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Identification of the pathogenic fungi of root rot of traditional medicinal

Dendrobium officinale in Zhejiang Province
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Abstract: In order to clarify the pathogenic fungi of root rot of traditional medicinal herb Dendrobium
officinale, some diseased plants of D. officinale were collected from Wuyi County, Jinghua City, Zheji-
ang Province, the main production area of D. officinale. One hundred and seventeen fungal strains were
obtained by plate isolation and purification and identified by PCR using the Fusarium specific primer
pairs in combination with ITS, TEF sequence analysis and morphological method. The results showed
that 105 strains belonged to four different species, i.e., F. prolifemum, F. solani, F. oxysporum and F.
chlamydosporum. F. prolifemum was the predominant species with a percentage of 44.8%. The percent-
ages of F. solani, F. oxysporum and F. chlamydosporum were 21.0%, 15.2% and 19.0%, respectively. It
was found that F. prolifemum and F. solani had no pathogenicity against D. officinale in the pathogenici-
ty test. Moreover, the pathogenicity of £ oxysporum on D. officinale was obviously weaker than that of
F. chlamydosporum. 1t suggested that F. chlamydosporum was the main pathogen of D. officinale root
rot in Wuyi County, Jinghua City, Zhejiang Province.
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Bk 7 A1 f§t Dendrobium officinale J& = FH- it Is
ZAEE RN, B £ B AR G PTE AA Hnfe
P 1145/ (Da Silva & Ng, 2017; XA, 2017) , Je:
—FAEE BT . WA R A R T IR R A
A, BT R 25T I KR T SR A Bl H N T AR AR
ANWEHE K, R B2 A AR 35 T AR T K (Tang et
al.,2017) . BB A HEZ A4 25 ALY , Bl A
AR A R H i B LA RE T A R T A . &
HETTT R SCE R W VLA R KA b 357 X, o Ji
b, R4 L B A R b 452 07 hm?, TS 4k
Fe A AR TR AR Y 40% , 5 4 FEAPE TR 10%,
R JE 0 22 b X AR B A b i DL 2 — . 51
B R A SR AR 2 ) S L T 3 AT i D TR Fusari-
um spp. SN PEFE [F Phytophthora nicotianae ) J 3T,
Kl 22 4% T Rhizoctonia solani (ZEF#45 , 2008 ; 2= i 1A
85,2015) , Horb F T A5 RS A AR T 1) 9 et
e, AR R] R R GRIIMESE ,2017)

B T TR A T R K AR e L 2 — |, L3
AP, BUR M S, A0 TR 2R O IR
2016) o HieJ1Jm B Z APy al 5 B ER B A AR =5
PO (H T HbIRAEE B R SR
R FRHR TS 3 BB B ) A S AR 2 7
Bl unt% L9k 71 i F incarnatum | JZ 14k J1 1 E. pro-
liferatum (& 2 /2 ,2015) FAFE 5 T T F. oxysporum
(FE 25, 2017) 40T LG R H AR 265 A fRHR 25
BRI s A T B (28107, 2017 ) S 3 Wl = e 8 4k
A MR RSB R ) 2R I . TS R
SR R A VAT (405 S L TR AR WA

Bk Rz A fRE S AR AE 220 N AR iR D TR (B 5 %4
2010; XA, 2012 JBKHG S5, 2017) 2 T i —20
WITRA T T A 4 Ay i SRR B A N AN TR R st 0 Tl
(B0 TR LBk K A SRR s 1) 32 200 R LT, DA
T XK B A PR bl PN AR B A AR s i
WX G, X B R T A S Alidb, R BRI
4 S%1A] B X (internal transcribed spacer, ITS ) DA A
PEAEFK: [H - (translation elongation factor, TEF ) 17
FEBN 03 BT, 456 e R 5 1 ) B 285 28 55 0 XHZ W
R LR AP SR T S, I i — 20 D e i L TR
(BRI 1, LA SR T VA8 R R A AR IS s 1 7
SR

1 #R57E

1.1 #7#
PR AT R S 3 3 3 . T 2018 4E 9 H MHTIT A 4

AT B SR AN A BB A R X A TR, SR AR
A AR B ER A2 B A b PRI TC I 4R
YPRAS TG, 2 [ S 2 3T B 438 5 el gk iz A ik 2
K H T VLA AN AT Bk B A il A 5 b B ARL | TR B
26°C JGIRATE L12 h:D 12 h AHSHEE 60% &4
K% A P A T FRRAS oM E . 5
] 29 M 3UIR (potato dextrose agar, PDA) 1% 7#
B Y200 g AT 20 g BHIR 15 g, ZRIBKE
KEIL,

B RS - CTAB$RBUR , J R FRHEA
BN ToK e, g BT T A AR e A A7 PR
7] ; ANTP ., Tag R 4 i . 10xBuffer, ¥ 3 4= 4 ( L)
A R 7 s DNA B B 7] & . DNA Marker, 4 T.
A T AR () e BR A w5 L ik 3 o [ =
S3Mrali, SPX-150B-Z F #AE RS 774 , i
7 A WA s 0 A1 BRZA B 5 T100 PCR X, Sub-Cell
GT #¥1% FykAY . Gel Doc XR %8I A%4Y , 3¢ [E Bio-
Rad /A F] 5 YS100 % il %58 , H A< JE Bé /A vl ; MP Fast-
prep-24 AL, b0 JE B A B AT PR F
Nanodrop2000 £ [ ¥ ik %2 & 53 #T 4% , 35 [E Thermo
TS
1.2 Ak
121 RRAAL BHA

R T 3 8 7 6 e L A T o3 S ik
(T7Hik, 1998) o B gl 2V % 75% WS AR A
PEVE , FIC TR ) A e g 28 S DT BRI 1.0 emx
1.0 cm A /NER 2L 217, B F 75% RS R0 30 s,
1% NaClO 1 14 7 4 min, JH 75% ARG 115 30 s
FBR T 7% BE 1 NaClO , FJC 7KV 3 Uk, B /NBR
LV TH TR UE AL LT K 43, #5455 PDA -l
b R a~s AR B VE I , PRI V5 1 2k B 22
ZHifif PDA VMR 35 5% , 2B H R HRIES
— B, fe S5 B BiAR B 0% TR V% % 7% 1) PDA R R A7
.

122 RRAHGSTERZ

I3 J EL TR DNA P2 : SR FH ek R4 9 CTAB i
(Hayden et al.,2004) 47 , 443 25 2 405 I L8 T
PDA V-t 45575 d, FHEEF B &I T 55 R 58 3= 1m0 1Y)
PR 22 2 2 mL PRSI 10 B2
1 mm 9%k ) 500 uL CTAB, B T FAY | ,4.0 m/s ¥k
¥ 10 min. RSB IR RSO A8 v VA IR 22 T 1) 85
DA, TIA N 2 min, 1T 75°C KB4 1 Bl
k2 min, T 3, ficJm 1IRT 75°CRKIEE N Ak
30 min, JILA 500 pL 5y 584075 : SRR AT LU
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25:24:1, N EIERR 2], 12 000 r/min &> 10 min,
BB W, A 2 f5 AR F A vk oK B UTTE 1,
12 000 r/min %> 10 min, F b ¥ W& , 7701 ] 70%
VRV, AR T )5 H 50 pL ddH,0 #F i
DNA, 20 CORAF# o B4 DNA HI&E HAZ IR
SERIHHSINH ODAHE, 24 OD,g 1/ODagy v N 1.8~2.0
B, T PCR S AREAR

95 I L T 20 2 M 5E - 7E NCBI BLAST fy 1 F2
KPR AGE T TS Fe 371 He X 032 v ff 4 5 45 Fh e )
W o Pt ACHIF9 S fifi 8k 0 T s 38 5 19 F1/F2
I 6t s D B TR B A S 0 i ECTAT, I N Rz A At
R A 25 L0 A BEEAR R TR Ry B X RETIE RH 88 T T
S RS s A5 A i J] B F. solani (A2
g I JZ BRI R RS THE F graminearum

FIAK Wi I E F. equiseti 55 H WL D 4k 1 o #0445
S G YR SR TT B AP SR T i — DS (BR 1)
X4 T TR AR S 5 | A S 2 B 5 ) o
JHEL 8 514 1TS1/ ITS4 #1 TEF-F/TEF-R 43 14"
HOHITS A TEF J¥ 31, FLX AT, WA e 70 7 1 4 2
M A o FCw AR S U0 BN SR LTS SE 51 W kAT
PCR ¥4 , SR J5 7 51 3 Wt Eb o B s HE 43 S b 7
P 19w LR YR AN F AR P
A ITS FI TEF P81 3% 1 S22 A W Rk 45 2 Al gk
RO I 45 5T NCBI M i | #517 BLAST %
G X, I B BL 3 2 0 20 45 3 Sk Sl 0 TR 1) 20 A T
BE 3 % HE ITS K TEF 3 31 2R AR T 4 i &R 40
KB LA E R

F1 AR AT ARSI HE 5
Table 1 Primers used in this study

514 S FH1(5-3") H i R BRI R R U SR TR RN
Primer Sequence (5-3") Expected size/bp T,/C Species
ITS1 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG 750 55 514 Universal primer
ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC (White et al., 1999)
TEF-F  ATGGGTAAGGAGGACAAGAC 700 58 S H5[%) Universal primer
TEF-R ~ GGAAGTACCAGTGATCATGTT (O’ Donnell., 1998)
F1 ATTACTCCAGCATCCTTGC 1 000 50 HiRJJPEIE G (25, 2018) Universal
F2 TTTACAACTCCCAAACCCC primer for Fusarium spp.(Zhang et al.,2018)
FS1 CCGCCAGAGGACCCCTAACT 200 57 iREHRJIE (PVFRAE,2014)
FS2 TGTGCCCACAGGGGGCTT F solani (Sun et al.,2014)
FOl AAGAAGTCGAAGAATACATCGCT 700 59 ST (BRIEARSE,2018)
FO2 CGAGGAGTGTATGAGACGGC F. oxysporum(Zhang et al.,2018)
PROl  CTTTCCGCCAAGTTTCTTC 600 56 JRIHREITTE (PhERAE,2014)
PRO2 TGTCAGTAACTCGACGTTGTTG F. proliferatum(Sun et al.,2014)
Fgr-F GTTGATGGGTAAAAGTGTG 500 50 RV F graminearum
Fge-R  CTCTCATATACCCTCCG (Mulé et al.,2004)
Feq-F  GGCCTGCCGATGCGTC 990 53 KWSRITA F equiseti
Feq-R ~ CGATACTGAAACCGACCTC (Mulg et al.,2004)

PCR ¥ 14 : 25 pL [ I f& & : 10xBuffer ( %
Mg**) 2 uL.10 mol/L dNTP 0.5 pL .10 umol/L 1E . JZ
M 5%74% 0.3 uL .2 U/uL Taq polymerase 0.4 pL 80~
100 ng/puL DNA 4% 2 uL.ddH,0 19.5 pL. # 44 %
449+ 94°C Wi ZE 1 2 min; 94°CAE M 45 s, 55~62°C i
k30 s(F 1), 72CHEM 45 s, I 35 ANFF 3F 5 e &
72°C ZE f# 10 min (O’ Donnell et al., 1998) . % ]
1.0% BB HERE FLIK RSN PCR 724, 9748 H 4 25 il
FAE D7) & el sl ik DNA Fr B .

123 ARAEBEFER
i PCR Y™ 1S 45 SA0) 20 8 7 45 T AR 19 43 25 b

AN 3 A T A5 2 S S e 2 L I Ao

BT TE S SR < 43 B8 4l AL 5 A5 21 Y BT PR T PDA
AR L REFR S dJE AR VR IR A TR LB (s Ot
5 B V& AR, MR A 397 (1998) 7 1k % 5E ik T JE
LI

TS EL K4l 5 (95 J1 )8 F 4 T PDA
Tt B3RS dIE I EHEACK BT T , 442 T0H
ZPAR S E IS I 20 pL, T 40075 Wi R ige, A
WL 3 A HLIET | AEASAILEF K 24 200 T, I il sk 4)
ATFIEAS KR/ TCRR I, PR 35 A5 17 (1998)
T TR R
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1.2.4 471 8 SRt m &

I FEART AR DU G AR K A ARt g e | 4 5
SN IR B HEA T BRI A o R T AT 40
SRR R BRI Z MO RIFP i T TR A E 3 PR
RFBE R, 20 B2 JZ ik T W F. chlamydosporum
J-22 .G-16.G-10, 2718 JJ 1 B-3.G-12.G-15, )2 Hi it
JI G-7.B-6.G-3, jitiashe JJ Id G-14 .G-10,B-9 #17
WISE . KRB T PDA 597 38 F55 5 d,
TR 5 TR i 2 T AR B S 1 10°4/mL A A&
TP o R HREAR LA TR (T ik, 1998) ,
B SR 1 fdt R A SRR R AR , I J 400 0 1
FERET 1x10° A4/mL 207 W 2 30 min J5 5%
2| 500 mL ZE IR SO RS TR )8
48, MR PINEEE . SRR E TR 26 °C SGHERE]
L12h:D 12 h AXHRE 60% 1N TS5 s sE
TCHR 7K IR 30 min /B2 O B, iR 3R .

15 d AR TR PR S XAt 410
GBS, SR ST RN 5 L5 S AT A
HERS7

21 REEESBESER

X R AR B Y 60 BB B A MR I o o Ak 2R A T 4
B P BORA 117 BRELTR . #8511 F1/F2
PSR W, 105 BRI T , o5 0 B R R R
B 89.7% (I 1), 53 A0 12 Bk LT 3 ) T e 5
Yy F1/F2 RAEYH 1 2541 , AR5 3d i ITS Fe 81 o Arks
X 12 PR 2 N RS AR TR Alternaria alternata D'
% W Daldinia eschscholtzii A% %2 Bl )@ B 1A
Pestalotiopsis dissminata . ﬂ/\Zt/l\ & 7 Trichoderma
harzianum , 73 ) &7 73 B S bR Y 5.9% . 0.9%
0.9% VA X 2.6%:

1~8: Bt JI T8 FH 514 F1/F2 %58 A ELA 0k 1 #k
JIVE AR ; 90 BIM:XT I8 (4% /81 ) ; M: DL 2000
DNA marker,

are verified by using Fusarium universal primer F1/F2;

1-8: Representive Fusarium spp. strains

9: negative control (Alternaria alternata).

1 FFASRIIENE A5 FI/F2 ) PCRY G4 R
Fig.1 PCR amplifications with Fusarium universal

primers F1/F2

22 FHRITEAMERMESIYAPCRYEERSH

O3 SR S B XF 105 BRI T E— A %
JE , RT3 R 5 1Y) FO1/FO2 i#:47 7
TUE A 16 8R-8E JTH# HFL 700 bp 2247 10 H 1Y 2547
(&l 2-a) ; ok H )2 8k 0 & 19 48 5 1% 51 9 PROL/
PRO2 #4755 , 47 44 PR VT 1A H 38 600 bp 2247 1Y
H i 55t (&1 2-b) 5 SR it i 70 Tl i e S 1 5 1

FSU/FS2 47T/ T- %58 , A 21 BRHiR JT B H 31 200 bp
Sl (1 2-c) o FA% 24 B T RS T RR
BY

FeAT ) H A2
SESI YR
—PUEE

a

M1t ITS . TEF J$41) F X

bp
2000
1 ooo

500

250
100

bp
2000

1000

500

250
100

C bp

2000

1 000
750
500
250
100

1~2: ’M@%JJETR%ET_TH% 3~4: RIHRTEAKRE
Bs 5~6: Jifi i ok 71 AU R B Bk s M: DL2000 DNA
marker, 1-2: Representive strains of F. oxysporum; 3—
4. representive strains of F. prolifemum; 5-6: represen-
tive strains of F solani; M: DL2000 DNA marker.
B2 3XEIAMEERES| 4 FO1/FO2(a) PRO1/PRO2
(b)FAFS1/FS2(c) I PCRI B R
Fig. 2 PCR amplifications with three species-species primer
pairs FO1/FO2 (a), PRO1/PRO2 (b) and FS1/FS2 (¢)

2.3 FIILET o HT

AR R G0 & B A B4l ) R T 3 o M 1
LI TV PUFPSHY A T8 )] TR 1Y ITS J7 51 Fll TEF
553 90 5 TR S 5k T i F. chlamydosporum (& 535
MG543702.1) ITS JF %1 #1 J& 16 8 I @ (% 5 5
KF993969.1) TEF J-41 i [i] Y4 45 1k 99% ; 21 11 4
JIBE R ITS J5 5 1 TEF J7 81 43 53] 5 2 A4 71 1 (8
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N7/ T AR S 4

47%:

S5 MG975622.1)ITS [ 51 FIA /i 8 ) B (8 sk 5
MF174059.1) TEF %) A9 [l IR 1413k 99% ; 250 111 Hf
JIBE W ITS JF 40 F1 TEF 341 43 5 5 )2 i 8 70 13 (5

(B35 MG561938.1) TS JF 40 Fl3iiivs 8l 7] 7 (5 55
5 KP143718.1) TEF J¥ 1| i%) [R] Y514 £ 3K 99% (€] 3~
4), JEINAHTEE RS PCR Y Ha 45 LA — 5, Jf %

SE TP 5 0 TR R S | ) R S E T Y 24 R R T
B P 20 Bk JELSE S T B, 1R e g T B L 3 BN
JZHHRTT R

e MH712154.1)1TS J7%1 F1JZ H 8 T 3 (8 %5
KU872102.1) TEF J3 51| i) [R] i PE 35 3k 99% ; 2 71 TV
& J) T 1) TTS J3 50 1 TEF J5 91 43 911 -5 55 9 96 7

G-14
J-22
J-21
G-10

100 G-16 I
Fusarium chlamydosporum (MG543702.1)
J-2
F chlamydosporum (MF136407.1)
F chlamydosporum (HQ654898.1)

B3

94

(I).LOS F oxysporum (MG975622.1)
100} 312 (GQI21302.1) 11
L OXYSporum .
100 68[B13
G-15

FE oxysporum (GU371875.1)
E proliferatum(MH712154.1)
B

F proliferatum (MG543732.1)
G-3
E proliferatum (MH766394.1)

B-1
G-7

11

F solani (MG561938.1)
G-10
17| G-3

F solani(FJ426390.1)
G-7

v

100

3 ETF rDNA-ITS F 3R BB EMERREREEBUERN RZLER

Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of representive strains and the related strains based on rDNA-ITS sequences by using neighbor-joining method

65,G-16
100} J-22

0.02 F. chlamydosporum (KF993969.1) I
— 731G-10

G-12

99 B2
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GF-3

B-3

B-6

. proliferatum (KU872102.1)
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. proliferatum(KY081575.1) o
91G-7

G-3
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100 F solani (KP143718.1)
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Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of representive strains and the related strains based on TEF gene sequences by using neighbor-joining method
24 RINERSELETE 22 KBRS TR 2 RE B AR ZUR, W 7

O3 T HE AR TR AR 22 Ve AR o, RIS R B A (8] 5-a) . PDA -l BRI
R R RT HEMEAE, S dF EAEE90.0 mm, /PN KRBT HiIE AT, TH

100
57
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B TR, 3~5 43 B, K /N 30.0~45.0 pmx3.5~
7.0 um (&l 6-a)

93 HE 08 A A6 ik 0D TR TR PR B-3 s TR TR AR
B, PDA A [ H5F% 5 d 542K 75.0 mm, SRR
22 FBIR, A EBEEA (K 5-b) . PDAAR AR
5 dJa 22 /N B3 MR A R B A3 AR A 5 R
Sr A AR, P B, 96 S A AR 3~
45, K/ N 8.5~14.5 pmx2.5~5.5 pum; /NS A f
T 2R IR BRI , 0~3 &, Z kg, K/NA
5.5~12.0 pmx2.0~2.5 pum (& 6-b) .

g3 R E Sy JEEYE G T Y TR P G-7: PDA PR
RS d AR N 65.0 mm, AR 22 E TR, H T
WA EBOR O, 5 ETE T A R R (K

a b

1EmH

Front side

2]

Reverse side

5-c). PDAEMR AR K5 d 22 /N A A 6 A L
KA A 60 5 R 3 A 36 7 S i 00 8, 45 B EL A
£, 3~5 700, K/ R 30.0~60.0 pm*3.5~7.0 pm; /)N
Ry A=y A sk AR BRE R RDE | 385 0~
3B, K/NA 5.5~16.5 pm=x2.5~4.0 um (&l 6-¢) .

931 HE € i ik ) R Y TR PR G-14: PDA -
M R FE 5 dJA Y& B AR 50.0 mm, S AR T 224K
LR, 1 (8 5-d) s PDA VA FAEK 5 dZ LK
Ry A Ao KA A A0 O 25 i 780 ol 2 e A
Totm g B, 48 40 H A, K/l 45.0~60.0 pmx4.5~
6.0 um (&l 6-d) s /N E LT 2 ARSIR I, 20
B, K/ K 4.5~15.0 pmx2.3~4.5 um (& 6-d) .

E5 BEEHRIIE (a) RBEIE(b) EHRIE (O FMAMFRIE (O EBFRENEERS

A ) o7 i AN
S \% 4 (e ) 0
8 b =
. - 20 R US0

1~2: I35 R I A 71 14 B-3 kﬂﬁi@?%ﬂd\iﬂ%&lﬁ@? 3 3~4: SRR R T G-7 1)/ NBL O3 A T ROR AL 3 A

Fig. 5 The colony morphology of Fusarium chlamydosporum (a), F. oxysporum (b), F. prolifemum (c) and F. solani (d)

=

1

155 5~6: 53RN TR I 1R G-14 KA AE i FFI/N 43 2E f1F 1-2: the macroconidia and microconidia of F. oxy-

sporum B-3, respectively; 3—4: the microconidia and macroconidia of £ prolifemum G-7, respectively; 5-6: the macro-

conidia and microconidia of F solani G-14, respectively.

Eeo EEFHRIIE (a) RMEIE (b)) ZHERIE (o) FAnREIIE (d) D £ B FRE(400x)
Fig. 6 The conidia morphology of Fusarium chlamydosporum (a), F. oxysporum (b), F. prolifemum (¢) and F. solani (d) (400x)

XTI R A R AE S At e 4 R S 0 T2
TEGRIEAR—H. BIFIIIFEE SRS e,
SRR T Y 105 BRI TR J2= BRI TR 47 8K

BRI RR Y 44.8% ; i I B 22 Bk, o R B RREL
) 21.0%; JE 35 4 JT T8 20 KR, o5 R REEL19.0% 5 2R
fOBR T 168K, BN 15.2%.
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2.5 HIEREERENERNE

P T BN R B A AR R B B R Yk
A1 kB RRZE ) 9 i 2 B0 A AR DRSS T 46 1
2 TR BEAS I R AE e 25 2558, 5 17 1 B 4 A5 o
[ Rt S T s L - L S
PRAEARIET: (] 7-a) o Hif ) B B0 PR 00 e 25 1
R, 3 BRIEIE SR TSR FE MR I-22 .G-16 .G-10 4B
I HE A ORI S B LAY A Ak B AR AR
RARRE R, F BRE R R B AR I R R i R

AR BT, SEAT BB A A, ARG R 1) B AP
KRR O B A KBTS AR R
JE % ) AR (8T 7-b~d) o S f6 e T T A3 T R A
A 1RRB-3 W ARR B ZORTE (K] 7-¢) , B RO
I EUR R (B 7-6) o A i ) B A2 8T T
PR LI B (B 7-g~h) o X 22 SR AL 4T
Gy, 20 0 w8 2 00 Tl 55 D v A ), 10 P
JREYE e ] T A < e I SR B A AR AR o B
FEHUR R LA

d

g AP E LTI G-7; he 3R T T8 G-14, a: Symptoms of Fusarium root rot in the field; b—d:
inoculation with F. chlamydosporum J-22, G-16 and G-10; e—f: inoculation with £ oxysporum B-3 and G-12;

g: inoculation with F. prolifemum G-7; h: inoculation with F. solani G-14.
E7 REFIEEKRBIRENNESE R

Fig. 7 Pathogenicity assay of the representative predominant Fusarium spp. strains

3 iFig

PR AR R R —AN &, B TH R
A RSB PSSR K, BT LAk E
BB AR —F IR ME (Summerell et al., 2003 ;
B A 20105 010%2,2017) o AR AR TS|
Yy FEAIE DNA JP5 55 50 R AR Bh % e S T i 7
e 4% 12 v FH (Rahjoo et al., 2008 ; Hsuan et al.,
2011) . ITS ¥4I 43 Hr 2 H A 5 s % b H
RE mEZ07% . B Yli-Mattila et al. (2004) B 5%
ZRWHITS 79 Jo AT 350 X 43 $UURL 7 85 T T F. spo-
rotrichioides M ¢ J] J& E.T8 F. langsethiae, 4 75 EX
(2011) FF N R4 T ILIMBRALTE F. kyushuense JEIH
WAt B AN UUAS 6L i 76 P 1T 7 L TEF IR 81 82 1TS J7 51
WREMERIHLIX 2> 595 . TEF FE51)J2 4 5 45 (1 %
e (1) By HAR SR T R R K E A SRR
SE B S PE BTS A A & £ 1 Fh ia) s
5, BAEBL KO A RE M S 2000, 2 Bl
L AN e WIS L EAE TSI T INCINIE (S5t Fl
FEFNE 7325 — 1 #b 78 (Dubey et al., 2014 B GEL1 5,
2016; Zarrin et al.,2016) o AR 5K (i FH AL 52

D53 Lk B, 7E ITS FE 40 20 i L il | 454
TEF 3L 7915087 DL Bl T s Fhpe S5 1, 205
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