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Genetic analysis of mitochondrial COI and 16S rRNA gene
fragments in four Potamocorbula species
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ABSTRACT The gene fragments of the mitochondrial COI and 16S rRNA in Potamocorbula
laevis, P. amurensis, P. ustulata and P. rubromuscula were amplified and sequenced. Total-
ly, 40 sequences of COI gene and 16S rRNA were obtained, and after trimming they were 650 bp
and 450 bp respectively in length with low GC content. The results of sequence analysis showed
that the intraspecific variation and interspecific variation were lower in 16S rRNA than those in
COI gene. Ten mutation sites and seven haplotypes were detected in the gene fragments of 16S

rRNA. Taking Mya arenaria as the out-group, the phylogenetic trees of COI and 16S rRNA
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were constructed by the neighbor-joining (NJ) method using software MEGA 4. 0. Based on the
genetic distance in NJ phylogenetic tree, we found that the four species of Potamocorbula failed
to achieve significant genetic differentiation between species.
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JEJE B (1964) 8 2R HIE 25408 AEAE Dy 43 28 MK DX 43 ¥ ik ey A Ol 78 3 1] 40 A1 79 32 S5 6 38 I i iR Pora-
mocorbula laevis AT NS P. amurensis JEW W P. ustulata LR WP M P. rubromuscula, V578 5
GR BIE 5K OB BE L 5o B/ 4% BIs A 45l A 7e /b T 7S e G M R Ml R B e w4 2
b FE TR R B . b, SRR VLA A | AR A I ZL PR R R I A R /N I G T R A A
BN FETDGH BRI 1984), 5 T8I o D Tl i s 740 S8l VAT 8 ey 3= 00 A 78 TR B 6 07 Ml D, £ 9T K e
TE R AL T5 XA 53 A o T3 L PR YA s D) 3 2 A7 7R ) AR W e X Al DX LA BR

Z M S i Lok ik DNA JZIEA P45 3R 23 1 R AE (14~17) kb Z [A] (Wolstenholme  1992). i F
BRA R EAL A B R AR AU R (Brown et al. 19795 Whitmore et al. 1994 Fk¢ i, B £
BRI S e R RS DL M R G R B E ISR A R id (Hallerman  2003) , 20k DNA JE[H 5 51 ) 22 7
TEFP IR ZRE A AP B] RS R AWFR T A 3% |5 E A M2 (Kappner et al.  2006; Cannas et al.
2006)
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Table 1 Sample collecting site and time

YIFh Species SKFEH 5 Sampling site 245 % Location K AEHT [A] Sampling time (Yr-Mo)
SeH MM P. laevis IR AR E 38°12'N.,117°42'E 2011-10
BT EM P, amurensis i T 40°38'N,121°54'E 2011-12
SRS P, ustulata WS 29°59'N,122°10'E 2012-05
LR P. rubromuscula ST ARk 23°16'N.116°39'E 2012-05

1.2 EFZH DNA 25

TERRFE SR BENLEL 10 AR SR A -5 05 - 7 0 B F 5 il $2 DNAL BRZY 20 mg 1] 5 85 9 UL PR 20
41, A 400 ul TEN 4i it 24 f# 2% vh % (200 mmol/L NaCl, 100 mmol/L. EDTA, 50 mmol/L Tris-HCI, pH
9.0), FIRE . FEA M A 40 pl SDS10%) F1 8l 25 1 K(10 mg/ml) 56°C 7K 358 B 1k 2 13 V8 5 - SR J5 T
M- O A FE ) S BV L AR R T LB B Ak i i . RO BRI 4] DNA JE &7 5 BC AL 20 ng/pl A%
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1.3 PCR ¥ #E@5HEKXEN

B COI #5195 %58 AR (5'-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG-3") 5 BR(5'-TAAACT-
TCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA-3"),16S rRNA & [H f Bt 4 3 i H 51 % & AR (5'-CGCCTGTTTAT-
CAAAAACAT-3") .BR(5'-CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCACG-3") (Canapa et al. 2000), 3|4 LA T 4
Y ILRARA A A . 78 Eppendorf # % {X I #47 PCR 2 I, % & 30 pl S K & : 3l PCR 10 X Buffer
(Mg”" plus) .4 pl ANTP(2 mmol/L) .10 pmol/L B 51 #4% 2 111,0. 5 pl Taq BE(5 U/pb 2 1l DNAC20 ng/pl),
Al KA B E 30 pl, PCR B4 E . 94 CHZAEHE 3 min 94 “CASME 40 s.44 °C (16 S) .55 ‘C (COD B %
40 5,72 CHEM 1 min, 35 DMEFF ;B J5 72 “CHEMH 10 min, PCR S50 53 (] 758 290 T 1% 350 0 58 e v Tk
K (1 X TBE,5V/cm fHJE) , GenFinder 44 {4, B I8 ilif% % 45 (UVP, Biolmaging Systems) W 2L f14A &,

1.4 N FEHELLE

PCR 7=y th Jb 5t A8 LR Y o K 00 )3 45 20 19 15 51 ] DNAStar 2443 5L MegAlign 4 53 Bt H [ 95
PEFIALIERY . H] MegAlign FRAFXT B A5 B R AR COT #1168 rRNA FE P Fr B 81 #E 47 77 47 LG A8 A 7 [
PEPEFN 22 A0 5. ] DnaSp 4. 0 BRI 4 A4S Tf 8 05 0 1A A4 B A% AL (FD CF IR IR 22 7 (KO B R 2
FEPEFRE(PD . [ MEGA 4. 0 B8 4 D RERZORA COT FI 16S rRNA B K] | B 5 91 ) B 5 41 1l L 7228 S or
JRR A ) Kimura2-paramter 3822 #0 g LAV I 88 Mya arenaria HANEE T NI LM 8 RGEHEALRY . R G 45
g5 50 SRR LT AN B 1 000 RE E AR S 19 B 51 S (Boot-strap value) 7R,
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2.1 ;aEE#s COI 0 16S rRNA EF K R E AR

Zat PCR 78 . AP iy COL AN 16S rRNA JEH B3 A 5] 10 A4, 48 80 MNIE M A9 3 45 . &2
o] BN R L 3R A% COTJEP P8I R 2y 727 bp . 16S rRNA JEH P4 R 2y, 520 bp, i 7EZk BLAST L,
WESE IR ¥ 41 2 COL AT 16S rRNA (5 7 Br . Zead ClutalX [FJE b XS 5 Br K519 SR oy 20 6 7 50 19 3 1
665 bp 1Y COI H1 450 bp By 16S rRNA P A Bt

I MEGA 4. 0 844387 4 R widh COTF 16S rRNA P - BB L 20 1. COT 35 K A B K 41 mi W
7 2,16S rRNA J: Ky Bt Fe 4 g W38 3. k3R 2 v LAE th i il @i is COIL B 7 Be iy GC & 1 B i /)
FHA 3 AR 1 GC & it, @it 3 T LUAE I i GC & A AD 3 A i i GC & S AH
4 MR ) GC F /N T AT & i, 548 (RS 2007) AL DL 4245 2002) (3 VT4 W5
(R RRAEE 2000 W58 i AT S & m T GC & & iy 45 B2 —3 .
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Table 2 The base composition of COI gene fragments of four Potamocorbula species

T 4 2H B, Base composition( %) GC 4
Fl 4 Species
T C A G GC content( %)
S s P, laevis 46. 4 13.1 21.9 18.7 31.8
WA IT I RS P. amurensis 45.2 13.6 20.6 20. 6 34.2
MWW P, ustulata 45.2 13.6 20.7 20.4 34.0

LTRSS P. rubromuscula 45.5 13.6 20.9 20.0 33.6
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Table 3 The base composition of 16s rRNA gene fragments of four Potamocorbula species
T 3 2H B, Base composition( %) GC & &
Fl 4 Species
T C A G GC Content( %)

eI ks P, laevis 30. 17 24.29 31.31 14. 23 38.52
MR VLIRS P. amurensis 29. 60 24,48 31. 88 14. 04 38.52
MG P, ustulata 30. 36 24.90 31.17 13.56 38. 46
LIRSS P, rubromuscula 29. 60 24. 48 31.50 14. 42 38.90

2.2 BikEEZHEMEST
Xt 4 AP A e 5 Clutal X FEXT o 6F 42 807 51 BE A7 FL S B ] DnaSp 4. 0 PR 23 B i i gt 4 2 B S
BLHORIEE 4 RS,
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Table 4 Genetic diversity parameters of COI gene fragments among four Potamocorbula species

% Species AR EL A% LR AN FHBERESE BHREFEERK
N H Hd K Pi

JE RS P, lalaevis 10 7 0.933 5.356 0.008 21
WAL NS P. amurensis 10 8 0.956 6.222 0.009 43
WSS P. wlaustulata 10 9 1 4.111 0.006 22
LN P. rubromuscula 10 10 1 6.044 0.009 16
it Total 40 33 0. 991 22.001 0.033 85

X 4 P A ) COT 3 K R BEE A7 40 A, JLAG I 2] 84 A~ 2 PEA 445 .87 AR A7 4, Ho A 45 26 4~ —

AR S S 61 A FR] 045 AL S . K I B BL A S 18 A ER A S 5 AN A /BRI AE 15 A, B RS 5 A
WS A R=3. 67, FHBIHRESECH 22. 001 AR ZRETEFS SR 0. 033 85, Ay VT30 ¥ 14 FIZT A
AL WA AT — N A A B A, H A X o B R A
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Table 5 Genetic diversity parameters of 16S rRNA gene fragments among four Potamocorbula species

. FEAEL LR iR AR 2N THEHFRERN BEHTREEERR
Fl 44 Species
N H Hd K Pi
S LN P. laevis 10 2 0.356 2. 489 0.005 53
WP S P, amurensis 10 3 0.622 0.711 0.001 58
I IERS P, ustulata 10 1 0 0 0
LTRSS P, rubromuscula 10 1 0 0 0
it Total 40 4 0.477 2,492 0.005 89

XF 4 Bl AR A 16S rRNA LN Bt A7 70 A AN 2 9 A4S Z2 2807 83 21 A2 S 6 i R A 65 14
B — R S R 20 TR 2005 RAE Ao AN B R 067 0 3 AN VIR 5 T A VIR /SRR AL R 27 A BB
SHHR IR A R=1. 8, PRI EZRBOY 2. 492, TR ZFEPEIE 80 0. 005 89, 4 Bl i s A7 — 4>
AT 0 BAATE TRY £ VAT S RO L PRV s U — S B
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H1 4 R 5 "I LUA . COT LA Jr BT 9148 53 X — 6 Wi ) (9 38 15 Z REVES BOES . 78 16S rRNA S
PR B v o 5T W s R R0 S0 e ) B 20 2 2 PRSP B A T R 2 S 5O O 0 SR I AN JE DR R BEAE 3 40 AT i
WA A B 22 5. COLREPH R BPHI R 16S rRNA SEH F B P 91148 S0 2 1 40 A an & LRTEL 2 i .

PR(1) TCTAGAAATA TTGCTCATTC TGGTCCAGCT ATAGATTTTT TAATTTTGTC TCTTCATTTA GGGGGTTTGT CTTCAATTAT GGCT 4

BEEY)  mopowemees SEemeRemEs CREsEseEi e M M 56 Tovmmmss & S
0 =3 Divoararararmi: arasese
PR(4)
PR(E)
PR(5)

PR(T)

G
G
G
G
G
G
G
G

(N3]

R R L R R LR R A R R R R R L L R R R LR LR R R R ]

1

PR{1) TCTTTGAACT TTTATAGGAC TTGGGGTAAT AGTCGTTCTG GTTGTCATAS TTTTCTTCGT GTTCCTCTTT TCTGTAGATC TTTA 504

1 A R COL FE K H BEY 5 28 547 1

Fig. 1 Variation sites in COI fragments among Potamocorbula species
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PR(1) TGCCCGGTGA COAGAGTTTA ACGGCTGCAG TTAATAGCTG TACTAAGGTA GCGCAATGAA TTGTCCTTTA ATTGGGGAAA GGAA 84

PR(1) TGAATGGACT GACGTGGGAG CAGCTGTCTT TTTAGTGAAT TTTGARATTT TTCTTTTGGT TAAAMAGCCA AGGTATTTGT AAAA 168

PU(1)

PR(1) GACGAGAAGA CCCTATCGAG CTTGGTTATG GGCTGGTTTT TATATCAGTT CABATGTTTT ACTGGGGCAG TAGAAAAGGA AAAC 252

PR(1) TITTTTTGTA GTTAGTAGCT GTTGAGTAAL GGATCCCTTT TTTAGGATAA AMAGATAAAG CTACCGTAGG GATAACAGCG TAAT 336

2 SRR JE 16S rRNA FEP Fy BLF 51 28 557 a5

Fig. 2 Variation sites in 16S rRNA fragments among Potamocorbula species

2.3 BEEEESRESH

R MEGA 4.0 P 9 Kumara2-parameter B, HHE 4 R ol i 6 2 1] 9 X4 i 16 25 25, 0026 6 0
4273 6 5 LT COTBFRL 4 By i s o3 A0 B0 1] 5735 4 B 18 28 1 038 44 B B 40 T 0. 006~0. 010 2
B B0 5] 3757385 5 BEL S 0. 008 ~0. 047, & 7 o1, 36 T 45/ Wy A ] 165 rRNA 3% 5 1 B o528 H1 19 F
i BB AT 0~0. 000 2 [A], FEof I i s VL 467 I 07230 6 85 B/ 0. 80 3T i s OO 0T
U 1) 7938 A B K 0. 009,

F6 EHTF COIEREFIIH 4 FiT 45 # Kumara2-parameter 3 14 i% & 35 55

Table 6 Kumara2-parameter genetic average distances based on COI gene fragments of four Potamocorbula species

Y)Ff Species 1 2 3 4
1 WM ER P, laevis 0.008
2 BRI S P, amurensis 0.047 0.01
3 FEWEEE P, ustulata 0. 044 0.01 0.009

4 LT EERS P, rubromuscula 0. 045 0.008 0.008 0. 006
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Table 7 Kumara2-parameter genetic average distances based on 16S rRNA gene fragments of four Potamocorbula species

Y)Ff Species 1 2 3 4
1 JW W WL P, laevis 0.006
2 MAVTIERS P, amurensis 0.009 0.002
3 B HEME P, ustulata 0.008 0.001 0. 000
4 LI ESS P, rubromuscula 0.008 0.001 0. 000 0. 000

LLEHUT 51 04 [ J 1 965 85 F B9 V0 88 Miya arenaria 350 KT COT A 16S r RNA HE [N 7 BLHY £
Ge kR (B 3~ &L 4) IR F A A TR 7R 2L 0 S PIAS RS e 4 i

P.amurensis(2)
P.rubromuscula(3)
Pustulata(8)
P.rubromuscula(9)
P.rubromuscula(6)
P.rubromuscula(l)
—— Pustulata(3)
53— Pustulata(7)
—— P.ustulata(10)
P.amurensis(4)
P.amurensis(6)
70 59— Pamurensis(10)
L— P.rubromuscula(4)
Pustulata(5)
Poustulata(6)
Poustulata(l)
——— P.amurensis(5)
L Pamurensis(9)
P.rubromuscula(10)
Poustulata(2)
98 P.rubromuscula(5)
P.rubromuscula(2)
Poustulata(4)
Poustulata(9)
P.amurensis(8)
85 P.amurensis(1)
81 P.amurensis(3)
86 P.amurensis(7)
—— Prubromuscula(7)
g3 ——— P.rubromuscula(8)
P.laevis(1)

—@:P.laevis(_?))
P.laevis(7)
—%:P.laevis(G)
P.laevis(10)
98— P.laevis(8)
_89:P.laevis(2)
P.laevis(4)
—:Plaevis(S)
P.laevis(9)
,—M arenaria(l)
100———M.arenaria(2)

86

B3 A4 B s 2R COTSEA B B NJ A
Fig. 3 NJ phylogenetic tree based on COI of four Potamocorbula species

P.laevis(2)
P.ustulata

P.rubromuscula
100 P.laevis(1)
P.amurensis(3)
P.amurensis(1)
P.amurensis(2)
M.arenaria(1l)
M.arenaria(2)
M.arenaria(3)

& 4 4 Foi] g 5 Zehi R 16S rRNA FE K F Be (i NJ 44
Fig. 4 NJ phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA of four Potamocorbula species
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ATLLA Y HE T 16S rRNA FIl COTJE N 7 By R A5 R BA — Bk, & 3 R . BROGH Il s 2 A
flls 3 b IRT 0 7 G IR A — L L SRR G T e SR A — S L e Jm MV IR A — . [ 4 Rk 4 BRI G
JoRAE— IR J5 SN 00 U0 T 0 SR AE — L AN AT 3 AN [ A9 2 G 0 T80 e A AN AL 3 b T B 0 2 T IR
PR VL B A 3 S B RS SR AR — R T AT PR H A e 5 e UL S A I O L 181 3 FNIEL 4 RS R S
e GE oy e RIEAR — L

3 it

i X S Lk i DNA A R 3 B 81 1 b3 o ) B 2k /& DNA 1= Cyt BLCOI,12S rRNA,16S
rRNA 4 A5 S R 55 R & 3 300 T o B B IR R4 & B L &R . 128 rRNA A1 16S rRNA HE T
BRI E R R G RAESE . Cyt BLCOL 3E A 40 H1 Bl L 7 Fi S b B3R 2 18] 1 3R 48 6 R (ZEBKMESE 2009),
Boudry £ (1998) %f %% 7 4t Wi Crassostrea angulata #) 16S rRNA ZE:[H PCR =4 1 9 #h N V) i 2E 1T, A
IR B (4 Fhopy B S X R S 9 COT 5 H PCR 7= 9y 647 B 4, 46 00 2] T 2 A 6 U 457 455
T (2004) 78 F W5 J& 4105 vh i 55 & B, 4 AR [R] i B BF (AR 4 55 19 16S rRNA SEPIVA A8 5 1 COT LM 5 BUF
SIHIE B O B AR AR S IR RS (2005) BF 5Tt Ak, COT 46 [H 838 & T4+ Wi i 5% . AW o8 th
T AU S5 R . 3T COL S 75 20 M vl LA H s 4 Fiis 35 06 b & D0 21 84 A 22 28 M 067 41,87 AN A8 F A7
S A 33 AN AT AL JR e VLT A A R 2T R A SR 1 S B R A 32 b A Y B Sy B A W A T A A
FETF 16S rRNA FLH T3 4317 . 4 B[ G 450bp J7 5] HA I H 9 A 22 87 A5 o4 Fh B A% 80, 45 0] 3 s A 2T [
T WA TR AT 1 R AT (B fE R X IE R T 16S rRNA JL [ 8 R sr . COT L [ Flpy Fifh ] i 28 48 5 F
16S rRNAKE A , 136 B COT 3 [ 538 F 9] 15 06 T8 D1 28 1 388 4% 2 R PRI 5T, 38 K 25 55 (2004) 76 4 = HE M T 1
COI A1 16S rRNA JEH F B w51 /W 58 b A5 20 7 AU 2538 .

R AT R 22 25 1 i 50N B35 TR (] 174 SF- 127 35 4% BE B 2 Al i — S W) R Bk MR DNA 38t 1% A48 5 1 1 A 3 246 4
B T A% TR 2 A P 86 % 18 T 5 FhZohi ik DNA SRS YR BE UK vb T o5 09 BE A1) o 81 O A B Bl — A R 119 40
& DNA 35 1% Z2 FE P e o A% 7 1R 22 25 P 48 B2 L st A% 5 B RS ) (Zhou et al. 2006) . Grant 88 (1998) 3 i3 Xf
LR R DNA P81 38 45 A8 52 50 BT 8 S TR 4% 12 22 0 M 4 BOR B A0 Z2 28 P i) A 4 A5 40 B 4 FpSAY 55 1 b
SRR AR I A R 22 A P (P1<C0. 005) 55 5K ) B A5 80 22 26 M (Hd<T0. 5) 557 2 Bh S B w3 1) SR 80 22 B 1
SR IR 2855 3 RhISRURARAY PR R AR E S M A IR 2 M 55 4 Rh 0 J2 i i PR R 2 ik
HEMWETREZAM ., 3T COUSLEFHI ] LUE . 4 Fiig i a6 1) 1545 48 5359 08 T4 4 b, DD s aE 46 ff B )
BT+ 3 i 1) LA 20 2 M 5 R AT TR 22 A M 1 5t A 22 A R A X 2 | — AN BN I A ORI B 8 2 K T PR
K — AN KRR T 51 1 (Grant et al. 1998), FEX AP REEK A Tk i #2 o, AT 7= 2 R 22 0 1 2R A
BT F 80 AE R 2 REME G L 08 1 I 8] B B AT IR T 91 1) £ #E 4k (Bowen et al.  1998) , 3X i B BUFE b [X.
Fh A Tl i 0 B DR L B T B A R I A TR SRR R AR TR R R AR B B R T A T R A
JEE IR AT R IT B L 1AL ZREVE RS A IR R R . MR B L AR S DR B ARE RO 1T B G 5 H At 3
Tl Il 4 0 4 T T 4] 2 S 5 A R A S R R PR 3T B 02 b DX A B — A U AR AR A X T G
Z N R TN AR T8N DG o T RS I A A2 R 2 FE MR FR OIS, U W IR AR R R A
FUBRZ 3 T 52 . 3% AT BB 2 P A SRR b DA A0 VS P o V0 8 0 7 9 Bl R AV Sy B - b B RS &2 5518 .
ALK AR B A RR 0 AS S AT LUE BN SIS S G AR Y IR A R

R4 18 1% #E 25 F R Ge b AL T LUE L 3T COT 5 K731 | B 22 18] 16 F PN 35 % 15 25 54 0. 006 ~0. 010, F
T fi4 - 38 AL B Ok 0. 008~0. 047, Hebert 25 (2003) Xt # A 11 '] 13 320 AN Fh il kit COT 5 [H 3 471
FEHE A3 AT I A5 H W b Y R s A BE B AR D KT 0,020 AYZ5E, KR AR N G IE B /T 0. 010, il L A
FH COT 3 [H] e 51 56 31 99 o f40 p57 0 T ol i) 10 38 £ B8 8 00 200 T N A B A B L O FLBE 9 25 5 K &4 10 £
A5 F T 0 PN R 4 T G 2 [ 0 35 A% BE BN TR AT AR P A 35 1 BE S Y 10 A% R R VLA R A | AT R
W5 P PR TRT 4 0 o 8] 1) - 34 350 A% HE B9 0. 008 ~0. 010, J& F Bl PN 19352 4% BE B8 . D' o Tl il s 53 3 B ol il iy =22
[i1] f1) 38 15 B SR 0. 044 ~0. 047 A H T W R N I G BE 25 . AR Thorp(1982) #2 H Al fFEIR] 16S rRNA (3%
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fEFE R & 0. 030~0. 200, 4 Fp{if #Eig 16S rRNA J P 2 [A] (1382 1% BE 25 24 0~0. 009 3% A>3t % B 88 £ 22/ TR
[Fi ol R 22 TR 14 33 1 5 T AT K B 0 2 A9 8 AL AL R SRR # R A Rt SRR X A ie .l LB R T
U334 A iif i e 22 D) 1 SR 25 06 RAR , 0 I 8 e VIV e L VT S R T P VT S 2 TR R 2 O R R M R
DI T TR A X DR 8 5% OC AR G 2, W] LA 5 LA ) R DR 0 A T B 0 X 4 T S e A SR % G AR DK I X
A P R e () 3 G 5 RO TR AL Loy st — B

APFSEFH COLFI 16S rRNA AR J1 Bes 4 Fhiny i i 69 388 44 2 B EAT 1 20 95X 4 Ffin] i s 2
] 1) SR 200 R B IT TR 5 1938 R 58 & 30, 16S rRNA JE PR A4 K Wy i ] A2 S 88/, COT 3k PR AR A )
Pl AR S B . KR DNA A ] IX SRS 57t 30 It 22 53 dgt A% 20 55t 20 A 8 10 A A ) DR b ARG 0 119 36t 4% 22 B 1
JK V- AT RE AT 26 ff 22 » BEHEAT B4 T W5+ 78 3 2Ok AR DNA H A A [] 4 35 DY DX 75 21 22 21 Fe 5 5l - A
AE B0 2 WL | 4TI 4 B W 38t A5 2 AR KF

£ % X WM

E . 2004, AFLP £ AR FILRLR T 51 53 B 76 30 B B 05 8 AL 05 R 50 43 28 P ng i . DL« ol 198 V9 R 2 51 1F 9 A 2 638 S
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