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Research Progress on the Applications of Pan-genomics in Plants
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Abstract;: With the development of DNA sequencing technology, more and more species’ genomes
have been sequenced.Even within the same species, there are great differences in the genomes.In order to
explore the genetic diversity among individuals at the level of genome more comprehensively,the concept
of pan-genome was proposed, which was widely used in bacteria, fungi, plants and animals, etc.In this pa-
per,the application of pan-genome was reviewed in order to provide reference for the further studies of
pan-genome in plants.
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( Escherichia coli K-12) "3 45 4 B 14 4> 55 DA 41 4F 20k B
WP, 2005 4F, 0 A= 0 92 3k 41 HE & (Pan-
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PAFEFEAS FIA R I A G 2R 0 e R AR 9 1A
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Fig. 1 Pan-genome composition
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Yr=2 D Re A 5 2 R BURFAE , AnA% AL By IR 5 e as |
LD B S B S RO, R T W Rl ) AR E
LTS AR M AURE RS 2 BT A R AR A B
& A AR AR Bl REAS AR A I P 51 2
BB TR AR B 22 SR 2R RO T A
Rtk , B HERRL A, X 5 BRI 193 17 1 e A

FHUPE R B 7 A A AR A R
PRRANTE S — R R R IR A 3

Wi 00 e ) 5 R 2H 0 L 1S, W e ) 3 i PR A
KNI B —E B F ST —E, JF B e 2
AR X — W, B R P G 832 36 4 (Close Pan-
genome ). il 40, X 8 Mk Al 57 Y mx H ZF AT B
( Bacillus anthracis) T2 KB, ZEF T 4 P HE A
ZJE IZIEPH KNS T —EY . R, By
o Bt 2 0 e S PR ZEL B0 H 3G, A iz S R AR
SN T3 T 3 S g o g 92z S5 DT A DO R Ay Tl 28
1Z K4 ( Open Pan-genome ) . M JF T 8 ™45 BR A
(Group B Streptococcus ) Bk, Hyz Fe R 4H A7 2 713
AZED H A 1086 A% EE R AT 907 A A4
FEDN S8 BRI — A~ SR PR A, HE vz 3 R 4 4 A 3
33 AN B K US4y B S A B K BE R
( Streptococcus pyogenes) B #F H AL ¢ B0 AL 1 175 L
BRI P — A AL, 2 LR A A 3 27 4
S

2z AR A A AR A A 5 TR R Y LA

IRHRGR A X 7 AR R BT AR R G (h E
J7 ECUE RO FUZRIE B IX | HAS AR A B ) oF
TR 59057, De Novo 3%, ##HE T R G2 FE R 4.
ZER LI A KRB 24 48.6% %O FE N, 51.4%
RAEAZ LA 325 B A K T o AR A i
BEA O, P g 5 W A R 0G0 R BE 058 M, XA AE
YIRS ARG R G T I A

22 &

e RIREEZENATHEY, 24 & Y
TIPS JEEARE. Ay 1 18 S R DU A5 A B A A AR SR TR A B4
MEEE 20T X6 1 AN SR YR DU A5 AT A 46 4 (Arachis monti-
cola) HEATRER L 21 2% | R FH 543 SE B ( Single
Molecule Real Time, SMRT) 5 2| & 5t = Hf 4= 164 5
FIERUL, KN R 2.62 Gh.BFFFE 51 % R 41 it 47
XA A5 2B AW LR 4 | 545G A. duranensis F A.
ipaensis JERIZH HEXF | & BEF A 464 (A. monticola ) 1Y)
PR A 7 PRI 2 55 TG 4 5310 X)o7 79 AL 51 356 PRI 2 R /N A
XN R SR BE ST T T 98 SR AL KR B AR
(A.hypogaea Linn) , S5 PUASAAE Y (AABB) H A
P~ 3L R 4H . ST A A6 AR Y R (A. duranensis
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H1 A.ipaensis) (/) F SR 2% Bertioli %52 % H — £ {4
tHSFEIE A A. duranensis F A. ipaensts HE R 20 ) LA
SIAEE] 1211 Mb 11512 Mb JER 41, IF LB ETH
AL R A 5 15 A8 (A hypogaea Linn) B9 A 1 B
PRI PR A0 P 0 A O AR O, 7 o T R R A 1Y
96% . PR M AT LK 58 7 0o i DAL ok 15 48 AF e s 2H 4H
e L ARG A6 A A RN B WA S0 366 PR 2 1 st 1%
A A A B R AT B, S R A N M
U HUE P BT A A8 AR R B B [ IR B
B XS T AL A B X S RHEY kA fe it T
HEBES M, R L e A LAl RHE
Y D fie 3 PR 4 27 % e 25 5 FE A

2.3 KB

s LA AR R A S b Y T A R
2200 97 AWK 63 AT T BLPI4H I . $03) 1
AN A ] 5 S 100 66 D] R AH [m] %) & AL Sl A
FUKFERB AL Z R, Be— R AR ML MR fifp 132 B2 1
O3 F S, B Stein % S3IRF 66 K
FETAT Rz JE R 28 B8 08 R 13 A4 ZKRe o o 1) 5 PR 4
BAEIEAT o3BT R B ALK RS A BRI I A rh A e )
1Z WHE A 58K | T ( Transposable Element, TE)
AR TR 14 A il 2R A JHG e 3 O B A L iz
B R A B A K 25 ik — 25 S KR 1Y 32 Ak B BE T 5 1
SRR TS TE Y H AR, SRS A5 2 2%

2.4 B

Kim 25 2 HRIE T 2 AN YA & Fh B ( Capsicum
baccatum F C.chinense ) {35 R 21 [ 3 | I X 2 ¢
BB C.annuum ) K A 4T T 046X 3 #r 3
FBRBURE IR 20 & B, TE G (A 359 i i o fir
F1%) 20y 25 A1 21 . 38 5 A ) BROABURE PR 2 A 4 R i
B A I % 5 F5 )% T (Long Terminal Repeat-Ret-
rotransposons , LTR-Rs ) /i AR Y5, A AL A
HAAFEE LTR-Rs BIAUR , LUK LTR-Rs X B e ik
LA 7 A FIBRHUAE DR 20 1) 22 R Al 2 42 R4 1. 38
b o FEPRUR A A AT L S B, I i A
MRk & M E & %= & R &E Z F %) ( Nucleotide-
binding and Leucine-rich-Repeat , NLR ) 1T 4 K 5% it
FENAERC AR o I A7 AR 45 B [ 4] b A
A K NLRs (L5 D REVESTZE N ), LTR-R 4K 3]
R 30 SR S A PP R T SRR T () 3R
TEVH 5%~ 18%MIHEY) NLRs S i LTR-R 3K 5h
(R0 B SR B2 A 7 A B A RS 425520 S F 5

FURP P9 A 356 R A7 7 - Bk 2 48 52 ( Presence-Absence
Variation, PAV ) XA [A)Ff 2 [8] () PRIR 25 57 52 i 3 1)
X 383 i B M KL 34T De nove W ¥ Y
C.annuum L AREE RN Zunla-1 FEIZH A XS T
BRBR )z BER 2 [R] IR ] PAV 45 504 5k R 21 OC
X387 ( Genome-wide association study, GWAS) FIJ&
PRLZH Al 0 B, 445 20 D B 2R 5 8 I (8 B (5 1)
B BRI LT 2 A5 B Ces ( Capsanthin/ capsorubin
synthase ) 3 PRI B 3T X 3 A BH & 02K 3 MFE (Punl)
region PN K B 0 A R TR e 2 E"J?jﬁfﬂ, H A S
PR R 5 R B 8 R AN U 7R T SRR
(i) 5 PRI 2H 353 4578 S 1) Z2 A | [R]INP JEP PAV 7R
Xof 35 PR 2 A - A 0 DR AH DGR B 9 h B T
Bl FIER AL T UL A

2.5 ®EIK

Sun 2527 5 31t %F 2 g R ( Cucurbita maxima
F C.moschata) F R 4T De Novo 2H 2% 153 & Jit
EILRALFS1) 271.4 Mb Fl1 269.9 Mb. 745 5 % 1
FEFEH A P A 40% UL LS E )78, 7Rk Se 2
41 , C. maxima T 69.9% Fll C. moschata T ¥
62.9% Y 11 BN KK Ui 8 52 J¥ 51 ( Long Terminal Re-
peat, LTR) . #2 4§ D1 7 B V% ( Benincaseae tribe ) H it
JIX AT T H AR [R] 382 4% B 25 ( Genetic distance )
o 2 DR 2 53 B PR A () 905 I 356 PR 24, 465 SR % X R A~
ALK ZH AR B T AH AL i ) BE B X A g IS e A
PO RARAC R P A T e, Rt B 1 T 2 A% 1A
PRI 2H 3 Ak 1Y) UL figk R0 e BV ) 35t A% B0 R 1Y 5 B

2.6 MHE

Xu Z5128 %5} 2 FhF 2 MM B Nicotiana attenuata (2.
5 Gb) I N.obtusifolia (1.5 Gb) F 3L 4H 4T 7 %
AL, JFA 3 PR 2H Ak 55 0 5 v B A A 4 - e
TR R A B (22 R A T e A R e TR
TR ) Bk AR R 5 7n T R4 B A = A5 g
(Whole Genome Triplication, WGT) J& , — & ¥ P 5
PG R 1 (TE) P EOLIE A K, e i 1 &
BRHAZMMEREZES, FWER TS S0
BRIP4, S TE LR S AR S
At BREAH DG 1% G AR 1 i B4 Bt T AR B
(] 3 — 215 2 Y 5 DR o 52 R A AT 1 4 A TR
Lo A A W) & BGE R A TP AR B AR Y
BE
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m] H 2% ( Helianthus annuus L.) 5235 Bl [a] H 2§
J& R TR SE, b R B SE NI A, 2
—FhRELE T2 5 1 T R R ™ B I RHE ). Badouin
L1 ] PacBio RS 11 PS5 SMRT il 554531 K
/N3 Gh BYFER A, & B PO 42 = fh ) H 255
PR 2 P K A iy 5 42 7 91) S e S )6 T+ LTR-RTs 41
B, R 5% 28 ) H 28 AR S S e | o A A
YRR T EL XS o0 AT, SR B ) H 2% wi e g A
KHA T — R RN =5 F1E (WGET) 7 4k
] H %% &P e 2L 4l B, 298 i 17
R4, Hiibner 2570 X 4k 5 Fh il R 287 4~ €
FE I T AR 17 A BFAE T 2 189 A3 493 )y 1)
H 2& M S e YR R 700 Fe . 25 SR A% 3] 61 205 N3, &
PUH AP K2 10% 1172 55 PR 20 2% 3 0k DUSET A ) H 3%
YR L RIE AL 2 1), PE— 2 3 [ D RE Jr AT 45 31X
— 53 B DN B i e A DG, [R5 4 SR A
— R A 3 G AP B R 38 A B T 2 Ak 5
fn P BT IR RGN 6 N 2 AP R Ak o3 n) H
SEGUI N = I = A S FE AL B

28 BHEH

J&22 4 (Petunia hybrida) J2: 55— 76 Hop &2 21
RNAi( RNA interference ) 9. 75 i 1k 19 55 72 4 &
PR A a2 AR SR AR Y 25 TS AR, 4 i A a1 o
H k2 B B2 b i B B 2 4 (P axillaris ) FNAE
5 H il W B 1 5 BR 22 48 (P inflata ) . Bom-
barely AUV ) X X WA B A SR AR HEAT TR 4
W, 35 3-8 P. axillaris 725 J5 5 19 255 K 20 15 %)
1.26 Gb P.inflata M 1.29 Gb. 3% ¥ 4 i B2 4 4E N
— MK RGN, DA E— 20 i 58 R 1) A B0
%ttt AEE NERE AV ER )T,
/N RNA | A 38 R4S,

2.9 HER

Islam %02 5@ 3 xF 2 Fb @y Fh oAl EEORR
( Corchorus olitorius F C. capsularis ) 2025 X} by, w3k
E5E T 37 031 4 C.olitorius 130 096 4~ C.capsularis
(3R] 45 SRR Y VO o o R 5 R o A 1 2 DRI A A
16 T+ 5 0 PR R0 Sz [, R BT R B 174
~(53%) C. olitorius F1 216 1~ (63% ) C. capsularis F&
[RITE bre 4 [ 25 7 A= 240 i BE (SCW) AR 44
i) IR EU N T =S N {2 AN B 1K b 4 92 Y R )

TR FEA
2.10 H#%

FEAR M P H i o — o B ) AR A, a0 P
ACHE V8 22 AE55 5 LBl A X G5 e R H
W SE A AF TR S F 78 S AP A — B R A8 S (PAV) HI
$& D1 %725 5 (Copy Number Variation, CNV) H Rl Joik
S 81 P e AR A5 BT A A0 R R AT 2 3
HHE PRI 2H 25 il 2 — 6 o B 1) o 2P AR FE TR 3 J G
R A3 ITUE LAEA T Golicz 257 @ it X 9 FhH i
s A R — e B AR R S 2 S B2 SR )R Brassica macro-
carpa FEATHE DR 20 I e 53 BT 45 21 s H i Ak TR 4
H,81.3% W% OIEN AR IE N 20 7 18.7%. [F] i
KK ERA PAV AT B.macrocarpa W, 2 B7E
Yl e B b H i BT B R R R B O A
W EBAEY) 55 )12 0 W Rh e DR AR e, e
FARGISE N AL G A BT R B, X AT REJE T PAV Al
CNV 2. K, iR Be % 5 B2 iR 26 52,
AT LI 25 22w Wy 3045 — B 357 (4 Bk T 5k 6397 6 A
o 3 B AT Bl T 48 0 HC A 8 22 A 1 R OR R 2 b
P

2.11 h3

Chalhoub %' % H # %9313 ( B. napus cultivar
Darmor-hzh ) B94li&FHE47 T IR A7, 538 T
8 497 Mb LRI ZH L[5l i ik SNP ( Single Nucleotide
Polymorphisms ) it % 51 1% 4347 , 44 84% 1y 5 [X i o
BT 19 FCE G A L HA 10 ZE IR An Ok
HH WA, 535 9 SR AP 2 Cn SR T 2548
BN 75 A1 BUEE TR 40 rp &% )36 - ('TEs ) JIr o Ee 4]
H 34.8% , LI TEHERI 20 Hh TEs 434 Lo B AS A ).
[Fi) oy 3e o SIS B 1 H B S Bk T4 AnCn HY
HEAR DR B AR He i 7 o R v, REAS 3 1 A L 26
BESE MR AR A AL BEEAT 1 % BT, Bayer S5 TE XS
PR #% 355 5 R 3% (B. napus cultivar Darmor-bzh 7l
B.napus cultivar Tapidor) LR HAT De Novo HEE IF
BE, 40135 1345 Mb Fil 1 335 Mb. IF %55 T R4
s AT A 5 DR AN AL ] 0 BE D] 25 SRR B B. napus
cultivar Darmor-bzh ) J& Kl 40 55 B. napus cultivar
Tapidor M L&A B 2 B A 73 DML 54
JIFIA 1Y T -t i B el A ] 0 v e 4 1 T L)
B [F] 0 R T | B A o 52 45 g Jal ) L A AT e
S, ARG i PR 8 DL 25 BRSO H i
TSR DR 2 Py e 32 S A 1 2 ) DL A | TR - oy 25
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£L J R DR 2Lt A5 ek R AR A FH R BT
2.2 #b

B |~ (Raphanus sativus L.) [F) H 5 —F 8 +5
R R FLR A —, i THERHAZD T
A AR AT AR MEAR B0 4 0 H i A
FIBEAT I REME AT Kitashiba 25170 3 i v 10 200 )7
PAF T —HRE N F, HZ R (HIEARS N Sayatori
26704 F1“ Aokubi S-h ) Pk 4 4 3k [A 4 2 [ I 13
M 61 572 AN, 5 FH 3 B.rapa FE AT,
M FE AR I Arabidopsis thaliana 3E R4 K. [R5 55
A 4 AEGFP (PR IT A.thaliana \FAZ% B.rapa  H 15
B.oleracea FIEF % N R. raphanistrum ) — 2 317 %& [
FIGo T, 13 8% D RZIGEE N 24 188 A, Hh g
8 7591 M MREA YRR KR, 3 4M A 6 110 2K
5 WA RGN B MR SR R L
124 36.2% , 7L 1% 7 T F 3 15. 6% H1 UL R T /Y
16.2% ,3RW1E b A E Z MR AT L EFEER
ZREE [) I R BF 5+ S AR RV ) i A ) e
AL I ) R PR A 2 R AR G R RS
% I ANRHZ IR T RERE I | B R WA T e
BUHR.

2.13 HXE

Conant %[38] X iR o 3R ( B. rapa accession
Chiifu-401-42) FEA7HE I ALI P, R T 29 4 000 4>
FEH, B 283.8 Mb 25 R R R e T
I B AE 5 2 ¥ 51 ( Long Interspersed Nuclear Ele-
ments, LINE ) 43311 27.1% 3.2% 1 2.8% , )B4+ 47
TE T R i 38 5 X R IT A thaliana IR
BV TE 20, 505 0 TH st AR FE B UK, F 3%
FERHAFAE R B P & R 00, FE 6 A 4 LF
MF1 F1 MF2 B4 AR R B2 A 252k S 5L A 22 F
GEHE R 2H Z A5 AL B A n R (A R A =A% Ak,
WGT) , 98 F 32 8 AE ) 13 A8 F 58 Fn -+ 57 4
FHEDE REEH Lt T HE NS5,

2.14 #H¥x

Xu 250 3 % 9 ANHESE (Spinacia oleracea 1..)
Flt BEA T SR 2L e SR AR T K2 1 A e BT i
AL X, T X SEpg e X Sk ZH 3 AL 72 151 S
JEP K 46.5 Mb. il i FE A 26 B P 5 A
[vi) £ 11 5 K0 a0 2 1) e 91, Herp il 609 % 13:8E, JF 7
WY 387 AR AR [7] B A6 A% 35 P R0 B A Fo 22 (1]

KBLT RS 5 ) raa A AR A= Yy 038 SO i) 22
SFARIRFEN X — R B Aol Rtk R AR A T 5 5t

215 EX

FRAE R — Fh HLAG o B S R A 2 A R s b
R ENEEEY, B MRE S L F A e A
W1, PR SE DR A % 4 e DR 4l 7 56 ) L
()7 S FRTAR T 2O R Bk 28 & B73 R4
BTN T MiAl R, R 79 B ok A 28
FREHIF K 31 vy Bk B 38 R T = AR
B SRR W Y 2t 5 2 2% P A T R b X A E
16 121 B 7 B AL 2 991 A4S R 201 3 fig 2k A
944 ANFA LR A5 R R/ B, By 5IRAF EoR AR
Z BB A RN AE I B 25 5%, O R B IR R 4
KN TR TF AL f2 3 515 Sun 51 38 1 Xy I
PEACHIR R Mol7 HEAT2H %6755 2 183 Mb &K 4,
H 2y 96.4% 75 & TE 10 MGk | R
A 38 620 A~ [ G ht 35k PR 4 o o 1 . I 6T B73 AN
Mol7 &R AT X o3, & B A~ PRI 4 22 (6] A7
FEFE 25 AR SN SE P 58 748 X T RE = S B A
THRZEHERMH YR EATRZE R RREZ —.
Springer %5 il i X W22 04T De Novo 1T
e AR A B B73 RN AH HL, W22 fE7E 3
(25 AR S M | 0% A8 1 2H R 48 D0 303 S T PR
IR ZAENE. UL EBFSE A Bk S N 4 R LA
AL IHRERE N RFRE A AL T3 %

2.16 #g#t

Pinosio %5 il 1 XF 3 AN S5 A8 4 i D 40 45
FAAR S A BT 5 L, 45 SRAS T B 3 230 &R 2
| CNV 5217 889 /MERJCH 10 586 M A, 7 5%
T K#533.2 Mb F162.9 Mb F4 3L R 751 4 A B2 b
i (Insertion-deletion, In Del) 5 22 {37 11K 25 & 3L
X, JFH 5 TE B9% 3047 5¢, % F52 In Del 5200 1)
FLRE T RE R, 5 R AR S it bR A
K2 L, IRl U6 B 3% T TE (46 A A=
YIPEIRAT R

217 ZK
Yu ZE BT S AR AR SR R 4 45 5
T—ANK/NHR 554.05 Mb 2 R LR 4. X ANz

FER A 26 472 N EH R RHRIEHE 15 409 M
DIERFE (58.21%) , HiAx ) 11 063 4~ M AR .0 3
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BRI (41.79% ) AR 3 w Ay ob [ 00 B RE 19 o
FhZ [ e 2 I TR 2 ) LR S P R PR 32 B
AFE 5= 5 | b SO DG % JE DR, I A H 5 A R
TR G IAEEAE WA I AL [F B e s T S S5
Y)—a B A A RE 2 A ) R Ak I [ 2
FEDA AT B 5 ok 35 22 0K B BE Al N 1 R i v AR AR R
(P

2.18 INE

INZZ (Triticum aestivum LYVE R =K E/EY
Z—  HISAE R B e R i SE K 20 o 3 I 41 %6 o+
BA AR T MK B kAR Montenegro 2514 3 i
Xof /N A 5 ( Chinese Spring ) £ 35 R 7E 17 40 %
WY, 35 Z I B9 18 A~/INEE I 3 4 517 E
XF BB LU B R s AT 2ok R | A RN A
FT 21 653 ANSERH, LM, BF 5T e B A RN
& B9 5 oz L AT LU, R R B 19 4
INAEHR AL RO BE R 2058 81 070 A, [F] I & BLA
245 A FERZ  E/INZZ f AP ( Chinese Spring) AT,
HE 18 N/INE A {BFE Chinese Spring %A By %
2R 12 150 A4~ xR/ 3L AT DI Re s 4 i &
R RG22 5 3 455 38 R0 995 40 s 1 ML ) A . [T B /s
2 FL R ZH I 7 B8 93 ( International Wheat Genome Se-
quencing Consortium, IWGSC) " 38 T — M A 21
ZRAAAR B 7S AR R /N ZZE BB ( Chinese Spring ) &
41, K/NA 145 Gb.IF 5 3 WAL A B D 5k
S tRNA TE \microRNA #E47 HERT, e BB R 22 1
TAFTE-BRR S 5 (PAV) J5 3 DA H 4 TE &
sAN[E] (B EA ALY & b, [ s a2 i —~
REFNE BT ELO B sk A IS, g ke 2
PEAR BT i BB PR 1 0 A, J8 R T 2 5 RS Y
F/NZE it IR LAY 52 2 56 R R W sh 5284k 3 Oy
T /INGE Az Wy 2 I DR 2 2l Bl 7 R G BF 5
AR TR UL R Tl SRR S
PEIRFHOCHYZE D, VR 0 BE DR 2 g R 255 1 Al

2.19 TEM

i AE S BRI 2 e R B G s 2 —, Hoaz 2k
PRI R R S AR Bl 20 1 7 ol A2 T A MR
BT B CEEMVER B AR X 725 AR
e R A= 5 50 ) B DR R A 5 2 2, o B A i o0
A 372 A~ SLL( Solanum. lycopersicum var. lycopersi-
cum) } 267 /I~ SLC ( S. lycopersicum var.cerasiforme) ;
VL% J& 78 4~ SP ( S. pimpinellifolium ) F1 8 4~ SCG

(S.cheesmaniaeand S.galapagense) .25 R34 4 873
MR IES B LR P AR IR R T —Fh e
e 7K SR IXUBE B9 25 A3 2 [ TomLoxC , 3 — 2B WF 5% & F1
B A Fe i 91.2%17) SP A TomLoxC 254V 5 [H (R 47
e BAERE R YA i th SLL RAFTE 2.2%. 73 5k
TEEEDN A X v o BT AR 36 i oA SE 2 R R A, A
T3> B R BAE 3 0 0 A AN ek R v, B8
LA Z R W R 4 AZ I T A A H T a4z B DY 4
BRI T A L DAL, Ay il B A R ke TR Y
BRI RIS o 3R BT BLAC TR il 8 A, ol B XU
PEFEAER 20 TR 75 7l H AR 2 A 46 v 2% A2 )
SARLE Y 30 54T TR Al A7 A iR 7 b AT 5 2
PP HE DR B2k i AR D

3 BRZE

BEE I 3 B A Y g 8K, BT 2 R k2R
LR 2B TN Y, AT R 2 AR A JE
HUIFA R R B W RS Z R R, X 42
P 2 O BIESE , ANAUAT L4 T 3 DA i PR 2H 7K SF- 53 A
Wi N IEAL Z2RENE SR T PR 8] ) 2R 48 e A2 R AR A
FRIDE S (R AL SR T LT LA 2 A
AR R A AT B 0 A, 425 4 LA AT 2 DR A AR
SR, TSRl B4 S U e A S R A o)
AR , I Sy D RESE AT S B2 7 Rl 4 ik 4
S AN, A IS Az DN A 5 R E A
SEAE YT YIRS R R v i T 2 B
FIARSE A B = AR P B 45 7 T, — S0 b o
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