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HENEDDIRESNE KV SvIEVHA
(RBP, \EIEHE, v St HAR) OHBPHERE

gl - LHEETY T - R B

D# LB S WEYAE, T 240-0111 #2114 L T —12123-1
VIR R RS A BEREITERE, T 739-8528 K KRB B TTEEIL1-4-4

Z B HAOREWLZABTHLHANBLVESNIZ N 7Y ¥ v I A Lingula
rostrum (Shaw, 1798) OFNTIELRE, B XU, 5 TEWZFN 2 IWERE 2 17 5 720 SORHI )T N
OFINEMHFE T LV ESN N 7)) vy I s A 2 v, 885 2012) 12X AI FY v x
I U HA Lingula anatina (FEERBHE) L7 ANY X I 2V H A Lingula reevii (FBHMERE) D
WL B LIz 7y Iy A4 (iR #) 13, BoJEE, BLU, ABRORZEOR
ALY, WBIBRETI FY Yy IV F A, UANY Y IV IS LXGENnd,

T/, Fr 7))y 3y (T #E) O18S RNA #n ORI %, I P v 3
vy A (BFERBE) &I ANy Iy HA (EWHEE) LB LzE2hs, Frr7) vl
YA (R E) &, I P Ty Ik UAA, BXY, UANTY Y IR UHA OWMEE (TR
%57 L—FIZETAILElDRLY, HFRENICOEENDERE L THRbNARETHL I L
IR SN,

F—T =K1 ZANY ¥ I HA Lingula reevii, N> 7)) % I+t YA Lingula rostrum,
KV Y ¥ 3t ¥ HA Lingula anatina, 18S rRNA i {nTFLF)

K> 7)Y v v HA Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798) &, A~ K4 7 ® Ambon % & L Cid
W, A=A 7)) THRELLPFEIGEEE TORTFELILL AT 5 LM b5MTWw5 (Cals and
Emig, 1979; Emig, 1982). HARFIBEMHEEHIZ BT, S FE CIHETRELORME, &R R
WHHT AEIT ) B SRS TS (Adams, 1863 © Hatai, 1940 5 A4F 5, 2001 5 BIFi 5, 2012),
SN THAFMLEESE . 512, Emig (1982) OGHICHE L2, A5 (2001) OFMRETOME, I FJ Ty
It v #A L anatina (Lamarck, 1801), 7 A/NY % I+ > 41 L. reevii (Davidson, 1880), F> 27V ¥ ¥
Sk UHA, FF X Iy HA Loadamsi (Dall, 1873) OAFENFLERSI N TS, L L, TOH5HITE
MBI TH D, 5PN 2 BT O R H 5 o

RFETE, WENEL VESNZ N7 ) ¥ % I+ H A Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798) Ok % b &
WZHMIERE, B LU, 5 TFREFH R Z1T9 .

[

R EFHE

ARG T, R CRRE SN R oo BURHE, EROSNIERE & Bl R, 99% =
y 7 —VEEL, EOMTEE BEFHTICH72.
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K7 ) ¥ v 3% YA Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798)
BREM  FILEHRES  KiE24m BBUREE (201343 HOH ##4E)

18S rBNA BIEFIC KB FFRFMEITICDONT
1. DNA #HE R0 PCRAIC &% 18S rRNA BEIEFDIENE

18S rRNA # T DIFEEIN D & PR L5 TRGHNT 217720 9, 8 /7 — VEELZHED
AR E, MPEEE03~05g 1XYW CTDNAFLOMEIE L, 7=/ =)V zoakVAEICLD
DNA %l L7z, filiit L 72 DNA {3 NanoDrop 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % H\»T260nm DMK
J# (A260) %#ll%E L CDNAREAHEML, TOBROG TR/ 2 HMETH D L 2R LT,

W, 517 DNA 288 & L, BERE =7 3IED: (PCR %) 2L ) DNA ©18Sr RNA #fnT4% I —
R4 % I & B IE L 720 18S rRNA IR O BRI 1%, BERAW KRG 514 ~v—+ v b TH 5 EukF
(5-AAC CTG GTT GAT CCT GCC AGT-3) & EukR (5-TGA TCC TTC TGC AGG TTC ACC TAC-3) %
v (Medlin ef al. 1988), % 1-3ng/ul 1ZFH4% L 7287 DNA 1ul I2%F L C, TaKaRa Ex Taq 0.05ul, 10X Ex
Taq Buffer 1ul, dNTP Mixture (2.5mM) 0.8ul, Primer (10mM) £50.2ul, ##iK 6.75ul, O410ul O 75 2
FIVE LTI L 720 PCR BUGHE, BAZEME4T 455 % 1 BEAT - 7215, BVENE94T 147, 7=—1) ¥ 7°60T 147,
MREFIET2C 15O AT v 7R304 7 VAT, &f%I1I272C 1055013 SRS S 872,

572 PCR EMS0L 12 Exo SAP-IT (USB#E) #2ul#inL. 37C 154, 80T 155 DRUS %47 - TH
537% 774 <—, ANTP % #RMH L, PCR EM ORI %17 >72. T % BigDye Terminator v3.1 (Applied
Biosystems) Z& %Y —7 ¥ ARIGIZH Y, DNA ¥ —4 ¥4 — ABI 3130 Genetic analyzer |2 & V) ¥ &A%
RPE LT Y= Y AT T A< —I21E, 18S rRNA #fn T O &R A BT 4 720, ik d Euk F,
Euk R I2f1Z, Euk516F (5-ACC AGA CTT GCC CTC C-3') (Amann etal, 1990) ZfEH L7 v =7 ¥ 2
JUEES X Sequence Buffer 1.5ul, Seq. mix 1ul, Primer (10mM) 0.5ul, i@fli7k 6ul, Templete DNA 1ul D4
10ul TH - 720 BUSIE96T 157D, 96T 1085, 50T 58, 60C 455 D3AT v 7 %354 14 7 ViT- 72,

155 N7 K LT 1% E B 1R 2L BLS 7 — # X — A DDBJ/EMBL/GenBank 12 58% L, AB855774 (Lingula
rostrum) DT 7w a s - F =052 517z,

2. DFREBOEE

O N HEERENZ O WT, REOENAEY TEWEHE ¥ — (NCBI) »%#fft L Cv»% BLAST program
ver 2.2.28% ffi il L, NCBI ® nt-database % M3k 4012 L C, BLASTN H[E M3 (Altschul ef al,, 1997)
BiTo e 7 — 8 N—=AZEER SN B O18S RNA #HaT- OB & O EALHEE % T2 7290,
ClustalW # W72 E#5] (754 A2 ) %47, MEGAS2% W ToT- R4 2 % L7 (Tamura
et al, 2011)o 7T RMBHCIE, B AT (neighbor-joining method, NJ %) % ffif L 7> (Saitou and Nei
1987)0 F72, RHMOEDOEREMEZEEM§ % 720, 10001 D F3 T bootstrap i % 515 L 72,

SERTZRE
N> 7)Y v I+ A Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798) (Fig. 1, 1a, 1b)

oH

AL/ TR 15.8mm, i E4.8mm. i3 <, BIRISHIRVINIE ML, (ZIZEMN. B,
ERAIZ 2 5o SIS T 2R, 30%DESII%2 5, WERE D ICITITHRIZT T S T FRTHIT®
BImEBICALE L, IO BRI RIILEZ IO R BIRO B WEERENH 5, #EmIEFE T, LR
FHVIRARDS A SN S o LR Rfk s % 35 O 72 Wi, AR ONERIIEROOMRLEVSASNL, A
ik, A, RRETIE, RAEDPEBHTTEENRTLES>THY, BEICHTLESIEIAH,
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Fig. 1. Upper row, dorsal (1a), ventral (1b), views of Lingula rostrum (Shaw,
1798) (locality, off Okayama, Kibiseto, Seto Inland Sea).

il

I NV ¥ ¥ I+t HA Lingula anatina (Lamarck, 1801) (&, AFEIZILN, #ZIIPLCEL, #HlI 2T
V7)) — v BRI 2R, 43-53% (Ti547%) ORSICh 5, WERIG2 S HEWEBHRT, &
FEOBIZISEICR DL, 72, 7 ANY ¥ I +X 2 4 Lingula reevii (Davidson, 1880) (&, A2 Hb~<7%
IR, B Rk, RIRICH T AR, 42-53% (F1946%) ORI %, WEIFHAT, %ED
BLE2EII R BT, AT E NS,

DFREDENRER

K> 7)) ¥ % 34y HA Lingula rostrum (fii& W7 EE) 72> 545 51172188 rRNA #2013 1F LK (1630
bp) OIEIEESN &, BIET T — & N— AZEER S - B OIR IR % L L TRl 2 w78 25,
I R Y ¥ YA A Lingula anatina (FEFEKBE), BLO, 7 ANY ¥ I+ VA Lingula reevii (M
WiE) IR 7 L—FIET LI LML R 57 (Fig. 2)o COFERL, FEL I3V ZIEITREZ
LML LTIRDNERETHL I LERIEL TV D,

Lingula anatina (U08331)

86 Lingula adamsi (U08329)

42 Lingula anatina (AB747095)

741 Lingula reevii (AB747096)

Lingula anatina (X81631)

I— Lingula rostrum (AB855774)

Kraussina mercatori (HQ852100)

0.005

Fig. 2. Evolutionary relationships of taxa.
Phylogenetic tree to indicate separation of three resemvlimg species, Lingula rostrum from Kibiseto, Seto
Inland Sea, Lingula anatia from Amami-oshima Island, and Lingula reevii from Ariake Sea, based on 18S
rRNA gene sequences.
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z =B

Emig (1982) (&, #FEBIZRE & MARSROMH A0 2 & L ICHHAE S v X & v H A O 5N 7 T
ATV, INFETIRIMS N TV 25 OBAEMEZ I N ¥ v 2 & ¥ A Lingula anatina (Lamarck,
1801), N> 27 ¥ v I+ ¥ # A Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798), 7 A/ N ¥ X & » 4 A Lingula reevii
(Davidson, 1880), Lingula parva (Smith, 1871), Lingula translucida (Dall, 1920), Lingula tumidula (Reeve,
1841), F % > x I+t ¥ # 1 Lingula adamsi (Dall, 1873) OTHO A% B2, ZD ) 5, HAREDHEEH
S5l IF)IYIRITA, VAN IRUHA, 7)) x3Iks T4, £+ v I HAD4
HAFLSERENT WD (BFD, 2001)e 72, MFPHEHAREASE, IR Yy 32T A, v AN NT Y
SV, N7 ) v I s HAOIEFNPINFE TIRE SN TS (FRZE, 1983 ; IS, 1996 ;
FAB, 2004 WIS, 2012) A NG5 NEAROIEIEEAN L BISEHR NS, AEEIIF) vy Iy
HA, BEY, YANT v Iy A LlE, BEMNICERYIXIISNS,

18S rRNA (LT DIRIEFLHN D Z 50 F RGN 2 AT o 7oA R 6, AL, BERBEIF) v 3
LA LS HHBED T AN v I AL LG FRMINCTE D 7 L— FIJBET 5 2 &broiz,

BEENTWE Y ¥ I YA A Lingula ©18S IRNA #InFOIFHEIY 2 KT 5 &, BEEILHL LD
HORAE L »pZRIIRONT, ZOEIDLTPIBICbM 2%\ LAL, DA IEEE) 25 ThoTD,
TEREMZIZHAMEICXBITE I EDERP RSN L, Sk, SOIHERNEEREZHAEICT 572012, I b
I K1) 7 DNAIZOWTIENT 21T TETH %o

A A

AEREIZH 72 1) THHTT 72700 72 )R B REE A R RE S @B A 2 AL O AR DADE R 7 13 Ui
B&AL, NPOEANT T & o FUEHIT, HOHA AR, JUN KRR A e b qok i e & > 4 —
DORFEMIK, JLERFREREYBEREMER ORETZR, WHIERK, JRBREAYEEFI O
FORE, Pl BERIZESHHL BT 5.
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Lingula rostrum collected from the Seto Inland Sea
(Brachiopoda, Inarticulata, Lingulidae)

Takashi KuramocHr”, Kanako Ueno”, Akiko Kor” and Takeshi Naganuma®

YHayama shiosai Museum, 2123-1 Isshiki, Hayama, Kanagawa, 240-0111, Japan
?Graduate School of Biosphere Science, Hiroshima University 1-4-4 Kagamiyvama,
Higashi-Hiroshima, 739-8528, Japan

Abstract The brachiopod Lingula rostrum (Shaw, 1798) collected from Japanese waters was compared
morphologically and phylogenetically in terms of shell morphology with L. anatina and L. reevii
(Kuramochi et al, 2012). 18S rRNA gene sequences were also compared with other Lingula species. The
specimens of L. rostrum, L. anatina, and L. reevii were collected from Seto Inland Sea (Off-Okayama,
Bisanseto), Amami-Ohshima Island, and Ariake Sea, respectively, and used for comparison. The shell of
L. rostrum was distinguished from L. anatina and L. reevii by allometric morphology and fresh tissue
coloration. Based on the 18S rRNA gene sequences of L. rostrum along with those from L. anatina,
L. reevii, and other species registered in a DNA database, a phylogenetic tree was constructed. The
brachiopod L. rostrum was placed in a separate clade from other Lingula species, which suggests that
L. rostrum should be regarded as non-closely related species.

Key words: Lingula anatina, Lingila reevei, Lingula rostrum, 18S rRNA gene sequences
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