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M OE: TR XTI A AR R i % a2, R T A T R 2 251 (Single nucleotide polymorphism,
SNP) Fric ¥t 54085 ( Coilia brachygnathus) %% (C. nasus taihuensis) F1J185(C. nasus) HATYIF%E . M 120
ANTERL AT )55 2 [8) 53 A TR EC(F, ) 2 1y SNP AL s LBk e 3 20 I F 519080, A 21 DTE#I B FI
TR Z 6] 53 AL HE O 5 1) SNP 7 s iR BEALPRZE D 10 D514 . BEPLPE 20 R Aianist .20 el st An 12 2]
5 VLT A5 1 1S T o 45 SR IR 0 R0 788 B 980 1% e T 5% 55 00 5% AT A A LB 19 A4S SNP 4 F ARl
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5% 55 J18% Y 10 A~ SNP 23 FHRic tiA 8 MERTAEAS thal LI - TR %€ o Horh BT Cr-Cn_wtap
AL IS 0 D85 1) DR AR 2 Je K, 20 Cr-Cn_wiap I Ct-Cn_eif2bd 37 sid B, Xof 33 65 7R 7] 5% f S5 531 o
BARFLIAS] 100% , ASHFFEERBE T HRE RO A PR S0 S AL R D 8% ) 856 0 1855 1) 5 vk, A 4 5 65 )m
PR S E BRI R L T AR TR,

KA : SNP spFhic; JIF; KL, 6T, YRhiE

hESES: S917 XERFRRAG: A
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KALTIEGIEH D, 4 58] 17 20 000 Jo/kg,
TEE KRS T, V8 22 B9 A P S 00055 i )
%5 AR VLI AT % AN ] 5% 2 [ 4
X4y, — H R E TIPS

LY 2B 5 g T 05 B A [ A 25 4R it
TIBZS P BVEHE , M T 2522 1 5 52 W b Oy
5 5547 ST U, S i 5T 5% i £ 208 A 2 [ R i
F T (H BN TR S T BT
P AR 3P G A 45 8, AT RE & 1h TR IX
G IR | ] 65% 0 AT 1) T 25 U AR AE R
FEE T . (o, AR AR R IR e T HE 24
Br7 LA T 156 R % T 25 2 5, 45 SR e
PASTREMR 22 7 BT 25 22 5 FUIR T 9 A (8] o
FibE =2 [ ) 22 B, 9 B0 35 B0 Fh /K T 19 22 5.
) S BB S Ao X g U3 AT A T £
PEFTTE 2525 40T 25 W1, K I 65 10 TRE AR 25 2%
SRR, OH —ERERIES b, A, TR
R BTG 1 1 ATV A ) 3k 55 1 301 28 kA
X B F BT A ARAE ) R HA B 5T e K
YA 55 1 DA YT 2 S U v A 1 0 A 0 65 o
R AR B AMAT L R, SR
ISR — P A ) T8 5 v

WA B4 T- DG 22 B, D 05% el A5 155 1380 4%
Pt AR, FE EANTZ A B3 i i 45
ty2e T YANG SV R A B K £
AP (AFLP) 35 AR, %) 6% Ja #0288 R AT 38 16 SR 2% 6
BT, 25 W S AR A 65 R T 5% 15 O R4 S 4
O R I 7w e S S 2 4 T ok
- IE B 08 BET 940 A 0% ) 85% 5 0 45 2 ] —
W AT R 5 Ay 0 45 14 0 K AR SR, O E
AT TR ST AR AR R X R,
GBI TR AR () 154 AR, 45 SR 3R HH T 65
I 5L 75 R 35 B b w0 Fh /K7 19434k fH 2
KEHY THIT R T A 2R SE A, geit
Wi IR, A RE A SR AL TR A 7 AOESE , BT LLAS g
A RCH X4 AT LD 5% 355 DB

TE TS BT IR IR A AR ORI 0 AR R R
o BT I A R (AR HEAT XA H AT
FLAEA R R o R A R ST AR, TR
PRI SR ) BR80T P T R B R
AR—HE, BT AT LIRS B i s A0 L
T 7185 ) AR S, A R T A (o T R A
G810 Fe WK T 2R EL YT B 85 R 4 0 2

(i) Fs} A7 e AL AT R T 8%, B i A 4K o i BE A AE
S A0 5 T At A A I 3 R B ) % A
PR IR A O T RO IR S B R A A
T S0 MR BT P 1 I A Sy 0 TR A R o S
BT, B AR RO B & 1 A, (H A I ik
B B H A R

PR LI D 5% 1) R B 2Rk 2 B
PAXHF 77 B0 X i A 4 45 T BB JTANG
SELN S 7 O M R T LR 7D 5% U U gy T
et (B H A2 1 7 R R i RN —
SE R ANRERS T 10 8 A1t RS2 RS B 75
T3 8 TD R FE A . PRI, e Rl — el bl s A A
J7 R DX G e A5 R T % TR 655 A T 65F, DT BE
A EE X

ABHFFE AT AFE RGO 58 L I FH 525 40 i 1R
AR T T R AU 1) i P 2
KT BB, TE B T IR JE 389 R0 38 BH 980 7 4 % 5
JI85% 5 A SR, I R 5L A I 5% 5 i B )
JI5 25 S 50N, I HLAR S T A JE A N T 8% L
BN T8 2 (B AE X Y SNP A3 5o A 58
BT RLE SNP £ 5, FH A I & X 43 45 65 1 )
5 AR T8 1Y) 43 FARIg, A B oA DB i 4 Fh
e SE R Rt — Rl R 7

U BPRH

1.1 SRIE##5 DNA 25

JEREE T 20 RAMUSTHEA , 70535k B 2 1~
TSP (PY ,n =10, H 3 ASRAE L) FITR B2 9
(DT,n =102k H 3 IRH L) o 20 RIIBFHA,
SR A 2 AR K (TH, n = 10,5k B 3 %
FERD AELHI(CH,n =10 Ok A 2 ARHES) o 12
JFE e B TVBEREAS , 43 535K H AT 2] T8 A
B (Clon = 12)  Unsg T PRS2 B i T
AL IR A (R 1 M L) o

REBE Fa BRI AEA AL g 10 Hiy 2 )5
KM 10 H Ay 2 Je i B 1) JT 8% B 28 BT IR
JKIAIE SN T FATLEWIA R B s A A Y
R . BT I E REA R HA T S/ Ca Stk
—BRUEAE S AW P Bk ik &
ARAE R REAS I R H A R DT R St/ Ca(
AR 4 ~5 ), ik 1 Bl AR S
R LR, e BT 90 R B 1) 0K B A B R
WGP E ) S/ Ca fRAGSE , JL-F- A X
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FrBesh, N E ENRIRKE B, 5,
{7 (4 71 8% < HoAq 3 A2 19 S /Ca £EH ] HI
NGRAFAEN 22 57 I, E— 2B B0l 1
TR AR RS SR RO E T T

IBUREAAS 1 ) 585 25 LY IR I T 95% 119 £

A7 2 4 C UK T T ALS DNA B
( Omega Bio-tek, Norcross, GA, USA) #&£HUr & #E
ASH DNA {57 P Bh¢ IR W 458 g v Uk Gz ) DNA- 2 Ji
LS SRIGE T - 20 CRIVKAT H DA JE 2250 50
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Tab.1 Information of sample collection of C. nasus, C. nasus taihuensis and C. brachygnathus

7Kk fuiia SRAE R AR e BB SR AL ]
Waters Population Location No. of samples Total Time of collection
i 3 10 2013/4/22
g2 (DT) el B PLIT 3 2016/9/8
PIRAR 4 2016/11/4
iz 3 10 2016/9/4
FEBHBI(PY) el B iz 3 2016/11/8
HEBH 4 2016/11/8
PR . JE 5 5 10 2016/9/6
A s HLiH] 5 2016/11/6
oLtE 3 10 2013/11/22
IR (TH) ek T8 3 2016/11/3
M 4 2016/11/3
20 3 12 2013/4/1
KyL(cen ks P 6 2012, 2013/11/23
YL 3 -

#ifF Latitude
N
=

0 120 km 110° 115°
2 Longtitude

B1 RESSHE

Fig.1 Collection Locations

K7 Bk 5 17 51 MEGAT #1473
PR B A A2 S0 i (SNP 2 ) |, Xof I Ji 11 K
VAR, 4% 31 A 18] P 3 i MEGAT J7 571 HL L %¢
B AR S AL R, B PN R GETH I, AR AR 4l 5 7 A5
IC A PSR R] A B, s Dy BRI 1] T 2% 45 o
AT A T A AN TR B B, s Ol S e, DL
AN, T IMPEER, ol geit 7
AT 5 )5 1T 5 U B 2 18] ) 25 S 0 TR L AE
B REARREA T B R E R
1.2 5|¥igit . PCR ¥ i&F 7

ARSI T A AR 0 O 2 i R D R AR TS
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HR I SNP I3 FhRic . 788 Ji B 1) % At 65 A
MR Y ] 655 2 [ 2 BT 120 A4 FhRic i
R H PR 68 A F B8O 1 i, M 68
AFRichz s BEPLPEIE 20 ST oIt (£
2) o TEMIBFIIGEZ B B T 21 A orFhRicfin
K TR P AR B0 i 2R P PPk
T 10T BT (£ 3) o PCR VAR FR N
25 wL, {45 2 x Taq Master Mix 12.5 pL( Fg 5505
MERE A B B4 A FR S 7). P111-01/02/03 ) . DNA
Fefh 1 pL, E RS 94% 0.5 pL, & Jq i
ddH,0 #h5E 3 25 wL, RMWFEF:94 CHAENE: S
min,30 ~35 MEF,94 CA: M 30 s 3B kRN
Xt BN G | 8045 572 CHEfH 60 s,
TEFREE A, 72 CHEMf T min, & PAES PCR 24
B 1. 5% (0B W 8 A P, Dk ARG T 4 15 175 400, K
PG R PCR HAR Wik 2 i AEY) TR A
BRI
1.3 BuESH

{#i i} CondonCodeAligner 6. 0. 2 %4 (http://
www. codoncode. com/aligner/download. htm ) % il
FPa SR AT B AR 3, 5 AT N TARGIE . AR
WA s R (RL I, K 5 728 S 7 A e 97 ) T
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R 7, 45 « L SR IR 22 251 (SNP) B i 4 A AUsTe | 18 65 A1 7] f5%
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Ji i O 2 W PP B NI, AR PR B i 0 v R 1k . B
Jo KA A Oy i e ST 1 B T R 2L
& & 78, F MEGA7 % { ( https://www.

megasoftware. net/ ) 47 H X, 56 1F I 15 810 45 A8 S+
B JR 5 B T 5 | ) E R A A7 5 A —
.

®2 RATXoEMSBS T8 20 A SNP - FHRi2HI5#
Tab.2 Primers of 20 SNP markers distinguishing C. brachygnathus and C. nasus

Tk R eremte 1 B I T

Primers 1D Gene name Size /bp Forward primer Reverse primer
Ch-Cn_nyx nyctalopin ENSDARGO00000061791 175 CTGGACAAGAACAGCCTCAAGTTC GCAGGTAGCTGATGTAGTCGTTGTT
Ch-Cn_NOD1 nucleotide-binding oligomerization domain ENSDARG00000036308 350 CTGGAGAACTTGGACGATCTCATT AAATCACTGTGGATCTCATCGTAGC
Cb-Cn_ psmdl4  proteasome 26S subunit, non- ATPase 14 ENSDARG00000063100 300  ATGTTCCCATACCCAAGTCAACA TGTCTGATGTCTGTGAAACTTTAGCC
Ch-Cn_CREBZF  CREB/ATF bZIP transcription factor ENSDARG00000089787 211 CAAGCAAGAAAATGGACACTTGAAC ~ CACCTTTACCCTCTTTTTGGGTATG
Cb-Cn_SETD2  SET domain containing 2 ENSGACG00000008671 309  ATGACCTACCCACCCGGCTAC GCTGGGCTGGACGAACTG
Cb-Cn_medl6 mediator complex subunit 16 ENSDARG00000040779 355 CTGTTCGGAGGGAAGCCAAT GTGTGAGGAACTTGAGGTGTGTGA
Ch-Cn_rpl8 ribosomal protein 18 ENSDARG00000014867 150 CCTGTTGAGCATCCCTTCG CTTGTCCTGGACGGTCTTTGTT
Cb-Cn_mbph myelin basic protein b ENSDARG00000089413 155 GCACAGCTGACCCCAACGAC CTCCGTACCAGCTCCGCTGT
Ch-Cn_rars arginyl-tRNA synthetase ENSDARG00000054530 152 ACCACGAGAAGGAGTGGAAGC GCAGTAACAGCTGTCGTAGAACTCG
Cb-Cn_rabif RAB interacting factor ENSDARG00000002690 189 GAAGAAGTCCAGCATCTCCCAGT TTCTTGTCGTCTAAACAGTGCCAAC
Ch-Cn_sf3b1 splicing factor 3b, subunit 1 ENSDARG00000056138 184 AGTGGAACTGGCCAACAAGGT GTAGAGGATGCCGTCGATA/ GAGCTG
Ch-Cn_si:ch211 si:ch211-233a24.2 ENSDARG00000062330 143 ACTTTGACGATGCCTTCCTCACCTA GTCATTCTGCAGGCCCAGGTAG
Cb-Cn_PDPR pyruvate dehydrogenase phosphatase regulatory subunit  ENSDARG00000023113 154 GTGATGTCGGTGGGACAGAAGTA CAAATTTGACCCTGAACTCC
(61;6(;1‘2_1 orf59 chromosome 21 open reading frame ENSDARG00000035332 131 CAGAACATGGCATCACACTACCAC  TTCATCCTTCTTAAATTCAGCACCA
Ch-Cn_pigo phosphatidylinositol glycan anchor biosynthesis, class O ENSDARG00000011743 166 GAGGATGTCCTGCTACCATCATCT ~ CAGGCAGCTTGTTCTCGTAAGG
Cb-Cn_SP3 Sp3 transcription factor ENSTNIG00000016947 350  CCTAACATCCAGTACCAGGTGATCC GACAGCCCTAACGAGTCCAGGTC
Cb-Cn_ubr5 ubiquitin protein ligase E3 component n-recognin 5 ENSDARG00000018192 202 CGCTACGCTGCTGACTGCAC CAGCGTGGTCTGCTGGTTCAT
Cb-Cn_tmtc4 transmembrane and tetratricopeptide repeat containing 4ENSDARG00000020447 170 GCTTCCACGTGCTCAACATC GTGAACTGGGTGGGCAGCA/GA
Cb-Cn_no / ENSTNIG00000019262 172 AAGTGTTTGGAAGTGCAGCAGAAAT CTAAGAGTACTGGAGAGCCCCTTGC
Ch-Cn_znf236  zinc finger protein 236 ENSDARG00000095890 163 CCTCATCGTTGTGACCAGTGTC CTTCTTTCTCGTGGAGCATAATGTG

®3 Xo#B T8 10 4 SNP 5 FARIEHI 514

Tab.3 Primers of 10 SNP markers distinguishing C. nasus taihuensis and C. nasus

GIL/E e HH REEININ s TSI
. Ensemble ID K . .

Primers ID Gene name Size/bp Forward primer Reverse primer
Ct-Cn_abeb7 f?, /i}lj')h‘":l::ihP:a;se“"" sub-family B CMDR/ 604 CG00000018231 203 TAAGGTGGCAGAGCGAGGGAAC  CCTTGACGCTGTTCAGGATCIC
Ct-Cn_genl11 ](i’kLeN]l general control of amino-acid synthesis - \epni60000001 1458 212 ATCACTCCCATCCTGTTGGAC TCGGTGAGAGAGTACATGTTGCCTA
Ct-Cn_spon2b spondin 2b, extracellular matrix protein ENSDARG00000002732 213 ACTCACAGTTCGGACTACCACATCT GTGTCTCGCAAAGACCTCGAAC
Ct-Cn_med23 mediator complex subunit 23 ENSDARG00000029157 191  AGAACAACGTTCCTCAGGAGAGC — GAATCCGATTTGGTTGATGTGGT
Ct-Cn_ mifl metal-regulatory transcription factor 1 ENSORLG00000014411 169 GAGGAGGAAGGGGATGGCGCGCTG  ACTCTGAGTGCAGTGTGAGTGTGG
Ct-Cn_DNAH2  dynein, axonemal, heavy chain 2 ENSDARGO0000087352 141 TACACGGAGGTGGCGAACAATGTG ~ GCTGAGCAGCTGGGTGAACT
Ct-Cn_eif2b4 Z“k'“‘r-""“" translation initiation factor 2B, subunit o ygp \po00000014004 126 CATTATTGGCTAACGGCTACGTGAT TTTGCACTCGTTCACAGAACTTGTA
Ct-Cn_upf2 UPF2 regulator of nonsense transcripts homolog ENSGACG00000001080 125 ACTCCAAGGGGGAGTTGAGTG CAGTTCAGGCATATTCTCATCCAG
C1-Cn_wtap Wilms tumor 1 associated protein ENSDARG00000042642 123 AATGATGTGACGGGACTGAAGG — GCACTCCTGCATCTCCTGCT
Ct-Cn_birc6 baculoviral IAP repeat-containing 6 ENSTNIG00000005514 186 CCAATTGTCCGTTTGTGAAGG ACACGTCCCATATGCAGATTTTG

ARSLIFEHLIN G T 10 UG Tk 45 5

AR 2 S W A T 85 B n] REA: 23 ) A 1]

I 5 D T 85 (AR AR, 3 F LA G831 R154% SNP
L ASTE RN D 85 e ) S5 467 B DRSS 580 | 0
2 10 DMHEARJARAE B, #FE— P IR F X 28 SNP fif
SR T 531 D 5 s A 5 %) AR 1
BRI XA A R ) 3R A5 9 1 iy A
AT, 2 B — A5 FAsic ), s+
FRIC & A —A~ SNP 7 5, B FF A 38 25 7 1
P HNFEASE WY 18 2 T 65, Bir LUAR A 0 F1 L SNP
B ICLE IR0 ] 55 3 A o g BE R 32, 43 ) 3R
AR AR Ay it 5 ) 85 1% ] R, 80000 S 1 285 SR

BYFN VBT A BOFERIRIELL A BYFEDIBIAR 27 18
5% 1) AR B ey W SCRF IE R AR S AT . e 1 Ao T
PRICTEA 2 A SNP i, AR 473 3k sz it 55, B
T 2 A4 SNP ARIC, 8 2 UORAT R BUE 73 K
UARFAARAT L5 G J 5 BUMEL, MR BB R/ IV E e
JERERRATRENE . I IE AR SC 5% IE A 1K,
Jn ARSI R . TR AT

R = N]L\;'—r x 100% (1)
AP RO TR S0 TIE v A 30 K% 0 W I A R o
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S IIUR FUAEL 3 Noorreed 9P IR 9 UK N oy
Wr BB BB MRS L s RO T B e v
B XF 10 J& 715 FU B 04 A 20 ) 2t 1 A
[‘—*:ED

2 4k

2.1 JEERERFN T)EYEHE S 1E SNP LR T4 R

il MEGAT #E4T HU X, B ik 1 B 75 B 2%
SE RS BRI 5 AR L S AL A — 2
FHF I X o3 U 1 T 655 7Y 20 %8 5| 91 9 7E
13 AT 11 RIS A sy 3 . HF

I AT WS RI T B 1 10 X5 5140 A7 8 Xt 514
Iy ERARAS 17 BT 11 165 %
i, 5350 2 XTI 3 0 e 8 22 2 Ul AR
IR

FTF DX A s s F1 ) 85 9 20 20 FARic
A1 ABA S E] SNP {7, Hoflh 19 MRidr
FITEREA T NTARGERM LR 5 & 3,19 4> SNP J3-F-
PRI AT LR R AT A ) 65 58 42 X 2y OF, Herp 16
A3 bR 0 A AU R T 65 AR 100% SE45
o W EERAFAE2 ~3 4> SNP i mi(F4) .

&4 204 SNP S FARCHBEESHE
Tab.4 Gene frequency of 20 SNP markers

S . #:'v’}ﬁ l St ‘ — %“f:{j%}fﬁ% Allele frequenc‘y {%
Primer 1D o. of samples Total SNP AR C. brachygnathus JI% C. nasus
(PY,DT/SH) A T C G AT o G
Cb-Cn_nyx 16/10 26 CT 0 100 100 0
Ch-Cn_NODI1 14/12 26 AT 0 100 100 0
Cb-Cn_ psmdl4 15/8 23 AG 0 100 100 0
Cb-Cn_CREBZF 13/12 25 AG 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_SETD2 11/11 22 CG 82 18 0 100
GA 9 91 100
Cb-Cn_med16 16/11 27 TC 100 0 0 100
TC 100 0 0 100
Cbh-Cn_rpl8 16/11 27 TC 100 0 0 100
CA 0 100 100 0
Cb-Cn_mbpb 14/8 22 AC 100 0 0 100
CT 0 100 100 0
Ch-Cn_rars 15/11 26 AG 100 0 0 100
Cbh-Cn_rabif 14/12 26 TC 96 4 0 100
Cb-Cn_sf3bl 10/10 22 TC 100 0 0 100
TG 100 0 0 100
TC 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_si;ch211 15/12 27 CT 0 100 100 0
Cbh-Cn_PDPR 14/11 25 AG 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_C10H2101f59 15/12 27 GA 0 100 100 0
Ch-Cn_pigo 13712 25 /
Cb-Cn_SP3 11/12 23 TC 100 0 0 100
TC 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_ubr5 14/12 26 TC 100 0 0 100 100
TG 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_tmtc4 14/11 25 TC 100 0 0 100
AC 100 0 0 100
Ch-Cn_no 16/9 25 GA 0 100 100 0
AG 100 0 0 100
Cb-Cn_ubt5 15/11 26 TC 97 3 0 100
TC 97 3 0 100
CT 3 97 100 0
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2.2 HEEFTISTE YRS SNP (LR 5T R

FHIX AR5 T 8511 10 X354 T 1
T 8 4~ SNP 4rFhril, 5| ¥ 45 h Ci-Cn_
eifl2bd 53 FARIC A 2 4> SNP i 55 i 55
PSR B 3% ~95% , J1% iy J5 R 4 o
WER 0 ~100% (% 5)  Hri5|¥4*% Ci-Cn_
wiap [ 43 F-FR 10 78 151 5% i 70 8% 22 1] iy Ji R A
R, 390K 5% F11100% 95% F1 0, A 7]
REW T 855 1 ) 85 [X 3 T o

TR T IX A Y 5 ) B i 8 A4~ SNP
FRic i SE bR AR, BEFLES IE 10 2 W 5% 5% 7]
5 (R IRFE A FH 2R 5 1015 B 56 e W B 5 ) 5%
Y, S5CPRp S B T e BN, S A Ci-
Cn_abeb7 XA FARIC (3 5) B, BEHLIEE 1
R AAFEAS LRI R I 455 AA B AE

S 1855 R0 ) 455 % R BEE 23 1y 0.028 9 (0. 17 x
0.17) %1 0.144 4(0.38 x0.38), K 40.144 4 >
0.028 9, T LA, I 122 £ 155 , 1) 5 1
SN IERR 1, IR R RIEER R, Z 57
S SECH 1.2.3 - 8 DM Fhrid, kg 10
FRIRGNEY 5 TISEA ERR R (K 2) o 453K
B, BEAE R S m] LA B 100% (18 2) o 48]
A 5 N FARiC Ct-Cn_abeb7 | Ct-Cn_genlll | Ct-
Cn_spon2b , Ct-Cn_med23 Fl Ct-Cn_mtfl B}, #E
FIFBA LT HINA S FAril Ct-Cn_eif2b4 B,
B SR W HE A 32 42 5 2 80% , TERH 73 F-Hm il
Ct-Cn_eif2b4 X85, 240 A Ct-Cn_wtap I,
TRATREAS BT HER R 2 2K 100% o DL 2 Fisk
6,

x5 84 SNP FFiRiCRIERE R
Tab.5 Gene frequency of 8 SNP markers

FEAEL

ZENFEH AR Allele frequency/ %

Sp L 4
Efzflﬁ No. of samples ’/F:)::i SNP W% C. nasus taihuensis JI% C. nasus
; (TH,CH/SH) A T C G A T C G
Ct-Cn_abcb7 18/12 30 AG 17 83 38 62
Ct-Cn_genlll 19/11 30 TC 47 53 36 64
Ct-Cn_spon2b 15/11 26 TC 20 80 32 68
Ct-Cn_med23 16/12 28 TG 16 84 33 67
Ct-Cn_mtfl 20/11 31 GC 95 5 100 0
Ct-Cn_eif2b4 16/9 25 TC 3 97 56 44
TC 16 84 67 33
Ct-Cn_upf2 18/12 30 TC 14 86 29 71
Ct-Cn_wtap 19/8 27 AG 5 95 100 0
e 100 / I FARIC T, B FEAS ) S R R R 1 B T B
g 80 Ly S S .
2 SLIRIFER AR, 185 A 5 P
& N N S N S e
Y TR 05254y TIBFREA W15 RE A SE IR B35
< > — y— S, N
R 20 TeBUILIL /N T T15., 2 542 W 1) 85 ol ) B B A
w= 0 . . s
aF T = 2 @& = © =& =2 ) S ME SR ] Dk B sl 42200 100% (6 6)
3 5 2 ¥ ¥ £ 8 £ 8
§ § 8 EEE E & b
T2 8 3 s 2 - @ 3 1hg
N (2] ©

4+ T4RIC SNP markers

B2 SFHicfRITRIEERE

Fig.2 SNP markers and cumulative accuracy rate

6 FiH 110 F2 T A1 B EAE A Y
S DR AR AR B AL 25 CORF 180 855 A1 ) 5% ) 22 [
SR AR N B A, T BT A ) B4 [ T
SRR AR HAE ) o S 8 4> SNP

FURIT, RS2 1005 159 AN RE IR A 33 )
55 TR ATE W G 4y T AR T B
o ] 8% A NI B LA 2 R 3 L o)
1 B R L T A I LR L B, 3 2
58 IR, AN BB AT RIX 5 AU 8 5 0 D B
I FA A RO G ZOR RT3 FE A A 3 B,
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EﬂlﬂEﬁZFJ . AA/CC/TT/TG/CC/(CC/CC)/CC/GG 2.47E-05 0 100 0
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FricHr 19 X ] DLE # AT S5 50 55 0, %0 HE )
N 100% o XA T A1 TR 8 Xt TARIC,
LS UE R I, M TARIE Ct-Cn_eif2b4
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Species identification of Coilia brachygnathus, C. nasus and C. nasus
taihuensis with SNP markers

CHENG Fangyuan'**, TAO Ziyu'**, LI Chenhong'*”

(1. Shanghai Universities Key Laboratory of Marine Animal Taxonomy and Evolution, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai
201306, China; 2. Shanghai Collaborative Innovation Center for Aquatic Animal Genetics and Breeding, Shanghai Ocean
University , Shanghai 201306, China; 3. National Demonstration Center for Experimental Fisheries Science Education, Shanghai
Ocean University, Shanghat 201306, China)

Abstract; To identify the species of the tapertail anchovies rapidly, Coilia brachygnathus, C. nasus and C.
nasus tathuensts distributed in freshwater lakes of the Yangtze River Basin, single nucleotide polymorphism
(SNP) molecular markers were developed to distinguish them. Twenty SNP markers were randomly selected
with fixation index (F,) of 1 from the 120 loci found between C. brachygnathus and C. nasus; and 10 SNP
markers were ramdomly selected with high F, value from the 21 loci found between C. nasus and C. nasus
tathuensis for primers designing. Twenty C. brachygnathus, 20 C. nasus taihuensis and 12 C. nasus were
randomly amplified and sequenced using the primers designed. The results showed that each of the 19 SNP
markers can be used to completely distinguish C. brachygnathus and C. nasus, and no polymorphic sites were
found in the other locus in the samples tested. Eight SNP makers were successfully amplified and used to
distinguish C. nasus and C. nasus taihuensis. Marker Ct-Cn_wta showed the highest difference in genotype
frequency between C. nasus and C. nasus taithuensis. When marker Ct-Cn_wtap and Ct-Cn_eif2b4 SNP were
used, the successful identification rate on C. nasus and C. nasus tathuensis reached 100% . In conclusion, a
robust and efficient method is provided to identify the tapertail anchovies, C. brachygnathus, C. nasus and
C. nasus taihuensis using SNP molecular marker, which would provide an important tool for identification and
conservation of the tapertail anchovies.

Key words: SNP marker; Coilia brachygnathus; Coilia nasus; Coilia nasus taihuensts; species identification
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