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RAPD ¥A|7} Ao gk 7pA ohelul ghatte] 5-2)
EESEAD

= 1)% /n 2)

E:I_nlAI)
AW A ) AFGgd B A FdTal | solmstma

DR

REEF! 7HAleluvt % (Acanthamoeba spp.)2] DNA 7] 4 A Rs} FA 0] A28 104
9 g2 e Zgle|wE Al&3te] random amplified polymorphic DNA-polymerase chain
reaction (RAPD-FCR) <l 25| Al 4F2] DNAE T2 $%55te] gl FTAREM 5 2=F
9 o5 FFe 712 deal 44 shAletdint F71e] #AF TARA 4L FAA 4N =

BelFe] BRAke] AAls FHEsledcl B oo A culbertsoni, A. hatchetti, A. triangularis, A.

polyphagas} = E2)Fel YM-2, YM-3, YM~4. YM-5, 8z 9= EF

Ql HOVE| A%

DNAL 18 279 xzelnie] sjalo] chabeh bare) TFAEL vdon o 3 o) Zafolnje
UF ATAAE Fol4dg Relz RAPD FAKE AT, F 1809 Zefololo] 92 33

AEL Ao 2

2 7t A58 FARRE ZARE A9 A culbertsoniz= A. hatchetti, A. triangularis, A.

polyphagast T"]‘Eﬂ‘ 7tz 0.300. 0.308. 0.313¢]% 2. A. hatchettig} A. triangularis?}2] $-4}

& 0.838]9t}. &=

479 Wz
= ®e|FH o) A culbertsonis} §-74 6.
R

N jh =3%’:E4—’,=(YM—2, -3.
YM-57h B2 A58
F= w3 .251_ A. culbertsonie} 714
ule BFE 4 by A8E

A

rhu

7P etoabe Eokolut BHH, B4 T ofe] A
A ANF Fol Gakd folEY opslupy 4
=}y of (granulomatous amoebic encephalitis;
GAE)S 9o 7|7 v} (Martinez, 1991). Alzksl A
% Aol & guel ZHebed (Stehr-Green, 1989)%

derle AeE ¥A Ut m=q spAlofEuke
A 5 q:]_ ol A#E dlels] A~ (human immunodefic-

iency virus) 9 ke Ao} 2 W 2 AdefellA
cEEAS 19959 89 T A & AAgy 11
4 104

co] EEE 19043dT AANGT gl

FF YM-2, -3, -4 7} BF fAEE
2} A. hatchetti, A. triangularis 7} 47 FAk=% 0.832°]9 v &=

0.959°1%0%, YM-2. -3. ~4
22)F YM-5E YM-2, -3,

oA BFE 0.2379 FAEE 2 wbd. A culbertsoni?t FAFE 0.8578 R, o}E
FAFES o = sladch UPGMAYHl o7 #dd 2
¥4 2% phenogram el 5719 TZ]%C’] ZA)8}=dl, A. hatchetti, A. triangularis % 3
-4)7} se] ER|FS. A culbertsoni, A. polyphaga, HOVE %
#Aashe oz dehdh A DNA 4] dolof
FAFE EejFold = HeF

A% & W, YMS
£ #H2 2% o4 FhAle}

;]rrm XA 7+ (Friedland et al, 1992)e|1}
F7] 7+ (Newsome et al., 1992) -0 wtal A
°ﬂl-_'— W et 198947k7] e Srell Ak 2004 2]
ld wol wWwFEgly (Vlsvesvara and Stehr-
Green, 1990), & YeboldE 19761 del 54
Rolo|A] 7hAjetefulel] 27t Ao oJA=E 49t
o] B =9l 7 (Ringsted et al, 1976) 7}Ao}
welAd Zabed (Cho et al., 1992)e] B 3= 31 9l7]
o o] &Fo) AHaHalt FA L olviuiyg Aoz 9
AEs #abe] Ada 2 g6l HAolzt A
Ao 7E ¥R % SAL AU
4. geE, Ased 2 dged 246 ol
& &) 4 v} (Pussard and Pons, 1977; Costas and
Griffiths, 1985 & 1986: Moura et al., 1992).
epenle] £ e B2]F KolAl (species or strain
spe(:lﬁc) Bolz xAAZ A Aol £el3)
7] sttt 298 EAgATE 2L 1AL
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AEFe] FA 2 2Fe ohefsA $4El1 gl
o (Riley, 1991) 7}Ale}slutel chalyq F2 RFLP
(restriction fragment length polymorphism) ==+
PCR %x]z}el] 27t 377} A x5y lvh(Yagita,
1993: Vodkin et al, 1992). =z} ZFuldx=
o}&7pA] EAF-AsHE  F X A} (molecular genetic
markers) 4o 2g shAlelduty] ERE AX
A w7l # dAFelis RAPD E4y
(Williams et al, 1990)-& o]4-&}o] 7}Ajo}lun} JH
S #elFs £5F A=sidch RAPD ¥44&
delz A 10709 drs FAH z}e)m &
Agete] FgEa dauregel o8 Ak Akl
DNAS %2h9]2 SEsie] 47]ge] oo 8¢
F ZZAEe m7)o] wE o} A (amplification
fragment length polymorphisms)-2 24k ¥y

otk o W& Wal7kA cherat AAe] DNA
40 4EAoE olgHgen £ me kelF
Boldg nolt EARe) BHPE BEAe] 2

Fo MEZAo=w L2457 9lti(Caetano-Anolles
etal. 1991).

2 QAFE 7hAlelrule] ERe| olLE + 9lE
B EAAE AFHea sPHsLH,
w3t olx] FA=EA] e el EH 7}"]°]
e} EeRES 729 FAY FEH9 §3d
TABRAE was] 2wz} stgdeh

2

e H L

1. 7HAlofofutel siet

Fhalolsule AANGE AT 7] A%t 2A
ol4] = A7t ZgAow Ay BHOJ‘Z:}] A
(Table 1). ¥ A4 35°C &7 o4 A
Zujekgr](Falcon)E A&l CGV  wix
(Willaert, 1975)ell4] T3 viekate] Aol ARLs}
et

Table 1. List of the Acanthamoeba spp. tested

2. DNA &%

ZAAokte A% DNA 28 Wye De
Jonckheere(1987)2] w2 B wWalsle] AlL3}
k. wiekE oeiuie °§°ahs, 0.5 x 10718 =
ok 150 ul 3% 8- (50 mM Tris-HCL: pH 8.0,
62.5 mM EDTA: pH 9.0, 4% Triton X-100, 2.5
M LiIChel| #4171 thg Ad-ollA] 1087 wh=| gk
3?' %2] phenol:chloroform(25:24)-2 Ar7}stw
A mhEo] 4£°Cel4 52 10,000 rprmle g
A g AEde) 24 23] 100% okt
d7ksle] —70°Coll 3087 wkAlEba, 4°Coll
/H 10%“4 10.000 rpmel| 4] DNAE 2z A7) c}&
2F AzAZch DNA AAELS TE. &58(10
mM Tris-HCL, pH 8.0: 1 mM EDTA) ¢ =4l t}&
20 pug RNase AS H7HF F 37°CellA 14|17 Bt
SRS ZAG. dE 9o 2o} wh-E AX A7
phenol F&%-& 7 4 'B‘E%]‘}al:]- al DNA A%
% 200 W TES309] 383 220 % A4 §
B2 %A (Beckman) & o]&3le] Aekstdclt 0.4
ng/ple] FE= EAdte] ARG g7kx] —20°Cel
Rastelct

to o e 4
tlo nz :10

3. BEEd Hdiuree
50#1%‘2}'1 341 %fdlZO#H TR
A A& EZA(200 uM dNTPs, 4.6 mM
MgCl,. 10 x F§AEA -HHP" ol H,0, 5
UM primer), Taq polymerase{(.7 units/ul,

Perkin-Elmer) ¢} 5 (1 DNA(0.4 ng/u)E ¥32, yt
e Fuhg =t7] e 50 ul mineral oll2 A7}
¥ ¥, Minicycler(BioRad)& ARg-3)lo] efefle] x
Aoz WAk 94°CelA 187 DNA W4,
36°CellA] 127+ ==te|nie} 5% DNA9| 2, =1
23 72°CelA 287k DNA #4e 132 3=
E w32 453 ubBslgn). 453 2% o)
72°Cell A 1087 Sr=A]sled wlgbAd "

o rfe

2% %

Name Strain Isolated from Reference Cultured since
Acanthamoeba culbertsoni — — Jadin, J.B.& October, 1984
Acanthamoeba hatchetti — brackish water Visvesvara, G.S. 1978

& Sawyer, T.K.
Acanthamoeba triangularis, SH 621 human feces Molet, B.a 1978

Acanthamoeba polyphaga, Ap

eye infection

Schuster, F.L. September, 1984

Acanthamoeba sp. HOVY — Schuster, F.L. September, 1984
YM-29) walter puddle — 1976
YM-30) storing reservoir — 1976
YM-4¢) gills of freshwater fish — June, 1984
YM-5¢) sewage — July, 1993

aDonors of each Acanthamoeba sp.; P)American isolate; 9Korean isolates



o] DNA®] £Z& vlga|3 o 4 Cells wIs}
avt. Aol AH4% Zzlo|wi sluicle] British
Columbia ©ste) vz sl 722 John B.
Hobbs #AlzHe] Fojsigleon] glejz A=
10719 A712 743 60708 Zalo|nE A«
Attt & 60718 Zelo]mE o] 88k on] A
Yoll4, DNAD| FZALES o)z} Faisle] R4
o] Lo|¥t 38709 =elo|WE sl FPEA
AHuESS £ F o ZEZAEY] B ofAe
T ARG, FE4E] AR @AY, &
o FEAF D] FAE 3R] zhelw) 2270
Al A A A ZH ),

ol

4. Agarose A M7|GSHo| ot BE=L
AMLS EZAZO 2M
F¢EL AHuke 2Z42L loading buffers}
&8sl 2% agarose gel(SeaKem)o| TBE 243}
(100 mM Tris-HCl, 83 mM boric acid, 1 mM
EDTA; pH 8.3)%& AR&3}e] 100 base-pair DNA
ladder (GIBCO BRL) &} &4 150 volts2 547k A
71%4-%A17]2. ethidium bromide® #]4&to] 2]
A FF7] 4pellA] Polaroid fitn(No. 667)2.2 AFz
< Ao FAstgdct FEFARES] =7 computer
program?l GelMetricg o] &34 A-ilslgich

[

5. RAE W RN Dotm| 24

RAPD 3459 e 2795 F gel 4
g4 wlmeEe A2 FAY 2719 £2AE
79 Wz B, 2 Az 24
29 42 A B THee TR =)o
FENES) ol o) 444 FATE F)Ee @
A7l Neiand Li(1979)9] #ol s} g3} 7ol

AAtskaict,

po_ oMy
(Mx + My)
F: fAls — vl2sle Aesle] T4 3%

A2 vlE

A2 FAel sl AL FAEZ o] &34
dissimilarity Z-(1-F)2 A4kg F #Fe Zgo
8] PHYLIP(Felsenstein, 1993)2 ¢]g-s4] Sokal
and Michener(1958)2] unweighted pair-group
method with arithmetic mean(UPGMA) =M e 2]
& oprll Agzte] fAHA FARAZS YelE
phenogram2- 2+ s}l c}.
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2

1. RAPD EZME2| 2Eltat

E A oA AHEF £ 38702 meholw] F 1870
z}e]w (UBC primer 211, 212, 220, 702, 703.
704. 706, 708, 716. 718, 723. 725. 726,
727. 730, 732. 733, 734)e)] &Ji} =EZA1g L 7}
Aolellu} 2] Z71(A. culbertsoni, A, hatchetti, A.
triangularis, A. polyphaga) ¢ chekst oFihe 29
ov 2 % 9708 =elo|ov}(UBC primer 703,
704, 706, 708, 718. 725, 726, 730, 733)e
3 ZEANEZL 4F B ollml R FH(YM-2.
-3. -4, -5, HOV)o|& ZFZALE9 Ajo]7} 3=
ok, WAHez 7+ satolniedl 27 10094
2200 base pair(bp) A}olel|Al 3-207]2] =ZEilE
o] Ao z+ Az dsle] HF 10.3702]
FTAbEo] Ao o] 4=gith(Fig. 1 % Table 2).
Zt A gellA 187 Zzjolwlel] g ZEAEE R
Aol 4% % RAPD Ex|A}2| &= A5 & 159-
19870, 970 Aol HF 185.1002] FA|A
7t e AEH9eH(Table 3). ="z ww
2 AR TRk EXAY = YM-37F YM-
4 Alelell 190742 714 %3k, A polyphagast A.

Table 2. Arbitrary primers selected for full scale
survey by RAPD-PCR analysis

Primers ' Average
accession Primer nurr‘lber f)f
No.al sequences amplification
fragments
208 5-ACG GCC GAC C-3' 11.1
211 5'-GAA GCG CGA T-3' 9.9
220 5-GTC GAT GTC G-3' 9.8
702 5'-GGG AGA AGG G-3' 12.8
703 5-CCAACC ACC C-3' 8.6
704 5-GGA AGG AGG G-3 9.0
706  5-GGT GGT TGG G-3' 14.8
708 5'-GGG TTG TGG G-3' 5.7
716 5'-GGA GGA GGG A-3' 10.9
718 5'-GGG AGA GGG A-3' 13.6
720 5-GGG AGG GAG A-3' 10.7
723 5'-CCC TCT CCT C-3' 5.2
725 5'-GGG TTG GGT G-3' 10.9
726 5-GGT GTG GGT G-3' 10.7
730 5'-CCA CAC CCA C-3' 8.8
732 5'-CAC CCACCA C-3' 9.3
733 5'-GGG AAG GGA G-3' 12.2
734 5'-GGA GAG GGA G-3' 11.2

alAccession number of University of British
Colombia in Canada
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Fig. 1. Amplified DNA profiles of Acanthamoeba spp. using primers of 704 and 730. A. cul denotes A.
culbertsoni, A. hat denotes A. hatchetti, A. tri denotes A. triangularis, A. pol denotes A, polyphaga, HOV
denotes foreign isolate of HOV, Y2 denotes Korean isolate of YM-2, Y3 denotes Korean isolate of YM-3, Y4
denotes Korean isolate of YM-4, Y5 denotes Korean isolate of YM-5. L denotes DNA size marker of 100
base-pair ladder.

Table 3. Pairwise dissimilarity estimates based on the RAPD markers generated by 18 arbitrary primers

YM-2a) YM-3 YM-4 YM-5 A. cul A. hat A. tri A. pol HOV
YM-2 (198)b) 0.959 0.949 0.226 0.253 0.810 0.876 0.269 0.316
YM-3 188 (194) 0.969 0.243 0.256 0.797 0.854 0.266 0.314
YM-4 188 190 (198) 0.242 0.253 0.792 0.861 0.280 0.310
YM-5 44 47 47 (191) 0.857 0.253 0.278 0.331 0.322
A. cul 47 47 47 156 (173) 0.300 0.308 0.313 0.309
A. hat 153 149 150 47 53 (180) 0.838 0.254 0.337
A tri 173 167 170 54 57 158 (197) 0.253 0.284
A. pol 48 47 50 58 52 43 45 (159) 0.806
HOV 59 58 58 59 54 60 53 135 (176)

aA. cul: Acanthamoeba culbertsoni: A. hat: Acanthamoeba hatchetti; A. tri: Acanthamoeba triangularis; A.
pol: Acanthamoeba polyphaga; HOV: Acanthamoeba sp. HOV American isolate; YM-2: Acanthamoeba sp.
Korean isolate; YM-3: Acanthamoeba sp. Korean isolate; YM-4: Acanthamoeba sp. Korean isolate; YM-5:
Acantharmnoeba sp. Korean isolate. PlParenthesized figures on the diagonal denoted total number of
RAPD markers in each sample, figures above the diagonal denoted dissimilarity estimates, and figures
below the diagonal denoted the number of shared RAPD markers between compared samples.

hatchetti Aol A 43743 743 Al & 36709

BlE 4 eld 2470 He] 604 ol%e] EAAE 2. RAE 2 REA 2olu
Fasts Aoz BAsALD, UeiA 124 AL Az 239 SelAd EXRZ BRI 18709

135-190702 B 164,879 ZAAFE FHste
ZHel TR



I} 525 A3t A5 A culbertsoni} Vm{#] 3
7| 7 etdul 22 (A, hatchetti, A, triangularis, A.
polyphaga) ﬂoﬂ% Tehe EAAY] 71 A od
I fArEE 242 0,300 0.308, 0.3132= ¥
BlE EFTEY A vaste] AL 3
2 & ¥gich(Table 3). zavh Yokl gle]
A #e)7t AL A. hatchettie} A. triangularis=
0.838% frAk=rl wlwd gstoh. @= 2§l
YM-28} YM-3, -47kelle A7 ZH2F 0.959,
0.949920] YM-33} YM-4& #ALE7} 09692
%£*P€4 Aolzk wl$ HS 4 F dddt. ©]
£ YM-2, -3, -479] feAb=e) sHEE 0.959°1%
vt 2 g 2T B3 YM-
5 veiA] 37f = el YM-2, -3, 49 F
FALE0] REopite] FEE Aolr)t qldew, #
+ 0.226, 0.243. 0.242(3 ¢ 0.237) 2 &
AAEE 2ok YM-be} 218 odejal kA oleu)
2l A. culbertsoni, A. hatchetti, A. triangularis, A.
polyphaga, $]3- #2]Fl HOVSS] -FAl=E 4
e Zzk 0.87, 0.253, 0.286, 0.381, 0.322
24 YM-5% A. culbertsonis} A= LA
rel3:q Aoz etz A, hatchetti, A.
triangularis, A. polyphaga, HOVF9h= 4342
2 vnd g ez vehdo w2l &
AA BAEZ wd YM-2, -3, 4% A. culbertsoni,
A. hatchetti, A, triangularis, A. polyphagas}2] -$A}
=5 dwiwy 77k 0,254, 0.800, 0.864, 0.272
EZH YM-2, -3, -4% HAHH R A culbertsoni-}
A. polyphaga Bt}E A. hatchetti, A. triangularise}
A AR dehhdth fabmel 2w olE
ke FAA ZTARAE UPGMAY S| 28 ‘“‘
A% phenogram ol e} EA)Te] -“:ZH‘%}O]
W H = ], A. hatchetti, A. triangularis % 37} ‘P
S FF) YM-2, -3, -47} shie] BATE
culbertsom A. polyphaga, HOVF, ¥ YM-57} "4
g 2ATE ﬁ/‘*v} How LJrE}k%tJr(Fig, 2). &
7, T EYF YM-5e WUz 37 = RelF
2}e W —r7~l~?°ﬂ +6}°ﬂl o] o] fHAoE
Abs] W A gl ofuluidde] FH i),

.‘"lm

_|\'_1

]
(]

Aot 4 9 Rl

F2 e

A, AR o sty B4 24 7wy
=ol o= sivh. 2o 21 Agetevbz o
o B4 Seld EAHT F = PR 23}
chedgtel W AwA g9 mbd gl ols) ofeul
Z = FeF 5oldE nele mAAE dAs
T AL golshAl wr T H BRA Wl 2
A e ARNE 25 zAer) el v 2
Aetgh $7E Aste] #2ele AR B
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Acanthamoeba sp., HOV
[:::: Acanthamoba polyphaga
[:::Acanthamoeba sp., ¥M-5

Acanthamoeba culbertsoni

Acanthamoeba triangularis
Acanthamoeba sp., YM-4

Acanthamoeba sp., YM-3

Acanthamoeba sp., YM-2

Acanthamoeba hatchetti

TR TR T T SN SR PR S|
T L i
0.4 0.35 0.3 0,25 0.7 .15 L.L 0.7 0.0

Genetic Distance

Fig. 2. Phenogram of Acanthamoeba spp. and
isolates based on the dissimilarity estimates.
Genetic distanices were recalculated by UPGMA
methods. Only the length of horizontal line, not
vertical line, is meaningful for the genetic
relationships among the operational taxonomic
units.

A ES 43 B53E A7t AR gk
FAFHEE ZA 2 AT FHAoluule]
ol wlEZzz]o} DNAe| it A7 T4 el
24 2 992 by (RFLP) 2492 o] 83)el
= (Yagita, 1993: Yagita and Endo, 1990), °]
S B4 Aoz oiske] DNAYF BRslx
2 Ao o F7ho UG RFLPE RelA
U, Ed Z g9 o7 EE|FA o2 RFLP7F 3
A5 A7 o] A3 3le B ZAAR
ol &3sl=dl &A7} <o, &¥#H De Jonkheere
(1994)= A &olvlull Naegleria spp.
ribosomal DNAE Solagl =Zzjo]n]E o] L&A
PCR¥ o] 23 Z=Z% o}e A8 a424 o
RFLPZ 3 53ste] 273ty A F9-& A= v
Alt;l‘ _r.;;}._rr}}r_]rzi B w2 7}.71— 7 251 2—1_\,_—!_
£ ds 4 Uy 9149 ¥4y (sequencing) ol
2} ribosomal RNAZ £4|3te] Rzl 7] =o]
o 28 FpAepeluly] £F o 23 fAdB@AE
FRE A7 2ad vl gloh(MacKay and
Doolittle 1981 Johnson et al.. 1990). =3¢ <
7149 AL v Exlgded sles Ba
E 3y, w A7k AAA v fe] oEE 4

o] gl UAtellA whE BFo} FAL w7 A
A %
7122 £gEL AgylHL templatedl T 7}

=ho] AF¥ el DNA 414 (complementary DNA
strands) ol t3led T2 olv] &3 gl =& 2
9 A7 zZefolv)F Ao}l Fojobdt 2 A}
old] 8143 DNAE F&FZ =+ e=dl, o1& =gt
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olME A3 Ha Do opelul A2 P74
de A¥7} T3] A|%Ee] ribosomal RNAY ¢l &
Zxglo} DNAY ¥324 o477 B3d wl 9ld
(Vodkin, 1992). oje} z& Fga Qsy-2y
o AFFE FEY 4 gle RAPD 24|
Williams et al.(1990) ¢l ¢]3) 7g=ldEd, 29
10718 4712 FA" shie zZle|wE gAg
F FHELS e o A Ax 4
DNAZ F392 §Fste] 2 $Z4-59 oA
A8 F4 WelE AL 5 glglct. RAPD 49
AHE) AE A S e Zelolnje] $i= o)
Exoz 49(F 268h) 70l 1 oA guanine
7} cytosine ¥hf-ako]l 60% ol Zeo|HE Ap
43 4 glen sRyclel British Columbia &
o YEFEHdTLoA olul 80074e] zejolnE
FA A EAGAE ATl AJL3lm gl o)E
Zelolule RE 4% DNA 244 TEHO 2
AHE = qlde AFe] A7) Wil o] ZR|z
2 F3A 24 A FA dA AE 2
(genome mapping), %132 ZALA 79 2 A
GFAE A7 5 chbded S85e] g} =
RAPD 242 A4 Rajd ofz] 7|42 %3
o] Fo] o]LE 3w 9lovd(Carson et al., 1994:
Dupouy-Camet et al, 1995). o|:deo}lvinte] 7%
el ool mzi RlE o] oEAdL B
I 4L 9 FEslyg o) (Mackenstedt and
Johnson, 1995).
2 AFNE 2A A58 60709 Z2joln
18702] =Zeje|we]] A7t $FHALES] B okAto]
v BT 5o0)4q BYFAL Bo] B A7
A B sAeldul L] B o] 8g 4 9]
EAALE gFasged, o F 9o =glo)
sl HE FZTAEEL AT BaF7A
o]F Hol He|2E PEHE £ gl EXx=R
o] 8% £ 9l A 4 et FAIESY A
E 27 A culbertsoni= A. hatchetti, A. trian-
gularis, A. polyphagas} ZFAHEe] o]z} Yola
fAR=7F Zh2) 0,300, 0.317, 0.313°2.32 e 3}
< o o]EZ 7= Hulda A oY BF
2 w372 DNA FAA A S fALebA] oo
ALz A5} A hatchettis} A. triangularis 7}
o] = ¥l F& A% (0.838)F Bl DNA LA
A fARE #9417} goie AL o 4 glelc). =
Tl YM-2, -3, -4l e FF4E9 o]
7F A9 g@lel BE FAEETE 0.959=2 19 A3
Yol AR vig WA BAAL & £ Q)
deh, ow AseM fAhEe] olfe] 444 2
PAZ FHRLY =ge] e Aoz meldo
o] E 5 FelFale] falgh EFAE BEokle
o12e] AE Aol ATHo T w4 bE
717} A AAsted (Yu et al, 1993). 23

o

bt 2 2 oy
2

3,

T FIty B QAFelx DA g9 pLgeS
2 el ko] PHo] sHsEl WelE Mol BalE
TR BEAAZR o|fo] S FAY 4 ).
AAHeR 2 ofye) zke Ay AHae wxs) B
E5le] F RARTL 5 gl glFEon R 4
U FHALE 7)) BAE S A @), 2 AT
A B 2 o F3F o] Halgl Al57E)
frAREAS 0.838 °13kal A7 #g FAFA 27
3 95%% orHthd $AlE 0.95% s|fom #
$% gladz Alg"ch YM-5% A, culbertsonie}e]
fAFZZE 0.8570]31, YM-2, 3, 49 A= A
triangularise} FF 0.8649) Z+& Ho] w|$ Zo
A7 =45 b, =38 33 BelRq
YM-2, -3, -47}9] fAlxe] #e] 0.959< Hb
YM-2, -3, -4%} YM-5%k9] HF SAlEX (0,237
2 F3g el 2ol Al DNA 48] we]ofgk
<A wad Ae T e i 2%
olabe] & slAlojeln} Zo g EFEYS g 4
ssie,

£ AF-ee 7129 Afdgoluute) % g
e 245 FEE7Al Als DNA b2 we] 24
< A=A A|87 e Sol™el EAMFASA =
e o] B3 W FRel ol& rIEAL Havy
L1}, oA g FE)F) AR Alake] WA g
A k3 gdemE ¥ dFeld fAY FeF So
Al FEAz}el 7k ole)= s Bolg 5= 9lql
o A 2o g2 =Zepeluj®k ofule} shAle}
Hubell fEE BE 2 U ERRE E¥she AT
7} A &Aooz olRojxiel & e},

i

r
Bl

T
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=Abstract=

Genetic status of Acanthamoeba spp. Korean isolates on the basis of
RAPD markers

Yong-Pyo HONGU#*, Seung-Hwan OH2), Mi-Sook LAl and Kyung-il IM1)

Department of Parasitology and Institute of Tropical Medicinel), Department of Pediatrics?, Yonsei
University College of Medicine, Seoul, 120-752, Korea

Genetic status of Acanthamoeba spp. were tested on the basis of random amplified
polymorphic DNA (RAPD) marker analysis. Four previously established Acantharnoeba
species, 4 Korean isolates of Acanthamoeba sp., and one American isolate of
Acanthamoeba sp. were analyzed by RAPD-PCR using an arbitrary decamer primers.
Amplification products were fractionated by agarose gel electrophoresis and stained by
ethidium bromide. Eighteen primers produced DNA amplification profiles revealing clear
differences among 4 species. Nine of them also produced DNA amplification profiles which
included some isolate-specific amplification products. On the basis of amplified fragments
by 18 primers, the pairwise similarity indices between A. culbertsoni and other species (i.e.,
A. hafchetti, A. triangularis, A. polyphaga) were 0.300, 0.308, and 0.313, respectively.
Similarity index between A. hatchetti and A. triangularis was 0.833. The mean similarity
index among the 3 Korean isolates (YM-2, -3, -4) was 0.959 and 0.832 among them and 2
other species (A. hatchetti and A. triangularis). The mean similarity index among YM-5 and
other Korean isolates (YM-2, -3, -4) was 0.237. However, the similarity index between YM-5
and A. culbertsoni was 0.857, which suggests that YM-5 is genetically more similar to A.
culbertsoni than other Korean isolates. Phenogram reconstructed by UPGMA method
revealed that there are two groups: one group consists of A. hatchetti, A. triangularis, and 3
Korean isolates (YM-2, -3, -4), and the other group consists of A. culbertsoni, A. polyphaga,
HOV, and YM-5.

Key words: Acanthamoeba, polymerase chain reaction, RAPD marker, similarity index,
phenogram
[Korean J. Parasitol. 33(4): 341-348, December 1995]

*Corresponding author



