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Abstract: Objective To identify the plant species using the DNA sequence of plant pollen from lung
tissues of a unidentified body, infer the possible long—term places of residence of the deceased according
to the distribution area of the pollen in the lung tissues, therefore narrow the scope of criminal investi-
gation and provide clues for case solving. Methods Lung tissues were extracted from the deceased, to-
tal DNA was extracted by the mCTAB method. Gene fragments of the two plant DNA barcodes, matK
and rbcL, were acquired using specific primers for amplification, then sequenced. The DNA sequences
of target gene fragments were acquired through bioinformatics analysis. The sequences were combined
with reference sequence data. Phylogenetic analysis was made to identify the species that the DNA se-
quences belonged to. The places where the deceased could have lived for a long time were inferred,
according to the distribution information of plant species. Results Gene fragments of 32 plant species
which belonged to 31 genera of 27 families were in the lung tissues of the deceased. Among them,
plants of 9 genera that had certain indicative function were mainly endemic plants from Hainan, Guang-
dong, Guangxi and Yunnan. These results showed that the deceased may have stayed in these areas
for a long time before death. After further investigation, the victim was confirmed to have come from
a county in southern Guangxi, which was in accordance with the research results. Conclusion The
method of using gene information of plants from lung tissues of human bodies to infer places of resi-
dence can assist inference of the places where the deceased could have lived for a long time. The
present study may also provide new ideas for locating sources of the corpses in cases with unidenti-
fied victims.
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T 44 7 A 7 R B AR A fige oF - 5 1 T 1 )
HEBXLELEMEM . BT I8R5 B — B0 4
S ME R o R A R T B R R
B AR T B, 4538 i 2 BB N JS 4 R B BE RS A
BB E IR Y ROEG A MEE s e A D
ARG, < IR R BEOR T B E ok s el TR
A AR X — ME A

0L 27 0E B 1 kg — Pl SN " {5 S BB A8 S e —
FE B FEE A 1A A H DL LR 2 UE 4 3 AR A E 44
JURRI R AR TH AL RGO L IENGE . ARG
24 I H IG5 il 20 20 v ) R A st A £ R X —“ 4b
P75 B R B TR RS B T WA )
JH matK F rbel 3 RAE Jg DNA S8 #4707 58, AR 3
) T Je8 b 3 W7 56 25 T B R 3012 06 A B IX, R R
AR HE— OB i R T B g /T S 1R BRI AL
T4 751wl .

1Bk

1.1 BAR

AW FEREARIE T — BT B 5 B v 4k
JPRTEAC Ty F Bl B A B S OCIRZS | il 41 41
JE S W, VTHURUNG 25 i i1 2 41 2 10 B, B B it £ 24
Hlge I THRHLI LR 73 A AN 5], o T BEAR R
P 22, A SE K 10y FEAS HEATIR & J5 2 HUDNA . A
WFFEAHSCSLBAREA K ik Dl L R BR2E S
1.2 A&

1.2.1 DNAZEE vt 224k K B 3 38

B ARAT A T 20 2R VAV R )5 S A, >R F mCTAB
2 (MR CTAB 32) #2 B0 DNAP, Fil F Wizard® DNA
Clean—Up System ( 3 [E] Promega 2\ 7l ) %J 15 21| ) DNA
HEAT AL, R & — B G A i S AR R R madK (1)
5% (F:5' -CATTATGTTAGATATCAAGGAAA-3' ;R :
5'-GCTRTRATAATGAGAAAGATTTCTGC-3") Fl rbcL
#9519 (F:5'-AGACCTWTTTGAAGAAGGTTCWGT-
3";R:5'-CATGTACCTGCAGTAGCATTCAAGT-3") "
¥ matK i rbel 3E R v By,

PCR 4" $# 5256 2R FH 10 L &2 W AR &, f2 45 - 10
PCR 28 wP ¥ (% Mg*) 1 pL,2 mmol/L. dNTP i & ¥
1 pl, 5 pmol/L IE a1 5[ # 0.5 L, 5 pmol/L JZ [ 5| #)
0.5 ul,2.5 U/pl. Tag DNA 40 0.1 wL, £ e DNA
1 pL,ddH,0 5.9 pwL. PCR ¥4 )2 Jii 7 Mastercycler
pro S PCR Y ([ Eppendorf 23 7)) - #E4T . 3§71 2
JF - 94 CHAZ % 2 min; 94 CAE 1 308,52 CCiB k 30's,
72 CHEAF 40 5,35 DAEF ;72 CHEAF 5 mins 4 CLRAF
PCR 4" 14 7= ¥ 1 1.29% 35t i 9% € e B 7k (JY04S-3D

< 711 -

B AU SR B AR 7 LUK B A A PR 2w A, WL 41
B RAHANA T WL PCR =4I A14 WL 1R B i 22
W . F]H Wizard® DNA Clean—Up System X fif 15
£ PCR =Y ik fralifh, sifbJ5 9 = H T 5 22 5
I S
122 @ a5

23 PCR ™33 S 95 R A9 marK F rbeL 2 9 7 B
AN TR Wy iz S DR R B TR A W, R Sanger 1l 7
TCk S 2R i [A] —JE PR G By o S 1 i
SEBELIH B B, AR BE ST R H Ton S5™ & 45 (3€ [ Thermo
Fisher Scientific 24 A]) il £ ¥ 165 o FEH F BR
WG ifes , Atz A RN R R F R
Ton Plus Fragment Library Kit( 32 [ Thermo Fisher
Scientific 23 F] ) A i i A2 P SO A Ton S5™ %
GEbRE S B T I T
1.2.3 matK F= rbel 2 B 531 3R B

TEJI A Rl AR b, ARk R — 2% 7 S AR
M B 225 M o matK—db Al rbel~db. fifl
H Divide 2 /3 (https://github.com/wpwupingwp/divide ) ,
WRAE S 7 5104 Ton S5™ Z2 G2 I ¥ $0 4 4% 43 4 matK
1 rbeL F& PECHE | 3 LA 97% A8 (L4 Ky 19 {8, #4545 3%
PRUECHE AT R 26 R L2 25 L 7 91 (consensus se-
quence) , % 23 B 1 BT 51 (singleton) o fifi F Filter
#2 ¥ (https://github.com/wpwupingwp/filter) , LA matK-
db Fl rbcL~db 1F R 2%, i DR HERe S 919 77 9 L 15
FIE 1 )7 51 matK—contigs Fl rbeL—contigs J& , Ff H 52
BB PR UEAT A 01, F MAFFT #2 77 #5147 2 77 31 Lt
X1 A5 3 6 Hxs S 23 08 Y IQTREE #1471
JH GTR+F+R4 B B by 1 fe AR E R G R B W, IF
P47 1000 YO 3 H ¢ (ultrafast bootstrap ) K 3a™, 4R
P A% 35 7 5 AE R G0 % B W R 7 b bR L At
I fm] #1 5 S LA e T A5 B2 SR B O 18 15 3 P 81
rbeL-ML FlmatK-ML. i [f] Usearch # 5", DA rbeL-ML
Fl matK-ML S 4, 6 Y Ton S5™ 2 G2 i 15 5040
rh R IS K 6 A AR R T 97 % i I ik e 51 e
MAFFT 2 Fp PEAT 42 Ja FE b, T T < 88 S o 19
5 Je 23 v (gap) , P8 H VSEARCH 257, LUAR LT 95%
N R, Az Bt 8 1 25 R 9 rbel~result Fl matK-
result. Ll GenBank £UH 1 ne B4 42 0 2 7% #4718
28 BLAST" LU X 1 3K 28 5 51 ] E (9 BL A1
1.3 RERESH

MR BLAST B X455 85 [ )& 9 Fh B A1 B matK
5 rbel FE R P9 R #, 5 HERY T84 JF , 1 MAFFT
&7 #E 47 He X, I {8 H BioEdit 2% £ (https:/bioedit.
software.informer.com) # 17 F T & 1E , 15 2] £ ¥5 46
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P o s BG40 R I 3 o PAUP 3Py et fe K 7 24
W0 S5 S HAT ROl R SO R WA, AR
X SE R B 3 A DX W A AT BRI A B X

2 % R

2.1 DNA1REUK PCR ¥ &

IAA — 5 R S DL A i 2 29 H B 2y $E LS DNA
(K TA) . Hodr #E 5 2 19 DNA 4l {6 §i J5 AR UL B i ek
B eSS PCR Y HE 5256 vh 445 B B 9 14 2% .
4fifLHT 5 DNA 99 3 45 K UL 1K 1B~C.
22 SEESHIE

M Ton S5™ZGE ¥ IL3RAF 1957 440 5791, 5K
P it AT DAORAIE J5 22 8080 53 M o AfE ] Divide 20805 47 43
TR, $L45 5] 83 144 4% rbeL FE [H Y %1, 60 665 4%
matK FER B ¥ 3 o 23 B2 K Filter £ 77 14 3 Ji5 15
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B rbel, IR — 0k 7 %) 3 355 4%, matK R — 801k 1
S2721%. SZFFINEIHF MERGELKEWE &
R R A B, DAFE R 19 fi 20 21 rh A5 3 i 1 A
YAt 27 R 318 3280, AR 1.

M rbel. matK M rbcl. maiK

A A T 28 28 P 32 IR DNA ;B R 64L DNA 89 5738 4
RC. 4L DNAM Y 2R, ABE P M % Marker, 1.2 4 R %
a9 DNA, 3.4 4 454869 DNA,

A1 DNARRAPCR¥y LR

1 MEHHER PN 2| HE Y 3

55 FF & AL W A
1 #2A48FF (Arecaceae) # 3X & (Phoenix) A8 A B R (canariensis)
2 Iy e #E (Aristolochiaceae ) I e 2 ) (Aristolochia) I o A B — Ff
3 3 #F( Asteraceae ) 5 2 (Artemisia) X (vulgaris )
4 #E KA (Betulaceae ) #e K % (Betula) e R g, — A
5 + % 4} (Brassicaceae ) I3 (Arabidopsis ) REI B —A
6 21 )& 7t #+(Calophyllaceae ) 2k 1 K& (Mesua) %k 1 K (ferrea)
7 A5 42 F+(Campanulaceae ) [ 4 #¢ /& (Homocodon ) ) 4 78 (brevipes )
8 K A} (Cannabaceae ) Kk JE (Cannabis) Kk (sativa)
9 4 # 34+ (Ceratophyllaceae ) % 3% & (Ceratophyllum ) % % 3 (demersum)
10 # 7 #F(Cucurbitaceae ) W INJ% (Citrullus ) &N (lanatus )
11 #8#+(Cupressaceae ) A 44 & (Platycladus ) ) 48 (orientalis)
12 Al A F+ (Dipterocarpoideae ) F 4% (Vatica) F# (mangachapoi)
13 2 #}(Fabaceae) #NB B8 & (Psoralea) # A F (corylifolia )
14 ¥ A (Gentaceae ) 3 Jik % J3 (Gnetum ) 3E Bk g —FF
15 44 )L A (Geraniaceae ) 2388 3 )%, (Geranium ) AL B — b
16 45 3% #F(Malvaceae) ™ k)& (Abutilon) ¥ R JE — A
17 48 354+ (Malvaceae ) 4 vt Bt % (Heritiera ) AT A B — AR
18 % #(Moraceae ) K F E & (Artocarpus) = &% F & (styracifolius )
19 #&#(Moraceae ) #) J& (Broussonetia ) HBE (papyrifera)
20 B % # (Papaveraceae ) £ £ & (Papaver) B % (somniferum)
21 A (Pinaceae ) % (Pinus) N JE —FF
22 A AF}(Poaceae) #5 /% (Oryza) KA (sativa)
23 KA F}(Poaceae) ) Z J& (Triticum ) N FE G —FF
24 %% #(Ranunculaceae) 3% )% (Coptis) = vt i (deltoidea)
25 £, % # (Ranunculaceae) 2 358 (N igella) 2 5 E (qrvensis)
26 £ % #F(Ranunculaceae) 2 A3 % (Nigella) £ 24 ¥ (damascena)
27 Z % #F(Rosaceae) % &3 & (Spiraea) %% B )% —HF
28 Z &4} (Rutaceae) A5 B (Citrus) #% (sinensis)
29 M A #E (Salicaceae ) Hr & (Salix ) A0 —FF
30 7 % F#(Sapindaceae ) RS (Dimocarpus ) H. 0% (longan)
31 a4+ (Solanaceae ) #y A2, & (Lycium ) F)AE JE — FF
32 4 #+ (Typhaceae ) %3 % (Typha) 5% vt A i (atifolia)
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2.3 LEXER

W Bk p 91 5 36 1 7 AR B oR A5 B P (Na-
tional Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI)ZA

LB PR BEAT 020 %5 He e A, B e 5 oh R R OG R

ORI YIRD

TE31 N E A 9N R Rl — & 72 45 7R
YER, 20 502 e & % @ (Artocarpus) 85 3% J& ( Coptis) |
I R J& (Dimocarpus ) 3% iR B J& (Gnetum) 4R - H &
(Heritiera) . [ #0 1€ J& (Homocodon) &k J1 K J& (Mesua) .
HU) 2% J& (Phoenix ) F1 5 ## J& (Vatica ) -

TEW B % & (Artocarpus) WP, 28 55 NCBI 28 280
JE % 8 47 T 186 4% rbel HE IR ¥ 51 HE AT 400 45 XF L 2y
Br L K] e 810 5 34 b E PR e R Em Y], X34

Tl 8 SR AR rbeL P 9 I R G B e Hr 4 R R W,

e 3] 19 5 51 5 56 EE AR (AL nitidus ) 38— 3, e Al
feJEm T AR (A, nitidus, K12A) .

1E ¥ 1% & (Coptis) 8 N FI A marK K T4, i
A (C. qumquesecta)%l]ﬂﬂf % (C. quinquefolia)
BARs k. 258 MUY 12 5 matK 7911 R 58K
"o, h(ﬂ”?ﬂﬁ‘]?ﬂ'ﬁ@ﬁni&ﬁb(c omeiensis) il —
M % (C. deltoidea ) 0 — 2, K FZ it (KI2B) .

+ 713 -

1E e IR J& (Dimocarpus) W1 R TEIEHR (D. yunna-
nensis ) b , Fo A vf [H 2 Y R A rbel SR8 o R G R
BRI R Y8R T e IR (D. longan ,
K 2C).

TE 3K W J& (Gnetum) 1, 285 19 F 38 2% rbel J5
IR GE KT S, 0 R DU 2 9 15 41 5 rb 7 R
SE R (G. hainanense) . % V% K WKk (G. luofuense) .
SEJRR I (G. montanum ) FI/NMSE K (G, parvifolium )
KEEFEY(E2D).

TEGR B & (Heritiera) 1, BT A W) Fh ¥4 rbel
HIPA o SR rbeLANRER UK 533X 34~ (51 2E) o

[7) & 1L J& (Homocodon ) {L 2 i

B K& (Mesua )X 1 Fh

HI 25 & (Phoenix ) A 24> 1 B = YA A matK %
A AR A Ay PR

TEH IR (Vatica) ™, RGE R F 545 R R W K6
2B 75 5 H (V. mangachapoi) F1 % % N 5 1
(V. coriacea , Hy >R VUL (A 5 W) O R VI (K 2F) .

i b AR 9 75 ) (hittp://frps.iplant.cn ) X 9 /™ &
8 ) el AT 2 b I A R A5 B R 5C BE 1H5 1 H
LRI 2,

0.5 changes A nitidus KR528788.1

A.nitidus KR528791.1
Artocarpus
54 |A-nitidus subsp. griffithii KU856268.1
A.nitidus subsp. griffithii KU856270.1
A. pithecogallus KU856282.1

A. pithecogallus KU856283.1
A.lakoocha KU853143.1

9%

A.lakoocha KU856249.1
Prainea limpato KU856311.1

a B
Prainea limpato KU856312.1

1 change

W

o

6
5 changes

66

[ram— Coptis
C.deltoidea JN862864
C.omeiensis HQ829589
C.chinensis var. brevisepala JN862862

C.chinensis AB695566

C.teeta AB695567
10Japonr‘ca var. japonica AB695562
C.lutescens|AB695563

C.japonica var. anemonifolia AB695547

2| |C.Jjaponica var. dissecta MF349886

— C.japonica var. major AB695560
b l—cv/acmiata MF963625

D.australianus KY174190
D.longan subsp. malesianus AB925534
D.longan var. echinatus KY174191

D.longan var. longan KY 174184
D.longan var. obtusus KY174164

©

D.confinis AY188791

D.longan AF153353

L C.trifolia AB695565

0.

5 changes
V.oblongifolia KY973276

V.dulitensis KY973270
[— V.endertii KY973262
V.maingayi KJ594927

D.fumatus KY174189 V. subsp. KY973277
V. subsp. KY973279
1 change |—— V.odorata subsp. mindanensis KY973280
Gnetum
G.hainanense AY296546 V.papuana JF738706
G.indicum KP256749 L\ vinosa Kye73284
G.luofuense KP256744 @ )
G.montanum KP256750 Viceriacaa K 913266
o Gp AB29593; 51|V AY328199
d G.cuspidatum KP256737 | Viodoraia ABGEE37S
G.tenuifolium KP256739
Vactica
|1change | H.angustata AY082357 [ V-chinensis KY973264

H.elata KJ594743

H.littoralis AY082358

H.parvifolia AY328183
Heritiera

H.borneensis KJ594742

Lo Hjavanica AB925312 @
I H.sp. MF435595
e [— Abution IX572177

V.micrantha KY973274
V.ridleyana KJ594929
V.sarawakensis KY973282
V.sp. MF435589

V.stapfiana LC415117

®

b | V.diospyroides KY973267

| Abutiton micropetalum KM895898

1V harmandiana KY973268

A: )%Eﬁbd}tﬁ]éﬁ&?’»/%%%zm * A2 B AT maukK kR ZE R RAGE TR 2;C R TrocL ARG ZRAEL T X E;
D: AT roeL AR EriE B 2 %R F R ZE R TrbcL ARt B A %X B R 2P AT maK kRO FHERAALE <4,
FTA RGO R FAI A =M — B, o 2 L8930 F 4 bootstrap 34 &5 ZARAPEE 4 AKX F A 69 DNA 57, Ftb A AR 57
H2 AAFLLLR FAER B 698 THREAMM AR R BEAL ZELAH
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K2 ONEEF—EETEREVENELRER
4 AR HRAP R P E AR AR K 2 A M3,
K F % & (Artocarpus ) 50 14 R BASH TS A B s Ahfxd i
% )% (Copti) 15 6 MR ik A d A = A vh g v )
R /% (Dimocarpus ) 7 4 RBFTT R SR S . =d, ERESHT T 28
% ik ik /% (Gnetum ) 55 9 SHRTT A E A EE AN TREZLH BE A TN FR
St 4t 5 (Heritiera) 35 3 KA 5T T ik e = iy, BEAT S B dy 4 7
[ 4F 3¢ /% (Homocodon ) 2 2 FlAPib o T  wilfe=d, KRR = Twl F 2 Lk
¥4
& /1 K& (Mesua) 1 1 BEES R B EHFREE
#1 3% & (Phoenix) 14 3 BRERE. TR B FEARE AR TRE T A BUE
BB AR I R R T R B I A I R M R
F 45 )% (Vatica) 65 4 TR TEA,2HR T Bfxd T BHEE, 2% TEHRA

##R8 J8 T R A A

24 FAELER
25t S A E DT, AEE AT P R R A K
WA S

3O #®

Jils 2 2 4 5 A B BRI 4 i, 24 A K 0E AR
DUV N SOAY S AN TR G vig [k A 3N &
Bl A0 AE T A AL K AVEDURR TR Srh .
S0 T 2 A6 Ky BE | DRI ELA AR 3 14 DR 47352 14 ) o
MIRE T o bR P S5 el st AL ) 3 AT ATE AR I
KRS, A 5 8 BRI, 2 10 5 W 2 2L rp s )
DL IR R P st (L W ot o AEL ) 0 98 Hh R i 2 — 2 [
B, HE SR W)X PRI R R T R S 1 b B
3 A DX, PRI AE ) B A R SR 1 ot B B 8 R AR o
75 RS Bl b AR AT TR T AR B #5 AE
Wy 1) B R 435 2 S TR A e 14 S22

A5 A8 SE A il 2 AU SRS 27 B 31 8 32 Fif
Y31 A & b R R E 22 AR K A 1548
HOME L)L S 5E B R

— Be 7 3 4 (Artemisia vulgaris) . ¥5 8% ( Brous-
sonetia papyrifera) .4 3 (Ceratophyllum demersum) |
P8 R ( Citrullus lanatus ) K& ( Citrus sinensis ) . 7K F§
(Oryza sativa) .M #4 (Platycladus orientalis) . 5 W 7
1 (Typha latifolia) 5 , AR BESE 2 20 M, (H th TP Fp
I3 Xz XA R E A R AR ek
Jik (Cannabis sativa) F1%2 3€ (Papaver somniferum) , it
i AR R TE .

B2 AN FE Tt 9 R BAT — e 8 AR TG
Yy, IF 53 Bk O A~ Ja Wy b 6 o0 A Bt L = o A A
JUARTVE AR s R P R AR P L
IR TV R R s R A R e, N AT
AR AT BEAE R VL LA g A A I A v L TR TR
JUV R TR A AT RE T S

AR BN JEH AR ST YRR B K
WA TR, 50 A 4 SR AHAT , 22 B A FH AR il 4 21
JIT 85 7 R ) 1 S5 DR A 2 T A i ) 3 T L B
JHE VI B A= T A0 K300 4 ., O G 4% P R P IR A
FRAR A B 1) 7 B2 A s S . ARBIE S R (1 )2 DNA
SIET AR %4 AR th HEBERT 2548 | J2F) ] —
/NBESS T B DNA R B X 43 S5 51 A= 4 90 b 1 2
Ao R F AL Ge T 25 2% 5 0 90 Fh 16 7 28, DNA 4%
TE A AT o e sk MERA AT A

DNA 25 T8 i (4 e £ 00 T A 8 S e th B e 2L,
il H A DNA 22054 DL T JLAS 204 : (1) DNA A B
FNE 5 F Y8, U IS T R W R A . (2) B bR
DNA K Bt ] RUAE b b 1 78 45 K 22 50k 9 43 2 vh b
FH . (3) H br DNA R B 76 F i) 42 55 5, HoA Al e
Oy PR TERD N AR SR/ HA G I PRSP s R R
G ER TR RES LRGP E . (4)%H
B DNA R BERY A fon BE AR ST X 38 DA 7 (8 5 1 4 1301

AWFFEEFE T rbel Fl matK 3X P DNA 2% 40
G DNA ., rbeL Fl matK 255 = Ji# [E bR DNA 4%
Tt 2 W b HEFAAE A P DNA A5 M 55 TR 65 %0
Fric, B A& LT LI (1) rbel Al matK ¥4 & 04
TR P41 B 2R (1 g B 56 X, 76 PCR Y 1 B ] DA B 4%
i 1 HR AR 3 DAL ol e A2 L LB A At AR R ) LA
AR R T (2) A 5 i H rbeL K BE R 402 bp,
matK 1 5 4 349 bp , F B /I, BV 2 B it 4G b4 0% m]
P8 (3)rbel 1 JE P AE 52/ A SR SE , AT LAAR 47 M
7R TE 8 KT 1) F GE E AR AT B 5 matK 78 ISR A4 3 [
4 B B 2 Al R TR BAT — S B Bl R] 22
S, HLAS ARG s i R ) 23 B L (4) B F rbel Al matK
R AR 5T N R 2 51 A X
SE L BE AL o (R IX A4S DNA £ 0B i 38 R 58
9, WA B 43 B R AR AL IR E KO IR
FE 4 THT I8 B Rl 1 7KF- , PR e A R 75 B TF R o0 R O
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B R ARIE o

N &8 %% 5% [B] B X (internal transcribed spacer,
ITS), B[ 5.8 rDNA F128S rDNA Ft A a] fg )5 %1 , 2 H
W R G & B M iR Z WG — 4 DNA £ IE 15,
S EAR Y AR OE S P2 i — 20 3R SR 1Y DNA 45 JB
i, AS[R] TSR L 4 TS J& TA% 3R N 4, H.i
A, L R L marK B[R] s HL A #% 0L 1A] 41
Wi FsF [ 3 8 8 T — B0 R, R e 3 BB A X rbel
M matK 555, AT LAERA I8 3R (] G R, RIAT DR RS
SR REA) IR A3 RPN, AR R SIS Y TS g R T ITS
8 ABITS 780 76 B A% AR W) T2 A7 7 AR S5
PEICH] Y DNA 28 K5 2 AR, 2 X34 25 3L
AT AT AE Y 1 I DNA 45T A o 2> A ZETTS
FEA AP 16 % B AT IE 7R SR A 1) 8

(A5 B A2, AR A% O XK B0y S AUt A
My A EAL Ky . 2 87.5% 0Bk T A il R BB R,
IR IR AR B R /N DI R LA A )R
TELERI B AERY TS o MR T XU AL A, HUBEAE ) mT BB
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