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s b MEGA2 0 NJ
CBP: 5-AACGGCTGCAA AATATGGTGAA GGA-3 PAUP4. 01 MP :
CBL: 5- GCCGTTGAGCCGCAGGAA-3 , ( Mertensiella luschani)
PCR PIC—200 Peltier Thermal cycler (M ] Research, ( Ranodon stbiricus ) s
Inc. USA) SOHL :95C (Bootstrap)
10min, 94°C Imin, 56°C Imim, 72°C Imn,
2
35 ;72°C 10min DNA
s PCR 1% 21 b
» —20C 5 13 , ot b
14 PCR PCR 1140bp; i
) ( ) , 11 (
(Takara) DNA (TaKaRa Agarose Gel 13 a4 7
DNA Purification Kit Ver. 2. 0) Cyt b ,
L cor 4300 G JA+T 60.2%, C+ G
, MEGA2. 0 . T A6 :
AT s A CC G G T
/ Kimura ( 2 parame- ( /
ter) ; DNASTAR 13/2), , (Bias)
1 (%)
Tab.1 Frequencies of base composition in different hapotypes of Chinese giant salamander
T C A G 1 G1 A1 G-1 2 G2 A2 G2 T3 G3 A3 G3
GX1 2.2 249 279 150 257 255 2.8 2.0 4.8 242 203 14 7 301 2.1 36.7 82
GX2 2.4 A8 27.8 150 260 252 2.8 2.0 41.3 23.9 200 147 298 253 3.7 82
GX3 2.4 A8 27.9 149 260 252 2.8 2.0 4.6 237 203 145 206 2.4 368 82
GX4 2.4 A8 28.0 148 260 252 268 220 41.3 23.9 205 142 298 253 3.7 82
SC 2.0 249 282 149 260 252 265 2.3 41.3 23.9 203 145 288 25.6 3.7 19
HUN1 2.4 A8 27.8 1550 260 252 265 2.3 41.3 23.9 203 145 298 2.3 3.7 82
HUN2/SX2 3.4 4.8 27.9 149 260 252 268 20 41.3 23.9 203 145 298 2.3 3.7 82
SX1 2.5 4.7 27.9 149 260 252 268 20 41.3 23.9 203 145 301 25. 1 3.7 82
SX3 32.3 4.9 27.8 15.0 257 255 2.8 2.0 41.3 23.9 200 147 298 2.3 36.7 82
HEN 1 2.0 249 281 1550 260 252 265 2.3 41.3 23.9 200 147 288 2.6 3.7 19
HEN2Z HEN3 31.8 25.1 28.2 14.8 257 255 26. 5 2.3 41.3 23.9 203 145 285 25.9 3RO 77
b , 123 GX1 GX2 GX3 GX4 4 , HEN1
HEN2 HEN3 3 ,HUN1 HUN2 2 ,C ,SX1 SX2 SX3
3 ( Frequencies are given by codon position for cytochrome b. Nol 2 3 denote the 1 2"%and 3 codon positions. GX1 GX2 GX3 GX4 denote

four Chinese giant salamander samples from Guangxi Province, HEN1 HEN2 HEN 3 denote three Chinese giant salamander ssmples from Henan Province, HUN1

HUN2 denote two Chinese giant salamander samples from Hunan Province, SC derotes a Chinese giant salanander sample from Sichuan Province, SX1 SX2 SX3

denote three Chinese giant salamander samples from Shanxi Province )
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Tab. 2 Kimura 2 paraneter digance (below diagomal) and percent difference (above diagonal) for different

hapotypes on cytochrome b micleotide sequences of Chinese giant salamander

GX1 GX2 GX3 SC GX4  HUN2/SX2 HENI HEN2/HEN3 HUNI SX1 SX3

GX1 0 006 0. 004 0.024 0. 006 0 004 0?5 0. 025 0.004 0. 004 0. 005
GX2 0.0062 0. 004 0.022 0.005 0003 0023 0. 023 0.004 0. 004 0.004
GX3 0.0044 0. 0035 0.021 0. 004 0 001 0 22 0. 22 0.002 0.002 0.003
SC 0.0242 0.024 0015 0.023 0021 0001 0. 010 0.021 0.021 0.022
GX4 0.0062 0.0053 0 0035 0. 1233 0003 0 024 0. 024 0.004 0. 004 0.004
HUN2/SX2 0.0035 0.0026 0 0009 0. 0206 0.0026 0 21 0. 021 0.001 0. 001 0.002
HEN 1 0. 0251 0.0233 0 224 0. 0009 0.0242 0.0215 0. 011 0.022 0.02 0.023
HENZ HEN3  0.0251 0.0233 0 0224 0. 0098 0.0242 0.0215 0 0106 0.022 0.02 0.023
HUNI1 0. 0044 0. 0035 00018 0. 0215 0.0035 0. 0009 0024 0 0224 0.020 0.003
SX1 0.0044 0.0035 00018 0. 0215 0.0035 0. 0009 0 024 0 0224 0. 0018 0.003

SX3 0.0053 0.0044 0 0026 0. 224 0. 0044 0.0018 00233 0 0233 0. 0026 0.0026

1 Cyt b
Fig.1 Molecular phylogenetic trees based on cytochrome b sequences data with Bootsrap Test ( 1000 replications)
(BCL) , Ranodon. , Merten. ('The values of Bootstrap confidence level ( BCL)

of the nodes are indicated above the branch. Ranodon. is Ranodon sibiriaus, and Merten. is Mertensidla luschani. )
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