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F1 HHXEHKRE rep - PCR 24 EiL 5 4H
4 e . . rep — PCR
' G TS 240 i B 0.65 HifLl 0.87 Fill
1 ATCC11637 Py A A-1
2 XCM15 Gyl - WA R B B-1
3 XCM16 Fh nt AR B B-1
4 XCM17 i i WA R B B-1
5 XCM18 gyl n WA R 7T B B-1
6 XCM19 GGl s W R AT B B-1
7 XCM20 i - W E AT B B-1I
8 XCM21 wid - B EFT B B-1
9 DFLI1 Syl nt rE R B B-V
10 DF4 i ES AR B B-1
11 X6 Lyl nf iR Ny ] B B-VI
12 X16 0l n: WA R B B-V
13 SYL4 wi nf: A = B B-1
14 SYF5 byl ES WA =T B B-1
15 SYL9 Gz - WA =l B B-1
16 MYL2 Bk n U= 7R B B-VI
17 MYF2 EIRES ES U= 7R B B-IV
18 MYF5 EIRES £:S U=/ 7Rz A A-1
19 MYL7 1K n EIE=Y RS A A-1
20 MYF8 HLER 3 UIIE=D/ 97858 B B-V
21 Scl1 RS n Ui B AR FIX B B-1
22 SC4 LR n Ui B AR FIX B B-1I
23 GX3 FEh 82 - IV B AR B B B-1

2|4 ¥ %1 . REPIR - 1 (5’ - IIIICGICGICATCIGGC - 3') F
REP2 - 1(5' = ICGICTTATCIGGCCTAC -3") ; ERIC B| ¥ 41 ;
ERICIR(5’ - ATGTAAGCTCCTGGGGATTCAC - 3') Fl ERIC2
(5' = AAGTAAGTGACTGGGGTGAGCG - 3') ; BOX E| ¥ 41 .
BOXAIR(5’ - CTACGGCAAGGCGACGCTGACG -3') . Bl ¥
¥ty BRI A M E AR IR A R A

FieWESCHRE 3 T A 5 ) PCR 47 16 5 W 14 22 A 4 A 147
EXY R, T 3G OB ¥ #E PTC200 PCR Y ( MJ RE-
SEARCH) F#17. fRALIGHIR NIRRT :2.5 wl 10 x PCR
ZEVPE (Mg™* Plus) ,2 wL ANTP {E 44 (2. 5 mmol/L) , %
0.5 uL E RS 1420 pmol/L) ,0.2 pL Tag fifi (5 U/ul) ,
100 ng ¥4 DNA, TCH B4l K #hE E 25 pl, rep — PCR 73
Atk 195 CHIAS M 7 min,30 MEFR (94 °C 1 min,40 CiE k&
1 min,65 °C ZEf 8 min) , f )5 65 °C #E{#H 15 min, ERIC -
PCR #1 BOX - PCR ¥ #8454+, BRiR L 4371 R 52 .53 C
Hb R Y WL BRI IE rep - PCR, § L5 TS , B 6 Wl S
FEMITE 1. 5% SRR RIS b EAT FEL KA
1.4 HIESH

Z: I8 rep — PCR 4" B4 25 SR (W B NR MR I LK B3, A 1 2%
DNA 320 1 A0 il 03 LA SIS G008 . IR
B FARC I IERS 3 I HA oG T I AR A 2 ) IR B, A
HHiE R, wic 0", dil B Excel SCHFFRZE5H7,
i NTSYS - pe 2. 10e #f44% UPGMA 2l RS E, I it 4T
TRAR [ 3 L5317 o

2 HBR55W

2.1 Xcm # 28 DNA #§ rep — PCR 3% & B & 547
SRF 3 415|49 (REP ERIC F1 BOX) %t 23 #k Xem [F) 2K

ZH DNA 43 5I3E4T PCR 338, B3R A5 55 185 B0 1) R Kk RT3 , 40 31
PRI 1 ~7 4 ~12.5~7 50 FRAEN DNA 5507, 2844
HE 43518 100. 00% .75. 00% .42. 86% , KBy ko /N FE 4L ep
1£100 ~5 000 bp Z [8], 3 20545 A A B Ak 1) 56 9 4
DNA Sty 3 463 25717, Hoh 285 M 471 302 4%, 25K
2 65.23% 15 3R WL B A RE7E DNA /KF B8 %
KAEEFN LM, AR X Xem FEER) DNA $85L
JERI R B B2 R, A L IR, TR — s R R R A
L2053 B H 1 3 ) T Ak 4 20 P 1 22 S W &, 1 DFLL (X6,
X16 5 XCM15 ~ XCM21,MYI2 5 MYL7,MYF2 5 MYF5,{H
WA FIAE, a1 XCMLS ~ XCM21 5 A [a] H 5 A [7] i Fb A ) 25 44
43 B H R A TR PR HE B0 B A R 25 5, 40 MYFS MYLT 5
TREAE Iy B BT o Bk

2.2 Xem # P28 DNA @5 rep — PCR % % 547

AR5 R F NTSYS - pe 2. 1 Ak {4 SHAN 54l
B DNA FRLRE, L2 0T T 3 4 & K38 SO S
P, 1 UPGMA J5 ik 2 il T 23 AR b T Bk 19 2R 48 R ISR
Bl g5 (K 2) 2B, DAL R %L 0. 65 B AT, il 23
REERETT LAS3h A F1 B 2 AL A gL, Horb B & 20 4N E
MR, M BB . UAHBIRECH 0. 87 Sy BI{ER, A Z1#F 7]
SR 2 AL, B B AT 43 o 6 NisfE WA, Hp B - 1 &
11 A4 RbR, b B A WA .

W 2 s, RIS AT el R 2 W1, 23 kA ik TR ok 76 4 2
ZECHO0.65 5, AT A B2 41, Hh A4l 5 BAIN&AH
HE—24r R 2 A F 6 WAL, A A 2 Bk AMNTE K B
W TR A 5 7 7 T Bk ATCC11637 41, v ATCC11637 5 1
MR ARG B ERE— SR A - T A, A - THAHR
1 MRk Ak S B Rk B 1480k AR A SR
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M—DL5000; 1~23—53R 1Hh iRk SAHNT R
E1  Xem BE#kH rep-PCR(A). ERIC-PCR(B) #1 BOX-PCR(C)DNA 354 &t

" | ——— ATCC11637
[ L MYF5

L MYF7

XCM15
XCM17
XCM21
SYF5
GX3

lXCM16
XCM18

I SYL4
.| SC1
i XCM19
M DF4
I XCM20
SC4

v MYF2

4‘—!: ol
\ MYF8
Vi

[

0.64 0.73 0.82 0.91 1.00
B2 Xcm E#k rep-PCR DNA 585l BB E N R

SKETUNIE R Mok BT PR R R, B- T 46 k.

ok BRI AT TR 3 Mok R S AR T, N,

FIA 2 BRBERRIN 430K B T VG4 B AR B U 4 B AR A

X;B - MW HA 1 #kAMNEKS BWEHE;B - T4 B A F AP F AR T Xem BEAR SR AL L5/ 0 5%, B4
FE2K A DU A AR AN X R rE 48 25 7 T I TR AR 4% 1 Bk CA MR S H0E ™ ™ . Gagnevin 255% ] hrp 44 127
B - VIRLHALIE 2 Mok DU K5 B | Mok BRI 75 Wk Xem 3647 T RFLP 2307, 45 B s (e 2 AE e £ 5,
JITTRERR B - VIEAULA | Mok RS R B AT 4 AL, HLIBE AL 15 Bk 2 32 % b B Sk A 1]
B - VI L3 2 Bk 500k B U148 K 5 B R A 0r i BAYASENE™ . Kishun 2545 6 BRENSE Xem 54T RAPD 3#7,
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— 0, L I T B T 3200 S T R RIS B R
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