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BEYIRI PR . VERSSE . ADFAY 8 T AL L 28 Fh K 8 /K BERI Z Wi AACOTFI16S )71, 7379245 Fi1164%;
P T2ANE R BER AT N . FiRIK2P (Kimura 2-parameter)isi A& #E 25, A% T 3T X2 R A B R GR B 40
4 (neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree); FF45& R w A E T Klee-diagram & . 455 WoR: COUTF1 (1) P it 45 55 25
k1 0.008+0.005(0—-0.033), il 7] 18t 4% FH 29k 0.298+0.128 (0.092-0.597); 16S /5 71 () Fh 4 15t 4% FE 25 4 0.006+
0.010(0-0.047), Fl(AIEAL HE B 240.39420.195(0.068—0.898) . 2K JF A LE FT A bt rh, Fft A 1A% 22 S48 /N Tl
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Abstract: Being a major component of coastal zooplankton assemblages, hydromedusae play a key role in
material recycling and energy flow of marine ecosystems. Species identification is challenging for this group
due to their phonetic simplicity. DNA barcoding provides an efficient method for species identification. In the
present study, 92 COI and 116 16S sequences from 28 hydromedusae species were amplified. A neighbor-
joining phylogenetic tree was constructed based on Kimura 2-parameter genetic distance and further studied
using Klee-diagram vector analysis. Intra-specific K2P genetic distance averaged 0.008+0.005 (0-0.033) for
COlI, and 0.006+0.010 (0—0.047) for 16S; inter-specific K2P genetic distance averaged 0.298+0.128 (0.092—
0.597), and 0.394+0.195 (0.068—0.898) for COI and 168, respectively. An obvious “barcoding gap” was de-
tected for all species in both markers and all individuals of a species clustered together in both the COI and
16S trees. Further confirmatory evidence was also provided through indicator vector analysis. Hence, both
COI and 16S appear to be accurate and efficient markers for hydromedusae identification in northern Beibu
Gulf.
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SREGUESE: JETERi ik COT A 16S Jv BUY #1116 5 Jb B K SEK £F DNA Z0 B85 70 B 51

TSR B 2 ) L B 490 171 7K BEE ] 7K 8 e 24
o HK B AR 1) GE PR (AW 50845 B K BEHD,
HApRZ BEK, ERiEsh Y E SR, i
RS RS R A S DR g B 2 . TAE
KoK BEEE K TR 5% W 4 3K R AR S R G
FRFF) LK o) B(Pitt et al., 2009; Purcell, 2012; F&£ 7
SPEE, 2012), R, st ek K RER 2 R PEAR
AT TEIBAE AT o« LT LRI F e 217
Wz, FWREZIGEUKBEEZ R LSRG
PR AL T Y E B SL A 7 K

ISR BER () W) 28 5 — T A2 90 22 TAE )
MR, EEWIREA: (D)KIEKEENHOR 2 (1) BB
PR SR RS TR 2 B R B B Be sl AR 855 1) o
T 7 AR, DAL, R A 27 55 0 25 2y 38 i
() b e 44 e o ) 44 A5 A % (2) HHEARAS B (7 1t
ARIKBEAY J TP AR K W8 70 2 22 BOK IS /K BE2R 2
TR ERE A, BTN RS RGN T
fift, 38 A LRI A K MR K BE 4 28 R G IR B 2
)k 2 TR W, v KR K BER O 2
S A FOAFAE B A7l (eryptic species), TEAZAE
PE G i 3L B0 OE () 2 FF 1 (Lindner e al.,
2011; Zhou et al., 2013). K, 38 V) ZIF R FT )
T %58 T i

DNA & TEHE AR H IR K 5 (58 1 P 4
& TAE(Hebert et al., 2003, 2004a). 7 K2 Ezh2k
BErh, GobiiARgn (5 2= CHEAL B A — AL (CODHE
12 RGN kil (AR HESS TE RS 3L R Bt (Hebert et al.,
2004b; Ward et al., 2005; Hajibabaei et al., 20006;
Ratnasingham et al., 2007). #X1f, HIEY 1111
DNAZ B NER A4 03 Fhrad, BT AE (e 4+
W BFFTRW, 2 BOHa] A Ah 2 K COLRI HoAth £&
LR T IRl (A G R AR AL BE ARARNA KW FEIE R, 16S)4H
b, b ER GG, I A AN S A %S HE
DNA 4 JE 14 b5 #E 3 [X] (McFadden et al., 2000;
Shearer et al., 2002; Hellberg et al., 2006; Huang et
al., 2008; McFadden et al., 2011). #X1, Sinnigerss
(2008)5% 75 B H « - Stampar%s (2012)%} £ 95 %% H
FIBT 5T 45 R B0, COLFI16S 34 ] U fffi [X 43 3T 2k A,
ST R AR S5 0 o T AE 7K S 2N, Shearerd$(2002)
UESE LRI COIR AL M A ALK, Huang(2008)
42 BV 18 {FLE £ COLME 4 % K B DNA 4% JE 15 )7
41| 1M Govindarajan %5 (2006) W) % B il g % Kz 45

(Obelia geniculata)fJCOUIRIE S e R 5 =1, FFHe
COTH A3 RN ] T /KIS R R G W9 IR,
Ortman%5(2010) A1 Bucklin®(2011) ) H) I & T /K £t
NPTV RV 5 AR S IDNA S TERS TA4E, i iicorny
DAAE R /K BEE )RR IR AR AE PR 41, AR 1) 541 2
K EHEKEEH R

HILET-COL, 16SP3IAL 5 4 1Y, H5 e AEAEK
H AR K BE H R v B4 51k B 1. (Shearer et
al., 2002; Miglietta et al., 2009; Moura et al., 2011b,
2012). [AItL, 16S/21% 72 B H T 7K 8 AN R 42
WEE, v 7 o5 17 AR RE 2R & 2 KB oo
(Collins et al., 2008; Moura et al., 2008; Leclére et
al., 2009; Bucklin et al., 2011; Moura et al., 2012). [7]
I, EIEHAE N I R 2 T hRd, JHEAX B
AT AN AN TN AR R K A2 (Schuchert
et al., 2006; Miglietta et al., 2009; Miranda et al.,
2010; Moura et al., 2011a, b). Schuchert% (2006,
2007, 2008a, b, 2009) 5S4 16S )7 F1IAF A BRI 455
FEKBE H R RER A 722K . BRI, 16S/751)
717K W8 2 2R 8 2 B 9 P 1 B B COTBE A % it
(Moura et al., 2012),

FRAR ST R HERE R N AE M N L B la) g AL
BE B 7KV A7 AE B 5 45 TR [ [ (barcoding - gap),
Ial 5 2% X 4> WP (Hebert et al., 2004b; Meyer et
al., 2005; Kohler et al., 2007). AT H LAIL# Ik
WK IEOK BE A WE SR 5, [N 985 7 L COTAN
16S/741, LT WA B Ay 25 TR A v A A 1)
EHIVERGE D), JE86 RGN BRI EEMR &I
VEVHAS T IX AN Fr BOH 500 3 v B DL KR K B
eIV

1 #MR57F%

1.1 H@EEE. REFES5LE

F AR AR I B B A0 A, LAV
PR (W AL505 um) K 2 22 36 2 3 H 3 07 i
BNYIFE S (1) o B R JG 1 SE BRIk PRI 1k
B TEBIFAE S M KB KBEANMA, 4350 B T B0
SR, DL uERE K #R24 hy AR5 1 B Zeiss SteREO
V125155 FOlympus BXS1 B 4T I & %02,
HREEEUG, S e IR E T-95% CRE 25 H
1.2 DNAZEUKPCRY &

B AR B LA 341 21, LASDS-2K A il 14
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Fig. 1 Sampling sites in Northern Beibu Gulf for this study. B, Inshore sites; J, Offshore sites.

b By AR B IE R 41 DNA(Zheng et al., 2009),
P CATEGZ s T —20 C IR AT .

DL ] 5 LCO-1490(5'-GGT CAA CAA ATC
ATA AAG ATA TTG G-3')FIHCO-2198(5'-TAA ACT
TCA GGG TGA CCA AAA AATCA-3')(Folmer ef al.,
1994) ™ 4 R AR COLA BE, 16S A B LAHT A 4R iE
514)16S-L(5'-GAC TGT TTA CCA AAA ACA TA-3")
M1 16S-H(5'-CAT AAT TCA ACA TCG AGG-3')
(Ender et al., 2003)§ 14, B PCR % V3K H Takara
Ex Taq¥ M4, AcHl25 uLikR, 7EBio-Rad S100044
PRI 5E K. COURNFEF A 94CHlAEYE4 min,
R33N (FE94°CAZME40 s, 50°CIR K1 min,
72°CHEAH1 min 30 s), £z/572°CLEMH5 min, 16SJ Y
TR N TRALBESANMIEER, fF%: 94°CAPE] min, 45°C
B K50 s, 72°CHEHT min, 35 K30 MEIR (AL
94°CAEM50 s, 50°CIE K1 min, 72°C ZEMH 1 min), )5
72°CAEAHS mine 3 HY P40 BB v e L VRS,
ai Ak 5 IR At B TAY) TR IS5 A PR A+,
TEABI 37305E 3 B4 il
1.3 HiEE

] — 4 A AT BRIE 2 AR, TR R ah
Fr 00 5 5 L Y 0 P S A A, DU A 81
i, SRJE H ClustalX V25453 B HEAT )3 91 22 5 Lokt

(Larkin et al., 2007), K HEditSeq V7.1%H B xt,
ARG A B AT AR 2K 5 5 Jo AENCBIEU P B
ATBLASTLELXS 73 #7, 1€ Fe a1, IF 8 P41
% GenBank £ 4 %2, N JIMEGA V58 fF, #46M
Kimura 2-Parameter (K2P) (Kimura et al., 1980)f5: %4
oy k524 B Bes A IR 41 22 5+ (Tamura ef all,
2011); SRJEHEBEE 73 K40 73l Ge v K2Pig A% 25
(AR AR S s 352 i 45 7 GenBank 1 i 18 [ 4H C 741,
SR R G K B A8 F (neighbor-joining tree, K2P
B ) F B K AH AL A (maximum-likelihood  tree,
GTRHGHIFEM) . R G R B W& SR RR
Hbootstrap /7 ¥%, 7% 1,000k FE &, Ff ik 2Rk
IKBERNIE H K BE(Aurelia aurita) VRS H /K BE(A.
limbata), 1 ¥+ 7KBE(Craterolophus convolvulus)#ll
1 #3559 H (Siderastrea radians) % 4 %% ¥ 54 3 4b
BEo BLAL, AHFFT 2 Sirovich®(2009, 2010)1) 25 &
o3 M J7 W5, R b E VL K BEUK BE 5% TF 15
Klee-diagram 4| .

2 R

6 A FH VS b 8 T ke SR A KR K BESR2 V.44 5
H13RH9E28Fh SL 116N MA, M1 COIFI16S/741
12084, HdCoOl B 13FH8E2671924%, 16S )}
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Table 1 Genetic distance on different taxonomic levels
SR CcoI 16S
Taxonomy group W RAME BOE CFEME AREE HEUME BME BOKE CPIE A=
N Min Max Mean S.D. N Min Max Mean S.D.
Pl iALEE RS Intra-species 194 0.000 0.033  0.008  0.005 320 0.000 0.047 0.006 0.010
FplRJIEAE IR S Inter-species 3,992 0.092 0.597 0298  0.128 6,350 0.068  0.898  0.394  0.195
B )RS  Intra-genus 370 0.092 0215 0.171  0.032 316 0.068 0225 0.157  0.044
ZEKBEE Aequorea 41 0.126 0.160 0.148  0.016 75 0.085 0.127 0.109 0.014
PR BEE Eirene 323 0.092 0215 0.173  0.032 220 0.068 0225 0.174  0.036
FLE/KBEE Eutima 6 0203 0212 0208  0.003 15 0.184 0.189  0.187  0.002
IR KBHE Malagazzia - - - - - 6 0.069 0.069 0.069 0.000
FRHRIEIEES Intra-family 230 0.127 0351  0.189  0.037 473 0.111 0386 0258  0.091
ZE KB Aequoreidae 12 0.127  0.159  0.145  0.010 16 0.111 0125 0.117  0.005
W A7K BER} Diphyidae 9 0347 0351 0349  0.002 169 0360 0386 0373  0.007
FF/KBER} Eirenidae 206 0.155 0233 0.185  0.017 277 0.114 0261 0200 0.035
filh 22 /K BER}L Lovenellidae - - - - - 6 0202 0205 0203 0.001
HpKEERL Malagazziidae 3 0175 0177  0.175  0.001 5 0121 0.132 0.128  0.006
% HIBUEE R Intra-order 940 0.105  0.566  0.199  0.075 1,847 0.086 0.775 0211  0.096
16/KEBEH  Anthoathecata 12 0.178 0211 0204  0.009 35 0222 0289 0260 0.017
BIKEEH Leptothecata 878 0.105 0566  0.185  0.046 1,747 0.086  0.327  0.194  0.032
#/KBEH Siphonophorae 50 0446 0499 0483  0.014 65 0366 0775  0.659  0.148
WAL B Intra-subclass 1,425 0.150 0.596 0349  0.143 3,160 0.185 0756 0.486  0.144
YOKEBET4 Hydroidolina 1,395 0.150 0.596 0348  0.144 3,154 0.185 0.672 0486  0.144
T /K BE WA Trachylinae 30 0407 0418 0413  0.004 6 0728 0756 0741  0.010
KU B ENEAL BE 1% Intra-class (Hydrozoa) 1,027 0207 0597 0371  0.076 554 0295 0.898 0.570  0.170

BL13R9JE28F 1165 . WM LA FR. FEM 45 K
GenBankJ 74115 555 WL 1,
2.1 BEFEER

AHE T LK 2P R U H 5t 3 1 ) st A% B e, JF
F IR R e AT v i (K D). 53R, COlL
) ol P 394 S A 0-0.033 (S 2441 4 0.008), i
94% [T Fh P 18t 4% B 25 /N F-0.020(612); HETE £ 5 K
(Aequorea conica) i L Fh N 35t 4% BH 25 (1) 5 KAH
(0.033), COF ]S A% PE 25 40.092-0.597CF-22E A
0.298), F1~F /K BEJ& 1 B = F - /K B): (Eirene
ceylonensis) 5 4l ZAV- /K BE(Eirene menoni)[a) it f£
PR BS527/7(0.092).

16S 1)y 35 A% S B 4 0-0.047(F ¥ b
0.006), H-H193% 1) py st A% #E B9 /N 1-0.020(#]2) .
A4 = /KB (Lensia subtiloides) IR PN 35t 4% i 25 5
K(0.047). FilA)igt 4% H £ 24 0.068—0.898(*F- 4 {1 A
0.394); FI°F-ZKBEJE 85 5 F1oF- 7K B 4h 2 A1 7K
BER]B A 2H 2 55 /1M 0.068) o

COI [d] J& A~ [d] Ff 0] K2P 38t 1% #5255 4 0.092—
0.215CFEME M 0.171), T [RIFRIAS [F] & [Alagt 44 2 4y

0.127-0.351(F-#{H 40.189). Hidr, B2 FF/KEE
5 G SR K BE TS B 25 8 0s, 240.092, Jr AR Al
V- /K BE(Eirene brevistylus) 5 8 J 1 °F- /K B} (Eirene
kambara) 1AL EE K, 40.215. XFT-16S, HL[F]
& AN [R) A [R] K2P 15 4% BF 29 24 0.068—0.225(*F- B {E A
0.157), 1 [RIFFAS [ & M) 35t 4% B 25 24 0.111-0.386(*F
HIME $490.258) Horr, B2 FF K BES g0 80R17- 7K B
] [ R I e /N s A% B 25, R 0.068; AL Rl
KBRS RV K BE(Eirene  hexanemali) 0] 15t 4%
BROK, 40.2250 24N 07 B i 2 R 2 vp el
P IB AL 22 S 35 /N TR AL g A% 22 5, AAAE W] Wl 4% 7
fih[7] [ (barcoding gap)(&2).

UbAk, g R EoR, [FJEA R R AN 7R 18] [l CorA:
SR LA R AMATA 30165, RIS [R S AN A
(19748 Sl e AN W KT R B ANk ] o 5T 168, R @A
() A (] A S A 2R 24 Oy [RIRP AN A ) (1 60187, TR}
AR B A A T 1A% e el 2 (3 2 T () Jg Ak )
22 EFRFLZEFBMIPEE

FT-COTMI6SIM RS R & A8, Fr A [H
Tl 518 RE T BB A B = SR PE I o b, UE
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Fig. 2 Distribution of the intraspecific and interspecific genetic variabilities (Kimura-2-parameter distance) of COI and 16S
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Fig. 3 Neighbor-joining (NJ) clustering based on COI sequences. Families are noted in the figure.

< Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716138
E ‘k = Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716141 B
-9 Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716139
i) 101 Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716140
=] Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716142
= Eirene ceylonensis | JQ716143
Eirene menoni | JQ716133
Eirene menoni | JQ716136 Eirenidae
Eirene menoni | JQ716132
100 |- Eirene menoni | JQ716135
Eirene menoni | JQ716134
03 A el Janet Eirene menoni | JQ716137
100|| Aequorea conica | JQ716176
4,—L Aequorea conica | JATIGITS Eirene brevistylus | JQ716155
| Q716189 Eirene brevistylus | JQ716152
Aequorea papillata | JQ716186 Eirene brevistylus | JQ716153
Aequorea papillata | JQ716185 Aequorcidae Eirene brevistylus | JQT16154
Aequorea papillata | JQ716182 Clytia folleata | JQ716211 | Campanulariidae
Aequorea papillata | JQ716181 100 [ Eutima lewka | JQ716156 | Eirenidae
Aequorea papillata | JQ716183 Eutima lewka | JQ716157
104, pequorea papiliata | JQT16184 Malagazzia carolinae | JQ716110
Aequorea papillata | JQ716056 700 | Malagazzia carolinae | JQ716109 .
Eirene kambara | JQ716128 Malagazzia carolinae | JQ716111 Malagazziidae
J00 || Eirene kambara | JQ716129 Octophialucium medium | JQ716089
84| Eirene kambara | JQ716131 100 - Laodicea undulata | JQ716120 | Laodiceidae
811 Eirane kambara | JQ716130 Laodicea undulata | JQ716121
] e i s Eirenidae Sl
Eutima krampi | JQ716158
Eirene pyramidalis | JQ716144 Eutima krampi | JQ716159 Eirenidae
Eirene hexanemalis | JQ716147
el Sl
Eirene hexanemalis | JQ716148 - .
Eirene hexanemalis | JAT16151 'QU Eucheilota menoni | JQ716086 | Lovenellidae
Eirene hexanemalis | JQ716150 ) i“q‘“”“ sp. | JQ716188 | Aequoreidae
- 100 Aequorea sp. | JQ716187
AN
-]
bl
;
-
S 100 L— Bougainvillia muscus | JQ716058 ‘ Bougainvilliidae
Bougainvillia muscus | JQ716059
Turitopsis lata | JQ716122 I Oceaniidae
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ716080
P omata | JQ716077
= 10| proposcidactyla omata | JQ716078 Proboscidactylidae
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ716079
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ716081
Nanomia bijuga | JQ716069
Nanomia bijuga | JQ716071
i Nanomia bijuga | JQ716070 Agalmatidae
Nanomia bijuga | JQ716068
Nanomia bijuga | KF977305
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977269
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977271
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977270
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977265
10011 piphyes issonis | KFO77266 Diphyidae
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977267
100 Diphyes chamissonis | KF977268
Diphyes chamissonis | KF962109
Diphyes chamissonis | KF962110
Lensia | KF977289
) - Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977340
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977341
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977339
| KF977342
10099 Somundella bitentaculata | KF977344 Acginidae
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977343
Solmundella bitentaculata | JQ716088
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977336
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977337
Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977338
Liriope tetraphylia | JQ716067
4100‘» Liriope tetraphylia | JQ716065 Geryoniidae
Liriope tetraphylla | JQ716066
o i radians | NCO0B167
c | GQ120102
7 Aurelia limbata | AY903189 Outgroup
99 Aurelia aurita | AY903211
|
005
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Clytia folleata | JQ716052
Clytia folleata | JQ716055

Clytia folleata | JQ716053

Clytia folleata | JQ716054

Clytia folleata | JQ716051

Eirene brevistylus | JQ715958
Eirene brevistylus | JQ715959
Eirene brevistylus | JQ715960
Eirene brevistylus | JQ715961
Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715970

Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715973
10| Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715972
Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715971
Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715977
Eirene ceylonensis | JQT15974
Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715975
831 Eirene ceylonensis | JQ715976
Helgicimha malayensis | JQ716002
200 | Helgicirha malayensis | JQ716000
Helgicirha malayensis | JQ716001
Eutima lewika | JQ716010
Eutima leika | JQ716006
100 | Eutima lewika | JQ716007
Eutima lewika | JQ716009
971 Eutima lewska | JQ716008

Eutima krampi | JQ71600
4{100 Eutima krampi | JQ716005
Eutima krampi | JQ716003

Eirene hexanemalis | JQ715965
Eirene hexanemalis | JQ715964
100 | Eirene hexanemalis | JQ715963
Eirene hexanemalis | JQ715962
Eirene kambara | JQ715978
100 |l Eirene kambara | JQ715979
Eirene kambara | JQ715980

[Laadlcea undulata | JQ715947
100! Laodicea undulata | JQ715946

4 ET16SFEFIRILBIEWNT)HE

»

&
to Part B

Lowenella haichangensis | JQ715912

Campanulariidac

Eirenidae

Lovenellidae

Laodiceidae

Proboscidactyla omata | JQ715911
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ715910
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ715902
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ715909
Proboscidactyla omata | JQ715903

D ¥ed 0y

to Part A

100

Malagazzia condensum | JQ715906
19| Malagazzia condensum | JQ715907
Malagazzia condensum | JQ715908
Malagazzia carolinae | JQ715904
1001 Malagazzia carolinae | JQ715905
Octophialucium medium | JQ715913
Eirene pyramidalis | JQ715969
Eirene pyramidalis | JQ715967
Eirene pyramidalis | JQ715966
Eirene pyramidalis | JQ7 15968
Aequorea sp. | JQ716025
Aequorea sp. | JQ716028
Aequorea sp. | JQ716026
Aequorea sp. | JQT16027
Aequorea conica | JQT15989
To0| Aequorea conica | JQT15988
77| Aequorea conica | JQ715980

Aequorea papilatta | JQ716029

Aequorea papilatta | JQ716034

Aequorea papilatta | JQ716033

Aequorea papilatta | JQT16035

Aequorea papilatta | JQ716031

89| Aequorea papilatta | JQ716024

Aequorea papilatta | JQ716032
Aequorea papilatta | JQ716030
Aequorea papilatta | JQ716036

Eucheilota menoni | JQ715886

Eucheilota menoni | JQ715883

Eucheilota menoni | JQ715884

100 | Eucheilota menoni | JQ715882

Eucheilota menoni | JQ715885

Eucheilota menoni | JQ715881

Turritopsis lata | JQ715943

Bougainvilia muscus | JQ715890

Bougainvillia muscus | JQ715893

Bougainvillia muscus | JQ715891

100

20} Bougainvilia muscus | JQ715894
82l Bougainvilia muscus | JQT15892

1JQ716023

B

Malagazziidae

Eirenidae

Aequoreidae

Lovenellidae

Occaniidac

Bougainvilliidae

Proboscidactylidae

81| Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977403

100

| KF977405

Nanomia bijuga | KFO77401
100 Nanomia bijuga | KF977402

79 Lensia subtiloides | KF977384

Lensia subtiloides | KF977385

Lensia subtiloides | KF977389

83 Lensia subtiloides | KF977390

Lensia subtiloides | KF977391

7§l Lensia subtiloides | KF977392

Lensia subtiloides | KF977382

Lensia subtiloides | KF977383

Lensia subtiloides | KF977388

Lensia subtiloides | KF977386

Lensia subtiloides | KFO77387

Lensia subtiloides | KF977380

1001 Lensia subtiloides | KF977381
Diphyes chamissonis | KF962451
Diphyes chamissonis | KF962448

Liriope tetraphylla | JQ715944
mo[ Liriope tetraphylla | JQ715945

=

radians | NCO0B167

Aurelia imbata | AF461403

100 Aurelia aurita | AF461398

hiREERD

Diphyes chamissonis | KF962449

Diphyes chamissonis | JQ715939
Diphyes chamissonis | JQ715940
Diphyes chamissonis | JQ715941
Diphyes chamissonis | JQ715942
Diphyes chamissonis | KF962450

Diphyes chamissonis | KF977373
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977374
Diphyes chamissonis | KFO77377
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977375
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977376
Diphyes chamissonis | KF977400

convolwius | AY845343

I Solmundella bitentaculata | KF977404

Fig. 4 Neighbor-joining (NJ) clustering based on 16S sequences. Families are noted in the figure.

Acginidae

Diphyidae

Outgroup

Agalmatidae

Geryoniidae
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AP BUSRRAR B M DX oy b (113, l4) o 76T i 3 2R
B oG, COUSCINfR BTt oK BE H ARk BE H Rk &)
H s R PE(KI3); 116STEILR K BEIE (Eutima) %
FOKBERE, R BERL, WA K BER R K B H 1)
T R NE(E4).,
2.3 ETFKlee-diagramHIZEEE 047

FE T AU A AR B 5 LK MK B % 5 Ak
IR, COTRI 6834 7~ H B S PRk N P 41 L X < X,
R [RI b5 270 RO AR ARURE B B S8 v TR P 51, O
AR RIS AL B B 2 e RN, 24N B
IKBEH B3R IR AT <X, s S K
IKEEE . FEKEEH FPAIR R 200, X 5 NI 24
&t F— (1.

3 iht

—RAEOLR, R ANA T (R 5 A 2 s N Tl
L) Fh 2 (8] 1¥) 22 7+ (Del-Prado et al., 2010), EIFfpy .
Tl ) A A 22 S (RO R FEE A 5 T 40 P 1) L R (K Shler e
al., 2007). FFPH . BhAEfE 22 SAFAE TS, W
B> TRl TCVEHER X 0 Fh . #e b, 300
DNAZK RS N AFLE L TEND AR, BIFRpy . Fhlalisifk
P 7 W i . HebertZ5(2003) 2 H, Fhlajistfh 2 5%
I35 B Fh N AL 2 SR 1045 . BLAWFIRIESE, ZKIE
BN LA KB COTF N . FhlAISRAL I B A TS
(Zemlak et al., 2009; Ortman et al., 2010; Sun et al.,
2012). MAHF T K2R I COTRMI6S 7411354
W S 4 TR (1B, 2/ 1 B[] Jes ol i) 1) J A% P 545
LU P Jt A% 8 25 v tH 3065, UESE T e AT AR Ay i itk
KIS HL A0 A YIDNA S TR AR ERE R R T AT 42k

DNAZ BRI Z N, 53 K= R JEEN
T 8RKE) J(Hebert et al., 2005). DNAS LA B
R KIS B R R S s i AN T, (H L ARHMESE R 1)
16 HCU) ER B4R sk = 1 R g IA B3 P (Pontin et al,
2012). Hig b, FET4IB F BUs AL I 25 1 4h 25
Faye, [l (1 B A AN A R AR FLTE Jle— AN 7 (1) B
%3 k% (Ortman ez al., 2010). 7EAWIST T, COLFI16S
BIAEAEA R A TEE IR, [RIA AN RE T e
M, FEAB RIS, XUFSE T A A DNAS
TR B S A0l (1 A 1

BEEWTIT RN, DNASIEAS N & A R R
TR Z IR X 58, FEBEAF Rl 2 th b B ) i %,
O B R AE N 4 TE RS R 3 DR B A b i ik Ak

HE, DRI Aa . fEKIE A, LLCOI
HFRACHT TR )AL 0 A3 4 0E (Huang ef al.,
2008; Ortman et al., 2010; Pontin et al., 2012). {H%}
TR, 7 F252012)% o (B A6 7 e > WK
FERDNA S B /3HT, ZhouZs(2013) 76 H [H 4< i 25
WS K BF 1 38 b & I K% Laakmann #1Holst(2013) 7F K
PO IRE K BE /K R4 e 55 TAE 34 1E 52 T COIAE 4
HMERD RSt E R o AU UESE T BRI S
PR R IE) 22 57(0.092-0.215) (1) 1T %F F-16S,  [A] @ Fl
F] 2% 5 5 COLIUT {LL(0.068-0.225), F:J& P % H e Ar
F %6 5 COMH Lh B #21m (K 1), IEFI16SH &5
COIF 4 IR IX 73 BE ). SR b, 16SAFRIC Y
Toft D23 FH B A7 R R 0 T AE B CE IR T AR 1R %
H(Govindarajan et al., 2005; Schuchert et al., 2005;
VEPRAH, 2008; HEHNAL, 2010; 251, 2010). A 10
BB, A IT BT R AR 1 ALV DY NSO BE S
GenBank ' >k A AR JE W.(GER). I bbifE (5
L) S5 FE il B 16S 7 51 A 4G 8 K IR K2P 33t 4% JH &
(0.087-0.119), FRATIN N A7 05 EEXFIX —tH 5L A
(1 R G B2 E AR — 2D

KA FCEE R ARV A0 3w WL K WS /KBRS,
KT K2P st A% PR 2 FINT B ¥ 75 V25 UF B T COTAI 163
Bynra3%a T HDNA KIS 5T, 1X—45 W] {2
HEZ AR K BER I A 2 BEPERF 9T . H Sirovich
25(2009, 2010)5 I N R HEAIHT, KA AT FIXI VA2
SERIR . JBEYERE L )G, Klee-diagram A 2 {2
HE T DNAZ AL 1) 3 H] « Bucklin (2011)4533E T 4%
A0 S b A2 BT ey LA AL A A5 S T 2 il 1
DASZEL, HCABER N, TESE T 8w st T8k
J& 7K P 18 < il K I BE (zoom  function) . Cheng %%
(2013 ) YU 3ok o} 1o AR T SR i sh 0 1 Ok s o T, R
T BEE. M BRI R R SRR AT
AR, CLRERAREN Y. 2 BRI B %
o ARBEFUHR, XFCOUTA, AV /KEEE 741 A
YA, T 16S/741, 2 KEEE . FPFKEEHE
T hr K B8 A A AR A . AHLEZ R,
16SJ7 51 AR A AL 5 T-COLT 41 6

A CATR, 51 % 5 o0 AT IR 2R 40 2 AL T v
JEEBHFI A UE K BE, LRV s M 2 AT T
BRIETRIER . (HE, BT AT R
B, R BELE S I (F MR [ P i e R i et A% 22
IR A . AR B A P RhBORFE S 5 038 i,
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Fig. S1  Vector analyses based on COI and 16S sequences. Left and bottom axis are sequence numbers. White dash line box indicate
sequences of Anthomedusae and Leptomedusae, Siphonophorae, respectively. Cold to warm color bars indicate the increase of se-
quence similarity.
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