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EIFAN: F=HR, IBLAE

ETHERNEY DNA S KEEERN
BEABEHRE

TORAY, 22802 2ES, M&EL, A &Y, x|k
(1. MR RF VAR 5K, R 1O 570228 W E ) 2. T RIGEERSE K758, T &R T 524088
H; 3. MR RS RS TR, 1R 10 570228 HiE)

B OE. T TOVHEX KOS 2 (Acanthaster cf. solaris) WITSTE 2 B E IS, A RARIGIE S F4HE S
18S 43 FHREME TAEVEUPHEX 23 Nl SR (2023 4F 4 H) a2 i, HoR A PCR HARRIN T 28718
N2 W) DNA H K il 2 28R R 40 i 02 C A 1L % T (mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase subunit I ,
CoTS-mtCO I )AL Bt o WFFEEEAN 1) 330 B LSERIE T 9 H 24 B 37 8 42 Fh. 2) 18 6 Ffi
2K (BRI ME A0 Chaetodon kleinii, = [8) ‘K& Chelmon rostratus. 5 F WIHE 14 Chaetodon lunulatus. 2T #4351 6
Lethrinus haematopterus. %< 77 RJE 4. Oxycheilinus orientalis F11% % 1 BE 1 Epinephelus merra) i 38 N &Y
DNA H1 " 5] CoTS-mtCO I J Bt Hovh, 75 B w4 £ i) 7 18 N &%) DNA 2K I i CoTS-mtCO 1

PR B B, A 5 R SR A RE SR . 3) 6 RSB T URRE K B A S S 4)
T 18S JFAN M R G UE b b, BRI fr | = [a] K H 5 55 7 00 £ ST 2R S A A BL Y S, TR BRI BB £ H 4 3,
LRSI | 7R AR fh S S A B R BN B 032, ARG RA DT T hE e SR
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BE€WBE: FEEHESHAIT(2022YFC3106302)
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(mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase subunit [
CoTS-mtCO I )5 H F Bt , & B %Y & i ik
(Plectropomus leopardus) . 2 BERR B (Lethrinus
nebulosus) . et (Dascyllus aruanus) . SEHEL%4E
i ( Dischistodus melanotus )4 FiH il B I AE 28
HEH ., sk R A PCR H AWM T 718
AW I E 2 DNA, KB T 38 £ 4 (Naso
lituratus) . W 20 & Je 11 (Dascyllus reticulatus)
= I J& 1 (Cheilinus trilobatus) 1 7% & #f 55
(Lethrinus erythropterus )4 P i 2 1 7E 6 250
B R BB ML R sk E
{140 T A e R PR A R S 1), K e B
A A B P S T A T T AR A R T S
T B AR, D i B R R R, T
IR A S R G0 A SR 1,

[ e VR X H 2020 4F T 45 8T — %8 10 K
1 52 (Acanthaster cf. solaris) BERZE K . RfEHTH
V] i R I 2 T A A 2 SR A L BRI 9y 42 it 2
HEAR LRI 5B 48 7, AP SR 4l
AR S 18S 7 ThraE S TP VDEIX 23
ANl SRR 2, AR5 R ] PCR FORK I T H:
f 18 P9 29 DNA H1f) CoTS-mtCO I 3£ F B,
T 43 A v T PG PR DR T B VS A E S B
HEHARERES .

1 MEERE

11 H@RREMESFEE 202344 A 8-~
26 HAE 23 APUVPHE S (R 1) Mk, 40
MR E T 20 C VKFERAF. Frifa izl s )m,
HR 4 FishBase(http:/fishbase. org/ ) FIE 23 FRRAE
YOERER BT R, B N R 2 R I 1
AR, BORRL KB WLN AL & T 54 500 mL
DNA lysisbuffer (10mmol-L ' Tris-HC1(pH8.0),0.5%
SDS, 100 mmol-L™" EDTA, 200 pg-mL™" Protease
K) MBSO, —80 °C VKA Th - 77 2 DNA 2L,
T2 e S e o SRS R Rl a5 i g
Fhea A BEALPEIE 3 B OR 2 3 BRTIEH), 5%
Kroon %5 (1) 75 1 URE I 1B N 2590, BIVAe ) £ fK
Ja WU s, FERT SR Y 1 ~ 3 em KB W7IE, BT
24 2 mL DNA lysis buffer A0 45 H, =80 C #
f£, T IS4 DNA $2H,

1.2 18S HFHBLETEGEEYM KRH 18S T+

2026 £
x1 BHESSR4E
Tab. 1 Sampling sites and latitude/longitude

gy AT By ik 2% (E) 4iBE(N)

Station  nearby reefs longitude latitude
s1  dt#fEBeijiao 111°26.3168  17°02.0614'
S2  PE¥b¥HXishazhou  112°10.1718'  16°56.1076'
S3  ?P¥HNanshazhou 112°24.7123'  16°56.5063'
S4 ﬁi“ingdao 112°17.7411'  16°47.5152'
S5 ZriDongdao 112°54.3976'  16°47.0225'
S6  FRTkKEYinlitan 112°13.0569"  16°42.5217"
S7 #iRA{1Gaojianshi  112°41.5052'  16°34.8471'
S8 A l5Shiyu 111°50.8642"  16°30.3492'
S9 HH#i & Shanhudao  111°35.1539"  16°34.9625'
S10 &fiiJinyindao  111°28.3318"  16°27.8815'
S11 fuitgﬁngjiao 111°35.2902"  16°15.8143
S12 fuﬁfgﬁngjiao 111°32.5180'  16°06.1935'
S13 fuﬁﬁngjiao 111°53.4598'  16°11.3570’
S14 #EAl5Panshiyu 111°52.1960"  16°02.3941’
S15 EJAMEBinmeitan  112°36.4320'  16°16.606 1’
S16 R{EffiLanghuajiao 112°29.8840"  16°06.4386'
S17 EHi#EYuzhuojiao  112°08.8745  16°20.3769’
S18 EHMfEYuzhuojiao 112°08.4118'  16°05.5609’
S19 (EiKi#EZhanhantan  112°50.7861"  16°20.2253'
$20 ?;O iing 150 112°20.8649"  16°36.2650'
S21 A lfShiyu 111°58.6927"  16°30.6776'
S22 Favb¥iXishazhou  111°57.7774°  17°00.3571'
S23 %A1 l5Panshiyu 111°38.5111"  16°01.0240'

PR ik — 0 M WA . B, U R
WL A FE &, R S AR O A 500 uL 24 i

(10mmol-L ™' Tris-HCI (pH=8.0), 10 mmol-L ' EDTA
(pH=8.0), 10 mmol-L"' NaCl, 1% 2-#i3E 2, 10 uL
HE B k(10 mgmL™") ., 65 pL #Y 10%SDS), 56 °C
JETE 1 h, BERR 15 min S EESHEOK, MRS T
4. FIRT 8000 g &0 3 min , WHL 500 uL |


http://fishbase. org/ 
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TR AL I T i 19 254 DNA Wi KB 2 1B E f Rl il 157

W, A 500 uL B Vg Vg gy Vin e e =25:24:1
REW . WENRAE, il 13 000 g .0 10 min ,
W IR 400 uL VW, B 400 uL B Viggs Vi g,
p=24: LIRG W . HREENEA) G, =i 13 000 g
B0 10 min , WL 200 pL 15 EH O
o, A 400 pL JooK B IRA) A ##E 15 min
iR 3000 g B0 10 min , 8125 FWEWR, MIA 1 mL
70% L. Zif 13 000 g B0 5 min, 82 5
J&, ZiR T 15 min, 5 0A 100 pL TE 3% f#
DNA Vi%E, HFIE4E1) PCR 35K,
DI ZHSY DNA R, K 18S i
5%} (F . 5-GCCAGTAGTCATATGCTTGTCT-

3'; R: 5-GGAGCTGGAATTACCGC-3')PCR 9" 1
18S 7 FAR& ], P K%K 2.5 uL 10xPCR
Buffer, 2 uL dNTP(4% 2.5 mmol-L™"), 1 uL 5|4

F(10 pmol-L™), 1 pL 514 R(10 pmol-L™), 1 pL
DNA #i#%, 0.15 pL rTaq, 17.35 uL DEPC 7K, 444
484 95 °C 5 min; 95 °C 305,55 °C 30,72 °C 30,
35 MEF; 72 °C 10 min, 4 °C {54 . PCR =4y

22 T M R e R UK B E N AR SR YIS, R R
A TAEY) TR (il ) B A7 B2 R E A7 2 i il
¥ o KR40 18S ¥ (5 2) H X % NCBI 9 nt
BRI, AR 2 (W] 5 S — 2t o A Y T
Py,

R2 EEYT.HIEMAIF 18S FIS

Tab. 2 Fish species, taxonomic status and 18S sequence numbers

EL s SAHfi ISSIEAY
ID Species Taxonomy 18S Accession
Number
1 BRWAEA Chaetodon kleinii JE 1 H Aanthuriformes MU 75l Chaetodontidae EF616825.1
2 ZI[8] K& Chelmon rostratus JE M H Acanthuriformes i1 8} Chaetodontidae EF616876.1
3 5 AWML Chaetodon lunulatus JilEEf H Acanthuriformes #14ffF} Chaetodontidae OP035277.1
4 FASkL Zanclus cornutus J R H Acanthuriformes #jt J]#F} Zanclidae NC_009852.1
5 BT Siganus canaliculatus 2t B Acanthuriformes # 7} Siganidae AF055600.1
6 R Siganus argenteus JilFE 1 H Acanthuriformes 5 T} Siganidae PP140670.1
7 /DESIHEEE Cypselurus oligolepis 411t H Beloniformes K5} Exocoetidae LC458117.1
8 5 R @i 4. Tylosurus melanotus %4 H Beloniformes W%t a5} Belonidae MH?248221.1
9 HHEIE KM Cheilopogon cyanopterus Wil i H Beloniformes &%} Exocoetidae NC 036721.1
10 /NMEEF M Oxyporhamphus micropterus W%t . H Beloniformes i Hemiramphidae LC715466.1
11 AEBERESE Cypselurus poecilopterus 41t H Beloniformes K5} Exocoetidae 0OP035088.1
12 N# kS Caranx sexfasciatus %I H Carangiformes 5%} Carangidae 0P035090.1
13 NRHRIMJE 5 Selar crumenophthalmus ~ #5JF H Carangiformes 5%} Carangidae NC 023954.1
14 Kmfies Sc,ombemides 3% H Carangiformes 57} Carangidae LC672493.1
commersonnianus
15  YE%RES Decapterus macarellus #3J2 H Carangiformes #5%} Carangidae NC_026718.1
16 MBS Daicocus peterseni iﬁjﬁ ie]r)izzteylopterifomes sy NC_003194.1
17 JCBEHLEA Mulloidichthys vanicolensis a1 H Mulliformes - 15} Mullidae NC 024188.1
18 HRI4ESE Parupeneus cyclostomus “FA1 H Mulliformes £ #} Mullidae PP140669.1
19 ZRICEIGESE Parupeneus barberinus 241 H Mulliformes £ £} Mullidae NC_082530.1
20 ZIKNELT 4 Diaphus knappi JT4 441 H Myctophiformes 4] fiF} Myctophidae LC146181.1
21 RAHENER Pentapodus caninus 2 H Perciformes 4x2k fi#} Nemipteridae LC036827.1
20 LI Lethrinus haematopterus il H Perciformes #@i#HA} Lethrinidae LC640073.1
23 HAFHEEAFY Prerocaesio tile #9% H Perciformes & %} Caesionidae NC_004408.1

24  FAKHREH Priacanthus hamrur

57 H Perciformes K HR#3F} Priacanthidae

LC649119.1
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£ 2 Tab. 2 Continued

FEEID ﬂ'z Iy 188)%%%
Species Taxonomy 18S Accession Number

25 KEESFKIREA Heteropriacanthus cruentatus®iE H Perciformes JHRHHR} Priacanthidae OP035148.1

26 FAME%S Variola albimarginata %59 H Perciformes figF} Serranidae NC_022139.1
27  NHERLUA Grammistes sexlineatus % H Perciformes 2R 4 B} Grammistidae AP006794.1

28  ZRITRIE L Oxycheilinus orientalis 6 H Perciformes [k fiF} Labridae LC104664.1

29 MEHUABEAL Epinephelus merra /. H Perciformes 1 5 fi#} Epinephelidae NC_022509.1
30 B Euthynnus affinis 5 H Scombriformes #5F} Scombridae NC_025934.1
31 % Katsuwonus pelamis i H Scombriformes f%F} Scombridae KM605252.1
32 HEEESAE A Thunnus albacares ##9% H Scombriformes #5758} Scombridae NC 014061.1
33 VWIKHIER Acanthocybium solandri 51 H Scombriformes #5 8} Scombridae NC _067731.1
34 [BIfEER Auxis rochei 5 H Scombriformes #&F} Scombridae MK548578.1
35 Mgl Gempylus serpens & H Scombriformes MR} Gempylidae OP035147.1

36 JRACER Auxis thazard %% B Scombriformes #%5%} Scombridae MKS801690.1
37 B Coryphaena equiselis %I H Carangiformes L%l Coryphaenidae MH576916.1
38 ks LA Psenes cyanophrys i B Scombriformes &l #EF} Nomeidae NC_082747.1
39 IR E Cubiceps squamiceps & H Scombriformes [##87} Nomeidae PQ492202.1

40  YNBERTFLEL Cantherhines pardalis

i} H Tetraodontiformes L jiiffiF} MonacanthidaeOR499746.1
filif H Tetraodontiformes PU4 filif}

a3k fali L hal,
41 %KEL Lagocephalus Tetraodontidac LC738765.1
\ B F T i PR
42 W5EEGSkAY Lagocephalu gloveri e H et.raodontl ormes PUHEEF} NC _059716.1
Tetraodontidae —

1.3 #wll&RFERNZTY DNA A CoTS-
mtCO I EREFE R CTAB IR HUA L 5iE
P2 (1) 6. DNARY | 3 5o S iR W e R Tk i A
Nanodrop & 73 Y6 BE T3 K £6 24 1738 N 45
Py 5. DNA 9 Joz 2 AR o i g &2 CoTS-
mtCO | F B Y 155 19% (F: 5'-TCCGACT
ACCCGGACGCCTATAC-3' ; R: 5'- AGTGGTTCG
CTGGGAAGTGAAGG-3'), VU111 25 iz 8 N 254 1
DNA fEMfsAR, #5417 PCR 714, §M 394k FR: 2.5 uL
10xPCR Buffer . 2 uL dNTP (4% 2.5 mmol-L ™). 1 pL
519 F(10 umol-L™") . 1 pL 54 R(10 pmol-L™) . 1
uL DNA #47 . 0.15 pL rTagq, 17.35 uL DEPC /K,
P14 2542 95 °C 5 min; 95 °C 30's, 60 °C 30's, 72 °C
30's, 35 MEEF; 72 °C 10 min, 4 C {#£7F. [FIRF, 32
B it AL e 3R B2 R LR A DNA Jf 4 3
CoTS-mtCO 1 FEPH F BeAE R BHAA: X R

14 EYEEFEHEST AR 18S HTirgk
JE 5 F14B 41 (Neighbor joining), % F MEGAS.0
R AL AR YR 3 R G A, IF2E 1 000
K B Al (Bootstraps ) Kl HL & A5 . 1T AEFD

A 8 YIRS TP Y CoTS-mtCO T A K
Boks R, 3% FH Origin 8.0 #f4h2:hlHER . %
FA R 7 K 56 40 B S [) 40,2 iz T 9 25 90 i CoTs-
mtCO T FEH F B R 24 5% . Lh P<0.05 1% 3%
2SR BEAGIER X

CoTS-mtCO 1 HEH Fr Bkt = CoTS-mtCO |
K H UK ARG IR i A

2 HRE5HM

21 18SHFIRBELETEEXYMER KEsiR
T, Fraktn2EsRIB T 1 499 H 24 1 37 )& 42 Fb
(£2). IBEF5 18S s FHrsE oy ik e
1y Y P B AR — B AU — RSB R 2 2
M B L £ (Tylosurus melanotus), T 25 18S %
N ESIE R Wi (T, crocodilus) . AR A BF
ST Sy, SRS AR A G B A £ %) S A
ABFGERE I BT S Y B T . FERT A R
e, 5% 157 6% (Decapterus macarellus ) a4 50
&2, BAEKER 3wl sl A i3k e/ b ayFp2 K
T 4#E W 8 (Pentapodus caninus ), {XAE B YCHERE 1k
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FBZE AL FT il 254 DNA K i B i e S i 159

1 %%
22 KMSEEBEEXHEENHE AURE
i3 M8 i 3 P9 254 . DNA H PCR 4 3 CoTS-
mtCO I JE PR R B ke 45 5 74 v il IX A ol v 2 1 v
TEAHEH o TETORBRS IR | Wy %) B,
IR DB S 5T o AE PR X R PR B PR — 2Rl
] CoTS-mtCO I JE[H By Re k34 . i
— LR & B, 7E 6 RSB N 7Y DNA
FAAE CoTS-mtCO I D] 5 BEAYBHIED 4, 735l /2
B W W 151 ( Chaetodon kleinii) . = [8] K & (Chelmon
rostratus) . = 1 W £ (Chaetodon lunulatus) . 41
PR 381 6 (Lethrinus haematopterus) . 7 77 22 J& i
(Oxycheilinus orientalis ) F4 $ A5t ( Epinephelus
merra) (& 1)

X 6 Fffl FEERAETVHURU L %8 | A5 A

SR B TR DG o, BRI SRR TV VRN
MR —[ALK FRAE TR U, K245 Al
R4 R 5 BRI AR X5 5 T W £ SR A T 5 B I
TEE X5 2RI 6 2R 5 T 7K % 5 LA DS B e X5 AR
Jr ORI A0SR [ VG VUM B 3 i el e A B )R
PUVDYNAN S8R 5 B R X

23 CoTS-mtCO I EFRFEMEHENT 1E
PRUSIME £ =5 H WHIE a0 A N 259 DNA HRsgs
M F] CoTS-mtCO I &M FrBr, — [0l kFiF= H
U A7 ) CoTS-mtCO [ FEK F BeAG: R AE &4
i s R T 50%, 11 44 54 B6E £ R 2T 44030 0 114 A6
HREGIG, 4350 33.4% F1 50% (&1 2) . FEPE v
D, B MR f0 0 R R T A B
(P<0.05) (& 3), 7EA 5. WS MEHE, XLk
RN R TR EER

1 6FMEFERNTYE DNA B CoTS-mtCO [ E[F A B4 70T A 1 e ik FE ik [
Fig. 1 CoTS-mtCO I gene fragment amplification for total DNA of intestinal contents in
six fish species and agarose gel electrophoresis
#:: M, 2000 bp maker; B, 25 A% B8 F, IE [0 85 | P56 BR; R, B2 ] SRS | 406} B N, ToATHNT R P, BEIEXT R 1, BRI (Chaetodon mertensii); 2,
6] ki (Chelmon rostratus); 3, 2L 35188 (Lethrinus haematopterus); 4, =5 J Wi {61 ( Chaetodon lunulatus); 5, 5 7795 i (Oxycheilinus orientalis);

6, W& LA K41 (Exycheilinus merra)

Note: M, 2000 bp maker; B, blank control; F, forward single primer control; R, reverse single primer control; N, no template control; P, positive
control; 1, Chaetodon mertensii; 2, Chelmon rostratus; 3, Lethrinus haematopterus; 4, Chaetodon lunulatus; 5, Oxycheilinus orientalis; 6, Exycheilinus

merra.
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2026 4F

B2 74 uhE 6 MEEMFERNEY DNA H CoTS-
mtCO | EE R REH HZE
Fig. 2 The detection rate of the CoTS-mtCO I gene
fragment in the intestinal contents of six fish
species at four stations
s S2, PUVD YN S4, JK %15 S8, A1ill; S10, 434 &5 1, BRI M
(Chelmon mertensii); 2, = [8] K & (Chelmon rostratus); 3, 41 # 95 i
(Lethrinus haematopterus); 4, = J1 W% 1t (Chelmon lunulatus); 5, 277
RJE At (Oxycheilinus orientalis); 6, Y& 3 41 BE A (Exycheilinus merra) -
RAEFEwl i 1B 0 SR AR A AR AN (02
Note: S2, Xishazhou ; S4, Yongxingdao; S8, Shiyu; S10, Jinyindao;
1, Chelmon mertensii; 2, Chelmon rostratus; 3, Lpinephelus
haematopterus; 4, Chelmon lunulatus; 5, Oxycheilinus orientalis; 6,
Exycheilinus merra. The absence of a certain fish species at a particular
site indicates that such fish was not caught.

¥ 150 = RS HH 3 R R B
2 | * Undetectable
£ 100 B
g Detectable
% 50
S o
1 2 3 4
th2:F P Species
3 BEDMEXBHENEY CoTS-mtCO | EE K ERE
WHEERSH

Fig.3 Detection rate analysis of CoTS-mtCO [ gene
fragment in fish intestinal contents at
Xishazhou station.

M1, BRI ME 5 (Chaetodon mertensii); 2, = [A] X §F (Chelmon
rostratus); 3, 5 J5 2R & t4 (Oxycheilinus orientalis); 4, ¥ 8 41 Bt £4
(Epinephelus merra) . *3%7 BRI 8 11 15 8 HL#7 BE A0 CoTS-mtCO [
FEH T BRI R B W

Note: 1, Chaetodon mertensiiy 2, Chelmon rostratus; 3, Opinephelus
orientalis; 4, Epinephelus merra. The asterisk indicates a significant
difference in the detection rate of CoTS-mtCO | gene fragment between
Chaetodon mertensii and Epinephelus merra.

2.4 RGBS MR 42 R IR M2 18S
B R B9, FIFABHEEMEE R G L BRI (E 4) .
TEZIEALRE b, TR Y [ R 2R BRI R — 3¢,
s Rl AL BBRL EaRRETRLAE . 2R

SR AR =] KR 5 IR A 5 3R ) e £ e
WS, TR M H 3500 ZLRRBIHRE | ZRT7RIR
1 55 06 AT B AR R AR BN )Y H 433

3 3t g

Kot R AR L& O SEOBIEN A B RS
B S LR W) Z2 R T I, £ IS A o AT 4 R
T RPN T A AR A e o TR 2 R M R
SRR EEDY PR, A B i 2 ) fa e B
XTI AR AR S RGN IR PR B2, AR RE IR
T8 57 A B R R G VDA 5 e DX A R A
FIVETE A B P Rh S AR B fg 7, DA T 4f
b A e R B A S T R e A S R e

AT RIMK B R EE LT AR
132 Ffr, A 5 3 390 A 0 28 IS A G 5 AE B
Al 120 R Rl S KO 2T AL 4
PR I AR ) i fk e, APPSR B S8 GRS 5
18S Jr TR S 1 AN (2R RN, AR5 R
FHAR it B R SRS 1A W T 2 iE N Y rh
[ CoTS-mtCO I &R A B, LA 451 v [ g 18
POV B e b RO B R S 7 R
i =R N WA ST . AR RIR
R S BE A0S 6 R i TE N2 h AT
#| CoTS-mtCO I &[N A B, W BN HA Kt
EERET) . BRI | = [R] KT RN 5 A
)55 & T Ao B}, ST DI SR e T OB RL, AR
JrRIg s g TRk Rl e A stk g T
KAl

CL A WFFE 3R B, ] 0 £ B} £ 28 B8 B K i
B B F g 228 22 igisi e (Chaetodon
auriga) . THIRBESINE 0 (C. citrinellus ) FIARST 11
1. (C. vagabundus ) &4 B 52 5 FIPIFE 1 K it 2
BCART 242730 - FEACRIFGE Y, P P DX R W £
5 W Aa i3 N 259 DNA 1 CoTS-mtCO T 3
K F BEROAS R R 100%, = (8] K57 i iE N &= 9
DNA H#& 5 66% LU L o FiFi & RIS g
i 1 2 i ) LSO (C. auripes) |, X%
HH SR A £ 1 5 ) I £ TT e ELAT KO R AR
P der e o = 1R) R 40 B R A T BRI £ 5
A e, X Fh 2 el geli A BT a2 5.
DR S A0 R R A S, S ) W S
PEAAZS, =[] JCHT A A1) T AE K A A8 R W) 7 SR ke
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Tree scale: 1

Tylosurus melanotus

g7 Oxyporhamphus micropterus
) Cheilopogon cyanopterus
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Fig. 4 Molecular phylogenetic trees of 42 fish from Xisha island based on 18S gene fragment sequences constructed using
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Potential fish predator analysis of crown-of-thorns starfish
Acanthaster planci in the Xisha reef area

using intestinal content DNA

Xing Jiajie", Li Zhonglu?>, Yu Qiuyu’, He Chunlong', Zhou Zhi*’, Liu Zhaoqun®
(1. Hainan University, College of Marine Biology and Fisheries, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China; 2. Guangdong Ocean
University, College of Fisheries, Zhanjiang, Guangdong 524088, China; 3. Hainan University, College of Marine Science and
Engineering , Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: To understand the fish predators of crown-of-thorns starfish Acanthaster cf. solaris in the Xisha Islands, this study
utilized 18S rRNA sequencing and morphological characteristics to identify the fish species collected in April 2023, and then
detected the crown-of-thorns starfish mitochondrial cytochrome-C-oxidase subunit I (CoTS-mtCO I') gene fragments in fish
intestinal content DNA. Analysis of 330 fish revealed 42 species across 37 genera, 24 families and 9 orders. The CoTS-mtCO I
fragment was detectable in the intestinal content DNA of six fish species, including Chaetodon kleinii, Chelmon rostratus,
Chaetodon lunulatus, Lethrinus haematopterus, Oxycheilinus orientalis, and Epinephelus merra. The detection rate of CoTS-
mtCO I gene fragment was 100% in Chaetodon kleinii, while it was only detected in partial samples of the other five species.
The six species were firstly reported fish predators of the crown-of-thorns starfish. Phylogenetic analysis based on 18S sequences
grouped Chaetodon kleinii, Chelmon rostratus, and Chaetodon lunulatus within the family Chaetodontidae, and placed L.
haematopterus, O. orientalis, and E. merra within the order Perciformes. This study contributes to understanding the fish
predators of the crown-of-thorns starfish in the coral reef ecosystem of the Xisha Islands, providing a theoretical basis and
scientific guidance for the prevention and control of the outbreak of the crown-of-thorns starfish in the South China Sea.
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