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Mg 450 J& 4 300 AT, B EUE A T G BT AR
L X o e K R G S SFE R A 4 A
JE SR d, A A R R KRR Anastrepha B SE
W8 & Bactrocera . /N5 SE W8 )@ Ceratitis . 5852 1 )&
Rhagoletis ,iX ¥ Jg H AL 45 TIE A& H - R 2 &
i (complex species) X FR #E Fl (cryptic species) , Ul
MRS E AR AL fraterculus complex™ ™ K5
INSEMRIE AN B. dorsalis complex™ 3E RS &
&Fh R. pomonella complex™™ | FEM K F 5t &2 &
fit FAR complex™ %, HPFr L FE GRS
G BUE A R R A AR AR A AR E R
B AR X AR P S ] B 43 28 A 44 ok g
g — e AT TORE S B T A PR R 5 A
Ko 50 G5

R G I3 A2 AH LR W) 22 RV R o AL 1 %
T ST F2 R 0 T AN R AE I A AR Wy 10 ]
W B EEE X, WA RGN ] AR A
REEYMEE LB TRE KRBV Y M ] G
23 DRI B 53 A AN [ 450 25 AR TR [R] L 2 3 25 e
7B P A oA A S [ R s A% A Ak T R
880y K5 B IR 5 AN FE R O B R A AR
S R E PR Y R Y e R R M
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fiE 2 B B 3 2R A0 o AR . H AT AR Sy 26
T BRI B A 2 R A« TS e S 14 0 € U 2
S A BESL LA NS kAR L O s S Al 25 B TR 38
FRAE

S I AR A A R % A 1% PR R T AR AR e
AR BE AR AT ARG AS N SEME B dorsalis HE U EH
SRR AT K LG R0 DX 43 IR SR, Bk i ik == L
A A AE A 2 By AR L 3 o L 0 A A /) S
B. dorsalis WK I SFFAE AT LK 4 Fi 2 &
X A IF e R Y5 B R SE M B rau complex YK
UL SR AT 43 g 2 AN ARy s g2
O3 TG AR AR AT LE AW 08 1 20 28 0 v 1 L AR R
T A7 B s S ) R A R A 0 A T R S8 M XY
B AR LME A, fraterculus complex R 43R 7 N
AAN A W 5 b A A B R AR 2 A X R
FRAE 9 22 53 DA DX o0 MBS AR 20 59 Ak, B A A1 R TE
AR CRLFE A BE L 58 B L HER Ll 30 B0 B LD B
NSRS N R N s Y 8 e | PUS . <
AT IR £55 o0 (B 0 e 56 SN SE i 17 S Fh HEAT SR 2K
SYHIT e BRI ) b 5 Aol A3 R 3 28 S L SR
TR FE AN AR SRR AR 0 2 (E T DAAE O B 2R
TEARAE
12 HBUHNEEFEETE

HY T S R RL 3 oY b S8 B 2 HOB S AR
1o T DAAR AR T8 o A ) A 3% 38 X AR M S e R AT AR
GLUEE . IR HLE AR By K R ] R R Bk X — JRy T
— 7 T Ao N7 A R S R R A 2RO 2 A B
J L AT R B AR 35 B A0 4 1 9 25 Bk, I i =]
B 22 18] f) B A 5 30, F 1999 4F i 26 B L 3 [ 1 LA
H 3 A F BB KT R TS S0 3 O S S
Z %5 (Pest Fruit Flies of the World, http://delta-
intkey.com/ffa/www/ wintro.htm)—EHITHES,
WA e BB ORI Ab 78 X R G IR iC B T R
70 PR P 52 0 7 B H R 4y H Y % 3 6 T AR AR AE
B AE S 6 v DUAR 4 Lm0 “ o3 R ik i = R
(description language for taxonomy, DELTA Sys-
tem) X I 24 38 5 10 SE M EAT A R 5 53— O T, A
IR SR NIONER & C TR e SV S NS B R AT i
DLz B B e i i A s iR, BET. N E A KT
S g A S i s T IR A S R R ST R I HRGE
1% Z G AR Al S e v i A A5 ) Je 7 o A X
fit, 4545 Adaboost 2k AR 2 HEAT & SC i BL B R

H PR % R G I S A R SE M B car-
ambolae JNZEWE B, cucurbitae 8 )AL B. tau %
8 AT G R R AT Ik F] 80 %6,

2 HpFETE

] HE A3 25 2 2 AR Al 200 45 4 o DX I AR A LA
WY 53252 3 3R FR B ORI R AR P 5
HHLAA A B A e o PR TR 25 25 48 RN AT SR Rk L 8 DU T
B A P ) G 28 LA B 3 2R B 03 26 B oT Y 1 AR HL
i, EAT, 422 FEOR I AR B H 5IES .
AR AT AT B AT S RN S e E AL AR ) gy
KU RHAIE , IF 3 T 0t 52 4% B kA0 R A ) R etk Ak

YR (4 5 0 R 43 24T A S XU B R 4y 2
T3 ¥k (R — Fl, AT DL SE B 2 Rl X 43 DL R 43
U SR T 2 R R RD AT DLAR 46 22 2 e (0 4K
R R ES T SRR AR M DL X 4y, AR A 2 L g (1
Py BYA] LLIX 43 /INFg N SE 88 Dacus ciliatus FIHTH
MRS B. oleae™  HE4E Ye €4 UK (1 R AE 1] LLIX 43
JNSEWE B. cucurbitae F1 3 H ¥ SZ W8 C. capita-
ta A R SE LA R VY 2 2R Y € 1A B 45 P
R LB SEME R, cingulata JEBELESLHE R.
completa FIEEBE 58 LM R. cerasi W [A] I8 Pk 22
ST A R A 2 S E T AR A e o AR A% A
e o Aoy B | 22 2 Y (0 (T B R AT 22 53 224 565 e vk
AT 5 TR Al P e €0 A 1 B8 DR /IN A S 8, J5 X LA X
Gy R EHE S 2 AN AR AR 22 5y R 4K
() C AN [l Re o5 DL IX oy % S0 i s 5 A8 A e,
A B S 7 20 S M g 6 UK 0 RRAIE 7T LR Ry S5 5 A
VNS B A RS A A 28 T

3 EUNEKERE

A 20 fihal 70 AR ARLAK . 7] T Al A K 5 AR AR
BBk EACE W) 53 AT HOR AN WS 33 1] 43 2825 19 45
B, Hh T IR T Dk R D R B DL A M 2 A
Ji BT 328 T RIOHT 2% 1Y 43 5 A W 2 M S T AR TR
B AL W 23 BT AR SR AR AT 3 F) DA T A T S PR
XHFEAN AR LAY ER R E P W
BT

N AR € 3% - 3% 6 (gas chromatography-
mass spectrometry, GC-MS) X £ & ik & 1k & 9
(cuticular hydrocarbons, CHCs) #4743 M4 F 2
M A A I RS O B WO N RIE S S A 2 oy 1
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o Rl R ¥R 5 35 &

Y TE ST A RO ST . AF TSR WY R T AR ek A L
R (solid phase micro-extraction, SPME) Xf B Ht %
Bz Ak G P 5 v 0 i B AR AR AR TR 25 R
HBAT BRAE 7 2 18531 J7 6 F0 A A% IR S A0 v
Trad AR R R R S LA W E A OE S R
(8 30T SR A 0 BT LA O S 3 ) T S 5 A BT
B s A el B Ao

TE A A2 1 52 W 19 % 5E 43 36 J7 T, Vanickova
SELO A A Ay R TR RO T M SR SR AL
fraterculus complex BBk A, F 5 T Bl AR 2E (& )4
55— LI B T I A S i AR A [ 0 S 0 AR R ik
S EWM S K BAE 5 d W R R R 1L
S WEME A — B0, M 5 d e Y HURE B 2
5. BJ5 Vanickova 555 i HAH [ 19 5 75 ok %
FAR complex T 3 N4l FE R (C. fasciventris
C. anonae and C. rosa) , i 1 & P 2 1 70 #  BL 24
W e 3R e Bk S ARG W A 12 AL E YT DIE S i
TERIAL 22 00 2 bRie ok X Ar X SE 0T S, (HARTER
J& , Fischnaller ZE17 58 3 % kb 2 FiRWE Drosophila
subobscura Fl D. obscura WISZH % 1) 57 i & FIEF A&
il F 3R B A 5 W) 22 S, Ok B S R A R o AR
A& TAER PR, Wik, R ERALEGY K
Y BT — E 10 Ry FRAVE  BE i HORE 0 % 0 L 3R 5 IR
JE PR AR e R R AR G b oy R A
ARANWTHE 2L AT K 25 A B 525 b 5 G i o 1) 0 26
YE T R AR AR

4 HFEMFERE

FI 20 t42 80 4EX DNA 43 F b ic £ ARt A= A
K DNA 7 EARICTE & G 70 28 2 ARG 1 4G 2% . W) b
M R T HEEM. BEE PCR Al DNA £ Ul
FOR By P K oy F ARl M 2N W £ (115 R 48
3 2 M MRS DN H AR ) 25 R L R A A s Ak T
) ¢ JE , [) Fsf A, B W S el A2 S 2 G R U I S g
SRR R, HAHT, SRy N N R Z A
FRAIME A BEK B 2 & M RFLP, B3 L& $ & SSR,
DNA JF 553t MBS EAR . AR K ik e 1%
ALHEPRR 5 PCRL IR A 55 I 97 1 % LAMP A &
FH B AR gene chip T AR sC @ 19 43 28
YIE .
41 REMEFEKESSHERAR
PR M i B K FE 2 B PE R (restriction frag-

ment length polymorphism, RFLP) J& A~ [A] 4~ 4k
DNA £77E A [6] B BR v P9 U0 7 03 o I D) b 38 25 7
Az K B R B BRI 5 B DT S22 B 2 A M B
S %R AT LLR T I S Rl R R N AR L
B, LN T G R ) R, H AT 3R TR R
PR 4 37 0 RT3 e B s I R BT SR 20 G R . S8 TR
& DNA 3 PR 41 A Xt 2 35 R 4 485 4 i 2R, 8 &
RFLP J7 ¥ X% 2 ki ik DNA B 5143 17 » 3545 W4 M 4
DNA 58U # 3%,

M T RELP J5 i B PR | 24 55 L AH X ] 5 1Y
o, Scig 2k 2 ) 2 %M RFLP kPR 2k &
. RSN R PCR-RFLP £ A X ¢ [ 0 1
BT AR BB (1 9 i AR A S e E AT S8 28 AF 5L X
kiR DNA CO Il #47 PCR ¥ 34 . PCR 7= ¥ # R
HHENYIEE Mse T #1 Dra T X2FF 3, Barr 400
N PCR-RFLP 45 AR X Al 9 K Bifi 43 47 7 b o 163 52
BT 2% A AT 45 0 B 9T G O R 2R R DNA (128
rRNA.16S rRNA.ND6) # 17 PCR ¥, 54X J5 Xf
PCR =¥ 47 B U1 . v LA 20X 40 i3 A 25 A3
ZEFh AL 2 YRR, Chua 250V N ] PCR-RFLP J5
RXTE KR DNA CO T #7384, H 3 Ff B il 14 Py U1 il
(Msel Rsal AluDIEATEEY), 0T DAFE 7 B AR S5 0%
A T KAy
42 DNAFIHHFEMBEAR

DNA JF# 5143 #7 J2& 3 1 5 AS [A] 28 B sl A 14 1
A% DNA F3), #57 DNA 551 f 18 fb ks 50, b
ST RGRERRAEWT RN A RS AR A
T 25 78 ) Fh 1 B o0 b 7. 38R 12S rRNAL 16S
rRNA T R2G L BT, 41 Smith 55 hif
JH 16S rRNA, 12S rRNA, CO I . tRNA,,, fl tR-
NA L LR BTS2 R 34 PRBNER KRBT LR,
HIHf T 2 SC 0% (Dacini) 16 SRR 432 b 57, T
R RLR DNA CO T . CO I % 52 g Bl 3 2%
FRANE A B B0 R R 5 A W 7 AT 0 R
Ludena % i IRk DNA CO T .CO 1T %K %
MrTHR S A, fraterculus Wiedemann E[J 58 22 1)
Jik-JE T 22 7R B s X1 o 3 35t 450G 3R DAAR 1) 3L
Brocar 28 Hh . A BIF 58 25 A W 26K & DNA
CO T 1 12S rRNA X A~ [m] 52 8 B 19 3t 2 Fl F &2 5
T ifE A7 52 o BT

DNA £ % F K (DNA barcoding) 42 i i3 Xt
YLLK DNA 1 4H (5 3% 4 Ak 1 IV 55 2w i 2 1A
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CO L JFZ0BEAT X EC AT o DT A b 3o 9 531 2
. MAEA LYK CO T 3750 5 % 2%
TR SCHE . 2003 4R ISR DNA ZKIE A5 i @ s
4 BR A2 DNA S5 5% 8085 22 48 (barcode of life
data systems, BOLD; http://www. barcodinglife.
com/), HorUEESRME T 5 9 T B ARE B 26
Lol N Gl n] IR SRR B A b AT 0 2R E . &
GACH T REAR R B OB SRR B A
SE R Tk B A AT, B ET. A BOLD X 52 i
B9 DNA ZE M AT R K2 5 WA, 60
A& A REA R RE AL 4 178 A4S B T B AT AT
A SCHRA IC B AR PE SR, b U35 5 & Ff DNA
FIEWER.

AR DNA ZIE M HARAE Dy v Ry %5 7€ T Bk
Jz AR AR S R Y A R T AR L
A R Z A DLk A A B B T B A B
FEODL,COT BN 2B ML X 0 2 G
FpEm A B R CO T3 BT 51 R 5 i, v i 512
g C. capitata SEIITLFN C. caetrata % & X 5 IF
e i A A R E N U)BEHCR RFLP A fE IX
GRE T R AR SR Y B A RO %
Y X s oy 2 AN REF AT H S DNA KB
i CO I #2047 ML %58, 1 45 & HoAb Ok st A7
Kiifi %58 . Khamis 09 45 5 &2 05 % GR YL
Al F5AE A S BR AR 5 K ) 5 CO T 41 230 47 5 542
AR B, invadens 5 T A M LW B. correc-
ta JNSEWE B, cucurbitae JFE /N B. dorsalis 3t
W22 R5EWE B, kandiensis RN SR SEME B. oleae |
BESZWE B, zonata Y X TFFK,

43 WMIEHEAR

TR DNA ZH 25043 T HALE Y S 4l
() JE R E T, — B h 2~6 MR BB EE
Fr Bty 7 vh T OB Y R A R EROTE AR T o
S HACGE R BTN iz . TR E PCR
(simple sequence repeat-anchored PCR, SSR-PCR)
Je A T A R AR R 9 G i TR S 1 L it PCR
RN PR R B R DR BN EZ S
PE. AL, H TR S A O Y A A0 R I8 A 45 A
P E Y [E] P 14 (inter-simple sequence repeat,
ISSR) . 4l 72 T8 ¥ 8 & 7 5 ¥ 3 Canchored simple
sequence repeats, ASSR) &,

LA PCR A R A o A 0F 58 AR P 52 i 1Y

Tl 35 2 25 R L0000 T AE I 2 ol L 5245 o sl B i e 11
532 M5 D7 T BT AR X B B AR AR DI /N
SEME B. dorsalis FIARJNEEWE B, papayae W R GL5)
Feln) b, A 2R3 2 A TR 285 8 Cife By 2R 58 2 F0
I SRR FIRECTL R Gy 7 FRad 2 B 1 28 [ A ok
VO3 A7 1Y 2 ol S g 1 T8 285 45 i 0 b R 5t 44 25030
RIBA W BRI IE W R T 2 AR SR A 2 A
BE LRy 2 AARE G R S, B — A
PR AT 2 05 Uk OB 8% 0y 7l 2 o0 F
RO R VM s AL o MRS S AR AR SRR
WEIE I AL GRS /NSl AR R SCHE B invadens |
AR TR S g 55 78 PN 1 T LA 2R 2 g J o S AROBR 3 L Sz )
R AR BRI LA 5L 1Y 43 2 O 5 AR AT
FEAR B Ry 0 S A A b s G R A SR S
— BT E AR
44 FREFEFR PCR

ZEA 4 5 PCR (allele-specific PCR, AS-
PCR) & #R #& SNP (single nucleotide polymor-
phisms) 7 3 T 3K Ui 15 SNP A7 a5 5 B b 5l
BC A 4RE S PCR 51 ¥, J8 2ok B e v UK 55 J7 2 A6 )
PCR #3477 Wy 9 A7 55 TG - DA Az 00 ik [A B8 v SNP
) — AR . SNP 4 {7 B R 7 5 PCR (1943 F 5 id
HA Pt i AR A AT HE S i R R R
F i PCR-RFLP J5 ¥ 40 0 ¥ X 4 B. papayae
Ml B. carambolae , i Chua 55" N F AS-PCR X}
B. papayae 5 B. carambolae .B. umbrosa .B. cu-
curbitae \B. lati frons.B. tau ¥t 7] UL 3F 47 P 3 %
SE. I, B PCR-RFLP J5 3 K fiE X 4 % 8 5
S gz, TR A L AR R RR SR PCR R 58 B
$E
45 N FFRIIGE

WA S E R Y 13 (loop mediated isothermal
amplification, LAMP) J&— [ ] 2% i) 15 15 FE R 37 4
HOR , BA B P RO R AR A R R
HOZE X RS 6 A I T 4 FhRE R 519, A
R e  DNA R & WA IR (60~65 TR T
PEATY R RN, FTAE 30 ~ 60 min 58 M. 5 H M
PCR HILL , % 7 15 RO, @ PCR & 2~5
AN B G5 1 I ) R R T R R A A Y s 4R A
] B, FURT R SNV S B AT B2 I 4 ARCRT T PR HR R
AR, HATE 24 G H LAMP $0R LB T
X M R SEWE C. capitata WS E R BT H
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ool K% R

&
Gl

HhoTE SR B M E R A A T RERY L [H AR E—
ey,
46 EHEDZHFEAR

P R (gene chip) 2 [A] I H KB 017 51 48
Bt oy 1 B EAH SR ) B 2 ad ARig i T DNA
R it e 91 5 08 R L 5 R AT A S8 O A I A 52
{55, T [a) g A4 4y 240 0 i 2 2 v o Y i R A U
PEAT IR Ao A . FLO I A e T O M 2
FEPE PR R Ak SRR A H g Ak R B
ARAR T 5T 52 g B 23 2 %58 BHOIE N LI T 2R
2T B LR R DNA CO I h 4 F A ic 2
P, DASE MG R B B R 31 O H bR, 257 T M v o S
C. capitata =R I/NESEW C. cosyra FNEE IR/
R C. rosa SFAEWE AN D7 vk, SR, [E A
G IE P HE PR R T JR S e B S8 5E B T 5T 3R AR AR
Hi ik
A7 EOBERBHEESHN

195 70 B R i i 22 20 B £ R Chigh-resolution
melting . HRMD) J& 16 52 it 220t %€ 1 PCR &t &
I D S R v e S o T 5 2 N
HRM 4 XU A% 11 B2 1 RS 5E 1 52 7 914K 2 A
BE2H RRY S W L AR — € B I VS N PCR 371
PR REAT I A 7 1 L 30 1) S I AR I i AR Y 9Ok
5572840, A URRE 28 . 56T AR W IE JC Y il ¢
280 — Ak R R BE P RS A 2 S W OE AT U {2
HRM {45 38 52 2% 07 fife B o 72 51 S 9 3R 8 7Y 728 1k
(AF/dT) i H B AT LA 23 B 21 5 A Bl 5 22 57 5 1Y
ISR ARAET T SNP (LRI ARTE IR 6 F 5 5 S5 AT
S5 i I R A TE L DY, HRML 3 17 RE 88 A7 24
A6 A% TR [ 1) Bl /) 22 S T 36 A7 6 PR 23 L, HLA AR 5
ke S I RE PEFI AT B M. HRM 48 4F fi] B2, A
i 26 PCR 7 4y oL Ik 43 20 s8C  » itt HL— e 14 2
SE it PCR A (4G M 135 3] 96 > al 384 DMAEA
(4 Roch Lighteycle Z&%1). H i, HRM A A 5%k
R R AL AR B T ORIz
I H]

H T, i R A i) HRM %08 77k v oK WL A
HEHEG XL RBU MR BT 2R HRM F15 4
FE PCR FOAR 52 T A R % 7€ X 7, 10 X LG IR
WWE G Anopheles gambiae complex., B J&
W A F Culex pipiens complex, Al MRl dL Cal-
liphoridae'™ . AJLATHH , HRM A< — L+ F

INCES W SRR S R
5 & i&

FURI X AR PRS2 1 7 M E AT 2 — R E
MIAE 55 BRI R A H M B AP 45 . B 48K
AR BRI 7K 2R 52 RS i o B O S SR S i M T ) 2R
AR B P AR R B ROR BRI S G E
Ha RS R AR M AR 7l R AN R AR B Y SR 40, 1995
AETE IR B AT R I A AT 2580 A 0 G B L A
B. zonata Y65 N B. pallidus , % 24 3 4% b A 72 4
kT ERIETY Y aT 4Bk o0 4w 3 BEAK
e DNA FIE I ER 12 %8 FORTE — & 10 Hl
P ELA PR A 1 A R (H S SR A S B ) A A
FBRAR T AT R M B AR W HE B M A SR i 4
AR EEAE b — 2D 248 A R T 41 08 R AIE A AT S B
Wi 73 R Y E 0 Frey S50 #1 1 —SERBEIX 73 52 1 3]
FACER) CO 1RSI RRAE . & BUAR 415 b B9 SNP £z
RUHES R AR T LA IX 43 <4 9L 53 25 55T (operational
taxonomic units, OTUs)”, 0] it — 25 & J'é b 52 i 2%
(55 58 7L RO CO T 7 5 A£#E SNP A7 45
BURFAE , BEAT S A it 2 0 B, S B EE TR T L BETE )
GRS T 3 E AP S Sk SR
iz AR A B i S0 b AR 2Ry M 0 SR
M —AF " . ECANEE R EN
BERl by HE— 20 23 M W DR ST A7 A 00 20 0 22 S0l o 2
AN FATTNS S 2 A S R

BT H AT P A 2 R IR B W Ao L) 2 R
ORI LR SR R 0l TE 52 5 b B RS R 1 2 2K
Y TE DT T LA A RN T A G A A S E )
THEW 2 M A A S E S 2 M OT IR AR R G 2R
R, S b LRE N 2 Ay R E T
PSS R O e OF A S RS W BR AR L 0 bk
L TIREY Tl o T RE R A7 A
AL M A A AR A TR R R /)N S A el
HEAT HEAR 43 28 M8 Y MR T LR 73X 2 ) o S
SR AETER S L,

AR AR 208 1) 38 8 43 RO TE R A AR SF
AR ABFATTAT 0 ST XS B — P L —
o A B ARG 0 3 7 A R 5 R T Y I O T Db
P ErICA . BEETHAENLEOR (B AR 47
W2 B AR 27 5 BT R 18 2 TR L 4 2 S W 3t 4 5l
A B ARG 5 MR B R I E L DA B A2 % B ] BR
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PRAE L DA FF P B T S8 U AR WS 380 9 A T i, A 3R
[ERUR S IRAYNG: 1§ 1P/ 20%e = - S AN U R
FORTTE T R H > 222 5K 22 (8] 19 53 5 B SR IR AR
T AL AT A 25 2 i 0 28 8 TR DNA 821
AR LA 7R 2 5 0 AR ) 2 R L SO SR Y
PEACRLRE RS A A S 4R M T R SR A
17 AR M X BB 17 A Y A e e e Bl S 8 B TR M E W
PRiEAE RLEAE L A SR DT KR .

2 % x M
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Abstract Systematics is not only the research topic of biological diversity and species evolution, but
also of great significance for agricultural pest management or other biological applications.Currently, sys-
tematic issues of invasive tephritids pest hinders market access, trade and quarantine. Here, this review
introduced the research progress about methods of classification and identification of invasive tephritids
pest,including morphological identification, cytological identification and molecular identification in order
to provide new classification and identification information,and multivariant or integrative methods. At
the same time, this paper introduced various technical improvement of classification and identification
methods and a new method of molecular biology,which ensures fast,efficient and accurate classification
and identification of invasive tephritids pest.
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