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3nauna wacmuna memenuxie - npedcmagrukie Haopoounu Noctuoidea, saxi nowupeni Ha mepumopii Vkpainu, €
WKIOHUKAMU  CIIbCbKO2OCNOO0APCHKUX KYIbMYp, WO HpUGepmae 00 Hux ocobnugy yeazy O0oCHiOHUuKie. 3okpema,
KOPMOBUMU POCTUHAMU OJis TUYUHOK Memenuxie pody Apamea € 3naxosi kynomypu. Kopexmue eusnauenns memenuxis-
WKIOHUKIG BUMA2AE NPOBEOCHHS. MOIEKYIAPHO-2EHEMUYHUX O0CHIONCeHb O/l CIBOPEHHST MOAEKVIAPHUX NACHOPMI8
(bapxodunzy). Oonum i3 3pYYHUX MOAEKVISAPHUX MAPKePi8, K 3ACmOoco8ylombcst Ol NOPIGHAHHS MAKCOHI8 HU3bKO2O
paney € oinanxu 5S p/ITHK. Li nocrnioosHocmi mandemHo opeanizosani 6 Kiacmepu, 0e KOXICHA NOSMOPHGAHA OOUHUYSL
(nosmop) cK1a0aemvbcs 3 BUCOKOKOHCEPBAMUBHOI KOOYBAIbHOI OLISIHKU Ma 8apiabelbH020 MIdC2eHHO20 chelicepd
(intergenic spacer — IGS). 3saoicarouu na me, wo morexynapua opeanizayis 5S p/[HK y memenuxie ¢ 6ce uje
HeOoCmamuvbo 00CAi0HCeHO00, Memoio Hawoi pobomu Oyro npoananizysamu IGS 5S p/[HK npedcmasnuxa pody Apamea
— A. monoglypha. /[na yvozo nosmopu 58S p/I[HK amnnigixysanu 3a donomozoro IJIP, a ompumani npooykmu nieysanu y
nnasmionuti eexkmop pJetl.2. Bcmagxu mpvox pekombinanmuux naasmio, ApMonl-1, ApMonl-2 ma ApMon1-8, axi manu
OYIKY8aHUU po3mip, cukeeHysanu. Busaeneno, wjo 6 cenomi A. monoglypha npucymui Oexineka cmpyKmypHux eapianmis
IGS, sxi eiOpiznsiomobes midic coboi0 SIK 3a 006ICUHOIO, MAK | 3a HYKIEOMUOHOI) NOCaioognicmio. Bidcomku
ioenmuynocmi nopisnioeanux IGS 5S p/{HK eapirosaru 6 mexcax 38,0-76,2%, wo ceioyums npo 6UCOKUU pigeHb
BHYMPIUHbOZEHOMHO20 NONIMOPQPI3MY yiel OinsaHKu. B sikocmi nomenyitiHux 306HIUHIX eleMEeHmie NPOMOmopy, uo
ModICcymb bpamu yuacme 6 iHiyiayii ma mepminayii mpanckpunyii, 6yno oxapaxmepuzogano AT-bacamy OinsaHKY,
ounykneomuo GC ma 3arumiox yumo3zuwny, sAKi nepedyiomv KOOY8anbHill Oitanyi. Boowouac oligo-T momus, axuil
3HAX00UmMbCs Oe3nocepedHbo Nicasn KOOYSAIbHOI OIIAHKYU IMOBIPHO 3abe3neyyec mepMiHayilo mpaHcKpunyii.

Kuouosi cnosa: eenemuunuii nonimopgizm, THK-6apkooune, MoONeKyasipHi Mapkepu, MONEKYIsAPHA e8ONHYis,
nosmopiosaui nociioogHocmi, miowceennuii cneticep 5S p/IHK, Apamea monoglypha, Lepidoptera

Beryn. Haaponwna cOBKOMOJIOHMX METENHKIB
(Noctuoidea) 3a KigBKICTIO BHIIB CTaHOBHTH
Hal4HCeNbHINTy TPyIy ceped Bcix Jlyckokpumimmx
(Kergoat et al., 2021; Zheng et al., 2022).
BakiuBiCTh IPOBEACHHS MOJICKYJISPHO-TEHETUYHUX
JOCTIIDKEHb MTPEJICTABHUKIB I1i€1 POJUHU 3yMOBJICHA
THAM, 110 3HAYHA iX YaCTHHA € PO3MOBCHOKCHUMH
IIKITHUKAMH  CLJIbCHKOTOCIIOAAPCHKUX  KYJIBTYP
(Idrees et al., 2022; Van de Berg and Plessis, 2022).
Pesynpratn Takux JOCHIDKEHb MOXYTh OyTH
YCIHILTHO BUKOPHCTaHI 3aJyld MacnopTu3alii Komax-
IIKIJTHHUKIB, 1110, B CBOIO YEPry, 3HAYHO ITOJICTIIUTH TX
i1eHTU(DIKALIFO Ta OJANBITY OOPOTHOY 3 HUMH.

[lepeBaxkna OinbliicTe poOIT, NPUCBSUCHHUX
MOJICKYJIIPHOMY 0apKOJAUHTY METEJIHKIB,
CTOCYIOTBCS JOCTiKeHb ix wmitorenomy (mMt/IHK)
(Dey et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2021; Shah et al., 2022;
Zhao et al., 2022). linsaku mt/IHK, a came - renu,
SIKI KOAYIOTh CyOOIMHHIN ITMTOXPOMOKCHIA3Hu, Ha

CHOTOQHIIIHII JI€HD SIBISIOTH 00010
HaiimommpeHimuit  inctpyment  gns  JJHK-
Oapkomiary eykapior (Hebert et al., 2003;

Cherevatov et al., 2019; Kannan et al., 2020; Dong et
26

al., 2021). IIpore, 0cOOIMBOCTI AAEPHOTO TEHOMY,
30KpeMa  OpraHisaiis Ta  €BOJIOIS  TIEHIB
pubocomuanx PHK y MeTenukiB Bce 111e 3aIAIIar0ThCs
Maiike HeBUBYEHUMH.

Hinsaku, saxi kogyots S5S pPHK  mmpoxo
3aCTOCOBYIOTbCS JUISS BHBYCHHS 3aKOHOMIpHOCTEH
€BOJIIOLIl  MOBTOPIOBAHUX  IOCTIJOBHOCTEH Y
Oaratbox eykapior (Rebordinos et al., 2013;
Senderowicz et al., 2022). Teamn 5S pPHK
OpraHi3oBaHi TaHJEMHO, B KJIaCTepH, KOXKEH 3 SKUX
MOKE€ MICTHTH BII AEKIIBKOX IECATKIB O THCSIY
komiii (Sochorova et al., 2018; Provaznikova et al.,
2021; Ding et al.,, 2022). Oxmna mOBTOpIOBaHA
onununs 5S p/IHK, sx npaBuio, ckiagaerscs 3
KOJAYBaJIbHOI JiNSHKK po3Mmipom 117-120 mH Ta
MDKTEHHOTO crelicepa (intergenic spacer - IGS),
pPO3Mip SKOTO MOXE BapilOBaTH B AYKE LIMPOKHX
mexax (Ishikawa and Kawata, 1982; Xian-Rong et
al., 1982; Ribeiro et al., 2004; Bardella et al., 2018).
Ha BigmiHy BiJ BHCOKOKOHCEPBATUBHOI KOYBaIbHOI
ouisHky, nocaigoBHocTi IGS € Ham3BH4aiiHo
MIHJIUBUMHU Ta MOXYTh JEMOHCTPYBaTH
moriMopi3M HaBiTh B MEXaxX OTHOTO IHIUBITYYMY
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(José Lopez- Pifion et al., 2008; Ubeda-Manzanaro et
al., 2010; Rebordinos et al., 2013).

Y mnonepenHiX MOCIHIPKEHHSX OyJio OIMUCaHO
ocobmuBocti opranizamii 5S p/IHK mns nexinbkox
BHIB JEHHUX METEIHUKIiB 3 Haxpoauu Papilionoidea
(Cherevatov and Volkov, 2011a; Cherevatov and
Volkov, 2011b; Cherevatov et al., 2012) Ta
Bombycoidea (Statna et al., 2013). s
npejactaBuukie  poxuan Noctuidae wmosnekysspaa
Oynosa reniB 5S pPHK Oyna omucana Hamu mmst
MeTenuKa-mKkignuka  Thyatira  batis  (poauna
Drepanidae) (Roshka et al., 2020). V naniii ctarti Mu
HaBoguMo xapakrtepuctuku 1GS 5S pJIHK inmoro
HIKiIHUKA - MapMypiBKH MTOJBOBOI Benukoi, Apamea
monoglypha (Kljuchko, 2006).

Marepiaau Ta metoau. B sxocTti marepianmy mis
JOCiPKeHHsI OyB BUKOPUCTAHUHN €K3EMILISIP HIYHOTO
meTennka A. monoglypha, BimioBnenuit B OKOIHIIAX
micra Yepnismi. 3aransHa JJHK 3 Tima merennka Oymna
BUJIIJIEHA 3TiIHO CTaHAAPTHOTO MPOTOKOIY; B SIKOCTI
JCTepPreHTy BHUKOPUCTOBYBaiM IeTaBiaon (Panchuk
and Volkov, 2007; Schiebelhut et al., 2017). Jnsa
amiutiikaiii  JOCTIKYBaHOI IUISHKH METOJ0M
nmoyiiMepa3Hoi  jaHmrpororoi  peakuii  (ITJIP)
3actocoByBayi mpaiimepu RV0803 (5'-CAT AGC
GGC CGC GTG GTC AGT ACT TGG ATG GGT
GA-3") ta RV0902 (5°-GAT CGC GGC CGC CGT
GTT TTT AAT GTG GTA TGG ACG TTG-3),
KOMIUIEMEHTapHi /10 KoxyBanbHOI aistaky 5SS p/IHK.
Micus ribpuanzanii npaiimMepiB Oyio oOpaHO Tak,
mo6 jgocsarru  ammuridikanii nopHoro IGS Ta
CYMDKHUX (parMeHTiB  KOJIyBallbHOI  JiJISTHKH.
Otpumani [1JIP-nponyktu miryBanu B Ijia3miIHHUMA
Bektop pJET 1.2, BuKopucTOBYIOUYM HAOip peaKTHBIB
CloneJET PCR Cloning Kit, (Thermo Fisher

Scientific, CIIIA). Tpaucdopmariiro KOMIETEHTHHUX
kmitar  Escherichia  coli  (mram  XL1-blue)
3MIMCHIOBAIM METOJIOM eyiekTpornoparttii. Komosii i3
PEKOMOIHAHTHUMHY TUTa3MilaMU BUSIBJISTH METOJIOM
npsMoi cenekmii. OTpuMaHi TIa3MIiTH, SKi MiCTHIN
Bctaeku 5S  pJAHK  motpiGHOrO  po3mipy,
cukBeHyBanu Ha ipmi LGS Genomics (Himeuunna).
[lepBunHy 00poOKy po3muppoBaHUX
MOCIIJOBHOCTEH  TMPOBOAMIM 32  JOMOMOTOIO
koM toTepHux nporpam Chromas Ta DNASTAR.

BupiBHIOBaHHS ~ TOCITIOBHOCTEH  3IiHCHIOBAIIN
metonom Clustal V (Higgins et al., 1992).
PesyiabTaru Ta ix 00roBOpeHHs.

Enexrpodopernune poszninenns [1JIP-amrutidikatis
5S pAHK A. monoglypha B 2% arapozHomy remi
JO3BOJIWJIO BHUSBHUTH (PParMeHTH, pO3MIp SKHX
KoiMBacTbcd B Mexax 250-300 mH. PisHung B
po3Mipax  yTBOPEHHX  MPOIYKTIB  JTO3BOIMIA
NPUITYCTUTH icHyBaHHS B reromi A. monoglypha
kimbkox  BapianTiB  IGS. [lomibna  kaptuHa
CrocTepiranach i Jisl iHIIUX BHIIB METCIHUKIB, IO
Y3TOIKYETCS 3 VYSBICHHSIM IPO HPUCYTHICTH B
reHomMax JIyCKOKpHIMX JEKIIBKOX CTPYKTYPHHX
kiacis 5S p/IHK.

OtpumMani mpoaykTn amrntidikamii KIIOHYBalH y
Bektop PJET 1.2, micns woro BcTaBKM BimiOpaHHMX
PEKOMOIHAHTHHX TUIA3MiJl CHKBEHYBalH. AHai3
pO3MU(PPOBAaHUX TOCHIJOBHOCTEH IMOKa3aB, IO
OoTpUMaHi KJIOHU MicTATh noBHUM IGS 3 060X G0KiB
(nankoBaHMH (parMeHTaMH KOJIyBaJbHHUX IISTHOK
Ta BUKOPUCTAHUMU JUIsl amMILTiQikamii npaiiMmepamu.
3aranpHa XapaKTepUCTHKA CHUKBCHOBaHHX
nociinoBaocTer IGS 5S p/IHK HaBeneHa Humkue B
tabnuii (tadi. 1).

Tabnuua 1.

Xapaxkmepucmuxa |GS 58 p/[HK Apamea monoglypha.

Table 1.

Characteristics of the 5S rDNA IGS of Apamea nomoglypha.

IGS
Hasgpa
KJIOHY
Hlosskuna, Bumicr GC nap, %
ApMonl-1 150 24,7
ApMonl-2 193 23,3
ApMonl-8 194 23,7
JloB)knHA  KOAYBAIBHHUX JIUISHOK, CYMapHO BKJIFOYAIOYM MOCIIOBHOCTI IPaiMepiB, Y BCIX TPHOX
CKJIIaACHUX 3 MOPOCHUKBCHOBAHUX (l)paFMGHTiB, KJIOHIB cTaHOBiATE 106 HO. 3Bakarouun Ha TC, IO
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IICHTpaJlbHA dYacTWHA TeHa po3MmipoM 14 HO
3ATAIIAETHCS HeaMIDTi(hiKOBaHOIO, MOXHA
MPUITYCTHUTH, 110 PO3MIPH KOAYBAIBHUX JUITHOK Y 5S
pAHK A. monoglypha He Bimpi3HsOTHCS Bin iHIIKAX
eyKapioT, TOOTO AOpiBHIOIOTE 120 HII.

BceranoBnenHss Mex (¢parMeHTiB KOAYBaJIbHOI
yactuau 5SS p/IHK nano 3Mory BU3HAUUTH TOBKUHU
IGS y cuxBeHoBanmx Hamu KioOHIB (Tabn. 1).
[lopiBHsIbHUE aHATI3 3 OTPUMAHUMH paHIIIe
pe3yibpTaTaMH MMoKa3aB MoAiOHicTH po3mipiB IGS
A. monoglypha no omucaHux UIsi TpEICTaBHHKIB
pomua Nymphalidae Ta Lycaenidae, moBxuHH
CrHeicepiB SKHX KOJNMBAIMCh B Mexax 75-237 HO
(Cherevatov and Volkov, 2010; Cherevatov and
Volkov, 201l1a). V wuiunoro wmetenmka T. batis
po3mipu IGS cranoBumu 75 Ta 120 ma (Roshka et al.,
2020).

BupiBHIOBaHHSI CHUKBEHOBAHHX ITOCIIIOBHOCTEH
JIO3BOJIMJIO  PO3paxyBaTH piBeHb iX MOAIOHOCTI
(puc.1). Tax, Bincotku inentuunocti IGS 5S p/IHK
A. monoglypha BapiroBanu B mexax 38,0-76,2%, a
came - momiOuicte Mixk ApMonl-1 ta ApMonl-2
ckiana — 44,7%, ApMonl-1 ta ApMonl-8 — 38%,
ApMonl-2 ta ApMon1-8 —76,2%. Otxe, Ha BiAMiHY
Bil (¢parMeHTIB KOIyBaJIbHWUX JUISHOK, SKI
BUSIBIJIMCH TIPAKTUYHO 1AEHTUYHUMH JUIS BCIX
aHai3oBaHWX HaMu KioHiB, IGS aemMoHCTPYIOTH
BUCOKHH piBeHb moiimMopdismy. Taka pisHUIS MiX

JMOCT/DKYBaHMMH — TIOCHTIIOBHOCTSIMH ~ 3yMOBJICHA
YHCIICHHUMHU OJTHOHYKIICOTUHUMHU
noyiiMopizmMamMu Ta iHACTIaMU

(ircepmisimu/menerisimu) (puc. 1).

TTTGCTTTTTTGATTTTTATAXATTTTTTAATTCGTATTAXTXTGGTTAAT
I I I 1 1
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Puc. 1. Cmpykmypua opzanizayia IGS 58 p/IHK
Apamea monoglypha. Kypcusom noszuaueni iimogipni
pezynamopui  enemenmu. Xapakmepucmuku Ki1OHI6
Hageldeno y maon.l.

Excnopecis rema 5S pPHK 3abesneuyerncs
B3aemomieto PHK-momimepasn 111 sk 13 30BHIIITHIMEI
eJIeMEeHTaMH TIPOMOTOPY, TaK 1 BHyTpimHIMHA. [0
28

Fig. 1. Structural organization of the 5S rDNA 1GS
of Apamea monoglypha. Putative regulatory elements
are marked in italics. Their characteristics are shown in
the table 1.

BHYTpIIIHIX eJeMeHTiB BimHocsaTte  A-box, IE

(intermediate element) Ta C-box, B TO# 4ac SIK 10

30BHINIHIX — KOHCEPBAaTHUBHI JUISHKA Ha 5°- Ta 3°-
Biological systems. Vol.15. Is.1. 2023



kinmi IGS (Layat et al., 2012; Orioli et al., 2012;
Fernandez-Pérez et al., 2018; Tynkevich et al., 2019;
Ishchenko et al., 2020; Bueno et al., 2021).
JleTanpHUIl aHali3 CHKBEHOBAHUX KJIOHIB JIO3BOJIUB
BHSIBUTH CXOX1 €IEMEHTH 1 B MEKaX MOCTiTOBHOCTEH
IGS 5S pZHK A. monoglypha (puc.1). 3okpema,
Oyno imeHTH]iKOBaHO IIecTUHYKIeoTHIHY AT-
Oaraty nminsgHKY Ha Bifctasi Bix —20 mo -14 v, sKka,
MOBiIpHO, MOXe BuKOHYBatH poib TATA-Ookcy B
iHimianii Tpanckpunuii. [lpore, B Mexxax AT-0aratoi
JUISTHKY OJJHOTO 3 KJIOHIiB, a came ApMonl-1, Oymo
3HANICHO AB1 TPAHCBEPCIi.

Takox, mepen MOYaTKOM KOIYBaJIbHOI JUISHKH
JUISL BCIX aHAI30BaHUX HAMHM IOCIIJOBHOCTEH OYII0
BusiBnieHoO awHyKiIeotua GC (-6 Hm) Ta nuto3uH (-1
HIT). 3 JiTepaTypH BiJOMO, IO IIi CUTHAIA Pa3oM 3
TATA-GokcoM 3afmissHi B iHiI{amii TpaHCKPHIIIIi
reriB 5S pPHK (Willis, 1993; Layat et al., 2012).
LixaBo, 1m0 Ha BiMiHY BiJ iHIKMX KJIOHIB, ApMonl-
1 B mo3wuiii -6 Hi1 3amicTh AuHyKIeoTHIY GC MiCTUTH
IMOABIMHUN IUTO3HH.

Oxpim Toro, micis 3 -KiHIS KOAYBAIBHOT TUTSTHKH
Ha mo4atky IGS Oyno BusmieHo T-OaraTwii MOTHB
(oligo-T). Horo pomb B SKOCTi pEryJIsSTOPHOrO
eIeMeHTy moisirae B TepMmiHamii podorm PHK-
momimepasi I (Layat et al., 2012; Orioli et al., 2021).
Sk 1 y BuUmaaKy 3 30BHIMHIMH eJEeMEHTaMH
MPOMOTOPY, MEBHY BiIIMIHHICT 3a CTPYKTYpOIO
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ORGANIZATION OF THE 5S RIBOSOMAL DNA INTERGENIC SPACER OF
APAMEA MONOGLYPHA (LEPIDOPTERA)

N. M. Roshka

A significant part of the moth species, representatives of the superfamily Noctuoidea distributed on the territory of
Ukraine, are pests of crops, which attracts special attention of researchers. In particular, host plants for the larvae of the
Apamea species are cereals. For the correct identification of the pest moth speciesit is necessary to conduct molecular
genetic studies to create molecular passports (barcoding). One of the convenient molecular markers used to compare
low-ranking taxa is the 5S rDNA region represented by tandemly arranged clusters, where each repeat unit consists of a
highly conserved coding region and a variable intergenic spacer (IGS). Since the molecular organization of 5S rDNA in
moth species is still insufficiently studied, the aim of our work was to analyze the 5S rDNA IGS of A. monoglypha, a
representative of the Apamea genus. For this, 5S rDNA repeats were amplified by PCR, and the obtained products were
ligated into the pJetl.2 plasmid vector. The inserts of the three recombinant plasmids, ApMonl-1, ApMonl-2, and
ApMon1-8, which were of the expected size, were sequenced. It was found that the A. monoglypha genome contains
several structural 1GS variants that differ both in length and nucleotide sequence. The level of similarity of the compared
IGS sequences varied from 38.0 to 76.2%, indicating a high level of intragenomic polymorphism in this region. An AT -
rich motif, a GC dinucleotide, and a cytosine residue up-stream of the coding region were identified as putative external
promoter elements, which can be involved in the initiation of transcription. Furthermore, the oligo-T motif located
immediately down-stream of the coding region is probably involved in the transcription termination.

Keywords: genetic polymorphism, DNA-barcoding, molecular markers, molecular evolution, repeated sequences, 5S
rDNA intergenic spacer, Apamea monoglypha, Lepidoptera
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