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Abstract: In this study, the complete mitochondrial genomes (mitogenomes) of two hoverfly species of
Korinchia angustiabdomena (Huo, Ren, and Zheng) and Volucella nigricans Coquillett (Diptera: Syrphidae)
were determined and analyzed. The circular mitogenomes were 16,473 bp in K. angustiabdomena
(GenBank No. MK870078) and 15,724 bp in V. nigricans (GenBank No. MK870079). Two newly
sequenced mitogenomes both contained 37 genes, and the gene order was similar with other syrphine
species. All the protein-coding genes (PCGs) were started with the standard ATN codons; and most
of PCGs were terminated with a TAA stop codon, while ND1 in K. angustiabdomena ended with
a TAG codon, and ND5 terminated with truncated T stop codons in both species. The phylogenetic
relationship between K. angustiabdomena and V. nigricans with related lineages was reconstructed using
Bayesian inference and Maximum-likelihood analyses. The monophyly of each family considered
within Muscomorpha was confirmed by the clades in the phylogenetic tree, and superfamily
of the Oestroidea (Calliphoridae, Sarcophagidae, and Oestridae) was unexpectedly found to be
a paraphyletic group based on our selected data. This mitogenome information for K. angustiabdomena
and V. nigricans could facilitate future studies of evolutionarily related insects.
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1. Introduction

Syrphidae, true flies, is one group in the very large insect order Diptera. Syrphidae are well
known by the common names flower flies or hoverflies. They can be found hovering around flowers
and are often mistaken for bees or wasps due to their black and yellow coloring. Syrphidae can be
recognized from its vena spuria on the wing. It is cosmopolitan and includes more than 6,000 species
known around the world [1-3].

While the adult Syrphidae typically visits flowers, their larvae are often polyphagous in a very
diverse habitat. The larvae of subfamily Syrphinae are largely predaceous usually on soft-bodied
Hemiptera [4], typically aphids. There are also some non-predaceous Syrphinae that develop as miners
in plants [4-6]; Eristalinae are generally saprophagous in dead wood; coprophagous, phytophagous,
aquatic filter feeders, or inquiline in social insect nests [2,7]; Microdontinae inquiline with ants in nests.

In general, Syrphidae were always classified into three groups (Microdontinae, Eristalinae,
and Syrphinae) based on adult morphology [2,8]. There is some controversy over the classification
of Pipizinae, which share a larval feeding mode with Syrphinae but some external morphological
characters with the Eristalinae. Recently, Mengual et al. proposed that Pipizinae be upgraded to the
level of subfamily based on morphological and genomic data [4].

Recent studies based on integrated datasets almost unanimously agree that the Microdontinae was
a sister group to the remaining syrphines; Pipizinae and Syrphinae formed one clade, and Eristalinae
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was inferred to be paraphyletic [4,9-11]. More importantly, the monophyletic Syrphoidea was still not
supported by a recent phylogenomics study using larger-scale transcriptomic data [11].

The animal mitochondrial genome, a typical circular DNA molecule, is approximately 16 kb
long and consists of 37 genes including 13 protein-coding genes (PCGs), two ribosomal RNA (rRNA)
genes, and 22 transfer RNA (tRNA) genes, plus an A + T-rich region [12-14]. It has a small genome
size, conserved gene content and organization, lack of extensive recombination, maternal inheritance,
and a high nucleotide substitution rate relative to the nuclear genomes, providing higher phylogenetic
resolution than short sequences of single genes in many insects [15-19].

Up to now, the sequencing of mitochondrial genomes from only six syrphines have been reported
in GenBank and the literature. Of these, Simosyrphus grandicornis (accession No.: NC_008754) [20],
Episyrphus balteatus (accession No.: NC_036481) [14], Eupeodes corolla (accession No.: NC_036482) [14],
and Eristalis tenax (accession No.: NC_041143) [21] are complete, and Syrphidae sp. (accession No.:
KM244713.1) [22]) and Ocyptamus sativus (accession No.: KT272862.1) [23] are partial.

Volucella nigricans Coquillett, 1898 (Syrphidae: Eristalinae: Volucellini), a large hoverfly,
wasp mimic, has a large black pattern on the dorsal thorax and abdomen (with white or pale-yellow
markings on segment 2 of the abdomen) and strong black wing clouds. Korinchia angustiabdomena
(Huo, Ren and Zheng, 2007) [1] (Eristalinae: Milesiini) mimics a medium-sized bee with a black body,
rather narrowed abdomen, and white hairs on lateral margins of thorax. Both hoverflies can be easily
identified and collected in the field and were selected as our material.

To enrich the mitogenomes of Syrphidae and try to discuss evolutionary relationships of Syrphidae
and related groups, the present paper sequenced the complete mitogenomes of these two species,
uploaded both whole complete sequences to GenBank, and obtained their accession numbers of
MK870078 and MK870079. Then, we compared and analyzed the phylogenetic relationships among
them and other syrphine species.

2. Material and Methods

2.1. Sample Collection and DNA Extraction

Syrphine specimens used in this study were collected by sweep net and immediately preserved in
absolute ethyl alcohol for the next experiment. Their collection information is provided in Table S1.
Voucher specimens were deposited in the Institute of Entomology, Guizhou University in Guiyang,
China. The samples were washed twice by vortexing them in absolute ethanol, and then, they were
dried at room temperature before DNA extraction. Genomic DNA was extracted using a DNeasy©
Tissue Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany). Specimens were incubated at 56 °C for 6 h to lyse cells completely,
and the total genomic DNA was eluted with 100 pL of double-distilled water (ddH,0O), while the
remaining steps were conducted in accordance with the manufacturer’s protocol. The genomic DNA
concentration was quantified by a system of NanoDrop 1000 and then stored at —20 °C.

2.2. PCR Amplification, Cloning, and Sequencing

Mitogenomes were sequenced by next-generation sequencing (Illumina HiSeq 2500, paired-end
strategy and 2 Gb raw data; Berry Genomic, Beijing, China) and PCR amplification. Two sequence
fragments of COX1 (700 bp) and 125 rRNA (550 bp) were amplified by PCR amplification as “reference
sequences” using universal primers (Table 1). PCR amplifications were conducted using PCR MasterMix
(Tiangen Biotech Co., Ltd., Beijing, China) according to the specification manual. The PCR cycling
conditions comprised a pre-denaturation at 94 °C for 3 min and 30 cycles of denaturation at 94 °C for
30 s, annealing at a suitable temperature for 30 s and elongation at 70 °C for 1 min and an additional
elongation step at 70 °C for 10 min at the end of all cycles. The sequencing results obtained from
PCR amplification and TA cloning were assembled using the SeqMan program package (DNAStar
Inc.; Madison, WI, USA) (Figure S1). Clean next-generation sequencing results were assembled
using Geneious R9 [24] based on the COX1 and 125 fragment of mitochondrial DNA, A total of
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60,031,528 reads were generated and 294,173 were assembled in K. angustiabdomena and, respectively,
48,244,868 and 287,730 in V. nigricans.

Table 1. Primers used in this study.

Primer Name Sequences 5’-3’ References

1 COX1F: ACAAATCATAAAGATGG [25]
COXI1R: TGATTTTAGGTCACCCTGA

’ 12SF: TACTATGTTACGACTTAT [26]
12SR: AAACTAGGATTAGATACCC

2.3. Mitochondrial Genome Annotation

The mitochondrial genome (mitogenome) was initially annotated using the MITOS web server [27].
The base composition was analyzed with MEGA 6.0 [28], and PCGs were identified in GenBank [29].
The locations and secondary structures of 22 tRNA genes were determined using tRNA scan-SE version
1.21 [30] and ARWEN version 1.2 [31]. The rRNA genes were determined based on the locations
of adjacent tRNA genes and by comparisons with other Syrphoidea. DNASIS version 2.5 (Hitachi
Engineering, Tokyo, Japan) and RNA Structure version 5.2 [32] were used to predict helical elements in
variable regions. Strand asymmetry was calculated using the formula: AT skew = (A — T)/(A + T) and
GC skew = (G - C)/(G + C) [33].

2.4. Sequence Alignment and Phylogenetic Analysis

A total of 42 insect species were used in the phylogenetic analysis, including 40 ingroup species and
2 outgroup species (Cydistomyia duplonotata and Trichophthalma punctate [20]). The ingroups included
11 families all which have representative mitogenome sequences in Diptera (Table S2). The 13 PCG
sequences without stop codons were used in the phylogenetic analysis. Each PCG was aligned
individually with codon-based multiple alignments using the MAFFT algorithm in the Translator
X online server [34] with gaps and ambiguous sites removed from the protein alignment before
back-translating to nucleotides using Gblocks under the default settings. Next, all alignments were
checked and corrected manually in MEGA 6.0 [28].

Three datasets were generated: (1) amino acid sequences of 13 PCGs with 3,681 amino acids
(AA); (2) 13 PCGs and 2 rRNAs with 13,091 nucleotides (PCGRNA); and (3) the first and second
codon positions of the 13 PCGs and 2 rRNAs with 9,410 nucleotides. The optimal partition scheme
for each dataset and the best model for each partition were selected under the corrected Bayesian
Information Criterion using Partition Finder 2 (Table S3) [35]; maximum-likelihood (ML) phylogenetic
trees were constructed with the IQ-TREE using an ultrafast bootstrap approximation approach with
10,000 replicates [36]. Bayesian analyses were carried out with the site-heterogeneous model CAT +
GTR implemented in PhyloBayes (PB) MPI on XSEDE [37,38].

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Genome Organization and Base Composition

In this study, two complete mitochondrial genomes (mitogenomes) of Syrphidae were sequenced
and annotated for the first time (Figure 1). Each newly sequenced mitogenome is circular and double
stranded, containing 37 mitochondrial genes (13 PCGs, 22 tRNAs and 2 rRNAs) and one control
region (Tables S4 and S5). The sizes of the two mitogenomes were 16,473 bp in K. angustiabdomena
(GenBank No. MK870078) and 15,724 bp in V. nigricans (GenBank No. MK870079), respectively.
Thus, Syrphidae mitogenomes range from 15,326 bp (E. corollae; NC_036482 [14]) to 16,473 bp
(K. angustiabdomena, MK870078, this study). Within syrphine mitogenomes, length variation is limited
in the PCGs and RNAs, but there is remarkable variation in the size of the control region (Figure 2).
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The patterns of mitogenome genes in the newly sequenced species are the same as those found in
all previously sequenced Syrphidae, as well as of the inferred most insect mitogenome order [16].
A total of 22 genes (9 PCGs and 13 tRNAs) were encoded on the majority strand (J-strand), whereas the
remaining 15 genes (4 PCGs, 9 tRNAs, and 2 rRNAs) were located on the minority strand (N strand)
(Figure 1, Tables S4 and S5).
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Figure 1. Mitochondrial genomes of two sequenced hoverflies
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Figure 2. The size of PCGs, RNAs, and control regions, respectively, among the sequenced
Syrphidae mitogenomes.

The nucleotide composition of the seven sequenced mitogenome sequences showed biases toward
A and T, with the overall A + T content of the mitogenomes ranging from 79.9% (V. nigricans) to 80.9%
(S. grandicornis [20]). The A + T content of the control region (mean value = 93.18%) was always
higher than in other regions, while PCGs showed the lowest A + T content values (mean value =
78.44%). All mitogenomes showed positive AT skews (0.00 in S. grandicornis and E. balteatus to 0.05 in
V. nigricans) and negative GC skews (—0.21 in V. nigricans to —0.13 in E. balteatus and E. corollae).

3.2. Protein-Coding Genes and Codon Usage

The length of PCGs are 11,188 bp in K. angustiabdomena and 11,170 bp in V. nigricans respectively,
their locations and directions of 13 PCGs are similar to other syrphine. The overall A + T content of
the 13 PCGs in the seven species was between 77.6% (K. angustiabdomena) and 79% (O. sativus [23]).
The AT skews were slightly negative from —0.15 (K. angustiabdomena) to —0.12 (V. nigricans); the AT
skews of the other five species were —0.14. The GC skews were slightly positive from 0.01 (V. nigricans)
to 0.05 (O. sativus), expect in K. angustiabdomena (—0.01) (Table 2).
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Table 2. AT- and GC-skew in different regions of seven sequenced Syrphidae mitogenomes.

Species Whole Mitochondrial Genome PCGs
Length A T G C AT Skew GC Skew Length A T G C AT Skew GC Skew
Korinchia angustiabdomena 16,473 40.8 39.6 79 11.8 0.01 -0.20 11,188 33.1 44.5 11.1 11.3 -0.15 -0.01
Volucella nigricans 15,724 421 37.8 79 12.2 0.05 -0.21 11,170 34.1 43.8 11.1 11.0 -0.12 0.00
Ocyptamus sativus 15,214 (Partial) 11,193 33.9 45.1 11.0 10.0 -0.14 0.05
Simosyrphus grandicornis 16,141 40.3 40.6 8.3 10.9 0.00 -0.14 11,229 34.0 449 10.9 10.3 -0.14 0.03
Episyrphus balteatus 16,175 40.3 40.5 8.4 10.8 0.00 -0.13 11,217 33.9 449 11.0 10.2 -0.14 0.04
Eupeodes corollae 15,326 40.5 39.7 8.6 11.2 0.01 -0.13 11,244 34.0 44.8 11.0 10.1 -0.14 0.04
Eristalis tenax 15,996 41.0 39.3 8.2 11.5 0.02 -0.17 11,170 33.7 44.4 11.2 10.7 -0.14 0.03
Speci RNAs Control Region
pecies
Length A T G C AT Skew GC Skew Length A T G C AT Skew GC Skew
Korinchia angustiabdomena 3606 40.2 419 11.1 6.8 -0.02 0.24 1526 47.6 46.8 15 4.1 0.01 —-0.47
Volucella nigricans 3599 40.3 41.6 11.1 6.9 -0.02 0.23 843 48.8 46.6 17 3.0 0.02 -0.28
Ocyptamus sativus 3570 41.0 41.7 10.6 6.6 -0.01 0.23 92 (Partial)
Simosyrphus grandicornis 3618 41.4 41.5 10.5 6.6 0.00 0.23 1127 442 47.6 3.6 4.5 —-0.04 -0.11
Episyrphus balteatus 3617 414 414 10.6 6.7 0.00 0.23 1129 43.7 47.8 3.6 4.9 -0.05 -0.15
Eupeodes corollae 3608 40.9 41.6 10.8 6.7 -0.01 0.23 320 46.9 453 25 5.3 0.02 -0.36

Eristalis tenax 3611 40.5 414 11.2 7.0 -0.01 0.23 1073 48.5 47.7 1.7 21 0.01 -0.12
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In the two newly sequenced mitogenomes, all the PCGs started with the standard ATN codons.
Most PCGs terminated with a TAA stop codon, while ND1 in K. angustiabdomena ended with a TAG
codon and ND5 terminated with truncated T stop codons in both species. Comparing with other
Syrphidae mitogenomes, most PCGs use canonical start codons. E. tenax is excluded with ND4L began
with TTG and ND5 terminated with truncated T stop codon, while all other PCGs started with the
standard ATN codons and terminated with the TAN codon.

A + T bias was also reflected in the relative codon usage by the PCGs. After excluding the stop
codons, the relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) was calculated and is summarized in Figure 3.
We determined the behavior of the codon families in the PCGs (Figure 4), which showed that the codon
usage was very similar in the Syrphidae, where the four most frequently used codons were Leu (598 in
E. balteatus to 607 in K. angustiabdomena), Ile (352 in E. balteatus to 374 in K. angustiabdomena), Met (254 in
K. angustiabdomena and E. tenax to 291 in E. corollae) and Phe (332 in V. nigricans and E. corollae to 342 in
K. angustiabdomena).

3.3. tRNAs and rRNAs

All tRNA sequences in the two newly sequenced Syrphidae mitogenomes were determined using
tRNA scan-SE or ARWEN. Most tRNAs could be folded into the typical clover-leaf structure (Figure 5),
while tRNA-Ser (AGN) lacked a DHU arm, as has been observed in other metazoan mitogenomes [39].
The combined length of all tRNAs was 1471 bp in K. angustiabdomena and 1475 bp in V. nigricans,
which are medium sized when compared with the mitogenomes of other Syrphidae for which total
tRNA size ranges from 1471 bp to 1479 bp (E. corollae and E. tenax [14]). Besides the classic A-U and C-G
pairs in the secondary structure, there are 18 and 15 base pairings in K. angustiabdomena and V. nigricans,
respectively. Four and nine other mismatched base pairs (U-U and C-U) were also founded in the arm.

There were two rRNA genes, a 1338-bp 16S rRNA gene and a 787 bp/186 bp 125 rRNA genes in
K. angustiabdomena and V. nigricans, respectively. Among the seven Syrphidae mitogenomes, the length
of the 165 rRNA genes range from 1,314 bp (O. sativus [23]) to 1,340 bp (E. tenax), and the length of
125 rRNAs are 778 bp (O. sativus [23]) to 804 bp (S. grandicornis and E. balteatus [14,20]), with mean
A + T contents of 84.5% and 83%, respectively (Table S6). Both rRNA genes were located on the
N strand. Unlike PCGs with functional annotation features, it is difficult to determine rRNA gene
boundaries [40,41]. Therefore, the boundaries of flanking genes were used by assuming no overlapping
or gaps between adjacent genes, as in the inferred insect mitogenome pattern. The 165 rRNA subunit
was located between tRNA-L2 (CUN) and tRNA-V, while the 12S rRNA gene was between tRNA-V
and the control region.
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Figure 3. Relative synonymous codon usage (RSCU) in the mitogenomes of seven Syrphidae. The stop
codonis not given. The different colors in the column chart represent the codon families corresponding to
below amino acids, and the seven Syrphidae use consistent colors to represent the same codon families.
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Figure 5. Predicted secondary structures of the 22 tRNAs in Korinchia angustiabdomena and
Volucella nigricans. Dashes () indicate Watson—Crick base pairing and dots (.) indicate G-U base pairing.

3.4. Non-Coding Region

Both newly sequenced mitogenomes had gene overlap, and each single overlap ranged from 1 to
9 bp. K. angustiabdomena had a total of 34 bp in overlaps between nine gene junctions, while V. nigricans
had 38 bp overlaps between 11 gene junctions (Tables S4 and S5). Excluding the control region, there were
19 and 13 intergenic spacers of total 179 and 143 bp non-coding bases in K. angustiabdomena and
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V. nigricans, respectively. The longest intergenic spacers in the mitogenomes are between tRNA-E and
tRNA-F (20 bp) in K. angustiabdomena and between tRNA-Y and COX1 (34 bp) in V. nigricans, respectively.

The putative control region between 12S rRNA and tRNA-I was the most variable region in
the whole mitogenome. In K. angustiabdomena, the full control region measured 1526 bp in length
with an A + T content of 94.4%, and a 119 bp repeat unit repeated four times within control region.
In V. nigricans, the control region was 843 bp in length with an A + T content of 94.4%, and a 74 bp
repeat unit repeated twice.

3.5. Phylogenetic Relationship

The phylogeny of Syrphidae and relative groups in the present study was reconstructed based
on the three above datasets containing 40 Muscomorpha species and 2 outgroup species using the
methods of Maximum likelihood (ML) and PhyloBayes (PB), totally six trees with strict similarity
of topologies (Figure 6) were generated. Comparing with these six trees, the bootstrap probabilities
and Bayesian posterior probabilities based on the dataset of PCG12RNA are higher than the other
two datasets.
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Figure 6. Phylogenetic relationships for Syrphidae based on the AA/PCG12RNA/PCGRNA datasets
inferred from ig-tree and PhyloBayes. Numbers on branches are Bootstrap values and Bayesian
posterior probabilities (PP) (ML-AA; ML-PCG12RNA; ML-PCGRNA; PB-AA; PB-PCG12RNA and
PB-PCGRNA, respectively).

As for the phylogenetic relationship, Syphinae and Eristalinae grouped into one clade that belongs
to Syrphidae, and they had a stable sister relationship with other ingroup species, except Phoridae.
Phoridae was sister to all other species of Muscromorpha, which is congruent with previous
studies [14,42,43]. The seven genera of Syrphidae were clustered as Eristalis + ((Korimchia + Volucella) +
((Eupeodes + (Ocyptamus + (Simosyrphus + Episyrphus))))), which differed slightly from the conclusions
of Pu et al. (Ocyptamus + (Eupeodes + (Episyrphus + Simosyrphus))) [14]. In our study, the Oestroidea
(Calliphoridae, Sarcophagidae and Oestridae) consisted of 15 selected species unexpectedly found
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to be paraphyletic, which seemingly does not agree with the result by Pu et al. [14], but it is very
necessary to further examine if more abundant molecular data (more species, more mitogenomes, or
more longer sequences, etc.) increased. The phylogenetic relationship of Muscomorpha showed that
(((((Oestroidea + Muscoidea) + Ephydroidea) + (Tephritoidea + Sciomyzoidea)) + Locuxanioidea) +
Syphoidea) + Platypezoidea.

4. Conclusions

Consistent with previous observations of Syrphidae species, the mitogenome sequences of
K. angustinbdomena and V. nigricans were highly conserved in gene order, gene content, gene size,
base composition, codon usage of PCGs, and tRNA secondary structures. Variation in the length of
complete mitogenomes is mostly due to the length of the control region, which ranges from 320 bp
(E. corollae [14]) to 1526 bp (K. angustiabdomena, this study).

ML and PB analyses showed that each family in the tree formed a monophyletic clade within
Muscomorpha, but the superfamily Oestroidea (Calliphoridae, Sarcophagidae and Oestridae) was
unexpectedly found to be a paraphyletic group in this study. The seven genera of Syrphidae were
clustered as Eristalis + ((Korimchia + Volucella) + ((Eupeodes + (Ocyptamus + (Simosyrphus + Episyrphus))))).

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4425/10/8/563/s1,
Figure S1: An agarose gel showing the bands of PCR fragments of COX1 (1-2) and 12s rRNA (3—4). M: Marker;
1, 3: Korinchia angustiabdomena; 2, 4: Volucella nigricans, Table S1: Collection information of specimens in
the present study, Table S2: List of mitochondrial genomes used for the phylogenetic analysis in this study,
Table S3: Partition strategies and evolutionary models used in ML analysis, Table S4: Organization of the
Korinchia angustiabdomena mitogenome, Table S5: Organization of the Volucella nigricans mitogenome, Table S6:
Nucleotide compositions, AT- and GC-skew in rRNAs of sequenced Syphidae mitochondrial genomes.

Author Contributions: H.L. conceived and designed the study, and wrote the entire manuscript. The author read
and approved the final manuscript.

Funding: This project was supported by a Project funded by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation
(No. 2016M590968) and a Doctoral Scientific Research Foundation of Shaanxi University of Technology
(No. SLGBH16-02).

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Huo, K;; Ren, G.; Zheng, Z. Fauna of Syrphidae from Mt. Qinling-Bashan in China (Insecta: Diptera);
China Agricultural Science and Technology Press: Beijing, China, 2007; pp. 1-512.

2. Huang, H.; Cheng, X. Diptera: Syrphidae. Fauna Sinica, Insecta; Science Press: Beijing, China, 2012; Volume 50,
pp- 1-852.

3. Ball, S.; Morris, R. Britain’s Hoverflies: A Field Guide, Revised and Updated Second Edition; Princeton University
Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 2015; pp. 1-312.

4. Mengual, X,; Stahls, G.; Rojo, S. Phylogenetic relationships and taxonomic ranking of pipizine flower flies
(Diptera: Syrphidae) with implications for the evolution of aphidophagy. Cladistics 2015, 31, 491-508.
[CrossRef]

5. Nishida, K.; Rotheray, G.; Thompson, E.C. First non-predaceous syrphine flower fly (Diptera: Syrphidae):
A new leaf-mining Allograpta from Costa Rica. Studia Dipterol. 2002, 9, 421-436.

6.  Weng, J.L.; Rotheray, G.E. Another non-predaceous syrphine flower fly (Diptera: Syrphidae): Pollen feeding
in the larva of Allograpta micrura. Studia Dipterol. 2008, 15, 245-258.

7. Stahls, G.; Hippa, H.; Rotheray, G.; Muona, J.; Gilbert, F. Phylogeny of Syrphidae (Diptera) inferred from
combined analysis of molecular and morphological characters. Syst. Entomol. 2003, 28, 433-450. [CrossRef]

8. Thomson, F.C.; Rotherary, G.E. Contribution to a Manual of Palaearctic Diptera; Papp, L., Darvas, B., Eds.;
Family Syrphidae; Science Herald: Budapest, Hungary, 1998; Volume 3, pp. 81-139.

9.  Skevington, ].H.; Yeates, D.K. Phylogeny of the syrphoidea (Diptera) inferred from mtDNA sequences and
morphology with particular reference to classification of the pipunculidae (Diptera). Mol. Phylogenet. Evol.
2000, 16, 212-224. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://www.mdpi.com/2073-4425/10/8/563/s1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cla.12105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3113.2003.00225.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/mpev.2000.0787
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10942608

Genes 2019, 10, 563 12 of 13

10.

11.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Young, A.D.; Lemmon, A.R; Skevington, ].H.; Mengual, X.; Stdhls, G.; Reemer, M.; Jordaens, K.; Kelso, S.;
Lemmon, E.M.; Hauser, M.; et al. Anchored enrichment dataset for true flies (order Diptera) reveals insights
into the phylogeny of flower flies (family Syrphidae). BMC Evol. Biol. 2016, 16, 143. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Pauli, T,; Burt, T.O.; Meusemann, K.; Bayless, K.; Donath, A.; Podsiadlowski, L.; Mayer, C.; Kozlov, A.;
Vasilikopoulos, A.; Liu, S.; et al. New data, same story: Phylogenomics does not support Syrphoidea (Diptera:
Syrphidae, Pipunculidae). Syst. Entomol. 2018, 43, 447-459. [CrossRef]

Simon, C.; Frati, F.; Beckenbach, A.; Crespi, B.; Liu, H.; Flook, P. Evolution, weighting, and phylogenetic
utility of mitochondrial gene sequences and a compilation of conserved polymerase chain reaction primers.
Ann. Entomol. Soc. Am. 1994, 87, 651-701. [CrossRef]

Boore, J.L. Animal mitochondrial genomes. Nucleic Acids Res. 1999, 27, 1767-1780. [CrossRef]

Pu, D.Q.; Liu, HL,; Gong, Y.Y.; Ji, P.C.; Li, Y.J.; Mou, F.S.; Wei, S.J. Mitochondrial genomes of the hoverflies
Episyrphus balteatus and Eupeodes corollae (Diptera: Syrphidae), with a phylogenetic analysis of Muscomorpha.
Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 44300. [CrossRef]

Beckenbach, A.T. Mitochondrial genome sequences of Nematocera (Lower Diptera): Evidence of
rearrangement following a complete genome duplication in a winter crane fly. Genome Biol. Evol. 2012, 4,
89-101. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cameron, S.L. Insect mitochondrial genomics: Implications for evolution and phylogeny. Annu. Rev. Entomol.
2014, 59, 95-117. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Liu, Y.; Song, E; Jiang, P.; Wilson, ]J.-J.; Cai, W.; Li, H. Compositional heterogeneity in true bug mitochondrial
phylogenomics. Mol. Phylogen. Evol. 2018, 118, 135-144. [CrossRef]

Wang, J.-].; Yang, M.-E; Dai, R.-H.; Li, H. Complete mitochondrial genome of Evacanthus heimianus (Hemiptera:
Cicadellidae: Evacanthinae) from China. Mitochondrial DNA B 2019, 4, 284-285. [CrossRef]

Wang, J.-].; Yang, M.-F,; Dai, R.-H.; Li, H.; Wang, X.-Y. Characterization and phylogenetic implications of the
complete mitochondrial genome of Idiocerinae (Hemiptera: Cicadellidae). Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2018, 120,
2366-2372. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cameron, S.L.; Lambkin, C.L.; Barker, S.C.; Whiting, M.F. A mitochondrial genome phylogeny of Diptera:
Whole genome sequence data accurately resolve relationships over broad timescales with high precision.
Syst. Entomol. 2007, 32, 40-59. [CrossRef]

Li, X.; Ding, S.; Li, X.; Hou, P; Tang, C.; Yang, D. The complete mitochondrial genome analysis of Eristalis
tenax (Diptera, Syrphidae). Mitochondrial DNA B 2017, 2, 654—655. [CrossRef]

Tang, M.; Tan, M.; Meng, G.; Yang, S.; Su, X,; Liu, S; Song, W,; Li, Y,; Wu, Q.; Zhang, A.; et al.
Multiplex sequencing of pooled mitochondrial genomes—A crucial step toward biodiversity analysis
using mito-metagenomics. Nucleic Acids Res. 2014, 42, e166. [CrossRef]

Junqueira, A.C.M.; Azeredo-Espin, A.M.L.; Paulo, D.F,; Marinho, M.A.T.; Tomsho, L.P.; Drautz-Moses, D.I;
Purbojati, RW.; Ratan, A.; Schuster, S.C. Large-scale mitogenomics enables insights into Schizophora
(Diptera) radiation and population diversity. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 21762. [CrossRef]

Kearse, M.; Moir, R.; Wilson, A.; Stones-Havas, S.; Cheung, M.; Sturrock, S.; Buxton, S.; Cooper, A.;
Markowitz, S.; Duran, C.; et al. Geneious Basic: An integrated and extendable desktop software platform for
the organization and analysis of sequence data. Bioinformatics 2012, 28, 1647-1649. [CrossRef]

Folmer, O.; Black, M.; Hoeh, W.; Lutz, R.; Vrijenhoek, R. DNA primers for amplification of mitochondrial
cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I from diverse metazoan invertebrates. Mol. Mar. Biol. Biotechnol. 1994, 3,
294-299. [PubMed]

Kambhampati, S.; Smith, P.T. PCR primers for the amplification of four insect mitochondrial gene fragments.
Insect Mol. Biol. 1995, 4, 233-236. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bernt, M.; Donath, A.; Juehling, E; Externbrink, E; Florentz, C.; Fritzsch, G.; Puetz, J.; Middendorf, M.;
Stadler, PF. MITOS: Improved de novo metazoan mitochondrial genome annotation. Mol. Phylogen. Evol.
2013, 69, 313-319. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tamura, K.; Stecher, G.; Peterson, D.; Filipski, A.; Kumar, S. MEGA6: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics
Analysis Version 6.0. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2013, 30, 2725-2729. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rombel, I.T.; Sykes, K.F; Rayner, S.; Johnston, S.A. ORF-FINDER: A vector for high-throughput gene
identification. Gene 2002, 282, 33-41. [CrossRef]

Schattner, P,; Brooks, A.N.; Lowe, T.M. The tRNAscan-SE, snoscan and snoGPS web servers for the detection
of tRNAs and snoRNAs. Nucleic Acids Res. 2005, 33, W686-W689. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12862-016-0714-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27357120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/syen.12283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aesa/87.6.651
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/27.8.1767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep44300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evr131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22155689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-011613-162007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24160435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2017.09.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23802359.2018.1542982
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2018.08.191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30179694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3113.2006.00355.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23802359.2017.1375875
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gku917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep21762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bts199
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7881515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2583.1995.tb00028.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8825760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2012.08.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22982435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mst197
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24132122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1119(01)00819-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki366

Genes 2019, 10, 563 13 of 13

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Laslett, D.; Canbédck, B. ARWEN: A program to detect tRNA genes in metazoan mitochondrial nucleotide
sequences. Bioinformatics 2008, 24, 172-175. [CrossRef]

Reuter, ].S.; Mathews, D.H. RNAstructure: Software for RNA secondary structure prediction and analysis.
BMC Bioinform. 2010, 11, 129. [CrossRef]

Perna, N.T.; Kocher, T.D. Patterns of nucleotide composition at fourfold degenerate sites of animal
mitochondrial genomes. J. Mol. Evol. 1995, 41, 353-358. [CrossRef]

Abascal, F; Zardoya, R.; Telford, M.]. TranslatorX: Multiple alignment of nucleotide sequences guided by
amino acid translations. Nucleic Acids Res. 2010, 38, W7-W13. [CrossRef]

Lanfear, R.; Frandsen, P.B.; Wright, A.M.; Senfeld, T.; Calcott, B. PartitionFinder 2: New Methods for Selecting
Partitioned Models of Evolution for Molecular and Morphological Phylogenetic Analyses. Mol. Biol. Evol.
2017, 34, 772-773. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nguyen, L.-T.; Schmidt, H.A.; von Haeseler, A.; Minh, B.Q. IQ-TREE: A Fast and Effective Stochastic
Algorithm for Estimating Maximum-Likelihood Phylogenies. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2015, 32, 268-274. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Lartillot, N.; Rodrigue, N.; Stubbs, D.; Richer, ]. PhyloBayes MPI: Phylogenetic Reconstruction with Infinite
Mixtures of Profiles in a Parallel Environment. Syst. Biol. 2013, 62, 611-615. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Miller, M. A; Pfeiffer, W.; Schwartz, T. Creating the CIPRES science gateway for inference of large phylogenetic
trees. In Proceedings of the 2010 Gateway Computing Environments Workshop (GCE), New Orleans, LA,
USA, 14 November 2010; pp. 1-8. [CrossRef]

Wolstenholme, D.R. Animal mitochondrial DNA: Structure and evolution. Int. Rev. Cytol. 1992, 141, 173-216.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ballard, J.W. Comparative genomics of mitochondrial DNA in members of the Drosophila melanogaster
subgroup. J. Mol. Evol. 2000, 51, 48-63. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Boore, J.L. Requirements and standards for organelle genome databases. OMICS ]. Integr. Biol. 2006, 10,
119-126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ramakodi, M.P.; Singh, B.; Wells, ].D.; Guerrero, F.; Ray, D.A. A 454 sequencing approach to dipteran
mitochondrial genome research. Genomics 2015, 105, 53—60. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Li, X,; Ding, S.; Cameron, S.L.; Kang, Z.; Wang, Y.; Yang, D. The First Mitochondrial Genome of the Sepsid Fly
Nemopoda mamaevi Ozerov, 1997 (Diptera: Sciomyzoidea: Sepsidae), with Mitochondrial Genome Phylogeny
of Cyclorrhapha. PLoS ONE 2015, 10, e0123594. [CrossRef]

® © 2019 by the author. Licensee MDP], Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btm573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2105-11-129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01215182
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkq291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msw260
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28013191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msu300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25371430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/sysbio/syt022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23564032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/GCE.2010.5676129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0074-7696(08)62066-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1452431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s002390010066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10903372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/omi.2006.10.119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16901216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ygeno.2014.10.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25451744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0123594
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Material and Methods 
	Sample Collection and DNA Extraction 
	PCR Amplification, Cloning, and Sequencing 
	Mitochondrial Genome Annotation 
	Sequence Alignment and Phylogenetic Analysis 

	Results and Discussion 
	Genome Organization and Base Composition 
	Protein-Coding Genes and Codon Usage 
	tRNAs and rRNAs 
	Non-Coding Region 
	Phylogenetic Relationship 

	Conclusions 
	References

