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1. ERE B KA EWIIR R, R 430072; 2. HEEFEFFRER. Jb5 100039;
3. ERAKMERELBI RS, JLK 100085

HWE

Angel A THBTHAERGEL % ETH(MITEs) - Kk RINAEZRBET £ &

BEXRNERBEFEANECT2RAFP L BEHERTREXTH, MERLANEAFNRALALRAR
R, NTIARZERNGERAURBTHUEE. RAXAHTRRARTERSHEADPEEHENEARY
BRANFEEAETH. REWFARRFRANT ZHIH I AR ALERKRBEER TN Angel # X
THRE-—REXNEETF, ALY 26Ma i THEZLERTF 2 ALRMA LT B

KRB AngelEXTH RFEFE BEREY

AR 6 R 5 T (MITEs) & — K4 i 78
EREYERAPMPEEE DNA F B, BENTK
%) 80—500bp K, WA GIGEES), PN E A EAR MW
R E RS (TIRs), ¥ e it 72 18 £ 2 40 i #E AL
B EREREFS(TSDs), BHEREREHH
1. MBEARYMERANE MR FEERE—
MITE #iA, XEKRENE —NLFBIE, e
REXE S RAM. B, E XS, Heartbreaker
(Hbr) REC LR EFAES Fric™. BEE
YT, MAKRAE MITEs ERERKERFHICH
i, lzsvak P IR ER S 8 (Danio rerio) (I E
BAYMEOEBEEET E(IF4E) NP L E T
—A MITE—Angel 7t{4, MM HETEEHA
(Ctenopharyngodon idellus) M H & (Hypophthal-
michthys molitrix )W KB R G EEKN T T 2
HFETE Angel #HETTH (Angel ZIEHI R R I #E
A. R, Angel MRTTHEH MR AR E KRB
RERPHHGHELDERANE.

AEd, BxEHAFBREY I, Hit An-

2006-06-07 Y kg, 2006-08-07 W& ik i

gel HRTHAEB ARXERKRBRER P K

1 FHRRID i

1.1 #¥&h DNA f#2HL. PCR b AN

WA MR T 11 N BRI M 27
MEM, RETPEBER KA LY BT R K
(R D. REAGERRR/ SR EMN 959 Z B
EMUAHSA PRI EFY DNA, BETEHM S
FheEpl 2K GH BRFSI(R D, SREEF 2 #13
F# it 8l ¥ GF (5-CCAGCGGCTYTTCAAYAAY-
GCAGT-3")#1 GR (5'-AGTCAGARTTGCAGAAAGA-
CAGAGG3 )RV HMAKMEENAE T 2 H &
PCR % B & 4 B #y 60 L, o oF & 100 ng % A 4
DNA, 3% (10 pmol/L) & 1.5uL, 10X 4 i
6 uL, dNTP (10 mmol/L) 0.75uL, Taq B & &
30U, BEHRKENEKEZAER. MK 4G
K 94°C WA 3 min; 94°CAEE 30s, 62, 5CiR
& 45s, 72°C3E{H 1 min, 32 MEH; 72°C &K I i
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S5min. PCR Y =92 1. 2% R 283 6 HKRA
BEREER Bk G, RN & 4i{k B U (BioStar
Glassmilk DNA Purification Kit). XNRiF B K Bk

WMEHTTEE, S—HRYHERFEAS Y2 310
F. 50 EA B 3 FE{ (Applied Biosystems

377 Stretch) F# %7, H GenBank %35 W3FE 1.

#£1 AZXPEANKRERH GenBank ¥R 8

i > L/ E P33 TN GenBank % % &
81 0 BF JB#i#5 Megalobrama pellegrini /A THB0405133 DQ219449
B k8 Megalobrama amblycephala AF4634982
& %% Parabramis pekinensis WaEH 1HB0411120 DQ219441
L1 8% [ 8 Cultrichthys erythropterus I"ERW IHB0301134 DQ219450
Blfa Pseudolaubuca sinensis W B THB0305194 DQ219440
B H % Pseudohemiculter dispar JTHERE IHB1303127 DQ219439
BFHTH #h Elopichthys bambusa BRI IHB040511 DQ219444
FRER® Squaliobarbus curriculus #Hiteo THB0301132 DQ219437
Bt Ctenopharyngodon idellus X604192
#§ Ochetobius elongates Il 225 IHB0817003 DQ219447
FH 8B Mylopharyngodon piceus BRI IHB0401127 DQ219438
R B Wy #8 Distoechodon tumirostris #Mi&n THB020636 DQ219436
5 B 8 Aristichthys nobilis BALRW 1HB040923 DQ219435
% Hypophthalmichthys molitrix M94348%
&% B B kB Rhodeus ocellatuas &1l THB0207101 DQ219442
#W R U585 Saurogobio dabryi 'mERA)N THB0405356 DQ219443
B B WHEIM Gobiocypris rarus nmnEg T1HB0305124 DQ219448
T[4 Opsariichthys bidens IR THB040687 DQ219445
FEIEEE Zacco platypus 7P P A THB0303120 DQ219446
LM Nicholsicypris normalis BERF WL THB0301017 DQ219451
4 MY Aphyocypris chinensis mhEs IHB0305216 DQ219452
B Danio rerio BX005440%
R #8 Cyprinus carpio X51969%
#9 Carassius auratus LR 1HB040925 DQ219453
#8 F A A B J 48 Spinibarbus sinensis mgEE 1HB031259 DQ219454
B85 T R KB L B Garra orientalis I A 1HB0403442 DQ219456
WA wE B B & Schizothorax meridionalis Py R THB03468 DQ219455

a) 1M GenBank EF&MFF:b) AR DEEEMA T SEAK CHIFFMUEREMITFI e EN 2X1077)

1.2 HEabr

A Clustal X k4" ¥ SEAVIEW & £l %t ¢
FISATHIT, FHMUFTRIE. 5 B TROERAX
GHEFRAE T2 FAMBIIOBE —-—RIH. KA
MEGA3. 1"+ 5 Angel IR TTHEREN S B, &
REFHEREFRL ETH/DBHERE, H RNA
structure 3. 2V BRI B BN R L.

EFGHHEHENETF 2 F4, /4 PAUP”
4.0bl0%K M PIHWB R KEYR. SHPEERRER
## & C(heuristic searches), W ~ &4 B E B KW
(tree bisection-reconnection, TBR), f# F3E & ¥
HEEV B XHATENE, SHERER: 10 ran-
dom stepwise additions sequences, 1000 (JREXK. Ff

BRI ARIAL. LA [ 18 29 B0 T AR W by BRA
BIGERHh 500 —BRRERR.

2 #R5iR

2.1 Angel HRITHIRFIER % E
WRFFIMEMTRGEE D, KR 27 FaEs
ARW GHEENE T2 F5. EERXMNEEH 21
MR TS PR~ DNA R BEA, KE
fE 67—306bp Z[H], Hp 4 MAXNBHAFEAR
BE, 29K 67bp (KFEM, Parabramis pekinen-
sis), 148 bp (W B, Aphyocypris chinensis),
177 bp (#%, Aristichthys nobilis), 224 bp (g,
Saurogobio dabryi). FHEARE+H A, T, G CH
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EAH 2007 FE 4 B

Va8 R 34.3%, 32.2%, 16.4% F 17. 2%,
A+TTH ERB (665X E/RTF GCGHC WA R
(33.6%); FHHFHHRBIREERELOT3; FiEF5)
BRRALE 0. 4% 5| 22. 4 %52 [4].

X 21 MEA R B RE B MITEs KK
HEREE 2), BEEEREFR RSN (BXRR
), 1M £ HE e 12 MITEs f— KK ™
MITEs X £ # TIR F1 TSD J3 51 2] 0 A Rl K
W, Angel T B 4bp (TTAA) 9 TSD FFFiK
26 bp iy TIR FP3I™. HWAIHRBH 21 MEARFBKRKEZH
5 Angel ST 2—BH) TSD J¥5], BfI# TIRs K
FEKY 26bp, 5 Angel L TIRs B EMM. Hitt,
HAVNHENR T Angel FiR. FHMPABEHZEA
R Bt R FERE M Angel HETHD. K555 19 4
FPROIE AR B 43 5155 GenBank H 9 5 I35, BB
EATERF_ LR B~ Angel F8 0 B F1A — € AL
P BN, Bl (Rhodeus ocellatuas) P 282 bp f
BARBYS LR Angel HHETT4F 897 51 AH MR
B (e HAM R 4X107°, 4X107°). UL, RITREX
19 MEA F B Angel #XRTTH

Angel {113
selt

74— Megalobrama pellegrini

85— Pseudohemiculter dispar

59— Squaliobarbus curriculus
Ctenopharyngodon idellus
COchetobius elongats
Mylopharyngodon piceus

69 E Aristichthys nobilis
Hypophihalmichthys molitrix

100 [— Opsariichihys bidens

%2 Angel ETH (I WEBY GH X R Pyl
THEARRK)S Angel THHBEMLLR

E g Angel %I04 Angel To{4
K (bp) 282 312
AL ER TTAA TTAA
HEFY(TSD)
R R E A 5'-TTAAAGGGATAGT 5 -TTAAAGGATAGTT
¥ (TIR) TCACTCAAAAGTA-3" CACCCAAAAATGA-3'
EERRER 4 3
)

2.2 Angel XITHIEMR B RPHRERHFEX

BN GHEZEAET 2 Bl Angel KT
HEANE ERETRAMAR E(E D, R%
W ERPER GH EHPEE Angel HKITLIHFH
WA, MAMBEDSEPUNEE. EETRESML
THEMERRELFHRS, REMIHIER
FraFERREENEEEFIN, REHFEFINER
WREERDNER U S REFARMER. Bt
Angel #HRITHFTE GH B P AT LIME RS
BRARN—-MEFEELE, NTIARTERMAR
HRE TH LR B ERARME LR,
X5 LARTEI B S 45 R AR — 30 v,

Megalobrama amblycephala
Parabramis pekinensis
Cultrichthys erythropterus

Pseudolanbuca sinensis

Distochodon tumirostris
Elopichthys bambisa

BTER

83

100 Nicholsicypris normalis

L. Zacco plagpus

- Aphyocypris chinensis

74 Spinibarbus sinensis
Schizothvrax mevidionalis
Carassius auratus 1
‘arassius aura 05
Garra orientalis

Saurogobio dabryi
Gobiocypris rarus
Rhodeus ocellatus

L Cyprinus carpio

Danio rerio

1 EFGHEERNEST2HFIBIMNSONBARATR—BH
W& 461 25, CI=0.8091, RI=0.6879. FEMBF N 1000 KEBEFXHEULBR 50% L ).
Angel RN HERZ B ANARBERF NS TF 2 R EHNESRRARD MR B HK

1) Wang XZ. Li JB, He SP. Molecular evidence for the monophyly of East Asian groups of Cyprinidae (Teleostei: Cypriniformes) derived

from the nuclear recombination activating gene 2 sequences. Mol Phylogenet Evol, 2006 (In press)
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HX MITEs R EBRZ K, B8N
HRAEB £ DNA TN, BBAEMXA ETHE
R ERELTHTEAMIRD. BARER
T 3 B, T Y0 B AR Xt 2> U B 3R )
Angel X TTHRAERT AR ME RS EZEHA
AR ARAAMEN GH XEF K. M4,
MITEs # A BIFAMEJE . ZBIREHL RS 5 ma JL
FEFRIK B8 R RS B W R R, RATIKB M
Angel HE LB K EA —, B TSDs /75| Hl
TIRs FAIFEEREZHRE, PEROCHUERT
— gy TSD 8 TIR. 5 i AR5 28 5 RO X
WM HERAENRT - TR EWEET
k. RECAENETARSERN S
B, AME K29 26 Ma B Angel 4836 044 1] 88
DLfERFARARMEEN GH ERE P H.

SN ERZEER S FARICMHE, MITEs B
AREREEEMICHMMELET: BABRERA
R, BNRACHMILE BN ERH P RROB
E MITEs; 8] DL 5 48 8] 5 46 F 7 47 32 1 09 8 W 5
EERMEN T EKSE MITEsHBEANE L, AR
3R12H DNA P8, /T RBA h FRAERA,
B3 40 AR A0 DR T R B R B4R R HER R —
MRBHNRAZERETXREETEL N MITEs A
P, 5 SINEs"™ % fl, KEM MITEs 3 A 15
AU TREERRNE S LR,

2 ¥ X W
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