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2004 £ 2 A, BREETEEINTWA 45T, K
EROEHEEE, EROBRRK, REOFHEOEKRES]
FRITHESEEL, EFLRIINLDFELVEMNK
HED/NT 7)) THMEY, ‘Candidatus Phlomobacter
fragariae’ DBRFEIZ L > THIERZI I NBZExBHLH»
2L, 4 F TEFBEIR & % L7 (Tanaka et al., 2006) o
FIFTENAPOBALLRETH S THREIEL, EA
TREMESEIIASEDOHLRILE Bbh b, ‘Ca P.
fragariae’ [ ERBBICL o THEANZ N, BEMBAICEFE
T 570, BREAMEY VX ERBILZERIZE
HTHHEEZOLN, RFOBRELFEEMNICILATH
i, BYFEDOAF IEEICFAN 2 HEE252 5 LdfE
Hehb, 22T, ABTEFRDOINE TOWIIE
TAMEREOMELBANTHE LB, ENIZBITS
BERREHREL, SBOBEIIOVWTHLLZLEL
72\,

I N7F)T7HREBED

INT 7)) THEWEY (Bacteria—like organism, BLO)
L, BEDRESTEFN IV —T BT 2 MEDEY
ETHDOTELR,BEENIAVOLATVLHETSH S,
—MLRBAL LT, AZTETHEMERE T [BEY
WM & HIRTT & 25, I DFERS L VO THIET
Ewn] BELRLICAVWONEZ L H DD, EMHE
FICHWS N ABEICIE, REMEREFEE (BEMk
NTHIETE &) O/ER - BRROEEMEY 2 18
To BN, BoREAL L THONEY v T
TRr7IVT, RADKEMERDRNVNXT 2 LN
NS T B, EYREEAL LTI, #iflds\idk
HEERT, —MRE L5 TIIEEIARTRE»IEE ICH
e BERMAEY (SEEEMEZAY (fastidious prokary-
ote)) DFCHIKEER AT AMAEMBICHLL, hE
THONTVELDIRTRTRHIZE > THANSH D,

Occurrence of Strawberry Marginal Chlorosis Caused by
‘Candidatus Phlomobacter fragariae’ in Japan. By Minoru Tanaka

(F—7—F N7 7) THMED (BLO), 15T, FEHKBKE
)

YRR BLO & LTI, EFE, HHHEBTERETA &
By, KENORAPERINTVEA X FV T
— =V RO IREAR ‘Candidatus Liberibacter asiaticus’
%, ERRBEED T ¥ ¥F7 XFE= peach phony 3% D
BAR, Xyllela fastidiosa %z EDSE LIS NTWBA, »
FTHhOBLO IZL 2REDBBFHHENKE L, Hiksd®
HERZ ehs, ERMICOEELMBEICR-> TV,
LB, NTTIVTHBMEWIY Yy FTHRBEY
(Rickettsia—like organisms, RLO) RT3 hB & d
H5bo

II Marginal chlorosis of strawberry O
RELHE

4 F TEFBHAIE, #H Tl marginal chlorosis of
strawberry (LA F SMC) & LTS5 T3, 1993 £
|Z Plant Disease 35T 7 J ¥ A2 BT B AR EFHE &
NTLUSE, chFETIZ75 Y ALUSNOE - #HISIZBITA
BEEHXE LTERICHES A TH R WY, ARS Y
Tid 84 £12 SMC 2B L 7R ERT 1 F ITHEMN
BELTWA I LR, EBREERST—45—~N—2 kI
JRE BLO 4 # ) 7ALVEERS 8RO 16S rRNA 35 AL
FINBHFEINRTVWE I e, 77 ABLOEHEER
CHHLTWAZ EHHEIRL,

TIVALBIFBAFIHEL, OVANVRT)—1L
SNIHGERELO—RMEL-b02HKkE LTE
ICHAEERSICEBL, EXOKICH TREEERD
WERET S, O AOEKER (0C) REBHIZEEL
EEE (b RVEE) ICBEL, —&NICEBREDR
ErORELENFBSN, Z0%1 ~3EMEELR
Jh, EViol-fkRICEo TS, WHEERE L REE
EEGIIHENICEL T, BOEBREIIRERER
BETHONE 7T v ALBEEHO T T — VRS HIBTITD
NTBY, REOAEIIBEERETELT L LBEIIEE
%75V AMEBDT 7 —XMF R EDNFLEEST
Wb,

1988 45, TN HDA F THIEHIBIZB W THRRMS
NTVBREL I B2 2FBOFREISRBE L.
ORI, HAEEBSETIZTAIA»HEA, BAIKC
BRECEAMIREEH, RICEORMOFELL TV
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E60% 125 (2006 4F)

CHRBPBESND, BORLIZEOE,I ST Y, &
29, FLLBELTLAEIBEED 1/1013 &
WS R, 181~ 2mm OBEE % EGBRERK
(marginal chlorosis) # 2L, #IRIZ% B Z L %W,
BRICBEVHEBTR 7 02 A0EL, &FNICERR
THEFD, Tz, TOLIRHEYMEIT U F—FBELUTH
B O FRRNEARG L7 REAERE TR, BuEs
SHBBM L EGRRERVBEEINL LR D, 20
TR TOEIIDS D, FIIEEICHERTHE SRR
W25k, EESNLREINSL, &FF, F6EF, K&
b ELHEL, BWRAIHBMHEEIZE 2V DTD
272, 1990 EDFRAETIZ, SMC DFs4 L7- 38 DL
EBESTHEE S T\wW/-59 8, #5109 75 1 FEK
DISRIERPBOON, REEERFIIBVTIITF
BLTH20% DBEHREERL, PICIZI0%BEHER S
BRYARFE OB b FF7E L7 (Nourwisseau et al., 1993) o

Il ‘Candidatus Phlomobacter fragariae’

DAPI 12 & 5 HHMBEE B L UBHEYH 0BE
BEEFREMEBRSZICLY, SMCICBHE LA FIT
&, BEERRRECNS T TREMEDPFEL TV A S
EHFHL IS N7z (Nourrisseau et al., 1993), Zreik et
al. (1998) %, #E BLO ® 16S ') -KV' — 4 RNA #{E
F (16S rDNA) DIEEEFIZREL, FTFREREE
BB ORERD?S, HBFEOMEN L L T el
‘Candidatus Phlomobacter fragariae’ (¥ 5EfE% 133 |H%
THEA, #HEKD Candidatus Dk\Z0—< R TR T
BN—=NVillkoTwb) L% L7z, 16S rDNA s #E
FIOMEREMTD &, ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ 1, 7 F ABEM
? y —proteobacteria OB EEICE L, EEET)
PEEHMOBENTIE, L ORBOTREEME (5
REIZL o THEFICLETIE 2\ VI ERBRICH 5 4
HW) & LTasND Arsenophonus BHITHE & B D &4
BtEZR L7 7o, RE SNAERET & 23S
h72774<—+v b Frad/Fra5 2 & ) ‘Ca. P. fraga-
riae’ & BIREY 2 5 PCRIEIZ X o THIH T 2 B A58
FEENT: (Zrek et al, 1998), LA L, BBl LS 12
‘Ca. P. fragariae’ @ 16S rDNA (3 B D Z k3LEME &
FEFIHRAENE L, BABHOEROLOIZ, Bty
SEREL-RHEH S Frad/Fra5 # F\vT ‘Ca. P. fragari-
ae’ DM A B L, HAME D 16S rDNA AR &
NTBBELRTI LS, BREPSLORMICITEL
TWirdoliz, #ZT, ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ % BEH 5 4%
RWICREB T A7012, $H22 spoT B1EF (ppGpp
(F77vv4) V) HBRBEERET) BEEF s 0—

ZyrEN, ZOEERFICESVTERIT SN TSI A
~—+t v b Pir1/Pfrd I\ TPCR 24T\, &5
PCRE# % RFLP 73 5 2 L TEHBEDORE A T
% o7 (Foissac et al., 2000) . =45 DBIZFZHTHEL
MzRHCHENEREORE, TORENS I5ED
FAERT, £S5 %< ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ HEHRBET T
v 7 v ARD Civius wagneri |2 o THANSH B L
PHOLPE R o7, $-REAEBHBICBVTIE, £F
WATEA~5R) LBE~DHROZOoOOKIHIZHEER
BEL, AFITOBREFELTOIAREOE NI L
HHIBH L 7: (Daner et al., 2003) .

IV BEY 3RS

Marginal chlorosis of strawberry D #5425 3 %
DI1YLE, ALT7 7Y ADORET IV T—= 2375 T,
TR A4S BETE (the syndrome “basses
richesses” of sugar beet, Ll F SBR) #5|X#2 = 4575
EVFEELz, FEUIMREIC R > THA, BEHTIIE
FEOEILRPTHEDEEMLER, BTHTCIIHEERNELE
PEL, REOEEEVRINIET T2, BENLEE
bKREC, 1992 £1213 1,000 ha DA EI2h 7 5 BB TIL
ADSERT BT L TH o7, Ganneau et al. (2001) i
SBR 78 stolbur phytoplasma DEHTH| X Sh, b
20 Y AR D Pentastividius ROBHRIZE o THASH
BT EXBHLMIILZ, LHL, SBROEKREZRLAZ
H*5 b phytoplasma 25#iH E e WIS HEET 5 2
td 6, BLO 28U MOREAROEE R L 2
5, 774 75 A<D SBR KL, ‘Ca. P. fra-
gariae’ @ 16S rDNA#HAE 75 4 < —+ v b Frad/Fra5
ZHV/-PCRTHMERIEA/RL, EFEMBEHETY
EFERBIEME D BLO DFELELHR SN2 & h 5, Ca
P. fragariae’ L F— b L IFEHFICERZREEZELZONS
BLO IZB B L TV B T EMRENTZ, & 512 SBR DR
& BLO % Pentastiridius BEBIZ L > THASN BT &
WL L R 57245 (GatiNeau et al., 2002), SBR O
JEHAF TIRET B0 E ) » (F7213205H) 1200w
TRAHATH Y 5% O EDERIFE-ND,

BLIRIRVZ L1, SEEICH - T SMC DER S SBR
L FBRIZ, A F TIT stolbur phytoplasma ASE%$ 5 =
ETHERISNDZEDPHAL DL R o72h, FHgERE
12& B BLO G L 77 4 M 75 A BIEDBINIIBD
THETS B, ME LA F THREHIBIZRBE L 25 b,
H DA ERIE TIIRFRED % { 57 stolbur phytoplasma
BEIZLDBODTHY, RELERSTILHI ‘Ca. P.
fragariae’ DG L B DHTTE A ETH o7 (Daner
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et al., 2003), Z® & 9 12 ‘Ca. Phlomobacter’ & ? BLO
& BHEE, WIS A TG IO RY T &k
CTTI7AMTTIAVIHEBEAWNICHELTEBY, 20
WET7ANTIATE 774 VT I A<D RRE
LT, FEAEBIOLZVWE Y Y AR ORKICE ST
BEASIN TSI L, HARZERIEE 20 L
A, TIHEDFEEERE M S OB D 5 ] Bl
bHHI0, SHBOENICBITALBLOHEE 774 M7
FARFEOBEIZONWTHHETLLEDNDH 5,

V BERICHT 51 FIEFRERROEE

2004 £ 2 H, BRETHEE SN TV, F T I0Hhe
ROFEMA, EROBEk, REOHHEOMEIRET] &
RITHENFELL (ORQO). ThHDIERIET 7
A N7 T A=Y L 7R O — R0 7 fER IS HH ML L T
BY, F7, ‘Ca P.fragariae’ JEH1Z L 5 SMC DIk &
HIZIT—FL T, BREORICOVWTIE, $EE
BIEDOPITR~FREBZH TV B RE RO
URTER»TH o7z, BIA T TOREROBHEY A %
RS L, BRAIE T CBIZ L2 2 A, fMhihicH
%220 ~ 260 nm, & 1.5,m Ll Lo BLO #iD1AE
BROLND (OEO), 774 M7 I AvIEEiEEs
Niotze 774 79 X<B L ‘Ca. P. fragariae’
IZDWT PCRIC & 28 & BEHh o T2 U Tk 72
EZAH, FIHA T THED L FERIYIC ‘Ca. P. fragariae’
? 16S rDNA B X U spoT BIZ T3t S 7z s (K-
1), 774 b 75 X<? 16S rDNA 134 il S e
2720 TNHDFERD LARFEL ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ DI
RIZEDHIRETHLI LWL NERD, HHELT
[BERERE | PIRE S N7z 1 ZITFMHIC T IR A1
TRELBIZBWTY, A F TIZFEED SMC ERKET 2
LIRENFEELTBY, BIERAEL FF RN
PCRIC L At A7z & ARG ERL, ‘Ca. P.
fragariae’ D EAATRERR S 72, 2004 45, 05 4F (ALl
MERTTA F IERRmEEEREERE L L 2
B, MEF EEBLED LB (HEOD) 02 5HfE
THEENRD LN, FEAERBITEMGEMED 0.1%,
05T LbBLY, W, THLOM» BLU L
4 BFETHAEDBDO SN, FAEFIL0.08% TH -7 (H
15, 2006)

2N 5 DI BLO [ O MBI FR R kil 2 B & 20127
572912, Daner et al. (2004) OTFEIHE- T, HiEE
B &L TR EERR 2DV T 16S rDNA OFEFERLH % 3,
HTzo ThbBH, ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ ® 16S rDNA # 5
k5 PCRH® 75 4 ~— Frad/Fra5 & 41§

A': Frad/Fra5
M D1 D2D3 H M

B: Pfrl/Pfrd
M D1 D2D3 H M

900 bp

-1 ‘Candidatus Phlomobacter fragariae’ ® PCR |2 X
B it
A 1 16S rDNA, B : spoT&{F. BtEat#l (D1~
D3) Tid, #550bp (A) 3 XU 900bp (B) ®
DNA H3 R I HE S b 2%, fEastE (H) T
B S e o,

16S -IDNA D L= /)N—=H )V 7 7 4 v — {d1/rpl % v,
{d1/Fra4 3 X U° Fra5/rpl Ofila&hH+8TPCR #4179 =
EIZE Y 16SIDNA D &R /N~ L, HEWICEHT S
WAz b O 2/ DNAKWRH 2 HIEL CZhEho
DNAWiR 25 ALV 7 N =7 VAT 52 L TEREDI
HEBCH) 2 e L7ze 2 DfGR, BIRSHivk & T35 Btk
@ 16S rDNA 5 IERLANIE 100% — 3 L CTHEFEES R 7 — 4
—N=2A DT J v APE ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ 7 EikETH 5
LG2001 #k & (3 99.7% O —FHZ % 7R L 720 it ® Daner
et al. (2004) O#HIZX 5 L, ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ @ 16S
(DNA X% iz a ¥ —d ), 3 C—BICET
DA O ER, v bbbty 28 M
(sequence heterogeneiety) 75l HN 5L TWwWh, DO F
D, =¥ —R—ZZEHF SN T 5D LG2001 Froi ik
Feyix, ##dH 5 16SrDNA I ¥ —D—2 L@ X 4w,
TALI Ny =42 A& o TES N AR HER DR
SERCHNE, SEIERCHN B M 2 /R E RIS DWW TE S
MCHE SN TEB Y, Daver et al. (2004) A¥Hid LTw»
DEFD s O~ v 5H5 507 LG2001 #RD I > L4 A
V=T VAL DORERE ) RKEER, EERIBL
KL, ZoOMIERSIE 100% 3K L, HAESEER -
LG2001 %3 —DRILICET 5 & E X b, —,
U CHER T — 5 —N=—2A LIZEHFENL TV
SBR OJFJE BLO %2, 4 % V) 7ALWHEOER A F T2
¥9 % ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ 7-#ibk (8 BERk) OIS
Eld, 97 ~98% D —FHRIZE L), HARSHERKIE
CNOHDHGHRE IETREDZKTH DL I LATRE S
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Nize 72, 45 TEDSHFHKRTIE, SEEKREO
16S rDNA B EEF O FE M IZFEF ITH Y (99.0 ~
99.9%) bDD, ETOLHEIROLNE DI LT,
AASEKRTIE, EBBIUTEIEKREZED, B0
R 2 ME TRE L -GEBEOERERSIETXTHE—T
b0, HREIFOLNTVRV, TRADLDERE,S,
BARIZBIT B 1 F TEZBFHR T, W79 5 LG2001
LA—DRFEDRENM S P ORBTRAL, ZORHK
DADVEHTREL TVAHRETH 2 TREIE NI L
BREE NI,

b W I

TFERIIBIT LM F ITEGBEROBERRIE, 77
YADRELEERB BT S SMC ORERIL LS
EREMRBIIKRELRENFH D, COREE, 75T
B AVAICEEBE LB TOENRRICE S Ca
P. fragariae’ DEHAE L TVBEDIZH LT, FEHET
DREFRIZ, BF 5 CEEIZ ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ (ZEG: L 72
HOINYARTHERLLCEEY, BHEEONTYZART
BEMBRICEAEHRIFTEL TRV O LHEETE
5o BIRRIIBITBRAEDS, BHREOKRES S Bk
EEOHRE S OWICBON TV A TREMI BN L
Fhhol, 250, TEERLFRE TCIRFOELR
BEZL TV R WIERESEV. —HT, BICEEXER
DEFFEGE 4 HFEIZB VT ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ DEYHHE
REINTVBE I L, s, ERNOMUITIHEERIHL

LTBY, BEARBEREANALTELEAF T (HHWVIEHHE
TBE) »oEEAF I ‘Ca P. fragariae’ DM T
WA EIFEEVEY, 75 Y ATSMC ##AHL TV
% Cixius wagneri \(ZEIPIZIIAAHA L T wizd, BAR
THELZIEORBICE > THENMSIATHI LEIZLR
5o EEMICIEL ST A LYY U ARORR, BI2IE
v v H (Pentastiridius apicalis) HDENRBERD
BHEAICH, EEEPEL LT, T4bbH
DBHEZIZOEANBRIZL B ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ DR’
AL ZHIEAERL, BENLEEIBKT LI LI
BEND, FFRO MU EDILKREZHIET 27201241,
—HbEL, BRICBITAEEREBORILL T 5,
BIUHEARRELHFEL, GRELXHEHTLIZ L
BEThb, TDI=DHIZ, BIEKA ZREHOHR % B
L, BHRROBVZ LTV AHIBEERETH L LB, &
) BhEAY 2 IR D S ‘Ca. P. fragariae’ # R TE 55
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