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chrome c oxidase subunit I, COI) A B VAR 16S 4 ¥ 4 Bt B 4% 4 #% B2 (ribosomal deoxyribonucleic acid, rDNA) & B
KB BATR P, FPTIF B AR R E NCBI %3 &3t 47 BLAST Bk st, ik HEaE ol ME 25 F# 5 5E
BEEE, TRSTERGYHEL, EHEFHES S TAMFHIEGELSL TN, FkBARD A X K245
(Chrysomya megacephala) ., %% %% . COI # 16S rDNA LB B H R AXR S izhiH 5ttt %mit, L& 2
0 % %5
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MR BEER; »TER

RE KD Q969.453.2 XHARIRE: A FrAAF GF RS 459245 (0S1D) :
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Abstract: Chrysomya megacephala and its larvae are of significant importance in forensic entomology
investigations. Establishing morphological and molecular identification system for each developmental
stage of C. megacephala is crucial. Species identification was conducted by collecting specimens, artificial
propagation in the laboratory, continuous observation and recording, and DNA barcoding technology.
Morphological characteristics of eggs, larvae, pupae, and adults were photographed and recorded under a
microscope for morphological identification. Genomic DNA was extracted from a single female adult, and
mitochondrial cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I (COI) and 16S ribosomal DNA (rDNA) genes were
amplified using fly-specific primers and sequenced. The obtained sequences were submitted to the NCBI
database for BLAST homology comparison. Closely related sequences were downloaded to construct
phylogenetic trees and calculate genetic distances for molecular identification. Morphological and molecular
analyses confirmed that the target species was C. megacephala. The results showed that both COI and
16S rDNA gene sequences could effectively distinguish this species and other related flies, and can be used
for species and genus discrimination.

Key words: Chrysomya megacephala ; cytochrome c oxidase subunit I3 16S ribosomal DNA; morphologi-

cal identification; molecular identification

K3k 4 W (Chrysomya megacephala) 5§ J& F A3 H (Diptera) . il # £l (Calliphoridae) . {k 1 W #}
(Phormiinae) . 488 )& (Chrysomya) B B . #8352 45080, WUH H 0 88 R B B D 4h s B A7 080 i P g i
FRAE . ELRPE NP U A 1 B0 B A28 i, H & B A X B0 T s ) DT LA DG BN (L, AR R R =R i A v A
SEFET A R] . 58 R Mo B SE IR A T B A R L R, S A T A A T AR A R e B
KRBT HFRE LS, GRS . B2 B0 . MAES SO . KRS B, #40, Nihei
SEUU A ERH WL R (Muscidae) B2 P T 20 BB 58 s Vairo 45 41 Xt B 75 pg 3 41 X 10 J& 22 Fh Rk 8 A}
(Sarcophagidae) B2 HUHE 37 TIE A= SR R . R D 5E 3 WIAE 45 08 W Ah - 32 B0 A 1k B B 3R R AE . 4T
Xf W 7 PR A U 428, T SR EE MR SRR AS . TS A SR G B AR AE L [ B 5 A T R HE S AR
U4 IR 2 A B R R R (RO . BB ) AR B ARRAE T L SR L R A 2 T A T R 2K M S R A
0 R R R T R B R 25 22 S /N X A VE R 0] . 1994 4F Sperling 255 1 UCOK DNA $7
ARGIAWE PR BV e 5, P RO A S M EE A T B H A, LR
Bl COT ., COIT) J: 5% TR 4 FARic . 140, Wallman %6705 33 43 B 55 WK RS 88 0 (19 meDNA JF 41,
WESE T4 FARICAY A 20 s Vincent 5 X RIS FH A COT 58 BIF 55 A1 7w 26 bn 0 B 4 Fl ] IX 43 BE 75 9%
Ak SR COIL COIT SRS T 4 24 X g PRI 40 T MR R s TITe s ik — A5 5
COI JEPR I X 43 T PG42, ML mhiln 3 #id 5 R S b, (EAFTE AR, X T 26488 (Lucilia seri-
cata) WALk (Lucilia cuprina) S G M, BT ARAAFERLIME " (UKEE COI, COII K B REX
EIIA B E . A, BFSEAN R ST A HAB T ARiE . A AR RNA (40 28S rRNA, 16S rRNA)
OB T R SRR X (TTS2) Y A R RARSE D (I NDI . ND5) P A RS X SRic &8 A4 . 3



% 94 BEE, F. KA BUBIRSTEEZ T & 3

BB ARG S M COL, COIT A4, Ak, BEEE il &I R 0 & J . 4 7 %58 O i A g 1 P i
FF5E AR BN S Iz B, AR I G X o3 vh e 3 Hh D0 . (B v 9 A I AR AT 2 S5 B vy P Y o SRR
i, AR )y i, L DNA T SRy B8 1 20 7 43 2805 1 Tl g F 22 5 AR TR R A CRE )2
SF G S BRI W SRR Z 1A 22 0, RS SRR A ISR Tz as T L SR, T RSk R T bR
HEAR—F, Rz WA 5 40 28 AR R 1O 1y IR XE

AW N XTI 55, A B A EOW 289710 S A N A K B BB 8RRk . e b ml [, f5 B
2 1A 2 M (5 2 ¢ AL T JE T(cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit T, COI Ml 16S K0 1A B %A% B A% R (riboso-
mal deoxyribonucleic acid, rDNA) WS B 41, A 52596 % i g 280 J 4+ 2 10 9 A & 25 . IR i
i Sk 4 W8 (Chrysomya megacephala) , 5% T WER % K Sk 40819 H (1,

1 #MRE5FE
1.1 XHXRE

I FERE A phy o DRV 27 A B b o S 26 % DA DT 0 9 300 DX R AR 1 T 5 3R b 2 Bl S 35 e iR
%, RS E S AT YL | 5 2 A 5 SRR R g e,
1.2 EEEE

W B A& S AR, AR B A ER (100 AL . A AL # . 2 . 3 45 50 L W50 DL il
CHE . HE4 25 O BIHIE bR A, R A KEYENCE-VHX-5000 B SRS (A, EE O HHE,
IR OLYMPUS SZ61 & M fiff % 5% ik 17 WL 28
1.3 SFETE
1.3.1 DNA 2

R A5 38 ) 20 A 3 DR 2 4 O ) & 1 W R B DNA, K R 45 69 DNA BEAR CTE — 20 CHR-AF. LL4
SR8 .
1.3.2 PCR #3553

PCRY MEIMEEME 1 Fim., ZHE 1 CERT 59T 5 G 8519, 8 COI. 16S rDNA %
FSNSERTIIN

&1 PCRYMEMER

519 SIYIFF)(5-3D) 7% Sk
COI C1-]-2495-F 5-CAGCTACTTTATGAGCTTTAGG-3' Sperling %
COI C1-N-2800-R 5'-CATTTCAAGCTGTGTAAGCATC-3'
16S rDNA Chme-F 5'-CGCTGTTATCCCTAAGGTAA-3' 1 g 18]
16S rDNA ChmeR 5'-CTGGTATGAAAGGTTTGACG-3'

PCR & AR R (50 pl): #AHL DNA 1 pl, IER 519 (10 pmol/L) 4 2 pl, 2X San Taq PCR Mix
25 pl, Sterilized ddH, O #h 7% 50 pL, PCR R FEJF: 95 CHIAEME 5 ming 95 CAEME 20 s, 50 CiRk
30 s, 72 CHEMH 30 s;3 35 NEHJT . 72 “CHEMH 10 min, T 4 CHEAE. PCR ¥ 852 1805 . U1 pL 9738 7= 4k
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AT 2 Y0 BN Bl EE i rl R I 7 5 MR B TSR AT R UL L O B I AR R Ge AT R R AR . B
F1 b 5 SR AR YR R AT R H T
1.3.3 S

R COI A1 16S rDNA 8% )7 51 i B il id DNAMAN 9. 0 817 PF b 2, I 4 #HL 250 bp
278 bp K MR IFS . #5HH COI Fl 16S rDNA 3% 551 Fr BE4R A2 2 BLAST ¥ 3 (M4ik . https: //
blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/Blast. cgi) s 3 % E GenBank 48 52 & S EM ., SEmikEGFH & RS, &
MEGA 11. 0 #AF M & 1 ClustalW T H AT F 5 L xF 4 4F . R Kimura 2-parameter %8 3 i1 5 35t 1% i
B, I 3T Bootstrap 3% 5 ¥ AT INE, R E 1 000 W E S AT . & B) PhyloSuite V 1. 2 k{415 & k¢
WFE A S R FE S, W E S, ik MAFFT(Multiple Alignment using Fast Fourier Transform) 5 1)
Fo Xt T B AT 46 B 81 64 HE B X 55, OF 45 4 BioEdit #E 47 N T . BE S SR FI 5 K LR B (Maximum
Likelihood) 1 D1 M- 7 1% (Bayesian Inference) # # REE K TR . R KMREME R L F MR T, g
IQ-TREE fifi %t f M8 TIM2 +R5+F, JF%F 1 000 I E & FF 41, R ZE L BNk i85 o 3% 25
{7 X F DU A R G K E W R A MrBayes B0 0 2 th RS BOBEAY GTR+1+G4+F, & &
XUGE H-ATIE B, B A ST AR BB LR . JEIE 4T 200 TR, 4 100 FRHEFTRIREDS L e 200 4 F- 29 4 v Ml
ZE{H (ASDSEIK T 0. 01 Ay Slthr if

2 ER55H ®
2.1 EMRESHEETE
2.1.1 9

R P C ) 4 A R 15 | g ke AT 7 B S AR B R L
I, SRR KRR . 100 R B0 K 1~1.5 mm B
Fil, 9EBEAE 0. 25~0. 35 mm U (& 1D, LB E R H,
TR HIE 30 °C, JEIA M 12 LOBS) 12 DCRR . %

JERFEAE T0Y0RE . BRI 13 b, BRALA T 90—, SREIE. Usiaon
2.1.2 %%k

g BIE AR, RENTIREASILAGZN, KERL
W SUEE ], I AE ST L, BV 12 1, BTARJE L. AR SR T BRI = Br iz ) W4 2 IR i
W, A 10~12 A URBEM S SCAFL . & B =0 AR B SR HE B (P 2a) o FE I T2 OR Y (KO TE LA T
AN DB XU 5T . 4R M G SR AL, FROMZE T . AN TR Y A BUBE S AL 2 0 R
HKHhE . 03w,

1301 4y st A BE AR, TBARIE BT, 50 R4 IRK A% 3 mm., LI E AR R e, RERE A}
BULR, DK HEREE 75 2 i, B, JEME & 45t . WIS B R K E . LHiRT,
WA /ING ST B EE R (B 2b) . 72 30 °C, 12 Lo 12 D YGHRJE & 70 VIR BE 4 1 F o %I W FF4E 40 23 h,

2 WAL R RE R R R W], 50 KA HAK IR 4~6 mm (& 20, KWHERILF % L
REMH"IE , FEATEREMEE B ORIE . DERHIER R C7 I S . PFIR 25 JF A 41k, Al

=

IS

E1 o
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ATTH R AR ORE (2D o Ja TP RO BUREEH (K 2e) , B )5 01T W AR T30 0T 1,
KW WIHF L2 53 h,

3 WA HUHE NG Y B, RGO B, RRE S LT B AR E W], KRB R R, 50 &4l
SRR 9 mm (B 20, AT . Sk A 2REE S, A LA, B DR ORI B, TR A
HECLE . EEFEIE YR B A R (B 2) o PRI ARE S8 2 BTUTTR 11 MRS BRI
IR 2h) o J 00T 2 0 58 B = A, T 7 AR MR X (AT 20 o I I R KRR S 72 h e 4 U Ik
R EEYTRUT NI SRR T

1.0 mm

1.0 mm

a. LK m¥Em b. L4y S c. 2iR%p R

1.0 mm
—

d. 284 B ® . 2RHBFENIT] £ 3G BEE

1.0 mm 0.5 mm 1.0 mm
[E— — [E—
g SR BEE h 3L HETSI] L 3P EEST

B2 %4H®
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2.1.3 4

LY R JE 2SR, R R EEIY . 50 UK EFE (8 1) mm YL, FEEETE(3E0.5) mm JulH ., WM
P B U 1 R B BN s E FL T CRM D AR SR B R 5, R 8 O PR AR 4 (18] 3a) . PRI R BB UM
B4 FARPIR A R TILG R Y, B A = ST 454 (B 3b) o WRIIRRLE 4 d, A R
RH BB 50 %, J& Kk A W5 BUARAS K O HE A
2.1.4 MK

AR T IR, 50 R A K I AE 9~10 mm JE R, (AR Emet (., Biryti., S [ ks,
F o SRR, 8% S B SR B A b . AR 5 B0 o A B R R A A 0 B R L
GIECEE ., MERBEMZERKAETE, MAERE, J5/NEFBA. EREESM A, &5 R GRE 5 1) R
MRS, 1 AL R AR AR O AR 2% 2 R R A R I B AR S BT 5 il A A
WIE . A5 ], Sk B RO 2 A € 08 (P 3, D

P AR RO W A IR LR /INIR T8 43 X C B 2/3 RAVIR I 5 R 1/3 /N AR 16 4 5 M)
(B 3d), H 5 MW RO, BT W ERK THEE; MMSIX e IRATZ A0 M 3e, MRS, 52 IR ] BE 45
P (P 30, 7700 A% B FIR R 4R 254

d. #BER c. s f HEBER

B3 EEn R R
2.2 HTEENMRELRE
2.2.1 wign R
W S50 2 1 S RN 19 DNA SR IUS Al FHAZ R AG I 430 45 6 g 78 DNA R FR B4 Ll 132. 666 ng/pLL,
BEFR DNA (ABUSTEE L 17. 08 ng/pll, 28 PCR Y8, 91 )™ Wy e i 3t i 5 o it vk ) DL 2% 2% . 00l iz
R COT F116S rDNA ¥4 46717 .
2.2.2 BIALESH

PCR ¥ #igFh COI FEH A1 16S rDNA RN Z M F, 35145 COI N A B F 5] H 278 bp, it A &
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30.2%, WgHE T 5 37.8%, B3 C /i 17.6% ., BEk G & 14.4%, Hh A+T68. 0 iEmF C+G
(32.0%) . FrRFEFEA 16S rDNA FK F BF 318 250 bp, AL T, C. G X 4 Flidi & (-F 5 a8 - Bl 2E A
h7 38.8%, WAL T (5 43.6%, Bk C 7 6.0%, B3 G 4 11.6%, Hi A+T82. 4k m T C+G
(7.6Y%)(F 2),

F2 o iR RhE E RS A R ST

¥ 51 % A/ T/% C/% G/% C+G/%  A+T/% JFSIKEE/bp
CoI 30.2 37.8 17.6 14. 4 32.0 68. 0 278
16S rDNA 38.8 43.6 6.0 11.6 17.6 82.4 250

2.2.3 HHEEBRZALA RSN

W BT A5 19 Rk 42 i COI JEPIURT 16S rDNA P BUF S 7E GenBank | #E4T Blast HE X, £5 3R IR
A R R BE ) 5 R Sk 4 R 5 2 T 47 5 B o B (DR R IR — Bk R T 99 %) . Horh, COT SE [ 3t 1% BE
#5200.000~0.000, 16S rDNA J K& B4 0. 000~0. 004, 34 8 1L T~ 5 i o A A 400 b ) 38 1% B
(p<<0.0D), ZJFH T 1% % GenBank B4l . B35 51518 COI . PQ680654 Fil 16S rDNA : PQ676744,

1558 [ 3 A W HORAE B b (NCBD B #8878 X i (Musca domestica) COI JF 511 16S rDNA J7
HUAE Sy SNRE AR 0 25 B B A 35 1% B B 43 A AR5 45 2 W R g T 8 ) 45 10 JA 1) DK Sk 42 R (Chrysomya mega-
cephala) ., 16 RRIERE P T #5045 B 9 FR 88 ( Sarcophaga peregrina)16S rDNA JE 51 5 15 i g Rk f 43 5 F 485
SE WA AR S AR R COI ¥ 5 M 16S rDNA 74« G0 & 19 256 4 88 (Lucilia sericata) . X £
(Lucilia caesar) » B i 0 J&@ 04 B 2 BT 0 W8 (Aldrichina graham) , 4 W J@ 1 I8 9% 45 88 ( Chrysomya pin-
guis) . 4 0 JE B HE B 4 1 (Chrysomya rufifacies) & 6 4~ K 3k 48 (Chrysomya megace phala) $UH (i
15 S 2 W b B B MERR ), 2R JH PhyloSuite V 1. 2 #4EXF LI 1 12 4> COI J£31), 11 4~ 16S rDNA JF 5
(IR 40, AR B G M8 TC 16S rDNA JF5)) 47 PR AR (& 4a. b, Bl Sa, b) F1 2 FE PR A A (8] 4c,
Kl 50) 40 # . IQ- TREE Hl MrBayes Wi f 7 i R R LB W B . LLEWE (Musca domestica) 75 #f
W, FF S REAR S Rk S W AE 3 Fb i IR b X908 il & A5 B 43 32 (COI: 83% . 76.5%, 16S rDNA :
80% . 82.7% . ZHEH . 88% . 61.2%), W5 Wl Ma R H ALY A 225 70 2 (& 4, 181 5)  TEmBRJE b, 2258
LR W (Lucilia sericata) 5 X 4% W (Lucilia caesar) 1€ 47 #E AL ot B g — 32, 3145 66 6. 89 % 5F Boot-
strap CRFR, I TBOE R Z C R & BB 19 K 3k 4 W8 (Chrysomya megacephala) 24~ JF 51 % i B
BRI, Hh R T 5] PQ680654 5 K Sk 4 i 7 41 43 3 KRRk 8300, HAER 5 E {5 H 1Y
AR 3 S BCE I — 2B B0 T R 2 T SE M s B 0 1 R B N R (Aldrichina graham) 7R 52 8 H
SEOY SRR . LRSI L T ARG TSRS BLAST HoX 458 — B, WA SRR AR AR O K Sk
G W 1) B i S E

RGER B WG RS —PAUE T T i % W 5 Ik S MR OC R fl . A Ak Ay BE R RSk 4 i
Y TE PRI T A ST S L X COT Z M 16S rDNA R 1047 . AL AESS HE 56 E Kk 4, iR BERS
BRI G HABME S AL R, NIk B Mo M R G R B WS4 T A IR
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Musca domestica AY818109
I Lucilia sericata JX438041
66 " Lucilia caesar DQ453488

42 Aldrichina graham DQ345097
T‘_l: Chrysomya pinguis 1LC684824
66 Chrysomya rufifacies LC549071

Chrysomya megacephala AY 818092

83 Chrysomya megacephala PQ680654*
Chrysomya megacephala AY818110

Chrysomya megacephala AY818093
4|_|: Chrysomya megacephala AY818111
Chrysomya megacephala AB080252

a. COIEH

Musca domestica FI763711
Sarcophaga peregrina GQ118348
[ Aldrichina grahami GQ118346

55 |—|: Lucilia sericata GQ118372
89

Lucilia caesar GQ118361

Chrysomya megacephala FI763675

[ Chrysomya megacephala FJ763682
Chrysomya megacephala FJ763656

30 Chrysomya megacephala ¥J763697
T‘_‘: Chrysomya megacephala PQ676744*
57

Chrysomya megacephala FJ763687

73

80 52

b. 16SrDNAKR

Musca domestica

Sarcophaga peregrina

Aldrichina grahami

70 Lucilia sericata

76 Lucilia caesar

= Chrysomya megacephala

Chrysomya megacephala

Chrysomya megacephala
48 a7 -

Chrysomya megacephala*

Chrysomya megacephala
41

Chrysomya megacephala

88

c. COIFM6S rDNAZ R

* FRTFF Y EWAY COI $£H | 16S rDNA #H &% COI Ml 16S rDNA ZHF T ; & F BB FE R R L TR,

4 HEFIEH IQ-TREE EF coIl &E[E. 16S rDNA ERFE K COI #1 16S rDNA S ERAF I HENRERZLEH

3 is5%®R

AW 5E s L2524 5 0 F AW F S G 0 F B R MR 17 508 . B T N E MBI A= 218
KSR RN o K3k £ 88 Chrysomya megacephala . 1% 58 K3k 4 W 22 3L T A5 24 R AF 1 2 A4S 36 X 40 #r
A e B AERG A 25 . AWEIE DN . A3 AN D | L R O L ) 45 B B RSk kAT TS
FRAEH R . 20 T & SR IE R | . R, 9738 7 COI 3£ H | 16S rDNA H[H, & B3 K F ) A B/ H.
B DR G i ) 910 358 Ry AR ST S R Sk 4 i 25 0 R e kA 23 B i TR 40 F 384

WF5EUESE . 16S *DNA 5 COI 3K Fr Be i Fl st A% #E 85 (P {H<<0. 0 i F AR TFh a1 #E 2§ (0. 03), H
PR A X B L&, A0 T EMRC A ZEARE . LIRSk &g A ], H 16S rDNA F&[H Fp Py iE
B 0.000~0. 004, e RFP N FE B /N5 H Al g B0 i B (1 EE 25 s COI JERFp PR Sy 0. 000~0. 000, 5
s R Ll 0y e %) ol ) B B W 25 . BUEE I AR IC AR R (16S rDNA +COD TEME KT @8 S8 h e I s 1T
A S R R
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Musca domestica AY818109
Chrysomya rufifacies LC549071
Chrysomya pinguis LC684824
[ Aldrichina grahami DQ345097
36 86.9 |—|: Lucilia sericata JX438041
95.9 Lucilia Caesar DQ453488

— Chrysomya megacephala Y818093

103 e Chrysomya megacephala AY818111

765 { Chrysomya megacephala PQ680654 *
' 10.8 Chrysomya megacephala AY 818092
4.4 { Chrysomya megacephala AY818110
10.8 Chrysomya megacephala AB080252

a. COIER

37.7

Musca domestica FI763711
Sarcophaga peregrina GQ118348
[ Aldrichina grahami GQ118346

81.8 |—|:Lucilia sericata GQ118372

99.5 Lucilia Caesar GQ118361
88.4 Chrysomya megacephala F1763675
[ Chrysomya megacephala FJ763682
827 19.1 Chrysomya megacephala F1763656

17.9 Chrysomya megacephala PQ676744 *
85.5 Chrysomya megacephala FJ763697
324 Chrysomya megacephala FJ763687

b. 16SrDNAKR

Musca domestica

Sarcophaga peregrina
Aldrichina grahami
613 {Lucﬂia sericata
80.2 Lucilia caesar
55.8 Chrysomya megacephala
Chrysonmya megacephala

Chrysomya megacephala

211 T: Chrysomya megacephala

5.7 Chrysomya megacephala
T: Chrysomya megacephala™

c. COIFM6S rDNAZ R

* FORTFSEMFD COI 2 | 16S rDNA 3K & COI 1 16S rDNA £ FEHFF; 5 8 LT R RS X LR,

B 5 &iBFiE A MrBayes FiEE T COI EE . 16S rDNA EFE K COI 71 16S rDNA S EFAFHIHMENEZSZLXEH

A% F H PhyloSuite V 1. 2 8 # # IQ-TREE Fl MrBayes 5t K B W, 38 31 45 11 FE 2 2 4 iy 5=
KER, i FREGRGLEFRESE -2, AR RS L TR BN 25080050 3, IEUNZ 5 i
A SCHLE RIS R G S . SRS 9 COI 1 16S rDNA ¥ 515 GenBank K 3k 4 ¥ 51 AH L B 35
99. 85 ~100% , fERG K B W A E R T [F— 73 3, WIHH SRR Y fl 308 4598 . %07 2l i A T mtDNA
1 16S rDNA (250 bp) 1 COI (278 bp) % Fr Bt B AT SE 80 F @ 45 31, ELAT S 4 0 . AR I B i A 3, x5
WS BARAE N BRI, & AR R, MR R T A B TR R
N B FARCAFE R BR M, EHRGEE 22 T 10 RF AR R A R . RORS A R AL G W
SRR I 2 YR SRR, A ST S P M S MR B g M I O i R ARG A R

T R Sk A i TR A8 SR WD AR . A B TR RS 225000 . MARE A ¢ T Kk & i 45 8 OB SRR Y
HR I o H S W2 B oA B B A ELTE I 1% B D A IR R s 1 R Sk 46 AN ) S T AT 38 kg a2 L Y
HWIAH, 5T IQ TREE Hil MrBayes RG A& B W73 T RGE LT 041, R 45 598 A FRAE JE4T % 58 F1 43
e, A 3 SRS E S TR R B AN T R
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