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Fig. 1 Mitochondrial genome of Ophichthus evermanni
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Tab.1 Structural characteristics of the mitochondrial genome of Ophichthus evermanni

Era| Ji1a] i R Ll KBE/bp [18) B 1< )32 /bp RIREGF  ZIEEEF  REG
gene direction strand start end size intergenic length star codon stop codon  anticodon
tRNA-Phe (F) + H 1 68 68 GAA
12S rRNA + H 69 1027 959
tRNA-Val (V) + H 1028 1098 71 TAC
16S rRNA + H 1099 2801 1703
tRNA-Leu""* (L1) + H 2802 2877 76 TAA
ND1 + H 2878 3846 969 ATG TAA
tRNA-Ile (I) + H 3850 3922 73 3 GAT
tRNA-GIn (Q) - L 3922 3992 71 -1 TTG
tRNA-Met (M) + H 3992 4060 69 -1 CAT
ND2 + H 4061 5117 1057 ATG T--
tRNA-Trp (W) + H 5118 5186 69 TCA
tRNA-Ala (A) - L 5188 5256 69 1 TGC
tRNA-Asn (N) - L 5258 5330 73 1 GTT
(o} + H 5335 5368 34 4
tRNA-Cys (C) - L 5375 5439 65 6 GCA
tRNA-Tyr (Y) - L 5440 5510 71 GTA
col + H 5512 7152 1641 1 GTG TAG
tRNA-Ser’“ (S1) - L 7169 7239 71 16 TGA
tRNA-Asp (D) + H 7245 7312 68 5 GTC
con + H 7319 8009 691 6 ATG T--
tRNA-Lys (K) + H 8010 8084 75 TTT
ATP8 + H 8086 8253 168 1 ATG TAA
ATP6 + H 8244 8926 683 -10 ATG TA-
CO 111 + H 8927 9712 786 ATG TAA
tRNA-Gly (G) + H 9712 9783 72 -1 TCC
ND3 + H 9784 10132 349 ATG T--
tRNA-Arg (R) + H 10133 10202 70 TCG
NDA4L + H 10203 10499 297 ATG TAA
ND4 + H 10493 11873 1381 -7 ATG T--
tRNA-His (H) + H 11874 11942 69 GTG
tRNA-Ser*¢ (S2) + H 11943 12012 70 GCT
tRNA-Leu“"* (L2) + H 12013 12085 73 TAG
ND5 + H 12086 13921 1836 ATG TAA
Cytb + H 13936 15077 1142 14 ATG AA-
tRNA-Thr (T) + H 15095 15166 72 17 TGT
D-loopl + H 15167 16132 966
ND6 - L 16133 16651 519 CTA CAT
tRNA-Glu (E) - L 16652 16720 69 TTC
tRNA-Pro (P) - L 16724 16794 71 3 TGG
D-loop2 + H 16795 17759 965
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Tab. 2 The base compositions of 13 protein-coding genes in Ophichthus evermanni

K J¥ /bp length A (%) T (%) G (%) C (%) A+T (%) C+G (%)
ND1 969 27.04 26.42 15.79 30.75 53.46 46.54
ND2 1059 34.56 24.27 12.65 28.52 58.83 41.17
Cco1 1641 27.54 28.34 18.22 25.90 55.88 44.12
conn 691 29.23 28.80 16.79 25.18 58.03 41.97
ATP8 168 35.12 25.60 11.31 27.98 60.71 39.29
ATP6 683 29.28 30.60 12.15 27.96 59.88 40.12
CO 111 786 27.35 27.48 17.56 27.61 54.83 45.17
ND3 349 28.37 30.37 13.47 27.79 58.74 41.26
ND4L 297 28.62 27.27 13.80 30.30 55.89 44.11
ND4 1381 30.27 27.52 14.12 28.10 57.78 42.22
ND5 1836 31.81 26.96 13.56 27.67 58.77 41.23
ND6 519 39.50 14.26 14.07 32.18 53.76 46.24
Cytb 1142 29.42 30.56 14.80 25.22 59.98 40.02
LR A A - 30.00 21.60 22.70 25.70 51.60 48.40
T 2 - 21.20 37.50 14.10 27.20 58.70 41.30
BT 3 LA - 39.30 22.30 8.00 30.40 61.60 38.40
TR L - 30.20 27.10 14.90 27.10 57.30 42.00

x3 BAMEARBEERZDFERME

Tab. 3 Frequency of codon usage in 13 protein-coding genes

~ \* — “, — o . \*,
ion o UL T R TR e U T o RSO
UUU(F) 122 1.15 UCU (S) 34 0.82 UAU (Y) 70 1.03 | UGU (C) 15 0.79
UUC (F) 91 0.85 ucc () 63 152 | UAC(Y) 66 0.97 UGC (C) 23 1.21
UUA (L) 91 0.97 UCA (S) 81 1.96 UAA (*) 18 141 | UGA (W) 103 1.72
UUG (L) 17 0.18 UCG (S) 10 0.24 UAG (%) 7 0.55 | UGG (W) 17 0.28
CUU (L) 99 1.06 CCU (P) 33 0.60 | CAU H) 42 0.77 CGU (R) 5 0.24
cuc() 118 1.26 ccc (P) 76 1.38 | CAC(H) 67 1.23 CGC (R) 19 0.92
CUA(L) 195 2.08 CCA (P) 101 183 | CAA(Q) 93 160 | CGA (R) 49 2.36
CUG (L) 42 0.45 CCG (P) 11 020 | CAG(Q) 23 0.40 CGG (R) 10 0.48
AUU (1) 179 1.28 ACU (T) 53 0.63 | AAU(N) 59 0.80 AGU (8) 16 0.39
AUC (I) 100 0.72 ACC (T) 101 120 | AAC(N) 88 120 | AGC (S a4 1.06
AUA (M) 156 158 | ACA(T) 163 193 | AAA (K) 83 161 | AGA (*) 17 1.33
AUG (M) 41 0.42 ACG (T) 20 024 | AAG (K) 20 0.39 AGG (%) 9 0.71
GUU (V) 55 119 | GCU(A) 33 0.45 | GAU (D) 20 052 | GGU(G) 19 0.36
GUC (V) 45 0.97 GCC(A) 146 1.97 | GAC (D) 57 148 | GGC (G) 62 1.17
GUA (V) 70 151 | GCA(A) 104 141 | GAA (E) 82 164 | GGA (G) 99 1.87
GUG (V) 15 0.32 GCG (A) 13 0.18 GAG (E) 18 036 | GGG (G) 32 0.60

o RARRIR A ST

Note: Preference codons are indicated in bold.

KBEEH 11490 bp MEEF A mid M A R & 5N (14.87%), HIK N B2 FR (Thr), 101 FH 5
3779 A, NEERARCEE, LRz  Drya e FIEER (Cys), &8N 1.01%
R A B TR A v f o UL R S R TR N 52 R (Lew), (&1 2).
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UUCUUG CUC AUCAUGGUC UCC CCCACC GCOUAC CAC CAG AACAAGGACGAGUGCUGGCGC AGCGGC
UUUUUA CUUAUUAUAGUU UCU CCUACU GCUUAU CAU CAA AAUAAAGAUGAAUGUUGACGU AGUGGU

EW TR coden type
Bl 2 SCICHpss ) S5 0

Fig. 2 Total codon content in Ophichthus evermanni

2.4 1ZHEMR RNA F0EEE RNA

55— b B A AR, 3 IR e B8 1) Aok A L
P2 AR RNA R 53508 128 tRNA FI
16S rRNA Fifh, —3 ¥ T H £ 1Y tRNA-Phe
(F)FItRNA-Leu”" (L1)Z Ja], 7] i tRNA-Val
(VFEFF . 12S RNA JPFIHKJE N 959 bp, TELAL
A F 3 B B 2 69~1027 bp, 16S rRNA JE31 K
BER 1703 bp, FELKLARTEN A EE 1099~
2801 bp., K FHTELE #44 RNAfold 435 Fi T 3L [G
g8 12S rRNA LK AT 16S rRNA LR A — g 454,
K2 4~ IRNA JEH 1Y — G 25 AR AR HL B4R ST,
M KN — 25K 85K, Hp 128 rRNA
5/ fE M —224.40 keal/mol, 16S rRNA (1)
/INH HREH—366.50 keal/mol .

W 68 LR R N AL I 22 MR SIEK
JETE 65~76 bp iz RNA HH, HAFTE 2 4
tRNA-Leu (L)1 tRNA-Ser (S), H 551K
tRNA-Leu”" (L1)=TAA . tRNA-Leu“"* (L2)=TAG.
tRNA-Ser’“* (S1)=TGA . tRNA-Ser*““ (S2)=GCT.
tRNA-Phe (F). tRNA-Val (V). tRNA-Leu""* (L1).
tRNA-Ile (I). tRNA-Met (M). tRNA-Trp (W).

tRNA-Asp (D). tRNA-Lys (K). tRNA-Gly (G).
tRNA-Arg (R). tRNA-His (H). tRNA-Ser*““ (S2).
tRNA-Leu“"" (L2)#1 tRNA-Thr (T)ii T- H ## I,
HiAr 8 4 tRNA ZEF T L&k L o tRNA-Ser*“®
(S2)Ble A IR WEE R (DHU ) 1Ml A RETE Al = i
FGERY, HAl 21 4 tRNA #BEA ML ) = -2
PAERE o XFh =R T i 14 bp BRIEH
PR RTTE B 2 3 R 32 IR, LA K 8~10 bp Bl
PR X TE B S 3 8 . 4~8 bp B2 79 P A
X R DHU B | 8~10 bp Bl 3 9 13 B X 72 il
1 PR W WE R (T C ) S L i i 42279 3 S 34: 7 bp 1Y
S TR (tRNA-Thr il tRNA-Val 4 9 bp), 2~
12 bp ) DHU 3#1 7 bp 1Y) TYC A (tRNA-Cys 4 6
bp. tRNA-Phe & 8 bp).
25 /B

IR e 8 1 2 b AR i E g5 X AL FE 3 #847,
B 2 A2 IX control region, X#% D-loop X,
(diplacement-loop region)Fl 1 4~ L-#5 5 fil L 471X,
N FK O X (origin of L-strand replication region), 2
AN X BE 2 514 966 bp Fil 965 bp, FiE T
tRNA-Thr (T)f ND6 FEHZ[E, J5F&NMT
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tRNA-Pro (P)f1tRNA-Phe (F)Z[f], | DNAStar ~ tRNA-Cys, tRNA-Tyr)EI“WANCY”[X 2 [f], 5H:
BT Megalign BIFHEAT P A LY, 3EF Wil tRNA-Cys Hl tRNA-Tyr /3 BIFELE 4 bp Fl
Clustal W B3E195] 2 ANEEH XA FFIARUE SR 6 bp BIMEFE. 3 BtAEGRISIX B KA 1965 bp, £/5
94.5% (& 3), KJEHN 34 bp ) OL KM F 54 ZRRiRIER A 2 FH1 11.06%. 1# ] Mfold 7Ek
tRNA [ FE(tRNA-Trp. tRNA-Ala, tRNA-Asn,  TE O B9 "KL A 4 s, iXBf DNA J§

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

D-loop2.seq
D-loopl.seq

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

ARATTAGAT CACTCTTAACAAAT TACACATATGTACTATATTACATTATATGTATTATCCCCATAATACT ATGTAATAGT 80
---------------- TTCTATTAATACATATGTACTATATTACATTATATGTATTATCCCCATAATACTATGTARTAGT 64

90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160

ARARTTCTCATTTTATCT TACACTGACCT CCAGTACT ATARACCTATCATT TGACAT TAACCCTGCAGAAGCARATAATA 160
AAARTTCTCATTTTATCTTACACTGACCT CCAGT ACT ATAAACCTATCATT TGACAT TAACCCT GCAGAAGCAAAT AATA 144

170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240

TGTTACATATTACAACTGAT CGGACGGAT ATARRATT AGCACAAGACATAGAAT GTGTT ARACCATTTATGTCCGAGTAA 240
TGTTACATATTACAACT GAT CGGACGGAT ATAAAATT AGGACAAGACATAGAAT G1GTTAAACCATTTATGTCCOAGTAR 224

250 260 270 280 290 300 310 320

ATTCATAAT CTGTTGGTT ACACAARACAT ARGTAAGAGAT CAACAT GAACT CCCATGTACAAGAGGGGGAT AGATTATCA 320
ATTCATAAT CTGTTGGTT ACACAAAACAT AAGTAAGAGAT CAACAT GAACT CCCATGTACAAGAGGGGGAT AGATT ATCA 304

330 340 350 360 370 380 390 400
GCTATGATTGTTTTCCCACTTICTTCCTTGCTT GAAACAACATTTGGCT TCATCCAACACTAAGAATGT AGT AAGAGATCA 400
GCTATGATIGTTTTCCCACTICTTCCTTGCTT GAAACAACATTTGGCTTCATCCAACACTAAGAATCT AGT AAGAGATCA 384

410 420 430 440 450 460 470 480

CCAACCAGCTARAAT CAGG] GAATTCGTT TATTGTAAGGT CAGGGACAAAACAT G1GGGC6T COCTAGTAGTTARCTATT 480
CCAACCAGCTARART CAGGT GAATTCGTTTATTGTAAGGT CAGGGA CAARACAT 6T GGGGGT COCTAGTAGTTAACTATT 464

490 500 510 520 530 540 550 560

ACTGOCATCIGOTTCCTATITCAGGGT CATACATATACTT ARTCCCTCCAAGAGT GAACT GT GTCCOGCAT CT GATTGAT 560
ACTGGCATCTIGOTTCCTATTITCAGGOTCATACATATACTTAATCCCTCCAACACTCAACTGIGICCOOCATCTGATTIGAT 544

570 580 590 600 610 620 630 640

GOTGTCGTT CATCOGGTT CGTTACCCACCARGCCGOGCAT TATCTTAT AGGCATTTGOTTCTTCTATTTGOGTTTCCTTT 640
GOTGTCOTT CAT COGCTT CGTTACCCACCARGCCGEGCAT TAT CTTATAGGCATTTGGTTCTTCTATITGRGTTICCTTT 624

650 660 670 680 690 700 710 720

CATCTGGCATGTARGGCT CCTTCTARATTTGCCCCCOAAGGT GOARCATACATT ATT CAAGCCAGAGT ACATGTTATITA 720
CATCTGGCATGTAAGGCT CCTTCTARATTTGCCCCCCARGET GGAACATACATT ATT CAAGCCAGAGT ACATGTTATITA 704

730 740 750 760 770 780 790 800

COTATTTAAACATTCGTTTAAGAATGCARTCT ATTATATCAGGT GCATACAGTATAACT GCTTAATCAGACCACTATAGA 800
GOTATTTAAACATTCOTTTAAGAATGCAATCTATTATATCAGGTGCATACAGTATAACTGCTTAATCAGACCACTATAGA 784

810 820 830 840 850 860 870 880

CATCCCCCCCTGTTCOTARTTTTTACCCCCCT TACCOCCCAACCCGOACAACACTATTGIATTTARCT TAAGTTCATARA 880
CATCCCCCCCTGTTGOTAAT TTTTACCCCCCT TACCCCCCARCCCOGACAACACTATTGTATTTAACT TAAGTTCATAAA 864

890 900 910 920 930 940 950 960

ATGATATARACAATACTCTCACCCCT GCCAGCARGGCARACTTGTGTGTTATTATATTATTARARATCTIGTT ARTAATG 960
ATGATAT ARACAATACT CTCACCCCT GCCAGCAAGGCARACTT GTGTGTTATTATAT TATTARA-——T TTAAAATCAATT 941

1 L

TAAAT 965
TTCATCCCCACGCCTAACCACARAA 966

3 LRI D-loop X 1Y) 41 HL4K

Fig. 3 Sequence comparison of two D-loop regions in Ophichthus evermanni
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Fig. 4 The predicted second structure of the
origin of L-strand replication region

GTERL T — 25251, KRR 51000 22 bp
12 bp, ARTEZZEEEHY 5 0 PN ) HoA 2k
Hw DL AR SE I B 91 Motif (5'-GCCGG-3"), O
DX 35 9 1o FH R B BH S R Xk, SR IX G i
ik 83.3%, AR M C G B T,
THEEEAME, B 45.5%.
26 EEEHNRAZLEXER

P Qg 68 ) Z b AR SE N ZH 4085 5 GenBank
o AT Y BB H 25 mtDNA 2391 #E17 L,
R IRAX L0 S R 2 s (A S PR 2 R A AR — A L[]
fiF, BR%E T KA i HE(gene arrangement) 3142032
FH R 22 Bt S 2 b AR SE R 1Y) I 4 HE S I ND5—
ND6—RNA-Glu—Cyt b—tRNA-Thr—tRNA-Pro—
D-loop “F & ND5—Cyt b—tRNA-Thr—D-loopl—
ND6—tRNA-Glu—tRNA-Pro—D-loop2, Hl ND6
FEPIHI tRNA-Glu 2 [ 2] T tRNA-Thr F1 tRNA-
Pro Z[8], H ND6 JE[ B fF7E s — M RAK
= [ R D-loop X,

TR AR EL R LAY 12485 1 i g g 2L R (L
BEgmiD i ND6 JEIHBRAM), DL B 88 (Conger

myriaster-MW788427) N 4MNiE, I MEGA #k {4
BT 1000 K AR EEME T ML MINI RGEKH
B, oA 3 T 68 1Y) 2R g8 i A6 OC R an & Sa FE] 5b
Fi7s o #9% ML W 20, ] Modeltest - ik
AT IR B TIN+I+G, PRI AT 4
W oR e hg R 5 00688 R oy — 3, Hrh iy
8 5 % F2 e 88 (0. brevicaudatus) Fl £ ©7 14 i fig
(P. cancrivorus) 3 Zx & R ik . #E I 4 K 8 (B.
crocodilinus) fil &K W) ¥ it & (O.  macrorhynchos) .
RN —7 . BBEAE I A8 (M. macul osus) ) 25
RIEW A AL g A AN F, 72 ML R, %
A I A e BB 2 SR AMIU, T NT R )
55 62T e R 8 RN R W v e 68 2R B — e, B S S
s 688 g R 1 iR 1) £ A R

3 itig

31 ZhEERARFTISH

AT 5T 1 R e R R, IR TR
i 17759 bp F4) 3 FG g i (1) 2 A A I R 41 4 7 51,
5 B HRE B A HE S AL, 3K EG g 8 1 R
PREE DR 4 J A% 21 A0 B & e R B R A+T
AL G B, XAl RS 4ok ik BA B m i aE
Fifi AL A e 2 AR (32 L M Bl S B ) M £ R 1A
KB BT 20 T 609 FhEh L
iR FE 4] GC & TE 13%~49%%, AR fiff 5% 45 51
R, X IRIEHE G+C & 5w T8 HEsh ) 35K 7
(33.7%), HEMZ fa 2SR AL R 4] A7 e K
1931 bp A9 2 A4 X 5 B, AT fig 4 B K R 28 7
R ARG X BT b R BP0l A
BRI BT 2 A7 A T b AR G e ik
A, A oY Bl 30 TG g g 8 1 g i 356 A 1) 28
T4 3 NS AEM R G Wk, (Bl F#nT
55 3T A MR BRI 1N, B A 1 RIER 2
1N L TR ) RS 2 s MR ), A R R X Ak
FE 43 A 1) B i PR S R N B A T R = S
BR TR G 0 S5E DRT 35E 3 A1 AN 2 A 1) — >
JE RIS

RNA ZEA MG HAEZ/EM, 10 tRNA
HLEFEINAE . IRNA L35 ThAE X 2 5 3 R 30k
PR TIRESE, 0 RNA I g 5 H - gab i)
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100 | &1 8 Ophichthus brevicaudatus MZ334613

53
100

| 45 R Ophichthus brevicaudatus MK 189459

100

8 T 8 Pisodonophis cancrivorus AP019350

80

keSS Ophichthus evermanni
|| Er 48 Ophichthus rotundus KY081397

Tt Pisodonophis boro AP019349
#2504 88 Brachysomophis crocodilims KY08 1398
KWy is® Ophisurus macrorhynchos AP002978

BETIEdE S8 Myvrichthys maculosus AP010862

0.05

B Conger myriaster MWT788427

b 100 il i 48 Ophichthus brevicaudatus MZ334613

76
100

I i FE4¢85 Ophichthus brevicaudatus MK 189459

100 AR T kS8 Pisodonophis cancrivorus AP019350

100

100

Vi8S Ophichthus evermanni

[ B ie88 Ophichthus rotundus KY081397
Hfr G Pisodonophis boro AP019349
FRREIEMEES Myvrichthys maculosus AP010862
S5 {488 Brachysomophis crocodilims KY08 1398
74 KW a8 Ophisurus macrorhynchos AP002978

0.01
& 5

BN 48 Conger myriaster MW 788427

T2 R F AL 12 A58 A 52k R 3 20 4 g ) g 68 ) (1 25 ML () F NJ (D) RGE R B

Fig. 5 ML (a) and NJ (b) phylogenetic tree of the Ophichthidae fishes based on nucleotide
sequences of 12 protein genes in mitochondrial genome

FHOG, ERUL, H A BB R 451
Fasg ol AR v I 1) 3 b8 (g Lk R 128
rRNA R 515/ B IBEMR T 16S RNA, £
A SE I HE 68 12S rRNA LR L 16S rRNA B 5 i
1#5F, 5 Vb Odontobutis obscurus)P”) . 2% 4| fif
(Slurus lanzhouensis)®® | = ff #)j (Megal obrama
terminalis)® Y MIL, HIE, 12S rRNA g FH1E
DNA 7 4:JE45%(DNA metabarcoding) K #E 17 128
Y MARGEREIFR, WIRIEBLE ) mDNA
ARy tRNA JEPR A TR IC 4, H L
G-U H5HCFE 2, X R ms I i) 48 e 76 A A s 4 3 1R
PR UL, T LE B S B RNA 4% 38 i %
BRI Al A B R I Bl 3 ot A7 2 E Y

32 EHREGHMIMEEREHSHT
MK DNA (R4 ik A, 3L ss 5
AR B 0 A KON R, 2 BERIAE AR S i X
8T 28 X (D-1oop) Fil 1 AN 42 il e £ 1X.
(OL). 2001 4E, Lee %129 Yk 75 4 BEZ 8 (Rivulus
marmoratus)i) mtDNA s &8 2 MEHIX, 25
ATRF SRS, e B RL At 2 e R g 6 B
gl Ay v 68 fr g SR AN A Sk
BRUR IRATIZ NG o A LR AR S R A R Y
RIS, Pl X 5LRiR DNA 5 52 6
PP B BRI Fik, 6 X AR5 (dup-
lication) 5 iE 1k (degeneration) 7 ¥ fk I #F E. A dF
W B A R SO AR 3 TR 8 Y 2 AN
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XFFIAR LR =, & HA LRI . A4
Boore X} mtDNA & 4 il IX 7 AE HIL I 9 3 T i g,
Bl HR B¢ 5 42 (tandem duplication), R4 H (di-
merization) Fl 5# % 1 4 (illegitimate recombina-
tion)™*7], I i 68 R £ 25 (4 L UM SE T RE A T
—IX DNA K515, i 305 5 B s AR i
2k SABEALE & 7 A T B A B ] XA Zh
A DNA, MHET 1 DMEGIX A LOR R SE R 21, de
BERM02E mtDNA AR il DX AT LA AR IR 3l 2 1,
R TE— W I R kA B 2 =y, B
AHEZ R AR TRk, HiAl
TENCTT s . WRIE S LA S S mypoerh, &
SR A N g i X B A B [5] 1 46 (concerted  evolu-
tion) B O Bk [ ] — AN 9 2R [ IR
DVEAA W EZ R R, WA 7 ik (independent
evolution)iE Y, Bk [ A R4 BY B 2R W) IR
DSBS C R BT, MR PR RIFER, 5
T8 S R oA PR A b 2, T2 AE A 5
FEHIE R Z RN R BT LU 50T o

R TSN W 2 ey S WAL o A Nf]
FERHEN P &4 T EHHEN S, BRI ND6 FE R I
tRNA-Glu (E)## %] T tRNA-Pro (P)F1 D-loop2 Z
[, D-loopl 45 %] ND6 J:[H 1y [ jie, 3l
Xt NCBI il 2 i i — T A b i 2o A R 4
P HNHAT T R, A 52 Bt SOk iR B R 41
KA T EHHE, I EHEA Y 3 R W
#% (shuffling) . %% {3/ (translocation) Al {#] & (inver-
sion), % Lii ZBYHI Zhang 2523 51 %0 4 8 s
M3 TV 3 4y AR R DR E HE B R B A e, DU o
PR s 8 56 PR 174 i AT [ A e 366 PR P B ML
2 FBtiALZ 2 (tandem duplication and random loss,
TDRL).
33 Rt an

Itz 8 B} (Ophichthyidae) )| 32 43 1 T #H5 F1 1
PO R R AR K 3, AREEIR I 1Y Sk ER AR TR 5 b Y
FvmEab + s s o TR AR A
Z HAME 22 S AT, 454 300 P 28 8 2k
HEME RGBT KRRV R TIRKIME, T
PRFNFOSHRELERFELLD, HAEARAE
YRR R G FEERE SR, ME L4 T S A%

DAY T3, P B AT 2ok A 5
PO B 7 B R E AT R G AL A Y AT JE
T 12 4> H B gm0 8 A o 2 A R B 91 45 s 4K,
1M A ML 5 NT kA S Qg 68 R 458 8 B,
45 F R WP AP 5 35 0 4 AR 45 A KB
M. dehg s 5 0k 68 JE R 4 OC Rk, (B[R JE M
KH R BB RN AR X, 3K 5 A 22 250
LR CO T FERAR H I S5E A, Filleul 258
LM 5T 163 i 5 H (Elopomorpha) i B R PERS, KR
12S rRNA ., 16SrRNA Fil 18S rRNA K 43415
W 58 8 B M HEAL I BE, T Obermiller 20T
INZZEBE TR IR I B . A5 R FHZ R
TRIGE A L PR T 0 s 68 i, 0 23S 70 SR 2 rp g e
oAk, CHRFRTE TR S50 o R, H ORIt
AR X R 2R, TEENR
SR E R BWARLHR, Kk, xfFig sl
RGO R PP 20, AR T RAEH
AN RREATIT 25 A LR IR AR RIS
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Structural analysis and phylogenetic relationships of Ophichthus
evermanni based on the complete mitochondrial genome sequence
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Laboratory of Fishery Ecology and Environment, Guangzhou 510300, China

Abstract: In this study, the complete mitochondrial genome of Ophichthus evermanni was obtained by
high-throughput sequencing. The results of structure and characteristics analysis showed that the total length of the
complete mitochondrial DNA was 17759 bp, including 13 protein-coding genes (PCGs), 22 transfer RNAs (tRNA),
2 ribosomal RNAs (rRNA), 2 control regions (D-loop), and 1 origin of the L-strand replication region (Or). The
base composition of the complete mitogenome of O. evermanni was A (31.27%), G (16.19%), C (26.22%), and T
(26.32%). The A+T content (57.59%) was greater than the G+C content (42.41%), showing an obvious A+T bias.
Unlike other typical teleosts, the gene arrangement was identified in the mitogenome of O. evermanni. The ND6
gene and the conjoint tRNA-Glu were translocated between tRNA-Thr and tRNA-Pro, and another highly
homologous D-loop region was located upstream of the ND6 gene. The tRNA-GIn (Q), tRNA-Ala (A), tRNA-Asn
(N), tRNA-Cys (C), tRNA-Tyr (Y), tRNA-Ser’“* (S1), tRNA-Glu (E), tRNA-Pro (P), and ND6 were located in the
L-strand, whereas the remainder were located in the H-strand. Except for tRNA-Ser (AGC), the remaining 21
tRNAs could fold into the typical cloverleaf secondary structure. The phylogenetic relationships of Ophichthidae
fishes were constructed based on 12 protein-coding genes (excluding NDG6) using the neighbor-joining and
Bayesian methods. The results suggested that O. evermanni was closely related to O. brevicaudatus and Pisodonophis
cancrivorus, and genetic divergence occurred in the genus Ophichthus, which was relatively late among the family
Ophichthidae. The results will supplement the mitochondrial genome database of the family Ophichthidae and also
provide a reference for the taxonomic study of snake eels.
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