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BIFRIEY a vy a UNZEEIR BRI TRE (£ 2 epiEINTw S . SE, JWEERFE
IINBIFERRIC B DT 4 4ER, ¥/ a2 b0y a v Y a NI Z2EEL, v F a2V Ik 2H54E0E
fEE, FEWEINBIC RIZTEELTN. ZOFBER, FERIY a vy a @i, 2, £
RETRESE LI, FERIEDY avYauyNTHIIBWLTOREbE 263 2 EBHL
WZihote. Flz, YavYa v NTEOHNEE L FERKEICHBEREED shxrolz. 2Ok
X, YavYaunNTHOREADL Y F 2 VHFEDFGRIRE LBV EERLTNS.

Relationship between mycophagous drosophilid flies and
their parasitic nematodes

Hiroshi Yorozuya®

The prevalence of nematode parasitism in mycophagous drosophilids was studied throughout their active
season over 4 years (2000-2003) in Tomakomai Experimental Forest of Hokkaido University, northern Japan.
In addition, effects of nematode parasitism on the feritility of drosophilid females were examined. A total of
18,177 adult drosophilid flies were collected from 43 fungal species found on the census route. The rate of
nematode parasitism varied yearly, seasonally and among drosophilid species. Parasitized females carried
much fewer eggs than unparasitized ones, revealing a strong deleterious effect of parasitism on the fitness of
flies. The relative abundance of drosophilid species and the rate of parasitism were not significantly correlated,
suggesting that nematode parasitism unlikely promoted the coexistence of drosophilid flies in this community.

1. XUHIC

FAEL, AYMORIEEERRCEL, BEORE
RS CHE RN - MM Eir 5.2 270 L, H£RER
N TIERICEE L BRE 2> Tw5 (Freeland, 1983;
Minchella and Scott, 1991; Dobson and Clawley, 1994;
Marcogliese and Cone, 1997; Jaenike and Perlman,
2002). ¥ Favid, HELFLEKELFEL S BRED
FHELFEETDH 20, HRFH T THEEOEFRES &
VRIS IC S 2 2R 2MEE L 72 HHIE % < v, %
OF/7agyayvauvnNIlberFavOFER
20, EINBOREY, RO, 4 ADRZRTEIOM
FEhLz@EL, HICEMET T2 enfonTn3
(Welch, 1959; Montague and Jaenike, 1985; Jaenike,
1988; Jaenike et al., 1995; Jaenike and Perlman, 2002) .

1) UER3E - AR EERAIR OISR B3 EmSemn
! National Institute of Vegetable and Tea Science,
Makurazaki, Kagoshima, Japan

Elz, 2T 2 VEHFENMERHEESCHEMEICSZ 5
HENZOWTIEIE T AV 4 (Jaenike, 1992; Jaenike
and Perlman, 2002) K&0'3a —v v NOL&HE (Klaren-
berg and Kersten, 1994; Gillis and Hardy, 1997) T
BENTEY, FERNY 97 g v N fER K O HE
MTRELERLZ BSOS R>TWE. DI
&, ¥ F a2 vEHENY a vy a v N HERMEIEE
THROKE S BHIBF TR T 2 LERH L L%
AELTW5,

Fiz, 3—a v BV TEYF 2y OHFERL, &
F /a8y avyYa v NTEOMEEICHEET 5 2 &
P s T3 (Gillis and Hardy, 1997; Hardy and
Gillis, 1998). 2D Z &, > Fav s, EHET 3
Yavya yNTEOMEHEEZIIHL, vavya
UNTREMOBFEFENT LT, YavyauynNT
BOHGFEREEL TWAHREERH 2 Z L 2R L TE
D, ZOHEFED X H =X LIL “disproportionate par-
asitism hypothesis (DPH)” &&2JFoinTw5 (Gil-
lis and Hardy, 1997; Hardy and Gillis, 1998) . A& T
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X, Yorozuya (2009) 23%Rkes U 7o Jb¥EaE K5 /INBCE
BT 2 4 FEOFAEKEEE, b7 2V a3 —
0y NEHIBTORRE L HEL T, 1) FEEOYay
Y avoNxf@i, FE - FREATHOMEEHS i L
ZFOBERIZOWTHEZE TS L, 2) B LUy =
VY a NI EHTORT IR K T2 2L, 3)
HAZ& &80 5 DPH 23Hii§ 5 2 £ 2HM
ElL7z.

2. ¥/ABYIDIYaONIEICTFETDIEY
Fa1ODEFEE

FLARYavYaUNTRHICHFET 2 FE RV T 2
X, Howardula aovonymphium Welch, 1959 8 L O
Howardula sp. T®H % (Jaenike and Perlman, 2002;
Perlman and Jaenike, 2003) . Welch (1959) #SgtakL
Twd &3, 2 Fa2vDOEBETNVT 7y bDC
DFELTED, AHOBEZLTWVWS . X ZXAFHOKE S
X, EAK0.16 mm, BE2H91.5mmBEE CHIRT
BERTEIIEDKRESTH DD, 4 AKHIZE, 1L
FO2mm CEESBHILSmmBEE TH S, s,
FIZERETHEEN0.2mm 25 0.4mmEE TH 5.
Howardula BD X > F a2 2BREBICLVEET L Z &
WBIEE ICREE T H 3 D T, Jaenike and Perlman
(2002) & Perlman and Jaenike (2003) 1%, DNA &
WMIZE-oTHEEREL TW3. HEK» S X, Hito-
drosophila  quadrivittata F& ¥ X° Drosophila  histrio
Meigan, 1830 1Z & 4 3 % Howardula sp. & D.
orvientacea Grimaldi et al., 1992 WC& 43 % H. cf. aor-
onymphium O 2 FEHHE SN TB Y (Jaenike and
Perlman, 2002; Perlman and Jaenike, 2003), Yor-

i

ozuya (2009) 2HRE LIz > F 2w b ZOMWE, b2
WEZFDEL SN THD EBbis (EMEARREREIXTT
bikrolz).
RELIZAADE Y F 2%, T F7 7 %52%
WoTyawya v NNTROENIEAL, IMEERN
THRELHBICR 2. vayyvay N Nayngiick
L, Bl mokerF v BIEEOMAENICE S X
Z 500 fEADFHREZHHET 2. chsDFHRIE, BHED
Yavya UNLERPREPTRED IO F /a2
NIz, FEIVERILM» S % 2 a Ficlii L, RE%
L, HILWEFZHET. 20X, TheDkeyFa
Vi EBEEER S, BETHLF  aBYa Y
VauNT LFEGFRELTDF ) AICHETKEFEL:
AyE %% (Welch, 1959; Jaenike and Perlman,
2002) .

3. FERDZFHRAEE CFRERE

Yorozuya (2009) 1%, HAOILIREGEFMR T OFHA
R ZHE U, L, dbiEE A N SR N
(42°40'N, 141°36'E) @ 9 ~27 ¥ — )V DRFMF T B »
T, FI2kmOFTAE N7 > 27 b ZFEL, 2000 4 H»
52003 FEE Tirbhlz. HEDX XY AT, bT v
X7 F OB S mMUNICHKELIZTXTOF /2,8y
FIZDOWT, ZOFEEIELZEIN, Xy F LDy ay
Ya Nl ENHEEE L CEREI N, 4 FEMO
Yy ADFER, 43FEED* 2 2 (Yorozuya, 2006)
o 18171 HED Y a v ¥ a v Nl RES NI
(E1). Z2053b0—E (£2) BPerFavHEDOHE
ERFND IO ICEREMSE T TR s . 2O
B, vy Favic X 2FEFRL, 2000 HF256.2%, 2001

R 1 AUEERE S/ INEORFEHRNICRE S NTHE L 727 b EOTRTCOF / aXy FooEENYyayYa vl
DEEHREEAEE . 2000~2002 £E1%, F/ A OTEEROFLENIEE % 6 A0 o FEEKROFLENSKDL 5 10 HRK £ T, 2003 FiX
IAKRE T, BREOHZRWTRIFEHITONI: L Y XADFERIC L 5. BESNcyay Y a v N lRiE, »— VR THE
B 80% Ty / — NV THREFS L, BioCIS (Biological Classification and Identification System; http://biokey.museum.
hokudai.ac.jp/Classification/index.jsp) £ [dL¥HEEEY a7 Y a2 N | BT —F X— A & Beppu et al. (1977) %{#-

THEE CRES N, (Yorozuya (2009) » &FFAf % 5T —EP%Z O _#E#)

A 2000 2001 2002 2003 & B
YavYav NIl BREEH MIXBEE BRSO MDNERE O BREEER MIWHEEE BRAEMR MDNMEE BREESL MWEE
Hirtodrosophila sexvittata (Okada) 2195 0.459 3183 0.669 3705  0.543 896  0.495 9979 0.549
Hirtodrosophila trilineata (Chung) 953 0.199 988 0.208 2647 0.388 745 0.412 5333 0.293
Hirtodrosophila histrioides (Okada & 107 99 155 0.033 269 0.039 82 0.045 643 0.035
Kurokawa)

Hirtodrosophila alboralis (Momma & 934 0.195 103 0.022 47 0.007 10 0.006 1094 0.060
Takada)

Drosophila unispina Okada 162 0.034 87 0.018 23 0.003 15 0.008 287 0.016
Drosophila orientacea Grimaldi ef al. 166  0.035 104 0.022 43 0.006 43 0.024 356 0.020
Mycodrosophila takachihonis Okada 45 0.009 40 0.008 45 0.007 0 0.000 130 0.007
Mycodrosophila atrithorax Okada 31 0.006 74 0.016 8§ 0.001 3 0.002 116  0.006
Drosophila histrio Meigan 11 0.002 6 0.001 29 0.004 14 0.008 60 0.003
Z DAh* 146 0.031 19 0.004 13 0.002 1 0.001 179 0.010
Haf 4780 4759 6829 1809 18177

* 4 SR O MR E)S 50 AR LUT OFEEE ST,
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1 DR O—ER & i

L CF~7z. (Yorozuya (2009) & FF] %215 C—#ZE O _LirH)
AL 2000 2001 2002 2003 & i
YavyYawNTil AR G s ArAEE MRS Ak A G IR B4R
H. sexvittata 867  0.054 957 0.049 1330 0.034 621 0.023 3775 0.041
H. trilineata 451 0.047 884  0.053 873 0.021 477 0.025 2685  0.036
H. histrioides 89 0.112 142 0.085 240 0.017 65  0.092 536 0.060
H. alboralis 282 0 9%  0.010 35 0 10 0 423 0.002
D. unispina 136 0.162 65  0.108 16 0.125 15 0.067 232 0.138
D. orientacea 164 0.177 79 0.089 39 0.103 43 0.070 325 0.132
M. takachihonis 25 0 39 0 21 0 0 0 8 0
M. atrithorax 2 0 40 70 30 108 0
D. histrio 11 0.091 6 0 25 0.160 14 0.143 56 0.125
Z Dt 50 0 16 0 12 0 0 0 78 0
&t 2103 0.062 2358 0.051 2598 0.030 1248 0.030 8307  0.044
* AR 50 (R LUT OFRE ST .

RI rFavFEROEIMCHES T 2ERN. £207—% 2HV—L

WIZETVIC X ARE D IBEEHIE, &Y avyavnNzflfkotrFavE

LOFM (16 L1F0) ; BiALHIL, B, EINAB I UHEER ) &

YavYavNTlEOTFEOEMOMEERS ML, ZHIMHEIRE ;R 241

software, R Development Core Team, Viena, Austria %\ Cf#Hr. (Yor-

ozuya (2009) 2 &FFH] %215 CRIFR O LHzi#E)

2 A7 Sum of

SHAZE d.f. squares Mean square F P

R 1 2.14 2.14 53.13  <0.0001

A 4 2.22 0.55 13.80 <0.0001

PEVDEPAES: | 9 5.77 0.64 15.95 <0.0001

FER X H 4 0.44 0.11 2.77  0.026

FERXyawya NI 9 0.75 0.08 2.08  0.028

AXyawyayNiiE 35 1.82 0.05 1.29  0.115

ERXAXyayyausz@E 29 1.20 0.04 1.03  0.417

B 8211
FED35.1%, 2002 4F X 20034 3.0%TH Y (F2), 0.15
ERMOERMAWCER TH-7: (F&3). £/, &F
AR, FEL 6L THICEL, 92510 H Mol
B R EAERL (K1), BB 33 b #al H
BIICER Cholz (R3). 2ok, dhiEics Wom
X rFavOFERT, FRELEE DI, BIIEL
TN T T LW ONTEA T 2FHEEHERT. 25 L 0

6H 7A 8A 9A 10AH

fTeX¥/aRgYavYavNTHIBY by FavHEE
ROFMHEBE, L7 2V 2 TREFFHOFERD
I6%E LW, Biznd b 0% REICE CEL &
D, EOKbO PSR »ITT20%EREICETEL %
LZEEMDH D Z EPHE SN TS (Jaenike, 1992;
Jaenike and Perlman, 2002). UL2»LA4 7 > ¥ Tl, 8
BERHEROFHEH I VOO, BroZHNT T
DIONTRREL R 2EANPD S LREIN TV S
(Gillis and Hardy, 1997) . ZFEROEREEH KE L,
FIZE 5T 8.4%» 5 19.3%ICE TEHT 2 2 L2, 4t
7 AV A OMEEETHES hic &N Tw b (Jaenike,
2002) . Jaenike (2002) 1%, BFERNE R EHR[E L EO
[REROZEF N * /) A FEEOFEERESL Y a vy ay
NZOEERES A ADOEB b7z 5L Twb EERL T

X1 deigE R SN R c B0 2% 2 agya vV
TNT (2ff) T b F ol kB FEROEHLE
. KFEOY RV TN, 2000 ; H, 2001 ; A,
2002 ; @, 2003 /=3 . [Yorozuya (2009) 7> & FFn] % 5%
THIRO_F#zik)

W3 . %72, Yorozuya (2006) %, H/NEHFGERRIC B
WTEHIBIOHEICED F / aDFEREPYa Y Yy
NI DOERHEENEHTL L 2HEL WS, 25
L7z% / a0FERRY a7 Y a UL OEEEEEE D
EEIINEERICED L D ICHET L0 ERIE - &) Lix
WS, F ARy FERENSY a vy a vNTEOE 2
BE, kvFavitioTHFEINTVEYa Yy Yay
NI OFMBHHEENL, 20X /a8y FHRNTHRET 5
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Y a vy a UNTHHNEE SN HERNE £ 2 e
WdH % (Jaenike, 1992; Jaenike and Perlman, 2002) .
Fie, ¥/AyFOBEPKRES, Ny FHOYHEE
REDBERNDHFEROEHCEAG L Twi EBbh 3.
S, BEMOSEDF ) a8y FHSFEE LIy a7
Y a uNTOEEEE ZDEFER, /9 a%RFHT NI
BB FOHFEER, ¥ ay FOREEDOEL - X
EENZBET 27 —F bNZ, £ 0o BERNRFERD
ZENCE DL > T2 T2 2 e EEN S .

4. FavIauNIBLCHEIFBIEFEX

Yorozuya (2009) OfEHFERIE, Yavyav Nz
FMOFEXEDOEDRENCERE Tho7z (F3). F
4 F3 D. unispina Okada, 1956 & D. orientacea ¥ X
O D. histrio Tia <, B 5% T b % H sexvittata
(Okada, 1956) & H. trilineata (Chung, 1960), FEEH
FED H. histrioides (Okada & Kurokawa, 1957) Tl
FREE T, — Mycodrosophila atrithorax Okada, 1986
& M. takachihonis Okada, 1956 1%, &< FESN TV
Iipote (F2). 2ok, fiHiRIcE T 2% L
FUL, HECBW T YavYav Nt v
Fav I EDHFERICRKEREND DD I EDHL NI

7t o7z. Montague and Jaenike (1985) i, D. fes-

tacea TEEED D. neotestacea Grimaldi et al., 1992 & D.

putrida Sturtevant, 1916 1%, D. quinaria FEEED D. fal-

leni Wheeler, 1960 X° D. recens Wheeler, 1960 £ D 3
XU F a2V L BFERNFGH L eIELTWS . &
51X, testacea TERED ¥ a v ¥ a v NTREIX, quinaria
FHODDOIN L, ¥ FavOBEENLIVEVEFZ
SNHDEHLTE o7z 7 2 WCENT 2EABH YD, Z0D
7D EHEHFERDEL BL2OTRROPEFZ TV,
L2 L, Klarenberg and Kersten (1994) & Gillis and
Hardy (1997) &, D. festacea van Roser, 1840 DH#%3F
B3R, quinarviaEEEO Y a v Ya v NI D bR
WEREBL TW3 . 7, Kimura and Toda (1989)

X, ¥y FavOFERL, Fifex  axFIHT S
vavvaunNtfliiEok® / aRkfHTLZYa Y
YavNTEOMTHERES TV ERREL TV
. ZheDlehs, ¥YavdavnNIDF/ IA0E
A 7 — DIt 2 BIF D v F 2 72 k 2 EERIC
WETIMHEI DL, R TET, ok W5%ES
WETHL. iz, ¥y FOKRKE I, FEEIC
BET2HERICRD I 20TEEWrEEbNLE. VA
t 7 % 7 Pleurotus pulmonarius Quel. 2 X X 1) Y \N%
7 Oudemansiella mucida Hounel 1%, Z# DT AN
LFEFoTRELRNRyFTHREL, TZI2OEZHD H.
sexvittata ° H. trilineata 78 ¥ 42 3 % (Yorozuya,
2006) . K&/ axXyFHNOTEEMIZYavYa

i

VNIHRE X 2T 2 v SRS T L, £
F a2 v E A EWIR D TFERRNEFED & D22 7 ik
HGETE 2D, 2O Lick#Ges S RERF /2
Ny F IS EIWXFEE T B H. sexvittata X H. trilineata
DHFEFMEL 22 W REEDSH 2. £z, ZhZThoih
BT, M. atrithorax = M. takachihonis ® X 5 12 & >~
Fagil&lFEINTVYa Ty auNIfFlRNE Z
EB Db »oT Wb, Hirtodrosophila alboralis
(Momma & Takada, 1954) 1%, H. sexvittata = H.
trilineata EFIRRICE 2 7 7 @E XU D LT 5L FED
¥ af@»r oLt T 55 (Kimura and Toda, 1989),
Yorozuya (2009) OFEETIX, FEELDLITH»0.2%
T E ok, ZhoDyavYavNTfid, £
Fav OFECH L TEAELD 200 Lk,
Welch (1959) & Jaenike (1992) & Howardula aor-
onymphium DFFEFEER % 1T\>, D. buskii  Coquillett,
1901 = D. quinaria Loew, 1866 Z&F4&E SN 55, D.
immigrans Sturtevant, 1921 5° D. obscura Fallén, 1823
BHEEINEVWI EEZREL TS,

5. DPH DtRsE

Yorozuya (2009) 1%, Gillis and Hardy (1997) @
i #:Z fit> T DPH (disproportionate parasitism
hypothesis) IZDOWTHIEL, TXRTCOPFEETR Y =
v Y a N REOHENEE & FAERIITIEOFE N »
Z kxR LTz (200045 0 7=0.156, P=0.53; 2001
ML 7=0.378, P=0.13:2002 4 : z=0.111, P=
0.66 ; 2003 7 : z=0.333, P=0.18). % 7z, Fisher’s
combined probability method = Hv>, 4 FREE&EHL 72
T=ZIOWT Y, MHHEE & FERICITIEOHBEN 2
WZEERLE (£2=9.65, P=0.31). %D, JtH
KOF / aQFETIE, DPHIEZRakro/. [
BRICRA Y, Zav b IV RBLUOT AV DY 3y
VauyNIHEICBWTH DPH R RSNahrolk
(Gillis & Hardy 1997; Hardy & Gillis 1998) 2%, % <
v, Ty —BXUA 77 RTIX, DPH 2%
BT 2EREPEONT WS (Gillis & Hardy 1997;
Hardy & Gillis 1998). 2D L5112, ¥>Favick?d
by YT UBIR, Tbbya Y a NI HEE O
SRS 5 2 & CHREFAEET 2XRIE, #HiBuc kv
Bix2X5ThHs. HROHETDPH sk
ol:EHBELT, BB L XD cES T 25 H sex-
vittata & Hi. trilineata 73 56 & b K & %8y F 2K
TBEXRNIYNG r R AL T8 7 &R BHER &
UCHIAT 270 ICHFEEREL ROV ENFEZ S
Nz, EHBOY a v Y a v NZFIHT 2% 3D
PR k- C, 2o FavFERICELD by 75T VR
My a vy a v NTRERMBE DI 2 (EE S 505
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6. EYFaVICKDARDRIHELDIR

Yorozuya (2009) 1%, Jaenike (1992) & [&] %k 12,
PHEEN DR L 7200 (R 7 —9 11 2 Z L LURE O B3
B ; Mahowald and Kambysellis, 1980) 2%tz , ¥ =
VYNNI EIZ YT a v ZHFEE NI AR LS
NTWEWRAZATEINBICEND 2008 D NIz, Z
DFER, ¥ v FaviZHFESNI A ADBINEIZ 0 25
LERETHY, FESR TRV AR L IETHET
KEEIE,L->7: (M2). ZOEEZ, ¥ Favic
X 2FENFIZTERBNE A &I T I EERLT
W5, OB T 2R TIE, £ F 2tk %
ARSHTFLLY a7 a INT IR EF L2 25T 8D
TREWZEPRESN TS, BIZIE, testacea TERE
D D. neotestacea & D. putrida 13X > F 27 FHEIZ LD
FIRREBEARFILT 2 b DD, quinaria TEEED D. fal-
leni & D. recens TlE, TEINIZARFEINTHEW
AZDVBIREDOINE2F S, NEALOFIRS L D /NS w»
(Jaenike, 1992; Jaenike and Perlman, 2002). & 512,
T T IR R A YD D. testacea DIEAETEL, FEIC X
DARFAET 52 EZIFEAER W (Gillis & Hardy
1997). L»L, HEATE, ¥ FavHFLEZIEDY 3
TV a NI L THIFEREERAE E 0 &
LT, #INEICRSREELL 2 Tz,

7. £&&H

KT, db¥BEC BT 2HERBEEFEA LIS 2
T, b7 AV AR I —u v S TORE & i L
T, YavyauNTElElB L OFL - EREOEER
DFE, W TO Y a v Y a v N T O HAEEER) R

120

DEWB X UHHEE « > 3 v Y 3 v NTFEHICB T 21~ iFE
EBIRIE DD D Z L RR LT, TR OE N %
ERBERICOWTIE, TR sNEroh, Z0
OB NIZOWTIE, F /A8y FOREIPF 0%
EBOEFH R RS a2y F L OBEENEST 5
AREME TR L7z, S, ¥/ aBHREOZE - FRE
Bz 2 T — Y REZHOKEDOF /a8y F o5
SNBSS, 213, ¥/ a8y FORES, FKELEL
Y avyavNTOEEEEZFOFERL EOEREM
2T, E20o BERNEFEROEEHICEHb > Twdh
EIENTT D EN D 5

@

¥

AWIIE 2 HED 212 DTz D FEZPFEDOED & ILHEEKR
FARBRFE ST HIEEBIR X, —Fi% & 3B Yn
DB TRE RO TWA . LI BILEHLETS
RETHD. EIAWFROFER & 2 - 7o dbmE R
FBE 7 4 —n RRIEEY vy — 8N GEAR O H Ak R
WX UMD R 5 v 7 DERRIC D EL BILEH L LT
5.
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