dURFO1_BC
BC. CN. 1996. YN4018

dURF02_BC
_BC. CN. 2005. 05YNRL17sg

1] [l .. _IL‘J.. _

) BC CN. 2005. 05YNRL203g

b

N —_ L

I I
N ‘ N .
l-ld-_ Jl.‘ 4].1,-. .‘-.(,- ‘ lL- = i . ! J J I.Lﬂ..u e ra——— . = jlllJ".In o | k. - I | L
dURF03_BC dURF04_BC
BC. CN. 2007. 07CNYN338 BC. CN. 2009. 09YNLC10sg

‘ Rade 144 \,Ir[-

N JI ..l

BC. CN. 2009

il

e A

-

_,1 aLn _J_ &._'

T T T T T

SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S3. Bootscan analyses of seven dominant URFs (dURFs) defined in this study. The dURF

implies that there are two URFs sharing identical same mosaic patterns. See Figure 1 for other details.
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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S3.
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