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Abstract; The genetic relationships among 11 species of Medicago and relative species were studied by
using 30 pair of SSR primers and 12 ISSR primers. Based on genetic diversity analysis and UPGMA clus-
ter analysis the results showed that 4 species of subgen. Platycapos were clustered together, related to
their similar morphological characteristics; species of subgen. Platycapos were clustered with Trigonella,
while T. cancellata were nested in subgen. Platycapos clade; the genetic distances among 3species of M.
sativa complex were shortest; M. polymorpha was closer to Trigonella in ISSR results. Thus Trigonella
had close genetic relationship with Medicago, especially species of subgen. Platycapos, and relatively
farther from other species in Medicago.
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Hig )@ (Medicago) &)@ T S8l (Legumino-
sae) HRHFE (Trifolieae) f)—4F A Bl 245 A F
A, WHEEEAR, AERXMERT Y5, HE
FEME A MR 2, JFEFR EFE A 2000
ZAEPT R, W E R POl T EE TR, K,
BAEHTE (M. sativa) HHER “WHZE", 1E
FE R A 2o HE LAY F MR 18 i
LA ERERLR, 2R RS TR EREEEY)
100 ZRH, SMAAERK, W, AEZML ChE
Yri&) B EERE R 13 AR, 1T AR,
S R i w0 2 D | AN L

B B ST G A 1 03 2 R R AR T
PIA I, (DH A & A Lefh 5815 8 ( Trigonel-
la) TEIEAS . RV EEEE AL, T2
RERHEZERE . QB 18 ARhE T B A28 5L
PRI A AL T BEVE 2 2 A IR HE, A Quires &
Bauchan (1988) F| I AR IC AR #5546 H i 1 F
1L, ¥ Lesins & Lesins (1979) ZRGH 5 24E
B AR IR IS AEE 4 . 278 16 . Medi-
cago cretacea M. Bieb. | Medicago tunetana (Murb. )
A. W. Hill fI Medicago glutinosa M. Bieb. 5 Fh&
RN “EIEETEE SR (Medicago sativa com-
plex) 2, PIGHE RTS8 B[R] 23287 K i AL B,
BE B LR G i 3 28— B SR 2 A% WA
SMFEE N B B SR SR 7 e BT —E
[BF5E: Urban 120 55 ROl B 745 8 43 o 11 441
(section) ILALFE 46 AFf, FHAEL) 50 Fy F5-0t
W Z IA) A5 TC IR 8 51 1 DRy IX 0 A i i e L
BEMIKE; Lesins K. A WIS, 412
2RSS S8 A5 75 T 0 A TR 0T S PR SR
HLT AL 56 MR RS Small B 4T &
WVF 25 LR TEAE R LR G R . MBS
PS5 T7 T BA B AR, TR TR S
R —, ¥ Lesins K. A. Fll Lesins 1.
RGP BRI T EIF, R SeRT Ay 2
FJER 23 S EE R A LFERHER A medica-
goid” R E)E A Jm v, fdE A JE R &Y R 2 83
AFR, IR 12 A HIEREEE 2 medica-
goid” WA B B4 sect. Bucerates U TE®H 5 B )&
Hi; 1 Bena GRS T RE¥HE, KT
Small E.  Z%5¢ 1 A /5 B @ h % B8 1 2k 1) 10 A
HEREREHAM S3 ANF R CR, A X L]
KR T EAE R, S @ — DL

HEREFAFR I, FRETEDR Fb A BRI

X, Hrp g YRR K il %2, %
RIAE i 78 SLJB (Melissitus ) FIRIE T/ (Tu-
rukhania) FIBSL o (P EAEPI ) 05 5 i A
CRMMBEGE 2 &, KRR B AE
JEA R A, IR IR E S A R 9
B TR 13 Bl B ROy AT M AR A R
(B & e R ABE G R) HBEER, Jhdr
FESET B (subgen. Platycapos) , 38 M V4[] 418
TR A SR ARV 5 M [ ST R Y
MRBALRIREIERAE  (Medicago platycarpos) | sifl
KIKRE f8 (M. cachemiriana ) . 7 W B 8 (M.
archiducis-nicolai) . £ E 18 (JRfEE) (M. rutheni-
ca) VIRAwp & BEAR MBI E TS (M. edge-
worthii) 5 T E NN FARAEAE LA B 1 & i
PR, Tk AE S8 TG AE N R EUE T SF RS
PO RGNS, (HIERZ RS S A AR B 52 R
A F R bR S RE R . M Ah, Melissitus |
Pocockia F NN ETH A BB R4 Twukhania
WM E T B R4 . Eig A. m)l% Trigonella as-
chersoniana MW 7 UL Ja& Hh 3 1 H Ok B — > B
Factorovskya; Vassilezenko L T. " ¥ Medicago ar-
borea BT J& P 73 25 i R ST — DB P& Rhodu-
sia, Small E. /—:;",_‘:f[“] Xt R I A S HE, fR
Rhodusia H)JSEMKIEAE S A T85>, 1 Factorovskya T
RGRF FWMIRZFNH RS, FL b, TEA P
AR AR, FRATARR A WEX 2 AN o5 HER O

20 {48 70 AEAGE, T RGN T
FR/KF-BF 8, SSR, ISSR, AFLP J H A 73+ Fric
BB 12 09 W ] T 3l 4l 9 st A% 22 AR VR BIE O
a2 AR AR M 20 fiEZD 90 AE AR kT
IR T E A R ST IRRE S b, BN AN 2R AR
B {fiF RAPD | AFLP, SSR. ISSR &3 Fhric ¥ 45
FE B i BB S P AL 25 S g SO R T T
Prbiss, WERA T2 FARICTE E 1S IR A s (L 5
AT XIERAE T A ISR Ar AR AY
BEE T . ERAEEAE . WA SO R A R R
GRRENKI, tg L5 ERREIE, HIFAR
YR AT — 8 .

H S A A A PO, RS
R EAA HER RG22 B SCE A
LU R L, AUFEA A SSR K ISSR 73 FHRic,
WFIEE 78 8 M T G A W 35t 45 2R MORGOC R,
hE A R ST SR A T o B 5 AR D T
T I S ALl K
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1 AR
L1 BRRMEESY

LG AT L DA AR I 1 R S S R
11 B AL, B R MOR AR, &5 R 15
UIAERE, B TR B 48 ARk IR
FAGEPENLFE 1, 40 XF SSR 5|92k I T Bernadette 55
KFHIEILE T SSR 5187, 37 4~ ISSR 314K
JETF UBC K220 19 100 A~ 5 1490

x1 HER DL GHYMRHE R

Table 1 The information of Medicago L. and its relatives
Wb itk KR

A5 R Trigonella L.
B T. foenum-graecum L. 2n  EEER (ERED
Wk F5 L T cancellata Desf. 2n e
B 758 Medicago 1.
LW ETE M. sativa L. 2n, 4n HrEm (FRED)
WAL H T8 M. falcata L. 2n, 4n i
Z7FH 18 M. varia Martyn 2n, 4n s
KiEHTE M. lupulina 1. 2n, 4n i
WETE M. ruthenica (L. ) Trautv. 2n TH
BEHTE - ol
M. edgeworthii Sirj. ex Hand. -Mazz. *
[ESEE T M. platycarpos (L. ) Trautv. = 2n i
FE & M. polymorpha L. 2n Australia
HIFETE M. archiducis-nicolai Sirj. * 2n TH

* N RIS T

1.2 XWHE

KA E CTAB ( Hexadecyltrimethy-ammonium
Bromide) EHEECEANRESL S DNA, FHH w=1.0%
IR AE L VKA DNA, F|H] Eppendorf AG 22331
Hamburg 5848356 BE 1146 054 i 1 DNA ¥
JE, PR EAFEY 15 3Bk DNA SRR A o —
AMFY DNA 3

SSR WA : EATL 20 pL, 4% 10 x Buff-
er (£ Mg’ ) 2 pL, 10 mmol - L™" dNTP 0.3 pulL,
10 wmol - L' 5[ ¥4 1 pL, Taq fi§ (5 U-pL™")
0.2 pL, 30 ng - puL™" DNA #4z 2 uL, 2B FK
13.5 pL, SSR W FE/F: 94 C7A5PES min; 94 °C
A5 30 s, 54 CiE k1 min, 72 °C%Ef 1 min, 35
MG 72 CHE 10 min; 4 CLRAF, ISSR 2
RZ: BAFL20 L, {45 10 x Buffer (£ Mg’™)
2 pL, 10 mmol + L™" dNTP 0.25 L, 10 pmol « L'
5191 pl, Taq i (5 U-pL™") 0.2 pL, 30 ng-

;LL_I DNA #&ifz 2 pl, Z£BF7/K 14.55 ul, ISSR 2
RIFESF: 94 CAEYE S ming 94 CAEPE 30 s, 54 C
B 45 s, 72 CHEMH 1.5 min, 42 NEFF; 72 C
WEAH T ming 4 CHRAF

SSR § 1= W) 2R FH w = 6% F 58 TR s 1k Mg 68 e
HLDKAGIN , TSSR 435 7 )R ] w = 2% S5 NR MR BE L
HEL KA o H DK 5 R R EE R LR G B¢, JFid
K4k
1.3 HiRFEITSH

HI T H A8 B AR B & A AR S A
A, BT RA AR RSO B B R g A LI AN A
AWH5E, HEGH RS T ke Roe s, Mo
THEEOA T — P90 ARG RT R AR A B
AL, BNEEAE E AE R N BEAFTE DUAS AR SUAAAE A
&, JCERIERX gy, ARG —R M 0/1 48
T, D EA X e AR I g — R H 0/1 35458
I, DI AR AL A T, WL <17
507, A plir TR RS . ] PopGene 1. 32
B AT VLK Y 22 S A% T A4S B Ge i
rHT, A 20 ASFE (PPB) | LA
R (D | LR (GD), FIH] GeneALEx H
AMOVA 1575 2243 8", Mental ;I #H ¢ 2 %
(r) o FIH Excel 1% SSR/ISSR Hric 24 Z 45 £ M1
(marker index) A& -2 Hir Ibav K
1S SE {5 B & (average band informativeness ) , ,
P, ARERFEM S ¢ NG I 7 L, n ARERY 1Y
7S BE; EMR AL IuE R (effective multi-
plex ratio) , A XN EMR = Z 846 G805 9
o IR NTSYS B2k F AR A1 1 3 28k
(UPGMA) £l RH
2 RS0
2.1 SSRF1ISSR 4 FARIREIHZHE ST

AT 40 XS AL H A& SSR 51 ¥ 37 4> 1S-
SR it 5 |9 ik s 30 XFHZZM: . ATy i i
Wi 3G SSR 514, BB TS %5 12 B2
P VM H B R ISSR 518, 5 RS 32 %
(%£2),

NZWFFEFE X RFLP, SSR., RAPD K AFLP 4
o FARCEORIEAT T IR, 276 7% I8 ER
FEPEMIFRC RGEHLE], -3 T AR ICR B MI, FRid
FEEL ML A A R 2EBIARIC Y B RO Ay 3 77 4
HEEBENGEIRR, & TEERECRNA
X — 2R 11 AFhE] ISSR FRic iy MI {4
(2.00) 5 SSRARic MIMEH (1.95) MZEAK, WM
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SSR #5 i Ibav {H (0.34) J& ISSR #5ic Ibav {H
(0.10) f93.41 £%, {H ISSR #7ic EMR {f (20.08)
/& SSR #ric EMR {H (5.73) 1% 3.5 £, Kk
EMR 2% 5% & 2 ISSR #ric MI B 5 F SSR #ric i
FEFHE (%£3),

222 30 X} SSR F1 12 4~ ISSR 514
Table 2 30 pair of SSR primers and 12 ISSR primers

PRiC2E 319
FMTI3, MTIC447, MTIC258, MTIC451,
MTIC278 , MTIC354, MTICI89, MTIC237,

MTIC169 , MAA660456 , MTIC326, B14B03
MTIC58 , MTIC93, MTIC153, MTIC248,
3SR MTIC251, AFect4d5, MAL369471, MTIC27
MTIC94 , MTIC183, MTIC188, MTIC232,
MTIC238, MTIC249, MTIC250, MTIC272
MTIC331, MTIC343
1SSR 814, 815, 817, 822, 823, 825, 873, 880,

881, 889, 890, 891

#3  SSR I ISSR 73 FARICHIFRICALR AL
Table 3  Compare the efficiency of SSR and ISSR primers

WiH SSR ISSR
L7/ 30 12
PN AR 172 241
S L 5.733 20. 083
LBPELZE (PPB/%) 100 100
fr SO E B (Thav) 0.341 0.1
AR ZITILFE (EMR) 5.733 20. 083
Fricda % (MI) 1.954 2

FIF Mantel #:0%+ SSR 1 ISSR 43 F-FRict )58
EHBS I EVEAT T A HEARR S, ST 11 ANFh
5387, SSR FIISSR 3 FH5iC 1Y 35t 1% I 85 7 75 B 3%
M (r=0.709, ¢=3.016) .

2.2 EEEHMESH

11 4~Ff PCR P 3845 B 7R . D30 Xf SSR 514
PHE 172 4y, 28R PPB 100 %, F
KRR 51 K2 L0, —Fd. 29
AP Z AR5 4 I 46 F 53 4%, ZAFAERD
MNP 2 T —F R AR A
PRSI A FioF- 15 22 25 1 454 0 301 A 44 N 63,
AR DA A B 2 S M AT R 2T A
K, @12 4~ ISSR 5|43y 1 241 a7, 236
PEELR PPB 2 100 % , RASFCEP 31 45 %%
YA, —E ZEEMEEELN SN

49 F143 5%, —FAEMEZEMZTTHHE T2
AR, TARARD . CARA S A RO 2
PEEAT 430 R 43 A48, AR R PR AR R 23
PRSI 2 T A5 R RUIFE 11 A-Fa]
PR ICAR R B TR 280k,

SSR F ISSR 3 FARicfE 11 AN Pr e E] Y Nei’s
BHLEEES GD 25300 0. 05 (BT 58 H
fag) ~0.67 (RIEHTE S HETE) M0.07 (24H
fESEEETE) ~0.47 (b Ef 550, 1
B3 54 0.47 F10.36, SSR Fricd KT ISSR #ric,
R 11 R RIFEAEAR SRR R e (R4, 5),

UPGMA B30 (& 1, 2), SSR i ISSR 4y
FHRIC B2 T AT EAS S A R T2, &
THETE . BEETE U 2B E WA FhRid
BRI B RN, AEEAE . BIEEAE . W E 1E LA

HEER T “MWIEERET 1 4 AP Fh o
FHRIC PR LARN—3, AFEBE, 7E5T SSR
SrFPRCRER T, A EERP L, Hf—3Z
WEEILE ., BEER . Z2TEBEUNKRES
16 o “FRTESERET FIA 5 & A SRl O3 b —
X, TEXSCR “RYEEMET B — s, A
JEPAFI R E AR T R Ih— W3 e T
ISSR ZpFAnic By SR 2R v, i 5 B2 5 H Al 4y o )
W XONTF, BRI R — 3, EHARI RN XN,
“REIZESHE” MIPKEH S LR — AN, T 5
WEEE AR B=AF S KEEE RN — 1T,

Thorpe {45 i, 24— R B 4328 o7 I H A
J7 e LU P, R B AL R B T 5 R
h TN CREYERRET IR AE TR H A R &
B R Z AL e R, K6 I TR iR
WF, “REZEERT 4 MMRIEREER TS A
Kt 5w 2 AP 2 ) Y o7 255 AL A AL R B
Thorpe il /3 BT WF S IG NN AR RECT <
0.85 WM R A, ASFTREZ [ — 4R [FRHE R 1
JEHEJE 0. 1~0.5; FjfE] 1 JEFEIR 0.2~0.8; Tjfa]f
FOREN] 1 AGTE L 0.8 ~0.97% ) ARLEREIR, 1
Pifh o FAmich BB (B RS b)) 5
B A R T 48 L AL R B T 439928 0. 60 (SSR)
F10.64 (ISSR), “[EIEHE” 5 G158 H AR
Bt AL R 5L 1 5302 0. 56 (SSR) F10.63 (IS-
SR), “FEFEEHE” S HOE P ne R %]
43514 0.63 (SSR) F10.66 (ISSR) . A WLZ5 5 1
HYE KT 0.5, RUETRER S EEEE KR
Rk, “RATEERE" S8 Z - BRs AL &R
B AIZEAKR, SIS EENAFES R T —L,
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F4 T SSRAOTARCHTE R 11 DAY Neis L HE GD(ZEF ) St AR L (4 L)

Table 4 Nei’s genetic distance(left corner)and genetic similar coefficient(right corner)of 11 Medicago species based on SSR markers

Y= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 SR 0.58 0.61 0.61 0. 60 0. 67 0.58 0.63 0.76 0. 69 0. 65
2 0.55 ok sk ok 0.91 0.51 0. 66 0.58 0.95 0.53 0.55 0. 60 0.53
3 0. 49 0.10 T 0.56 0.67 0.61 0.92 0.59 0. 60 0. 62 0.58
4 0. 49 0. 67 0.58 # ok s ok 0.53 0.75 0.52 0.71 0.53 0.58 0. 80
5 0.50 0.42 0.40 0.64 ok ok ok 0.56 0. 67 0.55 0.57 0. 61 0.52
6 0.39 0.55 0. 49 0.29 0.58 EEEE" 0.58 0.76 0. 64 0. 66 0.78
7 0.55 0. 05 0. 08 0. 65 0. 40 0.55 EEEES 0.55 0.55 0. 60 0. 54
8 0. 46 0. 63 0.52 0.34 0.59 0.27 0. 60 SRR 0. 67 0.59 0.78
9 0.28 0.59 0.51 0. 64 0.56 0.45 0.59 0.40 SRR 0. 69 0.62
10 0.37 0.50 0.48 0. 54 0.49 0.42 0.50 0.52 0.37 SR 0.58
11 0.43 0. 64 0.55 0.23 0.65 0.25 0. 61 0.24 0.48 0.55 SRR

1: /58 Trigonella foenum-graecum L. ; 2. 8ICE 15 Medicago sativa L. 5 3. TALETE M. falcata L. 5 4. 6 HTE M. rutheni-
ca (L.) Trautv. ; 5. REETE M. lupulina L. ; 6. BIEHTE M. edgeworthii Sirj. ex Hand. — Mazz. ; 7. Z25E 18 M. varia
Martyn; 8. WAJEE 18 M. platycarpos (L.) Trautv. ; 9: M fk&H /5 & T. cancellata Desf. ; 10: T & 18 M. polymorpha L. ;
11: HFiETE M. archiducis-nicolai Sirj.

FS T ISR THRCH R 11 DA Nei's i fEHEES GD (£ ) KagtfelR& %1 (F Ls)

Table 5 Nei’s genetic distance(left corner)and genetic similar coefficient(right corner)of 11 Medicago species based on ISSR markers

YipdRs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 EEET" 0.63 0. 69 0.67 0.64 0.70 0.64 0.64 0. 69 0. 68 0.64
2 0.47 SEEES 0.83 0. 67 0. 69 0.70 0.93 0. 64 0. 66 0. 69 0.63
3 0.37 0.19 SRS 0.75 0.70 0.78 0.87 0.70 0.72 0.75 0.71
4 0.40 0.40 0.29 ® ok kK 0.68 0.79 0.71 0.70 0.73 0. 69 0.73
5 0. 44 0.37 0.35 0.38 ok sk ok 0. 69 0.71 0.68 0.65 0.68 0. 66
6 0.35 0.35 0.25 0.24 0.37 s sk sk ok 0.71 0.73 0.76 0.73 0.76
7 0.44 0.07 0.14 0.35 0.34 0.34 ok ok ok 0. 67 0.68 0.70 0. 64
8 0. 44 0. 44 0.35 0.36 0.38 0.32 0.40 s sk s ok 0.65 0.65 0.76
9 0.37 0.41 0.33 0.32 0.43 0.28 0.38 0.43 ok ok ok 0.71 0. 69
10 0.38 0.37 0.29 0.37 0.39 0.32 0.35 0.43 0.34 st sk ke ok 0. 66
11 0.45 0.46 0.35 0.31 0.42 0.27 0.45 0.27 0.37 0.42 e ok ok ok

1: $/5E Trigonella foenum-graecum L. ; 2: 2540 T8 Medicago sativa L. ; 3: TEAELE 18 M. falcata L. 5 4. L E T8 M. ruthenica
(L.) Trautv. ; 5: REETE M. lupulina L. ; 6; LI ETE M. edgeworthii Sirj. ex Hand. —Mazz. ; 7. Z7FETE M. varia Martyn;
8. WAFEETE M. platycarpos (L. ) Trautv. ; 9: Pk f/5E T. cancellata Desf. ; 10. FETE M. polymorpha L. ; 11. HFETE M.

archiducis-nicolat Sirj.

KO CRIEME” . HTEE (Medicago) (B “FIRAE" Sb) KWlSL)m (Trigonella) VLI R R T

Table 6 The average genetic similarity coefficient (1) of subgen. Platycarpos, Medicago (except subgen. Platycarpos) and Trigonella

SSR #ric ISSR #Ric
S RS W R EEGE WE e VRS EEGE
Platycarpos Trigonella Medicago Platycarpos Trigonella Medicago
[ESE2EHE Platycarpos 0.763 6 * 0.753 0 =
S EJE Trigonella 0.627 9 0.755 8 * 0.661 0 0.704 6 *
B715)8 Medicago 0.562 2 0.602 3 0.721 0 = 0.634 9 0.642 9 0.740 9 *

s BRTE A ) — A 0] (P 2 s A AR D) R K
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B T, foenum-graecum

MK A5 EL T cancellata

P ETE M. polymorpha

HETE M. ruthenica

FFETE M.archiducis-nicolai

EHETE M. edgeworthii

[HIEETE M. platycarpos

| LW ETE M. sativa
ZAHTE M. varia

EALHTE M. falcata

KEETE M. lupulina
T

L S e e A
0.57 0.44 0.31
coefficient

v — T T v 1
0.18 0.05

Bl ST SSRARCETE S (Medicago L.) JlifiELJs (Trigonella L.) 11 PRI
Fig. 1 UPGMA dendrograms of the genetic relationships among 11species of Medicago L. and Trigonella L. constructed from

estimated simple matching genetic distance based on SSR markers

B EL T, foenum-graecum

| LW HTE M sativa

| st M varia

EALETE M. falcata

B ETE M. polymorpha

KEETE M. lupulina

EETE M. ruthenica

BIEETE M. edgeworthii

WK P L T, cancellata

[EJEETE M. platycarpos

HIFETE M.archiducis-nicolai

041 033 o024
coefficient

Coas 007

K2 FTFISSRWRCHTEE (Medicago L.) NS EJE (Trigonella L. ) 11 NFPERIEK
Fig.2 UPGMA dendrograms of the genetic relationships among 11species of Medicago and Trigonella constructed from

estimated simple matching genetic distance based on ISSR markers

30 i
3.1 SSR 5 ISSR 4 FHR12IEM

S FARIC N F P DA R T J st A AR 2 B
ARl TR — . T RTHFRC AR TR AR
[, HREIERSA—3 1995 47 H 30 HHFFH
KEF L2 (ASHS) 5 R2 JuFEa b, 5aLTH
— AN U RIRIC R AL A KN IZ & AFLP
> SSR > RAPD > RFLP, Belaj %3 i BfF 55 M4

Canavium album 1% 52 % i RAPD . AFLP 1 SSR
PRCIIRUN, SR B SSR Fric BA S iy 22480
HAAFE LG R . Archak %5 fYRIF5T £,
AFLP $Ric#¢ ISSR | RAPD il B3 TR st % 2
FEPEIIHT o

AT, XF EEPRIPRICAE 11 ASFhE AT M.
sativa complex 3 NFPE]BUFRICTEEL, 25920 ISSR
Fric MI{ERE = SSR AR, UiBAFT e & BA
B PIFRCRCR . M SEUN BRI, 1SSR 5
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WCHAEZHZBMEALR, BIAA SR EMR f, X
J& ISSR ARy MI R T SSR FRic iy EZRH, 1
SSR Y Tbav fH = T~ ISSR A5, [A] 11 AFhAIAH HEAE
S G SRR Rh Bl P R BRIC Y EMR {ECR BRI
/N, T Thav (EAIA BT T Thav J& AR EH) —
FMETEIST L™, R 0L S SRR 1 B e
I, Ay SSR . ISSR ARiCTESR & (A ] HAT
R ERZANE, & TRERRBOE R 5
i SSR &AL B M dRic, AR ST b T
DNA 2 15 eSS DNA 9IRS LA AR R 77
1E, HCRABMA RS L, eIt BrEiRicn
RIAKKTBE, X ATREHZ SSR FRic e Bk T 1-
SR Fricein) EEFHZ —,

PN il B i ast A% IR s HA W] 0 AR DG
FEHXF LT SSR 5 ISSR 73 Fhric st % Z A0
FEEER, 11 AFEREE B2, BARRE
RN “RSeEqE” SR . BEE T &
ZAEEX 3 R E ST M, 5YR
VAL S AR AR A i — 2, &
B PR ICTE B A SR AR R ] B e A R0 o
3.2 BRERHESEMFZXRSH
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