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Conifer genomic resources and its applications in

conifer genetics breeding

XU Chen-lu, ZHANG Shou-gong, SUN Xiao-mei

(State Key Laboratory of Tree Genetics and Breeding, Research Institute of Forestry, Chinese Academy of Forestry,
Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: Breeding programs to improve conifers have been in existence for more than 50 years, but progress
has been slow because of the large size of genome and absent genomic-assisted breeding tools. Over the past
two decades, research in conifer genomics has lagged behind that of agricultural and major hardwood species.
This paper summarized the progress on conifer genomics research over resent years and molecular markers and
transcripts applications in conifer genetics breeding. Genomic research in conifer was poised to enter into an
important and productive phase owing to the advent of the new-generation sequencing technologies, and
conifer genomics resources would play a more and more important role in conifer genetics breeding. [Ch, 115
ref. ]
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G | e ST HN [ KT RS (EST) . 4K -cDNA (FL-cDNA ) Fl . — % [H (UniGene %) 1F1 DNA 4 15
184, EST, FL-cDNA Fl UniGene & H ik K, 2B P —30 70, o 1 N & 15 A ) DX 30)
Bl BT AR XN T RE O sl R EN L, B SE R D) REfE B EE P, DNA 4r Fhrid & DNA K
VbR AR S A e, SR bR ICAH L, B 28R Bud R MEE WSR2 AR, W
EST 4 2 F DNA J3 45 10 55 T 4G E 35t 4% % B S | B0 PR A s (QTTL) 3 47 31 I 3 45 3 174 2 1A
MG, K WIEHFA IR L5 S A1 2% . DIRE LA 2: | LR Sk IR 2 2 | BRI IR 4 24 it Ak 4L
PRI 27 e iVl X e 2280 | il i, Rk | WM EE MR BN A 4T, 3X 2e 3 Je 1
25 o IR TR 2 A AF 9 AR 8 5 AR R O F 9% T His F BIUMOR 3845 5 Rh AR, 7S SC 32 B X i A 58 PRI 40 %
DRI e e FARARA 352 4% B Fof o 14 187 FH AR TR 22 2504

1 e 26 T A R AT R R

1.1 TR E E A J IR I £ 5 IS T 1E 9 A0 53 M58 Fh

BEr R E R e B b — SOl T 2B 5, RS Th BRI R E RN 3,
6 601 MRIFN, B ECE AL, (HEGH A S R G AR ORI A tH B T R
T 2 DA 3ACAERTRE 250 2500, I s i AL 0 O [8) AR AR RR AR FIAE 06 J 0 . 2 25 20 a K
ARFER 7, R B R R I A 2 Wi e TR R . AR T A A ) S I 4“2 0 5, dn il
FiJY Arabidopsis thaliana, KA Oryza sativa, EK Zea mays, /N Triticum aestivum F35 i Solanum ly-
copersicum , BAHL BB T AV RN DR~ RN 5, SRS 5HOKRE R H 2050 A 8
1000 A, JFREXTECH AR, BEARMOR 2= 10 T AR (H R 2H A4 A 5 BR o E D BOR
A FE YA A R, XS R 2R A 4 DR BT R FAFE Pinaceae FIHE T 1Y) 19 IR Sali-
caceae, Pk4 WP} Myrtaceae, ¢} %l Fagaceae 1T 7 Mg, BIANIE Pinus, =A2J8E Picea, #EI2JE
Pseudotsuga, )& Populus, ¥eJ& Eucalyptus, ¥:J& Quercus FI%E)& Castanea'

EHRM Populus trichocarpa VAILAHXTRE/IN BE D 20 (24 R U RE ST 10 4 485 ) RV A= KR JERE GV 77,
T U S [ R PR AR A BE D IS BT (JGL) e vh I T A S D A e 70 4 B DXL 2 e 91 1) 345 Sl 154
) e e R 2 A HOR AR B Tz IR R T AN A R A 2 e, it iE— D LI T AR
WA A A M2 S TRERIEMRAR T 27, S EIREIRFRULTT & T EA% Eucalyptus grandis
RO L F Ay TAE, J5F 2010 4F A T H 845 B I E A -, LEINTE Castanea dentata W) 4=
S LI R T 22 SR IE I A B R AR R R 2 B AR, BRI R TSR 41 K (10 000~40 000 Mb, A
XFT ) 485 Mb) ™ AERLEER )8 S 5, AR EE K, SR LIR R B | IE M L 5 (R
FEAR) FI 1) 38 4% 2 (A PR B e ek H AR ) SIS T BT B, INZWFSE R B AR AN 2, HE TR 4 27
WFFEIL L v I T O AL T I o DR 2 A 6% ] o e
1.2 STHHERARERR X RDE

S A L AL P 7 T T R A Al (ERAS A  rh E 01)  JF B0 ve E  EST I e I A2 A B A
HIF SRR, FAE 1998 4, Jb-RINSZ RS WA TE A GO 4R 15 183t 70 000 25 5 KAEHS Pinus taeda AHTE
AR SR EST o Ibfe, B AR an KRS ST W AN Pinus pinaster™', $&$THA Pinus radi-
ata™, Ak Picea glauca™’, Jb3E K2 Picea sitchensis™ A1 H AMIFZ Cryptomeria japonica™ 55 #H 4k T &
TRHAL EST 73 5

UTAER, TEBHL M R H MAARARTEA B R G E B 2 B OCHE IR S T2, Ml R kE R RS T
TR R B B 5 R 2“2 A OGRS I, 40 56 1] ) R 27 B 4 2 AL Ak R B 58 1 R (PGRP) 5% Bl
“Accelerating Pine Genomics” i H 2| 3& [ fill M A 27 3 4 307 43 1 Je IR 52 56 % (Neale Lab ) B A 2 K BHFHL
F FF J 1 “Pine Reference Sequences”™', “Allele Discovery of Economic Pine Traits” ™ F1“Conifer Compara-
tive Genetics” 48T H 7' & K AL LR K FITF B Arborea I H 2 F1 878 H . K 5 I J& 1) “Treenomix ” 1
H 20 R A 74 22 165 JT R 1Y “Monterey Pine Genome” i H 55, FEM T 50 T, 2L gF i ff Fb 4 3
PRI 25 3, W KIERAEY, FETEA Pseudotsuga menziesii™, BKIN =42 Picea abies™ It 3T
B Pinus strobus ™%, Fon KAEFS A N J2 BT AR A B D AR I e i B AR b, R SE i bR, 5 BR
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W4 L D I e — A, IR AR Aol A 4 K DR 00 P 4TS AR 32 R T 4 i DR 20 S48 15 RS SE 1 Sanger WP
R 5 300 ) A W 0 ) JEL B4R 1 S 40 Kirutovsky 55 S48 M T 1 AL 4 20 250 (O 15 4 ) 000 7 114 5 s > ik 2>
Zeate, LA BOHY e DR AHRD A= 00 45 A0 Ak DA ] 722 S5 06 1 91 B e AL i B 14005 0 — AR P Bk
(next generation sequencing, i 7% NGS) 4% 5| 7F 2| I 711 H =7,

WO E BT, AL R L DR 2H B R A0 2 IR 1R A 56 [ [ ST AR W BOR AR B bt (NCBID B 521 Gen-
Bank !, B A= 115 B W 5E Bt (EBI) A1 37 9 EMBL Nucleotide Sequence Database™, H A<{5 & £ A s
(CIB) 37 7 DDBJ®, DFCI(Dana Farber Cancer Institute, H#j 2 HUH Craig Venter 8 2 # TIGR ) 19
The Gene Index database (TGI)™!, 3¢ E Rl Ht 4 &% B9 PlantGDB™’, NCBI [ Gene Expression
Omnibus "'l UniGene*, H:H1 NCBI ) UniGene H 15 3 NHAHI49 Coniferopsida B, 7351l J& F = 42 |
U3 DAL IAERS

BRSSEBAR RN, T TR BT iR 5L R A0 9 U 804 2 Gymnosperm Database™, 1 B %5 K27 42 H 4y
18I0 ) Conifer GDB (& ConiferEST) ™+ M K278 4 #1448 Neale Lab 87539 TreeGenes ™55 | Hirp
TreeGenes KU 22 /2 A0 & A & Pl 8 BRI 1) 100 1) % R B9 B P, i S 2 RS RO Ar i B4, 43 A i il
R EAE AT EuroPineDB ' (1 5 FE#S . BRI ZRHA Pinus sylvestris FIE K KM Pinus pinea 5 3 A Fl,
H = B X R A ) AT SpruceDBY (R EAL T H B A2 )55,

Bl FE D S AW AR, EF I DNA 20 FARic iy A& R IR AR 7 Vs, 300 A 3t A% b i o BR P B
KEZEM(RFLP), % 2 fAhric ALY 1S 2 851 DNA Fric (RAPD)H AR Y 48 7 Be K B 2 85 1 (AFLP)
Frid, (BN REARIC, BTN HEA —E 0 R BRY: . & 57 51 8 & (SSR)PRic & 40 BUfE 2 £ 4 |
8 ) 1 e R IR T S AL R, H PR TR S8 SSR AR iC T K A 45 4 1w 4 SSR I SO | SeRE AN Y 4 25
B, IFRMAR R . WA 3 ANBAEARIC I B R 2 S (SNP) AL B, BHEfaEr &, Sl
B b S TR, BORTEET R b f N HER AP A ™ B AR R BT, Wk g R oy
PRGBS FEAA PlantMarkers™®, 58 B Jim M 24 58 4E 743 8¢ Neale Lab G120 PineSAPSOFI i & K 4L FL /K
KAV TreeSNPsPY . EAT50 A2 51 X5 #A & Fl = A2 J& TF A& 1Y SNP Finic o 32 10808 B 5 12 [ R B B Ak
AR AL & e g &= Q) 7L E R AR AR AR = A2 19 SSR Fl SNP 5 iC (9545 22 EuroPineDB
AR AR SSR I SNP fRic i {5 B

2 ARt B AN R A R E A P e N A

LR 2F R G W 3, BB M2 K T A 25 B B #P 7 (genomics-assisted breeding )
F14) SR W% SF i 1] 5k DR 20 5 50T 75 A 1 R AR Y HOAZ O TN 2 A i i R 2 2 T LR SR g S Ry e Rl
T gAY A H A5, X — SR PR 20 B IR B R R RCR ORGSR T AR, sk b
Bt st BN R R MR E R ME — AR T H, BHEAREIFAZEN, SRR e
B T4 RAMORE RS BT AR 58 LT B my ™Y PEREE MROR B A 2= R B & e, H 25 328 MU MROR 5k
PRI 2H % 5 28 3 RSB A% 7 b A JEL B | SR N SR
21 HFHRicEEREEMHRINEA

AT AOR AR, 4h-Bui AR, ALtk (nbeis . 75 DL 5 RS AF AR AR 2R AR m MR
TRMEN RN FHATIRSE, IRBERE AR B, R R0 500 (Bl 42 ) e 5 Uy vk — B RO 35t 1% 75 Fib
FRE W EAR, LS bR 05 B o Bl 0 R £ (e oy AR iC S AR B OCER ) i kRS
Fric ik B0 vk oA P R R R MO FE R A G H 1Y), B4 F bR 10 5l BY 2E £ (marker-assisted selection, fij #%
MAS)TEAi BB RO R, RRAR T FhoUAS, 45 /5 B R0 B AR b I 46 18 K 5 d AR

TR by BRR R AR T AR R AN 2, MORGBHE 22 M T Rl Z B OCTE SR MR, Btk , 78
“HENHFR RN E R N Z AT, 7 AR MR B o B A A RS B G, I 5 T R R DR X A
PERAIVERT, AR 0T a5 PR R — A 42 T 5o PR AR 9 2 A S5 R 43 i A TR 5 . MROR 43 R M I 1R T
20 2 90 AR, M SR FH A J7 12 o TE A v A R s A% 3 B KT 9 A B b AT B0 MR 7 AU A7 (QTL
mapping) , X — AT DA P A PEAR I BRI A B | FEGL AR BRI | A0 SR TR A R /N D
M EEH AT E R, eQTL (expression QTL)HF 43 25 A4 v g 4> B A 1) K3k s AR A Bl R AR ™, R 2



5529 5 50 VPIRIHAE o Bl oA e IR 2 W 9 R L A a8 A% 7 R b A 771

PR AR A L AR 45 26 18 T Bt , QTL a2 7 Ml eQTL &2 7 #5 1T LA SR 15 5 MR S e 1) e e S IR B,
i85 QTLs B% EBA 70 Thric, WLAEAE 7 F FhRER th XA ¢ QTLs WAL 47 N HEAT S AR ER , AT
T 7 AR AR RO R BB S R RE 0, B B A b e B IR DT R DAL 2R 3R 5 A0 A A e R DL
P, BT, FFHRE QTL & A58 T AE AR WEREFACY | FRSTAA . BRIMARIA S I A2 T RIETE A @45
WA ITRE, PFIE R TR E AR K L M AT A DT T

PATEMRA 38t 1% & Fh TAEFAR D B B R A S AR AR B/ 38 09 B A B MROR (13544
AT QTL & AL 5E i e K efs o 1 AR ZE AL E R, EBIA T4 (linkage disequilibrium ) 7K 4%
%, Bos PR FRIRTEARF BN 2 Bk sl i R 00 4 BN K (R 100 4~), 53 QTL
DR, LT A ae &4 Tihny 5, QTL VR ok B3 e ma Al s Iz HBE# T R RN ESE, A~
REHEAT R R B EFE, X — J7 VAR ME 1 42 0 ) B AROR 75 F S e v 190670 it Ah - QL A T T i 114 — A~ 25 i Bk
B D Bk, PRIARXMERN 18 © 2B 1 QTLs B FAVEA 270, 347 QTL Bk (1 75 i Z — 2 AE A [A HF 14
AT LRI, Bl R PR 20 2 D 5 B % B o A% RIS A 2l X Rh Oy i R Aok B 22, QN R
PAANFERIXT A Ze MR VE T, T EEXT QTL #E47 A e B A1 5 M 55 (complementation test) , QTL % &
A7 5 A AL K R v 288 R ) a8t A 37 R i M o B DR A B Y S TR 5

KK BT (association analysis ) BE #& 7 K AR FEIAR rh R AYAR AL 9 4 7 FE A, AR MA S 7 B FhR

W&ol FESCIR AT IR TR, A ARG 5 2 22 i B P R 2 (a0 AR 5 00 2 401, 3 e 00 A Ay 2 4B
7wt ) 4 57 56 DR ) AR BEAIL DG 6 ke A Ay 52 e Mtk Bl B 55 R AR MR A DG A i R TR S A 67 BRI, 2540 o
SRR, SR AT R A2 B AR BFIR, AT LM R ok M VR IR BEAA Rk S 1 QTL & o7 X 1E &
BEARZR YRR . i TR R AR B Ah TR BP AR, REER A B A A0 AR BERM BL, R ZH
K (G G5 X R SNP SR KA SR TE 1/50 W BCR oK), & BI85 T P (R &% 1
1~2 kb [ DX [A] BT BE 2] <0.201%7) , X E R — B 4 M & U UESE T Anic /R Z m B 81, 1R
Al REFR 0 5 RS 4K (functional variant) B4 HEE 2R H i, H R AR HA Sl RGeSk, Xk ok
H A RS 40 7 S it 7 AT RE; 255 SNP Al B, Bl 5 £L 2 v DL Bk RO A7 R 5 A% IR R
AR IR e, FE 4T B PR R 52 4% 17 B2 (quantitative trait nucleotide, &IFK QTN)VER], I, 77kt gk Fr
Y F PR 1l Bl %5 £ (gene-assisted selection )/,

5 QTL 5E (13X B 1F 15 55 X 20 7 5 12 (forward genomics approaches) AN [A], S 73H7 & T Sz ) B A 20 °
J5 ¥ (reverse genomics approaches ), ‘B Bl b FH 75 52 K a1 K& PR 4H A 5o X6 ] — B A4 9 1) 22 > AR 3
173 53 B (genotyping ) S8 . JFRESCHRBESE A 2 FhERmE @7, FE LIRS S & T B, Hig
SR FH 2 T 1 2 [H 1) S R 70 AT (gandidate-gene association ) 5 W, T i 126 2 [R] Dy 5 5 b A RRH SC K Y 2
B, B AEAEOCHR A A e OCHC AL 2 2R AL, HAET, MR CTEJAEMRTY . B A2 AL ™54
R AR R R SR X S — Al HOG e 5 R AT SNP 3 PR 0 B Y A AR S /IR 2 TR OCEK A0, e
iR BRI Ayt AL AR S (AR /DR R 10%) 5 B B A7 200 J2 42 JE R 4] JE B UF 5T (genome-wide association studies,
R GWAS), AH iy T4 B b BN T B, 75 % v 8 A9 (A2 2> 100 77 )SNP F T2 4 73
RIAGEIF IR GWAS, X WARRE] 7 FE 4t mtR b el BAR CHR 3 T 5 kb 1 QTL & o T 177 22 [&1 A
fbg, HE H AT SCHIE R M AAE R MRS, Rk TR A S i X B, 200 7 R4 X, HAg s
BT o i LR I S 5 B TR AT SRR R TE A A AR A (— L e A ) Fge i 7 i rh ek 4, i
i A S8 Ao B DR B T Oy S o Y A R U
22 B“RAESREFHPHNA

VEYE Bl 22 A3 b ic i B & Fh 7 A BE A& AP A 31 < BE P ZH 22 B A Ah 7, SEBR b A o 8 i A 21 A
XA 7 Bl 9 R T FBOR B T 21 o SR A (1045 EST, FL-cDNA 1 UniGene) Bk 1 25—l 73
Thrig 2B Ah , HA B K H Dy e v BEAE R F 533 X 41 2% (computational genomics ) 7= 4, Xif & F Ok UL ik
EEEREE, WECERG T oY 2 Ly 91, i H— S0 5 K 2 RE & wE B,
PR IT | K AE A 4, 3 5 A5 R 2 IR 2 [ 5P bl e, AT DA 3R A A R 56 AL 1 ) 18 O 7T A 4k 1)
FEHFA . BRI, MO B S iRy, Bl B D R Ze vk R L2 e AR o, JEN A PRSP MR, i
T AT DATE SR 45 00 & WA R (R] 6 B | ok At (] 950 L XF A T A7 P R MR n . 1T 7 2 10 J5 4800 2 v 14 [
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J5E 2 (40 BlastX) ) WA B ARG D) RE R B A M e JE R BR T RE A QIR e Hr P s 4 b A e JE R A, W]
PIAE A PR T2 A 356 A (genetic reagents) ™ T 4R 46 8 L2 MR (WNPUAARE 5 Cronartium ribicola)
PN Ry EEAZ 1~2 A FRGEP P, PRt , MR8 TR B nT UG 18 H 0 ok R MRk B 4R A BRI
W TE SRR R A7 S AL BRI, B A B R DR AR T Be S B AR A 1) ek R i B M B
HE A (stacking transgenes ) HEME , B %F— > PR A8 AT L [R] i 2R 47 2 MR i st AL sl 77

Bl S BB A IR R A R, DhREEE N A 2= s e & e A T Eis o T B, H A, L
2R BN TEHE R A K B AT RGeS — AR i shad B4R it TR TR MROR Iy 8 3k DA 20 BF 5 7 Ak
AL & AR5 ST EL A )T I A I AR R K R s R A Bl D e R PR 2H AR 0 9 T E i DNA B4 51 K
B R R K MU 3R IRIEBOR B R F R eb 1R 2 OB AN 2 R AL KRB R B RS
PRBR Y e 462 557 T4 A= LS g 57 R g JE 88008 ] L7 S S e R O3 ek 1) 35t 4% 27 18 T B 7 ik
PRI Tl e Y il B 75 AR

M C 25 DI RETE B IY EST SiCEE KT 2 JF & 12K 1) SNP Fi SSR 1R W] B 5 & K D B8 B HEAH G, It
W R K DI BEFRIC (functional marker) ™, H T — I3 FHRIC AL AR A — DR R SF LA, JF 5156
B PEIR A 22, X EEARICE H FEHLARIC (random marker) A UL, B B2 5 3 —8 2 MR a0 45
LB PURR B, AN FFEAR B QTL & 67 45 J7 B AR AR MR 5 0 b i 19 IR gk 58 76 A [F]38E 1% 35 5% T 473K
B, HIDBEARCED R 056 A ie AR 5% F =] LU AR He 84/ I 0 B € 712 (anchor markers )™,
RS T “5E R FRIE " (perfect marker) FIFRIE , 58 AR IC M43 B Fh TAE & BEUS /6 K R sl BEIR Y 38 B 4
SE B SEAE SR, N R B 3 DR 7 3 1) 3 B SR (linkage drag) , 3 i X640 b 1 114 7 6k BRIV RE XHPECIR 64T
e, e T FARCE B E M RCE

3 EEAFRRIR LS LELEH W TR

1% 58 1 T S e TR % 50 ) S 0 3 7 VR AL 48 e e | A cDNA SO RN SCR Y 1 25 1 22 95 5l ) 3 AR AL Y
Sanger W J7 20 BEOY | BEFERS SOAC = B3, RN, W B BERE Saccharomyces cerevisiae , HAF IT I
NFEFE R L I P K vy e i EST Iy 300 HAR O A el s i S8 i, /ANl XM J7 i B 3145 19 EST
Fr AN R, A IR PR R i 0 8 R ER 43 (29 75% ) HE AN SRy EST e 9045 8 SR AR 3= B2
RN ELR, AMERE S B HSENL T cDNA SEREFrs v a0 0 5 W ARAT IR, AUCh 409%°7,

T£ Sanger £ A G ih DNA 7486 30 a Z )5, H— QP HE A, @46 Roche/454 ) Genome Se-
quencer FLX Instrument, Illumina Solexa 2\ @] ¥ Tllumina Hiseq 2000 F11 Applied Biosystem 2% 7] i) SOLiD
ARG, H 2004 4FIT R e OF ) 3 7, BEAE £ TIRZ Sanger M 1AM A9 20 B, dd i R M
FESEAT I ¥ (massively parallel sequencing )43 A 7 8 8 KR FETE, IR SA 2= TR 2 MR R,
WE 5 RE AR R B, OB — AR P AR B ) AR B A BT 50 AR s 1 HE R 1, 3
S A AT LAY SR D A 2 52 1, Roche/454 H AR EAR B 1Y 8 B2 K JEE (read length), © 82 W H
FIVF Z B Fh i S LA B IR &, 58 T BB YRR K A S R AL SE 4 (JGT) FE B Y conifer EST project X 6 4%
JHEARTE N 12 A B A8 T A7 5 Sl e 00 56 [ BB Pinus contorta™™, H =21 EAE™ | 14
B Quercus " I ZE Castanea mollissima ™ R FIHLN T 3X —F AR 5 Solexa Fo AR WL AE KB 1y Sk 5
3 DL

Bt 257 — ACI 7 AR (NGS) AR A 7 81 s 45 - L7 51 T 52 (EST-SSR) fnid SR Bt B, SSR Arvic
(T R AR E R MR T B, I H i 22 00008 R — AR R FORAZ B 1 SNP FRic, A0 ol e e Ak I
I FFAZ A8 SNP, 5 C A 232z i ] 1o 10s 10

it — A B 10 A A AR A L DR 2 DR A I (A 4 e, AR RIR R R, HRl, B SE s T R A
BE DA F I A R BE S IE A David B. Neale © FT il &, B 00 56 P 4 “# AF 506 E A — A E 2L
FZ7 I, X PRI AR 28 G R Aok B, WEREA B2 NS HEF], F00
R DR R AR ] 90 DR A e g AR, 3 T2 5 o i PR LA R R VR 5 B — A e AR 10 S R el 5 %
(7] A8 Ao B T b T A ik PR R ) e S ZE 000 e A T RE e PR R I SR R ) A B AR R R T, R A
Z 2 B B A 2R R Y R R S PO I SCHR B Y GWAS SR Y S T v R B O T RR D, T
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I SR D P SRR Ay AR I R S R R, X TCEEA B T A OCHRT SR T R, T A
A DR 2L ) o 8 B 01 B AT B AR A QRS ol BE TR 2 645 (genomic selection, TIFR GS)MCAHATRE, BHF HLASEHY
BLUP #E#E B UEMfG . A &MY, Bl B MERh S 4 T rY R AVECIE 404, SR ALAT B & R s A il oy
FARICHT B 5 F Aok 5 R 3 < FAR AL & b 1

Wi e DR 2 5 5 A0 SO B g b, [ B ] S VR S I AR A B 2 R ERME IR BY, B AE AR
ARFH AT AR AL L T 5L P2 19 TR DL TH A% GEAROR & R R 3 A RCR 59 < I 4 8 39 4k D9 4 1 2%
(conifer translational genomics network, fEi#K CTGN)) 4l F 2007 4F 9 HHFfe . 3 H 2l 2= i Pt & el
AR A B 2z 1] 352 4% 20 R 1 25 BEB AR A /1, X T AE E RS R AR R 3G, O B PR A PR R A5 R PR 3 L AR
Tk R A4
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