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unfnge: 13031 Lasiodiplodia s1uau 20 lelewan ‘171'Lwﬂlé’mﬂmmiﬁ'qLLﬁmwL’%‘suluﬁuﬁﬁ’wi'mé’fuw% YUNT Uag
n3710 1A uwuningarfeanvasnaduguIne swiunalinendiluana nmsiessidsunaTelnduin internal
transcribed spacer (ITS) mLLuﬂLﬂuL‘Uaiﬂ Lasiodiplodia theobromae 31NN15ILATIE Wﬂ’JWLLiJi‘LJmmJENL%EJiW
L. theobromae MLLaﬂlmmﬂanaumwm \Wisuiauriu L. theobromae fiuenldainfivwidndu « 3n 8 wia nuirdddu
1nalelnausian ITS uanAeiy 7 bp 210 510 bp AnduAinnuuanasdanalolnawindu 0.00 - 0.78% @onnaoanuka
AM53AIIEH pairwise sequence comparison nenuindesn L. theobromae ‘17|"L‘iT’wTﬂmwll,%'auﬁﬂmﬂﬂé’%ﬁ’w?jvaiﬂ
L. theobromae finelAnlsafuszsiag, uxnin, exlaele, uzazne waziansa onsvaouaudusiusymaiusnss
sywieiafilndides wuinidesn L. theobromae fiaruduiuslnddniu L. parva uaw L. pseudotheobromae fifnaay
Woruvindu 89% #8355 unweighted pair-group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) 21nn15@nw1aany
%mﬂwa’lamﬂwuﬁﬂiimmEJL‘Vlﬂ‘uﬂ single primer amplification reaction SPAR ) Tnsidonldmaiia ISSR-PCR Iﬂﬂi‘fﬂ,mmai
6 win laun (AG8)C, (CAG)S5, (GACA), (GTG)5, UBC809 waz UBC891 WUIdes L. theobromae mﬂmwum 20 laiszj
ey Saudunusmelulsznng 3nn1siasiziane RuNALD ueaILsa amﬂqumaimlm 5 N i r=0.3485 e
FhFuianuduiusventen L theobromae finvluydsusuiindy 1 Ingldinada ITS luvmsiertumada ISSR
mmm‘uaﬂﬁammLLUsUi’mmaﬂ’uqﬂﬁm"uau%aﬁﬁlﬁ

ANdAY: SeY; Lasiodiplodia; ITS; ISSR

ABSTRACT: Twenty isolates of Lasiodiplodia were recovered from durian dieback samples collected from
Chanthaburi, Chumphon and Trat provinces. A combination of morphology and ITS sequence analysis is a robust
of the internal transcribed spacer (ITS) were analyzed and identified as Lasiodiplodia theobromae. Genetic
variation of all isolations of L. theobromae isolated from durian compared with L. theobromae isolated from eight
other plants was revealed. The nucleotide sequence of the ITS region differed in 7 bp from 510 bp, representing
0.00. - 0.78% of nucleotide difference, and related to the pairwise sequence comparison. It was found that
L. theobromae invading durian was closely associated to L. theobromae destroying mango, coconut, avocado,
papaya and passion fruit. Furthermore, genetic relationship of L. theobromae was closely related to L. parva and
L. pseudotheobromae with 89% bootstrap value by the unweighted pair-group method with arithmetic mean
(UPGMA). Genetic diversity by single primer amplification reaction (SPAR) technique, using ISSR-PCR technique was
investigated. Six primers, such as (AG8)C, (CAG)5, (GACA)4, (GTG). 5, UBC809 and UBC891 were used and found that
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20 isolates of L. theobromae was variable within the population. Moreover, the DNA fingerprint analysis of this
fungi was separated into 5 groups at r=0.35. This research indicated the genetic relationship of L. theobromae from
durian and other plants using ITS technique. Meanwhile, the ISSR technique was useful to inspect genetic variability
of this fungus.

Keywords: durian; Lasiodiplodia; ITS; ISSR

unin

Lasiodiplodia LﬂuL%aiﬂiu family Botryosphaeriaceae WuiﬁﬂbﬂﬂuﬁuﬁL%ﬁ%@uLLaxﬁd§au laglanignaueidiy
nrTuoenidodld ewsnld uazuwonini neliiAnlsatuielduings 500 vl Maneunazndsnisfuien (Centre for
Agriculture and Bioscience International: CABI, 2022) 91IMSANUAILINNAAUS NS EULATHE WU §1N15ENE LN LAS
193 Aie wagnaldl (Ismail et al, 2012) Tuusswalve auAs wazame (2539) wuilesiana Lasiodiplodia @11150
roliAslsanaiiiunSeu dwaliAnunadimaduuinuduse sosmunisadadulednmndadentih wigunagu
WHA UAZANATNBE1NTINS? mmﬁawumummﬂﬂ’uﬁ:ﬁumL%aiwf]uﬁauﬁsunLmﬁwﬁwﬁnmuma ilriline N swaldlazua
wanlel (Lim and Sangchote, 2003) ndoyan1sdaguineransasiuunaie (species) L L. theobromae oe13lsf
muaINMsANEIves iU wazame (2562) wuindlefnudnwassduguinersuiumadeendaluana awnsa
ﬁWLLuﬂL%aiﬁ Lasiodiplodia mmaﬁﬂunﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂu 3 %iln A9 L. theobromae, L. pseudotheobromae Way L. parva

\Fo51 Lasiodiplodia \Juid o517 ilassadrsndendeiuid esmateuidely order Botryosphaeriales ¥ilwnas
Suunidoriuseimaufstagiufiendeiissdnvasnadugwinguhduliiomelums suunvialédamu Sy
Fuusszrnanaasyiule Tufanmundeuiliifumudesvatewiaunntu (Phillips et al, 2013) fiumaians
oy Biluanadadnunfunumlunisduunviaveade nsmenisfiuTinmasiusnssuuiiam gene/region A1
TauA small sub unit (SSU), large sub unit (LSU), eukaryotic translation elongation factor 1 alpha (EF1-alpha) Wa¥ beta
tubulin anansaldsufulumsdnnduuazfvuariafiuiuould uenaniifmuiiuiion intemal transcribed spacer (ITS)
%39 ITS 521U EF1-alpha é’aLfJuU%L’JmﬁLumzaaﬂumif&’wLLuﬂmﬁmmL%aiﬂuﬂajmé’mmﬂﬁa (Phillips et al., 2013)

TS Aevinndduiandlelndiliifinisutsswadiulusfiu (noncoding sequence) wiseanidiu 2 dwde ITS1 uay

ITS2 §90¢58m319 SSU 5.85 wae LSU (White et al., 1990; Lafontaine and Tollervey, 2001) Jagdufisissuinuiim

'
a aAda

Fanaradu 1 lu 6 vhaiidfnenmuanduiivensulumsimunduiidueunsidn (DNA barcode) Toadiosuardaditin
naugeElon osndvouwmesdiiuioadlelng uasfimnuiuuusludau inter- uag intra-specific fidaiau Tassisdints
%1 DNA barcode i atfizln13530157 wazAdugnaedlun1sIiunyile wagdaaefinyseans nmnisAuainidednu
FTUUINTT LAZAIUNAINNAENI9TININ (Stackebrandt and Goebel, 1994; Hebert et al., 2003; Blackwell, 2011; Mora
et al.,, 2011; Schocha et al., 2012)

nMsAnwAnuvaInatsvestugnssy lneldiafeamnsluanaimaila SPAR (single primer amplification
reaction) lngidenlginatia ISSR (inter-simple sequence repeat) Faduwaiaildsudefiveunnaia RAPD, AFLP gz SSR
A l3Fetu iddguszansamlumsigidniimaiia RAPD uaznisnsranaldianduninneada AFLP uenldanild
SududomnutoyadiuavesiiBuethvang deftnuszmaniseanaiia ISR Aeduneulunisviiligeenn uagldiom
Tyl andnnnslaevhlundrefumaia RAPD wisnefudinsldlnswesfifdwuad q funuululasusniialayt uasdl
uafignaninsehldianuansiazastuiisuevngldunnndd (Gupta et al,, 1994; Zietkiewicz et al., 1994; Staub
et al,, 1996; Gupta and Varshney, 2000; Uddin and Cheng, 2015) sauludanismsiadau intraspecific U84 L‘l’Tyaiﬂ
Wsuitsuiumeniug (strain/isolate) dwhansfisluiiufiundoundindu « WedugutoyadmivimuiBnissuunde

Anwin1sunsnszany nMadvihaneiivende wagnismisnismvanimunzausoly muddeiliiinisdiuun uaznsivdey
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ANUHUTUTIUNIIRUTNTTUUTIM [TS region vaes1 Lasiodiplodia Nuentaanyseulunundanindunys guns waz

n3n Wisuweuaduiiandlelnasenineiin Anwianuvainratenisiugnssy lngldnalia ISSR

ABnsAne
nsusnidenaalsafauisvamiGeu

fegrefmSeuiinansennaunawidimasou unaduludimadufet nfuiivgnyidoulufmia fungd
YUNT UALATIA YL kenTofei3 tissue transplanting lnefadudiuremSouiinansenmsvnalszana 1x1 oy, tily
ghilafiufingie sodium hypochlorite Aaandudu 1.2% Wwaan 3 wiit antudredeingduiieinge 23 ads dulius
fhensemuiing freatsemsiasadie potato dextrose agar (PDA) Usilduaq near UV aduila 12 $2lus gaumigil 25°C uu
48 7l ﬁﬂL%@SﬂﬁU%qw%‘é’w?E hyphal tip isolation 91nEwiuldestlunasnemsides potato carrot agar (PCA) 71
18°C vitelflumsfnusioly

indosanvnlsafiuonlfuidsauuems PDA Uslduas near UV aduiia 12 92lus figuvnd 25°C asavaey
Snwazvedalaiiuaziansaigresdulodermniuauasu 5 fu nszdunisadsauesingld cork borer wu1A 0.6 w4l 17
vinaeulalaiides dreameandsaterunn 20 wa. fussiidosanAnydsuiiiunissndouim 1 n. vuluaniw
gauvndivies u 5-7 fu naanaeuasdUsznauidonmeldndesgansmiuulfivas (compound microscope) fifidswens
10 - 100 Wi W3suieuiunilsde The Coelomycetes: Fungi imperfecti with pycnidia, acervuli and stromata (Sutton,
1980)
nsdnsiuunidendasmsiiasgidduiuauiion ITs

afpfduennidulodosranvalsamaisnisues Pongpisutta et al. (2013) waw Bincader et al. (2022) Tneides
demuuemnsiAsaie PDA uw 5 Ju Mnduidsewziduleunuliandeadas liquid nitrogen épamannuuin 1.5 ua.
ﬁﬁ DNA extraction buffer (50 mM Tris HCl pH 7.8, 850 mM NaCl, 100 mM EDTA, 1%SDS) Usums 400 lulasans fdm
Tusiulneifisionlel proteinase K Usii 65°C w1u 1 #alus andungaufAsendsaisazats phenol chloroform isoamyl
alcohol (PCI) Tuwssfiauisa 10,000 50U/ w10 wit gaansazanednilasuuudiunns 300 lilasans §ea
vaeAvlA 1.5 . [fin RNase A tilorhdnendidue vnilgaumndl 37°C uw 30 Wil ngnufiSendoasazats Pl Juimies
Ainm157 10,000 s9U/UT U 10 Wi AnAzneumTHusNITUlAETlY absolute alcohol Uit -20°C wmu 1 Falus v
aronmduLesiY 70% ethanol wazUaesliuislaeds air drying wiu 20 - 30 WI¥ YinMsazANBAITRUGNTIUAIENISLAY
a19aza18 1XTE buffer (10 mm Tris-HCL, 1mM EDTA, pH 8.0) Y3110 70 lulasans LLazLﬁuﬁ'qquﬁ -20°C i oldlu
nsenwsialy

PdSwed i nusuiaudemaila polymerase chain reaction (PCR) uSiaau ITS aaelnsies M4 (5'-
TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3') U TS5 (5-GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3") (White et al,, 1990) Tnaindeufifuioide

a

swruduty 20 wlundu wanfuansiufazen (master mix) fauanslu Table 1 ansuthdegadnaies PCR Ju
T professional Standard Gradient IG]EJ(;]’;GSUU pre-denature ﬁqm%qﬁ 94°C 1381 2 w9 wag denature ﬁquwqﬁ
94°C 1Jutaan 30 3undi annealing Agaumadl 57.2°C 1utaan 30 Fundi extension figaumgil 72°C 1uIAn 1.30 Wit ¥
ﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁy’ﬁu 35 59U WarUA3nseuaavie (final extension) figaungil 72°C 1uran 10 Wil n3a@ey PCR product vy
1.2% agarose gel Tu 1X TBE buffer Uaselinszudallvarnuiinusnsdng 100 Taadt Wuiian 30 il Sufinnsifauay
PCR product nel@uas UV ¢e1a3 89 Gel documentation LUFsulfisufiu DNA 1105§11 O’ GeneRuler™ 1kb DNA

v a

ladder (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Lithuania) thée813 PCR product filgluiinseidnsuiiandlelnsuuu sanger sequencing
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AUTEN ATCG Co,, Ltd imaiilauaviiiaalelnadiuveslnsiweslagldlusinsy EditSeq (DNAStar Inc., WI, USA) a1niiu
wWisuwiguainuilapdlelnddied1aiugiudeya GenBank ¥a3 national center for biotechnology information (NCBI)

paelUsingu BLASTN (https://www.blast. nchi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi)

Table 1 Configuration of master mix for PCR

Element Concentration Final concentration Volume/1 reaction (ul)

1. DNA template 20 ng/pl 20 ng 2.0
2. Taq buffer 10X 0.96X 2.4
3. MgCl** 25 mM 2.4 mM 2.4
4. dNTPs 10 pm 0.48 uM 12
5. Forward primer 10 uM 0.48 uM 1.2
6. Reverse primer 10 uM 0.48 uM 1.2
7. Tag polymerase 5U/ pl 1y 0.2
8. Sterile distilled water - - 14.4

Total 25.0

Srssiunui e Saunnsanuduwusssuinssiinvesdion Lasiodiplodia

ﬁﬁaﬂ,&aﬁﬂﬁuﬁ’mahlwﬁ%dL“duyaiﬂ Lasiodiplodia #du type species U3+aa4 ITS ¥4 International Collection of
Microorganisms from Plants (ICMP), Mae Fah Luang University Culture Collection (MFLUCC), International Mycological
Institute (IMI) wag CBS-KNAW Fungal Biodiversity Centre (CBS) mﬂgm%mﬂamaa GenBank (Phillips et al., 2013) 9Nty
a$ 1A A Tmunsauduius(dendrogram) WUU unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) i
ArAuLd sy (bootstrap) iU 1,000 ads #28TUsuNTL MEGA version 11 (Tamura et al, 2021) 1t 9315125 A
TndiAsfureaden Lasiodiplodia usazasia
mmuﬂiﬂi'sumaﬁuqnssu%au%asﬁ Lasiodiplodia U3v8d internal transcribed spacer (ITS region)

Anwenundsususazanuuanisessiduiiedlelnduin TS vendes Lasiodiplodia wenldainyFeu
Tnglgn153LAs1¥sAn159nRLleuy ClustalW (Thompson et al., 1994) aaelusiunss MEGA version 11 (Tamura et al,,
2021) Mntudieudisuanuduiusvesiiadlelndssuiadenineliialsalunisusudeslufivdu (Table 2) ée
75115 pairwise sequence comparison 19 glalusunsy sequence demarcation tool version 1.2 (SDTv 1.2) (Muhire et
al, 2014) AMRUAA" identify percentage 11N31 95% VUi matrix of pairwise similarity scores ag plot of pairwise

similarity scores WUSgUTBUAUMNURTITAIUINITAMUFLRUSLUU UPGMA 7iA1anutdatuiniy 1,000 Ase Adelusiunss

MEGA version 11 (Tamura et al.,, 2021)
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Table 2 Lasiodiplodia theobromae isolates used in the phylogenetic study

111

Isolate Host Country GenBank accession number
UCD1012BC Vitis vinifera Mexico EU012372
UCD1014BC Vitis vinifera Mexico EU012373
UCD1028BC Vitis vinifera Mexico EU012374
Mex.GrTGal-4 Mangifera indica Mexico MW301276
Mex.VrCot-5.1 Mangifera indica Mexico MW301277
Mex.GrSMar-6 Mangifera indica Mexico MW301275
BOT23 Mangifera indica Eoypt JN814400
BOT6 Mangifera indica Eoypt JN814399
BOT7 Mangifera indica Eoypt JN814396
LACIST Mangifera indica Peru KU507458
LACIS2 Mangifera indica Peru KU507459
LAMAL3 Mangifera indica Peru KU507457
CDA 444 Cocos nucifera Brazil KP244699
CDA 465 Cocos nucifera Brazil KP244701
CDA 469 Cocos nucifera Brazil KP244691
UFRPE CFS 061 Cocos nucifera Brazil MG870592
UFRPE CFS 062 Cocos nucifera Brazil MG870593
UFRPE CFS 069 Cocos nucifera Brazil MG870594
YLSEB0221 Persea americana China MT093434
DZN-27 Persea americana China OK599035
DZN-24 Persea americana China OK599034
LA-VLCAT Persea americana Peru Mwdae7417
LA-MOP24 Persea americana Peru MWd467411
LA-MOCH1 Persea americana Peru MWd4a67407
LAS601 Carica papaya Mexico KR001861
BOT223 Carica papaya Mexico KR001858
LAM134 Carica papaya Mexico KR001860
81.l Dimocarpus longan Puerto Rico KC964548
PHLO9 Dimocarpus longan Puerto Rico KC964546
PHLO10 Dimocarpus longan Puerto Rico KC964547
ZW 49-1 Fassiflora laurifolia China MT644473
ZW 50-1 Fassiflora laurifolia China MT644474
PaS-1 Fassiflora laurifolia China MN646259
17-200 Fragaria ananassa Duchesne The United States MH809519
16-619 Fragaria ananassa Duchesne The United States MF449518
17-198 Fragaria ananassa Duchesne The United States MH809518
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ﬁm«nm’mﬁuuﬂswwﬁuqniiwauﬁaﬁ Lasiodijplodia Tagwatin SPAR (single primer amplification reaction)
nsAnuiidonld single primer %13 inter-simple sequence repeat (ISSR) Tneiifi uUS w1 L8 wiaus vy
microsatellite Aaelwsiues 6 ¥iin (AG8)C, (CAG)5, (GACA), (GTG)5, UBC809 way UBC8I1 latn3sufidulafiot1sninu
Wit 25 wlundu nawasvinufAserdauansluy Table 3 1hidia3es PCR machine $u T professional Standard Gradient
Tneaszuudall pre-denature figaungifi 95°C \uiian 5 unit 9ndussszuy denature figaungfi 95°C Wuiian 20 Jund
annealing WWuran 45 3unii (amgiinuvialnsuesfuansly Table 4) extension flgamgil 72°C Wunan 1 undi 1w
40 50U warUfAsersouaniie Aguund 72°C 1uinan 3 undl 1 PCR product luasauend uiiduiadaoinaia
electrophoresis IngnsuonauIntuduvasiisuese agarose gel Anududu 1.5% lutines 1xTBE Wnszualih 80
Tiadf Wi 90 undl asraeunslduas UV wasdufinuauiduefiintusenios Gel documentation itethauldlunns

Aasgideyadnanguanuduiuslagaiiuwsulidauinisanuduiug

Table 3 Configuration of master mix for SPAR

Element Concentration Volume/1 reaction (pb)

DNA template 25 ng/pl 1.0

Sterile distilled water - 15.075

Dream Tap buffer 10X 25

MgCl** 2 mM 0.25

dNTPs 1 mM 5

Primer 10 pm 1.2

Dream Tap polymerase 5 u/pl 0.175

Total 25

Tnsmieeidunsifiuaufduedsnglvezuuudu 1 uagnishivsnguesaufduelviazuumdu 0 1
Azuuulaluiiasieilulusunsy NTSYS-pc version 2.20e (Rohlf, 1988) TngAnduUsyanaanumiloude3sues Dice
(Dice Similarity Coefficient) uazdanaulag UPGMA dsuansoonunluguvesadisunudsifamnnisanudusiué vie
dendrogram MNTUATIVEEULAYANTILATIZI AN cophenetic correlation (r) (Rohlf and Sokal, 1981) A1uIUAIAIIY
\esiu (bootstrap) Tumsdnnguadaauiadimunnisauduiug ngldlusunsy Winboot (Yap and Nelson, 1996) uas
AATIZYAAT genetic diversity (h) wag genetic distance matrices felUsNTH GenAlEx version 6.1 (Peakall and Smous,
2006)
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Table 4 Primers used in this study, with sequences and annealing temperatures

Primer Sequence (5’ -> ‘3) Annealing temp. (°C)
(AG8)C AGA GAG AGA GAG AGA GC 53
(CAG)5 CAG CAG CAG CAG CAG 58
(GACA)4 GACA GACA GACA GACA 54
(GTG)5 GTG GTG GTG GTG GTG 56
UBC809 AGA GAG AGA GAG AGA GG 54
UBC891 HVH TGT GTG TGT GTG TG 54

*H=A, C, T; V=A, CG

nan1sANwILALIATal
Snuarmeduginemestenamglsanukiwamizou
MNNsueNFeTUINA WS suTLansdnvasunawisdiinaseuiady uiiufivgnndou 3 Smin wui
annsausnidonanvnldviemun 20 leleian Tasuvadudonandmiadunys s1uau 9 lelwan Iéud DCHAL06
DCHA221 DCHA416 DCHA506 DCHA901 DCHA1105 DCHA1703 DCHA1805 ey DCHAL806 Y UNT 91uau 6 lolytan
1Aun DCHU106 DCHU204 DCHU601 DCHU1203 DCHU1802 kagDCHU1804 waznsia d1uau 5 tolaian laun DTRA12
DTRA203 DTRA211 DTRAG07 uazDTRAT06 Was1is 20 lelmaniinisissyvendulodoudesniivuemsiaeats PDA
Tnoynleleanilumdusinugudnardlaladiieny 3 Ju wirdy 9 u. dnvarlaladadaduledvazidon wigman
Ranthewns delaladlengunniu dilsasdsunndrdudidouznentanm vinunadaladady Snsasaindule
\Huganszaremiimiinemns (Figure 1A) fuvdslelail (reverse) f@iToanznon fswnewumdes (Figure 1B) ilensudu
nsassaledidondetidesimBeuiiunsiisnge nudes 20 loluan Tdnuvasfindendsiu lasynlolmande
diloidenenginniuaraiilassainsdniuasdimveneiug (fruiting body) wuuliordemedendt conidiomata wuy
pycnidia (Figure 1D) JsvhmihiilunisasawasUaesaues (conidia) aUa%ﬁgmJa'aEJ‘ﬁéJﬂwmzé’mLLﬂummLﬁuLﬂumaﬁma
\38n71 cirrhus (Figure 1C) anglu pycnidia @319 conidiogenous cell Ta lifid nifsunsuaziSey avesgnasisuudiudany
esfuyaes (conidiophore) (Figure 1E) 3Us1s3ndnsla (oval) fintisatos 2 $u vunauszana 26.8-25.4 x 14.8-15.7
lunseu vnuzwouiifivawadiien Ta lWifid (nyaline) (Figure 1F) deyniiloadeiunvziuaiasing fathaaduuazad
wifsfumannng septum) viliutsavasoondu 2 iwed fguirdadnely suindssana 25.2-23.4 x 13.4-16.7 lunseu
(Figure 1G) Indnuazysdauguinerwendesmaiuadanan aunsadwundesdulfidudes Lasiodiplodia
theobromae @ saanadasfumasuialuniiade The Coelomycetes: Fungi imperfecti with pycnidia, acervuli and

stromata (Sutton, 1980)
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AN

A 38,

Figure 1 Morphological characteristics of Lasiodiplodia theobromae ; Colony characteristics on PDA incubated at
25°C under a 12 light/12 dark photoperiod for 5 days (A-B), conidia released from conidiomata called cirrhus
(Q), conidiomata (D), conidia developing on conidiogenous cells (E), hyaline immature conidia, aseptate (F)

and dark brown mature conidia, one-septate (G). Scale bar = 10 um.

MsSnsuunTandenisinnzisfuiuauiion ITs

MnMsLiLUTInaEstugnssuTan TS femada PCR Tagldlnaiues TSa/ITs5 wuindesvia 20 leluian iin
LAy PCR product yuinuszanal 750 bp Liedinsvididuianalelndiuisuiisuauadendsiuteya GenBank lu
giutioya NCBI wudndosisia 20 lelsian ferarmileu (% Identify) fuilo31 L. theobromae iinifu 98.07 - 100.00%
21nfa3a983 Schoch et al. (2012) fissunarsatuisuunidosluana Lasiodiplodia Insandedayadugiuine,
swiuteyaan@luanausian ITS (Silva et al., 2019; Chen et al,, 2021; Suwannarach et al., 2022)
ATITVAURIIIAUINITANUTUNUS

MnmsnyAnudiuimeianisiasadns drendrogram nuddesiuentdanyFeudua 20 lolwan gn
noglunguieaiufuiden L. theobromae (lolwan CBS306.58 uazCBS190.73) Aidnanudeshuviniiy 99% Gewsnoen
mm‘?}laiﬂ L. parva (loloan CBS356 uarCBSA56) Lay L. pseudotheobrobromae (lolatan CSB374.54 way CSB304.79)
7 faaad el wvinAu 100% weneenaIN out group (Diplodia mutila AY236955 wag Colletotrichum acutatum
MK215706) 081990191 (Figure 2) vl onsavaeuanuduiusseninswidalndifes (L cupressi, L. mutila, L. parva,
L. pseudotheobromae, L. gonubiensis, L. venezuelensis, L. rubropurpurea, L. seriata, L. sapinea, L. scrobiculata e
L corticola) Inelidayaddiuinaalelnsuiiam IS wuilinaiiaenndesiu Tnenuinges L. theobromae fpnuduius
&%y L. parva uae L. pseudotheobromae fifnAnndesiu (bootstrap) Wiy 82% w1t 3 wila aansauen
sananiuldlaenisldaduianalelndusion TS lneda1anud ety 69-96% #2835n15 UPGMA fiAnanud asiu

(bootstrap) 371U 1,000 adq (Figure 3)
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CBS306.58: Lasiodiplodia theobromae EF622071
(CBS190.73: Lasiodiplodia theobromae EF622068
DCHU1804: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DTRAT06: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DTRA40T: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DTRA211: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DTRA203: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHU601: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHU204: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
624 DCHU1802: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHU1203: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHU106: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHA901: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHA506: Lasiodiplodia theobromae

99 || DCHA416: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
[ || DCHA1806: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHA1805: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHA1703: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
57 DCHA1105: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
DCHA106: Lasiodiplodia theobromae

i DCHA221: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
87 62! DTRA12: Lasiodiplodia theobromae

[ _| CBS356.59: Lasiodiplodia parva EF622062

100 | CBS456.78: Lasiodiplodia parva EF622063

| (CBS374.54: Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae EF622059 Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae
100! CBS304.79: Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae EF622061

Lasiodiplodia theobromae

Lasiodiplodia parva

1 | | | | RB014: Colletotrichum acutatum MK215706 Out group
I I I I I I |
0.12 0.10 0.08 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.00

Figure 2 Dendrogram derived from UPGMA analysis of 28 taxa of the ITS-region sequences. Diplodia mutila CMW7060
and Colletotrichum acutatum RB014 were used as the outgroups. The numbers above branches are

bootstrap values with 1,000 replicates obtained from MEGA version 11 software.

mwma”waﬂﬁqmqé’mé’myuimwuau%yaiﬂmﬁm L. theobromae, L. parva e L. pseudotheobromae 913
dualinssuunideinnnuramndouls denndosiuuideves Alves et al. (2008) Fald@nwtos L. theobromae
1w 25 leloian Anfiverdevansvie Tuiluiiunseunasisiou Wonmraoudnumenisduguine nuidides
L. theobromae vslelanilvunawisvesalesiivguazidnninloloavdug liAnauduaulunsyuiunsduunain
Falgvimsiasgsideyansiugnssulagenduddiuiindlalndusiin ITS region uag EFl-alpha WUNENSaSINUNTET
Lasiodiplodia ponlalfu 3 wia Ae L. theobromae L. parva sp. nov. Wag L. pseudotheobromae sp. nov. WUI1IUA
aua3uad L. parva sp. nov. 1&NN11 H3US1aM5IN58UDN UAUTIINGIUNTIN d9u pycnidia fiagnawhnady luvasi

L. pseudotheobromae sp. nov. dyunausslng U193 USIURIYNEADUTISIU USIUNA189aan e LagnunIswan

v g

WYLIe paraphyses 3sdanndBIiUNITINaBIAINUTN L. theobromae Mjnndnwniimuduiuglnddafudesan 2 via
deswrluefmasinisduunvinveadeniidunduieatu unzdomldiinusudeitnegdiluana idauuug,
wnnTutiuies

uenniinslddnuasmaduginefmivendluanadaiuiivonsu wasunsvanglunissuunsiaidosly
ana Lasiodiplodia $1433w4 Phillips et al. (2013) ivihns@nwanuduiussziuana (genus) wazwin mau%yamﬂeju
Botryospheariaceae 91u3u 17 ana 110 ¥ia Inglddnwuznisdugiwvinersiuiumadasnydaluana auisaldiiies
suvusduuinm TS Weseg1ion wield TS saudy EFl-alpha 1lun193iAsigiarsdTauniswuu multilocus
phylogenetic Wudﬂﬁﬁ’ﬂamwhmiﬁﬁLLuﬂaqaLLazﬁJﬁmmL%aiﬂﬂajmﬁlﬁ d1us3dures Correia et al. (2016) fifinwiany

TTwwINs N13nsEAERa wagn1siinlsavesyila Lasiodiplodia avglsafuvisveseiululsemeaus@a wuinaiunse

Fwunydatdeslungy Botryosphaeria 1vinliinlsaf suialuegu Lo 8 vila leun L. brasiliense, L. crassispora,
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L. egyptiacae, L. euphorbicola, L. hormozganensis, L. jatrophicola, L. pseudotheobromae wag L. theobromae 19 g
NTATITRATTMUINITVRIUT I ITS SauAuBU EF1-alpha uaﬂmmjué’nﬁﬂ’l'ﬁﬂizqﬂmﬂlﬁﬁguﬁaﬁnmguﬂ WA 210
31897UY84 Biju et al. (2021) ﬁﬁ’]ﬂ’liﬁﬂ@’n%@i’]ﬁ’]mﬁﬂiﬂ Aduisvesdunve iﬁ‘\i”]LL“LJﬂ‘UﬁWUENL‘??@i’]ﬁ’]m&ﬂiﬂiﬂE’JEJ’]ﬁEJ
ANNANITatUNISARLSA (pathogenicity test) dnwaign1edngILINeN LLa:miLﬁuﬂ%uwmawsﬁuqﬂiiuU%Lam ITS 391U

8w EF1-alpha waz beta tubulin vilanunsaduunuiiowtes L. theobromae Faduannglsalitaiau uazuiugiu

71 I .
I: Lasiodiplodia theobromae
82 59— Lasiodiplodia parva
—z— Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae

4 o Lasiodiplodia gonubiensis

I 55 Lasiodiplodia venezuelensis
71 =5~ Lasiodiplodia rubropurpurea

48 I 55 Lasiodiplodia mutila
Lasiodiplodia cupressi

84

100
— Lasiodiplodia seriata

6"-' . . . .
99 I: Lasiodiplodia sapinea
73 PT . .
72 Lasiodiplodia scrobiculata

100 Lasiodiplodia corticola

85

'
—

0.03 0.02 0.01 0.00

Figure 3 UPGMA dendrogram relationship generated from nucleotide sequences based on [TS-region of 12 different
Lasiodiplodia species using MEGA version 11 software. Clade stability was assessed using a bootstrap with

1,000 replicates.

mmLtﬂiﬂiquwﬂqﬁuqnisu%aaL%asw'%nm internal transcribed spacer (ITS region)
Ainsgididuinndlelnduaradunuiinnuduiusuesdon L theobromae fiuenldainiaidou 20 leloan
Wisuifleutuidion L. theobromae anfindulu Table 2 #ildangiudeya GenBank wuidoslilunisfnwdsitoya
arnuimdlolnauiian ITS1-5.85-TS2 Wiy 510 bp inuuanasiuvessainuiindlolna 7 bp Imaagﬂué’wﬁuﬁ 23, 25,
73,78, 80, 98 uay 407 Asuansluy Table 5 AmduiUasidudmnuuwanaiuviniu 1.3726% wagainn1sinszia1nIg

upnAsvesaInUiinalelng nuindinnuuanansluseauues intraspecific Wi 0.00 - 0.78% (1ady 0.1236%)
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Table 5 Differentiation in ITS1-5.8s-ITS2 of Lasiodiplodia theobromae used in this study

Nucleotide position (bp)

Total % Different
Host Country 23 25 73 78 80 98 407
(bp) Nucleotide
Cc A G C T T A

Vitis vinifera Mexico - G A A - - T 510 0.78
Mangifera indica Mexico T - T - C - - 510 0.58
Egypt - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Peru - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Cocos nucifera Brazil - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Persea americana China - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Peru - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Carica papaya Mexico - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Dimocarpus longan ~ Puerto Rico - G - - - C - 510 0.39
Passiflora edulis China - - - - - - - 510 0.00
Fragaria x ananassa  US - G - - - C - 510 0.39
Durio zibethinus* Thailand - - - - - - - 510 0.00

* Used in this study

Lﬁ'aﬁﬁa;gaé’wﬁuﬁuﬂﬁiai‘wﬁuﬁmﬁzﬁu,wuﬁﬁﬁ’wmmimmé’uﬁuﬁ’uw UPGMA a1 bootstrap L111u 1,000
1 wazisuifisuanuduiusvesiaadlelndseniradoninoliidslsalunieusud e lufivd ude3s paiwise
sequence comparison 3muAAY identify percentage 11AN31 95% WUINED31 L. theobromae ﬁLLaﬂlﬁmﬂﬁlmﬁau
20 lelman gndneglunduierfuidoniideliialsafuuzing uznin oxlaanla uzasne uazianisa fdarundesiu 86%
LBNODNIINITET L. theobromae Tudlouaransofivasifiaanudeiiu 659% lurnsiugsienndingln nudueneen
nnideslungussnanlaeiian bootstrap Wiy 71% uenaniddmuinges L. theobromae 3Mnadu fiasuanseiy
Woswiavun Tasusneanainngadas L. theobromae finad1nsnd1adu (Figure 4B) lunazdi nsisuifisudifu
f12malelng wuin matrix of pairwise similarity scores ﬁmmmﬁaﬁaqdﬁa 98-100% (Figure 4A) Fauanslifiuianis
WisuifsudduindlelnduasmadanguisusudAiannmsauduiusuuu UPGMA Winafiaenndaariu

nsfangulnsendedduiandlolnduing TS Wewisuifisuanuaruusnssssrisdiduiaedlelndvesdos
L. theobromae Tidnvhansfivusiazeia fypdsvasditoidunsdnvnaziuduinmudulidlunsidessied o
ansadvhangivlivatevlia dwadonszuiunisauaulsaluudvesnisugniiavyuieu (crop rotation) MndAsieH
Fedduiiandlelndasnun L theobromae fidwhanenSeuiifeyadiuiandlelnsuiiam IS region TndiAssfuidos
finelhiAnlsatuuzdag ugndn oxlanile uzazne uasiandsa 9nuIdeves endan @eyalulduane) ldundon
L. theobromae Tlusnldanfmidoulugnidevuisasusaing Tnld s1ens winlne wazuzazne Wedosimsvagounis
Hufivordesamiu wuhfiamagouta 4 ¥ia iaensiuds wuuwadiiaady Wefidly 21 Yu wdnsugnidle wuns
adulassadedmivaddnaeeiug snfunzaznedeenaululihivedailiorshlfduglassaluaudiSavenis
Ugnite dhunuidvesinen (2557) ldmeaeuarmannsaluniaifalsaveaies L. theobromae fusnlfaineinisdana
whosmgaznaiusudnlifans funalidn 8 win Téun wotida wiu du ndrevow t5y nzshahnonlsl ufadens wasy)

WUINYBI1 L. theobromae Tiuenlaanuzaznenusudnlianetu anunsanslvifineinistinaiitdunalis 8 viiald
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A9AAABINUTIBUVDY Baird et al. (1995) ﬁﬁﬂmém%wammquﬂﬁ‘zmaguﬁsmﬁdqmam'ammmmﬂwmaﬁuawﬁy@iﬂué"a
das lngugnindasuazdinalsn WUTIEINSORENRT1 Fusarium spp. wa L. theobromae tianusaidenvesdiaas
Lﬁamaaumiﬂqﬂﬁwyuﬁﬂuﬁmu 4 vl lown 81y (Gossypium hirsutum) 158 (Secale cereale) waj L8 (Paspalum
notatum) wazd17Ine (Zea mays) nuI@usaRENLE 831 Fusarium spp. way L. theobromae L arniiusis 4 wila
Wuieaiu wonanidamuingesna 2 ana a’lmﬁamﬁﬂaqsluuﬂaﬂé’ﬁgﬂugﬂsum plant parasite waz saprophyte AU

719 4 e Lo

DCHA221
DCHA106
Parwae Gentty (%) DCHAd16
DCHAS506
DCHA901
DCHA1105
DCHA1703

E2X83338333

DCHU106 Durio zibethinus

59: Pas.1 (S b
S 065 r
Crs 062 SIS

MG8T0592: UFRPE CFS 061 .
MG8T0593: UFRPE CFS 062 Cocos nuc1fera
MGB70594: UFRPE CFS 069

MN66259: Pas-1 : :
MiT6aGaTa. 2V 50-1 Passiflora edulis
76 o MT644473: ZW 49-1
T v KROD1860: LAM134
WAATY: e .s z
KROO1858: BOT223 Carica papaya
KRO01861: LAS601
MWA67407: LAMOCHL
MWA67411: LAMOP24
MWA67817: LAVLCAT :

s Persea americana
OK599035: DZN-27
MT093434: YLSEB0221
A ) L KP244691: COA 469
KP244701: CDA 465 Cocos nucifera

KP244699: CDA 444
KUSOT4ST: LAMALS
KUS07459: LACIS2
KUSO07458: LACIS]
IN814396: BOTT

86

Mangifera indica

INB14399: BOT6
JNB14400: BOT23
P Dimocarpus longan
KC964547: PHLO10
86| MH809519: 17-200 -
WFa49S18: 16619 Fragaria x ananassa

MHB09518: 17-198

MW301275; MexGrSMar-6 M A indi
4’":%&'%1276- Mex GrTGal-4 anglfera Inaica
811 MW301277: MexViCot-5.1
| EU012372: UCD10128C

37] EUOIZ373: UCDIO14BC Vitis Vin[fera
B 3 ' 1 M o EUD1237a: UCD10288C

Figure 4 Comparison and relationship of nucleotide; Color matrix of pairwise nucleotide sequence identity inferred
from ITS region alignments of L. theobromae and representative isolates from the GenBank (A) and
dendrogram obtained from UPGMA, based on aligned ITS region using bootstrap values (=250%) from 1,000
replicates (B).

Ingaluudndesn L. theobromae \uanvgdidyvesmsiialsansneunasndsnisiiuiieivesisnaisvialy
Uszinalve 1wy ndae uzdae du Wiz iSew 813 drle wazdule awnsaunsssuinlanniluendounazidou fseaui

Weosdsnanfifiverdeninia 500 wia uarauisaerdeeglunu viewius wiedanuan laluszeziaiuiu summusie

N a o

anmudalad dettunisarugulsnmedsnigeng q saudnmisugnitevyudey szdedianudulalddiividndgnuazany

Wugveutesuluiufduiusiu (Punithalingam, 1976; Ismail et al., 2012; CABI, 2022)
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ﬁm«nmwﬁuLLﬂswweﬁuqnsswaeL%asﬁiﬂﬂLwﬂﬁﬂ SPAR (single primer amplification reaction)
MNNMIAnwIAIImaInMateveugnssy Taeidenltinaia 1SSR deldlnsiwessmau 6 via liun (AGS)C,
(CAG)5, (GACA), (GTG)5, UBC809 wax UBC891 nutilndiedminanannsodanseifiduevendon L. theobromae
IF1uanuau 55 wau Jefliefiduduaufiunndnsii (%polymorphic band) sy 76.39% (Table 5) Tagwuiilng
wedhld polymorphic band 11n&n fia (AG8) C winfu 100.00% Tuvauedilngiues (GTG) 5§ polymorphic band
Aupnsadosfigawintu 41.67% Falesifudvosoufidueiiunni dsmademuulsunuvesisissdumeiugnssu

(h) wazdayavas Shannon’s () FaduAivsueniis3unamnumalnnalenI@in mianiziazas fauansly Table 6

Table 6 Frequency of bands and alleles, and estimated population diversity for binary data using GenAlEx software

version 6.5

Pop n Na' Ne? ¥ h* uh’ %Polymorphic loci
(AG8)C 12 2.00 1.55 0.48 0.32 0.34 100.00
(CAG)5 10 1.66 1.47 0.41 0.27 0.28 83.33
(GACA)4 8 1.33 1.41 0.35 0.24 0.25 66.67
(GTG)5 5 0.83 1.21 0.21 0.13 0.14 41.67
UBC809 11 1.83 1.35 0.36 0.23 0.24 91.67
UBC891 9 1.50 1.36 0.34 0.22 0.23 75.00

Mean 9.16 1.52 1.39 0.36 0.23 0.25 76.39

'Na = No. of different alleles.

*Ne = No. of effective alleles = 1/(p* + ).
’I = Shannon’s information index = -1"[p  Ln (p) + q " Ln (g)].
*h = Diversity = 1 - (p° + ).

°uh = Unbiased diversity = (N/(N-1)) " h.

Lﬁaa%’NLmuiml,mi:umemmﬁmﬁuﬁ‘mﬁi’wmmﬁﬁuﬁqﬂﬁmawﬁymw L. theobromae ¥4 20 lelaiay nuindl
AnduvszAnsauimiiou (similarity coefficient reached) Wiy 0.3485 wazwlangadesild 5 nau Tasfl nquii 1
Usznounay 13 lalaian laun DCHU106, DCHU601, DCHAG16, DCHA106, DCHA901, DCHA221, DCHA1806, DCHA1805,
DCHA1105, DTRAA07, DTRA211, DCHA506 wagDCHU204 drungudt 2 &1 1 loleian léud DCHU1802 ngudl 3 4 1 lelw
tav fun DCHU1804 nguit 4 &1 1 lolwian 1fun DTRA12 a¢f waznaudl 5 4 4 leleian éun DTRA706, DTRA203,
DCHU1203 wag DCHA1703 Tagfidn bootstrap sidn iy 65% wazgegawinfiu 74% (Figure 5) ileAnsizsinnnudusiug
syisfiufidomanimansvondon fiverds dnvasmedugine lalad sufe dafes) wuihdoyadenalid
Auduusiuwsognsla

Tnevhluudmuuanseveatendnanintufvanmueden nudtadelunsdostonlussiuionfoing
SufnAuiuuys (varation) Fuld (Mohali et al, 2005) Turzienunsuuingulage1devayadsnis single primer
amplification Ineimaila ISSR wudn similarity coefficient reached ilenen (r=0.3485) dsmnefiadesiundnuidu i
AImanevateyainmiideuineh aenadesiunenuvatsatuivhnsiingiaamainaneeignsy Laswyin

W93 L. theobromae Tuwfazfiog19Useanns danunainrateniadininnnglusiaffneutien wariinndlndlAseiuluy



U s 51 atufl 1: 107-123 (2566)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2023.9. 120

wiazleleanvesUszannsdogeiithuldifnu Madnwaemeduguineuarnsiesesiauulsusunsiugnisudie
N8I Xie et al. (2016) IFFnwIArImaINTaeN19Tanmeedo L. theobromae fiusnldainmiau (Morus
alba) wazthuasusenl (Agave sisalana) #eis ISSR uaz RAPD wuivismsviaedlinaiiaenadosfufoanunsontangu
\dom L. theobromae $1uau 23 lelwian oenidu 5 ndu fid1 r=0.746 MnnsAnwdnuasnadugineilasmaldsnido

VR3S PDA nudnflianuvainvatgvesdnuaglalall udidednszrianuulsusiumeiugnssunulifianuduiusiu

v v
]

usnanlgamudniiuiimanfienans uazANTULTIINISAnlsavendosusasnguty Tuflauduiustu udedadla
uenantaiferes Sathya et al. (2017) ldAnwiAnusaInvatenIsiugnssvendos L. theobromae Mienldann
pImsRaesiunzshdluignivung Ussmedude Tnsnnnisinwdnvasmedugiuine nuindesia 16 loluan 4
Anuvannuansvesdnuarlalall dausdideaenen Yaniathomns Weaufauduldvnussulusuiamioms eglsf
paluudlelslavmunisadhsdiuaseiusudimsiiadeatemadssdodios 5 fu uidoynsieseinnuvainuais
M mEmAdla ISSR NuUaLnsanULeseentdi 2 nay Tmaﬁmjuﬁ 1 Usenaunie 15 bolaan tawn LT, LT2,
LT13, LT14 LT10, LT12, LT15, LT16, LT3, LT8, LT9, LT11, LT4, LT5 uazLT6 @aunguil 2 &1 1 lolewan laun LT7 Galaid

ANUFITUSIUNsnyedugInen vseanmgimans
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Figure 5 UPGMA dendrogram of twenty L. theobromae isolates based on PCR-ISSR analysis (r=0.3485)

%
[

dnsulutsumalyedy dnsfinwanusainuansresdes L. theobromae Aaudnatios swideilddnmiann
omsinuiuiaieu Saderwiadannsoviliaalsanaitundouldroudiaguuss ednlsfmumsundszuiavoadeil
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G

kanmsTuuniteslasendednuasnaduginenasimedeendiluena amnsosuundesit 20 leluamdu
L. theobromae anmsfnwanuduiussenitiailndifos wuihmsldteyatnedlelnduiim ms anusousnidon
L. theobromae 88nN¥RABY WU L. parva wae L. pseudotheobromae fifnananiasiuwiiu 82% fanunususiuves
intraspecific il 0.00 - 0.78% \ewWIeuiflousudos L. theobromae lutwwiindu q anmisimszianudiiusues
091 L. theobromae Tufiwwiindu q fudesiusnldanndeulumuided wuindesdidwhaeySeudarilnddai
doriielinlsntunzaiag uewdn oxlannla ugazne wasiansa NMTIATIERANUMA TR UTNTTUMIEImNATIA
SPAR Taeldf ISSR-PCR anunsndanguidios L. theobromae fiusnldannGeu senithu 5 ngu Tnelainuenudonlesszwin
fuiifmanimansveaton fivendy Snvusmedngiuine wardnvarlelail sdfedtliduihmsgninidideas
safunardailnddatumetusnssuluwasgnyiSeududesiimsfinsanlvisouasy iesnnfimmandudufivends
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