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DNA DNA
DNA (ddH,0) ,0.8%
1.1 D NA , 4
1.2 GerBank
2002 )
O 19 ( n*
2002 , 30 ( , Taq ANTPs
102 ); 2000 :
.30 ( 183 ); 2005 PCR MW GB OTECH AG  Primus
;30 ( ; JY-
:05 ) , Z7
16
1 19
Tab.1 19 pairsof M icrosatellite primers gpplied © Oreochranis aureus
M
Locus . (&%) Mg+ cg:)ncentration )
Primer sequence A llele numbers Annealing tamperature ()

(mmol/L)

Sk GCATAA GGTGACTGGCTGGT
UNH879 3 1.2 62
R: ACAAAGGGGTCCTGCAATTT

S CTAATGGTTTCGGGGGTGT
UNH909 3 1.0 62
R: CCAAACACATTTTGCTTTTICC

Sk TCCTTGTTCAGACCTTGTGG
UNH868 7 1.2 54
R:AGCCAGGCCTGAAAGGAATA

Sk TTGGCCACATC GTTG
UNH940 5 1.2 60
R: CACTCACACGTAAACTGTTGCAT

Sk TCCCCCGTAATAAATTAAACCA
UNH848 4 1.0 50
R: CCCTGTGAATAACAATGTATTICCT

Sk GCGTCTTGATGCAGGATACA
UNH985 2 1.0 54
R: TCCCGACGAGCAACTGTTAT

SF. CTCCGTGACACCAAGCTTTC
UNH957 8 1.2 63
R:ATGCCATCCACTACAAGCTG

SF: GCCTATTAGTCAAAGCGT
UNH231 3 1.2 55
R:ATTTCTGCAAAAGTTTTCC

Sk GCAGTTATTTGTGGTCACTA
UNH104 5 1.0 58
R: GGTATATGTCTAACTGAAATCC

SF: CGGGA A GCAGGTCAG
Gvi354 4 1.2 62
R: CACGTTCAGGGTTACTGTGTT

Sk GCAGCTGGA TCAGTCTCTG
avi27i 4 1.2 60
R: TGGGAAGTCGTTCATACAAAG

SF: AAAAGCA TCCCTGCTTCTCA
UNH890 4 1.3 58
R: TGGCTGTTGCAAGACACATT

SF: CACCTTCAAA GCA GCTGGTAA
UNH973 3 1.2 62
R: AGTCCTCGGGGA TAAAGTCA

Sk TCAATTGG ACAGGAACACA
UNH998 4 1.2 62
R: GCTGAGGTCAGCTTACATGICT
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M +
(5'3") g
Locus . Md " concentration )
Primer sequence A llele numbers Annealing tamperature ()
(mmol/L)

Sk CAGCTTGTGGAAA GAAATACCA

UNH914 2 1.0 58
R: CCACGCACTTGTGGAAAATA
SF ACTGTTTACCCACTGCGACA

UNH860 5 1.2 53
R:AGATGTGTCTGA GCCATCCA
Sk TGGAGCAGCTTCTTCTACATCA

UNH846 4 1.2 52
R: CACATCATGGAA GCCGTGTA
Sk CAGGACCGACTCTGCAAGAT

UNH907 6 1.0 52
R: GAGCTC GTTGTTCAAAATC
Sk CCAGCCCTCTGCATAAAGAC

UNH995 6 1.2 52
R: GCAGCACAACCACAGTCCTA

1.3 PCR 200 L PCR : 1.5.3 (

10 x buffer 22.0d L, 0.2 mmol/L dNTPs, 1.0U Ta
, 1.0—1. 3 mmol/L MClL, 50 ng DNA ,

0. 2 mmol/L PCR

194 3 min, 94 30s 50—63
30s, 72 455, 25 , 72
7 min , )
Mg "
1.4

5 1 , SML 8%

, 0.5 x TBE,

200V, 2h t

Alphamager™ (UV525-220K) ,

1.5
1.5.1
(Ne) : Ne=
1/ P,2 , N
izl
1 I:>i I
1.5.2 ( Polymomphisn Infomation

Content, PIC) [8] , . PIC

-t iilpiz ) ri;ilzpfpjz iR
i j

, N

)Ho Ho
( ) HE® He :1-i P,

SPSS 12.0 t
(Paired-Samplest Test), Ho He

1.5.4 HardyW enberg
(D) D =(Ho- He) /He
M icroChecker,
(Null allele) 1

1.5.5
Nei(1978)

POPGEN E3. 2

(Unweighted Pair Group M ethod with A rithme-

ticM ean, UPGVIA) ™ 4
2
2.1 PCR
19 4 28
’ 82 ’
4.3 UNHO914 UNH985 2

: UNH879 UNH909 UNH231 UNH973 3
: UNH848 GV1354 GvI271 UNH890
UNH998 UNH846 4 : UNH940
UNH104 UNH860 5 :UNH907 UNH995
6 ,UNH868 7 :
UNH957 8 ( 1) 1
UNH848 (05 )
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bp
400
300
200
100
UNH848 (05
Fig 1 Demonstration of O. aureus (05) microsatellite locus anplified by primer UNH848
2.2 05 PIC 0. 3882,
19 4 31.58%, 52.63%,
15. 79%; PIC 0.3117,
(PIC) ( , PIC 26.32%, 42.11%,
05 UNH868 0. 6296; PIC 31.58%; 83 PIC  0.2523,
83 UNH909 UNHS890 15.79%, 36. 84%,
UNH879 UNH909 UNH104 UNH890 , 02 47.37%; 02 PIC  0.1513,
UNH879 UNH909 UNH848 5. 26%, 21.05%,
) 0, ; 4 73. 68%
19 0. 2759,
19
Tab. 2 Allele frequencies and PIC of 19 microsatellite loci for 4 populations of O. aureus
IR EZvE 73] L0k 1) ¢ 3 E5HRBAR
Locus Alleles Frequency of alleles
83 % am 02 % 05 % 83 % am 02 % 05 %
UNH879 A 0. 8500 1. 0000 1. 0000 0. 7833 0. 2095 0 0 0.3317
B 0. 1500 0. 1500
C 0. 0667
UNH909 A 0.6190 1. 0000 0. 8333 0 0. 3604 0 0.2620
B 1. 0000 0. 1333
C 0. 3810 0. 0333
UNH868 A 0. 1667 0. 1667 0. 0500 0.2743 0. 2392 0.2392 0. 6296
B 0. 7667 0. 8333 0. 8333 0. 4500
C 0.2333 0. 3333
D 0. 0500
E 0.0167
F 0. 0500
G 0. 0500
UNH940 A 0. 4833 0. 2857 0. 3000 0. 4333 0.3747 0. 4692 0.3318 0. 5790
B 0.5167 0. 0467 0. 7000 0. 4000
C 0. 6667 0. 0667
D 0. 0833
E 0.0167
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gx
fir & HFOrxH L I0E Ti5p E ZEHRBAR
Locus Alleles Frequency of alleles PIC
83 % am 02 % 05 & 83 % R 02 % 05 ¥

UNH848 A 0. 0333 0. 1682 0. 0454 0 0.3053
B 0. 0667
C 0. 9000 0. 9762 1. 000 0. 8167
D 0. 1000 0. 0238 0. 0833

UNH985 A 0. 9833 0. 5000 1. 000 0.9333 0. 0332 0. 3750 0 0.1168
B 0. 0167 0. 5000 0. 4667

UNH957 A 0.0167 0. 0462 0. 0333 0. 5058 0. 5284 0.0167 0. 6290
B 0. 2667 0. 6429 0.9833 0. 4667
C 0. 0333 0.0167
D 0. 0500 0. 0952 0.0167
E 0. 6333 0. 1905 0. 3833
F 0. 0333
G 0. 0167
H 0. 0500

UNH231 A 0. 1667 0. 1000 0. 2833 0. 2446 0.5714 0. 1638 0. 3236
B 0. 8333 0. 4286 0. 9000 0.7167
C 0.5714

UNH104 A 0. 6667 0. 6167 0. 3498 0 0 0.5013
B 0.3333 1. 000 1. 000 0. 2500
c 0. 0167
D 0. 0833
E 0. 0333

GM354 A 0. 0667 0. 5238 0. 6333 0. 1000 0. 1202 0. 5570 0. 3566 0. 3290
B 0.9333 0. 2857 0.3667 0. 8000
C 0. 1905 0. 0500
D 0.05

GM271 A 0. 0667 0. 1667 0. 1667 0. 5000 0.6152 0. 6593 0. 2044
B 0.3167 0.2143 0.4167 0. 8667
C 0.6167 0.0714 0. 0667 0. 1333
D 0. 5476 0. 3500

UNH890 A 1. 0000 1. 0000 0. 8333 0 0 0 0. 2820
B 0. 0833
C 0. 0833
D 1. 0000

UNH973 A 0. 1833 0.5714 0. 0833 0.2891 0. 3700 0.374 0.3314
B 0. 8000 0. 4286 0.5333 0.7833
C 0. 0167 0.1333

UNH998 A 0. 0667 0.3750 0. 3250 0.0323 0. 5249
B 0. 43833 0.7143 0. 0667
c 0.5167 0. 2857 0.9833 0. 5500
D 0.0167 0. 3167

UNH914 A 0.0167 0. 1905 0.1167 0.0332 0.2610 0 0.2044
B 0. 9833 0. 8095 1. 0000 0. 8833

UNH860 A 0. 0500 0. 2500 0. 0932 0. 1238 0 0.3588
B 0. 9500 0. 9286 1. 0000 0.7167
C 0.0714
D 0.0167
E 0. 0167

UNH846 A 0. 6667 0. 1954 0. 1667 0.4333 0.3364 0.2610 0. 2392 0. 4656
B 0. 3333 0. 8095 0.8333 0. 5000
c 0. 0333
D

0. 0333
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BR
fir & E2ve 35 LAV JiSp R EZIC-Np
Locus Alleles Frequency of alleles PIC

83 % R 02 % 05 % 83 R EAL 02 & 05 &

UNH907 A 0. 1500 0.2143 0. 0833 0. 3841 0. 2800 0. 2688 0. 4430
B 0. 0833 0. 8000 0.0333
C 0. 7667 0. 7857 0. 2000 0.7333
D 0.0167
E 0. 0500
F 0. 0833

UNH995 A 0.6167 0. 4524 0. 1000 0. 6333 0.5024 0.5410 0. 1935 0. 5540
B 0. 0333 0. 0467 0.0333
C 0. 3500 0. 5000 0. 8833 0. 1833
D 0.0167 0.0333
E 0.0333
F 0. 0833

3 Average 0.2523 0.3117 0.1513 0. 3882

3 , (0.154) ; 05 (0.428)

4 05 (0.353) 83 (0.294) 02 (0.181) 4
(4.0) (2.3) 83 (2.263) 02 (1.7); He Ho ,
05 (1.9) (1.7) 05 (p<0.05), 02
83 (1.509) 02 (1.3); (p>0.05)
(0.391) 05 (0.263) 83 (0.204) 02
£33 VIRIBAIESHENREHY
Tab.3 Genetic characteristics of 19 microsatellite loci in each population

JBE i1 83 % a R 02 % 05 %

Locus A(Ne) Ho He A(Ne) Ho He A(Ne) Ho He A(Ne) Ho He
UNH879 2(1.3) 0.233 0.259 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 3(1.6) 0.233 0. 365
UNH909 1(1.0) 0. 000 0.000 2(1.9) 0. 476 0. 483 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 3(1.4) 0. 067 0.292
UNH868 2(1.6) 0.133 0.264 2(1.4) 0.333 0.285  2(1.4)  0.200 0.283  7(3.1) 0. 267 0. 688
UNH940 2(2.0)  0.367 0.508  3(1.9)  0.620 0.483  2(1.7)  0.400 0.427  5(2.8) 0.433 0.651
UNH848 2(1.2) 0. 200 0.183  2(1.0)  0.048 0.048 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 4(1.5) 0.233 0.326
UNH985 2(1.0) 0.033 0.033  2(2.0) 0.524 0.512 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 2(1.1)  0.067 0.127
UNH957 5(2.1) 0. 600 0.533 5(2.2) 0. 620 0. 552 2(1.0) 0.033 0.033 7(2.7) 0. 700 0. 641
UNH231 2(1.4) 0. 000 0.283  2(2.0)  0.667 0.502  2(1.2)  0.000 0.183  2(1.7)  0.033 0.413
UNH104 2(1.8) 0.333 0. 452 1(1.0) 0. 000 0. 000 1(1.0) 0. 000 0. 000 5(2.2) 0.333 0.558
GM354  2(1.1) 0.133 0.127  3(2.5) 0.714 0.623  2(1.9)  0.600 0.472  4(1.5) 0.233 0. 351
GM271 3(2.1) 0. 100 0. 524 4(2.6) 0. 620 0. 637 4(3.0) 0.633 0. 683 2(1.3) 0.200 0.235
UNH890 1(1.0) 0. 000 0.000 1(1.0)  0.000 0. 000 1(1.0)  0.000 0.000 3(1.4) 0. 100 0.297
UNH973 3(1.5) 0. 267 0.332 2(2.0) 0.571 0. 502 2(2.0) 0.333 0. 506 3(1.6) 0. 267 0. 368
UNH998 2(2.0) 0.233 0. 508 2(1.7) 0. 381 0.418 2(1.0) 0.033 0.033 4(2.4) 0. 300 0. 598
UNH914 2(1.0) 0.033 0. 033 2(1.4) 0.381 0.316 1(1.0) 0. 000 0. 000 2(1.3) 0.033 0.210
UNH860 2(1.1) 0. 100 0. 097 2(1.2) 0.048 0. 136 1(1.0) 0. 000 0. 000 4(1.7) 0.467 0.431
UNH846 2(1.8) 0.333 0.452  2(1.4) 0.381 0.316  2(1.4)  0.200 0.282  4(2.3)  0.467 0.570
UNH907 3(1.6) 0. 400 0.389  2(1.5)  0.429 0.345  2(1.5)  0.267 0.325 6(1.8)  0.267 0. 452
UNH995 3(2.0) 0. 367 0.505 3(2.2) 0.619 0.556  3(1.3) 0.233 0.213  6(2.2)  0.300 0. 564

-1 2.263 0. 204 0. 294 2.3 0.391 0.353 1.7 0.154 0. 181 4.0 0.263 0. 428
Average  (1.590) (1.7) (1.3) (1.9)

TAl iNe ; Ho ; He

Note A: number of alleles Ne effective alleles Ho: observed heterozygosity; He expected heterozygosity
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Hardy\W enberg , 100% ,83
Hardy4W einberg ( 4, 1 UNH231,
UNH909 UNH914 83 , UNH848 , 02 3
,UNH957 UNH998 02 , UNH868 UNH231 Gvi271, 05 7
, UNH909 UNH868 UNH231 UNH890
4 UNH998 UNH914 UNH995
M icroChecker ,
4 (D)
Tab.4 D assesed on the four populationsof O. aureus
D
Locus
83 02 05
UNH879 - 0.1004 / / - 0.3616
UNH909 0. 0000 - 0.0145 / - 0. 7706
UNH868 - 0. 4962 0.1684 - 0.2933 - 0.6119
UNH940 - 0.2776 0. 2836 - 0.0632 - 0.3349
UNH848 0. 0929 0. 0000 / - 0.2853
UNH985 / 0.0234 / - 0.4724
UNH957 0. 1257 0. 1232 0. 0000 0. 092
UNH231 - 1. 0000 0. 3287 - 1. 0000 - 0.9201
UNH104 - 0.2633 / / - 0.4032
G354 0.0472 0. 1461 0.2712 - 0.3362
av271 - 0.8092 - 0. 0267 - 0.0732 - 0.1489
UNH890 / / / - 0. 6633
UNH973 - 0.1958 0. 1375 - 0.3419 - 0.2745
UNH998 - 0.5413 - 0. 0885 0. 0000 - 0.4983
UNH914 0. 0000 0. 2057 / - 0.8429
UNH860 0. 0309 - 0.6471 / 0.0835
UNH846 - 0.2633 0. 2057 - 0.2908 - 0.1807
UNH907 0.0283 0. 2435 - 0.1785 - 0. 4093
UNH995 - 0.2733 0.1133 0. 0939 - 0. 4681
o He
Note” /”"meansHe=0
: ( 5)
FOPGEN E3. 2 Nei(1978) ., UPGVA 4
; : 83 05 4 , 83 05
., 0.9422, 02 ,
;83 . 0.6977, ( 2
5
Tab.5 Genetic distance and smilarity of four populations of O. aureus
02 83 05
02 / 0. 7687 0. 8009 0.8078
0. 2631 / 0.6977 0.7120
83 0. 2220 0. 3599 / 0.9422
05 0.2134 0. 3396 0. 0596 /

Note Figures under and above the diagonal line are genetic distance and smilarity, repectively
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Fig 2 UPGVA dendrogran showing the relationships among four
populations of O. aureus ' 4 '
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4 PIC  0.584, 4 2000
(28] 1983
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THE GENETIC STRUCTUREOF FOUR POPULATIONSOF
OREOCHROM ISAUREUS BY M ICROSATELL ITEDNA ANALY SIS

ZHANG Tind" ?, LU Mai-Xin', YE Xing', QUAN Ying-Chun', GAO Feng-Ying , HUANG Zhang-Han' and BA | Jun-Jie
(1. Pearl River Fisheries Research Institute Chinese Acadeny of Fishery Science Guangzhou 510380, Ching
2. Fishery College of Guangdong Ocean U niversity, Zhanjiang 524025, China)

Abstract: Genetic diversity and phylogenetic relationships anong four breed varieties of Oreochranis aureus (83) , O. au-
reus (02), O. aureus (05) and red O. aureuswere studied using microsatellite analysis technology. 19 pairs of microsatel-
lite DNA primers of Oreochramis niloticu registered in GerBank which were slected and proved o anplify successully on
Oreochramis aureus by pre-experiment were used

The PCR reaction condition egecially concentration of Mdf * and annealing tamperature were adjusted for each pair of
primers Amplified PCR productswere electrophoresed in PAGE and stained according to the silver stain procedures and
then imagined by A Iphaimager. A total of 82 alleleswere obtained from the four populations The number of alleles for each
locus ranged fran 2-8, and the average alleleswas 4. 3 each locus A verage observed heterozygosity and average expected
heterozygosity were calculated by FOPGENE3 2 ftvare The reqults showed that the observed value of average heterozy-
gosity of the four O. aureus populations ranged fraom O 154 to 0. 391 The expected value of average heterozygosity ranged
fram 0. 181 to O 428, and the average polymomhisn information contents ranged fran 0. 1513 to 0. 3882, regectively.
The lowest genetic diversity level was found in the O. aureus (02). The highest genetic similarity index (0. 9422) and the
lowest genetic distance (0. 0596) were found betwveen O. aureus (05) and O. aureus (83) , which indicated a closer phy-
logenetic relationship betveen these wo populations On the other hand, the lowest genetic similarity index (0. 6977) and
the highest genetic distance (0. 3599) existed betveen O. aureus (83) and red O. aureus, which suggested a farthest phy-
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logenetic relationship betveen these wo populations The evaluation reaults of the genetic deviation index D revealed that
there were loci departed from Hardy-W einberg equilibrium in all the four O. aureus populations Resultsof null allele anal-
ysis by M icroChecker showed that therewere loci showing evidences for null alleles in the populations except red O. aureus
population, including one locus for O. aureus (83), wo for O. aureus (02) and seven for O. aureus (05). Such results
uggested that locuswith evidence for null alleles in the populations except red O. aureusmight be one of the reans cau-
sing deviation of HardyAWV einberg equilibrium. Phylogenetic relationship of the four populations was analyzed by using
UPGVA methods based on their genetic distances and the results showed that O. aureus (83) and O. aureus (05) popular
tionswere clustered in the first group, theO. aureus (02) in the second group, while the red O. aureuswas in a sgparate

group.
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