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WX RAE BN ARSI AT FE XTS5, i T 288 E Y
TR ZHENE, A AR TE 25 e AR MESE 1T V1 45
BB YT A IR R e DNA RS M
TP AHJRAEAS R ST I ) 5 Rk
A5 — 1y DNA J¢ 51 f s %2, H %) Hebert %5
(2003 ) BHf 4R 1 T DNA 25265 ( DNA barcoding) [
WEE, B (0 T Y At A ) B R Bk R AT
P, D4 e B AZ AR R B 0 R ) B 45
DNA FF3 Bl 43207 A5 38— E R i g — ). oF
FER ISP SRR (2 2 C A ALBT AL [ 5E
5" Sty R 1) 2 S B B S AL T Al ), R Ot ok A
Y ta R C ASLBETIE [ (COI) ZER 23l
S DNA 25 T8 i A0 5% v fiff 1 55 )02 00 s fE
P WFFEIE I L COT 25 P9 g Z6 T8 08 ok 45 M sl
TCHEMESNY 73 5 e AT Z AR, e )z
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TE R T IR, JUHOR AL T AR R A G B £ B A
TP A AR S B DR A 5 38 5 0 A
PP JEL IR 358 DL A 2R B RBL IR AR L (5 3% € SR fk
BEMEEE T (COT ) FE P /Y DNA ZIB 1 751, 43 Hrix
e DT | il I M R ) Al A, O D el S
["JHE 82 DNA ZIEAS R 4R 7 ik A

1 Met Sk
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WL FIAE fh 3 T 2013 ~ 2014 4575 5[]
WORAE PR R IE S RE W) 20 4 e o 23 Fh, SR
BT 18 B2l @ (F 1) , Rk 1 M T3¢
B HE S PRI BN 95 % TS [ R fA7-
1.2 DNA {2B{.PCR ¥ 1% il 5

Bt 2Rt b DL 4141, 2% Tvanova % (2006 )
Jrit BRI 41 DNA, T - 20°C #£ i COT %
PRF 34 55| 5% Ward 45 (2005 ) fifi FH Y 20 45 511
. FishF1: 5'-TCAACCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCA
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E&TE AREEPHIT IR BIIUH (2013N0021 ) 5 [ G5 1 JR 55 = I 58 i A BHIF 22 28 95 B35t B (¥ =1 2013001 )
YEE A IRMMG (1983 ~ ) , 5B WL A5 A=, BB ST 51 s E-mail: bluprin@ tio. org. cn
BIWEE: FEE (1982 ~ ) , B WL A, B BRAFSE 51 E-mail : wangyg@ tio. org. cn



13

THOIG , 55 BT COT P A B THRRR A58 DNA ZIE %€

- 145 -

C-3"; FishR1 :5’-TAGACTTCTGGGTGGCCAAAGAAT-
CA-3'; FishR2: 5'-ACTTCAGGGTGACCGAAGAATCA
GAA-3'. 59 F 55141 R o LI G A& 4 XEARE 5]
Pyt PCR N EABUN 25.00 mm® | Jifa &
4li7k17.25 mm’, 10 x PCR buffer 2.25 mm’, MgCl,
(50 mmol/dm’) 1.25 mm®,dNTPs 2. 00 mm’, 4 4~
2147(0.01 mmol/dm’) £ 0.50 mm’, Taq E 4 0.
25 mm’ Fl DNA #i#z 1.00 mm’. PCR JZ B JEH W « i

RASPE 95°C ,2 min; 35 NI, BG4 45 94°C A8
£ 0.5 min,54°CiE & 0.5 min;72°C ZE{ifi 1. 0 min; &
J& T2°CHEAR 10 min , 4°CORAE. FE RN 1B & B
Xof BE ARG I & 5 AEAE 15 Y. PCR P21 2 R 3 B0l
1. 5% BrARARBEI HL VKR, B € PCR 240 20 H 11
A IE R E BEA T TREBOR MR 55 A1 FR 2 7
HEFT XAy, DA 7 91 Y T S

x1 HRER
Tab.1 Information of experimental samples
RS B & fif BOLD %7& GeneBank 7515
1 fiF M R)E (Secutor) JEEBRER ( Secutor ruconius) JEE Bl KP260454
2 20115 J& ( Nuchequula ) FUHT i ( Nuchequula nuchalis) ST fiFg KP260478
3 figzpz AR i £ )8 ( Odontamblyopus) LR BB LR B KP260455
( Odontamblyopus rubicundus)
4 FLA % 411 ( Trypauchen) FLA & 0 ( Trypauchen vagina) LB KP260458
5 fi5 7t ABEHEJE ( Epinephelus) HUIE A1 BE £ ( Epinephelus quoyanus) WA B KP260477
6 £t R ( Epinephelus) 1 Bt ( Epinephelus awoara) HARA KP260461
7 KRR B8 & ( Psenopsis ) JRIBE ( Psenopsis anomala)) il KP260466
3 iR} 1% )& ( Decapterus) % [1% ( Decapterus maruadsi) * % KP260472
9 i} )% ( Terapon ) MR ( Terapon jarbua) 21l 55kl KP260475
10 Sk Rt L8108 ( Scatophagus) 44841 ( Scatophagus argus) Lebhtn KP260476
11 FeHIER Feli IR (Hapalogenys) i 54 ( Hapalogenys analis) Al Fe iy KP260460
12 TR Va4t )& ( Lepturacanthus) Va5 At ( Lepturacanthus savala) Vb KP260456
13 TR} DT R o B BT e BT KP260465
( Pseudorhombus ) ( Pseudorhombus cinnamoneus )
14 R AR M-8 & ( Pleuronichthys) AR M-8 ( Pleuronichthys cornutus) NGRS KP260473
15 BER} V& )& ( Thryssa ) BN 6 ( Thryssa kammalensis i B i KP260469
16 i i R & (Hisha) KAl (llisha elongata) KA KP260471
17 JRAE A RE HR4E 11L& ( Fistularia) 4K 45 411 ( Fistularia petimba ) TS 1 KP260463
( Fistularia commersonii)
18 /% 1 )i J ( Syngnathus ) #F IR JE (Syngnathus schlegeli) FIGHE T KP260464
19 iR M8 I, ( Tachysurus ) T I ( Tachysurus sinensis) 3 KP260470
( Netuma thalassina)
20 fli} AR Jr liJ ( Takifugu) BELUR Iy il ( Takifugu oblongus) WEBCR Iy i KP260459
21 AR5 Jg ( Takifugu) W& SO D5 il ( Takifugu fasciatus) I SR il KP260468
22 Ho gkl Jo3kfa )@ (Harpadon) Je.3kf8 (Harpadon nehereus) Tk KP260457
23 i) (Saurida) KU 8 ( Saurida elongata) e IS KP260467

T o " FIRTRIEME YRl ; BOLD =4 DNA ZRTEASEUE % (barcode of life date systems) B9 3C4H S

1.3 RN

FIFH DNA Star 5k {48 SeqMan 5 X b
TR 45 AT DR, 25 4 ATt , 2
LM T R 45 5 GenBank BRI (% 1).
BRI MEGAG. 0 ok Clustal W X4 F7 813134k

GRS K GC & i 23 T2
= BN S S40 A H Kimura-2-parameter ( K2P ) ¥
SRR 2R N B 2 (distances within species ) Fll
Fp (8] BE 25 ( distances between species ), {1 3¢ 2 fif
7R) Y G A B E SR i DNA SIS R DL
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e T3, M 28 45 3 (Neighbor-Joining ) 14 58
R T AR 7 ST AT (5 R Bootstrap £

%, 28 1 000 YA Al RE A 0 A5 210 0 SR R S
Fr.

R2 BHKRPHEEES

Tab.2  Genetic divergences within various taxonomic levels

wiH B SRR % e/ N/ % R/ % PRUELRZE/ %
Fih 23 0.21 0 1.73 0.11
& 21 20.50 2.93 25.20 0.20
2 18 24.47 18.42 32.75 0.22
H 7 25.62 19.82 36.32 0.18

2 R 5500
2.1 COI| ERRFISEEZERSH

AW ILIRIN 23 Fhfa e 23 50751, )P 5K
BEF42h 655 ~ 670 bp, F-H4K R 656 bp, fif G 75
WA R B LSO & LA T. Tk
1 T.C.G A W& 45514 :29.40% 28.10%
18.40% 24.10% . [ LG H , A + T 4 (53.50% )
T G+ C &5 (46.50% ) , FUIAEBF9E 45 SR A
LT B e BRAE AE 22 A0 1 288 A, T 24
fFE AL A 269 A, 43 A 5 B Y 43, 9% Fi
41.0% . $¢ i3k I7 51 ] GenBank 4k 5 17 51 #E 47 L
Xt K IBRAE S 817 19 Ah, Hx oy T % e 45 R R Y
BB —50. BEAh 8 TR Wk B O ke
i, 431 HE HRE S HON R JE AE il , JC 1 2 3]
PR B 17 (19 SNBSS 8 45 5 R i I 45
FIR AR, o0 25 5 25 SR N B A f F R sk 2
LR

K2P S HRL ]y A= ) 508 %P3 23 ( Consortium
for the Barcode of Life, CBOL) #E%£ it (5 1E B 15
Tyt ARFSE R ] K2P RSB 45 4 Gen-
Bank ¥4 RS 21 22 )75, Goit il p a2k
(R P R ] BLRDH A8 BE RS . gk 2 s, COl
JPHN R BB R 0 ~1.73% 3424 0. 21%
/NS R O, B KL R T 0 1. 73% , H:
AHIINTF 1.00% . Ffa)s LB 4 2. 93% ~25.20%
S8R 20. 50% S N g B R Y 100 £%. BL P 3
EREE R 18.42% ~32.75% , -390 24.47% , H N
(BBl 19.82% ~36.32% , -3k 25.62%.
X HEAS o 2B aast A% FE g wT DL B, A A ] A
ARG BE B /N T 5. 00% , BEHFN B a8t 14 7 55 1
KTF 15.00% , =5 F Ff (8] FUFp A9 BE 5. by g Al O,
1L I B R 43 25 W e I 4 v TG O, LR LA 1y
FB TRl LA G T, st B B 35 B
V2%

2.2 AREHMASH

FIHABHIE I HE 19 NI A e 45 257 54 A, 1
MR L BT 775132 5 BOLD J¥ 31 345, FlTE
SEELR—EL F—YM PSR G )E , #H-5 R —
JE BRI R A5, 21 D& I 5 21 A>3
SCLERIG TR R 18 AR [ Ja R B AR A 51
Refe—il, RS0 I —80 7R LB, NI
WSS AA—E A HRRESE 2R —R, 17 1L
— R (A1)

3 Ve
3.1 CO| ER#EEEXLETEPHMNA

DNA &AL AR S A AL P A 1 ol i) 22 57
HH 4 (1 — Bt DNA JP AR S PR, 2808 TR a4
AYSNT I F A N BE 1 A2 06 ) 3 AR il 4 b
W S RS PG BAL FIARHEAL . DNA &I 44
AR REAE A M 55 7 TS AR R | B Al DL R Ak T8
[ A T S B B R, Rt e AR S R A Rl Lt
PR B R85 G R AR A B LB R S . ARV T
4325 R DNA ZRIB AR B DUR LA J7 1 )
T ASZ TG A RFAE B RZ I, A 58 8 T S AR L
B a2 il LU AL T RTR & B B BER A £
55 £GP AATAE£0 0] LRI R I AR, 2 B
TR

COT ZEMK BEHE 5 T9 1 A8 5 R 3E i, Fh
[F1) 388 2 g O S O o A 3 A% B 0, 38 B AR S P
DNA ZIER5 , HoAg Rk 7e 1526 i H R it D) R 4K
RS FE A5 8 T B IE . 2005 4F Ward 4
F COT K F BEXF IR A 207 Fhifig P 10 3 kA7
I3HT, BB COT JER REA 5L X 43 BT B P b, nl/E Ry
WEPEEA2ER) DNA SRS ARAEIF 51 . 2009 4F Zem-
lak Z£ ] COT ZEPRWFFT T BN B FENT 2 35 Fhfa ) 229
ZRAA R B 1 A ) IV g R[] o £ AT A
KR HaR T KERAEF A LA 7E™ . Hubert %
(2010) FFH COT HE[R F BEXT 40 £ 2 fh B A R
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AFHEIEIT T %5, 45 R R 40 ST AfEfa s
EFFI P Zhang 25 (2011) % H A< 158 4533 7 a2k
(1) COT BEPRIHEAT 1434 4307, 45 3 s e A W) Fh
REW AT R0 IX 43 %52 1) . Chakraborty %5 (2014 ) it E[L &
R COL BEPRHAT 1 o047, BIEFE R A 35t 1%

HE B A /N T R ] BB AT A o T ok i
ST I], DNA ZAIE I 7E 287026 IR E (B
FERIE K FRGE K HE T 58 45 07 TR LA B 20
m\ﬁ[zsa‘)].

Takifugu fasciatus (KP260468)
Takifugu fasciatus (KP875432)
Takifugu oblongus (KP260459)
Takifugu oblongus (FJ434555)

| Netuma thalassina (EF607325)

L Netuma thalassina (KP260470)

r Fistularia commersonii (AP005987)
L Fistularia commersonii (KP260463)

| Decapterus maruadsi (JQ738500)

I Decapterus maruadsi (KP260472)

| Terapon jarbua (KC970423)

I Terapon jarbua (KP260475)

| Syngnathus schlegeli (KP260464)

I Syngnathus schlegeli (AP012318)

r Pleuronichthys cornutus (KP260473)
L Pleuronichthys cornutus (JQ639071)
| Saurida elongata (KP260467)
| Saurida elongata (EF607514)
| Harpadon nehereus (1X534239)
' Harpadon nehereus (KP260457)
| Lepturacanthus savala (JN990858)
| Lepturacanthus savala (KP260456)
-I | Psenopsis anomala (KP260466)

I Psenopsis anomala (HM180801)
Epinephelus quoyanus (KC790539)
Epinephelus quoyanus (KP260477)

Epinephelus awoara (JX109835)
Epinephelus awoara (KP260461)
r Scatophagus argus (KP260476)
L Scatophagus argus (KC790398)

Trypauchen vagina (KP260458)

-I: Trypauchen vagina (KJ000236)
Odontamblyopus rubicundus (HM180729)
Odontamblyopus rubicundus (KP260455)

| llisha elongata (KP260471)

_‘ I llisha elongata (HM030767)
 Thryssa kammalensis (EF607590)
' Thryssa kammalensis (KP260460)
| Hapalogenys analis (KP260460)

| Hapalogenys analis (HM180600)
| Nuchequual nuchalis (AB355911)

' Nuchequual nuchalis (KP260478)
| Secutor ruconius (EF607542)

V' Secutor ruconius (KP260454)

Bl1 T COLFAI AL R
Fig. 1 Neighbor-joining tree of COI sequences

Pseudorhombus cinnamponeus (KP260465)

3.2 COIEEEEI B ELLETERAITEN
AW 23 450 1 1 2% COT ¥ 51,
i3t DNA STEADHE AR TT LB % 2 4 5 581 4 L b
(LA 22 ANFE . BRSPS R N 0 1A% B S 2 hy
0.21% ,/NT 1.00% , HorbAg 14 SR SH O Fh A s 4L
FE S Ry O 5 Ffr i) it A% 80 25 7320 20. 50% , J2 Ffr N st
EHEES 1Y 100 47, 52 4279 /2 Hebert 25 (2004 ) 42 Hif1Y
10 fE5 P30 N 22 S5 i it 4% 25 55 BUAEL, e A AL X 704
RO R RS [R] BOLD 038 4 AT H X, He X 4%
SRV 25 % 58 25 A — 3, F8MIEWT T DNA 440F

P e S AT AT k. W TR 25 43 2R 45 R A G+
HERESER 23 AFEA P EE 3 Ab b, 2 4b DNA
I ME SILASME AT, 1 AL DNA B J0T5
ME AR 17 19 TE 25 5 E 4 R O 5 JA A £ A rp AR
TS, o0 1 SR SR E RN 0 Rk 22 .
ABEFER AR 17 f COL P8 (R8s e b iy 51 A 7
FEXT, 2 BEAF df ¥ 51 [ BOH0 4 £ ( GenBank ¥ 5
JQ431740 ,JQ431741 25) )P FIAHMLL =ik 99. 54%
Al 8% M 45 fa )7 51 ( GenBank J3* 5 JQ365356
JQ365357) HIARMABE SN A 86. 48% , Ptk vl LAKI &
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FEdl 17 RS 0. FE G 19 0 H 3 [RIAE Ay ] L. g
Fit 19 19 COT Fy 81 [ Kot e b e 91 64T e XS, &

U it P91 7] R Sk 2214 ¥ B8 1) P 51 ( GenBank J375
EF607326 \EF607325 55 ) #H{b B & ik 99. 85% , [A]
LT 51) ( GenBank [ EU5S95057 ) 1) A Bl B2 A1
A 83.3% , B T LUK R il 19 S Rk 204 1
LB e M WS s 9 S PR S R /b P N 9%
B AL, AN AR FTRIIA A fh | AR TR AR Sk
Z VY, R TTE SRR MERE R, HLAS ) B
FIBLE , A H] DNA ZIE A HAR ] LLRETT R it S

SRR R 2R B2, XA it A T TR 48

COI 38k DNA ZIEAt ) LI &4 X 43 KR

I3 SEIAE 23 SRR TR A A AU — 2R T
YOE BN BE S 8 TEASKE A5 R i R4S  (FK Y
51| 5 BOLD %u4fa i vh 5 4] oo 3 A v % B, A
B 5 53 2 A 41 B[R] 45 ( Decapterus akaadsi) . AN 2]
[ 6%: ( Decapterus russelli) LK% W5 15 85 77 51 (1) AH AL 32
¥ 100% 5 AE#EES R 0, R it COT J¥91 H BBt
i S E LR B % | Z1AE 0 5 ik [ A5, Tk E H
HARS IR (H DNA ZEIR A % 25 R R 25 %
TEGSRANGE G, B AT vEff 4 HO i P #5. AT D2
J& (RS )8 ) 1) COT 721 728 S A, AL EE AR
o, TEXS B SR i EAT o 2R M i, ORI COT 7
HITCHETE I, W 25 5 T SRR IE B HoAth DNA Z5JE
fith. B4k I 4505 11K (Fish-BOL) £ 4%
Jeia g, BARE PR FARZ E e DNA J5JE RS T
TEE PSR 2 R (BN [F] [ K Bt 2R P il & 2
e , T ] B e PR R 1 ST A I NI 25, I A
TEVFZA R, P F D 7 H 5 DR B DNA R i

S 3k

15 Qe SE IR, A 268 5 18 S A Ak ke ol 4 LU
L RE Y 2O S PV

FERGEHEALTs T, B NJ B AT F ST, 23
FEIHEA I ESC S PSR G, ik T COl
P AR LT T Rt 2 M 5 P A T AT [l — W i Y
FPANRG G, TS Al — s iR i P 51 2R 4,21 )8
RIFPBISIE I 21 A0 3 AR IR TR AR 18 ARt [ e
A RERE A PSR G AE—iE , IS — 3 1
BHEL EBrocH NI SIE A A — 5 % H R RESE
ERAEAE B A —E I, B COT 7 F1id
THTERG R AR B M 0 T ARG K T T,
FERE A A B BAIR B TG , AH T4 R 2R B e i A
i .

4 Hhig

AHFTE AT LI LA R 46 i

(1) 4T COT 2Py DNA ZTE 5 A B L
BEHCAY 23 A wh PR 22 Rl A 2 B R 3R
W COT L DAy 31l F 1 T st 8 7 A 1
A TORRZ sE A TSR AR BRS 1Y 5 0
T, DNA ZIE AL A T] LA Dy £ Fop 4 5 16— b i
FEA RT3, TR AT RLRDR X 2B 2524 R AR
GAATAN FEAETT.

(2) BT COT K DA By ¢ 728 7 5 A Xk 4k {4
DNA $ i XA, 7E268 5 o0 (R FE AR A9 P ik, 4 [
B, QUM COT 791 JCTA HE B % 2R O T 8
U M 5 4% DNA Z I A8 SR AL )l 365 v i 1
DNA ZI A5 ZHs 2 A 250 MR 2E B ik i 5835, LLOR
IR E P A BN A K
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Species identification for fishes in Xiamen sea waters
based on CO| barcoding

XING Bing-peng, LIN Ru-rong, WANG Yan-guo,ZHANG Zhi-lan
('Third Tnstitute of Oceanography,SOA ,Xiamen 361005 , China)

Abstract : In this study, we collected DNA barcodes based on cytochrome oxidase subunit [ (COI) sequences from

23 species of fish specimens captured in Xiamen sea waters. The mean length of the sequences was 656 bp and the
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average content of T, C, G and A were 29.4% , 28.1% , 18.4% and 24.1% , respectively. The average Kimura
two parameter ( K2P) distances within-species, genus, family and order were 0.21% , 20.50% , 24.47% and
25.62% , respectively. Interspecific genetic distance was much larger than intraspecific distance from composition.
K2P genetic distance values were found increasing with taxonomic level. All species, except for Decapterus maruad-
si, can be differentiated by their CO] sequence. High efficiency of species identification was demonstrated in the
present study by DNA barcoding, and we conclude that CO] sequencing can be used to identify fish species.

Key words: marine biology; fishes; cytochrome oxidase subunit I (COI); DNA barcoding; species identifica-

tion; Xiamen sea waters
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