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Christiansen-1yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes

Wang-2yesyesyesyesnonoyesunclearyesyesyes

Aramendía-3yesyesyesyesyesnounclearunclearyesyesunclear

Wang-4yesyesyesyesnonoyesunclearyesyesyes

Li-5yesyesyesyesyesyesyesunclearyesyesunclear

Liu-6yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes

Zhuang-7yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes

Zhang-8yesyesyesyesyesyesyesunclearyesyesyes

Mimura-9yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes

Yu-10yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes

Li-11yesyesyesyesyesnoyesunclearyesyesyes
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