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So 3k B @ AN A ARS8 79 8o YEFHAT. Naviculas HETF =

7HE 2 FolW, 1 Y2 Nitzschia ©1th (Mann, 1986). olE 49 TE2 U2 A

H A AANA -stE Aoz deA At (Fernandes et al, 1999; Cibic et al., 2012).
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29} ] 13
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Gene

BLAST match
success (%)
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18S 244 (71.6%)

101 (41.4%)

0.990

rbcl 341 341 (100%)

128 (37.5%)
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o 0.1 - 1st 2nd 3rd
codon | codon | codon
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3l primer setS AASATHE 2). FE5%F DNAS primer setg ©] &3] amplicon PCR
T332, PCR AH=3} Nextera XT Index pirmer kit set A, BE ©]83}9 index
PCRS F3st3ith 2 @719 PCR Z3=2 AMPure XP beadE ©]-&3to] A8t
NA A& NanoDrop ND-1000& o]-&ste] a3t 919 A4S &3 NGS &4
S 9%k golB Y E FvstH @A 18S E rbhele] Ag-edlE sholHed] F=v7F &
g5 Aol copel A -F-ol+= amplicon PCR o3 AA|7} 55 Aejo|tt.

=)

r

B 2. NGS EA4& 23t 72t SXAMH primer set

Gene Primer set Sequence Read Length
DIV4for GCGGTAATTCCAGCTCCAATAG

1 4 7

85 v DIV4rev3 CTCTGACAATGGAATACGAATA 337 bp
DrbclL265F TAYCGYGTAGATCCAGTTCCA

rbcl 431 bp
DrbcL695R GCACGRTTRATASCTTCCAT
cobF124 GCTTGGAGTTTTGGDTCTTYDGC

cob 327 bp
cobR451 CATGCWAATGGYGCYTCHATGTT

Reference Hlo|EjHjo]~ 18S9 7%= SILVA (SSU 138)ol A, rbel¥} cobe
GenBank ® 7B W2 5o & AFolA gr3 AVINEES FHeto] AAe gRe)
ATHEE 3). Al 7FA EAEA EF outgroupl. 2+ Ochrophytadl <3}+= Bolidomonas
&0 255 o] &3t 2 AlA A9 taxonomy A EE AlageBased 5% 7|FE uwg}
ZgstR o, J7IMEde WEHLS ARB packageE &3t vh. ey A THoR
A& NGS 4 % Mothur packageE &8t dlolg &4, o|gsts adye] A &

X% ol w4 AL AARA Gy

M

ke
T

B 3. NGS BAS reference database A& 318
Obtained from other DB
- 18S: SILVA SSU 138 (release 2019.12.16) Obtained
Genes | - rbcl & cob. Genbank from this Used
Total Unidentified Out Mismatch with | Match with study for DB
or Uncutured | groups | MiSeq region | MiSeq region
18s 2,874 41 16 2 2,815 244 3,059
rbcl 5,044 89 10 1,417 3,528 341 3,869
cob 226 2 2 201 21 282 303
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