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Research progress on molecular biological detection of edible mushroom

strains

SONG Haoyuan, ZHAO Peng

(School of Horticulture, Ludong University, Yantai 264025, Shandong, China)

Abstract: In recent years, edible mushroom industry of China has developed rapidly. But the problems such as confusion
and unclear source of edible mushroom strains have become important issues restricting the development of the industry.
Classic identification methods of edible mushroom strains such as morphologic characteristic observation, analysis of
variety antagonistic reaction are time-consuming and inaccurate sometimes. The continuous progress of molecular biology
technology has provided strong technical support for the development of edible mushroom industry and facilitates the
detection of edible mushroom strains, variety identification and genetic resource conservation. The molecular methods of
edible mushroom strains are DNA marker method, DNA sequence analysis and DNA barcoding. DNA marker techniques
include the methods based on molecular hybridization such as RFLP, DNA fingerprinting methods based on PCR
technique such as RAPD and novel markers based on the genome sequencing such as SNP and MNP. DNA sequence
analysis technique is the analysis of ITS, IGS and the analysis based on genome sequencing. DNA barcoding technique
includes the ITS barcoding and house-keeping gene barcoding such as EF-1a, f-tubulin. In this paper, the research
progress on the molecular biological detection of edible mushroom strains in recent years was reviewed, and prospects for
future molecular detection of edible mushroom strains was addressed, which provided reference for rapid and accurate
identification of mushroom strains and variety breeding.

Key words: Mushroom strains authenticity; Molecular marker; Variety identification; Machine learning; CRISPR/Cas system
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hOE R

37 %

RO SR X B A MO SO UL, HET S
T, S35 B R LR . b, 5 T
XoF R 5 ot oS LA B B S X s A
WIE , PRIUE T #7 A i &, By 1k 7RG A IE Y5
G, LRI T H PR B B AR

A 235 1) 63 P B R e 5 0 T, T A SRR
S Bl BRI A R T R vk S, BOARTE — e R
JE L RERE T B 7R, AH A7 78 4w B I L v A
B Y, WA AEMEARNAW KR, 5 E
BRI B AL 5 5 00 KRR EIRE AL TEY)
5 BOAE B TR B P 48 T R A Y L A B T
BB, B B P S e SR R R
LIRUEE NMEAR . T EEBEAREN—Fh
HNEAR T B 7R B B M e RS R
MEZEMEM. HHNS FAEWFRNEARSE
DNA 7r FhRiCH A .DNA F 4173 H°5 DNA %%
M ARG

1 DNA - Fhric AR

I @ S B TS TR (= € 5 e A/ S el ST 7 PR MBS
DR 2H H AR AT s A7 b A B 22 e Gl AR 2R D o Bk
X5y hRid 2 1R i bR IR B B R I 1 2 A 1.
oy FhRid 5 B bRIC At B DU AL (D FEAE
YRR & AN EI B, AR ZH 23 DNA #R v FH T
PRICaHT s (20 R 2 H o T Frid £ 3L B ka4 (3)
FERAAR AR FE 7 TR 8o ) L2 B IR
7, BT DNA 22851 il 37 B, nlf H o i
=KW — R PLAr TR N Rl ) DNA ARid 4R,
U RFLP (restriction fragment length polymorphism,
PR Il 12 B B B 2 5D, 02 L PCR 2Ll 1 2%
Fl DNA $& 40+ K , 41 RAPD (random amplified
polymorphismic DNA, fifi §1 ¥ 3% £ & 14 ) . AFLP
(amplified fragment length polymorphism, 4 4 /- Bt
£ 2 &) . SSR (simple sequence repeat , fiij B
2 7 %) JISSR (inter-simple sequence repeat , 4] ¥ /7
HIVE X (A9 38 22 450D &, =02 DA 9 26 Al 1)
B4y FARAD , W SNP (single nucleotide polymor-
phism, FAZ R 2 A1) . MNP (multiple nucleotide
polymorphism, Z % HR 2 A1) 5. R Eik$e
&5 T AR CHEAR , B S AR PR A AR A&
FH BV R SR AR o
1.1 RFLP(PRFIM A EKE S A

RFLP 72 i 5 W 1) 7> T hric$ R Z —. RFLP
ST AR HE DR B 2 TE] Ry B S ) 22 5, X B 22
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FE PR ) 2 ) A7 s 3R ) e N L SR G L L HEER
MR G R Y. 1995 4, RFLP J% 2 B A 7
0 FH TR B R S e R, JE Rz N B A st
e AR b . (8 3 FOASE 3 RFLP
Frid #1 3 Ff A [B 1) AP- PCR (arbitrarily primed
PCR, [EHL 54 PCR) 51, B HL X 73 1 2 FhHE 1k
Volvariella volvacea 1 V. bombycina™ . i FH PR il {4
N VI B Hae 111 F1 Bst F51 4 44 ITS Cinternal tran-
scribed spacer, A % 55 [H] g X BO B 45 5€ K2
AL BRI 445 )& Flammulina Y05, 8 4 55 48P
I Bgl 1A Bst Ul JH4L &% %k F. velutipes 132 | B
2 [P R A B, I HX 28 1 By 5 4 B L 7 A
FHORIR™ . H Al , £ T 48 UK £ R R R 2 R 1
PCR-RFLP AR K B AT B F ] 8 L A B B A4
SR BT N TR S E ™. IR 58 N H
RAHE. Pleurotus nebrodensis Btk ITS Hf 5P H 14
N5 B 7, 757 ITS-RFLP $A , s =28l 7 X A
RAEL A R, Ak, BT RO R R R
MFEE AR E %, RFLP Fric #E LU T KBRS AL 7= 512 G
s,
1.2 RAPD(BEHLI HEZASM) HA

RAPD #5ic 1 Williams 25" 1 Welsh 25" F
1990 EBISL. PR 1~2 NEEHLSI 4 (—
8~10 ML) AF 8 mi Y 1Y FE K2 DNA, 98 J5 &0 ik
N 7 ) = oL B = N e O
PREERZH DNA G0 SRAE R 5E 51 W46 & XIOR A v B
N R BN EE R, H v Be SR LA AL R
) 53 AT K AR L AR A, 5 80 PCR P2 4038 ik 2>
BURA T IR EAA . %7 PCR P38 hnakdh b, )
77E RAPD Fric. RAPD i AR A& — Fli faj 5L L Uik |
THER ) & R B R 4 e 7R BT, O M
T8 H B B A e 5L 2 et s . R
RAPD i R E M1 5 KR HJ& Auricularia /517
TR A A [R] B R AT 73 1 %508 , 45 K W], RAPD
TR B A 250 H T R B J b ml B PR 1 B ok v
s ™. i RAPD $ AR5 #r 1 B A 21 4% Rus-
sula sp. T SRR H 73 B 11 3 Fh A& 1) DNA £
FEVE, 07> B A5 B 1) 3 AN HREEAT 508, 45 KRR
X 3 ANE R FE—ASF X 46 AN H-JE Pleuro-
tus W PE3EAT RAPD 3 Hr A 1 23 4 , 25 & A 25 A
TEAS S HE R0 7 I LSRR 1) Z R R 4
KEHKZR™, FH RAPD 4 FhAric S AR X 8 4~
K H Auricularia auricula & 77 H BREAT 0 T %
SE » I NTSYS Bt AT BRI, 45 R BoRix e
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RG4£I BT A 237 A A A e 3t

FRALRIK

B Pk 2 [ F) 3% 4 AHALL I 7 0.53~0.97 2 [ , i A% %
SRR, N R B IR I AR TR AR
. RAPD Fric FREE A& AF LR M 5| i £ 2 1
o3 AR TR B AT 45, kx5 2k F AR AL
Al LA RAPD i (I FE LR
1.3 AFLPU#EREKEZSMHEAR

AFLP Hric 52 A A 50k R il 12 i U] v B 1 e Bk
P4t L Rl PR M N D) KA A DR A
DNA P AR[F K/ DNA F B, FEAIH PCR $2AR
FX L Fr Bt AT I BEPE Y 3 , 5 T8 R o R B
E I R G R B 2 A, BT
AFLP Fric B 2 & 0, — el kI 2 100~150 4>
P3G PR 5 DRI 5 3 B 22 1) ol Fob 4 S0 B S AT
I KBF R, R AFLP 43 #r 2 57 7 kS Rz il B
Pleurotus ostreatus 1] DNA $8 UL , 115 7 B Pk
(i) 1) 388 A% ARADL R ORI BE 2, R i UPGMA %
AT T R Hr. AR R BN, 14 NN
6 AN, Horp P17 AT 3008 31 A1 4 ) R B H
ZYINIEAL R R, X5 E AT R 3 o) A Rl AR K
TP AH — S0, s R 0 B 1 43 45 R s AR it AT 4R
it 7 EEHAEY . Xt 31 ANF 4 Lentinula edodes 1
PR R DNA 2 83T 70 il 7t , 15 21 443
T, o 189 AN ILE W, ZBRMEHER N
57.34% , < BH 5 4% B b B) A7 E — 8 R FE () 8% 2
PE, N P SR I S R SR A T RIS R AR
FARYE . N 4 AN AP (LB-21.1L808.215 Al
B15-D 1) AFLP 73 Fric, s M s fe Z e, &
Tk o b R A 2 R CE GO RIF LR L T E
A& . AFLP 454 7 RFLP A1 RAPD Wi ff i A ()
e 551, (B3 BT AR 352 1, XoF DNAL [ 410 B R P D) i)
J R R A .
14 SSR(EEEBEEFIDEAR

SSR FRic A& B — 3 1~6 AN Bl FE 41 Jl 1) 55 7 e
I 2 A2 17 1Y) DNA 741, KB — e, 96 12
fiTERFNAMAFRME, RAREMEZEE. HE
PR ARYE T T2 DNA 5 i 48 U5 #1085 h 1 X
RER 51 P0, FIH PCR ARy 3 A7 s i B2
DNA J7 41, il i B ¥k 70 B k% 0 7 A K 2 3
PERY, R 200 X SSR FRIC /AT 1 25 43 FH A 4
R T R IR 3 A 2 B, 45 SR BRI R i A%
FRABAE 35 157 , P 3038 AR AR L R E 0776, DR £
111 A s p R ) 22 467 5 SSR FRAUELE N
ik AP B R IR T R s, R A E R
BN A AR . MBS 1% Agaricus bisporus )&

NHFF%5E T 3134 4> SSR i, IR T 17 4%
SRt WFREE R B, XL SSR brid BETE#E
B 3t 3R ) BT I AR 11 A Rk AR B S R, 3
AB SSR 2341 1 AB_SSR 2590 ¥/ hric 41 & w]
PAIX 73 BT A dl Ao A2 B0F 8 D9 XU A0 B8 s ity Aot R 47 A0
S FRIBE MR T AR EARTF B R MI-
SA BAHAE R 2 Ganoderma lucidum 4= 3: R 2049
Fi #4038 /> SSR 7 £, it H 1442 X+ 514, 3+l
BRI IR I tH 44 XT A XL SSR 514, FI X Lk
FIVIXE 11 4y R ZFh 5T BRI 34T 7 8 A 2 FE 1T
fili, 5 SRR, AL iEUM B} 18 A% FE S 7E 0.120~0.962,
ATLAAY N 3 R, IR Z A HE K4 SSR 7 Th
TCH AR O] TR B YR % s AR 2 A AT, X
XTHERN R Z L B R e A B E . i
SSR-PCR X%t H W R Z Ganoderma leucocontextum
HEAT I AL Z RS0 AT, 45 R B SSR ARid B ARLE 15
fEZ R R B S 285, v THTER
REBEME @S, P 13 A KBRE%ELE Stropharia
rugosoannulata & P& AN TV A7 1) 3% DR 20 2508 5 it
7100 Xf SSR 5l ¥t AT IR I UE . KL T 6 Ff
SSR KM, Horh =% BRI i JyHE W, o a1 Bk
R KRG T 16 5%, Hrh 3 x5 9
(DQGSSR020. DQGSSR031.DQGSSR077) % #i
2 APE VR E R TO AR . X e | W pk TR g
KER T 4 DNA F84Um 05, @57 1 13 AN REBKEE 46 B
PRI 32 A1 148 SU8UHE FE WS . {H N F SSR
FRic B SLHT AR IC IS, 75 2 1 B T 4 N 1
HIME B, Bt CLIF Bk B — 8 ME L, BOAS B3R
%[3710
1.5 ISSR(EHREBEFFIXEDHEAR

ISSR /23 T 13 L& DNA KI4> 7 hrid 77 .
TR E BB, X B 5 W Re e 5 AR R L b )
SSR [F 4 &, FEAE PCR S G IX S6 4 55§
g7 i H Uk B A UK R EAT 23 B AN A
) SSR B GBI 2 FEUZ WK /INAS ], AT AT BLIR
WA 2 TR R A 22 0, ISSR Frid A £ &
e TR PRI | e S R T2 R T A AN
T 2B 0 B0 P o R R S T B AR 2 R A A A S5
. B F R ISSR AR AT Mk AR vHEE H T4 T B &
B A& BARE KW S5 o R
T A R 7 S5 T ) B SR 4 E Y. FIIFH ISSR 4 1
FRAC AR 6 FlAS [F) SR YA 11 4 6 B bk 3E AT 17 99
T4 . M 20 2% ISSR 5l W) ik th 8 25 mI H 5l
), 3L3R15 136 45 DNA B, Hh 2804w itk

- 11 -



FRALREK

hOE R

37 %

81.6%. L UPGMA #AF AT T 70 A, 4 ik ik
SEHEE R N 3 AN SRR ISSR 4 AR
CHR T AT RO T B A2 7 TR PR ) PR A A 4
JE e T s R SU B 4 A A A T RS, d I
24 A BER BB RR G 20 AT, 3 1 1) 1 il I T 9
B 11 R ARIT R BT, ISSR 70 Thrid 8 R
M348 67 2575 M ) DNA 2 2850 A Bt B0
o, MR RECN 0.74 B BRI RIS B
FAR G PRI S5 R A —F, N EARH R
T POEAE B MR T S EAKIEY . KA ITS P51
Iy BT AT ISSR 73 F AR BOR , 45 A 45 Pk 56, Xt 18
AR Z R R HAT SE FBAE Z M. A
REW, AWK E T /8 2 Ganoderma sichua-
nense, 3 0l 45y 4 NKHE VAR S R R,
79.7% B B AR Z [AAFAEFE B G, v 53 i 7 A28
ISSR 73T s , AR ATL A ECT 474 0.652 9,
LU R LI 0.679 I, AT Loy 9 7 2K
CRE TR, R Z MR IR AL 2 6
P, HEE T ISSR 73 K45 R 53T 1TS F 4140 #r
AHEHTIATE &5 R 73 K — 8. ISSR Hi AR A6 i
FEALE PCR 38 1 2 v 75 S — i I [R]85 2R il S o
A

ISSR #ic B A B & Mk A2 e M i i e 0, H
H %% 1k ] SCAR (sequence characterized amplified
regions, i & JF FI 49 bric M BE hn AT FE . SR H
ISSR FRid # AR X 34 A JE AR HARKG i bk ik 17 DNA
FREU M, M DNA F88CENE , It 2 A BAH
A T R ) ISSR 47 5+ 7 DNA i 4 y SCAR
Fric, T PR AR 4 e JROR AR k™. it
FEPTREE L 2 BRI A ISSR B 70 #r , 3R A9 55
21 Pleurotus geesteranus P P 1) ISSR 4 7 14 b
i, IR Ta AN . A Primer 6.0 B AF it
7 SCAR 5|y, Ifi it PCR ¥ ¥4 5GE 1 i bR ic 1)
Fase P, 45 L R, 1% ISSR-SCAR 7 ick % % LA
100% FRITHE AR 22 48 BRI R UL 5 2 s Wbk, B2
Tk P T TS VR P 5 0 A SRR A T R SRR
1.6 SNP(EAZHERZSMI AR

SNP s 45 3 [ 4 /K b AL H R A2 57 T 51
EC ) DNA 74 2451 . 8 s rH e e 1 5] P aldR
Bt 454 PCR 4 3§ F0 S i AR I 452 A, mp LA S 3%
SNP 7 sl S R il , B A B B AR Ry B &K
HEEPEEAR S, B B AR T EOR B 4T
FRIC B Bk , 45 25 R brc BT Ak K] 23 B Rl
NATHEY
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I FH 20RO BT T8 AN Al B b I 2
DRI 20, R R 4 T 5 47 2 M A e, JE %5 7 HY 1840 620
/> SNP.95 035 /) InDel (insertion deletion, i A &Y,
RO AT 63 ANFEFE SNP ARt X 38, X L prid A
BT G 3 0088 A% 20 A, oy TR B E P ThiRe 2
DR R 4 AL PR R AR LS 41, 0PI R A 8 32 72 X
23 Oy REAN R R IEAT T AR A BT, b T
SNP 1 InDel 4 , HEAT T 1A% 2546 20 A E AL AR
PN B4 b 45 R BRI B 1 A A 11 3
e Z BEME R, W43 3 Mtk R I E DA 3 4
ML I8 B o 25 B o0 W ik — 25 B AIE T 1 AR 1)
PSR R R, HUEI T B M I . 545
T3 SNP A7 ASFERT H A = &, B X e R B
BRI SNP A7 fi. R T $& s e, m] R FH R i 4 P 1)
B D) EI LR 20 DNA, 145 & e il Sl 7 BoAR Sk i i
£ B SNP 7 5050,
1.7 MNP(ZZEBRZSMHIHEAR

MNP 73 T FRi0 /& 8 57.7E SNP 43 7 b5 ic e Al
b B G AT B AR IR R A 2 A
B SNP A7 s, #4 %8 HH EL A A R A v e 1 i P
EM R, MNP TR B KRG K I i
T EK EIEAED SR ™ HF RN B
— LA P T U0 A A O A
MNP AR BEAT BT 5 7 A 7 % €. MNP 4y
T RRC AR UL 22 2 vy 3 B L v A
AT AE N DL R 3 I S A AR B O B R A
A A I AT R B K K B 7 A1 B B
AR AT R A 53 , #11E MNP 4> FArid B ARk
TE£3 FH TR T P R v 6 s v R 4 AR AT

2 DNAJFHI AR

LI A A= A 17 B0y B AR I BB A A R A6, [
4 B ) I8 A (5 B A, A SR g 2
FEMESRAL T KEFTEEM TR BT 5047,
CIRVNERYE: O =Sk YR 23 N TR N R S =
o X B R AT R A A BT, 2 B R
B DNA K A IS RIEEAT 5 1 43 A
2.1 ITS(REREIFRX)

ITS Fr BURRZHEA RNA ZERFE I — AN AR X,
£z F 18S F1 28S rRNA & [K 2 [&] , £ #§ ITS1.
5.8S rRNA J& [K A1 ITS2 X k. BB ITS fE9Hh
) AT B b Rk AR, B EE T 28, B
DL, 1E BT A IR B A DNA Fr B 51, 1TS Fr B A
A R, v DS T8 o R % e ™,
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SRR 55 B B AR T A=A A DT 7 e TR

XF 15 FheE WARES & B 30 ANk EAT T
18S rDNA (i #i# & DNA) AT ITS F7 51 ¥ 0 77 43 47
F£ 1 F] neighbor-joining(ND VA E T R K E
o 25 B IR, 18S rDNA J7 81 15 8¢ 5 73 KK =
2R I H B v R ARACUYE S T ITS 3 40 WU R 3R 4 2K
PR T S EERX R . BRI,
4545 18S IDNA Fll ITS FF 41 73 #r /2 — R BRig A 2
B B A e VR SR ITS o FARic R,
PN S T B 11 FhE LB AR BT T 5
FTYHE . GRER TS 987 7R FE 4K AH
ABLERY B A FH TR S DA o 11T 3 TR Oy it P S e R T
POEE B TF B XSRS 6 FhBF AL B A A
FIH 5190 1TS1 A1 ITS4 FEATY 1S, SR 5 647 15 91 o
Mro S5REIR, Volvariella volvacea. Trametes elegans «
Schizophyllum commune- Pleurotus ostreatus Gano-
derma lucidum F1 Trametes gibbosa 1754537 5 %
I P v IR A B M A1) DTG, A AL D 97%~
100%™,

ITS [FAE AR A7 A 5 P AR T gk
18 o A R FEAR & BB . XN B & Pleurotus
16 Bl 38 AN B MR 1 1TS /7403t 47 40 7. 45 R &
s L& S0 Fh 16 ITS J7 5100 4 7 FE AR N, (H
Fa] T B ROR, KA Porattenburyi F1 P djamor 2.
[ Fr) 5 B Je K, O 0.282. BIFFCIAH L ITS J7 41 22
F 2%~3%AF <P T b ) A I FE LR -
FAEIE, HXF P ostreatus F1 P. cornucopiae 11 #E
Tl %5 58 75 BT ROHTI 70 R hnid
2.2 1GS(intergenic spacer , £ X [8]FEX)

IGS 1ENIZ bR DNA JF7 51 Hh gk Ak B v ik 1 [X
B O 2T HE P EE = . 1GS X5
i AR X, 25 1 FH R HEAT B I B A
RAPD H1 1GS Fric B R M H AR #4773 B, 45 2R
BN B PR (R A7 AE 2 P, IGST XN IR 7
1M IGS2 Xtk , B FE &2 &M,
IGS2-RFLP #iA bk RAPD % A H B A 5 47 (1
BEME, I EH T B R B BRI 2 E . X 8 /Nl
JT M E- Pleurotus eryngii B ¥HAT T 1GS2 5 51| 1)
SN, S5 B R AN [R B PR AE 1GS2 X I A7/E K & 57
R PEANE 2 A, 456 RFLP n] SE gl i 5
AR A 2 2. A 1GS2 Fil RAPD R, 43
BT 20 NS BE L Hypsizygus marmoreus B P 1
WAL 2 5, 45 R R 1GS2 43 HT 5 RPAD H AR M 45
A B 7 I UHERR AT 5, S BE R B A R I PR AE R A e
FRAt 7R SCHE, TR A5 B R I R AR

B TR,
2.3 ETEFEEMFHARL DNA FFISH

H A, b ol 07 BRI R R, 58 i T ik
SRl 2 0 R AR RANF . KA AR =AR
WFEAR KA T &8s AL E R 6-3 (LR 4H )7
F, H X H rDNA P AT TIR AN M. 45 F 3R
IGS X AFEF & 19 2 &M, A 45 SNP. InDel Al
TRS (tandem repetitive sequence, Fff BX L & [y 1)) , H
HIGS2 2 &M T 1GS1. 441 %5 tDNA 75
ff) 5S.5.8S.18S A1 28S rDNA 3 41) & J& {4 57 , /N [F)
¥ DU P 51 58 45— 350, 17 1IGS1 A1 IGS2 TEAN R #% DL
BAFTE) 22 . UL &4 45 tDNA J7 51
(1) IGS DX I AE P P A [5] B A ) 1) % 58 o B A R
71 R = AR P AR B AR Auricularia
cornea HAZ MR B02 BRI H AT 1 7 FI2H %%,
FeIE I AR B AT TARRIE A28 T — AN m
BRERAFH . oK, BARHEA IGST H
IGS2 P FEARSE , Rl 2 £ IGS1 1) 1400~2200 bp
X 35k, A F#E DL 2 (i) 2 40 BTEA R S A 2
[ fFTE R R IR SNP AR, X — Fr BEA S H T B AH
it P ) S T AT A

3 DNA & HE AR

DNA 5% JE A5 2 — Mgl |32 DA W] AR 32 R b
DNA Jv B, X BOll A £ & B2 R, Be A
() 4 Aot 2 T6) Fe T L P A R AR e I 2 S . BE OO
2, IX 28 DNA v BOMR RO, (8 T 30T 3719 9 g
TR o R X A E BRI AT, B AN
AL AN S R R G, XA RGERE
g 0P YA REAT H B4 DUE HAE R 2 . R
HE DNA Fp 3 4 A [R] B 66 5 44 B, BT AT
G.C, & —BF A n MIEE, WA 4" P g i 15
e WERTHE 15 AN, 5T AR 2R 10 424
FE LRI R 2 100 5. WIXANFAERE,
DNA % T4 () 9 i T A'F & 32 T 50 A Bl 2 10 [
FPA), FE A B T AT, i A K E
EYIY ] COI(cytochrome C oxidase subunit 1D /7
H, RIS R A Z 18] () COT 341 22 7 A DA FH R [X
> RZHENM, JCHRAE B fA Al — 554
A b, JF W B2 A0 F A ) DNA Bk PR s i
Bt IR B PR R &0, 2003 4R R T BR
£ fir 2% 2 8% i &Il GBOL, International Barcode of
Life Project) ™. %A DNA 2k % 75 3 2 DL R 4%
F: CIODNA Jr Bob Zite — /M Fr B, LA 2 7T BE
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TR i

L

37 %

AR 258 ; (2) H ) DNA XIS & 2 DL E 1%
VIMIEZ D RRA BB FMRAKEE L
) R RSE I 5181 X3, 5 8 i — 5190 s
(DA L LAX AIA [FF AR 5 (5) H ) DNA J¢
BN R, LAMEHE DNA BRIy 1. HAr, 1T
Y)W 58 I & ik i U COLL nrDNA-LSU. nrD-
NA-SSU.ITS FI trnL"™,
3.1 Col

COI 2 [A & 55 — AN A=) DNA 260, & 8 A
TEh A% E , HAE B h a3 7N .
{H COl &btk N & FHERZ I —M, HNS T
KJZRAE 20 kb LA b, BRI 7 H A3 2. i,
COI J& [FIAS B FH A £ F B (1) S5 sy
32 ITS

ITS F7 A4 & F T I PR S e A & T 12 B
3 H OO & F BP0 %08 0038 H 26T 5,
ITS J7 545 & H B4R 1] 1) 22 5 B 2, T AE [F] — %)
FRAS [RIAN R 2 8] 1 22 AR /DN 5 02 BL TR 2 2RI m] 43
TArid, BRHE A X 40 A FE RS B RR,
ITS /7 5 af fE N AR H J& 22 /N B ¥k 1 DNA 4% B
g™, ITS FHIE N DNA S IEHD , GE % BRI vH Af 1
KB RE ™. FIH DNA ZKMBE AR R H A
] 77 1) 24 4y BEOR HRE i AT 1 77 M IR A 9T
SEHLEIR TS 2605 68 0% 175 BT U5 2R 0 A0 A 0 Hb ()
FE SRS, fF 28 2 Ganoderma sinense S2 #E [Kl 4H.
rDNA [ ITS2 4= %/ DNA 2665 5 — 4k65 , m L
VE N1z ok 35 it i 45 5 5 [R] IR A0 P OH At TR 1 45 8 1
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