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Genetic Difference and Antibacterial Characteristics of Carnobacterium Isolated from Intestine of

Cold-Water Fishes in Xinjiang
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(1. Food College, Shihezi University, Shihezi ~ 832003, China;
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Abstract: Psychrotolerant probiotic lactic acid bacteria were isolated from the guts of 7 cold-water fish species in Xinjiang
and were analyzed for genetic structure differences according to the sequences of their 16S rRNA gene by rep-PCR
fingerprint typing technology. The results showed that 15 strains of Carnobacterium were obtained, including 4 strains of
C. maltaromaticum, 10 strains of C. divergens and 1 unidentified strain of Carnobacterium spp.. By the Oxford cup method,
it was found that the metabolites of 8 of these strains had different inhibitory effects on three pathogens, and the strongest
antibacterial effect was observed against Listeria monocytogenes. The fermentation supernatants of the 8 strains were
subjected to exclusion of organic acids and hydrogen peroxide or protease treatment. After protease treatment, all the supernatants
except BS-JYC-3 completely lost their antibacterial activity, indicating that the bacteriostatic substance in the fermentation
supernatants may be a bacteriocin. Drug susceptibility tests showed that all of the 8 strains were very sensitive to ampicillin,
minocycline and chloramphenicol, and moderately sensitive to gentamicin, tetracycline, rifampicin and teicoplanin.
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RS JTHRE AT BARMIER BRI, BiEmkE
Y518 EZ TR T 22800 AR RS E Eh &K HR, 1
PRAE 3 0 fa AN i 38 AR~ . ieAh, AR E]
B [E] AN (R BEAA 2 R), P2 0 [ — BEAARAS [A) 4
Z A B A S M R A 2 5. Cummings &K% 1
BE MR I E Y S AW DR R A G
FAE Ny — Rk P HE R B B, B TR, AR
B KR AR AT AR AL, AR S R G B i 32 BT
EYERIAEAZ I KA IR SR, 15 2K e i AE MR B
A T A S HESI Y«

EAER, HRAFHLEMEY I TG % %%
E, RE R FaR . AR EAGE M
FHRPEREFL . AR T NSRG4 S5 E 2, T
KIE T AR, FAAEI RER 73 K AR B B AR,
Dy 145 3 i ARG iR ) 2 A LR B PR B T R SRR, U
T 7 2 TR 3R 11 T LK Tk 7L TR T E 8 o 1) AR ) DR B R R T T
HAWE Mg st. g Rm, &5 700 6 e s
P A LR SOl EAC A S B A, IR BE P AL A R AR T
PR, REA RO 9 R R A TR 1 A K
BT,k L B AR MR T L R R TE R AT M
A AR PR BRI Y T ARGE, 2K
AV B> 5 198 Lactobacillus F Enterococcus, |8 18
I3 85 Z B Canobacterium K" . Sugita 5" Mt fi7ie 7y
2t Aeromonas caviae. A. hydrophila. Pseudomonas spp.
J Clostridium spp. 5248 8 3 50 M B J8 A N\ U509 Ji B
CORAFREERTEZCR . HAr, BN o)
25 i i L AT 0 B 8OR OAT T PO A AT i, Ring &
KPPt L 5 £ 554 b £ Ji7 38 rh 070G 207 A £ YA
(C. piscicola) F3 ¥k A AN (C. divergens) , 4)
Hr 7B AT A i BU B PR R, R X e
FF A BE 88 7 25 RO 07K 7™ il o FE 0 R 808 T FA 70 B
Jiko SR, AR B AE T 25 AN AT s A0 1) A It tH B — 1
AR AR R IR IR R, A S AR B A T B AR B 2 1 R
H SR RIRM 251, PIAT IR 24510 5 £ a2 PR AR R
] R AL G T AT e, & AR AR TR 1R 22 A P VP Ak
S,

S AR 55 IR 2 R M — R N B VKPR R AR
W, HAEKIRAE20 CULR, Hrp 2K @2k, AW
7 7K AR TE AR AT B AR AL T AT Sk U, AR S A i
2 K i 3 v 23 B IR AR T B, o s A S5 R 25 S
BEAT 3T, Gk B B R R R AT, R R R
R 3 W 2R AT 4 A R B R 0T R 4 245 1) Uk
PEBEAT SESG, DU AR A AT B A D 2 28 3R 7 f 2 bk
S IR0 7 THD R 2 2 SR SR, D ot ARG T D R
i o PIAT 1R 1) 2 e MEVPAG TR I — e I S K HE .

L1 MRS

K H BT 8 AR 5 3 AR YA K AR A 35 )
(Perca fluviatilus)  4J&f (Rasbora borapetensis)
HRE) (Carassius auratus gibelio) . #ffa (Siniperca
chuatsi) « BIEM M (Esox reicherti) . X B3}
(Macropodus opercuiaris) J s WHES 4 (Leuciscus
baicalensis) o T EIZER . RFEMICEE T4 CiK
FELRTE, 12 hA IS A SEE0 =

FAEER M. (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)
FigsY B AEMAR AR Marker KRR
AR (dEs) BHBRA R PCR Master Mix. ddH,0
ATAYTR CEE BOARAR; 0.22 pmflfLIER
AR T 15 R (Elliker. MRS, LB) .
AR A RIRE R IR A .

AL Wi Rr B (Listeria monocytogenes
CGMCC 1.9136) « Kt (Escherichia coli
EPEC 0127:K63 CICC 10411) . 4 &8 4] Bk 14
(Staphylococcus aureus CICC 21600) o E kA
VB R R E O
12 U5

5810RmEH ¥ AR B 0L {EEEppendorf 2 7 ;
TC-512 PCR{X  f#[E Biometra/y 7]; PowerPac Universal
P HPKAC. Gel DOC XREEKME 724 S [EBio-Rad
A#]; UVmini-12408 40000 HARREA A .
13 ik
13.1 kR aife

W AL BB 1) ¥ 7K Ll TE A AR IR A 10 F5 15 BEARRE
AIEEEI0 2, 1077 10 SRI10 8 B A R Bl 8 A1 i A
TMRSAHENikers; 773 b, EEAMFREERAT3 TR, 7>
BT REAMA AR FEMT, 16 CTHIR3~5d. KIKE
BB N 10 AR R VA IR, BB TR
30~300 CFU/ILZ i) BT HR 2 1 B — B v a2 A7 Rl 2k
e, AERRNALE T3 ~4 IRE B, R TEREET
Bk, A2 IRGL DA g S Be, AT I B 6) SE AL F,
BRI A0 5 B i, —20 CIORESH .
132 BB E

% Dong Xiuzhu®§" 7 AT B BESL G, S0 &
83 YO EN
133 fod AR RNE

H4 G5 106 15 38 ) R AR 5 A S 152 % (3P B 4P T MRS
WAk TR, R4, 150 18, 24, 30, 37 C 6 4
B, B IR24 h, KL E T T
420 nm P KAL I E OD1A .«
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1.3.4  16S rRNAJLAIPCRY 1 K RGi Kk & 430
DNAKJIRBUAR 5 Justé 5" B 5 19+ 8 fi 4 =
HOJE AL 7 VR 4T . RAT16S rRNAE FH 51 #9127
(5'-GAGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3") F1492r
(5'"-CTACGGCTACCTTGTTACGA-3") #4TPCRY"
B,y A 95 CHUEPES min: 94 CAME30 s
56 ‘CiBk40's, 72 CIEM1 min, 35 MEH. PCRI“HIHE
1.5 /100 mLEg AR A e e rL kR I =, a6 A g 95 75 A )
BTN . NP 45 SR AE 2 GenBank B i th #ET 551
YR (BLAST) , SKRHICLUSTAL X1.83%{4-HE5%f
FEHI"IHRHMEAG v.5.0" 8 3 RS R E
135 ZEREANFEESM (repetitive polymerase chain
reaction, rep-PCR) 84 iE 43 Hr

Fe o B % H Wi Frep-PCR 5| #/BOXAIR Al (GTG)
(£1) o PCRY W “MIE2% R IEHEEEL . 1 X TAEHL 3K
ZEpP. 80 VHLIE FHLVK3 h, B TR A A S A1,
F15 B FR S E 4 F Gel Comparll (Applied Maths, sint-
Martens-Latem, Belgium) &t 73Hr ik -4k #5 UPGM A

1T IR

#£1 rep-PCR3|PFIPCRE M4
Table1l Primer sequences and reaction conditions used in rep-PCR
. . PCRE M
i3 i i (53 — -

" | i e ik &k
BOX-PCR  BOXAR  CTACGGCAAGGCGACGCTGACG 9%4C\ Imin  53C. Imin  65C. §min
(GTG) PCR  (GTG) 5 GTGGTGGTGGTGGTG 95C, 30s 40T, 30s 65C, 8min

1.3.6  BAPRICHN M A I b 37 VI o) % B 400 T 0 1 T o )
B

B BRI ERIE G, 2% MR B3R T MRS
WAREFRIEF, 16 CIRE R 7748 hfh, H2 mL AW
B (12000Xg, 10 min, 4 C) K& i3S, 34
0.22 pmfiFLIE ML 815 B JC A MR BE IS, 4 CIRAF
%M.

K FR AR AR VRO LR B AT A R S IO .
B~ R R K AT B BR A% AT T v 2 B0 T 1 N 4 B R
BRI BRI T LB AR 72, 37 CH57%18~24 h, I
1 mLFG 7 55 98 T T AR B AR K P S B P R R, 15
B E 2 N10°~ 10" CFU/MLIFR B . B 100 pL# 27k
P50 TLBES R, KM R R s TH F,
FEFAR H I N200 pLJG4H A I IS, DAAS 0B 1
MRSH; 75 4 AR R, 4 CHIP 83 h/E, 37 CIEIRK:
7718 h, MEMEE EAE, B LIM3 NFT, RFE
1B DA E H A e
1.3.7  RTCH A I b B

DA B A% 2 6 1 2 s 1 9 HR s B, e FL IR B T A
i % BT LR AR I R B TS WipH 6.5 )5 0

AN EAEE RRKENS pg/mL) , 37 CKIB2 h;
9 B TG A M e B TE R B A R R B R, A
FiEW AN E A K. BE AN E S0l (s
WEEN1 mg/mL) , 37 C/KIBE2 he LAREARFIALEEHI TG
AN R % LSO A O TR A T P S A, 4 AT

TE3 P
1.3.8  Zyffsess

R4 32 [ I PR 92 36 = br A 4b & 01 S AR ECL ST
(2012) 1, SR B #uk (K-BiL) X
WA BEEAT 15 Fhbu A RGBS . WH150 pLik R
107~ 10° CFU/mL{ AIAT B B 2T, i FH I BRI AR 8o L 2
SJURAT TMRSERNEPARGR T, Frs 7R T8 LS
i T I, 37 CHIERFR36 h, WHEMHLER, K&
M E A, SRR 3 A PAT.

14 Hisabe

LI EE3 K, KHSPSS 17.05 15X i K
RGHE LT RA R I M KA Gel Compar THEEAR 77
MR B AT s R 2K b, AR 23K i Heml 1.0
/gL

2 HRSHH

2.1 MRS %E
MNT Fh¥e 7K iz A b 3k 4y B a8 pRAlEE 7R,
I PR G VE R/ B, BRR B TE LA DA R
PR Y € R 22 fil i S 36 1 BE A FLIR B, 10— 2D % HLdk AT
16S rRNAJFHI /3 #1, Fe& i 15 th WA, Hp
LZHEFEWITE (C. maltaromaticum) 4 ¥k, | AT H
(C. divergens) 10 ¥, RE MR EE
(Carnobacterium sp.) 1 k.
22 HEHRAHEAYE

IRHEDong Xiuzhus5" ) J7 VL XE 15 Wk P B i3k 47 4
RS, HE R WA 45 RAE H SPSSEAF 1T RA R
s, AR R AR S (R2) B LUK A B E AR R
72K, HAPEKE-BYC-2. E-BYC-1FIE-BYC-43R7E—
2, BRIEACHTE AL, BALRER] 4 FbE A AR,
BIEF R EHE; W ARMI7-HWYC-3MIE-HBGC-4 % —
I, ATLARIH6 PSR ARRYE, BS-JTYC-3FIE-HLM-6
RAE—iL, WTLLFIHT FhpEZS, BRUEFIH R, T
FRE-BYC-3M [ Bl — 7332, W LARIF BT A BORE . BE i
P, B RGBS TR R FE A7 95 T e S R S TR R K
ARSIV 5. K15 BRIFT B 20 B E T AR EERE T
iR, At BRI R AR 1 BOE A KR B 224 ~30 °C,
A KR BEE I N4~37 C, BT A RuEE, MUAA K
T8 53 25 2015 BRFT B R TR IR AR 14 .
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Table2 Sugar metabolism spectra of 15 Carnobacterium strains

csn BUE BHLEEE P
wir A aR AR R
RARER LI T
MIGYM2 + - 4N -+ + -+ - -+ + -
MIGYM3 + - 4y - 4+ - 4 - - 4+ -
BM 4 - W -+ o+ -+ - - 4 -
BIYC3 + - M -+ o+ -+ + -+ 4 4
EHMS + - 440 - + + - + + - + + +
EBYCZ + - MW - -+ -+ o+ - - -
EBYCI + - 4wy - - b - b - b - -
EBYC + - MW - -+ - 4 b -+ - -
MTHWYCS + - 43 - + + - + o+ o+ - - 1
EHBGC4 + - M -+ + -+ o+ o+ - -
MITHWYCA + - 43 + - + -+ - ¢+ -t
EBYCS 4+ - 4B+ + + o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ 4
EGYM2  + - M3+ - + 4 - - - 4 -
WIS+ — 4+ - 4+ 4 - - - -
EHWYC4 + - 4% + -+ + 4 - - - 4 -

e o BOGEIREE: + bk, — Bk,

23 T rep-PCRIGS K /3 bt

BOXAIR (GTG)

M17-GYM-3  C. maltaromaticum
M17-GYM-2  C. maltaromaticum
EB2-4 C. maltaromaticum
MI17-HWYC-4 C. maltaromaticum
E-GYM-2 C. divergens
M-TZM-3 C. divergens
E-HWYC4  C. divergens
E-BYC4 C. divergens
E-BYC-2 C. divergens
E-BYC-1 C. divergens
BS-JYC-3 C. divergens
E-HLM-6 C. divergens
E-HBGC-4  C. divergens
MI7-GYM-2  C. divergens
E-BYC-3 Carnobacterium spp.} v

11

E1 ETrep-PCRYMII1S ik BIFFE B K
Fig.1  Dendrogram of 15 Carnobacterium strains according to their

genetic profile obtained by rep-PCR

X515 ¥R AFT B 3 4T rep-PCRIG S L ) Hr, K H Gel
Compar TR PR B0 AN 6] 51 40568 B 1) 48 20 B 547 5%
2%, MBOX-PCRM (GTG) ,-PCRIBLIEAEE (K1) #
DUEITE H, 15 tkIAFF R alEiE s s F s, et
S B R TE RS IR sE 22 5. L BOX-PCRIELA
i (1) 457 32 BAE FHAE400~5 000 bpiE Fl A, A4E3~10 4>
R, REHIRKHRE TS5 %, Jf L
s (GTG) -PCRIELLEHELE350~5 000 bpit [ A I
1~ 12 NGB 26T . b2 MORR 51 477 A iR
SIS AT, R ZHPCR“W) 57 £350~5 000 bp-Z [«

HHEILRT AT, TE45% I ARAAME KT b, A IR TR AR A
WK A4 7%, Cluster IH4 #:C. maltaromaticumA %, H

FREM17-GYM-3. M17-GYM-2FIEB2-411)7f; B HH L1,
1M ARM17-HW Y C-4 ) B 5 EATH Z R, JTHZ
(GTG) s-PCRY 4B S EI1E 57 A 2 . Cluster 11
FICluster HIEFH C. divergensZH ik, 7£60%FIFAU: 7K
¥R 5r 2 AN, B —/ N AR SRR
AUFIT . Cluster IVAX 11 ¥k AT B J& Carnobacterium spp.
A, WARE-BYC-35 HAR R KA A Z ok, i E
M. WG EIR, 4 #KC. maltaromaticum$5 2 Fhity
M, 10 ¥kC. divergensfi4 Fpai A, Carnobacterium spp.fX
A1 P AL, ARSIGH 15 BRNAFREE 2 EE, X
LRI A BB R 2R, PN R 2R, fE7ER
gL 2 .
2.4 HOVERE M B PR Y O I

SR FH A= EEAR VXS 15 ok PRI B 30 A7 00 68 i 12 ) T 97
Hor 8 Wk AT B T I AT B PRAZ 4 P 2 s o R 4
00 %] BRI A B A RIE R (R3) .

£3 RAMEEEAFERIHSR
Table3 Primary screening of Carnobacterium for antibacterial activity

RN
PR 16 % e RAETE 4
i AR PR
E-BYC-1  &fkMES ++ +++ ++
E-BYC-2  mfAHED fr + ++ ++
E-HLM-6 V] fy ++ ++ +4++
M17-GYM-3 figf 11 ++ +++ +
MI7-HWYC-4  4[J8t +++ +++ ++
M-TZM-3 &} ++ ++ ++
BS-JYC-3 AR ++ ++ +
E-HBGC-4  Hpiffa ++ +++ ++
W —FIE 8 mm) ¢ +.BHME (8~11 mm) ; ++. 11~14 mm;

444 KF 14 mm,
2.5 PUNFRR JCAN R A B b VR B B A A3 B

F4  PTERRRE TR B L TR R A0 ) BB i
R O R TR R AR
Table 4 Effect of exclusion of organic acids and hydrogen peroxide
on the antibacterial activity of cell-free fermentation supernatants of

Carnobacterium strains against L. monocytogenes

N 017 Pl 5 42/mm
wikas L en mmw o pHesIHER
phrm o PRO g
M17-GYM-3 {5 71 3.90 19.05 13 12
MI17-HWYC-4 42 4.47 20 18 17.2
M-TZM-3 X3} 4.82 16.10 15 14
E-BYC-2 ML 3.93 18.00 17 15.8
E-BYC-1 RS L 3.95 17.00 15.2 14.1
BS-JYC-3 R4 3.88 17.15 16 14
E-HBGC-4 P £ 4.13 21.00 19 18
E-HLM-6 Ji] iy 442 15.90 14.5 13

AREAAEKBLRE PSP ERENAIR. 28
PO DU R 0 1 R SR 5T, O W PR T I
EVEC RSN Y B A, LR A P A 2 R B A R
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TNEE, WITEAT E8 B AT B A BT A AR H
LRARRE, WEAPTR, WHEM17-GYM-3 I fg
AR R R, T AR TR AR IR R B VY B B R TS
Re 1, FUIHEMLER AT REXS I HEM17-GYM-3H0 1 ¢ 11 1)
MR R, WHERE LERESHRR TS0 E)E,
T EAHEMMERE S, R AEXNT R B
TR T Y S BN, R R M1 7-HWY C-4 A1
E-HBGC-4 5% 5% 40 i 1 4= J e B (0 400 18 AR e 9 BE o

X8 MR PN B e IS WOEAT B I REK . R AN
HEAMRAR. WRSHR, BREHKBS-JYC-34 k& 1 i
AEFRHEREPE R R AL, AR TR IS 3 il Fr) e e S 5
JE IR RE D 5E A e e, R PRRE B R B 13 R A TR 4
Ji B RGO, AR R R, 0 B 44y
T REAETE RGN &R

RS IMEOELCE PR RRE LA BBt
ZHR IR SRR
Table 5 Effect of digestion with three proteases on the antibacterial
activity of cell-free fermentation supernatants of Carnobacterium strains
against L. monocytogenes
g A EE Rimm
MI7-GYM-3 MIT-HWYC4 M-TZM-3  E-BYC:2  E-BYC-l  BSJYC-3 E-HBGC4 E-HLM-6
EAEK 800 850 8.00 8.00 820 8.00 830 8.00
WEAE 800 800 800 830 840 1670 890 800
BEOE 830 8.60 8.00 820 8.00 8.00 9.00 8.00
R 19.05 2000 16.10 18.00 1700 1715 2100 1590

E: FEHR N2 N6.0 mm, 4MENS8.0 mm.

2.6 AWENEPEAREER ARG E o

C. divergens LCR15 (HQ259724.1)

A E-HLM-6
C. divergens MFPA44A14-04 (JF756167.1)

95| & E-BYC-2

— A BS-JYC-3
0.005 C. divergens MFPB14D06-04 (JF756181.1)

100 A E-BYC-1

C. divergens JCM 9134 (LC279607.1)
C. divergens Ni799 (AB598939.1)
A M-TZM-3
89 |4 M17-HWYC-4
C. divergens NBRC15683 (AB680940.1)

A E-HBGC-4
C. maltaromaticum NBRC 15684 (AB680941.1)
C. maltaromaticum SM6 (KF263652.1)
99 C. maltaromaticum Z2 T MRS 17 (KC213861.1)
A MI17-GYM-3

2 #T16S rRNAFFIRATH I RER B W
Fig.2  Phylogenetic tree of Carnobacterium based on 16S rRNA

gene sequence

W8 Rk AT A I M AT 1 16S rRNA RS 4 %
K %1 5 GenBank 2048 e A1 16S rRNAZEK 7 41
BEAT R L, 3% B A0 AR AU 1 e 1 TR PR A R Gt
KEMIE2, %8 AREEKYE TRHEE.
JHP B BKE-HLM-6. E-BYC-2. BS-JYC-3HMIE-BYC-1
5C. divergensH) FF 5 AHAUNEX99%, M-TZM-3 .
M17-HWYC-3. E-HBGC-47E[fl—/r#, HC. divergensi

R, BEMMI7-GYM-35 S HFhC. maltaromaticum
HI R FUAALE IR 99% L |
2.7 PiERTZA ST

=R PR Wi

100

H45r /%

B3 8Bk EAMIRIG P B DA R E BT
Fig.3  Antibiotic resistance analysis of 8 Carnobacterium strains with

bacteriostatic activity

WEBR, 8 MR RIE, KGR ZMAE
RRUGUR, WIRKER. WHER. FlEF. BFhTR
DA U, TR R ARRTROR R Rl 2R
MRy T B R ERI B LA R R 2

MI7-GYM-3
MI17-HWYC-4
M-TZM-3
E-BYC-2
E-BYC-1
BS-IYC-3 [
E-HLM-6

PN = = P P DI D LI LI
DSOS RNIONANO—DIA
coooooooooo

B4 ETWEBEEZNS BEA ST ER
BiERGUERRE S B
Fig.4  Heat map analysis of antibiotic resistance of 8 strains of
bacteriostatic Carnobacterium based on the diameter of inhibition zone

P4 ] DL B S 8 R A A B8 ™ AR 1) Bt A 2 40 1
BARKRN, FEWR 7L R B LA R i 2515 . L N
Wamstt, HOEMTORHTERAETHAERME
W B4 N BRI I R . AR B AR B, X
WCEEE R RMPIAR, FRRE. HEER. BFH
TN AR EME e FiiiE R, RIFIXLA R
XL o TC 0 e P8l = A=, RER B 255 ifg B o
LG T BEE P A OB AR AL, &R
HH KB 40 B A 100 B B B AR R K e dA, BIPZE
R 2515 0l B P B R R . IR AT, R
WHEM-TZM-3H 4 X IR %2, RPAZFAER
FEAE AR BBl B AR iR BRARE-BYC-2HIE-BYC-1H)Zi 4
DX 3o A AHAL, B ATTIR 25 R BUAHIE . AN 20 #T
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FIRP AU R 25 TE B AT REANF, WE B R R PR
WMEPE AR o O (L X EOE 2 T E B RAME R, BOR
WP AR 24 P KT 75 B R AR T

3 9

W 50 I o0 LR e AR = AR A LR . i A Ak
A LHE R EMEYET, ReA 8O H] 6 R I A&
W MR, TR T R AR R AR W5 AR ) AR 5 570 D7 THI
W LSV 32 1 R A T IR A EOR R 2 b S
TAREM T BEEEE, RLBLE IR E LR
BT, RAWER S PRARBE N . B
Morita ™% i} ¥4 B 105 S, 15 FR AR B 0 08 2B KR
FER24~30 °C, J& T A B EmE . 48058 7 & 21
15 %RAFFHE, HAC maltaromaticum 4 ¥, C. divergens
10 £k, Carnobacterium spp. 1 ¥ rep-PCRIBLIFIAZE—
FPUE. 5 THREMTESHEN TH, R&&m0Hhe
71, AT XA ER . R B2 B AR K B 2 0 5
R ARRE . Gevers™ M Svec %K F 1% 15 8L K it
AR A T AR st o1ik, (GTG) -PCRAE LI
S IRIE G IR B i o R BRI S8 TV, O YA s B
15 #R POAT B8 B bR (] (13845 2 A6, ARHE 78R FHBOXAIR
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