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E T 18S rDNA F D KB M8 HE X 5 2 B B 42 (Tectus

pyramis) B2
IR, R, kg X

B,

Hﬁl,:i

(1. P EB AP R GRS hEB R IR S A S E LR, | RE N BT
B, TR TN 5103015 2. FPEBLERERE, dEET 100049; 3. Rl B i RE $HT TR AR ) L g0

MRS = 572000)

WE: BH DB (Tectus pyramis) 2 —FTBEKMEBSR G BFNE, LR —F T2 QHEABEY, FLE
ARTRZEF G EMART TNAREESHREATEZENL, aTHY AEGLHAREE, FHL
MA sk SR AT RAA. KR T 2017 FAFEQYMBER RET BH LIFEAEL, v4 18S
DNA T R (VA F 7] A ¥eir, A HBENFRERST LN REHMEs. £0F 414 OTU, 25 11
ANTTE, 835 B34 1 (Arthropoda). F % & i1 (Ascomycota). 42-F & I'1(Basidiomycota). # & & 1]
(Cercozoa). #|/&3h4 11(Cnidaria). Stramenopiles(~% #2 £, ). M #5H# 1 (Labyrinthulomycota). #k4k
4917 (Mollusca). % 3L3h 4 11 (Porifera). F ik I1(Pyrrophyta). 4 & & I i7(Zoopagomycota). 5 vA4E
HRAR R, AAREIAET LI T BEXETRBYHRS, EFAILR. AH. L%
RREZOER, SRWAFARY 99.76%, EMELHLETHEERBY . AIHRF AL REFE
J5 % (Epilithic algal matrix, EAM)¥ , AR RBT T HH L RG LMW EEZRA T EAM T4/ 2 4
YA b AR IR B L0 F A Y, ENER BIFRE T IRBMAE R Y, THRATRIMEK
kR ALY AN IR RE— R GER, ST RPN AELS RGN R AL AR

ME X

KEEIR: B L 37 R (Tectus pyramis); £M; DNA &%, A X6k, g

FEHES: P735 XHEAFRIRAD: A
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ERRE, SHES RS R IE W 12 7 5 — 5 1 R
PEF, R, BSR4 9 B Bl e W 4 A5 B
IR AR B A S R SR e i i A R R
g e T RER).

AR By 2 IR A 2 R G v I A A Y 11
P IHE, HAFPERT b A= P VR 1 38.85%1,
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(H 1L 99.6%~100%), A $5%E EAM HEg#EE, M
[ N R Y R g R N

X TR B P SR £ RS G AR 1 15 F
5%, WHALE N AW o0 BT ECE ik, B
JE IR TR A8 25 M 8 WAL B8 I iR BA — 2 1Y )
B, JCRkIRBCGHE B I B R AL AR B, I
DAYFER 53 BT A RS 40 I b ) RS 8 R ) R A
FH o FEF =i 5007 47 R (High-throughput  sequencing
technology) i 731 # 10 J7 ¥ 7 456 B A= 28 24 it ¢ v
FATSE R, il 7B 5 Y hodE LUy
HERY IR, AT DS Ay 4> 10 A 7 e B 58 00 G 0 B i,
HAEBREMZ R 2 ZOM YRR, L ART
SN T Z R AR R B, ks
MR, S, S, Jpir Rl
Zhang {4 F =38 50 77 42 R 50471 T 802 (Apostichopus
Japonicus)JEWLAN, LRI 823 MHBMEY T
SrIET 40 RIS, W Y. AL
HABAAR S YA, 45 R BRESEYREIFER
AV AR E, ARG KA R B
B, AL G AE 5 0 R X SR Y ELAR A AR
FUORTE, PRI T 5 38 i I P B R FE A AR ) B 1R 4y
B 7 T A PR A AR I 35

U AR X R TC A, 22 KR BE A,

AR IR 225/, SE3KIER 27.9°CH, &AL K,
HAEYYR o F 5w, R LR EY R R E
BHXIRZ — . MRS CAGE R R R
309 B 837 J& 1 444 B H LI T VD Ak X £
T 368 R Ay ORI T REE AV £ 285 () BV &5 4 R AR 2500 A
XA AE P AR S DI RR I DI o AN BB . T B IR R
KPR, A 35 T BT S0 A RN I BT S g
J2 B U0 IR AR DX B LAY RS A U RS TR I B 0
(Tectus pyramis) e o B Z A RF, IR R Ui
(i F B DL ARGl i R e | 9 I S
BFIZ TN AL IEREAR TP A AR Y 18S tDNA ] AR X
Br, M miE Y SO IR 18S rDNA A AE X741
HEAT 30, DA HERR 45 5 B8 Th B R i e ALk,
IR DL K AE i AR 2 R g AR S ThRE
1 AP EFE
1.1 #RHRELHLE

2017 AFEHAAEREURE B IR K B T T I
AHRAE, P4 XIH(8°51—9°54'N, 112°50'—115°35'E)
DL AR R A XA i EAM E S5 i BUR, R
SR EIE DB IR K 24 15 7F EAM o FEREE X
PIBETRAEETE T B ARAE ke AR, 7 [l s 1 57 B
FHEF 1042402 A —20°C UK AR AR A1

45°
N
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25°
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0° | ma ES&:?lh%k‘ “(VJJ’//V %;b;;iizﬁg'
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1 JEA X B B (ZLA T HE, RS 0010287159) KB E B e M () 9K A= B 1 Il

Fig. 1 Geographical location of the research area and the natural state of 7. pyramis

1.2 JHALE A EY L E R DNA R
MR AER K/ NMIE IS TE DB 16 4>, =R

95.14+16.66 g, Y275 5E 56.44+4.85 mm. FHJC TR i

1R i ) B R, T AR TE NG AR B N B,

fdi I MP {8 DNA Pt $2 a7 £ (FastDNA® Spin
Kit for Feces, MP Biomedicals, Santa Ana, USA)ZHH
LMY DNA, % T 30 pL Tris-HCI(10 mmol-L ™,
pH 8.0), DNA & & Fl & & fif 43 O Ot B2 325 46 U

100 TEERF 2020 4F /55 44 % /45 2 0]
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(Thermo NanoDrop ND-2000; Gene Company Limited,
Waltham, Massachusetts, USA), #H() DNA & T

20 CHRAFE .
1.3 FHBEERNA

Y 8 BEZ k380 bp U JH S W
TAReuk454FWD1-TAReukREV3 (TAReuk454FWDI1:

5'-CCAGCASCYGCGGTAATTCC-3'; TAReukREV3:
5'-ACTTTCGTTCTTGATYRA-3")!"3), X} 151K 1 I 12

HALIE N AYIH 18S tDNA V4 X HEATP 1, ZIX
BRI AEY) 18S rDNA Al AR X2 —, iR Z |
R PEAS B A s RBCRE T, /& 18S tDNA K[
S FTTE R AR RO, PIETE 20 L IR R P
0.4 uL FastPfu B4 [}, 2 uL 2.5 mmol-L ' dNTPs, 4 uL
5xFastPfu ZZ K, 5 umol-L ' MYIE 51445 0.8 uL,
10 ng DNA ##z . PCR ¥ #2575 Jy: 95 C Tz 1
5 min; 95°CAEME 30 s, 55°CIE k 30 s, 72°C 4EfH 45 s,
HEAT 27 MBS d5eJ5 72 CHEMH 10 min,

PCR 7*¥1 % 2% e LUK AL /S, 7E Illumina
HiSeq il #°F & (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA)# 4T
I . A5 2R R 4R TS LA (Raw Data) 2213 44
WPRSy . E5IWFY) . PE Reads P4 . Tags st MK
JE L IR FARER, SR KRR A G 1R B R A A RUT
¥l|(Effective Sequence). #XJa3ETHMIFHHEFT OUT
(operational taxonomic units) 52 FY 53 J 5017 o

1.4 BEHAT

T35 OTU Xf I B Fh 73205 B, fdi ] RDP
classifier DM HTHILRT 97%H BI/K P19 OTU (R )F
AT 2K e, IR KPS AR 1)
HEVEAL N, HeXH B IE M Silva 128 18S rRNA data-
base(http: //www.arb-silva.de/) . fifi il BLAST(basic
local alignment search tool)5 GenBank %4 /72 #F 17 4%
%t (http: //blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi), T ZAHI
JEEE W FIE ), 56 OTU F¥ 4 #E47HES
(CLUSTAL W 1.8), Ik B § & P55,
il MEGA7.0 ## RGEHEALR, LI B(Rar sp.)h
HMRE, FE PR RAUSRTE (Maximum Likelihood),

2 RS540
2.1 R EIBEIRAE
S H5 T T B M90S A S N 2 R A T 3

¥, HIREHHTEY 64199 %, JFEH KN
363.12 bp, EFRBIE LR A 555 30 698 &KJ5, A

BMEYIPIIE 32982 %, HEARBITIIN 51.37%;
i E FIHUNE =97%, WA AT LS SRk, 25
FEBIARLIE R 90%~97%, WUILA A AT L% 5 1) Ja /K™,
HRAE FEXTE5 5, AR FIMIY OTU 4 63.41%, 4
FEFBE OTU & 31.71%, %5 8 HAh /245901y
OTU 15 4.88%( 2).

70% -

= OTULLH] 63.41%

60%F m J¥HI LB
52.40%
50% 46.91%
40%
31.71%
30%
20%
10%[ 4.88%
0.86%
09, I —Z
B2 & i
IYHEER

B2 &Y EA R o JRF B E B o A

Fig. 2 Taxon distribution of sequences from the gut content
of T. pyramis

2.2 BH LSRR R YR

ELEREIE SER H 575 . kA HEE R
PHFHIG, SRS 41 4 OTU, 0@ T 11 A2
( 3): s ¥ 1] (Arthropoda) . T %2 4 1] (Asco-
mycota) . fH F [ ] (Basidiomycota) . %2 & H |']
(Cercozoa). HHezh%¥[](Cnidaria) . Stramenopiles(4~
LEMEES) . MRS [ (Labyrinthulomycota) . #AZ
Y111 Mollusca) . £ fL 3 ¥ ] (Porifera) . H ¥ []
(Pyrrophyta) . i L% IV.[ ](Zoopagomycota). £ fLH
EEYFI T RFEENER, SEEYTFIIN
89.967%, f#& 8 > OTU, ¥Jj@ T2 2], J5A:3)
VoG By 50 L LB EROSROR E, AUR 2.795%,
HREFEE, W15 91> OTU, J& T A . AKuEd
MIEH WA BREEA YRR, Kb 2 AhEsak
T Montipora digitata FIARFETEINE Porites
cylindrica), KUEH 2 F(FNE IR Lafoea dumosa
Monostaechas quadridens), 1 8 2 Fh (it 525 M4
Loxocorniculum mutsuense H Paradoxostoma se-
toense), MWEERsNY) 2 Fp(ILITEER Mycale citrina F1ZE D
W4 Cliona viridis), Y225 1 F(E 3128 Dillwynella
planorbis). WAL, A/ EIEEIE, BN HEOIH
8 Exuviaella 2 Fh, 2% KB )& Pfiesteria 1 #), HE&
V¥ 511 0.236%.
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Chaetothyriales sp.KX822519.1
OTU43

Malassezia obtusa EU192365.1
OTU68

OTU73

Peniophora nuda 1X096911.1
oTu77

Auricularia polytricha KF297950.1
OTU71

Marasmius rotula DQ113912.2
OTU60

oT

Paraphaeosphaeria sp. KT265808.1
OTU44

Fusicladium sicilianum KP798640.1
OTU66

OTU70

Parengyodontium album KU747081.1
Phialemoniopsis curvata AB278180.1
OTu22

Microascus cirrosus AF275525.1

—L_ oTu7

Pontogeneia microdictyi EU863582.1
OTU11

Aspergillus nidulans KY233192.1
OTU20

OTU9

mﬁm

Eutypella sp. FJ430580.1
OTU19

Arthrinium arundinis KY860778.1
OTU37

— Candida zeylanoides EF687772.1

L— OTU78
— Pfiesteria piscicida DQ991382.1

L— OTU76
— Exuviaella pusilla DQ388459.1

L OTU64

Protaspis sp. F1824124.1

OTU3

OTU40

OTU18

OTU75

Thaumatomonas zhukovi KF577815.1
Thaumatomastigidae sp. KF577831.1
Allas sp. AY268040.1

OTU74

OTuU47

OTU17

OTU4

OTU28

OTU63

Porites cylindrica KC816711.1
Montipora digitata KC816716.1
OTUI6

Lafoea dumosa KT757183.1
OTU45

Cliona viridis KX866795.1
OTU6

Mycale citrina KC901979.1
OTU42

——— Komagataella phaffii 1.1962478.1

_EE Monostaechas quadridens KT722409.1
OTU61

I 8 grrlojtlél?chytrium limacisporum 1.42528.1
_i_E OTU21

?z;l;c%ggrniculum mutsuense AB076629.1
=L_0OTU65

Paradoxostoma setoense AB076623.1

OTU69
— Dillwynella planorbis AB365310.1
— OTU62

Rat sp.M11188.1

— > ()
60~80
<60

B3 T OTU MM ML RGEHILH

Diplomitoporus crustulinus AY336769.1

Cladosporium sphaerospermum KJ443070.1
] U2€

1T Basidiomycota

F4E7 Ascomycota

3 Pyrrophyta

22 J¢ H, Cercozoa

i & Anthozoa

7K H Hydrozoa

Z{L3I%) Porifera

ANEEHEEZE Stramenopiles

TRBI Arthropoda

| s Mollusca

Fig. 3 Maximum likelihood tree of 18S rDNA sequences from 7. pyramis gut content
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BY IS — A HE R R, SR
YT 511 5.979%, 7% 184~ OTU, EZHNIIEYIK
T T2 8 FH T 58, 0 Eutypella sp. .Cladosporium
sphaerospermum . Arthrinium arundinis . Marasmius
rotula. Parengyodontium album, WALHE—SEHEJE R
BB, W0 Microascus cirrosus. Peniophora nuda .
Diplomitoporus crustulinus . Auricularia polytricha,
DA B /b B w2 S ff AR B, W0 Pontogeneia microdi-
ctyi. Aspergillus nidulans . Fusicladium sicilianum

WA B AT — 8873 28 3 A3 v A W]y 2 12 45 5 3
FRH OTU, S EWIFAIN 1.082%, A NEHE

= Cercozoa

= Ascomycota

= Cnidaria

= Labyrinthulomycota
Porifera

= Basidiomycota
Arthropoda
Pyrrophyta
Chytridiomycota

= Mollusca

= Zoopagomycota

a

2K (Thraustochytriidae sp., FRIE 82%). LA RIS
(Smittium cf. Morbosum, FLTE 85%)5% .

i b, WP DB T SRS o 2R (R
4), 1ET 1K (phylum) b2 A FLH 8 T 0l R 5 &8
FF 9 B 45 K ) (89.967%), 1L A, ELE 5
7.061%, HAAEWAHER T F BT (5 H A )
di 0.894% ., ME4R Y 0.810% ., MIEH Y 0.491%., /K
IR 0.409% . FERALE 0.236%. ARIGEYFIIHI]
25 e FLLG A AT LSy, AR YR A R Vi R AR B Y 1
B YRR A LR WS, BT
I 97.028% AT gk 5 T Ji iR

= Thaumatomonadida

\\\ = Saccharomycetales
\\\ = Eurotiales
Scleractinia
= Xylariales
= Thraustochytriales
= Poecilosclerida
= Capnodiales
= Leptothecata

= Podocopa

b

Kl 4 TP BRI A N B W 9 O R /IMR R TP 915 H)
Fig. 4 Gut content analysis of 7. pyramis
H:a: [T/KFE(Phylum) b: H /K FE(Order, BEHUFFIAHNT & &ET 10 A9 H)

3 it

BRI T, AR B S T IR —
X Z, HEYRE Z Hayri2re, FIH%
2 0 BUBE S8 8 5 BN AL G B T A3 AT O e LA ERA
R E BN, (L5005 )5 1 (Sanger 1 F) AT LA
F A R e 2 TR A W i R, (R L TR R,
BA G, DR R TR RSB R TE R
TH BN EY T H) DNA LI AR LR, 045
COI(Z i (A 20 i o 25 AL Bty T FEPR) . ITS(RZ B A
rRNA FE K P55 A R X) A1 18S rDNA(EZAYIRY
KR /NIE HE RNA /92015 DNA)SE, 1fif 18S rDNA J&
Huiff iz . G B me . R8O R
DNA BRI i HA2Y DNA A2kl kg &
AR R BeAk, i D R AR R AR
KR/, A 2R RME L, &6 T M
DNAPYL A58 34 T 18S rDNA V4 i i fE R
DNA 5T 5o b A7 85 T 2 B 250 1k 38 P9 2590 1) 43

Mt o BERITAORFZE A BT ) i 0B 2 Al PR IR, AR
FERIILTHAGE h A R BT S, ST
18S rDNA 5 U A5 11 e 38 2 0 3 2 AR 7 HL T Akl 9 25
Yo R 2] 41 AEYRNZE, b TR R IR A AL
BB MG A SRS N EY R, TR
R R TIEW DRSS WAL =2 ek, iRy
F B A R AN A A R R B R TR
AT FEARLAG I B T — 2oL Ge F AR e LAHEIA B 5 20
MO2SHE, Qnimd . KR BRI AR, 0 Y
R BB B AR A O, PR T 5 e o
ST B EEAE, A AT EARA YR &Yk R
FEE DI, i 00 089 A DX 4T I 5 0 T S 1 S
TR A, EERRA F W . B . ISR
I 380 A VS A O 1 A, AR R TR I L R I8
SR, dEFEIIR A AL 25 AR SR e 45y T LA —
SEVE, nIRER—FhE AR .

3.0 B LIFR R BRI R
— RO T T B R A kR,
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BORBEE, [Hk I AR AR T B BT AL 1 N A PR
i, TR AR A SR p e . ARWF5Eh, JFRAE
PETE T i A2 AT P 2 h ARG ) R A SR Y 41
B, B E v D Y R AR B b A i
BEFP R AOAAAE, XM 455 B9 AN K AT RE 2 h %
IR TR S 1 T A R A i 0 o e O A R, L
VF2 RIS G rp 27 A — 2B e G A 7 1y e
FR 45 45, bk bl s W B Y, U b 3 (Dictyota
spp.) . i bp ¥ (Lobophora spp.) Fllll % ¥ (Halimeda
spp.)S5 . I, BB SRR R AR B R . A
WF5E MBS IE T i 0 AL 3l A S /D B P, )
15 2 MR 1 b Qe IR AR
ST, E B AR T B A DX R R g S e B 2 R
T2, I 3 R U T IR X P EAML 3R,
A]BE  PE T b i AR5 AL LS I — I A

ARWFSE PRI B T B A SRS A Sh )
KVRHYFPH, A2 LIEDFSE b R AT s, X S E Al
REBTH A e LATAE 8 8 XA TR, AT R B A% 58 7
VR, T RE TR BRI A 2, X s g
YA DL IS 2 ZOR IR TR LRI EAM, TEW]
T SR EDURYE R . 2R RS
BFR B P 9 b iy o 2 R 2> HAJE T Thaumato-
mastigidae B}, &4 06 T TR E th iy
LAY, ASITE 10 pm 22y, TEDURRI R 2
THACTE T A 3 T 22 i, fs ik 36.35%!1,
— L2y JE RS TE I EAM P A R R
BN AT HORI/ N IR S A i PR DU R 58 P
Mz, EWITE R ERHER) EAM L 2 8L T Z 251
(AT SR JE S P o BT LA 3 26 £ ) 2K =
BORIET EAM TP RYTTRIREE, 23 O B iR i
TR EYRIR.

FURTERSIE 5 B R A B ) e 9 b L EARIR(E 2
FEPEAR R, o RER o P S AF TR T DR A PR
J& ™, a0 Eutypella sp.. C. sphaerospermum. A. aru-
ndinis . Paraphaeosphaeria sp. . M. rotula, iX%5FHH
A LA A — S8 A W il sl O A 7 ) oA 41 ] LA B
T T B A BB, — LB Rh 2 B O AR ) £ 4k el R
FUB R AR 2, IR AR 08 T DR v ) Oy s L o
Sipunculus nudus 1 Urechis unicinctus 1 18 H ks
WU T AL B SR, I Sk S T R AT AR
TE 1 B SRS TR W IS B v A= W T Al v R S
B, AT UG e R A 0 o | A HTDCRR B v 1Y
B RANIREE o AN I E) 3 Fh e SR A= B o)

WA P microdictyi. A. nidulans. F. sicilianum, X%
FL AT RERIE T EAM N33R TH, BHIE HBFIRTE
X B R 5 HAB A DL I TR

R AT e MR IE R ED EAM S BUHRIAEE X 3% a7 1
(TR, AT ok 4 SR R IR TR 30%~80%1°),
Hor FEAFRLZRBEE . A . IR AL
R B NRLTEH HE S 55T A IS R B A X
kA By BAM S AR R, HoRAERIMEEIE 5
BRIR R Z A TH7E EAM (1), HICHEDN EAM HEg
T/ INAE W) MR i 2 B8 15 B R Y 2 B ok R
EAM W2 | ol L s 28/ N AR W AR 0 T
DURRYITE)E 098 FR 00 (8, 558 /Y 2 F BT/RE R 1L
R C/N L HFILE] K fif B & 5 2 TR AR 1
T OS2 O] RIS TE 5 B i 1l TR EAM
T ALIEE B E 2R

A 5E AL B T B MR T S I 3] T A
A I3 R U5 A e 0 (i AR 2 ) R 00 A T A,
35K 4 o B 2 V0 ) S A B A DR SRR OO
RAE XS AT . I B A SF R R A2
ATE TR I R b, Horh C. limacisporum W]
RE- SO SRR CY, TR IR X A Y B
XF T 2R ) A (g B R EE A S AN, AR
TS T — S UL SR A 2R DY, R LR K
W He A, 2 DT | Y AR ) 4 il 2 3
A I AR A Y, WO, 0 AR A B T A
R P& R B — B MBI E T o {H 2 Se 3 B
B AR A AR ) B A AR O S BRI, A
o 5 B R A R USRS EAM A &, HOERR/R7EI
W 32 T XA SR AR L KR H S [ A ) N S RG
WA
3.2 BHLIFRALESHRIKT

JRE A A= 1) B 1 2 25 R e N R JE B B Y
BB, TR E BJRSE RGP A WA HLBORL,
b LR A FLY) POM(particulate organic matter)[Al
LT 8 T A By b BR AL A AR R, L B M A
= E SRR S YRR, MR TOAR Y - /K ST i ) 5
e SEAT F N T A I, —E R B 5K 1 3]
ik XA LR 1) e S5 B0 BE AR, IR A Y
50X T A 4 3 ke DX RS AG A R 1 A AR E
HAEEE L.

WF9E KB EAM X ULAH Y 5 23 X0 % 4 3 3
AR S R G RO 2 R A S U EAM Al RELR

104 TEPERLF 12020 4F / 4F 44 35 1 45 2 3]
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Ry UL AR ) 3G i & AR SRy Z2 U0 AR W) i 2 L 5 (long
sediment-laden algal turfs, LSATs)IRZS, X FhfEAR £
5 ) B 4 1A B 2 020 B B b 7 DY) 5 B b,
EAM Hyu BRI RE JiS B) 38 mt 2 e /DA B ME fa 2E XK
TSR A B 1, S SO itk 7 5 R (6 A B itk
BRGBA, XA R IR IR R 1 454 52
ARVEREY) Z e, SEEY Z R ERA ™ ) ROR
REARCET) T 4T 1 5 0B 1 45 430 B bR T BEAM R
WA T A UTRR R T, DA T A SO AR A 3 in xop
PR A A AN R Gefad B A SE ), AR TR ) R AT DL
b 46 BTG S DU HEAT FEN T, I A R s
ANTURRPORL, T E TR 25 2 oK it N EAM
i s O 2 T B PR K AN sh 4 HE T B TR A
EAM TR A AILORE, ORFF 1 IR A6 3% P45
(3 v, — e R T DAy KR G g B 2 A A7 DY,
A ) T £ P 0 O R TR S B PO, i HL G
TURR Wy 1) A 2 1t SE AT ) 3 3R] 2y e Ak A 1 ) B
#H 5 AEPY, Omori(2005)i8 i B AN FIE S T HE 5
B2 TR AP — K DT niloticus)BsE A LR HESR
1 EFA I Acropora tenuis SR E 5 G,

AN, ANETESNIE I T BN | S A
o, BEIR T WIS OE R P TR REALAL, A REAR T
B 1) FI T 0 RS 4 Y, SR itk 2 2 R G b
%) 3= 5 ML P e A HC A 5 4 ) 5 1 2B W S (LT
4B, SO A A 2 R G0 A5 R R AR 1
W o WG K LI B B R B Wy vh AL S 1V 2
MOAE BT . T L AR S0 I A R U 1Y)
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Abstract: Tectus pyramis primarily lives in warm seas and is widely distributed in coral reefs. However, there is a
scarcity of knowledge about its ecological role in the coral reef ecosystem due to the lack of clear information re-
garding its feeding habits. This study was conducted to investigate the in situ diet of 7. pyramis collected from the
coral reefs in Nansha Islands in May 2017 by high-throughput sequencing (HTS) methods targeting the 18S rDNA
gene. A total of 41 different operational taxonomic units (OTUs) at 97% similarity level were identified. Diverse
prey species detected in this study demonstrated a wide and complicated food spectrum of 7. pyramis, including
Arthropoda, Ascomycota, Basidiomycota, Cercozoa, Cnidaria, Labyrinthulomycota, Mollusca, Porifera, Strameno-
piles, Pyrrophyta, and Zoopagomycota. This finding was different from traditional study that reported 7. pyramis as
herbivores, we found that 7 pyramis ingests abundant sediments and sequence analysis revealed that foraminifera,
fungi, fungus and metazoa were the most abundant food groups, constituting approximately 99.76% of the total
sequences. Based on the results of previous studies, these abundant food resources might be derived from the ben-
thic community consisting of the epilithic algal matrix (EAM) in coral reefs. Altogether, these findings indicate that
T. pyramis is a type of detritivore feeding primarily on the EAM in coral reefs and play an important role in clean-
ing the epilithic algal and promoting the attachment of coral larvae. Therefore, it can help in maintaining the stabil-

ity and health of the coral reef ecosystem.
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