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ABSTRACT

POPULATION GENETICS AND MOLECULAR PHYLOGENY OF
HUCHO BLEEKERI

ABSTRACT

Hucho genus belongs to Salmonidae, Salmoniformes. There are 5 species in the world:
Hucho hucho, distributed in Danube basin, Europe; Hucho taimen, widely distributed in the
northern Eurasia; Hucho bleekeri, distributed in Yangtze River drainage, China; Hucho
ishikawae, distributed in the upper reaches of the Yalu River, China and North Korea;
Hucho perryi, distributed in Sakhalin Island and Hokkaido and the Far East of Japan. They
have important academic value to research biogeography, fish phyletic evolution and
paleoecology.

Chuanshan taimen (Hucho bleekeri), also known as Sichuan taimen, is the only
species endemic to China among the Hucho genus. Its distribution area was large before
1960s. In recent years, the natural resources experienced serious decline due to many
factors such as destruction of the ecological environment, over fishing, and so on. It has
disappeared without a trace in most of its usual distribution areas in Shanxi and Sichuan
provinces, and facing the threat of extinction. The 19 adults of Hucho bleekeri found in
Taibai River in 2012 were the largest group in recent 20 years, and this was a rediscovery
in Taibai River since this species disappeared in this area 15 years ago. The protection plan
of this species was set up. The protection of genetic diversty is an important factor in the
research of conservation genetics. Molecular biology techniques are effective methods to
protect species from extinction. In this study, we studied the population genetics of H.
bleekeri, developed microsatellite markers, assessed the genetic diversity and population
structure, established paternity test technology, and researched the introgression of H.
bleekeri and Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis. Furthermore, we researched the molecular

phylogeny of this species. Specific findings are as follows:

1 Development of 27 novel cross-species microsatellite markers for the endangered Hucho

bleekeri using next-generation sequencing technology

We developed 27 novel cross-species microsatellite markers for the endangered Hucho
bleekeri using next-generation sequencing technology. The number of alleles varied from 2
to 8 for each primer set. The observed and expected heterozygosity ranged from 0.150 to
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0.906 and 0.508 to 0.845, respectively. The polymorphic information content ranged from
0.371 to 0.808. These microsatellite loci should be useful to study population genetics,
paternity identification, and speciation and adaptive evolution of this lineage.

2 Conservation genetics assessment and phylogenetic relationships of critically endangered
Hucho bleekeri from Taibai River using mitochondrial DNA fragments and
microsatellite markers

Mitochondrial DNA fragments: we collected 43 wild individuals of H. bleekeri, and
used control region and CYTB gene fragment to assess the genetic diversity of this
population. There were 10 polymorphic sites in the control region but no singleton variable
site, and two polymorphic sites in the CYTB gene, with two singleton variable sites. Both
the number of haplotypes (h) and the haplotype diversity (Hd) of the control region (12
haplotypes and Hd = 0.8208) were higher than those of the CYTB gene fragment (three
haplotypes and Hd = 0.0941). The nucleotide diversity (Pi) of both markers was very low:
0.00159 for control region and 0.00009 for the CYTB gene. The average numbers of
nucleotide differences (k) were also low: 1.871 for the control and 0.095 for the CYTB gene.
The consequence of network showed a relatively single structure of this population.
Phylogenetic analysis showed no obvious differentiation in this population.

Microsatellite markers: we chose 15 primers with high polymorphism and marked
them with 2 kinds of fluorescence in the forward primer respectively (FAM or HEX). We
found a total of 77 alleles in the H. bleekeri population, ranging from 2 (Hbl10-16) to
13 (HbI8-163) per locus. The calculated Ho varied from 0.04651 to 1.00000, with a mean
of 0.59719, whereas He ranged from 0.09111 to 0.67387, with a mean of 0.44735. Most of
the 15 microsatellite loci deviated significantly from HWE (P < 0.05), except Hbl2-2. The
coefficient of inbreeding (Fs) ranged from 0.90487 to 0.49398, with a mean of 0.34033,
and was not significant (P > 0.05). Significant (P < 0.05) linkage disequilibrium was not
detected in any loci combinations. No obvious genetic differentiation was found in this
population. And it suffered severe bottleneck effect recently (P < 0.05).

The results of these two molecular markers all indicated that the genetic diversity of
this wild population of H. bleekeri from Taibai River was very low.

\
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3 Genetic diversity assessment of first filial generation of breeding group and
Establishment of paternity technology of Hucho bleekeri

We selected 14 highly polymorphic microsatellite primers from earlier study to
estimate the genetic diversity of artificial breeding F1 population. The results showed that
the number of microsatellite loci alleles (Na) ranged from 2 to 6, average number was 3; the
observed heterozygosity (Ho) ranged from 0.069 to 1, and average value was 0.574; the
expected heterozygosity (He) ranged from 0.067 to 0.696, average value was 0.432; the
polymorphism information content (PIC) ranged from 0.064 to 0.644, average value was
0.339. The degree of genetic differentiation between two families (Fst) was 0.02504,
indicating that no significant genetic differentiation existed in the population. The single
population inbreeding coefficient (Fis) was -0.33255, which showed that no obvious
inbreeding existed in the population. Compared with the wild group, the parameters of
genetic diversity of offspring group were significantly lower.

We used 14 highly polymorphic microsatellite primers marked with fluorescent to
construct the paternity test technology. Results showed that the combined non-exclusion
probability (first parent) was more than 99%, the combined non-exclusion probability
(parent pair) was more than 98%. All the offspring can correctly find their real parents.
Results showed the 14 polymorphic microsatellite markers were suitable for paternity test
of Hucho bleekeri.

4 Research of introgression in Hucho bleekeri and Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis

We analyzed the genetic characteristics of two species distributed in Taibai River,
Qinling Mountains using mitochondrial DNA markers. And we made sequences alignment
and clustering analysis between our data and published data of Hucho bleekeri from Make
River, Qinghai Province and Brachymystax lenok from Heilongjiang drainage. Results
showed that number of parsimony informative sites was 97, the coefficient of genetic
differentiation was 0.06653, and the average number of nucleotide differences was 0.3476,
nucleotide diversity was 0.08598, gene flow was 3.51. The fixed coefficient of the general
population was 0.1080. No common haplotypes was detected in this two species.
Phylogenetic trees showed that the group from two different groups. The results declared

Vi
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that there was no introgression in analysised DNA region between Hucho bleekeri and
Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis.

5 Molecular phylogenetic position and differentiation years of Hucho bleekeri

The phylogenetic tree was contructed based on full-length of mitochondrial DNA and
13 protein-coding genes of most Salmonidae fishes. We speculated the divergence times of
Hucho based on molecular clock with a constant evolutionary rate. Phylogenetic trees
showed that H. bleekeri, H. taimen and H. hucho were in the same cluster, but branch of H.
perryi and Salvelinus were close. Most posterior probability of nodes were more than 95%,
showed this analysis had a high credibility.

Therefore, it was inferred that H. perryi first separated from other taimens, with a
divergence time of 10.4 Ma. H. bleekeri and H. hucho differentiated before 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma, so
as with H. taimen. H. hucho and H. taimen differentiated at 1.4 ~ 1.8 Ma. H. bleekeri
collected from Makehe River and Taibai River differentiated at 1.3 ~ 1.7 Ma. And H.
bleekeri and B. lenok tsinlingensis distributed in Qinling area isolated from species in north
area at about 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma. We speculated that these two species of Salmonidae diffused
from north area and settled in this area in Pleistocene.

KEY WORDS: Genetic diversity; Paternity test; Introgression; Molecular phylogeny;
Hucho bleekeri

Vil
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B—F XHLRA
1 )1IBEE B SRR
1.1 BRI BB

JI BT 2 ik (Hucho bleekeri) , E4F 1934 4 (Kimura, 1934) , SR8 THE#E
44 (Actinopterygii) « fi:f2 H (Salmoniformes) . £} (Salmonidae) . ¥ %' fid: &
(Hucho) . XA MIKE WL, AR P . Raaf., KILEP e, WUIEP i, %
etk pRM. M. fTm (P L & (BRPE) . KOs, R PR PiE—
W ERA AN AZPFIAEDT L B Aoy, AERRIENRYT B KPR B 2=
U B RE VUL RIS K. KT S K R &G oA, = B g vh o A 4 AR
PrFh (Huetal., 2008) . A%# AN, B2 MUK AR AL 759 8ofik, VKA,
e & KA AT B — AN dp (RS, 1984) 5 A NUR'ER v REAE
BRI Ay R T RIE LR GGEPOK, 2012) o Jowinda, IRk 2 i 2
H AR IT AR BN — NG IWiE, (R AEYIHEE . KRG AR SRR EE T T B AR
SR ME CHREHEE, 2006) o BRitbz Ak, )1 BT S0 i i /& 25 L (1) f o 25k R 2 VR
FEIREFEE Z R R E A EE AR CT It 2010) .

1.2 )IIBREE T R

X NBRPT S ERIBTE TAER OO, FEES T LU LA 71
1.2.1 )IIBRE T e AR E M F R

(1) TEAFRHE

i 1-1 Fow, NP B A, ST, M. kA% K. D,
KERHE, BT T Faga, mEmidiREg%. RECK. af baig. k-
AUE . AE LS AmA BRI, TR EABOREE . 8L, SEREANER A A I,
EFE 14, 65—, BRI, B85/, MZEE 125 ~52, EEERAEE 3 M. HiEik
PR R G FE G AT, NPT BN A N RREEN 2 5. LT H. B ERKE,
PEFRAR (1t . AR 5002k 3 EHESI O Aot pt b, RRMEERE EomE 2+ Em
AFNNBE S, HEAPIPE SN B A, MR, BB, Mo A eka
CRMERE, 1994, SROAFT AIRE B3, 1998; Bk UU4E sh¥bit 7t flrss, 1987) .
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1-1 JIIBeE T i (A3, 2014)
Fig. 1-1 Hucho bleekeri

(2) AT

NIBRE B LA ST LR “ KT 7 A RIEE . efiTF LI A+ —
SEOKIRSTRL ) i, AR S NS R RHLX, EE AR B A R R AL
FEIR L, ZKIEP A 22 R LB, A S I AR AR o Fe o AR IXTTE B A L 7K I &
WA KRB ORI AR e 3, 1998) o 1B Dk (MMM ISR, eIk RE /7538,
HHRMIES), XSRS I MR 2 M T

JIBRAE 2 A2 ORI AT R B B PR, — AT B RS0 0N, A 35
FRINEI I 7O 40 ~ 50 d Jm it 4 BE KR IERS BRI CT R AEAE, 2010) o
1-2 J9BR YA K ] )1 B 2 AR AR S s /KA 85 ]




1-2 BREGE KB |BREE T i34 S ith
Fig.1-2 Habitat of Hucho bleekeri, Taibai River, Shanxi Province

(3) FieHEK

NIk 2 ekl v A SRR RS AR AR A, PR Kl 2 BRI,
FREE OBl AR AR ROE D T B [ RO AL, B B RCE IR “UIE” Blg.
AHEE . s BRI SRR AL 4 WA AR (Z2K) R (5F)
EREATTRE S

L = 189.9468t + 26.7934

He, L AN PR K, t NER (021 <t<<4) . #HXZRE r=0991 (df
= 35) ,
4 WBWARE () 5F () MREETRN:

W = 6.2451 x e%1212t
Hrp, W AEE, 021 <t <4, #HKRARE r=0.978 (df =35) (RJj5%, 1987) .
4 EH5HEL

D1 B4 525 ik Ry K 7R X0 PR B S, JHL AR 0 % A AR 3 X AT B 1 T
(T35, 1989) o HAaWFE NmAKAE RSB RS (FMEREE, 1990) , fE
TN, ARAMK. FrORNEM, EORIEM. BEL. RKMS; KA R S5
FEYARE . PNEE L KT R . B RS, KR, RIEE. AR, IERELh T, SaR4h .
BRI, felgh s, REeW (2015) WA T ASEITIERL ket 4 dufn
5 £21 G DL S P A [RIEC 77 RN T ARDRL ) o BB b A 1 B 32 20 i - # A RT A3 1R S
SEA )BT B ek () 3R B R M AT D T RN AT 0~ 10 d B R
FAER, 10d PUSMEESE I ik,

1. 2.2 )I|BREE T &R SRR

NIk Bk 2 3 A A4 29°~ 33 B Zi LRI TL it AL O AR RTT K £ A0
KR, it EBERE . MR, 1960s AR LART, 1B D i IR RO+ 5,
FEURVL B9 T KB B AR Y R SO oA 20 4L 60 FEMR05, 32



NS B EERRERL 2 0y T RGBT

SAFARE NI BN, 1| B 5 kvl 2 X AR W/ . FREESCR KR, 1R
IR Z I s o3 A IX M DL F- R B FLER A (25 MiSE, 20000 . 1960s ~ 1980s 1| By % ik
H SR 43 A X 4R /N MRV e« U VAT i A ARV i SV B . 1980s ~ 2000s
B, HEECAE D, AR B 58 BT 5 e AW, RV FiFr
KSR FARILLL R R 2 B A EE K. A, ERrIE DUKSCR R E
WL KA DERIL (s E% 1999) o 21 LIk, &1 75 B 45 AT
TL—2 B RIRIESN CREFS, 2006) , Ko JLE A 40 A X R 0L 26T e fh B 4=
AMRRHRIE . Ak, BT AR R 2 TR, BARORED, Rk — B
Bomid B R, WEEEMELIKE . JEH, BIAUE K&, Fra LU R A7
12, AR WS R AT BB, PO EPRNARA (34 45, W
VR L 20% FRE R Er4: N % (Rand, 2013) o % T )1 Bd5 B et R BE S5 &
[PBiIR, 1988 4k TR E F1I 4 E 5 1T 98 AL R s [FAELL “URayFh” BRI
(R EWI G A5« 2K)  CRIMEGFPRE I, 1998) ; 2012 5 B IR R EL
SEIRSEENIAL R (IUCN red list) A8 “RHEPIfE” (Song, 2012) . 2012 4F 9
R, MRICEPERIE R AWK T SRR N B Bt 19 B, EHEEN
NI Bk o 3K 2 2P = R I RS i K — U, R AR HLIX i 2
FRFE R (FEEEE, 2014) o X— B R KIERIZEmYMRRTE 7HNAE.

1.2.3 PR B et A T RAEM 5

I B4 B e bt 1k AR RS 200 2 W8, MEf L 3 1R, FREREEALL 3 W N
N D= AN 3~5 H, SHUAS FEM R B G 2 57 . X = 00 5k 22K
WA, BE WAL X B, KBS BRARR . KIRZE S, B Bk 5
BRI, HI R, ToRME, 94 3 ~ 4 mm (JEAMERLE, 1987) . #E 2012 4F
9 H IR VAT 3R )1 B 0 ik i X —VH BE R EK PR B K VLK = BE ST ST
ZI0 AT T A RYIFME T REE, B TAHXRRT R @ N T, %2
fi, T 2013 4 6 H e ksesl 7Bk B ik N T %5, 3RS asy 3270 B (B
=, 2013) o JIUBRE DM RIHEEE W, SHZF R BA EERE L, So g
ARG KA BR, D TT e )1 B 2 ik G RS T S R o T R A B

1.2. 4 IIBEE B 805 TS

BEE > T AEMIBORBE D K, RTINS 2 (1) 73 5 2L =20 S AT BT



FRAFHREE (20090 BEIRTTRE T )1 B B iR RA AN b (Cytb) X, 3HRE
TiZERFHAK (1140 bp) o HHEWRIHAL 14 NMFI Cytb FEFE AT T YR
VELLES, 04T 1R SR BRIEZE il LA A Al o, (RIS A 3 1 R et . 25 SRR B0 )1
BT B i 5 2RI A e S Ok R, X 5 UAEMTESE 0 AR

Wang etal. (2011) 5 Zhangetal. (2014) 4&)59RiE TR B T ASE 546 X 1)1 Bk
ML RAA K, IR FERFE SRR LR T A BOR 2R . RE T H A7
WIREA PS40y 16997 bp, 1k B T K AFMIFEA KNy 16837 bp, —FH ik
72 5 F B E A X N Bl S O ]

KT N Bed D S P A5 2 . AN S5 53 A= )5 07 T A F 976 J0) oA DLk 3 o

2 fhEfiEEE
2.1 MEHREFENEXREMRGE

FhiE C(population) s&—E =W FIFMARIZA S (R, 2008) . XFER, Fiif
& HH EFPAMEE ), FFH SH @, ERYME B R AEER AR AT,
T A B A (PR AE B PR I AR SRR (B RHIE RIS 23 70 AR R ) 5 Rl B () i AR RF
fE (B R SEAEEM) , I aT W, HAF TN AT 7 R A A S AR A st
fE2 ., FhiEEfE2% (population genetics) B WF AL BAL LR, WF HRIERE.
BRI IR A ROMHE /NS M R S0 R I 55 o P a4 22 R S PR st
FREERE AU EEE N, AR R S s A A LA 9 A% O Il L (B IR S X
Wk, 2008) .

FREEE AL 22 00 O ) E ) 2 — A RURREE RN, B Ne, B8 %I/ T SEBRoL
MR PRERIAS, R gERrE e Z PR e ) oG . F AR REE P AT R AN KB 1R
(1), IX R AL 22 P B TUAE 5 A AR BE RN IEAR G . G R (NmD Y
THAE AT B o 2 DRI ST b o 5 D) 174 356 R R B A= ) A PR BB 7 AT RS« SRR
W55 22 R S PR R AP [ (90 25 DRI A 20 e, b o] AL, TR0 ) T FEL b )
PR ZE R . PR SIS, E TR AR O/ N R R, X R
B T RE SR IR, AE ATBE R K A o R MR P A 23 AR AR A J P RIUASE 1 K /N A
FREEIT (R e, I RS0 R8N FT B AN 2 X P e 1 A% 22 Rt 3 s W Sl B2 i), T K< 34
(IR STUR N ) 2 i R S B R B AR 2, RE M FPE (1 82 4% 2 FE 1

M 73 TR e HAS B REAT 184 22 57 00 B 2 MR B A A ST I L BT B (B
K5, 2010) o TR, BEAE S TAEMFHORIIRRE, FIEFE L A i iz 0 0ok
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HF R EEA 3 5 ARUSNF DNA FE B X DNA $dlE Eit1rgit; A
FHERLEAL 6 # s ge it 45 R 3k 47708 (Luikart and England, 1999) . K, &&F&
AR ORI MR AL A AT IR ST, AT SRAG A S A 1 A b A
BB RS 5 5 B XM &, I8 RS DR ALK IS8, T e
KE P S A s, PO M DR SR AR i 0 B AR TR, AT o)
5E BFF 1) ORI S o

2.2 MEHEEEMRFR

7 FHRICHR

WiERRIC (Genetic markers) 2455 HARZEFIRIREZHES, I FHZPMRILE 7
B H 5 TR B el s AR L AR 7 (E7k K&, 2001) o B AN EEASAE, B
AL S AT AR 1 . AR AR ICE P TR (Morphological markers) « 4R #R
it (Cytological markers) . “EfLFRic (Biochemical markers) &% F#xic (Molecular
markers) JULNFEZF B, TBAY . M 5 A0 Hl & 5 T HE R RIS S5 R 2 R i X
Al TR S s T DNA 43 A e A2 m] S e AR g Ak sl P e () i DR 4H R o
ZrfRe et DNA B, BREAZRRE DNA 0 T/KF EREZERM (REE,
2008) . 20 el 70 SEARLLK, BEE S TAEMFERIRE, o Fhoc AR
R, )2 AT B CTig s, 2015) | L 2 Sk
gt Hr (Necip etal., 2014) . #AZEFH (Khlestking, 2014) . JERIFEME GRS
%5,2005) | PR %aE (FEERMESE, 2015) « RGBT (Wangetal., 2013) | 3EZ%
KRLEwE (FEME, 2013) DLEFEER TR (Yang et al., 2013) 250710, HREBIH T
HRF L

HATAAER 7> TAsic A A, RERT 70 NELRPURSE (Svetlana et al., 2007) -

A FET oS o b BRI N DI v B FE 22 35 74 (Restriction Fragment
Length Polymorphism, RFLP) #ric; #(H A2 HE F 7751 (Variable Number of
Tandem Repeats, VNTR) #ricl; DNA $54UH AR (DNA Fingerprinting) L& JFEA7 4458
(In Situ Hybridization, ISH) 4.

B. J&T 3 & HigtE SN (Polymerase chain reaction ,fiif%k PCR M) B4 T-Fric:
BENLY 12 51 DNA (Random Amplified Polymorphism DNA , RAPD) ; DNA 414
§ 4L ENF ( DNA Amplification Fingerprinting, DAF ) ¥ric : & ¥ b5 & 7 &
(Sequence-tagged site, STS) ; f# T2/ DNA (Simple Sequence Repeats, SSR) #xic;
PR G 275 (Single-strand Conformation Polymorphism, SSCP) A B5| ¥ 1
S (Single Primer Amplification Reaction, SPAR) $iAK; Hbs Xy 12 &1k (Target



Region Amplification Polymorphism, TRAP) #ric; /£ 5|4 PCR (Arbitrarily Primed
Polymerase Chain Reaction, AP-PCR) AR DL XU AL 154012 (Dideoxy Fingerprints,
DdF) %%.

C. T RMVERFYIM PCR MEE K THric: ¥ BRKEZ &M (Amplified
Fragment Length Polymorphism, AFLP) ; Eg¥I4 3 2 &1/ %] (Cleaved Amplified
Polymorphism Sequences, CAPS) %,

D. 2T DNA JPAIRI 7 Thrid: 2187 54R%% (Expressed Sequence Tags, ESTS) ;
A% AR 2 AP (Single Nucleotide Polymorphisms, SNP) #ric: Zkkifk DNA

(mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA) 4 Fhric PL A H-4444& DNA (chloroplast DNA, cpDNA)
SRt EE.

T MR s A& 20 S AR ) 2 FARE MAZE 5 TR MIRETER. s26
YERY, DAL A SRERE B2 AR . BT TR R s AR A IR E, A
SCH LAAHIE T R F P Rl 70 FFRid, BIfd 22 DNA FRid M4fifk DNA Fric#1T
MER .

2.2.1 T2 DNA #%rid

it T 741 (microsatellite ) , X FRAHE H: BXH & 7 51 (Short Tandem Repeats, STR) .
fai s H 41 (Simple Sequence repeats, SSR) , Hifai 874 KL &M (Simple
Sequence Length Polymorphism, SSLP) , fx -t Skinner & N 1974 4FA1E 77 51
KL (Tautz, 1984) . ‘B2 DNA ZpFHE— MR E, HAPEELUDELMZEHR T
FIE R AH I 5 1 v B E A% 0 DX B I A BRI B DX A i, 33350 AT T BEAN R R AH
H,

MEEMAH 2B/ e T HZ LXK, ARKNESHESEZ A E LW T AR
Z MR (Litt and Luty, 1989) o #&4% 0 X B R IHIEE H KR 4, oI N, .
=. WM. fi. AEHRELZFY], Hbh o, =, UETREEFIINLEEFEE N2
FIEZHINH .

Tkt BRI I P AT 3 X RS PR 81, AN RIS A L 3 X7 51
AIREAH A o ARk 1 A s T AR s L OR <3 B 3 X o) et e e e 51 7, A PCR
FORBEATY Y, 3G =gk AT 2 PRI .

(D M EEIRCHE R

LRSS M i M RS bRID, R BRI TR LA
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A AT HEE AL . TR DNA ERRAF A+ 2, KA S~
10 kb BAAE— /MU DA (Tautz, 1989) o EATMUAFET ARG X, HAFTET 4
B IX L U DR HAth AR 2 X3k

B. HA mi B IR S DA DNA IFE X /7 FI/E I G Fh a2 AT — & ARk,
AFEF. BMMEESIMEETLLER (3%, 2013) .

C. JyIL BVt . MM A SRR DNA BT PCR 718, 70
I, ATIE A R R A (SR, 2005)

D. Z&MFE . F— MR SEAFYIM . FhEERAER ) HE 758 EE
B 2 R . — M B R AL s IAZ O P 51 B 52 0Bk &y, A5 A7 R DRI PT e ek
%, ZaPEHEE s (Jacobetal., 1991) .

E. Rl 77y . R Wi, &0t R TARE: Al g R At i .

(2) D ERCHZREURE

RO ZRREUSE, FEARELLS U7

AN B8 2 IR s P vh A W i P A AL . i GenBank. EMBL  (European
Molecular Biology Laboratory) . DDBJ (DNA Data Bank of Japan) 4§, iX%&%#E 2
L YIREI R L2 FF. EST F5. DNA FAIFSI¥F%), a] DL A kit 1)k
1751, BB BRI O R RSV, G AT 28 51Tk « XM 7 By PRE |
faifl . &5F, HZ2AFEHEE R

B. FIH E4EIENIEFZA DNA A7 & TR efr, L PR . XF 7k
ST HE R PR PR R ERAIRET S Hir DNA JEAT 458, Fa il BH M 5 B I x)
HHATIFE, gL —AN BT 1000 bp (6% TR B 4 S0

C. M H CHAF W S Fh i i B2 51 YKL B E ARG B TR E AL Rl
B HEAB SRS, B AT DA X fORSAFIE S M B AEFRD. )7
EPCEA R, NHWEOREZ , (HHY YA — € R R AL, DR R e R
A WS TR RN TR 1 2 B 2 MR R AL R

2.2.2 Rk DNA Fxid

£ Rifk DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA) & —Fi#R g . LM A& . FRIL
B DNA 27 OB AR (Bridge etal., 1992) . fEBHEEIY T, HANEN
HiE (H 8 , AMOVEEE (L 88) (HFHF, 2006) - mtDNA R HEAT = 6l A1
3%, J2 HETCmmME—EE REEZ5 DNA 3 FFrid (Claytoo, 1982)



AT BRSNS R—) B3 Bk (Hucho bleekeri) FIZEHi/k DNA &5 Fytn &
1-3, ¥4k 16997 bp (Wang et al., 2011) . BEEE T 2 MEFEA RNA (rRNA)
A (12S rRNA. 16SrRNA) , 13 M HEFiZmbSEEK (ND1. ND2. COX1. COX2.
ATP8. ATP6. COX3. ND3. ND4L. ND4. ND5. ND6. CYTB) , 22 1#iz RNA

(tRNAD 2K, 1 1 MK 1339 bp 3% [X 7 %1 (Control Region, CR) » JLH,
H 8RB RGO ffr THH X, L S E SR G A ff T — ML 5 4> tDNA %
R X3k (WANCY XD

L(UUR)

1-3 JIIBEE Z 4 (Hucho bleekeri) Zkfifdx DNA £5#3J[E (Wangetal., 2011)
Fig. 1-3 The structure of Hucho bleekeri mitochondrial DNA (Wang et al., 2011)

ARtk DNA BA T JUMHB AL RHIE
A PRI RERIBE, JEAARAEES . 2SR T, R EET AN ERRE,
4 100 NAEAH mIDNA $#01, PN A& 10° ~ 10° LLEM miDNA 4
THEUL, AT LAE mtDNA &/ iR R i f%
SFTEEE, TR, WIEBCERE. 1Y mtDNA i %k, LEET
FIFIN &, 4KZH D T84 157 ~19.5kb Z[a], {EREHE P UG B 6 FE 2 AN
(5K %, 1995)
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C. R, SHbEEN. 1% mDNA EHFRE, %A EARKNEY,
H DNA RAMEARNIIGE, Wimh=HRMEE RS, ot FURABERA R
IS, HAREE % . SEeismy, DRI 2R L s DR R IR By 6 ~ 17 % (AL
E, 2006) .

D. A X A A R . mDNA (133 4k 5 B2 DA B o 3, FlARIB R
B o B B 4 R A AR | X AR DRI TR R X, AN [F) o B i AN [, o)
Xt i, kN CYTB. ND2. ND4. ND5 Ml COX1 JEPR; #hAk B R o7 i 3k
KIA ATPase6. ATPase8. NDAL LLJ rRNA FI tRNA JE[H . AS[AIE A0 5 1 Fr
BAE RS T AR diE 5 T A FEZKFR O 5T CREESE, 2006) .

E. TSR T SMAFAHL I mDNA BA SERS—H, XHERTF
mMtDNA UM Fis AL 250 BTt 72 (Avise et al., 1984)

F. ¥ 2. SMRHE mDNA # D132979 1000 ~ 10000 4>, 455 M2
H oy B Alifh

G. ZAMS RN EARYF FE—Fh A RAMAE, £ 2 F A0 40
BT fe 2 U i T AR T A mIDNA FHI2E 5, ARPFT miDNA 78 H 45
TR AL RE 7177 T EARAEEE A G R B IX ) (JZL5E, 2008)

2.3 B RRFEEMRAT —EERSHFEMRER

2. 3.1 IBEZHMRENX

W% FEME (biological diversity) , sEFEAEYIA AR K LA LA AT E AR
2 SR, CaRF ML (landscape diversity) « & R4 £ R
(ecosystem diversity) . ¥ Z #£4%: (species diversity ) 13 % % k£ 14 (genetic diversity)
(G5, 1993) o Hp, BHE MR ZREMERZERARZ O (EUbHn, 1996) .
7 SRR Z R R TR HER T A MR I (5 A% 15 B e A, X 5 A
BICAET MR IR R A o B I8 A% 22 B 14 32 BEFE IR P A 9] BSCHF 4 P Pl ) T A%
A A CERIAE A1 5 52, 1994)

VIR 2 FEIE B RN K B 728, 2 HALE AL ETER  (Soltis et al.,
1983) o —AMFh, e SRR S, PR RE R R ) iR, R 5 P T 4y
EE &z, YIRS 2 R, XIS Ot UK, B WE 2 K4
fal. PR, AEDEAE 2RI RO B L, G s A 2 AR R S T R R A )

10



BT PIEAEERE, TR AR 2 FEVE LR AR 82 R B 98 (Feral, 2002) o f&
PV A B 2 H 2 AR M I8 AL 2 A

WAL A f B I R IE 2 2 M I B AL AR K, 18R AR e (RN e T
B Z AT B S K . MR E AL EE AR B, 1E BOR A B R B AT R o
PRI, AR E 2 AP EAML TR BHE AR 5, RS E g5 . BE 2R —
ANE BERIUE 2 e MR AL S I 2E 5 . B SR RIS 2 A IO 0T VR R R
ok HAR Y BB bR ico HEAT A

2.3.2 R EMMCEIRESHFEMR PN A

M EAE DNA 70 2 HEEARZ . BA SRR LR, DAZE
YRR, ORI Rl . R R Z0F, Rias U (Tautz, 1989; %%, 2013,
Z i, 2005; Jacob et al., 1991) , XSG fi i H SO M REE AR 454 5 2 RETE VRS B9 XL
FB. W2 M EA SAAEAFRAR S 50 F K40 (Number of alleles, Na) . 4§
ArFERAZE (Allele frequency)  Milll%% & 2 (Observed heterozygosity, Ho) . JHE
FA . (Expected heterozygosity, He) « 225 173kt (Percentage of vatiation) . 24
= E 58 (Polymorphism information content, PIC) 4%, E A PEALFRE (8% 2 R AN
WAEEER, I3 b FLade Al se AT g

VFERRSE (2011) AR f TP AERLX PUAS K R HR AR 98 B AR I I AR R R AT
Tt GREY], WABRY GBS G AL 20, SRR A RO IS 1 2
DRI, FEAR [RLSAE AR DN, sl AR IR T % /K R iR AR 2 B 1 o VR 2R B9 7™
HHN . BRI (2004) FIH M T EFR O S I8 BR8P g T 7R s
For, SR RIIZYA I AR AL Z R T R SRR AR K, BT R EA
Wr R, HHUESRH T AEORI B AR 2RISR T T N T E A RO A

2.3. 3 Zkfifk DNA #ric IR SHMEMRPRINA

fEE DNA JFHARMAEDE B R PE & R, M 2kifk DNA 7 FFric 7T
HHIE . HT mtDNA BA ™R RE L. 28R LB RER S,
W2 N TR AE 2 M 24w . R mtDNA 23 B AR EA% 45 1) AT B R AR 34
FR PR B B NAMER) mIDNA 7 FIEEAT LU 404, S8 A A e A7 51 )
Z 01 5 (number of polymorphic sites, S) 5 HA5A1%0 (number of haplotypes, h) ;
FAE T2 FEMEFR 2L (haplotype diversity, Hd) 5 R 2 FEPEFEEL (nucleotide diversity,
Pi) . FIIRZERAS %% (average number of nucleotide differences, k) 2 &% DL A #4y

11
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RG> T RGEHERIR T %R A0 A% 22 FEVE S 0% 451 . 12071 R 2 iE T
Xt 3 DA 2 B DAL B 20 P A AT IR AR BRI 2 81 (RFLP) #EAT 70 #
fEE DNA P HoRMIZER, D4 L EA X miDNA {4 s A Bodt 47l
FER I M AN R B B 2 TR R A% 22 5 I T mDNA - AN XA 2R AN R, R AT
MR PITIE FOREAR B B AR A TS DURBEILE S 3G ) mIDNA 7 BAE 970 1 hnid BEAT T 7T

TR PREE (2012) K2R ALz X 51X ST _E il (1 )5 IS 4R 5 f R e a8 A 4
TREAT 1 04, SRR, ANFEERFE R s o4k, o UK SR B
PEN—NERIEATERY . Skurikhina et al. (2013) 3@ 3 3BT i UL K 378 7R 47 20 ek fr 2
W P H, BT MR R N 2 S, RIURA THARBRRE. ETSERFES
P =ANKAE R REASR B S A 22 0, HBE DU A EAR SR R AR 5 H A
FEREAAT L BB R I 2 A5 VAT o B 7R AR 0 A 45 K 0 A 5 SR A0 I =R
R R B B ok 5 T F s, oA AT REZE IS £ B DU 76 7

3FTEERELRANA
3.1 FTFLEERARREREBRIERIE

JF%E (parentage identification) M FRERAEE, ©FRIHES. EWEMsE
IR AEAR, AR RAMA BB RRAE, 3 % 00 UE MG AN A 1] B3 X 2 33 A% A
R EF A R e, UHEHESHFERE KR (Kashietal, 1990) .

TS N A M KR E  AMAERERI 2 - MR R AE BRI E
PARAEAL . AEBEEARIH 2 -

Mt B4, BEHARNERE, BTSNz, miEtdiskigs. M
FHRRBBUN . Rl WIRESAg ik, B8R R BRI AENKT, i
BUE . JOBEAT ST, BRI TAYEKT, KR DNA 75 FilHTRg kR
BB SETEEEANMUEHTENESE, £3). MWdbss, E85. e, I
FR BB ARS 5 TH AR 7 At B A EE B R R 5

MITECEASERZENM, FIE MR SRR R EE TSN | EE
R FTFBL . i — e B ERN Z AU TR, 5T IX e PR A fUfE BRI 5 AL
RS, Wi EHERMER (exclusion probability) BT 5540 R % E . EF]
R EFRICHAT R T EER, FEEEG UMM ERCEE . BRI, EHiR
T E L RHERTE, EREN CMEDFE 5~8 MU TEA A, MR AR
WAL 8~ 12 MM PR AN (IiFiLE, 2012)

12



MM EEBTR T EEMEREZN: (D REFERNMERHELSREAR, FFN
R (2) TR GENZEMERTIY: (3 BMFICEZEMIEETI,
XS A HEAT PCR F 4G, MFp: (4D FATRE 2 B0 S 56 45 Rt A7 St
I, KRGO R BEAT B

3.2 FTFEERANEHNBE LRI AN A

TP EPIFN AT N 1B FR EE 2B 1B HoE 7 K 248 ) B g e —, A
TR FRAEEAR TS B SR A PG s B AR Mo i S2H A B A 38 R G A 2T B (Mowry
et al., 2015; Arts et al., 2016) . 4R, HT ANLREFFEAEEMEAR, 557405
T AL S0 8, AL IR, AR EIR BRI, AFERTMESER
R 0 PR ) 3E N 45 (Frankham et al., 2002; Woodworth et al., 2002; Christie et al.,
2012) . XLE)5 R 5 S EN T REIFE BT ARRLEBOA B 28 )5 77 A2 18 22 1 AT RO,
(Williams and Hoffman, 2009) , G¥EZEHEMIIR. FRAER TR, FEAENEE
BEATG o273 A o B IO KT 779k 38, LA BET - % 745 (Pante et al., 2001; Arkush et al.,
2002; Johnson et al., 2011) , [KliH 0o 2 i ad A% 8 BN A& i 35 . DA S50 4
N THRFRRAR ISR, R K] BR4E Rl A 8% 28 K A A gt e 7y, Ry
e ZFEE, FIHSEF S BREE — R WA RS A 2R, R
itk DAgErr 2 QR g fe s, RAEEE . mdfh (2012) MM E
FEFRICXT B IR B RRHEAT e Z RS, JRHT TR T EEM AL, NI EE N
R T ERAKYE . /ME (2012) BFAURILN T 8564 165 [F & 4h s B 2 ORI
%, R EZ R RE e BARWE T T e AR RO B R, F LS
SR E R L.

AL, 3 AT S5 %8 B N TJR0H B SR R AMA AT M %58 5 X R,
X TBOARCR AT VAL, A TR A b (R84 22 FE At 5 20 A S5 1) 22 15 32 B2, AT
RN TIUERIA DTk (AN, 2014) .

4 T ARG R FMRBA
41 FTFRELERENX

A drth R IEARMRE . — R TS WEMN RS 2. RAKE RAF
(phylogenetic systematics) , XFR 733 & %i% (cladistics) , =48 ATA K BUL &
HORFE @ LRI e R &, JRAEMLIEA EoRE 7038 8T (taxon, 2870) #EATIAZE, @57

13
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HARDMERGH— TR (2RI, 2008)  Foifs — M EARK 58, B —1
HARME . B BE%. HARZT (natural taxon) ZAELE T E R FLktb i Fe il — AN 2%
TG, HPWEAEYIRIE — MR T S (Wiley, 1998) o ITEK, FEE S FED
FRARMIAW A R DL S AR 2 AR EBE, AR TR A, &R
GRERAFMAME T THEVFAREARGHTENHEARG, FET S TRAS
(molecular systematics) X —AEY) RFEFHPIFETE =R B THRSUR, —£&HE
TRh AR T i 5 M A ST M s A s R R TR A K DL R4 SRR T AR
GuRAE I 5 Z MR A B S B AR AL R A K EF . T REKE
(molecular phylogeny) 7 #r /& Fa 755> T /KF LW e b 2 A 0 R, B HEA
AL IR EXCEE 5 7 AR B AR S B, Rz e, Jl i LA 7 5
ZIAIMR R, WERARGKEN, MMEAYFEPRERR (FMFSE, 2005) .

4.2 3T RFELAERIERREMRHE

T RGBT H IR E I R Gk R 3 W A5 2R ] A Lok R S
BEACE, HHFFE AT B M. — MR AN 8 T A R TE B 1 R BT RSkl
I3, IXFh T VA4S 3 T4 4215 (Neighbor-joining method, NJ) (Saitou and Nei, 1987) .
B/ EAEE (Method of minimal evolution, ME)  (Saitou and Imanishi, 1989) . JnA
/N"3k7k (Method of weighted least squares)  (Fitch and Margoliash, 1967) %%; 55—
Pl W T R A TR H iR 2, By AR — 1 DL — g i gk 4k (o 74,
molecular clock) o BRI R] DTS 73 72 (A 22 5, 45 & A T SR HE W b 70 A It 1l
HIWA RGeS (Zhckerkandl and Pauling, 1965) .

T RGR BT RECR W Z I LR AR DA DA R AN H 17 DNA 257
Aortr, BONTAER R, 1B & KRI85 B MR SL R T, %A
BER BRI S, PR 2 5 FES: DNA 71— 302045 € 117 51 GEHL AR e 4D
BEATEEX Mo —SRBONIRIAIIAED), A, FIA R RNA BE4T 70 Hr A EL A
(Pace, 1997) . 1HY)7; 1RG0 FTH B i W) 7 T FRic A A b 1 22 R 2 ) A%
PR ER DNA (F3¥ /R, 2013) o sh¥Hid s W7 TFRic Dy miDNA Hh 4%
il X (Control Region, F. A i P (4% 5 8 & el 2 A N 245D (Aquadro et al., 1983;
Leeetal.,, 1995) 1 CYTB ZE[X (Gubitz et al., 2000) . HAthil tRNA-Pro F1 tRNA-Thr
(Talbot et al., 1996) ; tRNA-lle. tRNA-Leu A1 NADH-1 (Redenbach et al., 1999) ;
12S rRNA (Brown et al., 1998) ; 16S rRNA. ATP8 Fl NADH-5 ; DL A%FE R 4
M L EARid (Johnson et al., 1999) H51E AR R4 Fhridf) Y Getafk (Hurles and
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Jobling, 2001) SFtHA N . HH T34k I 72 A% 8 DR 1 A S 2 B ok R8T 2%
DR e B Fe G BB RIBMERFIERT mIDNA 27 T R e ik bsic . Fr9 7
ARG EEN LR R DNA FRHIEBEDIHAR, @t iR B 2 5
(RFLP) HIELE AT, RIS MBEZ BIMA RRES RGN R KT IR R
HERiE 2 Aviseetal. (1979) XF#EE, (Geomys pinetis) A~ [H] M Fp [a] Fp 2 K A1)
9T, FERHZ mDNA FREEBFD] G, B 5 0 o 3 SR A I 2 204 e 9 A 3k
T, BIZRERFEFAI DL B AhEE, PRI ERAE 3% LU k. ok, Zit ikt —1
W T AR AR BERNRGERE. 20 2 90 05, BE%E PCR A K
DNA MFHEARMKIEERH, 7T RZAFHAFEARBAR 7 HEE. DNA W75
PCR HARVIH AWM SR EM . MRS 0000 SOZ 8T U T % G 1 7 7 .
Cré@e-Lafreniée et al. (2012) FIF mtDNA J#51) Fr Bod i A R AR f 2 T SRR 5 4
KINRGEKBRF. BEARZ (2013) FIH mtDNA FEH Fr BEE T DUH-3rik ok 68 & i3k
1T 1 A AR HEWT .

4.3 IBRE Tt FRELXBMFER

KT EERMB IR 70T R G AT 58 O 3 o KR 70 BT 9 22 41 FH R L A1 SR 1)
ARARIE R AR 70 7 51 B — A ik DR Bl S5 B A 2 A SR i b} 8 2R - WM )
srRsEd N, PP R — R R R X e R A BT . IR EEEILA 5
Fh, BE: NIRRT P fE (Hucho bleekeri)  ZH4¥T® i (Hucho hucho) )13 % i

(Hucho ishikawae) . ZZ¥ %' (Hucho perryi) FUKI1E P (Hucho taimen) .
HHi R T e T RS K 8 070 3 2 T — R R K fh R &K 4 (Osinov
and Lebedev, 2000; Crespi and Fulton, 2004; Shedko et al., 2013) . XU RE, &
% i Jg v 1 B 0 ik b oz 2R 7 0 Bk A M P SRAS R 1 2 NP 2 TR R e A%
ik, ®E (BRImARE PSS SAEEE e 1) SO EGE . SR, 1B 2 i 1%
SN BRI RS K B A B R A E o AR T PN FE RGBT BRI AR
ERPIRE, AR AR N ZM N RERKEMET AR, Areihc iy
V190 ik g 41 p e & BT Bk = Y rh B 400 1943 3 (Osinov and Lebedev, 2000) .
AR b 72 A Ay AR O e AR A B . DL 4 A Ay B R R R 2RO E 1.06
CAERTIE R, & BAr T BUIAE 0.4 ~0.2 {45HT (Shedko etal., 2013) . Froufe et al.
(2003) FFH mtDNA FEHIIX %) 600 bp 541X ¥ ' fid: g . 20 gk fick: Jo A1 121 & 1EAT 1
S RGP R T, 85 R EAAREREE AR A R, XAEsE T
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BT UK T B 3T ) AR 7K 2R 3 Bl e 04 4 R 2R FS RT3z 7 i XK AR 32 i 3 880 T )
P ST .

5 AR B E X RAR L

N B Bk s BB ERZ . A AEONT iz . HRiE R G, BAABRMA
B, [FIRT, T2 JE e — 1T B ik, WA R 56 DU 2 oK )1 B A B b 7 R I
ERET IR, N7 BARARR LR JIE, A IR Sy AR A S S A
B EEEARNE. AR, LR T AR . SRR ER R, 1B
P RPN SRR R B OKIESE TR, BRI X H aide ik, YIRhIAL T HsER
A, WHCAEF N LAY, ek IUCN BifGsha i -Ba0h “HfE”  (Critically
Endangered, CR) (Rand, 2013) . 1fi B #if ) 1| P & A A7 B 2t —B P8 445 K E ]
X TR G B P2 BCER AT K, SFEUZH X A 58 2 ™ E R E . R,
X )BT 20 e A S AR 1 U A TAEZIA B %o W TV AT 2 AR PR KT K
AP AE BRI A . SR T RS ATTL,  TRRRE R 2R S B A, 2
il 78 AH L ERFPO0 SRR RO teah, 1B B A R S it AR 5T vh 1R 23 S A7 1 A
WA, DR BB BT 0 T RG K E IV, YR TE )| B 2 6 7E 3 2 i s
WYIFPIEI ) R G L SRR R B AR Jm s A FE SR SR (L RE W k)

ASCK UL 11T e B A R sh)— )1 B ik (Hucho bleekeri) oy 32 228 5T 4T
R, KREFEMN TIREAEAR, R IREBGH /-t fH 0 28 CUOR RIMBRAR T 2K, M
AR LA 7 TREAT B 5T

A JEIE N BT B L T S R 2R IS Al % (Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis) ff)
T RSO, R R B ) B B BB A AMAREAR, ik A 28V )1 B 2 i
MIEESIY, DHTHBEEZSHME, RTEeSma GE25) .

B. 3k T B B 2 S LA S MM RIAA DNA ARic i 1 B 2 i B A Fib e
AT AR Z R S BAE G AT, R IR AE AR B R AT SRR, NI T AR AR
PR = (=8 .

C. I FH i ide H 1 1 Bl 7 250 ik 22 A5 A T B S O R R R F— AR b 47 8t 4% 2
VAL, RIS R )T Bl D ko S HOR, DA 1B B i i N T B HoR S
FEREH, RNEX—HEYM R R fRiE CGEIED .

D. FIHZRR DNA Fric 73 b BRI 44 K B0 )1 B i 0 fik 1 2 i o4t il fief B AR A A,
WA IR Z B R BAFAE R e g CGERE) .
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E. A FH 38 73 e 3} #0038 O R R ARH (V) SR A0 7 471 2 (R B 1 o e D 25 AL 22 1 1
T DR KRG ERR, eGP ARG T AE; FMHZRA DNA /)
TFhRic, FETE R 1) o TR B R R AR, T A IR 4k
S5y#ugit GEANE) .
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AR LE

ZR U 4 ik i I SEEZ Fre UV o i fe

o TR S e FEACKAR FEACKAE
A\ 4 \ 4

WA FERH FERH
GlEY| DNA #£HX DNA #£Ht
v / v v

ZEMIEE 2 RGN S ARUN N GRS

S| Wi ik DNA DNA mtDNA 7314
v v \ v v

FTFEE WAL Z A BN #ris B3 EE Rt 2t
{' ] / |
JIBRAE 5 i ) 8 0 5 PR3 B Bk RG R G AR

B 1-4 JIIBRE THMEFIEEFRD T RAL BEMARARBLE

Fig. 1-4 Technical route of population genetics and molecular phylogeny of Hucho bleekeri
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FE NIKEZEMIEFRICHTL

—t

18IS

JI BT 2t (Hucho bleekeri) SR J& TP H | ik}, P kg, 44 DUIKE B ik
REA, ST RIIKR, 2REREYH (Wangetal, 2015) . Eit4d 60 FAREL
K, HTAESHEMBIR . KA TREREE OGS FERH SN NSIAERE, )P
DA ERE R A X S0, TGRS, Bl g%
R TAE D TP R, SZBa R R 7 2 EE T T RIERE 5B AA (FEE
A, 1998) | A ATdiSE R R S R R SR (R B HTAE, 2006:  XK/NFK, 2007) L AR
VIEEREE SRS SIE (ERE, 2009) 5T, o FAYEm A& 8L 7
AR HEES, DRI 7B DR R R RA R E KRR (FRRMAEE, 2009) K H
LRk 4K (Wang et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2014) . 4 T fif )1 B35 B ik ()4 745 8.
ARG —IE ) 5T hR e HsE A TR A

A DNA PRI Z &R, S B ORI, XF SEIGAE i AT 8 1% (R RAIC,
COSCAMEEIS L . PSS | 0% B P &5 e f ) B e 1) 23 st R AR id e —. B
A O — S & 3 2 R At 27 2 e X sk T BRIC A 5T : Makoto et al. (2005) FF A
T 8 WA ZEMTELIY, R 23 MEFAEAMERAE T H 2 &M, Tong
et al. (2006) £FXFMfEMRIIE B EHIF KT 6 MEZERMIELIY, IRl 7
FEAREN 61 WK D EY AR MR 2080, UEIX 6 X5l LUEH TG
SRRIBRAE AT . Kuang etal. (2009) JEH 1 21 ik fa 5 T2 5149 FH TR
G DR AEAMA, GREUEAH 18 MEAZEM, FFRIhH SN T R1HEY
BE B A= PR AL Z A1 . Geistetal. (2009) ffi ] 23 X fek Rl 2840 LA 51400 T
HEZHEH P P28, RIFRH 6 MhEH T2 P2 ST ES Y,
PRI 7 12 DM SRR, RILZEHATT Ry 8 D EE
%, HUCER IR 2R O ALTE e o 10 DG T 1 B S el TR b IR T A DL
WIE . ST ZWF IR, PRI A 0 BER P A B D7 VR0 LB A R M A T IR A
FL UL H B & B AR B e

UL HT B TR B, R I G A8 Xy 3 2 3R AU P 2 R A 2B (Lima et
al., 2009) . KL, AHFFEARE ClE i Ze 08 Ak i i B SRR VTE S, A BR
P e B AR ARG TN B D 2 5 TR LY, B NP G SRS
2. P S8 SR T AR
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2 RS 7554
2.1 SEIR M S{U 28
2.2.1 SLIaM R

2012 4 ~2013 4, 7ERRPFEE R AE KA (N33°50125.40”7, E107°1402.02") K
B )| By B e B A MR RIEE SRR AR 20 S, FTEREARYVIRIE TR Y, HET 4 C
UKFEPRAT 5

2.2.2 SLIR{LER

*® 2-1 SKIEEMNEE

Tab. 2-1 The main instruments in this study

X #2445 The name of instruments A 727K Manufacturers
T P A Iz e K A BN —EZET
BIO-RAD R MR /01T R4 £[E SIM A+
GZX-DH  H#IE il T A6 R PR ST E
PTC-200 % PCR {X EE MI AT
DYCZ-24A T H FLiki RN
fRIRE5.0041 5415R [ Eppendorf &
HaEEE LYl 5417R & [ Eppendorf &
MEZR A f#[E Eppendorf ]
WD-9405B /K4 & RN — XA

2. 2.3 EERFI A &RACH

DNA 2BURF): 1 xTE 23 (10 mM Tris-HCI, 1 mM EDTA, =ik & s K,
pH =8.0) ; LHEAMIEZEZMK (0.4 M NaCl, 10 mM Tris-HCI, 2 mM EDTA, =ik
JEKH, pH=8.0) ; 20% SDS; 20 mg/mL ZEHE K (Merck, &) ; 6 M NaCl;
TN, 70% LB,

PCR & id: dNTP (10 mM) ; 10 xPCR Buffer (Mg*) ; 514 10 mM; rTaq
DNA &8 (5U/ul) .
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B ekt s L vk BT 75 3570: 50 < TAE Buffer (2 M Tris-fi4#, 100 mM EDTA, pH
=8.5) ; 6 xLoading Buffer (30 mM EDTA, 36% Glycerol, 0.05% Xylene Cyanol FF,
0.05% Bromophenol Blue, pH=7.0) ; {#{L %€ (EB, 10 mg/mL, BEGLRAFE) o

RIR TR Bk o 75 10 30% PR EERIZ A (29% WIEMEIZ, 1% H X
XA ELZ) ; 10 x TBE Buffer (890 mM Tris-#if2, 20 mM EDTA, pH=8.3) ; 10%
R TEMED.

Qe FREL 1.9 AgNOs, M\ 50 mL /K ZEE, I 2.5 mL VKESER, XL
FAKEARZE 500mL, HidE, B

B FREL 159 JE7K NaOH, il 37% HEE 2.5 mL, JiXUZ&/KE A ZE 500 mL,
PirE, JRE. BIFEMERT 6h WECEF, T 4 C UKF1RF.

2.2 EF%A DNA BYIEEN

ARSI R FH 48 LI R B VA SR BN B D A A () ZE I 4 DNA- (Aljanabi and
Martinez, 1997) . EAKEAES BT .

(1) MTC/K LB B FRA7 B ) B 2 8 S5 AE A, BYHL 0.5 g A7, RN 2
mL FUKEECE T, A 1 xTE BW&ZMl, 4°C B 12h mo B OB

(2) HUHEERAL, TINSH 352 uL LW g, BEIES, A 40
uL 20% SDS 1 10 pL 20 mg/mL 5 HME K (Z9K)E 79 400 pg/mL) , 15T,

(3) 56 C WH 4h, FEPEDPEREEREOEDMEN. HHEAGEHNL,
AEKBEF R ZE 8h, B 37 C ki,

(4) FRHLWM TS, BUEEO%, A 300 uL 6 M NaCl &, SLZIRIZIE
Zh 30s;

(5) 12000 rpm E.0» 10 min;

(6) FEUUE, ¥ HISMEI NS OE T, LR RO —k, BB
IINEEARF A SN EE, -20 C JE 1h DLk

(7) 4 °C, 12000 rpm 50> 15 min;

(8) 7 HIFW, VIEH 70% LBHEWDEG—IR, 37 C BTBERE T

(9) A 50 uL KB XK KEE DNA, Fpoe Vi G Mk ) 100 ng/ul, BT
4 C UKFEORAT 4% FH

2.3 B ESIMINZITE AR
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RiF Excel i id — A 7RIS 1 RIS 4R ikl T2 DNA 751, 1EH
Bl B AR s R A T Sl et . RIS Primer Premier v. 5.0 (Lalitha,
2000) , fEf A DNA JFAIFEZOX ERIE 20 bp PAARRIERSF X & 1TS54 72 X,
S EAE LA RN (SR, 2015) -

(L 5IFFKEAE 18 ~25 bp 2 (8], AReEE 38 bp, L. NEII¥F 5%
BEANEER /T 3bp;

(2) 5P G+ C & 40% ~ 60% 2|8, LL 45% ~ 55% NifE,
BKIRE (Tm fE) KT 58 C, uiﬁﬁl%lﬁﬁfﬁﬁf s DT PR 2R A
. RS Tm EAEZEA T

(3) 51 3> s b AN 2 %EEM%, e e 5l ARG K. 3 Kb
FBEALL A BT 5RE, BRTRE SR

(4) BEEEFENL A7 s

(5) BIYIH S ARAIES: 4 MR R UL R ERN, B RIFEGSIYIZ RIARETE AL
HAb

KRS g 2 Filg A TAY) TR AR RS AR AR A .
Ja s BTSSR R DR K BC IR O 100 pM AR E T 4 C IRAF,
MR R

2. 4 MWD ES|¥RTHIE
2.4.1PCR RMN&#H

IEHL 20 RREFAE BT D DNA FEANE NBR , i 5 B AR IR B FE 5B K
T FERRRE, ARHE S A5 5L, ik th i i [l ik &R . AL PCR MNARRINE 2-2 i
7N

PCR ¥ #FEF :94 'C A 5min; 94 ‘C A8t 30s, fiidiB kiR (R 2-4)
TIB/k 30s, 72 'C A 60s, HAPIRIERS 30 K &5 72 C AL 10 min, 4 C
RAF PCR ¥ SEEG F5 A0S 3G 7 MR S MAOR AT PCR IR KR, It
BRI E DNA BN B A B AR KRR AT, R B2, DLIA R fe
TR
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#* 2-2PCR RRE#r%&
Tab. 2-2 PCR amplification system

SN Reactant &R Volume (pL)
ddH,0 18.6
10>PCR Buffer (15 mM Mg*") 3.0
DNTPs (10 mM) 10
Primer (F&R) % 0.5
rTaq Enzyme (5 U/uL) 0.4
Template (1000 ng/pL) 1.0
Total 25

2.4.2 PCR FE491%63M

PCR #3844 1% Bfabsie kw2l e, del ik S R80R— T (il
SAiE M R A B R AT D) FEAT 12% RN MBS (non-denaturing
polyacrylamide gel, PAGE) Hijk.

PAGE HIK A HAS I 709

(1) PR&IEDE. BT IFLL 70% LB UK I /R s A CRLHE B AR R
TTREO , A TR A B AR RS T AT A

(2) H/FEET BIARCEEHRE I SEAR EE, AR LB B EARAE N 7 B AR
TEAMRI 7 2H 2 0 R FRAR, TN/ RE N, [ e T B gl 38 |

(3) FH 1% BIBAEREEERS, HEN BRI P A S B AR M50 A DAt Fie, 3 it 4 [l
21 1h DRI

(4) RIEFR 2-3 MBCTTHCH] 12% SSRGSk, HE N BIAAR N » i 1A A
B R R SRS BT B AR, 5 se e FL vk S R B AERR T, A EERE 25h
DLk

(5) MEREETAE, BRI, HIEBIKRE, B AR, L 150V
EHEHVK 3h BLE CEARR AR RER BT 2 ), HIKZMIBCN 1 < TBE Buffer;

(6)  HLUKES A G B BB, TN B TP, BIAN G0, BT /K FREKERE 10 min,
7, H ddH0 VEVE—K,

(7 BIANBER, BIKEE2EXR TR RN, R0, BRI sEHRIRE
TR EFaRE.
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= 2-312% BRAIGEELRREAREC 5

Tab. 2-3 The reagent and dosage of 12% non-denaturing polyacrylamide gel

X7 Reagent Fil# Dosage (mL)
ddH,0 15.7
30% Acrylamide 16
5XTBE 8
10% AP 0.28
TEMED 0.026

2.5 BRI

FIAAM PopGen32 (Yehetal., 1999) HHANMISEZAESH, O Skt
KA (Na) , WA (Ho) , BIEEAAGE (He) LUK TS (25 e it - A 4% P
(Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) . F| % f PIC_CALCv. 0.6 i1 HZ&EESE(PIC).

3R
3.1 )Rk T eLE 2B DNA AYIZEX

AN S R I 20 i e B VR PRI T R BB )1 B B BEL [N 2] DNA, Z:4LR
AR S BB R AR, B 2 DNA BEARGEAT sZh i) PCR 473 34
SE T R R . ARSI, A MAIERI AL DNA RIS IR HE B F vk 45 2R oK
HORAT LR, U W25k DR A DR A B R R o — e R EE B B 2 (] 2-1)
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2-1 )IIBRE ZE:EEZH DNA
M: Lambda DNA/ EcoR | marker; 1-4: A[E))IIBEE Tt MAEFELH DNA
Fig. 2-1 The extracted total genomic DNA from Hucho bleekeri

M: Lambda DNA/ EcoR | marker; 1-4 The extracted total genomic DNA from Hucho bleekeri

individuals
3.2 M I E S IHIRTHFIE & 2 EFRICHFIE

RS LS8 = CIRTF I )| B Bk i e ph—— R IR Rl ik o P S, e A 1E
P PR TS T 2 510k, R AR Primer Premier v. 5.0 i34 72 Xt
WM 2-2 fiw, %508 )BT D R TR AL A HbI12-23, 22— AN LAl 4 igdt &
AP TEBEAL, ZFFH AGTT BHEEE 13 Wk CREFR) , FIHHE A
ZAMAL R PTRETERCR . NRIZ T I Bl e st i B FiFsim. BL 20 A
B A 1| e 45 B B FE DR A9 AR, WX 72 WA GGk T 2 SMHIRAE. PCR 7
WA BF RGBS UK S5 IRA QB Qe W2 i Ja, i 3G SO BONIEW . Ja2R i 1)
P T SR T A I G B e Pk AR vk et o AR - R B 2%k 2 B A e e 5
NN, B HLBK A& N PSR, P WZAMATE 12 S R R R A _E R BNl &1
el WISk UL BN IRE T, P Sk DL RIEE RoR N 28 DU B E AL CIRFEE,
2012) . SRR, A 27 AN TR SREIE. fRE iy, HRMHHERNZ
S, K 2-3 B EEMIC HbIS-31 7E 20 ANEFA: B 20 ik M A b 3 45
HEITT L, Z5 P AR B, BB S 2 8.
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aatgcttaticacgcgagglatgetacalaaltacagecaglgccacatgacaageataataacatcagecattatgaactgtggalccaaat
aaaCaAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGTTAGT Ttgtt
aattgtgtoctctetgactcgtagtttaattaattattaatatattatcatgtcattccctacatgectcatet gt gteccaagetgtot ot

2-2 JIBRE i I EN S Hbl12-23 FF3

Fig. 2-2 Sequence of microsatellite locus HbI12-23 in Hucho bleekeri

2-3 WD EFRE HbI15-31 7E 20 MBS B &M A rh i 1 &L
M: DNA Marker; 1-20: A[G)J1|BEE T & /MA DNA

Fig. 2-3 Amplification pattern of microsatellite locus Hbl15-31 in 20 individuals of Hucho bleekeri

M: DNA Marker; 1-20: The extracted total genomic DNA from Hucho bleekeri individuals

WL 27 D2 AWM I ESR O Y B ik 20 N AEMERHET T 8L 2
FEMERIWI 04T, FIF%AY: Pop-gen32 F1 PIC_CALC #aill 7 ARic HIMFAE, 4558 insk
2-4 Fin, 27 N BEM SF, RIS IR (Na) 121 4, RN s S5 A7 5
KEH N 2~8 A, %0y 4.407; WM& (Ho) 24 0.150 ~0.906, ~“F35{EH K
0.618; HIEZAE (He) &y 0.508 ~ 0.845, “FHME N 0.746; £AEEEE (PIC)
4 0.371~0.808, “FIME Ny 0.683. 354 16 AL 5 e i il -IRAH ¥ T4 (P < 0.05),
Hrh 8 MU P AN S (BLT19, BLT28, BLT25, BLT30, Hbl3-5, HblI5-11, Hbl6-240,
HbI8-163) 2 fiw 24 M 1 -1 A A T4 (P < 0.01) o XE&f TR Aric AT N F )1 Bk
B AL Z PRI Mo e S — PR A
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R 2-427 DIIBRE Bt 7S T EFRICHFHE

Tab. 2-4 Characterization of 27 polymorphic microsatellite loci in Hucho bleekeri

7 85 HEF TG 5195 (5-39 1B IR R BGGH EMEFH ZHEESE WNNAEGE HERGE  WiREd
Locus Repeat motifs  Primer sequence(5'-3") Tm(<T) Size range(bp) Na PIC Ho He SR
gy P-HWE
Accession NO.

BLT2 (AO)11 F: ATGACGCCACTATGAGACCG 60 230-310 4 0.681 0.656 0.742 0.018
KM051898 R: CAGGAAGAAGAACCAGAACCA

BLT4 (Te)11 F: TGAACAGACACTCACACAGGC 55 185-215 4 0.696 0.750 0.744 0.036
KM051900 R: GTGTTTCAGCTGCTGCGTT

BLT20 (GTM)17 F: CCGTACTGCCTAGCAACACA 56 205-255 4 0.677 0.719 0.738 0.316
KMO051916 R: GGCTGTTTTCACAGAAAGGC

BLT19 (CA)15 F: GTTCCTCTCTGTCCCCTTCC 55 133-185 5 0.718 0.818 0.792 0.009"
KMO051915 R: AAACACCATGGAACTCGACC

BLT6 (GM13 F: CCCAGGTCTGGTGTCCAGTA 55 105-123 4 0.696 0.708 0.760 0.024
KMO051902 R: GTACCGCGCTCAGCTCAT

BLT27 (TO)11 F: GGGCAAGGTGTTATGGCTAA 58 135-153 4 0.691 0.719 0.751 0.501
KM051923 R: ATGAAACAGGTCCATAGCGG

BLT28 (GT)18 F: CCCTACCAAGCACCAATACC 56 155-200 5 0.746 0.563 0.794 0.003"
KM051924 R:TGATGTCAGGTTGCTTATTCAGA

BLT25 (TG)14 F: AATGAAACCAGCTCATTGCC 56 160-200 3 0.534 0.300 0.647 0.008"
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KMO051921
BLT30
KM051926
BLT16
KM051912
BLT31
KM051927
Hbl1-101
KM385538
Hbl2-2
KM385539
HblI3-5
KM385540
Hbl4-10
KM385541
Hbl5-11
KM385542
Hbl6-240
KM385543
Hbl7-290
KM385544

Hbl8-163

(TG)14

(CA)17

(AG)12

(CA)13

(TTA)10

(TAA)11

(ATC)12

(TAT)11

(AC)22

(GT)14

(GT)15

R: CAAGTCCTTCCAAATGGTCC

F: CCGCTCACTTTGTTGACGTA

R: CCCTGTCCAACCTCTCTCAG

F: ATCCAGTCAATAACCGCTGG

R: CCTCGAGAAACTCGGTTGTT

F: TGGATGGGTGTTACAAGCAA

R:CAGATCTTGAGACAAAGAGCCA

F:-TGTAATGTCACACACGCACG

R:CCAGACCAGAGGGACTTCAA

F: TCTAGTGCTGCATGTCTGCC

R: AGGCTCACATTGGCTCGTAT

Tn

: TTGAAGTTGCCTTCTGGTCC

R: GGCCACACATGCAAAACAT

F: GACAACAGCTACAGGGCACA

R: GACCTGGCTCTGGGTGATAG

F: TATGTGCCCAAAATGCTGTC

R: AATGGGATGTATGGGACACG

F: GGGGAATGCAGTTGAAATGT

R: ATGGCATGTGTGGTGTGTTT

Tn

: ACTCTGATCGCTACCTGGGG

R: TCTGTTCGGACTGCTACATCA

F: GACTGGTGAGTCACAGGCAA

56

55

556

56

58

55

56

60

165-200

183-205

90-100

190-240

140-174

152-185

215-240

140-210

140-180

100-160

83-105

0.740

0.692

0.505

0.673

0.741

0.703

0.737

0.676

0.808

0.781

0.800

0.531

0.625

0.833

0.625

0.625

0.531

0.688

0.594

0.531

0.689

0.750

0.788

0.764

0.594

0.742

0.789

0.761

0.784

0.739

0.845

0.821

0.833

0.001"

0.019

0.142

0.220

0.199

0.009"

0.194

0.005"

0.001"

0.134

0.001"
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KM385545 R: GCCTAGAGTGAGACCGATGC

Hb19-643 (TG)14 F: GGCACAGCATGTCCCTTTTA 55 100-125 4 0.702 0.818 0.766 0.031
KM385546 R: CTGCAGCATGTTCTGGATGT

Hbl10-16 (TAA)10 F: TTCCTCTCCTCCTCCTCCAT 56 155-185 5 0.749 0.719 0.796 0.063
KM385547 R: GACTTCGGGGATGGCTCTAT

Hbl11-21 (TCAT)10 F: CATTAATCCATCCAACCATGC 56 125-200 5 0.741 0.625 0.789 0.495
KM385548 R: ACATCCCTGCCTTCGAAAC

Hbl12-23 (AGTT)13 F: AATGCTTATTCACGCGAGGT 56 180-220 2 0.371 0.250 0.508 0.036
KM385549 R: ACACACAGCTTGGGACACAG

Hbl13-25 (TGAG)13 F: TTTCACTGTGACCTGCTGCT 56 88-135 5 0.748 0.688 0.796 0.074
KM385550 R: CTCTCAACCAACACACACCG

Hbl14-29 (TGTA)10 F: GAGGTGCACGTGTTCAAAGA 55 178-190 4 0.697 0.594 0.756 0.047
KM385551 R: TGGTTAAGACCAAGACCAACG

Hbl15-31 (GTTA)10 F: GAGCTGGCTTGGTTGGTTAG 57 120-200 3 0.447 0.150 0.542 0.010
KM385552 R: GCACCAGTCTTCTTTTTCGG

Hbl16-128 (GM)13 F: AGCCTGTCAGCACTGATGATT 52 100-120 4 0.696 0.594 0.756 0.093
KM385553 R: TGGTCTGGCCTATGAACACA

F:o* IREEKFE (P<0.01)
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4 18

4.1 WD E319Rt

FERT LB 51 AT Tk iy, 75 BRI A B B MR AL R 4H . FE EL AR
Sy & 42 (Sambrook et al., 2001) F1 NaCl &£k (Aljanabi and Martinez, 1997)
o, KL ERIARAE . PE, BRUC. AR H SR, & T ARSI B 2 i
LRI A HEER

MEEM 2~3 MEEREERMKZ, AROTENMEE ZH VML HIRE
R (B8R A%, 2000) . ASLIFEM LEESPAHd, 2 MEEENA 17 4
(63.0%) . 3 BRFLELME 5 > (185%) . 4 AEEEME 5 1 (185%) , £
AR R, XA A PR SR R Fe A1) — PR A R 7%k

SR YR, IR ZEME oA —E RS RIS B e Fh 3R 151
BEFRCR AT, EFERE) T IZ A . Froufe etal. (2004) 4385 1 Ak
(1) 22 A AL p FFIESE T iX e 5| M)7E Z BT P k. KT 13 P kDL S R B i
HA 2N RSN B 75 10 20 Am ik e il T SO, 72 1| Bl 2 i
W R, P S A TN B B 2 A L E S, W T sy
EHAF M L EPRCR M PUE . A HA 277 .

4.2 B EMRRZEMN

— MR UL, TR A R REOR S, 1A N R 2SR T RE RO . R
2-4 JIT7R, ARSEIREE RR T AL A HbI12-23 4b, A s SR H T 3 AL,
AR 96.3%. Hr, A7 4 BLT19. BLT28. BLT30. HbI2-2. Hbl4-10. Hbl6-240.
HbI7-290. HbI8-163. Hbl10-16. Hbl11-21. HbI13-25 A& FEREILE 5 PLE(E) .

245 B 55 BAEE A P BT 145 JE P S IR AR AR st A% 2 ek, BB,
MNZFER s 2 A E R . ARSCIRBFas Rrh, P T AL R T3 I 2R & FE N
0.618, i, BT A4 BLT31. Hbl15-31 5 Hbl12-23 24k, HAG SRHHEAE
FERT 0.6, UEBHAHT 7Lk th (5 1 51 4 BAT i s A% 2 e

ZAFEEEE (PIC) MR TR SRR AR, A0 HifL b 5 T E AL
MEPFHZBE RS EME N 0683, HAERAI A HbI12-23 F1 HbI15-31 LI H
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27 (025 < PIC < 05) 4, REBRIANEELE (PIC = 05) . XA
SEIG BT & B4 T 51 a5y ] B -5 )1 B4 B e R eI A 2 L SR 200k R4 e S5

g

j-[_‘o

5 IhNEE

(1) ARSI AT T H B2 0 i )1 B 2 i 2 5 LR 519, 2SI fEiR
Geph e A, DA S0 R Y 5006 = CLSRAG 10 1 B 2 S R R ——ZR I
R ek i 12 SO DRI 1 & )1 B 2 i 22 A5 T LR 51

(2) RSELIGIIRAG T 27 X DL M LESIY, XE5HTIRED
1, FFEABENZENE, TR A T EE BRI . RS LAE A
X TR 5P ik th 4 m ae T ReR AL S, AR K)E, WM TR T
BT DRGSR R R T E AT
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EZE )IIRE TR DI MEHE L SR
1EIE

ERRGZFANE. MM Z R, DLAGE Z R R A=A T ENE, 1E
R E 2 R ZE AT (Sivaramakrishnan, 2014) . FhiEiAE 2 R 2 b K 35
IR, A2 O RS IE N RE JT o IR AR ZFEIE R 5 ol IR IR . ISR B
£ (Young, 1996) , FIHERI E KB FAE R A RAR . FRoEIE] B R B g2l AT
SRR AEAERE ST o BTCA, PR RS B B 22— 52 R K AT B B 4ERF R A a5t
FEAR K, RUEFHEAIE Ty, RPN BT BEIR . BRI, D620 TRz A s 4% 2 k¢
PER) T g, AEE T — SePa Mo A B R SRS . AR, ARk, BT
Bt DMk By AR SRR E SR R, A MESE DA SR D, K EA X E %2
TEARWILERE . S2PR T )1 Bl D R AL A ISR, [ N AERHZ M R DR 1545 27 AT
TR Z RN REMEITI.

B PG 4 A IR 1 Bl 2 B e [ A M R . 21 et DAk, 7R I XK R R B
YiRhiEs), B EYONEEK (T E%ESE, 20100 . 2012 4F 9 H, MREETE
BRPEA K R 19 T AR )1 Bty B ik i fdk, aX A7 K VAT 48378 22 47 1) T R
P (FEIESE, 2014) o MGJE, SE 2 (0EFA )1 B B AR B R 3R I AT N TR R .
X R I N B D e P 10 A% . P ot 52 R ) ORI S e it 1 (BRI 2%, fef
15 )1 Bty B M R E N T — AT I B

ARk DNA Ffl TR brad DLH 25 00 U AR M i AL 22t i vh B
I, EEP Rt ERZNH. Froufeetal. (2005) FIHZH/K DNA =4 F
B (4E#HIIX. ATP6. NDL) BFFE /UMK ER 8 MMEERIKI IS DA R, K
PUASIK R IIRE A B B0 AN SRR, Il bh g SR U] T SR R 0481k, FExF 1%
YR EARP R T #. Kuang etal. (2009) F Ff T2 ARic it AT 45 20 ek PO AN B A
FREE 18 Z A0 0T, RIHBAE ZAEPEAL TR 25K, e, RT3 2 i
PR 1) SR T B RO JE A 5 B B s e, i AR B AL Z A R B . R
WF TR FH Rk DNA 3EA0E R i i 361 X 7 51 (D-loop) FIZNfRtaz b FEH
(CYTB) Bt VAR AW B i ok 1) 15 A& fE 2 8B 2 i T2
FRich, X BRVE 4 A IR 0 ) B35 25 ek B A b B3 AT 82 4% 22 A PR VP R B A% 25 44 40
Fr,  BAEN B 2 i) ORI SR R 7 07 B A R AR 5
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2 5 73

2.1 KM SLES

A S B AR )1 B B RE A B R A T BT XS T oK A B KB B AL AR
N33°5025.40", E107°14'02.02") (& 3-1) , RFERFEN 2012 4F 9 HZE 2014 4 9
H, FEAREN 43 &, MERELLZSN 110 FE3RE | Bt B R B A A4 5 37 B R UL 8
FRFEAR, BERELRAE. PrAMEAYRET K CEEY, 4 °C K7

LI S RAA S EHE & 2.1,

100°0'0"E 102°0'0"E 104°0'0"E 106°0'0"E 108°0'0"E 110°0'0"E
L f . . L .
—7

F34°0'0"N

F32°0'0"N

) E3
@ 2000s-2010s [30°0'0"N
@ 1980s-2000s
— 19605-19805
1960s kL AT

T 102°0'0"E L04°00"E L06°0'0"E L0Z°0'0"E 1L0°0'0"E
E 3-1 JIBRETEHETHEXERER
TEIAEARMRRER; BERAJIBKESTE: 2000 ~ 2010 FLMMS; RESH 1980 ~
2000 FRIM S ; HELEAREHN 1960 ~ 1980 F)IIBRE T nmKE; FEEMBLEIREA 1960
FLARTS K
Fig. 3-1 Map of the history distribution area and sampling site of Hucho bleekeri

Red pentagram was the sampling site of this study; The orange dots were sampling sites between years
2000s-2010s; The purple dots were areas of this species found in the years 1980s-2000s; The pink lines
were rivers of this species found in years 1960s-1980s; Green lines and pink lines were the distribution

area of H. bleekeri before 1960s.

2.2 EF4H DNA RUIZELS PCR ¥ 14
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SN DNA FIRBCR AL i) mhi: (Aljanabi and Martinez, 1997) , HAksz
WL RBIEE — 2 2.2 (RSB,

PCR &7 KH PR/ Fhric—2kkifk DNA (& X P F Mgtk b HED
AR 7 FhRic g AT 4.

2.2.1 ZRifs DNA ¥rid

LRk DNA #ZHI X5 (D-loop) 540t b &K (CYTB) PCR # 14 5%)
AR 3-1 fs. ¥R RINE 3-2 Fios.

*® 3-1 JIIBRE Tzt DNA 3|45

Tab. 3-1 mtDNA primer sequences of Hucho bleekeri

EIkvEYS S (5°-37) B E (CO R EBACE (bp)
primers Primer sequence (5°-3") Tm (T) Fragment length (bp)
Dloop-F GTCTTGTAATCCGGAGGCCGGAG 58 1180

Dloop-R CCATCTTAACAGCTTCAGTG

CYTB-F ATGACTTGAAAAACCACCGT 54 1119

CYTB-R CTCTGGCGCTGAGCTACTAG

#* 3-2PCR #i&ixHR
Tab. 3-2 PCR system

S Bi%) Reactant A Volume (uL)
ddH,0 40
10>PCR Buffer (15 mM Mg2+) 5.0
DNTPs (10 mM) 15

Primer (F&R) % 1.0

rTaq Enzyme (5 U/pL) 0.5
Template (1000 ng/uL) 1.0
Total 50

PCR ¥ #4f2 N: 94 C TiAEME 5min; 4RJ5 94 ‘C A8k 30s, HI&EIRKIEE
(% 3-1) FIB/k 30s, 72 C %Efd 60s, HEFTEY 35 MEF; &)5 72 °C ik 10
min, 4 ‘C {#f¢ PCR /=¥y,
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AL, ASEEGIE N GenBank L 1 — R8I PR AL KiR DNA oI
B, HLA#E 70 8. (i) Hucho bleekeri (KF908853, HM804473, HQ317211, HQ317212,
FJ597623) ; (ii) Hucho hucho (KM588351) 1 43S EE /0 HT.

2.2.2 B2 DNA #%rid

N e 2 A TR BRicie 28 B0 i 15 X 2 8 PRSI, X514
LA YedRic (HEX 3 FAM) . iX 15 Ml EAL & A5 Hehric i : Hbl4-10
(HEX) , BLT25 (FAM) , Hbl10-16 (HEX) , Hbl14-29 (HEX) , BLT4 (FAM) ,
BLT16 (HEX) , Hbl6-240 (FAM) , Hbl2-2 (HEX) , Hbl7-290 (FAM) , Hbl12-23
(HEX) , Hbl15-31 (FAM) , BLT20 (HEX) , HbI3-5 (FAM) , Hbl8-163 (HEX)
Al BLT19 (FAM) (Wangetal., 2015) . PCR NAKR LI WRFSRE & 2.4
(EFEBCERIE) « 2ehnid 5195 PCR 724 4 C #EY6fR1F. PCR P2 % iy

AT A TREH AR NS B R A w7 .

2.3 PCR =4t S ¥R T4

2.3.1 ZRifs DNA #rid

PCR F=&aifb il @aitbfa, 7307 ABI3730XL Hilll#54 1 7 41
8, FH-—THAAHAT 7

A. %4 Lasergene (Segman) v.7 (Clewley and Arnold, 1997) #E17 7519t
B, A% ClustalX v. 2.0 (Larkin et al., 2007) #E4TFE 51 LLXT

B. fi %4 DnaSP v. 5 (Librado and Rozas, 2009) %iit £ 247 A% (number of
polymorphic sites, S); #.{% %%k (number of haplotypes, h); Hi{% 7 £ 44 45 % (haplotype
diversity, Hd) ; #ZHERRZ MR (nucleotide diversity, Pi) LAK I R AR 74k
(average number of nucleotide differences, k) %554,

C. {fH Arlequinv. 3.5 (Excoffier and Lischer, 2010) # A F Fexf Fh e BB S A
YA, HEAT TR, H5 TajimaD (Tajima, 1989) A1 Fu’s Fs (Fu, 1997) .

D. f#i [} Network v. 4.6 (http://fluxus-engineering.com) #/4:3£F Median-Joining
T AERE P B R WX 25 A T, S 4% B BB 3R AT 6 N D R A0 HT o

E. {1/ MEGA v.5(Tamura et al., 2011) v 5 & J 8 v B A5 1Y 2 [ () a8t A% R
HR 202 (Neighbor-Joining, NJ) 55 KSR (Maximum-Likelihood, ML) #4
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EARGHME AT R0, NI BT Kimura 2-Parameter (K-2P) XU Sy
ML #3E£T Tamura-Nei ££%! (1000 %) .

2.3.2 B2 DNA #%rid

MMM A ABI 3730XL % PCR P ¥)#tAT B4 HLUK, M % Genemapper
v. 4 (Applied Biosystems) {S2HUEEAIFERME, HH T F AT 50E 704

A. R Arlequin v. 3.5 PEUTFIEE N RIS AL Z AR, S80S SR
# (number of alleles, Na) , Ml &% (observed heterozygosity, Ho) , HAREZ: AR
(expected heterozygosity, He) , #2& 15 i 25 W5 181 5 {11 4% - ( Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium,
HWE) , I3 &% (inbreeding coefficients, Fis) LA} Garza-Williamson 8% (M) .

B. f#i % Structure v. 2.3 (Pritchard et al., 2000) #EAT R B AL L5402y . BANL
IS A R FER 0 B — N ERT R I K (R RERI B AL SR H ) ERIZ1T 10 IR,
YA ZH &Y. burn-in, 10000; EERK¥ECY 10000 K; K AHVGH 1~7, @dZ
#1 Log probability [1)255)% AK {HI2F 4k (Evanno et al., 2005) 5 36AT & Wi 25 71
B K HEEMESAEEME, 2 AK (HXRIEKMER, HXTNME K B S HERTFRE 5
KEER%H . R Distruct (Rosenberg, 2004) F& /5% Structure iz H 45 B ik4r —
R, TSR AR W B R AP R R

C. fIH PIC_CALCv.06 iHHZEEESE (PIC) .

D. ffi %4 Genepop v. 4 (Raimond and Rousset, 1995) il 47 k5 18] & 75 4775 1
BRSP4 (Linkage disequilibrium, LD) (1000 &AL

E. A /%4 Bottleneck v. 1.2 (Piry etal., 1999) #6156 J1] B 27 B e Feh 72 /& 75 it B9 5%
AR TEAR S, BT R B A DI . FET RS ZEF A (the infinite alleles
model, 1AM) . %54 (the stepwise mutation model, SMM) F1XUAH 58 45 45 7
(the two-phase model, TPM, 90% SMM + 10% IAM) , =& J¥CN 10000 &, it
Wilcoxon Fricd a5 (Wilcoxon signed rank test) (Cornuet and Luikart, 1996) 4347 2%
Eid R 3 . 15 Mode-shift (Luikart et al., 1998) 43 b7 Fiifie 25 {7 i PRI 45 R 79 A7 15
O, AT BT AR 2 15 28 PR AURSN o

JLER

3.1 MEHEEER O
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3.1.1 ETFLRA DNA MBER LM

R 3-3 P, &K E B B 4 kifk DNA %4 X 541 (Control region)
4K 1180 bp, CYTB HRHFEK N 1119 bp, ‘©Ai1#E 43 BB P b4 Al &
10 M 2 DML

BHIXFAA 12 N8R, CYTB Z A BUIIA 3 AN, X ffs
A GenBank & 354 KR021391 ~ KR021398, KR021400 ~ KR021402, Ll }%
KR073000 ~ KR073003. | [X J7Z1| I F A5 M ZHEPE4E 2 (HD) S5 EIR Z a2

(Pi) 73575 0.8208 A1 0.00159, #izvsT- CYTB X 7Bt (0.0941 A1 0.00009) .
PN S A R AR R 1 P800 A 1.871 (B#I X F%1) A1 0.095 (CYTB ZE[H
FEBO o SRR, PITFHIEAL 2 FEE KT BRI .

* 33 IR TEELkik DNA EESHMESH

Tab. 3-3 Parameters calculated by mtDNA markers of Hucho bleekeri

miDNA #rid  KE (bp) LA BEH BEMZEE BERZENE TPHORHERERH

Markers Length (bp) S h Hd Pi k
X 771 1180 10 12 0.8208 0.00159 1.871
CYTB 1119 2 3 0.0941 0.00009 0.095

3.1.2 BT WD EfRCHFENSRE ST

ML 3-4 Frw, 15 MaEEARICR ) B D i Fp i (43 DNEFAEANME) A7 i8HE
ZHRENE T, SRR 77 ANEALEEA, BRSNS EM 2 (Hb110-16) #] 13
(HbI8-163) A5, SRR R # H y 5.133. Z&E B & & (PIC) 4y 0.089
~0.595, FIME AN 0.376. MMIZ4&E (Ho) 0.04651 ~ 1.0000, “F¥JME~ 0.59719.
WERETE (He) 0.09111~0.67387, “F¥4{H N 0.44735, HAH/NT 0.5, UiHZ#A
[ Z REME KPR . BRAOZ S HDI2-2 #h, H AT 558w FE 0a e -5 A RS P (P <
0.05) , HATERALA HbI4-10. BLT25. HbI3-5 F1 HbI2-2 4k, HiAthfr i #8535
I 3 - A RS T 1 (P < 0.01) . 3 A2 R B (Fis) N -0.90487 ~ 0.49398, “F-14{EH A -0.34033
(P > 0.05) , KIZHFEN IO EEHEI R FrA Rl i TR AL A
EHAPHINE (P >0.05) .
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® 34 )I|BRE BEEFEIR R SRS HIEN

Tab. 3-4 Genetic diversity analysis for Hucho bleekeri

fir SMERE ZHEREE MNERGE WERESE EXRH WE-RAEEE
Locus Na PIC Ho He Fis P-HWE
Hbl4-10 6 0.537 0.93023 0.62052 -0.50808 0.00000
BLT25 5 0.425 0.48837 0.54008 0.09677 0.03351
Hbl10-16 2 0.375 0.95349 0.50588 -0.90487 0.00000
Hbl14-29 5 0.435 0.74419 0.52531 -0.42373 0.00035
BLT4 6 0.533 0.95349 0.61231 -0.56759 0.00000
BLT16 5 0.459 0.79070 0.55404 -0.43446 0.00000
Hbl6-240 3 0.238 0.20930 0.26566 0.21414 0.00897
Hbl2-2 5 0.424 0.46512 0.53844 0.13758 0.34716
Hbl7-290 4 0.089 0.04651 0.09111 0.49245 0.00061
Hbl12-23 5 0.089 0.04651 0.09138 0.49398 0.00038
Hbl15-31 4 0.595 1.00000 0.67387 -0.49256 0.00000
BLT20 3 0.392 0.95349 0.51737 -0.86162 0.00000
Hbl3-5 4 0.180 0.18605 0.19371 0.04000 0.01938
HbI8-163 13 0.407 0.23810 0.41853 0.43409 0.00000
BLT19 7 0.458 0.95238 0.56196 -0.70922 0.00000
Mean 5.133 0.376 0.59719 0.44735 -0.34033

3.2 MEHIRR LS A

3.2.1 HEF &Kk DNA BIRERINLEE

i 3-2 Fiow, TE)IBRE Bk 43 MMk, J@id CYTB H B 4L 3 /M
AL, Hrh Hbl-CYTBbO1 J& EZRAEA, A8 41 MK, HaAR) 95.3%; &
XFEFIR L 12 DeafEA, Hrd Hbldloopdd & FEESfE R, HAMAR G EAR Y
32.6%, Hif%7 Hbldloop02. Hbldloop30. Hbldloop03 i1 Hbldloopl9 FT A& /M4 %L
43 0 B 23.3%. 14.0%. 7.0% F17.0% , H4x 7 DGR EAE MK (R
3-5) o IXELHERIM RN Network X8 4504 B s N2 AR TT, RZHE
IR DNA A5 B W 28 S5 R B e —

39



NBR B R L2 20y T RGBT

* 35 JIIRE TR ARKERE N
Tab. 3-5 Number and percentage of haplotypes of Hucho bleekeri

LR e B (%) L%t i Bl (%)
haplotypes number percentage haplotypes number percentage
Hbldloop43 14 32.6 Hbldloop51 1 2.3
Hbldloop02 10 23.3 Hbldloop50 1 2.3
Hbldloop30 6 14.0 Hbldloop48 1 2.3
Hbldloop03 3 7.0 Hbldloop05 1 2.3
Hbldloop19 3 7.0 Hbl-CYTBb01 41 95.3
Hbldloop29 1 2.3 Hbl-CYTBb03 1 2.3
Hbldloop49 1 2.3 Hbl-CYTBb03 1 2.3
Hbldloop35 1 2.3
A Hbldloop43 B
Hbldloop30,- Hbldloop02 HbI-CYTBO1
| \Hbld]oop03 /O\
Hbldloop29 \ |
bldloop3>™ Hbl-CYTBO3 Hbl-CYTBO0S
Hbldloop49 Hbldloop19
Hbldloop51 |
Hbldloop50 Hbldloop48
Hbldloop05

HE, 85 31 8E

[ 3-2 )IIBkE 5 bt B (B RPN 4% 5 A ]
(A) ETIEFIXFIZNMESHE, 88 12 MREE; (B) £T CYTB #EMMELS

B, RBERRASSEFARGREER, BERAFKBENEER

Fig. 3-2 Median joining network of all the Hucho bleekeri haplotypes

(A) Network based on control region with 12 haplotypes; (B) Network based on CYTB gene sequences

with three haplotypes. Gray dots represent the haplotype in this research, black dots represent a potential

mutation site.

40



IR DK A AR R AL 2 R BT T

3.2.2 T EFRICH Structure BEESH

NHE—25 T RN B DR ) SRR LB, FIF Structure SR REAT IS E
SRt SRR, B K=2 B, AKEE, SRR ERUMKZE: Cluster
1 A1 Cluster 2 (] 3-3) . HRIERINEN, B ZMBERI APAEEA, Bl Group 1 Al
Group 2, FIH Arlequin A, fi A f L EFRIC THET H AN SESEHE 2 TR () 1] e $8 4k (it
e AFaEL Fsr) {H4 0.04041, R UZEERIBAL AR BRI

100
.80
0.60
(.40

0.20

0.00

P23 4 5 6 7 8 9 00 N 12 13 1415 16 17 18 19 20 20 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 422 43

3-3 ETNMHEEENNMENE S (K=2)
TEHMHEREZFAENRER (KE) , SMIREZHMA—IMEERR, EXNHERE
H DB ENZ BRI 51
Fig. 3-3 Individuals Bayesian assignment probabilities for K = 2
Each individual snail is represented by a single vertical bar divided into K colors, where K is the number
of clusters assumed. Each color represents one cluster, and the length of the colored segment shows the

individual’s estimated proportion of membership in that cluster

3.2.3 BTk DNA MARGHL S

FIFHZERifR DNA Fric (36X FFFIF CYTB R F B X 1B B ek Fh i3t
177 RGP, RIMET NI A ML RSN, RILE—MARIC 8 K m
Fh RS 2540 — 35, BRI ML R SR IEEAT SR 28 i (1 3-4 F ] 3-5).
PR KA DNA 43 FFric 45 SR8 Box, ASEEs ok B Bevb 4 K B FEA 23 IH N
—ANEEE, 5oCERIICERSR B T AR AN E TR — 288, —H R H B
o BRI FFHN 3T R R, 1ER M B DR, BRI 12 N pasa
i, U 4 DNEAEAD (Hbldloop03. Hbldloop43. Hbldloop02. Hbldloopl9) 5E. %k
FIKET K Hucho bleekeri (KF908853) b [E— R4 K BN E. CYTB %
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Rl A B s MR, ZSAEmic sk B =Ffpgad, HG 5 EgH
Hbl-CYTBO01 5 ./&x# 1 Hucho bleekeri (KF908853) 4T —&R&AK B E .

54 — Hbldloop05KR021395
Hbldloop50KRO73000
Hbldloop48KR073003
Hbldloop51KR073001
Hbldloop49KRO73002
Hbldloop29KR021394
Hbldloop35KR021396

Hbldloop30KR021391

10| H.bleekeriK F908853

Hbldloop03KR021397

100 | Holdloop43KR021392

Hbldloop02KR021393

Hbldloop19KR021398

H.bleekeriHM804473
94 \: H.bleekeriHQ317212
69 H.bleekeriHQ317211

0.005

H.huchoKM588351

3-4 BT EHilF DNA 25X FHHZRIIBRE T ML (Maximum-Likelihood) ZZitE L
Fig. 3-4 ML (Maximum-Likelihood) phylogenetic trees of Hucho bleekeri based on control region of

mitochondrial DNA sequences

HbI-CYTB01-KR021400
—— Hbl-CYTB03-KR021401
Hbl-CYTB05-KR021402
H.bleekeri-KFS08853
| H.bleekeri-HM804473
100 | H.bleekeri-FJ597623
H.hucho-KM588351

29
100

0.002
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3-5 ET etk DNACYTB EEFFIHERIIBE T ML (Maximum-Likelihood) Z%4ti#
&)
Fig. 3-5 ML (Maximum-Likelihood) phylogenetic trees of Hucho bleekeri based on CYTB gene

fragments of mitochondrial DNA sequences
3. 3 MEE I SEEhASITHE

U E NN 7K BRI DL R A 38 S K 22 BOAS & Ik 7R
SCHARERE, TR IR R R ECE T R R ) SR AR A AL S BT I Y (T
#45,1999) . Tajima f% i H W2 %€ Hbr DNA J7oIfERE I 75 rh o2 15 18405 o vk
R, 2 TajimaD B KT 0 B, WD AZHEARENE H IR, Ik Bk
HRAEMTEN, MRk T 7, 24 TajimaD Z2E/NT 0 B, NHHERHZEEAR R
Wt d, Pk BRTREAR AR AN, Al e g nik$E (Tajima, 1989) . HH
KA, KA Fu Fs AT RIS, SUEMZ R BT P ERUCZF D
s EHEPIS SN E Y KR R A . AR AT mtDNA ARk 7
TajimaD {8y -0.64500 (¥4 [XF41) Al -1.48214 (CYTB #RFEH B (P<0.05) .
Fu Fs KE304h RN -2.91103(#= | X JF 51D A1 -2.79487(CYTB 2K B (P <0.05),
PR ol s SR 8 U B 1| e 7 0 e AR 7 B R ) T SRR

TP AERREH AR Garza-Williamson 5% (M) 24 0.07018 ~ 0.37500, 71
i 0.18653, 15 I iZBEA HI B K B IS4 FE R i Bk 2 (2 3-5) . Garza and Williamson

(200D Fe i, TEATE MR T, M < 0.68 RITIT I ZF MRS T M E k.

i Mode-shift 8EFREELIIURN I, s BUF S5 67 2 R A2 2 A 2 “ L TR AR
SR, TR S5 B AR (TAMD | B8 RAEFE R (SMM) S RAZ A (TPMD
R RASAE I 0] 1| B B e Mo AT BUR B 58 AR (Wilcoxon) £ 5 Bk ik e (R 3-6).
SRR, /£ TPM Ml SMM BRI, PRl im o9 RA P, RIWVHEZERRE
K, “HBEHI 12 NREEAERALEA 3 MEAERALE (P<0.05) , UBHRENL
W T 7 B SRR
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< 3-6 Garza-Williamson 5% (M) S5ETF=FRAIR)||BRE T e ThEHR TN 4058

Tab. 3-6 Garza-Williamson index (M) and bottleneck tests in Hucho bleekeri population under 3 models

(A= Garza-Williamson $5%k P-Bottleneck Z3#t

Locus M P-Bottleneck analysis

IAM #57Y TPM A7 SMM 7Y

Hbl4-10 0.37500 0.4816 0.1565 0.0688
BLT25 0.11628 0.4658 0.1517 0.0786
Hbl10-16 0.20000 0.0135 0.0160 0.0166
Hbl14-29 0.20000 0.4302 0.1328 0.0606
BLT4 0.31579 0.3417 0.3084 0.1853
BLT16 0.21739 0.4926 0.1808 0.0851
Hbl6-240 0.20000 0.3991 0.1775 0.1139
Hbl2-2 0.09615 0.3293 0.0640 0.0178
Hbl7-290 0.07018 0.0302 0.0018 0.0004
Hbl12-23 0.08197 0.0018 0.0002 0.0000
Hbl15-31 0.23529 0.0567 0.1619 0.2215
BLT20 0.20000 0.1943 0.3541 0.4245
HbI3-5 0.30769 0.1118 0.0144 0.0036
HbI8-163 0.08075 0.0004 0.0000 0.0000
BLT19 0.10145 0.2376 0.0226 0.0060
Mean 0.18653 0.5164 0.0030 0.0029

4 18

4.1 |IBRE T fhRHa e St o

HSRNFPREEAL 2 FEIE I BRI T BB 2 PR R 28, o G A RO /MR
(Vrijenhoek, 1998) . /KM KE R G RAEMZHENE, BOVEATET LU/ 2081
R EEAAAE, H 2 BRI 5 YAk A I52m (Hughes et al., 2012)
AR, FIA mtDNA ARic iFAG 2 20 i J& LA 28 ()i A% 2 AEVE A Tk 2 . %
TR Z FEMEFREL (P FIRAE R ZFEMEFRE (HA) ST S A P i85 AR S5 A2 B s (IR 1
PINEESE, HAEHOK, BE 2Rk, R s aiiok. CYTB ZEH M

44



IR DK A AR R AL 2 R BT T

P X 7 91 [F A b A ZE R AP 51 By, A AN EI IR BE . B Fed, il X P
FITRRE Pi {HiER2 Hd {H, #ZmT CYTB &K, X2 4Rk DNA #&#HIX
NGRS X, BYmiGHE A CYTB B = A MR R R . BAKE, KA
BT B e T B (1) 382 4% 2 FE PRSI

— IR, HBTEFIEEIE AR 2R A SRR A S SRR A
GERZ) , PFrsE 2Rk a , X AR I AR A IR 1 B e ) R . 5547
FERE (NaD A2 TR st A% 28 S ) B, SO T 78 1% DX 38 9 AR AR (1 18 A% /K - (HE
S5 DRI ER R DR/ INE — T BB N 2 BIRE AR B/ NI ), DR AE Tl B 153 4% 22 FE 1 20 A
H, AP ASCE RAFE 30 MMERL B (ERERSE, 2004) o AREFFLHREA
BIUAH 43 B, BTE/REE, H2 15 Mg TR S K7 K67 3L R 8Ok 28 5
WIKIELS . IR/ (Fis) ERN7% (-0. 34033) , HAEE (P>0.05 , £H
R A BB IR G E . BT RA RN Z AR R, gl
NAREVEAN TP AL AR 5K B R FR b . BUEW RIS A 8L 2 A RIRIIIN S, 5
B B ik 7] Jag (1) iy SE b R 1) 3 0 e P e 1) 1 A% 22 Rt LA T8I, O 2%
A (Ho) A 05064, HIHEZGFE (He) & 0.4813 (XI1HZE, 2011) . AWFRH,
J Bl 2 e I 2 & B (Ho) o 059719, MHHEZMAE (He) A 0.44735, H:
EAECOR T D AR, Ui )1 B B P AL 2 A T — N R IR N KT
TR B 5 LRAA DNA Fric (IR 74 RAF A

PR FHRiC 25 R AR B, Bevh 4 K TR AR 11| Bt 2 ek Fe i 3545 22 1 14 Ak
FEARIK o FRATTHEDIE BEX Fh 28 T AT REEAT R s, — 77 THT P 8 K TR AR A
() JRIBR A o R VAT IR I8 b R S A g IR A, DRIt IR BEAE T T 38 40l X R AR FE AR,
KSR FEA SRS D, TR AL AT REZAEERRBIENFE RGN 5
— 5 A T ) B D AR B AR WD, A TREEIRA, AR BN,
RHPEHEIERT, RAEBEBES, SEGZYIF PRI L 2 B BRI KT

4.2 )IIBE T EHE e p L SRR SR D

PRI AL 0 AR BE G W B A AL IRE Fsr SKRBEATHIN . #5 Fsr<0.05, NIEEH]
BEAAR (A L% A 8% 7 4k; 0.05 < Fst < 0.15, MIZRIREFA (A 40 LR BERRK; 0.15 < Fsr
<0.25, MIZRHIEEARE I B SL 74 Fsr > 0.25, MR BIREAR [a] HH I e B B A%
& (Wright, 1965) « AW HREA A ERIE T — A KA A, IR4E Structure 70 #4521
NNRZMBE AP EAEE, TR DNA FRidit &R Fsr 1E24 0.04041,
RYPZFRERA B L 1
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WIS 2Bk DNA FHI i 45 RS Zhang et al. (2014) A FL 45 BARHE
WA LI REA S T[] )1 | Bty D SRR A Rk DNA #3151 X 7 51 AT UL, RIA
SLIFEAR IR X TR RIAE 4 IRRBREE TS, AR 6-7 XL
HEFH, 26 RGIAM G LHT, VULEHAS [F] 1 2 )1 B 50 ek b ELA — 58 1t
34, TR R 04T, 32 Network MIZSEFIE, 2 Hrah B Rl
KA T BRI K 0T 1)1 B 0 i P B AR 25 F 5 —, VA BRI a8 A . HH
Ut ACRAE B N B S e AR B A S — AR BAAR P

FH ARS8 ARSI 1)1 B 20 ik — A MO BRI B R R AE, 45 R WZ R B Al
WA RAEBRESME. THYE Wang etal. (2011) 5 Zhangetal. (2014) HIWF5E, Bep
A OK ET S T IR BRI 1R )1 B D e AR ZRAR PP I R 2 e PRI, B AR
LB Ad I B IEAEAS, TR FHASHIE FC A Il TR bR g AT s AL 2 5T, 4R
FEALAPNFPAS 5] Hh 2R X IR 0B AR AL

4. 3 IgiE-im A& & SRR T N

W - R M - 2 B e dia: FEBRARDIRAS TR, B b 2% S5 i i R A L [A]
RUPERAE L PR RS E AR, RDORRFAE S AT, e MR AT Ik SR AR A Ik [ R A
HANBE IR B IREF T A RER R . Hpi 2 s# M E®A 5 & MEEEW A, B
PLACHE: B R A WAFEERIIIIAN; A BREEE. Kt, ToREEAAE R
AEREHLACHC . ZENERS . oK B S DL R B n] 3 SORE (A2 M - IR A0 417 (Hou et
al., 2013) o ASCLIGFEAEHERE TRRIGE KB, AP AL N2 YR 5
W, X E 2 HER I B B B A AR BRI, o A B0 AT S A 56 45
R, BT RMAANEERIR, B D i B IR P 1 B RS R
B2, FfEECR SR, A 3 BORSEIR A ARG R/ o (RIS P e/t n]
FERHAIER I RO B E R B B, IR R AT e R S BRI U R 2 AU
BN B A Vs el -3 R T ) 32 R A

FERPREB AT A, TR RRAF AL L IR (IAMD) AN RE 78 70 iR Bl 1 A2
DNA ##, JCHGZMC RN R A KO AR GE R e BB RS A, A 1%
BRI A N it LR B E I S LR AR . AL Z R, i RAR (TPM) H1iZ
ARARAL (SMM) EdE T B2 HE 0 dr. Horb, T A DB 2 AL S
RARSEAETFE SMM BRI, Rk, TPM REA A 43 B A S 56 T2 K o B i)
HIEAA. ARG, FIH SMM FT TPM ARSI 2 K (7] 1| Bk 2 e 7
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BB, A5 T E RSN, R SR RO RO R 3 Dz A AT
PRI ANLE T o

5 IhNEE

RSB PP A SO S IR A TR RO AIZERAE DNA 40 TARGHIS T
T 1 T B A R B AL 2 R 8 R, R B A 2 R A T
KT FRER R LG . R BRI 245 A, %R T
BN . A 9045 A — R RERE LW T )1 Bt B b E A T AR MR
o b 7 2 P T AL

47



NBR B R L2 20y T RGBT

48
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EHE )IIBRBETEFERE 3 ITHRRAFESHENFE
TEERREIL

1HIS

XG2S HEAT N IR G R JBUR B SR A2 BT 1R BREE R R E [ K 48 ) B R
Ptz —, CAEEZBER TAEHER FEE2EH, SRR . BEE)IRE
DL A P ECR N SRR B, B ORI XIAB AW, B A A R D R A IS
BRI, H TR RR PG K A AL T RBAR X BOR AR . IR IX — 2R A A &
TR, £ 2012 FARIRR )| PR D ek B AR RS, UL W 78 P 3L B 3
BEAT ORI VE R, BROL T Bk K AT B B R scgs vt 7 . SRR ST
PR, Wi B I BIERR A E AR AT N T T AE .l N T a2k,
T 2013 & 6 H RIS 1 IBRE P kAT 14 3270 . HEZ, BHHIRGH TR
PRAFTERARAK,  HED w] BERR TR IE SR BEME 26 F NG 5838 4h, TR N SR AR E R T
/b P S B 2% B th AT RE R H R R 22—

AEATIDRR AR EOR 1 T PR n] S L PR A% 2 RV D, JU R 3R
R WA AT DX BT o A% 2 FEPESEIR A B S RERS S B RE N =, A
T BUE AR PR SR AT R R, LR TR 2K 4. Bk, RPFBEYIFEH I
L BRI G SR, YRR IS 7T, JREE R O A (0 3 ML ANREAL P 3 2
KA AR =B FOA R, Bk B BERT AL R 1 180 4% 22 FEPEAL T BURAK
o Bk, N T RX 2R, ERPENBRE PN TEE T, 8
T RIRIERE A RSB R AR [RIIN J S S T SE AR 2R, NI ROt )1 Bk
PR EE T AHEIETHERA.

2> AR ICHREAT R T 5 R By A EASE T, A THAE i, S A7
FEITE, BCTAMANE DNA 7 FEH RGN B, BIEC TN ik, 528
Ja, TAREZEREG - FREAK, —FREBAR, Z2ARE PARRIBER R & f 1
IRIBAL I, WIANHRERAAAE 2R TR R B AOARICSE R A B i, AR AR 51
A 1 A RCL RIS AL AT & F R B A, W AT HERR 2R TR & .

LRSS RO X B AR, AEREGE . 28R, 16 iR
PR o AR AR DR 7385 053, MR L 2 T iC BT 26 1 % A
POE L e MERSEOL R, D 2 N AR AR S AR ISR AL

&

o
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SEF (BN, 2003) o FLEEAEELE, R PS03 B,
HHEBRAER  (Exclusion probabilities, EP) KB TAMKIEI ISR G R RE €. XFh 1L
BARBRAERAE RN : HAMEHGEN H2S%ESNM TES Y, REFFAILFZ DNA;
SRIG A U A DOARERI B, FEXREA DNA HEAT PCR 48, Ky 3/=4 145
PLEEDRIR /DN B Ja AR &5 SR I 4 R AR i TR AR RS R R
AW TCELRE 3 ANFK RPN BT D kR0 22 AN B A 1| BT 2 ek jl 4 MR RE A,

BT AT HASES TAE GRG0 )1 B3 2 ek 2 38 P2 AR id, kit 2 &M s 519
SPREARATY 1S, B & ToR T T 2 ARIC G, AT G 7 e %5 58 772 R
P, 0w THACER. S R N P DR TS e HAR . BEASENIF
P E B TR RIE AR AR S, xR R E H— e ok .

2RISR

2.1 KBRS LES

f£ 2014 ¢ 4 AP D e BT, K 3 DR ARKISHE NP, 55
ATy IX1. IX2 AT IX3. HAr, 3 AMFRRIIAN FB18, Hf M 1) =ANBEAR ) 5l
N MB15. MB16 1 MB17. MB15 HFfRBEALEE 20 &, %45~ ZD1501 ~
ZD1520; MB16 MrfRRANLIEH 22 &, %5~ ZD1601 ~ ZD1622; MB17 [)¥4K
BEFLIEEL 20 B, 45y ZD1701 ~ ZD1720. AR, EHUS5 5% R KM 10 JRRfalE
NARIESEAS, 95 HX1 ~ HX10. BEFEACKEESE 5%, (P AR, oK OB
4 C RIFFEAR . FTAREARRE T KILK 0SS A fEBR PG4 K F B S “ Bk
P48 K V] )1 B3 B Ry st 7 o B 4-1 F1 & 4-2 4 BNAE % S2 06 0k BT R4 1)
Bk B ik 2 A AR A

IR G LI AR SR =% 2.1,
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4-1 )I|BREE T8 B A M
Fig. 4-1 Wild individual of Hucho bleekeri

Kl 4-2 BRI P Ay
Fig. 4-2 Larva of Hucho bleekeri

2.2 B EFCHNER SRR & K
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BT ASLIO S IR 27 MEEMEERL, WFEIRT 14 M EEER
e W Z 6 P 5 HAER 22 A5 1 KT 0.5) B4 25 (Hbl4-10, HbI10-16, Hbl11-21, Hbl14-29,
BLT4, BLT16, Hbl6-240, Hbl2-2, HbI7-290, BLT20, Hbl3-5, BLT28, HbI8-163,
BLT19) HTRTFHENE. M IEEMCNZREESE. REESEMERE
ARG TR KT, & T DB 2 ek N T %0 7 — AR 2 BRI T4
ERARMEN . X510 BiESIY 5° Kundrid FAM 80 HEX %0t (R 4-D)
WA TAEY) TRERAR RS A BR A & .

£ 4-114 X3)|BEE Bt S AM T E S I94HE

Tab. 4-1 Polymorphic parameters for the 14 microsatellite loci of Hucho bleekeri

(A= FOLhRE S HE R H ZHEESE R 2 5 2 WA
locus Dye Na PIC Ho He
Hbl4-10 HEX 5 0.737 0.688 0.784
Hbl10-16 HEX 5 0.749 0.719 0.796
Hbl11-21 FAM 5 0.741 0.625 0.789
Hbl14-29 HEX 4 0.697 0.594 0.756

BLT4 FAM 4 0.696 0.750 0.744
BLT16 HEX 4 0.692 0.625 0.764
Hbl6-240 FAM 6 0.808 0.531 0.845
Hbl2-2 HEX 5 0.741 0.625 0.789
Hbl7-290 FAM 6 0.781 0.689 0.821
BLT20 HEX 4 0.677 0.719 0.738
HbI3-5 FAM 4 0.703 0.531 0.761
BLT28 FAM 5 0.746 0.563 0.794
Hbl8-163 HEX 8 0.800 0.750 0.833
BLT19 FAM 5 0.718 0.818 0.792
Mean - 5 0.735 0.659 0.786

2.3 E[F %A DNA RYIEEN

K2 B v SRV R | e 2 B ek L [ 4H. DNA (Aljanabi and Martinez, 1997)
BARMAE 555 5 2.2 LB IR.
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2.4 PCR ¥ 15 244630

PCR MMNARGY WML FSIEE % 2.4, =Y 4 C BXRE. FPUE 1%
TR R RE LI FRUK IR B R B IPATIS , WA [F O hRid B9 v BER/AMEZE 30
bp (B &R 2-4) LLEMFIR PCR PE¥iRG, BE BEATAEM TR AR
AR AT HEATIG . ¥ 27 ABI 3730 HENFAX EHEAT70E S e, B
B PR T S 7 2 R R /NS H

2.5 HR SR

2.5.1 JIIBREFE: 3 NHREMIZESHMES

A. FIF# 4t GeneMarker v. 1.5 (Holland and Parson, 2011) zHX &5 2 [KI1E .

B. i % Cervus v. 3 (Kalinowski et al., 2007) Q}Eﬁ‘%ﬂi*"‘ﬁl FEAA ) E4L 2 R 1
S8, A EFAEENE (Na) « B EE (Ho) « WEREE (He) MEEE
EE&E (PIO) .

C. ¥ Arlequin v. 3.5 73#7 I B B ik F2FAREAR 3 DR R AL R ES,
HHEERRZIAD T2 (Analysis of molecular variance, AMOVA) 1 F 4t
it (F-statistics) (Weir and Cockerham, 1984) , .5 3 /M 52 5 % (Fixation Indices) :
IS 5% % 2 A 3845 0 AL R (genetic differences among population, Fst) « FlEE I
2¢ % ¥ (within-population inbreeding coefficients, Fis) A& 5L 48 R % (the
total-population inbreeding coefficients, Fir) , i#id 10000 kAL [ 5 50 2 3%
PE, RN TR B 3 MF AR RFEE .

2.5.2 )IIBRE FEERESH

AT Cervus v. 3 BAFAT SR T EHUR . Gttt SE s PR
# (Exclusion probabilities, EP) . RHHEFRMEZ  (Cumulative exclusion probabilities,
CEP) . Uﬁkﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ (the nature log of the overall Likelihood ratio, LOD) L& H 15 &
(Pair confidence) . & B b ZHad v )1 | Bedt B i o5 145w HoR .

LOD 7'9%%?3‘5;55( (patermtylndex) I EAE - AR R 7 P25 BAME L S AR ) LOD
18, R RE SR A, HAKYE N, fEEs AR LOD {EHK, BmTRE2 HSLSEA,
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HAEEAS X H NI AL . FFEREEE (BEP) , XORRACKRUHEBRAE A, 2R i kUl
R BERIL ARG, BAREWANME (RSSO HERAIBER . HitHE AT

n n-1 n
EP = z Pi(1 — Pi)? — Z Z (PiP)) [4 — 3(Pi + P))]
im1 i=1 j=i+1

AP, Pi ARBEAR A | DNEM RS, P) MRBHEAPE | NEAEERER,
j=i+1.

FH T A AUE A AERAR, R TR 22 N LR FRC A BE IR UE 45 € 45 R 1 i
Wt BT DAESR 1SRN S HERR M R G, 10 7R 2T 5 A ESCHERR % (combined

exclusion probability, CEP) :
k

CEP=1- l_[(1 — EPi)

i=1

A, kAR EBALARICEL

JER
3.1 IIBRE T e D EFRICERE BN FER

N LAZ N5 #3801 Bt B e 5% R W AT 5 S L B s, 32 4-2 H)H T )11k
T 1 MFER XD B 14 Mo R EA S RFERTL . 355504 B B b i il e 45 8 an
4-3 ~ 4-5,

* 42 )IIBREFEFR ZD1501 REFEAMN 14 MYDEFRCHEEES
Tab. 4-2 Genotype of 14 microsatellite markers in Hucho bleekeri ZD1501 and its parents

B A XA FB18 H:fEAY BEA MB15 :[H A TR zZD1501 L[ A
Loci Male parent genotypes Female parent genotypes Genotypes of offspring
Hbl4-10 229 232 229 241 229 241
Hbl10-16 161 170 161 170 161 170
Hbl11-21 128 132 128 132 128 128
Hbl14-29 126 130 126 126 126 126
BLT4 191 203 191 205 191 205

54



VU BRI P S IRIERER 3 K ARBE DR MOR T 5 BRI ST

BLT16 180 180 170 180 180 180
Hbl6-240 158 158 158 158 158 158
Hbl2-2 173 185 173 185 173 185
Hbl7-290 100 100 100 134 100 100
BLT20 210 216 216 222 210 216
Hbl3-5 151 154 151 154 151 154
BLT28 160 164 160 164 160 164
HbI8-163 90 90 92 92 90 92
BLT19 134 192 134 192 134 192
228 240 228 240 228 240
229. 64 240. 36 229. 57 240. 33 229. 36

4-3 5|4 Hbl4-10 MFFE (EBIEEHRAFEAR MB15. FH ZD1501. fRiEFA HXL)
Fig. 4-3 Genotype of microsatellite loci Hbl4-10 (parent MB15, offspring ZD1501 and non-parent HX1)

130 130 130

! N

128.1132. 22 128.03 128. 98
4-4 3149 Hbl11-21 WFFE (EBAWKRAFEAR MB15. FHR ZDI1501. fRiEFEAR HX1)
Fig. 4-4 Genotype of microsatellite loci HbI11-21 (parent MB15, offspring ZD1501 and non-parent
HX1)
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Sy

165 16 165

161::29 170: 33" 161. 3 170.37 164. 66
4-5 5[4 Hbl10-16 MFE (ZEBAEHRRAFER MBIS. FH ZD1501. fRiEFEA HXL)
Fig. 4-5 Genotype of microsatellite loci Hbl10-16 (parent MB15, offspring ZD1501 and non-parent
HX1)

3.2 JIIBRE Tt F—RIFE DM

A Cervus v. 3 2T 14 N ZEWMEEN G Dt 3 A~
RINBHEFSH, SRR 4-3 Pon: SR EE 49 ANEAIER, PR
NI (Na) A 2~6 4, “FHMEN 3; W44 (Ho) 4 0.069 ~1.000, H
FHIME N 0.574; HAEILAE (He) v 0.067 ~0.696, “FIfE N 0.432; ZHERSE

(PIC) 4 0.064 ~0.644, P31 0.339. XLESHE IR BRI B 2R T
BARAKF o

® 43 )IBRETE 14 MIDEMSHEERSHESH

Tab. 4-3 Parameters for the 14 microsatellite loci in genetic diversity test

for 5 SRR # ZHEEEE WA & B WIEREE
Locus Na PIC Ho He
Hbl4-10 5 0.417 0.990 0.531
HbI10-16 3 0.375 0.976 0.502
Hbl11-21 2 0.342 0.675 0.505
Hbl14-29 2 0.089 0.098 0.094
BLT4 3 0.553 1.000 0.627
BLT16 2 0.073 0.078 0.076
Hbl6-240 2 0.064 0.069 0.067
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Hbl2-2 4 0.423 0.539 0.535
Hbl7-290 6 0.162 0.157 0.167
BLT20 3 0.472 0.573 0.566
Hbl3-5 2 0.371 0.880 0.495
BLT28 2 0.381 0.688 0.685
HbI8-163 4 0.644 0.755 0.696
BLT19 2 0.375 0.560 0.502
Mean 3 0.339 0.574 0.432

I R RGBT D ik 3 ANF R MBS E W E R 44 PR,
RIS AL AR S 3 BERYR T )1 Bk S REAR Y (within populations)  (97.50%) , 2.50%
[ As ok H TR EEZ 1] (Among populations) o FTA i LEAL ST F 07
(F-statistics) [EEFRE A : IR R EIEE SO (Fsp) N 0.02504;
PR NIEAS R (Fis) A -0.33255; AR R#30 (Frr) v -0.29168, ]
X 3 MHEARMHPERIEZIG (Fs<0; Fir<0) « FKRMPMHELE Gk 4-5)
RAEIREW B AL 51 (Fsr<0.05) .

R 4-4 )I|IBRE BHEAEETRAEN T (AMOVA)

Tab. 4-4 Results of analysis of molecular variance testing genetic structure (AMOVA) of Hucho bleekeri

2 SRR H b BRAE P {H
Source of variation d.f. Percentage of variation P-value
TR (8] 8.328 2.50 0.0000

Among populations
HEAN 64.973 97.50
within populations
pEw i 73.301

Total
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*® 45 )IIREFEHMRERRE For E (T) R Fsr ES P E ()

Tab. 4-5 Pairwise Fst (below) and P-values (above) among populations of Hucho bleekeri

FEH1 XD KE 2 JX2) K% 3 (JX3)
FH 1 XD 0.00000+-0.0000 0.09910+-0.0286
KFR2 (XD 0.00750 0.00000+-0.0000
FFH 3 (IX3) -0.00778 0.03235

3.3 JIIBRE T T —REFEREHAIR R SIS HRTEL

R Nk B k7 — A5 B A BRI 8% ZAEE S B AT X L, 85 R 0K 4-6 o,
TP A R R (Na) T2 55 B &8 (PIO PRI & B (Ho) Fl-F
PIRRRETE (He) #/NTEPAMEE. IXRH, 1B 2 R A 54 2 BEVEAR
TR AR

® 46 JIREFHT—REFRFEFERZTHESH

Tab. 4-6 Genetic diversity analysis for sub generation group and wild population of Hucho bleekeri

LU S 35 S Ay ik PR FHIZHEREE SRR AR R G
Population Na PIC Ho He
[iigen 5.133 0.376 0.597 0.447
TR 3 0.339 0.574 0.432

3.4 IR Btk FEELR

NBeAT P 14 Mg DEA SRR TS E SR 4-7 B HifiEhi 14 4
WMEREASAERY 3 NMEARKTRBAE M ARSI AR B T AL MEEEESC
FNARCEAS B UMA R AT 6 T 58 /i, ARAULIZAT 10000 k. HIP45R R
N, RS BYWRAENT, 14 M EA S B2RHBRE R & 0.98879076; 7EXL
FzEREHPIENT, 14 MU T EAL S RFHBRER N 0.99958733; 1EXE
FREBCHEN T, 14 DM TR ST RFRHERME A 0.9999957.

FIA B 14 Mg B EAL ST )IBE PSR TS w4 Rk 4-8 Fior, 3 A
KR 62 BT LOD HIIKT 0, XKW SITEMIEREAML, Frit& gk
SEAECE AT e R HSEAMAE . R 62 N TFRAMAY REHER MR B R A, W
BHACSIRRIE ) 14 AN AT s50] T 327 )1 B D ko 7 2 e B
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® 4T )IBRETE 14 MYIEMSHNETEESH

Tab. 4-7 Parameters for the 14 microsatellite loci in paternity test of Hucho bleekeri

A= REEHBIA  HSERE XGEBIM A= BERBA  HEARE RGEBE
Locus AR MR HERRMER Locus FOHERRNE  HERRMEER HERREER
5 NE-2P NE-PP b2 NE-2P NE-PP
NE-1P NE-1P
Hbl4-10 0.860 0.775 0.661 Hbl2-2 0.858 0.770 0.654
Hbl10-16 0.875 0.813 0.719 Hbl7-290 0.986 0.912 0.836
Hbl11-21 0.864 0.822 0.698 BLT20 0.875 0.813 0.813
Hbl14-29 0.996 0.956 0.917 Hbl3-5 0.879 0.814 0.721
BLT4 0.805 0.660 0.509 BLT28 0.785 0.643 0.501
BLT16 0.997 0.964 0.931 Hbl8-163 0.728 0.555 0.375
Hbl6-240 0.998 0.968 0.939 BLT19 0.675 0.613 0.519

* 4862 BEFRIIREZHFEFLEELSR
Tab. 4-8 Paternity test of 62 Hucho bleekeri offspring

T ID & A 1D R 2 B INC PR A 2 LR B EEE)S

Offspring ID Candidate mother 1D Loci typed  Pair loci mismatching ~ Pair LOD score  Pair confidence

ZD1501 MB15 14 0 1.15E-01 +
ZD1502 MB15 14 0 2.04E+00 +
ZD1503 MB15 14 0 6.92E-01 +
ZD1504 MB15 14 0 8.95E-01 +
ZD1505 MB15 14 0 1.66E+00 +
ZD1506 MB15 14 0 7.89E-01 +
ZD1507 MB15 14 0 3.53E+00 +
ZD1508 MB15 14 0 4.24E+00 +
ZD1509 MB15 14 0 4.23E+00 +
ZD1510 MB15 14 0 4.92E+00 +
ZD1511 MB15 14 0 2.35E-01 +
ZD1512 MB15 14 0 5.59E-02 *
ZD1513 MB15 14 0 6.66E-01 *
ZD1514 MB15 14 0 3.01E+00 +
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ZD1515 MB15 14 0 2.72E+00
ZD1516 MB15 14 0 4.53E+00
ZD1517 MB15 14 0 1.30E-02
ZD1518 MB15 14 0 5.21E-01
ZD1519 MB15 14 0 4.45E-01
ZD1520 MB15 14 0 7.39E-01
ZD1601 MB16 14 0 7.35E-01
ZD1602 MB16 14 0 9.18E-01
ZD1603 MB16 14 0 1.30E+00
ZD1604 MB16 14 0 1.55E+00
ZD1605 MB16 14 0 2.23E-01
ZD1606 MB16 14 0 2.42E+00
ZD1607 MB16 14 0 2.27E+00
ZD1608 MB16 14 0 1.58E+00
ZD1609 MB16 14 0 1.13E+00
ZD1610 MB16 14 0 1.13E+00
ZD1611 MB16 14 0 7.45E-02
ZD1612 MB16 14 0 6.92E-01
ZD1613 MB16 14 0 3.39E+00
ZD1614 MB16 14 0 2.05E+00
ZD1615 MB16 14 0 1.59E+00
ZD1616 MB16 14 0 7.45E-02
ZD1617 MB16 14 0 1.16E+00
ZD1618 MB16 14 0 2.42E+00
ZD1619 MB16 14 0 9.04E-01
ZD1620 MB16 14 0 1.07E+00
ZD1621 MB16 14 0 8.95E-01
ZD1622 MB16 14 0 4.49E-01
ZD1701 MB17 14 0 1.36E+00
ZD1702 MB17 14 0 1.96E+00
ZD1703 MB17 14 0 1.21E+00
ZD1704 MB17 14 0 2.42E+00
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ZD1705 MB17 14 0 5.32E-01 *
ZD1706 MB17 14 0 3.11E-01 +
ZD1707 MB17 14 0 1.07E+00 *
ZD1708 MB17 14 0 7.54E-01 +
ZD1709 MB17 14 0 1.36E+00 +
ZD1710 MB17 14 0 1.66E+00 +
ZD1711 MB17 14 0 4.07E+00 +
ZD1712 MB17 14 0 6.66E-01 *
ZD1713 MB17 14 0 5.21E-01 +
ZD1714 MB17 14 0 3.01E+00 +
ZD1715 MB17 14 0 4.44E-01 +
ZD1716 MB17 14 0 9.19E-01 +
ZD1717 MB17 14 0 3.01E+00 +
ZD1718 MB17 14 0 1.64E+00 +
ZD1719 MB17 14 0 3.88E-01 *
ZD1720 MB17 14 0 3.55E-01 +

4 5118
4.1 FRIEM B EFRCHS SN

it b, RS TR TR F T ARG R EER, Frik H M
BEAridisfe 2Ly, RS ENERNA Sk 2 . A S, T e g
FRBHERA . ARSI TR SRR 14 MU T E LR BASCE | IR B D1k 2 45
M EERL. X 14 ME T E SIS EFECH 4~8, PSRN 5.0, £
HMEEEEN 0677 ~0.808, FHZHE LT EN 0.735; MM A N 0531 ~0.818,
SEYM A BN 0.659; HABEA G N 0.738 ~ 0.845, “FIyHIEE A E N 0.786.
Wi B AR SEB8 T 0k 03 BB AR D 2 A TEE R, AFAO N B B R A AT O 1 S

4.2 D EfFEFMNEEN S E
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FIE SR G R AR B & iR R e, BIPAUMRH70 5R H XCE . H
R 42 AlRL ARSI 14 AR SR BRE 2 AR R A 2 A
SR E T HRA, 5 Ed /R, AR R R, AT DA RS T 5 e 45
REHERPE. AT ATIE M 14 D25 EECER T NIBE ¥ o5 745
BORHIEE T

4.3 IIRE T8 ANTEEF—RIEES N

N B B ik Jg T BE MRS M, IRAE M BB AR SRR /D o B AR PP IS AL 2 A i
iX, BEEgWE— CGE=%4510) . BFILA YL EXN N TEEDPG N1 8T 3
FEZAEVERIVPAL, DL T MR B AR RHIE . FREEREARSEACK B TR B AR i, SEA
ZIANPSEG R RO . HIRFA R ik B SEHE EER (1 e it 2D, R A BT i H 30
ZME—HERI IGO0 CON T E AN 008 21 B0 SR R 1t s i £ B Bt /b, PRI s A —
Elifets 5= BT , NTSH =K R TFRMEZ B BB EE R R

ANTE) PR 2 18] (R 353 A% oA A RO B A% A AR BRI IS A% R B SR K e o« PRAE AT 1Y
RGRFMIE, HBAE 0 REONBOR, WLk, AR5, Ik Pt
VARER =R R MIBHE 0 ALFEE (Fst) A 0.02504, R =5 2 H HBLHE 1L,
F R A S B S BN R .

Fis 1 Fir 20 B BN FREEFI A BA IE 22 R4, BTEUEIEEDY -1 ~ 1,
MZAE NIRRT, RIS PRI AR N AR AT, BN A, WIER AR WA fEAE IR
A¢ (Weir and Cockerham, 1984) . =/MFRHIAZRE (Fis M Fp) B0, 6
WHZBER IR R BN R R, ERBENIRE, #BA W R RTZIMR KA

b T B R B RSP B0 ORI DM I 184G 2 e, 4EFR LI ) . PRI AL 2 R
RN RIRAE N FAERNE. REFEUAZHEESTE. XESHIBEBKR,
RUNZAMRE AL Z e K . Horp, SRR HG AL A8 et Ao i 2kl HUE
(1220 BT IR AR SRR R, SRR, WA R R RO, G B
I ARG . TG B B MR AP B — DN E AR, B R KR
TN 20 e F A D03 PR S5 5 L DR ) AT AR SR TSR0, DT LA A 28 DR JHL 52 i 1 FH 6
N AFREE I RCE R AR AR AR, TTBE 2 R BN R DA A AR AN 2 S e
FHNERETE (Nei, 1978) o L, AHFFE ARzl MEER /N, T IHEE R & R
PR BEARIEAL 2 FEPE R — NP RIE SR . B 14 AN TR AT SURE I )1 B 27 %0 i 77 4
BRI 55 A B AU 3, P&y 0.574, “FHIHEREEHN 0432,
P BEEEEN 0339, X=ANSEEYR LRI AL 2 BEME AT RR KT

62



VU BRI P S IRIERER 3 K ARBE DR MOR T 5 BRI ST

ST NI % IR E R R ARG % 2R S B R 25, I N T
2 PR PRI A% B B BOZ M MA AT AZIE, RIS KRBTSR AL, DUL B e %
BRCR, YERFZYR L 2 REEKCOT, SRAEHEEALRE 7).

4. 4 FTFEEWATEL

FGERA[]EEPHEHMBE R EE R 3 3. HEAHERIZE (Genetic
exclusion) . #Hx KAISREE (Maximum likelihood assignment) A4 14 #%43¥2: (Fractionn
paternity assignment) o HHHIEBRIE R BEAT 3R S5O0 FR 8 B A8 B O TR A 2 T
% (Jones and Ardren, 2003) . Mo FEEMBMMAMAIRS, ST HoRIRE
RISEA I A Cervus B FHECNT 12, BEANTTN BRSO REE EOR (4,
2013) o AHWIFLEEAL Cervus BfFH: T RBAESCHIBRAE AR (CEP) RETEZR T
LEMRRRG AN, S HbriE, CEP 1A% 99.73% MR LUANEFAERTRAR: A
CEP 7£95% ~ 99% LA, WA NATFREMFAEN T K%K # CEP 7£ 80% AR, NI
A ERGAEERETRA (EH, 2011) . AWFFEHF@EDT 14 MU EAL SR T
N Bt 3 MR TAMMEIRIEE AR ZETRR, ERFEREERCHMICEE R
CAIIEOL T, L BEFAECHEBR MR KT 99%; XEE(E BIARIIEN T, RFIERL
FAEBRMER KT 98%, AIAESRAE TAZIERISR TR R SE THRENNEUE LOD 1
B g, LOD fEMR, HatrAs F R AR TR R etk Awt
FAEH Cervus #fFHH ) Parentage analysis AR, FIFTHIERT 14 X A2 bR IC T
HONPTA TR 14 Mgidsg A48 7 HE SRR Bk, ARWTFREHT 14 X)
2 AT T B ARIC TG R 1R ) 1| e 20 i 5% 1 S48 E R R 2 ATAT Y o

4.5 )| BR¥E T iz tE S AR RV I

NIk 2 ik FE B R AT W0, R LB AL ARG 30, | iz 0 A SR ERITK &,
e ER LG, 20 e 60 FACLIK, [ HIRAEIRIBIR, JI1BE 2 i 5T
EAWEAD, AT HRERIAE /N 2 21 A, RE JEAT A XOR g R Bz A
Mzt . 2012 £ 9 AR PAERRIGE K AR 1 /NI )1 B 2 ik B A= Fh
#E, IZIR ORI OR TR A

Yk K AAEREAL S Eo PR, IR ERASCRZT T 5 IR K.
LT A — A FERVORE L M AT KGR AR Z R, DR THbr L7 “AEVZ R aL”
MIbe%s, QRIS FFE T L, B RIRZIS 6 YT KK (Leakey and
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Lewin, 1995) . JFH., XUCKEAFT AT 5 K2 IR IIEEN, 12 BiRsla) 5 h
— MR I ——NEIITE S SR . 7 TR AR R A A P RO IR 1 2
EEME. B0 T A SRR B R AR A G M T e A . it
BT TR ——R I, Kb Hbnz 2 2 1 iR te 2 PRI S R AR fE
NZIERIRAR . TN Z EEDR B R, ARSI &1 E )1 B 2 i it
P Z FEPERIRIT T, R AP B o A ] S A PR AN 258 1 AR A IR 38 45 4
B R BRI AL T RARIIKT . EEFASCIWI LR, nIRHZ YR R4 52
4~ PRI

4.5.1 KT )IBRE 5 i K A I MEE R RPN

H1 T BB B AR B vt 8 R R R B B 2 BERFAE A, DRI AR S IR B 32 2]
EAL. Mz X TR RS R AR RREE . A ZIEE, T8 B B A
SEHE R ERIN . I, SN s K B AR R, @A HARRIIX . I
IsEESE P, B IEAREI o R s 2 R B A, SR )BT 2 AR
HEVE, WERE AN IR B AR, BSL B R EUE St AT ORGP, IR 15 RIAHORER ],
WU N2 T RIE — 2 22 -

S B 20 ek B A AR (0 B8 T R 32 AR AR TR 1 R s i KO I 32 8 A% DY) 1 R R
i, RS e R LB AR A OS2 NA . B = F R AT SRR, BRI 31| R 2 e ol
RER AL LA T B, AN =R AR N — DB T Ry . 2 BRI
WAL Z R, ARARORAE Hoth A X ORI 1 BT 2 R B A AN A, R DLEAT St 3t 51 v,
FFXS HREAT AL A VAl o R RR L ASHIE FE BT A B L2 AR D MZE R A DNA Frid
PRSI, BAFERMGEE JLHRZ CYTB Al X BTk 1 ) LA BeE 0 1) 5
R AR R, B FRE A8 % 2 51

4.5.2 KT )BRE T b A TEFEFIIGTERBURATIZ N

AR AR T N HAF 2L 7 2 MEACHIE AR B , 1A% [ AU SR 1 B L
AT RE P B0k A VE I AN 547 35 S5 A5 DA 1) AR DAL g4 g iR n . 30 IR 2
2 OWE YA E BRI B O I R R — o ASCWFFUR B, N B 2R AR A4
PRGRA AL, 7 AR A0 % 2 A PE R AR R 0 5 AR DRI X 1 Bk
PP HAT N BN, ATAMRIARSOT A R L2 L, X1 B D 2 A i 3 ) 52
I RS, EBGBRAEIE CRERR) BOERIRA BT B
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[ P &0 R P 8 B TS0 R S8 AR S I B, R R T — e e A, il
RLBCR T BN AR . I Bk P X —W0Rh, TR A2 A AT BRI R .
Tt G )1 B2 2 e B A MR B0 38 A% A T B 03, PR HEAT N TS B A i [ 9
X AR, R ASHI TR R BB L R AR E AR 45 58 SRS H kAT O R PPl B
DRUEZ 0] )1 B 2 e Aol ot B4 21 78 70 R4 ATl RFEEA

5 IhNEE

(1) ASLIA R EFRCOE Tt 7B 2k N TG 5 — AU AR 4% 2k
VE SRR, S REH, B RE L DR RUR. BRI —, HERARZH
BT LR A8 E 0 . BEAE N BRI R 1) BT % B2 AR R A R AL
P B A% B BOZ MR A EAT N L2 LAE, e ARG % 2 FEPERRA, 2
Yukb s 4% 2 BEVE AT, T ORI iZ A

(2) ASLIHFM 14 A 2B ERIC )BT 2 i N T8 R A S AU
BAT TORTHEEWN I, M T ATRERPR T EER R, NG PR E TIE. KA
BB BT BOR P A5 5 SE0T FUde it 1 R BORSC# .

(3) AW FUEE RN N BT D S Rh 5% ZAEVE R ORI B T B PR 2
W OB 2 e Aot SR 1 ORI SR AL T REEE R SRS
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HHE BILHRFMEERE K| BRE B 5504
BB TRBE AR (A LA S RO 5

1HIS

RICTERCTEEA Y 8 T HER K AR REs T, @ ER=E2L KN
B33l tRZ 22 3 2R B FE L Is 3 DL AAAGE s sh sem, SR IE R 7 I
UL E S RKGE R RRE ST 3 (BRPUE ST i SE, 1987) o Rk
B S RKITK R EE K, EMBAIR EAAEREN GEEE, 1954) . X
— A RIRARZ , B A AP R R, BRI TR ROK B HEKEE)
Bty AN o3 AT TR K R ABEB & SO B A VL K DOK A SR i KT 1
T BN RIS Ak, T AR A A (B 5-1) o AN L, IR E
ARG . RS b, b A i IR S 2 7, ARMIATER G b A B B 5
TR EIATNNGE i RIRAMEE AT . T/, B R AL, EaE [a) fa 2B A8
AR LE N5, Sky RO BTN BB 1B 2 e (O AMA RIS KT ZR04 dn i feE (Jk
VOB SR FUTAE, 1987) o X PR FMEER} B R A IR ENGIRZ) 900 K DA B ) L&
B, BRANEZEN KR AT, RICRARE AR . A5 A iy pi R
R LUK 2 DA I A 7 ik B 2k (R, 1984) ; A ¥FH N
ZR UG A g ik 2 A STt TR AT S5 AL FOK RS, 1)1 Bl BN AT e A2 28 =40
IR B3 1 RIS DARS (FEDORE, 2012)

FEKE (Introgression) fix-H1 Anderson et al. T 1938 L, £fg— A Fb
BRI RS 2 5 — DR . RIS IRERRA T 0w, T ZAFE TR
— PPN [ R R (R B 2 FhE], SR 2B E LR 38 (Radchenko, 2004) . & [T
B ILGA] 50 R R 52 3 s A% ZAEPERIEA: . TS AT A LS 58 8 (Hayes et
al., 1996) , A7 I i A 45 A% 22 AR A IR DA o il 52 53R (Avise, 1994) o &
I GAE T B ek 5 Al e 2 (A A . BRE TS (1959) ¥ R IL—FANEAN T
Pk S antk ek 2 (M A, ONETRER E KRR A . Shedko (2003) I
Rtk DNA FRHIENVIEE R BB 251 (RFLP) 4341 Jk I 40 i ik 256 K] v 1) A0 R
RS RL,  HENNXE 7] RE & T gm ikt 5 3 DR RS IR P iE i . BRI, 5
itk R SR E 2, MEYER T B AN A OP 5 S 2 HEE, TR AR A A 2
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A HILIEAT A (Esteve et al., 2008) o IX FivE i > 14 5 4 i i AH 1T (Esteve et al., 2009) ,
XL U B B e 5 A gl ek e A A A B B R B R RE R RROK

BEHT A 7053 d i R 26 ki ik DNA 1) RFLP #K (Shedko, 2003) . #HK/F
T2 AN (SRAP) HiAR (FERES, 2010 Mft 2D (ERE, 2011) Skt
FLEEANE B ik 5 AN R (K 42 A P, R I IR AR B B I E AL S RIbR e R, T2
IAEZALR DNA Fric . —LRE K MARR DNA K5 HEREZ N, &8 T
FENEHB PR 2 BAEE (Avise et al., 1984; Currat et al., 2008)

A SIS R PR R U0 R—— )1 B B i b R U AR Bk A ARk B TR R,
B MXAES . M HASLES IR AR )P B A S IS i
INFEEBIRIEEA (FREHSE, 2006) (R 5-1) » EFIEN, BIOH T KA
)1 Bt 2 fif: 5 Z 0 AR ek R S PR A A 2k ik DNA ez b FE[K CYTB Jv
B, FER S 3 )1 Bl B A A e B VIR IR AR S S A AN AT SRR A, DAER
FUOK AT B B A A 5 ZR A il ik o 75 AR 2R A8 WS

-64°N

-63°N

| |
107°S 108°S
51 KE&ASBRTARE

Fig. 5-1 Map of Hanjiang River drainage in Taibai County, Shanxi Province
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R 5-1 TEIRFES)IBRE D b RIS MBI AR D S FI8ER
Tab. 5-1 Several morphology index of Hucho bleekeri from different sampling sites and Brachymystax

lenok tsinlingensis

Yirh PRESS 4K Cem) K Cem) 1A (kg)
species sampling site overall length body length weight
I Bk 2 i NS 48.9 ~53.5 435~48.0 0.791 ~ 1.340
I Bk 2 i o] i 43.0~72.0 37.5~64.0
U ettt ENELE] 16.9 ~ 24.8 15.1~22.5 0.049 ~ 0.139

E: IBAA) | B B e A KRR B T HEHF (2006)

2 RS T5

2.1 KBRS LES

2012 % 2013 4, FERRVEE KBRS By DB A MAREA 43 B, I
IR A 50 B, HiFFEH ALK, K. fFE R 51 , GREMAABTIUEX,
TKEE 4 C RIEEH.

LI HIXA S HE & 2.1,

2.2 HARERERYI=E

PRI R 2 DNA [I$2BCR A 48 B 1 £69% (Aljanabi and Martinez, 1997),
HARSLIG RS R 5 2.2 SR P IR.

2.3 PCR ¥ &5 =4M

KALR ARG EER b FEE (CYTB) FBAENS FARCKFE ALK 2] DNA #E
BT PCR ¥R B, 5IMIFH). Fr BB FOB KR LA =& 3% 3-1.

PCR RNifERZBIE=5F 3-2, FMEFSHEE=52 2.2,

PCR /¥ 4 C {#1F, IHXZE LA TAY TREBEARRS A KA & 3E47T 0 7.
P AR F S Atk g, EE S ABI3730XL _LiAS 1 5 H AR, i HUAR
R
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2. 4 JR AR

A. FIHBAT Lasergene(Seqmandv. 7 #ATZERIA DNA JFHIH N TR S HF 2.

B. f# &t ClustalX v. 2.0 #4741 X

C. %At DnaSP v. 5 43 #7 )II B 2 i 5 2RI Al ek (R 3t A 2 FEE, B4 STT
Z A0 % (number of polymorphic sites, S) 5 FA%H% (number of haplotypes, h) ;
BT Z REVEFEE (haplotype diversity, Hd) ; T ER 2 #EPEFESL (nucleotide diversity,
Pi) LIAC P E R AR S50 (average number of nucleotide differences, k) Z&%(. [H
I AT R 1) 151 2015 LA s 3k Cparsimony informative sites) « 145 704k 2% (Gst) .
] € Z2H (Fst) , LA 18] P I A% B R 22 7 P2 (Kxy) « B2 H R 3L 7 B2 (Dxy)
PASPRBERI R R (NmD DA BT AN B A 2 8D PR3 4% 2 AL A 1O

D. &M MEGA V.5 T Kimura 2-Parameter (K-2P) MU SHiE A1+ 5 4
FhEE S LR B A B 2 A st iR S, R A Q07 (Neighbor-Joining, NJ) Flli
KAUERZE (Maximum-Likelihood, ML) #4 % 2 GEd AL A 34T 58 25 704 (1000 IEARD

Ak, ARSZIGM GenBank T #( 1 — HR IR A KL R DNA T4 B, 34T
1. (i) Hucho bleekeri (KF908853, HM804473, FJ597623); (iv) Brachymystax
lenok(JQ686730)#1 Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis(JQ686731); LA & (v)Oncorhynchus
mykiss (DQ288268) 1 NANEEE/IHT .

3R

3.1 ETERIfF DNA 5 FIRICHI RN IRERE R S oA

3.1 1 IS Tt 5 RICABIE B AN BB M 4R

WK 5-2 fhw, @A, 40t 7 2ekifk CYTB RPNy 1120 bp
MR B AE 2 MRS S 101 MERALT, H 4 ANSNRARRA S,
2UfE BALSECN 97, BRI IR Z a5 (PI) A 0.04319, A1 )1| kit & fik il
B Pi fEH4 0.00009, ZEU&gnbkisFpari Pi {57y 0.00014.

BAAER  rah RRoR, PR S B R Ch) S 7 A4S, SRR 2 R (HD
N 0.6436. ZEUSANGREEFEEILE 4 AR5 (Hap_1. Hap_2. Hap_3. Hap_4) ,
H Hap_1 B8 37 DMK, HRISAMBEEE SFEARER 74.0%, HICH Hap_4, 1
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HECN 10, HEFEAER 20.0%. )1 BT P EEREILIA 3 S HfE R (Hap_5. Hap_6.
Hap_7) , Hr Hap_ 5 $i47 IAMAKCE &)1 BRE P tE S AR 95.3%, HARPIA
ARSI — M AME . A58 Hap_1. Hap_4. Hap_5 #l6 MMEEE AN
PR R E 4 L4 7: 39.8%. 10.8% F1 44.1%. PRANFIHEEI A5 850 5l o %
HMA, A B E R AL,

R 52 BB Tt 5RIC MBS 68 FR S iEM
Tab. 5-2 Haplotype diversity of Hucho bleekeri and Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis

Yok KB (bp) EZN VA PR PAMEHME  BRERZAEE CFOIRERE R

species Length (bp) S h Hd Pi k
I Bt &' i 1119 2 3 0.0941 0.00009 0.095
ZRU& AN fik ik 1120 3 4 0.1170 0.00014 0.158
SR 1120 101 7 0.6436 0.04319 48.290

3.1. 2 JIIRRE Tz 5 RIS ME G M AR A EF T

FIFIAE DnaSP v. 5 437 1| Bkt 25 i F1 2% 0 4 gk fiek g A b B TBD R0 A 001k, 45
FEIR: SHZEIMBE M REL (Gst) 4 0.06653, “FIIZEFIRERE (Kxy) A
0.3476. KZTFFRRBIAE (Dxy) N 0.08598. F:[A (Nm) Ny 3.51. SMEEANEE &
# (Fst) 24 0.1080.

3.2 JIIRRE T 5 RIQAS B T B R A N DR

FIH MEGA #AFAEHPIAFBE I & KifA CYTB LK 5 B oy F45id, 2T
Kimura 2-Parameter (K-2P) XS, KH4BHE:% (Neighbor-Joining, NJ) Al K
AR (Maximum-Likelihood, ML) ## R Ge bR #EAT 226704 (1000 700, P
FhOTIER I RGN G5 R — 3, I H R IMRTE (ML) W RGE AR

WK 5-2 Fras, ) BRET 2 e Fp i (HLA5 8 Hap_5 ~ Hap_7)%5 Zhang et al. (2014)
REBRIHR B T SR FLNE— RIS B PHEREAR T — 2K, 5ok B T IR )
NIBRE B EFEA (Wang et al., 2011; /34055, 2009) ATHifE 257 . ZRIQANEBHEER B

(AR Hap_1l~Hap_4) 5kKHE TSR E— RS PIRERTAN I, M5ER
TR R A i A AR AL 22 5% (Si et al., 2012) o ASSZI& )1 BRI 2 ik 5 Z2 0% 40 %
i P R 2 S, BB AR PR B R .
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Hap 6
100[Hap_7
H. bleekeri(KF908853)
Hap 5
H. bleekeri(HM804473)
W‘H. bleekeri(F1597623)
— B. lenok(JQ686730)
Hap 2
97 Hap 4
Hap 1
100 Hap 3
721B. lenok tsinlingensis(JQ686731)
0. mykiss(DQ288268)

100

—_—

0.02
5-2 )I|BREE B ik 5504 H ek bt 5 (5 B R
Hap_1~Hap_4: =IARE4eE: 8 (=8, Hap 5~ Hap_7:)I|BREE S8 (Z8). TRIZHFREHRNM GenBank
THE BB R AL RE CYTB HREFT
Fig. 5-2 Phylogenetic tree based on haplotypes of Hucho bleekeri and Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis
Hap_1 ~ Hap_4: haplotypes of Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis; Hap_5 ~ Hap_7: haplotypes of Hucho

bleekeri; Underline: CYTB gene sequences of Salmonidae download from GenBank

4 18

4.1 RIREREZA

T2 A2 S IR AL TR A B 8 A% A BRI 22 T8 ) 25 2 S BT 5 ES 1R JE AR 18 B
fik (Pusey and Wolf, 1996) o A A% AT BE AT BA N A& A RIS BE 264 F IR 755
Bk R BN tE TSR, aT U B 3td N AR B SR R AR B S . 12
Ja—MIEOLT, BIME AR B A RSN AN FIRIEE, R T AR AT AR
B SRR R . wAZ IR LA W s 5 2, (EX R O 1Mo = A
HEWNEERNE L LG RIR 5 3 BOR L IB AR 2 FEVER FEK . 21 EkE
J& 5 P i Jm R AN F] g, (HR PR A AR, HE RN A
RIL, XfUEE AN BT
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Balakirev et al. (2013) F|H Ltk DNA FHIAMCHE T T A3 % ik 5 40 @ fek 11
RIS, SRR, BRXE TS0 BITRORT T P AR B 230 7 #s I
%, BB IREGr GENCINRERIE) b, HR I IR AHS B A fi 4 i ek 5L [R5
AN. 5 Balakirev et al. (2013) HIAFFEE RPN, BRIGK FIRRAR (1)1 Bl % i A
R BR TR T K IR )1 B 2 i 5 e i ek 30 A 58 AT B A5 7Y, IR B A
FHEEFEZRI{R DNA 1 CYTB ZER v Bk A EEEE A . 7 H I K AT eA Y A
— RY P 5N Ay, H TR A ARG . e EH % (2010 FIF SRAP
FRICHT TR B (REA) HaufE (XA KILFATM B g, 4550 RM
3 MNERRRSE IR S R0, KT P e S ARk R AR 2 (R R A RIS . TRE
(2011) WAk, A8 TP EONAA, M REARR, 3 =AM AR B
BAL, WERMILT- RS, RIWHHERRZAMBIRE . W LR
K BGF=HEFAE . RFFRIL, )RR 2 itk 15 22 0 1 e o 706 1) 11 i 2 R 40 (Fsp)
9 0.1080, FH —FHAECNMBAL MY, BHEFEREOT . =& F BRI aE 2 5%,
PEHoE, NI B BB AERFEES 3~5 H (EREE, 2009) , ZRISAH6H;
N 7E 5~ 6 F7r=ON (BEPGE st Fi i s, 1987) o 1Bk 20 fi EEAH BT Ze U 4a %
i AT S0, DRI YRR 828 F ARG L T 2R A B AT REVEAS /N o DY R AHIF FEAN A% X
TLRRIfR DNA Fo0H 384 HIE A 5o %, FARSE R i Bran 2k kifk DNA 193t
Bl 2 7 51 B 22 (R A A T 2 R TS I GO B T 9« 5 SR 5 A ] 1 B oAt 43
Thrid, WEKifE DNA JFHIeK A5 bk R sl il X 741, DL RAZRE R 20
[ T B AR IE AT L R I 9T

4.2 )I|BRE B e R MEE S R EHEN

AHEFE R R GEREA o M R W], I B B 5 A [R] A3 58 D 1 S UK ) )1 Bk
YDA SHPRAEAS RO, 2 REfE e, R ARG 2
BERDEEECE AR E M D, MR AN 5, I EAE A 5 AR 1 DL T SRR A4
FEARONIRME . Beoh, MANIREAARB T M KK R 53705 . AL B IR P
F]BE AL RPN A X i R A R B 20 e A A A R B 22 ) ) 2R A

5 NG

AR SLIES ki fA DNA o st S B bR () CYTB JE B B, WEFT 1 Bkl
IR ) B 2 e 5 2 0 AR ey el (0 2 (A 2 S Hs L. S55ROI, E it 7t
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DR Bedr, WS PRBEIS G EE AU, A BB N . HUEHED, A
HBIX ) )1 B 20 e A AR/ [ DX O3 B 2 |R T A 85 A 1 3 B0 a4 0 A BB AN A
R PEASRFERENTIE K, AR RIS G LI 72 N T2
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NIBRE B D FRE L BHR

i

s
=7\

1HIS

BiPkJE (Hucho) 2 KPEMKN B das, oAt iz, nAX %
FERRKRE (B 6-1) « ZHEE P (Hucho hucho) 3= B4 A T WM ) 2 BT i 4 s
K11 P E (Hucho taimen) 3= Zp A0 TR E T, BTTLANVEUR 55 B 57K 2% |
18 5 B P A ) ST P 8 9 AP 5 T DA B2 2R BR AR 2R 09T 5 5 iz 2R m] b S5 9T 3k LA
NSt A e s e, I B2 8 (Hucho bleekeri) 3= E40 A T3 EURIT . I
FEPRVLAE B, MRUSEE KB, /K A )1 P (Hucho ishikawae) F#4y
i T IR E A EERS ST 13, m AR P i (Hucho perryi) T =5 434 T o b AP
EULFEARZ 2 v B A0 H AR TE DL RO AR R A H X (GRS 46, 1998) o I Bk B Bk |
)N B SR D AR IR E B NG A, Hop 1B B R E R YR . T8
fick JE 2 ST ) S BB 5 2R R G R B BIRCN B IR . IR TR
AR, BRI B DL R N RIS S I ), 5 2 ek g 8 U050 B KM B2 PRI, 4 TR,
£ 2013 4, AJE 5 MR O AW A EH ALY B Cinternational Union for
Conservation of Nature, IUCN) FIABEEIMILL R+ (IUCN red list) 1. B 112
4y N “HPE B (Data Deficient, DD) 7 4k, HAth 4 ANk EHEN “HfE
(Vulnerable, VU) ” . “¥iif& (Endangered, EN) ” 5§ “#2 & #ii f& ( Critically Endangered,
CR) 7 (Rand, 2013) .

20 tzd 70 FAX, FEBEE XS mDNA [FIZEA R & AT 50 5 iR AN W s, F
M THEDMBEARN RG K E R FT IR GRIR R TE, R T — 115
— BT RGY . EESIRN, mIDNA DULEEREBUEREE. LR LEANSR.
I Ze A W E AL AL, T O E RO KT EER DT R G K B 8 R AR AL H,
HWF R EEESR RELP AP A Hifh. KT8 PR a2l KRR K E M
HI AR L. Oleinik etal. (2008) iz RFLP #AK, FIFH mtDNA F B
W7 EN R RPN ARGRERR, KRIHEAMGRAZERL SHEME, B0
FERINED, I T B R AR IR AR o IR %0 ik 5K ) 8 D e mIDNA B = 7 R
N 14.6%, FEHEEEEDY 14.2%, K11 2 e B 18] 8L 2 57008 7.7%.
Crée-Lafreniée etal. (2012) F|H] mtDNA J B AR FIRE R Ry g T Rl 20 25 1)
RAKERFR, HPhuFmEP g RIIE P . 2P 5 RKE D, 2R
W], ANFERGER T I AR B i 5 oA LA B I A B2, 5O B RN AT Rt
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JB 2y SO, (BN R AL R i R 4 B e KT e R AN 4L R 0 S ) EAR R3S
HEWEAR. 5 Crée-Lafreniére M 145 AU Z, Shedkoetal. (2013) K
Pze 788 2 i WIALE JR Ge b o0 A v 23 AT 2 3 H AR E IR AS

FES FARFERE A, PR AT R 520 BB S, & n] DA 8 5 P a5 2R
FAE A K T sh AT . Marié et al. (2014) FJF mtDNA F BOWHR AR I 7 38 1 K
18 D AN 2 B B e )1 B PR AT AT, IR 1 D e R R T P
R ST 5 6 B ThE )8, T A R 2 BT B R AT R o 1 0% T )1 B B e ) A )
PSRRI LT PR OR R AT . 2RI (1984) NI Bt B ik 5 5 U 28 vk 1 | e
A N AN R IT AL AR B 2K, UKIAZS R s B AR s s /K IRAEUIR AT iR A2
1K, FHRZERFIM. BETKZHEFE IR T WA #30R (2012) 1)
FEA A, ABARYE mtDNA Fr B i) o T805 BN, 240 TR0 s MmN pei 2
v RESE 2 — A I EL B . T 2R RiAR DNA JFFIHAR TR Fr Bodh Ak s AN ]
R, AW TR MR 7 71 A K A 13 AN BT gmig 2 R BHEE 7 51, AR A% 1 IR ol
B TEAR FORMEWT T 2 i B S AR AR

BT Edwts, Acilisd AT E P EE mtDNA 712K 13 MEA R
BRI PHE 7 AR R G 5 o AT (AT ATt oy A, B e )1 B D R Gk
BALE, BRI D ke 2 e Jg N 5 A b 2 8] ISR 2500 R S oA i ) 4542
PEELRBAE 7T TR

6-1 BHEENHX
qeEXE: JIRETESHX; EaXiE: AllEZEHSsHX; feXE: EREFTaSHX;
REXE: XMNEFHRIMEX,; BeXE: SWETEIHEX
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Fig. 6-1 The distribution area of Hucho
Red area: Hucho bleekeri; Blue area: Hucho ishikawae; Orange area: Hucho perryi; Yellow area: Hucho

taimen; Black area: Hucho hucho

2 MRS RE

2.1 STUHH

M GenBank L FECARMETD iR 4 NFAIHAL 9 B 21 PhEERl 12
itk DNA P4k, RN FEsERERaEE R T (Takifugu rubripes) FIBE 4%
Jafili (Tetraodon nigroviridis) ZEHifA DNA FEFl4aK, 1ENANERED T . HAKF., J&.
GenBank &35 DL B R JE SR AL S A E B LK 6-1.

7 6-1GenBank EB5EERl € XL DNA FIIERRETHERMES
Tab. 6-1 List of fish species examined with Genbank accession numbers of mtDNA sequnces and

sampling sites of Hucho

TR Ty i J& PRI
Number Accession NO. Species Genus Sampling site

Hbl1 HM804473 H. bleekeri Hucho 2y RC

Hbl2 KF908853 H. bleekeri Hucho NERG]

Hhu KM588351 H. hucho Hucho eI

Htal HQ897271 H. taimen Hucho 575 BT

Hta2 KJ711550 H. taimen Hucho BT

Hta3 KJ711549 H. taimen Hucho BT

Hpe KC897653 H. perryi Hucho JE DTS

Ble JQ686730 B. lenok Brachymystax

Blet JQ686731 B. lenok tsinlingensis  Brachymystax

Btu KJ730525 B. tumensis Brachymystax

Ssa KF792729 S. salar Salmo

Strt AM910409 S. trutta trutta Salmo

Strf KT633607 S. trutta fario Salmo

Sle NC_022844 S. leucomaenis Salvelinus
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Sfo NC_000860 S. fontinalis Salvelinus
Sal NC_000861 S. alpinus Salvelinus
Omy DQ288268 O. mykiss Oncorhynchus
Ocl NC_006897 O. clarkii Oncorhynchus
Ogo NC_010959 O. gorbuscha Oncorhynchus
Cmu NC_028593 C. muksun Coregonus
Cus KM210289 C. ussuriensis Coregonus
Cau NC_027277 C. autumnalis Coregonus
Pcy NC_020764 P. cylindraceum Prosopium
Pwi NC_020763 P. williamsoni Prosopium
Stle NC_020761 S. leucichthys Stenodus
Tth NC_012928 T. thymallus Thymallus
Tya NC_027410 T. yaluensis Thymallus
Tpa NC_027408 T. pallasii Thymallus
Tru NC_004299 T. rubripes Takifugu
Tni NC_007176 T. nigroviridis Tetraodon

2.2 3HhEE

2.2.1 ETF4hifk DNA 2535 13 NEARBREEENEZEHES TRAZH LY
Uil

FH MEGA v. 5 #¥/E%ET Kimura 2-Parameter (K-2P) XU ZHbi B 1 5 ffr i fik
BHO R G AN RBELL KR DNA FFHI4K A 13 AN [ 5 g s 3 R B 5 41 2 1] 1) gt
F 16 B, K 4R 4%72: (Neighbor-Joining, NJ) Al KAISR % (Maximum-Likelihood, ML)
G A SN RBERITE A B I R Gub W AT SR (1000 TRIEARD ©

2.2.2 TRk DNA FFAIEKH 13 NERRBEEEANETEEDILER T

FT KA DNA oK 13 AN A B gn il 3L B B3 7 20 5 3 2 i g 41k
AT 8. FIFH MEGA #fE3R:T  Kimura 2-Parameter (K-2P) F 7Y 5 55 95 4) b ]
(I LR B (Pairwise distances) (Kimura, 1980) . 5# %' ik J& fu 2K kb T-[6] — R 55
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iR} 15 £ JE ( Thymallus) fa 25 28 Kifk DNA Bl R AF KL NEE H Ji4E 1%(Meraner and
Gandolfi, 2012) , NUILABF 7R 1%/Ma KAl 3 2 & 43 fb st ]

JER

3.1 T 4hifx DNA FHleKM 13 MEARRKEERNESZEHES
TERGLAFNE

AR R R LR RIAR DNA 81 & Kt AT RGeiEtb 04, 36T ML AT NJ
PR R G 1) 5 SR SRR TC AP ST R Gr AU AR — 2. Al AR S o0 &6 R
ML RGREACH B, S5 RE 6-2 Fow, K& A 05 3R KT 95%.

ARGt thai R Eon. P EEES, )G DS 28 D AR P iR
N, Hrp 2T B AR 8 P L R O RRL . )RR BNy S0, A
[FIRAE R BN BR AT 2 i 2L L I S AR 3% A o Sz 29 9 20 ik B Ll 4 25 e B0 A2 B R
T, M5 ARy SR 3. HAbh =M D RN R AL AL EE s, =3
RN, A S MR JE 7 SCHE IR

MH 13 MEERFEERPHEFIIE ML REER (B0, 45 R
Kl 6-3 Fion, L SR ZERik DNA 751 4K AT e i) R Guik B AR — 3.
(EAELE e, NIRRT 2 i 5 22 33 2 e a8t A% BE B S O3%ale, 1T ARZRRIAR DNA Fr
LIRS T ST INE 22 SUEA S35P NI E IR i3 kSl
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100 [ Sle-NC_022844
100 Sfo-NC_000860
i Sal-NC_000861

79| l————— Hpe-KCB97653
——— Ogo-NC_010959

100 100 _: my-DQESB?GB
] Ocl-NC_006897
— Ssa-KF792729

100 Stri-AM910409
100 100 lSterTB3.‘3c->C|T

100 — Ble-JQB86730
1 uu Blet-JQ686731
E!tu KJ730525

Hbl1-HM804473
e Hbl2-KF 908853
100 Hhu-KM588351
Hta2-KJ711550
Hta1-HQ897271
Hta3-KJ711549

; UU Tth-NC_012928
10 u Tpa-NC_027408
Tya-NC_027410

Pwi-NC_020763
o0 —— Sle-NC_020761
— Cau-NC_027277
o3| - Cmu-NC_028593
100 L Cus-KM210289

| Tru-NC_004299
Tni-NC_007176

95

0.08

B 6-2 BTtk DNA £REFPIER & RRFHMUH (FINEED

Fig. 6-2 Phylogenetic trees of Salmonidae based on mtDNA complete sequences (with outgroup)
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Sfo-

—

B9

77

NC 000860

Sle-NC 022844
Sal-NC 000861
Hpe-KCB97653

Ogo-NC 010959

100

100
100

100 — Hbl1

L

56

100

a7

100 |
100

Ocl-NC 006897
EOmy-Dozaazsa
—  Ssa-KF792729
StriKT633607
ﬁ[ Strt-AM910409
Ble-JQ686730
Blet-JQ686731
Btu-KJ730525
-HM804473
Hbl2-KF 908853
L Hhu-KM588351
Hta2-KJ711550
Hta1-HQB97271

- -
Hta3-KJ711549

100
e
Pwi-NC 020783

Stle-NC 020761

Tpa-NC 027408
Tth-NC 012928
Tya-NC 027410

Cau-NC 027277
Cmu-NC 028593
Cus-KM210289

Tni-NC 007176

Tru-NC 004299

S —

0.05

B 6-3 BTk 13 NERFRBERIHZFIINS DGR A RXRFHUN (FINKED

Fig. 6-3 Phylogenetic trees of Salmonidae based on mtDNA 13 protein-coding genes sequences (with

A HERR

outgroup)
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BT AR DNA JPAAKHF 13 /N8 5T g i 5 R P 422 e 51 1) 4 20 i v 1R
Vb [ 2 e R I H AR S KRG AR T A —8, %k 6-2 5% 6-3 Fr
N, LR, AR P (Hpe) 540 55 i J@ it 22 7 R f/ ) CPBIZERFN 0.095
~0.119) , SHAJURE P8 A 2RI T Zhifk DNA JF5I4eKH 13 MR E gD
TR PFZ 7 FI I 3 22 5 R 40 )08 0.103 ~ 0.130 (Hta) . 0.104 ~ 0.131 (Hhu)
PAJ 0.105 ~ 0.132 (HbD , “F¥JZERZFN 0.104 ~ 0.131. FRri R B 4 Hodth )L
PR ok, ANFERRFE S SRR S5OKERD BB ZHEE (Hbll F1 HbI2) A —&
(138 4% 5346, (0.013 ~ 0.017) ; JI| Bty B fif: 5 22 3695 2 ik ) (1) 1 343845 22 S %2y 0.017
~0.021; I Bkt 2 i 5 K 1135 D ik 2 [R] B~ P 3R 22 e 32 4 )0 0.017 ~ 0.022; 23
Pk 5 K13 D LR P 3 B e 22 7 2643 7 WA 0.014 ~ 0.018. b4k, 43 AT T HEJRIT
T A0 5k e (Ble ) 5 43 AT T Ze i i X (1) Ze 0 4 i ik ( Blet) (1)~ 340 ik 22 = %24 0.017
~0.022, X543 T B TT R R T T3 2 e R0 2 A7 T 220 M X 1| e 477 50 ik 1) ~F- 3%
B 22 S AR AT

WK 6-4 Fion, ARIEERLAZRLERAK DNA BREEE RN E TE 1% K9
Pres BRI TR D ek 5 HoAth —Fp 3 DL (R BR B 1B K208 10.4 ~ 13.1 Ma; 1Bk
P19 ek [R5 2 ek DA K 2 36T 0 ek ) B S T R) 3514058 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma, LA E4erie] )]
BT 2 ik 5 PRV K T T2 B e (I R S I T 2908 1.6 ~ 2.0 Ma, K 9] )1 By 2 ik 5 22
TTL AR B R AL I 7E 1.5 ~ 1.9 Ma, IX U8B 045 T K T 1)1 Bk 2 el el
L BT o0 A0 T IR A S dE 07 ke 2R IR & Ak 2368 D 5 R 13 2 ik
IR IR 290y 1.4 ~ 1.8 Ma.  HFfya) 1| Bl %0 it 5 K Ein] ) 1| Bty 2 ik 2 [ 1) o 29
WHAIZ)N 1.3 ~ 1.7 Ma. sh4h, BB iTiids i) anisie: 5 7 A T 208 (1) 28 08 2 figh fid: 2 (7]
HIRR B I TR R 208 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma, 3R 5 RIFEA ST RT3 2 A0 )11 B2y 27 ik 1 7340
EAAERT . BN, 2040 T ZR 0t X () 9 i L £ 28 5 29 A T R Vs i ik ot 1
K 3 AR AL T 56 DY 20 B it .

M0 E IS 22 e R A 45 SR AT DAHEIRT L, & i g, 2R3 2 R iR o 5 FoAth S LA
MDA . HUGE B D5 R P A 2T DS, st &G
%3 Bk 5 ORI B R AR R A
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6-4 BTtk DNA FIIEKNE TR K AuiedE ) L FRHERTE
e KBEWIIKRESE; Men: Ban)RESe; Bes: HABFEEFRESE,; "E
R BRIKESY; BeQ: SWISHEDTEHE,; Res: BLTHASE,; 8. XBA
TS e

Fig. 6-4 The speculate map of divergence times based on mtDNA total-sequences for Hucho and

Brachymystax
Red dot: Hucho bleekeri from Taibai River; Pink dot: Hucho bleekeri from Makehe River; Orange dot:
Hucho perryi from Japan sea coast; Yellow dot: Hucho taimen from Heilongjiang River; Black area:
Hucho hucho from Danube; Purple dot: Brachymystax lenok from Heilongjiang River; Green dot:

Brachymystax lenok tsinlingensis from Taibai River
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® 6-2 ETLAF DNA £RHMBERFIINHLHNEEERR (T) REREE (b)

Tab. 6-2 The number of base substitutions per site based on mtDNA total-sequence from between sequences (below) and their standard error estimates

(above)

Hbl1 Hbl2 Hhu Htal Hta2 Hta3 Hpe Ble Blet Btu Sle Sfo Sal Omy Ocl Ogo
Hbl1 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Hbl2 0.013 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.003 0003 0003 0003 0.003 0.003
Hhu 0.017  0.016 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0003 0003 0003 0.003 0.003
Htal 0.020 0.019  0.017 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Hta2 0.016  0.015 0.013  0.007 0.001  0.003 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0003 0003 0003 0.003 0.003
Hta3 0.016  0.014 0.012 0.006  0.002 0.002  0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0003 0.003 0003 0.003 0.003
Hpe 0.105 0.104 0.104 0.103 0.103  0.103 0.003 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003
Ble 0.056  0.054  0.054 0.049 0.053 0.052 0.101 0.001 0.001 0.003 0003 0003 0003 0.003 0.003
Blet 0.056 0.055 0.055 0.049 0.054 0.053 0.100 0.017 0.001 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
Btu 0.055 0.054 0.054 0.050 0.052 0.052 0.099 0.028 0.029 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.003
Sle 0.117 0115 0.116 0.114 0114 0.113 0.097 0.110 0.110 0.109 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.003  0.003
Sfo 0.117 0.115 0.116 0.114 0.114 0.113 0.098 0.110 0.109 0.109 0.007 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003
Sal 0.117 0.108 0.108 0.107 0.108 0.107 0.091 0.106 0.104 0.104 0.047 0.047 0.003 0.003 0.003
Oomy 0.116 0.115 0.115 0.114 0.114 0.113 0.100 0.111 0.112 0.110 0.108 0.108 0.105 0.002 0.003
Ocl 0.120 0.118 0.119 0.118 0.118 0.117 0.104 0.113 0.113 0.113 0.113 0.112 0.108 0.048 0.002

Ogo 0.130 0.128 0.129 0.127 0.128 0.127 0.117 0.122 0.124  0.124 0.126 0.125 0.121 0.083 0.084
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* 6-3 ETLZ&NA 13 NEARKHERFHEFIINARFIINIEHNBEBEERE (T) REMREE ()
Tab. 6-3 The number of base substitutions per site based on mtDNA 13 protein-coding genes sequence from between sequences (below) and their standard

error estimates (above)

Hbl1 Hbl2 Hhu Htal Hta2 Hta3 Hpe Ble Blet Btu Sle Sfo Sal Omy Ocl Ogo

Hbl1 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004
Hbl2 0.017 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003 0003 0003 0003 0004 0.004 0.004
Hhu 0.021  0.021 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003 0004 0003 0004 0.004 0.004 0.004
Htal 0.026  0.026  0.023 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.004
Hta2 0.020 0.019 0.016  0.010 0.000 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0003 0003 0004 0.004 0.004
Hta3 0.020 0.019 0.015 0.008  0.002 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0003 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.004
Hpe 0.132 0132 0131 0130 0.130 0.129 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.004
Ble 0.073 0.071 0.071 0.063 0.069 0.068 0.129 0.001  0.002 0.003 0004 0004 0004 0.005 0.004

Blet 0.073 0.074 0.072 0.063 0.070 0.069 0.128 0.022 0.001 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.005
Btu 0.073 0.072 0.071 0.063 0.069 0.068 0.126 0.037 0.038 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004

Sle 0.148 0.145 0.146 0.144 0.144 0.143 0.122 0.141 0.140 0.139 0.001 0.002 0.004 0.004 0.004

Sfo 0.148 0.145 0.146 0.143 0.144 0.142 0.123 0.141 0.139 0.138 0.007 0.002 0.004 0.004 0.004

Sal 0.137 0.135 0.135 0.134 0.135 0.133 0.113 0.135 0.132 0.131 0.062 0.060 0.004 0.004 0.005

Oomy 0.148 0.147 0.147 0.145 0.145 0.143 0.126 0.142 0.144 0.141 0.138 0.137 0.133 0.002 0.003
Ocl 0.152 0.150 0.151 0.149 0.150 0.149 0.130 0.143 0.145 0.144 0.143 0.141 0.136 0.061 0.003

Ogo 0.162 0.160 0.160  0.158 0.159 0.158  0.142 0.151 0.154  0.154 0.154 0.155 0.149 0.103 0.103
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4 18

4.1 BT LERIR DNA RIIRREFT B RGLEMNE

KTHHMAES TRAEAKEHIH AT AH KEHRIE (Oleinik et al.,2008;
Cré&e-Lafreniée et al., 2012; Shedko et al., 2013) . IXLEEHF 7RI B )8 (12 42 2
Pk BINE A 5 D i @ H AR R B L, (BB ThridF g REH, En
1B PR B 5 KT ik B AT i R S T ORI . AL AR iR DNA 7314 KAl
13 AN E g i AL R P P S0 R A e R R AT T R it . W& T REK
B, G RKILIE AR P 5 20 rU B YRR K 2> SCE ORI . Bruno et al. (20000 A
NEGRKEWT S EIRMEZE KT 95% MIHERTHR R . ASLIGIT 7L 45 R Rtk
PRI i G IR KT 95%, PRUZ R B AR &S5 . dik, A7
WA, BARE P EREE YD i A RAEe, A H TIPS (TR
HBERE G RR)D , H DNA /K BRsE e & & 5 HoAm 3 B i iz, 15 40 fif:
JE SN . B P K113 D S 2 D S R P R R R R S
Mtk Jm BE i, LR BTSRRI NIRRT D, ORI P 2 P B i
I3, BT ARR DNA 2 KAE E B gt 2 K 7 20 0 A g5 R R I A — 5. &
TEhfE DNA o 4K B o #r 45 AR )1 B Bk i 5 5 S 4P dh i 2 i 404k s i
BT HEBERmSER P g R EVIR T B w5 nomms Pk, 456
Bl 22 S 26 A, FRATTN BT DL R G0 B AL B ROZAL T B e 5 K113 D AN
ZHE P RPN IR A 1000 o ASFESREE S CR A5 PR 51 BT
PES EH N DNRREE MR N 100) , “HHERONHEERE, X eI 8
I T 8% 7.

4.2 BT 4R DNA B S 68 55 L AL HEWT

HhBR I PG S 8 2 O UK, BRI B RUK IR A R AR S = 4K,
FIELEE] T UL, WAL RRLKALE 260 JI4ERT (2.6 Ma) o 2 U205 it
MVFZ BB, vKE T T A3 RRIMALEB A N VE 2 380y, SHARIHR . A7
Ai B4 RS2 (Cox and Moore, 2000) o S0 R KUK IAEEA2) 200 Fi4E, ©
(140 A2 A W b B3y L 1 X 3 T3S Bl R UK Ak
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HRGEF LK, e R A S L G X Y 46 T, LA R i 2k,
BETT R B AR RUKIAUK ) NAE T o Z8 08 Ll Jikre TR b et R 7 v o DX 3 90 A 2 30 SR e
BREIMT L, RRIT. B RIK R I3k s 755 o2 8 W 4y A=A R BRI Y <
o Tt BB TRRA (1996) WFFL R, Zeiid B A MG TR AE R AR
R A 4 B A T () R, FERG SR = el o R B T, O HLR St L 2
HRETE S EomZ T B . K A LR R TR F2 06, b X A7 75 6 265 DU 28 AR B0k 1 4
PR, B4R (2011) RAEXS K A R 48, KA WFAERXRKNER, 2l
SEARUVKIARHA (29 11.5 J4AERTD FORIRUKHIREH (29 2 J34EHT) o 1EREIEIE3)
H, KA X R 58, KA ST Rtk (2Ma) .

KWL RER I, I PR R 0CHEE 10 ~ 13 Ma, J& T3 =2 B3
tH, A TFUKIARIFFUARY B . Hofth =37 2 6 (1) 0 AL SR AR U b T 28 DU 0 W i o {75
RIS, AT TRz R W 22 BT e 1) 22 358 2 ik 5 2 A T B RV R T T 2
ek R 23 A TRV )1 B 50 i, Toil SR i8R FE B B LT ], RN T A T
W AE SRR R T 2 e . RLR 5 00 B IAE XIS S5 (2015) S+ JE UL B 3 1) AR 4
FIREREW R, EREKERRZ L, SHEUFEFME, RETZESK®H
PR -5 H AT I (1) AR P 3045 2 28 B AR . [RIE AT AN, 3R 53E H A 7K I8
78 T RO KBty 22 ) A9 K K 3Bl 15

by 2 AT 4 SR AR, KR 22 BT I 0 Hb 2 S R [ B v DR 2 A AR
(Markovi¢ et al., 2015) , JF H 27E 5 D&t 5 gttt i 3R . i@k 28 kifk DNA 43
ThRIC i FE I 22 356 T 20 ik 5 7 ] v S M XA 4 A )1 B B R () o A AR )
e 45 I 5 1 5 B OS5 SRARST 200 TR 22 BT s i 2 3 2 ek 5 4 A TR
(N et B S R R B I IA) R 208 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma, &b T8 sttt 22t 5]
B B i RR B R T H S5 KM E P EREE (1.4~ 1.8 Ma) .

FEPOR (2012) FIFHZRAR DNA 26X 741 (835 bp) HEM H K B TS RITK
W AnEE . KT i Sk B TR Z I n e . )1 BRI B ek (1) 2 AL ] A
L, HALTF R R =20 Loprtt o ASHIE FUAE LAl L 3E N AT e ABRIE K B, LR R A
DNA JFHI 2K 13 AN E T g5 R PHE 7 FI 3T HERL,  TA S Ze 0 b X fy 7 o fick
Bl 28 AT R Ha LI IR Z404E 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma, AT I0a dgt, X 5508
KA REH Y BEAM ST o BIUCIRATIAN, 5040 T Ze i i X (10 )11 B 377 25 ik 0 2% 0 2 fk e
TS DU LE UK )1 B BA B A ), el SR 5 i K 22 2000t 50 3 A T — B0 (2R LA, 1984,
FHRSBTAE, 2006) o 23 Af oK E ] )1 BT 2 ek 55 53 A T O ART VA 1) )1 e i 289 fik [) 1 B
W B, —EZEMERAZA 1.3 ~ 1.7 Ma, XU AN EALE & E 195
XA, 38 2 AR AR AR D, BRI I — 8 A% 7 AL
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gi ETA, FAEN: 55 =20 R B ROK) N By, R Dl H A
TR 128 7 5 T o =0 LR I 5 FAl T D R s B DU LS ST I, IRk %
SRR DR, IR, AFRBX PN P S 5L, A1 kAR
s BJa, ZHEPESRITE D E I L.

5 NG

(1) A3C@EITLRAR DNA FFHIAKA 13 AN A5 gn i B K HHE 7 51T &
grdt i tr, Wl TGP RGN BALE, VOV HAT P R 5 2 P ik
P B R ONIRIL, [RINHA DY 2 ik g 13 2 3 20 Bk 1) o SR At (67 1% 15 40 Bk S i oy
Bk,

(2) ACEZRR DNA FFoI4a KA 13 ANEE A 5T g i B R B 7 51 1 Bl A
ZE TR LE AT, FEWT AT T ZR I [X X ZR e gl ek 5 )1 e 20 i 55 DY 20 5 it
Bl I EN AP
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EXEIL

ASCHM T hRacxd N B 2 A e asi A% 2 FEVEEAT 13RS, @i 7)1 Bk B i
T TR HTZbifE DNA FRicAsill 1 BG4 K B et B ph it 2 S AAAE
RERBEN, [FR 3G PR T R AT TR . A EEA LN

LR TNEAE P 27 SR LEM T ERS, vl T ) P B ek & Hir
VIR IR BEBHE 2. SRGRREE. RAEH. NLEH. MBI RCR VL 55 42
W

2 FIH T E DNA Fgekitk DNA (=HIX P51 1 CYTB EEFD oFhrid
NIRRT BBy A Fi i (43 BAMA) HEAT 1 a8 ZREE B 25 M AL . S5 R R I
FREE QAL Z FE VAL T BURAKT, BRI RS R —, AR L 1. P IRS
P 7 PR RN, AT AR FEW IR

3HIHM A DNA Fricf )1 Bed DM FR AR AT 7 8% S 0PAh, R iE
EZHEVERAIC, 3 DN RAIMEEA AR E . SEAEMEAAL, N TEHE -
AL Z R B AR, P 2 S E DNA bG8 7B B e T4 e HoR,
14 AN TR S BRAAEEHEBR R N 99.99957%, 1Z3E T4 e BT H T /5 1IN
B 55 ek 5% 22 A B IR i 5 R0 N T3 B O 28R T P4

4 FIFZRifR DNA 7 BOR Z 0 1L X (1) )1 BT 2 ik 55 20 08 A i ek 0 47 1 P 26
RIS, RI 3 2 ABA SRR AT . IR R BN Ph e  [R)ist4% R 4%
o S5 ULIHIX I FR R A BT N A A7 R R RAE R /R DNA CYTB JE 7 B s
HARFEPEN

5 FHZkifA DNA 2K 13 AN H 5 gnhd & K Pt 26t 2 17 3 2 g o
TRGHBL Y. RGOS RN 7w R B 540 sl g oy SOl . Hfh =
PR PR N —3, HAx o XS MEHERE 70 S i, %0 X 2T P S K 1HY
AL PR BRI, 3 5 PR B AL PR Bt . 2 AR B ik S LA = R B e 1)
SIS TR R4 T 88 =40 Bt . A T RIS HLIX APl AL 2 (1| pled & ik Fl 25
W 4R det ) 5k 7y R} 2 OR113 B R A Bk k) 7 WERKATE 1.7 ~ 2.2 Ma,
A AT BE A 5 PO 20 BT G D7 B AT I e T

89



NBR B R L2 20y T RGBT

90



LSBT

2N 8=

TEUITR T NG D2 SRS, B 7R T8ETA, NG 2k
HKAEHEMNTE TR 7 HIRIEAM.

2 T UGE AR PPl 1B P B A AR 5 N D BE T AU A e 2
FEVE, TR T HBAERIESNAS, DU BRE B ORI AL AR I T BB AR

3 HIRMMLRIfR DNA Frickeill 1 1Bk B Yy fh (38 4% 04k, FFIERT 1 20 A
TR A BN Bt D e FhEE AE 2 ki i DNA CYTB ik IR B A A % [ A B 1 2R U 4
WHEEFLZ N
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