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SEKE EAWENRER HHOF

YRN HEEE

(o B 2 B K A A R T B, IR, 430072)

HE: AH 2 XA ¥ (Cladistics) M RE AN 2%, BBOCE T A 24 MER, MEEELH 17 #F
EABERBT TRAREMN VMAEATX 17HAEEAHERKREXR, FREX
B, 8 7 R 25 AL N ¥ B A A e s — S8 B EARAE . AR AR RMMLER SR, BA &R
S, FEi AT HERTR AR PR RSSO, R T §ERER
MEE*R. EREWU.FAANEEANEXRASGHERRE ETAELEAEEZXR. WiLHE
Wy S %7 R LA R . FE TR, ol R B ) R A S BB R

X@iR. AHEh, AT, HAEH, ERFL
hESES. Q959.11 EEERIAR. A XERS: 1000-3207(2000)02-0122-06

ANHEE 1B (Hexamita) 3 /& T 31 8 44 (Zoomastigophora) . 3 4& H (Diplomonadida) . 75
¥ ER (Hexamitidae) ", AR CHE B AN, ERERFET LG HAYATH
HYEN, ARERTEFIRBZ —. B Moore B K IRH 27 4 T 6 £ 0k 4 1) S /N HE
F W (Hexamita salmonis) 1™, &4, BB F £ FALMANEE LT 30 2RO, &
EXREEREEH AR T ALXFANBEEAHR, FINEFETR AL RATHENF
BEAMER 17T, FTHEHAX 17HABEREERNEZXAURENSHEEMBG
¥R, MEE LR R X ER A (Cladistic) REM T, ME4HTX 17T MW ERELRT
HEHETEN 518 E B89 PrE B4,

1 BRI

1.1 # ¥ 9 8 88 (Xenocypris microlepis Bleeker). ¥ B #8 (Xenocypris davidi
Bleeker) . 42 # (Xenocypris argentea Giinther). # 3t |8 W) 88 (Distoechodon hupeinensis
Yih) . W) #8 (Distoechodon tumirostris Peters) ¥l R %% (Acanthobrama simoni Bleeker) BX
BARXAFLES, HASWABLLR . BH. RFH. WEEH. 50, S gmmm
PR3N

1.2 REMNWE FRANTED SEPENBETEIERF L MAOBEEL KT EM
BTME, RAEKEREN, FHFHABHA, Holland's BB E, KEGEM B ORP AESR

W B 1998-07-15; iTHRE: 1999-06-23
ELTB:. BEXRAARFEESHBITH, MBHRS: 39370095, 39870123
EEBMT: RN 9%68—), B, Bt EAEmHA 8L, FENEHREYERNR
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B R TNE. 2 _
13 AEEABRZREMN NHEEABIRAFINE. 3PS RZ, B EN
B, AROEAEF S FEHETHAD, FO—-BER IR, XERERAT
X HFAEENLEE, B8 E 508N — 8 %8 (Monophyletic), T FI 43 X R 4
FHERS TR FKWAL.
14 MRAOEHREBRMENRE ERSAEERARALFTAEEXLRAN 4 MRET
S EMNSARBETHESHFRHE. AEERANGENRAALTEEIEHA, A
Trepomonas & . Hexamita J& B 5 i6, B EBUE LB B (Trepomonas agilis) YER5ME
Bf (Outgroup) , 45 A HIEAMWEREN FAEE BN ELBEY, UENM AT WIEEH
EHARM AR, HAE (Pleisimorphy) 44 83 4 “0” , AT fiE (Apomorphy) 4% #524 “1,2---"FIE¥
¥, R R RN AR ELRERE, R EROAHE.
BRIRSN G T b 3. A R (0) - (1)
MR RBEL . HBE A REKL00) -4 (1);
BRRBE T4 RRAEZL0) - REFREL 1)K Q);
MR AL HALNBRIE BORL (0) — R ARSI Y el s HF R I (1) — 638 (2);
ARG A 45 (0) — T 4531 (1)
B AR BRI (0) — KB (1) — KR
BEREAR. K (0) - K (1) -~ H BB RERE (2);
BRI F 8 0) - BI#H (1);
CHBRHTR IR TR (0) B8 (1)
. AT ENE. 47 (0)-FiE (1)
. BRI AT BRE0)-5F (1)
. SRR R B AR T . ZE B ARSI (0) — ZEREAZ Z [ (1) 5
C BRFREEE. BEER 0) - FEEREPE Q)
. MR R TR 2 i SR SR RS (0) - BFE (1)
. BHRTE MRS i A 40 TF (0) - SE3E (1)
BRI KO) -/ 1)
L ERERHA H (0) -4 (1);
. WERESERAME. 55T (0)-FiE(1);

19. FIGHEKEL. AIWHEKRTREE (KT 1.2145) (0) 1% (0.8 — 1.2 %) - HI¥
EETREE0.8'1)(Q);

20 AHWFESHARKR. FMBEERTEE KT 1.215) (0) % (0.8 — 1.245) -pi#E
BT EE&081)(2);

21, GHEESAKL. GHERTEACKRT 126 (0)-HF 08 - 1.2/ -FHE
BT 8K 08:1)(2);

22 RETEEHRERKNE. FEO) -AFEN);

23, MIRBERE: AFE AT (0)-FEH(1);

24. P A IXHELREX. T 0)—-F ().

A S AN AR o

S T Y ey
00 3 N LK AW N — O
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Rl 24NBEET agilis M7FHABERD RS
Tab.l Matrix of 24 characters and their states for 18 species used in phylogenetic analysis

2L #HAE
Specie Characters

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
1 ? 2?2 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0O O 0 O O O O 0 O 0 O ? 7?2 O
2 t 1.2 1 11 1 11 1t o0 1 1 1 1 0 O 1 O O 1 1 1 1
3 1 6 2 2 12 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1t 1 1 0 1 2 1 1 1 0
4 1 r 2 21 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 1 1 1 1 1 0 O 1 1 1
5 10 2 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 o0 o0 1 o 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 0 1 o0
6 1 0o 2 2 1 2 1 0 1 0 o 1 1 0 1 1 O O 1 2 1 0 1 0
7 1 o 2 2 1 2 1 1 0 o0 o 0 1 0 1 1 O 1 0 O 1 1 1 O
8 1 12 11 1 1 10 o0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
9 1 0 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 o0 1 1 1 1 1
10 /1 1r o0 2 1 0 2 1 1 1 ¢ 1t 1 o0 1 1 0 t 1 0 0 1 1 0
11 o+ 2 2 11 111t 1t 0 1 1 0 1 L 0 o0 I I 1 1 1 1
12 i 12 o0 1 1 1 1 1 1 O O 0 1 O O O O 1 O O I O O
13 r 1211 1 2 1 1 1 0 0 O 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
14 1 r 2 2 1 0 2 1 1 0 0 1 o 1t 0 ! 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1
15 /112 2 1 11 6 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 I 1 o0 O 1 1 o0
16 /1 r 2 2 1r 2 11 1 1 0 1t O 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
17 1P 122 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 o o0 1t 1 O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0
18 1 12 2 o0 1 1 1 1 L o0 1 O 1 0 0 O I 1 0 0 1 1 1

1. {ERER K (Trepomonas agilis); 2. BENWE R (Hexamita nobilis); 3. BHEANWER (H variformis); 4. £
BAWER(H polymorphola); 5. KIESNHWEH (H longiformis); 6. ANWE R (H xenocyprii); 7. FPRAH
ER(H rodiformis)s 8. WHIABWER(H honghuensis); 9. AL R (H oviformis); 10. REANEER(H
globulus); 11. BBANME R (H capsularis); 12. MARANEER (H axosyyles): 13, BEAANWER (H gigant);
14. RFMANYWE R (K liangzihuensis); 15. KB AW E R (H  guangiaoensis); 16, FH AW E & (H
transparenta); 17. REANBER (H wuchangensis); 18. ¥WITAWE R (H vesiformis)

R2 1THABEREBRENRRH
Tab.2 Distrbution of 17 species of Hexamita in hosts

& ¥ (Host) ¥ 4 4t (Parasites)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

-3 ]
= I 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 i 0 0 0 0
(X. davidi)
R
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 l 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 I 1
(X argentea)
o 9% 8
1 0 0 0 l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
(X, microlepis)
b By
# 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
(D. hupeinensis)
[ oy
0 0 0 0 o0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(D. tumirostris)
T it

(P. simoni)
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1.5 MROSHERSISN BIELRERIN, HE 18 MR (K 1), R
PAUP3.1.1 HIEEHAAS FF A A MR L 17 AR5 % B (Cladogram) .

1.6 AWEREBIPAHREE ABERAEREFURAARBENE ENARR
B HASTEMEEFEAEEROME G EMEBEARLT 20 &) G M £ R
H— A B A A AT 17, TR A E R FAERIC N 07, HEER (LK 2), A
A PAUP 3.1.1"# 474 3 43 ¥,

2 HREitig

21 WEAFTEAPERNESZES
ATE R R (T agilis) HAMEE, A RN T, # A PAUP3.1.1 ¥ I Heuristic
search, T FIREBEHEN AW MAE 1. N ZE ERTLIE T, 17 fh/SHEE 58 1 44

H. longiformis

H. xenocyprii
H. variformes
H. rodiformis

H. oviformis

H. honghuensis

H. wuchangensis
H. nobilis
—— H. polymorphola
L H. transparenta
H. capsularis

H. globulus
—— H. gigant
L u liangzihuensis

H. vesiformis

H. guangiaoensis

H. axostyles

T. agilis
Bl ETF24NFHEE RS B EA T LN E 817 A A — BRI 298

Fig.1 Strict consensus parsimony tree obtained using PAUP 3.1.1 based on the matrix of
24 characters in Table 1.

AT, ELLE NI A AR, X—FE A EREAFEAEEROMER R, B—
TEABERAFEANMERPTERENME. BRAFEERBE NG, XEHFEAHE
RENFEEFHRELBEE BN, B—RAY, FERRE AhAEBNFHRBELT
k., HHABRHABERL ATHANFE AABRAMKRO, XXAEEREHENR
RERA. XMKBEPAE, EREIBRT, A THNECYRMNEREENER, F55
Ge, BB — KK, TRETHRAEERSHHAEBNABEEREEXEARE, R
MAFHAKMEOE. KEAETHMEAEER EAAEERMEHARER EX
AWERHMRTHAWEBRA RO REXR., AREFRESMKBAEE R EA
HWER B ARERMPRABERAES X ERRE—E, THREHEROITRES
X—HR, RRAHULNER,
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- BRFAENEERE Moore B IKHE LA, 3831 30 M, —RIFHLE —FBXRE—
FAWERNFE, BHXTHEE, NEAER. —MEFERETH 14 MFENEERF
A GRE). ARE—RAL BEVHRNFE S—6 AW ER, XLITFRALLEHEER
BIEEANEERERAABECERNEANH. RABUHWERERERFRH—FEH, XA
BNt — 3 A R 2R 5 A N E R PR IR T &5
22 FEAEERSHETE & LMD EIZLY

WA ARAERALTFEAFEERNAE EERABE IR ARNFARXFTEANEE
HEMEE, AHHRFEANHERAMED, AHOHLREANEERNFE; AREEH
KEXFFEMASEERMEE, FHEEMRRLEEFENSEEROFAELD, X
FEAWERAEBREPNSAXR, UFAIRBEEMHERKNXR. IS EAFE
BEXESHEFHAELRIMER, EEREEENFAERHARRES, BE5E EFMEME. DL
B Wy R S8, FIFH PAUP3. 1.1, BRI EXR R — R A6, 33 XER#1T T 100 K
H Bh (Bootstrap) - B 41140 47, B 2 R & B LB FE R X — it xd & X5 4

6 X argentea

81 L X davidi

89 D. hupeinensis

X microlepis

A simoni

D. tumirostris

B2 ETHAERXRARHRETHHYRIN

Fig.2 Strict consensus parsimony tree of Xenocyprinae obtained using

PAUP 3.1.1 based on the fauna of parasitic Hexamita.
. ®RABEKRN19,CI=0.895, HI =0.105, RC = 0.696. F=4# 1000 FREEHLR AR 17 £
W&t gl = —0.760551, X AB /IR FHRALEHEE.

ERERAN L, REMEASBREARE &, BS5 ¥RV 8 AR —BUs 5 40 9% 6
HE. FmSEySENSHERE. X—SR5Y WS %813 o W RHE SHFE5S 5B
MEREE -, ZEREHHETRFEANEEANKAAREBRRBE ENRASH
tb. WL BIWHE S EE R ARG X R, W5 By SN X R KT, E, § 4t Ey sE s
REMBHEBERXIE, @it —2 588 0 B V) 88 T2 SR, 58 R TR
74, WL B vy i 5 R Wyl — AR Ah, Bt B R B ARERR A Bl T SR M 2s., B FA
B RHHE, EE R A AL E v o R T 8RR, M AR T By s 8 .

REXTHARSEEDR#MEARBORE, EXTHAFERKZKRRITE
ENRFEHMRR, ERMRE, FARBAXIMHTERATTH., ZARATEBARTSE
FEFERDEILKS —MFR. EEND WRFE—BBENEE, REREKNFER
REBA, FERXZRABRBERRBEENRAXR. HERTHRE: DBEEEREKXR
OE, HERSHEAL, SBHERNMER, A& HBAL, XEH TEEZXRRIER
MFERMRELENEFMFLRR, URFRBL; QOBEENFEXZRE, K2k
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PHYLOGENY OF HEXAMITA PARASITIC IN XENOCYPRINAE
BASED ON CLADISTIC ANALYSIS OF MORPHOLOGICAL
CHARACTERISTICS WITH CONSIDERATION OF COEVOLUTION
BETWEEN HOSTS AND HOST-PARASITES

XIAO Wu-han and WANG Jian—guo
(Institute of Hydrobiology, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430072)

Abstract: Based on 24 morphological charactenistics, the phylogeny of Hexamita
parasitic in Xenocyprinae was primarily illustrated through cladistic analysis. The
results showed that the speciation of parasitic Hexamita was very late, and some
characteristics, such as rod-like striations were evolutionary character. Furthermore,
based on the fauna of parasites, the phylogenetic relationship of Xenocyprinae was
constructed. The results showed Distoechodon hupeinensis might be distinguished to
the genus Xenocypris, and the origination of Pseudobrama simoni and D. tumirostris
was earlier.

Key words: Hexamita, Phylogeny, Xenocyprinae, Coevolution



