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FOBTOEUR K e SR AR - o3k R 7 AN RIAES K RERFN S0 IR, BUSLLAT G. elata f. elata. 5 FF G. elata f. glauca
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B, A TFACTR LR 2 REE . 5R 33 X 5IP W 637 K2 MW, ZEMEEDRIL 73.16%. 24 13 KRR
FE S TAARABURE 734 T 0.404 0~0.908 0, FEANEAR 2 [A] (R AHAARR 5 22 S 5K o L HP 2T R BRAE i [A) (R AR BLRE 7 0.906 6~0.996 4,
TR 72 TN BRI 2938 RPN E8 T RAE il 18] R AHABLEE 23 I 4E 0.410 4~0.999 6. 0.541 0~0.950 4 1 0.578 2, Wik 7=
FE K. AMOVA iR BoR, RIKBR N K TR AR 5, RREAR B ()G R % 404k (FST=0.33, P<
0.05). Bk, NI BEMEEHE, EAEE. &8 SRAP 4 Fhric ik 20 24 i R 2 &M ET, B
1 A S i HH R BRI 84 2R . DT R IR MR o e, 5 bR R ISk 2 SERRE R, B 2 REEEE Z s Mt 2
AR T B R s AL 2 A
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Genetic diversity of Gastrodia elata based on SRAP analysis
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Abstract: Objective In order to correctly identify the different germplasm resources of Gastrodia elata and gain the excellent germplasm
resources, SRAP molecular marker was used to analyze the genetic diversity of G elata. Methods G elata was collected from seven different
areas, which included 24 smaples of G. elata f. elata, G. elata f. glauca and G. elata f. viridis, the DNA figerprint of G elata was constructed with
SRAP molecular marker, and the genetic diversity was analyzed. Results Six huandred Thirty-seven belts were amplified by 33 primers pairs,
and the polymorphic percentage was 73.16%. The range of genetic similarity coefficient was 0.404 0—0.908 0, the genetic similarity coefficient
among G elata f. elata was in the range of 0.906 6—0.996 4, and those of G. elata f. glauca, G. elata 1. viridis, and hybrid was in the range of
0.410 4—0.999 6, 0.541 0—0.950 4 and 0.578 2, respectively. They showed small genetic differences. The analysis of molecular variance
showed higher percentages of genetic variation within population than those among populations in all species. Populations showed higher genetic
structure (FST = 0.33, P < 0.05). In addition, artificial cultivation had influence to the genetic differentiation, but not significantly. So in terms of
different cultivation conditions so far had no significant impact on the genetic differentiation of G elata. Mantel’s test has been used to detect the
correlation between genetic distance and geographic distance of all sorts of germplasm resources, the result had no significant correlation, and due
to the limited number of samples, the result is not representative. Conclusion SRAP molecular marker method can more effectively reflect the
genetic polymorphisms of G elata. Compared with other two phenotypes, G elata f. elata is more conservative and has lower genetic diversity.
The other two variants have higher genetic diversity.
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KWk Gastrodia elata Bl. }J>%%} (Orchidaceae)
KIKJE Gastrosia R. Br. FHYIHI TR, HEXIE
JE L PR, G g ER- . TR A L
K B B SRR TR K
PRIBRA . WIS VR ALY, EEAT LA
KWK G. elata Bl. f. elata S. Chow 28 KMK G. elata BI.
f. viridis Malkino~ 2RI G. elata Bl. f. glauca S.
Chow F# K}k G. elata Bl. f. flavida S. Chow 2% 4 Ff
AR TR i T % AR TR R A e RRUE 1A% 1 T
W A EIRGE ST B A RPN M S T —4R
AR e A KA (R Y, (B S Ky R Al
RIRPVAR S T IERARF T LR BOE B L
ARSI o IR PR A AST I 1) 1) 3= BEE P Bl 73 RIBRET
BRI, RRE 0 S HAT A, Horp KRR R
WO TR A VRS R R BT AL e bR . %7
T FRIAR 27 FR 50 AR [RMEL R B B 2 =),
SNV INIRITPNIS 3¢ a8/ ¢ 3AN a8
KIR, SERBEAFE O AR FARAAE = A -l
A2, RIKW 4 BRI, S RBRFIZER KN
WRETE, B8 TR BRANZLAT TR K KA [ T Bl = A T
CUFFRIBRFN S | SROBRAH LU BRAT 58 (1) 70 A i
G B, EANERET T 220 SRR R T
ANBESESME R IERA S W A2 & T IR AR R IR R, 7L
BRI AGERUEM TG R, MR PR EL, 3L
PR R AEE . AEAZHRER, 258 iR AR
JESERBE, BFURMREGEAT] (PEZ ) bRifEr)
RIEAMEEA LN, W fAebyr e g, R
PR T SRR 2 24 P e ), Rt P 2k
75 PR AR (PR ARt 17 B — Rt PR R JRR A
I RRTE R PRIE . Rl  RBROC R Rl ) 97 ik T A
AR LB . ARG R 3 BAOB TR R I
MIVERE, (HIMRBEAA:. FER HAE. SRS PR
55 H ARG Z R R 3 43 58 K BLE AR . UL DNA
ZAMAEEMP AR, HETCAEED s L K
et 0L R S PRRIE I A brc e L B
IR YR K38 A 2 R 20 U B R e S 3 R el
J % e O AR B ) 2 N, R S AR
T BB T R A A T R AR EA T,

SRAP 43 ThRiC BRI 3 B SE A 4 v 1 I F
JREEEHE (ORFs) BEAT 2 AR5, AHXETHoAd 7
TARl R ES M Em . § A Bl TR
N GBS . ARBFIT B R K SRAP 40 145
WHEA, SBEAMI. 2. ZFEARESE

PER R BRFN oL B YR AT 184 2 PR A S VR
PR AN [ ot pAg A 20 0] 8 R BRP JG  J5E FR I8 A% 20 A R
5 FERIAN [ RS PR B0 R BRI A% 204 A2 15 32 5%
WAEAT T 4047, AN SRy RBRAIE R Al 05t 14 9 1B £ A 34
WA

1 #R55EZE

1.1 ke

PCR WikF (10X ZEphigi, dNTPs, Mg™,
Taq M) W4 H Takara “EWAF, 5149 LA T4
T FEE R A EE K, DNA Marker (DL2000) I H
Takara ZEH) A Fl . 40% NIEEEIZERIE B _FilgAE T,
B R BE KL (HyAgarose ), Kbk DNA $EHGR 1 & Chr
MY N H DNA #2507 & DP230) W H
TIANGEN A ] .

C1000™ PCR 1% (BIO-RAD %+ 7)), Eppendorf
Biay, DYCZ—22A /KFHLKFE (Jbns—H R
AT, DYCZ—24A T K (bxis—HHRA
"), Bl (Thermo A#]), —80 CHllEAKIRIKAH
Thermo A7), HIKHL (SANYO %)), MR
(Thermo A w]), H MG (BIO-RAD AF]). K
BRI TR S VEAE B AR 1, S St R 2R 2=
B RAKEAZIEE
1.2 A%

1.2.1 KK DNA $REUZSEEEATI  HUhAE 1 R R
BB R BRI 22 5 22 R4 A7 50~100 mg, il
WA TR EE BENIR, {8 TIANGEN DNAsecure
Plant Kit IR & 20 . F 0.8%5t i b o i o 2 L 1)
i DNA #HATHIIK, RILHE, Aot
TR LAt

1.2.2 SRAP 7 Fhrid s 1WA &L Hbdls 11
A W1 12 ARSI (R 2), 133 132 %)
514, ik SRAP 43 FARic IR LG5 14, Wtk Ny
44K % 10 pL: 1.5 mmol/L Mg®*. 0.5 U Tag DNA %
4. 0.05 mmol/L dNTPs. 0.25 umol/L 5|4, 30 ng
DNA BitR. &WFETFS % Li &0 R LT, 3
WISZ 1.2% 1) 35 IR0 Bk e WL vk i e th 4% 7l =& B
TEMWTI4A5 . K H T PCR 34K KK DNA BEAR (1)
WS 10 ng/ul, JTI-T- SRAP 5256,

1.2.3  SRAP R WARZRMLA 5 T i PCR RV AE
% (10 pL) B DNA. 514, Mg™ . dNTPs.
TaqDNA R&H 5 MHARIBEEAKY, RHIERZ K
H Lig(4%) HHT 5 IE 4 KRS, 3 kEH, &
FAE WK 3.
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x1 RXBRHEERER
Table 1 Samples of information G elata
TR) R S eyt F i iy ERP eyt BB 77
1 ZRUE D AW NLHH: 13 PR L 2 s rEsgesy 32
2 YIRS (AR Urihgasy i 14 V91 Eid s rEsgesy a2
3 V1) (AR Urihgesy i 15 PR ST s rEsgesy a2
4 PURE 1 ZLFF 7 87 A AR 16 DY) e 1l s L
5 TN AEYL ZLFF Urihgesy i 17 VI Lk L5gas
6 SEMIRTT 1 ZLFF Uikagesys 3 18 2w AW s rEsgesy a2
7 T VRO (AR Lligasy 19 PR i ARET S N AR E:
8 WAEEE 1 ZLFF Uikagesys 3 20 iR AREPALY N
9 Bk gt aFr NTREE 21 WALE A 2 ARST R NI
10 IR aFr O NTRE 22 WALE A 3 ARSI NI
11 T PR B BpE 23 BN 2 ZFF 785 A e B
12 P T T A i 25 24 R ZRAT 785 A e B
%2 SRAP-PCR FH5I4
Table 2 Primers for SRAP-PCR
1% 1Em54 1%~ Bl 514
Fl1 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA-3’ R1 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT-3’
F2 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC-3’ R2 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC-3’
F3 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT-3’ R3 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC-3’
F4 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC-3’ R4 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC-3’
F5 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG-3’ RS 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA-3’
F6 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGATG-3’ R6 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA-3’
F7 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGG-3’ R7 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGAT-3’
F8 5’-TAGGTCCAAACCGGCAC-3’ R8 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGGC-3’
F9 5’-TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGT-3’ R9 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGTA-3’
F10 5’-TAGGTCCAAACCGGGTC-3’ R10 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTTAA-3’
F11 5’-TAGGTCCAAACCGGCGC-3’ R11 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTGTT-3’
RI12 5’-GACTGCGTACGAATTTAC-3’

&3 SRAP R RMALZERKF
Table 3 Factors and levels of SRAP-PCR reaction system

LES
KF  TagDNA Mgk / DNAML  INTPs ¥k / Ik /
BEW /U mmolL™) M /ng (mmolL™)  (umolL™")
1 0.25 0.5 10 0.05 0.25
2 0.5 1.0 20 0.10 0.50
3 1.0 1.5 30 0.25 0.75
4 1.5 2.0 40 0.5 1.00

1.2.4 KRG  H 5%AE M 5 N I B L B
X4 = AT KR, R (V) =150 V,
& (W) =4 W, ZZi 0.5X TBE, HLyKI [
2h, WYL [EE (10% L+ S%IKE RO

10 min—>7K¥E 2 min, &3 X—HE4E (100 mL
0.2% AgNO;+50 pL 37%H 1) 20~30 min— 7K 20
s, U 2 k= B 4.(100 mL 1.5% NaOH+500 pL FFE)
2~4 min— /K P I E O — B B AG R G EAR IR AT -
1.3 HiEabE

R 07 6 161 5 | 00t P AT AR BEAT 914 . SRAP
Frid R Id o 1AM, DLAAdh “17,
WAl “0”, B o1 HEBE. B g A A
NTSYS-pc2.1 #AFHH5 Nei’s [iifLH 2 (D). it
e —8U%, JFEATARIMBUREAR 2RI (UPGMA)
SMT. 454 DCFA Al Arlequin ver3.l #fFREAT

o A=A

AMOVA p#fr, WS JEREN S Jaia] s fl ot i
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L. 454 DCFA F1 popgene32 ki H 27
LS EH % (PPB). Shannon’s {5 8484 (). Nei’s
SERZREME (HoO B 2 (HD. RN
(AL 2 REVE CHY . TR 2 A 22 RETE
(Dy)~ BAESRE (GyH) FIFERH (N
2 HER5SH
2.1 XFREFLE DNA REER

K TIANGEN #7244 3E R 41 DNA $2HGR
A& (DP230) $RHURKRIENA] DNA, Aaso/Aago 1
H1.7~2.2, EHEHBAT U SRAP bridsik. W
KSR 1.
2.2 SRAP 5|¥)FiksE R

X114 BIES AT 12 4 R g1 itAT A kgl

12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 M

H 132132 01514, Y AR DT 5 4
HARHEWI 5 A G, 5 A5 3 42 SHIHA S5 441
H (R,
2.3 SRAP AR MUER

PEALJE ) PCR JOWARZR (10 pL A 5D 10X
2P 1 uL, dNTPs 0.4 uL, MgCl, 0.8 uL, DNA
bR 1 pl, 514 (10 pmol/L) #% 0.25 pL, Taq
(5U/uL) 0.1 uL, ddH,0 6.2 pL. ZfA Ry H4Hs
B2, Hafin, HBATI A& (82,
2.4 PCR KR P40 B kA6 25

M 42 %65 | SRR AT B A I I 2 AN E
(R LK P 33 5K 1 3 S i 2 oS A ) Lk
I I 0L o

15 16

17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24 M

W s v ol e B W W - - 15 000 bp
| 10 000 bp
7500 bp
5000 bp
2500 bp
1000 bp
200 bp
M-Marker #5755 % 1, KA
M-Marker figures corresponding to Table 1, same as below
1 RFREFELH DNA IRBEHEEAL B ik
Fig. 1 Agarose gel electrophoresis of G elata genome DNA
%4 SRAP-PCR 3|#14E4&
Table 4 Primers for SRAP-PCR
Blk//E ke SIAE Gk ke A E ElL/E ke AL Elk/E ke
ot Y RSt o I o A ot SN Y S ot o8 N I o N A A I ot Y 4
F1 R4 F2 R7 F4 R1 F5 R9 Fé6 R4 F8 RS F10 R1
F1 RS F3 R11 F4 R8 F5 R10 F6 R8 F8 R8 F10 R2
F1 R9 F3 R12 F4 R11 F5 R11 F6 R11 F8 R9 F10 R7
F1 R11 F3 R1 F5 R1 F5 R12 F6 R12 F8 R10 F11 R11
F2 R4 F3 R3 F5 R7 F6 R2 F7 R3 F9 R1 F10 R12
F2 R5 F3 R5 F5 R8 F6 R3 F7 R12 F9 R12 F11 R9
2000 bp
1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

1~16 7352 16 4LIEAS KT, BR41H 3 0519505 3 AMER M-Marker

1—16-orthogonal levels in 16 groups, each group of three repetition and three primers respectively M-Marker
2 PCR AR ML IRAEHE 5EAL FE K

Fig.2 Agarose gel electrophoresis of PCR system optimization
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» 24 M

=2000 bp
l 21500 bp
= 500bp

IHEI--I-B Fi-

h—d-H-

® 100bp

=] i i
thhhhHud_H_-_—___ =
h“--h-u-----“--——--—-ﬁ-‘
e v e e -
-

T ———— o -

”|||| e
..".IIIII._ 500 bp

» 24M

| K. 2000 bp

_ 1500 bp
1 000 bp

T e e e
-—-_..._....__.“ __'._.

-Hn----lll- maws 250 0bp

I--“El-“-'_—l“il-h e it s e
e e

o
W 100bp

i Al

3 S|494H4A F10R11 71 F6R12 9 PAGE 5:A% B ik E
Fig. 3 PAGE gel electrophoresis figure for primers combination of F6R12 and F10R11

2.5 24 NRBFHREFRBEEEM D0
2.5.1  REREEAN SRR L 22 7 i 4%
J5 i “0/1 R 1 DCFA BAEA= i « Bk i By ~F
J7 R, KA Arlequin ver3.1 B X R RFE A4y
DN N [ S [ N 1 [ S-S L 1
AMOVA 731, FifF4 BN, RIKA[F AR Y
(178 57 2 (66.51%) KT8 R[] AR 7 4 (33.49%),
il 5 2% FST=0.33 (P<<0.05), 1t B bR %A 714
43 1R KRt fE 04 (FST>0.25), H A4tk
JRR 7 AR s AR o A I w ik K (FST=0.418 37),
AR RS Sy, RO A RBR . A R BRI 4
TR o3 A 2 B AH AL

AFFFE AT, BRI RN, &
BRI 93.97%, 55 ) N AR B 1R R AL 57 1)
vk Kk (FST=0.103 90), HAARAEZE, Kt
ARSI PR BT A, B H AR, AR
AT N A R M R RS 5L F AR 5
2,52 RMRBRMEAE S B “o/1
57 B DCFA #AF4b ¥ %45 & POPGENE #4443
Frio s Ay, KM Nei’s Jo 0w st 4% FH 25 4k 57 1
A TR) (R a8 A% 34k, TF SR A [R] - 25 bt A% PR g R
PRI IS AL — 8%, 1E 3 DN RIRARRLRI 2228 Kk
L FIZR R R I Bt A% —BUE e (0.967 5), stk iE
B/ (0.033 1); ZEAF RIBRA S AF R BR 20K
JBR R 23 FF R RR 22 ) 1R 38t A% — BUS AL, 23 0 A
0.800 2 1 0.825 9. 1t B L4 KT X JBRFH 23 KK 2 1] 1)
%liﬁ%%ﬁQHiﬁzmmﬁliﬁ Hx

%@ﬁQHﬁ%@k%ﬁ%ﬁoww ARAL
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%% AT R JBR IH) (1) 388 4% BE 29 AH 2T
/\%j30w63$n0m42 &5,
253 RIEAFAR WL Z % H DCFA H

RS KRR3I3 MERRIZ R Nei's BE—BUE
RIBIERE R
Table 5 Nei’s genetic identity and genetic distance

among four populations of G elata

et LU RIBR SRR 20X S FFRBR SRR

RTINS #xkx().800 2 0.922 4 0.8259
L FFR R 02229  *xx 0.8553 0.967 5
X BFRJR 0.0808  0.156 3 ok 0.8657
NN 0.1913 0.0331 0.144 2 Hdkk

RHEE_ET5 IO S R TR TR (R A — B Rk U7 B o
TR IA] [0 18044 B 2
Nei’s genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below

diagonal)
POPGENE A3 #fr, ik Hi 1K) 42 %F SRAP 514
XiF 3 AN RIRAR LRI 1 1% J A8 BRAFE AR L 24 /N Fofo it %
JEIEAT PCR, LB 637 05T m . AN
U4y, Hrp 2 84T 466 4, ZEMSH
IrEHN 73.16%. 8RN 2 A7 5UH 4 LRI R
ZIFFRIR (17.74%) <G34R (33.44%) <
ZERIR (48.68%) <R (64.05%). 4 4~K
RAZ LIRS Ho 1 A A2 17 5B AA () 358 % 22 A 2 (1) o
BSH, 10X 4 DR, DR R RRAR 1Y 1) 1t 4%
2 FEIE S, TS FF RS Y 1) 5t 4% 2 R M B A1
FIH G RS BER AT BAE S T, Go 45K N
0.351 3, R LDMEELZ Y, 35.13%MA8 5
AT JEBEN . 64.87%M A8 SEAFAE R BEN, Al
MOAVE #1455, AN[F] R JpRAR 7 7] (1 5L R
00.923 4, BARGE R WK 6.
26 AREMREBBENBRERSHH

1ZH] NTSYS-pe2.1 BAFR e v vk Kl A 1) 4%
WHAR AT RN, 195 UPGMA RIFKE KK
(K 4,
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F6 KM 3FHTEIRIZRAREEE DM
Table 6 Genetic diversity of four populations of G elata
E<pi] Ao H, I PPL % Gy Nan
AR N/ 1.086 8+0.238 8 0.0512+0.1313 0.078 7£0.191 0 17.74
L FFR R 1.393 6+0.368 6 0.2303+0.1994 0.34334-0.284 0 64.05
AN SN 1.2210+0.3523 0.126 8+0.190 2 0.1875+0.274 4 33.44
LRI 1.344 1+0.353 7 0.201 6+0.207 2 0.2943+0.302 5 48.68
YFhsK1- 1.3720+0.351 5 0.2234+0.189 2 0.340 2+0.266 7 73.16 03513 09234
| AR S R RO EE PR B B B AR, i FREAS =
; AN, FEARE S M SR R ARG HERERE, X H T
5 [N 9 N Ny = S '
6 RIRFIFAE IR LR A, BEAE R AR (K5,
10
i
23 -
I
’_,—‘ 20 g L "o
i - >
1 — b g =
22 By -‘
14 ‘.\_"-._’_\]
—
= ]
b =
0.6 0.8 1.0
0.75 0.83 091 0.99
AL RS To A B
Kl fer F 1

Figures corresponding to Table 1

E 4 24 RHEMH UPGMA E

Fig. 4 UPGMA dendrogram of 24 samples of G elata

LHE RBOE D] 77%0, ATLUE 24 4y KR
FTTBEE o> 4 3 2K, Rk A2 gE . 1Y
JPPEGS )N R4 1, SEMAEYE. K7 1, Wb E
S 1y BRVGBEBH, Ll AR B R e VO (1 20 KRR 5
UG 1P QR R VB I 4 S A8 KRR SN KT 2
LR RIRR; PR 2 RSPk, W Vsl 22 7
VG FFRIBR . 2 R dk F b e B M40
FAERIRFP . 28 = REHEPY N il ko, &
I AT R IR, 2 e R ) AT R BRI SRR SRR . 24
D3 RIBRAE b () 152 AHARUFE B2 7E 0.908 0~0.404 0, 3
SUUNITE RS 5 5 PHAETT ) LA R PR35 AL FHARLE
e, 4 0.908 0. 6 5 5T MK T LLAFFI 14 5 DY )1 5
G FFIRAL AU B2/, 4 0.404 0. SRAP 43#143
F 24 MERBRLAFRIRAETR A —KH5, Hith 2
FhAR R UL R 41 2 QA8 RIRRAE 3 A A . KW
ZUAF R IBRAHNS T Hoth 2 PpAR B f e asi A Aok .

FIF TFPGA #A4+1) mentel 5347, XJ 24 ANFEb
(1) T8 R SRR R A b 2 ) 1) LR R B AT T AH DG 23
M, KB {5 -0.0052, p{Ek 0.5560, Fifeas st

5 RRIEEIE SHIEEEE Mentel 1236 E
Fig.5 Mentel’s test between genetic and geographic distances

3 g
3.1 RRTEMBEHNER

BEAG 7 Fm i N T 24 % 48 e B R T
22, A SRR 2 A TERT ST RO SR e ] 254
Z. HEr, X RMMSFhrid TiEEESR
AFLPP*2! | 1SSRPY ITS s bl %, Jip ¢
SRR ITS V% 7. G 1 = FpAs iy
RIKIFISRE KR, WIS N ST RBRARRT T2
SERBRIN G AT 2RI, GRMEE itk
MPIRTY, B, SRRIRRIE ST R KR K. %
PGP IR ] ISSR A AFLP 4 F-FRic %) K
JBRIK) 22 S PEREAT T 2007, b A R 2 250 g 9 o
P2 Y AR RS R R I KB A% 22 7, Z0ATF KB
G ON R RN MY SN VILES SN S S
FRAE X R RS AP AR B H B B DU s G —, DGk
2PN LR R R RS 45 L, Sk
BABKKER, HAKPEE KRR 2 W] ()5t A% R
S HEANGE, (7] DXk R B A I 2 2 e ST B A
WA BFIEE R BRI B AR A 52 R P8, Jf HL
SEAE K MHREAL T v o AR oA e AR 2 R sz fy
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FUGE FE T 1) 5 O, RIR R AR 7R S dg A A
AN IR R EAE 45 3 AEXT 24 43 FRAE i 1 28
Korbrrh, BAEAUREE 77%0, KETF 5 A
(1) 17 B FE S R B [F — 28, MIX 5 AN 1A i
WEEME R R AMIE, HRES5,. 4. SAF
AR, HIEABE B, AR R I RS A
KE&, MAERIELIE.

T34, AR 2 G ER AT RIBRAPRE,  EAT TR AHAR
HRHAA 42.18%, [a]—A8 Bt AL BF B 2 Fh Gkt
2, HARAWITL . RIRAR T2 8] R B AT e 52 5
FED I, ast A A AR FEAIG 1) R BRI A 73X e KL DRI 7
MR GARI AT RE, BT LA R R I R Ah R LA
[ 1) 5 A 1 B H IR K 22 5
3.2 ARFENE XFFEE S RN

RIBRFTERR T AR IR0 DG R Ah, 16 S5
FRS. BARBEFNS, B R E. el WK
KA PO, DR ERIE R 756 R A 2E K e 1124
WAEH . fEARSEE Xk BB AR N kS
FRR ST EFAE AR 3 PO R ET 4 F N1 24 0
PRI 3 AR, BRITASIRIARES 4 A6 BRI 5
LR R, X 3 ANMEKIRET R A
HHAT AMOVA 20 #T, IV 178 57y A 5 (1)
93.97%, KTHEMIAR . Hoh N TR A0 R R
FEAEAR SR TTER IR (FST=0.103 90), {HAZ ARG
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