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g 7K1 e AdgFAe o Axy A&
Agste FAS7H7E dasith. an IgGC ¥
8] Fe $Alof 2fe A@ddt. 2#A opso-
nization®] 3 ERA=ZFo] glojZc} Hill Farm
T4 dTFAES ARYEE, SCC/HA agx
FAL-9} 2 Alo]e] $RAEE viast
o 3 H|f7] olddlA BA A I F
4R WAe BrhsAnh 2 SMLNESo] A|d
£ Sta. aureus THA A 9 EE FYE bacte-
nno 2 TEFAEIY HAANZ 49 3 ¥ {7)
o) ol A A7g #AF=E Aolrt AU 1
U AR 2E(FEE N85 g)S FALLE &7}
EUrh. 28la SCCY d3F3L 9 2y

HYE FEL dIFA 23R G LoA
B Z9EWe St aurews AASH o F
gtk old A9 vFAd B f5F9 239
AXsE BHLe RE W¥F 53] Y14 Pl
asmadl ¥ F7b7F JAHAG. o]AL oA X
9] 73ty B2& 9lu3c) 2 Immunoperoxidas-
e-labelling71&& AH8-3 Plasmatl X&) 24318
A 448 Y globulin £3] IgGe Z4FH A
Me=F7h7t F43 JdEith. S aureus?t 7
gdg FielA dAgFAL 2H3 gxx3 ¥n
£ duFA FEZANAM FEIZA Y £
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Sta. aureus SATA0IA Pseudocapsule2|
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E AL =90 2N o] YA A
et AZFARNL AAHA o]0l 3t
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o] A5 E hemagglutininlth. ' 1A S,
aureus HA1E fibronectin®] @A A RZ 2}
L 3T F HEo] AU Sw. aureus= fi-
bronectinE® F-Z3o] dA g 7ix 3 glon
ol]Ao] FX479 fibronectind] ¥F3e AL
=9z ek e Be AEELS 1 99 fibr-
onecting 7FAaL Utk fibronectin & WA
< 509 subunit @RI 2 FAHY. &, FnB-
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Nelson 5% saporin/aluminum hydroxide
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