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WSl HEREE DNA 22 5B A5 R (eDNA metabarcoding ) K30 45 25 45 b 5090] 11 DX 617 35 7t 3 K BE RIS ZHEME IR R 5
FHT /K BERR 4 55 0 R0 W 0438 7k o FIHI3REE DNA 2 S TERGEAR , 430 3 T 18S tDNA Il COI & TR Al 110 ARV AR
JEHRIAT 111X [ 70 55 A o K B R 2 SRR 3 KRR R A G208 e DNA $REC G ARicd 8 T 5 A4 W15 B H U 3R 5% DNA
FAICAARUEAL T IR , BV SRR b 3% 7 AN RAE A5 P AR A TG I 1 SRR s 5 . 25 SR W, JE T 18S 1DNA 22 45K i A
th 8 KBRS JLrh K BE AR IR B 2 Bl K IEK BE SR/ NEUK BE 6 Fls JE T COT 22 50 A HAR LRGN 19 Rk BERRE
HrPER KB R RUK B 5 B KIS KBE S A/ NRKBE 14 F; 55D DNA I 84810 .78 F3 IS I 5 ( Rhopilema esculentum)
LR, BRI IR DNA 2SR B AR E S — B 24 19 A 1y 2o 6 P s DU 35 B v FH T DRSHU R I K BRI 2R
KBRS A M B S T b R Y R R RE

KR K EE BT DNA 2250200 5 18S tDNA Al (03 C ELEEIEIE T (COT) s P RPai i ; Fe b iy 5 991

Research on jellyfish diversity of marine aquaculture pond in Liaodong Bay using

environmental DNA metabarcoding technique
LI Yulong, BAO Xiangbo, LI Yiping, ZHOU Zunchun, FU Jie, GAO Xianggang, CHEN Bailing, LI Yunfeng®

Liaoning Ocean and Fisheries Science Research Institute, Key Laboratory of Marine Biological Resources and Ecology, Dalian 116023, China

Abstract; In recent years, environmental DNA metabarcoding (eDNA metabarcoding) has been widely used in biodiversity
assessment of aquatic organisms due to its cost-effective and non-invasive strategies with the increased sensitivity. To explore
new methods for monitoring and detecting jellyfish diversity, this study firstly used eDNA metabarcoding to detect jellyfish
diversity of marine aquaculture pond in Liaodong Bay. This study used a standardized process of eDNA metabarcoding
analysis, including water collection, water filtration, eDNA extraction, genetic marker amplification, sequencing and
bioinformatic analyses. Results showed that all of 8 jellyfish species were detected from 7 sampling sites based on 18S
rDNA, including 2 giant jellyfish species and 6 small jellyfish species. A total of 19 jellyfish species were detected from 7
sampling sites based on mitochondrial cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit 1( COl) gene fragment, including 5 giant jellyfish
species and 13 small jellyfish species. Only one species ( Rhopilema esculentum) was the dominant species based on eDNA
metabarcoding. Although eDNA metabarcoding cannot completely replace traditional methods, it can be used as a

supplementary tool to efficiently assess and monitor jellyfish diversity and species distribution in the sea. Therefore, eDNA
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metabarcoding had the technological advantages and could be applied to identify jellyfish biodiversity and detect jellyfish

species, and are helpful in early monitoring and warning for jellyfish species in aquatic ecosystems.

Key Words: jellyfish; eDNA metabarcoding; 18S rDNA ; cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I( COI) ; species detection; early

monitoring and warning

KA — g PR I SRS PR Tl s ), S e A A AR e v B L2 U o0, AR LR S R AL R BR R 1
e R B w2 SO KRR AE S R I E B, HE WA LIRS A

F M RE R A ON AFFE R LSS B S i e S AR A | KRR i i 0 B e AT AT X T Ve i B K AR T
SRR B AR S R G Bl A BRI AR A DR R 28 B A PR e R TS e AR Ak Bt
TP R M AR S RGEE T A A TR BRI, 2R 2RO KB R LR H 53 2 51Kk
— RGBT AL S T F S B R s | TR AR 3 2 A R TR R B BOR e A
KBRS LR S RGP 5 K A ) AR R R SISE | Z0iVE A 25 3R G ) i o AR RS o e SR Jgl I

BEXT A2 5 | R ) — ZR A [ L, - i PR 5B 4R 1 7K A 288 8] e RS D 2 AR T e i 7 I SR Tl 7K Bk
TR RNE W R P AR 20 S W2 T AN R R UK BERP 2R A ) AR HHE . SR K EBER 2 B
RS WA S, A BB A [ 5 A 06 K B EACE PR A 05 |, b T /KRR 2 8 A 0 5 DA RS [ i T 25
AR SR A SRR RN 1 AR 22K BE 7K WA B BEAN AU N L B A ) Fof g [R] 7K WG Y K K BRI 285 22 S K, AR
TAF R P 5 5y I AL AR R 2 5 B O  MRIE AR G 05 VR K B EA T 73 S 4 5 FAS DAL AL FEC  Bl
At , HACH EBUR R , BELAT 7 S A7 L W DR P00 45 T /K B 288 4 0 B A 7 K Bk 5% K K B i vh
Y, DA H AR DNA B R PRIC IR > AR COT 168 RIBLIE A 43 FHRiC N 18S ITS 5§
FEI 7K BER S H DNA 5508 85 43 Bt DA S — 86 5 3 7K BE B 28 40 1 5 7K B ( Phyllorhiza spp. ) | 4z 8 K Bk
(Chrysaora sp.) K E: (Aurelia sp.) F A EE K EE( Cyanea nozakii) 251" i Fh 26 % 5 546 T 4E I BUS
BAFRRCR GIEW] T DNA ZIE I EORTE R BERD S S rh i L TV RE . (B ETIA A F 58 AR R 2R AL G0
HOR | Z PR T Y BOR T B Ry B AR L REXT B — /K BEFP 2R A TR I B 5 e, HARE DRI TAE R K,
BRI 773 DNA SIS EAR i — 20 B

T BT X KRR RN S A R B8RRI AR | BB X /K BE AT R W | T i i 2 ] oK R R A
A A A AR SRR R . TR S R R AR AT A W R e P R S DNA ZRIE RS 741 1
Y¥a 0 F 7, FROM DNA 2 R i 4 R, I 4F B X ) IR 55 DNA %2 %5 JE % ( Environmental DNA
metabarcoding ) Hi RGeS o H R OB R ( K \j:i%%) ) DNA , A& X B br 2888 H S 198
B85 AT sl DU O SRR PR S TP AR AR H AR R EA T U] B BT R AR H AR AR, R TR
e PR ARSI RO R AR B R RAE R AL, TR AN TR GRS A I AN I, B AT C IR 46 B TR W) 2R
il KK AR AR S B AW A D T SR 0 S R B R AR A o FH TR RE

FIFIPREE DNA 7 S5 TR E AR XK AR AR AT el © )y AT 8 JA0 R, DR AE (288 TR e 2L 28 iR A
Ay DI FRESh AEAAE N AR SR VR A I v A T T IR AR A AR (R A X K B
AR OCHE o 75 1 BRARE AR 5™ I el ¥ B 0GR W I A 10 2R VS T BB SR A X, O B 8 L AT PR 33
FEA R AR A N TANSE 5T, 3R T7 8, TR 9000hm? , 38 2 I SR 91 A7 165 4 [ SR A, 2 4%
A Y10 7R 5 MY I SR GE M I o HAO B T AR T 2R LT e S T AT 1 B, oy 3 i 3] 11 X, HL
B 1 RSk R B AR OK BERRSE 6T T HAS EE R SR IAE N TSR] LA 2% K B Y s FE 3t R A A7
BRI AR Z /K B B K BEAARTT LAAR G- b B 5 A A 0% AR AT REAS 5 K BEFP S A0 & 4R | (- BFFE K B
FPEWy A Z AR AN B8 AR, PRI, AT 581 TR FHEREE DNA 5 SR JE A AR X 3 — S A3 6] ¥ 53 4 il
HEKBERN R Z R AT IR A VPN, AMBEREE— 2D o0t 3 1= 36 I W 5k BERR 2 R 28 & 1) 1 i, IF HLAT LA iE
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PRIE DNA 72 S8R HORTE F SRRSO BE I S T Hh B AT AT, DAk BRSSO MRl e il LB S s 4 4
BB E AR FBL,

1 #MREFE

1.1 KEERAE

ARUCRAET 2019 47 8 H 28 HIEAT, 43 A S 11 BUARREH = b el Bl v SR o 3B s 17 7 SRR, 455k
FESUENI L 1, B REE SR 1L FIBUK SRR R )2 SR JZ K EE BN SR s 7 R — 7 B ] —
IKGRHEAT ZUCRHEE IR IR 2R SRS TR A DR AE 2 T IH R0 SL SR b, o 748 & H AR i A
R FTAFESITE 24h N 0.45um ( MCE ; Whatman 2 5] ) F1 3um JR-& 21 4E 28 08 AT H 25 g, BN
K N 2.5L, MPFAE S AEIESME DNA 155, B I8 B E 1 ANFIHEXT R, FER AR S B8 )5 BB IF ST
RV VR ERAT | F06F 108 S fh T A 70 2 R0 b ke, 5 L ) P 58 S5 % | 4 R U0 B AT IR R VLA PR A [ 5K
BESH,

40°30'N

7
v

2 1:300000

40°29'

40°28'

122°12’ 122°13’ 122°14' 122°15’ 122°16' 122°17'E

Bl1 KkgERERTEE

Fig.1 Information of sampling locations

1.2 eDNA #2H PCR 94 il

K CTAB EARICIEAR DNA , JFf 128 g R & Ry BIVEXT IR, AR S DNA $&5U5 , ffi 1] DNeasy tissue
kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA)Zlifbif7 &% DNA # filE 47 4li4k , 2610 )5 19 eDNA Ff i F - 20°C VKA AR A5 .
A3 5 FHAT Barcode #5551 4111 18S V4 [X. 528F- 706R £k ki ik CO1 i# 514 mlCOLintF-jgHCO2198 X} PR 4%
DNA AT PCR §784 . 514551043 51« 528F:5'-GCCTCCCTCGCGCCATCAGGCGGTAATTCCAGCTCCAA-
3',706R: 5'-GCCTTGCCAGCCCGATCAGAATCCRAGAATTTCACCTCT- 3'; mlCOlintF: 5'- GGWACWGGWTGA
ACWGTWTAYCCYCC-3', jgHC02198; 5'-TAIACYTCIGGRTGICCRAARAAYCA- 3" JZ WAk £ 25uL, 045 .
0.2mmol/LA&:Fl ANTPs,0.2wmol/L 5[4, 1 wWLDNA #5547, 1U Taq,2.0mmol/L MgCl, ,2.5uL 10xZ% ik , K
HBA KA EFIRAA R . 7E Bio-rad T100 #% PCR X L #17 PCR §"3, S b 2% . 98°C #2141 min,98°C 748
P 10s,50—55°C iR K 30 s,72°C #EH 30,30 NMIEFR ; e Ji 72°C PR Smin, BRK PCR A ddH,0 AR
£ PCR MIHEXT IR, AR S B Y3 2 IR R R —HFE & i PCR P2 WNRG 5, 8 2% B3R 58 e F vk Rl
B 1 X B ¥ T6 H 8 2%k, R B AR FE L 3 8 DNA 2 HUE PCR § 34 ¥ JC /MR DNA J5 4%, fifi
ThermoScientific 23 7] GeneJET #fifk, PCR 7=#) , #3435 PCR ;=4 & 64755 i i R FESRAE , T8AMIR 215 HH 2% 1)
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BN e F vk Ak PCR 774,188 V4 X BE$E 717 K /NTE 400—450bp 17551, 1 I B AR 4 ; 2Rk 14
COT Bk 5 347 K/IME 300—350bp 1951, E10i [H1i H AR 4547 . ] Tlumina 23 7 Truseq DNA PCR-Free
Library Preparation Kit 8 PR30 @ EA7 SO MR At , M L4 1 SCPE 28 Qubit 2 5 R SCERS I, 41 FE 0 1 PCR
PRI | SR (4 Tlumina NovaSeq 6000 Il ¥ &5 #E47 58 — A m il & 0y ( R ELE AR BIEAYIE SR
BARAF),
1.3 HdEabr

A b 1 LRI Y reads FH OBITools1.01.22 #2742 (http : //metabarcoding. org/ obitools/doc ) 8 Fi#% i 11§ |
Pr JE 19 2 RO , T 2 2% 50 e 7 8] X B oy 28 A 20 R B T OB L) 97 % 1 — BUPE 4T OTUs
( Operational taxonomic units) RASFNYIFI T IEorHT, 58 F Y — P 5 e 508 i o B FEDS L7 3 2 F 1 460,
OBITools 223 H BleKe i fh % 1 45 FARE N B 1 55 BT VE BC 0 h (4 B I 402 B0  (EUR BEIN A 52 b 4 Fif
SAE RS R AR S ] (AN IR H 49 ) P9 18S tDNA FIZehi{k Col ) OTU 1}
F¥5 2 BLAST FEIF PR RS 1E GeneBank AR BN R A . i T ST 43 5 B B30 e i) JRy PR, AN 2
LTI BB REk 2R KL | BRI K REZR OTU R38R 9I4E M 4 T AT /R 4> 25 B 7T ( MOTU ) S5 AS
K BRI T X A, P3N A P 2 B I

(1) 18S rDNA J¥51 LATEAH ] (4 B R 51 KB , >4 28 55 B ( coverage ) AMIRT 95% H —FEE A 99.5% I
DAL B, L B ke [ DR E 8106 L A R, A AEAS 1 — Rl Rl 4 DG e 1 81) , DU 45 6 7K B A8 43 A1 SR AIE B ]
RE I (R b S 4 A 25 W HE B AN A5 (0 ) o, 4 0 T B 1) 300 2 400 i oA o 0 b 8 58 2 G I i — B3O
<99.5% H.=95% , — B F i P HMUA 1 %, H 51350 IRZ W7 91— 03 22 1 = 2% 0, 10— 3503 ey )7 41
) G oy BAT0 i — BB LA 2 RS WE Ok R A% T8 55 BT — S0 e B 24 3 b G e K 2
HTT,

(2) COT F:H TP FEAR TR ) R P9 XN | M8 55 AR T 95% 5 50— Fh LX) — 308 =99% , H
FEE R M EIC T, 10 HIZ YR 0% A 5 B — W Rh Lo — B = 99% (E3Z Wy AR 24 Hu Rk | I3 K3 4 b
T Y AT S0 A (0 B I G R BN A W ol S R 5 T COT S R R ) o ) 22 S R ) e — B0 <
99% H.=85% , — & e = )P FIUA 1 4%, H 51850 IR Z 107 5 — 3508 25 8E = 5% 1), 10— 3508 I & 7 91 1)
T F e — B X A A WA, 0 A BE RS TR 55 T A — SO B 1Y XY ) R B AR A 2
BT,

2 HBREHW

2.1 T 18S rDNA AT K BERI S L A

BR 1 ASRAE AU 3m TR5 2R 4 ZR IR L R AR TR A AR BT A 13 AL S RIS AT A 1Y PCR 724 .
T ASRAE LT 18S rDNA AR ARICAIN KK B AR P IIAE SR 1 W e ff B & 2, 74
SRR A 13 TR BRARR S LRI H KBRS 8 Bl 45 2 Bk KB40 K A K £ 3 ( Rhopilema esculentum) | {5,
BEIKAE 5 1 FhE KB 207K £ P4 T2 7K BE ( Solmundella bitentaculata) , 1 P A % 58 2| Fh a0 18 /K £ W 4 T 7K £F
BEAKEE, 1 FAE KB 24 2 T /K BERHMBSE 25 5 F- /K B ( Bougainvillia muscus) 2 P KAV 40 7K B BEDE ELIR K )
( Eutima krampi) F1HEEIR ( Obelia geniculata) , VA 1 FhA K 2 B ) A /K BE I 20 e K RERKBE . Horp
AXFRFFIK BT B AR A SRAE R B AR 03 1) 91 2, HA K BERP SR P81 R BRI (R 1)
22 T COUEFIMIIRBER I N

TASRAE LT CO1 R ATERSPRICAT I /K BRI R AR 2R P 945 R UL 3, WA S e (R B IR 4, BR
COY FEPRITEAK LRI B 35 AL 28 S 40K, Q3T 28 FhK MG /K B Zobifk COT G hnic b Tyt s R | [R)J& A
(e R [a] 35 2 BE 25 0.092-0.215 (A2 0.171) |, [RIRFAS [l Jg 18]35 A2 BE 25 0 0.127-0.351 (AF-27 0.189) , {HIHAH A 22
SRR AL HE M 0-0.033 (SF-14 0.008) , COT S FRiCAE K BE2ERE ip Ay W i 1) T ] B, T a8 b [ 114
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F2 ET18S rDNA FIIMABEYTIRIES L BT (MOTU) H FEEHR
Table 2 Summary of jellyfish MOTUs identified by eDNA metabarcoding based on18S rDNA sequences
GenBank Fz{H:VC D 4 F

=Y (WA e
IREREARS T S yg Best match species in GenBank
Lowest taxon unit — p— -
P R 4 iU e
Scientific name Best identity (%) Accession no.
VLT
@—LH_ Rhopilema esculentum 100% JX845352.1
Rhopilema esculentum
7
ARk . Cyanea nozakii 100% KT445894.1
Cyanea nozakii
[ € Solmundella bitentaculata EU247812.1 KY007604.11
. L .. 100% 1100%
Solmundella bitentaculata Aeginopsis laurentii MK968443.1
T 7K ELA Sminthea arctica |
IETACKER it arened 97.71%197.71% MG979354.1 1MG979364.1
Rhopalonematidae Aglantha digitale
. B invilli scus |
Bk Tk POLf;gm'nU; ';a m'u'\;LLu&l'I 100% 1 100% | 100% KT722388.11 MGT88990.11
Bougainvillia muscus a Z}L,[)r ,} ‘L ehactt ? ‘ ¢ KF962203.1
Bougainvillia sp.
SRLE B K R
ﬁ,E = J(H Eutima krampi 100% FJ418675.1
Eutima krampi
: 5}
b Obelia geniculata 100% KX665385.1

Obelia geniculata
Bt kR Nanomia bijuga| Athorybia rosacea
Agalmidae

99.67% 1 99. 67% | 99. 67% |  AF358071.11 AY937316.1 |

| Agalma elegans| 99.67% AY937313.11AY937323.1

Halistemma rubrum

COT 25 5 R AL J2 [ R AN AR E] 4 30 £ PRUAIR S 2EHEA T /K BRI 6 228 3K — e, #2791 — BU%
=99% A [, P51 — 208 < 99% H.=85% VA 0 [FlJ@ sl [}, 7 A RAE G i 220 19 Rk BERPE e
10 Fh 22 2Bl (G AK R 4 P WD E ( Nemopilema nomurai) | FIEERKE: i KRR JKIEKER 6 7, 40
FEHOKBE Y P S K BEREEBRIEU K B ( Clytia hemisphaerica) \FEMRKEE( Clytia gracilis) KU UEAL IR ( Obelia
dichotoma) FIPEIK RS 22 FISEIK B ( Eirene ceylonensis) 3&EIEFIEIK B, ( Eirene pyramidalis ) F156 AR F1-F 7K £
( Eirene brevistylus) ;9 F{ %€ 2@ sl Bl , A0 FER K BE 37 K BERE 1 B ( Pelagia sp.) , 467K BV 20 AR MR 7K BERL
57 [ROKEEJE 1 Fh ( Sarsia sp.) , FOKBE 20 i mE oK BE L SR EOK BEJE 2 Fl ( Clytia sp.) \EAIEIE 2 Ff (Obelia
sp.) BIEOKEERL 1 1 ( Bonneviella sp.) ,JEF/KFEEL 1 F ( Laodicea sp.) FIFIMEKFERL 1 F (Aglaophenia sp.) .
AN T GeneBank $i4fa R Y ik = 10 77 75— 28 OUT AR 7 9 AE %5 B R S LA E 732K B ot (<85% H. =
80%) [R7KEERNZES AL /KB T A REUE K BER)  Prilocodiidae B} AR K B 7 AP /K B1RL 55 Tk B8R L R 48 7K
REAY AR B B SR BRI RN E AR | SR Y K BRERD BT RETE 2 (R 4) . W) 18S rDNA £ —%,
T AEAS RAE L R B 0P 9 B ANt o DL/ N K BRI AN g% (oK B g | SRUE/K B8 | Bk e 45
FEARAE s R P9 BB E & (£ 3),

3 e

3.1 BT EREE DNA (197K RERR S 2 B A

IKEE R RN S ) T IAE R LR P b ) BRI PRI AR Y 2 — R A IR 2 (A
H A KRR KB ) Z 50, KZBUKBERA AR RIS 5 R ZHOKERN S, fF XA 0
Sz T, HHIE SR T b A B B Beal A B 0 ot i e A B R AR Ak PR 7K B TR /N K B B ) el
YERE — RN TARRME Y MBS 2 S A IR b Mk, B s 1R b S 4 o o ) 42 A
R, WA 280 Ll B8 B B A B T HERG X 43, FN b — B K B2 AFAE R (cryptic species)
B R SR RE T 8 & M A R Z MK LR R S BUKRE LR /N K R
A XE LA AL | 5 L v A W ST LK B AR 252 A A S R e = | KBS 2 RA i AR S R A Y
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F4 BT COlFIRKBEMTRIESLAT(MOTU) HFEELER
Table 4 Summary of jellyfish MOTUs identified by eDNA metabarcoding based on COI sequences
. . GenBank HfEPCHCYF Best match species in GenBank
IKEHR AR5 7 ’

Lowest taxon unit of Jellyfish

WAL T 4

Scientific name

IR — 2
Best identity/ %

RS

Accession no.

W8, Rhopilema esculentum Rhopilema esculentum 100% JX845352.1

M@K EE Cyanea nozakii Cyanea nozakii 99% JX845350.1

VP HL Nemopilema nomurai Nemopilema nomurai 99% HF930549.1

15§ 7 /K BE Aurelia coerulea Aurelia coerulea 100% KX691598.1
WK BERE Pelagiidae Pelagia sp. 86% KY655788.1
B ERKEEE Sarsia Sarsia tubulosa 89% KC440087.1
FRU3/KBEEL Corynidae Corynidae sp. 84% MG421474.1
Ptilocodiidae Thecocodium quadratum 85% KT981908.1

AR} Tubularidae Ectopleura viridis 83% MG811649.1
HBRIEUEIKEE Clytia hemisphaerica Clytia hemisphaerica 100% KX665199.1
FWIKEE Clytia gracilis Clytia gracilis 99% KX665195.1
FWKEEIE Clytia Clytia folleata 85% KF962082.1

LIKBEE Clytia Clytia sp. 85% KF962101.1

WX HAGIE Obelia dichotoma Obelia dichotoma 99% KX665256.1
M EZ AL Obelia geniculata Obelia geniculata 95% KX665162.1
EAZIEIE Obelia Obelia sp. 85% MG421474.1
EAZIEIE Obelia Obelia sp.3 86% K(C440003.1
AEK R Campanulariidae Bonneviella sp.4 85% AY789893.1
BRI /KBERE Campanulariidae Eucheilota maculata 84% K(C440070.1
K BER} Laodiceidae Laodicea sp. 90% MW278609.1
B 2L FISEIK ) Eirene ceylonensis Eirene ceylonensis 99% HM053525.1
WA 7K B Eirene pyramidalis Eirene pyramidalis 100% JQ716144.1

SRR IKEE Eirene brevistylus Eirene brevistylus 99% KF962118.1

PIEFLE Plumulariidae Aglaophenia struthionides 85% MH282629.1
= F/KEERE Bougainvillidae Nemopsis bachei 82% MK308284.1
B KEERE Agalmidae Agalma elegans 82% GQ119942.1
B IKEERE Apolemiidae Apolemia sp. 84% GQ119954.1

MR Z o SULRIE A KRR RIS H 3 2 B TR R | BT S B R Y IR BT B = A
JEER, SHE A 245 R G A AR R OB SR | 1E 7™ F D 2 Vg PR A S R G R A e DR R T S
S5 PR VR R AR W i

I8 DNA Z2 55 A AR LA K SRR 1T —18 DNA B S R B ml i ARG K 2
BRORE = SO0 A, AR K AR Sh A B b S A ) AR PRSI S A1 SR AR P b W 25 T LA B B A3, S5f%4e
AT IEAA LG eDNA 72 SR TEASEAR AT U548 WA VR ML A Fh % o BT 75 A s 1] | 2% A% i B K A= A=)
JekfhE 0 HAT S S RN BT R eDNA 7 A5 A H AR AT B B 4 i 30 S RS o 6y — R 1 87— R
Wy 22 P W T L | ELAT X ERSREAE it Hh A W R dE A 7 A I A s g ) AR SO KB AT G TF
FEHRAR R TAEUE . ASWFFE M PI R DNA 72 20T AS AR 1L 2R V8 AR b 0 Rl 6 77 5 b i /K BEFp S R4 T4 b S
FE T 18S tDNA FrFHRic %848 2 40 8 Rk BEFPZE ML T AR COT ARic WIS H 2 49 19 FlK BRI
JIT S 32 A K BERR O 35 T IR T i WK BERR 2R oK B 4Rifg 38 V0 ARk EE TR H KB KBk
BE R BRIEEIK B, SEREKEE BB IS | Hh R RS B % K EE SR KB AR A KB 384
FE— AL G5 2 rp ) 2 DL R A LK B b 2 AN s /K BV 20 BB /K BI040 4 /K BRI 20 A6 7K B3IV 49 D) R K B 311
RIS ST A IR R A IREE DNA 72 SRS B AR AT LLAT %08 FH 7K BERR S 0 4 i
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3.2 DNA FRIEMEFRIC AR K XK B R R B8 ) 1) gk

HAETR 2 2% & >k H 3 T DNA 5805 19 47 7 A5 W 2 40 25 07 R A oK B 28 1 Fh 25 7 19 % 22 %
gl ey A U s b Y 7 TR S K BERPE DNA SIEIS3EAT T 434, Laakmann #1 Holst'*"
FE R VG LI 7K M /KRS 2 5 DL B i R g 25 ) Xof o ) g VA 0 V8 Vg Sk /K BB K B DNA SRS 647 19 4 A T4
BJUESE T DNA ZRIEASFRICTE SEMEK RS i E . — M &, AN [ 20 1 25 R 19 33 FH ¥ RO AN 5
A —F AR B 53 FRic A R 4 A B 5 RE A [R] DT 52 i 40 26 R P | RO S AR 4l A D A= 28
BELA B ZE H SR A B A G A FARE % BB 18S rRNA LR IR0 (25 C AL 1
(CON) PR BT 12 B WI R EAZ A 9 0 FhRic 26, 18S vDNA 3 4123 FH T HE (b 418 W A i A 2 2 o
ARG T B A3 3 F AR, (H i T R P S0 A PRAF TE A e/ N 25 B o an & i ] ¢ R 0 HO= 7E
7 BE BT 2 14 ) o 68 5 B LA B K SR BR A 3 TIPS SR 4 6 R B /B 52 MR, €Ot JE
A HEA R ORI D BE AR ST i 1 R, EUA B R ARSI BE 1, R R AT IR e sh i H SE s R s R
i/

ARFFEH  FET 18S V4 X I3 FHRIC Y SR IE DA E Hh 2 4 8 FluKBERRZE LA COT hnic 2 0B
W g 2 40 19 Bk EERRSS | RIAIET COT 22 5 TEAS 1Y eDNA AR /K BEAG H R IA 5 T 56 F 18S rDNA 2245
JEAD ) eDNA £ R, X5 Fernandez 7K 28 U BEE I SE IS 36T eDNA H A FI3E T 15 50 Wi 7 3 1) B A1
S X AL PN B TE A M 0 W I A T AR S B0 25 SR — B, KA AR I T Ol 245851 eDNA AR
PR AG: H SR R AL S8 W )7 B AL T 18S rDNA 22 4TEH 1K) eDNA oA o R A Wa A [a] i A 4 2 e
B, BRI SR A e B X e DNA o ARAEA W Z2 1 Wi v i) 1 LA SR XK B — A W R T &
COl 2 4T hRic il A HA T m A AR BE o A R BRI A3 FFRic X 2K BRI B SR 50 45 B 0F R 5 42
— 3, P S RIS A KRR SACE 3 F 3k — T o] BRI R F RS AR IS IR B RE A — BT 8L, 5
—J7 7K Bk DNA JUH AR B R AR BT 2 24 W AELE L = A B S A% shid R a2 Z R0 5 [ 2R
PRI | AS ] F SR ARE T 6 AN | e 6t T S BOR TR) ARG I 485 5150 Dk, 7 R FH PR BE DNA 22 S5 I R
XK BT YA A e B R R 2 o0 FhRie il REAS B D A AR P 2538
3.3 FRHE DNA ZATUASE R A R3S AN B LA E /KR W I b % 1oy FH v

KT HEE DNA AT EARNRHEG AL, BATE A 25 SCkiE T Tieih >, A He 40 Wi 5 i
W85 DNA 75 ST H R BAT AR P RAT: 5 5 i % FE I 2D ARG 5 SR 502 vy | DR S 0 g A58 0 A s 22 4
PR B  (HBAFAE—SER J  AnAT XA [R) A P 2 i TG0 FH AR v AL B A R R 5 B [ R 238 ] (8 AR — S50k Fob
U T 1 KA B P ) e 5 HORBIEA T R I AT TG I E AT A 43 W LA R RT BB A7 A 15 e (] R4S | it
IEANFFIEATTEANFR . B SRAHIFGE AR AL G IR 2 7 v % LT SR ARt 3 ) K B R A T A (A L e
O g IR R R I KEERR I i A AKEE R D AR KR DL N K B 2 AR K B R | Bk
WK BE | SEREIK B R 45 R 1T AR TS SO i R WK BERN S . ARG SE T 2 B DNA 2 500B i bRic Jh 48 5 ) 2
94 22 FlKBERNZE AN ETEE B (T EEKEE M K EER/INEDK BEFP S A0 SE R0 K B R T K B 45
B ULFPSE T ELA A AR 1) 22 P B i R UL K BE R S AN AR MG K B DR R K B 852K i KR
FEOKEFEEDT AN, B TR 2 KRR S R BR M, A AR — S B R BB K L A 5B e K B
PR, SEPRYESE A KRR SER P RE T 22 ESE T3R5 DNA 72 2T 0 AR A 7K BERh 240 h S 2 0 W) o 1
Y I K

5 BLIRIE AR HIAEE DNA 5B B AR X K BESEAT 10 /3 BT A e LR AR 2 i 43 F 808 2 1
it = P E LK BERN IO S 5 ] — SR S AR ot R FHAS [ 8 RS A 74 34 1) o 28 26 7 245 R — B0 H g ik
MM R T E BT, 1Ak, HETAIIREE DNA 72 KT £ AR A7 A6 — S84 AR 2 11 TG i DR 1 1)
B G| Yk PCR &8 i v P iR 2255 . (HE5 G T — QR 8 P EOR 1Y eDNA 7 250805 J5 15 7T LA
T SIS ] P X 7K PR A i v R KRR R A TR S0 R |, 3 B T A% 58 7 vk 2 R i AR F B SR R A &
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b PR AE BR ] BN, AT RER o ARSI K B 22 B BT T, R LA O — Pl R 2 (0 b 8 T H T T K B
HOEVSERTECNURIDSS IS8

HIM AT UL P58 DNA 25 S IR HOR B il oo R | 70 R A BORO 3 e e el A K B 2R 7R N
897K AR A I I 2 T T A R T 20 R 00 25 75 T e AT R B VR R Fﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%@%K%ﬁ%% I
P BRI RE— 2 K e FEfR DR T R85 DNA 2 Z A HOAR E o 70 A v P07 1 (9 A8 HR =2 i, PR 88 DNA R
TR EARAT B DRI U A Z R T3 M A2 )R A R A 25 5 M 0 S5 A0 ) 3 L BT B
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