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RFLP 7EAEHI 358 RIF EEF S K PRI

aNeE ]

B

(BRI HEHRA, M 350002)

¥ ¥ 2% @ K & (Mycoplasmalike Orga-
nism, fi$k MLO) % 1967 &£ H A& +HRER
THEKREM, WD RE T 600 MY EEX
*ppk, pyrife =g, hTHH MLOE
Ak AT EE R, # Y MLO A E 1
JBs A M ok TR A R E, B MLO
% A 2 R B A Y A, IR
EEWE, AT SIS, XETTE
Wt T, HERXBEAME, SREEATE.
fEit 2696 /|, MLO HE R 1E#54 & DNA
TR E IR, B MLO B EFSER
T —FtE, 7T M N BEMA KRR MLO &
HRE BT DNA 84, Bt MLO 2l e
LM, MR TREKAY) AEL
(EY) . ¥ & {k (AshY) . X #5. =W S 4F 0
(CPY% 5 4 MLO % (cluster) "%, 84~
1 MLO ZH A DNA B A Z B
#, MAFLEBEAIM MLO ZHIR K., HEE
BRE M ARG, - -EFPER
B2 B A A, DR & LR R R (B
BB B 4y A48 0, G 3 RFLP 2k
#4i7. FHEgk RFLP A9 IF 8 K A s/ —
4.
1 RE

RFLP(Restriction Fragment Length
Polymorphism) Bl & MR HE R B KEE &
¥, FR&IM: A IR AE A B DNA 37 s
REVERT], T A48 DNA U, i1
=4 B DNA R #ifx o R . HITR —
FER & e s T RO B R R AN R4 DNA
J5 & TR S R ) TR B LR B Y
% REE RFLP, #5095 /R e w2 H sk
B DNA FBifE o5 470 72438, BT

N ACE ACTE % ;LN
RFLP 4-7 2 8 3 fE R 2 38 iy 225 |
HRT R A R, — KRR RIEE MK
§, BB RN ERES . R
B4 s R R0 BOULR MLO, iR i tE, M H
H At 7R JLRF MLO Mt teigst. &
WS TR H MLO ) 165 rRNA FAIR
AHEEw R, BT LA TR R 2 5
Bt T2 DNA #4604 a5 AEHR,
B T£8 MLO B&M S % E>2 Y, 5=
A3, AR B & B84 X & W (Polymerase
Chain Reaction, B # PCR) i Az H+ MLO
E‘J%%iﬁ]ﬁ%‘éfpm‘ 13,|7~21|, #-tj RFLP 53‘5?
Higs o2 4-10.2-261 pOR HREFEREE: §
FEBBENEEITRE BENSY, — D5
A FEF N —mA%E S, BB LI
R P — %S, 7€ DNA REGBIH1E
BT #fTis g, —HEE T 5IMEE.
DNA & fi X — 1G53 8, ] DLRGHFA
BN, lug B DNA 23 20 PMEHM
PR EHMT 2x10° 5. BT PCR ¥ 1M
TR, Wik R & AR/ 88 MLO 3 AT
B) Gk ERNRESY, £ PCR RV, A&
AR MBI A R B MLO #4719, H™
Y86 ) 5 W B 38 R K FE AT RFLP 7 #r,
MLO Z a1 B A A R F=2Nyy/
(Nx+Ny), He Ny #I Ny 25 RER X
Y S B 2% 5 S O O R ) U R R
Nyy FCR B A B LA M B BB s U
%ﬁ%ﬁ‘“”n
2 EA
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1996 4= 23 (2) % & ¥ @ W - 99 -
FZ 1 1 16S rDNA 3Ry RFLP 53 HmaR I X B R (ML) 2
MLO B & MLO & 165 TRNA #1° X BER)Y
BR HHEF" Bl &5 B= i I1-A AY( 1)
OKAYI AHREHRL i Ery 1-A AY( T}
AY27 EHBH L - N I-A AY( 1)
CN13 K- #Htmnt B 1 3K Rt 1-A AY( 1)
CNI K ELmut - FE I-A AY( 1)
NIAY FHEESRL BiEA 1-A AY( 1)
NAY AENBEEEK mgk I-A AY( 1)
AYI DE T RgELE R I1-B AY{ 1)
DAY FEHREEHE YL mAERE T I1-B AY( T
SAY2 W ERE™ Bk bIEE IR 2 I-B AY( 1D
TLAY2 Tulelake 3 % % {k. mEERE [-B AY( D
OKAY3 FAHREEL R TR TRE) 1-B AY( D
CY?2 Begdi B 1-B AY(ID
NYAY RhREEL Wy 1-B AY( 1)
CPh HE AR HIE N 1-C AY( 1D
MIAY FHBREEHEL PR I1-B o
SL1 EHEREIL W 1-A
SL5 K#FHEE IR 1-B
SL7 KHEHE HHE I-8
SL8 KE#HIEHEL ¥y I1-B
Hyphl SFERIE o | 1-B
10,WB AR TarG) T-B
PaWB XA e 1-D
BBSI EERER iR I-E
PnWRB LEME" ] 1
RBCWB 27 il A H Pt s I
uDt STE AN AN E A = I
CX mEXHE X %’ neEx n-A PX(I}
WX i€ ] m#ig e ¥ m-A PX(H)
CYE =N mEx -8 PX{iI}
LY3 EEE: 4 5 ¥ & V—-B
EYI L EN -2 A #H#y vV EY
EY2 WAL HEy v EY
EYlta B HB AR A v EY
CP =R A mex | CP
PWB SEEMNE mex VI CP
VR FiE-And P Fid ] kiR 2 E Vi
AshY R gy M AshY
LIWB Loofah Af%* R i |
PPWB BFRT M iE Py Iy
AP—A A FRH X-A®
AP-G ERA Fidu X=A"
ACLR A @ B2 AH A-B

a.RFLP 434767 1 B ) 8- Alul. Msel. Hpal. Hpa 1T . Kpnl, EcoRI, FcoR 1. ra I . Rsa I . Hinf T . Haelll. Sau3A. Taq I . Tha I,
b.A.B.C.D f{ 4 165 TRNA 4.
cAY.PX.EY.CP. AshY 7F R &8k, ¥t X #5. A&t =nb et Bl b g,

e AREHH.
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Davis Zf5T T B AR IL I &4 A 1Ehe
"FDU % % 5838 FDB B R U REKAIK
BB G HEZBINES, ZBM FDB S
MLO-G Bk & Z 16 RIEE, L RFLP %
&3 38%., i FDU 5 FDB 2 MW % A
W, RFLP H L R{IE 3%, XS R EH
ZOHBAAEMN MLO XEARFESEXH
IR bR X2,

HEBALFAEEETERH, EER.E
A, £ EERE T 5 & AR AE AT 8 4 h
£ Prince % Ai#iid RFLP 4347 34 3% A X
BEFEN 10 MREHIT TSNS ZRE
i1 E T =4 ARG MLO ZEHESER, He
¥AXHEAF LT FDVAL RARXKBEK
AALEE FAU SRR B T X—RERE RBEK
FI T 3 05 48 7K L IX A0 FDB $k 5 R 57 R ith
X # FDR # % .dt#i# CAl, CHI. SANI.
SAN2 %A AEAEEMN FDG % EHET
R HLRER, Mk BEEN FDF ERE
FAiA S A a2 Rele,

Lee S#% TS XA T X #HE (CX)
MEH X K (WX) B =8 8w (CYE)BY
X B, X =R iE R L F FRE AL E
FHRLEAH, RFLPOWEREBMCX 5
WX 2 [a i IS 0.53,CX 5 CYE 2[5k
0.31, WX 5 CYE Ziul 5 0.39, X =& B A
B X R B RREE = ARNEE
B 1993 &, Lee AR F M B HK
9 16S rRNA IR F X FFIRiT T —25(4,
HaE B4 R1I6F2R2 R ¥ mik P g
RET AT R Bk 9 B KR, M T TR X A5 18
Py kg A E. TMAMECH A 40 # MLO Y
Bk, JF 47 RFLP 2047, 85 R R BL 40 A
MLO 8] L4 R 9 1~ ARRAY 168 rRNA HF 14
MEH, Hp 5 A5 S MREERIES
B p SR KB R 3 (K D,

i, Lee it — 26 16S rRNA $¢ R/
a4, b RI6F1/ Rl fEtF H-E b 18
165 rRNA T 4, R16F2 / R1 fE4E Rt 10
4, RI6F1 /Rl e R¥ET VA, FIAR 3
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AR RS RIE A5 R16F2 / R2 RN
P97 PCR 71 RFLP T iifE L€ hiB A
R MLO 35 B9,

Schneider % #{ % 168 rRNA 2 HFF &
BT 54318, 3% 5 #F & #i 52 1~ MLO
S+ EWPEIT 168 IDNA B PCR ¥ 1%. RFLP
BT, BEBA B Ala T B[ DUE X 4y B
B TAE, | ~VIEMARRAS N EER
FEL(AAY). EW B EH (ACLR). i K
Ak (AshY)  ## 2 4L(EY), ERAH (AP).
Fi 7 X 55 (WX)., H RS (SCWL),

3 it

KEAE RN L BN E, HE
K, TR SRR T A A AR, iR AR
i, R Y HOR A T R,
Wi, REAERALEE, 5 MLO BEF £
THABE M, 1 RFLP 44875 PCR HAH
HEBTITHRMET — M+ REH I, HIE
FEE BN T, W —F Y SR sk
Elef e | 2 Bhel 2 AL E B MLO, #B6E#
RS E. BRTHY TAEC MIRATRET —
RRBERASENERRED Y, AES
A 0] fEAE A [ B9 B 32 A A0 K i AN T AR Y
MLO #H R,

RFLP 734 i 1 H 4 25 B e AR A 2
S U RE =g kpmpiten-x g
1974 4, Grozdzicker % . #% RFLP FI{E 5
HIREHURETHIEERRIC, 1L, RFLP 135
TT ERMNE, EEEARBEWEERG
57, shil ¥ 6 B ER @ Sr Y RGOSR
EBHWER. ERASHNHT RERREE
FO I 3T 5 A5 Y,
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