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ABSTRACT In order to evaluate the genetic diversity of sea cucumber A postichopus ja poni-
cus and breed eugenic varieties, a CA microsatellite containing short fragment genomic DNA li-
brary of sea cucumber was constructed using the FIASCO(Fast Isolation by AFLP Sequences
Containing Repeats) method. In 140 randomly selected and sequenced clones, 118 contained a
CA repeat motif. According to Weber(1990) classification rules, the sequences were divided in-
to three categories: 83 perfect repeat sequences without interruptions in the runs of CA or GT
dinucleotides (70. 4% of total), 30 imperfect repeat sequences with one or more interruptions in
the run of repeats (25.4%), and 5 compound repeat sequences with adjacent tandem simple re-
peats of a different sequence (4. 2% ). Twenty pairs of primers were designed and used to inves-
tigate the polymorphism and genetic structure of wild A. japonicus collected from China(CH) ,
Korea(KW, KE), Japan(JA) and Russia(RU). Cross amplification of twenty loci were also
tested in Parastichopus parvimensis which were collected in USA(CAM). The results demon-
strated that all the markers were polymorphic and 16 loci had high polymorphism (PIC>0.5).
The average observed and expected heterozygosities of the 20 loci were 0. 39 and 0. 69, respec-
tively. In addition, a total of 231 alleles (102 effective alleles) were detected at 20 loci in the to-
tal samples and the alleles number of each locus ranges from 3 to 20 with average of 11. 6. The
Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium (HWE) analysis showed that all the loci deviated from genetic e-
quilibrium in the six populations and heterozygote deficiency occurred to different extent in total
samples (Fis™>0). Genetic identity of the five A. japonicus populations was 0. 71, while the
genetic identity between A. japonicus and P. parvimensis were quiet low. In the UPMGA
tree, CH and KW populations formed a cluster, RU, JA and KE populations formed another
cluster, while AM felt into a seperate cluster. The result of cluster analysis indicated that the
clustering order had significant correlation with geographic distance.
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582 Apostichopus japonicus Liao, XFRHZ, B K 3% 1] Echinodemata, i % 4 Holothuroidea ., #§
F H Aspidochirotidaji| Z#} Stichopodidae {5 §| 2 J& Apostichopus, & F B 4340 T [ 5 2 P W A5 .
HAFIS E = (B EBE 1997 B8 8k 2003) . 502 A AR i & A2 F A . 2 b 4 e i 44 5t it
fe 20 4l 80 AN T BEAE i AR AT S8 LA K 05 30 2 3 Bl VS K L 2009 48 4 [ i 2 i R AR A 7 RE
J1iK 518 423k MG SR ALY 155 288 hm? , P2 A F] 102 159 tCRL IR 2010) . P2 {EHIE 200 {276, 3%
] T 7K 5% B 5t 7 B v IR 28 22— L TR T v e 28 O v ) M 7 2% JE SR L O O AR AT IR L R DL L K
4 WHRFIRT G 55 5 YOl /K FRGE TR Y =K . AR o T X047 00 2 B A o 5 DR 4P AN 4% L 0 R 2 1
Fofr b0y B0 A A D0 B 5 A A TR A I S . RE R SRS S A R IR SR R A BEE AR G E M
A LI PR AR R A R B R 0 0 2 55 BE Y R T AR R ) [ R i RR BT B R s AR 2 AR R R T T AE R SRR

UTAE S [ N A2 & ) R TR (Kanno ez al. 2002,2003) % T /& DNA #5ic (Kanno et al. 2005,
2006) .4tk DNA(Sun et al.  2010) \SNP(Sun et al. 20100 25387 T 45 4l 2 (1 45 Z R vk, o i T
DNA Fric R H A7 22880k & 000 o 8 R st A5 FUAEE L) 5 5 1 o S S P 28 5 AR S R A 3z T
Z )il ZREERE ST . Kanno % (2006) I 11 Ak L& DNA FRICHEIE T H A TR I 07 4 2 B 1R 1 388 15 2 4
PR R (2007a D) R 9 N TR DNA SRICHFSE T 40 & 80 R R E 3 AN 00 2 BF A BE AR DL I &5 B
A R R SR BELA A 1) 619 35 1% 22 A Kim 55 (2008) F AT 9 A TR AR i 58 B 1 3 0 0 2 3t A% 22 A6 0 A
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Chang % (2009) FI ] 10 Al TR £ 58 B T W E L H A (35 [F L 950 5655 22 A 3R R ) 2 1 st 1% 2 REvE 20 17
X BRI ST T PR ARIC YK B T Kan-no 28 (2005) . Zhan %8 7(2007) . T F4(2006) 4 20 &M T &
P78 ARG SR FH R 2K 4 10 DA o 2 5 DR 2 vl 0 o 22 2 Pk T i » A Sk 0 o) 2 38 4% DT Ak 40 BT 2 1% 5
ZorFAric. BeAh R X BehRic w2k B o 8 5 E AR AL A4 R S IS 0 B AR O =
FER AT 3845 Z FEVE S0 A7  OF LU J& I 2 B B PR 2 Parastichopus parvimensis Jy SN HEAT 18045 4544 73
BT+ S 075 000 25 3 A% 235 0 AR i B 38 42 0 D 1 DR 3 R FH 9 R A DG A5 BRI 3% .

1 #MHE5RFE

1.1 HmREKREEZA DNA fRE

TR DNA Zr s i 0 il 2% 8 B e IR0 3 » L 56 fr 5 0 2 5 SRR (B D 3 51 E $ H
i (CH, 36°20'N,120°21'E,30 H), 5 F A (KW, 34°50'N,125°51'E, 30 H), % F 7T (KE, 37°45'N, 128°
28'E,28 H), HASHTE (JA,38°02'N,138°49'E, 27 H) AR P Wiiff 2 % (RU,43°05'N,132°04'E, 28 H) ¥4 il =
PNLORAF T ToK Clrh I T AL 20 DNA 230, S28e T BP0 2 (AML 18 B ik ARy il + 2. & il 5
BHANUREAE T Ik B, T34 DNA 250, DNA $2 5 gl OMEGA 23 &) A= 77 8 37 3l i 35 14 21
DNA $& B &, JH 550G BT I DNA MR Z I &8 2 50 ng/pl.

1.2 %D E DNA iRIZHIEE

FAWEER & LN AFLP R BER 4y B s i D2 DNA R Bt (Vos et al.  1995;Zane et al.  2002), ¥
LA Z 3 4 DNA J Mse T BLERYT, I 5 4k P 9 AHE . 1l AFLP (R R 934 5045 40 7 Bt DNA 30 5
HEYIFEFRICH Bio-(CA) IR EH 25 PRl AE W R S UBAE WL R F R BE R R 4565 /0 B mE Bk Te L K13 5
LA DNA B g AL 20 DNA Jr B 4850 PCR IR 3R 15 & o TR DNA B XURE &1 5L [ 41 DNA J B
H X 88 J Bt Peasy-T1 Cloning Vector (TIANGEN) # i £ . 5 A Trans1-T1 (TIANGEN) B3 25 4 i H »
M & (AC, KPR 2 TLE DNA &%,

N E T TR DNA 351 & & A T4 A7 51 1Y o [] 120° 124- 128 132- 136" 140" E
AL 2R AT 3 Y PCR S A I Ffe 6 BBy S B . 28044 3
514 M13(-47) | M13 (-48) R EF X B 1Y 51 4 B3 5 21
BHCH 3 X W B — T P AT 3 I PCR OB, 51 ¥ e
AN R M13 (-47); 57-CGCCAGGGTTTTCCCAGT-
CACGAC-37; MI13 (-48): 5’-AGCGGATAACAATT-
TCACACAGGA-37; (CA),,: 5’-CACACACACACA-
CACACACACAA/G/TH(A/T/G/C)-37, Y HZEME
M5 R PCR P95 55 A8 A K 2 — 1 7= P K
JE I AN TR, B T2 DNA B0 7 500 T4l A
J B R A ) B K 5 26 v [ ] ABT 3730 B PP A AT
M. A Chromas V2. 33 # 4 (http: //www. technely-
sium. com. au/chromas. html) 43 87 ] J> 2% 5, 2= $1 28 44
J¥ 3 A4k ) 810 T SSRHunter 4 Chttp://en. bio-
soft. net/dna/SSRHunter. htmD) %} 4fi A & % #E 47 43 #7
R I A A T A DNA DX AR £ T2 D380 R AE
18 Weber (1990) 32 H A b5 ME X% 7 51 347 43 BY 5 ] Primer Premier 5. 0 #{4 (http://www. premierbiosoft.
com/primerdesign/) Al TR ¥4 51t PCR Y 1514 .

Bl1 5 AT A 0 2 T A ) SR A 3 A

Fig. 1 Sampling sites for sea cucumber populations
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L3 SHEMRNRARMEBMEFHRSHBERSHEEDN

X519t T PCR 38 SRR KGR BE S, 51914 PCR Y18 SR BRI FEMLEE £ 30 HUp [ & S 0500 2 .
30 HUsh E A 05 42 28 Hsh VLR 0502 .27 K HASH S U702 LA L 28 AR E i ] e 5 S ke il it 47 PCR
P, T2 DNA ) PCR P 81A 2 Ky 25 pl 4345 1 X vhii - 1. 5 mmol/L MgCl, ,200 pmol/L dNTP,200 pmol/
L AY1E 1519 H1 50 ng DNA &4k, PCR R FEF N 94 C HiAE P 4 min, 94 CAS Pk 1 min, & PEIRJE F &4 1
min, 72 CZEA 1 min, JEER 30 Y, g 72 CHEA 10 min, § 3G 7™ Py 38 3k 6 00 705 1 SR DR A4 Tk fi 458 e P Vi AR e 194 7 0
HEATARGIN , Xof 5 #EAT T A A5 ARG A% 8 BE AR G 5+ 3D A% B PR A L BE DRI 1

L4 HELERSHT

FIJH Popgene V 1. 32 # 4 (http://www. ualberta. ca/~ fyeh/popgene. html) 4 i1 8 A FEAR B 4 BE AR A6
0 3 1y 45 57 5 RO CAD A RUCAE A B TRECON D S TSI 2 5 B (H) VTR 2% 5 5 (HL) . 2 B Botstein 4§
(1980) 1 J5 ¥k 115 4 i 28 2 1% B & & (Polymorphism information content, PIC) , * £ % i i1 #f & Hardy-
Weinberg “F-#i i # . ] Genepop B (http://genepop. curtin. edu. au/) FEA7 & B VM7 45 5 B 4% 1] 35t 4%
AT (FO BERR (N, T Nei”s bR 3ot 2 B 55 (D) 253844 730 AL $8 b5 1t Popgene B F 45 . i i Z E kG
5 1 5 22 e bR v % %2 Bonferroni & 1F 1 (Rice  1989) #4744 1E

2 HERESW

2.1 HRZSHHMIERE

T RG] S8 1 007 00 2 0 T e A SO TR BE ML T 252 DA VR L S E A T S A5 3 142 A4S PR SERE L BH
e RE AN 56. 300 A5 BT AR Y 142 AN FAME sa BEEA T, L AR AT 118 4535 A Tl TR A% O X B T T 25 21 (o il
FEFNE 83. 1%, Xt fg 54 8 45T p 4. L5 3] 110 &8 A O X BB —F5], 5 F 5 77. 5%,
Xf T ARAT 0 B — P AT A B 25 R L3 1. BT ARSI 110 2B — 95y 118 Nl TR %0 X, Mt 4l Weber
(1990) #& i mbrif, 56 36 B AR 58 36 B I &2 & AL 4 43 3l O 83.30.5 Z%. BT AT o 19 L A5l 43 5l Oy 70. 494
25. 400 4. 200, BLAb 4 B E AT BT I 2R A 4 2, U A L I A B D R TR A IR 117 25 (98.300) , Hirp i
ERHAE 5~9 WZ A 88 AN(73.500) , LR EAE 10 LA B 29 A~ (24. 8%0) 5 DU fidi Kk H & (1 i ALY
A 2 4. 7%,

F1 AMREEHIE DNA FIHHFEBER

Table 1  Classification of microsatellite DNA sequences obtained in this study

432 hr#E Criterion for classification 25 Category J¥ 3% H No. of sequence H 4 It Percentage( %)
Weber(1990) S Perfect 83 70. 4
JE5E M Imperfect 30 25.4
H4&H Compound 5 4,2
Wik Two bases 5<<n<_9 88 73.5
A HIT

Wit 3k Two bases n=10 29 24.8

Repeat motif
DU Four bases 2 1.7

2.2 3|iRit K PCR ¥ B&H

FRAE I e Bl 45 77 51, eI 30 2% P S AT 51 W B it . 42ad PCR 978 R AR ORI 8 1 20 XA RIF9 1
PG A X LE R TR DNA BRIC 24 K 517 91 4R ol S T B S T 9 8 = K 2 L3 2,
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Table 2 Motif, primer sequences and primer annealing temperatures for microsatellite DNA markers of sea cucumber developed in this study

(8= J¥ 51 3RS HERTT 5 F5)(5'—>3") SRR CC) A (bp)
Locus Accession No. Repeat motif Primer sequence Tm Expected size

F: TACGTCGTGAATGAATGT
AJol JF289179 (CA)s 50 265
R: TCAGTTTTGAGACCCTTA

F: GGTTTTCTGTTGAGGCTGTGTGGAT
AJo2 JF289180 (AC)s 62 218
R: AGTCCAAAGTTTTCTCCTGGGGTGA

F. TTCACAACGCATTCCAGT
AJO3 JF289181 (AC)s 52 147
R: CATGTCATAAAGGCCAAA

F: TGTCCTGGCAAGAGAAAG
AJo4 JF289182 (AC); AT(AC)s T(CA) 4 54 206
R: GCATAGCCGTTACTTACC

F: CGATAACCCACTTGCTGC
AJO5 JF289183 (AC)3 AG(AC)s 58 303
R: CGTGTTGTCCACTTCCAT

F: GTATCCACTACCCGTTTG
AJO6 JF289184 C (AC)s 52 216
R: AATTTCCTCGCATATCAC

F: GCGGGAATCTAAGGGATA
AJo7 JF289185 (GT)s ATGTAT(GT) 3 54 270
R: GTGGGCACCAGAAACAAT

F. ACCAAATATGAAAGCCAAGT
AJo8 JF289186 (CA); TG(CA); 52 297
R: CACGATGTCTGTTATGTAGCG

F. ACAAGCACGCAGGGTCAC
AJO9 JF289187 (CA) GACAG(AC)s 60 194
R: CAGGGGAGGGGTTTCAGA

F. TCCTTTACAAGCCGTTAT
AJ10 JF289188 (CA)7 50 198
R: TTGTTTGAGGTTCGGGAT

F: TTTTCCGTACCATGACCG
AJ11 JF289189 C1i (CA)¢ 54 246
: CCTAACCAAATAGAGCCACA

2l

: AGCACGAATCTTTCACCT
: CAATGGAAAATACAATGGG

AJl2 JF289190 (CA)s 50 170

oo

]

: GCTGCCTTTTAATTTCTG
AJ13 JF289191 (AC)s 50 150
: CAATGTGGTGGCTTCCTC

=

: TTTCGAGGACGTGGTGAT
: GTCCCTCAGGTCTGTTATTG

AJl4 JF289192 (AC)s 56 179

oo

]

: ACCGTACCAAACCTCTCTT
AJ15 JF289193 (AO) 10 53 168
: CCTTCTTACTAATACATCCCAG

o)

F. GCCACTATTCATGTCTTCG
AJ16 JF289194 (CA)3CG(CA);5 52 292
: GCAACCATTTACAACCCT

=~

o]

: ATCCAACTTGCCATTCTTC
AJ17 JF289195 (AC)s GC(AC), 53 123
: CTTTTTGATTCCTTGCCTG

o)

]

: CCAGATTTCTCTAGTCCTTTTG
AJ18 JF289196 (CA)5 52 172
R: GTATGCGGATGGGTTTCA
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&k 2
o7 25, J7 5 3RS HIL T 519 F3)(5'—>3") SRR CC) WK B (bp)
Locus Accession No. Repeat motif Primer sequence Tm Expected size
F. TTATGTTCCTAGAGCCTGT
AJ19 JF289197 (CA);5+-(CA)5 51 263
R: TGGGATGTACCCTAGAGT

eo)

: TCCGAAAAAAGGTATTTGCTG
AJ20 JF289198 Ci2(CA)s 55 322
: ACTGGGCGAGATGATTGGT

=~

2.3 AEMEMBFESHBEERSEESN

FH 20 XF 51 9%t By 42 (9 5 > b 32 A0 HE A9 05 000 = F B e U0 S BEAR AT 2 B PRk B 2 BT S 7 AR
AJO7 75 E VG R RR H E A R UK . 25 R (GR 3) .20 X B ey R e I A 28, 20 M
JUTE 6 D HER LA I Y 231 AN S LR, BN 7 504 I A5 057 L PR B CAD ML 3CAT08) Bl 20 (ATO7 FT AJ13),
SR AEALFE RN 116 Ao A0 A RO BRI (N D I B R 1 (AJ08) ~10. 5CAJO7) -3 A % %
PLIERECH 5. 1. 2008 IS AL PR o3 AT A 18 5 e B AR 55 A7 3 R4 22 o S5 A PRLEC (N ) A RS
BB (N 2208 K. FEAR B WA 4 G B (H) MU 24 & BE CHO [ 43 51 R 0. 02 (AJ08) ~0. 71
(AJO3)F1 0. 02(AJ08) ~0. 91(AJOT) ., SF-¥{E My 0. 39 F1 0. 69, 20 M I EAEE T (PIOJEE N 0.02
(AJO8) ~0. 9(AJOT) , B AJO8 Fll AJ19 AR Z A A s (PIC<C0. 25), AJ04 Fll LJ06 Sy b iE £ 25 (0. 25<<PIC
<0.5)Fh L HA 16 M BN R EZ R (PIC>0.5), TE.O)F N E R IRES 2 8 PEH S Jr L .0 ot s
SUBAE 10 L E TR DNA A 8 4%, 4731 i S A7 BE R EGE B R 3~20, P 3B{E 2 10. 65 4% .0 5 5 AL
TE 10 R EAT MR 12 45, 4715 i 48 7 PRV BOIS i Dy 6~20, P 241H oy 12. 2,

B2 AL AJO7 72 i [ PG B AR b A4 Y el Tk
Fig. 2 Electrophoresis of microsatellite locus amplified by AJ07 in the KW stock and CH stock

N [ s, B TR 42K 174 ST 4 OR300 55 7 5 DR B Ry 3. 4 CAMD ~ 7 (CH) L 3 &k 26 22 R 8k 2. 8(AM) ~ 3. 8
(CH.KW) ., A 4 M7 (AJO1,AJ06  AJ08  AJ11, AJ19) 7 B — Bf R v Z2 B B0 25 1 78 G Al B 44 v 26 B0 1
ZAM . BRI R BOR e AM BERF L AJO5 AJO8 AT19 FI AJ20 JoPHE 4 . AN [t FERE A A 00 0
Z2A BB D 0. 31(JA) ~0. 46 (KE) o (H I 2% & B2 TC i 25 25 5 (P=>0. 05) , B W] JLASHE AR 2 5 AT 55 e 1) dsit
e Z e XF 6 DEFASLE 120 AL #E1T Hardy-Weinberg CHW) - i 46 0 /4 25 R R B A7 83 A W % M
BT HW P4 (P<<0.05), 6 PMHR I RS R R 4G FHRRE (F.>0),

2.4 AEMEBREERIBEERIN

6 NMESHHATE Bik 20 L TLR AL A B BT 2 B0 R 33 1% 20 A0 1 00 UL 2% 3. AN ] B 4 =2 [8] Y 35t 1% 23 1k &R 5L
(FOWF 4, g5 RERW] & R Z A [W) 72 B2 0938 4% 20 Ak, CH BF IR 5 KW BEIR ] \RU #HR 5 KW {4
I 1) 388 1% 43 Ak 2R B0 /IN (O<TF ., <20. 05) , 16 B A W 6 J0E AR (1) 77 76 5 B8 352 4% 40 Ak s AMLJE DR 55 JH Al 30 44 i) 174 352
& 7 A R B K (0. 15<<F <<0. 25) , Ut W] AM FEAA 5 5 4> 05 3l 2 B A 6] 47 75 B2 35t 1% 3 Al 5 A AR 0z A 4K 1)
WA AE o BE 38t A% 43 Ak (0. 05<TF <C0. 15) o 5 ANAS[m] it BN B 05 0] 2 (19 °F- 3 F. {82 0. 100,

FH AN [7) 3 A ) 114 35 2 B 8 R ast A% A DL 48 8 (3R S) AT DL, CH BER 5 KW B (A 1 38t % A0 0146 20 =
(0. 935) , 8t f& I B Fe 30 (0. 067) 5 1 RU M1 AM B A [i] 1) 5 4% 15 25 $5c s (1. 201) 5 388 1% A 0L BE $5e /) (0. 301)
UPGMA R4 Hr B (& 3) R . CH BER 5 KW il B AR R — 3. 1 RU #1465 KE BEARR JA BEIKRER N
— 3%, T AM BEARAE R SR L R R — 3
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#4 FEBEEE FER Nofl

Table 4 F and N,, between different populations

R Population tE CH i E 7 KW #EAR KE % RU HA JA
E  CH 10. 558 2 3.239 4 2.826 0 2.833 8
WEPE KW 0.023 1 3.3219 2.774 7 2.971 4
#E % KE 0.071 6 0.070 0 5.890 0 3.956 0
w2 RU 0.081 3 0.082 7 0.040 7 4,132 3
HA  JA 0.081 1 0.077 6 0.059 4 0.057 0

TE 0 2k DUF Bl o Fofi %R A ERUR Y Nl

Note: Data below diagonal is the Fy; data above diagonal is the Ny,

RS TEZEGEMEEERMEUEREL

Table 5 Nei’s genetic identity and genetic distance in different populations

#fk  Population FiiE CH i P KW [ R KE W2 M/ RU HATA
FE CH 0.935 3 0.766 9 0.724 7 0.7539
BEP KW 0.066 9 0.766 6 0.711 4 0.758 6
#EA  KE 0. 265 4 0. 265 8 0.886 3 0.8411
®P M RU 0.3221 0.340 5 0.120 7 0.852 7
HA  JA 0.2825 0.276 3 0.173 0.159 4

TE 08 A1 2k DL Bl D g A B R 00 A 2R A RO D AR R P AR £

Note; Data below diagonal is the genetic distance ; data above diagonal is the genetic identity

0.083 8

0.072 8 RU

0.085 6 :0'075 N

0.3190 KE

0.049 6
0.0173 cH
0.073 3 L= KW
0.561 2 AM
0.1

SENMNCIE: B2 R guNiiE Epg Ty

Fig. 3 UPGMA tree for the six populations constructed by Nei’s genetic distance

3 it

i L& DNA 5 Fhric R H B A 245 P w8006 o 75 R 3 1 LA V258 5 31 A5 . nl o & 1k o 3 P 2 R 0
C #1210 T 8h AE Y 84 5 R I 45 A . FE A 5E Z 15 . Kanno %8 (2005,2006) M5 il 2 35k P 21 v fiff 6
20 A3 Z B TR 43 F AR I L T B A T T AS () 230620 0 000 2 B R 190 38 % 465 4 40 7 s Hou 25 (2007) 1
N2 38 W 7 LS T U5 S TR DNASRICHI /3 B 07 e T B 55 (2006) Bl I TR & SR L TR £ 5 7 248
P R ARIE s 5 A (20100 A1) FE T A 8 4R STV D A6 4% 28 1 O U6 T e 45 31 1 33 N5 il 2 1 B 1L A
FRid s Zhan % (2009) . Peng £ (2009) F1 9 [E A2 25 (2010) W40 B~ 7 M EST 3z o 5 18 05 ) 2 0 LR
DNA BRI 777k . X S WF 55y 7 R il 2 8t A% AH S F S 42 41t T 2 A il S 40 TL A DNA 3 ic 48 1 il 238t 1% 7 43
P35 #3345 TFAN 43— B 3 0 45 A DG WIF 9 35 22 K0 19 i T2 DNA A 5 il J5 6 48 L . FTASCO 5
B TR P R AR L A5 T AFLP HR LR R 2 T A 25 S0 B 5 AE FH I R SR 7 ok 1
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A DNA, H gl ) iz s i FH i TR AL S Ik . BT AL ARBFS SR B T FIASCO J5 3 o i 1 05 il 2 1 T A&
DNA #ric.

Fifs i PR ST 70, 4% A KER Sy X 5N E AR SE (20100 M BF X 45 AT . T A 118 i LA
DNA JF80H &4 5 W 5 WL E(AC/GTD EHE HBICHA 117 %15 97. 5% . BIEEER Bio-(AC) ., [ 44 A 3%
H97.5% . FRENFALE (2008) HEREN Bio-(GT) o XK VLYK 41 DNA #4725 0 e 75 3] 44 450 AP 1,
FACRFEN 90,9 Yo, ARWFFEAT RN TR )T I, BT E B REUE 5~9 WX I 5 73. 50, 46 KR4y i
A 5 0 2 1 JE [ 4 4 R A 6 .

MFMODREEERBMNEZ LS ZEEZRMNRR ATEERG¥ENUIER B, HEHME2008) AR,
TEEAT TR 51903 T I AN RE — B b 3% £ 38 52 RBICIE 0 w9 41 5 D 2 4 Ok — e Z A8 PR il e 18 45
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