Russian Journal of Nematology, 1998, 6 (2), 175 - 184

Relationships among nematodes based on the
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Summary. The relationships among nematodes were studied by 18S rRNA gene sequencing. On the basis
of phylogenetic trees and cladistic analysis of the secondary structure of helix 49, some orders of traditional
Adenophorea should be ascribed to the Secernentea. The Chromadorida and Desmodorida should be
grouped with nematodes of a complex consisting of the Monhysterida, Plectida and Secernentea. This
taxon may be named Chromadoria, as was proposed earlier (Drozdovsky, 1981), since chromadorids are
most closely related to the common ancestor of these groups. Hence, the class Adenophorea in a traditional

sense is paraphyletic and should be revised.
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At present, the understanding of relationships
within the phylum Nematoda is based mainly on
analysis of morphological features. However, the
difficulties in finding reliable systematic criteria for
the gross systematics of nematodes are well known
by nematologists. The majority of systematic criteria
for nematodes were developed between 1918 and
1937 (Lorenzen, 1994). Until recently, no newly
described features have been developed as systematic
criteria for the gross phylogeny and systematics of
nematodes. What is more, synapomorphic characters
which are informative in deducing cladistic phyloge-
nies comprise a small part of all phenotypic features.
As a result, many systems based on morphological
characters have been proposed but they are often
based on conflicting criteria and do not reflect
satisfactorily the real phylogenetic relationships
among nematode groups of relatively high rank.
These systems subdivide the nematodes either into
two subclasses (Chitwood & Chitwood, 1950; Mag-
genti, 1981) or into three subclasses (Andrassy, 1976;
Inglis, 1983; Malakhov, 1994). In trichotomic pat-
terns, the first two subclasses [or classes according to
Inglis (1983)] coincide very closely in subtaxa com-
position with the subclass Adenophorea in dicho-

tomic patterns. Lorenzen (1994) subdivides the free-
living nematodes on the basis of extensive cladistic
analysis into four monophyletic groups (Chromado-
rida, Monhysterida, Enoplia, and Secernentea), but
due to the fact that the inter-relationships between
them are not resolved, and, therefore, grouping the
higher taxa is possible in any way to form two, three
or four subclasses, he retains Chitwood’s classifica-
tion into the Adenophorea and Secernentea.

It is evident that the problem of phylogenetic
relationships within nematodes can not be solved by
analysis of morphological characters alone and that
it is necessary to use different modalities of charac-
ters. Molecular phylogenetic analysis is one such
route to derivation of phylogenies. There are a
number of arguments in favour of ribosomal RNA
genes for this purpose (Hillis & Dixon, 1991). Ribo-
somal RINA genes are universally present in all living
organisms and sufficiently conserved in structure to
allow comparison and sequence alignment; they
contain regions of differing sequence variability
which allow assessment of phylogenetic relationships
at multiple different taxonomic levels.

In this work 18S rRNA sequence comparisons
were used to examine the phylogenetic relationships
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of some groups within the Nematoda. 188 rRNA
gene sequences of several species of nematodes from
the orders Enoplida, Chromadorida, Desmodorida,
and Monhysterida, traditionally placed to the subc-
lass Adenophorea, were sequenced and compared
with nematode 18S rRNA sequences available in the
public databases.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Biological material and DNA extraction. The
animals investigated in the present study are Ponto-
nema vulgare (Enoplida, Oncholaimidae), Paracan-
thonchus caecus (Chromadorida, Cyatholaimidae),
Chromadoropsis vivipara (Desmodorida, Chroma-
doridae), and Daptonema procerus (Monhysterida,
Xyalidae). They were collected by Prof. V.V, Malak-
hov in summer 1996 at Kandalaksha Bay of the White
Sea. Nematodes were fixed in 70% ethanol.

DNA of nematodes was extracted from several
intact animals essentially as described by Arrighi ef
al. (1968) with some modification (Sambrook et al.,
1989).

Amplification and sequencing of the 18S rRNA
genes. 18S ribosomal RNA coding regions were
amplified using the polymerase chain reaction with
two primers complementary to the 5’ and 3’ termini
of eukaryotic 16S-like rRNAs (Medlin et al., 1988).
Full-length products of amplification were purified
by agarose gel electrophoresis and cloned in the
plasmid pBluescript KS+. Several clones were sequ-
enced on both strands using Sequenase Version 2.0
USB kit, a set of 18S rRNA specific internal primers
and universal M13 sequencing primer.

Alignment, tree construction and analysis of se-
condary structure elements. Complete or nearly
complete 18S rRNA gene sequences determined
were submitted to GenBank under the following
accession numbers: Ponfonema vulgare AF047890,
Paracanthonchus caecus AF047888, Chromadoropsis
vivipara AF047891, Daptonema procerus, AF047889.
Other previously published 18S rRNA gene sequen-
ces from nematodes and some invertebrate phyla
were derived from GenBank. A list of the sequences
is given in Figure legends.

In initial analyses, two different alignments were
analyzed to be certain that differences of alignment
have no significant effect on the tree topologies. In
order to prepare these alignments the sequences were
fitted either into our own alignment (alignment I),
or (alignment II) into an alignment of small subunit
rRNA sequences (Van De Peer er al.,1996). The
alignments are available from the authors on request
via e-mail. All analyses of alignment I were based on
1104 unambiguously aligned sites, including all con-
served regions, excepting helices 1-5, and 50 for
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which the complete sequence data are not available,
and helices E23-1, E23-2, and apical part of hairpin
E10-1 and 43, for which unambiguous alignment was
not possible. Appropriate subsets of these alignment
were analysed by both distance and maximum par-
simony (MP) methods. Distance neighbor-joining
(NJ) trees were inferred with the program TREE-
CON (Van De Peer & De Wachter, 1994), using
Kimura distances (Kimura, 1980), modified to take
gaps into account (Van De Peer ef al., 1990) as well
as distances considering the substitution rates of the
different alignment positions (Van De Peer ef al.,
1996). MP trees were constructed using Dnapars
program within the PHYLIP 3.572 package (Felsen-
stein, 1993) with options search for best tree and
randomisation of input order of sequences. Max-
imum likelihood (ML) trees (Felsenstein, 1981) were
inferred using fastDNAml (Olsen et al., 1994) with
global branch exchange and randomisation of input
order as well as PUZZLE with the Hasegawa et al.,
(1985) model of nucleotide substitution (Strimmer
& von Haeseler 1996). Confidence in NJ and MP
trees was determined by analysing 1000 bootstrap
replicates (Felsenstein, 1985). Confidence in the ML
trees derived by PUZZLE and fastDNAml was
determined using 1000 puzzling steps or 20 bootstrap
replicates, respectively.

Elements of secondary structure of the 18S rRNA
were constructed manually using the model proposed
by Van De Peer et al. (1996).

RESULTS

The newly-determined 18S rRNA sequences from
Pontonema vulgare, Paracanthonchus caecus, Chro-
madoropsis vivipara, and Dapfonema procerus were
1753, 1750, 1742, and 1748 nucleotides in length
(without primer regions), respectively. These sequ-
ences do not show significant G + C differences from
the majority metazoan species. They have no large
insertions or deletions and/or regions which are
difficult to align.

Figure 1A shows the results of NJ analysis of the
sequence set from alignment I on the basis of Kimura
(1980) distances of the set of nearly complete 18S
rRINA gene sequences of several representatives of
various orders of the Nematoda and some repre-
sentatives of various metazoan phyla. In this tree, the
nematodes comprise a monophyletic group suppoi-
ted by 77% of bootstrap replicates. A further three
monophyletic groups supported by more than 70%
of bootstrap replicates can be distinguished within
this group. The first of them (group I, 100% of
bootstrap replicates) includes a part of the rhabditids
and all Strongylida; the second one (group II, 76%
of bootstrap replicates) consists of the Monhysterida,



Plectida, and Secernentea; and the third (group III,
75% of bootstrap replicates) includes species from
Chromadorida (Paracanthonchus caecus) and Des-
modorida (Chromadoropsis vivipara) in addition to
representatives of all three groups named above.
Analysis after application of the substitution rates
correction of Van De Peer ef al. (1996) yielded
principally the same grouping of nematodes (not
shown), except for the positions of Strongyloides
stercoralis and Daptonema procerus which form a
clades at the base of the Plectida and Secementea.

A congruent topology was obtained by maximum
parsimony analysis (Fig. 1). The only significant
difference is that Paracanthonchus caecus (Chroma-
dorida) and Chromadoropsis vivipara (Desmodo-
rida) do not form a distinct clade, but branch off
separately from the main stem of the Chromadori-
da-Secernéntea. Monophyly of the Nematoda is
supported in this tree by 86% of bootstrap replicates.
The MP analysis displays the same three major
clusters (I, II, III) as the NJ analysis which are
supported by 98, 95, and 87% of bootstrap replicates,
respectively. Thus, the reliability of the novel groups
within the Nematoda inferred by NJ analysis is
confirmed by MP analysis.

The results of maximum likelihood (ML) analysis
with fastDNAml (Olsen et al., 1994) are shown in
Fig. 1C. The topology is essentially the same as in
Fig. 1B, differing in that Plectus sp. (Plectida) does
not form a clade with Ascaris sp. and Brugia malayi
as it does in NJ analyses, but lies basal to the
Secementea. The branching order of the Chroma-
dorida and Desmodorida is similar to that found by
MP analysis. Monophyly of the Nematoda is sup-
ported by 90% of bootstrap replicates. Major clusters
(I, 11, T1II) within nematodes are the same as in NJ
and MP trees, but they have somewhat higher boot-
strap support (100, 95, and 95%, correspondingly).
Similar results (not shown) were obtained by another
maximum likelihood method implemented in PUZ-
ZLE (Strimmer & von Haeseler, 1996).

In addition, subsets of the sequences from two
different alignments were analyzed by the NJ and
MP methods in order to examine the dependence of
the internal structure of the trees upon the alignment
type, the sequence set, and outgroup taxa. Trees
derived by MP analyses of sequence sets from align-
ment II wusing prdapulids, kinorhynchs, and
nematomorphs as outgroup taxa are shown in Fig. 2.
These trees have the similar topologies independent
of outgroup taxa used. A congruent topology (not
shown) was also derived by MP analyses on the basis
of the same sequence set from alignment I. All these
trees are similar to the MP tree in Figure 1B derived
from more extensive set of the 18S rRNA sequences,
except that the bootstrap support of major groups (I,
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I1, III) is slightly higher. Similarly, the NJ analyses
gave the same results. Thus, all examined factors
(type of alignment, type of outgroup and set of
species) have no or little effect on the tree topologies.

The data above show the congruence of the most
elements of trees derived by various methods. Some
differences are due to the position of several rhabditid
branches. The 18S rRNA sequences of the Rhabdi-
tida, especially Strongyloides stercoralis and Pellioditis
typica, evolve much more rapidly than those of all
other nematodes and even all metazoans. In keeping
with the tendency to place long branches at the basal
position of the clade (Felsenstein 1978, 1984; Hillis
etal., 1994), the NJ analysis gives more basal position
of Strongyloides stercoralis and Pellioditis typica than
the MP and ML analyses do (see Fig. 1). Contrary
to the Rhabditida, the orders Ascaridida and Spiru-
rida, traditionally considered as specialized parasitic
groups, appear to have much more slowly evolving
18S rRNA sequences. Atrtificial clustering of these
groups with Plectida in the NJ and MP trees is due
to the dividing the Secernentea into two groups: the
Rhabditida + Tylenchida, having long branches, and
all the others. ML analysis, which is more tolerant
to differences in rates of nucleotide substitutions
(Nei, 1991), places Plectida in an intermediate po-
sition in the phylogenetic tree.

The results of phylogenetic analysis of 18S rRNA
gene sequences support monophyly of the Nematoda
as a whole as well as monophyly of three major
groups, one included in another of higher rank (Fig.
I): part of the Rhabditida + Strongylida (I); Mon-
hysterida + Plectida + Secementea (II);
Chromadorida + Desmodorida + Monhysterida +
Plectida + Secementea (II1). These clades are stron-
gly supported by bootstrap analyses and congruence
between trees derived by various methods.

A cladistic analysis of certain region of nucleotide
sequence near the 3’-end of 18S rRNA supports this
hypothesis. This region forms a conserved element
of the 18S rRNA secondary structure, named hairpin
49 according to the model of Van De Peer ef al-
(1996). The primary structure of this region of some
species of the nematodes is compared to that of
several species of metazoans, plants, and protists in
Fig. 3. All these eukaryotic taxa were in turn analyzed
as the outgroup. While Enoplus brevis, Pontonema
vulgare, and Trichinella spiralis have retained the
presumed ancestral state of this region, other nema-
todes traditionally ascribed to class Secernentea have
acquired 35 substituted nucleotide positions (shown
boxed in Fig. 3) that may be regarded as synapomor-
phic characters. Since these nucleotides constitute
the complementary pairs in the double helix of the
hairpin, they have presumably arisen as the result of
21 separate evolutionary events (14 of them are
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derived from NJ analysis of 18S rRNA sequences. Bootstrap values above 50% of 1000 replicates are shown
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88336; Trichinella spiralis, U60231; Caenorhabditis
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|
Fig. 1. A. Phylogram of nematode and other taxa |
in percentages at the internodes. The three main nematode groups (I, II, 111 \
binomial name, and GenBank accession number of species used is as follows: Nematoda - Enoplus brevis, U
elegans, X03680; Strongyloides stercoralis, M84229; Ascaris sp., (partial 18S rRNA sequence was compiled from M58348, X06225, X05836, ]
M74585); Haemonchus similis, 104152, Nematodirus battus, U01290; Cruznema tripartitum, U73449; Pellioditis typica, U13933; Mesorhabditis sp., U73452;
Aduncospiculum halicti, U61759; Zeldia punctata, U61760; Meloidogyne arenaria, U42342; Plectus sp., U61761; Brugia malayi, (nearly complete sequence was \
compiled from H30951, H31020, H35866, H39237-H39239, H39242, H39245, H48210, H48950, H48988, H52893, H77269, H91508, R86409, R95205); \
Nematomorpha - Gordius aquaticus, X87985; Priapulida - Priapulus caudatus, X87984; Kinorhyncha - Pycnophyes kielensis, U67997; Acanthocephala - Moniliformis |
moliniformis, Z19562; U41400; Rotatoria - Brachionus plicatilis, U29235; Gastrotricha - Lepidodermella squammata, U29198; Platyhelminthes - Stenostomum sp.,
U95947; Orthonectida - Rhopalura ophiocomae, X97158; Cnidaria - Anemonia sulcata, X53498. B. Phylogram of the same taxa as in A, but derived by maximum
parsimony. Bootstrap values of 1000 replicates are shown in percentages at the internodes. Branches of the Chromadoria cluster are shown in bold. C. Cladogram
of the same taxa in A, but derived by maximum likelihood. Bootstrap values of 20 replicates are shown in percentages at the internodes. Branches of the Chromadoria
cluster are shown in bold. Branch lengths were derived from analysis of unbootstrapped sequence set results of which differed from consensus tree in position of ‘

Strongyloides stercoralis and Lepidodermella squammata.
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Fig. 2. Phylograms of restricted set of taxa derived by maximum parsimony using priapulids (A), kynorhynchs (B), and nematomorphs (C) as outgroup taxa.
Bootstrap values of 100 replicates are shown in percentages at the internodes. Main three groups, the same as in figures above, are indicated by arrows to the
corresponding bootstrap values. List of the phylum, binomial name, three-letter abbreviation of species used is as follows: Nematoda - Enoplus brevis [Ebr];
Trichinella spiralis, [Tsp]; Pontonema vulgare [Pvu); Paracanthonchus caecus [Pca); Chromadoropsis vivipara [Cvi]; Daptonema procerus |Dpr); Caenorhabditis elegans
[Cel]; Strongyloides stercoralis [Sst); Ascaris sp. [Aspl; Haemonchus similis [Hsi]; Nematodirus battus [Nba)]; Cruznema tripartitum [Ctr]; Pellioditis typica [Ptyl;
Mesorhabditis sp. [Msp]; Aduncospiculum halicti [Aha); Zeldia punctata [Zpu); Meloidogyne arenaria [Mar); Plectus sp. [Psp]; Brugia malayi [Bma]; Nematomorpha -
Gordius aquaticus [Gaq; Priapulida - Priapulus caudatus [Pca); Kinorhyncha - Pycnophyes kielensis [Pki].
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brown alga (Fucus) TCGCACCTACCGATTGAATGTTTCGGTGNAEATTCCGGACCGGAAC- . . . ~CGAAGGGAAGTTA(IAAACCTCAACATTTAGAGGAAGGTGAA
vast (Saccharomyces) TCGCTAGTACCGATTGAATGGCTTAGTGAGGCCTCAGGATCTGCTT- . . . ~AGCGGAGAATTTGGACAAACT TR CATTTAGAGGAACTAARA
bean (Glycine) TCGCTCCTACCGATTGAATGGTCCGGTGAAGTGTTCGGATTGCEGEL-. . . - GAGAAGTCCAJHGAACCTTATCATTTAGAGGAAGGAGAA
PORIFERA (Scypha) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGTTTAGTGAGATCTTCGGATTGCTGG- - - - — GAGAAGTTGATCAAACTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
PLACOZOA (Trichoplax) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGGTTTAGTGAGGTCTTCGGATTGGTGA - . - . ~TATCGAGAAGTTGATCAAACTTGATCATCTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
PLATYHELMINTHES (Stenostomum) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGTTTAGCAAGGTACTCGGATTGGTCT- . . . -TGCCGAGAAGAAGGCCAAACTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
PLATYHEIMINTHES (Gyrodactylus) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGTTTAGCAAGGTCAATAGATTGGCTG-. . . —GGCTGAGAAGOTGGCCGAACTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTACAA
CHORDATA (Homo) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGGTTTAGTGAGGCCCTCGGATCGGCCC . . . ~CCGCTGAGAAGACGGTCGAACTTGAC TATCTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
MOLLUSCA (Crassostrea) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGGTTTAGTGAGCCCCTTGGACTGGTCC- . . . ~TGCCGGGAAGAAGGGCAAACTGTAC TTTCTAGAGG TCGTAAAA
ANNELIDA (Lanice) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGCTTTAGTGAGATCCTCGGATTGGTCC . . . ~TGCCGAGAAGACGATCGAACTTGATCATCTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
ARTHROPODA (Artemia) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGATTTAGTGAGAACTTCGGACGACTCG- . . . ~GGTTGARAAGG ITTAITCAAACTTGATCCTTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
TARDIGRADA (Macrobiotus) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGATTTAGTGAGGTCTTCGGACTGGCCA- . . . ~GGTTGGGAAGACGACCAAACT GGCTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
ROTIFERA (Brachionus) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGTTTAGTGAGATCTTCGGATTGGTCC- . . . ~TGCCGAGAAGATGATCAAACTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTAARA
ACANTHOCEPHALA (Moniliformis) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGCTTAGTGAGGTCTACGGATAGGCTA- . . .~TACCTAAAAGTTGGCCGAACTT TACCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
KINORHYNCHA (Pycnophyes) TCGCTACTACAGATTGAATGATTTAGTGAGGTCTTTGGACTGGCTC- . . . ~TGCTGGGAAGTTGACCARACTTGAT TATTTAGATGAAGTAAAA
PRIAPULIDA (Priapulus) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGATTTAGTGAGGTCTTCGGACCGGTCC- . . . ~TGCTGGGAAGATGACCAAACTTGATCATT TAGAGGAAGTAAAA
NEMATOMORPHA (Gordius) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGATTTAGTGAGGTCTTTGGACGGGTCT - . . . ~CGCCTGAAAATTGATCTAGCTCAGICATTTCGAGGAAGTAAAA
GASTROTRICHA (Lepidodermella) TCGCTACTACCGATTGAATGGTTTAGCGAGATTCTCGGATTGGGCC- . . .- GTCTGAGAAGAAACTCAAGCTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
ENOPLIDA (Enoplus) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGATTTAGTGAGGCCCTCGGACTGGTRLC- . . . ~TTCCGGAAAGACGGCCTAACTTGATCATTTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
ENOPLIDA (Pontonema) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGTGTTAGTGAGGTTTTCCGACTGGGAC- . . . ~TCTTGGAAAGATCATCGAACTARTA TATCTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
TRICHOCEPHALIDA (Trichinella) TCGCTACTACCGATTGGATGATTTAGTGAGGTGTTTTGACTGGCEL- . . .~CGCCGGGARATTTCCCAAAC TCATCTAGAGGAAGTAAAA
CHROMADORIDA (Paracanthonchus) TCGCTACTACCGACTGGHCIAATT TTTGAGGTGTCTGGACCTGCH- . . . ~GOBGGGAAA TTCCCCGGAA-ATGTTCET TIGGAGGAAGTARAA
DESMODORIDA (Chromadoropsis) TCGCTACGRAGEGA CCATTTACT TTACTGGACCGAGG-- . . . ~TTTTGGARATTTACTHTAAGT TGATCGCRTEEACCACGTAAAA
MONHYSTERIDA (Daptonema) TCGCT COGTTTC) CCTGGGEGACTGCAGH- . . . — GGAAACCRAGTTA SCAGHGGCI TGARCCGS

PLECTIDA (Plectus) TCGCT COGTTT, GOGGGEGACTGCTE - . - . ~CGATGGAAACCEITITAATCIGCAGTGGC I TIGARCCGS

SPIRURIDA (Brugia) TCGCT COGTTTC) GOGGAGACTGCTG - - - . ~GGETGGAAACTCAIITAATICGCAGT] QETM ARCCGG

TYLENCHIDA (Meloidogyne) TCGC CATTT TTTIGGEGACCGTTG-- - - . ~TGATGGAAACCAATTTAATICGCA QT TIGARCCGG

“RHABDITIDA” (Zeldia) TCGCTG CCATTT, TGTGGGEGACCGTAG- - . . . ~CARTGGAAACCATATITIGATICIGCA TTGARCCGG

”"RHABDITIDA” (Caenorhabditis) TCGCTAT TTC GTEGSGACTGTCG- - . . . ~TTBCGGARACHATTITTANCGCATTGGT TTGARCCGGETARAR
STRONGYLIA (Haemonchus) TCGC TCTC GGACTGCGGACTGCTE - . . . ~TGECGG QI CAATIOGCARTGGC I TGARCCGGGTAAAA
"RHABDITIDA” (Pellioditis) TCGCTET GTTT GCTJAGGACTGACT-- . . . ~TGTTGGGAATHAGT GCATIOARITCGI TTIGARCCGEETRCAA
“RHABDITIDA” (Strongyloides)  TCGCT EZEEEATATQ GGCAGGAAGA--GATG- - . . . ~TATATTAAATHCTICCAATCGCIET G TTGARCCGG

49-a | -g| -j , ‘ -m| -0 -p -m’ | ’ | -j |-'g’ -‘| |||49-a’
-b -h -k -n -n’ -q -k’ -r -h’ -u

Fig. 3. Alignment of 18S rRNA sequence regions comprising helix 49 of the secondary structure of 18S rRNA. Nucleotide positions defined as synapomorphies
for certain groups are boxed. Arrows show the folding of the sequence stretches to form the helix 49. Pairs which are complements in the helix are indicated by
the same letters, for example a and a’; b and b’ and so on. In addition to the sequences listed in figure 1 legend, the following 18S rRNA sequences were used:
Chordata, Homo sapiens, M10098; Mollusca, Crassostrea virginica, X60315; Annelida, Lanice conchilega, X79873; Tardigrada, Macrobiotus hufelandi, X81442;
Platyhelminthes, Gyrodactylus salaris, Z26942; Placozoa, Trichoplax sp., Z22783; Porifera, Scypha ciliata, 1.10827; Plantae - Glycine max, X02623; Fungi -
Saccharomyces cerevisiae, J01353; Phaeophycea, Fucus gardneri, X53987.
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Fig. 6. Summary phylogram depicting the phylogeny of the nematode taxa studied. This tree illustrates a consensus
of trees generated by NJ, MP, and ML methods. Arrows indicate the branches where synapomorphic nucleotide
substitutions have arisen. Synapomorphies from hairpin regions of 18S rRNA are indicated by corresponding numbers.
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related to each other in pairs, and the remaining
events are a single). This region of 18S rRNA
molecule in Secernentea thus forms a unique "secer-
nentean stem”. The origin of the “secernentean
stem", which is a reliable phylogenetic marker for the
taxa studied, is very important for understanding
relationships within the Nematoda. Representatives
of adenophorean orders Plectida and Monhysterida
also have the state of this structure peculiar to the
typical Secemnentea. This could be considered a proof
of their monophyletic origin with the Secernentea.
Plectida have been quite often considered probable
ancestors of secernentean nematodes, but the pre-
sence of the "secernentean stem" within the monhys-
terids is somewhat unexpected.

Some eclements of the "secernentean stem" are
apparent also in species of the Chromadorida and
Desmodorida. In Paracanthonchus caecus (Chroma-
dorida) this structure demonstrates the initial phase
of its origin which is characterized by presence of the
first three of the 21 synapomorphies included in the
“secernentean stem”: 49f, 49h, 49p (Fig. 2). In
Chromadoropsis vivipara (Desmodorida) another 5
characters of the "secernentean stem" are present
(494, 49e, 49g, 491, 491). This supports the separate
branching of these two orders from the main lineage
of the nematodes seen in MP and ML analysis. On
the whole these data, as well as the results of
reconstruction of phylogenetic trees described above,
suggest that the Chromadorida and Desmodorida
should be ascribed a complex taxon "Monhysterida
+ Plectida + Secernentea”. Fig. 4 shows the alloca-
tion of synapomorphies from the helix 49 region
which support this affiliation. Synapomorphies sup-
porting this branching order can also be found in
other elements of the 18S rRNA secondary structure.
Thus, nucleotide substitutions in helix 17 indicate
synapomorphies for all the nematodes (Fig. 4, 17b,
17¢c, 17d, 17k) or for the cluster "a part Rhabditida
+ Strongylida" (Fig. 4, 17b2, 17e, 17k3, 171, 17m,
17n). These characters, as well as the results of the
NJ, MP, and ML analyses demonstrate convincingly
the paraphyly of the traditional order Rhabditida.

DISCUSSION

The data described above provide fresh insight
into the inter-relationships within the phylum Ne-
matoda. Both comparative analysis of the full-length
18S rRNA gene and comparison of the primary
structure of the helix 49 region show unambiguously
that the traditional division of the Nematoda into
classes Adenophorea and Secernentea (Chitwood &
Chitwood, 1950) should be revised. The data suggest
that the earliest divergence in the nematodes did not
occur between the Adenophorea and Secementea,

but between Enoplia and Chromadorida + Desmo-
dorida + complex of "Monhysterida + Plectida +
Secernentea”. In a like manner, monophyly of Chro-
madorida + Plectida + Secernentea was also shown
by Blaxter et al. (1998) on the basis of 18S rRNA
gene sequences, but our analyses demonstrate that
Monbhysterida should be decidedly included into this
complex.

Similar views were developed earlier on the basis
of analysis of morphological characters alone (Mag-
genti, 1963, 1970) or morphological and embryo-
logical (Drozdovsky, 1975, 1981) characters. The
main difficulty in the reconstruction of phylogeny of
the Nematoda consists in the lack of reliable criteria.
As a result, pragmatic considerations such as creating
some order amongst nematode characteristics were
preferred to their phylogenetic significance. The
study of molecular characters makes it possible to
derive reliable criteria, for example in the helix 49
region of 18S rRNA. The nucleotide substitutions
accumulated in this region are clear synapomorphies
which serve to divide the nematodes into two sharply
outlined groups and to trace the branching order in
one of them.

Molecular evidence suggest that neither the tra-
ditional dichotomic patterns of the Nematode system
(Chitwood & Chitwood, 1950; Maggenti, 1981), nor
the trichotomic ones (Andrassy, 1976; Inglis, 1983;
Malakhov, 1994) reflect their true evolutionary his-
tory. The settled separation of the Nematoda into
Adenophorea and Secementea is based upon a divi-
sion which is untenable in terms of phylogenetic
systematics: one class includes, for the large part,
aquatic free-living generalized forms, while the other
includes mainly terrestrial and highly specialized
parasitic ones. The deduction from this analysis and
other work (Malakhov, 1994) is that these groups
contain both primitive generalized and specialized
forms. After having separated at an early stage, these
two groups have evolved according to general prin-
ciples common for all nematodes. Hence the
Chromadorida and Enoplida have certain morpho-
logical and ecological traits in common being the
representatives of generalized lineages in their sepa-
rate groups.

On the basis of analysis of molecular characters
it is proposed the commonly accepted pattern of
dichotomy in nematode evolution should be aban-
doned. The class Adenophorea in its traditional sense
is paraphyletic. It is proposed that the two branches
of the nematodes are Enoplia (in a broad sense) and
all other nematodes; this second branch includes the
Chromadorida, Desmodorida, and the complex of
the Monhysterida + Plectida + Secernentea. Syna-
pomorphies in the helix 49 region of 18S rRNA give
unambiguous resolution of the branching order in the



second lineage of the Nematoda. As the Chromado-
rida lie basal to the other members of this second
clade, we propose that it should be named Chroma-
doria, as was proposed earlier first by Gadea (1973)
on the basis of Maggenti’s arguments (1963) and then
by Drozdovsky (1975, 1981) on the basis of peculi-
arities of morphology and embryogenesis. According
to Drozdovsky (1981), Chromadoria have two diag-
nostic characters. First, in Chromadoria the ducts of
subventral pharyngeal glands open into the esopha-
geal lumen at the same level, while the duct of dorsal
pharyngeal gland opens always ahead of the former.
In Enoplia the ducts of pharyngeal glands open into
the esophageal lumen at the different levels inde-
pendently of one another. Furthermore, in Chroma-
doria the endoderm precursors are held in the pos-
terior blastomere of two-cell stage, while in Enoplia
they are present at this stage in the anterior blasto-
mere. Both these traits are also characteristic of the
Monhysterida (Malakhov, 1981; Coomans et al.,
1996). In the present work, such a proposition is
based on the phylogenetic analysis of all the mole-
cular characters provided by the 18S rRNA sequence
and well defined synapomorphies provided by the
hairpin 49 region.

Relationships within Enoplia remain unresolved
because neither phylogenetic reconstruction based
on a full-length sequences nor an analysis of some
elements of the secondary structure resolve the bran-
ching order in this group. By these criteria within
Enoplia there are two clades: Enoplida (sensu stricto)
and Trichocephalida that form with the Chromado-
ria a trichotomy. Though many adenophorean orders
were not represented in this analysis, the similar
results were obtained by Blaxter ef al. (1998) on basis
of more representative 18S rRINA sequence set. In
their analysis, the Enoplida (sensu stricto) on the one
hand and Dorylaimida + Mononchyda + Mermit-
hida + Trichocephalida on the other hand form only
weakly supported clusters. Beyond that point the
morphological and embryological characters sugges-
ted by Drozdovsky to distingush Chromadoria from
Enoplia (sensu lato) are not fully uniform for Enop-
lida (sensu stricto) and Dorylaimida + Trichocepali-
da. In Enoplida (sensu stricto) all the pharyngeal
glands open into stoma or nearly stoma, while in
Dorylaimida and Mononchida pharyngeal gland out-
lets locate far from the stoma. Furthermore, in
Memnithida and Trichocephalida pharyngeal glands
form the stichosome in the cardial part of oesopha-
gus. In Enoplia excluding Enoplida (sensu stricto) the
endodermal precursor always derives from the ante-
rior blastomere, while for Enoplida (sensu stricto) in-
dividual variations of its localization were described
(Voronov & Panchin, 1995; 1998). Therefore, additional
data are necessary to verify the monophyly of Enoplia.

Molecular evolution of nematodes
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Anemmr B.B., Keaposa O.C., Mumornaa M.A., Baagsraenckags H.C., Ilerpos H.B. PoncrseHHble
OTHOIIIEHMA HEMAaToJ Ha OCHOBe aHalu3a [TociaeloBaTeabHocTelt 18S pubocomanbhoit PHK:
MOIEKYIApHBIE JoKa3aTelbcTBa MOHOOUIUMN Chromadoria ¥ Secemnentea.

Pesiome. 3ydeHBI pOACTBEHHBIE OTHOIHEHUSI HEMATOX ITyTeM cpaBHeHHs reHoB 18S pubGocomHoit
PHK. OwroreHeTdecKre AepeBbI IOJHEBIX MocrenoparensHocteil 18S pPHK u wimamucTiieckuit

aHaTM3 BTOPUYHON CTPYKTYDPHI

umwiskd 49 CBUAETENBCTBYIOT,

ITO HEKOTOPBIC OTPAALl U3

TpagULIMOHHOTrO Kiacca Adenophorea ciemyeT OTHOCHTBL BMecTe ¢ Secernentea K OJHOMY Kiaccy.
Otpsimst Chromadorida, Desmodorida u xomiuiekc Monhysterida+Plectida+Secementea obpasyior
MOHOMWIETIECKYIO IPYIY. DTOT TaKCOH MOXHO HasBath Chromadoria, Kak Mpemraraock paHee
Hposnosckum (1981), Tak kax Chromadorida HanGosree 6im3ku o6IeMy NpeaKy 3THX rpymni. BHyrpu
Chromadoria ycraHoBIeH caemylolmii Iopamok otTaeneHus kiraa: Chromadorida, Desmodorida

(uezaBucumMo ot Chromadorida);

Monhysterida; Plectida+Secementea.

Kinacc Adenophorea B

TPaMITMOHHOM CMBICHE TpeacTaBIsAeT cobGoil mapadwiIeTHYeCKyl0 [IpYIIy © JODKEeH OBITh

ITEPECMOTPEH.
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