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Abstract

Alongkorn Amonsin® Chailai K oowatananukul* Thanis Damrongwatanapokin® Somatat Wongsawang?

DNA FINGERPRINTING OF LEPTOSPIRA SPP. USING A REPETITIVE
SEQUENCE-BASED POLYMERASE CHAIN REACTION

A DNA finger printing technique, repetitive sequence based polymer ase chain reaction (rep-PCR), was used
to characterize 20 isolates of both pathogenic and nonpathogenic Leptospira spp. Rep-PCR differentiated 20
Leptospira isolates into 16 rep-PCR patterns with a high index of discrimination (D=0.963). The results of
cluster analysisdemonstrated that pathogenic and nonpathogenic L eptospira belonged to separate clusterswith at
least 60% similarity. Overall, the results of our studies indicated that rep-PCR is useful for fingerprinting
Leptospira species. The techniqueis simple, rapid, inexpensive and may be used for strain tracking in molecular
epidemiological investigations of L eptospirosis outbreaksin the future.
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polymerase chain reaction

repetitive sequence-based

msanmmefisifsuevestemia Tsi$nau 20 Fredhanideaia s aduiimlfifalsauazngs
‘Vdi"lﬁﬁﬂﬁl!ﬁﬂii ﬂﬁuﬂn"lﬁ'mn ”ﬂ'iamzunzémmé’ﬂu Tae3s repetitive sequence based polymerase chain reaction (rep-PCR)
WA rep-PCR  wnsasuumiseldiily 16 1n (rep-PCR pattern) #azwu3n3s rep-PCR 1ana wnselumssiunm
01 (D=0.963) mamsanmfeufevmefinviacue 1ne33 cluster analysis wuingeaTa lusts 2 ngdw eglu

Y A [ g.’/ 1
cluster fitnilounuediatios 60% lag JUmMsAnIASIHNYIIE rep-PCR
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voq woalla 51 &935 rep-PCR {3t s2ai5) dsewdia vazernihanldlumsmunas fnveawelumsanmn

szunangnveadlsaalla 1ls% ael
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UNIN
9 < F
wotalTa lusy (Leptospira spp.) 1iluiye
=) % I A A
11753 (spirochaete) Fuduuvaiise uasvavLLD
A4 dygy . Y A a a
naould (motile) nagdesmsoongaulumsniymvla
9 Y I
(obligate aerobic) L%Bﬁ%ﬂﬂgiu Genus Leptospira %9
[ 3| 1 A 1 A o Y a
wisamseenilu 2 nqulval Aengu M iinalsa
(Leptospira interrogans) meﬂm\m]lm/lﬂmﬂﬂiiﬂ (Leptospmi
biflexa) UM UG Tasdineaduine 5o
@lla 1151 nsasuuneenldunnin 200 serovars
Y 9 v v
(Paster et al., 1991) 1301 3wy 1an 11w “anedew
I A o A
vaziilu wnghmldinalsaadla 15
@ o’dy v
adaee “adh wazau
TsaadTa 158 1fulsadadein “ad aud
wuldiaTan eams Taem Tdvesdihe Tsaadla 1155
Y 1 9 A o = Y fj‘ ]
18un erms ldReunau Uafsvzuazndmiiivogiaguusa
WU U AWAd 1azelieIMIEeRY WeIsnl VIR
msumunulsnaade, 1999) lulszmalneiisieaums
v 9 1]
seavealsamdla 1UT5% wivdulugie 5 Fneun
nneaumsidh seislsavesnsgniae s anwuhlu
1l 2541 naz 2542 Hthedaelsamlla lUTsd  swou
2,168 518 (1"8%Ia 102 519) 1Ay 4,680 318 (1 83N
200 519) MuMAL Iaesosay 89.8 veuilweglunin

Tulg “ad

A oa g J
aefinaeue weoradla lun repetitive squence-based polymerase chain reaction

aziuoeniouniio (NIuAIURLIInAAAe, 1999; no3
5511A3M8N, 2000) sohsan i Tsandln Wiss Sy
emerging disease fimaauam Wamaedn 15150 v
Tuvagfimadnuszuaineweslsmalla 115
wnsam1dTasmsninnideadla lsawitng
MauAfiGeine 3EmsneFsuine nie microscopic
agglutination test (MAT) tag35Ugnsengnla Inaiels
(polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR) Tﬂﬂmi@]i’;‘ﬂﬁn%ﬂ
wlla 15 ludedauden wieil  1zanauuaz “ad
(Merien et al.,, 1992; Savio et al., 1994; Wagenaar et al.,
1994; Zuerner and Bolin, 1997) UOAMINAMSANY
521038189 wisam lalagnsAnyl  dnyaENIg
W‘Ll‘ﬁﬂi‘ill (DNA-based subtypmg) 130 mﬂwuwmaum
(DNA fingerprinting) voudoala N5 dednane3iTne
ueazd3 il sz Tomilunsm mwugmmwamﬂu U9
Tumsszuavedlsn  @10819¥9935M1IANMIA NN
Aduevoadoimlla 51 U35 DNA hybridization
(Ramadass et al.,
Polymorphism (RFLP) (Ellis et al., 1988; Zuerner et al.,
1993), Pulsed-Field Gel Electrophoresis (PFGE) o

1992), Restriction Fragment Length

Randomly Amplified Polymorphic DNA (RAPD) (Perolat
et al., 1994; Letocart et al., 1997; Pereira et al., 2000)
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UBNIINUIINIT Repetitive Sequence-based Polymerase
Chain Reaction (rep-PCR) Fufuizivhan1flumsanmn
a s I dy a A a
arenuna e ludeuuanizeraesia (Woods et al.,
1993; Versalovic et al., 1995; Amonsin et al., 1997)
1 < [ (=) Yas =
a619 150w FaliTe0ums 19T rep-PCR lumsdnm
a A g [ [
menuianueveusoalla liswdediala
=® av q;zl dyd o Y "9y
M3fny1ITeaTeatiumsin uedeyalvudiu
mImaeiuiABueLazANY “WRUTMaTuEnT YR
Y T
woralla T lulseme'lne ioilseTeninaduns
Ann 52110 Mo 1)

U ad
P @!mzjﬁmi
woraila TaJsn

9 v Y
srazideavoursetalla 151 lun1sidensail

Snou 20 @ adl3lumsd 1 dodla Tl
ﬂ@:i\lﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂiﬁﬂ (pathogenic Leptospira; L. interrogans)
(n=10) won&nnmsnzdoasennlaniedl 1
¥04 “adung 1ol Ta ”lﬂim’duﬁ'hjﬁﬂﬁ’ 1nalsn (non-
pathogemc Lepto.spma L. b1ﬂexa) (n=10) 1&nnmsimng
Boudonn unadon Wy 1 Ay mIased Laiila
Vousorn Taomamziaoadoly Felcher medium (Difco
Laboratories, Detroit, MI) 9 gl 28-30°. (funa
3 81 13 “Uad misna ﬂumjmaw'f‘:amﬂiﬁ s
1%Taonana oudomanuATiZeinet uazming oy

Tagd5Un3egn o Inawels

msugn Fadsueveurermla M

msuen fadiuoveudomlla 151455 fa
A uededs phenol-chloroform (Amonsin et al., 1997)
TwaBeaiims samieweszneudis MImnzEn
BonunfioluemsEouto Felicher medium (Difco
Laboratories, Detroit, MI) @ Qquﬁ 25%. 15w
14-21 fu mmfuﬁwmé’uﬁqmﬁgﬁ 100°%. W1Y 10 WA
ioaidenuniiGe nazuionnazneufinnuia 15,000
S0U 5 11T MATUTINIazaonZneudan 50xTE
(0.5 M Tris HCI, 50 mM EDTA [pH 8.0]) U311a3 600
1uTns58A5 UAZIAY Lysozyme (0.2 un. @D Wa.) 11a¢ RNAse
A (0.3 UN. A9 ¥a.) ué’awﬁﬁqmm_]ﬁ 37°%, 1 1 9214
iotes aeWiiawas By SDS (0.6% lasil3iaT) uda
urfigungd 65°%. 1M 10 WF wazIAY Proteinase K
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(0.6 WN. Ao wa) mag Uy 150y aw‘mmwnu 37°.
W 1 %, iiedes aerTumad Mnud phenol:
chloroform: isoamyl alcohol (25:24:1) 158195 600
Tylnsans e saTdsdu uazihuftonsnduTilsaunas
Ardue AWy 15,000 FRUUIY 5 U SN
L AT (supernatant) U511@5 400 lulasans
HaziaN 3.0 M ammonium acetate (0.1 L‘Vh) Iag absolute
ethanol (2.5 ) umuwammu -20%. WU 12 ¥
WoanaznoudiEue mminh 1sazaemiufinug
15,000 501 15 w1# iofuAzneudS e (pellet) o
1Y 70% ethanol 151103 1000 lulnsans nazilufinnu
57 15,000 500 15 il iledraazifunzneudidue
DAY 1xTE (10 mM Tris HCl, 1 mM EDTA [pH
8.0]) Y3193 50-100 lulnsans Wisazawaiduie uaz
iy wazarediduei 18 igumgi 20, manududy
youdue TaoinTaq spectrophotometer 731 260/280

A (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan)

msmaeinnaisueveueralla s lasds
repetitive sequence based-polymerase chain reaction
(rep-PCR)

Fmsmaeiiiasueveuieala 51T
7% rep-PCR Usznoude primer 1 @:ﬁ’ﬂ ERIC IR -5'-
ATGTAAGCTCCTGGGGATTCAC (22 MAVLY ) uag
ERIC II- 5'- AAGTAAGTGACT GGGGTGAGCG (22
aau ) msmugnsegnls Twawers 1ae35 rep-PCR
w1f mailudsnes 25 lulastas Sadszneudas 1 x
PCR buffer II (Fermentas, Hanover, MD), 1 mol of each
primer (ERIC IR u@g ERIC II) (Genset Biotech, Pte Ltd,
Singapore), 200 pm of dNTP (dATP, dTTP, dCTP, dGTP)
(Fermentas), 3.5 mM of MgCl2 (Fermentas) g 2.5 U of
Amplitaqg DNA polymerase (Fermentas) Tuuaazmsm
UgnTergnlgInawers sxlFaduwedszuim 100 ng
e o 1selezimlgnsergn g Indwers Tagld
Thermal cycler (Hybaid llmlted Ashford, Mlddlesex UK)
A3 GN PCR condition mu initial denaturation ‘VI 94°y.
U 5 'L!TVI G]'lilﬂ’JEJ 35 J9UVDN denaturation ‘1/I 94“]1
WY 30 IUMN annealmg ‘1/] 45°5. U 3 W extens10n ‘VI
72°%. WU 2 N mﬂuumuma final extension 1/] 72°%.
w7 i wasnygnsewds 1 PCR product 11
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a5 oulu 2.0% agarose gel electrophoresis (FMC
Bioproducts, rockland, ME) LlazﬁluﬁﬂﬂTWIﬂEl gel
documentation system (Vilbur Lourmat, La Vallee Cedes,

France)

MIAAZHANN ”uﬁ'uﬁmaﬁmgnﬁu (genetic relatedness)
vouorala 1151 Tae3E cluster analysis

wavesl§AsergnlaTndmes  rep-PCR iiorhun
a5 oulu 2.0% agarose gel electrophoresis ld
banding pattern mamawuwmeummawmaﬂiﬁ IR
A banding pattern voudeusaz A Soudion
AnparmaiugnssudeTlsunsunouiianmes Molecular
Analyst Finger-printing Plus (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA) T
75 cluster analysis

Cluster analysis 1@nnmsmuiam percentage of
similarity lutdazguesaneiiniadue Tasdandnns
1W5euMoVYUIAYEY band MSAIUIUAT percentage of
similarity Tumsisonsai 9 Dice coefficient (SD) Tng

wsamuInlann a3 (Dice, 1945; Sneath and Sokol,

1973)

2nAB
SD

nA + nB

nAB 9 31U band fiwulu A 11AZ B (number of bands
common for A and B) nA Ao 9149 band ﬁ wulu A
(total number of bands in fingerprint A) Ua& nB Ao 11U
band ﬁwu“lu B (the total number of bands in fingerprint B)
s, TAIRaus 0 4 1.00 1 0 MR total dissimilarity
between the fingerprints Hazm 1.00 1HED complete
identity between the fingerprints

NAIINAIUIUAT percentage of similarity 1an
cluster analysis szihade  wsovn g Tael957 unweighted
pair-group arithmetic average clustering (UPGMA) (Sneath
and Sokol, 1973) mﬂf?u W50 WeANY “uWUT
mqﬁuﬁﬂﬁmawﬁa”lugﬂmmimq $19n010 “wius

(dendrogram)
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MsmuIany 1wsalumsNuunvesds rep-PCR
(Discrimination index)

AN wsalumsvuun (Discrimination index)
Yodimsmariniadwe  nnsamuanldnn as

(Hunter and Gaston, 1988)

1 S
_— an(nj-l)
N(N-1) i=t

D=1-
A o L o A
N A9 NUIUPDMINUANNA DU (total number of
strains) s AD NUIULUY (pattern) Nawunld (total
9
number of types) tar n A9 NUIWF luuAazLUD
J
(number of strains in the jth type) MANN W50 IUMS
o =l L;’/, 1 =4 ad oS
IWUNIMAWA 0 D9 1.0 WINITIa UManu wisalu
4
MINUUAIIINY 1.0 0971351 U9 Uy W1salums
o A § Vo ¢ ¢
PUUNFHAVOUFD 3 HF0MAD 100 1Josimua

HNa
a '~ g
namsansaeRunanweveusoalla s Tae
3% rep-PCR WUIIT rep-PCR w130 lFlumsmanenusi
a d dy Y a '
arduweveudoralla lUs1 wazliimavesarsnum
3 § o 4
AU NMa1NYa1Y (polymorphism) 314U band laginde
YDIAINUNADUIOAD 9.6 bands (6-15) YUIAYDY band
Tumefunasueidug 50 bp D4 1300 bp sﬂ‘n 1
U aaravesaeRiua S ueveudeialln '11Jsmqmn
o a I <3
mhiinalsn Taeld 100 bp marker Huvina Adue
V1IR3 1U (molecular weight standard) gﬂﬁ 2 I ANHA
a I dy voA 1o Y a
yosmeiuiaowe vouseomlla lusinguilivhldine
1 9
T5a  Feeziuldnaenusadweveusoalla 11
VoA 1 o a =) a A I ~
TunguiitlimlwiAalsaliaeiuiadueivainvaie
1 a i I .ﬂy VAo Y a
AMaeRLRAD U voure lungunimliinalsa
v o @ &g o
wamsniny “unusveudealla 59w
Vv
20 M0819NUINIT rep-PCR 150U 1@ 16 vy
(rep-PCR pattern) taz w13on aswamsanyluglves
Tase $190200 “UsUT (dendrogram) (3U# 3) 910
v o a S I ° [
Tase $unnu “wiusaeimiadue gmin ueeglu
Y Il
UL HazlAse $190N “URUTFZL AR
percentage

k4

. . S v 9 4 R &
similarity ’E]EJ‘GlULLu'JﬁQﬂ']uG]f']fJ “ﬁﬂfﬂglﬁu]lﬂ’n $i1G]

v @ @ o &
yWusMaiugnssuveurelugues

mlTa Tsiiliaeimidduemilounuazegly rep-PCR
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pattern 1R8N uazv’fffeﬁﬁmﬂﬁuﬁaggmeiﬂ&ﬁmﬁu%egj
naN(cluster) 1HOINY WAMIANYINUI 100% (10/10)
vouieiayIn TsnguitihIfiAalsnazey lungu A
(cluster A) “?Q‘]Ji LNOUAIY 6 rep-PCR patterns (pattern 11-
16) U 60% (6/10) voudonln 'lﬂimzjm‘/’i"lajﬁﬂﬁ'
inalsnvzedlungy B (6 rep-PCR patterns; pattern 1-6)
ey 40% (4/10) z0dlunNgu C (4 rep-PCR patterns;
pattern 7-10) wiitu1dden I 'lﬂﬁmjuﬁﬁﬂﬁ'zﬁﬂ
Tsn uaznguilldmldifalsn Sarefuiaduense
Snuazmaiugnsssuiivennnty Tasgninoglungduid
ANuMilauiuetaios 60% uaﬂmﬂﬁyﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂ'cjmm
Folla M5 01 wasoti uo'lalugives matrix
6IIEN percentage of similarity (iﬂ‘VI 4) HaNISANEN
adafivemuh Sorlla hl‘]Jimﬂi]ﬂﬁl‘lfiijﬁlaluﬂﬁll’I/ILMﬂﬂN
fuedreFanudan aslugilii 4

AN W50 IUNIINLUN (discrimination index)
Y9435 rep-PCR TumsfAny1IvY adeil Igvnmsdnn
103 FHamsANEINLNIT rep-PCR fiAm w30
Tumsnuumminy 0.963 w30 96.3% I AI13D
rep-PCR Tagm314 primer ERIC IR U@ERIC II HANN
wnsalumssuundemlla s L uag 13N
“1%"114miﬁﬂyﬁﬂymzmqﬁuﬁqﬂﬁmewﬁmaﬂT@] INER
1&ilued1ad

a d
V19
am = A Ja g . R
AFMIANHIAYNUNALDULD (DNA finger-printing)
I ax & g v = = = o o
Wudswiet 1 lunsane !ﬂiﬂ‘]JLVIfJ‘]JﬂﬂBﬂ!zVINWUE‘—
dy A A awu & dy 9Jq ga
NITUUDUFDUUANLTY 1uﬂ1§3§]ﬂﬂﬂu1ﬂ1"ﬁ’3"ﬁ rep-PCR
=2 a I I dy
Tumsanmaeiuianueveuyealla liUs1 9nms
A9 Y Aa Y @ "o (=) ya
VAULDN ﬁf)NE)ﬂuﬂi]i!UuWU’ﬂ §alaitiseanums s

=2 a da g dy
rep-PCR lumsmanmaeiuiaoueveuyomlla 11

uaoenala (Levett, 2001) %933 rep-PCR #ilye To

Tudunisdneiszuiainerszauluana  (molecular
. . & aa a ' & aa
epidemiology) Y0UFOUUANITIFUAA ) 13U 1FOUVANIGY
#itlanw ey ludumsunng U Vancomycin resistant
Enterococcus faecium (Dunne and Wang, 1997) EL

Methicillin resistant Staphylococcus aureus (Depano et al.,

{ A o v 1 A o o
2000) UazFOALANN HQYAogA MNTINMIHNEA A7)

uazwamﬁmqﬁ'ﬁnﬂ wﬁg 1Y avian Escherichia coli (Moura
et al., 2001) N30 Salmonella enterica (Johnson et al., 2001)
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9
@

mn%mmwmwmﬂ%n rep-PCR #2 primer
ERIC IR 1oz ERIC I iflofnnaofiuiaSuevouio
@l s lmadlufivhwela (gﬂﬁ 1 uag 2) Waved
mﬂﬁuﬁﬁlﬁum%wﬁymaﬂim ldsianuvarnvaie
(high polymorphlsm) “]N PANADINUIIBNUMITANEIAY
finiadwevoadonlla 1511as3% PCR restriction
endonuclease analysis (Brown and Levett, 1997) maﬁmam
WIAIAIY W50 IUMTNNUA  (discrimination index)
Wu35 rep-PCR Ay wnsalumsduund g
0.963) Felasilnasiany wnsalumssuunuesds
MIANFIERNNAD WD MIANAIINNI 0.80 doduilu
fivous1' 14 (Swanminathan and Matar, 1993) Fuiuds
rep-PCR  samuiz uiazthunlslumsdnuarediug
Adwovousomlla Tusld

HANITANEINW ‘”nﬁuﬁmqﬁuﬁﬂﬁmau%a
@dla 15191191 20 @19619 18T cluster analysis WU
Judferailla s 2 NYUUINIINAUBENIAUTA (DE1
1198 60% similarity) (gﬂﬁ 3 1Ay 4) Faeziiuldwaves
MIMAANNAD UL 0AAZBITUMIANYIVEY Perolat
et al, 1994 Tiuierailln N5t 2 AQY WITDNINIIN
fu lded1atanulagls Map Restriction Site Polymorphism
(MRSP) ueﬂmﬂumm%ﬂmﬂmnﬁ rep-PCR 21911
¥elunisasian ﬂumfe muuﬂﬂammwa Hazil A
aﬂymwqu‘qﬂsﬁmmwa"lﬂclummzmmﬂu

4914150090435 rep-PCR f0 SEihfuaEale

]
=

A (aaa s a v .
matalgnsegnleTnawers  UsenouAly primers 7
v
IUNIZAD repetitive sequence VOIFoUUANITH1H
A < A { !
nnsaraeRuiaueiudnsuzmmzvouFoun
agwilanie 103U 14 vaz@ortums 1y primer ANANWL
o o a = =Y o
g liamsmaie A UeIANARI (reproduc-
ibility) Taeiamizidieifieniy 3 ’m RAPD #119 primer ﬁ
1391112 1lag PCR condition ‘Vl annealing temperature m
(low stringency) (Corney et al., 1993) uammmﬁ
o A 1 & amal < .
rep-PCR 69097135040 11ag357a157 (rapid DNA
fingerprinting)
1 I a 4 a Ja g an
2619 15NMIUNTAATIZHAIONUNALDULBVDITT
an a g 4 ]
rep-PCR 3IURITMIMAONUNADUODUY 1¥U PFGE,
=Y o a
RFLP, RAPD Hanusududealdlisunsuneniiuneslu
) = a I I = =
milTeuneunavesaenuiaue Malseumeuna

o1 1@ TaemanfSouifienTaod 39 (visual analysis) @9
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Isolate Source Culture’ PCR’ rep-PCR patternc

34 “anadon NP’ NP 1

5 “unadey NP NP 2
10 “unadou NP NP 3
11 “unadou NP NP 4

1 “unadon NP NP 5

2 “anadon NP NP 6

4 “anadon NP NP 7
19 “unadey NP NP 8
37 “unadou NP NP 9
23 “unadou NP NP 10
237 “alung P P 11
238 “adung P P 11
286 “adung P P 12
246 “adung P P 13
217 “asung P p 14
218 “Asungy P p 14
245 “alung P P 14
255 "y P P 14
229 “adung P P 15
289 “adung P P 16

a a J d’, as A A
Culture: WOANITATIIN q,i]ul"lfﬂTﬂEJ’J‘ﬁVINLHJﬂVILSEJ'JVIEJ’I

b a d A’l’ ad (aaa ] a A o 1
PCR: #am3nsaan _aii¥e lag51gnsengnles Inamers  N9umzse 16S rRNA gene

¢ rep-PCR pattern: anonunABue Tass rep-PCR
¢ NP: Non-pathogenic Leptospira spp.
¢ P : Pathogenic Leptospira spp.

° Y AA o o ' ] °
wisamldlunsdinnuiudiediatios  MIAIIUIU
Y ] o a3 a 4
fegalumsanyun sududesldldsunsuaeuniaes

] = = a I I A a
e lumsilseumeuatenyian e iisaanuia
waalumsut/anaseriineea (gel to gel variation) ¥4
Idwafiuviuon naz wison awaluglveslnse $1e

v o = 1 Y
Ay “unusFedenensudana  wazivnlaluadiu

Y
o @ o @ 1
WIUENNAU NI TUTENITO
=< Aa ‘I :/' d’l n Y o Y
msAnyIaenNia el 1y g lelums

o dy v oA J [l < L4 an
Nuunde luszaud1sns fJEJNVlﬁfW]HJﬂi?/TEJ"D'H"UEN’Jﬁ

A o ad EX
rep-PCR lusuina Aon1511335 rep-PCR w1 1glums
F 1
nuuniavesyemlla 151 Tuszdudlsns Fmen
1115005291 141110991033 rep-PCR Hnu 1wnsalu
MINUN 3 (0.936) UszneunumInlinIng au3s
Y v
rep-PCR fUB0% 159150199 Ao UIuAI0819NIAND
a I
9 1IN0 $19gIUTeyaoRURADUID  (fingerprint
dy 1 =) o A 9 (= =1 1
database) ¥UTOUAAZT 1515 tWo lF lumsifSeuioune

1)
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ng Ui ji

V7T 17 AN

[esdsmian sumBoprd) G

[endgucla) anmSge.) opr

[recsody apndmgrs) SeE

[eacegda Jusboge) GoT

[rackmday Jusdimgre) E2

{eactsopde Sualoue) SET

(eactsogdan susbouec) 622

{rscismda suaboue) aLe

(ecksogde sualoung 02

e O 004

100 by

E B
g =]
M W

an

amliinalsa 1ae33 rep-PCR

]
A o

aw

q

UTa Tilsan

9
A

=]
1 mawuﬁmaummmwam

a

d
31

ETdE dd 0al

(e soyde ) cpeboyged-uwni 62

(musdlemycdey oo ged-uo | G

(BUsIECRIE] SR R LE ) L]

P sgdiey SiusSonped o) ]

(i ousbagzd-uon) §

[ ismca ousbogzd-uo) ¥

Paupdgopcen Juabpad-uop) 7

{2 peoycen) sLaBaad-uon) |

L 3 0.

an

Alimlfinalsa TaedT rep-PCR

1o

GEY

yoad/Ta T1)sn

Y

I I
2 NYNUWALDULDUDL

a

100 bp

S04 bp

a
B
=
=

31
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Genetic relatedness
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o

4
3+ ) g
2 5 o
0 T I O B R B 34 v 1
T O T O I 5 NP )
I || L 10 NP 3
(T T T I 1 NP a
| Pl | 1 NP 5
| (T il 2 NP 6
Pt ol 237 p 1
Frrrrren b i 28 . ’
EERERERE N 286 p 12
e 246 p "
[ 217 5 1
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