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& ZE. M NCBIH GenBank $ufii T 4RI AN (0 2 b ZE (Cyth) 551 7 329 4%, LA MT765098.1 3251 ki
PEATXF R EY, FRASIES Cytb J 41l 4 665 %, XM Cyth JFHIME TR RRIBAIE | et 2Rk . Fhp A e
WL BT, WHRGE LT, 459K, BT Kimura—2-Parameter #71, IR LI E R 3.3%,
Wi /N 6.7%, TR RS LI S 19.96%, Wi = T 9.3%, UL YIRS IR B AAE R 22 S A
IR AL RS, IR i 23 NIRRT R, Pareas il Hydrophis J@#¥iFh &4 5 444, Atractus dunni. A.
iridescen 1 A. occidentali & A iHEEMIF
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Application of DNA barcoding in the identification of snake

LI Xiaobing™®, FANG Laishan?, CHEN Hongbo'?, WU Qiong™3, YIN Huifang®3, LIN Xiujiao?, LI Yan®"

(1.College of Life Science, Longyan University, Longyan, Fujian 364012, China; 2.Agricultural and Rural Bureau of
Yanping District, Nanping, Fujian 353099, China; 3.Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory for the Prevention and Control of
Animal Infectious Diseases and Biotechnology, Longyan, Fujian 364012, China)

Abstract: 7 329 sequences of snake cytochrome b gene(Cytb) were downloaded from GenBank database of NCBI and
compared and pruned according to MT765098.1 sequence. We obtained 4 665 snake Cytb sequences, and calculated the
nucleotide saturation, genetic diversity, and intraspecific and interspecific genetic distance of Cytb sequences to construct
phylogenetic trees. The results showed that, based on Kimura 2-Parameter model, the average intraspecific genetic
distance of snakes was 3.3% and generally less than 6.7%. The average interspecific genetic distance is 19.96%, which is
generally higher than 9.3%, indicating that there are great differences in genetic distance between species of snakes.
According to the genetic distance between species, 23 subspecies of snakes were identified. Pareas and Hydrophis
contain composites, and Atractus dunni, A. iridescen and A. occidentali are sister species.

Keywords: snake; cytochrome gene(Cyth); DNA barcoding; genetic distance
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SE ., % 7 5 8 FR h DNA & JE 5 £ R (DNA
barcode)®!, AF7EECIFH , Wy (] 40 o K CHEfL
it | (CON) LR A4 ifd {4 Z o(Cytb) 3 R 1Y 22 Ak .
Folt A IR (1] Cythoast £4 8 25 i 4 K 22 B A8 2 1Y
COIEE PR FICyth B K 48 12 ik B HAE Mk U s ) i
F R N IR AL IR B /N TR LS A 2, AR s Cytb
Pl NIE AR TR B/ TRh s AL R s ), <8t 303
ANBEAEAT ) 25 Cyth 75158, DNASTES A
Bl £z 2 N2 Fle 2 i e 1,

2EH T HINCB IS H 1 i 2K Cytb SE R 7 1
TH R R B] st AL I 2, SR g2 Rl fL
B R A N A IR R, IEPH DNASTERSH AR T LA
T e s e a2,

1 MRERE

M NCBI(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore)
Bt 2T Bl r 40 (2 Kb EE A (Cyth) P41 . | Tl
KCytFFIF AR, KEA—, WimfEitHERF
R AT, SR ME L PR X SE e 51 1
PRUEALS . OMIBR T 2% 4 B i Cyth 7 51 5

@i MAFFT P41k T HE X2 S i Cyth L K]
K S piics:, RARTS B Kk e Cyth i ]
WA, T T

DAMBEMF 6 & B9 Ji5 %504 48 A% 1 IR ik
B AE . FIH MEGA 6.004f Kimura—2—-
Parameter(K2P) AU i 2 Cyth ¥ 41 it A2 HE 5, LA
SRR (N)FEE R G & B, B Ebootstrap 43471 000
RER, LIRS 32 ml S

2 HER59H
2.1 #Z Cytb BFFI

M NCBI 1 GenBank $#i/% 22 Cytb
%) 7329 4%, LA MT765098.1 J5:31] bR EHEA T LN
BT, RATGEE Cytb 51 4 665 4%, FEAINIE
“}y 70~780 bp, KN 711 bp. iz ff DAMBE #f%:
XHEBTIG Cyth J73 A% T FR B e it A 140 HT
5K (R 1)K Iss (H B EILT Iss.c H(P=0), K
B AN, T8 o] F e Se e s
FE BT

* 1 e Cytb AR RIATE

Table 1 Substitution saturation of Cytb sequences of snakes

NumOTU Iss Iss.cSym Ts DFs Ps Iss.cAsym Ta DFa Pa
4 0.283 0.808 28.318 710 0.0000 0.777 26.642 710 0.0000
8 0.291 0.770 23.464 710 0.0000 0.661 18.120 710 0.0000
16 0.287 0.750 22.148 710 0.0000 0.542 12.184 710 0.0000
32 0.290 0.724 20.519 710 0.0000 0.400 5.213 710 0.0000

2.2 HeRYIFEIRSRIEEE
K MEGAG H K2P Hf B | 38 g 25 F Ny
FIRpEI AL IR B, 45BN, iSRS mE
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BN 3.3%, LT 6.7%(& 1-A), Lz F,
R ]S R 3L FE 8 o8 19.96%, ik =5 T 9.3%(#
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Fig. 1 Intraspecific and interspecific genetic distance of Cytb gene in snakes
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XA N e R B T, RIE AR
R PIFFI N B AL R B E L T 3.3%(3K 2), fi
., WSO A F AR (Arizona elegans) | £ 1R WA i
(Aparallactus capensis) . £t W4 k¢ (Aparallactus
modestus) 1 Eirenis persicus MV.f 2z i) i35t £ HE 8543
A% 0~10.0%. 0~23.8%. 0~13.8%. 0~12.7%. I
H, i (Aparallactus capensis) M Fh 2 i %
B B e TP )54 1 25.(19.96%)

IR DA AL TR AR IR, T
IR ]IZ BRI A A AR A 2 2 HUAS AN B B 4
FIFP AR IR B AETE R I 22 57 o Bl sk g (Pareas)
F17F i J& (Hydrophis) /£ 76 52 & 1K, & 15 4l =k i
(Pareas formosensis)F1-F-Zit i i (Hydrophis curtus)
Fofr P9 () 3 A5 BE 25 20 91 0~18.5% . 0~10.0%, T
3.3%, HEET 6.7%. LU TEA IR T
YIRS )i R S

#2 FAELMREEEMANEEES

Table 2 Intraspecific genetic distance of snakes with subspecies

Yokh

W Fh

Tilt A A B 25 1%

RS0 Z TS 1 (Arizona elegans)

IR i (Aparallactus capensis)

#Er sty iz (Aparallactus modestus)

1L i (Aspidomorphus muelleri)

-3 )= i (Boaedon fuliginosus)

Diadophis punctatus

b U1 i (Duberria lutrix)

Eirenis persicus

R IR (Hydrophis ornatus)

Bl Atz (Imantodes cenchoa)

I Y1 Z e (Lamprophis fuliginosus)

EXZ AL
(Malpolon monspessulanus)

JK I #¢ (Natrix natrix)

Arizona elegans arenicola
Arizona elegans candida
Arizona elegans eburnata
Arizona elegans elegans
Arizona elegans expolita
Arizona elegans noctivaga
Arizona elegans occidentalis
Arizona elegans philipi

Aparallactus capensis capensis

Aparallactus capensis punctatalineatus

Aparallactus modestus modestus
Aparallactus modestus ubangensis

Aspidomorphus muelleri interruptus
Aspidomorphus muelleri lineatus
Aspidomorphus muelleri muelleri

Boaedon fuliginosus mentalis

Diadophis punctatus amabilis
Diadophis punctatus modestus
Diadophis punctatus occidentalis
Diadophis punctatus pulchellus
Diadophis punctatus punctatus
Diadophis punctatus regalis
Diadophis punctatus similis
Diadophis punctatus vandenburgii

Duberria lutrix lutrix
Eirenis persicus nigrofasciatus

Hydrophis ornatus godeffroyi
Hydrophis ornatus maresinensis
Hydrophis ornatus ornatus

Imantodes cenchoa cenchoa
Imantodes cenchoa leucomelas
Imantodes cenchoa leucomeles
Imantodes cenchoa semifasciatus

Lamprophis fuliginosus fuliginosus
Lamprophis fuliginosus lineatus
Lamprophis fuliginosus virgatus

Malpolon monspessulanus insignitus

Natrix natrix astreptophora
Natrix natrix cetti

Natrix natrix helvetica
Natrix natrix natrix

Natrix natrix persa

Natrix natrix schweizeri
Natrix natrix sicula

0~10.0

0~23.8

0~13.8

0~12.2

0~7.8
0~134

0~9.0
0~12.7
0~4.3

0~13.7

0~9.0

3.8~12.5

0~6.3
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= 2(8)
Ykl iz Tl B 1%
HEBEK I i (Natrix tessellata) Natrix tessellata hydrus 0~9.4

Natrix tessellata tessellata

Ophisops elegans Opbhisops elegans basoglui 4.2~12.6
Opbhisops elegans blanfordi
Opbhisops elegans budakibarani
Ophisops elegans centralanatoliae
Opbhisops elegans ehrenbergerii
Ophisops elegans elegans
Ophisops elegans macrodactylus
Opbhisops elegans persicus
Opbhisops elegans schlueteri

5 R g (Pantherophis emoryi) Pantherophis emoryi emoryi 0~6.8
Pantherophis emoryi meahlimorum
Pantherophis emoryi slowinskii

i 43k it (Pareas carinatus) Pareas carinatus carinatus 0~12.2
Pareas carinatus tenasserimicus

45 %5 i1 i (Polemon collaris) Polemon collaris brevior 0.5~12.5
Polemon collaris collaris
Polemon collaris longior

Pseustes poecilonotus Pseustes poecilonotus chrysobranchus 0~11.1
Pseustes poecilonotus chrysobronchus
Pseustes poecilonotus lyoni
Pseustes poecilonotus poecilonotus
Pseustes poecilonotus polylepis
Pseustes poecilonotus shropshirei

Rhinichthys osculus Rhinichthys osculus thermalis 0~11.0

b SE 4% Iz (Senticolis triaspis) Senticolis triaspis mutabilis 4.7~12.0
Senticolis triaspis triaspis

45611 (Sibynophis collaris) Sibynophis collaris chinensis 0~12.8
Sibynophis collaris collaris

HrAEFH i (Sinomicrurus macclellandi) Sinomicrurus macclellandi macclellandi 0~11.6
Sinomicrurus macclellandi nigriventer
Sinomicrurus macclellandi univirgatus

HE— ST ISR AR AR, BRI, PIEAEIEES A 0.5%~21.9%; Toxicocalamus holopelturus
PR R AR RS S TRIOURNEI TR g oy 0~12.8%, iSRRI AT R
ZEFERS, R BRI N B IR 2GR R BT R B Ak . A TR o 4
T 6.7%(3% 3), filln, Atractus trilineatus F PN 195t ey
LR Sl 0~14.3% ; Lamprophis guttatus F A& 5H
Bk 0~11.5%; Lamprophis inornatus 35 & 1H 24 HERFRMENEIRES
2 0~11.6%; %516 1¢ (Leptophis depressirostris)Ff I 2RI ) 19328 L B LR P BB AL Y
GNafK H AP Vb i (Psammophis  namibensis) & 87 Fa/t
it (P. leightoni) A28 70, BT T2 18] 3B HE 25 O;

®3 BAIEAMAIEEEE

Table 3 Larger intraspecific genetic distance of snakes

PyFl Tl N s BE 1% £ FL A6 1% iz (Psammophis  rukwae) . Yl 4 4 ti
Atractus trilineatus 0-143 (Psammophis Sibilans)#! P. afroccidentalis %7435
Lamprophis guttatus 0~11.5 @bﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂg 0~6.7%; %%Eﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁ(P phiIIipsii)LﬁffBSI
Lamprophis inornatus 0~11.6 b e . ; Al e N
2% 1 (Leptophis depressirostris) 0.5~21.9 b 5 0 (P, mossa‘mblcus) E]/] ﬁj ] % B
T — 120 0.9%~3.3%. BRUILZAL, ZHrae Syl iy f4
Toxicocalamus holopelturus 0~12.8 ?‘5‘%, ﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁi%ﬁzﬂ%%ﬁ—@(@ 2)0 Wﬂln,
Letheobia feae 5.0~10.5 Atractus dunni. A. iridescen FIPG 7 iHE(A. occidentali)
Pseudoferania polylepiss 6.2~11.5 Eﬂ\ﬂlﬂiﬂiﬁi, ﬁﬂ‘lﬂiﬁf?ﬁﬁ%ﬂ\j 0~6.8%, Eﬁj V‘]lﬁ
R (Toxicocal lori 0~20.2 .
w3 7HI (Toxicocalamus loriae) fgﬁﬁ%{B@Wo

R H It (Xerotyphlops vermicularis) 0~125
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Psammophis_massambicus
A Psammophis phillipsii AY612061.1

(U Psammophis phittipsii DQ4g6454.1
& A Psammophis mossambicus DQ4S6411.1
350 A Psammophis mossambicus DQ486342.1
Psammophis_mossambicus
100 & Psammophis mossambicus DQ4S6400.1
56 o1 A Psammophis massambicus FJA04314.1
100, & Puanmopiis phillpsii DQ4S6424.

A Psamm :,-,m pmm,-:mnomu 7.1

f neolatus

onsis DQ4S6455.1
Q486467.1

ies DQAS6438. 1
s DQ486469.1

QE{M__— Atractus_latifions
Atracius s MK833924.1
100 - Atractus rorlei KY610090.1
L Atractus roulei KY610091.1

Atractus_major
Atractus modestus KY610084.1
Atractus multicinerus KY 6100851

100(./1!:”(1!: s KY610077.1
. Atractus iride nKYﬁlO[I 9.1
100

W Asractus dunmi KY610075.1
|~ M Atracius irdescens KT944049.1
] i KT944050.1
66| [ cidentalis KY610086.1
og | M At talis KY610088.1
B Airacius occidentalis KY610087.1

0.02
2 Atractus ¥ Psammophis E&T Cytb FFIE
R
Fig.2 Molecular phylogenetic tree of Atractus and Psammophis

based on Cytb gene sequences using NJ methods
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