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Abstract Leaf-cutting bees are important pollinators for crop pollination. The aim of this article is try to explore genetic
ecology of eight species of Megachilidae (Hymenoptera: Apoidea) in the Mu Us sandland, Inner Mongolia, China. The
mitochondrial COI of eight bees were amplified and sequenced. Nucleotides composition, transition and transversion,
and genetic distance of the sequence were analyzed by sequence alignment. Anthidium florentinum was used as
outgroup to reconstruct the molecular phylogenetic trees of these species with Neighbor-Joining (NJ), Maximum
Parsimony(MP) and UPGMA methods. The results of the sequence analysis showed that the CO/ genes are 657 bp in
length by alignment, including 454 conserved,230 variable and 107 parsimonious-informative sites,and the average A +
T content is 75.8% ,much more than that of C+ G(24.2% ). Molecular phylogenetic trees showed that the five species
of Megachile clustered together ordinally, which indicating that they have closer relationship among them. Hoplitis
princes , Anthidium florentinum were far from the other six species in genetic difference. The results are in accord with
that of traditional morphological classification. It could be important than quickly to identify bees by COI gene
sequence.
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P T A5 A A ) 2 R 1 R B 5 X8 T 48 7 BT 2
M 55 R ) A 2558 R X SR £ 3 BT AR A% b e R L
AEE M L 5 H AR S XU i Megachile
maritima FIXHEY] 1 M. leachella B 5 F54E
FTNEEPEAT TR s i RAR S F 5T T KR 1) i i
M . japonica X} B BF B AR 1Y U5 46 F s AT
N B AN R A R B AL B OBE ¥ Anchidium
Sflorentinum Fl— A H P41 1 16 J2 Y4 3 35 7% A ¥ 1
e, I SFLYE Hoplitis princeps b5 it 85
Wy . KRR ¥ Coelioxys mandibularis V%3
A LL B LR D)

210 £, K AL I JE T (COT ) SR 2 3 2%
ik DNA (mtDNA ) A f 5F /Y 4 5% 8 1 3L K,
BT AR AR COI X —HEME  AE 0 T R G710
WEFE T, COI FE A B 2880k 8 £ 1 Bl T Fh ) 22 48

FEZ M5, DNA-Barcoding 4 R & i A F P
YE R 56 Y 2 e R 28 R A A5 A IS ) — Rl T A
FB . A5 X B S R VD b 43 A 1 ) i
Fhig 8 2 COI FeH Fr BOgE AT 19 L7 41 43 it Fl 3st
IR E R G LB W NG 7K P8 37 R
SRR TUT A2 1 - 0 1) 53 2 LAY

1 #MH5RFE

1.1

AT PR R Bk A NS SR ZM B SR
Uit PR AE B AR 1. 8 TR dudy o g e, Herp
A6 T BE 3 AL T V) i S AR AL 23 ) T 2007 AN
2004 AFRAE  HR R A B O 2010 4F R 4 1) 5 & A
A 1R SE SL BV JEK QR E AR SE g 4 C A%
PF AR IR AE

x1 BEAREFERERMANEEH

Table 1 Samples collection information and number of extraction

B % il £ PLT %4 R 4E Hh KA H M IR0 R K

) - i b7 YIntds  Megachile manchuriana N SR O 2004-08-13 7

WEEYIH- e M. leachella SR 2 M 2010-08-24 10

MR Megachile sp. P 5% B8 IR £ i 2010-07-09 10

AT i M. maritima PN 55 B8 JR £ i 2010-08-24 10

KAYIn % M. japonica RES V2 2010-05-26 10

2RI e ) KWLM Coelioxys mandibularis N ViEA 2010-07-09 10

AL e ) H A AL B Hoplitis princeps M 52 S8R 2 i 2010-05-26 10

BB 1% ) AE 18 BT Anthidium florentinum 52 B0 IR & 2007-07-27 6
1.2 A& A 200 pL () CTAB $2IZE thil 1 20 pL 19 25 11 i
1.2.1 Matay a2 K(20 mg/mL), 58RI )5 65 CK 3 h, hl 42

Xt F LBEPAF W bR A 0. 9% By A= B R K 12
ML 24 h B HUPR FH ZE A8 K w3 bR R S G
MABEOE TR X T ThRAR S % E
SRR RS L TS5 Y0 Y AN ZE A K vk T
He AR R T STE 22 v (0. 1 mol/L NaCl, 10
mol/L Tris « Cl pH 8. 0) H1i2 ¥4 24 h, 1 Z& 18 K o
ARG
1.2.2 % DNA #23

AR 2 DA R H i 5 AL 1A 4 2Rl A B R
ok RE R T E LR CTAB B2 B DNAMT 6 il
AV Yk T S5 TR K 4R W T 7K 4 Sk e 35 JUL A
A 1.5 mL B0 48 i A E S Ok ARk .

%27 JLIK,12 000 r/min &.0> 15 min, WH F
W A 500 pL G5/ 5 A B (24 ¢ 1) ¥ v A 4
10 000 r/min &> 10 min, W B _F 3§ W% T 5 19 & 0
B E R 2 LA E W k. A
0. 1 5 3 mol/L NaAc(F§ER41) Fl 2 £5 KR
M —20 CIK B RS G & — 20 C kA o 7%
12 000 r/min &L 15 min, 3 LW, H 70% 2 B
VEWUITE 2 W A Ja =R T T8 10 min, ¥ T 50~
100 pL TE Z& #f 3 ' (10 mmol/L Tris-HC1 pH
8.031 mmol/L EDTA pH 8.0), Bt 1 pL ¥ W4
AN BE T I A A R vk B RN 40 R RIS T
—20 CTTRRAEHEN.
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1.2.3 PCR ¥ 3% & = #n 5

P14 R H 51 9 DG HE S i@ 1514 . COI L
1490 5-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG-
3" 1 COI H2198 5'-TAAACTTCAGGGTGACC-
AAAAAATCA-3" . 5l 1R ) TR H AR
A MRAE G . PCR Y IHIKR K 50 pl, 45
2X Taq PCR StarMix 25 uL, F F#FE3I#4%& 2.5
pL.ddH, 0 17.5 L. DNA #ikg 2.5 pL. §" 3 &4
h:94 CHIZEVE 3 min; 94 CAR M 30 5,52 CiE k1
min,72 ‘CHEM 1 min, 3t 35 MEIR PEHR L RF 72
CHEMH 5 min, =9 1 %0 i B i W 56 M R Uk SR
5 8 LA SRS, TN 8 J AR R e WL BRRH . X 9 48
B R AR ZFe AL S AR AR R A R 5t
A28 F) AT S AL AN e, Ry 4 v 0 R B TR B L A
B dilh R FH 1E B ) Y
1.2.4 B35

B B A A R I A4 IE & mF ) A BioEdit,
DNAMAN 2554 47 PF 48 R0 IF 45 G W 226
RN T A IE, KB E U4, 15 8K B h 658
bp () COI B 751 . #4775 i A NCBI 9 i , #17
BLAST fH{UPER R o S EREPC AR R
COI B A Ty 9 G AR 5 (%) [6] J5 1 i 1A B 455 371 Sl 35
43 COT B H Jp 3], K A st kMg, H
DNAMAN 5. 2 8 fF X} 5 3 #4172 & Xt JF i 5
FA 2R EH 5, R Kimura 33 $0k B 3 & 55
R e . DIAE B B /E S AN MEGA 4. 0 8
¥ @ NJ ( neighbor-joining ). MP ( maximum-
parsimony) Hfl UPGMA 4 ¥+ & 4 W, *% H
Bootstrap(BEE =1 000) £ 56593 F R G 455 X
AR .

2 HBREHW

2.1 WEABREE#HR
Xt 8 Bl EAT I 213 F] 658 bp 1 A BLKE .
F PR — AR F] 657 bp WA K, R )

— A B AN [FIA AR 1] 1 25 22 S L S5 SR R T . b 1)
0 KB i e | O 0 ) I e | R 4L L e R A B B
B 5 i e ol A A 4 ] 6 5 2 AT A Ae) 22 S, D2 D)
S AN ) B S T A AT ) 22 . B L X A5 R A
MEGA4. 0 B4 53 #7 i FE 41 1%, 8 Rl () COI T3 1)
B ER 2 B & 2 PR 78 COI BB F 4, A
T.G.CEHEE N 33.9%.41. 9%.10. 3%
13.9% . A+T W& BENT75.8%.GHC & ERN
24.2% A+T FREMAEET GHC &k, 4 Fiit
EHMFAFEA A S RUARKER A+TTE 3
APEE SRR 69, 2%.62. 2% .95, 7% 1M
G+CTE 3 M iy & il 30.5%.37. 8% .4. 2%,
3L A WM& RN, FH A RN 53.9%,C
B R I AU 0.5 %6, AT UL 28 it - Al 3 1 il D A
RA W S B

F2 STECOIERKBRMMEAR

Table 2 Base composition of COI gene fragments

of the eight species %
LESOELES T C A G

Megahcile sp. 41.0 14.0 34.7 10.3
M. manchuriana 41.3 14.6 34.0 10.0
M. japonica 41.5 13.4 34.8 10.3
Anthidium florentinum 44,8 12.5 32.1 10.6
M. maritima 40.7 14.1 35.0 10.2
Coelioxys mandibularis 42.4 15.0 32.7 9.9
Hoplitis princeps 43.3 13.1 33.3 10.3
M. leachella 40.6 14.4 34.7 10.3
S 14 42.0 13.9 33.9 10.3

Xt e B f) B R e R AT SR (3R 3) L R % 2k
PIA 454 ANRSFAL AN 5203 A48 AT A, BT 5 1
30. 9% 5107 A 2945 BAL AL, ALY 16,300,
5 AR SR 52, 706 o A R 45 1 i R B 26,

x3 YIMHER8H COl EEH Y FRBELRITR

Table 3 Nucleotides substitution of COI gene parts sequences of 8 species of Megachilidae
(= i svosi R TT TC TA TG CT CC CA CG AT AC AA AG GT GC
o 197 11 11 1.0 74 4 4 1 2 26 1 0 4 1 63 2 0 0
o 164 3 4 0.7 99 2 1 0 1 51 0 1 1 0 33 0 0 1
= 211 12 43 0.3 67 5 22 0 5 1 2 0 17 2 96 0 0 0
il 573 26 58 0.4 241 11 28 1 8 78 3 1 22 3 191 3 0 1

1 :i1 2 Identical Pairs;si S Transitionsal Pairs;sv & Transversional Pairs; R = si/sv,
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AT A A

B YRV 8 FhE COI S I R 81 HL A G A

25

FOH8 14 37 0 B0 58, BE 4 LA C-T 2 ] ok 3, i e LA
A-T Z I Ry 3 4 s e b 0. 4, it st ¥
B ) S R e R T 55 1 AR 2 A 7 A5 B 4
By R 22 WM T W ERSTHS 3 0 I e
Bk 55 YK, o] DAL B 4 2 R AR TR A 3
MR RETE BRSNS 2 A L,
2.2 mEEEESW

izl MEGA 4.0 #8835 8 i b) it i a5t {4 #E
BB L 4.8 P L IE RS d(TV+TS) 7
0.059~0.196 Z [a], [a]— Ja@ P A9 A [F] Fl 2 8] 6 st
A2 HE B 255/ IN o A0 SRR D) I g IR D) e 2 T)
0. 059, EZ 5 R LT ; MR VI 5 20 F 2 Fiig iy
d {H4 50k 0,082 F1 0. 079, 354 % R b7
P e 55 R AN - e R D W (SR % O RIKZ d

543510 0.090 F1 0. 108, TEIEA =42 EA AL
W & T 0L FL 0 I L 4K R BT R T B R L R SR I
W 8 ORI JE L 3 AP 5 LA JL A IR 1) d {7
0.148~0. 196 Z [a] , ud W [F] B} AS [ J@ = 8] 9 35t 1% R

8 AN Z 1] 1) 7 4t / 5 H K ( TS/ TV)H A AR K
14 22 5 o d (B fe /0N 18 JRR ) v e R VA 1) o e [ A I
F) TS/TV, 2 0. 967 ; Yl i J& () 4 4> Fp 5 1 2
YIntige 2z () i) TS/ TV 34918 K 0. 606 5 748 L1
KM B A6 BB 0% 5 oA Fh 2 8] () TS/ TV 382
/NG G3 5 R 0. 344,0. 387.,0. 456, ZEG 410 d {H AN
TS/ TV, 2 B 3 #5305 1) J& Fh 2 8] @R 38 @& 1 TS/
TV A, b5 BE 25 B34, TS/ TV {E H A 2 3R %
B, X R RO DNA F 4/ w4k TS/ TV

R4 EEEB(MALUT)MER/ R (MAEUL)MLLE

Table 4 Pairwise distance matrix (below diagonal) and number of transition/transversion (above diagonal)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 0.548 0.559 0.432 0.967 0.295 0.409

0.452
2 0.082 0. 580 0.712 0.533 0.396 0.370

0.431
3 0.090 0.084 0.710 0.464 0.348 0.373

0.500
4 0.090 0.082 0.091 0.559 0.376 0.325

0.475
5 0.059 0.079 0.108 0.090 0.305 0.394

0.523
6 0.148 0.161 0.159 0.170 0.167 0.451

0.561
7 0.161 0.186 0.178 0.196 0.178 0.168

0.251
8 0.174 0. 180 0. 180 0.168 0.191 0.172 0.182

7 :1  Megachile japonica ;2 }j Megachile sp. ;3 N M. manchurianas;4 & M. leachella;5 i M. maritima;

6 & Coelioxys mandibularis;7 N Hoplitis princeps;8  Anthidium florentinum ,

(B A — A S RURRAE L BB B A
2.3 RELZEWOIW

KW ZH (Kimura 2-parameter) {E 5 0 & 5
B, AR (NDD R BLAA I (MP) #il UPGMA 12
MERE IR . & NJ(E 1D MPE 2).
UPGMA(E 3) B $h a5 B A — 5, Mk fb i T
MU, KA - e i U i e DUAR B A R e R
1S U e T 1) XU U] i 8 R L D7 ) i i AR X
RUE—E, BFEERE . Hoph MR ) i gk 2% 5
TORA R D) i 8 — 52 F . NJLUPGMA
TR AN e U1 g DL b 5 DR EG R
T s 545 5803 2 1 R SR I W AN e T[] & T )
- 0 Y TGV AR W o R UL R A B R e S At 6
Fofr U] - e 1) e % OC R

92 M. japonica
30_‘:1”. maritima

:

M. egachile

100 M. leachella
47 M. manchuriana
C. mandibularis
H. princeps
A. florentinum
P
0.02
1 8FEHE N & (&52Z EHEF A bootstrap
1 000 NMERH B K 11E)
Fig. 1 N-J tree of 8 species (with confident values of

bootstrap 1 000 indicated above each branch)
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4 M. japonica

5 T M. maritima

9 M. egachile
9 M. leachdla

M. manchuriana
C. mandibularis
.
H. princeps
A. florentinum

3
5

0.02

B2 8HMEHAK MP#H (&5 EAIEF A bootstrap
1 000 NMERH B ZHKIE)
Fig.2 M-P tree of 8 species (with confident values of

bootstrap 1 000 indicated above each branch)

94 M. japonica
39 M. mariti'ma
100 T M. egachile
M. leachella
’_{ | M. manchuriana

C. mandibularis
A. florentinum
H. princeps

I 1 1 1 J
0.08 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.00
—
0.02

B3 8FEHNAM UPGMA # (&N X EHBFA
bootstrap 1 000 ™ {EIFEY B 450 1H)
Fig. 3 UPGMA tree of 8 species (with confident values

of bootstrap 1 000 indicated above each branch)

3w it

ARG iz FH TS HE S 4 38 51 9, X0 i g R
JUAS BRI B i B () 2R AR COT B2 R Be it 47
oL g5 R B R 5 NCBI | & 5t 1 2 £k ki ik COI
SN A A AR KW AR . e e 8 o 6] — Fp
W YA AR ) B A AT 22 5. g 8 R
COI JHFH], /55 A+T W EY &R 75.8%.
7R B A AT AR R R A PR B R AT & i
J2 TCHHME B W) SRR JE B — A5 0 B 21
SEMEH H R RSB RS A ) AT & & fe i 8 H
FE 8020 LA BN, W e B i REME AN I AT & &
FE T3 LA T R AT & & i ik 80265,
H% TR e 48 1) 7 502 26, A0 4 1) o7 R B0 58, Bl
R R R AR BT 3 S B8 2 A
B R AL, RS 5 2 07 S A B FE B IR S
B 6 e /0 R AR A A R L ST AR SR B 2
ﬁﬁz[l/lio

S A py AL HE B d TV + TS) 7E 0. 059 ~
0. 196 Z ], £F & % 2 e /NP H) 352 4% B B9 0. 002

AR E B0 B 2R R COT 2 R 36 & F Sk i 52 @
W B NF B RERE RFR . LG IR s 1%
P e B () — @ DN S ] Al ) 1 35842 B B8 0 /N L SR 2%
R FR A 5 [F) BN [ & 22 [ 1) a5t % B 2 fe K, 6 5%
SRR, MR Yt e 5 Y] 8 R ) 4 ROy
WAL FEES S 0. 082,11 5 K W2 i 1 | 15 0 L. 4% 1 4k
BB B4 1) 3545 5 B 43 5 Ry 0. 161.,0. 186 A1 0. 180,
W I M1 i 5 )t e T Y 4 AR ORZOC R I
TV/TS {H MR/ S 8L BB A AR KM R T L
VENMB R EG R RTIEN —NEESHY . N
/3G HEL TV /TS W LA L, TV/TS fe K Fl 2z
[ 35 12 85 g /0N, A0 R R ) i 6 R 1) o e 5 4L FL
W KA I W A B B 0% 55 D) 0 e 1) LA i 22 1]
1) TV/TS BN, R B AL B AR R R R .
R YR orHIT 45 JE s 5 KR ) I e A ) - e
DL 5 I 5 (92/71/94,N]/ MP/ UPGMA) &
Je oAk R 1R ) I e R U BE 1) I e A VR R 4
— i, db I PInt e L3 AT 100 1Y R B (100/99/
100,NJ/ MP/ UPGMA) 5 I+ 4 Fhig B 7E —id,
1G58 53 JEIN Ry KA it W g D) - 0 g o R D) e
W g Xanthosarus, BV M4 12 )k 88 R b 7
Yyt g 35 Jg BB V) ik e J& Entricharaea, ty 3 Ff
REW AT LA 1 MR )t 88 5 Y] i g i 4 A4S
BB T — A P 0t mT DLHE MR U)ot i S T D) e g
J& . AL G5y 2 AR B8 IR 1) K SR R e 5 ) e i
7] Ja D) W L SR 6 REE L 5 NI f UPGMA &
BN 25 R R — 8. AU FL M R A B e )
J R 0 T 4D AL e TR O B R B JE L 5 D b
6 MBI RS R IIE ., MAE MP B, K54 1
W 5 7 400 L e SR B — i L (HUJE: TR AN L I B S
AT 2 FhEEAE I PERIE S L2 S R R, L 2
Pl Y S5 2% 6 R i, i L NJ il UPGMA & &
WoRRE. BRI NJ.MP . UPGMA 3 i J5 ik &
SLIEEMAEE —E 25 N] fl UPGMA k&
B 2 LA 3 A% R g 2 1) 0 AR AR R Ak )
2 R GE A SR 200 Z 10 ) B s8R 44 oy Ak i g 3K A5
WA R, i NJ 5k 2 7 UPGMA Jr ik i ik
Bilt L o 25 45 16 30T e 9 A T e a8 — o B9 A b 3
FRBLRE 458 5 5 % 26 FR 03 1Y e A1) I SR AT
Saitou ZMS BF 98 2 B, NJ 3£ #1 ME ( minimum-
evolution) 3 #HE 37 1Y) 8 S8 A4 A L HoAth 7 15 2 1 &R 56
PERIPEZ . B8RRI MP S K R 43T
BRI B 25 4% ) 91 A B8 A6 st I AE — AN 4 T i
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53 o XF kLR COT FE R A ™ 14 Fn 43 By » & F 36 A
P9 BUE A AR 8 Pl 1) 3 4 6 R ITHf S T MR )
I 88 ) NI R 43 2 Ml A7 L AT G T AR ) I e g L AR oy 2K
HE A 250 SR

2 £ X #

(1] /AN IEZES R0 UL A M55 M 5 vl 1k 8 k w5 [T .
FEX W5 .2004,21(3):286-289

[2] SRl AR BN g DI S g s SE R Ui AR AT 0 [0, B B2 die
2007,50(12) :1247-1254

[3] SRl ARER4S. XUHEY) it e i s 85 ) 1 (T ). B 22 4, 2008,
51(11):1170-1176

(4] W Ah R, P Al . 4. RN Y0 g e b 2 V5 A 90 B
PARR R EAT )] B U244, 2010,53(9) 1 1015-1021

[5] Sheffield C S,Hebert P D N,Kevan P G,et al. DNA barcoding
a regional bee (Hymenoptera: Apoidea) fauna and its potential
for ecological studies[ J]. Molecular Ecology Resources,2009,9
(Suppl. 1):196-207

(6] AMSEAL, B2 Ay (2 4. B3 B o T An A iy i TR 4 e i () .
W) 2244 . 2002,27(4) :672-675

[7] Winnepenninckx B, Backeljau T, Dewachter R. Extraction of
high molecular weight DNA from mollusks [ J ]. Trends
Genetic,1993,9(12) .407

[8] Simon C, Frati F, Bechenbach A, et al. Evolution, weighting,

and phylogenetic utility of mitochondrial gene sequence and

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

compilation of conserved polymerase chain reaction primers
[J]. Annual of the Entomological Society of America,1994,87;
651-701

75 BURFLE 4 R B TR COT R AR LTS E
PR ALAT S D] P4 2 < B I i k%, 2007

Dowton M, Castro L R, Campbell S L, et al. Frequent
mitochondrial gene rearrangements at the hymenopteran nad3-
nad5 junction[]]. Journal of Molecular Evolution,2003,56(5) ;
517-526

RLIEMS . AL e H . 2 A0 =, 55, 5 F COI JF 3 1 35 38 ik i 11
Perna wiridis LR AL 15 Pk 20 BT Be H 3 2 R ) 19 R 58 56 R
TTLT ], Al 822402, 2009, 28(6) . 72-78

RN AR X BE ¥ B (Hymenoptera: Apidae) R L B 1Y
WIEBFELD]. AL nt o E AR R B . 2006

Leys R,Cooper J B,Schwarz M P. Molecular phylogeny of the
large carpenter bees, genus Xylocopa (Hymenoptera: Apidae)
DNA sequences [J].
Phylogenetics and Evolution,2000,17:407-418
INGR L SR IGEAE ) Al 4 e TR A3 A 26 COL B R 7 51 L A4y
BrI]. sk Al K 2 41 . 2009, 40(6) : 688-692

Hebert P D N, Cywinska A, Ball S L, et al. Biological
identifications through DNA barcodes [J]. Proceeding of the
Royal Society B:Biological Sciences,2003,270:313-321
BFE B S L] sh T, 1993, 14(2) . 186-
193

R IREE LY RR GBS @ E COT Al COT
R ¥4 R G A5 LT ). B Hu i, 2009,46(6) : 866-873

of the fitch-

based on mitochondrial Molecular

Saitou N, Imanishi T. Relative efficiencies

margoliash, maximum-parsimony, maximum-likelihood,

minimum-evolution, and  neighbor-joining  methods  of
phylogenetic tree construction in obtaining the correct tree[ J].
Molecular Biology and Evolution,1989,6(5):514-525

Beutel R G, Pohl H. Endopterygote systematics-where do we
stand and what is the goal ( Hexapoda, Arthropoda)? []].

Systematic Entomology,2006,31(2):202-219

FTAE A, ALk



