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XK$EiE: 16SrRNA R ; COX1 #HF; Cyth FF; Nilfa; BifEER; REitk
HESES: S917.4 SCHEARIRAD: A XEHS: 1008—0384 (2018) 03—230—06
Molecular Phylogeny Determined by Mitochondrial Genes 16S rRNA, COX1 and Cytb of
Eleven Anemonefish Species
HE Li-bin', CHEN Fang', ZHU Zhi-huang' , MA Min-ning' , ZHANG He-chang®, WU Sun-long’, ZHOU Chen'
(1. Fujian Fisheries Research Institute, Xiamen, Fujian 361013, China;
2. Fujian Coral Sea Ecological Technology Co. Ltd., Fuzhou, Fujian 350102, China)
Abstract: Sequences of mitochondrial 16S rRNA, COX1 and Cyth genes were determined to establish the
phylogenetic relationship among 11 species of anemonefish using the neighbor-joining (NJ), maximum-likelihood
(ML) and Bayesian methods with the divergence and genetic distances determined as well. The 3 genes had a
combined length of 4 388 bp that consisted of 1 028 polymorphic and 616 parsimonious-information sites. The ratio
of transition to transversion was 2. 12, and the average A+ T content was 54. 7% , which was higher than 45. 3%
for C+ G in the genes. It was found that (1) the subfamily Amphiprioninae was monophyly, but the genus
Amphiprion was not monophyletic, implying Premnas should be reclassified; (2) the phylogenetic trees grouped the
percula complex into a clade that formed the ancestral taxon of anemonefish, but the phylogenetic relationship was
uncertain in regard to Premnas biaculeatus; and, while the Bayesian tree placed the percula complex and P.
biaculeatus in a same clade, NJ and ML tree classified P. biaculeatus in a clade with subgenera Amphiprion,
Paramphiprion and Phalerebus; and, (3) the genetic distance between species suggested a possibility of P.
biaculeatus and Premnas epigrammata being identical.

Key words: 16S rRNA gene; COX1 gene; Cyth gene; anemonefish; genetic differences; phylogenetic evolution
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/INH SRR T4 588 Pomacentridae, XU4E A
WA} Amphiprioninae, X% . Bl 61 15 BE 4 65
J& Premnas ¥ X558 Amphiprion, HEIE KM
M/ H A 28 F, BOBES R AA 1 F. BTIE
BAEFAE, W AE X — L0k 4 DIE
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Amphiprion), HE. EWXFT/NH AR F %
e I N T B iR ED
MR BT Y. eI S @ S TE . T Ay s
BRI IE A, B A2 Timm S0 I Z0hL
PR AR ) DX A B EE SR A 08 2 /0N . i b R s %
SEA AL . A5 e AR [ X8R 2 ) A7 A
JE I Z FE M 22 AL Jang-Liaw %1 45 A 128
rRNA Jp 3%} 2 B R 1) 48 B bl i R 5 LB W,
BHAT/NAA AL ocellaris, EBNT/hH M A.
percula M &£ /NH A P, biaculeatus B — 3¢,
B A R IR R % 8 R Al Tang™ Rl 128
rRNA Fll 16S rRNA Xt 23 Ff 42 1§ &} .25 #£ 47 MP
Bk o 1 R G A AT B 2/ HAA A /N
He, BDAF/NHBEER—, WEATRE T
B RS R

XU #1288 1Y S 0 32 RO 252 O 1
DU RS540 B0 H O FBERRAE . SRTTAS [F] 28 1 /)N
HATLEZHAK, [F—FH HIMER R 2L
S Y B AN ), 1A 3 68 0 A B0 23 B 2 2
A5 NGy 2 b LN AR O 5 v
B—35, BIET Y L H o —FhaGaE /D Hda, X
K PAE A AARE BaBEL/NHAE 6%
IR J5 72 4 B, T 7 0 R LB 2/ H. AR B
AT A [ — Rl A — ., XARG L G 2
SE R MMERE . . AR Tl e T BN
/N LA 3545 S5 AR AT 3 — 2D B AR

fi 2% 26 ki & DNA ( mitochondrial DNA,
mtDNA) HA B R BAARBAE R, A2 T/,
SEATRT B AR B AN ) DX Ak R AR A 2
SRR R . R E R G B B T bR
et 16S rRNA . COX1 #1 Cytb JE a2k N
AAEEEN,, BABREFMRGERERHL . Hdxix
SEILP R AT PCR &7 88 F1 5 2000 i o w] LLXE BURE #,
AR 24 o 1] 22 S R BE R O 2% O AR AT A0 AT EL A
ABIEFE LA FE 5 v A JE B ARV A 11 b/ 1L
RPN %, XFH 16S rRNA ., COX1 #1 Cytb
BE P50 748 S A DL AT 3 A . LA T RS,
STl 2 A AN e et o A e d N ) G AN S
Mo RIR RS H RS,

Paramphiprion, Phalerebus

1 #MHE57%

L1 RE#a
ANHACRE TP R B IR e
EARMEES (R D, B2 &, M Allen ™ 532807
TEXTREASMRIE S AT W 20 48 5. ¥ )5 5 NCBI
B P EAT X W E R . O B XU £ R ) &R
GREREF, IR F KL G IR M Abude fdu f
vaigiensis Fl 8K Bl B9 ¥ &S 5 8 Scomberomorus
niphonius AF Jp Sh BEM 70 T R 58 R ER. M
Genbank & 35458 AP006016, KY228987,
*1 MNAEMERRERER

Table 1 Sampling and species of anemonefish under study

bk T4 & RN E
BN Amphiprion polymnus Paramphiprion — JEEEE WG
AT Amphiprion ocellaris Actinicola FEAR T2
WA TN Amphiprion percula Actinicola ElVfe B 2
RO/ Amphiprion melanopus — Amphiprion JEr L,
FIE L% A /NH At Amphiprion ephippium — Amphiprion A a1 oA S
/NH A Amphiprion frenatus — Amphiprion FERER
M /N 1L Amphiprion clarkii Amphiprion A o Y A
Fear /N L Amphiprion latezonatus Paramphiprion — JEHEEE 5
W /N Amphiprion akallopisos  Phalerebus FEREER
GBI/ Premnas epigrammata * premnas E e I 75 ¥
ELANH A Premnas Biaculeatus premnas JER B

T BAMELWER—H ARZ N The Gold Stripe Maroon Clown fish ,

1.2 DNAE., #iEmnF
KN H 3R F & (TaKaRa 23 7)) 2B 11
T/ A0 08 2 41 2000 B DNA, #4% NCBI R #F %
NHAFER PRSI Y. 3 16S rRNA 517
5% 16S rRNA F.5-AAG GGG AGG CAA GTC
GTA AC-3'fI R:5-TGT TTA AAG GGC TTA GGT
CT-3", PCR Jz W & F J:95C Wi 28 ¥£ 5 min, 2R J5
95 C A5k 30 5,55 CIR K 40 5,72 CLEf 1 min 40 s, 4t
35 MEM B )5 72 CHEAR 5 min, 73S COX1 5197
%)% COX1 F: 5'-ACT CAG CCA TCC TAC CTG
TGG CAA T-3'#l R: 5-GGT TCG AYT CCT CCC
TTT CTC GTA G-3", L I & Jy:95C Wi A5 1 5
min; 94 CAF¥: 30 s, 55°CiB k 40 s, 72°C ZEfH 1 min;
PEHR 35 Y572 CARLEMH 10 min, P34 Cyeb 519 5 5]
Sk Cyth F: 5'-CCA GGA CCA GTG ACT TGA AAA
CC-3"#1 R:5-GCA GTA GGA AGG AYT TTA ACC
TTC G-3", i 5444 :95 C B2 ¥ 5 min, 485 95°C
AP 45 5,58 CIR 2k 45 s,72°CIEf 1 min, 4t 35 9F
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W heha 72 CHEM 5 min, RN RR 25 pl, f35: 2 HW T S RGN 5y I B B
WL DNA BB, iR AR M3 W& 1 ule 2 ol RREERAR .
dNTPs,2.5 pl 10 X buffer (Mg*") K& 0.2 pL Tag

2E J=AN
DNA A0 CREFE AW 7 TaKaRa) , K 8 4l 2 HEREH
KANERIARIRAR . 120 BIBEAGHE f vkt PCR ¢34 7= 2.1 FI4HE

WHEATREIN ., PCR F= ¥ £ %58 Je ik T s 3 C ) %} 16S rRNA . COX1 Fil Cyeh 3 347 [ it
52 9 B B AT R 500 5E . PERG S, 58 P=0.82, Uil = F Al IH TS
1.3 HiESW A3 FE. X 11 BN HoAa B 16S rRNA . COX1 Al

W AR LR kiR 16S rRNA .COX1 F1 Cyth J7 5] Cyth FEF L3 B 19 77 51 2 8 L g . L4520 )% 51
i BOFIA] DNAStar #E77 9R4 54 AN A, @it KBy 4 388 bp, Hop il B 17 /> B 2 9 4 A 55 5k
BLAST (http://www. ncbi. nlm. gov/BLAST/) i & K, ZAfis 10284, RIZEEALL 616 1>, #%
Skt iR B, 2 H MEGAS. 02U B st SE 7 4 8 289 A, B4 (7 % 136 4>, Fed 5 i L
AT HE X 43 BT . 38 Bl PAUP4. Ob10M % 16S 2,12, A, T, C 1 G LM ¥ & &4 0K
rRNA .COX1 Fil Cyth K&K ¥ 47 1) 5 4 4% % (Parition 28.8% . 26% ., 27.3% 1 17.9% ., H A+T F
homogeneity test), i3 DnaSP v5™2 {41 18 2 & e h54.7%, C+HGEWHEE N 45.3%, A+
AR e 45 55 45 ¥ [ (transition /transversion, TYFHERERTCHG FHTE, x5MK
Ts /Tv) Fiws 3L 240 i, MR P Kimura 2-parameter f& mtDNA B & A. T 558 —3.
AL MEGAS. 02 €846 (N] ) 40t RGERARE AT 2.2 BREEE
R e B s T FEA T W ¢ R B 7 s iz M £ F Kimura WS EBROR R B LR, U
Bootstrap 56 842 . 34 1 000 ¥, A S HO BRIA B JEBE R P asAL AL R . KR IS5 SR L3R 2.
LA PAUP #4418t ML B, L1 000 K 1 Bootstrap K455 AT 1. 7EFTBFSE Y 11 Fh/h A rh . il )
HE MR I RS W & S EAE T BEMN0.002 CGRIAATF/NHM AL percula 55
MrBayes ™" B F4 DU SEF T ml R SRR RS /INH AL ocellaris) | 0.101 GE 0/ H 4 P.
(MCMO) #:47 100 FRIE2HE, & 1 000 /% R gt o biaculeatus M e /NH A A. latezonatus), ¥4
AT —WHIFE e T BACFEAR SR R R A —  FhRISRAEIE Sy 0. 068,

F2 L1#MABENEEES

Table 2 Genetic distances among 11 species of anemonefish according to kimura-2-parameters model

5 wda wpha LT sepan masa arsn BE werin masa R

/NI

XA /N H. 0. 046

EPEE L0 % i /N AL 0. 029 0.048

il 0. 029 0. 048 0.009

Fo /N H. 0. 039 0. 052 0.032 0.031

B/ 0. 030 0.047 0.010 0. 002 0.030

AT/ 0.098 0. 100 0. 094 0. 094 0.098 0. 094

AT N 0.098 0. 099 0.093 0.093 0. 098 0.093 0.002

BN 0.038 0. 052 0. 030 0.028 0. 020 0.028 0. 094 0.093

BN 0. 096 0.098 0. 096 0. 095 0. 101 0. 094 0.093 0.093 0.098

AW 0.093 0. 097 0.093 0.091 0.098 0.091 0.091 0.091 0.095 0.010

2.3 REKESMW R4k B R AR SR VA AN DL S 3 A il Al T ND
3 AR REE R 7 B DE B A B BE S 4 388 AL ML B DL AR

bp I THAERKEKEF. MR O TR M A 3 BRI TR B DA 3 SRR XU R Dy

vaigiensis MWK S S, niphonius JHME. R AR B L/ AR R R XU AR — ki R
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EXEARA N R K E, Actinicola W.J& AN —
X JF A0 F % X W OIR Sis 1 Paramphiprion,
Phalerebus #1 Amphiprion 3 EANWEIHAN—L,

DU $Hr 0 AR H 15 B AR T Y 70 M &5 2R B
TAFZ AL, NI BF ML B (& 1~2) 3R 5
IR PRI SN HA TN T/ AR Ry — 3 HAd A /)
HERAHE LR B RWN 2 DN FRVH
W £/ HA B 2L/ HAR RO — 30 5 /N
CEEE 100%) 2l Paramphiprion V)& . Phalerebus
)& L Amphiprion )& R — 3. DU s
Ji A AR I 2 A SCR AR SCR R B R (3D
H W, Paramphiprion W. J&. Phalerebus W. J& Fl
Amphiprion WIJER N HE — L R B L/ H A G5
LL/NH AL K Actinicola YEJB R NE — 3L & .

100 A.frenatus
100 A.melanopus
82 A.eph

A.latezonatus

100 4|
100 A.polymnus
A.akallopisos
62 A clarkii
— P.biaculeatus
wol—p epigrammata
— A.ocellanis
wol— A percula
A vaigi

Y

S. niphonius

B 1 EF I6SrRNA, COX1 #1 Cyib EEF S ZEB
NJ #
Fig. 1 NJ phylogenetic tree of anemonefish based on

mitochondrial 16S rRNA, COX1 and Cytb genes

100 A.frenatus
100 A.melanopus
88 A.ephippium
A latezonatus
99 4|
100 A.polymnus
A.akallopisos
0 A.clarkii

— P.biaculeatus
wol——p epigrammata

— A.ocellaris
wol——A percula

A.vaigiensis

S. niphonius

B2 EF1I6SrRNA, COX1 f1 Cytb EEFINHEH
ML #
Fig. 2 ML phylogenetic tree of anemonefish based on
mitochondrial 16S rRNA, COX1 and Cytb genes

1.00 Afrenatus
1.00 A.melanopus

1.00 Aephippium

1.00 A latezonalus

Apolymnus

A akallopisos

Aclarkii

150 Aocellaris

0.61 A percula
P.epigrammata

Avaigiensis

S.niphonivs

B3 EFI16SrRNA, COX1# Cytb ERFFNHEHN
Rt 57 %
Fig. 3 Bayesian phylogenetic tree of anemonefish based on

mitochondrial 16S rRNA, COX1 and Cytb genes
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BRI AT LU AR /N HoAf Y 845 S AT
3.2 11 MPNHBWRERBERXR
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el 45 5 DR A S REME A A DN 0 A AR R G YR
IRGE KR .l A R IR A B 2 0 e 1L i
55, IBEENREREH S R E R, g
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AT 53 i AL) FE 11 2% G AR 1) 1 4 D 25 4 92 WY U4l £
JRANBR KA FEREAE S, A7/ L AR
WA TN R 3 Bz A
Paramphiprion, Phalerebus 1 Amphiprion % 3
PMERE RN —X. A F/PhHARRLA T/ HAY
[Fi) Jag 1) At /N L8 53 T I 3% SR IS i - I A 119
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X SR MR R . RE SR B IS ILE . BRI
AR RES) s TEARIIRREG P AR —E R 1 &5
Allen™" I\ Hy i85 21 /N H AN Y R 5k . #8355 21 /)
H A AU £ v ST H R A kg R £ TR Hh R
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577 18 8 45 B8 — 2. Quenouille ZE5 |
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