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WA 2/~ =B (Tephritidae) 12 1%, 500 /& 4,500
By oRHRSHI SN (Havoy and Foore, 1989 7z &),
AL HYIMRIE LORERERE SN2 LDO0SHEE
N, THH6DERBEDS {13, I T TR it
WHHRER LI EBHIONTEY, IBFEXBVLTY,
NI A, AV F L, TOT N ETHRLERA - EBED
FHIBHE N T3 (Bakcas and Nisuma, 1985 ; Drew
and Hancock, 1994 ; Tanak, 1998), HERTYH, 200
KB TFAMERLE T EMARED D SHEIZ I N
IEMRHENTB D (08, 1998), EBRNEREMOR
OO, FEELR I NTHORE LRE, FhcHE
DLBEAHIESTAIR e 5T b,

LoLzenss, I BEIICIZAEZEHNSELIL 2
EREO I N—TNLEHEENTEBY, /o X AEHD
BRSSO TOEL b Db S iz, BOHENCRE
DRELIBEN DR RV, &5 HEMBRIEDOBST
13, RIENKEE DR ENREBENE LS
Ve, —H, INZIRRHETR, BV VL EOSE
RAZDHDDOFHEESO>VTHIEHE LTS
(Driw, 1989) Zh & TIK% < ORIER L RER AL
WEINTBY, 2N ZThOEIFRIEY 55588
HRCEBFSNTELREND 2L, HEBHEICED
HEMIROHL & 2 RBL T3,

INSOEREEBRT 57012, DNA VRV TOE
REFM L EORR R RHEEN 2 EOMRNRAA Sh
Twb, RETIEIDNA KB 2EANEREZREL, B
BB E R T 20 D~—h—E LTHIAYT 23
bbb, 5DE 5, EMRIEOCBSCHRATE S b
DIEMSNTWVWEY, ERMLERIHRLICERINT
Wb, LUTIC, 205 OFROME L &SR L 28BN
T3,
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Molecular diagnostics of fruit flies (Diptera, Tephritidae).
By Masahiko Murajt and Shigehito NAKAIIARA
(F—T—F . 2.z, SFFOH, 5 FREMNT, BNLS

OB TR L, Eeke s Vv—7HEOR
HEAREHE T 2RV ERE N TS, 2D LD W
7813, PCR KV * 5 — ¥EFEKIE) %12 & 3 DNA
OB EA— by —7 ¥ — 12 & BIERMIIFA L DD
HEMbIC & - T, B2 20 ERERIc, SdcETL
Twb, LaLzss, DNA O THLERELIEEE
BOFHEIL, DNASEBIC > TRE R b0,
HrOXR &7 2 3 FRECEORPAICIG U 72 8Y) % DNA
L T TRV LEND 2,

PCR THIE& 115 DNA 1&, RIEWEMAY % PCR 7
TAT—W Lo THRES NS, TNIF20~30EBEDE
W& DNA T, —f#icid, ¥iE¥ %5 DNA ORIRDE
KGN\t 5 2 EEE#MAT 5, PCR77 4<% —
DYERIC 32 IR A2 LB LT 508 (48, 1997),
i MR R R ER T 2 I DL CHEM OB W ERD
5 %EA TIER T HiE, DNABROBON T WL
75 bDNAZBIBTE % Z 5% (Snon et al.,
1994), ZhoZAVRE, B2 LBOBRRYI*ES
WCRETE 5,

INTHOSFRFEBTICHVONTEKDNA &L
TiE, ¥D28S rRNA#EF (rDNA), ZVv3—2X6
Y v EslikFEBEFR (G6PDH) #f5FDx sy ¥ (7
3/ EEECHIE I — KT 5E45), T Fa> FY 7 DNA
(mtDNA) OF r 70 —LF F¥ ¥ —¥H7T2=vy |
IIi#f=F (COID, 16 S rDNA, 16S rDNA &8 & U 12
STDNA # 8T DNAW R R EnH %, LrL, ¥
DR TIE, NRE %5580 & T3 5 DNA fRiEss
HTFLLBEEL TR EIREZT, BoniBR M
BRI b & D RS & OFR—BHS, HAMTRIEI &
3 b OPREROMEFICHEEH D 2 DR L Lz vfl
bdH b,

LERE B EL VD 7N — 7RO f#T @ L 7
DNA Ml & LT, G6 PDHMEFOT 7 Y v HWHEEH
XNTW3B, Soro-Apames (1994) S, V> T I NI
HrhLeTaenRRE2 AV ®RITT, XEERT
13, EEEEOEVIRETE RV, B, B8l UH
% EORSEITICE L Lo FEREEE b O L E2TRL
TWwb, EH 5D Bactrocera B Wi TH,
BHEOBFRCELEEYORVWERSESATVLS (R
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———— B. {sunconis
> B. hyalina
B. kandiensis = ™
@ :: B. umbrosa ©:7 ? ’/.){ 7 F B Apol Firm
— B. sculellata ®:7 ? 7.)( ¥ b €O Asel iy
> O > B. ishigakiensis ®:7 ? ’/,)( ¥ b A D Apol KR
B. calophylli @: 777 %>k CO TspEI i
’ ®: 777 A+ BOD Asel il
: B. expandens ) ) ®: 777 A2 DD Mspl Wik
B. diospyri
B. depressa
. correcla
> (D —— B. zonala
V> @ —— B. jarvisi
—— B. occipitalis
—— B. cucumis
® ——— B. cm'uipwmi:\'
F————> B. frauenfeldi
o ® [:: B. ncolufmw'alis
B. (ryoni
B. cucurbilae
*® : B. lau
——> B. psidi
L——» @ > B. carambolae

———> B. musae

—— B. dorsalis

> B. papayae
> B. philippinensis
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-1 I +avFY7DNA 77722 b®DPCR-RFLP & & % Bactrocera & 3 X T BD R Eik

¥, 2000),

Swirn and Busn (1997) &, mtDNA @ COIl @ 3
Be5 %= LI T, ) > I I NZBOERHHE TRV
WML H B L RRL TS, LrL, ZORKT
1, EEEROBRIEEWEBEE R LIz, BROE
BoERWINV—7EIOBRIZIEL S HETE Lo,

mtDNA @ 16 S rDNA IZ D W» T, Ho-Yrox Hax
SOBFRIC L D, FEEIIRIL G 3 /8 2B D W CRERD
FHE s Tv:5 (Hax and McPukrox, 2000 72 &), Lt
WHIE O LNV OSEX S ORISR 7 v — 7 EREFRO
T THO N TV 553, DNA FOEEMBONI LD
w ERFFEN ETO ECORER bIEfEsnTws, &
Fo5DIT->7:16S rDNA £ 12S rDNA O A 25
#11,400 | ExF D mtDNA BT 712 & % Bactrocera JE D
RIS CIE, 77— BTEO# Wb S 3, MM
BLUEEEOFEVWERBE STV S (Muran  and
Nakanaka, 2001)o LU, Bactrocera, Gymnodacus ¥
& U Paratridacus 7 E DBBOX 5B L T, 88
THRIC L B2 EROMERER L 1E R 28 H% <, o
DNA B 2 AW %2 AT 22T, 2hos

HXAOBWE2RFT T2 FETCH B, HEDELZ 3,
INZFDOS TR, B2 OFFFEH I L > THERI
ZITbhTEh, BITCEL - DNA 2 S+ 5
AERBOATHERL, 513, BREARL DNA KK
DAFRERED, HLOMREOEESRARTH
%,

oD« F 2 8

M TO DNA BHAETIDE VL%, I N OFHIPR
FICHAT s HEE L TR, HEERRNZDOSDEHFHARL
ZEDIED, BRIKIC L BNV 87— DEnEL
THRHT 2 A R FEMAVShTWE, —fiZ, Zh
SOABERFEERT -y HcBEbs§, R—0HLES
B2 o ARHGER TE 28T, fEROAFRCHZWERT
BiEEHz w3, LT, FEOBFEs»S, 2T
AT L RIARIC, PCR THEIRE S 17z DNA O—# %
RAusHENLCHVSORTWS, Th6iE, B TH
#ODNA %, NIRCEHENGELREIC E THIETE 22
B, BRED I —E8, LR D 2 »IdRIABKE <
NIFEEEE WL ETICEA T E 235803% 0\,
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b B4 F ki RAPD-PCR&ETH 5, 2D Jjik
T3, EEOEREBYE b -7z 10~15 HEREOEG W
PCR 774 ~—% 1 EALZIHEH T2, FEEOEW
T TDNAKIEEITY 2 & ¢, BREMIL->TS
BONY Ko 58 RNy Ry — Ui Eh
%o INITIE, FFa2T0hA INZREDYHERAT —
I OFAN ATFH3H B (Sonvico et al. 1996), =D
HiEE, PCR7 74 ~—%F0iir 5 LT, R
BEHEMOERERETE 2550 H 5 (Sase. et al.
1996)s UL, WROMBMEERERT 2121, Hoh
Coif#ic PCR 774 ~— %R L T LEX D
%o

PCR-RFLP &% F|H L 7:#lE L Ti3, rDNA O R~
—Y—fEEE WIS D B, TOFETIE, HIREE
FTHMHEL /- PCR #908 DNA OFBXEKEIC L B/v 0 K
Y — RPN D, HIREEFIL DNA POREDE VIR
HMT %L DNA 29613 % b DT, FRERIBOLOE
HIZB I 2MEMZEIE DNAKRF ORI PHDENEL T
BHE NS, ArustronG et al. (1997) &, 4 FEEDHIR
BREAVWLIET, =2—Y—F Y FADRAHGKR
FHENBEHL DI NZFOFBANCHEIIL T3,

HHOMEIZ D\ T DNA OBRERTINHS »Thh
i, 2ot s, B2 RHIREER ORI M
DFANCH FATTRE L BEH R HEE T& %, DDB] (HA
DNA 7—% /x> 7)) ZOEEMNYL DNA HERRT O 7
— I R—AIWZIE, BEZ TCXHEEGEBZ5 I NHD
HERTNBHFEATEY, ZhoDBHMIIERA TS
%, B-11%, PCR-RFLP Z & % Bactrocera I& O 5>
HEORAR T, 5FRGEMENTICH 72 mtDNA OiF
fe% (Muran and Nakanara, 2001) 2 E»n S8 K88
—VEBELER LI DTHS, ZITIEH1,400 3
EXNOBERRNOME OO IOV, LELES %
PCR UV Ry -V 2P{RZ LT, ZhZThOE
ZIEREAL T AR ESRTWS (R - B,
2001)o 2D & > LFEAEOTT & 1k B BRI E, 1~
g —%v NEBELUT, T—FIXR—ZAD6AFT NI,
E2 OMEEDEHICHbE L FEIIT VY Y TE B,
72, BIOREIZ OV TH /212 DNA HEETIHE S
BECh, Tho LHRENT 2L T, FHCH LY
Al AEREHMET 220 TE D,

m BEAZEORE

INTRIEHOKNE BB E L CARR MRBOTEA
DHIF SN D, BATOMBE R ER IR ZRIR
MZRHBRE T ENIE, ZD &5 BT D720 OEHER)

v—A—tLTHMTE 2, INETRRFENLHOD
£ LT, RAPD-PCR, 7Vva—LFE Ry +—+¥
BEZETFR7 7 F v #if T, G6PDHEETFREDA >
fay (73 /FECSI% 32— FLEWwESS), mtDNA
@D PCR-RFLP, ¥14270+%75 54 h DNADSR L &
MNbH b,

Gasearicn et al. (1997) 1%, tHFRD 100 L EO@EAKRE
% fllvs7: mtDNA @ PCR-RFLP f##7C, 7 X U &~
DFF 27 H4 INZORABRIZ DWW TOFEMLRE %
T-> Tvw3, He and Havaee (1999) 2 & % G 6 PDH
DA > rarEROREORNT T, AV 7+0=7
NDFF a2 AA4A INZORARELTTTT<7DA
EMEDE L Z EAVREN T W B,

JA4—v A RINITR, 942704554 b
DNA %AW/ RO BE TR DT HAHED 5 h T
% (Kinneak et al., 1998), 20 DNA TRREEEREED
RTINS HRB L TE Y, ZORBHEIZELY
MAERBR SN, 2hoDERIE, BREMC L -
TPCREMZFDSDDY A XDEWE L TRE TS
%, Yuetal (20000 OFfELBFATIX, A —A b5
D7 OIEEEE, W oDV —TInEERE 2
&, WEER TG AR CEFN A ERSDH S 2 L
EHEmER STV B,

HOTCHAME L /INERERIAML Tz s>
TN, IBEFERDbR BZRMBEORER, 1985 FIT5T
LIBSE» SIRME Nz, LaL, WBEOAKER
ETIX, TOBROBAERAE BN, BFEOLI K
ShvaAINTERShS ININEREATWS (£
B, 1998 ; /ME)Il, 2000 ; 2001), 25X, #EHDS
MRELLDBDEEZSNDEH, ZOREFRPERZ EIZ
HomThy, EHESOmMDNADA+T Y v F Y —
Y 3 v %M/ PCR-RFLP i Tk, AXKBPHES
T+ 7y 78I EAOBENHERK X, GERA YNy
FREDERET ST, HI74VE DD EIZKEL
Rz, FREAOBGEHLSEEVEL CBLIE
BEMNTMoTVSE (FIES, 2000 2001 b), i
FEKEORE & O L BB LETH S,

IV $A aInRIBHORE

RE7 o7 mL, BRTOEYRIELOEES L
— 7T, SR L 2FASREEL DI a3
NxfERNH B, OB, YEEOABHISNT
VW23, Drew and Hancock (1994) 7z ¥ OFfESC# 0
R, SHTRE 28 z2@08R80603 L3k -
T2o INSRRAEVSHELIBENS L, FEHHLLED
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TR TR WD, EYBRIEOBIS TR I A>3 I
IfEFE LTRYk-> T3, Ll, K7V—7TH
EERLENTVE LD I A>3 INTIE»OHRIIC
TEY, BMELREDL DI, BETORESEEL
Vi,

EESOTEEREE MBI T, B. occipitalis,
B. carambolae ¥ & U B. kandiensis DRIEZBESH TH
55, TH>a3INI, B philippinensis B X U B.
papayae T mtDNA @ PCR-RFLP /8% — > »33ki ¢
BEfRS LI LIERHEh Twa (RS, 2000 © A&
5, RER), Z D% A, B. occipitalis & B.
philippinensis 12 7 4 V) € >, B. carambolae £ B.
papayae B HIZA Y R AV TR ECHHET B0, H
e RE L -EOFAICIZFEZ RV DD, SHnE
By 2 RF I MR EAIER L 7 & Bbh B Hhigis
SOY > 7VORIEIZNHETDH 5,

I3 IANZEROEOHAICEE 2 REI LT
2ENELT, LIFUITERE#SHEL ShT&l,
B ORIERIS T, Bl o 2 @EoF R ES
Y EGSEEShTHEL, FIZIEI ATzt
B. papayae, B. papayae & B. philippinensis 8 £ U B.
carambolae 72 E DEI T, HERHETTEHCKER
RHENEL S (Yone, 1995 Iwaizomi et al., 1997), #HE#H
S OEFSMEREEE 2 AT TIE, #B—0ffiETh b
BHS, mtDNA &40 DNA TRE--BICRT 518
HEgG % b OBENDH L I EBHL M ER > TS, F
728 DNA DA > b o i 3EEOBICHXT 2 L b
NAEEITNBZACTFET 2580850, BETOR
HEeBEEHHABZICL > TELLbDEEZSND
(RB& S, 2000), Zh S DHERITBFHCOMEMZIHE %L
WoTBHDTHY, FEMlaBNEERET 22T, B
TOBORMEDZLUEERIATE L LFEZ T3,

¥ b Y (c

SNIRBERTIE, BAEBOBES—HEER L 2R
AT 5, DHEZEOMBRICBVT, A2 OWEEHEE
ET 52 TOEOBEEREIE ULLKET T 5 2 & i3
BBENEIpo Tz, TR L, DNA OEREATIL,
EfEHI% DNA 7 — 9 R— A BHFEIn L0, iR
OWHFEHENA > —2y N EBULTEHRXAFTE,
BER B HR L AR T 2 2 b3 T& 5, St
SIELDRBICOVWTT - BERsNLZ LICLD,

I THORFEROLERHFH I N B 121 TR <,
IR E T 2 L I T h R T & L EMR O BE & B
L, R&RECRAEEL EORBPBIbCEN % RIE
T5EBbhb, &5, AL 7 —% 1%, PCR-RFLP
W& 2EOFAPEEZORFKICHFATE, EYRE
PEHPRFEMOUBICAE CERT 2D EEZ SN
%,
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