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FEBILBERESEINR, FERXEK
HRREFRE AT

BMXK = OB OEANE K o T EY wuE®
(RGEWEE R RRMIPIL KSR RS LS KiE 116023)

WE AR 4G A L iE M (Salmacis sphaeroides variegate) i # 5 Ak, WKL A, HET LMK
16S rDNAK F#H 2 77 A 4 6 A LG 5 H R Z s i s ok &, Rl BT 22 /A 3L B M i o
WERRD, HREATLERFFABR IR ITEHERESE. EREF, 2EATLEENEENSHE
BEH BRI, BNFERNAEAIANDGETH AL, & RENNEF ACH, #itMega 5.0%F H A
WE S A A0 13 B th 2o A1 T3 RE B9 SR 1R 16S rDNAZE F 35 4 7 71 #EAT Hh B, 22T 38 Bk (N F i A L 4R
EMP)Y A E R G M, R T, 26 AT S 5 A 7L B (Salmacis bicolor rarispina) i 3 % <
RAA, HOREZ| B BB B3 Fh i 206 A TL I I MR AR P K 2 086.1%, K 2 H3.0%, HLR AT 42.0%,
EAMANSO01%; e A EEERYWARLR M XL AN, K4 E H38.71 g/100 g, EAA/TAAY
36.99%, EAA/NEAA % 71.84%, DAA/TAA %37.17%; Jg i 8 FE40 0 2| 154, 4B & 5 B 2B C16:0.
FE fle B C18:0. EPA C20:5Fn 7k & W IFERC20:4, & B R KM 7 — F-y- LK C20:3, REMEME, EDHA
CERG. ARERV A LCAIBENEYFHARREERTH, THTEFEETLNA, B

T[RRI H A B i B A BT R R R

KA e RAIEE; BAY,;
FESHEE S917.4  LEkFRIREE A

VEEIHJE T 3% 11 (Echinodermata) . 76| ]
(Eleutherozea) . i AHZ4(Echinoidea), J& ¥ UL —2if
WIAEMSY, BAESWER. MBI E.
St LI B R 2045 850 Flv, B WA A I Y 22
CERNON L 30 A, AT & FH AR 10 A3Fh . BT,
F [ 32 2L 00 28 U g HE Ao 28 A 35k vt JIE R 199 v [ 35K vt JIE
(Srrongylocentrotus intermedius) . & 3% g iH (Hemic-
entrotus pulcherrimus) 15t 3k i IH (Srongyl ocentrotus
nudus); AR 287 IH (Heliocidaris crassispina);

MR E R4 SRR 16S rDNA
XEHS  2095-9869(2019)06-0163-10

PEME AR} 18 (Glyptocidaris crenularis) 175 i fIH
BRI E B = %) ¥ 5 (Tripneustes gratilla)( 7 V. 7 4&,
2004; SRS, 2016),

Z A%, £ £L.7% 1 (Salmacis sphaeroides variegate)sf
R ST ARG . g H . ZIPEIREL . ffL
VIR, 23 ] e 1A ol A o VIR P AR A T
FEE Y | b v v L 5 DA R R A5 G 2 Bk E R Ry
— RIS 5 A SERR o WK H X A AT AR Rt — A
VR NELPE BR A S it — e S IR BE L IR YT Z R 1 2
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2 R %40 &

W o Z= 0 A L IR AR T e B p Vi 2 T Bk R e
b FEFR A NE A e FLIEIH(Chen et al, 2010),
H A7 A FLI IR 1) A X5 R A5 BB T &, Hob
FLIENRJE 4G 3 AP A A LR | SRS LI
Zeta LM IH X G £, 2008), A e Ze (o fa LI A=
W m e EEERERE T EYF I,
Rahman % (2014 2016)WF5C T 24 MAFLIBIAAME L &
i F2, Subramaniam (1934) & B T FRFH 51F T 24 (4 ff
LIRS & DALLHEN B, AHBAE(2015) WSS T 4%
FoFLIE AR s K, MTTE R G R B R R 5%
B4 2 B T ST 0 o B AR E R I & e 168
tDNA 7E7K 7= sy i 4 25 i FIRF S Bk B 2L, &
EZY NP2 VA3 & 1 L) A SRR 7S a1y S DO ) e 1
b ) & R 3] T B R (R S8 S04, 2009),

AT 5% %o 2% €6 F LV IE T JR IR 25 24 L8 O 52
HZE ki & DNA 16S rDNA #B4r 3£ H 51, 8 5 HAl
Rz ) 3 % 5 ZR BN LT, [R) Asf ot 2% € £ L AR
BRI IEAT T o W FE 45 R Sk A FL IR AR 1) A= 2
T HR LIRS, Atk — 25 JF & A £ FL IR R B4 v A
RUHME R .

1 #wREFE
1.1 SEIEH

SIS AT 2R 0 f FLIRRAR BT 2018 4F 8 AR H
TG =TT BURETE A A PR . AR KD g, s
WA ETBURIG, —80°CI-AE LI 5 2 AT Ve pp
F2 A3 8 FIZ AR DNA 16S rDNA #4352 B 51
AT HEARSE R KIRN 3 d, 15 % 1A A0 k4
%, FERE K gk T, TR T IR A SR
[ i X T AL ) 57 P PR R R R A )

1.2 S AE

121 HAFIE X 10 MEEFEREATIE, W
FET 22 AR o AR RS < R (Mahr 16ER,
Faf B 0.01 mm)3 s . 5298, 5em . HAR.
A (RET) T BIPAORIER) . TR, TR
Fo. HaE . N5, HBFRXFPF(G&GIT00, HEiE
£ 0.01 g)I 4 S AR E . se T8 . HAavE . R
. PRSI EH /Ot 5221 CM-2600d/2500d T 5E o
% H] Nikon DS100 %A% AHHLAME .

1.2.2 Z#4K 16S tDNA kB K #K 4 PCR ¥ 3 & )5
PN KA T Bzup #3208 W 2 2136 [H 2 DNA
g S PR U A iy DNA. 16S rDNA §7 3
SIYFS R : F: 5'-CGCCTGTTTAACAAAAACAT-3',
R: 5'-CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCATG-3' (Gao et al,

2003), S AAKZ N 50 pl, H 20~50 ng/pl iR
DNA 2 pl. 10 umol 514 F 2 ul. 10 pmol 5[#J R 2 pl.
10 mmol/L dNTP(mix)2 pl. 10xTaq Buffer 5 pul. 5 U/ul
Taq fiff 0.5 pl, ddH,O #MEZ 50 pl, TR Z1F R 95°C
A5 3 min, 94°C7AEPE 30s, 55~60°CiEk 30s, 72°C
FEMH 30 s JEHEFT 35 MIEER, 72°CIB AEM 5~8 min, 4°C
P47 PCR F=HHL S ul, FH 1%E5 B8 e v ik 2%
Uk Z40h 150 V, 100 mA, 20 min, PCR P4 [alk
afifh, Bralifl)s = AT

FKHIMEGA 5.08F 3 A7 ¥ 51 B i 2H B DA S &
MTA AL FE B, e BB Kimura SUZ 500 115 1 F ] (1)
DNA ¥4 22 5 K hla] i AL 1 S . P4 B GenBank A HAth ik
B2 3 ) 16S 1DNA J¥ %) (£ 1), R HI B & &
(Neighbor-Joining, NJ)Fli K #2974 (Maximum parsimony,
MP)s il R G LB W, #5535 S EAF Bk H E A
FEVE(Boot-strap), i3 1000 TG PEAY 2R 50 & B M)
AR,
123 HRE RSN E PERRIK 3 B 2
M GB 5009.3-2016 & & K il g ) 5 MK
I EZ M GB 5009.4-2016 (£ 5 A IIAE )
HLEE & B E 2 16 GB 5009.5-016 (&b A
FTrI e ) 5 HRR NI & 2 2 GB 5009.6-2016;
IR & B E S I GB 5009.124-2016 & 4 5t
FRAGINSE ) | KB dh 2 Eh BR /K it I A & 25 R A o o
G E 16 FPa B8/, R SHE6 R T E (a2
TR & i IRMIR & &2 S GB 5009.168-2016
CEMPARDIRRIMIE ) , b2 Hlg L5 RS
AHETE AT AT, AR WA ) e o L 05 T RR E R
D i T R 5 i o

2 HRE5HW

2.1 EBREFTSAHE

ZeAFLIEEIR 10 AR B I 45 4 20 3 B 4y
M, 22 ASARHRIE A W] R A 1 A8 A LRS- Y
WL 2o A (R T8 ) 5 A R] A AT (AR 18 30) 58 14 - 240
1099, 25.74, A X V2 R B A 1Y 2/5~1/2,
R IFE KW EIE R 0.28,
211 SNSRI J= o £ F LM AR A 2 R IR R
i, Fe N RAEEROE 215 B HEE (KI1A) . H T
A M, B U, s AR (A1),
SRR, A IX R I D T A TR S, A
X5 A7 KR S ANSE , PRI FR LA 257 X 58 2 Ay 1]
A I2/5~1/2, WO IX R AR BT, PR eI AR S A
H O FRIE . a0 KA B 14K,
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Tab.1 Species used for the phylogenetic analysis
PyFh Species GenBank 715 GenBank accession No.
M ICZIiENE  Temnopleurus hardwickii IN128612.1-JN128614.1
AHAEZI AR Temnopleurus toreumaticus IN128615.1-JN128618.1
WIKRZIh AR Temnopleurus reevesii JQ065692.1-JQ065693.1
Stk S nudus JQ322582.1
HEEkiEE S intermedius JQ322581.1
L3 H H. pulcherrimus JQ322572.1-JQ322574.1
LERIEAH - Srongylocentrotus pur puratus X12631.1
A fLIERE  Salmacis bicolor rarispina KU302104.1
I G crenularis KX638403.1
M =%#H T gratilla AB154279.1
BEfZ  Sichopus horrens KY933776.1-KY933782.1
#4312 Sichopus chloronotus AY388422.1
fiifilZ  Apostichopus japonicus AY852282.1-AY852283.1
Mg Patiria pectinifera D63717.1
KiE £ Acanthaster planci AB084570.1

*2 FeERFLUBERSHKOTLEEMTEE

Tab.2 Variation range and mean value of morphological characters of S, sphaeroides variegate

JE A5k Morphological characters A7k JE FEl Range SE-¥91E Average
AW EL  Plate of ambulacrum 40~50 43.62
)27 AR %L Plate of interambulacrum 27~31 28.00
¢ Shell length (mm) 55.65~63.83 59.96
9% Shell width (mm) 55.52-65.58 60.25
5 Shell height (mm) 34.94~38.27 36.41
W ORIER)TE  Maximum width of the ambulacrum (mm) 10.03~13.58 10.99
[B] 27 (RIE#R) P Maximum width of the interambulacrum (mm) 23.69~27.07 25.74
&K  Apical system length (mm) 9.72~11.71 10.82
AT  Apical system width (mm) 9.80~13.03 11.39
4%  Diameter of the peristome(mm) 15.99~17.94 16.97
H#$%  Diameter height (mm) 13.09~16.37 14.97
d#%%  Diameter device width (mm) 13.45~17.24 15.27
H#$#  Diameter value (g) 1.30~1.96 1.76
RHE  Weight (g) 49.9~77.27 64.78
7T E Dry weight of shell (g) 5.68~12.38 8.32
LR E  Gonadal weight (g) 3.61~5.60 4.69
ZZFE{H L Brightness values of L 38.73~44.48 41.98
ZIfEf a Red value of a 13.30~16.91 15.09
HE{E b Yellow value of b 19.48~26.11 23.28
T EAE, Bright orange yellow difference delta E; 53.74~59.76 55.89
S 2EAE, Bright yellow difference delta E, 45.05~71.27 54.06
M4&/52#%  Diameter/Shell length 0.27~0.30 0.28

TELAFHES g —51 5 BN IA 1A, 5RYEFAT
HE—3 5 RAE L T7 B Wi o A 35— 28/ NJE o (] 253
BRAE AR IE LA B B 1A, RS —5;

B AMIA A 1R, AT T RIEHESI . a1 AR E
HRELT , &R EA 3 PEHES O — BT TR B,
BN HE R, 55 BT RRAR 2 42, ARAS AN 12 e (61 JIT348
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2 )R 540 %

FEIMR LBV 2P KR— k@, A TR
R, PRI T A RO 7 55 0, APOBOR 2 0 A 1
BT R LRI A , H TR KA A, A i 1 1
Bo sERMMBOAL), BBV, ST 5w

SO K, 171 TH] (A VR 22 S TR R A R IR G tr E
T, BUE N T TR SR LA
3XTHES S —R, AL RSN G A 3~4 A/ DY IR
JEIMFL(E 10).

B e mfLigam A

Pictures of S. sphaeroides variegate

Fig.1

A: U B: i C: W&; D: BUEMAL; B: Hs; F: #J)r
A: Aboral surface; B: Surface; C: Apical system; D: Circular pit; E: Diameter; F: Ossicle

212 WA MEHIE AP Y A2 552 K 1)
FEAE 40.27~0.30,  H 57 T If1 A% 1E H ] R A v ol
#B, FEs B SAS KBYG TS T H Ak, 2% SAS R B
Kk, SAKREHE . & TANGEFER, HEZHA
WA R AHZE (BI1D). & REEN I E R CIE(EIE),
Zi= 0 A FL VG RV A s o s oy R 8 R4 B 3Bl i A7
T, A ae s R . ALK | A= s S5 (B 1F),
B AL T B O, A R R AR TR )
PN, A Al ) 2 11 TR ) 454 D) 25 7 118 1X 3k

22 FBEAILBEEEMREIMELZXRE

2.2.1 £ 41Kk DNA 16S rDNA # PCR % £ & 57
DN AR B i 15 FL Uk 25 5 B 7R DNA SR 52 %

THWT . JoAAT, PCRY 1) i BE i T200~500 bp, PCR
PR E A Y AR B 2 o M LI R 16S tDNAFEH F
BEK J J444 bp(Genbank il 5 MK 723850), % ¥
SIFA. T, C. G & 1833.8%. 27.7%. 18.0%
F120.5%; A+T M C+GI &I H61.5%F138.5%,
222 AT 16StDNA BoIMELE AILiEIRG R %
K H HE K H MEGA 5.0 {4 F4 £ 55 T NJ i Fil MP

o Bk R G LR (B 2 FE 3). JET 2 Rl ik
A R G AR — 3, BT R R A
i FLIAE AR A g R A LI ISR S — 7, -5 P9 IR ZI Al i
BE, WA ECZ0 MR . 40220 i E SR S — AR, SR
JE TR . BRSSO ek
VR ek AR R BRI IR IR S — 3, SR
M 2 RIS RS S | S0 2 RO BT

FAMEGA 5.0% 51158 160 il Bz 2y 1] 1) 8 A% 5
BI(#63). 30 L, 7E16S iDNAZK Y- b4 Fa] 15t
B 470.04~0.68, Horf, Stk AR FIE 38 H |
SR Vg JE T v TR BR VAR R | 2% €0 £ FL vk IR R £ L
Vi EL ] P /0N, 349491004 5 T SHE IR T 2 B0 B8 F e
40.68, TN FK BB AL I

23 MBREFRSMUELR

231 —fEERRME LR Z= e L i IE
R B K 435 N 86.1%, JK4Y R 3.0%, HLAEWG A
2.0%, 1B H8.01%,

2.3.2 MRERAHMN T Z 0 FL I REPE AR Y
BEMMEF 4, LH16M(FEL), BERN
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ARREZIRNENR T. toreumaticus IN128615.1-JN128618.1

Wy ERZIA YRR T. hardwickii IN128612.1

WRZIAMERE T. reevesii

BB A FLIENE S. sphaeroides variegate KU302104.1

ZEAFLMEAR S. bicolor rarispina MK723850
HIR=%¥H T. gratilla AB154279.1

SCHIRIENE S. nudus 1Q322582.1

99 L3RR H. pulcherrimus
44 LR S, purpuratus X12631.1

66 50" Ha[E]BRYGRE. S. intermedius JQ322581.1
YR8 G. crenularis KX638403.1

4’7 W§3HE P. pectinifera D63717.1
90 KM E A. planci AB084570.1

{ HEHIZ: S horrens KY933776.1
LHi|Z: S. chloronotus AY388422.1

86
i #2: A. japonicus AY852282.1

29

72| 45

| —
0.1

Bl 2 16 FhBZ s 16S rDNA LR A B NI RGuh
Fig.2 NI tree of 16S rDNA gene fragments in 16 echinoderms

R ZIRNHENE T, toreumaticus IN128615.1

34 C W BRI YERR T, hardwickii IN128612.1

33 L PRI T reevesii 1Q065692.1
el L RAFLIENE S. bicolor rarispina KU302104.1
Zta f1fLIEHH S. sphaeroides variegate MK723850
HB =518 T gratilla AB154279.1
LRGN S. purpuratus X12631.1
TL2MEH H. pulcherrimus JQ322572.1
SCIRERHEIR S. nudus JQ322582.1

HIEERIFE S. intermedius JQ322581.1
#FHIME G. crenularis KX638403.1

[ @#& P. pectinifera D63717.1
93l KiHE 2 A. planci AB084570.1
K2 A. japonicus AY852282.1

,—%ﬁli} S. horrens KY933776.1
L
— 95 M2 S. chloronotus AY388422.1

B3 16 FOBEL 2190114 16S rDNA S By MP R 4i
Fig.3 MP system tree of 16S rDNA gene fragments in 16 echinoderms

19

46

29 22

74

38.71 g/100 g, L7 S AERR(EAA) T i 14.32 ¢/100 g ({2 (Vinay et al, 2008), i IR A 58 0 S L MR PF 43
T HIETR(NEAA) & 54 19.93 /100 g, AT bR (Amino Acid Score, AAS). fL2#1F43(Chemical
ﬁ@a(CEAA)QEj\ﬂ 46 g/100 g, H, o7 %ﬁ@a Score, CS)LL M 75 24 KL MR +5 5 (Essential Amino Acid

T F IR (EAA/TAA)K36.99%, hTi B IEMR  Index, EAA)EAT HLAXT 2% €0 1 FLIAE AR Mg 105 A5 AH N 1Y)
'ﬁﬂll% PR IETR Y LA (EAA/NEAA) R 71.84% . 7% BFATM (L 25) ., PEAR b E LR b & 5 B s 1 2

FAFLIE NN BY SR UL RR(DAA) T B 14.39%, B BRI AEb T ZOERR T S HERRT L R, AAS
HEFR T RER37.17% FICS H i th 85— BRI S SR SR P SRR R 2R, 20

PRI A AR A 20 SUR 5L T A 41 41 (FAO/WHO) TR E AR R B AR ENE, EAAIE N34.51,
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2.3.3 MR B R A Fa E A0, £ LT IE 1 iR VU R Cao.a s 2RO FAFLIEAHAYN-3 PUFA/n-6 PUFA I,
PR R AP R A T , LRI R 16Fh(£6), M A {H°40.79, SFhfFIAS D5 /R . 2Fh B4R 0BG B R

8600.20 mg/kg .. 4% (e LI A IR v IR 5 R 2 1 e e
K I AR C 16,0 BEARMRCs.0. EPA Cas. fE/E

OFl Z2 AN FIAR W R 4300l o5 B IR BT R 1947.5% . 4.9%
47.6%, TORINSHIIR . B FIIE R 2 AN MR I R

=3 16MERE Y 16SrDNA EE K EEHIRENES

Tab.3 Genetic distance of 16S rDNA gene fragments between 16 echinoderms

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1
2 0.27
3 0.14 0.30
4 0.11 036 0.12
5 0.28 039 034 0.34
6 0.26 041 031 034 0.07
7 0.28 041 033 034 0.06 0.04
8 0.34 0.58 038 038 035 034 032
9 0.37 044 039 038 044 038 038 0.37
10 051 040 050 045 047 045 043 041 041
11 0.31 039 029 031 045 039 040 027 036 020
12 044 029 037 043 045 058 053 056 045 045 046
13 0.21 025 025 021 024 022 024 034 036 040 032 0.49
14 006 032 0.07 0.11 030 028 030 033 038 056 031 042 0.22
15 0.48 033 055 048 053 051 048 051 040 0.17 026 045 042 0.56
16 0.12 032 0.09 0.09 032 031 031 030 038 048 025 043 0.19 0.09 0.50

WL AUREZI AR 2. IRZI AR, 3. JGEERIEAE; 4. Pl EREIE; 5. DERIH; 6. BRI, 7. WEHIAE;
8. BEMIZ:; 9. iMZ:; 10, KA 11, (=50 R; 12, Ze@mAUmIn; 13, siiimfLiEIe; 14, e 15. G52 16.

Iy FC 20 il it IR

Note: 1. T. toreumaticus; 2. T. reevesii; 3. S. nudus; 4. S. intermedius; 5. H. pulcherrimus; 6. S. purpuratus; 7. G. crenularis;
8. S horrens; 9. A. japonicus;, 10. A. planci; 11. T. gratilla; 12. S sphaeroides variegate; 13. S. bicolor rarispina;

14. P. pectinifera; 15. S. chloronotus; 16. T. hardwickii

x4 ZERARTUSEMIIERRBEMIZE, g/100 g)
Tab.4 Amino acid composition of S. sphaeroides variegate (Wet weight, g/100 g)

R Amino acid £ & Content ZEERR Amino acid %7 Content
RITLER Trp”™ 3.02 5% Lys” 3.88
IR Thr' 1.87 R His™ 0.86
25 1R Ser” 1.73 K& Arg™” 3.60
BRI Glu™* 3.96 HHEPR S Total amino acids (TAA) 38.71
fii & R Pro™ 1.44 Wit B HR Essential amino acids(EAA) 14.32
HEm Gly™™ 5.90 75 & R Non-essential amino acids (NEAA) 19.93
WEm Ala™" 2.59 T SR Semi-essential amino acids(CEAA) 4.46
R Val” 1.94 8 PR 4 32 Delicious amino acid(DAA) 14.39
ERMR Met” 1.01 EAA/NEAA 71.85
FREER e 1.65 EAA/TAA 36.99
FA R Leu” 2.66 DAA/TAA 37.17
W =R Tyr™ 1.29

T b AR O AE T IR NPT IR s a N EEIRE LR

Note: *: Essential amino acids (EAA); **: Non-essential amino acids (NEAA); ***: Semi-essential amino acids (CEAA);

a: Delicious amino acid (DAA)
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Tab.5 Evaluation of EAA compositions of S. sphaeroides variegate (mg/g N)
IR Eﬁg%gg X Elﬁr’ﬁi ﬁ%@ﬁﬁé}ﬁ‘(ﬁﬁﬁ 1%%?%7\ M%’E\%@ET&?& .
Amino acid Egg protein Amino Acid Chemical Essential Amino Acid
standard standard Score(AAS) Score(CS) Index(EAA)

HRAMR Thr 250 292 0.60 0.51 148.92
AR Val 310 411 0.51 0.38 156.18

S ER e 250 331 0.53 0.42 139.02
5LZ B Leu 440 534 0.48 0.40 213.60

KT + B Z R Phet+Tyr 380 565 0.27* 0.18% 101.70

H + B R Met+Cys 220 386 0.37%* 0.21%* 81.06

5L Lys 340 441 0.91 0.71 313.11
B IR Trp 60 106 4.03 0.23 24.38
DTSR TR B (EAAL) 34.5]

Essential amino acid index

TE: * o — PR 2R s O o — R R 1R

Note: * means the first limiting amino acids; ** means the second limiting amino acids

/\D[J[/J\CI(,O C20:2\ EPA CZO:Sﬂ‘:’E‘Eo %éﬁ}l‘?ﬁﬂﬁﬂg
DHA & 2 5 BRI R & #194.7%.

3 ifig
#ERILEEIALERREREN

AR AAFLIBIRE OR8N, AREmfLE R 12/
sekh 028, KT 2R 0.31~0.33) (XA IE S,
2015) . 4Jafe 20 i g E.(0.324) . W Q21 1 5 1H.(0.301)
LR v G 2 Al i A .0.337), 3 1t I 4 6o £ FL 7 A A
a5 H A LA RRAH Fe A/ o PR R IR A Ry e i, X
AR T HAbE AR 2 — o B SN
34 A/NYIETE ML, 332 FLIRE AR JE (1R AR AT
BREE B EALEE 3 XHHESIN—IR, X5 20 i R o
b TURPRE IS FLAYHES I R —30 . 5K (2011)
AF5 S IR0 220 e AR A5 R e ity i HL A v R0
Ao X 5AOMAFLEHRRAEA R, A2 M LR
SRR E RS RBGE . AR SCIEQO D AFFE
KILARIBFRUA_F 2 X SE LN A 1Y 172, (HARFGE
Ew;#ﬁ({ﬁ/ VF 12, WTFR 2504, RA T

FEEEEAS A S RUR B AR/ INAS [ 8 B o

AWFFEiE T 16S tDNA JEH F B R % 4 B bt
FE s 0 A FLIE IR -5 50 30 A FLORE IR %) 55 25 06 R Al
W)@ T AL IR E |, L2 5 2016 IR G 1C 20 1) 1
JIE P B 220 v AR R A e 2 B i AR R K R G, 5
PEMFALRL | BB IRRL | BRI ARAL R I AR 6 R
Bk, fEl”Eﬂ‘]%fSJ%?%@HEéRJ 55965 B RIS ) 5%
K Rt 1% 5 Lee 4£(2003)3 ] COI F1 NDI 753
P25 A — 2, 1568A 2% € f FL IR A5 20 )i AR S 5] s

31

*6 ZEATLBIEMBERAELEMT

T, mg/kg)

Tab.6 Fatty acid composition of S. sphaeroides variegate

(Wet weight, mg/kg)

N iR Fatty acid & Content

HREMR C14:0 656.00
T HHkER C15:0 132.00
FERRIR C16:0 2140.00
FEFEIHAR C16:1(n-7) 517.00
il R MR C18:0 1010.00
AR C18:1(n-9) 432.00
TIMAR C18:2(n-6) 272.00
y-TJFRER C18:3(n-6) 401.00
JE-11-Z~hie— 4 R C20:1 150.00
M, J-11, 14-—F8 MR C20:2 269.00
1w R C22:0 149.00
T -y-WERRER C20:3(n-6) 96.20
Ji-13-—+ Z i — R (¥ R)C22:1(n-9) 497.00
A VU IR C20:4(n-6) 712.00
EPA C20:5(n-3) 763.00
DHA C22:6(n-3) 405.00
MG IBR Total fatty acids 8600.20
T AR I R &L & Saturated fatty acid(SFAs)  4087.00
Z ARG e i ‘ 4095.20
Polyunsaturated fatty acid(PUFAs)

ARG R A i 419.00
Monounsaturated fatty acid(MUFAs)

n-3 PUFAs 1168.00
n-6 PUFAs 1481.20
n-3/n-6 0.79

— A BE X — g5 R B S (20 12) B 75 H R T 16S

rDNA FICOLE A i Bt HE 47 1 SR 2 o0 b 45 S J& — 2L
B o 18038 L A 2N A 6o fa FLI R SR R ZI D
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Ze A FLIE AR R B B 1 8.01%, (IR T
S BR T H (13.46%) . Eh 30 IH (13.30%) (144,
2018)F1Hh [A] BRI IH.(9.66%~14.55%) (T B4, 2011).
% I % % (Asterias rollestoni) (16.6%) (8 % #8 4%,
1995) il By [C K PH i & (Solaster dawsoni  Verrill)
(17.2%) (BEHR4E, 2016), {HE THIZ(3.74%~4.43%)
(A, 2011)FIE 3K E 2:(5.25%) (XIS, 2015), 24
o ff L RECHL A B 75 1 M 2.0%, 5 T3 2(0.60% ~
1.00%) 173K £ 2:(0.23%) (KK S, 2015), KT
JERRERVEAH (3.2940.21)% (FR1EZE, 2018), HhZEHEHH
(3.45+0.24)% (%, 2018) . % [G i £ 4 (11.4%)
(B 5 A5, 1995) A1 B FG A BH 5 2 (11.8%) (i Hi 45,
2016), HHMEAT UL, 2% €0 A FL IR IR Y 2 1 R AR 1 3
T RIS HERE S,

Zefo AL IR B E SRR S e, b
1671 . 7% 0 Ff FL IR AR B P S R rp 5 i e 2 T
AR . REARF AR . A FERR LR B AR
PUAE B FERXIR 2N J7 TH (PR AR5, 2018) . ABFSE Hh %
£ LV BB PE B P EAA/TAA $136.99%, M AZEFRAE
BT R ARV, 2 (LI IRAE S 8 R R 2 L
RPN, AT A LR MR R 1 B AF A WHO/
FAOHIAE B IR I ZER (T R TR & 1 40%) (IR 1E =
4 2017), KT Al ERIEEIH (34.01%~39.42%) . Stk
BRI H(38.80%) . Hh3EEH(39.91%). EAA/NEAAK
71.84%, = TFAO/WHOHAE A XTEAA/NEAA 1) E
K(60%LA 1), B T 5 0 (60.62%) . bk i
JH(63.39%) . 3EHEAH(65.50%)(FR1ESE, 2018), W5
FEHH, AR T LA R R R TE AR R, B TR
PERRBE TR AL (R, M T m AR AT T &4
R 15T T AR TR s 3 R AT 4 T et R A i )
. MXBRZTE, HEMRMNZREFWRIERN, i
MR v IRVE AT, A2 R H 8RR o 24t A L IR
JRHDAA/TAAN3T17%, W& T 50 H(36.19%)
L3N (36.21%), {H L GBER R (40.51%) Rl ]
BRIEFH(38.14%~51.84%)M% . A= 0 1 LI 8
W H &R k& W R IR, i IE R Y e
A BESE S Atk PR S 2 08 372 0 AR e i A
FEME

TR AEQ011) A& Bk it AR A g0 1 v b 32
B Z AR IITR S Coos, WHRIIENIRLL Cieo N

F, @ AILEIATRIX 2 R IR R &5 3 5
o ZettmfLIEAHAY n-3/m-6 S 0.79, & T FAO/
WHO ##£% n-3/n-6 H#ERIE 0.1~0.2. A5
SRR, Je 0 ff LI R HP EPA B DHA B & 405 ,
O DHA (99 it 25 8 TR I 32 SR S A ]
BRI, AEFIEERM, /MRS n-3/n-6 o]
1%, SR B k0 IS BOE A JLR 8K, 1 EPA Fil DHA
HARRWER, 226 MLEIMHDE S EPA I
DHA & 1 0] 10 By et R 2 ik O IE 95 (Wang et al, 2016),
Ze AL IR ) P B T A i R, SRR A
Z . WA, Bgi & H & & EPA Fl DHA %%
AR IR, BA B SR E RN E MR R D 6E
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Morphological Observation, Relationship and Nutritional Composition
Analysis of Gonadal of Salmacis sphaeroides variegate

ZHAO Wenfei, LI Zhe, HUANG Xiaofang, ZHANG Yang, DING Jun®, CHANG Yaqing{D

(Key Laboratory of Mariculture & Sock Enhancement in North China's Sea, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs,
College of Fisheries and Life Science, Dalian Ocean University, Dalian 116023)

Abstract In this study, Salmacis sphaeroides variegata was used as the research material to observe
its morphology. Based on mitochondrial 16S rDNA gene partial sequencing, the genetic relationship
between S. sphaeroides variegata and other echinoderms was analyzed. The nutritional composition of
S sphaeroides variegata gonad was analyzed to accumulate a mass of data for germplasm improvement
and resource evaluation of S sphaeroides variegata. The results showed that the main morphological
characteristics of the S sphaeroides variegata were as follows: the apical system was small, the outer
edge of each step band plate had 3~4 small circular pits, and the bone fragment in the wall of the pedicle
foot was C-shaped. The mitochondrial 16S rDNA gene sequences of other echinoderms and that obtained
from S sphaeroides variegata were compared by Mega 5.0, and the phylogenetic trees were constructed
based on distance method (NJ) and maximum likelihood method (MP). The results showed that the
S sphaeroides variegata was closely related to the Salmacis bicolor, followed by the three species of sea
urchins, the Temnopleuridae. An amount of water 86.1%, ash 3.0%, crude fat 2.0% and protein 8.01% was
found in the sex glands of S. sphaeroides variegata. There were 16 kinds of amino acids in the sex glands
of S sphaeroides variegata, the total amino acid content was 38.71 g/100 g, EAA/TAA was 36.99%,
EAA/NEAA was 71.84%, and DAA/TAA was 37.17%. A total of 15 fatty acids were detected, with the
highest content being palmitic acid C16:0, stearic acid C18:0, EPA C20:5 and arachidonic acid C20:4, and
the lowest content was that of C20:3. S. sphaeroides variegata showed a higher content of DHA than in
other sea urchins. The results will provide basic data for the biological study of S sphaeroides variegata
and can be used for the development and application of sea urchin of economic value, as well as provide a
theoretical basis for distant hybridization breeding and the germplasm identification of economically
viable sea urchins.

Key words Salmacis sphaeroides variegate; Morphology; Gonadal nutrition; Mitochondria; 16S tDNA
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