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BEATFERECSEARFNMENYT E
%75 DNA(RAPD) 43~

MEE BH#¥M AWK
(SR ELGERR, B 266003)
B ER OEZXER
(FEAFREREEBKEPHRN, 58 266071)

W B FAAMAYTHS S DNARRAPD)HE A, M & A0 BEREATIHREHRKS
HRBANEESHERT TN, U2 FAT THRENABRRELSH
MEBERANTHEEA K a AT S AHERNT . £ OPC 4 20 10
WA (bp) WAL 4, ¥R T AL EUTH 24 RHFAKRAER 1S RBAIRER
BHFTHN. BE N AT HERREANDA THEM, T HERAAREN
TEESE. LI NPHRE IR ML, L P RABEKTA M NRAEL A, 55
B4 83.93%; HRBMAALEI M E LRSS A, F AP N 85.71%. £itE, &
BN RES MR N 0.2124, HRBEHRESHMERN 0.227 1;KEH
BRI AL AR 92.82%, REEFEE H0.0718. AARLERKY, B AT H T 0
ReBAMRESRMUBRFE AIFRETENLRERARGRH, FiTEE5A
THREREBFANTHEEI (P EEF S E EAXBTERABK A ENEREIT
EUBHEIEE. B RRNREAMATIHRBLEEFTOBEERFNLENE.
X@iE H4 MY ¥ % A DNA(RAPD) #AE S

hES#S: Q78

1 5|5

¥ #8 ( Liza haematocheila B L. so — iuy B Mugil so — iuy, YREBRFREXBEEN LT
wAKT — FESFFEEE HA P EEERA O RRKRE R, 7ERAKRRK B KHH

AT 1999-05-19 WeE, BEWTF 2000-05-10 U
» BRER/MERELSEARBINE (%5 :39630260).
B EERN AUES, &,28 %, M, NEBEIEYED TERHRE.
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BEAEK, RERKMFHES, HRILOER A FHE VAR BERE —HL TEREHBHRK
HEE, FZ ALERMALRR LEZT2RERAZERLRETROBEATHTH. XE
WITFRERRY, BEDHE, ER—FEEE BB EIRE, EFREE R BREEER.
REBAAHT ARCHBEET A A LB RN 7 BRI RFESETEE T ZH N
AU, XM R A A T ok AR . B, AR 0 X R £ B8 15 2 REVEEAT R T, LME K
BRERRERR R AR R B e A0, N ag R RERE.

FEPLY ¥ £ DNA H AR (randomly amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD) B & R . F & .
ZEHEREN S, BIIZHTFEMIAEY N REHFL PR L BEREERM . BIRER
B 1 43 T PR DA B a8 14 1 e P R ST, 0 BT T A e I B KT B Bt £
WA AF ALY 8 5 DNA AR 1 DNA K3 5 E #1013 00 12 f B ik (2
15 B ARBHEON A TSR BBHE ) 138 1% ZREAEREAT T B 5T, DI 4 FOK 7 T iRt L i (S B 4%
R RMANTHEEX HERA R, AT % & E YRR AR RE RS R R —%
H)FF A R R UL P ST & A BRI KR
2 MR
2.1 BERE

HART 199845 H. BABEHERRE ML ERRTHTIEE (2 =24), A\LFH
BAEMEARREFMILERYN EHENEREMYE (2 = 15). BETEIAASRELF, KiRiE
BIEEZEFE - 30 CHRE, HTEFA DNA AR EL.
2.2 DNA M

BGEE(£90.1 o) MLAAH R T Eppendorf & W, SLEPHIA STE(100 mmol/dm’ NaCl, 10
mmol/dm? Tris HCl, 100 mmol/dm® EDTA, pH 8.0)# 600 mm®, FIIR &} By 3R 4H &, IO 1/
10 #&FH SDS(10% ) A 2 B E HEF K(10 mg/cm®) F 56 CH#ATHL; U ELE, LHE
T EEFR(750 mm? ) EAME B - S (0 DFEN - RIEQ4e: D#TEAME;REHSE
HA(750 mm®) RFEBILHE DNA, 7 70% % Z B R ITE, 218 8 A T4 DNA, F#T TE
(10 mmol/dm?® Tris HCl, 1 mmol/dm® EDTA, pH 8.0)%, 7 4 CRHE&H.
2.3 5|9iE
2.3.1 PCRV'#

BB, 8RS 3 MERMEE, B OPC 4 20 MHEVLE 4347 PCR ¥~
. S PCR RSN 25 mm®, HH & Tag DNA B&8F 1 47, dNTP100 pmol/dm®,
MgCl, 2 mmol/dm® #1 10 RN B 2.5 mm®. SV TE PE2400 I #{X L2 94 C A4S
min J5i#47 40 MEF, B MEFEIE 94 C 1 min, 36 T 1 min, 72 T 2 min, BJF T 72 T &M
10 min. SR PCR R ¥R AR &R DNA B2 H % 8.
2.3.2 HKKM

VY2 1.3%BFRESE RS i ik 4> B, EB Jefa, ZE 2 HME TR,
2.3.3 3|¥fEs '

DAY AR RSB MR P — BOHE MR IR 9 £ PR SR AT HERT 20 D51 EAT IR E. —
B EEY W I E N MR —RER BT URFEN S ST BT T — BT
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2.4 BiEah

FRBER SRR BT AR AT PCR ¥7 38, ER N &4 3 WS R I 7 ikF
b, B EAREARE 2 MERERE, AR B T AR F B AR & U R FE A D5
2.5 HEgitRaHR

(1) BEIMEHEE-DLE, B E R EBMNEBREN T MRES T REY

(2) HELBMALE P(P T FEBEA BSOS B LR EHOE 100%) .

(3) &% Wachira ZBIYARHEEBI RN BREZESEER H H= - Sxinx/n, &
ox, AR EER B H RS R, n 4 R AR I ) A9 AL s B

(4) HEFA BRI # B AE AR F AREEER DY F=2x,,/(x; + %), D=1-F,
X1, 0N 1,2 BERSE LG R, x, 0 1 BIRMALEBE, x 42 BRI A BEL

3 %R

3.1 S|¥HiEELR
X OPC 41 20 154k % 81, B T OPC - 03, OPC - 04, OPC - 06, OPC - 07, OPC -
12, 0PC - 15 #1 OPC - 16 To g4 b, HA& 14 AN(70%) 5174 T LB M A I 8% (R
1), By e R BRI E 4, H5 OPC-10 f OPC - 18 B3I MM T =Y TEA R A
FEBEHA—BET R EMBEE T, OPC—- 15 WP HRH L HLES, WREHBH —2
RIBE R 1T
F®1 HEREESA DNA X 20 NS HMIHIEER

3l B FHI(s' -3") piiks Epe ) 5 PR
OPC-01 TTCGAGCCAG b <] 12
OPC-02 GTGAGGCGTC % H 11
OPC-03 GGGGGTCTTT Fig* / /
OPC- 04 CCGCATCTAC k> / /
OPC- 05 GATGACCGCC prid E 10
OPC - 06 GAACGGACTC > / /
OPC-07 GTCCCGACGA RiE* / /
OPC- 08 TGGACCGGTG i ) 12
OPC- 09 CTCACCGTCC i ) 10
OPC- 10 TGTCTGGGTG ik H 7
OPC- 11 AAAGCTGCGG 2 B 10
OPC-12 TGTCATCCCC Fig* / - /
OPC-13 AAGCCTCGRC % < 1
OPC- 14 TGCGTGCTTG % H 12
OPC-15 GACGGATCAG Rik® X 2
OPC- 16 CACACTCCAG % =) 8
OPC-17 TTCCCCCCAG AaE* / /
OPC- 18 TGAGTGGGTG S i A- 5
OPC- 19 GTTGCCAGCC % H 8
OPC - 20 ACTTCGCCAC i A 8

* AP, « MERTHERA B O VRFSARES.
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3.2 REREAESHEEMN

LA HBCRTRE R B 1A BRI 39 MR RAPD 4. 11 fIEE 2 Bl
T 514 OPCOS - BF (KRR I8 PP a vk PRl . 11 919K 112 Mz, b 106 4
RALE. FUBERE W MIA LRAES, SHEMEHMA(P)H 83.93%; B RBEEL 96
MIEERREE, BEMASHB(P,)HS5.71%(£2), WX 11 13 MAFH IR QB ES
RWE 7 ERNBRE SR, B0, B SR SERH) GRS R(ERBAN H. N

0.212 4, BB H, 25 0.227 1)(LE 3)th 287, SUA 44 fa 8L 7 DNA K4 i+
WS B

1 B§#L5] 4 OPC- 05 3f 4 @ SRR BEAR 40 57 4 10 it
M 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 9 10 11

B2 FEHL5I% OPC-05 X B AR IF (i 1 1 B i

3.3 REENRNGARANGZENBEER

1ILTEIIE R 97 MU AW A BT (R 2), AE MR AL RS A

92.82%, BEFER F L% 0.071 8( W3 3). Mk 3B 0 H AU X PR RETHIERE

(HOHEAHE, MEN S0 S REI(P) t R, o WAL A MR & [ L0 B mags

#ORFERORESHEIEMBEAMEERNZRER, S0ERMNREMETE. XEH
A3 D] O 0 6 3 £ 5 3 A it il 0 I B R

£ 1B HERTMRBNENT HER
sith FR I FEA B PR AL

L EH AR 1 s Ehual  FURH
OPC~-01 10 10 12 12 10 12
OPC - 02 10 9 11 9 10 11

fRudat 4
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g %
i B B SR Bt é&ﬁﬁl
oast e EHMAN AN samay  BuAm T

OPC-05 9 9 10 7 9 10
OPC-08 12 11 12 10 12 12
OPC-09 9 8 9 7 8 10
OPC-11 10 9 9 8 9 10
OPC-13 9 8 10 10 - 8 11
OPC - 14 11 11 10 10 9 12
OPC- 16 8 7 7 6 7 8
OPC-19 7 6 8 7 7 8
OPC-20 8 8 8 8 8 8

At 103 96 106 94 97 112

x3 FREBRESHESHIER

BriK (NS EEMEY P H F D
ER:3:23 103 96 85.71% 0.2271 03 82% 0.0718
EiistidnS 106 94 83.93% 0.212 4

4 e

4.1 REATHRERGNEAHSHNBALSHEELER

— RS, A LERHSE RS E S RERE, FEFEET founder W (founder ef-
fect) RBEEEURATERABRP - BANNAEGHEENR(WEEAERARB R EFREK
B E MR RET BES)U] Bk, S B E R BRSFR R RRBE BEEXT B
ARFEHHARERNFENERRERAEENSEME. dEHRERKE, R OBRR
BATHERBBRESHEREBERE, MHREBRES BRARKZ A LHBHRELS
. EHAN, XTESHAMATHERREER AR THERIEX. REFEHFKIC
B, AMREAERAREAREFENETEI SR EEERE 23 R), RaZRETER
Bk, T EEBANFRES R PROH E MEEMERER.
4.2 HEATHEIEERITR

RS M R, — MR R S R R R S HE N R S B
X, B EHEEMRETSBOENENRK. A EREREHENESFEREER, RES
FFEL. FENBESRERRE LB EFE T, G R R L RE
RS EEHTMBERR AR, 5 &880 FERU S Mad RAPD RS
ROMAEE(LE 4), TUBRAFROFE IR ARENZ SO A LAMRES AR
HOLm R T H M, X UL BT SR A AR EREREEE. X—ZRER
10, LRSI A BB ES R NNE, ERALERT B SR VAR NG, mi
BRAanASER BT RER EMAEEENR2E, BAM AN THREVERT O R
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WEMREFWRBATR.
%4 FRE&% RAPD ARERLE
L] M ElE7L 3 ' P H SCHR B
E3d 103 5 49.06% / Bielawski %
Gk ) 70 26 43.00% 0.033 4 3K pg gL
FERA 15 12 83.93% 0.212 4 AR
Loy 35 24 12 85.71% 0.2271 AR

HREAERBTRETALEAFHRAARRREE KL THF HER AR ERLEETE
B E & e RFIE E R AR R KA L8, R R RS 8 R
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Genetic variation analysis of two mullet populations through randomly
amplified polymorphic DNA(RAPD) method

Quan Jiexia, ! Dai Jixun, ! Shen Songdong, ! Deng Jingyao, 2 Zhuang Zhimeng®

1. Marine Life College, Ocean University of Qingdao, Qingdao 266003
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Abstract——RAPD method is explored to investigate the genetic variation between cultivated population(CP) and
natural population(NP) of mullet ( Liza haematocheila ) distributed in waters of the Huanghe River Estuary. Using
11 decamer random primers, 112 RAPD sites are detected in the 39 fishes. The high percentage of polymorphic sites
(83.93% in CP, 85.71% in NP) and the high genetic diversity index (H) (0.212 4 in CP, 0.227 1 in NP) show
rich genetic diversity in the two mullet populations. The big genetic similarity index (F =92.82% ) and the small
genetic distance (D = 0.071 8) indicate that there is not obvious genetic differentiation between the two popula-
tions, which suggests that aquaculture has generated little reduction in genetic.diversity of mullet in this area. The
results suggest that aquaculture of mullets will be a promising industry in the area of the Huanghe River Estuary.
Key words Mullet (Liza haematocheila), RAPD, genetic variation, population analysis



