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va7 )T 7 ) kK stER T, 7F 280
JE 2600 FELL ESEEH S T\ B, MZEKR, FiZE, E3E
+7n & OREWRITEA D AR BA L, bR T
THAiT 5, FHCEVE LRI T, RV AR
DE BT O—DOTH Y, HERGMWHE L L TED
FHhhTwb, B CUIEMERD 128%2 a7
PMEBL L TR D, 13 vk L E AR 4
7w, T Tixy w7 ) DSt o L3 5 5T
BB FERE LT, M B LR ERBEE R0 2%,
A2 D24 v e T VHREHEEIRTW5Y, &
Ex & N OHSTER 2B, MERORZTERIC
BT, —2DBHEEN I EDHEAY LT BHE,
IZDTH BTN TR,

Wb 2 BaT 52 &b, vu 7 VIiLREBREY D
ERE LT, AMEcKkEapgEriz (05, 1
Tvu 7V kE—EHor a7 VL, FOEBRRKERE S
R S B fe M I X 5 T, HRABIE T AR E
FHebLTKD, F£H7) OREREILHAT 1,000
B, KE T 2,000 517 ## 2 % & I Tw5, —H,
SR, ALABRENC A B 81 = AT R L F — DEIFEN
BBLh, vu7 ) OESRLKES B IRC
HEBO NS, HEERDO AN AT 27— i34 b
vy, rvraavink, AMoORREBET 5k
DHAERINTEY, ErREZFIERI LTV,
2T, vu7 ) ORMMELENZIEH LICRE S 1 A
< AREIBHFE DR AN, A THD BT\ 5,

L L7ehns, a7 ) o KEMEHITIELIIL<b
o Tnie, a7 VITNEEER, H50ikhErbt
VT —EERGWLTEY, Kk B T—iiHkTE %,
CNDEREG TR I b AR T 5T, e —R L
~3Itkra—20f) 9 Elr L TE 5, COREBET

DOARBEMLZE - T2 00, FAEY (HilaEgs
), BEIEME HHEELS s e MEYRTH
B0, THBIIBHESKE LT, V7 e n— 2R
R, EFREE, KRB LUIcERHEFAM, ETrbEmE
R, A& VEEE, TERTOISFEIMHLN TS, £
AN, FEEL T 5 MEMFE O KIS BB\ D
FCRECE L TR LT, Ax oM EER
COWTIE, BEAERMOTETH D,

AFETlx, v 7 VBRI BEDIIEOBRR Y, B
FEh NI INTFEC X ) BRI B O 2 ki
LRERFLICEHL, HNT, ZoDBHRY s AR
WP X 2 IRPTOFBREBNT 5,

2. ¥O7 ") BRMENO SR

va 7 VIERHSEENC, TEye7 ) bggon
TV EWITODKRERI AT TN D, BT
DR HML, BARCEBCRbhS Y= b v
a7 U (Reticulitermes speratus) 4 =+ a7 ) (Cop-
totermes formosanus) % &is 3 Vv Z v a7 Y E
(Rhinotermitidae) 7t ED 6B Y, A v — 25
oG EAERE T 5, —J1, @Fvnr7
Vixyv a7 VE (Termitidae) O & CHER I, M
DEBE T TER L T\ 5D, i u— 2B RERN
[FAEAEY ARl T, BRBAED R IR AEY D 2 CHEEC
Ihs, TEvae7 ) RNETAMETHLOHL, &
Fom T VIIRM oM, W EIEL, L EE
T, e oA oS B,

THyu7 ) ORNLATR ALY Y, Parabasalia
[ & Preaxostyla PIICB T 2 HO LB LER I N TE
D, HREREET, 13EAERN A n — A RELTH &
EhTwb, Zhblitvu7 ) exax7Y (Crypto-
cercus BT ¥ 7)) ODBLETIERLTED, o
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BT RO R RHFCH D, @F, 1FED
va 7 )V ICHERESD 10 EEN AL Tk, 1L
DIHIC 1010 L B % BRI LI BllIfiTdh %,

vu7 VBRNCAERT 2 HMEIIZEEA LA &2 v
BB T, Methanobrevibacter |& D & D%\ DN, &=
v 7 U T ¥ Methanomicrobiales H, Methanosarcinales
Hodbod Bbh s, BHREADEE (10-10° H,
1) OB % H HD Tk b, BHR P CEBAEET 53 0,
BEE A ST 5 b o, FRAELAmHBarcEdT 54 on
b T\W5b, HEMEIRE < 72<, 16S rRNA EBI&T 7
o — VRN OFER T, 1RO a7 )V bERE~ 10
KRFERE OB L B o7, x 2 v O RAL
KFEBEALA~DH L, v u 7 ) ORI KE IKFEL
TkY, KT, LA o7 VBT 5 10%RE &
2 bhT\w B, 5 F Tt R D Methanobre-
vibacter 7"y 1 7 VU G B HBEHRERE I T 5,

—77, vua 7 VB EIEMEE O LR D TH
<, FRBHEOHERERDFILIZEA ERV, Th
FTI, Ry v 7 ) kT 5 EBNEFEMEOMHE
BJ7% 16S rRNA JBLT 7 v — VTR RS S Tk
h (FE1D, BH 100 7 v —v Hich 50 FEE O phylo-
type (97% DEFIMHFEM TER) NLRAHIATWE, —
DD DNA ¥ v 7 Anbigd %< D 16S 7 v — v AR
INTDE Y= vua7 )DLk T, 19237 0—v
725 312 phylotype 2MEH RT3, Zh b ofER %
iz, Curtis bOHEY L H—VLo ki OEIEM
B4 phylotype Bt E X T o7c L 2AH, Y~y u7 )T
700”, Microcerotermes spp. T 12007, *+* %/ a2y u
7 ) (Macrotermes) Ti% 3000 phylotype® % fEfE3 %
ZEDPHLMNE TS T,

Ih b ORISR &0, BlET TiclEsh
Twayva7 ) ERNEEOEIEME 16S rRNA FLFICH
DV R AK 1 TH B, 22 DL ERIMEM s
IR, HEFT XX, v 7 ) RSO B,
@M OFC—27 - LEROBERHBEEATER T 5 &
LTH B, FDL T O B RACS & b iLER
B b OREEHEMERY &b KE S Rin s R/HKT, WH
DICB~FIv A CHH I RRMETH - 7o BlH, v m
7 V) BN B IEME O K5k v 7 )RR R 7R
THhH, HREALLAES Tk,

FLEELOZ, ZhbEHREIEMEFEAEYR
¥, mEva 7 ) BIcERNEC L THB, 2FD, v
a7 VENEUC RO, fffea v =—EERHT,
TOBAMADHIEECRFEIR TV, Zhix
v 7 ) EGREEY, ROMEY R RS TR 7
HAEBREFEATHD 2 EBRL TV 5, BAAEME
MIHERLEERCL-Cav=—RHNTHEIH, A
WA RGP L kit Riciz 2 %,

3. vO7UEEMEMOBAICEITSEE

vu 7 Y IEPSEBEE, BT v X AR L
TwWabdTidie, UbLrBEEYELTWH T L
2, BAMBIEZEC, WO & OSREIEMYT, HE O
16S rRNA BFIZ NS LIc N1 7Y £ 4 ¥ — 2 4
v (fluorescent in situ hybridization; FISH) 7% £iC & -

. Proteobacteria

g™ Cyanobacteria
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7 WWE1
77 Deferribacteres
=== \/errucomicrobia

= Planctomycetes
”” Termite Group 1 (TG1)
e Acidobacteria
~ Actinobacteria

Firmicutes

EEEEEE Chlorofexi 0.10
OP1

K1 vu7 Y ENIAERIEME O 16S RNA BB TEIICH
3 < Rk
WA 200844 H) ¥ T DDBI R&EDFT —&2_—2 |
CABERTW5 v m 7 ) BHERES % 97% O EF1H [F
P TRE K S i phylotype I L7z, 155 17z 1650 phy-
lotype 2:H#% 1 7 v —v &KL LT, ARB software'® %
FATIREIRIEIC X o TR LTc, BIEDY 1 X3,
FHEM I NIy v 7 ) BHKRES O SR A K
MR T,

T, \AbnkinoTEie, BRBEDOKILH XBREE
K (K 2) CEBEE AL T 5, RAEAE D% 17,
BB R E\ ORI 2 S\ E 5 CHEET 50,
Preaxostyla ['1® Oxymonas &< Pyrsonympha J& 3%, %
PRl E A OB E T h LN TE
b, HAIEDORTEEALR DM Y TH S, BIEAMEILER
e B Rk AR OM, BEICEE T 2 b 0, R4
LW ofilamcitd 45 b o, FAEREREc S
HEFTZLD, mEBRD-TW5,
EDDBIERIND DX, D TEE M RFRED
FEAEY L faE L T B ETHD, A rA~—Z
DAFAEAE MR A IE L Tv 5 2 ikl <2 b
BT e s FE35 B ORFYE ClE, Spirochaetes
o fl, Bacteroidetes M1 & ‘Synergistes’ [ il B 23
FEAELTWBEELW BN E 57, i X Spiro-
chaetes '] & AR @I, ST ER # ol
T DREEYREOMBER CHELE L T
%10 80T Caduceia versatilis &\~ 5 [ fE O
ALRBN DD, EFEEEL THIRWHENIC R THE AR
AL, ZOWFEICTL > CORBEREEDIFEKRTE S
vy, JERICERIER LT 51 (3),
Fie, AP B2 TR OME 364 L
T DI Enbho TEI, EHDLOPIE TIL, Bacte-
roidetes ', Termite Group 117z & 7 Flici@ 3 % %4k 7z
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K2 vwu7y LRty

A Y=hrvu7), BKRTRLEELy27 Y, B. [
vu7 ) o, C Wye7 ) BENORABAY, 1T
DGR 6 TTVEDF ALY & 1 T EOME AT
%o KRENIEAEAY Trichonympha agilis, D. <4 7 a=<
=Valb—2—THMi L7 T agilis Mz, FumiGyE#H Cil
AR Ol A 2 X ¢, Milap$4: 9 % Termite Group
1 MBS Rs-D17 (%R it & w72 & & A, T agilis fl
AN O/NER . BE TR L H KL,

3. UM A SR T 5 M o 6l

A KERE > a7 Y Cryptotermes cavifrons Il Plic 423
BIFAEEY Caduceia versatilis DR FZEBAME B, S —1
100pm, B. 16S rRNA FLFI & BERY & U7 RMaE 7 v —
T L o TR S NI RIEEIAEME  Candidatus Tamm-
ella caduceiae . MHEEMINIIE 3 4) D 2 72T R AR R Wyl 3
JEeHE D, RSN TS5BS 12 KOMHE
2, BEET A HAMEOWE L L b itk WIIERA KT
Bo THNEOF CHRIEREEDINR) DALY —FT
WK TE B, BMNREHD v 7 A3 A I P B
DikE IR OARMI, BE RO L b A,

MESRAAE A A L O™ (—3 R FEE), o
? 5% Termite Group 1 Ji%, Ohkuma & Kudo™ %° 1996
FIHH T 16S rRNA BT EEF 2 S Lo k55 & 5
BN, BEa7 ) BEHIRIEETOy a7 )4z
L, BAMEEOR 1 Ex 505 2 Libho TET,
TEHon7 VW TL, IhbIEEFEAEYORE
FRRp APk s L TRBI R TW5?, 2ok
SICHRET R, TERE, MHatbeofifudtE N EEgx
NBRIIMBITE S T Tau,

4. BF2O07YRBAEERD X 27T / LT

IREFTHRRTEIEEDY, vaT7 )V ENcHETS
WM, ZEAEDBIRATEETRETH S, BHdth
BBt 7 )RR R ICERFERIC X 5 T,
WADTE KL L OB b1 > TWTh, 0%
THEEBCHET HREmD TZ Lo, KkED IGI
(Joint Genome Institute) ¢ Warnecke &, Caltech (Cali-
fornia Institute of Technology) ¢ Leadbetter, % L T
Verenium (IH Diversa) £ Luginbiihl & 1%, § K FE &
& u 7 ) O—FE Nasutitermes ephratae DG H O
MEEEE D 2 27 ) AENTE 7 0 T F — 2 BT AT,
2007 4F 11 712 Nature 1253 L7, 513249, T4%
va 7Y O—FED X ZY ) AENTEFTEL T X 57
»n, BXieyr s a4 X 0884 R44) *
BUMEWED 2 27 7 ARITIREETHD Z &0 b,
AT A R mEy r 7 ) B Lic &
bihs,

H—DHENLHEE L 165D > a7 ) {HikOEEGIE
K P3HHIK) %, {H2 CMEOEEK T CTHAI S
T ZEIR L, &S L T DNA il %17 > 72, Sanger
Blclbyay b Hvrza—volfitdlfttict - T, &
1 71Mb 2558 F iz, 155 IEFIH A @ assemble 1
WEET, Wi Zf4a L CTE&7 contig DI KFiL 15kb
e EEot, iy, BNMERESD E D ICEERT,
BT R RS TE R -k dTH D, Mz T,
a7 ) BRI IRE T hD b s e, &l
Fr O R B RRAT S R A iR, 30 9% DM i
DEHED, ML TS TH > 10 2 F DD 9%
D EZHRAHOE FTH 5,

AT L Tz 16S rRNA EIZT 7 v — v ffHT©
%, PCR B CHE BN 1750 7 = — v b, 129216
phylotype (99% M FIVE TEE ; FH O TIL97%
MEETes i, £ BMEbhie, AHEONELE
2 H 2w 7 ) (Nasutitermes takasagoensis, 1)
oW, EHD (Hongoh ef al) N FDRIEICHEEL
TN D 16S 7 v — v T X OF FISH I X % #E4E
R AT K5 R RIkkic, Spirochaetes 19 Treponema &,
L Fibrobacetres FIDH A (b 5\ ik HFY), KO Ter-
mite Group 3 (TG3) "] (Warneck i3 Fibrobacteres [']
EDTWD) PMEHL TV, BHIDEEAERN
takasagoensis R O b O L MRFHRE A K L (-
&« KIWOMEWT) o

Warnecke H O b HE 7o R 1L, 700 LA o8 D
Ky f#E%%  (glycosyl hydrolase, GH) &t N » 1 v E%l
FRRLIZIETHA, ThBHIX45FH O GH family



32 FN N

F 1. v w7 ) 2RO 16S rRNA B L7 v — v BN IES < SEME: T

a7 Y O Phylotype £  ff##i 7 m — v % BI&EN
V1 ey a7 )E (Kalotermitidae)
Cryptotermes cavifrons 51 112 10
I V%5 vu7 VE (Rhinotermitidae)
Reticulitermes speratus (B PE) 312 1923 9,13
R. speratus (FHRUE) 55 96
R. speratus (&} 5 ) 53 9
Reticulitermes sp. RPK 50 96
Coptotermes formosanus 49 261 24
v 7 YE (Termitidae)
¥/ a2+ u7 Vi#lif} (Macrotermitinae)
Macrotermes gilvus i H 88 114
M. gilvus FHiH 82 118
Odontotermes formosanus
vm 7 Vift (Termitinae) 56 280 25
Termes comis 27 71 30
Microcerotermes sp. 1 (Nakhon Pathom ) 56 96 7
Microcerotermes sp. 1 (Nakhon Pathom ) 48 96 7
Microcerotermes sp. 1 (Pitsanulok ) 53 96 7
Microcerotermes sp. 1 (Pathum Thani ) 60 96 7
Microcerotermes sp. 2 (Pathum Thani ) 69 96 7
Microcerotermes sp. 2 (Prachinburi )
7v 7 vu7 Villift (Nasutitermitinae) 59 96 7
Nasutitermes takasagoensis 51 170 6
N. ephratae 85 1703 34

'197.0% DMFEYETH
2B O— (P3 IR DB O A

WO, 1008 EoF# 7 —+EEk X O cello-
biose/cellodextrin phosphorylase 75 & @ B#iEs g {m T
Sl & A Cutz, E12, xylanase 78 ED~ S LT —E
EHET L1000 REHE I, 3&AED GH LY
A5 Treponema BB R & EE S h, —#8ik Fi-
brobacteres PR ok & HEE I i, Th b OBIET
D—EB1E, Verenium 1 X - TEMBEHRB L EERE D
RAELN TR, EEICHNOMENGE > T 5%, &
Fomn TV EBICR T AEMBIC X D e e — 255 R
TEMERERE, O SCEAHT o 2007 45 2 i< Tokuda &
Watanabe 7333 L T\~ 5%,

Warnecke D 23EH Licd 5 —DDFEHEMIT e F ey
F—ETHDH, NAFT R —MICRNT, KEREBHL
7Y —vIxAF¥F—L LTERIh T, RSN
b N a7 g — %% (E 4 T iron-only hydrogenase C,
15998 & - oo & B R M & BEFIH K2 5
Treponema JE ik L HEEZ h, ZDv w7 ViekiTs
KREAEHFIAC e ~—2THDH I LEIREI NI,
Zoft, BAMEOEELEETH 5 EREE IS5
HMEF B 100 EREEFR LI IH, HRIIFEETE
Do Tz,

5. 24/ LIIERE RV E—MEEOY / LR

Warnecke H> D 2 2 7 7 Af@ffic X - T, vu7 )
PRI AFEE AR DBERE DS, BIET L~ v TR AR

I, FERoX 51, 7 AW O 9 Ekisk R
THY, Hx OMEEOEEHEICIXIZEAEHFS L
o tee H7e O ORERED 2 b I, HRM
HPER, 2% 0 v 7 ) BNREROFEEKIIMY €& i
W e RS, (2 oA MR O REBEREB A B
oL, R x 257 7 AT & 3R LT o —F%
Bo iz, EFDHI, 77— P HED Phi29 DNA poly-
merase ¥ AW EE Y ) A BIRECERL, Thw
TR L CAhBoBERTREMEMRES D 05 7 255K
Ba A&7, [ Multiple Displacement Amplification
(MDA) w3 &7 7 Ak T, K4 mLic
X5z, DNA “HEXIZEERND, SvEAT T4
<~ =B 10kb 172 H DNA S L T\~ <, PCR &
IO Lic & 4e 7 7 A iR TR S 1 7 A0
Phic K, HH S —RLBERGTE,

FEL PR E LDk, KBS M B M Termite
Group 1 D—##, phylotype Rs-D17 TH 5, = DI,
Yo bhon7 ) BRIttt S v — AR AR A
¥y Trichonympha agilis (X 2C, D) DfifaNIC D %
REcAR L TER Y, 1{EOETMAC 4,000 BEEE &
Tha?, A CHAEEREY#EOR 4% Y% % 8
HEETH B, Higkd X 512, Termite Group 1 IR X
v 7 )G EN OB EICFEL, e —R5
R A AN COR RS D 2 b, BNItE
RICE N CEELEE 2R L5 RS E W,

TEED T agilis bIFERNETH D, FEO T IEE
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[% 4. Phi29 DNA polymerase I~ X % Multiple Displacement Am-
plification D& X DNA —HEHHEAIF E &b, T v A&
LTS5 4= LH 10kb O DNA R TE %, R T
vk, REERISH LICHE 1 #ilasss oy 7 A PR &3
ZOENTWBD, F x FHER WA 72, avx i x—
vavigd, WRTREMEREL -,

Mk A 12T, BAMEYRE,rDb v 7 nv =t
V— R — Tt LT, 7 A HEEO b 08T DNA &
X WTTN R, T agilis (35567524055 N CIRTE
LTCWb7e®, HRoEEMEE A5 &, Mlafds
THEMMIE L R RMABEELTLES, £5T%
L, Bobnter 7 AW A4 % assemble T & 7o\~ BE
HRE T, B—oFEMige e, £, T agi-
lis 1% Rs-D17 LIS O flieg b Mg Mic I E X T B 7
¥, Rs-D17 23E 53 % JFUAE AW la £ 58 o M e ik %
L C Rs-DI17 Ml W &8, @M% EME Ccm
IR L7 (K2D), [BUR L 7 A E i A 0.4N KOH TCHlfi,
z vy B, DNAZ M S8, R LK, Phi29
DNA polymerase % & 1r Qiagen £k ® Repli-g ¥ » ~ T
37°C, 8 ¥l Ly / AMWIEILE T > s THIC
Lo CTEA DNA % 1 TS50 LI BiE L, 50pg D
kb ~¥ 10kb D EW 1572,

HUE PE 4 0> B 16S rRNA &= T % PCR #40g L T 7
a— VNI LIcE T A, 95%7 Rs-D17 OFEFITH b,
TNRHDIFEEAED10%BHFEITH -7z, & HIT 16S-
23S O internal transcribed spacer (ITS) D 7 v — v f##T
L1k 2 A, BiF variation 1113 & A L, —oD
fE LM © Rs-D17 MlEEIL, ZIFH—FRHKTHDHZ &
Do te, 77 AESIENTL, BALEVIERT Y 2 28
ATy 2 —DBEWAEH ERAEES T L - T,
Sanger 1% & 454 pyrosequence ¥ % {4 &8 Tirb
120 WHEMIIC, Sanger 15 T5E4 TR, 454 5T 98% % H /3 —
L7z, 1.IMb OH—DBIR AR ETIFRESICKL) L
D BUFI 0K RLBER Bz LA E TR, bTh
KEMBOMEE DS 7 ) A DELEEPEBR T, L
NEFEE iz,

Rs-D17 D% 7 213761 HD 2 v R 7 Eint & 1{ED
RNA B{ZF A ~<nm v, 45D (RNABEFHa2—F
LTy, 561 1218 oBERTHAER IR,
1IMb E WS /N7 7 a9 A4 AL EH¥T, ZOHM
By 7 A NELOBRRICH D 2 LI SN TH 5,
&1L, MIEES BR, DNA B1H - 5%, B,

VAR pIEE

> O7\4BE
T
2%
X5 7  ANfEMTCB B2 & 725 7 Termite Group 1 (TG1) #l
B ORE

TG1 M XA LMD 7 ra—26 Y vEHED
AATC s =X AF—JHEL, 7123 vikrins
Flb G BT 5, EERAEW L, TG HE % M1t
THIET, ThHDOREXHCLEE2ZOND, 2%
SRR XD SR,

SER, BERRI ECEPLTRY, @ oM
HD dnaA BT EF CHLMEEIETFILL O, —F
7 3B WHRETABRENCE I T, EEY
27 VIXEZRDICZ LEM DA B IEET D), v
07 )R RAAWIY, B TARTE W AEER
b oG %, A MECKILE X% 25w, FE
A O FEER SR 3L AR © 4 B Termite Group 1
B, BAdes 07 ) I hBREE SR ST
BledD, WhITHEANNEEO X St L TERD
DEEZLNRE (X5),

6. BH Y IC

Lolal, FELIPHESL LTy 7 2B, va7
D B R A AR s MR S A B SRR T IR BE 0,
2 DEEREHEE D VTRE & Te o T2 SBRIBOLN TN TH
ASIhboHRE, FEEYD A2 v R27 )T
b — A RN I E DR A A G bR IE, O
A EIAERE D) ORE E TR TESTHAS 5,
T OMBETHEL R AHHARBET, BRI TS
R R I ARG D Y, S A T IREIBRSE e & O FEZEIS
AN do T Z ERIFEIN S,

E | &

KT TR LSS b obigii, BALFWFERT o Tk
REFXLMIEEER, BHEFELDS, RESFAEWFHE
EOx v —Lb, HRAFORTIE P&, BF 7
L RHERAETIE v 2 — OB RIS, Vineet K.
Sharma #+5H & OIEPIFIC L > THLNLLDTH
Bo FFFR X O, HAFMRI S, BRI o
B4 X - TEITE i,

X )
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