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WE: [ By ] S Fo s gE o5 d , IR e A OB A R rh i . [k ] B8
22 BRI R A% AL DR P s SEEIBR X (internal transcribed spacer, ITS) FAZ A K IV % (ribosomal large
subunit, LSU) JFHI RS K BRI SR AR R R T50E, IR TP b MR 2. [455R ] %
IR UM 995 JL D 45 8 W UM R (Erysiphe polygoni); 42 1TS 22 )78 L X RIS 25 40 Hr & I B B (607 bp,
MW494930.1) 5iitF_EH B HE (E. polygoni, KP076437.1) FHITE R 100.00%, Hk#, Bafk, 38, A2,
W R SE S BHE Y 1 16 AN TERE 1TS 738 5 BOAHIME R T 98.83%; 2T LSU JFHIH 4R15 | kKN
910 bp [ F Bt (OK490143), S A EKE (E. polygoni, MT361769.1) FFFIAIMM N 99.89%., [ 458 ] A
TR R YL v FE B0 R B 4 58 9 T-32 18 1] (Ascomycota) ¥ 8 H (Erysiphales) ¥y & (Erysiphe) 31K #
(E. polygoni). TRFEEEH A NTRFE MR 0BT 16 KR o
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Identification of Pathogen Causing Powdery Mildew of
Tartary Buckwheat and Analysis of Its Pedigree

LI Meifang', TANG Guowen', LIU Zhengjie’, WANG Yi', LI Chengyun', DONG Yumei’

(1. State Key Laboratory for Conservation and Utilization of Bio-Resources in Yunnan, Yunnan Agricultural
University, Kunming 650201, China; 2. College of Agronomy and Biotechnology,
Yunnan Agricultural University, Kunming 650201, China)

Abstract: [ Purpose] To identify and analyze the pathogen of tartary buckwheat powdery mildew
and determine its position in the powdery mildew pedigree. [ Methods] The tartary buckwheat
powdery mildew pathogen was identified based on spore morphology observation, pathogenicity test
and phylogenetic tree analysis of internal transcribed spacer (ITS) and ribosomal large subunit (LSU)
sequence, and multiple sequence alignment and cluster analysis of sequences were carried out.

[ Results ] The pathogen of powdery mildew of tartary buckwheat was identified as Erysiphe poly-
goni. Through ITS multiple sequence alignment and cluster analysis, it was found that the powdery
mildew (607 bp fragment, MW494930.1) was 100.00% similar to E. polygoni (KP076437.1) on com-
mon buckwheat. The similarity of that ITS amplification sequences with 16 strains collected from rhu-
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barb, sorrel, polygonum, ribbonbush and coral vines were also higher than 98.83%. A 910 bp frag-
ment (OK490143) was obtained based on LSU sequence amplification, which showed 99.89% simil-
arity with the strain of the E. polygoni (MT361769.1) on sorrel. [ Conclusion] The tartary buck-
wheat powdery mildew is identified as E. polygoni, which belonged to Erysiphe, Erysiphales, Asco-

mycota. It provides a basis for the control of tartary buckwheat.

Keywords: powdery mildew of tartary buckwheat; pathogen identification; pedigree analysis
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1.2.3 JiJE B ITS. LSU FBLJ PCR ¥ 34 Al
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GC-3"""; LROR: 5'-ACCCGCTGAACTTAAGC-
3"; LRS: 5'-TCCTGAGGGAAACTTCG-3")"",
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Xt NEEBAFFEAMBENRELT LR,
M GenBank H' FZ AL S T 97% M9 1TS F B,
K H MEGA 7.0 F 4% e A7 e RAUSR s R 40
KBHT, AT 1000 IREE K BS 4347, HEit
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2 BERED

2.1 HSFERRE TR

WFE R A R, SRR T T B
KL A R AR B, v R B 2R A
WEE MG A R, WM, B AT
17, FFHAEMIE O H Qs BE, 4k A iE
R ek AL, TEE B AT E AR BRI
B ameg . vl B, W4, TUERE AR
B BAERE . RIOEEE. T (1.

TE: a) WFREBIRADIR; b) S AR A
Note: a) symptoms of powdery mildew of tartary buckwheat; b) powdery
mildew leaves of tartary buckwheat.

1 EHFEMHER

Fig. 1 Powdery mildew symptoms in tartary buckwheat
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231 EFEEAMEE TS TSE

TS VB IR ITS H Bl 607 bp (MW-
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757t GenBank HH AT L XT, ITS 4558 WoniZ T
Y 5FFE ER B E (E. polygoni, KP076437.1)
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ycines J¥51 (LC028953.1) NHMNEE, &L )75 X
J5 3k7% 550 bp BYHEFE, MR RGELBR (K 4)
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Fig. 2 Conidia of powdery mildew collected from tartary buckwheat under microscope (a) and electron microscope (b and c)
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T a) WFEEFIREE R ; b) XTI,
Note: a) symptom on inoculated leaves of tartary buckwheat; b) control.
E3 EHFagEnHmYT
Fig. 3 Pathogenicity of tartary buckwheat powdery mildew
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MRGERKEW (K 4) BoR: 725 4 D Sy
53R 2 A KIS, AT 5ok H 2R
E. polygoni (KP076437.1) Ll 14 A 100.00%, 5
134~ E. polygoni F1 1 4~ E. heraclei BIARITEAR K
T 99%. ZAr WA EXRERL, HIRZIE RN
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RAZEEIEY)
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EORUEM G 22 B 29 JRAEY) (R 2). HohdiaR
2| E. polygoni Fll E. heraclei 2 TP LSU J¥%], E.
polygoni W25 ENEFRMEY), E. heraclei )24

51 E. heraclei KY661135.1
E. pisi KY660750.1

E. heraclei KT211366.1
E. heraclei JX499184.1
E. betae DQ164435.1
E. betae KF268348.1

E. heraclei KF680162.1
E. heraclei AB104510.1
E. heraclei KR048065.1
E. betae DQ164433.1
E. betae DQ164434.1
E. betae DQ164439.1
E. betae DQ164437.1

5 E. betae DQ164440.1
E. betae DQ164438.1
E. heraclei KF111807.1
E. heraclei KY660875.1

=3 #F} Polygonaceae
= 4J¢F+ Umbelliferae
=3 f117F} Caryophyllaceae
= ##} Chenopodiaceae
= iN#} Araliaceae

E. heraclei KY660874.1
E. heraclei KY660873.1
E. heraclei KY660871.1
E. heraclei KY660870.1
E. heraclei KY660826.1
E. heraclei KY660791.1
E. heraclei KY660749.1
E. heraclei KY660792.1
5 E. heraclei KY660877.1
E. heraclei KY660830.1
E. heraclei MK571420.1
E. betae MN368297.1
E. betae DQ164432.1
E. betae DQ164436.1
E. betae KX574674.1
E. betae KY399969.1
E. heraclei KY073878.1
E. heraclei KY660858.1
E. heraclei KY660859.1
E. heraclei KY660872.1
E. heraclei KY660878.1
E. heraclei KP055630.1
E. heraclei KR012457.1
E. heraclei KF931139.1
E. heraclei AB000942.1
E. heraclei GU252368.1
E. heraclei MT703849.1
E. heraclei KC480605.1
E. heraclei KP729443.1
E. heraclei KR269918.1
E. heraclei AB104514.1
E. heraclei AB104513.1
E. heraclei EU010381.1
E. heraclei KU511276.1
E. heraclei AB104464.1
5 E. heraclei KU201964.2
E. heraclei JQ517297.1
E. heraclei AB104512.1

5i E- polygoni KR048074.1
4% E. polygoni AB104522.1
E. polygoni KY660918.1

5 E. polygoni AF011307.1
#ﬁ — E. heraclei KX757832.1
s 5 L. polygoni KX098506.1
E. polygoni MK685172.1
E. polygoni KY661154.1
E. polygoni KY660828.1
E. polygoni MW 169023.1
E. polygoni KY660827.1

62

E. polygoni KP076437.1
E. polygoni LC009892.1
L. polygoni KT984287.1
E. polygoni AF011308.1
— E. buhrii KY660881.1
1 L@EA buhrii KY660922.1
E. buhrii KY660767.1
E. buhrii AB128924.1
E. buhrii KJ530705.1
E. glycines LC028953.1

T VAKRTLAMTE Erysiphe glycines (LC028953.1) ITS JF 5 Ky oM
O33R FRREA 1000 ARG E, AW R4 A
AR IR, ANRBEFZAR AR E S EERDKE AR, 27
FHI 3 WA T ABUEfIARIC, w55 8 RF SRR TR
Note: The ITS sequence of Erysiphe glycines (LC028953.1) served as out-
group. Numbers above the branches denote bootstrap values from 1 000
replications, different powdery mildew genus names are represented by
different branch colors, the shades of different colors represent the differ-
ences of the powdery mildew hosts at the family level, the host of patho-
genic bacteria that appears less than three times will not be marked, tar-
tary buckwheat powdery mildew ITS sequences are marked with red star;
the same as below.

4 BT 77 ZFEHEFIITS REHNRFELER

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree based on the ITS regions of
77 powdery mildew sequences
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= kK#Fl Euphorbiaceae
3 %M F} Anacardiaceae
= Z=75F} Rutaceae

= AR %E} Magnoliaceae

E. quercicola KM260669.1
E. quercicola KM260670.1
92— E. quercicola KM260671.1
E. quercicola KM260672.1
E. quercicola KX180826.1
E. quercicola KX180827.1
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E. quercicola KX180830.1
E. quercicola MH305358.1
E. quercicola KM260674.1
E. quercicola KM260676.1
E. quercicola KM260677.1
E. quercicola KM260678.1
E. quercicola KM260679.1
E. quercicola KM260673.1
E. quercicola MK240388.1

39E. alphitoides MK357411.1

35 E. alphitoides MK357412.1

37 o5— E. alphitoides MK357414.1
4 E. alphitoides MK357415.1

E. alphitoides MF187451.1
; E. magnifica KI567066.1
5 E. magnifica MW729345.1
E. platani MN093346.1
- E. corylacearum MW345726.1
“E. cornicola AB022389.1
P, neolycopersici KR069049.1
P. neolycopersici MH699868.1
"L takamatsui MK478869.1
E. aquilegiae KP202686.1
I E. caricae-papayae L.C371319.1
[ & E. aquilegiae var. MT309771.1
3 o5 E. aquilegiae var. AB022405.1
~ P. neolycopersici LC371322.1
%4 P neolycopersici LC371323.1
64
P. neolycopersici LC371320.1
3 E. lespedezae MF066656.1
i, E. convolvuli var. MT380913.1
L E. convolvuli MN093349.1
o E. cruciferarum KU672346.1
E@E. trifoliorum MT380914.1
E. berberidis MN093348.1

%E. quercicola KM260675.1
o5 E. quercicola KM260667.1
92— E. quercicola KX180828.1
90— E. quercicola KM260668.1
&

- E. heraclei MK966309.1
L@E. polygoni MT361769.1
W OK490143
E. acantholimonis KU554536.1
E. limonii KU554533.1
E. glycines AB015927.1

:: Erysiphe glycines (AB015927.1) LSU J&8I4E g4,
Note: The ITS sequence of Erysiphe glycines (AB015927.1) served as out-
group.

5 ETF 59 ZBEME LSURBHNREZLEWN
Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree based on the LSU regions of
59 powdery mildew sequences

DIEFHEY . IR EIT S E. polygoni. E.
heraclei 7E[7] 1 7332, HABIFMFRR, 5ITS
FEHNHEACRAR L, AR T 99% T 5G4 E.
polygoni Tl E. heraclei 2 15 AU KR T 98%
i), 3400 E. trifoliorum . E. cruciferarum. E. ac-

antholimonis . E. quercicola. E. convolvulivar.. E.
berberidis I E. magnifica 7 7Fh; SARIE K F
97% W, ¥40 E. alphitoides . E. convolvuli, E. le-
spedezae. E. limonii, Pseudoidium neolycopersici .
E. corylacearum . E. caricae-papayae. E. aquileg-
iae. E. takamatsui. E. platani. E. aquilegiae var.
F1 E. cornicola 12 A~Ff, E. quercicola J¥5 5 ik
47%, A FAFEEER JGRR BRRIEEL,
3 Wig

PR3 TR A i LR e S 1) e MR 2 AR A )
e IR EL TR, AT 400 B R R RE U8R Yy ik
10000 Fffedy, Hhr 2 RAREEL TN E
AN E D LB A 2> A B 5 i8 3e 0 1
E BN ROE, RS SR R e
JEN E. polygoni, ZMT 1986 FAEH E SIS #E AL
B, ARYEIEAS M AF AR R H S B Fh e,

FUBTE B A L s B IR B, Hoh B Ar
FERAMAR SRR, WA A EIOEE) R,
TS HMAREN TSR, A Ry w7 i
ST RGERE BIAH I, MR T RSB SR,
ITS A E. polygoni 533X H A E. heraclei (KX-
757832.1), 5 E. polygoni 1% T Al N RHEY)
E. buhrii W25 T RARHEY), M IERFIZR
YR TATTEN, 1F GenBank HK:ZK E| E. polygo-
ni BIASCIT A 45 46, & £ R 2R 2R
SRHEY), W 108, Hrp, SRR E
JRiZ, SRELERMZERFISRERZ . A0S
fRiE: R, BRI R ANEHLIX E. polygoni
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SEBE, EEVGIHLIX E. polygoni 2 YL El =%
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E. polygoni MT361769.1). E. heraclei (MK966309.1)
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1 GenBank FHRZERZBIMEST 97% HWBEME ITS FIIREFEES
Tab. 1 Host information and ITS sequence similarity (=97%) retrieved from GenBank
accession No. ragment length similarity J& genus B family country
E. polygoni KP076437.1 621 100.00 %72 J& Fagopyrum FFl Polygonaceae #[E China
E. polygoni KT984287.1 586 99.83 K35 )J@ Rheum 2F} Polygonaceae 1 China
E. polygoni MG647828.1 573 99.82 AR Rumex FE} Polygonaceae "1 [E China
E. polygoni LC009892.1 558 99.82 FRISJE Rumex FF} Polygonaceae 7 Japan
E. polygoni AF011308.1 671 99.51 WA E Rumex %} Polygonaceae A1 unknown
E. polygoni KY660918.1 732 99.34 HJF Persicaria 3%} Polygonaceae P [F UK
E. polygoni KY660827.1 684 99.34 HJ& Persicaria 2F} Polygonaceae #[EH UK
E. polygoni MW169023.1 646 99.34 B Persicaria i} Polygonaceae H1[E China
E. polygoni KY660828.1 663 99.34 H& Persicaria ik} Polygonaceae #[EH UK
E. polygoni KY661154.1 736 99.34 Hg Persicaria 0} Polygonaceae HEE UK
E. polygoni KX098506.1 722 99.18 Yr 42 J& Homalocladium FE} Polygonaceae I Korea
E. heraclei KX757832.1 684 99.18 H )& Persicaria %} Polygonaceae *[E China
E. polygoni MK685172.1 662 99.01 WA B Antigonon 2%} Polygonaceae *[E China
E. polygoni AF011307.1 639 99.01 HJ& Persicaria 3F} Polygonaceae AN unknown
E. polygoni KR048074.1 616 98.83 B Persicaria FE} Polygonaceae "1 [E China
E. polygoni AB104522.1 662 98.83 HJF Persicaria ZEF Polygonaceae 7B Iran
E. buhrii AB128924.1 590 98.47 TwJ& Acanthopylium £ 17%} Caryophyllaceae fHEA Iran
E. buhrii KY660922.1 735 98.35 U T 58 Silene F 7%} Caryophyllaceae HE UK
E. buhrii KY660881.1 734 98.35 YT L) Silene F77%} Caryophyllaceae i [H] UK
E. buhrii KY660767.1 685 98.35 YT 58 Silene F 7%} Caryophyllaceae HE UK
E. heraclei KU201964.2 672 98.19 1575 J& Foeniculum A=FFL Umbelliferae 1 [H China
E. heraclei KY661135.1 738 98.19 12 & Anthriscus A=JEFt Umbelliferae e[ UK
E. heraclei KY660878.1 736 98.19 k2 J& Anthriscus A I AL Umbelliferae Hi[H UK
E. heraclei KY660872.1 735 98.19 W52 J& Anthriscus A F} Umbelliferae ¥ [E UK
E. heraclei KY660859.1 704 98.19 MG B Heracleum 4=JEF Umbelliferae e UK
E. heraclei KY660858.1 681 98.19 M JE Heracleum AFZF Umbelliferae HE[H UK
E. heraclei KY073878.1 686 98.19 FRH5JE Rumex ik} Polygonaceae [ China
E. heraclei KP055630.1 646 98.19 AR I® Hedera Tiin&} Araliaceae #[H China
E. betae DQ164436.1 640 98.19 IS8 Beta #%} Chenopodiaceae % E USA
E. betae DQ164432.1 640 98.19 I3 Beta #F} Chenopodiaceae i [/ UK
E. betae KY399969.1 645 98.19 FHRJE Beta #F} Chenopodiaceae 75 Greece
E. betae KX574674.1 791 98.19 3@ Beta #i%} Chenopodiaceae W Korea
E. heraclei AB104510.1 620 98.16 #2J@ Conium 7% %} Umbelliferac HH8] Iran
E. heraclei KF680162.1 606 98.15 KK FrJ@ Petroselinum A=JEFt Umbelliferae A Korea
E. heraclei AB104514.1 590 98.14 GiAK & Torilis =J%%} Umbelliferae £ Iran
E. betae KF268348.1 650 98.12 EHSRJE Beta #%} Chenopodiaceae [ China
E. betae MN368297.1 782 98.03 IR E2% )& Dysphania R} Amaranthaceae [ %4748 Pakistan
E. betae DQ164440.1 640 98.03 FH2RJE Beta #F} Chenopodiaceae % USA
E. betae DQ164439.1 640 98.03 HI2%)& Beta #iF} Chenopodiaceae FH USA
E. betae DQ164434.1 640 98.03 EISRJE Beta 348} Chenopodiaceae FH USA
E. betae DQ164433.1 640 98.03 IS8 Beta #%} Chenopodiaceae HEE UK
E. heraclei MK571420.1 651 98.03 W% J& Heracleum A= F} Umbelliferae *[E China
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E. heraclei KR012457.1 623 98.03 A% & Daucus A JEFH Umbelliferae *[E China
E. heraclei KC480605.1 687 98.03 #% N& Daucus $JEl Umbelliferae H1[E China
E. heraclei MT703849.1 680 98.03 FI @ Eryngium AFEFH Umbelliferae H[# China
E. heraclei KY660877.1 738 98.03 & B Heracleum A:FEF Umbelliferae HE UK
E. heraclei KY660875.1 738 98.03 JiE & Heracleum A:FEFH Umbelliferae HE UK
E. heraclei KY660874.1 735 98.03 MIE B Heracleum $FEL Umbelliferae i UK
E. heraclei KY660873.1 736 98.03 WG S Heracleum 4T EL Umbelliferae BEH UK
E. heraclei KY660871.1 733 98.03 HIEJE Heracleum 4FF Umbelliferae i UK
E. heraclei KY660870.1 696 98.03 HIEJE Heracleum 4J A} Umbelliferae JEE UK
E. heraclei KY660826.1 678 98.03 HIEJE Heracleum 4:JEFH Umbelliferae JEE UK
E. heraclei KY660791.1 680 98.03 HIEJE Heracleum :JEFH Umbelliferae YEE UK
E. heraclei KY660749.1 741 98.03 MG JE Heracleum :JEFH Umbelliferae EE UK
E. heraclei KP729443.1 700 98.03 W7 )& Foeniculum A JEF Umbelliferae HE Korea
E. heraclei KF111807.1 676 98.03 28 Anthriscus 4JEEl Umbelliferae #f Korea
E. heraclei KR269918.1 732 98.03 KT & Ammi A=A} Umbelliferae VG E Mexico
E. betae DQ164437.1 640 98.02 3% )8 Beta #i %} Chenopodiaceae [ USA
E. heraclei KR048065.1 619 98.01 150 /7 )& Pimpinella AT F Umbelliferae H1E China
E. heraclei GU252368.1 612 98.01 % NE Daucus A E} Umbelliferae 755 Mexico
E. heraclei AB104513.1 661 97.99 7 J& Pimpinella 4T FL Umbelliferae P Iran
E. heraclei AB104512.1 619 97.99 FIF @ Eryngium 4FE Umbelliferae P Iran
E. heraclei EU010381.1 613 97.97 W H B Hedera FNEL Araliaceae FKH Italy
E. heraclei KU511276.1 720 97.96 MEZ 8 Polyscias Fnk} Araliaceae B Iran
E. heraclei KY660792.1 689 97.87 HIEJE Heracleum :JEFH Umbelliferae YEE UK
E. betae DQ164438.1 640 97.87 HZE)& Beta # %} Chenopodiaceae % [H USA
E. betae DQ164435.1 640 97.87 EH3E 8 Beta #iF} Chenopodiaceae % [E USA
E. heraclei KY660830.1 667 97.86 M5 B Heracleum = F} Umbelliferae Y UK
E. buhrii KJ530705.1 725 97.86 113k 1E )& Gypsophila Fi11#l Caryophyllaceae HE Korea
E. heraclei AB000942.1 668 97.84 1% b & Daucus A=A} Umbelliferae AP unknown
E. heraclei JX499184.1 620 97.83 B ALE Rumex 35 Polygonaceae I Korea
E. heraclei AB104464.1 597 97.82 AL )R Bifora $FEL Umbelliferae BB Tran
E. heraclei JQ517297.1 630 97.71 W &5 & Anethum 7%} Umbelliferae W18 Korea
E. heraclei KT211366.1 660 97.66 W BB Hedera TLhNF} Araliaceae S VIH Mexico
E. heraclei KF931139.1 620 97.51 KK J@ Petroselinum 4 J A} Umbelliferae 5 [H UsA
E. pisi KY660750.1 704 97.03 Wi ZJ® Pisum 7%} Leguminosae #[E UK

2|5 KB} (Sapindales), LA W, ZF FHLYE
W, H. B BRSO AR R
AR . WRIE GRS T EEMEH . R
PidF FIEME . R M2 FAme A &R
T oA A RE N FURY AR 43 Y U R A A
o A AR BT A B L ) B AR

4 g

ARSI 0 R A BOR P E . B S RHIE L
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Tab.2 Host information and highly similarity of LSU sequences retrieved from GenBank

AR )

27 host

species and GenBank frfl Bk /bp *Wﬁ./% . ) x
accession No. gment length similarity I genus Pl family country

E. polygoni MT361769.1 937 99.89 RS JE Rumex R} Polygonaceae #16f Korea
E. heraclei MK966309.1 859 99.17 M & Heracleum = J%AF Umbelliferae 1 China
E. trifoliorum MT380914.1 984 98.88 EENEE Trifolium T %} Leguminosae # [ South Korea
E. cruciferarum KU672346.1 857 98.36 JEFEIE Alyssum + 716 F} Brassicaceae %' 1 Jg I Romania
E. acantholimonis KU554536.1 1031 98.24 FACIE Acantholimon  E{EF}F} Plumbaginaceae  HAff Korea
E. quercicola MK240388.1 855 98.22 JEJ & Anacardium MR Anacardiaceae 2 74 Brazil
E. quercicola KM260675.1 893 98.16 MG Citrus Z7 B Rutaceae #F Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260673.1 892 98.16 MH&E Citrus Z577F} Rutaceae B Vietnam
E. convolvuli var. MT380913.1 1019 98.13 FTHIAEIR Calystegia JiE1EEL Convolvulaceae i [ South Korea
E. berberidis MN093348.1 874 98.13 /NEEJE Berberis /NEER} Berberidaceae +HH Turkey
E. quercicola KX180830.1 859 98.13 I JE Hevea K El Euphorbiaceae M7 B 2% Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180825.1 852 98.13 A )& Hevea Kk #} Euphorbiaceae M B2 K Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180824.1 859 98.13 RIRAG B Hevea KBl Euphorbiaceae 47 .2 Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180823.1 853 98.13 IS )& Hevea K%l Euphorbiaceae Wi 5 2% Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180822.1 853 98.13 BIEAG 8 Hevea K&EEl Euphorbiaceae 7.2 Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180821.1 854 98.13 I I Hevea KiFt Euphorbiaceae 44 B 22 Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180820.1 859 98.13 BRI 8 Hevea KA} Euphorbiaceae it B 22K Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180819.1 859 98.13 RIS J& Hevea KBl Euphorbiaceae W B >~ Sri Lanka
E. magnifica KI567066.1 927 98.09 K=2J& Magnolia A%} Magnoliaceae *[E China
E. quercicola KM260679.1 894 98.04 MH&E Citrus Z577F} Rutaceae #H Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260678.1 892 98.04 HWHEIE Citrus 27 Fl Rutaceae HE Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260677.1 893 98.04 W& & Citrus 257 %} Rutaceae R Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260676.1 893 98.04 HHEJE Citrus Z#F} Rutaceae HF Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260674.1 890 98.04 &) Citrus Z#F} Rutaceae #iE Vietnam
E. quercicola MH305358.1 883 98.04 FRA5JE Rumex Zk} Polygonaceae 74 Brazil
E. magnifica MW729345.1 918 98.03 K%J& Magnolia K 2%} Magnoliaceae i [E South Korea
E. quercicola KX180829.1 856 98.01 BIRAG 8 Hevea K&EEl Euphorbiaceae 7.2 Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180827.1 854 98.01 I I Hevea KiF} Euphorbiaceae 34 B 22 Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KX180826.1 856 98.01 BRI & Hevea KA} Euphorbiaceae it B 22K Sri Lanka
E. quercicola KM260672.1 891 97.93 TS 8 Mangifera AL Anacardiaceae i Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260671.1 892 97.93 FR B Mangifera B Rl Anacardiaceae #F Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260670.1 892 97.93 R/ Mangifera MR Anacardiaceae #EFS Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260669.1 895 97.93 R JE Mangifera M F} Anacardiaceae HE Vietnam
E. quercicola KM260668.1 890 97.93 R @ Mangifera ML Anacardiaceae BF Vietnam
E. quercicola KX180828.1 856 97.89 RIS J& Hevea K&iF} Euphorbiaceae M B 2% Sri Lanka
E. alphitoides MK357411.1 894 97.88 B EE Ocimum JEEF} Labiatae E[J¥ India
E. alphitoides MK357414.1 893 97.88 K=J& Magnolia A< 2% %} Magnoliaceae F 7 Japan
E. alphitoides MK357412.1 886 97.86 T J& Euonymus TF %} Celastraceae * [ China
E. quercicola KM260667.1 892 97.81 R/ Mangifera MR Anacardiaceae #EF Vietnam
E. alphitoides MF187451.1 963 97.80 ¥ )& Eucalyptus k41 A} Myrtaceae ]#¥ Korea
E. convolvuli MN093349.1 865 97.79 WETEI® Convolvulus JiE4E#} Convolvulaceae +HH Turkey
E. alphitoides MK357415.1 848 97.77 L7 )& Euonymus P %} Celastraceae * [ China




72 mERMRE R 539 %
2 (4h)
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accession No. fragment length  similarity J& genus &} family country
E. lespedezae MF066656.1 930 97.76 559 R Bauhinia J5AF} Caesalpiniaceae #[H China
E. limonii KU554533.1 1044 97.59 )& Corylus HEAF} Betulaceae B Austria
P. neolycopersici MH699868.1 934 97.58 NI Limonium 468} Plumbaginaceae  #]f Korea
P. neolycopersici KR069049.1 918 97.58 WA R Moringa A} Moringaceae #[H China
E. corylacearum MW345726.1 861 97.55 1&J8 Corylus MEAE} Betulaceae +H I Turkey
E. caricae-papayae LC371319.1 917 97.50 FAINE Carica FAJNE} Caricaceae El1 % JE 76, Indonesia
E. aquilegiae KP202686.1 875 97.49 F+iRE Cimicifuga FEHF} Ranunculaceae HA Japan
E. takamatsui MK478869.1 886 97.47 HWKHRJE Lotus Gl Leguminosae *[E China
E. platani MN093346.1 870 97.46 BRI Platanus B AR} Platanaceae T HH Turkey
P. neolycopersici LC371323.1 927 97.42 K& Codiaeum KiF} Euphorbiaceae ENEEJEVE V. Indonesia
P. neolycopersici LC371322.1 927 97.42 ABMAKIE Codiaeum KEkAl Euphorbiaceae E[J¥ JEPE . Indonesia
P. neolycopersici LC371320.1 927 97.42 AR Codiaeum Kl Euphorbiaceae E[IZ JE P4 . Indonesia
E. aquilegiae var. AB022405.1 927 97.42 G T 5B Actinostemma  #Hi7 B} Cucurbitaceae # [ South Korea
E. aquilegiae var. MT309771.1 916 97.41 EEJE Ranunculus EE A} Ranunculaceae *[E China
E. cornicola AB022389.1 911 97.37 AR Swida 1IZEFEEL Cornaceae FI 4 Japan
B 28 RN FARIC B A A iU T IR [8] ZHANG K X, HE M, FAN Y, et al. Resequencing of
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