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ABSTRACT

The interspecific relationships of the genus Leucophenga, L. concilia, L. maculata, L.
orientalis, and L. quinquemaculipennis were investigated by soluble proteins analysis. The
electrophoretic banding patterns of the four species analyzed by SDS-PAGE were scanned
by densitometer. The soluble protein patterns of L. maculata and L. concilia by SDS-PAGE
appeared similarly and on the other hand, those of L. quinquemaculipennis had a different
forms from three other species.

The genetic distance among the four species of TDE analysis was calculated by formula
of the Aquadro and Avise (1981). The genetic distance between L. maculata and L. concilia
was 0.393, the lowest of all and between L. maculata and L. quinquemaculipennis was 0.496,
the highest of all. The dendrogram was established using UPGMA method based on genetic
distance obtained by TDE analysis. Clustered patterens as follows; first, L. maculata and
L. concilia were clustered, and L. orientalis and L. quinquemaculipennis followed the first
one in order. In consequence, it seems that the interspecific relationship of L. quin-
quemaculipennis was farther from the other three species, while that of L. maculata and

L. concilia was closer than that of L. orientalis.
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Leucophenga®-& Mikel ol#i4 188630 A¢ 71AE 22 v 2HAR
Zoln], AAHLZ 2014 162F0] HEHo 3 (Wheeler, 1986), Il 20+ 8%F0]
232 2 (Leedt Kim, 1987). Leucophengas o= Neoleucophenga©t4 =t Leucophenga©t
2oz Yy 9ed 3o BESI Y 4FF L. quinquemaculipennis Neoleucophen-
gaokgo]l &3 B 32L& Leucophengaotd ol &30k, L. quinquemaculipennis 70l
black spot7t dol &8 3% A FHH, L. maculata. L. concilia R L. orientalis®] 3
28 BYwIFAA FHF HolE Holumg A FHE 5

g9 Hubby®} Throckmorton(1965)-& D. virilis species group 9% A $44 =43
& BAM3ld 7 $AEE Fslgen Singh®t Coulthart(1982)& D. melanogaster st D.
pseudoobscuras WA L2 44 DAL FAse FAA WelE AT, Del Puerto
= (1985)& sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE) € ©]
23] =g 2129 337 §390A4 cuticle proteing ¥4 3ttt O'Farrell(1975) ¢ <3t
o 39t® two dimensional gel electrophoresis (TDE)& °]4-3 <« Brown¥ Langley(1979)
¥ D. melanogaster®t AAQ ko] wid heterozygosityd FEE A HJrrd ¢k 3,
Aquadro®} Avise(1981)& AXF 8%l Wis] TDEE °l43td #44 A=E A&sx
starch geld] &lste] delx #AH A< wmsigch, z22lx Ohnishis (1982)& D.
montium subgroupel W3t TDEZ Asstd AFE wiew, Leest Pak(1985)°] D.
awraria complex 5% ths] AFHerA< oz ddg FAsS F fFAdRAE B2
s+t Leedt Joo(1987)& ®=FAr D. quinaria group 5% s @¥dL EA3te F3
o wwlA EoAd 34 AuHE Wiz AFHARAE Bz 3 vp itk olAAA
Drosophila®o| %38t= xdeldAe ¥ 477 AN, Leucophengas el &3te EXoi
2]+ SDS-PAGEY} TDEY 22 B3 vie @t

B AT aam Hdad A 200A ol AR Leucophenga® 4%l W3t 544
Gl A g FAste o) F F7He FARAE I A A

Mz o U

B Age A" Leucophenga®ol 43t& 4% (L. maculata Dufour, 1839; L. concilia
Okada, 1956; L. orientalis Lin and Wheeler, 1972 ; L. quinquemaculipennis Okada, 1956)
L 198949 49%E 3 1094 AA ARAsIAct. L. maculata, L. ovientalis 2 L.
quinquemaculipennis= A= &AL conciliae ZUE A tatel A sweeping
methodol]l <& A3t AH§-3Ha e,

a4 gl 24357 ¢85t sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophor-
esis (SDS-PAGE) = Laemmli(1970) 2] wle] wgich, @A A8+ 232 AAZF 35
ule] 2FH5oA 2T 98 £ColA 4,000rpme2 2587 YAEAA 2 FE2AE A3
9}, Two-dimensional electrophoresis(TDE) & O'Farrell(1975) ¢ whgel =#sicl, Az
7t 2o 43 gule]¥ L lysis buffer® 48 F 4°C, 10,000rpmol A 2587F WA £ 3o
O A2AF 5ulE AEANEL sdd, 283 $483 A=l Aquadro¢t Avise(1981) &
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FA & o] 434,
Fzznxy/(nx+Yx)
D=1-F
D:#A4 A=
F:#44 fAx
Ny, Ny - B2 3HE 93 spotd] F5
Nyy . 258 E 993 spots

Zn g 1%

SDS-PAGEo| o3t =84 chI 24

Leucophenga®; 4%% SDS-PAGEZ ¥4 479454 Figlsh Fig=

o] wlA oEAe #o]& LKB-2202 Ultroscan laser densitometers] A 630nm-=.2
scanning® 23+ Fig2¢l 2o,

Standard protein® ¥ ¥A%e £22 abcdef2 Wrdch Z} 72 ujaslo
wal AAH a(MW. 97,4000 4) Tl A e 4% 2F 549 F33 band7t Vebsk oA,
band FAL 4% 25 fAstE T ast b7 (MW. 97,400-68,000) A A= 4% EF FR
3 4719 band’} YeEbxtEdl band FAel L. maculatast L. concilial X frAbstel 2=, L.
orientalis®t L. quinquemaculipennis= band o] fAstd ot <& 2% 3= ol Xt}
bt cF7t (M.W. 68,000-43,000) N A= L. maculatast L. concilia®) band57} 9/ & el
Yo, L. orientalis®t L. quinquemaculipennis= T2 “tebrt band %3l A8k, ¢
o 477t (M.W. 43,000-29,000)1 4 L. maculata®t L. concilia= band 57} 671 2 band ok
spo] Zokch. WM L. orientalis®t L. quinquemaculipennist band ol & 23 %= oz
o L. orientaliss 61X L. quinquemaculipennise 502 tebytch, det et (MW.
26.,000-20,100) ol & L. maculata®t L. concilia= band 7+ 371414l band ofAre] 7}z ot
2A ebwts L. orientalis® L. quinquemaculipennis= band +7} 3NZ band7} fAF3H
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Fig. 1. SDS-PAGE protein banding patterns among the four species of the genus Leucophenga.

1, L. maculata; 2, L. concilia; S.F, Standard protein; 3, L. orientalis; 4, L. quinquemaculipennis.
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Fig. 2. Densitometric recordings of the electrophoretic patterns among the four species of the genus Leucophenga.
S.P, Standard protein; 1, L. maculata; 2, L. concilia; 3, L. orientalis; 4, L, quinquemaculipennis; a,
Phosphorylase B; b, Bovin Serum Albumin; ¢, Ovalbumin; d, Carbonic Anhydrase; e, Soybean Tryp-
sin Inhibitor; f, Lysozyme.

4oz vetdch esd f72 (MW. 20,100-14,300) 9l & =23 bandst ¥ 2 ey
<8 L. maculata®t L. concilise FA% FAo2 Jelwgow, L. orientalis® L. quin-
quemaculipennis band F4ol FAH & 2F3A4E oh=2A epgo,

= xveld d¥¢ SDS-PAGEW 22 w¥lde ¥4 AdE zieold &ais
quinaria species group =32 5F A& 407 9] bandE #Fs o (Leest Joo, 1987),
Hirtodrosophila©ts 2312 5% M e 25709 31§ band7l & HUdz vnd 8 gt
(Lee¢t Park, 1990). & Aol A8% Leucophenga® 25be] 4Fd e oF 27709 a3
bandE #% ¥ 5 A Hirtodrosophilaots x3helet w)4dt FAL R 2ot =3
SDS-PAGE A& densitometer scanning® 23 7] nzd & o] & HgEd o]
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AL F7e] FEo|H o]} Fo b iAo oy olo 7|AHE Aozt 423
o}, L.maculata®} L. concilia7} & 2% vlsl A7 A 5L peakdAHE B H4}s}
Aok, W L. quinquemaculipennis®] peak FAHL th2 3£} & Ao)E Ho FHT), o
23 A Z2veld Yz xe)g} X3 Aojztn AAd,

TDEd| 2|5t =84 CHMHE 2N

TDE] 2% Leucophenga? 4E7r2] FABAEZ Lolir] ¢stod AX g AZAH(d : L.
maculata) & Fig.33 2tl,

TDE<] 93 9EAL 4% 2F < 1009789 protein spot7t el en, Aquadrost
Avise (1981) 9] FAlel 23 A& 7z $79] §44 Ae)= Table 13 2t}

L. maculata$} L. concilia?te] #+3A 7=E 0.39322 71 7171 fdAA4F Bnge
), L. concilia®} L. quinquemaculipennis *+ol9] §3F A+ 0.4028 Eo|sA 77&
FARA S BAh, 223 L. maculata®t L. quinquemaculipennis= A4 A=)zl 0.4962
2 %4947 714 29tk TDEWA <dejdl 443 Aelg UPGMA (Sneathst Sokal,
1973) 22 2433 dendrograme Fig.det ol L. maculata$t L. concilia?t 7}A 717h&

IEF —
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Fig. 3. Anexample of TDE (a sample from male adults of L. maculata), after staining with commassie brilliant

blue R.

Table 1. Genetic distance among the four species of the genus Leucophenga obtained by TDE

Species L. maculata L. concilia L. orientalis
L. concilia 0.393
L. orientalis 0.417 0418

L. quinquemaculipennis 0.496 0.402 0.458
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Fig. 4. A dendrogram showing the phylogenic relationship among the four species of the genus Leucophenga,

based on data of genetic distance obtained by TDE.

FAFAAZ clusterH AL A7)l L. orientalis, L. quinquemaculipenniss=2-2 clusterd ¢},

TDEW o2 oyAdg 243 ZHds= Leest Joo(1987)7F RAMRE quinaria species group
Z252] 583 Leest Park (1990)°] 243y Hirtodrosophilaotsr 5%l el AF}e)A < 100
N spotE A, B A7 LeucophengaN X% <k 100712 spotE A 4 9ladt),
oA R Hol e FZE spot Foll oA Z AolE & 5 U,

2 Adg AHAAA Leucophenga® 4% 79 FA@A L L. quinquemaculipennis7t o+ 3%
e B 3F JLulA e L maculata®t L. concilia®) SARA 7 o 7M7be Aoz 443
o},

¥ e

Leucophenga®ol 43t 232] L. maculata. L. concilia. L. orientalis R L.
quinquemaculipennis® WALLZE 44 izl g Arjdsygoz F43le o
5 79 FABAE FslnA FH

SDS-PAGEZ ¥A3 45719 A7|4F AL densitometer® scanningdt 2
7} band ¥4el L. maculata®t L. concilia?} S+, L.quinquemaculipennis
= °lF 353 v g S By,

TDE 23t 4%79] A2 A= L. maculata®} L. concilia7} 0.39322
AR A7E HARAE el o, L maculata®t L. quinquemaculipennis7t
0.4962 Hd@A7 st =leh. TDES #43d Az A+g A=
UPGMAMY 2.2 2-A3 A} L. maculata®t L. concilia?} 138 22 cluster ¥
3L A7)dll L. orientalis. L. quinquemaculipennis<2-2. cluster = %1t},
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