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wn R DA EF A 0 38 3R T A9 64N 88 (Cirrhina monlitorella) 101 8% (C. mrigola) f10
AN EF 8 (Labeo rohita) BEZA Rt b8 4T T ML #H £ 75 ¥E DNA (RAPD) & & 43 #7 . i it 264~ 10bp
BEATLS 4 4™ 39 8% . 3 % F0 BF 8 R R 4> B8 21107, 73,874 DNA F i, K BB AT E 50 5 M35,
5%, 39.7%, 37.9% Bk S EF 8, OF S BF AR R MR 55 A 4 09 1% BE M 43 511290, 22,0. 58,0. 64. F A
UPAMA 1 NJ @3 T 32 B4 FKF LMREXRE NS5 HFRRE R R L FH 5 HFH%
Mk EXBEIR, 5RANBHIE, 5ERIP LR,

X4MiE) o, HOE, TP HEVLY 0¥ 2754 DNA B EHRIE

hES%T  S917, Q953

8% (Cirrhina molitorella) f1 5| FFE N Hr ek (C. mrigola) 1 55 538 BF 8% (Labeo rohita)
(UTHREGHREFHRMEFS ACRAREFE AT EERFREGZ — HERALFH X il A
BERMOKER, RAFRR, TR 198 R 254 S, LR R E R K& I T nE R
AR E3R AN E, MUFHR TN BR, FHRAEKR, BARRE, ES TN ER
W KRR (R A% M EEAL 1993, K5 F% 1992,1997]. 25 ¥ RAPD (Random Amplified
Polymorphic DNA, FEHLY ¥ £ &4 DNAHE R E 12 F Fitf5 45718 [Garcia % 1996]. % H
#ll P [Postethwait ¢ 1994, ¢ B B[ ZRHF 1996 T FE X R MEBE . H LR K%
FEAFRERRS 1996, Hi Lu 199514 T B2 RIT3F8EE 5> FKF L RERIL K FE
BER,ARTEHF LR R FFREERE KT EAKE, NRsEFRE EMEFMRE, H58
HWEABILEE SR, BRAELENREAERRXIFHANRETRHES AHRIIMRT R
1o, & T A AN M R SR TR A9 8 L F o BT BRIAT T RAPD BIE44F .
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1.1 FEFEZ DNA £

LB A F0 SR TR B | 37 8 0 BT 8 DA ), ZEBR VD LS A9 AR VL L FEVD A AL VT R AR B B Fh B s PE
PLEURE B E UL, 2 R(ELEMBREMR 1996177 3 R BUM K 2 F 28 DNA, @it %508
TSR A M DNA & & R4, % DNA R ERRE N 10ng/pl, B4 COKBERFEEA.

AFREILAERBETAE (96 —008—01—03—06) ¥E k.
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1.2 51

Bt Fi 514 24 Operon %\ 7] # OPN.OPM B 45|4), 8 —BEVL51 %5 10bp A R HER;
Taq DNA ¥ 4§, \DNA/ EcoR 1 .ADNA / EcoRI+Hind I .PCRMarker %4514 8 L&
Sangon NEFEREM TRAH.

1.3 PCR RN %4

£ IR Williams % [1991]424£ 8 RAPD R i & MIER 3l R B &R A 25pL, &1
FH Y WP W&, 3. )mMMgCl,, 0. 2nMdNTPs, 0. 2um BE#L 3147, 1. 5uTagDNA X & B,
20ng #it DNA,PCR R BFENXN . MER &R, KPR VB E ¥ TaqgDNA K5 HR AN
A, B%2IBR 5 ETF PE2400% DNA ¥ 38/ E# 4T .94 CHI S5 80, 94 CEVESB 4,
36°CIB K 30%p, 72 CEEM508D, 337053, F72C F M58, B F4 CRAEF B 12ul 3 74)
EEAO. Spg/mL IRILZEEM 1. 4 % BRARKEBERE L s vk, ROk B W 91 X TBE, {EE100V H
W45 8, F R IMEE ST ML LI R ARITR |

1.4 ¥iEsLE

(1) DNA F¥rK/M#i+H MR DNA £ FHEB R ESF FEMBMHARIE
s d=klogM.Lk ADNA/EcoRI+Hind I fE %4> FBX/MRE, BT HEY 4 F ¥ K/,

Q)BIAEMITH . 5 18 DNA F M RIS Bri AR a L &K,

()R EEE R (GD) : fE BMA AN T B AZEE B (GDIAR$E Nei #1 Li[1979 1M A XK IHH
GD=1—Sxy, Sxy=2Nxy/(Nx+Ny),GD B#ZEER,Sxy# X M Y ¥ 7 RAPD fRiC#3t =
B, Nx #1 Ny 2 51858 X MY #)# #8589 RAPD 728, Nxy & x.y B F3LZ RAPD 17
L¥.

1R $% i#t 1% BE B /] UPGMA (unweighted pair group method with arthmetic mean)f1 NJ
(neighbor-joining) [Saitou #l Nei 1987 &M EX A HE.

2 HR

2.1 DNA V&R

W KA A Operon A& N, I M 304051 2 44 DNA 9, iR T K264
P MEOR TSI — o4, TR P YA RAPD ARiCBRAL AN 1~9, BS54 Ty 1
4. 12 MRIE (R D), Kol ZSMEF S 14 F 4> 5129107.73.87, KBS B XS HH
35.5%,39. 7%, 37.9%,E1%|% T OPN-6,0PN-9,0PM-8,OPM-10%} = fhik fa gy ¥ 1 4%
#.

2.2 DNA ¥t i BrK /N An

B EY WA/, I F I /ME 2300~ 200bp 2 [T, 500bp BT RAR B R ME Y
RS EBEI. KPR T SHBRI S5 KK /h 5 BIUAER.
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2.3 Z=MEEMALREGERSREXRNME N

HRHE Nei f1 LiL 197910 A KT H BB , F 88, B8 RAPD Wyt ¥ E AR IEEE R (5%
3)3#i#41T UPGMA 1 NJ W&, B R A HRIT .

RRIME A, R EFRRECERETREZR . EREHR, RARENREXE. 5
[ hEE > AT AR LR B P4 1992, SRS REGRA—HOEME 19911,

iy,

OPN—6 OPM—8

M ¢c CC BBcAA Mic CCBBAA M
E1 OPN-6,0PN-9,0PM-8,0PM-1031#k .3 8% . B it i) v 3 45 S

Fig. 1 The RAPD results of mud carp,India mrigal and India rohu amplified
by OPN-6, OPN-9, OPM-8, OPM-10
' M1,M2,M3,A,B,C,c 4+ 5| % :ADNA/Hind I marker, PCR marker, ADNA/EcoRI+Hind I marker, 8% ,%
8, B SRR ACHIRT AR,
1 PEHLS |4 PRSUF0I i AR 3

Tab.1 Random oligonucieotide primer sequences and iocli ampliified (Operon Co. )

3 W 5 ~3’ &%) Ei IDASE 3l W 5’ ~3’'[E%) - IR ¢
OPN-1 CTCACGTIGG 3 OPN-16 AAGCGACCTG 3~5
OPN-2 ACCAGGGGCA 1~5 OPN-17 CATTGGGGAG 1~5
OPN-3 GGTACTCCCC 3~5 OPN-18 GGTGAGGTCA 2~4
OPN-4 GACCGACCCA 2~4 OPN-19 GTCCGTACTG 2~3
OPN-5 ACTGAACGCC 5 OPN-20 GGTGCTCCGT 2~4
OPN-6 GAGACGCACG 1~6 OPM-6 CTGGGCAACT 3~4
OPN-7 CAGCCCAGAG 3~4 OPM-17 CCGTGACTCA 2

OPN-8 CAATCAGCTC 6~17 OPM-8 TCTGTTCCCC 2~3
OPN-9 TGCCGGCTIG 5~9 OPM-10 TCTGGCGCAC 2

OPN-10 ACAACTGGGG 2~6 OPM-12 GGGACGTTGG 3

OPN-12 CACAGACACC 1~2 OPM-14 AGGGTCGTIC 2

OPN-13 AGCGTCACTC 3 OPM-16 GTAACCAGCC 3~4
OPN-14 TCGTGCGGGT 3 OPM-20 ACCTCTTGGG 1~5
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Tab.2 The size and dominant frequency of polymorphic fragments

8 3 M X B I M X
Bl J WK/ (bps) 3% i B K/ (bps)
.. 8 Lig. ] 4 .3 g )
OPN-—2 200 0. 690 0 0. 315 OPN-—10 1080 0.102 0 0
OPN-2 650 0.265 0.106 0 OPN-16 200 0. 617 0 0
OPN-2 1350 0.409 0.412 0.338 OPN-16 550 0.654 0.214 0.12
OPN-2 1900 0. 641 0 0. 543 OPN-18 350 0.152 0 0223
OPN-3 300 0.523 0.412 0.315 OPN-18 560 0. 542 0 0. 542
OPN-3 500 0.551 0.351 0.551 OPN-18 860 0. 049 0 0
OPN-4 960 0.219 0.219 0.223 OPN-19 800 0.318 0.121 0.110
OPN-4 1900 0. 697 0 0 OPN-19 1200 0.390 0.155 0.330
OPN-6 500 0 0 0.878 OPN-19 1550 0.542 0.542 0.720
OPN-6 1300 0.665 0.505 0500 OPN-19 2100 0.550 0.200 0.234
OPN-6 2100 0.098 0.500 0.500 OPM-6 1400 0.852 0120 0.230
OPN-6 2300 0. 500 0 0 OPM-8 800 0.500 0.201 0.300
OPN-7 800 0.375 0.518 0.413 OPM-8 1400 0.852 0.120 0.230
OPN-8 1200 0.216 0.127 0.223 OPM-8 2100 0.500 0.200 0.213
OPN-9 200 0.412 0.312 0.408 OPM-11 2100 0 0.500 0.300
OPN-9 400 0.223 0.312 0.213 OPM-16 1060 0.031 0.115 0.032
OPN-9 620 0.042 - 0.013 0.023 OPM-20 380 0.042 0.104 0.105
OPN-9 830 0.164 0.104 0.106 OPM-20 560 0. 034 0.03 0. 020
OPN-9 1370 0.274 0.137 0.107 OPM-20 1160 0.042 0.010 0.004
OPN-9 1500 0.102 0 0 OPM-20 1280 0.044 0. 055 0
A
%3 8 BRFFRE{EEFBEER C (2
Tab.3 The proportion of fragments B
shared and genetic distance among
mud carp, India mrigal and India rohu
A
W 8 # # —
C ®)
Fo 0.42/0.58 B
a 0.78/0. 22 0. 36/0. 64 K2 #(A) . FEEKBMHFH(COUPGMA(a)
M NI EAEXRE
EART/EERENEE/ BN, Fig. 2 The dendrogram based UPGMA (a) and NJ(b)

of mud carp(A), India mrigal(B) and India rohu(C)

3 it

3.1 BUM I ik

KAERGERAMNRRERZA DNA 47, TRFLBRANEN, LHVERTHER
B.OREERRBER AXBENREHLE R EN T LR XFR P PCR H94CEMSH
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[Yu # pauls 1992], B {& Taq B IH#¥E, 45 £98e ] , 38 75 X 25 A 0K, AT A F £ 28 DNA KF
LHRELEE.

3.2 REXRHIOH

ALBHINNRSTFRREERTTRSZR . FRSTFHR, RAREHNREXR, SR
B AT AR (R T % 1992], TIEAA (19911 R FRAF R BB F 8k 7] Mek R , B o R B ik
R, FEX—-EZRTRSERMNFROEIEED, ARE—-DH MEXTPHET I B -0
H AT RER B T A RBGIAFRE BN B SR P SIAFER L2 R
i, B R A 2 HO9 BF A, BT th &7 X P A — 28 5L .

3.3 B ZHAER/NEISHT

LR BRIFERE B BERD, BEURE L ERFAFRA39. 7% . MIF R EREHT
EXRENEKT7%[Garcia % 1996, Wk B 3FhER R 1Z B REMEIR /D, X AT RER M T3S SR E
B A8 E R ), RA MR T, BIMESRIL R, B E AR, &ML B # T #8
T » (3 R 46 o B 2. B ST PR 38, B A5 008 1 A T 25 o A% 25 R4 s o o T Al 57 S 3k
16 9K 45 /7 Bt 1 9 DK R T & RIS BRI

3.4 TEREBLMIIFHILEEFHER

BERVERERELFTERREEQRBRKNBEDPARREFFNFRURE SR
AT R, U R MR REFER I K4 Mdller 19671, K4 ¥, DNA Z RFPLs fl DNA #§£
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“RZYMSHEFEHEMEFRRS IREREFREBRARBMEE , BR=EFRF —EMNRE
HEFEHWEHASREERE R ENINRFERRP, IREFLH R EFH, IS EEE,
R 1P 15 FEUR , T 5 |2 P 85 AN BT B8 5V DA b3 SRFE O & 5 [F] Bt ) R A R e SR IR R L S S
88, R RAPD S r AT AR R A R H RYE, NTTIREN AR SHERRPANGE
X,

£ ¥ X M
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THE GENETIC MARKERS OF CIRRHINA MOLITORELLA,
C. MRIGOLA AND LABEO ROHIT FROM RAPD

ZHENG Guang-Ming, ZHANG Yue, ZHU Xin-Ping, LUO Jian-Ren, XIA Shi-Ling
(Key Laboratory of Tropical & Suptropical Fish Breeding & Cultivation, Ministry of Agriculture,
Pearl River Fisheries Research Institutes Guangzhou 510380)

ABSTRACT The genetic assessment of 64 wild and cultivated mud carp, Cirrhina
molitorella, 10 India mrigal, C.mrigola and 10 India rohu, Label rohita is inferred from its
RAPD analysis. 107, 73, 87 DNA fragments in mud carp, India mrigal and India rohu are
amplified respectively by 26 10bp-primers. The polymorphic loci percentage is 35. 5%,
39.7%, 37.9% respectively. The genetic distance of mud carp-India rohu, mud carp-India
mrigal and India mrigal-India rohu is 0. 22, 0.58, 0. 64 respectively. The relationship of mud
carp-India rohu is more close than mud carp-India mrigal and India mrigal-India rohu by the
dendrogram of the three species based on UPGMA and NJ. This is similar to allozyme
analysis, but there is differential from traditional taxonomy.

KEYWORDS Cirrhina molitorella, Cirrhina mrigola, Labeo rohita, RAPD, genetic

marker
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