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Molecular Phylogenetic Study of the Barbel Steed (Hemibarbus labeo) in Seomjin River of Korea.
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Marine Technolohy, Chonnam National University, Yeosu 59626, Republic of Korea)

Abstract Barbel steed (Hemibarbus labeo) is a small freshwater fish species as semi-bottom dwellers
distributed in eastern Asia. We carried out characterization of the cytochrome c¢ oxidase subunit I (COI) gene
from the mitochondrial DNA of H. labeo in the Sumjin River to identify the phylogenetic location of H. labeo
in the genus Hemibarbus and Cyprinidae. Multiple alignment of the 577 bp COI sequence revealed high
sequence homology (99~100%) between Seomjin River H. labeo. The nucleotide sequence similarity between
H. labeo (HD1) and H. mylodon was 88.91% and that of H. longirostis was 88.81% among the three species
found in Korea. In addition, the nucleotide sequence similarities of H. maculatus, H. meditus, H. umbrifer and
H. barbus showed 98.97%,97.20%, 96.87% and 98.85%, respectively. Phylogenetic analysis on seven species
of the genus Hemibarbus showed that the H. labeo collected in this study formed two clades. One of which
consisted of Hadong, Imsil, Kangjin. The other one formed a step with HD2, HD8 and HD9 of Hadong and the
H. labeo reported in Busan, Asan and Seoul, Korea. Phylogenetic position of the H. labeo among Cyprinidae
showed 0.143 for the evolutionary distance from Zacco platypus and 0.006 for the H. maculatus. In addition,
the genetic position of the H. labeo among 28 species of Cyprinidae was found to be located in Group I,
including Gobioninae fishes. The results of this study will provide key genetic information for the taxonomic
comparison in Cyprinidae and study of model fish for pollution monitoring in freshwater environments.
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Z}(Cyprinidae)9] & F2]o}x} (Gobioninae)oll 43H= &
T olRE & A9 mof Aol ZAHQIL, f&o] At
gt F, 3h2] A Ao A2ttt (Lin et al., 2010). A A A2
07 16%0] H1Eo] Q= X4 Hemibarbus 0152 &
B3 EAL 1489 8L 7HAL D53 Y Yol oFFE
o= QA5 FA=Tn| HATER7|Z FH7F Y5t
I, AE Y S99 Wi EE AL EA-ol F 1 F
SotA] ghot FejA o] HA & EFoIth(Kim er
al.,2005; Ko et al., 2017). ], Futx} (H. longirostris), ©]
E A (H. mylodon) 5 +A|4 Hemibarbus 3%°] -84zt
oA AAlsta Itk (Kim and Park, 2007; Kim et al., 2009;
Froese and Pauly, 2014). F+2] 9] X & SHIE o] A=
FYEE M4, T TEE, U, 42 GARE HiE
o] Qlth(Zhang, 1954; Yen, 1985; Kim, 1997). o] & 3% &
of FX= A2 FAHAY A9 AvRE A
29 15, AXPol, 47 TWARE A5t i & =t
A BT 55 Yol& 3th(Kim and Park, 2002). 3
ToA = FAE FAHATLE NEstg=dl, dE 2ot
o Zrol o3t Ao AYito]| FFE et Hily
71%= St (Chen et al., 2019). 2] &) o]2|gt o*f ZA|
8 S2s] SIstol HUH R71A B 47 W] 7
83t A5 dt= ZH(liver)-HA ot WELO|E 2 (LEAP-
2)° tigt A7 FZo| o]F o] R Qlt}(Chen et al.,
2019). E3F, S=ol A F2 9 A" Aol Tt A+
OF FA& o] 7Y F TS AT NEZFHETH EA 24
of gt A& AFut B3 = ch(Bang et al., 2008; Lee et
al.,2012).
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A BAS 3% " olfY 34 719 (origin) g AR
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Toz 541 AN AURY 2o AN AT 2
th(yiola et al., 2018). A2, g+=AF = 2hu|<& (Zacco) o157
o] BAAE A= g, 42, =, Uivt 5 sokro &
Iz gtu|&oA At wEhn| &0 AlFFHEE f4
BAE g, IAAY Z2AY 9 £33 7|24l
T L5 %lth(Oh and Park, 2009). E3t dt=AF 2712 9
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T FRA ol AR BEALZ Bl Attt
(Kim and Song, 2011). 31 AYefA oA o]fgt A4
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o FHH EATC R F ER7F o7 Aol EAAE
JEE &goto] Bt Y3 BF7 A F2o] 7hHsdit
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ATt Qb ABtE O] AMAlEhe RA W FEEIHEA
of tigt A4e BuEPoU FX o T At b=
o] B=Z3lth(Gye, 2004; Shin ef al., 2010).
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2 Ao AgE A= 2018¥ 7€ Agdx: ¢
A (ImSil: IS, UN1, UKN2), 2% (SunChang: SC), %3
(GangJin: GJ), 35 (HaDong: HD) 5] A7} A oA
A (Sx5mm) H FF(TX7mm)E A3t 19v2E
sk (Fig. 1). AT olfe A A= U+
FAL do] 54 & Z22E AYF5te] —80°C Deep
freezer (Thermo Fisher Scientific)o]] &3} th 2] #d
o ZY oA 3" AME (Kim and Park, 2002)2 o] &3}
et

2. Genomic DNA Extraction

5] total genomic DNA &2 Bioneer?] AccuPrep
genomic DNA extraction kitS AME-3le] A FgEHE= Z2E
2ol ute} =33} t}. EP tubeo TL buffer 200 uLE ¥
3 2 Z]E Zot - A3}A homogenizedlal Proteinase
K 20 puL, RNase A 10 uLE g o] Tila 3} RNAE A7
3 Th 60°CAl A 1A Lysis B3-S A X3 GB buffer
o} Ethanol& W1 948e ¥ 45e Hstach WAl
I} WA2 bufferE %3} washing 42 A2 & EA buffer
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Fig. 1. Map of fish sampling sites in Korea.

Fig. 2. Barbel steed (Hemibarbus labeo) in this study.

Z Genomic DNAE elutiond}s] AF&A|7FA] —80°C
gz Ao BE@stqct. =59 DNAQ F (quality)
1.0% o722 (w/iv)AZ Y= (NanoDrop ND-2000
spectrophotometer) (Implen, Munich, Germany)2.2 5=
(quantity)E 13} tt.

3. &X| COl &+

HAlo| PCR 52 U 9719 ol

3] mEZE2 ol DNAYA COI $44 Z2Z& 9
3] Bioneer® Tag DNA polymerase—g AH&-5lo] PCR
(Polymerase chain reaction)s 33t SZ9 o]&
& Primer= FishForward1: TCAACCAACCACAAAGA

CATTGGCAC$} FishReversel: TAGACTTCTGGGTG
GCCAAAGAATCA (Ward et al., 2005)°]t}. 30 uL PCR
mixture®]= 20 pL BwE ultrapure water, 3.0 uL 10 X PCR
buffer, 1 uL of Z2+2] primer (20 mmol L™"), 1.5 uL dNTPs
(2.5 mmol L™" each), 0.5 pL Taq DNA polymerase (2.5
U |,LL_1, Bioneer, Korea), 121 3.0 pL genomic DNA
template (30 ng uL™") 5°] ZFEr}. PCR cycle 2AL
95°C 7T87F 7] HA & 95°CoA 30x WA, 53°Co|A]
40% primer A%, 72°ColA 187 T4 A4S 383 Ht

Eoto] SEstlon, e gr T HF A2 72°C
/\1 1027t o] Folfth PCRET= 1.5% o722 AS 0]
&% A7195S Tl AAEE gelstgih £ PCR
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Fig. 3. Multiple alignment of COI sequences in H. labeo of Seomjin River.

&5 Z3EE (PCR amplification products)< DNA
Gel Extraction Kit (Solgent, Daejon, Korea)E& & =7}
(gel slices)© 22 E HAST (purified), ABI3730x/ DNA
Analyzer Z3& (Macrogen, Korea) 2.2 A|ZAAI5I] F7]
AdS AHsHqth

4. HlO[E| BM

AN

A AT

A7 FAA AR 29 Col
NCBI GenBank HoJE[H|o] 20 1=

Jojate] o]7FE=9 A5 A ¥ (homologous sequences)a
v W3}t COI A|AA9] T3l E (multiple alignment)
HX4L2 CLUSTALW2 software (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/
Tools/msa/clustalw2/)S o] &3] o thujge
GeneDoc Program (version 2.6.001)2.2 UEtHT}. AF

284 EA (phylogenetic analysis)< Mega X software
(version 10.04)& A3} 1000 bootstrap 2 neighbor-
joining trees2 LEFR I 2] X3} A ] (pairwise genetic
distances)®= Maximum Composite Likelihood method&

24 gelshoit.

o o

B aTeldE @Fe) AuRAy 4ug 4 l o A4
3t A9 W EZSeol DNAS W2stn Col 43
A2 @RS, Folalol ool A i ool
3 olRSelA AT N9 2Bk ZAWA
2 Btk ANY AA LAY A A, TA B
<2 129c¢m, 10.7 cm, 33.3 g (Minimum 6.1 cm, 5.0 cm, 1.8
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Hemibarbus wumbrifer(APOI1414.1)
Hemibarbus mylodonfHQ536351.1)
He ” DQ345787.2)
Hemibarbus myle FJ197686.1)
Hemibarbus longiresis(DQ347952.2)
Hemibarbus KFa40234.])
Hemibarbus medius(KJS68177.1)
Hemibarbus umbrifer(AP011415.1)
Hemibarbus } (MFSD5661.1)
Hemibarbus maculatus(JNO0O3360.1)
Hemibarbus maculatus(KRS61930.1)
Hemibarbus maculatus{KR861925.1)
Hemibarbus maculatus(MFS05660.1)
Homibarbus labeof(JN673562.1)
Hemibarbus labeofKU042958.1)
Hemibarbus labeo HD2
Hemtbarbus labeo HDS
Hemtbarbus labeo(FJ197694.1)
Hemibarbus labeo(DQ347953.2)
Hemibarbus labeo(HQ536372.1)
57 Hemibarbus labeo HD9

53 Hemibarbus labeofHQ336370.1)

a7 Hemibarbus labeof MK560573.1)
J Hemibarbus labeo(MKS60574.1)
Hemibarbus labeof ME560572.1)
Hemibarbus labeo{HQ536370.1)
l— Hemibarbus labeo(KP0G4328.1)

B Hemibarbus labeo HDI10
had Hemibarbus labeo UNI
Hemibarbus labeo HD?
Hemibarbus labeo HDS
Hemibarbus labeo HDS

T ]

iL Hemitbarbus labeo HD4

|— Hemibarbus labeo HD3
Hemibarbus labeo HDI
Heomibarbus labeo GJ4
Hemibarbus labeo GJ3
Hemibarbus labeo GF2
Hemibarbus labeo SCI
Hemitbarbus labeo IS6
Hemibarbus labeo IS5
Hemibarbus labeo UEN2
Hemibarbus labeo IS4

= Hemibarbus barbus(LC095240.1)
63— Hemibarbus barbus(ABO70241.1)

Fig. 4. Phylogenetic tree of the COI sequences in 7 species of
Hemibarbus constructed by neighbor-joining analysis
(bootstrap value 1000). The numbers at the nodes are the
percentage bootstrap values.

g, Maximum 20.3 cm, 17.0 cm, 79.8 g) ©] it} (Fig. 2). ¥
Aol A AR A oA UIEJZ—EFJOP DNA W 577 bp
COI RS E23sto] F7I1MES o5l e 23 Fig.
33} o] Uelith 2 Aol HYE =49 COl Al?d
2= HAE 99~100% H71ME BF8S YeEtiH
2 ool wA Fdh SHAIT sk A9 9 370A| (HD2,
HDS8, HD9)¢t dA X 92 2704| (1S4, UND)|A 7| AE
7)%ol7h Uergte.

ol7t GenBankoll| SE% X< 7% (H. labeo, H.
longirostis, H. mylodon, H. maculatus, H. meditus, H.
umbrifer, H. barbus)®] COI A2 (Kim et al., 2009; Lin
et al.,2010; Li et al., 2012)9} 2 Ao A st H717
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Hemibarbus labeo (KPOG4328)
Hemibarbus labeo HD1 in the study
Hemibarbus labeo (HOS536370)
Hemibarbus barbus (LO098240)

L (MIF ]
Hemibarbus maculstus (KR861930)

i (KI413052)
Hemibarbus medius (KIB68177)
Hemibarbus medius (KFE40234)
(APO11415)

4 2)
Psa.m;gm esocinus (FJ‘I91’697)
is (KU314693)

76

is (HQ! )
Microphysogobio yaluensis (KRO75133)
s (AP011394)

Hemibarbus mylodon (HQ536381)
Hemibarbus mylodon (DQ345787)
Hemibarbus longirostris (DQ347952)
Tarigilabeo latius (KY290099)
Tarigilabeo latius (KY425575)

74 a ilus latius )
Crossocheilus latius (MG969531)
(KUE92342)

Barbomamus gonionotus (KUG32333)

A ¢
Barbomemus schwanefaldii (MK448176)

P Squalidus gracilis gracilis (AP011393)
= Squalidus gracilis gracilis (JND03351)
— i Squalidus japomicus (APO10776)
& _i o] z ( J]
—

Squalidus argentatus (MF123274)
z P (. )
8 Zacco platypus (MF123410)
Zacco platypus (APD12115)

&3 Zacco pachycephalus (HM224196)
j—IE Opsariichthys evolans (MGE50170)
G] Opsariichthys bidens (MF122593)
e
58
&7
o6

Oppsarii (MGBE50171)
Cyprinus carpio (APDOS04T)
Gyprinus carpio (MH202953)
Carassius aurafus (KJ874431)

Carassius aurafus suratus (JN105355)
Carassius gibelio (KUG68575)

Fig. 5. Phylogenetic tree of the COI sequences in 28 species of Cy-
prinidae constructed by neighbor-joining analysis (bootstrap
value 1000). The numbers at the nodes are the percentage
bootstrap values.

F2| COI A|ALE H|w3le] AF-F-A8H (phylogenetic)
o= RS} (Fig. 4) (Table 1). 2423}, Sejrteo]
AABH=e R34 3ZoA =32 (H. labeo: HD1)&}F o] &%
(H. mylodon)d] @71XE FAH] B2 88.91%, 2| (H.
labeo: HD1)&} F1l} (H. longirostis)®] |71 E A
A B2 88.81%°| T}, 3L, H. maculatus, H. meditus,
H. umbrifer, H. barbus+= ZtZr F+2]¢ke] F7|AE A5A4
0] 98.97%, 97.20%, 96.87%, 98.85% So.2 Lrehyt
o F2& 752 ATHATH R A 5719 ATEY
(clade tree)E P8ttt (Fig. 4). & AFolA &A% 4
A7+ (H. labeo)yg2 TN DAF (clade)= FA s}
=8 st e, 94, AR, &Y A FREET
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Table 1. List of 7 species in Hemibarbus.

Species Sequence ID Region Country
Hemibarbus labeo UKN2* MN267851
Hemibarbus labeo 1S4* MN267844
Hemibarbus labeo 1S5* MN267845 ImSil
Hemibarbus labeo 1S6* MN267846
Hemibarbus labeo UNI1* MN267852
Hemibarbus labeo SCI1* MN267847 SunChang
Hemibarbus labeo GJ2* MN267848
Hemibarbus labeo GJ3* MN267849 GanglJin
Hemibarbus labeo GJ4* MN267850
Hemibarbus labeo HDI* MN267834 Korea
Hemibarbus labeo HD2* MN267835
Hemibarbus labeo HD3* MN267836
Hemibarbus labeo HD4* MN267837
Hemibarbus labeo HD5* MN267838 HaDong
Hemibarbus labeo HD6* MN267839
Hemibarbus labeo HD7* MN267840
Hemibarbus labeo HD8* MN267841
Hemibarbus labeo HD9* MN267842
Hemibarbus labeo HD10* MN267843
Hemibarbus barbus LC098240.1 Japan
Hemibarbus barbus AB070241.1 Japan
Hemibarbus labeo JN673562.1 Taiwan
Hemibarbus labeo FJ197694.1 Busan Korea
Hemibarbus labeo KU942958.1 Taiwan
Hemibarbus labeo KP064328.1 China
Hemibarbus labeo DQ347953.2 ASan Korea
Hemibarbus labeo MK560572.1 AnDong Korea
Hemibarbus labeo MK560573.1 AnDong Korea
Hemibarbus labeo MK560574.1 AnDong Korea
Hemibarbus labeo HQ536370.1 Korea
Hemibarbus labeo HQ536372.1 Seoul Korea
Hemibarbus labeo HQ536379.1 Korea
Hemibarbus maculatus JN003360.1 USA
Hemibarbus maculatus KR861930.1 China
Hemibarbus maculatus KR861925.1 China
Hemibarbus maculatus MF805660.1 Rusia
Hemibarbus maculatus MF805661.1 Rusia
Hemibarbus medius KJ868177.1 China
Hemibarbus medius KF640234.1 Taiwan
Hemibarbus umbrifer APO11415.1 Japan
Hemibarbus longirostis DQ347952.2 Busan Korea
Hemibarbus mylodon FJ197686.1 Busan Korea
Hemibarbus mylodon APO11414.1 Japan
Hemibarbus mylodon DQ345787.2 Asan Korea
Hemibarbus mylodon Seoul Korea

*Samples used in this study

o|2ol2l WAF, the Shhe 5159 HD2, HDS,HDoS  th. Zeju} Hubaiel o BXE 47 ohE BAE 4 ste]
) Ak obk, N SAlA BuE RASH wASe MR AFFOR HAch AAgel AsE FAEL
2 Uehdath 1 9 oh5eld BnE RXER $F $X $X4 UL olR% ATRARHOR 2auA 9
7hEAEE RS ek e X X% SEE = A S 4R SAe dEhile AdER

=
P WAR, 2T H. barbus7|?) AFL BAHE FrolRe BAT S AT
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Qo] (Cyprinidae) W 28%F2] ©]F2] COI A|IAAE HE

gog 7-'" 5 7Z38+4 (phylogenetic) £4-& S #3219
AsHATH AAE sttt (Fig. 5). F 1t M3}
! %ﬂ%ﬂ]% w4317] 3 234 A 2= DNA 97]
A8 @7]1X& HAT=E Kimura 2-parameter distance model
= °o|&st A4bstth(Table 2). X7 2 (HDI)
&} "2 (Zacco platypus)@+e] AsHE A= 0.143, 8
ZY9E7) (Rhodeus ocellatus ocellatus)H= 0.145, =&
N (Squaliobarbus curriculus)®} 2] (Ctenopharyngodon
idellay= 0.153, 181 FX<& o] R H. maculatus}t A
34 A== 0.006°]th(Table 2). F2]7F 23 =+
Aot} (Gobioninae) Wl A& A543 A2l= 0.006 (H.
maculatus)~0.152 (Rhinogobio cylindricus)=2 7V 717+
FABARY fHHer W FARATA FWA ek
T} (Table 2). A543 (phylogenetic) 42 o1} 28
9| 23t AWBATE 2A 4 AFLE UH oS Ho
ZF2dth. 1E 1 (Blue color on Fig. 5)& ¥ & Z3sl= &

BLz]o}} (Gobioninae) O] FEZE FA L, 1F 2 (Green
color on Fig. 5)= Labeoninae |72 JA4HL, 15 3
(Orange color on Fig. 5)+= 9 ¢{o}3} (Cyprininae) ol F5
2 PA=EH, IF 4 (Yellow color on Fig. 5= T gtu]ot
3} (Danioninae) o] {72 o]F oA it} B R X otz A
FolA B4R A AW o) RA% o5l 3
o] @A S-S o|F 1 EutR} (Microphysogobio yaluensis)
o} wj7LARE) (M. longidorsalis)E E33I= oFE51 FX4]
E 2] (H. mylodon)®}+ ZtA}L(H. longirostis) S X3
S Shbe] wAEe] Liehtet SR mejR Aot v
of 274 (Squalidus) O B-5E ATA AFRNA ThE
248 dAFeE UEgth(Fig. 5). 2 ¢ H2ku] (Zacco
platypus)s Z33t+= ¥l 2tu|ota} (Danioninae) ©17F59]
gE 29 dASE o|FL o] (Cyprinus carpio)ys
Zdste Jolotdt ofFEol sthe dAES YErdTh
Labeoninae®] 43}= Crossocheilus latius®} Tarigilabeo
latius 91572} Jolotzt W Barbonymus gonionotus<}
Barbonymus schwanefeldii 91352 ASFAgH o2
2 82 tehn golols} ol BT Belso] g
Bjotste] e SABAS LR (Fig. 5 and Table
2). olget AWEL HAT} £A19 X (H. labeo)=°] A
oAt o2 R=X<4& Y H. maculatus & 7V 717+
iz} o ABGHFHOE 1F 19 GrolREH A5
A 2ABA} Y $0H AAE HolT ek,

1

Aolah A0 ASFHEA Aol A Aok o
22 e BRE ohye EA54 M o B 72E
Agoz oS elojtt offAd BE U Beo|

e 2y gL
7HA7E Qe "ol dolE E6t Y d4e SR
SHA ¢tk Lu(2015)= $= 5874 w219 FAF A4
ZFo] A 2070¢] t-& A (polymorphic) microsatellites ] af
7.]E w25t ot ARE 129 $44 HES ¢
&3 713 S AT ol i =29 A
fi.”—*.o] AXE gotstr]= FETh 2 dFolAe
2 Joj f F29 AFHFATE AWHAE
Z El"} DNAZ9| COI /\lﬁé—% v 5to] 2A st
COI A= A2 thE BEHQ 971449 E"‘LO]% 7}
A3 2101 Hr5Ee 3 :Loﬂ olgEH £ FRE 9T
DNA barcoding A7-ol= g2 $8= 3 Qc}(April et al.,
2011). ol i F BEsFE B} olfi
4 2% oo REa}e] o5 Fof et ABHHEA @
72 9 IR AR} choke §HH BAo] 1
ERn=

Y HASE A% R F ol
Al 2593 =2 sHsto] mi$- wizdsto] Al G
= BEFY7|FolH (Ko et al., 2017). BEHY71F9
3} BeE YA By F GAY YR BHE
s W 94y e 7L 2Y GRS Ssor
o} (Lee et al., 2008). AFLP (Amplified fragment length
polymorphism)& ©|-&3F 537, @at7, A% 4 o
229 9 ToFA BHL Ao 7k HF SAEsb
09752 tAo] won Z} sho REsh= X7t
At AelS B gt (Lee ef al., 2008). & ASSH
s ATOINE oBHZL $A% ol rAue} ol
A% BASE Bage (g5 ATHARALL
A7} o WAro] sholE Qi) nEZEgjo} DNAZ o]
8% BARAolE 0 A% o|RES ABHAT 2
4o T AR wAS b 17 oo o
T BASIEE ATToR SRatonA £ 2

Fej wole e Ay
Aol tobrt & A7t

[e)
=
Aot oliel B4 84 9 S S8

O

o
o
A]

e ofm =‘-’i~
o Iﬂ B

Of

A A4

53:

e ‘”‘°

oft N nZ ma

ol
5

X
0]

AR7Z; Al AA8tE FX]| (Hemibarbus labeo)2] 1]
EZ=g o} DNAJA cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I
(COI) §AAE W3l +X<4 Hemibarbus 2 ool
(Cyprinidae)  AlSHAEHQ X E Felst= A+



JEFEE 577 bp COI A A20] thEuig 2
I AR FHEY w2 Q7IAE AEES 2
(99~100%). S Uetoll A A EH= FA& 3FA +
| (H. labeo: HD1)&} o1& (H. mylodon)®] H7|XE &+
AL 88.91%, FutA} (H. longirostis)2F+= 88.81%°] %}
. ®3}, H. maculatus, H. meditus, H. umbrifer, H. barbus
L 27t wAske] 9r1NY Rl 98.97%, 97.20%,
96.87%, 98.85% SO 2 UElYth F=2& 7£9 AESA
A BEAA AL T2 (H. labeo)yEE F712 94
& (clade)e F/dst=tl stute ohs, 94, 24X, &3
AR FAEET o]Folxl dAE, thE stte 59
HD2, HDS, HD9%} =W F4, obih, A& FollA A =
1H FAEY GAFS AT doi o A4
X (HD1)Y] AEX3HE $X+= F 2] (Zacco platypus)
= ASHA A7} 0.143, X4 H. maculatus2H= 0.006
© 2 vehgth £33 YJojit 28F Wi AlsHAEHA A=
L@ R 2] ob 3t (Gobioninae) o FE°] Z¥H 1F I A%
B A A Sk ARl 2ok R
S oJolst f olRe] ATHHIA vns 27
oA B gawa BUHYS 98 BUoRy 93
Aol Fag 44 FuE AT Roldt
RMEZIOIE AYA: Fe4, e ol & w9,
B4 97 & 0|2, ARAF: o2 & ¥, AR
e el & )9, 0T 2O 919, g
Q4 olghS, B¢, 93 B % A% A, ol
2 |9, R Feld, 7] R Held BE A
A} I, &0 IFES AES

A wA:

rlr
r+r

0 Hu
L
i
)
2
oft
L
_C|>L
2
N

O|sHEA| °] =&oll= olsiBA T=2 A7 &
HH| o] =72 F=dFATE FHATAAY ALS
dho} =305 Q19 [NRF-2018-R1A6A1A-03024314].
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