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ET SSR #RICHI RIS A R 3B B A BY
EE D T RIS EGHE

EHA EH#s 2 ' FawgE”
FANED % E' EmA’
(1 KRB BEOOR AR H R ol TS R R T TR 17 MR SR
B IR S L S IO T RIS 8 266071; 2. F BBEEAAIRAR T 266400)

WE  hoM. . 58 £ (Apostichopus japonicus) # it i 45 2 4, AT % K il SSR 35 4L
HERAMTPEFS, Wa, SEMEMA. B, AH, &7 AR IE 7 R B R S B8 RatAT
Wk SR At R, R DR, 13 MG TR E AL T3 WM 2 A (Ho)Fn T35 3 2 4
A JE(He) 5l 7 0.47 1 0.80, 13 ML % & 15 B4 E(PIC) i 0.465(AJ06)~0.909(AJ09), & AJO6
K E % A PE(0.25<PIC<0.50) 48, H 4 12 ML A H & E £ A HPIC>0.50), B i & A H
H (AN 10(AJ06)~34(AT07), TFH LR F B H 19.4 /N, &0 5 094 3% 60 5 3t 83.8 4N, &Lk
A M E AL E B (Ne) 7 1.7(AJ06)~11.8(AJ09), FHHMEMIERB N 6.5, LA AL LKL
MERE T, 8 NERE PIC 3880 0.6392(% B A )~0.7122(F E F &), VLUIAE R A KR EA R
B SR, MWE S DNA S8V EE TR T R EW 8 N R R T, MEEMATERE T,
8 NS QEE 3N BREAY, 5§ UPGMA BE 94 B4 —% ., UPGMA R E s &
Ex, YEFS . HERERSGERNEESHERY — X, P HASBIEK, S EHERESHK,
HEBRLESBREANGEFERAESBAERY —X, MSEHRLISBERENIIEE, BREN—F,
R ERBRREDNERN, T EBRE R G EMEREIMERARGHEBLEAEK, T 505K
BH— AR, RFRERT NSRRI RY A B HIE A B3R 50 LR R ER R Z#,
X4 K5 SSRAFID; #E L HEM; fraEE

RESZES $932.8 XHEFRIEEE A XEHES 2095-9869(2021)01-0165-12

12 44 175 112 (Apostichopus japonicus), |12 43 TR E . P W, #ES B AN,

* K R RITRAE(2018YFD0901603) . H1 E K P RLA BT Bt v s 90 28 2 PERHIF B¢ It S AR 55 9% 4 10 5% 4
(2018GH10; 2019ZX0301)F1 1L 444 4\l B Af TR 5 K HS1(2017L2GC010)3:[F %8 B [This work was supported by National
Key Research & Development Program of China (2018YFD0901603), Central Public-Interest Scientific Institution Basal
Research Fund, CAFS (2018GH10; 2019ZX0301), and Agriculture Seed Improvement Project of Shandong Province
(2017LZGC010)]. BEHMEZS, E-mail: liaomj@ysfri.ac.cn
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FLATR 5 i 245 FRN 8 TR O g (B, 2 TR K SR
WEAT A (B ER, 1997; FAO, 2012), IT4E%K,
P T2k B il 15 AR V5 G R R, A R 2 AR IR
AL, S C gt A B SRR e B S B W S
FhET 644 5% W 16, (EN) 25 2% (Purcell et al, 2013), fifi5
i) 2 5 50 7 b IR O R D & R, AN TR B IX N T
B A PRI AE 5 IR 7 IXOR 37 B v A e el A
TE AR 5 ERP A B a8 et 25 s B 5
PRI, Xl 2 D B A 1% 5 200 H 2538 Y

PCAESR, [A) TR 45, 2017) . 1% L5 DNA #5
(R4S, 2011), Z4ki{K DNA (Sun et al, 2010;
T4, 2013) 2 bR ic £ AR AE K 7 Fob I ik 7 400 k)
. Hd, T A DNA FRid XFk SSR brict, I
HA L. B G R e . o s P
WM B RGERE S, B 2N H T 2R
. 34k, ] 7853 R 5 22 8 1 e b
FROUEE , T AR 2Z 18 5 AR 2 [ 3 K 4 P 51 2%
ST, FH T 255 2 ZR AR T B4 i o A 18 o 8 31
(McConnell et al, 1995; Scribner et al, 1996; Dewoody
et al, 2000), AMFFTHH SSR bric HAX K H 1 H |
i [E RN AR D 30T ) 8 AN [) sth B R o) 2 a0 4 7 a5 A% 45
Fa 3 AT B S R T RA LA Ay o 2 o I 9 0 LR
f AP 3R LR B | RIS, Ry I S P B R 5
T &) AR b 7 S AR 4R

1 #R5R%®
1.1 SCIgHrd

AWFFE T AR S 0 BERE TP EET S . MW
&, P BT ROl R v, #h EI L AR,
o6 NI, o, i E S RO A P E DK R
2EHIFIE e FEAS Bl 55 B rp i vl BE A F R 5 A AE
LW H SR, 5SEEES IS AE, TR
ANFE L ERRE AR S R4, JE i 52 R DNA $21L;
8 20 307 45 7t T 357 G 7 b X 2 A R R e v S A
KFLETIA o AR FTRER SR AR 22 5, 355 BRI
RENRS U ha S SNBSS, GiRE 61
IR 8 AN A Hb BRI 2 225 Sk o AR BEIAR 9 SR A
M B A BOULE 1R 1

1.2 EEA*E

F ] OMEGA Mollusc DNA Kit #&HUj 2 3 H 41
DNA, F]H NanoDrop 1000 & 1%35 Wi I B Tk 46
I DNA 45 stk fs , FoBe®) 50 ng/pl, #T-20C
VKA A . RIS 13 MRS 5 | ik
1T PCR U3, X} PCR J=“ ¥y H AT AL S FA4H o 13 Xt
ST L 2, SIMMALRE R IFRIE, M
BRI A TS M. PCR UM SR N 20 ul, £
% 2xTSINGKE Master Mix 10 pl, 10 umol/L 1F

N
45°00" =
ol Sen
BE WA hLl e
KIHER(RU)
40°0'0" |- d
® JAE(YT) HERRL
(SK-QS-B)
® #%,(QD) ©® FEHI
35°00" |- (SK-PX) (|
® G E A
(SK-MP-B)
East
Chin
Sea
3000’0” - —]
1 1 1 1
115°0'0" 120°0'0” 125°0'0" 130°0'0"” 135°0'0" 140°0'0"E
RIS R AT

Fig.1 Sampling sites for A. japonicus populations
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Tab.1

Sampling information for A. japonicus populations

4K Populations

SREEHT ] Collecting date

i ¥ Location k7R Sample number

B RF- 12 (QD) 2017-05-26
i [E] 5 101 B2 2 (SK-PX-B) 2017-06-09
i [ 0 41 2 (SK-PX-R) 2017-06-09
i [ 101 3 2 (SK-PX-Y) 2017-06-10
i [ Bf 11 B2 2 (SK-QS-B) 2017-06-09
i 5 A 22 2 (SK-MP-B) 2017-06-09
B KBS (YT) 2017-07-03
2 W2 (RU) 2018-04-19

36°02'N, 120°21'E 30
36°05'N, 129°27'E 30
36°05'N, 129°27'E 30
36°05'N, 129°27'E 30
36°34'N, 126°23'E 36
34°07'N, 126°17'E 29
38°17'N, 120°49'E 30
43°05'N, 131°90'E 10

*2 SIMFIIER

Tab.2 Information of primer sequences
(A= Glk7 gl Tm
Locus Primer sequence (5'~3") (C)
AJ02 F: GGTTTTCTGTTGAGGCTGTGTGGAT 62
R: AGTCCAAAGTTTTCTCCTGGGGTGA
AJ05 F: CGATAACCCACTTGCTGC 58
R: CGTGTTGTCCACTTCCAT
AJ06 F: GTATCCACTACCCGTTTG 52
R: AATTTCCTCGCATATCAC
AJO7 F: GCGGGAATCTAAGGGATA 54
R: GTGGGCACCAGAAACAAT
AJ09 F: ACAAGCACGCAGGGTCAC 60
R: CAGGGGAGGGGTTTCAGA
AJ11 F: TTTTCCGTACCATGACCG 54
R: CCTAACCAAATAGAGCCACA
AJ15 F: ACCGTACCAAACCTCTCTT 53
R: CCTTCTTACTAATACATCCCAG
AJ17 F: ATCCAACTTGCCATTCTTC 53
R: CTTTTTGATTCCTTGCCTG
C34 F: AACAGGAACTGCTACTTGGGA 58
R: CCTGAGGCAAGCCAACAT
C36 F: AACCAGAAAGCCAACAGGG 58
R: TCCGACGGCAAGAGGACTA
C37 F: TGGTTCTCCACCTATTTTAGTCAC 58
R: GATGGCACCGTTCCGTCT
C51 F: AAGCAGGCTGGTAGAAGG 54
R: ACAAGAAGTATGCAACGAGTAG
C61 F: ACTTGGTGTCTTTTTCACTCCTTTC 60
R: GGTTGGGAGAGTTCATTAACTGG

5144 1 ul B DNA 1 pl, il ddH,0 %h /2 % 20 pl,
PCR W WEHRF . 94°C i 5 min, 94°C 30 s,
56°C 30 s, 72°C 30 s, 4 30 MERF, 72°C A
15 min, 4°C{#77. PCR ZMIZ 1.5% 0B Wi e st
VKRS, 6T SERAEY A RIFIE ABI3130 #17
P14 R By 1R NSRS FE R AT

1.3 #HiE4biE

FIH Popgene 3KAFGi T3 AT K 45 BEAAR ) 25
PEFEPEL(A) B SE P B (Ne) « IR 2% 5 B2 (Ho)
WIEAZR G B (He) . Nei's bRt G 8 (Dy) . A F] 3
P (Nm) , o B30 At T 1R Hardy-Weinberg “F- 7 fi 2
(Yeh et al, 1997), FIf Cervus A H A AN E L
= H & (PIC)(Jo et al, 2017), FIfH Arlequin 3.5 i1
TR ] 38 1% 701k 2 BU(F &) (Excoffie et al, 2010), &/
Excel £: il 2 8 b BERE R 18 sofE =X R, IFAR R
D7 SRR, M U 48 U . ff ] Structure 2.3
Hh DL S X BT A AR AT R T, K (H R
10, B EARYE MRS A5 4 v R 1t S R AL K
FIRER LK), FREETAIAE K AR — R A1k
L'(K)=L(K)-L(K-1)F15E — =2k L"(K)=L"(K+1)-
L'(K), 3k L "(KZXHE, fa L (K)4a X ERR LA
L(K)PrifE 2245 3] AK(Evanno et al, 2005),

2 HBRE5HH

21 AEMEBFBERNSHEESHEESF

FIH 13 X510 REEM 8 A b FEANESEA T35 4%
ZREMEIIT, SRS 3, 13 X5 ey ke T
HAZEM, 13 05T 8 MR PG H 252 4~
SR, A A AT A UL I S 7 3 R B (A A
10(AJ06)~34(AJ07), ¥ B R 19.40 &7
AIAT R FE R AL 83.8 A, A AUAT RS FE X
BTG N 1.7(AJ06)~11.8(AJ09), V-4 R & v
HECH 6.5, 208 ERENIEH AR5, #
IR A AT S5 o7 e PR 5 22, 4847 s RIRSORITA 80 46 o i [
B 22 B K o REAS B UL 2 A B RN BB 6 5 B
451K 0.20(AJ05)~0.83(AJ09)F1 0.42(AJ06)~0.92
(AJ09), “FIESF 51K 0.47 F10.80, 13 M7 &S £ 7S
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Tab.3 The genetic diversity indices of 13 SSR markers for different populations of A. japonicus
Bk DA £S5 SSR locus
Population  AJ02 AJO5 AJO6 AJO7 AJO9 AJIl AJIS AJI7  C34 C36 C37  CS1 C6l 1\1 i’fl
H A6 12 6 13 17 10 9 9 15 7 4 6 11 9.6
QD N.38 43 17 55 93 51 46 43 88 43 22 32 51 48
Ho 046 020 031 043 070 028 070 060 036 034 071 060 043 047
He 075 078 041 08 091 08 08 078 090 078 055 071 08 076
Fie 03681 0.7393 02357 04770 02159 0.6573 0.1076 02180 0.5971 0.5504 —0.3119 0.1360 0.4688
P 0.0045 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0300 0 0 0.5800 02706 0
PIC 0.694 0741 0385 0801 0884 0781 0758 0734 0878 0730 0434 0652 0787 07122
I 15 18 09 20 25 19 18 17 24 16 09 14 20 17
s A 8 0 6 13 13 8 11 8 13 9 3 8 0 92
YT N.38 29 16 63 65 52 61 27 89 28 21 39 40 43
Ho 053 017 030 038 077 044 048 043 033 031 069 057 030 044
He 075 067 038 08 086 08 085 064 091 065 052 075 077 073
Fis 02727 07460 02117 05537 0.0933 04554 0.4241 031128 0.6243 0.5191 ~0.3410 0.2283 0.5987
P 0.0022 0 0 0 0.6210 0.0013 0 0 0 0 02524 0 0
PIC 0.695 0.650 0332 0829 0821 0759 0831 0564 0868 0601 0420 0.698 0726 0.6758
| 1.5402 1.5246 0.8040 2.1856 2.1254 1.7657 2.0345 13152 23294 13990 0.8251 1.6576 1.7796 1.6374
LSS A 8 6 2 9 12 9 14 6 12 12 3 9 10 8.6
ANHES N, 36 25 12 3270 50 7.0 22 73 60 21 32 27 41
SK-MP-B 1059 011 014 038 079 015 093 045 040 063 059 071 062 050
He 0.74 061 014 070 087 08 087 057 08 085 053 070 065 068
Fis 0.1925 0.8136 -0.0769 0.4384 0.0736 0.8074 —0.0852 0.1927 0.5362 0.2438 —0.1346 —0.0438 0.0314
P 02753 0 0.7267 0 02783 0 0.8730 0.0025 0 0.0088 0.7012 0 0.6423
PIC 0.689 0536 0.124 0644 0841 0771 0845 0524 0850 0816 0400 0.657 0614 0.6392
| 1.5487 1.1496 02573 1.5066 2.1482 1.8165 22414 1.1545 22231 2.0972 0.7681 1.5481 1.5037 1.5356
BE A 8 9 4 16 15 2 12 1 19 5 9 2 102
BIIEZ N, 48 32 1.5 63 94 69 74 2.7 73 51 22 3.7 37 49
SK-QSB 042 019 036 051 097 029 069 053 051 056 042 058 028 049
He 0.80 070 032 085 091 08 088 063 08 081 056 074 074 074
Fie 04724 07172 01613 03883 —0.0886 0.6657 0.1975 0.1566 0.4043 03074 02324 0.1979 0.6180
PO 0 0.9529 0.0004 0.6453 0 0 0 0 0.0818 0.1654 0 0
PIC 0.757 0.649 0287 0825 0.884 0839 0852 0593 0850 0.774 0499 0695 0.709 0.7086
| 1.6828 14889 0.6149 2.1924 24059 2.1388 2.1971 1.4485 2.1591 1.7764 1.0428 1.6295 1.7983 1.7366
BE A 8 8 6 18 13 9 7 7 5 6 5 6 2 92
WIS N 47 43 16 82 72 55 34 20 43 37 36 40 59 44
SKPX-Y 1023 007 030 063 08 017 060 053 063 055 038 077 046 047
He 0.80 078 038 089 088 08 072 051 078 074 063 077 085 073
Fis 07030 0.9099 0.1880 0.2828 0.0323 0.7966 0.1489 —0.0596 0.1763 0.2412 0.3877 —0.0192 0.4409
PO 0 0.0029 0 0.0002 0 0.0029 0.9429 0.0008 0.0016 0.0224 03324 0
PIC 0754 0.727 0349 0868 0846 0794 0.661 0475 0757 0691 0561 0712 0813 0.6930
| 17066 1.6374 0.7964 24731 2.1834 18264 14733 1.0772 2.0494 15128 1.1332 1.5046 2.0607 1.6488
sE A 108 5 17 9 7 9 5 17 5 8 10 85
WIUES N, 55 31 15 95 58 51 64 19 44 38 23 36 37 44
SK-PX-B 040 013 033 070 083 023 077 040 062 055 063 083 055 0.54
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k3
o A7 A SSR locus _
Populaion  AJ02 AJO5 AJO6 AJO7 AJ09 AJIl AJIS AJI7  C34 C36 C37 C51  C6l j‘i
#E H, 083 069 032 091 084 08 08 049 079 075 058 073 074 0.72
ﬁg? Fis 05112 0.8034 —0.0490 02132 —0.0074 0.7095 0.0921 0.1705 0.1957 0.2480 —0.1047 —0.1556 0.2455
PO 0 09676 00729 00471 0  0.1020 02635 0 00325 0.8596 0.8780 0
PIC 0.795 0.630 0297 0887 0806 0776 0.826 0434 0750 0.690 0484 0682 0707 0.6742
| 19106 14237 0.6659 2.5385 1.9236 1.7542 1.9897 0.9230 1.8382 1.5015 0.9976 1.5257 1.7197 1.5932
HE 0O A6 9 5 3 12 8 2 4 no7 7 10 9 79
WS N4l 55 30 57 63 44 12 14 59 27 19 50 71 42
SK-PX-R 1 028 070 019 067 090 022 003 029 038 050 053 032 018 040
He 078 084 069 085 085 078 016 031 085 064 047 081 090 068
Fie 0.6334 0.1501 0.7153 0.1910 —0.0707 0.7115 0.7818 0.0725 0.5433 0.2077 ~0.1388 0.5981 0.7885
PO 000380 00022 09574 0 0 0 0 0.0636 1.0000 0 0
PIC0.721 0.796 0.611 0811 0824 0735 0.141 0285 0811 0599 0473 0774 0846 0.6482
| 1.5679 1.8932 12544 2.1421 2.1135 1.6417 0.2868 0.6124 2.0233 1.3327 1.0525 1.8607 2.0983 1.5295
WEy A3 4 4 g 8 373 8 5 3 6 9 55
RU Ne 25 35 24 47 63 23 50 14 39 45 24 45 59 38
H, 0.60 0.0 020 040 070 0 040 030 050 040 070 060 030 040
He 064 075 062 08 088 059 08 028 078 08 061 08 087 072
Fis 0.0083 0.8601 0.6581 0.4904 0.1667 1.0000 0.5000 —0.1321 0.3289 0.4872 —0.2069 0.2308 0.6386
P 00959 0 00764 0 03834 0 00020 0.9778 0.0041 0.0005 0.9313 0.4888 0
PIC 0.657 0.661 0501 0772 0820 0499 0773 0247 0722 0745 0492 0746 0811 0.6496
| 0.9986 13055 1.0127 1.8174 1.9298 09503 1.7524 05182 1.7036 1.5571 0.9433 1.6138 19730 1.3904
FigRHA A 12 2 10 34 26 5 2 19 2 2 10 18 22 194
Al N, 54 45 17 86 118 78 85 35 98 94 32 48 48 65
populdtions "o 3 020 028 051 083 024 059 046 047 049 057 063 041 047
He 082 078 042 089 092 087 08 072 090 080 069 079 079 080
Fio 04714 0.7367 03337 04140 0.0969 0.7240 03262 0.3623 0.4750 04512 0.1731 0.2080 0.4751
PIC 0.809 0.769 0465 0886 0909 0872 0874 0697 0900 0893 0679 0781 0812 0.7957

| 1.8525 1.9208 0.9376 2.6775 2.7048 22632 2.3882 1.7099 2.5653 2.5037 1.4058 1.9595 2.1568 2.0804
e A SRR Nez BN LR He: WA A He MBIEIE,; Fig IIAZRE P I 205 18R A%
VR, PIC: 28 (EE & I: FAFREL

Notes: A: Allele number, Ne: Effective allele number; Ho: Observed heterozygosity; He: Expected heterozygosity;
Fis: Inbreeding coefficient; P: Value for Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium test; PIC: polymorphic index content; I: Shannon's index

fEE &N 0.465(AJ06)~0.909(AJ09), BE AJO6 Shrft  fA&kI: 104 AN 2537547 Hardy-Weinberg -5l , 45 5
JEZ ML .(0.25<PIC<0.5)7), HiAgy 12 Mis¥h  BoR, A 73 MM &M Hardy-Weinberg -

1 B 2 A PEALS(PIC>0.5) .

NGB RLER NG A e TP 3 N PUN RS
P 5.5(RU)~10.2(SK-QS-B), X945 R &5
FEHECH 3.8(RU)~4.9(SK-QS-B) ., A [H] i BRAE (A A UL
M 24 B 9 0.40(RU Fil SK-PX-R)~0.54(SK-PX-B),

(P<0.05), 8 MHEARH A KNSRI AT 5
JMRE(Fis>0)

22 AEHBFHEBERSHELEEAE
AT 13 AR SLSTE A R TP AP I 45 R 2

W14 M 0.68(SK-PX-R Fl SK-MP-B)~0.76(QD),
8 MHAR Z A BB (PIC)N 0.6392(SK-MP-B)~
0.7122(QD), A HEAR /R = B 2 5 (PIC>0.5),

DI X LA AR 8 B i 1y 3824 Z2REE X 8 AN HF

WA B AR DNA $R 20l . I 2 aTLIE

13 ARG BA B RSk, B AT
BARSAE AR N, AR 5 S50 2 ] T T AN )
M BRI 2 1) S 031 o Bk S A57 s BT A Y 228 AN
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SRR R AT T LB AL AL B, L1 R0y
BFRIRAH R AL AT T, X 13 DM TLA
PRIC T AR B 4 5 1 22 25 A0 M U HE S A S 1 Ak
TROUEIE(ER 4), AN R BRRNREAZ 00 B B 4 e
et

S Nel

2.3 AEHIEFE R SHE G LIRS

FIF Structure FXPFHEATRHAZEA AT HIERE K
5%t AK FIEE T, AK I PTE K=3(/& 3),
T 8 A S BEAR T H R sCBCAL Bk 3, I,
Ja B2 R K=3, ZEF 0 Fhric B R B A =X i
AR 5), HETFBBK05.1%) . M EHEK(96.9%)
BEARH 90% LA EAMAB BT 3 5 H i sCFe i 5 w6

S ABEARAE 1. 2. 35 AHsCECRETP &4 oA, I
H, EEEAWHA EZ T 3 5 HHRE67.2%),
HWRAGET 1 S5 HBBEGL.7%); & E R LA 3
BT 1 5 A HRE(76.6%), KW T 3 5 A H
FE(22.1%); 4 [ 200 2 22 HEAR (94.6%%) T ] R 9 2
SRR 97.8%) LT &AM T 1 5 H i s =
WL BREARO97.2%) LT 20 AT 2 5 amiE; #&
T HTRERTE 3 > A MBS A a0, 76 15 3
% 78.2%, 2 5 A HBEA 4.8%, 35 HHEA 16.9%.
M K=3 i, DR R R A R 4, E 4
ATLVE W, 3 DAFEBE SRR AF R A R #E, 40
aE 1 SHMEE, a2 5AME, G35

F4 SN HIEE ARSI F L DNA 1R

Tab.4 The numbered SSR DNA fingerprint of eight populations of A. japonicus

BEIR Population

DNA #54( DNA fingerprint

Wi QD

i E A R 2 SK-MP-B

i E A1 225 SK-QS-B

i [E i 0 5 2 SK-PX-Y

i [E i T 2 & SK-PX-B

R EH 40 % SK-PX-R

%% RU

000111000-00010001101110111010-00101110-00100000010110110011100101000000-
101001010111111111100001-0011111011010-0101100011001101000-11011000110101

0000-00110011110011111111-110000001011001010000-000001110-001000000110011

00-000101011110010000

001011011-10000011111001010000-01101100-00110000011110101001010001000100-
001100111110111101000000-0101111100000-1110000011011101010-10011010110100
0000-01010110111110101010-010100001011001010110-000000110-011000101110010
00-101001001010010000

000111011-01000010100000010000-00000000-00100100010110000001000001000000-
001100001001110101101000-0001111100101-0110000011111111110-00000000110100
1001-00010011111010101101-011000001111101111010-000000110-001100101010010
01-100100000101000100

100011110-00001000111100010001-00011000-00101000011110000101001110101100-
000100011101111101100110-1001111111011-0110000111101110101-01100101110010

1011-01100001101111001100-011000001001100111010-000011110-001001011111010

00-000111011110000010

011111000-00100001001100011000-00011110-00101010110110110100101000111100-
000100101101110100110010-0011111110000-0010000001100010101-01000001101000
1100-11010011111111001101-001010000100100001010-000111010-001000000101110
00-001101101000111000

111011011-00100101010000010100-00010010-01100000011111010001101010001110-
000100001101100100100000-0000111100001-0010010001101010101-01000001100000
0001-01011001100110101001-001000000000110101011-010101010-001100000111010
10-000110011010000010

100101000-00000101111101000000-00100011-10100100001111000000000110001001-
010110011101000010100100-0000010010111-0000001000000000000-00000011001000
0000-10000001011111101100-000011110101100000000-101001011-101010001111100
10-010000110010000001

000010000-00000010000000010000-10100000-00011001011000000000000000100100-
000100001001110100000000-0000100000000-0010000001101000101-00000001100000
0000-01000101010101000010-010000000001100011010-010001000-010000000100111

00-000101100100001000
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#F5QD ) - 400 1 JHEYT
350 i ]
R 8 350 §
2 300f . 9§ . P
= - i 2 300 ' :
= § . < - |
Z 250 - § - Z 250 i .
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*k5 SEEXKQEFEMN 8 MhERARS
EINTBEHREEPHNTHELS
Tab.5 Distribution proportion of eight geographical
populations of A. japonicus in three inferred clusters tested by
distribution pattern

T B A% A

Pofi{jiion Inferred cluster ;};ﬁffr
1 2 3
#5 QD 0.036 0.013 0.951 30
ME YT 0.015 0.016 0.969 30
B E AW 22 SK-MP-B 0317 0.011  0.672 29
EE B Z SK-QS-B - 0.766 0.014 0.221 36
B ENH I 2 SK-PX-Y  0.946  0.019 0.036 30
B ENH 2 SK-PX-B - 0.978 0.014 0.008 30
BEENH 40 % SK-PX-R  0.021 0.792 0.007 30
WL RU 0.782 0.048 0.169 10

A A B 4 PORRBI G A 52 5 F i e e FL A
— 5o FH BRI, AN R B (AR 2 g A 4
Ay 5 BT A B R — i AR S, Rz
{{EAPS - A o= o s o A VRS B L A
—2

12 FHis 20 WE; 3 wiEARES; 4 dEFFILES;
5: HWEWIE S, 6 HEWIES
7. SERNHIO S 8 P
1: QD; 2: YT; 3: SK-MP-B; 4: SK-QS-B; 5: SK-PX-Y;
6: SK-PX-B; 7: SK-PX-R; 8: RU

2.4 AN[E) M3 T B R S B 3 AE E L A

AN TR B AR 22 1) 1) 35t £ A 2R B0 R B e T
LRI 60 A HHAZ A7 AE AR TR BE 1 it 15 704,
TSGR SRS E A RS
PR SR EARH RS S E L RS k=
I RS RER S o i 0 2 MRS | i [ 3
2 5 RS IR e 1% 20 A &R BB/ (0.05>
Fs>0), B LA BRI IRIAA 7R B it A o Ak i [l
TLLL SR 5 FEA R A ] ) 382 4% Al 2R BBOR (F o>
0.15), Ui W] sk [ LS HER S 7 RIS HER B A7 72
R s TSRS R E R L RS | S
IS MBS HR RS WHER, MG RS
HELAE AR SE A7 7 P R 1845 73 1K(0.15>F¢>0.05)

AN TR AR T] #9258 A2 B R i A2 A D 4 it 2R L
F 7, whEM IR SRS L RS TR R R
FAALAE Bt 19 (16=0.9279) , 18 A% I 5 #5c T (Ds=0.0749)
1A 4 [ 915 200 20 2 A0 15 3 A 8] A gt 1L RS A o

*6 AERFEEREIURBERERR

Tab.6  Genetic differentiation and gene flow between different populations

HER HE MG SEAHES SEEFLERS SETES SEHTRS SEWMmAS R
Population QD YT SK-MP-B SK-QS-B SK-PX-Y SK-PX-B SK-PX-R RU

#5 QD FHi% 10,0085 5.9443 3.2392 1.7037 1.7842 0.7088 1.8922
HE YT 0.0244  *¥#k 3.3368 1.8815 1.1088 1.1099 0.5831 1.0723
g [E A B S SK-MP-B 0.0404 0.0697 ok 6.9754 2.6449 2.8410 0.6396 2.2740
gEE L B2 SK-QS-B 0.0717 0.1173 0.0346 ok ok 5.5263 13.7713 0.7974 3.1789
GhEE I 2 SK-PX-Y 0.1280 0.1840 0.0864 0.0433 ok ok 11.2021 0.6815 47123
G [E B S SK-PX-B 0.1230 0.1838 0.0809 0.0178 0.0218 ok 0.7211 4.1437
EE 4T 2 SK-PX-R 0.2607 0.3009 0.2810 0.2387 0.2684 0.2575 ok 0.6551
& RU 0.1167 0.1891 0.0991 0.0729 0.0504 0.0569 0.2762 ook

T XL s AL R B (Fs) . A2 56 1 3 (N)

Note: Data below the diagonal are the coefficient of genetic differentiation (Fg), and above are the gene flow(Ny,)
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Tab.7 Nei's genetic identity and genetic distance in different populations
REAR HE OME #WEAWERS SERLES GEHYES SEWIURS SBEWZS P
Population QD YT SK-MP-B SK-QS-B SK-PX-Y SK-PX-B SK-PX-R RU

#HE QD wEEE().9054 0.8920 0.7939 0.6782 0.6641 0.2934  0.5500
WE YT 0.0994  wxx 0.8503 0.7336 0.6140 0.6063 0.2574  0.5372
HE A ES SK-MP-B  0.1143 0.1621 Rk ok 0.8700 0.7704 0.7431 0.2914 0.5896
ghE B2 S SK-QS-B 0.2308 0.3098 0.1393 otk 0.9003 0.9279 0.3935 0.7188
i EH IS SK-PX-Y 0.3883 0.4877 0.2608 0.1050 ok 0.9235 0.3860  0.7686
i E I 2 % SK-PX-B 0.4094 0.5003 0.2970 0.0749 0.0796 ok 0.4146  0.7868
W ENH 4T 2 SK-PX-R 1.2261 1.3573 1.2331 0.9327 0.9518 0.8804 ok 0.4112
P RU 0.5978 0.6214 0.5283 0.3302 0.2631 0.2398 0.8886 ok

e XA B AL B (Dy), XA LA BB AR £ 2R (L)

Note: Data below the diagonal are the genetic distance (Ds), and above the diagonal are the similarity index (Is)
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Fig.5 UPGMA tree of the eight populations constructed by Nei's genetic distance

(Ds=1.3573), BALAIMRUE H/N(1=0.2574), R0t TR SR 8 AN]SR 225 S SR 1) 15t
BoR(E S, WMERHMA. & BFHASEHEARWEBESH & ZREMEIAT 0T, S5 R EoR, 13 NS AE 8 N RE

PRIy — 3¢, whEI I SR L RS R
R 0 9l 0 A S RO SR O — S, i [ T2 S A
YEISMEE, HpR N — 32,

3 itig

AR, SSR ARICHE |12 N FH T 7K 7= sh ¥ 37 F 1
it AL AR S ) I G PT R 5, 2014; FRBTSE, 2018).,
FRU(ZEFMEE, 2013), HFRRRE R A(G 2R
(R ZEAE, 2015) W5 o TRARSE(2007) R T2
BRI IR, SR SR8 S ZRE AR T
£ e U 5 7 A S AR . D S5 (2004 BIF 5T KB,
KRN BRI | KR KK, S M
FU 5 5 52 M S A Sl ot DX BT 2 ) 2 5 K 0% 4 A 4 ol
FRIE RIS AL Z R AR TE 25 51, 3 AT e 5% 55 %
FEREA I M X S FAE A 56 ARBFSERIH 13 4

R A B m s L ZRE 0, AR 8 LA —
TEMZE M. STTFARRFG A, SRR E A%, H
Hr, fisi AJO7 7E 8 DA EM RN ERE , A
34, T C37 AR IR SR, A 10 4

[ A7 A5 REAAS 18 SO0 4% A B R B8 2 & B B AT —
(25 Sk, 435100 0.20~0.83 F1 0.42~0.92, X Fh A ]
DL AN IR W24 5 L WA AR RRR
22 S BLRAE RN S 0 DA 5E o) 2 474E (Zhan et al,
2007; JSHEZE, 2010), 13 MIANEZEGFEESERN
0.465~0.909, & AJO6 Jr i Z4£(0.25<P1C<0.5)
Ab, HA 12 LS R 2 AT (PIC>0.5), Hi]
AW E 13 AT RN S B R 23
P, R FH K 67 07 AT B 00 b ARG ) A [ R 11 8t A%
22 S0 o AN TR) b B AR [ 1) S 349 A5 3k BB A
F2S, WEB LRSS EEH (10.2)& 2,
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2 R 42 4%

2 B R e 4> (5.5), X ATRE S HORBEANM R DA
Ko 8 RIS HERNM % G BE (Ho)iE F 2 0.40~0.54,
WITAZ A BE R R 0.68~0.76, 8 MREAIN 245 B4
HILEN 0.6392~0.7122, #BHAY BR NEELE
PE(PIC>0.5), VLA LA BEAR I B A B m i f 26
PE o ASHFSEAE FH 9 ABI 3730XL i 57 A3 %oF 45537 5 [A] 3
FEAy U0, 5 AR R KA A L, 3RS R S5
PR /INEEORS B, PRI, A7 A ARG 0 380 ) 46 67 ik P
WHEZ, Frlle BB s St &

DNA 58U EHEH A DI = R & TR %Y
PS5 . FEK =453, B0 F % 4 ffi(Oreochromis) .
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Megalobrama) . K I 2 fii(Micropterus salmoides) it &
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MERFFE 1, PSR N D . ARTFSRIA 13 A4
RN, T 8 IS HHAR DNA 188U
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Genetic Diversity Analysis and Fingerprint Construction for
Different Geographical Populations of the Sea Cucumber
(Apostichopus japonicus) Based on SSR Markers

LIAO Meijie', WANG Jinjin', LI Bin', WANG Yingeng'",
RONG Xiaojun', ZHANG Zheng', FAN Ruiyong®

(1. Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Ingtitute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Key Laboratory of Sustainable Devel opment of
Marine Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Laboratory for Marine Fisheries Science and Food Production
Processes, Pilot National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology (Qingdao); Qingdao 266071;

2. Qingdao Ruizi Company, Qingdao 266400)

Abstract To evaluate the genetic diversity of the sea cucumber (Apostichopus japonicus) populations,
thirteen simple sequence repeat (SSR) loci were used to amplify eight different geographical populations
of sea cucumbers collected from China, Korea and Russia. The results showed that the average observed
heterozygosity (Ho) and average expected heterozygosity (He) of 13 microsatellite loci were 0.47 and 0.80,
respectively. The polymorphism index content (PIC) of the 13 loci ranged from 0.465 (AJ06) to 0.909
(AJ09). Except for AJO6, the loci were moderately polymorphic (0.25<PIC<0.5), and the other 12 loci
were highly polymorphic (PIC>0.5). The number of alleles (A) ranged from 10 (AJ06) to 34 (AJ07), with
an average of 19.4. The total number of effective alleles was 83.8. The number of effective alleles (Ne)
ranged from 1.7 (AJ06) to 11.8 (AJ09), and the average number was 6.5. The results of genetic diversity
analysis showed that the PIC ranged from 0.6392 (SK-MP-B) to 0.7122 (QD), indicating that all
populations had high genetic diversity. The construction of DNA fingerprints could distinguish all eight
populations. The eight populations of sea cucumbers were allocated to three free-mating groups using
Structure software, which were consistent with those generated using UPGMA cluster analysis. UPGMA
cluster analysis showed that the Qingdao, Yantai, and Mokpo black populations were clustered into one
group, whereas the Russian, Posco yellow, Kunsan black, and Posco black populations were clustered into
another group. The Posco red population was located in the exception group and was located on a separate
branch. Cluster analysis showed that the genetic structure and differentiation of the populations of sea
cucumbers were not only related to the geographic location but was also related to body color. The results
provided the foundation for the genetic identification and genetic resource conservation of the sea
cucumber.

Key words Apostichopus japonicus; SSR markers; Genetic diversity; Fingerprint
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