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FEE KRG 5T B 4 EeE(Hemibarbus labeo) 414, % i BB J 0 AT A 4 3k B &
(PHA). kAN ZE, BamEES A&, 2 EE 6 EEA MR L (Ag-NORs), R B, BEH
R R E 50, BAARK K 2n=18m+12sm+12st+8t, H e KA (NF)H 80, K &I F
Ak, Ag-NORs BIAEE 538 11 X FJF L e @mey a8 Kom, sTA & XL e kit s
AMEREZY, BEEEAMTAR & RN FEHZA . RARPRA T T EER0 40 ot % 2 83, Ao
RETA/RE & K X GIARET RIERH, 4RO RIRERY . AR RETHEER

THE A
KA

hESES Q3432  ICHEERIRAE A

JEiF(Hemibar bus | abeo) & fifi - ff1 24 (Osteichthyes) |
fifj& H (Cypriniformes) . V. H (Cyprinoidei) . fH#F}
(Cyprinidae) . £V #}(Gobioninae) . #&/& (Hemibarbus)
(fhHERSCEE, 1982; RAAFT, 1995), J iz eIk E /i
A TKFR, AT F R, BN TIE HA
R iz 2 M IX B L R (Nelson et al, 1976) . JE#H
VIRHETCEMES Yy . oF . BB RE R EE, Z WA
s, LR e, R e
KAERY . BEEARIESE . Zeark . En vk .
PR SST A B . AT B SR SO0, R — A R BRI AL = 1Y
HNBLIR K f 2, HA AR G 0 R B T S (2 A4,
2015), HAT, X TER#EMITR FEELETTERBAT

JE#E; Je ik, BA; Ry MR
TEHE  2095-9869(2020)02-0095-08

(BB AR, 1997). PUARME(T S, 2013; RIESE,
2012)., BAEE RIS, 2009; 274, 2011) LA K%
N T FRFH (2424 2015; Gan et al, 2006)%5 )5 1 .

Yl (0 42 20 A% P R AR B A% 5 B T )
i, Ry AR RIS R e . R RS
G338 ZACH PP LA S IREE TG YL A WD 2 B SRR Y
(34 &4 2019; Sharma et al, 1983), HT, 5/E#EY
AT O BRI T AN L 25 55 (1989) %o 3 [ 2B M VT i 3k
JEER AR AR MIRIE, MR 1984)R ) AHH
RISERIZ RIS . (A2 RREAFE(1984)JF AR YLtk |-
PIRA-H B X A AT SE o e 5 RATE 6500 J7
AR5 KB 2 B T B ST R B | ASHIF ST LAV R T
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VLB A TS BF 5T X 42, G e (0 44 A2 250 AR e
(Ag-NORS)M /> i AT/ AT, B 7 #b 70 s i 14 200 A st
P2 Bt B ST BT R/ R 1 2 Y 3 2 5 Ak 3R
HEECE OB, ON B ER IR TR IR AR . ek R A
T ARSI SEA

1 HRE7®
1.1 EIe#fal

S AT 2017 4F 11 HE AW A R IETLE %
WE, M5, 2003 ME, B RER, (RKTEHEN
14~16 cm, & Jy 30~40 g, THIRTESCIGHT, HHT
TP KRR Y FR P L =

1.2 FEH*E

1.2.1  FEEARAFAG B & PO RBRAS 1 ] 2 S
A5 [ A7 5 ff1 (Epinephelus bleekeri) i) 4 0, 1A 5 7% ]
BITEERASE, 2012), RO 10 pl/g MRk
L, PR 10 pg/g VA R R e T A A a5 R
(PHA); 3.5h )5, #&M 1 pg/g AR I8 i v S ROk A1l
K, 15min 5, S7ELG, BCELEHSHEER, &
500 r/min Z.OUWCEEAIE, A 0.075 mol/L KC1 i ,
37°CAKURE 30 min, &0 5 IAHT B #1407 FG
EWR, ZIREE 20 min, ZJ5EE EE 2 K, HIRE
SO UL , A T £ 37 T o) ) S o G 1 9 Ak 4
JEL, PR T AR B R VR AE B L, IR AT KA
3, ALET, FH.

1.2.2 =R HH e KPR A 2 Giemsa YL YL (o,
i, BT R I T M IS . BEHL
100 /~3F F AS TR 4 B4 43 190 B 4 . T 2538 A A w30 0
S4H0, 1E AR FHEORE R, Wi G E s
BRI YOS H o EH 6 NEH SEEE  TEATEMW .
B KBS . 22 . 2 A ARGE BT
()53 2440 BAARAR , SBOATE R AT K EN &, &
HE Tan 55(2004) 9 77 15 1530 0 % 6o (AR X< B8 R 1L
B, JF4% Levan % (1964)48 i MPRHESES T 202 . Xt
MHEGIAZARL, 15 R eRm Y R Al A K,

1.2.3 Ag-NORs 23 %% Howell Z£(1980)1Y 7
P, B URACEE TR IR RS, PRk, b
2 AL, BT 60°CAKRE AR K & L)
B EEDE bR AR S LR R SR I, Bk A b
fn 20 pl BARESE S, B 40 pl S0%fH FRAER A,
& EEmB A, AR PESERARSE O NI
FAZEEK e bk, RSB, TG B
ZERFA A

2.1 BRI EFE

2.1.1 BE#E A REEIRKR Xt 5 Rt
LK B AR R AR AR Y AR bR A, B 100 STE
AT . 38R A 0 T A AR A T SR AL, 4
LR 1, 83%A 143 244H th A5 AR YL e iR %0k 50
2, LT LUHE , B AR (A8 B o 2n=50,

*1 BHRIRPHARECHRHEFZHTER
Tab.1 The results of the metaphase chromosome
number of H. labeo

Y4 K% Number of chromosomes (2n)

mwiH

A
Mems 47 47 43 49 50 51 52 53 >53 01
Total

T A E
Number of 1 2 3 3 8 4 2 1 1 100

metaphases

Fr i B A L

2 3 3 8 4 2 1 1 100

Percentage (%)

212 B E KRR =3 PR GREN EROR N
B gE it 25 R R 2, HYL R dy 25 %R IR 4
ORI, XK ERK N 5.69, KJEHR 2.92, i
e oA IR S e R LUAE R 1,95, BRI, B
I A e (AR B 25 SR K. AR Levan 45 (1964)44
HEIRRIESETT 4328, ATk 4 41, m BRIk Ep
HkL, r=1.0~1.7)4 9 X, sm RGO KOV HERE
2k, r=1.7~3.0)F 6 X}, st ZAIYL ARV I E 2
ki, r=3.0~7.008 6 XF, t FSRIYL (iR CindlE 2Lk,
r=7.0~0)f 4 X, HPEEZEAALXR 2n=18m+
12sm+12st+8t, B E(NF)=80,

MR 2 Bds, XY MBS MK E ST T,
A PERARNKEZRIEARE, K E R R
ANHED Bl TR i Y R A (] 1)

2.2 [E4BAY Ag-NORs 7!

X 50 AR SRHLGL LT TE I . e (AR H e R Y
T 2O AT MBS T, R 85% Y Hh I 3 2
FHBERS T T UL B 4 AN ER UL i, HAR Y 8] 2
A REME R T 4 DRGALA a0 RAE R R G ¢
A — 2 B Bon, MREEE A E RN 2
Fra 0, SRR ER YA A T35 5 XSRS 11 X [F] R
Qe R R b, ELAH IR G 6 5K B A G 07 Ri
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Tab.2 The relative length and arm ratio of chromosome of H. labeo (Mean+SD)
PRy (ERORNES 34 KA Pty 5 LEPORN; 3 B RH
Chromosome serial ~ Relative length ~ Arm ratio Type | Chromosome serial Relative length ~ Arm ratio Type
1 5.40+0.04 1.20+0.06 m 14 3.66+0.06 2.08+0.10 sm
2 4.56+0.04 1.22+0.05 m 15 3.47+0.05 2.31+£0.07 sm
3 4.13+0.07 1.28+0.07 m 16 3.21+0.02 2.35+0.09 st
4 4.05+0.05 1.16+0.04 m 17 5.69+0.06 4.03£0.11 st
5 3.94+0.05 1.34+0.11 m 18 4.70+0.07 4.21+0.06 st
6 3.88+0.06 1.3940.08 m 19 4.05+0.03 3.22+0.05 st
7 3.51+0.06 1.16£0.06 m 20 3.87+0.02 3.92+0.09 st
8 3.38+0.07 1.32+0.09 m 22 3.42+0.07 3.38+0.09 st
9 3.01+0.05 1.48+0.07 m 21 3.75+0.12 0 t
10 5.21+0.03 2.47+0.04 sm 23 4.56+0.04 0 t
11 4.05+0.05 2.14+0.08 sm 24 3.73+£0.02 o0 t
12 3.96+0.04 2.26+0.07 sm 25 2.924+0.06 o t
13 3.82+0.02 2.27+0.12 sm
tag e m X% XJ X& B@ KN XN KX RX RN
IS e 7Y 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
LI § *h - A
" ? 3 44 sm KK X8 RS AA R A
»e \ ¢ 0 11 12 13 14 15

¢ wy <

=y> S~ Ay s §§ 0A &8 N Ad BB
gl | -."‘ 16 17 18 19 20 21
JUPRILE R . 0b AR AR 0o
a 2 23 24 25
a b
B R o 2N B e A A A
Fig.l The mataphase chromosome (a) and karyotype (b) of H. labeo
(Y Ry A
v 3 g
y_# ..l.\ [ o ] =
pa “ 2 B (1984) I T 5 45 (1989) X1 1 7 XA 28 g
o 4 oo *w VL IR T T Y LRI SE , F 555 (1989) (UL A4 5]
s L x5 4 20=50 B9 " AEARYL AR H S50, 2 HESE(1984) I
= w7’ BT ISERY AR 2n=16m+16sm+14st+4t, AT
Ty, 430 116 i B TSR R O S
>y 4 (1989 [F] , {EAZ RUBIFFE 45 8 (2n=18m+12sm+125t+8t)
o : SERE9S) LR AFAE—E 2250 £ m BB fK

K2 JEsEhil o2 Ag-NORs
Fig.2 Mataphase chromosome of H. labeo with Ag-NORs

S Sk RS Sk B R 2350 DA 5 5 6 A
511 XY @R R Ag-NORs
Solid arrows and hollow arrows indicated the Ag-NORs on
chromosome No.5 and No.11, respectively

FZ2T X, sm BIYEARAT 2 X, st YA D
T IR AL e B EIR L T 2 XF . BFSEE RAFAE 2 5
(14 D DRI RT 8 A7 = (1) A [vi) by FER A A7 FE Y S Rk 2 25
Fo XAEBPUAHOE PR WL, = T RIETL(Z R
45, 1984) AL (H EASE, 1984 KRR st 45,
1989) ) #: 4¢ f.(Abbottina  rivularis)ye (4,14 4% %1 75 1y 34
BEIA FA7AfE 25, # f {0 (Pseudorasbora parva)&
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2 R ERAES

W AATE A [F] R e (0 (R Z B IR (RS, 1984,
Ren et al, 2014; Cui et al, 1991; ZEWIR%SE, 1983), H4h,
F 45k # fi (Pseudosciaena crocea) i i il 1) B4 45 ik
BRSO Y R Y S Y 2 A4 b TR A ) e A A
RIfFTE R 25, RE N AR RV AE KIS | K i 2R
B, AT AE R KB A0 AN [R) B AR ) e (o (AR AT A
EEFWEERHNZ —(FEEESE, 2006); (2)LK
AN ) T SO (AR B 0 A AN [R) 3 T i 2%
(EF%, 1989; Arai, 2011; W HEANS, 1984; Pk
85,2019), fESCEHEAES, PHA S5HROKANZE /7] &
RN E) R S 048, PHA AR A )0 K sl 40
Gy A B0 43 B0, FROK AL 28 A RS B) 4 4 8 v
B, e AR T, S EUITH R bR A b e
PRAS R R B I 4 4 (B 255, 2017), YT RB AR 20 #r
GERAEE— BN 225 . BRI e A7 A B IR L
AR Z A, BT B[] — 5250 2 A F AR ) (0 52 98 7 vk
FHRAE ST E— 25 5T

HAT, = Xy AR a2 i e R AT T
WEMIE(EE 3), MR 3 T, A makyee
R B 225, 15 2n (640 50, Y%L
BNy 80~98, M, )@k R AL ok
HECEYh 82.0, BRIETE RN 88.6, HilEIL RN 94,
RIBEE G RN 94.1, ZEEIFF(2008)IN 0y, X Fh L Ak
B B AN AR T G AR RO i 2 R G R R 22 R
FBI RT3 AERERE 1Y s, Qe I B B
RIBE A R 2 S R A B (R U5, 1986; E375%, 1989;
SFEEE, 2017), DAITTER R I 2R 028 S R 2 TR 8
FIFIR ISR . AR, DL ST e o A R i A
) (4 it 7 B £ 2 AR OC R A3 A5 2R 5 R 43 F bR il
oA T A5 2 (0 0 Bl £ 2 ) R G R B R RS AR
e BB, R R T R R BRI
Wi, #FE IS RO T R LB MBYEER, IR T
B, HROERR SR, AR5 RS R, WEES R
NF RGOk E W T, R o FR A 25 B
(B &A%, 2005), BLAb, FEBRIE P97 Wik L T S
WA —B Y AR IE L ARME . R8RS 80 T RE A
B S , Y AR RN 5 (80) 5 K W B RN (L o7
TFREREWATE, G OBl A5 2 (451
k1 86 FiI 88). KUt , JEAE A B ALt S h B I iR A
Yt A A AR 2SR AE T AR 2 il B 1028 9 S 4
KERUESAE, BI 2n=30m(sm)+20st(t), NF=80, ifij {7,
RIS R 5 0 T R G L B W45 R 0 A B
E, Wik — PR EL T AL G B s A% 2 7 IR e A it Ak
F5 7 T ) S A (L

K= 21 21X (Nucleolus organizer regions, NORs)

ERAHLIE A RE gL R X, &4 245 L
iR RNA R, 7EAitfbid bl E 2o 2N
YEMUTEABHESE, 1996; #7355, 2014), Y5 YL AR
% NORs XIRARRIR 8 AT 06, vl s th B 7%
SEIGTERY NORs, Ag-NORs BI%H | 4346 AR A HRE
0] DAAE A WF 5% 40 P ] 23 2% 0% 28 Fn 4 e AR 0 Ak 1 —
EFREHHE, 1983; Sola et al, 2000; {EE#4E, 1993,
1996). #\FEH A e LT R Ag-NORs [m] 3k /b 1) 77
KR, JARRLEA 4 4, FREELEAE 24>, hidtA
A AP % B £ (Martinez-Rodriguez et al, 1989;
Medrano et al, 1988; Yang et al, 2006; Perazzo et al,
2011; Natarajan et al, 1974), AR LB, BT
NORs 45 4 4>, R TESE 5 XHSE 11 X 4uta
o ATOL, 3T NORs B YL R ik Ak 24 78 26 1 i
i R BT B} 0 28 Y IR R 2

i L rik, JE6% A 85 )R 300 UG A% AR IR
(2n=50, NF=80), HAR YL 55 4 4>, 4340 7E 2 Xtgefafk I
UL SRANTE T TR ) AN B AL 2 5 , A 4Ky
7B/ 20 2 S R T RORE, ol
JEER AR TR IR O . 2R A TAEBSE T HISEA
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Abstract

In this study, the karyotype and Ag-NORs of wild Hemibarbus labeo from Nandujiang

River of Hainan were analyzed using the methods of intraperitoneal injection of phytohemagglutinin
(PHA) and colchicine, and direct preparation of head kidney cells. Results showed that H. labeo had a

diploid chromosome number of 50, the karyotype formula was 2n = 18m + 12sm + 12st + 8t, the number

of chromosome arms (NF) was 80, no heterotypic chromosome was observed, and Ag-NORs were located

on the ends of the short arms of pair No.5 and pair No.11. Comprehensive analyses of the chromosomal

evolution in subfamily Gobioninae indicated that H. |abeo had the primitive karyotype of Gobioninae fish.

Our study will not only supplement the cytogenetic data of H. labeo and provide information on the

taxonomy and evolution of the subfamily Gobioninae, genus Hemibarbus, but will also lay the theoretical

foundation for germplasm protection and germplasm improvement of H. labeo.
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