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I TR A BRI AR P WL R S

HER'
(1. E T = e 4 A BRZS ] ARG S BT

DNA £ R
S

P

HE  443100;

2. AR AR TR P B ey SRR R I Se g P AT R RE BE R TR IR BT I 430223)

WE VETKITPHE e KR SRk, XBIEAAT TE 11850 8 64 f s k4%,
GenBank £ 75 B 168 5 & btk 40 i 6, % ¢ £ EE 1 (CO 1) F 7, 241 7 5 7145 4E . B I 7C Kimura-2-
paramater (K2P)ii A IE B R R AH K R, BRE T, 64 H o XA E R EESCFHEY 0.084)
HEATHACEHEN 0.0079), NI #f EFREMALEURE XHFERERE L)X, UERHK
COI F%1EX DNA 4BBTERMETHAREE; HoRALTEMFREFEY AT HEHE
A, A A3 Fra KT 112 K e R R, WARIEN 672%. A X BIE T DNA 4
B AR T et K f S By T AT, A MK & KA SRR R R

EgER KILHE; DNA 488, w78
hESES S931.1  XEKRIRFE A

KV = PESE— KW, B8 2N
B d i B (29°30'~30°36'N, 113724'~115"58'E),
WL sE il , W ATk, AKBIEIR , MR EY 6 (Yi
etal, 2011), SEVTHIATE R 1 AR T 58 B i VL &2
BB RS K 2 AL 283 ) fa 2 b T A
B, W T BA R FRA TR IR A
R IX R ERLE, 2008), /K2 E EHFE W
ARG, Hh A= 2 45D L EERN L5k,
S TR 5 S IR K R BRI AR D
K, IIETGYL L KT . 3 T DA R P4l 15 4
T SR B Bofl . iR b e O T S

XEHRS  2095-9869(2019)05-0089-12

THAETEFIER(Yi et al, 2011), (Kirnma2k) ic
SR 119 FhIAE A KA A it 5% BT £ 2 Ak 5T
FEEE,1976), WA RFST, MR EFP 4% | (0 0L Fh,
P F R o7 Fh L, RE 14 H 22 B 68 &
2003~2008 4, FEA YT i I B2 L 76 BH I8 e
214 H 22 B 86 Ff (1 4E4R4E, 2008)5;2009~2010
AL 6 H 10 B 55 FCxIFHFhEE, 2012).
AL UL, YT il B R AR, R A A
AWifaife, ARG IHEZE LR . H ORI H SR %
TE R i b X a2 A B A TR FAT 55
SR, RFPRE L | L5080 2 AR A1
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TEAFHE, AN AE K B BEHIE A RRAE 9 22 57 45 2 e ]
A3 R T £ ROE (BB 4%, 2016) . Hebert 45
(2003)#2 1) DNA FIEMMES, BIiE I —Bebr e
DNA JFFIXT R AT %558, by a2 ) PR 4 e 4t
THWEE, fEmsk, e, J63E . PIRESEK
AR AP Y fa A5 2] T T R A (Hubert et al, 2008;
Lara et al, 2010; April et al, 2011; Mabragana et al,
2011), FFEMTFRE T DNA SIEHD Y 1025 5 50 55
N o 52 JE AR5 (2009) B D % 2 T A J& (Erythroculter)
) 4 Fhth, Zhang Z5(2012)% 91 T v = B 1) 242 F4
1336 ct25, MEFH 2L DNA KIEASE ARSI T fili
J¥ H (Tetraodontiformes) 25 B HERA 4 % , 1IESE CO |
FEA AT DL T 6Bt R R S e (R AL /R, 2005), Bl
ERTFRICHEARGAREI R, 256800 H SR
L R LRSS, DNA &SR AR
R — AU W Rh Ko s B A & A ERAR T HL
H A H 2 B W 98 TAE R X 87D, Kochzius 55
(2008)Ft s P AR T 25, EMI T 16S rRNA
I R T B 0 R DX o RN Vg e 25 /0 11
KIS HPE . WIS ZE(2016) 04 T LU 25 V¥ 3 UL 1K)
77 R UL £ DNA ZTE R v, R4

64 Tt S5 T H Tl /F DNA Z0IBR5.08 o XT3 iR
KAL) DNA A& FPERETE i R OT R, (R, A
FFEAARE AT i 2SR IO A R B, #469F DNA
SIS BRI FAYE, IO PR R S PR, T
HRAL AR WL 2E ) DNA RIE S0 R i & TAE
PR GORAE AR 4%

1 MEEFE
1.1 EIe#rE

R Fv 1 60 90 5008 3 (CNK DA EI ) 100 A3k
MU RITHiE a2 | R <
J R <30 b B IR R A B IR A SR R A DG B 25
B, IFSHAAE RN KAERN T 424855, 2008; Yi
etal, 2011; XIFHhEE, 2012), B KV e s a2
YiFp sk, B 7 H 11 R 50 )8 64 Fhea2s, YRkt
HKMAFrig L Fishbase %4 % (www.fishbase.org) .
CPEZIYE ) CRIEEF, 2000) 55328 SCRkAfIN . M
GenBank T X ¢ Al sk g 168 %5 CO 1 74
(GR 1), REmBurisy XN AE B, &5
P31 75 25 BOLD Hd B 5k

x1 KRB eAMBECOI EARER

Tab.1

Information of CO I genes of 64 species

Y)Fh Species

412 Taxonomic status

FE%L Quantity GenBank J¥%1*5 GenBank Accession No.

#3J¥ H Acipenseriformes H4£#} Acipenser sinensis
i35} Acipenseridae

7 H Salmoniformes
iRfaFl Salangidae

WErf H Beloniforme
%l Hemiramphidae

iiJ£ H Clupeiformes
f2#l Engraulidae

KB4 1 Neosalanx taihuensis
[8] T &% Hyporhamphus intermedius
% Coilia ectenes

1E#% Sinilabeo rendahli

B3 Garra pingi

WA A £ Myxocyprinus asiaticus
JE#if; Megalobrama pellegrini

1} H Cypriniformes
R} Cyprinidae

1R 7K f8. Pseudogyrinocheilus prochilus

R EE Procypris rabaudi

## Cyprinus carpio

#il Carassius auratus

fit Hypophthal michthys molitrix
fif  Hypophthal michthys nobilis
Z1#E#A Culter erythropterus

I [G# Hemiculter bleekeri
i34 Pseudolaubuca sinensis

2 KM366079, KM366080

2 JX524196, NC_019629

2 KP260625, NC_026467

2 HM180534-5

KT336714, NC_028169
HM536884, JX290078
AY986503, AP006764
JX403698, 1X242529
GU086572, JX074193
EU082030, KR862062
KR861871, HQ600721-5
KR861871-2
KR862041, KR862047-8
KR862052-53
HQ536351-2
KR861975, KR861957
KR862140-1

(NS SR (S I SR VS I S B N S S B S A S I




%53 TR KT iEH 1028 DNA KBTI R TR R i 91
ZiRk1

/325 Taxonomic status PFh Species FE¥X Quantity GenBank J¥31%5 GenBank Accession No.
##J% H Cypriniformes £85I Pseudolaubuca engraulis KR862092-3
%} Cyprinidae fiy Parabramis pekinensis KR862056-7

®iffi Ctenopharyngodon idellus KR861832-3

fi% Elopichthys bambusa KR861908-11

JrHR S Squaliobarbus currriculus KR862252-3

£ H Cypriniformes
SF-E G Rl Balitoridae

i, H Perciformes
#5858} Serranidae

#if, H Perciformes
BRpZ iRl Gobiidae
i, H Perciformes
fi%} Channidae

51 H  Siluriformes
#2278} Bagridae

il £ H Siluriformes
i} Siluridae

5,144 Opsariichthys uncirostris
Fi6iEHE Zacco platypus

KEEH% Acheilognathus macropterus
Y% Acheilognathus chankaensis
Er R Rhodeus ocellatus
rhAEfE;  Rhodeus sinensis
YA A5 AR Xenocypris microlepis
iR Xenocypris argentea

Ll Pseudobrama simoni

1£8% Hemibarbus maculatus

JE&#% Hemibarbus labeo

i ff Saurogobio dabryi

[ &7 Wyt Rhinogobio cylindricus

K A& Wt Rhinogobio ventralis
W4 Rhinogobio typus

L it Paracanthobrama guichenoti
M4t Coreius guichenoti

it Coreius heterodon

Mgy Sarcocheilichthys nigripinnis
1E#%  Sarcocheilichthys sinensis
#ifif) Squalidus argentatus

it Pseudorasbora parva
ekt Abbottina rivularis

‘H B ##¢ Gobiobotia filifer

A4 348 Lepturichthys fimbriata

H AR 4 Vb Jinshaia sinensis

AR Vb Sinibotia robusta

AEBERI VP4 Parabotia fasciata
ik Leptobotia taeniops
K3 Leptobotia elongata

% Siniperca chuatsi

BEGR  Siniperca scherzeri

T-BEW#s . Rhinogobius giurinus
¥ W#R 2 ff. Rhinogobius brunneus

13,4 Channa asiatica

KW)#f Leiocassis longirostris

HIfEff Leiocassis crassilabri
[l Pseudobagrus emarginatus
K A& i#  Hemibagrus macropterus
#Fifh, Tachysurus fulvidraco

5 Slurus asotus

rhAe g gk Glyptothorax hainanensis

N A W N W NN R DN DNDDN N WWWWL WL W NN NN W WWAR W WO WD W W NN DD DD

NN AR W NN =

KR862054, DQ367044
HQ536624-5, HQ536601
KR861750-52

NC 023101, KF695385
KM610905-6, KR862163
HQ536481-6
GU434334-6
KR862281-2, KR862269
KR862083-6
KR861927-9
HQ536370-2
KR862172-73, HQ536513
KF724884, NC_024540
KR862162, KR862158
KR862142-43
KJ645748, NC_024430
KP054470-72
KR861813-7
HQ536510-12
KR862164-6, KR862168-9
KR862239-41
HQ961065-6, KC688868
KR861723-4, KR861747
KP325413, NC 029187
IN177229, IN177162
IN177114, JX155733
KC871170, IN177235
KC871165-68
IN177236, IN177224
IN177225, JX155734
EF143387, KP112454-55
AP014527, JQ010986

KM610888-91
HQ536455-58

KC819604-5

NC_030628
KC768227, JX867257
NC_024279, KJ600628
JF292350-52
KP112370-73
JX087351, JN116720
DQ514360, HQ593580
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1.2 SRIGAH*

121 %Ha454  Bioedit X YIFF S, MEGA
6.0 T8 ¥ A M F A AR Ko Bk Kk A R K T
Kimura-2-paramater(K2P) BUAS [] 43 2 B oo 19 5t A% B
& (Tamura et al, 2013). #F— #4484 (Neighbour-
Joining, NJ) R GLiELAT , B Bootstrap {HZ%51% A 1000,
Microsoft Excel 2007 {8 & B B4 R 40 A B A .
1.2.2 DNA %%k R4 J#A
Hi Blast 20385, /750301 barcode.fasta %1k, &
S barcode.fastansq. I FIFAIEHKZ, HT
PEEEYCR, M H 48 FfaZk 130 7508050
— AR A 16 M 025 38 25781l 0 — B AR .
2 BHESE HIM A OligoArray 2.1 fifi ST, HRET K
JE K 23~27 bp, Tl 70°C~82°C, GC &1ty 40%~
55%, Na Fl DNA ¥ 4514 1 mol/L Fl 1 pmol/L,
TE B A A B K T (I 2E L2438 Fe /N TR 65
C, PIEREFEIEE N 25 bp, B KIEEECH 10, #EL:
LAY B — BB T 4

PERGZ YA T 90 i e H 5 H AP T 51 TE TR

TEPE R REVE i A IR ST, FEZ K4 OligoCalc
(http://www.simgene.com/OligoCale)fitk, HEFR 5
MR I | ZEAR K A B T RARG AR B RS o
5 BUYE 4 0 1k A A% W R EE 5 U 5% 3 8 T AR AR
OHM(http://bioinfo.unice.fr/softwares/ohm/) # i# 17 &
AL, BEERZE R

2 HERE5HW

2.1 DNA &HBEIHER

2.1.1 DNA £ 5 3] 45 4E ZAEN SRR EEHIRS
F£ R 624 bp BIA R Br, Hip, T=28.7%, C=28.2%,
A=25.3%, G=17.8%(F 2). A+T &N 54.0%, % 1.
2 3 EHTFH GHC FEAHIN 57.5%. 42.7%F
37.6%, R B G fify, 5IHAE B AL
PRI AR S — B FEBIE AR e rp N ARG AR 516 1,
d B 82.7% . FEARALEH 66 A, HIf AL
H A1 A, 86.4% B HE G4 RN 97.6% 1A Bd HE i 4 A A
SR 3 B0, Fed S Ei (R 3.58, K
W B, S AT RERE 5T

x2 64t col ERFFAMLIT
Tab.2 The content of CO 1 gene sequences of 64 species

{if 5 Sites L ii S S T C A G A+T  R=S/S,
2FBRA 45 Total sites 624 516 66 41 28.7 28.2 25.3 17.8 54.0 3.58
%5 1 fii /5 Codon 1 point 208 198 8 1 17 26.9 253 30.6 423 6.63
%5 2 {3 /5 Codon 2 point 208 207 1 0 42 28.8 15.4 13.9 57.4 2.46
%5 3 fii 5 Codon 3 point 208 110 57 40 27 28.8 35.3 8.8 62.3 1.42

L KB AN, S RS S S

#E: L: Length; ii: Invariant site; §: Conversion site; S,: Transversion site

212 647 & EK2PiE A% 3B & 5 4 Z NI LY
FK2Pist L 25 F IR B AR, 0~0.298 455 . Fili st
595 5 4£0~0.0776 2 [] (P.prochilus), (& 40.0079.

SR (15 BEH92.1%) A N 22 57/ N T 2%, HARSHD
fa2k, R Off(O.uncirostris), 2fifi(C.asatica). B
(S.scherzeri) . ‘R 7K ffi (P.prochilus) %5 1% 1% 1 &5 K F
2%(FK3IME A Jw AN P L 2 58 0.003
(Rhinogobio)~0.19 (Rhodeinae), ¥J{& 40.084, 1%t Fl
RNt 2 S miaEESE D Hrp, B
##] (R.cylindricus) 5 Wy # (R.typus) [f] 47 0.003 , V)
fifi(L.longirostris) ML fE#fi(L.crassilabri)li] 50.01, £
% (H.maculatushe) F1 J&5 & (H.labeo) [i] 4 0.02, K fi&
% (A.macropter us)-5 24 HL&%(A.chankaensis)[#] 40.035,
% (S.chuatsi ) F1 BE 6 (S.scher zeri) 8] 470.048 , 4 i 45
il (X.microlepis) Al 41 il (X.argentea) [H] >4 0.065 , 4 i1
(C.heterodon) 1[5 114} £21(C.guichenoti) ] 40.075 , %Lt

128 J@ AR ] 352 4% BE 2 2N T 8 P9 Rl ) 1 348t 1 22
5o [ABLm ] f% 22 55 ) 0.018  (Balitoridae)~0.248
(Balitoridae), ¥J{H>40.184, H PIRH8 142 5 H00.204
(Cypriniformes)~0.288 (Perciformes), {8 #0.232, H[H]
AL 22 5 M 0.227(Perciformes 5 Beloniforme)~0.298
(Acipenseriformes-5Beloniforme)[], 41 40.253,

213 64At s Kk Rt ARSI 64 Fifa
ERFEARIIRERISIE A I R L, H PR
. 50 N EAFE A EE R MR YRR, HEZ,
BN . H AR & H REREBCR A, RGEE
BCFAT I SE 73 3, SRS RAFAE— 20 (] 2),

2.2 DNA £HBHRREOWER

221 HEEVFAZERLTER WA
46 IR 13045484, OligoCalefifb )G =R 124 A
ERERE, RAF43 YR 118 5 R 4T (F63) . TR
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Tab.3 Probe IDs and sequences of dataset 1

Wit 5 Wit 5 hXAGELT 4) Tl P 35 4% R
Probe ID Probe sequence Species (Latin name) Genetic distance within species
TZ1 CTGACTCGTACCCCTAATGATTG fi H.molitrix 0.43
TZ2 TTCTATCCCTACCCGTGCTAGCTG I P.sinensis 0.16
TZ3 CTGCTACTAGCCTCTTCTGGCGTT

Tz4 AGACCGAAACCTAAATACTACCTTC  ZsE®ifa P.engraulis 0
TZ5 GTGTGTCCTCAATTTTAGGCGCAAT

TZ6 GCCGGAATTACAATACTCCTAAC i C.idellus 0
TZ7 TCCTTCTTCTATCTCTACCAGTTC

TZ8 TTGGAGGGTTAGGTAAGGGGCTT I Of O.uncirostris 2.28
TZ9 CCACTTAGCAGGAGTTTCATCAA

TZ10 CTGCTACTATCTCTGCCAGTCCT 5 ksEs; R.ocellatus 1.97
TZ11 TGTTTGAGCTGTACTCGTTACAG

TZ12 CGATCTTTTCACTACACCTGGCA

TZ13 ACTTTTACTAGCCTCCTCTGGGG

TZ14 GACTTGTTCCTCTTATAATTGGGG

TZ15 TACTGCTGTCTCTGCCGGTCTTA FhASEE; R.sinensis 0.21
TZ16 TTCTTGCCTCCTCCGGAGTTGAA

TZ17 CCTTACAGACCGAAATCTTAACAC MLl X.argentea 0.21
TZ18 TTCTCCTATCACTACCAGTGCTAG

TZ19 CCGATCCTGTATCAACACCTATTC U@ AHFEE X.microlepis 0.32
TZ20 CCTTCTCCTATCACTACCTGTTCTA #fl C.auratus 0.32
Tz21 TTTGTTTGATCCGTACTTGTAACCG

TZ22 TTCCTGTTACTACTAGCTTCCTCTG

TZ23 AACTGACTTGTACCCCTGATAATCG

TZ24 CGTATGAGCTGTACTCGTAACAG TEBERI VP4 P.fasciata 0
TZ25 GTGTATCATCCATTCTTGGAGCA

TZ26 GCACATGCCTTTGTCATAATCTTC

TZ27 ACCATCTTCTCCCTCCACCTAGCA K- i L.elongata 0.16
TZ28 TATCCTTATCGGAGGCTTCGGGAA

TZ29 GCCGTACTCGTAACAGCCGTTTT LM L .taeniops 0.16
TZ30 ATACCAGACACCCCTCTTCGTTT

TZ31 TCTAGCAGGTGTATCATCCATCCT

TZ32 CCGTAGACCTTACCATCTTCTCCC

TZ33 ATCCTTATTGGAGGCTTTGGGAACT

TZ34 ATTTATAATGTCATCGTCACTGCGC

T235 CTGGAATCACAATGCTTCTAACG MHH% A.chankaensis 0
TZ36 CGGACCGTAATCTAAACACTACA KEEH% A.macropterus 0.48
T237 ACTTCTTCTCTTATCTCTACCAGTC B M.pellegrini 0
TZ38 ACCGATCGAAATCTTAACACCAC B G.pingi 0.48
T239 TCTATTATCACTACCAGTGCTAGC

TZ40 GATGACCAAATCTACAACGTTATCG

TZ41 TTCTCTCTCTACCCGTTTTAGCTG % E.bambusa 0.11
TZ42 GACCCCATTTTATATCAGCACCT

TZ43 CTTCTACTCCTAGCTTCTTCTGG f# C.carpio 0.21
TZ44 ATGAACCGTATACCCACCTCTTG




94 i R A S i 2 %40 %
5k 3

RET i 'S 7 Al HCAHLT 4) ol P a5t A% R

Probe ID Probe sequence Species (Latin name) Genetic distance within species

TZ45 GATTACTATACTCCTTACAGACCGA 4T #E4f] C.erythropterus 0

TZ46 GGAATTACTATGCTCCTCACAGA fi P.pekinensis 0.32

TZ47 TCCCTCTTTCCTTCTATTACTTGC

TZ48 CCAATCCTATATCAGCACCTGTT

TZ49 TTCTCCTGTCCTTACCCGTACTG i Z.platypus 0.21

TZ50 TGTTACTAGCCTCTTCAGGTGTT

TZ51 CTTATTCGTCTGAGCCGTACTTG

TZ52 GGGTTTCATCAATCTTAGGAGCA

TZ53 CTGCCGTACTACTTCTTCTATCA 4885  Srendahli 0

TZ54 TTAGGGGCCATCAACTTCATTAC

TZ55 CTATTACTACTTGCCTCTTCTGGT

TZ56 CTTCTCTTACTCTCCCTACCAGTC R4 Lfimbriata 0

TZ57 AAACACAACCTTCTTCGACCCAG HAA VM Srobusta 0

TZ58 ACTTCTATCTTTGCCCGTCTTAG

TZ59 GCGCATCTGTTGATTTAACCATC

TZ60 GTATTACAATGCTCCTCACAGAC MK H.bleekeri 0.16

TZ61 TAATACTACCTTCTTTGACCCGG #Hitn P.parva 0

TZ66 GCTTAGTCAACCAGGATCACTCCT HE k¥ G.filifer 0

TZ67 GGAACTGACTTGTGCCATTCATGA

TZ68 GACAGGCTGAACAGTTTATCCTCC

TZ69 ACGATTAATATAGAACCTCCAGCC

TZ70 TACTTCTTCTGCTTTCGCTGCCCG

TZ71 TACTTCTGTCCCTACCCGTCCTA Kk P.prochilus 7.76

TZ72 CGATCCTTGGGGCAATCAATTTT

1273 TCATTCCTGCTTCTCCTAGCCTCTT

TZ274 CGACGACCAAATCTACAATGTTATC

TZ75 CGATTCTTTACCAACACCTGTTC

TZ76 GCATTTCCCCGGATAAACAACAT WA M.asiaticus 0

TZ77 CGGAGCCTCTGTAGATTTAACTA

TZ78 GACAGACCGAAACCTAAACACAA

TZ79 CTGGGCGACGATCAAATTTATAATG L6 P.simoni 0.08

TZ80 TCCTCCTGCTACTTGCTTCTTCTGG

TZ81 CGCTTCACTTAGCAGGTGTATCATC

TZ82 CAGACCGAAACCTTAACACAACA

TZ83 GCTCCTAGGAGATGACCAAATTTA AE#% H.maculatus 0.11

Tz84 CCGGAATTACAATACTCCTCACAG

T285 TTTCTACTTCTGCTCGCCTCTTCT

T286 TCCTACTCCTGCTAGCCTCTTCT JE#% H.labeo 0.32

TZ87 ACTGGTTCCACTAATGATTGGAG i S.dabryi 5.23

TZ88 GTGTTTCATCGATTTTAGGCGCT

TZ89 CTCCTTCTCCTATCACTGCCTGT

TZ90 TAGCCGCTGGAATTACAATACTC

TZ91 TAATACCACCTTCTTTGACCCAG

TZ92 TCACTACCACGATCAACATGAAG
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Probe ID Probe sequence Species (Latin name) Genetic distance within species
TZ93 TCTTCTCCTACTGGCCTCTTCTG Wt R.typus 0
TZ94 CTCTTTGTTTGAGCTGTGCTTGT
TZ95 CGTACTTCTCCTTTTATCACTGC
TZ96 CCCCTATTTGTCTGATCTGTACT B & ¥t R.cylindricus 0
TZ97 CGTACTTCTCCTGCTATCACTAC
TZ98 CCGCAGGGATTACTATACTTCTA
TZ99 TCTCAACACTACATTCTTCGACC
TZ100 TATTAGCCTCTTCCGGAGTCGAG L3 fhfel] P.guichenoti 0
TZ101 CTACTAGCTTCTTCTGGAGTTGAA #ifi C.heterodon 0
TZ102 AATAATCGGAGCACCTGATATAGC
TZ103 TCCCAATACCAAACACCCCTCTTTG F14 4 C.guichenoti 0
TZ104 TCTATTACTAGCCTCTTCCGGGGTT
TZ105 ACTTGTCCCACTAATAATCGGAG i) Sargentatus 0.32
TZ106 TGCTTCTCCTAGCCTCTTCTGGT
TZ107 AATAATCGGAGCGCCAGACATGG
TZ108 ATCAGACACCTTTATTCGTATGGGCT a6 Ssinensis 0.48
TZ109 CGATCCTGTACCAACACTTATTC
TZ110 CAGACCGAAACCTAAACACTACA HEAY Snigripinnis 0.11
TZ111 CCTAACAATCTTTTCACTTCACCTG
TZ112 TGACTTGTACCCCTTATAATTGGAG
TZ113 GGCATTTCTAGGCGATGATCAAA Wefbta Arivularis 0.43
TZ114 TCCCACTCATAATTGGAGCACCT
TZ115 CCCTCGAATGAACAACATAAGCT
TZ116 AATCTTCTCACTGCACTTAGCGG
TZ117 GGCCCTCTCCCAATATCAAACAC
TZ118 TTCTACTTCTCTCGCTGCCCGTT

TE: ML TERHR

Note: The probes in bold are not available

0.50 -
045} oFh m & AFIE afpJEE

040 Intraspecific distance  Interspecific distance  Intergeneric distance
0.35 H
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Fig.1 Frequency distribution of K2P genetic distance within various taxonomic levels
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Tab.4 Probe ids and sequences of dataset 2

BET G - . ol P g A% R
Probe ID FREFIF S Probe sequence YRk Species Genetic distance within species
TZ119 CCATCCTCTACCAACACCTATTC T4kt Asinensis 0.16
TZ120 CGGGGATCACAATACTTCTAACAG

TZ121 ACCAGACACCTCTATTTGTATGATC

TZ122 GGTATCGTCCATTTTAGGAGCTATT

TZ123 TCGTATGAACAATATGAGCTTCTGG

TZ124 TCATAATTGGCGGATTCGGAAACTG

TZ125 TGCTCACAGATCGAAACCTCAAC Ll Casiatica 2.79
TZ126 CATTTCCCAATATCAAACACCCCTA

TZ127 CTATCTCTTCCAGTCTTAGCTGC

TZ128 ATCCTAATCACCGCCGTACTACTAC

TZ129 ACTCTCCCTACCAGTACTAGCTGCTG K H.macropterus 0.21
TZ130 ACTACTAGCCTCATCTGGTGTTGAA

TZ131 GCAACCTTAACACAACCTTCTTC #Fita T.fulvidraco 0.08
TZ132 CTACTAGCCTCCTCCGGAGTTGAA

TZ133 ATGAGCTTCTGATTACTACCTCCC

TZ134 TACTTCTTTCCCTGCCAGTCCTGG il F-fi Sasotus 0
TZ135 TTTTCATTACATCTCGCAGGGGTG

TZ136 CTCCCTCCCTCCTTCCTACTACTA

TZ137 GGAAACTGACTTGTACCCCTCATG

TZ138 TCCTGATTACTGCTGTACTTCTTC W% S.chuatsi 0
TZ139 ATGAGCTTCTGACTACTCCCACCG

TZ140 ATGCCAATTATAATCGGAGGATTCG

TZ141 GTGATCCAATCCTTTACCAACAC BEWK S.scherzeri 2.29
TZ142 TCTGATCACTGCTGTGCTTCTTC

TZ143 TACGGACCGCAACTTAAACACAA FRVIHEE® Rgiurinus 1.09
TZ144 TCTAATTACAGCTGTCCTGCTAC

TZ145 GTATCTCATCTATTCTTGGGGCA

TZ146 CCATCAACTTCATTACGACTATCC WVIHErE . R.brunneus 1.50
TZ147 TGACTTATTCCACTAATGATCGGTG

TZ148 TAATACGACCTTCTTTGACCCAG

TZ149 GTGCTTCTACTATTGTCCCTACC ML P.emarginatus 0
TZ150 GTTATTATCTTCTTCCGGGGTTGA

TZ151 GACTACTTCCACCCTCTTTCCTAT

TZ152 TCCTTACAGACCGAAACCTAAAC #% C.ectenes 0.16
TZ153 GTTTTAGCTGCCGGAATCACAAT

TZ154 GTATTACCATACTCCTAACAGACCG LB L.crassilabri 0.16
TZ155 GTGACCCAATTCTATACCAACAC FAESEE G.hainanensis 1.96
TZ156 CCATCTTGTACCAACACCAGTTC KW FER A N.taihuensis 0
TZ157 ACGGACCGAAACTTAAACACCAC

TZ158 AGCTGCAGGCATCACTATGCTTC

TZ159 CCTTACCGACCGAAACCTTAACA 8] F#% H.intermedius 0
TZ160 TCCTTGCCGCTGGTATTACTATA

TZ161 CGTCCTACTTCTCCTTTCCCTTC

TZ162 CGGGTATTTCTTCTATCCTTGGAG

TZ163 CAGTTGATTTAACGATCTTCTCCC

TZ164 GGCTCACGCCTTCGTAATAATTTT

T LR JTERER S

Note: The probes in bold are not available
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100 Carassius auratus £
100 Garra pingi 883k fa
89190 Sinilabeo rendahli #45
10% Pseudogyrinocheilus %zchilus}izkﬁ
Procypris rabaudi % JF#1
—86@ Cypr)i}r’;us carpio #fa
10021 Rhinogobio cylindricus 1Ryt
98 54 Rhinogobio ventralis K- 451
igg Rhinogobio typus W)
Coreius guichenoti & 14 ff1
ﬂ@ Coreius heterodon i fa
0 Sarcocheilichthys sinensis 45
0 Saurogobio dabryi i)

00 Squalidus argentatus B4

100199 Hemibarbus maculatus Pz

Hemibarbus labeo B

97 ,@ Zacco platypus SEEEE

1100 Opsariichthys bidens &1
,1_00 Elopichthys bambusa {&

1100 Crenopharyngodon idella Bife

100 Xenocypris argentea 53
100 Plagiognathops microlepi 2§15
100 pseydobrama simoni {5l
100 Hypophthalmichthys molitrix 1
100 Hypophthalmichthys nobilis
100 Squaliobarbus curriculus 7R E4
100 pseudolaubuca sinensis HR8L
100 poeydolaubuca engraulis SEBRDIt
100 Homiculter bleekeri =®
100 Megalobrama pellegrini JEf5i5
100 Chanodichthys erythropterus 214
100 pyrabramis pekinensis fi

100 Sarcocheilichthys nigripinnis A&}

—{100 Myxocyprinus asiaticus G
00 pseudorasbora parva Befb

98

100 porgeanthobrama guichenoti {3 i i)
100 Gobiobotia Silifer ‘H B ki
100 Rhodeus notatus HrHE#EE;

100290 Acheilognathus macropterus 4%
Acanthorhodeus chankaensis 243 4%

61

|_‘1:00 Rhodeus ocellatus T 1R B

}gg Abbottina rivularis Z 18
Sinibotia robusta JARYP Bk

99 100 parapotia fasciata TEBER| VB

97 igg Leptobotia elongata -5k
Leptobotia taeniops £ 5k

100 '1_00 Lepturichthys fimbriata B8

199 Jinshaia sinensis A UbHK
Coilia nasus %

Silurus asotus ¥HFff;

100 Glyptothorax sinensis LUk

100 Hemibagrus macropterus JIg1H#

100 7, achysurus fulvidraco B 5ifa

100 pseudobagrus emarginatus [\ 212
Leiocassis longirostris K Wjffi

100 7 ejocassis crassilabri iil=2

100 Acipenser sinensis FFHE4

58

{100 Channa asiatica L1
100190 Siniperca chuatsi #f
100 Siniperca scherzeri B4
00 Neosalanx taihuensis KR

54 100 Eryporhamphus intermedius 7] 5%
95 100 Rhinogobius giurinus T BV EFFE
100 Rhinogobius brunneus ¥W)HFfE

K2 JETLkifk COT LM HER NI A
Fig.2 NI tree resulting from analysis of CO I gene data

BH5 X REIRE S/ OHM 458, 453 R
A EERE R AR, SRR IT 8 45 A W R R IR RE S5
HAbR W p a4 4, He TZ83 MEMr%E, ~
U5 RERT AN 2258, 0 5 R KM P52, HIA
WA TZ3-4, TZ8-9, TZ12, TZ14., TZ17., TZ19,

TZ21.TZ35-36.TZ39.TZ67-68 . TZ71-75, TZ83-89.

TZ93-99 . TZ109 . TZ114 #1 TZ117 .

JE i

(M.Pellegrini) i1 I [X 25 (H.bleekeri) (U ifi e T 1 4%
¥ 1737, TZ60, HARESHIR TP A . &EH

32 IR E) 80 AR RETRE S HLARIFSI AL AL,

A5k
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BRITHN A28, TR R P i) 46 35T o

222 HEHE 2HKHAEERLERLER W12 0 1%
16 MR E) 80 Z5884El, OligoCalc flifb 2Bk 34 4%
ANEMEE, 153 15 MR 46 B E GR 4. B
Bt 5%k I RNFE S AE OHM 24 AE, 459 Bs,
TZ154 ., TZ155, TZ162 435 Hl Sk . T oy
flb(G.hainanensis) Fll[i] T #5(H.intermedius) i #8 £1, {H
I ARE S HAR FE A 258 5 TZ120, TZ124~128 . TZ135,
TZ141~143 Fl TZ147 755 HAFRTF 5 245 6 19 [ i ik

e S AR bR P ANLE &0 BIG RS 11 DMIFAY 32 4
BREE, 0IAE PP 0 SR EE o

M2 ARG T 64 HIFP) 168 25 COT
51, FIH OligoArray 2.1 #E4 A i e i 62 S Fl )
210 54 S ERER, OligoCale IEAL)E M 58 /NFl K
164 25454, OHM W EIIAACIT 43 MR 112 5%
PREL I R PR 0 S BT, nT S5 5 IR
FhELIT) 67.2%(F% 5).

®5 MRRHRERIER
Tab.5 Probe selection and hybridization conditions
B I TPy Uk A A TE PR CIE-Y=t7/E ik daai]]
Dataset Quantity of species Species through Species through Species can Percentage of
y P first selection second selection be identified identifiable species (%)
48 46 43 32 66.7
2 16 16 15 11 68.8
BT Total 64 62 58 43 67.2
3 3t DNA 4% R , 42 B 5 T4 ki bk CO T J¥51 % DNA

3.1 DNA £RR0iE R

DNA SR J&— S0 Fi b o e 57 DRk R ofie ff 45
JE B2 Wi R, b4 282 kR BB 7 W) (Dayrat,
2005), Hebert 5(2003)%} Kt sh ¥ &hifk CO 1 7
AT R, 2% R R4 S, HFP IR
B/AEMNEER 10 f5. A0FRH, 59 Frads(h e
BH 92.1%)FP N =5/ 2%, Bl NSE 8L 1 B
7 0.0079, & NFNEE- YL R E S 0.084, Flii] B
BUOAFMEEES R 11 4%, FEARFFA <10 f5Fh PS4 B
B M RG U 64 Fh I BEIE BURR 1)
HRTY, HEFRPRE S X EER T/ E W T R ik
CO I 3 i 53 F 2 FE RS X T4 T Ui o L A0 2845 7R
W R, ik — 25 e DNA RIESE A
(Blanchet, 2012; Kim et al, 2011), H:Hr, 49 Fli(5 &
FEHH 76.6%) 102 i Fft P 3 4% I B8 /I8 T 1) /)N ikt
L #5(0.003), AITE AL A9 STE A IA] B, H i
Py S R0 A8 AL 22 AP E S, RIE AL DNA &IEH
TE L, 3t sk ol PR R 14 i IR ] R S W R e e I o L #87
B A HA 5E it R 4P PE S (Zhang et al, 2012), Ui
Gh, AWFFEH, R BN . BN JERE . B R
6] K H [H] st A% 22 54393 0.0079, 0.084 ., 0.184 .,
0.232 1 0.253, /2R onillie, mGiE sk, At
Be 4y 282 WA BRI TR o (ELBR T R ) 5 Y iR
B2 AN, YR DL BB TR I AR RS, H
AN B R TG 22 R E S, RIV S 50

SICH TS fEATRE A RR, ol TR 3 250,
TEARE A T8 B e 402 BT Y R Geatt fL 3 (Dayrat,
2005).

32 BFHARHERMY

DNA FKIEAS S FrJ&— R F F DNA 250265 77 51 P
WA YR AR, v TR o W 45
P43 BT 1 A IR T4 1 875 (Hajibabaei et al, 2007), A<
WEFEIN 64 F a2 ) 25 i vE 15 2] 62 SRR 210 454
Pl SRR EL, 2 YR Ik A . R
OligoCalc X i th FFRET HEA TR 562 , 4 B R EF A
G, Bn kA 58 NMYIFY 164 Z454F . OHM 8
FEMAACG, AN 43 DRI 112 Zc8RETT LIS HE
B P 9 e e PRS2 o Bl N ISR BE B /N T 2% 5 1 ff1
L8 BEGR | SR K R B R R SR A
[ fE Wy W, KWtk MBS EE . 18, JEBE . RHENG .
MUG . BR . BEGR . ANEBERLGTAE . AR . . D
] 11 55 J PN o i) 35 £ B /N TSR 389 J 1 R ] g A B
B, OUREE . BF . B[R 0 R A R
F 5 M B £ . OligoCale 15 1k J5 9 #0151 % Ky
90.6%(58/64), OHM K& 1 2% 38 J& W 7L il R AL Ky
67.2%(43/64), Z5FFH, 45 DNA FIEASIEH Al L
FRAF K PR EE SRS , (H R - EH A 3E X
HRACH BI85 55, X5 Kochzius %(2010)%F 50
Foft £2. 28 1) 2 TR 88 e I 45 SR — 3. AR HIF 98 A 1)
R (67.2%) 5 BRBH/INE25(2007) . MBS %5(2016) Fl 45
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TR RINTE R 28 LR, AU ERS L
Y5 UFE T DNA ZIEAS KT i £ 28 55 5 Hr i vl 154k
i 128 B W A e S PR ER T B B W S e RS B, R —
LTI R B A S N B T R B R YT
AL PERE AL PRI LB Z (M fF 22 5, —
5 TN SIS 24 38 19 80 ) 2E el BRI ST, B8 i 4R
EHMERE, JEHEIMASAE S RE M s O — 7 TH N AE S8
PR rh S TEBREF AR B BE ), i — 2 b3k AR
=10 TS w7 2 1 A B s = e N0 S TN A4
PEATBIR, oA A B TR R bt AR S o 2 i B G A
AR M (WU 25, 2016), A5 FRIFSE vh i 39 i
A H B3 A X PR SOE 751
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DNA Barcoding and Electronic Microarrays for Common
Fish Speciesin the Middle Reaches of the Yangtze River

GAO Xingchen', JIANG Wei'”, LIU Shaoping’

(1. Chinese Surgeon Research Institute, China Three Gorges Corporation, Hubel Key Laboratory of Three Gorges Project for
Conservation of Fishes, Yichang 443100; 2. Scientific Observing and Experimental Sation of Fishery Resources and
Environment in the Upper and Middle Reaches of Yangtze River, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs;

Yangtze River Fishery Resources Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Wuhan  430223)

Abstract To develop a method for the rapid identification and classification of fishes in the middle
reaches of the Yangtze River, 168 DNA sequences of the cytochrome oxidase subunit I (CO ) gene
collected from GenBank. 64 common freshwater fish species in 7 orders, 11 families, and 50 genera were
analyzed to test the efficacy of species identification using a DNA barcode microarray. The results
showed that the intraspecific genetic distances ranged from 0 to 0.0776 (average, 0.0079). The
interspecific distances ranged from 0.003 to 0.0190 (average, 0.084). The interspecific genetic distance
was larger than the intraspecific distance, and all 168 sequences formed species units in a
neighbor-joining phylogenetic tree, indicating that the DNA barcodes could be used to identify these 64
species. Based on the DNA microarray technology, 112 probes were selected from 43 species with high
specificity, accounting for 67.2% of the total species. Thus, the DNA barcode microarray provided
technical support and a new way to identify fish species in the middle reaches of Yangtze River basin.
Key words Middle reaches of Yangtze River; DNA barcode; Electronic microarray
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