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Conservation and genetic studies of Salix Taiwanalpin in Taiwan.

Abstract

The phenomena of global warming will have great impact on the living organisms,
especially which live in alpine area. We use S. taiwanalpina as a model species to study
its impact in terms of genetic diversity. DNA was extracted and primers were selected to
amplify ntDNA ITS sequences and cpDNA trnL-trnF, rpl16 sequences. Besides, 6 EST
primers were designed from NCBI database, and microsatellite loci were amplified. We
use DnaSP to analyze nucleotide diversity, haplotype diversity, and 0. The result showed
that there is little genetic diversity between populations and this opposed the result
studied from morphology data. We proposed that rapid expansion of this species after the

retreat of glacial may be the reason.

Keywords: S. taiwanalpina ~ trnL-trnF ~ rpl16 - global warming.

VI



cALYrniET R GEFT P RIFEL
- % X%
¥- 8 Ay Aeced

DI N E AR A AF AR P ETES  RALENEF NS¢
Flo B XFEARADFORER JRIAABIRE A BARDE TR E T S
@ﬂﬁr L e13R % (Danby and Hik, 2007a; Danby and Hik, 2007b ; Fosaa et al., 2004) - = H
A0 b TE SR B A RS AT DR B 4 B E (Danby etal., 2003) 5 »
oA H 4ot K ~ B e € (Mcdougall et al., 2005) o & & B SR i e s
(Salix) >+ % iz eg it chk &7~ 5 P & (Danby and Hik, 2007b; Fosaa et al., 2004 ; Jones
etal., 1997; Jones etal., 1999) » & & £ #2 % (Jump, et al., 2006; Kelly et al., 2003)~ 4p
NERRCEER AT RRFORALS L3 P EOEBL A T - Hid

¥ % 11§ & IR % (local adaptation) °

Ho#R LR FIREY R RS G  bldos BP0 E F(Epiolbium
nankotaizanense) = o~ %43 &> £ A GFWZ L~ 5 P EE IR S AL G H L
TR AL D OHRE R EFLERERE AW TP HEMFEL U e T e
bR ABE (2007 124 ) A AL FIEA R L TR B LA A g
REEILA G R R EE BT R -

cARADWEES LG OBAGEEGCRIER) Y 95‘?‘575?3‘7? oA L

SR BLTEAFRFT 0 AP § S MR - 3
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T2 T E AT o B s TR (Silene) A FIE B 5 1R T A T (Hk,
2006)° fe3 4 £ % (Shih, et al.2007)5 % B A 530 2 L /5 & F B chil @ 5
Pl I ET B R T i L kR R A B et P ESRR T R R

FPRIREG AL TEEL G LSRR (FAT] S R aE o

THIAT R RS e R A B
AT edh L SRR AT Y © o 2R LG AR S (Penget
al., 1994) » £:if £ 47 3 § i BN FAL B | oo Wi L F7 7 (Agisdottir,
2007 ; +k, 2006 ; F&, 2002) B LA 520 Lichie 8 0 397 A T B R KR > A
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FoF HEeo
1L %

AR AR A B B B e s SH SN A RER TR 1%
FHALHEP 20 R(GT R L %E)T S0+ (2 L2 & @ A LRE)BRERATEHE S
E IR SRR § S TRy S RS S R ST ST R
2 ANET R YR IEE A R RSB A EE AR 109

BEE o HE»EAcR2-1-

2.DNA % B~
AL R AR F B A2 16 0 4% Plant Genomic DNA mini Prep Kit (VioGene)
% B~DNA » #DNA% *tddHO » 2 1% agarose gel & A ¥ & 2 = B -

3.3 SRR 24T

AR R A IR S i B T 7 (Baker, 2000) 0 12 2 447
FHMDNAY BB =8 % & a4 B fiz(Shaw, 2005; Shaw, 2007) o $*i% 2 DNA
ITS#* £ » %4 Whiteetal. (1990) g & » % H K T2 31 F1TS-4 (5TCCTC
CGCTTATTGATATGC3’) 2 Sangetal (1995) .#7i3 :zén31 3 ITS-5m
(5’GGAAGGAAGAAGTCGTAACAAGG3’) » #ITS 7 Bty 5 A % trnL-trnF
B> 2B Taberletetal. (1991) #7i% * 513 r2primer ¢ (5> GGTTCA
AGTCCCTCTATCCC 3”)# primer d (5’ ATTTGAACTGGTGACACGAG 3°)*x =
trnL-trnF 3 £ 5 ¥ “brpll6 % £ > B 4P Steven (2007) 73K 3+ 031 3 > rpl16-int-f-2
(5’-AATAATCGCCCGCGAAGATTTT 3’)Frrpl16-1516R (5°- CCC TTCATTCTT
CCTCTATGTG 3°)# t5 2 2 £ o

i d BioEdit (ver. 7.0) (Hall, 1999)i& {7 |k »|# & 2_1& > 2 DnaSP (ver. 4.10.9)
(Razas et al., 1995)3* & &3 p ~ o) 0 f il L R E YRR ER
(nucleotide diversity, m) ~ H z F]3] s & & (haplotype diversity, h) 4 47 {o 7 F et £ &
90 (8 o #-F 71 4% % 41 * DnaSP# 4% 5 Arlequinté 5% » 41 * Arlequin (ver. 3.1) (Schneider
et al., 2000)3* 3 %3 4 {4 He(Fst) »  Fst < 0.051% & &5 @ A i 5 0.05 < Fst < 0.25



A BT R A T S Fst>0251% 4 3 & A (3, 2004) -

¥ et %ﬁ d ¢ MR Z (neutral hypothesis test) » # RS HF L 3 B E R X

5

T A FLE R B B(genetic grift) 0 A X P X A EF LB %%FJ DnaSP #: 48 ¢

|~
e

Fu&Li (1993) D* test)4 % F* test » frTajima (1989):7D test » & B ¢ (LI > § F i
Sz BRRRIEEL | ERAREREY LB B RER I RAFF B 1]
d MEGA# 88 (Ver. 3.0)#-# fc L B 4 & e » L @ * MINSPNET #c 48 i& 7 5«
TPy

e}

A i 7% DNA(microsatellite) > & » % PRNCBI= 4 35 7| {1 (Expressed
sequence tag, EST) » EST % £ F # i {Len® 2 > £ L HKH fd PmRNAF B2 {5 > I #
N5l 3 2 (FRTPCR» £ U4 A o 2 7 Ea2 BRETEFE - =
poeit TR ARSI IEST e A8 7R3 23l 3 (R2-2)8tgH BB 1
Arlequin % B REH T 2 A i G o

B fas %2 A FI R e Bz A ¥ R BER > THhi*%
BRLME FAOREA L R E KRR AN L F L



FZR BEEHH
-5 2%

A G R FH BT SELWS BRI LR G L e ok L Hr2 B s X
7 B AP DNA e ITS 2R A S # B tg 73 5/ 7] ER 9% 785bp > F %48
DNA trnL - trnF 384 = 7 ¥ v 95 15 /& 7] » & & %) % 407bp 14 % rpll6 R A = 7 3 b
95 i 5] 0 £ B X 5 460bp

AR IR S S R il (& 3- 1) & ITS ¥ B2 & h=0.0031,7
=0.0015, 0 =0.0035 ; trnL —trnF % £ h=0.0034, ©=0.0010, 6 = 0.0036 2 2 rpll6 *
£E h=0.0011,7=0.0027,0 =0.0034 - ¥ }EF 4 P> & (neutral hypothesis test)
Tajima's D~ Fu& LiD* ~ Fu & Li F*#a ip /& % g7 (% 3-2)» * 205 f @& £ 4
PUITS BBk i PR 0 BT S0 EEY LB o AR EA qpdk(Fst) 0 2 & 0 ITS %
BoA 0 413 0.05-0.25 2 B (4 3-3) B M AT Y B A L2 i B %3 (STNK)
$357k L(STCS) ~ Z Li(STH) ~ % i % L(STNF) % # 5 § & & 4 1 #i2(0.253 -
0.295) 5 ¥ bk by #H @ %3 7; # O F R A (0.104 - 0.253) o F % 4N
A trnL—trnF 3 & e rplle F B 8353 0.05 0T (& 3-4) & %4 DNA &2
HEEIZRAST AL TR AFABER S 5 0 ITS # B fcE %4 trnL—trnF 7 £
AUE G R EEZ BIE R A TFIA(R 350 £ 3-6) (L L EHEL P T AP
By lpF2 AT rplle P ER 73 =2 BAZPAFA(R3-7) i %FELP
» &P RO b2 A T4 - #& 4R Minimum spanning network » ITS 5 £(B 3-1)&
FEEFERET 2 AFIA Hap-2 F 54% > %32 B2 ap hHA T £ 3
3 - T Hap2 & Hap 62 B & 5 o~ £ 8 > Hh#ici 34 ESMtrnL—trnF 3
B0 Pl Hap-1 & 88%% & %32 B £ ket 2 A %13 5 rpll6 ¥ BRI R =
A& A7) > A wF_Hap2 + 42% > Hap-3 ¢ 13% > Hap-4 & 26% » et = A
FAzZ A - > D35 L %FL R 2 AFE > &I B %F O AFT .

¥ oh itk DNA 2 o > 1% A7 953 > BN KR (% 3-
8)» A B L EST—C £ S H1F70 BH 4> £& 35 293bp> 5% type I ; EST-D
HAHHIE 8l B A L RIL 357bp s 95 type I fr EST—F £ & # 3 #7 81 1
A ER L 198204 2. F > & & type [ =198 bp ~ 1=201bp ~ =204 bp - EST-F
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#F o T L(STH)%# L 5 type [ frtypell » B & %3R35 type 1 o

k3L type I ~ T1 ~ 10> 2 typelll 5 iF-k L% #(STCS)#f ji =

Ea S

W EE > SHBLYEEALAFS R R B> 2 & ITS ~ trnL-trF e rpll6 #
BIomaEY MEE £ B 2 ITS £ % 8 % 42453 < £7 3 (Agisdottir, 2007 %, 2006)
Fr e kP EHE 2B DA G A RS E AT d 240 &
w B 43 1 g1 2§ & w enfF kPP (Comes & Kadereit, 1998) » 5 % f i % i $ fah
g RERERGFOEI O KPR ET g e e d AN AR
Fl o BAPWAIPE c LoBFIF LIMEE FIkRF BRI 5 AkiT- kP
AP TR A 0 E S LB AT F Fin(Peng et. al, 1994) » @ Tk

EL
A

75 FILAE F A B L IR IR @ i 2 & E hA 1 (ex. Albach et. al., 2006 ;
Chung et. al., 2006 ; Hajime and Hiroaki, 2007) » &~ 3 f& it A= o (e 548 L s &
AR BRE G P AL R, 1996) 0 EH2Z Bk FIS B RIS 0 R HEGR
MR EEA iR R(Fs) B B EE B S m AT BT RPAFIREE
FIFUA] e EETIR S A B2l ~ @ @ S o~ ok b LR E T G S AT L T
SRR E ) - B EEFE S > EREZ A RFELF AL SR A E S
7 % Bk FIAI(R] 3-1,3-2,3-3) 0 i@ & F iR g B R E A 1 I B0 MR -

(1) 2 2 %3FH(Z L~ 338 % L~ Frkb)ahh 518 ot i)

Fokl R EFEERL G RF A FH R R (ITSn=0.0021, trnL-trnFr=0.0007,
rpl16=0.0029) » e *=F i & ﬁ,—") » s AL EEFE B > BRE G RE R
P AR A (alt. 2400)if MO H © R RBE T H B ORE T A AP 01> FEE G ok
FUa St H W RE 2 FBT 30T R g LORFEOR TR R > M AR RS bR
(ITSm=0.0020, trnL-trnFn=0.0028, rpl16=0.0032) > 7 i & ~ Hc ik M(N=3) > &2 & 1!
RA P EHE . FLEHSALA TR ERBHE B B L % (ITST=0.0013,
trnL-trnFn=0.0012, rpl16=0.0028) > * *# 3 #c ¥ £ % » a4 ET 5 S L fr2 ¥ o353

HRT 2R e



St

Loav
TEEZ

'
=
Y

G

QyEFP ~ FHFOATFIRLIR <] » 2
ﬁ;y;,ﬁx E= AR a‘ﬂ&(Fst) ;?;ffr,f;— kL2 ch Fst A ¥t H 8 %23 3 »
ey B ARA R AR M(N=3) > T 2 R AP EH - A RLREHES G o d REL
i 45 #cfe Minimum spanning network £ 5 & & J TR & %L B s L 2R &
%%Tmm@ww’@¢¢L¢éam%iﬁﬁ$ﬁw;ﬁ1%%&DNAﬁ%’
FoKLCEFEL G R DATA PR Bk RS A BE R S R
YA e FI A OB o
B)iFfe o & LriEy £ 8L
AL A TRk LR RAEEYE RS B R R R
et o ek L EESA TR R AL ERS AL BE R ARSI R A AL

DR PA KILE M G - HEEFY  BANEHD G P AR

=

BLOrEH AR X AR LT LG 04 2 TR LEERE i S
H



Fr R Bk

SR A S A G RITAR AL T 4 BN L R HEE T §
SR B B RIRER A BE RBEAFLES - FIT 8% (DR
AT PR B KR HGET L
(2)/%‘71\ L dERER B P 20 i s R EE T ﬁf-‘ A e R RO H 8 R Fp

Bl s P s 4 F LSS R RT 2 0T

B

FIF R H B EREORT LI FRAALCRFF FLPFREIREIIRETT -
Q)o@ LPra N AT B RBHR > ¥ AL EE2 Y Bl ags o fhgs
Tleegpr > SALPEFH LT LG L K TR (gene pool) M FIR B R i > &

o

e

@i

3

F LA N Ea sl S SR R
G B e b @ E S G T HEH S

R U F TR R éuﬁpzpﬁw,

(S
-rs‘g‘\‘
F_k
S
3y

!
=l
el
G
|4
‘1 ~

G

.

435

e
(s
fE =)
=
K
1=
%
[
frt.
5
-‘—;L\»
G
V"\ﬂ

<
B
=
i
F_*
=
50
«3\
e
A
(e
l
3
F_

Dl A4
Jul

%-

:%F

e AR R G AT B R B MR £ FE
S LIIN

(=
|
N
at!
o+
T
D2
SN
o
&
bl
r_

» 2

*

3

\\

)

3
=
=
5
Lyl

m‘:’k

LGRS TS R W?fﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬁpiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁﬂ'z
Fl gLt fgnes > 12§

-



22-1 LA LYrEREEE S L

PR Bk gk g e E o g
oL S¥ R T STH 3000-3500 66
5L e EER kL STCS 2400 12
o AL e TRAE AL STNF 3000-3400 12
o gL g TREL LKL L STDB 3000-3300 4
oL T PR L BARE T E  STNK 2500-2600 3
SR SV B S4ed L SWDG 2700 6
WL g B & EoL SFHH 3000 6




% 2-2 ZIE TR 2 55

- A e
EST-A F : 5> CAATGTAGCCAATTGGGTCAGC
R : 5> GTTACTGAAGAAGATACCGATCCG
EST-B F : 5> AGTTGCAGTCTATCAGCGCCATTC
R : 5> AGACTTTGTTTCGAAGCGAACCAG
EST-C F : 5> TTCCCTCCACGCACCTTTGC
R : 5> CGTACAGGCACATATCCAGGGTCT
EST-D F : 5> AGTTGCAGTCTATCAGCGCCATTC
R : 5> GAGCTGCCTGTCTGCTCCTTGC
EST-E F : 5> AAAGCGCTTTTATCTTCTCTCC
R : 5> TGCATTCCAGTTTAACCCTGGCAC
EST-F F : 5> AACAATGTAGCCAATTGGGTCAGC
R : 5> CCGATCCGATTATCAAACAGGG

-10 -



33-1 LR E e S R g

region 7 DNA % £ %3 > n 5 P~ ¥k > haplotype 5 %% © % M2 4 77
FohZAFABRER n i P HREER O PHBRARIRNBLE - B %
B oo ok LEFE(STCS)E 7 &3 PR L & -

regions | species Pop. n haplotype | h T 0

ITS S. taiwanalpina all 66 12 0.0031 0.0015 0.0035
STCS 10 5 0.0094 0.0021 0.0021
STH-all |43 6 0.0047 0.0013 0.0027
STHA 12 4 0.0289 0.0017 0.0030
STHB 11 3 0.0261 0.0007 0.0010
STHC 20 4 0.0037 0.0013 0.0012
STNF 7 3 0.0435 0.0008 0.0012
STNK 3 3 0.0741 0.0020 0.0020
STDB 3 2 0.0987 0.0010 0.0010

11




2031 5L R S R b ()

region 7 DNA % £ %3 > n 5 P~ ¥k > haplotype 5 %% © % M2 4 77
FohZAFABRER n i P HREER O PHBRARIRNBLE - B %
B B FHESTINKE 7 g P HRALER -

regions species Pop. n haplotype | h T 0

trnL-trnF | S. taiwanalpina | all 83 5 0.0034 0.0010 0.0036
STCS 12 2 0.0180 0.0007 0.0014
STH-all | 49 4 0.0054 0.0010 0.0038
STHA 14 3 0.0220 0.0018 0.0040
STHB 13 1 0 0 0
STHC 22 3 0.0134 0.0011 0.0023
STNF 13 2 0.0200 0.0012 0.0014
STNK 3 3 0.0009 0.0028 0.0033
STDB 4 1 0 0 0

12




2031 5L R S R b ()

region 7 DNA % £ %3 > n 5 P~ ¥k > haplotype 5 %% © % M2 4 77
BOhSAFARER niPHELARE O S PFRAERADBIE - B 5
B 2 1% 3(STHO)fr % 9 % 3 (STNF)E § e enP st B & -

regions | species Pop. n haplotype | h T 0

rpll6 S. taiwanalpina all 83 8 0.0011 0.0027 0.0034
STCS 12 5 0.013 0.0029 0.0040
STH-all | 62 8 0.0016 0.0027 0.0036
STHA 14 5 0.0068 0.0026 0.0030
STHB 15 4 0.0101 0.0022 0.0022
STHC 23 7 0.0035 0.0033 0.0039
STNF 12 5 0.0081 0.0033 0.0040
STNK 4 3 0.0494 0.0024 0.0026
STDB 3 3 0.0741 0.0032 0.0032

13




% 3-2 SR BRI R

all %4 »>3INFH > ingroup & 5% L% > outgroup A B L Rl 4%

LR o % BT & Tajima's D~ Fu& LiD* ~ Fu & LiF* 5% 7 » H &+ %

A¥aL f o KH LTS HEBZEF > N4 Ry MR > o 5 8L e

DNA %2 X D)%k 4 £4rdl -

regions sample Tajima's D Fu & Li D* Fu & Li F*

ITS all -1.840* -3.227* -3.253%*
STCS 0.023 -0.338 -0.280
STH-all -1.471 -2.146 -2.267
STNF -1.237 -1.295 -1.374
STNK X X X
STDB X X X

trnL - trnF all -1.426 -0.254 -0.740
STCS -1.426 -0.254 -0.740
STH-all -1.140 -1.329 -1.443
STNF -1.140 -1.208 -1.543
STNK -0.274 0.732 0.543
STDB X X X

rpl16 all -0.362 0.329 0.114
STCS -0.987 -0.833 -0.988
STH-all -0.376 -0.559 -0.588
STNF -0.616 0.562 0.296
STNK X X X
STDB -0.709 -0.709 -0.604

X AR ER KT 4 B R 4

14




403-3 SRR s bl 2 (ITS & £)
SR A B arEFE 2 o Fst 4 A 0.05-025 2 FF > N A& AL

2 HAFEAITS PE - AMHARTI?P RALZF -

Fst STCS STH STNF STNK STDB
STCS

STH 0.162

STNF 0.104 -0.082

STNK 0.253 0.257 0.295

STDB 0.130 0.015 0.016 0.250

15




0 3-4 SRR A g o] L (E S
2T RANL-tnF PR avEEA e + 2 R & rpll6 ¥ Bk

Foaoitdplic e SRR Fst B304 <005 AESWDNAF ERBI g &

Lo
Fst STCS STH STNF STNK | STDB
STCS -0.095 -0.157 -0.387 -0.091
STH -0.014 -0.169 -0.245 -0.014
STNF 0.007 0.070 -0.227 -0.121
STNK | -0.189 -0.183 -0.179 -0.139
STDB -0.128 -0.127 -0.119 0

16



23-5 Sz B

¥ 2 4% DNAITS 5 E 40 haplotype

all %4 »>3INFH > ingroup & 5% L% > outgroup A B L Rl 4%

SRR e d A BT Hap2 BB bt b0 P bk RF P 5 E P A b AT

el
n All In Out STCS | STH | STNF |STN |STD |SW SFH
K B H
Hap |73 66 7 10 43 7 3 3 5 2
1 11 11 0 4 6 1 0 0 0 0
2 40 36 4 2 26 5 1 2 3 1
3 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
7 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
8 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
9 8 8 0 0 7 1 0 0 0 0
10 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
11 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
12 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
13 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
14 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
15 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

17




23-6 Sz B

EE 2 E %42 DNA trnL — trF 3 £ & haplotype

all %4 »>3INFH > ingroup & 5% L% > outgroup A B L Rl 4%

SRR e d ABT Hap 1 S vt b0 2 b %32 B 5@ P A i A7)

el

n All In Out STCS | STH | STNF |STN |STD |SW SFH
K B H

Hap |95 83 12 12 49 13 3 4 6 6

1 84 73 11 11 44 10 3 4 6 5

2 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 2 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

4 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

5 5 5 1 0 3 2 0 0 0 1

6 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
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#3-7 o @LPrz 2ol L o532 P %4 DNA rpl16 5 £ ¢ haplotype

2

all & 4 >3RFFE > ingroup & £ 5 4L Hr3E 3 > outgroup & 6 L Pl 3 4

Lt o d A AT Hap2 & BB 1t b > T A2 B2 > X P A bR T

el
n All In Out STCS | STH | STNF |STN |STD |SW SFH
K B H
Hap |95 83 12 12 52 12 3 4 6 6
1 8 7 1 1 4 2 0 0 0 1
2 40 36 4 6 22 5 1 2 2 2
3 13 12 1 2 8 0 1 1 1 0
4 25 20 5 2 14 2 1 1 3 2
5 2 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
6 4 4 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0
7 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
8 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
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% 3-8 SR RO EST B B8] a

all %% >#F# o 2477 1% EST-C ~ EST-D ~ EST-F » = ‘2313 & 54 } 1§
#Hogod ESTCE% & R55 293bp,;EST-D Al@ %t » & R4 5 357 bp;
EST-F ¥ 4 & = #53] » 1:198 bp, I1:201 bp TM:204 bp » (No.* % # ¥ )

all | STCS | STH | STNF | STNK | STDB
region type

No. 66 9 42 8 3 4

EST-C
type I (%)| 100 100 100 100 100 100

No. 70 9 42 12 3 4
EST-D
type I (%)| 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
No. 70 9 42 12 3 4
type I (%) 928 | 78 | 929 | 100 | 100 | 100
EST-F
type I (%)| 5.7 11 7.1 0 0 0
typell(%)| 1.4 11 0 0 0 0

20



B 3-1 5Lz 8 ¢34 DNAITS # £ 5 Minimum spanning network

d Bl& 7 > Hap2 chfe =t blde <~ > 55 40 B+ > Hapl 25 11 B+ >

Bl P BEHL G B & 1 anjedg > & Hap2 &Hap 6 2 P endh e 3 4

STCS

STH

STNF

STNK

STDB

SW

SFHH

10

43

®@ OO OO0 @
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B 3-2 s L¥r2 2 b3 F %48 DNA trnL — trnF % £ &0 Minimum spanning

network

J BE T cHap 1 cn St pldat - 24 84 BH A > BlY 542G BT A 4

1 ¥ cpEdE o

%% | STCS STH STNF STNK | STDB | SW SFHH
[l

wE 12 49 13 3 4 6 6
BE

2

~ @ @ O OO0 @
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B 3-3 o@Lprz HebEE %8 DNA rpll6 % £ & Minimum spanning network

Hap4 24 25 B4 4 > B ¥ JE3iL$ B X & 1 uedg -

d BlAgm > Hap2 ehle =t b+ » B 5 40 B4k A s Hap3 &5 13 B4

e

STCS

STH

STNF

STNK

STDB

SW

SFHH

12

52

12

®@ OO OO0 @
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