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RIS ERELE XN E

o#Y O RREY, R O, dEm wPE Bk’
(1. P EEEREER AR, IR H5  266003;
2. HEBEGSETEVIRAT, WIS SAERSE SRS, LR 55
3. P EBEBEIFIT A BE, JLET 100049)

266071;

WE: a5 EEA KN EXFRA A, 24 DNA & &(2.5 pg/2C) 1 WAF,
FAER., FHEMELEIABENGRASEEABMNET 52 RASWERKERHALE, &
C-18 4 (0.90+0.06) pg, w75 H 17 #| £ 2L F 41 K /)N 47 (880.2+58.68) Mb, H &, F K . IE# fr
B B C-18 4 5] 4(0.93£0.05), (0.90£0.05)71(0.840.02) pg. & JH Mk 5T #F A t 436 3t b 4~
HEr: (1) ERSEFHFHRSERAANZEAZRALE, RAGTHSEREANE R
MX —EEETFAEAMRNE; Q) FEEAAARTSHAERTHHNSERA K
Nz B EREER, FERFETHHANSERNAR L DN FE(EE)RBIIE THELRL,
WHEN, FERFHNEETEMNGRAS T EENESLBLIFNL DNASEFEF ., L
B C-HEMENK B T EETHERNER, ARAEESE MM LESEZRARNFR
B B, Bt T C-EGHMIAZ K E,

XEIR: RS, EEA KRN, mAHEEAK
hESES: Q78559174

135 il 2 (Apostichopus japonicus, Selenka),
PRI Z:, J& R 3111 (Echinodermata), ¥i#7EE[]
(Eleutherozoa), i 2 #{ (Holothuroidea), 18 F H
(Aspidochirota), #I|ZF}(Stichopodidae), 1/5H]Z )&
(Apostichopus), L I #5 Fh U] 32 850045
AbEh 35°%) 44 PG RN R JLEMRE i
2%, 4 HAM SR R e T . e
P, 1WA H BFIL IR 2 W 58 SEAb 1) T M VS i
= SRR T E E AR A R P AR
e, IS DU DA B2 97 R (g A1) {8 Ol ik 57 3] OC
TAIAR, KRB AER N, Bl RZSFRMaEt
R as C AL AN K SR A B 20, S TR [ K SR
W B A BB SRR S Fh 22—

LR ZH R /NCE)E — DR A5 1A ) DNA
i, %N DNA &k, s EAFS] . 45
WL EES % . LAY, B4y

s BHA: 2011-09-29 &= BHA: 2012-02-06

X EkFRERD: A

PR ARIE R 4] DNA B EEE R, Hit,
R A A AR E R CAH, AIEMEAYIF Y
— RESESE SR, BRI R I Rl R 41K
/N5 A 3R OO R a5 R PR LA — 2 A A
Ktk HBBHC IR, XANIG A A 1 D R
W P E R IR A BT, XAEAR KAFERE FIEh T
I PRI 20 /N B 118 it = DL R 3 PR 2 /N AR T
AT E, A A58 s R SR 14K, I
KNI 1T PRI 8 R AR A N

HHT, A 12 R 2 i+ DNA it
(C-E)RM e, FEA PRI 6O — AR % B THE
(feulgen densitometry, FD) , S /RAR Y @ — {4 /0 #r
#:(feulgen image analysis densitometry, FIA), ¢t
SE BT (bulk fluorometric assay, BFA), (4l
MEA (flow cytometry, FCM)%, H:rb i =040 il R
(FCM) LA i il 25 A . A3 Bt . ARG RS |

BENE - H KN = mBARPE R R TTI(2012AA10A412); [E 5K A AR 2= RE 40 H (41076103,40976089,41176139)

BIES : IKIE %, E-mail: xjzhang@qdio.ac.cn
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HE, 25 ORISR KNI 2 687

B R A R R SR U S R 2 RN A
0 . 200 B JR 30 20 B 2 4 8 i ol e 32 Xk 3
ARSI B o DAAE XTI 2 B 58 2 a4 S
2L R B SRR SR A T, T 3
ZH R /NFIRRAE 25 7 TR AR EF R HL iR B =, H &
it F i 2 Y e R B B AR 0 R,
| S LA KN, AU F 3= 5 % PR %) 40 i 5t
G285 s BT 2L L, 0] DAk o 2 3k PR 4] S
JE ey 3 D T ik PR A 2 AR 5 B AN ] Bl Bl 1)
HEMTCA RIS RAET FE PG S0 78RN 3R A
s A

L PR S ris

1.1

s A AR B 0 m 1t I (LR ) 7 5
B2 22 H, ZIRMEREHRZ 15 H, ILRES
W5 LT AR XN TR AR 2 15 (@ Fiok B
F—&m) ), it 52 J, sl S50 e F 3ok
(90+5)g, JITA R ZHE i 37 T o [ B2 B Vi v A
FERTEE Y E RS A

FRERE R X (Gallus domesticus)ZL Ifil 41 il
FRUERE % B BD 23 H] (DNA QC Particles).

B, MBEMoARE KR PIEUEA
WE)VJLR W Sigma A H], e E T E B
alia

144 6B OHLHL(Eppendorf 5804 R). i
41 (Beckman Coulter Cytomics FC 500 MPL);

IR A . CXP #4F(Beckman Coulter); SPSS
17.0.

1.2 Ak

RS2 iSRS & FH A S i BB 2
PRI 2 mL, WY, 400 B 4 C
2 500 r/min &5.0> 20 min, P PBS ¥R 2 IR &G,
FH 300 puL PBS EH A IF AN .

HARNEENRE Hil 5 7 P9 B 240 B
LI 700 pL A Jo/K 2B, S tip 3252
AT, FEOMRAT, 4 CoKAR P e i Je A,
400 H i 1 BEBR 2520 90, 4 °C 5 000 r/min &0
5 min, JUIEMN PBS Z kv 1~2 Ik, &0 )50
NS AL M AN AR ERE S, A 1 mL UL EE(PD)
YL (100 mL Y4 h 45 PI 5 mg, RNAse 2 mg, Tri-
ton-X-100 1 mL, A= FEERIK 65 mL, #FERREN 100
mg, pH=7.2~7.4)F &, 4 CHEEYfs 2 h,

= 4 R A A F PR 2H RN AR
Beckman Coulter Cytomics FC 500 MPL i 241 fifd
I E#EFT, JeRA 488 nm WG KR, RIEH
(625+10) nm AYRGHEAAGIN PL & S956. Pl
JE— T CYRE, B S 34 5] bt A BURE 1% 2 1
Fexrrp, XF DNA ARt ta, 78 Gt
i A5 DNA [ S IE e, i DNA g AEXT 7
T2t AT LR 3 2K SR 1) ) 5 R R o AR
5T LA AR HEAE i A A SN A HE A A IS FEAE A
AR, 38 3k EAEXS I bR fERE 5 00 SR G (R 1 A%
LR, RS0 A RN AT

2C=Xy/XcuxCH

K, C FoRTFFMRISHAE S A5 R DNA 5 i
Xy FRFER I PEICIRIE; Xy FRARPRUERE it 1 2¢
JEE S ; CH APRUERE L ) DNA 7 8(2.5 pg/2C).

2 %
2.1 HEmNE

By @I E X FE RIS S R MERE B
O B0 < 25 0] DL 1), HIBHE S 5 AL 1

Y bR ERE S E T S

BEHERUE WA EE 2)
TR, WAFEMRL TS HES . SR H 5
T, RITRAFES S AR 2 0] X 5 R AT PRUE
X021 1fi 240 LR HEAE it T FFAE PR b 0 ofl) 2 35 PR 20
FIN, S S

BRPIREBERXEHMEN N T HEHFW
B DAL X 40 ST ARG 1000 58] %) 0 Sl O S ok 1 R
MM P FT A, 7E3CHNMAR D @ SERE dh L
HHR/NG, B ARV BT K IIRE i B &
(0P AR

NG I AT = s A 4 i R N VA= = B 8 |
(18 A A LTS 7 5 ARSI HRASHIN HE 26 (5 5 BRI,
AT LA S 3 X A S ol 5 5 TR A /N T A
FPNAG SRR S AL N, JFRZEY
FIEFHE, BRI 2 e

RS ERAKNNE e 52 4
FEGh, RS S RECPERITE 5% LN (Kl 4), Hrhp
HRFEM 22 H, IERFEM 15 H, BPERRS 15 H,
HfR 1A DNA & it (C-E)SIT R &R 1, hi# 1
LA, BIRBE R 5K DAN S EEIME N
(0.93+0.05) pg, FHHAMATA DNA it F3(E
“41(0.90+£0.05) pg, HFAFEIA AR DNA & FI(E
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49(0.84+0.02) pg, EFHIME#(0.90+0.06) pg. HILLiT  (880.2+48.9). (821.52+19.56)F/1(880.2+58.68) Mb(1 pg=
B EHARIZ SR A N H12(909.54+ 48.9) 978 Mbl7),

2 2
2 o
L CH @ Al
g 5
=
g 3 L
S =]
o (=
v
=
2t t
g 2
0 1023 0 1023
relative DNA content relative DNA content

E 1 woERRCEMEISHRRNEEANRER
AJ: JISHE; CH: ARERESL (D),
Fig. 1 The histogram of G. domesticus and A. japonicus sample
AlJ: Apostichopus japonicus; CH: Gallus domesticus.

o P
S =1
= i
; = L
[4s]
i " CH
- Al
o L =] ™ L s 1 " L L L 2
1023 0 1023
FS Lin FS Lin
2 RAHSHER=E(E)MPILEHRG)H=E

SS: M F LSt FS: mTmIMAHUH; PL. BUETRNE; AJ: SHISHES TR A AIIEE, CH: ShRiRE i )% L A 40 i

Fig. 2 Dot plot of the quality preparation(left) and PI dyeing effect(right) of mixed samples
SS: side scatter; FS: forward scatter; PI: propidium iodide; AJ: cell population of A. japonicus; CH: cell population of G. domesticus.

(a) "] ULYGAEI  optical detection (b) ZEVEHKEM  fluorescence detection

B3 FIAFRSALN R AR

Fig. 3 Optical and fluorescence detection for the FCM sample of A. japonicus
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5 Xk, A (2R A RN I E 689
v
=l
o
@
] Al
3
e
(=]
2 L
:
0 1023
relative DNA content
(a) &IK aestivation
i 2
-+ =+
g z |
5 5 CH
A !
o =]
£ §
£
g L E
2 F
0 1023 0 1023
relative DNA content relative DNA content
(b) IE# normal (c) B4 wild

E4 ER. EENFERSHFRERERRCERAMEBIOUELSR

Al: FIZHE b CH: BRifERES (1),

Fig. 4 The histogram of A. japonicus(aestivation, normal and wild) and G. domesticus mixed samples

AIJ: Apostichopus japonicus; CH: Gallus domesticus.

22 BIRSIEEFSHEER DNA FEMLLE
XoF BB 5 TE AN DNA 2 B (i 7 AR A
SIHT R IR, PIAEEACER B IE &40 A, TRz ST
FEAS t K BE A T2 0T . Levene’s J5 22 5546 06 45 TR
KIPEAA T 22 550 (F=0.002, P=0.961), J5#
FEPERE t KR SE R (t=1.773, df=35, P=0.085)% M,
i 0=0.05 KK, % Hoo INHBIFEA Z 8] Y 22
SR, BEIRS IEF SRR A KN Z H
WAHHBHZES,
2.3 AEEMEZGTHRISHEEER DNA SEMEEER
Xof B A= ) 2 b 3 (PR R B R B R (0 3fi =
DNA & 5 PRSI AEAS U380 BT 26 B, 7R LA
5 2ZAE 1 (F=5.810, P=0.023), J5 2Z23EF5 RN t 46
45 R (t=3.694, df=19.159, P=0.002)Z /N, %
0=0.05 MK, FE48 Ho, N NPIFEAZA] 1) 25 57
PR, BPEF AR PREE N A o) 2 R0t 3 (6132 ) SR A 20

B R BRI Z R KO NMETE B % 25 5, IAEAY
&, ATt s () FR PR BT B3 2 CH L
AR HIZ: C-H K.
24 AEBSHERTH C-EXMLE

TE S 5L R A KN E D I, L E T 47
Tk e shty CAH, WS AL FE/HKHRITH C-
o= HN TR 20 G H TAEBNE .
AN TR 2 B HE T AT BEAEAS [ AR B b 5% me 0 2 45
SR, DT 1) 553 4 o ) 35 R 4 /N T e o

WSS HZEKN C-EFERKNESR,
PN IR e T HilE S PIE R C-
B IF AR Fe ok, S i Ak b A5 A0 X 58 B9 B T B
S PE CEHi KR EVET B AEF A3,
H R H PP 54 5K H) CAEZE R, CAHA
M EHEL
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F1 H&C-EMNEL
Tab.1 Test results of C-value of A. japonicus
C-fli/pg C-value

R ; _ - MAEY) CAER/Mpg
sample no. ‘(’@,ij,%([ﬂi@).(f"ﬂ%) TS (L) %]?‘.*;E C-value( X +SD)
aestivation normal wild
1 0.938679 0.893954 0.831954
2 0.929245 0.907205 0.877483
3 1.009434 0.902775 0.852649
4 0.938679 0.911585 0.831954 0.90+0.06
5 0.919811 0.92037 0.823675
6 0.863208 0.863014 0.831954
7 0.966981 0.960162 0.815397 0.93+0.05(Z )
8 0.985849 0.843161 0.807119
9 1.004717 0.849724 0.844371
10 0.863208 0.988867 0.836093
11 1.023585 0.838716 0.856788 0.90+0.05(1F %)
12 0.929245 1.015353 0.877483
13 0.853774 0.927026 0.869205
14 0.84434 0.829801 0.831954
15 0.95283 0.880609 0.885762 0.84+0.02(*EF )
16 0.891509
17 0.915094
18 0.943396
19 0.882075
20 1.023585
21 0.948113
22 0.929245
x2 TREEEHEBT CEHLR
Tab. 2 Comparison of mean C-value of some different sea cucumbers
4 H #t i W5E Jr ik C {H/pg
Class Order Family Species method C-value
154 AL H iR
Holothuroidea Apodida Synaptidae .
Leptosynapta tenuis BFA 1.80
HEF H B#ZH
Aspidochirotida Holothuriidae Holothuria floridana BFA 230
TSR
Stichopodidae Stichopus californicus BFA 079
Stichopus diabole FD 0.99
Apostichopus japonicus FCM 0.90
T H e
Dendrochirotida Cucumariidae Cucumaria rubi BFA 3.10
Thyone briareus BFA 1.70
Thyone mexicana BFA 1.90
Thyone gemmata BFA 4.40
Thyonepsolus nutriens BFA 2.30
R
Psloidae
Eupentacta sp. BFA 2.00
FZH FZH
Molpadida Molpadiidae Molpadia arenicola BFA 0.85
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3 9B
31 EFEAESENELRIERAELE

FRLA0T Y B PR A B 1 A i A AR 43 B i (bio-
chemical analysis, BCA), M TR 4L 5
S S35 B B A R, TS B B 4t DNA &5 5
AR, B R 2550 DNA &R ARG
KYIFh 2C DNA i, AL Amkfe C-{Eil
E ERNFHE IR A IrEEOR A, K
JEE AR B R A DNA 28N RO BRI 28505
Y (Ultra-violet spectrophotometry )t ¥4 FH > il
FEL CAER/D, B T IR 2= O AR A %
SRl FE R ZH DNA & & 1926 Hrizs (BFA) & H]
2857 DAPI (4',6-Diamidino-2-phenylindole) 55
DNA " H S5 G G ERE BRI RSt s kot %
T, HPOEA R TR, A5 202 058 B i
LIRS DNA (8, 960N DAPL R 5
PRI, B SR EE TR, WS R 5 5 12k i) R A
JERILE T A R . B, PR Rt
R g a5 m DL DGR WSO RE A B 0 A B, ELARHESD
T CEME Y KR, IR R T B O 4
Y6 4 R (scanning microspectrphotometry), ‘& JHER
T A A AR T ARAS B R e 5 G i AN I — B
iR 208 A E] DNA AR K W' i 4%
G, HUESR TR R R, XA AR R
— RARF R (FD); PR MR G (a— BRI Bk
(FIA)HE 2 F B F i AR o e i, T i
N R S 3 ok 8 5 MILART 3 %) T8 A5 3R 1R K Ak
7 B2 AR TR] IR AR G e — AR B B T AR R
MY —EUR S HTEE, i XA AR (FCM) 3 ideh:
T B RO OCAGE R A T R AR, A R AR A
FE b B O - S B8 HEA, AR B EUN G Ik
PSS AL S Lk v 5 5, BT AR
B[] ARSI K B A RORE T, AN, iR BEAERE b
B XA AR TR B RCRE 10 M4, FE Sl R4
RANEARZE S, JEIGR 4 972 Fhsh¥iy C-(H,
it FH e 2 0 7 12 2 R AR e 0 — W A5 5 R Tk
(FD)(MSE 2594 DRI, 15 39.78%), HUG A4
JA AR (FCM)GISE 1 653 DIFR, 5 25.35%)A K%
FIRMRGE O— IR HTIEFIA) M E 1232 45,
hi 18.89%), K P41k (BFA) Ml & i AP
A 47280, & 7.27% T IRAGARN E C-HIX
ST JF A T2 e R AR SR A T T S At A

AR, A AT AT, A R, A SRAR X
Fiefh, A A AR O AR R et —
B A RA WS I —Fh C-EIE L. R’
IR O— R G Hrik n] LU C-IE Y[R,
AT ARG A e AR H A R Y, (R
H CER B BRI PSR R,
M AERR AT, WRIR T e 2558 B,
e JLAR I, A i 3 = A0 AR E
DNA [ a8 i, BB — PR A
KN, Hd O (20 R4 E LN )R DNA
Jr BUEAT K-mer 2047 AT LIAG TN 41R) C-EER/D,
SR 1T A2k DR 2 g 30 e e S B AN R 2 R b T LA
BY I, M H 2 DNA W7 R A B 57
S e B A5 BEAR R, K-mer MR AEAE K A T
B, AR CH(E RN B i AN HER

gi ERTIA, ZENAR/NIE, AR
AN [ B 25 BEBREAT 2o AN TR R JEE (OS2I R 25 24 o X
TR AR R ASCI 5 e PR RIS, S M & 2R e
Tl e e 014 A DR R AR 14 ) T N
PREGIEE . — 7 T, 20 P 1 2 e S B
JESLIR ARG I, S0 A A A 1 RO SR 2 23
ZR 2 0 2 — 2R, KRR RL A REAS H S8 SE i
B, HAE PR, XA HE S R X
IR BB IR P A A AR A R o 55— D5 T, AR
PPt &R i A R 7 — D EE R, R
6 HCA P s 2 DR 4 2 R /N T IR i, U
SR BORUR 2 AR A bR A DR 4 R i
PRI T, WA B DX 03 PRI il B4 5 G I E,
SPREERIERE 2 A 25 . BRAE DNA 2 BARIE)Y
e P 10 0 i s PR 4 R/ INA T S RE A A L IX
or ARRE . BRI T R HLAR 5 3RA5 AL
A S ) R AR S R P T B 1Y
R 214 I 40 PO 00 A g SE IR AR, T8 HORY
ZLIM AR NP AU TR 58, A 1 el A
. B 7RSS, BeA R RBFAE, K 2 AR
FLUL S H RS i U 5 A AR iy (H83 ) W AN A
] — 2 St B b, o AR Bl DX o3t 2 R b i
Rl () B 2 LA
32 4£EEFECEMXE

TieHHY), CAUTER, NGNS
YR E 2 A SR — e, ARA
it . L DR 2R/ e PR B IEAR DG,
AR/ N EAH R, S AR R Y G R,
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¥R 36 %

ARSI T, o A0

5 20 AR 3 2 B DO 5 i A A R
A ST DR 5 i A R A R R /N S 6 A
S9200 U IR A K/ IN 5 R i f FR B 1Y) 26 2R 1
ANER T, (RORAT HAE B, T DA R A A
a0 SRR AE s S P i A TR (9
PHELG, TERIREAN], SRR R AR 4
R AR, P2 EMBSE R TIEFIRE,
AR CHEth 5 B ARAFAE — e A . (EAIFSY
SEREW, WS EIRSIERW A C-HERIALE
(P>0.05), RITHEIZEDT IS ) A S K0T
FERH KNG IR — A BN AR e
33 WMEEFE C-EMXER

1E4 R 1k, ANesiEY), HHE K HR/NE IR
FhZ A AR B 25 XA S, 2
K20 DNA & i X R 22 gl o el T4 . &
B WP SRR N A 22 S I Y, X T R
J& DNA XFHREE £ 138 7 i 25 22 AT iR 9 & B,
WhE T 2R . 4 MEHRS DNA &5 L IEAH
K27 R R — 4 Fh, AbTER R R AR R,
HILHZH DNA 5t PR 2 A58 A [8] T A T 22
5, XEEY) T HGE 2, TR IEER 4] DNA
TR NS S 16% A9 R A AL, D
KAE 4 FhbAkI2E R DNA SRR M S 4Ly
o FE I XTI 25 5 B TR X 4

AT 2R, A Sl 2 a] ) 5 5 41
K/NEH AR, SR % B e R T,
C{BLAEAS T 252 4028 11 25 S A AR Y 4 ), 3 o 22
SRR 5 2P T b PRI R R Mk DG B
Bl N EAFAER G o AE SIS, TR R
A7 R e X £ 2 5 DR 4 A /NP0 A £ 2K L R 4
e N, SR AT AL PR R A R s, (R
B RERRAE, FERAF IR A S P A 2 4 P,
TR IR 7GR A EE Vg K T/ A 7 BRI AT B R
FEPRI LR PO 2200 Tt PR A Y3 i BE 4 Ak, BRI T
FER B RACUt, R TE MM sFIRE, mieka
Mo FERE R, T2 R RS 2 AL S /MR £, VTR
e Z, R T 2RI, E A
ZH AR A AR 2 /INB YR DR 2 AR X BT K 8 £ A 7 B
R T R (1 B 5 AR o O B 3 Iy A A R, A TR A
T 2 RETEIRE . TEORL S BVE K R IE S |
TR Z R b BB R A TR

FEAPY R £ 2 bR M £ 2K A TR
PLZ, 5 A 2R B B i R 4 A B R i 3R (R 4
W gT el SR —a 2253, R R A BB A T A i 4% il
ANE PR A, AR IR TR SR S Z R A
IBLEE, N ER WY F (N2 MRS EH %
SER B i, 7R RS AT A i A B A BT
2 DNAPY, HIF5ERW], fefse s NS
(14 £ 2 R A /NPT T R, X R
AIREIRIAEE T OCEMEZh Y, W 2it, PREEEER
i, HILR )N, REEAR BRI Z, LR 4
i L9 .

H AR X TR RIS AR Ak EEHT,
HOORAA Rt I () AR AR 2, 4K 5 220 W 4R
Z W E R TEASE T Ak, SEAT] DI HL
FERF A REE T B B ARSI S . i S5t I (FET R ) 37
FEINSEN, A2 T /KA B0 K AR B ANRUE | K AR
VIR 25K 0 T LA R 1 % JEE SR S U I 3
FUTE S SN TE R R R AR K, i A 2R 1
DX TR 2 B b 56 4B A 155 TR R 2 I £
AT LS RL], B A IREE T A3 L I (R
FEFE IR EE T B ) S 2k R 21 B I 22 /N (821.52 Mb<
880.2 Mb), A ULl Z R4 K/ S M85 H F
PEAFAEAR SN . 2 AR 1) Tt 31 (181 ) FR A 30
B AR SRS 0 F AR X B AR SRS R WA A, A
o B PR A AR, AN T R B RS A
BT %A B DNAL B, 00 7E i 3
Pt et B rh, B KN AR A 5 IR R
FEAEARSCE . 28R, F VIS5 I8 75 20 2 B
EZE

AWFFER A AN 2 T 3 A 52 H
LR = S e by N N R M e D NGy | AR gk 24
R PR Ak e T SR R, PR, A
Tl 2 5 K 21 K /)N (880.2+58.68)Mb, ‘B BEME 1t % {5
S EE AN, HENTHEF H SR H A
T2y 2 SR 20 R/ INZ I o % BE IR 5 T 1) £ 0
% C-H, RIWAFHERENZESR, EEH RN
SR SR Z AN AFAEAR e o [RIAE, X E it
(R ) FRAE IR BT T S AR IR T IS C-H,
RIS W, BV A IREE N 05 00 S 1 ik P 4 4%
b 3 (B ) FRAEER BT T (3 AL /), a0 27 558 P
T RS M RUBE R s 35 DR 21 K /N 25 S Tm) A7 16 A
Kotk
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Genome size determination of sea cucumber (Apostichopus japonicus)
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Abstract: Sea cucumber (Apostichopus japonicus) is one of the most important economic aquaculture spe-
cies in China. The study on the genome size(C-value) is highly significant because it plays an important
role in instructing the hybridization breeding and improved variety breeding program, as well as in esti-
mating the cost of the whole genome sequencing project. Previous studies mainly focused on these re-
search areas such as ecology, physiology, nutrition etc. However, it is relatively scarce for the accumulation
of basic data related to the genome size and characteristics in A. japonipus. Therefore, the measure of ge-
nome size for enriching cytogenetics data of this species is meaningful. In this paper, the genome
size(C-value) of sea cucumber, A. japonicus was measured through flow cytometry in 52 individuals,
which came from aestivation, normal and wild groups, using erythrocyte DNA content of chicken, Gallus
domesticus(2.5pg/2C) as internal standard. The result indicates that the C-value of A. japonicus is (0.90+
0.06) pg, equivalent to (880.2+72.26) Mb. And,the C-values of aestivation, normal and wild are (0.93+0.05)
pg, (0.90+£0.05) pg and (0.84+0.02) pg, respectively. In addition, analyzed by Independent-Samples T Test,
it shows that the C-values have no significant difference in aestivation and normal groups, whereas, the
C-values of wild group and that reared in captivity group have significant difference. In other words, there
is no correlation between genome size and the physiology factor-aestivation, while the stability of envi-
ronment factors has certain influences on genome size variation. Moreover, the development of C-value
measure method was elucidated in detail, in the meanwhile, the relationship between C-value and the evo-
lution in Holothuroidea was discussed in combination with genome size of other types of sea cucumber.
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