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Ya U Vs UNZITBITAR—EEFEERO T4
WA LDOEEIIIE — s ns v a w7 a1 20
LSRR R L 7 0O R S

RO ' T, R REHET

i i

TA D FA NZIR RIS & i+ 5352 v %2 T, T O LRI B DERO - D EBEK K
Blc L Y KAIHR 2 BERICE X DM BT ThH B T4 Y FA LMiclE, BENEELLL53 L0
(ODDFROLDOREENR TSN, 205 bE—BETHEOEMIHETICL > TXES A
BbLDEMFICT v A A LMTH, EHFOBRBHEREERT 20 AHEATNS,

Lewontin & Hubby (1966) L3k, HAEROT7 A VF A 2RI T 2L OB L Y,
HREINICZREBHER L5 ) E L RSN TWSE 2 L85 2 Ic &7z, Gillespie, Kojima
5(1968, 1970) i = UV 3 v Nz D HREFMOME 25, ZOBEMZTToO BE TR LE
BEERd 0T, BRBCEEDL 5 BRNTIHERNIE, oBETEE L 2B,
ROLICBHELT D, Tbb, FRENCHEET2REOKRE T, MORETAEES hich
—DRTTHLN, ERBLUANOBERETIL, TORAVEBEAR»LEBASNELOTHSB, +
Dic, FHEDOKEIRMERL D > THHEMZERIE LAV, ThIZKL, BEOLEITERY
COHEMICLEICEA TV S, - THEDEVESENT Z 0 & 5 2B O S0 I R L - it
RThHd, ZOBREXFT2 EHBEEENT -2 b BESH TS (Ayala and Powell 1972)
2B, TOREwRbLECHENTWS (Selander, 1976),

Kojima & OBLRMFOEMFAMEE LS HKEVCHBETH LM, vavvav sz 7y
B A LOECFREE BT R, TAH VR R T 7 & — ¥ (Harper & Arms-
trong 1972, 1973), =27 7 — ¥ (Narise 1873), ADH (Vigue & Johnson 1973, Day et al 1974)

1 ABEO—EI SCRER A e R MRS (No. 134050, No. 154205) iz & D 4TS iz,

2 ZOWMATRKROKEL Hnb, ADH: 7va— ke, oaGPDH: a /'Y & r v L&Ak
KRR, MDH: Y o oMBKERER, NADH i @{kRl=aF L 77= VX745 F, NADH:
BBl aF 7F=0 ORI VEFE, aGP a7 Y+u ) 8, DHAP: P FrxiTx by
VER, OAA ¥ u iR,
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Lt MDH (Hay & Armstrong 1976) (o F £/, ThbORERFENT L, FAmia vy
2 Az MDHUAOBERE ORI 7 v 1 AT, i pH, HERRME, HEAOEE, <
By AEE, BEEHER CEb T LA —ETR L, Eo ERPALA, ADHIZoW
Ti, BEEFEOL 1S 2007 v # A LEETOBEN, HEICHE L ABE b - TR
L (Vigue & Johnson 1973), 7 /L = — L2kt B ikt Bere 2 R#EM T 7 v = — HEHUMEIC B 4°
WAH B Dk LHESH TV (Briscoe et al. 1975, van Delden et al. 1978), L EORIEN G,
HE S EEAMERE S b R BRI BV T, T e A AHEICEND D, SMRIEO S
Wr > TRS-FBRE ST T0wD L HicBbhd

MD Hi3 A R OBHEO—>Th Y, v a v va v AzicsnTh, o s Rk, M
BBICEETAb0E, S har RYTHOLOL 2FEAH D, 6 IHEN, REFH,
LB I X BIHSE, R4 OG- FEERCF I 5 (Kitto & Kaplan 1966, Kitto & Lewis 1967
McReynolds & Kitto 1970, O’Brien 1973), ¥ fw L 3 UL 3 7y T OHEMDHD 2507 v
WA Mz oOWT OME (Hay & Armstrong 1976) 2 X huiE, REMUEESR O A LFEHME Ic 213 R
SHTWAY, MEEMDHIZI har RY 7MDHEBHELTY » THAEREREEHRL T
130, MG CAE U NADH #EfbL, ZOBTUREZI Fa v FY THABITLTS
Fay FY7TRNTO BERY VERML & #0125 LT EE 2 &FH 24 ->Tws (Borst 1961,
Kaplan 1963), #-T, 7w ¥4 AMTEMFHMECENLLLRS O, FERELIOBFRO
KT LD LEN AV, L Lenb, ¥Mueavday_"zo aGPDH TE 2207 R
FA AHT, HERETED DN, EHOREREEICECYES Y, B TIEEORmCT v ¥ A L
P 5BETN, FHZROEW M T B % R LT3 (Johnson & Shaffer 1973,
Miller et al. 1975), = OEEFIZY o FTRAEBRER L U EERRRE S > TV SR T, H
BB OTRAG CEBEABE FE L T W 5 (Sacktor 1970, White & Kaplan 1972, O’Brien &
MaclIntyre 1972), =0 L 9 i BRBREERE D 7 v ¥ AOALEHERIC SV TR HE LD
<y Bi—MRBRVELATVARY, ZOFEREERBHRICHENIBEOT v ¥ A LOWHHIC
SNTHMREREE, ChPEBLELTINLORBEED T v ¥ A AOEMANEROMREEL
LCHFENRPY ETLIHBITITbRI,

7 aa WY aw AT (Drosophila virilis) X AAFHICAEBL, E—nTH#, BARER LK
HAZEARL TS L, REEEVATFELRCEVIFERS, 7o F A 2T AVSERT

7. FFOME 977 12 L AUT, F OMIBE MDH B ETFIEIZ X 2 > O IBET (MDHY,
MDH® 735 Y, HASEEOEESHE 3% 740.9928, 0.0072TH %, flgE aGPDHBEET
JEIZ 1% 3 > O RS #ET («GPDHY, aGPDH™, «GPDH®) MRl &h, EHHEEREHhZEFR
0.0036, 0.9875, 0.0089 T&h %, i b DEBETFHE AL, FHik LB nHBbhi
Wo U EDLESICID 200 FICE, W27 v F A LBEEFIRFEET SN, FOo—20
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HLHFIZKEEE LT, PRHEMMTH S, 22 TRV v Y v AzoMBEMDHE
U aGPDH 7 v 4 AZHK2L 57 v F A A2hhi, BHL, 7o ¥FA1 sl coebFintE s
gL, fieT, EENESRTERFNERCOWTHRET S,

Mot & ok

(1) FicLfE

FRICHWZZ vy a Y a s AzoMlEMDH®D 2 7 v 4 A (MDH!, MDHs) % #131973
fEiz, #HaE aGPDH @ 3 7 u %1 L& (aGPDH!, aGPDHm, aGPDHs) &3 197848 1z #IfTiEs »
AGER TR SH, EREZBTHERINRFEDO S B, &7 v ¥ A 2 BEFICEL TEEES
DLOPLFHLLNBLTHESNZ LD TH B, _
BT v P A LREONTIEA — R b FEREH (5 %ReE, 8 %l — 2 1, 0.8%FR—LITFEEE
vy —) OFMP T CTHRESN, Ptk 1 ~ 2 BohE —25°C, iz —70°CizfRfFL,
#I50 g B FE - e ERERI R L L THW 2 AR Y v TR oORIEE, RO &KM4 THE LTk
1 B4 SRtz E Lz, MDH7 u %4 AR OB O EFRICRETRERGFORE
FLO6RBICE, R0l l~2HBO = 2RI ERERA — 2 ML (8
%l A — R b, 0.8%%ER) LBEHRHOA - FHIc AL, 25°CTH®E L7, aGPDH 7 » % A
LREORRBOEFRICKETFFTREOREY LORIERTIR, RHEFICEFEHEIT35 £
1ICsg % Lz,

(2) BEXE

Weky 7' L BLAkB): Shaw & Prasad (1970) O FEkicit -7z, BRKEI%, HicHEWEIR L
LMDHK W aGPDH & # #H!I Uiz,

(3) BREFHEOUE

MDHE ' aGPDH §E#:1325°Ciz 3\ T B A EFH 2 vy, 340 nm omRINic X Y JlEL
oo TEHEEREMIE & IR T 2720, TEMEE OFEICIIFLEE 2 F e, EHEOBAR 145H
iz 1 gmole » NADH Xix NAD* # AT 5BKETRb LI, # "7 BOREIIX Lowry
et al (1951) DJFHRCRE, FMIET V7' 2 CEEEMBR L 7o BENER G LR 3ml TF
EOWY TH B, 1) OAABTERIETIH 0. 1M Y RIEMEHE K (pH 7.5z 0. 33 mM OAA,
0.2mM NADH & EBFE 5 i, 2) U v TBEBLEETIR 0.1 M2 Y & 2% (pH 9.3)
Hiz 33mM U > IS RV 7, 0.2mM NAD* & B % 5 < ik, 3) DHAP BRI
0.1 M}V = FifEEHESI#E (pH 6.75) H1iz 0.1 mM DHAP, 0.1 mM NADH » E# % 3 < &k,
4) aGP BLKETIX 0.1 M 2V ¥ Vg (pH 10.0) iz 33 mM aGP, 0.1mM NAD* &
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R B0, U EOS&HFRZAZABROETHPH Th Y, IEZRERVEE, WEEROR
EThd,

(4) VoamBomE

B DERAY v FEIE Gutmann & Wahlefeld (1974) o Bz Avwi, ZoFEi o
iR 5 K,CO, Oifinic & v BERR LRV etk o ) v a@aHEE L,
Yavvayv A AzMDHZHWEORAZKIGIZX » THELZ NADH 8% 56 EH T3 s 3
BFRETHD, BEMIIE F7 V7D vy (pH9.5) AW, AUROAAZE FI Ve L
THREREOET 2H L7,

(5) 7oO¥4S LOREERE A

B LT v F A 22 fleic—EBRBRE Ic L VEEM RS, —ERMg—cRoBEEY
EVIEEZHIE L, ZOHARETET e F A 00X N BEELIZE—FEICLTERICEL
oo MLFEL 72IEEEIXMDH Tt 45°C, aGPDH ik 35°C » 45°C ©d 3,

(68) SRERMDC &7 ZHEBICHT 3 EFROLE

MDH 2 %# (MDH//MDH/, MDH*/MDH*) % % DM (MDH//MDH*) Ot 1~ 2HHE
DA EIOHFOBEREE A — X M2 ERE R LI AN, 3~4HEZHLWEDOA
S TCEHRICB L T2C, 28HMEFAE Lice HLWHIEBTEILEALY, =40 LizEbizbo
RRE, ATFRER Xz, BRSO XK OKEIZS0TH B,

(7)) 3BCICHBITIEBFEDIE:

Tt 2 B aGPDH 7 v ¥ A & 3% £ B4 12108 > @A 0 i A, 35°CHiER
BHTHRBE L, TORBEIBEATOEFICE>TLEIVLWEETH Y, 1EERICEIRA L
BT 5, X1 BE2RECER, K%K L LOKEERZIT- 72,

(1) MEROBKADHYFAES/SAL

1D vy avYa v SzofiliKks pH 7.0 0 7 L CELKEXEIT % &, BHi~E 1
O LBRBA~BE T 00 2o0MDHAS %, MiFIMIEMDHT, #&3I bav Ry 7
MDH<T) %, Fig. 1(A) ekl k 5z, #MKEMDHEET RS 5(MDH /MDH,
MDH!/MDH®) ¥ ZhZh 1RO AL F L LTHbh, % 0RBBMBEAK (MDH'/MDH®) 134 %
DEDAVFE, TOHRIZ IKOMBEREZD 3EKDAY FEFRT 5, 0O Lidfho£ o
BRETRINTWSLEIIC, TOBER2EERTHI I LETMLTNS,

Ml E aGPDH 7 w ¥ A &L & € %% («GPDH'/aGPDH’/, aGPDH™/aGPDH™,
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(A) cyTtopLAsMIC MDH

-+
——— p—
—_— ——
OR
f/f f/s s/s
GENOTYPE
(B) cytopLasMIc «GPDH
+
] ———— —
[ = - '[
— _ =

OR
f/f m/m s/s& f/m f/s m/s
GENOTYPE

Fig. 1. Zymograms of cytoplasmic MDH and «GPDH phenotypes

of D. wirilis.
aGPDH'/aGPDH®) B Z N ERBHB~BHT 5 1AD L FeBlbd, Z20R0B00MEE 1
RGBOA L Fodic 1ROHERERE 25, LEFR S KON FEBRT 5 (Fig. 1 (B)),
:@%%%MDHHW%2%%?%5:&ﬁ%%éﬂéﬁ,ﬁ@@%mﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬁbm
TOY T 2=y }E35,000TH B 2 & A bhjz (Narise, in preparation),

COLBICHEH LMBEMDHYT v % 4 L7500 aGPDH EETEEIC >V T BAKE T L
5 R7cfER, MDH!, MDH® %#& & aGPDH! #k®icH->- L # Rl L7, aGPDH o 3
BT MDH 5T iz >\ Tik MDHY ORIBHES Th - 17,

(2) 7oOHa LOHE&HN

BEF ORI, R 2 0o 2B &2 U 4 CHI% O IKR T - 720

Table 1. Purification of cytoplasmic MDHs allozyme from D. virilis.

Total Total Specific
Steps protein activity* activity Yield Purification

(mg) (unit) (unit/mg) (%)

1) Crude extract 2,067 1, 808 0.87 100

2) Ammonium sulfate precipitate 1,637 1,746 1.07 9.6

3) DEAE-cellulose (batch) 744 1,084 1.46 60.0

4) CM-cellulose (batch) 365 198 0. 54 11.0 1
5) DEAE-Sephadex (column) 18.8 132 7.02 7.3 13.1
6) Sephadex G-100 (column) 5.0 78 15.60 4.3 28.9
7) Hydroxylapatite (column) 0.9 48 53.33 2.7 98.8

* Enzyme activity was measured using malate as substrate.
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a) MDH7 u+ A 2, Tablel (i3 = 2 THW= ik » T &7 BRLERO #E5RE2 "L
7. iz MDH® 0fER %7 L Th o2, MDH! §RIUHEIC LV RiFRICINE, BRERSES
Nizo TaF A A%HEOAT50g % 0. 1MV gk (pH 7.3) 260m/ i ThEY =F— b
L, 13,000 [al#z, 30 4pflECs L7z 3l & Mtk & Uiz,

Z ORI ICHE & Nz, T O40~80%fFn D ik x 4w, 50 mM ) L EREIRICET T 5.
WZRAATIZ L - TH O -BEREIE, T U 50 mM VU @ik © Sk Sz DEAE-+ L
w— ZCRFEESHE, Ny FET, I b3y Y TMDHo—# LRk Y » 7 O—EBR W,
FiRZH#HD T 5mM U UEEERICENT L, [ UK TEEl L7 CM-t e — 2123y F
Bic EVRESHT, WL, CM-tim— 2 &k ckg+5L I b2 Py 7MDHiR
TOEAw— 2 BFELTHEAE MDH o223 FROPICHITL %5, ZOMETE V28
MDHEM:LE T+ 20k (Table 1), HBEANOMDHIEHO 8B L2 Ed5I b2 FY 7
MDH(Hay & Armstrong 1976) Z W 7272 T, Z O MIEM 2 MEMD HiEH oM & Lz,
ZOWE 2mM Y VUEEEIE T BT Lm0 b, DEAE-+ 77 F v 287 A RESE, [
KB @R YRR L, 0 ~0.2M NaCl o ERAE T L 7zo MD H S M0 w4 % 43 TR
WBIRICENT L T ML, 5mM ) CEEEIR CEEb LY 7T v 7 2 G100 % T 2 iz
D, FIEERCHEET 2, BHEOBWAEZES T 2mM ) UEEEKR TEITL, £ Fe v
TREA NI T RTDOHD, 77 NEHFELZEK 30~200mM V »EEEEIRO BRI THEHT
% &, MDHz50~100 mM O ThA EWIM SN T 2, ZORFMECIVRMTrF A HL
100 R O E L LR G Hhvie, 2 OBEEEREME T « A 7 BRIKENC T, &L Z o8
7 BRIR YT S L, BERIEELKBIEO—HT 23RN F Ny N Fodbic, TN,
2RDE LRI N ERR BN, TORMY VA EBELEYD, T74=2F 4 —ru~ bEE
7228, BEFROWRERLET TRIEHEORTAVWDBL UL Linew, Z 0RO % A{FFER

CHWz, 2B, T4 A7 BRI L > TS D KRHEES » 7 3R EHRERMET 2 L X
DELHENTL B,

b) aGPDH 7 = # 4 A,

3D aGPDH 7 v F A A ZHED 1 ~2HDOH A= 60g 1 H 7 v ¥ A A HhH, BRL7-.
aGPDH® 0B o4 Table 21z F L iz, 0.1M VU gk pH7.2thTchey T
F— b L, 13,000 A, 30 MOBEMIC LV HEON LHETHBRL L, 1% 7 v & I ViR
EHEBERK 1m0 0.2ml Nz, AU EE 0o XV BRv e, RiFIc80%ffnic e %
IO BEEmEE Mz, ZORETIHREAEDTO0.1IM Y VEEREERR (H 7.2) [ZBEHL, A
v FHEIZE Y DEAE-v2 v — 2R AT 9 &, e OFEES %7 B2 415 (Table 2),
ZOiF#EE 10 mM bV R pH 7.6 T L7z DEAE-+/Lbw —2 5 5 Mc o, [FE#
W THEH 0 ~0.2M NaCl 0 ERAF THIB L, EHEOBVWES 2 ED 5, Z OBFRRICHE
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Table 2. Purification of cytoplamsmic aGPDHs allozyme from D. virilis.

Total Total Specific
Steps protein activity* activity Yield Purification
(mg) (unit) (unit/mg) (%)
1) Crude extract 4,622 944.6 0.20 100 1
2) Protamine sulfate precipitate 2,454 940.5 0.38 99 1.9
3) Ammonium sulfate precipitate 1, 864 861.0 0.46 91 2.3
4) DEAE-cellulose (batch) 1,414 827.4 0.59 88 2.9
5) DEAE-cellulose column (1) 243 655. 8 2.70 69 13.5
6) Sephadex G-100 colum 37.2 395.1 10.6 42 53.1
7) Hydroxylapatite column 12.4 305.1 24.6 32 123
8) DEAE-cellulose column (2) 8.0 245.7 30.7 26 154

* Enzyme activity was measured using @GP as substrate.

EMATE X7 L RBESE, VRO SmM Y o i pH 7. 2 CHEBLIZb D% 27 757
7xG4mw5Asz,%@%mmmﬁﬁmgwﬁﬁ&%béoMWDH%aGHHP@%ﬁ
H DB E SmM ) R pH 7.2 TEBE L Fu o7 <44 hpy 5 LCRE S ¥
5~200mM 0 ) > BB EIE O M AR AT 5, FEMEOE S O % %455 10mM | U 248
## pH 7.6 ® DEAE-t b n — 2 % 5 Az B35 4 0 ~0.2 M NaCl HRAR © HHT 2,
aGPDH' i £ Ru %27 24 4 NCHEBESAAVDT £ 7 57 5o 7 2G-100 225 o FEHE %
SmM VU g pH 7.2 TFfi{k L7z DEAE-+A w—2 % 5 A KRB SERE, 0~0.2
M NaCl OFEBAE CHEHT 5. 372945 L4 5mM |V 2358 pH 7. 2 123FH L 4%,
HAERTFT 5 L BRIz b 7 - TS s h e, LEDTHECHBET v ¥ A ik 150 22 |
K%@én,?417%%%@@%%,%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?5$~tﬁyﬂ7ﬁ&é:kﬁ%@b%ﬂ
2o

(3) 7a¥A LOE(LPehieR

(a) MDH7 u¥1 A,

MDH® %0t MDH® » pH &t # Fig. 2 1cim Lz, v 2B O ERE pH 13 MDH*
?9.75, MDH®* » 9.25 T 5 2%, OAA BTEOENIZTZREH, 6.75, 8.0 Th-olc, Ak pH
70U LRET 2 L, OAA BRERKIEIZ B Tk MDH! X FEE pH OIEMD 95% % 557343,
MDH?® i362% 05t %>, v VARRBIEOEE pH T bich v 75 ) flizffi- T,
PH 73030 T13 E M pH OiEM0 b5 1/4 B 0 1EH: ERTRETTh -,

%%@%@W@EMDHﬁ%ﬁE@OAAﬁm%énm<wﬁ,yyﬁ@@m%&5ﬁ%#m
VS RE (Kitto & Kaplan 1966) BoDOTHEBEOREL L & N 7, M7 | AN L
2, OAAD LO~1.5mM TRAIEML 22 %5, 3.0mM < bRRKDBO%DIEM %R Lz, XY
¥ AFRD30~40 mM CIEH IR KISEL, TNLLLEDOBRE TEHDRBAT 323, 300 mM ThHEKR
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Fig. 2. The effect of pH on the activity of cytoplasmic MDH allozymes.
(A) Malate oxidation (B) Oxaloactate reduction.
Solid line, 0.1 M phosphate buffer; Dashed line, 0.1 M glycine-NaOH buffer.
O : MDH! @ . MDHs

D%k T LI, CRLDFERET FArY sy Yay  AnTHLNIRRE (Hay & Armstrong
1976) LEELILTHY, BRoMEEMDHoRE L Bbhd, EEOHREOKEIZIX2OD
Tu¥A LAETENRLELNRDP T,

KICHEROEZO Km iz 7 v 9 A AR THE L, Km fHBEEELEE L2V
B OBhEESE O RS EE I CHIE L, Lineweaver-Burk plot 2 LIRE LIz, Table3izHh b s
I o, vy IBiceT 5 Kmix MDH! 282.1mM, MDHs® :2.0mM T&% b, OAAlzxT

% KmfEiZZH %0 0.065mM, 0.126mM Tho7c, ZhbOfEZEREBICEDL D 5 B,

Table 3. Apparent Michaelis constants for cytoplasmic MDH allozymes from D. wirilis.

Km (mM)
Substrates or coenzymes pH
MDHs MDH¢
Malate 9.3 2.0 2.1
NAD+ 9.3 0.176 0.141
Oxaloacetate 7.5 0.126 0. 065
NADH 7.5 0.034 0.032

Buffer used for malate oxidation and oxaloacetate reduction were 0.1 M Tris and 0.1 M phosphate,

respectively.
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MDH' ¢ 0.051~0.080 mM, MDH® < 0. 096~0. 180 mM DR CREMERE VBB D h D
T IO KmfEDERVWREETHE LEbRS, T7%bb, MDH! ® OAAizxt+ 387
7 MDH® o Zhizfi-Tn3 = k35 LTw%, NAD* i3 0.8 mM, NADH i1 0.3 mM &
RBEEL LTENRZh o Km 2 0% Lz 28 oEs MRMEEL B hhok, Bohf
ix MDH', MDH*® & CHifl L Tv\% (Table 3),

BERDWBEIC X 5 RIGABERFHIED —>ThHBDT 7 rH 4 & DIRERZMEE L & X 7z,
MDH7 = ¥4 ni3 pH 7.5 0 Y > B @ik h T 40°C WEEATH & %, SR TRMLERED
LR H BRI h o7z, LaL 50°C ik 540 ic BIERFET Lz, Zomn, 45°C umy
4553 > 317, TORMDEEDELEZ BRI LI, 2507 & FA LR THRW 2L, B545%D
TEMIZ L L2tk D 60% (i cdh 3,

(b) aGPDH 7w 41 4,

aGPDH 7 = %4 50 aGP B{bo =55 PH R 10M58125 Y, kN pH LB 3 el o Biin
TRIEERTRA LB b o2, —F, DHAP EICOER pH 12 6.5 Wich v, pH6 R
T TIRERIEEDOKIB0% L, hiEfiF T BB @ EE 2R > T3, Table 41237 w44 &
P 3EIDWEDTEE R L5, il pH iZ 3HOB L 52 LWEiREZehn 2 2 - 72,
Table 4 i1CitF7 v ¥4 A O G 1z %+ 5 Km EZLRLTH S, Km ik, aGP Bfb ozt
HIRE 0. 2~25 mM, DHAP 5% 7% 0.01~0. 4 mM DREHETRE S iz, = 0@ &
SEERMETA LA TV AV, Z0FIziE3 ~5 BIORMEDFHEE, BREFELFRL~, 37
RYA LD aGPizxt+ %5 Km fHic 133 4 Shiev, DHAP iz#t4 3 Km {3, aGPDH!*
& aGPDH™ offjiz#£i17% {, aGPDHs FRTEICH RTINS o7z,

aGPDH #ifk 4 s MERE I X VIES 5133, aGP BILEIETIR3 7 e ¥ A4 228 aGP
IREE 20~30 mM TR EIENE 2 R 2, M o |- 5. 2R THEHEMET L, 170 mM ik aGPDH!
AU aGPDH® 3B ATEHED 0% & %2 5 75, «GPDH® 1370% i LIET T %, #KiEo DHAP ;&
TETHL,  FRIEME & 7R R 23 L RAYIE < (0. 4~0.9 mMD, REED LRI - CIEMIIET

Table 4. Optimum pH and apparent Michaelis constants of three cytoplasmic
aGPDH allozymes of D. virilis.

aGPDH: aGPDHm aGPDHs
Optimum pH for aGP 9.90 10.20 10.20
Optimum pH for DHAP 6.65 6. 25 6.20
Km (mM) for aGP (+ S.D.)** 1.90+0.025 1.77+0.17 1.89+41.17
Km (mM) for DHAP (+ S.D.)***  0.303+0. 055 0.309+0. 077 0.214+0. 022*

* Significantly different from «GPDH! (at the 1% level) and aGPDHm (at the 5% level).
*k  Measured at 25°C in 0.1 M glycine NaOH buffer (pH 10. 0).
*++  Measured at 25°C in 0.1 M Tris acetate buffer (pH 6.75).
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T, 37u%4Aﬁfﬁot%%@6wﬁ%%Lto#mb%aGmnFmoymMEUﬂ>
ﬁﬁﬁm%%iﬁ,L&ﬂ%?@%k@6%@ﬁﬁf60MXDHfMleMECiéﬁEK;
Dm%&iw,Lsmemm%mﬁTb,ammHmuLzmMifﬁ@%%aﬁf,Ls
mM T 80~90% DIFEMHEHRFFL TV i,

«GPDH 0 JZ 5 e & B O Bf% % & » i Arrhenius plot & BLBL, 37 n¥ALLH30C
utoﬁﬁvmﬁﬁ%%mwbnf,m43%®ﬁ1£@W@&)U LR ONIZDOT, T
nf%A@ﬁEKié%m%wﬁbko7u$4A&@ﬁﬁﬁf%Tfﬂﬂb,ﬁ%&ﬁofﬁ
i@%ﬁ%ﬂﬁbkﬁ%&fm;sw%bkomwabméi T OREEICE Y, BEROENE
denkﬁﬁﬁ—fé%wrﬁ?b,%wﬁTwﬁﬁmaGmnﬁﬁ%%k%<,aGHHW
BE b & v, aGPDH® 13 aGPDH™ (ki L, S RAGETH D V2D, kRO KRR % 45°C
Tﬁﬁk,MHDHfMIQ%T%WDﬁﬁ®%%KiTTD,Z}Wfﬁi? 7 )%, aGPDH™,
aGPDH? (3253 ¢ % h 1 60%,40% KT % Lo o RSB R A, I X D405 aGPDHS
P 5 1304 { aGPDH™ 23—%FH Iz W I L A3fD BT,

(4) 7o¥SLOE{LFHERCERY 2EMFNER

m%f%&btﬂmgMDH,MWDH7u#4bﬁ@&k$%%&tﬂwrm&tﬁ,%
#cirEEpH & OAARHTS Km ffilz, %% CREmBE 51 & 5 M & B Y]
bR ENT D bR, DAL OEEAERICE - THEEET D0 THS 5 M MDH®HA %

100

REMAINING AcTIVITY (%)

Hours

Fig. 3. Rates of thermal inactivation of cytoplasmic «GPDH allozymes
at 35°C.
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DEBER) T THH, OAATHN, BErLERESNDZOTH D056, FErmumicHiRL
S % G 2 MTERNICEET 2 BEARL T 2 0 bah v, AR RE»S, OAAR
%t 5B MDHS (x MDH® LY B0 Ths s, OAADEKNEP BIRICIETTH
i, TO&MCHE & MDH & MDHS Z#lcz r v F—RBIcE24EL, OAA
PP OECEEHEE L > MDH ZEPRICETEEZBURLINDITHS ZOTFHEDYL

LI, ETEERRGMTRE SAE, NTORNEEMET T T e LE R, JET
BHRELLTIZOAADENT — L EBHED T/hE Vv (Williamson & Brosnon 1974) O T, H-,
ZOREOLE N Y v A BARKICHoTwADTY v I ERIE Lz, Table 5 i34 —X MHET
FE L-RBoENY v BBy, RO R LEERTHD, 2~3 g0 = RIEH
R, gM Y oY > TEE L pmole THhHb Lz, FRRICHEAL 72 = OFEE B L2005
0HDRTH 5, [M—LBRICH V2O RERFRIC T 5, XEHHEKI0H, 148 0N Y
VAR L R R o, KOO, A=A METHEI NI T OERNY
VAR RIS N T, MRE L LIREFE0RIZETLTWD Z &b b, 20T & AN
YU ORI TES 50, ZORETT, 2RHKE VR LEBECS L&
BOWIYHBHE->TWHIEELO LTS, ALk 5ic MDH!, MDH®* 7 # 4 4 ® Km
D BN OREFTEEE o0, 2RHENCEFROENET D THE I, ThE
W0, MAKO RO F, #Eo~— % 2FEOHBHCHE L, TOEFREHEL
foo ZOFEBRTIHKHIA 3 ~4 Hic— B2 520, HHMOFRICHEIA 2729, RiE1SH
KMENTHOREICHE L LR TR =LY, BHEOMBFICHRTEFERBIMEL R o7,
LU Fig. 4icasLic & 9ic, MDH® R/#E & 68 T3, 28H % TOEFRIHEM P OREOHE
ST, BERIUHEAEZRLARRL, ATEIR70%, ##E1380%ic £ TR T+ %525, MDH® %
T — R MEOEFERN20H + FTAIKRT LEKIIZ0% % El 5 55, RO EFRIMO
25 L HE D o o, MDHY R OEFROET »MENKE WA RH 62 ic/e D 20 BEHE

Table 5. Malate content of flies of two Lytoplasmlc MDH strains fed on media with or without sugar.

Exp. MDHs MDHs*
With sugar Without sugar With sugar Without sugar
1 0.483 e 0.534 e
2 0. 588 0.387 0.522 0.294
3 0.687 0.492 0.516 0. 303
4 0.627 0.291 0. 429 0.276
5 0.459 0.291 0.336 0. 204
Mean 0.569:£0.09%* 0.365+0.09%6* 0.467+0.084* 0.26940. 045*

x Standard deviation.

Unit; pmoles/g of fresh flies.
i g
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Fig. 4. Survival rates of flies of three genotypes under different food

conditions.

Circle, MDH’ /MDH/ ; Square, MDH?*/MDH?; Triangle,

MDH’ |MDHE.
DOMRELIORIFEELRBFERTHS I, TNLOEREZOEOW T 5 & B, BB, A%
T 1%AKETHEREDOEN DY, 2R, ZROMEMEACEWTLRRICEEZERSED b,

aGPDH 7 v ¥ A ADEERHIMEDOER 2 S, aGPDHS 735°C iz L Y Wb B 5 L <K%

THLWVWIRREE (Fig. 3). TOBBELEBOMPH R OMOKMI D = F 1 ¥ —REHTIEL
BhboTW3 %2561, aGPDH! ZRFEDIEENROAEFRZ OREIC L > T L 20REL 5
5T ENEROND NTOTEIEBMNICEE TS Z L 3RENIEY 0T, ZO0FERTREBRILE
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TORRB DA B Lz, BB CLEVHSRERY sy a v A AZORBIZE > THLVWEIRT
H Y, BER%Ic aGPDH® Z# IO izt LT3 b onE < A b0 5 %, aGPDH™
FHAFAETHOT 2B E ET Lo TV B ONBE SN, B0 > Db & BHHDOA - 72
FHiIC A 35°C T 6 HREIfE LickER % Table 6 1ciBiFz, H1LMLPARLIIC6HETIE
RIBOFE A EHRFLET L0, REMCEVRSAONS, T74bb, aGPDH™ RZFEOATFEIZ 2
HECTRBALSELLAVWS, 4HE»BHPLTL 5, a«GPDH! REOAEFRT 2 BEEERT

HOENEESRVY, TAUBIEBCEYT 5, 28, EREIKEREEREZE2RF>TW
% (Table 6) %, HWAMTORERIE, FHE, BEM, ROZ0MEERIC 1 %KETHEDE
MH BRI, LALO FERIZ3BCIzBIT S ZOBFORIGEOBRE LML L, REOVWLHLH LW
aGPDH! B # % L > RO ARSI ILL, KiFDD v aGPDH™ BEFORFHK O LA H
$, KIEOKLVHEEZEOMICH S aGPDH ORI ATFRLWHEOMICH -7,

Table 6. Mean survival of flies of three «GPDH allozyme strains at 35°C culture.

Culture days

Strains
2 4 6
aGPDH¢ 16.65+ 3. 49% 6.17-+4. 49* 0.38+1.05*
aGPDHm™ 19. 8340. 38* 16. 40+4. 29* 6.4046.01*
aGPDHs 19.2541.03* 11.21+6.01* 1.8342.99*
* Standard deviation.
=2 24

7 v 7 BOHERINE RO MR IC oW TIPS L BRBRBOM THRFBHT DL T
B, BENF LV AI7BETHLET o FA AZOWTIOMEEHRTHRE, 7 u ¥ A1 HA0ELMFH
MWEROERBECOWTOMREES Z EBRBRTH S, 7 ¥ LB TEFEINE & T
PRPRY B LR, 2EMBO OB WE, RO AKNBENEFA—-THH I LT
Baehbd, L LB HEN B RBROMASEOE EAKBEL LTHTRELRW
BELELW, & 2iE, pH10 B2 Km SRS ) (YEBEOTEH B 10 Ths L
%, pH 10 T Km iz ¥iE+ % OB AR ESTH 2), 50°C UL L oRE I 81 5 BEE 0T
BHEENS LI RBAETHD, XBRHTRF T —ERIFRT 7 ¥ —E¥D X I T ALEE
RO CALFIEE 2 Lo 2RI ENVE S, THE] tdx i, S/ va
—ZRHROE L OBEFOT v FA AHTRAEMEHRROL BV BERHIATWS 2, o4k
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TEFRIZE DRI OIS OF & — BT 5 LRIGHLIE > A v > 2 v 3 v 5= ADHEER LS
THEfGEoA TRV, ADHY w4 A+ 2 —HORSE (Vigue & Johnson 1973, Day et al.
1974, Briscoe et al 1975, van Delden et al. 1975, 1978) M HK D L 9 AR EZBT WS, F4b
B, ADH HEID 2507 v A4 NI HIEM, BEEFMSRAL Y, 7o 2 — L 5 E I 2 72 55
THATEMES DL, EEORN 7 v 54 AR HIEME O O RE X ) R <, EBE
MTOROIIEED 7 v 4 ABETHEEE, 7oA a— L 2fMLACERE D S 7L a—1 %
LT D G 238 < 705, %70 40°C OWBEICLIE A 7 v H 4 L O BHBTFHIE 133 I (25°0)
HE DB GO FEICL > TH b, BEORERIE, $fnavvay sznADH
FEEARDPOMB TV a—AEE ML, TOHEEBRBEZTHITRY, 2AluzT v ¥
A L OECERZER AR ERE Lo AMIBREEIC L VBIRE D 35 X9 ek o e e L Bb
NDo I a— ZARBROBERZEENRL S &) ANDIME T <, BEOMUC LY AR
SNTLBYHELEL T 5. Zh o OWREBHMPNICE O T—EDBE 25, EHlIcT
AE—RPZITERD L ORBHENTVE, §6-T, VY ha—2RBROBEES v, 7a¥
A LADEDEERRE &G 5 EREER 2 B5 2 LxEE» bR v, 2D, LLT r ¥
A LETHECEN RIS LTh, ZOENEERIGIC BEEPPD Y 2 E- L 5 7 Kt
B DbRWIRY, BRUARTETL 0L Th5b, ABIIE TR MIEE MDH & UM S
aGPDH %, ML b=y R 7 ORI CEICYE & BT S 42 AHE©%R & W 4 R L,
B cid aGP ¥ 7 L OIEEDIRVIHC U > TSR A < (Kaplan 1963) 70 &, i
FHERERE L O - ARPROWHETH D, UL L 2 ZET B, R 2508
HRICBNWTS, LL7wsA LM THEOER S5 L 21k, WYAMOLERE 2 T, 2
DEDVBISEICEE G2 5B LD 2D TS D b,

S OBFRRIESHE T v F A AR AECEINE & il 5 B CRER ORI TFb Iz,
7uvavyayxzo MDH o3 McReynolds & Kitto (1970) iz k- THiGE ST
Do WHEFII bar FY 7TMDHERBREOEWVERE LTETVWSA, MEEMDHE /A0
DIGES >3 (FBR0%LRBLTHE) EHALERESICT TR0, o2 CRESO L
L3 7 7205k (Table 1) TR E R B 7208, M ONEREE--7 L 37 T, bn
DRHE S > 7 BTA R BRKBITAHL DS, L LI OKMES 8713 [HEE ] ks
Tek 9ic, BRROBERMMBBRICT A 27 50 FICB b bbh 30T, HEEE T s Lk
MDH% > 7 T3l L Bbh s, aGPDH #2 2 THO - HFEICE Y, [EINERY X <,
HEHEOBWHE—Z 37 L LTE Bz (Table 2),

FHLUMEMDHY v 4 L0 H#kER >, MDH! » OA Azt 2 8tz MDHs
DENDKI2HETH 2 Z L AR Sz (Table 3), AR Uiz X 5 ic WHLHIROBER O HH id fh
W= B3bdDT, BEOFETEIREEPOVELEES LWHDES VER N, LiL, & LK
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NEEO7— L B HEBREINS L5 ARFEVELZORNE, ZOT v ¥ A LEIIEHOEREL,
fER L LTEEOER b DE = R ¥~ MET L, BOHREBE CHEWEEZ L oRHE LY
EFEEPET L0 TEA VD, BEOY a7 a v Azl oV Lo ekEich 2T
FET S L, H20H OB THRNEBERHI60%IE T Lz (Table 5), £ LTZO&KMHET2o0
Ta¥A LRMEFET L, EANEEROKT RS & 6002 5208 R, HEISHT S
B oy MDH® 7 v 44 A RFEOAFRIECH DT 528, BfnhoEy MDH' ##T
ERRIC N TER v C L ARa N (Fig 4, TOMERIT EICORIAREELZFET2 L0
ThD

aGPDH 7 v # A AR OWHE mELFRZERZ, 35°CICB T 2BHEDORIEE ICH bh/: (Fig.
3o TibbH, aGPDH' i3 35°CT&iBic kit L, aGPDH™ 3 kiyikpitErism <, aGPDHs
BWFE DR ORIERE &R Lic, S2IBWTYH, ZOFE#ESTIL X —RPHICLATERTHD
lo, 3BCIHKET v F A DRHEORBERET L, KEREZORE TRR-TDRELELY
L, #ieorEHENHEND D TR v, Table 6 1B 72 EFROMERL, aGPDH'
DEFRTABICHEA L, aGPDH™ OAFE ZHBNL 62T L, aGPDHY oZhix
WEOPEERY, BEOWHDOELMEL TV,

UbD200HEZDLEROT v F 1 L DE[LFIZT L OEEFE OBREN AR O ETFRICH
EREEHKD L ORGU T CoRERKELE LTHASZLERL TS, 20X RERE,
IO—ODBETHETIRAL, MOBETFEELTEEHETROBECH OO TE RV L
WIOEEVA LIE LIRS 5, ERICHAVWERKERI—> 0% RIS, ZOERDY
CHES N RRETH L0 0, BENERRY—THH5 LB 5 L, AENTRL XD
BRI ST P2 BERICONTIE MDHT v ¥ 1 A %#ix «GHDH L TE U aGPDH!
BEFERES, aGPDH 7 v ¥4 A %Z#E & bic MDH! ORIBIEAKR TH D Z L DPHERSNT
BY, TRLOERIRIE—2DOT v ¥ A LABEFOECERLTWS E/bID

HAREM P OMDH 7 v ¥ oA &8s OFE X MDH 75% O K#5y & v, aGPDH 7 v
A LEETF TR aGPDH™ 3SR & S Tn b 2 L THEf] To~7o, WAL OBRETIT i
b DThHSHHH, MDHOYREIZA LR X 91 MDH ® OAABICOERE pH 344
it 7z, MDHs &0 AN THFICEI X 55 2 &, B TsE eItz LS 5 &40
LIEFLIEEY 522 e FHlash b e, ZofHRMET T MDH 28 MDH: X0 HHRIL2Y,
MDH! B ERMNIC % K TEET D H O —2ic 2 > T H DO Tid e h A 9 b aGPDH jz2un T
i, 7 e AOEBRIIMEOERNZ O EHFEICREL b2 Twi a0, HEAOHEMAD
aGPDH 7 v # 4 LBEHBEFOMHEEN, BECH > T AE* LOTRTELVWSIRREDZ 2L
mhis\v, Z OEERS 5, DHAP OFEE 2 X 5H%Ex aGPDH™ 235 % 9 i7ic < {, aGPDH?®
DELMIITEZEAHONTHY, ZOER, D5V IITEHLsIR TWienWE
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FHIZEPKRR L 2V, Bx D&M T aGPDH™ 23 g L %28 LT %729, aGPDH™ 3 ¥ 0
TOREEZ EDTWBDTIREAELD D Dy,

smvavya v ASATOMBEEY o TEEHKEREED 2507 v ¥4 A (MDH!, MDHs) K}
MED a7 ) tw U VEBHKEREZD 302D T v FA 5 (aGPDH!, aGPDH™, aGPDHs) # ¥
KU, 204 bfmERE B L, ) v TBBIKERES T, B8 pH, 439 e FiRRIcHT
5 Km fHICEV DA O, BERGM:, Vo Bk OEERIC T 5 Km fHicidsns s
WHNBRP>Tce a2 )t a C BRIGKHERER T, WERIMIC3HEOM T EES LR
&Y, HEKCHERICET S Km i, £l pH Wb E55LnEVWRRED LR
o V¥ ABEMKERER O T v A LR EFELIRO M T2 CTRE T 5 &, 4% ¥ u ik
T Bl A oshvy MDH! % & 5 Sfft ik i B c e~ T Zidde v, 2 o8 ossn
MDH? % 8o i3 BN IE BT+ 5208 I 6 AR BEP T 5., a 7V v Y L
JiKFBEH DT v A LRFED T % 35°C TET S &, aGPDH! R0 1=z aGPDH®
RO Z I~ TE <, aGPDHY 0TI 2RHEOHICTH Y, FEEOEEET MO
FERE—H Lice TNOLDOREREPD, vt avya v AzoBHRICET 2 2008EDT
B A L TCECFHEE OB D D, HERKIET T, TOXERPEHOEFOEITHE O
N VN = W
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