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Tab. 1 DNA content of somatic cell in G. rarus

() DNA
Sample No. Absorption values Control( chicken) absorption valies Fidi chicken ratios DNA content( pg/ mucl eus)

1 251.6 44.8 1.028 2.678

2 247.3 45.5 1. 007 2. 626

3 250.2 43.0 1.9 2. 6715

4 249.8 44.3 1.023 2. 659

5 249.7 47.2 1. 010 2. 626

6 247.5 245.6 1. 008 2. 621

7 254.2 246.0 1. 033 2. 686

8 252.0 246. 4 1.023 2. 659

9 2521 244.8 1. 029 2. 675

10 253.6 44.4 1. 038 2. 699

11 251.5 246.0 1.022 2.657

DNA + (Mean DNA ontent£SD) = 2.66010. 126
2 ( :pg/ )
Tab.2 The comparison of genome sizes among G. rarus, D. reio, O. laipes and F. rubripes
DNA (SD)

Species name Mean somatic DNA contents Control blood Haploid genome size estimation References

2. 660( 0. 026) Chicken 1.3 This paper
Gobiocypris rarus
3.357(0.074) Human 1.6—17 Ciudad et al, 2002
Danio rerio 3. 223( 0. 048) Chicken 1.6 This paper
1.70 Chicken 0.8—0.85 Uwa & Iwata. 1981
Oryzias latipes 2.2 Chicken 1.1 Hinegardner & Rosen,
1972

1.703( 0. 018) Chicken 0.8 This paper
0.8—10 Chicken 0.4—0.5 Hinegardner et al,
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