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i E: RHBAF SRAP BIRRICH LA SRS 6 A4, SOk BARE TLI58 MINARAE T i 4 438 11 4
BRIERFATERT LB T B2 AT A R B - (1) AR AT IE RN HT VLIRS 5 A AR B BRI AR
P, O — 32, IR T R AR AR B 5 B AR IR SR O — 325 (2) LL AT 290 5 MER 3 0 82. 4% 5 (3) 52T
AENAHT G (BD) | H i S 2 6 A (BH) 79 11 30 295 )5 9 (AC) 3 TG 7 (B LU B0K, i B8 2 I AR AE S 40
SRAP 7} B4 W] - (1) WiTLAR I VS BF AL (A Is A4 2 AR 7, L Shannon ZREVESEHOY(E N 0. 481 4, #{T
PASMX IR 0. 402 8, {ii 5 LLJS & i 16.3% 5 (2) SRIE AR N — 3o 2 PRICHT e R IR i R B #T L AR

T TS T A B A (8] HLA B TR S AR AL AH L
SR SRV 5 4RI BEIR; SRAP; TEAMR
hESES: So17 XHRFRER: A

%50 ( Sinonovacula constricta Lamarck ) A3 FK
B U, R AR S W 1] (Mollusca ) , XX 5E 44
( Bivalve ), 47 % #} ( Solenidae ), %;i 1% J&
(Sinonovacula) , T )7 Fh P ARG LI 7 RS
Ze, )2 o3 A T VU ORI T, R L3k
A R A T 4R A R
HE AT, X e BB A A1) ] 32 31
RSP TAEE M ER, BET, BN/ R
AE IR I TEE R
RAPD!' i T pRic ™ (ISSRM A rig
H T A ) 6 B A A 1 3t 4% 2 RE PR EAT T OF
G0 AHETR MWIE 25 % 45 & SRAP ( Sequence-
based amplified polymorphism,SRAP) Fric, 54
T4 A 51 1 T8 4 09 Y R S €, B TE W VLRV
VA G WS GER A0 A P R R TSR AR

U BPR ik

1.1 ##HRE
2013 455 2 8 A (AR T #L Am T

Wi HER: 2015-10-14 f&[E HEA: 2016-09-19

I LR AP I 4 4 11 A IR IR A,
LA 6 4>, EOR BIRTITE, BR 6 5 (Y6)
FREREARON, e B R PR IR 7 - 11 5ok A
LA O, 4 B AR A A D o R
A AMREFREIE L

1.2 EHiEtmRNET &

TEAS AR AT i 22 X0k 1 4, SR e
PRRR AFHIE] 0. 1 mm, BRSNS 5
K(CG) .55 (AE) 52 )8 (1K) & AB AC AD,
AF AG,AH BC,BD,BE,BF ,BG,BH,CD,CE,
CF.CH.DE.DF DG .DH EF EG .EH FG FH GH
AL 29 AP A AR SRR (B 1) o 114
HEUR BRI 50 ANk, E4K43 15 950 4
TE 52 FHE SR
1.3 SRAP £FiRid

SRAP J2HT PCR MBEHLY S FricHiAR, B
A 2R LR R AR AL, H AT E K
JEAR LR L H IR IR RE | 38 £ P 5 A e 2
WEWT I E R AT B2,

EETIE: Wiififif[2013]82 5 #ilAR[2013]179 5 SKFH52[ 2013 44 5
EBER AT R FE(1966—) , 53, i LRI, BFFE 07 6] A K SR Al . E-mail :570753903@ qq. com

http: //www. shhydxxb. com



32 Eo W W R E % 26 1%
1 GERHER
Tab.1 Sampling information of S. constricta

BT EEEN SRAE AT [k SRAERR] P

No. Population Sampling locality Code Sampling date Standard
1 AN WL IR SRS S T 5 Y1 2013.5 126 fi/kg
2 WLV WL RIS ES Y2 2013.5 110 Hi/kg
3 WL WL N B FEHE R Y3 2013.5 86 i/ kg
4 TR WL & MR I AR Y4 2013.5 238 i/ kg
5 FERAN: S'S T 58 0 5 L ke Y5 2013.5.27 628 i/ kg
6 WL IRaH HTILAR R 7 2 00 2 SR Sk 7R T Y6 2013.5.27 70 i/ kg
7 A A A T P A DX PG R F1 2013.7.25 566 i/ kg
8 TS AN = BT 2 2013.7.25 112 i/ ke
9 NN % VL3 g 3 5 1L J1 2013.8.26 123 i/ kg

10 LA E Y VL3RS IE B DY 2 2013.8.20 104 i/ kg

11 IER G IER I IPNEE S S 2013.6.29 156 i kg

1 GREEEFSMUNEMS
Fig.1 Landmark points for morphological

measurement of S. constricta
A SETiR s B. RN C. (KRN D. AT E. %% .
JiJE s G Ak G H. 355 1 Z2528MIT; K. A58 5MU T
A. Beak (Umbo) ; B. Front-end of dorsal; C. Anterior of body; D.
Front-end of dorsal; E. Bottom of ventral; F. Back-end of ventral;
G. Posterior of body; H. Back-end of dorsal; 1. Left outboard of
umbo; K. Right out board of umbo

AWFFEH SRAP IE S 1] 51414 8 45 (eml ~
em8 mel ~me8) ,1E S5 G, T AT 64
X1 FeLAREAREAR 2 AR TS I P
PCR JZ W& % J 20 pL (10 pL 2 x PCR Mix 6.5
pL H,0.1.5 wL DNA (IER 51445 1 L) 5 5O
TP R 94 CHiASE S ming 94 CASP% 1 min, 35
CiB K 1 min,72 CEf 1 min,5 MEH;94 C
A5 M 1 min, 50 °C3B K 1 min,72 °CZEfH 1 min, 35
AMEFR ;72 CIEAH 10 ming 1. 5% I 50 HL vk 150
for, HA 4571 I 8 %0 A A48 1 5 PO M e EL Tk A T o
TEHL 6 X PCR 3 255 1 T 450 2 105 | I dl &
G311 AR, AR 20 Mk, 32220 4~
FEATEAT 7M. SRAP [ 2R TR 475 Jise FEL Uk 2% 7 44 B
B TFPGA ™ #3058, AR —JE R A7 L
| LR 5017, 0 FoRIA & o

&2 SRAP3|#FF!
Tab.2 The primer sequences of SRAP

EI 5955 eml-8(5'—3")

10519751 mel-8(5'—3")

¥ The forward primer sequences The reverse primer sequences
1 eml TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA mel GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT
2 em2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC me2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
3 em3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT me3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
4 em4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC me4 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
5 em5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG me5 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC
6 em6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA me6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
7 em7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC me7 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA
8 em8 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTGC me8 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTG

1.4 HiE4bE

SR JH SPSS 19. 0 BAFXHE 252 Bli AT T %
For it B o3 B A0 3 B s SRAP B4 LA
Popgene32 JEA7 4", A4 NET' () J6 M 2 4%
B A2 2 T 25 A 5 DR AR A 114 329 35t 4% 2%

",
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SGAE 9 ARERIX — 3 b WLARTE S (5 AS) FiAs
H2 A JET AR H A i — 37, XKW
WL AR AR5 75 S e B AR AR 25 B R AR e
AR , L -5 e A BB A O A A (R e b
Mo
2.1.2 Fsrartr

ERGI Hr R K 22 A B AR AR N ER AR Y
Gk, A SRR RE L BIME, A 29 4
FCBIEAR A A A A R R 6 AN ELASSRIR A
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Fig.2 Cluster dendrogram of eleven populations

of S. constricta

R3O ANEEERFE 29 MEIKET 6 NER ST HITTHE R FAEE

Tab.3 Contributory ratios and eigenvector loading of six principal components for

twenty-nine characters of eleven populations of S. constricta

gy
Principal K AE AB AC AD AF AG AH BC BD BE BF BG BH CD
components
1 0.074 -0.232 0.289 -0.12 -0.339 0.328 0397 0525 -0.68% 0.049 [0.778 0.938] -0.443
2 -0.286  -0.368 [ -0.89] [-0.907] [-0.863] 0.695 0.582 -0.104 -0.14 -0.22 0382 0.248 -0.087 -0.12
3 0.253  -0.62 0.007 0.114 -0.158 -0.300 -0.124  0.152 0.257 -0.175 -0.062 -0.173 -0.011  0.025 -0.016
4 0.078 0.176 -0.202 0.25%  0.057 -0.328 -0.0588  0.077 0.633  0.206 0.024 -0.355 -0.460 -0.285
5 0.871 0.476  0.129 0.12  0.247 -0.148 -0.000 -0.121 0.068  0.082 0.180 -0.201  0.077  0.097 0.259
6 0.106 0.179  0.163 0.050  0.051 -0.065 -0.274 -0.324 -0.04 -0.047 0.78  0.101  0.14 -0.03 0.182
Principal CE CF CH DE DF DG DH EF joel EH FG FH GH Contributory
components ratios
1 0.062 [0.771] [0.888] 0.02 0.755] [0.921] 0.240  0.637 -0.530 -0.411 -0.02 4.4
2 -0.21 0373 0258 -0.171 022 -0.411 0.0 0.6% 0.3%  0.406 0.12  0.017 0.125 19.43
3 0.330 0325 0187  0.651 03600 0.000 -0.03 0.55% 0.420 023 -0.464 12.87
4 0.035 0.080 0.008 0285 0.024 -024 -0.255 0393 -0.19  0.05 0.654  0.271  -0.037 6.33
5 0.617 -0.167 0.0 -0.057 -0.173 0.102 0.100 0.078 0.147 0.139 -0.1% -0.255 -0.358 4.48
6 0.53  0.1% 020 045 0.04 -0.401 -0.189 -0.025 -0.424 -0.265 0.039  0.116  0.017 3.882

M3 Hpa] LLAT 7 25 B9 5T KR 2
R ERGT 1 R 44.42% , FE RS2 R 19.43%
B S5 BB RERTTHRAR D 87.53% o F I i
A 2% (BB 3 0. 9 19 40 531 Sy 58 Tl 1) 1A% i S
(BD) ¥ Aif g 21 6 Air i ( BH) 95 il o 2115 )5 i
(AC)3 UG faf B FLOK, SR T BRI S AL
2.1.3 FBI

X 11 AR 29 ARG IE FUBIPARR BEA T 531

Br(£4) . HFRGIEEREY, AR B, 3
AR R Z e 8 22 5 0 55 . Ho vk
CYS) (R0 B HE R R B g, 38 98% s IR M5 (S)
TRV I SR B M1, AL 68% , A5 16% (144
FIAZBNTIR B DG (J2) B A 5 W VL AR 1 V8 B A
A Z 8] 7 R B IS, 11 A FEAACST- 349 40 310 o fe
KW 82.4% .
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Tab.4 The discriminant analysis of morphology of eleven populations of S. constricta
Fhe FEARL F B AER RS % i 32%  Predicted classifications

Population Sample number Discriminant accuracy YI Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Fl 1) J1 » S
WHLET> (Y1) 50 82% 4 0 0 5 3 0 1 0 0 0 O
WL 1(Y2) 50 78% 0 39 0 5 0 3 0 2 0 0 1
WIiTLFHE(Y3) 50 74% 0 10 37 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0
Wi I (Y4) 50 92% 3 1 0 46 0 0 0 O 0 O O
WLk (YS) 50 98 % 0 0 0 0 49 1 0 0 0 0 0
WIVLFRAE(Y6) 50 90% 0 0 0 0 2 45 0 0 3 0 0
T H(F1) 50 92% 1 0 1 0 0 2 41 3 0 0 2
TEEATIE(F2) 50 76% 6 0 0 0 0 0 5 38 0 1 0
YL (J1) 50 70% 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 0 35 6 0
YLIRE P ()2) 50 86% 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 43 5
IR E (S) 50 68% 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 3 1 8 34

B3t Total 550 82.4% 550

2.2 SRAP &3#f

WA 48 XA ETE 11 DREAR AR
2 AR T AE R, e em2/me6 .em3/
meS .em3/me6 .em3/me2 .eml/me4 .emd/me3 I 6
XA 2 R TEM I S WA A TE 11 DR
T 3220 A HEFTY G 3L A 52 JR 5K
SEREET B M PR 8. 67 S Ay, B BEIR I i 1L
SREHESTIT LS.

WL I HE V5 B AR B Shannon Z2FE 1 45 %k
1£0.420 7 ~0.522 9 Z[a], ¥{H K 0. 481 4 ;4T
FRIE (Y6) FEIA )35 15 Z AR PEALTE 11 A RAERER
AR AS . WL LASM Y X 35k, Shannon Z2 45
FeBAE 0.464 0 ~0.345 1 Z[a], ¥{H M 0.402 8,
WL AR5 1 4 10 B A AR Shannon 2L 455K
LA L LASR DI B A 5 16.3%

F5 ET SRAP 1 11 MR EERRE S
Tab.5 Result of genetic diversity between 11 populations based on SRAP
Ik /!*14i”él FHIEAE A A B EZN A ZEMLA I % Shannon 4% Nei J55
Populations Sample Average . Numbelf of . Per(:emage of . Shannon’ s index Nei’ s index
number Heterozygosity polymorphic loci polymorphic loci

WHLAY (Y1) 20 1.542 3 45 86.54 0.4625+0.2445 0.3125+0.179 1
WLV 1(Y2) 20 1.465 1 43 82.69 0.4207+0.2442 0.278 8 £0.176 0
WITZFHE(Y3) 20 1.566 6 48 92.31 0.488 0+0.2155 0.3280+0.163 0
WITLISHR (Y4) 20 1.597 9 49 94.23 0.5128 +0.196 0 0.3461+0.1494
WLBksk (Y5) 20 1.602 7 49 94.23 0.5229+0.1804 0.3527 +0.136 4
WHTFRIE(Y6) 20 1.572 3 46 88.46 0.4949 +£0.2118 0.3338+0.1556
TEEE T (FL) 20 1.559 6 42 80.77 0.464 0+0.2595 0.3174+0.1859
TEEATIE(F2) 20 1.458 8 39 75.00 0.409 1 £0.2883 0.2322+0.2017
VLRI (J1) 20 1.459 0 38 73.08 0.3929+0.301 2 0.2499+0.217 1
TLIREPY(J2) 20 1.396 8 33 63.46 0.3451+0.2758 0.2644+0.197 6
IR E (S) 20 1.451 6 36 69.23 0.3657 £0.2600 0.2737 +0.182 4

YI(H 20 1.5157 43 81.82 0.4435+0.2434 0.2990+0.176 7

HE— 25 43 A1 25 BE R 0] 09 3845 2 A R B (3%
6). 11 MR Z B FER R N, =1.258 7, 5t1%
ML EREL G, =0.284 3, BAEFEEE 0. 035 0 ~
0.388 7 Z[H]; ARIETE 6 AFEAAR Z W] 358 1% IR 15
BN, HE0.035 0 ~0.204 4 Z[a] BRES G115
(Y2) 5 Bk =k 23 % (Y6) 4, o B /h T
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Tab.6 Genetic distances ( below diagonal) and genetic similarity (above diagonal) between 11 populations
Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Fl1 F2 J1 2 S
Y1 0.868 3 0.873 8 0.878 4 0.864 8 0.8460 0.730 1 0.716 0 0.714 3 0.678 6 0.763 8
Y2 0.1412 0.964 4 0.913 3 0.856 7 0.8152 0.782'5 0.761 1 0.816 8 0.750 1 0.787 6
Y3 0.1349 0.036 3 0.965 6 0.913 1 0.8521 0.804 5 0.779 5 0.8330 0.776 6 0.805 8
Y4 0.1296 0.090 7 0.0350 0.946 5 0.8810 0.8300 0.772 0 0.8327 0.798 0 0.810 8
Y5 0.1453 0.154 6 0.091 0 0.0550 0.959 5 0.784 2 0.780 3 0.790 1 0.785 4 0.8290
Y6 0.1673 0.204 4 0.160 0 0.126 7 0.0413 0.744 6 0.764 2 0.754 8 0.759 5 0.791 0
F1  0.3145 0.2453 0.217 6 0.186 3 0.243 1 0.294 9 0.724 3 0.700 9 0.729 2 0.784 9
F20.3340 0.2730 0.2492 0.258 8 0.248 1 0.2690 0.3226 0.904 4 0.857 4 0.833 8
JI  0.3364 0.202 4 0.1827 0.183 1 0.2356 0.2813 0.355 4 0.100 5 0.8850 0.8217
J2 0.3878 0.287 6 0.2529 0.225 6 0.2415 0.2751 0.315 8 0.153 9 0.1222 0.866 2
S 0.269 4 0.238 8 0.2159 0.209 7 0.187 6 0.234 4 0.2422 0.1817 0.196 4 0.143 6

DUt E i 11 MR NI RGER AR
BB 3) 2 B, Wi AR 35 1 AR AR 5 A A T AR
DX P AR (F1) 36 7 AR — 3, MR R
A B ) — /N S AR N & B AT A
(F2) 57155 gl W 0of 1l (1) VL7538 B DY
(J2) Bl A & BT R FI 5B (S) O — 32

—C
59 82 Y2
—u
U 87— Y4
Y5
68—
61 b5
’ﬁ‘—:;”
| J2

5

P)

B3 EHT SRAP £i8% 11 NEEEIM NI 2 F R
Fig.3 NJ tree among 11 populations of
S. constricta based on SARP
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PR 2 e HA T S TR S A TR S5 IR &
B A TR 22 [0 T 25 P AR B vy 2, 3 5 X1k 1l
SECVRGRIT ST 4 R A — B, (HWT T B A R A
PRI Z ) A SR OC R 5 b 3 PR B8 AN A7 A6 A
S, XA BB S T R GE A B AR UM S B0
K L AE HoA K AR 2R W T R R AE 2

SRAP Xif o [ W g 45 0% 11 ASHEAR 29 b 45 1
FEAERE R I — B0 (1) Wi VL AR 1 V5 B A R o 5
B R N R P A N =T B 1=

KA EN AR — RS 1 BRTE
TRIE IR % AR 815 5, DL T30
L 22 M P R A% B R, X 5 0 Gk
SR F AP XA BB T A R A
(5 (2) VL5 A A 1L A R A A5 I A b o
AR A A2 1 B A TR, (FL 38 A 22k 0 A T
I A VA N T DT N N (- AN L )
4 1R A TR ARG A% TR R T BB A2 A TR, sk
A AR AL 5

JRUE R A BT BRI 402 AT S
S B T R L RS, I 2 S OR B A 1)
TRIAIAFAEFE DI, R 3 PR S8 i 45 A7 72 B[] A
SEWARIE R AR . A SRAP FRic, M4t
LU TH 3 B0 T AR T VS HE R 1) — S0y Sk
ettt o MY KBEARIEAT 44T UG K BRI T
FEOR AT LS At b 5 i AR AR — e B E 1 5
WHRFREAR X 43 720, IEBH SRAP $7 A 0] DL AR
TSP 1R S R T 0 k. EAAS L 2R
PERT DU F PEAR P F ) B SO0 U8 . 45 R R B AR
VS 43008 W A BEAAR 1) 3845 Z AR R AL T Rk
S, AT DAHE T H RS P R T I AR ) AF, R
JEARTEIEAAE G B BN G:, DRI sk 45 00
P S0 U5 AR B A A B, 7 RS | S, B 1k
Y REATRZR P T T IR R, K 37
BT, S LT ) 5 | BB, XY G 0
PRI AL 254 7T RE 1 R i, TS T 8 T A 1Y)
WAL LA, BRI AL A L S IR AR B v, HE 8
YT R 38 I 2 R

SE Lk
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Morphologic and genetic diversity of Sinonovacula constricta populations
from Yueqing Bay, Zhejiang

XU Yiping', XU Huibin®, JIN Kai', CHEN Peng', XU Heng'
(1. Yueqing Fisheries Science Institute , Yueging 325600, Zhejiang, China; 2. College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai
Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China )

Abstract: Six populations of Sinonovacula constricta came from Yueqing Bay, Zhejiang and other five
populations from Jiangsu and Fujian Provinces. Based on the morphologic data, the population from Fujian
Zhuta is more similar to five wild populations of Yueqing Bay; The mean of discrimination accuracy of 11
populations is 82.4% , the eigenvector-loading values from Front-end of dorsal to Front-end of dorsal, from
Front-end of dorsal to Back-end of dorsal, and from Beak to Anterior of body are higher than other
parameters, and they all are the important to distinguish populations. SRAP analysis on 11 populations shows
the genetic diversities of wild populations from Yueqing Bay are relatively high with mean Shannon’ s index
0.481 4, and the mean Shannon’s index of other populations is 0.402 8; All six populations from Yueqing
Bay gathered into one branch. Together, the morphology and SRAP both showed that the wild populations of
Yueqing Bay were more highly similar.

Key words: Yueqing Bay; Sinonovacula constricta; population; sequence-based amplified polymorphism;

morphologic data
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