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B e By 1 b A 5 R R A A DA
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ReRAR, ZIPE, o, TAE, HFWi, K M, XFFE, 2 R
I A BRI e, YR M 225300)

BZ ] Mumina Miseq Il A, X0 o A 85 file 5 D2 SO EA TN 1, A5 4R DL 2L BT AR (SSR) A i I 23 e 41
J, HEAE I E 249 167 > SSR g, 1 ~6 BXHEREL S SSR MM77E, Horh "R H AL SSR JUiR e £ (53.59% ) , Hok hy
PR SSR(34. 19% ), HAB B t Z B AMKYCON R DU IR W R RS T IR AL . BEHLIE £
50 A~ SSR {5 FI I 8 iy AR iy DNA RE S HEATHRUE A7 41 AOLARERL I B 347 4y, Forp 28 A a1 ™ it 1Y
TEMF R Z 280, AN EIR 2254k SSR R I 48 Mt [X rh AR i i 2 250k . 25T, A 21 4> SSR ARiCY H 7= M43
SE B RO E SO RN 3 ~ 13 A A5 B B2 G R0 530 0.306 7 ~0.914 5.,0.384 5 ~0.952 1, A1
R &R 0.317 3 ~0.910 5, & FIAFFAEEBIANF B SR . WAA A Hlumina Miseq 1 £ AR T A 5 fif

SSR ARICALA R, T A AR ICTE T AR 5 5 58 DA

SRSRAR : AR BEY SE N AL DR AR FRAE AT 5 i 0

FESES: 917 XEkFRERD: A

g 0 I — RS UL TR K/ N R £ 28 FE R R M
MoK 3 |32, At s A7 50 40 R SEAE I M
st £0 ) AR B 45 225 OB 7 B0 A JC U5 I ((Anodonta
woodiana ) SR 7K I (1) 68 b | [ R 5% S F A 1 S B0 I (A Y
5t £ JYR s A A R & B I i o AR, HR T AR R 1
BH )Mk, — B DLk, 8% 8 1 > AR S R 3 AR 0 5 FR AR M
FF) e A Rhodeus sinensis) 3k A4 B f %
ARV BRVTLAE SR AR o WA R —, i FHFERFE .
R EEHS PRI 38, 3 Bl AR L R 2R BEAT T &1 AR
K, BT K AMARIE G KRR it 15, o A 5 g £ A BRI A S
IR, e et g O A FORERICR R T R, — SRR IR A i IE 7
WO, b IR A St g g 360 A JE

FIFR G FARCE ARG sy s % 2R AT LI 0T
EORAA R (e 8 50 T LA (microsatellite ) JRF fa]
B HE K ¥ 4 (simple sequence repeats, SSR) , [ Fo7E B[ 44
SHAEIZ A EE PCR B 5 & PR A 0 A 2 W kst A%
FIPE R, B ) 2 B F/KAE SRR AGS B 2540 20 B st 4% (RT3
P Ko AR B & AR5, Bk 2 i 4
0z, RIM, ERAEY I SSR FRICTE T U8 TR 45 26 AT
SYESFI PCR 4 BGB0E , 4550 8 1 #4322 SCPE 7 75 43 85 SSR
PRICAEE Gt P (A 38 4 B0 0 55 0 B U0 B 1 6

ek H 9 :2017 - 03 - 16

B TH LI ARBEHIRNE 2= BERHIFIE (45 : NSF201510 - 1) ;
VLI 7K =58 LA E (S5 : Y2015 - 25) s VLIR 4 A 7 i
TAE” (485 TR 3UM[2017]15 %) .

YEF TR AR RAT (1978—) , 35 WAL IO W 4, B0, FHNF
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WEEE: £ AL B8R, F 8K ™ 55 58 BOAR B0 R 5

E - mail ; yyqwq@ sohu. com,,

LEHE 1002 - 1302(2018)18 —0164 —04

SCRAR" o R RTRE T & SSR ARIC HAT B 1R TR 2 2
R ARBFTSRI AT Mlumina Miseq U J7-HE A X
Aot B DAL T T I & SSRARIC, 38 2o 1 56 3 TiE i YAk
PP ARt 21 2351k SSR ARIT, Dy Hh AR 685 fi 35t 44 i 5T 9%
TR ORI FA PSR I ST i

1 RS

1.1 XM

rh AR gl ok S8 T AR H 41 2015 47 3—6 H DZE I X
T PSS S YIA At R B B A AR g 1 A
FEARTENLNE T 100% 2 FE IR, 22k 30 J2.
1.2 A F 40 DNA 235 4

KA = FH e £ A BT B9 77 9 4 S B B
At FE R 4] DNA, F 0. 8% 35 g F Uk K illl DNA 55 4% %
H NanoDrop 2 000 i & 43 Y66 THRLN DNA ¥ B R4l
3R DNA HL Yk 347 21 kb, Dygy o/ Daso o 7E 1. 80 ~2. 00 nm,
DNA #¢ AT A 25K 5 & F - 80 CRBAGRKFE AR

B 1 R AT A 2K rh At BRI 2 DNA (29 10 pg)
7% ST AW B 2B A IR R AT BRI L 44
1.3 ARABEMHEHE

FRAE TMlumina Miseq I /7 3% 46 3 F2 44 & 1 4> 350 bp
Nlumina Miseq PE SCFE , FI| Fil MiSeq I 743 58 il J5 T4 . F
FHAEYME B G 23 07 206 JE 40 T 5548 (reads) HEAT B
FE BRI 3 B b 945 3k Cadapter ) J7 371 5 23 B S 4 0 e 4
P 5 i A AE A TG .C Bk B 557 BT i {H < Q20 )i
A A s s 2B A NOBY EL B R B 10% 1 R IR T 4K
P B 5K <25 bp /MR B, &ad LR BT B3k
o o N B B o

X BY ) B 1 B #5124 1E ( ErrorCorrection ) , 23 BRAIK
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BRI 551 5 5 A TE 5 BB 917 % 4% (merge ) , 3T 1 ity EARRER— S
% (overlap ) 5 246 DT B I 1 51 0 0 P 504 38 2 ) — 5 P T
5 G LA GS de Novo Assembler v2. 8 XUEBIFIN i pmpmstBat () 416 997
PEIEATHHE AT EZ T 5 ( Contigs) . LR (GD) 5.17
1.4 SSR 4%.& 947 KB 1 kb EEBFIE(A) 203 411

F A OSSR i s #F 3% A fF MISA ( MlcroSAtellite KRt 1 kb EAREF IR Gb) 0.39
Identification Tool) 7E£H %5 1) A BT 41 th 254k SSR i, & BRI (bp) 16 676
Bk E BTN | ~6 ML MEREL 106,555, 0P ! 852
SUKDLE. RS0 SSROF SRR T R ARt om0 -

AG AAG) HEWEANZNL S EEITHS .

23k # A9 SSR F primer3 ( http://www. simgene. com/
primer3 ) BT SSR 7 58 G514, 51K B 18 ~27 bp,
GC & ht 50% ~80% , 1E S| WA 2 ANl ik 20% , 3B Kl B
(T OEFEM 57 ~63 C,IERBIY T, HAHZANED 1 C, 9"
34 F By R/ 100 ~300 bp,
1.5 SSR PCR %4

MORTRIEE B 87 50 s B 7 H 47 51 91 89 SSR A3 i 50
A, BOR SSR BRI 2 A2 L EAZHRR ,SSR 51
ATAY TR EE) BHERAF G 5 8 A ek
B FEIRIZH DNA FF 5 i 47 PCR 4714\ PAGE H Jk , 4o Il % 4%
SSR FRICA HEROR LA G S T W L 2 S LT Y SSR FRid
FRL I 25 M 3t IX. e A g 35 A 22 REE

PCR J i f& 1 10 pL, H v DNA BiAf (2 50 ng/pl)
1 wL,2 x Tap PCR MasterMix ( [ 7 Il R AR $ 4 FR 2 7))
5 uh, EF#ETIH (10 pmol/L) £ 0.5 pl, 8 7K 3 pl,
PCR R N FEF M :94 °C FiAE M 5 min;94 °C A5 40 s, 3B k
1 min,72 C ZE{# 1 min,35 MEFF;72 CZEH 10 min;4 °C{f
fFo PCR P=WFI ] 129 FF 728 Vi 5% 9 95 T Jic Bk 2 P VK 264 7 46
B Yk B0 E R AR AR

%% DNA Marker #53i ( DL5S00 DNA marker, TaKaRa) , 1R
P AR RS AR TE AT SSR A7 5 HL VK S5 1Y AL B E
ALY, I CONVERTL. 3. 1 B fe 5%
e 5 R R HEA T e . AU SSR A7 5 4 o7 3 TR K
(N) W Ze 45 B2 (H,, ) FIHER I B2 (H, ) B Popgene 1. 32
53873 il PIC Cale 0.6 i+ 28515 B & & (PIC) ; i3l - 1RAA
A&7 ( Hardy — weinberg equilibrium , HWE ) F1 3% 8 A - i 175
UUHT Popgened. 2 K55 .

2 HERS5HH

2.1 ARabapg5aK

3l 1o X Hr A2 fEfr 350 bp [lumina Miseq PE 3222 & 3 &
Fr AR A9 JE I Iy B HE 151 418 131 4~ x 2 Sk, Bl SR 4K
45.43 Gb , % ARAFF 4G I P58 B AL BT T 40 BT, 25 R
AT reads JFFEE 10 (055, 45605 ATGC 4 Fhfis 2 % 2
BN, L2 —EHL N B R AR, SO 5, 7 45
Ry, T TR 850 HT .

WX [ reads B 05 Y1), 3R45 i BT LS4 43. 38 Gb,
FIR SBT3 U e B s b AT a4 (R 1) Lk &
BT 416 997 4, B B3 KE 5.17 Gb,GC T &N
37.81% ;HE W ESHIF I BB > 1 kb A 203 411
N, iy 48.78% ;N50 A1 NOO 4354 1 852 .1 139 bp, {ji B Hi4E

st gl e DR 2 2 5 o e A
2.2 SSR 4,50 H

N ZEE 1 PP 3 H A A6 3] 249 167 A~ SSR iz s, Kb —
BHBRESE SSR £, A 133 528 4>, 5 & SSR % & 1
53.59% ; Hk TR A SSR, A 85 198 4~ HoAth 4t i
ZENRIN = H R IR HAE R RSB RESR
SSR, /35K 17 652 11 436 1 124 229 (3£ 2), MEHEEE
FICTEE B IN, SSR it B s (Kl 1) .

F2 cheesEuE A RE KA SSR Git

EREHIO SSR %t (4>) At (%)
— R 85 198 34.19
TR 133 528 53.59
ZHRTR 17 652 7.08
PR R 11 436 4.59
AR 1124 0.45
LR 229 0.09
A3 249 167 100. 00
60 000 ¢
—— M -
~ 50000 | fzﬁ@ ono
A —=— " T ERDI-
15 40000 | —— =R Tri-
ﬁ 30000 | — DU MR Tetra-
2l —%— HAZF R Penta-
= 20 000 ‘- —— N R Hexa-
10 000 |
0 5 b
AN I A CR )
5 o \\z \bf \/\/ ’\9/ q'P/ r»b/ 4/’\»
BRI

E1 &S REES ST SSR M

2 nf A, —HEREHR SSR 5 & SSR 4 & ik 3
53.59% , B —#E TR TE R SSR & rh A i 2 BT SSR A,
TE SSR it B, 25 R 0 Gl 2k BRNEC T K TR 2R TR B ST
W—FEE, IR TS SSR 4 AC/CA/TG/GT . AG/GA/
TC/CT AT/TA .GC/CG 4 Fhil 5 2670 fi & 2 "%, —#% 1
FRTE A SSR 4 RS AT K SSR Fr e\ Ml =B K, HE)PF N
AC/CA/TG/GT SSR 45 80 964 /, [ il ik %] 60. 63% ; T & 2%
B4k GC/CG SSRANA 423 A, el 0.32% ; T Z 2N
AG/GA/TC/CT Fl AT/TA fy SSR ¥ 1 #4235, 40 WA
29 587 4~(22.16% ) 122 554 4~(16.89% ) ,

2.3 W4usFsk SSR EM

TEAFRAY SSR 7 5 A 212 109 M S st A/ 5 5

1) PCR 51497, 5 B s 5k 85. 13% . WEALA LM 50 X+ PCR
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900001 g5 964
80000
<3 70 000}
1 60000}
£ 50 000}

| 40000} 29 587
& 30 000} ] 22 554

20 000} j 423

10000 A AG/GA/
teGr  toer  ATTA - GCICG

-]l
E2 s&ESHARER_LHERES SSR 5

SIYP A LE R 9 X5 R REARI b3 =4 541 XF
IR 3=, Hop 78 8 iy DNA B 5w i 3 7= iy
RGeS PER B A 13 %, o4y 28 Xty =4y
IR TC (D) e R
2.4 AL EF SRR AR AR ST

SRHI“2. 37 dh 225 M F B PR A T MY 28 Xt SSR 5]
WG I 3 W v A 5t 2 P B A4 B A % 2R 28 X5 4 o
A 21 X5 P O E T R A I SSR BRI L2
3¢ 21 A~ SSR Az s HAEAS 57 5 W8I0 B S5 A7 L R 3 ~ 13 A5 WL
W2 & B A0 S8 2% 4 % 43 5 R 0.306 7 ~ 0. 914 5 FI
0.3845~0.952 1; ZAMEE 48N 0.317 3 ~0.910 5; 4
Mri5 % Rs4 \Re9 1 Rs36 3 A pi fF7E oAk S e N &
Bonferroni #51E J5 , [ Rsd . Rs43 Redd 3 Ao 5 4, oA fir i
SEALHE U AR AT 5 Hardy — Weinberg V- ; 32 S - i 46 1)
T BRI AR B B4

3 Wit E4Eie

SSR &I 1 ~6 M IR N H & BT R DNA 351,
TEH AR A P ) AR S A T AR R Y 2 kT
DItk R 2H SSR AL, FifiE SRR 20 A BF S HOR 5, tHE 5t
i EBELFASILRA T IEEC L2, FEERE
YRR 2014 4E 1 2015 4R 3 [ B 50 A 51 S5 o6 B T 6
1 ( Cyprinus carpio ) " FI B ( Ctenopharyngodon idellus ) """ %
BRI A, Hrp £ 6 4 R 16,9 G, i 5 55 R 4]
0.9 Gb MR 1.07 Gb, 2016 4F Yang 4858 B 1 1t 43 £k i
(S. grahami) JFRFA4GERAN(S. rhinocerous) Fll'&: 7K 4 2Rl ( S.
anshuiensis ) B R P HIRF 58 TAE, 3R1G 3 Fh 4 LR AR R 26 )7
F04351091.75 1,73 1.68 Gb'™*' | A6 F Illumina Miseq
U A X v A it B R A AT 4 4, 3R A5 o e B R 4 )
511 43.38 Gb, 413J5 119 contigs [P A KL F] 5. 17 Cb, &%
Al G S SR L £ 5 R 2 R /D, AR O v e Bt gl 5 PR 24 0
BER R 5%, A5 1 contigs J3 51 ARAE REAL T
FEIZURHE , BRI EAS YR & A B T B T 8 e e v A 5 gl B[R]
41 SSR ARICHFAE o

NEE R B AR SSR A SR , AR i SSR FhE

wLOERAT 1 ~6 HHRMES SSR WIEd, Hh 1
FRH# S SSR i - F bz, 7 SSR EELAY 53.59% , HUZHA
HRRH K SSR, [ SSR BHHY 34. 19% , 1 3 ~6 L HRER
SSR & AL, AT 8.00% o #E— M &, " HAF

TR S Y 4 BT SSR ARic 4 A 22 3 K, AC/CA/TG/GT
T FFI SSR i RAFRRARIC 60. 63% L GC/CG T FFFIL
5 0.32% ,AG/GA/TC/CT F1 AT/TA T & J¥ %] SSR 43 | 5
22.16% 1 16.89% , i W] 7r v 48 5% fif B PRI 2 b L) — B IR
TR SSR Rt N E,AC/CA/TG/GT A J7 3 SSR e F &,
M GC/CG & & J¥ 4 SSR A W, # #f ik 7 85 )t i
( Xenophysogobio nudicorpa) SSR $FHE /0 & B0, ik E A
SSR 5 &L SSR H & ik 83.15% ,AC/CA/TG/GT T E 5 1
HE ST SSR 49.36% UL 4 MZO PR GC/CG M ER
KRN BB ( Eriocheir sinensis ) & 5 4031 347 4 SR
W, ST SSR (5 &L SSR Ll g &, i B 58. 54% ,
M3k B &8 SSR H AC/CA/TG/GT & 2k &Il 67. 55%
GC/CG TH LA 0.01% ' Mk FFEEBHEE A b Ao 2
i SSR BRIE 542ty SSR FrtEAH{LL, 6B AC/CA/TG/GT
BTSSR TRk =g WA K 2 /3 A i %, GC/CG AL SSR
P

FE A BN P HOR T2 B Z AT, & AR R SSR
PRICET I, B8R R G IR & SRk 45 5 U R
frFE I 38 %13 5 SSR ¥ 51 325 A4, & gl 145 X, A
44.62% SSR A AT LABEH 519 5 5 98 4 R AR W R A
0T (CA) 12 4T BB 5 ok ( Glyptosternum maculatum ) £ [H
HE IR L SSR FRid, 45 R 124 4~% SSR B4 Hh AT 59
SRATLABEIT 5140, Ho 3l 47.58% ™ . AR BF 5 A Mlumina
Miseq Wl ¥ B AT & A 856 SSR Fric , DA JE PH 21 v 2 4k 3
HR KA E OSSR fiL i 249 167 A, th TH 3 P 4 K,
85.13% SSR fi g AT LA i1 514, PCR 4343058 & L 1)
50 X519 X5 AR ABAS BN I . AT LIE
) FH v 38 P AR T & SSR ARiE AMUE R K, i HPH RS
FFHIE, AT PCR 5| W) SSR v 5 L5 o

21 AL 251 SSR AN 2R M b [X. A A s gl B (A 2% IR
A~ SSR RLSAFAEGAIIER 3 ~ 13 A4, P31 7 4, PIC P 34(H
AT 0.500 0,3KF] 0. 655 3, 48 K ZHhnic (21 Mric Ry 18
) Ry iardy - Weinbers S48 , FL 4 (5 A7 76 2 91URF
MG, FRZEREY, AT R 21 251 SSR #7id
T8 FH 3R [ v A fg gl B 1 U PTG ANt AL 2R AT

BE 30k
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F3 hEESH A NSTERIEVNANEREENEESEESH
Rsl Pf giigégzzgg‘ﬁag% [TG], 174 ~ 194 30 7 60 0.7863 0.8657 0.7968 0.071
R ;z:?é;&%ﬁ%ﬁgéégégggg [TC],  104~126 30 9 59 0.8234 0.5965 0.8741 0.000"
Rs6 %?ggf%}i%ﬁiﬁzgégfg [TAA],, 150 ~174 30 6 60 0.5674 0.5411 0.6101 0.170
Rs9 Ffifﬁ?\iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁéﬁéé@% [TC], 155 ~183 30 11 60 0.8378 0.5453 0.7987  0.281
Rsl0 ggﬂgﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ{%ﬁg [CTC]s 101 ~121 30 4 60 0.3915 0.3894 0.5679 0.341
Rsll %Eig%%i%é%ﬁégéggg [CAT, 166 ~202 30 12 59 0.8729 0.9145 0.9521  0.009
Rsl5 RF:’ fgfgggggigﬁiﬁ?{g% [ATT] 118 ~ 139 30 6 60 0.4821 0.4987 0.6321 0.176
Rsl8 E’fé%ﬁf’;féﬁéé?éfﬂﬁ?ﬁgg [GA], 148 ~ 168 30 4 60 0.5682 0.4851 0.6233 0.324
Rs19 E?Xg%%%%%&ﬁ&%g [GCl,  151~165 30 4 60  0.5672 0.7847 0.6211 0.148
Rs23 RF ;:gggggg%?é&%&&%ﬁ [TTCT]g 170 ~202 30 4 60 0.3173 0.3567 0.3845 0.010
Rs25 If :?f&%%fggﬁégg%ﬁ% [CAg 179 ~205 30 9 60 0.8317 0.8105 0.7176  0.217
Rs31 f{ifé{é‘éﬁ%éﬁggggziﬁﬁ [TTA],, 142 ~175 30 6 60 0.5971 0.7952 0.6331 0.189
Rs33 FE ?gf?gﬁgggg?i%%&% [GT], 184 ~ 198 30 7 60 0.3317 0.3067 0.4821 0.175
Rs36 Ef ggﬁggﬁﬁ%ﬁg&;{; [AT] 102 ~ 138 30 13 60 0.9105 0.6810 0.8754 0.443
Rs38 RF::ccc?TAchcGACcngi(TzlﬁigccTc [AGAT];; 84 ~104 30 3 60 0.6276 0.8000 0.5400 0.217
Rs42 i%@iﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁé%%ﬁ&% [CT]q 100 ~ 132 30 7 60 0.8014 0.7981 0.8214 0.095
Red3 ;fég;g%g;&ﬁc;fgﬁggr [CAG]s  136~154 30 4 60  0.7719 0.9062 0.6740 0.000"
Rs44 ]f ggﬁggggﬁggggﬂ%ﬁ [GT], 189 ~217 30 8 60 0.5927 0.5132 0.7246  0.000*
Rs46 ;éggﬁﬁgggfééiﬁgféigé [TA, 150 ~ 196 30 11 60 0.8813 0.7963 0.8217 0.141
Rs49 g‘féiégé%ﬁéé%ggéggié [AG]y3 122 ~152 30 7 60 0.6170 0.4657 0.5148 0.017
Rs50 f{igéigﬁgéiﬁ(}%%g% [TG] 5 151 ~173 30 6 60 0.5841 0.6578 0.5910 0.152
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AN TR] A 5t 2 58 1A% 4 24 M X (L} IR
O £ B R B A K R A
B, RRA L MER, 2 R, 4 AR REA LB K, % B

(L ALIRARAPRHE B A B BHE R VLA Z8M 2253005 2. YL ST AT AR Ml 28 51 20K HOR TG 0l TLJRZE M 2145005
3. LI FRM T AR SRIEAT PR 7] LSRRI 2253005 4. VL35 S TL T B R KR A IR 2 Al L 1135280 214500)

FEE DR 0.02 ~6.00 g 1 FEMAR G L% 70 ] B O R TE 1) Bl R AR o, $0R 0..02 ~ 3,00 g 1 7 TE b
B2, 2 2 XL L5 £ M () R AE A A A o S5 SR R, SR X MR K/ N B — S P e, AT R o
KNI R B R (SR /N R . B 2 B AT R 3 I A 1, (R4 B R />, 29 0.02 g 1)
AR R BT 8 A5 LA 1,24 0.50 ¢ Ay A A AL T4 AH 2, 1. 00 g DA I A R 24y HL 1Y 23%
TR IR, 398 i SR VR R B0 T B T 3 K A /NI LA, 24 0. 02 g A4 1 3 T i R (69. 70 =
37.50)% ,2.00 g L |- 458 R B2 R (25,30 £13.30) % ;29 0.02 g IR 250k 10.94 £3.39 0.10 ~3.00 g
92.80+2.09,3.00 g DL 20 1.20 £0.83, Z5F W], Fa A 4 Lo ug i Ahovd ot &2 550/ N 2 S8 B A R B M 4T, 91 140
HHBEER, RIHEER B ER 11 5L EA R ERE

KR : VLR A LRI s W s 3 s 2B KRR s A R s 180 T 35 TR R

RESZES: Q959.194 XERIRE: A

TR 4 2R 0% ( Whitmania pigra Whitman ) JI|FR0g g | 7K g |
o FRAS B 1] 0 40 KRR A B 2 0 M
FE G I o e 24 7 2 LA R A Y o B I i
F eE /U 980 255 0 A PP A A T R At
At PR AT o AR I T S N 32 ORI T R AN B, RS
SRERR, GHIR B WL, ks B bk, 3 B & 43 X F
BRIET TN TR

ViR B g B A IR B 5T, PR S IR A

ek H#79.2017 -03 -29

BATH TLIE BN A B SR (475 : TN201604 ) 5 YLIR
Al = TRETH (45 : Y2016 -30) ,

F#Ar  EARIE (1983 —) 58, DI TE A UL, ROR, MR
H B IR SE . E - mail ;). g. wang@ 163. com,,

SEEK B8 A, 1L, W HCEE, DA K 2 30 i £ 77 60 0 5.
E — mail : xlwei2002@ 163. com,

e e an B e e e e e e B e e sl Jamn e e e

polymorphic microsatellite markers for a new labeonine fish
(Paragianlabeo lineatus Zhao et al. 2014 ) using illumina paired —
end sequencing[ J]. Journal of Applied Ichthyology,2016,32 (1) :
126 -128.

(13Tl &L, 4= Wor, FEaS R, 55, fCILR PCR =) 8 R 5 A A2 4
PAGE — 4RYLAGIN I i M LR [T ], 18t1%,2004,26(4) :522 - 524.

[14] Glaubitz J C. CONVERT: a user — friendly program to reformat
diploid genotypic data for commonly used population genetic software
packages[ J]. Molecular Ecology Notes,2004,4(2) :309 -310.

[15]Téth G, Gaspari Z, Jurka J. Microsatellites in different eukaryotic
genomes ; survey and analysis[ J]. Genome Research,2000,10(7) :
967 -981.

[16]Xu P,Zhang X F,Wang X M, et al. Genome sequence and genetic
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SR, TER G ARl N T FR 0 1 BRI AR A
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