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i E XA PCR ¥ M A EFIF TR KkMEE Collichtys iucidus @i B AR . F WA BN B
B AN EFHTANAEBHIKSI AL mtDNARH R 255, RABETEBHNRFHKEH 778~
T82bp, FEIKEE R T 2L OL M BARBEER, BN TLLEEAR TASHBEFEHNK
CSB1,CSB2,CSB3 A5, ##mi 2] % &% 66 4, 523 A58 8. 4400, 2 3 L4237 33 7, F 39
BAER L MM (H,) $0.934 740.017 5, 344 588 2 H M (2)$40.017 540.002 3, sk & &7
RAGHEEIEB (K 2-P)#A0.001 7~0.022 8, B4R a9 S 45 8 5 4 0. 002 3~0. 043 3, K[ 65 51
e FrH—0.0584~0.845 8, £ H i 4 0.05~19.62, AMOVA 4R 2+, Bh eI T RA
T4.21 %, B AR AH T F 4 25. 79%(P<T0.05) , A BRI A AT 2 X Md o, AN HEH
REXAMEFT REAMELE TABARIARARL, — L RALFEH(HA. B R.FHB. BN
BONMRAE, F -2 0B FEBENFESGHMONMMYE, BT H AT EBPRALEENHLH
Rl B R EBEYA L,

xgia hEMmESE BAREELEMN KAk 4 K A3

mESEE  S931.5 XERIRBEE A XEHS 1000-7075(2011)02-0034-07

mtDNA control region sequence variation and genetic structure
of Collichtys iucidus populations
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ABSTRACT The complete sequences of mitochondrial control region of 53 individuals of Collich-
tys tucidus from seven populations, Nantong (NT), Qidong (QD), Luchaogang (1.C), Wenzhou
(WZ), Ruian(RA), Fuzhou(FZ), and Panyu(PY) were obtained by PCR cloning . Sequence lengths
of the control region of C. iucidus varied in the range of 778-782 bp, which was mainly caused by the
insertion or deletion. The conserved regions, such as TAS and CSB-1,-2, and -3 were identifiable in
the control regions of C. iucidus. There were 66 polymorphic sites, which accounted for 8. 44 % in all

sequences, and 33 haplotypes were found in all individuals. The average value of haplotype diversity
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(Hy) was 0. 934 710. 017 5 and the average value of nucleotide diversity (x) was 0. 017 540. 002 3
for seven populations. The K2-P distance within and among seven populations were 0. 001 7~0. 022 8
and 0. 002 3 ~ 0. 043 3, respectively. The difference index (Fs;) ranged betweenin — 0. 058 4 ~
0. 845 8 and the gene flow values were within the range of 0. 05~19. 62 for the seven populations.
AMOVA analysis revealed that the inter-population variance was 74. 21 % and the intra-population va-
riance was 25. 79% (P<C0.05). The phylogenetic tree estimated by NJ methods indicated that the C.
tucidus individuals from seven populations could be clustered as two clades: the northern clade was-
formed by Nantong, Qidong, lLuchaogang, and Wenzhou populations, while Fuzhou and Panyu
popualtions formed the southern clade, and Ruian population was mixed with the above two clades.
KEY WORDS Collichtys tucidus Population genetic structure mtDNA control region

Sequence

WSk 5 2 4 Collichthys lucidus (Richardson) J& 85 H Perciformes., 7 & faF}l Sciaenidae MG E M JE Collichthys,
SRR G R /NS K 225 fa S W B T I LT TR HE VS IR ER B K 3R, B AR TR E VS CRABE TN R
HAFIFERE CRITMHEE  1963),

BB M A AT SR IR, BB PAEAEY AR FREE AT RN ARE T (R EX
21901 HRIBAE  2006; RIFNEE 1990; AR 2006.2007;3K Pk 2008)., & (2004) F LR
Hifk 16S TRNA BHHFHER W TIHEALEA E @K FREH T RIHAL, T ERE (20100 F]H 16S rRNA
1 Cyt 6 FFH FEF L3 T L Mg 2 M F B 2 . C. niveatus [ A8 4k, 7RI ip I 2 5 fa 25 vl IR ™
EEREMNERTRELSE 2006, HkHEACRAKREEBELY FE/ENRZ—(EFFE  2007),
B—H. i THIAEE GLEE R oA RN, B IR EIEE A SR BRI EEA YRR Z—. B,
FF J Bk A B A0 [F) Vg S RE AR B B AR AR E L G5 I T M R R IR A S SR HE A EEE X,

#HI XA mtDNA fAELRAS X, AR D-loop X, i Tk = 4 A 1 16 35 FE 07 T Bk 280k 1 322 1R A itk AL i3 R
TR B RSEF T E R TN T GRETLLEE 2004) A BIFSY 8 A5 T S e [ AV R Sk Mg 2 A R M PR
RmtDNAE il X 47 31 , 397 25 20 A 0 Sk 5 2 A 099 380 4% R A8 A8t 4% 20 4L, O W 0 R WROIR B0 F B st A 45 # AR 4L
PR YE .

1 #E5EHA=®

1.1 SRIgH#

SCEG A6 T 2009 4 4~5 AP HIRE TILH R AR LI
. Y LB VLR AR RN TN 3 R IR
(B D, LA R ERERLE 3, NEHRIA BEEH
SRS B AR,
1.2 =#HEREH PCR ¥ i

B 20~30 mg &5, 3y, R S A RAE A

/& i

K fihpr: i B st (K 40 DNA(Peng et al.  2002), 8 1. 2% B 1. il NT;2. 7R QD; 3. B LC; 4. BN Wz,

FEHHE B B AT R TR AT 5. H% RA: 6. HiM FZ 7. APY
#iﬁ%jﬁﬁﬁ miDNA ib'ﬁ:):ﬁ?ﬂ [Z:?Kﬂj E/‘J %I %%,ﬁa Cui % 1. Nantong(NT) ; 2. Qidong(QD) ;3. Luchaogang(L.C) ;

4. Wenzhou(W2) ;5. Ruian(RA) ; 6. Fuzhou (FZ) ;7. Panyu(PY)
(2009, 514 /7% : DLF 5-CCA AAC AAA CTA GGC GGA B Sk M £ R (A

GTC CT-3, DLR 5-GGC TAT GGT TGG TTG TGC CTG Fig. 1 Map of the C. lucidus sampling locations(A)
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ATA -3, LI HER AW TEARA RS .

PCR WA E K 50 pl Btk DNA 2,1(£ 100 ng) .10 X buffer 5 xl .JdNTPs 1 (10 mmol/ul) [51#1& 1 ul (10
pmol/pl) . Tag DNA A8 0.5 (2. 5U/ D, IR B WNFEIK FE 50 pl, PCR RN 540 :94 CHIZHE 3 min; 4 °C
AP 20 5,58 "CiB K 50 5,72 CHEH 90 s, 3k 30 MEEF;72 ‘CLEM 10 min;4 CIRAF. PCRY M= 2 1. 2% 505

FEBE I L KR 38 ¥ A AR AR PR R XL
£1 FKHERLRE DNA BHENERA

1.3 BIESH Table 1 Variable sites of the mtDNA control region of C. lucidus
W 2 B F %) i+ DNAStar # 44. #2‘; A AL EUALE Position of variable site
e Populations 111111222222222222223333333333333344444444446555666677
Clustalx(Thompson  1997) 347 IE. . 5L 1Al 445556778888355779044455666779990122223334446800145677790245455856
HE.HHEUFITRIE. FlH Mega 4.1 890256560468359190803846025031453901361270391438170145827881568932
i’K {4: @(Tamura et al 2007) ﬁﬁ’ ﬁﬁ @J QD4  AACACCGTCACGTTCATCACTACAACCTACTATGCAA-CATGCCGACACTCCACGGGTACTATAAT
: 105 vreeeennnnnn. Gt e R
FRAE iR R B B S iR B e ﬁ% ............. ottt LT
BE 8 ; 58 it DnaSP Ver. 4.10 %k 4 (ht- WI3 oo e
tp://www. ub. es/dnasp/) (Rosas et al. ygp 711111 IS
2003)i+§ﬁ%¥$1%@£#@(%)JFz:f&f é}(;}o ..................................... —._. ..........................
R ZREME (o) JBE R A A Ab 38 8 (Fyp) V3 E;x; ..................................... T
RHAE (NL) (Nei  1987), Ff Arlequin LOR oo
Ver. 3.01 #{F (Excoffier et al.  2005) b L T
st BRI R M S0 wa L B
BAMZSG XL EATERANE S LOG . oocoriosresnssis e L TITTISPIRNPO
(ND>, LA [E By K& 8 (Larimichthys cro- NT3 oo G,
cea EU3S6949) /M B £ (L. polyactis gy 11111
EU935843)?§%UIX)¥§'J§957]‘E¥,XX’?‘%&‘E‘ ggg ..................... T ............... : .......................... T.
(Kimura 2-parameter) 4 # {5 % (Kimu- L/ O Aiiiinnann. e
LOB  vete et e, A,
ra  1980),2RH Mega 4. 1 k4317047, RAB et e e Geeeeeeeaenn
. e . NTI0 ..oveinnn.. Coeeee e Y WO
AEMIWBEERA B S FEBE) g g ol LI
B QDB Besrnnreiesinerneeeeeinnneeeaiians e
B KW, 1 000 KEH, QD2 GBOG. . e v v terenrrernennes Tovrvinnnes Bttt
: LC3 .Grrurns GG e etreeee e T
2 &R LOL  ovveeeeemneeaeianeaanns Toeeeannnn e
O R OO AC e
NT9  oorreeiinineinnen, Covernn. Tovernnns e
2.1 miDNA *g*u[x:ﬁﬁugaﬁiﬁgg E’;; (é: ..............
W25 vttt I R
HIRE T L RS 7 DN ERA 53 N§8 ...... AA'”A"”A ...... 6. Coue.... G:...A ..... Touernn. e C(é(C:
PYS C...TTAAT..A.CT..TT....GT..C..COAA ..A—~ A ........ T- TAA. ... TCG.
B 5 mtDNA $#25 X 751, 38 6 X 750 4 FZ2 C...TTAAT..A.CT..TT....GT..C..COAA .. A— A ........ T—TAA. ... TCG.C
»” o AR EL 3 FZ5 C...TTAATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..COAA. .. A— AA........ T.-TAA. . TCTCG. C
KK 778~782 bp, KIEAF FEEH 5 T PY4 C...TTAATG. A.CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA. .. A=~ A......... T.. TAAA. TCTCG. C
S o - y 2 FZ6 C...TTAAT..A.CL..TT....CT..C. TOGAA. .. T—AA. . C.A.G.. T. ~TAAA. TCTCG. C
1M1ﬁf§ﬁ;?‘g§iﬁ£@;ﬁ 1);EE§JE PY2 C...TTAAT..A.CT..TT....GIT.C..CGAA.. . A— A A ......T.-TAA...CTCG. €
782 A Y8 7 5, HAMIEA — PY6 C...TTAAT..A.CT..TT....GT..C. TCGAA. .. A~ A...u..n. T—TAA....TCG. C
P RA2  C...TITATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..COAA. .. A—~ A ........ T TAA....TCG.C
B, HAb,GEE3.8%+0.52%) Bk, A RA4  C...TITATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA. .. A— Ao ....... T-. TAA. ... TCG.C
; o RA5 C...TTTATG.A.CT..TT....6T..C..COAA. .. A—A......... T— TAA....TCG.C
+TCFH N 62.2% £ 1. 0000 B F C+G FZ4 C...TTAATG.A.CT..TT....6T..C..COAA. ..A— A .uo..... T—TAA. ... TCG.C
; 7.8% £0.99%) i , FZ1 C...TTAATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA...A— A......... T--TAA. ... TCG.C
CF#5% 37.8% 9970) 9 & 4t , R B FZ3 C...TTAATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA. .. A— Au.ue.nen. T—TAA. ... TCG. €
BB B AL iR I e . RSB 66 N AE PY1 C...TTAATG.A.CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA... A~ A......... T——TAA....TCG.C
PY3 C... . CT..TT....GT..C..CGAA. ..A— A ........ . TAA. ... TCG.
i o i 2 RORCEY 8. 44 Fo b, 21 A TTAATG. ..CT.. TT....GT..C. . CGAA A T-.TAA. ... TCG.C
BMARRL H, 45 M NBAEENS. B 8L A CORR S QDACHap2) A HIFI MR LA B (R RBKR

Note:dot (.): same basic composition with QD4 (Hap2),dash(—): missing

e SE (T Tv {5) % 2.0,
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S H B 260 b £ S o) X AE M ARAE L IR T L M A 4 R I R (TAS) 5R<pF 5 X (CSBY, TAS X
% % TACATATATGTA, CSB1. CSB2, CSB3 X /7 4+ 7 &: ATTTACTGTATTCTAGTGCATAA,
TAGACCCCCCCCTACCCCCCCC, TAAAACCCCTAAAAACA, {HEgeiAHF 2F K E CSB-D.-E.-F X

HIF.,
2.2 EEGEMOH

B EE AR 53 AR A LRI 33 MG AR 1. K 2. Hb, Hap? HRHER, WK ES
(24.5%); oW K Hapl0, MBUHHE K 7.55% . RE B RHEREARI S A BAE RN, ARBHE K 1
AL AR, S BERI IR A R B AL, BRSBTS AT 6 R R 5 A I 6 D VIR
AN ERR 2 A EMN 3 ER S

2 BWAGEEIBNMEEHENSH
Table 2 Distribution of 33 haplotypes in seven populations of C. lucidus

B B4 4375 Distribution of haplotypes
Population 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33
il NT 2 2 11 1 1 1 1
Bk QD 4 1 11 1 1 1
ME®gLC 1 o4 1 1 1 1 1
M WZ 2 1 11 1
& RA 1 31
I FZ 31 1 1
& FY 1 11 1 1 1

E&if’l‘otal]l(&llel31411121112111111111111111

WL Mg 7 DR T B R L KM R0, 934 720,017 5, LML HF BR L HEME K0, 017 540. 002 3,
Heb, BE BERAES MR RS S B0 RAEE SR (1,000 0,0.700 0, B & SIRMBEA 3 B 2 P
e SRR E LM (0,025 8,0.001 7)(FE 3),

£3 RLGES TAOBENEERE(H) EEUSHEE(H)METBRSHE (1)

Table 3 Number of haplotypes ( H), haplotype diversity (Ha) ,and nucleotide diversity (n) of seven C. lucidus populations

E:cEN B A HAERIM No. of HAG I Z R (Mean £ SD) i H BR % ¥ 1 (Mean +8D)
Population Sample size haplotypes( H) Haplotype diversity (Hg) Nucleotide diversity (x)
Ml NT 10 8 0. 955 60.004 5 0.005 040.003 1
A& QD 10 7 0.866 7+0.003 2 0.003 24-0.002 1

i LC 10 7 0.866 740.002 8 0.002 84-0.001 9
B WZ 6 5 0.933 320.001 7 0.001 720. 001 4
B RA 5 3 0.700 0£0.022 1 0.025 8+0.016 2
wM FZ 6 4 0.800 00.011 0 0.012 14-0. 007 5
EH PY 6 6 1. 000 0£0. 016 7 0.019 44+0.011 7
Bl Total 53 33 0.934 740.017 5 0.017 54-0. 002 3

7TABHAN B K 2-P @B EE 40, 001 7~0. 022 8, BE&H i K 2-P & BB 0. 002 3~0. 043 3. /R
R B 2 6] A B RS A K, 0. 043 3, VB N 5 7 ik BEAK 2 1R] S5 G FE B /N, 0. 002 3(R 4D,
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Table 4 The average K2-P distances among and within seven C. lucidus populations

#4k Population HiE NT B QD P LC M WZ #i % RA EM FZ #H/ PY
i NT 0.004 5 *
&K QD 0.004 0 0.003 2"

P LC 0.003 7 0.002 9 0.002 8*

B WZ 0.003 1 0.002 5 0.002 3 0.001 7*
BE RA 0.024 1 0.023 9 0.023 6 0.023 1 0.022 8~
wWM FZ 0.043 0 0.043 3 0.043 0 0.042 6 0.0217 0.011 1~
5 PY 0.032 0 0.032 0 0.0317 0.031 2 0.018 8 0.014 5 0.017 0~

* IBBANAFY K2-P #1485 ®  » Indicates the average K2-P distance within populations

AMOVA 385 R BoR , BRI AR5 9 74. 2106, BRI R R Ol 25. 79 %6 (P<<0. 05) , R BE R R R 4
T—EHRE ML . & RHKE B LTS B (Fer) MEE WA (N IR 5 s, MilJa &R S B fmEMm
BER Z (0 A B3 s B 2 B A 5 L B 2 T 4 4 S 3 el AR B 35 4R M 2 B RV A 1 I LB R R U
PRI Ak B3 .

F5 BIABEEBRESUERY Fa(WRAZTH)SEEXRE Nu(HRALER)

Table 5 Pairwise Fsr (below diagonal) and N, (above diagonal) among seven C. lucidus populations

BE4& Population il NT i 4 QD W LC BN WZ W& RZ HM FZ #H PY
FME NT 6.54 10. 20 4. 44 0. 33 0. 06 0.13
A& QD 0.036 8 8. 12 7.13 0. 30 0. 05 0.12

i 1.C 0.023 9 —0.031 8 19. 62 0. 30 0. 05 0.12
BN WZ 0. 000 0 0.0339 0.012 6 0.28 0.05 0.11
Bi% RA 0.432 2" 0.455 5% 0.456 3*  0.469 5% 0.91 4.53
#wM FZ 0.814 4% * * 0.831 1*** 0.834 7*** 0.845 8* 0.2155* 9. 46
#H PY 0.658 8% * * 0.679 6% ** 0.683 2% %" 0.695 8* —0.058 4 0.026 1

Note: *, 0. 01<CP<{0.05;***, P<{0.001

2.3 BEEGEXEH

Bk ES 7 ANBRE B ES RN R N R WM BEHE T MK (FZ1-FZ26) 5 % B B R BT B A
K (PY1-PY6) REGLREA 3 N PMEA(RAZ.RA4. RA B — i HA MR A — AKX . @ BR . A
W R N AR N K L R B BRI SNME (RALLVRA3) (] 2) .

3 itit

3.1 HkEEBFRRESEN

WIEAB W ER 53 Bk 3 AR A, mtDNA D-Loop &1k 778 ~782 bp, Kl & 66 /> 2 &M A7
F5.33 Pl AR, OF By MG A B RE 1 R0, 934 720,017 5B B BB Z R4 #0. 017 5£0.002 3, 5RH—11§
WA REF (H,=0.943 3+0.016 8,7=0.031 720.015 8) (B FE K 2009 . JI 8 (H,=0. 598 3+0. 007 4,
7=0.026 2+0.013 O)(FHEHE 2008 F/NEMAM(H,=0.9840.008 7,7=0.0151+0.007 9) (Xiao et al.
2009) #H Lb , Wik A B 0045 2 AR M KR 31K .

ZEBARANERWAER SREM, X T 88 5 ERTT O A BGH W B S5, I B RE , A S REL
HUHEEE ARER MM BEAREESE X (ELES 2005 E2% 1988)., MWmEHEAGRHEH
P, ST R AL O M e S K REESIE A RXGHERSE 2000, MkBEAR
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FToEaB P EMEABENA
%, I E R E 2R D T
L3N A 38t 4% AR, /N AA ]
He By HE R 2 Ok 3 A AR W BB AR
R REE ESBOXRRBRE S HE
PR RR AR .

3.2 mEESBENEBEESK

TABHAENKM RGN
0.001 7~0.022 8, Bf & /] B9 1%
f& 86 35 37 0. 002 3 ~0.043 3, R
) ot BRRE A A B o e R A —
XEREKEME N FBEER—
H., BIGERMIE T —
B, F I b s T B AR 2 A 8t
2 IE 8/ A3 A48 FAK . Jn A AE
ESFEEHAE EHEEEKSED
BEAZ ) (Bt FA, AR 5
Tt 22 B A 2 18] Hb PR e 3T, 38 45 R
BRAK0.023 D, M biE i s
(0.469 5), AMOVA 4 #r 45 R
W B RRIA AR 74.21%,
RN AR S 25.79% (P <<
0.05) , RUIMIARHEZL T —EH
sk, BEfkR NI E& KR
W3 B L R Sk M 3 A BE AR AT 432
PIANKBE, B B R TR R
N BE A LA B 4 B 4 B AR R AL
FTHEHE AR M R & R S ER 4
B L BEAR A LR O 2B, SR
Mk HEAaFAC AV L ER
AL R

Bk M E AR A
26,0 B L Eh B G YRR

O —— Larimichthys crocea

Larimic hthys polyactis

e
0.02

W AL R BUE D 1 000 K bootstrap K I IFR LB R XRHFEKF 70 %)
Note: Numbers at the nodes indicate bootstrap values with 1 000 replicates
(bootstrap values greater than 70 %)

B 2 HFLenik DNA il X5 54 8 50 sk M 3 4 B 8] 59 NJ A

Fig.2 NJ tree based on the mtDNA control region sequence of C. lucidus populations

W IZEO RN A S, & T RA B S A SN X R R A B S IR . B T A R
LS B R (] R A R4, BB Y ROBE I AR CREICE 1991 R M 2007) 5 640, B H Ui R
3R (R ¥ VAR B AR 38 GRUE VERBE VIR L B 3 55) 22 53 7T BB R B Sk M 2 8 T I 3t B A ) 3t 1% 40 S 7 AR P
BEFWEERE., H—E.d TREGEBEZAHEHGER ABRRL . HERE. G EREL . CERREEAR
FEVR I ZC EL R, — B AR B b T R Sk A B A0 B A I T DAL A2 0 T R B TR R — SIS oA b B 3 B A ]
HFWBA N >0 R B3 . B T REA iR T J50™ b B8 IRBE R ™ 5, 52 7 1) 7 b oz 3h 3 iy, &8 4 AT B
H I B AR Bl sh AT 7% T B, RBY 5P RIEHEA L



40 ook B % O B 32k

& £ x W

HEE, WK, LS. 2010 2T 165 rRNA M1 Cyt b B EFFIHT 2 Mg S Ml 5 a4k, iK™, 6(2): 13~20

RILE, BFmak, HNER. 1963, FHABARSERRZENHANFTBEHFHOEE. LB, FEREEREEE, 70~73

T4, 2R 1988, BRVL DML EANTHRIPE. K™%k, 12(1); 125~134

RIENE, RFIC. 1990, WiVLLWG L M3 Ak K A S IR R B gE. KRB IR, 17(6): 170~174

REX, THE. 1991 WILEWREWEGM G EYESREES. BB, 13D 6~10

* ¥, Tk OE BOTE, £E4H. 2008 EEGDEE 6 HMEEAYRERLNECARLBE SR, BEKEH, 295, 11~18

U, TRV, AR, FEOCH, Ki4E. 2005, RgdLIR A AR MR IR SRR, WK ERRSE, 26(3), 73~T79

HER HIEE, FEIIT, MRIAES. 2008, & VL 01 4E M 7K SR I BF 9 LR (A 2 8 X R P A48 57 L st fE B MR HE. B de ik, 43(1): 8~15

BRM, MR, BRS. 2007, MULiSEA L MAEEREO S M. KFEFHR, 28(6), 3~5

IR, BRER, BRI, AR, THAT, RME. 2006 MAMBAANTEMATHEARDN. LB HLEEROARBER, 25(3);
266~271

WM, FX, URE. 2006, KIEXK FE W R EA RSN, R, 28(2). 111~118

Wpar, X\0HE, 3 7, 2 #2004, ABELRE DNA FREFHRE. BEFER, 31(9: 983~1 000

BESFF, HRE, Mk E, E/HE. 2007. MK ERGE KEEAFEREL. BHKSEHI, 28(1): 45~52

B TR TR e 2009, BT LR ORI X 105 525 B4 47 v B AR s I v RUBY M B AR A M. e B AR, 217) 143~150

WRM, BEM, BT, RUF, &R, KEN. 2006, HiF LT OMABEANFEAENPR. BLRRL, (1. 35~36

HKFTESE, TR, 80 kL, BRI 2004, PEEWE 8 FOEHHLMERIK 16S (RNA BB FHERRHH FREEL. BRPE
BERE, 14(5): 514~522

Cui, Z. X., Liu, Y., Li, C. P, You, F., and Chu, K. H. 2009. The complete mitochondrial genome of the large yellow croaker, Larimichthys
crocea (Perciformes, Sciaenidae) ; Unusual features of its control region and the phylogenetic position of the Sciaenidae. Gene, 432; 33~43

Excoffier, L., Laval, G., and Schneider, S. 2005. Arlequin ver. 3.0 ; An integrated software package for population genetics data analysis. Evo-
lutionary Bioinformatics Online, 1; 47~50

Kimura, M, 1980. A simple method for estimating evolutionary rate of base substitution through comparative studies of nucleotide sequences .
Molecular Evolution, 16: 111~120

Nei, M. 1987. Molecular Evolutionary Genetics. Columbia University Press, New York

Peng, Z. G., He, S. P, and Zhang, Y. G. 2002. Mitochondrial cytochrome b sequence variation and phylogeny of the East Asian bagrid catfish-

es, Progress in Natural Science, 12(6): 37~41
Rozas, J., Sdnchez-DelBarrio, J. C., Messeguer, X., and Rozas, R, 2003, DnaSP, DNA polymorphism analyses by the coalescent and other meth-

ods, Bioinformatics, 19: 2 496~2 497
Tamura, K., Dudley, J., Nei, M., and Kumar, S. 2007. MEGA4. Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis (MEGA) software version 4. 0. Mo-

lecular Biology and Evolution. 24, 1 596~1 599
Thompson, J. D. 1997. The Clustal X windows interface: Flexible strategies for multiple sequences alignment aided by quality analysis tools. Nu-

cleic Acids Research, 25(24); 48~76
Xiao, Y. S., Zhang, Y., Gao, T. X., Yanagimoto, T., Yabe, M., and Sakurai, Y. 2009. Genetic diversity in the mtDNA control region and pop-

ulation structure in the small yellow croaker Larimichthys polyactis. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 85: 303~314



