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S 7.5 0.8+0.1
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TAYATES R 7.5 3.6x0.7
75 1.6+0.2
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Lindemia dubia var. duvia
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Lindemia dubia var. major
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MM X A H E ADA
LINdm; Als2
Lindemia micranta
M AA ASAA M M
LINmi:Als1
M M DAAS A E X D
LINmi;Als2
Lindemia procumbens
MM AA AH H E DA
LINpr;Als1
M AA A HE DA
gz m—— || el
300bp
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£-3 FHYMIHSUBKBEEOASEGEFICSITS KA ADTOY VHEIOONARSI & S / BE51"”

BEF FE N1y T RAA 2 AD T ERAL
DNAFRZF 73 WRE
¥ h7Er LINdd; Als! ) S CCA Pro
A pEHT R GCA Ala
LINdd; Als2 21 S cca Pro
bi:2ust) R CCA Pro
FAYATEF LINdm;Als1 Kl S CCA Pro
HH AL AT R TCA Ser
LINdm;Als2 Kk S ccA Pro
FH AT R CCA Pro
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JiEnT R CAA Gln
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JHEEHT R CCcA Pro
7> LINpr; Als1 K S CCA Pro
W HERT R TCA Ser
LINpr; Als2 K S CCA Pro
izl R CCA Pro
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