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Characterization of the distribution of microsatellites in the genome of the parasitoid
Aphidius gifuensis and development of molecular markers
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Abstract: To explore the characteristics of microsatellites (also known as simple sequence repeats,
SSRs) and develop molecular loci in the genome of endoparasitoid Aphidius gifuensis, an important par-
asitoid enemy, this study utilized bioinformatic methods to analyze the distribution features and develop
microsatellite loci based on the draft genome. Using polymerase chain reaction (PCR), developed micro-
satellite loci were verified and loci with high definition remained. The results showed that 360 199 mic-
rosatellites were identified, with an average density of 1 787.93 microsatellites per Mb. Mononucleotide
microsatellites were the most among all different types, occupying 81.46%. Microsatellites with the
length shorter than 20 bp accounted for the most abundant type. Among these microsatellites, (A), was
the most abundant type, followed by (AT),, (AC),, (AAT), and (ATC),. Forty-five primers were de-
signed, 21 of which could amplify definite bands in all samples. Twenty-four individuals from a popula-
tion collected from Taian, in Shandong were chose to explore the polymorphism. The mean observed

heterozygosity (H,), expected heterozygosity (H,) and polymorphic information content (PIC) were
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0.48, 0.57 and 0.50, respectively. The PIC value of S6 was smaller (0.04), and S12, S20, S29, S35 were

significantly deviated from the Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium. In this study, 16 microsatellite loci for A.

gifuensis were developed, providing the potential molecular markers for further population genetic stud-

ies of this species.

Key words: Aphidius gifuensis; microsatellites; distribution characteristics; polymorphism

YR8 0 Aphidius gifuensis Ji P B &R 1F
HOER R H BN A A E R SR B, T A A Ak
Myzus persicae % N WF Lipaphis erysimi . 2% £ & 1
Sitobion avenae . ¥ WF Aphis gossypii F1 2¢ — X 1f
Schizaphis graminum 55 B H ( Be 3 5 F1 2% 1F v
1993;Sun et al.,2017) . HHF AHEVE S HEE (JRFRIA
o ) ) — R 35T A 0 GRXOT VRS, 19805 PR HESE
1991 B AW, 2017) , C )32 p HTHRIF ) FH )
AEYIBIG , FE B RN TR ) H 98 25 A2 R A] A
20%~60% (i1 38 55, 2020) , 75— FEE s> T
e 25 il i AR S AR R ) 1T AR
YEH . HAT, 73R E 2 SR X =g )i
IR MR R e VA48 Y S B T A0 e ) A
B RAET W . (BB %= NP EAREm R,
AT BN PR 20 M U iR, LR RBIA AR AR /N |
A AR R AIAT AR RE DT A 58 55, 2020) , R
1) R A] g HOs AL Z R R B A OC. H
I, [ PRSI St 2 AR SRR SRR
EITHITRE T — RN AR S HF 5L 2
FEPE SRR FF R B L S5 RRIE SR A 0 . T
PEBIE A 28 Fhric, il DA i R ST Fh e
AR Z A B WA R R A (T RB RL AA L
2006; AN, 2012 BEE AR S ,2015)

il B 53 Fhrid R A ] B 8 52 15 471 (simple
sequence repeat, SSR) 1% % H Bk # & ]+ 5] (short tan-
dem repeat, STR) , J2& Hi 1~6 4% 1 2 52 R & 1M P
BT IR 1) (Edwards et al., 1991) , HAN 3 7 51|
FHXTORST )2 AR T B AR Y R R A b FE S DR
P& 5 338 DA S AR 1 B D) RE A5 TH R $5 8 1 EAE
(Tautz, 1989) . Hi Tt TLA HA @ ORI ¢
Wi 28N S TR R S X DNA SR
Jot i R AR A5 AN A5 (Selkoe & Toonen, 2006 ; fi] kAl
T, 2010; PMAVESE ,2012) , B0 R JRELIIY —2
GrFhRic, Iz 0 T R R R R n A (4R
20065 b7 vK 45, 2017) | gt AL R385 A4 it (5K IE 5§,
2018) HEPRTE 1L (Cao et al., 2016a) Flit 1% & Flt (35
LA, 2015 T HERs45,2020) 55, AR HAR 1t
BURJE  $tm 1 R HRENA TG B BRI, B

R B R P9 A THE R AT DU RIS B 2 A
B R A, AL TR R (TS, 2020) .

H i, NCBI(http: //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 5¢ ¥
PEHA 1 057 Rl Hidk 28 124 4Nl TR AT A
s KB Aedes aegypti WP 445 B Anopheles si-
nensis . x4 Bombyx mori U Apis mellifera Fl
B FE B Bombus terrestris 55 o SR I A UL IOC T4
U B TR AR RS o ARSI TR A
e S PR 2 IR ko HE R PR 2 v A T R A7 A Y A A
TEHEAT 5307, T B —E AR IR A sibrid, LA
91 A MR R P RS AL S PR R 2 %

1 #R57E

1.1

B R < A ACF e I3 R 2 1] ol AR IS AT BA
SEJSCIN P FNZH 2 , BRI ZH R/ INA 156.9 Mb, contig N50
k1 3.93 Mb, BAE Ry 225 JE PR 21 FH 1458 9% 0K 00 i e
FEPR A TR AR S TR FARie I &

A R 2018 4F IR [ R e VT A HEPHTT
IR ZRAETH WL 5 26 T FZA 24T T R4 g
7 Bt A HE TR 2 pi 44 2L T 7 T AR 3 A
Uk RO FG ORE AR 7 0y, SR R R AR O 40 1)
#7445 HLMD .SDTA . ZJJX .ZJSX .GDMZ .GZBJ il
YNHE, B M EISCEAEAC 71K 50 3k, B T I0K O
HTE-80 CHRAF#T o I FTIE A 4 A
HBE A A B E AR T B RS SIE .

BT FIMSCAS  RAR ML/ 40 it /2H 2/ (K 2 DNA
FERGAT & (DP304) , b 5t RARAALRH A BRA w5
EmeraldAmp Max PCR Master Mix, H A<~ TaKaRa 7
] AR ¥ o [E 77 4374l . Tissuelyser-32 4141
AR EEASL, b i A S0l & R A BR /A 7 5 Centrifuge
5424 5505501, 72 Eppendorf /3 ] 5 S1000 Ther-
mal Cycler PCR ¥ ##1% , PowerPac $ i #H 85E i HL 1k
1%, 92 [ Bio-Rad /A ] ; C150 % I 1% R 46, K
Azure Biosystems 2\ F)

1.2 ik
1.2.1 AP RERHA TR E ZHIERAL ST
| F§ MSDB (microsatellite search and building
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database) 2.4.3 Xof Ak BF 85 06 FE PR 21 H A 1 T 2 R A T
FRMGTT, A FE T R SR K AL T3
KB FEFE R A o A e Jom B . b, 2800
BN 2T BRI £ /N 200 bp, 1~6 MRCEE Y B
BURE IR 10.5.5.5.5.5. A, LL10 bp
FTTG AN R B A o DR 8 . R
MSDB 2.4.3 7EARA i BE DR 40 19 2 45 B M LA T
PR, A T RF HAE OO S ) ELAMAY AR 52 )
HANFE AR A BT T A AR E AT, e
LA AR T —2K .G A C A A—35, A, R
P MSDB 2.4.3 K 28 235 5 b 55 HR 57 B 8 AN TRl B 7k
TEAECR, L 10 bp N CHATS .
1.2.2 I 259633+ AR ik

{4 F§ QDD 3 #f: (Meglécz et al., 2010) 8 23 4
Hof e B IR 2 rh ) B BRSO T HET TR 1T . B
YrsctpREALES - (1) HARMEC B AN S LA 3441
A EE 2 BT (2) R B TR L) 5 (3) 51
P B H bs A BERZAE 10 bp UL L, 51K FEAE 18~
24 bp Z[0], e lf52& 20 bp, 1 H RS 11K B2 5+
ANREHRIT 4 bp; (4)1R KR EEFE 56~64°C Z 8], FefE:
B IR EE R 59°C 5 (5) 77 K/INFE 100~400 bp Z [H] .
AR A M DRSS R A TAY TR (R A
FRIBEAR 23 WA T 6 Ao

AR, 7 /4 0 0 2 e FERR RS v 3 S0 B 1 Sk
BCHCE T LA T, SRR S R AR I /4
JHa/ZH 2/ P 2 DNA $E G 62 B0 i O
K21 DNA, T-20°CORFE8 o R BsHG i E
UG 4 X AR e L PR 4 DNA iR 47 PCR 9738 .
10 uL ¥ #4{K & . PCR Master Mix 5.0 pL. | F 75|
Y45 0.25 uL . DNA #i42 0.5 pL, ddH,0 #h 2 10 pL.
P14 25 - 94 C TR ME 2 min; 94°C 781 30 s, 56°C 1B
K455, 72°CHEMH1 45 5,35 G 5 e 2K 72 °C F-AE
7 min, 3P A 1% B G BE BE S L Kk o3 1 2
E e RS e I I AR B M A S [ T
Ja A5 .
1.2.3 #2456 % A0

IR 1.2.2 G 58 H A3 TR 5 1056 L 4R 2 24
FEIY 24 Sk A% A R H AR EA TR AR Z S PG T
K 1.2.2 97443 IR B 24 S E i i A4 0 5L 8 4R
DNA, T-20CIRfF#H . H M DA W im
PEGFRIC FAM . HEX 5 ROX , RUEE 2 Y depH i &
519 5%, BT . R AEA GEETIA LK
38 5 |9 Tail-C(Schuelke,2000;Blacket et al.,2012),
£ Tail-C {9 5"0i A S C YRR L , RAR AT 26

WG . PCRYIGET, fl T A IE 1015 4 5" v
5 Tail-C #Hi%E , N5 I AZEEHRIC, K 15 1 A e
Wi, 38 051 Tail-C J¥+41 : 5-CAGGACCAGGCTA-
CCGTG-3'c 10 pL PCR ¥ 4K % : 2x Tag PCR Mas-
terMix 5.0 uL . F #5147 0.08 pL . FiiF5 (4 0.16 uL .
W e e hRic 8 514 0.32 pL . DNA Rz 0.5 L,
ddH,0 #MFE 2 10 pL. P34 251 : 94°CHAEE 2 min;
94°CAME30 5,56 CIR K 45 s, 72°CHEfH1 45 5,35 M
5 e 28 72 CHIAEH 7 min.

R LY RVRISAS ARG 3E R BRIV
Fric B IR A AR, B2 m A SR, S
W 3 BRSO AR IC FAM (HEX #il
ROX I PCR ™ H) 2 uLi & IR SRR TAEY
TR ) A A PR /217 B 4048 L Uk 9 G K
I, ARAT G TR AL G0 25417 15 2, IR 1] GeneMap-
per 3.2 B S5 FE DR R BERO/IN B RS L
124 AT EA5 S5 609RAE S E AT

FEF 1.2.3 R4 M A7 5 S FE R S, )
FH FreeNA % {4 (Chapuis & Estoup, 2007) {1537 5
Y JC S5 AN H R R (null allele frequency, N,) ,
JH GenAlEx 6.502 #/f: (Smouse et al., 2015) 312 fik
TR A 2 4546 FE TR B (average number of al-
lele, N) B2 244 J& (expected heterozygosity, H,) .
NI 4% 4 i (observed heterozygosity , H,) | W il — i
A #% - fif (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium, HWE ) £ 46
PE 1 £ 25 P15 B & & (polymorphism information
content, PIC) 5515t f& ZZ A M S50, o3 A MR o A e I
PRI ZH A A 50 B

2 BER55H

2.1 (A AR E AP TR RS EHE

FRAE e BE PR 20 R B 360 199 M TR,
S A E R 1 787.93 4/ Mb ; H RS FE SR A
[FIEAT 5328, 2e40 5 2 Pl Bumi i (4 Fp 6 10 A =
B3 24 Fh PUBHIE | 17 B FLORIE S 29 Fh 7S ZE I T
B HARCRE K A % B FR e IR B > A >
IS PR IS FOARFES N IEE (R 1) o HBIE SR
TREMERERZ, 8293 4284, 5 T A S5
81.46% , V-4 /3 4 %5 FE My 1 869.76 /1~/Mb ; 7~ B L £k
TEMEGERD L1074, Sk TR S50 0.03%.
ML (A), B2, h 292 454> BR A S &2
Ah, RS (AT), (30 611 4) FI(AC), (5 306 1) |
=HEEH (AAT), (12 71145 FI(ATC), (5 256 1) 5
Z (K1),



414 ZRUKHEAE « RIS PR SE DR 20 TP i TR O A RS S o FARIC T & 809
*1 A REEFEAMDESIT
Table 1 Statistics of microsatellites in Aphidius gifuensis genome
IR AT [ty ey A R iRk dilt
Nucleotide Total count Length/bp Average length/bp  Density/(/]>/Mb) Ratio/%
HFFFE Mono-nucleotide 293 428 3633495 12.38 1 869.76 81.46
ZH§3E Di-nucleotide 39 600 457078 11.54 252.34 10.99
—HfF: Tri-nucleotide 24276 527 862 21.74 154.69 6.74
VOB FE Tetra-nucleotide 2 635 71 028 26.96 16.79 0.73
T3 Penta-nucleotide 153 6 580 43.01 0.97 0.04
75BH 2, Hexa-nucleotide 107 5568 52.04 0.68 0.03
35000
8 30611
= 30000
g
2
£ 25000
E
S 20000
2
§ 15 000 12 711
1 10000
=/
I 5306 5256
pj 5000 3719 3567 2086
& 978 832 284 211 197 152 116 745
0

AT AAT AC ATC AAC AG AAAT ACC AAG AGC ACG ACT AATT CG Hfh

Others

% T 2255 Different types of microsatellites
E1 A EEEERAFRERERDENHES

Fig. 1 The quantitative distribution of different types of microsatellites in Aphidius gifuensis genome

L 10 bp HHICHIA R B T AEH K
JEFE 20 bp LA N AU DA e £, 1347 3094,
ST R B 1Y 96.42% , LA AR IE | 08 I A1 = B
BT A A 3 520~30 bp K EEAYRL T A A 10 6604,
7 R T B 2.96% 5 At A< B R B TR B0 4
D (E2).
400 000
350 000
300 000
250 000
200 000
150 000
100 000

50 000
296%  023%  0.10%  0.29%

0 T —-— T T T 1

<0 [20-30) [30-40) [40-50]  >50

MIEEKE Length of microsatellites/bp

B2 A mERERARARKEMIENEESH
Fig. 2 The quantitative distribution of different lengths of

96.42%

B EHE Number of microsatellites

microsatellites in Aphidius gifuensis genome

2 WMIES|Eit RALETFIE

FRAE 5 | Wy i e b o, B0 25 4K A5 906 4> 7% 1E 1w T2
BT [, o B 20 A4 DU H 52 A
J(2.2%) F1 886 > =l L H 4 1 15(97.8%) . M
BEMLLE$E 45 XF 51 P E 4T PCR 374 4&%}%%%7%””
PG ELY B 7 W A5 T A T AR B AR B
21 X B RS, 9744 BrK B 7F 100~307 bp ZIEﬂ
(£2).
2.3 WIDEMmmEE SN

Xof RO S AR RRE A 21 A TR A7 A A R [
RUG3AT , FAG I 1) 96 A~ S FE ], B A A I AL
FE BTG LR 2~8 A, B BN 45 1 S o7 Ik
KECH 4574, H¥EA 28 (R 3) o SOim

LS B F R E 0.04~0.75 2 8], SEH{E 4 0.50;
Hor {7 05 S6 1 Z 8515 B & m ik, 7 0.04; %54

SR A A UL 2% A B v AR AR R 430
0.05~0.81 11 0.05~0.89, “F-4 43 5] 4 0.57 1 0.48 (£
3) o BT EANE KE B JC R A A i PRI AT 38 728 Ak R A
0.00~0.23 Z [a] ; Hiff, S12.820.829 . S35 1% 4 M TV
AT A0 Ol 8 S 2 — TR AR A
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Table 2 Primer information of 21 microsatellite loci developed for Aphidius gifuensis

37 45 Locus 5191751 (5'-3") Sequence of primer (5'-3") T4 Byt Repeat motif  FrBEKE Size/bp

st F: AGGCATGAATACAGTGAATCAACA (TCA), 100
R: TGTCTGAGCTTTCATCATCCAA

S3 F: ACGTGATAATTTCTTGAGCCGG (TGA), 114
R: TACCACGCCACCTGGATTAG

S5 F: GCCAGGTCATCATCGTCGTA (TGT), 200
R: ACACGACCGGTTGTTCATTG

S6 F: CTTACTGGAAGTGGCCTCGA (AAC), 204
R: TCTGATTTGTCATGCTGCCG

S8 F: CTCTCAGATGGTGGTGCTGA (ATT), 272
R: GGCAGACGAACTCCCAGAAT

S10 F: GTATATCCGGCGGGCGTT (AGT),, 131
R: GAAGATCGATCCGGCATTCG

S12 F: GCACTGATATTCTTTGCAATGCC (CAT), 136
R: TAACCTGCACCCACATGGAT

S13 F: ACCTGAATGAGCACCACCAT (TAT), 147
R: GGACCACCAATGAATAATATGGCA

S15 F: CATCTTGTCGTGGAACAGGC (GTG), 175
R: TCCGTTCGTCCAATGGGTAA

S18 F: TCTGCTTGACTATCAGCACCA (CAT), 193
R: TGGGTACAAGAGTAACTCGTTCA

S20 F: AAAGATGGAGCCAAGCCAGA (CGA), 254
R: ACTCCGGGTGGATAATCGTC

S29 F: ACTTGGGACAGCCAAGTCTT (ATT), 150
R: CCAGGGTTGGCTTGATAATCAA

S30 F: TTGACGAGTTCTTCAGTTGGC (TGA), 190
R: GTTGCTATCAAGATGGTTTGGGT

S35 F: ACCAAGATCTTCCAGACGGA (GAT), 143
R: TTGCTGGAGGTGAGTTGTCC

S36 F: ACGCTTGAGTGATAAATCTGGG (CAA), 144
R: GGCTGGACCTGTTTCACTTT

S38 F: GGCATCATCAACATCATCACCA (CAA), 178
R: GCTGGGAAATATAACACCACGA

S39 F: CGACAGACGTGACAACTGAA (AAC), 184
R: ACACTTCTTGAAGATGGTGTTGTT

S40 F: AGTGTTGATCGTTCATTGTGGG (AAT), 186
R: ACGTGGTTGATAATCAAGTGCT

S41 F: AAACATCTGTTTCTGGCGACA (ATC), 190
R: AATTTAAGTGAAGCAAAGGGTGGT

S42 F: TCGTGTTGATTTGAGTGGATTAGA (AAT), 261
R: TCCTCTGTGCTGTCTTGTGG

S44 F: TCATCGTTTACCATCATCAGGT (AAC), 307
R: TGCACTCATTTCACCAAGTGA

3 g 10 R BN B A B T A T B AR IC BT
AW L (Gymrek et al., 2012; Fungtammasan et
ﬂl]lgeﬁfﬁﬁm Fﬁﬂir{ZEﬁkk—fE/\%*Tla al.,2015;Li et al.,2017) ,,\EF'ﬁ:P%.QE{n,U
PATE LR S RAER M STER SR (T g 10 o7 45 0 7 45 50 7732 1T %3&%4—;

FERE,2010), %éﬁéﬁﬁfﬂzﬂgeu,m&%l%%ﬁﬁ%
UNSCPETE: REER B ST A W P 55 A vy, 9%
B 2% 07 5 1 3T PCRAEA AT AR 43 0 i ) SRy R
T/NIBEAL S T & (] R £, 2010) o B &

2019) , ST B SEFEM T A R TR A A5, F
TR RS G RRAE RN IR R R 2 O0C R 4 4
T (CE AR FNILAL B, 20065 MR E5E,2012) . A
AR 5 35 T IR 0 2 e R DR A 4 e 9 R o LA T L
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Table 3 Genetic diversity among 21 microsatellite loci developed for Aphidius gifuensis

. e VAR BRI Prse - e B B (1 S g i ) o = W %y e 1V SRS R 2N S = SR e
il HAEEFEEL 4 .
Locus  Allele number Expected. Observed. P-value of I-.Ia?rd?f-Wemberg Null allele . Polym'orphlsm

heterozygosity  heterozygosity equilibrium frequency information content

S1 4 0.65 0.62 0.15 0.04 0.57
S3 4 0.59 0.53 0.17 0.02 0.52
S5 6 0.76 0.50 0.06 0.14 0.69
S6 2 0.05 0.05 0.91 0.00 0.04
S8 4 0.56 0.45 0.80 0.05 0.44
S10 4 0.35 0.39 0.98 0.00 0.32
S12 7 0.79 0.89 0.01° 0.00 0.74
S13 2 0.30 0.27 0.67 0.03 0.25
S15 5 0.75 0.78 0.15 0.00 0.68
S18 5 0.62 0.64 0.89 0.00 0.55
S20 5 0.66 0.37 0.00 0.17 0.59
S29 5 0.63 0.26 0.00" 0.23 0.55
S30 6 0.71 0.81 0.87 0.00 0.65
S35 4 0.35 0.11 0.00" 0.19 0.32
S36 3 0.52 0.37 0.37 0.09 0.40
S38 7 0.81 0.67 0.69 0.06 0.75
S39 8 0.78 0.67 0.94 0.06 0.73
S40 5 0.70 0.67 0.78 0.00 0.62
S41 4 0.45 0.33 0.13 0.04 0.39
S42 3 0.50 0.42 0.79 0.04 0.39
S44 3 0.42 0.35 0.79 0.05 0.34
SEHEL 4.57 0.57 0.48 0.49 0.06 0.50
Average

* . I 2 S T — IR A A% - ( P<0.05) . *: Significant departure from Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (P<0.05).

AWFFELER W, MR B e Y DR 2 b e T
FHIE R B DR R 2, Hi AR
KU 81.46% . AN [] B M1 AN [) 28 ) A T 22 2 1 4%
AR NP E D) Frankliniella occidentalis (Cao
etal.,2016b) , HAEFRISC(F/NEE4E , 2016) FK A (H
45, 2018 ) 45 [ HUKE PR 4 v (7% P HE T 2 A
2 s M RORSE W L R 20 v DL R DR e o
(BRI H A5, 2007 ) ; 15 [E] /N Blattella germanica &
DL R DL = T O (R /R, 2015) o AN
B A PR v ol T B A R R B SIS 7 22 L BRI |
TR =LA 3 (T /NESE 20165 Ding et al.,
2017) o T HL , HEF A TR A RRE L 20 bp AR
HE. MR EE R 5H A SRR, K
T TR (320 bp) 28 Sl A8 i 2 8 BT
20 bp ML TR IE T ARRE , HiE B AR 7 Fhmid
HF 4% 24058 (Haar & Schidtterer, 2000) . £ 2%
PRGBS SRR e h il el A 2
Phf i AR Z — . 24 PIC>0.50 B 007 15 R 80

LS PEA 1H 5 0.25<PIC<0.5 B, Ry v 22 25 1 467
PIC<0.25 i}, A 1K £ 2 ¥ 1/ A% (Botstein et al.,
1980) . ARWFFEIF KR40 21 D DR s A
P2 ZBHEEEERT 0.5, B TREAN
F 8N TR Z AN S S M B G R A /N T
0.25,)8 TARZAMALS . thE 28N ATE R
AR FhRid.

TR FE D 077 A= AT B2 T 5 | 3 5 51)
7 Sl R BE AR AN R DR ) a2 A5 D PR P, v H
(R 45 1) 25 2k BRI A0 & 7 10 L v, (i 2y
B BE AR, A7 0 O 25 P e — IR AR YA, AT 552 i o
B AE Z R R 43 T 25 SR (SO IESE,2013) o AT
FEIF 2 BB T AN 25, S29 A TCAIC A v 5 R B %
h0.23, AT REJE T BOZAL s I 2% A B A HL B
i 25 1 2 — AR A% - 0 SRR 22— o AR 7
S12.520 S35 {2 fi 25 A 3l IR AP A% P, FT FE S
RS 5 25 BERCAG AR T2 A i R A o —
Tk BAR DR, 75 i — 2D 38 I Fp e 7 437
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ABFFERIAL e 21 RN BRE 5 AMIRE
ASTESTCRUM TR LR, , SRS AT 16 A LAY
TR AL, AT 3T AR TC ] T 508 s e 4 Ao e
B2 =% .
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