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R, Downs AU ISR N TAIK
E ) SR 7oA S A i e = R VR O AR 1]
Sakami'” [RFFEIESE, IRER A1 T, S X B IR
HOHOL AR A R B0 SR BE I . SR, HUEE
BEA L AFONFERZERE, AR 2SR R R BE T
VOB TE AR 1 200 2 X SR % A B AR T
HRAT A AR AERRAE o A 38 AN R 2 Y
BOESE T B SR, WUR S A BRI T B
T ] 1 ESCHE, A BE B A M s HRE R -
BRI AE R OC R A EE S . IR b 4R
FHUS, E AT, B AAREE I ) ML IR W38 1 e 1
BLHI T AR RT3 D, — g P B BRI T A6 S i
BRI A A OC R B AR AR I TR A
7% 4B 3L A B B 0 N Symbiodinium

Breviolum . Cladocopium. Durusdinium. Effirenium .

Fugacium ., Gerakladium. Clade H 1 Clade I, H:',
W Effrenium J&HET RIS Effrenium voratum™
E. voratum ] Z 43 A5 T FNE AT K 8, Q0
L RVOEER I i X, 15 25 T AR 545 oo iy
SRR T AR AR, RIS R, R A
e L R OEsE B B 32 1 SR AR RE Y
E. voratum BB AT LS 18 32304 a8 0]
DATEIRE A S R G h IR IR A . ISR ARER b
T EAREEFE E. voratum MR ALE], A B 0125 T
fiff UV e R B AR A Y A R A2 PR . SR, B A
AR5 FLARESTT 19 W 360w T R A A S 3 2%
o TEHLARRARTS, OB T4 AN, 32 2
T JE A T RO AP, T S AR G % Y U
FEFRFE TARERPREE, AT R B 0 i 1) Rk |
PRt AR TR 45 6 B IR R, #E— DR IRER
USIERNE G et PR 2 N 1195 - A I VS B e N
FELMRERAE NI 1, B E. voratum TEA[FER
FEASE T AT SR, WAE E. voratum (A PRA 1L 5
Al B A ROIREE . B HU B Chl a WRIE | WAL
Yy AL (SOD) Flidt AL =l (CAT) I 1, WF5EAE
{KEL AL T BT E. voratum BIWN S FE, BEN
BRI SR PRI AL T IR

1 #RERE

1.1 TAR#E B (E voratum) NSE5 2= 2
H W) E. voratum PR FEHEARIL, 7E 250 mL (1) 2%

A L1-Si B SR b A7, BT E N E DG
WS FR AR P BE 5%, N 26 °C, YL HRSR & h 90
pmol-m2s™', &% & B A L(%): D(HE)=12 h: 12 h,
EREESRAT N 35, 25, 15, AEBE 1R i (5
L -BX53) WS 2 11 He o i A RAF I, % I
AT AR E o

1.2 HREBHSTFEE M THEHRAIER
WO A, X R R R AT T
DNA # B¢, i H DNeasy®H 9 i 5] &= (Qiagen,
Hilden, Germany ) 4% Ui B {5 20 JR4EHUIE [ 41 DNA
SRJG, BRI DNA HERE E FIRESAYAR
ol T EREE T . RIS 1Y) F: 5~GAATTGCA
GAACTCCGTG-3'Hl R: 5'-GGGATCCATATGCT
TAAGTTCAGCGGGT-3'%} #1 # i rDNA f¥) ITS2
X#E4T T PCRY 1S, i /] AxyPrep DNA HE 12
B 7] & (Axygen Biosciences) #1 QuantiFluorTM
ST % NAE i R 4t (Promega ) 45 J5 1Y) PCR =44l
fEAE B AE 301 ~ 340 bp., 4lifbAY P 181 LS5 JEE
IR, SR IE, MR i w4 P A
Ilumina Mi Seq M7V 5 #7007 .

1.3 REBMBE LG ALK L1-Si Ki3F
i, ORI FH R S A AR A ST 3 6 G O R S I A
I8 o W 3 B BES A, 7008 IEH 1
35 EhEEXT LHAMIRER (9 25, 15 2R seiba . 4
R ERD IS A ER, B4
FEE AL 200 mL H5R3E, WA N 1 x 10*
cellsmL™', FR4ifEE AFE RGN KW G, SHT R
T KB m Eh B4y 9 R 35, 25, 15 A L1-Si B 353k
o T B A R RO B IR A TR B MLHES, 7E
26 °C, LOE): D(5)=12 h: 12 h % i 1 45 Hofth 15 5%
ZRAFAAIRIAYIAEE Pk 48 h, #£ 0,4, 24,48, 72h
WCEEFE i, A IR R] A AR S S AT 3 YR A
FE, LA AE 4 R %5 B2 . B> Ui Chla & 5L, B
TEVEAR A B R

1.4 S£BEAIERNE

141 A2FERBAFMNE HHEEBRSR—K
34y, By 100 pL 5B T 2 mL B0 N, N
A 900 uL TG A T KRR R, R0 BRI 17 ML VA TR
FERIRSI# IR A Y5 . R)a, R B
FRFEIL 100 pL 5 B8 14 356 2 PR A= P R
(w3 ), 76 e (R e L -BXS3) Ntk T
TR BT (n=10), B J50Ks G it SR 40 8 e
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PR W PN B B R B, B B B (D,
Ffi: cellssmL ™),
TEF M IRG WA HEIE b B s 2 5, A
B — s B BV, B 2 mL, 2REC3 £, RX
SO A I B A 2 S R
O HL(Sigma—15) FEAT B0 43 B (BE 4 000 rmin™
HYEREE, B0 Smin) o ZJF, 1898 M 2Bk BT
W, BT UL HMA 1.5 mL o= 100% HY N
i, 76 4 °C 208 FUEAT 24 h IAEHL. AT 24
hJE, B3 W R AT B 0 4 B (R 2 4 000
rmin”' B, B0 5 min), SR 5 BCH 35 (200
uL), FH 23 06O BE 31 23 ) A U I 750, 664,
647 F1 630 nm AL BIMOEEE, FRA (1T Chl
a ik
Ca =11.85%(Agea —A750) — 1.54 X (Agsa7 —A750)—
0.08 X (A630 —A750) 5 (1)

A, Ca 3% Chla ¥ (mg'L™).

P 480 S e SR R BV A Chl a BT iR
WREE . o, (AR Al SR ARG e B 82 %85 FE RN Chl
a UM, AN (2) 75 3 HUBE 3% Chl a
e

BAANIAEEY Chla 4t =(Chlafi i ¥ x 10%)/
L Q)
A, B HUBEE Chl a & A SR pg-cell™s
Chl a Joi 5 46 B A FA0 A mg-mL "5 4 it %25 5 Y AR

{34 cellsmL™",

1.4.2 AR ERNZBEIESH
B (555 A001-3, A007—2—1) 435Il 5 vk Hh R 48
Y AL (SOD) 5 i 48 AL &l (CAT) S TE Pk, Jir
AR B S A RS A B TR S A,

J7 12 B a2 0 & B E O v, ELRERAE D IR
ULSCHk [22].

B AT BR300 3 A plsr A R S
B IE + daifiin 25 . HAES AR Kruskal-
Wallis % 52 55 8040 1 b 2 4 1, JF6F P<0.05 4
HEABEET, P>0.05 N ER AR E ., XT
[vi] — b 21 P AN () 0 st 7 580, S ] 6 B8 A1 7
[i] —Fs) ) 5 B 85, #°R ) Kruskal-Wallis 46 56 1F
Frallal thde . A 45 S 0 o A 0 I #514 SPSS
Statistics #F17, AT HRALH A Origin2021 ##17

2 HRESH

21 HEEBEMHSTEEER ALEXTEAESR
) VR i R A T v O, DG ) e R ) L B
P2 If £ i 1 1% 2 NCBI £ 48 & https://
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/, SRA: PRINA1000185),
WP A5 (3 1) R, AR B R IR ke D
WP (E. voratum) 121 B 15 511 (99.97140.032) %,
AT DA AR S 30y i oy B (EL voratum) , 3X
Lo b e ] DU T R SR 250 .

F1 BEEFREERE voratum BEHESEEENFER

Tab. 1 High-throughput sequencing of the algal liquid of the dinoflagellate E. voratum cultured in vitro %
EA A X FEE EA X B EAIAHXTFE
M FEA AR 428 REA A X 428 FEAIAH R 425 Hf
Taxon Samplel Sample2 Sample3 Mean SD
X Relative abundance Relative abundance Relative abundance
Effrenium voratum 99.988 99.934 99.991 99.971 0.032
Others 0.011 0.066 0.009

22 {REMBETHEBRNEKEME ALENEIE
WA FRER B Oy 35 1 s AR e IR, b
ZRAFRAE Ry 25, 15 K537 B HUBEEEAE A A S5
g HUEE R Y 4R BRAS e R OR EE AR I 1 < 10°
cellsmL™'c MK 1 AIH, $hFE 35 IEH &AM35 KR T
1Y OB FETE 72 h WA BOMERE ) I RE
AW, 25 (RERIMNE TAE 72 h N U R AR
AN, T 15 BOARER I T o8 e 2 B AR b 5
PRI T a3 BAESS 48 h © W E R T ARIWILE B

Bt(P=0.045), 7£ 48 h i}, 25 5 15 £hF F Ay d %
WO EE B EIRT 35 S N AR R R E (P <
0.05)

23 REMETEANHERMN Chla gE2TH
WA 2 7R, 3 DER R (35, 25, 15)F, B4
BN LY Chl a B4R & 5430 R (10.55 £ 0.76)
(10.66 £ 1.57) F1(10.43 £ 0.69)pg-cell ', 4 h f B~
HE B Chla T RSV G R R HEER
(P>0.05), TEERIE 35 855500 T, HA- s e dn
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Fig.2 Changes in Chl a content of individual
Symbiodiniaceae cells under different salinity
conditions over stress time
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EPERZSHIAEE ., RS 24 h 5 48 h,
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Fig. 3 Changes in SOD activity in Symbiodiniaceae
under different salinity conditions over stress time.
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Fig. 4 Changes in CAT activity of Symbiodiniaceae
under varying salinity conditions over stress time
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TEABGE H, SR 15 £6 B 5500 T B L mg e an
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Physiological response of coral Symbiodiniaceae to

low-salt stress

HE Ran", GAO Kaixiang', PAN Nengbin', LI Zhanhong', ZHANG Tingchao', LIANG Hongye',

LU Xiaoyan', LAN Mengling', QIN Zhenjun"***
(1. School of Marine Sciences, Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530004, China; 2. Guangxi Laboratory on the Study of Coral Reefs in the South
China Sea, Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530004, China; 3. Coral Reef Research Center of China,
Guangxi University, Nanning, Guangxi 530004, China)

Abstract: To investigate the physiological responses of Symbiodiniaceae under low-salinity stress, high-
throughput sequencing was conducted on isolated culture of Effrenium voratum to obtain its relative abundance,
and low-salinity stress experiments were performed on E. voratum for systematical analysis of the effects of
low-salinity environments on the growth status, chlorophyll a (Chl a) concentration per symbiodiniaceae,
superoxide dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) activities of E. voratum. The results demonstrated that the cell
density of E. voratum cultured under 35 salinity showed stable growth, indicating favorable growth at this level
of salinity. At 25 salinity, E. voratum was inhibited in growth but could maintain survival. Severe growth
inhibition occurred at 15 salinity, with cell density significantly declining after 48 hours, exhibiting a negative
growth trend. Under 15 salinity stress, the Chl a concentration per symbiodiniaceae progressively decreased
after 4 hours, suggesting significant suppression of photosynthetic capacity. Both SOD and CAT activities of E.
voratum initially increased within 4 hours under 25 and 15 salinity stresses, but showed a continuous decline
after 24 hours, revealing transient enhancement of antioxidant capacity at the early stages followed by
progressive weakening with prolonged stress exposure.

Keywords: Effrenium voratum; low-salt stress; physiological response; next-generation sequencing
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