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Abstract

Megastigmus sabinae is a major Seed Pest of Sabina vulgaris at Changdu area in Tibet Autonomous
Region, which has caused serious damage to the natural regeneration and breeding of this species.
In this study, the partial sequences of CO1, Cyth and 28S genes of this specie were sequenced and
analyzed in order to provide a theoretical basis for the control and identification of this pest. The
results showed that: The genes CO1 and CytB of M. sabinae had composition features of mitochon-
drial genes of arthropods, while the gene 28S had usage bias to nucleotide G and C comparing to
the mitochondrial genes. M. sabinae had closer distance with M. bipunctatus, M. amicorum, etc. The
conversion ratios of three genes were obviously larger than that of transition, and among the indi-
vidual gene, the patterns of conversion and transition displayed divergence. The codon usage of
mitochondrial genes CO1 and CytB of M. sabinae showed bias as that of arthropods. The phylogenetic
analysis showed that M. sabinae had the very closer relationship with M. bipunctatus. The results in
this study will provide the theoretical evidence for comprehensive control of M. sabinae.
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1. 5|15

[5A A JRE /N g (Megastigmus sabinae Xu et He) 2 SR S RS by, i FHN . HmEE AR
BT AT R X, BN FEASERA (Sabina przewalskii Kom.) [1] [2], dbAh, B A5 EHA(S. ti-
betica). 75 kA (S. saltuaria). &A% EH1(S. komarovii) A4 [F4A(S. convallium)id il fG #[3], Hegh &
BRREAL, BUEREMFRSIRYE, ARERE, dEmiE SRR E AR T4l FEATNIE . i 5
A TR AL [5], A B L G Ak S AR RS PR B @ R AN AT BRI R R, XK R ORFF L IR IR AN 4 Hr
AP AT B o A ORRE /N A I £ T A8 [BAR R SR AR B FREEH B2 R R, PRI TR B
TAE. ZFHrEEiiE, AEFEMM T 7™ 5 6 H R A 41.64%, AL 60%~70% [4] [5]. HUbA T,
XF A RRE /N EAT 2R GEbIT 9T & B 45 1% 3 U i) BT 42

HHT, A0t AR R/ INE T 9T F A b T H iR [6] [7] [8] 25 (Al 4r A ks Jm[4] [5]. AEiE >4 [8]
SRR [3]55 7 T, AT LB 9K AR 7 TR AR IE , A EAHIE Fe 5L T LA L7 1 5 R0t [ 4
KHFE/NE COL. CytB J% 28S JE: [ 14 AT T I F 0 4. 1) H AT A BRIRIE M ARG Mg
60 ZFl, BEARVHZHFN RN T EERNE M, (ARESFEFEES T EFEIUR, T EWEHIR
BT 2R K5 2) KRG IR, EM TN RRATE, 2 TAEYS A B TR /N %
R POELS 2 3) KRG TS 506 B T KR/ Mg B RGBT
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2. M5 %
2.1, RHKE

R I /NI A R & B2 T 2017 4 5 ARBBESTHMNZR RS, HEWHEIME BEAEE LK
Roques Alain %7€ . $EbRAE T 95%IAE, FH A7 T-20C % .

2.2. R7E

2.2.1. EAREMEEELSE DNA RS 4L

KA H, %M Qiagen LA ZH DNA FEHUAT & 0 HAE Ui B FEHL DNA, FHECE 19%50i5 Rtk
SR ZH DNA 15e8tt. BARBERAEAD IR T 1) 3 S RA7 I R /NGRS 2Rk 4R b, A
KRR, BRI T BE Rk 2) RBRERARBERE, HETIE 15 mL SO0 N; 3)
B R E T T 10 s, FIR B 8 7 40 BT B e ik, B &8 R ORIR s 4) TR0 85008 WX 180 L Buffer ATL,
MG EIRTER A2 LIRER G, M S5 e 5) MBS OE WA 20 uL &AM K (K
&4 20 mgimL), S fEIRIER A% LIRER /R G, FE AR K S440 A 72080t 6) fEfHRKE
FRIRA, B4 56°CREHIHAL 3~4 h, FEIKFEE A 100 rpm/min, HAEAERE 30 min Fahipf RAIHLL, f#
HAURTF, JFUSTHNARIE: 7) RPHZUN R ZORET, B B0 JFERIEIR A 48 LIRIERE 15 s; 8)
B 200 puL Buffer AL, BEm7Rs-RS), £ 65 CHHIE/KIBIERNIEE 10 min, FHIA 200 uL J/K LB,
FEIRFEIRE); Q) LWL AE RIS AERES, 5 LR B 00 I B R NP, 7574 25011 L 8000
rpm B50 1 min; 10) FF WA AR, R PR R B T URCBEE T, NN 500 pL Buffer AW, 7EX R
£ AL 1 8000 rpm B0 1 min; 11) FFEEWCERE NIRI, FRAE ST E TICRE S+, A 500 puL Buffer
AW2, TEAVRE AL L 8000 rpm 2.0 1 mins 12) FFRWNEE WK, KW A B E TUEE T+, 18
AR B0 L 14,000 rpm 250 3 min, 785 BRI B ISR B A 13) KR PR T I 0 B SR
EL N TR AE 65°C P 50 pL BEME AE, FEIRCE 2 min, 1M £V %R 25041 13,000 rpm 50 2 min;
14) BWEEE NMBAE B R TR S OE N, Mbrid, —20°CIRAE, 1EABMREH .

2.2.2. 5|¥1&it & PCR ¥ 1%

AW T 51 W0 51 SR KR WA 1o PCR RSLEAAR Ry 50 L, BARR 40 : DNA KR 2 pLs
L5120 pmol/uL) 1pL;  Fil514(20 pmol/uL) 1 pL; 10 x PCR (¥ Mg™) 5 uL; Tag DNA Po-
lymerase (5 U/uL) 0.5 uL; dNTP Mixture (10 nM/uL) 0.5 pL; #hE ddH,0 % 50 pL. PCR #E¥ LT A : 94°C
TRAZME 4 min, 30 JEHYH4(94°C A2 1 min, AHRIGI0R KIREEIR K 50 s, 72°CHEf# 1 min), #xf5 72°C
SIEMH 6 min. FCE 1%ZEIEFE ARSI PCR 74, FHAIH DNA EGHATR & (BioTeke)4fifk =4 »

Table 1. Primers used in this study
F 1. ZWAASI
HEH LK FEHIR/N (bp) IBKIBBE(C) SIMFFI(5'—3")
F: AGTTATATATTTTATTTTTGGTATATGWTC

co1l 640 47
R: AAATAAATGTTGATATAAAATTGGA
F: GATGATGAAATTTTGGATC
CytB 716 48
R: ATTACACCTCCTAATTTATTAGGAAT
F: ACCCGCTGAATTTAAGCATAT
285 999 57

R: TAGTTCACCATCTTTCGGGTC
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2.2.3. PCR =45 &M
Btk =) 5 PMD-18T #i/ki&H:, S\ DHSa B2, HLW ABRTHE, W80 ks b
TR AR TREG PR A J BT

2.2.4. FFEI5 R

KH Nucleotide BLAST F2 /5 7 Al > 25 S i vEEAff 1tk o R FE U e e ] 2 A 000 e 5 SR ) B B R
Lasergene ' GeneQuest F& /7K 731 /7 FIAZ T BR AL K Clustal W #2757 1E47 77 51 LL X 4347 s FiIH DnaSP
V5 B T s SR MEGA V6.06 B b s . Befh e, Jidess, JRME R B M
(NJ A4 1 ML #4), Bootstrap {74 1000. FrfHZeitiR 0y GTR AR, {7 ridbAbid R Gt R M G + 1 AL,

£ GenBank ¥ Firh, 3 Rl R ot B EI AR VRl R SR RN R 2 e, et
oIy, X EOE RN 228 R A B HEAT 1 L, RAHE T 21 MRS E RS, BRI M.
aculeatus (JQ756596. JQ756668. KU984687). M. amicorum (KJ535737. AY898663. AY900453). M. atedius
(KU496776. AY898690. AY900479). M. atlanticus (KF531836. AY898669. KU984689). M. bipunctatus
(KJ535738. AY898664. AY900454). M. borriesi (KF531852, AY898681. AY900470). M. cryptomeriae
(KF531841. AY898699. AY900486). M. hoffmeyeri (KF531845. AY898695. KU984693). M. lasiocarpae
(KF531853. AY898671. AY900460). M. milleri (KJ535739. AY898672. AY900461). M. pictus (KF531847.
AY898696.AY900481). M. pinsapinis (KF531855.AY898675.AY900473). M. pinus (KF531850.AY898674.
AY900463). M. rafni (KF531846. AY898677. AY900467). M. rosae (KF531840. AY898701. AY900487).
M. spermotrophus (KF531844. AY898692. AY900482). M. suspectus (KF531856. AY898688. AY900477).
M. thyoides (KF531851. AY898667. AY900458). M. tsugae (KF531849. AY898682. AY900471). %%
ARG 4339 COL. CytB Al 28S JEHI {8 5% 5 . &7 A LEXS AR/ 55 /5, COL LR ) e ¢ LUk R/
372 bp, CytB %X 695 bp, 28S KA 923 bp.

3. BZRE 4R
3.1. EEY SR ENF

2 PCR ¥ 1435, Frill CO1 2K K/NA 639 bp, CytB F:[A Ky 767 bp, 28S Ak 998 bp, S5¥#it
SESAITRT. BLAST LLXFRIH, Bl 4134 5 KR/ & Y Fh i 510 1R & AR, 1 B ASHIE 70 R Eh ™
T AR KRG /N = Fh LR 1 41
3.2. AaXEME=MEENZEERER S

5 FA KRG /N COL S (R (sl 2 4H ol LA 15 I S 2 ki Ak DNA FIBIEH R 1E, BN AR T S &,
MG CEERK. Hd, AL 29.11%, T H4507%, A+T 5 74.18%.

[ A R SRE /Mg CytB 3 IR Ol 36 28 i 7 B 15 I sl M 2 ki Ak DNA B3 2H SRR 1IE , Forb A (5 35.72%,
T &5 41.72%, A+T 5 77.44%.

B A A RE /N 28S FE B FE AL 5 CO1 A1 CytB K FEAE I B2 5, B G C BlJE A A%
BEm. Hrf, AL 2054%, T &5 21.74%, A+T 5 42.28%, G+C 5 57.72%.

3.3. EXEME=FMEENELES

3.3.1. &F col BEEMBELIS BFE
[ #1 AR /N CO1 3L 5 M. amicorum 1 M. atlanticus 5 #¢T iHE AL FE 2543791 9 0.062 + 0.013.0.062
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+0.015), 5 M. suspectus A 5izs ¥ 40 #F 25(0.119 + 0.013).
B FIRRE /Mg CO1 B RBRAE A FI G AR B m, G—A %R 32.65%, A—G %N
14.60%. FdFE A I T AR RS, AT MHEN 15.34%, ToA KIS N 9.63% (X 2).

Table 2. Base substitution characteristics of CO1 gene of M. sabinae

52 2. KiE/E CO1 EE IR 4HT

A T Cc G
A — 15.34 1.95 14.60
T 9.63 — 2.87 1.85
C 4.15 9.74 — 0.30
G 32.65 6.60 0.31 —

3.3.2. &F CytB EEMHIESHFE

[ A K JE /N CytB %: [ 5 M. bipunctatus. M. amicorum £ 5T (1 3E 44 25 25 (4351 4 0.050 + 0.012.0.051
+0.011), 15 M. rosae. M. atedius il M. spermotrophus ¢zt (A2 55 (43 %) >4 0.111 + 0.011. 0.108 *
0.011. 0.107 +0.011).

AR R /N CytB JEA Hr, Bk C AN T AL e i s, C—T IR HR N 57.62%, T—C Kt
HON 16.83%. BRIE A R T [AIEH R =, A—T FEIHRE A 5.96%, T—A FFIHE A 5.07% (% 3).

Table 3. Base substitution characteristics of CytB gene of M. sabinae

= 3. K&/ CytB B FEHIREEE K FHE

A T C G
A — 5.96 0.72 2.36
T 5.07 — 16.83 0.09
C 211 57.62 — 0.37
G 8.04 0.38 0.44 —_

3.3.3. T 285 EEMHNIESHFE

[RIAH KSR /Mg 28S FE K 5 M. bipunctatus. M. atlanticus. M. amicorum £ 56U i #E 44 2R 25 (4351 9 0.003
+0.005. 0.004 +0.004. 0.005 + 0.004), 15 M. rosae. M. lasiocarpae 1 M. cryptomeriae A izt (1134t
BB (43594 0.023 £ 0.004. 0.023 +0.004. 0.022 + 0.005).

ARG /N 288 JE[Avh, BE C AN T ] (e iy, T—C I3 16.88%, C—T KR
N 13.46%. BIE A F C [ EI# R i m, A—C FIEHRZ N 8.93%, C—A IRy 6.70% (% 4).

Table 4. Base substitution characteristics of 28S gene of M. sabinae

e 4. KRE/iE 285 EE AR EE R HFHE

A T C G
A — 7.00 8.93 16.22
T 6.59 — 16.88 4.68
C 6.70 13.46 — 3.39
G 10.19 3.12 2.84 —
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3.4. EaXENEERRBERNEL TFERREYE

3.4.1. EHAREE cOl ERNERFERREMYT

AT KR /N CO1 F AN Y 4 %5657« UUC(F). CUC(L)~ CUA(L)~ CUG(L)~ AUC(I). AUG(M).
GUC(V). GUG(V). UCG(S). CCC(P). CCG(P). ACC(T). ACG(T). GCC(A). GCG(A). UAC(Y). CAC(H)-
CAG(Q). AAC(N). GAC(D). GAG(E). UGU(C). UGC(C). UGG(W). CGC(R). CGA(R). CGG(R).
AGC(S). AGG(S)H1 GGC(G).

[ AA A RE /N COL JE [ ()48 23 S T $(ENC) N 32.072, 5 M. atlanticus (31.126)#Hix; 2565 1-fd F
F8%¥(CBI) )y 0.831, 5 M. lasiocarpae (0.839)F1 M. pinsapinis (0.837)Filt; 15155 =17 GC & & (GCs)
{84 6.45, 5 M. spermotrophus F1 M. thyoides #H%5 .

3.4.2. EHAE/NE CytB EEFHIETFFERAREMY

AR K FE /N CytB F Rl B 4 N %15 7 : UUG(L) CUC(L)~ CUG(L). AUG(M). GUC(V).GUG(V).
UCC(S). UCG(S). CCC(P). CCG(P). ACG(T). GCC(A). GCG(A). UAC(Y). CAG(Q). AAG(K). GAC(D)-
GAG(E). UGC(C). CGU(R). CGC(R). CGG(R). AGC(S). AGG(S)H1 GGC(G)-

B AA K JRE /Mg CytB JE BRI ) ENC iy 27.385, 15 M. aculeatus (27.35)4H3/T; CBI y 0.817, 5 M. suspectus
(0.806)#HifT; GCseftiN 5.63, 5 M. atedius 11 M. pinsapinis #H%5 .

3.5. EAFE Vi CO1, CytB A 28S ERE XL A Tk

£ COL. CytB 1 288 Fe[K| 5 H e R /Mg [|] (1) 18 A% BE 25 & COL A1 CytB Ji [l ft) % 48 2 R % T
LA, =l IR RN i b B IR s i AR sk, 8T S S /N AN R R R R E A R &R, (HL 288
BE[R 5 H e P E] 0 HEARE B R, PR EE R 285 B B i (AR S 1

36. ARG R BEOH

AHFEH COL. CytB 1 28S FE A K F AT S, TS 7 NI B ML B4 . NI BRI ML #3515 2|
T—EEE R 1), B RRE/NMES M. bipunctatus A RTINS R, 5 M. bipunctatus. M. atlanticus
A1 M. amicorum 7E—/N K432 F.

M. atedius

M. tsugae

M. rafni

M. spermotrophus
M. pinsapinis
M. suspectus
M. hoffmeyeri
M. pictus

M. lasiocarpae
M. milleri
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M.
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90 |—
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Figure 1. Phylogenetic analysis based on three genes of M. sabinae

E 1 &F 3MERNRGEHNL TR

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2023.121003 18 Mol g


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2023.121003

@
A
4

4. R 54ie
4.1. BEMAKFE/NE 3 FhEERY N FF

AW, 3 Ak A O SN S U B K —2, H Blast EuXtE, BTl
RGN J JLAR IR (K S A B AR A, B BAASHIT e Shr 3 1 BRI/ 3 FhEE TN 51
P N A SCRRA B, HRTU5AR WM KR /NE COL. CytB % 28S & KK P 4hisE, WA 5 B IR
T8 7 ISP I P o e

4.2. ERAXHRE/ME 3 FHEERNZEERARR

[ ] AMIF AT 26 B, B 2R A DR rh S B I A TR R T B, T G B8R C BREEM & B AN XA [9]
[10] [11] [12]. AHFFLH, COL Al CytB H:[A @ T Lo bk B[R, H FHAEAH ot HA AL IRHE, BEEHA
DTN Y 51 3gfe A2 AR RO /NI PR R R 31

28S FE[H & TAZ LR, Lo A ORI AR S5 R bR R R A B R 22 57, BIZEER e G R C B2t 1
TRBE . RIS TAZ IR N A, AR R S R R, 2R I [R] 5 A% 35 DR A
[F A% R g, DRI, Sk i Jik DRl S B il i A5 FH Ak DR FH 23R e RO, AT 6 R PR O Fl EL A W0 1 5
i —iRaE 9] [10] [11] [12], X 5AMRHIKIAHEAT AR 56

4.3. ERAXENEEQRBER BT EARNREYE

5 UL IR FEARIE — 3, FEANIEFE A AR G /N B 1 4 ) 525 R N A7- 7 A 40 1) 2 R 75 P i 1) [ 9]
[10] [11] [12], RIVER (A 4R 25 DR i G A5 FH 58 = A7 B N G 8 C RS, IXHEMIE T GCy, 2 HT 45
wn BIREE RN, FMKRE/NE COL Al CytB 5 A Hp A 1) 465 K0 7 B 138 LA IX MBS AE . B FEIA
N, LR B R A5 ) 1 1 T R S LA K R R B i 25 SR . AR TR R IR I R
T tRNA S5 RARFE R IRFE TSGR S 0 R, Rk, ZRIR LR BT FH (K tRNA 5% N R4 7E
S22 5, NI B0 RS T A im0 1 o MU IR 1 P ATR R (45 R AR R, ARG /Mg COl
A CytB HEE A, swEB(Leu). @ BR(le)s RN ZR (Phe) Fl 22 Z B2 (Ser) I F AT 2 4 e (Rl 2 s 2
TR). ANFIRIER AT N iDL TR RAFE R 2R, AR, ZZMMNENERSHH 6. 8 Al 4
ANGmAD AT, AT L EAG SR N A FH AT R 5 i (M B B TR L 2 I UG IRNA R, X TE—E R
AR R T AR DR R A R R R] 22 J SCEE RS T tRNA A 0 B AN [

4.4, RGH SR

PUERTRFEN], bR E 3 R B E R EAFAE 2, COL. CytB &3 K (KA R 55 & vp vk
R [9] [10] [11] [12], 1H L-rRNA. S-rRNA 5L A ({3 L R F L COL1. CytB S5 LAk, dgbnl i,
R FE R BT RGO, BRI BT Re A E R, Nk, AP RECA 2Rk COl.
CytB FE[K ¢ 28S #ZHE R T KRG T, XAE—CREIE L3Em T s Rt S5 50%W, i
KRE/NME 5 M. bipunctatus A 1RITI#EE X R, SR, HEUIH KRGS RIEFIRN I
45. &g

[ AA K TRE /Mg CO1 A CytB JE A A% EF BR 4L B AIE 5 B s 2ok A4 35k R ARABL, - BB 1) 4 P A SR A7
T, {H 28S FE A 5L RAARSE DR T A T XF b, i el (5 AR G Al Co = Fh I IR ) e 4 3 U 12 KT e

B, KENGELRA COL M CytB JE %058 BA T SR w1 . AR/ NE S M. bi-
punctatus. M. amicorum 545 T FsHEEGEE BS, 5 M. bipunctatus A 1RIT LG R
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