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Detection and diversity analysis of viruses infecting Panax notoginseng
in Yunnan province, Sichuan province and Chongqing municipality
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Abstract; To investigate the occurrence of viral diseases, the outbreak regularity and virus diversity in
Panax notoginseng planting areas in Yunnan province, Sichuan province, and Chongqing municipality,
the suspected disease samples collected in the fields were detected by reverse transcription polymerase
chain reaction (RT-PCR) / PCR. The results showed that viral diseases occurred in all Panax notogin-
seng planting areas, and the detection rate of the virus showed an upward trend year by year. Among
them, the positive detection rate of CMV and PnVA was 51. 04% and 63. 54%, respectively, and the
combined infection rate of the two viruses was 32. 29%. Then, the sequence alignment and phylogenetic
analysis of coat protein gene (CP) of cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) and panax notoginseng virus A
(PnVA) were carried out. The results showed that there were differences in the CP gene of virus iso-
lates from different Panax notoginseng planting areas.
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=t [ Panax notoginseng (Burk.) F. H.
Chen | M T A} (Araliaceae) A2 @ (Panax) 4%
AR BRI 2 T 25 44 AL G b 2541
DAL= AR HOIRZE A2 FEBT AL S I f
JHE T I AR Ay TR TR R =
En st E S EENETAEM M =AY
2l B AR R Pl A A v R 7E R S X
2T R b A B AR . A G Ay =
LR A e E X R (e E =R
(1490 Y6 ) 15T 8 (UL 5t 1 DY 78 o o) 247 ) 4 [
S AR AZ = L YRR AR A5 = Y Rl T
RO K348 PN HAth L DX RN 7348 SR IX.. AT
o AEPY I HE PR 200~600 m FRIRIEE BRI T A b
=LA E T 70 hm?.

H A A = DA R g7 e i 8 33 7 Xk
FTRUBAL AL, TEX PRI RIE RGN AHLL
BP0 L R AR RO N2 A ok
s T RN U T S =L AR R A RN ZE SR

F =L i, AR R R =S,
SR LR R R R, EER R 2
R i S5 A W 2 PR AR | PR i e o /Dl =
LRV AR AR RS E 0 R —
AN PRt FH AR 24, S BUR 24 5% BR 55 1) 30" B 52
=L R A S S AR T Z X = B
BEJR A ASTAD 1A, 0095 B 9 1 B VA ROR R 22, %
DU EE PRAFAR VP Ml DX ) =L PR e A 42 e 7
o 118 6 35 LA S 3k 26 Ml IX (%) 75 LR L 5 = 2
PR AR A AR g =R R Y R S R
AR SO DG S5 [ R v ANV S L 3ok 2 ] R 1 i
H A 2 DS AR — Bt a) . =L # B ia iR
it DR ) BEAK [

LR R RIS IR Z R A W UL A
FIA AL G AR BRSSP A TR SR
BEUE R = B €SI Ite wp k53 R B 8 B S &
FIAEAIAE: 3 FAEAR 905 [ R A S8R LR I 25 11
BRI BE. TESS R BFFE T ARAR R BE T IR R e =
LT T EL = e T R B E L R
B R RAE R T 4R 1 =& - RT-PCR 3546
2] FF A 4L MG #F (tomato mosaic  virus,
ToMV) s FRMEDy %1 & 8L = L9 5 AF v 7T g
Z PR SOk R A Y s &P I 2 o T
A2 DT TR AR A L AR Ty = A 2

CMV, 2y CMV {243 =L 1y 1B (B AE Je 221
F78 AR AE =B A _EARI 2] CMV ;i T 4
TE =LA TR RS I 31 55 B ) R Y e R
(Potyvirus) g, A A LR s BURE AR 1) =
1 A 2] 5 BE 2% 75 (tomato spotted wilt vi-
rus, TSWV); Yan 2 ] RT-PCR AR M #4L .
A e an SRR =L BRI =LY W
(panax virus Y, PnV'Y) ; Bfi 5 25 A 25 5510 % = g
Sl IX =4 FERAR 11 A= Y ie#EEfg CP &R
HEATA3HT s Li %07 U PCR HRFE 4K 440 A
i S 52 A AR B = A I 3] — B DNA g
77 P E i 25 Ak #h iF R #F (tomato yellow leaf
curl China virus, TYLCCNV) M H T & (satel-
lite) ; Guo Z¢M°) 7E 26 AL i R ) =& B 4G 0 2]
— RSB 1, v o8 =& A R (PnVA); 15
SEOTHE = G U 1) AR L KR B (tobacco
vein distorting virus, TVDV). #] UL, DA X F =
L BRI T 9 3 S TR A I 23 T 5 XoF 5% b g
B A ) A I A AR AT T 5

2003 1 2005 4F R E A L 4R A3 e =
+ ERIE] ToMV Fl CMV  B7E 5 22 i HF5E
A B X PR FR o . e TT 0L, = b R R
I A G £ Bt 2 R TR RN b i A AR A T ARk, Y24
1k =R EER AT A AR 22 A 0 A D, 5 b ) & A
TR ARA ], AR RS B4 0=/ 2 X
=R A A NGO X BR = g DAAD =LA
Hiu DX AR P DU S5 58 MR e i =L b
P IX = B R 1Y A A1 O A S & AR g =&
AP T A 75 AT AP i AN T S

A SR HH 8] 8] A 322 6 2= /e L 41 82 PRI
BB I3 = A PR i B A LE IR OLHE T I A R R
£ =LA H PCR fil RT-PCR 4 R it 4794
BERTIN o T RE 2 b o3 B A5 B e B R4 T 2R AT
M IRR = rg DU PR =L R I R AR 1 Ol
FA AR R DU Ry =5 RO 5 A 2 Y B 4
P2
2 HRSH®
2.1 ## #

2019 4FE % 2021 4E 4 ) B = pg . U1 R £
A = AR 5 AT A A A R AR = LA 96
B3 s 0 SRS SR B B[] | b A RN 45 bR SRR AR K
UCRFES » EATHA MR 232, 2l 0] S0 2 TR L 7R
J& S URAE T —80 “C KA, LA#% J5 SLAG.
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2.2.1 34kt 56, SEEANGENS Y)Y

G BRI =B B AU 51 05 iR Wu 2512 1
HLah & B ACT2 J7 31 C& 55 KF815706) ¥4 it
=t N2 R HEG Y PnACT2 (Forward: AC-

CACTGAACCCAAAGGCTAAT ; Reverse: CCAATC

AATGATGGCTGGAATA) ; #i#f# NCBI I 4R
R PnVA By 4K 75 C& 5 KT388111) %1t
P44 PnVA CP 895149, 519t 0 ERHE RN
A BRA G R 5190750 FIR KGR BE LR 1.

x1 AT=tmsRNUNSIY

Tab.1 Primers used for viruses detection in Panax notoginseng

ClE/EA S SIS 53" BRI R/ C E = DTN
Potyvirus-NIb-2F GTITGYGTIGAYGAYTTYAAYAA
Potyvirus 45 [21]
Potyvirus-NIb-3R TCIACIACIGTIGAIGGYTGNCC
Tospovirus-F CCTTTAACAGTDGAAACAT
Tospovirus 55 [22]
Tospovirus-R TCATCRGARTGBACMATCCATCT
ChiVMV-CP-F CCGGAATTCATGGCAGGAGAGAGTGTTG
ChiVMV 55 [23]
ChiVMV-CP-R CGCGGATCCTCATAATCCCCGAACGCC
Begomovirus-PA TAATATTACCKGWKGVCCSC
TYLCCNV 50 [24]
Begomovirus-PB TGGACYTTRCAWGGBCCTTCACA
PnVY-F GCCAACCCTGATGGACGTA
PnVY 50 [18]
PnVY-R AAATCTGCGCTCTTTGATGG
TVDV-CP-R GCAACAGCGAGACTTTCATCT
TVDV 55 [18]
TVDV-CP-R CRTTGCCTTTATAGAGCAGCC
CMV-CP-F ATGGACAAATCTGRATCWMCC
CMV 55 [18]
CMV-CP-R CTGGATGGACAACCCGTTC
PnVA-RdRp-F AAGTATGAGTGGGCAAAGCAGC
PnVA 55 [18]
PnVA-RdRp-R CGCGTGCATTAATCCTAGCCAT
Tobamovirus-F ATGAAGCCGAGACGTCGGTC
Tobamovirus 55 [18]
Tobamovirus-R CGTGCCTACGCACATATATGA
PnVA-CP-F TCACCCCCTTTCTAACAAAC
PnVA-CP 55 EN TS
PnVA-CP-R GACGGGGTCTGCATTAAATA

R:AﬁG;W:A\TﬁU;M:AE&:C

2.2.2 #E$FI.PCR Z RT-PCR i RNA #
B TransZol Plant Kit () H b it & & 4 Y+
RIEABRA D - DNA 21U CTAB' $2Hk.
DNA J%5 38 TYLCCNV, L DNA ARG T8 HEAE
. RNA J 3 58 F AL RNA 38 5% 5 il cDNAP >
FELL cDNA MR AT NS B R (PnACT2) 3 14 45
T 5 B SR JR P LA cDNA SR 34T PCR
R, PCR W A7 47 : 95 “CHUZEME 5 min; 95 °C
AR 30 s, Al AR EEIR K 30 s(F 1),72 “C ik
A LA 1 min/kb 31550, 34 Mg 5,72 °C
FEMf 10 min, § 3= 1. 2 Y0 Bl EE A 0E £ F
UK R IUA TCBAVE ST L IRl R Seit

2.2.3 LRSI AN ORI BRI REA
FHEXT RRE CP 51914 14 ¥ CP B R 1)
PCR ¥ F i BB e e DNA [ i) & ()
F AR T TR A PR °)D 2 B W] 53
Ayl [l 9y % 4 2 pMD19-T Vector (I H
K% TaKaRa A FD, KT 2 kb i i Brifi £ 16 °C
WEE T i OB R, B it e W AL R A 7 DHS
JREZ SN (O 3 R E YRR R A ED
37 CHb I  PRIE S TE  IMA R S A AN
2 Y luria-bertani (LB) B35 3L 37 C BV B35
J& s A TIRE PCR BIE , ki B s pe ik 28 AR
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BB A R A w3470 . R H AR 4 2 i
DNAMAN #4775 91 L X 25 R 22 4% 1 84K 7 51
G Y | B B AT 43 BOl Y Je e A T 9 . R
DNAstar(Lasergene. v 7. 1) 1) Megalign T H.i#
TR IR Y51 — 20 . F MEGA-X B4 4K
351 (Neighbor-joining, NJ) #4 % & 4 & & #4 (Boot-
strap B & RECH 1000).

3 BRGNS

3.1 =tAHEREMFSHER
A CHEETD HoRAEREA 96 17 A~ =LA

R DXCRAEREAS 8 #k S LA I (a4 il o it s L
2019 42020 4EFT 5 RAEIE 14 B, = LRHERE
X R 2 2 A 20 kK B (23, 87° N, 103. 04°
E).dtZ )14 m se i |/ H i (30, 71° N, 105, 33°
E). MR AR i F T 28 B X (280 m) , I 35 ¢ 5
JE A s T R R (2060 m) L U1 L EE PRI =
LRI X R IR B 7E 500 m LR (32 2). =L
R BE DL FE A B R BN 4 4, A0, AT, H
A6 BRI H L R, B AR BEER AR R (R 2,
K& 1.

F2 20192021 F=ZLtHERERAE

Tab. 2 Virus disease survey of Panax notoginseng in the field from 2019 to 2021

H i KA LA L Wk /m TR/ SER Biw /b
2019-07-08  AHE EWEE 25.88° N, 104.30° E 2060 m 1 4 RS A 4
2019-08-08  mEFA EALE 23.88° N, 104. 10° 1650 m 3 FiA s via 8

3 wAk A4 B AR 8
2019-08-09  mEIHHEKE 23.87° N, 103.04° E 1340 m

1 BEEX 2
2020-06-02  ~EAEIRE 25.88° N, 104. 30° 2060 m 3 AT AE PR | 440 10

3 RN ER A AN E ] 10
2020-07-19  PUJI|4g St 30.71° N, 105, 33° 420 m

1 R I E 5
2021-08-19  PUJI|4E & 31.63° N, 106. 02° 370 m 2 AN E N 13
2021-08-24  NEREH 30.39° N, 105. 04° 440 m 2 PN E LN Y 26
2021-08-30  HKTKE X 29. 38° N, 105. 56° 280 m 3 AL A RS R 10

Al =ZtmramFTEEER
(a) 4845 ; (b) fErF; (o) AT (D HAk; (e RS (D T
B (@) gk (b b () B3R5

Fig. 1

Symptoms of Panax notoginseng virus diseases

in field

3.2 EER=LtHREMELETE

FATE LA T B Y W58 (Poryvirus)
99 B : PnVY FBUBRUK BE 305 8¢ (chilli veinal
mottle virus, ChiVMV) , Pl 5 22 AR £1). 38
I =& b AT EAFAE Potyvirus J& ) H AN 7 ,
T Potyvirus J@ i@ 5|9 (Potyvirus-NIb-2F,
Potyvirus-NIb-3R) #F 479" 55 4 I, 17 A A6 I 1) BH
PEREA. IR AR AL A A Potyvirus J& 9%
. 51k T A B 2SN 5 8 (Tos povirus) i
VWA R 7 (Begomovirus) » Jf ¥ 46 % B &
(Tobamovirus) 5 8, TVDV, CMV, PuVA. H
M CMV- CP 15191935 Kl 2] 760 bp 224K
/NERAR (B 2a) 5 Rl T PnVA-RARp 951914 31
J& R E 570 bp 2247 K/ 45 (L 2b) , 7E I
Fehiti LA PaVA-CP 85| 9181793, R ek
MF] 2380 bp 72 47 KN 54 (& 20). L |- RT-
PCR ¥ 38 7= 9y 2600 Fy L X I - BiEaf S5 CMV Al
PnVA, HYE& I KA.
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Fig. 2 RT-PCR results of CMV and PnVA in Panax notoginseng disease samples

3.3 ZELRERNAERR
3.3.1 =k ECMV $9&Z AL MAFEHX =
LR DE X ) CMV &SR T80T TG A B . 4%

Hugs 75 46 R AE 42, 86% L) b A [A] Ml X Y
CMV kg3 — e iy 22 5, P E KR Bk %
R R0 60 20 5 YRR DU I Bt A R A L A6 H R
M 58. 82% 4 2= B I AU 2 B HE K IIAREAS (4G HH R
¥4 50. 00 %6, PUJI| SR Z A0 DY 1] [ rf B BE A H 2R
A A S35y 46. 15 % (8 3). 2 s TSR AE 11
FEAR CMV #6342, 86 %6, R AR
B 2019 4ELK ,CMV {24 =L Z L ACH DL

141 804

124

-
o
1

CMV k%= / 1
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Fig. 3 The occurrence of CMV on Panax notoginseng

in different areas

3.3.2 ZX EPnVA#MEAREL XAFHMX
1) PnVA F 8¢k 5 L EAT ge it & A (] b
X9 PNVA Kt 3288 5. BREE RO B A1, HAR 45 1
) PnVA K 78 50% DL F L Hid DL = g gk
ARG HH 2 e g e ik 80005 Hi & =’ Fr b A A
AR KR 75 205 DUt b R B = R
fil b PnVA 46 1 #4091k 64. 71% .61, 54 % .
61.54% Y975 60% LI F (& 4). =45 (i) PnVA
(R H 38 AR B 430 = B8 (70, 71 %) LU )1]

(63.93%) HEPR(40%).

f=]
1 1

=]
1

s Kot 410
15 &
[=]

=
!

04
. 0
F R F® SFAF R ED
S EE SO
@/@/%\\@\1\\@« S X %\\\g\\@%

B4 Zi=Xkt PnVA&E AR
Fig. 4 The occurrence of PnVA on Panax notoginseng
in different areas

3.3.3 ZXktmFEALSBZEHRL “ANHABEA
HUIX [ 96 ByREAS TR AT 79 A3 REASAS I 21995 7« I
FEMLZEE KRG E CMV 8 PnVA Hr—fh
WRE) A 82. 2900 Hirp RGN 3] CMV R A 49 1y,

CMV By 51, 04 % 5 #0021 PnVA fIEEA

61 3, PnVA K H Z K 63. 54%. CMV Fl Pn-
VAZGREMEEA 31 B S5 LE N

32. 29% s AWK E] CMV Fil PaVA BYREAR 5351 Ky
18 4530 ffy . A %y 18. 75 %.31. 25% (| 5).
RARORTE . PaVA 1K H 5 T CMV KL H %R,
1M LA R R AR =L B L .

3.3.4 =k ERRAPEIRETARI AR E
A YA I T R) = -E e e LAY DU

ARIE: 045 | B AL A8 R s R s e R AE Y
N B R4 - el v 45 A DL Ko A [R) R A A 0 241 g
o B B 7 (AR A TEE T (AR AT BRI
—RIRRE I BCRBD R R B A R T AR
GYRD S B« 4% A AR R i r AR08 B AG 1 SR
B EE AR BR A5 (100 %) JBPEL(92. 31 %) ik
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A5 =Xk CMVf PnVA #5442 4% 0L
T-CMV:CMV {244 31 T-PnVA: PnVA {244 4 F1; CMV+Pn-
VA:CMV #l PnVA &£ 454 SCMV.AUE CMV {74 ; S-Pn-
VA YA PnVA {244 ;CMV/PnVA:CMV 5 PnVA {7
Fig. 5 Mixture infection of CMV and PnVA on Panax

notoginseng

(85, 71 %) 445 (81. 48 %) . Hifk (78. 95 %),
BESE (71,43 o). BRAIER I BT =L ke vh 2446
TEp5 7% » BEBCRE IR A9 = -ERE AR F 46 R AR AIK.
A5 B W S, BE BOE IR 9 s i b, (SR I )
CMV HFESECH O, AR I 2 PaVA A ACEL
O RVEEARER Y 50 Vo s FEIRR SUEEAR M RE L 12, 506
AR AR ARG T 1) CMV T 5 A B i v 2446 ) 32
PnVAE 6). £ |-, PnVA 0] GE SR SURE IR A BELE
FER =LA R EEEORRE ), AT CMV A — 2 1Y
K FR. AR FE ATSURE DR AR HE AR A =B
UKL E] PnVA, AR E] CMV, i B PnVA
Al e B LA TR 9 =2 R R T
FEAREE D, AR SE 21 .

— T-CMV = S-CMV zzzz2  CMV+PnVA
100 == T-PnVA ==z S-PnVA ==  CMV/PnVA
NS = —

&
=

2 7

/

%

%

gl ik et g JFR A L

B6 RREBEFEKZ LW met ki
T-CMV:CMV {24 54415 T-PnVA: PaVA 25 S 1 CMV+PnVA: CMV #1 PaVA & 424 SCMV: AU CMV {2343 SPaVA. AU

PnVA {24%;CMV/PnVA:CMV & PnVA {24

Fig. 6 Virus detection rate of Panax notoginseng with different disease symptoms

45 s 901
s 3
& 351 - s 0]
18 30 5 601
# 251 =2 501
K204 2 401
£1s) 2 301
= 10] £ 20/
5 104
0 0]

RS U

> Q“Q <z°4 Q§ o & Q‘$ Q“Q

PP PR A\ & @\
& ¢ > O

A7 Wi RE = b REL AL
T-CMV:CMV {244 .1; T-PnVA : PnVA {24 81; CMV +Pn-
VA :CMV F1 PnVA & 4134 CMV/PnVA :CMV B PnVA {2t
Fig. 7 Occurrence of viruses on Panax notoginseng with
different seedling ages in field

3.3.5 WEARGH =L mELAEEL Xt
AN TR 1) =B BRI R A L T S R
K, —E = A = SR = CMY
RS 245 R 50 % .46. 15 % .55. 56 %. b — 1

BRI CMV K 20 A8 L I R 8, (H2 ik
W= =L B CMV B R s —44 =L A
REEME . PnVA 19 H 2%, CMV fil PnVA &
BRGNS AR T AR RE A — L i R A B
T E WM (& D). =44 = -EWkER PnVA K H
Foh 71 1%, b—4FE4 =1 PnVA KR 20%
LAy, AR SRR R IR R LR AR R & ik
88. 890, & I, B B O3 N, =& 1 A9 9% B
() K R 5 T

3.4 HEXFESHEY CP EBARERFINHT

3.4.1 ZkmAmiE CMV 5B 4565 CP A R4
FERFF) A5 A X4 HL o B A5 B CMV
CP SRR IR )P 9V AT — Btk t . B3 =&
FArEERI CMV CP 3128 S48/, 44 X
() CMV CP [—ZH 8 A F 99. 226 ~100% 2
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= i =6 ga F R R R AT R AR R S A5 AT %59 &

(6] (3% 3). RGEHALR B4 R os (B 8), 7 4
X CMV CP W jE T CMV W4 1 B0,
HEEREE 2N L P2 R EY
YNFY09, = pg Fe b 70 854 YNQB25, 5 K %% B 41
B CQRC76., DU 1| B 4324 SCLaZ37 JAELE 1

CP J¥¥) e 4 —3 N RGP ok B HoE% %
R, = HK A Y YNJS34 P01 SR &40 5
Yy SCLeZ54 WU 1| Sk 73 254 SCSH16 I R AL TE )
— AP S RS R G SR )1 AR F Ay
BN N S B .

I3 TR 3 KB =R IR B AL 9 5 B
F3 CMVHEH CP ERZEHRF T —BIEHLLRD)

Tab. 3 Identities comparison of nucleotide sequence of CP gene in CMV isolates (%)
DY) Tsolates  YNFY09 YNQB25 CQRC76 SCLaZ37 YNJS34 SCLeZ54 SCSH16 CMV SD CMV Fny CMV Xb CMV YN-B
YNFYO09 -
YNQB25 100 -
CQRC76 99. 8 99. 8 -
SCLaZ37 99.5 99.5 99. 4 -
YNJS34 99.5 99.5 99.7 99. 4 -
SCLeZ54 99.7 99.7 99.5 99.5 99. 8 -
SCSH16 99. 4 99. 4 99.2 99.2 99.5 99.7 -
CMV SD 94.7 94.7 94.5 94. 5 94. 8 95 94.7 -
CMV Fny 92.2 92.2 92.1 92.1 92.4 92. 6 92.2 94.1 -
CMV Xb 77.1 77.1 77.2 76. 6 76.9 76.7 76. 6 7.7 77. 4 -
CMV YN-B 76.7 76.7 76.9 76. 3 76.6 76. 4 76. 3 7.7 77.1 98. 3 -
— A e B rh x4 SCLaZ37 5 NCBI R IE #Y 25 B A1 ko
— A s B YNSL1210C8 5 KT388111) 78 1 44037
Lo PIERAR AR — BOPERR K 98 943 JUA 5 AN K fy
e AR S A A SR R
5 L — A scLezss 3B YNQBOS =/ Ji::[t El%\% Yy S‘KNQBZS,
. A scstils BRI =AMy 30 b SRGOR R dalr s I M|
cmvsD % SCLeZ50 P43 B4 SCSHIT 43 5
CMV Fay Yy, WRAEE 7 — /N3 B R 9).
— e | T
0.01 6 A YNFYO05

A8 CMV 5 &#hay CP IR B BRI 8 & it
HREFFTLEATH CMV 5 & 4
Fig. 8 Phylogenetic tree of CMV isolates based on CP
gene nucleotide sequence

3.4.2 ZXkymasmtt PnVA 5469 CP AR
FERAI) S AR A IRATX 2 M5 2515 3] 1Y
PnVA CP JF3l i —Erk o, 44 1 X 1) 43 15
VIR R T 51— B A T 94, 4%0~99. 7% Z 4]
(RO, RGEHFAR G RER, 7T A =LK
PnVA CP W5y B EZREL 3 Mo b Hf
R E Y CQRCT2 TR 14433 U1

I: A SCSHI1
9
58 A SCLeZ50

A YNIS36

PnVA

A CQRCT2

[ YNSLi210
9 | A SCLaz37

I— YNSLI212
I PnVB
100 YNJS09

—_—

0.01

B9 PnVA 5 &4 CP B 3851 09 & st
MR ERBREF PnVA 5 B4
Fig. 9 Phylogenetic tree of PnVA isolates based on CP
gene nucleotide sequence
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Tab. 4 Identities comparison of nucleotide sequence of CP gene in PnVA isolates (%)

B Tsolates  YNQB28  YNQJO5  SCSHI1  SCLeZ50  YNJS36  CQRC76 YNSLI210 SCLaZ37 YNSL1212 YNJS09

YNQB28 -
YNQJ05 99.7 -
SCSH11 99. 6 99.6 -
SCLeZ50 99.5 99.5 99.7 -
YNJS36 99.1 99.1 99.5 99.3 -
CQRC76 95.6 95. 4 95.3 95.2 95.3 -

YNSL1210 97.7 97.7 97.7 97.7 98.0 95. 1 -
SCLaZ37 97.1 97.1 97.1 97.1 97.5 94. 4 98.9 -

YNSL1212 72.5 72.5 72.4 72.5 72. 4 70. 8 72. 4 72.6 -
YNJS09 72.9 72.9 72.8 72.9 72.8 71.2 72.6 72.6 93.8 -
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