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[HE] B#: 5eHHET COLFSIR DNA ZEMEEE, MT L E sy LILRT 2 p i 7508 . Fik:
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DNA Barcode of Pangolins and Its Application in Identification of Manis Squama Commodities
LI Chan, XIE Xue-na, CAI Xuan, ZHANG Qiu-nan, TIAN En-wei, CHAO Zhi~
School of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Southern Medical University, Guangzhou 510515, China

[ Abstract]  Objective; To improve the DNA barcoding method based on COI sequence for molecular identification of
pangolin and commercial medicinal materials. Methods: DNA was extracted from the scales, muscle tissues or hoofs. COI se-
quences were amplified and bidirectional sequenced, and the sequences were analyzed by K2P genetic distance analysis, Bar-
coding gap test, haplotype analysis, phylogenetic tree clustering analysis, and ABGD( Automatic barcode gap discovery). The
established DNA barcoding method was used to identify 35 pangolin commodities. Results: The COI sequence was amplified
successfully, and the aligned sequence length was 600 bp. Genetic distance analysis indicated that the difference between spe-
cies was greater than the difference within species, and there was a certain genetic interval between species. Phylogenetic tree
cluster analysis and ABGD classification can effectively identify pangolin and its adulterants. 35 samples of pangolins were accu-
rately identified. Identification results show that more Manis crassicaudata which characters were described appeared in market
recently. Conclusion: DNA barcoding based on COI sequence is an effective method to identify pangolin.
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M. pentadactyla ., B3 25 11 B M. javanica . E[J %5 1l
B M. crassicaudata ., FEIAEEE 1L M. temminckii . K ZF
I M. gigantea . $Z5 1L H M. wricuspis 1K R ZF 11
Wi M. tetradactyla Y45 R o HABH T BI0AE
WA EMEEIH A R ORIEIG R T Z5 1% A 3L,
A W ZE LU AR PR A T HER S o

HAT, aob B4 AL AR 28 LL Y 8 BT A )
TG K o, fH 5 B AR ORI (B e Fh 26
Z53(2017) ) FrpAegE il Rk ZE I A A%
FEWISE” PR, FHABZE LIRS Wi 8L
“Hyfe” Wik, 2017 42, 8 MgE Il A A (i
FE3F A S A ) B E bR 52 5 A 29)  (CITES) B 5 —
1L VA S 2 DR 28 LU R A e 25

HAT, 28 H 5 T 8 0 2 R PR 2 )
FLLCR S ZE 11 R A MR AR AR AL, B 2l
FIEARSEEWELE, X DO LR 1T o 48
o TIMTEE AT . MBI . POk
B RRBORAT A . mRCE AN Ik
S, XEET R Z RSB e I W SR
WP B 5 LRI IEAT L, DNA
ST HEARNZRRICE . B SFRRG, X T H AR
SE BRI, PR T ARk A A D ST TT
TR FIFH DNA 3780 v Xt g Il AT IR, o
SRS T SR L RS 22 SR i SXRORE (PCR) %
S5, TRIHEAE G2 ] eytb BEP | 125 rRNA JE
. FEFLY" G Z 251 DNA FRic (RAPD) 5|9 Rl T2
BT g R T SE S

DNA S50 2 B BT TA T DA APy F gt T E
YOERIHOR . TR I 2 S L AT T
BFE, WAL () DNA S ASHEFEhoxd 3 Fh g il
AT T 0875 STt v fe o0 L WY R IR Dh
ML A AT, Bz X LY R A R
FARD AT 43 Mo 25 T FRE 2504 1147 58 1L ok
IR A2, FIFH DNA ZRIERGEAR 500 28 11 HY 24544
PYBENR, 7R ECRT W E R O, X i B 4R
HRA — & S Wik, A2l
DNA ZRIERSSEE N A, ARTFEEET COL P8I
DNA S50t 5 5 2 L T S AR A s B AT AT 1 o
1 #R57EZ%
1.1 %%

RV VR B O AL (HC-3018R, 2 Hh B AR

FAESABRA R 5 A= HIKAE (BOS2, JeatiiiBe
- 1222 -

JPBERE ) B IKAX (DYY-6C, b gt~ — X A
J7) s ZINREWE AR 205 Sh 3 Hr A (CBIO-UV6AL, b
AR H BBEARA ) 5 07 KF (ALC-210. 4,
ACCULAB); H 3 & % #+ ( MX-S, SCILOGEX);
PCR f% (2720, Applied Biosystem) ; Nanodrop 435
JE 4} (ND2000C, Thermo Fisher Scientific) ; # {K%E
RIREE(I8 V, FFRRALHARAH),
1.2 55

BEbE ( VetectM REAGENT grade Sigma-Aldrich,
111860) ; Jo7K & P (KT K %Ak 2 il 7 ),
20180801 ) ; Proteinase K ( TI ANGEN BIOTECH,
R6830) ; 1L ¥/ 40 ffl/2H 21 K& [H 246 DNA 42 B 7
& (% > f: %) ( TIANGEN BIOTECH, R6725);
SuperRed/GelRed ( Biosharp, 68110160 ); D2000
(TIANGEN BIOTECH, MDI114); 6 x DNA loading
buffer ( TIANGEN BIOTECH, R6116); 2 x Taq PCR
MasterMix ( TITANGEN BIOTECH, R6525),
1.3

AWFFEMEE 1 A gL R HAR Pttt 11 4
Yrfp 38 fpkean, M NCBL ETR# T 37 5574 ()
gy, LAifE T #0755 P RO B OE R Y i
e ) ARG EE R 1 ~2, ARSIk
SRR NITESEEerIE7/E S €Akt SRINS Mg & U B o EY Al I ]
WA= R D AR T TR AR S . T Ab,
A2 e 25 A AR 1 35 1 5 Ll A YRR
BARR S E BRI 3,
1.4 i
1.4. 1 DNA $2H 28 10 YT R 0 R 2O T ek
CWEEN 12 h, 53 hoR S —ik , [ i i AR
Uit R IRGIEE; ZEUEABE TKEE L EHE,
TE60 CHET, FEEAMT T 1E ST 43 ) & B AF K
30 min, "SRG FHE K 9 T)F T A T2 SN2 TS
ge, WONJZ, F/INBL AL L AN K. IO B 2
0.2 g, FEZAA RPN S00 pl. GA, 100 pl —Hin
HEE(DTT) ™| 50 pL & (1 K, 56 Cokif b,
12 000 r-min ' Z.0> 2 min J5HCETER, HAH K
EMVR/ 20 A/ A 2R 5L PR 4 DNA 42 G 59 & ( TIAN-
GEN) 1368 525 BRSEIBURE i DNA

Tk S AW LA ZH 2L 25 mg, i BRI/ 40
Jil/ LRI R ZH DNA $2 G50 & ( TIANGEN ) §i B 43
W BRARIURE i DNA
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1 FUARHEBRISERER
44 FRAL B Rl 25 R U
HARZEIL Y M. pentadactyla figh 3 STO1, STO02, STO3 N B A SR s
R ZE I M. javanica ik 7 MS1 ~MS7 e PO T A S R G
3k 9 S1 ~$9 TN B A SR s
fi 3 Cl~C3 T AR SR G
ENEEEE LB M. crassicaudata fi 4 S101 ~ S104 G
BZE LY M. tricuspis i 1 SH1 2l
REFWH M. giganiea i 1 Fl Ham 2l
¥ Sus scrofa domesticus s 2 71, 72 JTRAT M
LA 1 73 JUARAE M
L= Capra hircus i 1 Y1 AT T
47 Ovis aries A 1 Y2 AT T
7K 2F Bubalus bubalis i F 1 SN1 JTRAT M
#¢F: Bos taurus i 2 HN1, HN2 I HRET M
¥ELE B. grunniens 5 2 MNI1, MN2 FWE T
*2 GenBanK THHFIWHARERBARHFIER
4 B GenBanK %532
HAEZE I H M. pentadactyla 13 IN411577 . MG196307 . KT445978 . LC145059 . KT428153, KT428152, KT428151,
KT428150 . KT428149 . KC690309 , KC690308 , KC690307 , KC690306
WEEE LB M. tricuspis 2 MG196298 . KJ192848
KEEIWF M. gigantea 2 KJ192837 . MG196303
A H M. culionensis 3 NC 036434 . MG196308 . KX356690
RIAEZE L M. temminckii 3 MG196300 , MF536687 ., MF536686
KRB M. tetradactyla 3 MG196299 . KX012678 ., KX012679
112 C. hircus 2 MH229952 , 18992662
H2E 0. aries 2 KU681224 . KU681223
K2 B. bubalis 2 KX758402 . KX758351
#¢4: B. taurus 1 HQ860420
¥E2E B. grunniens 1 KX859289
2 P, przewalshii 3 KC679051 , KC679048 . KC679046

*3 FUABREER

1.4.2 PCR §" 3§ i ) R A COL J3* 51l H 51 9)

Kot G5 S
31 A101 ~ A131 et =Mzl
1 B101 IR R T A2 A R A A
1 B102 =AY TR AR 2
1 B103 PG AE KA RO R 24 55
1 B104 AR

MCOI-F( CAACAAATCACAAAGACATCGG) . MCOI-R

(TTCTGGGTGTCCGAAAAATCA) ' | St HEHL K DNA

7 PCR P38 FIFEF: 95 °C 5 min; 94 °C 30 s,

50 C 1 min, 72 °C 1 min, 35 PMFH; 72 C 10 min,

PCR iR R 15 ul, 37 6 pl 2 x Tag PCR Mix

(TIANGEN) , IE 514145 0.5 pL [ A TAY T
- 1223 -
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(L) B A RA ], FBitik DNA 2 pL, ddH,0
6 wl #MEIARFRZ 15 pL, 280 Th i & I DNA Bk 1)
X B K PCR 78S Wik &2 Hifg S AR R
2R B A AT X

1.4.3 4504 F DNASTAR # /4" A9 Seqman X}
e AT BE e, EERGIIX, JEX L T A
TR o BT FFFIE MEGA (6. 0 JlRAS) HFXf 555,
53 BT 90 B A 2 SRR AR S5 A

1. 4.4 BfERIHr ] DNAsp vS XS COL a1 it
AR oA, IR R AR S I P IR 2
REPE (pi) P g A g1l PR 2 R B L
A% FAE B AR B U A AR A A B DA A
RO AR RO bRAE 51, ARG A B B A 2 [R) 1Y
FEARLRE Dy TE ity B REARLBE Y L, 25 8 Db it BT A7 LA 2R
5 IR A% B R AR AL BEYE L, 0 5 1 il ) AR 1B
JE U HIFERR

145 RN Fof ) g5t 4% #E 25 73 r S Barcode gap 73
Br KA 5 MEGA #1447 K2P (Kimura 2-
parameter ) iR IE B 204, 18 TAXON DNA/ Species
identifier {31380 A B ] 33 4% B B85 %) 0 A1 A3 %2
FHAE Excel v AR A H 7B, #EAT A E A R B
(barcode gap) 2347 2,

1.4.6 ZRGERERBERED P 72 MEGA Fff
S84 ( neighbor joining method, NJ) }7E R &5 B 2K
B o RGUMA o SCHY A T A 2885507 (bootstrap
test) , FBae% o S SCRRAS, EPETT 1000 IRTEER
1.4.7 ABGD X1]4+ ABGD( Automatic barcode gap dis-
covery ) B T35t A% I B AE S R AT R 4y, R4 AE TR —
LHRIRE SR E N — R R S 5 R B
Tk #5232 3 ABGD W uh (hitp: //wwwabi. snv. jus-
sieu. fr/public/abgd/abgdweb. htm) , S¥% & N . F
P 2= 5 46 58 {H ( prior intraspecific divergence ) P

S70.001 0.1, F/NHEX gap T F {EH ( Minimum
relative gap width) X 24 1. 0(K80) ,,

148 RS E  HET 20 P &R Db iy COI
P4 B BRAS BU A L S A A5 R ST L B I, o
Ll YR it P 90 AT SE ek DNAMAN #1055 5 JE 20 1 Y 2%
TEA B vh B PP S HEAT FEXT, DT 22 7 i £ 9
Fifro 38 3k 4R HE v 5 B T 10 S A A AR G R AN,
ARG & o SO E A B 28 K 55 ¥ (bootstrap
test) , KBGO SCRRSE, JLFEAT 1000 AE R,
I F ABGD Sl 73353 1 ity ¥ 87 45 H 0 2 1 97— e it
15y, ZHKES1.2.7 —3,

2 #HR

2.1 DNA ZIEMFHIE

2. 1.1 COI [P AL M AN AR S o, I e 2 SR P4
HEBRGIY G133 658 bp TS, Fif v 55 G
KEEH 600 bp, AR SEA7 e f 232 A4S, B T,
C. A, GEHEEAH N 28.9% . 27.6% . 26.8% .
16.7% , Hp A+T 45 (55.7% )HEEF G+CH
TE(44.3% ), AL PRI A B0 I fF 2 SRR B
JoT e L R ) — A S 2 R ALE

2.1.2 AR A 2RI R DR A 1 7S 4%
600 bp [ COL ¥4, 43°AT 45 Fhepfgal, degEl
R I FE 5 P 5 A 16 2%, RN A 07 A
124, GC 40 0.44 ~0.45, L3515 6 Ff sfE i
(Hapl ~Hap6) , HAEZE I COT FE[H B F- 3%
HIRZHEME(pi) 2 0.003 78, FfERIZAEPE(HA) 2
0.743, COI L[ FBrrp, IE& AR A Al S
SR (R A AHALLEE A 98. 83% ~99.67% , Tiifhih
A A 5 IE AR O SRS R B AR BLURE Sy 79. 50% ~
95.17% , =4 FE 1 W T Aege il g s 2k
R A% O AR P A

x4 e FBERIKA

i/ bp
d 1]
AR
24 60 111 138 267 300 325 378 498 534 540 600
Hapl G A G C G A G C C A T A
Hap2 G A G T G A G C T A T A
Hap3 G G A T A A G T T G C G
Hap4 G A G T G G G C C A T A
Hap5 A A G T A A G C T A T A
Hap6 A A G T A A A C T A T A
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1 TTAAGCCTAC TAATTCGCGC TGAGCTAGGT CAACCTGGGA CTCTCCTAGG
51 AGATGATCAA ATCTACAATG TAATCGTCAC CGCACATGCA TTCGTAATGA
101 TCTTCTTTAT GGTCATACCA ATTATAATTG GTGGCTTTGG AAACTGACTA
151 GTGCCCCTAA TGATTGGAGC TCCTGACATG GCATTCCCCC GTATAAATAA
201 CATAAGTTTC TGACTACTCC CCCCTTCCTT CCTACTCCTC CTAGCCTCTT
251 CCATAATTGA AGCTGGGGCC GGGACAGGAT GAACTGTATA TCCTCCCCTA
301 GCAGGAAACT TAGCACATGC AGGAGCATCA GTAGACCTAA CCATTTTTTC
351 CCTCCACTTA GCAGGTATTT CCTCAATCCT AGGGGCTATT AATTTTATCA
401 CAACTATCAT CAACATAAAA CCCCCAGCAA TAAACCAATA CCAAACTCCA
451 CTGTTCGTGT GATCAGTCCT AATTACAGCC GTACTTCTAC TACTATCTCT
501 ACCCGTACTA GCCGCCGGCA TCACCATACT ACTAACCGAT CGCAACCTAA
551 ATACAACCTT TTTTGACCCT GCTGGAGGGG GGGACCCTAT TCTATATCAA

B 1 ez Agoh 2452 (Hap2) 75

2. 1.3 Bl B lals (G RE B M 20 L R R O
RN AL BRSO 0 ~ 0. 012, Al P 2435t % i 25 Oy
0.003 7, HAMEEIMAEREIEZE L Manis temminckii ,
ol ) 35 AL BE RS (B 0. 044 ~ 0,334, i) 22 S5 (B 1Y
/MBI ITE DA ZE 1 B M. javanica 5 3EH 2 5 11
B M. culionensis Z[f], 4 0.044; % KAEH BAEFE
Sus scrofa domesticus 55 - Procapra przewalskii 2 |f] ,
KT 0.334, FhEPEREHEEE R 0.255, KT
Hebert fIT ¥k 7% 1) ¥ Bl %8 5 fie /) B 0] 33 A% R 29
0. 020 o 7 [FJ - 4388 A B 5 24 g o P 724 i e B
BIR 69 %5, BLH COL S RBAE XS 2 111 F B TR Pl it
BT R S E o
2. 1.4 Barcode Gap ;% Barcode gap & 36 45 5 ( W,
K12) Bon, 28 R R Oh i 1 b P st 4% BE B Ol
0% ~2% , ML >3% , {716 GAP X, Al
Toft AL SEEA% IR A AL < R 1] gt A% B 8 e/ IV, WA
ZE I R R O i COT Jp 51 1A 55 v 1 F N A
PERRE] 22 50k, B iYL IR

90 m fifi ¥ Intraspecific il &) Interspecific

B E/%
ES

I 1 L L L 1 1 1 L L 1 L L L L L L L L 1)
QP B FHS Q'\ D Q\\ AR \"Q\“ QQ*’Q.\Q@,Q@?
N 0 e o S xf»%’u%’bf\ 1
QQ QQ QQBQQQQQQQ QQQQQ Q\ Q\Q\Q\B Q\Q\Q\B\

K-2Pit A% 25
2 MAMFEEEESNS S
2.1.5 REKBMIRIE I BBEEMEN R
SRR (DL 3) mI N, HrARZE I 5 A IR D0 i
YRRy — 3, IR T 95% , KWFhal Ll

—_
[e e}
O —T T T T T T T 1
0

XArIF. Hrp, X 75 FF90 T 2 KEHR, NEF
m%@%ﬁ@ﬁ%%o§M$Elﬁ&T2¢i%:

— LR AT IR, RPERZEILH, FE
@i%m% ENEEZEINA . A gE I, XA R
MR 2 ALER, DRFINP HAEHERE PR
H—3, BRI 5 esE IRy —3,
4i%ﬁ??%%%k%M$\$#ﬁM$\W%
W KEZFINH, XD R PRI 2 M3,
KWW FAEFIIH y—2r 3, Mgl K2
I AT —51 3
2.1.6 FETHEM SIS H ABGD Xt 75 ANF 5
TR 5y, S5 RE B a4 Ak 08 R 4y 2 FhE O
(W 4) . w%ﬂ%hﬁm,SAﬁmﬁ%mm
Ho BRI TS DRER ST ~31 5 P EA
0.01 ~0.03 Hf, 75 e HL X 43 B 15 /\ﬁi;
X 15 A3 43 AR THRE R 15 SR, HRE
ST R —— X e R (WL 3) .
2.2 ZEIHTRT AL S8

35 #tgE I B R Ay COL R 81 5 3 gy 2 1l
FICIEAG L XT A5 R K 5. fER s r oS B &
BRI 0 7 5 38 o AP N R R R W,
All4 | B103 5otz R —%; A101 ~ Al13,
Al15, Al16, A130 SENEEZE I H B h—; All7 ~
A128 . B101, B104 5Ok 2e |l R Bl —7 5 Al129,
B102 5RZFE IR —3; A131 5RZEI RN
—3Z, [FIFEHL, ABGD 3 940 53K 35 N4 i 43 il K]
it AR ZE I A (AT14, BI03) | ShoRZE I 41
(A117 ~A128 ., B101. B104) . EpEEZE1l 4 (A101 ~
Al13, A115, All6, A130) . Kz B 4 (A129,
B102) AR ZE L 20 (A131) o 3 Bk R —3L,
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% % B o &
(e % = w 2 .
o@ 30%'} o?a %g,_ eﬂ; é g ;9” g-, 9 § v
Sy 4 % %% ssfsfa F.
N 2 % 3 2% 8§ Ff s o
& % %3 z 222 oo
< o < % (3 2385238 F ¢
%, N Fyait O
AR\ e Al
2.8 iy, %, % O B ¥R .;?? ¢
§& b, o g o 2 INE
S e o % %, B N PO
g Wy, Uy, T B T % &F o
<$ M, sy, g 8
Q—,DB ,Q’&( %/@ Sy »:g‘. \‘6“6
2 £ M%M %5? Ny ‘%’ \ a0
s oy 02 [, S A e
g oy, A\
e) ) e 29) M,ﬁs\ NS5
owsaﬁesKUGB1223 e - kv ‘M.‘s-‘avaf“"?’a .
g owsmsKUs&1224 99 & 89 a1 W“iswanwus - 2
Tg Procapra przew alskii KC679046 ::':‘:sw'hm"ss"cow g o
Q N % s culionensis MG 106308 = e
%‘ E_ Procapra przewalskil Kcs79:: ;? 2 Manis ctlionensis ioxs § ﬁ
Es walstd KOBTS £ &5 Manig o 56690 g
= Procapr P _— " sg 4 Mans Waty 349, &
[} ) 7 ®
g & s e ® S g g .
- /s
.%E wrt® 60‘“95%051'7'\ S ;9 %ot%%:%% %ﬁism’ § Q
Y, %S, S
53 Ll d-““fgl@ 2 AN a3 §s
2 & o€ e 2 %y By Mg, gy g, g &
5% il «‘@;\\a WA o o B % e T s &
» & o a8 Ba.rd ® % Yo, % ey ¢
N w® ep.e?}-\ = gggg‘%%n%%,%%i-,%bo’q “®
M oe ,&oﬁ?\\f’ g‘;ég?'\ o m§m“%2%§,$6%¢\% v%
o W s S8R % T
%% VeI TEEies §§§§%g¥,’§%$%%ﬁ%%
2 ) [
% @‘H«*‘sg§s§§§§s§§g‘é%z%@
ST S 1B %Y
& & & FFf s g 35 oBB = B % %
% ¥ o598 £5:9%923%829°
&, & £ § 2328283 4
@ T ¥ £ 5 § 3 4 9
% ¥ §F § 33 &“§
/{}'o = = & &
9(:;', 4’I[‘"@.(r «z,\p?ﬂ\&\os
KT
O 991@515
Idngy,
E3 EFCOIFFMEREFLRARLRMAMAM NI # K ABGD #E A% H4R
3¢ LTI R 2.3 ENREZEIL T RERAS
22 I ENEEZE IR A R (LI 5) AR R AR ALAN ], TR AR
ool FOMLR 5, B EREHIE, K 1.8~6.2 an,
st L. e e 2.1 ~6 cm, J£1.76 ~4.66 mm, P F /5245
| |
10 - S D PR b s D N s
S| O HIH v mEE, Emil, hoREIRE, HGE
b v Wi NGRS B, ANAKRKE, &
! ! 0028 00046 00077 00129 00215 00359 00599 " \ JIORN vty N
s s W7 25 B ) 91 ) e S0 B A1 2 LS 3 ¢ 0 0 O
aow s IV
B4 75 MR ABGD 45 4R SATHURMR S, WHIRREDE, WA TR
WA RN IR IR, MR ARk, A KU R
LRE VLSRRI, 35 iy N Wi ahh, U SRS IEMIMEL, BT A% SHREMT17

Al14 5 BL103 AR ZF I (5. 7% ), HABKERLYI N foamar, A 5% BRI R s B, i i 2B g
Dhdte b, DIEDEEZFIN (45.7% ) . HoRZFINH i bR S 9008 . A B It 4 e (SR 2 3 % N
(40% ) Wi % . 1.57 geem ™), P, SR, WRIR.
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xS BS#HFLARFEMIEIER

i EASERE S B AHILBE/ %
A101 ~A113, A115, A116., A130 1 25111 B} Manis crassicaudata 16 99 ~ 100
A117 ~ A128 . B101, B104 T3 21 Manis javanica 14 99 ~ 100
All4 . B103 tp AR ZE [ Manis pentadactyla 2 99
A129, B102 KZEIWH Manis gigantea 2 99 ~ 100
Al131 W21 B Manis tricuspis 1 99

‘
n"?ﬂﬂﬂ_

ES EEFLAERE

3 iFig

JY) DNA $2 B0 701 %@ i Al . 28 I
SRRy B by o BE A BOAR AL RE, — 7 X LA
$EIDNA, FEARWTIEH, 1 2225 5 il 0 16 1Y) 8 -
SRR AERSE s T DTT 454
FIE BRI, AR 1 d BDATRBUS S . B
SR DNA ¥R = a4, (B JE ERCRE & B
RERCRWLF, kR DTT 456 1508 & 10 7 ik 17
$EI, 7E DNA S0/, W R g H N e K S
B R, FETIICREKRM, et T e e AT
TRRSIH . FEMRERY, W R M R R,
BN, BINZES BN DNA 1975 R 16 o0, 52
M0 25 SR 2 HH B 1 B R AL

AWFFEFI COL 3 51 Py Xt 2 1L H R LR O
) DNA HEATYHY, 153 T 100% 135 8505 5
R, KM Kimura-2-parameter f55 % 4480 55t (% I
B, R BURR ] S48 4 B B Ol il N 1 248 A TR B Y
69 fiF, WA E] 22 FIR RPN 22 1 10 B SR, JF
H. A 8] J /0N 38 A% R R T A B K g A% B R
Barcoding gap Fy 35 2 B, ZF L H S HOE O & 9 COI
FP A BA — € 13515 AT R

MAGEER NIRRT LA, 15 AN FP 75 O34 i
PR30 7B X A8, 25 PR IR R X ST ) 3o
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