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e E B B 52 [ RTRLEn AR E EE | dE
UKVE . ARG SR I . H AR | BRI 1Y
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1983); LAEZ)E, 2 &L HIRAE HARE, X
24 Hb IR AY B (Scapharca broughtonii) g 1Y, K it
KA, 1983) . 25 Wit £ 2 76 PR ) G 15 38 A 1 4>
WESR R AETE 1986 4F 10 1 135 3 15 JE 0. &5 19 1 1k A Tl
T, H U 5 2 A D SR AR i 3 2 4th DL 2 3R 4
Y 2% F (Buttermore et al, 1994; Ward et al, 1995), #%
N A T A ™ L B S B e AR
JE Wi fe £ 2 KL AR R I B £f1 (Brachionichthys hirsutus)
LR 5% (Stevens, 2022), H 2000 4, BT
67 SR 1) & g, i R AR R R H ™, U
a3 M FRA . 2006 4F 7 A 2 AR R K, HE
FiA 300 4N /m? (JABHTEE, 2008). 2007 4F 3 7
B9 16 J7 1 3E £ 22 W4 A (Ruditapes philippinarum)
60% i 2| Z Wi 5 A R E (B HTSF, 2008) .

2021~2022 4L M AETE LA T 15 M V5 v Sl 1) R 22
o SRR LG, HLE 2021 4F 2 A 1Y 20 4

TRAEZRAF, 2022 4RI 22 s 35 77 2 K S BB (9

— 7T 2022 SFE430FE 2 A A7 AR KR T IR
BEREE, 75— 1h 2022 4 7 H M RERE R Z
B 7E 5 BR 2h ) 2 [ S I Wiy (Philine kinglipini) [7) B
TR o NF 2 R O K, H T TG S
Gy 2 AT B R B e, B 2 1R BRMA
7 2 e 2 J5 EA T T B

KRG Z O 80 A )12 BB R A e A 3
RBE RN K 7= 5% 5 R % 7= A 7 B Y G TR RS I, (ELER X
L W 3% A 0 A ZREVE R 4 A 2 R ST AR B A
T E SR T E R R I R RS A 2
Wi s, W, BATEZ MRS, XE 2
(R T REVE T & HLA 5B I 5T M (L (2R LR 45, 2017)
[, A K TS5 T 2 e B E A2
R eI DO e G TY O ST YN OE R R S e € S
ME4E, 2014; FEMMAE, 2014; M55, 2014; 5K K
CEE, 2015) . BLAk, WESTHIE FRifE A SR S 2
Wi A R Rk, DACHLERTE 2008 AN B, BET R A
DA R 43 5 Wk 0 I B TR VRS, AT D/ g R A
KR, FEUGFFEAE PR e % 5 24 H (Lebrato et
al, 2010).,

Y& 4N F 22 0 35 42 1 1A% Z R Ay B R B4R
AR HASIBAEAS o ok B H AR S T B 10 2 30 5 E A
[ 28 R0 1A 3 R 4] B 15 31 i@ AT (Matsubara et al,
2005), fedlr, SRAEHA HARILEEHFE | B A L)
A FE 10 16 4> 2 B 5 4 A A A 3 X L B o
DT A= A 10 A 2 0 38 42 FE A I SR I [ 41 15

B LA A3 A, 45 3R R AR AU B R AR R S Y R A
R RIS R (Inoue et al, 2020), £ X3 [EH £
W B G ast e ZAEVE RIS D X TR M S T
B, A MU AUE A 20 54 B cox]
7 AR GE (F RS, 2011),

AW E m AT TORAE T 2022 4F 7 A AERM TS
Z W SRR R 12 ANREA, DL 3 AR H &
A, RGEME TR AR AH | b
T SE DR DA e Z a4 Fhmad, JFIF R T i 4
Br, S0 & 15X 2 B B 4 00 R 20 BER O R
o A G U T 21 2 1 3 [0 e 1) 7 gl 38
Yikh Z B 8 0 2R 5r 7R 8, JF R B R o R
O3 FHR AL ALK Sy S A NV DA R At v B 22
T8 54 1Y 2 FEPERRAE R 23 A8 AL B A R 3085 .
1 MB57RE®
1.1 HRRESLHE

2022 4 7 J1 6 H #5301 eI 5 i B A v s R
FH 680 H JcHi o0 75 fisg ] 125 v (11 1) N 41 R A5 T 2 A
A, Peik 12 MEREAMAER DB SR T AKX, 1/
WIRIR LI % . MM BRI E S, 7R KWKl
FH 6 Rl 8 3 P, ol P K TR TR B 8BRS ASR Y
— S, AR AP SE T80 °C UKAH HVHA A . 2022
48 H 5 HIEFRFLE 3 SR AT TE 1l 1% = U UK
HRAE T 3N RAEARGR 1), Bl Kb, i
K F ARG 5 AR — S 2, kST
=80 °C VKFEMH R VR . ILAb, T34 T RGE0 HL Rt
5%, AXFEHT EAKER 25 A H A L5 FFEA
TAREEIRIZH I 1 (Inoue et al, 2020) (3% 1),
1.2 DNA X E#HI&ENF

FE A % B 41 DNA R H f& 4 9 CTAB
(Cetyltrimethylammonium Bromide) ik 17 #2 0L, Fr
FLHLH) DNA 2 Covaris S220 #8 75 i WA (35 ) #E 4T
Fr Bk, #RA53EKN 350 bp B DNA F41; &Kk
.M AR, miFEEsk . itk . PCR X E 4
SCE 543 9 5% Fl NGS3K/Caliper #1 real-time PCR
(Qubit 3.0 fluorometer, Invitrogen, 3 [&)i#F17 ¢ K
NG A PEAG R E 153 A o SRS M 1Y SO R TR A
X DNBSEQ-T7 #4751l ¥ .
1.3 ZNGEEFRAHARE TR

% F GetOrganelle ¥ (Jin et al, 2020) M\ 3k 41 %%
AT LA T R 2 4, L Y 4 e R
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Tab.1 Information of all starfish samples compared and analyzed in this article

i T3, ZH SRR /(. H L B 22 30k
CNS01589 PEILZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01590 PEILZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01591 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017" E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01908 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017" E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01909 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 EN'e
CNS01910 PEILZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01911 PEWLZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01912 PEWLZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01913 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 EN'e
CNS01914 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01915 HE AR, BRHITE 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 EN'e
CNS01916 PEILZR, BN 36°6.30' N, 120°12.017' E 2022.7.7 A3
CNS01988 PETLIR, & 35°0.26' N, 119°46.04' E 2022.8.5 A3
CNS01990 PETLIR, & s 35°0.26' N, 119°46.04' E 2022.8.5 A3
CNS01991 HEVLIR, & B 35°0.26' N, 119°46.04' E 2022.8.5 A3

Al A4, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A2 A4, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A3 HA, HHd 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A4 HA, HHd 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A5 HA, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A6 A4, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A7 A4, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A8 A4, HHE 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
A9 HA, HHd 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

A10 HA, HHd 40°89' N, 140°86' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

Onl HA, B8l 38°44' N, 141°46' E 2018 Inoue et al, 2020

On2 A4, BWA L) 38°44' N, 141°46' E 2018 Inoue et al, 2020

On3 A4, BWA L) 38°44' N, 141°46' E 2018 Inoue et al, 2020

On4 A4, BWmA L) 38°44' N, 141°46' E 2018 Inoue et al, 2020

On5 HA, B8l 38°44' N, 141°46' E 2018 Inoue et al, 2020

Ul HA, KB 4& 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
U2 HA, KihB4& 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

U3 HA, KB 4E 34°60" N, 134°14'E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

U4 HA, KB 4E 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

Us HA, KB 4E 34°60" N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

U6 HA, KB 4& 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
U7 HA, KB 4& 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
U8 HA, KB 4& 34°60' N, 134°14' E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
u9 HA, KB 4E 34°60" N, 134°14'E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020
u10 HA, KB 4E 34°60" N, 134°14'E 2017 Inoue et al, 2020

SPAdes (3.10.1) (Bankevich ef al, 2012), 41 % i & LR 2H F 4 8 1k BWA v0.7.17 3 A44E () MEM 32 5 5 %)
) seed 2% 31| i NCBI &5k J#51 A. amurensis JUT A g B 2R AR 35 IR 4 4 0E AT 3RS (L, 2011), I
AB183559.1 (Matsubara et al, 2005). 2H % J5 (1948 ki 4 il IGV v2.8.12 #E17 AT Ak Fe Xt 53 4T (Robinson er al,
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2011) o AW 58 R FHAE £ ¥ fF MITOS (Bernt et al,
2013) .
RNAweasel/)Fll ORF finder (Rombel et al, 2002)%} 28k
A S DR A A v R . 2RO IR BBl IR SR A A 4k R
OGDraw (Greiner et al, 2019)i472: 41,
14 BBEEEEZFAESTR

BBER LR R A 2% . Bk 7 ik fm] 1.3, di%ead
T rp i F1 19 seed 225 )3 51| ) NCBIES ST 91) il 48 Vg 2
(Linckia laevigata) LC505033.1 (Hiruta et al, 2020), #%
WE AR 5L DR 09 7 BE R FH Mega 7 437 41 5
LC505033.1 #4775 LY o
1.5 RELESW

EF X 4387 1) P 31 2R FHAE 28 mafft 24 (Madeira et
al, 2022) 47 HXT, SRJ57E Mega 7 (Valach et al, 2014)
AT TS, R RREHTT R LW
¥ 7, bootstrap {H=1 000,
1.6 ERAFIILLESH

% Fi Dotter #{f:(Sonnhammer et al, 1995)%F ¥4
AT EE XS 0 A, 0 A B R R DA AR S 5 o
CNSO01590 HYZRLIRSLR 2 02 B, 43005 H ARAMAK
Onl . Ul FEIHE AR CNS01589 HEAT LA HT, T
AZE RN
1.7 SURE#‘E

DL & 2% 2 A Ik DR 41 1 T Vg A A ol LA %
R Sl HoAh AR R (SRERE) AT 4, SR Phylosuite
v1.2.2 (Zhang et al, 2020) %} H: e i AR K21 (1) 13 4~
H G 5 5 DR P A% R T A0 EA T R B . mafft FE X,
trimAL #57 . Concatenate S B 7 51, SR J5 18 F 1Q-tree
HEAT R GE R B TFARAGRE o 23 Ak Bt ) A 53Rk ]
PAML v4.8a ) MCMCTree 3X {41 (Yang, 2007). 15 5C,
“gradient (g)” Ml “Hessian (H)” FJ
At 55 % FH 8¢ K AL SR At 55 (maximum likelihood estimates,
MLE)fll GTR + G substitution model (model=7), [F]H}
% Ji independent rates clock model (clock=1). 4rfLHT
(1] F14 A 32 18 8 — A S 15) 18] £ (calibration points), £
5 W R 3 ¥ 1] (Echinodermata) 43 4k 5 8] [501~542
Million years ago (Ma)], Ii##% ¥ [ ](Eleutherozoa)%r 1k
Fif [H] (482~521 Ma) F1 i A V. '] (Asterozoa) 43 ft B [8]
(>479 Ma). R %Kk B W0 HA 1T 5l 2 FigTree
v1.43 % F 95% ) HPD(highest posterior density
interval)i# 47 Al MLALJE 7R o

MFannot (https://megasun.bch.umontreal.ca/

“Branch lengths” .

1.8 EFRAM RS HEEDH

A% 52 CNS01590 F 22 i it £ 45 A 1A B 2ok
RILRN P R 225 75, R BWA v0.7.17 7353185
25 > H A Z Jif £ - FE A 1) DNBSEQ-T7 Il ¥ 45
clean reads 5 H.UE 7 L XT . SR J5 14 H SAMtools X kb
XF 25 R AT 3 AT A AR AR B BAZ T IR 2 RE L
1 (single-nucleotide variants, SNVs){& & (homozygous
support >85%) (Koboldt et al, 2012), FTfAFEA K SNV
{37 5 38 3 N Python B BEA T 234, A CNS01590 4>
IR Z R AR S Y 5 2%, UL 400 bp il
RS AT L5 . Frf vk R 194 400 bp 71 H Y
SNV % i il R i 3 22 CIRCOS i 17 7l 11k J& /R
(Krzywinski et al, 2009),

2GR

2.1 YFMEEREYMIEBES

2.1.1 JBEHR T 2022 4% 7 A TERHIVE Z it
BRI R AR 12 > 2 W0 8 EAREAAN A KNS
5, TEARHERAMFE (E 1b). FEAREIEG S H AR
KAE BN Z 06 S F R AR SEAH R, DB 6,
BNTERS SANCI Ui EY S N ) D PP B A
T B AR AR 5 AT AE R i | 00 g OR A B R
ABFIEREA — 3, fmiF, BA 5 A B, FEAE,
i V. A G RE, TR EAEB, BA /N
AN HH I VA AR S RS IR A A SO, E AR A
e KR B SORE 2P A HES], AR s d o
ANHIL L RRIETEZS M, HIE 12 AN BNV i AR ARy
OEZ NEE K

2.1.2  RGKREHHTRHE 3 o X 4 R A T
LRRRYLRE, AT 12 NERFEARK coxl &K F
b1, SEREHFS A amurensis MZ435266.1 |
MZ435267.1 YEATFELE Blastn [R1UE FExF, AHRUM: ik 51
99.10%#11 99.36% (Coverage 100%). & Inoue %
(2020) A9 55, NCBI SRA ELAFF T 25 4~ H AW I £
O 3 R FEAS ) Tllumina 003 50, A 9% R H [6) #
PR LR A 21 25 TR R 7 1 AR AR BT AT R AR ) R AR i
RIZH AN cox] JF4 . [AlET, T2k T NCBIBLE &k &ry4sk
LRI cox] 73, FeTF UL 51 MHEARR) cox] FFHIH
HRGREW, ERNE 1c FiR, 51 AR BRI
RICHWA T3, 045 Clade I Hl Clade 1. Clade
[ REARSTRRAE B HAM, W& ARG S
FE . BWEL)AETFEM 16 A, Clade 1T
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Fig.1 Sampling and species annotation based on morphological features and cox/ sequences
TE: a: 2022 4B 59 B RAR (0L 8 T A PR W 8 A B B A A0 45 L b 0 B REA CNS01590 Y AN AT IR A5 o0 6T coxl J¥
G R GERE T, HEAL 845 BB G AURAEA LIRS B, TR 1a

WET HAM SR H AT HX B 43 S REA S 7R B I S 0 3 O G (R 1)

. E T BN (2006 4EF 2022 4F) . FREE = . HETIESFIEM ARG L FRAE, 7T LLI#HE 2022
WK AL Je W 5 I FEA (] 1a), Clade IT NEBER AFE e Mg R R R AEAS N Z B0 54 . tLE
KL MBI A4, 45 Clade IA M Clade 1IB, XA & BLZBOR &4 HA 5w R a1 2860k .
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22 ZRBEFNEEENLSN

N AT R N ¥ 2 £ T A R M
ZRAZ B FR, AW TR LR R
DN FIRZO AL N R A T T 41 . TEREAT LA AT
221 BT EORLRIE N 20 1 2 e £ 4R N 2 AR
Ot ASBRTEI Y A TR AN Y 12 A
7 3 Z WAL AR R ASE N A, 315
AAEAR LRI R 4135 58 IR b o FLE I3 Hr R BRI

S LR RIARSE M BE A — 8, RR A BaiES . L
CNSO01590 FEA By 2 14 (&1 38 A 19 (K] 2, 3K 2), ¥4
T3 NEASEEE 2 > rRNA fil 22 4~ t(RNA, K
JEH 16 419~16 421 bp. ¥ CNS01590 1R i {4 3 [H]
305K 1a h = A5 L AR A Onl |
CNSO01589 Fll U1 LA KL K 4H HE 17 )7 51 L X 43 Bt
(K1 2b~2d), A BT P EL 558 1R BE AR 22 8] ) 510 AH AL 458
1, WO R 22 S E A T A5

K2 ZBEAL 4 CNS01590 FEA B LR AL D 2 P35 J2 H 5 Onl . CNSO01589 Fll Ul FEA 1] (£ b 1A KE K 25 Fr 41 ] (4 HE
By
Fig.2 Mitochondrial genome map of CNS01590 and comparative analysis of mitochondrial genome sequences of CNS01590 vs
samples of Onl, CNS01589, and Ul
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Tab. 2 Mitochondrial genome composition of CNS01590 in Asterias amurensis
BT
FENZFR HHY +/—% IR BB 2L g K /bp
RIRHML T KRB NF  ROURNF

coxl CDS + 1 1554 1554 ATG TAA

trnR tRNA + 1553 1622 70 TCG
nad4L CDS + 1623 1919 297 ATT TAA

cox2 CDS + 1920 2 609 690 ATG TAA

trnK tRNA + 2611 2 685 75 CTT
atp8 CDS + 2 689 2 856 168 ATG TAA

atp6 CDS + 2 847 3533 687 ATG TAA

cox3 CDS + 3537 4319 783 ATG TAA

trnS tRNA - 4318 4 388 71 TGA
nad3 CDS + 4414 4764 351 ATG TAA

nad4 CDS + 4782 6 164 1383 ATG TAA

trnH tRNA + 6315 6 383 69 GTG
trnS tRNA + 6 385 6452 68 GCT
nad5 CDS + 6453 8369 1917 ATG TAA

nad6 CDS - 8 402 8 890 489 ATG TAG

cob CDS + 8 906 10 099 1194 ATG TAA

trnF tRNA + 10 044 10 115 72 GAA

rns rRNA + 10 115 11 009 895

trnE tRNA + 11 009 11 075 67 TTC
trnT tRNA + 11 078 11 147 70 TGT

rnl rRNA - 11 640 13 246 1607

nad2 CDS - 13270 14 331 1062 GTG TAA

trnl tRNA - 14 332 14 403 72 GAT
nadl CDS - 14 404 15 381 978 GTG TAA

trnL tRNA - 15382 15454 73 TAA
trnG tRNA - 15487 15555 69 TCC
trnY tRNA - 15560 15630 71 GTA
trnD tRNA + 15 634 15704 71 GTC
trnM tRNA - 15707 15779 73 CAT
trnV tRNA + 15 811 15 882 72 TAC
trnC tRNA - 15 882 15950 69 GCA
trnW tRNA - 15952 16 019 68 TCA
trnA tRNA + 16 030 16 101 72 TGC
trnL tRNA - 16 103 16 174 72 TAG
trnN tRNA - 16 175 16 246 72 GTT
trnQ tRNA + 16 250 16 321 72 TTG
trnP tRNA - 16 323 16 391 69 TGG
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Sk il — 25 R 5 2 O 45 A 2 R AR I DR 241 17 o
AR5, ABEFE LA 2022 4T S RAR AL A CNS01590
MEARARIE R L7 9 22, A T HAh 11 4>
2022 AE T RN REIFEAR | 34> 2022 4E T iE = s
KA MIREA RN 25 4T H ARG ECR L FE A 39 4>
2 W B AR A (R D) By PR R AR S 60 Y
(K 3a), 25K W8 FEATEWA @ E A AKX, 5
8 000~8 600 bp %5 10 900~11 300 bp, 4> %I T
nad5~nad6 M rns 5 rnl Z[8] B4 tRNA K K A1 3E 90 15
X BT, ARBFFRME T — KR 3 700 bp 143
TFhRid . &5 FHRic il LU BT AS 8] i AN A 7843 X 4
Tk, HAMRG R PEEE 3b~3d). FET AP
=PRSS THC M RS L E R (B 3b) B, B
T UL 5 U2 ZEJEk X5y, HARE A Z E)45 DL X 43,
24y PR R 5 2o IR I TR 2 4 K 51 I o HER (] 3¢)
FHS X F5 B cox] 4y Fhrid, REEKIPIIHBA
AEX 4 Z HAFEAS (K] 3d), Bl A3, A5, A9 5 A10 Z
(], T AR AF 50 N7 0 8 4 B R 0 A i B RE ) I

T coxl KP4y ¥R HIL, 1% &5 PN T
B ic AT T 22 B0 45 25 10 b N st A% 2 REPE 40T
222 ZWRIEIS 5 R AR R 2ok AR I TR 2 G b
] 22 F 1 R T RS 2 8 S A I B )
Fir 1) 1 AR AR A, ASBIF 9T HL A A0 BT T 1 5 4R ) ol 1)
(R 2R 1A 235 ) 20 R A AL 2 M (18T 4), 45 2R % L it & 4
Pl ) B DR 2 AR A RS, AL 13 AN P g i S
. 2 rRNA Fl 22 /> tRNA, F H 35 F i 20 I 5
FNAE FE F 2 A i 5 [m) FE AR — 3, AN Anthernca aspera
MT476596.1 1) trnQ K& R 57 T X 41 A9 Fz S Ak (4% |
cox] FERNLFIE %), 5 HABYFIAH I o

T LRRARIER AR 13 NE AR, 7
T AL ZA Z B0 B R REASLE N BN Rl 4k
A (B A B8 (I 5) o T LR FP T IR 2078 322.1 Ma,
H R (Asteriidae) W FI I 7E 161.3 Ma /AL TE i, 1 4%
% J& (Asterias)2IFE 36.6 Ma 431k, 2l & 4 W Fh 24
£ 8.0 Ma s AbIE L. 2 0 Bk 2 (9 48 5 0T B R
HAE 1.7~4.2 Ma,
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B3 ZRi R Lo R N A Z AR AR 2 TARC I R R TR R
Fig.3 Comparative analysis of mtDNAs and phylogenetic relationship of different molecular markers
TE: a0 8 SR RCHE TR 4 SR A1 TR 2 AR PR B bd: A3 B FE T ARBIE SO A2 04 25 0 B 400 FARiC . BRI 2 2K 7 41 |
cox] ERIFFIKRGER B, BEAR 3 4 (1 50 (0 AR A L L S

2.2.3 LTI R 1 2 08 84 RN 2R
Gty Sy it — 24 7 1 B AN ) Rl oR ) 5 2 i A
TR N ZREPERRAE, AWFFEAE T 40 4~ 2 B &
JEFEAS I NCBI SRA 48 o & 4 52 W e 540 1) 1
S At 21 AW ol 1) A% Ik DR A 5k PR A2 W A Ok PR
2 ge1t, R AR AL AR SR R R L R an 3k 3, i
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Fig.4 Synteny analysis of mtDNAs of starfish species
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Fig.5 Mitochondrial protein-coding genes-based analysis of speciation time of selected species in Asteroidea
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Fig.6 Phylogenetic relationships of A. amurensis and other starfish species based on ribosomal gene clusters
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Tab.3 Composition characteristics of ribosomal gene cluster of starfish species

YIRS I$SIDNA  ITSI  S8SIDNA  ITS2 TS 28SIDNA  18S-ITs-285 ACCes3ion No-
Acanthaster planci
DRR251129 1816 398 166 655 1219 4089 7124
Anthenea aspera
SRR 12622300 1818 386 166 591 1143 4230 7 191
Archaster typicus
SRR12622308 1816 367 167 432 966 4039 6821
Asterias amurensis Al 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A2 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A3 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A4 1815 635 167 658 1460 4059 7 334
Asterias amurensis AS 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A6 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A7 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A8 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A9 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis A10 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis
CNS01589 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630824
Asterias amurensis
CNS01590 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332 OR630825
Asterias amurensis
CNS01591 1815 635 167 657 1459 4059 7 333 OR630826
Asterias amurensis
CNS01908 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630827
Asterias amurensis
CNS01909 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332 OR630828
Asterias amurensis
CNS01910 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630829
Asterias amurensis
CNS01911 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630830
Asterias amurensis
CNS01912 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332 OR630831
Asterias amurensis
CNS01913 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630832
Asterias amurensis
CNS01914 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630833
Asterias amurensis
CNS01915 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332 OR630834
Asterias amurensis
CNS01916 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630835
Asterias amurensis
CNS01988 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630836
Asterias amurensis
CNS01990 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630837
Asterias amurensis
CNS01991 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332 OR630838
Asterias amurensis Onl 1815 635 167 657 1459 4 059 7 333
Asterias amurensis On2 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis On3 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis On4 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis On5 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis Ul 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis U2 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332
Asterias amurensis U3 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis U4 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332
Asterias amurensis US 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7332
Asterias amurensis U6 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7332
Asterias amurensis U7 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis U8 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias amurensis U9 1815 635 167 656 1458 4 059 7 332
Asterias amurensis U10 1815 635 167 656 1458 4059 7 332
Asterias rubens
ERR3312498 1815 605 167 653 1425 4063 7303
Coscinasterias
acutispina 1815 575 167 611 1353 4072 7 240
SRR19025778
Cryptasierina hysiera 1817 391 166 575 1132 4119 7068

SRR 12430566
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b4 I$S1DNA  ITSI  S8SIDNA  ITS2 TS 2SIDNA  I8S-ITS-285  Aeeession
C”lcs”gﬁ%‘;;%’ggeae 1817 394 166 677 1237 4094 7148
E“ggﬁﬁ’;gg;igg;“ 1823 842 168 577 1587 5062 8472
Gongolflffzag;eéff;be’ 1817 425 166 541 1132 4268 7217
Iconsaliifleg;i’gg”“s 1 827 426 167 682 1275 4177 7279
Li’fg%%‘;ﬁﬁ”"’ 1816 461 167 603 1231 4263 7310
Lgl’ﬁi‘i ;”6‘202”;;’;” 1832 508 166 657 1331 4602 7765
M"”}é‘ﬁggggﬁé@cml“ 1815 685 167 676 1528 4071 7414
S{\{f{{f;g’ggﬁ 1818 408 166 563 1137 4079 7034
op Zﬁff;%”z%”g’;’f er 1828 686 166 806 1 658 4560 8 046
Pama miniata 1816 467 165 588 1220 4041 7077
P””I;IQ”R";?SC%’;’{”“ 1816 448 165 575 1188 4047 7051
P”’gfﬁg;ﬁfgé”” 1816 476 166 630 1272 4125 7213
Pentaceraster
mammillatus 1817 397 166 689 1252 4125 7194
SRR12622307
Plg;‘g%rglﬁfg’l”s 1815 561 167 649 1377 4060 7252
Pmé”é;“fég;ggf“s 1817 404 166 670 1 240 4131 7188

SR, 22 IR 45k 2 20 4 56 TR 4 o 1) 722 S 1
. TEARMEIE M 40 DFEARH, [UH BAFE
A B2 L AT DR 20 1 47 4 R 4 — B0 TR BNV
W 1) 22 B0 B AR S H A A B S AR A SR
h A, VLR M | % s DA K H AR A R 4
5] 22 T B AR A AR SR I AS i, X AT R S 2 e A 4
LA 05 138 0 BE 1A 0% o AR B i 5L 9 A A Y 43 Ak B
[ f 58, 22 s £ 22D Al BB K 29 7E 8.0 Ma, JEM
TEFEA IRl N AR 5 K2 R AETE 4.2 Mao HEHEZRE (A4
HAWMARFE LB LR, WK EAAMZ435267) 5
TN VEREA SR G S R T . 20 T2 80 4F-AR ) 2 iifs
25 0T R A AR B FR N 7KK b R ST 3 1 A R T
G135 W 5 Je S AR p B, 2 5 b i L,
1995 4 AEZ A HERRE A s O A, IEAE
JER v /b X R BT YA FpHE(Inverloch . San Remo .
Tidal River Fll Gippsland Lakes; 3 7E 4k Z F| 7 M 5%
W), FHZYFN H AT IEAEY KIEF (Richardson et al,
2015), Padlil, ZW0E 542 &M AR I r T
FEYIFh (Byrne et al, 2016). i i &AL v kb ZREAL 1)
WO FRAE I S A R, DR HE A 2 P AR R g sk ] R
JEE T M LT R AJE 9T (Battlay et al, 2023) . A ) AR PR

E HE Ak (4 LR AY (Reznick et al, 2001), 3815 2 FE1E
BT8R BEAGE N 197 7 (Lee, 2002). f2 ARY)
ol 3 o7 7 R 45 1) 38 4% A8 Ak R B BT 948 I SR 5t 1R A8
A AE YA R ) — A G RE R) L, X A R A A
55 PR A A A P ) PR Ak [R) A 2E (Hermisson et al,
2005). Battlay %5 (2023)38 i — Fl 2 B 1 AR 1 24 7L
Ambrosia artemisiifolia Wz B8, 785 & 17138 N AFIE
%) 5 DR DX Sl R 0 S B 2 A R AR Y A A B,
30 PR (AR R R 7 X 224 b A 1 A T L R RE T
B bR 3 N PR AR A G, I A A TR A ] B SR B
R AR AN, 22 £ 7 AR S Re 1 o S i
b3 1 Bt TV TE I SE S AR

4 it

AW AT TE T AR 20 A 1 30 22 IEE 45 2 b
A B BE DR 43 FAR I cox ZRLIAR S R 20 FAZ b
PREE DR B R G R B R AE, AMUE 7R T i 2
R B B AL Z R, R AL AR T A ER 2 it
BRI AL R AT o 22O 2 A M A BT M R A A 22
FEPE, A2 S oK F- 7T E G B AT 52 0 AR AR BT 1A B Ay K
-, kAT RE S HR R A I RE A 5% . IR AT
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MOLECULAR ANALYSIS OF ASTERIAS AMURENSIS FROM A STARFISH
OUTBREAK IN JIAOZHOU BAY IN SUMMER 2022

WANG Jing!- 23, DUAN Ze-Lin"->3, HE Zi-Yan'->34 ~ CHEN Nan-Sheng'> %3 4

(1. Key Laboratory of Marine Ecology and Environmental Sciences, Institute of Oceanology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Qingdao
266071, China; 2. Laboratory for Marine Ecology and Environmental Science, Laoshan Laboratory, Qingdao 266237, China; 3. Center
for Ocean Mega-Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Qingdao 266071, China; 4. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing
100049, China)

Abstract
Asteroidea and is widely distributed in the North Pacific Ocean, including the Yellow Sea and Bohai Sea of China, and

Asterias amurensis is a starfish species that can develop harmful outbreaks. This species belongs to the class

Korea, Japan, and Russia. It has also been found in Tasmania, Australia likely as an invasive species. Large-scale A.
amurensis outbreaks have been observed in many ocean regions with high density, causing negative impacts on local
ecosystem and aquaculture. Since 2006, large-scale A. amurensis outbreaks have been observed in Jiaozhou Bay and
adjacent ocean regions in Qingdao, Shandong Peninsula, China, causing big economic losses to shellfish farming. Genetic
diversity of 4. amurensis in Japan, Russia, and Australia has been studied. However, up to now, little research has been
carried out on genetic analysis of A. amurensis samples collected in Jiaozhou Bay, impeding the comparative analysis of
the genetic evolution relationship of Jiaozhou Bay population with other populations in the globe. Twelve live samples
from the starfish outbreak in Jiaozhou Bay in July 2022 and three samples collected in Lianyungang were analyzed. Their
mitochondrial genome, ribosomal gene cluster, and multiple universal molecular markers were assembled and analyzed.
Phylogenetic analysis based on the mitochondrial genome showed that A. amurensis has high intraspecies genetic diversity.
According to the estimation of differentiation time based on the protein-coding gene of mitochondrial genome, the
intraspecific genetic differentiation of 4. amurensis might occur in 1.7~4.2 Ma. Compared with the mitochondrial genomes,
the sequences of the ribosomal gene clusters of A. amurensis show highly intra-species conservation and basically no
intraspecific sequence difference was observed, indicating that the mitochondrial genome has a high resolution for A.
amurensis genetic diversity. This study constructed a variety of molecular markers of the disaster-causing species of A.
amurensis in Jiaozhou Bay for the first time, and in addition, developed high-resolution molecular markers that may
facilitate accurate monitoring of the genetic diversity of A. amurensis in Jiaozhou Bay and other sea areas.

Key words Asterias amurensis; outbreak; Jiaozhou Bay; mitochondrion;

genetic evolution; ribosomal gene

cluster



