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Identification of the Key Predators of Aphis glycines Matsumura
(Homoptera: Aphididae) Using COI Gene Markers

SONG Xin-yuan, CONG Bin, QIAN Hai-tao, DONG Hui

(College of Plant Protection, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110161)

Abstract: [Objective] In order to understand the key predators of Aphis glycines Matsumura (Homoptera: Aphididae) in
soybean fields, the COI gene was introduced to mark the aphis captured by the predator. [Method] COI markers of A. glycines were
developed to detect the remains of A. glycines in the gut of Harmonia axyridis (Pallas) (Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) and Chrysopa
pallens (Rambur) (Neuroptera: Chrysopidae) reared in the lab and various predators collected in the soybean fields. Two pairs of
sequence-characterized primers (A and B) were designed, primer A amplified single band was about 197 bp and primer B about 253
bp. [Result]The specificity tests performed with the primers showed the band presented only in A. glycines; Using primers A and B,
the half-lives of detectability for the DNA from a single A. glycines consumed by adult H. axyridis was 3.371 h and 2.814 h, the
half-life of detectability for the DNA from a single A. glycines consumed by adult C. pallens was 1.312 h and 1.032 h. Using primer
A, the percentage of positive responses of A. glycines DNA in the predators collected in fields, such as the larvae of H. axyridis, the
nymph of Orius sauteri (Poppius) (Hemiptera: Anthocoridae), the adult of H. axyridis, O. sauteri and Chrysopas, were over 50%.
Moreover, the tests of samples collected from the field showed that the detection rate of predators by using primer A significantly
corresponded to the density of A. glycines in soybean fields.[ Conclusion] DNA marker technology could be an effective method for
the identification of predation.
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w5 X1 K57 (Aphis glycines Matsumura)
J& [ H (Homoptera) ¥ £} ( Aphididae ) 5 J& (Aphis),
Se R E AN B, BRI AN RIS
HISEHSN, AR 2 P fe it e E e,
K HAA BRI AR, 2000 4 DAFT 3= 2k AR AR
B SRR, RE. gAEE, whEL AR PRI S
W P, AR A JE AR AN AL E PRI 25
X, HAEGE M 2GR H A . R R
Pt s AT B IR RE T, IR TR P RO
KRR EAERT, 6 T4 8 H TR B i 772 K &R A
MOk s M e R R EEE i . D AwFS Tt
Ji& 1 WEFUREON F i e E ks 2 . &Y, E
BOR = ANMEE IR 45 G s B BL AR
THALTE MRS 205, FE AT B
T EH SR, Wklsid (ELISA) . [F]
(A= Dii'€ NE AT VA ¥ v TR 1 BT 1545 S QR 2 357 TN
TR SR, iR A
PRI, WP P E R Bz R )y
PRI SRRk, DNA 20 FARIC BB IE B L3R
RERMAN ARG B HES W IR F2 8 R IH
TR e g, #al3 2005 4 E s
FHFH DNA 4 FhRid BAREATHI B — YRR
et 22 WD, HAqAT 5 T R T LA HES)
WAt € 1E H R (Rl B AT o S R R R T
(Dipt. Culicidae) ", 2% (Lep. Noctuidae, Crambidae,
Plutellidae) "), ¥y &E (Hom. Aleyrodidae) %, iif
4t (Hom. Aphididae) "', K&, (Hom. Psyllidse) %I,
4 i ¥ (Col. Scarabaeidae ) ! fil 9 & H B It
(Collembola) "), HiH % Wit SCAR FridHiA B
TH R EURE S v B 514, e YRS AT T R L)
ORI T 5 o AT s A e A £ 22 SR A b T
(COTD) EFA, BeitFrm o9y, JEx) s = A
TR 4 FhORE CRES, Spamlid, Agriim
F/NEds) W4T T PCR %™, LAWITTUIA LY 3
PRI = TR U DA S T A AR EE () M 2% 3L 550 DNA bk
WHARGEE T 3 SCHF, AHIEST RIA A 5 B e
NCBI (http: //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 22—
B S i o 22 A T (COD) JERPA1 sy
4 AY842503) , NiJTl DNASTAR # ik K G lf s
SERB GG 2 0, FH ARSI A o ) K ) 4
X P €178 2RINES ) R P S IS

LSk R MR 1) S € S0 bl ERURT R e palg 15 P b
EWR AR TE, 7R EARORES IO R R
7 MF (R BH A L 2R R S 1 b 28 5 O e R R %
o W KGR REOE BT L e R
WFFORBON 35 Ul & 5 2 R AR (LR KR
1 MREREE
1.1 i RiR K& DNA 124
L O B -2 S vl SR 2 B P S B L E P SN
SESCES L CHOUEEL, RS AT R ). ik
ELHURPS A0 4E . K0 A, glycines. Bkt Myzus persicae
(Sulzer) (Homoptera: Aphididae) . K4 % &
Rhopalosiphum padi Linnaeus (Homoptera: Aphididae)
KW Rhopalosiphum Fitch (Homoptera: Aphididae)
JiH#i] 2y Thrips tabaci Lindeman ( Thysanoptera: Thripidae)
i 4 HF 4R Sylepta ruralis Scopoli ( Lepidoptera:
Pyralidae ) . Z& b - i Tetranychus cinnabarinas
(Boisduval) (Acarina: Tetranychidae) . FaBlH
H. axyridis. fa4U%1H Propylaea japonica (Thunberg)
(Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) . K% C. pallens. Wi
¥ 1 Chrysopa formosa Brauer ( Neuroptera:
Chrysopidae) « AR /NElE O. sauteri. 75 @i 4 % Nabis
stenoferus Hsiao (Hemiptera: Nabidae) . KK Erifii
Syrphus corollae Fabricius (Diptera: Syrphidae) . Uitk
% Spiders fII20 S Carabidaes. HHRB4E TS K
KR H Tk, HRBRE KRG H.

SO ST S Y VR A FE 48 b JE, HUED 2 SkoK
BHL, ARG SR —20°CHRAE, A BRI B DL
ALHE 48 h [ S B A St L gUE H s R
oy VRS R R /NEIE R K B gl
7500 R U R L. 34 BT IR %k Neoscona  doenitzi

(Boesenberg et Strand) (Araneida: Araneidae) i Ht .

A& 2% 20 B Harpalus roninus Bates ( Coleoptera:
Carabidae) ¥ HURIE KA b B 1)
1.1.2 DNA AR & BIR DNA $EHCR I LA
oo B MBE 1.5 ml B0, KIFAKHEVE 1K,
A 50 pl FEER PR EE ;0.1 mol-L!
Tris-HCI; 0.02 mol-L"' EDTA; 1.4 mol-L" NaCl; 0.2%
B-#tik: ZWE; 0.05 mol'L' CTAB (pH 8.3) ], —20°C
JECE 5 min Ji LTS RERSRE, AR5 ] 150 ul S22 np
WFUEWTEE#E ;s 65°CKHE 1 hs B 500 pl S 115/53 1%
W (24 : 1) EIRA, 13 000 r/min 2.0 15 min, HY
EIEWG N 2 R BUA I EK O, BRARIRS,
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eI B ZURYUIE G T —20CHCE 1 h BLE; 13 000
r/min B0 15 min, B2 EEWRG 37°CH: T 40 pl
TEHE K, FEEIRDIE , —20 CLRAF % . PCR ™
BRI 2 pl 0 AFE 9 DNA B .
1.2 KREWHMERSI4%IT. PR RN A RE LRI 18

I

AR X S0 40 5 25 S A Bl TCCOD BE R 4 (8
K54 AY842503) , W H] DNASTAR #AF ¥ iHHE 5+
FB WS, fHik 2 Xt 516 A LIS
5-ATCATTGCTATTCCTACAG-3' , F % 51 ¥ -
5 TGGGCTACTACATAATAAG-3"; 5%} B: i
514): 5-AATTGGAATAGACGTTGATACA-3', N
51¥): 5'-GTGGAAATGGGCTACTACA-3'. PCR "1
S NiAAZ 20 pl: Taq B (5 U-ul™) 0.2 ul; dNTP (10
mmol-L™") 0.5 ul; 10 X buffer 2 pl; MgCl,(25 mmol-L™)
2ul; E3F514 (20 pmol- L™ ) 0.5 ul; FiE5IH (20
umol-L™) 0.5 ul; DNA #i4% 2 ul; ddH,O0 12.3 pl. PCR
P14 N AE MI-PTC200 JEKH 384 3047, § 38 F
H: 94 CTHIUARNE 5 min; SRJ5 94°CAME 30 s, 55°CiR
K 30s, 72°CLEM 1 min, ¥H 35 AMEI; & 72°C
GEMH 5 min; §IEFEY) T —20°CIRAF. AERA EB (0.5
pgml™) HIE RS (1.2%) EREATH3KAS I, 80 V
HER FEPK 1 h, SRR 3 ul, FEIKZEMCN 1 X TBE,
DAARHE ST 5 Marker 154 2 [RPIRT I 35 25 5L
1.3 RGN

DA K 0 (R A 1 4 T 3l (G v 26 A
BPREF . RO GREEF . TOREF. W] GG B
Rubiiil; RECEFRE: FpE PR SO SR
REAS R AV RS B AR NE I R AR
AEMERC L R B A R BT R R R
DR, S ROREYLE 48 h) (1) DNA 1E A,
DAECEr 2 SkOK R g o F e € I e i A DAy IO 4 6
HEL T AKAE IR 203 LA [0) A R B JEATH
B4, K5 COL 51 M etk . PCR RONAA R 57
I I
1.4 SE LB B X A8 35 R 89 52 01

V5 FH ] R A 1 S €TI0 kel i 5 K B ol L0
48 h Ji, RESRUAMER S AF R 1 3k, JEH 10 min P9 H
HHCEAT N IRE, T 25°CHER S 5 E AN [F] I 1]
RIS U By, ARt D SR, SRl dE
I HBCE 04 24 4. 6h, KEHEHHIHE 0. 1.
2. 3h, T—20°CHLHAFFFN, FEALFE 10 LESE.
SRJG LT AT A 5 B 43 0T R P 1R K 0 % 4y 13

AT o
1.5 HiEEEITAHR COl FRiZHN

2006 47 H 30 HZE 8 A 14 H K G lef ik 104
5d A 1K S0 BRK T BRI Rl R
PR Ha . [RIRTTEAY N B LR AR S R,
Skords, 1h WAL=, SERIT—20°C A AR,
U HRIRAEN T FaBEAR L, FRPREgs T A ar
—H 20: 00 ¥ &, KH 8: 00 WEFMEINLF, IF
SERR T ]SS T — 20 C AR . LG 100 A K
il B P RO K 2 W R A o
2 HRE5SH
2.1 Sl¥FF SRS

DONGL Y ESPNEL /i EE Y, A NE R PN
) DNA AR, 205l BL A F1 B 51447 PCR ¥4,
R 5 MR Stk o S5 IREREH, 2 X510 K 0
SR 2 SRR e A B s g CRAPEXT D P H
AW ST R, AW S Py BECN gy
LI 197 #1253 bp. [AINS, 51404 A FT B X e Fp
RIYHIER, Pikesetkom, tnr - TiE—0R5
(ED
2.2 HURENREBUEREMPRMELEN R

WFFE RN, BUE G B (=00 BEAT AR AL B ) 57
8 SO E s PRI K B g SN PN 4 R ARG ) 3 K
5y, (ABETHAGIT R B, RO BEAC (B 2)
FHMELL R R BE, 6 h 8L 3 h G HLBHMELL R A% . N
Probit A5 A AFOLST (0 B0 e pl H BH A L6 5 3 4 B[] 1)
KFR, Ut A AT, B4R
(Chi-Square=2.468, P=0.291) , Ik 3.371 h,
CLT [P B dEATH, #4& R4F (Chi-Square=3.672,
P=0.159) , }-3EW N 2.814 h, WHEFAEE, K
R B fle LS PE L 28 SV A I TR R DG 2R, BAS |4t
A HEATH, L4 K1 (Chi-Square=0.795, P=0.672) ,
FREWAN 1312 h, LLgI4x B 3HATAI, G R
(Chi-Square=1.465, P=0.481) , FIEWMI4 1.032 h,
WEZEFARE (K1, K2 .
2.3 HEXHEEMHKXZERY col EFE 4
2.3.1 REBEAEBMATE COI HHEEHMEHL
2 DUK RS A& Rl Gt KRB RS, N
S ARSI 6 K T 0 R B 4 R T,
FEFTRCIN) 7 250 14 Ppa iR b, SR (LR
PRI RLU gD | B CRREF KR FINN A% ) |
KIKEE UM ZRP/NEIE . 75 WA S A5 ROy HAT 1l
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a b
bp bp
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1000
li_}gg 750
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a: SN As b SIUIXT Bs 1: BRMEZN TRE 2 KNS 3. BHMEXTEE (R 2 SRR D

4: MRiF; 5. RWLEWF: 6: EK

WEs 7. JHEI; 8. GBNFHFES 9 SREDUPEE; 10 FEOBAG 11 fEUIHG 12 KREES; 13 WL 14 RW/ANMER 15 BHSE; 16:

KIATUFIE; 17: B k; 18: BB H; 19: K

a: Primers A; b: Primers B; 1: DNA marker; 2: Aphis glycines; 3: Positive control (Harmonia axyridis fed two Aphis glycines adults); 4: Myzus persicae;
5:Rhopalosiphum padi; 6: Rhopalosiphum maidis; 7: Thrips tabaci; 8: Sylepta ruralis; 9: Tetranychus cinnabarinus; 10: Harmonia axyridis; 11: Propylaea
japonica; 12: Chrysopa pallens; 13: Chrysopa Formosa; 14: Orius sauteri; 15: Nabis stenoferus; 16: Syrphus corollae; 17: Neoscona doenitzi; 18: Harpalus

roninus; 19: Water

1 5¥A (a) FI1B (b) X KZHF DNA B IER R AR F 14058

Fig. 1

F 1 HUREMREINARREE X EWAMYE LRSI
Table 1

PCR amplification and species-specificity test using primers A (a) and B (b)

Effects of time post feeding on positive responses of Harmonia axyridis consumed one Aphis glycines adult

THAGIS [A] 5195%F A Primers A 51%1%f B Primers B

Time post feeding — yoyprit PR MAR B 1 L W RN P 2 7

() No. of tested  No. of positive Percentage of positive (%) No. of tested No. of positive Percentage of positive (%)
0 10 10 100 10 10 100

2 10 7 70 10 5 50

4 10 5 50 10 4 40

6 10 0 0 10 0 0

LTEW] Half life(h) 3371 aA

2.814 aA

Hll s b/ CRD 'GP 3R IR 4 Duncan [ORT AR ZERIS . 1E Poos (Poo) KT EZERARE. TH

Date by the same small/capital letter are not significantly different at P ¢s/Po 1 level by multiple range test, respectively. The same as below

2 HCEE X KRS R R R K R LE R AR

Table 2  Effects of time post feeding on positive responses of Chrysopa pallens consumed one Aphis glycines adult

THALI[A] SI9% A Primers A 514)%f B Primers B
Time post feeding (h)  fyyigeht Wb SN HCR P 2 97 Koot PR SR P 2 97 e
No. of tested ~ No. of positive ~ Percentage of positive (%) No. of tested No. of positive  Percentage of positive (%)
0 10 10 100 10 10 100
1 10 6 60 10 4 40
2 10 2 20 10 1 10
3 10 0 0 10 0 0
L3EHH Half life(h) 1.312 aA 1.032 aA

FORNEEFIRET . BEAh, A INEE RIE BoR, AFKR
WO RS K Gl G A E A e 2257 . ARG
DB PE RSB H A 5 MRS AR IR

Ko R T 50%, AR 3 & 4 vk ok 5 66 50 4
80.00%. FLIAREHL 78.57%. ZR I/ NEMEA H 62.50%-
S d A 61.90%. RV /NEEER S 57.14%. 1
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250

100

1: ARUES> T8 DNA marker; 2~10: 514 A; 11~19: 514 B; 2. 11:
XS B ORI 5 3~6, 12~15: BEEr SR G o 8t 3.
12: Oh: 4. 13: 2h; 5. 14: 4h; 6. 15: 6h; 7~10, 16~19: Mfr
BSLR GRS 7. 16: Oh; 8. 17: 1h; 9. 18: 2h; 10, 19:
3h

1: DNA marker; 2-10: using primer pair A; 11-19: using primer pair B; 2,
11: Positive control (Aphis glycines); 3-6, 12-15: Harmonia axyridis fed one
Aphis glycines; 3, 12: 0 h post feeding; 4, 13: 2 h post feeding; 5, 14: 4 h
post feeding; 6, 15: 6 h post feeding; 7-10, 16-19: Chrysopa pallens fed one
Aphis glycines; 7, 16: 0 h post feeding; 8, 17: 1 h post feeding; 9, 18: 2 h
post feeding; 10, 19: 3 h post feeding

2 5|4 A F0B A9 HERURBEIH (LT (B AL 22
Fig. 2 The changes of PCR amplification of primers A and B
with time post feeding

#3 HEHRMHEXEXXZHR(EMRA COl &N

MR Wos, W 4 R P LSRG, HA
4.45%, WbAh, ARRERIIUE]HA] 2 FrigikFl 5 Fpod H
MR GIFEEH (R 3) , XEWREEH TR
T A A P B FH TR) K e o 20 P A e g T 3k
PG T REW SRS N, A5 T — 20
Flo

2.3.2 HEAKZH. HEMRKEHEE LG XEHE®
P Bk 2 FH IR B P R BRI 45 R I, > ]
KL BRIy, RECRIE I 2% IR, HL
RECBATE L2z 8, 2 IR (R 4) o A
N SO R S T 2 52 5 4 M R ISR 2 88 ) PR AH G
FRHLr 098461055, N WFEAHIC: REUITE
bl 28 15 G P e 85 2 TR R AH G R 2L r A 0.9946>
Foo12s INFIRREANOG: REPHNE L2 540 B MoKl
MR LA G R EL r 0 0.9952>100105 JNIEEIK
WK

Table 3 Detection of predators of Aphis glycines using COI primer pair A in soybean fields

NLGES AR 6 FFPE S5 A BHPE SR LG 2.(%)
Predator species Number of tested Number of positive Percentage of positive
SaEh Harmonia axyridis A Adult 42 26 61.90 aA
%)t Larva 10 8 80.00 abcA
405 4 Propylaea japonica R Adult 8 4 50.00 abcA
41 Larva 6 2 33.33 abcA
%42 Chrysopa " AL Adult 28 22 78.57 abcA
#jH Larva 44 2 4.55bcA
ZRW/MEE Orius sauteri AHU Adult 28 16 57.14 abA
4 1t Nymph 16 10 62.50 abcA
iS5 Nabis stenoferus Bt Adult 12 2 16.67 abcA
KK ArigF it Syrphus corollae %4t Larva 4 2 50.00 abcA
Wik Spiders ? i Adult 12 0 0.00 cA
#HHIZ Carabidaes i Adult 40 0 0.00 cA
%)t Larva 8 0 0.00 cA

Vs BOASSOIT RTINS . Y R R RIS R Y DR AR w5

TP RRED FAR D

": Including Chrysopa pallens and Chrysopa formosar; ?: Including Philodromus cespitum and Neoscona doenitzi; *: Including Harpalus roninus, Chlaenius
sericimicans, Chlaenius juncaus, Pheropsophus jessoensis and Dolichus halensis

R4 FEMPAXSTFHEFEE. HEMERXBEHEER XSRS LE
Table 4 Density of Aphis glycines and predators in soybean fields and positive responses of Aphis glycines DNA

W HI(M-D) R SZ B RR (bR 7E) il B PER BCHOR R (PR R 72) BRI Js2 17 bE 22 (R LR )
Date (Month-day) No. of aphids / plant (SE) No. of predators / plant (SE) Percentage of positive (SE)
7-30 63.60(24.32) aA 3.56(1.25) aA 35.25(30.41) aA

8-4 82.20(27.68) bB 4.26(2.10) bB 38.68(25.23) bAB

8-9 129.00(58.94) cB 6.40(2.14) bB 52.63(22.84) bB

8-14 27.04(18.43) dC 2.74(1.17) cC 27.27(22.36) bB
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3 itig
3.1 DNA DFIFiCHARENXABHEITAHNEN
Tk

A AR S R R K FR e T AR
RN, ARl T et A —
SEMERENE, ZATERE . BRI B R A
Rk, IRl & — IR G R — EE RS
W A L — o B 7 AP 1 K €, DNA 43
THRICE AR NI & — W R Rt 7oA
B HERRI T I SRR S AR AR DAY
R HIME S, S HREEARFh A [ T 3L e R R X
BRUY . NCBI %556 R 3 5 (10 95 LA K g BBt 1 14
28 ILTE MRS T A SRR . AR DA
Z BRSO IR BIAT TR A LA ST R N, AT
FEZ A I 5 |08 38 AR 1) — B K e ik A
JF41 (500~1 000 bp) , ARJEXFHLHEAT w5,
B RO EERR M R e 5 1 W) o AWEFTLAE R 2
SRR 0 20 i 5, 22 46010l TCCOD JEDK 2 H AR 741,
VR4, DU I R EO0) O S5 o)l 1 &
FEOTAS I, IR = P AR R H ) ke b A3 3 T —
ARE. dERY, HE5IYB . PCR KN4k
PG, TEDISAT .

3.2 EBFRAERK/NIHMM R

BRI N a ) r A IiE 5 P ik B
REERR F BER K B UM 55 . Agusti Z52%F1 i) SCAR
Frid B AR T = WHFE5C T & % Dicyphus tamaninii
(Wagner) (Hemiptera: Miridae) il %k UE i &
YER, S5 3RM, Uy B Be b (310
bp) , AIECINHUIIF] D. tamaninii i 206 A
BVER, SEERR A BB KR (2100 bp) , BIEAEH
U 10 B J5 3 B AT A B A G VAR I B A A 4
Hoogendoorn Al Heimpel!"*'”! 7 %[ 41 Coleomegilla
maculate De Geer (Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) #iti €K
YL KIS Ostrinia nubilalis (Hiibner) (Lepidoptera:
Pyralidae) GBS BRI, 4 SANACEE 1) B AR v B
(P54 492, 369, 256 A1 150 bp) 1, ek i Bt
(150 bp) AIAGIIES Wi#5 K s Chen Z5PURIH 339, 246
198 bp 3 S EEAR B BOAE ST ROK I (1 B
Hippodamia  convergens Coleoptera:
Coccinellidae) 5 %1% Chrysoperla plorabunda (Fitch)
(Neuroptera: Chrysopidae) , Z5HRFH, 3 4&AFK
/NI R BEXE H. convergens BHAE b 2R 232 1 1) 52 i 22 53

Guerin  (

AN, 10 246 bp Fl 198 bp 97 BRI C.
plorabunda FH44E bt 258 B2 254K T 339 bp 1 B
Sheppard®7F 5 g 38 347 i B . Halmus chalybeus
(Boisduval) (Coleoptera: Coccinellidae) i £ #3# H
YN PRI E8 Hh JR ABI, FFHEERR A 140 bp A1 151 bp 11 )
BT ARG WU 28] 1) FH TR R BRI B L 263 T 170 bp (17
B FEARIG HHEERR 4 197 bp 5 253 bp 11 Bo £
R MEF (1 e € 0 e 5 R e il B P L e 3 S 1 5
Wi 2 S AN 25 o ) LA B A P e R e B
b BOKE 1) 26 3/ S ma DR 32 WA e dE— 2
3.3 HEXRHMPAMILRSEEREEHXR

ENTISE NI EIPN e S 5N 1] ER e RSP NEE 731
FHER IS B W 2 I IEAR O, IX ] BE & il T~ H 1) iy
LR MRS | B2 (R, A 2 ]
P U R EOR PR A s, AR S R R R
b MR ATIE LR s [R] I ey 5 11 5 RO T R
Dife N, AT HHCE R el RaeEm
JrT R, B S T I RE A vEL A . Ak
2006 PSR R AR, 8 A9 Himlgnt,
FRRRIEE EEOCN 129.00 3k, REEHE S A BHPE L 2 th ¢
FREIRARACY:, U A 52.63%, 02 U b i
LT HHTA) R 43 R T DU IR AR B & K 0 LA
AMPIE Y, BT LA A A RIS B VA IR ORI
PR GRS A AR KPR J7, Bk .
3.4 DNA X FIRICR KRB KRR [0

e RAEYBHE PR SE e, FFEEWPHY
REFS AR o KRB FAE VPN 43 2k 8 PERTE
2 N7, VP A B R RO A BT A A B
ERRNE RRE ST s 0 BV ) B A i R EO6)
BEBRTE HGRHIRE I KN R, SR SER 2 2 &
PCR (FQ-PCR) HiAE 1 ) 42 5 S I R FON F L)
Pt 8 S A 5 (0 R 7 ) o 4l Harper 25USVR ] %2 5
SN 5 i PCR A& 0 il & I B 24T T 9H9T,
RO REECEF e S B dn | Wi F— e B AR 5 4,
Serpif R AR S Y Y. TR e R
BOENAF BRI & E, IF HARHE 85T 45 240
G AP R 2R, SRR AT R S I [R] SR 2R (1) 4
AT A BN AS [R] R BT 0) 55 H g4 VR T AR a2
BT E A, AHOCHTTT DA HOE . 2B A VR R
PR AR e P e RSN e Z (R EIP)
TSR E. HAA M ERNPRZ
HSER AR, BT AR R, IR AN e i
iff B W HH ) PR SE BB o PPAT HH T) R EONS 55 HL P4 ol
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VEHI N 557 IR RO . REFHPEEE R . REUE N
1oX 7/ RRER = s iafens =9l = | A I S N R B S
WAL AANHR, EWUSFHETHIAN:

Rap =2 n; X v; Xm; X uy,
o, Ry ARE a X300 b MEHIMEHIREL ok i
I IR a AORPREECER, vi o 1 I 300 IF) R a R BH A
EE2E, my o 1 I SRR PR R 8 a LI A H AR 21 b [ DNA
PR E R, ug AE R AR E R b AR a N
B I W) ) S AR T R
3.5 DNA > FHRICHEARBIFMRIE
3.5.1 REATAXMEREAMTATH FMoT
W ERBE TR T & AE ], 0 DOl a1
A HE NS G W ATE A AR SR, T
DURBCY RSP Z I, — S g asiie o gt
(A4t Juen A1 Traugott™ 4 LA COI kric 5 AR WFSY
Poecilus versicolor ( Coleoptera: Carabidae ) 5
Melolontha melolontha (Coleoptera: Scarabaeidae) [1]
BIRRRINKIL, YRS TEAR) DNA HAT R
HUTE Tt PN N1 P N o W EE L STE = o E PN DR (IS
PR EIE TN, ST AT B
3.5.2 MEMAMABMEREMTAANTH AR
ERRGT, TEEMEEAURER—ANE RS
(O =7/ NS Nl 7/ B BN ks R (RN (TP AN
i WA A Jel o A SRR & B,
A WME N RE S A IR & B #i &MY C,
B2 A5 C ZHAR—EAER R R1U>, Hik,
I H] DNA FRIC2BIFF R4 6 50 F R B PR RO
F AR, Al R RN T LU .
3.5.3 HAERMREERAFILNTH DNA bl
VR B I R SOE A B YR E R O R, Frbd
RERIE AT Ay 000 53 o A €00 Gk DR R A . 7 HH
1F1) R T A2 Ay 00 21 0 S PR R DAL ] B3 B K R AF
5, AN B B G 1 HE B ) e & B Tl &%
FERPRBITAG . PN DNA FRidikit sl &
KA RN AR N 255 DS S s S5 e Uy
EA BRS R AER IR 4518

4 ZEig

AWFFURN DNA ARicik D s vt K SRRy
Fr By S5 190 2 %, 3748 BEO» 290 197 A1 253 bp,
HFT vk 51 K g AR SRR A R A 1 g
J1o BAMERIRY], FURR A2 A I B v L
I 18] AR SE A T B o FH TR DN S 2R R T, 5 AN

Rl R A R RO K S A A R B L R v
R AT 50%, A BRI SO g gL, &
BRI AR/ NAEIER R SRR A AR NME
R pRAh, HER IR R, A RE B
b B K LI AR 2 1 5 B2 AR . R R Al A
2, JE DNA FRICBARRAT € MRRYE, WAk
PER ARG B R AR 2R TR 32 1 5 i A3l
BE AR RS, HZBARN ORI AS &
IR R RO . b B A R IR R AR DL
i 16 T HL) RER AR 2 R AT H R s
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