(H27- -007)



Listeria monocytogenes
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19

27

59

67

71
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Hazard EU NFCS
performance
Salmonella, Listeria monocytogenes

Shigella sonnei
mutilocus variable-number tandem-repeat analysis MLVA

1,300 10 S. sonnei
MLVA 3
2
PCR
PCR
LAMP
LAMP
LAMP




Listeria

monocytogenes

20 30

2008 2011
100
307 100
1.6
2001
1



373
monocytogenes
PFGE

Entoloma rhodopolium

Entoloma rhodopolium

Entoloma rhodopolium ITS

RPB2 DNA
Entoloma
rhodopolium
RPB2
RNA polymerase Il second largest
subunit
ITS1-5.85-1TS2
PCR
LAMP
PCR 4
LAMP
B.




CDC CDC
PFGE
MLVA
BioNumerics
SNP

SNaPshot
monocytogenes 108

2

1 260

1 PFGE

BioNumerics

UPGMA

2016

CDC ECDC
Surveillance Atlas of Infectious

Diseases Eurosurveillance

DNA
PCR-RFLP
PCR
ITS RPB
CLCgenomic workbench
MEGA

DNA

Entoloma rhodopolium

LAMP




DNA
DNA LAMP

Loopamp DNA

LA-320C

NFCS

WHO FERG

2014 World Ranking of
National Food Safety Performance NFCS
WHO
IHR:2005 Core
Capability Questions and criteria
(WHO IHR National Capacity
Monitoring Survey

NZ

2015
156
2012-2015 3
2
3
2016
Shigella sonnei 55
38
19 6
4
MLVA
S. sonnei
MLVA 10
3
MLVA
2011-2015
sonnei
S. sonnei
SM
TC ST STX
7 3
6

S.

NA



CPFX

CTX
2 MLVA 2016
3
2
PFGE
L.
monocytogenes PFGE
75
27
100
3 1
28
PFGE 100 2 2
5
100 5
25 2013
9 5 5
PFGE
2. DNA
DNA



PCR-RFLP )
PCR

Entoloma subrhodopolium, Entoloma

PCR pseudorhodopolium

LAMP

Entoloma rhodopolium

ITS RPB2

Entoloma rhodopolium

MEGA7 CLC
Genomicworkbench MEGA

Entoloma rhodopolium
Entoloma nidorosum
Entoloma majaloides

Entoloma

Entoloma
latcus, Entoloma  subrhodopolium, D.

Entoloma pseudorhodopolium

Entoloma subrhodopolium, Entoloma
pseudorhodopolium

Entoloma latcus

LAMP



10

LAMP

LAMP
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Shigella sonnei mutilocus

variable-number tandem-repeat analysis MLVA

1,300
10 S. sonnei MLVA 3
S.sonnei SM TC STX CTX CPFX GM

15

100

11




CDC CDC

electrophoresis; PFGE

pulsed-field gel

multilocus
variable-number  tandem-repeat  analysis;
MLVA
BioNumerics
SNP SNaPshot
C.
2015
156 1 2012-2015
3
2 3
2
S. dysenteriae S. flexneri S.
boydii S. sonnei 4
S. flexneri  22% S. sonnei  75%
2014
2,774 0.1%
1
2016 Shigella

12

sonnei 55 38
19 6
4
MLVA
S.
sonnei MLVA
SNaPshot
10 3
MLVA10 3
a b
b 11
c Ilc MLVA
3
2011-2015 S. sonnei
S. sonnei
SM
TC ST STX
7 3 6
4
NA
5 CPFX
2 CTX 2
CPFX+CTX 1%
2 5
NA CPFX CTX GM
2
3 NA
CPFX
CTX
2012
GM



CPEX 2015 variable-number tandem repeat analysis. J Med

CTX GM Microbiol. 2016 Sep;65(9):1007-12.
2011
Shigella sonnei
90 2016 4
S. sonnei MLVA
37
2016 9
F.
MLVA
D.
E.

Nguyen DT, Ngo TC, Le TH, Nguyen HT, Morita M,
Arakawa E, Ohnishi M, Nguyen BM, lzumiya H.
Molecular epidemiology of Vibrio cholerae 01 in

northern Vietnam (2007-2009), using multilocus

13



2014

~ o “
h ZE’ 7 6465 13.29 1088 15 9 0.1
DAT)7F 116 0.24 106 91 17 15
HILERS 7439 15.29 2144 29 29 0.4
FREFIE 2774 5.70 575 21 4 0.1
STEC 0157 444 0.91 155 35 3 0.7
STEC non-0157 697 1.43 106 15 2 0.3
EINYARE 7l 0.45 44 20 3 1
IIL=F 136 0.28 30 2 1 1
2 S sonnei 2011-2015
NA (%) 49.4 100.0 94.1 0.0 0.0 55.0
CPFX (%) 148 95.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0
CTX (%) 8.6 42 11.8 100.0 0.0 15.0
GM (%) 0.0 0.0 88.2 100.0 0.0 0.0
n 81 72 17 12 11 20
3 S sonnei
n NA (%) CPFX (%) CTX (%) GM %
2011 122 54.1 1.6 36.9 41.8
2012 43 14.0 4.7 4.7 23
2013 16 125 6.3 6.3 0.0
2014 26 115 7.7 0.0 0.0
2015 40 62.5 425 0.0 0.0
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1 NESID 2008-2015

400
350 -
300
. 250
4T 200 156
B
150
100
50
0
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
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3 S. sonnei MLVA10 3 3 locus-variant a, b, c
I, b, Illc
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O
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4  S. sonnei 2011-2015

0.9

TC

ST

SM+ST

TC+ST

SM+TC+ST

2011-2015

5 S. sonnei

—————————
-

o | I
R
|
P ———

0.6

ABPC

NA

CPFX

CTX

GM

CPFX+CTX
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Listeria monocytogenes

monocytogenes( )

PFGE

200

Listeria

19




A. 2016

9 3
2013 2014
41 17
2015
2016
2015
3 580 410
186 206
153
Listeria
monocytogenes
-1 20
2008 2011
307 100
1.6
2011 2001
147 33 1
2010 2015
30
3 2010 2015
10 3 2014 19
2015
36
7 2015 2016
Listeria monocytogenes
19 1 2013

20



68

5.9 21
1500 21
14
373 L.
monocytogenes
PFGE
A.
L.
monocytogenes 108
2
1 260
1 1
1/2a 149 1/2b
60 1/2¢c 35 4b 4ab
4b 4d 4e 113
17
2 PFGE
CDC L.

21

monocytogenes PFGE

PFGE Apal
Ascl

BioNumerics (ver.6.1)

Unweighted Pair Group Method
with Arithmetic mean UPGMA

optimizaton 0 tolerance
1.5
3.
2016
CDC ECDC
Surveillance Atlas of Infectious
Diseases Eurosurveillance
PFGE
L.
monocytogenes PFGE
75
27
1/2b 1/2b 3b
49
1 14
3
12
21 1
4b 4ab



4b 4d
45

67

1/2a

1/2¢c

25

16

100

2016

4e
63
1 2
5
2 1
D.
23 24 25
62 108
3 2
7 260
5 24 1
1/2a
1/2c 3a
166 25
19 100
14
35
13
100
100
PFGE
2
PFGE
5
3)
3

22

PFGE

CDC



PFGE
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1 PFGE

Cluster 1 1/2a 30 2 5 2 15 1 4 1

Cluster 2 1/2a, 1/2c, 3c 43 7 7 3 13 7 1 1

Cluster 3 1/2a 13 7 2 1 3

Cluster 4 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 5 1/2a 7 7

Cluster 6 1/2a, 3a 3 2 1

Cluster 7 1/2a 3 1 2

Cluster 8 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 9 1/2a 18 2 4 3 5 3 1

Cluster 10 1/2a 3 2 1

Cluster 11  1/2a, 3a 7 2 2 3

Cluster 12 1/2a, 3a 7 1 1 2 3

Cluster 13  1/2a 3 2 1

Cluster 14 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 15 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 16  1/2a, 3a 47 2 1 14 4 13 13

Cluster 17 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 18 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 19 1/2a 1 1

Cluster 20  1/2b, 3b, UT 50 5 5 8 8 4 3 3 12

Cluster 21  1/2b, 3b 4 3 1

Cluster 22 1/2b 11 1 2 4 1 3

Cluster 23 4b, 4d 18 1 2 1 2 1 3 8

Cluster 24  4ab, 4b, 4d, 4e, UT 58 5 3 7 3 1 3 36

Cluster 25  4ab, 4b, 4d, UT 39 1 4 1 8 1 23

Cluster 26  4b 1 1

Cluster 27  4b 1 1
21 31 33 87 46 13 14 14 3 108

24



100

1 1/2a 2009
2 1/2a 2012
3 1/2a 2012
4 1/2a 2012
5 3 1/2a 2012
6 1/2a 2009
7 1/2a 2009
8 1/2a 2009
9 1/2a 2013
10 4b 2002
11 4d 1991
12 4b 2004
13 4b 1991
14 4b 1991
100
1 1/2b 1998 1992
2 4b 1988 1991
3 4b 1989 1992 1995
4 4b 1988
5 4b 1988

2006
2002

2011

1987
1988  1991(

2002

1988(2
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4 2016
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2015.7 2016.1
20155 2016.2
20139 2016.7
2012.11 2016
20151 2016

19
14

66
11
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Hazard National Food Control System NFCS
performance specific

Salmonella, Listeria monocytogenes

A. System ( NFCS )
X X
NFCS
3
B.
WHO  FERG Kirk, et.al.
2015 PLOS
Medicine
12(12)e1001921
Severity(% of
C. death)
FERG
3 Severity (DALYS)

National Food Control

Source attribution Interagency food

27



safety analytical
project report
(2015)

EU Zoonosis
report EU

FDA Reject

FDA

RASFF Alart

EU EASFF

NFCS

HACCP

Canada Ranking

2014 World Ranking of
National Food Safety
Performance Inputs

FSC

FSC

Expert Opinion

Expert Opinion

Expert Opinion

28

EU
WHO FERG Plos Med
12(12),e1001921
FERG
DALY
WHO
FERG
10

source attribution
FDA,CDC, FDA Interagency food
safety analytics collaboration project
Salmonella, Listeria mnocytogenes,
STEC 0157 Campylobacter
source attribution report(2015 Feb)
Listeria monocytogens

Low, 31 M, 50
high Salmonella
H,
Sprout M, L
2 NFCS
HACCP

2014 Wor Id Ranking of National Food Safety
Performance (by the Conference board of
Canada)



Inputs

Chemical risk assessment

1000 ha
( ) Data source: FAOSTST
Total Diet Study )
Microbiological risk assessment

10 Campylobacter
Salmonella, VTEC, Yersinia, Listeria °
monocytogenes

Underreporting
Inspection and Audit: *

( ) *

. Risk Management

WHO  Food Safety and other
emergency response 18 Q
100 Food recall
, RASFF *
FSANZ food recall *

Food Traceability

Public Trust

Chemical risk assessment

1000 ha *
( ) Data source: FAOSTST
Total Diet Study *

Microbiological risk assessment

Risk Management *
Food Traceability

Public Trust

29

OCED 20

GL82-2013)
indicator

Existing or necessary regulatory and
legislative framework (laws,
regulations, guidance);

How the national food control system

relates to international and national

standards including food import and
export system requirements;

The recognition of other food control
systems, including equivalence8;

The level and method of oversight
including control programs from
primary production through
manufacturing to transportation
and distribution;

How issues and risks are managed;

Enforcement and compliance
programs;

Coordination and communication
between authorities with control
responsibilities in different parts of
the food chain and with the public
health authorities;

Clearly defined roles and
responsibilities;

Access to adequate laboratory
capacity and capability;

Staff competence and training;

The resources needed to meet the
objectives of the national food
control system, their allocation and
how the system is to be funded,



*  Surveillance, investigation,
emergency preparedness and
response to food borne and food
related incidents;

*  Assessment and evaluation;

*  Stakeholder engagement;

*  |International communication and
harmonization; and

*  Periodic review and continuous
improvement

*  The assessment of control programs
should cover issues such as:

*x  Effectiveness of control procedures;

* Suitability in achieving objectives;

*  Whether the program has covered

relevant stages in the production
chain, taking into account risk
factors; and

Consideration of emerging trends.

*

web

FAO Risk Based Food Inspection
Workshop 2011 4

51

5.2

6.1

6.2

8.1

9.1

10

10.1

10.2 yes

11

1.2

1.3 Yes

2.1

2.2

30

( FAO Risk Based Import Food)

5 11,21,4,5,

6.1,6.2 7

web

WHO IHR:2005
Core Capability Questions
and criteria (WHO IHR National Capacity
Monitoring Survey

Core Capability




100 WHO
http://apps.who.int/gho//data/view.main.l
HRCTRY11v

IHR  Core Capacity

WHO
2015
100 52 WHO
EU
NFCS
NFCS
EU food safety

GeoRisQ: Food Safety Performance Monitor
EU

indicator

projects.hcss.nl/monitor/57/report/report.pdf

Food Safety Performance Indicator

Outbreaks of
Food-Borne
lliness

Certifications of
Good Practice

RASFF
Notifications

2 performance indictor

31

indicator
10
10000
British Retail consortium

BRC

GHP
RASFF

HACCP

EU2

Outbreaks

Figure 3 Number of Outbreaks of Food-Borne lliness, Reporting Rate per 100 000 Population in 2010 (Performance Score)

This map shows performance in terms of outcomes: a higher score reflects a low incidence of food-b

BRC

Certifications

Figure 4 BRC Certifications per Food Industry (Performance Score)



RASFF

=
Notifications
= g . Fintand
| Sweden 0
022
f ? Estonia
© United Kingdom 7 - 0.02
0.15 Denmark l‘;i'mni-\ Iénlvh i
ol etrtonss S 3 WHO IHR Core capacity EU
relai 0.04 gnd )
. e EU project
o28 [
rrance A, EU expert opinion
011 0.15
[ ___ Buigaria
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0.02 - , e
e A il 2007 2015 FDA
011
Figure 5 RASFF Follow-up Notifications (Performance Score)
2014 1 2015 2
Imports -
u.ﬁ Listeria monocytogenes(Lm)
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= 1 2
2 EU
Figure 6 Food Imports from Outside the EU (Performance Score)
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Composite Score o
EU
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e 047
e S s Lm
o 04 mark ~ LhusniayLatvia
L R, Dk 1 1000
;;ﬁ : 048 o Jtemi .82 2 100
MEEEE - s
s " sioveria 045 Romara 2 3
- Bugan
L 0
w W 2
' Cyprus
027
Figure 2 GeoRisQ Monitor: state in Mitigating Food safety Risks (Score) 9 Lm
2
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NZ,
10

550
—400
11 Lm

NFCS

12

10

13
Salmonella

NZ

14

10
) 12
4
Lm
D.

NFCS performance

EU RASFF
Data gap
Salmonella
2
3 4
1
7
FDA Salmonella
Rejection
Listeria
Salmonella
Salmonella
RASFF
Salmonella
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Listeria

FDA



NFCS,

NFCS
NFCS
performance
EU food safety GeoRisQ:
Food Safety Performance Monitor
NZ
EU EU
EU assumption

NFCS Performance indicator

10

FERG
region

EU
AFR4.8, AMR5.4, EMR 8.7,
SEAR4.9, WPRO4.8 .
AMRO0.5, AMR1.5, EMR0.5 SEARQO.5, 1.
WPRO1 15
Salmonella

Vol.45 No.l pp.3-8 2017
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5 WHO Core Food Safety Control

11.1.1.2.

11.1.1.3a.

11.1.1.3b.

11.1.1.4, INFOSAN IHR

11.1.1.5.

11.1.1.6 INFOSAN
11.1.1.7

11.1.1.8

11.1.1.9..

11.1.1.10.

11.1.1.11.

11.1.1.12

11.1.1.13.

11.1.1.14 .

11.1.1.15
11.1.1.16
11.1.1.17a
11.1.1.17b.
11.1.1.18
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6 Food Safety

2015 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010
Afghanistan 40 20 20 13 25 26
Algeria 60 53 20 0 0 60
Andorra 67 67 0 73 83 80
Angola 20 27 58
Antigua and Barbuda 100 100 80 80 75 73
Argentina 80 60 60 60 67
Armenia 93 93 93 87 83 60
Australia 100 87 87 100 100 100
Austria 100 93 93 100 100 93
Azerbaijan 93 93 75 40
Bahamas 27 47 42 53
Bahrain 100 100 80 93 100 33
Bangladesh 93 73 47 27 25 40
Barbados 80 60 73 93 67 86
Belarus 93 100
Belgium 100 100 100 100 100 93
Belize 53 27 67 83 46
Benin 13 13 33 40
Bhutan 53 53 27 42 40
Bolivia (Plurinational State of) 67 53 53 60 42
Bosnia and Herzegovina 100 100 75 100
Botswana 67 33 53
Brazil 100 100 93 92 66
Brunei Darussalam 100 100 100 93 83 93
Bulgaria 100 100
Burkina Faso 33 87 27
Burundi 0 0 0 7 17
C ted'lvoire 87 67
Cabo Verde 60
Cambodia 73 67 47 40 33 53
Cameroon 73 73 47 50 13
Canada 100 100 100 100 100 100
Central African Republic 20 20 0
Chad 47 27 42
Chile 93 93 93 93 100
China 100 87 100 93 92 100
Colombia 80 67 67 80 75 93
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Comoros 13

Congo 20 67 50 0
Cook Islands 73 100 100

Costa Rica 100 100 100 100 67 100
Croatia 87 87 100 100 100
Cuba 100 100 100 100 100

Cyprus 100 100 100 100
Czech Republic 100 100 100 100 100 100
Democratic People's Republic of 80 73 67 60 33 93
Korea

Democratic Republic of the 67 67 60 80 58 33
Congo

Denmark 100 100 100 100 93
Djibouti 80 60 67

Dominica 100 87 86 73 50 20
Dominican Republic 47 27 27 27 40
Ecuador 93 80 53 60 17 46
Egypt 87 80 73 75 86
El Salvador 100 93 67 73 42
Equatorial Guinea 20 17

Eritrea 33 33 33 8 13
Estonia 100 100 100 100 83 93
Ethiopia 0 0 73 58 26
Fiji 100 87 60 26
Finland 100 87 87 100 100 100
France 100 100 100 93 83 86
Gabon 75

Gambia 67 73 67 73
Georgia 87 100 67 67 67 86
Germany 100 100 92 100
Ghana 67 53 47 25 40
Greece 86
Grenada 67 67 67 58
Guatemala 87 100 100 47 50

Guinea 27 27 8
Guinea-Bissau 0 0

Guyana 53 73 67 67 75 46
Haiti 27 27 20 50
Honduras 87 47 40 67 50 66

37




Hungary 100 93 100 93 100 86
Iceland 100 100 100

India 100 80 58 53
Indonesia 100 100 100 87 83 100
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 100 100 100 100 58 60
Iraq 87 93 33 17 60
Ireland 100 100 100
Israel 100 0
Italy 92 93
Jamaica 87 47 67 93 100 46
Japan 100 100 100 100 100 100
Jordan 100 87 93 100 100
Kazakhstan 100 100 100 100 100

Kenya 73 80 100 73
Kiribati 73 67 80 50 60
Kuwait 100 100 100 80 67 86
Kyrgyzstan 92

Lao People's Democratic 80 80 87 40 67 46
Republic

Latvia 100 100 100 92 73
Lebanon 87 73 60 67 80
Lesotho 80 67 73
Liberia 0 53
Libya 93 93 93 33 50 66
Lithuania 100 100 100 100 100 100
Luxembourg 80 80 80 73 83 93
Madagascar 27 27 50

Malawi 40 58
Malaysia 100 100 100 100 100 100
Maldives 73 100 93 67 75 80
Mali 50

Malta 100 100 100 100
Marshall Islands 27 20 33 60
Mauritania 20 20 13 8 33
Mauritius 73 87 60

Mexico 100 100 93 87 83 60
Micronesia (Federated States of) 47 53 40 87 50 13
Monaco 100 100 100 100
Mongolia 93 53 87 33 58 53
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Montenegro 67 67 73 80

Morocco 100 100 100 83 80
Mozambique 33 87 20 17 33
Myanmar 100 100 100 100 100 100
Namibia 60

Nauru 60 40
Nepal 53 47 73 60 58 46
Netherlands 100 100 100 100 100

New Zealand 100 100 100 100 92 100
Nicaragua 60 80 80 80 67

Niger 53 75

Nigeria 80 53 67 53 58

Niue 73 67 53

Norway 100 100 100 100

Oman 100 80 80 93 100 20
Pakistan 53 53 47 6
Palau 100 100 100 100 100 93
Panama 60 60 87 93 75

Papua New Guinea 67 47 47 75
Paraguay 47 73 60 100

Peru 100 100 87 93

Philippines 80 80 60 47 92 33
Poland 73 73 73 92 93
Portugal 100 100 75

Qatar 100 87 93 92 46
Republic of Korea 100 100 100 80
Republic of Moldova 80 80 67 75 93
Romania 93 87 93 92 86
Russian Federation 80 80 100 73
Rwanda 27 27 33

Saint Kitts and Nevis 80 67 93

Saint Lucia 60 60 40 50 0
Saint Vincent and the 0 40 67 40

Grenadines

Samoa 80 93 93 53 83

San Marino 100
Sao Tome and Principe 0 0 0 27 33 53
Saudi Arabia 100 100 100 100 86
Senegal 40 42
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Serbia 40 42
Seychelles 100 93 80 53 42 40
Sierra Leone 27 53 58 0
Singapore 100 100 100 100 100 100
Slovakia 100 100 100 100 100 93
Slovenia 100 100 100 87 75 93
Solomon Islands 53 53 27 27

Somalia 0 7

South Africa 100 100 80 60 100 93
South Sudan 0 0 0

Spain 100 100 0 93 100 100
Sri Lanka 87 87 80 87 67 66
Sudan 40 73 7 0 40
Suriname 87 87 87 67 42
Swaziland 40 60 47 47 67 46
Sweden 87 87 87 100 100 93
Switzerland 100 100 100 93 92 100
Syrian Arab Republic 80 80 87 50 53
Tajikistan 100 100 80 83

Thailand 100 100 93 100 93
The former Yugoslav republic of | 100 100 87 75
Macedonia

Timor-Leste 73 73 100 93 83 40
Togo 73 53 47 17 26
Tonga 60 40 42 60
Trinidad and Tobago 87 87 87 87 73
Tunisia 80 80 73 92

Turkey 80 80 93
Turkmenistan 93 92

Tuvalu 87 93 100

Uganda 87 53 75 6
Ukraine 100

United Arab Emirates 100 100 100 67 75 13
United Kingdom of Great Britain No No No No No
and Northern Ireland data data data data data
United Republic of Tanzania 87 60 60 53 67

United States of America 100 100 100 100 92 100
Uruguay 100 100

Uzbekistan 93 83
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Vanuatu 40 87 27 26
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic 93 93 87 87 67

of)

Viet Nam 100 100 87 87 92 100
Yemen 33 33 40

Zambia 100 93 93 75
Zimbabwe 60 50
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Listeria monocytogenes

| |ES | |AT |HU |[NZ |cCA |
Hazard
FERG H:>1078, Listeria 1.4*10M4, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M:10"8- 10”6. Low
L: <106
Severity(% H:>0.1, M:0.1- | Listeria High 3|3 3 3 3 3 3
of death) 0.01. L: <0.01
Severity H:>1076, M; 1.2 105 M
(DALYs 1076-10"5, L:
<10"5
Source Low Inter-agency study report 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
attribution
Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
USDA Recall >10 High, 1:Low 0 0 3 0 0 1
RASFF Alert 1 1 1 2 1 1 1
9 9 12| 10 9 9 10
national food control system
1 1
HACCP 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
WHO Food Safety Core |1 3 2 1 1 1 1 1
capacity
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EU Project 1 1 3| 1.5 2 2 3 15| 15 15
6 5 7] 5.5 6 6 7 55| 55 5.5

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10 10| 10| 10 9 9 9 9 9 9

540 | 450 | 630 | 660 | 540 | 486 | 567 | 445.5 | 495 | 444.5
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Listeria monocytogenes

| | [Nz Dk | [NL | ES
Hazard
FERG H:>10"8, M:10"8- | Listeria 1.4*10"4, 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10"6. L: <10"6 Low
Severity(% H:>0.1, M:0.1- High—Listeria 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
of death) 0.01. L: <0.01 H
Severity H:>10"6, M; 1.2 105 M 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
(DALYs 10"6-10"5, L:
<105
Source M 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
attribution
0.43 Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
FDA Reject >10 High, 1:Low 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
RASFF Alert 3 2 1 0 0
15 11 9 9 9 9| 11| 10| 10| 11
national food control system
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
HACCP 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1
WHO Food Safety Core |1 3
capacity
EU Project 3 1| 15| 15 15 3 2 3 2 1
7 6| 55| 55 5.5 7 6 7 6 5
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1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

No 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Decrease 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2

Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 10 10 10 9 9 9 9 9 9

1050 | 660 | 495 | 495 | 4455 | 567 | 594 | 630 | 540 | 495
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Listeria monocytogenes

Ph | MX EC Kr SA | NZ Peru Br | VN
i A
Hazard
FERG H:>10"8, Listeri 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M:1078- a
1076. L: 1.4*10n
<1076 4,
Low
Severity(% H:>0.1, Listeri 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
of death) M:0.1- a
0.01. L: 0.22
<0.01 High
Severity H:>10"6, 1.2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
(DALYs M; 10"5
1076-10"5 | M
, L2 <1075
Source H 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
attribution
Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
FDA Recdll >10 High, 1:Low 3 2 1
RASFF Alert 1 1 3
12| 12| 14 12 12 12| 12| 12| 12| 12| 12| 12 13| 14| 12| 12
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national food control system

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

HACCP 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

WHO_ Food Safety Core 1 3 1 5 1 ) 1 1 ) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
capacity

EU Project 1.5 3 3 3 3 3/15|15|15|15| 15 3 3 3 3 3

65| 10 8 9 8 9|55|65|75|65|55 8 8 7 8 8

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

3 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

780 | 1080 | 1008 972 864 972 | 528 | 624 | 720 | 624 | 528 | 768 832 | 784 | 768 | 768
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10

Listeria monocytogenes

CH NZ Ca Ph | No ES DK
i r
Hazard
FERG H:>10"8, Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
M-1078-
1076. L:
<1076
Severity(% H:>0.1, High 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
of death) M:0.1-0.01.
L: <0.01
Severity H:>10"6, M; | M 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
(DALYs 1076-10"5,
L: <10"5
Source Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
attribution
Low 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
FDA Recall >10 High, 1:Low 1 3 1 3 1 3 2 1 2 1 3 2 1 1
RASFF Alert 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
10| 12 10| 12| 12 12| 11| 10| 11| 10 12 11| 10| 11
national food control system
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
HACCP
1 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 1
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1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
WHO Food Safety Core
. 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1
capacity
EU Project 15 3 15 3 3| 15 3 3/ 15|15 3 1115 3
55 .
7 . 9 7| 55 8| 10| 55| 55 8 5|55 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 8
550 | 756 495 | 972 | 756 | 594 | 792 | 900 | 484 | 440 | 768 | 440 | 440 | 616
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11 Listeria

CA | AT ES , NZ

Hazard 12 9 9 10 10 9 9 9
NFCS 5.5 7 7 6 6 55 |6 5 5.5
Food 10 10 9 10 9 9 9 10 9
Total 660 630 567 540 | 540 495 | 486 | 450 445.5

NL DK UK us, 0z ES NZ
Hazard 15 11 10 11 9 10 9 11 9
NFCS 7 6 7 6 7 6 5.5 5 5.5
Food 10 10 9 9 9 9 10 9 9
Total 1050 660 630 594 567 540 495 495 445.5

MX Fr us , Br, Vn K | NZ, Oz,

Hazard 12 14 12 12 13 14 12 12 12 12 12
NFCS 10 8 9 8 8 7 6.5 8 7.5 6.5 5.5
Food 9 9 9 9 8 8 10 8 8 8 8
Total 1080 1008 | 972 | 864 832 784 780 768 720 624 528
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Smoke Phil , UK | DK | Ca CH NZ Nor ES 0V
fish

Hazard 12 10 11 12 12 11 12 10 10 11 10 11 10
NFCS 9 10 8 8 7 7 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 5 5.5
Food 9 9 9 8 9 8 9 10 9 8 8 8 8
Total 972 900 792 768 756 616 | 594 550 495 | 484 440 440 440
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12 Salmonella
Ph | M EC Kr SA | Nz Pe Br | VN
i X A ru
Hazard
FERG H:>10"8, High
M:10"8-
1076, L- 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
<1076
Severity(% H:>0.1, 3N-3
of death) M:0.1- =Low
0.01. L- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
<0.01
Severity H:>10"6, High
(DALYs M;
10M6-1075, 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
L: <10"5
Source High
attribution 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
M
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
FDA Recall >10 High, 1:Low 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2
RASFF Alert 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
14| 14| 16 14 14 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14 15| 14| 14| 14| 15
national food control system
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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HACCP

2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

WHO_ Food Safety Core 1 3 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
capacity

EU Project 15 3 3 3 3 3115|1515 |15]| 15 3 3 3 3 3

65| 10 8 9 8 9|55|65|75|55| 55 8 8 7 8 8

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

3 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

910 | 1260 | 1152 | 1134 | 1008 | 1008 | 616 | 728 | 840 | 616 | 61 | 960 |896 | 78 | 896 | 960

6 4
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13 Listeria  Salmonella
Listeria Phi MX EC Kr SA | NZ Per Br VN
A u
Hazard 12 12 14 12 12 12| 12| 12| 12| 12| 12 12 13| 14 12 12
NFCS .
6.5 10 8 9 8 9|/55|65|75|65]| 55 8 8 7 8 8
Food 10 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Total 780 | 1080 | 1008 972 864 972 | 528 | 624 | 720 | 624 | 528 768 832 | 784 768 768
Salmonella Phi MX EC Kr SA | NZ Peru Br | VN
A
Hazard 14 | 141 16 14 14 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14 15 14| 14| 14 15
NFCS .
6.5 10 8 9 8 9|/55|65|75|55]| 55 8 8 7 8 8
Food 10 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Total 910 1260 | 115 1134 | 1008 | 1008 | 616 | 728 | 840 | 616 | 616 | 960 784 | 89 89 960
2 6 6

54




14. Salmonella
Nor My Ph | Ca Ice | NZ
an i
Hazard
FERG H:>1078, High
M:10"8-
1076, L- 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
<1076
Severity(% H:>0.1, 3N-3
of death) V:0.1- =Low 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.01. L:
<0.01
Severity H:>10"6, High
(DALYs M;
10M6-1075, 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
L: <10"5
Source Low
attribution 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Low
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
FDA Recall
3 3 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 3 0 1
RASFF Alert 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12| 12| 11 10 9 9| 10| 10 9| 10| 10 12 9| 10
national food control system
1| 1| o] a| 1| | 1| 2] 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1
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HACCP

2| 1| 1| 1| 1| 2| 2| 2| 2| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1
1 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1| 1] 1| 1
WHO F fet
©  Food Safety Core 1 1| 1| 1] 2| 1| 1| 3| 1 1 1| 1| 1] 1
capacity
EU Project 3/15| 3| 15| 15| 3| 3| 3| 3| 15| 3|15| 3| 15| 1
8/ 55| 7| 55| 55| 9| 8| 8| 10| 55| 7|55| 7|55 5
3 3 3l 3| 3] 3] 3] 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3
3 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3| 3] 3| 3
2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2
o 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2
3| 3| 3| 3| 2| 2| 2| 2 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2
o 2 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2| 2
15| 15| 15| 15| 14| 14|14 | 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14| 14
907 126 | 112 | 100 | 140 69 63
1440 | 1440 1050 | 693| 693 770| 1176 882 | 770
5 o] o/ 8| o 3 0
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15. Salmonella
No My Phi | Ca Ice | NZ
r an
Hazard
FERG H:>1078, | Hig
M:10"8- | h
3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
1076. L:
<1076
4 4 4 4 3 3 4 4 4 4 3 4 3 3 3 3
13 13 12 11 9 9 11| 11| 10| 11| 10 13 9 9| 10 9
1560 1560 990 | 1155 | 693 693 1386 | 1232 | 1120 | 1580 | 770 | 1274 | 693 | 882 | 770 | 630
1440 | 1440 | 907.| 1050 | 693 | 693 | 1120 | 980 | 882 | 1260 | 770 | 1176 | 69 | 882 | 770 | 630
5 3
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HU
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JEAE S BRI IE AT BN A (B DR R HEEN TR )
[FR S E TS T RE AW AT — ROKE & & HHE I 258
Rk 28 4FFE oy FRAF I s

E DI X BBRFHREBD 2D D5 T RAFBHENT & RELFF

WHIE A - T — R (B2 R A & AL AL SR AT
WHoE 1 - B NAKEE, At s, A 2R (ESZERR A & AL AT AR SERT)

RS E

AARENTRETL2EDOZEBYERIT. KON I/ VO I_=47 YXazrizks
LD ThDH, FRIOEREN S S EERN L5 LB 2 biv, BTN K7 7
PO ITR=FTIZONT, FOBRSHE B E OBRFEMIT 2T, BARDZ 7T
=X 71354 Entoloma rhodopolium &5 z2 LU TCX 72, A4FE X ITS1-5.8S-1TS
B L O'RPB2 fHI DT — & % BN ® E. rhodopolium & % D UTHHFEIMENTT — 2 & b
T D0, = TREMATY 7 b7 =7 % O CTHEINT LT FER. BARD 7 Ty
TR=FTE3 T N—T IS, TRTERINERTH D E. rhodopolium & 1L 573
5L, Ot E. sinuatum <° E. subsinuatum & 472 % = L E. majaloides
& E. eminens % BRI D Entoloma XD Z DWWt b5 2 EQNHA L, BA
DY IR IHETHDLZ NG, LFO X514 Lz, E. lacus, E.
subrhodopolium, E. pseudorhodopolium, Z ® 5 &, BHEHEER]H)GEIIL L 72306
s, BARTEHRHZEBLIHME S LD OIL, E subrhodopolium & E.
pseudorhodopolium T 5, SHE., @EMHMIILLBTHEFEANLIBELTL, A
BAHY) O 5 53 HriE PCR-RFLP {33 HIF R EF 5 23T > TW D23, fEEREIED
IR BIATLTIT O 2dic, VT AHA L PCR ZHAWEFEEZRA LR, A5
WIS 72 FIEISHESLPTRE T D 2 E R S T, SIEREMEt 21TV, bk
SNEATO EEBICERNTEMRMLTHH D LI HL TV,

A, HREEM W, ZLOHEITIIHRMLIZE 0 Z 0

AARENCTITHEY B RE (REEY EETOLTICZEOETEABICHLIFY
LEDZ) LD BEREMEEFEITIEERAE BMLFRICELIGENZNEEZI LN
T4, TOHT, EOZIZXDBEPHE %o EINTHBEFNZNEDZIZON
L, ZLOBEETOZNEAETD 9H TBEI0FEU EOT — X 27T+ 5 &
e 11 AICEFR LTS, EofkbD IHOITR=F ey Xa L rm2o0
MHEKITDT T, BAEDE O DR ARE O THDH, £, —H T, EDZIT
HICERY, Z<OABRED ZBRIELT L2 hEgEEREA, K E O ZBNRE
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TERVEA LS FET S, Thid
X = OB E DEIRG D G AEE

HIBNZ Z VITHONTWAT- DT, FOE
ERINIIREREAERSLD L. F

[l S GAVANAY i oS [V Wl PR
FEINTGA. 6, BREHE
VOGEITIZRERTREIC R D, b
DOBIRZ B E 2 T AEMMEBRFEDOF T,
DI R D BT EEFER L JRA & D
CRFEDIZOORER & L TEELRZ LT
ROEITHEZDBND, —DlE, EDZ
B 23T 2 — B ORIt & E R
ETHY, b — DT LD
LB T D, HARENTE T HHK
ENLLRBETDH, 7=t
YRIZTDOIHL, IV U ITR=LT
iz
AL S bh@ﬁ@@%a@&%x
LATEY, HEFICHEIHRI LT
2, B KB T — 2 RN — A
Wb BRINIZ BT 5 Entoloma
rhodopolium & L TABR I TWVDHH D
ERI—=MMEIMNEEFD T, BIEETHEL
<HFtEnZ &idhnoiz, 22T,
AFRIICBNTINETIZ, 7P T
N=L 7 L ZDIEFBIZONTEENNS
TN EINE L CER R & ST T
W ITS S8 2 F O T2 SR ARRHIRAT 21TV
ZORRERWCTHESHELE LT
PCR-RFLP {£% 2 £ TR L TE 72,
AKEEIX, BRENICBITS, 7007

R=F 5 E S BICHE X ATV, K
INDZFL & FEBRAT 24T 5 7212, R
% RPB2 fEHIk (RNA polymerase II
second largest subunit) DEHI % fEHT L
72

(Entoloma rhodopolium) |
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BRI D 7 )V — T 75 & s S 7 G
B v T . Bk OE PR Entoloma
rhodopolium D1EH 2% < @ Entoloma
BEDZDONENSINTNWD, £IT,
Fex DT — 5 LT T 2720
LTHWHILTWD RMMYT Y 7 b
MEGA ZHWTHEMITZ1T9 2 & T,
HARD 7 B0 T X=5 7 Oz fiE
T 5,

EEMEY TIX, SFEEYREFHNZ
<V EEEFEBWESNTZ, 22T, A%
T DMEERRADT=DIZ, VT VZ A A
PCR IEZ T 5,

=N
\- N |

B. HHEFE
IY I _X=F 7 L ZOixEDITS &
*RPB2 pﬁﬂi%ﬂ%b\f: MEGA7 V7 + ¥
= TN K D50 T it L g AT

(1) 3kt

A A RO, Ak, 1B, BAR
SEL ELL ) CTRRL-sY U
N=Z B IOEE. K. FBECTERER
LI IR=FRTA VAV EREE LT
A=,

(2) DNA fhitt

B A L < PEE L. DNA fiH RS
» I DNeasy plant mini kit % 7= (%
CTAB & T T - 72,

(3) T RmBHEHTIC X 558

1% 57 H L EF11E CLC Genomic
workbench ver8.5 % {# /i L < MUSCLE



T T4 Ay MEHTEs L OERE
(Maximum likelihood) % i\ T4y F%
FHHERR 21T o 72, BINT — 2 & bl
D120, 53T RN IC MEGAT ¥
ANV AV

BEAEY DV TV E A 5 PCRIEDKRE

ALTL NATALIYT AXYFT T
V. FavwrTHAA NIST R E
H—4Fy NE LT T4 A A PCR i
& DR AT T2,

C. WIFEmREEE
I TR=F L 2 OEiED ITS &

O'RPB2 filk 2 /- MEGA7 VY 7 ¥

T T K %oy - R LR AT

HARENTHEZOZ LS TWS 74
7 7 _X=%/ (Entoloma rhodopolium
EEBEZLNTWDNEMAHDOEE) D
SR EFBHEEHA LT DI, i
F TIZITS fHI D & — 7 = o AT O
REMNWTI YU T X=2 7 DRI
AT C&E T, WEEEL, SR O
% S HICE DT 2015 FITH 7 ITA
Bl S e T — Z _X— R EDOEH D 5 R
Db D &G 5 72 $ 12 RPB2 fiElE
i— s AT LT,

I C. ARHFEEILITS1-5.88-1TS2 1H
¥ X O'RPB2 sHI Ot 7 — & & -
<,

PRINEL IR Entoloma rhodopolium & % O
TR D > — 7 2 A & SRR AT A5 5
EHARDI BT T X=F DL g
T 272D, BN 7 — T DS THN
TV RMNT Y 7 7 = 7 MEGAT %
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i U CHBRNT L, D Z MG LT
(MEFE X, CLC Genomicworkbench
). =D MEGA f#HT OFE RN 5 |

EP. 7V U T = F T IIENETR
Entoloma rhodopolium & 135720 | %
72i#%® Entoloma nidorosum X°
Entoloma majaloides & © 2725/ ThH
5, &bz, BEFD ED Entoloma OFf
EHHEROTEY, HETHLLEERD
NeZ eidb, RO XS ITHITZIC
Entoloma latcus,
Entoloma subrhodopolium,
Entoloma pseudorhodopolium
Lt LT,

£, WL OBERIC OV THESES
MHEIR LRzt Lz e 24,
Entoloma subrhodopolium, Entoloma
pseudorhodopolium T& % Z & D3R
II7=n, —J5 T, Entoloma latcus I%
HEE S IIAFAE L R o 7o, Ak
fE R o [ENTHEOIRRA L 725 DI,
Entoloma subrhodopolium, Entoloma
pseudorhodopolium O 2 SO XD T
o LHB LI, AFEORERNL, &
FELSENPER ChHoT I/ T X=F
DL EEE DBRER LI T S 2
LMW TEI,

At DY 7 V2 A 5 PCRIEOHRES

S, BREEHDON—a—T 4
v VI T o D rbel, matK, trnH-psbA
BT — AR AR IO —F A ERTIC
LI LT,

T —H~_X—2Z (NCBI) "B AFTE2
Mo T-=F matK, A4 /3K 7R 7 ¥ rbel,
I A NEFAR T ¥ matK, A A /IFRT




trnH-psbA, ¥a vV y=r=7
trnH-psbA, F = U&7 ¥ 4 bel, F
g Ut F Y T4 matK, =Y YV 7 rbcl,
Y~ K UHBZ brbel, ¥~ RUDT b
matK, ¥~ KU I 7 | trnH-psbA (2O
T, PCR ZATV, £ 5 HEMREEIC
ONWTY =T AT AT o 1o, T—X
NR—=2AB IO —F v ARHTIZ K - T
L LR AHMY LR LT WE M
¥ rbcL, matK 35 £ O trnH-psbA D EL ]
DT FA Ay MENTEITS T2,

D. ¥

IH I TR=B I L ZOU RO ITS &

O'RPB2 fHth & i\ = MEGA7T ¥ 7 + v
T T K %oy - R H R AT
BRENSZ NI YT TX=K DTSy

HEAToIAER D, BARD Y0 T _=

2 3FITHETHY, FEITEDIH 2

FHTEE 2 ZE2M 6T Lz, ARERIE.

BPENEX D7V T_X=Z r DR
TENHERIZAIREIC /2 0 PEEbh Ik & IR HF
EE N 2 RETHEE 2 L0,

BEWEY OV 72 A L PCRIEOKRES

BHPHFEEFOZ, DV EH
DHLAFMME X —7 v b & LIk R
72 ) 7 A L PCRIENBAFE A[HET
bbHEZZ BN,
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F. #rsE3R
1. @R
1) B, WH 232, PR,
B ORKKE, fmEOZE S, AR ZE, i
fif. : . PCR-RFLP |2 & %V % = % - i\
e, BARRMEASREE HRh

2) Kazunari Kondo, Kosuke Nakamura,
Takumi Ishigaki, Kozue Sakata, Saemi
Obitsu, Akio Noguchi, Nozomi Fukuda,
Eiji Reiko

Tomoko Nishimaki-Mogami.

Nagasawa, Teshima,
Molecular phylogenetic analysis of new
Entoloma rhodopolium-related species
in Japan and its identification method
using PCR-RFLP. Scientific Reports,

accepted.
. TR

2

1)

B, WA T2, BAKE., ras,
T & — % : Loop-Mediated Isothermal
Amplification (LAMP) ¥4 /=Y %=
S OREHBEO R, # 112 [B] BA
AR e (kifiE), 2016
410 A

2) WWZF A, FAATE B O,

AIEARTE, RIS F-| UTf%— R : TTS-RPB2
A W 7 D T _= 2 Rk A
ERBEGIRIRDIH - 55 3 BIEEH
EepdithiaFa (FH). 2016 4
11 H

3. HPMPEMED HFE - BREIRDL
L
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BATEBHFENZVLF/ 2ID—D,
[ I IR=ZZT | F 7T IRZZTTIE RO

] Entoloma rhodopolium BUNEZR (i

= /Y9SN &4 (BE)

! |
clade-ll clade-Ill

E. subrhodopolium  E. pseudbrhodolium
&) i)

E. nidorosum
Al E. rhodopolium
E. aff. rhodopolium A

A2 E. sinuatum
E. subrhodopolium (New)

E. majaloides
Bl E. lacus (New)

E. pseudorhodopolium (New)

B2 | E.sarcopum

Yy,

T IRZRTD2EETFEEICK Y DFEEENT
L7=#ER. /EkE X 5N T X 7/=E.rhodopolium% &% T
BGEELIIELITLVWETHD DRI NT



BHEYCRBSNSERLEFEY

@:3 = P FEg—
(5 R ’\“4’74‘/“7 :%/:/7*74;#7?/

-
. .

HEETHP

BEEYOHFIRFTICHAWEHFEY



ERiE LD

DNA/\—2O—

—\\

TAY

> RO ESD

EIFIA_EDDNAI/N

— 11—

T A

rbcL matK trnH-psbA
-
s E Ie(gg;h Acc. No. Ie(gg;h Acc. No. Ie(gg;h Acc. No.

=7 \Allium tuberosum 1,434 | JN969266 854 KC704497 577 GQ434888
= R O % Narcissus tazetta var. chinensis 1,334 |HM640487 | 1,563 |HM640601 644 GQ923940
P e % Narcissus tazetta 703 GQ436660 | 1,565 |HM011047 558 GQ435346
= RM1EeVE Narcissus elegans 1,341 AF116972 882 KU127381

FANRFRTY (TIA) Hosta sieboldiana 1,469 | thisstudy | 1,604 | thisstudy 686 this study

</ hr¥v Hosta plantaginea 1,334 |HM640480 | 1,566 |HM640594 656 KC704294

RFERT Y Hosta rectifolia 1,327 L10253
= A e Y/ Veratrum albumsubsp. oxysepalum 1,225 | JN417478 | 1,536 | JF807719 314 JF807759
E [ANNATA Y IERE Veratrum stamineumvar. stamineum 1,636 | JF807731 301 JF807783
E(IHhTNAT4A4YY Veratrum stamineum var. micranthum 1,536 | JF807729 289 KT254787
3 A (2 ALy Veratrum stamineum 1,384 |KM242996 | 1,555 | AB040184
= [anvuE Veratrumalbum 1,390 D28168 1,637 | JF807687 294 KJ395078
= [anvuRE Veratrum maackii 1,390 | AB018849 | 1,556 | AB040183 309 JF807786
£ > aavuRE Veratrum parviflorum 1,365 | AJ235813
= anvulRE Veratrum virginicum 1,371 | AJ276348 | 1,509 |KM242777

—\\

> R DR

rbcL matK trH-psbA
-

s FH Ie(gg;h Acc. No. Ie(Eggh Acc. No. Ie-(;g;h Acc. No.
¥Faudrv=v=7y \Allium victorialis var. Platyphyllum 1,334 | HM640483 | 1,563 | HM640597 697 this study
¥Favdry—v=s/fE \Allium victorialis 703 KC704768 854 KC704498 578 HQ690620

s M XY77 Colchicum autumnale 649 KC899451 827 FR865065 477 JF934069
E MXYT7I7VE Colchicum agrippinum 642 KC899465 423 KC899635
5 M XY77VE Colchicum speciosum 1,399 L12673 1,653 | AB040181 439 JF934163
5 MXY77VE Colchicum montanum 1,334 | KC796873 | 1,532 | JN417407 439 JF934134
E MXYT77VE Colchicum bommuelleri 1,356 | KC796865 | 1,532 | JN417406 439 JF934161
R IArctium lappa 1,244 | AB530978 985 AY013520 478 AB727572
s [Favtery7UHhaAF Datura metel 663 JN244364 815 GQ434220 468 JX467620
E U FaverTHAAF Datura inoxia 932 EF438895 | 1,264 | JX996059 517 KC146630
= ;;”* VYT 3TV b atura stramonium 1408 | DSU08611 | 1,527 | KP756825| 514 |KC146637
—yrvo \lAnemone flaccida 1,477 this study 1,533 | AB110530 480 AB117604
AFIVVYIRE lAnemone nemorosa 1,408 | KM360632 869 JN895407
AFIVVYIE \lAnemone americana 1,428 | EU053901 1,161 AF542590 375 KP643346
aAaTXALFS \lAnemone hupehensis 1,395 FJ626577 1,212 FJ626488
SR ERZER N lAconitumnapellus 1,424 | EU053898 863 JN895413 222 ZPLPP033-13
E N/ P A \Aconitum japonicumssp. Subcuneatum 666 LC036440 | 1,224 | LC036452 211 LC152848
= [P~ hUHTH \Aconitum japonicum 1,480 this study 1,816 this study 324 this study
= V¥ bUATH \Aconitum okuyamae 666 LC036442 | 1,224 | LC036456 211 LC152849
s H7FT> IAconitum grossedentatum 665 LC152818 1,243 LC152826 204 LC152853
s Vv XERF lAconitum jaluense subsp. iwatekense 666 LC036441 | 1,224 | LC036454 211 LC036489
s LAYy \Aconitum loczyanum 665 LC152819 | 1,243 | LC152828 212 LC152855
5 VMU AHTH \Aconitum sachalinense 666 LC036445 | 1,224 | LC036459 211 LC036496

BEEYDOHB

NCBIZE D1t

7_

Mﬁ.ﬁ (AW -EEYIE®R
AR—=ZAKN =7 T RBITH BRG] %157
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1) 2
2)
3)
l. HEiEEE (~0.2 g)
DNA#HH
A. (DNeasy Plant Mini Kit; QIAGEN)
DNA 100 puL (8~90 pg/mL)
PCR
~50 ng Template DNA
1.25u ExTaq HS (TaKaRa)
1x ExTaq Buffer
0.8 mm dNTP Mix
1uMm Primer set
l (98°C, 10 sec — 55°C, 30 sec — 72°C, 1 min) x 30
PCR product
B. RE treatment (37°C, 5 min)
1. (Time-Saver™ & & M #HIFBE: 3% [New England Biolabs])
AGE
PCR 50 pL DNA
( ) 2.5 uL, (10 uM;
BG-rF1, BG-rR2) ( 1 )
1.25 pL, 2x Gflex PCR Buffer 25 uL, Tks Gflex
DNA Polymerase (TaKaRa) 1 uL, dH,O 19 uL PCR
2. DNA 94°C 1 98°C 10
(1) PCR-RFLP (1 55°C 15 ,68°C 30 30
( 5 mmd Lysis Buffer PCR
(TaKaRa) 200 uL 1.5 mL PCR
100 pL 2 uL Bghl 5 uL NEBuffer3 5 ubL dH,O 38 uL
Proteinase K 1 uL 37°C 5 (15
65°C 5 98°C 2 pL) 3% uv
PCR
C.
1. PCR-RFLP 1.




28

1
28 (1) PCR-RFLP
3 6 4 4] o
3 9 11 10 0
3 30 1 1 0
DNA rbel
4 6 1 1 0
Psti
4 8 2 2 0
2
4 10 2 2 0
4 10 2 2 0
2
4 21 1 1 1
‘B il I 2. PCR-PFLP
5 1 1 1 0
5 2 2 2 0
5 6 12 11 0
5 14 1 1 1
5 29 1 1 1
11 9 1 1 0
2 2 1 2-
3 a.
1 1
(2) PCR-RFLP
25 2013 4 9
5 5
DNA (
DNA PCR-RFLP )
24~25 DNA DNA PCR
rbcL PCR
Psti
(3
90
PCR
3
3. PCR-RFLP
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90
4
V.
PCR-RFLP
V.
VI.
VILI.

4)
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28

LAMP
LAMP

LAMP
LAMP

LAMP
LAMP

LAMP

10
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DNA
LAMP

DNA
LAMP PCR 4 DNeasy plant mini kit (QIAGEN)
DNA PrepMan Ultra
Sample Preparation Reagent (Thermo
Fisher Scientific) DNA
30

ITS
60

DNA DNA

LAMP

Loopamp DNA (

) Loopamp
LAMP

LAMP

B. LAMP

LAMP_Tukiyo-F3(1D74)
5 - TGCTTCTGAAGCTTGGACTG -3’
LAMP_Tukiyo-B3(1D74)
5 -ACACCTCCACAGCTCTTTGA -3
LAMP_Tukiyo-FIP(1D74)
5 - CCGACTAATCCGGTTTCCGC
( TGGCTTGCTGGCATCACTAG -3’
) LAMP_Tukiyo-BIP(ID74)
5 - ACGCCTTGGTGGTTTGACAAGG
AGACAGAGCAACCTGAGTTG -3
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LAMP_Tukiyo-F3(1D21)
5- GAAGCTTGGACTGTGGAG -3
LAMP_Tukiyo-B3(1D21)
5- GTGaaAACAGACGATTAGAGAG -3’
LAMP_Tukiyo-FIP(1D21)
5- ACACCAAGGCTTagGTCCGA
ACtaGATGTTCTCAGCTCCT -3’
LAMP_Tukiyo-BIP(ID21)
5- ATCTACGCCTTGgtGGTTTGAT
TTGAAATGAAAGCAGACAGA -3’
4 2
LAMP

Kusa3-2 F3
5- TGGAGGAAAATGCCCATTCC -3
Kusa3-2_B3
5- TAGAGGTCGACAGACGCG -3’
Kusa3-2 _FIP
5- AGATTTGCGGGATCACGGTG
AACCTTGCACCAAGGTGTTCG -3
Kusa3-2_BIP
5- AAGGACGACATCAGCCCAG
AGGGGCATCCGTATACAGGCG -3’
4
Kusal-2 F3
5" -CCCATTCCCAAACACCTTGT -3
Kusal-2_B3
5’ - GGACCAGCTGCTGATTTTCC -3
Kusal-2_FIP
5" -CGTCCTTGCGCCGTAGCTTTTT
GTGTCTGGATGGGTGTTCAT -3’
Kusal-2 BIP
5" - CCAGAGGTCTCTGTTGTCCGTG
TAGAGGTCGACAGACGCG -3’

4
Kusal-3 F3
5- TGggGGTTAGAGTCGTTGG -3’
Kusal-3 B3
5- TAGAGGTCGACAGACGCG -3’
Kusal-3_FIP
5- CGGGATCACGATGAACACCCAT
AGGAAAATGCCCATTCCCAA -3’
Kusal-3 BIP
5- TACGGCGCAAGGACGACATC
GTAGCTCCTTCTCCCGGATA -3’
4 3
63 1
80 5

LA-320C ( )

LAMP

LAMP

13
LAMP

DNA ITS



1D21 DNA

ID21
LAMP
ID21 LAMP
LAMP
LAMP
( )
DNA 30 LAMP
DNA
Entoloma
rhodopolium 3
(clade-I, clade-I1, clade-111)
PCR
-RFLP
()
LAMP
PCR DNA
( ) ITS
clade-11 clade-111
(Sarcomyxa edulis Genbank Accession clade-11
no. LC098752) 97 clade-I11 LAMP
3 LAMP

( ) Kusa3-2
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clade-111

Kusal-2
clade-11  clade-l1l
clade-I
Kusal-3
clade-I11 clade-11
Kusal-2
Kusal-3
clade-1l
LAMP
D.
LAMP
LAMP
DNA
( 30 ) LAMP ( 60
) 2
LAMP

LAMP
LAMP
LAMP
F.
PCR-RFLP
Loop-Mediated Isothermal
Amplification (LAMP)
112
2016

10
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LAMP 1D74
=
7é0 | 1440I 2£60I 2ésol 3600
(sec)
LAMP
DNA
ID74 ID21
ITS DNA

0.8

0.7

0.6

LAMP ID21

76

7
/4
//
([
[
[ ) B

(sec)

DNA

NTC

DNA



0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

(CAbs)

0.3

0.2

0.1

0 720 1440 2160 2880 3600 NTC

(sec)

LAMP

(ID21)
LAMP DNA
DNA
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LAMP
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Kusa3-2 Kusal-2 Kusal-3
0.8 0.8 0.8
e P

0.6 /1 0.6 // 0.6 /
0.4 0.4 / 0.4
0.2 / 0.2 I/I/,/ L/ 0.2 // ‘z
0 I B e B T T — 0 - T T T T T ' - /| Y ! 0 - T T T T T T T |J

0 720 1440 2160 2880 3600 0 720 1440 2160 2880 3600 0 720 1440 2160 2880 3600

(sec) (sec) (sec)

—KUB203_ —KUB204_ —KUB114 clade-1 ——KUB3_ clade-Il
—KUB101_ clade-lll —KUB206_ —KUB2_ KUB103_

( 5 ng/tube) Kusa3-2 Kusal-2 Kusal-3
KUB203_ - ++ -
KUB204 _ - +++ -
KUB114 _ clade-1 - +++ -
KUB3_ clade-11 - +—++ + (63 60 )
KUB101_ clade-111 +++ +++ +++

+++ 0.4
KUB206_ - - ++ ++ 0.2 0.4
KUB2_ E. sinuatum - +++ + + 0.1 0.2
KUB103_ E. sericatum K541 ++ 44+ 4+ - 01
LAMP
3
DNA
LAMP
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