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B, LUKt 4 H uEAT et AT g A R IR PEAT A AT, PRI T 3 R A 3 R A i 0 2k
MAEMEEZL, HREMIILRFMIE, 7EH TR ET RN ATYE, KB Cyt b FE AT LIXT 6 Ff
B L A AR O SRR 1Y OGRS A B R 5 1t AT A AR X 4y . A PR I S
W%, W S IR 22 Wi T Ak U 50T HEER T CO TN Cyt b 2
FEANA T REA R SE#ME, 7T DNA XA PRI v i DT JK ) A S v s M A TS
AT s 2 ) DNA B0 &4 Uik N e ts MR R CO 1 K5 Cyt b & K ¥4 ] X6y K 2E
RFZYFE), tnHER . BA -850, 59 TTABLIK 53 12S tRNA J& TS H B, K
By DNA KB Ol A W 0 2K ) Fh S O3S SR AR, AL ORI, R AR A
SR iz H, vRAh TIEGIE S5 % A4 b X A o ) %) RO R A T bR, T
FE AR Batta-Lona Z5PIFI A CO T %A Fak RGP PPk PORIA 128
X 285 2 e LA Aff R 0l i KT 58 £ HfE £ 9E 47 55 51 rRNA S R i) gt 2 40 dE A A, A 52 8 655 (Coilia
REBHIE S50 TR 680K E macrognathos) . F @5 (Coilia brachygnathus)J&%
R F RS R . Lee Z5UFIFH 16S rRNA K2 A %t J& T J18%(Coilia macrognathos) V.5, Wr5T %M
ST M SEAT Y AU, I T i B S LLAE A W | AT S A T T IR OK A A RUAPRE, IR
7R H B A v ECHIE T fh(Diaphus garmani), 45%3% AR MR EFEEPTRI A 12S tRNA LA
] 16S rRNA JE B 0] A %043 B AT 8 0 B 0 25 fa A Xt W7 p T 38k 85 8 (Cynoglossidae) i 28 R G it b
Fito Gallet ZE A A CO TREBS RPGPE AR OCRIMATHIST, S455LRM, 128 rRNA JEH A X bR
DX B KT 8 i Al ZREVEDEATIFSE, KEL CO TR KWL F 834N Cynoglossus lighti) HoAth 5 85 )& 1
R AT A7 S AT 0T 98 fa B0 e st AL ZRE MR 52 1T KT HEMRGEH T
UL LAAEfE ) DNA ZRIE A0 AT 56 fa 47 W) Fh 4 5 ABFFEHE T Cyt b HE KR 128 rRNA K X 74
EZLL CO T M 16S rRNA NN E, fE/fF  JURCFERER 56 R M IEFT Y 4
Cyt b Fil 12S rRNA HEFH FATE AR 020 FEVI KRG RE 5T, FEXFX 2 FsrFiricfe
Tl 45 KT8 o R S Y 45 0 B3 T 3R TR o
Y L K b JE [ (cytochrome b, Cyt b)%?fﬁ TR
REE W 13 MR ARG N 2 —, HibfbEiR
i, ARSE, RAE A EARE! L1 #HamRE
K F ] Cyt b FEPI Jp 3k Bl K ol 2k 1) ARSI KT A REAS H b TRV K U
LV EAARHE R IT RE R T 8T, S8R ERULT BEE AT 2022 4F 6—7 H REF PG KV FERR,
58 4 J& (Myctophum) 5 K X] #4.J& (Benthosema) ] H Bifi 5 57 RIORAT- T80 “C VKA iz Ml 5L 55 %=, BlALAN S
BROEFRGXFR, FAREPIH CO1 S Cytb MTEAFIE S U5 Sk 56 BREA, FHA1R
FER X 6 Fhf & (Culter) 2R AL B 5 R Gt FAEREWE 1,

R1 FAREBHHBSER

Tab.1 Sampling sites information in the study

V4 sitename  HUFEH ] sampling date &% longitude Z5JF latitude HURESUEE sample data  FEAR %S sample number

T5 6.18 152°03'32"E 38°02'15"N 9 T5-1. T5-3-T5-10
T14 6.29 158°20'00"E 43°04'00"N 15 T14-1-T14-15
T15 6.3 158°31'00"E 40°08'12"N 15 T15-1-T15-15
T33 7.24 162°0023"E 41°59'48"N 12 T33-1-T33-12

T34 7.25 159°54'31"E 39°56'37"N 5 T34-1-T34-5
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%30 %

1.2 DNA ZEUE PCR ¥ 505

BUT AR B ILA A2 20 mg, R4
T. Ezup H: S 3L R 4] DNA fih 423857 & B BURE
AL ZH DNA L FH 1 %30 B W 5 e Ha Yk 46 0 Je
TR T—20 CUkAE# .

VEI Cyt b 38 519 H14724 . H15149%81L) &
12S rRNA @319 MI3LiIPW 4 k& DNA
Cytb. 12S rRNA H[H, 51¥F5 Nk 2. PCR &
RN ZR K 25 ul, 145 12.5 uL 2X SanTaq PCR
Mix, 1EJIa51#4% 1 uL, DNA BT 1 pL, #afik
9.5 L., PCR T H: 95 CHIAEM 5 min;
94 “CAEM: 30 s, 57 ‘CiRk 45 s, 72 ‘CHEAf 50 s,
35 MER; &5 72 CEEM 10 min, Y5
1.8% 5 i W B Ji L Uk A I /s, kA il T4

ISR o
1.3 #HiEaE

f#fi FH NCBI Blast T =24} Fr iS4 51 6414
TS e o BT NCBI s e h sk = AT B 5} Cyt b
FLH 5 12S rRNA JPH, w8 N EIT R AR 19 )8
20 Pl fin 2l LoRE R 4 R AL 51, 1k HRG# W i1
(Culter alburnus)VERAMEE, TEWLE 3, JfF T4H
R4 IR P BB R ) Cyt b JERE 128
mNAﬁI?ﬂiﬁﬂMHmvoh#L”%ww

. GETh 3 K 51 DA KR A% R Y 91 A S 1
ﬁo@%Kw@ﬂﬁﬂm@ﬂ@¥%$cwb%
PRI f 128 rRNA JER BRI . FrE LI BN . 8
[i) 35 % #E B9 HE AT 3155, I {8 FH 48 B2 7 (neighour-
joining, NJ)F4J# 43F R GL i AL

®2 5IWER

Tab.2 PCR primer information

519 51927 19751 (53" F A5 7 ) 1 B /bp
primer primer name primer sequence (5'—3") amplicon length
12S rRNA MI13Li-F TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGTGYCGGTAAAAYTCGTGCCAG 760
MI13Li-R CAGGAAACAGCTATGACYCCAAGYGCACCTTCCGGTA
Cytb L14724 GACTTGAAAAACCACCGTTG 480
H15149 CCTCAGAAGGATATTGTCCTC
*3 ATHMERSHEAUHBYHETIKIE
Tab.3 Sequences resources used in phylogenetic tree construction
Bl family J& genus PFh species J¥%1%5 NCBI no.

fT5E 0%} Myctophidae JEAT )/ Lampadena W RIELT . Lampadena yaquinae AP012257.1
B ITHJR Lampanyctus #E2 AT f0 Lampanyctus crocodilus AP012258.1
FKBITM Lampanyctus macdonaldi AP012241.1
M-4T 4t )8 Lobianchia HAM-AT i Lobianchia gemellarii AP012242.1
YT %40 )% Myctophum EICIT AL Myctophum affine AP002922.1
MBS 0 Myctophum asperum AP012234.1
RITKT 8 Myctophum orientale AP012254.1
BEA ST A Myctophum punctatum AP012239.1
SEERIT 8 Nannobrachium Fe B MRLT 4 Nannobrachium ritteri AP012247.1
HITfJE Notoscopelus B kT i Notoscopelus caudispinosus AP012256.1
H AT kT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus AP012252.1

JELT AR Protomyctophum It JFAT B Protomyctophum arcticum AB648910.1
REST 0 )& Stenobrachius H BT 0 Stenobrachius leucopsarus AP012245.1
kT4 )E Symbolophorus KARKRAT £ Symbolophorus californiensis AP012246.1
KTHT 0 )8 Taaningichthys JE KT ATt Taaningichthys minimus AP012244.1

T )8 Tarletonbeania AR )]t Tarletonbeania crenularis NC _068844.1

BIT R Triphoturus BVTEF RS Triphoturus mexicanus MG321596.1
JBELT a1 Triphoturus nigrescens AP012243.1

(f§%L to be continued)



59
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(423 3 Tab. 3 continued)

Bl family

J& genus

JT &kl Myctophidae

#R} Cyprinidae

WLXT 44 )& Bolinichthys

BT JE  Centrobranchus
NEXT fa )& Diaphus

BT 6 JE Diogenichthy
JEAT 0 )% Benthosema

HATHa )R Electrona
AT )R Gymnoscopelus
#AJE  Culter

YiFf species %15 NCBI no.
Ja ML KT 4 Bolinichthys distofax AP012232.1
NE MG WL LT 44 Bolinichthys pyrsobolus AP012261.1
Wi AT 4 Centrobranchus choerocephalus AP012237.1
AIRRHEL] 8 Diaphus chrysorhynchus AP012230.1
SLHEAT 8 Diaphus splendidus NC_003164.1
JNMHELT . Diaphus theta ON005612.1
PiHALT 1 Diogenichthys atlanticus AP012233.1
WK i Benthosema fibulatum AP012253.1
L RJEAT 1 Benthosema pterotum NC _047480.1
KICHLAT 4 Electrona carlsbergi NC 036348.1
JEICHRAT 8 Gymnoscopelus nicholsi AP012250.1
YR Culter alburnus KX244762.1

2 ZERE5HW

2.1 KT%&EFH DNA 2EUF1 PCR ¥ 1
MIT A TR HUR B B B K 2H DNA
%Uﬁﬁ Cyt b F1 12S rRNA 58 1514347 PCR ¥
f, PAFRE RS, Y RIKEE R AE 1 R,

12S rRNA

2000 bp 1 5 6 7 8 9 10
1000 bp
750 bp o=

500 bp - em P e oo

250 bp

- tee hap G0 D

100 bp

F 1 T ads Cyt b 2H & 128 rRNA

JL[H PCR =¥
PCR profile of Cyt b and 12S rRNA
genes of Myctophidae

Fig. 1

22 WHIWMEE
56 AT A0 Cyt b F1 12S rRNA (Y551 L% Fi
%ﬂ‘%%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ% 4, Bk T33-1. T5-1 K& T14-8
X 3 RBATIEMN 128 rRNA %5 N H AT AT
(Notoscopelus japonicus), Cyt b % & H AR LT 4
(Notoscopelus elongatus)¥b, HAREAR I 4 ¢
GR B, MRTEIL 210 03 2 L AT JE 0
(Myctophum asperum)J ], T33 ufi s A 7E

AW 5T S BT R T14 3l S ZEARBI SR
h U5 58 S 4l 2% #) kT £ (Tarletonbeania crenularis),
T1S 3 5 B TE S U 2a (AT 58 f0 9k 55 58 AL T
JEfh, TN 2b BIREAEE AR KT 0, I
SHUSERI I A AT B AT B ke A, 1
T33. T15. T14 3 PuliS 3w dee WL IR ML f
(Ceratoscopelus warmingii), TIAE S TS I
Kl 2c MBS M ELIR A AT £, TR A 2d (s
RE N KARAR T f1 (Symbolophorus californiensis) o
RIRIT B FAEYFEENHARELT A
(Notoscopelus japonicus),
2.3 KT%fa Cyt b #0128 rRNA F 545E S #7
56 BT MFHEFIFEUNZE 5 iR Cyt b 3£
WAl E 81 AMESFAL, 326 MRS, 171 4N
215 DA B 155 D HLGRAR A5 12S rRNA FE [
HAD T 145 MEEST AL, 629 N8 A 15, 588 AN
{5 DAL S 40 DGR L, Cyt b KPR (Y il
(BN 1.55, 128 rRNA FE R (B (E N 1.01,
Cyt b B FImEEAH NS C 31.2%. T
27.2%. A 24.9%. G 16.7%, 12S rRNA % [H ) F
PINGEA A T 26.3%. G 26.1%. C 24.7%. A
22.9%, Cyt b %N A+T (52.1%)&E&ET C+G
(47.9%) & i, I A+T B9m A 1E; 12S rRNA F
§ A+T (49.2%) &M/ T C+G (50.8%) & . H
Cyt b )P HH 55 =% T 2 B CG Wy, CG &
N 42.5%, 1M 12S rRNA 5 2 CG i £y il 44
BAESR — B 1P, H 47.1%.
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Tab. 4 Species identification of two candidate barcode sequences in 56 fishes of Myctophidae
12S rRNA gene Cyt b gene
A2 T
sample code ERURSE S BLAST AH{ELE/% ERURSE S BLAST {EE/%
matched species similarity matched species similarity
T33-1 H A LT i Notoscopelus japonicus 92.68 KR LT 14 Notoscopelus elongatus 87.41
T33-2 FIRMALT 4 Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.13 FIK)T . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 94.07
T33-3 L) fa Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.13 L) fa Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.09
T33-4 LR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.27 FCRAMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 92.84
T33-5 FCRMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.27 LR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.09
T33-6 H A LT i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.71 H A LT i Notoscopelus japonicus 98.17
T33-7 HA LT Notoscopelus japonicus 99.71 HA LI 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.62
T33-8 HAE LT 4 Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 HAE LT 4 Notoscopelus japonicus 97.73
T33-9 HA LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 99.57 HA LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.64
T33-10 H AT i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.71 H A LT i Notoscopelus japonicus 98.40
T33-11 MBELT L Myctophum asperum 99.57 ML KT FE A0 Myctophum asperum 98.82
T33-12 ML KT A0 Myctophum asperum 99.43 ML B Myctophum asperum 99.09
T15-1 Y22k 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.28 Y22 kT 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 97.96
T15-2 YNZE LT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.29 N2 LT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.54
T15-3 WZEENIT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.00 M#BEH T L0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.32
T15-4 ML KT A0 Myctophum asperum 99.43 ML B Myctophum asperum 98.65
T15-5 Y ¥k 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.14 i kT 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 93.56
T15-6 L) 8 Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.13 L)t Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.56
T15-7 LR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.42 AT Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.56
T15-8 TLICAIT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.14 TLICAIT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.32
T15-9 FIRMALT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.27 FIKMA)T . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.33
T15-10 L) 8 Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.27 L) 8 Ceratoscopelus warmingii 91.18
T15-11 HEELT St Myctophum asperum 99.29 BTt Myctophum asperum 99.76
T15-12 HMLEEKT FE 8 Myctophum asperum 99.43 HMLEEKT FE 8 Myctophum asperum 98.86
T15-13 MBELT L Myctophum asperum 99.57 ML KT FE 0 Myctophum asperum 99.09
T15-14 MBS KT A0 Myctophum asperum 99.57 MBS KT A0 Myctophum asperum 98.19
T15-15 BTt Myctophum asperum 99.43 BTt Myctophum asperum 99.32
T5-1 H AT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 92.68 KA LT Notoscopelus elongatus 87.30
T5-3 LR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.27 TR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.09
T5-4 TLICAIT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.41 TLICAIT L Ceratoscopelus warmingii 92.41
TS-5 TRt Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.41 FIK)T . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.07
T5-6 KRBT 1 Symbolophorus californiensis 99.71 KARBR )] f8 Symbolophorus californiensis 98.41
T5-7 RARFRET 2 Symbolophorus californiensis 99.11 RKARFRET 2 Symbolophorus californiensis 98.18
T5-8 RKARBRAT 00 Symbolophorus californiensis 99.71 RKARBRAT f0e Symbolophorus californiensis 99.53
T5-9 RKARBRAT 00 Symbolophorus californiensis 99.86 RKARFRET 4 Symbolophorus californiensis 98.19
T5-10 KARKRAT £ Symbolophorus californiensis 99.42 KARKRAT £ Symbolophorus californiensis 97.95
T34-1 HAE LT 4 Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 HATE LT 4 Notoscopelus japonicus 97.49
T34-2 HA LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 99.57 HA LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.17
T34-3 H AT i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 H AT i Notoscopelus japonicus 97.51
T34-4 HA LT Notoscopelus japonicus 99.57 HA LTt Notoscopelus japonicus 97.94

(f§%EL to be continued)
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(8i3¢ 4 Tab. 4 continued)
12S rRNA gene Cyt b gene
BEAR S TR
sample code ERTEES BLAST #{BIEE/% ERSECES BLAST HI{EE/%
matched species similarity matched species similarity
T34-5 H AR kI i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.71 H AR LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.17
T14-1 H#R L]t Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.14 Y2 kT 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 98.64
T14-2 M#EGIT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.43 M IT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.09
T14-3 M#EGIT L0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.28 M#BEEIT 0 Tarletonbeania crenularis 98.86
T14-4 AN ZE KT . Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.43 WMZEMNIT . Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.31
T14-5 YL 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 99.14 Y kT 4 Tarletonbeania crenularis 98.87
T14-6 LR KT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.41 LR )] fa Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.32
T14-7 FICAIT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.41 TR AMAT . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.58
T14-8 H AT kI i Notoscopelus japonicus 92.83 KAKTE KT 1 Notoscopelus elongatus 87.56
T14-9 FLIRALT i Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.41 FIK)T 1 Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.33
T14-10 IR MALT M Ceratoscopelus warmingii 98.56 FIKM)T . Ceratoscopelus warmingii 93.32
T14-11 HAT LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 HAE LT 4 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.63
T14-12 H AT kT Notoscopelus japonicus 99.57 HATE LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.63
T14-13 HATS AT . Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 HA LT i Notoscopelus japonicus 98.85
T14-14 H AR kI i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 H AR LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 98.17
T14-15 H AR kI i Notoscopelus japonicus 99.86 H AR LT 1 Notoscopelus japonicus 97.71
a b

T

Tarletonbeania crenularis

KT

Mpyctophum asperum

AT

Ceratoscopelus warmingii

K2 KGR REA R

Fig. 2 Partial sample photos of fishes in Myctophidae

KAARET

Symbolophorus californiensis

Tab.S Average nucleotide frequencies
LA gene WA base T ¢ A G converfi)%ffﬁ/ersion
Cytb B frequency 27.2 31.2 24.9 16.7 1.55
Hi—# 4T st site of codon 23 42.7 23.6 10.5 1.66
% % %F 2nd site of codon 25 23.5 26.6 24.5 1.62
5 =% F 3rd site of codon 33 27.2 24.6 15.3 1.17
12S rRNA SR frequency 26.3 24.7 22.9 26.1 1.01
S —% M F 1st site of codon 28 26.4 24.5 20.7 1.05
5 T F 2nd site of codon 26 20.9 23.9 29.5 0.95
5 =% F 3rd site of codon 25 26.9 20.3 28.1 1.03
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o K

%30 %

FeA 43 BT 3L T Cyt b F1 128 rRNA 2 Ff i [H] )
G 6 FkTZE i AP TTRR 2 A5, LA 100 bp
AT I A b SR AR BR, I iU H IR Z &
PEFE BORAZ R 2 A0 S B AL b, 2 il
Cyt b F:[H 5 12S rRNA FEH TR 2 S M F8 5L
A3 b B (B 3) B AT R 22 25 6 s B (B 4)

Kl 3a @R kT AR ER Cyt b FEFAT
TR 2 SRR, SEiS iy 6 AT S8 Rl a2 Fh
WAZH R 2 S TR ROKHE, HmE X TE
300~400 bp 4k HH &l 3b AT%T 5 F 128 rRNA JE R %
FEAT AT 58 £ AR X R 500~650 bp, JLHE
H AT AT f A% 1T R 22 A5 1 A S & T A A

i & 4 AT 12S rRNA AT Cyt b FEH
FNZAE R, HHARIT M 12S rRNA HHH
430~650 bp [H] 1 BEF AN S AR DX, RIS KT 5 £ AR
X HELAE 250~300 bp [H], 1 Cyt b PR | & B
AR F N ZAE, DA R R E] 28728
2.4 KE&EMAMEEEIERF barcoding gap
ok )

LT Cyt b 5 128 rRNA FE[H kT %8 Bt 2
LR B M 45 R LK 6., £ 12S rRNA FE[H
EHHIRT T33-1, T5-1. T14-8 3 NEE N
08 I FEAR I EAT A B B A B, A5 B RPN st i
FEES A 0.003~0.012 (F-¥324 0.006), Flalisi LR

0201 a Cytd 0.20  b12S1RNA
— % 0.18 | — 0.18 | ~— F[A] inter-specific
5'8 0.16 [ E,g 0.16 [ CW MA
o014 Bypou4r — NJ ——SC
Egony TEont — TC —NE
S L 5 2 L
ég ° 0.10 | — Fh[d] inter-specific g g 0.10 |
& 2 0.08 CW MA & = 0.08
#I."—'o) 0.06 [ — NJ —SC #m'g, 0.06 [
50047 — TC ——NE X5 004r
0.02 1 § - ﬁ/ 0.02 1
0 = 1 0 (S S t t 1 ]
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
100 bpfZ HEIT 1 H 100 bp % HFEATT 1
mid-point of nucleotide position mid-point of nucleotide position
K3 FET Cytb (a)fl 12S rRNA (b)Y 6 Fi kT JE fio Fh Py Rl i) 2% 1 2 2 50 L i
CW: LIRSS fi; MA: HLBEITE f; NI HART ST fa; SC: KARBRET ; TC: AF )T f; NE: KAKHFAT .
Fig. 3 Comparison of intra-specific and inter-specific nucleotide polymorphism based on Cyt b (a)
and 12S rRNA (b) sequences of 6 Myctophidae species
CW: Ceratoscopelus warmingii; MA: Myctophum asperum; NJ: Notoscopelus japonicus,
SC: Symbolophorus californiensis; TC: Tarletonbeania crenularis; NE: Notoscopelus elongatus.
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Fig. 4 Comparison of intra-specific and inter-specific of nucleotide variable sites based on Cyt b (a)
and 12S rRNA (b) sequences of 6 Myctophidae species
CW: Ceratoscopelus warmingii; MA: Myctophum asperum; NJ: Notoscopelus japonicus,
SC: Symbolophorus californiensis; TC: Tarletonbeania crenularis; NE: Notoscopelus elongatus.
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Tab. 6 Genetic distances according to different taxonomic levels within Myctophidae based on Cyt b and 12S rRNA sequences

. 12S rRNA Cytb
5K - - - -

variation source TN He/ME ¥ E BRAE e/ ME -4

maximum minimum average maximum minimum average
i intra-specific 0.012 0.003 0.006+0.003 0.029 0.001 0.009+0.009
Al inter-specific 0.184 0.108 0.155+0.022 0.273 0.145 0.224+0.033
J&WM within genus 0.675 0.012 0.226+0.212 0.177 0.005 0.078+0.056
J&[H] between genus 1.528 0.027 0.597+0.54 0.281 0.113 0.210+0.034

BN 0.108~0.184 (F-3°4 0.155), Fia] P-4 i
B R NGB EE B 26 fi5 . 7E Cyt b LR, Fipy
HAEFE B4 0.001~0.029 (3 0.009), Flifa f4°F
PG B 0.224, SRR SRR B 1Y) 25 £,
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55 ] 35t % B B 2 () B A% O B & (R] BRI (A
52)B32 0 & 5 W48 Cyt b 55 12S rRNA %t
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Fig. 5 Gentic distance distribution of different DNA candidate bar codes
Schematic of the barcoding gap(a), K2P genetic distance of 12S rRNA (b) and Cyt b (c) sequences.
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ap012252.1: BZAE 4T Notoscopelus japonicus
T33-9
T14-11
T33-7
T33-6
T34-1
T34-4
T14-14
T33-10
T33-8
T34-3
T34-2
T34-5
TI14-12
Ti4-13
Ti4-15

ap012256.1: BT Notoscopelus caudispinosus
ap012250.1: JE KT #1 Gymnoscopelus nicholsi
T33-1

75-1

TI14-8

ap012232.1: JGYCHLXT #4 Bolinichthys distofax
ap012261.1: NERFUTXT £4. Bolmichhys prsobolus
ap012244.1: J5 &K T kT 4 Taaningichthys pyrsobolus
ap012257.1: % BRJEXT #4 Lampadena yaquinae
ap012242.1: BZAM-AT#4 Lobianchia gemellarii
0n005612.1: iNMNEXT 8 Diaphus theta

ap012230.1: HIEHELT #1 Diaphus chrysorhynchu
nc003164.1: FLMEXT 44 Diaphus splendidus
mg321596.1: BaVGE RBAT 4 Tiphoturus mexicanus
ap012243.1: JRRRKT 48 Triphoturus nigrescens
ap012245.1: [ ByBELT 481 Stenobrachius leucopsaru
ap012247.1: FE#ENIHEAT £ Nannobrachium ritteri
ap012258.1: #2334T41  Lampanyctus crocodilus
ap012241.1: Z KRBT 0 Lampanyctus macdonaldi
ap012234.1: ¥8EXT %A Myctophum asperum
T15-15

T15-13

T33-11

T15-4

Ti15-11

T33-12

Ti15-12

Ti15-14

ap012237.1: #4847 48 Centrobranchus choerocephalus
ap012253.1: 54T 8. Benthosema fibulatum
ap012233.1: Vil4T 4 Diogenichthys atlanticus
nc047480.1: £ BT 4 Benthosema pterotum
ab648910.1: JLARJFXT % #4 Protomyctophum arcticum
nc 036348.1: K KHLXT 1 Electrona carisbergi
ap012246.1: KA f Symbolophorus califormiensis
75-8

T5-6

T5-9

75-7

T5-10

ap002922.1: 4 Y6XT %44 Myctophum affine
ap012239.1: BE XTS5 48 Myctophum punctatum
TI14-1

T15-1

T15-5

T14-2

T14-5

T14-3

nc068844.1: HFE¥XT 44 Tarletonbeania crenularis

733-4
T5-4
T15-6
75-3
Ti4-10
T15-7
T15-9
T33-3
T15-8
T33-5
T14-9

T15-10
kx244762.1: 3BWEHA Culter alburnus

L HAH T

Notoscopelus japonicus

~ GRSV

Notoscopelus sp.

HBT R

Myctophum asperum

~ KA 1

Symbolophorus califormiensis

B T

Tarletonbeania crenularis

- LKA

Ceratoscopelus warmingii

Kl 6 H:T Cyt b HEH AT A2 NI BEL R
Fig. 6 NI tree based on Cyt b sequence of Myctophidae
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AP0122371: W% )T 4 Centrobranchus choerocephalus
MG321596.1: BBPGE 2T Triphoturus mexicanus
AP012243.1: BBRJT1a Triphoturus nigrescens
KX244762.1: ¥4 Culter alburnus

AP002922.1: 45641 %48 Myctophum afifine
NC068844.1: 4iZR 4% #4 Tarletonbeania crenularis
NC036348.1: K [HLXT 44 Electrona carlsbergi
AP012233.1: FiWAXT 8 Diogenichthys atlanticus
AP012253.1: # Ji$XT #4 Benthosema fbulatum
NC047480.1: £ BT 4. Benthosema pterotum
LC710281.1: ILHAT £ Hygophum proximum
AP012239.1: BE KT 548 Myctophum punctatum
AP012246.1: ¥AKK54T #1 Symbolophorus californiensis
AP012234.1: ¥1BEAT % £ Myctophum asperum
AP012254.1: %75 %1 %6 4. Myctophum orientale
AP012257.1: ¥ KRBT . Lampadenayaquinae
AP012244.1: JG¥ KT T4 Taaningichthys minimus
AP012250.1: J2 [RHAT 2. Gymnoscopelus nicholsi
LC745797.1: KOILAT 8 Lampanyctodes hectoris
AP012230.1: HI¥KELT £ Diaphus chrysorhynchus
NC003164.1: Z:REXT #4 Diaphus splendidus

ON005612.1: iNMHHEXT 4 Diaphus theta

AP012242.1: B AMAT 8 Lobianchia gemellarii
AP012258.1: #8344 Lampanyctus crocodilus
AP012247.1: SitESEHET 1 Nannobrachium ritteri
AP012241.1: Z K¥4T 8 Lampanyctus macdonaldi
AP012245.1: 1A 54T 8. Stenobrachius leucopsarus
AP012256.1: R ¥ Notoscopelus caudispinosus
4P012252.1: HAST¥T #4 Notoscopelus japonicus
AP012259.1: ThfER; fyXT #8. Ceratoscopelus maderensis
AP012232.1: JGYGUT KT #4 Bolinichthys distofax
AP012261.1: HERFHT T #4 Bolinichthys pyrsobolus

BT RS

Mpyctophum asperum

AT

Ceratoscopelus warmingii

)R

Notoscopelus sp.

HAFITA

Notoscopelus japonicus

Kl 7 JET 12S rRNA FEP AR 8 R 28 NT JE AL
Fig. 7 NI tree based on 12S rRNA sequence of Myctophidae
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Identification analysis of DNA barcoding based on mitochondrial Cyt b
and 12S rRNA genes in Myctophidae fishes
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Abstract: The Myctophidae family is widely distributed in mesopelagic oceans worldwide and plays a significant
role in the pelagic food chain due to its vertical migratory behavior. Myctophidae are diverse and the
morphological differences between genera are not obvious. Therefore, the use of molecular markers for
Myctophidae identification would be advantageous. In this study, we amplified 56 Myctophidae samples collected
from the Northwest Pacific using the Cyt b and 12S rRNA genes. These amplified sequences were subsequently
used for phylogenetic analyses alongside sequences from 29 other Myctophidae species in 18 genera from the
GenBank database. We explored the applicability of Cyt » and 12S rRNA genes for identifying Myctophidae
species. The results indicate that the 56 samples belonged to 6 species: Ceratoscopelus warmingii, Symbolophorus
californiensis, Myctophum asperum, Tarletonbeania crenularis, Notoscopelus japonicus, and Notoscopelus sp. The
intra-specific and inter-specific genetic distances based on the Cyt b gene were more pronounced than those based
on the 12S rRNA gene. The difference between the average inter-specific and intra-specific genetic distances of
Cyt b and 12S rRNA gene was 25 and 26, respectively. These results indicated that both genes meet the basic
requirements for DNA barcodes. Phylogenetic analysis evidenced that the six Myctophidae species each formed an
independent clade based on Cyt » and 12S rRNA gene sequences. However, in the evolutionary tree constructed
based on the Cyt b gene, each fish clustered more closely with sequences in the GenBank database. In summary,
both Cyt b and 12S rRNA genes could be used as DNA barcodes for identifying Myctophidae species, amd the
Cyt b gene was particularly suitable for analyzing phylogenetic relationships.
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