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83.12% . BRIMMGUWEUE O. fodiens SAEWFWEME O. lenzi /NT 2% Hb , A Fh R AE R #S 7E 8. 1% ~ 15. 8% Z ], fr N
G R 0 ~0.2% , PGSR ZREME (Hd) FIA% 1 8L JF 51 Z#E 4 (Pi) 42 51k 0. 944 +0.030 1 0. 10518 = 0. 0045,
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Application of DNA barcoding to mtDNA COI genes in 12
dung beetle ( Onthophagus) species
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Abstract The DNA sequences of 12 dung beetle species from the genus Onthophagus were compared using a molecular
marker of the 3’end fragment (731 bp) of the mitochondrial DNA CO[ gene. 213 variable sites and 167 parsimony
information sites were identified. Base substitution mainly occurred on the third codon (64 times), accounting for 83.
12% of all substitutions. Interspecific divergence spanned from 8. 1% to 15. 8% , with the exception of the genetic
distance between O. fodiens and O. lenzi which was below 2% , and intraspecific variation varied from 0 to 0.2% .
Haplotype diversity (Hd) and nucleotide diversity (Pi) were 0.944 +0.030 and 0. 10518 + 0.0045, respectively. Two
sliding windows analyses demonstrated that the frequency of variable sites for all sequences located within 240 — 290 bp
and approximately 675 bp was high. NJ phylogenetic tree revealed that molecular clusters was consistent with the
traditional taxonomy based on morphological characteristics. The outgroup lineages separate first from the phylogenetic
tree. Interspecific specimens clustered in one branch with intraspecific specimens clustered according to species and that
branch. These results indicate that CO] gene barcoding can reliably identify species of the genus Onthophagus.
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1 2= RS IR R Onthophagus + — R £k (A COT Z& (K Y DNA 4K i 52 - 109 -

AR, 15 B g B 9 A1, 45 I 29 47 23 Al (Davis and
Sutton, 1997) , & Bk b W ARS8 401 e ) B 2
— W& H i K AYJE (Howden and Cartwright,
1963 ;Howden and Gill, 1993 ) , e ( dung beetle)
TR FR DR FE RIS , JUCED JB ol 4 5l 4y 2 (8 0 20 A ) Bk %
(H WA 27,2008 ) , 0 fR40 AR 55 455 A 28 4R
BV B S L, LR e M it w17 R 1k
AR BAL 1Y B 24 598 b (IR R B2 45,2008 )

DNA 4 JE % #3 ( DNA barcodes ) & /& #i# DNA
Jr B P 81 22 S A D W o 4 5 B o R 0 1 M E T
¥ (Hebert et al. ,2003b) ,7Ef4 2% R HELY
W58 A58 7 7 W FH (www. barcodeoflife. org) , £k
KL 40 2 R A b il C T FE T ( cytochrome C
oxidase subunit [ ,COT ) (B¢ coxl ) L[N 5 %5 JF 71
(648 bp) Ky JE AL R NG, H A& 981 5 51 42
S an (2 AESF,2004) 537 i 4 [ RE B AT 42
AIAZ IR L 5 {5 B (Ahrens et al. ,2007) %3 A
e 53 25 % 52 ( Grebennikov et al. ,2004) | & & 1
Fp A1 3T 2% Fp (siblings species) ( van Velzen et al. ,
2007) ,F 1T R G & F K & (Janzen et al. ,2009) %
77 B A R (iR R 55,2011 )

1% G2 1) W5 e M6 I 3 2R F 9% 2 LUB 282 AR
Wi o AHH T /L 25 52 2% HA 9 A0 8L ( Emlen
et al. ,2005) , [F] Ff A [F] A1 04 S0 808 25 0 52 B
NHa 5E A5 Ak ( Tarasov and Solodovnikov,2011) | 25 #i
Ty 2 5 W) 4l Ol 127 22 TR M (Maatthews , 1972) , /NGB
WSIEWS O. gibbulus J&3bJ7 B 22 3 FEAE h U &
GRS = N S R A U A I Sl SR G S~ I
2008) ; MAT WS BEME O. solivagus F15EJF W i ) 0.
viduus W2 b I FE 614 W ULRR S 1 & AR 7E A
[vi) Py 38 320 A 250 7% S 28 A5 R W5 E WS 0. fodliens FI
ARSWENS 0. lenzi B AT HR AL SRR AE ()™
545 ,1997) o B XTS5, B TR R M AE 7
£ JR FR 4 ( Monaghan et al. ,2007)

Monaghan % (2005) % X} Canthon J& We i DNA
IR HEAT TRV, Macagno 45 (2011) & F°COI
SEIH 538 90X s BE IR Onthophagus 5 45 F 1
RGKRE RZRIFAT T W5, Monaghan %5 (2007)
I COL 3'3 Jy 51 4 2 1 4 fo B (G ) T
MBI RGERKE R F, HZ, W HICOT B K X 15
WEREJH Onthophagus 15328 % @ WF 5% ik + 0 A BR
COT JE[A 3"3 7 41 Y DNA 25 I8 % i H i 7 R A
PR BT COT 3" 35 J 47 % [ P 5 o gy W 06 ¢y

KRGHEMENRGKE KRR WARIE
BTN E T W WEME 8 Onthophagus 5 A>Tl [
HMEERY 23 AR LORLARCOT Fe ] 3" 35 17 41, A\
GenBank 4 7 A0 Y[R A B, 20 B 1 12 g
WEMECOT 3" 17 4] 114 i e A AR | 35t A% R B
TR ARAE R ZREPE M T T RGN, A5
BT T Fht 5 A 06 7 A gy o W6 %) Aol ] 5C R DA K /N B g
O M 45 o 288 0 Al N Ak, R T ARR BN ) 1 R 4
KRB REFR, NG JE DNA P i iy g 524t 1 3¢

1.
1 #MH5EF*

L1 K3+

FrFAEAS (3% 1)k H 2010—2012 4F 7—8 J
TR CONZEAE il B2 R 4R W K b e T, 2t T
ToKOBE,2 h J5 B TCK LB T - 20°C R 47
WA 28 43 AR AR AT 3 JE 58 5 (X)) &g , 1997 ) o
1 hES) S IX0641XX 1 KC1382 XX Sy [ I )
5, AY1319XX ( Monaghan et al. , 2007 ) 3k H
GenBank {32 % .

1.2 = DNAEE

FEAS & DNA $2 R B il f ik o K 2
P DR A 1 R AR 22 T TR K T8 R I, 0 0 i e 8 AL
PIRCE 1.5 mL B4, I TE Z2 i, 35 55 #E
FEAL A ZH 2L, i A SDS 1% il i H i K (2 mg/
mL) ,55C ML &, 3 T RH KT, - 20CIRF7 %
o

1.3 PCR ¥ BENF

K H PCR Hi A, ¥ 18 mtDNA COT [ 373538
X . 5l W N Jerry ( C1-)J-2183: 5’
caacalttattttgattttttgg )  F1 Pat ( L2-N-3014; 5’
tccaatgcactaatctgecatatia ) ( Simon et al. , 1994 )
PCR 9" 3% Jz B AR 22 SR AL 50 pL, Horb 10 x
buffer 5.0 wL, 10 mmol - L™" & dNTPs 1 pL, 10
pwmol« L") 1 XF 5[ #1456 1 pL, #i4g DNA 3.0 pl,
1.5 U Tag DNA B4 0.5 pL, &8 F/K % 50
wlo 3738 57 B FEF K . 94°C Fil 25 1 4 min, 94°C 78
% 30 5,49°C 1B k 30 s,72°C #E {1 30 s, 4L 40 NF
R, EH 45 K 5, 72°C ZE ff 4 min, 4°C £ 17 10
min, Z JF A - 20C KA R A7 . PCR 774
F 1. 0% 3 B8 W 5E B vl UK, BE I MUAR R gk I,
DI2000 pricdy 4 F Be K. #aBse H s
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HR P =Y R0 LA T A BR A A IE A XL R WF . W7 4LA ABI-PRISM 3730,
#£1 HAKEERE GenBank BEFS
Table 1 The sampling localities and their COI GenBank accession no.
TR B GenBank
My e}
Bt ‘ i | H
Subfamily Collection
Family Species GenBank
and genus location )
accession no.
A fa®h 4 fa A
Scarabaeidae Scarabaeinae
45 0% R S PhATISWEME 1 0. solivagus Harold, 11157 & Shandong Heze JX064146
Onthophagus 1886
PhAT S IEME 3 0. solivagus Harold, P52 il Neimeng Tongliao KC138232
1886
AT WENE 4 0. solivagus Harold, H i H4E Gansu Baiyin KC138233
1886
ThATHSWENE 5 0. solivagus Harold, H 7 %€ 7§ Gansu Dingxin KC138234
1886
JE M WEWE 1 0. viduus Harold, il T Ik FH Liaoning Shenyang JX064148
1874
SETE W WEME 2 0. wviduus Harold, [l Z57 % Shandong Heze I1X064149
1874
BEJE W WEWE 3 0. wviduus Harold, 111577775 Shandong Heze JX064150
1874
B My WE M 1 0. fodiens iT Tk PH Liaoning Shenyang JX064151
Waterhouse , 1875
P& M WE WE 2 0.  fodiens 11 Z:{ P& Shandong Heze JX064152
Waterhouse , 1875
AEUWEME O. lenzi Harold, 1874 11 %< y#f %& Shandong Heze JX064153
INBEISBERE 1 0. gibbulus (Pallas, PJ5¢7%% 22111 Neimeng Helanshan JX064154
1781)
NGRS IEE 3 0. gibbulus (Pallas, PJZE% 22 111 Neimeng Helanshan KC138228
1781)
INDESWENE 4 0. gibbulus (Pallas, H i % #§ Gansu Dingxin KC138229
1781)
INDESWENE 5 0. gibbulus (Pallas, H i H4E Gansu Baiyin KC138230
1781)
INBESWEME 6 0. gibbulus (Pallas, 528 1L Neimeng Tongliao KC138231

1781)




13 2 55 BENEE Onthophagus T —FBEMRZAL (A COT JE[H 1) DNA 2% T8 B AF 5¢ < 11 -
43R 1 (Table 1 continued)
R B penhank
My 7 [ S0
B , Fi . s
Subfamily Collection
Family Species GenBank
and genus location )
accession no.
KR G WEME 0. bidentatus Drapiez, |G JXZ /K Ecuador AY131923 "
1819
2 HE W WEWE 0. fimetarius Roth, ®jE South Africa AY131925°
1851
6T W WE MR 0. glabratus Hope, R K AF|IV. Australia AY131926 "
1841
LG WEME 0. mulgravei Paulian, (R KF|W. Australia AY131927"
1937
B 5 W B WS 0.  obscurior EFEEJETVE IV Indonesia AY131928 "
Boucomont, 1914
% 21 Wy WE WE 0. rubicundulus R SFH|IV Australia AY131930°
Macleay, 1864
RGO OWE W 0. semiarétus D' I VH V. Malaysia AY131932°
Orbigny, 1902
Tt OE B )i A W WEME 1 C. molossus L., 11475 Shandong Heze 1X064142
Catharsius 1775
A T WEME 2 C. molossus L., 11757 P& Shandong Heze JX064143
1775
A W WE WS 3 C. molossus L., 1% % Shandong Heze I1X064144
1775
A W WE ME 4 C. molossus L., 114 7% Shandong Heze IX064145
1775
e AL WE
Geotrupidae Bolboceratinae
fadssaf)d M MR ¥ 4 o 1 B davidis 5ER2% 10 Neimeng Helanshan JX064156
Bolbotrypes ( Fairmaire,1891)
# HE ff1 2% 4 fA 2 B. davidis iT 7Tk FH Liaoning Shenyang KC138235
(Fairmaire,1891)
B A
Geotrupinae
P 4fa)d  FHEFRE M 1 G. stercorarius (L., PJ52%E 221l Neimeng Helanshan I1X064157
Geotrupes 1758)
FeHEFE 410, 2 G. stercorarius (L., P52 22111 Neimeng Helanshan JX064158

1758)

KK Z KR Lawrence & Newton(1995)

Taxonomy following Lawrence & Newton ( 1995).

sequenced from our study.

indicates the accession no.

* AYI319XX J¥ 5 5 KI5 GenBank $# Fg , HAh ¥ 71 5% A AKX 5
AY1319XX from GenBank, and the other
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1.4 FIREMRES

K I B g i W S 1S SIS LA R S EE 8 A
AKICOT 2K 386 %1, % B DNAStar 7. 1. 0 %k
F ( Burland , 2000 ) H1 ) SeqMan i 47 IE J 5 Pf 42
ML IE . 78 NCBI W34 | (http : //www. ncbi. nlm.
nih. gov/ ) 1247 BLAST #& %, L& FF 90) [e) I . Bk
4 GenBank T 21y 7 585 JF %1, % ClustalX
1. 83 HCH 3 47 % 8 F¥ 91 1 4F ( Thompson et al. |
1997) . RNiH] Megad. O B4 58 11 4% 17 B2 2H i A&
A7 5 ( Tamura et al. ,2007) , 3T Kimura-2 3=
BOiR, 15 s L RS . iz ] DAMBE 2 ( Xia
and Xie, 2001 ) FF 47 5% £ 8 AC 1L F01EE 53 Hr o B
DNAsp 5.0 4 i 4% 7 9 £ 5 % B¢ # ( haplotype
diversity, Hd ) Ml #% F B £ & M ( nucleotide
diversity ,Pi/m) , 75 bp F150 bp s 0O F (K
step size H 25 bp) % %% B A B 75 5 B 4 5
(Librado and Rozas,2009) ., i&47 MEGA4. 0 &4,
¥ F AR 422 5 ( Neighboor-Joining , NJ ) ( Saitou et al. ,
1987) , T Kimura-2 ZHE R RS K E W,
bootstrap 7347 # & fil AL 1 000 Y, 46 56 4% 19 L B
R HE

2 HREHW

2.1 EEFIEFESHT

1z ] Megad. O B4, 1T G WE MR & 12 A Fh iy
i 5 A R A R A B, A5 R R, 731 bp Fr B
ST gt 243 AN IERR B AT A 0] B A 9 AL L B
Ko FFHNAEFAL A 213 4, 5 B S 29 14%
2915 B E 167 4, 5 22.85% , AT .G.C &
Wk 32.6% 39.4% 13.8% . 14.2% ,A + T
72.0% ,G +C & 28.2% , EEFH T4 3
J A B O 7Y (90. 8% F119.2% ), Bl FE AT L&
A 77 W, ¥ W (transition, Ts) 34 IK; Hi #t
(transversion, Tv) 43 K, FE¥/HiH iyt (R) F1y
H0.8.55 1,23 7 M40 % 2.8,0.9 H1 0.6, #%
TR EH FE R EESEMFE 3 M b, 81
64 Y, 5 S 83.12% (B 1) o 55 3 fimi o
KT B 45 %2 . R ] DAMBE R #E 47 8 401
FIVEE G347, LA % 4 R0 551 48 250 A A 4l , LA TNO3 45 X
1) genetic distance 1, 2E ol AL, B A A 5%
ot 1A A R R A IS K

2.2 BEEEBESN

/ﬁ;ﬁ
=
H
/3\

ﬁj\
=2
B
i

W Mega4. 0 %4, 5 F Kimmura 2-parameter
RS, TR ] A 35 4% BE B (Fe it + mide) o A
ORI, IR g R W g A g R U b (a] BE B O
1. 1% 4b, AR Bl AL I B 7E 8. 1% ~15.8% 2
6] 5 ot PN 38 AL BE B Ol O ~ 0. 2% |, /1N 155 g G ol 1 35
fEHRT 0 0.2% , B AT 145 WE W8 0. 1% , fii 145 W W
FISEE G WE MRy 0 (52 2) o AL & SMEEIE R PN Ak
REOT I 4 20, Gpl (W REMBEE R M A) 5 Gp2 (4
FEAH A I WE WS Catharsius molossus ) 2 8] [ 1 A% 15
BN 17.0% ,Gpl 5 Gp3 ( Z& H#E 2% 4 4 Geotrupes
5 Gpd (W HE M1 O3E & A
Bolbotrypes davidis) Z [8] /355 19. 7% .18. 8% ,

2.3 BAEANZERIEMERERMLASHNR
Do AT

K JH DNAspS. 0 %A1 43 Bt B4 BRI R 2
FEVE B2 AR S0 43 AT AR, 45 2R W, W WE i ) 12
AFR 22 ARG JE 14 A A B, s AT g e
W 4 DAEA S 2 A B AL (H6 , H10) |, /)N B g5 i
4 AMFEA L 2 AR (HTL, H12) |, S5 J 165 156 45 )
3 SRR W WE MR Y 2 DAEA K L A A
(H7,H 2) , HA i 8 A b 1 DGR, Bfs
BIZFEE (Hd) 2 0.944 £0.030, #% H R 2+ %
(Pi/m) >}y 0.10518 £ 0.0045, izf7igshtd O %%
TR R 22 5 M7 6 i o0 A BLARE, 75 bp IS0
bp BN AT, 5 51 28 S5 07 s A 45 SR AH 2L, 460 ~
480 bp Pt #x 7] A8 {37 55 4 (number of variable sites,
S8, 3 13 AF1 T 43240 ~290 bp 675 bp
BhEAT T A8 o7 s B 22, 43 0l Sl 28 AN 22 A (]
2).

2.4 RERFERESH

L1384 6 B} ( Geotrupidae ) 1) 26 M 26 4 1 | 8
£y 26 48 f0 LA S 43 #07 BF ( Scarabaeinae ) [ 4 4 I
E AR A SN, SR ] Mega 4. 0 AR FREE NJ B B9 25
s (B 3) , HNE 6 M 2 4 f TR ) 26 4 R 1 o
NFRGEM I3 15 MR, SR 23 A 1R 2 5 g W W ) [
AR A Vit I A e A g e W i P AT R SR AR O
BT A, (1) R HEORVE 0. semiareus i -
G3AC R EE — S 5 (2) [N 0 55 FE g 156 406 0 0 £ gy
WEHE 0. solivagus ANFAMASY I LL 100% 1) & 15 B
REEARF 73 3T, 5k AN EJE VM 0.
obscurior AN "3 F 5 (3) HARFN RS 5
TRRPATIAE 30 . TEER =3 A g

stercorarius ) . Gpl
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2= RS IR R Onthophagus + — R £k (A COT Z& (K Y DNA 4K i 52 < 113 -

R2 WHEEEE M E AR EERERS (R T Kimura-2 WHH&EE)

Table 2 Interspecies and intraspecies average divergence of Onthophagus based on the Kimura-2-parameters model
il P gt
fif iy
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Species Intraspecies
divergence
1 J—
2 0.107 0
3 0.098 0.106 —
4 0.096 0.098 0.081 —
5 0.109 0.011 0.106 0.109 —
6 0.121 0.100 0.104 0.115 0.105 0.001
7 0.131 0.120 0.140 0.130 0.127 0.099 0
8 0.137 0.146 0.146 0.148 0.153 0.125 0.142 —
9 0.148 0.146 0.148 0.135 0.151 0.148 0.135 0.158 —
10 0.132 0.124 0.153 0.134 0.131 0.139 0.145 0.157 0.142 0. 002
11 0.112 0.099 0.096 0.107 0.107 0.115 0.120 0.140 0.141 0.112 —
12 0.109 0.118 0.122 0.117 0.123 0.131 0.127 0.130 0.143 0.121 0.101 —

Aol BELLWSBEME O. rubicundulus; 2. Hf W WEHE O

. fodiens;3. FUNWSHWEME O. bidentatus; 4. FEHEWEWEMWS O. fimetarius; 5.

ARG WEME O. lenzi;6. JHATWHHEME 0. solivagus;7. ZEJEWGBEMS 0. viduus;8. W WEME O. obscurior;9. 5 1A 1§ WM O.
semiareus;10. /NIEWFWEME 0. gibbulus;11. YT MSBEMS O. glabratus;12. G BEME 0. mulgrave.
=T REFEZFA— AR, RN SRR

intraspecies divergence.

FSRAR AL AN

1 BEBECOI FIEEBFUANBEER

Fig.1 Sequence variation of the mitochondrial COI

gene of Onthophagus species analyzed
AG.TC 544t (Ts),CG AT .GT AC
R (Tv) .
AG,TC are transition(Ts) ;CG,AT,GT,AC are

transversion (Tv).

indicates that there is only one individual from this species and no

¥
=]
= g?) DB 14 A Ist site
EPY @25 2nd site
220 @3 3rd site
5 15 B AL A Total
210
E 5
Z 0
AGT 3rd
AT
f?‘ﬁr@ JCNucj AC Tg Ty
otide Substifyy
(0)

W A 0y A DU) L 100% B {5 B A 5 B 4 o Inh ik
OB RES 1 /NGy 35 JBEJRZ R 0. bidentatus
KAWH) 0. rubicundulus . FFAEHY 0. fimetarius 58

(5]
W

50 bpIE3h & 1 50 bp sliding windows
--------- 75 bp¥EEhE 1 75 bp sliding window

A

w2
(=]

N,

/

[0
W
T

8
ﬁﬁ
iz E
e 15
= oo
210f
g
s
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
25 150 275 400 525 650

& M E (bp) Center of windows

2 HRECOI F 3 i A
BEIE O
Fig.2 Sliding windows analysis( variable sites,S)

among COI sequences of Onthophagus species

SR 2 /N3 S5 IR /0 BE G A 88 LA v Y A
JERAEF > ST EKRANE 0. glabratus JRK
ME. 0. mulgravei AL 3 /N33 3 TR,
JI A Aol ) A TR AS A (R S ) 249 LA e 1) £ B A
TeRELEATP 3T o
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Onthophagus gibbulus3
95| Onthophagus gibbulus$S

100 Onthophagus gibbulus4

Onthophagus gibbulus6
Onthophagus gibbulus1

Onthophagus mulgravei

Onthophagus glabratus

85
64 _<

Onthophagus bidentatus

Onthophagus fimetarius

Onthophagus rubicundulus

Onthophagus lenzi

100 _‘ Onthophagus fodiens

98 ' Onthophagus fodiens2

Onthophagus obscurior
Onthophagus viduus1

73

67

100 | Onthophagus viduus3
Onthophagus viduus2

{ Onthophagus solivagus|

96

Onthophagus solivagus3
q Onthophagus solivagus5

Onthophagus solivagus4
Onthophagus semiareus

Catharsius molossus2

65 Catharsius molossus4

100 L‘—{Catharsius molossus3
73! Catharsius molossus|1

100 | Bolbotrypes davidis]

| Bolbotrypes davidis2

| Geotrupes stercorarius1

0.02

100 Geotrupes stercorarius2

B3 EFCOI £ EH U EFh 2 NJ &t
Fig.3 NJ tree based on COI gene sequences data from the genus Onthophagus species

3 i

COT JE[AAE S DNA 55 JE i bk HE J7 41 18 F 5%
BB . ZEWEFEIN R COT B K B A 2 5 1)
A S, SO G 8 R DY T R A B SO PR
KU, RS 25 3 AR AN 2 B AR R R R D 1Y
my, A LLH A2 5 (Herbert et al. ,2003a) , 72 3¢
SYME T 12 Flngy g MK ) COT JE K 3 51, 731 S % AT
B A+ T & 72.0% , BT B Rk
AL LAY 91 6k ik 2 7 A 4 R AR (Simon et al.
1994 ; Price,2009) , J¥ 41 th 28 5 i 41 213 4>, ] 2
FRL AL 167 A, 55 3 AL i R A B R AR A R
LI PR N AN = S R R S i B R
FLRR A RN B 46 36 ( Knight and Mindell, 1993 ) , {ii,

BHCOT 3P Ty o5 4 gy e W )i 3R 40 K 7 ¢ R 44t
AL EFSNEAE DA

Pofhia] DNA J3 51 1 g5t 1% B 55 02 43 28 3 7 1Y
FERYE . Hebert 28 (2003b) %F 13 320 4~Ff (1) 3
YICOT J¥ 50 7 Bir 0 45 5 1 7R, 98 % 1 Ff 1] 3t 4%
BIRT 2% 2 085 2% 19 38 4L 1 B 48 o0 R 43 Fif ]
SR B E . AT T, B E W R 5 AN B
R ) 26 4 0 2R HE SIS B 0 PP AR IR IR M 2 ) £ S
Hyas 46 B B SR S 24 B L DR B 4 26
Hu A AR W) B o W IE G el 1], B3 B 0 G U 5 A gy
U M A1, LA b B AL BE B A 8. 1% ~15.8% Z
], KT 2% , FEATF & 3 T 18 4% 16 88 e W b
(R o BRE AR 25 PR 14 [ 5k AT A 5] R A
Vi) 35 42 JE il 1) e ) 1 AR S o P ) 5 4% R 0/



1 2= RS IR R Onthophagus + — R £k (A COT Z& (K Y DNA 4K i 52 « 115 -

(Meier et al. ,2006) . i 1G5 WG 45 15 4% g5 WE 405 £ 35t
TREEBS/NT 2% 43 544 B R0 5 3R A o AR B
TSR] AT 25 0 2R o 75 45 B i WG S 5 4 g
T S AR AR, T AR ARV 22 4R W) 0, /N s R ik
T, MR T AR S Sk G 1A, AR I o R P A
T IR R Y P ) 3 P AN S i B R Sk TS B
VAN ZEB I A o o s R o
NI G = S B0 T 5 T A g g W i
W2, AR IR S = MIE (X J 55,
1997) . w] RERY I A 2 A K 30 kAl A, PN Fb
6] & 4 T % A 2= 38 (introgressive hybridization ) B,
i B 2 A2 ( simple hybridization ) , 5 B F [8] & 4=
KB % M 22 3 (van Velzen et al. ,2007 ; Schlei
et al. ,2008 ; Wirta, 2009 ) , v 1& b IT 2% F 8% i Ik
Fofr o W5 AR S R b PN, /) B A B Rk AT g gl g )
SIS A oA o /INTE W e WA O B 28 B R, AR N
PRRE 37 FE A 1 o3 ik R R B RS e E S 3R A BE
RS bl OB AR AT, 9K R B A (2008 ) R
RAPD 3 FHR12 H A X A 527 v &6 M X /)N B g5 15
HER ol FEE A T 23 AT L DA A /0 B g e B A R A T
KAV 8L oAk, P55 Y S o R 2 5 R S Ak
M FE A, AP FRAEARR A NS H AR 4
ANHB X, ] B PREE 22 S 3 184S B Al 2 AR
PR A AR — E AP B N 23 Ao AT 65 4 15 A )
MR A Z B T ~ .V ~ VI [E]
AR ER 1 ~ IV .V ~ VIVE T (8] 2 A7 #5883 A,
Ui PR BE AL A AR, R T R
A S 0 5 i A P 2 o ) A ) 2 S TC W S 0
fE.

HHERGRERR Y M LEEN TR T
B% (Frézal and Leblois,2008) , Monaghan % (2007 )
KA COT 55 5t [H 44 # 4 f W Bl Scarabaeinae 1)
MrBayes #f 2% F 5 78, 0. semiareus %5 F D\ 3 Ak 4%
FIrE R, 0. fimetarius I3 BB, oAy S A
i R e R R O N S S IO
semiareus I 72 53 A6 Fie 1 — > 43 32, T S 0 I G
FIAM AT 0G5 W 886 %) o3 A B W T 0. obscurior , 8 145
WE MR OFN Ak 0y e WP B F 0. bidentatus, O.
rubicundulus 0. fimetarius 2H 1% 09 43 32, 7N B¢ W5 W
W F 0. mulgravei #1 O. glabratus, 12 ~Fp R4
EARJET UL E N AR B A B R G R R, X
Emlen 25 (2005 ) #F 5% 15 156 06 Jm 1) 4 18 56 0 ffy 1) 12
SR Y A, 5B F R0 KA —

B ARBESEHAF I E B W 5> 1 RER BB R
FREMS ARG — AR, B A B R 3
IR S . BR 25 R FfE] S Ak, %5 B Aok v 2
R FREA 3 R, BRIV [ ol A 1A SR — A )
A A TE 8 1) B 4 28 52 ( Hollingsworth et al. ,2009) ,
NJ B e, B A (L 38 S8R ) 43 0 AR ol 2R 4 3 AR
T 3R B UE TR 5 RN AY S5 B IR R

AR Y 2 R AR A (Hd) RIR FF R 22 4 4
B (Pi/m) & DNA RIE M K S AN B S
B, ARWTTESE SRR, [ P Ah g e e RS AR
RTRERZHEME, R R T EITTRIT I 2
P (Avise,2000) . X5 Sole % (2008 ) X} B ik fin #ir
fil Canthonini and Dichotomini Ji% B¢ WK 14 Ff B 2R 4%
T2 BEVE 0 B 45 2R 50 #E0E (Hd O 0.909 ~
1.000) ., ZHERSEMRAGEKE KRR
COI JEP 5" 3 7 91, A WF5E 2 % | Monaghan 4%
(2007) By #Ik 52 75 %, R 0F 1 1 COT 3" 35 J 1) 1Y
AR, A COT 3" 3t ] A Sy DNA 2508 1t Y i
e DX I 0 g 0 W R 28 HEAT M8 . A WESE A, ik
PR AL E BT SR AR ] R AT S 4
75 Fe AR — B Y 45 5 (Janzen et al. , 2005) ; $5 R7
PGl B 26 JE % ( minimalist-barcoding ) Ji7 F] T Jit £
A B REA BE 42 = W) A 25 58 B ME 7 1 ( Hajibabaei
et al. ,2006) ., A3 5 1 h B 10 o B 45 R KB,
COT H& X 3 "3 22 748 X Bl e 91 4 35 958 22 1Y 7% S
(EPSES

DNA ST A ) i 7 B LA 2 (R AR R AR AR
el ( DeSalle et al. ,2005) . AW R A B A
BE,{HL 43 #7285 S EQGE T DNA S IE A% A9 A sk i, vl
i Bl XoF 555 I M Ji o R 3 6 M 0E O AR, Oy DNA Z%
TEA I $2 03 7 B SR . ROR 9 DNA 2 JE
b 107 P 5, 7 348 AN ) b 38 A7 8 F0AS (] 4 28 By
TR GG IR 2 A B A W) 2%, 255 R RE
FeAZ XAl T A G RN I 81 2 A A A
K2 e ITF e, I i 8 v] A2 067 53 22 9 L I 9 AR
PRic, ZE DR TR E B 1 A0 H 52 T S AT RE AT I R AL
/NS

Bt AL e R b Ky L H AR T AR R AT A

2
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