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E R AEYE B, WIEI T 1L K EER) ESTs 8048 & i i 467 T & (Simple Sequence Repeat, SSR) fi &, ¥ 1 SSR 5|
Yy, R B HB Ok X 4 BRI 5 1L K3 (Alexandrium tamarense) 2 #fAH 56 T 1L K 3 (Alexandrium affine) F1 1 #R4EIR T H
L K 3 (Alexandrium catenella) HEATRF YRR 8L SR 0T, FRIB LA T FE LR (1) M 6830 SRIETTR I ESTs itz # 3
222 /> SSR, V¥4 18. 5Skb A —A~ SSR, ZHIRE R A WEE KB P & A5 K, 55 48.2% , R HIT CTG/CAG
IR . Bk 12 4% SSR 514, T BESHELIT. (2) R G SRR P RKRIR, 255519 (X
h41.67% ,Nei’ s e ZHEMEF-38 0.2130, FlEEEZHEMK PR , 25T HLER 75% ,Nei” s FeF B 13K F
0. 4643 ; 7551 Fhla) 84 AL RBUCBER , FHIKF-H 0.7051, (3) %7 MG EIREE 38T K ,A. tamarense CCMP116 5 A.
affine CCMP112 jR{EFE BS#) M43 ; A, tamarense ATHK9301,CCMP1598 #1 ATDHO1 #H . 3R {E—itt;A. catenella ACDHO1 5 A.
tamarense S} JBWRL, LA LE5RFH,SSR ARCTEW G L KB ABE SN T EE—MEEEAN TR,

KR WK RIBFIRE M T EARC; B SR
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Abstract: To provide more information on the molecular identification methods for the genus Alexanderium, some SSR were
screened from ESTs database about Alexandrium tamarense by means of bioinformatics. The genetic diversity was analyzed
among 4 strains of A. tamarense, 2 strains of A. affine and 1 strain of A. catenella by capillary electrophoresis. Totally 222
SSR were discovered, one SSR per 18.5 kb in average. The trinucleotide repeats accounting for 48.2% , were dominant
among the repeat motifs, of which CTG/CAG was the most type. Twelve of primers were further screened for the analysis of
genetic diversity. Low level of genetic diversity was observed in intraspecies of Alexandrium spp., with the ratio of
polymorphic primers of 41.67% and Nei’s gene diversity of 0.2130 in average. In contrast, higher genetic diversity was
observed in interspecies of Alexandrium spp. with ratio of polymorphic primers of 75% and Nei’s gene diversity of 0. 4643.
The interspecies genetic coefficient of differentiation was higher with the average level of 0. 7051. According to the
dendrogram of these seven strains, A. tamarense CCMP116 and A. affine CCMP112 greatly closed to each other. A.
tamarense ATHK9301, CCMP1598 and ATDHO1 clustered together. A. catenella ACDHO1 and A. tamarense distributed in
the two branches. These results suggested that the SSR marker was a potentially useful method in the study of within-species

genetic variability of Alexanderium spp.
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1 L KB R R EE AR, R T I 20 RAV B — P2 A A2, NMUBIR A B35, T A F
NARRR . JERIE , ARG B AR Y7 LK 3E ™ A ) PSP R BUEM AR Z KL N BRI L
REHTEE , R ZWIRIES 2K Bl TS8P 5 AR B4R [R) A= 3 B 20, 0 3
WK E TS RFATE— G o XA OL, AMTARE — A F MR ER T 1k
BRI REEMARGEHMIT. TR, HEE T HEYFERIGE , 775 E FBREBREZ M AR, A
ATRE MG F 7K ENRBER BB AR RHE , MEXS AT EHER N 7325, BHRTH THEMEEN S FFBREZE
A BB (DNA F514047°) \RFLP®! RAPD™'4: . Cholin I Adachi "' J.F%f tDNA FF31 4047, BF5E T &6
S LRI R R o FEREMESES M T JLRR B R S 2R 08 43 B I T 77 1L K B A xDNA #5432 51
BE , BIEZFEAKIE (LSU) tDNA [ 5'%; D1-D2 X J¥%1].5.8S rDNA F1 ITS X J¥ 515, 3 5k H HEEXK
X (905 LR HEREAT T HLA8E, AT T H A FREHASE R . EREE RAEM BB ITS KJFFI4T
KEARHAEN TSN T A, tamarense Fl A. catenella Z [B][ 257, NN BE N IH KR F#EE ., {H Kamikawa
U gy fy—Fh 28 B4R DNA 43 FARICH SR8 G B X 4> A. tamarense, A. catenella, A. tamiyavanichii, A.
affine, A. hiranoi 1 A. pseudogonyaulax % 6 FPIV 7 1L K HEE

1% T & DNA ( Microsatellite DNA) , X % ] 887 31| E & ( simple sequence repeat, SSR Bf, SRS) , 243K & &
B N —I 0 PR ic iR . B T B EM SRR BERK@BE T DNA [F5)5 RFLP
S5 DNA SOIRHE9 3 TR, PG, BOILRRICEOR B AR 97 BEXE . 2000 48, Rynearson 4 3
[F]— V8 AN [ S AR SR G 4 L REBEAE S EAT T KB I 3 TLE AT 2004 4F , Evan 25 Xt AR IS TE 36
( Pseudonitzschia pungens) 547 T 437 2007 4E, Demura 2" %448 T B AR TR T4 BEBELN Chattonella antique .
C. marina # C. ovata FBFFT . ABIF R TEARCEA X 3 F 7 ARILDT L KBEREAT A% 04T, A Ay 222
SE—03ET I LU R A 4 5 AR S AR
1 HREH=E
1.1 BEFRIE

B0 7 111 K B (Alexandrium tamarense) CCMP1598 . CCMP116 1 4H 26 .7 1L K B ( Alexandrium affine)
CCMP112 fy CCMP( Provasoli-Guillard National Center for Culture of Marine Phytoplankton ) $24t, 435% B + &
ROV W358 VS HE 2 T SR PG P2 i 3, BB FS 1 1L oK% ATHKO301 (ATDHO1 , AHSC L I 1L K #E A7 FsEAR T
J3 WK BE (Alexandrium catenella) ACDHO1 | & [ TRFIEIGFIGFAERFE R E R LR E FAREBERRME, 57
FIZR B HP A He I3 K L 3 s M SR A LL R
1.2 SR
1.2.1 B3 H 1L KEE EST( Expressed Sequence Tag) A AR 5 E U4

AL BT FEE 300 5 1L K ¥ EST %1 3 E K JE T NCBI( National Center for Biotechnology Information) 3=
T dbEST $dfg P . #4R%) EST ¥ 515 , # F DNAStar 3R {46041 ) SeqMan #2JF , 7 Windows R 48 T X frf4
EST 317 9f%

1.2.2 MTEALAKWEIRE EST-SSR 5¥ixit

i# i+ GRAMENE P 1 76 26 #% 2% T EL SSRIT ( http : //www. gramene. org/db/searches/ ssrtool ) #1712
PLARMER ., FydkE—2D R RIS 1L K BE EST @i TEARC , 7E5IBR SSR BifillfF51]/NT 20 bp i) EST Z
J& , MR T HREZEINAPHER EST ff Primmer primmer ( version 5.0) #1154, 3 A Oligo( version 6) Xfi% 1t
HE G AT . 51 E i TA R A R
1.2.3 BFERHMEEZR

Fr CCMP1598 i £/2-Si 3E5R L (RIE £/2 $55RER 0N Si #h) 355040, e WM /2 55k, LR
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FHREFRR N 3.3% N TH/KINEFREE MR, £ 0.22 pm F4EREEREIEG, BTIREER2L £1)C LR
SREE 4000 Ix JEREIEERJy LD =12:12 K Xutemp F fEA Y N TURFEHHATHE TR
1.2.4 Z:[X4H DNA g3REL

F: K 2H DNA 3R ESR FH TaKaRa /2 &) Universal Genomic DNA Extraction Kit, B§ A 2k #E: O K 65°C IR
B [E] 2 60 ~70min, 3£F& 10 min FRFGIRSI 1 1K ;Q #4500 1 1K RinseA Pt 2,

1.2.5 PCR &)

PCR R AR RN 10 pl, ¥R -5 EF K TaKaRa ff) Ex Taq® Hot Start Version, 2 b B 543 B FH & 4351 24 : 10
x PCR Buffer(Mg’* Plus)1ul,dNTP Mixture( 4% 2.5 mmol/L)0. 8ul,TaKaRa Ex Taq HS(5U/ul)0. 1ul, % T2
ELVFHES 14945 0.3 wl, A4k DNA 25 ~ 50 ng, F ddH,0 & % 10 pl, 10000 r/min &[> 10 s, & PCR ¥ 344 I
AT 4. R Touch down PCR, B MARFFUI T :94°C HAEHE 5 min;94°C 25 30 5,60°C E K 30 s,72C
FEfH 1 min, JEFF 2 K, 94°C7AE: 30 5,58°CiB 2k 30 s,72°C ZEfH 1 min,iB KIBEBIK T 2C, BNMEE2 #
8, % 50°C . 94°C A5 30 5,50°C iR K 30 s,72°C ZEf# 1 min, §E3F 29 K, TS | MEFJG 72°C & 7
min, RFAVFARE " & JEH) DNA SRYL 5%, ISR P BRI P R PCR 3345 51
1.2.6  FOUHRcT | Y5 B4 E B Ik

1E#E PCR 434 =Y iE M i 5 | A7 96 hm i , FRR 34T PCR 973,

PCR 2 v 2514 ( AmpliTaq Gold) 4 :1 pl GeneAmp 10 x PCR BufferIl,1 ul MgCl, (25mmol/L) ,0.8 pul dNTPs
(2.5mmol/L each) ,1 ul Primer-mix,0.2 ul AmpliTaq Gold(5U/ul) ,gDNA & ¥ A 50 ng, /5 A ddH, 0 #p5F
F] 10 pl,

PCR [ 451 10 T : 95°C T8 1 12min; 94°C 28 1 15sec, 60°C 1B k 15sec (F i i MERHRE 2 B, HE
50°C) ,72°C ZE{# 30sec, 94°C A5 44 15sec,50°C 1B K 15sec,72°C ZE{# 30 sec, JE¥ 30 IR, TH&JG 1 NMEH G
72°C FEfH 15min, ¥ Hi-Di Formamide 1 ml F1 GeneScan-500 LIZ Size Standard 50 pl {86 /5,8 9.5 pl 50.5
pl 28 20 f5H Y PCR P=41R & J5 7 PE9700 %I PCR 1Y 95°CZAEH: Smin, HG# K B ZEVKH Smin LA 1, RJGFE
ABI PRISM™ 310 Genetic Analyzer | PE /] f#) POP-4 i, 15kV T 60°C T B 3k 28min,

FL K B4 42 Genescan 34 (3.7 jfL) \Genotyper (3.7 i) {35152 f BRI, B iR BR ANTPs H
FAYWTR(KE) A RAFRSRMAESS, HAthi{R 4 H Applied BioSystems /3w $& 4 ,

1.2.7 iR

FH# {4 POPGENE Version 1. 31 Xt B ik 25 SR #4758 1, 49 B+ 58 08 300 25 57 2 K] 45 ( Observed number of
alleles , Na ) A5 %025y K 4 ( Effective number of alleles, Ne) \Nei’ s 3K 224 (Nei’ s Genetic Diversity , H) Fil
BEAR A8 15 4316 R B ( Genetic differentiation among populations, G, ) 5%, Fi NTSYS #4318 &Mk 8] H) 545
FHCLEEF0 Nei’ s 31&Z R BT, B L) UPGMA ( Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic means, J$F-35:) Bk
HITREST ABERERKEW
2 ZR5H5m
2.1 ESTs JFFRITUR KA B EALS BITH SR

253k DNAStar 4R IEPFE, I\ 10885 FKIEH 7 1L KB CCMP1598 [y EST J¢3iH, 5515 6830 454ETT
4> EST, 7E 6830 £53EJU4 EST w2 &I T 434 T 201 /> EST Ay 222 4~ SSRs, 5 4% EST 2. 94% , -1
5 18.5 kb #if5 —1> SSRs, =B HMRERIENA WEE A FT 5 HHIRK, B3 48.2% , R T CTG/
CAG IR HEE . 7£201 55574 SSRs ) EST 1, H&4A 1 /1~ SSRs A 184 25,54 2 1~ SSRs A 14 4%,
& 314 A SSRs M4 2 411 5%,

2.2 BIYRTEE S LR

RAE TPt iniE , AR A S P EN SR FFI it T 27 X514, F CCMP1598 Xf H k474"

R, 25 R 20 XF 5| LB ), o 5 XORIE T ZEEE TS, XMRE T EmEERF
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51,6 XRIETABEER T LA 20 X5 5|9y Phik 10 X 2747 1 i AU v B4 51 1 5 X
AR e X 54— R AR A SR A ARG I S, IR [ AR 1] P B 2551

12 XF5197E 7 BRIEDG LR B AR I3 25 7 A T LY IS5 5R F  BRAR A A7 FIS19 PS 9 i Wi 2%
HAh, FoARE SR R — 20 X RAARF & RT3 57 L RHE R B A5 (R A58, T T 24577 F) Hh BT
SER AR Y B SR — i BAFE P R B R R o & L AR PS5 %) P2 P8 (P10 I P12 FBAE
LKA A R o

12 345 Y SE P A Wi e U Y EEE 2 Ao Ho BR PLLPA A0 P9 U B —FE R DS, T Y 9
X5 EA 2, & B 2wRG | WRCE ) 75% R R A AR AL KF B S Ps BCR A —RE i ANER .
2.3 SEHE N LR BERR AR AL SRR IR R AT

PR 2 LA BR ] , A S 36 PP AR S D LU BRI S P LU K BE e B AR A B AN 2 DA REAT R A 04T, R
DU SEE G5 I RBEREAT T RN IR SRR i, R IR 1o ATRUA 12 X TSI WIAE 4 BRIEFSIE
IRBEFPLY I T 36 MLA,HA S X598 17 MR (BX 574 2 ~4 M) BA 28, 2854
FIMIELER g 41.67% ,Nei” s e ZREAEFH8 0.2130, 16 5 XM EA SR T, S5 R B F

*F1 A. tamarense 12 MY D ERICHEE S HMEST
Table 1 Genetic diversity statistics of 12 SSR primers in A. tamarense

MIEN, AR .
HEEE R Nef's HIX
F%is  SIMFEHI(5'—3") N2 . P LR
X . Observed Effective ; .
Number Primer sequence Repeat motif Product Nei’s Genetic
number number Diversi
of alleles of alleles iversity
AGTCACAAGAATGGTGGAAG
Pl GGTGATAACCTGGGAGTGT (CTC)3 ! ! 239 -
GCCAACTCACGATCCTTCA
P2 ATGGCTTGTTCCTTTGCTCT (CTD)3 ! ! 272 -
AGAGCAAGGATGTTGGTTCG
[12] ~
P3 COAACCCTITCCTTACCAGCA (CA)14 3 3 159 ~173 0.6667
AGCCTCACTTCGCCATCAT
P4 TCGACTTTCCCGACTTCCT (ceeeTe)s ! ! 261 -
psiiz] CTCATGAGCATCGCTTCATTG (GT);, G(CGTGTG), CCT | ) o3 ~
CTTAAGGGATCCTGCAAATTG GCG(CGTGTG) 5( CGTG) 4
TGGCTTGAGACCGACTTT
TGC -
P6 TGCTGTTGCGAGAAGGAC (TCC)z 2 1.8 263 ~266 0.4444
GCTCTTATCCTGGGAATGG
AG -
P ATTGAGGTGCCTTGGGAGT (AG)u 2 1.8 250~252 0.4444
TACTGAAATCTTGGGCTTCG
GCA . ~ .
P8 TACAGGTGACGGGCTCTATG (CCA)s 2 1.6 220 ~261 0.3750
CATCTCCGACATGAGCTGGAT
GTC _
P9 ACGAGGACTCCGACATGGAA (CTC)s ! ! 167
TGGTCGTTGTCGTGGTTG
TGTGCT -
P10 CTGGCGGACTTGTCGTTT ( )s ! ! 288
- TGTTTCGCCTCTGAATGC (CTTGTC) V3C(T) ;G | ) 215 ~
GCAAAGACAAAGATGACGG CCTTG(TCCTTT),
ATGCCCTGCTAAAATGGG
AC . ~ .
P12 CCUTCTCOTCAATCCOTA (AC) 3 2.6667 278 ~290 0.6250
FHfi 1.5833 1.4889 0.2130
Average

2515181 B The number of polymorphic loci:5

Z 51519 % The number of polymorphic loci:41.67%
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Analysis by capillary electrophoresis of part of ESTs-SSR primer

A1

Fig. 1

(¢) P10; (d) P12

(b) P8;

(a) P25
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FHF 55009 2 ~3 4>, Nei” s ZEH ZHAETLE Y 0. 3750 ~0. 6667, & A3 55 (B R HON 1. 5833 A, P54
SEALEE BN 1. 4889 4
2.4 FPEIEIRE SR BT

N TR LR B A AL 22 5, X SE R B 3 IR IRI b AT T e AR AT, SR K 2.

F2 THILKES MIF(T AFEKR) BRIERL S ST
Table 2 Genetic diversity statistics of 3 species(7 samples) in Alexandrium

LT B G R R Neis 1A ZREe B
Number Observed number of alleles Effective number of alleles Neis Genetic Diversity populations
P1 1 1 — —
P2 3 2.2727 0.56 1.0
P3 4 3.5714 0.72 0.6667
P4 1 1 — —
P5 3 3 0.6667 0.6
P6 3 2.6667 0.625 0.6364
P7 3 2.7778 0.64 0.7692
P8 3 2.3333 0.5714 0.4878
P9 1 1 — —
P10 4 3.5714 0.72 0.7692
P11 2 1.6 0.375 1.0
P12 4 3.2667 0.6939 0.449
FEHI{E Average 2.6667 2.3383 0.4643 0.7051

Wy E) 22 2505 [ #9%0 The number of polymorphic loci: 9; #FiE] 2225454 3R The number of polymorphic loci:75%

2.5 Xb 7 AEEAEIRI

Rt — R TR AR CAE B S 7 T ) AT AT R RSO AR A i A 1 R RT3 T, AU S B i
TDESEMHMER, TP T MREARRITRE 7 MEA BRI FRYE Nei” s (1978) A HES 14
FEBRRARE N 2 B

A. affine A7

|A. tamarense CCMP116

|A. affine CCMP112

A. tamarense CCMP1598

A. tamarense ATHK9301

A. tamarense ATDHO1

A. catenella ACDHO1

0.25 0.38 0.52 0.65 0.78
Coefficient

B2 7 AHEAIE Nei” s i {2 HE B R

Fig. 2 The dendrogram based on Nei’ s genetic distance of 7 samples

ML HE A BERE R AT LU i, CCMP1598 \ATHK9301 1 ATDHO1 2 ] B A 6 24 K B g AL AR DL, 753 3
% 0. 625000 0. 656250 1 0. 65625 , 741X 3 FHMEHIL 223 K8 T R —Fi 94518 3 /H CCMP116 5 CCMP112
ZIEARBLEE D 0. 78125, HI G E RN I FAMEB KR KIFEFEMITLEF5IT7%, CCMPL16 J& T I35 1L
KBE, T CCMPL12 W J& FAH G I 7 1L KB . 88 R 7 1L oK% ACDHOL 5 853 W 7 1l K CCMP1598 il
ATHK9301 Z [A] AR {BLEE X0 0. 59375 , 32 B ACDHOL 55300 JJ7 LK BERA R A e A DI . st & 3R
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& b AT DLBE OO MR R 33X JL A : ATHK9301 . ATDHO1 F1 CCMP1598 # 55 RIS 7E—ie, SR /5 X5 ACDHO1
RIE—H, RYIIX 4 FhEE s (2 BE B A LU B4 s A PR [R) 942, SR 26 181 | ACDHO1 5 H & 3 Fh i BAAHE
iR A ES, B O ML He , CCMPLI2 fil CCMP116 RZE—K, & 5 A7 —i2 5HAth 4
BEX TR,

3 g

3.1 TR MITE

HAET, M PR SRR FE PR (1) BB, WIFFEN 2 R 41 485 3 B R LA
(2) NEBHHE FErh AR P RN S SR IS E S YRR A BT Yk AR R EF A, APFFRE
M EST $54fz P i e SSR A s i 15712 , MR B T L0 Fr 75 (1 SSR A7 43, T EL e IR TR e s R T
HIRIRE, [R5 T RER A W F F), — @2 B Rk 7 W A ESTs-SSR 723284 5E AT 171

EAFERERE, By ESTs 4k B B4 )F , 75 RIS IR AT &k 2% ~5% , H ESTs 84 FEh I AR A
SRR EEER, AN TR N LETREETE 2 2Bk B ZE 4 DNA #7534, fr LA ESTs i
ARBIW B SSR B T/5 225210 7] fB i ah R IR FAYE, 9 THR{R SSR P i vER I , R Z X7
TR, FEAHE AR E T HI BT 5 5 5B E A E Y mRNA polyA B B i) KBRFITTAR P 5 P
4%, AW TR EST JFF0#AT TR0, 455 K X & EST JF5)7E M 1R 38 Z A & A B 5N
Td, AU K47 TITR P .

5F ESTs-SSR [ kA , B AT M4 To— N E FIARHE , AR MBI & A AR 2 +% . Saha 21 SRRy
FRER CHHREER =10, =B HREERBE n=6, WBHFREERBE n=5 IEBTREEXRE n=
4;Becker il Heun'"" i (I T IRE R n =10, FIHTIRE R n=5, SRITMER n=4 FH I
HEREH n=3;1M Scott' ™ KA MATHER BEH IR n=10, IR HFRERE R n=7, SHHFRERE K n=5,
—fBRUL, 0P B R IRBUR £, HoA SR 28, A TR m a8 R kil 5 0. AR SLH R A
Scott &5 HIHRE o
3.2 [ESTs-SSR W% E K ESMIEN

PEF I ILKBE ) EST [P HIAE Lt RIUARPFE)G , 10885 SRIFIRIFHI 4% M T 6830 4 contig, 297 37%
i) EST J 5536 sBH, YL ATixX £ EST JP5IZE1R3E 2 W EHE FEZ Bt R &t IR, R A EE R &
TR PR R TS, Zxt contig 73475 , F LKL SSR X EHHPFHERR , AR T SSR £ EST [F 51
WS, T ELH AN T SR AT SR

Eujay'"® \\Ef %5 ( Medicago truncalula) [¥) 147000 /> ESTs H & BT 4384 AMsk TR N7 5, 24015 55 M EUH
2.98% ;Kantety 217 %t K . /NFE KRS S SR A1 E K EST o SSR W& B A% & B, SSR & B4 51k
3.4% 3.2% 4.7% 3.6% 1 1.5% . ASSEE53E A 6830 S3EFL W 1L K#EE EST contig J7 31 Hp 2 3% 8 & Fh 2 AU
KM TR 222 4, SSR ¥ H 2 5438 EST FFFIH 2. 94% ,3x 5 H B By b i vkt Ak TR Ho B RAR AR A% .

I HT I K PR SSR % FE AR, K244 18.5 kb B —4> SSR, X 5476 (& 20 kb i —1
SSR) " ARG, HIE R TR E T MM S E A, ik RE " (4 3.4 kb Bl —~ SSR) /hEE (45 1.67 kb HHL
—~ SSR) FHURIFT (45 6 kb B —4> SSR) /4%,

FESEEY T LI K BERY ESTs o, =B H BREE & BT o5 1Y LU I 157, 3K 3] 48. 2% , 3% 5 KFR 41 b iy i 1B —
B PR AT R RO SRR E R H AL Bk T R AR BE RS, N T = RER
BITHI R o AL TRHRERSE N 31 A, H4H SSR 9 13.96% . Hh, MBS REENER
BT CT/AG(7 IK) , X SHAN M RIFF ST 5 Rl Cardle! ™ ZEBFFT IR IT 45 tH , AG/TC 7E BT A B T
BIFFI BT & B, I Bl AT/TA EA [ 8 % ; Kantety' " S4B GA/CT 7E 5 MRABHE Y Lol 5
Hio XIS BEIT 4 BE &SR & B, AG/CT EAE MREEZ
3.3 FOUhRCH Y- BAE Ik I T2 DNA 28R sE

KT TE DNA RN , B A TR A A B ) 2 38 PR A Tk P B JSC v K IR 3 , R LA e fR] B2
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GHARAE , BORHR 2 SCk SR AL o (BI% 07 BT RS, T ELAE KM | S HE VR B B3E Wi 48 A0 4 it 77 e
A2 R A BE 5 b s R AN R 4 AL R R IR e 2 TR A0, EMPE IR, B T E WA RMAT R, K
I, XA AT B B E R TR, BB RIKE—F Pk, BA R R REE W
R, B ZHTES Y E S 0R, R 2 IR B S A K 40 B 4 ks il 5 T e s B B R
MRPES) AR STG SR PO IR AR A L DK 1 SC I B | B R R, LA B A R kA B R i TR DNA S84
HIRI B, 5 LB AN, BEAT 4 B 1], SUPRAIE T SE B 45 SR iR M o
3.4 WIBENMRESEMER ST

AWFFER 12 MR TR BEALAE 3 F 7 AR ST LR BE PRI S T 32 NEREER , F A EALE 2. 66
AR R, I T LR SER SR 2 REME R 0. 375 ~0. 6667 , KK T E A & 7 SCHk i 38 3 5 1
REEF PR ZREMEAT . THER AR /NE— N EEREIRZE, Nagai &8 256 20 LS
X 13 AN T2 7 SR, LR SRR 15 0. 632 ~ 0. 974, A SLIGANAT 4 /MRE S, RN, v B T 5018 B4R
Ko BRILZAN, SRS SRR R . L5 BT A 57 LUK 3K 4k B IRl — g ek 4B
VS, IR R EE LB SR A R R A BN AR KRR B L8 B T 3 F W L K 4 R =[] B R 54 1Y
BlE 5BEER NS, FE, BT HREE WM TR Y2 M EST F51i 1115k , ESTs-SSR RIE TR H %
SRS X, T — 26 55 A LA A 3 AR AR 25 DDA OC B R ZE W 9 A o ] 85 BEARSF o

AR TR AR, AP A DAL B R SRR I 5, FHXF) 0. 4643, JF Hstfe 4L R
B , X U RIBE A (] B T R A R R Rl st % AT i UL R A R 2 .

g, MBI T BRM R RI N FWER, HERAE = — 25T AL A FE B A
B T RATETAEEMIERE Y . BT &AM, AN BIALAE M= A SRS BLE, 10 PS ZERE S A7 Y
BB, X5 HETAH W WL RS2 A WG 17 . DR, FBERR T A5y A5 RS , HoAthest ]
By g BaAE AR AN SRy slisg s , W RIS AL T ARG R S 265 5, B AR MU T8 S0 i i i, B i R R
HHE—FHHB, E5CHERPHIFTIESL T XMW, 41 Scott 251 FAf TR J ¥EIFSE T F 368 T 84844
Nagai 252/ %t A. tamarense HEATH TR, RABLH R, X TFHIAL T LW RS, Scott 2 M
AIRERH T ZAAEEEZ2PWAREERNZ . ERTH5 e, G BT F)AH 21515, A 7T e L P FIA
1k—AN, 7 Bk B R AT R PSS T %K B #9437 , Rynearson 25 ZEBF ST REBE R th 2 BRSNS . REBEN
TARR AR —EF AR AR BRAE 3 I, AL P59 PS i B SCER, X5 P i e R R R
Z T AR ERMANEEALS AT RE, 2 T EEBRFE R
3.5 MM RSO ILKEEE #1707 48 PB4

A SE5G B A TR BRI B 7 A5 LR R AT T8 0, AREEIFT IR, 708 B P9 3t
TG A. tamarense CCMP116 5 A. affine CCMP112 JE# 423K, T W E 25, & MXFIEL N IEE (e S
SRR THA X . PRI B U PR, AT AR A AR R RO 40 B 5 55— 5 T, T RE -5 AR SCRT RO
DEBEARAERX. NHEEERS B 3 P37 1L K#E ATHK9301 ,CCMP1598 1 ATDHO1 7E i {L I 25
FAHERGE R ARG IS U [R50 B B P R A, catenella ACDHOL fER KK L5 A, tamarense
HIBE B0 (A S RTE—A, TR A B OS24, X 5 H 5 Kamikawa 27 (B 5 451840
1, LA T EARIC AT AR /X B . BRA B4 R I, A tamarense 1 A. catenella Ffi[] ITS X534
EER BHRERMEAT 20% , FERFRMLHE, Kamikawa 57 857 3T LBA DNA 1953 FHRIC, tk
A. tamarense 1 A. catenella X3 FFHK . SR, FLZFE NN ZEL h—FE, BEANNT HE, THKKHE
GiHR N Alexandrium complex” , FAEZCIRE TS A ME A R4 LS8 A, tamarense DHO1 1 A.
catenella DHO1 [ 13 F [ —#EK

MEREE L, R GeWE S| — LR, B4 B5 B A R s AH e S BE A B R PR S A B R . 5P b, AR
P& Alexandrium LSU rDNA 751, AT LLKEIE I H7 LU R J7 1L K34 At 3E (NA) (HWE(TA) (PEER( WE)
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HiH g (ME) 250K [R] i i B8 AL R, HIXE LA X 4) A, tamarense \A. catenella F1 A. fundyense 2 8] )25 5%, 3%
— 7 TH P RS TE S B BEAN B, IR AB R AR B e AR s 5 — 5 T W] BB H T2 R i A AE . B R E R TE
FHAT HZ 3, Y — 2 ME N — N ER B 5 — AR, b T8 B 5 002 R 23T B A b, 58 iR 14
PO DR 2 B PR R S A ORI AR (o S DRI ZE BRI B 3 R /KPR, BT sk S 2 5, sl A 8 o
B4, BT AR BE A TO T 8 3% HLA R X , R BB 22 s A 20 B 4 SR A TR A i
4 it

M 6830 Z5IETUAR M ESTs HhbAr k3] 222 4~ SSR, V¥4 18. Skb g —> SSR, = HRELEEHR A K
B KA T 5 AR K, 355 48.2% , B R H5T CTG/CAG IR &, #—F ik 12 5 SSR 5147,
FATBEZFEER 0T, B AT S R Bom , F N 8 1% 2R KF AR R AR, 28519 RN
41.67% ,Nei’ s ZeH ZHEEFH48 0. 2130, Fp ()12 ZHEMK P8R, 25T W HLFK 75% ,Nei” s £ [H
SRR 0. 4643 ; 5351, Fha) g% o0 (L R BCE R , P HI7KF 0. 7051, R &I, A, tamarense
CCMP116 5 A. affine CCMP112 1545 R B # 43T ;A. tamarense ATHK9301 ,CCMP1598 #iI ATDHO1 #HH.R7E

—ijt2;A. catenella ACDHOL 5 A. tamarense 5} )&, SSR FRiC7EME Py Ll K BEFH A 184 A1 20 # O T 2 —
R AR LA
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