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Infection and Seed Transmission of Columnea latent viroid in Peppers
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Abstract: Columnea latent viroid (CLVd) could infect into six varieties of pepper plants in this study with
67-100% infection, detected by reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) technique. The
infected pepper plants showed symptomless or delayed expression in bird chili (Capsicum frutescens) which
expressed apical leaf distortion, epinasty and small leaves, abnormal flowers with light green petals, less fruit
setting and seedless at 6 months post inoculation. For the sweet pepper 2, displayed 100% infected plants and
seeds. The 100 seeds of the sweet pepper 2 variety were sown for grow-out test under plant nursery condition.
The 26 seedlings germinated from 100 seeds (26% germination) and showed 16 of 26 pepper seedlings of
CLVd infection (61.5% seed transmission) by RT-PCR technique at 10 weeks post sowing. Base on this work,
the CLVd was seed transmission in sweet pepper. lts infection and transmission would be the risk of disease
spreading in planting areas due to difficulty to eradicate the symptomless plants. Thus, control of pepper viroid

disease should be using disease free seeds.
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unAnga: Columnea latent viroid (CLVd) 11130 nMnanansn 6 Wus Runsndnsnluadaiuazilansiagaufng
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WmANA reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) WUINRERIINTEINanY 67-100% Taeifiunsn
ARndearlluaniani? Weuane NN aE aat19% 1 7 M Wqﬁ‘ﬂ%yﬁlé (Capsicum frutescens) A
anerauzannsiugentialng dataludiowiullftuusduasiaunanas m@ﬂamﬂﬂﬁLL@”ﬂﬁum@ﬂﬁﬁﬁmﬁi@u
Annatinguaz ldinn wmmmmeﬂ’]ﬂumwmimumiﬂ@nm@mu 6 LAaU Lmﬁﬂmmmwmmmmmm
g09idelasasf 3y 2 (Sweet pepper 2) mmmqwumimmmmmmu 100% uaziinnsiama wudletin
Lmmmimiﬂﬂm’lummw‘lﬁa‘m@u mumﬂm@ﬂmmumwm 26 mummmmmmmmmu 100 LWAA (A2N9AN

26%) meuwm@mmu 10 & silusms9eside CLVA Baematia RT-PCR itefugunnstnevantinumis
\WAAGAUERU HANIATIANL 16 Fitd AN 26 1 pranLIda CLVA GeAndlugmmnsdnemensinunasintesie
CLVA W3nuanu 2 Aananawinifi 61.5% ananumaaedianansnt usilidnida CLVA anansadnaneamnaisan
vl danalifiiapauidedlunisunsszunnreside CLVA Tuuaatlgnnin lesannwindaulinliuans
mmiw"ﬂﬁmﬂﬁ%ﬁmﬁuﬁmL%”fa@faﬂiﬂmr]ﬁyuﬁﬂ@p faviumsld wiaunTUaenlpazanansALANTaAT
Aaanidelhsensinnge

AdAny: seed Win nItnanenn AR

AN (Hammond et al., 1989), Chrysanthemum stunt

viroid (CSVd) (Lawson, 1987), Tomato apical stunt

W3N (Capsicum annuum) ilungluoed viroid (TASVd) (Walter, 1987), Pepper chat fruit
Weaiy Ne@ema Nzlle 81qy wazsulse fEu viroid (PCFVd) (Verhoeven et al., 2009), Tomato

ndaanawsnlfiuazunsnszaneiugignlivialan  planta macho viroid (TPMVd) (Galindo et al., 1982),
andeyaliuinnisdidinudniugAtuANLed Maxican papita viroid (MPVd) (Verhoeven et al.,
Uszmalnelud w.a. 2558 A 4272 fu lfsunes  2011), Tomato chiorotic dwarf viroid (TCDVd) (Singh
AU NNRANLTRINA WIN WATHLBENT AU et al., 1999), Tomato bunchy top viroid (TBTVd)
2.6, 1.8 LA 2.8 A MNAAL LazLFuNnunIstndn (Mishra et al, 1991), Hop stunt viroid (HSVd)
wanRugAuAN UL w.A. 2559 49u9u 7,600 Al J (Shikata, 1987) W & ¥ Cucumber pale fruit viroid
3NN 1FUIEHAAN ST WA WIN NTLdes9 (CPFVd) (Sano et al., 1984)
AU 2.9, 21.6 UAT 0.7 Fid AINAIAL (AN1ANNITAN @aliseudaniuamn lsagndauiaLdn
wanWugne, 2560) lunnsuduadnisindia - fge aneuclasaiaduduenfiduearsmansts
A’l ] < o o 1 ¥ al a =l 1 v 1 o =l v
TudIuuasNAnNuENTaINa19lszinAfiadinng TR TsAuadiuualdannsndanmzillsmiuess
A gy o A a v 9 ~ - = o , a %
pIvaaauiNe lilsAanAngnn wRefieefinumn WmandBunanialumad e teAanazaaid s 19
waza ity afAnnivg w.A. 2507 (1Tuf 6) W.A. 2550 waneanslanateguuss U ndANEa UL LTl
=< yy g ¥ o a a v o - g s a ~ A
A lfszyimalasead ivianun 15 9iln uazuanaailn TuFI wazuzlawmaA m@if;ifaﬂmummwwu Aa
eliifiapn@emeiunaAsegia wu wWin uzde Potato spindle tuber viroid (PSTVd) enﬁmmum 1

e TuelFe uasrnasduAeTiR e ugagl 12 10l Faneliaiuels (Diener, 1987) LONANNIEIT RN
& wn Potato spindle tuber viroid (PSTVd) (Diener, Lﬂ@i@i'ﬂﬂmummumhwa‘ﬂ ¥ CLVd, CSVd, CEVd,
1987), Citrus exocortis viroid (CEVd) (Fagoaga and HSVd hag PSTVd ﬂ“amm LATADLY (2548) iw\‘mu
Duran-Vila, 1996), Columnea latent viroid (CLVd) mﬁ‘mmﬂwumﬂ CLvd mﬂmmwmvu@mmmmm
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% d” =3 1
aINN9AAE LATTwnIU taauanduny luunangy
¢l harlenismasne NP naduly A1l feway
o % va o/ o/ = o v =y
a1 waZlFRan NNt AN TAaINIsdn N Tud
W.A. 2550 318MIUN13419991 T8 1938816 LN UNA 919 R
ANAUAT TOUUNL AAFEIN YNAIMNT NAAUG uay
UNNE19ANN AFIANLET A 13a8RFINa19 11 Faaging
Aanulaanasmuaavuin 1 waavugnausiain
petlszma INaRAmNAnRUTgNHaN (LFiaHg uay
ALY, 2554) wavlull W.A. 2554-2555 11111941399
dl’l a [~3 o 6 A d‘ v [~3
s lisead luulasnanmaniuiuz@eman 1 wan
WugWausanselszma asranunisfin@ia CLVd
Tunz@amA 1191 4 F98879 WAZNZAN 1 FAaating
(T § uazAmMy, 2555) HBNINNITAIT9ANY
PCFVd lunzidamAaesdszmalng (Reanwarakorn
et al., 2011) Bl NN ETUNNIENLNDANILHER

v T a % al dy o a d”
wugwanld Tnaaon@euaainidelases sty
UIeNALEDLAUA N I NALARAAAININNGT 50%
(Verhoeven et al., 2009) $18941U AN W@
Wasanida CLVd lumanelssmarialan tiwd O a.A.
2007 wuiaalasesfdinvinananzlamARug Angelle
LA Santazian Tuﬂi:mm@"nnqwﬁmm 50-60% WAy
ANAIIANHNIA U UBINANAR NN AT WA NINNGINS
Winni1aneann PSTVd ( Nixon et al., 2010; Singh,
1983) WALINLINBAIMN IR U8 URIN LA B L0 ALY
semALARIAN (Singh et al., 1992) Leiagnil (Spleker
1996) LAY 5aiAa (Steyer et al,, 2009) Bananil
mmmmuumﬂummwimLmuﬂgnwwmmumm
=l =2 v o d"’ 2
WeUI8Da 82% arnnisdinniansainidalasess
Fanannandng (Hadidi et al., 2003; Sano, 1984;
Singh et al., 1992; Spieker, 1996 ; Verhoeven et al.,
2004)

ANTIENUNTEENDALUNIHNA AN LGRS
e CLVA TNz @ ame wasn3n (Matsushita and
Tsuda, 2016) 4Aq UszasAnasnisiaaluaialias
HuduAnwanistianean1un10uan (seed

. . dl” & o ' a = v
transmission) 1898 lsasis Aanang lunsniie 141w
fayandrAnylunismuumielunisilasiunisszing
wazNNNAEe et ANAANIAUNAR Walwmalulat

103

NN9IAIAABLANININA AR UT BN 9U A Y
dapan Wesandeldininsnisnidmaalosessn
ANEMNBANNNNGNAPN NI ANEN N

L4 aa
aUnsaluazlsnsg

1. MSFTENNINARAL

ﬁuﬁw‘?nﬁﬁhmmM@ufimquﬁmm 6
Wug Gun W?‘ﬂ%ymé (Capsicum frutescens) AU 1
siuf waz C. annuum L iduningnuaudadi 1 (F1
hybric) 8 1uat 4 Wuglun Windvyuging 60
(Tevee 60) w?nmfmv‘vvuﬁ?ﬁmm (Kingpetch) W3n
1911 1 (Sweet pepper 1) WAL WINUITU 2 (Sweet
pepper 2) WazNINWuUgHaNLL A (OP) I3un WInsuan
(PBC365)

e nTavaaadlunszUzNNE WAL
Hrelqnideians 21 Fu sideiiluase 23 1 asluge
Ugnawe 15 i WiinuesuazAuensindeduian
Ugn 1dilogns 15-15-15 n 2 dlanf uazlfuzidie
weug Rutgers HwiugaauuanILAN (susceptible
check) AMuaLENARa UL 190t 6 HuseWug N
UnAidnuau 2 Fusleug engitei§lunnlgnide e
a1gjtlsznns 30 Sundsanvizaluase 34 lu

2. newedandaiianagaulsa (inoculum) LAz
gnida

s ide CLvd lunisgnide i
nagou Wi CLVA Talmian NK-KUKPS1 accession
no. KY235369 lneliluanueuziliomaniug Rutgers
Afnde CLVd tianidn 1 nfu serdwies (0.1M
phosphate buffer, pH 9.0 ‘1'7; LA 8 0.1%(WA) Na,SO,
Aaun19M911) 5 Faaans ualuigluiwmesan
AYBLA NIRAUBNARNTRN LATANNIANTTLFUAN
8737 0.1%(WA) ﬂ@ﬂL%”ﬂ%ﬂﬁmimﬂmﬁyﬁﬁzumuu
Tugesianadet uazninmesAupsA LUy
asuuluresiaglns (negatwe control) m"l,fsﬂivmm
1-2 i LL@”@N‘I‘Umﬂm@‘vmmmnuumwwimu
miﬂgﬂm@Lmzwsﬁﬂnmiﬂﬂqﬂ‘lﬂﬁ Beufuuuas 715
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foUNNH NI 30-35 a9A@ AT A (Hammond
et al., 1989) Funadsatinaties 12 42luesadu N1n19

Ugniaa 2 A3 Tnaafan 2 ineanaiausn 1 dilanid

ﬂmﬂwmwnmummmmmuﬁﬁwﬂm wazan lunn
mm%'ﬂumimmm@ CLvd umﬂmmﬂ 8 dumnif

3. mMeanAaSlAulaANARtNINT

nnnanauenaniduaansaa19ly way
WAR R8T CTAB (Reanwarakom et al., 2011) Inel
UAFREN RN 0.05-0.1 n3u Aululnsietuman
Aupaat e Tazifen LaziAs CTAB extraction buffer
(2% wiv CTAB, 100 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0, 20 mM
EDTA, 1.4 M NaCl uazlau 1.0% wiv Na,SO, A<
2.0% wiv PVP-40 faulde1u) nazasaianzna
zgm’n’fmﬁf;ﬂi‘fﬂﬂﬁuﬁqﬂﬁﬁy@ﬁﬂmﬂMﬂ RNase
3ums 100 Tulnsdns ufigruund 20 asen
LALTEd

4. MamgIRdaLNITIENYNaNETaRda CLVd Aasl
v AU A reverse transcription-polymerase chain
reaction (RT-PCR)

AsaadeLNITdiNRNaneeade CLVd Fat
mAflA RT-PCR ansaawenfiiueiianaly foege
Insimed CL-P2 iflAnuanmnzianzasdelde CLVd
(d18 cCLP2anmutuadszneumag 5-
CTGCAGCCATGCAAAGA- 3' aNU9% 17 WA WAZANE
hCL-P2a 7@ utuadseneau@ae 5-
GGTCAGGTGTGAACCAC-3' a11491 17 LWA) ALeuLe
AHARILILATLA L1043 CLVA T11A 370 T9Ra-
Tolns (ARsvnn, 2551) uwtiseanidu 2 Fumeust

Fupauusn WuduneunsdiasLl cONA
ﬂ@GL%”EVLQ?ﬂHﬁﬁQEJ?J%‘ﬂW? reverse transcription (RT)
Uffsentliunns 20 ulnsdns Usznevlufion Tnawes
@188y (cCL-P2) aarnidndu 1 TulnsTuans way
Fatinaensidule 3.5 llnsans tndineies thermal
cycler ﬁﬁ@ Biometra 'g*u T1 (Biometra GmbH) Tmﬂ[ﬁ%ﬂ
TsunInn TN 9UFIRAS 96 B9ATAE S U1U 5
W7 1 301 AT LT LT LT 2 un T uas
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hidinused thermal cycler anmss Tnasalilsunsunis
Vin9nui 37 aeAnLma@ea w15 w7 1 se1 a1niiu
UNNIAN reverse transcriptase buffer AN NT U
1X, NTPs A u i ndin 1 Radluans wavidwlasd
reverse transcriptase ﬂ’MNL%N"ﬁ‘LA 100 ?;Iﬁ[ﬂ LR
mmnlmm thermal cycler Tnesallsunsunisiinay
7i 42 mmmmmm w1 Falae 1 901

Fumauiiges uduraumafianBunomidy
19911 cDNA 71§ annduneuusnéaamaila PCR
Waldf B unaenandna B uleninnadiaz
amaaauludunausiell 1l Ujisaniunms 20
Tulasdams UsynauMae 1x PCR buffer (Thermo
Scientific™) MgCl, A9sdind 1 2 Hadluans aNTPs
Audndu 0.25 Dadaluans Insiues cCL-P2 uax
hCL-P2 Aanudindw 0.1 lulasiuans Tag. DNA
polymerase (Thermo ScientificTM) AN N 1 ﬂﬁm
cDNA 113179 2.0 13J‘Em‘m 2F LLZ\]‘”TJ?‘].ILE‘N’]MM@VI’]E
mﬂmﬂ@ummmamﬂmmm RNase mnuuuqm
A3 thermal cycler Tnellsunsuntsinausaiae
71 grungdl 94 eaAniTaTon w3 unit S 1

v
o

so1 414 2 QrUUNH 94 BNANTATIAWIL 40 BN TU
7 3 goungR 54 e9AniTadaauIY 40 FunFt U7 4
gnvndl 72 esrniTaFuau 40 3unil Teind g
2.4 4191 39 39U UATTUT 5 grunni 72 @960
AITAUIUY 7 UNT AU 1 8L
ATIREALIUIATDIA B ULANANARAIN
RREE RT-PCR A 1A 4 19f 1 §a83F gel
electrophoresis 1aeIl% 2% agarose gel avanelu 0.5
X TBE buffer wéarinsnsiugns ininipnusinedng
100 ]9a 6 1111981 40 WAT A1ntiuin agarose gel
Haukng ethidium bromide W1t 15 U7 wlusin 5
uit wazinllnmaguanaesidue kot UV-

transilluminator WAz AN

5. N15AFIAFAUNITELNMIAILLALNNITALNEA
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Unft wasifiusethelufimmaseuildfunisgnide
W 8 dUnai wazfAudnd unannenfiduauay
399881LWIE8 CLVA §a8inATlA RT-PCR A1
Tupenluiie 3 uaz 4 anifuinnanisnmageLdas
waiA RT-PCR yvnilefifudnisiininaneueqide
CLvd Iuw?nnﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁmmmmu

fumdawinannfuiilifunisgnideuu
8 &P UaLULING 1NNt AR ANty
Hda i lEuna Ao ueLaTATAga LN E e
CLVd Angimatia RT-PCR n’f'v'fammﬂﬁuﬁw?ﬂﬁﬁmﬁm
e lasend anthundafiaeainniansanyie
%i@ﬂm"‘lu*’fuﬁu?f%gﬂﬁﬁ"l,ﬂmm'aumﬂ’nmﬂmmmq
wanwug Tnenislgnaslunszaisauin 6 fia e
danmainisaealsaluaniniseisean (grow-out test,
GoT) uWhauifiaufufufidgnainudaiildanndiu
Unfdunan 10 dUanf uaztiudunanisiianen
hsesftinunImEaaaniIasaaaLde CLVA
anluianagavant 10 4Uaniudalgn feamaiia
RT-PCR pnu3an15dnafiu

NANITNANRAY

NNgMsIARaLNISLIEINYINaNaIaada CLVd Tunsn
6 Wug
1 o 'S a dl v
AINNIINARINUIIWUEWIN T 1E Tunas
NAABUAUINTIMNA 6 WuF gnidinvinanalaaime
cLvd 15 uaziiaewsn@iny (C. frutescens) NuAAS

an191a9lsANIAAAINNITdNNaNe e alagas 6

Tnafennslugentinlng Uanaludiawiuluguuas
wardlaunnanad AenRALNALATNALABNHA LT U
Anuatiasuar NN sNdan e luuE (A
7 1) Senmagauenfiueainluaatniaingas
mATlA RT-PCR AaLudmannisidininanavaade
CLVd 1uw?ﬂ%yulé (C. frutescens) 7t 83% ‘W?“ﬂ%ywl_é
WUGIA 60 7l 67% w?numﬂﬁuﬁ:ﬁ'uwm WINVINU 1
LAY WINUANK 2 LATWINHUAN (PBC365)17'i 100%
PSRN (AN319T 1 Uae Nl 1)
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nsATIARaLNNSANENanda CLVd MaNan

AINNINARBINTNAIUIU 3 WUF AN 6 WU
ﬁmﬁmmmm Luﬁmﬁqmnir}ﬁurﬂiﬂ@ﬂﬁy@ cLvd
15un wa‘ﬂwuwuﬁmq 60 wmﬁmﬂwuﬁmmm uaz
WINMIL 2 (A13197 1) laviannImanageLuide
CLVd anansiduedianalianiudaninia 3 ane
#ugsisamatia RT-PCR Usngdinsalinumdnsin
e CLVA anvanTungiuging 60 wasvdnueaniiug
ANTE AN LIS AT RIIRGELT LA 516
LAY 140 AR ANNAAL 289 IR ANNLIFLNEANSN
MU 2 ﬁzﬁummmmuﬁwmu 10 (AR WU 5 AR
Finie CLVd Avihidafimdeligrmagerluganm
Tsaibeu itefudunisdnanenidegiugau (embryo)
(W 2)

FaNNsATIagaLELSUnNsnemanida CLVA
Wmmﬁm‘l,uw?ﬂwmu 2 ﬁﬁlmmqwuﬁyfﬂfm@ﬂﬁmn
memmmﬂummmuwumewmmm@ 50% G
o5 memﬂ 10 wifin) Boemnatia RT-PCR 1t vids
B & mAes 1w 100 wanNnlgnnaasuly
annisaiten WReLFaUfUmLEnT 1§ annyE g 2
Futlnd wodnSauanBuTseniaune 26 fu (A4
98N 26%) ‘Lumm”w WAARNNWINMINY 2 Audnf |
SUUA TN IVNA 89 HUAaNNe UL 100 WA
(Assan 89%) Tneduwdnisenannwdafilianguy
Aadolasatflinuenniafand wenBauidiendy
muwa?nm@ﬂmﬂmewimmnmuﬂﬂmwumm 10
flpnviindu uasilenstaseuEusunnsdremenide
CLvd mmu@@umﬂmmﬂ RT-PCR WUINWINMINY 2
Asaniiavun 26 & umuwmwmmvnﬂifmﬂﬂmmmu
16 1 Anlunisdneanenide CLVA naman Wiy
61.5% FauansualumT197 1 uaznwit 3 wslain
fufaida CLVA anysnuanu 2 fagnannsdnilé
annduiniiilanmageuiiusudaamaiia RT-PCR
(A ugnana)
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Table 1. Detection of Columnea latent viroid infection in six pepper cultivars by reverse transcription-

polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR)

Pepper cultivar ~ Symptom Total RT-PCR

seed’ % Plant Infected Grow-out test % seed

infection seed /total  (infected/ total transmission®

seed test germinated
plant)
C. frutescens + (L-dist)’ 0 83 (5/6) NT NT NT
Tevee 60 - 516 67 (4/6) 0/516 NT NT
Kingpetch - 140 100 (6/6) 0/140 NT NT
Sweet pepper 1 - 0 100 (6/6) NT NT NT
Sweet pepper2 - 110 100 (6/6) 5/10 16/26 61.5
PBC365 - 0 100 (6/6) NT NT NT

" L-dist = abnormal apical, leaf epinasty and reducing leaf size, ? total seed from CLVd infected plant,

°9% seed transmission = (CLVd infected plant /total germinated plants) x 100, NT= No test

Figure 1. Symptoms of Columnea latent viroid infected on chili pepper (C. frutescens) at 6 months post
inoculation; (A) healthy (B) abnormal apical, reducing of leaf size, abnormal flowers with light

green petals
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8

9 10 C1 C2 D bf

Figure 2. RT-PCR results of Columnea latent viroid detection of seed from Sweet pepper 2 plant, the

target size of DNA product was 370

bp;

M= 100 bp. molecular weight markers, P= CLVd

infected Rutgers tomato, 1-10 = seed no. 1 to no. 10, C1 and C2 = healthy pepper seed, D=

CLVd infected pepper leaf, bf= buffer

MClt 1 2 3 4 5 6

bp

500—

100—

M

1

bp
500—

100

7 8

9 10 11 12 P bf M

«—370 bp

1314 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 2324 P bf M

«—370 bp

Figure 3. RT-PCR results of seedling at 10 weeks post sowing on grow-out test of Columnea latent

viroid infected seed lot Sweet pepper 2, the target size of DNA product was 370 bp; M= 100

bp. molecular weight marker, P= CLVd infected Rutgers tomato, 1-24 = plant no. 1 to 24, C1=

healthy pepper, bf= buffer

150

dnnenmstsaniiende CLVA anms
Ugnidedaeianauuwsnynanafugiinundne
WUINWINYNANERUTHN1TUAAIANNEA N UL
NUNTU (tolerance) fonisidininanavedde CLVd
ilesanliuansernialin sifeusnsenmenandanas
Pnideatinein 7 iesnnidelrensdanunizudeet
nelugiuits uazifianmasaukasimaiia RT-PCR
Sasmadninansveada CLVA uninta 6 Wug
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agluszAugs Ae 67-100% FanalEuanliimiuia
AaAsslunnsunssE LN ATeaEe CLVd Tuuguen
FRndausliuansennis ainlfennsenismidnide
Tasaefliinualiannuilasilgn wazaviiuunasaes
& A ¥ o A o o = P
Fanaunsadininareiadnuasldnendaduialgn
msngRandseuLiadniacngeuuesiansdi
o 4” 1 A A a
NAEUBATE CLVA 11 NEABWA NUD WAINN W)
e uay gloxinea (Hammond et al., 1989; Matsushita
and Tsuda, 2015; Nielsen and Nicolaisen, 2010;
Yanagisawa and Matsushita, 2017) SALT
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AN INAABINNIAIIAADLINNTTNENDAE D
CLVd MumAndNsiuuans lifiuinn1sdnnianaaes
@9 CLVA Fuafanswminnen ia uaznsinman
aavanTa 6 anefuguansineriu lHun uwuan dela
so8ANn lHWsN 3 WuglAun w?éﬁ”m_ﬁt (C. frutescens)
WINUIU 1 Lazisnsuan (PBC365) tAfunanszny
a1nnsdinR1an A auinannn fesanunediv
ANNNINAANA M WA IR N IR 1R NE R LazZUNNRY
LifinsRnnandeanldfumlgnide WenBauiden
ﬁuﬁuﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ@mmﬁ”faﬁwﬂwLw'a'-fﬂ”qmﬁmmmm:mﬁm
1% enaitiosunannniadininansaede lasessTinaii
Wiazaaanas (pollen) HAduialnf flaidanis
Ufausasliiiansimuniaeniiuimdn (seed coat)
wazbiugaumelunin uuuiiaes fe WinwuaF5u
nalgnidelaserfanunsnaenaen Aanauazinng

o =3 1 al o Y a % U a d” o o
WoNUNIDUNA AT AN UAWLNR VL@ N NINANYNUY

i3 60 W’?ﬁnuﬂmﬁuﬁ:ﬁqmm WATINTIU 2 UAAdN
Fel0s08FFINaN9019d9HANIENLAN T RIUN
areadnasiarnIslaustieundnuesnsn 3 Wugun
flRawdasanan vtenawlidmsnusazanewig
fiAnnununiusenisininanaveqid olases flE
Mz lalziaNah!
atinalsfimuniaAneInnsinemenvedide
CLVd tinifaninluaiedl anunsodiuduiduniausn
%9 CLVD 81119081 8N0nEN NS AN
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