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WE: X+EEH BHEFTEMEY =K FH2 N E A# K (Cal fn Ca2) 1y 21 AN & 3k 3
AT M E, A %2 E % F 2 44 (One-Way ANOVA) #n Student-Newman-Keuls % & b, %5 3%, &t
QAN ERRHJAON ALK, FRAAEYZLKFH2NHEAIALEFEZ 2 ERE
T1.43% ,F R EBEEY LA FHEALERZRHRKT.43%  BREHES5EY =4 F
HEREFUEZFEREL66.67T%~71.43% , + HEH SRR T HEARFURZRFERSE
57.14% , 3t 4 NEHAEKEAEKE(mDNA) A€ F A B | TX(COl)fmapmeXb
(Cytb) £ H I AT £, 7% GenBank bR XA 5 BHEEFHE %40 CO 1 Cytb F 7|, W & 4
T8 CO1 A Cyth EFZEHAMTE, & FF 44 A JQI37270 and JQI37271, 3 Fi & 4 By
COlMmCytb XERMELENANETFT CGAERKR.TLEANZG, HALAT L EZF T
GC, FlF CO1 An Cytb FF| 2Rl 42l & 4 4 MBI N MR EH, FHEN N ZR
HUMERET R EGSERTHRHEE A N 0.047 ~0.050F1 0. 045, F 6 5
Heyp=%EH 45 A K 0.129 ~0. 132 f1 0. 161 ~0. 166, B8 & & 5 @) = & & & 2 Al A
0.123 ~0.126 1 0. 162 ~0. 172, 52 % = % & & # W /b1 th 3 % 2 5] & 0.002 F1 0. 002 ~
0.004, R EHEER TR FLRXRRARE, CNERY L EFHNFLEXRARL, BY =4 F
AN REF MBI NNRE, HARXEKHA,COL Fn Cyt b LE T 2FIEN 3 FF 8T
% ¥ ) DNA £ B4,

KR : FEEH,; BEGTH, BY=4%FH,; TEERK; COL; Cytd

HESES: QT785; S 965 XERARERD A

M E & 8 B ( Cynoglossidae ) 138 2 47 3
J& 113 i [ R4 32 B, 32 20 PR P9
L EIVEE T BT RN B2 LA OIS 2 S, D BUE TR T
WKkt e IR B 3 A T R U R AR
P (5 =< R L A W G Sl R = 9 7
Horp 2 g & 65 ( Cynoglossus semilaevis) | 2 filfl F
i ( Cynoglossus roulei) 43 3| & & 1= 4t Jr #1# J5
FAMAIEME, B EHEL FZ2HEM AL
YA A B W 5T, B TF RS T A R B Y

%8 B H :2014-12-21 &8 B #:2015-02-05

B A, AH X TR S8R OR R W) = TR
( Cynoglossus abbreviatus) Fi Jit %% J57 A F BF 98 4%
AR AL T R AR B RS . 2 8 R
TETT 37 1 #E ) T ik & JE, H AT 28 & E
IKFRFER E AR Z — . HIZF A 2 857
B B AS B 47 R K g, — 2 [R5l & e Y
(0] AR 4kt B, G2 T e ON T BEE b ME PR
AR VARG, 2 AU 2k B T BORD 5 Z
BAE ARG W SE, C & U R R
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EE

=R i a0 T v 1= 1 D6 o E5 e = )
TR TR IR AT E AR R & A e R AL
Ti )T R b DX SR BRSBTS R, X T 3 T K
FRAE Ml Y & T B A R

TE 2 18 7 851 1) 35t 1% 75 R BIF 5 5 T8, O 4Ok F
AT 0 20 W W0 4% % 7 BOR BT AFLP 43
THRAC 1 0 Ko it 1 30 f 2 2 gt A 3 B
Vel 3 A T o W B K R Al S AP b ik
e T R M R R R K Rk
4 7 T A BF AL R F RS B TR ST
PGl ) 7 A ol 4 B X W) = 2R i A i B
oA FR T B 5% U R 48 € T L, A 24
FER BT EAT B AR R R D0 . 76 5
JoT % A P S 1) T, X B L T R
BEVRIO[R] T 2 9045 Sk 34T T 04, M
2 ki A& DNA ) 16S rRNA F1 Cyt b 3 A X}
{1 14 MG 85 0 B ( Cynoglossinae) a3 HE 17 1
Gy mE g AR R IR o 7 ok 2R (A
DNA %J 5 5 J& ( Cynoglossus) N AH iz # Bl Ff
J R AT 53 B AV 38 R WARGE o

1R R IK DNA (mtDNA) B AT B R 5t 15 |
e BE R o 1 45 R B L AN R AR A K
AR B2 A0 s L Horpan
Mo fo, % A fL BF [ W % ( cytochrome oxidase
subunit [, CO 1 ) F1 40 i 0 % b ¥ A
(cytochrome b, Cyt b) (i iff fk 38 238 v, 2 828
Fh B RGBT IR RARIE . N TR
AV SR BB A R, i AR OR AT R A A
AJFIE SR PR BE b B Tk T R G R K
(Cs) R85 (Cr) JKmiW) = 235 80 M4 |
SRHE AR (Cal F1 Ca2),3 R g1y @ T F H
( Pleuronectiformes) . H#i Bl . 5 83 8 . = 2 5 45
W& (Areliscus) ,TEIEZS E AARZ MMM, B
Wb HE AT X 43 A — 8 WAE, I HLAE 4y 28 B R
TS Y S F AR RELABE R
I 0 W) = 4 7 850 ol R PN T R 8 R 6
BHAZSF. M, A SR A RLE R 8RR
Y AT PRI A2 S BT, JR A A Lok ik Cco T R
Cyt b K& R 5 43 A7 7 3k % DL b & S R 17 T
o J50 56 5 A, — T3 T O 4 5 DL b b R
FHRATHE ) DNA Zfih, 55— J7 1 S Fb BT %6 I Y
NP R T G D= N/ T e
WA o

MRS Tk

1.1 ESHEEHNKEMNE

AL AR 45 T B T BT 7K A RS w2
Wiy 74 e, R Rk S 65 d 2 27 A R By
Brimta i F (2 1 o Cs BEiK) . RS T
T T W SR Y A T 1 000 R R HY TS I G
D 8 A3 2R b AT, AR Al AP T RRAE (8 £k
8 55 A O R PR AR IE S ¥ H) 2P X 3 A
FEAR, 3R 1t Cr . Cal (Ca2 BE{K, Xf 4 ~75 afF
PRE 21 A W] a5 AT B R 2E AT T AL R
AL EVORE G R R AR/ T R 3k
KRR/ CRR/IR MR LK/ 845Kk
KRR AR/ FK CARK/BERK,
LRI AR A v ) e % | v 0 £ % i S (P il £
S AR L W5 H5) bR A il (AR SR S b £k
FIET i 5L 2 TA) 6 5 %50 | b e i 2k ) i (1 B 5 A8
b A e 2 T 5 ) L b ) 2 ) g (A
5 B B F 0 £ AR ) £k 2 8] 85 R ) R £k A
] 8 (A S5 W A T ) £ R B BE S 2 R) 8% 5 ) |
GLE QL T3 SN P i
o 4 AHEA I 74 51 .14 F1 16 RBAMA
1.2 REERBFES T

T S AI A Excel TS 4 A T 4 4> 1A %5 5 M
ARZ IR b 2 47 3155, 9K I R T SPSS 2
' One-Way ANOVA i 17 75 2 41 #r, #I M
Student-Newman-Keuls 75 ¥ Xf 45 5 F 47 £ & [t
BLAE P =0.05 /KF B3 dr 28 Sk HO RS R
Fhk(a,b,c,d) bRic s, 18 [\ — PR b B A [H
KRERARZE (P >0.05) , FhA 6 LR % 57
W#F(P<0.05),
1.3 DNA HAMRE

SEER T HT 10 R 1 80k B 1l AR 4 B B
KA BR AW, 10 A E iy 5 10 Baw) =
L2 DR (S ) R A el TN,
FEAR G0 WA B LI AR50, S8 e 4RI O 27 0% . L
HAE SR s LA 2 T TE K S R A
1.4 DNA B ¥ B ENF

SR B 1) 858 45 5l UL PR 2 R R 2R 18/ 4R
Pk R HCHE A 20 DNA 42 Ui DNA % T B2 K
JG T =20 CLRAE. ¥ SI9R CO 1 F4.;5'-
CGAGCAGAACTAAGCCAACC -3',CO I R4:5'-
CAGCAGCTAAGACAGGTAAGGA-3',Cyt b L1
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73 PR, 45« DO AS T 85 R R A R BUPROIR SRRk CO 1 0 Cyt b BE IR L& 931

5'-TAGCCACTGCTTT CGTTG-3', Cyt b Hl:5'-
GTTATTGAGCGGTGTTTTG-3', 4}/ PCR J% i
SARFLCN 50 pL, HHp 5 uL 10 x PCR % ik
(TIANGEN, & Mg’ ") .1.25 pL dNTP(CWBIO,
2.5 mmol/L) . EF#f5I¥4 1.25 pL (4 Wk
YN 7@l 4,10 mmol/L) 0.5 uwL Taqg DNA R &
fiff (TIANGEN,5 U/pL) .2 uL Ktk DNA K 14
AL ZE 7K #b 78 % 50 wL, 7E PCR {Y ( AB, Alpha-
SE) b 47 PCR [ , R N FR TR 95 CHiAS 1 5
min,35 PMEFF (95 CAE 30 5,57 TCO 1 3Bk
30 5,72 THEH 1 min 5§ 54 CCyt b 3Bk 30 5,72
CHEff 10 min) ,4 CTHAE,
1.5 PCR =il F REED

PCR 7= T 1% Byt g 0 B J0¢ i vk 43 B85, TR Ak
L5 (EB) ¢ o, BE ¢ 1R & 48 ( BIO-RAD,
GelDoc 200) M54 UG ik glifb . glifb)s , % =
AR 7E ABI 3730 4 [ 3l 3 [ 43 B A% |
HEATIN 00 e e 51 0 i3 51 . DY 45 2R
A A Clustal X' #E 47 o A2 0E , 2 )5 F1
MEGA 3. 1" B o b X A% 1E J 1 0 5 45 5 o
R RN R S VN AR D S TS N N i

B, A Kimura XS om0 58 15 1 85, O
A48 3% (Neighbor-Joining ) #4 £ 3 4t ik 1L
B, 5 GenBank |-y 5f F ki fk CO 1 F1 Cyt b
PRIEAT 3, % BT A% 2 G s R A7 3 A2 R ICH 1000
W B R

2 g

2.1 MASEERE RSN EUSAE

P EE(Cs) R 2.1 ~59.9 cm, f& 2l 12
M (0, 6 00 B AS ) R B A 4 5
TG, B A o i A b 4 A A
3 M2, 3 2% 2 e W) s A B L G, 7E B 55 i
GH —EELK 3 KMLEE R, Cr Bk
£ 21.7 ~40.0 cm, 8 35 FF H K B BE, 7R 0 H 5L
MR NREE, BMEFEZKTVE. KRE, R
B ML S 52k & 8 AE L. Cal FEIRIA
K 8.7 ~28. lem, & DL b BEM A /N, K B4 (4, B
T Eh A A B N R R AR K R IR
Lo H = &4, Ca2 BERIAK 17.4 ~30.7cm, £
ERRAE Ay 55 3 0 I B 56 P 2R e BN %
G BEEAAIRR A IRE H =AML,

B1 HaESHES
Fig.1 Forms of the four tongue sole populations
1.2 W 8 C. semilaevis(Cs) ,2. BT C. roulei( Cr) 3. W) =2 FH 85 C. abbreviatus(Cal) ,4. W) =25 C. abbreviatus( Ca2)

2.2 M) ESHBEFERBERER

4 AT B AR R AR A T Cr BRI FA
iR, Cs IRZ, Cal fil Ca2 #/h, R 1 43
Pral DL 2 75 85 (Cs) Fl RS 85 (Cr) 7E 1K
K/ Sk K/IR R EE Sk K/ % 68 5K E 08 4
B R i LA MR B R B EMNER
(P<0.05), 85 (Cr) MY =2 & 8
(Cal I Ca2) 7EfR K/ A58 M/ KK K K/IR
(ERCSIE-S & 3 SN IES 4 31 AN ol N SR ]

% . 1 T £k R] 6 T 0 SRR B SR R B Ok
AR FRAREE2ZSR(P<0.05), 21 AT
PR RR o B I R R R ME R R R MR T i
Hh 2 5 i (Cs) R W) — 2k fi (Cal F1 Ca2)
TEH AL &R EES R A B ER (P <
0.05) . ZiGortrigih, Cal F1 Ca2 FEKAE 15 4
MHERETTREEES, TR EEZERERE
71.43% ,n[LIIA Sk Cal FI Ca2 Hy[a]—Fh#E, Cs
Fil Cal 15 MEARAEAE 35 1% 25 5, Cs FI Ca2
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932 KoEE 39 %

WEA 15 NMERFEREEZER, BE2E R
R 71.43% , 0] LLEE Cs ff 1A Cal (Ca2 f£7£
BMRWZESR,Cs I —RFEMFHE, Cs fl1 Cr g
12 MPEARAEAE B 2 PE 22 7, W B 1k 2 kR o
57.14% . Cr #l Cal £5 14 DMEARFF1E B 51k 2

5,Cr Ml Ca2 5 15 MRAFE R EMWE R, B %
PE22 SR S 66.67% ~T71.43% , ] LLUL B Cr B
&5 Cal fil Ca2 E2 A, J&E T 5 —MHE. N
A AT B AR T TR SR o RN AR
530 3 AN B AR B R

®1 +EEH . RRETH.EV-KTH2 MHETHERILES W

Tab.1 The comparative analysis of measurable characters of four tongue sole groups

95% B A5 B
ek o FEA PfE b2 confidence interval for mean 5 (i
character group n mean + SD T R minimum maximum
lower bound upper bound
Cs 74 19.199 +18.079° 15.010 23.387 2.10 59.90
&K /cm Cr 14 34.729 £6.103* 31.205 38.252 21.70 40.00
body length Cal 51 17.216 +6.031° 15.519 18.912 8.70 28.10
Ca2 16 25.313 +3.969" 23.197 27.428 17.40 30.70
Cs 74 186.933 +373. 623" 100.371 273.494 0.08 1399.80
VNS A Cr 11 354.636 +£151.894° 252.593 456.680 64.00 496.00
body weight Cal 31 54.261 +32.464° 42.353 66. 169 8.00 136.00
Ca2 16 101. 125 +50. 604° 74.160 128.089 30. 60 190. 20
Cs 64 3.895 +0.355° 3.806 3.983 3.21 5.45
1. =
(SN Cr 14 3.468 £0.170°¢ 3.369 3.566 3.15 3.81
body length/ )
body width Cal 50 4.156 £0.388 4.045 4.266 3.33 6.04
Ca2 16 4.071 £0.179* 3.975 4.166 3.68 4.35
Cs 64 4.559 £0.263°¢ 4.494 4.625 3.79 5.20
i3t Cr 14 4.501 £0.103¢ 4.442 4.561 4.35 4.64
body length/
Cal 51 5.189 +0.319° 5.099 5.279 4.47 5.85
head length
Ca2 16 5.453 £0.273* 5.308 5.599 4.76 5.88
Cs 64 14.039 +2.277° 13.471 14.608 10.00 18.50
3 sz
/iR Cr 14 13.972 +2.067° 12.778 15.165 11.75 18.40
head length/
. Cal 51 11.781 +1.854° 11.259 12.303 7.75 17.00
eye diameter
Ca2 16 11.935 +1.726° 11.016 12.855 10.00 16.50
Cs 64 17.2289 +3.601° 16.329 18.128 11.00 28.00
FeAR /BRI B2 Cr 14 13.589 +2.042° 12.411 14.769 10.00 17.00
head length/
. Cal 51 13.657 +3.081"° 12.790 14.524 8.00 25.00
eye spacing
Ca2 16 13.016 +1.903° 12.002 14.031 10.00 16.50
Cs 64 6.504 +0.913* 6.276 6.732 4.50 9.33
NREI=Y -y %
KR/ Cr 14 4.848 +0.658" 4.468 5.228 3.92 6.57
head length/
. Cal 50 4.124 £0.368¢ 4.019 4.229 3.33 5.00
dorsal fin length
Ca2 16 3.908 +0.409° 3.689 4.1264 3.36 4.71
Cs 59 6.804 +0.883" 6.574 7.034 4.50 9.50
N ; fi =
K/ I Cr 14 6.000 +1.175° 5.322 6.678 4.67 9.20
head length/
L Cal 49 4.683 £0.626° 4.503 4.863 2.47 6.71
pelvic fins length
Ca2 16 4.536 £0.482° 4.279 4.793 3.87 5.50
Cs 64 5.779 £0.623* 5.623 5.934 4.50 7.00
KRB Cr 14 4.461 +0.869" 3.959 4.963 3.64 7.08
head length/
. Cal 50 3.814 £0.378° 3.707 3.922 2.87 4.70
anal fin length
Ca2 16 3.651 £0.359¢ 3.460 3.843 3.13 4.25
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7H P K P, 45 < DO AS T 68 3 AR AR R BLMDIR K SOk ik CO 1 i Cyt b JEIR HL 40 # 933

gR1
95% B 15 B 95%
PR Fhe FEA 5 YIME + bRl 2% confidence interval for mean 5 /ME I R AE
character group n mean + SD TR R minimum maximum
lower bound upper bound
N i s Cs 61 4.135 £1.048" 3.867 4.404 2.75 7.29
KK/REIERK
K/RERAR Cr 5 5.136 +1.789*% 2.914 7.358 3.74 7.55
head length/
o Cal 30 3.338 £0.444° 3.172 3.504 2.50 4.30
tail fin length
Ca2 10 3.193 £0.322° 2.962 3.423 2.89 3.86
Cs 34 129.941 +8.279 127.053 132.829 97.00 141.00
| 8
R Cr 10 127.400 +6.501 122.749 132.051 116.00 137.00
middle lateral
. Cal 10 123.100 +7.460 117.763 128.437 110.00 132.00
line scales
Ca2 9 122. 111 +4.807 118.416 125.806 115.00 128.00
e 2% 855 i 52 Cs 34 41.706 +4.261° 40.219 43.193 30. 00 54.00
anterior branch of the Cr 9 42.222 +4.658" 38.642 45.803 34.00 48.00
middle lateral Cal 7 33.714 +3.7291° 30.266 37.163 28.00 39.00
line scales Ca2 9 30.556 +3.504° 27.862 33.249 25.00 35.00
%y Cs 34 9.177 £0.758" 8.912 9.441 8.00 11.00
- A0 28 M B
MRS B Cr 11 9.546 £0. 688" 9.084 10.007 9.00 11.00
scales above the
. Cal 10 6.300 +1.059° 5.542 7.058 5.00 8.00
upper lateral line
Ca2 9 6.222 +0.441° 5.883 6.561 6.00 7.00
e £ ) % Cs 34 24.118 +1.665° 23.537 24.699 20.00 27.00
scales between upper Cr 11 23.909 +1.446° 22.938 24.881 22.00 27.00
and middle Cal 10 18.300 +1.567° 17.179 19.421 17.00 21.00
lateral line Ca2 9 18.667 +1.118° 17.807 19.526 16.00 20. 00
o) 2 ] i Cs 34 29.706 +2.990° 28.663 30.749 23.00 36.00
scales between Cr 11 25.636 +1.362° 24.722 26.551 23.00 27.00
middle and Cal 9 18.333 +1.732¢ 17.002 19. 665 16.00 21.00
under lateral line Ca2 9 21.667 +1.658°¢ 20.392 22.941 18.00 24.00
o8 41 il Cs 34 10.677 +1.224* 10.249 11.104 9.00 14.00
T I| i
Lt Cr 11 10.364 +0. 674 9.911 10.817 9.00 11.00
scales below the
. Cal 10 6.300 +1.0594° 5.542 7.058 5.00 8.00
under lateral line
Ca2 9 6.667 +0.707" 6.123 7.210 5.00 7.00
Cs 34 117.500 +4.487° 115.934 119. 066 109.00 127.00
6 2%k Cr 9 118.778 +4.353% 115.432 122.123 110.00 125.00
number of dorsal fins Cal 10 121.900 +4.483% 118.693 125.107 116.00 129.00
Ca2 9 122.778 +4.711° 119.157 126.399 116.00 128.00
Cs 34 4.000 +0.000 4.000 4.000 4.00 4.00
I 8 2% %K Cr 11 4.000 +0.000 4.000 4.000 4.00 4.00
number of pelvic fins Cal 9 4.000 £0.000 4.000 4.000 4.00 4.00
Ca2 9 4.000 +0.000 4.000 4.000 4.00 4.00
Cs 34 89.059 £3.015° 88.007 90.111 81.00 97.00
FEE SR Cr 9 94.333 +3.808" 91.406 97.260 85.00 97.00
number of anal fins Cal 10 98.900 +3.348" 96.505 101.295 94.00 103.00
Ca2 9 98.222 +4.353" 94.877 101.568 90.00 103.00
Cs 31 9.548 +0.888™ 9.223 9.874 8.00 12.00
JE 8 4580 Cr 8 10.000 +1.069* 9.106 10. 894 9.00 12.00
number of caudal fins Cal 7 8.288 +0.951° 7. 406 9.165 7.00 10. 00
Ca2 7 8.857 +0.690" 8.219 9.495 8.00 10.00
Cs 10 57.400 +0.966" 56.709 58.091 56.00 59.00
HHEE Cr 6 58.167 +0.408" 57.738 58.595 58.00 59.00
number of spines Cal 6 57.667 +2.251° 55.305 60.029 54.00 60. 00
Ca2 10 59.500 +1.179° 58.657 60.343 58.00 61.00

o Cs. 5 FH ), Ca. RERH 8, Cal. J W) = FHEIBEMR 1, Ca2. S W) = 27 B4 2
Notes: C. semilaevis( Cs) ,C. roulei( Ca) ,C. abbreviatus( Cal ) ,C. abbreviatus( Ca2)
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B UL E SN RHAE FECE AR AR S b [ 8 2R R
LR R R AR AE AT E AR R Bk AR
TR 5 2 SR AR B B OR [E] . Cal
Ca2 Jy[a] —FEAR, FLHRRAE 5 5 W) = 4% 5 A0 0
Cr BEARRIE 5 B8 ST SR AE A AL
2.3 =MEHCO1FCyt ERREFINDH

BT 2 XF 514 53 591l %k 2 3 5 5 | 2 6
TR S W) = R 5 2 SR 19 46 ki /K DNA
Wy Cco T HFF Cyt b B Fr Beitb 47 17 474,
I3 1Y T 2 480 bp 1550 bp 9 1 Br, Hoi
VKA R (BB, 18 2) 53U R Be K — 20, K 7
G\ s 51 ) S o3 e 9N 8 S 43 A B 443 bp
#1508 bp MK Fv B ¥ 454 7 51 Blast 43 #7
FeAS G A3 ki 8 Cco T 3L A Cyt b JEH
h B 5 GenBank [ 2} W i 8 (B 3 5.
GQ380409. 1) iy HE K R B [/ 8 1k 43 51 2 99 % Fil

100% . FaWy =42 CO 1 B Cyt b KK
Y GenBank | JH W) = & % 8 (B % 5.
GQ380410. 1) A 3¢ KL W | Br — 2, (B 25 R [6] i
B =& 58 Co 1 %5 GenBank |- %8
P& 5 ( Cynoglossus purpureomaculatus % % 5 .
DQ116749. 1) [Al it Wk F 1 100% , Ji W) =2k
W Cyt b Ak [ 5 GenBank | 48 % fi
( Cynoglossus sinicus & 55 : GQ267815. 1) fH &
BERAA 1AL A TR 22 5o o TGS 85 Y
CO 1 M Cyt b W 5 B2 5 L £ 5
GenBank, Z& 3 5 4 % & JQ937270 and
JQ937271 , 7 GenBank [ % A # 2| 5 It 7] & 1)
HEHFI . FIH Co T BW R By 1y, 159 3 2
T | BRSO R A W) = 2k e A B TR R
g3 3 L2 A, R Cyt b BEH v By g,
P43 3 T 5 ) A RLBCR 3 0 1.2 F1S A

E2 =Z#E&HCOIER(LE)MCyth BERY EERBIXKE(FE)
55 Cr. B85 8, Ca. W) =4H 8 ; M. DL2000 mark

Cs. 2k

o
B

Fig.2 The amplification map of mtDNA CO I gene fragments( left) and Cyt b gene

fragment ( right) of the three tongue sole populations

Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei; Ca. C. abbreviatus; M. DL2000 mark

ZHESR CO1 ARB K KA 2 A
MEGA 3.1 #fFx} 3 Fiig i) Co T M R B
AT.G.CFHEHFE(E2)HITHIT,3 FI G
COT KB G HFREEAM, T &R,
AT FH%EE T GC Fit,

2 ZSHEHCOIERLBAT.G.CEHEE

Tab.2 The average A,T,G,C contents of the
three tongue sole populations

A C G T AT GC

Cs  0.245 0.269 0.159 0.327 0.572 0.428
Cr  0.251 0.264 0.156 0.330 0.581 0.419
Cal  0.253 0.253 0.156 0.338 0.591 0.409
Ca2  0.253 0.253 0.156 0.339 0.592 0.409

TE:Cs. 20 H s Cr. BAHTH 5 ; Cal . B W) =L H i, Ca2. Ky =

2T

Notes:Cs. C. semilaevis;Cr. C. roulei;Ca. C. abbreviatus

3FEE CO T FH A 62 A8 F v i, 24
dE R B 14.0% , Horp A — AN 24045 B AL
TE T 63 MZH R AU, A #e 4 (transition )
56 /™, Hji 46 ( transversion )7 4>, ¥ e B 4t Ts/Tv
Ty 8 A BRAL A A S Bk B . TR R 5
WA B ) 22 B4 o B T A e 2 s
2 b B B e 8, SV = AR R AR N A 347 L
A —hhHE T-C B ffe 2335 8 10 DA A4
TF) 3 APAERI(Cs T ,Cs [T A1 Cs ), B #4351
957104710 1 1710, 68 857 10 AR
1A FAEAL(Cr) |, JW) = 2055 B3 2 D RF IR 3L 4G
ME] 2 ASHAERI(Ca l M Call ), 2 A EEARIE R
iR Ca 1, LR35 N 4/5 A 5/5, A% Call
HHEAE Ca | BEIA b3 1/5(K 3) .
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7H P K P, 45 < DO AS T 68 3 AR AR R BLMDIR K SOk ik CO 1 i Cyt b JEIR HL 40 # 935

T T 850 R ) = T B ) el T 3 A A
K, 090.129 ~0. 132, > i 71 5 A1 0 65 &85 9 Fh
(] 3¢ 1% 1 7 fie /1, 0. 047 ~ 0. 050, JR 68 7% 5 A

1111111 1111111122
134445557 7991223455 7776899902
2751473691 4586587056 4790214764
#Cs1  TTTTCCTACG TCGCCCCTTT TTACGCARGT

#Cs Il

#CsII . ... Coaee eememmeeen mmmemaann

#Cr we.Ce...T. .TA.T...A. .C..A.

#Cal CAC.TT.GIA C.ATTTTC.C C.GT.T...
#Call CAC.TT.GTA C.ATTTTC.C C.GT.T...

JeL W) = 2 7T 5 1) b ) 8 % B O 0123 ~ 0. 126,
4 U 7 B85 Rl A g A B S D 0002 ~ 0. 005, g 1) —
LT B Bl A AR I O 0002,

2222222233 3333333333 3333333344 44
3445669900 0112223345 5666789911 23
6251033626 8170395870 3358100203 51

3 ZHELE mDNA COl EERFIHTRMAA

Cs. 2 5 ) Cr. BANH ), Ca. W) =475

Fig.3 Variable sites of mitochondrial CO I gene segments in

C. semilaevis ,C. roulei and C. abbreviatus

Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei; Ca. C. abbreviatus

£3 =ZFEH mtDNA CO 1 EEEEEE
(AT ) Mg/ BB (NAELkE)
Tab.3 Genetic distance ( below the diagonal) and
substitution ( above the diagonal) among 3
Cynoglossus species for mtDNA COI

Cs | Csll CsIl Cr Cal Call

Cs1 1/0 1/0 19/1 45/6 44/6
Csll 0.002 2/0 20/1 46/6 45/6
CslI 0.002  0.005 20/1 46/6 45/6

Cr 0.047 0.050 0.050 43/7 42/7
Cal 0.129 0.132  0.132 0.126 1/0

Call 0.126 0.129 0.129 0.123  0.002

1 : Cs. 2 T 5 ; Cr. JRERE 5 ; Ca. JH W) =255 6
Notes:Cs. C. semilaevis;Cr. C. roulei;Ca. C. abbreviatus

A& Cytb AR K EFF 5A FIH
MEGA 3. 1 8 F5r#r 3 Ff il By Cyt b 2L [H J B
A T.G.CHE(ERL) AFRENERENR
Bl G aimfk, T & &K, AT Fi40 GC
A LS A,

£4 ZHEBW O EERABAT.G.CER
Tab.4 A,T,G,C contents of three kinds of

tongue sole Cyt b gene fragments

T C A G AT GC

Cs 0.310 0.286 0.292 0.112 0.602 0.398
Cr 0.316 0.278 0.292 0.114 0.608 0.392
Cal 0.341 0.253 0.266 0.140 0.607 0.393
Ca2 0.342 0.252  0.267 0.140 0.609 0.391

T Cs. 20 5 5 Cr. SR G 55 Ca. S W) =2k 7 )

Notes:Cs. C. semilaevis;Cr. C. roulei;Ca. C. abbreviatus

3 B Cyt b P3N ILF 86 PAEF A 5, 4y
fR R B 19.6% ,Hrh & 405 B AL 2 4,
T 88 MK R R e , H b §E 4 (transition ) 75
A, Hi ¥ (transversion ) 13 A, 55 #1545 kb Ts/Tv
H5.8, HFH s ENIHEA(T) S
B2 R G (A) IR G o 2 g 3 fi R0 B 6 6 b
N AR AR S AN S W) = 2R o A0 6 B OK, 2
T 050 A 10 TR (1 2 S5, ML 05 41 B 1 30
PR R BLG W) = 4 B 2 SRR SL B
1AL 5 B 6 A Bl O RN 1 A A 5B S B 4 AL 3
MR R LB BEE &N 10 1
RIS 1 AR (Cs) , BREE 81 10 AR
K2 2 ASPafE R (Cr 1 A1 Crll ) ,2 Fh £ 7
B EE 2845 5k 8/10 i1 2/10 , 40 Wy = £& & #5114 2
AFER LRI E) 5 A5 RI(Cal ,Call ,Calll,
CalVAI CaV) ,2 MREARSLZ oS AR Ca ] | L3
SR 3/5 MI2/5, AR Call 78 Cal Wiy HE R
Sy 2/5, AR Calll .CalVFl CaV 7E Ca2 Hiydy
K15 4),

L 08 R e W) — 2R i Y el [ 35t A% B
HR, R 0,162 ~0. 172, 2 5 5 F 8 65 85 1)
il [ 38t 1% BB B Fe /N, 4 0,045, 2 3 % 5 R0 B2 W)
R Y R R 5 AL FE B O 0,161 ~ 0. 166, 5
Wy = 2% S i Rp P st 1% BE B A 00002 ~ 0. 004
(F£5),
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11111 111111113131 1111122222 2222222222 3333333333
112345556 6778911333 4444556777 8889902224 4556777899 0122334557
9784981573 6281348058 1247393148 0692812380 9588369212 1018695142
#Cs AC-TTACTTC GTCATCACGA TACCCACATC CAACCCCACC CCTCATCAAC CTCCCACCTA
#Cr 1 SN c S oS - STTeeieee ceennnns G.. ..CTG.T... ..TT.G.TA.
#Crl -.-..G..C. A......... B o G.. ..CIG.T... ..TT.G.TA.
#Cal .T-CCCTA.T ACTGCIGTAG CG.TGG.GCT AGTTTTTGIT TA...CTTTA TC.TT.T.GC
#Call -T-CCCTA.T ACTGCIGTAG CG.TGG.GCT AGTTTTTGIT TA...CTTTA TC.TT.T.GC
#Calll. . TTCCCTA.T ACTGCTGTAG CG.TGG.G.T AGTTTTTGIT TA...CTTTA TC.TT.T.GC
#CalV. T-CCCTA.T ACTGCTGTAG CG.TGG.GCT AGTTTTTGIT TA...CTTTA TC.TT.T.GC
#CaV T-CCCTA.T ACTGCTGTAG CG.TGGTGCT AGTTTTTGIT TA...CTTTA TC.TT.T.GC
3334444444 4444444444 444444
8990011223 4555566788 889999
1362314362 7036968445 670568
#Cs CAGTCATTCC AACTCTCTAC AAATCG
#Cr 1 ..AC..C... ..T....T ...C.A
#Cr I ..AC..C... ....T....T ...C.A
#Cal TGA.TG.CIT GGTIC.CICGT GGGCTA
#Call TGA.TG.CTT GGIC.CICGT GGGCTA
#Call TGA.TG.CTIT GGIC.CTCGT GGGCTA
#CalV  TGA.TG.CTT GGIC.CTCGT GGGCTA
#CaV  TGA.TG.CTT GGIC.CICGT GGGCTA
B4 =#EE mtDNA Cyt b EFE R EFBSF 5
Cs. 27 i ; Cr. BEHF 6, Ca o) =L F
Fig.4 Variable sites of mitochondrial Cyt b gene segments in C. semilaevis,C. roulei,and C. abbreviatus
Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei; Ca. C. abbreviatus
£5 ZFES mDNA Cyt b BEEAEES (WAL T) MEEH/ Mk (MagE)
Tab.5 Genetic distance( below the diagonal) and substitution ( above the diagonal)
among 3 Cynoglossus species for mtDNA Cyt b
Cs Crl Crll Cal Call Call CalV CaV
Cs 21/1 21/1 61/11 61/11 60/11 60/11 62/11
Crl 0.045 0/0 64/10 64/10 63/10 63/10 65/10
Crll 0.045 0.000 64/10 64/10 63/10 63/10 65/10
Cal 0.164 0.169 0.169 0/0 1/0 1/0 1/0
Call 0.164 0.169 0.169 0.000 1/0 1/0 1/0
Calll 0.161 0.167 0.167 0.002 0.002 2/0 2/0
CalV 0.161 0.167 0.167 0.002 0.002 0.004 2/0
CaV 0.166 0.162 0.172 0.002 0.002 0.004 0.004

V£ Co. b 5 4 Cr. JA0T 8 Ca. S0 =28 7 )
Notes: Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei;Ca. C. abbreviatus
2.4
B

LL S ( Caralichthys olivaceus) 5B (Po) ,
HENL 3 B ER I NI RGO (&S5, 6), |
NJ B 7, 10 AT SaE A B B 732 3 K5, IE 3
ANHER 23 50 5 R0 R R B e ROy — 3 R
5 W) =& H 8RR — 3, T AR DNA CO
DR Jr Bl Cyt b SRR R Bkl gt i 2 A~ NT R0
T S A — B, B AR B ITE 99% LA |

g

2 T 8 B A A IR T BT A T AT

=M EEE CO 1 Cyt b EE R G LK

3

KR 4 ~27 C il A KR 20 ~25 T, %
FHOKIRL 22 ~ 23 °C, S B Ty R £ 28, 76 35 ) 1
SR A AR B I ] — e T—9 H o ARSI R4
T4 1~ 37T RN R KK 2.1 ~59.9
cm KN 0.08 ~1399.8 g, HMHE#I4 1 T
R AR B AL RE R L T, AR A
MR 5L 7 4 1A AT 10 X Sy ] R T T RO R A
PRz — KK 23.8 em M BRI E T

A S8 MORR A A IR XOR A Y 14 FE 2R )

AEIE R 2 ~ 3T IR KA 21,7 ~40.0 em, (R
i564.0 ~496.0 g, 4% /KiEL7E 8.89 ~29.0 T, H
R A DL O A A ST IR G o S ) = 2 )
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BS5 BEFLHuMEDNACOTIERRE
HER NI R
Cs. P T ;5 Cr. JRANT 855 Cal \Ca2 735y JH W) = 2% 7 65
REMR LR 25 Po. of fiF
Fig.5 NJ trees based on CO 1 sequences of
the three Cynoglossus species
Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei; Ca. C. abbreviatus; Po.

P. olivaceus

6 ETL&H{kDNACytb EF R
HMEK NI RGEH LR
Cs. P T 5 Cr. JRANT 85 Cal \Ca2 735 hy J W) — 2% 7F 65}
BER 1 025 Po. &7
Fig.6 NJ trees based on Cyt b sequences of

the three Cynoglossus species
Cs. C. semilaevis; Cr. C. roulei; Ca. C. abbreviatus; Po.

P. olivaceus

Sy B ] I T AT 1V A R A £ 2 R K AT 3k 38 em,
T H AR IREE o LU/ R B 25 O 1, 2S00 A TE 2R 8
BB, D BT IR BRIL M, /R K 26. 4 cm
WG AT I IV AR SR T 67 ALY
SRR, R 2 ~ 2T R KK N 8.7 ~
30.7 em, fAJBiHE Ky 8.0 ~190.0 g - {35 i F1 R
Sl B A A DR R R IS T R V) = 2 i A R A X
BN 3 Ml g e RS 0 A B RO TR 2R T
Ty S A A Uy VB, R S SR A e T S, T A
W) = 2 7 iy AL 5 B R 5 v SRS A O A B )
A i 25 5 AN AS [R) K 880 BE B9 38 N M, T R B
B IR T A A R R 6 R GE BT
T B AL =0 A 35 4% BT U

3 T R T A R A B 6 3R 52 B NATRY
TR, A 1993 45 TF b R 47 B A= % 0 91 Ak A i b 35
BWFFE ", E 2002 4E A LT KB RIE E L H
T 7 7 685 0 28 O R i R i K ) AR SR A 1Y
FEAMARZ — (HEE W 8 0E T AETR E Ay
FEHL YK IRt 27 C AR . B Ak
Xof T R ) AT S OR DL ARG, HOAS X A W) = 2
T R & B AT TR A
5 T AR 85 ( Cynoglossus robustus) 5 W) = 2%
BB 42K A T AR TR AR R R AT T R
ARSI A HT 21 A 7] S FA] ECE AR X 3 b A 4
ANTERHEAT T HC o A, W) = 45 B T A A
21 Aal R P e B P22 R RIS 71.43%
P TSR LT WA REEERD
PERIE 71.43% , 22685 5 5 50 W) = 2 & 85 2 [\
BAT B FE 22 R AR IE 66.67% ~T71.43% , 2
T e S R 6 A B B M2 AR GA
57.14% o Sr#rai R Bos 2 i 7 5 5 R 6T 850K
GRABI,ENSEY) L TN ELELRK
. A CO 1 Fn Cyt b B A 43 3 46 I 4 A~ 5
FE A 1R BE 2, & B 9 3 9 15 R BT 8t 4 I
BRI, 5 RV = 25 R 1 5t % R B R, W) =
2 A N 35 L R BT AL 0.002 ~0.004, NJ &
GEE LR E M R T 4 AT SR A 2 (8] Y Ak
KR TS R AR B 22 5 i W) =4 i
BR— B BAE W45 FABUE R, W) =4
A N I T — 0 A, (H R K B RE AR R 2 1
FEEE VL] 2 DR — AR 534, WBAT B 3%
PE2E 5 0 AT S PEAR AT AR s MR/ 58 Sk K/ TR
] Sk A/ 2% 08 A5 B 8 25850 b D2k (] dfg T
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VI DX 42 i 3 5 R0 R BT 5 1) E AR A
KARGE /A SR R/IRTE SRR/& BRI
S RRUUES 3012 il N 112 7 ol A N1 |
figh ¥ O A B B B 5B O R BT DI S X A3
SRR SRR AT W) — 2 E B AR, 21 AT
PR R R g 2 i A ME B AR R AR T i
b, FAth AT R A AT AR Ry X 532 38 T 65 A )
=R R FEER
SRR AN {0 R E AL EE | WAL (Co 1)
A A A2 b(Cyt b) B K 75 Hefili ) DNA 2%
T it I Fc A i A HER S E MR R Z —, B
A EC4H 5000 Ffif28 H O DNA &P
%7 I DNA ZJE A5 % B bR F 172 F il ik
AL B R 0 2R EAT T A Rh 4 €, K B DNA 4%
T 5 T 45 % 9 1 — Bt ik 8 90% ~ 99% .
A CO T Fe 5l xf 67 Fraxtt i 47T 1 70 K 0
B2 R BASBIFN R CO 1 R 51 B AT % i 9 AH A0
PEo S8, AT LA CO T JEH Al Cyt b 3 A {5
L HEAT W R RE P BB W G AL DRI RS
A5 F H mDNA ) CO 1 #l Cyt b F At
eV i | SR e ) T B 2 AR 1 st
FERFAE VEAT 20 M1, 355 GenBank it 2 ) F 17 51|
HEAT XS L, B 0 S R G 6 W RE AP 51 22 Blast
J& 5 C e T 5 JE A O 8 (6] 5P 24 7R 80% LA
BAER KB REE E R 2% CO 1 F1 Cyt b ¥
F, B R 85 CO 1 F1 Cyt b HEP 2 KB
B o DA A2 T A vl R B W) = 2R T B E %
0 AFAE 22 5, K B 1 0 R RN A R A R 4
B2 ASFEARHEAT 0 AR IR TE 25 %% Je CO T il Cyt
b PRIy 45 2%, R AR 431 2 D REAR Y 21
AAEER TG 15 D PEAR A LB 8RS
(P>0.05),[Fm %32 MR CO T Fl Cyt b
FE IR 91 56 A A R], PRt AT Dl W e ) = 2 5
RN N I3 AR TR B A0 A 2 D RER AR . Y
SR A PR B Y s R AT RE S A A
AR, BCG IR A O o K A TG P SE HY
RV =4 837 5045 NCBI I Blast J5 &8, 52
R LWy = £ R R 5 BE TR 85 ( Cynoglossus
purpureomaculatus) 8 5 1 %) [&] J5 14 ¥ 75 99% DA
b U B W = 2 i 5 B T A A [R] RD 44
BLGE X — s e AR RO RS BF 5T P AR
FIMRIEEE A . S o, W) =2 E B Cyt b B[
% %] 5 GenBank | wt #& & #5 ( Cynoglossus

sinicus) (B F 5. GQ267815. 1) fH LI KA A 1
LS AFTEZE S, 3X 2 Bl 0 & F = 4R 81
J& F 83 J& ( Cynoglossus) , e FAFAEN] B
22 5% fBAE Cyt b JE [R5 43 #7 b 2 5 A2 AE TR
P S A G Rt — 2 HE . AR v B A 2 1
Wity CO 1 f1 Cyt b JE[H ¥ 55 GenBank . HIJ¥
HIFA IR (8525 :GQ380409. 1)

3FEEI CO T Fl Cyt b S JE (G, T,
AT Ml GO) R S5 Ba'” B n g m™
A1 R K PR U 2 B v 20 Y
DR 4 AHRL, W AT & it F GC it & fa
2% mtDNA CO 1 1 Cyt b 3t [ rft 47 75 11 3% 55 34
G FE3 A EHEEEERS CO T M Cyt b FEH H
TR AR 5, N3 AFBELL AL &, CO T JE
AHXT G- SF 1 Cyt b 56 PR 3 b 2 B 55 Bk, 33 B
CO 1 FH: A ] {8y +F 5 7] %5 7€ () DNA 50815,
Cyt b BRI B35 & T HEAT AN 728 S5 i kil o A 52
By ) =2 6 Cyt b KL AP 2 B SRS
FRAE 1 722 S5 AR X I, fH Cyt b ] (1% i P 28 57
B H S B SRR 25 A R — B,

AL AL G S RAE K ST Co 1
Ml Cyt b JLH ) DNA ZKJE RS % BEAR &5 Al ok,
XFUSCAR B 4 A~ fi5 B R0 ORE AR SE AT R T2 A A
TRV =25 B N 4 Ak ) BE ) [R]IE AUTE 25 R0
1AL 1 E B W = 4 R P AR A R 3k E B
SAACIRREE . SEE B UERA , CO T Al Cyt b 3L 5
S0l LIAE A A b 3 B 5 0 2SR T %8 5 1) DNA
FICH o T A FRAE A5 1L R AR [ I s 1 2 3
g 0 R B B 35t 2 BE S ARG, I S W) =
st AR R B e . X — 45 RO 3 A A sC
FH3% P FhER AL T 35 Wb Y 5t % o
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Comparative analysis of phenotypic characteristics and mtDNA
(CO'1 and Cyt b)for four tongue sole populations

TIAN Yongsheng'*, QI Wenshan'?, TIAN Jingyun’, LIAO Xiaolin', CHEN Songlin'*

(1. Key Laboratory of Sustainable Development of Marine Fisheries,Ministry of Agriculture ,
Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute ,Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences,Qingdao 266071, China;
2. College of Fisheries and Life Science ,Shanghat Ocean University ,Shanghai 201306, China;

3. National Oceanographic Center,Qingdao 266071 ,China)

Abstract; The Cynoglossidae fish is an important resource of germplasm in marine fish. In this study,21
measurable characters of four groups of Cynoglossus fish including one cultured population of Half-smooth
tongue sole Cynoglossus semilaevis ( Giinther, 1873 ) ( Group Cs) , one wild population of Roule’ s tongue-
sole Cynoglossus roulei ( Wu, 1932) ( Group Cr) and two wild populations of Three-lined tongue sole
Cynoglossus abbreviatus( Gray ,1832) ( Group Cas, which was divided into Group Cal and Group Ca2) were
compared using One-way ANOVA and Student-Newman-Keuls multiple comparison method. The results
showed that there is no significant difference between Group Cal and Group Ca2,while significant difference
existed between any other two groups. Furthermore, the gene fragments of cytochrome oxidation enzyme I
subunits ( CO [ ) and the cytochrome b( Cyt b)in mitochondria( mtDNA ) were cloned and analyzed from the
four tongue sole groups respectively. The intraspecific and interspecific genetic distances of the four tongue
sole groups were further analyzed based on the CO | and Cyt b genes. Both morphological and phylogenetic
analysis proved that Half-smooth tongue sole and Roule’ s tongue sole had a closer relationship , while it was
far from Three-lined tongue sole. N-J phylogenetic evolutionary analysis indicated that CO | and Cyt b
genes can be used as DNA barcoding in germplasm identification of these three tongue sole species. This
study provided a clear genetic background for cross breeding, selective breeding and system development
research for the three species of tongue sole fish.
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