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MWLM BROREX, T DL - LRI 21T
IIZXTHEHETHY, AERBEZHIRT 25 280 T
b, TOZMW - AEEBOTEETHZ I LWL T
b3,

FRE O - FEE, ECHRHROBEEfEEE LT
ThhTETWLEH, FFEVMENTFEE AV AEER
W, BRI SRR E TTRTDRT — I
) RY—LADNAXRI I FY 7 DNAFOHEIAR
TI#IERE LTITO bDOTH S, IFEDHTFEMFMNF
EOFFEICLD, 1980 FREF» S D LS % DNA
A HAOIRIE RBRKTIThitia® (Bukkows and Prky,
1988), 1990 Ffi12d, FEMEHE 7 v —7 % FAni-EE
i (Cuacox et al., 1993) =, HEFEHONICHME T %
AR 7 % K #I2 IE 3 % PCR (Polymerase Chain
Reaction) &% MW zREIEE (Harws et al., 1990) 5358
Fah, R 1FCI»S TEZRENTFEE R > TE
120

PCR % AV REFEIC DO W T, HIBREERZRFRE
OB HDOER % KL 72 PCR-RFLP (PCR-HIBRE#
FHTHRZR]) & (Peweks 1993 ; Orui,
1996 ; K%H, 1997 ; Okui and  Mizukuso, 1999) =0 f&E
(species) WZFrRMIFERETI» SFRL 7T v —
ZRWFEEE (Wiuavson et al., 1997 ; Uknara et al.,
1998 a, b) &, RO AENBERINT VS

SERENTEA YV TR 7 v A F K Fo—7%FwizqE
E ik, Sama et al. (1989) »BAFE L 7c Ak & @A L2
bOTHY, EF-RABELE (Ima et al, 1993;
Eoraanx et al, 1994) iZBWLTHELNTWL3FMTTH
%, COFER, F4urArTrilbomrlovst )
IX7VvAFRFo—T %7 oy b L, EIHEMED
DNA # PCR¥ETHEBL TNA TV I E—va vz
T2V /NN—ZANy b 7Oy INATVIAE— 3
YEHEELMHEN TS, Livesous et al. (1998) &, &ik

and  Hawuws,

Identification of Plant Nematodes with Oligonucleotide
Probes. By Taketo Ugnara

(F=—7—F . 2% vLrFay,
A7V A ¥—y 3, FAE)

YN—=Z Ry P 7Ty ko

12 X BRI A AR B oW E

) 24 29} i &

g = & A
EHYIFHEIERE (Oomycetes, JREM) (A L T BAIF
BHEREBTCH L, KT, REBZEFLIBAL AL OB
FEE &Y, MR 2 BBE S L1 7L e F
2% (Pratylenchus), i THORELFEELF Y 37
PLrerFayRiFirsbrerFav et i@
DATHVvryFay DR eI B TR S
(Uknara et al., 1999),

I URY—4u DNA & 70—7EIDER

BROSTEVENRIECBVT LMoY / 4
DEID~—21Z, ViKY — 2L DNA (rDNA) O Inter-
nal Transcribed Spacer Region (ITS) FAEMH %,
ITSHEB I3 18S £ 58S, 585 &28S Y KV — A4
RNA (rRNA) #fzFoficiksncs b, 18S, 5.8
SBLV28S rRNABIEFD I — FHEL, EEEL
THIR%OEHEE TH 20w L, ITS ML,
AR ICE A, A—ERNICsL CBRERS <,
RHEIC B L TIAHRIESME RS TH 5, TOZ,
IR RN ZERRIINR L2 a2 2 LS LIEET
Hb, 2, tDNAWY /L EWXHEL Do —DBFE
L, 1EHOHHE, hinsd PCREIBABESICT %,
fhOEBEYIC B W T, rDNA BEOEERTIO 7
— Y BRBBOMERL AL S Wb 28 EF~—»
—LLTHEYIRORH D THY, ZOMEBIIHRRDH
o TMOBEROEEGFRMCLEAENAL TV 3
(Kacevama, 1997 72 )0

O E, MAROEEZEBZ THEZ rRNAEET
DIFERINE DIFRIL e 2 =N —H L 75 (v — THR
L, %0 PCRBIREYTO ITS fE % Hil Rz R AL
L7 RFLP Y —> i &0, 2O 337 2> F 27
(Meloidogyne) (%% +a7x>F 2 (M. hapla) &
M. chitwoodi (AARIWIZER L)) BFHTE 3 &
W ZENREEIN TS (Ziwstra et al., 1995), &
12, YA MY F 2y (Grobodera, Helerodera s &)
WKBBWTYH, 2D XS5 7%rDNA D PCR-RFLP ¥ &
DHANTTRERTH 2 LIRESINTED (Auen et al.,
1997), HERWZBL TS v A EY ALY F a2
(G. rostochiensis) ¥ & U Heterodera I@ 4 & D & 5l »3
TRETH B LG &N Tw b (K48, 1997), & 51,
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Z DD PCR-RFLP&ET7TEOA S vy Fa v
DB AT EE T H B (Orui, 1996 ; Orut and Mizukuso,
1999)c TN BHIZDWTI, FFEESIB 7SO (K
8, 1999) EHE¥TITERWIIEER WY,

EEOMREZECRAFEX 7L evF2vDTHE
(A2 T7YverFav (P penetrans), I+ I 37
YLy Fav (P coffeae), 7 VIATHLEYFa
v (P. vulnus)y Fr327HverF a2y (P loosi),
JaAX¥V ATy verFav (P crenatus), €Oy
2 7YverFay (P zeae), A F v TNVATH L
> Fav (P brachyurus) W 2WT, rDNA DEH
BF 2 REL, HEEETWY, TEOA TS v Ly Fay
ZRNZTNIFRRRLES 2 RWiZ Lz,

PCRIZFEL T, VRawD 18S 77 4 ¥ — (Vrav
et al, 1992) EAFY A vV F a2y (H avenae) D
5.8S YV RV — A RNA BEEFOIEEAS] (Ferris et al,,

R-1 FAVITX7Vv4FFFo—7DEEET

RN BERT

P. penetrans 5-GTG TCC GCC CTG AGG GGT

P. coffeae 5-ATG CGC ACA TTG GCA TTC AGC
P. vulnus 5-ACC AAA TGC CAT CTG CAT AT
P. loosi 5-CAG TCA GCT AGC TGC TGG AT
P. brachyurus 5-CGT GCT GCA AAT GAG GAT GA
P. crenatus 5-TGC GGA AAC GCA TCG TGA GTG
P. zeae 5-CAA GCG CGC TTC CAA TGC AG
_j_v

v747avro—1 5-TTG ATT ACG TCCCTGCCCTTT

+)IxILAFFTu—-7
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1994) ®HIZMEH L /275 4 ~— (Uenara et al, 1998
b) AL, 2L T, ITS1#EE (18SrDNA &
5.8 STDNA L OfDER5) %2 &LE45 % PCRIEEL,
FOEMESIAI R Zu—=v Ly —2 TV R %
Tole ZORR, 18S®5.85DY KV —4 RNA#E
TEFE2a3— N7 2881, BECBLTHREIRES
nTwiz, ITS1 BB ORI EV, R
BursouwldBB» TREVWHERAE2SRLL, LaL,
ITS 1 B DEEATIZ, ALETH-ThbTFHTR
brBEVLHD, lHOBRRTH->TH, ZNITS1
RO —HTHEREDOBVBRSN, 22T, &
ARRBWTRESAh TS LEBbh3EERTI LY, 7
BOA TV ey Fa v ZTNThIRENRL Y TR
VA F K7 o—7OmYIEBRL 2 (R-1),

O Yx—2RFybTay bna7Y 54
- 3 VEOKE

YN—ZFy NTay bNATVF4E—y 3 vEL
2, —EDONAT) T4 -3 rT, %< DOEERT
DERR, WEMERETELEMTH S, TDHED
BIRG 2 3-1 12" L7,

1 BERENFVIRILFFFOTTFa4Y 5L

AT D

DNA#%F 4 0vAY 7o vREET 27 DIC—E
UEOREBHBEEN, 0bpBEDOLF YV TX 7 vt
FRCRBECEETER VY, 22T, A VITX71vF
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F N2 dTTP 2HEEMML, —EORSICTEIL
THAQU AV TIVRAVITRI7vAF R u—-7"%
BET 5, $%bb5, 50 4l DEIGHE (100 mM sodium
cacodylate, 25 mM Tris-HCl: pH 7.6, 1 mM CoCls,,
0.2mM DTT, 4 mM dTTP, 0.5 U/xl terminal deoxy-
nucleotidyl transferase) iZ 100 pmol @ %Y T X 7 v
AF R EMZ, 37°C, 2HFHRGE®%, ZLTC, 7=
/=N 7uaRV LB ETY, 1Y —VHEL,
W EERE, 20 D TENY 7 7 — BT 5, R
W, AR TR TTAV 7 Licd) TR
JvAF R To—-TREET S, 7u—7%70C, 557
MAMELERSE, KETREL, Lyl 2277
Y ERZARy LR, 34O UVESICED, 74
Oy A7 a—-7%70R) 7 EEE, ID
ISR LTERL e X7 T ik, RIABMRERETH
D, A%, YV Xo—-Er R TuEETRISERET
ERATE 3,

2 #H8 DNA QRS PCR #IBEH

8D DNA 2H7 - T 2175358, »2 T3z 0
HIZHELDFHNEBERL TWicds, PCREEZAWVWSZ
& THE®D DNA » & Z DT AIEE & %2 5 72, BRI,
1 EOBRE» S, HELRABEICLIDE SN DNA %
AwT, BEREDE PCR EVIMBEON S v #HE
B EN TS (CastacNoNe-Ssereno et al., 1995), Z 4L
I3EKtE LTEMT %2 DNA OME, 2D, 527
B RNASORMYID > ¥ 3 32— 3>, AT
5DNADHA R ERPCRETIIHEVEELRS
BWILIZHBERSH S, 2OHEE, 7, 1EHOR
REREBEBMETICBWTY >0 B EEBERCAEE
&% &t 15 1l D worm lysis buffer (50 mM KCl, 10
mM Tris-HCl: pH 8.0, 2.5mM MgCls, 60 zg/m!
proteinase K, 0.459% NP 40, 0.45% Tween 20, and
0.019% gelatin) FTYIHTL, 65°CT 1 RRREIRIG 21TV,
ZD®E VRV EXRBEFRTHLTuTAF—FY K%
KEI R DD CTULENELI:bDEZDE
EHR DNA LT3, ZOHEE, ELRIE - FRERME
bE»NIERD THEL DNARBAEZE L WZ 5,

Riz, TODNA 288 & LT PCR %A T1E#H -
BIRT 2bIFTh S, ZHICIE, EK» S KEHERIGITT
F (RD) % AVSNTE D, RIOEMICIHER
BLETHD, MOBPHEBER2ET 3, &k, FER
FHEY CHEEERT 5 FEsBEAREEIATYL
3, EEOMRECIEH, F¥TFxy s => DIG: v
Ya e FATT I ATA I R) THEREHR L T»5,

PCR % fl\> 7z DNA DO#E#%d, 25 ¢l O RIGE (10

mM Tris-HCl1: pH 8.0, 1.5 mM MgCl,, 50 mM KCl,
200 M dATP,dGTP,dCTP, and 100 «M dTTP, 50 «
M DIG-11-dUTP, 0.2 mM primer set, 1 unit Taq &~ Y
27—+, 5ul 58 DNABRK) %, 95°C7 0, Zz0
%, BEMISCHBH: 7=—) >/ 60°C15H : &
RIRIG 72°C 2 53/ % 40 ¥ 4 7 VATV, BREBOMERKRE
27T S. 2D &> L TDIGAZ#L 72 DNA %,
THO—AFNVERKEBLF v 277 %, DIG #ID
RO EZDRFREIIRELS LD, THO—ATXLVE
[UEKETES W DIGEHR S W »ERTE 5, DIGE
Mani:DNA I3, BHETKZOEINATVIAE
—vavicHw3,

3 NTYFLE—a iR

T7AYV YT LT o—T2BRE LAY T IV %
NATYVFAL¥—y 3 VBBR (5x SSC, 0.1% sodium
laurylsarcosine, 0.029% SDS, 1% bloking regent: O
Ya AT T/ ATA7R) KBL, 1K 52°CTT
VNATYVIALE—y 3 RfTolco RIZ, N TVS
A E—ya VBERIZHS» CHEEGT 10 SRHEAE LXK
LIZE W7o % DIG #Z# DNA 2 5~10 /N X T, 4
B 52°CTNA 7TV S A ¥ —v 3 v 2{To e Z DI,
NATVIALE—y 3 DORELFELS52°CIBNWT,
Te¥I (2x SSC, 0.1% SDS) TH4MET22HEDE%
BE{T-o7,

Y7 F VOB, DIGETZ VAV 7+ R 7 7%
—PREBEMDIG G ERIGE ¥, ZLTT7AA) 7 4
A778—EOEARNBETIREORHVWRENAEATS
32CSPDER AW FERLITLA2HREPNBT &
BCIP AWK RAI L IRHEEAVE I LN TE
3, ZITR, BEZORMBOTELFERI L 2RHD
FIE%5AT 2, £9, 2> 7 7> %buffer]l (0.1M
Maleic acid, 0.15 M NaCl: pH 7.5) ®T 1 5EFE1b
L, buffer 2 (19 bloking reagent in buffer 1) T 30 %
Ml7oy o7 %75, TOBRTVAV I ARAT7 78—
YA DIG PUAER (buffer 212 150 mU/m!l 1272 3
IR EHR) T FEREEITY, BV buffer 1
TLLAoE2E® T 5, 2 O, buffer 3 (10 mM
Tris-HCl: pH 9.5, 0.1 M NaCl, 50 mM MgCl.) T2
Sl ¢, REBRGEEER (buffer 312 NBT
% 0.33mg/m/, BCIP # 0.17mg/m! DEEICk % &
SVERE) TRAORIGET . vy 7 F Rt Ehiz 2o
¥, TE buffer TRIG%2EILEE 5,

FEATHVECF 2 EHRALLSE, 537
Vv Fa VRN O — 7 L &BRICHED Fu—7
(R¥F47avrra—n) OMBRZOAY 7 F L1575
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fit 3 R A

#717#vt>+;7j
TFIATFLEY FaY &
INIATHFLEYFa
FrATHLELFaY
INAFyTNATH Ly Fa
JaAF¥YRTHL LY FaY

Q3L A THLEYFay

M-2 UN—XFy 70y bnATI)VIAE
i & AR > 7 Lo
Fuo—-7DME | FIx T Fay, 2!
SIS F Ay, 3OS ATYH LY
Fav, 4 Fy T Ly Fay, 518 )y
IR TH ey Fay, 60 /aF) AT L EY
Fav, TIE¥QIASHRIYLEYF 2y, 8. kil

M=

Sh, RKICHOBRIZOVTY, ZOBBAERETS
lewDFa—7ERI T 473 b o —LICOBHRIG
L, 7O 7Y v v F 2y SRS HNTTRETH -
7z (K-2),

5 b Y I

ZOAFEFIEDONA TNV IA ¥ =23 > TEHLOM
HOMAERETE LA FATYS, SN T
DA TH LY F27WDOVLTDARTH-H, ik,
fAl+fEEL OBFEHRRIC TN TR 2 70— 7% 1
WOF A a2y 7 v ZEEL, Bg»snixns
a8 b OFEARD DNA #—FIER L, 1 7Y 54
=2 ar®iTH 2T, —EEERLOBRAERE
T&2 LW h2nhEEbH 2, BN LIZHEKIE,

PCR A L 2REEDIZAD—H % EF 1-:DHTH
3%, PCRIES%, EEFEMICH TR oL
fifchdn, GELEGCTFREELBELE Ly,
DNA iz B b Dk L1, 5%, HhOEEFE
WHER RN, &S EE CRE L REHTIREIC L 5 >
bLhu,

o, SFEVFNSE - REEE,
BN 2 b0TiREL, LA, BEICL 258
RIEHEDEMS ZFEEENICTE2HDTHY, FHHERE
C LML T, DNAEERY % L OBEFHERIZ, 5
BIDODRIEDEZE L > T THAHBI EFZ T
%,
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