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EVZIX, Radopholus 3T 7 ) v o F 2 v DEFEZEEV, BRI, AW Iais
BRI K DT RRBIEE 2 T 5,
B, AR TR, M L2E BRSO, REFEICOWE EFEITTE LR %
E L, MOREMB~TEZRLZERWVWESEET D,

2) BROKRA b
EEVAS NN EYY SRS SRR
<M EES  BEOEM - H b - EWE, BB, BERIE ILORILIAA, RFE
DN, TR DAL, B OBEME T, Roeo bl kil &
5 7R
- HURER - AR D EEICARA - BISESREE, IRZ DD, B - IR
BRSO - 26, KEO JREE - £

Flo, EM T LA FOERB LTV D,

7) b~ b B OREEFICET o EHIT VDY, SEERERIC L DIRZE O
(K1) o, M EEoEIZEOE M - - -, AL,
FLEEIE M DOFEIIAT, REO/INEAL, HEMIEOZEL, B

76



DB T, B og|l iz L o 2ERICET D LD &
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[ 51 3CHK]

Ke Wang, Yu Li, Xin Huang, Dong—Wei Wang, Chun-Ling Xu, Hui Xie (2016)
The cathepsin S cysteine proteinase of the burrowing nematode
Radopholus similis is essential for the reproduction and invasion
Cell Biosci. 2016 Jun 10;6:39. doi: 10.1186/s13578-016-0107-5.
eCollection 2016.

A1) ¥ hAE

X2, hAE
Radopholus similis \Z X B88%E GEEKREL, BRAHD
wEm, BedlX) (CHFREHZFEFERR)
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3. Radopholus similis DZFEHEZTTeX A €D 1 FiCyrtosperma merkusii.
A OFAEDIRZE, BEICEE LTHOIERGT ; B . RIEZROICHIW L7 244
DERZE, WEBIZ BB OESLES 5 C : o3IOl L7z 8 A DERZE, Mk B35, 22
L, SERBNERIC Ty THEITT S 5 D BIRICFHFA LERE, RimZHRAO X
WRAVIV/AL NSV S

[51HCiER]
Murukesan, V. K., E. van Den Berg, L. R. Tiedt, P. C. Josekutty and D.

de Waele (2005) Corm rot of giant swamp taro (Cyrtosperma merkusii)
caused by the burrowing nematode Radopholus similis (Nematoda:

Pratylenchidae) in the Pacific. Nematology, 7(4), 631-636
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V) va vl REHOTFENE LRI Z LD URL HART,
J. A. Cobon, A. B. Pattison, L. D. J. Penrose, K. A. Chandra, W.
T. 0’ Neill and M. K. Smith (2019).Comparison of the
reproduction and pathogenicity of isolates of Radopholus
similis (burrowing nematode) from Australia and Fiji on ginger
(Zingiber officinale) and banana (Musa spp.) Australasian

Plant Pathology 48:529-539. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13313~
019-00656—w

) XY

4 . Radopholus citrophilus $#:f#14 5 W A DX A X A Citrus aurantium DOFER
o 7a ) ZEER citrophilus %8 ; 45 AT 7ET VA a— AL 0BES V-
K. citrophilus $&fE
[51H3Ci#k] Huettel R. N., D. T. Kaplan and D. W. Dickson (1986)
Characterization of a New Burrowing Nematode Population, Radopholus

citrophilus, from Hawaii. Journal of Nematology 18(1) :50-54.
PMCID: PMC2618493

(ZDMBE) XEEFOFTFH T OINRN> T &M BIRLEEZ R T,
< XY DYLRMERETIIER DT E
Sekora N. and Crow W. (2012). “Burrowing Nematode Radopholus Similis (Cobb,
1893) Thorne, 1949 (Nematoda: Secernentea: Tylenchida: Pratylenchidae:
Pratylenchinae)” . EDIS 2012 (11)

https://journals. flvc. org/edis/article/view/120297
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F) T A 2—A

5. Radopholus similis \Z X DHPCHEMR (AR, HRA TEHOBER)
(BIBRFESHRAEH AR, FEA R AR EIR T HiEH)

(ZDMBE) XERHOFTFH T DINRDN T &M BIRLEEZ R T,
Uchida J.Y, Sipes B.S. and Kadooka C.Y. (2003) Burrowing nematode on
Anthurium: recognizing symptoms, understanding the pathogen, and
preventing disease. College of Tropical Agriculture and Human

Resources, PD-24.
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A1) bUErm v

6 . Radopholus similisfFfE 111
H%&DO hUEr a3 OROYE,
e 0 0 S

[51H k]
Keetch D.P. (1972) Some host plants of the burrowing eel worm,
Radopholus similis (Cobb) in Natal. Phytophylactica 4, 51-58.

xX) Tyt A
7. Radopholus similisffE 90 H
%DT v kA OROHE, BEFKOD
[R5 1B E 0 S S

[ 514 3CHik]

Keetch D.P. (1972) Some host plants of the burrowing eel worm,
Radopholus similis (Cobb) in Natal. Phytophylactica 4, 51-58.
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&S

[ 51 3Cik]
CABI (2021) Radopholus similis. In: Crop Protection Compendium.
CAB International, Wallingford, UK. (Online) available from
<https://www. cabidigitallibrary. org/doi/10. 1079/cabicompendium. 466
85 > (Last modified: 2021-11-16)
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I HARREDHEER
1) N FxErsVtrFay
4+ Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne. 1949

Yi4, : banana burrowing nematode

i

TOT AR A IRYT 2 A PEARLE, ~F220 74
By Nh A v L= T A Ak

—myN L RwEH, AT Tov—T RV, 7T URE

TIVH DT b ZFFET WA= BV =T A=) T
~ B AT, ET 7V A HFnE%

bk 7T AV BERE, BT H

WEEK : =2V T RV, 7 T~T, axZ U, a7, NFw TTY
L, AYLb— AF Tk

KEMN : A=A T VT, BT, hoH, NI T =a—F=7, "NUA#
. 74 V%

&

FEMWEY  TARAIR, 5T A, BH, 2aRl, &Ly, IEHIEV, L
Xom, L Xoran, FnlLxr, bo, £9bAZL, b~
M, 29, B L, IFARWL, BAAI L, DX LI nET
X, borWw | ATTTREY., <TOABMY, a—t—
XEMY., ZLx oMY, XL x5 BEMY., 74uT e gE
M, 78777 R7EMEY., STEAZTIBEEY. 560X )8
fi¥), 7 XET AR R OT A Y o— L@

2) WXV FXEIT VR F 2w
24 ¢ Radopholus citrophilus Huettel,Dicson & Kaplan 1984

Pi4, : citrus burrowing nematode
A T AV IERE, NTAHE

HIWY : TRD R, TVIZ7AT 7, WAITAED, 77, x-HE5 N
HBL, ZLX9, &SOFNH, SEHIETV, T, FNnZ A, 0
T T—HED, LOIBBL, EOBATL, P M IZHID, XA
T TN NRRMIEBR, Any, Hontn, U—F L., T
YAV a—XEEY, XL XD BHEY. STEA% D BEY &K OB
BHiE )
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W70 S 4 ~ S5 EOIN & FET S,
2) A
PR 5 R AR DI E TAEBRI1324~32°CORE 20~25H T2 T4 57-8,
MBS X D, JNTFEINE 8 ~10H &Ik L, shh o110
~13H & &5,
3) FDfh
ARE T 8 (27~36°C) T6MEA, fritiE (29~39C) TiX1E
AAGTHZENTE D, I AEORE T T, L EHM QR
(25.5~28.5°C) TI16fE A, HzftHE (27~31°C) T3&EH) AfFT 5,

TIRR
1) BRSH
—fKIZ, EEPICBTL e FavEFOBENL, ~ATLErTFay
¥dAphelenchoides spp.) DOFIZFRS &, 1EHOEB T2 UN 1T —
A0S BICBEIT AT, Ben) S FenfRE L E X SN TV 5,
2) N#&ITHK
AREIX, FEEZ T, X, ERELZOF LMY T L0 BH)
DT DHEINTEY, HREIN-LE REEME0BEICHLiEkIh
Do
HARDOHIE LT, 196645, "NTANHNLBIZEALLET VAT 22— A
wE L, AEPMRA LD, BHNCREBRM TN IR, BEE T
I(CARFEVEZEITSET LT,
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BiBRFIEE LTULTFDO LD H 5,
OAL2RIBGER © < AZKHIEDOIEFNZ X DB
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8. *aJtUFavf
QanvE7RaTEUFary (Meloidogyne chitwoodi)
@Meloidogyne enterolobii
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a7 F a7t Meloidogyne enterolobiiZ £ & Citak+ 5,
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DFFERRRN 2N B TR T 5,
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AR EOR G N2V B CHERT 5, 72l FEARNITHY O 4&E HIH
HIZBREROBRE D EE21TH 2L &350, EFHIM T O E B 203
LWEEITE, BB TEZOKR SR THLERARETH D, FENEDL
WEETX, JERZR L TV AR, B0 52T XNV AT
HECORE Lic BT, B AR 5,
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3. REDIIDS (FV VT b7 /—TYuth)
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(NPPO of the Netherlands., EPPO X V)
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5. EXORK TOHFER
(NPPO of the Netherlands, EPPO L 1)

A) Meloidogyne enterolobii
a) FvFh

6 7
Meloidogyne enterolobii \Z X HR IS (ZSDPRKRELFHETD)
(REA R Ui e di e 4 1)
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2) Hrm

X8. mmm v rxaykrF o (FEWBHEFIFRX)
AT DOTEWER (270 RIZIOINESND), B MKE U0 ZEELZEZA).,
CiAR B U 72 iRk

9. M enterolobii M 2 HiLhH
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T HRERDMEER
Qzurerxaryz7vrFay
24 Meloidogyne chitwoodi Golden, O Bannon, Santo & Finley, 1980

gk . FI4 %8 : Columbia root—knot nematode

DA hva, AT AT =T, AV, TTURAR NF— KL
KA, FT 7 U AFE, 7TAYVBERE, TAECF L, A%

FEMY : 7oV A, RAYT YA, 2oy AFLF, a4F, hyEn
avARNEIY, AT T, G—ayHTT, -1y vT
BN, X ARY, RIXTH - FHEY VT T
VI =T e Y URT A, =Yy U H R RLT,
F~bh RNbAa, KTFUT7 47« TNVT a3y TAT7iL7
7. AT A, R RRE

TERE © HERH & 25 2 Wigh dudorR, MERR IR R LA L TR | B
HICRD B L At Z T, MEITIRR430~740 um, {A(F344~518 umTH
%o F2WighmiE, KKE336~417 pm, AfE12. 5~15. 5um, B 1XHE < 39~
ATumC, e ER A B R HEIR TH D, BEIZIRES87~1268 um, KR
22~37 um CHGHITR I 7o T D, RBITE < 4. 7~9. Oum THeu i
L 2o TWD, KERITHRTH 5, IPIE. £ X79~92um, 1H40~46 um
Thd,

AERE - HERCHR & B 2 WISh RUTGEEME N B 5 2, MER RIXFF Y ORITEE L
THAET D, WUIRRE T ChiUL, 1HARITHN 3 ~4BEMTHY . FHM
S~LHROFEAETHDL EEZ LN TWD, Meloidogynelg DS HITEH
M2 L TH 1L EAZEIT A LN TE S, AEITINE 721TS R Tk
AL, KERTTHAEZEDLZENTED, AFITSMELTIR~ADIATIZ
1TEIK 4 COIREDRMET, BEDLEOIZITEHKIEK 6 CHRULETH 5,

(Inserra et al., 1985 ; Charchar and Santo, 2001)

IR
1) B4 (CABI, 2019)

HEERT D, AEOBENV D HREJIFFEFICRE SN TV D, FH2H
i L OMERL RIIRBENRE 1 2 H 3 2 08 ORI temiZ ETH D, #
BKIZ Z DR BEIT 5,

2) AN#43c (CABI, 2019)

AFENRH LV HIE AR AT B 720 D E kL, WEEZIT - X

TR SN B EMOBENCL 20O THY | AFENEFAE LTZERRS
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W SOTAEEMIC K v EIEN D, BIZ, EFTD OO RE RS
(CHREAR B OIG Y TIERIE LTI 5 2 Ltk > ThH, AT
2,

Bk : 7w s U, DD Al Y Ay MRIAlLL A4 I T HRAHFRE D11
< WA 72 I X 2B R O3 B D 3L Lo %, thoxa >
YU F 2 URICHE U TR EIT D, £o. BREEFEMOOEEORHLH L
2RI, BRI BRI Y33 O DA mIICK L T, 1F
ERNTA NV a— X EMT DR EOEELZHEL D, HBIEYOFHE
PED B DITHEM . HEWFRAE 7 E1XBERL 5 5,

@Meloidogyne enterolobii
& Meloidogyne enterolobii Yang & Eisenback, 1983

o4 . FN4 % : Pacara earpod tree root—knot nematode, Guava root—knot

nematode

Gfii i AR R Tl 24 hEANRINE (FEEZERS ) . B,
REFL, AL A, RV, a— b URY—)L, BRI, TAXT
Ty wT7UA4, M7 7 YAERME, =T, FA V=T, =V
V. TAVAIERE NVAERBEEERY, )  JT7T7~7, aAZY
B, TTIN RRART | AFkva Fa—A PY=F—F- pA
4, Y=Y a, T 4 =—7

HEMY) : T T a—ke—, JFF AA B, Fav V| RXEDIRF v,
TeuZ, FURANTZIY vavuh, =V Ty v
Ny ATZTY b b, FZNa TR YL E, NvRT XA
gL

FERE 2 Mg TR <, BRIR Tl A OEmITIE IS o T D, i
1%250~700 um, AEIZ12~18 um, BDOEKE Z1X15~100 um T, &%
FE25~30 imTh 5, MEIFFEF O, BEERO L5 At r~d, KE
1%400~1, 300 um T, EIE300~700 um T 5, HEIFHIEL . EKET00~
2,000 um, fAME25~45 imTdh 5,

KRR © ERR IIE400~600 [HOIN % BETe, 7235, ACHEOHE% ARG BT 5 1R
X720V, D Meloidogyne@IXIFIEHAATE TH 5,

1 RO #EEREE T T4 ~ 5 MM, ShHRIIRIc/RbE T, 3H
Wi RZ %48k v 39 (EPPO, 2014a), 20°COEREEDH A, 1A 6 HEE L7225
(Karssen & Moens, 2006),
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Sanii
1) HIRH
TEEWT 5, HEPICBT 2R E T OBENI S ten BREIZERL
% (EPPO, 2014a) 75, 4EMTHm & 0#®EHH 5, (EPPO, 2011)
2) A5 (EPPO, 2014a)
FERBOTIEZ, (BRI NTREEEMC L, & 7 DR Y
R0, HE, BB, MEMICAE Lo D, #KTH D,

DAk A TR I OB B KT 2 25, BEEOIEMIZ R b )
RIOTH D, —BOCRA LR 2 7L F 2 ¥ ORIEERETH 5.
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