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Abstract: Dietary analysis of fish is an important part of fish biology and ecology as well as the basis of fishery resources deve-
lopment. In this study, the gastric DNA of Diaphus splendidus was extracted, and the mitochondrial cytochrome c oxidase sub-
unit I (COI) was amplified as a molecular marker. The food composition was identified by high-throughput sequencing. The
results show that a total of 34 species belonged to 5 phyla, 7 classes, 11 orders, 18 families and 29 genera. The diet of D. splen-
didus mainly included Ostracoda, Copepoda, Amphipoda, Fish, Jellyfish, Euphausiacea, Gastropod and Polychaeta. Ostracoda,

Copepoda and Amphipoda were the dominant groups in its food composition, which is basically consistent with the previous re-
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search based on traditional morphological identification, except for jellyfish that was identified only by this study. In conclusion,

DNA metabarcoding method is suitable for the food analysis of D. splendidus in the South China Sea, and has higher identifica-

tion potential than the food analysis based on morphology.

Keywords: Myctophidae; Diaphus splendidus; Dietary habits; Metabarcoding; Stomach content; South China Sea

KT JE RS T 2 TR (200~1 000 m) FY/N
ROk a2, T2 oA TRk REEIT ik, 2
R AR, HREEE R, 29528k
Wi h 2 A 65%Y . KT8 e iRt
A=) B [R]  SOBE T B SRR A Y (kb A 2K
Fr e, TEEEE YN RE R sh A b K55
HEMER,

SeHNELXT # (Diaphus splendidus) S J& Tk i
B EST AR, B EANTEENAMNZ — 8
R RO E Y A E R S BN A, T
AR 2R B FROC R B EEAT, IR
Tl . VPG R AEAPIR AN A S R G e B 24K
PP HAT, EANEET R A YERF AT B A SR T
D a ST N A SN N iR E SN = 115 S
PrAA " R pg AP L E N RHT B RS
TSR A RS RE , AN AR Vi A v v v S ) - 2
JEEKT £ (Benthosema pterotum)' | g AFIEIEE 1 45 5
BEXT ff (D. chrysorhynchus)!" | FCIGHE T f4
(D. watasei) ™55, CAVIR RN, MEAKNEHH
WEZDBEE . MBS, meds, gRirde, 2
K. BUESRETHIESIYCN F, WA DRk R
YR SILHE, RHMBR k2 AR ASF K
o HEYIEESL S BOREER R, BRIk
FREEARC R . AR B Y B S M D) S
EREEE, N TR T B ZHEE, R
PR N &Y, B TAERK,
X N R B AR RE S Bk,

TEICIE AR EEE DNA S A = 38 20 7
FR, EREAR T A EYE R — RS DNA,
fEHE G Pk T PCR Y1, X4 38 =it
18 1 0 5 A5 2 A AT RAE /2 22 B 9T (Operational
taxonomic units, OTU) FEATHFh &£, BAER
R REUE S S . AMREE LS, e
B PERFZE 00 0 ok d vz PO SEAE R, i
ACMWHTFMAIE BERAKE RN E
ZAEMEREGE Y, BREN T IR 2R S Iy A 2 BT
e R . R EHE &Y

Ao

FUR, 1 ARA iR B R BOR DT R T 7
TR PERIGE . ASBEFE IR IS HEXT £ S0
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KT JE t B PERIE ST AR AR A SE i

1 MREIE

1.1 HREE

SEMELT FAEA th op K =R 25 B ma VK =
WFERT “msE” SIHAMT 2020 4F 7 HEM
(110°22.603'E, 16°46.704'N—110°25.950'E,
16°44.952'N) AT H Z AEHEM RS, M EK
66.66m, HRTE 1240m, MW7 1537 GT, WizktKeE
1980 ¢t, FHLINE 1920 kW, RIPLIIZE 450 kwx2,
FRE SN E KRN 1350 m, fEHTEM (FRE
4 136. 10 mx50. 85 m, MR H R SF4 10 mm)
F 500 m KIEFATHEM 1 h, #i# ~3.1kn, REM
FER A E G T-20 C /A7, W IEBREET
—-80 °C TR*1F
1.2 HFanibiE

PR ifis )G, BEDLPREEIELT 1 8 BB, FHIE
YR Tt iR T K 5 AT AE YA E (B 1), B
an AR BOLER 10 & W0 fe b5 2 I/ GB/T
12763.6—2007 (HFFEPRAIE 26 6 #5r: WHEA
Y4 ) , FEAREERK . KRBT R R A
SEHELT fa L o B (A B IWE AT 58, ok
54 (0~44), BNz E, BNELEEYH
BRI EEN 172, BNEYRE AR ET
HIEN 172, BARHEYHEEREAEKMENE
YIre . HREIAKAR T 5 FIURAS . S se e
HELT 0 i 230 B 5 (G B RN A
FET DNA #2510,

A T BT B RS2 0, ARIEE SRR
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Fig. 1 D. splendidus of South China Sea and
its stomach contents
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Table 1 Sampling information of D. splendidus

litiErae) (L3N PR BERGREE
Sample No.  Bodylength/mm  Body mass/g  Feeding intensity

LK-1 58 2.88 1

LK-2 47 1.46 1

LK-3 56 2.89 2

LK-4 53 2.19 2

LK-5 54 2.35 1

LK-6 48 1.62 1

LK-7 47 1.69 1

LK-8 38 0.95 2

1.3 DNA RIS 18

i PR S A 28U N 4] DNA $2 U7 &
(At KAL) #i LU H 31T S DNA $2 .
DNA i B F0 5 £ HTRR I A o BE Tl &, &
K ek e, 4T PCR Y4,

WL DNA fifi fl 1 285@ F 51 %) FishF1 fl
FishR1% (% 2) XFLRLA AN 3 ¢ SAULEET 3L T
(COI) X417 PCRY 4, HBK/INA 655bp, 47
oK ZR N 25 uL: 1.1XPCR Mix 22 uL (R
), 1ERGIH (5 pmolL™) £ 1 uL, DNA #ifiz 1L,

IR . 98 °C WiAEME 2 min; 98 C ZEPE
10s, 55 C Bk 20s, 72 C ZEfH 125, L35 PME
R 72 °C 4§ 4 min, PCR F=¥)4: 1.5% EHHEE
JEEHLTRASHI , A0 G A S5 3% 2w

B &% DNA ffi Hi# H 5% mlCOlLintF Fl
jgHCO02198"%%7 (£ 2) Xf COI 3L & 48 X #4719
W, PR BRI 313 bp, PTG EKRR N
50 uL: 10xHigh Fidelity PCR buffer 5 pL, dNTPs
(10 mmol-L™") 2 uL, TaKaRa Tagq fif§ 0.2 uL, MgSO,
(25 mmol-L™") 4 uL, ddH,O 35.8 pL, % bar-
code MYIER G (5 pmol-L™') 4 1 uL, DNA £l
1pL, W THIYEIFmRERZ, B, Al
KIS A s R 7% PCR )7 )R] A sl AR 9
Wi, PCREFH: 95 C FALE 3 min; 16 FEVE
PEFR (95 °C 284 10s, 62 C Bk 30s, 72 °C Efif
1 min), BMERBIGRETRE 1 C; 25 @
R (95 C AEPE10s, 46 C iRk 30s, 72 °C ZEfH
1 min); 72 °C %E{f 4 min, PCR P=#piliit 2% Bl
BHEER VKA, 36 2 iR T b7 el iy o
DNA 25U PCR ¢ 84 2 {# F ddH,O 4B #:XF
MR, PR RIBA PR BRI T B 4501, RIASCE S
LD R Yiala o
1.4 #HELIE

HLA %8 ] BLAST 5 GenBank £#5 /% (ht-
tps://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi) #47HXT, #
W& 7 SRR =97% , JUITA S AT LSS S 31k
SRRy SR HEAT £

i34 Ilumina Miseq 2x300 bp Il FF£5 (Illu-
mina, JEE) MRMFEENUESE, KRG
LIF, HR4E PE reads Z M E SR, KR
PR PHEN T8, RIGHIERRZ T 59T X
IR AT B SRR, B X S FEAR R A T
g, RIS FEARNARTY . W Usearch
(11.0.667) ") FRAFXH G RUTF H142 B 97% (1P 5 HHA

®2 REN&INAMESYMELEERPCRSY

Table 2 PCR primers for species identification of muscle and stomach contents of D. splendidus

519 731 (5'—3") PIEPUST S S BURE 275 30k
Primer Sequence (5'—3") Annealing temperature/ “C Fragment length/bp Reference
FishF1 TCAACCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCAC
55 655 [25]
FishR1 TAGACTTCTGGGTGGCCAAAGAATCA
mlCOlintF GGWACWGGWTGAACWGTWTAYCCYCC
62~46 313 [26-27]

jgHCO2198 TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAARAAYCA
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JEHFTRIAGE] OTU, #E$E: OTU RE/FFHIEH
BLAST 5 NCBI NT (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/)
R PR LT A TR BT TR, e LR 4
I E ORI . 250 R P IAHLLEE (per. identity) =
97% , WA N 258 BRI K- 5 2506 2 )7 SRR
90%~97%, JUJTA Sy %5 B S /KPR A%
PRI A AR S 26 . it OTU 43 #r el 45
B YA Z R RN R AP AT 3 (Relat-
ive abundance, BEIHAYF A 738 ST 5150

2 #ER

2.1 SHAEMAEFE

WUAREA R > TR LR R, BRT LK-3 5h
HAFAGERFE SR8, WESIES @
(LK-3 P AL <97% , ALEE BINELT fi s, A5
EIALIE)

B S YRASSRIHK 2R 313 bp HIJTF1 138414
7, BIBRSEIEAT R H B9 . RIOPEFHILL K
R P I G, L3R5 14 533 K)F5]. %R
97% MIBITER K IG153 34 4 OTU REFH, 11
RG] 34 FHRHEY) (R 3), BT 5117 H
11 H 18 B 29 &, HAA 79.41% H) OTU &%
Tk
22 BEWAM

MREEIE LT 015 & YA 25 s (18] 2),
MR iR (79.12%), HREHTH
(11.28%), HARAHN LT FKH 4 4.03% ., KIE
94 2.66% . FREEN.ZN 1.94% . M2 0.81% . £E
940.16%, MR REGERE , fREETNNEY
MERZ, 11 F, WML Qg N
780, B AFIE R 3 B, KR 2 B, £
T 1H

WIEYIF S R F o s (R 3), HEZERT
ALY FRE S B MR R 5L (Halocypris inflata) |
2 oy J@ AN B A (Vibilia armata), &35S lEAT
e PR E A R 91.1% . MR RECE: 157
Mr, 28, BRI PR lE ST i Z R E YA
B, AT 11 7 M7 BN R 82.35%
IAMAKTI S 3 3L Clio pyramidata. Dia-
cria major FIGEEIR; 2 FUKEEZE . T KER
(Rhopalonema sp.) 1 Botrynema sp.; 1 FhBEEFE.
L% SEWEEE (Thysanopoda aequalis); 1 Fp1 22,
LELCAE ST A R (Calcinus morgani); 1 M2 B,

w25 HUE (Phyllodoce sp. 11BIOAK-1631),
3 e

3.1 SEEATEMNRYEMFHE

PR PR B HEARE, BB HEm Ak
g . AR ILAEE W 34 FVIHEAEY), SR T
9 KEHE. MACHELT i RSB Ar, 17
HEcohp e LR aEXT%, giEed. ME
ORI, D RS, 7 A, HA
I 1Y 50%; ke AR B 4 XL
PR, 14 B, FPELY 41.2%, 3R EHISE™ F
MRS S22 E R & S AEXT fa g vEnT, [FIAE
RIS PR e s G de e, Hirp
BB ERZ, SRR 68.38%;
DR LG A 37 it HH 52 sl ) 2 E T €0 i T 8 £ 1Y) F2 284
BXER, WA, ONEYIZERERE , RrFh2REL
&z, 11 R, 5 EEEERR 32.35%, I,
RS HE Tt B R YA N, RIEEREH
U R AR, ST R A E N aZR M
oI Rk Y NSEREAT i &) 7 51 F
8T, [RREE R R e s e o i ey, o
Fe A F 1 95.5%, b PRI IR T 4 LS B
(77.71%), HUZEZ fi @Y (9.83%) Ik H
(3.56%), 4RI T EN LAY R
PIHR A W), Clarke 550 fifi FH 72 4 i 4 R Xt
4 AT B AT ) BRI R Bs, W5
VR W S F 50 i REREAE W1 P 51 1 90% LA
b, RIHEI F eSS IR sh R ST A Y R
KR

IKEE RIS RS T ) — 2S5 WA, e
KIGE) 25040 o AW SR ELT £ 1 S bl
HHEFIKBEJE A Botrynema sp . WiFh KB, [AFE,
Clarke 250 I F 72 S ARAE 5 BERRKT £ (Gym-
noscopelus opisthopterus) 1H & PRz H KBk
SRIM, LATERY B p 4 ip > SR e ok BE
XY, TTRER A K B: S LA AT A5 25 570N
FLIH AR B e LA, R e 22w sl U1 DA A mp
PEAZEG ., BIANFE AR S ELT f00 i B A e A R
TWERNBEERES, MURABS¥ T REE
(K 1) MR ST E AR S22 R, AT
HE R . BN DNA DLUR R E Z 95
B I RIS AR T VE M G 2R S
JrkeREAEN T H, s TS ar gt
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Table 3 Stomach contents of D. splendidus

] TR ) AHXFFEEEH 4L Hey ARt
Class Prey species Percentage of abundance/% Rank Biome
H 5240 Hexanauplia J 2L 5K F Pleuromamma gracilis 0.10 20 RS
B2 7K % Pleuromamma xiphias 0.47 8 S
27 557K % Pleuromamma abdominalis 0.07 24 S
LMK MK F Metridia venusta 0.13 14 et
B WK 2 Undinula vulgaris 0.28 17 B
WAl % & Undeuchaeta sp. 0.41 11 -y
% i@ Conchoderma sp. 9.83 2 e S
I H 4K Ostracoda K AUPE Paraconchoecia oblonga 0.09 22 B
FEFHIE 5 Paraconchoecia echinata 0.44 10 7S
iV Halocypris inflata 77.70 1 B
W ¥ & Halocypris sp. USNM 1Z 1448950 0.06 27 NIE2%K
W5 & Discoconchoecia sp. S8-D6 0.67 6 MLk
JH | L2 Orthoconchoecia secernenda 0.11 19 s
JEH 2% Porroecia spinirostris 0.04 30 Hel7ZZS
X F 28 Malacostraca A% AR Thysanopoda aequalis 0.40 12 TS
REEHF Vibilia armata 3.56 3 o A2 2
LL[CIE5EAFJa# Calcinus morgani 0.07 24 RVEES
iREE T ZM Actinopteri AR 7RO Argyropelecus hemigymnus 0.03 31 S
KARFE 0 Argyropelecus affinis 0.07 24 2
G M Cyclothone braueri 0.10 20 2
KPGHAEDE Gonostoma atlanticum 0.36 13 RS
B4R Woodsia sp. 0.03 32 BN
MG M [ Melanostomias tentaculatus 0.06 27 fh2k
HEXT ff1 )& Diaphus sp. 0.12 18 h
B FCHEAT f1 Diaphus luetkeni 0.08 23 fh2
NEMGUTAT €6 Bolinichthys pyrsobolus 0.05 29 02
JaILf4 Opisthoproctus soleatus 0.45 9 2L
AN Winteria telescopa 0.59 7 EES
K344 Hydrozoa T 7K ELE Rhopalonema sp. 0.23 15 KBRS
Botrynema sp. 2.43 4 PIEES
J1§ /£ 24X Gastropoda Clio pyramidata 0.78 5 Tk
Diacria major 0.01 34 Bk
AR Cavolinia gibbosa 0.02 33 Bk
%2 FE 4 Polychaeta -2 #J& Phyllodoce sp. 11BIOAK-1631 0.16 16 ZEBE

WA, AR SR APES ATkt miite AL ERGEI R R YR AR . B
BT A EVEA R BIPI T TR (e 4), SRR R MISTIRRITIE, BN 5 RISERIHEEIT M



533

WRibe 45 ST R BRI R i SE MEAT e 2 A 27

11.28%

79.12%

B /JE B4 Ostracoda
O /K¥E2N Hydrozoa
B % E4 Polychaeta

m H5E4 Hexanauplia
O #REE V2N Actinopteri

1.94%
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Fig.2 Relative abundance proportion of stomach contents for D. splendidus (class level)
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Table 4 Stomach contents of different Myctophidae fishes from South China Sea

GRS

Biome

SEHEAT i1 (AT
D. splendidus (this study)

G B HEXT R 0
D. chrysorhynchus

FORRHEST 1)

D. watasei

R f T

Ceratoscopelus warmingii

42 Ostrac oda N
eI Copepoda

¥t /£ 2¢ Amphipoda
25 Fish

WEIFZ Euphausiacea
8 22 Gastropod

+ 2 Decapoda

£ P2 Polychaeta
JKBEZE Jellyfish
HUFZE Lucifer

% 2% Sopoda
B2 Chaetognatha
3k F2 2% Cephalopoda

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

v v v

B e N
2. 2 2 2
2. 2 2 2 2

R

M EEEYIRIE . 5ok, MNP R 28
HRAE, WIS RERRR, AR H
34 FPERLA:Y), SR EHISEDY Mo 117 iR
) A AR S BIFP BRI HEARISS), T REDR
HUF: 1) AR/ (7 8 vs 50 B);
2) AW FT A IE KT A0 A R B T 1~2 )],
B oY RERRRE, mIREH S U8 b 4 SE
T A0 PR 5 B R A (3~4 Dt 72%) . FEER
J B2 5 AR AR AE RN RI IS, S A
AW SEZHEMARGE, B UL aRE RN 2] 5
ZRYEREY) . R, BT RN MRS, K
B, FEVWARR, HE5RWTREfAEER

3.2 IERE YT

I PERRAE 52 2 A W R S A3 A (1)
M, TR VE N SEHE KT A R YRR, H
PR AN o A X S HE AT B S M 5
B, 2B HEDY X RV TR s R G A5 )
SRR BN, BRI, mEds. B, K
BESEh FEA YR, Ao A B 1 52 E LT
) EE YIRS R AR 8 1A, ST%
AW ENEREEZTEEIE, AR
T 300~700 m 7K )z, R L UJE S 200 m LAVR T
) SRS R S ) A B DA O
s EA VRN EES)ZNE, ZALZHE
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WA FLER S 0 S 8UF I sh W AE K2 h oy AN
(A5 A= 1 () R R = B VR B 7K R A B4 it 2>
Bl 0~200 m KJZAWFE R FE, 600~750 m
KIZEAEZ o FIEHEWT, i bR Y 2
KT A0 B T HAE R B RN 2 —

33 EEEBEANTRE

TR FARAE 0 S B A FE T I 0 R R R ek
Iz, ARBARE — SR AR M . Tk X
srfadi A BF I EARARIE . PCR 334 f a4 55,
AT e T 8 — S AR B W S Ok e e
X, FEAREY WAL R B e

A FE AR AT P B v S REAT £8 [ B P 51
88.33%, WY A & 54 L GIAR XE ) 2 B4k
JR, HED E B S NEAT M0 [ B DNA BT, 1S
HEITAHU K FEZRIEHEER AR, ET A S
DNA T3 EZORIE T B Wb, fE52HUE &9
DNA B} —IF 4RI K, J54 PCR ¥ HEARWIHUK .
KPS RMAMFEZ AT AT AVRES, WK
HEAT f&—FP LA IXIAR I R B 2, e R
/R ESHERZED . &g PN R LS
TEE-ERIRIT AN EA AL E S Yh R
[FI2ER0%, DR LA S E LT (o R Rl 2 el A 7E A &
50, MNI7E B &9 kil 2 [F 21 DNA, [R12E
FERE R (AN TRI S0 B IR B o L R R3S
85) FEORIE T SENEAT Fps B K AR, X BB
A REZESEHEXT f b e FE Ay 21 15 P, AT Bl 44
k. BT, b T EBRA ST TIE, &EER
W R TSERPASR b & BRI AR S5 1151
BRC, SRR i e T BELT S 4 LABH 1
H B3PI 15078,

R E EYEAE SR AR IR AR, h
TR S 525 R A, 78 PCR 471
H, HY ORI, AR S R RRAR AT R
SN RERORAR A AR RIER , B PCR 32 2]
T A W SRR B R K PO R,
PEREEIEMT Y . WM SE g A DL P R, X
PRI A R AR KAE R

AR AR, [UERFIHZ T
AR FEHEAT AL BRI AR ST, TEAR Y
5T HeRE S AR AS B 140 BT AN R is) 25 0 A kT8 i
BV RRIERIE . AT 4GS 2 A 72 SIS H AR A
RO HTIAR T H, SRl T RIS

&
PRSI T, JUHGEXE LRI S S iy 2R |
PERIFE
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