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ABSTRACT: The genus Rhizopus represents a group of cosmopolitan fungi with a wide geographic
distribution, being commonly associated with plant hosts, specialized as parasites on animals,
and mostly regarded to be saprophyte growing on various substrates. The goal of the present
study was to isolate Rhizopus species using direct isolation and soil plate methods and identify
all Rhizopus species obtained using morphological characters. Additionally, cellulolytic
and chitinolytic enzymes from selected fungal isolates were preliminarily tested by measurement
of clear zone around each colony. Based on extensive collections from soil and plant samples
in various locations in Thailand between in September 2014 to August 2015, the results revealed
that 24 representative isolates of the Rhizopus spp., including R. oligosporus,
R. oryzae and R. stolonifer were morphologically identified. Of these, R. oligosporus (KUFC10227,
10228, 10234, 10236 and 10244), R. oryza (KUFC10232 and 10235) and R. stolonifer (KUFC10230)
were selected and screened for qualitatively enzymatic evaluation on the agar plates. The most
commonly found species was R. stolonifer. Based on their clear zone formations around the
colonies, two candidates of R. stolonifer (KUFC10227 and KUFC10244) are reported to be the
promising isolates as cellulase producers, while R. stolonifer KUFC10234 is regarded as a chitinase-
producing potent strain.

Keywords: Rhizopus, fungi, enzyme, cellulase, chitinase

Agricultural Sci. J. (2017) Vol. 48(3): 376-388 2. e, Y. (2560) 48(3): 376-388

376 Agricultural Sci. ). 2017 Vol. 48 (3)


JHAAAJA
Textbox
spp.


UNANED

L%aiﬂuaqa Rhizopus daidungusiiiny
nsz0lély Tnsegsuiufivends visliady
Usanludn? LLazﬁauIszjWULﬂugsJaaaawEJIG]EJ
\3ayeg uNTanyllafn19Y mMsAnuafvaneiie
WEnTeT Rhizopus Tagdimsuenanitslnense

wazds soil plate sauMIdnduunaialaele

ANYUENIFUFIUINEN waznadeuAanssues
sllunsudaeuledigagaanaylafiualaenisin
swavinallavesemsiuseulalad annisfiv
mogsRunasiiganumanng o lulssinelng
SEUINUABUAULIEY 2557 B9 @AY 2558
mmimwm%asﬂ Rhizopus spp. lAduau 24
Telaan dasuundu R olicosporus, R. oryza
way R. stolonifer e nduUARLEDNLE B
R. oligosporus (KUFC10227, 10228, 10234
10236 way 10244) R. oryzae (KUFC 10232 gy
10235) waz R. stolonifer (KUFC10230) ierh
lunaaeuianssudanuainlunisudnieuled
waguaakarlafuaue sy lnedeeing
wuUeesnTign Ao R. stolonifer NaMTinUTLan
lavosermsiusevlaladuanddifiuindes
R. stolonifer 31uau 2 lelgian lawn KUFC10227
wag KUFC10244 fiusgansnnlunisudaieuled
LUARLAH uazldosn R stolonifer KUFC10234
fussavzawlunsudaeuledlasiua

AdAey:
lafia

Rhizopus, 31, teulwl, Lwagiaa,

Unin

o371 Rhizopus \hudneglueiuning
Eumycota W&y Zygomycota (Webster and
Weber, 2007; Kirk et al., 2008) Tutagiu

Spatafora et al. (2016) la518UN15IANLIANY
{031 Rhizopus Tnilagldtoyanisiugnssumas
Slun warlddndesn Rhizopus lﬂuezmmsuu
Mucoromycotina aﬂwmvmﬂmamaiwaﬂauu
miwizyaaNimmImJLawumawizyaguu
pmnsiitmadudiudszney @unsaadie
Fulewuuldfinifady (coenocytic hypha)
nsduiuguuuliondemalaenisasisales Son
11 alosussileales (sporangiospore) LAnTILAL
agluneaiasusuien (sporangium) UTeABUT4
nay egiivaresuuuveafituyaUes 130
aﬂaﬁLLiwIaV\Iai (sporangiophore) ) Tnsaadnadivin
wihfiganzfudodefivniounatomsidenin
lswaen (rhizoid) Tuszagnisduiuguuuanfeme
Yo7 Rhizopus wunsadsavasaimandy
uifvun wagnunsadianudueenunlagseu
3unn lelnaves (zygospore) FAna1nnTs
HaufusEnIalassaseduiuguniniiey
(gametagium) 7if mating type #19Au (Webster
and Weber, 2007; Zheng et al., 2007)
Tuthytuden Rhizopus vanevindima
uldUsylovimeiugnaivnssufinainvane
8NFBENTIU L"‘lgjlaiﬁ R. oryzae Wag R. microsporus
Tlunszuunmsvinifiondnueanssed uagndin
QﬂLLﬂQ (Webster and Weber, 2007) L%Jai?
R. oryzae MHlunsusiniawndonsainlssany
geaunssuliiduenmsdad Uin et al, 2016)
W51 R stolonifer thanldlunszuaunswan
nsAu3n (fumaric acid) luvaziidos
R. nodosus, R. oryzae, R. sinensis Wwag R.
stolonifer gnihanlfifudsumdslunszuaunns
nannsanansn (lactic acid) (Mudaliyar and
Kulkarni, 2012; Saito et al., 2012) uaﬂmﬂﬁi BN
SNBNUNUIAE) R. oryzae annsananeyles]
wwagiad (cellulase) loiauiua (xylanase) agluiaa
(amylase) lawa (lipase) a1ssiaseufizenlu
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ﬂsvmumiwafﬂlﬂamL%aLLavammwnﬁﬂwamu
suvaaiitiam (bio-refineries) laltunu (Yu et
al., 2013; Kupski et al., 2015; Choi et al., 2016;
Karmee et al, 2016; Mukhtar et al.,, 2016;
Pandey et al, 2016) E‘i’mL%j@iﬁ R. oligosporus
R. oryzae Wa¥ R. microsporus ﬁ?uﬁiﬂsmuwums
asnaeulesilafua (Yanai et al., 1992; Calcagno
et al., 1997, Takaya et al., 1998; Nguyen et al.,
2008; Chen et al., 2013) LL@%L%@%W R. nigricans
wansUsgAndnmlunisadisanseenguiiu
ilosen (Cao et al, 2016) w@aealsAna oo
Rhizopus UNYUA WU R. arrhizus, R. microsporus
Wwag R. rhizopodiformis @1unsaneliinlsaly
uywduardnila lnvarunsadnluidunsens
oTuzneluvinuanes Yen ald waziimidine
Tiinlsadameslula@a (mucormycosis) Inga1ns
anuanseenifisadniosiitmdluautadeTin
19 (de Hoog et al., 2000; Webster and Weber, 2007;
Riley et al., 2016)

nAudfydady suiseds
fnquszasdifiousnuasfndnunsiindos
Rhizopus spp. i’J‘Ui’JiJLLﬁzLﬁU%ﬂ‘lﬂ’]ﬁ’]ﬂﬁUﬁjL‘%@ﬁ
Rhizopus spp. ‘U%Ej‘ﬂé MADAIUNINITVNAFDU
Aanssudsgaunmdesiulumsudaoulesia
araauazlafiua Lﬁaﬁmﬂsaﬂaﬂaﬁuﬁ:t,%aiﬂ
Rhizopus spp. Tiafnanmlumsuameuleifidu
Uselom duifunmseyiniuadlivsslosiande
MFadaduninensgduniddnnguvilsiisinmuen
vosszmealiinUselevigegasioly

4 ad
aunIULAZISNS
< o 1 :91’ .
1. NSAUADEIUATNITUENLYDIY Rhizopus
spp. MNA20E19 819115 Aunarivedulsa
drauazduiuiegiufissiumudn

2 WURIATIINRIAY TUANUNYINNSINERNTIINTR
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ANYS AUNGNYT UATAITIA Lazinysys Janin
az 5 fed1e o ay 3 nfu vseaslugenanadin
wazduiiuiegsivfidulse Tiun Sudznds
uzgy gyl uagiegudadininn viaaz
1 feg19anngunnuniuas luseninasou
fugneu 2557 edamam 2558 (Table 1) Aty
Banuenidiosn Rhizopus spp. Tuoaufumng
Wos1 medwnlsaity Anzinens uminede
LNYASANERS

Mswenidesansetheity vilnganedy
drufivuuauomsiasndeifvuiadunu
AUENANN 8 LYURLINT flovendouds aniuth
Mdmﬂimqa%ﬂwaﬂL%ﬂiﬂé’fﬂﬁawammﬁuw
stereo mlcroscope (sma Olympus 'iu SZ-PT
Uszimadiyu) LM@L&UIEIL%?&JW‘UU&J’]mﬂL‘LJEILEJ@
fiv 16 udueulweinde Baidulouasaleduny
L%aiﬁ ETWEJI‘LJL%ENU%J@W’]? potato dextrose
agar (PDA; US¥% Santa Maria, California
Uszinaanigewinn) leiduinunduaneiug
U3aws (Manoch et al., 1996) wagldlunsfinu
anvardugiuinesnaly

nswenitesaniesemnariu 19
3% soil plate Flnedasogeommsuasaui
wifnUsyanas 0.0005-0.015 n3u laluaudes
Feftevande ndeiulinsrarsrhaudsnde
U uNne ms Gochenaur’s slucose-
ammonium nitrate agar (GAN; USEN HiMedia
UsuineduLie) 7iddiunauves Rose Bengal
USunad 0.03 NU way streptomycin ey
U 30 ppm ﬁqmwgﬁ 40-45 93ANYALTUE
U3uns 10 S0ddns adduauenadsade Ny
W 9 LielWAunszatenauiuernisiaeny
vudesluiifinfigunnfi 28 esaneaidea
hunan 2-3 Ju dlenuleladveadosiiddnuae
TalatiuanaenulunaarA10819AURT YU
pnsidsutoningn sdldifudeaulainge



Aavanaiduleveatesdneluidesunenis PDA
diatiusnwnduaneiuguians (Warcup, 1950)
wazlglunisduunnsdaugiuinessly

2. ﬂ']ii]']LLuﬂ"liuﬂ LLauLﬂUiﬂ‘ls}’]ﬁ’]?JWUﬁUSaVIﬁ
u’]L‘lj@i’l Rhizopus spp. mwﬂiﬂmmswu
91M31aBTe PDA Uuiigaun)il 28 aariwalgys
Wunan 7-14 Ju uiindnwazlaladl lown & uag
Sasnsasyuesiasade senmlalatiile
91y 7 Ju Anwndnvagvedaswaiclunisduiug
wuuandene wazliendeuna nnelandasgansseil
IWUU stereo microscope (?Jlﬁa Olympus iu SZ-
PT dszinagiiu) uazndesqanssaduuy
compound microscope (?Jﬁa Carl Zeiss ’ﬁ‘:‘u
Scope. A1-AXIO Usginagasiu) a1unIn
Tassa¥woadeslagldlusunsy EOS Utility uaw
Tavunaveslagldlusunsu Axio Vision 5305
foyadnuarmsdugnineniiotsndszneuns
FadwunlnoiUsuiisuiuteyaiifif@nwineu
‘Mﬂﬁﬁ (Domsch et al., 1993; Samson et al,
2002; Watanabe, 2002; Heitman et al., 2007;
Webster and Weber, 2007; Jennessen et al.,
2008; Watanabe 2010; Petersen, 2012)
Lﬂ‘UiﬂH’]lfUE)i'] Rh/zopus spp. ?HEJ‘W‘L!ﬁ
U'i’s’ﬁ/]ﬁ (pure culture) M ivuwemIiesde
PDA nelewisiiuimas (Manoch et al., 1996)
vuluAy (Smith and Onions, 1994) wagiiuuy
n3gA18NTes (Fong et al.,, 2000) AMMUATHA
mnewavlolgan mundssnys KUFC #agounain
Kasetsart University Fungal Collection mﬂﬁ?u
Bides Rhizopus spp. Thiudie3in1sene o
sl Aludifuiigamg 4 ssniwaidoa

3. nsnadaudssansnnwiUassulunisnaniau
losliwagias wazlafluavayasn Rhizopus
spp. 1ng3T Agar plate screening

Fadenitosiienguimsiududes
annalsaiivlagds dual culture gegn (Toya
linane) srusuauseay 8 lolsian Iaun
KUFC10227, 10228, 10234, 10236, 10244,
10232, 10235 tag 10230 U aaeuuszansnin
Lﬁ@ﬂ@hﬂﬁﬁdﬁ@L@ﬂ%ﬁL%ﬁﬁLaaLLaJLﬂaLua 1oy
A51ABTe7 Rhizopus spp. mﬂanmmu
8 lolglan vuIMISIaBLYD PDA ‘Uwamm:u
28 asAwgaldea 1una 3 Ju mﬂmﬂmmq
ogfitilen (cork borer) Aiflvunadurinugudnans
0.5 LwURLINT ﬁcimmsezjwfaLLé”JLmz%uiuU%nm
Uanedulevediosn Rhizopus spp. $1uau 4 Bu
teldluvinguany (Erlenmeyer flask) U359
21115187 minimal medium (MM; Fernandes
2012) Fefdrunauvas carboxyl
methylcellulose (CMC) U315 50 addns wie
ledgmsunaaeulssansnnlunsuanieulvsiva
quad uagdreduiusiuiu 4 3u ldlu Erlenmeyer
flask fiftemmsivan MM fifldunauues colloidal
chitin (US¥W HiMedia Uszinadulay) Usuing 50
fiaddns wielddmsunaaauuszadnsnnlunis
rnamaulailaig antuldweuuedoad
a1 (rotary shaker) fimnu3y 100 souUsewd
(rpm) Wunan 5 U dhuinsesmenseaunses
Whatman we3 4 fitlsside wendnlainsosld
(supernatant) Wiethumagauniskaneulesiua
QeaauueIms CMC (Pointing, 1999) wasnnaay
nsuaneulbllaRiuauue1ms chitin agar (CA)
(Agrawal and Kotasthane, 2012) snua16u

nsnagouUsransndasdulunisnan
wulesiiwaguaauarlafiuavesiies) Rhizopus
spp. 1075 agar plate screening ilaglduvison
Aflguvuadurugudnats 0.5 [WURLAT 1Ane
A9NA1901MNS CMC ﬁnﬂﬁ?uﬁbz’flmimﬂwmaméauia
finsedldvasdes Rhizopus spp. wsazlelaian
Usums 20 Tulasdng wenadludesinediangls

et al.,
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Umﬁaﬁﬁqmmgﬁ 28 pernwalded WWunan 1 uay
3 %u preEeuUsEavE e e lumskaney
lodiwagiaa lneveaansazatelelofuliviauia
wihoms CMC Wunan 5 undl 91niiudneeen
Fethiseide dunm Tuiin uavdieninnanis
Wausala (clear zone) Taginuunaldun1Y
audnansesuinalanheduladuns dwnis
neaeuUsEansnmwesdosilunisnaneulela
Alua Ylagduns 8180 W LazInYUIALEUNIY
@uéﬂmwaw'%nmﬁmmsmﬁawﬂuﬁma Tawil
wiigiufiadiuns Wisuileunaduyaaiuny
(negative control) Fasdesilaglduvisegiiiden
VUIALFUEUALENAIG 0.5 LYURALUAT 121EAINANS
o1n3iu Inelsineadnilaln q adly ihdeyadi
Toletimheduladiunsundnauaginsizing
neadflaeldldsunsy SPSS AiAsigrialny
WUSUTIULUUNGLAED (One-Way Anova) uag
Wi uiauauLANAUesARasae Duncan’s
multiple range test (Surawut et al., 2010)

NANISNAABILLAZINTA]

1. MsuenuaznssAswunYialas Rhizopus
spp.

mnmmam%@m Rhizopus spp. 310
09013 Piu WAy @nsaLenTeTRna T
Taawau 24 lolwian (Table 1) daduunviialag
Tddnuaenedugiuivet laun dnvaegusuae
gunveslasiadisventes Rhizopus luszes
auwuﬁu;uumﬂaLWﬂLLatha'maJLWﬂuummiLam
Fo PDA @nsasuunwiaitos Rhizopus Wiy
3 %iln (species) AD R. stolonifer, R. oryzae wag
R. oligosporus Tneugnidos R stolonifer ¢ 11
loloian (45.83%) iWosviniadnvaeyedgu
Fnen Tnenunisadrsalasusedlonasdanss
Aadeu Athmaseudshmady avssusadeusy
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Srerputenay deuthana wunn 75.5 - 76 x
72.5-73 lulpsuns adesusadloalassuiuiiau
naw wned (ellipsoid) YW 5.3 5.5 x 3.7 - 4
lulases Mavesnuseslinniueny lelnalosd
denardy wilsivuiy wune 51.06 - 60.17
lulaswns @wiesn R oryzae awnsousnls
8 lolwan (33.33%) Futoswieidanvaema
duguinenadetuden R stolonifer kAiuun
¥99aUoswINisu duasussdledles uay
lelnavasiuainin R. stolonifer \antiey laeg
alosIuien un 84 - 85 x 82 - 83 lulAsiuns
avasussiloaUas vum 55 - 6.5 x 3.8 - 4
Tulsiuns waglelnadesathmanty aifsiivuny
3w 63.2 7- 70 lalasns uenanidiaunse
weni@es1 R, olisosporus 8w 5 lolean
(20.84%) Tnedo31 R. oligosporus axadsales
wsedeuiiduundnnindes R stolonifer uay
R. oryzae wavdnuwaEEUgIUIN1vIEUDS
s Moy Ywndulugudna
51 - 52 x 49 - 50 lulasiuns Tuvauedl avosuss
3loaves JUlY vio3Us Aimna wun 6.5 - 7 x
4.7 - 5.5 lalasiuns waglinunisasrelelnades
(Figure 1)

dlefansanannuvasiiny aunsauenide
51 Rhizopus spp. MaNfmeg1eRuNINnImIBeNg
NUUageInIg Lmaimwuiuﬂummmam loun
R. stolonifer lagwud1uIu 10 laiszjt,am uay
R oryzae wushuau 5 lelwan Tuvaedidos
R. oligosporus wenlaanaudiuiu 3 lelwian
dudenimulufivanniianie Wes R oryzae
wus uay 3 lelwian sesatuife 13050
R. stolonifer wudnuau 1 leleian wagludingng
mmiwm%aiﬁ R. oligosporus 31U 2 Tolgan
(Table 1)

aeslsfinudes Rhizopus spp. dnansa
nuunsnszareldialulufy dh Ry yadnd



sudwuderluoimeuazinvenaioddsms q
(Domsch et al., 1993; Samson et al,, 2002) Tu
Usainelveiisenunuidon R stolonifer 37n
fhogshulazNgnaestn WU 917 91lne ey
nNULAR1 9 (Manoch et al., 2001) @ Jeamiitt
el at. (2007) l¥sesumuides R oryzae uax

R. stolonifer lugadniiAvndonasdnd
fluums o 1 nszde og 1 awsls 419 ume ung
nseAnsuagny uenINtdafisenunuidos
R. rhizipodiformis §adusmufeuaniuuasiay
gnfiufivdeainiannisinuns (Dethoup and
Manoch, 2010)

Figure 1 Morphological characteristic of Rhizopus spp.: R. stolonifer KUFC10233 (A-E), R. oryzae
KUFC10241 (F-J) and R. oligosporus KUFC10245 (K-N) (Bars: L = 200 pm; B, C, D, G, H = 100
um; J, M =50 um; E, I, N = 10 um)
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Table 1 Strains of Rhizopus, isolated from soil, plants and food from various sources

Source Fungal species KUFC Location

Soil R. stolonifer 10227, 10228, 10229, 10231 Lop Buri
R. stolonifer 10233, 10234, 10239 Nakhon Sawan
R. stolonifer 10236, 10237 Kamphaeng Phet
R. stolonifer 10244 Phetchaburi
R. oligosporus 10230, 10249 Lop Buri
R. oligosporus 10235 Nakhon Sawan
R. oryzae 10232, 10247, 10248, 10250 Lop Buri
R. oryzae 10238 Nakhon Sawan

Plant R. stolonifer 10242 Bangkok
R. oryzae 10240, 10241, 10243 Bangkok

Food R. oligosporus 10245, 10246 Bangkok

2. nmsnadaudszansainlunisadrsioulasd
wagiasuazioulvllafiug
Nam’immaaﬂwuﬁwﬁaﬁ Rhizopus spp.
1 8 lelaan duszdndamlunisassoulss
\agLad mé’amﬂﬁwﬁaiwﬁqmmﬁ 28 Dyl
Funendl 1 Tu warnuihiisydvsamiiiuanntu
levuidenilgamafi 28 ssmiwaitua sieidloau
nan 3 fu Tnewesn R oryzae KUFC10332 i
n1sasnusnnlavesemisiuseulalail windu
39.33 fladlns ooy 1 fu LLaSLﬁE]L%IE]i”IﬁmQ
3 fu Wenifladeulniwaguaaldddan fo
R. stolonifer (KUFC10227 wag KUFC10244) 594989
11 fe 1Wos R, oligosporus (KUFC10230 wa
KUFC10235) wag R. stolonifer (KUFC10228),
R. oryzae (KUFC10232) Tnedinsasrauiianilale
agluriesening 43 - 66 ladwns (Table 2 uaz
Figure 2) 91ANAN1TNAABILAIILADAARBIAY
57891839 Domsch et al. (1993) Fasnea1uin
R. stolonifer fiUszansnmlunisuanieulvsiia
qiaa edllagiad Indnuanylsiva wasinaRisa
wawelaa luva it R oryzae FUsEANBAN
Tunseaneuledlusiia Tnanuanylsueg wae
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lawa ,ns1eued Polrak and Suwazono (2011)
WUIRB31 Rhizopus vaneviladinanuanunse
Tunsudnnsadunsglanatevda uenaini
Srisupapakdee and Kongkiattikajorn (2014)
WUiWL%@i’] R. microsporus anunsandnieulel
waglaaLaziemuealad

drunan1snaasuUssansninlunisnadn
oulesllafug wu31s1 Rhizopus spp. W
8 lolwian wunisudateulasilafiua wasann
Um%aiwﬁqmmﬁ 28 earnwalded Wuan 3 Tu
Tnewdes1 R, stolonifer KUFC10234 wuu3tamn
Ffnsnameoulasdlafiiug avidsudenis
Whudhavniu 76.22 Tadlums (Table 2 way Figure 2)
Tumaiidlen R stolonffer lelmaviou it KUFC10236
uag KUFC10244 lsmumswasieuleslladiue dnuves
e R stolonifer (KUFC10227 g KUFC10228)
R. oryzae (KUFC10232) uay R. olicosporus
(KUFC10230 way KUFC10235) WUNIISHAR
wulilafiualfimudenu (Table 2 wag Figure 2)
Tneransanwifiimsaenadesiusenuues Chen
et al. (2013) Fmuhimsuaneulssilefueaanside
R. oryzae ATCC200756



Table 2 Screen of cellulase and chitinase of Rhizopus spp.

Rhizopus KUEC The diameter of the clear zone (mm)
species cellulase chitinase
1 day 3 days 1 day 3 days
R. stolonifer 10227 20.77 + 921 7877 +2.11° 0+0 40.88 + 39.42%
10228 14.44 + 7.69“ 4377 + 27.91° 0+0 51.33 + 44.45%
10234 15.66 + 0.33  20.00 + 0° 0+0 76.22 + 1.34°
10236 12.22 + 0.69° 18.00 + 1.73° 0+0 0+0°
10244 35.11 £ 3.09®°  77.11 + 1.95° 0+0 0+0°
R. oryzae 10232 39.33 + 0.66° 66.00 + 3.21° 0+0 40.77 + 3.98"
R. oligosporus 10235 2555 + 10.12>  74.44 + 3.68° 00 53.11 + 45.99%°
10230 2355 + 4.47° 77.11 + 2.58° 00 41.66 + 39.40%®

* No difference was statistically significant when compared with isolates vertically (P < 0.05), The
value shown is the average + standard deviation

Rhizopus KUFC Clear zone
species

cellulolytic chitinolytic

1 day 3 days 1 day 3 days

control

R. stolonifer 10227

R. stolonifer 10228

R. stolonifer 10234

Figure 2 Clear zone formed by Rhizopus spp. in CMC and CA
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Rhizopus KUFC Clear zone
spectes cellulolytic chitinolytic
1 day 3 days 1 day 3 days

R. stolonifer 10236
R. stolonifer 10244

oligosporus 10232

oligosporus 10235

oligosporus 10230

Figure 2 (Continue)
GERY R. oryzae wag R. ol/gosporus AINAIRU 1A

9

ALENTET7 Rhizopus spp. 31N#9814
fu fiw wave s aunsaueniiesn Rhizopus
spp. warudu 24 lelgian dadiuunlag
ofadnwazn1dugIuIneld 3 vila lawn
R. oligosporus, R. oryzae Wag R. stolonifer
desiiwusnitan Ao R stolonifer sesawo
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{031 R. stolon ifer Suannsousnansegniiu
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