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HER R LA E E AR FF 5 R R R 6E 11T fh

g B, #EES, A oW, AEF, A
(LT ARIGHERAEA B2 ) 4R L 524006
2. WHRISG Ao AR WA K2 410081
. WG K L SR A A U R TS )R T 524006)

T,

FEE . 1z A @ A 5] 4K JE PCR(Long-PCR) Fu# #l PCR 48 4 & 0y J7 55 & 7 5 70 H & 48 & o
A FhERBE R (R E R W EH TEERNLRE G METaRNEE & XK
DNA 3 [F 4 4 /% 7 ( GenBank % 7 & 4 % 3 FJ171339  FJ416614 , FI824741 ,FI824742 1 NC_
011219) 45 1 Tl & JF 2 I 2 AR R 0y J7 k8 M3 08, B 16 087 32 0 S Rr R 2k O] 4 09 Bb XE o A7
U,y mDNA FE F 4 8y % K38 o X B 5 GenBank w3 # By 54 5 4 B9 JF 71 A 4% 5
FlJR M, UWEE @456 GenBank F It 8 8 2k (B K 4 L 5 940 Rl gk a2 i )
HATWREN Y UREASETHRERANREXRRETREDH, SHAF2EXFET
fao B EAERMERFEFINLE, Z6F RSN EEEME R RSO ERE E 7
FINERE, 13 EARADEEERNMENRRE NN HATTIFE, FEE L
A 4 & R8N ATPase6 Fa cox2; ¥ Wy J§ 7| y ND2 #8 coxl ; 8y § ND6 ,ND3 #u
ATPase8; @4 Cyt b E NI n 6 MER A FE, SMLETHFHKEGE T URE R
GIMMWEEE, LB LR FHKEWZ /N TaEn T,

KR GHE; SARGBERL; 2 FRAHMN

HESES: So17

F Anderson 2271981 4Eil %2 T A% mtDNA
ST AN I 43 A7 L P AL 25 4 R BE R A )
mtDNA J731 i I 2 1 53 A {58328 ¥ 1k Ay 5 A 2l )
i Mk s e A R ) FE R Z —,
1994 4F Avise'*! {ifl 28 % mDNA % 3E 4k 4347 LA
SRS HT AR R AT T s iR . BT, A
b DNA 43 galifl Gl H 5 it KB PCR
(Long-PCR) | St 77 | e 5 DF42 L 5 R f ) |
RNA 25 25 ¥4 T | 5L PR 41 %5040 $2 22 A1 Internet
S FBSCHE J %) ek S 30 5 DR 21 0 43 0 e FR) 4
TEA3 T, — S e b A KL D L BF 5% 7 1 2 AR ff
ST, BORIARBE R A AR 43 R G i AR5 H R 4
SRR K KL . Nagase % 32 i 60 X514,
T EEW P53 T H A %A ( Cypselurus hiraii)
{1 mtDNA 4531 (16 528 bp) ,Manchado 25" iz

I fs HE7:2010-01-13 f&[E] B #7:2010-03 - 29

SCERARIRES : A

FH Long-PCR £ A9 1Y mtDNA B, & I 73 Hr
T RVGPEAAB A ( Thunnus thynnus) () mtDNA 4%
311(16 526 bp) ,Hurst 2 i 5 434 T K PG e
(Salmo salar) i) mtDNA 4% %1 (16 665 bp) , &
2009 4E 11 [ 29 H'' | H 475 5% MitoFish 252k
Ki{k DNA 4271 LR 622 4251 mtDNA
REARTFY], AR ECER TR, T
2006 4 T 4 [CH #4 ( Lutjanus russellii ) 1)
mtDNA 4% %1 ( GenBank J¥ %15 . EF514208)
ORI DNA LR 2 427 5100 7 598 4
ARG M SR AL B 22w 0 R Bl B T
TS A MBI ST, PRIEBLA 20 87 AT 05 B2 1 240 A%
AR WM IE A o AR 3 2R B T s IR A
] 5, DL e e 90 21 5 1 6 T) AT 98 i B2
Zardoya %5'7) Miya 25" | WRIk T FISR L

FENE - @K+ 1 B ST 0 E (2007BAD29B03 ) ; [ 58 [ 48R AL G T H (30972253)

#IFEE X285, E-mail ; liuew @ gdou. edu. cn
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E N EE Sty LY e LA A= Pl
VA B S BT T RGEHACRA T 5
SRR AL, SR, X T 314 mDNA 2= 45 5%
Bz BRI . RIS R s BT
A R Ao ) AR Y R[] R G2 7R 0 2 BT
Ot , o AFAR [ — A S 1) Z2 A Ff | []— b g AN [
AR IAS [7] 3t BERRE (9 KL R P81

ARSOM A5 2 A 1 s 2ok /R DNA R
GEitk AR RS 0y ) BT SERE T s R G
8 ST R 2 A ZORLIR DNA S 4 2 )7
B AETRAAE 73 1 4 e 3 2 b 28 G A S 1 ]
IS, XoF R LA [N 2 1) A Jeks 1A 7 ] 0 26 B T )
R YA IE AVERERT T80T

1 ARSI

1.1 SEIG#H#AN S DNA B2 ER

RFSCER[ 14 - 15] PIE 25 5 DNA K454
()7 1 55 LB T 4, B H A SRR 4 Fh i
i &8 1128 [ o i 5 88 ( Lutjanus bengalensi) | P
WHEH (L. kasmira) (T-4EH 0 (L. sebae) F1 54
EH 8 (L. malabaricus) ] FI% 8 B 1) 48 4
( Rachycentron canadum) , 218 f5 #5151
LA B 2% P B HURE A DNA 4 CHR A7 T
1.2 KB PCR

W 36 W 2 % Kawaguehi 5517 1 55 5 21
S 51y B Sangon W HE AR A F A
KR PCR 54 LA1 1 LA2 473875 51 3 55 4
ANERLIAR DNA J7 31 14K | B Bt , PCR J
WA Z: BMARF 25 pL, & 1 x PCR LA Buffer,
dNTPs 15 nmol, 5|44 20 pmoL ,LA Tag DNA %
4 i (TaKaRa)2.5 U, & DNA %) 20 ng,

P IG5 94 CHAEYE 1 min;98 CAEPELO s,
68 CiR Kk JEMIL 16 min, JEFF 30 ;)5 72 C
FEf 10 min, 0.7% Y B0 L Uk XS 47 48 7 4y ik
Ay
1.3 &# PCR ¥ 1

PIFR R 20 5 19 K5 PCR P24 05 M BEAR, B
BEARIBU E 400 ~ 900 bp [ AH H. 5 & 19/ v B
VAR Z g KR 50 wl, & 1 x PCR Buffer,
dNTPs 10 nmol, 5| #7144 20 pmol, rTag DNA B &
fitf (TaKaRa)2.5 U,DNA #j 20 ng,

PCR N [WIEFRSHCN 94 T HIASPE 3 min,
04 CASPE 42 5,50 ~55 CTiB k 30 5,72 °C HEAfH

55 s, 3t 30 ME R, fr )5 72 C#EM 5 min, F
1. 0% B BRWEEE RS FEL UK A I, 358 M A A AT it s
450, PCR ¥ 3™ Y2 4L [ 1§ Sangon A= ¥ Hi R
8wV AT A E o
1.4 FIHEREFIINSHT

JHl DNASTAR # {4 i) SeqMan #4177 4]
PEHZ , N T4 Bl A w45 31 4ok 1A L R 40 42 )% 91
tRNA Scan-SE1.21" (http: //lowelab. ucsc. edu/
tRNAscan-SE) i %I tRNA 3t A {i & . MEGA
A1 e e L I A 0 o A S
2 H e o 2 1 g 5 JE R L RN 3 (5 F D-loop
X, I L ki A DNA 24 80 (0748 ALk
L5 BALE AR XS Bl EAR 34 . Sequin B3 74|
F132£35 2] GenBank,
1.5 RGNS HIEENAE

13 oo PR A9 A% T IR ARIRE Iz ) ol 2 6 1R
B ER4 B i@ MEGA 4.1 N &A1y CLUSTALW
ST AT R, RS B T HE S B X I
AT 2Bk, DAMBE # {1 v 58 it 4% A ) 4]
(fasta #%3X) B9 PFE . H] MEGA Hi4B 453k (Neigh-
bor-Joining method , NJ 352 ) #97E R 48 &AW, B2
12:(Bootstrap ) #51 0005 AT {5 FE

BARPPAL & L R P9 R GE AL 3 e ) i
L4 Bootstraps FRHX ) & A5 B = R4 8 NI R4
PRI SEPE R B S e, (R 13 2 1 G A 5 R 17
PHETP IR RFEEE R A R R 4T
P R G0 HE R 1 0 B A B 22 R s P R — 37
BT AR, [R5 e B B A B o (AR R AL/
FFHKEE) o

2 R0

2.1 fEEPCR ¥ LR

DL S0 N 42 (1) 3. DNA SR d 10, K BF
Iy AR B KR S5 B W 4, 43 o LAL (4
15 000 bp) F1 LA2(%9 000 bp) (E 1),
2.2 EHPCRYEBHER

SR BEY 3G ) LA1 A LA2 BRRER
AR 4T H AL PCR 3545 2] T 400 ~ 1 200 bp
ANE R Y A (B 2) .
2.3 FIHEMNTINER

o JINAE P B U B b O A
G AP 45 RAPHERMER 27 518 2 &
1% GenBank £ # ¢, 5 5% 5 43 5| 24 FI171339



658 KoFE

¥

34 3%

FJ416614 . F1824741 . FI824742 1 NC_011219, 7F
B 20 1843 B v b SR T B 8 (L. russellii,
GenBank %55 : NC_010963 ) 4} [F] 4y 1 6 # (1)
S ) 78 M 9% ( Pterocaesio tile ,GenBank % 5g 5.
NC_004408) .,

M 1

1 {KE8 PCR =Y k&R
M:\-EcoTl4 marker, 1. T4EHH LAL, 2. 75#H i LAL, 3. T4E{f
B LA, 4. 25870 LA2, 5. F T LA2, 6wl LA,
Fig.1 Long-PCR products of the complete
mitochondrial genome
M: \-EcoT14, 1. LAl for Lutjanus sebae,2. LAl for cobia,
3:LA2 for Lutjanus sebae, 4. LA2 for cobia, 5;: LA2 for L.
bengalensis ,6 ;LA for L. bengalensis.

12345678M

M910111213141516

2 000
1.000

B2 E# PCR &Y IE=WEKENEER
M:Marker DL 2000, 1 ~8: & MBI, 9 ~ 16 ; PUHFH 94
Fig.2 Part of PCR products covering the complete
mitochondrial genome
M :Marker DL 2000, 1 —8:L. bengalensis, 9 —16: L. kasmira.

mAkwa  ULL &, 5 —E s Y
LR A R 2 ) R 2L IS A0, BT 8 £ A
S AR I B G R, A +T &=
T G+C it B 5 FRH SR B 65 1 1
R30S ARG —E 2 5%

ARERE Z A 8 125 1y mtDNA J
P2l 475135 1h 37 A FEPR R St X4, A 66
13 A2 1 T g i JE [, 2 4> rRNA KL, 22 4>
tRNA 3£ [H ( H v (RNA-Ser fil tRNA-Leu %45
A~) ,D-loop AE4wf X, BRAELE 10 4b45 1124965 bp
{14) [B) B P 51 F0 10 A PR E 2 X B, 2850 ) R %
HEZ, T (Rl fR A S S . JEH A ARy
—P, o5 (L-strand ) {04 6% 8 4~ tRNA SE[H]

(Pro .Glu,Ser,Tyr.Cys,Asn Ala.Gln) N ND6 %t
[, HoAy 29 A 5L R B iy 5% (H-strand ) 2 6%, H.
X B BEHEA 3, R D-loop b, HiAR X g <
JE A B,
2.4 RGHLR

DATFIR 5 i) SR S S A | () 5 SR it 25
£1.( Rachycentron canadum ,NC_011219) VE R AN, 14
AT BT 6 v 8 (A S 00 1 ) PR 6
PG DU R T4 SRR S R, DL H
ABFFEE N E BRI (L. rivudatus ) mtDNA 5
A5 13 Fhik (A g (1) B — P 55 517
FNLL I coxl Z5R5IFH 731 R GEHFM o

mtDNA & F 41 % 13 f+ % & 4 24 & B 45 5
5] &9 NI #f B & 3 FIIE 4 /] 0L, 13 AN g
T BE DR P 90 T ) A 1 N I 155 T3 A i/
REARAM 7R 28 0 22 55 J5 T 5 2ok 14 DNA BE K]
#4274 DNA (1) NJ A — 2, [/ H 781
ZEEA AL TR . TAF B9 S R O F 6
(L. malabaricus) B H— 37, BAMNY 4 P8
AN AT B EE A O 2R Ry — 3

100

Lutjanus bengalensis

L. kasmira

L. rivulatus

L. russellii
--------------- Pterocaesio tile

L. sebae

L. malabaricus
Rachycentron canadum

0.05
—_

3 Zktifk DNA EEA£F5IH NJ #

Fig.3 NJ tree of mitochondrial genomes

Lutjanus bengalensis

L. kasmira

L. rivulatus

L. russellii
_____________ Pterocaesio tile

L. sebae

L. malabaricus
Rachycentron canadum

0.05
—_

B4 FBARBGEEHHEFTIN NI R
Fig.4 NJ tree of coding regions

ATHE—FOHBERG ST ZBIAH
cox1 (1 560 bp) Fl cox2 (690 bp) FLFH 4551 #E7 1)
NI WL 5 FIEL 6, 5 13 A FE 9% P 5014 1
PRERT (1 4) Lo, 1 08 J8 P PP R e R A —
. (B 5 SR i A 6 40 T 59— S AR
PR CEAR B Ry 56) , R PO F 8 A0 1 8 — =2
SRS S B BEARA T T R
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100

Lutjanus bengalensis
L. kasmira
L. rivulatus

L. malabaricus
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Pterocaesio tile

Rachycentron canadum

B 5 EHTF coxl EFERY NJ
Fig.5 NJ tree by cox1 gene

100, Lutjanus bengalensis
L. kasmira
L. russellii
L. rivulatus

,,,,,,,,,,, Pterocaesio tile

et
56

L. malabaricus
Rachycentron canadum

0.05

B 6 ETF cox2 EFEG NJ #
Fig.6 NJ tree by cox2 gene

HoAx 11 NI 4781 HE 7 Y NI B S et 1
R RO R IR YA AN P
i — 7 1) EA5 BE 7E ATPase8 J&[H 1) NJ i B
82, HARHEIHR A 99 8 100, AT % A 6 1Y)
PrE BT 5 FAE S, 435 (1) ND2. Cyt b,
ND4 (cox2 Fl NDAL 545 HER — B HAE A T
A SR S 7 L 5 A 1 At 4 e 6 — S
5 (2) cox] [ND3 il ND5 25 HAE 15 64 )& 1Y
Hi;(3) ATPase6 Fll ATPase8 345 H 5 4 4 4
—3¢; (4) NDOSZHFH 5 B L i — 325 (5)
ND1 ZHEH S TR i — 32,

B F coxl £ (barcode) R B 49 4T & %t
e 5 coxl FEH 4751 (1 560 bp) 14 HE Y
NI A (B 5) Ffe, #RELE coxl 2P H 1 coxl 4%
W31 (661 bp) " i NI R (18] 7) il R 26
R o AT B E A O S AR — 3, A T
AP B AN LR L SR A LA 4 R B — S AR
CEAEREN 59) o B E G B TR,

100 Lutjanus bengalensis
5855 L. kasmira
L. rivulatus
59 L. russellii
Pterocaesio tile

L. sebae
DL. malabaricus

Rachycentron canadum

0.02

| I

B7 ET coxl &F I NJ #
Fig.7 NJ tree by coxl barcodes

3 F Cyt b,coxl Fo cox2 BHiEF 5 ¥ 5F &
goatdemt 3 DILPPHERF Sy 3 384 bp,
A EY NI AR UL 8 Jealy i g A 6 1y 437 A T
WHE N CBIGE N 67) o BT WL, i i 3
RIRKELE G 13 D EER DR 7 5 4 8 1Y bn fERS
(& 4) LA Sz Cyt b Fil cox2 PAEEDR#6 2 Y NT i 35k
AR—3, (HAET coxl F R a0 3k (E
5) o M I R AR B A I T b HE R R TR
B

100 Lutjanus bengalensis
L. kasmira

L. russellii

Pterocaesio tile

L. sebae

L. malabaricus
Rachycentron canadum

100

0.02

| I

8 ETF Cyt b,coxl A cox2 EFEHIERF TR NJ #f
Fig.8 NJ tree by the combined sequences of

Cyt b,cox1 and cox2 genes

2.5 ZREFERGHUASMEAEEFTNH
#HR

R iA DNA 2751 13 />3 R 9F 35 5 91
coxl Z5R5 7 LA B B 1) L PR B A e i) NT &
Gk HERT 4 1 000 ¥R Bootstraps 6 56 3k BURY BAS
FEECE RN B A B 1 3 B gtk 1
F7s o

AR 13 AR PHE T S R BRI R e T
FAFER P A, B0 A5 S AR AR B AR T
J A AR FA . 38k, Cyt b coxl Fil cox2 3 4
BL R PFHEF 51 (3 384 bp) I EAF B (N =449) 1
S TR A

1M cox1 &A% 77 (1 B A5 BE (N =352) b T
FEHEAE TR IR T coxl )75 E
fEHE (N =414) . A coxl 5505 7 5 19 {5 B 4t
(N/L=0.53) % cox]1 £F%(N/L=0.27)H L
FiE.

BAFEDR R BN He BRE AR BE N i s B G HE
51, ND2(1 047 bp) [ R G4 B A5 B2 BN i =
(N=419), H K2 coxl (1 560 bp, N =414) .
ATPase6 (683 bp, N =404 ) Fll cox2 (691 bp,N =
395) . ATPase6 il cox2 [ DNA J§51 - i B 3 45
TR , A B 15 S 5 (N/L) 435 0. 59 Al
0.57, BERTHE . HIL /EEVAX TR
Moo ny & gt e 53 #r, # FH ND2 | cox1 [ ATPase6
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I cox2 REM & B 15 L. ND6 \ND3 Fil
ATPase8 JUE (5 BRAFAEW] RALH, (HIE B 5
W RAR T AN . ATPase8 [ WA JE N W] A2 -

FEN/L =1.20 iR T HANEE N, ST N (T i T
FCAbIEDN XE LIRS v B AR L R G o HL At 2
AN Cyt b SF RN — B

&1 mtDNA SRELEERM BEES T
Tab.1 Analysis of bootstrap values of mtDNA NJ-tree

LN mtDNA J351] XA EEEAM(N)  REIEESRE >S50 MEFEEMM) HEES R
overall mtDNA (L) bootstrap value (N/L) bootstrap value (M/L)
performance sequence length sum(N) N per nucleotide ( >50)sum(M) M per nucleotide

miDNA £:¥5 16 340 500 0. 04 500 0.04

mtDNA complete sequence

BORLIR 8 1 R 751 11 440 497 0.04 497 0.04

mtDNA CDS

Cyt b + coxl + cox2 3 384 449 0.13 449 0.13

EZii ébd%a.rﬁfjoding 661 352 0.53 352 0.53
#f good ND2 1047 419 0.40 375 0.36
#f good coxl 1 560 414 0.27 414 0.27
1R 4&f very good ATPase6 683 404 0.59 404 0.59
R 4T very good cox2 691 395 0.57 395 0.57
H medium Cyt b 1140 382 0.34 757 0.66
# medium ND5 1 840 375 0.20 375 0.20
1 medium ND4 1 381 361 0.26 315 0.23
H1 medium ND1 975 359 0.37 359 0.37
#1 medium NDAL 297 358 1.21 358 1.21
#1 medium cox3 787 329 0.42 252 0.32
2% poor ND6 522 311 0. 60 189 0.36
2% poor ND3 350 277 0.79 207 0.59
2% poor ATPase8 167 200 1.20 82 0.49

LR 75 IR A5 RS S R A PR 42 4]
11 R G A5 38 TR 7K 20 R 4 A5 9% 1R
W19 Ky ATPase6 Fi cox2; i 1 J5 51| iy ND2 Fi
cox1 ; ND6 ND3 F1 ATPase8 %% ; f14% Cyt b fTEN
Hoar 6 PR A 4%

3 he

3.1 HABEMRSHL

Sl &5 N Biiws 1RO B P EE RN ANE) I RG0S
REWIHTRE AT A THEZEE, —J5
17, AT KSR A {5 B2 B e 7 ok 1 7 310 A
[7i] X B () AR AAE o B A 3 141X B 5 5 — o ] LA
Bl Sk BRI P A DR (14 3R A5 5 22 1) 47 B 8 o
A 5T 1 SeiE i i E mtDNA 3£ R 42 7 31 FR B
PR E— 25 B T 8 i £ 28 Rk R R A R R
Allen FTEZS 2 R GUHE R AR 0 R S5 25 5 it
Tl 2w B AR SEE ™ L LASMEL 20 R, ELAR
WA 4 Fsis aghar IR SN AR
TIN5 R DU A o 6 SR 8 B A o S T DX A

T PR 5 AR e, s & e 4
WA o TEA SIS R GE AL REERUE DA AT] oy 2 2%
KRG AR o 33K 541 8 & ) g
A — 255k 7 FRATT T R I S A R
TR 5800 TA3 28T B AL FEAE AR
3.2 ENHESEHNs XM EHRIA

FeAly BEEE 8 T M55 R} ( Caesioninae) , 1%
ARG J& T 6875} ( Lutjanidae ) , 3985 5k 4 Ho A 37
FHEARL ( Caesionidae ) ™, ok %2 phy T W B} 1
KEA PR Y VF 20 0E, G an i K g Ay
W/IN, R IE Y UGS AR A 7 S F Rk
M £ 25 43 2K 24 B0 4 J%E Fishbase (http: // fishbase.
fishinfo. cn/search. php ) P BHRMUFE 4 SR, 73
Sy EE 68 PR} (Etrlinae ) | §3 7. #} ( Lutjaniane ) |
W22 1) W4 IV B} ( Paradicichthyinae ) [z 481 & F& 7.7}
(Apsilinae) , 31 17 J& 2y 105 Fh, HFERFLC sk
SEHR . SR, S0 A 3 1 8 EC 4 B miDNA
2PN Hr il R 68 A} ( Lutjaniane ) 5 4 6 74}
Ay /N, Miller 2517 32 FH 28 Bi 4K 16S tRNA FI
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Cyt bEEP P I 45 R WA -5 1 B 0
FHYR R 23800, A SRR AR SR o
SEH R o ARSCIEE R ) Sl WA Al 4 5 1 4 )
(YA SR bl L S 3 7) L LR S P VAR - )
SR SRR AR} AT 25 0 S A AT O
AR o
3.3 RG#HASHTE) mtDNA FFHliERF

Zardoya % XPHHESI I T 45 A R G
TEEAT 53T, Miya %5 K BRIGH %1 % 8 F &
WPETIBETTER AT 2] TN 2 H Y FLBCAE R (3R
2) o fAITAIBFFEAE H —Broc Bl — 28 4598 1 10
A3 BREE % IR ND6 1R 5% & {7 8
FUFHZEAY 1T Miya %5 (9 BFSE 45 Rh, B R T
ARH ZE ISR RIRAE 55 1A Cyt b cox3 FI ND1

SRRSO T Miya DR R TR KA A AR
WUF FER I BRIRE 25 A coxl S5
R H Miya 5 0B SR AR # I , 7E 5K
BN e— b i H R & B RS
FRIE HABF 5T & 2598 HL BT W - X ATPase8 |
NDAL ND4  ND5 253t [ 1) P — 2k, {5 X ND6
FER TN 25 K o X — 7 THI AT BE VR 4040 B
B AT AR IR {H 2 i SN W] B e 1 1 7 22
ANFVFED Rk — et R, P 43 2 B e A
[F) T 7 R SE MR B 2 e — D E S R . X 45
R PRI 43 Z G0 2 v I DR FH 1 ) A ) 2
PE, B A SCE T 858 B 588 IR AR R
mtDNA A [7] 5 PR E A0 R, %o 52 B g FH H AR
TR e Iw i e S BT JINN o SRk (<A

R2 Ltk DNA ERHEERERE
Tab.2 Phylogenetic performance of mtDNA protein-coding genes

N %Tﬁ*ﬁﬁ]%” Chen S J,et al. for

] BB SR THE ML Miya SRFHE65D HEESLTFIEE
Miya,et al. for

e S

Guo Y S,et al. for this study for

gene vertebrate teleosteanr!’ teleostean Perciformes ' lutjanus
DI il il 0 i
medium medium poor medium medium
D2 1 i g i i
good good medium medium good
ol o % R i #
good medium very good medium good
o2 Gk Gk b it itk
medium medium good very good very good
A TPased % % T 2 % %
poor poor very poor poor poor
ATPase6 % % %= N ARG
poor poor poor medium very good
o % % it i i
medium medium very good medium medium
ND3 pe pe g % %
poor poor medium poor poor
NDAL % %= kw2 %= ey
poor poor very poor poor medium
DA i o R i i
good good very good good medium
DS 1 e i i i
' good good very good good medium
DG 2 i T 2% s %
medium good very poor very good poor
. o % o i i
- good medium good medium medium

% EE B LR 7E mDNA I [H 4 L) e 4% 2%
PRl A R AN B30 53 P, BT T wfl LR R B 5 3k
Ao BTl (5 BE B EHOR R o AR TR 73 o 1 B s 1Y

TIN5 BATER T coxl BRI 42 FF 5 FI coxl
ek & Cyt bocoxl Fll cox2 3 A>3 K ) BF
FE P 5 FGT oy B PR Y F A, T AT Y 4 s 5



662 KoFE

¥

34 3%

& 19 51K B2 ) T ZR G A 1) A i A W) S 1
SR A B KB 4 ke A T SO 3 TS [ i
6] (N ZR oAb 2K 6 R IR EMETT LR
H B PR E] B A AR [ 51 LA B 97 K
SN T R TG
3.4 itk DNA 25 5IIE A EHRiT

B 2 AOm 2K mDNA 4 5 1) 2 78 4 R b
IR FH 45 90 00 BT A A e i 1) B, T, A
IR TR B S FL3h Y, B 1 000 £
T sl s R 4 e 9 35 00 5 Ok, 3R TR B
VR, — B35 4 Ff . (D Long-PCR B2k (A Sk
DL 23 A 2 A~k LS AH B T & 19 DNA KA B
PEATY S BFFE N G2 R A —Fh oy i, i
— i BEAR 0 2 A PR 440 8 S Y 5 @ 2
052 H AT JE 4 B mEDNA 42 51 #6471 315
Yy, R F# ML PCR AR 1 1h & DNA Hixf £k
PRIER ALY 1 TR IR — BRI T 5 kb #
DNA F B, 365 HL o e o ok 2 At A7 )32
3) R A SR 74 53T BT mDNA 44 # DNA 3¢
Vi, AR PEE . @ M) S % A A
FEpRE . ABIFGE 3 0I5 o — S O £ 25
BVl 2 57 14 B4R 42 7 81 I SR B T KR PCR
P eI A s . K BE PCR A A
HIE T i DNA AR/ AR A 2 4% i, o (R30E 1 4
WA, Bt T g B SE R S T . (R, )
FCH 8 (1 2014 DNA 435k BRI 20 7 47 i1 ) 5 2 2
SEAE Oyt b Fl1 cox2 FEFR 42 4] (0 52 143 KLl
F. jEit Cyr b Fl cox2 3LIH 42 FE 31| ffg BLAST 4%
B R MR B B 2 I—E
LR K DNA R8G50 T 7 0K BEY
BB, s | W A — i TR
Ky, L2520 % DU SRS, S B 388 T Al
2 R R R BAh, 7B T A KR
PCR ) v [ 3k 2R A o A7 70— E MEJE . AT
FHUT K BE PCR 5% # PCR ARZES & ()7 L3I
R o A0 AR BE 5 | 0 8 PR R, 78 A B A
TR N — % 0 PCR MR . SO0 45 3%
WY B0 PCR 45| 4 A0 354 75 57 3 ) 4 6 ) &2
AYIFP LA 0 5T [ 2 R A BT R
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Performance of mitogenomic coding regions within genus
Lutjanus molecular phylogenetics

WANG Zhong-duo'**, TAN Wei'?, GUO Yu-song'”, LIU Li"*, LIU Chu-wu'*** | LIU Yun®
(1. Fisheries College ,Guangdong Ocean University ,Zhanjiang 524066 , China ;
2. College of Life Science ,Hunan Normal University ,Changsha 410081, China;
3. Key Laboratory of Agriculture in South China Sea for Aquatic Economic Animal of
Guangdong Higher Education Institutes ,Zhangjiang 524066 , China)

Abstract: The entire mitochondrial DNA sequence ( mitogenome ) of five species, Lutjanus bengalensis ,
Lutjanus malabaricus , Lutjianus sebae , Lutjanus kasmira and cobia( Rachycentridae ; Rachycentron canadum)
were determined using long PCR and primer-walking methodology with universal primers,and their GenBank
Accession numbers are FJ171339, Fl416614, FI824741, FJ824742 and NC _ 011219, respectively. The
mitochondrial genomic sequence in snappers and cobia are similar to other vertebrate mitochondrial genomes
with respect to gene order and genomic organization. Phylogenetic relationships derived from mtDNA
sequences of Lutjanus russellii, Lutjanus rivulatus, Lutjanus bengalensis, L. malabaricus, L. sebae, L.
kasmira ,cobia and dark banded fusilier ( Caesioninae ; Pterocaesio tile)) were incongruent with those derived
from morphological taxonomic analyses. Beyond expected , high homogeneities were observed between some
lutjanids and fusilier, belonging to Lutjaninae and Caesioninae. Further efforts may clarify the phylogenetic
relationships among these snappers. Moreover, we investigated the performance of all thirteen mitochondrial
protein-coding genes to recover the phylogenies. According to these tests, mitochondrial protein-coding genes
can be roughly classified into four groups at the level of genus:of very good (ATPase 6 and cox2) , good
(cox1 and ND2) ,medium( cox3 ,NDI,ND4 ,NDAL and ND5) ,and poor( ND3,ND6,and ATPase 8). And
we inform that simple length differences and rate differences between these genes cannot account for their
different phylogenetic performance. We advice the careful selected genes and their combinations should be
helpful for high resolved phylogenetic analysis for different level taxon.
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