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Abstract

The sweetpotato whitefly, Bemisia tabaci, is among the top 100 invasive pests in
the world. This species causes serious agricultural damages in many countries. More
than 26 biotypes have been detected worldwide. Recently, biotype Q was reported as a
new invasive pest globally which has spread throughout the world with the trade of
poinsettia (Euphorbia pulcherimma). In 2006, biotype Q was first recorded at the World
Vegetable Center in Tainan, Taiwan. After wards, 791 samples were collected in Taiwan.
Biotype Q was found in 7 poinsettia greenhouses, but not in the field. I hypothesized
that it is in the early stages of invasion. Determining the origin of this invasion is
important for importing quarantine. This,study provides information for eradication
program, and further introductions. and reiﬁ.i/asions will hopefully be avoided by
applying intensive quarantine regul'ati,ons /on possible invasion routes. Using
mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase,l (COLI')E éequences as a molecular marker to study
phylogeography, I explored gengtic. | dlfferences and d1spersa1 patterns of B. tabaci
biotype Q in the world by reconstructing a*minimum spanning network. The origin of
biotype Q-related biotypes was in Central and West Africa. However, the origin of
biotype Q was somewhere between Europe and Asia, and then it spread into Europe by
natural dispersal. Recent invasion events in the world of biotype Q were from Europe.
This suggests that it spread by human trade. Moreover, I applied 12 microsatellite loci
by means of multiplex polymerase chain reaction (PCR) to investigate phylogenetic
relationships and the population structure of B. fabaci biotype Q populations. Results
suggest that there were at least 2 invasions of Taiwan. The genetic structure of the
Fusing population (Taoyuan County, northwestern Taiwan) possesses molecular
characteristics, suggesting that the population initiated from an independent invasion.

Furthermore, great gene flow and slight genetic differentiation among populations in
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Taiwan were shown by violating the isolation by distance expectation. The migration of
individuals between greenhouses may be caused by the movement of poinsettias
between greenhouses and other human activities. The program of pest management
should prescribe the plantlet trade regulation to avoid further dispersal of B. tabaci Q

biotype among greenhouses in Taiwan.

Keywords: pest, invasive species, poinsettia, COI sequence, microsatellite markers,

phylogeography
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¥ ok & (Bemisia tabaci) i X 32 p  (Hemiptera) » 33 vf 37 P
(Sternorrhyncha) » # & # (Aleyrodidae) » # fi &7 #* (Aleyrodinae) » 93
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Bemisia tabaci (Gennadius) #d &k o EI W R w2 i H EE B4
% (haploid) %z 8 > B2 (diploid) Z#tf - MEA A TP R A HE B
pE it s XHFFEZANR o AXHRA2Z 2R  EX LA IARF AR
W26 A A F A FH AN .8 l?i £ (Perring, 2001; Boykin et al.,

ﬂMﬁ}hmhaaL2MB)’{%i‘lﬂJu}iﬁéﬁ%£L°ﬁifﬂ”* 8

=4

\@

ot Wi s s LB fA \*ﬂ%W“EW%J&éﬁ%w%
“iﬁmﬁé TR S F SRR LN
1 éﬁﬁﬁﬁuwu\r@%“ﬁ#w /M’*%ﬁ%%§¥%ﬁﬁ

«frfg;fﬁj;}ixfjpz v A B

= VE

b

«lf;'ﬁ—‘—lil \55’,&&&&, m;}‘"’ aﬁggliﬁJgJ@‘_[’%a@}iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ_ ;;L'gg ,
FEFRETSsamipe # ¥ (Boykin, 2007; De Barro et al., 2008) -
CERHLAFEY 0 B fr Q UL F L EELI L RO A K%

TR AT ARG M el T RE 4 PRIF R B Bt S
B EZ DR ETH B AA P fEp A 1985 & x4 00k 0 © P
TR EE LRI IRERRT TR B2 LN TE T BH-Q 3
Af fApHEy B AAS A ARt FTRAfrAAGEL P BEEA
% > B A FE Q A A F AT JIE X (pyriproxyfen) ~ F i %
(imidacloprid) % it 5 M A &5 #& 3 AEM @ P RS R R fric R
B G RB A R R EEREY AR s o A (Horowitz

g
2gk: 3
et al, 2005)  fajf 2 ¥ ¢ 3 H HERAE F A DR T o Hobgg i
1



G FE 50% M EFEAEESTE BT RARAT &

B RBS Q UL L BEF A2 B b D R

EERBAP EFFr REes3 4 345 )4 2 ¢ An {r Nauru
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2 P g % ¥ 2 RAPD-PCR (random amplified polymorphic
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feif 4% & J& (real-time PCR) > #7 & ik { -3 e94 $ | A # < (Hsieh and
Ko, unpublished) -
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2006) > d i @R ERT Q A2 S M ke AEY L §5IFRE
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2000) » B F I L H e FAFR N 1997 £ @ R o FLT R P L
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Dennehy et al., 2005; Lee et al., 2005; Zhang et al., 2005; Ueda and Borwn,

2006; Borwn, 2007; Martinez-Carrillo and Brown, 2007; Bethke et al., 2009) -
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T F R Q A Ay AHE I & (pyriproxyfen) ~ F iE i
(imidacloprid) % i 5 # B &3 & B i |2 (Horowitz ef al., 2005) - = 3
PR EREP B A Y AT ierie 0 R 2 S ERE e R
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AR AT 5 7 R BBAREE g T “Exé’a HRE NS S22 EEd
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» ~ 4 $ ~ & (biological invasion)

&k~ 448 (alien invasive species) i p AT ®HELEFF L &
EEDAEFT AR N s AR AT R kALY R

CEF P E ARSI REIFTANE B L 2T B 2
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riEEF AL R B EEg e (L RARE . (2) BB F AL
@

@B A o 4ol 2 3keg it (global warming) iR E (glasshouse)  # R &

_\‘.’_
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-~

??
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Pic o d WA S mER eyt SEeiEEIES o~ 23§ (the Christmas
invasion) (Dalton, 2006) o p& “bis AE 2 sk O R Y R B TR E g
oo Q A2y AT M %%{ﬁ ‘i‘)‘;t I % > (Dalmon et al., 2008) -
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i g '*Ff (r-strategist) > "L 3 m_{%”ﬁ’:‘ i ﬁi"“'%?? L E IS T RTRTIN
%@+\i%<@ﬁ%@,¢gﬁ%§%@%,%%¢%%@,ﬂ$ﬂﬁ
Bt o TREECEY A PTEFRANEHEE c CX B AR
FEFTEFFLEFBIIBER LA - TG R
FEAHNBEL S

UrmEAd b ET RS P AR DR R L2 R T PR e 17

Bzt~ m et kg gEd 400 S48 H Y @ A EE BTG 100 %

¥

2

oo KA ARETEPTIEOE 2 BT 0 BB BB A
50 S bRk AR SRER A HITE K L SRR R4
PR REEH S RS e s K FE RS L g T b
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> %R 3 { 4 B (chu et al., unpublished) -
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rEAF DDA LGRS DREGRS AT Rl R
Bros4eple 32 =% 2 & kiR (Lodge, 1993) » Flpt 5 b kfE r &2 b
FERy  FEafporEhih  BFeE - FL > EH RS
v Ao ME RN BEEAFERFEORN S PO HN R NG %
FEAIRG D ERDR R - AT AP F T E R DFR > FHT
AHEERES 4 PR HNF BAFAE R AR RER IS K% (Le Roux
and Wieczorek, 2009) = ‘= X dkehir & fRI¢ > BiEE @ iRl 0 &
AP B % EE G FRAKERF Ld WRFFLFTRAIRENTH
FOoAREFF RIOOFIA B2 0BRETE B RREG T A
FR »Z e RpHERBEP DI B ER (Yang et al., 2008) -

@K%&ISﬁiﬁwﬁfil%OEQ%%é%%ﬁﬁﬁ%% IS
eh o Hg s R mp F T ERERY B UL F L e T AR

Pt T B LY RA T G G e Y

EM#&%#M@H%E;&a,»%ﬁ@}?nﬁgﬁﬂviwﬁﬁwf%W£ﬁ$
ﬁﬁuéi%éﬁﬁ%@»w%»%iﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁglﬁiii%
R o R A AP B e otr XS T R s @1 Rl
B F A 3~5 EhpEFF xS gL BN (Liuetal,2007) W% p R iET
g B (International Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources, TUCN) 7= ¥ I o & 7 5 & K 5 =~ » & 4 $# f& 2

(http://www.iucn.org) °
“R AR DNA g ¥ b hz &3

DNA Al ARy 4 it e ad &1 -  (Nei and Kumar,
2000) - & B ek g DNA 2%k P DNA » 3+ > E B Y5 16~20kb =

T oo R DNA B3 T e (-) #* i Bad v ¥RaAHg

BMaehadr s (2) 2498 g REedGi FBLE TR A
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FRR () FLGHEFE RROEF P DNA o i £ 2

s DNA ¥ * k3B %32 o @ X B RPIBRGEM G- 4445
FEMNFERDI BET LA EHETL o F R B AL HE2FT 8%
B LR Y RPEFLEB AP fEa s BEREEL L 6EG

(Zambia) fr¥i ¥ K& (Cameroon) > 7 & & il @ Ap B | > %ﬁ d gt IR 2 Iy
o BEFE2LFF 2 B akih (Leggeral,2002)c b ¢t i 48 DNA »
BAY R LER B AN BEFRETPEL- B LHE S 2V
AR 8 A LN AITHAREIER CFERAE B AR LR I
M= B LD R RN o I R iH-Ew*n B A4 % | fad 52 h A2k
FRE D EEEZ P L s PR e 5,- 2 A 2- % 1 % (Frohlich er al.,
1999; De Barro et al., 2000) ¥ B "’T"?f'ﬂ'%ﬂ ?ﬁ' S Al A COI B 7|7 b <
A R R AETE R i SN lf"l]% j @3 (genetic groups) » 4 W H_
Mediterranean/Asia Mmor/Afmca \|1\|/[ed1ter1*amean Indian Ocean ~ sub-Saharan
Africa silverleafing (Q- related) Asia I~ Austraha » China ~ Asia II ~ Italy ~
New World ~ sub-Saharan Africa non-silverleafing f- Uganda sweet potato
(Boykin et al., 2007) - % "7 Q Al 24 + /] fAse R > Mediterranean/Asia
Minor/Africa i @ % > & R4 DNA ¥ M F R > F BT EFH 0 B
R NTTLI Ao F T EFEZE o G RBETMAGEM G A ol B
Rird BE~FFRdrforrd )2 F R 5 v g % B 7% (Tsagkarakou
etal.,2007)c b #h > p ABTHEHI AT R E DL L EFRAM O COI
By » TR NFTG @3 > AR BL A FN P A ApEH B

PR xhd Bppdg o TP g @E A L5 JpL (Ueda et al., 2009) ©

dAaF e R TR ERGMRNIER X R ALY hik o 2

AR Y R EE R R e > COL B AT R s A~ F e (DNA
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marker) > K 2 fER AR EFEFACICFL > EF 2 o f1* COI A7
FE2 A BERRERRE O VCHE BB e R BB R HITER
fmAz R ? w2 &g 42 (De Barro e al., 2005) - 2 Q A A o] 85
P KA BIREDER CBFRZRN LN EROE SRR P F
B HERERF N s Sd A FEER 0 @ P PP 4c (Dalmon et al., 2008) o

AR DNA 3t Q A2 b REE T UFRY F P A
R BAT AR IR R AR Ak A BE B fa R
LT ED Q A F | AIAHiTdH § = » &EF # (Hsieh ef al., 2007) -
t > 4 GenBank ’fi\ A4 F o fEn COL BAl o » V& TR
Flr 2 UG A Fy PRIV AL, ¥ - EAT AR
F15 i

L WIS S S ETENE I VIS I E S Y

3

=

i%%éﬁ@%gégﬁﬁ\ﬂ@qﬂﬁ FRfraER - F-FHL T AL

r

I R CEA B %$&W°6W¢H1ﬂ4“+ﬁ%¥—
oo %wﬂ’aiWTﬂzﬂ*#lﬁﬁﬂ’*ﬁwﬁiﬂﬁl

%:ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%@&ﬁ’@mﬂwgugﬁi#+ﬁ%9*%%ﬂﬁW?u
mERSD Q AP LR T RpIEP AR AR P AR RS B2
F o~ ik (Chueral,2008) p %3 Q 3|2 % | fehF 5 v £ 2004 &
P AEER A 3 BB R T 2008 £ 50k KA 36 B
i B oo QA2 I LA A AR PAT S E 2 RH D

\4-

AL A fod WA B B R A COl BT oAk LS d R
MEFEF e B Ao T Bk RE BES 3 F K (Ueda et al,

2009) -
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Fued > v Le ] DNA £ & L ¥ €4 I~6bpr A5 224 3R

!

A Y R EFHREAB BB TR SEF A BB R
WEEHBIAOERIE o @ 2 A R RPHEFE LG SAM s F

Wz 7 (Le Roux et al., 2009) -

Mk DNA R EX R KTy > B4 a 27 AR > A Bt fd
ARAS P EALE R AT R  BEN IS B 10 B3I kuiE
Heig s 2 F1 & (De Barro et al., 2003; Tsagkakou and Roditakis, 2003) » 12 %
B e Q AAF | fAEED ke 8 B51F 4 (Delatte ef al., 2006) © 4%
% (De Barro et al., 2005) f1* 15 #35!/F s tgpcfErt DNA 3 I =
l#%a@i%ﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ’%mﬁﬁy%ﬁ@i%ﬁ?abﬁ6%%
R enF 2 B F] L & R o 2L _l‘ﬁ%ﬁt%i‘ﬁ_w%ﬁt’ cF R B LR A
UBURE - R e ewﬂQﬂ'%%JmePi’dimBMmhﬂ;im
1531 549 > g 6 ‘Elﬁﬂ'f Q “'J 4 'Jf" PAaehsl + 4 M pchrd
DNA & 7% M s 47 ”?iﬁﬁl% ¢ ,4&‘1&_ A U P A A
¢ P o ﬂ’;rs, P o j craf @ 2 §l VAT ER I dE S ~ B R R R
PWic > w oo A 22473 § (Canarian Island) fedp #8 7B 2 #  (Morocco)
d 3 F e AR A > LA A Fl i (gene flow) @ F g~ iR @ FEAE
(Simon et al., 2007) - ¥+ ¢ 3+ % Q A2 F | f > ¥ 3 @F LR e i
RO TR B EA AR AR s A e B R RIFAT

v

BEEX R RED A L3N TG PRI 2 R 0 e g R
Pdci 4 Frix-| o 41 * Tsagkakou and Roditakis #73& 3¢ 10 3l 3 % >
peigd e oo P Ao AT 2 ®Al 3 ¥ kR F e > & (Crete)
Lend BEE O AT (gene flow) 7 5N TR APFEN G oS 2 A
Fadirein s F @ i B BRMAS BEED > £i2} e i
ﬁ’EEZWZE%*%%JﬁI4%ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂ’%mi%ﬁ;(Qﬂ

12



AFL 0 TR E G BN T R ‘”K"%‘ﬂmj@‘&ﬁé}g‘_ (Fst > 0.2) >
7 Q AA P AAF e * ah Crete § > ¢ 55 & FF it fie

(Tsagkarakou et al., 2007) o

BT o HHEIREZIRDELT LA EERF] AN ALAEZT TR
I QAZF I T B Q AL S faH%FE - d DeBarro 4
Tsagkakou and Roditakis = Delatte % A #74 % 5l F $ > $+iE 8 il
B oo v iR o H R RIE T 2 B4 ip s 600 2 2 o e S 40 R g i)

i BAL B A A ERERZIFORBLE S HRG T TR

Moo Fn‘vfs'ﬁ?’ﬁ ol B LR o d FRBHE g T ERZRLBEFER
AE > A A FREER R BAKRRIEZ 2P 3T AAFI M 430

3
%-‘
_A
N
=
&
ﬁ
%
E S
B
A
|
A

FPEZREZ s EBREETZRE A

SR EEREREE L CE xR ERN S DI SRR
e SRS P RSN L (DTlﬁ%‘Q"}l'et alg2008) -

3

S AEEE Q UAFIfEL m

g 2001 E’&Lﬁi%%&’:ﬁ#%ﬁ B irsF 2005 # 50k o
3R F BeAn fo Nauru = 312 $ [ 46 Rt @505 - 17 2
GMGaEz o FR B ALY RITHEFALERF O B H
S~ e % > An e Nauru A4 [ f - d @ B Rwp > 258

p REEcie » £ % % (Hsieh et al., 2006) -

2006 &# 2 % s d gL i TN EEY BRI Q AL F
B COl Rl hfort o da L termdEd 04 - BEBSI 4304
2005 # wm ¥ om Q A A S Ak Fied o N HE R A SR
DNA > f&p| 7 8 - o~ & F # (Hsieh et al, 2007) - & 2006 & 2 *

2008 & 7 " 2aHEELESE REE LN 481 LFRE o A P

=

Flouv %~k ~dad 9 BEIRCEZPMFR 6 &L X2 H o] f
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FH - B3 gesmni: Q A4 # ) 48 (Hsieh et al., 2008) - £ # ¥ &

Q AAF AP » WAFETFR > & A W E R B r ZA A

HET O AMPSERE S FPL PR RS kA G RGNS

k3 324 (Hsiehetal, 2008) -
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PR RF DAL LR LT APFN T ERL T 5 KR
Er o RERETLR 7 BEIRE FREPRARAE (TTF) P FER
3 (TTG)~ 5 & B4 F (TM))~ s g5 2 (TNP)~ £ & g4 L it (TTS) -~

FRWRZ R E W (TYY) $¥8 (F-)-d4dsmftapsa
2007 & 12 P EHEERFC EFR Q A S L HAPEMAE -
i

BB ~w AR W s REF 2 TR E

LmE o & 2007

=

£ 12 7 2008 & 4 7 ~2008 & 8 U fr 2008 & 12 ' A i 4 =
FED L BB EFOTE B ERE T 05% P 0 B 4C 4 iR
%oéﬂﬂ@k%&%ﬂli% ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ’@w(zﬂiﬁd
18 41%%:4%}01»@1?]*%1 FRE TR L Q A | 18
9waﬁﬁmﬂﬁ%(%—)W”%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ*&%ﬂﬁ %oFERW
RRpRY TS g 3 RE @MD‘ﬁi?>®%W#Jméﬁ(ﬁmx
v FSPB) ~ # " T ¢} ek 3 (F(.}RM)'~ I A& a > 5 Crete §

Fo%kE% % (FGRL)» ¥ *F & 4 & ¥ B 25 (FCP) 4011 ¢ 5| (FIS)
A BEFe LA LR AFHEER Y BL LG FSH%RFE (FCH)
AR A4 Ned Bk EE, - B AR g‘f:ﬁwﬂrﬁf;’— (FIPA) > ¥ - %
HEAFHZ L ViAo ENE FIPB) s Wk 2858 o 7 f T
- T pEciE F (FKOA {r FKOB)» 122 &4 u % B ¢h e 45 & 5] ek
# (FKOC) (Bl=) -
- s EB2 AT 2 DNA

Hede i P B o AR R S R o B 1 s
EX AL BMES 1.5 ml g @ o 4o 10ul lysis buffer (50mM KCl,

10mM Tris pH 8.4, 0.45% Tween 20, 0.2% gelatin, 0.45% NP40, 60pg/ml
15



proteinase K)» f1 * B & 5 %7 ¥ B> £ 4c » 15ul lysis buffer 2 ez 3 -
o65C kig 40 A& EAREY o FL 3T~ 100C kg 10 A4

T L

Bt o Avor 25ul = S EAECRRACE S B3 20C %% (De

ol

Barro and Driver, 1997) o
E LSRN 1

1935 Ko et al. (2007) #ri¢ % 2. % — #4313 %2 (%) B ZTEH K

YR

PCR ¢hF Jgi # ¢ » & 5 DNA % B lul > 2U Taq DNA
polymerase ~ 10X Taq buffer 2.5ul ~ 2.5mM dANTP 2ul ~ 10mM forward primer
lul ~ 10mM reverse primer lpl v BfS Lite X oddHLO 0 i A S 25ul o
PCR F R ix 2 5 (1) ¢ # (prewarm) 94 C/5 Lo (2) &7 O35 BIRRZ
% 1+ (denaturing) 94°C/1 % 4& ~ ébfp (annealmg) 56-64°C/1 % 4& ~
(extension) 72°C/1 % 45 (3 ﬂ T ¥ (final extensmn) T2°C/5 4% F
& o # PCR ¥ty g 4 > . 2% mlﬁ qla,ﬁ BrEFTAKRMRQ F 2
-1 DNA R 7| # 3t 4 892bp\700bp\400bp FEAY ™ BrAn-s
Naura 3|2 4= /] &7 11 A& S W tg 11 649bp ~ 564bp = 666bp o * 12 X 2 3
PRI BT R A
z ~ 44 (Mitochondrial) COI A FI1 R 7] 2 T4 A 45

W3 Q AAF T COl RAlAF HEEIHMERD 13 B
R P > M2 AL e RHEED D 23 BEE (F 754 HIBPE =
iR COl AFIR 7|2 €/ TR/ > ;1245 Frohlich ef al. (1999)
g oz 513 e C1-J-2195 (5°-TTGATTTTTTGGTCATCCAGAAGT-3%) /
L2-N-3014 (5-TCCAATGCACTAATCTGCCATATTA-3") - 5 75 1) = ¥ 820bp

COI B 7]-PCR & Jpix it 5 94°C/5 ~4 Ris&F 35 BHEEZ 94C/1
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o ERETPEA Q AP a4

Table 1. Sample of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q used in this study

Sample sources  Name Location Host plant Date

Global
FNE Netherlands Hibiscus, greenhouse 2002
FSPA Spain Cucumber 2003
FSPB Spain Tomato 2003
FCP Cyprus - 2004
FJPA Kyushu Island, Japan Sweet pepper 2005
FJPB Kumamoto, Kyushu Island, Japan  pilose beggarticks 2008
FIS Israel - 2006
FCH Shandong, China Cotton 2007
FGRM Agrinio, Mainland Greece Cucumber 2004
FGRL Crete, Greece Cucumber 2006
FKOA Goyang-Si, Kyeonggi-do, Korea Poinsettia 2008
FKOB Goyang-Si, Kyeonggi-do, Korea Poinsettia 2008
FKOC Yuseong, Daejeon, Korea Black nightshade 2008

Taiwan
TTSA Shanhua, Tainan Poinsettia Feb-2006
TTSB Shanhua, Tainan Poinsettia Jul-2007
T™IJA Jhuolan, Miaoli Poinsettia Apr-2006
TMIB Jhuolan, Miaoli Poinsettia Dec-2007
TMIC Jhuolan; Miadli ~~Poinsettia Apr-2008
TMID Jhuolan, Miaoli Poinsettia Aug-2008
TMIE Jhuolan,“Miaoli f""xll J:" Poinsettia Dec-2008
TTGA Guanyin, Taoyuan .! \: :, Poinsettia Dec-2007
TTGB Guanyin, Taoyuar} ' "f-"' Poinsettia Aug-2008
TTGC Guanyin, Tagynan | _'.-[n Poinsettia Dec-2008
TNPA Puli, Nantor: i | Poinsettia Dec-2007
TNPB Puli, Nantou .~ Poinsettia Apr-2008
TNPC Puli, Nantou ' Poinsettia Aug-2008
TNPD Puli, Nantou Poinsettia Dec-2008
TYYA Yilan City Poinsettia Jan-2008
TYYB Yilan City Black nightshade Apr-2008
TYYC Yilan City Poinsettia Aug-2008
TYYD Yilan City Poinsettia Dec-2008
TTFA Fusing, Taoyuan Poinsettia Arp-2008
TTFB Fusing, Taoyuan Poinsettia Aug-2008
TTFC Fusing, Taoyuan Poinsettia Dec-2008
TTN Neihu, Taipei Poinsettia Oct-2008
TLM Matsu, Lienchiang Watermelon Nov-2008
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Fig 1. Sampling locations of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q in Taiwan.
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Fig 2. Sampling locations of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q in the world.
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A EXBL2F AL - BT ERZ ARLER

Table 2. Primers and annealing conditions for identifying different biotypes of

Bemisia tabaci

Biotype Primer Annealing temp (C)
Q BaQF 5'-GAAGCAACGCACTACTTACAA-3" 56C
BaQR 5'-TTCTCGGCGTTTTTACCAA-3"

B BaBF 5'-CCACTATAATTATTGCTGTTCCCACA-3" 60°C
L2-N-3014 5'-TCCAATGCACTAATCTGCCATATTA-3"

An BaAnF 5"-GGTTATTGCTGTTCCAACTGGG-3" 64°C
L2-N-3014 5'-TCCAATGCACTAATCTGCCATATTA-3"

Naura BaNaF 5'-GGCTTTGGTTTACTGGATTCTTTT-3" 62°C
L2-N-3014 5'-TCCAATGCACTAATCTGCCATATTA-3"
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A gN52C/1 A AaaT2°C/ Ak Bt R T2°C/5 A4 A F o % PCR
Hirgengd o 0 2% 0 g T A PR 7 R Ak AR o PCR 3ty 41 ih g 47 i

IAHDF 0 JI* p& 2Bk (ABIPRISM™) &7 g% 2 A

1.5 7| 2L *j—bki;}ik

?@

TR ATE i KB P > 4l GeneDoc #HiE 7 A IR E 0 K&

>R Bt WK e I ¢ NCBI % F 2 GenBank *® e BLAST # it i&

FRI o I ERL P ¥ bd GenBank T ApB e QB
Ms 3|24 $ ] #c COl R 7> &4 9HEa Q 324 # COI &
71 > 41 * Tsagkarakou ef al. (2007) %3k @ * 7 Clustalx 1.81 #x %8 i& {7t
w7 F X Bk i (Lipaleyrodes emiliae) COI R 7| & i *F ¥ (outgroup)

(Hsieh et al., 2007) -

i%ﬂﬁ7éfﬁlﬁﬁ&m‘ ﬁ%

U R | % 5% (mlutahon)\ b ;“%‘ % (genetic drift) 2 i

(selection) e i® * @ :x & > TFB& —Z»mé] Ko EHER G ERERT

PR E 2N A F S KL (gene diversity) ~ B A & F b B
(heterozygosity) e £ * # 5 4 DNACOI & 7|k 5] 5 >3- 5 S H T oh
FBRRER - R EFEEARFFEFLC 2 BEHE P il @
PRV PRRIEBADERL LY T LBRE AT AT R fe
Bl S PER o AR 1% BEHE S 2 (distance matrix method) 2 = % B %
B> BFABEEYG AE T ol Bied > MG M GAOS R AN B e
g2 B enhd o #8422 (Neighbor-joining method, NJ) £t & -] i} & jE4
BT B3R 4 AR i 73 - 3R (Saito and Nei, 1987) o« #-#75 k& B 7| %
B P EAINPHR BT AR FELEBIEREL KA
2 WEEHE s A s RPR AR 2 - R B RH o 195 B R A v

4 < *\Ea‘;w"%& m;,,}_liﬂ",\& *% ’ ‘w‘: *'_ mr’ﬁx"\"’ma’i%"\° H -1#%31%3\"79}2 PAS
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é?‘ F’&mﬁ:Erég_ ;’—!‘FE"— Av\J' }I‘_}:K;J[' 4\ jz_m_rp Av\ifap’i,%‘/\g ];l\:_ *g{*%j_o
1% B Bt 5% (bootstrap test) & {7 it tesk 0 d p R LA BN Y
# & 4 clade 2. bootstrap > 3= % 3 #f 42 & (Felsenstein, 1985)°N1J tree

"2 MEGA4 (Tamura ef al., 2007) $c#& . -
3.COl B 7| te 3% #+ 128 (Phylogeography) # %

MWW L R Y (2 H I E (Aviseeral, 1987) i & A iEid A
FlF g 2otz aEp ol P IRGHEGRTIOFR
(Avise, 2000) - # ¥ & | B & %% B (Minimum Spanning Network) » #-H
UFPHBER R d LR )1+ BARERS WA - e RE > L BEM
ot FEa o VA B MBEEE AR Bk % Arlequin ver 2.0

NI ETL R

14y

):1\%

"3‘*

x;;_

i

=

3
- -
é?l-‘ N
\\E.F
==

iz

3

Tt #

NI =

Beirh DNA 37 A%t A gL g s e ()

Yt

3 |
pApARed > G RS RAFEL DNA - (2 ) F A 5K
(Polymorphism) = R % P> ficfir s DNA A F A& > B Ee 7 #ict B
FEAT o ERO B I EFRCEEFER G > BFNELTH
Zen4 $ (Le Roux and Wieczorek, 2009) - (=) R % I 9 o ficf,k DNA
B 3l& 7 £4F B 7| (repeat sequences) ¥ & x4 £ & 47 K 7| (flanking regions)
IS o EHBI S l~6bp * JNEAE A FAF S KU rmaA
ol s HPRE o F 5 & DNA 4F @pF RF# (slippage) R % - i@
s DNA BRI RFF - BBEHF 2 2 AT FhE R > A

& kpE£HAEFPEA xHKP B (Goldatein and Schlotterer, 2000) = 7 % %

FFenid B o R FE - BAFIRSE - K4 B AL DNA $%
B A 10%~10° 2 & (Strand et al., 1993) » % #Fenpicfi k. DNA h %

$% 9% 107 (Weber and Wong, 1993) > @ & & ¢ &% ¥ (Drosophila)
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2R IG5 6.3x10° (Schug et al., 1997) « AR i B+ > RAWT 1L
T 10°~10" &2 Bermit £ 2 0 AR H A DNA &2 3 %k 9 %
#oofchith DNA P U MO e 10~10" 22 Feapit £ 2 &
PR R E G g~ g4 (Grant and Waples, 2000) - (=) % = A Fl 4 R
xR ME R e E DNA § FREF I TE KPR 2 A3
Mk DNA #0% F pedg i ) ] (Hearne ef al., 1992) » #7010 ¥F 1L 5 B

-

AR SR e

1395 De Barro et al. (2003) ~ Tsagkarakou and Roditakis (2003) ~ Delatte
et al. (2006) 2 % Tsagkarakou et al. (2007) > #7#& * 2 513 % » $eig 4 12
X ouEE 4 A7 DE Gk (Dels53 BemlS BT-e49) FAM ~ (Bem6 ~
BT-b159~Bem23) NED -~ (Bem37~BF=83~ Bem21) PET 4- (Bem31-BT-bl55-
BT-4) VIC (£ =z ) & Multlplex PCR ia tg e s: DNA A %R - PCR

ﬁﬁ;?z lul ’ 05U hot start Taqg DNA

1 F R E Y o ¢ 7 DNAL K i
2.

polymerase » 10X Taq buffer Lil™ 2.5mM dNTP lul % 10mM forward primer
2.4pl ~ 10mM reverse primer 2.4pl > % & & 4c A ddH,O - i 24 5 10ul -
Multiplex PCR ¥ Ji i & 5 95C/10 4 & » K6 &7 35 B fhIk 2
95°C /40 #) ~ 54°C/40 #) ~T2°C/40 #) > 16 £ 5 T2°C/30 A 4h% % F i -
Multiplex PCR 3 tgeng $»> 110 2.5% e g R AR P27 LA RARELT F

PCR 3 tg 2 4 - Multiplex PCR #{ tgeh 4 $ >3 1 2 2 & > 11 ABI3100
DNA % 15 ik & (7 & #] 3] 2] %_ (genotyping) » ¥R 12 B AF AL B < | o
AETEAIERPE 12 B3I H - 4 B ¥ kTR @

A Fl A 3ty T i@ % Multiplex PCR> A F]A| eh X3 » ¥ - =t = = > "8 M F

i

s A oo FIE e V4% GENESCAN 3.1.2 #rffie 7 -
1.:% @ % £ (Genetic variation) 2z 4 37

EHEH AR > U E ERKAZFATL Y OHB
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AFAEF A o ¥ EHRE A TG A F# (number of alleles) ~ £ 4] &

5

+ 1t &] (heterozygosity) ~ 2 %2 A Fl B B (gene diversity) - B 3] % & F
Wepl B e A B A& S BRIE (Ho, Observed heterozygosity) ™ %2 £ 4] &
+ 8 % & (Hg, Expected heterozygosity) iz & o BRI EF 2 & d %k & £ )

L blE A e BA AW ERHE Y Nei (1978) #T# N i@ i &

i

(Unbiased heterozygosity) & M8 - A F R R 3P E > L d 2 A TR
ZRBAEFIYFERS TG REITHRALIHYE - 282381

Bt

GENEPOP Version 3.4 47 ;% i 7i& & (Yeh and Boyle, 1997) ¥ - £ ] & &

WEFHZE (h) 23+ B 4T

2n(1-3 P?)
Lm0y
2n — 1
R RS [

| -1;!'.-__'-".::':5
PNy l?fé-“—; lﬂﬁ,‘kl’]:« 2. i};gf_, o"!'

N D

R R EBAFTREL T BT - BAFE  FLI R AFEK
PAR % ¢ BT A 24 hih & > 1% GENEPOP Version 3.4 #23% i 7 & F] &
g 48 7 T = (linkage disequilibrium) #]3# °
2.%% %+ ) T = (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) # /B]

- BREM R AR K,% 2o b4 enter > F R E % = A F) AR g
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Table 3. Characteristics of microsatellite loci in biotype Q of Bemisia tabaci

Locus Primer sequence Allele range A4 Hg Ho Repeat motif Reference

Del-53 F: TTCGTAACGTCTTTAAATTTTTGC  133-157 13 0.731 0.600 (GT) Delatte et al. (2006)
R: TGGAGCATATGCCTTTTTGG

Beml5 F: AGCAGCATCAACAGGCTC 171-210 8 0.235 0.227 (CAA)4(CAG), De Barro et al. (2003)
R: CTAGATTCTGCTTGAAAGG (CAA),

BT-e49 F: GATCGAATCCAATCTCCCAC 273-381 25 0.831 0.815 (TTG)1ATTC)yy Tsagkarakou et al. (2007)
R: GAGCTCTGCAATACTGCCAA

Bem31 F: AAGAACTAGCCAGGGACAAAC 104-122 4 0.467 0453  (TGG)(TTG)(TGG), De Barro ef al. (2003)
R: GTCATTTCTGGATTCTCAGCA 7 (TTG)(TGG),

BT-b155 F: ACATGTTTCCTTGTCGCACT 167-199 6 0438 0.398 (CA)3(CACCCT), Tsagkarakou & Roditakis (2003)
R: ATTAGTGCTCGGTTCGATTC \ (CA)g

BT-4 F: GAGATCATATCCCCATTGTTTC 199-309 11 =, 0374~ - B332 (GT);5(CA)g Tsagkarakou & Roditakis (2003)
R: ATCACGGGTCATAGATCACG | e

Bem6 F: TTACACTTAACACCAGAACT 195-223 7 0:333 0.009 (CA)s De Barro et al. (2003)
R: GATGGCTTATGTTATAATACTA B

BT-b159 F: ACTCCATTTGGCTTATGTGC 267-293 7 10 | 0:527 0.496, (AC)1, Tsagkarakou & Roditakis (2003)
R: ATTATCGTCTGAAAACTGGTGG i - '

Bem23 F: CGGAGCTTGCGCCTTAGTC 390-414 4 0.365. =0.115 (GAA);, De Barro ef al. (2003)
R: CGGCTTTATCATAGCTCTCGT - e v

Bem37 F: TGACGACCTGAGGCTGAGAG 72-81 4 0.091 0.090 (GCT)4(GTT), De Barro et al. (2003)
R: TGCAACGGCAACAGCAAGCAA

BT-83 F: GATGCCACAGGTTGTCTGG 134-154 11 0.659 0.576 (TC);G(CA); Tsagkarakou & Roditakis (2003)
R: GCTTGCCAGGCACTTTCTAG

Bem21 F: ATCAAGCAGCTGCTACACCT 130-262 26 0.812 0.805 (CTTCCT),(CTT)y De Barro et al. (2003)

R: ATGCACTAGTTGTTAGTGCG

A: total number of alleles found among all populations; Hg: expected heterozygosity; Ho: observed heterozygosi
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Fo AT PR AR AF 2R I L TR H ER LT EHR () L

(random mating) (2) ** ¥ #c & % 7f 49 =~ (large population size) (3)
K3 B ~ &4 0 (no migration) (4) X3 R %¥#F 2 (no mutation) (5)
R F A eni®* (noselection) o 2 FF o A IRa el F%k ""’Sg = 3t

1‘l7~F\?'/:ﬂb!"ﬁ§ﬁf ;?.ggr_ﬁ%?i?/{%o

POURMET B A FE LT AN RS FaRE o P EEBIRT D

N

& F1 A4 5 # ¥ & (Expected genotypic frequencies) © £ 2 GENEPOP

Version 3.4 ;' (78 % » T HEHP LATFIEELT B &5 BTk ik
(Yeh and Boyle, 1997) o % A | & 3 W3 rs B L frenfe 5 > £ 1 #
micro-checker v.2.2.0 #t%% (Van Oosterhout et al.,2004) Pl & B A& F] A &

7 mocgt s A (null allele) r LT J K% B 2R ch R o

32%(??"& DNA z_*%3% & it #Fl ﬁ'{ (Fs*[t

BREHEY L RB mf;{_gg: , ,é E?)Ev&r,%:p FR e R BB R o B R
1

X EFEEF LG ATFII AP0 fg Wﬁ@mﬁﬁzk’abﬂﬁﬁ
ipd GAEF - Q ULl g PWEER R L LR mAT )
FEE s gl VU L BB ZEERE LT FISRE DR G A
it W o 12 3% (Weir and Cockerham, 1984) #7113 it 7 Wright’s F statistics
k& om EFR A ihigdc o 1" GENEPOP Version 3.4 #23% & {7 11 T o 5
Z_ ¥ #] (Yeh and Boyle, 1997) -

9p’
02+ 0+ OF
Hoe o5  ETHBATEIES P E

FER A gk (Fsr) =

2§%i’%%ﬂﬂl&§+@¥%5ﬁ_ﬁi§l—s Hp &

’

A

O REPNHB AT IS P Y E o
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4cims DNA 2 ##H TR fdpdkc (Fis)

GRS R EN AL T R R R e

*  Weir and Cockerham (1984) = ;& » 3= B T M 2 fie ip # (inbreeding
coefficient) » Fis 4p #c & Fhmd o AT RENOBHIRT LGB T A
(non-random mating) » * FH eNITH I fe > F oA @ EE o R E L T
L fedpdc (Fis) 23840 > 4% 425% FSTAT Version 2.9.3.2 i& {7~ 47

(Goudet, 1995) c &7 # &3 B hFRT > ¥ - HAERATE G T e

5;°

TRl (Fis) = el

5.3 5 »= & (Bottleneck effect) %ﬁz?']

- www gk A P 5 BB g < &2y
Tﬂﬁﬁéﬁﬁéiwmj@*%gkhpﬂ;z@’vm%ﬂ#ﬁéq
Sk ﬁ%—@xa{@%*% £ A0 ATEREEE R
-~ Wi # 4p - (Mode-shift 1ndlcator) A R B ERE T
ToORETREY ARSI O HB AT Rl i AT RHE R A TS
HEAFEER L IALTFT a g3 %@L TER ) HBAFE S E
WA o A AT R HEAFMERAF KA L A% (Cornuet and Luikart,
1996) - % = ~ B A& FBPE (Ho) ¥ X E (Hp) tZH: % THP F 7%

FEEOEE P A JFR AT R D 2 AT REY R 0 AT
B P ot tg R X L B A & 3k G b - (Cornuet and Luikart, 1996;
Luikart and Cornuet, 1998) > #7u ¥ | * R % ¥ ¥ 8 L Flie p foig
B AI* EFER A EF 6] (Ho) LFHF AP &R T frarkFTif

HEFHRAEF V] (Hg) > AP HEFH LT GGG o

Hin AT R %73 [ Infinite allele model; TAM |~ T Step-wise mutation
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model; SMM | {= " Two phased model; TPM | = #&#-5% - # ¢ Infinite allele
model EA I BHEFEA R D NT RS 0 R HBATPRESF K
FRALOHBATIAYE AR AEFE? > A F - FRATORB AT i
FED B AT ER > LI kiFEE DNA R % F P & - AT
Yt AT E D RADFE AT P - BPIEBEAFE ~ > RFLE OB
AFERFT awfr%EFEN R OEHBAFEE > Flp 3 & & Infinite allele
model © % {5 3 & JF’{ # 1 12 Step-wise mutation model #& # & ekt DNA
RN F- AP REH NSRS - BEHFE A TR E EER
A AR R iR B RS e 2 (Slatkin, 1995) 0 (e ig I 3 E 2 N vk e fE R
DNA 2% 3Xvane 23 B £4H ~ R % (Multistep mutations) e
B BT E ¥ R RS Two phased model y LA E- BEHE AR
% (Single-step mutations) ik ~ 5" o P B g £ EES B2 £ AT H ~

R Y K B EHEEE }ﬁ'ﬁ'%nj; z & (Garza and Williamson,

2001; Simon ef al., 2007) @

)1
>‘I1*‘

B EOBAT NG FARG A T R RS R
AEL PR EBRHER LA S b (Ho) LFHF IR LEFLER

A e F bl ¥

B (He)> FPRERPIEBEAFHARALT B4 L 347 -

Mk g PSR T BAE- BEHE AR R O FE L 90% 0 £
BES B EAFHE ARESN FR L 10% £AFE 1000 cE = B A4
+ P ¥ > ¥ 2 Wilcoxontest kg T R A&+ L FHE o § 7 % %EH L
WP S RHECED B P AR AT BB AT E Y

o R BAREFARPIE ]I YE (Ho<Hp)> £ o F¥ BN LY
PR EH  BATNIHEBEAPE TR > ¥ RAR LT HEPEH Y E
FTELRORNTVRPETELAFEEFEFEEERF T ROk R

#% B 41* BOTTLENECK (Cornuet and Luikart, 1996; Piry et al., 1999) #t %
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BT oo
6.3 & i BiEd (Genetic distance) £ 2 #3% M & 4 (Phylogenetic tree)

i @ EE4E (Genetic distance) ¥ 47 7 B %R FEFE B oL AR
SR e BA a3 BPREEFE AP BEEE (Das) M0 2L B EE
ERFZRF O MZRMEE R AR BApAE o B B (Das) E DS

(Chakraborty and Jin, 1993) 4=
2FSAkm

Das=1—
Psak+ Psam

H e s Poamt ST BAA S # & FlhT ol ) ;
Psat k EEp lﬁﬂ?*"F’“/»\Zﬁ‘.é‘}lé,g,_L"]ml EERUN

ﬁSAm:m =N IB@F?/’}@ﬁI%Egﬂmi L G o

" N
\ f

Das 355 216 > a4z (N‘Eiéhbbif—joined method) (Saitou and Nei,
1987) e 4| * Populatlons 1230 ﬁi’a‘*"i‘ﬁ B At T 1000
=X bootstrapping (Felsenstem 1985) e *Fﬁ_ ﬁxﬂ’—_ LG A )
7B S EE A @ BEA T

BAEFEFEPN ZLFE PR AABRILF - 28N 2 AFAGHER B E
AT H T AR AT AR FEA @4 T § (linkage equilibruim) {1 *
& ¥ 4 47 (Bayesian clustering analysis) > #2 3 % ¥ 2 B @ 2 £ ahfp W R
FI* 12 BAFELAFRDRELfLE RBEHRAFE > B NRS
o g AR & B - B4 3 (cluster) > & f] * Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) 5% B2 EAF A 3 » A2 B A e d| 2 H b % » f it B 7 it e
B oo

EEFAERKFF BRI RATD B FAEAR Fa ko & Structure

2.1 A2 3% ¢ 5 20k 48 Hi05% (Ancestry model) % #% 4F B 58 (Allele
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frequency model) > 4 %] E P~ 2 & ;% (Admixture model) % 4p B #- 5%
(Correlated model) » i& 77 7x10° % MCMC % & > £ Burnin 3x10° =% » 2

BB AT E 4x10° % MCMC FEehi % A#ER L 1 3 1005 B A

HEELBFE 4 = (Pritchardetal.,2000) 1357 & cns % > E N AK &

= =

B ¥ ql<l 2V & R&F 42N (Evanno et al., 2005) > 3+ & 2 ;¢

4T

Ao MILED-2LE) + LKD) |
s (L(K))

L (K): MCMC & ¥ % % P~ log-likelihood & :

m: € %k
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2= %

i

SRR RIERE Q A2 Pl EE A F

PHEEEESF FEEE L BFF A 2008 £ 8 7 1 2008 £ 12

s e A AL CBARfAM S BB 310 £ bk w4 T BE

43

B ad Q A2y A1 LAIH 6 EEE A BFIRGRE
(TTF) ~ ¥+ B F S (TTG) > w & 54 W (TMI)~ s 385 2 (TNP) ~ &
BO(TYY) % 5 BH3EeE 33 HF bt (Hé- ) & 2008 &
PEApPER (TIN) #3683 Q A2 F [ ¥ FHFIEKREI
SRR G SEDF L td N R LAFFEEEFF P TR -
Lin e PR AR sk o SPOURBLE R BN BB R w AR - s
PEH L3 W fos 2 2R PRR e Y 1 & (2007 & 12
122008 & 4 1 -2008 & 8 12008k 127 0) a4 xEBENE (4
w) o $F4 & (TTF) ﬁvﬁ‘_;_é;&?\:i'ﬁii_’%;_’&i;‘2007.__& 12 7 chi g hd 4
B Q WL H L EEY A e 2008 Ea v man g Haa
iﬂﬂi%%ﬁﬂzﬂi#+ﬁn‘“%%ml6ﬁﬁ**‘ Q A2 4]
Ao 2008 &£ 8 P wz 12 PR EANAECFR Q AL P EE B
Al A Pl et B o 3o BrE M endg g (VIII-2008 Q : B = 15 : 6; XII-2008
Q:B=15:65 % f® (TYY) i£% 4 S B ? > 2008 & 8§ ¥t 23
BHArd B Y25 7T o HeL QUL P A Hepz BT
etk bt A 46 L BMY L Q AU F B w L (TM)) 908 3
2008 £ 4 "pFoF Q- B-An v Na A4 4 | £ Fhm g > 24
4 BERBEBTZ (2 7 1V-2006) % 5 100% 9 Q A2 & | f6 - ++ Bl
fre i 2oz Sk EHRAL Q A2 & [ &AL PREFR
NI Eh B 324 AR FIRS (TTG) 4~ % & 2008 £ 8 7
fr 2008 & 12 " 17 &40 18 G4 AY - 28R 1 &4 3 & B
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Table 4. Sample records of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q in Taiwan

Location Date Name Host plant Numbers of different biotypes
Q B An Na
Shanhua, Tainan Feb-2006 TTSA Poinsettia 15 1
Jul-2007 TTSB Poinsettia 16
Jhuolan, Miaoli Apr-2006 TMJA Poinsettia 16
Dec-2007 TMIB Poinsettia 16
Apr-2008 T™MIC Poinsettia 8 3 5 2
Aug-2008 T™MID Poinsettia 16
Dec-2008 TMIE Poinsettia 15
Guanyin, Taoyuan Dec-2007 TTGA Poinsettia 16
Aug-2008 TTGB Poinsettia 16 1
Dec-2008 TTGC Poinsettia 15 3
Puli, Nantou Dec-2007 TNPA Poinsettia 16
Apr-2008 TNPB Poinsettia 16 2
Aug-2008 TNPC Poinsettia 16
Dec-2008 TNPD Poinsettia 15
Yilan City Jan-2008 TYYA Poinsettia 16
Apr-2008 TYYB Black nightshade 15
Aug-2008 TYYCE Poinsettia ™ 16 7
Dec-2008 TYYD.~ Poinsettia. 15
Fusing, Taoyuan Arp-2008 TTFA Poinsettia 16
Aug-2008 TTEB Poinsettia ~, 15 6
Dec-2008 TTFC Ppil_n"s_?_tti_é,. - 15 65
Neihu, Taipei Oct-2008 TTN Poinseftia- | | 15

Matsu, Lienchiang Nov-2008 TLM :Waterﬁﬁalon } 3 9
== (|
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A po o s kL (TNP) & 2008 £ 4 " 18 G AY » F R
2 8 BAAY AR rHFZ AR ERFG - & w5 2007 &
12 % 2% 2008 & 4 * 5 &Lplip 16 LA BEE T 25 B A4
Pl @ Q AA Pl e Wbk Bed | £ 52008 £ 9 ik

T B (TLM) 6 A €4 P BT B h > 5% - 513 ga > 3

w12 L pwdy 3 LBML Q ALy A BAES B AAF
~ k44 (Mitochondrial) COI A FI1 R 71| 2 F 44 A 47
LB 72 g R

f1* PCR #5354 COI A 7]% 820bpe4 3 & it (TTS)~ #FRE
% (TTG) ~ #+ Fl4R & (TTF) > Ev"%i %-.'_(TMJ) s g2 (TNP) ~ ¥ 3
(TYY)~ £ # p @ (TTN) 1r LEL 5 4B (TLM) eh 8 B%FE (4 Q A4
e TR E 3 ﬁfiﬂxj:t‘:'? Q A% f COI B 7 Gk
2 e A& (Alignment) & 77 W™ T;ii']_—:?:;glbp R A oA L2 BERA 2
B3 3 BB g (“ﬁﬁar}fi-)lo' e b ﬂih%"%f?&mﬁ';' WAL RARE S
%’ﬁﬁi%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂw%ﬁmgﬁﬁﬂo
+ AP % EFE Y GenBank T 2 L X P AR AWM COI A (£
T) SR o $15 E B 638bp hA A FAY A s Lt (TTS) -
HEES (TTG) #+FRE (TTH) v & 5 f (TM) = #&H 2 (TNP) r
TR O(TYY) chfE AL - BE A HI)> 2w s cugz? FIRT -
BE R (HI2)> 7 3 BHezdL P dxfiabie (TLM) 4 p - B
B4l o488 Rmorg bl HIl §- BResmif e f oy i LR
EX B COI BRA[#pE > R * 739bp A 7| ¢ 0 638bp > £ B chEk
A g 0 9700 TLM %340 COL A7) 4 HIL (1) Wi 13 @
- B BRHE 3 LT A S % 5K (FKOA - FKOB 4 FKOC)- p 4

(FIPA 4= FIPB)~ * B (FCH) 4ra 317 (FSPA 4= FSPB) % i HI1l >
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¢ 7] (FIS) ~ % % g #r (FCP) % H44 > j& % (FNE) 5 H35: # %
(FGRM ~ FGRL) % H36- &2 A% % & NCBI '« COl R7l% 4k »

Yot WA E 2 (£7)0

2B A2 E 2 B AER DRT R

4 AH R EHE GenBank T 2L X H H M COI A I 4
* ¥ k¥ (Lipaleyrodes emiliae) 5 *t3# > 11 #8317 ;% (neighbor-joining
method) 2 % M ikt (R1=) > ¥ %% Q- Q-related~ B fr Ms 4] 2 4
B A2 P EL G REAATRE R o Ms A S AL kA E
29 2 P&  (Reunion) » i# 4 #7 4 (Madagascar) fr & A f ¥ 5§
(Seychelles) » Q-related A 4 =@ X A 2FH 3P ~ F 2L | > ¢ 7 2ri
(Ghana) ~ % 7 & A (Ivory-‘ Coast) <% & (Cameroon) ~ ¥ ¥ =
(Zimbabwe) ~ 3 %2 ] & (ngerla) $ E] ?\ Q J"] A AV G BH
¥ > H38~H45 éPEv,,.P"vA‘#F‘rP_fL@\ LR 722 H (Turkey) »
44| I (Syria) ~ 12 & 7 (Israel) T B2 ﬁ‘r (Cyprus) iv# ® (USA) - H1
~H30 5 F - i B LA B Y AR o U E A AT A E
ME R o B9 HIL (worldwide) “7 & 5 th /B 5] k R > B LA F 3 K
(France) ~ & ¥1 7 (Spain) ~ i B (Korea)~ p » (Japan)~ ® F (Chain)~ &
% 7 (Portugal) ~ # " (Greece) fv % B (USA) E R et & o ¥ g ¥

R ZFTED e HI2 Pl ibp =~ - BHBF o
3.78.% + 28 (Phylogeography) # 7

& | B & % B (Minimum spanning network) =4 47 > B+ Q A4
S FAET R e 58 BEBA T A 3 FE (Blw )t ¥ Nltree #
#. Groupl ¥ & 7 H46~HS8 % 13 BHE 4] I EF IR EH > &

T B AP ~F e ko 7 F T % (Zimbabwe)r 2 2 414 (Nigeria)
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Table 5. List of cytochrome oxidase I (COI) sequences of Bemisia tabaci for

the phylogenetic analyses

Group Abbreviation Haplo  Accession Location Hostplant Date
type no.
Invasive FranceVar 1 AM691063 Var, France transvaal daisy 2003

Q biotype  Spain(4) 2 AF342769 Spain cucumber 1999
MoroccoMeknes 3 AM176572 Meknes, Morocco tomato -
FrancePyrenees(4) 4 AM691056 Pyrenees Orientales, France tomato 2003
JapanKyushu 4 DQ989546 Kyushu, Japan hot pepper -
ChinaHubei(2) 5 EU000318 Hubei, China tomato 2006
MoroccoBiougra 6 AM176573 Biougra, Morocco tomato -
Spain(2) 7 DQ174540 Spain - 2002
ChinaHubei(5) 8 EF667476 Hubei, China cowpea 2006
SpainAlmeria 9 DQ302946 Almeria, Spain - -
ChinaHubei(4) 10 EF694111 Hubei, China japanese hop 2006
China 11 DQ473394 China cucumber -
ChinaGuilin 11 FJ375349 Guilin, China - -
ChinaGuiyang 11 FJ375350 Guiyang, China - -
ChinaHangzhou 11 FJ375351 Hangzhou, China - -
ChinaHubei(1) 11 EF694104 Wauhan;-Hubei, China eggplant 2006
ChinaJingzhou 11 FJ375346. Jingzhou, China - -
ChinaLaiyang 11 FI375347 %~ _ Laiyang, China - -
ChinaNingbo 11 FJ3[75352 Ningbe, Chita - -
ChinaSanya 11 FJ375348 Sanya, China - -
ChinaTaian 11 __"-FJ37535{3 - Tz&rian,_China W - -
ChinaXiangfan 11 EJ 375355{_\ Xllérmgfan, China - -
ChinaXiangtan 11 F1375356 5= Xiangtan, China - -
ChinaYangzhou 11 FJ375357 e Yangzhou, China - -
ChinaYueyang 11 FI37535 i \Yueyang, China - -
China(FCH) 11 & ; - "Shandong, China cotton 2007
FranceAlpes 11 AME91080 Alpes Maritimes, France basil 2004
FranceAlpes(1) 11 “AM691071 Alpes|Maritimes, France transvaal daisy 2004
FranceBouches(2) 11 AM691067 Bouchesdu'Rhone, France tomato 2005
FranceGironde 11 AM691051 _Gironde, France hibiscus 2003
FranceLandes 11 AM691053 Landes; France Begonia 2003
FranceLandes(1) 11 AM691052 Landes, France hibiscus 2003
FrancePyrenees(1) 11 AM691084 Pyrenees Orientales, France cucumber 2003
GreeceCrete(5) 11 DQ365859 Malades, Crete, Greece trail lantana 2002
JapanHiroshima 11 AB204588 Mihara, Hiroshima, Japan tomato 2004
JapanKagoshima(l) 11 AB204587 Okuchi, Kagoshima, Japan tomato 2004
JapanKagoshima(2) 11 AB204586 Miyanojo, Kagoshima, Japan melon 2004
JapanKumamoto 11 AB204579 Nishigoshi, Kumamoto, Japan pumpkin 2004
Japan(FJPB) 11 - Kumamoto, Japan Big bidens 2008
KoreaBuyeo 11 DQ462583 Buyeo, Korea - -
KoreaGeoje 11 DQ462585 Geoje, Korea - -
Korealinju 11 DQ462584 Jinju, Korea - -
KoreaWhaseong 11 DQ462586 Whaseong, Korea - -
Korea(FKOA) 11 - Kyeonggi-do, Korea poinsettia 2008
Korea(FKOB) 11 - Kyeonggi-do, Korea poinsettia 2008
Korea(FKOC) 11 - Yuseong, Daejeon, Korea black nightshade 2008
Portugal 11 DQ365876 Portugal tomato 1997
Spain(1) 11 DQ365875 Spain tomato 2000
Spain(7) 11 EU427719 Spain - 2001
Spain(8) 11 DQ365874 Spain tomato 1998
Spain(FSPA) 11 - Spain cucumber 2003
Spain(FSPB) 11 - Spain tomato 2003
TTG4173 11 - Guanyin, Taoyuan, Taiwan poinsettia 2007
TTF4330-4 11 - Fusing, Taoyuan, Taiwan poinsettia 2008
TLM4445-1 11 - Matsu, Lienchiang, Taiwan watermelon 2008
TTN4450-4 11 - Neihu, Taipei, Taiwan poinsettia 2007
TYY4201-2 11 - Yilan, Taiwan poinsettia 2007
TMJ4175 11 - Jhuolan, Miaoli, Taiwan poinsettia 2007
TTS2028-2 11 - Shanhua, Tainan, Taiwan poinsettia 2006
USACalifornia(1) 11 EU427722 California, USA transvaal daisy -
USAGeorgia 11 EF080823 Georgia, USA ornamentals 2005
USAOregon 11 EU427725 Oregon, USA begonia -
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Q biotype
origin

Q-related
biotype

TYY4190-1
Spain(6)
MoroccoNador
Spain(3)

Spain(5)
ChinaHubei(6)
ChinaHubei(3)
AlgeriaAlger
AlgeriaBiskra
Sudan(2)
Sudan(3)
FrancePyrenees(2)
GhanaTamale(2)
GhanaTamale(1)
Masindi

Sudan(1)
GreeceAgrinio(1)
GreeceCrete(4)
GreeceSantorini
Sudan(4)
Sudan(5)
MoroccoFes
Morocco(1)
FranceBouches
FranceRoussillon
FrancePyrenees(3)
FranceAlpes(2)
MoroccoSousss
Netherlands
Netherlands(FNE)
GreeceAgrinio
Greece(FGRM)
GreeceAitoliko
GreeceCrete(1)
GreeceCrete(2)
GreeceCrete(3)

GreeceCrete(FGRL)

GreeceKarditsa

GreecePelopon(1)
GreecePelopon(2)
GreecePelopon(3)
GreecePelopon(4)

GreeceThessaloniki

FranceBouches(3)

Mid-Eastern(1)
Mid-Eastern(2)
Mid-Eastern(3)
Turkey(2)
SyriaHama(1)
SyriaHama(2)
CyprusChloraka
Cyprus(FCP)
Israel
Isracl(FIS)
SyriaAleppo
Turkey(1)
USACalifornia(2)
USAFlorida
USASanDiego
Turkey(3)

Zimbabwe(2)
Zimbabwe(1)
Nigeria
Cameroon
Ghana(8)
Ghana(1)
IvoryCoast
Ghana(3)
Ghana(2)
Ghana(5)
Ghana(4)
Ghana(6)
Ghana(7)

DQ174539

Yilan, Taiwan

Spain
AJ517769 Nador, Morocco
AY057139 Spain
AF342775 Spain
EF694112 Hubei, China
EF694108 Hubei, China
AM176574 Alger Algeria
AM176575 Biskra Algeria
AY827613 Sudan
AY827614 Sudan
AM691055 Pyrenees Orientales, France
AMO040608 Tamale, Ghana
AMO040609 Tamale, Ghana
AY903578 Masindi
DQ133380 Sudan
DQ365864 Agrinio, Greece
DQ365856 Arvi, Crete, Greece
DQ365861 Santorini, Greece
AY827612 Sudan
AY827615 Sudan
AM176571 Fes, Morocco
AY057138 Morocco
AM691068 Bouches du Rhone, France
AM180063 Roussillon, France
AM691059 Pyrenees Orientales, France
AM691083 Alpes Maritimes, France
EF080822 Sousss Valley, Morocco
DQ174541 Netherlands
- %  Netherlands
DQ365865+  Agrinio, Greece:
- 1 Agtinio, Gtcece
DQ365866 Aitoliko, Greece

+DQ3658 Livanaki, Crete, Greece
'DQ365858 Chorafakia Crete Crete, Greece

DQ365857 s Herakhon

,'_Hﬂ:ﬁ? iOrete Greecé

DQ365F 3

~DQ365870

DQ36SE

D365

DQ365367
DQ3658627
AM691062

AY766371
AY766370
AY766372
AF342776
AB297897
AB297898
DQ365877

DQ989554

AB297895
AY827617
EU427721
FJ188480

EF080821
AY 827619

AF344286
AF344285
AY 827606
AF344258
AY 827588
AY 827590
AY057136
AY 827579
AY 827580
AY827581
AY 827582
AY827587
AY 827589

¢ Karditsa, Greece

J‘I.!Stem IPeloponnesus Greece
Mykmds Peloponnesus, Greece
Gythlbﬂ, Peloponnesus, Greece
Assopos;Peloponnesus, Greece
Thessaloniki, Greece
“Bouches du Rhone, France

Mid-Eastern
Mid-Eastern
Mid-Eastern

Turkey

Hama, Syria

Hama, Syria
Chloraka, Cyprus
Cyprus

Israel

Israel

Aleppo, Syria
Turkey

California, USA

Lee County, Florida, USA
CA, San Diego, USA
Turkey

Zimbabwe
Zimbabwe
Nigeria
Cameroon
Ghana
Ghana
Ivory Coast
Ghana
Ghana
Ghana
Ghana
Ghana
Ghana
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poinsettia

tomato
cucumber
cabbage
pumpkin
cotton
cotton
tomato
cassava
cassava
tobacco
tomato
tobacco
black nightshade
melon
cotton
cotton
eggplant
tomato
tomato
cucumber
basil
hibiscus
hibiscus
cucumber
cucumber
cotton
lemon balm
melon
sweet potato
black nightshade
cotton
tobacco
zucchini
cucumber
eggplant
cotton
tomato

cotton
potato
potato
cucumber

potato

tomato
transvaal daisy
hibiscus

tomato

cowpea
okra

okra

okra

okra

sweet potato
sweet potato
sweet potato
sweet potato
okra

okra

2007
2002

1995
1992
2006
2006

2003

2003

2004
2002
2004

1999
2005

2005
2004
2005

2002
2004
2004
2004
2002
2003
2002
2006
2004
2004
2004
2004
2004
2002
2003

2006
2006
2003
2004

2006

2005



Ms MadagascarMS AJ550171 Tulear, Madagascar tomato -

biotype ReunionMS(1) AJ550179 Reunion poinsettia -

ReunionMS(2) AJ550180 Reunion sweet potato -

ReunionMS(3) AJ877264 Cambuston, Reunion - -

ReunionMS(4) AJ877263 Saint Paul, Reunion - -

ReunionMS(5) AJ550178 Reunion poinsettia -

SeychellesMS AJ550182 Mahe, Seychelles barbadosnut -

B biotype  ArgentinaB AF340216 Chaco, Argentina - -

ArgentinaBuenosB AF340215 Buenos Aires, Argentina - -

ChinaB(1) AJB67555 Zhejiang, China - -

ChinaB(2) AY 686081 Shanxi, China eggplant -

FranceB AJ550169 Antibes, France eggplant -

IsraelB(1) AY 766369 Israel - -
IsraelB(2) AY747688 Israel cotton 1987

IsraelTelAvivB AF418671 Tel Aviv, Israel cabbage -
JapanB AB204582 Matsudo, Chiba, Japan green pepper 2004

ReunionB AJ550177 Reunion eggplant -
ReunionPetitelleB AJ877260 Petite Ile, Reunion - 2001

TaiwanB AY 686080 Tainan, Taiwan tomato -

TexasB AF164675 Texas - -
TucsonArizonaB AY057123 Tucson, Arizona, USA poinsettia 1988

Outgroup  Lipaleyrodes emiliae DQ989555 Taiwan sowthistle tasselflower -

=
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-
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Fig 3. Phylogenetic tree of cytochrome oxidase I (COI) sequences for Bemisia tabaci.
A Neighbor-joining tree was constructed with 1000 bootstrap resampling

replications. Numbers at the nodes are the bootstrap support values. The

outgroup was Lipaleyrodes emiliae.
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Fig 4. Minimum spanning network showing relationships of Bemisia tabaci
biotype Q based on mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase I (COI)
sequences. Numbers at the branches are the number of nucleotide

mutations between haplotypes.
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Table 6. Genetic characteristics of populations

Population Date N Na Fis P (Fis) He Ho H-W test
FNE 2002 12 433 -0.041 0.7730 0.5616 0.5833 0.2408
FSPA 2003 16 256  -0.071 0.8363 0.2796 0.2986 0.9930
FSPB 2003 12 233 -0.002  0.5692 0.2774 0.2778 0.1276
FCP 2004 12 411  0.025 0.4012 0.5121 0.5000 0.9269
FJPA 2005 12 256 -0.038  0.7201 0.4110 0.4259 0.8153
FJPB 2008 6 3.89  0.169 0.0484 0.5488 0.4630 0.2357
FIS 2006 8 200 -0.064  0.7528 0.2491 0.2639 0.8603
FCH 2007 12 411  0.063 0.2087 0.4730 0.4444 0.7278
FGRM 2004 8 444  0.061 0.2310 0.4713 0.4444 0.7121
FGRL 2006 12 544 0.187 0.0018%** 0.5197 0.4259 0.0197*
FKOA 2008 16 400 0.048 0.2397 0.5392 0.5139 0.6550
FKOB 2008 16 422  0.026 0.3633 0.5414 0.5278 0.9818
FKOC 2008 15 544  -0.101 0.9850 0.5604 0.6148 0.9750
TTSA Feb-2006 15 400 0.110 0.0509 0.5142 0.4593 0.2500
TTSB Jul-2007 16 422  0.024 0.3791 0.5119 0.5000 0.8389
TMJA Apr-2006 16 500 0.063 0.1581 0.5323 0.5222 0.3124
TMJB Dec-2007 16 456 -0.024  0.7008 0.5090 0.5208 0.7402
TMIC Apr-2008 8 4.00 0.201 0.0094 0.5833 0.4722 0.3914
TMID Aug-2008 16 433 0152 0.0077%* 0.5213 0.4444 0.0045%
TMIE Dec-2008 15 478 4.0.168 0:0030%* 0.5487 0.4593 0.0162%
TTGA Dec-2007 16 478 :0.080 0:0883 0.5119 0.4722 0.1576
TTGB Aug-2008 16 478 0.066 0.1486. 0.5341 0.5000 0.3049
TTGC Dec-2008 15 456y 0174 0.0031 0.5167 0.4296 0.4505
TNPA Dec-2007 16 444 /0101 % 00610 0.4774 0.4306 0.8101
TNPB Apr-2008 16 456 | 0.124 ==0.0248 0.5221 0.4593 0.5616
TNPC Aug-2008 16~ 4.56 [ -0.013 == 0:6207 0.5076 0.5139 0.9992
TNPD Dec-2008 15 4.00 -0.0SE f0.8271 04656 0.4889 0.8971
TYYA Jan-2008 16 444 1-0.012 +110.6253 0:5013 0.5069 0.8315
TYYB Apr-2008 15 4440037 07712 05029 0.5208 0.9293
TYYC Aug-2008 16 433' 0:037 0:2980 . 0.5184 0.5000 0.8783
TYYD Dec-2008 15 4220 .0:039 0.3018 " 0.5157 0.4963 0.3056
TTFA Arp-2008 16 3.00 -0:030- 0.7083 0.5128 0.5278 0.6918
TTFB Aug-2008 15 267 -0.062" 1 0.8278 0.4544 0.4815 0.1920
TTFC Dec-2008 15 422 0.027 0.3623 0.5022 0.4889 0.5516
TTN Oct-2008 15 467 0.157 0.0073 0.4981 0.4222 0.6870
N : sample size ; N : mean average number of allele ; Fig : inbreeding
coefficient values; Hpg: expect heterozygosity; Hp : observed heterozygosity

(*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p <0.001)
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Table 7. Pairwise estimates of Fs among populations of Bemisia tabaci

FNE FSPA  FSPB FCP FJPA FJPB FIS FCH FGRM FGRL FKOA FKOB FKOC TTSA TTSB TMJA TMJB TMIJC TMID TMIE TTGA TTGB TTGC TYYA TYYB TYYC TYYD TNPA TNPB TNPC TNPD TTFA TTFB TTFC

FSPA  0.2691

FSPB  0.2652 0.0027

FCP  0.1591 0.3605 0.3537

FIPA  0.2530 0.4682 0.4763 0.1036

FJIPB  0.0427 0.2597 0.2335 0.0686 0.2035

FIS  0.3138 0.4943 0.4868 0.3373 0.4992 0.3163

FCH  0.0950 0.2743 0.2689 0.1139 0.2521 0.0416 0.3807
FGRM 0.2668 0.4729 0.4436 0.3094 0.4346 0.2361 0.3720 0.3316 " s

FGRL  0.1580 0.3612 0.3263 0.1617 0.3081 0.0847 0.2153 0.1986 0.1338 :'| |
FKOA  0.1146 03073 0.2895 0.1860 0.2781 0.0917 0.3364 0.1798 0.2815 0.1693 x o -
FKOB  0.1144 0.2776 0.2542 0.1873 0.2823 0.0857 0.3266 0.1703 0.2702 0.1551 0.0067
FKOC  0.0751 0.1916 0.1942 0.1198 0.2289 0.0511 0.2848 0.0598 0.2566 0.1515 0.1410 0.1270 i r’ﬁ\" N I'._-

TTSA  0.0828 0.2866 0.2665 0.0909 0.2258 0.0102 0.2823 0.0783 0.2463 0.0974 0.1172 0.1131 0.0931 ; ",- 'f:'\.l |

TTSB  0.0785 0.2501 0.2432 0.0824 0.2075 0.0177 0.3045 0.0429 0.2817 0.1351 0.1024 0.0936 0.0684 -0.0023 -'-'-_- '-: | |
TMJA  0.0866 0.2440 0.2272 0.0620 0.2048 0.0139 0.2646 0.0697 0.2449 0.0988 0.0999 0.0970 0.0755" -0.0061 0A007|0 -': | |

TMIB  0.0980 0.2538 0.2452 0.0779 0.2082 0.0368 0.2854 0.0663 0.2720 0.1275 0.1194 0.1107 0.0721 0.0049 —0.00119 I—O.OO?G:!; | E

TMIC  0.0413 0.2544 0.2422 0.0499 0.1740 -0.0087 0.3059 0.0469 0.2449 0.1071 0.0983 0.0900 0.0441 -0.003_0 -0.00.67I -0.0060 040033; l '
TMID  0.0987 0.2298 0.2172 0.1003 0.2351 0.0413 0.3037 0.0923 0.2787 0.1531 0.0997 0.1006 0.0753 0.0224 0.0127 . 0.0060 0.0029I -0.0117"

TMIE  0.0827 0.2562 0.2420 0.0799 0.2188 0.0125 0.2817 0.0566 0.2585 0.1175 0.1042 0.1024 0.0719 -0.0078 -0.0052  0.0059 -0.0032_-0.0178  0.0001
TTGA  0.1216 0.2975 0.2796 0.1022 0.2250 0.0414 0.3250 0.1030 0.2770 0.1267 0.0992 0.0916 0.1244 0.0357 0,0.1.90 .0.:0417 003{30- 0.0252  0.0422 0.0229
TTGB  0.0799 0.2565 0.2412 0.0732 0.1956 0.0218 0.2893 0.0687 0.2592 0.1148 0.1039 0.0913 0.0779 0.0135 0.0017 0.0211 0.0194 -0.0078 0.0263 0.0088 -0.0021
TTGC  0.0951 0.2236 0.2136 0.0848 0.2138 0.0291 0.2733 0.0551 0.2621 0.1180 0.1277 0.1106 0.0315 0.0261 -0.0040 0.0240 0.0041 -0.0083 0.0256 0.0091 0.0344 0.0049
TYYA  0.1088 0.2571 0.2428 0.1199 0.2584 0.0335 0.2952 0.0747 0.2745 0.1269 0.1102 0.1018 0.0877 0.0086 -0.0082 0.0120 0.0000 0.0106 0.0113 -0.0021  0.0199 0.0156 0.0019
TYYB  0.0910 0.2405 0.2356 0.0791 0.1934 0.0234 0.3095 0.0540 0.2915 0.1471 0.1067 0.0932 0.0617 0.0236 -0.0144  0.0091 0.0038 0.0026 0.0175 0.0153 0.0296 0.0098 0.0021 0.0084
TYYC  0.1169 0.3057 0.2803 0.1287 0.2606 0.0572 0.3132 0.0724 0.2652 0.1426 0.1163 0.1091 0.1106 0.0411 0.0304 0.0481 0.0325 0.0534 0.0631 0.0343 0.0417 0.0430 0.0512 0.0338 0.0329
TYYD  0.0907 0.2229 0.2113 0.0781 0.2047 0.0169 0.2846 0.0465 0.2702 0.1310 0.1304 0.1130 0.0470 0.0213 -0.0042 0.0132 0.0062 -0.0018 0.0189 0.0127 0.0502 0.0200 -0.0071-0.0012 -0.0070 0.0443

TNPA  0.0814 0.2293 0.2269 0.0950 0.2219 0.0287 0.3191 0.0473 0.2986 0.1622 0.1199 0.1174 0.0512 0.0164 0.0006 -0.0023-0.0090 -0.0076-0.0043 0.0023 0.0599 0.0283 0.0131 0.0115 0.0034 0.0665 0.0049

TNPB  0.0637 0.2312 0.2202 0.0850 0.2135 0.0131 0.2913 0.0327 0.2651 0.1246 0.0995 0.0904 0.0502 -0.0072 -0.0176  -0.0095 -0.0071 -0.0206 0.0013 -0.0066 0.0395 0.0100 0.0012 -0.0037-0.0025 0.0488 -0.0033 -0.0183

TNPC  0.1086 0.2750 0.2673 0.0692 0.2088 0.0489 0.3072 0.0409 0.2836 0.1355 0.1487 0.1428 0.0701 0.0096 0.0058 0.0067 0.0009 0.0006 0.0316 -0.0010 0.0539 0.0217 0.0099 0.0224 0.0246 0.0595 0.0216 0.0057 -0.0075

TNPD  0.1356 0.2757 0.2708 0.0643 0.2269 0.0660 0.2999 0.0931 0.2995 0.1439 0.1526 0.1530 0.0805 0.0373 0.0288 0.0059 0.0018 0.0182 0.0144 0.0199 0.0770 0.0456 0.0240 0.0370 0.0314 0.0925 0.0246 0.0047 0.0084 0.0081

TTFA  0.1786 0.3024 0.2794 0.1832 0.3049 0.1396 0.3041 0.2402 0.2712 0.1572 0.2018 0.1737 0.1442 0.1550 0.1663 0.1235 0.1616 0.1163 0.1465 0.1676 0.1554 0.1316 0.1242 0.1652 0.1493 0.2009 0.1452 0.1832 0.1525 0.1836 0.1619

TTFB  0.1419 0.2755 0.2518 0.1586 0.3052 0.0736 0.3131 0.1850 0.2857 0.1380 0.1689 0.1505 0.1101 0.1118 0.1165 0.0832 0.1036 0.0727 0.1033 0.1095 0.0961 0.0805 0.0807 0.1172 0.1060 0.1420 0.1089 0.1243 0.1095 0.1347 0.1141 0.0512
TTFC  0.1589 0.2628 0.2367 0.1587 0.2996 0.1068 0.2613 0.1978 0.2357 0.1156 0.1892 0.1559 0.0960 0.1063  0.1264 0.0893 0.1089 0.0771 0.0987 0.1147 0.1342 0.0972 0.0694 0.1122 0.1113 0.1497 0.0804 0.1286 0.1088 0.1337 0.1103 0.0339 0.0599
TTN 0.1156  0.2627 0.2540 0.0846 0.2172 0.0340 0.3151 0.0853 0.2931 0.1444 0.1182 0.1104 0.0942 0.0035-0.0018 0.0130 0.0010 -0.0124-0.0070 -0.0192 0.0290 0.0112 0.0137 0.0047 0.0133 0.0712 0.0184 -0.0007-0.0031 0.0098 0.0177 0.1732 0.1325 0.1200
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Table 8. Results of the bottleneck effect test

3

EY

it R

Loci with H excess

P-value (Wilcoxon test)

Population  Date Size TPM SMM TPM SMM L-shaped distribution
FNE 2002 12 5(4.41) 5(4.35) 0.38281 0.54688 normal
FSPA 2003 16 2(3.32) 2(3.38) 0.56250 0.43750 normal
FSPB 2003 12 3(3.22) 2(3.24) 0.68750 0.43750 normal
FCP 2004 12 5(4.97) 5(4.98) 0.91016 0.73438 normal
FJPA 2005 12 5(4.33) 4(4.20) 0.38281 0.46094 shifted mode
FJPB 2008 6 4(4.61) 4(4.13) 0.93750 0.68750 normal
FIS 2006 8 2(2.58) 2(2.85) 0.81250 0.81250 shifted mode
FCH 2007 12 4(4.82) 4(4.84) 0.30078 0.16406 normal
FGRM 2004 8 3(4.61) 3(4.36) 0.31250 0.31250 normal
FGRL 2006 12 2(4.46) 2(4.40) 0.31250 0.19531 normal
FKOA 2008 16 5(5.09) 5(5.19) 0.65231 0.57031 normal
FKOB 2008 16 4(5.12) 3(5.14) 0.57031 0.30078 normal
FKOC 2008 15 2(5.20) 2(5.29) 0.04883* 0.00977**  normal
TTSA Feb-2006 15 6(4.58) 4(5.58) 0.46094 0.94531 normal
TTSB  Jul-2007 16 6(4.68) 6(4.77) 0.35938 0.49609 normal
TMJA  Apr-2006 16 2(5.01) 1(5.00) 0.20313 0.03711* normal
TMJB  Dec-2007 16 4(4.82) 4(4.91) 1.00000 0.82031 normal
TMIC  Apr-2008 8 6(4.54) 6(4.50) #.0.25000 0.38281 shifted mode
TMID  Aug-2008 16 3(5.10) 4 .3(5:16)  “20.30078 0.16406 normal
TMJE Dec-2008 15 6(5.04) 4(5:01) 0.91016 0.82031 normal
TTGA Dec-2007 16 4(4.54).. 43(4.48) 0.64063 0.54688 normal
TTGB Aug-2008 16  3(4.55) 3(#53)  /71.00000 ' 0.64063 normal
TTGC Dec-2008 15 3(4.63) 3(4.49). ./ /10.84375 0.46094 normal
TNPA  Dec-2007 16 4(4.84) 3| 352 |.05'42578 0.30078 normal
TNPB  Apr-2008 16 4(5.05) 3(]_5&12),1'. 0165234 0.42578 normal
TNPC Aug-2008 16 4(5.02)~ 4(5}02)_:5. 0165234, = 0.49609 normal
TNPD Dec-2008 15 3(4.99) . 355-.01)' p.-|5703-1 0.49609 normal
TYYA Jan-2008 16 5(4.36) T 4(4.42) 0.64063 1.00000 normal
TYYB Apr-2008 15 4(4.46) “4(4.4%) 1.00000 0.84375 normal
TYYC Aug-2008 16  6(4.46) 5(4.49) «  70.46094 0.64063 normal
TYYD Dec-2008 15 4(4.60) 4(4.52) 0:74219 0.94531 normal
TTFA Arp-2008 16 7(4.94) 7(4.90) 0.01367* 0.01953* shifted mode
TTFB  Aug-2008 15 6(4.58) 6(4.65) 0.54688 0.64063 shifted mode
TTFC Dec-2008 15 3(5.18) 3(5.25) 0.30078 0.16406 normal
TTN  Oct-2008 15 3(4.53) 3(4.44) 0.74219 0.38281 normal

TPM: two phased model; SMM: step-wise mutation model (*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01)

45



Group 4

100
FKOB / )
FKOA FNE

Group 3

0.04

=K

Bl X hlchmh A Fm
bootstrap # P °
Fig 5. Unrooted Neighbor-joining tree estimated from Bemisia tabaci based on

microsatellite loci. Bootstrap values obtained with 1000 resamplings are

shown at the nodes.
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P8 BAMAEE AT (B D
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(TTS) ~ v & fr s W (TMI) ~ P FIFER S (TTG) ~ 3 &5k 2 (TNP) fr® 7
(TYY) ¢h*% % ¢ o Cluster 3 4 % %124 7| (FIS) fr% " (FGRM ~ FGRL) ¢h
%% o Cluster4 & # ** iz W g f 09 T 3= 7 (FKOA 4- FKOB)> 1 2 j=
W (FNE) > # % - Cluster6 ¢ 7z & 317 ehd B %53 (FSPA -~ FSPB) - Cluster
7 & %3 p & (FJPA 4 FIPB)~ % % B 27 (FCP) ¢hk & > 12 2 j&jf (FNE)
* ® (FCH) 4rdt B (FKOC) % ¢ 4% & e-" #icip 48 o Cluster 8 ik 3 4 # 3t b
Flip @5z £ E & (TTFA ~ TTFB 4v TTFC) o d 4~ # » {7 @ 7\—?]‘ ek
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a. 2008.08

b. 2008.12

oo

W= AT d e s 4 BOEEPMkFEE A TR RG M 8- () 2008
1 (b) 2008 & 12

£ 8 1.
Fig 6. Unrooted Neighbor-joining trees for August and December 2008 estimated

from 4 populations. The distance matrix was calculated among individuals

based on microsatellite loci. (a) VIII-2008 (b) XII-2008
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& & &8 §fe g.s?'?f £ .;\-& f g & F S S b‘f £ Aé:' Fv\ :56;‘ é“} i & éqr éb\ é& 5‘; .».?\ & gg Bcluster 3

a.K=3
b.K=4
FEFFFFFFFFEFFFFFFFFFF s ECuser] Pluster2
& g & g&é’ $ 338‘;’}@?;;@@# gféb(?e" f@é g ¢ ‘_e’? f@g«g;@‘ & & &4 B Cluster 3 [ Cluster 4
- .ClusterS
c.K=5
& B Cluster 1 B Cluster 2
‘ B Cluster 3 [ Cluster 4
dK=6 B Cluster 5[] Cluster 6
g RN Y - Y I S Y N S S S e & & .
éf é'? £ Qf ‘f\ ‘f @f @f f Qfl fg qf é f Qf & vf‘ @f vf \ff e‘f £ B Cluster 1 [ Cluster 2
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f.K=8
g.K=9
h. K=10

Bl- i AFE2zZ b AAELs T &3 Q AP [ E%EHELSFES L -

Bl Cluster 3 [ Cluster 4
B Cluster 5 [] Cluster 6
[] Cluster 7 [J Cluster 8

[ Cluster I [ Cluster 2
H Cluster 3 W Cluster 4
H Cluster 5[] Cluster 6
[ Cluster 7 [ Cluster 8
[ Cluster 9

@f\ §$ & [ Cluster 1 [ Cluster 2
£ & gé} B Cluster 3 [l Cluster 4

[ Cluster 5[] Cluster 6
[ Cluster 7 [fJ Cluster 8
[] Cluster 9 [l Cluster 10

Fig 7. Bayesian cluster from the structure of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q detected hypothetical clusters based on microsatellite

loci.
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A BEFTERAE Q A F LA T HA

FHE FLERAE Q AP s TR d BN S P
o P m R AT T AE TP o AT hiE g %R 2008 &£ 9

o pa i Faod AER PRED D 12 EEY LR 5 3

il

Q A 24 14 (9 &5 B A4 4 | 4)> 2008 & 12 " =9 /L
Bo@ RS B A TR BEELS A Q UL F L MA

AaB R RN RLIET R A Q U F pfhimr B gt
=

H=iEs o€ A g (Zhangeral,2005) 0 B2 3] Q A4 &)

AT ROB R P AP AT RWDGE A L FH R Q AL P

B g hlrhaE 2 R (Ueda and Brown. 2006) ¥R BAR "

e & % » Q Al 2 ,wa J o ‘:“H*:..-r' f”ﬁxm$¢£r *iE 223 (Lee et al.,
J =

2005) > 2008 & ¥ % 7 F%é‘%ﬂ.’—kn?%ﬁ?‘ﬁ*ﬁ Q Al 4 # |

| 57, ,
fﬁmé}'ﬁ’&’ﬁ:r Q—m]4*ﬂ, f;bg-%-?"fww’]"’ikf u’irh*f%i”g‘_

B RN RN AL S g ;;;ﬁ.mﬂf!m WA Ik A S T
L EFE LT RAESF A ¢ A R Q A4 5 & (Perring,
2001) > d W F R ARREEF EFF DU 0 B EF AN hE 2
o A F A FL Q AUAF LA PRBRI M e T o RA Y

(Hsieh et al., 2008) » & & 3| = % F PR ORZEREIFFEREFTY o

B Q #3245 [ fx3dhkuErY B A2 F AR AESF 35
FEFTERIAAEY Q AL F P LB ikd (Horowitz ef al.,
2005; Khasdan et al., 2005) - e . .d > Q A4 H ] A7 J1 § &
(pyriproxyfen) ~ % if " (imidacloprid) # * 5 K A & 7 & B I EF &
(Horowitz et al., 2005) » F]p+ A A1 4 F | A T hgd T2 /FF > d 2T B

Her e EoF I P LD GoFT FLI frld Sl Fo AR EF Q fr
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B A4 L FHmE > BHE2L Fded bl CFRFF o 85 W7

& T n % (Moya et al., 2001; Khasdan ef al., 2005) o gt #t > 2 R fc# § 0

BEEHRB -+ 7 P EGOEFR % (Tsagkarakou et al, 2007; Dalmon et al.,

W

2008) c 4 HHE R AETHRE > v gz (TYY) s & &k

&

Gt 0 Tipa TP o 3l 7 P LR KA

ok

B
-

5138 B g A8 5 4
B RFLEanpER B3P BT EI AR A ANEEET
BT G E 12 P et AR HEE 40 > BER 100% 5 Q
AP 07 Pl T Ay o8 "ESBAFMETN T B i
Q AP | Fenthim 3l 12 7 Bx B 100% 5 Q A2 4| faeh
T SRR T E2Fr REREEIP A 0Q N2 P BRELDF T4
# (Horowitz ef al., 2005) 145 Jp <R 352 AW » & 5 374 + 7 HAA
B Q A2 F ) A gGild mz%%‘q wRE B B Al A p ] e

a1 5 r"

A3 (TTG) frs &y 2 (TNP) %“z T R O - Rl STl R

Q fr B A4+ [ n?rﬂlﬁﬁ} ;}'B‘r‘%lj ,’ka Q_g (TMJ) g % > 030
Q~B~An o Na 22 4] ﬁ~&mm@’ﬁ@ﬁ%f%$gﬁﬁi%%
EEAEHZB BT RARART AL An fo Na A2 5 140 7

PR BE o P HIRE R (TTF) - 84 & 2008 & 4 7
BET Q ALy A B L Q 2 LA 2008 £ 8 ¥ fe 12

VR A GRS FEBT AR F A B A2 | fbrbiase b Q 4

AR AR P FR BT LR T BRI RN ¥
—ﬁ%i{;ﬁ“”fi T el PF o G BRI e E B AT S N AR B AR

Woim i ﬁbhﬂﬁmi%ﬁ%aﬁﬁm BehE R 03 F AL
R* OMHMEITBRPOBRE S FROCHTFIRCEF AL DEDT > L RO
AT o ER Q YA S AARTY A RELNER S B

* B A2 P e
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(1) #4488 COI M4 B % B2 37 4

st COI B 7|41 * #%4%/% (neighbor-joining method) £ fﬁ_ % R
Pebt> ¥ 0% B Q- Q-related~ B fr Ms 3|4 ¥ f& > B % &7 Q-related
A A F LA Q A2 F [ ERE AL k% E, A F Y L F
PR R e GRS 9T AR F R 3 3 2 1% % R F (Boykin
etal.,2007) @ Nltree # Q A2 F [ fr iaH & 1 He 7 4&flL -
2RE . d A AR ERERFED Q AL A ¥ 2 HAlA
e FRE R EE N Q AAF A PHEHAMKEERLRE ] ATY R L
Q A4+ [z d B PR | > HRIT L LBPBDN L L aHCHord S o

(2) ik 2 518 R 4% M ff‘a‘-#ﬁi#ﬁﬁ

FI* et h AT A lFaAa\—?ﬂi“" ”Lri? WFALE M At (BI) B F
% (FGRM - KRU\HJﬂJ@ﬁ)%%@ﬁﬁ*ﬂﬂ%)mxapk—%
£ % > bootstrap & > pmnm;}ﬂ%‘ Rl HERs HrimPEg
AR > @ T M B B %k & # 4 (FGRM -~ FGRL) ~ 12 ¢ 7]
(FIS) ¥ - R ¥V i 3T h KRR - 2 B R LB FREET LR Y
LG AT AR RR R RERBRE ) > HRT A LATER
I ¥tk o Group 3 F R E B S R FPEL R F % ¥ (FKOA - FKOB) »
B (FNE) 7 R8T %GHM % iR <9 3 8 arg ok
(FKOC) > i @ 4 & k< 4~ ¥ (Bayesian cluster) ehig % > P ffcn B F3E
CREAREATERS Q AP RETRE G S A B G o
‘b > Group4~5 ¥ FREE Z R Y B (FCP) W B 722 %2 p & (FJPA) v
P ® (FCH) 2 LT "R % ¥ 7 @ & 44 v (isolation by distance) e
% (Wright, 1943) > 2 7 &7 > B LW % Q A2 F A Vi BE AL A

EEPEE - I L N R
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d o E A ks DNA TR 04 8 BRI GeD 13 BH A&
8 COI BB %M GaRFEmant ¥ 3% AT UFRSE 5
(FIS) ~ % % Bt #t (FCP)~ # ", (FGRM-~FGRL) frji7 f§ (FNE) I %% »
COI B 7fricf@m it DNA #7122 L% B hHF 3 - RaPIM % - COI 0§
FLEEF 02 ¢ 7 (FIS) 4ok 4 B 27 (FCP) k B>t H 23] H44 > § 4p it ehi
M %% (FGRM~FGRL) B E 24 H35> 3 BH 242 F % 6bp
Z R Ra ik i: DNA i > i d 5] (FIS) e 3 & F ')
(FGRM 4r FGRL) & %% 4 # 7% M PR E 3 X3 P HARR -
d 2% COI A s R B2 sl @ fapl¥ ¥ e %eh Q Al4 % | fhit
oo Bt AT o s T 2 d 5] (FIS) o4 % (FGRM ~ FGRL)

z. fF COl B 7% i*éﬁgﬂgizﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁr%ﬁ,@Jwﬁamr#ﬁ 3

BREZF o ik

—

#h DNA /BT 4 PR 5 B o e LEF

hop ﬁ%%wﬂﬁaaﬁz#aﬁma%ﬁ*’“%iﬁ—ﬁmiﬁ
EIERIE W S A Fﬂ&fiﬁ'_ipfm Jf nﬁt%ﬂ,,’&@? COI B 2| F# » % >
- B E A (HI1) i & ﬂmr% DNA' m; e o FF4REE F PN E
# (TTF)> & % " (FGRM -~ FGRL)~ 12 ¢ 7| (FIS) e*% ¥ 5 4p 1T L% M

Gooom A4 6 BETHAG DTG G

#2008 & 8 7o 4 B Fpeiig F % (TTF ~ TNP ~ TMJ »
TYY)> B4 H v isdeiz 2% m GH (B ) #mipFae® (TTF)
15 LRREG - BEH KM G ARITHRGEM %2008 £ 12 0 prengk B
BEOFM OIS LRMY o3 11 LRHE- BE AHEoA T 4 LHH
B R B RS PREN G e 4 B PR G kg

HuEe EOBH EFWFRENTFIHEE T - Id 304 80 % L2BE
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Bed LMk oo

_:_ N -’b‘—;/ /'?\
B W IME L g b4 f 0 2 F (Avise et al., 1987) 0 FIH G B e
PRAAFNF B RO O TFET IR T EEEF 2 BB

(Avise et al., 2000) - & -] 5B % B (MSN)(Bl=) A 5 3 # Group *
¥ NJtree ¥ 5 Groupl % S AXrp ~ %7 34 e $12~F 7 &~ 3
2 A& & B Foh Q-related A 2 F+ 0] & - Q-related 3] 4 | & @ F g &
Q A2y [ fa4pin» ied g < I Q-related 32 F ] &k & chlg % >
g3 B fr Ms A2 H ] fEd & ERPEE R (Boykin er al, 2007) > 7
BT b o - B Groupo #7235 E RoQ-related A1 A o) fA Q T
SE RS N a2 & P 2 MG R b R R

kot Q-related A2 4| F8> B ¥ -‘_fﬁ‘-_,?%%i - R R w1 B R e Group

N R i_{ﬁ;;‘z%ﬁxo(}rouﬂm R ,i»#ma R S S
W ER ST FF T CPEAESFRER G Ee g It
Mo E 0 E B o 8228 Group I o Group Il 2 FFehir M R ¥ #kE 6
bp: e & Group Il ph¥ 4] P2 FHHFHRPORELZ 1~2bp- 7]

$t > Group I fr Group Il # P frHE R P HER R FHk~ > HRFZZE 5

Rt

50 B AIRHA oY (isolation by distance) > ¥ ¥ B AE F 1T FE L 3
deoo RFE AL LR s A F AR (Wright, 1943) ¢ 42 8] Group I f= Group
I B> AFicn N4cm > d gk p 22 e Q-related 3] 2 4 /] #8%
FORMIRL L R R et Q A A S I R FEF S RE R
FRPBELAKAL Q ANAE P [ Adg iR o > Q A4 ] AT F
MY R AR o & Group I #7& Z Hr ~ AW e 2 W ER
Fo BRI P LMY, LN > BB AT EEF e EERR K 4
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eitipl Q Bl Ay Ao EHPEFAHFOTE TS0 %%FJ =42 kA&
v RE PRI E R AR G AR P A BR Y A iR
B %< (Chu et al., 2005; Dennehy et al., 2005; Lee et al., 2005; Zhang et al.,
2005; Dalton, 2006; Ueda and Borwn, 2006; Hsieh et al., 2007) o g ¢k » 2L
A dpdl o RAECRERR G AT RORFE > 8§ DG ARG D

Q-related A2 F | f > 7 F w ke Q A2 5| A%EH - Ripp » §F % 7

Bff Kk F o mH S BRERAES AR C B RBFH TS E (VBN
T A EN T TSGR R AT EA R 3 8 ST
l‘;‘l‘ﬁ’jﬁ EE S JlIEr P AFICATE Bk FAER) F

rESgEN v TR E Q A4 ,f@»,hﬁﬁ}rium?lg 3 RN
Q 22 4 e Fo T s h R e Sl -

I P LA A aNA

De Barro et al. (2003)._'%5? Téaigijdza;;((:)u and Roditakis (2003) #p #3F %
15 4o 10 @ Mcirk B AR B e | atw 45 Bl RS A
(Delatte et al., 2005; Tsagkarakou et-al., 2007; Gauthier et al., 2008) » ¥ 3 »
Biofl* et AFATS A FHRE  FILIEX P L BEE TS B
oG BP9 2 ¥ o3 kA 45 57 (Simon er al, 2007,
Tsagkarakou et al., 2007; Dalmon et al., 2008) > 2 7 ¢ 4| 2 4 -] #4 ¥ 3
(De Barro et al., 2005) » A% F £ P3¢ 40 ‘e g & hpicfrh A Fl &5+ o
FREF 22 B3 FHF A Q FAAF AL RPARISE SR
i Ay R LR

fl* COI RAalA 2 By REZP % (FRB%HE 3 LTAF

B TSRS RERY N - REBUSF ANF PR o 5T

|m}

BETEMT - BERA o BumE COl ks ot FI R E %

(TTFA ~ TTFB 4= TTFC) ¢ 9 % COI A 7|22 4 8+ % 8 © ¥ &}

\'4
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Q Ay 14> F 100% 4p A > & R pcih A F R T &% > Ba
Al @asdd @2 o @ %5 3 b STUET RAEL F @R
fF A F G BE P oAk KiFE AT R R B AED

& + &3z (Le Roux and Wieczorek, 2009) -

AR A P ORE NG X PP ORT  FRFE SR o Aok
B R R F A ATFER (genetic drift) > pt b B (migration) #1id = 0
# Flion#e (gene flow) » 2 &2 ¥ B H =% % # (natural selection) ~ R #
(mutation) & % fie 3] 3% (system of mating) F e IR i & & i dep
B IR 074 B T T (Hardy-Weinberg) & #| %1 w & 4 = £ &~ (TMID
v TMIE) » % ¥ i 3ges 8 T 7 (Hardy-Weinberg) hF Y Wk Fdw 3R
% % 4% & # (FGRL) > wwm'% W R A EF gt b g
B3 2ABEF i'fﬁﬁ‘iﬁl" 3 %\_a“i“"'l &8 F AR R FF (1) AT AR

TR @)*ﬁw“+éﬂ mgﬁﬁﬁqﬁéﬁ (3) F mrcengtiy A

TL@)L%*ﬁWﬂé%Jﬂﬁﬁgbﬁﬁ@ WL e S g AL PR R g e
RS A T5 AET  R AR e R 3 R A N F
R AR ) RIS ERA LI 2 d BT AT

bk AR g X 3t K Fl % B (Tsagkarakou et al., 2007,

Dalmon et al.,2008) o 4 #3 T & % FH P T I[P FT R E S > d 2 EFEL

=

TR EY P ARBMPN G 5L A REEREE AR ER R TSR
BITAM AT A Wb A ? o ¥ M (FGRL) 2% ih Fig &8 i
0.187 > 42 Bl p F1 H d »v 4 B chps B> B2 SR § % % % 2 0 Crete § o v .8
'?5 Tsagkarakou *7% ket & > L HE"H A A w 1 F 3 7 4 53
ERFEHFEEFTHEL B TEIER - f BEORFIRp I EHEITRR

feenig % o

I RS s S 2
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Ab o BERT AL BARMEY BT ~5 0 v 2 Afep T o bk
AFANFHF-BERR > 5 hGr 243 TR AL T2 H 0 LA
S Q i‘li#'Jﬁﬁ’ gﬂ’iﬁ_i’g X ’@‘Tmm_:.?m}fm woA R IF ek iR
B RBARE B2 AR Q UL R AT B AR A

=%EFE AL F T 24 (Hsieh et al, 2008) -

AETEREILT L BRI E 2T OF A R o EEED L
& ¥ & 157 (Bayesian cluster) sh2 % k5 (B- )+ 2 % i (TTS)~w & %
W (TMI) - 4 424 2 (TNP)~ % 3 (TYY) fod # R 55 (TTN) %8

PR Ve 53 A F Cluster 1 ~ Cluster 2 f= Cluster 5 ¥ 423

g

Q WA P [t B4  LdBuRsk »Zkih SELTZFHE

TR A IR S NI T et kR AR T e 3 B

AR T AT £ BIER e ()

- | === ||
ﬂ@@%(TW)ﬁﬁz’gzm EV2 g B s AFR
(Qﬂi%+ﬁ’32m8ﬁﬂ;hm&%ﬁ§% e 7 Q A4 o fE

H:,

@ﬁgggﬁ@’ﬁ()ﬂi%}ﬁr%»f CHRARL PN e T S
BRPEI R EPE RAR Rz R%RE AP I - ZH- 2T @
Fd Mctit: DNA T4 Rl %L PE8L Chdk »FRVARE
(TTFA = TTFB) & B 72 b P A1 ek ¥ > 2 H 4 By BR3P T
BerE¥ > 3 RF B4 1 Jhdk (0.2009~0.0727) o gt 7k > {1 Mk

DNA F# 5 @ NJ tree> # R Fl4 & (TTF) %HF L L ¥+ w2 v 6 B

TR ERE FREFOBRGEHM G B EFOEE SRS M GRZET O
FEROMPIFFIRBEAEFE I I fok MEF 3 RBITD BERR

ANEFORE > FRZEZTIN P E S JIAI S EINFIEEY
mELERRABTHRAE S A AL Ay ¥ B o

S AT R BB BHERRHES > b REH BT fr
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SR EHE TR 0 KB - KiBF Y (lagphase) {60 % #HE A ¢
=3¢ #f 4o (log phase) > ¢ fl4> »c 5 (founder effect) it # %2 # F § #L57 7%
Tl e fic o ¥ Y 4L B bR 2 0 RAFLE R L kR 0 B 2008 & 4 7
r A E G FLEE T IR % o 4 A F1 A4 F 7 i 4t L-Shaped o & 2008
E 8 etk A Wim A F) A F 5B L-Shaped o & 2008 & 12 7 pF o>
¥y A F4F B (allele frequency) £ & # & L-Shaped ~ # > Jwipd 3 H
EEHS O FRBGIRMEER O TUEZRPIDN T DILFE R o

SR Y L BR Q A4 F ] B KB - A -

@ gr A (TML) Tebdrgr ben Q A4 F - F 5 F & p 484

-~

FyEEI B Re § St porRhdt i UL F Toked AL B
$ex BAr o £w i COI B Afenbth v e d 1 B 2 P h%d A
mgﬂé1~%pé;MBf$%ﬁwﬂf4ﬁ(DIﬁﬂ’%mﬁﬁﬁ%
& 739bp h COI E?Wﬁ? Wﬁmln&CO}}%w* 100% thdp 12 B - cdi
m%%?ﬁ{ﬂwoﬂﬁé‘$?%¢W¢a4%m - R RIS
wg’7ag(mmgwwyeswmpi@ﬁw$@4%ﬁﬁééﬁﬁﬁ
dends 784  (De Barro, 2005) > 7 R LT UEP L F B AT R EE
Ao ot B AR R S F Y ME A SRS A A b4 Al
AEECE B 0 R R - A nEH AR o

o~ ERp s 2 2

Fok-EARESE RS A SRR HL T - Lo A

FHE REFENY A 150 BTk YHLE LR o p B4 BE
FAOEFECTA 2 A AP RAE PRI s WEF LEf e R A
PRSI TR 9F - F S RF L @ s B T4
BE SRR A X EHEp kL e 8 LA 2R Rt

B iTE ko FE S Eg o DR R o R FIE DL L
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Wik o ARG ERAFIER AR T 2 F 4 G B Ay
LHEHFR AR BRI BEAETELE Q AP AL TR £
LT f2z - o FAFTEDRFP IO TR A F Tkl s §

WAL T ok gl g o

FWE 2005 # 3 7 A E Q AUAFpAEIT R R 4T B2
T2 RPN TR TR PSR EL R f R A 4 B
PAIET - kTl A e e e B ¢ HH Q AL H ) Ak §
Bl PTG S IPM / B F R - w REETE S BMhERY T g
lott kxR AAFL R P AP FF 2 4l g2 (Chu et al,

2007)

A4 I gsag COI Bl -:J'“f ihe Rk | B R R

Bl R4 hAT R Q 3l 2 by %ﬁ.ﬂf ORI AR I A R
AR RS DA R K R “E%hkltd;';{",;k‘f fhg m o~ R o BRI
RS RS G {ﬂ"l"}iﬁmk i‘“r' SR O
R B H e Rk e m’%’ RERF B R LT 7
i (Dalton, 2006) o ¢t > “f ¥ & 0 fico] (£ 0.205+0.008mm ¥

A

S gl

=

>

0.093+0.004mm) %t E>EF »ev B AEKRA S F B R0 T

—_

@B PRAEA L FEHBN R PF WY 2 LR
£ IF o

o deiEk K T A T 3 0 B X 4 # (Bayesian cluster) 4 7% % 0 &
AAEE FLBEERELT G A LG IATNRSNRE @
EE OB E OGN G S TFRPFIREE T & 2008 & 8
PP 2008 & 12 P 2B 5 R BHOH o ot TR AP RS
Fefh iR R e Hw e Q AL P AT A 0 BAGEd 2006 £ 2

B3 2008 & 7 U fi4x B3 &0 481 L F 4 (Hsieh eral, 2008)5 11 % f
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2008 £ 8 ' % 2008 &£ 12 % ih 310 4B sy Fam g o R
7 Q AAF AT EEDOLF R Q A S I AEEBE F DL
B 2 LA P RPpAcc A AdRY A L OB EF R AT O

EREFTZEHIT 2 REFTH Q A F [ fEEE - H it dpdkc (Fst)

Mo k7 EBEFLRFF BRI OAFIR 2B KR Q A2 5] fA%
HOSEAFOI o T m LR E R M| IRE O B4 (fitness) »
Foae F RS TR ERZ B T U Q A AR

. N — J1 2 s
BEZRHER e o

FFr FOEE FHFAE B - QALF I EELEFARE-Q AL
ol EENRITL T TR (neonicotinoids) R AHA o FREOREMNL A B
A 2 F o FEE A LS B S S (Insect Growth Regulators, IGR) £

BRGEE 4 B QA SR A TR LS
MR REERE L’”ft =4 ﬁ‘fﬁfgm: %1{% T4 2 [CH FH + 4p %
=~ h4f 4 (Horowitz et al., 2005} Khasdan et al /2005) > F]p s 7o
R EE s N %m %o T LA R E R R AR T
EF ARG/ RFHFBEOPB I PV UERATRE RS
itk & hi T (Hsieh er al., 2008) -

F QAL LS Z S BE BN EL AR SR
Ao F s BRCRKRAITCFREEFER UG FERL I B BN TR
POEELARERZEEEL Q AL PRSI ERE g X RB D
g o ERP IS ZHAEH e - FARBZOLT L LD FEFEOE
PlEA R ir Fed TRz OFRE > M2 Eics 28 AHEDE

THRE D FEHBIIIATNANA L FH R R EFRY AFAE R
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Fror BE X W A (Bemisia tabaci) Q 3|2 f -] A 2006 £ 2 7 > {
B A e LT WEEFATFREY SR FR T 2008 & 12 F Ao PR
AE TR CPFRE PR v ELF s KL PP EYR
TR E TN ABIIHT DS JETFRHE -

A A1 F kA48 (mitochondrial) DNA G i i @ik > 353 Q A4
ForAet R e @43 2 AR /£ > Minimum Spanning Network £
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Appendix 1. Sample records of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q

Name No. Host plant Locality of collection species Collector/ Date Biotype
@ EM Shandong, China . D. Chu 1
FCH 1222 Gossypium hirsutum ¢ K R B. tabaci Sep-2007 Q2%
. lan Beford . a
FCP F42 - Cyprus B. tabaci 13-May-2004 Q12 &
#AFHEM . . A. Tsagkarakou
FGRL ’ * : (12 8
G F224 Cuucumis sativus L. Arvi, Crete Greece B. tabaci 28-Nov-2006 Q: 12
#AFEM . . ) A. Tsagkarakou PN
FGRM F223 Cucumis sativus L. Agrinio, Mainland Greece B. tabaci Nov-2004 Q8 &
. Rami Horowitz et
FIS Fé6l1 - Israel B. tabaci 30-May-2006 Q8 &
s Gofh) [ . Ken-Ichiro Honda
FJPA F § > : g
J 57 Capsicum annuum Kyushu I_s.lal_nd, Jap_a_n «B. tabaci 2005 Q: 12
&
s . Kumamoto, Kyushu
LAy 3L
F242 Bc; l# ) = Island, Japan -
idens pilosa g . N et 18 JURTR .
FIPB A ﬁl_’h"* kj 3 B\ tabaci Bz Mg Q6
- . Kumarm oyguél‘m | | T. vaporariorum  8-Jul-2008 T
F243 o (2’ L Island,J pan.g":- :
rigeron bonariensis B A ‘Ll ,;TF. -k 4‘; ,L
e (2 Bp 4 .,Wandlw flower com] 1L=x : Bwi HikE
~ BEic (X L : . H
FKOA gggg ;; P’%“_ b(' x?xﬁh) . Goyang-Sis Kyeonggl dos B. tabaci Soo-Jung Suh Q6 &
uphorbia pulcherrima e ol 3 6-Sep-2008
oy TN Wandang flower complex BEE Wk
~  Bppir EY 3l
FKOB 113321; ; P’%“_ b(' x?xﬁh) . Goyang-Si, Kyeonggi-do, B. tabaci Soo-Jung Suh Q16 &
uphorbia pulcherrima Korea 6- Sep-2008
s =gl
Fa7s N GERY) B. tabaci
Capsicum frutescens
F276 TFF F A B. tabaci
Golinsoga parviflora T. vaporariorum
F277 wF (Grft) B. tabaci
Solanum nigrum . T vaporariorum 3 % 5% % ki<
FKOC Y D K (15 8
- (3 ) useong, Dacjeon, Korea 8-Sep-2008 Q
Moraceae T. vaporariorum
EX 3 .
F281 Humulus scandens B. tabaci
g
F2g3 (T H) B. tabaci
Asteraceae
AR (8 F ) . M. Jansen
FNE FI13 . (12 8
Hibiscus sp., greenhouse Netherlands B. tabaci 10-Sep-2002 Q
A FER . : S. Pascual e '
FSPA F33 Cuucumis sativus Spain B. tabaci Dec-2003 Q:16 &
v Gofl) . . S. Pascual
FSPB F34 : : (12 8
S 3 Lycopersicon esculentum Spain B. tabaci Dec-2003 Q
FA FEM o o ) Wik 2 Q3¢
4445 " - LERE AR : -
M > Citrullus lanatus BirkiSis ¥ B. tabaci 3-Sep-2008 B:9 &
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TMIB

T™IC

TMID

TMIJE

TNPA

TNPB

TNPC

TNPD

TTFA

TTFB

TTFC

TTGA

TTGB

TTGC

TTN

TTSA

TTSB

3406

3407

3408

4174~
4184

4220

4342

4343

4344

4806

4193~
4199

4221~
4222

4336~
4339

4805

4218

4330
4331

4797

4166~
4173

4333

4800

4450

3028

3839
3840
3843
3845

Bkl (4 PR E2)
Euphorbia pulcherrima
Tigle (< RPNRALE)
Euphorbia pulcherrima
Taki ()3 )

Euphorbia pulcherrima

g (<)

Euphorbia pulcherrima

g (<)

Euphorbia pulcherrima

Tyl (% §f) (i 5
Euphorbia pulcherrima

Tkl (% FPE F )

Euphorbia pulcherrima
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Appendix 2. Alignment of cytochrome oxidase I (COI) sequences of Bemisia tabaci biotype Q in Taiwan

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

H11
H1Z
H11-TLM

GTTATTTATTTTTTATTTAT TGTTTTAGAATCTTTTCTTCTTTT GCGTTTAGT AAGATTT AAGCTTGGT GT AAGCAGACATCTAGAAT GCAARAATTAATAAACT

HI11: TNP4196 ~ TTN4450-4 ~ TYY4201-2 ~ TTG4166-3 ~ TTF4330-5 ~ TMJ4175 ~ TTS3028-2; H2: TYY4190-1; H11-TLM: TLM4445-1
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127
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254
254
254

381
381
381

508
508
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Appendix 3. Maximum probability of AK for numbers of populations K was 8

K run  Ln(P) al AK
] T -11570.5 -
2 115704
3 -11570.6
4 -115705
2 1 110195 00673 -
2 -110172 0,068
3 2110145 0.0685
4 -110159  0.0665
3 1 -106932 00536 19.044
2 07151 00522
3 -10694.4 00534
4 2107001 0.0532
4 1 -10590 0.049 1737
2 105688 0.0482
3 -10580 0.0469
4 1056601 0.0485
5 1 -104228 00452 8.836
2 104341 0.0435
3 -10442.4 00454
4 2104314 00453 ok
6 1 -10191.7 0.0423 10.599 =
2 101961 0.0421
3 -10194.7 00419 _ =
4 102885 00437 & o P
71 2100426 00414 0852 | Al ,"_rjl !
2 100415 00415 = | |
3 -10051 0.0416 | <= | |
4 18774 00425 m |
8 1 2100124 00407 53,567 - |
2 -10011.5 0.0406 i I \ i
3 -9992.7 0.0407
4 100148 0.0407
9 1 -100493 00389 0.049
2 4100729 0.039
3 2100331 0.0392
4 -10079.6  0.0388
10 1 -101155 00389 1572
2 101244 0.0391
3 -10077.8 00391
4 101167 00392
1 1 -101544 00391 1.156
2 101897 0.0393
3 -9986.3 0.039
4 10172 0.0389
12 1 -10259.1 00392 1.839
2 4102206 0.0393
3 4102233 00392
4 10302 0.0392
13 1 2102768 00394 2,002
2 102887 00393
3 -10406.9 00395
4 4102549 0.0394
14 1 -105382 00394 0.898
2 4103907 0.0394
3 -10555.8  0.0393
4 -10510.8  0.0393
15 1 2106989 00395 -
2 105772 0.0394
3 2106627 00397
4 105574 0.0394
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