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ABSTRACT—To investigate the distribution of Vibrio parahaemolyticus in the southern
4 coastal areas, Vibrio parahaemolyticus was isolated from seawater, shellfish and sediment
from May to October in 1991, and antimicrobial effect of grapefruit seed extract (GFSE)
on the growth of isolated strains were examined. In the 120 samples from 4 coastal areas,
16 strains of Vibrio parahaemolyticus were isolated and identified. The distribution serotype
of isolated strains was 10 types of monovalent k-antiserum. Especially k-5 and k-28 were
highly distributed with 3 and 4 strains. 31.3% of isolated strains showed positive on Kanagawa
phenomenon test. All isolated Vibrio parahaemolyticus were sensitive to chloramphenicol and
geiitamycin, 5 and 6 strains were resistant to streptomycin and colistin, respectively. Isolated
strains were compared with geographical, month and sample. The distribution of 16 isolated
Vibrio parahaemolyticus was high at Hadong with 50%(8 strains), on July with 43.8%(7 strains)
and from seawater with 37.5%(6 strains) respectively. Minimal inhibitory level of GFSE to
Vibrio parahaemolyticus was 50 ppm. With 100 ppm treatment of GFSE, the destroy of cell
membrane function, outflow of cell ingredients and ghost morphology of cell were investiga-
ted.
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Uz GFSEE gram AT} gram A4 %
Zo] Fo] e Yol A& AdES AHFE
HE 7FA L 9lem,® QA FaEt AE HhF|
e AL 23 g g A ok B AT
X Vibrio parahaemolyticusl] 213+ 255 ofjule]
odzte 2 el 47% A F) A Vibrio parahaemolyti-
cus®] HEEANE 2APstE, ofg FElwel gt
AEHA EAS A ¥slelow, Vibrio parahaemolyti-
cusoll g GFSE g7azas Ayste 1 A(E
2astaAt gl

AME R 2

INE-2s B

B A A Vibrio parahaemolyticus®] HEZALS
A% HAAY A 19919 5YFE 109717 el
ore} AA, 5, AT 9 3o 4 JEdeE A
Aslo] s, AF Y AEE Ao E Y 23] A
g Agdz zb2k 1079 A AF st 2|3t
t}.

Vibrio parahaemolyticus®| 22| % 3

Vibrio parahaemolyticus ¥-215 918 A& HAF
g At 47 Ao HFHe 1LE 33}
WAk 2 Ag e 2uksle] Millipore filter sys-
tem (pore size 045 m)& o] 3}3t o] =] 3% NaCl
alkaline peptone water (3% NaCl APW, pH 84) 100
miol) 23 35C, 16~18 hrs ZFujkslgl e, AF
2 e mHaalo] 100g% ANF3te] WAANNE
AgAlel Futgt F opafste] sf5o) Ay} 2
o] ZFultsldrt. Sk A% widd o HE
wl-2x-& Al8-8led TCBS (Thiosulfate Citrate Bile
Salt Sucrose) Agarel &A1 =23k ¥ 35C, 18~24
hrs ¥ o¥kgk b8 sucroseS H-allahx] ¢ A A
= aleke ey, ezl KIA(Klingler Iron
Agar)oll A Z38lo] 35C, 18~24 hrs. vzt + K/A
(Alkaline Slant/Acid butt)A]AF®} Gas(-), H.S(-)al
Vibrio% & ¥elstsich F-=1% 72 API 20E kit
(analytical profile index, France)® AF&-3to] A3}
&2 EAS ARt obge] K aUAdEE A De-
nka Seiken co)2E slide HWEOE A A5t
Azl AuEs dogls A K ¥
Hell S =R gL Azt 2F Vibrio para-
haemolyticus 2. £33+ ch

Telrel SEMAIH

Kanagawa phenomenon A& 334 A4
gAE EeldFuke Ao e Wagatsuma agars-
Alg-5led Barrow & Millerd] uhg®o s sfslgz,
el & FAA 34 2192 Muller Hin-
ton agar® A}8-3lo] Kirby-Bauerdb”ql Disc #
Ao 2 Axjstgl o, FAId A4k 03Pl
Disc(Difco. Co.)+= cephalothin, chloramphenicol, ca-
rbenicillin, gentamycin, neomycin, colistin, strepto-
mycin, tetracyclin, nalidixic acid % kanamycin ©]
ot B2)%l Vibrio parahaemolyticus®) Q534 &
BAHE 2%, pH ¥ = st 2ARSIE AL, o]
o A4 F& YR AN BFE Vibrio pa-
rahaemolyticus ATCC 275199} 2 A&l E25
Vibrio parahaemolyticus K4 7524 3% NaCl Brain
Heart Infusion broth (3% NaCl BHI broth)ol #3&
AFsle] A st ARFFE= 3% NaCl BHI
agarol] Wi AlhulFate] JAAUA~8T )] B3}
3 Aol Ajzbs]r] Ao 3% NaCl BHI brothel]
7]§-8lod 35C 16~18 hrs w3l A}g-3lgich w4
A wFEF A5 Ete] FAES 3% NaCl
BHI broth(pH 8.4)o 4 H&3kx 5, 15, 25, 35, 40,
45C 2 50T o4 widstel e, pHE 35C o4 3%
NaCl BHI brothE pH 3o+ pH 128 %3}
wfFstEA HA pHE Al dx9 Afe
BHI Broth(pH 8.4)¢] 9552 05% ¥ 1% 4 12%
FE2 238 F PAFE AEo] wFinA 2
Zt wjFE-& spectrophotometer2 660 nmell ] &%
25 FA3d HA wigrds ZA®

2ol7o FEZA}

Vibrio parahaemolyticus 2. £-2), A= 16 3]
e xef, QA g o) X E ZARLT ofge
HAZE AR ) 299 sl I k&, pH R
A=E EAste] Vibrio parahaemolyticus®} 2|9}
aa-2] olztshd JAE zAbstc

Vibrio parahaemolyticusol| tH#t GFSES| &M
AlH

Vibrio parahaemolyticusoll i3t A A3E Al
3h7) fsted = 510 3 0] AE-3F ubiel) uje}
zA " GFSEE AMg-3lda, A4 Vibrio para-
haemolyticus ATCC 275192} Vibrio parahaemolyticus
K4 #7599t W4 3% NaCl BHI broth agarel] K
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2% #¢ AH83Ael 3% NaCl BHI brothel| 35T
ol A 16~1827F Fab wieksta, wiokd 1miE
GFSE~} 0, 30, 50, 100, 200 ppm % 500 ppm ¥ %5
o5 4o 1 m/3} g4 3% NaCl BHI broth 8 miel
Zaloll HEst 35C oA AAH22(1~96 hrs.)
wjokslE A FAAEE 3% NaCl BHI agarel A
sz (Colony count method)® o2 A)&§3}e]aL,
3% NaCl BHI brotholl A $-<bd 3 2 pHHE
243t} A|PFFS 254 % GFSES] #HAaA s
T (minimal inhibitory concentration: MIOE 3
Aatedct ¥, P34 AR 2dE EAE
AL AN Vibrio parahaemolyticusol| ot
GFSE<9| #2482 A1sl7] fste] Do} 22
A #e) 44 wy-g ol 8sted GFSE Azld F9
FAAE L A=) HiE wAsdct 5 100
ppm ¥E& 3% GFSE £l 22]& Vibrio pa-
rahaemolyticusF ALE diETe v, FH7As
GFSE &40 Vibrio parahaemolyticust+ £ T+x
2 g7 sel vl deg FAoE 1 ddad
& ZARHACL

o ¢ 0@

Vibrio parahaemolyticus® 22| % &4

Falok 470 e FAeR AT A7 HF -
AE-S AN ZRE Vibrio parahaemolyticus®] ¥-21&
A st &, Agupdal o] FawiAel 3%
NaCi APWe| ZFA)zl o2 He=juixlel TCBS
agarel 4 =3t 3 35C oA 18~244]7F Wik
&1, sucrose® Ea3A Wv =4 colonyd AlH
&e) zhdulx)el KIAo| HF3tx 7&*"‘ Z710.2 i
oAl Zch sl s i ol A K/A 44, gas(-) 2 HeS(-
¥Ql Vibriod 4% R-elsiadth -rﬂgl T2 API 20E
kit A48 sty EAn AR kSl
ols 16 F32] Vibrio parahaemolyticus S 3 F3H o2
A stoich ghxiel API 20E kitoll A vhehd A 5}t
EMog ¥, TAE 16 w59 £F Vibrio para-
haemolyticus S Ao & wiwg ZAxp= Table 13%
7ro] Vibrio parahaemalyticus EFT 59t F LA
nk2-5 7.2 ONPG, ADH, LDC % OCD 52 2135
Z 1870 #Bco g HaHQ Vibrio parahaemalyti-
cus® A& Heojond kohns gelatin, amygdalin "%
arabinoset 16 2|73 F d¥7} 7 o & ol &

e Eadok

Table 1. Characteristics of biochemical reaction of the
isolated Vibrio parahaemolyticus

Strains standard Isolated
Vibrio parahaemoly- Vibrio parahaemoly-

Characteristics ticus strain (1)

ONPG
(ortho-nitro-phenyl-

galactoside) - —
ADH(arginine) - —
LDC(tysine) + +
ODC(ornithine) + o+
CIT(sodium citrate) -
H,S(sodium thiosul-

phate) - =
URE(urea) - -
TDA(tryptophane) - -
IND(tryptophane) + +
VP(sodium pyruvate) - —
GEL(kohns gelatin) - +
GLU(glucose) + +
MAN(manitol) + +
IND(nositol) - -
SOR(sorbitol) -
RHA(rhamnose)
SAC(sucrose) -
MEI1{melibiose) -
AMY(amygdalin) -
ARA(arabinose) -
OX(on filter paper) +

ticus strains (16)

|

+ o+

*( ): substrates.

3} monovalent k-antiserum¥} $3uk-3S B
HAxH o2 Vibrio parahaemolyticusZ. AR
16 FF¢len, ol&5 16 55 dAgde= EHI
A3 Table 33 At} o] wf +}-£% k-antiserum-2

~kn 72} 98 A Denka Seiken Co.#| ¥ < 2 Table
204 R upel 7o} k-monovalent antiserum o2
RZa £ 9l: 32 10 typesolloem o5 F ki
3o| 4 #FE2 7 WA, ke 3 B kedo] 2
FFdom] 19 k, ke, kay, ks, ker, Kso 28] 3 ke 32
Zzb 1 #Fsch

g, & V5 fejvie} doke] s Y o F

ol 4 %28} Vibrio parahaemolyticusel| thgr 8 A4 3H3
HEA &8EE 1635, 34 types®E vy, ol
o ks " kp Aol I 15 #FE sp L%°]
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Table 2. The serotypes of Vibrio parahaemolyticus isolated
from the submitted samples

Table 4. Antibiotics sensitive test of Vibrio parahaemalyti-
cus strains

No. of isolated Vibrio parahaemalyticus

Disc  No. of Vibrio parahaemalyticus

1%238;’3‘,‘3% Seawaters  Shellfishes Sediments Total Sxﬁf&;ﬁgy pg;ecrg, Sensitive Intermediate Resistant
Ks - - 1 1 Chioramphenicol 30 16 - -
K - 1 - 1 Cephalothin 30 10 4 2
Ks - - 1 3 Carbenicillin 100 11 4 1
Ko 3 1 _ 4 Gentamycin 10 16 - -
Kn _ 1 1 2 Neomycin 30 8 8 -
K, 1 - - ) Colistin 10 2 10 4
Streptomycin 10 1 10 5
Ky - - 1 1 Tetracyclin 30 15 1 -
Ko 1 _ _ 1 Nalidixic acid 30 15 = 1
Kanamycin 5 5 11 -
Kss - - 1 1
Kes 1 - - 1
Total p s s 16 solls B2l &5 % 2 #F7), Kanagawa phe-

Table 3. Hemolytic reaction of the isolated Vibrio para-
haemolyticus on Wagatsuma medium with human
blood and goat blood

Human blood  Goat blood Result
Strains Posi- Nega- Posi- Nega- Posi- Nega-
tive tive  tive  tive tive tive
Seawaters 2 4 - 6 2 4
Shelifishes 1 4 - 5 1 4
Sediments 2 3 - 5 2 3
Total 5@313% 11 - 16 5@13%) 1

22 9ge BusldEd ¥ =EolA vepd
YHYIE ohi Aold WYY RIS uylo

=279 %A

Kanagawa phenomenon A13g EAow Xz
Vibrio parahaemolyticus 16 3| % Human 0
type Blood 5%& %7} Wagatsuma agar medium=}
Goat bloodoll A 2] &34 A)qell gt Z 7= Table
37} zgttd. Human bloodo A& 5 #3(31.3%)7}
FAHo2 vERtal, 11 FF68.7%)71 &Aoo
Goat bloodll M= 16 #F E57} 44 o] gigich
¥ g4 5 #FE BRE AAEE Jegua

nomenon Al A A BT, AR E 1 73
R A AE 2 57 A7 e Bk gu
Mo gatol A Rejd 79 7% Kanagawa pheno-
menon A|HZA 96%7} FAolglom A B
% #& 1%7} FAdolztz el A 9l Barker
SO AA A HAF AFE B Ao
T e BF FAHm, MBI E QR
A0k s} EJ, & 599 B aoAe o
Aol 196%% Jehigleon F 50D B adMe
51.5%%} 66% S-°o2 }e}yict.

E A olA ¥-)= Vidrio parahaemolyticus T34
kA A A8 A3} Table 404 2e
ule} zro] 16 #5 % chloramphenicols#} gentamy-
cinel 25 Z4A4e Beown, WAL B #3e
streptomycin 5 ¥F, colistin 4 7F3, cephalothin 2
3, carbenicillin ¥ nalidixic acid?} Zt2t 1 #38
vhebytct. oleldt A3-g EWNE Vibrio parahaemoly-
ticus 2. AT A FE58a12] WAYA] Dalol e 7}
TAE B FYAE Foid A wigAY Aoz
AbREeh 7 5l o AlFe] Ao gig
W& Alde] 2k gl plasmidel] 2 WA ¢4 =7}
UE A7 AR 2 o) YA FHAE-L transpo-
sition, insertional element, conjugate 5& &3 £&
Y o] FAHF R Y o] shs) A o]2igl WAl
A 74 YA g WY 739 2duEs
FHA7IE Aog Bag vl Qe o)aj 4 R
AR Fol 2dE Fo WA PS5 2R 42
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248 S T8 olE3 FAEAN YstALt
g9 WAEFI sekede doql HEE ¥y
)= 3

Belgl Vibrio parahaemalyticus 9] &34 EAE
AEsPr) 98 Fujges, pH ¥ 942§ 2ARE
ZA31= Table 52} Zgtch W3 45+ 05%0 4 10%
AXE wol ASEHUY 11% oAt A= H
A3, 2~4% M A T2 AAEE 29t okgE
A pHel #H2xe 7tz pH 7~99 35~40C
olgicth. ol21 ZA¥= Table 849} o) st
#l4-¢] pH7} 7.7~84¢}8 Ax7} 29~339& 7t
g o #¢rl B @Y S4e] AM3g pHY d¥=
9& o 4 Uk

Vibrio parahasmalyticusS 2%
2el, 539 Vibrio parahaemalyticus 16 o5&
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5492 o7 XA Table 59 o] e}
sl Felde] gy RE¥xXe 359 3¢ 8a
(26.7%)2 2 714 Eotev] 5 47(133%), AR E
9} A= 2zt 2246.7%) el Hok

AN F5E EXE vns B4 i 6n
(15%), A7} Ad-e 2z 578(12.5%)2) Vibrio para-
haemalyticus7} ¥2ls|5lem] I F shgelM A
o) AdellA ZH7t 104 5 3ABR)LZ 1A
& #¥E Eged, diAZ A 258 2r:
u) &8 x).

¥-2|" Vibrio parahaemalyticus®] ¥-E2 Uye

Table 7. Physical parameters selected seawaters in 4
areas

Month
onths Y JUN. JUL AUG. SEP.

ez AAE AN Ay WA @ AAEF Area  Physical parameter
W2 By zaAg Aok WA zed 9 AA) Goeje  Temp. (C) 18 235 25 235 23
pH 81 82 78 82 83
Salinity (%) 33 27 31 27 28
Table 5. Distribution of Vibrio parahaemalyticus in the sa- -
mpling station and type Chungmu Temp. (C) 18 256 27 24 235
pH 81 78 77 80 83
Sample Seawaters Shellfishes Sediments Total Salinity (%) 32 31 34 31 30
source
Areas A B A B A B A B Samchunpo Temp. (C) 185 24 26 235 23
Goeje 0 - 10 2 10 - 30 2 7% pH 80 82 78 80 84
Salinity (%) 33 31 34 31 30
Chungmu 10 2 10 1 10 1 30 4 (133%)
Hadong  Temp. (C; 18 235 24 255 245
Samchumpo 10 1 10 - 10 1 0 2 6.7%) pH 80 82 75 80 84
Hodong 10 3 10 2 10 3 30 8 (26.7%) Salinity (%) 33 29 28 30 29
Total 40 6 40 5 40 5 120 16 (13.3%) Total Temp. (C) 181 24 255 241 235
(15%) (125%) (12.5%) pH 81 81 77 81 84
A: No. of Sample, B: No. of Isolate. Salinity (%) 33 29 30 30 30
Table 6. Distribution of Vibrio parahaemalyticus for the monthly-sampled types
Months May Jun. Jul. Aug. Sep. Tota
Sample
source A B A B A B A B A B A B
Seawaters 8 1 8 2 8 3 8 - 8 = 40 6 (15)
Shellfishes 8 ~ 8 1 8 2 8 2 8 - 40 5 (125)
Sediments 8 — 8 - 8 2 8 2 8 1 40 5 (12.5)
Total 24 1 (4.2) 24 325 24 7292 24 4167 24 142 120 16 (13.3)

A: No. of Sample, B: No. of Isolate, ( ): %.
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ulws) 2 Az Table 604 9h o] 544 E 94
7h2)e) 2AVZ17Y & TR AS 24719 FA A 7R
(29.2%)2) Vibrio parahaemalyticus?} 221519 7}%
o FIE Boon 84 47(16.7%), 649 37
(125%) , 5¥Y3} 992 7}t 11(4.2%) Vibrio para-
haemalyticus7} Ee]= g0, B3] 74 AT 3|
Lol 2] Aol A 3A(37.5%)2] Vibrio parahaemalyti-
cus7F HjEe] M} & REES Hodch

A, £ AgA AR ZAE AHT d7Y
HAAAE A A A7) Table 7ol A9} 7ol
A E ]2 pHel Id5& vlsg vk &4 &
7} 799 A% 24~27C 2 FA vehdedl, o
A}E Vibrio parahaemolyticus 9l 8] A9} vl
Nord AR sl =7t & A Vibrio para-
haemolyticus7} ol Belsies Ao vehgth

Baross?% ¥ 257} 10C A&l w2t Vibrio
parahaemolyticusv= 2 log s+¢l gl #A4 F7HE
Re] B AP dx" 2aE 3 wp gl

Vibrio parahaemalyticus®ll ¥t GFSE #+&
B oAge) Bzt A 16 #52 Vibrio parahae-
malyticus7t #2], AR ololx, 7 5P F 50 &
8 o] &9 A 28w Vibyip parahaemolyticuss
2], A3 gk 7o gk gd]bell Vibrio pa-
rahaemalyticus?} B-E5Ho] v AL €A 5 9l
o AR AFH 4o 2=7 8 W Vibrio para-
haemalyticus A1F=0) v d wtdstz gjch wjel
o\ Vibrio parahaemalyticus®) F-EZAL ool %
AlA] o] & o] AEel e =YL A% Vibrio para-
haemalyticus 1555 o4, A5¥ 4+ de A9
o] Hul 77} BRIl A AAE] SA T ok
2 Aol M: ojp{d FHoR #Ax) A A
242 de] oA GFSEE ¢]4-31e Vibrio pa-
rahaemolyticusl] A3t A EE A&k &
FZ4F9 Vibrio parahaemolyticus ATCC 275192}
227 Vibrio parahaemolyticus k4% FA7Fo2 3
o 3% NaCl BHI brothel 4] 16~18A]7} sl o3t &,
1 owiekd 1miE GFSES) %7} 0, 30, 50 ppme)
Hx 2 A%l 3% NaCl BHI brotholl #£3}e]
35C ol 4] whekasbaia] A F o= Fo] HAE v RE
GFSEY] FAlFel & a4 o8& A3t
24 GFSEE A7 ¥ FAldo AHAFHE 45
Ayer zARRE A= Fig 13 3] FAld-2
270 ppm)¢} 30 ppm GFSE #Helo = w2 A

=

114

Log No. of cell count / ml

ﬁ's T T T T T

24 48 72 96
Incubation time (hours)

Fig. 1. Inhibitory effects of GFSE on the growth of Vibrig
parahaemalyticus.

®-® control0 ppm), ©O-O: 30 ppm, m-m: 50
ppm.

T TS RS e

Fig. 2. Inhibitory effect of GFSE on the growth of Vibrio
parahaemalyticus in 3% NaCl BHI broth.

o) dAgEes FAHNSY S0ppm Fx AE
Aol ek 3A17F & bl FAlFe] AbdEE
O

#}817] g8l nutrient brothe] GFSE2] F=& 0~
1,000 ppm2. 2 ZAH3t7, Felgd-S A F3te] 484]
7b wjekgt & Al SAGE Ay A3 Vibrio
parahaemalyticus$t Vibrio fluvialis= 50 ppmoll 4,
Bacillus cereus % Staphylococcus aureus= 30 ppm,
223l Serratia$S 10 ppm ©]Ate] GFSE - *g]2
o FAe] A=t B udtgledl, oleh 7ol
A& Aztel Atoldh 7 GFSES) v &l it 3
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Fig. 3. Transmission electron micrographs of Vibrio para-
haemolyticus (A: Control, B: Treated with GFSE)
(magnification: X 17,000).

Fig. 4. Transmission electron micrographs of Vibrio para-
haemolyticus (A: Control, B: Treated with GFSE)
(magnification: X 26,000).

FAe Aol A8 FE 4T Ao} UL
& o % 9lelth w3 GFSER ¥=¥E A28 3%
NaCl BHI brothell & % 38}5L 35C, 484] 7 wh<k
F 2AF) ASASE Al Al st
Qg Azt Fig 29 7ro] 50 ppm o] el & 2hA3]
ol Aol AAHe] mAMAe) ) FA2Y A
sho} AR ge e slek

o A3} obgel GFSEE Hel@ ¥ $AEE
HEstel woka wiokels] pH WshE AAHe

Table 8. Change of pH on the concentration of GFSE
in 3% NaCl BHI broth at 35°C

GFSE conc. Control 30 50 100 200 500

Hours (ppm)

3 711 727 751 764 752 741

6 723 731 751 771 758 741
12 745 751 750 772 760 743
24 782 772 755 773 761 743
48 811 792 754 760 762 745
72 821 803 749 757 742 750
96 857 833 745 755 734 752

ZAg A3 Table 82 7ol txT9} 30 ppm2
GFSE Az Fellxe 4zte] pH A4& 2ol Wi
50 ppm ©]AE% 9] GFSE iAol & W3zl ¢
¢ BodFqgcr) o2y A1g-& B R AlA GFSE<}
e AddggA B4 el oy Fys )&
8¢ AFESdt gl glo] AAR AAeld

3, ARl A B-2]%) Vibrio parahaemalyticus
ZAHLE 100 ppm F=° GFSE 4oe2 gt

Ae Helsta 4L W2t F5e ¥4 HAde A
oA g2 ZAslo] #d3 Axk= Fig 3 % Fig
49+ 7rc}. GFSEE A2)3F Vibrio parahaemalyticus

FAAEE Axete] 7)ol waEe] A EUEEo
FANE2 &= FAY AFo] AAEH, FA
W27b ¥l ghost Bejel FAF7 FHEE &
olgdeh o1& GFSE7} vl &) A2 A8
Aol 7158 oF3}4l7]a, DNA/RNA FAAE 7|
e Wl giche 71Ee AFRHBE u]Fe], 1]
o] Axy B AEete] o] AAEe] v|dE
A NeEe £4 5oz i3t GFSES 3hF 2ol
el o2 AzHHch

220

ke el edorell AHE

FRENTS

ol

= AFE

o1l Vibrio parahaemolyticus 2] L&

EREEEE

1991 5YHE 9Y 5 et 4H Ao A HF, HF W AHE FAZ AFsk Vidrio
parahaemolytzcusif‘a B, 24ty Hej" Fol oy FaH EAE zAbskske §hH, grape-

fruit 213

ZH(GFSE)e] Eeldol dg &

[=] EE-‘L}_E

U,

Agsteich. WA, dahar 47 A5
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AA 120704 163F5(13.3%)2) Vibrio parahaemolyticus& ¥-2|, TAHsIQ T 3] La)Fo)
3 YA EEE T5F 10 type® 2 F Ky ¥ Knp¥o) 247 39 4 338 2o &%

B.92er, Kanagawa phenomenonA|qel e 57F331L3%)7 FAolw, HelFe YA =
chloramphenicol# gentamycinell tjsjde 257} 2F4AE B4l ¥b, streptomycind} colis-
tindl 34 5 R 6FF7F WS X Utk EelF 16 FFE daloz Aoy w9y,
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