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gibelio) SR E VD BANERER K £ 5 % H 4T 3 N8 (Carassius auratus auratus) B R 3 78 K B 0 I 46 o 3F # i B X
MEWEERR  RAD RN BRI,

KR . 0 E Ik  E E AR A AR 115 18S rDNA

HESES:Q958.9 XA RS A MEHES:1672-6693(2018)03-0038-07

Hiftl 7 Ht (Myxosporea) & — 2 FZ A4 F I Z5 A i AT D R0 A4 T 3095 sh ) Wi sh 4 L Ie AT 3h
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] S0 5, B e BT S AR A0 B O A I TR B 10 L ZRAS AR A T R S Al K IE VR 2~ 3 R ABR 2 2
Jit, AT 3L 41 DNA RJ42 L, DNA $ili#2 % Fl Dneasy Tissue Kit (QIAGEN, Germany) i 7l & , # 15 J7 ¥ #%
MR AR AL A UL B 120 B AT . SRS L B 4 DNA BT —20 CUKFRRAF A H
1.2.2 PCR ¥ % JU T4 4% 18S rDNA % 8 51 ¥ 2 il ERIB1 (5'-ACCTGGTTGATCCTGCCAG-3") Fl
ERIB10(5'-CTTCCGCAGGTTCACCTACGG-3)" , PCR X WA R 4R :10 X Ex Tagbuffer (Mg"" free) 2.5 pL,
25 mmol « L 'f) MgCl, 2.5 pL.25 mmol « L "#J dNTP 2.5 pL,10 pmol « L "By FR BRI 5184 0.5 pl,
1.2 ng MR DNA.5 U« pL ') Ex Taq B 0. 2 pL. i FH K G B 4l K #h 2 2R 25 pl, PCR I 4 1F
N :95 CHIAYE 5 min;95 ‘CAEYE 50 5,56 ‘CiB K 1 min, 72 CEEMH 2 min, 35 MEH; T )5 72 CHEMH 10 min, B
3 pL PCR 7 ¥ 75 35 5 W5 B i v Uk b Rl L 4R 5 4 A B 9 2541 19 PCR 724 FH B LB ) & Gel Extraction Kit
(OMEGA . America) 2 A6 15 Oi% E 13 9 352 28 M) HOR A BRZY /1P CABLL 3730XL #1450 .
L3FISHMERRE
1.3.1 Folege IR MG Okamura 28 A" 190 28 R 48, 78 LI AL (Myxobolidae) i 43 Ja BRIV i 2 J | e 4% AL
(Spirosuturi) BB W& (Unicauda ) . WE B J& (Dicauda) G B JE (Phlogospora) .M & B J& (Laterocau-
date) B HJE (Henneguya) UM B J& ( Hennegoides) . PU & B J& ( Tetrauronema) . Bt B8 J& ( Thelohannel -
Lus) BT B4R B )& (Neothelohanellus) it BT B & (Neohenneguya) . = M 7 B J& (Trigonos porus) 7 & B
RYFHY 18S rDNA ¥4, [a] I R A A FE b i YT PG A RE 18S rDNA J¥ 5 78 GenBank 1 #E47 BLAST
. ARPE BLAST 2532, st BUs [R VR 731, F%E 18S rDNA 731 35 2%, %5 LA Tetracapsuloides bryosalmonae
(GenBank & %5 . KF731712) #ll Buddenbrockia plumatellae (GenBank & 5% 5 : AYOT4915)VE MANEI M E R A K T
B
1.3.2 18S tDNA A5 o4t FHIARLUE 93155 A GenBank f BLAST T H. #tf4# % i MEGA 6. 0™ 157
A% . A5 S0 FF Bioedit 1 DNAsp 5. 0 #5818 .
1.3.3 2amter M FHIEZL BN The CIPRES Science Gateway V. 3. 3 Chttp://www. phylo. org/) f4 &
Maximum-likelihood (ML) #, & FH#E X 5 RAXxML-HPC2 XSEDE (7. 6. 3) ,Bayes (BD#/7F MrBayes 3. 1. 2 &
PR R g A R R Ol invgamma 53 A0 P S SR AESE AR AL GTR+ 14 G, 3847 1 000 000 8, # )5 H
FigTree vl. 4. 2 F Photoshop CS3 5¢ i 2 Gi 4 19 2 il
1.4 18S rRNA F 3| V4 X Z 5Tl

18S rRNA F4 V4 X = G5 M M LA Sphaerospora truttae (GenBank B35 : AM410773)2 o & %
A, RNA G025 1 3000 2 3 F f /N0 /N A il BE IR B, IR A RNA structure 5.2 B A7 @Y i fy
FISHOR B N BNE . Eid Roaviz 2. 0 i — 2 F s>,

2 R

2.1 OFFEEHRTEMBENESFEEIR

JUTAR 0 s i ke 6 2 Ry 0 R R R/NA 1 mm 2245 . BUEATEL T 5 1T O S A TR O B A8 B T L 4 IR S AT
B, 360 1 ity Lo J ity 586 ) 5 S A A R L RYIE L P Al 4R 2 5 60° ¢ A HES T 6L i . A 22 B 7~ 8
BlL.HETFTSAHVEMS S5~6 1., fITFREG=25 N BFKA2.2+0.5) pm JLHEH 11.4~13.5 pm; fF
$8(9.240.5) pm,uHE K 8. 4~9.9 pm; ME—FA Y — > BERILE WAL FIEHR 9.1 pm; K (5.0£0. 2)
pm, JE N 4. 4~5.6 pm BAEE (3. 140.2) pm JEEIR 2. 6~3. 4 pm (& 1),
2.2 OB A 18S rDNA 2 FH51E

DA 1R i e 18S rDNA JFFIHCEE N 1 960 bp, BT F1 58 & GenBank, % %5 MF375468, %)%
F7E NCBI B 728 BLAST T HE 47 Hxd . 45 9 /R < 76 ] Fb v B PN AR B 52 15 210 A0 1 s il 3 e v v b B 5 0
FP#E (GenBank % 55 KC315782) VW AHALEE B ik 99 % . PIAFPREAY 18S rDNA JP 8 L[] X Bt HA 6 A48 F 47
AR 2), H O T i ARG 2 K B AL H (H. doneci) ( GenBank & 5% 5 . LC011456) ML E Ky 97% ,
522y dt (M. nielii) (GenBank &35 . JQ690358) FYAHALLE & 96 % » S 4E Oy B (M. hearti) (GenBank
BSRES  GUST4808) AL N 95% (£ 1.
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% 35 %

3T 18S rDNA J# %
J B i st A% BE B8 4y B 45 AR
B2 E iy | SON: ECAN Y iF 2
50 it AR 2
TR A e A AL o A
1502 A v oL Y 5 A% BE S 0
51 4 0.003,0.036, 0. 054
10,046 (F 1D,

0 B3 st 5 A AR

M oralis KC315782 #I1LApEE
M. oralis MF375468 YL f##$ AG. - .

b Tk AR
1 ORF#eaRIAMBERFRESE
Fig. 1 Morphology of M. oralis from Jiangxi populatiom
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Fig. 2 Analysis of the 18S rDAN sequence variation between
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Jiangxi population and Hubei population of M. oralis

x®1

S5FtEmFHRETF 18S 1DNA FIIMACESELES

1580
CCATGTATGTGGTTAAACGTGAGACTGCGGE TTTCGGCTGGTTA

Tab.1 Similarities and the genetic distances of five species of myxosporeans

based on 18S rDNA sequences

Tﬁiﬁf%%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ 18S rDNA w45 X M. nielii M. hearti H. doneci M. oralis M. oralis
Fe 5 kA7 [) 98 L X, 9F Genbank %% %  (JQ690358) (GUS574808) (LCO11456) (KC315782) (MF375468)
BB R X B, i — 22 70 M. nielii(JQ690358) 96 % 98% 95 % 96 %
B A7 5, IR ZEM Y M. hearti(GU574808) 0. 041 96 % 95% 95%
HERLB, B 3 xR, H. doneci(1.C011456) 0.028 0. 039 97 % 97%
O el (g 39 L R BE HE M. oralis(KC315782) 0. 045 0.053 0.033 99%

M. oralis(MF375468) 0. 046 0. 054 0.036 0.003

TLPE AR H A 5 A A 48 7
137 45

T FE O ATBLRE AT 20 BOGR0R  3 AR BR B LU/ RGO

[

[ 1111111111112445666666666666666666666666777888888800011111

[1222712223333444923790000001111234455555566892232334456125012341333344445556777778888999900111222333334566777777888]

[5012361783456016113921236790123413812578937471428893545755544785023401235675135894678235723679019034680769456789139]
M. nielii/JQ690358  ATTACTATATTCGATATTAGATATGTTGATTCAACGGCGAACAACGTAGTAAGCTTTTTTCACTCGCTTTCGGTTCCGCGACATCTGCATTTGTAATTGCGTACAGCTATCATGA

111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111]
444444444444444444444444444.

5555555555555555555555555]

M. hearti/GU574808 T..T.CCCG....GC.AAG...... CGTG.C.GT..A...T....AAG. CGG. A. . AC. ... TA. ATCCC. AAAAT. . T. . TG. TCCTCC. CA. GG. GATA. T. . A...CTT.. T
M. doneci/LLC011456 T.A....C.GCAA...AC...... ACA.T.C...A A .TTT....A.A..GAAC....... TAT. o e OTATA-TT. 5o mm e s TaoCicAG. Clve conaes Cl...s T
M. oralis/KC315782 T.A.T..CGGCAAGCTAC. TTATAA. A. . C. G. . TAATAGTTTGT. A. ... ... A.C..CCTGTAT. .. .GTATAAT.A. AG.GC...T...C..G...... GTTG. . GGCTG. AT

M. oralis/MF375468 TA..T..CGGCAAGCTAC. TTATAA. A. . C. G. . TAATAGTTTGT. A.

N AR A B R R DR TR
B3 OFMaRIEMmESHUERS ST YMERC AN
Fig. 3 Analysis of the variation of M. oralis and three other species,

which have a high similarity with M. oralis

X A5 2 A iy AR O v B 2R R B A AR 5 S A (GenBank % 55 23 Bl LCO11456, HM146129,

KJ725083,EU344898 Fl EU344899) | I i fill o Ht %) VI 75 o AL JL A BESE X 42 B9 18S rRNA F51 V4 XifEfT —
REER T, R 5 SRR 2208 ok BB 78 A e X i) R a5 TJC 25 R L T 2 R ) R R O A A A )

X S B — 3 hy ik, HE ARIYMZEE V4 XAHE2ZES, BIREIAE E23-1,E23-2,E23-4, E23-7
1 E23-15 FRE A AU AR (F 4),
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H. doneci & M. oralis u
. Uﬁ
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Al 8 e2s1s Baguol Y U A A U ceooitoid
YUUG Ga, U X -11 -8 s UUA
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. UGGAACGAA ARL L E239 cearayy U C AL A B
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B4 18SrRNAH V4 K ZHEM TN
Fig. 4 Prediction of secondary structure of V4 region of 18S rRNA

2.3 REKRE

JLF 18S rDNA # Y ML Al BI A 280 — B0 Fh 54 . B v, B sl dUE BT 9 Fh 3R 78 — 30 4h,
HAbJE PR OFARIE My LR Bon TRAEE UL b g R R EmaE R R vk, HEE0E R A FRER
— 3 (EFFAH 100/1. 00) , %325 218 % 2 4 B — A Fh i (GenBank & 55 LC011456) I BUH IR #F C &R . 5
558 2= gt R R D B R S, B — KR a 2R (E 5) il 2= i H A5 50 434k ke i 3 0 i
HRZ,

3 iTig

I L T R FE S T AR R R AR ORI AR T L ARHIE SR 11 T VLV R AR T A TE R R L 3
JCFBEDEAT T IS LG & B0 . P 5 T 25 2 R AE JE AR — 0, VO VG b 3F 70 1 (0 0 4 /DN FU SRR R RE A I R (3 2)

X TG A5 N0 I R A PR A I R AT A S L R K Y 18S rDNA JF 41 22 [ 1) A% 537 o5 A%
T 10 ATRE A PR N AE S5 . ARAFST I 4R 45 19 11 Jis Ayt SOV VG AR B S B U FRE 18S rDNA JFFITE 1 614 bp K JE N AL
A 6 AT X R PI RN T RE A R A . 0 IR VTP R S I L R R PR A a4 B S 0. 003, T A [H]
Prh 2 6] 9 52 1L B B AN /INT 0. 028(F8 1), X A5 G BL AT A A 58 45 5, BV Rl P 7K T 35 A% 0 8 1Y) 3 B 43 A3 45 1R
0~0. 007", [AIA , 1 Js 360t VT VG 0 A 5 080 AU B0 =2 1) 9 B0 AF AR BE S 99 96 T AN ] 49 b 22 () 4 AF DL BE AN K F
98% (& 1), fnn bk =y i AHARLEE A Fp N K SF . 53 40 DL RO B 58 6 B BN Bh 0 1 18S rRNA RS54 1) V4 X
HLA A2 28 S0 65 TR B oo i o SRS e T R E N S M A0 ARUFIE 4SS R R - B T
VAR BE RN AL R 18S rRNA FE51 V4 X 25 ¥ PR B T Ffr PN 7K ST ¥ Y — S50 R AE 11 AN [R] 4 b+ 750 78 40 734
25 M (40 E23-1,E23-2,E23-4,E23-7 #1 E23-15) FIA 2257, 2 BTk S48 1 i gyt iy w4 Pl e 7 0 - R AR
RHIEERE FREA —E M2 AHNG KV FoRE X PR RE R 5 Fl, 95 25 19 T8 245 2% 22 5 W AT RE 5 3 32
T 24 K b B o0 A A G,
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B. plumatellae AY074915
T. bryosalmonae KF731712

45/0.874
100/1.00 4
70/0.824
100/1.00

M. nielii JQ690358
M. hearti GU574808
H. doneci 1LCO11456
M. oralis KC315782
M. oralis MF375468
H. zikaweiensis KR020026
M. turpisrotundus KU953388
H. filli KR340464

72/0.95]

86/1.00:

84/1.00 "]
99TT00
92/1.001

89/1.00
96/0.9:

99/1.00

100/1.00)

100/1.0%.

99/1.

H. cutanea AY 676460

M. erythrophthalmi EU567311
M. leuciscini DQ439811

M. gayerae DQ439809

M. paksensis KP025689

T. nikolskit GU165832

T. kitauei KU664643

100/1.00 T. rohitae KF170927

T. caudatus KC865607

100/1.00__ M. szentendrensis KP025686

M. ampullicapsulatus KC425223
M. honghuensis KJ725074

M. cultus AB121146

U. fimbrethilae KT072742

100/1.00)

63/1

49/0.63

M. hilarii KM403404
ﬁ: U. pelteobagrus KC193254

M. cerebralis EF370481

88/1.00)

100/1.00)

0.1
& 5
Fig. 5

SEH AN DL E LD R (Cy prinus
carpio var. singuonensis) N LA JT

H. dogieli K]J725078

M. supamattayai HQ166720

H. akule EU016076

H. lesteri AF306794

100/1.00 H. pseudorhinogobii AB447996
H. rhinogobii AB447993

H. adiposa £U492929
H. sutherlandi E¥191200
H. pellis ¥]468488
H. gurlet DQ673465
H. laseeae KX354352

E T 18S rDNA FFI#Z i ML 0 Bl & 4t 3t 1L &%
Phylogenetic tree generated by ML and BI based on the 18S rDNA gene sequences
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Tab. 2 Morphological comparison of two populations of M. oralis

LV R B (n=25) AL R (n=30)

1E 48 89 ( Carassius auratus gibelio i H

Bloch) MHEAC, If 28 N T 8285 fr = 4 BT K/ pm
SRR AT SRy 1 Bl T U B 0 58/ pm
P IE FR L R o 5 N O AR R 0 F I/ pm
YT TR S 7 AR 0 R T LR He#E K/ pm
SRS PR 3 Ak 06 W B9 SR ARE . 1 e 4 55/ pm
HOVTVE FPRE Y A T A 8 T 9 AL b A e 2 B 5
BfE 8 5 F AR, AR S AL s 16 E

RGLFNORE 5 0 E L R b 53 A
PG RRREAR L . W L Bl BE 5 5 o 1k i ok PERR U

12.240.5(11.4~13.5) 11.740. 4(10. 8~12. 8)
8.9+0.4(8.2~9.9)

6.8+0.3(6.0~7.5)

9.2+0.5(8.4~9.9
9.1
5.0+0.2(4. 4~5.6) 4.8£0.3(4.0~5.5)
3.1+0.2(2.6~3.4) 3.0+0.2(2.9~3.6)
7~8 6~7

W (C. auratus auratus) SHIRENCC. auratus gibelio)

LR H WAL R
A5 SCHRL16]

P18 30T % Al 5 2 T e A A9 RN
Z IR A BURA TR I A 7 2 5

MU 5 11 7 0 ) e AR S TV PG AR Al . SR, X 5 R A A

P 3 U B AT BE 1 e i 5 0 20 OR 2 D) W TR] R A B 1 AR g s AR . ORT A . 1 A R e A T
S TR DR S ) A B A B L P A ] AR SRR A A vt B TR R L B DA BT i A R AR K
i e M P T R SR PR 7 I £ Al e 32 3 K BT B A A 5 R L B 2O OB B R R (RO |
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Animal Sciences

New Host Record of Myxobolus oralis and Its Population Differentiation

YANG Shenghua, ZHAO Yuanjun, CHEN Wei, YANG Chengzhong
(Chongqing Key Laboratory of Animal Biology, College of Life Sciences, Chongqging Normal University, Chongqing 401331, China)

Abstract: [ Purposes ]It is aimed to investigate the new host record of Myzobolus oralisand its population differentiation. [ Methods ]
Comparative analyses were conducted on M. oralis from Jiangxi population and Hubei population based on their morphological char-
acteristics, 18S rDNA similarities, genetic distances, sequence variation, phylogenetic analysis and V4 region of secondary structure
of 18S rRNA. [FindingsBasically, the populations of M. oralis from Jiangxi and Hubei shared a consistent morphological charac-
teristics; the two populations have 99% similarity on 18S rDNA sequences, 6 sequence-variation sites, 0. 003 genetic distance, no
variation of V4 region based on 18S rRNA sequences; M. oralis from Hubei population diverged earlier than Jiangxi population.
[Conclusions M. oralis and its host may have not experienced a process of natural co-evolution; M. oralis may parasite on Carassius
auratus gibelio firstly, and then (since the very similar diets and habitats of C. auratus auratus and C. auratus gibelio, the two
kinds of fish are always yielded in polyculture pond) a small number of individuals of M. oralis from C. auratus gibelio migrated to
C. auratus auratus » and with the evolution process for a long run, the migrated parasites gradually adapted to the new parasitic rela-
tions, and then they finally became a new population (or subspecies) on a new host.

Keywords: Myxobolus oralis; new host record; population differentiation; 18S rDNA
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