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Phylogenetic analysis of the mtDNA COI gene suggests cryptic
Dryocosmus kuriphilus associated with
certain populations of Chinese chestnuts ( Castanea spp. )
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Abstract The phylogenetic relationships between 11 populations of Dryocosmus kuriphilus Yasumatsu attacking different
Castanea species from different areas was analyzed based on partial CO I gene sequences. The results revealed a total of 80
variable sites in the resultant 660 bp DNA fragment, including 15 parsimony — informative sites and 65 singletons. The
average content of T, A, C and G was 30.6 % , 43.3 % , 13.7 % and 12.4 % , respectively. The average content of A
+ T (73.9 % ) was much higher than that of G + C (26.1 % ), displaying a distinct A + T bias. Overall, the
sequenced CO I gene region showed very limited variation among 8 populations on C. mollissima, C. seguinii or C. henryi
hosts from China, and one population on C. sativa hosts from Italy, with between population genetic distances of less than
0.3 % . Phylogenetic reconstruction using Neighbor — joining and UPGMA methods supported a monophyletic clade
comprised of two Fujian populations associated with C. henryi hosts in Shuiyuan ( Jianou, Fujian) and Chunchi
(Zhouning, Fujian). Sequences of individuals sampled from C. henryi populations from Shuiyuan and Chunchi were quite
different from those of the other samples, with genetic distances greater than 2 % . These populations form a basal sister
clade to all other populations investigated. It is highly likely that these two populations represent a cryptic species and
deserve further investigation.
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£k k1A DNA (mitochondrial DNA ,mtDNA) HA
Iy TER T SORSE (RE FR 8L TG E A SRR AR,
BEE 53 A= W07 10 R e R IR 2 28 iR F 90 A
WAL B R (TR PRI FIAECR BT, 2001 5 52155
45,2006) o H T A A (0 2R A ALEE T 3L (Cytochrome
oxidase subunit I, CO 1) J& £& ki {4 & AL ' W 5% ) =
TGO, HHE A B PR, A 5 1 3 4% R AL AF B R
SEWFSERN] i o> 7 FEAE TN R Gk F A Y AR
WZ— mERCH) ZHNHTRRRELT .
FpRE I8 15 728 S A o3 Ak, DL RS 0 3 4 b 45 1 BIF 5
(Song et al. , 2008 ; 1% % JE A1 S HEE,2009)

A I Dryocosmus kuriphilus Yasumatsu J& &
@ H (Hymeoptera ) #8 #% F} ( Cynipidae ) 1 # 3V 7}
( Cynipinae ) R 8% % ( Cynipini) , J2& 38 & 1 4 7 H
fth [ M ZE ( Castanea mollissima Blume ) [ 35 2 5
Hu o BROR 20 TR 22 B0 Y8 B A i Ay L R R L
A H A7 S SR AR SR 1 2 R R F IR L
S bR R R BE BT R R F A6 45 52, 7 ER S R
BOARAGAE . S [ K 0 A T 30 B A B Tk
AR TR TEAE ) A A A AR AT Y H A
i [E ( Yasumatsu, 1951) | J8 JH /K ( Ueno, 2006 ) , Ff
VE S A1 2k Wy b A AU 1) 2 K ( Brussino et al.
2002) 31 % 4 JE ¥ ( Seljak, 2006 ) , 3 [ ( Rieske,
2007) S, 5 EAS R FE B G . SEEEE T
TE5 Y0 B | Y ny 8 2 2 —, EPPO
Protection

( European and Mediterranean Plant

Organization ) T ¥ H 31 Jhy £ 9 % 52 (EPPO ,2005)
PR EEMESHF ENXRRET R
WOAEARABRMN T EL M R —FF

AR /A0 I Bp I & B2 ( Ronquist and Liljeblad,
2001 ; Nylander et al. , 2004; Liu and Ronquist,
2006) ., SEELE L Sk Fi AR E AR SR L, 5 4k
SRR ¢ I S BT S U A 8 R T I T
FEHFEE(C. seguinii Dode. ) FHEZE(C. henryi
Rehd. & Wils. ) | H A 2 ) 8 2 B 1) H A ZE (C.
crenata Sieb. & Zucc. ) MK BIERIMZE (C. sativa
Mill. ) PL R b 26 9N #9 56 9 5 (€. dentata Marsh. )
( Yasumatsu, 1951 ; Brussino et al. , 2002 ; 5 I 2§
2004 ; T E U4 ,2004 ; Seljak,2006 ; Rieske ,2007) ,
FEBEJE 7 AT M A (Johnson, 1988 ), HU Ik 35 Bf
R R SR (C. pumila Mill.) ¥4 O F Y i 3%
(EPPO,2005) , fHJE iR oA 3¢ S8 MR [W] 25 0
by 3R [R] ) 54 225 S R RGE o A SCE X o
F M 5 | 2 S 0 o S i SR8 e O ) A ORE, L e
GenBank % 5% (9 2y 3 W M 58 A9 59 82 0 5 K A
Piedmont ## mtDNA CO T ZEH 59 5 31 43 # , K6 0
TR AT 32 S 0 a8t A 2 A, R R AR 22
SIS,

1 #MBREFE

1.1 fikER

SR 1 AR A AR E OIOME AR A (T A R 4
1995;7 & Ui 45,2004 ; 5% 1% 55,2004 ) . A HF 58 T
2006 4 6 J] F1 2010 4F 5—6 J] RAE T Al 5 VHE S A
P ORAE 10 ASFRER SO OB (R 1) o SRR R
PETHRBE (K x % x5 =30 cm x20 ecm x 30
em) N T F R S AF T ORAFLEH P AR, Pk i e L JE
KR, T -20 CA T NS

F1 FHEENHFRAREFSERHE COIEER GenBank HERS

Table 1 Collection information and GenBank accession numbers of CO I genes for Dryocosmus kuriphilus

[ (© A B (© P A3 =)

BB ot TAe 5 (D) RO SRR Genllank 555
Latitude Longitude GenBank

Sample code Host plant Collecting location ( date)

(°N) (°E) accession number
CM-LZ WIE C. mollissima ] Fg Ak M (2010 — 06) Linzhou, Henan 36. 04 113.48 JF411594
CM-RD WRIE C. mollissima T 5§ {F 5 (2010 — 06 ) Rendian, Henan 32.39 113.59 JF411594
CM-NC WZE C. mollissima YLV & (2010 — 06 ) Nanchang, Jiangxi 28.45 115.51 JF411594
CH-DWS  HEZE C. henryi T KL (2010 — 06) Daweishan, Hunan 28.27 114. 00 JF411594
CM-LBX  #5E C. mollissima  #Fg 7525 (2010 - 06) Liubuxi, Hunan 28.23 111. 12 JF411598
CS-LBX X C. seguinii g 75 A& (2010 - 06) Liubuxi, Hunan 28.23 111.12 JF411594
CH-CC HETE C. henryi fE 4l (2010 — 06 ) Chunchi, Fujian 27.14 119.19 JF411597
CH-SY HESE C. henryi & 17K Y5 (2006 — 06 ) Shuiyuan, Fujian 27.09 118. 44 JF411596
CH-LC HEZE C. henryi fa AT (2010 - 06) Longcun, Fujian 26.51 118.23 JF411594
CM-FS WRZE C. mollissima | VP4 & £ (2010 — 05 ) Fushu, Guangxi 22.55 107. 50 JF411595
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1.2 DNA FJi2EL

DNA #2218 Zha 258 (2007 ) B J5 1, B i ig
BT H PGB 2K e TR 30 min 247, 084K
W15, T 100 pl STE 22 i (100 mmol/ L
NaCl , 10 mmol/ L Tris- HCl, 1 mmol/ L. EDTA, pH
8.0)/ 1.5 mL 5.0 I, ¥ H 740 5 %, fin SDS
BLYREE N 1% ,JNEE H B4 g K (20 mg/ L) ,37
C /K% 30 min, FEINAF AT PCL( 2K M A5 5%
B =25:24:1)I8%7,5 000 1/ min Z.0 10 min J53h
P& LIE W, RS PO R AR LIE W, m 1/ 10 R
3 mol/L BEFREN, IS JFF A 2.5 A5 AR FRIC K & B
—20 °C %% ,% 14 000 1/ min f¥E B> 20 min, &
VEWL T T5% Ve LRV, BRI B 0 & BE
W, ERAAME T 5, IR 15 1% 8 DNA DL TE 2% il
Wi, T4 C, - 20 CL7AH .

1.3 COTEBREREKR PCR FIBRINF

S Acs 45(2007) , A< SCR 8 it 9 CO 1
FE 54 HCO1490 (5'-TAA ACT TCA GGG TGA
CCA AAA AAT-3") Fil LCO2198(5" -GGT CAA CAA
ATC ATA AAG ATA TTG G 3" ) (_ i TAEY T
FEHOARNR 55 A PR 7)) 978 mtDNA CO T JE [N K
#5660 bp 1 i Bt . PCR ¥ AR R 50 L, 6% 5
pwL 10 x buffer ( & MgCl,),1 pL A9 dNTPs (10
pmol/L) , F 514 (10 pmol/L) £ 1 uL,1 pL
Taq DNA EE&RF(2.5 U/pnl),1 wL DNA &4 ,40
wl H,0, PCR ¥ 4440 94 CH A4 5 min,94
°C 30 5,46 C 30 5,72 °C 75 s,3: 36 NG, TG
G505 72 CHEM S min, H W v B 3RIGTE PCR
P14 AL ( PTC200, MJ Research, Bio-Rad Inc. ,
Foster City, CA, USA) 347,

PCR 34/ H 1. 0% B lg M &E ik T 0.5 x
TBE 28 i th B bk, HLUFE 70 VI [E] 25 28 50 min,
MUK IR EB Bt 38 o BE A R R SIS, Bk B
5 A TC .

fdE 1] DNA- BEJKE M1 50357 €2 (TaKaRa) W] i 4l
R HB R B, ZAEIL RN SRR IE BB iy A
BIR 2> ) O e 35 ) 247 X 1 e

1.4 HBAEBRRAZEMHBE

K] ContigExpress ¢ 7 47 1E S 4 Fr 51 Bt
1 R BHZ A 89 P 5 R A7 9 FASTA #% 5K, 7 NCBI
% b (http :// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/)iz4T
BLAST 8 J 47 Fy 1) 6] PR 1 O 52, 6 2 9 189 A9

By CO THEN P51, ffi ] Clustalx 1. 18 $ff3E47
Fr SR HE , I X AW 5T B 45 19 77 31 LA & GenBank
C 5 55 1 S 8 8 2 KOF) Piedmont B 1 [R] Ja& b
Dryocosmus caspiensis ( Acs et al. , 2007 ) CO 13 K
P AT HE P . FE T Kimura2 250, >R H] Mega
4.0 FRAFIF AN ) e 4] [ ) 00 H 28 S o7 L T 20 1%
B e /B LR DL K AT G C Ry
i, FI ] Mega 4. 0 o i) 002 BORE 84 1 55 45 b 7 1)
I fEEE RS . Knight Fl Mindell (1994) 1Ay, 76 &
ARG, B 4/ R RN T 2.0, 8 4%
B PRy 47 58 748 3K ) 1 R, 32 R A MR Y B2 I 2 T
BR . ASChEH BB E B LT 2.0, H
N AE T BT A F 51 1Y) SF- 25 38 4 B B O 2. 8%, ik e
IR T B Hu 28 KL f& DNA 58 78 1) Fil 54 25% ~ 30%
(Desalle et al. , 1987 ; Brower and Desalle, 1998)
PR S ALY FE 3 2R AR s AN 5 2 X A A6 R 5 4 £
I A, DL I BE Synergini % B Synergus
thaumacerus HAMNEE, RSB EE (N)) , H&/Nitfp
2 (ME) , JEANACEE X 55 R 7 3% (UPGMA ) 4
T ARG AR, RGP g AR 2R
fi EELL 1000 Y {2 i34 i

2 FERS5HMH

2.1 EE#E mDNA CO | B E 5547

10 /SBEBLIE Fh B mtDNA CO T R: A1y PCR ¥~
B 2 BERE R VKA IS, 2978 600 ~700 bp Z [H]
A ULYE M 2R, S U A M (B 1) o g
SRR 3 AMAZE AT IS A M 2 aliAL R
W FE, BT 15 S miDNA CO T JE B 5 51 &2 42 52
GenBank 5%, & 555 8  JF411594—JF411598 (£ 1) .

AW ST ARAT 019 S8 B s N Rl R CO T & AR
237 5 Lh ] GenBank B & 3% Y IE B 8 2 KA
Piedmont 7 B¢ F1 [7] J& Fl Dryocosmus caspiensis )
CO T 3 [R5 ¢ 91 4 MEGA 48 HL X, 24 660
AL, TCAAFNERE B B, 0 7 AR G T AR
2 AL, AT 3 AR T UGA, PRSP AL
(C)580 A, A8 5 i i (V) 80 A, 1] 29 fi5 B A7 s
(P)15 A, A& AL (S1)65 4, T A C.G &
090 :30.6% 43.3% 13.7% 1 12.4% ,A +
TSYMEN 73.9% it &+ G + C 1 26.1%,
RIM R A + Tgmte, 53 R R 2
& DNA B 20 ol — B

W Mega B4 #T, THE T IR E AL
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1 FE#MEFEEIE mtDNA COLEEK R PCR =4
Polymerase chain reaction ( PCR) products of the mtDNA COI gene fragment of different populations

Fig. 1

in Dryocosmus kuriphihus
Lanes: M, molecular size marker; 1, CM - LZ; 2, CM -RD; 3, CM -NC; 4, CH-DWS; 5, CS - LBX;
6, CM -LBX; 7, CH-CC; 8, CH-SY; 9, CH-LC; 10, CM-FS; 11, negative control.

HETE P HUR[E FPREE, & GenBank £ 1A 5 WM
4 SR M [R] J& Bl D, caspiensis 14188 % B B (3%
2) o D. caspiensis 5 AN [A) F 3 500 A< b RE A a5
IR Bk TE 11.9% L ik 2 R 73 4
PLE o O35 M S T g AR AT R AR O DY R A
FRE S5 55 SR I R 22 A7 A0 BRI, O 5 HE R
F18y 3891 7 0 B A L L A S R A R Y miDNA
CO TR FF3 , 5y 3 BRI SR 2R H) Piedmont

FTESE A — B, o F AR VY R R R A0 W) R
TARTS A B S L A R 1A e A 1A e A 22
S AR AU 0. 15% ~0.3% . M08 F HE S
A At A R K TP AR R AR S S T i R AR S
PR B R (0 R 22 S B TE 13 S DAL i R R R Y
KT 2% o bR BRI B9 R 91 v, 4 R A 5
VARG &, Fedie/ RT3 13,2, B4 1]
BETE#H(E£2) .

xR2 FEFEEFEE R Dryocosmus caspiensis |8 i) 1= & F5 55 F L/ B &

Table 2 The genetic distances and transition/transversion ratios among different populations of

Dryocosmus kuriphilus and D. caspiensis

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

1D k7 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 1/ 0 170 12/1 12/1 13/ 1 28/ 46
2 CM-LZ 0. 0000 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 170 170 12/1 12/1 13/ 1 28/ 46
3 CM-RD 0. 0000 0.0000 0/0 0/0 0/0 0/0 170 170 12/1 12/1 13/ 1 28/ 46
4 CH-DWS  0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0/0 0/0 0/0 170 170 12/1 1271 13/1 28/ 46
5 CS-LBX 0. 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0/0 0/0 170 170 12/1 1271 13/ 1 28/ 46
6 CH-LC 0. 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0/0 1/0 1/0 12/1 12/1 13/ 1 28/ 46
7 CM-NC 0. 0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 1/ 0 1/ 0 12/1 12/1 1371 28/ 46
8 CM-LBX 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 2/ 0 13/1 1371 1471 27/ 46
9 CM-FS 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0015 0.0030 13/1 13/71 14/ 1 27/ 46
10 CH-CC 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0216 0.0216 0/0 170 29/ 45
11 CH-SY-1  0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0201 0.0216 0.0216 0.0000 170 29/ 45
12 CH-SY-2 0.0216 0.0216 0.0216 0.0216 0.0216 0.0216 0.0216 0.0232 0.0232 0.0015 0.0015 30/ 45
13D. ¢* 0.1215 0.1215 0.1215 0.1215 0.1215 0.1215 0.1215 0.1197 0.1197 0.1215 0. 1215 0. 1233

T+ JEEE KM Piedmont ##E population of C. sativa from Italy ( Acs
TEMONEEIER, =M R R AR ACRE(R A

Ve

et al. , 2007) ;*D. caspiensis (Acs et al. , 2007).

The genetic distances are shown below the diagonal and the values of transition / transversion are shown above the diagonal.

Detailed collection data are shown in Table 1.
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2.2 SFRGEHUMOEE

A ST USSR [ 3 e B3 8 7 ) Synergini Ji%
B Synergus thaumacerus NAMNEE, % A MEGA {4,
S3fE NI 35 (ME 3 f1 UPGMA 32 % |3k & Fh
TESE L 0 )2 D. caspiensis #4125 4t o 1L B,
Bootstrap 1 000 ¥ & 6: 56 4% 1> 73 S ) AR B2, 15
I EFEAE 51% ~100% Z [6), 3 Fp J5 1515 5
01 Z GEAN Hh D S A A — 2, Hoh NJ i A
ME 32 Jir 2 28 G848 ) 56 42— 3, 161 2 O g 5 Al 5
BT 5 O K U S S 8 AN [ Ao A () R

CM-RD-1
CS-LBX-1
CS-LBX-3
CS-LBX-2
CM-RD-3
ST————). £ 14 D 2 )
A L CMNC3
CH-DWS-1
CS-LBX-4
CH-LC-2
CM-LZ-3

7 8) . CM-NC-2
CM-LZ-1
Dryocosmus kumiphius'
CH-LC-1
CM-NC-1
CH-LC-3
CM-LZ-2
CM-LBX-1
CM-LBX-4
CM-LBX-2
CM-LBX-3

CM-FS-3
=2 CM-SF-2
CH-SY-1
CH-CC-1
CH-SY-2
CH-SY-3
Dryocosmus caspiensis®
Symergus thalmacerus

99

D. caspiensis B NJ #1 UPGMA R & M., M NJ Fl
UPGMA & ZE # 7] LA & i, PL 3 0 #k ( Quercus
castaneifolia) ¥ FHAY ) D. caspiensis 5 L) ZE &
) S 2 T Y S W B S b 03 SR R S, AN ) A
T S A MR SR S AR W] — 2 SO . A S
FR9 3 S, A SR A A AR T K AR R
JEl 3= Bt P RS DL 99% 11 B AR B B — 3¢, Hofth
25 TR B SR80 3RO 55 — o3 3, W 03 SCCH R i ik
R o

CM-RD-2
CM-NC-3
CH-DWS-1
CS-LBX-4
CM-RD-3
B [ CM-NC-1
CS-LBX-3
CH-LC-1
CH-LC-3
CH-LC-2
CM-LZ-2
L e ——— S B8
CS-LBX-1
CM-LZ-1
Dryocosmus kumiphius'
CM-NC-2
CS-LBX-2
CM-LZ-3
CM-FS-3
CM-FS-1
CM-FS-2
CM-LBX-3
CM-LBX-2
CM-LBX-1
CM-LBX-4
CH-SY-2
CH-CC-1
CH-SY-1
CH-SY-3
Dryocosmus caspiensis®
Symergus thalmacerus

99

il

99

i

2 ET mtDNA COl ERFFEINHMEN A B TMBEEEE K Dryocosmus caspiensis ] NJ # (A) 1 UPGMA #i (B)
Fig.2 NJ(A)and UPGMA ( B) tree of Dryocosmus kuriphihus and D. caspiensis based on the mtDNA

COI gene sequences
PR R4 (= B ULFE 1 Detailed collection data are shown in Table 1.
1. SEPIE 2 K| Piedmont Fli B population of C. sativa from Italy( Acs et al. ,2007) ; 2 D. caspiensis( Acs et al. ,2007).

3 3tig

B I B % 7 A} Cynipinae B HUE # T O
1) 25 FAE Y 09 [R]85 A7 T8 i 45 0 52 2% g e,
JRR S8 1 1300 LT B I (X0 H
Diptera #2 8¢ £} Cecidomyiidae) )55 2 ik 2 B I
2B (Stone et al. , 2002 ; Csoka et al. , 2004 ) , P
A AT 23Ry 6 A, G rb R 8 ( Cynipini )
i 2 , 2 BRA 27 JE 2 1 000 Ff, 328500 & 76 3}

Bl (Fagaceae) H¥) , 1 MIE 25 2 #F (9 HUBE (Pujade-
Villar et al. , 2001 ; Pujade-Villar and Diaz, 2001 ;
Csoka et al. , 2004) 1 T H HUB Y B I8 7 de 2 B
PETE S, W 3 83 DA 2 S A iy R B, L
A A B0 B A A QI DIAH G, PRt B B B
W AR SF, & ML — P& (Stone and
Schénrogge, 2003) . 1F & by 482 04 2 32 o £ 5 5
YRS 1E P , Abrahamson 45 (1998 ) H: = A Al L3¢
SERHE YA R G808 R AMEN Cynipini 5 5 8 F) il ]
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REKEBE KRR, REHYWL2RC AT AR
(Johnson, 1988) , H 5 5% 58 (HE 5% H A ST WO
O SE YN B2 A7 S 8 Oy A 4 ( Yasumatsu,
1951 ; Brussino et al. , 2002 ; T T M 55F,2004 ; 32 %
&5 2004 ; Seljak ,2006 ; Rieske ,2007 ) , & F* 82 s 1k
FEAF AR R 1, BOVF A [R) 2F 3 0 S
FHEAF A LR B 8 AL 78 S o SR T, mtDNA CO 1
SE R 90 3 B 9 45 2R 3R B AR BF 5T R HE LA O
AR R L AR5 5 S B SR A [ B R R
PR Sy 3 B SE Y 3 R A Piedmont 1 BE ((Acs
et al. , 2007) Z [a] , 3 ¥ 41) 56 42— BUa #3441
BAE0.3% LV, it & NJ REW L& UPGMA £
G RGIER — 3N (R 2, K 2) . T RAE
A A BB 2 0] 5 AT o A B LA, 7R FAR SR A
TSR — E WA A, A AT
FRH R, A F AR SR o 5 5 S A5 [R) Jm 19 AN [RI AR )
H B 51T XS 1) 7 B 2% 2% 5% 28 B 1Y
WO SE AN S U 2 o 55 — O T, 5 A SRR A AR
A LT K PR AR K PR R A (27,09 °N, 118. 44
°E) w7 B A B Al A RE (27, 14 °N,
119. 19 °E) , 5 ik S s 25 R e, B0 2R A 2
WLTH e AT AR (26. 51 °N,118.23 °E) HE ST Jg 4 Ff
RELCO TR P9 22 S R, itk R R T
2% ,7E NJ F1 UPGMA 22 G¢ B vh 7K Y5 A 0 4 3l Fof
REIRE N — (R 2, B 2), Wik, EHIA
R SR SR A K R R AN Al b A R AR AT AT AR S S
S 1) BT AR Ao, AT 0 — 0 R AT R OR 2 R AR
Yy 2 OIS LATE 5K

Bt A Sy M F R R P o AR L AR S A
5 IE A By Ak HA A B R B &
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