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Genetic diversity and genetic structure of a rare and endangered
species Semiliquidambar cathayensis Hung T. Chang

Ye Xing-Zhuang', Wen Guo-Wei', Zhang Ming-Zhu', Liu Yi-Peng', Fan Hui-Hua®,
Zhang Guo-Fang', Chen Shi-Pin", Liu Bao'*

(1. College of Forestry, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China;
2. Fujian Research Institute of Forestry, Fuzhou 350012, China)

Abstract. Genetic diversity and genetic structure of Semiliquidambar cathayensis Hung T.
Chang were analyzed using 15 EST-SSR primers. Results revealed that its genetic diversity
was high (H, = 0.816), and that genetic variation mainly existed within populations
(76.63%) , although the genetic differentiation coefficient among different regions was slightly
high (F,= 0.176). The 17 populations could be divided into seven gene banks. We found that
the genetic background was complex and the gene heterozygosity was high. However, the
genetic structure of the populations were unstable, and four populations (40%) experienced
bottleneck events. We showed that S. cathayensis maintained relatively rich genetic variation
and had high evolutionary potential. Habitat fragmentation and its endangerment caused by
breeding system and human disturbance might be the main causes for the formation of the
current geographical distribution pattern and population genetic structure.
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P Ry b Ak A=A ek 9 YV 1 S AT (3R )
B, A Z AT, oA R A
P ZREPE R X 22— SR B B A 7 AR
fe AN R AR AR R R 7 i B AR A ) A A
B B AR A e AS Ry, & B E ARG A
Py'® WfERE Y R TR B A ORI
BN, ORI AL AR A PR R SR A R, O
7 S SR K 4 55 5 2 4 fkg XU, R 20
F= 5 BB AL AR S P X AN W AR AL A5 11 it A i
filh, WEGEWIAEAE ) )5t A 2 FE Ik Bt A 25 46 % 1 il
FE DRI IS B OCH B

LW ff ( Semiliquidambar cathayensis Hung
T. Chang) (2n = 32) KR BEA W7 JE 2 7 1 i
KIeAR, AUFFIRIE KT LARE )5 SRR AR £ R
TRASHAAT AR i R A B8 4 1 BR8]
A DXBRZE ) TERBERUSL/N ) R0 SR A )
Wi, BLCWIIG K4, a8 B R
W7 SRR ( Altingia) FIAR A ( Li-
quidambar) Wi J& [ KSR Z2 58 Fh e 20 i M Ik 5 46
kR, DI R 3, BA AZCEM, W18
H., BOEILE, MBI 2SR, EE T DA
KRR, B EL B AR TT A, AT i
AR 2 AN (E, LA B T PR B 5 BUR R
(Oleanolic acid) X4 & 14 T & (P s 2 A 3 i i
PEROMERT , Honk & 4 T R 22 5 B 2 1k

H EE R JG & T A 1 R A R R
HEOR Y555 T HE

AR, BEE T FAricE R &, Fl
FHOrFhRic HoR VAL 152 4% 722 S T35t 4% 45 44 I 42 4
PR B R mE, © o G i e o A i
PP o ARSI E R, B AR S
(Simple sequence repeat, SSR), HA& Ik § .
AR A MG 2 s, BTN
HT WG YA ZHEM 5T, SSR 4r Firid
FeARW 4> A # SSR(g-SSR) Mk ik ¥ 51 k% SSR
(EST-SSR), EST-SSR M FIE5i1Y g-SSR AU
PRA LR S, B BA TR, Rtk
FIATR ) S5 2

ABF5E R EST-SSR #nict, X 2P KR &
e i AR FEAL S5 A HEA TR I, JE Xz
AT BE A B DA TR, A A 2P far R R R
PR SR AL BRI

1 #MRERE

Mg b

ARG T 2018 2 3-5 H, TEXF Mgy K AR 43
AT A Sl L, RERETRE, 1
AR PSR 17 A HRERE (K1),
KIT(CT) . FT(ZN) . #EF(YP) . HEE (SW) |
AE(CYD) |, W (QL) . KA (DY) | #4k(DH)

1.1

F1 17 MR EHN IS
Table 1 Geographical distribution of the 17 Semiliquidambar cathayensis populations

JEHE Hh B FEAR £ty 34K (m)

Population Location Sample size Longitude and latitude Altitude
DH A Ak 7 25°38'16"N, 118°13'23"E 829
LC A IR 19 25°35'53"N, 117°02'06"E 750
CT A KIT R 2 25°21'42"N, 116°17'33"E 690
YD i EA A X 3 24°52'52"N, 116°56'31"E 450
wp g i R 11 25°10'57"N, 116°20'27"E 560
RS JUVEHR B A Bk 10 25°08'28"N, 108°48'51"E 765
SX g rE 28 26°39'38"N, 117°49'32"E 836
QL A T T B 4 25°54'39"N, 116°45'38"E 830
YP LAY L X 2 26°43'34"N, 118°08'10"E 960
SwW i d g AR T 3 27°33'40"N, 117°31'18"E 752
SC A I E L 16 26°50"10"N, 117°49'02"E 447
NJ T v B 2 24°34'26"N, 117°13'30"E 570
ZN A T R 2 25°59'52"N, 119°27'29"E 630
JH B ILAER 17 25°00'21"N, 112°00'38"E 750
PY JRAE T B 15 24°42'20"N, 115°53'20"E 750
DY LR RARE 5 25°33'29"N, 114°26'05"E 730
LA VLA % B 8 27°31'20"N, 115°50'33"E 570
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FURZ (LA) 55 9 DB BRI B 50, TR
RBIEA AN AL SRAFARIE A 5 1 5] 7 b 2
KT 10 km, FREIEE KT 10 m, I HIGHH R
ORI B A TSR vk &, I E]
S5 % JE N BRI UK R AE

1.2 DNAREL, 5|#7Fi£ % PCR ¥ &

KR CTAB 1, 2 HCE BT i 7 5L A
41 DNA™® . ARBFFERT Y 15 X2 80T AR
P 2LR S IR & () 20 RS 5 EST-SSR 5141 %
FifiEmIR (£ 2) .

DIAS[A]H DB DNA iR, . s
AUSHN0.2 umol/L, 1B KRB E K 44°C ~ 57°C
AT PCR Y 1S, AR A, MR KIREH 51°C
if, PCRYEEEREMLS, FOIENEEE, BoRig
W, JEEESC R 25 pl MR AR, fFG, 1.0 ul
DNA (100 ng/uL), 2 x Tag PCR StarMix with
Loading Dye R4 12.5 uL VA K I, FiEsl ¥
(5mol/L) 45 1.0 pL, Jz N2 /¥ k. 94°C FilAF Pk
5 min; 94°CAsYE 45 s, 51°CiIEB K 1 min, 72°CHEfif
45 s, 3B AMEIR; BeJ5 72°CIEA10 min,

1.3 HiEgE
K PowerMarker 3.25 "V Bk 5 4% v L &2

BB & PIC, FIH POPGEN1.32" & ffi45
RN (N,) . ARCEM R (N,) . Shan-
non ZAEMEREE( 1) . WEEIRBEE(H,) . I
BEE(H,) , BAFMERHE(N,) . i Fstat'"
PEF R R I 5 R B () M E RE(F) o i
H GENPOP ( https://genepop. curtin. edu.au) it
B AR-EAARE -4 ( Hardy-Weinberg) . %£T UP-
GMA % Neighbor-joining 77, FIf MEGA 5.0
ARy oM 2 i TR TR R AR R R, R
GenAlEx6. 5" " B k4T 4 F 5 2243 (AMOVA )
FEHEAT Mantel FH G PERE S0 . 3 8t 4% 5 25 4 1,
FIF GenALEx 6.5 {4 X} ir 45 J B 1 8t 1% 56 R itk
T E T 531 (PCOA) , it A& 45 14 R A1 Structure
2.3 4V B AT 0T, K Al E R 1 ~ 17,
A K{EEE B 10 ¥k, 100 000 WK i B /R Bk ik
SRERY (MC) E&E Z 5 #4171 000 000 K burn-
in, {fif CLUMPP2.0"" B {445 10 Wiz B 45 R &
I, BRI R Distruct1. 172 B 22 i 2 gy 8 B
BAELEMIE . R BOTTLENECKT. 2,022 #f4: %
Y ARAr S8 B AT AR A DU A AT (T ke A
7 N TEBEHSR /N, KT Bottleneck # {4  ARf FH
FrRfE, ARXF IR 7 AR BRI TS ) o

*®2 ET EST-SSRiRCHIFMEABEEIEE S HED T

Table 2 EST-SSR analysis of genetic diversity of Semiliquidambar cathayensis populations

Pop%?;ion Fie No N Ne ! Ho He
RS -0.156* 1 4.867 3.684 1.359 0.687 0.734
JH -0.293" 1 6.067 3.719 1.441 0.878 0.727
PY -0.051" 0 6.533 4.346 1.608 0.618 0.778
DY -0.133 0 4.067 3.041 1.213 0.653 0.727
LA 0.085* 2 4.933 3.480 1.361 0.533 0.736
DH -0.004 " 0 5.267 3.884 1.455 0.629 0.778
LC —-0.089 " 0 6.400 3.775 1.504 0.593 0.739
CT -0.333 0 2.467 2.302 0.791 0.667 0.656
YD -0.238 0 3.467 3.009 1.108 0.822 0.742
WP -0.124 " 0 5.067 3.402 1.303 0.594 0.683
QL -0.289 0 3.800 3.085 1.183 0.567 0.738
SX -0.022" 0 6.867 4.300 1.616 0.581 0.765
SC -0.052* 0 6.200 4192 1.569 0.667 0.776
SW -0.277 0 3.533 3.204 1.173 0.622 0.791
YP -0.03 0 2.467 2.284 0.800 0.633 0.667
ZN -0.143 0 2.333 2173 0.684 0.467 0.544
NJ -0.03 0 2.933 2.662 0.985 0.667 0.778

F1 Mean -0.128 0.026 4.545 3.326 1.244 0.640 0.727

H: J%E%?ZWX-TM“%%L F,S J&i&?\ﬁ, Np: %Aﬁiﬂﬁ%l&, /\/a: Xﬂué@?ﬂr’{ﬁ%[&l, /\/e: ’ﬁ%(:{;ﬁi%[ﬂ, /: Shannon %tﬁﬁ%‘ééﬂl,
Hy: MEBEIRABIE; He: WIHIRGE, » FORBEMAMIEAR-FE, TR,

Notes: Place names correspond to population codes shown in Table 1. £ : Within-population inbreeding coefficient; N, : Private allelic
richness; N,: Average number of different alleles; N,: Average number of effective alleles; /; Shannon diversity index; H,:
Observed heterozygosity; H,: Expected heterozygosity. * . Significantly deviated from Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium. Same below.
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2 HREHNH

2.1 E=ESHESH

Mg RN, 15 > EST-SSR iz 5 A6 i 1)
LR R 131 IS FE I (N,) , AR A
AR R AR IE R 5~13, R 8.733 4
H o, {7 &4 BFH2. BFH9, BFH14, BFH22.
BFH26 ., BFH29 FI BFH50 (4 4 45 by, 424ty
BAEERE, H,. HAE 15 AL b i AR fb e 4
WA ANIR], R 43 3k H BFH26 A BFHS0 (Bt
F10) AT ADERERIN, . N, Hy . H B HEE
5 4% %/ 4.5451, 3.3259, 0.6398, 0.727 #i
1.2442; Hrp-PIe Js#F (PY) 1Y 8% 2 R P s |

HYHITE (SC) FIVH £ (SX) , Wﬁ)“fl%”(zms@iﬁ
TR RAR; BUK(RS) | VTAR(JH) | iz
(PY) . HEH(LC) | SR&(LA) Jﬁ(WP) 7B

(SX) Fi & (SC) 45 8 /> Ju #F 1 % f 2§ Hardy-
Weinberg Vi, RM MG THESF, HERER
Z(LA) JEEEIL, ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁx%%&i@ﬁﬁ{ﬁ, H
SEHIME A -0.128, {LALK (RS) . YT4E (JH) FilsR
Z(LA)5E 3 A%’ﬁﬁfﬁ\ﬁ#fi%.(%ﬁ 2)o

2.2 &

H AMOVA F3Hr &5 3R nl J1 (3 3) , FIfirisif%
AR KT EREN (76.63 %) (P < 0.001),
Hb DX P JE 8] 352 4% 28 5 7 17.44 % (P < 0.001) ,
I 11X 8] ()5t A5 28 57 AT 5.93 % (P < 0.001), it
BB 5t A5 A8 S5 B AE TR R N AR 2Z ]
P RAar i AR B 9 3845 3 fb R B For R 0.176 (3
27, TEFM A RBL B i e ik, SRR
SRy 52 BRI AT 1) Joa A () st A% 728 S R s 7K S
HEN G 5

R3 EWERELE AMOVA K

Table 3 Results of AMOVA test of Semiliquidambar
cathayensis population genetic structure

S Sl J5 2 LA

Variation A Sum of Ratio P
df P
source squares (%)
HbL X[ 4 91.879 5.93 P < 0.001
JETEE 149 1047.461 17.44 P < 0.001
JEREN 154 744.000 76.63 P < 0.001

2.3 BEEEEEMIHR
Structure JMHr &5 R ANIE 1 s, 18 K = 2 i}
REIRAE, (AR, 25 KEERHHILA
W, H K =6nm, SN EsRiEm; K=7
BF, #ER(LC), SR (LA) firfiEifk (DH) 3 4~ & B
X432 (PR, BRI 17 S 2B ey 5 1 e B 1l RE
H 6 A ZE, Neighbor-joining 43 45 R4k 17

AKBUTERES R 2 5, I 015 6 1
ol a
0
a0
o
&40
2
ol : e
5 10 15

RS JH PY DYLADH LC CTYDWPQL SX SCSW YPZN NJ
a: HF 10 KEE MY Delta K BIXTEUUSR A 4UE; b M5 15 4
EST-SSR {578 4 r 17 ARy L 450 . Je B 2 Fex i 3R
1, R,

a. Log likelihood of the data (Delta K) as a reference K over 10
iterations; b Population structure of the 17 populations of Semi-
liquidambar cathayensis based on variation in 15 EST-SSR loci.
Population names correspond to Table 1. Same below.

1 Structure IRIEEHW DT

Fig. 1 Results of structure analysis

1, 2) I e e Bk 3R P 208 5 S (R R 22244 ) W3 (hittp ./ www. plantscience.cn) 25 & AR ] SCi
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FE(E 2. a), RR(DY)FIP (PY) % 7 g
SRICERR I — K, TR 3 AR, H
R4 (DY) FEIE (PY) R 1 AT, P
(WP) . KIT(CT) ., K& (YD) Fift/K(RS) E N
1A, LA (IH) MRy 1 D, R%
(LA) FIARE (SW) 25 10 ML R E e #E R
— R, WA 3N, HpRZ (LA)
ARE(SW) | flEifk (DH) FHEM (LC) B R 1 A4
2%, WE(SX) ., g (SC) MiFH (QL) BN 1
AT, TEF(YP) . Biug(NJ) FJE T2 (ZN) B K
1AM, PCoA 4riiiss 2., 55 3 sy 43 5l i
B HE T 21.92% 1 29.84% (€ 2. b) . M4

PCOA ZrHr il UPGMA 324 #T i 285 St R BUks
17 N EBER 154 DREARR AWM R, Jhalgf—
EX1r 8 6 W2, 5 Structure 43745 AN B 56
WE(E3) .
2.4 FEINFLRL G

AWEFEHIGE 7 D NERESE, K0T 10 AN E
FERR BN (R 4) . Hyb B (SX) | A (SC)
FIFRE (PY) JEBEAE SR 28 B R (TPM) fEFE S &
TiEF (P <0.05); YWHE(SX), E(SC) ., it
(PY) FifhsK (RS) J& BEFEZ AL 93 AR B (SMM) £
ARG T (P <0.05), RV LEFHET] RETE L
W32 3 TR B S

a
PY.
DY @
—_
0.05
b
FE 5574t Principal coordinates (PCoA)

\ ¢DY
\ ¢ PY

§ o s¥

S LA. . \

o

3 DHijc .

o~ - ¢ JH

R : \

= * SX

f ¢ QL sC .

N NJ \ .
- . *RSyp cT
YP '\ $ wp

FE4r1 Coord.1

2 ET NJEMERNFEFRNET 17 A EHNREE (a) MRBHBEEESNERSRESH (D)
Fig. 2 Neighbor-joining trees of 17 Semiliquidambar cathayensis populations (a) and
PCoA clustering analysis of paired genetic distance of populations (b)
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3 154 DMEWTANER UPGMA B2 51
Fig. 3 UPGMA cluster analysis of 154 Semiliquidambar cathayensis individuals
R 5 FNFETHE I s
Table 5 Bottleneck detection for 3 'IFJ'I@
Semiliquidambar cathayensis
Wilcoxon K36 Wilcoxon test 3.1 FMiriafe HHE

\ FEHFE 15 MU E I Z A E R &2 (PIC
T KR B BRI 15 TULRMESEEAR(PIC)
Population Two-phased mutation Stepwise mutation YIRT 08, XU ENHETmEZEMEMA,
RS 0.062 0.012 FELS R BEE T A S LAY 3 H W fE A W 5 A X
o 0.602 0.9 W, EREURUN, SECLR L REERE,

" 0.028 0.008 K FA'S' ( Glyptostrob lis ( Staunt.) Koch
i~ 0.374 0.330 IK P lyptostrobus pensilis aunt. och,
A 0.456 0.847 H, = 0.272) FIR EALRY ( Rhododendron rex Levl.,
DH 0.457 0.277 H,= 0.515), SRITAHIFEAS AN s G 20
LC 0.395 0.639 PAKF(H, = 0.816, | = 1.8401) Fb—2b) FiFh i
we 0.249 0.119 ey, RIS T2 ey, X5
SX 0005 0.001 TR B 42 25 BHRE P K OUAE A ( Disanthus

SC 0.026 0.030

cercidifolius subsp. longipes(H. T. Chang) K. Y.
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Pan) £ 4 2k #§'*) ( Shaniodendron subaequale
(Hung T. Chang) M. B. Deng, H. T. Wei & X. Q.
Wang) SSR ARic i T4 SR 5L, X AT e 5 2N
T AT B 5 B A R IR A, L Al
A, ULHEBE Z R T REAS 2 S ECE T S Y
FEREE, KIT(CT), ®FE(WP), ZEF(YP) HI
JAT (ZN) 4 A TERE R istL ZHEE 98T 0.7, X AT
AE RN S b X RN B i /b, RS — ) SR
B SHRIA BV R BN LB, 2P
i Z2 VARSEARAETE, AR 3X AT BEFIE AR
MRS R, BARESE, M DL 4 i+
B, FERP I ACRIL, RARTRIRMER G, il
HESEE RSN R R B TR Ah AR
RAMEA T M K X 5 T B e i e iy 2
JE A a2 U 5 AR 2R AP AN S 2R e B
AR AT, K75 (86.66 %) 1
% Hardy-Weinberg ¥ fff, #ik%%((93.33%) J&
BENITAE RO U, 580 H B S 3 9 AR S ik
I, RIMAE TR, fm TR A7
LGRS, XWAT GBI H SRR A7
FEME
3.2 ¥WEEEEHREESL

AMHTE S PR 35345 722 e R R AR TR SR e N
(76.63%) , X W] BESEH T A 5 0 1 Ak 3 B 3t A%
EARTE BLAY . Mantel K56 25 S0, B0t i 1% i
55 3R B ) N 22 5 2 ) T I AR G, Hh
PR 25 X 2 BT 5 A% e A AE A BT (r =
0.076, P =0.290), HIABIBIE LI, AT AT
fiE & 22 Hh 5 R (A 4 ss i 8 284 Structure 43 #r
SR, MK = 20, B KEKK, HAGE
BRTEWH AL L, 4 K = 6 i, & X R
[T g e e e & 3 S R I A AR M Eed 65 1
N6 ANFEREE, XGRS BB AR S R R A2,
A SRS 53 B (NJ) 1 3 143 53 B (PCoA) 43 Hir 4
5 Structure s T4 L HA —3, BLA, HH K
fEr¥Em, LT 3 AR, UL B
TOREE R, RIS AR B, sfe T o
AR, X5 8 5 EE R K IR I AP Y
SESAWIA T A R R, R RN R M X
JERE AR 3 8L e (Fgr = 0.176), X5
VEZ2 30T [ I o ) 3t (78 S A o 3 AR — 30120
A S E HATC 78 AT FE K 2 survey TUY (45
RARER), RMHILFAL K 685 Mo, 44 %

H2.93%, HEFHL) L 68.87%, Xift— Kk
TR e T R A A, AR,

EAFE RN, AR, Rk
S (WP) . K IT (CT) Flak 2 (YD) 3 AN JE
Srvg Ui ke ik (RS) ERER i —2; mik
M A (JH) JE B 5 R 08 1 kAR e i ok Ax
(DY) JE B S AR 7 0 B4 SF- 328 (PY) J B R A R — I
2%, RE WPk v E (SX) . Wi & (SC) Fliik i
(QL)3 MR R N —TI,; ok, g3
o WP I R LU B JE 77 (ZN) | ZEF-(YP) Fi
R (NJ) 3 AN R FEH R N R — 2, X Al e &
FAR A R Y o () LSS R R i3 L RS
Wi -8 - I R, ks 3h AR e
VRN K =T vk B S 7% 9, IR T L J e ] 1
wAE b, LR T IA RS E L, XS
T VR A 4 2k A B AR W M KR ( Loropetalum
chinense (R. Br.) Oliver) ¥t & 70 {15 25,
SIAGTERG I F A F0 (PY) | JUJ3 K L ik i
flvK (RS) JEBE B3 L BKAR M 2 Bk I (SC) B
U B (SX) Fs = 1 bk i Hb 1 146 ( DH) %5 &
PHLLLBKIE i) L AR B s, 8 D5 e 0K S SRR AP
R R R (BRAESL JE R /NN ) | iR Z R
gy, UL L A b AT R e 2 AR 1Y) K U 8 X
B, 5 Bottleneck K45 A IAE, Ye %2Ry
TIFFE A5 3l DX P RS2 2 AT 174 DK S0 e g
L5, BEAL, LR X FRAF A — Sty 4 L
RIEENVF 2B, T X SRR B DA A S 2 fer 22 10
B 1A % 45 BRBE MM AR AF B R AUIESE
3.3 EWIETRIBAEHLHIF(R IR ES

FEXT AR A VD B R G4 Y A Ay i B A T 2 B AT
SEHB R A A FERNE L, ASHIFFE M 5 2 B fer i
LREAT, woE, s, sk EEEALINA
KEHE BRR R R 3 A R, 2P far XA
BRELRWTA], oL, migh Ak B, |
AR AE RS AL TR SR, L A 2k &)
Wit , HARTHEE 5, FEUR N2 ™ E;
W=, PRSI, SRR, s
REMEE SR AE4% , R AL 07 2ol B X
WAL, AERREE BB ST, ERAT R SRR
R gt b, SLSZUREE | XELIR ISR Sy, R
YRR, Pl 3, TSR T
W% B, P ARSI, Fn R A ERR
AW | PRI RN A THRAE A, it A 45
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H2smimefl . DA iR a5 A 2 i
g5, PG, SR JOWE AL, B4+
HEML2 S5 A R A T B v LR B O B AR T
&7,

AT B R B R AR, SRR RA S
BFEE, B, RS 2 e, 0y
Fbr SRl I G, R 2 R BB AL 25 1Y
HiE. HED, ZWR A RZERFEAR ST AR
I XN, A2 A TR &, B4 RE250E
WETCLh 1 S ah g, s K AU Zh 0 il 2t 4 3k
(LC) . f{k(DH) ., FE(PY) , & (SC) FHIT
(CT) S JmBELL TAIE . N MAKT, AT
PG R, Rk (RS) JEREERAL T RIRIK
AR (S R AR AR A I m R AR R v B
2GR RL, ACHBEIR T, PSR
AT L SRPRAF/INIX 85 G AT 5 285 2R R > i for
FEREREEIIN , RVEF RS, KA TR
PRI B 1T RE 1 B AR 2 15 A AR A
FEJEHA

Bottleneck #1455 /R A 40% Y 2 0 Ff
FET I AT RE 2 Dy sl I AUy, s S T 2
AN SRS . B SRR A i T R
B2 BSRARTIR 5T K BHL 2 N Ay 45 IR ) 3 £ AR
SKFR R, BT AR R AR SR AR 2 2 T R
B, NERE, M0 R B EA RAA SO B R Y SR
JEAERRAE AR 88 15 22 A0 AN AT o e 1 7B 2 A
4310 RIHRK (RS) | TTAE (JH) AR 22 (LA) 2%
A AL S PR R /N R BN T LA e S AR
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