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Population genetic analysis and genetic kinship investigation of

domestic sea cucumber (Apostichopus japonicus)

Han Ji Sung

Department of Fisheries Biology, The graduate School,
Pukyong National University

Abstract

Marine biological resources are economic resources as an important component of natural
ecosystems. In addition, The genetic diversity of living things creates various values in the
ecosystem. Marine biological resources are managed worldwide for diversity management and
conservation. In 1992, the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) was signed and has the right
to biological resources. Recently, although the Access to genetic resources and Benefit-Sharing
(ABS) agreement was signed, most of the studies related to the ecological characteristics, habitat,
and seed production of marine organisms are conducted, and there are few studies for population
structure and characteristics and kinship analysis. In this study, genetic diversity and population
structure analysis, and kinship analysis were conducted on sea cucumbers. Genetic diversity and
population structure analysis were performed using the developed 13 Microsatellite marker for sea
cucumber. As a result of analyzing the genetic diversity of sea cucumbers by region in Korea,
the average number of alleles was highest in KJ(13.92). The observed heterozygosity(Ho) was
highest in YY(0.660). The Fs was the lowest in the YY(0.104) and the highest in the KS(0.231).
The high inbreeding coefficients are likely to genetic decline and rapid change in the genetic
characteristics. In the genetic distance analysis, YY was found to be relatively far from GJ(0.101)

and KJ(0.099). The Fst was 0.006 to 0.034 in all groups, which is within the low level (0.000 to

vii



0.050) suggested by Wright (1978). In the STRUCTURE analysis, It was divided into the YY and
other groups(KJ, GJ, WD, DH, KS). This result was similar to that of genetic distance and PCoA.
PIC and Exclusion power were calculated using the genotyping results of 943 sea cucumbers. The
Power of discrimination was 6.886X107°, the Power of exclusion was 3.468X107%, and the Power

of sibling discrimination was 5.21X10%. And we calculated false-positive and false-negative error

rates. In the parent/child, the relationship could be identified in likelihood ratio ‘1. In sibling

relationships, the relationship could be identified in likelihood ratio of ‘10°. Taken together, this

study can be used as basic data on releasing effect and genetic management for conservation by
confirming the genetic diversity, current status, and genetic structure of sea cucumbers designated

as endangered by IUCN.
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2014), $YutdlEs =718 2K Apostichopus  japonicus)S  E3FEe] &8 4H(Stichopus

japonicus), 7VA1Z3NxH(Protankyra  bidentata), 7W3lAH(Holothuria manacaria), 33]%+

=
s
o
£

(Paracaudina chilensis), 7Z}334H(Eupentacha chronhjelmi % 29%°] 423}
(Lee et al, 1999) A4k, &siak, Ssiate] BALS EoA FES= °|F2E BF =
718 ol ti (G471 A s BEA 4, 2004). s 0] 8~10° ColAl A& o] m=1

Hol|&go] AT Hz 2oy 17-18°C oldolA= ol

]

5= AL, 25° C °
1 Fed S EF5S 93 SFAGIR, aestivation)olZhs AE ] 54 S Zt=tHLee
et al, 1999; Park et al, 2006). At&k A2 +29= 13~16TC oW 18~22TC oA At
7ol FTEIT. AFF BHEste, AdeA FA F2 & 1dA 5.9cm(15.5g), 29
13.3cm(122.5g), 31 17.6cm(307.0g), 12]3L 4d<) 20.8cm(472.50)2] =719} FAl =&k
T RaE v JoE2r1 €A sdE 84l 2004). =3 AlF 2~3g9] o4 SN F
2 RRA AR 5 Adolsta AR wet xR fUlE, ddEE 2 AR,
dAEFEe 74, TllHAA de= A7 A TS Aol AEAE FAT, FE€7,

Zaj7], Buizle] =7 FAEA Lk, 27], T, $7] FAVIE AA AAREE o7t
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Sj(DH) 2307KA), 2 A KS) 937§A ol thek F 9547HA(6 1H)E 43t tH(Table 1,
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Table 1 Details of Apostichopus japonicus samples examined in this study.

Sampling site Abbreviation Sample size Date sampled
Yangyang pA 220 2020
Kyongiju KJ 181 2020
Geoje GJ 75 2020
Wando WD 155 2020
Donghae DH 230 2020
Koseong KS 93 2020




Fig. 1. Map showing locations and abbreviated names for Seven Apostichopus

japonicus samples in Korea. (For population abbreviations see Table 1)
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2.2. Microsatellite DNA markerE o]&

£
o
i
Jo
R
1ok
)
ML
1

2.2.1 Genomic DNA extraction
DNA F% AJ¢Fe] 749, EZN.A. mollusc DNA kit (Omega, USA) T+ Genomic

DNA Extraction Kit (Promega, USA)E ©]-&3t3 T High quality DNAE FZ317] <3l A

(il

8 T AHY 2249 o 1 cm® W2 dodstn B 33 2F5E A8 F Proteinase
K (20mg/mD$} lysis bufferdl]l Z2S 60° CAlAl 4AIZF o] &3] =0l OMEGA ARe]
E.ZN.A mollusc kit F= Wwd wet F=3Ath. 53 DNAE Spectrophotometer

(Nano-400A)S ©]&-3ls] QC(Quality control) &13}%3th.

2.2.2 Microsatellite multiplex PCR set
Microsatellite multiplex PCR set< 7] 7I&= &l 42 134 multiplex PCR set K
£ o] &332 ™ Applied BiosystemsAte] DS-33 Matrix Standard Set(FAM, NED, VIC, PET)

o) 33Ed

odh

ftlo

F A% Microsatellite =% 8 Primers o] 8393 s 33 E2 AR
2 7} wbAo| ok repeat motif, sequence H X+ 3E 20| YEMH AT PCR =712 Pre-
Denaturation step& 95C 10min, 1% step(5eycle)e] 79~ 94C 60sec, 59C 60sec, 72°C
60sec, 2™ step(5eycle)e] 79 94T 60sec, 58°C 60sec, 72C 60sec, 3™ step(25cycle)e] 7

% 94°C 60sec, 57C 60sec, 72°C 60sec, Final step< 65C 10min & 4C o R A3t

11



Table 2. Information of Apostichopus japonicus microsatellite multiplex set primers

Dye Locus Repeat Motif Size range (bp)

AJ19640 (CAG)s 100-160

FAM
AH132 CA 240—-380
AHO76 GA 100-170

VIC
Contig21099 (AG)11 230—250
AJ17 (CTGT)1» 130—-230

NED
C70 CT 230—330
PET AJ91732 (AT)e 200—-300
FAM HG 26l (AT)q3 100-150
HC416 (CA)12 250—310

VIC
4502 (AG)10GTG(GA) 2 120—220
ACaj052 ET 260—360

NED
Contig36873 (TG)1o 210—-230
PET DKO7S (AT)10 260—280




2.2.3 A% Holg &4
= U 34k 95470A19] Microsatellite multiplex PCRE 93] TaKaRa PCR Thermal
Cycler Dice Gradient #HlE o]&3sle FAAE FFH3ta, 3o 25¥H PCR 4=&
30X dilution A1 &, Z=ZAFE lule} Standard size standard GeneScan LIZ 500(Applied

Biosystems, USA)%! Hi-Di Formaide (AppliedBiosystems, USA) &@F&ES 1.9% 3|43l

F EAS A% ARE 4SS 72 AR B BEYol

—_

95C ol A 5EZF |MAAIR

T3 A7 DA 7] AB3730XL(Applied Biosystems, USA)& Ab&3ste] A7|EE &
FEHEE 3tal doleE A4tstgth. A4kel Raw datai= GeneMapper version 4.0(Applied

Biosystems, USA) #4 2 728-& o] &3} Labeling ¥ allele scoring 43} th.

224 FRA gF8 A 4
148 gFd B4 2 54 849 A5 4 732 #Afdocus)ol Ak g
A= dlx(allele frequency), ©+&8 A% B X]<=(PIC; Polymorphic Information Content), &=

% 2 71t x] o] ¥ A TAE(Ho, He) Cervus 3.07 software (Marshall et al, 1998)& %

HEFd2 & BA = allelic richness(th B+ &)<k gene diversity(d 2 o FA),

Fs(Z 2 A 7S 7313 ). Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (HWE)O thgt -4 752 adjusted
p #t<¢l Bonferroni correctiong 2 £ 3= 3lgch (Table 3) ZF g &-1=k2 AA|

MES 70 245 B then e 4oz tehd % 9tk
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A N FA42 Piol] i3 xFx= B4 Varp)e o83t 78 4 A

o] ¥ &\ (Heterozygosity)= 4 & ol Yelvte 33 R tid-F %kl

e

Aoty I T HdolA dA=

¢

g ol B g HAEE =Asr] 93 7R3
HEH= ol HEAY Bd W=l o]PH A HS A (observed heterozygosity) ¥ o
T4 A HIEE ol&st FYolA FABst= o) F A A 7] o x| (expected heterozygosity)

2 FEIGWNei ¢ Roychoudhury, 1974). ol= ng #A=H HE

b

g dyaad )

E dgFaa vega & o, o]FF A E&0bs-H) = (]FHIA &= e 4

4
o

o7 FA3H. ol 54 wrol tiste] oA 1 mizol i yEehd ol F AL NA
ol Hl&< YehW I g2 0~1AFle] ge YEith olF A& ol F55 v
ol ggAdol A mrie F8Ael =0l B & F Ut olFFHIAE S t= 2ol &

BEL=Y

Hetz : 7]t ©]@HE (expacted heterozygosity)

Pi = i g §AAZREe 248 NE @
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k=1 k

k
FIC value-l-(EPF -3 Y orp

i=1 t=1j=t+1
k R RAA &
Pi Pj: 1 WA} j WAle] gfaate] ME

PIC: ©}&g A A X & (polymorphism information content)

ooFA A H1EHPIC, Polymorphism information content)2 H-EZXE] zpdo] A

.

e HYRAAE A3 FEs) 0 5 U HBoly ot vl WA FHUAT

o

o]

d]
ol

op

shel B, 24 B

Wl
ot

AU

= AR 7|4 wAY tgd BEFo|d JHAAE

d
¢

o) ZWoA KBS u Theby o

—i

gtal & 5 Ak mEpA kA AFelM e Bdd A

e

rlo
5

Fo AR HE2A &85 F83 markers AE V|FOoE ALEE 4 Utk
slt)-¢}eln) 1 9 g (Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium)-& oS3 o] AH& 4 9ot
T e HEFAA A, aZ7F o] Folx FHAFS] A4 Aad 1 AF S VAL U=
EroAAd Ug ¢ e A2 fFAAES AA Aa, aa o] I7REZ 44 1:2: 19 &
g B E 7Rt o7)o] JHe MdE =St R oA dgfAdA AY RIS
p, ad] HIEE g} 7F88RS W, &A F JHY Y FAAR o] R FHA FHolH
Zp+q-=1coge 5o AgatA "tk olnf AAY FAAF S AUE A& p’Y

HE=E

N

A Zoja Aael FAAFE AYe AL 2 2pqel HEE AT Zo7]

o] A AR W= p?+ 2pq / 27} "o
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p E At @

p* + pq = p(p+qQ)

kA AE A A

A Al A A o

=1).

THp+q

bol g Aka el Aol

o} Jlgul=she]

ol

714 (Chi-square)

3

%3

il

Aoz HAeko] A7)

e &

i
M

—

i

o)
ol

1

ND
w_}L

Fs(Inbreeding coefficient

E
=

Zpol7t HEER

Akt f77

)

olJ

el A 74 A

Sobxit,

o] & & g = (heterozygosity) Zt ]

12 o olyel A3}, ZuoFAl(inbreeding depression) 5] oy

3]

Ago=z W

[e)

2 dFoAHs AEA o

w2 A

T4 2 4-21(Spielman et al, 2004)

(Hughes et al, 2008).
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Table 3. Genetic Diversity Analysis Tool

__I.I.

HI

4 UE

i

Cervus 3.07
(Marshall et al., 1998)

FSTAT ver2.93
(Goudet, 1995)

POPGENE

GenAlEx 6.501

POPTREE

Structure 2.3.4
(Pritchard et al., 2000)

Allele frequency, Allele No, observed heterozygosity, expected

heterozygosity, PIC(Polymorphic Information Content), Hardy—

Weinberg equilibrium (HWE)

Allelic richness, Gene Diversity, FIS

Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE), Genetic Distance, UPGMA

PCoA(Principal Coordinates Analysis)

Fst(Latter 1972), Genetic Distance(Nei et a/, 1983)

Analysis of genetic population structure
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225 f A% AUTE E4

,4
e
oL
Jo

A A=A E3l= (genetic differentiation, FST):= Genepop 3.4 softwareE

o]-8-3}m (Raymond and Rousset, 1995) %2 A&l(Nei's Genetic distance) & %
AIE matrixE ==3t%=5 3t UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method with arithmetic
mean(Sneath and Sokal 1973), Bootstrap tests(Felsenstein, 1985)2] 749~ POPTREEE o] &
st 414 AgE 1PoR Yehlo] E4sm PCoA ¥4 45 GenAlEx (Ver.6.501)
< ol g3ty =3 44S FH3Mclustering 2 FA1F AYE =S o] F A
o] FAAEE vlwsta o] F AE 3t AgE FAI

FAA Fx B4 9@ Fd ¥ distribution analysis &) e FH7 ddEE
STRUCTURE software (Pritchard et al, 200002 o] &3ttt 2 H4e] mEE FH37]
9& ‘model-based clustering method’ E#~EH7|HS o] &3l F&E 7153 Ho &+
K= F437] QdsiA K& FH4 15H 67kA AAstar, 2F gtol g Hv FAA
PriX [ K)o} & aLE Al4kste] diolH 335171 A A& ol 314< burn-in 50003,
A BFFAEE 9% burn-in & AlEd ol 32l MCMC(Markov Chain Monte Carlo)
HHE 4= 50,0008 & 83t A4t" A& STRUCTURE HARVESTER(Earl and von-
Holdt, 2012)& AR&ste] AK & A8 2 HZA o K@< ZAAsdtt. =58 HHY K#t
of thdk cluster® #34d #YUY=E A4kstal CLUMMP(Jakobsson and Rosengerg, 2007)E
olg3 33 wHE3sl 32 clustero] didk e A EXE DISTRUCT(Rosenberg,

2000)E o]&3t] =43ttt
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m. 2 =

3.1. Microsatellite u}AHE o] &3 FGFAstE E4

3.11 f3AA8 £4 (Genotype analysis)

99% l¥tEol So3d

rr
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312 #43 ¥4 £4

st FJ 9547MAle g A s TN, dEFAAHA), B ig-S-31A44+Ar
allelic richness), ©]& % H&-¥=X(Ho; observed heterozygosity), ©]&3H&3=X(He; expected
heterozygosity), th& 47 BASPIC; polymorphism information contents), s}t]-<elu|=2a HY
Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests 2} o]ol] tha+ 24 #15(Bonferroni correction (D)NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant
at the 0.1% level, ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), 22 t+F4(Gene diversity) 5
A W] iR Ayb= o o] ol yEb I tH(Table 4~10).

DNA% ®BHEE = A7IAE Slgdd g HolE gldte ddFda Fv SF
YY)R A A 6~237N2 F+ 12547, AF-KD+= 7-25702 HF+ 13.9271, AA(G)H= 6~1871
Z H+ 106971, $=(WD)= 6~24712 H+ 13.007], =3i(DH)= 8~227 2 H+ 12.697), AL
BEKSE 720712 H+t 11.85717F A= em AAH o2 w& gS Ueigloy 147
ARG A= AR ool tigk AR HlwE e ghs YEhdTh

Zy mpA o tig ALl Hatol] whE g H-FAA 4= BA X|(allele richness)E 2§

ol

tel B3 A FFYVIDANA 6~22.847N 2 HH 124970, FAFKD)+= 7246471 =

Ht 13.9270, AAGH= 5.92~17.937/0 2 B+ 10.557), S=(WD)= 6~23. 7270 = 4 12.837,
F3l(DH)+ 5.99~21.9871 = H+ 12.627], 24 KS)-2 7.87~19.7271 = H+ 11.68717} 4H=EF] o

w4 = Aol fFAFSHA YERS T

ok

& 7WAIe] LociolA 5+ 7Hel did#FdA7E A= 24 yetys Hleol o

A% 7@kl ol Z A&7 hA(He)= FHYVHTANA H 0.735, AF-K)D= H

o,

0.750, AA(GH+= Bt 0.733, S=(WD)= H+t 0.733, F3l(DH+= B+t 0.741, 113KS)-E

o 075602 e A w2 @<= UEhlAT. & WA Lociol A F 7He thd
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FAATE AZ2 g2A YEtds HlEol ek A4 #53d oldATA R SAHo=

FFYVHGANA B 0.660, AF-KD= He 0621, AAGH= H+ 0.600, $=(WD)=

Hit 0.567, FDOH+= Bt 0.576, LAFKS)E Bt 057602 B F ool A o FHFA

7| A9} AFH FY zolE HAJG & dem ol X wvi(nbreeding), <19 A<l

wHj(non-random mating) @ €W =(Wahlund) &3, EAF o] g £4 5 o7}
A AJE s B 5 Atk f33 G @AARAFCPIOE FEFYVDHGANA Bt

0.7032, 74K+ B+ 0.7252, AA(G)= H++ 0.7002, =(WD)= B+ 0.7075, F(OH=
Hat 0.7128, AHKS)2 Hit 0.72542 =& F oA =2 #S YeE AT

A PP Aeol 3 HWEp(St] 2kl 1) B #%k-2 adjusted p %t ¢l Bonferroni
corrections & 83t om FFF oA HA 00717 ~ AAFHDTANA Hd 0.16430.=
2E S FEdAE FAFCE FYskA g2 Ae=E YEF S (p>0.05). LH v o

28 gueld ARHos 2z nA fg4AA ARE 29 fo7 Hol7} 9

rr

Aoz 81l A e p<0.05).

O

AT W HAH WSS & 5 UE TaARERE FFP T AN Ha 0104, nAHD

ol A ihfﬂ 0.2312 I FS A

E
£
=
1
M
i)
2
)
s
v
b
i
rlo
rulg
w
=
3
)
o

I

FHAES AT yrA HAe] A9 FAHoE 2dAT dHE 43 g4 5 5H0

WU 7] Al = 4 Slth
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Table 4. Summary of genetic diversity indices in six populations of Apostichopus japonicus

Microsatellite locus

Population
P 4S0 ACajo5 AHO7 AH13 AJ1 AJ1964 AJ9173 c7 Contig2109 Contig3687 DKO7 HC41 HG26 Mean
A 12 23 9 15 16 6 13 12 10 7 11 15 14 12.54
Ar 11.91 22.84 8.90 15.00 16.00 6.00 13.00 11.96 9.93 7.00 10.94 15.00 13.85 12.49
vy Ho 0.859 0.811 0.593 0.886 0.633 0.620 0.736 0.560 0.468 0.709 0472 0.810 0.421 0.660
(N=220) He 0.795 0.883 0.592 0.861 0.861 0.630 0734 0.801 0.563 0.812 0.645 0.865 0.509 0.735
Fis 0.080 0.082 0.001 0.029 0.265 0.016 0.002 0302 0.169 0.127 0.268 0.065 0.174 0.104
p 0.000 ***  0.000 ** 0271 0000 ** 0000 **  0.646 0.000 ***  0.000 ***  0.000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 ***  0.000 ***  0.015 * -
A 12.00 25.00 11.00 16.00 18.00 9.00 12.00 12.00 8.00 7.00 12.00 16.00 23.00 13.92
Ar 11.714 24.643 10.759 15.695 18.000 8.646 11.885 11.970 7.979 7.000 11.770 15.868 22.081 13.693
K) Ho 0.750 0.847 0.705 0.740 0.462 0.670 0.569 0.764 0.178 0.636 0.429 0.834 0.492 0.621
(N=181) He 0.790 0917 0.676 0.825 0.905 0.645 0.816 0.835 0.291 0.803 0.682 0.892 0.671 0.750
Fis 0.051 0.076 0.043 0.104 0.491 -0.039 0303 0.086 0.389 0.208 0372 0.065 0.268 0.179
p 0.488 0.442 0728 0000 *** 0000 ** 0309 0.000 *** 0016 0.000 *** 0.001 ** 0.000 *** 0010  0.000 *** -
A 8.00 18.00 9.00 12.00 15.00 6.00 10.00 13.00 7.00 7.00 8.00 15.00 11.00 10.69
Ar 7912 17.935 8.707 11.880 15.000 5.926 9787 12.786 6.747 6.997 7.930 14.926 10.613 10.550
GJ Ho 0.781 0732 0.662 0.865 0.433 0.708 0.444 0.689 0.233 0.437 0375 0.833 0.608 0.600
(N=75) He 0722 0915 0.641 0.816 0.904 0.647 0.817 0.843 0.295 0.739 0.736 0.856 0597 0.733
Fis 0.083 0.200 0.033 0.060 0523 0.096 0.457 0.184 0211 0411 0.493 0.026 0.018 0.170
p 0.072 0.004 ** 0532 0242 0000 ** 0555 0.000 ***  0.002 ** 0.151 0.000 *** 0.000 ***  0.101 0.479 -

22



Table 4—1. (Continued)
Microsatellite locus
Population

450 ACaj05 AHO7 AH13 AJ1 AJ1964 AJ9173 c7 Contig2109 Contig3687 DKO7 HC41 HG26 Mean
A 10.00 24.00 10.00 15.00 19.00 6.00 14.00 15.00 6.00 7.00 10.00 14.00 19.00 13.00
Ar 9.851 23.721 9.753 14780  19.000 5.990 13.536 14.755 6.000 7.000 9.964 13.998 18.501 12.835
WD Ho 0.642 0538 0619 0.830 0.504 0592 0.444 0.708 0.149 0.569 0.451 0.813 0510 0.567
(N=155) He 0.747 0.921 0.621 0.824 0910 0.594 0.787 0.856 0.236 0.812 0.668 0.903 0.652 0733
Fis 0.141 0417 0.002 0.008 0.448 0.004 0.437 0.173 0.369 0300 0326 0.101 0218 0.225

p  0001*  0000** 0716 0665  0.000**  0041* 0000 ** 0,000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 0000 ***  0.000 *** -
A 11.00 22.00 9.00 13.00 18.00 6.00 12,00 13.00 9.00 8.00 10.00 18.00 16.00 12.69
Ar 10.855 21.981 8.860 12994 18.000 5.999 11.930 12.920 8.961 7.934 10.000 17.854 15.803 12.622
DH Ho 0732 0.607 0.583 0.809 0.458 0.659 0.478 0.754 0.177 0.529 0.408 0.782 0518 0.576
(N=230) He 0.766 0.921 0.597 0815 0.904 0.646 0.801 0.854 0353 0.774 0.684 0.900 0619 0.741
Fis 0.043 0341 0.023 0.008 0.494 0.021 0.404 0117 0.498 0317 0.404 0.131 0.164 0.225

p 0.149 0000 ** 0747 0908  0.000** 0240 0.000 *** 0,000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 ***  0.001*  0.002 * -
A 10.00 20.00 8.00 13.00 16.00 7.00 10,00 12.00 8.00 9.00 11.00 14.00 16.00 11.85
Ar 9.848 19.722 7.870 12.870  16.000 6.987 9.861 11.785 7916 8.870 10.937 13.893 15.289 11.681
KS Ho 0.796 0573 0.677 0.806 0.434 0.624 0393 0.645 0.267 0591 0.420 0.750 0511 0576
(N=93) He 0.782 0.920 0.647 0.855 0.920 0676 0.796 0.851 0472 0.807 0.695 0.880 0.521 0.756
Fis 0017 0379 0.048 0.057 0.53 0.078 0507 0.243 0.436 0.268 0396 0.148 0.02 0.231

p 0.153 0.010 0.826 0283 0000 ** 0621 0.000 *** 0,000 *** 0.000 *** 0.000 ** 0.000 ***  0.004 0.175 -
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Table 4—2. (Continued)

Microsatellite locus

Population

450 ACajo5 AHO7 AH13 A1 AJ1964 AJ9173 c7 Contig2109  Contig3687 DKO7 HC41 HG26 Mean
A 10.50 22.00 9.33 14.00 17.00 6.67 11.83 12.83 8.00 7.50 10.33 15.33 16.50 12.53
Ar 1035 21.81 9.14 13.87 17.00 6.59 11.67 12.70 7.92 747 10.26 15.26 16.02 12.31
Ho 0.760 0.685 0.640 0.823 0.487 0.646 0.511 0.687 0.245 0.579 0.426 0.804 0.510 0.600

Mean

He 0.767 0.913 0.629 0.833 0.901 0.640 0.792 0.840 0.368 0.791 0.685 0.883 0.595 0.741
Fis 0.069 0.249 0.025 0.044 0.459 0.042 0.352 0.184 0.345 0.272 0.377 0.089 0.144 0.189
p 0.144 0.076 0.637 0.350 0.000 0.402 0.000 0.003 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.019 0.112 -

A, allele No; Ar, allelic richness; He, expected heterozygosity; Ho, observed heterozygosity; Fis, inbreeding coefficient; P, probability of
significant deviation from Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium.
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3121 AH=E 4

FF s A 220700 W EHAY dHFAATE 6-2300= B

-

12542 JEeElrom, BAOHSAAS(allelic richness)® Hd 12492 =2 §43
EHE&Z UFEFAATY FASHA UElgt F e ddfdA7 AZ g2 oy
s

AgMA L HE&Z ALE A= o|lFFTAEAZXHo)el HHF-S 0.6598= eSO W,

olFHTAETINAHe)l A Ht 0.7347= HEtET. G A BAFPIO] 4 H

o 070322 Yvetwter, 14 thgAd(gene diversity) = H

A
(@]
\]
w
o~
oo
i
i
rlo
)
o

ety ok Ae W &3 =(nbreeding coefficient (As)e S22 43 2 &4
A AR olojA A HEd FEFHTDAAE 010432 @2 Fs JEho] FxF
dAdst g EAo] Wsld 7teAel vt e ¢ F Ak Hardy-Weinberg 3 3
(HWE)ell tig+ Bonferroni correction A523% A& FFo e FAHSE Fo35tA &Sk

O} (p>0.05), Y wlA e 7A-$ Hardy-Weinberg & o] Hojd AxE 1 oH(p<0.05).
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Table 5. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS  Gene diversity

4S50 220 12 11.91 0.859 0.795 0.764 0.000 FrE -0.080 0.795
ACaj05 217 23 22.84 0.811 0.883 0.872 0.000 ok 0.082 0.883
AHO7 221 9 8.90 0.593 0.592 0.520 0.271 NS -0.001 0.592
AH13 211 15 15.00 0.886 0.861 0.844 0.000 FrE -0.029 0.861
A1 210 16 16.00 0.633 0.861 0.844 0.000 i 0.265 0.861
AJ1964 221 6 6.00 0.620 0.630 0.572 0.646 NS 0.016 0.630
AJ9173 212 18 13.00 0.736 0.734 0.698 0.000 T -0.002 0.734
c7 218 12 11.96 0.560 0.801 0.776 0.000 5% 0.302 0.802
Contig2109 218 10 9.93 0.468 0.563 0.516 0.000 b 0.169 0.563
Contig3687 220 7 7.00 0.709 0.812 0.785 0.000 i 0.127 0.813
DKO7 216 11 10.94 0.472 0.645 0.607 0.000 g~ 0.268 0.645
HC41 210 15 15.00 0.810 0.865 0.850 0.000 b 0.065 0.865
HG26 221 14 13.85 0.421 0.509 0.493 0.015 u 0.174 0.509
Average 216.54 1254 12.49 0.6598  0.7347 0.7032 0.0717 - 0.1043 0.7348

HAR (N), HEREARA), dE 3718 288 HEREA(Ar; allelic richness), OIEE A S2HEX| (Ho;

observed heterozygosity), OIZE &AM &7|THX|(He; expected heterozygosity), T HEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), |8 X} Tt (Gene diversity)
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F a2 A BIZHA iz E4243% dyfdass 72502 #
7 13.922 yetgon, B3 x4(allelic richness)E B+ 13.692 &2 #F4
g BEAEE OgfdATed fFASA deistd. 7 Y dEgadArr A2 gE o
FARMAL &R AdHAAE o] FHAAESASZAHoS B 0.62122 EFR
ow, o|YHFA &7 NA(He)o] A% H 0.74982 eldth. thy A g 1= 4(PIC)<]

A5 Bt 0.72522 Uetygtorm, §13 thdA(gene diversity) = B+ 0.75030 % =

flo

S Yehgdo. 9 W 232 =(nbreeding coefficient (As)E HS+2 A3}

9 R RUE oA HEH 01798302 ta we #e

T

By o]

A7 4

do

43t g EAo] WiztdE sl v ALE o AZIHTable 6). Hardy-Weinberg %
F(HWE)l| th3t Bonferroni correction A543 H& FFolAe SAACE Fo3tA &

kot (p>0.05), L¥ wkA o] A9 Hardy-Weinberg B & o] Hlojd A#ZS 12 ¢ thp<0.05).
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Table 6. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS Gene diversity
450 180 12 11.71 0.750 0.790 0.761 0488 NS 0.051 0.790
ACaj05 170 25 24.64 0.847 0917 0.908 0442 NS 0.076 0917
AHO7 176 1 10.76 0.705 0676 0633 0.728 NS -0.043 0675
AH13 173 16 15.70 0.740 0.825 0.804 0.000 ok 0.104 0.825
A1 156 18 1800 0462 0.905 0.8%4 0.000 L 0491 0.907
AJ1964 176 9 865 0670 0.645 0.600 0.309 NS -0.039 0645
AJ9173 174 12 11.89 0.569 0816 0.790 0.000 N 0303 0817
c7 178 12 1197 0.764 0835 0813 0016 NS 0.086 0836
Contig2109 174 8 798 0.178 0.291 0.283 0.000 g 0389 0292
Contig3687 176 7 7.00 0.636 0.803 0.772 0.001 "y 0.208 0803
DKO7 175 12 11.77 0429 0.682 0.647 0.000 iy 0372 0683
HC41 175 16 15.87 0834 0892 0.880 0010 NS 0.065 0892
HG26 177 23 22.08 0492 0671 0642 0.000 ok 0.268 0672
Average 173.85 1392 13.69 06212 0.7498 0.7252 0.1532 - 0.1793 0.7503

¥AE £(N), E|EXteR), 2 37§ 2§ U |TEX(Ar allelic richness), OIET &S 2EHEX| (Ho;
observed heterozygosity), OIZ& A &7|CH x| (He; expected heterozygosity), CFES HEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *x* : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), |8 X} Tt (Gene diversity)
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3.1.23 A AA

A AA A He T5RAC did 443 ddgAAss -8R B
10.698 yetwtom, BAN Y {4 (allelic richness)= B+ 10.552 thH {2+
b FASHA YERR T F ie] P FHATE M2 G o] S-S HEE A4tE
AA = olFHFAEAZAHY B 0.60002 yetstown, oA &7 A

(He)el 79 B+ 0.73292. 2 yeut. b3 4F 1A FPIOS 45 H+ 0.70022

Ebtom, 43 thekAd(gene diversity)® B 0.73380. 2 S S Ugddt
A Y 3 =(nbreeding coefficient (FAs)E ES4E dA3 2 FAA 24=

ojoj A Al HEd 017042 T4 w2 #FS Uetdo 14 435 9 EXAo] ¥
2 75 Aol dtHTable 7). Hardy-Weinberg ¥ & (HWE) thdl Bonferroni correction 7
AN HAD FEdAA= SAFeE FYsA gkt (0>0.05), LF mHAS B¢

Hardy-Weinberg & o] Hlojd A& B th(p<0.05).
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Table 7. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS Gene diversity

450 73 8 791 0.781 0.722 0.681 0072 NS -0.083 0.721
ACaj05 71 18 1794 0.732 0915 0.901 0.004 o 0.200 0916
AHO7 74 9 8.71 0.662 0.641 0.582 0532 NS -0.033 0.641
AH13 74 12 11.88 0.865 0816 0.787 0.242 NS -0.060 0816
A 67 15 15.00 0433 0.904 0.888 0.000 Hoxk 0523 0.907
AJ1964 72 6 593 0.708 0647 0602 0.555 NS -0.096 0647
AJ9173 72 10 9.79 0444 0817 0.785 0.000 R 0457 0819
c7 74 13 1279 0.689 0843 0818 0.002 g 0.184 0844
Contig2109 73 7 6.75 0.233 0.295 0.280 0.151 NS 0211 0.295
Contig3687 Al 7 7.00 0437 0.739 0693 0.000 " 0411 0.741
DKO7 72 8 793 0.375 0.736 0697 0.000 W 0493 0.739
HC41 72 15 1493 0.833 0.856 0.839 0.101 NS 0.026 0.856
HG26 74 11 1061 0.608 0.597 0.550 0479 NS -0.018 0597
Average 7223 1069 1055 0.6000 0.7329 0.7002 0.1643 7 0.1704 0.7338

¥AE £(N), diE|dXtel), 2 3718 285 28 A(Ar; allelic richness), OIET™EHS2EX|(Ho;

observed heterozygosity), OIZE & &7|THX|(He; expected heterozygosity), CFdd AEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), S& X} CIF (Gene diversity)
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3124 Ad ¢=

Ag ¢= S Hd 155700 o EMAY dydfRiAATFE 6~240 2 3
7 13.002 YEhgon, RAYd YR A(allelic richness)= ¥ 12.830.2 oy H
Azt FASHA vetg o F e didfdAr A2 & olFHAMNAY HEE
ALtE o)A = ol FHFA A ZA(Ho)el H2 0.5668= YEIRO™, o] P H A& 7]
i x(He)e] 7% B+ 0.73322 YeEtyth. 3 4HBAFEPI0] 45 H 0.7075%
Uetgom, #42 thokAl(gene diversity) = H 0.73382 =& #S Uetddoh

A g =3 =(nbreeding coefficient (As)+= S22 4

o,

39w A AR

oloiAA Hid 022528 ¥ FE Uil I4E ¥ SHo Wl s

=

2
L

U-elytH(Table 8). Hardy-Weinberg ¥ & (HWE)ol| th$+ Bonferroni correction 7523 3

= o
& FEAAE AR fFostA dskou (p>0.05), tHHEES whAClA  Hardy-

Weinberg ol Blojd A& H HTHp<0.05).
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Table 8. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS  Gene diversity
4S0 148 10 9.85 0.642 0.747 0.716 0.001 ** 0.141 0.747
ACajo5 145 24 23.72 0.538 0.921 0.912 0.000 HhE 0.417 0.923
AHO7 155 10 9.75 0.619 0.621 0.566 0.716 NS 0.002 0.621
AH13 153 15 14.78 0.830 0.824 0.805 0.665 NS -0.008 0.824
ANl 137 19 19.00 0.504 0.910 0.900 0.000 ol 0.448 0.912
AJ1964 152 6 5.99 0.592 0.594 0.555 0.041 y 0.004 0.594
AJ9173 151 14 13.54 0.444 0.787 0.756 0.000 i+ 0.437 0.788
c7 154 15 14.76 0.708 0.856 0.836 0.000 i 0.173 0.856
Contig2109 141 6 6.00 0.149 0.236 0.228 0.000 i 0.369 0.236
Contig3687 144 7 7.00 0.569 0.812 0.784 0.000 i 0.300 0.813
DKO7 142 10 9.96 0.451 0.668 0.628 0.000 4 0.326 0.669
HC41 144 14 14.00 0.813 0.903 0.892 0.000 g 0.101 0.904
HG26 151 19 18.50 0.510 0.652 0.620 0.000 ¥ o 0.218 0.652
Average 14746  13.00 12.83 0.5668 0.7332  0.7075 - 0.1095 - 0.2252 0.7338

HAE (N), HERTARA), A 3718 28 tEREAT(Ar; allelic richness), OIEE &AM E2+5X](Ho;

observed heterozygosity), OIZE &AM &7|THX|(He; expected heterozygosity), T AEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), S& X} CIFS (Gene diversity)
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2 w3 sla A 23070Ad dg EAAR dE{FHArE 6~2212 3
7 12692 YElyrer, BAT YA (allelic richness)® B+ 12.622 iy -/3
Aot FASHA vErg o F R dEFAATE A2 B8 olFFRNAY HlE=
AXE A & ol FHFA & RS (Ho)el HH#S 057652 et on, o] P H A&7
g x(He)e] A% H+ 074112 YEeElwth. g3 AAABX=PIOS H$ H+ 0.7128=
Uelom, A2 theki(gene diversity)®= B 0.741302 H° z+S U dh
A Y 3 =(nbreeding coefficient (FAs)E ES4E dA3 2 FAA 24=
olofAA Hed 02248 =& e UEUol IASE AT FHFH 5ol gW
3= 7} Aol ¢dAHTable 9). Hardy-Weinberg ¥ & (HWE)ol| g+ Bonferroni correction

As2a3 A FEolA

rr

SAACE fFolskA ke (p>0.05), tFEe] v olA

Hardy-Weinberg & o] Hlojd A& B th(p<0.05).
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Table 9. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS  Gene diversity
450 228 1 10.86 0.732 0.766 0.733 0.149 NS 0.043 0.766
ACajo5 214 22 21.98 0.607 0.921 0.914 0.000 HhE 0.341 0.922
AHO7 228 9 8.86 0.583 0.597 0.520 0.747 NS 0.023 0.597
AH13 225 13 12.99 0.809 0.815 0.794 0.908 NS 0.008 0.815
A1 212 18 18.00 0.458 0.904 0.894 0.000 ol 0.494 0.905
AJ1964 220 6 6.00 0.659 0.646 0.606 0.240 NS -0.021 0.645
AJ9173 226 12 11.93 0.478 0.801 0.773 0.000 i+ 0.404 0.801
c7 228 13 12.92 0.754 0.854 0.835 0.000 i 0.117 0.855
Contig2109 220 <, 8.96 0.177 0.353 0.337 0.000 i 0.498 0.353
Contig3687 227 8 7.93 0.529 0.774 0.741 0.000 i 0.317 0.774
DKO7 213 10 10.00 0.408 0.684 0.642 0.000 4 0.404 0.685
HC41 220 18 17.85 0.782 0.900 0.889 0.001 & 0.131 0.900
HG26 226 16 15.80 0.518 0.619 0.588 0.002 F 0.164 0.619
Average 222.08  12.69 12.62 0.5765 07411 07128 - 0.1575 - 0.2248 0.7413

HAE (N), HERTARA), A 3718 28 tEREAT(Ar; allelic richness), OIEE &AM E2+5X](Ho;

observed heterozygosity), OIZE &AM &7|THX|(He; expected heterozygosity), T AEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), S& X} CIFS (Gene diversity)
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Zd 1A A A 93AA dg BAAY dYfAdATE 72002 HE
11.852 vetgron, BAY {2 A<(allelic richness)= H 11.682 @ FA A<
o FASHA vEr o F JHe dEfAAT AR g8 olFHIMAL BlEE ALtE
AXE oFHFTAEBZX(Ho) HFL 057592 Yvergton, ogd A&7t
(He)ol -9 H+t 075552 yvetwth @ AAHBAFPIO 4% Hit 0.72542 e}

wom, §37 tdA(gene diversity)= H 0.75652Z =2 S YeElgSlch He

=

X =(Inbreeding coefficient(Fis)&= =&+35 EA43t € FAA LHAHE ooz

X

| =6 0.23052 =& #S UeUo EAI=E A fH1F 5o gWs &
7}5 A o] A tHTable 10). Hardy-Weinberg ¥ &(HWE)el g Bonferroni correction 7
FA4% Jd FEdAE FAZLE fFostA %oy (p>0.05), YF mhA A Hardy-

Weinberg ol Blojd A& H HTHp<0.05).
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Table 10. Genetic diversity indices in 13 microsatellite loci of Apostichopus japonicus

population
Locus N A Ar HObs HExp PIC HW FIS Gene diversity
450 93 10 9.85 0.796 0.782 0.747 0.153 NS -0017 0.782
ACajo5 89 20 19.72 0573 0920 0.909 0.010 NS 0379 0922
AHO7 93 8 7.87 0677 0.647 0.584 0.826 NS -0.048 0.647
AH13 93 13 1287 0.806 0.855 0.835 0.283 NS 0.057 0.855
Al 83 16 16.00 0434 0920 0.908 0.000 gk 0.530 0923
AJ1964 93 7 6.99 0.624 0676 0.624 0.621 NS 0.078 0676
AJ9173 89 10 9.86 0393 0.796 0.762 0.000 A5 0.507 0.798
c7 93 12 11.79 0.645 0851 0.830 0.000 i 0.243 0.853
Contig2109 90 8 792 0.267 0472 0443 0.000 g 0436 0473
Contig3687 93 9 8.87 0591 0.807 0.776 0.000 i 0.268 0.808
DKO7 88 1 1094 0420 0.695 0.658 0.000 S 0.396 0.696
HC41 92 14 13.89 0.750 0.880 0.863 0.004 NS 0.148 0.880
HG26 90 16 15.29 0511 0.521 0491 0.175 NS 0.020 0.521
Average 90.69 11.85 11.68 0.5759 0.7555 0.7254 0.1594 - 0.2305 0.7565

HAE (N), HERTARA), A 3718 28 tEREAT(Ar; allelic richness), OIEE &AM E2+5X](Ho;

observed heterozygosity), OIZE &AM &7|THX|(He; expected heterozygosity), T AEX|4(PIC; polymorphism
information contents), probability of Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium (HWE) tests with Bonferroni correction (p) (NS :
not significant, * : significant at the 5% level, ** : significant at the 1% level, *** : significant at the 0.1% level,

ND : not done), inbreeding coefficient (FIS), S& X} CIFS (Gene diversity)
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4502

0.500
0.450
0.400
0.350
>
-
> .
& 0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000
163 165 167 169 171 173 175 177 179 181 183 185 187 189
Allele Number
HYY 0.000 0.002 0.272 0.174 0.011 0.281 0.007 0.116 0.096 0.016 0.002 0.000 0.011 0.011
mGJ 0.000 0.007 0.452 0.192 0.000 0.185 0.014 0.055 0.041 0.055 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
® WD| 0.000 0.000 0.436 0.169 0.010 0.145 0.041 0.098 0.064 0.030 0.000 0.003 0.003 0.000
m K 0.000 0.006 0.353 0.194 0.003 0.181 0.039 0.100 0.069 0.028 0.008 0.017 0.000 0.003
m DH | 0.002 0.000 0.384 0.136 0.002 0.221 0.035 0.099 0.101 0.009 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.007
m KS 0.000 0.000 0.339 0.145 0.011 0.247 0.011 0.113 0.108 0.000 0.011 0.011 0.000 0.005

Fig. 2. Comparison of allele frequency distribution and Genotypes of 13 locus in six population. X axis: allele numbers, Y axis:

allele frequencies.
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Frequency

0.300

0.250

0.200

0.150

0.100

0.050

0.000

ACaj052

279 281 283 285 287 289 291 293 295 309 317 319 321 323 325 327 329 331 333 335 337 339 341 343 345 347 349 351
Allele Number

mYY

0.002 0.000 0.120 0.005 0.018 0.094 0.092 0.030 0.002 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.014 0.039 0.078 0.067 0.256 0.000 0.012 0.048 0.071 0.016 0.007 0.007 0.000 0.002

uG)

0.000 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.021 0.148 0.014 0.035 0.014 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.063 0.000 0.028 0.035 0.169 0.070 0.099 0.028 0.070 0.042 0.092 0.049 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000

= WD

0.000 0.014 0.003 0.003 0.062 0.066 0.055 0.031 0.003 0.003.0.010 0.000 0.031 0.007 0.024 0.124 0.155 0.079 0.103 0.017 0.014 0.072 0.062 0.038 0.017 0.003 0.000 0.000

= KJ

0.000 0.009 0.006 0.003 0.103 0.153 0.021 0.062 0.006 0.000 0.006 0.003 0.009 0.003 0.035 0.074 0.138 0.094 0.024 0.018 0.059 0.044 0.056 0.059 0.009 0.003 0.000 0.006

m DH

0.000 0.005 0.026 0.000 0.065 0.159 0.028 0.023 0.009 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.042 0.016 0.056 0.056 0.072 0.079 0.124 0.021 0.009 0.075 0.061 0.063 0.005 0.002 0.000 0.000

= KS

0.000 0.000 0.034 0.000 0.000 0.163 0.051 0.034 0.000 0.000 0.011 0.006 0.045 0.011 0.067 0.101 0.101 0.090 0.073 0.006 0.022 0.062 0.090 0.022 0.000 0.006 0.006 0.000

Fig. 2—1. (Continued)
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Frequency

AHO76

0.600

0.500

0.400

0.300

0.200

0.100

0.000 -—
87 95 97 99 101 103 105 107 109 111 113 115 119

Allele Number

mYY 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.002 0.005 0.052 0.339 0.539 0.020 0.032 0.002 0.000 0.000

uGJ 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.007 0.000 0.041 0.297 0.514 0.020 0.095 0.007 0.000 0.014

= WD| 0.000 0.000 0.010 0.006 0.016 0.042 0.284 0.542 0.061 0.032 0.003 0.000 0.003

m K 0.003 0.006 0.011 0.009 0.017 0.063 0.256 0.497 0.063 0.074 0.003 0.000 0.000

m DH 0.000 0.002 0.011 0.009 0.002 0.035 0.377 0.509 0.026 0.029 0.000 0.000 0.000

m KS 0.000 0.000 0.011 0.000 0.011 0.043 0.339 0.484 0.054 0.054 0.000 0.005 0.000

Fig. 2—2. Continued)
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Frequency

AH132

0.400
0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000

274 280 282 284 286 288 290 292 294 296 298 300 302 304 306 308 310 314 344

Allele Number

H YY | 0.000 0019 0029 0.043 0.174 0.148 0036 0.017 0.226 0.088 0.157 0.033 0.000 0.010 0.014 0.005 0.000 0.002 0.000
® GJ | 0.000 0007 0014 0.027 0.014 0297 0.115 0.020 0.250 0.088 0.122 0.034 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.014
®m WD| 0.000 0.039 0.026 0.075 0.016 0.137 0.105 0.023 0.350 0.108 0078 0.016 0.000 0.013 0.003 0.007 0.003 0.000 0.000
M KJ | 0003 0020 0.029 0.069 0.023 0.194 0.124 0.026 0.324 0.095 0.049 0.023 0.003 0.003 0.009 0.000 0.000 0.006 0.000
H DH | 0.000 0036 0016 0.044 0.044 0.198 0.107 0.029 0.342 0.082 0.073 0.020 0.000 0.004 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
m KS | 0.000 0043 0.011 0.059 0.048 0.145 0.124 0.038 0.269 0.059 0.167 0.022 0.011 0.000 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 2—3. (Continued)
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Frequency

AJl7

0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050 '’ /
0.000 . . '
132 136 140 144 148 152 156 160 164 168 172 176 180 184 188 192 196 200 204
Allele Number
myy [ 0007 0014 0254 0199 0093 0022 0100 0084 0081 0022 0005 0024 0031 0055 0000 0000 0007 0000 0.002
"G [ 0007 0134 0060 0112 0097 0037 0179 0104 0045 0052 0090 0037 0007 0000 0007 0000 0000 0000 0.030
WD| 0.007 0058 0106 0073 0091 0029 0182 0113 0073 0051 0080 0040 0022 0022 0007 0022 0007 0004 0011
k) | 0003 0087 0051 0090 0099 0051 0176 0141 0064 0071 0054 0058 0006 0010 0022 0006 0000 0003 0.006
"DH | 0047 0028 0118 0158 0075 0012 0163 0094 0090 0035 0031 0050 0038 0024 0009 0019 0002 0000 0.007
"ks [ 0000 0072 0133 0114 0090 0000 0096 0.108 0060 0054 0072 0018 0066 0054 0018 0024 0012 0000 0.006

Fig. 2—4. (Continued)
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Frequency

AJ19640

0.700
0.600
0.500
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
0.000

137 143 146 149 152 155 158 161 164 173

Allele Number

mYY 0.000 0.014 0.005 0.080 0.291 0.523 0.089 0.000 0.000 0.000
uGJ 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.146 0.139 0.542 0.153 0.000 0.000 0.014
m WD 0.000 0.013 0.007 0.112 0.145 0.599 0.125 0.000 0.000 0.000
m K 0.003 0.017 0.003 0.088 0.213 0.534 0.134 0.006 0.003 0.000
m DH 0.000 0.000 0.045 0.127 0.182 0.543 0.098 0.000 0.005 0.000
m KS 0.000 0.011 0.016 0.102 0.280 0.478 0.097 0.000 0.016 0.000

Fig. 2—5. (Continued)
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Frequency

AJ91732

0.500
0.450
0.400
0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000 212 214 218 220 222 224 226 228 230 232 234 236 238 240 242 246 254
Allele Number
® YY | 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.052 0.009 0.005 0012 0432 0092 0179 0.193 0.005 0.005 0.000 0.005 0.005 0.000
® GJ | 0.007 0.000 0.063 0.007 0.007 0.000 0.125 0278 0236 0104 0.160 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.014
= WD| 0.003 0.003 0.026 0.030 0.020 0.003 0043 0358 0172 0199 0.123 0.013 0.003 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.000
= KJ | 0.000 0.000 0.032 0.026 0.037 0.006 0.112 0287 0218 0187 0.072 0.011 0.000 0.009 0.003 0.000 0.000
m DH | 0.000 0.007 0.042 0.022 0.004 0.002 0091 0330 0210 0139 0135 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.013 0.000 0.000
= KS | 0.000 0.000 0.039 0.022 0.000 0.000 0073 0315 0236 0101 0.191 0.011 0.006 0.000 0.006 0.000 0.000

Fig. 2—6. (Continued)
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Frequency

C70

0.400
0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000

225 233 235 237 239 241 243 245 247 249 251 253 255 257 259 261 267

Allele Number

H YY | 0.000 0064 0.057 0064 0218 0344 0128 0.078 0.018 0.007 0.000 0011 0.007 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000
®m G) | 0000 0081 0.027 0088 0216 0230 0203 0.074 0027 0007 0.014 0000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.014 0.014
®m WD| 0006 0.149 0.036 0049 0.205 0.192 0.182 0.088 0.026 0019 0.003 0019 0016 0.000 0.006 0.003 0.000
m KJ | 0000 0169 0.042 0067 0.258 0.079 0219 0.101 0.006 ~ 0.017 0.017 0020 0.006 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
m DH| 0002 0140 0.035 0050 0.206 0.186 0.184 0.099 0.037 0011 0.004 0039 0.000 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.000
m KS | 0000 0.102 0.059 0.075 0.258 0.113 0210 0.086 0.005 0.022 0.022 0043 0.000 0.005 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 2—7. (Continued)
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Frequency

Contig21099

1.000
0.900
0.800
0.700
0.600
0.500
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
0.000 227 233 237 239 241 243 245 247 249 251 255
Allele Number
mYY 0.000 0.021 0.053 0.237 0.023 0.009 0.618 0.018 0.018 0.000 0.002
m G) 0.000 0.055 0.000 0.075 0.007 0.007 0.836 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.014
= WD 0.000 0.021 0.000 0.050 0.032 0.014 0.872 0.011 0.000 0.000 0.000
m K 0.000 0.034 0.006 0.046 0.040 0.011 0.839 0.017 0.006 0.000 0.000
® DH 0.002 0.032 0.007 0.095 0.027 0.030 0.798 0.005 0.000 0.005 0.000
m KS 0.000 0.033 0.011 0.144 0.039 0.006 0.711 0.039 0.017 0.000 0.000

Fig. 2—8. (Continued)
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Frequency

Contig36873

0.450
0.400
0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000 2154 217 219 221 223 225 227 229 231
Allele Number
mYY 0.000 0.134 0.239 0.275 0.098 0.114 0.127 0.014 0.000
m G 0.000 0.014 0.261 0.394 0.176 0.021 0.099 0.035 0.000
= WD 0.000 0.059 0.198 0.299 0.163 0.108 0.139 0.035 0.000
= KJ 0.000 0.037 0.253 0.273 0.162 0.102 0.151 0.023 0.000
® DH 0.002 0.059 0.214 0.368 0.163 0.086 0.097 0.011 0.000
m KS 0.005 0.081 0.220 0.312 0.124 0.145 0.091 0.011 0.011

Fig. 2—9. (Continued)
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Frequency

DKO7S

0.600
0.500
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
0.000

258 260 262 264 266 268 270 272 274 276 278 280 286 290

Allele Number

mYY 0.002 0.000 0.212 0.547 0.002 0.072 0.021 0.009 0.047 0.077 0.007 0.005 0.000 0.000
uGJ 0.000 0.021 0.042 0.431 0.007 0.236 0.063 0.000 0.125 0.076 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
®m WD| 0.011 0.004 0.067 0.518 0.042 0.236 0.039 0.007 0.032 0.046 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
m K 0.014 0.006 0.069 0.509 0.051 0.214 0.083 0.009 0.023 0.017 0.003 0.000 0.003 0.000
m DH | 0.000 0.009 0.085 0.484 0.019 0.268 0.042 0.028 0.028 0.026 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.000
m KS 0.006 0.000 0.085 0.494 0.034 0.227 0.045 0.000 0.023 0.034 0.011 0.028 0.000 0.011

Fig. 2—10. (Continued)
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Frequency

HC416

0.350
0.300
0.250
0.200
0.150
0.100
0.050
0.000

271 273 275 277 279 281 283 285 287 289 291 293 295 297 299 301 303 305

Allele Number

® YY | 0.000 0.031 0.002 0.072 0237 0022 0077 0026 0074 0208 0060 009 0010 0077 0007 0.000 0.000 0.002
m G) | 0056 0049 0028 0.111 0326 0.021 0.021 0035 0063 0063 0056 009 0063 0014 0000 0.000 0.000 0.007
®m WD| 0.000 0.049 0.007 0.080 0.174 0.052 0.073 0063 0066 0097 0076 0.156 0038 0.056 0014 0.000 0.000 0.000
m KJ | 0.000 0060 0.023 0049 0226 0049 0.069 0089 0057 0129 0077 0.103 0040 0.017 0003 0.006 0.006 0.000
m DH | 0002 0.100 0.007 0.098 0.177 0.052 0.089 0.048 0.045 0084 0093 0.139 0025 0.027 0007 0002 0.002 0.002
m KS | 0.000 0.043 0.011 0.087 0239 0038 0065 0082 0060 0114 0038 0.163 0.027 0.027 0005 0.000 0.000 0.000

Fig. 2—11. (Continued)
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Frequency

0.800 HG26l
0.700
0.600
0.500
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100 |
0.000 l - — - | [ ] h | ] ™
100 106 108 110 112 116 118 120 122 124 126 128 130 132 134 136 138 140 142 144 146 148 150 152 154 156 158 160 162 164 166
Allele Number
B YY |0.000 0.689 0.000 0.000 0.066 0.000 0.070 0.009 0.014 0.000 0.009 0.007 0.000 0.048 0.002 0.007 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.061 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.002
® GJ |0.000 0.588 0.000 0.000 0.236 0.000 0.047 0.034 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.020 0.000 0.000 0.014 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.034 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000
® WD |0.000 0.550 0.000 0.000 0.176 0.000 0.123 0.013 0.010 0.010 0.007 0.013 0.000 0.030 0.003 0.010 0.007 0.003 0.000 0.003 0.000 0.023 0.003 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.007
KJ 10.000 0.534 0.008 0.003 0.181 0.003 0.088 0.051 0.008 0.003 0.008 0.006 0.008 0.042 0.006 0.003 0.006 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.006 0.017 0.003 0.000 0.003 0.000 0.006 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.006
® DH |0.002 0.582 0.000 0.004 0.192 0.002 0.051 0.018 0.000 0.000 0.018 0.000 0.013 0.029 0.000 0.002 0.004 0.020 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.042 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.015 0.000 0.000
= KS |0.000 0.672 0.000 0.000 0.161 0.000 0.044 0.000 0.006 0.006 0.000 0.006 0.011 0.028 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.006 0.022 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.006 0.006 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.011

Fig. 2—12. (Continued)
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3.14. ATz B4
i 6ol distel Jd ¥ f734 Ag(Nei's Genetic distance)g AF=E3tal 3l
g A3 gtol o NJ tree, PCoA A4S AAstdom Fd4 #2(Genetic distance)
2§44 BE3E(Rpe Fig 3 3 Table 110 et dia Ade] 13 AgS
HotS w g AA0.10D, FdH BF0.09904 FoiRoez Ayt | Ae=w

el on w43 F3) HE0.021), AAS} $€=(0.035), ¢=<F AF00.017) I A

o8 FHA Ade 7Mhe ASE UEHG

A4 E3Ee Bds o 2 JAAA 0.006~0.0342 Wright (1978)7} AlItgk
e #F0.000~0.050 Wl AABEF o ol FHHoRE JAZte FHAFHIA Y
Az Wixe] zol7d WA Fohe ASE Ik AdH A, 48% 34 wR/vE o
A 7hsAol Ak A H A kel §3F #AAE scatter diagram oz &FR1sl7] ¢

F9)

1t

4

oN
b
N2

¥ FAodH A, A Jhog2 EFEAeH, PC217.36%) 0 23l ¥
<& A, AA FAgd s&), 8=, A5 Aol EdH yEY HA 7AWl
(genetic variance)?] 73.97%ES A3t tHFig 4).

STRUCTURE &4 dA+= 6719 FelA AA o=z d 79 oz FE=
Aol AAIRAZ FE3517] 9all Bayesian clustering®¥ o] &% Structure #4-S 433}
Rt F 29 Delta Kgts AF=38t7] fl8l 158 6742 AAst] E43 A3E ngo=
STRUCTURE HARVESTERZE ©]&3}e] Evanno et al(2005°] #&® #HZA9 KFHAKE
AAE Ay K=204 7Hd =& AK(317.0443)0] UElYE AL FAT ¢ o
(Table 12) o]&= B Q7oA A&R 67 I sjre A 2aFe= 782 F+ UF

< 9mn)sly CLUMMP(Jakobsson and Rosengerg, 2007 o] &3 oo AA Rz s
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DISTRUCT(Rosenberg, 2004)E ©]&3t] &% bar plote R dF oz Yoz 3

©KJ, GJ, WD, DH, K922 yrofA= Ze & o AAUTHFig 5).
TAZ ddE 29AFNME FFe B 1 2 W FE =AM A 4 43.1%, 56.9%
2 #5 EXE St dden 1A AS 2W FE2EA 246%= dF EE3}

s iy

gJAaot hEE 1H ZFH oA 754 ~ 91.8%E & FUdEE BI33 Ut o=
]

el

% PCOA 2ol AR JE S EtHTable 13).
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Table 11. Pairwise Fst (below diagonal) and genetic distance (above the diagonal) for
six population of Apostichopus japonicus(for population abbreviations see Table 1.

Bold text: P value 0.05)

Population YY GJ wD KJ DH KS
YY kool 0.101 0.079 0.099 0.065 0.054
GJ 0.034 -k 0.035 0.033 0.029 0.042
WD 0.027 0.012 e~ 0.017 0.017 0.035
KJ 0.032 0.012 0.006 R 0.024 0.032
DH 0.022 0.010 0.006 0.008 ol i 0.021
KS 0.018 0.015 0.012 0.011 0.007 ok
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Fig. 3. Neighbor—joining tree of six population based on the Nei’'s standard genetic
distance with sample size correction (Dst, Nei 1978). Numbers on branches represent
bootstrap value obtained from 1000 replicates (For population abbreviations see Table
1)
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Principal Coordinates (PCoA)

*GJ

*YY

<®
(7]

+pH * K

Coord. 2: 17.36%

’K"’WD

Coord. 1 : 56.64%

Fig. 4. Principal coordinates analysis (PCoA) of genetic variation in Apostichopus

japonicus populations based on microsatellite data.
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Table 12. Selected Delta K value using the Structure Harvester

K Reps Mean LnP(K) Stdev LnP(K) Ln'(K) |Ln"(K)| Delta K
1 3 -44307.7 0.6245 — — —

2 3 -42912.9 3.459769 1394.8 1096.9 317.0443
3 3 -42615 63.64252 2979 48 0.754213
4 3 -42365.1 34.23989 249.9 554 1.617996
5 3 -42059.8 156.3243 305.3 846.825 5417104
6 4 -42601.325 1740.972 -541.525 — —
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Deltak = mean(|L"(K)]) / sd(L(K))

2.0 2.5 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0

Fig. 5. STRUCTURE results for nine polymorphic MS loci in Apostichopus japonicus.
(A) Population structure inferred by Bayesian clustering at K = 2. (B) The three

colors in the column represent differences among clusters
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Table 13. Proportion of membership of each pre—defined population in each of the
2 clusters

Inferred Clusters

population Number of Individuals
1 2
YY 0.431 0.569 224
KJ 0.918 0.082 181
GJ 0.886 0.114 75
WD 0.864 0.136 155
DH 0.818 0.182 230
KS 0.754 0.246 93
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v, 2&

Microsatellite 159 7jA 2 Hdo gk 9 1§5AE 44 AFS 5+ 9=

FPoe st T2 ke TFW oY BE, AT 9 olF T F24 fAWAR

Aol axz o] el e w(effreys et al, 1985; Wright and Bentzen, 1994; Powell et
al., 1996; Blott et al, 1999; Li et al, 2000; Bjornstad et al, 2003) 24 %2 4F}(Goldstein
and Schltterer, 199914 ¢ FATGIA 2 HdT=x F4(Lee er al, 2012; Kim et a,
2014), o}F9 T HE AHKim, 2012; Hong, 2012)5°] &xxo =z HE= Qth
T A= vA= It Fsole f374 BEE A 8 £4FKim et al, 2014;

Lee et al, 2010; An et al, 2013) 3| A FEANA= FAF Zold thek UJA= 9

rok

st om(Nam ef al, 2021) ZAAA FFU e A= FdFAAS, S=4024
3, AAA T I7IHAA dS8 EYUE R U dfate] dE(Kanno, Li et al 2005)
Hoe= Y@ F=5(Chen & Li 2002 = 52 7 A% &AstAtHKim ef al, 2008;
Kang et al, 2011).

e B AFolds ZUolA Add 13702 MS ntAE 83t = it 6
Akl o3 FA4 g4 3 JAerded 4 dPsR o g FdAs7t 6~25
MZ H 125302 =& 7S el o)== Kang et al, (20112 AolA Bt tiyd
AAGF7E 1 484 dZHARAFPIOE 2 &= UEol riA 9 g Ao -

g Aoz FAHIHY. =T oJFHIAEBASA(Ho)e FHYVHDGAA H 0.660, 7

1

FKD= He 0.621, AAGH= B 0.600, ¢=(WD)+= H++ 0.567, si(DH)+= B+ 0.576,

o
pi

i
ot

TIARKSS Hit 057602 e oA o|FHFAE7IHAF #SX] ghe] #}o)
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g = Jdslon ol#3 olfE dutHow HH FE 9 F(ee et al, 201D ¥ €HE=
(Wahlund) &3}, Allele dropse] 8 H<lolzl sty £ AFAE dF vl A
AdA oz Yetd Aoz Hol Zal ofA, ddd=83 T JteAdd ofd Hoe=
AT o= siae OE dToAE olFHTAE 7t BFA] Apold| Apo]7h

Uebd Aol FARFATHKIm ef al, 2008; Kang et al, 2011). Z22ju A2 <1

Jo
=
1

g SHelA & o 2008 o] F bgFdo] AFHoE FAFHL Ao I dd=

FRAAESE E4AE SFFHTESs 3 BE FJATAA 0.006~0.034=
Wright (1978)7F Al¢kgk vk 4=32(0.000~0.050)0 o] X3t o= FAFHoZ Hzt
o FRAE A HFHA M= Zpol7t BA = Ao = Ik AR 94|, d&
3t /124 wRVE LAY JhsAdol UdrtHkim et al, 2006). PCoA(Principal coordinate
analysis) 4] A= FH4 A, 235 Ao} YL HHE BYon o]
AL A Al A= 758l = F AU AA, Ay FRFel B2 AY 3 £
B A Atolo] §AF A Zol7F AY UEhUA] &S ThsAdolth. A, siake 24
2 27| G A FARTEE AEED FAYHE HIl & AAAGE So|7=d st

T 27 i FA7ICN Sefbel sicte] =43 xF/oll ofs) FtHNE Vs olH

60



14 32

W(YY, KS, DH, KDoA A& 2 »

t oA 25 EeAY

(kim et al, 2017). ©]

i<t

3]

g Zolg et

Fol 21(Kim

g4}

1

Bk

Rob A Abole] A9 A fol7t glof Fol

[

—_—

Ad ofu el <

D %

L —
| Y

et al, 2017)E.t}

A Wy X et al,

=
=

= -
™=

s

Fe 54l QR et al, 2007)

S

o

FH(E R, aestivation)

J]

2012), & &< A

o] A& WA WelA As FrI} o]FoIHE Tt

AT

o

~X
Jo

= gol

|
el

Foll A

(e]
[¢]

Oo]:

STRUCTURE A ¥}l A &=

Pl et o mel A9

-

o
T

o] Az}t

Ok A

Kim et al, (2008)3 Kang et al, (2011)2] ot

ATl A=

Ly

ZERRA RN

B Aol B oo

W, Q&Aoo 2 3

=N
=

3l

ol

Hlo

A

A W5, oAl oigk f-3d2 #E|(Linlgkken et al, 2021),

2

2 AEE 7
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Chapter III
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H1%E JHSeo et al, 2010).

2015d s Fepatite] FakFa dYAel wEY tidoE 655G 50F

5
Do
(@]
—
Do
L

-z
_VE
Y
AP
N

O
Hﬂ
o
Hl
+
(2
N
(o
ok
e
2
>
rlr
Y
it
AT
N

(Apostichopus japonicus)& AHR! &5 St ¥ FI77EX7)F st o] A4 2
WHAFG o] Es] 2l tHPark et al, 2013). 124} T4 A FAE B

M D 8% Auke] del Bk okt Ty sjake) Rt ads G4 So

ol T Zle4, ZAZ B34 A< sl A F8A o] el o] ~(Database)T-
=3 3 AR S-S AYsta J37 sk (McConnel et al, 1995; Nelson et al, 1998) 4!
Hr gHES AT A B TEo Ui A= AR ol f7 AT AL
L9

kA B Aol s A 1A A ARREE vk el gk g3 A
A B A 4=(Polymorphism information content; PIC), ©]3& 7 3tx)-&(Heterozygosity)3 *H3}8}
Z A Z((GIll et al, 1994; DeWoody et al, 200005 AstA B30 ZXR upA o] 954
of g TAZ ASET ot} sfatolAe AFx Jvte] dARA FAAHS fls ¢ =

H](Likelihood Ratio, LR)E At=3sle] S A4 7]+ @k(Threshold values, {AIZH)S A3}






I Az 5 LH

2.1. ou] 2 F2 A 59| FH

B Aol AR ARY FS dFFAAUBY T P LAAE ] 20199,
20200 A AR MR, PR FA P, ofv] Y BAo) BEIPon 199 FY
FFAIYY) 22070 A, 200 HH FF2OYY) 22170A, Y 3 (DH) 23071A, Y 24
KS) 937, 199 ofmlRg 2144, 208 olmA 6a3AAel ma FA B

(Genotyping)= AAlskal XAHsel 9 FujAA 45 33t tHTable 14).
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Table 14. Details of Apostichopus japonicus samples examined in this study

Sampling site Abbreviation Sample size Date sampled
Yangyang 19YY 220 2019
Yangyang 20 YY 221 2020
Donghae DH 230 2020
Koseong KS 93 2020

- 19 P 221 2019
. 20 P 643 2020
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2.2. @98A &4 RA L JjAA)
221 A §84 AF

A4 B oA BAL 913 7] AL whAel Be 54 BHe QWG

v
d
=)
X
=2
o
=
a»
v
o
oX,
o
f
ol

(polymorphism information content)=2 Cervus Ver.3.0.7
Program(Marshall ef al, 1998-2014)< o] &3t 4k=stA ot AL wkA <] Hj A = (Exclusion
powerE-A > FHAEY] AHE S A4 FoE A gFsta HxErr 10
@ ol nEA Exd o I FRAFRY AE™o] e o2 yehr] &

(Evett ef al, 1998) =& 2¥¥S 7= AR wrls ARgSloF 3tk webA HjAH

A ZAL] wAE e w2 MEEe U Al ARl vle w2 ri AES= A

& Bk AT 7} Aol g Aol olFold A% o= HEe| exk= 4R shsAol
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222 JAF 8 FAH BAF 7|E 4H
2.2.2.1 AAEQ 9 7pA A

dutA o g ofjme} 242 kel XA}ERIS parentage analysis (=X1&}-&HQ1) 2t L3k

o BAAoR RS A A AMEE = JIAEQ] e FHd g (Human erronE
sl g3t EAHoR HTeE H-$=H(Maximum likelihood ratio)ds 3 2 & o] 4

(%]

13 A5 ABACNA As= wiAE(exclusion method)& AH&dth dwbxg o=

flo
4
2
0%
i
o
Jm
o,
o
>
b
kT
v
rr
]
flo

Maximum Log of likelihood ratioZ ©]-&3t= W

variations} EdWelEe] EAE] Wi FAAL APE 5ot N e FES U}

2 Buol zAEelS 3= A =v|(Jones and Adren, 2003)%H & AFL3Th U
B AT = A JAABA L] MAE &1str] Al HegoA AMgE= B 94

3wl A M (Exclusion method)E &8331 Cervus 3.07 software (Marshall et al, 1998)=

ARt XABAE B s

2.22.2 TAH B4 & A

4 B AAE o 8F VA ARYL 1AHoR FsT FAHoRE JIE B
A4S Eoly] Ush AN /EL YHHAL YVHOE AYYTL 087 AAT

FEA o A+= human error == AA| v}A A 2] null allele, mutation, allele drop S©] ¥l

HalA B wEe) B dAfode ZE locus(FAAFLANA 100% LR st B

-Zk2) NAE AEste] Likelihood ratio(:$-%=HDE FZ31 #AVZE 49HA e F=2-
A2 JRA o] A= AR S st FERE FEIAY. FE2H FEHIE 8
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Table 15. kinship Formulas for parentage analysis (P, Parent; C, Chid)

Allele type (P)

Allele type (C)

Frequency

case 1

case 2

case 3

case 4

case 5

case 6

case 7

case 8

AB

AA

AA

AB

AB

AB

AA

AA

AB

AA

AB

AA

AC

CcD

BB

BC

@,+0.50,(Pa+Pg)+2DoPaPs
Dy +D1Ppo+DoPA°
@1Pg+2PoPAPg
0.50:Pp+DoPA°
0.5®Pc+2®yPAPc
2®oPcPp
®oPg?

2DyPgPc
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223 IudA A 2 FAFH BH V¥ A
2231 FujAA & R 7HA AT

2 Az Eol gk HAFS Sl 59 FERoA AAdd Ao=E &9 Fl
A FANAN] g fAE 24S AFgsgen, A4 A 3 AEEHe
< ¢ H](Likelihood ratio, LR)E o]&3to] AA F1 74 Arole] AdudA 7 HAHs=XR
FRAsEATE. 714 A71e] A g AFo e dugFS oty FAE
o] g3atH, At AE 5 dAdBA A= A-f(related, Hpot A= dARA7E sle
7d-t-(unrelated, Hpol F 7FA == 7H stoll 54 oA Fo FAAF|
Uetd #g59 R HFT dAAAATE ALstAt. AFALE 98 48082 2
kAol gk dEFAA H=E FEstal JRA 3 di"sdA Rus Fe AR

Identity by descent(IBD) <ol &8st Z; mi7o] gt AAAATE =33

2232 BA4 B3 7€ AA
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i,
rr
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=
=
@,
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)
S
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—
=4
g

B E JfAo] thd+ 1:1 matching t5 £

i

A AT A7 s 249 Ae= e =9 AFS SZRACE BRd SAHAIZE

rr
b

< 7% 5X5E F 25¥9 A S M= As Tt gdEid s T AEEe ¢
HE 27 FY#Hlogl0 (median LRI tigt B a3 £FHAE Micro Excel2 A4t
st on, FABA AL 1~100000 B2l9] $-=Hl(ikelihood rating 7122 AYHE

(false-positive rate)a} ¢S4 E(false-negative rate)S ZAFSHAL ol#]&o] HA3EHE A

e BA 7% oz P
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LR

WHZE M2 dH2A 0 A

WHZE M2 A Bl=

P (evidence | Hp)

P (evidence | Hy)

P (Y, Z|Hp)

P (Y, Z|Hg)

P(Z|Y, Hp) P(Y| Hp)
P(Z|Y, Hg) P (Y| Hq)

P(Z| Y, Hp)
P(Z|Y Hg) °
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Table 16. The likelihood ratios about two competing hypotheses H,:

(ko, 2kq,ky) versus Hy: (Y, Z) ~ (1,0, 0)

(Y, 2) ~

Y Z Likelihood ratio
AiA; AA; ko + 2k, /p; + kp /p?
AA; AiA; ko + ky/p;
AA, AjA; K,
AA; AjA, Ko
AjA; AiAj ko + ki (p; + pj)/(2pip;) + k2/(2pipj)
AjA; AjAg ko +ky/(2p;)
AA; ALA; kg
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Table 17. Relatedness coefficients (kq, 2k;k,) for some common relationships

between two individuals.

Relationship ko 2k, ks
Parent-child 0 1 0
Full siblings 1/4 1/2 1/4
Half siblings 1/2 1/2 0
Grandparent- 1/2 1/2 0
Uncle-nephew 1/2 1/2 0
First cousins 3/4 1/4 0
Second cousins 15/16 1/16 0
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31 Az & FujAA &FUS A% A 84 JlE A

311 vA #8848 AF

grE 13708 wAE siat Y3AAlC ik /HE 24 AdE Z8ste] 2719
multiplex PCR sete] PIC(polymorphic information content, Th& A4 X 2|52} w4l = (exclusion
poweNE =3It ol ¥ ACaj0s whAel A+ F3A @A Ary 092, AEY
0.99, FAujAl" 0962 1370 w7 FolA WHASHH AFSo] 7HE =A e
(Table 18). A Contig2109 2= FHA F1g 0.38, A8 0.615, @A 0.390
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82 A% < e gy 13 v set JA
of g PIC #& 072442 =& o= veRtom Power of discrimination(2] s e)&
6.886X107'%, Power of exclusion(dl|#] )2 3.468X10™"°, Power of sibling discrimination(3 vj
AddE) & 521X10 e e A E¥e YehflthTable 19). ol 4A watd dAwA 3
Qlo] 99.9999999 % o)/de] A o= multiplex PCR Al 2Hlo] A& B ujiAE A &3

Fohd = Qe FHol $FTHE AL guistEi(y & ol 2017), ol A BHE 2
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Table 18. Forensic parameters of 13 microsatellite markers in Apostichopus japonicus
(n=943)

Locus PE PD PE(S)
450 0.771 0.921 0.619
ACaj05 0.961 0.989 0.709
AHO7 0.549 0.799 0.512
AH13 0.873 0.960 0.661
AJ1 0.943 0.984 0.699
AJ1964 0.597 0.828 0.528
AJ9173 0.798 0.932 0.630
c7 0.866 0.959 0.663
Contig2109 0.390 0.615 0.351
Contig3687 0.794 0.932 0.632
DKO7 0.685 0.87 0.561
HC41 0.928 0.979 0.69
HG26 0.618 0.818 0.507

PD, Power of discrimination; PE, Power of exclusion; PE(S), Power of sibling exclusion
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Table 19. Combined non—exclusion probability for parent of microsatellites.

Loci N NE-PP NE-2P NE-I NE-SI
1 0.6100 0419 0.3850 0.6490
2 0.2751 0.0641 0.0774 0.3167
3 0.1109 0.0402 0.0133 0.1495
4 0.0424 0.0121 2.42x1003 0.0737
5 0.0133 2.29x1003 3.15x10°% 0.0324
6 3.07x10% 1.36x1003 2.49x10% 0.0123
7 6.32x10°%4 5.27x10%4 1.69x10706 4.54x10703
8 1.28x1070 1.60x 107 1.15%x107 1.68x1003
9 1Y Tx10% 9.75x10 472x10°0° 5.66x1004
10 2.17x1070 2.01x100 1.89x1071° 1.92x10°04
11 1.56x1077 6.33x10°0 3.96x1012 5.94x100
12 8.92x10°0° 4.55x10Y7 6.34x107™ 1.79%x10705
13 3.48x10°70 1.74x10 6.97x107® 5.21x100

NE-PP, average non-exclusion probability for a candidate parent pairs when both parents were
known; NE-2P, average non-exclusion probability for a candidate parent pair when both parents
were unknown; NE-I, average non-exclusion probability for identification; NE-SI, average non-
exclusion probability for sibling identification
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3.1.2 A A #A 2§ FH

Srzige AgE 137 el ta AxEAel Y AAE B 98 Hu
A 8647 A} ol EAHY TeaMAE BASAT AA slake] ASE AAL B

< Wolz I3 wA 270 ELAZMA AABAR BAHOR sl oy o FAZAS
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Fig. 6. Principle of paternity verification
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Table 20. Parentage verification of some sample

(A) Parentage verification inclusion

Pedgree 4502 ACaj052 AH076 AH132 A7 AJ19640  AJ91732 C70  Contig21099 Contig36873 DKO7S HC416 HG26l
P1 167 173 335 339 105 105 294 294 156 156 155 155 232 232 233 243 241 245 219 221 278 278 289 293 106 120
P2 167 167 291 327 105 107 290 294 160 168 149 155 228 228 245 261 245 245 221 221 264 268 275 295 106 112
C1 167 173 291 335 105 107 294 294 156 168 155 155 228 232 243 245 241 245 221 221 268 278 275 289 112 120

(B) Parentage verification exclusion

Pedgree 4502 ACaj052  AHO076 AH132 AJ17 AJ19640 AJ91732 C70  Contig21099 Contig36873 DKO7S HC416 HG26l
P 167 169 289 341 107 107 288 296 156 156 143 152 230 230 241 245 245 245 223 225 266 266 279 293 106 112
C 177 177 289 327 107 111 294 296 156 156 152 155 230 232 239 241 245 245 221 225 264 264 283 293 106 112
P 167 183 287 331 107 107 288 288 148 176 155 158 226 226 243 249 245 247 223 227 264 264 289 293 106 118
C 167 173 287 289 107 107 288 288 164 164 152 158 226 232 241 245 245 245 219 219 262 264 273 289 106 106
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Fig. 7. Likelihood ratio distributions for parent/child relationship with 13 loci. Blue

line represents related distributions. orange lines indicate unrelated distributions
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Table 21. False—positive and False—negative Rates on Likelihood ratio (LR)
Distributions for Parentage assignment

Threshold LR False-positive rate (%) False negative rate (%)

1 0.062 3.595

10 0.038 4717

100 0.023 6.104
1000 0.013 7.791
10000 0.008 9.810
100000 0.004 12.188
1000000 0.002 14.945
10000000 0.001 18.089
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Table 22. Likelihood ratio of distributions for Full—sibs assignment

Group Sample size Likelihood ratio range Log(Likelihood ratio) range
1 5 0.18 ~ 7.305x10° -0.736 ~ 9.863
2 5 2.309%107 ~ 2.265x10™ 7.363 ~ 13.355
3 6 5.034 ~ 1.343 x10" 0.701 ~ 11.128
4 5 8.905x10 ~ 1.157x10"? 1.949 ~ 12.063
5 8 0.567 ~ 3.118x 107 -0.246 ~ 7.493
6 27 0.259 ~ 3.250x10™ -0.586 ~ 15.512
7 5 0.050 ~1.019x10° -1.30 ~ 9.008
8 7 3.112x10° ~ 9.772x10"3 5493 ~ 13.990
Total 68 0.050 ~ 3.250x10™ -1.30 ~ 15.512
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Table 23. False—positive and False—negative Rates on Likelihood ratio (LR)
Distributions for Full—sibs assignment

Threshold LR False-positive rate (%) False negative rate (%)
1 0.21 1.06
10 0.04 2.24
100 0.01 4.39
1000 0.00 7.97
10000 0.00 13.40
100000 0.00 20.95
1000000 0.00 30.55
10000000 0.00 41.71

89



317 FuidA BAHLS A% A & AF

A gstel HAHS A

olN
ol

Faoh A &

ftlo

AA Fu7HAl 8ZFl AHE dA #&

d

10e 7oz oA B4 A 1A JHACA = 90%, 2/ 7HAl9] 739 100%, 3W ZHA

o] A% 94%, 4 7}A 100%, 5¥ ZHA 93%, 6" ZtA 99.4%, TH YA 95%, 8¥ THA

HAAH &2 H 6% HAY=E H

22
2

rr

100%¢] A=R Helo] sbsstgon ol

Ll

ol UM YU 2 9S4 AFNZAE 99.9%, ASFE 97%) N et vl FARE A

Ut o] siitell Aol FujdA #A Al S=H A & 10E Ve E & A =2 A
FA4H A =R FAHo] Jhediths Ae oH 3

a8y o] AFE gHE §AFS VNeE AEHERE FAH JIEE Fol7

A3 dolEHo)lAaTE=L JHE 23 QAZAM(Y et al, 2013) Hio|E7} FRHEFE

A s Z7Hath wabA FF ASHA FAAE volEHol 2~ FEE& T3l YA

oA el A B4 7| F50 B3} $5 ATE FoF Aow AREHN

90



Fig. 9. Verification of LR values produced by all full=sibling relationships
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Table 23. False—positive and False—negative Rates on Likelihood ratio

Distributions for Full—sibs assignment

Group Sample size Accuracy rate

1 20 90%

2 20 100%

3 30 94%

4 20 100%

5 56 93%

6 702 99.4%

7 20 95%

8 42 100%
Total 910 96%
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