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HE . MM IR ATH & Clavibacter 495 X -8 & FF R AVRANF S5 T HZ KK F R F — A
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Abstract: The classification of plant pathogen Clavibacter keeps changing with the deepening of the re-
search on plant pathogenic bacteria, as well as new classification proposals reported in recent years. Un-
til now Clavibacter michiganensis is the only species in Clavibacter, which contains five subspecies: C.
michiganensis subsp. michiganensis, C. michiganensis subsp. insidiosus, C. michiganensis subsp. ne-
braskensis, C. michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus and C. michiganensis subsp. tessellarius, respectively.
Recently, four new subspecies named as C. michiganensis subsp. phaseoli, C. michiganensis subsp. cap-
sici, C. michiganensis subsp. californiensis and C. michiganensis subsp. chilensis were reported. Ac-
cording to the genome analysis and multilocus sequence analysis, the four previously widely accepted
subspecies and C. michiganensis subsp. capsici were proposed to be reclassified as C. insidiosus, C. ne-
braskensis, C. sepedonicus, C. tessellarius and C. capsici, respectively. In this paper, the taxonomy of
and recent advances in Clavibacter were reviewed based on the latest research. We hope it can provide

useful information for the study of risk analysis and pathogen detection of Clavibacter.
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I AT 1 & Clavibacter 21 1 J& 55 ) A 90 9
Jit, 2 A TR T R SRR YL il Lycopersicon escul-
entum . B 2 2 Solanum tuberosum . & T& Medicago .
INFZ Triticum aestivum . KK Zea mays 55 Z FiVEY)
ST RS B AR AR, B
UL A AN R B B s E
W5 FoRNM G ((EKIE ,1994) . 7E/02E 1%
JEAUA B IERETEFT 1 C. michiganensis —A>Fh,
TR SASER, G35 R B A C. michiganen-
sis subsp. michiganensis ,\ Wik@ W.FH C. michiganensis
subsp. insidiosus . JE AT LI RN C. michiganensis
subsp. nebraskensis ¥ JE R C. michiganensis sub-
sp. sepedonicus FIAELW IV F C. michiganensis subsp.
tessellarius (Eichenlaub & Gartemann, 2011) . #T JL
A, A BHEEOR AW & R Rl A= m)
THGH R J B AR R 7 vk Ok B 22 b g H T30
PR 205, BRI BRIE AT T 8 i 2 A 4 180
MV Fh B R AE , 43900 A S SRR C. michiganensis sub-
sp. phaseoli R Fl C. michiganensis subsp. capsi-
ci JNFHEJE I C. michiganensis subsp. californ-
iensis 1 | WV Fl C. michiganensis subsp. chilensis
(Gonzalez & Trapiello, 2014 ; Yasuhara-Ball & Alva-
rez,2015;0h et al.,2016),

FREUER 02 R G S LE Wi 5 [A]  l
HIE7IEOES. SEI L fdur o V-a s KES B i 8
BEIEAT B 8 A R A 22 [R] 9 SR 2% 0C & LU, il Je
TR B oC i o R WAEA WS . IR 8 A
(14 5 A B A ST AR 11347 Ay 36 el i B A A A e e
A EAY) GRSCEML S ,2017) o X SL R Y
P 2 2 PR B M A R AR 7™ BT ) 1E 3 A
1EANEA FEEM AR, B, NS E WY
s S A TR S BIET L 3 S A RAT T AR W B 45 1) 4
AT, BB R TE AT B 8 R 1 0 2 A A 40
HERE X,

1 EYMREERITESEESE

)93 S B T AT PR E IR 708 DA B8 0 ) 1T 7 it
v EB B 0 Sl ¥ KT B JE Corynebacterium, 1% J& H
Lehmann Fl Neumann T 1896 4F41 37, HAR A4 1
WA AT R Co. diphtheria( F.4:42,2000) . #IEATE
5 MR TR 7 2 8 R AP AETE 2 A2 Ak
AN E] o 22 QPP AR A P96 AR AR 4

{HZ 5 AR 25 SRR I H 5 Sy [ B T AT P 7
P G+C & it ZfIREZH 73 16S rRNA JE P J3251) 46
A TR S o MY R T - 58 1 247
() SE BRAIE S, IA B D SR AT B U T AR AT T
JEIE A3 (Davis et al., 1984) (A7 FC 40 1 T
(Krieg & Holt, 1984 ) i ZHUAH Y1958 B TEAT T B 8T
X153 R 5K & & Arthrabacter 213K J& Rhodococ-
cus L /NFF T & Curtobacterium FIFEFF# J& . Da-
vis et al. (1984) §& N2 — BT JE , BRI JEAT 14T )
Clavibacter , ¥4 HUBERR R TH A 2,4- & 5L TR
(1 6 AT B AN A 4300 Ry 5 R BT AT T
C. michiganensis ./NAZEIEAT I C. tritici HEABEIE
i C. iranicum W55 "R IE C. rathayi K5t
PBARIEAT I C. xyli M7= BB IEAT I C. toxicus. K
J5 5T DNA-DNA 2452 7K -1 F 5L Z5 R 45 44 45 4%
FAatn, PHRIEAT I 928 BRI AT TR - R
FFTR F/INAZ BRI AT TR E TR o A7 [RAT TR & Ra-
thayibacte(Zgurskaya et al., 1993 ) , Ifij A i 5RHE FE AT
W B %I A B S B 8 Leifsonia (Evtushenko et al.,
2000), B, HRTEIEATH B IR T8I ZEE
FEBR 1A4NFp

2 BEAREERE

PRIEAT A Jm 40 o o o == PR A A i v, A
BERIEA TR LR, A A1 e K2 HUE IR A
FAERKEBHGE I HAEFREOR M M EL
FEFERBIE AR K . WTRIE SN RE (2% (S8 HA
B S A KR N 21~26°C , S A KRN
35°C (Evtushenko et al.,2000) . [ ¥4 J8 WV.Fp #h )
B A TR VK 22 5L (0 B BRIR (Eichenlaub & Gar-
temann, 2011) . 9095 B A JE AT B vl 3m 2k 495 11 L K
FLECE W WA R YR, S AT EEY 0 R G
%5 #9E R (Gartemann et al., 2008) . H RN 1%
FNAEL & A SAEF, AR A IR E L
etk e R e DR E VH S oKD K
—LLSR R B e S P T LU A VR B A S
FEAE DL e BAK P 5T 55 3£ 17 [X 43 (Eichenlaub et al.,
2006) .

2.1 FHREBEEFEZEHLILEMH

BRI AT 3 L D R RE 5 | S F Tt
S B PR Atz B, 78 [ A R B8] Ry A
PEVEA E £ (EPPO,2013) . H Az i 4%
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BEHEY AR 7 b f A — , C B K S
St F 9% F (Eichenlaub et al., 2006) . 75 ih it 9%
o e — I LR O AR SR R GEAE L e AR T AR
R ZR GERE AR TR FRREAR , I i DA 4 e 01 3] 3 SRS
HRAT A AR ZEHESFIBET ., K IS B T IRk T 22
VI R — P ARG T, Bl N SN AT T
3215 B IR HO IR B AL R 1) R A TR H A
R R O O LR AL R A
Yy ed 20, ] o E R K RE BT T 4F E AT AR 7R
(Gleason et al., 1993 ;Jahr et al., 1999 ),

T A5z 8 TR R A =2 G BH PR T, T 6, JC2F
16, A N, Toim sk, AR A AR . R
/N 0.3~0.4 pmx0.6~1.2 pm, Z LA V.Y JE B HIHELIR
HEZ , ot A= 4 IR H 24~27°C , F i AT T 52 T Ry
35°C, i@ A= K pH 7.5~8.5, X WAL 523 B3Rt s
73 dE B EIE Wi IR AR w0, 2%, A%
WY, KOG, B2EPAR, B2 R 2~3 mm(Fatmi &
Schaad, 1988) .

22 FEHREBEEAEEIFLHM

BRI AT BEVE I A R BE S | e 1 At
PEZEISN , O B R AN PSR 5 A . B e AT
PEZEE IS HAE b —Fh I A4 1 F A% 20 T P
E MEEHEE R H AR FE Z —(Bach et al.,
2003) . HfEZ iR AR S s BT,
FEER LN, FL B Y P A R TR A
T AE & AN &R A 2 B MM X R A=, e v
AL AE GESCZERNISHEEE,2017) o FAE G40 G AR
PSRN ZE AR A B A% Ay v (R v v €, A I IR TR A
TRAATE S, A8 FE R DD TET AR 8, SR ) T g
(I A8 F2 AR o 1200 T 32 B i R Y
f& Fh ¥ TR BRI TR AR Y AR AR A T A B
B R AER T AT R L RE AR 104E L 1
(Cormack, 1961 ; Németh et al., 1991) . £ T4 Fl it
) ST 6 TR TE B 8 AR ZH 2R - B rh T A T O
(Fahy & Persley, 1983 ). i B 4445 W) 3= 2230 i
FITH ARG FEBK RIS o S8, Bk
ZEZEZL W Ditylenchus dipsaci AL JT IR 4528 L Meloi-
dogyne hapla VT {£45 L)% (Hunt et al., 1971),

T A A TR 2 RS R A S U 2 R R T
FEFTFIR, AR5, K /NA 0.4~0.5 pm*0.7~1.0 pm , 1
AEON AR NIE IUERIR , TCHEE NS AL A
N, ABUR o 2 A K 8, 7278 TR B (nutri-
ent agar, NA) 55856 B iUwIA H &5 IR B (1Y

wig , BUE SN EIE , P8R , 5ot IR
FOCEE  FE R R 3 LGSR 7~14 d, TR RE - AR 1R
o403 Bk HE % (Close & Mulcock,1972)
2.3 EHRERATE e b H7 in i

B BIEAT E e AT A R RES [ £
KNIMZEER, IR ERNIMNEER R . %06 E
H 1969 4F-7E Py A fir Wi 18 2f Bl i v R IR LAk
O 46 £ 2 3 V8 Z 47 1 31X (Biddle et al., 1990) . %
9 TCIRTESE IR A e AR IR AR SR X oK i
SO X5 TR R PR ZE AL, 5 X 2 Tk
995 S P 350 o 3R E R AR R M A TR
] 11 6 2K A= 7 4 AR R B (Malvick et al., 2010;
ASCAEFNGHEEE,2017) o BRI ZSE 02— 4
TR RGP E R E AT AR ZE R oK
(&I BRSO , P S B AR TR B A K F 1 AR AT
M B R o 12008 T IR URVRRE 2 K e HAT IR &%
0,7 FRAA I KRR B GRRARIN  o FE KA
SR AT BN AR ABCIRIEEE , 2 RK BHYE
T T RO I 23 5 o e I Il i A2 AR e A
T BAEAR IR AR TEAT L4 R R AE R h 2 /D BRI A7
6 VAR o0 35 0 HH )3 R s 4 i) 3= 2R AE ik A%
#% (Schuster et al., 1983 ; Smidt & Vidaver, 1986) .

oK PN ZE B T A 2 RS PR TR, B4, AN
i, iz sk, KA 0.6~0.7 umx0.7~0.12 um, K
T MUY, WAETEIROY | R B AR IR A, i
PRSI HES o 98 BT 57 N B 3R
(nutrient broth-yeast extract agar, NBY ) 15 ## 5 ol &
KN 22 55905 B E BEME (C. michiganensis subsp. ne-
braskensis selective medium, CNS) 15 35 5 I il f%
AR GN W FFAR NN MV A S N o SR E &3
F5,25°CHi5% 6 d G WK HARZ N 4 mm, 7ESHEH
] M B IE (potato dextrose agar, PDA) £5 55 3k |-,
WY& A A2, (Vidaver & Mandel , 1974)
2.4 FHRERFEINE T

BRI BB R GRS [ e S 2 0
JEI , BB FR R ED B SR TR . R e
S S (A R M L R R R R T 191
MR R R SR A LR B EZ —,
F AT 3 e e [ 4% R Eh 8438 X (Pastrik , 2000 fi]
ZEEAE,2004) o Lh R S PR R R SR B0 4R A O
e H T AR R SRR B A A
BB Ao A, HE B IET I R A Y
WP A2 TS Y ) SR A IR A AL R . TR RETS
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TE E B R B ARAR R B ] AN 5 | A AR (Pas-
trik, 2000) , £ 17 AEA BE 2 I 2 A4 , 1T 6 Aof 4]
HHUI I IR 255 R T N i — 20 UL 5
AN, TR K SR 7 S5 TR AR S e R ) 2
WAL B g Pl i A R AR ZE I

Ih 5 B AT 95 TR 1Y) TR R S AR IR (3RO O [
B, A S RO 2 VIEHES] , A B HES A AR
KINH 0.4~0.6 pmx0.8~1.2 pm, % & A7 4 2
fil, oI, ToHEE , Afgiz 3l , M 2= [ FHYE T,
LW T R TR TR o 120 R R AR AR A IR
H1~2°C, fme i AR Ry 31~32°C, 55°C 461 T Ak
P 10 min A EHE , f il A2 K pH 8.0~8.4 (Firrao &
Locci, 1994)
2.5 EPHRERATELMH TH

BEPCLARIEHT AL RD R RE 5 | /NAZ AE
5 L T RR A N AETH R I AT T o /INAZ A
¥y Carlson & Vidaver(1982) Y& N AR H W in M & ¥k
RITFHRGE 2] iz RAEFE/NE bR
A /N BE 5 AR IR AR AL (T HE R A5
2006) o XA R R 5 B LR IE AT IR 0 AR R
FHFSN , FENBY 55555 L Ts 2R A IR,
i, HoA 22T . BETE CNS RISk — R 5L U A
I (triphenyltetrazolium chloride, TTC) 5 g 1% 57 2
PAEREE A KR N 24~28°C , ANREFE 37°C A4
4K (Carlson & Vidaver, 1982) .

3 BEAEFREILM

i BEAE | Z A3 537 51 43 BT (multilocus sequence
analysis, MLSA ) Fll4x 5 DK 20 37 471 43 B S5 A R ek
Z 0 T AT 73 RS , B A0 D 20 o 1 M
FEB AT B g, DA S DR A0 e e 5 91 43 B 4
FE AR 1, — 2835 (AR TR AT B P 45 DA i
Loy B UEE , AN AR L AT TR ST A S
R KA TR A 799 AT (Gonzalez & Trapiel-
10,2014) , B LRI FT TR BT b 4 56 7 S A
240 T P 1597 993 11995 )5 1T (Oh et al., 2016) , K AME DA
5 EDMA AR JE M FE R A 7 BB Capsicum an-
TEFT B HNARAR JE A RN AR AT B A1
(Yasuhara-Ball & Alvarez,2015)

3.1 BERREBEEARXEILM

Trapiello & Gonzalez(2012) MA-AE T VEIE A

FARM RN 5T SERBEGR Firie )18t 1 B I8 e

(the Centre of Plant Genetic Resources of the Nation-
al Institute for Agricultural and Food Research and
Technology , CRF-INIA ) %) 9 /> 24 1l ¢ &5 Phaseolus
vulgaris B 43 B A5 21 1 BREEUIEFT I, L7
F HEXH AT K B, 1603 B BRI 16S TRNA & [H )y
51 (5% HE608962 ) 5 % PUE AR T AT 1 H B A
A 99% HYAHALLE , PRI G S 5 O 3 02 4 T A
I . Gonzalez & Trapiello(2014) Fii 5 X M VEHE 4
T EAE A 10 4F 3 SRR BB 43 B8 B s bR, O
XTHEHEAT T RGLE T AR DNA § 31 BLBR
il 24 Py U1 B 43 1 (amplified ribosomal DNA restric-
tion analysis, ARDRA) | FR il £ )y VI g i B K &2
AT (restriction fragment length polymorphism,
RFLP) \MLSA Je A= fb Fl 36 BURFAE 53 #7155 o recd |
rpoB Fl gyrB B R G K E s a R R g drh
I3 B TS AR 5 B L BT IR SR AE — I KI5 R
Hh, H5 B SRR R T I A A T R S A T Y
R4 & Z Il ; 1 ARDRA \RFLP 4347 Ko 4= ¥R 4k
AL R BoRiZw R S H B BT W 2 T
FRIBAARTR] s IEAE , 2 a5 2 BT 2o tE , 251
A MARIE TR AP 25 AR 20 dJ , i 20T
B BE AL AL RS RO INAE, R —
Fi DARTTE G 2RAEY T DORHRIE S s 35 5 2 T Bk
SIHTA IR B LR R R R S N 1SR LR, i 44
R EEIEREEAT R G A C. michiganensis subsp.
phaseoli, FLHLEI T bk LPPA 9827 (=5CECT 8144™=
LMG 27667") (Gonzélez & Trapiello,2014)
3.2 FHZERATE A E fE T30 4 Fn 28 F1 57 Fh

SRR KB, T AN g s
AR SO M 0 B8 LT AT 1 25 T TR AL TR PR
IXHETR R 5 25 L AR AR AL, — S A
A 75325 2 PCR 92 A 4 i AR A5 o Aol o
XSO P AP RGBS BRI 45 2R 1 9
B BH t4: (Zinniel et al., 2002 ; Kaneshiro et al., 2006) .
TFF G 30288 P2 ST A I R T e 7 3 i b JC B0 1
(Kaneshiro & Alvarez, 2001 ; Zaluga et al., 2011) , Jf:
HAE MM BT Nicotiana tabacum . A~ AW Nicotiana ben-
thamiana T 2K #i] Mirabilis jalapa I A5 | 8L
PEIRBE RN , 55 B P AR L, 285 02 R 2R TR
PRSI D ppal .pat-1.chpC .tomA .ppad Fl ppaC %53
I3 P AH & L [A] (Jacques et al., 2012; Yasuhara-Ball et
al.,2013),

HET dnad FERW R G L E s R iR, AE3k
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9o P 0 2 PR A SR TR PRI B — A~ SR Y 3
A S5 EIEAT B & 19 H e A R 7E— 2 (Yasuhara-
Ball et al.,2013; Zaluga et al.,2013) , N2 L
P AP RR 1Y 432 437, Yasuhara-Ball & Alvarez
(2015) % 6 BRI AP R IAT T A 927 Je
FE A 2H AR R A A, A4 A A AR DU | 200 B
Bt .Biolog sk , HLIE A S A s T 91 4375 . 36T
atpD .dnaK . gyrB . ppK . recA F rpoB K& [H 1) £ J¥ 5|
ST VAT dnad BRI R G LB s R LB,
K B SEE AR JE R 25 LR A P R SRl
BN 3, 5 B A TR SR 5% G R B 5 TR
5 1) T B 2 %) 235 0028 T2 PR S (DL TR K 5 Jacques et
al.(2012) {8 1 R RO AP R R R A E—
AL B W — A0 3 A FRAE AR A SR A R i
LB ZE P L AN A B R A [R] T 25 P2 I, in HL2%F
P AP AL AR 1) 2 D IEBEA e AR 25 57
TR AT T 240 A1 10 B B 32 S B
FUBEAH @0, 1432 T 3L R R AR e 1
LRSS TE R IE 55 R, 40 B TR B
LRSS 5 A P 2L H S WA (B3R R
E . BEAN  BIEFT R R W EE AR TR 14-H
NEERR L 12-F T DU e A 14-H T bR, 1 4%
PR RS A R AR B A R TEAT T 1 2R T
TR ABENERAN B T N BRIGTR (Ciset) o 7350, B E
AN R B A K AR A AR AR R -+ bR (Ciaio)
7S BEMR (Cieo) , 125 P2 RS T AR E %
A Cieo, MANT Cizoo  Yasuhara-Ball & Alvarez(2015)
2N FIR P AR I3 2 R RO PE
B T4 R A, ek [ 56 DA e Y
TP FP S DA MR B i 44 S B8 LR TEAT BRI
TRJENAVA C. michiganensis subsp. californiensis , &
0 1) R B0 R B 23 A2 S IS LA TR R A i 4 SR 23 A
GAEIEFF AR R AP C. michiganensis subsp. chilen-
sis, 10 26 T ¥k 23 B 1 €557 (=ATCC BAA-2691" =
CFBP 8216") Fll ZUM3936" (=ATCC BAA-2690" =
CFBP 8217") ( Yasuhara-Bell & Alvarez,2015) .
3.3 B RERATE BRI

A 20 20 90 4FAX, WF 78 AT Tt A Capsi-
cum annum TR C. frutescens 1538515 57 i 5t
VB BICAT I, IS B WRD  IESE T
YT It e TE 38 Ry =2 S E R R A
(Latin et al., 1995; Lewis Ivey & Miller,2000) . Yim
et al.(2012) BFFE &I, 33X SE BRI 53 25 21 /%) TR AR AE

TRV IR 25 FE D8 SO 1 LR 38 8 FBRAR Y
FO A 5 T 5 BB TR] o TS TR R X R
PURAT R A BOR T, Al 51 8™ A 25 A SO R AE
AR ABAE T b A EO 58, A5 | R A 5 1 255t
7, MAGEZETS o AR, B P PR AE i L
AEAE 5 | kS /™ H A5t M ZE RS AR, (E AU E0
PR

P AL A S B S W R R A
Oh et al. (2016) Y4 T o F 3 [E 221~ IX 1 53 BRoAR
W B LA O BR A Al 0 B, X kAT T RSk
B LRI AT A A A B R AVRAE S T4
553l (8 S I AT 4 RGP R RRAT L
RBELE 73 B8 FIT AT AR A T v O A 8 RBBRAR s RERE ™
Az SRR, AN RE A% ] ] HY L - D- M I 76 25 4R 1 . D-
B S5-I 2 R B, Xt P 3R o0-D- Mtk e H 2
THI D-T B A A I BE 1 Y50 , Bk = 251 -AS-BI-H
PR 7K itk IR A , B WA PR IS M0 0, oo H SR W Y G
WA D855 . 5T 16S IRNAJFFIM R G R E
OIATEE R RN, B A5 B A B AR SRR I T —
A3 32, W A0 3 B I SRR PN B P A B PR
BT R B A X TPk o [FIRE, 23 D70 dl
AL AL B AR S A IR AT RO
TEAIFANF (Oh et al.,2016)

BT LR 254, Oh et al. (2016) e ZCH4 B
BRI RR I 6 44 R B
FEIE T B BRABOI A C. michiganensis subsp. capsici,
R /2 PFO0S™ (=KACC 18448'=LMG 29047") ,
T T RS 5 BN B P 57 o

4 BREHERRFTIEBRLEN

Wi 5 e PR A D P S5 R ) P A e, B PR 4 )
FVEE K i BBUN R DA 2 1) o2 At 1
FENSHAFE A 20 R % 585 ST
BRI V28 0 B AR L X
BB AP & , Li et al. (2018) 3 T 4 3L [ 4 )7 51 {5
B AP R —FPE (average nucleotide iden-
tity , ANI) 2341 . 507 DNA-DNA 2452 (digital DNA-
DNA hybridization, dDDH) Pk K& MLSA %5 J7 2 % #&
JEFFR AT T 00T, R E I IE A I B A
6] F) ANT {H 4y 89.18%~95.01% , 3 3 {f% T~ Richter &
Rossell6-Mora (2009 ) FIr e i i) -1 A b i 11 FLE
96.00% , 1M1 H. [7] — 7. A A 7] B Mk =2 8] 79 ANTAEL A
99.17%~99.98% , ) K F 99.00%. dDDH 43 H7 4%
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BRI 22 1] dDDH {E 8 37%~60% , ¥K T
iR Fp I FAE 70% (Meier-Kolthoff et al., 2013) ,
1717 [ — S A A [7] Pk 22 8] ) dDDH (B 5 T 93% .,
I Ah, Li et al. (2018) 3& T acnd . gapA | ledA . mdh .
mtD . pgi Fll prod X 71~7 Z 2 A (1 MLSA 73 #r &
B, Z RGBT 2 N AT Y 5 Ao 04 T I LT B
TSR HERE

BT R A, Li et al. (2018) HE B 4k
LRI 5 A WF T B, BIDEE C.michi-
ganensis subsp. capsici. C. michiganensis subsp. ne-
braskensis. C. michiganensis subsp. insidiosus. C.
michiganensis subsp. sepedonicus F1 C. michiganensis
subsp. tessellarius B i iy %4 N C. capsici. C. ne-
braskensis . C. insidiosus . C. sepedonicus 1 C. tessel-
larius , VAT S 540465 2T R AT Ay 7 Ao ) A6 X T
(Lietal.,2018), 20184 FEPRIFEZAEY K E R
Xof S 1) S5 A W i 44 R R AT I AN
EBURAT & B BRI A ) i 44 4 DU T R R 44
(Oren & Garrity,2018)
5 RE

I S AN AT 1Y) 53 28 A ST R — D A HAL
AW , 1% G2 R 0 D A T 0258 2 BAREE A
Yy i S PRV AR B, T T 20 4F A4 48 12 7
W5 SR TR F A E B RIVE R . R 16S
rRNA 798N R 2 41T 3 2 19 4 b o, ]I
T 95.0% WY wIAR N — &, KT 97.0% W ] — 4~
F (Stackebrandt & Goebel, 1994) , J5 3 X 43 Fi F R
Wi %%k 98.7% ( Stackebrandt & Ebers,2006) . #&k
11 Rossi-Tamisier et al. (2015 ) 4 E A A H [ %5 i)
TRZ AN TE &R R IE AT G % bniE . B BRI P4
AR PR A R | 20 TR 4 A R AL P 91 0 B T 40 R 0 26
GG Z N o ANLE S T Y fh 2 K 4751,
ST A3 AT LA AT R DR PP 7 SR A ] 35 % 5C
WM EZE S T ANLITHE S SR A
S EIER AN 16S IRNA A L, HoRZ X R ITHE P A
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