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Advances in molecular evolution of viruses in the family Potyviridae
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Abstract  Potyviridae is one of important groups of plant viruses, and some species are significant pathogens in
crop production. In the present review, we summarized the molecular evolution of more than 20 virus species in
the genera Potyvirus, Ipomovirus, and Poacevirus of the family Potyviridae, discussed some factors influencing
mutation, recombination, genetic drift, selection and migration of potyvirids, and proposed future research direc-

tions, in order to provide effective strategies for prevention and control of the potyvirids.
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tyvirus JEFE FALT R RE R Rymovirus F/NZZ £
WEE J@ Tritimovirus, 33t 190 /N1 58 Fp A 2 €
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1859 4Rk IR SCHE H P Rt 50 Hh 5 3R T 55 — A~ 5%
AN RNHEAL O FR W (43 SCIE i, branching dia-
gram) LK, REGEM O & 2 W H 2B 43 2 5 it
TR IEAIBEZE . 110 45 - MWD 35 0F 58 b e
() —AN B TALBR (1 53 ZR oA R ) S AE 5 75
2258 Gibbs My & K, HF t T 00 H AR A IR
il s DA IR AR B R MK A8 1) 28 e 43 A #6440 9 2 0T
RO RS . A 20 4l 90 AR LIk, Fifi 5
PR &R, A A A 7 25 R 40 ) 9100 5
B HEFAEY I B 4% B {5 B 10 4 F AL 52 45 2] 4k
BRI, ARSCLRR T 20 42k, 20 & F potyvirids
()53 FIE AR A 28 B, DABINIR X potyvirids F
S5 3E Ak SR W 1 B AR Ol T A B potyvirids
I3 5 Bl TR AR PR AR

1 O¥ZEY JRERE Potyvirus

1.1 S¥ZE Y 55 Potatovirus Y (PVY)

PVY 2 FJEH 2 WA S8 5 R Rl
BB AR L ™ E e . R4
S MTE AL R SRR E PVY B8 3 M EEABR
2050 PVYN PVYC 1 PVYEH 4k, 4
KibfRIE T — S EAH A m PVY Fikk &, 6
PVYN™NHI PVYYWEES] | PVY BRI K299, 7 kb
MIIE AR RNA J3F 20 5 A 3 — 4> KB 300 B 352
HE (open reading frame, ORF), gt — P2 REH
(polyprotein) , M J5 i i 8 F A K i 5 P1.HC-Pro.
P3 4 10 MR E . 7390 16 P38 N i
X, 38 DL+ 2 B A i) J7 2 B S — 1> P3N-PIPO
H. £ PVY gafdiy LR 11 N A Moury 45
KIFE 6K2 F1 CP 25 [ 4 fith X H 21 A7 A5 IE ] e 00
1P Cuevas Ft— B UF IR PVY R F 4 PL,
P3.6K1.CI, Vpg.NIb fl CP %t [X 57 3] % 5% 1 11
PEREE IR S AH 28 40 kS A7 AT B A 0 1) IE
] e FRAE L i HC-Pro F1 Nla-Pro % it [X U] & % FiL
B FR A7 57 95 2845 & B PAN-PIPO HA #5
SRAGORSFME, D b e 3o £ BRI T —4
IEF R 5™ AN (R ER FA ZA IX 1) e B R ) 45
HEWT L, PVY k(b 7232 25 Z1 A 0 g 8 6 vtk
BEPEFIFR L s A IE PR L R VR

PVY B4 B A EM B E A IS . Ogawa
R 6320 (32/5D) ERIBEN PVY &K &Y 8
FHEAM, HEAN S EHFE A A F gid X E AL

MEAESFEAN—ELPL I CP EH S X A &k
IR, AR AL RN A R AN Cuevas 55
MBS IE I, B 2012 45 7596 (58/77) T 4R IE Y
PVY & KENAHAARFRPYELABRL . 5E)
T 3 NIEEARRZMT . PVY 7RG K A0 HIE
B 3 AN FEZS3 3 NLO A Cy AR 4332 343 3 AT 2l 43
AR B, PVY A4 04 5 HOok A
A FAHIC AR T M PR 23 (8] 53 A7) AN A X PVY i
AR /E 1Y, PVY 25 E R ZEA v] e B 4% ok
€T P3N-PIPO WK BN . PVY HA LI 2 1Y
FIREAME N A Z T PVY B 626 F0 H AR iR
A A s AL 2585, 4 WA PVY HAG BLRLY
FRED TRRFAE
1.2 FEBEHMESE Turnip mosaic virus (TuMYV)

TuMV 2 3 A 7t R4 L IR 3 b L3R
T S T AEPHEY) b R BR B RAE MR B Cucum-
ber mosaic virus (CMV) AN, 251 54 B 52 4k r= iy
e R B B Y, TuMV 5 )
2R g T AER AR AR . AR
X, TuMV ™ 5 fg % 25 22 & fE 9 i A =
TuMV G i 5 i DL AE R A 7 A 3%, R 6
TuMV {22528 Brassica 1% M@ Raphanus 14
WG £ FIEAR AR, TuMV 1] 43k = Fh %5 £ 28
A B AR (R Yo 25 28 JE AR P O 7 AR RE AR B ALY
RERE IRl R e < Z IR AE Y A D m Ay, AR R S|
EAEIR Y BR B ; [W] R Je 25 R AR Y A4S D & AE
Yy, HEETE 2 22 IR Y L5l AER 1) B(R) AN,
EPE A BMERT ARKEEERE b ERE
) TuMV 26K 5843 J& T BR BY 5 £ v [ 33K A1)
B = S 2/ Y E AR TuMV KER5rE T
BRI HAZZBMY B KA R TuMV F2
BR 7061

TuMV B4 A7 7 S0 A G 41 A ]
EHRNNEAH HA Z R, A6 #b X 5 H
FERUA 22 ¢ A AL R 2 K HEAE P1.P3 #il HC-Pro
SHE A X, 2013 4, Nguyen S X} 155 4~
TuMV 54 7 0 k47 20 0 dr s 25 R R B2 38
118 4> TuMV A EA L. 54, K
1) 2 A A S HE A T A R e 7 1R A AR AR
Ko Bilhn.7E TuMV 8 7 s K i B4
HLEAE TuMV HrEECE H A B IR L B, X
UL TuMV TEd g 2807 1T — R iy kAl 72 Al
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RS T H R0 (Hounder effect) T3 21 45
RUS S 7E TuMV R AUE 7 22 4 B b, RN
21 ANEAAN A Z TR IE WA, IR B A LA 1
BRFAET

WKHE IR 4 42 )7 9] sl 3 AN ) 2 4 i DX )7 91
XF TuMV RG8K T 70 Hr 2B IO Bl 70 ] A A (]
TuMV 7588y, 45 6 Hot PR E 77 32 R 2R AL )
AN[E], BT %434 basal-B. Asia-BR ., basal-BR Hl world
B4 ASgrdlt #, ZERERRA T ] A B L world
B MFTAT T AR Hu X g TuMV F bk
2, 1M basal-B K TuMV H) 8k £ ; Asia-BR Fl
basal-BR W~/ 2 75 — 2 b X I & A (HIFEAS |5
P E WM A7, 2013 4F, Nguyen %5 75 7 [§ >
R T TuMV ftH SR RIME R %A R R 3%
MR S TuMV S HT 7 BRSO R IR H
flui an PR 20 4 B L 45 8 1 B XK BE, L2 Pl
1 CP X 25 B U7 a0 55 5 T 3X ik R AR B
5 TuMV il i AR RHE o BRI, 3 LA 8
IYE PN N E TuMV e R, @i h
TuMV-OM 4340 (B Orchis group)™®’,

A DI TuMV B 56 R 3017437 . 25
RIL TuMV {1 = A 3 28 4 XA 1T R 1 AR
245503 HC-Pro 1. 11X 107% . P3 1. 11 X 10~ il
NIb 0. 78 X 10 ° #% H B & X/ fi #1/4F (subs/site/
year) ! AL ] 23 BT 45 R F B . TuMV-OM F1
TuMV-BIs ( brassica-infecting TuMVs) 41 [fi] £ 7
1 0054ER 234k T AE TuMV Bls 1, 2 850 4E 7/ I
TR E BT 4 A4
1.3 TEFHEELMIRE Zucchini yellow mosaic vi-

rus (ZYMYV)

ZYMV & #i P BHEY) F i — 8 H 0N 70
. HEE 2R E 50 240 HKE LA,
ZYMV figtg s [t i wi ik A2 IE AR AL, RS0 HR
CARTE P E AR R . ZYMV S i i A
JEFEA T ALHE  HRTE %58 10 Flobf dUnT 78 3 44
SN TALRE ZYMV, I3 A 3843 Fh 2 it v] 75 52 00 =
FAF T

ZYMV CP &5 F %5 X R IR AU 5. 0
X10™ B A R &R/ /4" . Simmons %5 & 31
NKIE SR ZYMV 195341 A FHE G, A [a] 5 K
] ZYMV Fie ik Ak 52 8 57 2 %00 15 i e KT,
TER—F F P, ZYMV CP LN Z R — sk

S RNA 84105, 4 0. 02% 2247, CP LA v =
A A L B R A B R B i A R
Wil ZYMV g e R RE ik e B 1 — S UE WA 7 ik
IBEH A 1 L AME R 4L R, AL AL
FEREXT ZYMV T 58748 1 52 0 S 0L, (ELIGF £ f ot
08B 98 A8 R PR M AR AL R ST AR R
ZYMV TERAPEH AR I R GG AR
1.4 XEH®HMIFESE Soybean mosaic virus (SMV)

SMV TE L& R S 7 IX 8l 2 5 i
TERF IRBE S5 R 8 3 B AR R ™ e R B
WRAEAS[R] it b R X SMIVS00 2 by 1Y) 22 57 » SMV
Aoy R R . L 98 4> SMV Jr e ¥iE i 8
Al Bl R GO R 7T R R (G~
GOV (2% R 58 AEwEIE UL B T GSHLG6H A1
GTH BRZRD e v = A H A, W4 HER BT R
[ AR R TR ARG, a0 E4E SMV Rl 73k 21 4
PREDT T H AR5y A~E 3k 5 AR,
SR » Seo % K B, SMV ZR bW (i =) Fffie Fndb 56
FIEE AL I B a8 22 5 KA, Seo 5 3A
RIFAT THE M SMV @i itk R 2 284
A, AN SMV 5 gt SMV K 5119 B i ke 21 ok e
TERT IF H & B SMV CT 3 5 AT R 1y — A~ o 1
PUE R T, 5 REHBR I SMV 1 Rso3 BRI A 1E
HAERRD . H5Z AL, Zhou F & B SMV HifE
TE 3 1) T B0 GER] SMV o [ e 5 i ]
N [ R (B A7 LU 2 0 82 4% 22 57, SMV B R
533 R AL 7 BE 35 09 TF 1) 3 % ) s ] P
HC-Pro fi1 P37,
1.5 HEWMHY®E Sugarcane mosaic virus (SCMV)

SCMV & Potyvirus " 1) P 9 J5E 7 1
FHEENTIZ R % EAR CH B B R SFEARABHED A
JRHLH 1 U E AR LSRR Xie %
KIL, SCMV 3 B WAFTE P A 43 4, A Ia) B 5
1A IR A7 32 A RRR S L S [ R SCMV R
FATE—E WA RAE M 4 s A A SCMV JE[H 4 rh
KA B R SCMV A T 55 56 1Y 17 36 £
JESVERTT 23l CP PR 230 i 2R B B 1) 22
FEPEEREAE
1.6 HEPRHWEKS Sweet potato feathery

mottle virus (SPFMV)

SPFMV J& H 4% | f F B2 15 s R 22—

HAE G N 40 A0 )1 1 A 0 H ™ A
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W MR A A, B BRiEm
SPEMV 435 4 PR Z 43 38 RC(russet crack) .O
(ordinary) . C(common) 1 EA (East Africa)t*™%!
RC.O F1 C ¥R R 43T 1z 1 EA #f R FE L5 18
ZRARFI X, SPEMV A [R) ¥k & [ FE 16— 78
R EAMSE ), Tugume % K B 6K2 - Vpg-
NlaPro [X j& SPFMV-EA # R IEH 4 F i —4~E 4
P X3, (recombination hotspot)™™ . #EZ53E, SPEMV
S A 27 AR 5 SR (A A7 AR A B T 0 5 27 2
(&G s AHEL T C AR AR CEA MRRTEARIE R AR = 1)
WAL Z R, nTRER IR TiZ X,

1.7 ZEFE Plum pox virus (PPV)

PPV 24 @ W b 0 8 B )it i o A% 45
TSR N 2 504 W G 2 S R B R G
BRI EN . PPV A ZFOANFME R » HATS>
FiBe N )2 1 EEALHE PPV-D.M 1 Rec3 Fi-0,
TRV FR B AR A5 R AL B4, Tridi
SEEEE TN RR BT 08 7 PPV-M #
—AIRYBERT 15 4F 5 PPV R L5 19 A8 1k, 45 R &
B, PPV 0] 7F B — 7§ 3= v gt 5y AF 8 2 Ak A
FEY, TWIAE B A 25 8 F , Predajna 45 & 9 442 4
PPV-D.M H1 Rec3 Fi#k &.7 & )5, PPV-D il Rec
PIFPRE R 2K, 11 PPV-M R R 77 A R 1 AR Y
AR AE I B 7 A W S A a4 25 L R EE CP
HL[H . Gibbs 2% Bl PPV-M ¥k R A BEIL R 2 1. 4 X
10 IR/ N5 /4E0Y, 5 PVY  TuMV 483
S48 Y i B B B AHA .

1.8 EHXEWLMHHSF Maize dwarf mosaic virus
(MDMYV)

MDMV 53 A 0 ok B — 2 B0
. 2012 4F . Achon 2544 P1 - HC-Pro JEA
XPPH Bt ZF MDMV Ff i 23 #r & 38, MDMV P1 #
HC-Pro JE: AL TEAR 38 I i AL BAE R T AFEAR 5
it ZFE, H PL B ZFEPEREEE = F HC-Pro &
s RGERA 51T K. MDMV BA 5 4~0040, 4HIN
fAEW R HEAML ., & MDMV FffE Z e &
SRS 7 5 AR T AL ) FD ¥ £ R MDMV AR
[ PR A2 30243 6] 43 A7 S M A0
1.9 FRIEM% = Watermelon mosaic virus (WMV)

WMV S IRRAE W) b — 28 5 B 0 5 i L 2
—o R W AR R R # A REY R
AL EARSY . Moreno 4§ & B, MY F CI Fl CP

FER L, WMV P1 R ELAG T 12 B 9 st % 2 ARk

16 CI-CP B X Be Ak A FLAH 4, i AE P1.CL F

CP JE A If ok R B E 4 A7 4, R L —F 2 KL 32

FRFUA TR BEAE R 00 s WMV R g 1k 52 1) %8

AR AR R AR R R SR S

1.10 MZE{HEBEEM®E Hardenbergia mosaic vi-
rus (HarMV)

HarMV g 35 4 75 8 R A1) . 75 B AR AR ) X i A7
B+ 05 510 & Hardenbergia comptoniana Lt %
B —FR ) B E Y R B R T . Kehoe
ST 2014 A IR K BLAE OKROR] I 74 e AR L IX
HarMV WA L IG50 G AR B AR AE WP i s
Y Lupinus spp. F, H HarMV %t K 4H 771 5
G,

1.11 HHERk T & M 5% &F Tobacco vein banding
mosaic virus (TVBMV)

TVBMV 8 451t SRR [ & 75 3 DX 55 A 7
o 7™ T gl T AR A R 2248 0 AR R
X#8A W4T & A9, Zhang %53 i3 %F TVBMV
f) HC-Pro.P3.6K1 Fl CP 3t 4 3L {38 4% 40 #r
K, TVBMV wr &7 g a2 il MC #1 YN #A
G140 H AN W it () B PR 58 3 s B4 A TVBMV
FLPRZH rp A ik s TVBMV 32 3145 3 ) 17 16 6
JIfER, Horp HC-Pro BER7EX 4 3 B 3z 2 1Y
bri%eIATUIE N
1.12 ZEFEHM¥%ZF Yam mosaic virus (YMV)

YMV 2237 Dioscorea sp. | —25E % )
BRI H AT C 7R T A A 2 ™ X2 AT R
A 4R NIb-CP-3UTR 3 41 X, Bousalem 2§
R YMV AW s i 20k, a5 9 >
2, HLZH B B A — & 1 AR DG s YMV i [R 2
HA MBS, EAX YMV b B EE
S
1.13 FE KRNI/ E Papaya ringspot virus (PRSV)

PRSV &8 AJNFIE P RHEY) T — 2 E 2
o R D o A PR ] T A DX AT 1) E LA
Rz, PRSV 2 A& P Fh L P 5L PRSV-P
1 PRSV-W, PRSV-P 1 ¥k & Bl T 2 [ & Bl 6
X, B A SRR G T AT 1] 45 7 A AR 777ty e B 2K
PEfEE  FEtH B4 12 AT s PRSV-W RERE B
SRAZYLH P BHED AR HL AT o A B AR e 00
Bateson ZFiE B PRSV-P 0] g2t PRSV-W B3 /)
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PRAE: R Y JRRERH T LTI R < 17 -

BRAE G AR PR AR PRSV By CP 3 R H AT %58 5 1 3ot

1% 2R AHAN R D35 % ARV ERE AN [R] Horh 22

RV B e 0 2 B R COR il » BB PRSV AR 7 B

LR T A RS W X FEL 07 T K e A FE

1.14 FITHBEZERE Fast Asian Passiflora virus
(EAPV)

EAPV J& P43 ¥ R 58 b i S0 i s i 2 — .
e 5| 7Y & ¥ R 5 (woodiness disease) , % 4]
IAE H AR E S XA s, Hate &9 &
G| R T A REA S 37 N 1€ A et /=2 b
Ptk EAPV HAA AO F1IB iRk &P, Fukumo-
to S5 R IAE H A L& Hi X ) EAPV {UETE AO
PR HEAR S AL AU s T 7E H A Sumiyo,
EAPV R — 8 H B #E R EARIE ™
1.15 (S E B RS Bean common mosaic vi-

rus (BCMV)

BCMV J"Z R G Z M LR B, 3 75 3K &
Phaseolus vulgaris FHIEM™HfG%E (HERS EE
BRAET BCMV 44 2 fobk 2281, 4 4 NL1,
NL4,NL6, NL7, PR1, RU1 Al USI-US10 4,
Zhou 55 K& W BCMV B AT 85 9 7 F 4571k K52
I3 BV RIAE A 23 B W) o3 S R LM S 1 43 325 P1LPS
6K2 1l CP FEPIAY N i HAT B0 1 35815 Z K61, H
P11 P3 th B0 o B LAk T IE e B R I/E T s 8
LHTE BCMV B R 20 b & A iR B » /2 BCMV
P R B
1.16 FHRM KB 5% 5% & Chilli veinal mottle virus

(ChivVMYV)

ChiVMV F2 %45 3 BB RE A 1= UL ati B} i 2
VEY) . B RTTEAR M- X ) V2 AT & AT, AR o
T2 e A VR AN B0 2L 45 R AE . ChiVMV 32 3L
BRI R0 R R R e 52 1) 25 [8) 43 A (1) 5
i $g . ChiVMV 1y CP 3k B 37 1) 4 58 11 2l fk
WP I MG R A,

2 HE®ERE Ipomovirus

2.1 HERBBIRGKE Sweet potato mild mottle
virus (SPMMV )

SPMMV 2F £u ) 1z, BARSM FfR Y+
JUABHRRE Y 2 H S - B A i R —
SPMMV H A it % ZFE0E, ok B 5 TR B4
2 £ SPMMV 7E R0 M th g S i 70 3. 5

HE B HA B ML 22 70, H PL IR

I 17 R S S O SN [0 B o 3 2 v A N ]

HC-Pro,P3.6K1 Ml CP 555 [N 52 2| 7 gk £ [ 1 5

Wi S35 . SPMMV KL D] 41 P o 21 A O AR B v

SR T 5 PR A R i 1) DX SRR AL S R

2.2 PEFHAEIKIFE Squash vein yellowing virus
(SqVYV)

SqVY'V A DMZGLER PR Z2 R Y) A= 34 76 TR
SIEPE U 1B, &)™ 58 3 00 N4 - 1 5 Z
—L581 ORE] T potyviruses, Webster 45 % 304 &
HIRHL I SqVY'V B B A 19 35 % AH L
Hoor B AR I 18R A 23 4 HL2H 1) 35t % 22 59 4
AN SqVY'V B LR A2 2 e R R A
FHWI o w8 R & BUA IE W) e B i, HOHF 20 2 AR 0
RIGAIR , 52 B ST RN A R I g
2.3 KEEEKIFS Cassava brown streak virus

(CBSV)

AR EEAG A5 AR A DX B b 1Y) F B i
ez —0 R iy CBSV I AFE K37 & A 1 55 o —
TR B — 3 T A K 245 4505 15 Ugandan cassava
brown streak virus (UCBSV) 5| # oY, CBSV
FUCBSV 5 1% 56 2 B0 » A% IR A2 22k IR AR DL 20
BITE 7026 F1 74% /247, Mbanzibwa 55 % 3 Fi i
B BIAEAE R B A% 1 B A IR 42 HL R & 30 A ol
R AT AL, CBSV iy CP F: K A1 UCBSV 11y
HAMIh FEPR Fp AR BB 3 Bl L A T 1 18] 16 45 s ) A
FHT 8] CBSV #l UCBSV 1] g4k T A [ 14 37 1k
AR,

3 XREJKERE Poacevirus

3.1 FEPEMHES Triticum mosaic virus (TriMV )
THMV I JUAEAE/NEE R B — Rl o "
/N MW Aceria tosichella Keifer {535, HRTE
FEDE [ P S5 [X )3z R AR 7 Bartels &
W TriMV 7E 6] — 25 3 h kil i A 32 52 3]s AL
AR REIR AN [EACBRIE] TriMV 3 BR 2828 HAT 1R 5%
MIBEDLIE , CP BRI AR 2y 1. 95X10" /nt ik T
INGE 2 55 A6 MK B Wheat streak mosaic virus
(WSMV) . HHA AT A2
3.2 HEZEWMH®E Sugarcane streak mosaic
virus (SCSMV)
SCSMIV 8 £ HBEAE I bk L % B F1 98 4
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T BERS R Y B E L R SR A — S R AR} e o)
Viswanathan 21§ Bagyalakshmi 217 & 3 SC-
SMV EEE 4y B4 CP Al HC-Pro 3EH FAFEH
(3 ft ZhEdE . SCSMV BT — A~ BRI (1) “ i Fh 4%
A o 303k A ) o s 2 S () 20 B ) bR R TR A 1R
LG s SCSMV 1 v B[ [ 18] 77 78 P 4> 0 57 3t 1%
(AP RE o LR 1R0] 56 PR A8 480 R A AR AR 5110

4 BFERE

i LR, HETC &4 18 T 2 F potyvirids 1Y
Iy FHERESE . B potyvirids B 1) 41 HEAL L
A2 BN 5EAE (H 2] VAR R T AT A 1 2R R AR
M. A RALHE potyvirids R I3 #E 4k 1Y 324
77, potyvirids HA 8 m M R % RS S, P
BIKA-AE 107 g #E KGR 43 potyvirids, #5771
J& potyviruses JE PRI A1 Hfv, 5 21 & A I AR AR 55
RIS 3 o B 11 50 [ B 70 T INEL A L 2 po-
tyvirids 3 5R RS G BE 0 EF 32358 0 M 32 207
Kz — IR Y HIAR 2258 B 5 77 AL 58 80 B
SRR o 2R BT TG IR A R RS A e T
Potyviridae JEAL I FEHL IR AT 35614, 25 poty-
virids FEE7E L SEH X By 2F 3 b i Rk 2 2R
R ) T RO 1 S O kB R )
B ACEA E R FEIIVE T potyvirids JEPR 2H 57 3|
Tk VR T2 e . 2% B T Poryviridae
AL R SE M, i 7E PLLHC-Pro, P3 fil CP 453
PRI R A AEAS R0 1 IF ] e 5007 A 3K SR 1 Jl
HY s BRIR IS RN B 3 25X Potyviridae 1) 5€ ) 95 £
PEFHEOH T 0510009 potyvirids — A BN TIZ
(25 FJE L ZF potyvirids 15 3 26 F Y A1 H
7 3 8] 1 F A AR 9E R B potyvirids 1677 F[H]
(TS X AL A F B

R EER T IRE L H W RTE S+
KA B R EE A DT S, O R AN R LI
W G S S T L 1 U I P /| (1190 = I ]
K53 potyvirids I FE AL 58 5 BT 20— FP e, 52
— A EHE R I R R, TS 5 i
o NS RN A R - SE 2 Y
BHIER Ao F A 2 TR AR 222 I A BE S 3 s 7
AV AL PR A AL 4K L - DI M s 3905 35 I BT IR
PR 2 T 57 TR

S 3Tk
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