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Analysis of DNA Methylation Diversity among Provenances of Piuns
caribaea Morelet Seedlings
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Abstract: In order to understand the genetic diversity of Piuns caribaea Morelet, the methylation diversity among
17 provenances to 3 varieties of P. caribaeca was studied by using methylation sensitive amplification
polymorphism (MSAP) technique. The results showed that a total of 425 bands were amplified by 56 pairs of
primer combinations, 422 of them were polymorphic with a polymorphism rate of 99.25%. The major DNA
methylation type in P. caribaea was hemi-methylation. The average methylation rate of P. caribaea var. caribaea,
var. hondurensis and var. bahmaensis was 22.39%, 22.29% and 22.35%, respectively, which had no significant
difference. The genetic diversity of DNA sequences (H=0.4376) was significantly higher than that of DNA
methylation (H=0.3274). The Mantel test showed that there was no relation between genome genetic variation
and methylation epigenetic variation (r=-0.171, P=0.16). The genetic cluster result was very different from that
of methylation, although the two clustering results could not divided the three varieties of P. caribaea. So, it was
suggested that P. caribaea had a high epigenetic diversity, which could provide excellent germplasm resources for
genetic improvement of P. caribaea.
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Sy te#A (Pinus caribaea Morelet) 7347 T H1 3%
MW, A 3R, BRI B e (P. caribaea var.
caribaea) . vt #B 7 i i &l Lk #4 [P. caribaea var.
hondurensis (Sénélauze) W. H. Barrett & Golfari]#/l
B D& ELAA[P. caribaea var. bahmaensis (Grise-
bach) W. H. Barrett & Golfari], &% b5
M AEMHACRARR A, BA KR, &N RS
Frio 3 AMINEILLAAAEMT 20 tH4D 60 ARG HISL
JE ol N, FERE )R A S A . AR
T 0 h LCAA R 9 R U7 B8 B T SRR R s (P.
elliottii <P. caribaea) 5445 2t — P MR, Wife]
A ORI FH T g B A A BT B IR O RO R M R R R R
HRMPEEREZ —

Foft 2 B2 PRUSCAE 5 DR AT A2 S IR o o R TR AT,
PR GRS R SR 2% 0 & 1BHAE 2 FEPEE b o R gt
L SRR EESE, R, 27K
10 W PSRRI 5T BRI S0k RN Z R VEANY
)8 T B B R AR AE SO ELRs 3 AN Fh
MRGKE, RIMZEFEPSEG R RS LA
A M, B TR RN, T EUn s A
TS S be b B AR BEAR B = i B R 2 AR K
F(He=0.26)". SSR ARicHIFL M, DNt
Fase SACERUE AR BT LS ROy — 4, AR Eg
RTINS LA RO — 4, FS T EInE EAA R N
— 4P, RAPD bRic AR, AT In#h
P SIBHAAFEE RO SRS R R, SR a2 )
ok, utESRLT e LA™, Bk DNA IR,
RS L N e AL 5 ELRG B B AR 1A% Ok R
I, 5l ENEE R ISRk R A ELER . B AT
T80 Eba A0 o 25 o0 2R RN 22 BE MR ST BURS — S gt
J& , AH ML J7 TH T R I LL S DNA H B4k,
YRR K

DNA HIEAL & TR L~ TE ik, 2 JAZ A
DRI 2H A 52 o) R 5 i B Ol LI — Mz i 07 =X,
XA IESEEE/EM, H AR
FEA BB 16 %2 251 (methylation sensitive amplifi-
cation polymorphism, MSAP)+i A4S Il DNA &AL,
T 2 R T A, 207 R F TR 24 Hpall/
Mspl XFiR 517 %11 CCGG [y 38 4k SUEk 14 ) AN T,
RERL IR I 7 51 CCGG P AR RS & 5
B R ARG R, WA ESNE, CEE
>k (zea may)™ . %j 7% i (Chrysanthemum nankin-

gense)® . [t b #3 (Gossypium  hirsutum)!® . 2 bk
(Prunus avium)™, 5%k (Cycas) ™5kt Mgt 14 £ #f
P SEG R RN L2 R

AW ST CL 17 AN ) e AA PRI R 55 %, R
F MSAP Hi AR HE K41 DNA F 3640 2 BEMEEAT 43
M, TEINE LA FRIE DNA H 1k Z ek, itk
— 35 0] PN 380 A o 0 B4 5 i

1 MBI 75

1.1 REAR

BER 17 AL AAFEM R 1, 1~10 5
VRSB ITINEEh LEAS R 5] B AR R T, 12 S kE R
$or g EERA BRI 51 B BRCRRE B 2= Fh 1, 18 5
HEASRL ) LeAs B 5] E TP Lengds Paulista
Tl 11 5. 17 5. 41 S B b Aa Fhis 43 )
5] B &2 Pinar del R ® KRS8 EL7H Lengds Paulista
P SRVEEF, 13 5 N AR FR IR B HHT
BRI 16 5 R S A ARSI B B
Lengds Paulista #f-dl; iR &K EF, AFE
R RGP, HPp T AR AR
FE A o 2015 4F 6 AR 3EF T R Mol ft
SR FTE T, 2016 4F 4 H 247TE 10 A
B st it il

1.2 &

FEFH DNAREL  RH] DNeasy Plant Mini
Kit 7% (QIAGEN), DNA 58 # % 1 1% 55 g
R S FEL A TAS I, SR MRS AST DU 6 X1 2 DNA
(IR BE e SH RS AR AN PP ECR 4R 15 FREHIH$ZHL DNA,
S5 DNARE T /0T, 20 CHRAF&H .

DNA F AL MSAP 437 K AR AL
MSAP Nk F . 43I EcoR 1+Hpa Il (Promega,
£ [E) A EcoR 1+Msp | (Promega, & [E)Xf 4432 AR
SR A KL DR 2H DNA #E1Tl V) . b J5 H T4 DNA ligase
(TaKaRa, HA)#TER:, BknlM. Wy 145149,
R WS SR 2. 1 ul EBFYH T
a5, FEFN:94°C30 s, 65°C1 min, 72°C 1 min,
25 MG . 2 ul F ke 10 £ 1) Ty G 7= P F T B 7%
PCR ¥, &NFEFZ% Neha 2073k, k¥
VY SE A VE . G, 8% M I IR
HLJK 2.5 0 (30 W), FHERARYL )8 5 iy .
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Table 1 Provenances of Piuns caribaea

G peids|
Introduce

JE
Origin

5 AR o 7= b
No. Variety Location
1 EER L N L FA var. hondurensis Tierra Blanca, S.B
2 LR N EeAs var. hondurensis Yoro
3 W #R 4z  n#h ELA var. hondurensis Valle de Siria, F. M
4 LR+ 70 Ee s var. hondurensis Santa Cruz de Yojoa
5 YEESR TN LLRA var. hondurensis Brus Laguna
6 WEER L N A var. hondurensis Dulce Nombre de Culmi, Olancho
7 VLA LLAZ var. hondurensis La Brea
8 EER L N L FA var. hondurensis San Jeronimo, Comayagua
9 EHR A7 0 LA var. hondurensis EL Venado
10 SR T ek var. hondurensis Ojo de Agua, Comayagoa
12 E#R Rz r n#h ELFA var. hondurensis Queensland
18 YEESR TN LLRA var. hondurensis Lengyis Paulista
11 HEINEIAS var. caribaea Pinar del R D
13 HENEIAS var. caribaea EE Suixi
17 W EIN#E AL var. caribaea Lengyis Paulista
41 wE I LEAS var. caribaea FFlE Seed orchard
16 Es D in#hEb ks var. bahmaensis Lengis Paulista

Bz Hondurensis
Bz Hondurensis
YA Hi M Hondurensis
YAz Hondurensis
B8 Hz W Hondurensis
YA Hondurensis
YAz Hondurensis
Bz Hondurensis
B8+ Hondurensis
YEERRIT Hondurensis
WAFII Australia
P4 Brazil

L Cuba

F1[E China

P4 Brazil

SHPEE Mexico

Ep Brazil

YEFRF T Hondurensis
YEFRR T Hondurensis
LR H M Hondurensis
LR H M Hondurensis
YEFRF T Hondurensis
LR H M Hondurensis
LR H M Hondurensis
YEFRF T Hondurensis
R H M Hondurensis
Bt H 4 Hondurensis
A1 Unknown

fE R Guatemala
L Cuba

L Cuba

W Cuba

W Cuba

Er4 D Bahamas

% 2 MSAP 51 ¥F 51

Table 2 Sequences of primers used for MSAP analysis

EcoR I #3514 (5'~3)
EcoR [ (E) adapter and primer

Hpall/Msp I 231514 (5'~3")
Hpall/Msp I (H/M) adapter and primer

23k 1 Adapterl CTCGTAGACTGCGTACC GACGATGAGTCTAGAA
$23k 2 Adapter2 CTGACGCATGGTTAA CATCTCAGATCTTGC
i3G54 Preselective primer GACTGCGTACCAATTC(E00) GATGAGTCTAGAACGG(H/MO00)
JEPEHEY 159 Selective primer E+AAG H/M+TG

ACA CAA

ACC CAC

ACG CAT

AGA CTA

AGC CTC

AGG CTT

TCA

1.3 iR

BT 13201 MSAP 2555 — 4E4E I,
“U O RIRRZFIA . o ZEMEHDH
(PPL). Nei’s ZEK Z & PEFES(H). Shannon {5 &34
() EBHE Z RS HCR H Popgene V. 1.32 A1t
5. FI A 2.10e iR NTSYSpc %4 (Applied Biostatistics,
FEBEATESE, IR MSAP 404733547 Mantel #6311 .

2 HRAI AT

2.1 hn#EhtRA DNA B ER

FIF 56 X 5| ALyt 425 ik, F
BIEER SI A E 1 7.6 205, E2-H6 5|49 18
stife/b, WA 3%, E5-H6. E5-H8. E7-H1 5|4

PR EZ, A 13 %. 25MiEW 422 %, 2%
PRV 202 99.25%, 16 B SR ] DNA H 2E4L
ZAMA SRR FEE

17 IR A 4 2%, 1 AN 5-CC-
GG-3" g s g A FH Ak T P ) A v g R R R4k (1,
1); 11 B2k 5'-CCGG-3"4Mm fgmz g 2 HH A4 (2, 0); 111
B4R 5-CCGG-3' N M s g 4> 400, 1); IV Y
N 5'-CCGG-3'IA #Mi Jfa s g 4= FH E4K.(0, 0)(FT HE) o
BT IV BUOAHE R, AMETE. WE 3T,
12 A PEARRL IR EEAR R 11 24 AL 2E(11.74%)
f T 1 %9(10.65%), B 1. 2. 8 SRpJEA 11 A I
RZALT 1 B Ah, HRFES T 1A 35
Tyl Fy 11 78 FR Ak, 2R (13.88%) e i, 1T 2 5 R AR
TTT 2 F A 2R (13.18%) e iy o 4 Al B0 Bl A Fol
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JEirb 11, 13 SRR 1B HERAGRAR T 1 A, 17,
41 “SRPURE 1B RS T 1 B 13 SRR
11 £4(13.41%) . TITAY A R4k 25 (18.59%) 35 &% /=1
WA 5 0 Eh LA 165 FhE 1 18 H 4k 2 11.76%,
1B AL R 10.59%, 11 R AL R T 1 A,
DNA 4= AL 2R (11 2Y) fe /) (1) A AR B LA
10 “SAME(7.28%), O RIHZ g tLiA 13 SFhk
(18.59%); DNA - FHEEAL (11 ) 6.59%~15.29% .
17 AP A FE A Q) H AR A — T 2 52
MAEFRRE, RSN EEAAFRIR . RS
T8y BEAA FhR ) 10 28 B LA 2 (4 R 11.74%F1
11.76%) =1 11 B (43701 9 10.65% 11 10.59%), i

R 3 I LEAR TR CCGG A s AL NE FF A KT

EL AN ELAA R R B0 AR B2, 11 B AR R 4k 2 (11.82%)
=T 1 AU (10.47%) . EFERRL AN b AA Fh R 2
I T Ity LA B 1 1 BB 100 B R b R AR, At
AT 1 B A0 28 35 v Ty B I 8l B AA PRI ), T
L2 R A SR UG oy B n 8 E A A 11 2B
F Ak 28 DLy B 80y O AA P > VR v 17 o 280y LA Fof
P> S T S LEAA BRI, 1Y L R DL G T
I BEbA i > VR 3 bR B > B n )
FERAFIIE . hnih LEAA () DNA S B FE A KT AR X%
%, AR BT LA RS 9 18.78%~27.53%,
o EE EERA R RN 17.41%~32%, S T n#h Lk
FAFRIRFPIE A 22.35%.

Table 3 Cytosine methylation levels of CCGG locus among provenances of Piuns caribaea

. B I I m 1+ 111
e Total of ot it Rt Bkt
Provenance bands Number % Number % Number % Number %
1 425 173 40.71 41 9.65 50 11.76 91 21.41
2 425 176 41.41 36 8.47 56 13.18 92 21.65
3 425 167 39.29 59 13.88 43 10.12 102 24.00
4 425 165 38.82 53 12.47 40 9.41 93 21.88
5 425 159 37.41 48 11.29 43 10.12 91 21.41
6 425 165 38.82 55 12.94 45 10.59 100 2353
7 425 151 35.53 53 12.47 52 12.24 105 24.71
8 425 178 41.88 37 8.71 44 10.35 81 19.06
9 425 167 39.29 50 11.76 46 10.82 92 22.59
10 425 179 42.02 49 11.50 31 7.28 80 18.78
12 425 170 40.00 53 12.47 41 9.65 94 22.12
18 425 157 36.94 65 15.29 52 12.24 117 27.53
H{E Mean 425 167.25 39.34 49.92 11.74 4525 10.65 95.17 22.39
11 425 195 45.88 28 6.59 46 10.82 74 17.41
13 425 131 30.82 57 13.41 79 18.59 136 32.00
17 425 160 37.65 48 11.29 42 9.88 90 21.18
41 425 171 40.24 45 10.59 34 8.00 79 18.59
YJ{E Mean 425 164.25 38.65 44,50 10.47 50.25 11.82 94.75 22.29
16 425 157 36.94 50 11.76 45 10.59 95 22.35
2.2 MSAP &L e 1T ¥ (H)F1 Shannon {5 248 %1(1) 4 %14 0.4376.0.6272.

SRV A [0 880y b P 0 35 R 20 o e AR R
I Z FERERE, fkHE Cervera 20 =2 T 17
AR 2 4R, BRIl DNA 5148 5 5]
(1) F AL A BUE Y 48 22 25 14 (methylation-insensitive
polymorphism, MISP) Al H1 F 546 AR 5 5 kD (1t HH 3
T BB 18 %2 25 1 (methylation-sensitive  polymer-
phism, MSP). LL MISP JN5:fili 43 17 AN i st
& ZFEEAKCE, ) LA TR 2 A5 AL s 80k 425,
Z AL 5 43 3N 100.00%. Nei’s 3£ [H £ 2 P4

PL MSP Al o3BT 17 /MR DNA H 2L 2 5
PE, I EEAA RN 1) 2 TN SECN 421, AN
RIS 35N 99.06%. Nei’s 3K 2 A8 (H) 1
Shannon & S5 % (1) 7 1l v 0.3274 £ 0.5026, X%
B 17 NI EERA FRIEAE Y FOKSE B s 38
1 5RWBEEZRENE, DNA FAs G2t &
Wi A 2 REE . B MISP 40 5 5 MSP % B4 34T
Mantel A5, J BRI 2L A8 7 5 R M &R 7 A7
FEAFME(r=-0.171, P=0.16).
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2.3 BEHHT

FIFH NTSYSpc #3347 Mantel #20, ¥4
FRAFH) MISP Fll MSP P Fhie A 5icdfs , il UPGMA
%, 133 MISP fil MSP IR0 ras (A 1, 2),
Mantel #&:3F) r {843 51y 0.9004 1 0.6342, it 1A
HRLE PR XS BT

PL MISP Sy :fili, 17 ANFhE 0 8 4% 85 85 N

4 —

0.186~0.608, 6 SFHES 11 S RhiEHE LI 2 i
/N, N 0.186, 4 SFMEL 17 SRR I8 AL B B i
K, 70608, ME 1AL, 17 MFHELEB AL S
0.53 &by 4 R, BE—K N 1.4 F1 13 SFh, 5
—2%Jy 3. 5. 6. 11. 8. 41. 10, 12. 7. 18. 9
16 SFE, SH=2 N2 5FE, FUEKRNIT S
i o

0.19 0.27

0.36

0.44

a5 B Genetic distance

1N A 17 DFRIER MISP 825, 1~17 Lk 1, FEFE .,

Fig. 1 UPGMA dendrogram of 17 provenances of Piuns caribaea based MISP. 1-17 see Table 1. The same is following Figure.

11

0.66 0.83

0.99

I.16

1% Genetic distance

P2 ik 17 ASFPIRES MSP 3¢

Fig. 2 UPGMA dendrogram of 17 provenances of Piuns caribaea based MSP
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DL MSP SR, 17 AP ] i) 2 Mg A% B 2
o4 0.663~1.848, 13 55 18 5 Fhili AL FE B At
(0.663), 2 ‘555 11 5 Fhilit ()35t 4% FE 59 A e (1.848),
YRR By 1133, AWK 2 7] WL, 17 ANFhiE
EIRALRE S 1.33 A4 N 3 K3, E—F N 125
FhJR, 525N 3. 16. 41. 8. 4. 6. 5. 7. 18.
13, 10. 17. 9 F1 12 SFpiE, =Nk 11 Sk,

KRR G B RRMAER K ES, WHE
RITEBIAKE 3 A LeAa 43 FF, 2 MSP
& Ba] DUB i i Ee ks 11 5 Fl il 5 A A
Iy FFs REINE L RA AR R RS AL R R BN
B, ANEASAPE ] AR AE — i (B RE I .

3 g

3.1 hnEhEEAA R IR IR DNA FZEAER

AT LSS SRR, 0 LA PRI DNA
B AL AP AR, 17 ANFRE ) DNA 3L R
N 17.41%~32.00%, k&R Hir 0 hn s ELRA Rl o
18.78%~27.53%, i LM ELAR Rl YR D 17.41%~
32.00%, [0S S bR AN 22.35%, (KT &K
FIF KA (Pinus pinea, 42.73%~47.90%). 2 14 i
(54.6% ~62.6%)* 1 (93 (Brassica rapa ssp. pekinensis,
23.9%~55.8%)™, 1 5 A #(Populus tomentosa,
26.75%~29.39%)"" . [k % # (P. euramericana,
16.93%~25.11%)™, %A (Cunninghamia lanceolata,
20.66%~25.40%)18), % (Larix gmelinii, 19.92%~
23.14%)™ 51 §5 4£ (Gossypium hirsutum, 19.18%~
28.69%) VL FARIT . IR, AL
7t DNA Sl FE =4 1), & DNA Sl 2+
— AN PRSP, 017 25 (Phragmites austrilis) & &
SEASHI GO FT 4 AL R TR LR A, x
1 A )3 77 (Arabidopsis thaliana) fit] FH AL BT 5%
B3RS, JF 85 (Brassica oleracea var.
alboglabra)ff) DNA FEEALE 3 DL H 3L 122,
— 4F £ B (Capsicum annuum) 5 H # 35 4(C.
chinense) i [ 4 FEJE AL 2%k T-Ah H R AL %2, 4
W 1. 2. 8. 11 Ml 13 SRR 4 H IR
T AR AL, AR 4 FE ARG T2
FeAb e, DN bR PR E S FE AR DL o
WAE, XERES MRS TE. KE R,
FRIRECE . ASRIFRIE AT X IAEE DL LA [F] S Y
FREAK, AP

3.2 B AR PR B B R WAL 2 R

7K HE(Oryza sativa)f¥) DNA H 34k % (52.37%) ¥
57T DNA 8 2R &S 10 E il (17.009%) 2, 76
JR(Citrullus lanatus) )3 P5] 2H F B4 % (43%) 5 T
WL 2 REVE(19.8%), BEHAE K2 DNA FIFEALIY
A EAVESR T DNA AR AT 88 . AHT 70 n#h bk
FARRRRIISAL 2 FEME o T R WAL SR, R Wb
JRIAI B FEINEE . B4 MISP itk ZFEtE
EE SSR/SRAP Ty LL A BEAR KB 1) F- 33 1 4% 2
PE(H=0.1743. 1=0.2665)%, X ] fg 5 iR L bk}
B EHOA R R & I i 26

ks N2 (Panax ginseng) 5 B 245 A 2 8] ) 3 [A]
18 A% PH 59 (0.0343) 2 35 K T — 3% I R W 3 A% HE B
(0.0164), Ut BAILIE ekkdn N2 FEF A N2 (6] 1) 3
(AR AT N it 3 1 [EO B 156 s N AL N
FEH, I LU (129 W30 £ P 28 T S5 T Bk DR g A%
PHES, X550 NS ST GE R R, VIEE
BHAE 080 LU A 3t A sk 2 h R s A% A /R B B
KF IR S . P EZ2 28RS ISSR ARid 5
MSAP H5ic {38 4% #E 25 2 1E A7 9% (r=0.55, P=0.04),
—H AL R BLF) 0.89, FHITEB ML Z REIEIE
EWR R KB, AT 3 AN Hs g
Fi ] ) MISP 38 4% i 29 2% 57 7 [ 55 SSR/SRAPP®!
WL A S E A, SR ZERAK, SR L
H MSAP AR I Le baist A% 2 FEPER 5

AR, RS AT LAG] B 1R
RS, mUbnT DT, BRI R R B R b
g — AN EEERER®, s RE
(Glycine soja) 1355 K 5(G. max) H F kgL £ kf
MERATIRIE T, SRR, B 2~4 MRET KT
BB KRR, (B H A KRS OERR K
SRR EL, IXE ] e B AR K SRR K A 1
BRI, R AL TS AR, AR
Sf 2 MR BB E NS4 3 p P, pE2
(Salvia miltiorrhiza)ff] MSP ZE25 K8, A [E)JE
(KPR A IR PO, R Rk A AR R R —
TR TR, RFABHR AL A R R 4
WAL RENEEP, BB REY, 5 DNAF
575 A E, DNA A0S 2 5 ik, dn R A 2E
A BN (0 B A £ B M ) B2 2% K (Laguncularia
racemosa) ] DNA HIEEAAAE K EAR S, AR
A AN A A 250 i T AL R LR A
M, SEFIEAZ SR, REELERAKIT
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AR 20, AT MISP 3R 2545 H %
B, i RS 11 SRR R m h LA 6
SRR R, 5 Dvorak 2 RAPD il Levt!
FH SSR FRic i A5 1) FEREE HA R . Hoth b T Lk
Fa CELIE S sy B A A [ R 2 -5 Ak R 7 0
FEAA BRAE—ilS, WA T, RINEI AL M iE
AR SN . (AEAEZERZFH MSP R,
RENE i AR PR 11 5 5 oAt 58 2 IR 43 o ASHF
TS ARG 10 AN FAERRECR E R, 6 MK
AR A AN A e RFEEE AP, 1] RRIX 4L 5 A
Pl AR IR AR B A 3 AN [R) 2R 858 sk 2 A B A
EAFIFEEEAEAL, FREEAS F R BOA R AR A A
[F] Py HR S AL R 42 L

3.3 JnEy LA A AR DNA HEMA SBET R
b i INCRNI/S A NI i < <1 e e
DRI 21 153 % 22 A 1 15 L8 A% 22 5 128 ) 7 6 A DG
B RREE AL, Uil DNA H EAb LA 7 53
R AE AR AR e R A, AT T e i, X4
U] DNA F R AR U 719 8 47 5 AR 3 I R 7 9 THI A2
—ANETHR KL AR IR T 10
A AL(30~50 #RIEA 9 1 4~ DNA FE i) DNA
HEALAF TR R, B R BUR 2 S5 R
R A AR R A A DG, T FR AR AT R
FUA AT R o) 2R 8030, T o v S AT M T
K Z#(Hordeum brevisubulatum) i 55 % B, 3T
MSP 5 MISP. AFLP #1 S-SAP [J Jaccard AH{BUE: —
PESFERERA — @ MG, ARe ) F B PRS2
RIS IMSLI RGP, KFBI B R 8L 5 R0
WAL AR A A RBCN 62%, F WL DNA F 3t
145 DNA 75 B AFAEAR M, HAFAE — 8 oLk,
ST A A7 PR 2 R 6 KRG il P e R R A R BT
HRE4 . ACHIE 7T bl Eds F AL 2 BEIE St ih 2
PERATHIRNE, X SR kAR ok
TP IO R Fo S S E, R W] DNA I
b5 3 RUBE AR S 1R 7= AE AR AE AN R LA . S5 A
B EEAAPRIR R U FI B A% SRR S R R UK, FFE
W B 2R 383 £ 27 5 L TR 2H 38t 4% A8 5 v R A7 AE AN TR
PIVRFEHLE, X PR T RS AL .
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