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(1. ERPEBE KA ALY TR A ER S AR IEH R ot I 430072; 2. H ERFEBE R, JEET 100049)

E: O SINAER I (Poterioochromonas malhamensis) & $L 8 [RVR A8 75 1 Bl B i B 388, RGN HLIE
DL, ZHEEEN RS € T o W, BEASEX R —BRA AT SRR . A/NERER I
FREBEFE 4y B — AR B M ME B BEP. malhamensis CMBBO00S, FllF 56 Y gty FFEAE S B85 5577k, S H
S FHE AT TR HE, FE3RBUZYIF HISSU rDNAFIrbe LI K 7 HIH TR U2 FI I R Gk & Hu
fro CEIEFTNTEASTIRIEAE b, FEAId S T RS AR TE A BN 18.3—47.5 um, MR $E8.5—11.3 um,
R6.3—10.7 um; FHERER 124, AR RIFF RN R AR RS GOCEM M5 IIRGE 1T &R
JoR M B, IR LA U () = 2 ATOIR 5 A A T L ZE 28540, JEAR s 1 HL 3 A P B 1) R Tl ) B R AR

W, g N < BA 2 BE O A

JE LS [F) R R 18] () L 3 70 R B, 1 N Poterioochromonas & B B 45 F

MEMTEFAM 4K, B TIRESLRME S, NEESH TP malhamensis %, TRBELERATGEIEN
Poterioochromonas® 0] X 43 I BB SHFME. 0 F REK B 0 B Poterioochromonasfi A ¥k KRB N— K
X, R ZB R RREE. P. malhamensis CMBBOOSHL T #L Uk P. malhamensis SAG933-1aT7E 1K 7> 2
W. Poterioochromonas~. Z V] 43 NP. malhamensisFP. stipitata™ ™R EREE, P. malhamensis>. Z 7] 3t — 55 N
PR S, oA CCMP3 181 7] G HEANEP. malhamensis. WERAN TR 563E T P. malhamensis/ATESF 775
¥, ISR T KGR B 48 N PoterioochromonasJ& 1 7 R IR EEN S EFE R .

KRR DENMAEREEEE, 08, Y oo, RGKH

FESES: Q949.26 XRAFRIDED: A
RAE TR RR 2 5 AR AW 1) — A B EFE,
ARk ERE T sk iz e, e
R EBALKEDS RGN T IZAAAE, T HARKAES
RGP HHE I EEREED . SRR HEE (Po-
terioochromonas malhamensis)m)%?éz*?;‘é'é?ﬂ(Chry—
sophyceae) R i H (Ochromonadales) i #f 5 £}
(Ochromonadaceae) ¥ 5 ## % J& (Poterioochromo-
nas)[S], e MRS S SR M BB, g N AR
BRI TR A AT e R A R
SO N IR (R EOL: S WAt 7/ o |
malhamensisTE55% B 7= B W ¥ A1 B A B i B 22
REEFEAET, FI TR B KRR E K
WHE. Joh, ILF KA MIETE B P. malhamensisst
T (/N ER g AN A M g B R L AL R
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XEHS: 1000-3207(2020)05-1130-13
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X AR Pk ok EURSE T, (HE M 8 J 40
VEiil. PoterioochromonasiBAR B4 fd, AT v AR AS
IR, W, GG T N & RAT 2R
BT pi#Ese, Frel I el R 77 i 2 AR 4L
e T A ARL, FEEHEE R (Poterioochro-
monas) i 5 K54 J& (Ochromonas) g, T HE5T
F1E 5% 2 X 43 Poterioochromonas 5 Ochromonas
(I EBRE" . P malhamensis T- 195245 1 IR BAR
18, Pringsheim¥4 H i 4 JyOchromonas malhamen-
sist™ ) Zkk ZRUVILLEP. malhamensis A 2 kk
SAG933-la. JmKPéterfil] FH 652 B i o 52 44
INHAFERE TS5 1, ¥ H T Ay 44 N Poterioochromo-
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nas malhhamensis '"'. W J5, WFFIRIE T4 2 P.
malhamensis5{ Poterioochromonas sp., &l 1HI K JH
T, IncER R R g Y, KR, B
FIBRE AL P R, O T SR LR T A 2
AR AEw A e, HESE Nz — B A 1
AT TESTIA

X T P. malhamensis\ TG54 €, oM 224
W JLT B EE 5 KIAFAE, 1IX 172 Poterioochromonas &
A AEY . R, XA T RS R IEAEP.
malhamensis5 £ AT HE I ARBOR I, BPAE 2
BEaURSAGY33-1a"" . BhAb, I 47 R A I T 5 5%
14 & Hh 43 85 (¥ Poterioochromonas sp. DO-2004"" 1
CCMP2718% 345 M\ 25 86 3 55 o 4 85 3 1 L A
R BT B BT, T4 KB
KB RIR RN, K, ¥EEP. malhamensis 355
A T+ k8. A, B 583K B Poterioochromonas
TEAAE TR, BLHE 40 Mg /NI AR, SRR T2
SHEH, MRS H, HEB A SRR,
2o N AEAEY B E SRR, 7R A KB AS R
g Bl O S8 B AT R A AR, FE AR AR R,
X 88 BA S AR e M TR A2 %5 € P. malhamensisitf
X — KM, (R, TR AR v S MRS RHIE 2
Xt P. malhamensisi#EAT Y0 % 7€ A WTF- B

VRN TS i BE AR AL /N BY B 3, 737 HdE 1
IR S RHIE B AN 78, X FLIER I
MU BB E . P. malhamensisH1SSU rDNA
LD FLLE 19994 s U P, Ty iz 0 b s 4
BrERMEERMNSEEE. R, HEHE, 129
Fi R RS AGO33-1a#13% A #7777, AT # KRR
Hll TAZY M RS e . BEE S T AE TR
POE R, BRI 2 Rk 3 MBI L 1) 5 T 7 A
€ N Poterioochromonas spp., HX B AL L2440
W) #2272 3358 Poterioochromonas il 5y 2224
FIE AR RN . tesh, REHAKRB T 2w N
Ochromonas W) #E AL B AL T Poterioo-
chromonas’y 3¢ A, W35 B T IXPIAN R 993 SEIRE -

AW B AEXT 4 85 H /NEREE I P. malhamen-
sisPIE TR AT 2T RS AR 5T RAK
BT, HUIEBR A PRSAGI33-1alE NS5, I
Xt P. malhamensis S ARALYI TR ) 73 28 45 e SR AL VR 40
PIEEAE B

1 MRSE%

1.1 HEEXRESER
P. malhamensistf A K45 H 32 [ R Z B 57
KREEWNERERE IR, T K ER B /NEREE, %5k

F % E NCMBBO008. X M 6 #E /5 5] B BB
(Olympus CKX41) T i it &40 3 3 5 4 & H 7 pH
6.SHIAF-635 7 3 B 95, 35 9R 41 (23 1) C,
R 50 pmol photons/(m™ )G .

Xt HI A AT EUECHE AL, 3 0l A4 [ B 4
HR K 2 3 PP AR 78 - 0> (Culture Collection of Algae at
Gottingen University, SAG)W K P. malhamensis
SAGI933-Tabh [z WS [l ¥ 5 ANl 28 A g [ X
£5 # 0> (National Center for Marine Algae and Mi-
crobiota, NCMA)W 3L P. malhamensis CCMP3181 /1
P. stipitata CCMP1862, JF- b AT 4l %, ¥ 77 %A [A]
CMBBO008.

12 AFEHIEWR

38 i 5 S (Olympus BXS3) I 4T Th g
BEAT A 5 M %%, I8 I C & i DP8OAH HL(Olym-
pus){AHE, HcellSens G AF1EAT 048 A PG b 22

AW FEFN, B 1 mL R BB A R -y
W Y4kl (Calcofluor White-Evans blue, CW-Eb; Sigma-
Aldrich) JIANT mL 40 L&, SR 5 72 I 4k B
30min, Bl J5 7E 56 B AR (UK R S = 355/
435 nm) FAOLEE . g RO i B R TR
%o NG EAREE , WK A A T
A2 R /NS Kt BEALIZE HR 2 /30 Ak Fa e Y]
02 3 47 WL %%, K B2 I cellSens ) B8 D) g
i .

##10 uL BODIPY 505/515%k(DMSO iR, fi
AW FE 95 mmol/L; Invitrogen) I 1 mL4H fif =
WP AT Y, 7R = T RS AL FE B 10minJ5 7554 )6
BB BRI K =490/515 nm) T W 5 A 11
P
1.3 BTFEMENE

U s 9 P S P TR oA T
Z M Gong ™, b, A8 SCIE X % HE B 5 A B T
JRAR RS . HUBEMIER 7 FEAF-635 57
Ferb N RL(1URL/10 mL)# B 1G5 K13 Mk BE 11
Y. B SR EYE[10—20 umol photons/(m’s)],
JGRHIN12h:12he BERAEGE N IE 5 A U
. — B KE K™, KRR
3000xg&5.0r10min, 7125 13, BUTREIEPREIT L7
INAE IR KT IMA2—4W R ER TR, WA AT
IR TR K o IRIEMRIRIN N 2— A0 B iR A1
IRAHIR, R _ER DR, BRAL PN LR 2R A Bl
JoT o AR K A T 5 1) D B AE 5 AR O B A ) L
T T T3, RS R R R T
1.4 DNAREL, # BF0NFF

¥ P. malhamensis CMBB008. SAG933-1afll
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CCMP3181 ¢ P. stipitata CCMP 1862 41l ffs £ it
12000xg &5 .L>5min, Z @ DNeasy Blood & Tissueix
71 &5 (Qiagen) Uit B P55 HUAH U 1) L DNA

SSU rDNAKE [K F B4 34 % H 51 #SSU-F(5'-
AACCTGGTTGATCCTGCCAGT-3")fISSU-R(5'-
TGATCCTTCTGCAGGTTCACCTAC-3)", & I
T % B o~N95°C Pl A8 P4 Smin; 95°CAEYE Imin, 50°C
iB ‘K 1min, 72°C ZEf#12min 30s, 35ME3R; 72°C &K b
ZEH10min. rbcLJE K A Bedr 3% H v H 1 51 #rb-
cL-F(5'-CAGTAGTATGGACAG-3")flrbcL-R(5'-
CCAACTACAGTTCCAGC-3"), R M ¥ &
95°C A& ¥4 5min; 95°C A8 ¥£30s, 45°CiE k30s, 72°C
ZEAH I min, 35 MG 72°C A i LE {1 10min.

P38 DN A B BEAE 35 8 B 4t i FL 9k 5 38 Ik
E.ZN.A.“J& FR ] £ (OMEGA, Biotek)4fifk, A5
HRAE 30 B 5 52 BlpGEM-T  #/4 (Promega) I, %%
N KB B A2 S 90 (DHS o). 1 A BEIR % H A
o v B, ARG H  BEPCR A FEL k&6 SR Bk ik 5s—104
FH M e o 326 1 QR — W3z 2 W) PP, e S 4 Y A
Pk R HISSU rDNA R rbeLE 1) F A% % GenBank.

15 RGLABHH

N T HiEP. malhamensis CMBBO008 . Poteri-
oochromonas|BIE RN HF ) KRG K G AL, A
W52 i 5E (4 SSU rtDNARI3 N rbe LT 41, LA K
MNCBI(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) U EE #] 4
EEY K149 SSU rtDNAFI28 AN rbe L7 41K 7 2 48 K
B R, B Ao Ak B4 24 FUBR AN R SS U
rDNAFIrbeLIF FIE AN EEE . ¥ L8751 R
Clastal XB AP AT LEST, 4R )5 I SeaView" & B ¥
%), [ i FH 88 KAl R (Maximum likelihood, ML)""
1 LI 47 4 67 V= (Bayesian Inference, BT 34T i
B o A8 B KANARVETE 28 2 (http://www.
atgc-montpellier.fr/phyml/), 73 337 55 LR R K H
Bootstrap 10007k %, UL W2 70 i fEMrBayes
AR AT, FIEE100000048, XF4E100048HE4T
I/ €iti)=oN

2 #ER

21 FEEFRER

P. malhamensis CMBBOOS4H il 2R 2 28, K
I3 BRI ELPIA T, 4 A] WLIHARA T TR (B 1A—
D), I K/ N6.5—12.4 pm(E 1). WA IR .
AR PR A SRR KRR K I1—
1518, FE8EBAE BB T A I LU SR (K 1A
1B). KH#iE FFAHE, Mk L (& 2A.
2B). A2, A 5= ) A B HE (B 2C).

B (R AR AL R R R(E1E), HIBAR
MBS TEAR R A K P BRI RS 752 460 R A 2k
(Bl 1A—E)o A& m-a4A 4 e 45 2 0L 1F).
YT B A B 2 I B 5T IR A B 6 78 O T 3R A R
TR (B 1G) . 7E 40 M A A B BE W %2 2147 1R B
WOIR B D8 E (& IDATTH. & 2F). 3% B s 45 A7
T 40T o, 4 MR A AR (A 1B). A ReE I
Wik 4% B /N BREE B4 TR, £ R AE £ i T Ak
(B 1TH. 1) 7ERREREFE AR, 2 i 38 i 3 B W B /)
BRIE(E 2D), I8 4 N /N BR VR Bl HE BBk
(K 2B). A TE 5 & AR 2 ) R B by K HLE Rk
PR (B 2F) o Faae J 10 40 i v mT O g i A K 1
B2 HERE(E 1], 1K), FREEDME
TR MENLEE 3], B A BICW-Eb YL B ¢ 't 5w - M
Z(E 1M, IN). FEFMARGE A AR (B 1L),
S5 58 B FIVR E 99.4H18.0 um(% 1), X NFER W
TSR A R (A 1L) . E MR IR 5 W
RILRIETE I B, LR R R B0, 4l
SMLE— 2 ERIBIRPI IR, 40 AL T 3 72 AR 45
¥ (B 10, 1P),

R TE LR A A T P AR R M 2R (1] 3). Mo
BEERIE, HR10—15 um, REEIE. RETHE —
AL, ANMLE B = BOUREE W 55— E R HE,
FoESAHE=AMASHANE, FEESA A
i PRI T(E 3D—F). A RBES, L —
N ZEFE (] 3F).

7 B R 4R s 1 M b 4 R R A
(K 4. s — N KA EZA.6—2.1 pm), %
AT RO 2 5335 0 T LT 4A . ABFI4E). /R 34K
e HHVR 2 - R0, BRI~ B 3 AT e, A A K
AR (K 4F). SRR A2 R R I % H F1 K
/NS A A M8 37 7 AN R R AR B AR
YBE [ FRA, SRR AR B, i 2k A s D HAS
/NEL 4A); MBS TR, S HILKE R
YL, W 2R AR 2 AR AR /INEITH R, (HL I R A4 1) £
H B AR /N1 K (K 4B). P 2 HoR 43
e [A)A MFIE, 4 A% AT I 4 3 A (&) 4E) .
Wi B R0+ R S5 (I 4D). S 4b, o] IR
BRI X, I I B e 45 A B e U Y T )
RSB (B 4CHIG).

22 DFRBEABEFENH

FET e R ASRVE AN DL B HE 2 (ML/BT) ) 3
SSU rDNA(I& 5)Flrbe (Kl 6)3E I R 48 K & # LA
452 P. malhamensis CMBBOO08 ] R4t & & Hufv LA
JoZ 5 G N A R O R .l I 3R
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18 P. malhamensis CMBB008, SAG933-1a, CCMP
3181M1P. stipitata CCMP1862/#]SSU rDNA#E [ ¢
B (& 35 B NMHS536660. MH536656. MH
542674 F1IMHS536657)F1 Hl —#kP. malhamensisi]
rbeLE: 7 51| (& 5% 5 4 7 IMH643691 . MH64
3685FMIMH643684). R4 KA M Ja Lt i1
SSU rDNAJFF 8 & 5751 1686 M 2%, rbcL )7
FIELE 33RO 144 Bk

SSU rDNAJE KB (K] 5) 67 4 3 44 h (1 54>
H. FiA K Poterioochromonas 3 N—3%, S T A7 #E
# H (Ochromonadales)™', 1% X N 731N BE(A
BAIC): P. stipitata CCMP1862 1 Poterioochromo-
nas sp. ACOI-1258JE 1843 S A; P. malhamensis CCMP

3181, HT-2FI¥ ¥k Poterioochromonas sp.(CCMP
2718 F1CCMP2060) I F 7 32 B; SAG933-1afl H Al
P. malhamensis, 3%k Poterioochromonas sp., 28k AR5
T GBI F M 5y S Co 14> X CH, CMBB
008k 2 i 26 7 b, HAhKR R B o — 305 4
o BEAL, ASZ 5 BAICH B3t A S DA iy 1 S HF
2 (ML/BI=73.7%/0.92)J& Ik ik 3, BRICTE it ik
XAESSU rDNAR 1 3 KF FAUIL(ML/BI<50%/0.70)
Poterioochromonas . %5 & 3k AR 7€ P43 X DE
24K R % Y)(ML/BI>90%/0.95). i), A-D3L[E K
I K5 32 5 ARk Ochromonas T R 2 5% R AR T
HIH % 52 (ML/B1>90%/0.95) . 5 Poterioochromo-
nas % S AL Ochromonas J& LT K2 #E5E H A AN

K1 P. malhamensis CMBBOOS[1) LA B A
Fig. 1 Light micrographs of P. malhamensis CMBBO008
A—J. M. O. Wy F# R K Ly No P BOBH R B MAREHE ) MANNLIZ (FE R #5k); D. A#RIR YR (i 2k); H. Wkt 2 (B R #
3); L EWIEE k), K. i (57 ) A BAR 2 BBGE G B #7 k); M—N. ZE58(/ik); O—P. ZEFMIE(HF J)MBLRZ LR # k); b7

JR=5um

A—J, M, O. differential interference contrast images; K, L, N, P. fluorescence microscopy. B. vacuole (arrow) and the nucleus (arrowhead);

D. band-like pseudopods (arrow); H. Stalked pseudopod (arrowhead); I. food vacuole (arrow); J—K. lipid droplets (arrow) and

chrysolaminarin vacuole (arrowhead); M—N. lorica (arrow); O —P. cup (arrow) and gel-like layer (arrowhead). Scale bars =5 um
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% 1 Poterioochromonas/~[E)FPEF RIS EL 5L

Tab. 1 Morphology comparison between different population of Poterioochromonas

YyFhTaxon A 20K /INCell size (um) et KK Lorica ¢ IR Lorica cup MPARAECH il FECyst S 3k

Strain length (um) (um) Chloroplast number Reference
CMBBO 85 11.3(9.4)
P. mathamensis g 6.5—12.4(8.6)  183—47.5(34.6)  wide6.3—10.7 1—2 Found  This study
(8.0) deep
SAG 6.6—8.9(7.8)
P. malhamensis 6.9—11.8(9.1) 37.2—129.9(68.5) wide4.7—8.5 1,2 — This study
933-1a
(6.7) deep
3.2—5 deep; 4—8
6—S8 (non- : >
P. malhamensis SA6 motile)o—10x  10—40x0.5—1.2 Wide (young)d—10 -3 _ Péterfi’”
933-1a 47 . deep; 4—8 wide
(motile) tu
. CCMP31 6.9(21?1.2%2).1) Frequently .
P. malhamensis 81 5.9—14.7(9.6) 20.0—42.7(28.7) 5.3-9.2(6.7) 1 found This study
P. nutans 7.0—7.6 30 8—9 wide, shallow 1—3 — Jane'”
P. stipitata 7.0—10.0 Variable length Large 1 — Scherffel"”
coMP 4.6—7.8(6.4)
P. stipitata 50-109(7.4)  103—24.0(17.0)  wide2.9—7.2 1 — This study
1862
(5.0) deep
AndersenZ™
P stipitata vy 7—12 24-46(35)  Broad and shallow 2 s
Poterioochro- p
oteriooctro= CCMP20 10—13 - Broad and shallow 1 Found Andersens™”

monas sp. 60

Kl 2 P. malhamensis CMBBOOS 474 H1 5% & A
Fig.2 Scanning electron micrographs of P. malhamensis strain CMBB008
LF. (K#i5; SF. JE#IE; Ch. /NERTE; CS. AHLFN; AR =2 pm
LF. long flagellum; SF. short flagellum; Ch. Chlorella; CS. cytoplasmic stalk. Scale bars =2 pm

Iy (] 6), &5 3 B TS [R] J5E A1 (10 33 A vy 28 44 5 41

TENCBIH & BN 1 rbe LT HIAA X 8 D, 3R ZEM MG X ), 15 Poterioochromonas 32 HI 4 45 1)
REAE RGEKE 0, KRS T ILFITE 5 SSU rDNAZE AR I H — B b, 50 NS RFR
H]PoterioochromonasHlrbcLIF FI 8 R G k& W REH =T R
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3 iTig
3.1 P. malhamensisHIFHEI .55 F ELER

T VEAMREA IS, A0 70 B ICMBB
0081k & 5 i - XF P. malhamensisf) b JLF & —
Fog"™ P, RN 40 R ERTE SR, A — ANk
PRAS 22 OIR I SR AR, WA TR A, A PR ARAN S5 5
B R BT PR 4 VL, S 0 1) 4 T 22 RS
SRR BE TS 457 . BLAST(https:/blast.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/Blast.cgi) H X} 25 SR % B CMBBO008 -5 15 =ik
SAG933-1a/2 [Fl—/Mi(SSU rDNA-ITSE: [ J7 51 4
LRE99.76%) PRI TE 25 2 M o3 1 H 4l 121 3 A
AIF 0 23 B IR S8 S /)N R TR R 7 11 T 95 9 P
malhamensis

2 H 77~ 1k, Poterioochromonas & X IRE 3N
i, 43 9P, malhamensis'”'. P. stipitata[lnﬂlP.
nutans®™ . SRTTAG FIX 3NN X A0 77 7E 41X,
MFHEARA B —NETRA BT LS HAR A X
Sy BAREY . P stipitata Scherffel J9i% @ B2
Fh, BN, BROEEAK KT . 4iHI7—10 pm, KHEE
KIE20 pm, KHEE R FHIER2.5M5 K. — s
&, TR A AMOIRTESE, FE57%0 5 oA — sk Al
R P, nutans M BEFELLP. stipitata ™ TE R,
H1—34mt gk, Peterfi A NP, malhamen-

A B

sisFIP. stipitatan] fgJ& T [FFh 57 4, (HE/D T 24
PHISC . S5 RPeck” ™ A NP, malhamensisBE 74
IR — 2, DBUE R 256553, M P. stipi-
tata®) & B35 8% T35 3¢, WLARAE T A T X 3
P. malhamensisFP. stipitata. AW FCE X 5T N FC
Hh S EE O () P SR A H AN 38 78 T2 A8 IX PR AN RR
AEEAT T IR S LRI

2R3 H — B & Poterioochromonas 73 82
5835 2 RV HAFE 4 W — N RFAE . AR 4
PringsheimXJ P. malhamensis FI1#E X KSAG933-1all]
R, Z YRR SR AR B RN B AR R, — A
I 2 b A 3 e T i, LR — R R,
Péterfi! T B 1 3N HEAREE L. P.
nutansth B 1—3M G445 Wi P. stipitatatg 1M
B2 1), ATt B L,
HLP. malhamensis SAG933-1alJH 4K H 1—21, P.
malhamensis CCMP3181F1P. stipitata CCMP1862iH
# G A 444k, TICMBBO0S M 44/ 5 SAG
933-1a8Meh, H1—2/. dh4b, A 50 I 3% 5
B2 (I 4B), RILP. malhamensisibT HVEE
FRIRAS IS - ZRAR 278 /N, 3 B IS AR %0 H AR /INE
AFEEFRRE T A BTN, X 55 AT fi—
U, ik, FRATTHENT SR AR SRR
[ P L 22 2 [R] — WP A [F) Ak 3R B TR — R &R 1

C

Kl 3 P. malhamensis CMBBOOS M FE 4
Fig. 3 Morphology of stomatocysts of P. malhamensis strain CMBB008
A—C. U A D—F. ARG BFH§7 kR RFLE; 73 A—CH5 pm; D—FA2 um
A—C. Light micrographs; D—F. Electron micrographs. Arrow in F represents plug in pore. Scale bars: 5 pm for A—C, 2 pym for D—F
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AN[R)E 357 B A Al A7 A, PR AN & FH P A3
H k34T Poterioochromonas /S B0 Fh 2 18] F X 43 o

FAh, FFAE N O $E 7 0 2 E Poterioo-
chromonas({ E L1, SR FEP. malhamen-
sisIPIFh S e ik A, A5 Le gl %5 58 NP, malhamen-
sisTIFP 58 A MR B FEFE 2540, RS & P. mal-
hamensis PR FESAGI33-1a, 38 70t 4 W 52 3|
A I G, X 45 Hoor S RIR R I . Rk A 23
&t Poterioochromonas ™ & H — SR H R Y
o, SR 2 Ve BT, I P T S R AE AR
EEPE L. AL, AT T4 FICMBB00S LA
e A R ARk R OISR B P. malhamensis SAG933-
la. CCMP3181F1P. stipitata CCMP1862 {1 F& 75 i3t
1T T MW EE, KRILEATH LA T, KRR
& P. malhamensisBPoterioochromonas ) 3& A 2

o BARZE RS T AR R S, (H2

W

Kl 4 P. malhamensis CMBBOOS/)3i% 5 FL 53 B F

A EER R S IR0 57 A Nt
1T ERE, B A A AR 5 VR R 4k, Poterioo-
chromonas LA WMIEES, BIAS & 3872 100 50 40 g
EASMEA BT AWEE RS, ER TSP
LK 22 2 DA B8 (R T A7 1, IR AR X N 22 3 5
D] SHE 28 W e 4 7 SR TR, 0 S T 72 LT 2 R
T U0 S A B PR WL B P T e 15 S T . EARHTE T
IR AR I, AR B 4 B A B 5 45 M AR A 82
), B2 A 4 M B A 0 B SE 20 I A7 AR LR R
MEN TR RENENI SR (E IGHIL). X
T FEFTAR 2 A I 25 J5 B8 T ORI, B 3L 3 B
S RIVTREY, BRI T UATE % 29 vh AR e e K F It
1], AHIF 70 1 A 3 T 1 e iy 35 3 7o A7 Fr 00 52 41 U 4
W& B RS AN, AW R IRATR A
CW-EbX} BE5E 3047 e tts, %5 M KR & 1 B/
S TR, B EAE19804EHerth " U472

L

Fig. 4 Transmission electron micrographs of P. malhamensis strain CMBB008
M. ZoRifd; N. 40H84%; Nu. #2475 Ch. HH44K; Gb. i /REEAE; Fv. &9i0; C. HEB T SR IE (7 k) AL JE X (B R %7 3%); E. P R 44k
[ M (3K, SR A 5 20 A% 3k A AMIECE R 3k ); G. MIEB M I (75 3k); A7 R AL BRIDHO0.5 pm; C. E—G240.2 um
M. Mitochondria; N. Nucleus; Nu. Nucleolus; Ch. Chloroplast; Gb. Golgi body; Fv. Food vacuole. C. The distal transitional helix (arrow)
and transition region (arrowhead) of flagella; E. Two lobes of the bilobed chloroplast connected with a slim joint (arrow), and the outermost

membrane of the chloroplast continuous with the outer nuclear envelope (arrowheads). G. Transitional plate of flagella (arrow). Scale bars:

0.5 um for A, B and D, 0.2 um for C, and E—G
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88.8/0.99 rEF165115 Ochromonas sp. ACOI-1258*

MHS536657 Poterioochromonas stipitata CCMP1862

rEF165112 Poterioochromonas sp. CCMP2718%*

EF165113 Poterioochromonas sp. CCMP2060* B

AB023070 Poteriochromonas malhamensis HT-2

— MH542674 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CCMP3181%*

MH536660 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB008*

r MNO022220 Poterioochromonas malhamensis yzs924

EUS586184 Poterioochromonas sp. ZX1

8.1/0.92 EF165144 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CCMP2740*

MH536656 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-1a*

82.1/0.92|KU900228 Poterioochromonas sp. UTEX-LB-2575%*

EF165114 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933.1¢c

AB749116 Uncultured chrysophyte clone Cn-St.2-67 C

~KY852450 Poterioochromonas malhamensis

—JN397366 Uncultured ochromonad clone USN1

MHS536661 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB010

FN662745 Poterioochromonas malhamensis DS

KY432752 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB-1

AY 699607 Poterioochromonas sp. DO-2004

MHS536659 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-1d

MHS542676 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-8

-MHS542675 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-9
GU290078 Uncultured eukaryote clone TKRO7E.55

—"EDQ388542 Spumella-like flagellate JBNA46 D
KY464901 Chrysophyceae sp. strain 1-4-C4

_ 1EF165143 Ochromonasperlata CCMP2732

~'L AF123294 Ochromonas sphaerocystis

CCMP586

_ — EF165108 Ochromonas danica CCMP588
= L1Q281514 Ochromonas danica SAG933.7

A

SSU rDNA 73.7/0
ML/BI

0.02

o

90.9/0.92]

72.1/0.87|

_._,—DQ388552 Spumella vulgaris 199hm
GUO073468 Spumella rivalis AR4AA6

AJ236859 Spumella elongata

AJ236861 Spumella danica

EU024983 Uroglena sp. FU44-26

EF165131 Uroglena americana CCMP2769 Ochromonadales
MH420530 Ochromonas sp. CCMP2951

KYS575274 Ochromonas triangulata A14,651

|: KJ913667 Dinobryon pediforme LO2-26KS
KJ579320 Dinobryon divergens FU20_1
_._|1AFIZ3298 Epipyxis pulchra CCMP382
55.0/0.81 AF123301 Epipyxis aurea CCMP385

_._,7FM955256 Hydrurus foetidus !
AF123296 Phaeoplaca thallosa CCMP634 Hydrurales

Ij[AFI 74376 Paraphysomonas foraminifera TPC2

--/0.81|
77.9/0.88

61.9/0.81 AF109323 Paraphysomonas imperforata VS1

% 2/0.98 JQ967324 Paraphysomonas aft. imperforata CCAP935/13 Paraphysomonadida
= AF109322 Paraphysomonas bandaiensis Hflag
KM590571 Synura glabra Hwangsan 012508A
EF165116 Synura petersenii CCMP854 Synurophyceae
EF165118 Mallomonas insignis CCMP2549
——EF165102 Chrysamoeba tenera UTCC273
L AF123286 Chrysamoeba pyrenoidifera CCMP1663
U38902 Nannochloropsis oculata CCMP525
AF067957 Nannochloropsis gaditana CCMP1775 .
U41052 Pseudocharaciopsis minuta UTEX2113 Eustigmatophyceae
U41051 Eustigmatos magna CCMP387

K5 T4 ASSU tDNAKLH 7 FI R Gk & W
Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree based on the SSU rDNA gene sequences of Chrysophyceae

RGREWFI ST 7 51316864 LUXT ITRAEA 1, STRF AR BT R BURIE (ML) S5 & DU Sr HE W (BI) M & M 1, 2 3 HF 343 7K
T-50%F10. 700 2 ARvEHUE, B AR IR KT 5T90%/0.95, HEHAN TR sUREA I DFIE RS . B SR RYME R % €
HOchromonas, 8 AndersenZ:"™, ¥4 5, 8 £y % N Poterioochromonas spp.. ¥5/<90.02 um, fS3 541 2 5 2%

A total of 57 sequences with 1686 aligned characters were used to build the phylogenetic tree. Support values of maximum likelihood (ML)
and Bayesian inference methods (BI) were indicated at nodes when they are above 50% and 0.70, respectively. The black circles represent
support values at or above 90%/0.95. Two species of Eustigmatophyceae were used as outgroup. The black circles represent support values
at or above 90%/0.95. Two species of Eustigmatophyceae were used as outgroup. The asterisks represent species which were previously
identified as Ochromonas have been re-named as Poterioochromonas spp., referring to Andersen, et al®”. Scale bar = 0.02 um, indicating

Chromulinales

that the sequence divergence is 2%
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H ] FHCW-EbXT P. malhamensis) 3& 55 45 ¥ AT H
R tts, Peck” ] F % 77 Vo0 — 16 4 98 X BE T
J& T W58, B LE Poterioochromonasi1 % € F 3% H
REN 2 N, A EE AR AU R R R H
F AT AT e (), A e et 77 352 ) 2 Y5 CW-Eb 2L
B4 AT RN N TS P, malhamensis
HEe5T, B/ L B, w2
FIFEFAEN F R Z R T T A58

rbeL
ML/BI

{

88.8/0.97

64.9/0.79

_._|:EF 165173 Ochromonas sp. ACOI-1258%*
EF165172 Poterioochromonas stipitata CCMP1862

MH643684 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CCMP3181*
EF165171 Poterioochromonas sp. CCMP2060* B
89.2/0.991gF165170 Poterioochromonas sp. CCMP2718*
MH643691 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB008*
MH643686 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-9
MH643689 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-1d
MH643692 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB010
MH643690 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CMBB
MH643688 Poterioochromonas malhamensis CCMP2740%*
EF165169 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933.1c
MH643683 Poterioochromonas sp. DO-2004
MH643685 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-1a*
MH643687 Poterioochromonas malhamensis SAG933-8
I:EF165185 Ochromonas sphaerocystis CCMP586
EF165187 Ochromonas perlata CCMP2732
GU935657 Ochromonas danica SAG933.7
MK153250 Uroglena volvox U26-3
EF165160 Phaeoplaca thallosa CCMP634
EF165178 Uroglena americana CCMP2769

0.03 L

77.2/0.76

a

EF165181 Chrysamoeba tenera UTCC273

7//L|:KY271704 Eustigmatos vischeri SAG860-1
HQ710609 Nannochloropsis oculata CCMP525

UK CW-Eb G A M & Poterioochromo-
nasBe 7 a5 M AR IE T 5, ILAME M 2 72 A e
AU 31 20 B3k AT L5, 3 B Z 40 B IR 15 TR P sk
AT AT VEANALEE, SR I R rh v R0t 535 77 28 L0
FE S IR AR, LD IR 2 1240 i 2 75 mT DA R e 5%
g

DA b U 5% 5 B W S A R 3 5% 7 40 i 1) AS () 2R
T SN T A R B A S A, R AR

A

Chrysophyceae

KY575275 Ochromonas triangulata A14,651
EF165155 Epipyxis aurea CCMP385
AFO015571 Epipyxis pulchra CCMP382
_ [EF165156 Dinobryon sociale var. americana CCMP1860
" lEF165157 Dinobryon cylindricum CCMP2766
EF165198 Mallomonas insignis CCMP2549
I:KM590858 Synura glabra Hwangsan012508A
EF165189 Synura petersenii CCMP854

EF165182 Chrysamoeba mikrokonta CCMP1857

Outgroup Eustigmatophyceae

Klo T &EMNrbcLER T I RS K E W
Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree based on the rbcL gene sequences of Chrysophyceae
R EMHIH33FFI3L 144 LU0 OB 2, STRFAC R T I USRI (ML) 45 & DU S T (BD & T 1k, 234 343 R T

Ochromonas, 2 Andersens"") 4 1. 5 6 44 JyPoterioochromonas spp.. H7JX50.03 um, FEF 5512 7R 23%

A total of 33 sequences with 914 aligned characters were used to build the phylogenetic tree. Support values of maximum likelihood (ML)

and Bayesian inference methods (BI) were indicated at nodes when they are above 50% and 0.70, respectively. The black circles represent

support values at or above 90%/0.95. Four species of Eustigmatophyceae were used as outgroup. The asterisks represent species which were

previously identified as Ochromonas have been re-named as Poterioochromonas spp., referring to Andersen, et al. 9 Scale bar = 0.03 um,

indicating that the sequence divergence is 3%
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Poterioochromonas J& AN R R 2 18] 1 [X 73 A5 & AF
TEAR KR HE, ik, At 5tk EE e & L3R
FoE B FR M EE, X & Rl 48 e TR AR
SE P A5 R R AE o PR3 2 2 R ZE WUARCIR S R B A
A RN, 5 NE%E € 5 Poterioochromonas
DAL Ochromonas @I, W\ N B BE T2 25 L i vk 4n
M s "2, gha, {¢Andersen® ™!
Xt P ¥ Poterioochromonas A& € Fi (CCMP2060 Fll
CCMP2718) [N A AT IIE . AW 5 E L H
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PRI LR A B R B . 5 RSB M T 45 M 7E AN TR
R Z ] B 5 25 DX, e ARG T BeAE Al X 4 A
RURFE. SR, H ATA fiid Rtk R9EH D,
I 5 B2 75 BG BE £ Poterioochromonas W) il & 45
Ry AT AT SE, AR B i 38 45 44 2 5 Poterioo-
chromonasFPa] [X 73 1178 77
3.2 P. malhamensisHOFHAFSFELER

1 Poterioochromonas )&, BIMUE 3 NM)FH,
{HI2P. malhamensis Jo5E 52 f 52 FVF 1M H & 4R 18
Z IR KA T FICMBBO008 5 P. malhame-
nsis FAMFPRE LLEL, A IAS [F] AR Al K/ INARALL, (2
TR E AW E(FE 1) CMBBO00SHFE 7K
JE AR N TR FRSAG933-1a(18.3—47.5 um vs.
37.2—129.9 pm), M H.P. malhamensis 27K JE 5
& RFP. stipitata(12—130 um vs. 10—24 um). 5
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Hxe, AW 7T Tl & FISAG933-1a%E 5% LL AT A\ B4
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HIARIRIE S WA XN GE 1). BOVER A EE
(A AR Y, JEAEAE A AT B, AR IE = A
B3R d 30 I P. malhamensistH BT 357 23 58 Bk
RAETEAS AN AR B 2 b AR 2 6 BRI 72 AR AN 7] 1)
R R YT S R T R ST A R
AR, iz, SUER IS TE A SRR AE DA X 73 AN [F) Fh
B, J5 A R TR A& 1 FAsid DO R R T A
X 55
3.3 Poterioochromonast R 5 B D

KT PoterioochromonasW] 24t k. 8 Wt 7, LART
PfkiEEHE + AR b, HT Ochromonas Mk
W, girfai 8, H 5 Poterioochromonas o388 N

FERL, FEEXNE T EH B ARETEW. HTER
HAE FL A, S5 g i () G 0 7 VAR B 15 2R 4T 1 B
H, SR L AN & T Poterioochromonas ) V) Fh %
HiR % € NOchromoanas .. R MAE B 1 Poterioo-
chromonas ¥ i 5 Ochromonas KBS A 15— Y
FEOXHANE RGN E K RAMIRE . A5 MANCBI
W T IR S FP I JE R 7 B3 AT A A, 45 RuE S B
H W Poterioochromonas AL — (5 X A+B+C)
H 5 OchromonasyI1(El 5F1E 6), & Poterioo-
chromonas& ¥ 2 RN . TEIALI 1, Poterioo-
chromonas%y 3 Y6530k B RS & oK 45 5
BN—, SRJ5 5 Ochromonas’y > B AE— g, H#EN
B IR RE B 4 SR BE S Poterioochromonas 5
Ochromonas W13 M B o
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REDESCRIPTION OF MIXOTROPHIC POTERIOOCHROMONAS
MALHAMENSIS AND ITS PHYLOGENETIC ANALYSIS

CHEN Man"?, MA Ming-Yang', WANG Hong-Xia', HU Qiang' and GONG Ying-Chun'

(1. Center for Microalgal Biotechnology and Biofuels, Institute of Hydrobiology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072,
China; 2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Poterioochromonas malhamensis is a typical mixotrophic single-celled flagellate. Due to its small size and
variable morphology, the correct identification of this flagellate is still challenging. So far, there is no detailed morpho-
logical description for the species. In this study, one algae-grazing flagellate from Chlorella mass culture was isolated,
which was identified as P. malhamensis CMBBO008. Through fluorescence dying, scanning and transmission electronic
microscopy, the morphological features were described in detail. In addition, SSU rDNA and rbcL gene sequences were
also obtained to investigate phylogenetic position of this species. Based on previous morphological description, the
morphology of lorica and chloroplast was documented: lorica length varied between 18.3—47.5 um, the cup width was
8.5—11.3 pum, the cup depth was 6.3—10.7 pm, and the strain has one or two connected bilobed chloroplast. Using
light and scanning electronic microscopy, siliceous cyst was firstly reported: a unique trilaminar collar and plug on the
top. In addition, some primary organelles and metabolite such as oil droplets and chrysolaminarin vacuole were ob-
served. Comparing different species and strains, the results revealed that lorica and chloroplast, which were regarded as impor-
tant features of Poterioochromonas, were not suitable for identification of P. malhamensis because of high variable
morphology. However, the cyst morphology was a candidate feature for species differentiation in Poterioochromonas.
Molecular phylogenetic analysis showed that all strains of Poterioochromonas clustered in a clade supporting the genus
was monophyly. P. malhamensis and P. stipitata formed sister clades in big clade of Poterioochromonas, and clade Po-
terioochromonas also divided in two sister clades, in which CCMP3181 probably be a species different from P. mal-
hamensis. The study provides complete morphological and molecular data for P. malhamensis and valuable reference
for the genus of Poterioochromonas in morphology and phylogeny.
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