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Review on Detection of Milk Somatic Cell Count

Yan Jianjun', Gao Yan®, Gao Fei’
315048, China;
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Abstract; Rapid detecting milk somatic cell count is important and meaningful for guaranteeing quality of milk and monitoring health of
dairy cow. First, the detection of milk somatic cell count was reviewed from five aspects including concept of milk somatic cell count, influ-
ence of somatic cell count upon milk, research progress of milk somatic cell count, method of detecting milk somatic cell count and relevant
detecting instrument. Second, advantages and disadvantages of current detecting methods were discussed and compared. Finally, detecting
milk somatic cell count based on computer vision was pointed out as a research trend of which the key is to segment and identify the cells rap-
idly and concisely and develop the relevant detecting instrument.
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Sk REFL R IUAR E RSB IT T E A IHAR . ST
— S [ SRS S AR . I (i A E A D0 0 A A A A0 i
$ (somatic cell count, SCC) HIAREN . 1 &5 By SCC Wk %
WA BLAT RAE S Ab F WA FIR A, PRt v B 0% A 0 R 20 i Ak
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A0 JRURE 473 5 ) SC B A
THRRYIF IR .
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JIAS /ol BT 5 A4 g e g T AT REMEAR K

SCC 464 2 T4 W3 b i IR A0 M B B 3 s I 1y 78
SCC £
e [E S5 7E 20
20 FF DA A S SR I R T K 5T . IR SCC AR % 4 fek
GO RO T R R,

EFMEOT, 49 R a5 20~30 54> /mL;s %3
G R A g CINZL B 42 55) I, (R 40 M B — i RE i 50

F N R AR K AR T R R TR R It AT A AR R I O, H e ﬁ%ﬂ<ﬁﬁﬁu
AAGIEAT . B TR R IR X T T AR ke IR AL CMT IRBRHES WIS 1R,
A% . T TN WA AN I R SR A B L A A A X 2 5 Y # 1 CMT i b i
S N ANIFFEHERE A R A0 B ORI v L A SR AG T AL JFE | SCCIEM (10' 4~/mL) FLIAR 5 ) it
K R S5 5 AR RIT 5T 25 i 1 0~20 it
2 20~40 nJ ¢
W FmEH:2015-08-22; f&EBHHI:2015-09-20, 3 10~120 TP 7L 4
E£TH - FHXAAR 4RI H (12412135) ; Wi L4 A KR 4 120~500 A5 7 R
24 VB H (LY13F020029, LQL4F020004) ; 7 % 17 T A4 B 31 %1 5 =500 T R e
I H (2013C11032),
EZ B VA% (1966 - I WL AR PR AR & T, B2
W ERIHTE . A WA AN B e T AR e R R S

R R B AR 7 1 R BT
[EESCIESoRE R LYK ¥ GNN LS S - € P - S e I
5 &4k B7 mRER .
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AT JEORHYI I o S (0B AR 3 50 RNE Jl7 55 45 5R  1 J e 4
R, N L FL TR SCC & 4k R KT 28 43 A9 B k. X Y
AR T ARG e & B . A A T AT AR A R
BEAR T A ARASSE 2 I 25 R 44

3 AUk R AR

AL 70—80 4EAR, Ak E K Z W

H SCC A MM wE ™ o 58 [ B ER A ILE %)% 40 19
75 AR AR I . He 3 K 1R 20 K/ T 75 5 A /mL
AREREY . GREZHE R, BEITAN, KAHEE/NT 20

T A /mL R IE F. Hoad ok S, e Pennsylvania %g

State of University'* #1 Cornell University""*) X} 2= 4% {4 2 Ji0 %%
FE YL A4 1 BB 58 REAT T 09T . B A IR AN 50O TR 48
5 47 2 fd R WS I % 3 A B ZE DHI (dairy herd improve-
ment) {RFH, DHI S EITE 1906 £ ECHTY , FRoA 52k
AR R, %t 100 ZEMEEN . B8Rk E B - E
R4 A P eI B R R XA B &, B EEE T
B4 2L 2 . PP . RAiRE . BAREFEFEHRIRIE R
M, PABCFE N U4 @R, o a5 kE, X
il FHMMECIER SRR EESE - WAL LR,
Huk, R4 fos s T DHIKR R s m B2 45450 . B AT
KiKEZR DHI I & 8w, mEE., FhE., Fmi, w2,
MR E RS RIEET 100%., 92% . 85%. 84.5%
f65.8%, XEB A DHI KM K, [ L2 50 £ F
U HLBE M 52t DHI. 3f F 70 2] 80 4F X ¥ SCC 5| A DHI
0T, 2011 EFLEAERL 920 3k, U R 8 898.6 7
Wi, FhAR A 1/2 ME =R T 1.8 17,

FEAET DHIK R LB, BPF 199485
mEREME. 75 L. M. T9% =g T DHI S5
=, i 20 B EE. Bk 2011 4F, FRECH#HK 23 4
Wik RE M E S R, S EY 10544, M4
S #g 46.7 77 % . 424 DHI 45 B3t 100 K707, k40
o 66.1 7 mL T RRARE 42. 1 5 mLt, 4% 24 55 S0 9 4
LB, HESFEREM N 122", B, L.
db . RV 42 2 [ T L P SCC BB B K 1
i, Skl . DHIA M E AN 5% 2247 SRR k5 E &K I
WA — o 20, & KA KA DHI 7 100 JH 4E 2
b, FRE A AR H I SCC BAF 2t km, F b, &
MY AR E B R I T — A B AR KO, H TR
EAET7E S 4 %% B G DHTI E AR B . SCC R Il 7
EHUBMEEEARRE.
4 HEHEpEEEERNAE

T AN B T L S X 4 A
B A [R) AL AR P JR I T R A AR 9 3 5 1 AN () A 1 4 i B3 ke
WOy ek, BAR W EBR S SR, mE 1R, T
T B 40 25 08 A5 Fh 7 6 1) 3 AR D B R FL AR B A
4.1 [EERNE
1.1.1 CMT i

1957 4, O. W. Schalm!® 42 CMT (california mas-
titis test) , BRI JNAF A8 JE 40 M B0 A2 . O vk R LS AR 0%

%24 B
FARE SR R R LGSCCAHME RWl U7 vk
WA Q%o BERIH L0890 o,
M DNA T HRREST | B 2% k.|
DNAS it 411:0_9_97* DNAYE «—
R=0. 783 ;
r! Jeve: L FiEl <€——> FHiE%
. X7 ¢ R=0.9
.\ 7 > —— ATPH:—
B T ATPR o flie=——> {73
= =0. ;
—'Egé%_& 1 S }_0_%3.3» ECH:—— Ik
-xs RIS
S
ol e
POEAY A% A R0 9881
C H <4—— REPHL—|
giﬂﬁg'% wBE
V) . R=0. 85
R - RMEE €-——  IRTIE—
‘a R=1 AT
ik —————SCCff  ——— @é—
u ~0e0 R~1
- — AL seo = i
PeeFYet, WEEELE  thkep R
o et — HH
H. D SOl ek ]
N W SEHLAL SR B %gﬁ&
—».'. yrn R=1 .
e %ﬁﬁ, SCOM - — st e—)

L ARy o M S5 R 7 9k 5 AR R P R RN

H A 0 38 B SRR (NaOHD | bt 36 95 3L (alkylaryl
sulfonic acid) . FEHEEEFAREE (Alkyl mans sulfate) B§ 5 I B
£1% (bromocresol purple) 45 2 A7 1 1 12 5 4 e 45 B5E [ O Je¢ i
HEEZZIR (DNA), [FE™AERER, RApE8L, R
RAEBR . BERYUM L, 3 5 G I S B 5 P T 1A A0 Y

CMT it . Uk, MmEE, Jrkfe, ks sd,
SEREONMET . 5 HEEAAAE . A EREE E SF A
AP R KRB (R=0.8D)0, IR BT B 5 W/, SM IR 4 5
T Aapmas R, BT AW A4 a8 00 R #4656
AR ZALTE T B R A i M 1 A X . AR R R KR,
it 2 TRV 5L 5 M U 4 . A7 i CMT 35 2 1 B AR B 1
5, AR FLANT B BOR FLAE, SR AR YRR D I B A b T Y 2
Yio FAb. T AR A BE R WO AR AN .l R LR % B
PR 2 Y R B B
4.1.2 WMT

WMT (wisconsin mastitis test) B D. I Thompson F
1964 AFHEH 0T, B BN RESE FUAR R AL . B S X B R
AR R . WMT By At 5 CMT 2481, Jor F 28 1 3 44 1k
FItL—HE B T P 3 7R A2 {8 A 40 M RE B DNA JF: 7 A=
K. WMT Kl LK it A7 id s, Bk &, Hedar
WMT WA S i i F e 2, B9 T= { (WMT,, SCC)
| =1, 2, =, 33}, WK 2R, RE. ERENKEH
R DU A 5 4 1 (00 MR TR 4 A 20 i IR S 8~ 10 s
G Bl A, IHRAWHEL . 15 s EIKEREME, F1F
1 min JFERBERXEREGYN R, ©HK WMT,, @i
A, WIXTRLAY SCC, BP g AH LAY 14 40 B 50, 4= 9% o 1 240 0 bk
Z . B BARR ML, SR EE WMT, Wi,
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FERREE S WA A O BRI ) B 5 S . 7

F 2 WMT Rl i 5 P i i w3 02

) WMT; SCC; i WMT; SCC;
! /mm /10*mL~! /mm /10*mL !
1 3 14 18 20 92
2 4 16. 5 19 21 99
3 5 19.5 20 22 105
4 6 22.5 21 23 113
5 7 26 22 24 170
6 8 30 23 25 128
7 9 34 24 26 136
8 10 38 25 27 144
9 11 42 26 28 152.5
10 12 46.5 27 29 161
11 13 51.5 28 30 170
12 14 56.5 29 31 180
13 15 62 30 32 193
14 16 67.5 31 33 203
15 17 73 32 34 218
16 18 79 33 35 228
17 19 85.5

WMT A8 WMT, /NT 8 mm I Sy HAR YA, H WMT,
ANT 19 mm I HC E A LRSS, TR 19 mm # 4  EE
SRR B R AR B (U BRI R, 5 CMT A
b, WMT o il , R R 2, HERA RN
W, PG 7m0, AREE RS, e
K, HSHEERERMEXES CMT XEMY (R=
0.88)7,

4.1.3 DNA 3

DNA 600 v (19 B 33 56 Al 02 0K 40 B b ) DNA & & 5 7k 48
L% 2 Bl — & 19 IE A . Urbanova %520 @t 7. 7 DNA & &
Sk AR DG, HH S R B A= 10° AR 4L /8
250 DNA, AR 7598 58 2 7 4 12X 500 A2 ol 1< 20 Mg 99 i
WIF R s DNA, K5 2R FI 43 606 BE T € 45 3 DNA &
A, HHXRERE V 2T, WA 2SR SCC=A x A/ V
PEATIREY . 107k R S AR B AR I B — Bk, 3B
0.997, BA LS DNA JE#J5 vk n CMT, WMT 4 58 & 1
K. SR, HEIMELL KL DNA & & 5 1 40 j $oA 5 ik %
PEAR WAL E . [6 I il 7 DNA 23 8 B [ A /9 I L, DNA &
BT ARG A RN IRZE, BRI S KE T
FERTAT Mk DATE 9537 54 75 im 1 B0 3 AR L )

4.1.4 ATP ¥

ATP 3% (adenosine triphosphate, ATP) 1 il o F T ff
P 2 5 S SR 11 A0 BT ARG PR T L S ke bk A T A 0 A A i R
BRG] R AS I BRI A i B P i ATP 78 9¢ D6 R Bl i 1R
AT, ZOLEYS ATP 854 /™ A 26 f ATP WEBUE L,
A AT LS Aok 00 A 0 B R R R ) B . ATP Rk B DT
TP A AN B A Sk [27] s ad BLWO401 ik % B 3
5 WA R AT X IR, AL T U0 5 A M B £
A, ARG PESY 0.905 6, ¥ BGIE T % J7 2 W vl 474,

WITEAR BN,
4.1.5 EC¥:

H S % (electrical conductivity, EC) 5l 32 19 3& 4 5 3
RWAFL P RAE SRR, Pl F s, &, HCO' — 8 F
FOWR BE 3G, 51k i R A g i HL A5 R A A B = ) A
FER AR SCHED 0 PR A i LR L T SR kA
MR AL R y=3.0132" —7.081x+9.306, y RN
HOGR, o KRR ME b AR i S B S R AL
I3 R CMT 543, B % 12 Wik 57 fl CONscan 1% 2 g &
AL, J5 il H DT F) ] Bently-Somacount-150 5 {4 41 i i1 %k
{CFT DDS-11A FIH I H 52 284043 530 0 1 45 52 W3 0 14 1K 4 e 1
G SR, SRE RIS 1 B S R S A A R A R Y
FF: y=0.5838Ln (2) +4.0807, H y FRH IR, + &
AR, Lo o8 B AAXT R, AR SRR 0.933 4, %Ik
PAE BRI HA — e, A T fE . Fi.
W R ZE LA A AR n s, H T R 5 A A i
B (B IE AR R AR A G — BT . B R A i
B kzz R0, B SR E AT R A T AT 4 LR
4.1.6 pHE

WEF AW pH {H % FE 6.5~6.8 Z [A], SR 1 & A 4
e R O 6 o, E R (L e R S 7. 05 MR REAL
RS, B A I 95 3B PG, O R 1 L TR BE A B 4R
i, NS 80495 00 pHE3E S e, S8 R OR R
AR N, AR R 1 ~4 R (R, )X A L R R
MR BE B, Mijnen %7730 pH %145 SCC. L5 R4 I
R AR 5, HAK I (A B . Marschke %50 58 1o 52
Bk W] pH {E X T R A X 43 1F 5 5 4R IE 5 2L IR Y BUR B
Bide, XISk S0 e vy AR A M RS pH 2 R A E R R
Fo IFTEWAEBHERLSE IR A 45 1 1 Ak 3 R Xt B E R, %
KRG EAME) AR — . PP AED WE T R
P60 pH £ 6. 5~6.8 F1 6. 8~7.0 Z[Al W}, 1A 40 M5 ny &8 25 %
ZRBW S (P>0.05), Tabidi 257 @ i He &8 3E W pH 3£ 78
P B P L 98 Oy T RO BE L T CMT J5 ik, il 5 CMT
JrEXS IR pH Bt — R Mm% TR R e EL
BRBABIFOHEEE, RARERR, WEIEFENA,
1B 55 oAt S AL 1 FL 53 A LA B 5 A 1R A 4 B 450 =2 18] 1) A 06 M
%,

F 3 FYIARAIEEC pH TR E R

F5 SCC (10" 4~/mL) pH
1 0~20 6.4~6.6
2 20~50 6.6~6.8
3 50~150 6.8~7.0
4 150~500 7.0~7.2
6 =500 6.4~6.6

4.1.7 FhEB:
5 CMT. DNA 2K, % (Gel Formation) ¥:AYyIEA
DB A ) IS PR fR B AR 40 B R DNA 2 )5, 410k
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5% 24 &

R, AL, W R DNA B2, 4 050 &5 B
155 s R Sk o A 24 it 50 R B =2 I A A Gk R R W]
AR M AL L RS A S I A N T AR 0 R 4 i 2
SRE W Z W R R E . SCC=4.787 44 X p+
3.727 55X T—89.913 37, M o FIRFHEE, W HEE k1T
Mir, T RRBE, HAMEHEREE 0.99 ML (P<
0.001), iS5 EEEK LM L0 B #2257 . Atasever
50T A S B0 P E R A RE O 0 5 R 40 M B LA AR i R
WPk, SRS BB R AR L, AR SCHE R IR (R=0. 783,
P<C0.01), FEE B A E 85 8 0 00 a0, (H X TR 0 ) 4
BB A BRI 2, B EEZ R B . RS
Ko TGP LR W 0 A A R RO DU
4.1.8 REP 3

A0 JETAE SN0 L B £ 77 A N R e T ) 55 L g . RN
Y (EzH) 540 5 3 00 e E BY R A XA B B (relative
electric permittivity, REP), ‘B 5 &R MH&., HH REP %17
A% 240 B 5 ) (4 A S A T, LA 0 A TR A 0 i A AT
W T AE G A B EA BAR A AR XA R . EAERERD
AR I B 3 R 2 AR AR O B B I AR A e R R T
TXORR X A L RO 23 B A R A M 1 g g . B
MIIEHSE K R, Grillo 253 i 2 4F (1 52 500 W1 76 35 1 hy
10 C~34 C. HJEN 100 mV LK 3780 % K 300 kHz (11
WM. XA RS SCC ZHMEMEERREE (R=
0.988 1), = (1D Jizs, Hi T RARRE, RFERLEZLK
Be N AR AR A R B Or B SRR B, R R
POMERR R SRR, S5 S BRIk B A R AIEAE .
0 R T A Y0 B e L MR 48 I R A AT R B A B B A, EX
T 22 C~30 CHIRHMEAE 30 J7/mL ZE A0, Hik 2z
BE 20%~30%,
SCC = AX ¢

6X107° T — 1.4 X103 T+7.7X107°,

for T & (10 C,24 C)

8.4 X 107°T> —0.31T+ 2. 61, (D

for T € (24 C,34C)
b= 0.1574¢ 02K
for T € (10 C,34 C)
4.1.9 IRT ¥

AN % ¥ (Infrared thermography, IRT) | F # il
2 3% A 240 i 010 R A T B T A7 R 1 5 2R 3L B R TR B 5 4
R AN AR AR — A MRS R, Polat 4577 3 1 50 50
TN T 2R A 2L D 2% TR RE 5 AR A M R D T SR R
USST=132.12+ 0.49 X In (SCC), H v USST k4 % W i
JE,C, SCCHhHRaMmE, Bk 10° mL ", EHI R, H
XM R=0.85 (P<C0.000 1), HEARA& M e, wf i fl &1 4k
PRARANAE R 2 1.5 KA FE 8 X 5 24 2L s AT LR . iR 4R 15
) A T 3 0 B LA 56 6 FR AR m] A 53 1 L SCCHM, 2n A
G0k BT A I 2% T IR BE 5 R 40 AR 0 TE AR OGPk — i, DA R
F. JRHAE SCC<T40 J7 mL ™' iy AR et sl TR, AL 2
SEPRVERT AT, T Bk FL R AR A 00 e o A

41,10 HAth A 2

BN T M2 Mg R TR S SR AR S
SRA SRS R O MR [A) B T BE AL, HCOE B R R Gk B
95 %0 . SR 25 ARSI bR v A A T M £ S 1R A AN T B s R
S e, SR SRR A A ) 7 i B S AR LB . U2
ML 5 T S0 R M B = R A BB A, RN T 1 R
2 A 3 RFLIRR N LI I IR AET . T O A R 4 R e R
o B A T — b AT R SR B (X NG R A A 2 i 0 A
B B Ayt TE A B A R — 2B AR SR
4.2 EHERWZE

V) 32 ARG V00 7 S 3 Ao A W 2 0% 1 4t Al T EL & R TR 4
PR R I L B AT A A R R = I A O O R =
AT B BOfE 5 AT DL DR X3 it B 5 AR LR R 93 4R, {BLX
T 40 0K 43 FL I R 70 2 1 9 o 7™ B R UL VE A B . A U
J5 ¥ T TR 40 M 0R A ME B
4.2.1 ANTHRZE

N T B vk 38 % R 1 B B R 2k Bk R b % 4 5 R
I FH N % AR 0 M AT T A kT R AR AL 3R A R L
BT (D RCE YR, 5% 54 mL ZEEFR 40 mL Y
ACKREATSIFET 65 CRUKERF M 3 4, FmA
0.6 g L2, RAMEE 4 C, REMA 6 mL )KEER,
WORAEs (2) BTG aK 10 pL A S PIFREE S 2] 1 em® 1Y
2y b, EERA PO T, BARGW, AR
S8 (3) FIHT 300~500 % WA BE WSS B v b i g 60 40 i
R — 5 1 T UL 4 A 8 K R A e B R 1 e
B | I LU i B ok -8~ S <= R s . )
55 50X I R, R e A ) .

N LB v 5 S T R T Ao 8 A U 2 B B P R R O
1520 b i M A B R . BRI VAR R At A 2
Ml iHH07 B AR AR E, (HAFTERRAE B, J53hm RREAR
R EAT/EARE SRS, b TOAEEsS T RS
., mUHERE.

4.2.2 WLk h

P o 5 1 e A D IR 204 B A A P R MR A R B AT 2 A
H AR R B A BB I L 3 2 AN FRR =2 T Y e BEL L Ry £ 200 i £ A
FETIIG T, AR 22 8] 4 P B 22 00 K 9 ™ 26 v ik o 3 5
— A A Bt A A E R b R R DA AR e K e iy
e IEIRGEAREN ) UR Y GEN | QURy ol LI R I E N
THAGEAEILF— 8D, Bk wmEE ks
Fk wl g it FE . LT R I R IE AT R B e I &
4.2.3 Sahkihik

Sk w2 B B AR R e R Ak 2 48 (Ethidium bro-
mide) 55 R 2 R B PGS BEWIAE G EAT g0, SR A ZE R DU
B LA £ 0 A 2 5 A T — SR R AR B, AR PR BT R
SR /N LU R A0 IO AL RE — A — A8 a3 2 A 20 i 7 58 A O %
B 2 BB = 1 BB IR I R Aok, B SOt AR R
KIEAE S 06 Wk b 3 47 3F 8, DT S5 30 4 45 A 4 AR 4 R
WO Sk R . EE SR, B T
BRSSP R 4 BN TR R R
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FERREE S WA A O BRI ) B 5 S c 9

40204 THEPLIL AR A

Rt BB AR ORI R RSN T I SR E T AL
SRR ATRE I 7 % . G. L. Pettipher™ 5E 1082 4 4t 38
BT 13 9 70T AU B 1 7 BF . Michael %
BT LA E A R 0 4 RN B RS . Gustavo J. Grillo
GUTRRE T AT PC MAURA MM BB RE, HTR
Wi 2R 5 P B AR 40 B, ] S, Moon™' F) I 5065 & vk s R 4
B R B AR SR 5 R B R B 5 A5 B R A0 i R, X R
T ST IA N P A5 A B A AR 2 R B A Uz A, (B R
0 240 B TR AR B BIF Y 2 T IR A B P R R R — o X i
BRI, FIP AR R AL, IR — A T R
4 3% 3 0 90 00 A 40 AR A0 T BT I . A AT AR B A 4
MR R O3 B T iR R T TOHSE . R T R T RUH B A KRl
BER R ORGSR I, EAEZATETHPRAS
BUAGTT . MERR A 2 Oy vk AR 2 A RO I . T B 2
82 O P R S A S TR iR 7 87 AN (P11 11 >-37 13 €7 A
5 HEXKENNFHNERBER

HET, 4 FHG 54 m L) g, 4954 i 50
BRI A R I B ZE B F RO AR R I 7 AR 4 R
FH K i B9 1 22 Foss 24 W] Fossomatic 5000 2 31 4K 4l fd 73~
HrAL L B 22 Delta 28 Al ) Somascope T . 5% [E Bent-
ley A 7] ) Somacount 150 &AL, 44 SR DG bk oh ik 1
A JE Bechman 2 & 1 % IR %5 i 801X (Coulter Somatic Cell
XA R I R, MR R . (HERAE
MR, WEBHSUEMRAEER, R, EMA2HhE
DR EPHRS R OME, FUAREEONHRIBE, WA
PREMA, H—Tm, HERTEBRERMAERE, BT
TG A % 1A 0 3+ 5 At B 2 i 0T & ke s AR 7 o 36 [
Bentley 24 #] ) Somacount 300 i %% . Fi # () DeLaval i}
B (DeLaval Cell Counter)™® | ufi[E C-reader {4 2 Jifg 1 % X
CRP-2007"%% . 5 B {25 M 45 50

R T 22 4 D 1 B DL RO H AT D, R SR A Bl Y
o I S A5 B AR N Y PRAG R PR . SRS A AR DG IO A Y 3 B
FBI R4 M, a0 DNA VLR 48 606 B 1l i DNA & & |
ATP 2 F S G TR ATP S6am . EC 36 R H B S R4
oI A RE Y H A 3R pH R AT VR O B R R pH E
B RE VSR B BE A 0 W AE A B BE{E . IRT R 21 4h 4R A%
ASCHGE I 49 24 L s R TR R, A

TR D X T S AN M A A W T AE R F 20 ik 4g 60 4R
AR, A AR A AR I AT 5 T, A0 1965 A [ AR R I AR —
AR Bk X, b XF503 #1, b B AL AL A )T
COULTERZF %, Fjst XF—1 %, ¥R DXJ— 1 B4 b i
BRATEUL, X LeHR 8 T RE T B L AN A A0 i AAS . AR
% 200 i 5 0 A 2% B B ) B T O JLAR AR T P s e
AT AR R FRAAG I ik
6 NG

Zr ERTIR . AW 20 M O R B TR A B Y AR AR .
WANMIT T ¥ B 5 L S0, Ry ik . AR S5 R T T K &

Counter) %,

BIBTSE . —Jr . [ IS SCC Z B Y AH R PE i 22 . i
W R A B R A R TORS A I SCC A I T IX 23 AR L 4k
T SRS B A G R O JUHAT B TR AL T B B
PEFLIR WA . RO RS UGE T E AR EEE L 71—
2N REN T QUi QU i DRSS RN LN DR R L RN RS
MR AR BT R X SRR B B SRR R L SR TGE
s B BT R B R B R R . ST RN R )
AR 200 A 0 ) R SRR B T K AARAEGRT A L Z5 R T L. A
YA I BCASAR A D00 T 38 4 o 32 ¥ A T 4 28 2 4 ) AR
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