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#EE

AR DR D 7 v =3l & ik F B OZEIT L0 it iE R, R R L S T,
ZORER, LSO NZBRBE, FEIRGHI XD HANL BA v 7 bz PR A~
AT ANADE D RFEIRFARD . B DIEBICIEB S, WBITEITORESRIFER L 2> T
W% (Pearson 2004, Karesh et al. 2005, Skerratt et al. 2007, Kriger & Hero 2009, Smith et al.
2009), T HiE, & EICHAEMBERTEICERN R EEZ b L, £7o, ERARBFNRK
2L 5,

WAL, Xy b, BEMHLWVIEEREYE LT, Z2< OFESEEIBE TR S
L Cu% (Daszak et al. 2000, Mazzoni et al. 2003, Schlaepfer et al. 2005, Fisher & Garner. 2007,
Gerner et al. 2009), FEA . B4 Tl 2B 13X 20K 72 AR E o Jlb e g A R EA S TR v
ZOYER L L TAEARREOWELKEALT ., SLELLELAHTFONL TS, Tof T, EHER
H IR F#E A (International Union for Conservation of Nature; IUCN) (£, WAEFH D 7 v — N
VT EAA Y MCBY D WABHOMKICBEE T 2 EHEARERN L LT ERE] Z2HEML T
B, BRI H = YR A E (Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis) & 7 F 7 A /L A & 260F 7=
(IUCN 2004).

B. dendrobatidis (% 1999 4= Longcore et al.iZ > T>Y A # £ (Chitridiomycota) Y R 7 &
B} (Chytridiaceae) 1Z/& L. 1J& 1 FE OB BN (A& & L CTRl# S 417z (Longcore et al. 1999),
BIAE 900 FEO Y R BN LD M, £ D% 2013 HFICH fELH < 4172 Batrachochytrium
salamandrivorans & & HICHAHICY R A EIELZ G| EEH Z T HE ThH S (Martel et al. 2013),

B. dendrobatidis 12 X2 Y AU EIEIX, REOMAEREORNBAIZIERE (ATl B8
JHIE) AL LIERERMEZGI SR T, NP~ & A -2 7V T OBRFERNHICAERT
LR B OMEEERLN < OO ORI R, HEEROFRKRIEHOBE T O TER SN
7~ (Bergeretal. 1998) , £ LT, HEETIZT 7Y H, M7 AU B, hRT7T AU, 47
AV H, d-ny RNOEEBIOHEE FOEMTHHR I THBY (Berger et al. 1998, 1999,
Lips 1999, Mutschmann et al. 2000, Bosch et al. 2001, Weldon 2002, Bradley et al. 2002), Y 7~ #
EIEIC L > TR & 208 200 fELL E O WA O BB A F 23R Lz ST
% (Berger et al. 1998, Stuart et al. 2004, Skerratt et al. 2007), % 7=, B. salamandrivorans (Z

KDY RAEREZ, LEHI—a vy DT 747 —H% T~ ¥ — (Salamandra salamandra)



OfE R #E % J8/» S ¥ CTE Y, B. dendrobatidis @Y R EHE D FAEIR T D 5 4 (L TU L
LT, ZHRMEBEGEREEZRELE T2,

B. dendrobatidis @ A= {E B 13 iF 4 1~ (zoospore) & ifEiE 1% (zoosporabgium) @ 2 FEHET
FA, WEFITERE 1~2um ORFETRGICHELA L KT 2EEST D, EEFRIT, B
£ 6~15um OERILH L ITEEE T, FIRko % (discharge tube) 24 L T\ 5, iEE
TR, MABHOAERBICHKRT 52Xk, BEEZ., AREICHDLTWS,
g T FIZ 1T OR 300 E1E & D& TR S v I E IS K v AR k) IS h
%, B.dendrobatidis ®FH O Ei# iR EIL 17-25CTH Y, 23CnHx b L T\ 5, 28 CTH
BAIEE D 32°CTiX 96 Frfdl, 37°CTI 4 BfH THIKT Do IEBAERK 1T K 2 I L 72 K P
LThy, KPWNEEETDEEFPIAEEOKRGICEET 22 L CTRENBKILT 2, K
JEICRE LilFE I, AEEZRBIRE LT, FETEARRT S, HEETRIIRLEKE
DAENRE (77 F ) b L < ARG E | B e LA EE S RN R R
%, (Berger 1998),

YR J1 EE O FESEIZ 1L, B. dendrobatidis @ i & 7% 10,000 fEFE Y EOFELE R LEE L S
NTHEY (Kinneyetal. 2011), F&4E L 7= i A2 1%, Bd B2 88 B o0 JUE . 1 3 1 3 8l 2k 3 <o fi
72 EN A DAL, WRIEENEZ S &L RIEE (Red leg syndrome) 4 @ DU <0 B2 {1 i D 78
MAHLNDZENHD, LaLl, HEREKERZZETICRRIET L6 bHRESNLT
V%, B. dendrobatidis AW /EFH AL S LT IIRVWHEAH TH o7z, WAEHDOREIC
KB RPEN H Y | KJE TAROSHSEME ORI 217> T2 (Deyrup 1964), Voyls
I, EBRAIC A =7 A H =12 B. dendrobatidis Z &Y S w1 hEMFE & LEXEME L.
R OEMERFENIEEIINDZEEZW NI L, VAN EREIL X 296 B34 % iR
L 7z (Voyles et al. 2007, Voyles et al. 2009),

WA TIE, FE L L CORMEICBE T 2MZEIE S & L0 EBR~DORBOFEAMGA IUCN
ZHOLICATh AL, 2T ARSI T 2008 FICEEREE FH R (World Organisation for Animal
Health; OIE) 1. /KAEHE LK (Aquatic Animal Health Code) T B. dendrobatidis % &
IR & L (OIE 2012), [EERAYZRBEHR 2 8 & D IFARICHR E L 72,

ERETIE, Xy FELTOMAEBOEBTNREFEREEACR>TEY | WHH» S O
ADHI BT EHNIZIE, WS Do~y WA TEOZEIEfEX 2N & %, B. dendrobatidis



X, WEETEEZATEKREN L THESITEYT 5729 (Johnson & Speare 2003), O & 7= Wi
RNBEYIND EEEEITE LLIKTT 2720 T, BRERATE TSI itk T
IRFENESCEGFEETORBILRNZ G SR 29, KR, AAYO YRS EIEE, 2006 4 10
A5 11 Az €, MABEEBFFEICBT 2EMECHE» LR S iz, AHEH T
Ny MO R A R FOIRBEL A EFRICEZT OB ICRE L. FUAEME R E
D RHEFIEEAT O bREIIC 18 7 45 [EENE LT Lz, BEMIITLFRFESE OFIRA L
HIZX VIFHEMEMRENB LD FEWERICY AT EIE & MEZK Sz (Une et al.
2008), TOHDOREIC L - T, BEEGI SN D W AEEO @B\ T 15 Ll Lo IT 2 iR
SN,

BARICIIEEEZZERE 39 MEFGRE 27T MOMAEMNEL L TEY . BEAMNE
L7z 2012 FE D Ly KU A R Tik, £0 9 bR i)y 42 fE 67%I12 H & .5 (Ministry of
the Environment Government of Japan 2012), ~Xv & L CHIBE SN 54 MEmAE T, & &
WCHAMCHBSND ZENHY . TR E 72 0 B A o W AR R YL R 3 % AT RefE
bR STV b (Karesh et al. 2005, Holsbeek et al. 2008) , = D 7=, HA[EAF O i 4K
% B. dendrobatidis D& B2 H5F 5 7221k, Tt 5 WA IZ 1T 5 B. dendrobatidis J#% 4k
WP oe, Fi@dE R L2 & o7 fE Nl AEFIC 1T 28 )72 B. dendrobatidis & ¥ 5 1k O fif
SR RDER, L LB b DAEICEA S50 kMM KO B. dendrobatidis /&4
ERERzHELCHRE TR, REETHEFSNDIWAEHIIBT 2RERLbILESINT
WV, S HIT, ZHELEROMABICEM TR RREEL L ERIEOHL O AN+ TH
L, &I T, ABFZECIX, FidlT 5 WA O B. dendrobatidis JEYLERE A S L, fFE
THT- BRI - 1RRIE AL L, I N4 2 & Ye)i & 9 % . B. dendrobatidis @ H A&
FERE~DEHR 2 BT 2 L2 ANET 5,

AWFFEIE, F 1 ETE, EEmIGI s s, b LIXENTEE ST 240 kM 4
Y& x4 & LT, B. dendrobatidis DRIEIRILZ B H 202 L, F£72, B. dendrobatidis &1z ¥
FRHT 2 © 15 O AL 7o M R R S 2 iR BT L i 38 4 ZE 85 @ B. dendrobatidis @ YRR A E 52 L T,
B2ETIT. ARBEEMEOY R D EIEELGRL LTYRI CIEDIRE T = b 3 /LD %
Hfs L7, % 3 %X, B. dendrobatidis DY TB D72 DAL R BREEZHENL T D720,

B. dendrobatidis O EZEZex ¥ UV 7 LR 5 FEBREM O T 7 U > A )L (Xenopus laevis)

5



AAWT, IEEHBDEND D580 4> (CU?") DA TIVICEH 2 DB 2 BIKE . KB
IR X OYRF A SRR L 72,



g 1E BAERTEHEL LLETERERBEBRI AT WS @EHEOD
Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis fR E 2 & Z @ ITS haplotype fZ#7

EB1H Fie

TR B O WA KA O — K & S 2 EEMEEYLE T o % B. dendrobatidis 4L I,
WABEOEBEERSIIC s THEShE &5, BABEIZEK T 5 B. dendrobatidis % b
. HEFZEZEOFIRAELLNGEE THABHNCTORHB L bOT, ZHE 7 V7 #illcEk
DY RDEIEDY DOHAE L o7 (Une et al. 2008), F£7-. RIFICT T EEICEBIT 5
B. dendrobatidis OAFFEDEEEIT &0 ZO®RERICA > KR 7 (Kusrini et al. 2008,
Swei et al. 2011), ##[E (Yangetal. 2009), F[F (Baietal. 2010), 7 4 A (Sweietal. 2011),
~ L — 7 (Savage et al. 2011, Swei et al. 2011), &7 > 7R 7 (Gaertner et al. 2011, Mendoza et
al. 2011) . £ L TH A (Vorosetal. 2012) THE 7=,

B. dendrobatidis 23R ~JEE L7 Fr & LCTT7 7 U Y A =)L (Xenopus leavis) % jic
JWRETHHNH 5, Ziidd il @ B. dendrobatidis 2% 1936 AE D 7 7 U 4 O W 1T R AT S
NTNWET ZIVAYATTANEROoholZ & 1930 FRBE T 7V HY A H T V%
AWt NOMIERZEIEDHESL SN ZEICXVET 7 ) I no R &H~mt S 2
L SOIEAKEPEIRT v A ROHBRLT | e pRREHY E LTRSS itE L
7= Z L2 XD (Weldon et al. 2004, Weldon et al. 2007), #f+ T, B CTIEARE O £ LHICH
N TN 7R W HE e K2 L o T, B. dendrobatidis 2AEEE L7 T AT H D, F T,
F 4 e % /) (Bufo marinus) i%. B. dendrobatidis {Z RNEAMEEY: L T2 2% (Berger et al.
1998, Berger et al. 1999), FH R E Wo AR O&EEI 2 b 570 IR A Hi~
DEKHE A I 7z Z & 2% B. dendrobatidis #E# D ZEK & S 4172 (Daszak et al. 1999), & 5
\Z. 7 ¥ =)L (Linobates catesbeiana) % /&3 T B. dendrobatidis #{rE L Tk 0, BEHD
Hxoye LTRSS TEM, HERSI S, 77U Y AT )VIZIEET 213 L DL
FERE L TEEMRINL TS (Mazzoni et al. 2003, Garner et al. 2006, Schloegel et al. 2009,
Schloegel et al. 2012),

T, WBEOREICELY, FFICEZ OmMAEPEEREMICZERHAECEIII SN TE

Y (Schlaepfer et al. 2005, Andreone et al. 2006, Forzan et al. 2008, Nijman & Shepherd 2011),



B OAEICERIND XA F—H T~ X — (Ambystoma tigrinum) 73 B. dendrobatidis &
TF A NRA BB ST S AREEDLEM I TV D (Picco & Collins 2008, Picco et al. 2010),

ARMEMABIIMB LS b > T, BFR#PWO~y P LTAREHL TR | AL
HMTHANLHESNEZBHRERG S Tnb, TFE, BRICBNTHL, =XV F v 7
Ny OB PRI . B OARMETAEBEN Ny FELTIWMASNTEY,
M BE MG (http://toukei-ics.com/) (ZXDE, DL m4H 5,000 {EALL Eicolxs, £ LT,
Z O X 5 72 ASHIT B. dendrobatidis ® % ¥ U 727 D AlReEN H U | £ 72| B. dendrobatidis
X, OIE HEREATHDICHEADL LT, HAETIT, BEICEER, ARH. EEH%
G AT N A O B. dendrobatidis 7 # R LA A L 72 A X R 0,

LFPFIEH OB E A — BIX, HARICAERT 15K M £ O B. dendrobatidis 0 Jik Ju 5 HE %
AL EZ A, 4.1% (87/2103) TABMEEREL CWHZ a2 HELL, £ LT, HAE
A @ B. dendrobatidis & #t % fi i L 7= (Goka et al. 2009), BfE £ T, HADEHA TW AT
Y AR EIEIC LD TCHITHRESI N TR, L LAENRG, A TIHIKA, YA E
JEIZ X D28 AETHABHOKRBEENRE SN TWD ZENnD, A X540 kMl A % @
CCTIRAT LA REMED & % B. dendrobatidis DR E EREK NZE OB FHEZFHET 5 Z &1L,
B. dendrobatidis D& i 6 H AEAFEAZ T L2 OICBETH D,

ZIT, FHEIRARACBILS2EEFBLONME, mAShy FAWAEHEO B.
dendrobatidis D&Y D EAEZ B 5 2023 5 7212, 2008-2011 4F O W, B B 12 kB
LA E I XB @A EET DAL VA LLEWAHOKRERAY 7% o 728 L,
nested-PCR ## |2 X - T, B. dendrobatidis D&Y RO E L E LT 7=, b, =2
£ W4 5 7= B. dendrobatidis O & {5 1 W i & fE AT L 7=,

HEDOVMRY —LRNAZ 23— F T 506K Lo A Y AR Y — LADNAL U, Z O fHiE
(213188, 5.85, 28SU R Y —ARNAZ I — FF LA RHFEL TND, TR HD3HD A —
N O D2 FTix, RNAIZER G 1% A 7" F 4 A S uinternal Transcribed Spacer (ITS: fHI& N
RO AR —H—) LIFETH Y, 185L 585D ZITS1, 5.85L28SDO A I1TS2 L M5, ITS
FEIRIIHRE DD WEH G Th D72, 22U LAY O Z OFEROEIEOE WL, b0
EHORBREGRZRTEEZLNTEY EEREDRMEMIEICISHER SN D, AU

72 ¢ 1% . B. dendrobatidisFE MW > F L O ITSHEEL O EEF O M 247 5 2 & T. B.



dendrobatidis @ haplotype Z 43 %8 L 7=, & L Tl A S Fu 7= i 2 B I & % L 7= 4 [# B @ B.
dendrobatidis @ haplotype# thiz L, k23 [E CTHIE S 41 5 B. dendrobatidisis & ONES L 0 2 A

TORMOBIRFINREBER LI Lo,



B2 MBELIUVAE
2—1 fHEBRE
2008-2011 £ 4 £RIZ~y PHE L TIA, HL5WEEHE, lRESHLTWEmARE 109
fl 820 EA L v o T B 7=,
- M2 H (Anura) : 13 £ 90 & 722 {4
- A2 H (Caudata) : 7 F 17 ff 96 {iE &
- ML H (Gymnophiona) : 2 B 2 Ff 2 {if (&

NERIE (R 1) &R T, 2055, AW AR 93 ff 561 (K. i F T AT 47 ff 259 &
KThHoTc, THHIEX, TXTHKTH -T2,

WA AL B ER 4t Rt 2, KIR1, £ 1) ICX->T20 v ENLEHAZS
. AARBFER, D5WITHERETSH 7 HLLNIZ B. dendrobatidis # HH D72 D IZAFER A T 7
AWM L7z, £ LT, flME, WmbE, MAFEA B, MER B 2R LT,

fE WAL, FECTRHMGAET I NEBYHRICZZ LemAE, b LI~y M
ELTHAERNTEMB LRI, MEHEARWEAEEZ W,

2—2 &M

B. dendrobatidis Z i+ 272D AT TV U FILORRIT, 2 X I Fx-va v EELSTE
WICHEEERS AT T2, T bbb, S/ I7Iun-T 288 L-F T, mMAERL LEET O E
ATy MEHR, KBRES o JEMA . Ui oo Fr 58, s HEE b 50 & JROE AR (Men-tip 1P1501,
Nihon-Menbo Co. Tokyo) T L Z I DAL DK % 10 [ - 72 (K 1),

2—3 B. dendrobatidis @ DNA i H

TARTOH 7 VERECFIETH DL, DNA REEITH> E T, ~A 70 F2-TIZAN
HiL—28CTHRfFLTZ, PCR BMEIZ ATV 7Y A OEM%E 15 HLWIZFENM L 72, DNA
Fh Hi 1% Lysis buffer (Img/mL proteinaseK, 0.01 M NaCl, 0.1M EDTA, 0.01M Tris—HCI,
0.5%Nonidet P-40) (2 A T 7 > 7' )L % {2 i& S & Vortex mixer % > T 15°C1 MR L 7=,

AUTH I ERESR, W E G~ A 70 F 2 —T 5T LI N R % 5T 500C120
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57, 95°C20 MR L7=, = dtk. TE buffer (10mM Tris—HCIl, 1mM EDTA) (& CHiH#

Z10% FTHIRL., TN %E PCR DT 7 L—-h&ELTHWE,

2—4 PCR&E

PCR #7513 Goka & (2009) 72344 L 7= nsted PCR % W 7= (K 2), 16 H © Big o 7
+ U — KD 77 A4 ~—|% DNA Data Bank of Japan (accession umber AF164302) (2% &k S i17-
H#H D 18S rRNA @ 3 K fEk O E 2 & 5 Bd18SF1 (5°-TTT GTA CAC ACC GCC CGT
CGC-3’) #fi~T, U N—2DF T A4 ~-[%, (accession number AY546693) |28 &k X5
E D 28S rRNA Efx 1O 5 K fHIKIZ H % Bd28SR1 (5°-ATA TGC TTA AGT TCA GCG
GG-3") #flio 7,

Z LT, 2B HDOHEMEIX, Anis 5 (2004) 245 L 7=, B. dendrobatidis |2 5 ¥/ 72 ITS1
SEIR AN D & ITS2 $EiR £ T BiE T % Bdla (5'-CAG TGT GCC ATA TGT CAC G-3°) B L8
Bd2a (5’-CAT GGT TCATAT CTG TCCAG-3’) ® 2 >D /74 ~v-%fH LT, 1B H® PCR
PEW) Z HEE L 72 (X 2),

PCR &k 1%, 0.5mM @ 7 F A <~ —IZ dNTP 2mM. MgCl, 2mM. AmpliTag Gold® DNA
Polymerase 1.25unit # & & L 7= (Goka et al. 2001), 4T ® PCR ik L. Perkin-Elmer Applied
Biosystems 22 HHEA L7z, &FF50u | BUSIHKFIZ 20l ® DNAT 7L — M ZiREG LT,

1st PCR (X 95°C9 43 f# 1 [#], 94°C30 #». 50°C30 #». 72°C 243 % 30 %A 7 /L, 72°C7 53
1[Hl4T > 72, 2nd PCR 1%, 95°C9 47l 1 [A], 94°C30 #, 65°C30 >, 72°C30 # % 30 ¥ 1 7 /L,
72°C7 43 fE 1 AT o T2,

[l —% o TN e EREERR L, T ZNoMricid, Bttar be—a & LT, LLA]
IZUne & (2008) 233 L 7=~/ 7 Jf= )L (Ceratophrys ornate) 7RIS /=¥ 7
ERHWE, £, BMar b= LTTERYy 77— AU,

IR S 72 PCR PEMIZ, 6%DRY 727 ULT 2 K7D ETHBEES ., DNA I o
YRIZUVD FTEALZTF O ARMAICE > THREAL L7z, £L T, K 300bp 7T A O
NURNRBLERSNZL X2, B. dendrobatidis 23K H S =L E L2 (M 3),

11



2—5 DNA B EE 5 DR TE

% 2 [ HICHE S vz PCR FE#IT pT7 Blue Perfectly Blunt Cloning Kit (Novagen;EMD
Bioscience) # HI\W T 7 7 XX FICHAIRAARGEICRVIAEEY 77 m—=0 7 21T,
3opaun=—Mnhb, 77 AI NIZEENTWD T7 promoter & Ul9reverse 77 A4 ~v—%
EosTH A7 Ny —0 0 ARIGEITWV, A 7V —0 v ARG PEY) 2 ABI3730 Sequencer
(Applied Biosystems) % Fi\ CHifLA/L 8 2 P E LT-,

12



38 #R
3—1 B. dendrobatidis F&E & & U'E1# 5 £85I B. dendrobatidis &4 3
WA 820fE A D AT T T A DHIBT6H 7L (9.3%) 7>5B. dendrobatidisi® i 1 23k H
Sile (K4—1,4—2, 1), B. dendrobatidisfz D3 3ER (% B) ICLDEIAIXLL T ThoTo,
SR H (Anura) : 8.9% (64/722)
-FJEH (Cadata) : 12.5% (12/96)

<M /2 H (Gymnophiona) : 0% (0/2)

B. dendrobatidisiX13F} 275 o il A= FH D tH SAv7-, R, 82 B 1Ze Sk (Pipidae), & ¥
= /)LF} (Bufonidae), = &7 % = /L&l (Leptodactylidae), v K2 % =/L#} (Dendrobatidae),
7~ =R (Hylidae), 7 %7 = /L% (Hyperoliidae), 7 A4 % =/L'F (Rhacophoridae), E
A )L (Microhylidae) ®22fE, AR HIZT > X h~% (Ambystomatidae), 7L YV K>
£t (Plethodontidae) . ~ > K ~t"—#} (Proteidae). - & U # (Salamandridae). % 1 L  F}
(Sirenidae) D6 TH - 7=,

BRERIT AL U (212), v R AE—F (1/1), 7V YRUE (414) BDTTib100%, 7B A
h~Fl 28.6% (4/14), TA T T/ 26.7% (31/116), £/ F120.6% (7/34) DOIRE RN @ -T2
(3%2)

3—2 M ZEBIB. dendrobatidisf i =&

H R BT, da A M A 55 0010.3% (56/561), H RO H T il A 5H06.9% (18/259) 7 HB.
dendrobatidis3 5 i <4172, B. dendrobatidisf5 VL8 (£ 23 78 S AV EE, 210 [E 95 [E T, PR E
RIXTIHVT | ZA b= T AU R_bF L AR < EZ TR ZoYP =T RAYDNRIZE 79>
7o (F2)o LLZRISS FEY T IVEISE DR TR o772 | JFEE [E EFE RIS LD PR 3 =R DO
] DR FH 5 B A R E 13T Do T,

KA H 3k ®B. dendrobatidisf 47 /v OFEFH T K7 57 =/ (Dendrobates spp.) &A1
U7 A%V (Pleurodeles waltl) T, W3inLb AN LEHEKLTH 7=, HADB.
dendrobatidisf5 ¥ 7 vid, B AREWN TEIESNIARIEW AT, £TY /) T Vil
(Ceratophryinae) & 7 7 U J7> A Jj =L (Xenopus laevis) Toh o7z, 7%V O7H EH Fk DA

13



BT, TN TE AR TH -7 (33),

3—3 PCREYDIEEA S| FH & Whaplotype
27FE D A FEN DG BT T6 5V 7 )V OPCREEY) DY LB H MEAT 2R B L, £ 4v5% Goka
5 (2009) D J5iE%E# 5T, haplotypeZ /3 ¥0 L7z, = D K. PCRIEW 7> HDNA Data Bank of
Japan (DDBJ) ®accession number(Z & &k S 41TV % LLF @ 11haplotype & i L 7= (X14—1, 4
—2, #&3),
haplotype A (AB435211)
haplotype C (AB435213)
haplotype E (AB435214)
haplotype L (AB435222)
haplotype Q (AB435226)
haplotype V (AB435231)
haplotype Bd28 (AB723964)
haplotype Bd29 (AB723965)
haplotype Bd38 (AB723974)
haplotype Bd41 (AB723977)

haplotype Bd43 (AB723979)

B. dendrobatidis 23 5 H S 472 [E O haplotype DINFR L, T ATV T KAV ~b— ZUPF=7 1%
haplotype A, ~% T A/ /L 1ZBd43, X+ FL1EBd41, 7 AU A F[H Z2->Dhaplotype (A, Bd29), #
A 1Z4->Dhaplotype (A, E, L, Bd38) TH-7= (X6),

g A\ it A B M 7 L 0 90% (52/58) A haplotype AN 5 0 T, B ADEWNEE FE AT
I%. 5>Dhaplotype (A, C, Q,V, Bd28) 73 Hi =41, Ml [E TILMEFR STV 72\ vhaplotype C7344%
(8/18) % 5Tk, EW4F+ Thaplotype DFEEH Sk HE S ICKE/@E O RH -T2 (K7),

B. dendrobatidis 23 Hi SAVIZ il A R0 T BB DT | T8 AH e 8 AR EHIE O g R R & 2
L TWeboix, HATEHEINTWY /=L (Ceratophrys spp.) & ¥ © 4 H =)L
(Lepidobatrachus laevis) T& v, &4 51X, haplotype AZNEL Y L CTU /=, g A ] A2 1288V C

14



~UL—H R DIAT =/ (Telmatobius sp.) (I DOTTHE R Z LIV, ZOFEITIBWN T, LD FEJE #
R L[R Bk IZhaplotype AN YL TD, 2o A ay MOS0 A& X TH, AR IR IEIEICK
STHLT L (X9), T OFEIE O A ¥ 1%, B. dendrobatidisf5if: TH-> CHERIK EfdFThH-
72

15



Fafi BE

AHFSETIE, B. dendrobatidis OILH/L-RELTORGEG]| DAL E DT EZH LT 572901
PAEZIT o7, HARIZy M EL Tl A S 7244 Sk il A B2 10.3% (58/561) D EIA T B.
dendrobatidis 23E YL LTI | i A S4L5H M A FH A/ L CH A&~ B. dendrobatidis 232 AL T\%
ZENB LN o7z, FEROBFFED BEEGI BEARF B TIT O TVWAR SR ol
(Rowley et al. 2007), £7=. #F7 % O~y r7=7 (Sluijs et al. 2011) , BEIRA ¥ U 2D~ v |
gl & x5t L-di#& TiT (Peel et al. 2011). B. dendrobatidis & & %X, LI 2.9%
(26/897). 3.2% (4/109) TIKEK ThH-o7=, ZNOHOMIE DR E R LA IEDOFE R OE X, KA
O H S AVl A RN T, ARV RAE S TR T W AR E RS EIR Tho72 28 BoknD
DEWBEIRER, SRl 7Y Tk E B AREDIREZNERELTE DN, 2, K5 T
H W 7z nested-PCR 1%, single-round PCR £ =0 real-time TagMan PCR £ & bb#z L T, 10—
100 f% DK E # FF & EH @ 0.001pg @ DNA 2 HilE 325 2 L BNk 5728 (Goka et al. 2009),
B G IEOENBEDOEREL TE LI,

B. dendrobatidisiZm A O ToOH (EREH, ARHE. #EH) & ET 52, B ARDE
AETOMARTIEZ, ARBOAAY a7 U4 (Andrias japonicus) &, U7 A EY
(Cynops ensicauda) DO RN E LV (Goka et al. 2009) , S HIOFHEICK N TH, EREH LY
HH B B ORE RPN E L FST AV AR E DB A SV @ (48 DB. dendrobatidisf 1247
LD WY T AR R E Tholo, LinL, 7 AV G RIE O 4 04 & H ©B. dendrobatidis
PR R IL, ARV R S TUVD  (Gaertner et al. 2009, Keitzer et al. 2011, Chatfielde et al.
2012), ¥72, A RIOFHETT VT (AVRRUT, ~b =7 XS A HEH, 21) ol ASnT-
B A= 4 7% 8 (< O B. dendrobatidisff @ 5 1315.9% (31/189) (T L, LRI [ Hilsk o BF 4L FH A 12
B HIERWELREFE = (Kusrini et al. 2008, Savage et al. 2011, Bai et al. 2010, McLeod et al. 2008)
EELLSER > TWe, SHIT, BARTREIEINIZT 7YY A7 =)L (Xenopus laevis) DB.
dendrobatidis & =X, 26.9%(7/26) TV, B 77V A OB 4§ OB. dendrobatidisf 2 2.7%
(1.7-4.2%, 95% 15 X [H]) LEDH->7- (Weldon et al. 2004),

Z® X 91z, B.dendrobatidis{ B E N B OB A& TR L Xy M@ dH D WVILEE T EH
fE AR T2 2B R LT, it 8 308 R OB HH il 3% &0 PSR BR 52 WP IS 3810 % i 45 8 7 il 44 ] C D &
Lo b B AETETRRIBEDAN AZLLBREROK TRE 26N, FE. Bl
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B TCOAF T avyAd (Ambystoma mexicanum) X° 7 3 F /L (Linobates catesbeiana) @
B. dendrobatidisfr B X, A FTORBERIVE R THLZ LN HE SN TS (Mazzoni et al.
2003, Hanselmann et al. 2004, Garner et al. 2006, Frias—Alvarez et al. 2008, Schloegel et al. 2009),
HERZ &E. NLERE TSR 2 B a 0 uit i f2 Tl 9 B~ o3 1) 72 568 ik 28 AR ]
RT, ZThzeRde, REKOHLLIBEHICE E LT, B2 RET 5, OIEF, HEEMIC
RS SIVTW Al AEFH O L HE D B2 5F 2. TEY (OIE 2006, Schloegel et al. 2010), Zo
A R IT, ZOBREZ X FTobDERoT,

AR TECLDYRVEIEDTRATHEFIZEL T, B W20 DR THh 7, B BLE 74
A (Laurance et al. 1996, Skerratt et al. 2007) &% 7E9% LK (Weldon et al. 2004, Morgan et al.
2007, Skerratt et al. 2007, James et al. 2009) ThH 5, £ L C, IEFOHEIZLDE, B.
dendrobatidisi3#r BLJF UK THHRTREME N L IRIB STV 5 (Skerratt et al. 2007, Lips et al.
2008, Murray et al. 2009, Vredenburg et al. 2010) , T B DO —D|Z, T AVL, 77V EF — A
NZUT 1 6157235% %t DB. dendrobatidis# st G212, v /L F r— I REAR T MENT A4 > CTRIsHZ
Bk M d8 K OVBE % A& G AL L 70 58 A3 Morehouse HIZ K-> TH S ST\ D, ZOMF%E Tik, & &t
5918bpil & £NDHI0DE AL FEDOH T, T NSHFT DRI TE M A K H Lz, ZOKHE E DB R
B8 BT, B BURGE O IK E L CoRFkE— 9% (Morehouse et al. 2003),

AL BT BILZhaplotypelx, 7 < 7 #itigk LSt O [E 7> & D B. dendrobatidisk 44 o~ 7
LD 9 H93%(25/27) 7S haplotype ATH 72, ZOREIX, 7 ¥ 7 #il LSt o E x D B.
dendrobatidis 2 D BRI ZEEEN E LRV Z & 2" (K6 8), — . ¥ A OWlAEMN
5 134> Dhaplotype (A, E, L, Bd38) . HAIZ5>Dhaplotype (A, C, V, Q, Bd44) . X ~JF AE
haplotype Bd4l3 i & iz, 2O OFERIE, 727 O WA T MAE72B. dendrobatidis%
MaEabOEINDLETOHE (Goka et al. 2009, Farrer et al. 2011, Savage et al. 2011, Swei et
al.2011, Bai et al. 2012) & —% L 7=,

F 7=, B. dendrobatidisi®, R AEMITIZ L > T, 27 EBUTOARFEITH T oD,
TR HZFE AT LT B s R SR 7 C & % Bd-GPL (Global Pandemic Lineage), B 7 7 U 4
25 oy B S L7 BA-CAPE, A A ADH N J =)L (Alytes obstetricans) X v 4y X vz
Bd-CH., 7 7 YV /V[EA A D Bd-Brasil T& 5 (Farrer et al. 2011, Schloegel et al. 2012),

Haplotype AlZ. &% 1 % # & % Bd-GPL (Global Pandemic Lineage) (ZJ& 3 % haplotype T
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HbH, MAZEESETLHHEATANLEH I LY /7= /VHE (Ceratophrys spp.), ¥ /L X ¥ &
74 71 77 = v (Lepidobatrachus laevis) 38 X N/ —CH/AMEINMAINIZI AT L
(Telmatobius sp.) (Zhaplotype AEY: L T\ 7z (X4), b OfEKIZ, Y AR D ERE DK
BEAE R L, WREZIT TWRWHTRL Le, —J, 7UTHIED O Rl S iz B30
TN D D B2TY 7 v iThaplotype ARV L TWIRIZ BB D 6T W o7 7 R ER
TS ERIRSER 2 2 L TR o o,

VIR EJEIAE DOEF & L C. B. dendrobatidis?® & #t . 15 DM SR B Y Ok &
RN MBI 5 L5 (Rollins-Smith et al. 2002, Berger et al. 2004, Harris et al. 2009, Voyles et
al. 2011, Farrer et al. 2011) B LN TWAN, A E TIZ T U7 #HIIZB W T, YA I EIEIC &
D REFITHE I TV (Goka et al. 2009, Savage et al. 2011, Swei et al. 2011, Bai et al.
2012, Voros et al. 2012, Bataille et al. 2013), AHMFZEIZIB T, TOTEJREET HEAEFHN G
biv7zhaplotypellid, B WV EGHIZAEMERNH DL Fio. @R RV R ARG L Th JEJE D3R
LR T2 e D, Gokab N R 95 B. dendrobatidis 72 7 &I (Goka et al. 2009)% 3¢ £
Difii Rebrpoiz,

HARCTEMEE =W AL, haplotypef i 5 o8& £l b2 <. o, TOEIEIIM
[E dhaplotype DRI & e o T 7o, F 7o, MEHN T8 A 4l 48 vl A SV R L0 PR B R 1T
k<. haplotype D Z Rk ER E W ERHIBI L7z (33, X8), 20 k)Hic, HAREANTEME EINT
i A ¥8 0B, dendrobatidis?® % £ 7shaplotypefH OFEH LT, WEETIZ, H ATE K H A 550
haplotype 23 HHEN TWHZEMND (TLEb. RIEXT —F), WiBERLHE T Mk N T, 1R A
HAGOREZEBEOWAR L OB G 2 WITEHNEMICI VBRI LELDEE X bR,
Zauid, haplotype A% RN =3 X CoDhaplotypes’ H AN FE R HE [l A FH DO A H S TVnb 2 e
OHLEMITOND, £, A FEOME TIX., HAOHEER TEIHLIZT 7YY AH /L (Xenopus
leavis) 7°H ., ZOFRAE Ticb Z<D4->Dhaplotype (A, C, Q, V) R H S22 &5 (#3), AL
B. dendrobatidis® = 2 ¥ U7 THDHZ LN FFS LT,

7 > 77 =)L (Lithobates catesbeiana), A4 t % 4 =/ (Bufo marinus), 77 U H Y A H =
Jb (Xenopus laevis) O 3FE¥E L. B. dendrobatidisdD - RAJIEEH O EHE Q2 v U T L L TEZD
LTV % (Daszak et al. 1999, Fisher & Garner 2007, Schloegel et al. 2012), L7>»L. HATIE

20055 LIRE, v v A A e R A 0lmAN, EZERNOBEIR X O GHI R EN kA
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MIZEDEBRFICHRDOIBEEOHILICET 5EME BkAEWE) X THIRSI LT
(Ministry of the Environment Government of Japan 2004), = L C, EHNTHHBEL TWVWDH T 7V
73 A7 )L (Xenopus laevis) 1&. ENOEIEMi CEEINTZEAETH L, Lieh - T,
INLFX VT ELTEZLNTW DO M AIHOWMATMD TH 7w, Zo—J57T, #
REMMN SNy FE LTIAISNDHARMEmMARIIRE, 2L AL TV, MAHDOHR
1) 72 B 8) 23B. dendrobatidisD & s 7 — VD —Bi L 725 L 5 (James et al. 2009, Farrer et
al. 2011, Schloegel et al. 2012), #5im&E LT, ~X e U Tligg A SNHH KME A FHORFES &2/ L
CTHLIE H B. dendrobatidis? H AENIZR AL TWAHZ &, 72, T TICHATHEIN TV
~ M AHE 21X, B. dendrobatidisD AR BEME YL E A N Z<E T TVDIENRH S N E e o7,
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1 B. dendrobatidis # D 7= DYV T 5k
RE R (Men-tip 1P1501, Nihon-Menbo Co. Tokyo) % FUNCHERR, KEREBOMEMI [A]. DU D55k
[B]. #eHEMt O &L DG % 24 10 B~ 7=,
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%] 2

r Bd18SF1 (5-TTT GTA CAC ACC GCC CGT CGC-3)

18S rDNA

ITS1

Bd28SR1 (5”-ATA TGC TTA AGT TCA GCG GG-3") d

1st round PCR ‘

5.8S rDNA

ITS2

ITS1

5.8S rDNA

28S rDNA

ITS2

ITS1

5.8S rDNA

'\

1st PCR products

ITS2

_/

r Bdla (5-CAG TGT GCC ATA TGT CAC G-3)

ITS1

5.8S rDNA

ITS2

Bd2a (5-CAT GGT TCA TAT CTG TCCAG-3) d

2nd round PCR ‘

ITS1

5.85 rDNA

ITS2

ITS1

5.8S rDNA

ITS2

2nd PCR products

¥

DNA sequencing

AAF5E T H V72 B. dendrobatidis % ## Hi 9% 72 8 @ nested-PCR £ D JF B
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300bp

3 B. dendrobatidis ITS i&{x - PCR HilEEY)
Lanes 1 : B. dendrobatidis

Lanes 2 : itk b —/b

Lanes 3 : fatk=a > hr—/L

Lanes M : 100pb DNA Ladder
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n({Bd01l)AmAB435211
C{Bd03)nrB435213
E{Bd03)B435214

L(Bdl12)RrB435222
Q{Bd17)RB435226
Vi{Bd2Z)RB435231
Bd248 LBT7235c64
Bd2% LBT23565
Bd34 LBT23974
EBd41 LBT235977
Bd43 nBT2397%5
n({Bd01l)AmAB435211

C(Bd03)nB435213
E{Bd03)B435214

L{BdlZ)RB435222
Q{Bd17)RB435226
Vi{Bd2Z)RB435231
Bd248 LBT7235c64
Bd2% LBT23565
Bd34 LBT23974
Bd41l nBT723977
Bd43 nBT2397%5

10 20 30 40 20 &0 T0 80 S0 100
AGTCGRAACARALATTTATTTATTTTTTCGACARATTAATTGGARATTGRAL T AATTTAATTGRAARRRRRL TTGRAARRATARATATTAARRRCARACT
AGTCGRAACARALATTTATTTATTTTTTCGACARATTAATTGGARATTGRAL T AATTTRAATTGRRRRRRLE ATTGRAARRATRARRRACARACT
AGTCGRAACARALATTTATTTATTTTTTCGACARATTAATTGGARATTGRAL T AATTTRAATTGRRRR TRRAATATTRARRRRCRACT
AGTCGRAACALAL TTTATTTGTTTTTTCGACARATTTAATTGGARATGATTT AATTTRAATCCRRRRRR TATAT TRRRRRRCRACT

AT G A A T T T A T T T AT T T T T T A A L A T TR T T O A A AT TG A A TGATTTTAATTTAATTGALAARLD
AGTCGARC AL A TTTATTTATTTTTTCGRACARATTAATTGGRARATTGRAR T GATTTRATTGRRLLALES
AG TR A A TTT AT T TATT T T T T CGACALATTAATTGEALAATTGRAL TGATTTTAATTTAATTGALAAALD
AT E A L AT T T AT T TAT T T T T T CGAC AL A TTAATTGEARATTGRARE TGATTTTAATTTAATTGALRARLD
AGTGGA R C AL A TTTATTTATTTTTTGGACARATTAATTGGRARATTGRAL T AATTTRAATTGRAALLALL TTGALALRATALLATATTARARLCRAACT
AGTCGARC AL A TTTATTTATTTTTTCGRACARATTAATTGGARATGATT T TARATTTRAATTGAARRRAL TTGALAATALRATATTARRRLCRACT
AT CGA R A A TTTATTTATTTTTTCGRACARATTAATTGGRARATTGRAR T ALTTTRATTGRAARLL AL TTGRALLATALLATATTARARLCRAACT

AATGRL RAATRALLARCLACT
TTGAARATARRARLCRACT
TToARRATARATATTARARLACALCT
TTGRARRATARATATTRARARLACRALACT

110 120 130 140 150 160 170 130 130 200
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
ITTrGACARCGEATC T GG T C TG A R GA TGARGR A LG AGCGRAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGRAATTGCARACCTTTGTGAATCATTARATCTTTGRL
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
T TrGA AL GG AT T GG T TG A A A T ARG A LG AG AR A TG CGATACETAA TG TGAATTECARACCTTTGTCALATCATTARATCTTTGAS
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
T TrGa AR CGEA T T GG T TG A A Ga TR AL A C G AG AL A TG CGATACG TR A TG TGRAATTGCARACCTT TG TGALTCATTARATCTTTGRL
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
T TrGA AL GG AT T GG T TG A A A T ARG A LG AG AR A TG CGATACETAA TG TGAATTECARACCTTTGTCALATCATTARATCTTTGAS
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR
ITTrGARCARACGGATC T T TGGC T T G AL G A TG A A A A G AGCGAR A TG CGATACGTAATGTGAATTGCARLACCTTTGTGAATCATTALRATCTTTGAR

4—1 AREFZETIMENGMHE - 11 @ B. dendrobatidis haplotype ¢ ITS1 5.8s ITS2 rDNA & fx 1-Ei 51
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n({Bd01l)aB435211
C{Bd03)nB435213
E(Bd03)AB435214

L{BdlZ)nB435222
Q{B4d17)nB435226
Vi{Bd2Z)AB435231
Bd248 LBT7235c64
Bd2% LBT23565
Bd38 LBT23574
Bd41l LBT23577
Bd43 LBT2357%

210 220 230 240 250 260
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
A AT TG AT eI A A A GAGTATACATGTTTGAGRAATTATARARLATRACATTGTCCGRALATTGE
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
A AT TG AT eI A A A GAGTATACATGTTTGAGRAATTATARARLATRACATTGTCCGRALATTGE
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
A AT TG AT eI A A A GAGTATACATGTTTGAGRAATTATARARLATRACATTGTCCGRALATTGE
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
CeCACAT TG AC TG T AR A AGAGTATACATGTTTGAGAATTATARARATACATTGTCCGRAATTGA
A AT TG AT eI A A A GAGTATACATGTTTGAGRAATTATARARLATRACATTGTCCGRALATTGE

4—2 AKHFZET 9 ) E) LI E47- B. dendrobatidis ITS1 5.85 ITS2 Uy ——~/L DNA & {5 Tl 41
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F£1 AWFFEICISVT20084F %> 52011452 725 TB.
ST fEE T L UEA S oA

dendrobatidis D YL IR & FH R 25 T2 DI # 1T

‘ oy BdY JEREE
H ﬂ’ & FETNE e (BA BHHERCI 7 %)
2 H Discoglossidae ~ Bombina orientalis 2 0 China (2)
Anura Pipidae Xenopus laevis 26 7 Japan (7/26)
Pipa pipa 6 0 Suriname (6)
Hymenochirus boettgeri 2 0 Indonesia (2)
Pelobatidae Scaphiopus couchii 2 0 USA (2)
Brachytarsophrys calinensis 1 0 China (1)
Megophrys nasuta 1 0 Malaysia (1)
Bufonidae Bufo japonicus formosus 11 0 Japan (11)
Bufo debilis 2 0 USA (2)
Bufo viridis 5 0 Ukrain (5)
Bufo alvarius 1 1 USA (1/1)
Bufo torrenticola 1 0 Japan (1)
Bufo terrestris 1 0 USA (1)
Myobatrachidae  Limnodynastes salmini 1 0 Germany (1)
Leptodactylidae  Ceratophrys cornuta 8 1 Japan (1/1), Suriname (7)
Ceratophrys cranwelli 48 3 Sgr:]?g/ (3), Japan (3/44),
Ceratophrys ornata 70 3 Japan (3/69), USA (1)
Ceratophrys sp. 11 1 Japan (1/11)
Chacophrys pierotti 7 1 Japan (1/7)
Lepidobatrachus laevis 10 2 Canada (2), Japan (2/8)
Odontophrynus sp. 3 0 Paraguay (3)
Telmatobius sp. 1 1 Peru (1/1)
Dendrobatidae Dendrobates auratus 33 0 Germany (16), Canada (15),
Japan (2)
Dendrobates azureus 21 0 Denmark (1), Germany (20)
Dendrobates benedicta 1 1 Germany (1/1)
Dendrobates favovittatus 1 0 Germany (1)
Dendrobates fantasticus 7 0 Germany (7)
Dendrobates imitator 6 1 Germany (1/6)
Dendrobates lamasi 5 0 Germany (5)
Dendrobates leucomelas 9 0 Germany (9)
Dendrobates lugubris 2 0 Germany (2)
Dendrobates mysteriosus 1 0 Germany (1)
Dendrobates pumilio 5 0 Germany (5)
Dendrobates terribilis 6 0 Germany (6)
Dendrobates reticulatus 3 1 Germany (1/3)
Dendrobates tinctirus 14 0 Germany (14)
Dendrobates truncatus 1 0 Germany (1)
Dendrobates uacari 1 0 Germany (1)
Dendrobates vanzolini 6 1 Germany (1/6)
Dendrobates variavilis 4 0 Germany (4)
Dendrobates ventrimaculatus 5 0 Germany (5)
Epipedobates tricolor 3 0 Germany (3)
Hyloxalus azureiventris 4 0 Germany (4)
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AT b DffE

Ranidae

Hyperoliidae

Hylidae

Mantellidae

Rhacophoridae

Microhylidae

Phyllobates bicolor
Phyllobates lugublis
Occidozyga lima
Pyxicephalus adspersus
Pyxicephalus edulis
Hyperolius argus
Leptopelis uluguruensis
Leptopelis vermiculatus
Afrixalus fornasinii
Hyla leucophyllata

Agalychnis callidryas

Hyla cinerea

Litoria caerulea

Litoria infrafrenata
Hyla crepitans
Phyllomedusa bicolor
Phyllomedusa sauvagii
Phrynohyas resinifictrix
Hyla japonica

Hyla vasta

Hyla gratiosa
Pachymedusa dacnicolor
Hyla arborea

Mantella aurantiaca
Mantidactylus pulcher
Rhacophorus viridis
amamiensis
Theloderma asperum
Theloderma bicolor
Polypedates otilophus
Theloderma corticale
Rhacophorus schlegelii
Nyctixalus pictus
Rhacophorus reinwardti
Rhacophorus maximus
Kurixalus verrucosus
Theloderma horridum
Rhacophorus arboreus
Kaloula pulchra
Calluella guttulata

Breviceps adspersus
Scaphiophryne gottlebei
Dyscophus guineti

Dyscophus insularis

Scaphiophryne boribory
Plethodontohyla tuberata
Phrynomantis bifasciatus
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Germany (2)
Germany (1)
Indonesia (10)
Tanzania (1)
Tanzania (2)
Tanzania (2)
Tanzania (3/41)
Tanzania (14)
Tanzania (1)
Japan (1)
Germany (3), Nicaragua (8),
USA (4)

USA (4)

Indonesia (52)
Indonesia (15)
Suriname (4)

Suriname (4)

Paraguay (11), USA (7)
Germany (1/7), Japan (2)
Japan (6)

Haiti (6)

USA (2)

USA (4)

Bulgaria (4/5)

Japan (1)

Madagascar (1)

Japan (1)

Thailand (10/14)
Thailand (13/14)
Malaysia (30)
Thailand (8)
Japan (2)
Thailand (7/12)
Thailand (3)
Vietnam (3)
Vietnam (1/3)
Thailand (2)
Japan (24)
Thailand (1)
Thailand (2)
South Africa (1),
Tanzania (3)
Madagascar (2)
Germany (1),
Madagascar (6)
Madagascar (2)
Madagascar (1/3)
Madagascar (2)
South Africa (2)



AT B O & Phrynomantis microps 2 0 South Africa (2)
ARH Sirenidae Siren lacertina 2 2 USA (2/2)
Caudata Hynobiidae Hynobius tokyoensis 1 0 Japan (1)
Hynobius kimurae 4 0 Japan (4)
Proteidae Necturus maculosus 1 1 USA (1/1)
Amphiumidae Amphiuma tridactylum 3 0 USA (3)
Ambystomatidae  Ambystoma mexicanum 10 0 Japan (10)
Ambystoma tigrinum 4 1 USA (1/4)
Ambystoma opacum 6 3 USA (3/6)
Plethodontidae Desmognathus fuscus 4 4 USA (4/4)
Salamandridae Cynops pyrrhogaster 14 0 Japan (14)
Pleurodeles waltl 1 1 Germany (1/1)
Cynops orientalis 5 0 China (5)
Paramesotriton chinensis 5 0 China (5)
Tylototriton kweichowensis 2 0 China (2)
Cynops ensicauda popei 15 0 Japan (15)
Salamandra salamandra 18 0 Ukraine (18)
Tylototriton shanjing 1 0 China (1)
R H Typhlonectidae  Typhlonectes sp 1 0 Columbia (1)
Gymnophiona Caeciliidae Potomotyphlus kaupii 1 0 Peru (1)
Total 820 76

1) Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis

K 3LF1EB. dendrobatidisp5 23 i Y S V7= FiFE 2 o~ T,
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# 2 ABFZEIZE T B. dendrobatidis 23 tHS -4 O H | B BLOVFPEE RO LR E =

e % Bd" Bd fRE = %
I )
HEH Discoglossidae 2 0 0 (0-84)
Anura Pipidae 34 7 20.6 (0.9-38)
Pelobatidae 4 0 0 (0-60)
Bufonidae 21 1 4.8 (1.2-24)
Myobatrachidae 1 0 0 (0-98)
Leptodactylidae 158 12 7.6 (3-10)
Dendrobatidae 141 4 2.8 (0.8-7)
Ranidae 13 0 0 (0-25)
Hyperoliidae 58 3 5.2 (1.1-1.4)
Hylidae 145 5 3.4 (0.1-8)
Mantellidae 2 0 0 (0-84)
Rhacophoridae 116 31 26.7 (19-36)
Microhylidae 27 1 3.7 (0.1-19)
AREH Sirenidae 2 2 100 (16-100)
Caudata Hynobiidae 5 0 0 (0-52)
Proteidae 1 1 100 (2.5-100)
Amphiumidae 3 0 0 (0-70)
Ambystomatidae 20 4 20 (5.7-44)
Plethodontidae 4 4 100 (10-100)
Salamandridae 61 1 1.6 (0.4-11)
e H Typhlonectidae 1 0 0 (0-98)
Gymnophiona Caeciliidae 1 0 0 (0-98)
i REE Bulgaria 5 4 80 (28-99)
Canada 17 0 0 (0-20)
China 16 0 0 (0-21)
Colombia 1 0 0 (0-98)
Denmark 1 0 0 (0-98)
Germany 139 6 4.3 (1.6-9.2)
Haiti 6 0 0 (0-46)
Indonesia 79 0 0 (0-5)
Japan 261 18 6.9 (4.6-11)
Madagascar 16 1 6.3 (1.6-30)
Malaysia 31 0 0 (0-11)
Nicaragua 8 0 0 (0-37)
Paraguay 14 0 0 (0-23)
Peru 2 1 50 (1.3-99)
South Africa 5 0 0 (0-52)
Suriname 21 0 0 (0-16)
Tanzania 64 3 4.7 (1-13)
Thailand 56 30 53.6 (40-67)
Ukraine 23 0 0 (0-15)
USA 49 12 24.5 (13-39)
Vietnam 6 1 16.7 (0.4-64)

1) Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis
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3 ARWFZEICBUT 2008 FH 6 2011 AE 12T T B. dendrobatidis [t Tdh - 7= o 7LD JFEEEE

T, fRE B L O AR R AR D XA, haplotype & % DR

] - 1) Haplotype
Jﬁ@ %E#E CB/WC (BdZ) I%El?'l‘iik)
Bulgaria Hyla arborea WC A (4)
Dendrobates benedicta CB A (1)
Dendrobates reticulatus CB A (1)
Germany Dendrobates vanzolini CB A (1)
Dendrobates imitator CB A (1)
Phrynohyas resinifictrix CB A (1)
Pleurodeles waltl CB A (1)
Chacophrys pierotti CB C(@)
Ceratophrys cornuta CB C@
Ceratophrys cranwelli CB A (1), C (1), Bd28 (1)
Japan Ceratophrys ornata CB A1), C (2
Ceratophrys sp. CB C@
Lepidobatrachus laevis CB A1), C(@1)
Xenopus laevis CB A(),C1),Q({1),V({3)
Madagascar Scaphiophryne boribory WC Bd43 (1)
Peru Telmatobius sp. WC A(1)
Tanzania Leptopelis uluguruensis WC A (3)
Theloderma asperum wC A(9), E (1)
Thailand Theloderma bicolor wC A (11), L (1), Bd38 (1)
Nyctixalus pictus WC A(7)
Bufo alvarius wC A (1)
Necturus maculosus wC A(1)
USA Ambystoma tigrinum wC A(1)
Siren lacertina wC A (2)
Ambystoma opacum wC A (2), Bd29 (1)
Desmognathus fuscus WC A (4)
Vietnam Kurixalus verrucosus WC Bd41 (1)

1) CB : fl B %IEM A, WC : BFAEH R A
2) Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis
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Thailand

Germany

EL mBd38 mBd29 mBd4l Bd43

Bulgaria

Tanzania

Peru

Vietham

Madagascar

X 6

AFFENBELILIZ[E B D B. dendrobatidis haplotype
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Bd28 E ml
5.6% (1/18)

m Bd29 © Bd38

m Bd41 Ba43
All 1.7%(1/58)

Q
5.6% (1/18)

BA =5t

7 KBFJETH: S 4172 B. dendrobatidis haplotype @ HA LS (7 A U BARIE, RAY, TATV T b= ZA NEF L wE TRV,
AU =T) LD
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E ml m Bd29 Bd43
=Q  =Bd28 3.7% (1/27) respectively
Bd38 = Bd41

All 2.0% (1/49)

7T HE TOtHOE

8 AWIFETHF b7z B. dendrobatidis @ haplotype ®7 7 #E[E (HA, Z A NFF L) LMOE (TAY B, TAHIT | ~EZ TR,
=T Lo
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B2 T AL

[A] T, A EHE O R ERR IR TdH D IR F OB 3 % B2 fF %, (Bar=10mm)
[B] AEMITE.,

[C] Wi¥% L 7= 4 E J& 12 B. dendrobatidisiii & +# N S /-, (H.E)

[D] & 7% & deilfi L 728 (REA) NEHEBLE I NI, (HE. - Bar=20 u m)
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(28 HMETHLEBEOBRELEMYARDEEICHT EA4 FZaFV—LERAWVARES
EDRE

E18 F#

B. dendrobatidis (X, B4 T AR H 2 2 BB PR RAE L L TCOMERREIH
AT TWDH R, fE FHABEOKYIEL LTOY RI EREOHRIT D2 FFIZEIR
TR ICEHT 2 M E IR TN D,

2005 4 IUCN (3, #EPIC#HT 2B ATHEABIC OV TERE, REL THT F TEMS &
% Amphibian Conservation Action Plan Z 28 L 7= (IUCN 2004), % 7=, A RMEM AT F
VF v 7Ny hELTARDRELS, Ny FEEDO—HELTENDWS D0OHEaR I
TATEIH SN TN D,

FB1ET Ny bE LTHET DA RMEm AR, —EDFEE (10.83%) T B. dendrobatidis
ERE L, SHIZ, YARIERELZBIE L TV O EESLKEE S MR S 7z, B. dendrobatidis

EEEMO R ST, MERKEZN LT, BHICKEERHETLE LI, IRSHEHEL,
YR L 72 D72 AR BREIECIRIRIEOMENL N R 720, BRICY R BE 2 3 E L
WA T, KRRBOEETFNEE, BRESND 2 L0, BREEREZV SZoIicin
BILE DRI RER TR MTHRETH D,

FIZT, F2ETIIARRENY R EIEOWAEEE MR E LT, RN, HEIORL
BIRIBFIEOHML A AR E Lz, 7. BECHEFEREOEVWERE B & & ATk~ o4tk
PEWT A R0 > 7R Ty EE O IR SESR O BLEE & 2 55 12 FEl T & 2 BB B2 D BAMEBE I X % M
PCRIRAEIC L DEEZM 21T o1z, T D&%, MIEEKICKDBRERZIT> 72,

B. dendrobatidis O BRE L E LT, ABEMEEEEZE LTI A T Lo —FE
(Leiopelma archeyi) (2% L Streptomyces venezuelae HEHiIAEME CTHH /0T L7 ===
— )V EHEH L7-WE 28 H 5 (Bishop et al. 2009), L2»L. EE TdH 5 B. dendrobatidis {2 %f

LIAEME TH L7 07 57 == a— VOERAEFAHEIC SN TE LT, BWAKER 2R
LEmAREICR LT, WEIRDBHD0E I NTENTRY, /o, /B F AT z=a—
ViZ, AR W T, BIEA L L CRBEMGINC X 2 BRLEREA | (/N A % o &€ C B
B 72 Mg B 2 D 3 A NS S TER Y . Bishop H23MEH L-ANIX., AAZEGHWL O
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http://ja.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E6%8A%97%E7%94%9F%E7%89%A9%E8%B3%AA

MO ESTIEFHEFZAEIE S LTV % (Bishop et al. 2009),

Nichols & i B. dendrobatidis % EBu &Y X &7~ K7 # =, (Dendrobates spp.) % T
0.6%NaCl ¥ T 0.01%ICA M L7=A F 7 =) Y V@i Pic, 1 H 1[E 54y 11 H [HE 3 3
W25 L TEBRAEICHKT L TWwb (Nichols et al. 2000), & Z T, AH#FFE TiL. Nichols 5
(2000) O SiiEEZEE L NaCl # A LsvwA b T 2 Y — b 0.01%IE1R 2 W, JRRIC X
DAV AEEAMPELREBT D-OEREREZBME T, KVEERT e barzBEEL
(% 5). HKRIEIS IO PCRMAIZ LV ZDHENMEEBF LT,
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F28 MBELUAE
2—1 HEBRIE

BRI RBE L2 W AESH D O B O JTHE, MElE, AR, MRTEIRE 2R TR
EDOYRHEIE RS EKRIEREZZL (K9, £ 6).2>> PCR A Z L » T B. dendrobatidis
FRNEBELRFPAME SN ZWmAEZY R EIELHEZKH LIz, TORNRIT LA ZEF
71 77 =)V (Lepidobatrachus laevis) 4 fl{&, > / % =/ (Ceratophrys spp.) 3 E{K, F¥ =24
=T/ (Chacophrys pierotti) 3 &l {&, JF > XA 7 4=/ (Leptodactylus pentadactylus) 1 {4,
B2 A H—H T~ ¥ — (Ambystoma tigrinum) L E{AOMEH 5, HRHE 1 O 12 @K
EMEARE L, ZhoOBWOERIIAATH 723, REITE 6 ITRTEY T,
BEMAED 3HTAND SERBL TV, TRTOEBYIIBERAT STz,

2—2 PCR®E&ZE

F1E-E2F2-252-5LRLAEFRAL,

2—3 BEMERICK AR R DEERRE

EREERIEIE, SMFr—VARE LB LT, Bty b2 AW THAEROKE
RICMHET IR E R LE (KM 10—1), a4l KE 1HHBENLEZAT74 KA
FAMREL, A= T AW EY AT TR FIZBIZ S5 B. dendrobatidis i &

T3 (X 10—2) DR %17 > 7= (Hyatt et al. 2007, Young et al. 2007),

2—4 A rFaFV—NLICEBABAEITOLOL

YARBEIREDOHREEKE LT, 4 b7 2F Y — b (ltrizole Oral Solution1%, Janssen
Pharmaceutical K.K., Tokyo, Japan) # &K THR L TRE 0.01%D A 7 a3V — LIEK
ZAER L7, A% 230x155x150mm 77 X F v 7 WO ISR &G D) 13 DKL 2%
EOWEERAAT, BIMEFREMIOEBE A~ n—T7EE LI FETBE, BELERE
fTo7= (X 11), REWEHE 72 bavik, 1E100M. 1 BB 7 E L (5 5).
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2—5 BERMROHE

BRI X OREERE O SBEBM T, BEREROZ(L 2 MR Lic, 1BRBROHEIT,
Wi B TUIE A& 32 & 3 D BRIRE AR Ot & B EEEI A & nested-PCR 15D 3 T, PCRIEIXTAIE
Bl X OVEEK T% 20 H UL LR Z BV 72 % O i 4 2 L > T B. dendrobatidis & {5 - 23
RS2 nwz Lok o THELRZ,
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E3H KR
RIERET DHI. 2 COEM T, PCREEGETH 72, 1BIFEZIT I HID PCR ED ML
% 5 L 7= B. dendrobatidis ITS1-5.8S-1TS2 fH Kk O g S B 41X DDBJ (2 & &I T\ 5D

accession number, AY997031 (haplotype A) & —E L 7=,

B PR iE IR 0D 7 22
ARBFFEIC WA 12 ik o 5 bR A 11 EE 2 TICIER TR WBEZOTTEDR &
D, TR EBRBMGIIC, BB KTICKREBON AR L TV (¥ 9A), £, 12 JEH]
Ho BEFITTHERE (B4 9B). 2 JE B T MR, 1h AR IE B R E AR R R EE (B 9D) A3
WOLNT (R 6), MEKEZEESEMR LI ZA, HEOREWRICEST HlEE TENBE
itz (K10) . XA H—H T~ & — (Ambystoma tigrinum) Tix, B ITE T2 »> 7=
EEOBMREO b (K122 ),

AERABPRUHBREORKERK

BB 5 HE (8 3EH) ks, MIZH 10 ER (GEF 7 Z25<) OfEKHO
i B2 e 3 U HERE 72 & OBRIREE N QB S Tz, S 610, EEEMRIEICE>TH, K
WEEOEINC k> Tl FROBEEENMET L, MEKTERICIT., 2<EETEY
Bleca i goTnz (K 12—-1), A H—H T~ ¥ —TiE, HEMBRILL Tk
EIXTBIER TRICIIEFE RIEKG~Ro7z (K 12—2), =B, HEE ., KbLEREN DA
<. BRRIERDEE Th o 7ERF 7 13760 2 BRICHET LD, KEoBliThrro
7o

AEREARRTERS S UHERR

11 AR O WAL DWW T IREK TE%Z B L ORE% (8% 1% 20-57 B, %) 34.4 H) |
FJE PCRREZ £ L7228, W o {k2 5 & B. dendrobatidis iz 713 H & 72>
7o (R6) T BT 12V HB T WTFNOEES YR EIREDORKIETRD T,
ARBRATICER D b 72 B ARER 1T E LTz (K 13),
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BaHi EBE

AEOEBRTIE, HREAMEOY R EHEOERH T X TIZB W CTHEER & L Thig
JLENZ B, EDOY R EIEOIRIER Z R #H A (Berger et al. 1998) & —EH L 7z,
D5 b, B OEESKE T B. dendrobatidis i & 1% (B 10) 2N FER T = DIE 57%
(A7) THY . BRHEE T PCR IEL LI L TH o> Tz, LER-T, YRV EREDOZHE
21X, BRIRIEIR & PCRIEZGEDLETRW T 52 NEETH DL LB,

ARBFZETIE . 2 SEB] T MEA PR, B ol PR B S . A O R R 2R R N B S Tz
(K1 9B, D), Z A SRR RE ORKIZA S TR WA, YR D EREREMK TIL, #£
B &I T EME WL DO>50% NHES, S N UL ) U AREXZENEL>20%,
>50%0 35 2 EHE STV D (Voyles et al. 2007, Voyles et al. 2009), L 7-728 > T,
A TROONTMBEFEHREIIZINAOMTEREORENPEGEL TVDLHDLHRES
i,

Nichols & 32BkAYIZ B. dendrobatidis Z /&4 ¥ 7-v K7 7 =)L & T, Forzdn &%,
KGR O W AEFEIS Y R A EREN AT LIcB O & LT, & b 0.6%NaCl I TA 7 =
T 0.01%ICHR L2 iz~ CT1H1E 55 11 AMERERSE, 20K, M
A A v A A% #ME L7 (Nichols & Lamirande 2000, Forzan et al. 2008), % @
R, A b7 aFy—LOFGHERED LT,

ARFEBIL, BRFIEMEMEEZ AT, IGHIEIE, Nichols b7 m ha bz AR L LTHER
B2 5 L, Mk A X0 B HEE O & nested-PCRIEZ B L. Wi e bRE 2 R
DHE ZAT 2 T, T ORE R, 12 fEARH 11 AR OIER &L BREICKI LT, R IL. 16REF
¥ 344 HEOBMREIZL > THER Lz, DT, IBEKETHR 12 » HLL EARE L7223,
WT RO AE G EBIREBIXRG T, YARDEREELRIE L ARET 1 EELW2Rn (X
13), AIETEHIGRABNL DTN RK., T2bb, DTN IEOHEBR T, BEKOHL
PN AME ] & BRRAEIR O EN RO DT Z LD IR RN @R &R S i,

A N7 F = NVEFREEO N T Y=L RIEEWTH Y, BREFHEKTIZ, 77 A b
YA BRIE, EANTTAVIE, TASXUXNLVRIE, BT HE, 7V T hayh AER
FOEEMEABER e EOBEREKEEICR L THEHA LD (Martin 1999), 4 b7 =Y — Lid

BHEMBEOER S THAT LT AT e — LOESKRKRKIZBWTT M7 o P450 % [H
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=9 % (Sheehan et al. 1999), B. dendrobatidis 28 J& T 2 Y AR BN FOTFE LR AT B LG
T ITRATr—)LTh DI (Deacon 2006), DO EEE & Rk DO EMAEF CHIEREIEM 2=
THoLEZ LN,

mABICH T 54 FTa Yy —LoRIEREL T, Yo Tz o~ (Alytes
muletensis) O EICE W THEDOEBRFERPBO LI, TORK E L THEFEENRE I
TU % (Garneretal. 2009), A [E, 7B OB ZIT S T2 WTHDORERFNIZ & AR K7 & OK
BOEITRO LNT ., FEKRA L, WO REWERIZRD bk o7z,

B, EE T IXFERPICET L, WEFIBRANFEM T T, EMERFERITHA S
TEmhole, Ll 1EIOESBE, TLobbRMBRAKBEOT» 2 HRICKETLEZ &,
KEGRHERIZIBOON R holcZ b 2EADEAL NTaF Y —LORER L IEZE X

o AJEFNIIRE 159 LB ROBEIDNFEEELTH o7, A TEBRBMKEFT T
(R AE T & o 72, B. dendrobatidis (2 & 2 Bz i o> wE fFE A Ei RS AE O E 1L, R AEAIZLO
i OUUHME R 4% 5 = Z 3 (Voyles etal. 2009), ARIEFNIEMZ E L TVl &nb, YR
AEIERMICHE L TWzb D EHELEINTZ, LI > TEDIREBZZED 2REHIL, 1HFK
AT L LTH TFRIZEVWEZ I BT,

ARWFFER D B SN2V R EIEICKH T 2EE e b a LT, BEREFHORVWER
HOYRDEIETOHRPNGONTZZ L6, HEAMEEOFRALLIZZOBKE S 1 |k
Az HWT, TREORIIRARTEM Th DA 4V 2 a 7 U4 (Andrias japonicus)® B.
dendrobatidis DBRE 2T L 7= (Une et al. 2012), LA b X 0 KBFFEIZ X » THESL L 72 1REE
X, ARBICHLEISTE, YARIEREICK L TEEN 2R TH D LWLz,
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X &

#5 RFEBRTHEMLILY A EIERKE 2 =L

BRI BRRAEIR . PCRERA IS K OV R i O ELREBE R AR IC T AN BiE & 2l

IHEEH 0.01%A Fo 2 Y — LiEK104 M EED

2AE  EALE

SAH 0.01%1 hT7 2V — LIEiK105 EiRiEQ

4H B ELE

5AEBE  0.01%1 T 27V — LRk 10 BiRiER

6HH EALE

THE 0.01%1 T 27— LiIBE105 MR ED

SHH MmLE

9HH 0.01%1 hT 2V — LiEIK105 IR IEG

10H B MEALE

1HAHB 0.01%A h7 2 Y — LIEIK104 M 1E®

12H B MEALE

I3HHE 0.01%1 7 a2 — LRk 104y 12 1E@ /PCRI: £ FE Jite

IR L B PRE R
D52 K DN B2 B2 0D [
B HL IR

TRIE%. 208 LA EREMR (CFE¥34.48) Z @ 7=%. FEPCRIA £l

A4 K~ 7 @)~ — u (ltrizole Oral Solution1%, Janssen Pharmaceutical K.K., Tokyo, Japan) % &

FUKTHRL TRE 0.01%DA 7 aF Y — ViR e ERk, i,

SUZEF T & LTz,
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[B]

M9 R h & R L A A D B A
[A] JEfI 5 -~ s =)L (Ceratophrys ornata)

BB AKRFNZ LB OB DN 5D,

[B] JESI 8 T + =24 = L (Chacophrys pierotti)
BHPEIEIE L MRS RO b D,

[C] JEHI 11 F > XA 7 =) (Leptodactylus pentadactylus)
Pl L., LBIRETH D,

[D] JEHI 11 F XA v H T/ (Leptodactylus pentadactylus)
U2 < WIELTHIRICENZRWIHRFHERENRD b,

42



£ 6 HRFEAEMYRYCIELD

Wr S 4v7z 6 Fl 12 84K oo W AR o B RTE AR & M AR R

A E ke R 18 fie 16 5 Al o A TR IS T Iy A
iE 11 fii 4H

(9) WBEECTTHE filE SAIE T Z DAl PCR % E#ik PCR#AE  PCR##E (H)”
1  Lepidobatrachus laevis 142 + % I A 42 R g P ND N N (29)
2 Lepidobatrachus laevis 129 + P P N N (30)
3 Lepidobatrachus laevis 120 + P ND N N (29)
4  Lepidobatrachus laevis 86 + P P N N (30)
5 Ceratophrys ornata 68 + + P N N N (30)
6  Ceratophrys sp. 55 + + P ND N N (29)
7  Ceratophrys ornata ® 15 - + + 2 Fii P P
8  Chacophrys pierotti 80 + + A By MV P P N N (31)
9 Chacophrys pierotti 78 + + + P ND N N (29)
10 Chacophrys pierotti 68 + + P N N N (30)

(I IOF RN |
11 Leptodactylus pentadactylus 31 + + + P ND N N (20)
o R 1 3l 2

12 Ambystoma tigrinum 111 + + R o B AL P N N N (57)

+
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10—1 YARDEIREDODKERRIIAEBZTDIMEFROY 7Y 7
JEJE L= A DN HER T 5,

10—2 B. dendrobatidis 4= +% (v => h~©D o b - HYL@ - Bar=20 1 m)

RIFITY RO EHITHETH 2 ARIERE, HARKIIIBIER (X10), BLE R I %5 IR
DOHEHEEDHER TE 5,
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X 11 0.01%A K7 2V — VIERIZ K 2 Y R0 BIE O IR IRE 1A

MAEOEKRE DO UBEREDIERES LD L H5120.01%A FT7 aF Y — LVIRIKICRESE S,
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- LT 2T N . B

12—1 JEGI 5 AR B EIER R O I IRRET (£) B X aE#% (f) (Bar=10 1 m)
IBHRANIC 1T Z % @ B. dendrobatidis #4738 (F)2NHERE S L2 28, 7 IO FWBITIL, B
THEITERIN o T,

122 VYERICIHEDZA H—HF = #— (Ambystoma tigrinum) O)Yé‘%ﬁﬁ (£) BLO
B % (h)
TERANEEBGE N R T ATV D DI L, IR & ILREEERE & [ CRES e i alc Zfb L7,
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[A] [B]

13 VR EHEDWE 12 4 A 0l 8 35 & O 11
[A] JE#I1 8 T + = &=/ (Chacophrys pierotti)

9B THRO LMl KO EHEFE TS EL T\ 5,

[B] JEB] 11 F > XA 7 H =/ (Leptodactylus pentadactylus)
9C,D TH® b ILE I L O M ED) L F TR O b,
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% 3F B.dendrobatidis RED-=O DA 4> (Cu*) OBFEDMEDZERE
Cu*IZ&B7 7Y HYAHIIL (Xenopus laevis) ~DELEIZRET 511

F18 F#

B2ETIE, BRBEMEOY R EREOEFICH L, iEHETHLA N T aF Yy —
0.01%¥A K 2 T, BRRIER 278 L7 ZE4E 5 12 R 2 WV TR R o A 201k & B
AL, BEABICARAOY RN EIEDIRBIEOMSLICKRII Lz, ZOMETIE, mif
T L. mWERERP AR TE 5 NMEA O A 2 B 2 /N O EBIE G AR,
ERICER T EEbIC, RABER/NBICT DL T, K22 MeaER o7z, 2L,
o ErEom AR EREYE T 52 & TERALEL,

AE CiX. B.dendrobatidis % ¥ U 7 & L CEEHINTWS (Weldon et al. 2007) 7 7
U 71> A F7x L (Xenopus laevis ; LL T Y A = )v) ICARBEMERYL T 5 B. dendrobatidis @ &
HaEHME L CEREZFE Lz, Y AHTIVIHE, BER, BEEFREOHESTFICE
WTIEHERNPERWEBEZRERDYWE oo T, AARENTHAMR %, Kx ofisk <
FHIZEZL OEEBFHEEINTND,

BRETEHEINDY AT TN, EFAFEEOFRAESIL, PCREEL LV
B R A I X - T I B, dendrobatidis # fRE L T\ 5 2 L 25 L7z (R 2007),
Flo. B1LEOHMEICENT S, AATEIMINTY AN /LD B. dendrobatidis Pk i R 13,
26.9% (7/26) THY, ENEE FliEFH ThbolbmUWVRREFEEZRLIL, LN LN DL, Y AT
T /L ¢ B. dendrobatidis |2 % 2 FREEO WA ITELS | DAEICEWTHREDHH E L To
HIE 7R STV,

B. dendrobatidis FRE IOV T, MAEIZIHS W THBEAEAKROBE FEE LT, W OM»
DFHFERRESNTWD, 7 AT A=) (Litoria chloris) % 7= %8 Tix., B.
dendrobatidis |% 28°CLL LTS 2451k L, 37TCTARIE(LEND Z &b, 3TCORE TIC
#< Z L THET 5 H7E (Woodhans etal. 2003) 3d 5, L2sL. Z O HEITEIREE C#E
SRVWYATTA~OEICTHE LY, /o, YATZADOEKRHE THL Ry XAV AT
Jb (Silurana tropicalis) I2xt L, A~V >, =T 0 A F 7V —v ZHWTEEREORE D H

% (Parkeretal.2002), LU, Zi 6 OEYITHEMEN R MEFEEEL A T 2 FEDHERH S
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LTV % (Sundarrajan etal. 2001), % 2 E CHWHEREIEK A b7 aF Y —id, BREDR
FEEWRAEMTH D720, FBRKENOZHEE INLD Y AT EOmAREICIE, 1F
EOMESITL LI, BHOETHEHHATERY, £OD, Y AT URRET S B.
dendrobatidis (ZxF L T, ZENOR S CRMMRBRETIEOHENLEEN D,

KEESBFIZ 5 C o R - BRI IR BRUC R L CAiA 4o (Cu?) % V7 b st b
TW5 (B3 5. 2007, A 5. 2007), fAYNICF 44 5 Saprolegnia (X, Cu*0.006 ppm il
ETORFLMESNDIMELIGEONLTWD (S 5. 2005), F7-., MEEHHIC L - THHEIC
J&Ye3 2% B, Achlya flagellate, A. racemosa, Saprolegnia hypogyna, S. megasperma @ %
BAIE S (Bailey 1984), & L C. HFWF%EH OFARAE 1L, B. dendrobatidis D1
FERRZ - T, in vitro I8 T Cu** 7 B. dendrobatidis (25 % % %2 4 FFli L. Cu®"1 ppm
THFEMH A B &, 5ppm ML L THIFEZ L TE 5 2 L 2B b MIC LT,

Cu™ T, MEMFHE LIENH2RENREZAT L2 ERMONTBY | MAEWITERT S A
H=ALE LT, HET DL CHilaRE (B Z2E L, OBESLF N7 EHERE L
EMERT SEREPEELZILET 2, QA 4 OMBEERICE Y FHEOBED—HE2IE
PERR R L TIAEMT OAEM 2 0 R T 5, TORFEL L THEYMZ RS ELENNH
5 E#EZ B TWD (Yasuyuki et al. 2010, Codita et al. 2010, £ H 5.2013), L2vL., — &
EUEEEND COPRBIT, ABEICH L CHEMEZ AL, £, @BEZR Cu BB, WLME
ThorE, KFZxt L TIHFEE %25 2 Z 3 (Gardner & LaRoche 1973, Minervino et al.
2009), LU, WiZEHHICxT 25 Cu* DB LA LI-@E 20,

ZZ T, B I3ETIE, CUP B AWz A = L0 B. dendrobatidis @ R J7 ¥ DO HESL % H
L LT, CURNY AT NG 2 2 B2 Y RN E(LoBE WERKOELE &) | F
BRI (LTso) D FHAl, MK AL ZRE, BL O CU' N Y ATV OKREIZE 2 588 % 0
BARLGRZRICAEE L7z, RBR T TiX, Y A AT Cuicxt 3 Dt A Al RE7Z2 B o 72 %
T DT, CUOREZRET L ERAKMICY AH TV ZRIEL LTsy 272, EBRI T
X, EBR I Ol E b SICREHAHESR L, RENAE X VEEMICRE L., BRI Z LR
THILETRUMEAEFTRERREOREZ B L L THEM L7z,
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E28 MHBLUAFE

SRV (BAAEYEN - FiE) Z AWV TCT R D CuP R oIR8 A KM 2 fERk L7, Cu® 2Bl &
21X ICP—MS E B/ HrdEE SPQY000 (B A 22—« 7/ 77/ m P—#Aatt) 2 Hviz,
B KDOKFEA AP (pH) X, DL FIZRT, M L7k @EEER - k) 13X,
0.1mmol/L ® HNO; # G e iRiE CTH D, Lo T, B KD pH IZEHEE 1 & L UL TFTORE
X CTHH LT,

Cu’++2HNO;& Cu (HNO;)  + 2H*

xx1073
63.5

[H+]=2X

PH=—log[H"]1& ¥

2xxx1073
63.5

= —log X ¥ x X, B AKD CU I (ppm)

LT,
il H /K D pH : 0.2 ppm=pH 5.2
0.5 ppm=pH 4.8

20 ppm=pH 3.2

VAT T kA CUPEE O KRS L S IR B b 2 RER Lo, E7o, LTs OFHAIL,
BREAEFERD SR 24TV MR AL ERA 2T VIR I 5 2 5 B EZ MG LT,
PRI 1%, 1% MS-222 (Ethyl 3-aminobenzoate methanesulfonate98%, Sigma Aldrich) &% 212
LR RREE L7, BAME L OB M AT o 7o, EEMPFEC Lo ETIX, BRI
TR A IR . FARICERILZAT - 72, RMiZiE, ~"U > (AU T B U o AE
SH#% 10,000 Hifz, HIQBSK) WA 4T o 72 Iml {ESTER & 25G S & A H Wiz,

MFEAFEREICII R T A 7 I A2 MY —EmEREFEoEE (8L K74 47 2 3500V -
TIOTANDRAT 4 F1v) N BREOBEAKD DA A RE O K L OE AR 2
(SE) & H L7,

FE O BLOTOXREEN OGO @R Y AT =0 A FEEOFEE, 1%
Heff 72 (SD). ZEYEME (B 1 Ui — % 3 WU pfidR) #HHH Lz, £/, FEBX, xR
BED MAE L F R AELE & B ERE ) D5 DALl % Student-t B & 24T WV FHIEHT 217 -
Too AEKMEILS%E LT,
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L LB e OV EBRIE T HRICLHE LY AT T L2 TR E AL~ U 2 T 24 B LA
FRIEEE L EEICHE S TANT 7 4 Al a2dT 0 3—4u O MO A 2 Fik. € D%,
A~ hF Y YUY (HE) 21T, CUP B REMARICEH 2 5 8% 31N L 72,

FERBREIT T CORBREBLOLMEIUTO®EY ThH S,

RE I
2—1—1 HRBME LUV CUV'BRE
Y AH TV ((KE, M 40—529, M : 90—121 g)
- RPFRAE L - 7 fEIK (K 4, M 3)
- 0.02 ppm BE : 4 fEIK (Mt 2, M 2)
- 3.44 ppm B - 4 A (HE 2, HE 2)

- 19.68 ppm & : 4 fE & (HE 2, M 2)

2—1—2CU"MNYAHIINICEZ 5 HER
« Y AT D HARBZEAL K OV B K DAL
« LTso O 1
- Mg L F A
RMERAFE LR (PCV), MAEE (Glu), M JRFEZEFE (BUN), 7 L7 F =12 (Cre).
TNVEIVBELVEVEE N T AT I —8 (GPT), /¥ I UEEA XY 1 iR
NZ AT IF—F¥ (GOT), 7NV AV 7477 H—+E (ALP), T/V7 IV
(Alb), 8 H (TP), #L v T A (Ca), VY (P).F hU T A (Na), U DA (K),
## (Cl) 7t 14 A
- B2 RGO 9 B AR T O ZE L
EERI
2—2—1 HEABMBE LU CVWRE
Y AH )V (fKE, B 50—63 g, Hf: 101—127 g)
< GPIRE 2 0 2 A (HE 1, wE 1)
- 0.21 ppm B : 6 K (KE 3, Hf 3)
- 0.31 ppm & : 6 K (K 3, Hf 3)
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- 0.51 ppm #¥ : 6 fE{K (K 3, M 3)

2—2—2CUAYAAHIIIZEZ BEMIER
° 2_1_2 & Iﬁl*io

S
>

BRI, AEFEGEDIRENICT, S E#EEROCEBREEE AL,
WEBREORATHL L REEORA . B %O HIE & O o3I &S
1E
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FEI3H R
31 YAAILDEERMELLRUVEABKDEL

FHR T

XFHERE 1 CI1X 7 R CTOEME THEARIC T 2 KT RGTH Y | FERE T £ TIHE
T o EEIER <, MEKICEMITRD T,

Cu®"0.02 ppm B Tld, ERK THETT X TOBKNEFEL., SEHELIC L A2 REITR
IFChoteh, L LR LEEONE R DY, fEKPIRE LT,

3.44 ppm FE T 28 Bl #4212 1 EIR D) & 2380 < 72V hhed (33 WFRIRIC 1T AN T L
43 WP #% (2 fE4R B 2 FET L7z,

19.68 ppm FE Tk, RIE®RK 1 KR CEY S BNERIBIC 2 2 KRN B b, 2 R 288 L7z
L7 & 3 ERD KNI a7, 3 WEM] 20 /31212 L EMRAFE L L. 4 WF[H] 30 #4122 f&
REBEE L,

I

FER I

HREE 2 Tk, R TOMETHERBU T 2 AT RIF T, ERKE T ETRCT LM
KiZ72 <, BKOREB L 20 o7z,

Cu*0.21 ppm Bf TIX{RIE 48 Wr[E LAKE (S HIBfE L 7= Wi 28 B 32 - 72, 239.5 B #1021 (A
L, MBEKITAABE) ZEICRE L, 168 RKFMICIZ, Y AT ANES CTHHETE 51
FEIZE TIRBE LT,

0.31 ppm B T, J21H 48 BRefILABRIC RIEE L7228 B Se - 7=, 213 Bef], 249 B[, 271
R IC 2 i LEARELT, 168 RFfEIIZIZ, KF DY AH 09 U THHETE 2REIZ
F TR®E LT,

0.51 ppm FETiZ, Z{E 48 e LARR ICHIBE L 722 28 B2 B 47 RefH . 196 Iefi . 260 HFfH
IZENEIN LEEPELT Lo, 144 FERIICIE, KF DY XA T VRN B CE 2 WRE £ TR
wL7- (X 14),
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3—2 FHBIEEFM (LTso)

xtHREE 1 35 KO8 Cu*0.02 ppm BEIZ EBRMIM IS L Lieh o 72, 3.44 ppm BE Tl LTso
12 47.6 FEITH Y | 19.68 ppm HE TIL, LTso 3 4.6 Bl TH - 72,

KTHRRE 2 132 TALE L, 0.21 ppm BEIX 239.5 BERIC 1 EIAFETS L7203 50 B BB IC I3 E 5
feinote, F£72 0.31 ppm EED LTy 1% 287.6 BFHIT&H 0 . 0.51 ppm FED LTso 1% 217.6 HEfH T
Hol, CUO IEE LHICE LT DEMARD S (K 15),

3-3MALELERE
EE I
EBR T 3 KO OxFHREED & M A AL P2 fE O S A 2 ER L 72 (3 6),
Cu® i B8 |\ B L C i@ Mk o k3380 bz (K 16.), PCV. Glu, GOT. GPT. ALP,
TP, Alb, TP X, CU*BED EF o TEMEEZ R TMEMN S 72, BUN L Cu* iRE D |
> TR N T 2 M A bivie, o, EMEICBEL T, A1 T, FH¥ Na;92
meq/l (BEH#EFR 7 [SE], 2.3). K; 2.3 meg/l (SE, 0.2). CI; 57.5 meqg/l (SE, 3.8) T& v . 0.02 ppm
FETIX. “F¥J Na; 102.3 meg/l (SE, 2.3). K; 2.2 meq/l (SE, 0.1), CI; 64.3 meqg/l (SE, 2.9) T®H
72, 3.44 ppm BEFS KO0 19.64 ppm £ D Na, K, ClHEIEL., i L 7= 3 EHH i3 scale over
(HEREE) LR HEMEOHEREENFEOONT, LER s TINOLHMAEHBIZEL T
X777 TE oo,
PCV. TPIZHIJ HxIMEEE L 3.44 ppm B K OY 19.68 ppm A, % L T Glu, GPT, GOT IZ
BT 2 5HHEE L 19.68 ppm BEIL., MEFFHIAEE (% : p<0.05) M@ L (X 16) .

=B

Cu? 8 BE 1 B L C i Mk O b 23380 H4u7- (¥ 17), Glu, BUN, Cre. GOT. GPT.
ALP, TP, Alb, TP X, CU'RE D EFIZ-> THMEZ R TMMAH -7, Ca, Na, CliL
CU™IBE D EFICHE > TR T T 2EM N8B bz, $iC GOT (2B 2 % HREE L 0.21ppm
& 0.31ppm BB LN Na 1B 1T D xREE L 0.51 ppm BE, ClLIZE T D xBEEL 0.21 ppm,
0.31ppm, 0.51ppm FEIXAAHEMAE S (k : p<0.05) AFRO LI (K 17),
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3—4 KREDCUVEE

EIZL2REMRABFEMELR (B 18—22)

st HEEE - LB T < . R ES 4—6 8 T, FBEPBEITEL | #Hii L T\ iz,
FERL R & KSR S HEEIR L Bl B L Tz (K 18),

Cu®"0.02 ppm ¥ :

Cu®"0.21 ppm #¥ :

Cu®"0.31 ppm #¥ :

Cu®"19.68 ppm Ef :

— A LIE D FIBE, FEE O S KLk I o0 — 81T 55 47 e R
&, —EMOEKICREZDOIEESCBREDORENRBD bz (Cu*t &
DREBRITIEWEEZE X BN D), IVEMREELSBEZINTZN, WTh
DAL HBIR T ERICBEE T 28 b & ixA e SR> 7 (K19),

KL JE LR, ALfE T EIEE U, RIS, IEPESESE & £
D F B M JE oo M I EERR L. 2R & TP Ak, b RO o 22 Ak 5
DAEVE R L, FORLR & KGR O ZE LT BB (X 20),

b, RPEGHMAARASEERR L. REGMAao R, 22k, e
BRI, LXK RGN A DTz, KB E P D B JE i
MR L Tz (X 21),

KB B NI KRB O ZZBN TR S v, MilafE o RBEN SR, T~

DFEE DO FE LI O ZERME N 2 B iz, BB O &Mk 98 41
FEMEWE IR . FERIR N IEIE LT (X 22),
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BaHi EBE

CUDY AT IVICKT HEBE R LIZE 2 A, BEEMIENEIC LTy 2MEH L (X 15).
MmgtERIC b BN RO bR, ERIBLOIICE VT, Cu*0.02—0.21 ppm BTl ¥
BEIFIZITES Do 7253, 0.31 ppm BE T, 2876 B THE ML T L, Lo TY
AT TV CuP it AT RE 22 AEF IR FE 1T 0.2— 0.3 ppm 2R L HEE L 7=, L2>L. 0.21 ppm
FECH FEBRMK TR OERFKITER 2 RIK 2 W d 2 WITERIN I L) @EICREEBL TR, K
J& O B AR AR PT B IR A E O IR, fAfbjE oRERE & B R REE 2D IFENE
BAE 2 PR R B AN JE O A TR L T ZEBR A2 TE AL, F 7 B RCHIAE o 22 R Ak S o S R R
A B (M 18—22), L7225 T, 0.21ppm TH CutiC K HEFILH V| BFERMOIE
RICEVZoEETSHICES Db D MR I NI,

CuZ Wt o K AEAEMICB T 5 FEBRTIX, =Y~ % (Oncorhynchus mykiss) T 0.035
ppm 18 [ L TH ., GLU, GOT. GPT, ALP, Glu, TP ICAERLZLITFRD b
ST tDHENHDH (AR 1979), —FH . A X RO —Fi~ I F =2 7 (Fundulus heteroclitus)
(2B W T, 1.0 B8 LT 5.0 ppm THEIEICFEE 258 7= (Gardner & LaRoche 1973) . Baker
IX. & F A (Pseudopleuropectes amerimanus) (23> T Cu?" 0.56 ppm. 1.0 ppm. 3.2 ppm I
R L, SECHEAT OSSO MG A B L Tl Y . HBIE. Cu* 0.56 ppm i {E 700 KFH
TITMAR R R E 1T S 20 A8, Cu? 1.0 ppm (200 FFRAILAAICFET), Cu?* 3.2 ppm (100
P LANIZSE ) TITNEIE A E R L7 2 & 23 & L7z (Baker 1969),

Y AH T TIE, CuPRE EAICfE o Tl GOT, GPT B XU PCV. TP, Alb, Glu 2
A L7, GPT, GOT 137 X VR & TCAY A 7 VLV DOHERITHFEL TWAHHEHLZLD DT
HY . B CTEOEEN G FHREGEICHA LTIt L, IFBEEOREIE L 72
5o GOT [TMMANFBIEILEDT A Y A L, $hbbMlE GOT & X b= FU T GOT
AFIE L. GPT L &b T OB EREZ M+ 5, FTiE, T HERFOEIEE LT,
GOT. LDH, 7 % Ti% GOT, GPT ® L HO#E M H % (Underwood 1971), Z 1 & DEEHIE
PEIZ. —fRIZ, Ry . 7y b, ERETHEREZENTHY . 4. K, § TS OBESR
EHEMENE SN, BPHICL > TEZORKMERITR RS, BE BEA BV TINDG
BEZDOEREMEL I MEOHIRITHEI N TR, LR T, Y AT VORIROGE
RELZKBRLZNE D DI AHATHY, ZLOOMENEREOWVWTH ORI oMY 5
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MERMTOILERS D EEBb, LrLAaBnb, CWRBEEFICHE--TIh b ORE
FHA LI EAHEMEZ R L TEBY . 2NOBELZ MO 2OME (Ha) [CRWEFELE 5
ATWDZEEWENTH T,

VAT LE, Cu® 3.44 ppm DL LT 48 BFRI LINIC - BIEICE > 72, F£7=. I+ Na,
ClE X CU" IBRENRE K 2 DI >N KM 2 /R B A 2% S S v/, Thurberg 51X 3 K
Y 4 = (Carcinus maenas) % fli > TEEBIi/K% Cu* 5—40 ppm TAMRABREZIT- 7=, Cu®
WHEORME & I MIEREEIZIKT L RELEMRE A B, 10 ppm L o> Cu® i T,
AR BLE L IFIEERE R VRBIERGT N ERIC Kb Z & ZHE L7z (Thurberg et al.
1973) , CU* IC L 2R GIEFHEE OB E L, METIE, i~ 7 1Y — AIZFET S Na,
K, ATPase (Na D REENH X IZBAMR T 2) ZHET D2 & T, KA o DfFZ M2 2 S
., AT VORBWEDORICKLBERZ XA F—HENHEFINDLI I LICEsTHERZE
nN5&EZ5NTW5S (Lorz & McPherson 1976), =<~ A (Salmo gairdneri) (231} % Cu?*
0.135 ppm RIEIZH W T, MR OB TN 48 FELINIZER O Hiv, KEE FE MLE %
5l & # Z 9 (Daoust et al. 1984), t 7 X (Pseudopleuropectes amerimanus) o il T% Cu®* 1.0
ppm EIEIZ B W T, AL i U, ARSI o LRI SRR 2 & i L. M
FEARR N R ICRE LS R DMEMMA A BT, 3.2ppm TIE, P OEAEENERITHE I
D52 ENHE STV (Barker 1969), M2 H 044 Tid, RFEME I L OERE OEN
~OIY AT, EICMTHLN, BEEITTZEORETIE, RERZOKRE O—H%
Rz LIRIREMEOREH KOOI AN 6475 T2 (Deyrup 1964), Cu®* i K FMEIC
MfH Na, K, ClORFERRELBOONTZZ LD, 2D OEMIE CuIT L D EE~D
GEMEE I LICERT S LE 20, £72, PCV, TP, Alb & Cu®" 2 & /7 M 1 1]
ST ERBEmE R Lz, —RICIADDEANRRKICETEFTLMEBL LTHARE
Abib, BREBEGICE2KGORYIAZEFIZER L TWD ATREMEN R SN, M
Gluit, CBEEHF L L HICEF L, Y AT LOMF Glu XA {E 82.7 mg/dl TH
S 72, Cu?19.68 ppm BETxHMEREED 7 500 Lo JEH ICHEE (589mg/dl) Zox L7z, i%E
IZBTDHGluD LRI, AL ATRZ S E ST (Wright 2001), EiEE O Cu*™ic X - &
REDORMEREFHLEREZLTWDLZENG, BEX ML AEFICH7Zb O L HER I,

KEOERNS  CUTITM AT LT 02ppm UL ETRIGEELEL L, LV @I TIT.,
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Z Ry BRI BAEM 7 BT K D o E S (chemical burn) DRfEZ Gl EE Z L, K
REERFICLDOMPEMRERT 2FH KT D, T, REKMFAECHPREFEELE L EF
S, HWHEERT LN HRE N, AR R EZ B BT 5 & Cu™iE B. dendrobatidis o BR i 1k
ELTEMBTARVWI EBRHELNTR -7, L L72A 5, Saprolegnia (% Cu®*0.006 ppm, Vibrio
B A 1T Cu®0.1 ppm THIGEMBI RN H H L EN D (S 5. 2005 2 E 2007) ., B.
dendrobatidis D E5 3 INEE T, EANOREBRBISLICIT L ELE L, L, BEMEBHCE
FNLRERIOMENPRETE RN LITX D, Z D7 B. dendrobatidis D5 # ICFE L T,
B

CUZWMT 52 & T, BINEEHIC 72 D ATREMEN RIB S T,
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=
[A] [BI]

14 FEB 212805 144 BB OFRE KO T

[A] %t HEEE 2 il B K DRE X < B,

[B] 0.21 ppm Bf fABKDIBEN A DHIL, ¥ L TY AT ARBLETX D,
[C] 0.31 ppm £f fABKOREITEETHY, Y AT DV EHETE RN,

[D] 0.51 ppm #f fA B KORBEIZIEFIIEHETHY ., Y AT TV EZBETI 20,
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(BF )
300

250

200

150

100

50

0.31ppm 0.51ppm 3.44ppm 19.68ppm (Cu2+ik i)

15 Cu?tRJE &Y 2 Az oY BIEFERM (LTs0 ; 50%Lethal Time)
XFFRRE, 0.02 ppm BE. 0.21 ppm B TIE L BIEICE S oo 7=,
TEEARIENEIC LTs0 DEMEARD N5,
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#6 f@EERT 7 U By AH )L (Xenopus laevis) O Ifi#E A4 (b 2F F A 2 il L

AL A B B 22 H YR H
PCV % 36.1 8.7 29.0 — 48.0
GOT u/I 235.0 86.6 189.0 — 357.0
GPT u/I 4.4 3.4 2.0 — 12.0
ALP u/I 350.7 288.2 104.0 — 870.0
GLU mg/dl 82.7 34.6 61.0 — 150.0
BUN mg/dl 2.8 3.8 0.7 — 121
Thil mg/dl 1.0 0.8 0.6 - 33
Cre mg/dl 0.3 0.1 0.2 — 04
TP mg/dl 4.1 0.7 3.8 — 50
Alb mg/dl 2.1 0.5 1.9 - 31
Ca mg/dl 12.2 1.6 11.4 — 16.0
P mg/dl 6.2 1.9 5.4 — 9.2
Na mEq/I 99.4 8.1 95.0 — 112.0
K mEq/I 2.2 0.3 21  — 27
Cl mEq/I 63.2 6.1 59.0 — 71.0

1) : N=9

2) : RIMERAEMR LR (PCV), MPEE (Glu), MLPR#EZEFE (BUN), 7 LT F = (Cre). 7
NEIVBBENVEVER N T AT 2 —F (GPT), VX 2 ATV o iR T A
71— (GOT), 7B YU 74177 % —+F (ALP), 7/ 7 I v (Alb). EHA (TP).
BT A (Ca), Y (P), 7 RU A (Na), U wA (K), #HFE (CI)

ME#Z 5L FI 44743500V 8571400884
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Ca

mg/dl
16.0 -

14.0 -

12.0 -
10.0 -
8.0 -
6.0 -
4.0 -
20 -
0.0 T T T !

xTEREEL 0.02ppmEE  3.44ppmEE  19.68ppmEE

X 16

EBRT THLNA CutRERIEY AT L b
i 35 A Al 2 B A A fE

Xy . Cu2+RBE, Y iy - W EME, * : p<0.05
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17 FEBR I TH LS CutiEIRE Y A T /L 6457 A AR A E

X o Cu+REE, Y Wh - I 7E fE,

* : p<0.05
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l18 S HRTELC 35 T‘r:r/x wx/vwﬁéwﬂ%k (H E)
[A] (X 100)
[B] (X 200)

[C]

19 Cuz*JHE 0.02 ppm BE CELFFA) |
[C] (X100)
[D] (x200)

71

[D]




‘)'; -

," il o '\S
20 Cuz+fJ% 0.21 ppm BEICI T 2 Y A =L DR AR (H.E)

[E] Z£EfEEK (X100)
[F] ZECfE{& (X 100)

21 Ca24?;;%f§ 0.3.1‘ppm Fica
[G] AfFEA (X 100)
[H] sETEA (X200)

ST e\

N @

IZBIT LA

Tige ¥

v - J j

Hr L DF Rk (HE)
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7“6‘/% wm/vwﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ% (H.E.

22 Cu2+@fzr“ 19.64 ppm E$
[I] FECAEAR (X 100)
[J] ZEfEAK (X 200)
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4y
] (T

PAEDRRE D 70— AL LA TBEOERIZ L0 | WitiZaik, KB, Buffb s, T ok
R, AEXTBONBNRBE), FERENZEY | HANL BA 7L FRaf ~L_AT A JLAD
£ O AR AN . BUEDOIRBUCIEB S AL, VBT ORERIFER &> T D, Zhbid
& X CH A AR BRI R EBEZ -0 L, Fio, HRRFMNRKEEZAEL 5,
Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis i3 1999 45> 7R 7 E'FH Y R h ©RHO M H S - EE Th 5, g
WCOREGR LY R EiEE s & Z L, 272 < & bBUEE TIZ 20 £ 200 FELL Lo A RH O 4 B
P RS E T2 LB LTV D, BN T, AR S L COREICEIT 20583 & LD
ARER A~ DB O TN EFE B AR REE A (IUCN) % P2 Thi, Zha =) CEEBVE £
(OIE) I ZEBRMZREEMR Z NE & T 2HERICHEE Lic, B ETENY, R 780 B.
dendrobatidis (X, 2006 4=l A FEE M FEMNEIE L TN ab kel il A 3H O N FEFF1 0B R STz,
HAIZIZ 66 f (NFR : B H 39 fE, AR H 27 M) OERMAENER L TR Y., BEEADNERK
L7 2012 FD Ly KU A BT £ 0 9 HIEJREIRAED 42 Fll, 2RO 67%I2b k5, ~v h&L
THIE SN WAFITIHIMNCBEINDI ZENH Y, THDNERIRE 720 | B4 Ol A AL
RIDAEME bR STV D, ZD7, AAEAOR AR % B. dendrobatidis D& 557 % 72
DIZIX, WiiET 5 mA$EIZ 31 5 B. dendrobatidis fRENRILOIEIR, B L &7 fE N4
2B Y] 7 B. dendrobatidis OB ER T IEDOMENL A KO, LU s, bAEICHA S
546 fe i 221D B. dendrobatidis /YL EREZ FAE Lo 51372 < . —MRFIECERE S b miAREIC
BIORERA BRI N TR, S 5I2, RO WAL /e 2BRE AR X TR RIE
DL AR+ THD, £ 2T, AWFETIE, Ftdd 2 mA3HO B. dendrobatidis JEH44 5 1E 4 B & )
ZL., OFETHRREE - 1RRIEL L L, fE Rl AEAZ KGR &4 %, B. dendrobatidis D7E
RFEA~DOEB BT 2 L2 AL T 5, AFFRORRIE, MEIRICHRT 2 A 2 A O R4 =
FICHFGT D, AZETLUTD 3 SDEL D> TWD,

H1ETIE, ENMAET FB X OMA S =oh ket ¥812 815 5 B. dendrobatidis O£ B4R 1 % B
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LIMNCT B EEHEME Lz, 2008—2011 4D EIC#iAE%E 820 T (NER : 21 £} 109 76, 42 H 722
e, AR H 96 L, B2 H 28, 55 561 PLi% 20 » Eb#iA) &0 EKRAY 7 ZEE L, nested-PCR
14T B. dendrobatidis & 1x1- A 5 H | S ERBS & it L 72, 820 DT 76 T (9.3%) 75 B. dendrobatidis
A S 7z, B. dendrobatidis 23t S Av7-B# O NFIL, MEH 20 #E 66 T, AR H 7 fE 10 LT
Hotz, EAMAEOMRERIL 10.3% (58/561) TH Y. HAENTEMIHETE b L IXpGEMICE
B ST D BB ORI RIT 6.9% (18/259) Thb o 7=, WHEEKOFEEIZ O »[E (FAH U 7,
AV AR, FHAN, A= ZoV=T 0 ZA4 0 TAUH NEF L) T, ARL FA
Y K 24 fERIE, 42 DEINTATEI S WBETH Y 7% 52 BRI A REMEE TH - 72,
i ABIREIZ BT DV MEE 2L, B. dendrobatidis SFBEES ORI, kR OB LHHE A F LA
REZEDGEIMDO ERIZL Db EEX-, EXD, <y & L THASN DIk
DOpEIG| %4 L TBI/ES B. dendrobatidis 78 H AENIZRAL TS Z &, £/, TTICHARENT
filE ST D2y NAMARHICIE, B, dendrobatidis O REAMEYMEE N L EELTNWDHZ L%
5z LT,

e 7L 76 0 PCR MEM) O IEECHIEITIC & - T, B. dendrobatidis 1 11 @ haplotype (275
Sz, = LT A ZEFE D 52/58 (90%) 73 haplotype A (DDBJ accession number AB435211) T&H -7,
haplotype A 1%, #AMIBWNTH o & HIA< oA LTV D EIiJEMERHM (Global pandemic lineage :
Bd-GPL) Th 5, 7=, HARENOMEE CEIEIINLTWDLT 7V 1 AF7x )L (Xenopus leavis) 7>
5. 4 >0 haplotype (A, C, Q, V) 23 v, AL THZR E LI-MARD 5 Lg% < @ haplotype
ERELTRBY, 77U HY AHT)L B, dendrobatidis O EE /v U T &3 DG E SR L=,
Fo, HAELZEHOP T, BARIZBW TR S < O 5 haplotype 2MERIND L & HiT, TOEIET
fhE & F2p > Tz, 37205 MiE Tl haplotype A 78 90% & JERIFJIZZ A3, B AR TIE, haplotype
C, 44%. A, 28%. V, 17%. Q, 5.6%,. Bd28, 5.6% & . %< OFEFHD haplotype, £kx 72HIE TRt S
. EWNEAE FAPERARECIL, B. dendrobatidis D ZERMENREWZ ENH LTSN, Ok

P, PREBEERCH B PN T TR A 2 & O T SR O W ARH & OB & 2 VWX IE R
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filz X VRSN D EEZ LN, SBIZ, HARZELT U7 LZ2OMOEIZIIT % haplotype
B8, B4 1% 9 haplotype (A, C, E, L, Q, V, Bd28, Bd38, Bd41). 4 #& 1%4>7 %> 3 haplotype (A, Bd29, Bd43)
EL T UTICBWTEWIBR ISR A D, Goka H 23 ET % B. dendrobatidis 7 < 7 &G
HFFTDORERE ol

FL1ET, Ny & LTl T 28k MEm AN, —EDHIE (10.3%) T B. dendrobatidis # &
L. SHIT, YARD EFEZFAE L T DR KRESE S RS S 4172, B. dendrobatidis (3, B
DHHT, BEKEN LT, BHIKPERET DL & bI0, IRHIB L, YR 25720, A
IR BREESCTRIRIE OREST S KRV, FRISY R 8 EE 2 0E U 72 WA Tl BB oilEE
THERE, B ESND 2 ENnb EEIER 2B < Te OB RIEDOMENLIT R TRV HTL B TH
Do

LT, 2 ETIHARRENLY AN IEOWAKZ MR E LT, DRI, W OR 2RI
OS2 B E Ui, @i 12 It (NRRITEERES fE 11 P, ARIE 1HE 1 8) T, ERRIE
W R R HEBE AR 12 X % B. dendrobatidis ffsR35 1 UF nested-PCR IEIZ K V) > 7R 7 BYE & il B2 &
i, W7 v b=l B 7Y = LR PUEERA b T =25 —)b 0.01%KEKIC, 1 (8] 10 75,
1 AR EICEH 7 RIOFER & Lc, FREF L ONARAIRIE, BRRIER, EHEME L nested-PCR {£D
3OT, IR, IRRIE LI I ONGHE (20-57 H. K 344 H) ([CHIE L7z, ZoORER, 12 Pt
1 PEOTEFR IR Lo, 61212 » H &2/l L THHRITRO bNehole, £z, BKIE
Wi, eWEBHLE G 5 B, DT 3 EOIB CHE Lz, LT L7z 1B h =Lk, fElEy
ROHERENBELS , T, HB LRV EITL Wb Lcb o Ll S, Zotho®h
ZEO TRIWERIIMER SN Rho T, Flo, BEREHIORWVAREOY AN EHETHRPE S
Nl Z b, ERFEFFEE OFRAXLLIZZ ORI T v b =2bZ VT, DB EORRIRRLEY
ThoHAAY a7 74 (Andrias japonicus) @ B. dendrobatidis DFREIZAKEI L7z, LA &0 AHF
FENT K o THESE L7oipiikid, ARBICHEISTE . YA I EEICH L TLEEN RN TH D &

T L 72,
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52 BT, MEHBLOAREOY RN BIEOIRBIEDOMLIZKI LTc, ZOMFRETIE, &ifiT
FH LR, mOREDRPHFTE 2 NMEHAOREANZ | B 2/ NMUORERIA GRS, RIS
ToHEEBIC, BEREZRNEICTDZETRaIA MEER 72, Zhiud, i ErEo A LE 2
L35 ETERI L, LML, 5E2KIET, DOZIEE INDLT 7Y 1Y A7 )L (Xenopus
laevis) 72 & OWMAERIZIE, EREOEMS T L E LY, BHOE THEATE R, 77U Y ATx
L, AT, BB AT EOSBOMEITIIR I WEE R EREY T, HRFTIEL
Ao Tnd, £O—F5T, 77U BV AHT/LiEB. dendrobatidis @ H 4475 =T, 2 OEERF
Y U T &S, 2o U TS B, dendrobatidis 23 L7z &2 MERH D, T, EE
FLEOEOIHIZT 7V 1> AH )LD 26.9%7%>5 B. dendrobatidis 23 & H Si7=, LavL,
NAVC, T 7V Y A L@ B. dendrobatidis FREGIEIZHEN. S AL TR,

ZZ T, HIT|TIEL, 77U A AH /LD B, dendrobatidis (2% L TEENORS ., LMT, @
BRRBRE T EEZ BT 5 2L L LT, A4 A4 (Cu*™) Db OBENERICER Lz, 1 403,
KESBFIZIBWT, ME - BEEEREOBRICHA SN TEY . FRCRINCEET LI
(Sploregria) (Z%f L C Cu**0.006 ppm L& CEHERH D | TR AVBRTWD, £z, HLFEFIEE
OFARAFE S 1L, B. dendrobatidis D E5# K% > C. i vitro 1233\ T Cu®* 78 B. dendrobatidis (5%
5B 3T L, Cu®* L ppm THIZEIIHI 233 & 5 ppm LI E THE AL TE S5 Z L 2B 5 nIiC L,

LEDZ Ene, 77 VBV AHTILO CUP~DOEEZMEZMFE L., Cu®™ % B. dendrobatidis (R
BE L THEATE 2005 Uiz, SEEUER A2 WV C. <HIREE, Cu®0.02 ppm 725 19.68 ppm £ T 6 B
BEDPRE D Cu* KZFHEE L=, CU* BT 7 U B AT T 2 %58 % IR L OBIEE (FE /K
DELEET) | BN (LTs) OFHAL M b2 L OB R I X - TR
L7, ZOfEF Cu*0.02 ppm B TITSETEAIZ 22 < | 0.21 ppm B TiLiRiE 239.5 B4 12 1 VL (n=6)
FETC L7z, 0.31 ppm BETIL, 287.6 FERTHEAIEILT L (n=6) . CUPIREEN EHT 510> T LTy
OEERAER LTz, BLEX D, 77U Y A =00 CurTitth rl 482 i S 13 0.2—0.3 ppm J

BeEHEE L7z, LarL. 0.21 ppm T SEERFE T IRe o0 8 B /K I Tl R 2ok R 70 Uk b 2 W MR B2 (2
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KV EEICRBLTHY ., B8ORS AT R CIEREMEOIRE, Ao EIRE & 8
IR R A TR . IVEMEESE & (1 R B O AR X BB U CZEBR A Ak, F 7 BRIl 22
FLE D@ E R LN B bz, Liz3-> T, 021 ppm T CuPIC L BEFIZH V. BB OIE
RICEV ZoBEITSHICHML 2D bo LHfigsniz, o, CU"RE LFI2fE>TGOT, GPT
KUYPCV, TP, Alb, Glu 8 EF-4% Z LRGN T,

REDOEERDS, CU LM AREICx LT 0.2ppm UL ECRFEREZER L., LV mEBETIE, ¥
PRy BRI RIER 72 B\ X DR EDILSEME (chemical burn) OJRREZ B & Z L, FERETER
HICX DM P EMRERE ZFHRET 2, T REKFECMTEREORE 25| & 2@t a R
TR SN, AR R A B E T 5 & Cu®id B. dendrobatidis DR & L TEHAK TR
ZEMHLMNTA 5T, LML 5 . Saprolegnia |& Cu?*0.006 ppm. Vibrio JE#HE 1% Cu*0.1 ppm
THIEIMHIN RN H D & &b, B. dendrobatidis DORG#IZNEET, ENMIOREMMEINICIT 1 4%
TLlo, ZhiE, BEMEHCE SN REREDOHEENRETE RN LIZLD, 207D, B.
dendrobatidis DEEFIZE L T, Cu®Z A5 Z & T, BRI M 22 B ATREMEDS R STz,

LLb, ARRFZE T, FeAEICER T Dl AR A $H 0 B. dendrobatidis Y EREE . 75 1 AEW R e Tik
ZHOWTHLNZT A L EHIT, BRBEMEDOY R I EIEORRE « {BRIELZ N LTc, AR5
ST EEIT, fE FlAREICH T D B. dendrobatidis JEHEBLIED FikEERAEL L, SBHIC, YA E

FEDBIC S b SN DB IR DD Ie A O R EEZL S ~OBEEDB BTSN 5,
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+ Tamukai K, Une Y, Tominaga A, Suzuki K, Goka K (2014) Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis prevalence and
haplotypes in domestic and imported pet amphibians in Japan. Diseases of Aquatic Organisms, 109: 165—
175

Abstract http://www.int-res.com/abstracts/dao/v109/n2/p165-175/
DOI: 10.3354/da002732.

+ Tamukai K, Une, Tominaga A, Suzuki K, Goka K (2011) Treatment of spontaneous chytridiomycosis in
captive amphibians using itraconazole. Journal of Veterinary Medical Science, 73: 155—159
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AWFIED NI L AR L Z £ L ODITHIZD | #bh TARE R 5 TG THIFETR & £ L7 R
FEREAHNE A SRR TIRA RESR, DEWIRIRIT . BEHARR R, 0 AR,
I BB SR B £,

7o, FEBROEfiF LT — 2T b lc > L, ESLEREEMIEET. A - AR v
S —FJEHIE A, IEA M SRR, BUERRFEF A, BKBHEEIR OERIITIRER
PERICR D £ LT, TREHEL £,

COMXEBFEZIRZADITHY . R AMTEE L L TRED BAMEREE 2 302 T < V72 R

JREL AR OBEE, AEFIAEIFBEO A Z v 7 £ L TERICER S EHEBL £7,
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Summary

Epidemiological and Clinical Studies of the Amphibian Chytrid Fungus (Batrachochytrium

dendrobatidis) in Exotic Amphibians

The animal trade has aided in pathogen dispersal and has frequently been the cause of pandemics such
as SARS, H5N1, avian influenza, and koi herpes. Its effects may be sufficiently significant to cause declines
in wild populations as well as serious economic losses around the world. Batrachochytrium dendrobatidis, a
fungus which belongs to the Chytridiomycetes class of the Chytridiales order of fungi and which was first
described in 1999, causes chytridiomycosis, a disease which infects amphibians. This fungus is responsible for

the decline or extinction of more than 20 families and 200 species of amphibians.

Abroad, the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) has designated B. dendrobatidis a
pathogen that requires global monitoring and specific study in order to determine its role as a causative factor
of chytridiomycosis, and also to evaluate its effects on ecological systems. B. dendrobatidis is also listed in
the obligatory Aquatic Animal Health Code published by the World Organization for Animal Health (OIE).
The first cases of chytridiomycosis in Asia were confirmed in captive exotic amphibians in Japan by Une et al.
(2007), with some of the cases resulting in death. Japan is home to 63 species of amphibians, 40 species of
anurans, and 23 species of urodeles, including endemic species. Of these, 42 species (67%) are listed as
endangered and near-threatened on the Red List compiled by the Ministry of the Environment of the
Government of Japan.

B. dendrobatidis has a broad host range, is highly infectious, and has a high fatality rate. B.
dendrobatidis zoospores can spread through water and cause infection rapidly over a wide area. To date,
however, no studies have sought to determine the prevalence of B. dendrobatidis in imported exotic
amphibians in Japan. In addition, the prevalence of B. dendrobatidis in captive amphibians is unknown, and,
moreover, treatment methods and elimination techniques for chytridiomycosis have yet to be established for

many of the amphibian species at risk of infection.
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The aim of this study was to survey imported and captive exotic amphibians in Japan in order to
determine the prevalence of B. dendrobatidis, and to establish chytridiomycosis treatment and B.
dendrobatidis elimination techniques. An additional goal was to decrease the threat of B. dendrobatidis
infection in endemic Japanese amphibians.

This study consists of three areas of research, described in Chapters 1 to 3, respectively.

Chapter 1. B. dendrobatidis Prevalence and Haplotypes in Domestic and Imported Pet Amphibians in
Japan.

In order to clarify the infection status of B. dendrobatidis, we surveyed amphibians imported into
Japan and those held in captivity for a long period or bred in Japan. Between 2008 and 2011, samples were
taken from 820 individuals of 109 amphibian species and were analyzed using nested-PCR assays. A total of
76 samples (9.3%) from these 820 amphibians were identified as B. dendrobatidis-positive. Although B.
dendrobatidis prevalence was 6.9% (18/259) in sampled amphibians from private collections and those
commercially bred in Japan, it was 10.3% (58/561) in imported amphibians.

The high prevalence of B. dendrobatidis in imported animals is possibly a result of the increased
opportunity for infection due to the high density of individuals in closed environments in the distribution
process, particularly breeding facilities, as well as reduced immunity, resulting from the stress of living in an
environment different from their natural habitats.

Both captive amphibians and those from the pet trade that were surveyed for this study included a
significant number of healthy B. dendrobatidis carriers.

We identified the genotypes of this fungus using partial DNA sequences of the internal transcribed
spacer (ITS) region. Sequencing the PCR products of all 76 B. dendrobatidis-positive samples revealed 11
haplotypes. The species infected with the greatest variety of haplotypes was the Japanese-bred Xenopus laevis,
in which haplotypes A, C, Q, and V were detected. This finding supports the contention that Xenopus laevis is
a key B. dendrobatidis host species.

Whereas five haplotypes, A, C, Q, V and Bd28, were detected in captive Japanese amphibians, the

proportion of B. dendrobatidis haplotypes found in samples from Japan differed from that of those from other
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countries. Haplotype A (DNA Data Bank of Japan accession number AB435211) was found in 90% (52/58) of
imported amphibians. Haplotype A is a hypervirulent strain of the global panzootic lineage (Bd-GPL). In
contrast, we respectively detected haplotypes C, A, V, Q, and Bd28 in 44%, 28%, 17%, 5.6%, and 5.6% of the
sample collected in Japan. On the basis of these results, we determined the diversity of B. dendrobatidis ITS
haplotypes in Japan. The exotic amphibians, which had been kept in captivity for a long period of time, would
most likely have come into contact with native amphibians during transport and at rearing facilities, allowing
the formation of a variety of haplotype phases.

Nine B. dendrobatidis haplotypes (A, C, E, L, Q, V, Bd28, Bd38, and Bd41l) were detected in
amphibians originating from Asia, whereas only three (A, Bd29, and Bd43) were detected in amphibians from
outside of Asia. It is clear that Asian amphibians are infected with a high diversity of B. dendrobatidis

haplotypes, a fact that supports the “Chytrid out of Asia” hypothesis described by Goka (2009).

Chapter 2. Treatment of Spontaneous Chytridiomycosis in Captive Amphibians Using Itraconazole.

In Chapter 1, it was mentioned that exotic amphibians imported for the pet trade had a B.
dendrobatidis prevalence of 10.3%, and that we confirmed infection and die-off from chyridiomycosis. B.
dendrobatidis infects amphibians not only through direct contact but also through B. dendrobatidis zoospores
in water, which can cause rapid widespread infection. One particular set of chyridiomycosis-infected
amphibians released a large number of zoospore, necessitating the urgent development of treatment methods
and elimination techniques for chytridiomycosis.

In Chapter 2, we describe the development of an effective, simple, and safe treatment method that
targets clinical cases of chytridiomycosis in various amphibian species. The subjects were 12 amphibians (11
anurans of 4 different species and 1 urodela) diagnosed with chytridiomycosis by clinical signs, microscopic
findings of shed skin, and a PCR assay. The treatment protocol consisted of a 10-minute immersion in a
0.01% aqueous solution of itraconazole every other day for a total of 7 treatments. We evaluated the efficacy
of the treatment using 3 methods: clinical signs, direct microscopy, and a nested-PCR assay. In addition,
re-examination was performed to confirm the elimination of chytridiomycosis after treatment (20-57 days,

average 34.4 days). As a result, we succeeded in curing 11 of the amphibians of chytridiomycosis and
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eliminating B. dendrobatidis. Recurrence of chytridiomycosis has not been observed in the past 12 months.
This protocol is the first treatment method to cure a caudata of chytridiomycosis. Using the same protocol,
coauthor Dr. Une et al. (2012) succeeded in eradicating B. dendrobatidis in a Japanese giant salamander
(Andrias japonicus), an endangered species considered to be a special natural monument of Japan. Therefore,
we recommend this as a proven treatment method and elimination technique for chytridiomycosis for use in

captive amphibians, including caudata.

Chapter 3. Efficacy of Copper lons (Cu®") for Eradicating B. dendrobatidis : Assessment of Cu®* on
the African Clawed Frog (Xenopus laevis).

In Chapter 2, we described the successful development of a method for treating chytridiomycosis in
anuran and caudata. Although the medicinal agent used in that research, ltraconazole, is costly when
employed to treat humans, it is very effective for treating chytridiomycosis. In the case of amphibians, test
animals were placed in small, individual containers, enabling total immersion in the chemical agent and
maximizing the cost performance of the medicine.

Although this method is well suited for treating terrestrial amphibians, because of the complexity and
high cost of managing breeding water, it is not suitable for treating the African clawed frog (Xenopus laevis)
or other aquatic amphibians. The African clawed frog is an important laboratory animal that is widely used in
biology, genetics, embryology and other fields around the world. The African clawed frog is also an important
natural host and carrier of B. dendrobatidis. Indeed, some studies have proposed that the pervasiveness of the
African clawed frog may have facilitated the global spread of B. dendrobatidis. As discussed in Chapter 1, B.
dendrobatidis was detected in 26.9% of African clawed frogs surveyed and there is currently no established
method for eradicating B. dendrobatidis in this species.

In this Chapter, we focus on the use of copper ions (Cu*) as a safe, simple, inexpensive and effective
method for eradicating B. dendrobatidis in the African clawed frog. Cu®* is already used to control bacterial
and fungal diseases in fisheries. A previous study demonstrated the application of a 0.006 ppm Cu®" solution
to control Saprolegnia, a fungus which infects fish eggs. Une et al. (unpubl. data) used a B. dendrobatidis

strain to examine the effect of Cu*" on B. dendrobatidis in vitro, and found that 1 ppm of Cu** could inhibit
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fungal growth, while 5 ppm or more could prevent fungal proliferation.

We therefore set out to assess the sensitivity of African clawed frogs to Cu** and to investigate the
application of Cu?* as means of eradicating B. dendrobatidis. We prepared a copper standard solution for the
control group as well as six additional Cu?* solutions with ion concentrations ranging from 0.02 to 19.68 ppm.
The effects of Cu® on the African clawed frog were determined by observing physical changes (including
changes in the breeding water), measurement of the 50% lethal time (LTs,), blood biochemistry, and
histopathological examination. No deaths were observed after exposure to the 0.02 ppm Cu?" solution, one
animal died after 239.5 hours of exposure to the 0.21 ppm solution, and half of the animals died after 287.6
hours of exposure to the 0.31 ppm solution; in other words, LTs, and Cu** are inversely proportional, with
LTs, decreasing as the Cu®* concentration increases.

The optimum Cu®* concentration of viable African clawed frog is therefore considered to be
approximately 0.2-0.3 ppm However, even in the 0.21 ppm group, the breeding water at the end of the
experiment was very cloudy due to excessive mucus secretion and/or the presence of sloughed skin.
Histopathological examination of the skin revealed acanthosis, mild hyperkeratosis and detachment of the
cornified layer in the low Cu®*" concentration group. There were severe changes in skin structure, such as
intercellular dissociation accompanied by single cell necrosis, cleft formation between the epidermal cells, and
reticular degeneration in the epidermal layer in the high Cu®* concentration group. These findings indicate that
Cu?* is capable of harming a specimen being treated, even at 0.21 ppm, and that the severity of any damage
could be expected to increase with continued exposure.

The results described in this Chapter therefore show that Cu®* concentrations of 0.2 ppm or higher
damage the skin of amphibians. At higher concentrations, Cu®* may cause chemical burns which result in
protein denaturation and corrosion of the skin as well as blood electrolyte abnormalities, which result in the
damaged skin being unable to function effectively in osmoregulation. Blood enzyme activities will also
increase dramatically as the Cu®* concentration increases and the solution becomes toxic. Thus, these findings
show that Cu®* is not well suited for eradicating B. dendrobatidis. However, Cu®* can inhibit the proliferation
of Saprolegnia at 0.006 ppm and Vibrio bacteria at 0.1 ppm.

Culturing B. dendrobatidis is very difficult and establishing the first strain in Japan took one year.
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The reason it was so time-consuming was because bacteria from the surface of the frog skin could not be
removed from the culture medium. However, it may now be possible to supplement the culture medium with

Cu? and create a selective medium for B. dendrobatidis.

We have clarified the extent of B. dendrobatidis infection in amphibians introduced to Japan from
abroad using a molecular biology approach, and have established a method for treatment and eliminating
spontaneous chytridiomycosis. The findings from this research now provide us with a method for preventing
the proliferation of B. dendrobatidis in captive amphibians and show promise for developing medical

treatments for wild amphibians threatened by chytridiomycosis.
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