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EHRBEI2HAGENEEASHEREEXRANYMILESH

B, ZE K

(P EA&=RZ SRR BT R, BT R/RIE 150070)

WE . R 8 (Brachymystax lenok )28 B FI B W) 41 8 & (B. tumensis)26 B, WK E S H BT TR, FIHIHHMIE
18 (10 A fir 50 X E A BE IR & 2 AR BEAT LB, U & F K B3R 2 MR R R SR R K R E X%
KF, GREZ WY 4 0% 0B Yy 41 Bk A0 B B P 3 2% 5 BE (BD 730 8 0,323 0 1 0. 339 1, £ &5 B & & (PIC) 4 7!
$70.322 9 F10.435 3; M WHEK 10 MERMATHFIMM A LNENERAEE 2 HBERAN>TEFEREE
L2 ThAl Bt X EHE KRB ESMER, MLFEMERR ;2 MABEE 4 MM T EAM S EREEAUE WD
H 0,75 Fo A 6 A~ B A A R S A 2 B A 8 _ERYIR R BEE (D)0 0. 011 5~2.575 9, F¥124 0. 939 3, BFREKH,2 Fh 4l &
SEEFMBREALHEE LERBE RERRRT, W AT REFLEERS, B LREZERM LR 3HEKE,

ABEF G T oK LIRAE T X 2 F 41 B A ) B A5 2 0 2K 46

R} £,2007,14(1) :39—45]

W, IFXT 2 Foh A e VR R BOR AL AT T R, [ E AR

KRR SRV A e B A W R TR IR AR R SR BT

& 5 %5 :S965. 232 XEkiRiRES A

M % 8 JB (Brachymystax) 3 2 1866 &
Giinther MR #5 1773 ££7E I J& 28 ) % B 40 6% ik Sal-
mo Lenok T 5E B, % & 28 40 40 T 4 2 4 (¥ v 4A
ML 52 b AR AL &R 31 6 S5 K 38, DL S v [ /Y R VL
R IR NN SRS TRTI S 7 NG | <t =R ot
T PR RS b L Bk T 2 0 G 7 VR RS, RV RSl OB
B WUR T Je 27 SCE K, E AT, O 4R Bk b
R K R A A G UL, 2 B0 WO 40
B AL F H B Brachymystax lenok —
el 4 B 58 AT T A T Bk TG 2= 0% AL R
T H A TR b e R 4N B f E O 28 0% B A (B. Lenok
tsinlingensis) , Sk &0 F T KT 53N N, 76
BN R R LR AR 2 A TE A 28 B R 41 ik
FE B S I BRI K A X 2 E &, B
B ERLE, NIH N MEEE R 2 DM, 735 R
W 4l ik B (B, lenok) FIER W) 4B % 65 (B, rumensis) o
Harxh Eam s pt w2 L TIRSE ES¥E
T3 T b H A R 38 AR 22 B BE 5T AL T ek i DNA
FP 5077 1 1 AT AT 5UR F i L2 DNA 7> 1
PRACBOA , A FE B K P Bouf 0 A0 T 2 98 VLRI 2

Wi B #7:2006—05—11; 11T H#3:2006—07—19.
E&mB B RIE BAREESET E %B)(C200507).

X EHS:1005—8737—(2007)01—0039—07

Tof 240 B0 ik 1) o B B A% B AR ME LR G OR R AT T I
BB, B 5 HE— P HE 2 Bl B B ) ) KM AE R
VRBE A S FR 5B R OR3P 48 8 A% 2 BB KR

1 MRE5FE

1.1 ##l R EHEH DNA A2 B

9 ) 440 i Sk A1 ) AR % 6 SR 15T 5 O BV
MG H 2 VLB, F BEAMB LS FIE RFE A E LR
1. &S EER, WMEMIA 10 g, B TIKE T
(—80 COYRAE. & W M B KW — S 75 1R B &
41 DNA,

1.2 T 2 PCR ¥ 18 5 B k)

M GenBank b3k 15 25 Wy 40 6 6 (¥ 75 1L 7 %)
(AY484447~ AY484458) , Lk it tH 16 X 514, M
FEBETAYTRERERAF G, HEH 9 X
S TR B, SR B R 1, PCR RN 7E
FE 1A 5% 2 7§ MyCycler PCR (X _E#E 17, )M A&
FH 25 pL, B & H:1 X PCR buffer 2.5 uL,
1.5 mmol/L MgCl,, IF & 1 5] # & 0.2 pmol/L,
dNTP #0. 2 mmol/L, # 4 DNA 100 ng, Tup DNA
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40 FOE K

7R B E

BLE 0.2 UCEBET AR, RN4&MH 94 CH
Y 4 min, fFIHREE N .94 CEME 30 s,i Bk 30 s
(ARSI EE KB E W3R 2),72 ‘CHE{#H 30 s, 3k
30 MEH, R )5 72 CHE A8 min, X PCR [ ¥ [ 7=
Wy 8 %% AE 7 1 2 TR 0 Mok e Tk M T R PR (R R R UK

*1 SHEBI2MESENTEITRES

(5 V/em) , Ik ZE M N1X TBE, Bt ik &R L 8 &
J& o FH & B R G gt i b AT 40 1%, F FHIEHE o i
X Uk B HEAT 20 B, AR PR AR ME pUC19 DNA/
MspI(Hpall) Marker tFE 4 18 H B 0K/, 1€
AN By S Aoy 32 TR R 38 [ A

SRERHE

Tab.1 Morphological comparison and sample numbers of two lenok species in Wusuli River

= F B S RAE kIE IRy
Species Morphological characteristics Locality Samples
Lyt YK, REL, 00 F4, DART 5 BB H T BEGEBRTRT T2 L3 BT 28
B. lenok AL ERFE AL A 27~30, %@.7‘3*?9%@. R 1 ﬁﬂﬁiuj(ﬁ%QIﬁf Wausuli River
Py an it W, BB, Dunfr, ST R Y T T BREGMWIERFRTF, M L3 BT 2%
B. tumensis  AEEN 19~22, 65 &85 6, & FH 0 %Eﬁwﬁﬁ%ﬁ% Wausuli River
1.3 ¥IELRE EFEEPIOXHAL T AR,

T E S B H (N, FAEFME (P BN
LR EFBMND BB TP REEHD MEERE
B8 (PIC) LA & b F BF 4 1 38t #% % 4 1% 5 A Nei
FCPVI8 A% B 85 (D) bLBe PR b B (A 190 382 A% 20 4R UL
Pl B % H POPGENE32 HfFiz & i, ZXER

n n—1 n
PIC=1— > P? — >) > 2P!P?
i=1 i=1j=1

Ho PRV P, 73 58 0 ANER j A S A7 5 B Y
B s Ry AL A,

*2 IWHIEEDNAWIYFEN ZHLEEFIREAEE

Tab. 2 Sequences, core repetitive sequences and anneal temperatures of nine pairs of microsatellite DNA primers

MIEF Y

Microsatellite L?ﬁ?%[#ﬁ:} T?)ﬁ?%[flf.% *ZIDE’EF?.@J BKIEEE/C
. Forward primer Reverse primer Core motif Ann. temp

primer

Lenok01 TGCGAGATACATCGTGAA GTTCGTCAGAGGGCATAG (TATO« 56
Lenok02 CCCTTTATCTGGCACTCC GCCTCCAGCGTATCTTTT (CAT)s (TATD)s 56
Lenok03 GATGAGGATGTCTCGTGC g?l“g‘?l“(éTCTAATGTACTG_ (TCA)s 56
Lenok04 ACCTCCAGGCCAGGACATA CCGCCACAACAAAATCACA (CADy 56
Lneok05 ATGTATTTGGCTAAGGTGT CATTGGAGTGGAGGTTGT (AC); (CA) 60. 5
Lenok06 AGACATCCGCTGCGAAAT giGGCATACAGTCAGACATA_ (CCT®), 53
Lenok07 TCCAGTCCAACAGGCAACAA  CTTAGGGGGGCTGCTCTCAT (TGTO), 58.5
Lenok08 GTCCAGACTGCTGCTTGT AGAGGTAGTGTTAGTGGGTAT (CTGD). 57
Lenok09 GTAGCGTAAAGCCACAGA CAGACAGGCAGACAGACA (TGTO), 57

2 BREpE Lenok 02 5[ 4 k& U i 2 A £ &8 (Lenok02-1,

2.1 ERAMNSESEMER

0 38 YD 9 X 1 12 5 A & U8 BT ) 2R 4
%@%%ﬂﬁﬂ%éﬁﬂ%@%%fﬂﬂﬁ*iﬁﬁﬁfi‘%tljvﬁﬂﬁﬁ@#&
HDH, RIS DR S % 2 B 4R i 24 7 3l A
Mo 7 2 A e b LA I Y 10 AR BRIAL AT, H

Lenok02-2) o W3 40 8% ek 71 1) LenokO1 | Lenok02-
1. Lenok03 |, Lenok04 | Lenok05 | Lenok07 Fl Lenok08
FEINAL N EZBA A, 2B AHEIN 707 ;5
Vg B 8t B LenokOl . Lenok02-1. Lenok03 .
Lenok04 | Lenok05 | Lenok06 | Lenok07 | Lenok08 F
Lenok09 55 9 ML Rk 28460 5, Z8A A HGIN
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DS, BB 2 f A B IR S ARG R AR I E ST 41

90 % , i T W 4 % fik 40 A T 4 e R vk I 1
E L, M PEAM AR EMEREMES T LK 3,
R 3 AT, 75 2 Fh 4R % fek o S W 76 A S5 A7 &
DT, 9 W 4 fi fik SRt W 4 6 i 1 S5 o7 55 D51 3 20 il oA
42 A 52 AN, BEMEF KN R A fE 2 M
IR R ZE e, A R S W) 4R % fik B o A 1 5 7 %
K 24 A, UV A i S TR B S R A
30 AN, 0 Al 2 AN A SR A B DS B 31. 58 % A
39.47% , M P & H A A B H Y 22 A, I 5E
fir B RS H ) 28.95% . 2 Fi 4m i i (] R 1R £ s |
MEEEREBT XN Lenok0l ., Lenok02-1 .,

331 bp
e e—— ] 1 L

242 bp
C )

190 bp

—

140 bp
Lenok06

Lenok03 N Lenok04 %4 S L EGFERENAF
AT BRI, 7E Lenok06 Al Lenok09 £ & &, SR W £
AL A, ML A s h 2R, L5 H 12 1%
fr ks R, B P& T A8 | 55 A7 2, 76 Lenoko8 Al
Lenok02-2 A g FRIFER TR SE46 E R FH ik, &
B4 A DB AL SRR R S 2 Fh A A A I A
By 7t tnid, IR, ER T Lenok07 7 55N, PIAY
o i i IL A S A DR R 22 AN A AT B R e I
o % fr 2 B (55 AL 3 B Lenok02-1-336
Lenok03-288 . Lenok04-163 | Lenok05-117 %5), i 1
E& B A AR H 8RB = AR B S T,

B +2. M 13 _ESISEECEE 24

404 bp.
o= TS YRS p——

242bp
—

190 bp Lenok03

=
L11bp 110bp Lenok08

1 WITEAN A Lenok0l \Lenok03 \Lenok06 F1 Lenok08 B 8% JE 25 1 28 T 4% Wk g 5% i oL Ik Ao 00 180 i
1~12 RV 40 5% i ; 13~ 24 . Bl W 40 6% &£ ; M. pUC19 DNA/Msp T Marker
Fig.1 Photographs of 8% nondenaturing polyacrylamide demonstration of Lenok01 ,Lenck03 ,Lenck06 and Lenok0S micro-

satellite loci

1—12: Brachymystax lenok ;13— 24+ . rumensis; M:pUC19 DNA/Msp T Marker

2.2 ThERIRfE S MM

MR Y8 #- 0 A b S5 07 56 DR A 2 4 ) ok B 2 o 4 i
A Y ) S5 A R R (N B SR BN S
FRREE DM ZEEFE RS EEPIO % (X 1),
B 4 1] W, AN [l A T8 A7 A IR B 38 4% 22 K KT
ZRIR K, R 20 8 5 BE AR AL AE LenokO1 . Lenok02
Lenok03 F Lenok04 A g5 I, 5l W) 40 6% 6 B 44 (L 7E
Lenok01 \Lenok04 I Lenok09 A7 i EFRILH 8 &K
Bk Z R K, T 7E AR AT S BRI H AR

S S 1 A S e A B e S e e U
AT A, 22 W 4m 6 i Rl g 4 a8 i B0 H 4 B A
0.323 0 1 0.339 1,PIC 47 7l 4 0.322 9 1 0. 435
3, B 2 6 W o T O W 4B G R 2R W 4B 6 6 A
Lenok05 \Lenok06 Lenok07 \Lenok08 F Lenok09 if
MENAH1~2 A, H {4 0.000~0. 136 4, 1K
T4l Wy 4 % fik 17 2~7 N0 0. 136 4~0. 550 0,3 A
TEIX BOAT A5 b, S W) A8 % B 1) st A% 22 A M LR W B
f fisk ARG
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#3 SHREI2MHESE 10N HIENSRENERMELRIT
Tab.3 Allele frequencies of ten microsatellite loci in two lenok species in Wusuli River
AL e mwmsess | LT gwmses womsse | LU jumeses sy
L B K o o EXiR-Ars| o o EXiR-Ars| o e
B. lenok B. tumensis B. lenok B. tumensis B. lenok B. tumensis
Locus/allele Locus/allele Locus/allele
Lenok01 200 1. 000 O 129 0.022 7
285 0.113 6 Lenok03 Lenok06
289 0.068 2 288 0.2500 0.890 2 230 1. 000 O
293 0.181 8 294 0.2500 0.048 8 234 0.150 0
297 0.136 4 297 0.1250 0.036 6 238 0.6250
305 0.045 5 300 0.020 8 0.024 4 242 0.1250
309 0.022 7 0.068 2 303 0.020 8 246 0.0750
317 0.090 9 0.090 9 306 0.020 8 254 0.0250
321 0.045 5 0.045 5 309 0.104 2 Lenok07
325 0.136 4 312 0.166 7 236 0.022 7 0.150 0
329 0.181 8 321 0.041 7 244 0.977 3 0.850 0
333 0.113 6 0.068 2 Lenok04 Lenok08
337 0.090 9 0.045 5 157 0.043 5 162 0.2381
341 0.068 2 0.022 7 160 0.022 7 166 0.7619
345 0.045 5 163 0.478 3 0.181 8 174 0.523 8
353 0.068 2 166 0.065 2 0.159 1 178 0.333 3
357 0.068 2 169 0.152 2 0.2500 182 0.142 9
361 0.045 5 172 0.108 7 0.090 9 Lenok09
369 0.045 5 175 0.0217 0.045 5 308 1. 000 O
373 0.090 9 178 0.043 5 312 0.2250
Lenok02-1 181 0.0217 0.068 2 314 0.3250
230 0.818 2 184 0.136 4 318 0.050 0
236 0.431 8 0.045 5 187 0.022 7 322 0.2250
239 0.113 6 0.090 9 190 0.022 7 326 0.100 0
242 0.068 2 0.045 5 193 0.0217 330 0.050 0
245 0.227 3 196 0.043 5 334 0.0250
248 0.113 6 Lenok05
254 0.045 5 117 0.2955 0.9318
Lenok02-2 123 0.704 5
203 1. 000 O 125 0.045 5
#*4 SHEBI2MABENMERESHERIT
Tab.4 Observed number(N,) and effective number(N.) of alleles, heterozygosity among popultions(H)
and polymorphism in formation content(PIC) of two lenok species in Wusuli River
7 A RV W EE B, [enok PV W EE B. tumensis
Loci Na Ne H PIC N N. H PIC
Lenok01 12 9.490 2 0.818 2 0. 885 4 13 9.979 4 0.727 3 0.891 5
Lenok02-1 6 3.694 7 0.727 3 0.693 9 4 1.466 7 0. 363 6 0.301 5
Lenok02-2 1 1. 000 O 0. 000 O e 1 1. 000 O 0. 000 O —
Lenok03 9 5.485 7 0.6250 0.793 4 4 1.254 9 0.146 3 0.196 4
Lenok04 10 3.635 7 0.782 6 0.702 2 10 6.410 6 0. 681 8 0.8257
Lenok05 2 1.713 3 0.136 4 0.329 7 3 1.148 3 0.136 4 0.124 7
Lenok06 1 1. 000 O 0.000 0 e 5 2.298 9 0.200 0 0.529 1
Lenok07 2 1.046 5 0.045 5 0.043 4 2 1.342 3 0. 300 0 0.222 5
Lenok08 2 1.569 4 0.095 2 0.297 0 3 2.463 7 0.2857 0.517 4
Lenok09 1 1. 000 O 0.000 0 e 7 4.494 4 0.550 0 0.744 4
F {8 Mean 4.6 2.963 5 0.3230 0.3229 5.2 3.1859 0.3391 0.435 3
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DS, BB 2 f A B IR S ARG R AR I E ST 43

2.3 FhEfEIRBEEER

BE TS50 B DR AT 2R, v AR W R ik R ) 40
fl e b AR R) 0 SR AR AR LU AR AR BE B (K 5), BIR
5 0] WL ,2 Fh 4l @ 7F Lenok02-2  Lenok06 | Lenok08
N Lenok09 A1 5 F iR F8LE 5 0.000 0, HAth 6
A7 B RIS AR AR BLEEAE 0. 076 1~0. 988 6,3

FHALEE A 0. 306 7, BR T AL Lenok07 4b, HoAth 5 A~
BA5 0 5] % A B R0 22 A5 0 A 1A B OB A% BE B O
0.338 0~2.575 9, “F¥J4 0.939 3,22 Wy 40 i fik Fn
Bl 41 % e b B[R] 09 3844 BE S 2P SRR B AR DL R
I,

x5 SHEBEI2MESIERIE M SEMEREBENE (1)FIREFES(D)

Tab.5 Genetic similarity indices(!)and genetic distances(D )of two species of lenok in Wusuli River

i Lenok  Lenok  Lenok Lenok
Index 01 02-1 02-2 03

Lenok  Lenok Lenok  Lenok  Lenok Lenok SE 1
04 05 06 07 08 09 Mean

AL 1

0.2738 0.076 1 0.0000 0.629 3 0.713 2 0.386 2 0.000 0 0.988 6 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.306 7

Genetic similarity index

BAEEE D

1.2954 2.5759 ——
Genetic distance

0.463 2 0.3380 0.9515 ——

0.0115 —— — 0.9393

3.1 S5RE T 5 M4 & & A0 b ) o & & AY Fh BE IR
% HM

¥ A (HD S FE 8 o B s AR 7 e 72 3 Y —
IT"REZH,ZHFEREEE QIO 2 #EEHEF B
ZEMMBR R, 59 BT RV A 8T
Lenok01 \Lenok02-1.,Lenok03 F1 Lenok04 f1 A F K]
H Fl PIC % 0. 625 0~0. 818 2 1 0. 693 9~0. 885
4, FHEMEFRE(ND N 3.635 7~9.490 2, K I
B BB AL 2 K, BAE AR 6 ML R B
BELZ MK TR, H #1 PIC & & H 0.136
4 710.329 7,N. ®E N 1.713 3, it 3 Ml
A, WISV 40 i i 1Y) 5% 22 REME K P TE BT
SHTET 10 N EER AT 5 B PR AR B b AE— ST S
b R R v AR S T AR 5 — e A R b R
EZ MR Z, H & 2 860%) , W) 48 % i K
oA AR R RO RS, B 40 % fie
1E Lenok01 | Lenok04 F1 Lenok09 7 & F 32 B
B RE A2 M KE, H R PIC 4518 0.363 6
~0.727 3 1 0.744 4 ~ 0.891 5, H Lenoko5,
Lenok06 \Lenok07 1 Lenok08 Z5A7 5 1 25 i 3
A S K 3B I R T O W A i, 3 B ) 4 6 e
A7 55 TA) 38 2 2 A9 1 K ST B 2 A R AS B 2R g 4 B Bk
fr pl B0 A FRFE B8 . 5 7 BV SR Wy 4 % i o Y
f1°F 3 N..H #1 PIC 437l 2 2. 963 5.0.323 0 #ll
0. 322 9, B Wy 4 % i 7 B X1 ~F3 N, H 1 PIC 433l
73.185 9.,0.339 1 I 0.435 3,2 Wy 40 &% & Fh B 1

WAL Z2 FEYEZKCEREAIS T B Wy 40 i i, 5 R VTR A8
KOs (Oncorhynchus keta) 1 HP 2 Ff 40 @
Tt B B8R 22 PR L AL T A KF
3.2 RMMEBEMEMASENESEXERERN
b

Y N R R A RS TI TR N A I R A N
W R B e R B AR kR R AT T2 I S A AR XA,
KE BT TR, 2 T 20 % 7E Sk 50 IR 44 S8 A0 3,
Rt 7 ER M R B N AR A R AR AR BN
2, WA G AR TR 2 b 20 6 i K A O 40 6
LB Y 2 AR FE ) 2 B A i EEETT TR 3
ERAE ) 2 EE BT 9T I [ IS, ) HG A B R A% 22 KR
K Z R W BEAT T VF 2 85T, Shed'ko 551 %f M
T A B 43 AR X (1952 W) 240 6% e R ) 44 i fk ok
TGN K DNA R W U188 70 B, R B 2 A 41 i
HERBREEREE, THRERFINERN
1.86%, ULJ5,Shed” ko %01 S0} £ 5 LT ift 154 A~
[ AT Y 2 A A B i 0E AT 2ok A% DNA R 61 1%
G 73 A1, 92 W 40 6% e 0 Sk ) 2 6% Bk S 35 4% 1 2 T
B ZE Sk 2. 24 % o AN WE AR T 40 % & 3 2 & (Hucho
taimen) 2. [A] {7 43 B 7K S (3. 10%) ,  Osinovt™ F)
[ T Pl B, K 5 AR KT ] 2 A AR i i AN [ 2 e A
1A 2 REVEBEAT T 0PSB A2 BE &SP 3 2% 0. 103,
3BT A TE T BB 0 A0 X A IR 2 b 40 6 & (R W
A E, NBT 2 NMSL KA, I i E W
EHRHMEYE . Froufe FM X 40 i T8 A R (A
FINE H DX F) 2 Fo 40 6% ik 1) 40 DN FREE IR SR R,
7E mtDNA # i X #1 NADH-1 % B /7 51 & 43 jil 77
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14 %

7E 1. 5% fl 5. 5% [ 4> B ; Frolov M U T 2 #
M EEfE Rt FiimE L El FITEENER,
IR IXFPZE RGeS B E 2 FhAE ik AR SRR, &
BT 00T 5 5 B YIS W) 440 i R il W 40m % f 1) A B 0
fRaif R, BT 2 Fa e & B MA REN
R AR 7E 10 MR DEAM Sd, 7 9 ML A
1E 2 FiE R R CA R B ER, Hpm 4
fr A AR 5] S A7 R TR, a8t AR AR ALLBE O 0, HoAth 6 A
B A5 A7 B R 1) 22 25 A7 450 18] 1) 38 1% B 55 3 R )k
2.575 9,°F3 % 0.939 3,3 ik FIFH Lh L) 4 16K
o BT RARIA 23 AR T 5 T VL IR 9 W 4R A% d Rl )
o0 2 5 5% FRARIZ , AR (8] B A ¥ R R AT, T
REfFIE LIS . SEIA BT E R, AR A H
DR 7 Fhrid, NEF 4 DNA K R EHE T
TE 3552 Rt A% 2% I 92 45 16, R 9 M 4R 6 i 01 i 7 20
fig ik [ ) Sk A 8 B TS T PR AN RS A A, TR, T R
Lenok02-2 ., Lenok06 | Lenok08 M Lenok09 1 B 7E 2 Ff
o i B () o B b A AR (] B A AL R IR, IR AT BAAE
ohy %5 ) 5 7 BLYT 9 W R 6 i R ) A % 1) A oy

TIAERRIL,
3.3 XTFEAET S M4 & A0k ) 4m 8 6 1Y
EIRMEL

fik Bl £ S T YR T 3 BR b 28 e T20T i A i i 1) I
AR 43 A0 H L 2 A UK A P P AR R T M X, HE TR X
B e TR R IR ot 2 Fh gn i fe 7E s el A B
TR AE 2 EE AR, RANETRAER
AH ] AR S iR AT #E . Alekseyev ZETHF 5T A
K 7E ZR PEAR R0 D By S ve] S, 2 ok 40 i dk 4y il A
BEF&£amfsk, f B eEEwBRERE T HE
T, 7R S VKR B BT R R AR AL, B R K
FRORE R AL b, SO A1 % ST R Y B, Fr-
oufe FPIF 5T K I, Bl VA] I B AN BB O VT A 2 (A
17 9 W 4 % fie 1) 4 9 B ARt R b B E— A
BAAE R HE T R D VT Y 2 Pk 40 3 B 5 T AR
P, B RERPEAR T = BT K CRAE BT
KA S 3 DR R0 F 7K ST A e i i e, RO, AT D T
A A T e R OBV R 8 2 F 4 6 R T AR T
ARG , 75 K IA] B 22 98] L K R B9 78 BilPE A — A2 1T
By HT I, ABRRA, 50T 575 BILKRY
SR fi% fik 0 g A B Bk T R 22 B TR AT R B RS
BRI EEREER, S AWMERENRESE
7 5 BB JF O BE AR P (AR A S A B DR, AR 35 S iy 2
2 TR 7R B2 R AL S EAXT SR S A,

TEAE 2 R 7E A PR BE AL I R op B 2 RO LR
HRE PR, 2RV % fiek 1k ) 2 gk fie B SR T EE B ) AR
FE ] — K38, AP AE LB B 2, (H 7SR 25 4 b 2R
FEAH B AR HBA S0, Wl () AT BE 2 A7 7 £ B
R REY KRR RBLS ; IF A BT 5
2 B3 R o By — o o % f 2 AN 3 A — e AR % fiek 7 A T
K, IX G /RE 2 0 4R % ek AT B S IR T A [R] 0 s 4 2
DAL RIS 90T AN R B e SR SR A 5T , SR W) AR S YR T
SR 240 B 1AL 5, ) AR B D R T B ) A et
(K140 o , FEAE R BEXE AR 4 BT R R FF AT REAL, DL
BT R ARILA B 2 Fi 0 i ek e BT N Tz B
BHIDARKER . X 2 R 6k fiek )RR Y 5 U8 AL B
7 8 H L gk ik DNA 2 B 51 23 #r i) 38 A%
ST S RAH — 80, AR SO H B2 0 T RR ek
H A4 DNA #7387 45 R 1 S HF 0 A T 3 BT i 48
P FRD 2 P 4 B e R B ) AR K B Oy PRIGER U, 5 TR
RAESE I

SE
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Genetic diversity and relationship between two species of Brachymystax in Wusuli
River revealed by microsatellites

MA Bo,JIANG Zuo-fa
(Heilongjiang River Fisheries Research Institute,Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Harbin 150070, China)

Abstract: Brach ymystax fish are economically important cold water species, which are mainly distribu-
ted over waters in Russia, Korea and China. In China, they can be found in northeast and southwest ar-
eas. There are two different opinions about its taxonomy. Most of researchers thought that there is on-
ly one species in Brachymystax,but the author found that there were two species of Brachymystax in
the rivers in Heilongjiang,i. e. B. lenok and B. tumensis. These two species had ranged over many wa-
ter areas in northern China, Little genetic information is available for Brachymystax fish,and there are
currently no genetic diversity data about Brachymystax fish in China, although progress has been
made in characterizing its ecology and morphological characters. In this paper, population genetic di-
versity and divergence of these two species in Wusuli River were investigated with 9 pairs of microsat-
ellite primers. The average heterozygosity across 10 loci were 0. 323 0 in B. [enok and 0. 339 1 in B. ru-
mensis,and polymorphic information content were 0. 322 9 and 0. 435 O respectively. The average num-
ber of effective alleles were distinctly different between the two species for 10 microsatellite loci test-
ed. The two species shared few alleles and each has a lot of specific alleles compositions. The genetic
similarity at four loci(Lenok02 — 2 ,Lenok 06 ,Lenok 08 and Lenok 09) between the two species was 0,
but the two species shared some alleles at the other six loci and their mean genetic distance was 0. 939
3 (ranging from 0. 011 5 to 2. 575 9). These results suggest that there is significant difference of popu-
lation genetic diversity and for genetic relationship between B. lenok and B. tumensis, which is in ac-
cordance with their morphological differences. Moreover,origin and evolution of Brachymystax are al-
so discussed in this paper. [ Journal of Fishery Sciences of China,2007,14(1):39—45]
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