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ABSTRACT

In this study, rDNA sequencing and AFLP analysis were performed to
differentiate four Dioscorea species, D. deltoidea, D. deltoide var. orbjculata, D.
nipponica and D. doryphora. Totally twelve samples obtaining from three samples
for each species were collected. The results of rDNA alignment analysis showed that
the highest similarity is 89% between D. deltoidea and D. deltoide var. orbjculata.
The similarity between D. deltoidea and D. nipponica is 80%, however, only 62%
with D. doryphora. It suggests that D. doryphora is far away from the others three
species in the study in genetic relationship. Basing on the ITS-l1 sequence
comparison, the similarities between D. doryphora and D. deltoidea, D. deltoide var.
orbjculata, D. nipponica respectively are 66% ~ 65% % 73%. Basing on the ITS-II
sequence comparison, the similarities between D. doryphora and D. deltoidea, D.
deltoide var. orbjculata, D. nipponica respectively are 53% ~ 55%% 70%. Higher
sequence diversity is found in the ITS-11 region, which is thought to be a higher
ability in differentiation. In AFLP analysis, six sets of primers were selected for
detecting the variation among the twelve samples in the study. Totally 264
polymorphic markers were produced in the analysis. Out of the primers we tested,
the set of the primer EcoRI + ACG and Msel + CAA produced the least products,
and the set of the primer produced the most. 3168 markers generating from the
twelve samples were calculated in the AFLP analysis. The total diversity among the
twelve samples is 12.61%.
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F 208 f—l-'li"]"—’\—ﬂ’f}ir%ﬁ'll}‘%’fr s BT LR M A 3 4 DNA i}:}?-]vafilj -
’xl?”* CEAFHE BRI AR M TEEL ?é’i’Ml%’j’% .
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D. deltoidea = & £ &3F (Z 3 )

a—

D. deltoidea var. orbjculata Prain et Burkill {1 = # £ %3 (£ 3 )

i

D. nipponica Makino 7 = &% 3 (= ")

D. doryphora Hance =% & 55 (4 %)
~ ~ DNA puffizv

ABEFEHE P 0.1 5 > 4 1 £ 2 ureaextraction buffer (50mM Tris-HCI, pH8.0;
50mM NaCl; 20mM EDTA,; 2.5M urea; 1% sarcosine ) » &4 & ¢ = 7 e > i #-
FEi% ® ~ 1.5ml eppendorf ¢ > # ¥ At E 10 4451 4 > — B E8A phenol/
chloroform/isoamyl alcohol = 25:24:1 » ;& 53 i 12 13000 x g » &~ 10 4 45 ; B+
R %4 » 0.1 & 88 4 <9 4.4M NH,OAcC: £ 12 phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol=
25:24:1 44 B~— = > 4w ¢ T DNApellet> & 12 70%iFpht if-i% 2 5 #1573+ 1/10
TE buffer # -

= ~IDNA V PCR 3T

AFF g i 513 L ik Emmanuel J. P. Douzery % 4 (1999) % % f7 4
ribosomal 2_ ITS sequences % 2+ & = » # & 7 % @ forward primer L : 5-ATT,GAA,
TGGTCC,GGT,GAA,GTGTTC,G-3' - reverse primer H : 5-AAT, TCC,CGGTT,
CGC,TCGCCGTTA,C-3"»p+ 51+ ¥ #-18SrDNA % 26S rDNA z_ /¥ 717 1TS1+5.8S
rDNA 2 ITS2 #3 -+ - PCR % F &84 5 25ub 2 ¢ ¢ 7 1X PCR buffer

(ProTech, U.S.A.) > 0.2 mM dNTP, 1uM forward primer L 4= reverse primer H >
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0.625 U Taq polymerase (ProTech) =2 ng DNA - 12 Perkin EImer Cetus 2400 ~
Je® 0 27 DNA sl F i 5 F ik 2 5 40 < 5%k 0 94°C, 1 ~ 48, 527C, 1
A48, 72°C, 1~ 48

P4~ PCR J@F‘@@ﬁﬂp SRt |

PCR Af S @M T iitd > 7 AP kis 27 PCR &
Poendit o A 100 ul F A Y 4o b B AcRE R 0 BRI 2003 P st
Wi E g A EE o A ET 5T DNA EF 0 FLE 0 e r -
¥_¥ hcapture buffer (300mg #% # 4c » 300 uL capture buffer) > 60°C -k i# e #t
5-15min & "= 273 f% ; AR{SRB R~ - BT a3k <f ¢ (Collection Tubes )
it (GFX™ Columns) # > %38 7 2<% 1min > 12000rpm &< 1 min - #
Yo g P Al At Eficds? £ 4e ~ 500ul wash buffer i i% > 12000 rpm ﬁsﬁ
s lmine 32 4B g ¢ ko X8 12000 rpm £ s 1 min J‘Hﬁ%—i o
PG R S RIS ES BT el E 0 - 15ml hde F o b »g%sg
e TE %% 7% > 83k $ick 48 0 12000rpm &2~ 1 min - B~ 5ul B4k > £ 3 7,
%%éiﬂﬁaﬁ;\ﬁﬁfg % odxx 2 AFrl 2 99 < agarose ARG F A LA

t77% % 1X TAE buffer (40 mM Tris-acetate - 2 mM EDTA > pH 8.0) » 12
100 V ?I:@@ﬁ &% 1.5 ] pFis > %2 0.5 ng/ ml ethidium bromide % ¢ > & UV %
TER o BERS T TEASES > 12 GFX TM PCR DNA and Gel Band
Purification kit ( Amersham Pharmacia Biotech Inc) it DNA » 4c » 15pl = (&
A& kAR DNAS R Rz Q%P 2 5o 24 (#* ABI PRISM
BioDye Terminator Cycle Sequencing Ready Reaction Kit &7 j# i& {7 2% ) °

=t ~ AFLP 5i#m% (amplified fragments length polymorphism )

1. 4 4 88 & 7] %2 DNA 246 B

i & 5 Doyle and Doyle (1990) 52 CTAB 14 B~ BRi& {7304 i3 22 0L X P
o4 A FlE DNA - 2~% 0.10g #7# £ # 2 1.5ml | s g @ > g fi § AR
Wi 4e » 600ul & Fp# 3 65°C enCTAB-PVP ;% /% (Lodhi etal., 1994) [2% CTAB

( hexade cyltrimethyl ammonium bromide ) » 100 mM Tris (pH8.0)> 1.4 M NaCl -
20 mM EDTA ( ethylenediaminetetra acetic acid ) » 1% PVP ( polyvinylpoly-
pyrrolidone) % 0.2% B-ME (2-Mercaptoethanol )] & > f1* 3= F Bl 2147 2

2R E B ESCazisfookis? 30 Ada > T REKESR - BIBPEFE L

#rx F R 16 0 14 14000rpm B 5 A 4E 0 Kb ik | ¥ - Areh 1.5ml o] g g

? > #4r »~ 500ul chloroform/isoamylalcohol (24:1) i3 7% 14 3% F B el 21 4 F = 5
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ﬁ#ﬁ@’#uM%mm%u59%%5ﬁw9@»%AWMJ%ﬁiE—m
#Z 50ul M NaCl &) g g ?oo g e r Iml-20C g ﬁfﬁ%zﬁﬁ& DNA i % °
12 14000rpm & 5 4 48 » iglH Lt Fi% 0 4e ~ 1 ml wash buffer (0.2M sodium
acetate » 75% ethanol) 7342 % 20 4 4% > 12 14000 rpm &g 3 & 45 - iF ) wash
buffer» & = -] 3.< ¢ 1552 5~10 4 4& - 4¢ » 50pl TE buffer(1 mM EDTA > 10 mM
Tris » pH8.0) 127 j& DNA » 111 65 C-k i AL 10 4 454 h A 5 ShiFpi

2. ¥ 4 7L F] = DNA 2_ gFf% % *» 4] (double digestion )

B~250ng 5t it E o RSk 6 Kk &5 DNA > 4~ ECOR |/ Mse |
fz% % 2.5units > 5ul 5X » &% %% [50mMTris-HCI (pH 7.5) > 50 mM Mg-
acetate > 250 mM K-acetate] > & & B384 25ul > *+ 37°C¥ & 72~ 2 F &
2/ A T0CARIZ 15 ~4afsilag B o~ ke ¥ 0 F i o K% DNA # 44
fEk TR 2E ) AL REAFLP S 47 A B AR 3 0 SR AR
Wk Tt Al Vi T 4 A Flle DNA s 4 "7’3"’5%??* ’ i%'évB’*""ﬂ
& DNA 4v » ECOR | &2 #7¥¢2_ F Rl b » 83 37CT 2] EiTATF
DNAz ¥ &) F Jis > £ 2 7T0C a2 15 £ 4518 > ﬂhz?"{%d\v‘ "L B R B
o F s> A0 100V 22 T4 > T ARG DRIV R > BT A
FEUFRATFE DNA £F ¢z 2 od o 53 g2 27254, T
Fom AR FEEEA T UDFF o Bl R &ER P2 o

3.4+ 2 @& (ligation of adapters )

Pemi it @ % BEAEE 7 2 etk & DNAC £ 4e ~ 1ul( lunit /ul )T4 DNA ligase
% 24ul 2_ adapter ligation solution [ % EcoR I/ Mse | adapters > 0.4 mM ATP »
10 mM Tris-HCI (pH7.5) > 10mM Mg-acetate - 50 mM K-acetate] » % *>* 20°C *
FR2 1P F lg= 84~ TE buffer #-f8 10 & r0 38 (7 (8 4 e 334 5 3¢ -
R F RAMA R Slub 7 Sul Wit e kA RS R R 10 B ik S
DNA » 5ul 10X PCR buffer [ 100m MTris-HCI (pH8.3) » 15mM MgCl, > 500 mM
KCI]) > 1ul (1unit/ul) Tag DNA polymerase » 40ul 3132 &£;% [® 2 EcoR | *7
e - BUA"SE R B 5|l 8 Msel 228 - i3 “C” w W B #0515 ]-PCR
F & %> Perkin-Elmer 9700 #% ®B i {7 » & ik 2 & 94°C » 30sec ; 56°C » 60sec ;
72°C > 60sec ; = VA% 20 =0 - v1 1+ AFLP AP oo d V3B 7 A Flle DNA a2
%ﬁiiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$mﬁﬂﬂ’W%mﬁ‘ﬁ&@ﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬁL%
Technologies = & 2= AFLP Analysis System | o & $53 &2 £ 2 B2 6 > 55
¥ ¥ 4% AFLP ﬁ%‘rﬂﬁéﬁ%mﬁi o PFEF T w PP R E iR SR K 0 1 E
FOUFREPPFTHEREERY RS RS2 (A - BlRED A
BET oW PoIRA oz A w M F ek &0 14 1.6% NuSieve3: 1 agarose( FMC )
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% 1 X TBE buffer ¥ 12 4Viem & 7 304 3~4 /] B > 5% ¢ &2 UV B ifts » 3%
) 100~600bp thi=% v L 3|Hks chd kA5 ( “smear” ) T AT I I
F J&w e AFLP Atrh ERe H e @ & ¥ etk H-4c ~ TE buffer ﬁﬁ? 10 & g
FRFTERGH -  FREHBHF BRAMAE 200> p 7 Sulwite 2w
FHH & fl’%l?i’ﬁ‘% 10 & ek & DNA > 1ul Msel 313 (JE R 5uM ; +3 3B
fast @ B 7)) IulEcoRI 31+ (DER 1M F 5 3 BHYEud R, ¥ 2 g
¥ kA 2 ) 15ul ;2 AmpliTag enzyme ¥2 dNTPs = AFLP core mix % %[ 12
+3apt p Perkin-Elimer = @ ] - PCR & J& 7= > Perkin-Elmer 9700 #% ®:£{7 » &
Mtk i® 5 % - Y%k 94°C > 30sec ; 56°C » 60sec ; 72°C > 2min > 2 {2 =& T - B
ATk 515 B AR & (annealing ) 8 & iR 0.7C > U R 12 B fak
X152 94°C > 30sec ; 56°C » 60sec ; 72°C » 2min ek Ji ik i+ 32 {7 23 B 5 3k -

4~ A

#-rDNA 7 7| 3424 Vector NTI £ £ 3048 (InforMax, Inc.) 2. # 11 Align X #t
R AT A 470 1B g B o) ¥t 2 7] (multiple alignment )~ 4p 2 & (similarity )
2 kb 7B (phylogenetic tree) ; Align X 4 17 #c#8 7L >+ Saitou f= Nei
Neighbor joining (NJ) algorithm #g;% @ B3 > 325 B 7| crpedp 2 2 = H AR
o R % Fp iy A hA F5 R p Waterman, 1988 2 Altschul, 1991 &2+ & = 58 o
AFLP #icdp 14 UPGMA =17 % - $Hk &2 F @3 #0447 (cluster analysis ) » {8 4
Huhid a2 82 B (diversity) o
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= AN ] i

AR F PRI R ooe B EFE A 0 BT (DNA § A1 e 47 5 A

PR AR T R P T fud B iehz 4 & (D. deltoidea) 5% Fl= &
# & 37 (D. deltoidea var. orbjculata ) ~ B :# #7837 8 L 913k ki % & 37 (D.
doryphora) » 1 2 d w " ¥ %52‘**1’ B kkEiiEr T v E 5 (D
nipponica) & = tkfEtkenE + > iz e B EFFSEOIDNA A7 (Bl- )e >
B rDNA (ITS-1-5.8S-ITS-11) * 5600 bp ; #5| it Hend S dgr > = & £ & e
FlZ ¢ EEFORINPNUAEERS > 5 8% (£- ) 2 L EHFvFIEHFD
Rofaii i i 80%  frfzd B4g A 7 4p 0k 262% ; d 27 L2k B3F 8 &
PTEY ol s = BEIFFRIAM R o A Align X 588 a2 A 17 0 17 5
HB R GAcB = 977 0 2R B HERA DTS REL 470 ITS-I (5 115bp)
2 ATS-II (¥ 240bp) % b mf2 BRERKF REALEM o & ITSI 25 > =
AEER - A EERORNAR 8N EF s Eifsr g i#%
TRz &% feF I EFOR AR G 66% -~ 65%% 73% (%= )-
ITS-Il & > EECFZ 4 EEFA/RIPUAESS > 5 88%; m'}’i*-%‘
R I TRz 4 EEFHFFHEFORANPAE S 53% ~ 55%%
70% (4 = LY R B £ EEFFOITS-I Ap i & B > % 53% -
ITS-1 &2 ITS-1I m); 7 %‘ Moab g o FITS-I e B B s (P EFRK ) ¥

R S AR o PN O QA S %‘%‘.rr'ﬁ =L A sl %‘gwﬁ.@
iiE R o

Dillon % 4 (2001) f1* ITS ®#FE kR 2 B} > ¥ F i~ %R
(D'Ovidio, 1992; Baldwin et al., 1995 ) g4 > 2 ITS B 7| % & 8 &2 125 B &
Ead I BMYMAeT - 2 G AP S B0 Lau & 4 (2001)
Bt 2B R A rDNA 2 ITS-l B et s & Al B R 5 1249

GLAEPN E B3 196 Fus 4 (1999) RIEm > hr BE 2B F o
ITS-1 2 ITS-I BAZ R R 2:E 2% -7 LEEF{ed % > IDNA & 7|at B
Bz ZBPAFS > 3 - TP UFRE SR MR N 2 BR&s A7
BERRA] D FFRAPRFIELAAS ARG AH T IR - R B E
A AV -} g DITF bR IR BT Y RS T RRE A
F\ 2B BB o kIR E I SAAAN T S m'ﬁtﬂ/l a0 fAp R R RR- S

oAb $B A o

i @ DNA g R 24452 & > RFLP 3k iFpF P o & -

RyF RAPD 2 ZEREAF A FlepM T &- BEs 3 2cFpha L
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¢ * RAPD 4 #74% & (Linacero, 1992) - + # (Al-Zahim, 1999 ) ~ ¥z ## ( Saker,
2000) ¥ {5t fimie R hv phy {5 o & Fourre ¥ £ (1997) * 3% 5 RAPD
sl mdrisesiagd - 2 A 3G B F 7 ko Picea abies {44 3 - RAPD &
o MR M nre R 0 ¥ b > Rival (1998) ~ Bouman (2001) % 4 & %] $3t e
B A id S B AR £ E 3 RS A 1715 47 0 > RAPD A iR 1A
i R o Vos % 4 (1995) 3 4 2 AFLP #4iF> -2 DNA#KE >~ 7 2% &
Bk siph T4 - L IRMB 2 & XA 47977 B (5 ek FILBcP far fLarig *
RAPD £ SSR % % % (Hill etal., 1996; & it, 2000; Nan et al., 2001; A. Wong et
al., 2001; Anthony et al., 2002) s 8L > B B a0 5 b > ¢ ARE* ARz B R 2 &
7+ > 2 ¥ & R % (Vendrame, 1999 ; Vendrame, 2000 ) -

Carlos & * (2002) 1* 12 %= AFLP 313 2 & > o7k p b - Ffi0R
(Arabidopsis thaliana) # x5l the Rz & A 2 5 % L A2 778 Bixd -
TioiEd LR S 175.1bp o ek 8 ipleniEF @ 4 31960 >t 100 bp o T 325 e 3]
FHEBHAAE L 2 FF BpP 55484050315 & & ¢ > ECORI+AC {- Msel+CAG
A4 hiEd #ick b ;) ECORIFAC fr Msel+CAA 2 4 i ek 5 5 BT i5% 3
B % 0.599% - Miyashita % + % 10 = AFLP 513 2 & » 247 W 2 fafP 3 O R
IDNA R 25, HaTin8 R % 16990 A3 &:iE 24 23l53 2 & > g
B 6 e@mdpifarg(Le )y Afre BEIFSES 12 B R & H= 5 M-CAG
32 E-ACA 3132 &2 AFLP Bl - 2% X 2 4 X 264 B 5 A5 3 - 4L 1 P
FEF K IRA A 100 bp TioE B3l L BHAEA S 2 EN &P L 42
i o513 2479 > ECORIHACG 4r Msel+CAA 2 2 chik 3 #icd. > 5 ECORI+ACT
o Msel+CAG # 4 crif = #icd 7 5 £ » 17 264 x 12=3168 B3k > BT a% 3
B l1261% - Efrrtoh i t3ifEd 2 R R R EF CFES
AL BT s EAFe A 2 e HEREMP R ATL0] o
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AAEETHEES S0 HRAFLP 2478 % 02 243 5 Flt > AP
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1 50
(1) TCGAGACTGAAATATATTGAGCGATCTTGAGAACCCGTCAAAATAAGCGA
(1) TCGAGATTAAAATATATTGAGTGATCTTGAGAACCCGTCAAAATAATCGG
(1) TCGAGACCGAAACACAACGAGCAATTTTGTGAACCCGTTAAAAAAAGCGG
(1) TCGAGACCGAAACACAACGAGCGATTTTGTGAACCTGTAAAAATAAGCGG
(1) TCGAGACTGAAATATATTGAGCGATTTTGTGAACCCGTCAAAATAAGCGG
51 100
(51) TGGCTATAGTTGTCGAGATAAAATTCATCCCAGTCGTCATGTCATCCTCT
(51) TGGCTATAGCTTCCGAGATAAAATTCATCCCAATCTTCGCCTCATCCCCT
(51) CGGCTCTTGCTGCTGAGATAAAATCCACTGAAGTCATCGCCTCATCCCCT
(51) TGCCTGTTGCTGTTGCAATAAAATCCATCCAAGTATTGGCTT-ATTCCCT
(51) TGGCTATTGCTGTTGAGATAAAATTCATCCCAGTCTTCGCCTCATCCCCT
101 150
(101) TTGCGGGGTTGGGGACATGATGAAGGATGGATGAACCCACAAATCGGCG
(101) CTT-CGGGGT-GTGGACGTGATGAAGGATGGATGAACCCCCAAATCGGCG
(101) CTA-TGGGGT-GTGGACGTGATGAAGGATGGATGAACCCTAAAATCGGCG
(100) TTTTTGGGAT-GGGACCTTAATAAAGGATG-ATTAACCCTTAAATTCGGG
(101) TTT TGGGGT GTGGACGTGATGAAGGATGGATGAACCCTCAAATCGGCG
151 200
(151) CAGCATCGCGCCAAGGAAATAAT-GAAATACGAGCCCTAAAATGGGTTTT
(149) CAGCGTCGCGCCAAGGAAATATC-GTAGCACAAGCCCTTAAATGGATTTG
(149) CAGCGTAGCGCCAAGGGAATCTT-GAAACACAAGCCCATAA-TGGGTTTT
(148) CAACGGAACCCCCAGGGAATTTTTGAACCCCAACCCTTTAATTGGTTTTT
(151) CAGCGTCGCGCCAAGGGAATATT GAAACACAAGCCCTTAAATGGGTTTT
20 1250
(200) ATGAAATGGGGTGTTGTTGCATTCCTTATG-ATTGACATGACTCTCGGCA
(198) -TGGAATGGGTTGCTGTTGCATGCCATATGGATTGACACGACTCTCGGCA
(197) GTGGGATGGGGTGTTGTCGCACGCCATATCGATTGACACGACTCTCGGCA
(198) GGGGAAGGGGGGGTTGGCCACCCCCTTATTCTTGGACCCAATT-TTGGGA
(201) GTGGAATGGGGTGTTGTTGCATGCCTTATGGATTGACACGACTCTCGGCA
251 300
(249) ATGGATATCTCGGCTCT-CGCATCGATGAAGAGCGCAGCGAAATGCGATA
(247) ATGGATATCTCGGCTCT-CGCATCGATGAAGAGCGCAGCGAAATGCGATA
(247) ATGGATATCTCGGCTCT-CGCATCGATGAAGAGCGCAGCGAAATGCGATA

(247) ATGGATTTTTTGGGTTTTCCCTTCAATAAAAACCCCACCAAATGGCAATT
(251) ATGGATATCTCGGCTCT CGCATCGATGAAGAGCGCAGCGAAATGCGATA
301 350

(298) TGTGGTGCGAATTGCAGAATCCCGCGAACCATCGAGTCTTTGAACGCAAG
(296) TATGGTGCGAATTGCAGAATCCCGCGAACCATCGAGTCTTTGAACGCAAG
(296) TGTGGTGCGAATTGCAGAATCCCGCGAACCATCGAGTCTTTGAACGCAAG
(297) TGGGGGGCAAATGGCAAATTCCCCCAACCCTTCAATTTTTTAACCCCAAG
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(301) TGTGGTGCGAATTGCAGAATCCCGCGAACCATCGAGTCTTTGAACGCAAG
351 400
(348) TGCGCCCGAGGCCAACCGGCCAAGGGCACGTCCGCCTGGGCGTCAGTCA
(346)TTGCGCCCGAGGCCAATCGGCCAAGGGCACGTCCGCCTGGGCGTCAGGCA
(346) TTGCGCCCAAGGCCAACCGGCTAAGGGCACGTCCGCCTGGGCGTCAAGCA
(347) TTGCCCTTAAGGCCACCTGGTTAAGGCCCCTTCCCCTTGGCCTTAAACCC
(351) TTGCGCCCGAGGCCAACCGGCTAAGGGCACGTCCGCCTGGGCGTCAGGCA
401 450
(398) TTTTATCGCTCTGTGCCAAGCTACCCATCGATTGATGTGTTGGCGAAGGC
(396) TTTTGTCGCTTCGTGCCTAGCCACCCATCGATGGATGTGCTGGCGAGGGC
(396) TTTTATCTCTCCGTGCCTAATCTCCCATCCATGGATGTGTTA-CTAAGGC
(397) TTTATTCATTCTGGGCTAATCTTCCAATCATTGAATGGG-TGGCCAAGCT
(401) TTTTATCGCTCTGTGCCTAGCTTCCCATCGATGGATGTGTTGGCGAAGGC
451 500
(448) TTGGATGTGCA-TTATGGCTCATCGTGCCCCTGGGCGCGGCGGGC-TGAA
(446) TCGGATGTGCA-TGGTGGCTCGTCGTGCCCCTCGGCGCGGCGGGC-TGAA
(445) TCGGATGTGCAATGGTGGCTCCTCGTGCCCCTTGGTGCGGCGGGC-TGAA
(446) TCGAAT-TGCC-CCGGGGCTTCTTCTGCCCCTTGGTGCCGGGGGCCTTAA
(451) TCGGATGTGCATGGTGGCTCCTCGTGCCCCTTGGTGCGGCGGGC TGAA
501 550
(496) GAGCGGGT—ATCATCTCGTTGGCTGCGAACAATAAGGGGTGGACTGAAG
(494) GAGCGGATC-ATCGTCTTGTTGGCTGCGAACAATAAGGGGTGGATTTAAA
(494) GGGCGGGTC-ATCTTCTCGTTGGTTGCCAACAATAAGGGGTGGA-TTAAA
(494) AGGCCGGTCAATTTTTTCTTTGCTTGCCACCATTAAGGGTGGGA-TAAAA
(501) GGGCGGGTC ATCTTCTCGTTGGTTGCGAACAATAAGGGGTGGA TTAAA
551 600
(544) GGAGACCTATGCTATTGTGTCGTGCATGCCTAAGAGTTGATCATACCTTT
(543) TGAGGCCTATGCTATTGTGTCGTGCATGCCTAAGAGATGATCACACCTTT
(542) AAAGGCCTATGCTATTGTGATAAACGCCCCCGAGAGATGATCATACTTTT
(543) TTAGGCTTTTGTTTTGGGGTCAAGCCCCCTTGA-AAAAGGGCATACCTTT
(551) TGAGGCCTATGCTATTGTGTCGTGCATGCCTGAGAGATGATCATACCTTT
601 646
(594) GAGGAGA-TCCCAAATCATGCGTCGATCTATGGACGGCGCTTTGAA
(593) GAGGTGA-TCCCAAATCATGTGCCGATCCATGGATGGCGCTTTGAA
(592) TAGGTGA-TCCCAATCCATGCGCTAATCC------------------
(592) TAAGGGAATCCCAATTATTCCTTGAATCC-----------------
(601) TAGGTGA TCCCAATTCATGCGTCGATCCATGGA GGCGCTTTGAA

[~ BT ITS | - 5.8 - ITS I Budsh v rDNA "5 2Er= S5
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F— ~h Q%ijﬁ#,@ﬁﬁ ITS1-5.85-ITS Il B3/ rDNA 534114

D. D. deltoidea D. D.
deltoidea var. orbjculata nipponica doryphora

D. deltoidea 100 89 80 62

D. deltoidea 100 83 61

var. orbjculata

D. nipponica 100 69

D. doryphora 100

T RIS IEATY ITS-| S ]

D. D. deltoidea D. D.
deltoidea var. orbjculata nipponica doryphora

D. deltoidea 100 84 76 66

D. deltoidea 100 80 65

var. orbjculata

D. nipponica 100 73

D. doryphora 100

F o iﬁ@'ﬁ%?ijfﬁ#[@ﬁlfJ ITS-1 B3 AET )

D. D. deltoidea D. D.
deltoidea var. orbjculata nipponica doryphora

D. deltoidea 100 88 70 53

D. deltoidea 100 72 55

var. orbjculata

D. nipponica 100 70

D. doryphora 100
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E-ACA+M-CAA
E-ACA+M-CAC
E-ACA+M-CAG
E-ACA+M-CTA
E-ACA+M-CTC
E-ACA+M-CTG

E-ACT+M-CAA
E-ACT+M-CAC
E-ACT+M-CAG
E-ACT+M-CAA
E-ACT+M-CAC
E-ACT+M-CAG

E-ACC+M-CAA
E-ACC+M-CAC
E-ACC+M-CAG
E-ACC+M-CAA
E-ACC+M-CAC
E-ACC+M-CAG

E-ACG+M-CAA
E-ACG+M-CAC
E-ACG+M-CAG
E-ACG+M-CAA
E-ACG+M-CAC
E-ACG+M-CAG
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