GR7/Fredot it
JOURNAL OF BIOSAFETY

2023, 32(2): 99-108
http . //www.jbscn.net

DOI: 10.3969/j.issn.2095-1787.2023.02.002

FELEZ IR 2 1A

farus Bt , RS
RKREXKFHRBREHN AR, =8 ARARREERBGERRKELIET, =% K 671000

DR 2H i 5 308 J

T AZWRHE T RSB, RS g R B R, e AR A b BT A R AR
(B, HARASE A BA MR, 518 T AE Y2 R )2 R R SO B2 395 B 2okr 1 5 X 2 /9 25
) ARG DX AL A L PR HE A (RNA BORRAESEAT 2008 HUARIEAT « (1) M) vh e 30 1 B I sh )

AL R A 2 ; (2) IR Sk P S R 4RI D DX B AT Sk 22 5k S X M) AT & B2 5/l
(3) RN S R TR 2034 A T RS IR BE 9 B B PR T 5 (4) B0 02 FRO R 5B 2 WO R (RNA. 1 %jﬂ(f;;*;‘)”“

TG LT R AR T A LR, W Wl A 2R A DR 2 B R T T R AR BRI . 7R A IR B

WIS H L3k — A0 5 A R SR BRI ) 2Ok (AR TR 4 F)\ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁﬂmf)dtg;%liﬁkﬂ‘]ﬁil , LAY BE Sz e 22 09
P E S IR

R MZWRL; LR ARSERYL; BN EHE; RERE

Research progress on mitochondrial genomes of Phytoseiidae

HE Gangxian, DONG Wenge "

Institute of Pathogens and Vectors, Yunnan Provincial Key Laboratory for Zoonosis Conirol

and Prevention, Dali University, Dali, Yunnan 671000, China

Abstract: Phytoseiidae belongs to the superfamily Ascoidea. Most phytoseiid mites are important natural enemies of harmful mites
and pests and have important application value in agricultural production. The mitochondrial genome has a unique signature that has
attracted extensive attention from biologists. This paper reviews the structure,, non-coding regions, base composition, gene rearrange-
ment, and tRNA characteristics of the mitochondrial genome of Phytoseiidae. Its features are as follows: (1) the largest mitochon-
drial genome of Chelicerata was found in the Phytoseiidae; (2) the AT content of the non-coding regions of the mitochondrial ge-
nomes of the Phytoseiidae varies greatly; coding regions are similar; (3) Phytoseiidae mitochondrial genomes have undergone var-
ying degrees of gene rearrangement; (4) the tRNA secondary structure of some species of Phytoseiidae has been truncated and base
mismatched ; and some phytoseiid mites have anticodon mutations. In future studies, we will increase the sample of the mitochondrial
genome determination in key groups of Phytoseiidae and further analyze the reasons for the large number of gene rearrangements in
Phytoseiidae to obtain the real evolutionary process of Phytoseiidae species.
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da WRIEV 49 Acari 01T H Mesostigmata 2 1 5.5}
Ascoidea , /& H SR A0 ULAY KBS HEE  RERT & 2 /)N
BRI T VAT AW, 2 BORA A B I6 B9 A
73, VAnt il 2050006 45 O B WA R Al R 5 Ry L
g A S B R (D7 /N, 2014) o TS0l
FUERT AL AT YU BT DA S 1 S A b 3
R F T A= Wy B 45 BAT )z i R O AR A
2009) , [EAE SR 7E WAL AR B T 432 b i R
M —B0E W, HEER B Z 153287718 Chant
& McMurtry (2005) $2 A5 48 22 Bk Sk 4l 22 1
WAl Amblyseiinae . 5 i % WA} Typhlodrominae FIE
ZZ UV R Phytoseiinae 2 70 J& ( A<##,2007 ; Demite
et al.,2014) . N R G E AR SRR 1A L P 20
REOE, AR 22 R o 1] 1) 52 1 kA AR AR
SCERIR T A 2R AR A R 2 I 0 5 IR )
W1 Y AR ) AR 7 18]

1 EERER LR EEREANES

124 R 1k, EAE I 6 FiiE 22 LY R o 74 7
B EWE Metaseiulus occidentalis ( Nesbitt) 5 F)/NE
24 Phytoseiulus persimilis Athias-Henriot | J& [< H 2%
% Euseius nicholsi ( Ehara et Lee) 1)1 4l 2% 1 Am-
blyseius tsugawai Ehara JTICEEZE Amblyseius swirskii
Athias-Henriot FI Neoseiulus womersleyi (Schicha) , F:2&
IR 2 K /N 2 B 24961, 16199, 15524
15853 .16903 116385 bp(El 1),

VY5 A W e A R TR 20 02 H i 20 Y 2
IRCE Wy T 2 R 1A B DR 21 e R Y g B XA TE 18
ANEE S 5 R ALK Y 8] % X (Jeyaprakash &
Hoy, 2007) ., Dermauw et al. (2010) 5 Hril % 74 J7
BB ZOR IR SE R 41 (29 20 kb) , M5 PG 7 B G
LRI R 20 A7 R AR [ A 4] DX, T H B T PCR
P8 IEFIEOLT , C O A RE 22 B i ORI
BEP A SR IR L P G B RS (BAE R SR A X
AR M BT WA BELE 2 N 34K 73T ( Zhang
et al.,2021) . VEJ7 HEWG 5 53 51 5 Fiors 22 i 4ok
AR PR 2 AN (] 802, HCAED)™ 184 5 6 118 SR 1A ik PR 4
AT Z R0 T oy B i AR AR B R A B
ARG N VO 7 A i 5 R LR A PR 21 43 1k
X EEXA-APY=ER X, KX
AL 35 NIRRT 2 D ARGTG X, B 2 N3 F S
S IEH nad3 1 nad6 , X & 1 K AE P 7 B E W
AR 1 m A HE R B AE , ThTFS BIFSE N 5L B, P

HEET nad3 FEF R LK H—HEA K E] nad6
BN PH T A R A /) 2 R A AE 4 3R
Zih X (>50 bp) (HPEITHEBZ T —A KA
B DX, 33X T BB 2 2 T A i i DY 2 SR Y — A I A
T2 I EL 22 06 A 30y DB 22 06 vh 2 3l A 21 4> 1R-
NA, X AT HEZ B T2k (RNA JE ] 0 AT BB 2 2 hn
PRIE N ZH A3 R A R MY S P (X et al., 20165
Zhang et al.,2021) , AN tRNA 6 2E 30 7] BB 5
HAR SR Yy = 5K R O FE R S R
BN RNA Bt DL S5 D0 75 3 — DA

REESN Y B SRR T PR 20 52 380 1) A 5 2R
REELEH DNA J3 5, TERUEE S0 | 2 Sl
Gihth 37 DHED] | — S G A R 43 B B AL AR T
HE H HESCH SR ; O — AR BRI D B BRI PR
N L BEECE B EE (RIFR AN, 2021) o BT
FA X GeoRi A 3L R 4l i A oE 320, BR 2% (2011) L F
FHMIEETF (2002) I, ZpiiA DNA HA7 Jola]
R DX PN 25 B0 3 O AU R I S i
), BEE LR A 5L A F R A BIFSE N B
R, AR 22 Sh ) BRI PRI ZH AR N 25 R0 ) B X
(Z=724E 2013 KI5 FI#E SCRY,2020) , 184>
1EDUSE /Y 6 i i S R SE R 2 b | 8 ) /N 2%
W55 Bl 22 85 1 Neoseiulus womersleyi FYEEAL AR 3
PRI 20 2 37 ASBE P TP 7 5 A i 4ok 1A B PR 4
Gt 53 LA, Je TR I 22 i AR BT U i 4 Ml 1) 24k
R PR 41 43 ) 4 15 36 A~ 3 A ( Dermauw et al.
2010; Jeyaprakash & Hoy, 2007; Xin et al.,2016;
Zhang et al.,2021) (& 1) o LRSI 4] rp 43> 2
PR D REA AN AH ], A 18 35 PRURH X RS, A B ik PR
WA A 1o ) AR MR . Coxl (cob .rrnS FI rrnl FE A
BT AIEE SRR . Coxl BRI Wy R
St G0 H AR R SRIE A I Bl S E ; cob A R 1L 7
A, S RS B RO, TE R R e B R
AR rrnS FN renl, FEI B E (8] 22 57 48K,
HEAL LA G 5 A T BE PR ZH T 4 R AR AT 5 B 1Y
SRRILR AL, BRI X FRA D-loop X, 1] LA
MY 42 1 X ( control region B, CR) . JE &A% X ] LA
IR IZ AR A DX e R Ay DORITER <7 811X 3 AN IX
B, T AN G i B A 7R R Al e v 52 3 A R
FIRARTE N | SR A LR A KL PR 20 v 41 R B AR
S K DI
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2 BEERHBRENEEREAENIERBEX

AV it [X 7 27 R 32 PR 4 v 28 A% 11 3 B 4 ot
BEPR, BRI X R AR HE P A ) R Rk i AR 1Y
PP (25, 2004; R e 1 k42, 2012)
H AT, O T8 22 W6 B9 b A1 gt B DRI 5 1 R HiE
A SCH Geneious prime R4 X HE 22 iR Fi i L AL
IRILPILHEA T 00T, A R 6 Fofi il 232 ik S (R 36 PR 24
MRS X B AR 22 5 (R 1), HARGm S X 1Y K
INFTAT S BfA e —E MR (E2) , NFE2 P
AL A R ORI SE R A R bt X AT 7 i
TE 69.6% ~92.1% , Horh JE 4 it IX /N i 02 2 F) /s
ML, AT SH5AE T 81.2% , /% NCR3 765 F
/N /N AR EAE 4 A ARG X U B IR

SERY, JRERE Y NCR3 AR JE LT (5'-AGT-
GAGA-3") ( Dermauw et al.,2010) , %8 3 ¥ 0 A 1E
A NCR3 7E534h 3 AR gmAd IX B 4 <7 (&
2), M IR AE Gt X AT & & 7EAE 22 iR
A B E 92.1% FIIRARE 69.6% , H T R R4
5 IXR/INFE 6 BB ZZ 0 v 2 R K, P RERE 78 35 4k
AT PR A A G5 X OE & AR B A8 57, B AN T b
KA, ARG X AR AT & it DR A e
() Z2 AR G B X AT BE G 7 7] — @ i AE b X &
A TRl 3E4K (Shao et al.,2006) , [RIA, JEZRAS X
FYAFTE BE 5 T PR 2 1A B DR 21 1) &2 ) 30 38 (Jeya-
prakash & Hoy,2007) , I Z A 32 4% IR () 4, (75
ARG X 5 2 9 Ik T R kAL

®1 HEZHBRYMHENEERA(BAEEBATAEERENER)

Table 1 Mitochondrial genomes of Phytoseiidae mites (the genes of the duplication region were not included in the M. occidentalis )

0 SERLTFN JERF/ A Number of genes ERT I HRL
Species Genome size/bp PCGs rRNAs tRNAs Number of non-coding regions
VU5 B EW Metaseiulus occidentalis 24961 11 2 22 4
BRI Phytoseiulus persimilis 16199 13 2 22 4
Je [CHZZ Y Euseius nicholsi 15524 13 2 21 3
B EEZEE Amblyseius tsugawai 15853 13 2 22 2
W Al 22 Amblyseius swirskii 16903 13 2 21 3
Neoseiulus womersleyi 16385 13 2 22 4
x2 EEZWHERFNIERE X TR
Table 2 Overview of non-coding regions of Phytoseiididae species
il NCR K /bp (AT #%/%) NCR length/bp (AT content/% )
Species NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4
VA5 B W Metaseiulus occidentalis 311 (79.1) 310 (79.4) 311 (79.4) 311 (78.8)
B /IMELZYE Phytoseiulus persimilis 555 (75.1) 578 (75.1) 112 (81.2) 568 (75.5)
Neoseiulus womersleyi 517 (88.0) 587 (77.7) 572 (77.6) 554 (77.3)
Je [CHZZ M, Euseius nicholsi 386 (78.0) 279 (77.4) 335 (72.2)
W ECHEZEE Amblyseius swirskii 622 (92.1) 1073 (72.0) 825 (69.6)
)1 2 0 Amblyseius tsugawai 235 (82.1) 888 (78.8)

7381 ttaatcatat tattttcgta aaatatagat
7441 aaacatattc ctaataaaaa tcctagattt
7501 atataataat tttttattga aatgtttatc
RSN aactctttt atagtttaac ttttttattt
7621

aaaaataacc ctgtaataat ttggaatatt
catcaataat agatatttga gggcataggt
APERLIY 20 cacaagttaa gagzaaaaaal
ztcaggtta 1agtgaga a ttattataat
attttaattt taagagtaat aatatttatt

B2 FR/MEZWHR NCR3 W EENEER
Fig.2 Short motif present in NCR3 of P. persimilis

3 BEEHBREAEEREAMNBEESREK

EL I H 118 R 22 B30T i 8 4 48 A 4 35k DR 241 19 ik
FLA AR AT & B AHZHRHE A GIAN , I 1Y
22 W P £ R AR L IR 20 AT 5 Y BB AE 76.6% ~
79.8% (£ 3), 5RBIEA T % (2012) 1 Salvato

et al. (2008) 1345 1E—38, FHEEIRIER R KL
PRI R AT & 6, SO BeAE B0 Ml R A% AT
R A AU WS BE T C G, BT sk
LI C Fl G 2 (Dermauw et al.,2009) .

g v BT R A S A, B R S
) R F8 45 8 3 GC AT (G% -C%)/(G% +
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C%) F AT i1 (A% —T%)/( A% +T%) H K Bt
( Dermauw et al.,2009; Hassanin,2006) ., GC fffar
WETE ) B IE R, 7E N BE & 00, FE AT 22 1
Frep ol A AR (£ 3), WE 3B, HITEE
W5 F Neoseiulus womersleyi #) GC {4 Fl AT i 145 5
oAb 252096 5 A AN [] B R 0 5 i BAE 20
Fhrf 40 UL foili ) AT (i faih 0.201 (52 B g F1 F i
%2.2012) , AN, Neoseiulus womersleyi 5 ili 2% 1 J&
Y 2 AN Y I A 18 5E 4 A0 S, 7T LIAE B Neoseiulus
womersleyi A& T 2245 J& 10— AMAIE

HE 1R SR T 1 25 S B0 AT A5 A GC A 1Y)
PR KT R AR AT A fa F1GC i 477 B BIL A AT LA
BRI AT SO Ay 1] BB A RN SR 2 S ad A OG
(Arabi et al.,2012) ; 763X 2 i B v 58 28 fay 1 ik
JE SR AL T R ERIR A I A G, W

B TG W HETE SR 20 M H B AR A I [R) BTG
115 TG 255 T = 7K - 578 (Arabi et al.,2012;
Brown & Clayton,2006; Roberti et al.,2006) , AT {l
A R AR 22 i b, e E R P2 B, Nguy-
en et al. (2020) X} BAEISEE R, Saccharomycodes lud-
wigii Hansen 207 {4 356 R 20 FF 58 2 B, [ A A e
PERRARFE R A PSS 1 AT SR ATRE BT AT
T & A, H GC R A 14 4 X — Bt T AT fg
fRF B A XL, 22 i vl — A X T B PSS R v
I AT i fay Ji PR ) BB 2 dke = 2l 7 AR PN D il A
ECEAFTESEAEOLEIG N T AT & & SRR I IR 2
FCAH AR R 43 51 10 °C  ZRiiA Py ANTP -5 i B
dANTP Jth b T A - i R 25 45 J5 ] ( Nguyen et al.,
2020) , i AT REAL A R Lok 1A B R 4 B AT
Phfei 9 JEEA

R3 HESENEESERERABRLER

Table 3 Base content and bias of phytoseiid mites

Fi AT kit Genkbank %515 GC i fay AT {3

Species AT content/ % Genbank accession number GC skew AT skew
T B AW Metaseiulus occidentalis 76.9 EF221760 -0.279 0.103
BB L Phytoseiulus persimilis 79.8 Q222414 0.222 -0.062
Je R B2 W5 Euseius nicholsi 77.9 KM999989 0.273 -0.109
HENEESEE Amblyseius tsugawai 77.0 MW729376 0.262 -0.104
W ECHEZEE Amblyseius swirskii 79.1 MW729377 0.290 -0.130
Neoseiulus womersleyi 76.6 MW762685 -0.312 0.097

4 HEEHHEAEERERARNEH

ShIZRL R SE DN 2 45 Ky ARARE , HE S I e
WX ORF , RIH 2 b 4 PR o HE i) 3 IR B R
“HE I FE PR 2H 24 AR (rare genomic changes, RGCs)”
(RS FAL T M, 2016) o CLINGE Y 6 i 22 5 2
PARIER A 571 2 B L Sh ) 36 N % Limudus poly-
phemus (L.) AR AR L R 41 (Lavrov et al.,2000) #H
o AEAE R B R HE I 4 (18] 3) , AT DA HIT A R
PR S A 2 S R A0 T e A e DR A ) R
2 Ay T)RE RHE R ) Ui S B B (EDBOR, AR M b
() AR A [R] 28 T s (Ao , 2017 )

M 4 v DI A2 5 B0 0 AH e 2R AU A
e HERR T Ho Ay, W AU BR B AR R T 305 1M D7 i A
Laelapidae R EE R Ologamasidae MR Varroi-
dae Y W7 AP ES 5 A G HUAH LU AR /N T 30, [
MR T G W Hypoaspis linteyini Samsinak 5 Coleo-
laelaps liui Samsinak FIFE 22856 AH L 2 A AH [7] B9 K7 45
WS KT ECHE | Stylochyrus rarior ( Berle ) 5 AH 22§

AH HE AR BAG AT 1 W7 B S 3 m] R R e 1 (T
HYIFAFTER R R & R, LR Sty-
lochyrus rarior 51 € A FH Sc 28 R4 AH L, W 5 7R 25
HRA 5, K S, rarior B HEFRBEEAR, A 3
ANANTR] R GER (4 2K S0 BL A A6 6 AN [ 1 BT s B 33
B[] — A LR AR BE DA A B 7 E ok (H o HE R
v ERERDFR RS UL T A S S A A ER
AN [) S Z R — Py b 1) A ] 5 1) AR R A
ELIE 1Y) 6 ke 222 196 LU A LAY 1 JLAS B PR AL
BT B AR IR AN R o RNA 78 4G5 B sh i i 26
RRFER A AT N 85 F HAEE e R AE gt X
BAEVG 55 WG B RN 22 i | 2 I L 252 gl A 3B
g b T ) 891 H 2B &R 7E Neoseiulus
womersleyi W R T B AL, T AE BN EEZZ U rnl
BRI T B fEGOR AR R 2 ORSE Y
LB R 5'-TCGCAGA -3 FFfiE 5138 & {1 T 2
A TRNA B9 F U, $0A Ry ELA% AR W 1 28 1k A7 63
(Valverde et al.,1994) AHYEVE J5 B EWE ) S &
PRI L3 & BT X 4 5 %1 (Jeyaprakash & Hoy,
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2007; Shao et al.,2005,2006) , £ 53 41 5 FifE 2% PR ZEL T 55 ) A A PR ol L AR R
IR R IR XN R &V ITH iﬁﬂvﬁ?)%*ﬂlli%

TR ZR RS A S HEF BE2C Hypothetical ancestral type of the arthropods

[coxcox2[K[D]atpS]atp6]cox3]G[nad3[ A|R[N[SIE] £] nad3| H nad4[nad4L]T[ P[nad6] cob]S2[nad] O /[ 2 [M[nad2[w[C Y]

VA7 FiE 4§ Metaseiulus occidentalis

N L. [D]/]rrnS[R]rrnl] Jcox3[Duplicated 8 genes[N@RDuplicated 10 genes|

ER/INHZZ 8 Phytoseiulus persimilis

T ETIRINCR | N ey cob (N8 &) nad4L[nad4 [DIM]L]K]nad3

NCR4 [l

Je IRIUE%% Euseius nicholsi

JEEARZNCR | N AR NCR2 ZZZNCR3 A

W EEZZ 8 Amblyseius tsugawai

lnads|aip6] aipS NIV

S]]

naddnad4l]

EZDANCR3 JANCR4

B3 ERHEERASIESHEIYELEERNESIE

Fig.3 The gene arrangement of phytoseiid mite and the arrangement of the arthropod ancestor L. polyphemus
LR NS 1 (O S DN B B S DN SRS L IR S N e AR ARG IX RS R AS WU FIARBA R RE P 7

Green: Gene shifting; Orange: Gene inversion; Blue: Gene heterotopic inversion; Gray: rrnS and rrnl;

Black : Noncoding region; Colour line: Species similar gene cluster.

Fz 4 @I CREx FritEH ¥z EEEHEF BT S BEE

Table 4 Breakpoint distance of gene ordering between species calculated by CREx

A Species 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 ABE B SG2E A Putative ancestral type
2 FI/NMEZE Phytoseiulus persimilis 31
3RS Amblyseius tsugawai 33 22
4 37 [RETZE Amblyseius swirskii 33 25 14
5.Neoseiulus womersleyi 32 25 30 29
6.Coleolaelaps c.f. liui 16 32 34 33 32
THRIKTIEWE Hypoaspis linteyini 16 32 34 33 32 4
8.Stylochyrus rarior 5 31 33 33 32 19 19
9. 3K T ELM% Varroa destructor AJ493124 14 32 34 32 33 18 18 17
10. 2k ¥ FLE Varroa destructor AY 163547 18 33 34 32 34 22 22 19 10
112K FCE Varroa destructor AP019523 15 32 34 32 33 18 18 17 2 9

W HTE Sh Y SR AR SL R A BE R FE rrnS-trnV-
rend, S& FEERSFIY 0 HAEFER renS F renl, W —
A — tRNA K& R 5 B 4% AR % (Boore, 1999 ; Shao
et al.,2005,2006) , {H7E W E (Y E 2 “'%ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ:

IZEEP , R BRI/ IMEZZ W 008 5 i%?ﬁi

RAEOL, A 4 MRS TT G (R 5) . %% ﬁ
rrnS-trnV-rrnd, F% PR R 0 AR ] BE 156 B AE 22 Eﬂﬁ é)% A
AR PR 2 s 220 S £ A s PR 1 e A8, 0 o i A It
ZIHEATH . HAR 6 PR 2 i SR A4 L PR A RS A
H BHESI | {5 P 7% coxl-cox2-trnR-nad5-atp6-
atp8 TEREZZIN B B0 /N 2 06 1 e T L2 0 v 1)
I (E 3) (HRLEVE T B EWEF Neoseiulus womer-
sleyi HIJCIL E R K 7% ( Zhang et al.,2021) , B iX

S o 1) I DR HE B A7 A 25 5%, 2 Neoseiulus wom-
ersleyi /N @& TRl 2208 J& (ARG 2 —

Fx5 HEREREBSFE renS T orrnL
rh E B E 5
Table 5 rrnS and rrrL intermediate genes in
some species of Phytoseiididae

rrnS 1 rend, H ) 3 R A0 AR
Distribution of intermediate genes
in rraS and rral

fif

Species

e lkaied g

Amblyseius tsugawai

3r G i 2 il CR

Amblyseius swirskii

17 A3 F+CR 17 genes+CR

10 MEF+CR 10 genes+CR
1 A2 +CR 1 gene+CR

Neosetulus womersleyi

JE TR L W)

Euseius nicholsi
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5 HEEEPLAEEEH RNA BIHFE

tRNA J PR ) 2 450 B8 FIA Il =
MRE XG5 M TEX DG A 4 A Z IR 451
' (AA-arm) \DHC & (D-arm, D &) S8 8% 1
(AC-arm) I TWC B (T-arm, T ), {H7E W2
M) (RNA 1, 2 i & H Parasitiformes [ 37 #) K &
(62.0+1.3) bp ] FIE M H Acariformes [ “F ) K J
(54.8+1.0) bp]tRNA Ay BEAR L SE N % [ (66.3+
2.5) bp) JHY%E ( Yuan et al.,2010) , 7 —i4> tRNA
S TR Y B = i R R S5, RDAEAE DR Bk
& TR ERREEE DB T BRI E L (B,
2017; Yuan et al.,2010) , H tRNAscan-SE Fl AR-
WEN H] LA [ 7 971 b 28 $8 (RNA &R F 28—
REEHIE

TRZ BB AR LR 20 22 2 1R 1rnS, (AGN ) J&
PRI D B 2R i LA B0 02 s i — S AR
(FEZ,2017), &M H 094 2 R 77 7 Bk
trnS, (AGN) ZEIN ) D B BRI BLGE 8 ) /M 22095
B T 228 R EY D B8 ornC SR L T 6% D
RIS DG, XRG4 20 WL ( Dermauw et al. ,2010)

Jeyaprakash & Hoy (2007 ) A& PRV J7 & & W 1)
B (RNA ED T R AR GRS, 33X Ffvig B0 o2 A ] 5
), SEHEAFTER) TV B2 5 H 45 H Scorpi-
ones S5 Y tRNA JE[H (Y L B 1F . Dermauw et al.
(2010) X} /NE 22 86 1) tRNA 2544 53 AT 2 B, it
AR (RNA R ESHARAFAE T i Xt 75 0 B
LW tRNA FEPR T B #R 2% (0 155 0 2R PR BE 3 i
tRNA-scan SE, X IS HBLE AR, FH RNA 544
LTI A 1% . 38 4 “ Mito/ Chloroplast” 15 '8 5 &
AT, A5 Y O B E trnD [trnG trnH (trnK (trnlL, |
trnM trnP trnS, (trnT F1 trnW FERELA RN T
45K, [F I3 5 ARWEN & B, irnR 3 8 1 ELA it
U = B G5 ornC L DRIAE P 7 B E A v
[FFEUL L D B R 1B O .

it ARWEN B0 234 2 B, 7 e TG L 22
() tRNA 3£ K /1 21 4~ t(RNA H, ornS, B 2E D B
trnG B TR £ Neoseiulus womersleyi Y tRNA
IR oS H1 ornC BEDR Y D B RS 55 8 H) /M 22
R A R L — 2, BT D B B R Y LA R
T LR Rl AT LAY 23 TR AR, T 7E Bl 2%
6 T (8 ) A 3 il R ST U A 232 il v | tRNA R [RL 1Y

BRAWA LA E O, BY trnS, 1 trnC FE R BK D
BRI 2 DA G BRI T BB G  AN TR Y
PEF LG oV FEPA R BRAR T R | 30 QB 22 156 1)
trnP FEREK T E

PEAM, 3% 6 Pk 2205 (RNA 1 90 45 W) #8771
TR B ) B R IO B R, R )/ B 35 ern VB
IR T8 U-U S5 oL, ZE Y D B G-U S5L4S
VU5 E W rnC KBS R G-U BT . 0mG
LA D G-U SSICAT 7253 AN 4 Fivke 2285 v
BT H LK) G-U 5 BCHY TS O, X T (RNA FE[H
BB FE TC LA S D B ER T B Y 22Kk HEDN X 7T R
SRR FH AL AT JUHE G-U S5 IECX T 4E4F
tRNA i =m0 R 250 A B S i AR 1T (5K P i
%,2019)

W R 3 G P R A I 0, 2l ) i R
T I T SR T AR R LR R
JEEZZGRY ernK FEDRA ST+l UUU 8728 B T
CUU, i FREEZZ M6 1 ornF JEF H GAA 875N AAA
A5 AR R A 2 W A A s DR 2 1 R PR 5 A
BRI HHEA OC A2 WL b B S 1A L PR 20
ARV HE, LU T 09 07 H E B Y RET > (RNA JE
PRI~ 4 8 3t /N T35 SRS W ) P 2 KB (Jeya-
prakash et al.,2007) , F tRNA 3P J5 2 5% . [ A
M TR,

JETCELZZMEA 21 4> tRNA JEP 55 307 i 22 il
AE I, e R EZEER trnC irnE trnQ F1 iraW J&
WHRBZK T (1 2) , 9F HAFAE LA Y (RNA LR (2
AN ernY 2 A4 ornF 2 A M) o B R RG T E LS
24 % Siphluriscus chinensis Ulmer (trnK TE%)  Hepta-
geniid mayflies Asionurus (trnM ) | £ ¥ FF ik
Odontoptilum angulatum ( Felder) (trnN H &) 1
LT (RNA WEE M ERIHE (Li et al.,2021; Liu
et al.,2021) EAEAE S35 U B (RNA H A2 2
XN TERITMIE 40 5 B A R A AT — €
BT B, Mk H Araneae BYHU/KIRYE Pirata sub-
piraticus Boes. et Str. 4L {7 76 tRNA ikt 26 19 8L 4
(Wang et al., 2016) , X THIZZHERL tRNA FE K )
HEGR, H AT KA B R, HE B 5%
(2010) XA Bl Py LR BE PR A W 58 25 R R W
tRNA 119 51 52 Fi 2 Y5 AN 2 X6 2 )~ 10 £l FH) v 27
A=W S0 , T tRNA e ACRITIRNA S8 1 (424 5
A REHL AR Z I tRNA JE PR ik 1) —FE M it
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6 itie 1% (390 bp) —FEEKR A B X, K/NIKE] T 314

AEWE B AT R 8 5 5 R a8 HUE 1
Br o3 TS5 # 5 B A5y TR 2] T B R AE ],
3BT AR D s 14 T 107 P AR K35 48 T BHIE A
GBS R] ) [R] BEH 10 3 7 S AR ), A A X 7Y
T E WY tRNA R S50 47 3 inh , S 80008
AR AT R 5 PO AS A AT 1 25

1E 6 MHEZZ b, VY7 B L W BRI — 2
T B R M SORL AR BE R 20 — & AL A i [R] 20 44 )
L E ARSI ) ,Eﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ% trnV Kl trnA 3t
B Z )38 & A — B R By R X (390 bp) , X 7E )
Hh 5 FEZE G rh R DLF 3k 26 5 AR [ 1 R A
AT RE VI PG J5 1 A 6 00 SRR L PR 2H S i R
(R HEFRE B 45 157 (Jeyaprakash & Hoy,2007)

TR ] B | 45 A8 5 Sy % 8 1) L A ik [ 2
H i 5 XN ) 7 DX P A7 A 5 T 28 A 5 R 4 174 K
/NG 6 Tl 22 gl T AL S A A R PR R A R A (1]
BRLX, 38 AR U, S FEBAR A A A TE rRNA L
HABFELH A (BB, 2013) , {H 30 FC Al a2 i b H1 A7 7
& ol Ml oY LR ES  HEKE 16 bp, HAh
5 FiviE 22 A R X — X B S O, AR e
FRIL S0t 21 1 (RNA L[ (H B AR % HoAh It
W ERSG 73 NIEN B ER, BAR T A%
I ) X — H S X BN (16 bp) (H AT REAT B TR 5T
tRNA PR R 22 5, AR SO AR S5 [R] 2 (] o X
AR B AB AT AT RE AN 1 AL A7 77 Tl
KM, — R, ] B XA BEAS 4 100 by, [1H] B
DI I AT BB — & B PR AE T ( B 8%, 2013) {H
JEAE DY 7 H B JE R EL i | )1 Bl 2% 5 A Neo-
seiulus womersleyi HMAFAEZ K KT 100 bp #Y[H]
B DX, FE—SE A B an >33 H 1 Triatoma dimidi-
ater (Dotson & Beard,2001) tHAFFEE 5V HE

xR6

bp. Triatoma dimidiater 18R (1) [8] B X 4% Ak
AR RASIE R, PH 5 E AL W E R Y nad6 FEIR AT BE
HUTE 390 bp HYIRIFGIX X T 22k — PRI SE, Je I
FLZSAFAERT 100 bp AYIH]FR X, AT BEJE (RNA
T BRI —A A 17 B 22 05 A Neoseiulus
womersleyi fFFEHBE KT 100 bp HIHIFF X, Al GE &
S R IR Y DX

X TR S SRR BE I T 5, rrnS JE A
KE/NT renl A (B R AER A BB T 55
BT (3 6) |, Neoseiulus womersleyi B rrnS R A K
FERT rrnl FEDH | H. Neoseiulus womersleyi 5 FHABAE
IR rnl FERRK FER BRI 2R rnl B JE
INT ALY rend, B R4, rRNA JE (K 7R
LRI R 20 v L B DR ST, R AL AR 018, ] g
J& Neoseiulus womersleyi /N J& T il 2 W J& 1) — A
UE, 1 H. Neoseiulus womersleyi 5 FHAb Al 27 W WA
B ILEEFL A% ( Zhang et al.,2021) , XFF Neo-
seiulus womersleyi TEFLZZ R & 1) 7 2 b AV 8 7
HE— 5%, X T Neoseiulus womersleyi 1 H B HY
rrnS FERK T renl B WLAG O, RAE A R
BRI WA B (R IS A 15— D WESE B2
S FHERIK T renl BEPRITEAR 22 05 v 2 B U B, 78
Neoseiulus womersleyi PRI T HE, HAFER K
B rrnS L, AT REFI/R & Neoseiulus womersleyi K/
AP TEAL, H T E I E R 2 R 2R A R
SRR B A R, 5 X e 2 g Rk Al o 1
PRIE P FE— 2L 5E 5 7007, LEACBATT 2 18] B 2ok
RIE A AR, AT N RGE R T VLORL AT A Y
WFSE BN I DCHK LA S A 22 S B %) 4 o 3 Ak 55
[Fa) JSLA Ok B 22 B ESE

HEEZH R TR AR E A rRNA K E

Table 6 rRNA length of mitochondrial genome of Phytoseiidae species

fif

Species

rrnS FEFIHCEE
Length of the rrmS gene/bp

rrnl, BEFIHCBE
Length of the rraL gene/bp

FRNINELEYS Phytoseiulus persimilis
VU5 B EW Metaseiulus occidentalis
JE R E B2 Euseius nicholsi

B EEEIE Amblyseius tsugawai

W CHEZEIE Amblyseius swirskii

Neosetulus womersleyt

711
742
711
739
720
695

1199
1192
1199
1193
1164

658
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