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WE, EZ A, THPITIHETARE S LAAZ TN 13 MEEBEAFT S, A Eberhart 77 Russell AR & 5 #7
FHAAEHRBE SN, FRAERFABETRGHAE SREAN, | FAER2FASAEKANEBET E W EME,
Pearson #7 Spearman #8 % & # %A1 4 0.535 47 0.536, 2 A& ¥ SR £ F M EF (P<0.01), SERKEPBHE
B B v A A ARBTE Lariv kaempferi 5 x 355 % TR Larriv gmelinii 12, 3% % T 9 x B KAEotbhr 76-2; 4 EA
B AZErH 4 5 x K& & vt Larrix olgensis77-3, B AE T 5 x K& vt 78-3; F4MAXEHE A9 x B AZEvh
76-2, XZEH AN S x X EH AN 9, FARG LG TE A 12 x K EHE T2, KXEFE T x BAFE TR 772, A
HEFEE 12 x HEHE 2, HEFED S FEF A9, HEABKE TS x XL FETH O, BAFE TS x
KO ErH 773, BRAA S ZE IS x HXEHAD 9, X FE T x BAE T 772, AMMI B F £ 547 KN |
A ER ) W B AR AR x A EFMEF (P<001), FE5E 5 A 16.00%, 56.25%, 27.75%. AMMI #£ A
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B2, BABITRSx XEETRO, BAETNSx KB R TI3 8 AB TR 3 x LG 09 RE LS
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Stability of hybrid larches (Larix) with seedling height growth

ZHANG Lei, ZHANG Han-guo, DENG Ji-feng, GUAN Chun-yu, ZHANG Lei

(Key Laboratory of Forest Tree Improvement and Biotechnology of Ministry of Education, Northeast Forestry
University, Harbin 150040, Heilongjiang, China)

Abstract: Thirteen treatments of hybrid larch (Larix spp.) were sown and raised in nurseries at seven sites
in Heilongjiang, Jilin, and Liaoning Provinces. Pearson’s and Spearman’s correlation analyses between
one-year old and two-year old trees were conducted. Also, seedling stage stability was analyzed, and
treatments with high stability and good growth were tested with five models: Eberhart & Russell, the
additive main-effect and multiplicative interaction (AMMI) , the George C. C. Tai, HSC, and Shukla.
Results showed significant positive correlations between one-year old and two-year old for Pearson’s (r =
0.535) and Spearman’s (r = 0.536) correlation analyses. For two-year old trees, using the AMMI ANOVA,
differents of treatments at each location were extremely significant (P<<0.01) with variance components for
treatments = 16.00% (P<<0.01), locations = 56.25% (P<<0.01), and treatment x location = 27.75% (P<<
0.01). Four treatments ( Larix kaempferi 5 x L. olgensis 78-3, L. gmelinii 9 X L. kaempfert 76-2, L.
kaempferi 11 x L. gmelinii 2, and L. gmelinii 5 x L. gmelinit 9) showed good growth and high stability;
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whereas four treatments (L. gmelinii 12 x L. gmelinit 2, L. kaempferi 5 x L. gmelinit 9, L. kaempferi 3 x
L. gmelinii 9, and L. kaempferi 5 x L. olgensis 77-3) grew well in some areas. [Ch, 1 fig. 6 tab. 13 ref. ]
Key words: forest tree breeding; hybrid larch; seedling height; single-point test; multi-point test; stability

PN Larric spp AR L 2340 SR VESR | BABTLE, S b R b Ml DR AR 8 LN T3S AR
FERFZ —, WZBBREAR HA AR B AR AR R B s AR A, g, (OB IEIT A B
M F 5 A Larrix olgensis N TMEIE 617 x 10* hm?-a™ DL B & 0HFA R ] 22 22 HoA B B A P 52,
H A o 00 A B, X4 V5L Larrix gmelinii x H ARJE M ¥ Larrix kaempferi B 22 F et E A K S
HAG MY, WL TEH R 89% , BFEIR, RAFRGXLIEIA—FE, MBI H A TR i Fa ek
A, NHICGEFMGURPED, K& EAFEYIA N H AR VS SIS (Vs RS O e R 7E BEAC B 1 | IR
JH0 9 B A A FE L 4 A MR B B i A0 DY AU 5 PR 0 32 AR T (GED) I AAAE I I T A
] 24 52 2H A fe A AR S XU ), HOs A4 38 a5 AP AR OR 22 5 o i R ORGP 2 Bt T L DR B 5 3 5
HAFBOSLRIRN, AR FE N RIXEREE (G x E) 7087 J7 I 0 IE R W A2 A G E E Ry >, B
H, WNREMER T EIRZ 7)) W Francis 558 78 53 R BRIP4 77 5 45 B R SE AL 3 207, Shukla 1)
eI 22 0%, George Bi#UFll Eberhart 1 Russell FUAEH! | Nassar A Hiihn $2 H (R 00k, E200]
I AE W] e iR (the additive main effects and multiplicative interaction model , & AMMI £L7 )4 | {H
A MOTEEA B O R A B R Gt o A AR IR A A RS E M DT T, S 5T
SETERAR, MARE R MK, e — DR RETERAEKNERENE, fFE—ERRME, %2
NS ZR v b IR E PEHEAT 2R 5 B A A PR R A R R L, B TR PR IE A PR v I e AR KRR E
PRI T
1 MR E
1.1 s e

RER IR T R e VLA Ak B35 LRI 4 b v it AA S AR R Tl B BB K R, TR T A AR AT HL
G AR Y 13 A P AL AL B (R BRFNAR Y i 5 WL 15 & D 21 A g A R, S 2 b AR X
HR) o a0l 73 ) B A AL 7 4 AR AR P i) I B M, o R 5 AR T AR B i Rk, PR e VA
WA IRV 1 2 T HE MOl SR 7 LRI, SR SRR R VL B AR, A PRI O B Ak, AR E
T R AR A el R Ak 0 MOl R B T I, 2005 AR AU SRR A 1, 2006 AEHIK, 2005 4
12006 4F Bk Z= 1 B PR B9 Wi s A PP )23 3 BEog e BELIA A 50 dR g, A A BRI £ 150 #E
1.2 SWAE

R JHWTTL R 22 B e g & 19 DPS Geit o3 A A fhef b Get— ity DXt 30— i A RS E 1 40 17

x1 FHEMHRLETIR

Table 1 List of the treatments of Hybrid Larch

H 4k 7 % Ak
1 £ 77 1L U 8 HATERIHS 5 x A EMHA O(H 5 x 2% 9)
2 HARTE AR 11 x 2623 MR 2(H 11 x 2% 2) 9 NG ) e 5
3 HZARVE AR 3 x KPS IHAA S1(H 3 x & 51) 10 PLAEPEIERN 12 x DLLETEIAR 2(2% 12 x 2% 2)
4 HASFEMAA 3 x 2L FEMHS 9(H 3 x 2% 9) 11 PLLTEIFRY 5 x MLFEMH 9(2% 5 x 2% 9)

5 HARE IS 5 x K EHPEM A 77-3(H 5 x K 77-3)
6 HARE IS 5 x P& M#A 78-3(H 5 x 1K 78-3) 13

H
[N}
X

MLLTENRS T x HARTEMHS 77-2(2% 7 x H 77-2)

PLETE L 9 x HARTE IR 76-2(2% 9 x H 76-2)
7 HASE AL 5 x L2 RY 12(H 5 x 2% 12)

VLT, T AR AL NG RN IR O K VR RS Larrix olgensis FVR, A1 KA K EATEMRS, B AAREMS Larix kaempferi, 2%
g DA R Larrix gmelinii
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BEHLIETT Eberhart il Russell #55  George #5%4 il Shukla #5550 87, AMMI AR bR “H ER
AMMI BB AL, A5 Rh o3 A 05 125 A0 BCA AR BRI PPAN A8 1 J7 V5 WL DPS rh i A A B
ST 250 B R SPSS 16.0 ) Compare Means 1% One-Way ANOVA 34, #HXEHE#1H Correlate
T Bivariate #CPE IR AR BOHE SEAT BT 22 00 B, 4% Ak BRI XA AT R S o0 A RIS E M2 A
56 4 Bl AL DX 2H 3 36 B o5 T 22 A3 A AR AR X = U+ P+ oy + Poy + ey Horp ) w2 SREIE, PR
P ARV, o S5 A BRARONAE , Poy b ¥ x HAE M3 HAEHME, RBEPLR2E,
T AR B R AR AR B0k (HSC) B2 W it B 8 g P PRI P, SRR REQE AN Cus =1 -

Xi=Se 1000 s X, 2 AFIERORIE . R P Cy (R, MRS {5 A i
1.10X .

PR
2 HEREHM
21 HEBEKSH

TEJ5 22 A BT A BE At b, 2 ARAR B i B 22 A TR BT (3R 2) . & A 10 A b 3L ) 2 S 2 Rtk
FKF, EEESSMARNERERBNER, BT, KIERORIAEMAERRL, HS5H
il b 3 22 A 0 2 (P<<0.01), AREOTANER p A KdR 22, 55 Hoflkh g 38 3 74 1 2% 22 =% (P<<0.01), 4
KA AP35 AR (MEN 69.65 em) # H A K 4 AR 11 (B41H R 46.00 em)51.41% .,

R2 BRAEHSM

Table 2 Single-point variation analysis

i 5 AR R Ryl Ehi:l s ¥io7 F1H
fab B i) 67 915.752 12 5 659.646 38.813%
HEHE 1 879.932 2 939.966

H]

HLiR 22 7916.580 1563 145.820
AR S 298 971.662 1577
fib B i) 42 994.897 12 3 582.908 33.006%*
HHE 2 959.549 2 1 479.774
KA 125 378.476 1155 108.553
AR S 171 332.922 1169
fib B i) 39 740.232 12 3 311.686 23.361%*
H 4[] 435.136 2 217.586

X
MR 229 089.188 1616 141.763
AR S 269 548.205 1 630
fib 7 i) 100 745.511 12 8 395.459 40.034%*
A (1] 1 387.529 2 693.765

R
MR 204 253.940 974 209.706
B R 306 531.203 988
fib 7 i) 49 519.356 12 4126613 28.571%*
EigcA| 1 670.410 2 835.205

NS
IRES 91 143.739 631 144.433

SV S 143 206.415 645
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k2
H a5 A S R R K5 A 1 ¥5 FAH
fab 71 i) 58 116.389 12 4 843.032 18.654%#*
i 5 i) 3 559.405 2 1 779.703
BLi% 263 261.837 1013 259.627
SR S 324 920.066 1027
Ab 3] 35 644.961 12 2 970.413 33.955%%*
GivzAL 182.272 2 91.136
B1
IRES 182 920.265 2 091 87.480
B S 218 748.498 2105

BT : % IR 5% W E K RO 1% W E K

AN M S, B O AERRERMIEH 5 x 2412, HR %9 x H 76-2, 2%5x %9 fH 11
x 242, HIHHR 5714 em, ERBEHIEDS 12 x 242 FIET) L, BEHN 39.24 em, AR HRE 4 44t
PR AR RN 2 AP 45.62% 5 SRR ERIRIEH 5 x K 77-3, HIROWH 5 x K 78-3, 249 x

H 762 F1H 11 x 242, H{EHHN 6590 cm, ARKBEEAZATIILFAH 5 x 2412, ¥{EH 49.20 cm, 4
H& PR 4 /\Liﬁﬂﬁtﬂikiﬁd 2 MAbEE 33.94%; EHRAEREMAIENS 9 x H 76-2, HIR K245 x
29 H 5xM 9 HMINL 12 x 242, BMEH N 57.02 em, ERKBEZATIILAME 5 x K 77-3, HHEHN

4321 cm, AERBWE 4 DA B A KBS 2 DM HE 31.96%; &M K IR ERIE DS 12 x 2% 2, H
WHTx HT77-2, H5x K783 FHS5x %9, ¥MHHN 80.86 cm, A K2 MY 2 A2 /N il Fi
HJI, Bk 51.74 cm, m@fc'ma@ 4 /\Mﬁitﬂ 2 ANFREAY 56.28% ; kAR K B2 12
M HWHMS5 x 29, H 11 x X2 HH 3 x 249, HfHK 54.90 cm, EKEMEE/NLHFE 5
x 2% 9, HE K 28.86 cm, AKELAY 4 A0 A KA 2 ASAE B 90.22% 5 i AR AE K BRI H
5x 29, HWHNHSx K773, H3x2ZOMN12x 242, WHHK 67.62 cm, A KEMEH 2 AFhE
se/NAGI AT T, BE R 46.50 em, AERECPE 4 S 2 ANFIRIY 45.42% 5 014 KRR
IJED4 5 x %9, HIR MM Tx H 77-2, 2% 9x H76-2F1H 5 x 29, H{E K 5025 cm, HEKEEH
WEFRREE IR E 3 x A 51, PR 40.12 em, KA 4 A0 B A K B2 2 ASAbPE 25.25%
LRI L, 249 x H 762, %5 %9%4%@%%%4% H 11x2% 2 75 3 M HUSHEFERT 4 %4, &
K&, AJIIAIRAES 2 AP B 6 ik, /NI 3 ¥k, X 2 DFIRAEXT F AR R A K 2,
22 BERFEEHEXSH

XF 1 ARAE T 2 AR A 25 G RO Bt A S BEAT AR G AT (R 3) . AEARRY, 2 AMFEERI
e d 2 (P<0.01) W IEAH G, Pearson il Spearman AH ¢ 2 %043 51k 0.535 i1 0.536, B BT 11 A i 76 4H
KA AN, HAh M 5 I AE S 2 2% (P<<0.01), LUIAE A i =5, Pearson Fil Spearman #f5¢ & 57
SR 0.643 F1 0.603; HE] 1A KM 52 Ik, Pearson Al Spearman #H5¢ 2 %5043 0.221 A1 0.278.,

LSM&W*%%%HE(EI 1) 1 AR A KA BL ARG S 2% 9 x H 76-2, H3x 29, HS5x K 78-
3, 12 x X2 MIH 11 x %2, ¥EHN16.56 cm, H5HAbARE 2R B3 (P<0.05); EKEIEHH

R3 2N EFEEEHBHEXSW

Table 3 Correlation analysis of seedling height of the two years

o H L] [ it it (g R RS i# 2 BN LiE
Pearson 4 0.221 0.643%** 0.381 0.536%** 0.536%* 0.262 0.546%* 0.535%*
Spearman AH ¢ 0.278 0.603%%* 0.415%%* 0.448+* 0.448+* 0.229 0.413%** 0.536%**

P . * RN 5% B E KT o TR 1% 8 FE KT,



710 7 N I NS = S 2010 4F 10 A

FITIARE, 5 1174 em, 5 HABAA R F BE (P< 0 Nk O 2k
0.05), “EREH 5 A LB H 1 T IHFE 41.06% . 2 00F o l
A BRI 4 S x 20, HSx K783, % 0]
9 x H76-2 FTH 11 x 22, i 5836 em, H5M = |
flo ik 322 5 2.3 (P<0.05); AERKBABIOIR 2 ) = |
AN RFUNIL IR, 390 45.14 em, SHBAIEE EEE E EEEE
St 3 (P<005), A KB 4 b B A K048 2 o RINININIDININININININIL
BRI 29.11%, 2 AMRE A K HET A5 A
23 BEKBREMSH lAI'jJJIJJWY‘)E:_\;AZ.EIHX)J\%;lEISX
AR 2 R LRI R (e e e B e b S
HZES . AMMI BRI (3R 4), ALFIA] | Hb o) A 269; 9. /NGB MU, 10.X12X 3X0;
B A 16 BT, SISl TEE
55K 16.00%, 56.25%F1 27.75% , *F 2 4458 HAE B 1 2 G H Y
FHBY E RSP A0 HT 09 B PEEATIE L F (A%, (B A 5]
B3 KV 1 38 H AR 3 4 i 5
{HIPCA), HARNRFNEIF ik
551 3 BLIG (TPCAL) A 5F 2 3fe BLIG

[

Figure 1  Mean of seeding height of the two years

&4 AMMI B E S

Table 4 Variation analysis of AMMI model

(IPCA2) ik 5| T H b K, 55 3 S TR - -

*R:[ﬁ (IPCA3):U_:§IJ Tﬁgﬂiy ’ ﬁ'}%u b B 5204.197 0 12 433.683 1 250421 0.000 1
%*%TE{@&&@E"J 41.26% ., 23.18% Hh A, 18 299.554 1 6 3049.9257 176.111 6  0.000 1
1 18.02% . AMMI R fR B T THAEHG xE) 9 028.197 1 72 125.391 6 72405  0.000 1
82.46% E/J ;E‘L/ﬁ;/gﬁ R L‘ Al‘i j?Elb )f:i—; Di 55 1 BT (IPCAT) 3724.855 5 17 219.109 1 37358 0.000 1

] DL 1 S i A B B T Y RN 552 FBUF(IPCA2)  2093.0747 15 1395383 23791 0.003 7
D AE#UN, FoRBREE ., BEMERT S  #3RBMIPCA3) 16266886 13 1251299 21335 00142

PPRgALEE 2 H 3 x /151, HSx K s 15835783 27 58.651 1
783, 2% 9 x H 762, %5x2%9 i 31519013 182 17.318 1
iﬁ] El 11 x /\ 2 ): 3 'LLE/J\:”:@} TR 35 683.849 6 272

HS5x 2912 x 2%2(K5),

Eberhart FI Russell % %1 H [a] 5
FE(b) M RA Y T7 (S0)2 D SEORAMR MM EME . 7200 (R 6) s AT A & Ak K 25 Sl
8% (P<0.01), FMIHRHEZERHARE ., SOOI 0 WAV ENES, HRIHREK
51 8BA RENZESR, AR R /N AR WA A AR e vk, I Te Rk, T AT RE e i
AR R (A AR ) 5 A A (R (PR AR S ) A sk nv ik 3y B [ A A BT A AR B, HL A S i AT S A
TEEAYE S AL &, il NE A R 09 A0 215 3 A H AR B9 /0, Westeott WA g IR M 101 15 5 v
0T G x E HAEATRE A AT 5E 191,

George 5T Ab L5 b 15 ) T 430 Ay A0 TG M 57 P 2 2 ) 7 ) VAL 8 M 14 8 22 (A,) P 43100

A

=0, A= 1 R FEEEWREE, a=-1, A, = 1 WHFHEGEEYREN, 4B H 3 x 451,
H5xK783HH 11 x 22 Wa, >0, A—1, BAEFHREEMN, FIIWL, 25 x 2929 x H 76-
2 e, ——1, A1, BB EHREMMATL, 212 x 222 F/NE R EEZ (£ 5), B gk,
R gE IR 5 AMMI AR A AP 25 SR AR — 3K,
Shukla FERI B 240 5 Fh 5 25 T AR RS D7 2200 B B S Rh bl e oA AR T 22 K PR S AP RO AR
EME, TEBUN, Y FEARER, Fﬁ@/,mﬁ@%moH3xEﬂ,A5x%9ﬁanA
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x5 ARARAREMESH

Table 5  Stability parameters of different models

AMMI #5275 Eberhart 1 Russell 45 7 George 1575 Shukla 1% 7% AR R Ak
o D, b, S; & i i RC Cis
1 2200 0 0.568 8 14896  -02915 2.168 9 19.873 4 3442 6% 03356
2 1.440 3 0.976 2 111597  -00161 2.883 2 12.261 0 2.124 0 0.128 7
3 0.629 4 11359 32277 0.091 8 1.574 2 6.103 2 1.057 3 0.163 3
4 2915 1 0.738 1 393485 - 0.1770 8.244 4 46.308 8 8.022 0%%  0.1726
5 27328 1.110 1 41716 6 0.074 4 8.359 7 434227 7522 %% 0.197 1
6 1.051 9 13240 10.425 6 0219 0 33158 21.188 9 3670 5% 0.1170
7 2759 2 0.780 2 458475 - 0.148 5 9.286 6 50.835 0 8.806 1**  0.1590
8 3569 0 1.539 2 29.488 3 0.364 5 7.694 6 57.132 4 9.897 0%*  0.164 7
9 3.970 2 0.633 6 977739 - 02476 189504  109.917 6 19.040 9%  0.272 6
10 3558 1 1.408 0 79.209 9 0275 8 15.834 7 94611 6 16.389 4%%  0.185 6
11 1.394 3 06348  -33567  -02469 1.026 8 10.240 2 1773 9 0.027 3
12 28718 13116 45270 4 0210 6 9.447 2 54774 6 0488 5%% 02168
13 1.260 5 0.839 5 132983 - 0.108 5 3397 8 16.694 5 2.892 0% 0.097 6
2 FIER/NMNEANEE, IR % 6 Eberhart 1 Russell # ! 77 2 5 7
e %9x H 762, (I, H Table 6 Variation analysis of Eberhart and Russell Model
5x K783M FIEMA, 2R 25 5 K R T HME By Fi P
=, B TAREELH, HAAA  wm 17437323 12 1445610 39060  0.000 2
M FEN R E (R 5), AT 24 Mok o+ (AbFE x Hs5) 91092504 78 116.785 3
AEEE FAR 225 W, BEW] Shukla b5 (et 6 099.851 4 1 6099.851 4
I LA PP 252 23 o v AL A A REFT x b (L) 6037224 12 503102 13594 0208 6
PEDTIAT— 72 H9 JR BRI Gz 2045.676 6 65 37.010 4
MR ARBE LR (F5), 4k o
iR 2% 8559723 168 5.005 1

BN 5 x X9 Mmia REHES 1
B, 2HAME R EBHES 1
fii; HORIEN 9 x H 762, MimiEd 34, H5x K783 MmaAEE 3, e 1467; H 11
x 2% 2 1) HSC HESE 4 07, WimWHESS 4 07, FUIX 4 44 AR 01 2 30 Hh A R0 o 1 v I R
JiAh, WhELH 5 x £ 77-3, H3x A51, HSx X9WEmERb/hFr iy mia R, R
—EMRREYE . 2 DFNE/NL IR E T I E AR R K, AR RS,

3 Zw 5w

2 AR R AR K R B A 35 W IE A 5, Pearson 1 Spearman #H ¢ 3 451 0.535 Fi1 0.536,
2 A AR A M A B R AR 22 A B 2, A AR KRR IR BT 3 ALK AR FIMHEH 5 x 2% 12, %9 x
H%z,ASx%9 R H 5 x K773, HS5x K783, 2%9x H762; ®E%9x H 762,
—45><7é9 HS5x 20, HAEM12x 242, %7x H77-2, EleJct783 MR 12 x %2,
M5 0o, H 11 x2%2; MEREHSx 229, H5x K773, H3x2£9; BIREM5x2£9, %7
x H 772, %9 x H76-2,

AMMI RS J7 2530 W22 B, AbEEE] | 3 AR AL BE x S AR A B 3 22 5%, BT 7 22 &84 5
H16.00%, 56.25%F127.75% ., FKEAEMS5x %9, M 9x H76-2, HS5x K783 FMH 11 x %2 EKE
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FROEMS, BTEm R NRER, 4 DRERWIET N T BIE EJJUJ%H/J\jI:‘Z%EMm%, 31.24%
F127.39%, H 5x K 77-3 17E55 | ﬁﬁw%kiﬁdﬁ" AR 2, M 12 x M2 EHEK, o, M
AL EEAEREL, RO ERREZE; HSx X% 9EEM, HH. r‘ﬁ,u\ BROTHEREAE, RO AR
W2, H3x X%OfEMD, MERIKL, EROMEMERKZE, X4 MRAERE, HHFAR
B, FHJTINAH 3 x 151 4K 2%, BeEtkm; H S x2%12, %7 x H 77-2 AUNMEBI A K 228 bk
2%,

5 PR 0 BRI AT IR ah R AR E M0 T vk . ARV AR B MERT SR Z R0 o B Oy ik AT DLk
I R o BT ) T AR A R R 25 RIS 2 A 3 S B o A 2% R RS B B, Eberhart 1
Russell B8 i FAN B [MIH 7 5 0 5 B F 225, PE L, Shukla BE7 i F R4 BLE F
HEE R, AR E, AMMI A George BRUA S fa R EGE Ir S 450 — stk v, S5
PRAEAS H () B R BARW) &, AT LAVPH 28 Bh v i FA B I ASE PE T AMMI B ALER George 155 Y ( 2k PR
R s e R ROk (R SR AL 740 5 AR FH I S U . AR BCR HI DL AMMI B AL 32 George #5271
Hl i A2 R 0L T 5l 1 256 50 BT 7 E VT 4 B it s v 300 s A K i e 1
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