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TRFFEHFETEFTFE+ XEMNTEFELET)
4 NMESEREET FERIELZER RAPD . SSR LB S

FRE, B #, Exi
CLMFHERER 2 A MK P VE 0 5 A A6 T AFRCRE L L 200090)

RE: LDIAFALCs - FRAFFe(HEEFFe S XEHNEFE2 L OBHEKR.4NEL
HENTZEaBRAK[AE(RZ TSI XRARTE2 L) H+EFP . LT FEa EA
T FH & | h LB, KA RAPD fu SSR $ A o b 38 20 A7 3% B AN 2% 28 4 18] B A1 6] 36 Ak [ By
HEZ2R, RAPD ¥ :Q#E S S EALE(P) - FH(20.4%) >#H+ 5 (18.5%) < H
FIT(21.4%) <H B (21.7%) <R % (22.3%); @Nei's PHEEHMNELU,) - F R
(0. 9086)<3# & & (0. 9231) . {8 > B | T (0. 8895) > . ¥ (0. 8588) > % [ (0. 8069) ; QF K %
ML H (H,) — % H(0.1326) > # % 5 (0. 1103) , 2 << B F| T (0. 1514)<< & & (0. 1742) << K
F(0.2410); @B H A R AEMMUER(,,) TR -BEEO.MHN<EFTHE-REF
(0.9496)<#FH — #H +F F(0.9544) ,(E>F H — B F| T (0.9383), SSR 7 H: OF A A KE
MEEAHN) - FTHRQCASHFTEFQRIDSEF A9 >EF F(1.18), 2 << K £
(2.82); QF H L4 E(H) - FHEO.7000 > F(0.570) >EF| T (0. 497 > ¥+ &
(0.398),B<H £.(0.816); Q#HKN 5 A &4 E (PIC) — # %(0.661)>E % (0.568) >
BATFC0.513) > %+ 5 (0.420), £ < H 2(0.692); ODKEXEEEMAEH N] #fo
UPGMA #  RF| T Z o o h — L  FRFI4HFE &0 — %, B8 K, RAPD fz SSR
ARBEARANERIIR BN HERAEEE B XEH AR FRARARE AN LKMHE
mE ERE A ENEART, XEEZENBTHNHATREKEF OO FRRE —H.
XK@ TS M mEA k% F;RAPD;SSR

RESES. S917 SCHRFRIRAD: A

RAPD #i1 SSR 2 P fft T 22 ) 7 3 f& b
BRI Z BT KA St i Z RS
AL P R A B B A R T ATl
RIXPRRECAR , e BB SE T 1 Pl B Jesc f —
R AR Gy & 2 AR Oreochromis niloticus
FXBHWEAEM O. aureas § )™ R HIT LY
FAc At — W B AR e 3 RiCEA D AE fu iy st (5 2
Fto B — &b 2 3¢ fh ) K ] H R AR 0] i AL 45
Fa ) 5[]« Sy 27 A it 1 7 o LA B Rl i 9 DAY I

WA, 2007-07-31
H/ENE : [EE T h RO A

KA PR BERL AU . — R T X B Fh 4 T it 15
BOR BT SR B L AMA: , (A5 (R4

1 MRS Tk

1.1 SER#H#E
TAFEE  FEEPIEM S X WAL
JEfa 2 L FRIFRTE BLAUA) 3 & 2005 — 2006 4F | W
KGR P AR RFg S EVF Rl 253
RRFFESE Je B WHEf $ X WA E

JE. i BB 77 B AR TSR (2004BA526B0102) : 2 25 PEAT Ml (Rl ) BHIF £ 39— B A £t
KA (O F BB 5 A S F AR T SE (nyhyzx 07 - 044 - 01)

TEE®IAT. PR (1938 — ) B ILIR I Bz, 1l A 5 s o 0 DA S0 ™ Bl 4l Bl 0 B AL Rl TR FSE. Tel: 021 -

65710333, E-mail ; slli@shou, edu, cn
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it 32 %

i 8 L FRIFREJE (AN s &+ Z4E Sk 3% 15 m r F
AT A3

éﬁéﬁﬁ'a]ﬁﬁ PLE B (GIFT) Sh & B %
B | £ S JE R TE A 5 A% 200 R T AR R R TR
i m (XD s R EEAR,

RFFESLE  FFREP(NL),
Ik R R MR e R BEAR

RAEFESE  FEHREAAL R
2Bt R AR ROREAR 5 3 BRI ACAR,

X 5 R R B A RAE A R4 B AR
MR, FREEA20 R, HR.FHE. e
HIRLAS S 231 ~ 315 g, B2 B F] W A% BLAS R
123~161 g, WRFEARTEBEEL) 2 g, 73 A5
JGF 952 ZEET AT . 5256 F 10 B ALRAHL
S0 [ A T A TR AR IR 55 A PR 7.
1.2 EEHX

JAH 48 DNA 23 B4 DNA #8507
FH R By — S kAT

RAPD %-#7 Z: 18 Williams 25 )y, |
RE7E ABI 2720 %Y PCR X _EiEfT. FROIRA WA

#1
Tab, 1

BA 2 pl, Ko & H 10 pl. 2 X Tag PCR
MasterMix(N % 0.1 U Tag fiff L' 500 mmol= L'
dNTP 10 p1.,20 mmol+L "' Tirs-HCI, 100 mmol
L."' KCI,3 mmol-L "' MgCl,),8 pL K ,1 pL
519 (5 pmol=L 1), 1 puL K 41 DNA (40 ~
200 ng) FEJF A 30 L FEh. ST 0GB 4614
$7:94 °C HiAF M 3 min, 3% 94 °C 45 5,36 C
455,72 °C 90 s, 40 AMEFHFF72 °C FEAf 10 min,
4 CHRfk. HX 10 L PCR #8722 1. 520 Bl
BB (Frid i EB)HLIK, HLPKZE pPik Ok 0.5 % TBE,
LN 100 V(5 Veem ™), HLUK 45 W 5 FH Gene
genius RIBHRE G R GeH0 I GO . ARG
ALK, LR A9IC 0 1, R B AR 10
0453 M MR E i iy .

SSR 4 #F PCR 1 ¥ 1 72 ¥ &
Crooijmans % [ % W A . BHE LR
F10 2 i 388 4% 3 401 1Rl 101 e AN O A9 DR
WU, AR ) Bl P e 7 11 MR . DR
S1YFH N AR 1, A Sk i
AT A TR AR S A FR 2 74 .

L XD ESIMFS EEFIIRFFRANRE

Sequence of eleven microsatellite marker primers used in this study. specific annealing temperature of PCR

amplification. and the repetitive sequences

JEAiE Nkl a5l T ER FOr S BAGRECO
locus forward primer sequences FEVETSe Primer sequences number of allele Tam
UNH222 CTCTAGCACACGTGCAT TAACAGGTGGGAACTCA 4 54,1
UNH123 CATCATCACAGACAGATTAGA GATTGAGATTTCATTCAAG 5 54,1
UNH907 CAGGACCGACTCTGCAAGAT GAGCTCTTTTGTTGTTCAAAATC 4 55
UNH129 ATGCTAGCAAACATCAAAGGTC GATATGCTGATGATGCACAGAGTC 3 55
UNH172 AATGCCTTTAAATGCCTTCA CTTTTATAGTCGCCCTTTGTTA 6 55. 4
UNHZ216 GGGAAACTAAAGCTGAAATA TGCAAGGAATATCAGCA 4 55.4
UNH187 CGGTGATCTATCGGTTA TCCGATCAGCTGATACA 5 56. 8
UNH904 GTCACTGCTGAGCCCCTTTA GCATTCAGAGTGCCAGAGTTC 6 53
GM155 CCCACTCATATAAACACAGCA CGACTGACATTTCCACACTC 5 53
GM559 GCACCATTTTTAACCAGTGCT ATTTTCCACCGAGCTCACCT 4 59,2
GM532 CACAGATGCATAGTCCTCACG TCCCAAGAAGAAGGCGAGTA 5 59, 2

PCR ¥ #4 2 Wi £ Eppendorf Mastercycler
Gradient PCR {¥_E#E47. B —FE 5 19 56 S A
Bl 20 pl, e &4 10 pl. 2 X Tag PCR
MasterMix( 75 0.1 U Tag fifie L. " 2500 mmol+L ™!
dNTP 10 gL, 20 mmol« L.™! Tirs-HCl, 100 mmols L.~
KCl, 3 mmol+L."" MgCl,),7 pl. TEHK . 1E | JZ [
Sl 1 pL (AU 0. 2<mol-1;1> 1 pL ZEHA
DNA(50~150 ng) , il A 30 pL fA 5. PCR 7=

WYn2e 3 06 BB M 5 R 7K T f TROAG ) S e SR
JG AR RS —XER T A= 1 DYY-10C #Y i
i =18 22 ] B Pk AU DYCZ-24 A RIS F HL Ik
8 CEERZ T A : 170 mm X 170 mm)  JEFTARZE MR
PR T A 5 JR P UK o SR FH A BB ISk E Ky 80, g
VK% ol 1 X TBE, — it e, K/ 250 V, Bk

h 74, R4 F hEAr iRy pBR322DNA/
Mspl, HITKESHIE Y (6, i 4 )5 H CanoScanLiDE



5 1 ZRR A WP A RY O X RS E6 S )R 4 MR IR JE A9 2 70 RAPD.SSR AT 659

60 FH L4, IF H AlphaEaseFC #4440 % T 43
FHbbriE pBR322DNA/ Mspl AR LR 5 194"
R S LI R A 2 RN TR B
MBS 5
(1) kbR
SR E ) Gel-pro analyzer 4.5 8443 #r
Far Kb ARG EER I DNA Jk s BE 5 3k 47 4
W T SR L Pk SR R Bk 1 2%, HLUk sl s — 2,
DU EA Ay e 000 18 5 A 7 32 i R AR 57 S 45 19 = 2
R P 2R AR M REAS A% LR AR B Y
ASTRIAS AR i) o G SR Dk 3l B 8 — SO0 Ry B L 2 2Rl
UK B PR N — B % 6r 22 A L AR DK B i
SE XA TR R B R /NI
(2) BB 5 by
© Z507
P = (ZAAL A E/ O B ED X 100%
@ IEAHILREL:
FEUAR 9] f A AR R B
I, =2N,,/(N, +N,)

AR, /A i 382 S -
D,=1-1,

TR AL AL R B
Ly = SCXYD/ | ST
R o A ] Nei i34 0 2«
Dy =1— Iy
@ 4 (Shannon) ZEEMEFEH .
HIRN TR ZFEESE R
H,=-2(X;Ln X;)/N
FEAAR ] (4  ZREPEFE 5L
H,, =2 H,/n.n AW EHAEL
S AR A SRR
H,=-2(X LaX)/n
K H POPGENE version 1. 31 {44t iRy
Pritfrgeit. A Arlequin 8 44F 475> F O 22
AT CAMOVAD o EAAR N SR (AR ) P2 382 £ AR 1L
EN O by o S SN Y VAR LTI F i N R
RAGEUH ¢ 8056 7 LA g,
@ ARHEEAFEALS

1/2

©® BRRIER I,

H=1-(2)
© ZBHERERE,
PIC = J—(Z;;:?)—(Z 22,9?;)3)

@ AkmlgE AR R .
2n,,

(n, +n,)
® Nei's bR i = .
Jr.l\‘

Ds =— Lnl; I= —
v ij N

L=132%5 J,=13 2%,

Jr_i-_\- = %Z EX&'YU
i

HRIEHE PRI 8938 (L BE RS . ] MEGA 3. 0 $ifF
W NI R UPGMAY R P4 T R 507 .

I:

2 SR
2.1 RAPD 4#f
PCR ¥ ¥4 % A S 56 fir 51 P 3Lt 70

7 o 18 R RR e ALY . 18 51 WY ¥
I R Hi's W3k 2.

F2 KKA I8SKRAPDIIMFINRES
Tab. 2 Sequences and numbers of 18 random

primers used in the study

519 5'~3'FE 5 5195 5'~3' 3
primers sequences primers sequences
S301 CTGGGCACGA S03 CTGGGCACGA

S60 ACCCGGTCAC S303 TGGCGCAGTG

561 TTCGAGCCAG 5306 ACGCCAGAGG
S62 GTGAGGCGTC S316 CTCTGTTCGG
S65 GATGACCGCC S319 TGGCAAGGCA

566 GAACGGACTC 5323
S67 GTCCCGACGA 5326
S73 AAGCCTCGTC 5333
592 CAGCTCACGA 5440

CAGCACCGCA
GTGCCGTTCA
GACTAAGCCC
GGTGCTCCGT

X 18 &5 WA 5 A~ ist & BUBEAR L 1 1Y
197 L8 EX B 51 1S 10.9 M. 7
R BER/ R 200~3 000 bp, 7B B2 BT
(R IR I A S I A L vl s o 1 o | IS
20.4%.21.7%.,18.5%.,22.3%.21. 4%, 5 4~ it
{4 U 55 0 AR B] R A7 7 B 35 25 57+ (P>0..05),
HARY 25 R 3. B 1 519 S U4
KT e kT L R
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R3 IBEMENSIMET S S MEER
BERrR PCR 7 5 R
Tab.3 Number of bands amplified by 18 random
primers in five genotypes of tilapia

PHRUFNE ZEMERAE BB

(%) %) (%)
amplified  polymorphism percentage of
bands bands polymophism loci
HEJA 125 30 20,4
HJE AN 123 26 21.7
b e X 125 23 18.5
JE% NL 123 27 22,3
AT AL 129 28 21,4

(1) 5 Fofjit % 5 5 £ JFF A 9 ) 38 A5 AR DL 2R

= - — - - — —
S —— .
L e e R X )
—

% 1

B AR ZHEPEIR R

TR AR S E.JEP A 5 B
AR N Nei 725935 & AR K050 3 -
0.9086.0. 8069, 0. 9231, 0. 8588, 0. 8895, Ff {4 [Fi]
SRR FH(P>0.05), # AREAR P A5 4 AR
ERF R P AEFR B FEE. eV B
FE 5 A~ 388 1% B & HE a3 0K 09 26 B 43 5 ok
90.9% .80.7%.92.3% .85.9%. 89.0%,

B AR fa BRI N 0 B A ZEEMEFE B i R < 0. 1326,
0.2410,0. 1103.,0. 1742,0. 1514, #E{Ak 8] 22 7 A
£(P=>0.05),

o — —
w0

b 00

et 00

G190 Soor (2 AE €1 5 AL RURE OR300y iy Fl Dk A

I~5: Fiat: 6~10.7 8 11~15. 8% : 16~20. )2 21~25, WF|F

Fig. 1

The electrophoresis patterns by primer Sg in five genotypes of tilapia

1-5:X]; 6-10:JA; 11-15;NL; 16— 20, AN; 21 - 25 AL; Marker; Marker [l

(2) 5 Fohyst 4% 7 % A o fE A 195 795 (1) 38 4% A1 (8L
AB GBI

HRE-BEEER - A ERGER-EY
(i) L5 B — BRI ] st A AR LR B850 0. 9444,
0.9544,0. 9496, 0. 9383; 3t & I 25 43 51 Ay 0. 0573,

0. 0467.0. 0517,0. 0637, IRAGAHL R EGE B8 — Bl

B AR 75 8 — BRI ] e/ ) A R B B8 — IR
FINE ] K 5 B8 — B B Al NGE D) .
2.2 WMIENH

PCR ¥ 3# 4 R 11 % DR 5| P ER Y 14
BT R B E 2. SR . #5]
Prdr S A B S0 I R B0 3 R 3~6 A4, 3k 51 A4
S LR K /NE 76~235 bp SE A4S | 4547
JERECH 4. 64 1K 5),

T4 FIEESNREERBEAEFAFE Nei Sk
HURE R EEER
Tab, 4 Genetic similarity and distance in

five genotypes of tilapia

i M Fae B LA F| P

JA AN XJ NL AL
w A - 0.9444 0.9544 0.9496 0,9383
WJE AN 0. 0573 - 0.9363 0.9541 0.9537
e X) 0. 0467 0. 06580 - 0.9546  0.8992
Je % NL 0.0517  0.0470 0.0464 = 0. 8977
WA AL 0.0637  0.0474 0.1063 0.1079 =

T MEAT LT il e I R A e T O e
e B
Notes; The figures right above the diagonal represent

genetic  similarities.  lelt  below the diagonal represent

genetic distances



5 1 RS RP R GRS WG ORI B R 2 ) 4 MRS R R Y 52 5 RAPD.SSR HA 47 661
P12 5149 UNHI23 72 9E 6 5 4>t 1% B (A it 4 1 = it el Dk i Y
1~5. 3 8; 6~10: 2 ; 11~15. 8% 5 16~20. 8% ; 21~25. WA I
Fig. 2 The electrophoresis patterns by primer UNH123 in five genotypes of tilapia
1-5:JA; 6-10:AN; 11-15.:XJ; 16— 20:NL; 21 - 25 Al.; Marker: PBR322/Msp |
F5 FRESPEFRTEEHEN U ARIEECNFUEVCERY ERAREENESERRE
Tab. 5 Effective numbers of alleles. gene heterozygosity and polymorphism information
content of eleven microsatellite locus in five genotypes of tilapia
(o it (fs 2 b W e o e% B T
E*J;i genﬁfffﬁjl‘m (n=20) (n=20) (n=20) (n=20) (n=20) ti:i n[ﬂ
; : JA AN XJ NL AL :
UNH904
Ne 2. 589 3. 376 2,477 1. 882 1. 225 2.310
He 0.732 0. 950 0. 300 0. 600 0. 602 0. 637
PIC 0. 682 0.753 0. 335 0.573 0. 505 0. 570
GM155
Ne 2. 089 2,817 2.703 3.571 1. 000 2.426
He 0. 750 0. 900 0. 500 0. 800 0. 000 0. 590
PIC 0. 663 0. 757 0. 666 0. 786 0. 000 0.574
GM532
Ne 2.439 2.778 1. 947 1. 882 1. 000 2.010
He 0. 631 0. 800 0. 200 0. 494 0, 000 0. 425
PIC 0. 585 0. 763 0.183 0,372 0. 000 0, 381
GM559
Ne 2. 000 3. 463 1. 663 2. 100 1. 105 2. 066
He 0. 568 (), 952 0. 100 0. 200 0. 698 0. 504
rIC 0, 527 0. 779 0.112 0. 241 0. 674 0. 467
UNH123
Ne 2. 556 1. 536 3.434 2. 005 1. 782 2. 263
He 0. 550 0. 400 0. 550 0. 654 0. 697 0. 570
PIC 0. 660 0. 320 0. 663 0. 538 0. 669 0. 570
UNH129
Ne 1. 831 2,556 2.100 2.432 1. 000 1.984
He 0. 800 0. 600 0. 550 0. 654 0. 000 0. 521
PIC 0. 735 0,412 0. 489 0, 566 0, 000 0. 440
UNH172
Ne 2,623 3. 150 1. 956 1. 802 1. 000 2.106
He 0. 800 0. 900 0. 450 0. 621 0. 000 0. 554
PIC 0,737 0, 753 0. 531 0,599 0. 000 0. 524
UNH187
Ne 2.292 2,036 1. 835 1. 000 1. 051 1. 643
He 0. 750 0. 700 0. 700 0. 000 0. 661 0. 562
PIC 0. 742 (). 559 0. 666 0. 000 0.613 0. 516
UNHZ216
Ne 2.930 2,640 1. 663 1. 600 1. 000 1. 967
He 0. 500 0. 900 0. 100 0, 280 0. 000 0. 356
PIC 0. 585 0. 763 0. 109 0. 246 0. 000 0.341
UNH222
Ne 3.347 3.150 2. 640 1. 966 1.512 2.523
He 0. 500 0, 953 0. 150 0. 858 0, 698 0. 632
PIC 0. 527 0.779 0.134 0. 758 0. 676 0. 575
UNH907
Ne 2. 000 3. 556 3. 042 1. 105 1. 727 2. 286
He 0. 401 0. 830 0. 650 0. 532 0. 697 0. 622
R PIC: 0,321 0. 610 0. 440 0. 528 0. 669 0.514
nean Ne 2,427 2. 823 2.314 1. 940 1.177 2.136
He 0. 700 0. 816 0. 398 0. 570 0. 497 0. 596
PIC 0. 661 0. 692 0. 420 0, 568 0,513 0,571
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1 324

2.3 FiIa S NEERBEENEESHEE

PR 5 ANt G BURF AR Y 1% ZREPERE B WL
5. FHAREFAIER BN AR T . )
JB (2. 823) > H.(2. 427) > ¥ % 8 (2. 314) > ¢
B (1.940) > B F|W (1. 177) ; F ¥y (L 20 & B
CH,) I A - B2 (0. 816) =7 (0. 700) >
JE % (0. 570) =B HF (0. 497) > & (0. 398) ,
11 AN DR AL 88 2 2845 B & & (PIC) BRI T
SR (0. 692) =3t HL(0. 661) = Jg B 0. 568 > A
FIE 0. 513> & 0.420, WFp 23z A H BoR
A BCEE R 25,

% 4k & 5 A4 R BRI 69 S 4% 3B B o il 4
A % 3 LR B RS FURA
5 AN AL BUBFAE] () Nei's &AL R B Nei's
WA R AR 6 FrR. M- WE . HW -k
TR R A R BRI a] ) st % AR BL 2R A
43511k 0,700, 0. 833,0. 645 Fl 0. 450; 7% 8 — B
Je B - HEE R - e R - BRI ]
i) Nei's j8t 1% 585 40 5 &y 0.324,0. 245, 0. 347
H10.661,

xo6 Fis 5 P EERRKEMNBEEERM
HAERELRE
Tab. 6 Genetic distances and genetic similarity among

five genotypes of tilapia

HH B #EW RY  RAW

JA AN XJ NL AL
I JA - 0.700 0.833 0.645 0,450
HE AN 0. 324 - 0.780  0.816  0.668
it i XJ 0,245 0,314 - 0.852 0,330
JE% NL 0.347  0.261  0.233 - 0.348
AT AL 0.661 0.372 0.712  0.689 -

e MM LB oRs e pE R B A e T
Hordenit LI
Notes: The [ligures right above diagonal represent genetic

similarities. leflt below represent genetic distances

FA & 5 AHARBKGRESIH Gl
MEGA 3. 0 #f# R4k 5 A8 (& BIRFA ] Y Nei's
WA R R [ (3R 6) 4 I UPGMA Bl NJ 344
@AY 5 R AE MR T RER KIK—E (& 3).
5 AR 2 Al £ W1 5 53 M S, BB B Dy

— 3T 4 BN AR — 3 o, R
BEACHT T 0315 I 28 0T B JE W) [) L B A
B 38 A5 I B A
{‘Eﬁ%‘flﬁmm
B R X
{%JE?&'?H?{&_ AN
] & %kl NL

B2 AL

e |
0.05
R EM A
a4kt X)
JE% %k NL
BB B NL
BRI 4 i AL
IW'

[#13  Nei's &R e % B R 5 > it & R A )
ML R (UPGMA B — E NI R - TF)
Fig. 3 Culster relationship of five genotypes of tilapia

by UPGMA((upper)and NJ (lower) method based on Nei's

genetic distance

3 g

FH RAPD J5 . o3 Hrfs i B4 5 S istfE Y
B o A ) 22 2 3R 67 LL ) | B A ) 3t 4% AL, R
BAFER AR =TS bR, R &
745 A LB (18.520) B 4 £ KF 4 18 £
(0.1103) 1% 1M Nei's ¥ 15 1% 4 L 2 5%
(0. 9231) fi iy o (T3 A2 BRI P B G5 51 L IR Ry o i
AR F AR T Ak R A=A
J§F7(21. 7%, 0. 2410, 0. 8069) L » 223 Ff i 1L
AYIX = NEFR(20. 4%, 0. 1326, 0. 9086) FH i 1 ¥
AEAR s — TS 5 A LAREAA PN A0 s A AR (DL BE R 36
AN T B (92. 3%0) f . H s Al
(90.970) WZ, H & F R JE (80.7%). & ¥
(85. 9%0) F WA F (89. 0%0) 4 I 2 45 F- 18 S Y 4%
F. 1M SSR AHraE REW , FH R EE LA
JE 0. 700) f 5 . B2 (0. 816) R =z . #Bi i T e %
(0. 570) A (0. 497) Fo i 75 7 (0.398) ; {H £
A5 B A R PR (0. 692) f% 5 . 75 (0. 661)
W2 WERIEE T % (0. 568) , B F (0. 513) &
B B (0. 420) . RAPD H1 SSR — 7 W] i i Z¢
A HA L XGEE b @28 X R
TR AR AR 2R 2 th . PR R —
B, WIFh 28 f0 8 LA S A A X — 5 1
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[ B A SR D Rk — 3. X R B A2
X4 i B 5E 0] B AR T A 85 R

SUARE Botsein 4820 4 H A iy i 5 PR AR S 7
FERGIR A Z 805 B & 484K, B PIC>0.5 /R
FE£7%.0.25<PCI<0.5 WP ELEZAR, PIC<
0.25 BREZE. A h P EM 5 HEARY
11 M EARC R 2 8(E B & St TE N 0. 420~
0.692.FHMH KK 0.571, MM h L L, #
A 90 T 0 2 9 20 A £ 5 AN BEA ) 184G 2 REE
SVA FRFEER, XD A — B R
e .
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Genetic variations among a new tilapia hybrid [ NEW GIFT Tilapia
(Oreochromis niloticus) ¥ X blue tilapia (O. aureas)? | and four
closed genotypes of tilapia by RAPD and SSR analysis

LI Si-fa, CHEN Lin, CAI Wan-qi
(The Key Laboratory of Aquatic Genetic Resources and Ecological Systems Certi ficated by the
Ministry of Agriculture. Shanghai Ocean University . Shanghai 200090, China)

Abstract; Using a new hybrid [NEW GIFT Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) ¥ X blue tilapia(O.
aureas)? + short term JA] and closed hybrid (common Nile tilapia ¥ X blue tilapia £, short term
AN) as well as their parents(GIFT Nile tilapia.short term XJ; common Nile tilapia.short term NL;
blue tilapia. short term AL) as study materials. their genetic variations were studied by RAPD and
SSR technologies. By RAPD:(DPercentage of polymophism loci(P) = JA(20.4%) > XJ(18.5%) ,but <AL
(21.4%)<TAN(21.7%)<NL (22.3%); @Nei's average genetic similarity(I,) — JA (0. 9086) <<X]
(0.9231) . but > AL(0. 8895) >>NL (0. 8588) > AN (0. 8069); @ Shannon diveristy index(H,) — JA
(0.1326) = XJ(0.1103),but <AL(0. 1514)<INL(0. 1742)<AN(0. 2410), @ The paired population
genetic similarity (I,,) — JA-AN (0. 9444 ) << JA-NL (0. 9496 ) << JA-X]J (0. 9544), but > JA-AL
(0. 9383). By SSR: @D Average effective numbers of alleles(N,) — JA(2. 43)> XJ(2. 31)>NL(1. 94) >
AL(1. 18) . but <CAN(2. 82); (@ Average heterozygosity ( H) (JA(0. 700) = NL(0. 570) > AL(0. 497) >X]
(0.398) . but <<AN(0. 816) ; @ Polymorphism imformation content( PIC) — JA(0. 661) =>NL(0. 568) > AL
(0.513) > XJ(0.420), but << AN (0.692); @ The NJ and UPGMA tree based on genetic distance
showed that, AL goes to one branch separately. JA etc, 4 genotypes run together into a branch. In
general, the information by RAPD and SSR all revealed that, the hybrids, never mind JA or AN, all
closed to their mother side, which is coincident with our previous study results from morphology and
growth,

Key words: tilapia; hybrid; genotype; genetic variation; RAPD; SSR



