PITHRE S A 5Y % RS R R Bk (Bemisia
tabaci) S’ Kl /7 1 5t % % 1] 75 U G

X

BRI

JEE B oK) i -3 Bl (Hemiptera) - A7 &f (Sternorrhyncha) - - #k A}
(Aleyrodidae) - {erky# B (Bemisia) = w5 =X B #8 > 2% F = 37 484 B AT
H EC45% CLAG 18 900 A ¥ i 3¢ B SR 3 FE A= ik B = A#TEE (T &F 2002)

Eh - B R e e = AR B NAE IR IR, ¢ b RO R PR E b
T2 By &-4E (Species complex) - F A L35 FF £ 4 3 |V (biotypes) ~ J&E &
¥ i LA R I BE K ik W B %) ST A A S o AN SC ke R TS HOp) i Y AR B BT % ~
EIAE S G B H AP 9 - AL UL ITS 1 & RAPD-PCR &5 54 Hfliy Eh et 5
BRI [ SOREF ] =2 225 - Fybakd T igitlE =~ B K Q A 3 NME HAX £
FPUIESL RS = B E DL RT-PCR -5k KB 78 5947 B AR Bl A Ao FaAsT =
ST SEARET ©

IEE Ny e Z A EEZE

1980 1Y - itb &5 BA%E H 27 AH4Y #6 [F 33 - A6 B H S8 Hroyrady s
P = #RkE (Henneberry et al., 1998) ; 1986 4= it & & LN = 3% Bl I #F B3 ik &
#y 3 BE g 4T (Poinsettia) #r AR > X ARIZ MR HR & AE 2 FE Rk ~ 7B ~ &
Fh AR EE - E b Florida biotype ~ Poinsettia biotype # B-biotype &¢ 4=
HNEZ ZFE o 1990 SR DIARIZ M A Z w5 e iR 2 R TR
A% R IR I - WA E O RE Y DL PR GE - T R S AT R B S it R B
1980 = Hb H MR Mzt il R R LA - 55— R 8 F 0y KGRI - WO R AG 4R
K& ##(Superbug) ~ fE(Baringaga - 1993) - B-biotype #2557 JINER e )
(Squash silverleaf) ~ 3F7h 7~ 1E ¥ =~ F-#(Tomato uneven ripenining) 4 28 sZE 4T
ZE IR iz 55 (Vein-clearing of foliage) £ 3#T v Ai 427 /5 & » %] itk B-biotype 74 1993
F BV R AR 2 70 55 5L — T AE 2 G - b e B R ERFE R R % B
argentifolii L7 5 770 K By i <

TTHIEEEZTE S EFEEYBWABBPIRMIETISE 151 58 °



IEE K 2k [R5 =2 Z FE R SC £%

JE G TE 1889 i AT NE B, - TS % % Aleyrodes
tabaci Gennadius » ¥ B B T2 58 by Aok FL AT 2 29 i 08 25 > 7 47 o

k1. [Fl4 5 OB B ERAE TS B SR S B A AR = BRI AR
Table 1. Synonyms of B. tabaci (Gennadius) with their type locality and host

plants

(Perring, 2001)

Spedes Type locality Type host plant
Alevrodes tabaci (Gennadius, 1859) Ciresce Tobacco, Nicotizna sp., Family Solinaceas
Aleyrodes inconspicua {Quaintance, 1900) FL, USA Physafis sp., Family Solanaceae
Bemigia incongpicna {(Quaintance) {Quaintance and Baker, 1914) FL, USA Physakis sp., Family Solanaceae
Bemisia emilize (Corbett, 1926) Sri Lanka Emifia sonchifalia (L.) DC. Ex Wight, Family Asteraceae
Bemisia signata (Bondar, 1928) Brazl Nicotiana glawca Graham, Family Solanaceas
Bemisia hakiana (Bondar, 1928) Brazl Nicotiana tabacum, L., Family Solanaceae
Bemisia costa-limai (Bondar, 1925) Brazl Euphorbia hirtella Boiss., Family Euphorbiaceas
Bemisia gossypiperda {Misra and Lamba, 1929) India, Pakistan  Cotton, Gossypium sp., Family Malvaceas
Bemisia ackhyranthes (Singh, 1931) India Achyranihes aspera L., Family Amaranthaceae
Bemisia hibisei (Takahashi, 19173) Taiwan Hihiseus rosa-ginensis L., Family Malvaceae
Bemisia longisping (Priesner and Hosny, 1934) Egypt Psidium guajava L., Family Myrtacee
Bemisia gossypiperda var. mosaiciveciurs | Ghesquiere, 1934) Zaire Jatropha muwltifida L., Family Euphorbiaceas
Cassava, Manihot sp., Family Euphorbiaceas
Bemisia goldingi (Corbett, 19351) MNigeria Cotton, Gossypium sp., Family Malvaceas
Bemisia nigeriensiz {Corbett, 19354) MNigeria Cassava, Manifot sp., Family Euphorbiacea
Bemisia rhodesigengis | Corbett, 1936) Zimhabwe Tobavco, Nicotizna sp., Family Solanaceae
Bemisia tabaci { Gennadius) {Takahashi, 1936) Mariana Islands  Brassica oleracea, L., Family Cruciferaceae
Bemisia manikotis | Frappa, 1937) Madagascar Cassava, Manihot sp., Family Euphorbiaceae
Bemisia vayssierei (Frappa, 1938) Madagascar Tobavco, Nicotizna sp., Family Solanaceae
Bemigia | Neohemivia ) hibisci (Visnya, 1941) Taiwan Hihigeus rosa-ginengis L., Family Malvaceae
Bemisia | Neobemizia ) rhodesicensis (Visnya, 1941) Zimbabwe Tobacco, Nicotizna sp., Family Solinaceas
Bemisia loniceras (Takahash, 1957) Japan Lonicera faponica Thunb, Ex Murray, Family Caprifoliiceas
Bemisia minima (Danzg, 1964) Gioorgia Elhalizia pairini {Lepech.) Garcke, Family Lamiaceae
Bemigia miniscwla (Danzig, 1964) Georgia Lamivm purpurenm L., Family Lamiaceae

11 = 1% > Quaintance (1900) E 3 [ V4 &g #F 0y K& & # (Physalis
alkekengi) ey % 5 —#7FE %4 Aleyrodes inconspicua Quaintance -

15 4% - Quaintance and Baker (1914) 5 fu L — #7178 2 (4 0 & B
(Bemisia) 3 #% Aleyrodes inconspicua Quaintance £ %= Il 37 )& > 444838 50

F (1914 ~1964) - H{th[FAERE & 5Pl FE 14 1B [ K = T~ [6] &7 EAE 5%
HarZ(Gk 1) » s FZFE =144 Takahashi (1931) 4% Aleyrodes tabaci 3+
NG B vE - b T 23R ARE By e 22 2 Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) =~ By
o
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Table 2. Major events in the nomenclature of B. tabaci(Gennadius)
(Perring, 2001)

Event Relerence

Alevrodes inhari described Gennadius, 1589

Bemisin described as new genus, with B, fconspicus as type species (Quaintance and Baker, 1914
Bemisia achyranthes synonymized with Bemisia gogsypiperda Corbett, 1935

Bemisia hibisei synonymized with 8. tahaci Takahashi, 1936

8. hibisci and 8. rhodensiensis pliced in sub-genus Bemisia | Neobemisia ) Visnya, 141

Bemiisia manihotis and Bemisiz vayssiersi synonymized with 8. tahaci Takahashi and Mamet, 1952
Aleyrodes inconspicua, Bemisia cosia-limai, Bemisia hahiana, Bemisia signata, Bemivia gossypiperda var, Russell, 1957

mosaiciveciura, Bemisiz iongisping, Bemisia goldigi, and Bemisia nigeriensis, Bemivis riodesiaensis
synonymized with 8. rahai

Bemisia minima and Bemisiz minioda synonymized wath 8. wdaci Danzig, 1966
Bemisia inconspicea, Bemisia emiiae, and Bemisia bnicerae newly synonymred with 8. tahari. Mound and Halsey, 197%

Other species hsted as synonyms include Alevrages iahaci Bemisia inconspicua, Bemivia ameliae,
Bemisia gossypiperda, Remisia | Neohemisia} hibisci, Bemisia | Neohemisia)
rindesiaensis, and Bemisia lonicerae

1978 FLLHIH 6 R BEE ) dher & vy EZEZHIHGER 2) » BBAERK
Ry HE 12 Russell (1957)7 9 A&7~ 7] a5 wyFEIA S| 25 [ AE R & - SOER
¥ [ AZE B P4 T~ [E] T A tobacco ~ cotton & swveetpotato whitefly £ 7~ [F] By
TP o
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Fig. 1. Different morphological types of nymph for Bemisia tabaci on
host with different leaf types. (Martin, 1987)

I EEEREEZ[AISHE?

JEE B ik ey — R A = F o BOH SR Sy MR TE R R R A A A T R,
W BT E ~ TR K RAE - ELE il s 2 b > FEE - 1.BF B
¥ i s TE LT F ARG R FF EPTHE LY OB R SRR E A
(Martin,1987) : %5 ¢ Mound (1963) 7 Fist T 0% Fopn a7 7 74 1~ [ 47 2R A%
T FAES Y - S8 s /M EE Rl AR A B = 2 L -



ITEE A AR A RE RGBT L2 =2

TRYE N d3 P e S i > TP Ry MR 49~ - R TR i SR IE R R LU W
B> £ FLER
— ~ HUSmEUIR A A TE R BOR ST F WU A - T SR i FI BLWIOREL AN -

(Brown, et al., 1995)

2. DIFwdl 2 E T B SE(SEM) 3 0&E Hop itk B SR I ik 2 8 i g 1A T
L (bc @ JEH IR A KN AT NE - d @ SRIERFER) ©

Fig. 2. Scanning electron microscopy(SEM) of dorsal pupal case from
three whitefly population.(b,c : biotype A and N of B. tabaci, d : B.

argentifolii)
= ~ 5y —{E R 9 BE AR 48 [ - B S AT o BE BT A R & ¥ (Brown et al,
1995) - FESR FE K a1 = ¥ - T HOoky i HY EL vg (& 2) -
T W & 37 £ S E I A0 AR /7 IR == 5 ¢ sRIER PR Y SkE
oM g AR g E RS geminivirus SF - il g B Eg N = SR T g A A 1~ 1E W =
F2iE - (8 H 3 B B 2 U BOE Eofr ik 4 55(Brown et al., 1995) -
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KeE B i > A FH O NFE S H FE [E 38— Perring  (2001) B 4N FEE] 4k

RIFEF - -

— ~ #FrtEE 5 (Newworld) : @3+ A ~C ~N KR A |\fE -

— ~ iz F(Cosmopolitan) : HF:ESRFEN) di K B2 A F|NFH -

= ~ E=(Benin) : E A& |\f&E ; YL F(Spain) : S A4 |\f&E -

9 ~ EF E(India) : H A= 3 NfE -

F ~ BRFHSudan) 1 L A FENfE 5 PEYESF(Spain) 1 Q A FENfE 5 A K FIEE
(Nigeria) : J A3 \E ; 3= K(Egypt) ° SkEnd B2/ NfE -

X ~ = FFH(Turkey) : M A4 3 |fE ; 5% K(Korea) & #Fwg & (Hainan) @ >k 4%n
AT NAE o

-+ ~ I (Australia) @ AN A N - EOE TR i EE /Do 16 5 A 3N E 5
Fi E - F-&-Hy(Perring, 2001) -

FIA ITS 1 & RAPD-PCR &£ ilTE531E
St &2 ELMh ) 2 E =) 2 S 3R /&

ot (R G K ~ ERIEW = 5 = K AAEARIR 5 (B4 5 4 O 22
o di 2 F - F S 2 JR AT AU B (ACMIV) H R # &0 = - B #8271
JERE H Ry iy B. tabaci - ME BK) ik — e Ay FLAS I B = JR ] L A
PR EBT 5 BE AR PR M B TR B8 A e F R -

ITS 1 5t RAPD-PCR 2 & 4~ 4 3R AT 3 740 8 5 e Bk i K 2 TR R~ 5 [&
G-z A BRONAEYL R #y o= W] AT ey — A= FF( Bird, 1957 ; Costa & Russell,
1975 ; Bird & Maramorosch, 1978 ) [&] Bt 7 B 7 1F &4 38 N = IT 45 Bl (%
Z FRET - 3k 3.BUIR & 39 (BT~ [El Hbl& B VF4 5 = A2 B8N AE - P 1Fd £ 32
BAEIE MR F(AS 1E) BV AT 1B) - H AP 84E © NN~ 2685 -
R 843 ~ 38 & K Ipomoea spp.(—fE 5 F) & 8 & -



R 3. AT EF R RAPD-PCR K ITS 1 544 5| & Ghek £ 2 &
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Table 3. B. tabaci populations used in RAPD-PCR and ITS 1 analysis for
(Abdullahi et al., 2003)

biotype identification

Species |
biotype

Location

Acronym

Host

Bewmisia tabact
Biotype Q

B. tabaci
Biotype B
Biotype A

B. tabaci
Biotype S

. dabaci

cl
B. labaci
. babaci
dabact
dabaci
. dabaci

i

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B. tabaci
B. tabaci
B. tabaci
B i
B. tabaci
B. tabaci
B. tabaci
B. tabaci
B L
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B

. il
B. labaci
dabaci
dabact
dabact
. dabaci

Lafer

. babaci
dabact
dabact
3. tabaci

B. tabaci

Ibadan (Nigeria)
Almeria (Spain)
Agadir (Morocco)
Arizona (USA)
Arizona (USA)

Jalna (India)

Norwich (UK)

lalna (India)

Bovar (CAR)
Kisangani(Congo)
Kampala (Uganda)
Bussia (Kenya)
Abidjan (Cote d'lvoire)
Nzerekore (Guinea)
Bouake (Cote d'lvoire)
Karaj (Iran)

Norwich (UK)
Kisangani (DR Congo)
Ada (Ghana)

Ibadan (Nigeria)
Onne (Nigeria)
Bangalore (India)
Trivandrum (India)
Limbe (Cameroon)
Lusaka (Zambia)
Gbojome (Togo)
Kinshasha (DR Congo)
Kisangani (DR Congo)
Kaiama (Nigeria)
Aboki (Nigeria)
Katsina (Nigeria)
Kent (UK)
Coimbatore (India)
Abidjan (Cote d'lvoire)
Ibadan (Nigeria)
Fontem (Cameroon)
Cotonou (Benin)
Atakpane (Togo)
Funtua (Nigeria)

Nigeria-Cowpea3s
Spain-Cucumberl8
Morocco-Cucumberd8
USA-Cottonl9
USA-Cotton20
India-Cottond?
Spain-ipomoea’s
India-Eggplantd4
CAR-Cassava2d
DRC-Cassavabh
Uganda-Cassava50
Kenya-Cassava6l
Cl-Cassava2®
Guinea-Cassava30
Cl-Cassava2e
Iran-Tomato56
UK-Tomatod9
DRC-Tomato52
Ghana-Cassava33
Nigeria-Cassava(5
Nigena-Cassavalos
India-Cassavabh
India-Cassavabt
Cam-Cassava23
Zambia-Cassavall7
Togo-Cassava3l
DRC-Cassaval?
DRC-Cassava53
Nigeria-Tomato35
Nigeria-S.potato36
Nigera-Tomato37
Balt7UK
India-Eggplantd3
Cl-Cowpea29
Nigeria-Limabean78
Cam-Peppers1
Benin-Soybeans80
Togo-Potato79
Nigeria-Cotlon77

Cowpea
Cucumber
Cucumber
Cotton
Cotton
Cotton
Ipomoea spp.
Eggplant
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Tomato
Tomato
Tomato
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Cassava
Tomato
Sweet potato
Tomato
Tomato
Eggplant
Cowpea
Limabean
Pepper
Soybean
Potato
Cotton

SI-HT 88 7 7 Rk Z BT 4 o=

© o ] PR B M B S A 3 A A AR

£ ARARIRIRRATAE TOWIEAF B R T - HFAERXIER A & B £ &
B J. K. Brown 232 (EEF AR KEARY) R) ARSI 0 Q £ VER D.
Jansen 1+ (CIFA)3Z{# - S A NfE H | Bedford - +QIC)$2 6% > AZA(R
FriF 142 3E4T DNA ZEEX - [F] BREE—[E 2 3 =~ DNA 7% 7% RAPD-PCR
R A€ ITS-ribosomal DNA 3 1&g 7k & JF > $R 44 48 slTH oF )5 14 VE & Ao Ast o 38 =
H R ERAR BMZ - [ 3. E 35 HL UL RAPD-PCR = S HT 45088 B0 fis &A= B |\
FE > band pattern 55| : % 1 Z= 4 34T 1 IR F AT NFY 5 45 4 4T ¢

S AT FE: 5 64T 1 ET AN AT E % 7 4T ¢ EF AT AT
NFE 8 AT A FIBE AT AT NfE £ 94T 1 Q AT NFE % 10 4T ¢
B I NE 5 8 11 4T 1 A AETEME 5 12 4T ¢ (FASMEE= B. afer -



[ 3. L. RAPD-PCR $)& %) fi 88 32 1~ 5] 4 2 [Nl = o [ 3 -

Fig. 3. RAPD-PCR fragments generated from B. tabaci obtained from
different host plants and locations, using the Operon primer H16.
Lanes 1-3, cassava Africa; lane 4, biotype S ; lanes 5 and 6, cassava

India ; lane 7, eggplant India ; lane 8, cowpea Nigeria ; lane 9,
biotype Q : lane 10, biotype B ; lane 11, biotype A; lane 12, B. afer.
(Abdullahi et al., 2003)

LL RAPD-PCR 750 - 14 2 M T 15 Y28 Bk iy >~ A 38 /N 55 3,
(B 3) 7 | JF It 2 = 4 22| fE(lanel-lane3) 7E 7 # 1040 Az 850 EL7F L [H
B EL ¥ - T S A B NFER RAPD-PCR = 547 B 3% B #5484 3 )~ f&E = A
LTS 5 ZEHAEN A S AR T8O E(EFE AL 700 I A8 THNAE AT H 5] dig
Fo 2 - WO H A B il FE I 5 B R 2~3 B T [B] 2 g Fa T 2B, - B
FEIM A B NAE = FRAARBIAR T-A S A B NFERAFF - HESF—FRVE LA
RAPD-PCR 54T AB & Q A |\f#E ; A B B [ 7 7EE:YT 1040 (L B H AH
Bl = g E et 230L - Her =D 1-2 EGCC B - F A i d 23, - K F)
= B 81 Q A= B = g BT B 2 [F] KA B B A A 3 NFE(Abdullahi et
al., 2003) -

Ll RAPD-PCR X2 ITS 1 &3%1i]
AS TR IR/ INFEIE R DFR

— ~ LA RAPD-PCR R #t50 FH 50 AT (& 1) B3, - W R FREF 4 5| oAt 3 48
HNE(S S A TENE) RIS F A ME(RTE A~ B~ Q ERHAIFY
A& HOVEE) - T RS S AR NIRRT B S Q A BV AR RN
7B O A £ FRONE Wit NMESREE A S A B NME A IR NS
A T NFE = YT 45 BEAFR X T FAENR JE A 3 O NFE( Abdullahi et al., 2003) -
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Fig. 4. Dendrogram deduced from matrix of pairwise distances in
RAPD-PCR analysis between 39 populations of B. tabaci, using
the neighbour-joining method. (Abdullahi et al., 2003)

— ~ LLITS 1 A& FsrAr(E 5) 3 ¢ Aot A B NEIL A ~ S A 3|V

Bl — R4 F08F - HARFa IMESL B ~ Q A 2 MEJE 75— KN4 FFF -
AR S AR A L E R - A H BT A A BB A 3 NFE AL
“PET DL AT B B BE > 22 L 1 45~ B 2Rk (Abdullahi et al., 2003) -

Spain (AF216050)
Spain (AFZ16051)
)

Papua-ch (AF216GO0G)

A —
Tahwan (AF218050)
S India-Cottona
Mepal (AF216040)
B - Pl ar
& 100 [ na

et €
1 [ Turkey (AF216062)

Indin (AF216021)
USA (AFZ1680688)
USA- Cotton2o

—
L
USA-Cotton 19
Inrmel (AF216031)
UK-Tomatoas
Sudan (AF218058)
100 DFRC-T 2
Iran (AF216025)

Brazi (AFZ18008)
Cam-Feppors’
Iran-Tomatosea
Migorin-Cotton? 7
e nao

5. DLITS 1 A% 4 BR )T 5| FARKE TR # T~ [F] = A8 BN 2 /R Aoy FAAst -

Fig. 5. Phylogenetic tree constructed from ITS 1 nucleotide sequence from
B. tabaci and other whiteflies collected from different host plants

and geographical regions. Numbers on tree reflect bootstrap values
(©0) (Abdullahi et al., 2003)
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Ffrench-Constant ££(2004) b3 W B #8 3 26 75| = Pz 4 - F| m A b &
H- A F] Al (genotype) 42 F2 11 572 2 H /e Zk F(phenotype) = 22 3 — AR %5 By
P& ; Wi Anstead %-(2004)th DL Ak#F(Myzus persicae) #5915~ » 2 i H ¥4
J% R R A S DDT 125 - HF 5 5l 2k B R 2 {E B K 42 (point
mutation) Fir 5| #B8-BF L1014H(HEE Leucine #E 1014 sz B BX %24 ik, Histidine) &
MO18T (ith 7% Methionine ¥£ 918 {1 & 24 %% ik, Threonine) ; % ¢k Morin £:(2002)
WERE ¢ AEE pE B A B MEH G R 88 5 Z PR TR SR 2R B AR
TH W (E BE L F] 2= 482 4 B ¢ M918V/(Methionine to Valine at position 918) 57
L925I(Leucine to Isoleucine at position 925) - F 7 L9251 ¥i B 4= | & 1 FH]
PLEE o A BRARE =55 VI -

KE R B S Q A= T |NAE FL T A Hy T Mg A M & 2 s b & = BE = 4G
Fah 0 WA R AR R IR R AR IR R S R PR R A FH I B Ry = i
P - AE S T AR R (BN A G ik B #250 (G- =5) = iy e - BB R
FEE B> R - IRET M= Moy 25 0 1P A AR S8l s = B ~
Q A NE(GGK 4.5T°H 6 18 B A& MEA 7 1 Q A PNMEIRFT e HPT
2 FL R = 8 BT -

x4, B TR EFL TR 5 6 B B & 7 1E Q A NEHH r1-B,r1-Q, s-B
R s-Q = JEJE ek (Alon et al., 2006)

Table 4. The frequency of r1-B,r1-Q, s-B and s-Q in six B and seven Q B.
tabaci strains surveyed worldwide

Strain Biotype Year Country Host % Male genotypes* Female genotypes* Frequency”

B Cotton 10 0 0 10 (] =1

B Cotton 16 O 0 16 i ) ) {0 ) s=1

B Tomatocs 14 1 1] 3 4 1 vl =

B Cotton 14 9 0 ] 4 vl =

B Cabbag I 12 [i] 1 1 =

B Me Im 0 20 1] [ {3 =

0 (]rn amentals 14 3 9 2 1 0 (1] 5 14 = = 0.X
0 retables 80 3 5 8 0 1 2 O 5 0 =
0 il (n_rn' ny l[lbl-‘cu: 15 1 12 | G0 [ L i 1 a ol =
0 2003 Isracl Peppers 19 712 4] 0 v =
0 Vegetables 16 10 f 0 8 3 4 [ | U I

0Q Tomatocs 16 = B 1] 7 2 4 1 0 1] LU

0 Ornamentals 15 11 4 il G i 3 I I I ()

£ i (Bioassay) | AT A BHR (E & B B Q I E) 5 T
PARTEIE 5 N5 3, 2662°C ~AHEHIRIE 60% K S LI 2 16 /Nid S U
8 /NI SEBE » AT AR A SR (R SRR S A o Ve 8 3 AR B -
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Table 5. Log-dose probit mortality data for three strains of B. tabaci tested
with fenpropathrin plus 1000 mg/ml acephate in a leaf-dip bioassay

(48h.) (Alon et al., 2006)
Strain L gsus CIV Resistance
Fenopropathrin rato”
Aravadid (0 aE 34-274 150
ASshalimn-03 (B) 1.25 0.56-2 8 25
B-ERel {8 LR O ENE {0 (5

A W Fg R RN T 2 1 R BEER A A LLEE B iR TR RS TR T SRIAAT A BE AR
ERER H H BR e 2 - 25 S5 2 R U 2 1¢ O~100ug/mil T Ji A= BRGRSAA HI
[ 52 e Y& FE % 1,000ug/ml > 4noth JRIsX B ] 25 48 JNBrt% - BRES H AR 3t =
F A0 LA Polo-PC w3 L Cs > #EFR A1k 5.0 Q A #H /|NfE(Arava-03) 15 =~
LCso 2 9.50/ml > - H AR B 0% 5 7 ( LCs =0.005g/ml )=~ 1,900 f ;
T B 4 |“NFE(Ashalim-03) 1|15 = LCso 2 1.25g/ml » H F4E (Z BT 153 250
1% > ] & 4 th A BE > £ SO ?

FAEAFE UL RT-PCR S 3R A FLF] o8 88 = 37 F 7E B 81 Q UKL AR
A NMEFH A AE - FH RT-PCR(BF S50 -G Bara 46 &) -
B SEH AL RNA 48 B )R 35650704 fi% CDNA - $X 4% 5K cDNA 5K % 5 JF - %
H [E] B8 DNA ZEHUG AT 7 1% TEH AR St 0~ A AT - 4 RAE SRk vd P ] 8%
BRI R Z PUEE T rl ~ r2 gEdm - T B AT NMER]E rl ik E T
FAEJET—Z JREAEFE T > B Q A ERM Y E rl HLMEETF4h 0 i E r2
P EF X & ET—=s FH-F (Alonetal., 2006) -

-10 -



Met3la
a-8 GOCAAATCCTGGECCARACTTTGAATCTGTTGATTTCAR a0
EleB = = me s e es s s e e e ao
R P a0
e P T a0
-4 e e o e a0
a-8 TTTGTGTATCATTATTTTCAT T TTTGC TG TGATGGGARTGC ARCTATTCGGGARGAATTATACAG RCAATGTTGATCGCT 10
b - e e e e e e 10
1=~ 160
5 = T e 160
- e e L B A 160
Intron 1
(=730 bp)
a-B 240
ri-B 240
a-¢ 240
ri-Q 240
r2-Q 240
a-8 320
ri-B 320
a-Q 320
ri-g 320
r2-g 320
g-8 371
ri-s 371
a-g 371
ri-g 371
r2-Q 371
Intron 2

6. HIAHE K B K Q &S AR B NMENTINAEEEE 11IS4-6 & = AZF| BR
JF 2 IR E -

Fig. 6. Nucleotide sequence of the 11S4-6 region of the B. tabaci para-type

sodium channel gene, amplified from the two B(B-ref and

Ashalim-03) and two Q (Arava-03 and I'T-99) strain.
(Alon et al., 2006)

R 6. FAE P ERPT ~ R 5 B dh AR F NS B R FE AL BR = T 2 £ F

Table 6. Nucleotide variation in five resistant and susceptible B. tabaci

para-type sodium channel alleles. (Alon et al., 2006)
Alkele  L9251(61) T929V (T3-T4) 164 200 206-207 213 241 248 257 27T M2 35T 3 95397 399 426 43T 443 474 484 51
ri-f1 A AC T CoTC T A AT AT G ¢ CCA T G A G A G C
ri-B 2 A AL T (o o T A A T A T [T - CCA T Or A G A [T -
=81 T AC T ¢ TC T A AT AT G O CCA T G A G A G C
ri-Q 1 A AC (S| T T 71 - T A C AT CCA C A C r A G T
r2-0 0T ol CoT T T 7T - T A C AT CCA oA C T A G T
r2-02T T CoT T T 1 - T A o AT CCA o A o T A G T
=01 T AC (SN S e T A - o G T G O CCA T ¢ C T T © ©
02 T AC (SN S e T A - o G T G O CCA T ¢ C T T © ©
503 T AC CoCoOr T A - C [E G ¢ CCA T G O T (S
04 T AL (o (o T G A - T A o G ¢ .- T a O T A G T
Alkle 3532 ol 872 SED 586 391 600 620 TI2-TIS 736 T30 T8 799 HOI-R(M KIS R1T K19 KSR K74
ri-B 1« A T (o T T A A - T AT T TA G G G OCT
ri-g 2« A T C T T A T --- T A T T TA G G G CT
81 C A T ¢ T T A A --- T A T T TA G G G CT
ri-Q 1« T T G 1 [t G A --- e T A T TA A A A AT
r2-00 8 ( T T G T C G A --- e T AT TA A A A AT
(e e T T & T C r A --- 8 T AT TA Or A A AT
=01 G T T G T T G A  AAA T A A A AT G A A A -
02 G T (S | T G A  AAA T 7T A T TA G A A A T
505 G T T G T I 0 A --- I A A A AT a0 A A A -
04 C T T G ¢ C G A - C T A T TA G A A AT
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il RT-PCR = AT » 1FEIRBEE A—F F & o ELF R BETE B
1 Q A NEZ EFH(HE 6.) - EE 6.+ 55" rl-B biotype & rl-Q
biotype » E. s == Q biotype & E r2 = Q biotype 3£ 5 fE4 F NFELE IIS 4-6
B AZHBR)FZ] > AEFE rl UM E T34 B 2 S AR L EH %y 60 - FH
ErEL ¥ T &k A > [E L Leucine FE 925 578 24 %% %, Isoleucine ; T
ELr2 UM E T3 A AL S B AR LB %y 73~74 - HgEL ¥ 5 B AC
% A% GT » E b3 3%k Threonine £ 929 {1 B 2 % 5k, Valine. l b 7] 7. Q A= I
ANAEE FERRFER rl Ror2 HUkEET o s B 22 E IR ARG E 9 p e
L9651 & TO29V - F v L9251 = EFEkH| 2k g 7> B-4AH |[NfE(Alon et al.,
2006) -

ri-81

ri-82 Clade 1

s-81

PR S04
r2-aQ2

98.0
Clade 2

90.8 ri-gr i

61.2

1000 r2-a 1

502

a5.0 01 Clade 3

Q5.3
"L so=

7. FRE Ry ERDT - RSB ELEEAE 11S4-6 & =~ s KA R 459 K859+
e

Fig. 7. Maximum likelihood analysis of resistant (r) and susceptible (s)
allele sequences produced from the first exon (145 bp) and first
intron (730bp) in the 11S4-6 domain of the B. tabaci para-type
sodium channel gene. (Alon et al., 2006)

FEF N =2 B~Q AT EZ =~ Q A NMERE s 2 B ~Q AN
TEVFIHAZE BRAE 7 25 B(3k 6) AT R B A NE(E s /M E -T2k rl ik E
F)FEEEL I AE 61, 620 (LB H Lok R H ARAIAH[F] - & F] BviN 2 56 —FBF
(clade 1 - [& 7.) » HH—FFAIRFEPTH Q A MVEHE rl =k r2 Hitt FE T35
FrELs B FEF= Q4 - 3k N FESER S-Q4 7 257, 277, 342, 474, 484, 511,
532 K 736 ZF 1 E I8 S-Q1, S-Q2, S-Q3 F 1~ FE WAHFE A rl s r2 =2 Q
AEFENAE - B H B r1-Q ~ r2-Q ERdH R 5 —Ff(clade 2 - [E 7)) - RIS =FF
BEFERMR Y S-Q4 4=~ Frf R& i Q A 3E [ NfE(Alon et al., 2006) -
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E

il
0

EEIN B AT MECIET 2 —FTAE - A H A A B NEE DL E] AR AR 2R
15 E PR o FA M L= BT I8 A E R 0 AR B EI R R E & b - LAY
FE a8t s (biological species concept) - A T i e By PR 8y B 480 B A
A - A R R FE R BB ST i — TR e Y R ASRIAE B 0 B E
T 25 7 AT 09 3% % B mnsik vy i R - A AR XU AR & (typological  species
concept) T~ > A T~3E G SR FE M i )] Zy 7 Fp ik = FIAESL & - B )T BT
JB IR T E AR G-fE(species complex) sk pA AR B A BRI
& (Martin et al., 2000) -

Brown Z£( 1995) 74 Fopp ik B [ A ~ 2 23R AFE ~ [FERREFE AR
WA T 2 %5 77 T F BT 3 A — 5y AR (b EL L of & B 4H ik fE >~ 48 64 ; De Barro
and Hart (2000) #5 th) J& Tk s A a8 ] f7 JK 52 AR B XL » B EREAE H )N
A F] B P e PRl = A - 7ok - Alon £2(2006) t LAFE &9t~ B i1 Q 4=
O NAE SRR S TPLEE >~ RT-PCR AT 45 K483, - BU(HE 8% A 7 [B] (ko Hh =
= WAE A FE Ry e A BN - H R = ELE IR IR IR = IR R - A= -
FRF R i e JE L SR PR EAE KT 2 Ay M FLUE A AEEBE o

Z2E /K
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