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Phylogenetic Relationships of Butterflies in the
Subfamily Limenitinae Based on Mitochondrial
Cytochrome b Gene Sequences
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Abstract: The present study investigated phylogenetic relationships of the subfalimy Limenitinae based on sequence
data of the mitochondrial Cyt b gene of 25 species, covering 10 genera of the subfamily, using Ariadne ariadne as out-
group. Phylogenetic trees were reconstructed with neighbor-joining (NJ), maximum parsimony (MP) and Bayesian infer-
ence (BI) methods. It is indicated that the involved species of this subfamily clustered into two clades: the first clade in-
cludes those of the genus Neptis, Phaedyma, Pantoporia and Lintinga ; the second one includes those of the genus
Parthenos, Moduza , Limenitis, Athyma, Lexias and Euthalia . The genus Limenitis is suggested to be monophyletic;
and the genera Euthalia and Lexias proved to be sister to each other and form a monophyletic group. The genus Litinga
appears to be more closely related to Neptini than to Limenitini. However, phylogenetic positions of some genera, such as
Phaedyma , Pantoporia and Lintinga , are not well-resolved in the present study.
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SRS, RN R K — g . Ry e
FAAELE S Harvey (1991) MR 534 54>
. LRI (Limenitini ). A JE B E ( Biblidi-
ni ). ZZBEIERE ( Cyrestini ). F5BEIRE ( Pseudergoli-
ni) MBI ( Coein ); Freitas (1999 ) F:TF il
VRFURE FIEAS 2L, B oA e 8% e 8 o e e
Ry B R A 2o LAk, AN — St
FEHE R FUEHE (COI. EF-la 1 wingless 5 3
) SR AR Y RGN, SRERY], RIE R
W | ZLMRIREI | T IS I e R I I IR 1 AR e
BT AL 43 2k (Brower, 20005 Wahlberg et al,
2003; Freitas, 2004 ). FIE HFijpYZB R 532
PR A2 KRS (Zhou, 1998), 45 5 4
Wi, FRWEME % ( Euthaliini ). 2R B2 % ( Limeniti-
ni ). FRBEEEHE ( Neptini ). FEBEEEE ( Chalingini )
TN ( Parthenini ), HH PRI ETE Zhou
(1994) MY LRl B — AN K, ZIE T & 4
A DART S B TR

WK BT 255 W Z RS B AE R HEsh Y 2 1
SEEN, BN EY E A S ER N
WA R 45 2 — ( Boggs et al, 2003 ). 3428 hi 1k
DNA ( mitochondrial DNA; mtDNA ) HA 4% 19 £k
Ffl | IR AR e ELAS ) X s A o A7 AR 22
SR, B EZHATRARGEAMRT (Chen &
Jiang, 2004; Shao & Mao, 2002 ). TEZKIIAH Cyt
b R H BT AT RER I A R B A I H 2
— (Gray, 1989 ). %K JF 0BG, AR K
() —ABE A Be Nk e A S R R KT T EREKSE-Y
ZEKREEE (Irwin et al, 1991). H Ay E AN MY
FH Cyt b SER XTI R R B R O A — Ll
i, U: Torres et al (2001 ) FIH Cyt b FEHK RS
HuBIF 5 T MR R JE AR O 0 B R M Joyee &
Pullin (2001 ) XJWRIERL ML) Cyt b HEH 42751
AT TG ; Chen et al (1999) W Cyt b JEH 7
SIFSE T HED” S FBIR R R KT R R A
TR E T B 25 FHABERY Cyt b SER v BLalb AT T
SIDEFATHT, W FREN, TR TR 3%
SrRRFRIN R R E R R

1 MRERZE

1.1 # #
ARSZES T F B bR AR Y O 2005—2006 4R £
BB EEAR A, AE SRS ST RV 75 % T8 8 H &

FE, WIS E G A - 20°CUKREIRATE . AR IR
FIEF A LR 1,
1.2 E[E4 DNA IR S Y15

KFE 1 K - 3058 75 B IORN 4l 16 3% (R 4
DNA. HAKJ %2 B Hao et al (2005). PCR ffi H
PHEW Cyt b EHFE W —XTH A5, F5N:
CB1:5'-TATGT ACTAC CATGA GGACA AATAT C-
3';CB2:5'-ATTAC ACCTC CTAAT TTATT AGGAA T-
3'( Simon et al, 1994 ), PCR S 9 EAAF R 50 pL,
£34% 10 x buffer 5.0 ;1L;25 mmol /L #J MgCl, 7.0 pL;
0.2 pg/pl. B BSA 5.0 pL; 0.25 mmol/L HJ dNTPs
1.25 pL;10 pmol /L 5145 1.5 u151.0 U Taq BEFI1 2
pL AR B (% 10—25 ng DNA ). ¥ 3 &4 4
94°CTANE 5 min J& , % RIS AT 35 DG
94 7V 1 min;47°CiR K 1 min; 72°CZEH 1 min 30 s;
e — MERG R G, 72°C BAEM 10 min. PCR /™~
VIR 1. 2% 3 B E R S i DK A N, 26 404k 3 ) 4 4
L5 78 ABI-377 BN FPAX 1 B
1.3 DNA FIHIRAER S FREMIEE

I RAT B E 5 AR T8, B o B ey
FeX I 7 25 5 AE NCBI 1 BLAST 47 AR AR 1 4%
Ko AKX F I A Clustal X (1.8) B
(Thompson et al, 1997 ) #H47)F5 X, K4+
HEAE IS AL S BT 4K Mega 3.1 ( Kumar et al, 2004 )
82 = N 220 [ R R A =R AT (= X VA= 2
Fidte BU(EL . X3t £5 I B M 45 e 3 . R
DAMBE ( Xia & Xie, 2001 ) 437 )% 5[] i A 7] 45
JB, U [ 23 A7 18 2 o 5 A 55

F4E Modeltest 3.06( Posada & Crandall, 1998 i
BB UL, B Mega 3.1( Kumar et al,
2004 ), % T Kimura-2-parameter( K2P; Kimura, 1980 )
BN | SR FH AR 2 15/ # Neighbor-joining( NJ ) 5 H
PAUP *4.0b10( Swofford , 2002 ), 2K 5 K i 29 1%: 44
# Maximum parsinomy( MP # , XF NJ 44 F1 MP ## /)
WIHEAT T N3 3K 3 5 1000 K bootstrap 5 51
Hi( Felsenstein, 1985 ), ABE 4 1T S BEIEE ., 7F
Modeltest 3.06 F1 7 A T AERZ BRI R GTR + 1 +
Go H] MrBayes2.01( Huelsenbeck & Ronquist, 2001 )
FA 3 Bayes #4, B3 4055 70 2 40015 0 A% AT R B e 2%
AR = 6 nst = 6 )5 I E AN A4S 22 gamma 53
Ai( rates = invgamma )o X} MCMCMC A8 #3517 4 4%
o IRFHREE , LLBEALR Ayl i d, Sia i1 | ik,
B100 AT — WA FE o 7E & 72 B AL FE A burn -
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®1 HFmREM, REMBREIAE Cyt b F5IH GenBank 5515

Tab. 1 Collection localities and times and GenBank accession number for Cyt b sequences of each sample

W Tribe WA Species %%ﬂﬁﬁ\ FIE ] . GenBank hﬁﬁﬂ%
Sampling time and locality GenBank accession No.
IR Euthaliini PR Euthalia duda LR L, 2005 - 08 EF095683
WBCREE Euthalia undosa LR, 2005 - 08 EF095685
RS BRI Euthalia monina LR, 2005 - 08 EF095686
FEARBIR Euthalia karadama w2006 - 07 EF095684
INGVREIE Lexias pardalis PUIFRITHE, 2006 - 08 EF095688
PIRTELRIE Lexias acutipennia =k, 2006 - 07 EF095687
LRI Limenitini BRARLREIE Limenitis sulpitia LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095692
KT JE RWEHE Limenitis doerriesi LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095690
B LRIRIE Limenitis homeyeri LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095691
HIBLRIRIE Limenitis amphyssa HORBRAT, 2005 - 08 EF095689
AT W Athyma fortuna HR BRI, 2005 - 08 EF095679
EHFHWIE Athyma jina LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095680
B A B Athyma selenophora LR L, 2005 - 08 EF095682
ESEEAT W Athyma ranga st 2006 - 07 EF095681
BRI Moduza procris =ik, 2006 - 07 EF095694
WCEWIE Litinga mimica =ik, 2006 -07 EF095693
PRI Neptini INIRIRIE Nepris sappho LR, 2005 - 08 EF095699
DI RBEME Nepris clinioides LR, 2005 - 08 EF095696
FERWRIE Neptis pryeri LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095698
FHIRIRIE Nepris hylas R CE, 2005 - 08 EF095697
PrIREE Nepris beroe LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095695
FEAERREE Phaedyma columella LRI, 2005 - 08 EF095703
AR Phaedyma aspasia R CE, 2005 - 08 EF095702
SWFWRIE Pantoporia hordonia LRI, 2006 - 06 EF095700
PRI Parthenini ZFA NI Parthenos sylvia =ik, 2006 - 07 EF095701
DT Byblinae WSS Ariadne ariadne mrsit, 2006 - 07 EF095678

in samples ) J&, HLHEFRIARAUREARE W, Kr BT
1FEERATAIT, RS RGN A R A DA R4 3
ENONEE a1

HE N R S N 2.0 BE, ZIEE
RAFCIRENRARE, ERGERLE S TR TR
B INAL ( Knight & Mindell, 1993 ). AWFFEH 25
AN S B EE A SE 0 1.2, /N TR A
1B, RIMTE T 2430 43 v R R 4028 AL I BCRIAS Jin
KPR o AL T e 46 5 A 1:1.2 19
i

2 & R

2.1 FIARNTR
LM e T WA 2 e R 4 %ﬁ%Cwb
LR 75, E4E38 GenBank, &5 L 1.
JITIE AN Ry DA MR 7 ) ) FL IR S P 81 28 LU X S
432 M, HPA 169 SRTAS S, & 133
mﬁnuumo%M%mﬁw@§&3¢mﬁ%m
FOLR YA 5 B AE B R A LR 2. R 2 h

AIUE, ZENEREPEA A+ T &8 R
74.4% ) ke SUEEEREN TRE, BAEH
WAEA LR Z AR, = m A + T R

, R 91.3% ., B A G R ERE, Y
ﬁlquEAEEH, KE 52 1%, XRA%E

B3~ B B (07 A3 A A W) A8 ) i re 4
2.2 WEBRIMEEEESW

K H Mega3.1 ( Kumar et al, 2004 ) X} Cyt b %
DR e 810 68 O () R 8 A 7 i, A5 R R IR IR
Bl BRI 75 3 LA b, BT
H ez E, migEEUT 5 A ZERNE, HE
B T 5 AL A RO IRST, B
WA AR . P AT WY R 6 5 AU B~ 2 (R 1.2,
S LR SR A TR A, e/
b 4.5 F 3.2, WH A 0.9, KB
H—E B AT, LA (B de + Bt ) AR g,
Bt /A R LA (r) APARERAEIE (I 1), M
HATLAE H, KRZHA r HI97E 0.8 F13 Z
0], 4 B A TR0 . 05—0. 122 [T, B 037 4 1Y
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R 2 LURKIGTFR 25 MR Cyt b FF5I (432bp ) FEHER

Tab. 2 Base composition in the Cyt b sequences ( 432 bp ) of 25 species of Limenitinae

SR A R — L ST EE A W FEE = A
Total Ist codon position 2nd codon position 3rd codon position
{7 255X Number of sites 432 114 114 114
A5 S SR 169 40 13 116
Number of variable sites
(HESIEISE AR 133 32 9 92
Number of parsimony informative sites
T(%) 43.3 33.3 44.6 52.1
C(%) 16.0 18.1 22.7 7.1
A(%) 31.1 31.8 22.4 39.2
G (%) 9.5 16.8 10.3 1.6
A+T (%) 74.4 65.1 67.0 91.3
77 HEM 10 J& 25 FPBR R 50 0 A KB, 3 — KBTS
ER . M RN JE . JEWeM | IR e A2kt JE (BP =
55| 79); 4 TR IR | R | 4 et
S r 4 S151
ﬁgy e o Ja& |« HY BRI | R e i AR M JE (BP = 69 ).
Zak . o < FESS R, AR RIZ IR R — 7% (BP =
Sl :.mb’ %, 86), [ELT IR 45 [ HS S BA ZR TE Sk T o
0 e o o oas EMEE (BP =99), e R Hy A ok R

AT+ Transitiont Transversion

Bl 1 Cyt b BRI
Fig. 1 The plot of substitution saturation for the
cytochrome b gene in this study

rfEE BAHESE, SRBEBCR T 0 12 B, {HE
P

K Mega 3.1 7150 2k kit W Bl (AL 35 408 )
> A KoP BE . NEE 25 DAY, R
INRAE IR 43904 0.184 Fl 0, FIHEE K 0.121.
o [a) @ F ] 35 A4 FE B /N, T s AR e e 5
QORI Z [0 R 0, ZRURIEJE 4 FhZ (] (135 14 B 2
T 0.061—0.085 Z [f); J& 1] W A\ 0.056 %=
0.173. A HE TN BE Z 1) 35t 1% 05 25 AN 0.148 2
0.212.
2.3 RHEEEHM

ANHIEFE LA o e 5 STV R 1) 95 8 58 ( Ariadne ari-
adne ) YENAINERE, FIEE T R IRMER TR} 4 15 25 Fh
BT 2G5, NI, MP F DL 0 Hr A5 2 1 R 48
KA W BN REAEL, o MP R AR
BORUIMAL PRI 5 647 0T, AR IINA 8 249 43 4745 2]
fa] 249 B B9 B K oA 538, — BMESEE (c1) A
0.4201, PRHEFEE0 (R1) M 0.5016, {HX PR
SRR AL (BT, A X RER ). NJ
BN Bayes B, Wil 2. 3 Frzn, DL NJ ARG, N

(BP =65 ). 1N W 85 0 A8 ke S D) 437 - 275 — oA iy 2k
o REM IR, AWM P ( B2k e it
JEAN) S Bl BRI, SRR AR I e N e 4 e
SRR . T Bayes R, R ) AR e A R
(PP=99) FIFEEEIEE (PP =100) ZRA4 BUUH R,
R SRR (PP=96) AISCHE; it )s
F18) 35 S e S Y By B A e e 5322 S L Ath, 4y ol B 288 il s
JRARR B SRR AR, H IR 3 AN @ K4
WIFRIE L T 4752, MP W5 NJ B F1 Bayes B (1)
F2 2D U FE T R Gem N 43 310 B JRABAR AR

3 i i

3.1 Cyt b BEERFRINERSH

L TINAS B Cyt b FERER AN T AT
SEILRE, R TR 25 R Cyt b JEHIM A +
TFHETERN 744%, WE & G + C T &
(25.6% ), S5HADSCERIE (Y B AR )T 51 (1 45
A —3( DeSalle et al, 1987; Brower & DeSalle,
1998; Dai & Zheng,2004 )o 25 =7 s B9 A + T
K 91.3%, FW Cyt b FERTERIIEL AL b HAT B
P fF o X T 2% R B LI BE A (BTG Cyt b JEEDR
Vb, B AL S e R B I TR —
PLEFEE i, R T AR ERLR
FIa) SURAR 2 B AR E R R B/, RAER 5
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Fig. 2 NJ tree based on partial mitochondrial Cyt b gene sequence data
543 3 FAT R XS 5 Bootstrap CHFEE (1 000 IRE K ),
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e —

Bl 55— 5 AR (Zhou et al, 2001 ).
YN R]E 51 0 A e AR e i 2 T A, 4D
T AL AR R = T RO, AR
SEEE 68.6% , HE AL, 5 T7.7%. A
PSR S R BN C - T [ A4 5L A - G [8]
W&, XS T. C AW S &AM A
Ko CHMMRS R RV, BHESIW LA DNA
1 Cyt b JEPEFAN A0S B 2 LU REAH SR EE A +
T & AIG S s TEHESIY) Cye b B ¥4
HHAZ T IR 40 A B3 R 4FPE ( Hugall et al,
1997 )o ARSI /s 9 2 e R 25 I Cyt

b EEAFHNFP S A + T SRS
1R R Gz e —30,
3.2 IMMRIRARANZEIRIRREXHENRRLEX
£
TS I B T A R 1A R A 7 T 2 R T R 2 AR Y
( Chermock , 1950 ). Eliot( 1978 )1 Amiet( 2000a )7\
SRy 07 4 A M T DA e e BT A} vh B i R L AR IS
K BB FE IR S SRR N AT ( Willmott ,
2003; Zhou, 1998 ). Harvey ( 1991 ) & T 4) P
SFE SR A SCRT 0 B i PRI e R 53Ky 5 )&« W5k
Wk J& (. Pantoporia ) 5 8% 35 J& ( Lasippa ) - JE 12 85

PR 2 8]
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Fig. 3 The Bayes tree based on partial Cyt b gene sequences data ( numbers on each

node are posterior probability value )

J& ( Phaedyma ). PRURIEJE ( Nepris ) <zl i
(Aldania o FoAy 1235 % B b 5 1R 1) el 2 R 2
AHIA] ( Ackery et al, 1999; Freitas, 1999 ), iX 5>
JRTE P AT AFA, AR SCHSE B B rp ) i e it
J . AR PRI, ZEFATITAS B A RGN
X 3ANEEN—RL, BRETEIXIRAYZE BRI A )
LIRS, PRI A IX 3 Jm A4 B — > B R A
HRX 3| Z A RGER T KRR CA 1 2R Y
LR o WGk A o I A R e DB ISR 20
Keiy, MBS FORAE, M-SR R Ry 222
BITET: PRI R RS, D BONIR A
T, FERLSPAUIE, ARG MG
T RSO (R 0, PSR S R : JE
e o 5 B e MO TR 1) S ) SR B AE MR IS 53 Se + R,

Wk LRI IR RS, MBS X RS 3% . L2 B0 FRE
BT EE R, 28 H 00 T PRIRE 15 A B 28 B 1) 08
=4

KF AR, Amiet (2000b ) 382X Z %K
A2ILPEERR ST, NN EN TR — MR R, A
o, SRR ) 4 DR A R — D RBE, TE
NJ. MP il Bayes # v F JE L 1 Ji5 B0 M 2% 4 30l Oy
99, 93 1 1.00; FEMME M —NFIBERLE T —i&,
HRME K MR AR . R 7 8 A8 AR T 4H ok
. SRR RA RSN —8E, NJ A MP
B BT BT BRI 43 155 e s o £ e it i iy T
SR ISRIE B T IR R
3.3 R EMBREN RS LT M

R I T 37 RGP LA Y, 3 Fp
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AN e A2 I I T T 28 e M8 T 1) 67 WU A B AR Ak,
EAHEA SRR AT K&
R AR FIART AL, FEAS BRI HH 5 > 2 e i e
ARG KR

SRR T R G R R A A ik
TR RIS SR (BRI ). B,
NJ. MP Fl Bayes % 15 3% W] 25 i it Jg 5 2 ile 88 e 2%
GRRHT, 5 2R e i i oAb LA S8 AH E
AT e A BOE R AE R SE . Zhou (1998) HYST
FIETEFT AR FERE X (2t Ffs i
J& ) MZkmeiit gt o eg bk, WES=MAE F,
EAT G LRI R 1 22 ) LA A . AN st e o 1)
BESC L2t Jiihs, e, Whkscia, T
Mty Bt E SA st E AL, T E A
PHF, TS R T AL SR . RIS AT
B GE I, SRt J FAs i utk J ] R 2 2R e ast i
H 2 I I e R el W M S B SR Y A . 2k
Wt JE AR ERR A M E, KRG SRV E -BHA

SE Lk
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