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TEARWTSE R, T T X g R AR A Y 16 9% 1T
Ji. A TARE ARG LT HFROOI, WET RS
KEMEN AR WA Z B R LT RAER,
BN E R A Rk B R R PR AR

1 MRE5FE

1.1 HiERIIREL
M NCBI (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genbank/)
AR R R R IF IR 13 Fi g SRRHORL A B

4147 51, 43 5 ok 2% 48, 5K 15 Jp R (Sagmariasus
verreaux). HRBEJEHF(Panulirus argus), H A B 4F
(Panulirus japonicus) . X #Jg #iF (Panulirus cyg-
nus). Z< {4 g ¥R (Panulirus versicolor). 407k
(Panulirus homarus). " [EJg4F(Panulirus stimp-
soni). —ffi# JEYF(Linuparustrigonus) . & &1
#R(Puerulus angulatus). % EJg¥F(Panulirus pe-
nicillatus). & & ¢ #F(Panulirus longipes) . # 5 1
¥R (Panulirus polyphagus) . %3 45 J& #F (Panulirus
ornatus), JEAfFEILE 1,

x1 RIEMEHEERANERRFE

Tab.1 Basic characteristics of mitogenome of Palinuridae

Iy

GenBank % 3¢5 AT E5/%

classification status Fh species GenBank accession no. KB /bp length AT content
B S Je W R E Sagmariasus £k (3K EJp MR Sagmariasus verreaux NC 022736 15 470 63.98
JEMFJE Panulirus HR 3% Jp UF Panulirus argus NC_039671 15739 62.63
H Z JE4F Panulirus japonicus NC 004251 15717 64.54
K IR Panulirus cygnus NC 028024 15 724 63.53
Z& 6 MR Panulirus versicolor NC_028627 15767 66.83
WL iF Panulirus homarus NC 016015 15 665 67.11
rf1 [ 1 #F Panulirus stimpsoni NC 014339 15677 65.64
AT Panulirus penicillatus NC_052750 15 671 65.93
HR 85 e i Panulirus ornatus NC 014854 16 105 66.71
£ 2R Panulirus longipes NC 052749 15 739 64.48
BB HF Panulirus polyphagus MK503959 15707 65.68
B UFJE Linuparus = IF Linuparus trigonus NC_049031 15 949 65.43
e e MR & Puerulus ¥ 5 W% J2 IF Puerulus angulatus NC 041155 15 688 65.79

12 EEENSH

T RIS BB R AT R AR R LR R E AR
FOLRRIL N AR, R FH MEGA 5.0 2!
¥ 13 AT IRRH A AT SR IR X, SR SR
K.K;_ calculator 2.0 44412 1 13 PCGs i E[R]
SCR R (K )R] SO 38 (K) o T ik i
Bl Yang-Nielsen (y-MYN)!'SL L3515
TR HE S Y LR B ST
1.3 ERMURSWH

B IeURRE 13 APy b AR 3 PR 21 3L R ik A 7
25 ST o SR MEGA 5.0 #0E 0% 15 42
Kl(13 PCGs 1 2rRNAs)#EFT 2 H )P HI X}, SR G
i DnaSP 6! Vo T g S A Lk R I PR 4 ) 3
PRI 22 S i

1.4 EBEEEESH

B IE IR 13 AP LRI R FE R 41 13 PCGs
AR RRIF 5143 9 H3 %, 32 MEGA 5.0 gl
HEAT 2 &7 A0 Lo, I R s AL BE R (B AL Y
Kimura XS %015,
15 EWFERAEKXSHT

i3t MEGA 5.0 FEU N Je iR RE 13 4k
FLARILAL 13 PCGs #4741 L (IR 2 1k
I AR T B R . SR R
G R GE T BAIR A
16 RHEXBSH

I MUSCLE #A4CO%) Jp dF R} 13 M Fh Lk
KIARSERZ] 13 PCGs JFHHEAT ERIE LLXT, SREHE
Jin M 3 X} ¥ (Farfantepenaeus californiensis) Y £&
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FAF SO AR R LR RS N AR R S8k A 527

RLAREEAI 4 13 PCGs J78I LS 5 R G fb 43 #T
e BT 5138 3 Gblocks ' EZE R Ge AT IE &
RGRE MR, HEE iModel Test P A
5, EHE GTRHIHG AL, Rl KUK &
(maximum likelihood, ML)F DI - 37 7 (Bayesian
inference, BI)RH) H R 45 & B M . ML HEALA 1 FH
PhyML 3.1 #fF20aa, A B AE (bootstraps) 43 HT
K 1000 ¥k & b RE A g 43 B Y AT E
(bootstrap probability, BP). DI i3 i7F £k 4% i F
MrBayes v3.2.6 HPFPUHEATIIEE, SRR IE SR
KHE(Markov Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)iz 171t
FRACH 10000000, 4 25 EhIR F4E(3 A FAEER 1 2508
)R 500 HHARHCRE 1 Wk, Hih, @B TR AT
25% B “burn in” F AR, T B9 HBORERE HH T
D147 J5 B A% R (posterior probability, PP),
1.7 S EEtEfhit

iZ Fl BEAST v. 2.6.3 A% 13 A~ Je iF -
Y 13 PCGs HHIK P 8 AT 43 B (A 550
PEPE GTRHI+G AL Yule 18555605 B #1755
Mr, YEFETEAN I F B (relaxed clock log normal)
HEAT TR . RCHETY A B e R T A R AT & 1Y
SrAREH PO AT TR AT AT s AT RE K

KD ARNSIE
‘ coxl LI200x2Lr‘;T>latp6l cox3 itd}”(r

Tnd6 cytb S2
| B

50000000, #5217 1000 WHIEE—IK, )5 Fdw
50%04 &1L 5% (burnin percentage: 50),

2 #R59H

2.1 JHRERL g b B F 4 B B ARNFE

W 2R 1A, T3 A Y 13 Ao iR R A 4
PR ILRA P, KA 15470~16105 bp, H:
R KRG S R R B R S R, R A D B
5 JE I J& ) 2 4 9K R BE 13 SR G Sk
I H o 850 AT S EEREN 67.11% (KL
JIF), A 62.63% (IRBEIpUF), FI{E N
65.26%,

FEFEHESIUY 518, 13 D IRERRHFh ) 4
BE DA 2 e 4] 1) B PR 20 1l 5 DR o e M sl ) — 2L,
I 37 > G ith L DA A — A>3 2 % 45 i X (control
region, CR). Fl1 & H ¥4 b (AL K 41 19 )i o
HEB R —HE, EA13254E coxd ., trnl2, cox2., trnK
trnD. atp8. atp6. cox3. trnG. nd3. trnA. trnR.
trnN. trnSL. trnE. trnF, nd5. trnH. nd4. nd4l .
trnT. trnP. nd6. cytb. trnS2, ndl. trnL1,
trnV., rrns, trnl, trnQ. trnM, nd2. trnW,
trnY RS, A 1 Bs .

renL .
trnC.

CR IM nd2 W

G 1
F nd5 H

nd4 nd4L P

|
ndl LI rrmL V rraS 0 cY

B TR SRR A R 4LHE S P

Fig. 1 Mitochondrial gene arrangement of Palinuridae

22 EEEASW

TSR ERIE 10 N4 Fh, 13 PCGs )
Ko/Ks 5N coxd FEPICEEIE N 0.007), HUOR
cyth. cox2., cox3. nd5 (*F-FI{E 535k 0.012.,0.013
0.014. 0.029), VEEATERIFIE Hr, ik SEHEP T 7K 32
FOBERR 1858, T KoK (B = BN atp8 4 K (F
P A 0.180), Hkky nd6, nddl, nd2, ndl (CF1y
B398 0.096, 0.085. 0.071, 0.055). BLHHTEE
R, B SLPR FR AZ 1 R R T A /N 2)

A HF, 7E 13 PCGs H1, atp8 i) Ku/K brift 22 i
15(0.048), HYKJE ndl. nd6. nddl. nd2 (451K

0.034. 0.027. 0.019. 0.017). ULHHIREFEF, X
SO LR R B Rl B 1B 56 ) 22 5% 0 nd5 11 Ko/K
bRt 2% 5:1(0.001), HK S cytb. coxl. cox2. cox3
(539~ 0.002, 0.002, 0.003. 0.003), UiHHEER
JE&h, X SR AP A SRR R ) 25 N
23 ERMAFE

HER 2 AT, R ARl S fA 35 DR 20 56 ]
1, cox1 (42.02%) . cox3 (42.86%) 1 cox2 (46.95%)
HE PRI 22 S0 6 e AR, B B RSy 1 o
renl (68.20%) . rrnS(67.77%) A1 nd6 (65.68% )3k K]
1) 22 S LB o 25 A i B 2 1 nd5
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[ Pcygn [ Phoma [ Pjapo [ Pstim [ Pvers
[ Pargu EPlong [ Porna MMM Ppeni [ 1Ppoly
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[0.007 0013 0014 0.004

0.002 0.003 0.003

0.012
0.002

0
coxlcox2cox3 ndl nd2 nd3 nd4 nd4l nd5 nd6 atp6 atp8 cytb

B2 JRURJE Py Lok vk B R £ e 4 A
Peygn: RFGJEUF; Phoma: JESUENF; Pjapo: HZJEIF; Pstim:
ohE R R, Pvers: Z4 (A g BF; Pargu: HREEJZHF; Plong: 2
JeUF; Porna: #3%5 JEUF; Ppeni: % B UF; Ppoly: FEHIBIF.

Fig.2 Selection pressure analysis of mitogenomes
in the genus Panulirus
Pcygn: Panulirus cygnus; Phoma: Panulirus homarus; Pjapo:
Panulirus japonicas; Pstim: Panulirus stimpsoni; Pvers:
Panulirus versicolor; Pargu: Panulirus argus; Plong:
Panulirus longipes; Porna: Panulirus ornatus; Ppeni:
Panulirus penicillatus; Ppoly: Panulirus polyphagus.

P (998 A4, HikE ndd HEF (732 ) rrnl HE
(699 ™). BRI, 7 e BRRE AR s 4 2 1 i 95
nd5. nd4, rrnL FE KRR M HAE K FARiC

24 BEEBSH

TE 10 e AR @ Py, g% iR B i KINJE R
3 o R AN S0 R (0.3363) (K 3), 7R R IFFR}
P, AL BB IR /N Y R K R R R R S R
(0.1403), 5t & 1 B f KB J& KRS T iR R — £
JEHF(0.4134), RS, F BI LT E R RE K
B4R 2 SRR I B A A5 (K 3),
25 FEWEFHEHR

FEEERERN, 10 AN JRERE YA R 0 g g 5L
R 9 2t o R (1le) . 2R TN &R (Phe) . 2
fiz(Ser2). Hi2 R (Val). sE2 2 (Leul, Leu2), H
R (Gly). NE R (Ala) 1Y 25 1% 75U £ (>200),
NG AR (Arg) . “EIEZATR(Cys). 2R (Trp).
KA AW (Asp) . AL (Gln) . AR (Glu) .
2H % R (His) . i % R (Lys) 1Y %5 % T 4% /0 (<100),
B O e WO R E . B R AR R AN e A S 4 Fh R
F1 5T 2 fih 5 R 4710 b 5 998 R 0 Ja A ) 7 R A
Vi BIAE e AR b, ol 20 ) %) 220 5 A - P AR L
B 4).

®2 RUTMENEERANEETRARSH

Tab. 2 Analysisof gene variation sitesin the mitogenome of Palinuridae

28 parameter atp6 atp8 cob coxl cox2 cox3 ndl nd2 nd3 nd4d nddL nd5 nd6 rrnL  rrnS
PENIASY V& 671 149 1123 1528 688 791 907 987 343 1333 303 1726 507 1025 636
total number of sites*

PRSF AL S B invariable sites 315 58 578 886 365 452 453 344 147 601 135 728 174 326 205
AR S A7 S5 variable sites 356 91 545 642 323 339 454 643 196 732 168 998 333 699 431
R RA R 297 68 457 564 288 284 379 542 163 593 143 827 272 344 229
parsimony informative sites

PR 28 AR Y 59 23 88 78 35 55 75 101 33 139 25 171 61 355 202
singleton variable sites

AR A7 a5 H A /% 53.06 61.07 48.53 42.02 46.95 42.86 50.06 65.15 57.14 5491 55.45 57.82 65.68 6820 67.77

ratio of variable sites

T FORBOLA B S BRI SR

Note: “*” means total number of sites does not include missing sites.

26 RERFRR

TEAMEFE T, T 48 2 A A 1 2o 4 6 ]
HAFE T 13 DIRIFRHFN A 1 AR O 38
X #F (Farfantepenaeus californiensis), &% % & #
iR WoR, B e R & e G ik, e
INE RN —3, HS5HFRIFE . Wi e iFE Tkt
R FR (B 5, Kl 6), 75 ML #EbRih (& 5), JeiF

R PA S f 45 T i A R BRE S O 2 B — A b R B
WL K &R it (BP=18), ZdH bR H R HAE 18~
100, mMife BI #EAER (I 6), b EJE AR S e
HR 2B — N b DR A, 3845 ¢ R il (PP=0.92), 1%
BEAL R Y IS B0 HE AR TE 0.92~1.00, AHILZF, BI i
TER Y 5 S R g, TR A 2 Rt B
A5 o
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=FBIHF L. trigonus
0.4134 KEEIEUF P. cygnus
0.3883 0.3363 L IEHT P. homarus
0.4090 0.2681 0.3358 HRBESEUF P. argus
0.4061 0.2151 0.3233 0.2729 HZJBHF P. japonicus
0.3878 0.3279 0.1809 0.3375 0.3289 1 [E 4 P. stimpsoni
0.3900 0.3274 0.1778 0.3315 0.3277 0.1920 Z:t&J5UF P. versicolor
0.4105 (0.1403 0.3235 0.2702 0.2141 0.3298 0.3266 K- /£ J4F P. longipes
0.3894 0.3317 0.1570 0.3313 (0.3246 0.1873 0.1899 0.3313 4345 4T P. ornatus
0.3891 0.3313 0.1725 0.3370 0.3251 0.1818 0.1880 0.3241 0.1779 #EJRUF P. penicillatus
0.3955 0.3279 0.1902 0.3388 0.3318 0.1978 0.1896 0.3276 0.1924 0.1899 #BEHAF P. polyphagus
0.3372 0.4052 0.3884 0.4090 0.4017 0.3795 (0.3853 (0.3937 0.3850 0.3901 (0.3839 ¥ ¥ 4T P. angulatus
0.3613 o 4051 o 3962 0.4066 0.4063 0.3938 0.3833 0.4050 0.4019 0.4034 0.3994 0.3547 AR IPIR S. verreaux
,%o*‘& y @ ‘of' _\d@ Q@\‘ \00\& 0, Qe" &%
R @S‘z 5@«2 EANC S O
3 3 3 & K R Q.Q 5
F & S
3 JpiFRM R R AR F 4 13 PCGs {4 &

Fig. 3 Genetic distance of 13 protein-coding genes in the mitogenome of Palinuridae species
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T /%
proportion of codons used

[HAla [EArg [JAsn [JAsp [l Cys [ Gn [lGu [l Gly lHis [lTle HLeul
Leu2 [Lys [ Met [[JPhe [JPro [H Serl [[Ser2 [l Thr [l Trp [ Tyr (@ Val

P4 TR Rh LORE AR DR 20 25 00 1 1) P AR =X
Fig. 4 Codon usage pattern in mitochondrial genome
of Palinuridae species

2.7  JeURE TS I R E kit

e SRR B34 B[R] DL 7, H A Ak iR
KR HE =5 40 (Triassic, 2 205.13 Ma), &5 g
IR e RS 28I R (Jurassic, £ 181.03 Ma)
VAR R S (1 & ) A =R b i) A A N s e A ST
e, L KRATERD 40(2 154.85 Ma), 7E A iy
13 Nfhh, JERRE DR AR R, BRI
IR AIAE Y20 (Cretaceous, £ 118.09 Ma), [ J&
TEHLES = 20 (Paleogene, % 74.00 Ma)FlHEEE =42

(Neogene, %] 44.54 Ma)¥JF1R401k, = REFEHY)
M e 20— 8 .

3 itig

31 e HRRMER MO E F A

e SRR}y o 2 A A I R 241 Sy J 4 P 5 0K
-, 37 EEN 134 [ g% 5L K (atp6, atps,
cox1-3, cytb, nad1-6 il nad4L), 2 M ZHE A RNA J&
Bl (rrnS F rrnL), 22 4 tRNAsUY, AF 58 %t 4
FER AR 13 A IRIR RN DAL A I R 20 £ dis
BEAT A B, HARARBE R K EAE 15470 bp
[£% {6, 5K 5 Jp R (Sagmariasus  verreaux)]~16 105 bp
[ 48 45 & 4F (Panulirus ornatus)], A+T & & &
62.63%~67.11% (& 1), fF& 1 /& H P8k it
DAL SEA R AE N> 13283 R, 54 i sh Ak
AR I R 2 1 SRR HE S A L, e AR 1 2 1Ak 3
PR 1 HE ST 4 K % A A8 Ak, AR R MR R Fh e
AL AR S IR ST
32 EEREAFMERMS

TEigt L2, KoK )20 T A [ ) il
[ 50K E PR Jide bR, Ka>Ks. Ka=K.
Ka<Ks — M43l 2 7m 1E [ e 45 . rhPEEAk | alifbik
PR HeARWEgT D, AR 10 ASF 13 PCGs
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LRI IPUF S. verreaux | ¥EHT B IEITE
Sagmariasus
e 72 {71 fy R P, versicolor
H[E P EF P. stimpsoni
100
L WG HE P. ornatus
100
100 s [ SR P. homarus
37 N
100 BB IHF P. penicillatus Pﬁﬁﬁ s
18
FBERAF P. polyphagus
TRBE AR P. argus
] 66 100 H AR P. japonicus
100 KIGIUF P. cygnus
100 ~
K JEIRHF P. longipes

=FE AR L. trigonus HIArE

Linuparus

71

0.2

s FIH] ML J5 ik ANZRL AR BRI 20 13 A28 11 5T G G ik R PR 1 PR e 91 A ) R e K A
p 32 EREUE D A JEE(BP, 1000 KHEAL).
Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree constructed from the nucleotide sequence of 13 PCGs in the mitogenome using ML methods
The values on branches are bootstrap probability (BP, 1000 reapts).

BFAIKILIPHF S, verreaux |IEHT LB IRITFE
Sagmariasus
e Z 2P UF P. versicolor

WG UF P. homarus
G5 RHE P. ornatus

1.00 1.00

0.96
1.00 HREJBEF P. stimpsoni

0.92
1.00 e N AR
100 HEIAF P. penicillatus | 5 2000

HEBERAF P. polyphagus

IRBERAR P. argus
1.0g HZAJg&F P. japonicus
1.00. KIEGIEHF P. cygnus
1.00
KIEIEHER P. longipes | ~

=FHEIHEF L. trigonus HIIFR

el 1.00 Linuparus

0.2

K6 FIHT BI J5 ik NEKLAKE N 41 13 A 1 g Bk DA A% 1 R P S A I 1 R ST B W
I3 3 B BUE R JE AR (PP).
Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree constructed from the nucleotide sequence of 13 PCGs in the mitogenome using BI methods
The values on branches are posterior probability (PP).
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=FME AR L. trigonus

C— ﬁIﬁSﬂS (124.00,219.29)

25233 (164.3958442)

181.03 (137.

118:09:(81.40,176.

=205:13:(151.86,298,32)

44.54 (28.09,68:93)

00.47.63,113:72) KIEEIUF P. cygnus
,261.92) —'I??_?O (11.84,37.60)

45.77 (27.81,72.53)

+38.08 (23.10,58.92)

h:32.71 (19.19,51.36)

HIRARR W
Linuparus

HRBEIAF P. argus

KJEIRHF P. longipes

e H ZX IR P. japonicus
IEBIEEF P. homarus PN
27.07 (14.92,43.44) p )
GRAR P. ornatus Panulirus L

R IUF P. penicillatus

e I E R UF P. stimpsoni
——e5R68IA216,19.88) {E B Jy MF P. polyphagus

Z={aJpHF P. versicolor

30.0
1

BIRT AT S, verreaux | S SR ILIEATE
Sagmariasus
1]

—-150 —-100 -50

F5} 6] /Ma time
7

-300 250 —200

0

T SRR b IEE S 18] A 5

e AR S A E K 95% Ky B A5 X ).
Fig. 7 Estimation of divergence time of Palinuridae species
The numbers represent posterior medians and 95% posterior interval value.

) Ko/K /N TF 1, I IX 13 438 R HL AT AR B A0 40
IR BAE N . T RAFE Y 13PCGs T
A3HT R, coxd FERAY Ko/K, (AR, X FHAb S
A B ) S AR B TR A0 5 v i 2 A AR R AL
Ko/Ks {8 e/ — 0 coxd 3 R B33 g
Ko/K (B 5 5 100 atp8 L [R, Fif K 32 1 16 48 1R 1 3%
N, 3% A5 AR B o 25 BOVE %K IR A} (Palaemonidae)
RLRIE R AL I R 45 SR A, K2 )5 L4k
KAL) atp8 3 H AT AEA7 AE Bl g 2025281

SrFARICTE IS eE . BEIRE L AE . B
b A SR 5 T A 2 2 56 B AR P
cox1 LR 4 £ 38 F T Gl i S 028 1
AW, SRy 13 DIEERRR A 15 A F 4 hd
FER . coxl PR Y 25 S AR, AH L
M, IS BRSO SRR s AL 2 5 . T
BONFHARRY > FARCA nd5. nd4, rrnl FEH, X
XM IR R R R G LT L ST B A AE B 5E
BREE,
33 RHERHFMTLLRIE

FEARWIIE R, B8 13 AN R ARRH R AT 1 4S4h
KRB LR A T R kT WA, H
1, SRA ML ik it fe i o, JedR I s

% B e MR RN B B AR (L — I IR A, IR G R
BT, H AR RIS R B A AR (BP=18) T
K BL 5 b i A v, o — LR Af Rk i
ik s sl, 7efee e ae s AR B s,
Hk e g5 ] o, B e iR A2 B e AR 2 L — 1
WhIR R, WA R AT, 5 SR A & (PP=
0.92), HABSMAERE . EESERIEEY 03
AR R AT UG S AR bR, BB R
G5 EN R —Z, Z ey iR A E R e AT R —
S5 AR H R DI A et AR, BRI S
BEBEIRUE | v [ e R 22 ) ) 3o A% OC 3R B Ry 52 2
WAR, LG 200 A I 23 K R 48 AR A [A]
MBI R KRB, 725 F K pEsEh,
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Abstract: This study comprehensively analyzed the complete sequence of the mitochondrial genomes of 13 spe-
cies in Palinuridae. The results showed that the length of the mitochondrial genome is 15470 to 16105 bp, and the
A+T content is 62.63% to 67.11%. Analysis of the ratio of the number of non-synonymous substitutions per non-
synonymous site (K,) to the number of synonymous substitutions per synonymous site (K;) showed that the K,/K;
ratio of 13 protein-coding genes (PCGs) in the mitochondria of ten Panulirus species in Palinuridae were much
lower than one; this demonstrated strong purification options. In the analysis of different sites, we found that the
nd5, nd4, and rrnL genes were ideal molecular markers. Codon usage analysis showed that the encoded amino acid
preferences were similar. This study also adopted more systematic and comprehensive maximum likelihood (ML)
and Bayesian inference (BI) methods to construct a phylogenetic tree. The results showed that the Sagmariasus
first began to differentiate, and Panulirus clustered into one branch joining the Linuparus/Puerulus as sisters. The
Bayesian molecular clock estimation results showed that species in Palinuridae may have originated in the Triassic,
and then further differentiated into lobster species with modern characteristics. This study provides reliable mo-
lecular markers for the rapid identification of lobsters, and provides a theoretical basis to analyze the genetic
diversity of lobsters.
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