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Identification of wood-rotting fungi and their decay capability

in six wood species
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Abstract: Wood-rotting fungi, one of the lignocellulose decomposers in nature, play an important role in the
material cycle of the ecosystem. In order to clarify the relationship between wood decay capability of fungi and
their lignocellulases activity, five kinds of wood-rotting fungi were identified in this study (namely Fusarium
oxysporum, Trametes hirsuta, Fusartum proliferatum, Schizophyllum commune, and Pycnoporus sanguineus),
based on morphological characteristics of sporophore, colony, mycelium, and conidium, and combined with
sequences of internal transcribed spacer (ITS) and 26S rDNA D1/D2. Also, lignases and cellulases activities
were determined from the wood-rotting fungi. Biodegradation capability of the fungi to six different species of
wood, including oak (Quercus mongolica), teak (Tectona grandis), merbau (Inisia biyjga), Chinese fir
(Cunninghamia lanceolata), Douglas fir  (Pseudotsuga menziesii) and masson pine (Pinus massoniana), was
evaluated through wood mass losses of pre- and post-treatments. Results showed that for all five species of
fungi, laccase and manganese peroxidase exhibited higher activities than cellulases. After 12 weeks of the
decay experiment, T. hirsuta caused the most decay with oak (mass loss of 69.16% ). F. oxysporum, F.

proliferatum, and S. commune caused less than 3.00% mass loss with all six species of wood; whereas P.
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sanguineus caused 41.37% mass loss with oak but only 2.20% mass loss with teak. When comparing wood
decay capability of fungi and lignocellulases activity, higher lignases and cellulases activity of the fungus did
not mean it had higher decay capability on the wood.[Ch, 5 fig. 2 tab. 36 ref.]
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decay
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KB HERBFEL)E T T H W] Basidiomycotina 3F # B H Polyporales F % [# [] Ascomycota 7% 1 24X
Discomycetes FI 1A S M 70 B S WARMEHFI I TRE , AR E R AT 4320 F L . 49 23 R
BORER, Hi, OEERNRELNARMBEAE, 245 CMEZSEN 90% . AR JE E A AR BB,
U5 T HCRE 73 WA A 50 28 W AN 2T AE K T, R AR 40 BE v 78 A Jo 21 4 2% e ik AR 2 T W B, B IBGX 2 )
FifE R IR or MRE U, AL HAE RS . AR B G, H o W B r R SRS A AT 57
J V- i i Phanerochaete chrysosporium {F g —Ff [ FUTE, AR P9 B4 9 il R B 21 4 3R T A7 1 A G 4k
PRI, et AT SR 1 2 A 1A o T P 108 R JB 3 o A AL ) il R o AR B S [ REE S R T4 4E R
WA ik R P BE T 2 10 = Z AL Trametes versicolor, 43 WA R A S5t 2T 24 2% il 5 205 8 il AV 3k 41k )
il o1 TE PR AN T A B0 B B AN TR A il R B0 ), (A B AT AR 4R U R A3 A BE T 45 AN AR )
ARG ERAE R B R il 455 B RNER, HEXTARMPMH, Wikl ERWEFik, &
B9 X D A v SR B B L TR AT 20 g S, N 4% T T P R J5E R I (0 95 TR I .l S A W Tl R
JoT 2R 3 A A W i ) 0 2T A8 2K Tl (R0 455 oA DD R SR L AU A8 SROBH TR B4 2 W ) RO TR, R I E TR
Xt 6 F FK fE - A AR MM AR Tectona grandis, 1% K Quercus mongolica, % ¥ #& Intsia bijuga, #2 K
Cunninghamia lanceolata, ¢JENS Pseudotsuga menziesii Fl 5y FEHS Pinus massoniana ZE W JEF5HE 11, AR
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FEAAMGC SR . LB, TR AR A A W IR (PDA) 55 Fe B b /3 25453 5 bR, 45 MXT,
MX2, MX3, MX4 f1 MXS, FORAFE T WA R =AY R AR E Y LI =
12 HMEE
121 BABES MR PRHCPDA [REF 00 HA I 22 TR IR 208 . KBEZKAE A BT, 78 10x
40 fi5 WAL P MBS I 22 . Sy tE A RO RER AR, F DS-Ril B AHHL (Nikon ) #E47 S f4A i . MX
PR PR (9 0 4l 48 PDA 11597 30 d Y224k, MX2, MX3, MX4 FIl MX5 5tk 9 i 444y PDA |35
7% 8 d MR 221K
122 AAAHFE KX ATS)Z DI/D2 A3 54 47l kI PDA FEi5% 8 d iy MX1, MX2, MX3,
MX4 F1 MXS E 2244k, J EZ-10 Spin Column Fungal DNA Isolation Kit(4: T-4:#)) 42 B H 5 K 240 DNA, LU
PEHUH) DNA N #i#y, A Fungi Identification PCR Kit(TaKaRa)i® 57 &5 28 & B 5% 2 52 v (PCR) §7 44 B 22 1K
HE PR B s ] B DX (ITS) 7 51 #1268 rDNA D1/D2 X741 . PCR S 0 7™ ) 45 3 i Al ek e L Uk 70 85 )5
FH AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit(Axygen) B H /) 2&41, X5 FIC) DNA R BeaE 4700 )% o
1.3 rHEERE&

HIHE PDA F355% 14 d GRS B 22, INZEMKOHE , #EpFEE ME0 (1 000 remin™, 10 min,
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1.5 KREBEENNE
1.5.1 48  JH] ABTS(Sigma) (% fok LR BG4 . H 1.0 mL A& Jy: 900 pl 0.5 mmol - L7 2,
2-HR - (3-L KL TR TR WE M -6-fif 12 ) — % L (ABTS) #1 0.1 mol - L™ B R 44 2% vh i (pH 5.0), fin A 100 pL
FLEE W, sl 0, W 3 min N 420 nm AEWEOGRE 9846 Lh 1 min #5461 pumol ABTS Jr 5 1
fig it R s 1A BTG J1 547 (wmol - min™)
152 @ a4 A AL S E T AL 2, 6- — H A LK B (DMP, Sigma ) R 2 7 4 3 4804k ) il
MOVE PR . H 1.0 mL B2 AR & 98 100.0 mmol - L7 3 4 FR 40 2% v (pH 4.5), 1.0 mmol -L.™' DMP, 1.0
mmol - L™ i B2 4 A1 0.1 mmol - L 3 % fb &, 7EHIA 100 wL MUEER G 5 s W R &, 5% 3 min P 469
nm ZE U EE A AEAL T LU T min 8546 1 wmol DMP 775 (¥ i 5 K 3R 1 A~ BEE ) 547 (pmol - min™)
153 KRFdLaeshes o ST T 2L H)™ B (Sigma ) K 278 A i R i A AL R 76 1. I
1.0 mL S AR 2 45 10.0 mmol - L™ iP5 44 FRANZZE v (pH 3.0), 2.0 mmol - L™ 225 A1 0.4 mmol - L™ 3 %
A, A 100 pL BLEG RS R 2 SO AR 2, 2 3 min P 310 nm LEWOGRE A A2 46N, BL 1 min #4k
1 ol 22 = I 15 A i R 7 1 /Sl ) 5037 (umol - min™)
1.6 HFEREENMNE
1.6.1 Ao # R4 LR LR (CMC, Sigma) ARYY, SR Az 138 IRk 278 U7 500 i
TG PE o 7 50.0 mmol - L™ BEER 84 2% vh i (pH 5.0) BL il 9 900 L 19% (w-v™") 8 H FELF 4E 3R (CMC) il
B 100 WL A, T 32 CR 30 min, SRJ57E CMC B P A SE AR (1.0 mL) Y 3,5- A 5K 4
iz (DNS i 71)), F100 C/Ki% 10 min, FFF 4 CFAREF 15 min, FJ5RE 5H, 2540 nm FREE S,
AT min B2 1 pg i JFURE Y SR R8T AN BEE J1 547 (g - min™) .
1.6.2 M # #pEd LA 4-nitrophenyl B-D-cellobioside (pNPC, Sigma ) 58 Ak i X it By 1) B 7 ol 6 7R 41 )
7 SO ) 1S PE . 7E 900 pL £ 10.0 mmol - L™ pNPC #1 100.0 mmol - L™ &R 4452 wh ik (pH 5.0) i A 100
wL L EE B, T 50 C/AKE N 15 min, J%E 415 nm A RWOEEE" . F 1 min 7245 1 wmol X i 5 /i >k
Fon 1A ) 5L (umol - min™)
1.6.3 B-# #4338 Ll 4-nitrophenyl-B-D-glucopyranoside (pNPG, Sigma ) 5 1 il % il 5 i 14 5 11 2k Fon
BT A WY AR 75 4. 7E 900 pL 3% 10.0 mmol - L™ pNPG #1 100.0 mmol- L™ &R 4 2% vhif (pH 5.0) A
100 pL HLAGH , T 50 CoKW SN 15 min, P& 415 nm &G EE™ . BL 1 min 774 1 pumol X fiff 5%
JIT T A Ok s 1 A ) AL (mol -min™)
1.7 K EEENNE

TELR AT, 4 BRS80S MR B 73 51 2] 9 em ) PDA VA IR L, M5 &
T 25 CHEFRFEhREFR 8 d, i T AR 0 - M B BE A K 3t ~F- i o

I 22 T R AR T AR R A BRI AR . AOK . B . AR AR IR 1 B A A5 0 B i
18 mm x 18 mm x 3 mm K/NFEG, FHERHURMAE R 95, BATREE Jy 103 CHEAR AL T 6 h, fHR
FAFE S T KAV PR R 80 3) 0.001 @) o SR 5 B AR A it A0 o 7 8 R K T i Hh 2K (120 °C, 20 min)
TETEFMT, FARRE TR 22 0P TR AN, HORBIARSD T BB 3R, SR 3 -, R
JE IR LA 25 CHEIR K FRA T, 12 5, BURM MMM AR, BREARmMPYELZ, A 103 C
PEAFHHET 6 h, Frig, HEAMEGZRRREEWREHAA 2R, DAsEotaERR. HEAL .
AR BT R 0 (%) =(W=Wo) =W x100%, . W g ARPAE B mi mg T Buit, W S ARHRE
W5 i
1.8 BB

KR Y ZWEAE S5 FhAE BT (036 Pk 25 5 DA 5 BRI BB W AR M 1R U 8 1 25 5238 F Jr 22 1647
53 B (Newman-Keuls ) , H 2 27KV «=0.05 . Edfs 73 #7 B 68 F #4923 A 4542 SPSS 16.0 (SPSS Inc)
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2.1.1 MXI1 #E#  MXI WG EEGRGEAR L, & 1A A REMEAR FREE TR &SRR, 559
FEg, ke, PR, Wi, BB N7k Eaesaifls, 7625 CREsE 8 d My, W4k
VI, BEE R IR KA N, Pt R BER, RO A ERa G, MW R 2 For b
T, RAF (B 1C S0 #E R F/MEF (B 1C =0 f k). REFHK, #MIE, 340, KAAZH
20.0 pm x 1.5~2.5 wm; /WMIFREZFE, AUE . BIE . EHE, KAZH 2.5~5.0 pm x 1.0~1.5 wm,
25 5 % B0 . MXT B kR ITS 541 F1 26S D1/D2 X 8 ¥ 51K 5 43 5] & 544 bp 1 606 bp (GenBank % 5 &5
532 KF513162 1 KF513167), 28 32 16 8 5 A4 W 0 R AF v o0 (NCBI) B Jry 350 471 %F 7 HF 271 558 12
(BLAST) He 3 J5 & 38 MX1 Bk ITS 751 5 2 A1 24648k )1 B Fusarium oxysporum 1TS J7 3] (GenBank % 5t 5
JF776163) 5 4> —%; MX1 Htk D1/D2 ¥4 5 B 514294k 71 5 D1/D2 J§ 41 (GenBank % 5 = KF181210)
FEAE B AT AT LA™ A KA L /N TR R RE IR A 3 M CE A AR T, ORI RAR, K
/N 20~30 pm B IIAR, NRFORIGRIE iR RE A — e R G P o S Y 25 MXT
BRI TSR . 330 FREFIEAS . ITS JF51 1 26S D1/D2 JE 41 Hbxt 45 5, AT LA# s MX1 B bk Ry 22 760 i
JIH

A R EARM R AHETI W T I44A; B. PDA B SR 8 d RAVETI WML A C. PDA EE; % 30 d R
FAHR T B R AT (FE0 KD AN T (S0 i RO TE A .

H1 K71 E (MX1)HESFHIE

Figure 1 Morphological characteristics of Fusarium oxysporum

2.1.2 MX2 #tx  MX2 SR MRIEATEMIM AR b, 18 2A Dy RAEHFUAR b BBk 7520k (7 Sk B dg ), 6
W, WA, R E PR G, FER SR, WRATE, AURFECI . HET, AKRE
U IS8 R 2 L7 SERTB SR AT HIE , IR T 2 RTB 55 B L T L HOB SO AR &
2B % AE 25 CH SR 8 d W, WA G, AWAEY BIERR, A/ HFE K, BE IR R
B, LZBORBO RS, BB, JLH KRG, AR YUIR SO R 22k, I B 221k 5 B SR 2 L

LB 7524k B.PDA LK RS dEMR LW WK LA C.PDALK:

AR A AR B A
S8AEM LT R W L IEA: D. PDA L KEI78 dFB kL 1 2 5 17 22 A BIDIR I 5 (ot o0 35 SR TE 2

B2 £BILEMX2)HAF4HE

Figure 2 Morphological characteristics of Trametes hirsuta
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Wivk o WIS HMESR) 2 MR 2B, K 2C P2 Ak, 4, B 2D Hh 22 BA BRI G (& 2D
fisk)o MRILEEMI 2 Bl 220228, TR MX4 5 24 7RI TR L . K 2C A B 22 9 B
W2z, [ 2D h B BURICG R 22 0 A FH R 22 . P45 R, MX2 Gk ITS J7 451 F1 268 D1/D2 [X.
BT A B 4 51 628 bp #1645 bp(GenBank % 5% 5 43 %1 o KF513163 Fil KF513168), £: NCBI BLAST
LT JE & B0 MX2 &i#k ITS 750 5 2 H R FLE Trametes hirsuta ITS J¥ %)) (GenBank % %5 AB733170)4H
LR R3] 99% ; MX2 Fifk D1/D2 /7% 5 2 5 B4 FL 7 D1/D2 %] (GenBank % 5% 5 AB733343) 5¢ 4> —
B, ZRf MX2 [k o8k, WRIEA . WL B MEE . ITS P 5 F1 26S D1/D2 JF 51 texd 4558, 7T LL#f
MX2 FEkk N B AL

2.1.3 MX3 #H MX3 SHEMEAELEMA F, B 3A N REMIFA FIZE K T2 (K 3A #ik 4510
HEYE), B, IR, WA, K 3B HiZHIE 25 CTFHHE 8 d s, Warf, ERKEK, LE
ERM, Wigr 10 d Zify, FEFRARAR T W s A ER AL S Oy B (R . WIS AR R 2 M, ar Ak
il FERERL 1, A A OB B EDE (B 3C 208k ), K/NA 2.0~5.0 pm x 0.5~1.5 pm, Jf Hj™
il g K JRREAL £ IR EDE (8] 3C 2.0 sk), Aok, K/NA 8.0~9.0 pm x 1.5~4.0 wm, i F7 25 R A 88 .
MX3 B Bk ITS 7 1) 1 26S D1/D2 [X 3% 5 51 4 B 43 51 S 558 bp 1 606 bp (GenBank % 3% 5 43 5| Sk
KF513164 fl KF513169), £ NCBI BLAST LX) J5 % 3 MX3 5 #k ITS ¥ 51 5 C 2 A ) & Fusarium
proliferatum 1TS J¥ %] (GenBank % 5% -5 HQ380763) 5 4> — % ; MX3 [ #k DI/D2 #3552 51 )2 4 4 )] #
D1/D2 J¥ %1 (GenBank % 5%*5- HQ382533) 5% & — &, XMW KE T OAEEORXUNNEMTFIESS
2RI TE VR MO FRR AL LR MX3 MR IR . WRIES . M TFRERIES . ITS
FF AN 265 D1/D2 Fe A L X455, T AR 2 MX3 5 bk oA J2 A R 00 1R

B3 RAAD S (MX3)H A 24

Figure 3 Morphological characteristics of Fusarium proliferatum

2.1.4 MX4 @ik MX4 FHRIEAETEGMER F o B 4A R FUR b RbR 7560k (J Sk B ds ), a6
B, WREE, B RRE TR & 4B iz mifE 25 CHEF 8 d M, Wene, &

ACKREM a7 EAM R 9044 B.PDA LXTIR8 AN M VA JE & C.PDAL
Fr IR8 AR A B 22 . BRIRIER 5 (SR AR SO B IR A G 1 S TE &5

B4 ZUEE (MX4) T & FHE

Figure 4 Morphological characteristics of Schizophyllum commune
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KK, AoEE, ABERR, BESFRESEM, WA AWEES e, 2~3 DA ERETER SR b
T RS € 3RTH ZURE R 4 o T TR 22 AR B BRI S (18] 4C R0 ET k), HITE WL PINKA
FRIRIR (] 4C 25085 3K ) o DS IS 18 i BVCIRIBE 5 R AE , W] DAHEDN MX4 S 2 F T EE, K 4C
HA BRI M2 AT 22 o A28 T8 22 10 BIOIRI5E B LA B bR 28 J2 208 1T 1A 22 1) LR 285 4 Y 3201
W22 YR 2 OB, TR HON R . My 45 SR — 20 & B, MX4 bk ITS J3 51 #1268
D1/D2 X3 )% 51K 5 43 514 636 bp Fil 645 bp(GenBank % 5543 5] KF513165 F1 KF513170), % NCBI
BLAST X1 )5 & B MX4 B kR ITS 751 5 © 51 2288 B Schizophyllum commune 1TS 3 51 (GenBank % 5% 5
JX848644 )58 4= —3; MX4 Ftk D1/D2 #5450 2% B D1/D2 J7 %1 (GenBank & 5% 5 AB428351) 58 4>
—E, G MX4 Bk TR . WKRES . B RS . TS J¥FIA 268 D1/D2 J7 41 LE X255, Al LA
SE MX4 TR Bk hy 2R TR

2.1.5 MXS @E#k MXS FREALEMAR L B SA JyRGEHFR I bk S50k (5 Sk BT 48 ), 1 55 0 B
FioF, BWRLE, MBS L% LR T SRS ™ & 5B iR AE 25 CH55% 8 d TS,
R EAEYEEIT, TERHMEH T WG, KW EAREHR T, IFBRARZ. SRR 20 15
FRIENHR, SEFRERm 2, B SC s Adfl -, BRI RDIE, KK 1.5~2.5 pm x 0.5~1.0 pm,
P25 R B, MXS BRR ITS 741 F1 268 D1/D2 X 487 41 < BE 43 51l 7 636 bp Fil 645 bp (GenBank % 535
15k KF513166 1 KF513171), 4 NCBI BLAST b X} J5 & 8 MXS B #k ITS J¥ 51 5 2 110 21 % L &
Pycnoporus sanguineus 1TS J¥ 51 (GenBank % 5% 5 HQ891297)5¢ 4= —&; MXS5 FAk D1/D2 7415 2 F0 1fiL 1.
%L DI1/D2 J¥ 5] (GenBank % 55 HM595619) 56 4> — 3, £ MXS Wk 84k . WKIEE . /0410
TIEA . ITS JF 51 26S D1/D2 JF 4| XF 25 5%, A LAR & MXS B bk by I 2195 FL A o

ALK FF FORH 212 fL B TSR B PDA L RS 378 difil 21 %5 fL i 6 V% T4
C.PDA L8 difl 21 % fL I 0 B FIE 4.

BS5 mirmili (MXS)H & 244

Figure 5 Morphological characteristics of Pycnoporus sanguineus

22 KRBEEARFHEZREEME

HiZE AT LAE e S FORJE BB R BT e R G PEAF AR R 2 57, P, RS S P35 3 v T 47
YERMEEE . BRI T ACYIREAE S Bl BB P A R, LR, L R AR T R AN A Bl T B P
Pefe i, 0ok 2] 501.19 Fi1 295.73 ol - min™ - g™ i iod S A0y I £ 22 A 9k 70 TR R I £1 %% LT v T 1
i, 3k E) 24711 A1 241.39 wmol -min™'- g™y AT i S AL W UL R T P oA D RS, TR AR
4 Fof B B ARSI B AR (3R 1) YDA SROE G 20 I FE B A FL VA L 2 AR R D TR 0 SRR B R O 4
Hopfe BARSLI G P d R, 3K %) 10038 pgemin™ g™ SMDIA RO B (01E B AR £L R Z AR BT R A
BARIG A, e AR 3 A BB PORARIN B s B AT A ER T AR R AR ) T R R AG DN BE A,
ROF A (R 1o SRS, BRALE . J2AMITm . 2080 5 Ff 20 % fL I X R AR R
Tl FIET A 2R W, A PR 00 ) T 30 2 B M AR T R T 0
23 AMEREENDH

AR R il FLR AR G AT B A0 AR A LAt — 223 (3 2), BRI 6 Fh AR i A A S 2 45 2k
PR T A 4 PRI R, AP ER 7O RS A 2.21% SRR AN, A A 5 R AR A R 2 3 A
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Table 1 Lignocellulolytic activities of Fusarium oxysporum, Trametes hirsute, Fusartum proliferatum, Schizophyllum

commune and Pycnoporus sanguineus on PDA after fourteen days

AN [F AR 8 T AR 5 £ 24 3R Al 1/ (pumol - min™' - g71)

w AL FAR | TR EA ] 18 B8 M2 5% LT
Vit 501.19 + 479 a 65.84 = 524 d 205.73 + 0.51 b 10.75 + 0.07 e 140.50 + 0.18 ¢
i 3oL ALK T 31.05 = 1.10 b 10.54 + 037 ¢ 247.11 £ 9.59 a 2391 + 0.65 b 24139 + 8.57 a
A 2 A AL ) i — — — 2.17 £ 0.16 —
P B 2 3 — 100.38 + 0.65 a 45.50 £ 5.01 ab 23.07 +4.84 b —
S0 7 2R bk i — 347 +0.65 b 6.92 + 0.60 a — —
B~ % AR T — 5.42 + 0.62 ab 6.08 £ 0.99 a 0.69 + 0.09 ¢ 475 £ 057 b

VLR ML (N DDA SR B ) 19 B g mine g SRR R IR A I 9 S0 RE R B P AN ATTE 3 1 22 5 (2=0.05,
SPSS), n=3; SMUIEIRMIEG “—" R ARG BN E

20.00% A L (i it 2k 5 ML 21 % LG B AR IR YL RE I ML T B LI, WA R AR IR G fE 1L
WTBRALE, (HE 00 T HA 3 MR, & A R R R0 5 8 5 41.37%F01 14.08% ;5 R A1 ]
B2 AT T A R BN 6 Bl B AR i A IR UL BE ) B 5 T AR LR, HOE Y AR B R 0 K R 5
8T 3%,

R2 KEEHER 12 ARFRAAMHRERK R

Table 2 Weight losses of Tectona grandis, Quercus mongolica, Inisia biujga, Cunninghamia lanceolata, Pseudotsuga

menziesti and Pinus massoniana after twelve weeks of wood-rotting fungus exposure

AN TR A 8 TR A 5 ek 451K 5/ %

AT AR TT 1 BREALIE JEERTTTH R L2155 AL
A 1.99 £ 0.30 b 31.03 £ 391 a 1.52+0.11b 1.88 £ 0.11 b 22+0.19b
BA 224 +0.16 ¢ 69.16 + 7.93 a 1.99 + 0.29 ¢ 2.18 £ 037 ¢ 41.37 £ 2839 b
bR 0.99 + 0.62 b 221 +021 a 0.58 £ 0.40 b 09 +0.25b 252 +095a
N 0.00 = 0.00 ¢ 26.23 £ 9.76 a -1.13£035 ¢ 0.61 £0.29 ¢ 14.08 + 440 b
AL TR 223 +081b 2578 +19.20 a 1.69 = 1.24 b 250 £0.27 b 9.19 £ 6.53 b
ARV IN 0.84 £ 040 b 20.51 +5.52 a 0.60 + 0.40 b 1.00 £ 043 b 534 +£0.62b

YT s M R [ AT R ) 3 30 7B R AR B i R AN A 2 35 M 22 57 (@=0.05) , n=3,

3 itk

Wt B TR HYE . WA M TR, 454 ITS ) 26s tDNA D1/D2 [¥51], A58 %
EL S FEE, Ho 3ME THFEITIEMER, 202 BRIn . RMEMmnasfLnm; 2ME TF
PRG-I &, 43 iR R A ) R A2 A SR T T . BAR LA 2 e DL — BB A 1, BB A AE
A R AR R b, i RO A B B A )T — RO AT T, RE R AR AR R AR
Kb, MA@ 215 FL A AR A AE 2 B AR L, 3 ROR M R R AR
B VEY R WL IR (RRAIE EOK Zea mays), B4 —RIIMEREER, MR EE" 5247,
EBA IR ZE RS T E AR Populus 1.0 b A9 —Flo [ FUE 2, L8 AR B MRE 12,
PRI ] IZAFAET LI, AR AEY I — R A AR A, BN 2 A EAE Y I O P AR
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