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FEE:  MBOR RS R R E MR PO SR B 0N E AT e ARNERE., A
T B IR AR HUMEEEIR ViTAFS A58 A86 550, FIFH F5 1 W4 15 3% BH 98 28 f& 3 ( Penta-primer amplification refrac-
tory mutation system, PARMS) & 43 FHric, AU TERA 25510 164 {35 S 3CREXT - & 1953 Fhric iy m]

SEVESATRIRANTAY . GERFWT, VITAFS-1517 53 FHRICTE 7 A 03 T hric i G 1 58 a5 i, B 43 2Ll AA AC,
CC, AT LA X 43 5 DR Bl 55 )7 910 119 SNP 22 5, AR 91E Ik B35 0 1 7 0 85 2R 1200 10 % e 5 B O 0 8 580 % Oy
75.00% BT EHI I PERCE N 93. 42% , ViTAFS-1517 53 FHRiC WU B8 U5 PR H 40 25 R RS 1 L 9] 0 g S A
TR PR A, H SR D B L 511440 100% , BERHASBIETE T & 89 73 F-hm i i T T4k EL BT BER 73T hric fii B & A
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Development of molecular markers of mung bean leaf spot disease resist-
ance gene VrTAF5 based on PARMS technology

LI Ling-hui'*>, WU Ran-ran’, CHEN Jing-bin>, CUI Xiao-yan®, YUAN Xing-xing”, ZHU Yue-lin',
CHEN Xin®

(1.College of Horticulture, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China; 2.Institute of Industrial Crops, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sci-
ences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract: Cercospora leaf spot (CLS) disease is the main fungal disease in mung bean production. Using resistant va-
rieties is the most economical, safest and effective way to control CLS disease. For selection of disease-resistant resources,
molecular markers were developed based on the mutation sites of the resistance gene VrTAF5 by penta-primer amplification re-
fractory mutation system (PARMS) technology. In addition, 164 mung bean resources with different disease resistance were

used to test and evaluate the reliability of the developed molecular markers. The results showed that the detection rate of Vr-

RS B 87 :2020-03-25 TAF5-1517 was the highest among the seven molecular

HEEWE . BHFEE M &R H (2019YFD1001301.,2019YFD100- markers, and the genotypes were AA, AC and CC.
1300) ; EX &A=\ H AR KR AW BIE 5286 B 7 K Moreover, SNP differences in gene base sequences could be
FEREA 500 H (CARS-08-G15) 5 VLSRRIV 287 Ml A A effectively distonguished. According to the evaluation of leaf
ARHARFT I [IATS (2019) 3909 ] sTEARFEMASL 01 resistance, the selection efficiency of ViTAFS-1517 for
B TR B H

EEB AR (1995-) 55, IR 8L BF A, NF )
S FERIIIT, (E-mail)2582355776@ qq.com

SEIRAEE A4S, (F-mail) ylzhu@ njau.edu.cn; B 37, (B-mail) ex in resistant resources and susceptoble genotypes detected in
@ jaas.ac.cn highly susceptible and susceptible resources by VrTAFS5-

resistant and susceptible accessions was 75% and 93.42%,

respectively. The proportions of resistant genotypes detected
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1517 were 100% , suggestingt that the molecular markers developed in this study could be used in molecular marker-assisted

breeding for resistance to CLS disease of mung bean.

Key words;

ISR S g 2 A 7 B R R
L TR A A% K JB A 1 ( Cercosporacanescens ElL. et-
Martin) , R EAE ARG I, DAIFAEZS S0 3 7
AIREO R RIS G W B RN i
o B TE e il e SRR BE T A S AR AR R i B ™ B
7= A R S e T 50%

I BERS B R B8 5 A BB e 1 & A
BT B R 805 52 BB B o PR i 1 24
Hartman %5 X114 00053 &% 595 IR PR A7 900 1 %5 5
RN BB BEG RIS AL 4% 2R 1R Bk R 2R R0
XF 200 1 52 B IR HEA T H ] P 25 28, R BLTPE
IR 6% 7' T4 B BERG B0 I 4 5
BRI 9% 7, FH ] S 5E 16 by 32 3 PREE (1 520 PR IR AR AL
TRIYGE TR A e (200 PRI

PUPHESE A ) K 4 2 FARie i T A B it 1 Biie
WA o R T A3 R T M e 2 UM A i BRI
rhgl F¥ & InDel FRict, Xt 9 U5 -5 80 B8 U5 1Y) 1E
PEACR AN 88. 2% F1 100. 0% 545 M- BEHR
PUvE 3 A i 58, Chankaew 25 ) FH $0 9% & F
V4718 5B AP KPS1 2258, 721519 F, 5 BC, F,
AP R BT 1A FE A QTL——4CLS, 7] LAf# B
65.5%~80. 5% [ HTH R RS 5710 FEA S5 % 1Y
A TAE , Yundaeng %538 1 F, #EK S BCF, BEA
Pz QTL WG E M B4k v 6 S YLtk I f ik 5L A
VrTAFS[ %ty TATA 455 & FAHC A T 5 ( TAFS) |
FERSLA ID 25 LOC106765332 ] , 2 %% skt Ify Al
1D ( Transcription initiation factor 11D, TFIID) I Spt-
Ada-GenS BB (SAGA) H AWML | 58
YU RAS VAT18 5 YR A KPS /Y ViTAFS 2
PRSP 51 EE RS i B, 3 9 07 4 B LA Ab S5 XA
17 A HAEAF IR A . G| 1 22 P2 A%
& % ( Penta-primer amplification refractory mutation
system , PARMS) & —Fj 7 # SNP 43 BIE AR | J& T4
=MRaFhrict B e SRR |
SE P B, I AR Ok AR AR A R BE S U B )T 2
J:H[IZ-B: .

FIHI, B PARMS B B H] T &% G40 M 5 7%
PRI E R 3 F PR i FF A i R WA IE . AWEoE B

mung bean; Cercospora leaf spot disease; VrTAF5 gene; SNP molecular marker; PARMS technology

T5ENI A VAT18 F1 KPS1 7E ViTAFS JEPR A1 i 7
7 AR IR R 22 5, R PARMS £ ARH K 5
FARIL, IR 164 £y 2k SR T IRIEA THTEAG I, L
1R S AT BE o F br ic i B B AR AR

IR i

1.1 iRIe w4

MRS G [ Vigna radiata (L.) Wilezek | 9% 53t
164 17, 2k AVTLHA LBl = B 2 G EI o ir , L
o V4718 5 KPS1 43 5l A4t v %o RE I X BRL
TP T AR IR R A TR R VLA AR Bk~ Be 28 BF AR
YIS T A7
1.2 EMAERBETNRE

FERD T 2020 4F 6 H 2 10 A7EIT IR E R Rl
B R AR AR AT, R F B 2 S R
Sk SRR, RS AR 36 h, Z 5 TR 25 °C |
M EE 60% MGt IE 8 A4 e 15 d JRgeit &
T, B SREER 3 IRER A ERE 6 B, Pk
PN B XIR 2L 2 1 ik L e o Gk i
9.0 G0 EIOIREE; 1 90 R EAUA /N SRR
BE 95 BE AR 7 i BN 2% 53 R BE EL AR 1.0~
2.0 mm, JOHRERZE ] 9 BiE 1 AR o I THT FH2% ~ 25% 5
5P IRHEE K, HAE2.1~5.0 mm, £ BB 5218, G
BETAAR & TR AH26% ~ 50% 37 9% S BE 42 5.1 mm
PUE e B AR S RS 1% ~ 75% 39 9% i BEAH %
AR 8 BRE T ARy i AR 76% L b R E VR, R
P 18 FE R 7 HUR ARG S PT(HR) TG 8 5k0 ~
2.0;50 (R) R TEHE£82.1~20. 05 HHHL(MR) il
F5%020.1~40. 05 H B (MS) ;75 1% $5 $040.1 ~ 60. 0;
TR (S) 5T 5 %060.1~80. 0; 1= & (HS) ;g T 35
#780.1~100. 0,

WG EE = X (B PR MRBOGZIR ) / (T A
SRR R AR E ) X100
1.3 %= DNA HJIREX

KA R Y CTAB WA HL 164 13 4 5 B2 IR 1Y
DNA, FJH KATAO U 43 6O BE 11K I DNA ¥
JE R G, DNA F-20 CHAAF& .
1.4 PARMS 3|¥igit 5 kM

FIH Primer 5.0 B4R PE 7 > SNP A g5, ) 3
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R A5 BT PARMS 514, 2R ] i i 4 SNP A&l
FH GeneMatrix FEATHE AN, IR E R, PCR X
WARZ K 10.00 wl:5.00 wl 2x PARMSmaster mix,
Allele X primer (10 pmol/L) 5 Allele Y primer ( 10
pwmol/L) 4% 0.15 pl, 0.40 wl Common primer ( 10
pmol/L) , 1.00 pl Bz DNA (50 ng/pl),3.30 wl
ddH,0, PCR JZ W ¥ #2794 C HPLTE 15 min,
94 CAEME 20 5,57 ~65 CIB K HZES 1 min, 10
;94 CAEME 20 5,57 CIBJHFESH 1 min,30 PE
¥, flif] TECAN infinite M1000 B ARSI 5

5, FE 8K F Snpdecoder ( http://www. snpway. com/
Sﬂpdecoder/ ) PR A SOLAR 5, 15 206 M LAY
Sy R IR E AN ] it PR AL 4G
1.5 PARMS #Ri2HY3EIE

BEPE 4 YL IR REXT PARMS 43 B 45 SR 47 0
FFHAIE, PCR 97 3514& 224 50 wl:25 wl 2xPhanta Max
Buffer, 1 wl dNTP Mix ,1E JZIA1514745 2 wl, 1 pl
LM DNA , 1 wl Phanta Max Super-Fidelity DNA Pol-

#& 1 PARMS x5 #F5!
Table 1 The primer sequences of PARMS markers

ymerase , 18 pl ddH,0, N FE/F:95 C MiAEH: 3
min,95 CA8ME 15 5,56 ~60 CiB K 15 5,72 °C fEAif
45 5,72 CALEM 5 min,35 NMEH, 18P e
[, 26 2 A T A4 TR A PR 7 R a &R 5
(P 5| Z RS 3CHk[10]) .
1.6 HIFEHH

K Excel 2019 #4780 4017 5 il R AE KL, R
H SPSS 22.0 #4784 815 7 2250 Fr, Chromas2
g H RO ] BioXM 2.6 HEAT IR S BEE S X,

2 ZER 550

2.1 VrTAF5 FiRiEFE

I U X B V4718 FEOR X IR KPS1 V-
TAFS SEPRBEIEFS) X, X153 7 4> SNP Rz {3
FPHit T 7 4 PARMS 519 (3R 1) . A5
2 A ARFZOCE S A LR T 51,1 48
FHRIE 519, o xd iR V4718 580 % I KPS1 1
AR 7 AR B X A R IR T A )

514

JFHI(5—3")

ViTAF5-1517

F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTGTTCTGCTAGATACCACGATGGA

F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTTTCTGCTAGATACCACGATGGC

R:GACCTATATGCCCATGATCTCAG

ViTAF5-1739

F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTAATTACTGCGTGTGCTTTATCCA

F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTATTACTGCGTGTGCTTTATCCG

R:CCACAAGATCCATGAAGCAATG

ViTAF5-4932

ViTAF5-9548

ViTAF5-9884

VrTAF5-10010

VrTAF5-10228

F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTCGCATTTTAATAACAGATGTACCTTAC
F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTCGCATTTTAATAACAGATGTACCTTAG
R:GAAGGCGAAGGCAAAGAGG
F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTAGACAAAATCATACTTCTATGACCAATA
F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTGACAAAATCATACTTCTATGACCAATG
R:AACTACATTGCTACTGGCTCCAG
F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTCTTGGAACCTTTATACCCGTAGTC
F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTCTTGGAACCTTTATACCCGTAGTT
R:GATCTGCTGATTGCACCGTC
F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTTTTAATGATCTGAGTCTGTTAGCATTT
F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTTTTAATGATCTGAGTCTGTTAGCATTC
R:TCTTTAGGAATTTTCTTTTCTAATGG
F1:GAAGGTGACCAAGTTCATGCTGCCACTTCAAAATTTGTTGACATAC
F2:GAAGGTCGGAGTCAACGGATTGCCACTTCAAAATTTGTTGACATAT
R:CAGTTTTCTCGCAGGAATCTTC
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2.2 VrTAF5 S FHricRiE A

YIS b e B I T SRR R T A Y
FRieXf 164 1y &k &2 G YR AT 55 4 4 B0 I3 ok i
FERIEH TS, 3R 2 5 R bR T %
JEH 7 A0 FRRIC I REA X 43 X i ) SNP 25 5%
VITAF5-1517 5383253 10 oy & 52 %8 U6 Ry s 5 A
B2 {5 R 2 A FE DY 152 53 b JEo 3k [ AL Vi
TAF5-10228 43 RIZE 5. 10 4y &3¢ 59 R M Pk FE I
B R 2 A BB 153 53 b 8o 3k [ Y V-
TAF5-9884 43 TUZ5 5 152 3 B0 2L R Y 1 )y o &
FERAL 11 PR FE AL ViTAF5-9548 5 ViTAF5-

R2 TN DFHRCHSBER

Table 2 The genotyping results of seven molecular markers

10010 W53 BIZE 5L 11 Oy TR SR B 151 4y Ay Je%
WAL 2 iy FE AL, T 7E ViTAF5-1739
ViTAF5-4932 5y BUZS erp | HRHUMEX IR V4718 i
7 5 A BN [R] g R DR o3 8 25 B PTG A, X
PR IC A 23 TR A, [RIEHR 10 3 2 bR
P B IE ViTAFS-1517 43 T AR 10 19 45 53 PE B e
PR B4 3y ABRIN 35 UEFR 47 6 443 Fhmic, il 45
WG ARIGERE LW A UL 7 43 FFRic 51
ZERAEE . L) ViTAF5-1517 1 ViTAF5-10228 4y
B R, 35 PR 43 750 J] 4550 4 o e 0 e 1 AL €]
1,

e i

ViTAF5-1517 ViTAF5-1739 ViTAF5-4932 ViTAF5-9548 VrTAF5-9884 ViTAF5-10010 VrTAF5-10228

B i D R DR UR B (A AT RS 1Y ) 10(CC) 1(GG) 1(CC) 11(CC) 11(AA) 11(GG) 10( AA)
Fetr H AL PR (IR ) 2(AC) 0 0 2 (TC) 1(GA) 2(AG) 1(GA)
TR 2 R B R VR B (AT R 2SI ) 152(AA)  163(AA) 163(GG) 151(TT) 152(GG) 151(AA) 153(GG)
it 164 164 164 164 164 164 164

3.0 . .

A B Va8 Map|1517 AL156 Map|1517
o 2.5+ \ ) A, ,
o ﬁc L) /'\\ l f\ N N : ) / VN l f\ v A A
o f\ \ [\ [ f \ [\ I\ ‘I / \ {1\ [\ ['v
Dl'D 2.0F \ / \ \ # \ /" “u, ;‘ \ I\ '\ / 'v‘ //“\ ;‘ \ \ [\ [ “u' / \ / \ j \
£ ACo AVATATRATAVAVA'R'ATAVA AVAVATRVAVAVA'RTATAVA
?Iil's_ G ATGGCTATGG GATGGCTATGG
S \ A fA I
\ N . \ '\

5o10f AA [\ A /\ N\ NA AL A \ [\ A
e . N AVAVA AVAVALIA \ ) AVAVA

05 ZH o ) . . ‘ AVAA'RATAVAAA'ATATA /AVAATRYAVEA'RAAVS

0 0.5 1.0 L.5 2.0 2.5 G ATGGATATGG GATGGATATG G

FAMZE NGS5 505 KPS V1197
_ Map-10228 Map-10228

20 D s o AL156 ap|
i
% 1.5 l l
gr
ER T G T T b by T G T T G T T HE T G T
# 101 .
5
m 05@':_| 1 1 1 ] ;. A A ) i ' i

: 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 T G T T G T T G T T G TT G T T G T

FAMZPEGAE 5505 KPS1 V1197

A ViTAF5-1517 53 B045 0 . B ViTAF5-1517 WF 4559 ; C . ViTAF5-10228 4345 5L D ViTAF5-10228 F 45 5 . BINEA S TR L hE T

Bl 1 ViTAF5-1517 5 VrTAF5-10228 5 FAREH B S EHA N4 R
Fig.1 Typing and partial sequencing results of VrTAF5-1517 and VrTAF5-10228 markers

2.3 VrTAF5 5 FErigiEH

g 7 A FhRic R B S5 R S hoie S e 45
SRR, B VITAFS-1517 4y Fhmic e tE, vl LIE K

BRI IR AL 7> TARie. VITAFS-10228 3 ¥

FRICURZ , TIVER ViTAFS-1517 43 FARCh e, Bk
LRI 3 Fs, VITAF5-1517 S0 R SRR
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K 75. 00% , XIS A B EE PR 93. 42% , 8 3k
PRI SRR I R L (22 S BUim ) FE TR 8 25 A AE
BEEF(F=37.928,P<0.01) . MARIHTHEREA Y5
AR U b S R o 2 R R A EL 3]
4354 100. 00% (37. 50% , fei g JEefi | HhEReg & 9E U
#3 FTMEAFEESESHETH

TG L R HRY EE 451 43 531 4 100. 00%  100. 009% ,94. 64%
ViTAF5-10228 XHUHATBHEBERCR N 72. 73% , % Ik
MBS BERCE K 92.81%, L) ViTAF5-1517 il Vi-
TAF5-10228 53—FHric i, B AT TRERS HERH X 4% T HUis
FEHR) 5 2R (HS) #3118 2) o

Table 3 Genotyping and resistance evaluation of mung bean germplasm resources

ViTAF5-1517 R 4351

VITAF5-10228 34435

EijR e it
AA AC cc GG GA AA
EiIR ] 0 0 3 0 0 3 3
Rk 10 2 4 11 1 4 16
g 53 0 3 53 0 3 56
T 66 0 0 66 0 0 66
fr R 23 0 0 23 0 0 23
Bt 152 2 10 153 1 10 164
30r 5 30r g
ORFACC; WEKETAA OEFAAA; B EKEGG
20 20
i i
E=y By
10+ 10+
0 0

T

TOREL

P 9 Jek
HURELR

B2 FIA VITAF5-1517(A) 5 ViTAF5-10228 (B) & FHR 2B M AR S B FEHR (R) ISR (HS) ZREMHIHESH
Fig.2 The distribution of different allelic variants detected by VrTAF5-1517 and VrTAF5-10228 markers in resistant ( R) and highly-sus-

ceptible ( HS) mung bean materials

FEAST I = AT TAET, Yundaeng 55 & HL7E
ELIREAR (F,BEK S BC,F, BEK) N ViTAFS _InDel
FRiC (F: 5'-CTCATGAAACCTGGAGAACT-3', R: 5'-
CCCAGTGTACTCAGTTTGACTT-3") 5 i BEsps 4 P 52
SERENY AEARFEE H A R R R R 48 )4
IR, M ViTAFS_InDel FRiCHEAT 46, 45 51 i
78 ViTAF5_InDel 53 ¥ ¥R 5 ViTAF5-1517 \VrTAFS-
10228 sy s Bl 4 R e & — (K 4 B 3),
E—2 AR T BT E & B 43 F A ic I MERR I

3 9 e

2R BB Y 3 B RN R R B AR KR
FOpE P R IR B 25 ~30 ¢ [RIEFE T
AR IR AT R AR FE R R ik R Y
Yy B GERE A W] LIS & RO . BRI e N T4

VT, 1R JC TR A 28 X6 i 1) 328 B 3 st 1, AR
FURE T R AN [ 2 v BT R Y 3R R A 2 R A i R
YE R 22 8 TR e S IR ik

O3 FARICHEARAAE I R 5 77 TR 4 B A
FH I RT LAV g 4 R R A 1 B TS gl
ISR /NG B E R QTL B JEAE EIF & ) AX-
1ARIC, bR T 5 7% fe A 3 R 76 7 o il ) op o e
819 s JA ik 45 FF St KRG B R I 2 R Pigm
o FARiC %5 FARC o 9 1 G340 56 N AL A4
RERIBABU , 47 13 80 R R R G 36 1 3%
Bk, UK R 14 SSR AR il
Satt309 , 5P R G B HR I ERER rhgl B
SUER 1IN T3 i B VR TR I 71 TS % S S Sy RN
72.5%' %, PARMS AR Jy #r &L i) SNP 4 7Y 4
AR M E RIS NEE S KRR S

it
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Table 4 Comparison of typing results and electrophoresis results of 48 mung bean accessions

g SRR IIREER a SYRIZESR L HIKS iy GEREAR SRR RIS Rk
1 K565 cc AA band 2 25 BrE L13015 AA GG band 1
2 AL156 cC AA band 2 26 V2272AG cC AA band 2
3 JP240386 cC AA band 2 27 KPS1 AA GG band 1
4 V4718 cC AA band 2 28 B69 AA GG band 1
5 L67-1 AA GG band 1 29 2172 AA GG band 1
6 ALG8 AA GG band 1 30 V2066BG AA GG band 1
7 AL8I AA GG band 1 31 P24029 AA GG band 1
8 =45 AA GG band 1 32 V1948AG AA GG band 1
9 =55 AA GG band 1 33 ALO09 AA GG band 1
10 PSiFEdA AA GG band 1 34 AL028 AA GG band 1
11 KPS2 AA GG band 1 35 AL152 %1 AA GG band 1
12 JP78938 AA GG band 1 36 L158 AA GG band 1
13 V1586BG AA GG band 1 37 ALO90 * 1 AA GG band 1
14 ik 8 5 AA GG band 1 38 AL152 %2 AA GG band 1
15 B49 AA GG band 1 39 AL160 AA GG band 1
16 JP202271 AA GG band 1 40 AL154 AA GG band 1
17 V2709BG AA GG band 1 4 AL158 # 1 AA GG band 1
18 JP229130 AA GG band 1 4 180018 AA GG band 1
19 JP240384 AA GG band 1 43 JP240342 AA GG band 1
20 rhig 11 5 AA GG band 1 44 V2007BG AA GG band 1
21 Ak 918 AA GG band 1 45 JPossil AA GG band 1
2 JP229193 AA GG band 1 46 V3726BG cC AA band 2
23 V1188 AA GG band 1 47 VI476AG AA GG band 1
24 V22T8AG AA GG band 1 48 V4908AB AA GG band 1

Y RAEESE a 48 VITAF5-1517 53 THRC /- BIGAE S RIZE 0L b 48 ViTAF5-10228 73 ThRic /- B0 Uk 4 2R UL

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

2000 bp

1000 b
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp 254 bp €band 1;

230 bp (band 2

100 bp

M 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48

2000 bp
lOOOb
0 b
500bp

250 bp 254 bp €band 1;

230 bp (band 2

100 bp

M 7R Marker, 1-24 15 25-48 7} S/ REA SR L BTIR , BARGR T BTIRAFRILE 4,
B3 48 HERERIRA ViTAFS_InDel 5 FHrig il &
Fig.3 The electrophoretic band patterns detected by the VrTAF5_InDel marker in 48 mung bean accessions
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FEHh TR S N LB R W o A s, HLgk
T BERT T L R T 5 M B AR, AEAR KRR R
il THraR G BRI R AR E . AR IT A
VITAF5-1517 53 Fhricoh &k 5 BEe 501 A0 5C 1 =
WAL FARIC , WA R AR B RN 28 % LA 13440
T nThmic, 7E3CbRn b, v LLA A Z bRl
JE i A R AR L PG B P M 4 T e
R BB B GEUR , R AT Ak A e e S ) AR
o ([HA3E R VrTAFS-1517 43 B 45 5 152 {4
JE FE R R e G AP TR IR, A 10 (e B R ER
PP BEG , 1SR T 4k B P E LG Al H
5% MTREAATE A YOS . UL, 7R R SemfaE T
VAT 1 — 2 F R R 4k HL P B A HA LA
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