 1,
VhEAZSH R B BB 1% H X 0. B8 49 o B9 L 34 B
B WORER 4 D IEREF R 2R 3 > OTUs;
] L ZE R 3 D TERE TRl 12 1 4> OUT
WA R I FR OTUs M FEEI N
20 mIRSAHMI AR A 4R AL N R A

Al rg AR OTUs RTEpEF 8RN 1440
H X SR B TR X P BAAES A - i H I E A £
FEMERREAR
2.4 HBIREHRY ZHESH

FIF 8 TRt N IR I 16 £ 5 b - 3 A0
FRIEIA ) 11 AN Al o 2 B 2443 2 134 BRI
B BB A KWL S HEE 5 Pk R BRI
DNA ZEH AR 7, H 45 0 Fp 45 2R 5 EzBio-
Cloud %t #& J&£ (http: //www. ezbiocloud. net/) H1
HIFF S BEAT LE X, HEXS 45 R AR 3 P, Wbk
T 5 E W B (Streptomyces) . & M K B &
(Tsukamurella) . 335 F K& )@ (Nocardiopsis) .
B ICE B (Pseudonocardia) . 11 H BH J& (Ar-
throbacter) ¥ B J& (Microbacterium) | # %
PHKE B (Nesterenkonia) |\ FE w5 & (Kocuria) fll
BERE B (Mircrococcus)9 g1 25 ~Fhdr , Hdp
SRHT I HARER:ERNMERE, HH 13
A KR WA R B MR IRER . -k 3 4
o Horb DARE AR 5 2 B AR 3 93 MR, A T
HERER R RIRE R AR IR
JB FEANKRER HeRE B AR 7 e 17
APhE s AT B AR L P 2 B AR B 41 BRI, oA
FHEB P AT 8 IR R IR B L ak
BB MESCER 5 NRM 10 AFep, Hep Micro-
coccus yunnanensis YIM 650047 F1 Arthrobacter
agilis DSM 20550 7 iy s FI 3 0] A b o 39 20
AR PERINEREUSRA R EE S G
NG RN R SN PR = S s
2. PLESSRYRABRITG T SRR Tk
LR SR & T AR TP IR S R 2
Mo XTI REE B T (R R R A BREE Y R SR
B D BRG] TR Y A T ELIIRD A AR L 2
HRPEREE T 43 BROR .
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®3 ETI6SDONARFFSTBRHNHEEABRREKNIENERXR
Table 3 Phylogenetic affiliations of representative actinomycetes based on comparative analysis

of 16S rDNA gene sequences

B RGS 16S rDNA J3 51 |5 i p: fg KA KR WM % W5 Ir B
OAct607 Tsukamurella pulmonis DSM 441427 99,72 KP235204 it
OAct679 Nesterenkonia halotolerans YIM 70084 99. 65 KP235230 etk
OAct656 Microbacterium esteraromaticum DSM 86097 99. 93 KP235231 it s
OAct658 Micrococcus yunnanensis YIM 650047 99.71 KP235225 it
OAct663 Micrococcus yunnanensis YIM 650047 99. 83 KP235232 8]y
OAct687 Kocuria rosea DSM 204477 99. 31 KP235227 8]y
OAct661 Pseudonocardia carboxydivorans Y8® 100. 00 KP235228 it s
OAct603 Arthrobacter agilis DSM 205507 99. 66 KP235205 it s
OAct611 Arthrobacter agilis DSM 205507 99. 24 KP235226 8 [B] ¢
OAct653 Arthrobacter oxydans DSM 201197 99. 17 KP235208 it
OAct626 Arthrobacter oryzae KV-651T 99.93 KP235210 8]y
OAct643 Nocardiopsis lucentensis DSM 44048 99. 93 KP235222 it H
OAct666 Nocardiopsis aegyptia DSM 444427 99. 38 KP235224 it
OAct622 Nocardiopsis abla DSM 433777 99.93 KP235207 it
OAct677 Streptomyces griseorubens NRBC 127807 99. 86 KP235229 it
OAct612 Streptomyces cellulo flavus NBRC 137807 100. 00 KP235209 it s
OAct617 Streptomyces albogriseolus NRRL B-13057 99. 53 KP235211 i s
OAct659 Streptomyces bacillaris NBRC 134877 99. 93 KP235212 [t
OAct621 Streptomyces harbinensis NEAU-Da3T 99.13 KP235213 i b
OAct639 Streptomyces anulatus NRRL B-2000T 99.93 KP235214 it
OAct625 Streptomyces albido flavus DSM 404457 99. 65 KP235215 it s
OAct672 Streptomyces finlayi NRRL B-12114T 99. 59 KP235216 it s
OAct601 Streptomyces cirratus NRRL B-3250T 99, 52 KP235217 4[]
OAct619 Streptomyces globisporus NBRC 128677 99.72 KP235218 8]y
OAct632 Streptomyces youssou fiensis X4T 99. 45 KP235219 8]y
OAct647 Streptomyces griseoincarnatus LMG 193167 99. 93 KP235220 etk
OAct680 Streptomyces xiamenensis MCCC 1A01550T 99.13 KP235221 etk
2.5 KRS ERGEERFN MRCNS S35 7N » X 50 B 45 21 R R A 2 T W B

FABRSY Bk, BT By 3 #kE HHEGNOLE O, SENRERNEBERS
EF2HH S [CASHAFE Acinetobacter baumanii FHAEX] B AT B T B B2 1 LU B R
11910 HERFBRIESHOHERE Staph-  WEHRNETFER D, 58] 17 KB AR B
ylococcus aureus MRSA MR E A FHRITIEEE  FWMEICEAEK, A1 9 WREEHH .6 HRiE R
I i BH P 4 B {6 A 4 BR B Staphylococcus aureus BB AR FR R R & L RUAER D,
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B4 HomiREE M E R A
Fig. 4 Antibacterial activity results of Antarctic actinomycetes
A #1% RORIATE 119105 B: FAREFR RIS E AHEIRE;
C: WEEHERDIEBEE RS M & B AR ERE
A: Acinetobacter baumanii 11910; B: Staphylococcus aureus MRSA; C: Staphylococcus aureus MRCNS

*1 BERBLEENSEMAEIREGR

Table 4 Results of antibacterial activity of Antarctic actinobacteria to multiple resistant bacteria

HEES BB A. bauwmanii 11910 S. awreus MRSA  S. aureus MRCNS
OAct622 Nocardiopsis sp. — + +
OAct640 Nocardiopsis sp. ++ + +
OAct644 Nocardiopsis sp. — — +
OAct649 Nocardiopsis sp. — + —
OAct650 Nocardiopsis sp. ++ + —
OAct666 Nocardiopsis sp. — + +
OAct612 Streptomyces sp. + — —
OAct618 Streptomyces sp. ++ + w
OAct628 Stre ptomyces sp. + + +
OAct639 Stre ptomyces sp. + — —
OAct648 Streptomyces sp. — + +
OAct659 Streptomyces sp. — ++ +
OAct671 Streptomyces sp. + + +
OAct674 Stre ptomyces sp. — + ++
OAct677 Stre ptomyces sp. ++ + +
OAct626 Arthrobacter sp. + + w
OAct661 Pseudonocardia sp. — + +

7 R, R R MR P B B M B R T B I B A2 A H ..
R=<20. 3, B#:-;0. 52>R>0. 3,445 w; 1. 222R>0. 5, fH¥E+;;R>1. 2,38 fAd:++

MR A TTLE S A 2 BB R IR .6 bREE
FEEA 1 AR T LRI S AT 1 b
AT . 4 BRPUE RIS AT #04] S, aureus MR-
SA MI'S. aureus MRCNS; 4 55 1 th %t 4> # 6.4
e BRER R Bt AT OB TS, 0 BIR 7 AR L6 bR
HEE T IME S, aureus MRSA il S. aureus
MRCNS, i K K H OAct661 X S. aureus

MRSA i S. aureus MRCNS 145 #4750 B 1%
P, TEX 17 %k B A B & M E SR 0 E Ak .
OAct640 (Nocardiopsis sp) » OAct628, OAct671
I OAct677 (Strepromyces sp. ) %5 4 FREE HIIMBE
TEPE B o, X 81 & R A S A, bawnanii
11910.S. aureus MRSA f1 S. aureus MRCNS 3
AMHIEM.
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3 g

AR, Bt A b 2R B A B 55 R DR B 1
Wi R BESH T ALUKEE Chukehi B HERZ
DU B BT 35 3R T 4R R 2 A P B L AR s
PEDZ SR S X L K T P DR T R B R
T R 2R T a0 . RAF HETC 7R iR
[ v N <+ AR €l | Ve T AL /e 2
ARAESRETRIT 2 N8R 15 ML EH
B 5 H AR LR B B AR L, DESE (W BR BE R
JTERERRKEE HRFESETLUAE R
AR /b X R B X — R IR R R G
58,364 A 1AL Cowen %5 A B FH 16S rD-
NA B SCPE AR M R McMurdo T4 + 3
LW EHEMEHAT T 4047 . A< 3CFIF 16S rDNA 2
XEMAEFREARMEE G T BN R ITE £
5 Pty b, - ST B 7 TG U8 R TR B 2 R T R IR
ARG TRV . AR A MBR S R E
FAAR TR T 52 il o, S 0 (6] 7 IS VR 3R 5% P 2R
EFEEZMHMBRLE R, mE R L
LR N I AR i TR R IR R B A
P B g R 4 T 10 B 16 4B
o T ) S U R M 4 AR T 7 B 18 AR
H . R i b, ST T R (RO T R A
HERASH A F AV B AR, M1 g
T R TBOER PR A T DA TBOER TR 40 D DL 1 o [
AL R BRI 49 G 48 W] AR E . R Sliss
SRR 17 A Bt - 3 A A P AR S0 141 Bk
MEHE M TEAEE HHEEEE . EEWE.
MEREEMBRERIKE B 5 8 o, 2o A
FER AT BSAR 2 93 FREH , 2 TR AR 7 1
J& 17 AFr , A RIAE #E 5 b 2 B A5 2l 41 PREN
AT 5 A8 10 MR, DL R 25 SRR AR RTT
16 B i R A R AR B W 2 R R T R
FEMHPIR E R, SRR AR, Bk
b R ORI  H=E  E= Y € U v R L T
g UV 3RS = h B AR E Ak g, o 2 F
PWRIR MR, B X A RE B T X 2 A
KIB AL A S e 22 5, IR g v i — 25
SEHBEHE T, 2R A s R T O 2 IR PEA
R TTIR £ 5 L3R A P LR A I A5 1Y
25 5 LA B 43 A0 B AIE » 5 % R AR R R A AR o
TR A BN

B 2 ERON S AT T R 4 B 10 3 2 R B S5 2 i JR
ERAEINHZEMAE, AR WA
T R PR 2B A A I AR B R
X TIKES L R R ETAREFTEARE
Mo BRI B ER MBS R BN, 08
HE AR IRE IR R R R AT
P, 17 AR B W 25 400 B 16 1 TR P 48 R 2 B0
R R FIEE R TR, 3 AREEA B A 1 M R IR Y
TRV P f o X 8RS IROR S AP I AL bawmanii
11910.S. aureus MRSA f1 S. aureus MRCNS 3
ARBPMENEN . BEE AP0 N2 E %
FhHTAER W FERTE, B MMA Y RIE M &5
PRI L R BRI AR TE PR IR 5 7000
Hoh DL4E B B B (Streptomyces sp.) N T, A5
50 %, Hy &t R REE ™ . IEAK, i TR
AT 2 PE R H 25 3 55 T R M iR A I
TR, TR AT R F AR Wy B8, X AR R
11 & SRR 24 e P PR (K 1R T B AR BRI 3
SR, WY g R R R AR Bl R
THEENBEEYFFE, LR R MRA
TG M4 B B R YR, 5 B AS B T 2 K X 3k B
B2 Tl B ke i A 7 4 AT 4 e Ak, IR AT
HAH % 8 R — 25 15 PR, P 2
BA AU BTS¢ = M2 W s, DU 3 B 28
WHITT R R FE AL .
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