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£ 89 DBG, 7 F| T A 5 3t 4 A HE AT Ak 18] 4 %€ 5 A B ITS B—tubulin #1 RPB2 | e 2 MBI A Rk BB s fE
RERBIONIAWHANER NI NE R DL, TLSU B R Ew K 9B g iR Ak, §5HM3 M 4H
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DNA Barcode Screening and Validation for the Rapid Identification
of Ten Species of the Ganoderma | Tines New Ronan |
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[ Abstract: Ganoderma cultivars often have homonymous foreign bodies or different names. Traditional

classification methods based on morphological characteristics of Ganoderma are not enough to
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identify interspecific and intraspecies differences of species. It is very important to develop simple
and accurate methods for the identification of Ganoderma species at molecular level. In this study,
ITS, B—tubulin, LSU and RPB2 were used for species identification through PCR amplification and
sequencing of 44 strains from 10 species of Ganoderma. The amplification success rate and mutation
rate of the four barcodes were compared, and the specific DNA barcoding gap was screened
according to the intra— and inter—specific genetic distance difference analysis. The accuracy of the
screened DNA barcoding gap in identification of Ganoderma species was verified by constructing
phylogenetic trees with single and combined barcodes. The results showed that the PCR
amplification success rates of B —tubulin and LSU were 100%, ITS and RPB2 were 95.35% and
90.91%, respectively. Compared with ITS and LSU, the intraspecies maximum genetic distance of
B —tubulin and RPB2 segments was smaller than the respective interspecific minimum genetic
distance, and there was an obvious DNA barcoding gap, which was conducive to accurate
interspecific identification of species. The phylogenetic trees constructed with ITS, B8 —tubulin and
RPB?2 fragments could cluster all individuals of 10 species of Ganoderma into a monophyletic clade,
while LSU segment could not accurately distinguish all tested strains. Compared with other three
barcodes, B—tubulin is more suitable for interspecific identification of Ganoderma. [____]
[ Key words: Ganoderma; rapid indentification ; B—tubulin segment; genetic distance; barcoding gap 1

1 R & Ganoderma £ J& T-#1 T 14 '] Basidio- HTFRZBEBYFEEMAGE LT 0. B&F

mycota , B 75 W [ ] Agaricomycotina , B %% 4X Agari-
comycetes, Z fL.i& H Polyporales , ® 2 %} Ganoder-
mataceaemo RZ ﬁ EU%WE%&E%E/‘JQ%
U, B A2 000 Z24F (9 25 1 I 522, 75 £ b RS
FREABRE . O HE LR, R2ZREBIA
J7 Z RGN , BATHR IE[EIAS AR AE AR 2 Ab st
U REEE LR RM RS
Py, B A E R 2 BRI FE BT
O SR A AR DT AT AR i B
—SERMENE . AT, B X R 2 /R A
W, R AR BT . R AR
ENCIEER Y/ EA L/ A U S PEL faN - L
AN it e R 2 S T o J5 [ L 4™
TAEGEIE A2 WA 3 S0k R Z B AR K
PS5 19 522 1 Xof AF 0T 400 ol 140 5 5 A 7 PRME 2
W, I 2 — o B 88 i MRS Y 201K R T A
ST U K

TER ZRYIR Y 73Tk E e h, R2Z
JE Y RNAE ITS DAY L 5 e 91 E AR 22 5, il
W ITS i Rk E W EE R Z R YT,
ITS 7 51 AT A Ry Ho o3 - % 5E 19 DNA Z5 2 5%
W BT FE R BEL IR i) RPB21 LSUM Bl AE
KT EF1a" il B—tubulin' % 3L P R Beth v] )i

R S ) P TTS 1 B—tubulin F B4y S EAT R 2 @ 14
PRAN ] 7 50 7347, e IR B-tubulin J¥ 51 1 N & ¥ Fl
5 AL O B B R T R, R A AR
RHEA ZFEE AT T H AR S E . ITS 741
B4 B—tubulin J¥ ) B 3 M 45 - 5 43 00 R 2K 4%
P LS REAR B I HEm T B AR
Zhou 25" 4 1TS \EF1a . RPBI .RPB2 4 1 i B
B %, T R 2 Ganoderma lucidum complex Fi
W 134T R GE T 500, W 1 B R 4326
o DA AIFSE SR X TRl ogt i s e il &2
S R BEBRAS R 2R G0 K B ) ATk
. FIRE T DNA RIB 57 R 2 & 8 A #H ¢
7R A W R -Eats i TR AR S O ]
IEARXTH DBG? 2 AT 43 Hr LAARAT I T HA b 2
E ()i DNA 205751, a2 R A > e
Py 2058 3 DBG 43 A1 KA FH T4 o 45 7 1) e i
DNA I8 77 534945 i3l , (A 76 B 245 FH I o O
T AR EJm AT 1 AR DGR GE
ARHWEFE N R 2 1) 10 44 Fh 44 003 B 1
ITS .B-tubulin \LSU F1 RPB2 41~ DNA 4766543 5l
HEAT PCR Y3 500 5, 78 LU AR S 46 s (1) i
b AR A s AL B B VA SR AN R Y ]
2557, Bk v FH TR S 1 fal A . AL
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Wilcoxon BRI 4677 7 FI W45 - By 51 22 1) 2% S
Pe2E SR GETH A S Mk i 25 3 9 7 B
HEG PO E R G R B W, W DBG %2 Yy it
MHERTE . AR N RZ R IE D T 5 E ARG
JE By ZEHBASE B S BN T4 B [ A
R ZEF BB SR TR S

1 #EEmTECC

11 fukes

111 BXER] TURZR 4R
TEORWTFERERL, FerboR A5 AR 6 03 IR 6403
BRIV 6 LA S0y A 40y ARty
30y LA 20y BTN 203 T ARAE 20 AP
200 A 20, IPEA LR )TV AP R A
L3 (R 1), T A B A DT 5 Mol R 2l
v TR e, [

112 K RERE, 22 R R, K 2
BE(JL 56 T.)7) ; Tag DNA Polymerase (5 U/plL),
DNA Marker (D1.2000) , 10x Taq Buffer (—Mgz” N
MgCl, .10 mmol/L dNTP Mix ( Z&[F Thermo Scientific
N ) AR AR R 2 DNA $2 0GR & (b o B A
EYA T s BUERE , BIE#T , 6% Loading Buffer,

Goldview (10 000x) #% 8 YLkt , SXTBE #4371 (b 5t
SEERAY A .
1.2 PDA B3 E AT Fl

RS 2 2 FR 200 g VDIV ik 2
P A e A 15 g BERS R T PE 4k 22
i BIR 58 4 VA i 5 A 20 g 4 45 8, T A
ddH,0 EZA % 1 L, 121 “Cf K H 30 min.
1.3 EMHEL SR

PR FRHEFD T PDA AR 52 FE b AT TE AL,
25 CHEIR I IR Fr i 22K 24k 2/3 &b, 47
DNA 211 .
1.4 E[F4HDNAKRE

K FAAE B 5L K 4 DNA 42 BGR 7] & f B R 2
TR R 9 56 R 4 DNA G K DT Al 46 31 1Y) B
2R MR A AT T O B R A0
AR, Z BB R R 2 1.5 mL sS04 d . HB Ik
LR ZH DNA R, 454 2o Rt 7 2 ik, 140 20 98
Fie AR S UE T B T . BRI W e M L TR A
DNA F ¢ BE K B A1 B0, DNA IR T -20 CIRAT
1.5 PCR¥ R

K ITS, B-tubulin, LSU Fil RPB2 44~ DNA H
BT BT A T bR AT S A o AR 5

w1 gtEseea ]

Table 1 Test strain information |

Arial Narrow |

G RS LT 44 S G Bk G > e e
Number train No. Latin name Source Number Strain No. Latin name Source
G20 CCMJ2454 G. tsugae HAK G77 CCMJ3024 G. lingzhi FiiRAN
G70 CCMJ3086 G. lingzhi Hk G92 CCMJ3058 G. gibbosum WriL
G108 CCMJ3074 G. applanatum HAR G148 CCMJ4164 G. sinense Wi
G109 CCMJ3075 G. applanatum N G149 CCMJ4168 G. sinense WL
G124 CCMJ4154 G. applanatum K G150 CCMJ4166 G. sinense Wit
G135 CCMJ4138 G. applanatum Tk G86 CCMJ3053 G. australe 53]
G10 CCMJ2444 G. tsugae BJpiL G87 CCMJ3054 G. weberianum 53]
Gl14 CCMJ2448 G. tsugae Ly 0N G88 CCMJ3055 G. australe 3]
G18 CCMJ2452 G. tsugae 2T G90 CCMJ3056 G. weberianum fisaea)
G21 CCMJ2455 G. sinense MR G81 CCMJ3048 G. multipileum pinyeis
G35 CCMJ2469 G. resinaceum Sy AN G84 CCMJ3051 G. multipileum ta
G49 CCMJ2483 G. lingzhi BRI G85 CCMJ3052 G. multipileum At
G31 CCMJ2465 G. lingzhi 7R G12 CCMJ2446 G. tsugae el
G53 CCMJ2490 G. resinaceum [1IFR G123 CCMJ4156 G. gibbosum G|
G62 CCMJ2491 G. resinaceum [1IFR G65 CCMJ2773 G. sinense LA
G67 CCMJ2669 G. sinense 7R G138 CCMJ4148 G. leucocontextum P
G69 CCMJ2778 G. resinaceum 7R G139 CCMJ4136 G. leucocontextum paya]
G74 CCMJ3045 G. lingzhi AR G95 CCMJ3061 G. gibbosum IR
G94 CCMJ3060 G. gibbosum Wit G96 CCMJ3062 G. gibbosum IR
G102 CCMJ3068 G. lingzhi Wt G97 CCMJ3063 G. gibbosum Iy
G104 CCMJ3070 G. applanatum i) G17 CCMJ2451 G. tsugae e
GBIl CCMJ2485 G. leucocontextum [ig G71 CCMJ3043 G. applanatum &2

[ ]


Eryn
小四黑体

Eryn
五号黑体

Eryn
五号宋体

Eryn
小五号黑体

Eryn
小五 Arial Narrow

Eryn
六号

宋体

Eryn
注：六号宋体

Eryn
五号楷体
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Wl s 7 2TS1/1TS4, B —tubulin F/R, LROR/LRS FI
bRPB2-6F/ bRPB2-7.1R 43 4/ 14 ITS, B~tubulin,,
LSU F1 RPB2 kBt . PCR W AR R K 25 pl, %5
B IR JCUR EE AT [E] 430 2 56 °C .50 5,60 C
505,55 °C .1 min,62 C .40 s, PCR [ L 45 )5
B2 pL 34778 5 Loading Buffer 14 518 1%
BN B I A 0 1 G 5 RO TR IR R AR R 7 4
Py (b /S SR R EERBHEA PR AW

K ONA LBk 5% 217

#
1.6 FIlLkXRARERSEIT

HRAE GenBank H1EL AT A R 2 | B bk 4 2%
H R BRI 85 B (R 2) 8 B 34510 31 22
Blast Il DNAMAN 5% HL X, G145 1~ DNA 51
() PCR ¥ 38 il 3 K LA & GC & &, 31 F] H MEGA
7.0 BAFGETT 4 FE K R B HE HLAS BE AR ST A7 A5
B AR S A SUBOR T 245 B B . [RIR
BioEdit FX 14 1751 8B i 2Lk 57 ~3", I T IR 2244
ERGEREBEW.

K2 REBHXEFBGenBankEFEEE
Table 2 Accession numbers of Ganoderma

%} =
ﬂ’g GenB;;ch. No
Species

ITS B-tubulin RPB2 LSU

Ganoderma leucocontextum KM396271.1 — MG367516.1 —
Ganoderma sichuanense MN431189.1 JQ675642.1 MH294431.1 MT196413.1
Ganoderma tsugae MG279195.1 DQ288093.1 DQ408116.1 AY684163.1
Ganoderma sinense MK968730.1 DQ288081.1 MK371434.1 MK336404.1
Ganoderma resinaceum MHS855781.1 DQ288101.1 MK554743.1 MH867290.1
Ganoderma applanatum MF143513.1 JQ675615.1 LN714655.1 KU220014.1
Ganoderma multipileum JQ781874.1 — MG367521.1 MN582953.1

Ganoderma australe LC084734.1 — — —
Ganoderma weberianum JQ520219.1 JQ675672.1 MK611971.1 MH876427.1
Ganoderma gibbosum KY364271.1 — KY393275.1 MN428668.1

1.7 PR FnFh )RR B B RN E S5 it

fifi I ClustalX #E 17 )57 51 Fe X, 3 F H MEGA
7.0 FAFTHEE 4> DNA J BORf oA IR ] 14 38 £ 1
B Rt Kimura2—-parameter T L R W AU Ay
A Aol Ay Ao ) B ) A3 A, A MG R AG A 2 1
A b N R (] 35 A B Y B S DX I, MR i L R
B RN W 4 Tl BOTE R 28 b 25080 1] B
DU IR AR A 22 S 45 R A DBG 1] o R i E it
IBM SPSS Statistics 26 #AFUEAT Wilcoxon BRI 55
VAR R BP9 Z (a8 S 22 S i g it e 2
1.8 REXERHAE

FIFHMEGA 7.0%A%F, [FINCBIH F 21 G. ling-
zhi  (ITS:  KJ143907. JQ781864. KJ143908.
JQ781858; RPB2: JX029978.JX029979.JX029980,
JX029981) Fll G. sichuanense (ITS: JX029978.
I1X029977) AR i o i BE A A0 (Neigh-
bor joining, NJ), K H Kimura2-parameter fif FE 55
BRI AR 48 R b = AR 2 03 (Gap) B
B K4 (Missing data) , Y858 @M BR (Complete
deletion) , 2 Gt K 7 W I 5> 70 SCHY SCHE AR
bootstrap JriEI, BE 5 000K E R, AR PRI

AAAHEERN TR SO ZI R E IR
2 #R59mL—1

21 4FDNAZEBEIEEL ]

2 AR DNA 9665 PCRINE G , R 2% 444y
HRRAY RSB S W3, & B GC & i i
BRI P B AR R SE B AR 4. RS
K {5l 356~854 bp , HiH B—tubulin Fr Bt i i hy
356 bp, H:¥kJ& ITS A B 604 bp, RPB2 F1 LSU F Bt
3K R 771 bp 1854 bp , #5258 41 1T 52 BRLBAL [
FE L WA A . GC # iy 48.28%~56.18% , ¥ 1E
5 LY (40%~60% ) o PCR Y™ 14 Bl Ty 2R 2 1T
Hr DNA ZIE 05 19 55 2K 3 2 — , B-tubulin F1 LSU
F B B4 B4 1 5 R 0N 100%, 1TS FIl RPB2 F Bt
B 47 14 1 3 3R 43 551 Sk 95.35% F190.91% ., LA,
B 7 5 48 S5 2 PE M DNA 0B 6519 55 — A~
HEARE . RPB2 J Be iy 248 5 48 8 151 (27.8%) , 1TS
F B (20.5%) Fl B-tubulin i B (20.5%) i 75 5 3%
FHIE) T LSU F B 9 45 R AR 5F A8 S R A AIK
(3.9%) . Z&EA VA B3 #r , B—tubulin Fr Br 5 HAh F
BB A DNA S0 P 3 B s 4 o
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*3 REZEF7%GenbankERS
Table 3 GenBank accession number of Ganoderma sequences

e
% LS CenBil?Zc‘ No
Number Species
ITS B-tubulin RPB2 LSU
G10 G. tsugae MZ665487 MZ676907 MZ676868 MZ666243
G12 G. tsugae MZ665488 MZ676908 MZ676867 MZ666244
Gl14 G. tsugae MZ665489 MZ676909 MZ676869 MZ666245
G17 G. tsugae MZ665490 MZ7676910 — MZ666246
G18 G. tsugae MZ665491 MZ676911 MZ676870 MZ666247
G20 G. tsugae MZ665492 MZ676912 MZ676871 MZ666248
G21 G. sinense MZ665493 MZ676913 MZ676872 MZ666249
G31 G. lingzhi MZ665494 MZ676950 MZ676873 MZ666250
G35 G. resinaceum MZ665495 MZ676914 MZ676874 MZ666251
G49 G. lingzhi MZ665496 MZ676915 MZ676875 MZ666252
G53 G. resinaceum MZ665497 MZ7676916 MZ676876 MZ666253
G62 G. resinaceum MZ665498 MZ7676917 M7676877 MZ666254
G65 G. sinense M7665499 MZ676918 — MZ666255
G67 G. sinense MZ665500 M7676919 MZ676878 MZ666256
G69 G. resinaceum MZ665501 MZ676920 MZ676879 MZ666257
570 G. lingzhi MZ665502 MZ676921 MZ676880 MZ666258
G71 G. applanatum MZ665503 MZ676922 MZ676881 MZ666259
G74 G. lingzhi MZ665504 MZ7676923 MZ676882 MZ666260
G77 G. lingzhi MZ665505 M7676924 MZ676883 MZ666261
G81 G. multipileum MZ665506 MZ676925 MZ676884 MZ666262
G84 G. multipileum MZ665507 M7676926 MZ676885 MZ666263
G85 G. multipileum MZ665508 MZ676927 MZ676886 MZ666264
G86 G. australe MZ665509 MZ676928 MZ676887 MZ666265
G87 G. weberianum MZ665510 MZ676929 MZ676888 MZ666266
G88 G. australe MZ665511 MZ676930 MZ676889 MZ666267
G90 G. weberianum — MZ676931 — MZ666268
G92 G. gibbosum MZ665512 M7676932 MZ676890 MZ666269
G94 G. gibbosum MZ665513 M7676933 MZ676891 MZ666270
G95 G. gibbosum MZ665514 MZ676934 MZ676892 MZ666271
G96 G. gibbosum MZ665515 MZ676935 MZ676893 MZ666272
597 G. gibbosum — MZ676936 MZ676894 MZ666273
G102 G. lingzhi MZ665516 MZ676937 MZ676895 MZ666274
G104 G. applanatum MZ665517 MZ676938 MZ676896 MZ666275
G108 G. applanatum MZ665518 MZ676939 MZ676897 MZ666276
G109 G. applanatum MZ665519 M7676940 MZ676898 MZ7666277
G123 G. gibbosum MZ7665520 MZ676941 MZ676899 MZ666278
G124 G. applanatum MZ665521 MZ676942 MZ676900 MZ666279
G135 G. applanatum MZ665522 MZ676943 MZ676901 MZ666280
G138 G. leucocontextum MZ665523 MZ676944 — MZ666281
G139 G. leucocontextum — MZ676945 MZ676902 MZ666282
G148 G. sinense MZ665524 MZ676946 MZ676903 MZ666283
G149 G. sinense MZ665525 MZ7676947 MZ676904 MZ666284
G150 G. sinense MZ665526 MZ676948 MZ676905 MZ666285
GB1 G. leucocontextum MZ7665527 M7676949 MZ676906 MZ666286
2.2 AMERBHIREERST BN PG A 735 R R X A e B ol ] Z2 R A R T

KR KPR 4N DNA SIERSER 28 MEMSEDF . ITSOUR T B-rubulin B, 11 LSU
PRI Rl A AR FE B (R 5) o AN RIBRSTE  Fr Bel s i BARAY A ] A2 5 . FEWIFPK T i M
R BRI BAGIE R , B B B—ublin MIRPB2 IS WFSEH , 55— 8 41 1 Fob (1] i /N i A B R T B
B BE B 4 3 0.07 F10.107, 5 ITS M LSU |+ i NS st A& #E B s, WA A 125 47 BT LA B 2y 25
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Table 4 Information about the DNA barcoding
candidate segments
T F Bt Segments
[tem ITS  B-twbulin  LSU  RPB2
=N
CCHR /% 48.28 54.83 51.57 56.18
GC content

PCR ¥ 38 i )%/ %

PCR success 95.35 100 100 90.91

N
IR 604 356 854 771
Sequence length
e
PRI 477 281 812 541
Conserved sites
i VA=l
S 124 73 33 214
Variable sites
(T 245 BT
fif 2415 B 108 66 2 200

Parsimony—information sites

AL A%

Mutation rate

20.5 20.5 39 27.8

SAS R Py 2522 AHIE5Y Y B—tubulin F1 RPB2
By N B KB B B 3 0 /IN T 4% F B ] B )y
1A% B B (B—tubulin [ BEFD P e K AH 0.018<F 7]
e /IMHE 0.027 ; RPB2 Ji B 4 $5c K AE 0.014< i 1]
e /NME 0.020) , B B—tubulin A1 RPB2 F Bt ] L)
X3 R 2 Ja@ ARl 1TS 1 LSU Fr B iy ok
188 1% 1L 5 KT Al ) e/ 3t A% B B (ITS A A K
1 0.007>7F 5] £ /]ME 0.004 ; LSU - BeAh 4 i K AE
0.004>F 8] e /IMEL 0.000) , & B — 3 AT e 7E /N iR
SR B FEAE S AN HERR ) 42
2.3 £WALiEBE (Barcoding gap) iEM

DBG J2& 48 ) Fl i DNA 2524t ¢ 51) %) b ] A1

HE RATFALEI0/MA Rk kZ i ONA L@ ik 5 219

Tt N K2P 3845 10 125 22 [ AAAE 1 W S A ] B I
B[] A5 S5 R T A N AR S O AT AR 3 A () i IXC
Y TE AR PRI MR 41 DNA | BL i Fp g i
ol ) 35 A% A8 S5 1) 2 A1 (&1 CIEL 1), ZE b A at A% R
0~0.005 L [F P , 8t A% 48 5 BT o5 ' 43 b A s 2R
IE1TS(92.59% ) .RPB2 A B (77.63%) B—tubulin
B (61.8%) , ITS JF S R 5F o R Z , B-tubulin
R B AR NS S L AFAEARRIR o B-tubulin Bt
F1RPB2 Jv B 0y Fh P A8 S4B 32 225341 0~0.015, H.
B-tubulin Jr B #7855 K, HAk O ITS(0~0.01)
1M LSU Bt 3 A i il e /N oA 0~0.004 , AR MEXT 9
A P B IR A T R 2

XoF TR )AL R B 2 A Y L, L 0.005 S isif%
B B AR BT B—tubulin 1 RPB2 F Bt (1) e /N
(i) 353 1% B 12 34 T f Kb N st A HE 5, e ] 3t %
5 28 43 A7 15 B oA RPB2 1 BE(0.02~0.15) >B—tubu-
lin Fr B£(0.03~0.095) , — & #4776 1E 25 W & Y
DBG, Fft PNy 2% S5 1 1] A2 S5 5 A5 58 X, R BH B-tu-
bulin F1 RPB2 Fr Bt v] FH T A i 28 2 o 1TS
TE 385 85 0.005~0.010 420 Fif [11] Folt 338 4% 5 5
B/NRHEE RS W LA X 3D, f
REAFTEM /N () 58 8 45 1R L% . 1 LSU K Bt LA
0.002 35 £ B 5 FEAR A, H /)N ] 358 4% 1 25
AN S R R P A% R B, 7 a5 A% R 25l 0~0.002
F10.002~0.004 &b A7 BH 5 ()56 53 55 5 , #E Fh N FFR
) 25 % A DBG AF7E , R LSU F BEANREE N R
2R HAE Y DNA 59865

g b, B NS SR JE N B—tubulin > RPB2 >
ITS > LSU, Ff [0] A% 5+ 2 & iy RPB2 >B—-tubulin >
ITS > LSU.,

®5 (RIAFWMERREFMAME M EEES
Table 5 Intra— and inter—specific distance of DNA barcoding candidate segments

b st i s ol i) 353 £ 1 B9
P Intraspecific Genetic distance Interspecific Genetic distance
Segments FHIE FoRAE f/ME FHIME FoRME Fe/ME
Average Maximum Minimum Average Maximum Minimum
1TS 0.002 0.007 0.000 0.063 0.100 0.004
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LSU 0.001 0.004 0.000 0.008 0.014 0.000
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Ry T B UEAS [R50 e A o ] (4 A8 S 2 S
RG2S 4 IBM SPSS Statistics

R FI 44 DNA IE0 H BiAR B 22 k3 ok
M B 3 (P<0.01) , P9 1 b %8 45 3R R B—tubulin >
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Table 6 Wilcoxon test of pairwise intra— and interspecific variation

Tift AL S AR A Tl A2 S A S
ERE 7k Correlation of intraspecific variations Correlation of intraspecific variations
W w- P R P G
W W= P value Result W W= P value Result
B—tubulin ITS 54 0 <0.01 B-tubulin>1TS 3717 335 <0.01 B-tubulin>ITS
RPB2 ITS 40 12 <0.01 RPB2>ITS 694 10 <0.01 RPB2>ITS
LSU ITS 0 53 <0.01 LSU<ITS 2 727 <0.01 LSU<ITS
B-tubulin RPB2 47 3 <0.01 B-tubulin>RPB2 10 694 <0.01 B-tubulin<RPB2
LSU B-tubulin 0 54 <0.01 LSU<B-tubulin 0 857 <0.01 LSU<B-tubulin
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B3 FEF ITS+B-tubulintRPB2 | BBk &R 48 1E
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Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree inferred from NJ analysis
generated by ITS+B-tubulint RPB2
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