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MoORLH O BLUARRELFTE RXAL,E OEL K OK

(1B RS R 2E A ARk 2# 24 B, L9 B st 210023)
(2. FATEMOl KA W) 5 PR BT 24 5, VT 05 R 3T 210037)

[BE] /IMNEEFI(Pomacea canaliculata) JE=4ER 100 FOBMEANEAZYFIZ — 3 AR HLAY 25 MRS N T
FEEEE. PR A, ARG E R AFIRER NE R IR, B8 BE AR IR (P maculata) . ARWF5EIE T 2 HEF 4
TN PR T & B TR 22 A AR IE (single nucleotide polymorphism , SNP) F T8 MR B8 45 2 FE VL3 8T S s
FE. FIH Sanger M F A 1Y 22 4~ SNP A7 S FEWT VLN 7K /NE AR A5 IR o JEA T 3845 2R PE 0T, 5 SR A W
W2 B RN B2 5 BEVE R 20001 0~0.933 F110.033~0.549, 2455 B &8 (PIC) JEFIN 0.032~0.466. it
IS AR/ INE AR T BRI BE o514 77 W 2 (0] A AR A8 B0 ( Fse ) RSO FE IR RS B Rl P AP E W B 22 50 5 A
SNP i s FHTIA A . 78 30 D/ MVERRARIRA 18 TESUAR A IR A th AT 40 RUBGHIE , 25 R W], 5 /1> SNP i s 5
T A ) e 6 YRR TR 135 ( >84.21% ), MHRA ST 3~ 5 AN I HERR 1T A B 100%. X 48 SNP i s A
BT ARARAR 2%y T BT L S VSRR AR R RN B SRR AR R e 2 TR ) ) e 2 531,
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Development of SNP Markers for Pomacea canaliculata and

Application of Species Identification in P. maculata
Lin Ying', Xiao Qi',Lin Youfu*,Li Xuexia®,Yin Wenli*,Li Hong',Chen Lian

(1.School of Life Sciences,Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China)
(2.College of Biology and the Environment, Nanjing Forestry University , Nanjing 210037, China)

Abstract ; Pomacea canaliculata is one of the 100 world’s worst invasive alien species,which causes serious economic and
environmental damage in the invaded areas. Both P.canaliculata and P.maculata invaded most southern provinces in
China. In order to investigate the population genetic structure and diversity of these taxa,22 single nucleotide polymorphism
markers ( SNP ) were isolated from the whole genome sequencing data of Pomacea spp.. Polymorphisms of these SNPs were
evaluated in P. canaliculata from Lishui City,Zhejiang Province. The results showed that the observed, expected heterozy-
gosity and polymorphism information content per locus ranged from 0 to 0.933,0.033 to 0.549,0.032 to 0.466,respectively.
Five SNPs were identified with the high Fst values and different allele frequency between P. canaliculata and P. maculata.
Then these five diagnostic SNPs were genotyping in 30 samples of P. canaliculata and 18 samples of P. maculata. Species
identification accuracy of single SNP locus was high (>84.21%) and the accuracy could reach 100% when three to five
diagnostic SNPs were used simultaneously. Those polymorphic SNP markers will be helpful for population genetics study on
P. canaliculata and efficient and accurate species identification of P. canaliculata and P. maculata.
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INE AR FF IR FE PR A SRR B (TUCN) 31 4Bk 100 FlGEPESMRIF 2 — 1 NVERFFIZ A 20 142 80
EARIIVE Y I AT E DR e ST e 2R 2 3 X, i 3R T LURE &R 7348 X ™ E Al
AEAEY I B2 R ALy Huh e

KA UR R AL GE i 43 20 ik BRI A 2R . SR AR 5 IR E W AR S AL, H A B m S
APIAPE XL SE IR o B S S 0L o AR, 51 R Y 4 5 R R AR WU N AR T IR L
SR R COT SR 7 5%k B 54 48 77 W2 BRI BE AT RS0 & T SR R 40T, + 6 K i b IX A 4
FRARMIELS A S A, AT BEAT ZRORIEAY B L, OF BRI AR T [ AR AR AR ER 1A /NVE AR 7 IR B AR
FFIEX PP Z AN | B AFAE— A R AT 1 B FR A ( Cryptic groups ) . 1T A 8/F 57 ik T4 kiR COT FE A 7371
(4 3R G0 2 A3 T RIS 285 2 R AR A o Oy o 1 A R 565 =P AREAR #5188 (P occulta nov. sp.) ™.

FIRAR AR RPN AR, (LA Y2 AR AR DL R D7 b ) b B A AN ], AR RE T A HiE
WA ZE S . R A R0 6 O X0 A A7 WA 7 A 0 o 218 6 331, o 42 sl LDl 7 1 ol e A7
BT IR T A B . B IR R 2R IR T 4okifk CoT ZEF AR EFla 1751501 82
i PCR ¥ B F AR ofe % il 4 A5 R FD 2. SR, K A B 386 TR AR A i R B, IR HLAE 8 AR
[ W 2 e S e b o PSS A I DN S DAER TER NI SR S = O DR 7% i TS T b S a2 D
FIF R AR TR S H . SNP bRICAE AR = A0 Fitfebric, BABUR £ & I 2 et
SEVER A T AR A EL DNA PRk it 32 P A vo A4 a5 S AR SR A BRI AR 0 M B s A
A R S 5 5 T Y BIE 9 0 A 22 AR IR 90 T /DN A 5 MR R R A A MR 4 e R 2 o S 1 B
Sanger P30 IETF & Z2 351 SNP (L5, N 5 SERFAGEAL A OIS AT e S it 1 TR [l &1 X 22810
SRR AR /N A A7 BRI A A MR R 3845 A AR B ( Fse ) Mo PRUIRRAT G, 2 — B T e 7E 1 ) b v A7
TEWT I DX SNP A6 8, A G A AR A7 MR B (A o 20 (s | M 1 2 T k.

1 MRSk

1.1 HRRERYTEE

2019 4E 3 A& 7 ASLRERAER(N=10) PUIAER(N=5) WITLH/K(N=30) JLAFHM(N=3)
1Y 48 HHFA: #7182 K YE N 30 mm ~45 mm.

BY R A7 IR I 2 AR ERUEE R 20 5 DNA |, DNA B 3 fift A B3 iRt 4 (bt ) A BR A wl A XAk 3 4
DNA $2HURF & (BIN101111) , k2 BOAG & n 68 B, R 1.5% By AR e e r Uk A B R 46 DNA
I SERE .

P T4 75 05 0 P A /)N A T MR R e A A SR A/
TEAAHRL MELLIX 43 FEMR S A S a1 (B 1) 254
LRk COT L P o HEF TR s o). G5 R FRIA A 5T
FEACALEE 30 HU/NERR AR Bk A WiV sK fl 18 HBE
FUARFFIR ok A EPC DU SERFIVL IR 5.

1.2 SNP i = %

AHIFFE T IR AT C AR A5 19 75 F/INGE 4 5 8
23 FUBE i A 7 R 4 5 PR A o 0 ) I (B R e ) L8
JEUREHE (raw data) 5Bk 4% 3k 9 50 FECHE R 5 5, R FH
BWA B4R WA R0 500 (clean data) HEXT/INE 8 77
W22 2 HE K 4 ( ASM307304v1) 17 HE X 45 B 28 Picard
(http ://broadinstitute. github. io/picard/) 2 Bk & 2. i H

GATK 4.0 4" 33647 SNP i 43 A , i 198 0 e 3 B A AR =
T 7X 35 A BEAR 95% LA 1A A Y25 {3 3 I g R & o
( MAF) AMIF 0.05 1) SNP {37 5 F SNP Aric T & i FH A-B /N AU =D - B4 4712
ANNOVAR 2 fE%F SNP AT B 1 REROBRAE
% + I i7E ﬂy] ﬂ: ﬁﬂ/‘] g?&‘lﬁf SNP fﬁ / I‘J_:_'\ i 7]‘” FH VCFiools Fig. 1 Shell morphology of Pomacea spp.
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(vO.1.16 RUAS) POV ARIFHEAT For (ELATHEE, Tl i 6 o 00 B R AU 45 , Rl FTT GENEPOP 4.0.10 iR 43
SGETHXLE SNP 37 s 75/ INE A 5 SR FVERE AU 7 08 o 10 S5 o7 BEDRUIARAF DL PR IE Fse {10 55 67 5 PRI A 7
PR ZF IR A AR RO 22 5 1 SNP A s TR 4 E .
1.3  ETF Sanger il SNP I&iF

BT /INEAR AR IR EE PRI 5 5 8, H5 07 18 1) 107 sk 8 A FE L PR R TBrools (4 2 IUZ SNP 7
A5 R UE4% 200 bp AL 751, A Primer Premier 5.0 #44 MEAT5 19131, BEHLIEEL 4 4~/ NE R 77 I2RE
A HEAT PCR 78 R Sanger M7 5011 SNP 37 s 2 5 A7 7R XU , 257414 7 ) s RS TR (T, RIGA SR 122 40s
SRR NAETE 2 5. PCR W AR Z 4 20 pL:10 wL Premix Taq, 51#4% 1 wL,1 wL DNA #l 7 pL
ddH, 0 ; S W 451 194 C HZEYE 5 min, 94 °C7EME 30 s, 438 AUIE KR E R 30 5,72 C#EMH 1 min, 28 MG,
IR 72 CHE 10 min. SERAELERUERY AL, FIAR TR PCR 254 X3 T AR AR AR AR A EA T 9 5 e 5
Y& ORI PP 227 e T 0 T AR R R A w52
L4 HiESH

TS 201 7 51 H MEGA. X R 4087 SRR 1 1 SNP A7 0, %ot EG I e F5 174 5 i ] % 39 0 (1
EI XS MEGA X 731 BUWES R 1) SNP 37 5, AR AR Sl G A A00 AR ) Y L , 7 iy SR 5] T 2%
BALEIEE AR R BIE , B B JEAT IR R Gt ] Cervus 3.0 4004 115 SNP 37 45 (1 0
%= 5 JE (observed heterozygosities, Ho) , HHEE 225 & (expected heterozygosities , He ) FIl 2 2515 B % & ( poly-
morphism information content,PIC). i ] GENEPOP 4.0.10 3R {F#E4 740 55 8] (1 3% B A4 (linkage disequi-
librium ) 5 56 RT3 I A% 1 ff 25 4535 ( Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium , HWE) .

BEOX e A5 2 A4 T/ INE AR AR BE SRR AR R b S E Y SNP AL A, AR X 28 SNP A7 s 75 T PP
P PR BRI PRBURIE R (K 1), LA 48 DAEFFIRFEAFEDT Sanger I /745 2 A FE A U5 2, X1 48 >4~
PRIEA TP RIS RE | B0 TR X 28 SNP A7 45 F b 45 5 1 v k. B o3 7 ik 2 % 8 7 IR A5 1 Jiang
SEUT RS AR > SNP (LA, L SNPA i) (35 1), BEREARII 450 TT, 1R SNP {75 /NS
HAFIR T ZENAAR (0.133) AYFRAR , DL BE kAR A7 BR1% SNP 7 sl T ZE PR (0.935) MR R, ISR/ MVE AR
FFIR RS i T BE AR AR MR U SR IR AR SRy /N AR AR IR, 2 R B s AR A MR SR AT 2 A e D) B
SNP 7 i, S54% bR 5> SNP FRicr sk o3 7 T H 5, #RK A1~ SNP iz s 45 3 (0 B KA R AR 2525
F 5 BUE, a0 2R IVE AR AR IR A0 255 I B s W SCRRIOREAS Sy VBB FFIR | Bz, WA R A A 7 R

F1 SARATYUMEEHN SNP 5 Firid BERE
Table 1 Gene frequency of 5 diagnostic SNP markers

SNP INERFIR(N=T5) BERARAIR(V=23) T AU AR R
fiL % P & B S5 (LI & K P & i Sk & g FIERBRZS
SNp4 O.(;(i3 O.Clq(;7 0.?2;0 O.§67 0.;[‘33 C0C 0.({;0 0.1;;0 0.865 0.;35 0-802
SNP7 O.EEJO 03(;:3 0%(6;7 0.;67 0.(1;33 0}‘)14;3 TOG 0.(;(5;7 0.544 0.;;57 0.823
SNP8 023 03(5;3 0.((:)(;3 0.;80 0.?20 0.{)23 OiI(‘)iS 0.(:9(1:3 O.EJFGS 0.;:35 0815
SNPLL 0.(;(;7 O.(irg3 051(1)20 O.§93 0.?07 O.((:)(E;7 0%27 0.1;26 O.$3O 0.;70 0.763
SNP13 0%27 Of;ZiO 0%7[;3 O.(l;47 0.?53 0327 02’;23 AOA 0.578 0.322 0-832

FI A (8L 2 ) SNP 7 545 2 1 BN W Fh 4 0 45 SR -5 52 PR ) A 55 e 45 R — SRR, 1 53 4 KT T i Tk
B K. FET A SNP A7 5 A A 5T 48 ASANRIEAT W, 4350 B8 1K W 1E 80 U, 1108 38 E A
ROAEARUWT :R=N_,,.../N, x100% , 2CH1 R 56 e v 2 BIH W a0 R 805 Bk B LU E N, N
ST TE R VB N, R e R e
2 RS
2.1 SNP FRi2 B9 7E F0 0 ik

i 5/ NER RS % HE 2 Py 51 FOAE, 7 /N A 2 SR R A A AR 2 i [N 241 0 T P A 0 31 )
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SNP i 27 950 000 4, 33 3 — 2 UE 15 3] 46 693 /> Tt SNP i 4, Horp i L 4% 46 (transition ) 5
55.56% , fmi T FEHi % (transversion ) 44.44%. (i F 3'—FE A5 X 5" —AE gt X FE A L 3iF B A R iiE LA
] X B S AN S T8 SNP B2 514 2 593 .1 088 .3 392 .3 007 .13 454 6 F1 24 146 4 i TAMNi T

B SNP 50k 2423 1~ (5%) , BENLIEHL 34 4~ SNP A L
2.2 SNP 48!

1E 34 X5 19h A 30 %51 Y Ehd 3 it DNA BREEAAGAET T &6 GTCGEA
F B DAL AL SNPLL S ], e 25 SR an &l 2 fvo,
WA LV TR , T e, H AR AL AR A [ AR o
W (L) sl g (28 ) WL, B SNP11 S T 7E /Y
SNP 1 51, 7E 4 AR 7742 DNA B 5 A 1500 o
SEBEF] 22 ALY SNP 75 (3K 2) MER R C |
64.70%. Yang % B F I %K 85 ( Megalobrama termi-
nalis ) TR AL SE PRI 3 55006 1 & FF 50k T 30 > SNP

B, HEH 3R 83% ; A BIF 58 X K V4 ¥ 5 ( Gadus CCAACATTT TG GTCGZCA
morhua ) P25 R AT 7 3 & FsiE SNP, ALCT KB, CC FEP A C . TT HEld 7
HERH 74.60% ). SNP ARicFF A& M HER AT GE 5 B2 & SNPIL HELR

Z:Iﬁ] B’:JUQIJ f?ﬁ(ﬂg . E%&{%’ Eﬁ %(NH . Fig.2 The results of genotyping in SNP11

K2 INEEHFE2NSNPHAEE

Table 2 Genetic information for 22 SNPs in Pomacea canaliculata

SNP L 2K SR (5 —3") BIGREET,/C HBAvbp N, H, H PIC
SNPL C/G E?&%ﬁﬁgﬁ%&gﬁgﬂc 58 276 2 0233 0413 0.324
SNP2 A/C ;%Lgfé%ﬁﬁé;éi\[cﬁﬁccﬁfg‘C 55 21 20200 0549 0.466
SNP3 (/A ;::(éj;(éjé iﬁéﬁggﬁ%ﬁ;&% STCAC 55 147 20100 0.097  0.09
SNP4 /T f{‘zcc(%g;éﬁ;’gé’éégtcﬁg;\a AAAC 55 194 2 0100 0.097  0.090
SNPS /G ;ii{\rig(cfiéégé&f\ﬁééngT 55 175 2 0033 0033 0032
SNP6 A/G E?%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁggﬁfﬂﬁ%ﬁcwcc 55 295 2 0033 0033 0032
SNPT /G E’:ﬁ?ﬁgﬁ%ﬁ?&g&cﬁ‘&%ﬁmm 55 178 20100 0.097  0.09
an o HETOSMIGMETANC a2 am o o
SNPO C/G ;::(T;éi;i j\iﬁ{\p&%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁiﬁéﬁ 55 142 2 0167 0155 0.141
SNPIO G/T g‘:;%1%?;%5:3;:&5‘355?;A(’A 55 180 2 0367 0345 0282
SNPIL C/T gtﬁ;ﬁiﬁgﬁ%ﬁgfﬂ é\gfé’/fg ACG 55 184 2 0167 0305  0.255
SNPI2 C/G ﬂ1iﬁéﬁ?@fﬁf}ﬁﬁéﬂﬁfﬁ%ﬁ?“CT 55 210 2 0267 0452 0.346
SNPI3  G/A }F{’:i%gggggéﬁéﬁgﬁégggfCATAG 55 283 2 0300 0381 0.305
SNPI4 A/G g::TT(TﬁEggi&*\cﬁ(;%a’\c’f&%igﬁ 55 128 2 0267 0508 0.375
SNPIS  G/A ;::%ﬁéﬁéﬁi‘éiéﬁéﬁéﬁ&%@ACA 55 303 2 0300 0440 0.339
SNPI6 A/G g%ﬂ&%ﬁ%ﬁ&%&%ﬁ“ 55 239 2 0933 0506 0.374
SNPI7® AT gt;g%ﬁgkﬁ;k?gggéé& . 58 277 2 0.033 0305  0.255
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ZER 2 Table 2 continued

SNP firfh M SFH(5'—3") BAGREE T, /C FEAVbp N, H, H, PIC
F.TGCTGACCCTGACCTATTT
R:CACGCTCATTCGACAACG

. .~ F:AAGGCATGAAGATAAGTGGG
SNP19 C/G R.CTGCGATGGAGTTTGTGAAGAT 58 478 2 0.067 0.066 0.062

. . . F:CCCATCAGAACTGGCACA
SNP20 G/A R GCTTCAGATACCTGGACGA 58 433 2 0.000 0.364 0.294

F:GCAGGGAAAGACAATCAAGTAAAGA
SNP21 T/A R TTAGGATAACGAGCAAGCAAAGA 55 246 2 0.367 0.440 0.339

B F: TGGATTTAGGGACAACGACTGC
SNP22 A/G R: AAAAGTAAGACAAGGAGACGATGTTC 55 260 2 0.133 0.364 0.294

VE LN, IR B H, R B H, BRI AT PIC, 275 [ B i v Fm it 5 WA R P R -

HIF T _EIAR 22 4> SNP S FE/NE R A7 IR RN BE S AR A7 SR AT ) Fse {5, INA 5 A SNP 38 Fse {EA
T 1% , HAFAL R IR A5 B AE AR A SR A I 0 25 5 (3R 1) . /INVE AR F IR A A o S0 i PRI 38 22 1l
1E 0.706 ~0.786 , *F-YJ{H Jy 0.744 1712 22 (HAESE SR A IREAE 0K, 28 0.740~0.956 ,~F-¥{E K 0.870. P
Tl A A S SR PR R 22 (B AE 0.763 ~0.832 S H4{E N 0.807 , 1t B X Bb bric HA %5 i 19 4 51 g
(£ 1). Jiang %7 TR AP EAE R Snapshot 2053 & T 12 4~ SNP A 25 T % 531
SR (Canis lupus) MZE K (C. L familiaris) , 455 15 7E PR b 8507 36 PRUITUR 22 (B 7E 0.640 ~0.889 , -1
54 0.797, BA R 47 %00 e
2.3 SNP m SR

X AR 22 A~ SNP A3 £ 7E 30 N/ NVERFFIRAEA R - 1T 280 0, 45 R AN 2 B, 22 > SNP i g
)P S B RO 2, N A5 FE (Ho ) R ER A5 FE (He ) S5 il 3024 0~0.933 1 0.033~0.549 , 2815
B (PIC) JEF A 0.032 ~0.466. PIC {E & DNA JE {37 A8 5 7% BE B I AY B 248 45 HE4E Botstein
AL QAR PIC<0.25 AREE 285k ,0.25<PIC<0.50 JyHh BE 2745, PIC>0.50 i B 2 250, AT
FEFF B 22 4> SNP i s 14 A7 s R Ry b B2 2278 1 IX 28 SNP v s 75/ MV i A MR ast L Z ek
WF7E b BE HE BE 4 A A AL 5 BB & Boferroni A% 1F Ji& , 22 ANV A5 AU AT 4 {7 45 (SNP17  SNP18 |
SNP20 ,SNP22) {25 it i1 4% -, #8437 252 (8] (SNP11 il SNP22 SNP15 il SNP18 ,SNP17 Fl SNP20
SNP2 F1 SNP15 LA} SNP2 il SNP18) fEEE BT AT R 5. AW 5 i i 126 13X 26 SNP v 15 B FH T4 73
R AR IR 25T
2.4 YFHETFE SNP (L= IEIE

IR A T PA R L E JT RS SNP A7 g, (B T BT 22 19 SNP A i AR 23 38 31 5T & 19 40 %
2R, SNP &5 T 45 3k U R B FRIC, EATIE YRR K 1117 43 3 R B T4 Fob 22 [] 2 (o7 32 DR AT %6 1) 22
ST S AR R SNP A ASFE /N AR 5 IEURIBE A5 AR U P A A L R R A B X 48 A A A IR AR
A AT FP A AR, 25 R R 0 24 5 4~ SNP fif
SO ) B fef R B 0 S B SRR 94, 74%

SNP18* A/T 58 297 2 0.200 0.499 0.371

(SNP4) . 97.37% ( SNP7) . 94.74% ( SNP8) . < E oor L - )
84.219% (SNP11) 1 92.10% (SNP13). MRS & 7 %0

24~ SNP Rt FUBMER R AR 3 B = 3 )

7R, [T AT 3 /S f7 5 SNPLLLSNPI3 Rl & 2 40T

SNP4 B M B 2% AT 355 100%. Tapogue %1% % E 207

L 6 38 P RO, A (R 0 K A i T oo ; ; ; ;
( Crassostrea gigas ) F1 %5 4 41 Wi ( C. angulata) (SNP11) (SNP13) (SNP4)  (SNP8)  (SNP7)
rh R 7 e AT B R Fse {045 57 L R A % AR 53 FRRIT AL, 755 9 R IR UG SNP BRiE
2519 15 4~ SNP 57 5 F WA W0 Fp 1 v i 2 PR 4 TARIC BRI .

5. ARBFS P B D 19 SNP 37 A 7T D ik 5 B3 AT R AR

Fig. 3 SNP markers and cumulative accuracy rate

100% F4) 43 HER.

— 100 —
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3

g
ARAFSE T IR B TAR AR FI P80, T & 22 A~ 227251 SNP Fric, nf FH F/INVE R G W8 AR s 4 2k

P ARSI SEAR M ST, EHLFE— 2Dk 5 4~ SNP L5 F T A= v ] A4/ A R R RE A8 A7 BRI P 5
i3 Sanger M FFIETE 48 MRAFMRFEA ThFEA 770 BUBUE , B5 3R W, WA A RE VER R 450 ( >84.21% ) |, 4 [m]I}
i HH 3~5 4> SNP (7 FHERR A AT IR 100%. S/ IVE Hi A7 SRMIHE KA 77 SR E B ) Rk S S SR A3 T4 200 T
He W TR pRge™ B il A B it A B
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