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AICAEE R 20 NBENLS 1Y, XA A EERM A, B A Mwy, e amm, A A e
R EH T T DNA REYLY #5387 (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA, Bf RAPD). #
EMEBATHEIIHANEHORASLME. HRERRVEHTFRANYF P, B4 WE 5+
EmEAEARERNEEXR.

XKEia  RAPD, RAME, K%, 88

¥4 Y80 (Gobiocypris rarus Fu et Ye) B—FNE 88512, M 4E R B AE LR
RSk EHAEES BE ABMKITRERTEAE, R—HFBREIISMNIRETR
Y. EENEME R, HaRE g SN, ERINBESS LR, MTEHNKE
EE-ENHELUE. 56ET /B 85} 4 38 Notropis 1 Pimephales 7EJE & L B4R A
., EERESHERERD S VTR MMTR B, b TRESETFEERE MW
ABMNEMR L BIBRAWER, BA2 FEVEN T ERNERAMNEHTHRAFE
EHEX.

RAPD £ AR BIBEALY 38 89 £ 54 DNA £, 2 2 7.7 PCR B ARZE A b 89 —Fh i Wi 3
HH DNA L SR L., HEAFEE PCRESHBERRE, 51 R B/ EVLAN EZH
MEEE, WREHBES PCRY HX Y K4 d DNA F BRHHEA . 5 o Bl B xf i 28
TR RSB XL ES MRS, REMENEARET HXBEKE ZETL,
HTE PCR=m. s PR EES FRMKRE., XM DNAMEESUHTIENRAELZETH
#AE, Halward %" A1 10 251955t B4 10 29 ANEF A Fh3t B A5 BI3#4T RAPD 831, K5
WY 18 B b &M FK I EE, 12 A PAUP (Phylogenetic Analysis Using Parsimony)#2
FEYTENHEZXAE KHERS5ES T EBANSREA R,

YE& 8 A 20 NBEMLE | 91 3t F6 A M0 FLRPEE R X R A 31T RAPD Y™ 3%, P 1%
Mg R AR BAMB AN B BRI, LR ERE WY RAME.
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MT RAPD 31T 5 M Bttt A T E R P EBERKEEY PR AR EHR
EAEEARM, B VYR W HA Y8 (Gobiocypris rarus Fu et Ye), 1 1E 4
(Aphyocypris chinensis Gunther), B & (Tanichthys alborubes Lin), T % 1 T Bl ) ¥ £
(Ctenopharyngodon idellus Cuvier et Valenciennes); ¥ 1 &} 89 & #& 1 (Pseudorasbora
parva Temminck et Schlegel).

R4 DNA 14325 Ausubel %8975 5 bR B 37 8 6 25 85 3T UL ; 8 4N FhEL
10 MEE G, B —F5E /N AL E, B4 8 MEERIBA AL, HMER TR UM A N
Phif 2 5. RADP Y # X 2 Williams % #9177 %, BT 5140 % OPERONZ Al =4 v 4 3t
207518 (V-01 £ V-20), RER B A WAS F: H0, 16.5u1; 10 X RIZE WK, 2.5ul;
25 mMMgC12, 2.5ul; 10 mMdNTPs, 1.25ul; BEAL5] 47 1ul; 4 DNA, 1.5ul; TagDNA B 4
B, 0.25ul. SIMFRIRE LYV - YRABERERBKMRACIEREGETEINES
BMOORERAICR, HELHEHE: ALY EARYH P HOMHREIRTREE
AR EEERCITHES MK REER, B S ROEBER X 1T 5108 .
CLADISTICS 4> #7: HENNIC- 86 5 {4 4 i, 4 X .

2 ZRMSW

21 RAPDHIYV HZR FEAN20MEIPUPEISNIMEEMB RN T =Y, Hd
V6, VI4F V16 By By &KW AE W, ALK MFKAH G 1). V04, V05, V09, V11 Fl
VI3 Z SPBIBED =Y. BEER 12 M50 HER(E2).

£1 20715 MHIDNAFFI R R MR

Tab.l Sequences and amplified effieiency with 20 primers

I 5 3 THER 3l 9 5 3 JsR
Primer Sequnces Amplified efficiency Primer Sequnces Amplified efficiency
V-01 TGACGCATGG ++ V-11 CTCGACAGAG -
V-02 AGTCACTCCC ++ v-12 ACCCCCCACT ++
V-03 CTCCCTGCAA ++ vV-13 ACCCCCTGAA —-—
V-04 CCCCTCACGA - V-14 AGATCCCGCC +
V-05 TCCGAGAGGG —— V-15 CAGTGCCGGT ++
V-06  ACGCCCAGGT + v-16'  ACACCCCACA +
V=07 GAAGCCAGCC ++ v-17 ACCGGCTTGT ++
V-08 GGACGGCGTT ++ V-18 TGGTGGCGTT ++
V-09 TGTACCCGTC —— v-19 GGGTGTGCAG ++
V-10 GGACCTGCTG ++ V-20 CAGCATGGTC ++

++, ¥ ¥ A7 & T 7 B, Excellent amplification, with many distinct and intense band

+,7 ¥ & /0B 87, Good amplification, with few distinct bands

—— B HUR Y ¥ &, No amplification or with diffuse bands
22 BEANMMBURRBTER VHAHEHAEZERR/N, SHO=ZMELHEMRS
T REBPRWEE B, SMYMEILARFHRLE MY EFRHEAEK 2. SREK



264 KX £ £ B % # 21%

£2 Bo3IAxsHENSERAPDY MNEHHREEMNEH LY
Tab.2 The Bands of RAPD with 12 primers for the 5 species of cyprinid fishes

b BATHHR B3 YT HEHHR
species total bands bands by each primer
Vo1 V02 Vo3 Vo7 Vo8 V10 V12 VIS5 V17 V18 V19 V20

TAN' 49 2 3 2 5 5 2 5 4 6 6 4 5
GOB 49 3 3 4 5 4 3 4 7 2 6 4 4
APH 39 2 4 4 4 4 3 3 3 2 4 3 3
PSE 54 9 3 3 3 5 1 5 3 6 6 5 5
CTE 49 5 2 4 6 4 3 2 5 5 5 3 5

*TAN=f§i, GOB=#7 ¥, APH=" ‘LMW, PSE=#MM, CTE=HA.
*TAN for Tanichthys albonube, GOB for Gobiocypris rarus, APH for Aphyocypris chinensis, PSE for Pseudo-
rasbora parva, CTE for Ctenopharyngodon idellus.

F3 SHBRNEARAPDY M HPHEHFHMEARBE
Tab.3 The common bands and bands' similarities of RAPD among 5 cyprinid fishes

Species Same bands Similarity rate (M%)
s A &xFHK MR (M)’

GOB APH PSE CTE GOB APH PSE CTE
TAN 49 19 13 22 20 535 51.75 50.00 43.85
GOB 49 — 19 24 18 — 57.89 54.38 41.22
APH 39 — 20 15 — 55.26 45.61
PSE 54 - 28 — 55.26
CTE 49 — -

* M=Nab/Nt. M=#I{e{3%, Nab=3t#/{EHEW, N=BEAHHK.
*M=Nab/Nt. M for similarity; Nab for common all/none bands; Nt for total bands.

a4 STHENGAERIBEEA=1-M) £5 H1-MEAUPGMAEEREST()

Tab4 Genetic distances among 5 species of Tab.5 Cluster analysis using method of UPGMA by
cyprnid fishes (d=1-M) value 1-M (1)

GOB APH PSE CTE GOB-APH TAN PSE CTE

TAN 0.465 0.484 0.500 0.564 GOB-APH — 0474 0.451 0.565
GOB — 0.421 0.456 0.588 TAN . _ *0.500 0.564
APH — 0.447 0.543 .

PSE — 0.447

PSE — 0.447
CTE — CTE —

LR (M%) Rk 3. IAFMERBREERd=1-MEFE4).

2.3 UPGMA (Unweighted pair group method using arithmeticc averages)sT#F%& R LI
I-M{EH UPGMA S MM REST, Sd=1-MBH S MIHBEBHZREIN d
HEE4Y. Hb « IRPE/ME, 3K GOB 1 APH BE M. BLI/AR dab, ¢ = (da,
c +db,c) / 21 & H GOB-APH4 515 TAN, PSE #I CTER d {8 (% 5). EF » IEUME,
* R2 89 PSE-CTER 2 . BLAFFA X 1+H i GOB-APH. PSE-CTEM TAN M E 2 [
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#6 1-M{EFIUPGMAZ{EREI T () £7 H1-MUFA UPGMAREREDH 3)
Tau.6 Cluster analysis using method of UPGMA Tab.7 Cluster analysis using method of UPGMA
by value 1-M (2) by value 1-M (3)
PSE-CTE GOB-APH  TAN GOB-APH-TAN  PSE-CTE
PSE-CTE — 0.508 0.532
. GOB-APH-TAN - 0.52
GOB-APH — 0474
TAN — PSE-CTE —
#dfE(Gke6). FF x WHR/ME, GOB-APH  Gos 0421
MTANRE B xf. &5t % tH GOB-APH  APH | 0.474

-TANS CTE-PSEZ [H/f# dfH (£ 7). RIEL
ERESHBLSXERE D).

24 RASHER LUE-VHEHENE ¢
EAE N BAE, RAFEAE NI, P S BeER g oa
30K IR B RS, R 1 %T RAPDAHTLRE RS i
HENNIGS6 $ {4 LA i 499 77 3% (option: i€)2E |\ e o from the result of RAPD
BAZREER(E?2). ERER.EHHRY

Kb, WAV, FEmAMAEA, ERANEAARENEEZXR. AEMNEREM
PHYLIP %+ RESTML BFH &, i 4R LA 3.

TAN APH APH
—| o~ o T —— oo
]_ —_— APH | TAN | | ————— TAN
I_I—— FE [ | PSE
CTE CTE : CTE

a b c

E2 ETFTRAPDAHERMIN AL X R 5B (Hennigd6, option: ie=(2E)
Fig.2 3 Parsimonous cladogram from result of RAPD (by the software Hennig86, option=ie)

£8 SHEF AERAPDEF N 0. 17W4E (OF 1 4 BIRRIEM xHL BB A A KH)
Tab.8 Data matrix of RAPD analysis for 5 species of cyprinid fishes (0=band absent, 1=band exist)

TAN 0000000100 1001100001 0001000100 0001010011 1010101010 1101010011
GOB 0010010100 00000 100 1010101010 0001110100 0101100101 0011010001
APH 0000000000 1011110010 0001010011 0000100110 0001111000 0001011101
PSE 1111111001 0100100010 0101101000 0001111000 0001110110 0000010011
CTE 1001101110 0000100001 0000100100 1111111010 11106010100 0000111010
TAN 1110000101 1100111100 1100101011 1110010110 0100000110 1000
GOB 1110001011 1111000010 0100011101 0011001010 1010010100 1100
APH 0100001010 1000000010 0101000001 0010101000 1000011001 0000
PSE 1011010010 1000011111 0101101001 0010010100 1011011101 1000

CTE 1000111010 1000101101 0111011000 1001100001 0000111101 0011
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— i B A SYE BRI ASLE, EASXRAF
—l o HO R A0 05 35 S SRR BL T 2 AT TR, BT SS
RARERARTHART ERNERRTIEKRY

TAN 53 ME AR ARMES AKRTEEEET Y

3 EFRAPDASARNRESTMLAY AWK (B 4). BEFARAERN IERIE ()
j‘fﬁcfdmm ‘:E;ET:f*m “ﬂfmd ":]?f 5 4 28 (neural complex) L#45 X 5%; (2) 8l
oD (ﬂjﬁf;fmm m‘j;‘;:;e; BEERSERRBYEE G)FHIKS 543k
MESE. AU LBREERA YR RETRS AR,
RFAATHRORS EERE(DEEFRENAIBENQSXHAHSINAE. HE
HRNEESRRS FESA, H5RE R TESHEM FTESRYTAESBA
WK, HEARAATFHAESH, REARWEESRER/N AESETIAR LERSSE
HIET BB EEMSMELT, HBRKN = X ARSI FANCTHEEN; Tk
B R0 = NG E M 2L FL A T E R SR EE N R4
Wt vy EIE S RS, HEHEATHANKET S, BERREH /N FE
AR HE T WL, R ARAE LR T 9 B fa i (B A M = XUSE M S ILBESI TR A, X
HERTHEAR MBEERER, FE—KFE N EARE T (dermosphenotic) , %451
TEA AR TAL £ FE T 8 Nonrpis I Pimephales T8 RER"™, ERIMFHRNZT HEM
A R LGS M, gtk LIRS, T A S5 A MISAR S A o A 4., 32 1L 8 DL
I A 4 BIE TR, AR R 3 B R A S RS S H R R AN, H g,
LGS, RS R B, WINBTEAAES, A YR 510 8 ki MR B B Ak
O TR MR BN AL, SME L, WAy M8 5 ch AL SR B A D), BB R RRAE L 39

- HEREER. KU LRER, B4 M R RO BREREN. SRR RN EEZ

KMk Z R ELNEEBNEM RN RRREHRER.

RAPD # # % K 1E & FI R #E 1T A [ 4
KETHREEE. RASXNRARE
B, M RAPD BF R4 R i) UPGMA
RESHTAILLE th, 5 4 8 5 o 46 0 6
HAERE-E042]) MoEaGEEE
RAE— 2 (0.447) , SR 5 Ha A Wi o 4R 40
WEFEARE—E0474), RGEA + &
A MM A W + M + Al
®(0.52). EAWERSHM %#Y1984) B4 8RR KX R KB £141984)
ﬁ_@ﬂ%f{ Ziﬁigzli—‘ﬁ[ (@ 4), T T LA Fig.4 Cladogram illustrating the phylogenetic relationships
V\ﬂyﬁﬁgﬁ]ﬁﬂu‘_ﬁ%@“ th i,éﬁﬂﬂﬂ% iﬂﬂ]/:ﬂ- itT subfamilies.of. Cyprinidae (.after Chen, 1984), D=Danion-

inae, L=Leuciscinae, C=Cultrinae, X=Xenocyprinae, G=

:| %,éﬁ E i E<J % % 9% g‘ ° ﬁ %J H<J jj & 5 Gobioninae, A=Acheilognathinae, T=Tincinae, B=Barbinae,
UPGMA jf *® Eg 'H' %—- % B 21: - ﬁ[u Cy=Cyprininae, La=Labeoninae.
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THE RAPD ANALYSIS FOR FIVE CYPRINID FISHES WITH NOTES
TO THE SYSTEMATIC POSITION OF GOBIOCYPRIS RARUS

He Shunping, Wang Yaping and Chen Yiyu
(Institute of Hydrobiology, The Chinese Academe of Sciences, Wuhan, 430072)

Abstract

Five species of cyprinid fishes, Gobiocypris rarus, Aphyocypris chinensis, Tanichthys
albornubes, Ctenopharyngodon idellus and Pseudorasbora parva are analysed using 20
random primers by the method of RAPD. The destination of the analysis is to decide
the systematic position of Gobiocypris rarus. The result indicates that in the studied
species, Gobiocypris rarus have the nearest relationship with Aphyocypris chinensis,
and then with Tanichthys albonubse.

Key words RAPD, Systematic position, Taxonomy, Cyprinidae



