HEDKFERE 2024 £ 9 B, 31(9): 1069-1078

Journal of Fishery Sciences of China & 17‘1:1 ‘ié i

DOI: 10.12264/JFSC2024-0172

BRI FEEHRENRMAREBEEERKNERETN

o k1,2 o 2 2 opomm 1,2 1,2 > 3 s 4
Bl B, EAS, BEER ", ®REAN ., BB, MMEF
1. B EER KR E R LR B R L, B 201306;
2. K PERIERT ST BE R K M A FE G, A A AT TSI Wl B IR PR B Bl WU 52 563 . YT 95 Jo%8% 214081,
3. SMMEEZEAREM)E, Fi% ¥E7 810000;
4. FHUFHAREER L, FHIE T 810000

WE: N TR E IR L SRR 9 ) + 3 4 AL B (Gymnocypris eckloni) I EWILH AL, 7R W55 K BB AG 43 HT 12 Al
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TR AR AR A Y 12 1] 43 J8 . SRR R IR, AEBEARELAY S W) R s K 2 RE V6 B G 16 BE AR AL A% 119 15 0 77 52 9
A RHAR AL BERR BT & 4 rh IR W) 2 R T b S5 AR AL BERR B 1 T /N UAR AR SRR, LA S PR AR
YRR SIY) . AFFREE G Bk T DNA RATERDEOR, MR T R iR AL BEAR B Pk i) v P R Pk, Ak
BERRAE (14 5 ) 2 R AR BT S AL T A Y A RS R GOk . X R AN (A Bl T T AT b B AR BEAR AR F AR BREE
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MM B 2 AE 1, HTAER R, XH%EE AR
LAV HARRE R m P BEE Y T AW H AR T
K FE, il B AR WA 2 N, IR R
B A A B Hr 4 Taberlet 251
2012 4FEWFST R 9 DNA 72 518 i F R (DNA
metabarcoding)% & DNA S A5 i vy 18 1 0 P 4%
AR, X KA AT AL AT IS, A B AR
I 2 7 30 o SE B AP OK S L B A R A,
Fam 3 A B AT PR A (8 AR G S R A
H AR &P dl ik, M B &t o8 i 1k &
SERT, SRTEE PR R A I HbR DNA
i L, WG Y Ml gE SRR, 1F
By I 2 S BB X 2R BOR HLAEE DL TR
i 25 SR 1) e S 1, R SR A0 1 F AR KB, 1T RE AR
FER Z AR ARN, 2 Hb A P ) B AT AR B = 5
A4 T M g b g s U7 KR A BIF 5 26 A g —
FhE PRI 5 5 VA AR SE BRI H S AR TE R BR A,
TR 3 AT X AL S () B9 O 1 5 R SRS
BRI ARG G, T AR AR T
Jra PR, B X A M e P A S Y AT AR

ICHTOC T AEBEB A B PRI o /b, Rl 2
B b Y PR S TTH —— SR B T A LB 380 v 1) B A=
AEBEAR AR RE . HATC A MR Bon, B RKIR
Hh AE B AR £ R R, BRI R B AR 4y
BT 22 VY )11 45 Bar 400N £ Ji L3458 PN 1) A B0 R A £
PR EZNAEY WS © B2E . KA R )
o PRIl AN 2 DR 2 AR RS AR A
BRGSO, X AE BEA A N 2 W 4
A7 VE B 43 B AT i R DL B . A3k
HECAZ ) 18S tDNA [ AT 45 [X V8 X AE M hric 5
[N, 256 e 38 1 7 e AR T A 4 ) 45 51, X
Bz 7K BN AL BERR B ) 2 AT A S, LU A O
N T A . BFRTK . THRH R A ZF Rt
S R 0 SR RS ATk
1 MHEE5FZE
1.1 BEARSKR

TRBZ WAL 3 AN AN, R SR 3 ARR
W Je 3 Sk E RIS A, R E 2 7
MEMZMERZEHM(1.2cm.2cm.4cm.6cm,

8cm. 10cm, 14 cm), K. &%~ 125 m. 1.5 m;
AEEPRERMERN 1.6 cm, K. 9. &20H
10m, 0.4m, 0.4m. JIK, %EEPBIETIINE 2
/NI FEISER AL AR, RSN 1,

R1 REAMNESGE
Tab.1 Sampling site latitude and longitude
AL ZIE/(°)
point longitude
1 Zi%#l Duochong Village 97.4452 E 34.8216 N

2 HAHE U Jihete Changgama 97.6717E  35.0399 N
97.9103 E 35.1060 N

HiFE/(°)
latitude

3 LB £ Zhalinghu Township

1.2 SMEERSTE

T 2023 4 6 A AT RFE, ¥R A SR 22
JREAE BE R SRR AR 28 A 2 S, il AR, S5 )
PO . W T FE R DL R M R R B S, I EY T
AR AT T T AL I FE 55 I, it 8 B I i s
10% P48 ZR BRI A8 PRAT o 4B Bt 56 PR i 1
BN &Y, 18K 454 METTLER TOLEDO
ST R RRE B A E, SRR RREE M EAR
T 75%M) OB Fe AT o S R AE A
I, TR . TEITESh AR /N R
A W)diF LEICA DMS500 i gk A g1 $50+
Yo B E (R, WS OLYMPUS SZX16
PRI SR AT RS TR o, 4 T A iy DU AR 4l
R FE 0 S8 L B I S AN R AR W RRAE R AT S S fa
S SR AVIRLE W) IR EEFEFR L, ARBF5E o,
BRI ARG CIRAK R A 9 5 A 3 P 1]
) W Ok ) PO b s WLk
A AR ) B R s AT i S E Bl iR/
)53 FEERTT
1.3 RUESEENFE

R A8 16 BE AR AR AR R KNG RLRE 4 3 4,
S AR HE R 22 53 510 H.S: 254.08+17.04 mm .
H.M: 307.38+17.90 mm. H.L: 413.05+53.93 mm)
WU 8 FEZEREAE 3 G L) I H B TE 1 0 11 B AE
BERR A 9 259 T el . G ) )
VIBRACBE AR B AN i, VIO I B i 25490,
B F B B rh I N ) 2 4 HE 15 mL Y TG 50
B, BRFEAR RS 5 RS, A TCK OB
PSR AE I A o A 7 S AE R S B
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ALFA 13 DNA /Jv it 3 B ) 65 0 48 B4R 6 17 1
IS IRE S EAT RE N 2 DNA RYF2HC, IFH 1%35
JIE W 8 I F K K DNA 19 58 2 P, ] s 1) 1)
NanoDrop F1 Qubit Kzilll DNA 1) B F2EJE .

PCR 4" 345 Wik 48 & W51 905 (519 5 91
}: V8F, 5-ATAACAGGTCTGTGATGCCCT-3',
1510R, 5-CCTTCYGCAGGTTCACCTAC-3') %}
18S rRNA Jt A ) HAs X 1794, A
Barcode /751, PCR ¥ Hi{AR: 2 x m EMERA
fifi 25 L, IES 5945 2 uL, DNA R4z 3ul, i
TR /K 2 50 pL. M FEJF: 95 CHiAEPE
3min, 95 ‘C7Z8M: 20 s, 56 ‘CiB 2k 30s, 72 CHEAH
30s; #4732 MER, fef5 72 CHEH Smin, PCR
PR A 1.5% B N o S R R Uk A R . A
GeneTools Analysis Software (Version4.03.05.0,
SynGene)X} PCR =¥ AT ik FEXT LU 5, & MEAE T
R TR R ST AR 4 PCR = ikA T
R4 . /] E.ZN.A. ®Gel Extraction Kit (Omega,
USA)EER P F & mlie PCRIE AT, TE %%
MO VR B 1Bl 0 B B DNA - R Bt . E e IR
ALFA-SEQ DNA Library Prep Kit #7 i B 47 2t
JE £, NanoDrop #1 QSEP400 =5 38 A% R 4 1143
M 28 G0 X5 SCRE i b A7 04N, SE UG 76 Tllumina
NovaSeq 6000 -5 [ X SCEFEFTI)F o
14 HELXEESH

i 38 75 B 30 7 b o B 2% B 4 B PR O vk
B/

BEWENEmRERD, AR T

23 I R (% )=28 I FEAR B BFEAR <100 (1)

FHTFPEAN R B (0 4 AR P A B R
(F%). EEEH%) . B0 E 5 HWV%) . A%t
4 EE BLHR FU(IRT) AR X B B 48 550 43 LU (%IR]),
NN

F%=C A PEARE H B0 1% 6 B AR s A 4/

T &4 B AR A 54 ()

W%=5= AR B /PR (3)
N%=HER R H /SR H 4)
IRI=(W% + N%)F% (5)
%IRI=(IRI/ X IRI)x 100 (6)

18 3 Fastp #{F(version 0.14.1)%F 5 4f T HLEL

PE AT reads BTl g, LBRIRFTELMY reads. [T
5 5 1 reads 38 1+ USEARCH %1 14:(v11.0.667) % i
Ui )P S T PR, I RBR T E DR T A . PF
B F 5 A VSEARCH #14:(v2.5.2) 3647 it
¥, BZAF B G PHE B B (Clean Tags). FIMH
VSEARCH #14F:(v2.5.2)%F Fir A FE S 19423 Clean
tags HEATEA, BRINLL 98% M —ELMEHE 1) 2125,
A H—~ OTU(operational taxonomic unit) ] B3
RN, IR — OTU X} R £ Fh 4 Fh i
OTU HHENL, WAREE R UE KT 98%, Hik
K (coverage) A 100%, HAUKR—#Fh, WIHGZ
ghIL; M —A~ OTU X A Fhet, Wie Ragts
TR 5 T A P AL E 5 e 1) 234 s ) ol 1) B I 43 2K BT
(261 wRi\ VLN centroids, @it BLAST ik
RFFHN 5 B AREE P 2 205 500 1 1) 50008 T2t
I8 98%, 95%, 90%, 85%1ENFN, J&, FF, H,
R 5 AR, PATFTERE B

2 HRE5SW

2.1 TEHFRENERREESHRL K
AU IR AEF L BT 101 FE, 1774686 g,
FEAS I AR 3 A Rl 130.9~467.03 mm, {K
Iy AT LN 25.66~1662.12 g, Giitorbrss B woR,
FEAR MR SRR AL H B A QRN I ae
WA [A) A A B B A TR R B8 1 2 0 2 A g R
fiE. Horh, 2%l 32.35%, MibsesER ks 5
P AE BRI A B 22 15 FLIR B 39.71%; Sk )
ACTE R0 SRAE 5 TO M B R R B IMART ),
PR AT VIR R Z 5 ik E] 47.06%.
2.2 WS MIERREFENSTYRYWAHK
TR 22 ASFEAF THda o e & W 4k,
MBS Y TR (R 2), EBEREER7TE Hh Y
HEAEY) 26 F()E), HA LR ] (Bacillariophyta)
MEmRZ, H 17 F(E), HRGEKEMEY 3 f
(J8). B¢ 2 & (Copepods)2 Fi(JE ). Lk 1]
(Chlorophyta) ., #5#|](Xanthophyta) . ¥ H (Rotifera)
I KA R R SE R 1 MR, sl kI, E5E
PRELE 718 B 2 E Yt w2 Sk, 5
e ¥ (Gomphonema) . ¥ %5 i (Cymbella) . FHE B
(Navicula) . fe¥T ¥ (Fragilaria) . 73 (Synedra)
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R F-3% (Potamogeton) s, VL XAl & A HLEE 55k
R BB

R i JE Mk e, WA A 4 ok E, il
FOPE R 2, (SN 17.19%, HUChEFF
FE(16.77%) . S (14.28%) FIHF 25 3 (10.97%);
MHEEASWRE, RS MREHR 10.64%,
H KK B (Batrachium), 5 9.31%, FIAA]
BEAKAREY), SR 1.33%; W BRI,

f i S B, R 100%, HOR R AT EEGH
PR 90.91%) . 5 B 3 (72.73%) FI 25 95
(54.55%); MAEXT EZ R EA /7 kA, miE
HRHE R N 24.23%, HROMEHFTEE(21.45%) |
SR (14.59%), Bl 7 03 (Epithemia) . B2IE
o, W %% L (Keratella cochlearis) . %7K #& (Harpac-
ticoida) LA M Hi 22 ¥ B (Procladius), /T 0.01%
(#2),

x2 ETHERSNHIERRETYHN
Tab.2 Food composition of Gymnocypris eckloni based on microscopic analysis
THEFNZE Prey type NI% W1% Fl% IRT

RE¥E Bacillariophyta

S Gomphonema spp. 14.28 0.01 72.73 1039.23

W53 Cymbella sp. 10.97 0.02 54.55 599.25

ek Fragilaria spp. 6.99 + 45.45 317.80

EF7# Synedra spp. 16.77 0.03 90.91 1527.54

FHV % Navicula spp. 17.19 0.06 100.00 1725.43

WEEHE Surirella spp. 6.44 0.01 45.45 293.14

I #E Cocconeis sp. 8.20 + 54.55 447.52

XEEPE Diploneis sp. 0.73 + 27.27 19.99

¥efT#: Rhopalodia sp. 1.09 0.04 27.27 30.91

WL Epithemia sp. 0.02 + 9.09 0.23

/N Cyclotella sp. 4.70 54.55 256.78

Kl ¥ Mastogloia sp. 0.50 9.09 4.51

HA4%WE Aulacoseira sp. 3.10 9.09 28.16

SIS Pinnularia sp. 1.01 0.04 18.18 18.97

IV #E Nitzschia sp. 4.69 27.27 127.97

W% Cymatopleura sp. 0.25 9.09 2.25

{5 ¥ Achnanthes sp. 0.78 9.09 7.14
£¥ Chlorophyta

AR Mougeotia sp. 0.31 + 9.09 2.81
¥ Xanthophyta

243 Tribonema sp. 0.58 + 9.09 5.26
#hm2 Rotifera

W2IE f 42 HL Keratella cochlearis + + 18.18 0.01
R Copepoda

WARSIKF Cyclops vicinus 0.04 18.18 0.79

KK F—Fh Harpacticoida sp. + 9.09 0.03
JKHEEH Aquatic insects

T RFEM Procladius sp. + 0.01 9.09 0.09
JKAEMY) Aquatic plants

IRF>E Potamogeton sp. 10.64 36.36 386.91

JKEBE Batrachium sp. 9.31 27.27 253.91

RATHAK Y Unidentifed + 1.33 18.18 24.18
BELHAL other prey

HHLHEJE organic crumbs 0.78

B stump limb 0.61 2430 100.00 !

TE: +RF<0.01%, / HERAKRLE B TLIETTH.

Note: + indicate the value was smaller than 0.01%, / represents not identified or cannot be calculated.
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23 RBEEFSUEZEDYFNAK

J£F Ilumina NovaSeq 6000 Xl 7 5 XL
S, M 11 R AL BEAR £ 4 izl P 2 ) rh R
FEY A DNA 28083k 1 51 o B i AL R I 4
J¥ ¥ % (raw reads). i id %} raw reads #4755 )it
U, gad JEyE, FIEE] 28563 ARG, LU
98% 1) — B P I R OTUs, 153 52
A~ OTUs, 1531/ OTU /7515 HinkH S % 4
JE B P B HEAT L, AR B i A B X 8 R R A
HAr PR 229, &GRS YFER. &5
JEAVER T %k S B F FIEY 0.01%, HHE . 4l
[N AN SRS e S PN ZIES
TPABYIRME . @itz s —3L3kM5 12 17, 43
JE R

Dy 45 S B AR LA I 2 T A5 55 0% 1l
P11 (Streptophyta) . 155 24| ] (Apicomplexa) .
BRI 1 (Chordata) . 15 B8 ] (Arthropoda) |
FIRE S ] (Cnidaria) . S8BT, REBETTELEN T
12 I']o ZETTKFE L, A RS 0 A= W 2 2
SR, (Sl 28.54%, HIRETHE YW
I, kb 20.81%, AR BYIT AL 14.04%, HE
YT EEE 10.16%, TTREIITTE R 7.91%, %
BT TS RESED] S AR, 53908 2.83%F1 2.19%.
BTV 2ERET 7 Lo i L3k 3

FEIEACE AR 1R E (Potamogeton L.)
ISR (Myriophyllum) . FABEEE (Rhizoclonium)
W& (Drosophila) . #i5wEE . AHEEE . AT
PEWUE . KR BUR RN 43 /(A 1), H
o5 PR A Y 2 IR T 3R R (20.18%), ik
NN HE 16.32%, HJE 8.67%, % AJE 3.64%,
HAeREE 2.59% ., REGEIR 2.33%. HiZ R
2.29%. B 2.24% . FIREEBUE 2.22%((E 1),
2.4 TEHREEFERKKPINEBERNZ G

MEL 2 ATLUE Y, =Rk AL BERREE ) 7 &
YIRS LA R0 OTU B0 21 4% LA kA
Y9 11, AN NS AEBERRER 5 b SE S K/ INE
BERREA 3 1128, Z0 284S (Mollusca) .
21 & '] (Ciliophora) f1%¢ H (Rotifera); A7 MHAEHE
P19 Jm, AN [FRUAS /N AL BEAR SR ] iz 38 P THORHH)
RS AR . WTLUE Y, RIS AL BERR B b i
HNE YRR E Y A R .

FEE ., FRME Chaol ZREMFEBER, £
BERR A 75 Wy v B ERL AR Wy Wy i 22 R AR Bk
BRI KA > b SE RS >/ N R 2
FEVEFRECFE ) B B R, /NS AL B i
R RV E R A N5, T RS AE
DERER 7 & Wy n RV DR o A, e TR AE
BRERREE 7 25 Wy b B R A My A o A (11 3)

*3 ETDNAZEEBIUFHEASWHEHER I TKERYASESLL
Tab.3 Percentage of Gymnocypris eckloni’s food compositions based on DNA metabarcoding technology at the phylum level %

H.Jun.l H.Jun2 HJun3 H.Jun4 H.Jun.5 HJun.6 H.Jun.7 H.Jun8 H.Jun9 H.Jun.10 H.Jun.11

["J Phylum
TR ST Apicomplexa 45.45 6.33 6.24 5.05
BEEAEYI] Streptophyta  0.24 7.15  88.58  33.74
L R5h¥)17 Nematoda 0.87  39.11 0.09 0.64
BRI Chordata 52.37  10.42 477  45.07
RS Arthropoda 0.24 2.03 0.09 7.09
FREEh#1 ] Cnidaria 0.29 0.22 0.13 0.45
R X E unclassified 0.48 33.37 0.05 0.45
4% Chlorophyta 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
k%] Bacillariophyta 0.05 1.37 0.04 7.50
£-%E[] Ciliophora 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ARSI Mollusca 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
] Rotifera 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

7.01 8.70 40.10 0.58 17.31 97.83 11.73
15.03 23.81 3.01 8.17 24.63 0.39 9.62
1.18 2.11 0.13 0.54 30.08 0.00 0.77
57.10 38.22 16.93 42.83 1.61 0.00 8.29
18.67 0.70 36.31 47.39 0.65 0.37 34.74
0.55 0.62 0.16 0.19 25.45 0.00 0.00
0.46 9.58 0.11 0.23 0.02 0.41 0.67
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.70 13.74
0.00 16.08 3.25 0.08 0.00 0.24 16.26
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 2.52
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 1.60
0.00 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.05
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1.0 @ FKX5E unassigned
_ BIIRFR)E Stuckenia
g 08 = MRHIE Myriophyllum
i . & HEBE Aranciocystis
l@ Y SRUEJE Drosophila
‘Q % 06 FHEHJE Navicula
e E WK RSB Paratanytarsus
' £ 04 @ F7]J& Mychonastes
® 2 ® REBEE Rhizoclonium
= - HEWEE Cymbella
® 02 @ ¥JE Chara
o HIRELUR Procladius
NV —— E— WA Bk ¥E)E Nannochloropsis
& LN DN o FEARJE Alnus
o «z&&@“’ @"? o &“’Q&"QQ&&Q@@& Q}*’Q & 4UF)E Gammarus
M 4RS sample number
K1 AEBERREE & Y5 T8 23 2K P B A% 9 zucheng
Fig. 1 Intestinal contents evaluated at the genus level in Gymnocypris eckloni
HS HS HS
a b c
6 0 4
0 0
17 2 3 15
21 9 19
4 1 0 0 3 1
1 0 1
HL HM H.L HM HL HM
2 5T DNA ?wﬁ/ﬁ%ﬁ?k OTU(a). ['1(b). J&(c)=AIKF-AN R RS A6 AR B0 7 25 ) LA A i 5 B A
s /NIARAEBERREE, HM: P SRS FEBEARIE, H.L: JTHUMS 76 BEAR B
Fig. 2 Venn diagrams of the number of eukaryotic organisms in the intestinal contents of different size
Gymnocypris eckloni at OTU(a), phylum(b), and genus(c) levels based on DNA metabarcoding comparison
H.S: small size Gymnocypris eckloni, H.M: medium size Gymnocypris eckloni, H.L: large size Gymnocypris eckloni.
3 i FNAI S, HED R A A, BRI A
SRR AL BERRBERE A RAE TR I A B Z BN,
3.1 EFHEKSMEM DNA BEERBEEARER  S5h7 5058046 BEAL B REA A 1 358 R ), Al fE
RER ST SEHEWAE LB, Jsb, ETERELIE N

A5 I8 RS 23 vk A2 ST B AR X5
Bz 130T 2 AL BEAR B 11 i 1B N S B AT e b, 248
B, ACTEEE 7 8 IS R AE Y 26 Rl (JE),
Bt [ 3 He s B R R R fik e, 353 97.71%,
i Hd s SR A KA AR, 185 21.28%.
LR, 500 SRR T ) ] A B A0 T S B P )
W b AR BEAR AT & T oY, FLAF ST 25 R
TP R DR R . B KRR H
R gl d | BRicg AN O B A e
J5 o AHAESR I WAL BEAR A %) i T8 rh O R LA 2

@%*%ﬁ@%%T%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁgﬁ%%@%

MY, LB SR E, (GE A2 KIS
?ﬁﬁ@%ﬂﬁ%@%ﬂ,K%ﬁ—ﬁ%i%?
wEmAk,

i DNA 75 5B 1L SERR /7 35 1
PEAT v I A, IR E I A 12 1]
43 J&, fE/s PRI 2 R B B Al i I
A E KB, EEMEYIRIUEIR TSR %,
AR R, AR LR A, S RSB RS,
REIE, FWE B — 17 kAT e R
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30 1.0 35r
25+ 0.8} 30
=] 25 L
2201 206 S0l
215} £ £
§ 10 % @04 I5r
i 10+
st 02} E st
0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
H.S HM H.L H.S HM H.L H.S HM H.L
Bk size HHE size HkE size
0.8 4r 0.8
0.6 i 3t 0.6 i
S04 £l &04)
g g
51 1751
0.2+ 1r 0.2+
0 1 1 1 0 L 1 L 0 1 I
H.S HM HL H.S HM HL H.S HM HL
HHs size % size HiHs size

&3 FET DNA ZEAIEAHAR B R RS AL BE AR A1 7 W) B A ) 2 R PR B0E A TR
H.S: /PRURAESERREE, HM: SRR AR BERR A, H.L: AR FE BEAR B
Fig. 3 Box plots of differences in eukaryotic diversity indices of intestinal contents of
Gymnocypris eckloni with different sizes based on DNA metabarcoding technology
H.S: small size Gymnocypris eckloni, HM: medium size Gymnocypris eckloni, H.L: large size Gymnocypris eckloni.

PRI BT HMERT B 5 88 () A B SR TITIN  oA 2
EF YRR )KL 20%, HER AT
AW 2R BT DU A2 5 8 X i BRI, H5 56
BT A LA SR R I S B B, A e R S
FEF HEX B EESR, SX AR i R A 28,
YR D7 25 1 53R 45 SR X L R, e A2
5 B I 0 P A 6 B A 0, o 2 v ) 1 4
L OMFEEEAE, HEN K DNA & &Ik, PG
I BERE S HT e DNA 72 5B H AR B — 1 7 i Xt
AEPER LS PR AT o0 AT, B A s, Wity
PRIk g A, AT LAMHZS S TOmEss . 2. KE
BILAFEE G5 FHEARGS, HTHROER
P SR v A ELERA ) 7 7, XA R R £5 B A3
A LLE AR FERNEDUE, MR AL 41 . IRA
AR IHENER .
3.2 AEMEEHFENEWERARBRIEE
KNG AL BEARE[(413.05+53.93) mm] 5
HEDRLE M) M T A AR AL BERR [ (307.38+
17.90) mm] i T/ INIAS AEBEHHEE(254.08+17.04) mm],
JNFRAS AL BERR B DA i R L AR A ) R T
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Food composition and feeding changes of Gymnocypris eckloni with
growth in the coastal area of Eling Lake, Qinghai, China
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Abstract: The food composition of Gymnocypris eckloni, an indigenous fish species of Eling Lake at the source of
the Yellow River, can lay a foundation for its biology. In the present study, feeding intensity, food composition,
feeding habits, and their changes with the growth of Gymnocypris eckloni collected in June 2023 from Eling Lake
were studied and analyzed by using microscopic analysis and DNA metabarcoding. A total of 7 taxa and 26
primary dietary groups were identified from the intestinal contents of 22 Gymnocypris eckloni using microscopic
analysis. Metabarcoding technology detected 12 phyla and 43 genera of bait organisms. The food diversity index
value and food species varied with the increase in size of Gymnocypris eckloni, and the dominant dictary group
was Cnidaria. The diversity of bait organisms in the intestinal contents was higher for large Gymnocypris eckloni
individuals than for medium-sized and small-sized Gymnocypris eckloni individuals. The present study, combining
microscopic analysis and DNA metabarcoding, has greatly enhanced the ability to characterize the dietary habits
of the Gymnocypris eckloni. This study provides important basic data and information for conducting artificial
culture and determining the nutritional requirements and bait feeding and breeding characteristics of Gymnocypris
eckloni.
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