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A Banana Burrowing Nematode, Radopholus similis (Tylenchida: Pratylenchidae), Intercepted from Aquarium Plants
from Southeast Asia in Japanese Import Plant Quarantine. Takao Ebina, Shigeyuki Sekimoto", Masahiko Sekiya” and
Junya Hisai" (Yokohama Plant Protection Station, 5-57 Kitanakadori, Naka-Ku, Yokohama, Kanagawa Prefecture
231-0003, Japan. "Research Division, Yokohama Plant Protection Station. *Chubu Airport Sub-station, Nagoya Plant
Protection Station). Res. Bull. Pl. Prot. Japan. 58: 19-29 (2022)

Abstract: A banana burrowing nematode, Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949, was intercepted in roots
of aquarium plants (4nubias sp. and Bucephalandra sp.) imported to Japan from Southeast Asia in import plant
inspections in 2018 and 2019. We describe the morphological and molecular characters of seven samples of R.
similis. The morphology of seven samples of R. similis were in congruence with those of previous descriptions of
this species. The results of the phylogenetic analyses of the ITS rRNA gene and D2-D3 expansion segments of 28S
rRNA gene sequences confirmed the species identification and phylogenetic relationship of R. similis with other

Radopholus species. In Japanese import plant quarantine, this is the first report of R. similis from Anubias sp. and

Bucephalandra sp.
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Radopholus similis (Cobb, 1893) Thorne, 1949 (/NFF 1 E 7 )
L rFay) I REPRN L TR 2 R E) L 228 S ROk
TN 2 BAEEONEF AR TH 5 (Orton Williams and
Siddiqi, 1973; Castillo et al., 2012) . ARFEIZ T —T v 3.7 7 1) 71,
AR WET7 Y7, LR Bk, NI AFEBL A — A b
) TEEIFUIR oA L. 2NF T (Musa spp.) . Anthurium
J&. 3 a)E (Piperspp.) MUY 3wy (Zingiber officinale)
H\ZHEET LI EDHISN TS (Orton Williams and Siddigi,
1973; CABI, 2021) . Radopholus similis |3 DSEFR5AETH D |
REEMICEE LMY HFAEERRO 1 HTHD Z Lh b, K~
DRADVER SN TV 5,

H AR O ARIIE 12381 5 1970 4E (A1 45 48) DAoL
SR XL, 1990 4 CERL 2 ) 12 v B R — VI Anthurium
BRORI=HE [FV75—% (RL§%)) 75 Radopholus
ER (8 ToORE) AFER S, 1991 ~ 1997 4 (P 3

~94E) OBIZIZA ¥ AT THEY a v TEWRZELS R similis
Je U Radopholus J&#3 B 2SEAE ST 12 38 L S 7z (R AR E
EREW BT , 1972-1997, 2021), 72, 1991 4 (SFRE 3 4F)
W74 )V REY ay HERZED S L Radopholus J& i
(JBETORE) PR ENTVD (EAKIEE R IETT,
1972-1997), L7 L. 1998 ~ 2017 4F (PR 10 ~ 29 4F) @ 20
41, Radopholus JEFR R O RELERT 20 vy (EMOKEE B RS
ST, 2021) 6

2018 ~ 2019 4 (S Rk 30 ~ 4 FOTC4F) . Bl HH L s 22 9% e OF
BT EIBR 22 O S AR HE IC B W T, BT V7 5 A
SN2 KEH M (Anubias J& N U Bucephalandra J& ) 7% R.
similis 2551 13 PR FL S A7z (EMOKEE BRI BE £ PT , 2021),
H 2R o iy AAEIREE 2 B\ T, Anubias J& i Y Bucephalandra
B2oORMEDIERININOTTH b, 5HOMEMBIEELIC
BT L0, SEOFEREGO ) B BEFSH KOG TEY
FT =BT IRo N T TV DONTREIZED
F Lo,

U 155 A g 5 922 T 7R A0 9 356
RE N il S S A
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Table 1  Sample list of Radopholus similis intercepted from aquarium plants imported from Southeast Asia to Japan in import plant
quarantine in 2018 and 2019.
Morphological
research Molecular research
n DNA sequencing
Species- Notes:
Sample Date of PCR- specific Sample
No.  Origin Host plants collection R 348 ITS D2D3 RFLP PCR Code
1 Indonesia Bucephalandra sp. 10. ix. 2019 10 10 + + + 31C-5
2 Singapore Anubias sp. 14.v.2018 11 11 30C-11
3 5.vi. 2018 20 3 + + + + 30C-12
4 23.vii. 2018 13 11 + + + 30C-25
5 Thailand Anubias sp. 16.x. 2018 16 13 + + + + 30C-48
6 21.xi. 2018 5 8 30C-50
7 25.xi. 2018 11 9 30C-51
+, Indicates that the sample was identified as Radopholus similis.
MRROFE (2) DNA fihih

1. EEHRE

2018 4 2 TN 2019 412 H A< (il HH I 2298 ) o iy ARE s (At
ZZEY) IZBWTHEMT7 YT (LY FAY T, YU AR—=VK
W% 1) FEKIHEY (Anubias J& J% OF Bucephalandra J&) 75
Z& 1 &7z Radopholus similis 73 > 7" )V 2D CIERESA 4R
AT L7 (Table 1) B, ¥ v H KR — Vi Anubias |& (3
Y7V No3) IZowTid, F—mH (FHEA, e LD
RO mEER) CTHESHINC X 2 HENOFF 2 4% 1> Tk
LTy o7z,

#LIR % 65 ~ 75°C Dimiyy TEAX L 721%. TAF g (37 ~
40% KV AT VT e R (oA V=) Vi) 7.5ml, b)) =
& /=7 22 2.0ml JOZEEK90.5ml) THEIE L7z, FEIERR
DR A IREKTHA LTV NT — MERZ/ER L, EWIH
8% Olympus BX51 (4 V) ¥ /8 2kt HE) 2 HvTHl
BERAT, i - WEETIEEE Olympus FX380 (1) > /7S A%k
Katt) 2 HThor L CTZRERHI 2 F2lt L 72 20, Ml
EARE 7)) R ICEBR L, SREEEICRE L b, A
> K ¥ 7 ¥ Bucephalandra J& (3>~ 7' )V No. 1) Tld, —%
OEFERE, v T IVHNOBBERIE—DDOEHNIC—IEIC
T EOTHRE L7z TEREAIFHA IR I EDE R R O M B
ZHER L7228, —EOH L T oW TR ) k) v
EHEOEARLMA L 720 7)) ) VEEAROWRE K O
FHINC DWW Tid, i - W{EEHI%EE Olympus DP-27 (1)

INZARASH) 2R L7

2. P TFEMENZ
(1) kg7

FROBEBANHAEL IR LT TV b, 4407
WIZOWTHFAEWFIZE 2 ER L7z (Table 1) 43144
S TN N O AV i S i L B =2 Wt 1 el Wy D
2O & 2 ERLL R L 72

Z#% % O DNA #iiiti & » » ISOHAIR (B &tt= v Koo —
ULHE) RV BRI LD R T o0 58
TIDNA i L72e AT 4 7T A LTHERZ LRI LI
# 1mm PUF5 O3 A ACTH L& L (Iwahori et al., 2000) , DNA
/Ny 7 7 — 10ul (3> 7 )V No. 3 Tld 30ul) % A7z 0.5ml
Fa— T A& ANTzo DNAFIE Ny 7 7 — ORI,
ISOHAIR |2 f} & 1T\ % Enzyme Solution, Lysis Solution
(N TE Buffer (pHS8.0) % 5:4: 100 DE&TRAL7-DD%EH
V272 (Tanaka ef al., 2012), 60°C20 3 TA ¥ F 2 _X— k L72%%,
W ZERE 7K 90ul (> 7 )L No. 3 Tld 70ul) # 12 CTARL 72
bDEFHRE DNA & L7z, TXTOHR DNA IZFEHIZ MR
5 ET— 20°C TIRAEL 720

(3) PCR KU IERH BT

1) AR — 2 RNA {57 ITS1-5.8S-1TS2 $Hi (DL, ITS 4H
1) O D2-D3 $HIRZ DV TIRILECH I AT 2 17 > 720 ITS FHIK
DOHIEIZIZ 18S (5-TTG ATT ACG TCC CTG CCC TTT-3') (Vrain
etal, 1992) K UFF195 (5-TCC TCC GCT AAA TGA TAT G-3')
(Ferris et al., 1993) O 75 4 < —~7 %, D2-D3 F8IHD i F 12
1Z D2A (5-ACA AGT ACC GTG AGG GAA AGT TG-3") K& Of
D3B (5-TCG GAA GGA ACC AGC TAC TA-3') (Nunn, 1992) @
TIAR—=RT B FNENH Wz, PCRIZGE =% 20ul &
LC. KJ&Z & 12 10xEx Taq Buffer (20mM Mg™ plus) (% 771 5
INA F R & ) % 2.0ul, dNTP Mixture (2.5mM each)
% 1.6ul, %774 ~— (10uM) % 0.4ul, TaKaRa Ex Taq® Hot
Start Version (5U/pl) (% 71 784 F A& Ht) % 0.1ul, #HH
DNA % 1.0ul Jf OZR82 K & 14.50l Bl 2. 725 PCR Ui id PC-
818 Program Temp Control System (#ki\&tt7 27 v 7. f&h)
F 7213 GeneAtlas G (#EN&H T AT v 7) #HWT, 94°C2 45
DOBIEVER, 94°C30 Fh, 50°C30 #0, 72°C30 #% 3541 7L &
L 7zc PCR ¥ % ExoSAP-IT™ (Applied Biosystems, 7 A 1) 77)
THEH |, BigDye® Terminator v3.1 Cycle Sequencing Kit (Applied

Sz

%H
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Biosystems) (2 X 2% A4 7 Vv — 4 ¥ ARIE % 1T o 72 4.
BigDye® XTerminator™ Purification Kit (Applied Biosystems) Ti#%
# 1. ABI PRISM 3130xI Genetic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems)
THWETA V7 by =0 2 A& IRRERY 2 e L7z,

55 N3 E Y % v C BLAST O MR RS % 175 72
. MEGA 5.2 (Tamura et al., 2011) % WV CLEERH T 5 1
A Y NERATOL N AR E ) TR 21T o 720 LT
TV ORI (X MrModeltest 2.3 (Nylander, 2004) % vy, AIC
(Akaike Information Criterion : 7R ith 15 & FHE) |2FOW Tk
WETIVEBEINL 720 N A R KB RFEHESE 121X MrBayes
3.2.6 (Ronquist et al., 2012) % vy, ITS #HI(21E SYM + G £
7V, D2-D3 #1213 HKY + G £ 7N % M7z, HE sy i
Frid ITS $EI T 3 4> 7L, D2-D3 $HIHT 4 4> 7 WizonT
FhEnFEh L7z (Table 1),

(4) ITS #3» PCR-RFLP

ITS #Ei > PCR W) % Ml BRIESE Al (5 71 T /54 G #Raatd)
B Rsal (BRREH =y RV —>) TRBL, N R8s —
R MEER L 720 ITS #1800 PCR 13 ERL (3) DE&MTIT- 72,
HIPREE LI SUGZ = % 10ul & L, RS S & 12 PCR EY %
5.0ul, HIBREEZE %2 0.2ul, HIBREEZEICATE S % 10xBuffer 2 1.0ul
T O ZER K % 3.8ul iz 37°C4 A v F 2 _— kL
7zo HIBREESRILELIE O PCR FEW L GelRed™ (Biotium, 7 X 1)
H) RBAELZ20% T HO—AF)L (FTHO—RAS: ke
Hov Ry —2) BRU0SXTBE Ny 7 7 — % FWVCESIK
L., UVIBSI T TNy B8y — 2 %GR L 720 PCR-RFLP (%
3% TV OWTENE L 72 (Table 1),

(5) MYERN TS 4 ~—%M\7z PCR

Radopholus similis i 45 %4 () 7”5 4 < — RsF1 (5-TGT CAT
CGC CTT TGG CAG CT-3") JZUFRsR1 (5-TGG TAA ACG ACC
CTG AAC CAG-3") (Wangetal.,2011) % T PCR #1772,
PCR I B ®m % 10ul & LC.1 [Jtd 721 10xPCR Buffer (¥
71554 kA A+ % 1.0ul. ANTP Mixture (2.5mM each) %
0.8ul, %75 1 <— (10uM) % 0.2ul, TaKaRa Taq™ (5U/ul) (%
H T84 AR SH) & 0.1pl, 55 DNA % 5.0p1 J OV
WK% 270l il 2. PCRIRE S Wang er al. (2011) (29t -
77o PCR YT GelRed™ (Biotium) Z{RA& L722.0% 7 41—
AT VR 0SXTBE Ny 7 7 — % FIWCRAKE L. UV FE
TTNY BN — U R L7z, TR T 74 ~— % w2
PCRIZ4H > 7 WICOWTENGEL 72 (Table 1),

w R
1. REFHRAERER
(1) JEREEHNf

Table 2 |[Z7RF 6

(2) BRI (Figs 1-3)
MERZ L - ARIERIRT, BRI MR F 72138877 12 R il

T %o BESILEBAOMR <o AERIRTL WIS DA % T O
D HIERDS R R PHOYA D B Do BEIE DT TS P,
FEC NG ELH L. BEIEERIE4~6THLH, O
FHAFHTE T, LEFEERIZERIE T, Moy £ 7213805 @RS
LAY . DSEERORIREII A Z T 5 P, F 720
BEHIZ AT Tre HHENE EEB M IEWALED, T 21320
BHALET 5o WEEEMREELH CHE L TRE S AW &
F Lo JIBEIE 2 AT, B2 ORIBIMHO, MIIEEITE A
ERErORETH b ZHD ) ZIE~ERIE T, O HIROH
T %4559 %, postrectal intestinal sac (IANEHIEA, F 213K <,
R <. BooMH#RRL, MICHERIRTH 5, X%
IR, RN AT AE RO, KB (&) v, il
4 RT, A O ROR IEWHITT O & F CiEd. £ 72135
WETHAL B B850 o M X4 5 122 TR 72 i A%
HY . IFICRETIEHETH L, T2 REBOHIS 131280
T O IO IMEATR L 2 D . AFIELIZEOE R F 72135
BTIRELRD, BMETIADT T THET 5.

MERR  ARIERIR T, BB IIEARIR E 7213 R )5 T
T 5 BIIERT / 7IRT, BIBIZ OB, BRI 3
~5Thb, LEHIM L, EEIZILAZFEO, @S L TWAHL
SHETER A FEO, IR 4 A, HRIHNZ BT . £
72X ZFOBRAIMET S, HEHEERKITBILL, #ETH
5o HERIETBBOAMEED LD LD biFIT 5. K
74 Ly 7 ABICBW TR IR T, BEHICEl L, %k
WiAYR Do MHAZIZ O L IROKEF 2D 5, BHIFME, Ew
MR T, R IIIAER (GE) v, XBE ) I3Hr S
R4, BEO 1200523 FTOESTEFTHET S,

2. FTFEMFHIZER
(1) HEIERCHISAT

HEBEFCH VAT I AL L 72 > 7OV 3R FERCYI £ (X ITS §H8C
814bp. D2-D3 §HIH T 733bp F 721X 735bp TH o 72, B, ¥
VW AR— )V E Anubias J& (Y~ 7V No.3) K% A pE Anubias
B (27 No. 5) oS S EfFIE, W oI
BT ORI EEII—F L7z,

ITS fEI DIEFEF S % F v T BLAST B 247 o 725 .
VTR — VE Anubias J& (Y~ 7V No.3) K% A i Anubias
B (Y~ 7V No.5) » ol & 7B IERERY 7 — %
N — 2 BB 4§k D Radopholus similis (KF234220) Jz OF R. bridgei
Siddiqi & Hahn, 1995 (KJ845636) & 100% D FH[E 4 % 7~ L 72,
F7:. 4 ¥ KA 7 Bucephalandra J& (%> 7 )V No. 1) 7
5 X 72 B AR T R, similis (KF234228 . UF KF234226) &
SRV (971%) 2R L7 XA P X 250148
ENT DFE Ty > v H R — Vg Anubias |& (> 7 )V No. 3) &
X% A B Anubias J& (> 7V No. 5) OEAKIZ R. similis %
U°R. bridgei X [RI U7 L — FIZ& N7 (Fig 4. — . 4
¥ K 4 ¥ 7 B Bucephalandra J& (% > 7°)V No. 1) D fE1K 1
R. arabocoffeae Trinh, Nguyen, Waeyenberge, Subbotin, Karssen &
Moens, 2004, R. duriophilus Nguyen, Subbotin, Madani, Trinh &
Moens, 2003 2 OF R. similis L [F] U7 L — FIZ& 7z (Fig. 4),
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Table 2 Morphometrics of females and males of the intercepted Radopholus similis samples. All measurements are in pm and in the
form: mean + SD (range).

Origin Indonesia Singapore Thailand All samples
Host plants Bucephalandra sp. Anubias sp. Anubias sp.
Number of samples 1 3 3 7
female male female male female male female male
n 10 10 44 25 32 30 86 65

625+44  571+33 681439 65428 637+43  595+39 658+47  614+47
(546-701)  (507-605)  (565-756)  (607-699)  (531-724)  (511-692)  (531-756)  (507-699)

a 272417  33.0+22  305+29 355+3.0  262+24 327+38  285+33  338+36

(25.1-30.6) (30.7-36.7)  (25.7-38.1) (31.2-40.1) (21.3-30.0) (25.3-40.9) (21.3-38.1) (25.3-40.9)

b 75404 75+03 8.0+06 7.8£0.4 7.4+£03 72+06 7.7£06 75+06

(6.8-8.1)  (6.9-7.8) (6.5-8.9)  (7.1-8.5) (6.7-82)  (6.0-8.4) (6.5-8.9)  (6.0-8.5)

b' 42402 52+0.5 47404 59+0.3 45+0.3 55+04 46+0.4 5.6+0.5

(3.844)  (4.5-6.0) (3.6-5.4)  (5.4-6.7) (3.9-5.4)  (4.8-6.3) (3.6-5.4)  (4.5-6.7)

¢ 8.5+0.8 77+06 92+06 8.1+04 9.1£0.6 8.0+0.3 9.1£0.6 8.0+04

(7.3-9.5)  (7.09.1)  (8.1-10.9)  (7.3-94)  (8.1-11.0)  (7.4-8.6)  (7.3-11.0)  (7.0-9.4)

¢ 43+£04 5.8+0.5 48+05 6.2+0.4 42+04 5.7+04 45+05 59+05

(3.9-5.1)  (4.8-6.6) (3.9-5.9)  (5.1-7.2) (3.349)  (4.8-6.5) (3.3-5.9)  (4.8-7.2)

V(%) 559408 58017 . 57.6+22 . 576+19 B
(54.7-57.0) (55.4-65.4) (50.3-61.4) (50.3-65.4)

Gl (%) 22.8+3.9 . 19.9+238 _ 238+54 _ 217+44 B
(18.6-28.4) (15.3-28.8) (16.5-37.7) (15.3-37.7)

G2 (%) 204+ 1.7 ~ 183%22 . 226+45 20137 B
(16.2-22.1) (14.5-25.2) (16.6-32.1) (14.5-32.1)

T (%) _ 409+3.9 28240 . 32.0+3.38 . 319+57

(32.5-46.6) (21.4-34.9) (22.5-39.8) (21.4-46.6)

Stylet length 169+0.5 123+03 17.8+£0.6 12704 17304  12.6+0.5 17.5£0.6 12.6+0.4

(16.0-17.5)  (11.9-12.8)  (16.4-19.8) (11.7-13.4) (16.6-18.1) (11.7-13.6) (16.0-19.8) (11.7-13.6)

DGO from stylet 3.9+0.5 B 4.0+0.5 B 3.7+0.6 B 3.9+0.6 B
base (3.0-4.6) (2.9-5.0) (2.4-4.9) (2.4-5.0)

Anterior end to 84+5.5 83+2.9 94+48 93+3.9 87+5.5 87 +4.4 90 + 6.4 89+5.3

excretory pore (77-93) (77-86) (84-107)  (85-100) (80-98)  (80-100) (77-107)  (77-100)

Anteriorendtocenter  544+3.5  489+23  573+28 53.6+23  56.0+33 51.8+22  56.5+32 52.0+27

of median bulb (50.2-60.8) (45.6-51.8)  (51.1-63.0) (46.7-56.9) (51.3-63.4) (48.5-56.3) (50.2-63.4) (45.6-56.9)

Pharynx length 84+52 76+3.3 85+5.4 84+5.1 86+4.9 83+5.8 85+5.2 82+5.8

(78-95) (71-82) (77-107) (78-96) (78-98) (74-96) (77-107) (71-96)

Anteriorend tobase 150 +11.3  110+£6.6 146+13.4 11155 142+10.0 10960 145122  110+5.9
of pharyngeal gland  (130-168)  (99-119)  (121-188)  (101-121)  (127-168)  (99-126)  (121-188)  (99-126)

Tail length 74+6.8 75+6.4 74+£54 81 +4.4 70+5.5 75+53 73459 77+5.9

(66-84) (64-82) (65-85) (71-87) (59-82) (63-87) (59-85) (63-87)

Hyaline length 78+1.0 45+13 82+1.8 56+1.6 89+22 53+ 1.4 84+19 53+1.5

(62-92)  (27-69)  (42-11.6) (3.3-102)  (45-151)  (3.7-9.5)  (42-151) (2.7-10.2)

Anterior genital 144 31 B 136422 B 152439 B 143 +31 B
branch length (108-189) (103-199) (100-236) (100-236)

Posterior genital 128 + 14 125 %18 B 145 + 34 132 %26 B
branch length (102-148) (97-191) (95-209) (95-209)

Spicules length _ 18.8+05 _ 18.6+07 ~ 18.6+0.8 _ 18.6+07

(18.2-19.6) (17.2-19.9) (17.3-20.3) (17.2-20.3)

Gubernaculum 10404 10305 10107 10206

length (9.8-11.0) (9.4-11.1) (8.1-11.0) (8.1-11.1)

Testis length 233425 o 185+29 o 190+24 o 195+31

(184-265) (130-233) (128-250) (128-265)

Maximum body 230+£17 174+14  225+21 186+18  245+27 184+19  233+25 183+18

diam. (19.7-25.0) (15.4-19.5) (18.5-27.3) (153-21.3)  (20.0-30.6) (15.0-22.8) (18.5-30.6) (15.0-22.8)

Vulval body diam. 22.8+1.7 o 219=%22 24129 . 229+26 B
(19.7-24.4) (18.5-27.3) (19.0-29.6) (18.5-29.6)

Anal body diam. 170£12  13.0£0.5 155+1.1  13.0+0.7 16612  13.0£0.5 16.1£13  13.0£0.6

(14.9-18.7) (12.4-14.1) (124-17.7) (11.6-143) (13.3-19.4) (12.1-142) (12.4-19.4) (11.6-14.3)

Ratio of tail length 44+03 6.1+0.5 42+03 6.4+0.3 41403 59+0.5 42+03 6.1+0.5

to stylet length (3.9-48)  (5.3-6.7) (3547  (57-6.9) (3.5-46)  (5.0-7.0) (3.5-48)  (5.0-7.0)
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Fig. 1 Radopholus similis. A: Female anterior end, B: Male anterior end, C: Female tail region, D: Male tail
region, E: Female whole body, F: Male whole body, G: Female stylet knobs.
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Fig. 2 Radopholus similis. A: Female whole body, B: Male whole body, C: Female anterior end, D: Male
anterior end, E: Testis region, F: Female tail region, G: Male tail region, H: Female lateral field, I:
Male lateral field, J: Spicule and gubernaculum. Scale bar, A & B: 100 pm, C—G: 20pm, H-J: 10pum.
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D2-D3 #3035 S Bl 51 % v 'C BLAST %R % 17 o 72 4%
B VU KR =V Anubias |§ (2 7 IV No3) KN A
Anubias J& (3> 7 )V No. 5) 75 M & 72 4K1E R similis
(EU555407) & 100% DM A xR L7ze 4 ¥ B A > T
Bucephalandra J& (%> 7 )V No. 1) 75 X 724K R
similis (JQ782248) X i b e AHF M (98.8%) #R L. ¥
I R — VIE Anubias )& (> 7 )V No. 4) 20 SMH & L7z fifk
b R. similis (JQ782248 % (NEU555407) & 5 b 15\ HH A 14 (98.9%)
R L7z NA KB L D0 FRMENTOFER, 4~ FAT T
JE Bucephalandra J& (%> 7 )V No. 1), 3 ¥ # R — )V Anubias
JE (%> 7 No.3 KU No. 4) RU¥ A #E Anubias | (> 7
U No. 5) OfifEIZ TN R similis DA 257 L— FIZ
“Ensz (Fig.5).

(2) ITS #1%» PCR-RFLP

ITS T8 > PCR W) % 2 FHFH O ] BREE 3% TR L 7245 5,
Alul LT 14 380bp., # 340bp Jz N9 140bp D 3 KD N> B3,
Rsal JLFLTIE4 630bp [ O 130bp D 2 KD N> FA5, fitEt L
723 TN FT RO &7z (Fig. 6)0 BNV K285 —
NN ERIZRO LN h o7z,

(3) MR T 7 4 <—% w7z PCR

AR 7 5 4~ — % H\ 72 PCR O#EF, L7244 >
TN F T TR similis \ZFEFFERE 2 4 XD PCR @Y (8
270bp) DOIGIEHHERE S 417z (Fig. 7)o

2 B

RPANT BT 2 MM o TR R I B, B O
Radopholus similis DFLHL (Sher, 1968; Orton Williams and Siddiqi,
1973; Loof, 1991; Ryss and Wouts, 1997; Elbadri et al., 1999; Ryss,
2003; Xu et al., 2014) L BB ERA—FH L7205, MERROOH
RIS O L g L TR R M MER %78 L7z (Table 2) o

Radopholus similis & % @ 3t . f& (R. arabocoffeae, R.
daklakensis Trinh, Waeyenberge, Nguyen & Moens, 2012 . O R.
1. ME B B o postrectal intestinal sac @ F 4 (R.
similis 13 postrectal intestinal sac & 453 % A%, FEIZR <) K
OHERR DD ) DR E (R similis DD ) 1ZRHIZET
L5, U RICEL R ICLo TR TE R L SN D
(Nguyen et al., 2003; Trinh et al., 2004, 2012) , L %> L, Munera
Uribe et al. (2010) 1Z3 01 > ¥ 7 3 R similis KB O MR 17
V97 L & postrectal intestinal sac & #5727\ 2 & HER I OAHE
DI)PLT LHRImIIEEL 2w L2 L72) 2T, MK
H @ postrectal intestinal sac O M N HER O D 5 DE &
V& R similis &M 2 GG A5 E LCAEMTIE R wETR
L TWwWh, RFEIZBWTD postrectal intestinal sac % K { R.
similis WERE BUR OZEHE D 9 DSR2 L %\ R, similis HERHLAS
filE78 S 4L, bkl @ Munera Uribe et al. (2010) D354 % 4T 1F
LR E 572,

AR TIZ—EBOMERL B DWW THRE &4 72 fEE D & B350 & Blgg

duriophilus)

Fig. 3 Radopholus similis. Male tail region from various
perspectives. A: Lateroventral view. A stitched image
with extended depth of focus using a function of the
Olympus DP-27. B: Subdorsal view. C: Ventral view.
An arrow indicates a cloaca. Scale bar, 20um.

L. SOICREGHEGEAGE L. TO/RKR, D) R
Uil E L2 ER (Fig. 3A) & RimlZE S 26k (Fig. 3B) @
W DSHERR S Tz0 KHED D WLBETTIZIN) 5 TEARL B )L %
REINEFL 720, BIEEHP S L EAIEED ) ©
BHEHERZ DDV, ZD720, EBRIITZHED ) AR E

LCWAHETH-TH, Mo 0BETIIRMIGEL TV A
WEIIZRZ ZTREEDH 5 b o LHEll Sz,

ITS $H38; 2 8 D2-D3 #8380 85 JL LY AT, ITS 4§83 > PCR-
RFLP % ON R. similis ISR 75 4 ~—% W72 PCR 2L 5
SFEYFZWE R, WO Y SV b R similis Th
5 lrRL., TRESAEL LFRT /AL o7,

3 VAR — )V RE Anubias J& (2 7V No3) KUY A E
Anubias J& (%> 7V No.5) 2 b S 72RO ITS FHIS O
WAL A R similis (KF234220) K OF R. bridgei (KJ845636) &
100% DHFEME % 7% L 7245, D2-D3 $EIf 05 IERL Y, 1TS FEIH 0
PCR-RFLP, R. similis FE4F5A 7T 1 ~— % v 72 PCR Jr OYJERE
FIPEOKER DS WINOMEED R similis & [FE Sz Bl
e, HARLH 7 — & N— A ZEER ST\ % R bridgei O 1TS 48
WOBEFERHNE FREo 1A (KI845636) DA TH ) (AL R
similis & AIRE (959 ~ 100%) % 7% L CTwv 5, —7J5, ITS1
SEIH OIS ENT 2 U577 2 DNA @ RAPD fEHT DGR 5 (R
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R. arabocoffeae (HQ823566)
R. arabocoffeae (HQ823568)
R. arabocoffeae (HQ823570)
R. arabocoffeae (AY547297)
100~ R. duriophilus (HQ823571)
R. duriophilus (AY257200)
100 R. duriophilus (HQ823573)
R. similis (KF234223)
31C-5 (Sample No.1)
.I'E R. similis (HM212650)

100

R. similis (GQ281456)
R. similis (EF517228)
-ﬁ OR similis (MF197889)
R. similis (MF197887)
{98R. similis (EF384225)
R. similis (EF384224)
R. similis (MF197890)
R. similis (KY000834)
R. similis (EF208206)
2 R. similis (DQ471332)
- R. similis (AY912509)
- R. similis (KF234222)
- R. similis (FJ455828)
— R. similis (FJ455830)
100|[— R. similis (EU728661)
—— R. similis (FJ455834)
R. similis (JQ782228)
R. similis (AF375350)
R. similis (HM212649)
%0 R. similis (JQ782240)
R. similis (MF197892)
R. similis (MF197891)
R. similis (JN091966)
R. similis (HM469457)
R. similis (JQ782244)
R. similis (KF234224)
R. similis (KF234218)
05 R. similis (AF375362)
{ R. similis (AF375394)
R. similis (AF375386)
'L R. similis (AF375367)
R. similis (AF375370)
30C-12 (Sample No.3)
30C-48 (Sample No.5)
R. bridgei (KJ845636)
R. similis (KF234220)
R. similis (EU728660)
— R. similis (JN0O91967)
R. similis (AF375387)
— R. similis (KF234225)
- R. similis (KY424250)
— R. similis (JQ619538)
R. similis (AF375366)
+ R. similis (AF375365)

89

73

R. similis (AF375383)
R. similis (AF375373)

100 { R. similis (AF375374)

R. similis (AF375380)
R. similis (AF375381)
R. similis (KF234226)
R. similis (KF234219)
R. similis (KF234228)
R. similis (JQ782229)
100 Pratylenchus coffeae (HQ688682)
L Pratylenchus loosi (LC030320)

0.04

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic relationships between Radopholus species: Bayesian 50% majority rule consensus tree as inferred from
the analysis of the ITS rRNA gene sequence alignment under the SYM + G model. Posterior probabilities exceeding
70% are given for appropriate clades. New sequences are indicated in bold font.
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100[

R. arabocoffeae (HQ823565)
R. arabocoffeae (HQ823563)
R. arabocoffeae (HQ823567)
R. daklakensis (HQ823572)

100

‘E R. arabocoffeae (HQ823569)

- R. similis (JQ782254)

- R. similis (JQ782247)

. similis (KF234216)

. similis (KF234215)

. similis (KF234214)

. similis (KF234209)

. similis (JQ782257)

— R. similis (JQ782263)

— R. similis (KF234210)

- 30C-12 (Sample No.3)

- 30C-48 (Sample No.5)

- R. similis (EU555407)

F R. similis (JN091962)

- R. similis (KY424322)
R. similis (JQ782253)

30C-25 (Sample No.4)

R. similis (JQ782250)

100 R. similis (KC702670)

_|95 L R. similis (JQ782249)

R. similis (JQ782252)

31C-5 (Sample No.1)
- R. similis (JQ782262)
'L R. similis (JQ782248)
7 R. similis(JNO91963)

— R. similis(JN091964)

100r  R. similis (KC700336)
R. similis (EU555405)
R. similis (HM469453)

100 R. similis (HM469454)
_ER. similis (EU555410)

96

]
|
VWD

R. similis (HM469452)
R. similis (HM469451)
- R. similis (KF234211)
- R. similis (JQ782258)
- R. similis (JQ782261)
— R. similis (EU555411)
— R. similis (EU555406)
— R. similis (KF234212)
R. similis (EU555409)

R. similis (JQ782255)
- R. similis (HM469450)
—  R. similis (EU555404)
- R. similis (EU555408)
- R. similis (EU555412)
- R. similis (KY828307)
- R. similis (GQ281466)
- R. similis (GQ281470)
- R. similis (GQ281474)
—  R. similis (GQ281465)

R. similis (GQ281468)
— R. similis (GQ281469)

100: Pratylenchus coffeae (HQ688677)

Pratylenchus loosi (KF430797)

Fig. 5 Phylogenetic relationships between Radopholus species: Bayesian 50% majority rule consensus tree as inferred from

the analysis of the D2-D3 of 28S rRNA gene sequence alignment under the HKY + G model. Posterior probabilities

exceeding 70% are given for appropriate clades. New sequences are indicated in bold font.
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Rsal

Fig. 6 Restriction fragments patterns of the amplified ITS region
digested using A/ul and Rsal. Lanes: M, 100 bp DNA ladder;
1-2, Sample No. 3; 34, Sample No. 4; 5-6, Sample No. 5.

9 10 11 12 13 NC M

Fig. 7 PCR amplification products obtained using Radopholus
similis species-specific primers RsF1/RsR1. Lanes: M, 100
bp DNA ladder; 1-3, Sample No. 1; 4-6, Sample No. 3; 7-9,
Sample No. 4; 10-13, Sample No. 5; NC, Negative control.
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