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B 1B, T V7 CIRESIVTWAIR 027578, e877 7 Rhopilema hispidum 35 X OF

3 /2757%" Lobonemoides robustus O iE (=22 REME

1-1. ¢

p=11103
Ex

77 7O REIEE (T /b — L) [T P ORR % 72l Tl Sh T (Brotz et al. 2012,
Condon et al. 2013 72&) . ZNHZ 7D T )V — A%, LIXUIREDYE, ¥, &, EELD
ST NETEEN RS KIF LT (Purcell et al. 2007) . £D— 5T, 7 /—2% T
—IEOFEIT PG EMIIRES L, BB A, (B IZRI HS 1T 4 (Kingsford et al. 2000,
Omori & Nakano 2001, Omori & Kitamura 2004, Nishikawa et al. 2008, 74)1% 2009,
Richardson et al. 2009, Nishida & Nishikawa 2011, Lopez-Martinez & Alvarez-Tello 2013, %
% 2014, Gul et al. 2015, Nishikawa et al. 2015, Brotz & Pauly 2017, 7817 2019, Behera et
al. 2020) .

O 7277 ¥80e8 -7/ Rhopilema hispidum (Vanhoffen, 1888) &3 /774
Lobonemoides robustus Stiasny, 1920 I%, ¥ 7 ¥ 7123V CH ERERISFEE L TMmbiL
W5 (Nishikawa et al. 2008, 7115 2019, Kitamura & Omori 2010). B 27747 1%, A
N, TE, BAR, W7 D7 05/ 252, KLEE S T B D BRI ORI CHERR S
NTEY, XhF4h, 21, <L —7, RERETfESNL TS (Fig. 1-1A. Omori &

Nakano 2001, Nishikawa et al. 2008, V41| 2009, 2019, Kitamura & Omori 2010, Gul &



Morandini 2015). — 5, I/7570%, XU HNENSEE T T RIS AL, ~L—3 7,

HA, T4VE L TRES TV (Fig. 1-1B. Kramp 1961, Kitamura & Omori 2010, Nishida &

Nishikawa 2011, Kondo et al. 2014, 7§)1[% 2019). WiffL, B 77 Husk OFE ~ 22 ¥l <

TN—DEREIL, (AR L TR A I RESEBRL TWD (B11.2.1F, Nishikawa et al.

2008) . L2 L7Z2A3h, ZHHOMIZE§ AW HINFSEEARD TIRGI TERY, & #llk T

=LA ZL TCODEIREEASBAR R E D LD 701G 0072 080 (EfE ) 25 27 2o

TIEHAOIZEN TR, T V7 —H T I — AT 52O RO B % kE

PEICBIT D18 8L, 7L — L 2 AN =X LD SR HT2T TR, BRI SRR

DRELVHREIZBNTH EERIRRE 52 5852615,

W7 U7 sk, R ClRD A O AR m O Jitk O NS TH Y (Hoeksema 2007,

Bellwood et al. 2012) , ZaUIZ I HutEk O#E HE7Z2 HiTE -0 i 52 23 BEIfR LTV 4 (Hall 2002) . #iz,

SCFTHEAC ORI, BOKIIYA 272N T, WK FRELTZR A 2T RERETIND

KREEDHFET 7 — WIS AL A5 R (Voris 2000) , A 2 R-REFERNZ 31T DU O

BahIRE<HIRS, B~ L7200 TRa@ b~V DR B2 5[ S I L 722 LA

BN TS (il 213, Gaither & Rocha 2013) . F7-, K& T4, MEAKE D _EHIZLEN

MEAFED N EL, TORREL T RPELREEDIEEFEDO S AN EE L2803, K

HIBE N B WS ARME A R — R 2 o TV 5 (Hoeksema 2007, Gaither & Rocha 2013) .

AW ClE, W7 V7 OIREH T N— AT B r54, 754 Wik sk (#



BB CEEE T, ZNODOFDBRRIZARMEA LN T 2L LI, ERFEM O

BNV EHEE T 2282 HE LT, SBIT, ARSI DZE MK/ 72— & TRk

LI2EBZ ONDERNZOWTELELTC. AT, BISHEMRT ORE RITE-SE, —fH

fEAEF TP Z AT~ Tz

1-2. #kb J5 ik

1-2-1. FBHRAE

77 ORI, 2010 £ED35 2018 4EIZHNT CIHRET 77 Hlsl oD 4 75F 11 H 5 CERELT-

(Fig. 1-2, Table 1-1) . A HUIRD LT - BHIZIBNT, sREAAL 72277 Ziffin/ b T3<-T

BT D0, 777 MM DR LT BR ISV IS TR L T2, BAERL, 70 i3 DDAk A

99% % /— /)L TIRIEL, DNA #2179 £ T-30°C TIRIEL 7=, 777 ki 4y B3 %<

DNA DOIRAFIRREICFEE METHENDH DT80, T8 ) — N DGR T 72,

1-2-2. DNA HhiH!

DNA #fitHi%, Puregene Core Kit A (QIAGEN #1:8) Z VT 772, H e KEFUEESER O

WFFERIZIRB W T ) — L EE LTk D — &2 DIV HY, Cell Lysis Solution 300 pL &

Proteinase-K 5 puL (2L, 37°C Tt E7/=1X 55°CT 2 FFfHl A Fa~X—hL7z. BT,

Protein Precipitation Solution 100 pL Z /% CTH L\ EEEHES W14, 1m0 BEfEZE



T 15000 G, 15 4y filiz LU Tk S, LEALL T DNA iRE o BEL 7. 2Bl TRz

DNA {§¥&L 100%7 I:l/\/»—‘}l/ 300 uL %{}'%j][l[/ —20°CT 30 U\J:/Aﬂ] [/7:— ﬁj\%ﬁ

% DNA Z 1L S, FELZEET70%T 4 /—/L 600 uL THEEHL7-. O O Bk

T DNA ZILB S 70% % /— L& fREL, BIRSE 720D TE-buffer 100 pL THMFEL T

MBI LTz

1-2-3. I+=FU 7 DNA (MtDNA) DO f#EHT

b= RU7 DNA (MtDNA) #4713, cytochrome oxidase ¢ subunit | (COI) S A% G &L

7= 7oA~ —1%, e B 777 CriBEEn o LCOjf (Dawson 2005) & HCO2198 (Folmer et al.

1994) ZAE L7z, /7771220 T, ERR7 I~ —TIIZEL THIIE T& e oTor

W, Bl E LTI A~ —% i\ V7= (LorCOL: 5-TTTGGCGCCTTCTCGGCCATG-3,

LorCOH: 5-TCCTGCAGGGTCAAAGAAAG-3) . RYAZ—E#gH i (PCR) %, T100

Thermal Cycler (Bio Rad #1:) L L, St A 27113 95°C 2 43 TIT->71%, 95°C 30 ¥,

50-55°C 30 £, 72°C 1.5 43% 30-35 VA7 /L, Ff&fhE s LT 72°C 5 4y C{T-o7=. PCR

BOSE, 13 7-0 78847k 8.925 uL, 10xEX buffer 1.5 uL, dNTP 1.5 L, %77 A ~—

1.5 UL, Ex Taq HS 0.075 pL DAL CTIERIL 72. 55172 PCR £ 3 pL &3 ARk RY 2

V=2 (AR 22T 4728 1 uL 2R A LIZb D%, 2% 7 Ha—A47 0 T 100V, 15 4

[FIFESIKEIZATV, MRS/ Z8% H L CHERLT-.



PCR FEMIOFEHLT, Exo-Sap-1T (USB #1:8L) 2 W CTiT o7z, A7y — I AD

WX, 787K 7 uL, 5xSequencing buffer 1.5 L, 74V —NR1{f|=7"Z(~—0.5 uL, BigDye

(ABI #1:44) 1 uL, PCR #E#) 0.5 pL CEBIL 72, P —~ (2T —D5AF1E, 96°C 10 1,

50°C 5 ), 60°C 2 43 30 ¥ C 40 A 7N AT>T-. ATV —T 2 ZFE LD PCR EWIT

125 mM EDTA & Tp 99% =4 ) —/LIZKVILERL, 70% % ) — /L T ALT-4%, iz

(95°C, 5 43) L=, 2D, gL 7=FdF50EH Hi-Di TM Formamide (ABI #1:84) % 15 pL

A, 95°C 5 4y TEVAMESET4%, EHIDKMLEDELT-. KL 72 PCR EEMREHE, AR

KEPEMBIERS X2 —128B\ T DNA > —27 % — (ABI 3500x], ABI #1:#) %

AW T BV DR E 1T o T2, AW TERLN MO FACY1X, DNA Data Bank of

Japan (DDBJ) Z#L T, National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) Gene Bank (Z

BT (7T 78y a5 LC517112-L.C517159, LC519498-1L.C519552) .

1-2-4. % DNA (NDNA) D fEAT

£% DNA (NDNA) i ITS1 sl A xt 5L, 7FA~—&vh jfITS1-5f & jfITS1-3r(Dawson

& Jacobs 2001) Zff L 7. PCR I%, 95°C 2 5317 >7-1%, 95°C 30 #, 58°C 30 £, 72°C 1.5

45% 35 VATV, iM% 72°C5 4y CTliolz. B U7 L3 057 DI IERIYIIL,

Gene Bank (22N E T 7y a5 LC520246-L.C520250 & LC520240-L.C520245 T

gk,



ST DINTSL L, BENELH)-T-7-, TOPO TA /a—= 7%y AL T 5 3k}

Zoa—= 27Ul LU Ds, ITSL 757 AN, FANIRKE 2D TG ATEY, ZF

LT-BeANZ DD NINEES ~7-. 2T, FEANIRSE 1 i ot IOCHi72 i 7 I94~—t

w1, LorlTS1F1(5-CGGAAGGATCATTACCGAAC-3) & LorITS1IR1 (5

CAGTCCTCGGTCAGTAAGTCAG-3'), LorITS1F2(5-GCCACTGTGAACTTGTACCC-3")

& LorlTS1IR2 (5-CGCACACTCGTACACAGCTA-3) Z1ERk L, 3B 30 LL EdHAH~1L —

7D MB, ZAD TA, 74U D PL T757 A Mg &1T -1 (Fig. 1-3 BR) . 747 —NK

774 ~—1Z1%, FAM (5-GCCTCCCTCGCGCCA-3) F£7i% PET (5*-

CGGAGAGCCGAGAGGTG-3', Blacket et al. 2012) %, U/N\—2A7 T A~ —(T|Z, pig-tail (5

GTTTCTT-3', Brownstein et al. 1996) OECFE N2 T=. 7T 7 A MEHT® PCR 1%, 1 7 EHH

720 E 10 UL &L, #KBEK 5.35 pL, 10xEX buffer 1uL, dNTP 1 pL, %574V —R7F7 A~

—(5mM)0.2 pLs, &V R—R27F1~—(5mM)0.4 uL, FAM, PET 77 1~—0.2 UL, Ex

Taq HS 0.05 puL, 7> 7L —hk DNA 1 L TYERL7=. PCR $A 2 /L1, 95°C 3 73 D%, 95°C

30 £, 59°C 30 7, 72°C 30 #b%& 45 B AUV, E#&MEG 72°C5 53 Ti1o7e. 777 A b

B4 R1X, 500 L1Z size standards #JL#E(Z1L, Peak Scanner ver. 3.0.2 2 L CHEERL7-.

1-2-5. 5 — X itk

BoNT-HEERAZ, Y7 M7=7 MEGA ver. 6 (Tamura et al. 2013) Z VT H 1 CHezEL



Z NI OAATEOMERENT O LA T R NT— VN DT 7 A NI A T AL — )

FaBOX (Villesen 2007) T L, N7 aH A7 Ry NI —7 X% 7 77 TCS ver. 1.21

(Clement et al. 2000) # VN TIERR L7, T aX A7 2k (h) B OEILLEEFE (1%)

I%, Y7 bh7 =7 Arlequin ver.3.5 (Excoffier & Lischer 2010) TR HL7=. MU D&

L3, 1000 EHUZ LB B E (Dsr) ZH L (Arlequin ), A7 = —=Hli1E

ATl ECHRFILIZ. SHIZ, Tajima’s D XA~y F 534 38D, EIRFEOILR O 1K

[ZDOWTOHEE (Rogers & Harpending 1992) 2177z (Arlequin i ) . e €255 d COI

(ZOWTIE, HIERRYEREE (R 7 EREE) SBUsAIEREE (Dst) DEIFRZ Mantel 7 AMI L~ Thigt

LTz, & 7o, 27757 0k 30 UL ESH A (MB, TA, PL) DBRIIEEREE AR 2 /37

A—=4E7 v (K2P, Kimura 1980) Z AV CRHIL7Z (MEGA B /) . 7285, EXL 777 D VT

13, B AR 3 T 1o Zedh, T LERIMLTC.

Yo IZ7 O ITSL RINLBAR v "I — 27X, TCS IZL->TERY L7=. /7747 D 1TS1

757 A MZ, Peak Scanner ver. 3.0.2 (ABD) (12X > THER L 7=, 150N T7-T —Zh D,

Structure Ver.2.3.4 (Pritchard et al. 2000) & FH\ T, 5L M5 (K) OHEE & 4 Husk 8 A D

BB ST 21T o7~ K OHEEIT, K=12006 K =11 TV, 298713 3 B0 R, -

BT, = /La7 -7 i (MCMC) BL T8 burn-in 13, Z1F40 10000 [H1#0 3K

L fT-o7=. 155755 B01%, Structure Harvester Web ver.0.6.93 (Earl & von Holdt 2012) (21

Y7L, S LnP(D) 13 KE72% K 3 b TUX D D KWMEARTES CTh 5L 770



L7z,

1-2-6. L HEBlE:

BARHIRE SRR R D E, ZALT 4V TRESNI /777 OIFEARZ W TR RE

DR ZAT, JTEREE R OF A FRFILT-. 7773 BHE, 2017 428 A 25 Bic7 (U

>, Lagen Island (PL, Fig. 1-2) &, 2018 4= 7 A 27 HIZ# A, Phetchaburi (TP2, Fig. 1-2) T

U7, BEELT-7T70%, BiCAE2H 1/2 £7-0% V4 ([ L7-1%, 5% 7 1~

WK CHEELZ. 740~V 30BHE, BF9E=E 12T Dawson (2005) 35JUF Scorrano et al.

(2017) 5351221 B IZOWT, FELOFHAZ1T>72 (Fig. 1-4) . 7235, PL Okl

THEIRE A KABL Ceed, MIELRD T, £z, BIpEIMEZEEIT, MEHAIK

BRLoToled), TELIZTIRIED BV 22 IR TRIE L7, A ilB O R X757

BT, el 34 EE A AEEE (bell diameter, BD) (2% 3 HFH%HE (% of BD) (225 #al 7~

HOTIToTz. ZJU—REORERE DZERA, V7 =7 IMP13, SAS th&H\T, —it

BC &5y B (One-way ANOVA) 7213 t BB IS K0 EH AT L 7=,

1-3. fE R
1-3-1. e 8>277% Rhopilema hispidum

COl BEFIARHTIC LY, T 7 6 Hilgiod 189 FEH (500 bp) 735, 3 48 D AT A AT 2



S, R v —J UL DEHT T, 2 DO7V — R fERRS vz (Fig. 1-5A) . A7

L—F(ZL—F Ra) 13, & TOHROMEIEREEZ S 7, AT mi (T b LT R

DI T —IKE R LTz, HH— DI —R (ZL—FK Rb) X, EiZ~L—7 (MK) OfEK

FENOAE R SAL, A (VD, VD2, VT) OEEREN T E EnemoTz. Kk o T az 1

TEAREE (W) 1, 0.749(TSA) 725 0.879(VD), ML AR (%) 1%, 0.259 (VD2) 7>% 0.506

(MK) Ofiz 7~ L7= (Table 1-1) .

vB 775 OIS E AR OBARII 3 LIRS dsr 13X, —0.005 (VD vs. VD2) >5 0.145

(MK vs. VD2) O#i %z R L7= (Table 1-2A) . = bH0E, IR I3 A B2 -7

D3, XEFAMEEEE(VD, VD2) &, BRI -~ —2 7 (MK) BV EX A FEHR (TS)

DA FEL DRNITA B RO B (p < 0.05) . iz, HUH OB AT pHEES PRI

HEE DORINZITA BRIEDOMHBERER RO bz (AT~ OIER AR, p =0.718, p <0.01.

Fig. 1-6) . Tajima’s D (%, A BEICADEEZRLIZ (D =-2.291, p<0.001) . 2{EEEEZIITD

Ay F AT OFEANELRE, SRR IER L IZ R O T RS A BT T

(Fig. 1-7, Sum of Squared deviation S = 0.005, p = 0.051, Harpending's Raggedness index hr

=0.039, p = 0.404) . & HIBRAEARED L\TfT AT o702 A, ZAD 3 SOEEREE (TS, TP,

TSA) Tl, A EATRDLNAD -T2 (S>0.002, p>0.570, hr >0.021, p>0.928). F7-,

<L =37 (MK) Tl A EEITROHN2D 7253 (S = 0.034, p = 0.274, hr =0.066, p =

0.634), _IgRIZRUTZ. —75, _RFA (VD BEUNVD2) IZIFA BEENHBD LR o7



(Fig. 1-7A, VD:S=10.016, p=0.010, hr =0.115, p = 0.010. VD2:S=0.012, p = 0.006, hr =

0.116, p = 0.006).

ITS1 FEIKDFEMTIL, 59 BUEFTITVY, 130k 7-0 349 bp BMGHAT. RGBS 71, 54

AT HERS 25 (Fig. 1-8), MU T & E7-1% COI THRON /L —R T8Ik 5281378

otz

1-3-2. 27277/ Lobonemoides robustus

U IT7 OERERINL, e B 777 OPREHI (B I) L1382 ->TEY, 24

Phetchaburi (TP, TP2) ® & CH72-7~ (Fig. 1-2, Table 1-1). /277 ® COI BLH DRI,

5 Hulik 144 50K}, 568 bp (ZOWTITVY, 57 DT & A7 &k LT (Fig. 1-5B) . N7 & A

T "N — 7 KfENT T, ~L—3 7 (MB) & EEL7=7L—F La, #A Suk Samran (TA) %

FLL7=7L—FR Lb, 74UE> Legan Island (PL) # 32 L7227V —FK Lc ® 3 DD 7L—RiZ4y

Jhiviz. ZL—FR La & Lb 1%, ORI —V AR LT, T ad AT ZERE (h),

SEEFE (1%) 1%, 102740 0.600 (PC) 25 0.824 (PL), 0.147 (TA) 25 1.174 (TP2) D #iH %

RUT7= (Table 1-1) . £ #ulsk ] D dsr i, —0.036 (TP vs. TP2) 7> 0.882 (TA vs. PC) D%

KL, TPvs. TP2 2R\ CH E ZEN RO B (Table 1-2B, p <0.001). Tajima’s D i, MB

& TA TIIAERADEZRLTZ (p<0.05). SA~VYyF5Ai55HriE, MB, TA, TP2, PL Tf7

VY, 2 TOHIECRERRAEE T HIEOMICA E 21X >7- (p > 0.16) 73, PL & TP2 1%, /o

10



DIRERED RO A RIE 325 Z 44 R U= (Fig. 1-7B) . K2P (2X 545 #ilsi o> COl

DOiEA= L, MB-PL [T 3.26 + 0.69%, TA-PL [T 3.09 + 0.65%, MB-TA [T 0.828 +

0.30% ToH-o7-.

3 #iig (MB, TA, PL) 123517 % ITSL SEIR O EMFNT T, LnP(D)I% K =3 T k&>

77, K O KEFT% OfES =38, PLIZ K =24 O T TRARAEE THAZLNREINT-

(Fig. 1-9). —J7, MB & TA|E, K=2 OIFI[F— D& L7208, K=3, K=4 D&

—EBDEARZ RN TR oM G2 R LTz,

I TTIIHIR T LB B AR LT O T, MBSO NI L — R T LI REMR

WratATolz. WRRERMT LT /2773 8T, 7V —F La lZJg 3251 (TP)5 ik, 7L —F

Lb (ZJE %% (TP) 10 fE{R, 74U > (PL) /L —R Lc ([ZJ@& 35 5 fE{R, THH. {71

— RO AT, La 728 265.1 £ 51.5 mm, Lb 75 237.6 + 37.3 mm, Lc 75 271.0 + 62.2 mm

Td-7=(Table 1-3) . S (EEEA) 1T, FEALLIIAAT, SEZEEIT, LaksL T Lb

THIERELZBROL DN L, La BLULe DF 1 EED A THEEEOL DN 2E

7= (Fig. 1-10A, B). F7z, FAKESR, #rzeiddid, £ Tor/L —FANTREIKICED R

IEBDW=. BFIZ PL(ZL—FK Le) D 1 #&EFCIZBH O i fa O MR N 72 5 A7 2 538

L3, HaE ORI EEBD Do Te RO 777 T, BEER THARITERAD

RPFET DR bz, 3R, BEKE LUS ORI A E S 25678 2 f#

& (Clade La:1 fi{£, Lc:1 f8{&, Fig. 1-10D), #xIFICDAIEET D560 3 il (Lb:2 {3

11



1K, Le:1 R, Fig. 1-10E), “FMia @0 D R FAET DA77 4 (B (La: 1 8, Lb:2 {#

&, Le:1fEfK, Fig. 1-10F), il N ERFRITIEAET D860 1 EAR (La) g8 T&T-.

RN DIEREIZ DWW T L — R TR A B 27~ 72L 25, BZDIEX (FFAER Sy, f4),

Az BZSEOBE (18) LR (f9), ABEPIIRER > (F18) TH E 27O B2/ (Table 1-3, One-

way ANOVA, p<0.012), TR LIS DIAH IZHOWTEIZL — R T B TR L) »

1-4. B

1-4-1. S22 RU7 DNA L1 DNA O (s kM

AHFZETIE, b= RUT DNA @ COI fElk b £% DNA @ ITS1 Sk A L CRENT 21T -

7. Zhb D n~—h—3#k B OE B RAIFTFEIC LSS TOD A, ITST fEl D

YR L EHAEL X COl fEI O & & bhl LT/ 72U ME A28~ 7= (Stopar et al. 2010, Ramsak et

al. 2012, Dong et al. 2016) . ZOfH[AIE, AL THRELIZE B 777 DOFER THERDHIL

7=, T2, © B ITHFLI ) IT T DONT AL T EZREE L, ZNE THESN CWDoR 1

777 B OFHHRKELSANDZ LT )T (Table 1-4, Dawson & Hamner 2005, Ramsak

et al. 2012, Lee et al. 2013, Glynn et al. 2015, Dong et al. 2016, Gotoh et al. 2017). —J%, /7

T DM IELRE L, oSk OIS LR L TEVWEEZ/RLZ. U, #1(TP2) DX

NHEFI L — R CHELZ IR H 5720 L5 2 57 (Fig. 1-5B) .

12



1-4-2. 2 FROEARFEDIE S OHEE

BT T, ETOHIROMEEREN G 1570 —F Ra HMHIS L, il <

BB NHHZERmIBSTE. — ), ZL—K Rb 1%, ~L—7 (MB) &4 A (TS,

TP, TA) DEREED Z THERR S TEY, MB DIRA~ T S5AA 508 Tl "I AR L=, =

NEDOZENE, 7L—F Ra LTRIGHNZ R DEARRE (71 —R Rb) &0 "R H R

STz, ZL—F Rb OEJIIARATEDN, ARIIA L FERE T MMBHERSILTWHZEN

5 (Gul & Morandini 2015) , ARAFFEO G HILAN O AL CTEXTZATREMEN B X DTz, # 1

DIEAERECIR T DIA~ Yy F Ao T, FEREE SR OIERZ R L7258 O

THHEL OFICA EAITFRO LN T, WEICER I ATEOILR 2R T2 EAVRIRS L

7=. —77, ITS1 TiZ, COlI THLILT=LH7a ], 71— R CE{ErIREED Z R ITFED

WiphoTz, skHEATIZIF= RU7 DNA K0 DNA OZE BB NZER LI TWATZ8)

(Stopar et al. 2010, Ramsak et al. 2012, Dong et al. 2016), 1TS1 &I Ci, HusEARER T

BB LS HEA TR T AT REMEDNE . BTz,

B 7T OGRS LIRSS, /777D COl fEIRIZ 1T D dstlid, TP vs. TP2

VS OETOMBTHEZEDRBDOI, £ DNA THIREROME R 23538 B/, COl sz

BIIH7—F La &7 —F Lb MO RERBIT LA D72, F7—RDOLETHD

MB & TA D K2P 13/ 1%7--7=. —J5, 7L —NK Lc I, ey R E iz R,
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FEHI CTHD PL L2 DO HIE (MB, TA) D K2P 133124 3%% 7~L7-. Ortman et al.

(2010) (LDl Akf 2 T A4 (K2P) (2L D8k i, B e d i, & B OREN ORI

BiEE, 5.7%LL FCTHOHEMESNTERY, /777 DL —RE O K2P IZFENZE B OFPHN

Tholz. Fiz, /777 DIV —RHTORREBLE AT 7oL 25, SMEERDORSLIE, 4

DR DR, OB TR BZANRBOBALVZAY (Fig. 1-4, Table 1-3), Z DA

DETOIFEIFRHE TIIAEATRDOONR) -T2 (Table 1-3) . A EADRD BTSNz

ZEke & M BEPIRER 7313, RS GERIRIRIBDG DIVDIeh>To. Fiz, Tk E I

TSI KOS LA DL S TG LT TRENED DY), B 7 FLERIZI I AN E 2 Th

HEBZBNT. TGRS K2P (ICK DR EREEDRT R MND, AWFIE TRROBIIZ

777 DU FER OBARHIREE O1E T, FHAREVOIVITHENER THHLEE R

Y 40

1-4-3. 2 FEOEFMBCHEE F— 2 DR AT =K L

AWFIETIL, BB 777 I PR I (R CRRERE IS L 2 B =R R (isolation-by-distance,

IBD) Z7R L, TR CRARBDE RS D ZEATRIRS Iz, — 77, I/ 7771348 1l

A CORARHIREEN RS AL, 2 fCTRRDBIRIIZARMEZ R LT, HEEBREDIE, AT (1

J3735 250 AR (ZF1T 20K, KA 7 icloTEAbL, R A OBICHEEICE

B b % 7~ (Janko et al. 2007, Bowen et al. 2016, Choo et al. 2021) . 4#iZ, T 7
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T, KNSR ALK E O FIZEY, A H TR ERETNL REED RS

(Fig. 1-2B, Voris 2000) . AL X Z U RBFAEL COTZHIBIZIE, WEEEH DAL R — KO

M OZFEIEHIFREA, B R R KRB D OH KA D 8% 5217 Tz (Voris

2000, Sathiamurthy & Voris 2006) . ZALHDEREEEAUIZZ T 7 FAD AT 2 — - #] (- ilFATE

1) 720 T, MBI ENTASAE U CTAETE TR 7 ]I A b RE B A B 2 7o SHEIS

Mo, MK FREMOM, e 7757 ORI OMEERTED 2 I3/ > T o filkg

BEILIZLE 2O (Fig. 1-2B, FRHN) . —J5, /77708, TNENT X~ A, Y

TE, A—/L—lFED 3 SOHBIZ D TR EIL 7L E SIS (Fig. 1-2B, FRF]) . Z0Z

LG, AWFFEOLREE MBI IR E R TIZHDA, FH O KmZEBIZL SR 2 FD 55

ROBE) F— 2 DFEVD, WA TREEDEWVOEKR O OEDTHS AR N RIBS L.

Fo, ALF TR, AR T 528128 o T, MO WiAfedEL, 77

Y UMEHZZL—R Rb BEUY Lb DS I2 & 2 Hiviz. IR T Uik 23 BUAE L [F]

BEEZ2DIZ o0, WRENHIED MBI HL, 7o ¥~ ikl rd s il KR~

B ENITIRA LD LIV, AU X TURIZEDAL R — KIEEDO I ES 78D 1E

(B WrPA RFR DR, FavTFavAd ATV THME S TS (B2

Fleminger 1986, Benzie 1998, Gaither & Rocha 2013) .

VT DT AV ORERETRERRSI-ZL—F Le 1, 7L —R)5 i B~

NF AT EEER U (Fig. 1-5B) . %72, PL OIA~ Y F 540 4L, SADEERELD 2
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Wl A RS- (Fig. 1-7B) . 74UE Y, /RTU L BHERIZIE Wallace’s Line LIEIE

LA R 0355 (Fig. 1-2B, Huxley 1868, Whitmore 1981) . Z DY 1d A K7 K

NS, B2 RGO BN X RABS N DMFAE L 72 - 72728, Wallace’s Line BRI DB 5728

i, BT HEE L RTIRERI TH o725 2 5TV 5 (Kakioka et al. 2018) . AHFZET

Wallace’s Line {1 T THERRSHLIZZL —R Le 1L, 74V ELRIZEH -T2 7 20— T b RN

STEAREMED D, FARI LT M2~ 3 EAME L C, #2754 Hippocampus

trimaculatus (M7 U4 B, au AR 1374V — 4 — AU T R A M s & E B s

B bR, /NSZR AN LT B ARE I N COAZEAVRIBEN TS (Lourie & Vincent

2004) .

AWFIETIALINNTI 2 TAR 077740 2 FEOX RV BARRIRE G 2 — 1, SeHT it Ol

TEBRBEE M 0D 3 BURE ) DIE M Lo THAHITRS IV TREMED DD . R 727 il T, &

A= RIED IO ZEF NI N 2R 0 5 R EWER O Wi 3MF7E 3% (Fig. 1-2A, Wyrtki

1961). b B 77 DG, T b b ARFEN T L — LETER T AR DL L1E, ZOgR N

LT DMANAET DML CTH 5. Fiz, ZATRBNOEEL 777 EREE (TS, TSA, TP)

WA VWCEPILI- &G EED D (Table 1-2A) , BN CIEIAEEDIE A DN Z o> TNAZEN

TR, FHUIB O ORERIZIAUE, ATV RBIZI 77 PHBLT D%, £ A—

VRDSBISRL TIRY, FRTF T A= ORI S AT FIERE B L OIEE TE< 261

HENDILTWD (F)115 2019) . £/, ZATURIELS O T, A HusOEREH] )3 2
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720, =L —7 Kukup TIE 1 7T 7 DIENBIbN TS, ZHHDZEND,

BT T Lo THRE S L CWD RIREMEDN S 2 51 (Table 1-4, Omori & Kitamura

2004, V§)11% 2008, 2019, Nishida & Nishikawa 2011), Z@Z Easir#2 Ui OBA=HI ke

PEICERD > TODDONb LR, — 5, /757 ORI, WA iR 59<, ki

LTINSV ATREME DS DD, E7, MM OBEIKEEIZIE, AEETERD b)) -

7208, BB I TR E WSV RS RSO TCWA (BB 2T 4.05+2.13 m

min.}, /77757 2.45 £2.00 m min. Y, RS RIEFR) . 2O IO WO EWER R D

BSOS EHE ) B LR G IE IS B L 5 2 TOD ATREME NS 2 bz,
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F2 . BT EI T OIMAETE LICBIT A EERE O HEE

S

2-1. %

p=11103

PORHIR 0277 BIZE 57 77, BIERERERI20 (Fig. 2-1) . £, Hilifit

ROIFT AR (AT =) BT AT IV ZAEINN AL, £NBITTTXTH AL

2%, TIRTNEITK PR UIZO BRI IEL, RYTNIERET S, AT IREA ((f

) MATHY, bkx RO BEMEAFNZLVEIE 2. £z, AbnbL—Tal LRI

LENZ I, fH &2 DRV T NS T AT EERRRASED. 70T EITK T EERL, R,

AT 2—HL72% (Fig. 2-1) . ZOIHNT, AVATEZATOPF AR HEME A AT O 14 5 HEAR

Z A8 BAZRED IR AETE SR E RS D280, K DAT 2 —F OEAEFEIEIL, RV T O

PEAEFHIZ L D=7 4 T A AR FEREICAK AT 3% (Feng et al. 2018, Schnedler-Meyer et al. 2018) .

AR T DB TEARIIFE (S Lo TRARD. SRR B 35777 D %<1, RIV7 DR

TEREIRE NS TR DT 2RI 7 DN RS VD HH RS, IRIRAE /1 DBHHX T E B

DIVIARRROWT F, RV ANTERL, T2 AMI LS TR 7 25 A S Hkk

KPS TND. £, ARITTROLUL, WIKEN DL LM, 77 XA N &R LHT

TR T a3 SRS, Abat L —yart | BICEEO T 4T EZ e T DR T 4

IHEATE, 1 BN EIRD =T AT EUDEALRNE )T A AT HAT D RKEL 2 DOk

DA TND., ZHOBEMEASERERE, 1| BT 1 TR, 1 EOE O HEMEA AR
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ZHD, RBEICL S TEZXAZELHBIL TS (Han & Uye 2010, Fuentes et al. 2011 72&) . L

MU D0, EARREENRE|Z L > CEE/RZORY TR T AH981E, AT 2—V I T

DIRNDIINBLIR TEH 2 (Mills 2001, Tronolone et al. 2002, Miyake 2004) .

CHET, FREEICTT V=D& BT 2867 7 7B DWW T, RTINS Dt R

B, BREBEZbOHEEC BB T AR OO FETIThh, KRB E, fHOHE

DYNEEPE A FE OAR SO FESUC B - COABZEDNAB )N 22> T D (Purcell 2007, Purcell

et al. 2012, Schiariti et al. 2014, Feng et al. 2015, Wang et al. 2015, Widmer et al. 2016) . %7,

OO MRE, TR A L\ S TCBR BRSBTS A A SR T D 28D O TE Tl

HZ TS (Purcell et al. 2009, Holst & Jarms 2010, Conley & Uye 2015, Dong et al. 2015) .

— 77, BGRB8k 7 P FAD ERECRY T O E BRBEIZ B MR, T — bk

TR LIRS R L7R DFENFAET DIZH DL T, FEFITIROIALTHLDONBLR TH 2.

AT TIE, e B 7778777 OB EMRAT 21TV, AR CE (A OB s S

NG PRI D T ENHGLINTIRY, B OBR S A F R R (TEGR 7R L) OE

WESCBRL TWDZEDVRIERESITZ. — 0, FAERREERZEHHY, w4 B I Af 7R

(B2 RI37<, R T O BEVEAFERR A ORR, 7 4TI & o T A AT S

IZBITDEBERERTORONTND. 22T, AETIE, FEERZELT, b2 fE

DYVAAETE L, FrlIRD 7N BT 2 AR E LA BR R A I 2 282 B R L LT,
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2-2 Mk D51k

2-2-1. ABLOE B LRV F Oy F i G

EERICHWZe B I3 005 ORI, ZAET 773K 5%D Cha-Am Station HijD

Wik (Fig. 2-2) TERIRU 72RO D RfERR T I XTEL ST, ZNOaE KIS 5L

XS BoNTARY 1L, MV AR V-2 (N 78 mm, &S:24 mm, 7 AV 4L

B (B A2 RIS L, 30 mL Ok Ty FERFL. SHEmKIT, ATk~

U7 —h BROKFREBHER) 2728 BK CTARUIZb 02 L. SEROKIR, H7i,

AR S =B 2o, e B 7F4 Clrdskik 30°C, ¥4y 30, /7747 CTlikik

30°C, 45 15 LLT-. F77, BT A FTaX—F— (F— A FaX—X— A1201, 4 H

PESAER, ML 1°C) THERMCITo72. B, 2 RIS 1], FEL7ZTOT VT IT Ak

(bR & 15y BARAIEL, R 3 I B KB LR B ORI E T -T2, &

7=, ZO8H M IR 7 DM AR OB 2T o T2, ZORMFTHFEES (L E )

RV T B T DL L Te s, HEHEL T2 7 % B C At i SR Bt P 2 HE 72

7= DEBRAEIT T,

2-2-2. EhR

FRRICHEL 7RV T, B LTy FRE A D oD ML ASEIC > Tl (TR L 72

BEZ -, ZNSETIAF 78D 6 T —hD 1 FUTHE | JETOUNEL, K&
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95 mL, BESRIEC, AR 2 AN @i (VERSOS #1484, 20 L) CAELZ. 2 HIZ 1

[&l, WALLIZCOT AT IT A (NI LEE) 2+ 072 BAAREIL, /G 3 BRpfRICKE L

B AR OFFREIT o7, WMEORI1Z, 2-3 IS FITEES 2.5 T OB bsd

TV, (LB T-OBICEREIT-T-.

(R A X B L O AFHIC 1T D57, KR OAFEHiPH & e B2 D78, BpDME 7y e

KIEDOHET 2 ORI F OB FEER AT, I/ S S A TR~ 535 (LLTF, T

W5y 38R ) TIX, ¥4y 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 35 O 7 BEREOFEERIX AR, /KIRITERAER:

DKIRTHS 30°C TITo7z. Fo, KIEOHEFFHZ R8T HZE (LLT, AR

BR 1) Tl /KR 15, 20, 25, 30, 35°C @ 5 BRPEDFEBR X 2 3%T, I BER O 4 THh

530 B r77), F21X 15(R7757%7) TlroT=. £ FEERIX T 11-18 {EADRY 7 %

7=.

ZNENDFRIZBNT, 2 ORI T ORI ~572012, 2 BIZ 18], ERERME T

TIZuA—Z—ZHNT, HEHIINE S CUIRUITER B THOSILTWARIZF D

M B¢ (Mouth Disc Diameter: LL T, MDD &Hg97) 2 0.05 mm OFEEE CTEHAIL7=. [RIFRF

(2, VT OEEMEAFEIZ S DHIE (LT TEFREEA ) SRR SN G B, Thadt Lz,

MR, TR RIS, ENOICKOBREZA A ISR IDIT U7z, FEERM

H, e B 7T TIIARRE L — g SN2, T 0%, AhrE L — g

I (AR ZHIN D=7 4 T AT ET) Zridk Uiz, FE5RITE, mh TR E L fE
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RZzPRrE, 35 HiEfkRE L7, L&, W1HZ 1 HH, &&HZ 35 H HES.

2-2-3. T —HfEHT

K EBR BT DERBAMERORY 7O MDD X, WSS IELOENHLNTZ. 2D
MDD DIE5 & &4 9578, HAIL7- MDD % 3R B 4A#FO MDD % 1 EL7=AH %}
MDD (ZZH#L, FERX DA AT 7. BIREERIMICIB T DR, AT OB %

DT80, 4 FHRIXTOFEI R REE (mm d ™) 2 2L F O THRELE.

_ (35 HH®¥ MDD — 1 H H D% MDD)
B 35

PR

F7o, BORHRFETRITLL T ORX TR L.

_ B T O R BT

§Et$ 2 o O
EERRICHLL =R 7 5

AR, BRI 75 36 LOUKIRD B2 Z T a0 | W) IR BBtz ik B L, 45 28R

XIZBITHE 35 H H OFFH%E MDD SRR R EEAE I HOW T, e FRIMER

1To7=. BEIZIE, —JohdE 5 BT (One-way ANOVA) EZEDRANR Y 7T AN TS D

Tukey-Kramer test & FV 7z,

bB 7T ONWTIE, AbeE L —va Bl EBR X E T 57280, Ahae'T 1
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fEASHT=0 1 A H7=D D%k (times day ' strobilla™) (2 #2 L 7=, 7=, fixf MDD LRV~ 1

RS 7= DWERE~ 7 ¢+ 78D BAtR% Spearman DNANFHES A FVTHEFTL7-.

T _RCOMEFHIREICIE, Y7 =T IMP13 (SAS ) & v /-,

2-3 fEHR

2-3-1. © B 774 Rhopilema hispidum

eI DIFRFEAELT, ARIITRR S ARREEIND, FTF U E BN ANDRE

AIZE ST T (Fig. 2-3A) . AR AN, RV MRl SEIX L7 ER THREIL-

BIZFES T, XL ERIT 1 ENZOX 1 ARATHY, 1 IR CTEERIEEZI T T, R

R ARDRL AN, fABEREICE S THRZRD, KRS (15-25) OEREE T CIIARR U ANEAE

D2 BBIZIEBL AR CWNDD DRI L=,

A SR B HE T EBRAT D/ F B H ORY T, RUZ L (0 E8) SRy R T

L, 74T T B ARG LTR, BIOGEETEE, Fic2m )7 eigoTo4pi7s 3

Bz SN 72 (Fig. 2-3C, D, E) . 72, Ho72R U7 R (GEER) 1%, 3 BT 023/

L, TTOFEREDOR) S IR -T-.

St 5y SEBR T, SRR A 08 L T T o BRI THEA I (RI3A 7e<&b 3 RIS

L7223, ¥45 5, 10 DFERIX TIXEVVIETTZE(0.75 £ 0.67) 27~ L7 (Table 2-1) . —J7, ¥4y

15-35 OEERX TIX, L1 RITHEAELS (0-0.17), 5 15 T2 TOMREERNZATEL
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7= ARV AR CE¥IFERE MDD) (%, ¥4y 10-35 TIXfE B kb ITHnnAs, FHEk
F#E 1T 0.001-0.014 mm d ' 27~ L7 (Fig. 2-4A, Table 2-1). —J7, ¥4y 5 ClIfiERFHEE
EBITRY AT L, PR HES A DOE (-0.004 mm d ') Z7R L7z, 45y D FERIX
ICB D EERBAAE 35 H %O FH4E% MDD 12, 0.68 (M43 5) 55 2.60 (Mg 4y 15) DA%
RL, Hi57 10-30 OEEBRX THEIZE W AEAZ R LT (Fig. 2-5A, One-way ANOVA with
Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) . % EBRX 35 H O EHRERIEMRELTUL, ) 5 THRIK
i (0 podocysts polyp™), ¥i43 20 The KAHE (5.73 podocysts polyp ') Z7~L, % 10-30 TH
BACE\ O E AR R LT (Fig. 2-6A, One-way ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) .

— 7, B KIR IR CIE, BRI T AT O KIE S CATEORY kD %< AVELF
L, FETEIE 0-0.08 LAEA o 7= (Table 2-2) . (KY A R1E, EBRYIMNTITATOER X THIN
L7273, 21 B B LARRIZ 35°C DR RITHAAMAMICZE L, FEEIpRHES 0.002 mmd™' &
{7~ >7 (Table 2-2, Fig. 2-7A) . E DO IR TIL, (KA 2X1%, FZERIR A2 @ Tz
BhMEZ R L, PR EED 0.006 mm d ! (15°C) A5 0.009 mm d ! (20, 25°C) & ELieAY
mEVMEZ R LTz, B7KIRFEBR X215 35 HZOFLF%E MDD (%, 1.20(35°C) 225 2.60
(30°C) DHIFHIZHY, 15-30°C THEIZHEVMEZ RLT- (Fig. 2-8A, One-way ANOVA with
Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) . 7Kl FZ5R X231 D EFER IR PEA UL, 15°C CRARME
(0 podocysts polyp '), 30°C T KAHE (4.75 podocysts polyp ') Z7~L, 25, 30°C DFEERX T

WV ERESZ R UTZ (Fig. 2-9A) .
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T H, Ahnv L —al RSz (Fig. 2-2B) . AhrEL—vaid, 1 EEICHEEL

DT AT EZIRAESTELRVTARIEZATTHY, ERZIZL TRR AR AFEL T

LI TAMRE L — v ar A I U AR MRS, Sz, BRI I EIA e

— Al TR RS L. AR L — a0, B4y 10-30 33X UVKIE 20-30°C D5

BRIX CHERRSHL, ZNE M4y 25 E/KIE 20°C DFEBRX Tl K[E1 %/~ L7= (Fig. 2-10) . %

72, AhrE L — a3 B8RO MDD &7 4 7B O RINZIIA B/ IEOFE BN FEOH B

(Fig. 2-11, Spearman OJIEN7FHES, p=0.507, p <0.001).

2-3-2. 277 Lobonemoides robustus

7T OB, HEFICE T T, M7 HEFLER A MElER S 7 (Fig. 2-

3F, G). 5 HERITZLDOEA THES, BIRV T ORITHLEERV 7 DL, 20

HEETIETI, BLORV T DNBEILRW -0, ZORIZEREOR) Fan=—RNEKRSh

Tz ERZFTIE, ERICESTHRRV T DB, BELIRITHTZRARV T BRSNS

720, AT HEIEE SBEIZRBI o T=, KFED 2 SOHFERDOELLMThi s,

(IZ LS TR EDDIDZHOWTIAMEIZ TE o T2, FT2, BB 7T CTHALNT-LH 7 RR

VANDIEEIE, AR CIIERIIR -T2, ARRE L —aid, ANy T E I 4 B

SHUTZ. 2 [ANFHE AR TR, 2 [NESRBRIE 718, RU 7 2R LTI hIciE 2o 72 (8

4515, KR 30°C, i 1 [BIOFKER) . AR L —3 a3 NI > 7= S I B e e ded S 3 45
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VAVASI RSy

H

Gy FEBRIXAZHBN T, AR TOM &M CAEFL (Table 2-1) . FELE T, M5y 5T
e RKZ2RL(0.25), #5310, 15, 35 TiX 0 Tholz. RV X CEEFE%E MDD) 1, 43 5
ZIREEAE B L EH IR A LT (Fig. 2-4B) . £7-, WHRLE L, Hy 5 TAD
fi (~0.004 mm d™) ALV, 15y 30 TH A (0.008 mm d ') A7~ L7z (Table 2-1). FEHr 35 H
H O¥FE% MDD 14, 0.73 (%53 5) 7°5 1.90 (543 10) DfEiZ 7~ L7 (Fig. 2-5B) . F7=,
53 10-30 OEBRX CTHEIZEVWMEEZRL, ¥y 35 TH M@V %R L7z (One-way
ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) .

RUT BT ONEIFER IR PEAERUZL, ¥ 15 TheRME (12.67 buds polyp ™), Hisy 5 T
HAEA (0 buds polyp™) 27U, Hi45 15 & 20 OFEBRX THEICEWVAEERZ R~ L- (Fig. 2-
6B, One-way ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) .

AR KR SEBR I Z H5\U VT, AFEIE 20-35°C D FEBRIKX CAELFERNR B3, 15°C Tk 21

H B2 TOMGEIAASE 1 LT- (Fig. 2-7B, Table 2-2) . Y R 1%, 20°C TReiKfE
(0.001 mm d™") Z&9), 30°C The AfE (0.008 mm d™') Z7R L7z (Table 2-2) . Bk 35 H H O
YJFE%F MDD 1%, 1.14(20°C) 2°5 1.55(30°C) DR L, KIRD E5-LILTHIINT DM %
ARUTZAS, 20-35°C DFEBRX ] THRY A XNTH ERZEITR O bNRn -7 (Fig. 2-8B) . -t
FER RS, 30°C DFEBRIX THRH <, 20 BELU25°C DEBRX TIIAH FITHEAEL

DMEDNoTz. Fz, 35°C CTIEEFREA LR SN /2) o7 (Fig. 2-9B, One-way ANOVA with
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Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05) .

2-4. EE
2-4-1. RV 7 WD AR FFAR

AKETKRHRELIEE B 777 BIOR /777120, TRNETHET U7 2BV TF
WA AT 22—4) D3 A= HBLRF ] (7f381) (Omori & Nakano 2001, Nishida &
Nishikawa 2011 P8)1[5 2019 72E) , JE#E (Kitamura & Omori 2010), 444 (Kondo et al.
2014) 728 DIFFEIEH D, BB ICEDME, ARRICE T2 AW F MR Z 8T A 2 3R
D TEROLILTND. FRZ, /7T 7 DWW T RIFOMFES & 6O 11 AETE B IZ- DWW TR,
IFHILTELT, AP CARDZLE E N2 B IR L 7o eIk, W CEE A M
AEFE TR SN 7o T

t BT D E BB AT RIIRE VAN E AL DO THY, RRVAMDOE K IT=F ¥
> 7% (Nemopilrma nomurai) , 2277 (Rhopilema esculentum) , 7 7127’7 (Chrysaora
pacifica) RS2V A 27/ (Cyanea nozakii) 72 £ $k 7 /7 OB FE Tl 5 ST 5 (Ding
& Chen 1981, Kawahara et al. 2006, Dong et al. 2008) . /RRKI ANL, 7F 7T DR IE DN
TND T2 R 72 BRI SR U 23 @2 & 2385 S 41 TH8Y (Arai 2008, Kawahara et al.
2013, Thein et al. 2013), B 7T ORIV T RNHER R AR R AN TWMI L, #7255

W2 B AT AMRIE A D EE 2 DNA. BB 7T DRR ANDORLY AN T4 15—
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25 THERHIZ<BIEESHL, WRTAMERER 2 B AN ARBEZ 7= Z8b b7z, K

7 FIZBITDM ANME, [RU Rhopilema JEDE L2777 THiEFESILTEY (Lu et al.

1997), KIS BENATEDORR S ANDR ARNEED 1 S THAFREMER B, 72k, &

BRIZAE L CWOVR WAy F B ORI FITBNT, AU EE (A5 SIS ZLL, miELT-

DHEIERUHTIZIRRI T Lipo Tz, FeoToRY 7 TR (G ICH AR A AL, STTOTERE

DRV AR -T2 (Fig. 2-3C, D, E) . ZO X578k =L, ZIVETHY T 7 F THe (517>

<, BRI THLNI o7z, ZOBRNBEBIERINT-DONX, Ny T fEHOKIR, ook

e ENHI CTho7-. SFHIM T 3 LRSI TR T, BIEFIIIRONLD, RV

DBECHAENCEHETHD ATRENEDR DD,

BT DA L —Ta X, RV T AR LA THY (Fig. 2-3B), AhrEL—avd

[FIRFICRR S AN FE R T 5 BB ST, RV T A ATHA T DAL —T 3T, R

WRO777 B0 2770F 8277, Rhopilema nomadica, Rhizostoma pulmo 72%

%< DR THERR ST TS (Ding & Chen 1981a, Lotan et al. 1992, Kawahara et al. 2006,

Fuentes et al. 2011) . #iEVE, W IZA R T D867 77 FHOANRE L —2a DR &M

13, ZLDOHEKRZENTHY, ZORPAL T HHEHRO L IR O KRR T ZfEER

THERIDHIENENEESILD (Han & Uye 2010, Wang et al. 2014, Feng et al. 2015). — 4,

AWFZRICBITALE L 777 DAL — 303, 20-30°C THEERIN, Sy F B H DK

i, WP AREORE T TSNz, £/, THRFEREL TREFZITHRWTEB LY,
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A (35 BEDIZARaE L —vay, RRVAMEED EBLLBIE S o7, [RIEEDH]

X, #7— 2V —7 1w = (Catostylus mosaicus) , Rhopilema nomadica THREFRIFIL TS

(Lotan et al. 1992, Pitt 2000) . ZAUTBIL T, AhaE L — a0 LIEEEA ORI, —%/L

X —BLORENHY, FERFEEIV AL —2ar D PRMNERT R —BNL N L

MRIEZILTEY (Treible & Condon 2019), E B L2774 T [RIBEICEONAT RILEX — 8T

Fo T BN AFRR AL ZALSE TODATREMEAVRIZS NG, F7o, AWFETIE, B 2T

TFIZBWTRR YV ANMEELEAMaE L — g DRI ICHESR S LT, S REEA L ARRE L —

a & [RIRFIZATHZ &1, Rhizostoma pulmo (KR 21°C, ¥4y 37-38, EIFGEE) CHMERS

FL T (Fuentes et al. 2011) .

I T0E 2 B O HEFIC IS MIEEIEZATO ZESHABNIR o7, Fio, AT, AR

T ARDTE AT MERR R A2 o T BRI LD 3862 7 7 TIE— I THY, IX7 75

REZLDOFETEHRESN TV, ALY 7T 7 RkE, H4y 15, /KIR 30°C, TREEA I

IR 5L HEF P HERR S IVIRI 2T 280, BENZ LNEE I RE LI TR\ e

b,

VT DANRE L —Y A, EBREIMINT 4 [BlO ARSIV, 1 [ENIE SR,

750 3 [N RERL OEAHERF D7D WK - Moy — i, 1 1 [BIFGEF O BB B T TR

Liz. ZD7=8, EOIHRBRESM - BREZ(ENAPE L — 2 a - TH AT OV T

W T D2 LT TERRD T2y, KIS > DAV LIS DERFEZE LS KR EL B> T D
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FHEMENRHD. T, BIEINT-AREE L —2a 095 1 A4S0 EL TQUOZRnERY

THRAEL, ARl —2a BRI L. 3 BIOARE L —2 a3 Tk, RV TN+

TR ELTRY, =747/ EEE ORI A1 IAF L. AbaeL—y a1, 1 EICHX

| RO T 5% HE )T AR ZALTTHY, ZOERIIARI T/ B CLLBIESN

TV AH (Holst et al. 2007, Dawson & Hamner 2009, Helm 2018) , 4 [BIR /277 TH LI

HEELTE )T A AT EZA T DAREE L — gL BV A FEO R AT, otR 0 s54

TITHERSNTEL T, AN 2=— 7R VAR A b D LRI o Tz,

2-4-2. [ FED I B

2-4-2-1. ¥4y

AIFZETIL, 6B 277 ORY 71345 10-30 OFEER X T BRI S MERR B2 <L, £z

By D 15 Tieb m\ O E 2R L7 (Fig. 2-12) . £72, RRUAMEERG ST 1020 TEil

(53 20 THRK) , R LFARICIRIEE 3 THE Th o7z, —75, /777 T, IRk

iy 10-30 Creigry i<, K5y (10) Theb mWMEZE /R Uz, BBV AR )N i Tho Ty

HPHIIE B 777 LTRSS, SRR BT, 9 15 TibmoTe. $k7 77

(3, AIAETE S TH LRV 7 IS QeI RIS W TGt ORISR L ORAE A2

EDT-6, AKIR A ~DITED FEs A B W2 EDNEN 5L TS (Purcell et al. 1999, Purcell 2007,

Holst & Jarms 2010, Dong et al. 2015) . 21X, /U N CHERSIVD Aurelia aurita s. 1., 7
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2777 (Cyanea lamarckii) , %% 17V A7 (Cy. capillata) 1%, %57 15 L ETTIXT0D

HIENHERSL TS (Holst & Jarms 2010) . £72, A ARKUEOZF L 7547 ORY 7 H Tl

53 10 ThmWEFREIRL, ) 30 L RERWVER A 7R LT (Dong et al. 2015) . =5y

ADOIHPEIZ DWW TITHR G720, = F B rS37 ORI, #4530 DL ETAGFSR

AT ETAEL72% (Dong et al. 2015) . 7=, 7SV NEIZIBIT D867 57 ORI HIE, H5Y 36

THHIETHZ L0300 > TV (Holst & Jarms 2010) . RAFZECTHRONI-v B 77473 7

77 ORV T HOWR, BT sy #E0HIE, Mosky 7 7 HEEPL, K

4y (72720, #6453 10 UL L) THETHY, Zib 2 FIIR RO BREE L CWOAZEDVR

7.

2-4-2-2. /Ki&E

YT O KIREBR T, EREIE 20-30°C O#PH T T, $F12 30°C Tid

mnoTn. Fi7, 15°C THETAHEENAONT-. —F, /7T TIiE 20-35°C TEWWME

HEZRL, 15°C TITE TR L, EIEAEICEL T, miffilt 30°C CThieh i CTb

Y, BEETREWTI AL o T, $k 777 O KIRMVEICOWTIE, S Aiisic > THRRS

ZEMRENSITUVS (Widmer et al. 2016, Hohn et al. 2017) . £7-, 2B 78IS, £ EBRE

DALY SRSz S SR 230, K OEIKIRIZ L > THOAMREH AN RS T

HZEMNODOFETRIEEIL TS (Purcell et al. 2012) . BIZIE, 7 AV KEEIR FEIZAR
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T% A. aurita sl., 77T 4y 72— MV (Chrysaora quinquecirrha) , 7 AV 171X 75
%7 (Ch. fuscescens) P 3 fiiX, HARREFRICKIBRZLEH CHE 5L, @I THHIEE MiE
AETERE S EEN, ARIRIZ 72513 8K F L 7= (Thein et al. 2013) . £7=, Purcell et al. (2012) (&, it
K& MDD Aurelia aurita OIRFETVELLELL, 7 VINEREOEARTIE 14, 21°C THEGFENE
WDIZHL, BVEETIE 14°C THEAFRMELRD, FIEETIE 20, 25°C TELRDEMIZH
ST ZEZ AL, MBI Lo TIERTEDIR B MPEN 2D 2 &2 R L TnD. 728, Zib
KWK D Aurelia aurita 1%, Dawson & Jacobs (2001) <> Scorrano et al. (2017) 72E DiE{=fE
BraiZUo LU, BUECIERIHE (b LITRERRE) LS g, RiffsEoetr 7
F7E TN, PREEEISICAE R T 2860 77 I mV KR (30°C) TRUE, MEMEAESESD
IZHeh I T, BV - BV IS LT ChHZ LD RSN D, 2720, e BT
DORVANL, L7757 ORV 7 L U TRIR (15°C) THAR TEIEND, FREETH AR
RORVTIIAELFTRETH D EDMENISND. K, PES B AROFHME T 2757 D
AT a— I HBIL IS CEY (Omori & Kitamura 2004, Kitamura & Omori 2010), &3/
HHRICRY 7 A B L CBEE 2 HND (R 7 O HIRBREE CONMIRITHEDEZ AR

ThD).

2-4-3. RN ZBIT DI ER BLE PO HE E S A M o 4 Bk

ARWFFETIRONT B 7T DRV T DIFEERBEOR RS, AFRITARIE /3 THEILWE
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JERFCTRRRL, EMARTAZ IR0 ZEIBNNTARY, ARFEITEE, BV ORI AR

TELHIEDIRBS . Fie, /77003, BRIy, SRR TAE THHIEND, B D

BRIERISEIS L TR TEDAIEDVRIBS V. ZILETIHBL TWae B 777 Ol i

RAT 2—=H) OpMIL, WE7T V7T TETHRL ST B, BAOA RSN

ST A E TR AW KIRAT THERESNTWD. —J, I/777 OVREIR (AT 2—)

WX, W7 U T B E T AR O 2 TRERRE I TEY (Omori & Nakano 2001, Omori &

Kitamura 2004, Kanagaraj et al. 2008, Nishikawa et al. 2008, Kondo et al. 2014, Gul &

Morandini 2015) , A2 CTRENTR) F OB, ZNFTCICHESN TNOAAT 2

— ool BT —BL TWHIENHBNIIRoT.
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3 F. NP LATHTZICH RS- Blackfordia sp. (R w Hifid, #2747 A) OIEREFHIEL

i

R
A,

LREGFEMFERTIEE AT R RS

..[

A\

31 %

p=11103

Blackfordia J& (ER 2 Hiffd, #k27=% H) 1%, Mayer (1910) (2L~ Cit#isniz. Ko T

TRERVRFEEL TIT, 4 ROBEIKEZDD, ZNOITATERICIVEEICDENTVDTL,

AR B DT DAL T DL, il T th X221 TH il T ELEpI T Ao Sk o %e

[

ENEANTLIENZRTOHNS. BIE, ZOJEIE Blackfordia virginica Mayer, 1910 &

Blackfordia polytentaculata Hsu & Chin, 1962 @ 2 723328 541 TV % (World Register of

Marine Species, Schuchert 2020). —77, J& DAL THY World Register of Marine Species

TlIX B. virginica O /= AELXFU TV 5 B. manhattensis Mayer, 1910 & lifli& LTV AD 23, 2

Y

i1
I

AR HNFENEMND, AFEZE B. virginica DY /= AEWT I TERWETAHFZELHY

&

(Bouillon et al. 1988) , /3 ¥EAY/2 R A5 ATV,

Blackfordia virginica (= AR 7 775°) 1%, #i )b Hi 28478 HiD VKB T LS Tash)

(1 2.1%, Genzano et al. 2006, Bardi & Marques 2009, Chicharo et al. 2009, Freire et al. 2013,

Faasse & Melchers 2014, Toyokawa & Fujii 2015, Jaspers et al. 2018) , AR~ A7z

JES 72 B UIRUIRRN 2R B 280 CTE7-FE CTh 5 (Zaitsev & Oztiirk 2001, Graham &

Bayha 2008) . L2>L72 30, AFED JFEEIIARTEAH THY (Leppakoski et al. 2009), K[E
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TATO NIRRT TR ER LS OS5 T, BilEE2I3Z OOl B AL

EIRIEBENAHIZEE £ TUVS (Harrison et al. 2013) .

W7 VT IZBIIL7F7 7 HRMEDEIZ, X ACBWTARBOZZ7 D HBLAP)H T

MRSz, RFETIL, X~ LpE Blackfordia sp. DFEREZENY, 451 FAOENT 21T\,

ERRAE X CD Blackfordia J& DIERE, BAREIS DT — X ELlE I 5221250, /2FEsE

WAL E AR AT LT

3-2 Mkt itk

321 PURHRME

B ORI, 2017412 H 5 H, 2018 4E 6 H 9 HIZMF AE=YF v A D Thuy

Trieu Lagoon, 2019 4= 7 H 30 HIZ/~A~7 4> ® Lach Huyen River {7 1 Tf7-7= (Fig. 3-1,

Table 3-1) . MR COELEIL, FEELIIMEMRNOOT T 7 2o (A48:0.6 m, HA: BB

1mm, FEB0.33mm) 2 AW =REKERIZIDITo7-. BESINZRENE, T2V AT

THREL, B. virginica & B. manhattensis D[R EFEE D UOE D ESFLTUWD AR D B D

R LI, il FO—HA IV EY 99.5% % ) — /L TIRAFLTZ. RV ORENTL, 5% F1HE7

<V K CTHETELZ. 2B, =% F Yo O 5 BB NAT7 30D 1 3EHT, BB

ST, B FHATIZO 2 ME LT,
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3-2-2 JEREEHIEL

B

PFEESHIBARICOWT, AR, T, MFEROBRSOFE, O UR) OIIR, HEK

EE, RO RIETREBIZE, WIEL-. BB IOMIEIL, FERBAREE (Nikon

SMZ1270) ZfE FHL, BEEEr, BATREF O] )7 Tro7z. £/, BEALOESDORIEL, #2IR

Iar—RuE W Tole. I8, BIF VEEW T 7%, 74~V EEIZE S TR

DMAE T HZEDN BTS2 (Nishikawa & Terazaki 1996, Jaspers & Carstensen 2009) ,

AFEOWAERIZE T HIE I T H =0, i EDOHFSE (] 213 Bardi & Marques 2009,

Harrison et al. 2013) & [RIERICUAR =R O E X T 720 o 7.

3-2-3 Bin T fiEHT

DNA HiHIZ, & 1 B LERED J71ETITo72(1-2-2 2 /#) . PCR 1%, ®MI&EEAINa R

7 DNA, cytochrome c oxidase subunit I (COI) g 16S ke L, ENZENBEFDOT 71~

—+¥>h dgLCO149 & dgHCO2198(COl), 16s. Cunningham. F. 1mod & 16s. Cunningham. R.

2(16S) (Harrison et al. 2013) Zf L 7. FOSHRIE, 1 3BT 7884 K 8.925 pL, 10xEX

buffer 1.5 uL, dNTP 1.5 uL, %7 71~— 1.5 L, Ex Taq HS 0.075 pL T{EHRLL7=. PCR %

A2 Vi Harrison et al. (2013) L[RIUSRMHC, ¥—~/LH%12Z—BIO RAD T100 Thermal

Cycler (BIO RAD #:#) Z{# L C, PCR #3Z7257-. PCR 4, PCR FEW) 3 puL &a0EAEq%

SNV = (AARY 23T 4 7 28D 1 L IR G LTcb D%, 2% T /e —A7)L T 100
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V, 15 Sy MERKEIL, HEIEOMEREZ1To7=. PCR EEHDORERIL, Exo-Sap-1T (USB #H4Y)
EHWTU Tl AN — T2 AD RSRIE, Z8887K 7 UL, 5xSequencing buffer 1.5
uL, 747 —KMl7"Z1~—0.5 uL, BigDye (ABI #:#) 1 uL, PCR ##) 0.5 uL CrERLL7-.
==Y A7T7 =DM, 96°C 10 £, 50°C 5 F», 60°C 2 57 30 F»C 40 A7 AT o7z,
YA I =T AF IO PCR ML 125 mM EDTA &5 T 99%T X /— /L2 X0k Bk
L, 710%=% /— )V TU AL T4, JBRE (95°C 5 47) Lz, #2/&aEHT Hi-Di TM Formamide
(ABI #:84) 2 15 pL Nz T 95°C T 5 BV S5, EHIOKmLEDEL-. KL
7= PCR EWRUENE, SRR FAMPFRE SR Z—IZB W T DNA v —J o —
(ABI 3500xI, ABI f1-81) 2 IV CHE S ES | OfRse 51T o 7.

Btz COl EHNE, Y7 k=7 MEGAT (Kumar et al. 2016) FCHBIZIDRERBLT-. fife
W, NTOZATROMeGRLNT DI AT R N — IR D7 7 AN e T T A
— /L FaBOX (Villesen 2007) Z AN TITW, NF0ZA T Fy NI — 2 f##fi4 Y 7RI =7 TCS
ver.1.21 (Clement et al. 2000) T{To7z. F=, KWL THEOLIL-ELS & National Center for

Biotechnology Information (NCBI) Gene Bank {28 #3411 CV % Blackfordia J8 4 fEDEC 41 %

2

O RN 21T 72 (MEGAT £ 4) . RMAFATIC I DL EHLET 11T, MEGAT
IZEoTHRETL, 16S 13 T92+G, COI IE GTR+I LHEE ST, [l RFINT DT — AN
fEIX 1000 (23 EL, NCBI 28GRI T\ 5, ERefffid Plumularia hyalina (Bale, 1882)

FLY Nemertesia antennina (Linnaeus, 1758) Z#MEEL CTHVY, fc ik (ML 1) EAcHEIH)
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15 (NJVE) TIT7eo70. Fio, & Hukl# o B. virginica DR ERREL AFT 2 RTA—LET L

(K2P, Kimura 1980) (Z &> CEH L7, RAFIEDOMNTIZ L > THEON TN AR

Blackfordia sp. @ 16S 33X T* COIl EZ1i%, NCBI Gene Bank |28 &k L7- (7 7ty ar &5

16S;LC576399-L.C576403, COI;LC576404-LC576410) .

3-3 fhk

By

3-3-1 FEREYEL

BIELIZ 10 ER DO D, A A RA A (k18 A, i 3 1E1K), 6 AR RAE A TH-

7= (Table 3-1) . FRAKOAELLT 6.7-11.2 mm, Zfxfh T4 104-113 OFiFHAZ R~RLTZ. —H,

ARFKEME D AEEE (2.8-4.5 mm) 36 L UMk 44 (48-60) 13, BRAVIER L L ~THREIZARD -

= ARBREME R, pREVEREBIZ, 4 RO KE (Fig. 3-2A), fikTF-HIIC 1 J8#3E 12

DA (Table 3-1, Fig. 3-2B, D), Z&f% D B S0 &% (Fig. 3-2D) , i#ENH IR -7- 4

KD S (Fig. 3-2C), K& D 213 DESOAFER (Fig. 3-2A) b DLW -7 KA AL

T, BIROAFERRE, B E TR E R, METRLIROIFAHERR T=7= (Fig. 3-2E,

F). 7o, RAKEME RO AEFERE, BRIK THSES K E DOH5005 213 DRSTH-7- (Fig.

3-2G).
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3-3-2 EIn T M

Bs7MEHTIX, 16S Tix 14 {E{R, COl TiL 13 @RIz DUV TiT>7 (Table 3-1). 16S TiE
5 5DNTuLAT, COl T T DDONTrZAT WS, MEBES L= F v bng
7 THRRDES R L (Fig. 3-3) . F2, =x T v OREID LS NINT AT
1X, RES 2 DDTNN—=TT53 D, BREREICIDHIGARIE T e o Tz,

16S BN FE S RMMRNT OFE R, N L7 Blackfordiasp. &5 de7 73 /L B,
virginica X O Ok CK[E, H[E, SVNEZRE) O B. virginica (2 &> TR SILD 7L
—R&, B. polytentaculata O ) HAERRKE D7 L —R D 2 D250 7= (Fig. 3-4) . 612,
i @ B. virginica 7L —RTI&, ~h Ao Blackfordia sp. &7 73/ B. virginica
DIHNSIRDY T 7L —RBRD LIV KA 2 NTGA—=HET LD 16S Bl HSAR
T AL OMAS M O AR ERRE S, KIE, PE, VMBS T 0131 BL RS
VWA RL7 (Table 3-2A) . —J5, RhFALT VLTI, 0.015 LAEH 72,

COI (2SS RFAMEATCIE, 16S EIRIEELZ B. virginica & B. polytentaculata ™ 2 D 7L—
RIZ43H340, B. virginica ®Z7 L —RNTlx~XhJ A Blackfordia &2 DOl il o> B.
virginica @ 2 SDY T I —RIZh0Tz. LNLRRE, BIEEDLZA, 7TV LEED B.
virginica ® COI B %175 NCBI [T GRSIV TR, R AET TV VO R BRI
B CE7en o7z, COl BLAIZH5< K2P IZX A BB IEREIE, N AEZ Do Hilik

CKE, FE, ~VNE, (2F) T 0.133 LL ETHh-o7- (Table 3-2B) .
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3-4 BE

3-4-1 Blackfordia ® 4y JE5 0 5

Blackfordia manhattensis (J& OAEAFE, JFELaH : KE, —=—Try—T—Il) &

Blackfordia virginica (iU it : K [E, /X—=7"JII, Hampton Roads & Norfolk Harbor)

1%, KECR SN2 (Mayer 1910) . Zhus 2 FETE, SEHIEO B RTERLOA HE, fil TR

DO hatk, FEFERROALE 2L > TRRBITEDHESH7= (Mayer 1910) . D%, Blackfordia

polytentaculata 73 [, #2702 T% &N 7- (Hsu & Chin 1962) . ZM (%, B. virginica,

B. manhattensis &Lt C, KW ZEDOfihTFAH > TD R TR AIIEIS (Hsu & Chin 1962) .

Kramp (1958, 1961) 1%, &1 7 FEHIToH 2 K[E Norfolk Harbor (2 30k , 7L 707 D Hif

(BEGRER , AR (9 7B @ B. virginica iEHZ DUNT, AFDKFHE T (R BRI 7

H#17, B. manhattensis |% B. virginica O /= A THHERELT=. Moore (1987) &, A/L b

777V, River Mira OyR/KI T 1984 4 ZEEE L 7= B. virginica sUEHZIE, W <O DRI

DHBENHONTEHEL TS, Fe, it FR ORI 24 THY, B. virginica & B.

manhattensis CEET5ZE05, Kramp (1958, 1959) L[F U<, B. manhattensis (% B.

virginica O /=LA THHEREL TS, —J5, Bouillon et al. (1988) 1%, Kramp (1958,

1959) & Moore (1987) MMEZELI=DILEEFEFCTHY, BERN Tl R NaafIc o fRs

NAHZLIC IV AFZEDOHENRHMIZ/25728, B. manhattensis & B. virginica 233/ =ALTh
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HERDDINZINZLDIFRVBMLEETHDHEEFRL TWD. Denayer (1973) &7z, [EEHKN

TORMIRAFEDIFRIZ OV TRLIRL TS, — 5T, Jaspers et al. (2018) 1%, »N/LMNED

B. virginica (2T, ATEEENSAERZ O IK D A ZEDIFAEZ S L TV5. Bardi &

Marques (2009) (3, SCHRFAASIZEES\W\C, BIFETIE 3 o Blackfordia iz X B4 25D

M2 AR TR CTHY, T E T SH TR O Fr g (BT o0 fa 2,

AFEROTERE, BROAEE) 13, S EIIMERZETHY, SHFHERAZ R TIRE TR

PR EAEER AT 7=, BIAE, B. manhattensis 1Y B. virginica O 5 B E0E LA, FREE T

HIEMD, T —H~—2 World Register of Marine Species {2331, B. manhattensis /X B.

virginica ®3 /=L L T TS (Schuchert 2020) .

3-4-2 EREFRIET

ABFFETHE RSN T LEOMEARIT, BURKE, g, it FREH D4R~ ORIR

2R D B AT E DI HERI RS, Blackfordia J& THhAZEN MRS, T, IEDAE

PEIT 6.7-11.2 mm, AEfzfit 4003 104-113 O#iPHEZ R L7=. BILE, B. virginica (+ B.

manhattensis) & B. polytentaculata |%, ZEfxfitt DT L > THMEIZXAITE (Mayer

1910, Kramp 1961, Hsu & Chin 1962, Bardi & Marques 2009), B. virginica {Xfit 4537 80

72MDIZKIL, B. polytentaculata |% 200-250 Th%. 7206, AL THLILAE RO T

% (104-113) i3 B. virginica & B. polytentaculata O fit 4D H1 i OfE% 7~ L 7= (Table 3-3) .
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W EITRESN TS B. virginica Dt FEZ I ~TfER, 772 ThHh-ON-T- B.

£¢:;7.5 ¢ 8.8 mm, Bardi &

4

virginica EZILHFE 2 fE{RIE, Z4LE 41 88, 96 Th-7= (

Marques (2009) @ Fig. 3-2 Z2/) . ZOfitFHL, 4 BN A THELZ Blackfordia sp.

Ofh LI (Table 3-3) . 7z, [RIERICAFT AR5 B, virginica &L CHE ST

»

WAHIERYL, 221 86-125 (4x£% 6.5-9.9 mm, Alvarez Silva et al. 2003), 92 (£x#% 11

mm, Kramp 1958) &, ~_hF A TH RSN ROt FE BT D2 LML o T2
(Table 3-3). 7=72L, 7TV NV EHIBRINITIENT LB F o DO REEHER PR ESNTND
B. virginica (22T, il FEAs 76 LA E (ZEF% 2-10 mm) L5 X3 CTEsY (Genzano et al.
2006) , ZAUTJRFLHEA 3 T < ORI THE STV S B. virginica L3S, ~<hAD
Blackfordia sp. °7' 7L, Axv 1, AR T B.virginica &L CHESIN CODFELD /D727
o7z,

PLEDZEMNS, N ATH RS- Blackfordia sp. 1 X4x#%fit 4473 B. virginica & B.
polytentaculata ¢ H fE] O (59 100-140) 27~ L, JRELHECZ < Ol THlA S Td B,
virginica LITTERERNIZ R D LRGN~ T, iz, FIEROFHE (it F%0 25> B.
virginica 1%, XM 42 23FT) LIS CIE7Z 20 (3 7>FT, Nogueira Jr. & Oliveira 2006, Bardi
& Marques 2009), A%< (1 »>ffr, Alvarez-Silva et al. 2003), >R (1 2>Ff, Kramp 1958)

TOHEESNTNDZED LA LD A B85 7= (Table 3-3) .
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3-4-3 Sy 1AM

~ L PE Blackfordia sp. s> Blackfordia J& 45 Fliz & ob 7= RN TIE, ~<h T

L Blackfordia sp. Lfthihisiod B. virginica 1233172 K2P = HEEEDY 16S, COI iz

(>0.13), <) AP Blackfordia sp. &7 /L B. virginica (B. virginica sensu Bardi &

Marques, 2009) [l 16S Ti K2P 23MEV 1 (0.015) ZEDHBE72o 7. $h Hfd, BN w i,

B HAIZ BT, COl O K2P 13N TR 0.013, &N O] T 0.176 LA ST

V5 (Ortman et al. 2010) . ZDOZEM S, XA Blackfordia sp. & B. virginica (772 /L%

PR 1L, FANBIMREV WO XTI PR TH LI RIS, BUE, $hHfH, bR fi,

F6 HBATIZ31T 5 16S D K2P IZOW T O ILME)Y, Lindsay et al. (2015) (2&5&, ERRE

Hiffiio> Diphyes J& 3 fllZH517% 16S D K2P (%, FNT 0.02, fffH] T 0.18-0.23 Th-o7-. *

7=, 7 Z)L® B. virginica @ 16S FliL NCBI 7 — X X— ATl 1 Al F Lo ST

RN (T 7y ar s KT266605, Table 3-S1), <K~ ApE Blackfordia sp. & B.

virginica sensu Bardi & Marques, 2009 [H] DEAZERREL, fHilske OBEREERELD S B O

K<, TRBIZHOWTUIRAZR THLEHERISNS.

3-4-4 ) LPE Blackfordia sp. D43 FA AR

AT DI REFHI B LR BRI ORER, b LTI THERSN

\

Blackfordia sp. (% B. virginica &IZERERIICH B ASIICH B THHEE 2 vz, £z,
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TV, AT, ARO B.virginica ELCHRE SIS, ROl FESCEE T

TG (7 TN D) ORIFETHD FTREMEAVRIRS V. LINLZARDD, BB RBIL T

HTE, AN O RBRIRHE (FRIREVREPFEOL D) BRLNTWDHZ L, Bn 11

WUEFFCT TN, AR, AT apED“B. virginica”) 23RO TNDZEZRE NS, Bl HT

I3~NJ L Blackfordia sp. A3HTELIEMIE CEeV . FRLIZIEMAELIE, <R 4

£ Blackfordia sp. D338 EOALIE ST NIV 57210 Tk, ZO7757 DI FEHLE

TR AD AT = A DA JOFELHEE TDIENTREL 705,

3-4-5 N LpE Blackfordia sp. D JFRPE IO HE E

=
=
A
=

W7 XN, XM AO Blackfordia 13770V, AT, A Rd B. virginica &[F]

L LTI THLZERRIND. LIRS, TS0 #Us 3 A R R S

FUTHEY, fEkK B. virginica THfgIIL TV 58912 (Mills & Sommer 1995, Graham & Bayha

2008), ANz AN E T RENEL B A 6N S5, MU O BARIF BB DR R 72 E )

5, ARSI RN, BADAREMIZOWTLL FIZEZELT-.

ARFFEIZBNT, _hF L, = F ¥ 128155 Blackfordia sp. DT X A7 4501%, 16S T

4 >, COI T 6 S iEiviz. Zhus, KE OB H I T B. virginica DESENT 21T o7

Harrison et al. (2013) (ZLA T A7 8 E0E %<, FIEBRBH AT RRO T L. F

=, = F Y OREI TSN ANT 2 H AT IIREL 2 DDT )=, Zib
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DIENG, XNF 2755 Blackfordia sp. DJRPEH THD AIREM LMD AL TX 7= FHEM:

DI TTRBEZBND.

R 2478 Blackfordia sp. DJFPEH TH-75E, S OREICEB N T=xT ¥ D 2 D

DBENT T LA T T N —T D2 B DONT LA T NI INB R REMER S D . FT2, =

Y F ¥ EREBENT-ANAT o DT OBRATNE, B DEEMESE LS T 185D H

SARATEDMFAET D PRt Z RR L, /777 [ARRICA N L8 THUEIZ XD e 58 s

PEFREEEZL ST LA R L TWADONE LIV (P 11 B HR) .

—Ji, OB AL CET M ThHST 6, =Y T ¥ AT 4o DT AT DN

D, SIRDIEY G ETINO BRI OB AN DS T2 ZEPHERSID . AT 3 WRIE, SR

255 2 OEFRE G HETHY, 1873 FLUEZ OISR T 5. TOT=0, B4

PBALTDREMES |V, F72, 1915-1943 (R IC =% F v CTEHESNI I 7T A £L0

7 Kramp (1962) TiZ, Blackfordia J& D777 13 E SV TR, ZDZENL, NAT

1% 1873 AELLFE, =4 F v 12l 1943 FELIEICR AL T-EE 2 Hb.
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yili
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op
M
T

4-1. W T U TICBITHDRBR O 77746 2 FEOT )L — LB AT =K 2

ABFFETIE, WERFADIFEAEIRISTIRET VTR 2RAUR A 7T 74 2 fliA %)

RLL, EHBRAIENT L8E TR DR 7 NI T DAFHE BRSOV TR LA 572,

FNHELEID, NS 2 O T L— ADFEHR AT =R IO TELET S,

INETRKEFREDIEAN=ALIOWTIE, (1) i #7225 & ATE HAFEIC L D7 L —

L(EDOTN—21), )M/ E 2R (AT EOT —2L), @ 2 DOHERK )N

TR XL TS (Graham et al. 2001, Hamner & Dawson 2009) . (1) 122\ T, FEELTRY

T OB AETHIC LD REDAT 22— OREAENER THY, FHNOBISHIZERMEITK

< EHIMOMAMETE. —F5, (ITHOWTIE, RHEFIZOM T DAT 2 — 2N e

DRI IE /R SN L THREL TB IO THY, BARHIZERMEIZ A &<, TR

R Tl R 2L S ZERIESND.

AWFZECIRNT, e B 777D S L BARHIEMIE G 2R L, I U] TI3&

GHINCBERNO D HAEARENRN T L — LU TWDZEDTRENT-. FT-, O 5 B EEHE T FZ5R)»

5, YRR TH AR HENEATHN AT RETHY, BRIKVKIRAT OB I CA B ATRET

BHZEND, JRHEIPHOIREFF DN FTRE ChHIEN /RS, ZRDITINZ T, AFD

W RN AT 22— OWEFGHE /e 86, BB 777 13m0V zbh, Enbn7 v
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— LI BRI Lo TRIA“ANNT EO 7 /L — O\ 035880V E 2 iz, —

737, /7770, #ilZ LIS AN LB s SR IR IS 2R L, HUE ] THI & O flE {4

BENT L —LH L CWAZEDRIEENT-. bR HE E DO FERTIL, AT

I COBLFE TH T2l b, BVFIROIR R TOAMIA T REH DL RIERS . 208D

IRRERIND, /77708, Sy BB IR, 45 IO (8 (AR 23 A9 SRR L2 o Thhll

2T I — AL TOBE DT L— KO DNIRNEE 2 ST,

1 B CIRATZIINT, 2R T N —LE B L TOD IR 7 7 M CLE, MR 2RI

Wl AZENNHIN TN, BB 7T X B R 23R\ I T L — A& TR L TF

Y (Fig. 1-2 Z2) , IEIERENETT R > TR E) - L L T VIRBLICH L EEZ A BND. —

J5, I INT — KL TWARIRIT, e B 7547 087 L — AL TWOA R 30 Heiis s

TEMNTI. ZD X7z, T —IL T OWEFES AR D43 §U) OEWE TR L TRY,

S BRI O U i BR B HE & R OAFIRET JEE T, M DT — DA =X LDiE

WEFFTHEEZOND. 12720, EBEOT L— NI ERRERE L AETE EHEOE HH0 D

HTERIDDT TR, MG OERNEALL TRILEEZ DI, BEOT /L—L0 0Tk

DTN —L)EHPRICEIVEEL TE 2 D23 L. ABFZED MR B2 D458 Bonh, Zh

B2 IR V7 TOREL R D AT = A LT T N — LB TG TNDIEDRIESIL

7=.

47



4-2. €T LT DR RRIR DT O DI S

I, TE, WET T 2 PLICELOHBTIThIL TR, 27Kl 30 AR

277 LU CRIAS TS (Brotz 2016) . £7-, 1997 4ELIRE, SR TS Q1577

DRI 50 HRAZEL WA (Brotz et al. 2017) . BV 77 OEE ILE £ TNDHD,

ELARR R (FAO) 1X, T o747 difa s B4 “Rhopilema spp.”E L TS L THY,

EDIF T HATHEL TODONOH| W LK Téd 5 (Brotz & Pauly 2017, 7233, BIfE Tl

“Jellyfishes nei” LK) . Fiz, W7~ 7 HIllCl, white X° sand D X512, BRAZZ 7120

dnds (FEiE40) 21T T3, DD OB 4 (BN E N TOD ATREME DY, FlOD

EE NN 2 5 A 35 (Omori & Nakano 2001, 75)115 2009) .

7757 DI BN b 2O E T, g SRy B2 775 (Rhopilema esculentum) C

1975 LIRS, SLAEIZ AL b D &R EOJD 23 E ST % (Dong et al. 2014) . &

7z, HAROWF N, VS (RAT) TIE, 746 FITIXT TIZO 77 &1L QUVZiiERnd

D, Fn& OHERERSTZ0 (R L 1890) , EATHIIHHL , BRI THOIL TRV (N5

2008, PGl 2021). B2, W77 HIRIZI W TS, HAELIENLTT7 D EN 7272

Y, AT 2O NIRRTl (B2 X~ L =27, T ) RDKONFET D

(Bl 2017) . LL7Ze3ss, ST T2 FED LW « AL BE S5 FUIZRES T, Y

T OAEBGFSZAARARTENIEALE THD. DI, 777 SR FEO G IR & OHEE R

EHABIIHZENINEETH S (Kingsford et al. 2000) . Z 67747 32 Rt S D125 7=
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S TORBEAIRERS D712, (1) B RO LML & I ECEATEEIRICEE 28 1,

Q) RV 7 WARDAEWZARIFN R, (3) 777 i OTERI A B2 B - AR BREBEIZ B 45 0

ROBEENEETHLHIEN, RBINTE-(76)115 2009).

RAFGETRIBRELIZe B 7T LI 0F701%, WE T VT Ok & 72 il TS s

0, TNETEWFERE ITITEAE T o7, KBFFECIY, 2 FEOHUn ] O Mo A

FHIRFE O — U231 THBNE72Y, 2 Tl T B R 728 R M B O R 2 b

DIENHB o7 RIS 1 U D757 2580 S LTcdsa, e B 777 13 iE oo

TN ZoAD , BARFIZERNEA DS LR DI DI L, /777 13l il b0

A EDMEAEFEDOEIEIT RIAD T, BUSHIZHRME~DREL RSV, Fo, RUT DAL

LTSRN BRI BN, BB 777 TR U AMDIRIRIZ L > TR B Bi %

RVBT DR DD, I/ T TTNIIRR U AN A PETEIRNW, Z DRI DRY 74

THBECTDHEHERSND. ZOIOZEART ), WP RIRHROE DD, ISR THD

77 HMOBERERITBNT, B/ 7 77138 -IT LS, IO BN LETHLHE

EZHND. AT, AFFETHLNNI TEIZDITEM FHIFEO—ETHY, FEERITRY T

ITZEZITAEBLTWAD), AREE L — a3 ORI\ D) R Y, 72 A7 5

NS, SOIRDIFIENMLETHS.

T T UL, SRR D fich @\ IO OS> THY, AN DL ENEIZ S

TEL DTN, 731 EMFRIHEN BIRONTE. LLRN b, ZoOHE~DT 7
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TADLASLEROWIIEE RNEND, FETH R T ORI G SN D72 E (BT

Nishikawa et al. 2015) , Z7Z 7 2B T DHFSEIXRON TS, A%, ZOHF 77 Hillko

EMBIRIEDRESC, 777 3L NS TR 2 b 7o b EEZ Rt SE D 7201Th,

FEEILFL ST 7 BB D IR A, AFE0 s 4« BRI DB 2615,
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7T DKEIEAE (70— L) IR R OB 2 Al Tl ST, LIRULIZARIAL

SN EAZRITL TN, — T, —HoMIIaES AR OB LR EL TR S

b

NTNWD. ZNBZZ7 DAY, ARRFAINIFEIE I ETIEL TR - diFERT I A R

E

FTHMETRINTETEY, BRI BITDZNLDON RO TS, AWFZEIIRE T

T DIRFFH ORI BN TT N —LE L, ESN CWAREUR O 777 o877

/7' Rhopilema hispidum £3./25 /" Lobonemoides robustus % x5 &L, & MR F T IC

FVBIEHIEEZ TSN T HLEHIC, MU E AR OB RRERE 2 oML (6 1

). £, BEUEAFEAIRL T L — ADORANCEE B 2 DI AR R ORI

DN, il B FRICEV KRR B JOEMEAGRIZ 31T D7KIR, My DA BRIEOHEE 21T -

7= (2 &),

e B ITT LT ORGSR Z I ~T-AFZE (55 1 %) T, 2010 4575 2018 4F

W THE T T HER O 4 23[F 11 H S B W TEREL - SREHI O X, Svar R 7

DNA @ COI fEik 242 DNA @ ITS1 fElka PCR #ElgE L, E51L-BA BT a4 T %

R — 7 ZAERL, BARHI AR (Dsr) 1T Ko THIUIBE AT OB R O PR 2 SR H L7z

7F7 O TS BLHNZ DWW T, 7T 7 A MENTIZ L - T Ml O LS ) B iE a4

BOEREZBH L. ZORE, e B 7I77 X R ENT a7 e U SR il )

GENDIL—RE, FHE~L — T OEIRN DIV —RD 2 BENFRENT-. dstI1TlF
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EAE DHIRCH BN -T2, b HERIREES B T D~ — 3 T e A
M, ZAFEH LN A TIEAEZEZRD LI (p<0.05). st EHIELIEBEORIZIXH
B IEOFBINGE® B (Spearman JELZFHES, p = 0.718, p < 0.01), FEBEICLDBREEN RIE
SNz, —J5, 775 O COl T Tk, FHUIT LIZFELE ST 3 DDIL—R N ERES
Tz Fiz, GsrT A TORMAHIKM THEZEDRDHIL (p <0.001) , A L HEAE A FEDE
(RHIHSTIER TN EE Z DIV, ITS1 BLS D7 Z 7 A MEHF T, COL OFRHT & [FIKE I Hidk
TEDIL—RIZHH I, AT HURE CRARAI TN ITENZEDRB SNz, 217 ¢
VE L TERESNIEATDO KK (A7 2—) 122\ T, 7L — R CREMA T RE LR 21T -
7o TORER, 1ZEAE OFAL CHERITFROLNT, BIFEEL TR TE WM RE
B ZERITRO LN -T2 PLE, WET Y7 T N— LTI N6 KRBT 7 561%, 2 T
BRI DBEAEIE P — B R T ZEDRID T DN e Tz, ZOEERIZOWT, BRI
BT DKM, MUKV A7 M X DMK E A BN LB S AR D EK - #E/1N, BIAED /3 A1k
2B DM OIS, 2 FOAEYFHRHEICI T D72 B b LTz

B 775077 DR T MR IT DR 6 JOEMEASEIC s JE KR, My
DEBAEPRDILIEY, TNODIFEBR A HEE LIZFJE (5 2 %) Ti, miffilbicr7
XTENOIEREL TRV T 2 T, iE A E L7, S B33 5-35 £T5 MET
7 Belg, JKIRIE 15-35°C =T 5°C [HFR T 5 BRICR L, 453X T R DR R L
(RpR) &3P ARPEA S5 (HEMEAE ) A 35 H FHIRCERL 7. TR A XIS LOMEMEAEFEIZ DU
T, K- ZE DTN | SV IR IRIGHA R EL, Frt EREETT o7z, AIFFEICE
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D, MAELH YO CTEBRENTLERNRRI 7T OEFICKIIL, ZOmfe TR A 77751

B DRV T ORI B AR E (e B 757 gy B\ E - R, /297

HLE)TARIZAT AR L —Lar OAGDOE) BRI, fHFEROMR, b

VLI 3R R, EAE AR /> (15, 20) THEIZE D72 (ANOVA + Tukey-

Kramer test, p <0.05). —J7, I/777°0%, IRplRI3HE 5 10-30 THEIZHEL (p<0.05),

73 10 Tieb @tz Fo, FFEEARL, 5 15 TRLE»-T-. T7bb, 2 O

RBIOEMEANNL, EHOLERMES THE THLIED RSN, —TJ7, KIBDFEBRX T

i, e B 755, /777 EBIT30°C TROIRAE, FREAKD o7, LLRns,

R 7T I3ARKIR (15°C) THAEAFLTZDITH L, I/ 777 I HMEKIERTIE AT ELE. £

7z, BB 7T TR E DD 272 35°C TOI/ 777 Em W iR Z R LTz, LA EDZEN

5, 2 TRV O A BRI R0, e B 777 1 3BE NI BEIR O T,

I B O TR I IE S U T E R R R b D EE R BT,

ERE 2 SOFFEICIY, ITREHUE CRARRERE 2R L, R TRIREETH e

I IR WA &R D EE Z DI, WERRERICEY T L — AR RIL TV

REMED RSN, — 77, T/ 777 I3 I M L2 B s#E 2 s D, m/KIRIZEIGL T

WHZEND, 57 EIPHIT AR EE X B, 5 HUE (RHE DN A ) Rl K0 SE L

TN =L A3 D D ZED RS-,

W T U7 TITo i EICEY, XA TS E72% Blackfordia sp. (R v B ) 23 2 7>

FICHREEShTz. TNODIERRZER), BARTFHIMENTZ L, 0 AR RE 21T -7 (56
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). TORER, N LPE Blackfordia sp. i fit B4 i K 113 HY, Zh B.
polytentaculata @ 200-250 L0/ 7e<, ZHECHALHEAE G D < O Ml TS ST\ 5 B.
virginica %] 80 X0 & ~7=. 7=, ik TEITT T2 7e L 3 #ilsk T B. virginica &L TS
SI-RELFEIL T, WS THEHT LT, COI, 16S &6,12 Blackfordia sp. 1ZZ U ETIZEL
O HEE TS X TS B. virginica ST e b s E AL D, 7TV B. virginica &It
& CoHDIENHLNII ST, LLEDZEND, NN A0S @ Blackfordia sp. 1%, ZHE
FCH RIS [F B MhfR S F720, RECHEFED FREME S @2 EDVRIES LTz,

PLE, ABFRIZEY, ZIVETHIB RSV TS HEE T U7 sk A B 95777 81>

W, AR AR TS S, WIS RO S AR E R E DS BT Te.
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EifaE

ARBFFEEATONZHTZ, HIGTHREEWY, BEL DT AT 7ol fafia W ol S LU
RFERFBAEWEFIER W) 35 ZaRICREHN LU ET . fasUERICH T Z<D
A IRIRAANENIZIZE EUIRE R E R AR 2 eR @ B8, Al w2
%, S SR, RO ONIIREBRFERZERR G LA A e Rt CEMERES) KK
WHERELBALAL BT ET. BRI ICIRWTELDI W, BIE & elZ&xL iz
BRSPS Bl w] HEBR ISR LR

W7 VT BT ORBHRE SR ITHTZD, ZH 1N I2WTZEL T O 2 IZBFLHFL I
(F'E9. Fatimah Md. Yusoff ##5% (7' h7-~L—1 7 K%), Khwanruan Srinui {4 (7%
K%%), Tran Manh Ha t#+:, Pham The Thu &4 (N A9 ERBEEIRIFSEAT) , Ephrime
B. Metillo % (324 A M7 K2%), Honorio B. Pagliawan &+ (757 V' KE2) ,
Dhugal J. Lindsay -+ GET-HFFEPHREMAS) , K B Bdx ORI, kI [+
URBRE), Fig A it (SEMEE AR AT, A& HEEdR EEX
), BNL SCEC G Ry KIGd) , BRI, Wi JE SR (ISR IRER) . RURHRER 1T
T IINTZIEEE LT 727 & s OB EEFE D F

WFFEAETEIZ VTR TSR, T D2 TR PE) T FEE O A4 — RIS TREE#T O 72

LET.
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Fig. 1-1. Distribution maps of Rhopilema hispidum (A) and Lobonemoides robustus (B). Positions
are based on those reported in Kramp (1954), Omori & Nakano (2001), Omori & Kitamura (2004),
Nishikawa et al. (2008, 2019), Gul & Morandini (2015).
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Fig. 1-2. (A) Sampling locations of Rhopilema hispidum (rhombs) and Lobonemoides robustus
(circles). See also Table 1-1 for detailed information. Blue and red arrows indicate major ocean
currents during the December—May and June—November seasons, respectively. Thick and thin
arrows indicate current speeds of 50-100 cm sec* and 12-25 cm sec™?, respectively (redrawn from
Wyrtki 1961), (B) Map of Southeast Asia when sea levels dropped by 120 m, creating Sundaland
(shown as a shaded area. Redrawn from Voris 2000). Solid lines indicate estimated river systems
near sampling locations in Sundaland (Voris 2000). Blue arrows indicate possible distributions of
jellyfish populations during the low sea-level period. Wallace’s Line is shown as a dashed line
(Huxley 1868, Whitmore 1981).
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Fig. 1-3. Position of primers using fragment analysis of ITS1 from Lobonemoides robustus.
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Fig. 1-4. Schematic diagram of Lobonemoides robustus showing 21
morphological characters examined in this study. (A) exumbrellar and
subumbrellar surface. (B) Cross-section of the bell. (C) the oral disc with
one of the eight oral-arms. Each letter indicates the morphological
character measured (shown in Table 1-3 in detail).
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Fig. 1-5. Parsimony COI haplotype networks of (A) Rhopilema hispidum and (B) Lobonemoides robustus. Sizes
of circles are proportional to haplotype frequencies and circle colors indicate their geographic origins. Each

branch represents a one-nucleotide mutation. Small, empty circles symbolize hypothetical haplotypes. Site
abbreviations correspond to Fig. 1-2 and Table 1-1.



0.16 -
0.14 -
0.12 -
0.10 -
0.08 -
0.06 - ¢ °

Pairwise @¢;
[ ]

0.04 | s
0.02 |

0
-0.02

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Geographic distance (km)

Fig. 1-6. Mantel test of relationships between pairwise @ values and geographic distances (coastal
line) for Rhopilema hispidum COI. Significant correlation was obtained (Spearman’s rank
coefficient test, p = 0.718, p < 0.01).
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Fig. 1-7. (A) Rhopilema hispidum and (B) Lobonemoides robustus. COIl mismatch distributions. Histograms
show the observed distribution; lines show the expected distribution under a model of sudden population
expansion.
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Fig. 1-8. Parsimony ITS1 allele network of Rhopilema hispidum. Circle size is proportional to
the haplotype frequency and circle colors indicate geographic origins. Each branch represents a
one-nucleotide mutation. Small, empty circles symbolize hypothetical haplotypes. Site
abbreviations correspond to Fig. 1-2 and Table 1-1.
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Fig. 1-9. Bayesian STRUCTURE bar plot based on probabilities for 81 individuals of three populations of
Lobonemoides robustus ITS1 fragments. Black lines separate populations. Locations: 1. MB, 2. TA, 3. PL.



Fig. 1-10. Morphology of Lobonemoides robustus A: papillae (pa) conical type, B: papillae (pa) membranous
type, C: most common types of bell, D: bell with purple pigments, E: lappets (la) with purple pigment, F:
rhopalium (rh) with purple pigment.




L. Planulae

Fig. 2-1. Schematic representation of the life cycle of the order Rhizostomeae (from Fuentes et al. 2011).
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Fig. 2-2. Locations of Cha Am station, Burapha University.
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Fig. 2-3. Rhopilema hispidum (A-E) and Lobonemoides robustus (F, G). A: polyp and podocyst (pc),
B: strobilation in progress, C: upper (u) and lower (I) parts polyp separated, D: settlement of upper
part of polyp (after three days), E: lower part of polyp regenerating upper part (after three days), F:
polyp with lateral budding, G: polyp showing stolon (st). Scale bar; 1 mm.
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Fig. 2-4. Rhopilema hispidum (A) and Lobonemoides robustus (B). Daily changes in average

relative MDD at each salinity experiment during the 35 days.
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Fig. 2-5. Mean relative MDD of Rhopilema hispidum (A) & Lobonemoides robustus (B) at
different salinities after 35 days. Different letters above the bars indicate statistical difference by
means of pair-wise comparison (One-way ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-6. Mean accumulated number of podocysts and bods in Rhopilema hispidum (A) and
Lobonemoides robustus (B) at different salinities after 35 days. Different letters above the bars
indicate statistical difference by means of pair-wise comparison (One-way ANOVA with Tukey-
Kramer test, p < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-7. Rhopilema hispidum (A) and Lobonemoides robustus (B). Daily changes in average

relative MDD at each temperature experiment during the 35 days.
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Fig. 2-8. Mean relative MDD of Rhopilema hispidum (A) and Lobonemoides robustus (B) at
different temperatures after 35 days. Different letters above the bars indicate statistical difference
by means of pair-wise comparison (One-way ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer test, p < 0.05).



(A) Rhopilema hispidum

8 - A
o~ 7]
9 o
o o 67
S =
S 8 °7 AB
Q-U)
“é*g“‘ BC
258 ?] C
EO 2
> 2
S B
0

(B) Lobonemoides robustus

25

20 A A
[%2]
° o -
DIQ_ ]
2 S5
O o 1
- O 4
) B
o 2 i
= E§1o _
=< ] B

5_ ‘{

0

15 20 25 30 35

Temperature (°C)

Fig. 2-9. Mean accumulated number of podocysts and bods in Rhopilema hispidum (A) and
Lobonemoides robustus (B) at different temperatures after 35 days. Different letters above the bars
indicate statistical difference by means of pair-wise comparison (One-way ANOVA with Tukey-
Kramer test, p < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-10. Number of strobilation in Rhopilema hispidum observed in different salinities (A) and
temperatures (B).
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Fig. 2-11. Relationship between mouth disc diameter (MDD) of polyps and number of ephyrae
per strobila in Rhopilema hispidum. Open circle and black circle indicate the data in temperature
and salinity experiments, respectively.
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Fig. 2-12. Summary of the experiments in the polyps of two jellyfish, Rhopilema hispidum (R-his) and
Lobonemoides robustus (L-rob). Upper; effect of salinity on somatic growth (as of relative MDD) and asexual
reproduction. Lower; effect of temperature. Colors in the bar indicate statistical relationship (same letter indicates
no significant differences). See, figs. 2-4, 5, 7, 8 for further information.
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Fig. 3-1. Sampling locations of hydromedusa Blackfordia sp. in Vietnam. A, Lach Huyen River mouth, Hai

Phong; B, Thuy Trieu Lagoon, Nha Trang.



Fig. 3-2. Blackfordia sp. collected in Nha Trang, Vietnam. A: subumbrellar view showing radial
canal (rc) and gonad (go), B: tentacular bulb (tb) and tentacular bulb projection (po), C: manubrium
(ma), D: close-up view of umbrellar margin showing tentacular bulb (tb), tentacular bulb projection
(po), and statocysts (st), E: matured gonad of female, F: matured gonad of male, G: immatured
gonad (go). A-C: a female, bell diameter 11.2 mm, D, E: a female, bell diameter 6.7 mm, F: a male,
bell diameter unknown, G: an immature specimen, 4.2 mm.




(A) 16S

O

02017 Nha Trang
m 2018 Nha Trang
22019 Hai Phong

Fig. 3-3. Parsimony haplotype network of (A) 16S and (B) COI of Blackfordia sp. in Vietnam. The
size of circles is proportional to the haplotype frequency and the color of circles indicates the
sampling locations and collection years. Each branch represents a one-nucleotide mutation. Small
empty circles symbolize hypothetical haplotypes.
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Table 1-1. List of sample information and mitochondrial molecular indices for two species. locations, site abbreviation, year, map coordinates, sample size of

mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) and nuclear DNA (nDNA), and indices diversity. Site abbreviation is corresponding to Fig. 1-2.

Site Sample size Indices diversity of mtDNA
Location bbreviati Year Latitude(N) Longitude(E)
abbreviation mDNA  nDNA (h) (7 %)
Rhopilema hispidum Malaysia Kukup MK 2011 1°19'32.94" 103°26'36.42" 36 13 0.794 + 0.066 0.506 + 0.309
Thailand Songkhla TS 2013 7°13'17.97" 100°37'19.22" 32 5 0.750 + 0.068 0.359 + 0.236
Phetchaburi TP 2010, 2016 13°1'23.35" 100°5'5.17" 28 15 0.783 £ 0.079 0.351 +0.233
Si Racha & Ang Sila TSA 2010, 2016 13°9'28.92" 100°54'13.14" 30 12 0.749 + 0.084 0.341 + 0.227
Vietnam Do Son VD 2011 29 7 0.879 £ 0.040 0.351 £0.233
20°43'14.04" 106°47'35.58"
Do Son VD2 2016 32 8 0.829 + 0.052 0.259 + 0.183
Thanh Hoa VT 2011 19°43'14.82" 105°53'18.18" 2 1 1.000 + 0.500 0.197 £ 0.278
Lobonemoides robustus  Malaysia Bako MB 2015 1°39'52.91" 110°25'51.97" 37 27 0.647 £ 0.090 0.196 £ 0.146
Thailand Phetchaburi TP 2016 8 0.786 £ 0.151 1.063 £ 0.645
13°1'21.7" 100°04'44.1"
Phetchaburi TP2 2018 20 0.92620.041 1.174+0.646
Suk Samran TA 2011 9°22'56.47" 98°23'29.17" 31 27 0.630 + 0.102 0.147 £ 0.120
Philippines Lagen Island PL 2015, 2017 11°4'33.54" 119°24'34.72" 42 25 0.824 + 0.055 0.566 + 0.331
Carigara Bay PC 2013 11°22'53.06" 124°39'48.71" 6 0.600 + 0.215 0.880 + 0.575

h = Haplotype diversity
1% = Nucleotide diversity



Table 1-2. Population-pairwise @ ¢; values of COI from Rhopilema
hispidum (A) and Lobonemoides robustus (B).

(A)
MK TS TP TSA VD
MK
TS 0.067
TP 0.063 -0.007
TSA 0.073 -0.012 -0.010
VD 0.135* 0.053* 0.035 0.036
VD2 0.145* 0.060* 0.038 0.038 -0.005
(B)
MB TP TP2 TA PL
MB
TP 0.302**
TP2  0.329** -0.036

TA 0.753** 0.467** 0.377**
PL 0.876** 0.794** 0.767** 0.869**
PC 0.879** 0.633** 0.609** 0.882** 0.717**

*p <0.05 **p <0.001
Following Bonferroni corrections for Type | errors.



Table 1-3. Comparison of morphological features in Lobonemoides robustus in each clade.

Clade La Lb Lc Test statics (F or t) P value
No. of sample (n) 5 10 5
fl  Bell diameter (BD: mm) 265.1 £51.5 237.6 +37.3 271.0 £ 62.2
f2 Colour of bell White White White
(one specimen has purple  (some specimen have (some specimen have
dots at lappets) purple dots at muscle or  purple dots at muscle or
lappets) lappets)
f3  Bell depth 25+1.0 28+1.1 3.0+1.0 0.839 0.45
(center; % of BD)
f4  Bell depth 27+11 33+11 53+16 5.76 0.012
(muscle; % of BD)
f5  Bell depth (egde; % of BD) 1.0+£0.3 1.2+0.3 1.1+04 0.439 0.651
f6  Colour of papillae White White White
f7  Shape of papillae Membranous, tapering  Membranous, tapering  Membranous, tapering
(sometime conical) (sometime conical) (sometime conical)
f8  Lengths of papillae 13.4+39 15.2+3.3 276+3.4 72.6 <0.001
(% of BD)
f9  Widgh of papillae 23+0.3 27+08 1.8+05 19.4 <0.001
(% of BD)
f10 No. of papillaes (1/8) 23-87 10-83 50-73
f11  No. of rhopalia 16 (one specimen 14) 14-18 12-20
f12  No. of lappets between 4 2-4 1-7
rhopalia
f13  Length of lappet 329+11.9 30.6+9.8 ND 2.02 0.188
(% of BD)
f14  No. of radial canal 28 —130 30-36 26 —40
f15 Diameter of the oral disk 56.2+7.6 53.2+116 53.7+11.6 0.774 0.479
(% of BD)
f16 Diameter of the ring canal 78.0+8.4 79.2+6.8 73.2+55 3.15 0.068
(% of BD)
f17  Length of the unwinged 11.8+27 118+3.1 ND 1.99 0.974
portion of the oral arms
(% of BD)
f18 Length oh the winged 26.3+4.6 26.1+4.4 ND 1.99 0.036
portion of the oral arms
(% of BD)
f19  Widgh of subgenetial 20.2+3.3 20.6+3.4 ND 2.05 0.463
ostia (% of BD)
f20 Width of oral pillars 8.1+0.38 85+15 ND 2.09 0.797
(% of BD)
f21 Length of oral pillars 109+1.2 10.2+1.8 ND 2.06 0.261

(% of BD)




Table 1-4. Comparison of COI haplotype (h) and nucleotide (z %) diversity of rhizostome jellyfish.

Species ngzirnzf Sample size Haplotype diversity Nucleotide diversity Reference
N n h (7 %)

Rhopilema hispidum 4 28—36 0.749—0.879 0.259—0.506 This study
Lobonemoides robustus 5 6—37 0.600—0.786 0.147—1.063 This study
Nemopilema nomurai 11 15—145 0.542—0.874 0.128—0.261 Gotoh et al. (2017)
Nemopilema nomurai 5 22—29 0.654—0.818 0.157—0.248 Dong et al. (2016)
Rhizostoma octopus 5 7—14 0.396—0.879 0.144—0.666 Lee et al. (2013)
Rhizostoma octopus 4 14—24 0.178—0.920 0.100—0.600 Glynn et al. (2015)
Mastigias sp. 3 8—18 0.00—0.71 0.00—3.55 Dawson & Hamner (2005)
Rhizostoma pulmo 2 5—8 0.600—0.893 0.270—0.370 Ramsak et al. (2012)




Table 1-5. Fishing season and sampling month of jellyfish in Southeast Asia.

Locations Species Sampling month Main fishing season Reference
Vietnam Thanh Hoa Rhopilema hispidum April Apr-May Nishikawa et al. (2008)
Do Son Rhopilema hispidum April Apr-June Nishikawa unpublished
Thailand Songkhla Rhopilema hispidum July June-Aug Nishikawa et al. (2019)
Phetchaburi Rhopilema hispidum  September, October Apr-Oct Nishikawa unpublished
Sri Racha & Ang Sila Rhopilema hispidum  September, October June-Aug, at the latest Oct Nishikawa unpublished
Malaysia Kukup Rhopilema hispidum February Whole year Nishida & Nishikawa (2011)
Thailand Andaman Sea Lobonemoides robustus October June-Aug Nishikawa et al. (2019)
Malaysia Bako Lobonemoides robustus May Apr-May Nishikawa unpublished
Philippines  Carigara Bay Lobonemoides robustus August* Feb-May Omori & Nakano (2001)
Palawan Lobonemoides robustus June Middle Mar-Early June Nishikawa unpublished

*Large difference between sampling month and fishing season.



Table 2-1. Polyps of Rhopilema hispidum and Lobonemoides robustus. Number of samples, mean growth rate, mortality, mean ralative mouth disc diameter at the
day 35, mean accumulated number of podocysts and buds at each salinity.

. Salinity
Species
5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Rhopilema hispidum No. of sample, n 12 12 12 12 13 12 12
Mean growth rate
1 -0.005 0.006 0.014 0.011 0.008 0.007 0.001
(mmd™)
Mortality 0.75 0.67 0 0.17 0.08 0.08 0.08
Mean relative MDD 0.68+0.087 1.71+065 260+£0.68 193+082 168+055 190+114 112+0.24
Mean accumulated number of
1 0 500+3.46 4.75+265 573+£319 350+369 264+210 0.55+0.50
podcycts (podocysts polyp™)
Lobonemoides robustus No. of sample, n 12 12 18 18 12 12 11
Mean growth rate
1 -0.004 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.002
(mmd™)
Mortality 0.25 0 0 0.06 0.08 0.09 0
Mean relative MDD 0.73+0.22 190+0.65 155+043 166+054 1.72+039 178+0.46 1.29+0.37
Mean accumulated number of
0 400+456 12.67+514 824+6.69 155+130 418+333 0.73+1.21

buds (buds polyp™)




Table 2-2. Polyps of Rhopilema hispidum and Lobonemoides robustus. Number of samples, mean growth rate, mortality, mean ralative mouth
disc diameter at the day 35, mean accumulated number of podocysts and buds at each temperature.

Temperature (°C)

Species
15 20 25 30 35
Rhopilema hispidum No. of sample, n 12 12 12 12 12
Mean growth rate
1 0.006 0.009 0.009 0.007 0.002
(mmd™)
Mortality 0 0 0.08 0.08 0.08
Mean relative MDD 1.57 £ 0.50 1.97 £ 0.67 1.95 + 0.60 2.60 £ 0.68 1.20£0.35
Mean accumulated number of
1 0 1.00+1.95 2.64 +1.67 475+ 2.65 0.75+1.36
podocysts (podocysts polyp™)
Lobonemoides robustus ~ No. of sample, n 12 12 14 18 12
Mean growth rate
1 0.001 0.006 0.008 0.006
(mmd™)
Mortality 1 0.42 0.14 0 0.67
Mean relative MDD 1.14£0.53 1.31£0.69 1.55+0.43 1.50 £ 0.46
Mean accumulated number of
0.33+0.75 483+358 12.66+5.14 0

buds (buds polyp™)




Table 3-1. Sample information of Blackfordia sp. newly found in Vietnam examined in this study. Sample numbers, sampling years and
locations, morphological information, and the samples used for morphological (Morph) and molecular (Mol) examinations are shown.

Sample Year Location Sex dia?niclalter No. of No. of statocysts Morph Mol
No. (mm) tentacles  between tentacles
16S col

01 2017 NhaTrang Female 11.2 113 1 (rarely 0) o
02 2017 Nha Trang NA NA NA NA o o
03 2017 Nha Trang NA NA NA NA o o
04 2017 Nha Trang NA NA NA NA o o
05 2018 NhaTrang Female 6.7 108 1 (rarely 0) o o o
06 2018 NhaTrang Female 9.2 104 1 (rarely 0) o o o
07 2018 NhaTrang  Male NA 112 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
08 2018 NhaTrang Immature 3.8 48 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
09 2018 NhaTrang Immature 4.2 60 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
10 2018 NhaTrang Immature 4.5 48 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
11 2018 NhaTrang Immature 4.5 60 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
12 2018 NhaTrang Immature 35 60 1 (rarely 0) [ ] o o
13 2018 NhaTrang Immature 2.8 52 1 (rarely 0) o o
14 2018 Nha Trang NA NA NA NA o o
15 2019  Hai Phong NA NA NA NA o o

Total 10 14 13

NA: Not Available.



Table 3-2. Mean K2P values in 16S and COI between
Blackfordia sp. found in Vietnam and B. virginica in each
area. Sequence data used for the countries except Vietnam
were from NCBI. See Figs 4 and 5, and materials and
methods for detailed information.

(A) 165
Vietnam USA* China Brazil
Vietnam
USA* 0.132
China 0.131 0.001
Brazil 0.015 0.133 0.132
Baltic Sea 0.132 0 0.001 0.133
(B) COI
Vietnam USA* China  Baltic Sea
Vietnam
USA* 0.135
China 0.134 0.006
Baltic Sea 0.133 0.003 0.003
India 0.134 0.003 0.003 0

*Both Pacific and Atlantic



Table 3-3. Morphological comparisons of the Blackfordia species in this study and previous studies. Brackets indicate measured and counted values estimated from photographs or

drawings.
Blackfordia sp. B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica
Reference This study Mayer (1910) Kramp (1958) Hsu & Chin (1962) Denayer (1973) Moore (1987) A'Vare(zz'g(;'?:’)a etal B lecher et al. (2005) Nogue"?;éb‘g‘) Oliveira
Location Nha Trang, Vietnam  Virginia, United States Salt Lake, near Calcutta, Fukien, China Pinard, France Mira Estuary, Portgal Chantuto—PanZ.acoIa Agulhas cur.rent, Parand, Brazil
India lagoon, Mexico South Africa
n Mature: 4 ND 9 ND 1 550 503 1 ND
Immature: 6
. Mature: 6.2-11.2 Upto22.2
Bell diameter (mm) Immature: 2,84 5 14 4,6,7,8,8,9,9,10,11 6-13 4 [11.4] 6.5-9.9 4 1-10[9.3]
Mature: 104-113 72,72, 84, 84,92, 84 Upto 80 ca. 1007 68-128
No. of tentacles Immature: 4860 80 88, 84, 92 60-100 29 1967] 86-125 (this mforma_tl(_nn may [101]
be not oligin)
No. of many statocysts, evenly
statocysts 1 (rarely 0) 1 (rarely 2) 1 (very rarely 2) 1-2 distributed between [0-3] ND 1 1 (some time 2)
between tentacles these tentacle buds
Ab(.)Ut 2/3 of length of Surround the radial . .
radial canals. Matured . . Linear, extending from .
- Linear, more than half  canals completelyand ~ On the radial canals, ) . Liner, from the base of
Shape and gonads from straight to . L . base of stomach to just Half length of radial . .
. the length of radial-  not divided by a median  over half length of ND ND the manubrium, leaving
length of gonads sinuous. . . X over half length of canals . . .
. canals line on their radial canals X its most distal third free
Q: granulated . radial canals
. subumbrellar side
& smooth
Black pigment on Absent Present Present (but preserved Present Precent Absent or present ND ND Present

the bell rim

material)




Table 3-3. Continued.

B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica B. virginica

B. virginica

B. virginica

B. virginica

B. virginica

B. polytentaculata B. manhattensis Blackfordia sp.

Reference

Location

Diameter (mm)

No. of tentacles

No. of statocysts
between tentacles

Shape and length
of gonads

Black pigment
on the bell rim

Bardi & Marques

Genzano et al. (2006) (2009)

Chicharo et al. (2009) Rodriguez (2012)

Cananéia,

. Recife, Sao Paulo,
Paranagué Bay,

Rio de la Plata, Parana and Rio de la

Guadiana Estuary, SE-

Argentina Gu_aratuba Bay, and_ Portugal/ SW-Spain Plata, Argentina
Babitonga Bay, Brazil
157 264 ND 7
4.1-14
2-10 [7.5,8.8] 6-19 6—-14
Upto 76 50-142 [76 (one spesimen in 5276
[64] [88, 96] foto) ]
1 1 ND 1 (rarely 2)

Extending ca. 2/3 of
length of radial canals.

Q : linear, granulate.

& : proximal portion
of the gonad linear, the

Linear, more than half
length of radial canals
(bell diameter over

Linear, extending from
[Loner, over half length base of stomach to over
of radial canals?] half length of radial

6mm) medial and distal canals.
portion sinuous
ND Absent ND ND

Harrison et al. (2013)

Lake Pontchartrain,
USA

ND

84 [77]

ND

Present

Faasse & Melchers
(2014)

Amsterdam,
Netherlands

ND

44

ND

Absent

Toyokawa & Fujii
(2015)

Ariake Bay, Japan

7.8-14.2[9.4]

61-82 [66]

0-4

Straight to sinuous
[middle part of the
radial canals]

Absent

Jaspers et al. (2018)

Southwest Baltic Sea

1122

2-17[4.5,10.2]

[28, 62]

1-3

ND

Present

Hsu & Chin (1962) Mayer (1910) Bouillon et al. (1988)

New Jersey, United Wouvulu Island, Papua

Fukien,China States New Guinea
ND ND 4
12-16 10 3.0,35,4.0,5.0
200-250 70-80 Max 51
1 2-3 Irregularly distributed

Middle part of the radial
canals, irregularly
flexed, sinusoidally,
from one side to the
other of the canal

In the form of small
globular masses located
in the distal third of the

radial canals.

Linear, from the corner
of stomach extending
along radial canals near
the umbrella margin

Absent Absent Absent




Table 3-S1. Information on 16S and COI sequences of Blackfordia spp. used in this study for phylogenetic analysis. Data are from National
Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) Gene Bank.

Species Location Accession No. Reference

16S

Col

Blackfordia virginica
. virginica
. virginica
. virginica
. virginica

. virginica

B

B

B

B

B

B. virginica
B. virginica

B. virginica

B. virginica

B. virginica

B. polytentaculata
B

. polytentaculata

San Francisco Bay, CA, United States

Zhujiang River Estuary, China
Xiamen Bay, China

"VA", United States

"LA", United States

"CA", United States

"DE", United States

China Seas

Baltic Sea (Germany to Poland)
Brazil

Backwaters of Cochin, Kerala, India
Changjiang River Estuary, China
Xiamen Bay, China

AY512516
JQ715952-1Q715954
JQ715955-1Q715957
KC507368, KC507381
KC507369-KC507378
KC507379, KC507380
KC507382-KC507384
KF962401-KF962405
MH460957

KT266605

JQ715948, Q715949
JQ715950, JQ715951

JQ716112-1Q716114
JQ716115, JQ716116

KC507394, KC507398-KC507400
KC507385-KC507393, KC507395
KC507396, KC507397
KC507401-KC507403
KF962066-KF962070

MH460959
MH500018-MH500022
JQ716117, JQ716118

JQ716119

Collins et al. (2005)
Zheng et al. (2014)
Zheng et al. (2014)
Harrison et al. (2013)
Harrison et al. (2013)
Harrison et al. (2013)
Harrison et al. (2013)
He et al. unpublished
Jasper et al. (2018)
Maronna et al. (2016)
Peter et al. unpublished
Zheng et al. (2014)
Zheng et al. (2014)




