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Tab.1 The karyotypic data of T. sinensis

LDtk BNPRE
#HY WS
HxHE B Wit  RBKRE HXHE B WS mdkRR
i 1 16.5310. 85 1.4410.03 M 15.4310. 08 1.60+0.17 M
2 10. 331+0. 08 1.2310.07 M 11.2210. 63 1.11+0.03 M
3 8.2610.12 2.0810.03 SM 8.42+0.10 2.50%0. 29 SM
4 5.78+0.98 2.11%0. 02 SM 7.011£0.58 2.43%£0.09 SM
5 5.3710.18 2.25:+0.08 SM 5.61%0.10 2.33+0.05 SM
6 2. 89:t>0. 16 2.2010.04 SM 3.09+0.18 2.25%+0.02 SM
I 1 5.78+0.09 >7.00 T 5.61%0.10 >17.00 T
2 3.10+0. 22 >17.00 T 3.65+0.02 >7.00 T
3 2.89+0. 32 >17.00 T 3.3710.16 >17.00 T
4 2.89+0.08 >7.00 T 3.0910.12 >>7.00 T
5 2.68+0.19 >7.00 T 3.0910.12 >7.00 T
6 2.68+0.11 >7.00 T 3.09+0.12 >7.00 T
7 2.07+0. 42 >17.00 T 2.82+0.10 >17.00 T
8 2.07+0.11 >7.00 T 2.5210.18 >17.00 T
| 1 1.86+0. 12 m 1.82+0.04 m
2 1.761+0.12 m 1.68+0.03 m
3 1.7610.16 m 1. 5410.01 m
4 1.7610.16 m 1.4010.01 m
5 1.5510. 05 m 1.40%0.01 m
6 1.4510. 01 m 1.2610. 02 m
7 1.4510. 08 m 1. 2610. 02 m
8 1.4510.08 m 1.26+0. 02 m
9 1.4510.08 m 1.26+0. 02 m
10 1. 34%0. 02 m 1.1210. 59 m
11 1.3410.06 m 1.1210.04 m
12 1.2410. 06 m 0.98+0.10 m
13 1.24+0. 06 m 0.8410.12 m
14 1.2410.06 m 0.8410.12 m
15 1.2410. 06 m 0.8410.12 m
16 1.24%0.10 m 0.8410.12 m
17 1.1410.04 m 0.84+0.12 m
18 1.14+0.08 m 0.8410.02 m
19 1.0310.03 m 0.8410.02 m
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Fig. 2 The metaphase and karyotype of Fig. 3 The metaphase and karyotype of

T. sinensis in Nanjing T. sinensis in Shaoxing
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3 i;j‘i@ Tab. 2 Analysis of variance of arm ratios

of T. sinensis
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THE KARYOTYPES OF TRIONYX SINENSIS
FROM THE TWO DIFFERENT AREAS

WU Ping, LOU Yun-Dong, LI Si-Fa
(Fisheries College, SFU, 200090)

ABSTRACT The karyotypes of Trionyx sinensis in Nanjing, Jiangsu and Shaoxing, Zhe
jiang have been studied in this paper. The results showed that the karyotypes of them were
identical. It was 2n=66=4M+8SM+16T+38m, NF =178, 6+8-+19(karyotype formulas).
It have been found that the absolute length and the relative length of them were different.
The fifth SM chromosome is the smallest of the macrochromosomes in the turtle of Nanjing.
While it was equal long with the first T chromosome in the turtle of Shaoxing. In addition,
the arm ratios of them were different, but the difference was not significant (P>>0.05)., The
karyotypes of Trionyx sinensis and Testudinidae have also been compared in the paper. It was
discussed from the field of systemtical evolution.

KEYWORDS Trionyx sinensis, karyotype, different areas



