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D, 028 J2 AF 5T Ak 5 306 S50 0 A 32 £ A
) REFHEL, Je % B 3E i (Oreochromis niloticus)
R A R RS —, 19784 LR, TR
W Z U i A F R E AR R R (R) e B AR
RN, XSG ERHAREE 2200 T KR LR
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1.1 SCIG#t Rt

ARG R I e B W R+ E R Bl
JE PIFEREAR (AT BRI SRR . 5l RS
B (LT T PR30 7 R4 ) 198 R T R R A 15 0
RIUFR. Hi, GDREFAAIE20024F ) 74 [H K RS
RGN R = A RAY ARG
HE; 20024F )V [E KB E A 1 R 5L 5 B R
AEGYRERFIUSARE(R, H AP EGYREAJE 19994F
TR 7K B 5 O IR B Al A B K = F
RPLERESN S EFTES, USARFIEZ
19924 3R 7K el AIF 5 0o M T [ B AR 2= 5 | 4 I
BEHES; GLDEHA A20084F 6 HRZ X P E
R A S [ G 8 K2 513F . INM, BL. LY#f
R F20094F K HilGF M . L INM. BLEF{AY
DI & (“GIFT”) fh R JE & & 9k a2 I i 4 75 1
K, LYBEARLI19934E N GBI M & M R e
W AR o B AL TR . WY BFIAR T 20134 3%
HE RS A R R, RiZ%3520084E A5
FHRE W AP W5 H e S WA G AR S
AR AR . XIFRFR Ry LR K 2% T20134F
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MHERFEARZOR, Bl REARMWEESR, T
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F1 RETEETERE. YIFHEMETHERRIMRERFRL

Tab.1 Sampling information and origination of native population, domesticated population,

selective breeding population of O. niloticus

s e Rtk 44 R KA FEAHU R

code property population name collection location sample size
GD LB AL IV RN IR T E R R AR R 30
EGY 1 e A 30
USA 2 [F B 30
GLD EELRLY TS 30
wy (R B AR TN I AR E K G 2 e R F ) 30
JNM HH R A TR T R KR AT PR A R 30
BL FHRHK 30
LY B 30
XJF P E I E RE R F U A 25 0 RSBl ST R B0 30
EW LR B B AR AR B JOKP=SRIE 0 (5 TS 30
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1.2 E[FEDNARZE

F [ 4 DNA$Z HUCR FH B0 R <l — & 05
S R RN
1.3 MIEESIYHHEMZESESIPHIPCR
i

A S 56 i A FH A9 3 T B A 51 R B NCBI
(National Center for Biotechnology Information,
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) 8 #E %2, F|FSSR
Hunter ¥ {F MNCBIE 5 7 rh 8 2% Je 2 % 3 1 5L
A b S A A BROR DU A R A% O A1 Y T
BALEL, SR A5 B it 84 Primer 5,011
g1y, atslyaxt, ALY BT A
Y TREA PR A5 o

XF24X%5 51 #EATPCRY MY, PCRI™HI4:8.0%
FRASPE SR DU T M BE IR LK, AR G A I Y AR
I L UK 25 2R b 22 A PR R AT TSR R A5 I 3
JER e 51, O e L b 22 25 i LY 4 G b
e 15 I i S S B i 5 10

2 T e 15 B 1 2% = B 2 A AW
(#%2), Hd, 11354 (OM0013, OMO040 .
OMO043, OMO049, OMO050, OMO092 .
OMO100, OMO114, OMO129, OMO2327
OMO361)4 312k A & 4E fa iy 104 BFERY, 534k
— %} 514 (UNH993)3 [ Carleton®22 L fir 45 fif
1 3 I ZLDNA B4R, XFaxX 12X s LA 51 4
HEATPCRY 1Y, PCRY™ I M AKF 10 pL, £
5. IEM3140.5 uL(5 pmol/L), SZIA5]1470.5 pL
(5 umol/L), 2xPCR Reagent 5 uL, DNAFA1 pL,
Jow K3 uL, PCRI MW AEF: 94 °CHIAZ 4S5 min,
ISMEIR, BMEIR LG4 °CAEME 30, 1B K45 s
(#2), 72°CIEMfi1 min; )5 —IRIGHEE ]G 1E
72 °CHZEf# 10 min,

1.4 FEMERKTH

K QIAxcela H 8 BUNE R 0¥ R4
(QIAGENZ )X T 5 BE AR I PCR™= 9 i 17 B 41
BHIKHr, 0 S0 S IR A U

®2 AREARTESFIEaMIEM R4 E

Tab.2 Characteristics of the 12 microsatellite markers for O. niloticus

(A=Y PRVl FIFFHI(5~3") Bk /PC E N S PN A lRE
locus repeat motif primer sequence(5'~3") annealing temperature _allele size range GenBank accession no.

OMOO013 (TTTC) 14 F: TCCCTGCGTATTATCTTT 48 106~162 JX204845.1
R: ATCCCTGGGCTAACTTCA

OMO040 (CAT) i3 F: GATGAACACTAAACTGTCCCTG 50 298~346 JX204855.1
R: TGTGCTGCTTCTCGCTCT

OMO043 (TTTG)s...(AC)s F: CATTCGGTTTATTGGTTATTGC 50 298~340 JX204857.1
R: TCATGCCTTCACCCTCCC

OMO049 (AGGA), F: TACTGCTGCCGTCCTTTA 50 361~421 JX204860.1
R: AACTGCCTGTGAGTGTCT

OMO050 (TGA);3 F: TTAAGTGCCCAGTTTGTT 49 108~141 JX204861.1
R: CATTCCCTCTGATTACGA

OMO0092 (TTC)TTT(TC)s F: TATTGAGGCTTAGTTGGG 50.4 135~174 JX204890.1
R: GAAATGTAAGTGGCAGAT

OMO100 (TAT)g F: GGCACTGCTAAGCCCTAC 52.8 206~248 1X204895.1
R: ACATAAACAGCCGACGAG

OMO114 (GTT)y, F: CAGTGGAAGACGCCRAGT 51.7 238~280 1X204905.1
R: TGRGACCAGCTCAGAGGC

OMO129 (CCAT), F: GATCACTACTTTGTAGCTGGAT 51.7 185~305 1X204914.1
R: GAGCGAATGGTTGTCTGT

OMO0232 (AGAA), F: TTACATTCCCTGTCTTTAC 49 200~256 JX204976.1
R: GTTTGTTCTGGTGCTTAT

OMO361 (TTC)eTG(CTT), F: GTATGACAGCGAGCCAGAA 50 305~380 JX205069.1
R: AGCCCATCACTAAAGAAAGC

UNH993  (CA);»(CACG)s F: TAAATGAAGGCAGGAGTA 48 207~315 G68272.1

R: GGTGCGTAAGACGGTGGT
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Fi o FIH2FDNAZ ¥ = 4nifE, 43515 pBR322
DNA/MsplFlAlignment Marker(15F1500 bp), X
PCR™“ W47 73 T HAG 5

15 HiEgIt

"o, HITA IR DRI R M T A
A7 5 B 3 DR R i (S5 v 5 X | BD)# CREATE
BAE RT3 50 59 4% 2 B A Microsoft Excel 344
H, i CREATERR AR 1 SO 3 531 3 46 Sy A wiE
FE A FH B4 45 Bl R T R 5 A% XSk

Jif FHMICROCHECKER Version 2.2.3% {4
A T A B AR B A A7 a5 3 PR A RV DR R,
i M0 JC A% S A B R RN S SRR R B B & R Y
%R . K FHFSTAT Version 2.9. 3% {4:>%} fi 43 {37
L EAT 3% BN F- 1 (linkage disequilibrium, LD)K:
B, BRI A .

] FHPOPGENE(VERSION 1.3 1)# 443,23}
BN )7 45 Y 25 67 3 PR B (number of alleles, 4) .
A A7 L K B (effective number of alleles,
AR WL A=A B (observed heterozygosity, Hg) Al
IR 2% & J¥ (expected heterozygosity, Hg)™; K H
LSD-245 50 Fb 5B A4 8] 358 1% 2 FF 1 S50 (A 1 H),
Bonferronif% 1EP{EP”, K50 K #EE N a=0.05, 7E
SPSS 19.0%k | 5¢ Wiz 5 o A 55 o & R4
(private alleles, P,)7E3 14 GenAlEx6.28 i34 15
F . FHCervus 3.0 IR AN ZE
& B % i (polymorphism information content,
PIC)P?, % FI GENEPOP version4. 0%k {42 & %%
Bl SRR IE S REU(F )™, JFE T
Koo, DA% Z:Bonferroniik 4% IF PIH ™!

K H B IR B 4% J7 1 (Markov chain method)
A1t S 10 4G 56 (exact test) PIEL P RE B0 45007 1 . &4
2B A5 A Wl — IR A A% O #F (Hardy-Weinberg
equilibrium, HWE), Z %% & : dememorization=10
000; batches=5000; iterations per batch=5000, 4 51z
B YE GENEPOP version4. 04k 4P [ 52 i, DA% SR
Bonferronif% IF 7 (sequential Bonferroni correction)™”
K IE 5 B PIE T 2 8 e A i A 5

I 2R V7 (bottle neck effect) 245 24 FHEAA A4~
WHE A BRI, &SNS RN E
RN 2 A B ) 2o i sl ik

R 4l 67 A 1 A6 S R %, 2P AR ] 1
DR, oAl e NN B N | B = N i
W& AR SN o B — Mk AT

WUAH 28 75 45 B (two-phase model of mutation, TPM)
3% A 5 75 #5 Hl (stepwise mutation model, SMM)F
& B o F K 56 (heterozygosity excess test), Rl
Wilcoxon ¥ 5 Fk YK 56 (Wilcoxon sign-rank test)!';
Ko 280 TPMJT 22 M10%, SMMJT 5 TPMIT L
B145%, TEHCH10000K , K58 7K HEE H0=0.05,
3 35 43 B B AR 2 AR — AL S A ke Ak TR AR
AR Rk BT (mode-shift)
EHEFR kM, X280 77534 H Bottleneck v1.2.0253 #7
A4 (http://www.ensam.inra. fr/URLB)iz 1775 H P9,

DL 1 2 43t 5 v 40 2 R T ) b 3 B R R 48
Dy ik st AR RS8N, I HL 55 i RE A i 46 45
PRI ke, ASHH 5% i 7 ARLEQUIN Version 3.5.2.2
AP 55 G-WHH (Garza-Williamson index), X R
MR (M-ratio)™™, %8 v] L e o LA 3 A
R ERA WD, HREAX: G-W=K/(R+1),
Ao, KONRF AT BEAA 1 LA 5 110 45 07 5 DX R
H, RA%NL SR RN . i d8 50T LA
i B/ NBEAROE R AR SALN o Y A B AR5
H s b, A5 A 5 R /D (K 1) 3 38 23 BT 454
B R/NRYBIFEE, X0 G-WHE Er 2w b . 24
RN R RO, RIZFE N T0.68,
VEITRER K /IN TR s #5 KT0.68, BEWIIZHEAZ
— AR EREA, RP0.68JE— NI FE!

{ii F & /4 NeEstimator(Version 2.01)™, % H]
T AN 7 2O S RSO AR 1 RS (effective

population size, Ng).o

2 #HR

21 BERNEEZEEST

% FIMICRO-CHECKER Version 2.2. 3% {4 %
10 AR 110 A T3 A7 A R A 7 TG A5 5 o7 ik PRI A
W, LA NS ANFEETREMEN ., &
SN 57 R T 1) 3% A S A 3, R R4 A e (]
AR WA F 1 LR (P>0.05) 0 156 WA 52 56 {1
FHEY124 50 TR S 2 st i iy, PRt O
JI A s AT SR B2 T .

12 B A AR 10 JE 2 B R 1A 1300
A SRR I 2 220 IR, RS BEIRAE
AL SR A7 L B A~174, 10 FE AR
B (R R A S5 LR B 0~61, GDREEAR FIGLDRE
RAE 12 T A7 s Rl 380 A R A o7 S R e 22
(6-1~), BLAFAR P A A 20 54T 45 7 JE 18 (3R3)
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Tab.3 Genetic diversity parameters of native, domesticated and selective breeding populations of
O. niloticus on 12 microsatellite loci
YIFEREAA AR HALS BSE SN
(A BAESH domesticated populations selective breeding populations native population
locus genetic parameters GD  EGY USA  GLD INM BL LY XIF EW
OMO013 A 5 8 6 4 7 8 6 6 5 5
Ag 4.301 4.189 4.211 2.122 4.706 5.882 2.640 3.347 2.417 3.922
Py 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hg 0.200 0.650 0.600 0.650 1.000 0.750 0.350 0.300 0.250 0.500
Hg 0.787 0.781 0.782 0.542 0.808 0.851 0.637 0.719 0.601 0.764
PIC 0.730 0.738 0.729 0.465 0.756 0.809 0.555 0.657 0.503 0.708
Fis 0.7517" 0.171™ 0237 -0.205" —0.246"" 0.122"" 0457  0.589™"  0.591" 0.352""
Pywe 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.015 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
OMO040 A 14 10 10 12 8 12 9 9 8 14
Ag 7.080 7.547 7.273 7.921 4.082 8.000 5.839 6.897 3.347 9.524
Py 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hg 0.600 0.700 0.750 0.950 0.850 0.800 0.800 0.700 0.650 0.950
Hg 0.881 0.890 0.885 0.896 0.774 0.897 0.850 0.877 0.719 0.918
PIC 0.846 0.853 0.847 0.862 0.721 0.863 0.806 0.839 0.675 0.886
Fis 0.324™ 0218 0.156 -0.062 —0.101" 0.1117 0.060” 0.206™ 0.099” —0.036
Pywe 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.069 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.001 0.010 0.327
OMO043 A 14 10 10 9 9 10 10 9 5 9
Ag 10.390 4.278 7.547 4.706 5.755 8.511 5.556 4.420 2.089 4.706
Py 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hg 0.650 0.500 0.750 0.550 0.500 0.600 0.400 0.300 0.050 0.350
Hg 0.927 0.786 0.890 0.808 0.847 0.905 0.841 0.794 0.535 0.808
PIC 0.896 0.740 0.854 0.761 0.804 0.871 0.801 0.745 0.473 0.769
Fis 0.304™" 0370  0.1617 0.325" 0416 0.343™"  0.5317"  0.628"  0.909" 0.573™
Pywe 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
OMO049 A 9 10 12 10 9 10 7 6 7 9
Ag 6.557 4.651 7.143 5.195 5.128 5.755 4.878 3.213 3.922 5.031
Py 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hg 0.700 0.700 0.700 0.800 0.700 0.750 0.600 0.700 0.850 0.700
Hg 0.869 0.805 0.882 0.828 0.826 0.847 0.815 0.706 0.764 0.822
PIC 0.829 0.761 0.847 0.787 0.783 0.807 0.765 0.656 0.715 0.778
Fis 0.199" 0.134 0211 0.035™" 0.156 0.118 0.269 0.009" —-0.116 0.152
Pywe 0.033 0.141 0.010 0.000 0.095 0.069 0.098 0.027 0.044 0.170
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" B3
LIPIS HEEN SEAERHELN TFE R
(A BAESH domesticated populations selective breeding populations native population
locus  genetic parameters /v, GD EGY USA  GLD INM BL LY XIF EW
OMO050 A 8 8 6 10 6 8 8 8 4 7
Ag 3.846 3980  4.189 5594 439 4546 3265  4.969 2.036 2.985
Py 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ho 0.550  0.400  0.600  0.500  0.550 0.750  0.800  0.950 0.200 0.400
Hy, 0759 0768 0781  0.842  0.792 0.800 0712 0.819 0.522 0.682
PIC 0708 0708  0.727  0.800  0.743 0.754  0.655  0.769 0.450 0.631
Fig 0281 0486 0236 04137 0311° 0064  —0.128 —0.165"" 0.623" 0.420™"
Pywe 0.001 0.000  0.027 0002 0013 0.151 0.017  0.000 0.000 0.000
OMO092 4 7 7 10 8 6 8 6 7 4 6
Ag 3.587 4189 6349 3792 3.089 3.670 1732 4.444 1.368 3.306
IR 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Ho 0.600  0.750  0.800  0.650  0.400 0500 0350  0.850 0.150 0.500
Hy 0.740 0781  0.864  0.755  0.694 0.746 0433 0.795 0.276 0.715
PIC 0.687 0732 0.825  0.709  0.624 0.687 0406  0.742 0.256 0.652
Fis 0.193°  0.0407  0.076™ 0.142° 04307 03367 0196  —0.071" 0.462" 0.307"
Puwe 0.029  0.005  0.001  0.011  0.000 0.000  0.071 0.040 0.006 0.003
OMO100 A 11 8 9 8 9 10 6 4 7 7
A 6.061 3.524 5128 4762 4678 5755 3239 2266 3.065 4.040
Py 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Ho 0.400 0450 0550  0.750  0.850 0.500 0350  0.050 0.300 0.300
Hy 0.856 0735 0826  0.810  0.806 0.847 0709 0573 0.691 0.772
PIC 0.820  0.688 0778 0767  0.762 0.806  0.651 0.518 0.644 0.714
Fis 0.539™ 0394 0.340™" 0.076" -0.056  0.416™ 0.513™ 09157 0572 0.617""
Prwe 0.000  0.000  0.001  0.004  0.196 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000
OMO114 A 10 10 11 9 9 10 9 9 4 10
Ag 4878 6897 8163 4233 5970 5000 4571 4396 2.788 7.339
Py 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Ho 0450  0.800  0.500  0.200  0.600 0.150 0300  0.600 0.150 0.250
Hy, 0.815  0.877 0900  0.783  0.854 0.821 0.801 0.792 0.658 0.886
PIC 0779  0.841 0866  0.736  0.814 0.781 0.756  0.748 0.592 0.850
Fis 04557 0.090"  0.451™ 0.750™ 03037 0.821"  0.632" 0248  0.776" 0.723™"
Pywe 0.000  0.007  0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000  0.000  0.001 0.000 0.000
OMO129 4 9 9 9 8 9 11 8 7 6 10
A 6.504  5.031 6452 2778 3306 7.921 5000  3.636 4324 5.714
Py 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
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} WL B YIFREAR SR HAUN RRE U
(A=) genetic domesticated populations selective breeding populations native population
locus parameters wY GD  EGY USA  GLD INM BL LY XIF EW
Hoy 0.650  0.700  0.650  0.550  0.700 0.700 0.750 0.600 0.700 0.800
Hg 0.868  0.822  0.867  0.656  0.715 0.896 0.821 0.744 0.789 0.846
PIC 0.828 0776  0.826  0.620  0.655 0.861 0.777 0.692 0.735 0.807
Fis 02567 0.152°  0.255 0.166 0.022 0.223 0.088" 0.197™  0.115 0.056
Puwe 0.003  0.035  0.097  0.085  0.112 0.017 0.011 0.000 0.025 0.096
OMO0232 A 9 11 9 8 11 12 6 8 5 7
Ag 6.612 6400 6452 6299  6.107 6.723 3.187 4.444 3.187 4.000
Py 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ho, 0750  0.750 0950  0.750  0.900 0.850 0.650 0.800 0.950 0.550
Hg 0.871 0.865  0.867  0.863  0.858 0.873 0.704 0.795 0.704 0.769
PIC 0.830  0.826  0.827  0.821 0.819 0.836 0.652 0.745 0.625 0.721
Fis 0.142"  0.136™ -0.099  0.134" -0.051"  0.027 0.078" -0.007"  —0.362" 0.290"
Puwe 0.003  0.007  0.635  0.001 0.048 0.054 0.015 0.010 0.014 0.005
OMO361 A 11 14 11 13 14 9 14 7 11 11
Ag 6.061 6.838 6107  7.921 6.299 6.349 8.421 5.556 6.400 6.299
Py 1 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 1
Ho, 0.600 0700 0450  0.750  0.750 0.400 0.850 0.400 0.700 0.750
Hg 0.856  0.876  0.858  0.896  0.863 0.864 0.904 0.841 0.865 0.863
PIC 0.818  0.841 0.819  0.863  0.828 0.824 0.872 0.797 0.827 0.825
Fis 0305 0205 0482 0.167  0.134" 0544 0.061" 0.531™  0.195™ 0.134"
Puwe 0.000  0.000  0.000 0185  0.008 0.000 0.039 0.000 0.000 0.002
UNH993 A 17 10 14 14 14 17 11 8 8 13
Ag 12308 6349 8989  6.838  7.843 126908  8.081 4.444 3.922 8.333
Py 1 2 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0
Ho, 0.600 0450  0.550  0.750  0.350 0.750 0.700 0.150 0.700 0.600
Hg 0942 0864 0912 0876  0.895 0.945 0.899 0.795 0.764 0.903
PIC 0913  0.825  0.880  0.841 0.861 0.916 0.864 0.747 0.722 0.869
Fis 0369 0.486™" 0.4037 0.1477 0.6157 0211 0.226"  0.815™  0.086 03417
Pywe 0.000  0.000  0.000  0.015  0.000 0.010 0.002 0.000° 0.408 0.000

T ASERIEREG Ap ABEEAIEREG PARFASAIENEG Ho MINAS G Hp ARG PICZAEE &R Rl REG Pawe
MR AR AR I PI: *.P<0.05, **.P<0.01, ***P<0.001, T
Notes:4.number of alleles;Ag.effective number of alleles;P,.number of private alleles;Hq.observed heterozygosity;Hg.expected
heterozygosity;PIC.polymorphism information content;Fg.inbreeding coefficient;Pyyg.Pvalue of significant tests for departure from Hardy-Weinberg

equilibrium (HWE); *.P<0.05, **.P<0.01, *** P<0.001, the same below

KFR > L 5 F B 3 (P<0.05) 8 W B 3
(P<0.0)HY 24 & F B K (Fis>00RE, Hib, WYRE
PRTE BT AT 1203 T A0 i 2 28 80 S 3 il
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XoF 5 T AR A7 I e — T AT A - Al A 560 5
Bonferronif IF 5 & B, TE0.05E (5K I, &8t
AR FE K 43 07 0 2% B A D 25 ey 3 — L 11 4% OF
i, Hob, WYBHARLYRHATE BT A 120 L2
137 153 5 2 (Pyyw<0.05) B 1 2 (Pyywi<0.0 1) 25
Wy 2t — T AT S, H A B A A T 0 il — 3R T
WS- 4 67 1 BT 1~341

e NN B B = N e R S
7 253, 19 55 A0 3 PR AL(A4) 5 312 9.000 . 9.250~
10.333, 6.167~10.417, A3 8% 5545 3 5 (4g) 5351
H95.433, 5.113~6.515, 3.239~6.734, WLiZ44
(Ho)53490.554 . 0.563~0.679. 0.471~0.625, Hi

WA (He) 55 480.812, 0.796~0.859 .
0.657~0.858, Z&AFE & & (PIC)/41°50.768 .
0.753~0.819, 0.601~0.818, T35 &AL (Fis)o M
0.323. 0.166~0.342. 0.249~0.314(F4), XIFRHAK
A BN N, MR EME S
BA AL, INMBEHRR A RSN N BRZ,
EGYRHARIMI B A EME S E RS RS . U
IR B (Hp) M2 505 B i (PIC)TERE IR [H] Ay A2
feta#—2, RS EHRAR IV EGY>INM>WY>
GD>EW>GLD>USA>LY>BL>XJF, WYHRHIA T IE
2 R B (Fis=0.342), GLDEHAK 43 28 R0
1% (Fis=0.166).

x4 RETFELZHRE. NFHEMETHENEESHERITER

Tab. 4 Statistical results of genetic diversity in native, domesticated and selective breeding populations of O. niloticus

S parameters

REAR

populations A A Ho Hy PIC Fis

HIZEREAA domesticated populations WY 10.333+3.339  6.51542.569  0.563+0.149  0.848+0.062  0.807+0.070  0.342
GD 9.583+1.832 5323+1.387  0.629£0.139  0.821£0.052  0.777+0.058  0.238

EGY 9.750+2.261 6.500£1.468  0.654+£0.142  0.859+0.043  0.819+0.050  0.243

USA 9.417+2.679 5.180£1.847  0.654£0.190  0.796£0.105  0.7530.114  0.182

GLD 9.250+2.633 5.113£1.358  0.679£0.204  0.811£0.060  0.764+0.071  0.166

& E BEAA selective breeding populations INM 10.417+2.503 6.734+2.369  0.625+0.204  0.858+0.053  0.818+0.060  0.277
BL 8.333+2.462 4.701£2.067  0.575:0211  0.761x0.132  0.713£0.136  0.249

LY 7.333+1.498 4336£1.187  0.533:0.289  0.771x0.079  0.721+0.083  0.314

XJF 6.167+2.125 323941325 047120316  0.657+0.157  0.601=0.157  0.289

| 5B native population EW 9.000+2.763 5433£2.069  0.554£0.215  0.812+£0.074  0.768+0.084  0.323

WYHBEAR . EGYREFIINMBE A 1) A 250 %57
FERBE 3 (P=0~0.024) K T XIFREMA, HAHREAR
A EMN R TL R EES; EGYRK.
INMBEA . WYRHAFIGDREHA R I BB 4 i 25
(P=0.001~0.028) K T XIFHEM , HAHE AR ) 1) 22
B2 R AN (RS).

RSN CNTTI= I N BB .= 3 SF XA NE B X NN
E B RER) S 2 HER A8 % ZRE M KO (AR H)
G B 2 5(P>0.05), 3915 BEIR(EGY BEM |
WY B R FI GDHFE AR ) Y 35t 1% 22 1 1 K F- (Hg) i 3
H1(P=0.001~0.028)%5 T 11 0L 5 HEAR (XIFREA).

22 EERTEN S BYE AT
Je % B AR L E R . S E R A YISR

{RAE TPMAISMM % AR A R 1% T 19 Wilcoxon 5
B S  ah Rk e, R rh PIH RN IZRE
A TE R AR T i B 28 A8 — A 1 Al 1)
FETPMAEAIT | Wilcoxonff 5 FL KK I 7~ , BR
WY . EGY. JNM, XJF, EWHEEIA i 2 f 25 28 A8
— IR AN, AR TR E N 2 e 5 A —
R, AESMMAE LR, WilcoxonfF 5 Bk KA
5N, A RS A B A — TR A
JIT A BEAR Y55 A b e L-AL 5 A (R 6), H
R R A R R GE R A E IR .
FIH ArlequinfR 4415 B A BEAA 9 G-WHA (R
6), 4% IR FHANES0.222~0.275, 44R
/N TG SHE0.68, KE/nJED B A+ E AR
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Tab.S5 P-values of significant tests from expected heterozygosity (above diagonal) and effective number of alleles (below

diagonal) between native, domesticated and selective breeding populations of O. niloticus

YIFRIEAA ARSI T
Bk domesticated populations selective breeding populations native population
populations WY GD EGY USA GLD JNM  BL LY  XIF EW
YIFEREA domesticated populations WY 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.003 1.000
GD 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.028 1.000
EGY  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.001 1.000
USA  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.173 1.000
GLD  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  0.059 1.000
L B A selective breeding populations JNM  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  0.001 1.000
BL 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  0.445 1.000  1.000 1.000
LY 0.242 1.000 0.259 1.000 1.000  0.092  1.000 0.939 1.000
XJF 0.001 0.362 0.001 0.642 0.832  0.000  1.000  1.000 0.053
-2 4K native population EW  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000  1.000  0.227

Ve RLAECT N B AR R P

Notes: significant or very significantPvalues are in bold

*o REFFTIRELZRAE. YIFRFEMEERHFEERIUNE

Tab. 6 Results of genetic bottleneck test in native, domesticated and selective breeding populations of O. niloticus

R BB LR
[ioalllE =g 7 domesticated populations selective breeding populations nat1V§
detection Indicator population
wY GD EGY USA GLD JNM BL LY XJF EW
Wilcoxon 4=  TPM 0.046 0.455 0.000 0.485 0.367 0.007 0.285 0.575 0.005 0.007
TV A U6 PIE SMM 0.924 0.998 0.396 0.999 0.997 0.867 0.998 0.999 0.954 0.974
P values of
Wilcoxon’s sign-
rank test
FERT R s L-Zo A L-or A L-BA0 A0 L-Bor A L2 oA L2 oA L2 oA L2 A L-JorA L-ZU50Ah
the graphical representation of the
mode-shift indicator
G-W 0.260 0.249 0.267 0.239 0.243 0.275 0.222 0.260 0.237 0.265

W:: G-W. Garza-Williamson$§ %%
Notes: G-W. Garza-Williamson index
TE B RER AR AL D7 50 A0 & AR R 4
INFERS . Ho, WY, EGY. INM. XJF, EW#E
VRTE T 91 AT R 28 Ty aok 3t A% R0, G At A A AR 1Y)
SARFIFE R AERTS . BB AT RECU IR

K FH 3% YA S 7 1k TR 45 BEAR A R
TR R /NINR TR R, EWEEAR (17 SO0 R B B
K, H177; EGYRHRMA SR B &/, L
H29. B REEA RO = N2 BRI EW>
BL>WY>XJF>LY>JNM>GLD>GD>USA>EGY,
AN B IR A ORI B i S 84~123, P HIME

http://www.scxuebao.cn

F1102.8. 5/ YR FEAAR ) A ROFE A B & o 29~117,
SEYIME K ST.40 3B K+ FHBER 0B SO RSN
177, SR, 135 B 09 A SO R 5005
K, EEFHRMAE RS R T IR,

3 e

3 BT TIGYIFEHE, EEHEMLE
BAHIEE SN

AL Z R KRR . DR AL &
TE A3 PR i B, PP O AR S84 2 RE
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Fig. 1 Mode-shift analysis for test of genetic bottleneck in Egypt native population

®7 REBEEHSTTFETATENSRERN

Tab.7 Estimation of effective population size for each population based on linkage disequilibrium method

YIFEREA e H R R HEIN
ZH domesticated populations selective breeding populations native population
parameter WY GD EGY USA GLD INM BL LY XJF EW
RN effective population size 117 45 29 41 55 84 123 91 1133 177
95% {5 [X [i] 95% confidence interval 54~00 32~75 22~39 29~65 36~107 51~220 55~ 44~2138  38.8~0 69~00

(14 5 A 45 A 8% S5 A 3 B (A ) LN 2 A5 B
(Ho). WA (Hy) . Z28BHEETEPIO%,
Horfr, WISEAA B (Hy) R IR 2R, 4R
485 78 A5 DR Y B4 S W — IR AT A S A
(254 T BEALFPRE T RE A2 TR B A 44 & BE(ERT, 2
JERBARREE RN - M RES . HEME
JEE TR /IN IR AL b Sz e i 3 4% 72 S R R Y v IR
A S G0 I 124 Z2 i TR A A AR AR
WIS 5 5 B (Hp) fERER ) 1 A2 fL s 5 N EGY >
JINM>WY>GD>EW>GLD>USA>LY>BL>XJF, !i
TR R B R, EGYREIKR . INMBE/AK
WY HE R GDRE AR 0 128 2% 5 B 1 2% (P=0.001~
0.028) K T XIFREM, AR TEMR E] 01 B e & B 2%
SARE. SEEFEMELL, YRR, E&F
BER 0 38815 Z REPE KT oK & AE B AR, X
HHAMK IR . AH YA R 0 A5 A
AN B, Guofi™i i Xf 42 v T 45 9~ 1% 3
W Z B &, EYfedfh, Z&EW
ZAMEW BT R&E AT AT R

255 40CR0.011 66, i 40.017 41, SEFAAHLL,
REMETRZESMERT33%~49%, &M
ZEMER BE . XuE 0 i 5= AR XK
g 5 IR 2 3 Bl O A st A% A8 S s O E AT e AT, KR
AR IR Z R 7.7x107°, BRIGHRE A
5.4x107°, HPAERE A5 2R W TR
— NNy, B MWERFAS BT, BT
TR . N Tk PR DL K 1k 5 4 15 BR (selective
sweep) S5 R H, I 35 FE 4 3 PR 201 1) 22 25 R X T
AEREAR R E R, FEAMR S, PIFRFERS £
FRHRE AL SR AR TFAE R E 2R, HR
WA REEZ M, B, RUF5RH s
BEVRYS Ry 5| b I 35 G W BEAR , S5 ) 51 R i) 3
RAE AR AT RE HLAS R, ISR IR B B F 5 W
WA Hik, SREBXFTIY ETHEMN
YIFEDT AL, e B B R R B AR S| HE R
B T s AR, B S R US AR 1A 1) 91 37 st
(AL 214F S8 A9 T35 ot A 9 SR 44
SR Z R AR BL 2 IR, SR
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BEVR B 5132 5 3k 40 0 AR A7 A6 B 9 BT B e ]
RRPEMRMY, HEEEFES, BEMH
Tofr S5 55 405t Ay 3 4 L 5 A AR 35 A 2 R M 1 IR E
PEOET R

AT, 3DYIFRBHREGYREAE . WY
FEAARFIGDREO) Y 5t 1 ZHE 1 0 38 ' TXIFEE &
LN = N S B e R R | B N | B = B TN
ZHENMN T kB R ER G, AR R
B, B FP O R b ) e B VE R A A 2 0l a2 i B
F18) L8 e [R] B R 32 B X B 383 £ 22 A M 110 IR
P ROTEABROEN AN TR, Y
BEORZ BN T B ZRENLR, KRR . &
HRRADWHER . AT AN TESE, LEHF
Wz BN TR E M, SR, B,
XIFBEE BER LD T17TAEQTMO) R AEK . RALH
JR8 B8 2% U 55 B A SRy LB 1) 8 5 B (6%32E B RN
T kg,

32 BRSO

Py g 3% 2 & Az A — A AH X JE A B ] py TR
F B PR AR Ak 51 R B TG B 8 v R, H
T B Sy BN o AW I H 3R O
P Sug ok TN S wa s AL N
M-H R 55 P SRR L W SRR RN B
PR HEAT R SRR 43 AT o Z 5 B 3 T K 6 T LA
2] Ff AR 30 300 2 A AR BRI, ), M- LE SR A 56
AT DA I 1) 44 258 R T8 BRI S0, 0 IR ST
R, PP AEm+ ERER . EF BRI
FERERAE DT B R A B IR AR N IS
Horf, 2 YIERHA(WY . EGY). 20 H BEA
(INM., XJF)Fl 4 & BER(EW)TE I ] 7] BE 2 0 i
AR, A A A BT 1Y) 2 728 R TR 1A
AT, BARMBETRECIRE ., X—4R 542
K% sh ) T 42 D7 69 O 300880 g s AN R, — B8R
FEREICnE . F L INTESHAEN TIERK (TR L)
P FR Y, fErbad R, b A A
Z 6] BE 5k 2 5/ A7 TR B R R A T (B4 58P,
Je B WAk R R B R, Z ) IR 51 R R
2, 51 E R A B 25 B a2 3] B8 35 35 R0 F
AL AR I RS, T 5 R A B Y 9 R B
WHARR 2T AT SERBERER, Wik,
S 5 YIS T Dy AR, (AR R AR
GIBE= R RN T Ul WS F 2N a1 S A
FEEAE, 2N EFRARONM, XIF)IE I Al g
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ST AR, X — IR MG ) E
M, EEAFEM. A0, SRENAT
SEMERE, — 7, EE RS TR g
K, ERSHER TREMRR, H—m, &
S OB N T BE B AT BE 51 A o B Y a8t A O 35K
R, BT 32 37 3B (inbreeding depression)Ad 7] g
PESY, SUEEFRHA R AE R MR . BAEMERE . DA
Ry s b tERe NI, XAEVTZ WL E R
g 2 A B0 Wi, AR E M TR
2R UOR B B A AR B . R
BEAECR, DA G 3 SR AT 3958

3.3 BHEEKNSH

B SR K /N (effective population size, Ng)
SEARTEFEALE A% AL IE O T 5 Wt S A E A A R
F14) 2 DRI BT 238 4 AT B8 3 3 A8 28 1 B AEURRE R/ INEY
TEYIFRREARSOE B R, SRA B 1A R
28 o3 S B AR I DR A BEALIR AS S, A3
BEAR /N (V) 2 i B 3 Fof 353 A2 3078 1Y) B B2 48 s o
N BEAR 2338 N0 3 A8 Rt A% AR 1 LE 300 o 2%
R ARG 458 S L A RICR Y, PR I T 7 9N 57 B A B
HIRF RS, R NFEAT, X T YRR AR
G Z A DA R 3R S i P RO B O S,
A 58 F TR AR o B B TR R . SRS
B R A BN G5 RWOR, S YIFRRE
PRI ROREAR B B R 29~117, FIMEHS57.4, B
Lo BRI A RO R B 177, BB REHR
ARBHRECRE K TUYISEREA, X 578 H A K™
S A TE A R KL, 4N, SenananfFH]
FHA T2 B AN BB 22 W) 89 (Lates calcarifer) Y 37
BEAR 5 BF A B A 19 A 8O AR 00 43 531 69.03F11
87.47, Rhode%5 | FH st T bric il 8 09 B (Haliotis
midae) ) 5 A A 1A S5O M B (VE=476.93) K
T YIFEREAR(Ne=134.6), ikt G2 Je B Bk I 5%
TE AR A ORI B 1 — P RGBT 232 L
R, AU A PR B AT SR ICE A AE 4 R A
PR JE 7 Ml 7 | B A B A O LR R R i . X
TE AN YN FF A (IR &5 . % A (Betta splen-
dens). ik (Clarias lazera). 1&HR JC i 6
(Pangasianodon hypophthalmus)% |/ #7254 4= 7= Fl 4
b A o 2 BRI RIUR S

TR E KNS, AR RNS®E
B I8 AR MR B DD AH G, W SR AR B A A RUHE
Wik K, BARFE TR AR SE SN, B



1234 BEA, & REPIEANTYIF,

T TR I 15 22 R M KO SR, 1861

S R IRIR B Iz, AN E A ORI
N, SRR 2R R, RS I
ﬂ,Lﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmo¢Hﬁ¢,4$ﬁﬁﬁ
A R R KR 7E 84~123, FH4{H N 102.8.
X5 A1 % £ RN ar 8 Cyprinus carpio)it & #E
TR (Ng=133) LA e X 87 7 55 e R0 o R 3k 7 1
TRF3(Ne=82.9) 1 B FE 45 AT . WFIE R, 4
BRSO DRI RO IR R /N 4~ 1065 B, AT AR
FRBE AR B fE Ra e T, ik, ARE P4
YEH BRI B X 2D TE336~4920 , Bl ik
K, HAFPEARFE AL Z R AR E .
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Analysis of genetic diversity and genetic bottleneck in
Oreochromis niloticus populations under domestication and selective breeding

TANG Shoujie, YANG Jie, ZHAO Jinliang", WANG Chenghui, LI Sifa

(Key Laboratory of Freshwater Fishery Germplasm Resources, Ministry of Agriculture,
Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: Domestication and selective breeding become one of the main driving force of adaptive evolution for
domestic animals. The introduced populations of Nile tilapia(Oreochromis niloticus) in China mainland have
experienced a long-term domestication and selective breeding, which provide a unique opportunity to study
adaptive evolution of fish species under domestication and selective breeding. In this study, we screened 12
polymorphic microsatellite loci in nine independent-reared strains (four of which were used for selective breeding
and five for ranching) and their wild progenitor population of Nile tilapia to assess genetic diversity and genetic
bottleneck across native, domesticated and selective breeding populations. The parameters of genetic variability in
native, domesticated and selective breeding populations were summarized as follows: the average number of
effective alleles (4g) was 5.433, 5.113-6.515, 3.239-6.734; the value of average expected heterozygosity (Hg) was
0.812, 0.796-0.859, 0.657-0.858; the value of average polymorphism information content (P/C) was 0.768,
0.753-0.819, 0.601-0.818; the value of average Wright's inbreeding coefficient (F;g) was 0.323, 0.166-0.342,
0.249-0.314. LSD-t test showed that no significant differences were detected between native population and
populations under artificial selection(domesticated and selective breeding populations) in terms of A4g and Hg. The
Hy values in three domesticated populations (EGY,WY and GD) were significantly higher than that in one
selective breeding population(XJF).Analysis of bottleneck revealed that all populations have experienced a
historical population bottleneck. Moreover, recent genetic population bottleneck was detected in native population,
two domesticated populations (WY and EGY) and two selective breeding populations (JNM and XJF). The size of
other historically bottlenecked populations may have been restored through new mutations and gene flow. The
effective population sizes (Vg) of native, domesticated and selective breeding populations were 177, 29-117 (an
average of 57.4), 84-123 (an average of 102.8), respectively. The results of this study provided valuable
information not only for the sustainable use of domesticated populations, but also for further genetic improvement
of selective breeding populations of Nile tilapia. More importantly, the findings of this study provided a new
reference basis for population structure and population dynamics of fish species under domestication and selective
breeding.
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genetic bottleneck
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