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(Microsatellite),
(Simple sequence repeats, SSRs),

(O’Connell et al, 1997),
( , 2008; Rutten et al, 2004; Ro-
mana-Eguia et al, 2004; Yue et al, 2002)

4
1
1.1

“e 1 (ZA,30

) (ZN, 24 ),
(GA,30 )
(GN,30 )
2002
4
PCR Taq-DNA dNTP
20bp-ladder Marker TaKaRa ;
PCR Eppondorf Mastercycler gradient;
BIO-RAD PowerPac Universal;
DYCz-B2 ; Gene
Company Limited Gbox
1.2 DNA
(ACD ), 50ul

(0.5% 0.02% K 10mmol/L
EDTA) 200ul, 50 2h ( ), -

DNA, 20 :
70% , 0.1xTE 50ul DNA,
0.8% , 100ng/ul, 4

1.3
(Lee et al, 2005)
Hubbard (http://hcgs.udn.edu/)
, UNH106 UNH159 UNH166 UNH172

UNH178
UNH216
UNH874
UNH901
UNH919
UNH971
UNH999

14

UNH190
UNH222
UNH879
UNH906
UNH932
UNH980

UNH1004

UNH197
UNH846
UNH880
UNH908
UNH933
UNH990

UNH211
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UNH896
UNH913
UNH958
UNH995

GA GN ZA ZN 10
: 10xPCR

(10pmol/L)

2.5ul, Tag-DNA

94
1min, 28

15

30s,

8%
, GelRed (Biotium

PCR

: 10xPCR

(10pumol/L)
Tag-DNA

30s,

28

PCR
, 5V/em
, Gel-Pro Analyzer

1.6

0.5ul,

1U, DNA
20ul
50—64

72

)

UNH214
UNH856
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UNH914
UNH968
UNH997

36

PCR

2.0ul,

. 95

0.5ul, dNTP (2.5mmol/L)
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Bostein  (1980) (PIC, 1
polymorphism information content), 2.2
PIC = 1—(&92} nf an 2P2p?
il Sian ) (genotypic disequilibrium value), 100%
n ,Pi P P>0.05,
i j =i+l 2.3
, MEGA3 UPGMA 4 ! (Ae)
(Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic means, 1.00—3.78 , GA. GN ZA ZN
) 1.29 233 1.21 2.04; (He)
2 0.00—0.75 , 0.16 0.53 0.13 0.44;
(H,) 0.00—0.87 : 0.11
21 0.39 0.09 0.34; (PIC) 0.00—0.70
36 28 , 0.13 0.47 0.11 0.38;
(77.8%) 4 3 GA
, 19 (52.8%) ( 1), ZA ,GN ZN
90—251bp , UNH999 3 ,
(8 ), UNH906 2 ) 2),4 ZA 4 ,
1—2 | ZN 1—6 , GA (P>0.05)
1—-5 ,GN 2—5 GN ZN 2.4
UNH896 UNH995 UNH999 (Fst)
95% ( )GA (Nm) ,ZN GN
ZA , 19 13 (68.4%)
F1 19WMBBMIENE SERIESIYHFE
Tab.1 Characteristic of nineteen pairs of polymorphic microsatellite primers for PCR amplification
(C) GenBank
UNH159 F:-TTGTTTTAGGAGCTTCTTTTGTC R:ATATTCATCTGGATTTGGCTCTAA 62 G12311
UNH190 F: CGCGATCGAGCATTCTAA R: TGTCTGCACGCGCTTTTGT 58 G12342
UNH222 F: CTCTAGCACACGTGCAT R: TAACAGGTGGGAACTCA 55 G12373
UNH846 F: TGGAGCAGCTTCTTCTACATCA R: CACATGATGGAAGCCGTGTA 62 G68185
UNH853 F: TAAAGCTCGTCCCCGTAACA R: TGCGTCTCATCACTGTCTGC 57 G68189
UNH874 F:AGTAAAATGGGCGAACGTGT R:TGAAGCTGGGAGTTTCCTGT 58 G68202
UNH879 F: GCATAAGGTGACTGGCTGGT R: ACAAAGGGGTCCTGCAATTT 58 G68206
UNH896 F: CCTCTGTCCCTCCATGTGTT R: AGCCTGGCTTTAGAGGCAAT 61 G68214
UNH899 F:ACGTCACATGGAGGTGCTTA R:GCTAGACCTCTGTCCCCTGA 61 G68216
UNH906 F: AACATGCTTTCAGCCTTCGT R: TGAGCAAATCCCGTCCATA 60 G68220
UNH913 F: CAATGACTGTTTTTGTTCCTGTG R: GCTTTCTTGCACATGCAGTC 61 G68225
UNH914 F: CAGCTTGTGGAAAGAAATACCA R: CCACGCACTTGTGGAAAATA 58 G68226
UNH932 F:AGCGCTAAATGAGCCAGTGT R:TTCTTTAATGCCTGCCAGTG 60 G68238
UNH933 F: GGGGTGAGGTGTTCACAGAT R: GGGGCCTTAGTTTCACTTCA 62 G68239
UNH968 F:ACTGCTCCTCCTGTGTCTGG R:TCTTGCTGCTTCTCTCCACA 62 G68257
UNH971 F:GGTGGGCAGTGTGTGTTTTT R:TTTTCATCCAGGCCTCAGTT 57 G68259
UNH990 F:GCCACAGGTGACCATGTTAG R:GGTGTCTGATTGCACTGACG 60 G68270
UNH995 F: CCAGCCCTCTGCATAAAGAC R: GCAGCACAACCACAGTGCTA 61 G68274
UNH999 F: TGCAAAGTCACAAATCCACAA R: CTCCCATTCATTACCCCAAA 60 G68278
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Tab.2 Alleles sizes amplified by primer pairs at nineteen microsatellite loci in four tilapia populations
GA GN ZA ZN
UNH159 230 243 230 237 243 251 230 237 237 243 4
UNH190 161173 149 161 173 161173 149 161 173 3
UNH222 164 164 180 197 203 219 164 180 197 203 5
UNH846 202 207 175 185 207 225 202 207 175 185 207 5
UNH853 167 152 167 175 180 185 167 167 175 180 185 5
UNH874 216 225 239 177 183 192 199 216 225 239 177 183 192 199 225 7
UNH879 196 202 174 185 196 202 202 185 196 202 4
UNH896 219 155162 170 178 195 219 155162 178 6
UNH899 142 142 155 162 167 142 142 155 162 167 4
UNH906 155 155 161 155 155 161 2
UNH913 97 97 110 117 121 97 110 117 121 4
UNH914 160 160 175 183 160 160 175 183 3
UNH932 121 121 140 145 121 121 140 160 4
UNH933 242 235 242 247 251 242 242 247 4
UNH968 158 185 191 200 225 191 195 200 209 225 191 225 191 195 200 7
UNH971 202 215 221 190 195 202 215 202 221 195 202 215 221 5
UNH990 141 149 155 149 155 160 141 149 141 149 4
UNH995 214 234 168 178 192 234 214 234 178 5
UNH999 90 95 110 115 120 90 95 95 115120 125 130 135 8
1 5 10 15 20 25 30 M
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Fig.1 Demonstration of microsatellite locus amplified by UNH914 primer pairs in four tilapia populations
a: GA; b: GN; c: ZA; d: ZN
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Tab.3 The polymorphic information at nineteen microsatellite loci in four tilapia populations
GA (n=30) GN (n=30) ZA (n=30) ZN (n=24)

PIC Ae H, He PIC Ae Ho He PIC Ae H, He PIC Ae Ho He
UNH159 0.25 1.43 0.17 0.31 0.52 2.32 0.14 0.58 0.29 1.56 0.27 0.36 0.19 1.28 0.17 0.22
UNH190 0.18 1.26 0.23 0.21 0.36 1.76 0.38 0.44 0.12 1.14 0.13 0.13 0.43 1.92 0.25 0.49
UNH222 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 067 346 062 0.73 0.00 100 000 000 046 219 046 0.56
UNH846 0.37 199 013 051 067 359 087 073 0.32 168 023 041 0.38 183 029 0.46
UNH853 0.00 1.00 0.00 000 051 219 043 052 0.00 1.00 000 000 059 292 038 0.67
UNH874 0.09 1.11 0.10 0.10 055 258 0.27 0.62 0.06 1.07 007 007 051 238 042 0.59
UNH879 0.03 1.03 003 003 058 276 050 065 0.00 1.00 000 0.00 0.27 141 033 0.30
UNH896 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.52 2.49 0.47 0.61 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.39 1.71 0.29 0.43
UNH899 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.56 2.62 0.43 0.63 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.58 2.89 0.58 0.67
UNH906 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.31 1.64 027 040 0.00 1.00 000 0.00 0.15 1.18 0.08 0.16
UNH913 0.00 1.00 0.00 000 066 354 069 073 0.00 100 000 000 048 230 040 0.58
UNH914 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 139 020 0.29 0.00 1.00 000 0.00 0.12 1.14 013 0.12
UNH932 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 139 020 0.29 0.00 100 000 000 044 213 058 054
UNH933 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 1.60 021 0.38 0.00 1.00 000 0.00 0.08 1.09 0.08 0.08
UNH968 048 230 033 058 069 374 040 075 0.33 172 000 043 0.37 1.84 042 047
UNH971 0.41 2.07 0.47 0.53 0.40 1.77 0.37 0.44 0.37 1.92 0.47 0.49 0.68 3.76 0.75 0.75
UNH990 0.15 1.19 0.10 0.16 0.46 2.26 0.67 0.57 0.06 1.07 0.07 0.07 0.37 1.95 0.50 0.50
UNH995 037 200 030 051 0.25 137 020 027 031 162 022 039 000 100 0.00 0.00
UNH999 0.14 1.18 0.17 0.16 0.38 1.74 0.13 0.43 0.19 1.26 0.23 0.21 0.70 3.78 0.42 0.75

0.13 1.29 0.11 0.16 047 233 039 053 011 121 009 013 038 204 034 044

(Fst = 0—0.05)(Wright,

1978), 0.1146,
1.9309; ZA GA 19 3 3
(15.8%) 3.1
, 0.0379, (1)
6.3408 : ,
2.5 ,
4 (Ds) : ,
(1) 4,ZA  GA , ,
0.9867( D, =0.0134); GA GN DNA PCR (Carleton et al,
, 0.3698( D = 2002; Lee et al, 1996), ,
0.9949) MEGA 3 UPGMA (2,4 ,
., ZA  GA 1 (2) DNA ,
,GN ZN ,

x4 FTAEE 4ABHEAR Nei RFRERGER( )SEEHEAMRER )

Tab.4 Nei’s standard distance (below the diagonal) and genetic similarity coefficient (above the diagonal) among four tilapia populations

GA GN ZA ZN
GA — 0.3698 0.9867 0.4388
GN 0.9949 — 0.3934 0.7696
ZA 0.0134 0.9330 — 0.4475

ZN 0.8238 0.2619 0.8041 —
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2 UPGMA GN(PIC =0.47)  ZN(PIC =0.38) ,
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GENETIC DIVERSITY ANALYSIS OF THE SAME SPECIES OF TILAPIA CULTURED
IN DIFFERENT REGIONS

XIAO Wei', YANG Hong', LI Da-Yu!, LUO Yong-Ju?, ZOU Zhi-Ying*, ZHU lJing-Lin'

(1. Key Laboratory of Genetic Breeding and Aquaculture Biology of Freshwater Fishes, Ministry of Agriculture, Freshwater Fisheries
Research Center, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Wuxi, 214081; 2. Guangxi Institute of Fisheries, Nanning, 530021)

Abstract Thirty-six pairs of microsatellite primers for Orechromis niloticus from GenBank were tested on four popu-
lations, including O. aureus (“Xia Ao 1 Hao”, ZA) and Egypt O. niloticus (“99 Series”, ZN), which were cultured in the
Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences Freshwater Fisheries Research Center, and other two populations (GA and GN),
which was introduced and cultured in the Guangxi Institute of Fisheries. It was showed that 19 pairs (52.8%) display
polymorphism. In the O. aureus populations, the average observed heterozygosity (H,), expected heterozygosity (H.) and
polymorphism information content (PIC) were 0.10, 0.15, and 0.12, respectively; the genetic similarity between the two
populations was 0.9867; the average inbreeding coefficient (Fsy) and gene flow (N,,) of ZA and GA were 0.0379 and 6.3408,
respectively. In the Egypt O. niloticus populations, the average observed heterozygosity (H,), expected heterozygosity (H,)
and polymorphism information content (PIC) were 0.37, 0.49, and 0.43, respectively; the genetic similarity within these
two populations was 0.7696; the average inbreeding coefficient (Fst) and gene flow (N,,) of ZN and GN were 0.1146 and
1.9309, respectively. The results showed that 1) In the two O. aureus populations, the genetic diversity was low, the simi-
larity was high, and the genetic variation between the ZA and GA was low, indicating the information of O. niloticus
populations were relatively stable; 2) In the two Egypt O. niloticus populations, the genetic diversity was moderate, the
similarity was relative low, and the genetic distance between ZN and GN was relative high, indicating some genetic varia-
tion existed in the Egypt O. niloticus populations, and there was a certain degree of cultivation potential in these Egypt O.
niloticus populations; 3) Primers UNH896, UNH995, and UNH999 could be used as unique microsatellites markers to dis-
tinguish O. aureus and O. niloticus.

Key words Orechromis aureus, Egypt O. niloticus, Microsatellites, Genetic diversity



