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Molecular identification of spiders in tea plantation based on DNA barcoding

XING Shuwen, SUN Yanjies, ZHU Hui, ZHA Guangcai

(College of Food Engineering and Biotechnology, Hanshan Normal University, Chaozhou 521041, China)

Abstract Molecular identification of spider species in tea plantation was conducted by using DNA barcoding tech-
nology in Chaozhou, Guangdong Province. In this study, 74 CO | (mitochondrial cytochrome C oxidase subunit
1) sequences were amplified from 50 spider species in the tea garden of the Fenghuang Mountains by using gene
sequencing technology. The results determined by NJ tree, ABGD (automatic barcode gap discovery) and mor-
phological classification were consistent. Molecular identification of spiders by using the DNA barcodes was effec-
tive, which is of great significance for identification of indistinguishable species and new species of tea spiders. At
the same time, it is of value in the study of spider species diversity in tea plantations. The results showed that the

DNA barcode based on CO [ gene could be used as an effective tool for identifying spider species in tea planta-
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tion.
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Table 1 Spider samples used in this study

7 " o PRI PRI
Family Genus Species Sample number Sample 1D

BeikR}l Salticidae WAELWRJE Harmochirus A Bk Harmochirus brachiatus 2 FHTCO1
Wk JE Euophrys i BER Evophrys albopopdis 2 FHTC02

MEVbRIE Hasarius VPR Hasarius adansoni 2 FHTC03

ek 8 Evarcha HBEAEwk Evarcha albaria 1 FHXB04

Midkik g Carrhotus MUMBkER Carrhotus xanthogramma 1 FHJSKO05

W pE J& Rhene [ 5% e bt [ Rhene atrata 1 FHJSK06

5 El Eutichuridae 212K )8 Chiracanthium JZ IRLLEE R Cheiracanthium pichoni 1 FHTC07
NG B L1 Cheiracanthium exquestitum 2 FHTCO08

JEwRElL Oxyopidae ik )& Oxyopes KBS R Oxyopes sertatoides 4 FHJSK09
S8k Oxyopes sertatus 1 FHJSK10

LU Oxyopes lineatipes 1 FHWDI11

WMESE R Oxyopes macilentus 1 FHWDI12

g kAl Thomisidae k)& Thomisus T EER Thomisus onustus 1 FHTCI13
L1 Thomisus labe factus 2 FHJSK14

BRIEE} Theridiidae PRk @ Theridion MRk Chrysso nigra 1 FHJSK15
W2} Bkigk Theridion chonetum 3 FHTC16

ZA@FKkIk Theridion varians 1 FHTC17

BHECERIE Theridion hui 1 FHMIL18

4 18} Tetragnathidae EREIR & Leucauge JE B EE IR Leucauge blanda 2 FHTC19
PG AR BRI Leucauge celebesiana 1 FHTC20

¥ W4 J& Tetragnatha PIPEH 1Y Tetragnatha pinicola 2 FHXB21

A5 4 WY Tetragnatha praedonia 1 FHXB22

MA} Linyphiidae Sk )8 Neriene MABEIE IR Neriene nigripectoris 1 FHTC23
VIR JB Ummeliata & VAR R Ummeliata insecticeps 1 FHJSK24

[ &k B} Sparassidae B kg Heteropoda H % L8k Heteropoda venatoria 3 FHSC25
T}kl Agelenidae T}k & Agelena FRMls 2]k Agelena silvatica 1 FHJSK26
SR8 Allagelena P 2Lk Allagelena dif ficilis 2 FHTC27

kBl Hahniidae sk )& Hahnia 1Mk Hahnia corticicola 2 FHJSK28
REM Hahnia pyriformis 1 FHJSK29
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43R 1 Table 1(Continued)

B " o FERH [T
Family Genus Species Sample number Sample 1D

S kAl Gnaphosidae SRR R Gnaphosa PG R Gnaphosa kompirensis 1 FHSC30
K ik Bl Hersiliidae K250k J& Hersilia st K gk Hersilia striata 1 FHJSK31
WK Zik Hersilia asiatica 1 FHJSK32

JREREL Lycosidae IKIRWR & Pirata KRR Pirata piraticus 1 FHML33
WIKIRWR Pirata praedo 1 FHML34

KA Pirata subpiraticus 1 FHJSK35

HE/NKIRMR Piratula tenuisetaceus 1 FHJSK36

kg Hippasa & H Dk Hippasa greenalliae 3 FHTC37

$IWkJE Pardosa ISR Pardosa laura 2 FHJSK38

130k Pardosa pusiola 3 FHXB39

5 kAL Clubionidae EEWLE Clubiona BN 4& ik Clubiona tanikawai 1 FHJSK40
PIBEE Btk Clubiona jucunda 1 FHJSK41

K&K kAL Miturgidae Wik JE Xantharia #warltk Xantharia galea 1 FHJSK42
Fel kAl Araneidae ek J& Araneu HBERE ik Araneus ejusmodi 1 FHTC43
AT pel ik Araneus miti ficus 3 FHTC44

Ywk)E Cyclosa R R Cyclosa conica 3 FHJSK45

WBE Wk Cyclosa con fusa 1 FHJSK46

H AW Cyclosa japonica 1 FHSCA7

N & Yaginumia H-BE/\ KR Yaginumia sia 1 FHTC48

B H Opiliones Opiliones sp. 1 1 FHTC49
Opiliones sp. 2 1 FHTC50

1.2 DNAi2EU5 PCR ¥

DNA $2 IR H Sambrook 450 47 il 2 45
W7, M Animal tissue Genomic DNA Kit #2
g 5 DNA #2425 BRAR R R) & 09 4545 10 ]
7. $EHCAY . DNA FH B is b5 vk & i )5 & T
—80 CUKHIAAE 5 . R Folmer 214 iy 71k,
fdi FH 38 1 51 4 LCO1490 (5'-GGTCAA CAAAT-
CATAAAGATATT GG-3") Fi1 HCO 2198 (5'-TA-
AACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA-3") %} fit
R 74 A WIREEAET AR R CO EHY 3, 971
FBE K EEZ 2 680 bp, PCR A HIA Ry 25 (L.
Master-Mix 12. 5 L, LCO1490 (10 pmol/L)\ HCO
2198(10 pmol/1) % 0. 8 pL, ddH,O 8.9 uL, DNA
Bt 2. 0 pl, PCR 473419 SN 25444 - 94 C AR 4
5 min; 35 PMEFR, 94 CHUAEM: 30 5,45 CIB kK 40 s,
72°CHEH 1 min; —20 CARAE,
1.3 #HEHH
1.3.1 DNA F7| it xt

PCR =4 126 1351 W 68l Pl kv A I, 1
BERR 2 pl, HUE 100 V., 78 UVP BERBE R ST
WELFIHARR, IG5 - R 47 (29 700 bp A —RY5E
WO PCR 724, ZAEH M S MER AR A TR
FJHEA TR . W 45 R DL Chromas #5144 4 Wt

FED g B, N AR RS, B CO T 3
R B9 B IE M L L) DNASTAR 6. 0 #4441 Ay
THEY SeqMan PR 745 3, FASTA #%x(
Bt >R A Clustal XOARPEM 06f fie 2088 6 1 I 1Y
DNA J@81i#47 2 5741 Xt 404
1.3.2 AGREAMNMELZEEFNITE

FIF MEGA 6. 0 5%, SRS 4054 (Kimura
2-parameter, K2P)!' 155 45 43 25 81 5T 22 [ 1) Fh
(7] 352 % B2 [ IR 20 A G 971 ) o 20155 2 B
e R UK O ST T e 7 o T - W <3 i s
“barcoding gap”"'" i #r. LLE Bk IT SIAE N A EES
SR 7E (neighbor joining, NJ) 14 1 Bk 1 5 58 &
B, AT RS 1 000 IR bootstrap
K56 o3 AT E 2 SR EAR B . W R AR L
EFE—AY R RER SR, WA N 2 7
RYKH W BER e F 5 HAL ) Fh X3 0T, 2
WEASGE X 73 I .
1.3.3 ABGD # %4

{#i ] ABGD(automatic barcode gap discovery) %k
PR T s L B B R RS, Rl o3 AE T — 2 R
AYONE & T [F]—Fh . AL 50 Fhgiwk 74 4>
FEASHY K2P 5t (& i B R R 7E 2k 52 52 3] ABGD 3l
(http: // wwwabi. snv. jussieu. fr/public/abgd/), P
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TR S < 32 i DNA ZR I A5 HA S 2 el ik ) b

047.

(prior intraspecific divergence) % & 0. 001 ~0. 1,
& /NFE X gap B B {H X (minimum relative gap
width) Sy 1. 0, SRIFHEREARI 445 5 50 26 4 e 2
LRSI,

2 FHRESH

2.1 COI EREBWEAM
FIF MEGA 6. 0 B fF %5 50 Fhigisgk CO T 5

BRI 74 25750V FN 1 AR 2 2607 5 6170 3 20 B
IR BERWE 2. T.COAG W38 #4505k
42.3%.13.1%.26 % F1 18. 7% A+T &8k 68. 3%,
HHRE AT k. Wik CO T JE B &AL i g Ik
YA B RS, ANk 3 i . SRR A ]
BN A34 A, S EARECH 39 1>, P EHRECH
554, VI S 0. 72 Hifh B, A-T
hE, FEHEZDL T-C HE,
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Table 2 Nucleotide composition of CO | gene

K /bp Length C/A V/A~ Pi//> S/~ T/% C/% A/% G/% A+T/%
529 229 300 277 23 42. 3 13.1 26.0 18.7 68. 3
D C: fRaFAL Ve B0 Pl M2 RN S BN,
C: Conserved site; V. Variation point; Pi: Parsimony informative site; S: Singleton site.
®3 COI ERAREBEMMEREHRIER"
Table 3 Nucleotide substitution and frequency and substitution pattern of CO [ gene
Domain i si sV R TT TC TA TG CT CC CA CG AT AC AA AG GT GC GA GG

1 434.0 39.0 55.0 0.72 192.0 8.0 19.0 6.0 7.0
Ist  170.0 3.0 4.0 0.72 81.0 1.0 1.0 0.0
2nd  109.0 25.0 42.0 0.58 64.0 3.0 16.0 4.0 3.0
3rd  156.0 12.0 8.0 1.41 48.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 3.0

1.0 41.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 1.O 0.0 16.0 1.0 41.0 9.0 4.0 0.0 9.0 4.0
18.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 42.0 3.0 1.0 0.0

59.0 1.0 1.0 19.0 2.0 104.0 13.0 5.0 2.0 13.0 79.0

2.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 27.0

3.0 48.0

D) di: AH RV BRIEAL 5 s sic FEHE sv: WHREGR Gsi/sv) . B/ i L.

ii; Identical pair;si: Transitional pair;sv: Transversional pair; R: si/sv.
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DNA {75 3 25 #0625 BB % 4 (transition, TS)
FNER#e (transversion, TV) BFPZER, AW N 50
TR 74 AEA AT DNA ZIEAS P 50454 5047
PLTS F1 TV AR L% HE B o AL A , 57
ZYEAp bR B DAL T DNA 91 5 5 40 0 EE AR
Bl 1 /R, TS TV [z P I35 Es ry3 finim Ze vk 15
RIS F 6T RO L X255 e ) ik A AR
WRINAG LB G T WIS B R
TRk RE LT, WHE 1,
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0.15F
0.10f

B4 / S
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Fig. 1 Substitution saturation analysis of CO [ gene

2.3 RELAEWRELER

AR, X 74 Sk Wk R AR FH AR, D
2 B E ) CO T Ry SRS E RUEL L A X 1k
HIEM N] RGELEW, BERGERWE 2 s, KR
5] SMEEPRNE Rk 50 Fh ik g 0] 43 R AH Ik
HE 74 DURFEA R G A H I TP LIS,
50 PR B B — AR A (] v g B i IXC
5. NI WH B, BR A fEERR Evophrys albopopdis
A FLARASIRI R () SRR 5 3T 90 0 LA b
2.4 =fEEEES ABGD XD E RS

P K2P #1550 Ak CO T 81 i Ff ]
i B B 45 AR WY, 522 257 51 A ] - 34 BE 2
0.02~0. 229, Horp , BRBE S5 Wk Neriene nigripectoris
5 RLLEE W Chiracanthium pichoni Z.[8] By F-15
MBI K, o 0. 229, R B LWk Cyclosa conica
Sy BE 0k Cyclosa confusa s H AR LW Cyclosa ja-
ponica Z [0 - 35 15t A% BE B e /N, 0,02, 74 A
LR A AR TP A AR B 1 26 19 7 91 22 S0k o R 50 4.
Hodv, B B i BE Wk Evuophrys albopopdis WA FEAS
ALHFZ YR AL F 4 Wk P 4 — — X
DNA SIEM 5 %08 5L B2 5 A5 KW & 5
h98%6(49/50)
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Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of the spiders based on CO | gene sequences in Fenghuang Dancong tea plantation (NJ tree)
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FRHEBIAE 0. 001~0. 1 Z[A], AFEIMEELE P 74 >80
WRAEA B 43 AR 50 4, SCHRF 50 ANk P Rl COLIE 3) .
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42.67~50. 00 Z [d], P {H {5 FF sh K, Rgiase,
AR » AUFEIMEAEP R 74 SR REA
PO 50 4, SIS BRI SRR R D,
ABGD R 45585 NI BB 56 &R A4 ABGD
AR EE R NI A B e, WK 2 iR,
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50 -

ol
ol
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S

33
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10 17 28 46 77 129 215 359 559 1000
SR /<107

Prior intraspecific divergence (P)

a: ZE R HIBRCO T J3 5138 4% B BISRAR 43 A L J7 [l b: 2% T Bk ABGDRI 43 45 51
a: Histogram of genetic distance frequency distribution of CO I sequences of the spiders in tea plantation;
b: ABGD partitioning results of the spider species in the tea plantation

B3 BT K2p HyZE kT E &L EE S AR ABGD X4 R

Fig. 3 Genetic distance distribution and ABGD partitioning results of the spider species in the tea plantation based on K2p

R4 REBENZFESKR/NEX Gap BEER 1.0 IESLXSHEMER

Table 4 Comparison of the minimum relative Gap width of the 1. 0 threshold classification and the morphological type of the

spider in Fenghuang Dancong tea plantation

oD AR e oD FEAR S P
Sample 1D Spider species Sample 1D Spider species

ABGD44 FHTC44 Araneus miti ficus ABGD24 FHJSK24 Ummeliata insecticeps
ABGD48 FHTC48 Yaginumia sia ABGD46 FHJSK46 Cyclosa con fusa
ABGD31 FHJSK31 Hersilia striata ABGDA47 FHSCA7 Cyclosa japonica
ABGD32 FHJSK32 Hersilia asiatiea ABGD43 FHTC43 Araneus ejusmodi
ABGD29 FHJSK29 Hahnia pyriformis ABGD45 FHJSK45 Cyclosa conica
ABGD26 FHJSK26 Agelena silvatica ABGD09 FHJSK09 Ozyopes sertatoides
ABGD27 FHTC27 Allagelena dif ficilis ABGD12 FHWD12 Ozxyopes macilentus
ABGD28 FHJSK28 Hahnia corticicola ABGD10 FHJSK10 Oxyopes sertatus
ABGD20 FHTC20 Leucauge celebesiana ABGDI1 FHWDI1 Oxyopes lineatipes
ABGD19 FHTC19 Leucauge blanda ABGD14 FHJSK14 Thomisus labe factus
ABGD25 FHSC25 Heteropoda venatoria ABGD13 FHTC13 Thomisus onustus
ABGD30 FHSC30 Gnaphosa kompirensis ABGD33 FHML33 Pirata piraticus
ABGDO01 FHTCOo1 Harmochirus branchiatus ABGD35 FHJSK35 Pirata subpiraticus
ABGDO05 FHJSKO05 Carrhotus xanthoghramma ABGD34 FHML34 Pirata praedo
ABGDO06 FHJSK06 Rhene atrata ABGD36 FHJSK36 Piratula tenuisetacea
ABGDO03 FHTCO03 Hasarius adansoni ABGD37 FHTC37 Hippasa greenalliae
ABGD04 FHXB04 Evarcha albaria ABGD38 FHJSK38 Pardosa laura
ABGDO02 FHTCO02 Euophrys monadnock ABGD39 FHXB39 Pardosa pusiola
ABGD16 FHTCI16 Theridion chonetum ABGD07 FHTCO07 Cheiracanthium pichoni
ABGDI15 FHJSK15 Chrysso nigra ABGDO08 FHTCO08 Cheiracanthium exquestitum
ABGDI18 FHML18 Theridion hui ABGD41 FHJSK41 Clubiona corrugata
ABGD17 FHTC17 Theridion varians ABGD42 FHJSK42 Xantharia galea
ABGD21 FHXB21 Tetragnatha pinicola ABGD40 FHJSK40 Clubiona tanikawai
ABGD22 FHXB22 Tetragnatha praedonia ABGD50 FHTC50 Opiliones sp. 2
ABGD23 FHTC23 Neriene nigripectoris ABGD49 FHTC49 Opiliones sp. 1
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3 itig

AT AR 12k 5 38 FH 5 | ok JRUJEL 1 245 el 7
TA ADRIAFH R MR FEA I EE N] RERBW, 74
AREAR 128 CO T 3 ABGD 40/ T 50 41,
DNA e AR 5325 g5 8 . B H e
WA ZLHIE S22 S e A5, ARk P i o 256
EHESFEELEREEY A . 40T BIE S A L5
SIEAFKEMRIRERA 2.00%., W T DNA %
TERS B AR IR EA T 058 A R . B E A3
WRAR, BRI RN R IR B, BRI Rl ag X
WL, HHMFEARBE— AR, HERRSL
M SZ R 90%, CO T FF4IAE JRUEL L 55 e
Ik 1) S R R PR A . R ST DNA 558
BT LAAE Sy JRUJE L e 68 5 1) i 50

ABGD Jik& 3 F— @B W S5 (H P H 3l
PR 25 78 BARAE 1 “ barcoding gap”™ "™, 7E— & &
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