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HE—FRHNAE, T H RGBSR D CHRR T EIFEEB BN ARG LT LR, KFEF AN
AR (COT #1168 tRNA), LK WA LK (H3 A 28S rRNA)AIFRATF 41, XK [ EWTIF 206 T8 3 W78 9
Fhih 61 N MEMITRE LB M. T 4 AFEREFBIGEIRE T120IF COL N = EMERR L
B g5 R, PINERRIREER A B GC S BART AT & &, £IIX AT WA, WAEIRFEER B GC By
fks 4 3 R Br(COL. 16S rRNA | H3 Fil 28S rRNA) A e 5 5% 4 LU B 43511 5.073 . 3.042. 1.564 F1 1.480, ¥
WL T RGN A 0.4, REIREEAMMNREKEEE FET 4 DR R Bab st % Z e AR W, 9 Fh52ig
Yoy LA B i 1) A A R 22 R 1 (Pi<0.05) 5 B 5 2 5 Mk (Hd<0.5), T COI 3 [F F Br i1 £ 04 & Fh o8 38 14 5 55 o
0~0.016, Fi[a] -3 2 1S A 0.087~0.331, HiP B 484 (Sanguinolaria ovalis) 5 1 [E 45 4 (Sanguinolaria chinen-
sis) LR B /N, ANA 0.087, Hl H fx KA AR 5 (maximum likelihood, ML)FI Ul -5 (Bayesian inference, BI)f4#:
IR G R AEMHHNEE—F, sk 3 K3, SIS0 =8 53 0% B o v 580G F O SIS 7E R
RN —H, RWHIRG X REIE AL R T Ui 205 8 DL st S L R GG R, I

e TR DL 5T B R A PR A B AT R R TR AR TRk AR A
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Gt eah, 5 Rl R AN 3 R BER EE,
ZAEA KA BRI 2N RERE A
MAEE, WMWER R LM E b, |
HIXTEB RN TFRERBEHREK D, H
B R A AR RE iU L7/ R IR DO RN i O i
R S e 5K TR LS R R . R, TR
FOMPESL . WEBR 050 F R G0 R A F T R0 T8
AL RIRAFSE .

SR v U 0 A SR G TR DL 2R AL )
BRRG AL, AFRNE T 2 Fakiikirid
COI F116S rRNA, LI 2 FiiZ FE I ARic 28S rRNA
L H3 MRS RSN, #hFE T IR T B o AR AR

B FFERE Y 9 Fh 5 s JE i A AR PRI, 6
i UG IR 3 MR . FET 4 AT AR ICAYER
BRAEIT R G T M, I LA RE T
RInJE ARG RERR, WME— L —i 7
0 AN WIRR ) AR B LT 1 20 T LR W e AR B,
R 5% e T DL B O IR ) PR B nT Hp e A TR 1
RELISE

1 MR5FE

11 HmRXRESRE
F S A8 FH 1Y) 52 05 J D1 288 SR 4 Ml oSORI S o fn 3R
1 f7R, REST 2003—2017 4ER A EAYHE, I

x1 EREHEXEHARNE

Tab. 1 List of Sanguinolaria samples used in this study with sampling locality and numbers

SRAE b A

sampling locality

S acuta S chinensis S diphos S elongata

YFh species
N hEEEE AR KRG NG BRERn GRABRIEN SRS EVAILS

S. minor S ovalis Stchangsii S virescens S. olivacea

i 2

Putian, Fujian 3
Province, China

rREK R

Changle, Fujian 1
Province, China

JTARML

Zhanjiang, Guangdong 3

Province, China

it

Beihai, Guangxi 7

Province, China

TEFE iR

Haikou, Hainan

Province, China

(238100

Lingshui, Hainan
Province, China

57 =0

Sanya, Hainan 1
Province, China

R CE
Wenchang, Hainan
Province, China
TLE = s
Lianyungang, Jiangsu
Province, China
7R

Qingdao, Shandong
Province, China

WA H R

Rizhao, Shandong
Province, China
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FIRTEASFRE S T 5, BRI T 95 %
A o
1.2 DNA £H

R B i R B R - S O R U, AR S DT
10 mg M5EALZ, #E4T DNA $2H0. DNA $#HU5E
BUR, A IXTE ZZ ik 50 pL i i e il R &
o RAVEEEN 1% M BEREHHEE I FL KA I DNA
JiiE; i nanodrop Kzl DNA ¥, FfHURER i
PRI e BE 100 ng/pl B TAEW
1.3 3|¥i&it. PCR # 15 DNA Ml &

HFICAE ML kiR DNA 5P ARE
PHGRT A 0S8 DL, AR L T 514 1031F/
1031R TSR A RIS | B0 4R 05 Fl v 5 2205 COl
FESIRY 14, 514 O-F/O-R 1 D-F/D-R 435I T
S5 M0 AR 0 COl EA 1, 514
PEF/PER i T/N4 14 16S rRNA JF 5 54 4
(£ 2), PCR FWKJH 50 uL & Z: 5 uL 10xPCR
buffer, 8 uL dNTP(10mmol/L), 1 uL 1E [ 5|9
(10 pmol/L), 1 pL 18154 (10 pmol/L), 1 pL Ak
DNA(100 ng/uL), 0.5 uL Taq fifi(5 U/uL, TaKaRa),
il K B 2518 /K08 PCR AR & b5k 50 puL., PCR
SRR 86 94 C WA 3 min, FfiJE 32 4

TEFR AL 35 94°CAEPE 30 s, 50°CiB k(5%
LCO1490/HCO2198 i ki M 48°C) 45 s, 72°C
FEAH 45 s, fJi 72°C #EfH 7 min, PCR %5905 B 2
uL ¥ 1.5%3 e e I F vk o A PR
R AERf A, ARSI R T R .

14 HBELEBERZRZLZBENEE

B IFS 6 5 ] DNAstar 5.01 #f4u b
SeqMan i f4: (http://www.DNASTAR.com)# 17 1F
R PtEE, SECHBONME, I TR AR &
IEFS R P . K13 197 51 iF BLAST(https:/
blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi) It %5, 2R 5 >k H
BioEdit v7.0 # /) CLUSTAL W2 ¥ %
S T LB LA, i MEGA 5.0 #2155
4 ASFE R B r i 7 SRR R IR A kimura2-
paramter JRfEFE RS, FIGIE 9 YIF B IE 2
P28 ) DnaSp 5.0 #2414,

B TRRC S AN {3 ] DAMBE #f4:)
K, o+ COI. 16S rRNA . H3 Fl1 28S rRNA J# 4]
FBt7E SequenceMatrix1.7.8 #0431 546
2, {fi [l PAUP 4.0b10 #0275} 4 A3 K A Btk
TRV B PEAR B o A% AT R 7 91 A i R i A A
i fl jMODELTEST M gE47iH4 . sk#% & T 45

#*2 PCRY¥ 514975
Tab. 2 The sequences of the PCR primersused in this study

A= Bk J¥5(5'-3") iR kR C E = BN
locus primer sequence(5'-3") annealing temperature reference
col 1031F AGGATGATAATGCGAACTGA 50 AW this study
1031R GCGTGCGAAATAATACCAA 50 AHF5E this study
O-F GATTATTACCTCCTGCTATTGC 50 AWF5E this study
O-R CCTCTTACGAACTACACCTC 50 AHHFT this study
LCO1490 GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG 48 Folmer %517
HCO02198 TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA 48 Folmer %0171
D-F TCACAAGGATATTGGTAGGT 50 AHHFT this study
D-R ATGTAGTTCGTTGGGGAG 50 AHBF5T this study
16S rRNA PEF CTAAGGTAGCATAATAGTTCGTCCC 50 AHFFT this study
PER GCAAACCCTAGCCTCAAATAAG 50 AHF5E this study
ar CGCCTGTTTATCAAAAACAT 50 Palumbi!'®!
br CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCACGT 50 Palumbi'®!
28S rRNA 28sC1 ACCCGCTGAATTTAAGCAT 50 Hassouna 21"
28sD2 TCCGTGTTTCAAGACGG 50 Hassouna 2!
H3 H3F ATGGCTCGTACCAAGCAGACVGC 50 Colgan %5
H3R ATATCCTTRGGCATRATRGRGAC 50 Colgan %20
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I H O H 5 808 8 R 4% ¢ R il W IE R B IG AT
(Ruditapes philippinarum)/E g 4, FH DL -3 vk
(Bayesian inference, BI)Ff KA SR ¥ (maximum
likelihood, ML) R GEAEALRY, BT 538 i it
MrBayes 3.1.2%71 3 f1328 5, ML 3 i A #% ¢
PHYML version 2.4.353 47

2 HRESH

2.1 245 AT FRRICHIEE AR
%3 PCR $7##4, #5%] COI. 16S rRNA. H3

F128S rRNA US4 38 4547 45 61 453k 244 5%
2 HE R, #8458 COI. 16S rRNA. H3 Al
28S rRNA ¥ 9 B 4300 557~1482 bp .
323~521 bp. 272 bp Fl 666 bp(FE 3), &k
CLUSTAL W ¥ XFF 1T 2 E tat g, m&
53K #E K 387 bp ) COIL, 272 bp A H3 JF41, Fi
1,55 23 v (gap) i 16S TRNA J£ 51 336 bp LA M 28S
RNA J¥%1 690 bp.

KGR 9 MR COL. 16S rRNA . H3 Fl 28S
rRNA JFF RS L AT 4 SRR B, IR 941

®3 AMRBREHFT

Tab. 3 List of sequences obtained for this study with GenBank accession numbers

4 genus Fi%% species B 11? GenBank 7£/J'5- GenBank accession no.
ID of specimen col 16S rRNA H3 28S rRNA
L0t % Sanguinolaria  ZR%50% acuta acuta.bhl MG517136 MG517014 MG517197 MG517075
acuta.bh2 MG517137 MG517015 MG517198 MG517076
acuta.bh3 MG517138 MG517016 MG517199 MG517077
acuta.bh4 MG517139 MG517017 MG517200 MG517078
acuta.bhbtl MG517130 MG517008 MG517191 MG517069
acuta.bhbt2 MG517131 MG517009 MG517192 MG517070
acuta.bhbt3 MG517132 MG517010 MG517193 MG517071
acuta.zj1 MG517133 MG517011 MG517194 MG517072
acuta.zj2 MG517134 MG517012 MG517195 MG517073
acuta.zj3 MG517135 MG517013 MG517196 MG517074
iR JE Sanguinolaria  HE LA chinensis chinensis.cll MG517140 MG517018 MG517201 MG517079
14 J% Sanguinolaria W Zk %645 diphos diphos.ptl MG517141 MG517019 MG517202 MG517080
diphos.pt2 MG517143 MG517021 MG517204 MG517082
diphos.pt3 MG517144 MG517022 MG517205 MG517083
diphos.sy1 MG517142 MG517020 MG517203 MG517081
iR Sanguinolaria K %44 elongata elongata.bh1 MG517154 MG517032 MG517215 MG517093
elongata.bh2 MG517155 MG517033 MG517216 MG517094
elongata.bh3 MG517156 MG517034 MG517217 MG517095
clongata.bh4 MG517157 MG517035 MG517218 MG517096
clongatahkdml ~ MG517145 MG517023 MG517206 MG517084
clongata.hkdm2 ~ MG517146 MG517024 MG517207 MG517085
elongata.hkdm3 ~ MG517147 MG517025 MG517208 MG517086
elongatahkdm4 ~ MG517148 MG517026 MG517209 MG517087
elongata.hnl MG517149 MG517027 MG517210 MG517088
elongata.hn2 MG517150 MG517028 MG517211 MG517089
clongata.hnsy1 MG517151 MG517029 MG517212 MG517090
clongatahnsy2 ~ MG517152 MG517030 MG517213 MG517091
elongata.hnsy3 ~ MG517153 MG517031 MG517214 MG517092

(4% to be continued)
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(823 3 Tab. 3 continued)

8% genus F4% specics B I]? GenBank 73 /}'5 GenBank accession no.
ID of specimen col 16S rRNA H3 28S rRNA
44 % Sanguinolaria  /NZ£8% minor minor.bh1 MG517159 MG517037 MG517220 MG517098
minor.ls1 MG517158 MG517036 MG517219 MG517097
minor.ls2 MG517160 MG517038 MG517221 MG517099
minor.1s3 MG517161 MG517039 MG517222 MG517100
minor.1s4 MG517162 MG517040 MG517223 MG517101
minor.1s5 MG517163 MG517041 MG517224 MG517102
minor.ls6 MG517164 MG517042 MG517225 MG517103
2448 Sanguinolaria ML olivacea olivacea.jml MG517165 MG517043 MG517226 MG517104
olivacea.lygl MG517168 MG517046 MG517229 MG517107
olivacea.lyg2 MG517169 MG517047 MG517230 MG517108
olivacea.lyg3 MG517170 MG517048 MG517231 MG517109
olivacea.lyg4 MG517171 MG517049 MG517232 MG517110
olivacea.lyg5 MG517172 MG517050 MG517233 MG517111
olivacea.rzl MG517166 MG517044 MG517227 MG517105
olivacea.rz2 MG517167 MG517045 MG517228 MG517106
204 18 Sanguinolaria B 484 ovalis ovalis.cll MG517173 MG517051 MG517234 MG517112
ovalis.cl2 MG517174 MG517052 MG517235 MG517113
ovalis.cl3 MG517175 MG517053 MG517236 MG517114
ovalis.cl4 MG517176 MG517054 MG517237 MG517115
ovalis.cl5 MG517177 MG517055 MG517238 MG517116
244 )8 Sanguinolaria KA RIS tchangsii  tchangsiibhbtl  MG517178 MG517056 MG517239 MG517117
tchangsii.bhbt2 ~ MG517179 MG517057 MG517240 MG517118
tchangsii.bhbt3 ~ MG517180 MG517058 MG517241 MG517119
tchangsii.bhbt4 ~ MG517181 MG517059 MG517242 MG517120
tchangsii.bhbt5 ~ MG517182 MG517060 MG517243 MG517121
2048 Sanguinolaria  SEEL04 virescens virescens.bhl MG517183 MG517061 MG517244 MG517122
virescens.bh2 MG517184 MG517062 MG517245 MG517123
virescens.bh3 MG517185 MG517063 MG517246 MG517124
virescens.ls1 MG517188 MG517066 MG517249 MG517127
virescens.ls2 MG517189 MG517067 MG517250 MG517128
virescens.ls3 MG517190 MG517068 MG517251 MG517129
virescens.wcl MG517186 MG517064 MG517247 MG517125
virescens.wc2 MG517187 MG517065 MG517248 MG517126
YA 2 DERRIER COL Al 16S rRNA JPAIR) DP9 BRI s A e a3k 4 iR, 2 SZekifk

GC &5 41.17%F1 41.01%, BHEAET AT
e, HPEEMBN GC eIk, 40H
38.95%F 38.64%.2 1% K H3 il 28S rRNA 7
IR GC &0 1M 59.37%H1 63.96%, I T
AT &, H3 SR B K 5 GC S, M
62.92%, 28S rRNA JL[H B 4 5505 GC & & i
H 65.47%, KU 64.98%IK 2 . 4 Flor Thn

HE R 1) ) i i WE (T 25 it
L E (C) 7 12 B AR T BE
WHERED GC & &, HRER AT
HAth 3 MEEHFH, 1S ER(G) &
HoAth 3 ASFEFH P
22 =fEEHMESW
4 P FHRICIT A G Z RS EOLER 5,

288 rRNA 741
RS
iR
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#& 4 COl, 16 STRNA, H3 1 28SrRNA
EHE R EREBESHINE
Tab. 4 Nucleotide frequenciesof COl. 16SrRNA.
H3 and 28S rRNA gene fragments

st WL /% base composition GC &8/
5 i /70
gone Mg fpmsng  Homsng RS S Epd GC content

COI 38.82 17.98 20.01 23.19 41.17
16S rRNA  30.02 13.94 28.98 27.07 41.01
H3 17.21 31.20 23.41 28.17 59.37
28S rRNA  16.95 28.24 35.72 63.96

%5 COIl. 16SrRNA, H3 F1 28SrRNA
ERRFBRNEESHESH
Tab.5 Genetic diversity parameters of COI, 16SrRNA,
H3 and 28S rRNA gene fragments

-4 R e e
uprm ORI b
B %5
N 28 T PEFE%K
gene number of haplotype ~ 2Vera8e U= cleotide
haplotypes ~ "APIOWYPC - ojontide gife VOOt
diversity diversity
ference
16S rRNA 20 1.0000 52.5842 0.4045
28S rRNA 14 0.9130 37.7546 0.0569
COI 23 0.9399 63.7721 0.4141
H3 22 0.9388 18.3620 0.0673

7E 16S rRNA JF 4 AL kG I 3] 130 D286 5,
5 129 ANMRTZME BALE M 1A PR—fF B, I
ANERRA AT 26 A, BTG 5 i 10 F- 3 (e
R=3.042, 7F 28S rRNA Z[H A Bt rh 2L i3] 154
NN, ALEE 128 AR 2015 B A A 26 4>
— {5 B, IEAJBRIAT A 214, B P A
eI AE R=1.480, X P42 (B g fid 2k A
FEHI I3 A4l 5 b, COT L [R5 LG 21 154 4~
LN, B 153 NMAAE B A 1 A H—
&R A, TOIR A BRI A, B I e 4
I R=5.073; H3 2 A BeALAG I 3] 56 1~%
AL, AEE 52 MR AE BALS A 4 N —(F R
D78, TCIR AR A A, BRI A 5 B 1) oF- 1
FOAH R=1.564 .78 COI 11 H3 P4 1 5 4 i 3k [A]
FBE, R R g AE R E R A L RAR, AT R
B FE R AEEM T 3 A L.

T COL PN EKIGTE 9 AW Fh g A ]
S R B A BT A SR o, RN R AG I A T
0~0.016, F[E] Y-Vt & 1 258 0.087~0.331, H

O g 5 b [E SRR SR BE B s, O 0.087; %
FMEA S HAL 8 FRis A, 54580 2 [H] Y ist
LEE B /N, i 0.258; SR FIVERS 5 HAh 8 Fge
ISR LG, SR EM AL R R/, S 02193
6)oFE T 168 rRNA J[K] J B4l Py F- 14382 4% B 5
T 0.001~0.011, Fpa] P2 f&HE &5/ T 0.008~
0.393, BPERIG5 v E KIGHE B /N, O 0.008; 4%
FMLEA 5 HAL 8 FhsRis ML, S8R Z M) st
RRE B /N, A 0.318; TR R EEMA 5 HAh 8 Fhk
ISAR LG, 5 b ER e s E PR R R, R 0.245 (R
7)o HT H3 FEH 7 Boit 8 iy Fh oy 1 1 it AL HE B 4
T 0~0.009, Fi] V¥t % 15 2555 0.004~0.140,
G2 ns 5 [E SRR AL BE B A/, O 0.004; SR
MG 5 HA 8 FPRuAFH L, 51505 2 18] 1%
FEES B/, 4 0.129; SKAS [RG5S FHA 8 P 450G
L, SeRRG B E R /DN, 4 0.091 (£ 8).
JHF 28S rRNA FEF F Byt 545 thdp g - s 4%
BT 0~0.019, Fhfa] -t fAE e 4 0.006~
0.191, BRIMA 5HAL 8 FhLuAtHLIL, S5UNiG
ISR G 2 [ B L B 0 0.136; 7 45 [
IS5 HAL 8 RIS ML, SARERIA MY IR AL HE B i
/N, N 0.064 (2 9),

4 B3 F-hr i i e A e U8 R 43 B 2 SR
K1 TR, COLFR A A 2% 155 = s AR S R0
90.70%, 4RI 5 GTR A4 1E B A0 P AE 56
SR R X BN S EAF AT coT M TS
— . TS SRR 14.06%, H3 FF51) %65 145
S AR RN 53.85%, . TSR R
H 3.89%, F AR S GTR %I Lk
HHOE I R R X B 1 A 2R AR LA, 16S rRNA
1 28S rRNA J7 371 14 46 1 S e A, Ve A 28 AR AR A
DRI, 3R 0 0 A 2 A Sl A sl 5 2 A QA o 1y
COI 5 = (o B 1007 B O HE S

i SequenceMatrix 48 COI 55— . — A
BT B A BE LA & 16S rRNA . H3 Fil 28S
RNA BFHE I, 15515 gap BB E N 1555 bp
MBS BUESE, i WEdESE T12(data T12), I/
PAUP 4.0b10 2 {FXF 8 4E T12 19 4 > Btk AT
[ BPERL S, P=0.096, K% T12 v LLHF
MR B R G L TR R,
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Tab. 6 Average genetic distances based on COI gene fragments of nine Sanguinolaria species
Wyl Tl A IR Y
species ! 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 intrasp;cies genetic
distance
1 ZR%IE S acuta 0.000
2 fE%IE S chinensis 0.193 /e
3 XMZk#M S diphos 0.226  0.176 0.001
4 K% S elongata 0.192  0.175  0.224 0.004
5 /NEIR S minor 0.170  0.191 0225  0.169 0.004
6 HFIMIE S olivacea 0258 0269 0331 0278  0.284 0.001
7 GRS S ovalis 0216  0.087  0.164  0.196 0216 0314 0.005
8 KA S tchangsii 0.245 0236 0244 0219 0249 0274  0.261 0.000
9 LG S virescens 0206 0209 0235  0.178  0.189 0265  0.196  0.275 0016
#z7 ET 16SrRNA EEFRHEHRERE 9 MIMBTIIREES
Tab. 7 Average genetic distances based on 16S rRNA gene fragments of nine Sanguinolaria species
i TN B AL I
species 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 intraspecies genetic
distance
1 REI S acuta 0.004
2 PELEE S chinensis 0.119 n/c
3 ML S diphos 0.127  0.101 0.003
4  KE¥if S elongata 0.218 0.199 0.188 0.000
5 /NS S minor 0.186  0.208  0.190  0.248 0.011
6 &I S olivacea 0318 0383 0377 0393  0.363 0.002
7 DIEEE S ovalis 0.138 0.088 0.090 0.181 0.201 0.387 0.001
8  BKAPEERG S tchangsii 0.256  0.245 0.257 0290 0294  0.325 0.252 0.007
9 4G S virescens 0.169 0.192 0.186 0.157 0.208 0.368 0.165 0.251 0.005
®8 ETHIERREWERRE I MIFHTEIREERS
Tab. 8 Genetic average distances based on H3 gene fragments of nine Sanguinolaria species
Wyl Tl s I S
- 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 intraspecies genetic
distance
1 REIA S acuta 0.002
2 HEZM S chinensis 0.020 n/c
3 WEEIR S diphos 0.016 0.011 0.000
4  K¥if S elongata 0.069 0.082 0.069 0.013
5 /NEES S minor 0.051 0.062 0.050 0.062 0.009
6 HEEIMME S olivacea 0.137  0.146  0.137  0.129  0.138 0.002
7 PG S ovalis 0.024 0.004 0.015 0.077 0.058 0.141 0.000
8  SKAERIEMA S tchangsii 0.100  0.104  0.096  0.109  0.102  0.135  0.100 0.000
9 4G S virescens 0.031 0.034 0.030 0.082 0.049 0.141 0.038 0.091 0.000

23 RBERBEHW

KA ML F1 BI k40l s 36 F R4 T12
MRGERBREFR, REKEMIE AT IRE
Pl B AL GTR+I+G, FJF ML 1 BI %44

ARG B WA 56— ai i . aniE
2 FiR, REWERERE 9 MIFRN—E
SMEESYTIT, I AN =R, H— Sl g m vb
IR T AR E RO — O, B TS
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%= 9 ET 28SrRNA EEFREBMERE 9 MM TEHIREES
Tab.9 Genetic average distances based on 28S rRNA gene fragments of nine Sanguinolaria species
W b N a8t 2
. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 intraspecies genetic
species di
1stance
1 RIS S acuta 0.000
2 EZE S chinensis 0.067 n/c
3 WL S diphos 0.015  0.064 0.000
4 K%I4 S eongata 0.048  0.095  0.043 0.002
5 /NG S minor 0.053 0.102 0.048 0.048 0.019
6 EEIMIA S olivacea 0.144  0.191 0.140  0.146  0.144 0.000
7 PREENS S ovalis 0.009 0.057 0.006 0.039 0.046 0.136 0.000
8  SKAFEN S tchangsii 0.065 0.120  0.067  0.080  0.082  0.144  0.067 0.001
9 LRSS virescens 0.018 0.067 0.015 0.037 0.046 0.136 0.009 0.064 0.000
0.06 -0 1 E-ME_fIFEETFNE 036-CO1 %;m%@%{ME
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Phylogenetic relationships among Sanguinolaria species in the coastal
waters of China

JIANG Lisha, LI Qi, KONG Lingfeng
Key Laboratory of Mariculture, Ministry of Education; Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266003, China

Abstract: Fragments of the mitochondrial gene (COI and 16S rRNA) and the nuclear marker (H3 and 28S rRNA)
regions are suitable for phylogenetic relationship analysis. The phylogenetic relationships among nine
Sanguinolaria species (Sanguinolaria acuta, S. chinensis, S. diphos, S. ovalis, S. virescens, S. elongata, S. minor,
S. olivacea, and S. tchangsii) collected from the coastal areas of China was analyzed through the sequencing of
COI, H3, 16S rRNA, and 28S rRNA genes. The two mitochondrial genes, COI and 16S rRNA, had an obvious
AT-skewness, and their GC content were 41.17% and 41.01%, respectively, showing a certain degree of base
preference. The overall transition/transversion bias of the four fragments (COI 5.073, 16S rRNA 3.042, H3 1.564,
and 28S rRNA 1.480) were much higher than the critical value (0.4), which could offer effective phylogenetic
information. As the genetic diversity parameters of all four markers in nine Sanguinolaria species had higher
values (Pi<0.05, Hd<0.5) than most bivalve species, it is suggested that the Sanguinolaria species may have long
history in the localities, and sufficient phylogenetic information. Among the nine Sanguinolaria species, the
genetic average distances based on the COI gene were 0.087-0.331, and the genetic distances within species were
0-0.016. The minimum genetic distance was between S, ovalis and S. chinensis, which was much higher than the
average value (0.005) between most species of bivalves. The saturation of the nucleotide substitution process in
the four markers was calculated as well. The third codon positions of the COI gene’s transition and transversion
substitutions reached the point of saturation, which means that the third codon positions of the COI gene could not
provide effective information. The combined data set T12, including the four molecular markers without the third
codon positions of COI, totaled 1555 bp in length. Phylogenetic trees constructed by the Maximum Likelihood
(ML) and Bayesian Inference (BI) methods were consistent, and cluster analysis based on the data set T12 showed
three separate lineages, corresponding to three morphologically defined subgenera: Hainania, Nutallia, and
Psammotaea. Combining morphological and molecular evidence, the results support that S. ovalis and S. chinensis
has the closest phylogenetic relationship. The study sheds light on the genetic diversity and phylogenetic
relationship of Sanguinolaria species occurring along the coast of China, which may be useful in genetic resource
protection and sustainable use.
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