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KSR

316021)

DLZR ¥ o g 4 7R 8 BF £ B (Octopus sinensis) i SC 561 kE, A AR AL & 20K 0.005%

Wy AR TE R SRy O ik, BB A, AR AGE R R A R e AR, AR RN, &
RER, B ERREEREHN 60 &, BANXY 20=14 m+26 sm+12 st+8 t, H 3 dE 4
(NF) A 100, K & LA A A RHEIR B9 Je o A 7 B S o 0, 4B o7 FL8 VT i O o Je BRI A R

it

KA B fek; BA
RESES Q3432 XHEMFRIRFE A

H I (Octopus sinensis, d’Orbigny, 1841)3f J& T#
K EY)1 T (Mollusca) . =k J& 44(Cephalopoda) . ¥
44 (Dibranchiata) . /\ i H (Octopoda) . 1§ F}
(Octopodidae) . 1 J& (Octopus), F= 44 Tt K1
VG R R e, R L R AU
B MG £E 3% (Amor et al, 2017; Gleadall, 2016).
O. sinensis i 25 # 5 434 VUV FLh v i S5 T 3 1Y)
LI (Octopus vulgaris)®i b [7] Ff 5+ 44 (Iglesias et al,
2007; Okumura et al, 2005; Warnke et al, 2004), iIT4F
K, BT FHEY2EMINBIEERRE, TEDFIKE L
# O. sinensis FIELW (O. vulgaris)sr & F1 € , 9 LA %4

ATy 4 R B 20 B 2 BT 5T R A B S A R R 3 4R A AR R A S R

XEHS 2095-9869(2021)05-0132-07

A East Asian common octopus (O. sinensis)(Amor et al,
2019 2017; Gleadall, 2016), % T E P} & A EHESH,
RSO LIS o R K 2 T 2R i B
B AR EE MRS, A SRR B
A EE A, HREAESE, BREE, F2H
WHEHEDR, BAKENETFMEBEIKS, 2006), kb
Sk B 2T AR B 1 % Y DR /0 I o I O T A
K, RN TIRFBIE IR, TGHTF R (<7 2
5, 2014), O. sinensis HA AEap AWM . F=OP k.

B A3 i A R R B RS R A, R AR ELE T it
JK 8 258 i A (Dan et al, 2019), HAT, HE. HAZ%
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E RO &It T O. sinensis A\ T35 AR BIHF5T
(Dan et al, 2019; 7R KKEE, 2019).

e A2 A Yt AL (5 B BBk, 2P A it
b BHE AR SR TR, BTG GRS H A,
X T A AL A A RGOCR L AL
R BIL ) 45 24 B A B L (A, 2017; Amores
et al, 2014), [AIEF, FICAHAEDRORNBTSEE  ME(HE) X
KA 25T 8 E SRR L G
AR 35 (R 41 41 e 34125 22 AR 3 (Molina-Luzon et al,
2015), BRAFRYK R RAA 700 AP, (HXFHYLE
R T TR . HAT, EASMUT 10 Ffisk
SRR YL AR T T ST . 4 % (Sepia esculenta) |
S BE 1% i (Sepia pharaonis) . 12 H & i (Sepia lycidas) .
% I 4L 3 W (Sepioteuthis lessoniana) . K 1 i
(Heterololigo bleekeri) . &4 & %(Photololigo edulis) .
T 5 I (Sepia officenalis). %51 (Octopus ocellatus) ,
K (Octopus minor) il E 1 (£ BEE4E, 2011; Papan
et al, 2010; Gao et al, 1990; Vitturi et al, 1982; Inaba,
1959), HAT, EMHNAMF O. sinensis fHfF5E 354 h
TS . KA EWFE U NIRRT, %
Yo AR R BT 5 A LR 1B (Amor et al, 2017, 2019;
Gleadall, 2016; Dan et al, 2019), A&#F5FTX} O. sinensis
MY AR HEAT 00, B TE 5 H A M 1% 4 %
i, DU R B 48 | BEIROR P RN TR SR AT
PEAEFRIE HLA

1 HREE
1.1 K#Hs

Sy B A 2019 4E 10 A ZEWTTAS £+ 11 i
VSR AR 0 BT A AR A0, ARAE AT USRS 3 Jo J 1 o L
HE(K 1B C), MilfEs 5 H, MEMEIA T 7(169.25+4.03) g,
4K F(34.05+3.46) cm, A FAMRIEECH 1.314£0.62; I
PR (345.60+£5.32) g, @K N (41.2044.35) cm,
PEMRFEEC R 2.314£0.89, #Z0E Amor %5 (2017)AIFSY,
BT AR COl BLHFR 73 ¥ 5 Xt BEALIE L 5 H
ki FAEY L E, BES RN O. sinensis
(Bl 1D) o SEHAEWT VLA 5 LT Wi VA8 1 1 /K = ik 52 o
P T . LR ITIRET, 4RI FE 30d, BFRK
A 22°C~24°C, 18 K 30~33, pH 4 7.8~8.4, DO>6
mg/L, A L4 IEE 5 8517 (Ruditapes philippinarum) il H
A (Charybdis japonica), H#MH 1%, #HE MK
EH 5%~10%, RHWKIFH, HHEKEN
100%~200%,

1.2 FBEERAT&H

Y O R BRAS ] £ 2 1R 4 1 e (0 IR B 2y BT 7
HE(ERRAEEE, 2011), BE1EB M. FALBE . 45 O. sinensis
R E T EBOKAMELWEE R 0.005%H) 3§ 5K h
FE 2 h, FFHAKIRN 22°C~24°C, BFEa b
FER o AN R I BRI AL ST i g v K
il AR AR AN 2R S W (LR FE S 0.04%) 3L 30 min.
K& . B4 25 B SRR IEL 20 /N, JFE T
50 ml ¥ JE A 0.075 mol/l i KCI1 3% W H GRIB /K i i)
¥R 50 min, [EE : KB IR M LR 2= 10 1)
FIER (B« KESIR=3 : D, 4FE 15 min B
MW, EE 3. BEGWAL 4CHRFER . f#
B S I LT 50% 0 vk Bt R (5 18 /K BE ) Hh i
B, BRI U B RS E , TR B 4 4
B, KRR, BIBRAME AL, AW
BRARRIT B 2 ming WA SR FHAAE il A g
OiRbRA , Yot IR ES P AR TRE, H
10% 1 75 1 BE L W 4 {5, 30 min, ZEE/KPYE, BT IS
Bk o AL PR EE S K,

1.3 FBEZESH

{4 F§ Nikon ECLIPSE 80i ' {45 X O. sinensis %t
EARBRAIEA TSI F1 R L BEER 200 4> Y2 (R 3 AR
U R A AT ECE Geit . B EEER 20 N
(k28 SO 181! BNV il R NP R Y NS BB 8 Y E
AT BNt AT DU 2 RN 43 A, S0 B3 A X K B A
R i DO RPN R 7 N e i o PP R N N - s
Fx100; & =K KE//GERKE; % Levan %5
(1964) 2 H AR HEEAT B 0BT, 200 LR Y ik oy
4 R g 22 S P AR (m, B L 1.00~1.70)
WA 22 e AR (sm, B EE 1.71~3.00) B
22 S AR (st, BEEE 3.01~7.00) . Uil 22 S Y ik
(t, BEH=7.0), Tl 220G oK (m) R b G 22
K7 Y A (sm) RO 2, 3B 2 2200 Y R (st) F1
& 2R e AR ORF BN 1.

2 ZERE55H

21 RBEHEHN®HE

FIF O. sinensis (18 A1 k2 21 BE 3R A5 o 1 40
ZUAA( 2A) , MEHESS BEEL 100 A4 B i () 70 2440 ik
TTHHSIHER Do GitE R ExR, 200 o244,
PR ZZECh 60 15244 156 4, SR 78%,
H ILEA E O. sinensis [ AL LR 2500 2n=60.



134 ook B

a2 %

D Octopus_sp._S1

Octopus_sp._S2

Octopus_sp._S3

Octopus_sp._S4

Octopus_sp._S5

— Octopus_sinensis

Octopus_vulgaris

0.002

Bl 1 O.sinensis SNBSS Koy A W2 55 €

Fig.l External morphology and molecular identification of the O. sinensis

A: O.sinensis; B: MEPEF LS 3 i/ 5 C: MEVEAT IS 3 i s D: JETERiK COI JE K3 FFFI Y REGEK B . O. sinensis
MIEM COI £ 41 M NCBI F#k, 31543510 NC006353 il KF844029; Octopus sp. S1~S5 MAMISY T % fa
A: O. sinensis; B: The third right arm of female O. sinensis; C: The third right arm of male O.sinensis; D: the phylogenetic

tree constructed based on partial sequence of the mitochondrial COI gene. The COI gene sequences of O. sinensis and
O. vulgaris were downloaded from NCBI with accession number NC006353 and KF844029, respectively. Octopus sp.
S1~S5 was the octopuses used in this study

%1 O.sinensis _fELEEHBMENSH
Tab.1 Frequency distribution of O. sinensis diploid
chromosome number

e @ A% H Number of chromosome

MH Items A
=56 58 60 61 =62
Sum
73U H
Number of 8 11 156 3 22 200
metaphase
I i o b

Percentage of 4.0 55 78.0 1.5 11 100
metaphase /%

22 FBEENKERZESHT

Yo PRAFD K BRI L ge 1125 SR L3R 2. AR A
ST E R LG, O. sinensis 1 60 4% Y (o4 n] it %t Ky
30 XF (& 2B), Hr, 7 %R hEE 2R g R (m),
13 5F R W 22k G R (sm), 6 i A WV i i 2 22
YL R (st), 4 X R B 22 b e AR (t) o Sic K Fl i
S ) G A AE X BE 430 A 3.76+0.05 Fil 0.70+0.13,
YR B2 22k e A R YL (AR R — B, R
BB AE G SR e e fR e 1 R IR Vi I R B
1 B EABIFSE O. sinensis [ 4L (A {44 %1k 2n=14 m+

26 sm+12 st+8 t, FEL(NF)l 100,
3 itig

AL R IEAT 700 A Fh, (B 7 FhdaE T 44t
WEIGER 3), KRB PAKRNIREF LT Inaba
(1959) 4RI , R FHDRS It 24 BEL RN A0 ZBORS 13: 200 Jif %o
FVEC A G AR SEA T 25 T A e R B 2, IR R
TEAZAY Y EARBRAS Z2 2R FH A= 0 240 16 0 24 66 ) e i g
W B AT &, Rk | R4, dnfiesrd
a8, BE R 2 0 240 RSk R
ORI I 5T 2 R TR . S2HE 00 . IEfEA B
WG4 (E 44 2011; Papan et al, 2010; Gao et al,
1990; Vitturi et al, 1982; Inaba, 1959), 4 if F13Z 4 by
REfEARAS A 43 RAH , (EL &2k v 20 B B 1 2
oy g R B0, R, SZA5 B0 & A 55 £ 1 i
WA, S Y R B g (R IR AR S, 2011,
Vitturi et al, 1982; Inaba, 1959), 1E1EK & BRI 40 i
SYRNERE, T Y R A TP R R, Y
ORI, RIS, BGE ATk B ik br A
(A5 (E AR S, 2011) o FERRARES I, 3k /2 251 i
KAk, MELIGE Sk 28 G AR Bl e e ML . AR
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% 2 O.sinensis PHEAREEAEE, H3F
KEMBE L ECF I ELhRIEZE)
Tab.2 Relative length and arm ratio of metaphase
chromosome in O. sinensis (Mean+SD)

55 MR B A Kl
No. Relative length Arm ratio Type
1 2.67+0.04 1.18+0.03 m

2 1.63£0.05 1.65+0.02

3 1.62+0.02 1.10+0.04 m
4 1.48+0.08 1.11+0.03 m
5 1.31+0.01 1.23+0.04 m
6 1.00+£0.13 1.06+0.03 m
7 0.86+0.11 1.12+0.04 m
8 3.76+0.05 2.94+0.22 sm
9 3.65+0.12 2.95+0.15 sm
10 2.14+0.22 2.70+0.53 sm
11 1.65+£0.16 2.46+0.42 sm
12 1.44+0.20 2.82+0.24 sm
13 1.28+0.09 2.49+0.56 sm
14 1.23+0.10 2.53+0.02 sm
15 1.16+0.21 2.31+0.23 sm
16 1.03+£0.12 2.28+0.09 sm
17 1.00+0.10 2.37+0.32 sm
18 0.94+0.11 2.05+0.23 sm
19 0.79+0.07 1.93+0.03 sm
20 0.70+0.13 2.06+0.35 sm
21 2.40+0.10 3.61+0.33 st
22 2.224+0.04 4.68+0.09 st
23 2.20+0.06 4.58+0.13 st
24 1.93+0.09 4.41+0.96 st
25 1.57+£0.09 3.02+1.25 st
26 1.50+0.11 4.70+0.96 st
27 2.87+0.10 o0 t

28 2.23+0.85 0 t

29 0.86+0.23 0 t

30 0.82+0.05 0 t

WEFEFI A O. sinensis G AR S AIE IELL 2L, R AR
WHOKAMZF IR I, TR A A A 53 80K
B R TR BT A A ) G £ A T ) A (B 2A)
B, O.sinensis ZhAkb T A, 41 73 ZLAHXT IE
B, He e e, AR TE A G O o
F AT OE LT . FEUR, SRS BORAIZR K
B IR T RGO AT WAL, PR E 7 4 240 B 76
TARTFSLIRREA , S 22 2R (R S IR AR
SRR B EAT 22 53 2446 BORIXTHAIC, T 3d ad 2k
S ST RARANA L .

‘ n

B 20 pm

I xx 8 x m n ‘(n (]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

KR AR #B BE M Ax an Rt WR A
112 15 16 17 18 19 20

13 14
NN P LR ERIE]
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&l 2 O. sinensis H1 4 24 HH Yo o 44 J A% 70

Fig.2 Metaphase chromosome and karyotype of O. sinensis

nh NN
29 30

A: O. sinensis {1 i 7r ZUHYL @ 14 5
B: O.sinensis e (o {A#% Y
A: Mataphase chromosomes of O. sinensis;
B: Karyotype of O. sinensis

WIS AL 58 P AR B HE B T AR W 0 s A RN AR S
AR, SR Y ARG o) X 7 A WP i e i AR
W R E AR o AR SR Y o R AR P T AR
B, mE E AT E AR A e R e e A
XX/XY %, ZW/ZZ # . 70/2Z 1 XX/XO #IL) K&
P (2 AR (3 T 45 2010), 350 A= Wy il 1k 1 ke i
PR Z B PRGOS, H R R E—Er
A, B R Y AR ) e S (4 4
2003). Y R e AR FE AR B B HE R 5%
T AR e & B IR Y R (5 AT 55, 2010), HAT,
] PN 47X SRR Sl 0 e o A e S e L R IE o A
[ YA WA VT Bk (Atrina pectinata) . J& il 7 25 (2018)
I FH A A7 L 2 28 RV B e R bR A, 4B 2 BT
Bk ) G o A B ML XX/XY 8, ESMIFIE &
I 7ENE R AT R AETE XO 5 XY Pk g iR (RS
2007)o [E AR A I3k JE 2 e R A7 R SR e (AR Y
38 o AWFFEE T O. sinensis M A~ 1A e o (A 4%
RIPRAR K IS Gt A, H 7 Sk J 2 e o A 1 il e o
BT B8 R G AR M ) P 25 . Twyman(2002)
AN, IR I e S A 754 3y D o e 31 e 3 — PR A S
PP G AR D SE 11 o W2 ANER TR A 8 H B L P ) 1)
225t BIEE RAE, HARGEE A ES 3 i A 4
e e mi(E 1B, C), T, O. sinensis & &A71E
PEY A Rl e fb L0 451k, Yo o inty £ 43 A7 45
Jrikitt— 5T
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Tab.3 Study on karyotype of chromosome of cephalopod
it i RafpBan REE e o 5% 30
Family Species Chromosome B Karyotype Reference
number NF
BNy SR 450 S. esculenta 92 164 48 m+24 sm+14 st+6 t Gao %(1990)
Sepiidae 92 168 44 m+32 sm+10 st+6 t FRAESE(2011)
L H S S. lycidas 92 172 66 m+14 sm+10 st+2 t Gao %(1990)
RBEE 0, S. pharaonis 48 — — Papan %:(2010)
5 S officenalis 104 — — Vittur 55(1982)
1o 12 I R KM 205 H. bleekeri 92 166 54 m+20 sm+18 st Gao %:(1990)
Loliginidae BN 2 P. edulis 92 160 50 m+18 sm+16 st+8 t Gao %(1990)
AU S. lessoniana 92 156 54 m+10 sm+24 st+4 t Gao %£(1990)
g /g O. ocellatus 60 120 32 m+28 sm. Gao %(1990)
Octopodidac ~ E.MH O. vulgaris 60 76 14 m+2 sm+8 st+36 t Gao %(1990)
56 — — Vittur 2£(1982)
56 — — Inaba (1959)
K O. minor 56 — — Inaba (1959)
HE I O. sinensis 60 100 14 m+26 sm+12 st+8 t AHFSE This study

%3 WoR, 7EWRI, Gao %(1990)4RiH Y ELAY
(O. vulgaris) —fF R gL @K 480 60 45, 5 Vitturi 55
(1982)F1 Inaba (1959)IHF5E 45 R (56 F)FIEZESR .
Gao % (1990)Ph A 7= A 12 b 22 57 (14 Ji BRT kg A [i] B AR
R AE AR ERNFINE R, ETAR O.
sinensis YL IR 80t l 60 2%, YEE N =4k ik
25 5 1 Ji R B AT g o G e AR A T A I 25 R R SR R
B, HORERA RN Sk J2 258 % €0 (AR 1] 48 1) 52 M 58 R (I
1855 2011), AR KEI, O. sinensis 4 Iif 41 Jitd 78 4L
ARG R B AR Z R, 45 T 1 L R ) Rk
ESIERIF, Gao %(1990)5 FHEAESE (20114} 4 13
W e €0 A A% TR 43 AT T A5 I e (o R S 8 — B (3l 92
%), HY @RI 25, BRIRIE R &5 22k
e e R | R A 2 b Y o AR R i i A 22 b Y R
BH FZES  ZERETREA 2 NRE 1) 52
95 7 VR AN [A) B R AR AR BE AN ], 3 T 5 ) 210
AR IR, ORI ZR v B e R s Ak 3 ] i
K3 o P EO RIS AR ™ T, T e 0 2 2 R R
JE WG AR R R FEAE, 2019); 2) AR M
AR R ER AR Z SRS (Ren et al,
2014), kEFAATREAFAERMIME .

USRS/ Bid e SN N W N R R Z N Y 3t ki
i F2 W R E AR 7 s R R ] SR 2% 06 R Y I 3T
(Vitturi et al, 1982), SR 4 AL H 2 W 5
Ly TR A S I SIS B RN S5 [Q DL Tk iy — A%
IR AR SR N 92 4%, TS FHE O. sinensis, 44 1

FE S 60 45, VLU A5 5 A R %O R
AR E, M S E ARG R BIE . AW
O. sinensis YL LR ALK 2n=14 m+26 sm+12 st+8 t,
5E(O. vulgaris)(2n=14 m+2 sm+8 st+36 t)FH .,
O. sinensis 1) Y o fAA% 1Y 3= 22 phy vl 2 2200 et (4
R 22k Y e AR B, APA O. sinensis Y 4 4 {4
R RITE Ay R4 5E (Ahmed, 1976) , e (0 AR 51 1 22 Sl
AR T 5 — A HE AR . (O, ocellatus)
R YL EARIZ R R 2n=32 m+28 sm, ATEFE NV v 3 F vis
B ok ek, BLIATE RS B, Ye ik
AEAT75 5 1 5 5] B L4 (Gao et al, 1990). MY A
RUBRAE E R LIE M, O. sinensis 5 H I (0. vulgaris)
HIZESG S Z T, 1540 (O. ocellatus)%iic . 3k
FE AR Y T B S R R, L AR SR AL
(48~104) L& HoAh Bk 145 ) (18~70) 2 (Vitturi et al, 1982;
TEHFFREE, 2000; FMIED%, 2004), 4559257+ Patterson
(1978) I HEWT . BRIF AR A IR, e R S5
TERSARL . SRR S R, AR A e AR S B
> T A R Ak A T R R
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Abstract Comparative studies of the karyotypes of closely related species may aid our understanding
of the mechanisms of chromosomal evolution relevant to speciation. It may also help to clarify
phylogenetic relationships. In the present study, we analyzed the karyotypes of ten wild immature East
Asian common octopus (Octopus sinensis, 5 male and 5 female) from the coastal regions of the East
China Sea. O. sinensis were held in seawater containing 0.005% colchicine for 2 h, and then the gill and
kidney were collected for chromosome sample preparation via the hot-dropping method. The results
showed that the diploid chromosomal number of O. sinensisis 60, and the karyotype formula is 2n = 14m
+ 26sm + 12st + 8t, NF = 100. No satellite, secondary constriction, or heteromorphic chromosomes of sex
were observed. Therefore, we speculate that the sex determination mechanism of O. sinensisis autosomal.
This study provides basic data for cytogenetic studies of Octopus and serves as a valuable reference for O.
sinensis germplasm identification and conservation.
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