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http://www.agnic.ora/mta/2004.html

No |Date

1 [8/14 American Society of Agrjicultt
I nternational Meeting

2 |8/2-7 Society of Wine Educat or s 2

3 [8/39 2nd I nternational Conf elr ence
Classification

4 |8/5-9 Aquacul ture Europe 200%

5 [8/5 45t h Annual George A. Moung
Management Conference

6 |8/8-12 15th I nternational Conflerenc

7 8/8-13 22nd I nternational Uni oln of
Organizations (1l UFRO) Worl d

8 /8/8-13 50th I nternational Conglr ess
Technology (I CoMST)

9 8/8-12 XXlI11 Nordic Hydrol ogi c¢lal Co
Resources Management

10 |8/16-24 14t h Stockholm Water Sylmposi
Management : Regi onal Aplproac
Security

11 |8/18-21 Il nternati onal Symposiunm On H
Extension and Training

12 |8/20-24 18th I nternational Congjress

13 |8/22-27 13th Worl dEGQveamwmnmiemtand Pr ot
Congress

14 |8/25-28 XXI1I International Conference on Polyphenols

15 8/29-9/3 From Biophysics to Mol ecul ar

Research of Photosyster
Post - Genomic Er a

V|||,
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Fact
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16 |8/31-9/2 12th I nternational Conf
17 ]9/6-10 8th I BRA I nternational
18 9/6-10 14t h Australian Weeds (
Bal ancing Peopl e, Pl ane
19 ]9/9-12 Phyt oremedi ati on: Envir
20 9/12-15 Hori zons i1 ncéds v2QbdckGe&te edi
Therapeutic I nnovations
21 ]9/12-15 2nd National Conference
Habitat Restoration
22 |9/12-16 I nternational Conferenc
Forests
23 |9/12-17 5th I nternational
24 19/13-17 Eco Engineering - The U
Sl ope Stability
25 |9/15-17 Giensat
Ifremer — Brest www.ifremer.fr
26 9/19-23 13th I nternational Conf
Speci es
27 |9/22-24 Bordeaux Aquaculture
Palais des congrés www.bordeaux-expo.com/
aquaculture.htm
28 9/26-10/1 4t h I nternational Crop
29 9/27-10/1 I nternational Conferenc
Environments
30 |10/4-6 Environment abhlyyAppl endt
31 |10/4-7 Agriculture Congress: I
Agriculture
32 |10/6-8 Food Factory 2004: Food
33 |10/7-8 Poultry Protein and Fat
34 |10/18-21 I nternational Symposi ur
35 |10/18-22 12t h Austral asian Remot
Association Conference.
Remote Sensing and Phot
Expl oration and Natur al

Reso



anges
osyst

ester

36 |10/19-20 6th I nternational Sympolsi um
Poll ution and Gl obal Ch
Pl ant Production and Ec

37 |10/19-23 Society of American For

38 |10/23-27 National Frozen and Refrigerated Foods Convention
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|CRISAT-Pantancheru (BtCrylAb)
(Pigeonpes)

http://www.new-agri.co.uk/04-1/newsbr.html#nb3

http://www.new-agri.co.uk/04-1/newsbr .html#nb3




C (Flowering Locus C, FLC)
DNA
FLC

http://genetech.csiro.au/research/crops fruit pastures/floweringGene short.htm
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Herald (Glasgow, Scotland) , 2 ed , p6 , Monday , January 13, 2003



(45 pmole/m? per )

Foodinfo Online FSTA Reports 19 November 2003
http://www.f oodsciencecentral .com/library.html#ifis/12666
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http://www.denmark.dk/servlet/page? pageid=80& dad=portal 30& schema=PORTAL30& _f
siteid=175& _fid=95414& page id=4& feditor=0&folder.p_show_id=95414
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http://genetech.csiro.au/research/environment/mouse_final_doc_short.htm



http://www.newsci enti st.com/news/news.j sp?id=ns99994236



Milton Schiffenbauer

[ ] (White Tea Extract, WTE)
Schiffenbauer
Penicillum
chrysogenum  Saccharomyces cerevisiae Penicillium

spores  Saccharomyces cerevisiae yeast
1 (Stash and Templar )
2. Aim, Aquafresh, Colgate, Crest  Orgjel
3. Penicillum chrysogenum
Saccharomyces cerevisiae

http://www.eurekal ert.org/bysubject/agriculture.php /



PAihEFRRELFILF 2%

DESEU TS T I L ER A S W NN ENCIE N T AT
CESSE SR E FX IS ST S AR T RIS R ER IR RS & &
Wh LA E G ME L VERAE R A EREEES L R R &

Tod AR REFRFERFPFENEDO) R 5 p AT et o T HR & Brop g A2 7
BE o A PR AL BI LT A0 2 hT R o ST TR BET
BERE o EOKF A IR T DIFHMIF LAY F AT AL ERFNAEA

Wi pinf RAEFAEIRFEFIRFFLEEFL Y o

BAPHAF LA LERT 244
http://www.fis-net.co.jp/hotnews/actual new.asp?jkbn=jp

B & & J&:http://www.fis-net.co.jp/hotnews/actual new.asp?jkbn=jp
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5 G chik ek

@7 (0-3 % BEDS B A BTRACT P ED SRR R 03 T A0 B
¥ lﬁl;e o ¥4 %%?}‘mﬁ B 2 (Dr. Jing Kang)4g = 3 B IR > ¥ 2 0-6 *5%
FABE Tt % @3 % ek sk F(fat- 1) A B ) Rk Fle s 0 F Al v RAER A4 g
®-3 ¥; 97‘7;’_‘& cF B E A - BB FIRFEL A 2okt o TR A Rt

ERBHZAND odopt - R WG FNALRE X R AFFG B ORE > Fa 0)3"’
575 B A u;;z Me B AAp o d gtz His :\:B'_?:ﬁ.:}?—jm& o kit MK\Mﬁ;ﬁ
B - BB AE A AR ZEEARE AN o P E RHR S AR R SR g
F -3 %y ﬂ?‘vﬁ_‘r;“’fiiﬁfﬁq‘it’ ]4tmér+n’m A R RERFEGIF S PARAER
EFR2 - BBEEATARRY LPEIFTRF B 15 0 L e 2 P54

2 S B b MR o /%Tl:ﬁ 2T - HRERLEEFRRER N2 ANEEX § 7 AW R

LR QA MY % FE Sehay £ 4
http://www.newscientist.com/news/news.jsp?id=ns99994644
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90%
75%

Marine Protected Area, MPA

1% 0.5%
1990
1997 "
" Troubled Waters: A call for action 2020 20
MAP
(1) 12% 71% 99.5%
1% MPA 0.5%
(stocks) 90% 75%
2002

WSSD 2012 MPA representative network
national network 2010

2015



(2
2003
12% 400 MPAs

20~30% MPAs
3 2013 "ethic of caring”
MPA
IUCN 1962 Sedttle WPC
CBD
COP COP7 2004 2

2003 9 8 17
~ Plenary Benefits beyond Boundaries
Symposia 1 Benefitsto people 2 Managing with change 3 Communities
and parks 4 Working at scale

1 Durban Accord
MPA
2. MPA high sea
3.
MPA

4, MPA 2012
MPA

5.

MPA MPA
resilience MPA MPA

GAP

6. MPAs MPA

NGO MPA



1 EEZ 60%
high sea seamount 1000m

deep coral reef continental slope canyons
cold seeps anchialine hydrothermal vent Antarctic
water Large Marine Ecosystem, LMEs 25 1979

2.MPA
LMEs

"no-take” "multiple use” areas
coral triangle

3. World Heritage Marine Program  World Heritage Marine site  Managers

Network and Partnership 750 30~40
4, MPA 20
LEMs 93 400 MPAs 54
5%
UN CDB
5. GAP

Protected Areas Learning Network

6. indigenous and local communities



(resilience)
15 gl obal

reservoir Tasmani a Ri se

95 2000
40 100 2002
100 3-4 300 2001
75 0. 2 0.5
OECD 13 90
EEZ
3D

pirate fishleWWes
UNCLOS, 108

UNF SA, Fi shery Stock Agreement FAO Comp
RFMO, Regi onal Fisheries
Organization
2002 Al 57/ 41
2003 Al 58/ 2.19
Moratori um
TAC total all owabl e catch MAC maxi mum a
1. 200317- 19 Cairns
Wor kshop on the Governance of Hioggh Seas B
Gaps
gap 2.3 28025-29
Oregon 10'Deep- Sea

Bi ol ogy Symposium Statement of Concern



3. 2003 9-912 Erl angen 2

|l nternational Symposium on Deep Sea Coral s
Statement of Concern
4. 2003 8920 5"World Park

Congress

5. 2003 12 1-5 Queenst own Dee® 03e a
2003

FAO OECD APEC | UCN WWF

MA P
MA P

2005 10 23-27



GLosal ExcLusive Econosic ZoMe (EEZ) anD FisHerRy ZoNE (FL) cLaMS are widespraad,
but 609 of the world ocean still falls in largely unregulated “high seas™ areas.

EEZ Fz 60
hi gh sea



High Seas

Ocean territory. under threat

WULNERASLE HABITAIS AND
RIDLCHGICAL COMMUNITIES OF THE
HELE SEAS

Taamauia
Hlydesibwrmal venin
[ T e
Mhevpari lrembics
Trarsticumdary Guh dilks
Seabink
Suhmanes canpirs
Cidid e arwl jiichmarks
Ahpsd plabes

IMPACG 1

AUSTRALIA 2005

International Mar i|1l.';f|"|1.|[1'l:tl.'[| Areas Congress

1 be held in Geel@ngg®ustalia 73

R Raria L Ly s ® uce

2005 10 23-27



B EERLARE (Acari) 4382 g2

Application of Genetic Markersfor the Phylogenetic of Acari

2 BAAHEAFHE 3 (TsenHua)
Er—i?fiji R A X;H;L‘*'-} 2 &% (HuiYilee)
FE RSP hemEE E2 4 (WenBinYeh)

LR 4

AR B ET 0 5 S R IR A T L E R ehik gy 0 e d YRR & A
KRR AR S A PR A B B d e i aE o 14 iE B4R (genetic markers) i * 3t
LHEE K ALE > MV BT RAFEGM A TV EF NS BRI A Y o B R
L 2 i 42k 4ot 12 pE4E DNA (ribosomal DNA, rDNA )~ > 4t %% DNA ( mitochondrial
DNA, mtDNA) ~ i s DNA (microsatellite DNA ) ~ "4 2 % £ % &3] (restriction
fragment length polymorphism, RFLP)~ & #4533 p¥ % % i 3| (direct amplification of length
polymorphism, DALP) ~ #3 # &~ & & % 354+ (amplified fragment length polymorphism,
AFLP)~ £ #3453 DNA 7 £ % 2544 (random amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD ) ~ % =
7 F1ps (alozymes) -

[ B ~ g

Ee e

Application of genetic markers on study of acarology can identify the phylogenetic
relationship of different populations of mites and ticks. The vast diversity of mites makes

them particularly suitable for these kinds of stuides. The genetic methods used to study these



organisms include ribosomal DNA, mitochondrial DNA, microsatellites, restriction fragment
length polymorphism (RFLP), direct amplification of length polymorphism (DALP),
amplified fragment length polymorphism (AFLP), random amplified polymorphic DNA
(RAPD), and allozymes.

Key words. Genetic markers ~ Acari ~ Phylogenetics

fl* & fam 38 (molecular markers) 1% 5 A sgikdy » BFF 5 AL F A 2
oo 4eih & po (Ixodida) & & 4% (Psoroptidae) » #5544 (Tetranychoidea) » ks
.4 (Eriophyoidea) 4 £ 4% # ( Phytoseiidae) {- Varroa % 2. # 7 ¢ 7 i 4% = % (Robert,
2002) o & 1 HEsa e 45 30 Fobiph 0 BB SR AT oA R 0 T UG dReniR R
A% RE PR R AR AT BN R A i eh2 T AR A PR IRA G A A
Vo BRSL R AATNEE > LV RN - AT AR AR o 28 DNA G A#
1 DNA %7 7 B4 5 B B 14538 (genetic markers) il @ {R3&e ] * 7 & 4 £b 5] 73R
A0 5 At S e R E T PFE o TV A AR TR TR AL
Fowie b 2 BGERE fh o et ANi%LE 2 B @R E 32 0 P pE4 DNA (ribosomal DNA,
rDNA )~ 4248 DNA ( mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA )~ #c# % DNA ( microsatellite DNA ) ~
'LHIpEE &% A (restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP) ~ & 934 % % %
i 3] (direct amplification of length polymorphism, DALP )~ 43 £ & & % 4|1+ (amplified
fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) ~ £ #4538 DNA £ % 2512 (random amplified
polymorphic DNA, RAPD ) fr% = F]s (alozymes) % o

TR R BRERE Y TR A NE p A T IR A & o



* TGS x B2 R BRI

w2 BRgE
- ~DNA & 7|

DNA A7le S 4 4 t B hi 832 » RhHTL BN %53 A2 3o 5E
AWML R RS T EY DNA BAHZ R A4 > bldo ! BIAASHE ~F % Uik~
i F] A 47 0 F * A F1F 12SrDNA ~ 16SrDNA 2 18SrDNA % | it fasfpl v
Fh BT FA T K A Fl R ARBN hk B AT 5. ND1~6~ COl ~ COIl % %
R enITSL 2 ITS2 % o
1. 2§ pEsE DNA

P2 PEEMDNA N4 P AT EY Edihs b RAEE C FES C RERE
FREEoRE,ZIE - BELRFOIE o AFMPIPEFEFmE LTS
100~500 i IDNA #5458 = € 47 2 7 & or3) hDNA 4 £ 48 > iF SR ) 5 B H =
w43 1 d 185rRNA ~ 5.8STRNA {r 28SrRNA = 44 % fh crp: BERE A& FR #T e & - A&
T AT B LN B4R 1 (ITSL, internd transcribed spacer 10 % 18S - 5.8S 2 #]2.
&) 4v 2 (ITS2, internal transcribed spacer 2 > % 5.854- 28S A Fl2. fF ) ¢t = B A F1 £ 45
@R > & H = rDNA 2 B2 o B 4-7 % (external transcribed spacer, ETS) i 4% -
M A58~ B4 e rDNA 4F &£ %8 > & - 4F &£ # 2 B 24845 & £ (intergenic nontranscribed
spacer segment, IGS)4p&-IDNA f 2 2 3 H =2 jgit @& 572 24k 2 ¢ 4% (18S-
585+28S) z jf it Ffh o ® A Sz AR EREBEIHE A A EER
B OETS~ITS~IGS it F e PR ER 5T HAAF L E L efp bl & o Fpt
FAY B RT 2 ST ARG o PCRAGH % R s 2w B 4ol ETS
ITSL~ ITS2 ~ IGS * (FHLi b g2 22 & 4 o

*w o

2. #5458 DNA

EpA e e S0 DNA 53Rk (5 — 5 chshk ihda) $ 16 kb %5 i
ivig Fpi - (MDNA A Flle i St 4 DNA 3 5~10 8 ) > i @7 3 4 A 5]
T B RERE A FRERAP G REHAR B H oA
Fet 2 @ N EREH PRA e S RET > 0T R A PR E P
AL 3T B 2P & 5 221 tRNAs 2 B rRNAsS~ 13 i mMRNAS > i & g f¥

% ND2 (NADH %t 4 fi¥% 5 4 11)~COL (‘m® ¢ % § it % &y 1)~ CO2~ ATP~C3 -



N3+ ND5 - ND4 ~ ND6 ~ Cytb ~ ND1 -~ 16S~ 12S 2 A+T % - MIDNA 7 i B & Fjn e
Fo o P BEHR IDNA 5 > 3 X ERE AT EERE A E > mDNA 7~ L - 4pE F * 2
F @Rk Y fs R (conserved) sk Fl o FlF HEF RSN 0 4P LK AT
PR RGN R EN B A EE R o

A g B T2 16SIDNA A Tl s g § B @ A LG SR hF 1F A R
H = o

PR ERER S

AN RESE LA PR 2 (- ) B A2 a4 5 & (polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) #£/v2 (= ) *T4|fx % ¥ £ % 314 45 (1980 # Botstein % 4 #74% 1)) :
v e 22 4 % (restricition endonuclease) #f5 PCR # 15 11 2 # % DNA 5 g {7
FE et ¥ iR F] 2 DNA £ R B (DNA B2 72 e U7 g 7 By £ 8
o aliserd 42 DNA PERERZEEF 240k ) SEBMTALHERN S E46
DNA 2 BRI {7 v B FZ 80 l%]???ﬁi‘é L4 % % B2 (PCR-RFLP profile) -
RFLP A 473t fhp 87 v e & B v Bjirita 47 o E* f § PR IFIN 2242+
PR RS RS R R BRI T P SRS 0 4od $o) #8 (biotype) o B oW A p-
BET VR FREREFBERYF BB ? SR DNA o pERE ) =
AT ka TR 2 EEE 7 2 RFLP A 47 o

= ~ #&fF: DNA
p 1981 # Miesfeld % + p A g FIE ¢ 5 S g 7 picfrk DNA » 1982 # Hamada
%5 TLEES T A 8 558G (AT-dO)N chdk b A 5] > 1984 J Tauts @ 0 e 8B 70
%> 1989 & Litt v Luty #3437 A sgA Flieikiwms: B> T @A D N T A 50k
Wk DNA> g Ry~ 3 H45 4 8 £47 A 7] (dmple sequence repeat, SSR)
ifv? @ € 4f 5 7 (short tandem repeat, STR) - #ici# s DNA & dq & Fli2 DNA ¢ | 3%
100bp Hff H ¢ @ P HREAF AT A- BhGF W ERAF AT eDEHAI] 0 @
227 6BkkAEA > 4o(CAN> (GATAN E > HE B d 45 H ~ e P dicn kil o
ik DNA % 2 AT % iT >+ F W2 F Rk E DNA 7 3 p 5 5 2 fods
FPOEPRF IR 2FE PR - ARV FEER L e ERFBRR o J 0 iklE
5 DNA ¥ b5 a3t d e A% DNA ¢ > @ H30 a0 33 @8 gy g ¢ B30 (3% ehif

* oo



Mk DNA eh- BEERFB AT FRDE A FICBS G (- BiliFs cme
FHIBECAT KA TR RS )

HehEh A e R ERtEa T T A (1) LB mEA 3 @4 F Rl
Lo AR ODNA 2 gqe (2) 7 B 3 @ Bkie 5 X7 P FRRIT S g @
LR L SR B R LRl TR L R R I IR LS T B
T R R ATIRR A f AT AE L H G B R 7 4 T
ST eEd g E T PR E A S @R e

T~ ERBHER AN

ERBHER FBLAE Y LB PCR3IF 3 A4 5 i3, DNA Bl3# PCR % -
PLEF A EDERT o TR FIR R Y o & - AThPNT 2 AR L fasE il
BiA R R e 20 B (1) R AR (detectionstep) @ * B o
515 (arbitrary primers) *t PCR#3# 2 2 % x4 (53 AT ABH#H ) @B & 41452
%) 20 i base & - iz B PCR#% 2 T L 5 AP—PCR:(Z)%'riﬁiiiaﬁ,ﬁ?(characterization step):
d M13 313 (5-GTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC-3' ) £ 43 {5 » £ E #&d A drenis 4 & 2
% (Desmaraisetal., 1998) -

I BHPBRER N

1993 & Zabeau % & & “r#t ) c— B A7 DNA 4 50 2 45 $ojiv; AFLP e gk & g2 3
EHA T U] P B (7 POR S AL bty » Flt 7 12 PCR F s & A dehA 5
ot ok LR PCR Atz T s d 0 R MR T 0 d 0 AFLP
P RFLP R 32 X 2 o “hv—F'l- ERY, l?ﬁhjﬁj‘;‘z% e i [ Bl R FI R B R

VR BT B TR - FRRA ], B T BT PCR KR ® sl

4y

’

PCR-AFLP ¢ & # 28 & © (1) fEfs% * 2 (doubledigestion) : F * #-2 ¥]2 DNA
A FEILIE R 72 2] (digestion) s B R B (2) 4 2 44 (ligation of
adapters) : fAtr IR P B 2 A sh E Ao RS 0 1 IF S B R 5 PCRY
el DNA (HE#+ 518 § Baorig » v l3ip 4 b - A7)0 Flut 4 § 24 )
4] B B4 ARdR ) 5 (3) PCR # 72 (PCR amplification) (2% ): » 5 % - &t PCR F J&
~ % 7 (pre-amplification) : 2k & {5 7DNA § (EHIE » * a5 2 300> L % PR



Pl B bhe- BAS BakAy T FEFHEA ¥ L PCR~E#H BN A (eective
amplifications) : #-% - =t PCR w{c A $ § (FHHFEF 5 - s PCR F > % - =
PCR F il 3 kzf g der 1 3] 2 BdATE =K sl 5(4) BB T A
('sequencing gel electrophoresis): #7118 #& $ i& {7 polyacryamide & 7 14 34 47 - Pieter
FA(1995) w2 EE T o HRBEIDRINNE I BRA O FEEFPEOA4BKA L
FER e 2~ Bk K FIPL HAE R SN 16 BTV B E L - il 3 T
BRI OEFQEEREW (FAT RAPD 617 U &E ) A Vv {F R F i llis % -

H WA 5 751 DNA

RAPD (1990 # d Williams % « #t# % )i % % & PCR & % : RAPD-PCR #tji >
REMF 2 A BAASHEPHR (910B) 5315 > A Fe DNA 2 Hox > {1*
PCR s/ 32 %5 #4453 DNA A 7] > d DNA & W HE A 4 chDNA A3 » 1L WA 3
wWm A2 AR - fL RAPD-PCR Bl (RAPD-PCR profile) o d it i# e & 27
oo 4851 AL AT 2 AR o M D DNA Y g3 e 0 T RAPD-PCR B3 7
AT TR R RPp o BB LT F R R 2N A T i FE M
z'?#OWWDﬁﬁxw%%ﬁ’w~~£aﬁ@mv%w'wﬁﬁ?$ﬁw%

I
FIHR
SRk

F_&
-n\

=~ FATE

idpd Plo- AFRDE AN HBAL O ks o 2-AFL RS R4
f¥ (isozyme) th=x B = > v P enT FEfra F £ A 4pk > FP 7 BT A A B
TR R FWEF T 36 RS AR RE T RIS penitiieg 2
B e RN r otig el L U d F- AT R BRI AL 7 F
§F RS S S T HI G TR s A S ERAORT o B0 T DNA L
B PR L AR 0 PR ATOCT o R MR RPERFRT
— R Y § Bl Y Y ERRHL b Ged RBIE S F N R e R T
vIA S i 50 B b EE R o



B BERITIRE R B2 R¥

- ~DNA & 7]
1. 52 $:pER DNA

= #& Cecidophyopsis (sBis ) > f1* 1% pE48 DNA B 7k svg 4 B hendish 5 &
NN HPY e R ESN Y- ARG ABFL FILT A LA ¥
FgFEAARNF X FIHESHEETEX T AN k5 1% DNA B F 155 2 R
& f @ N2 W HESHER B2 (Fentonetal, 2000) - § % % 12 DNA A 7 % ip) 2.2
Al gAE & Mafasg (Eotetranychus carpini (Oudemans), E. pruni (Reck), Tetranychus
pacificus McGregor, T. mcdanieli McGregor, T. turkestani Ugarov & Nikolski and T. urticae
Koch) r PCR## #2¢7 ITS % £ > 47 9l 415 300bp 1% £ » & % a7 E UGB A

FE b B et A0 g %4k (Navgasetal.,, 1992) -

F1#* 18S rDNA &k & 4784 LA erl e b % > m X o g B (- ) 2 54 16S
DNA 4247 (Bl= ) e @ Ay end S 87 7 B4 8 (1) “ih 4 (Am) L8 R >
(2) s B L (Ha) e T L 127 » (3) B L (Hy) > 55 i (Rh)
poo (4) ghefdh T (Or) A~ L% > (5) g 4 (Ar) 2285 JR# (Blacketal., 1997)
FEE B 18SIDNA & B3 RS2 7 447 > SBin Al L I (Ha) fF e fvig gy
P2 T o BRI L (Hy) fen i §4 (Rh) B G8T > Sgas 2 (0r) i
b (Ar) 27 (H=)

2. k5% DNA

PR s M 0 16STDNA AT s i F 0 B @ AR LR TR ehd 1A A
H <> i)4e Black et al. (1994) 12 16SIDNA %A 161506 bp 5 £ #3dad 38 f ik o0
g 4 B 2 12 bootstrapping HatF (5 3t R BALRI kSRR F 0T s ATt 2R
o B H B A HEIRE T EA PR U RERE R E o X ) 2R
BrH- Bl * 2R 2uixd Gk & Bolte @ Norrisetal. (1999)% 7+ i * 5 &
12S §r 16S erF 41 2 & 4a s o Dabert et al. (2001) 14 16SrDNA 2. 246 bp 7% £ > T 4
& 41 B h A H e 4 & avenzoariid feather mites =7 % Sugf 4 > BLRF| & T = B en i Sugf
AMG R BEERY Ri9afke > m 24 # % bootstrap £ (=i H A KrEE o Fl o
AT e B v AT 7 4Pt dieo Crosbieet al. (1998)+ ¢ # 16S 2 i /i Dermacentor #&.:1
B %o inBEor 16S R i@ * Tt 2 gERF & - Norris et al. (1999) = A 51 fé i ¢ 12S
rDNA # & I » ¥ oz w3 £ 38 ehdp & > 2 3T 7 16SIDNA B 7138 7 4 45 (R4



% % 2 % > hypervariable regions) i 4 32 f BEETFPEF AR o 12SF
g 16S A -0 A 4T & W] bz 18SIDNA k£ - 18S fpt Ak LM 5 B R
WernE® (fr12S 2 16S H it * dot ) B AfEp B - FE & PRl A B AT e
4~ #4 - Ixodes hexagonus Leach 4= Rhipicephalus sanguineus (Latreille)f- Varroa destructor
(Evansetal., 2002) s g AL Flie e 4k > TR 4 o J* 5 COl A F A 477 2
( Tetranychidae {= Tenuipalpidae) 1 4 20 f&4E & 124548 » 12 Maximum likelihood = ;2
(BA P ) 2 RUFI R BEAA T EBAALL0 T > 73 ] L3737
(Navagasetal., 1996) - >t i@ i*# 1 +F > 4 & 1 * 480 COl A& 7]k Hisig up| £
Mg AE R AR 2. 16STDNA BB £ 0 b4 3 é‘;‘ % (Crosbieet al., 1998 )12 Dermacentor
7 942 16SIDNA L E A k7 H i i B 3-COl A 7| & > RSH N AT % - 5 i
R 2% p & i Panonychus citri f= P. ulmi » ¥ £ ‘5408 P.mori {- P. osmanthi iz 48 -
MHEPRELZEF Ay (Be ) #m P octri f= P osmanthi &7 & x4pig > 1 *
Neighbor-Joining 2 Maximum likelihood = & = ;% &% /% i BB B#%H4p i T P mori fv
P ulmi B % ig > @ P citri f= P. osmanthi i& 7 & 5 1 B % #24p iT (Todaet al., 2000) »
e s gl DNA 22 COl A7 kipl 2 p & - BE 4% (Tetranychus urticae) » = % % #h 352
GrF ARG FRE A EA % B - 48 (Hinomoto et al., 2001 ) -

LA

L3

SRR ERER A

p B %) Panonychus (Tetranychidae)/f s & #8 2 4 i @] Boophilus microplus
(el 24 ) 72 Bx%¥Eqaig 3% 2 4 (Navgas and Fanton, 2000) - ¥ RFLP $ i *
>N 2 = 48 (Panonychus mori ~ P. citri e P ulmi ) > @ * = 47 4-4e @) > G2 8
M ECLBIEL 7 R AR AR T 0 124 2 FEF U 0 2R12 5 18SA 2 INT
FEREUFEERE (B ) #RAFE P mori § 95.2%:4p i & > = 3 P, citri &~
3 95.7~978 2 97.9%¢:p R 0 A e fEz B AR & Tilics W G 40% ~ 22.7%%  28.6%
( Osakabe and Sakagami, 1994 ) -

= ~ #cfEk DNA

F4 ¢ B R o fBkiELE § W3l 3 7 2 P53 Ixodesricinus complex (Ixodidae)
? el F1 A (IR, IR18, IR25, IR27, IR32, IR39) (Delayeetal., 1998) - 34 & £infl 2
FISHA B AT chjlciFr BA > Se > SRRt i va i ael (50
B ot I CTo#r GTis»t A fEls b B33 » CAT122 TGAp = ZEE SN 21



BE 0 FER | s AT fed e ORISR S EL D SEEAL 17 H AT R 2B
LE IS8R (CAT - TGA 7 #emisl ) @ & Amblyseius fallacis (3 {246 L e
) Bl @ fEpchth s (Navajasetal., 1998) -

T~ EREGHER A

41 * DALP %~ #t Neoselulus californicus( Phytoseiidae )2. + & |4 i} & % 3=( codominant
genetic marker) % ¥ it # FALF R @ o ..‘%%,.‘s;‘;/n\;%f,%p%,i’ilj 57@7_% - el F R 0 RS E-
HPHFIAFE G2 3B SR FREBAEL F A 044066 (905 2+ )
%= &2 - (Perrot-Minnot.,2000 ) -

CHH P EER A
" AFLP i Rjis k= K o mfiis Bp F R R AT eRH > A% ¥ g
Fihz2 @R 2 i 2 5T 2 PRI FEE s AR
53 ke RlzFEAh R - BEWRTF (Bl ) A& # (FLEFF R ) 2Ol Bk
efeit (RA) ZBEWAEIRET (FH22$) FRFLESFT (514 Ficfr
TP ) SRR EFEAP MRG0 £ 1 221 Bk (B4 ) 2 He wora sz 17 8%
CrEFbE A BEFRP oz A 74 (Weeksetal., 2000) -

= ~ 28453 7 2512 DNA(Random amplified polymorphic DNA ;RAPD)

Perrot-Minnot and Navajas (1995)%z =+ Pseudo-arrhenotokous phytoseiid mite =i &
%?@ﬁﬁ%iiiﬂi&iﬁTiﬁoﬂ%Rmmiﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁlm%m;,@
i 7 Bomicroplus £ 3 # 3 #aR & f O PadEF Fubh e F AR R L B 2
B e BIFES S BEGEDN 12 L7 BAERL2ZFET xf—ﬁll’** (Hernandez et al.,
1998 ) ] * *+ 43¢ & £ 4 4% (Amblyseius longispinosus) £2 /8 = 4 t£.4% (A. womersleyi )
B Op Tt B R 5 2 60 B AR 7|53 A ulie 7 RAPD-PCR 5 Ji » £ Rl 7
At BERAABLBMETEREL AR > T d A PREE T AR
PRESEET S A L e g aw R (£E52000) 1% 24 B35+ 4 &
PCR» % #uid @iEze4 3 & #1452 ~4% (Panonychus citri) 7 DNA % a5+ > 2@ 4
513 OPB10 # 35 41— Bid CT €45 2= enjiciErk DNA B 7] > 2t 340 P citri 533 31
I3 - By AT (dldes); R B RT3 3 i B fE (species) p ((Osakabe et
al., 2000) -



SRR Sl
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TA R AN B AFAMER S - B EFEN 2R (Kanetal, 1997)- ] * %
T &2 (isoelectrofocusing; |IEF) #jts - 77 3 » % "8 (Crete) 2. - B s Huve fifk #
B iHpxE (isozyme) eh % 4] > FRP R FljEda BB nL B Re > HL R
Friea B F At o drdi2 ¥ | B % (Tsagkarakou et al., 1997 ) - Goka % 4 (1996 )
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ﬁ Fa AT (geneflow : F 2= A F AR i B A2 LA o BREEN 2
ABAER DGR aEFd o

I &8 WR R UG 2 K AE L 3 RN G R FT T S o A
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AN BT S 2 RS T % 5 1 RAPD-PCR #jir > FIH f§ f {rp-if ¥
P BUvREpgr A FEmnd EATE
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% — ~ & +7 Neoseiulus californicus z. & — #3513 ( Perrot-minnot et al., 2000 )

Selective DALP231 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACAGC.

primers. DALP232 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACGAC.
DALP233 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACACG.
DALP234 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACCAG.
DALP235 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACCAC.
DALP241 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACTCAG.
DALP242 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACCTAG.
DALP243 GTTTTCCCAGTCACGACTC GA.

DALP244 GITTTCCCAGTCACGACCTGA-~

DALPR ITTCACACAGGAAACAGCTATGAC-

Reverse




s
i+

I+
.
1P Ry s

2
bl

1.
=
b=

]

(31 p Williametal., 1997) -

S B TR

)
7



1997) -

(William et al.,

e

FY AL 1

#‘il

7

9521

17

|+ 16SrDNA %~

* 1

)



Scale~
+ {_I

. 1% Divergence-

Bl= ~ f1% 18SIDNA A 45142 I #2745 B % (Williametal., 1997) -






Bl ~ - B = 56 > NS Bindg g 3> -« 18SA #5452 £ 2 Bl:# (Osakabe and
Sakagami, 1994 ) - (Lanesl-3 ~ %] %_Panonychus citri /77EhMy, FoYk and KgHt ;
Lanes4-5 Z_P.mori ¢ TtDeand HkSp ; Lanes6 ~ 7 4 %] = P. ulmi (FsFs) %
Tetranychus urticae (ThL)) -



ThL T.urticae.

FsFs P.ulmi.
TtDe

HkSp- ] P.mori.
EhMy.

KgHt. P.citri.
FoYk.
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60

B~ - BREWRE = > NSRS 12U R U 0 55 18SA 2 INT #4456 8
{8 & 72 % KuiF Y A (Osakabe and Sakagami, 1994 ) -
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Bl= ~ 12 UPGMA = 2 2473 8% 1 fu4» + = 2L k%2 AFLP B2 (Weeks et al.,2000) -
Lonicera Periclymenum(four different collections/ plants) 2 Euronymus europaeus

(six different collectiond plants)~ %] 5 @ 87 I cnd A fe 4 o
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