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The genetic diversity and phylogenetic analysis of COI gene in
mitochondrial DNA of three populations of Exopalaemon carinicauda
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ABSTRACT Fragments from mitochondrial gene of Exopalaemon carinicauda sampled
from three sites ( Haizhou Bay, Xiangshan Bay, and Laizhou Bay) were amplified and se-
quenced. Sixhundred and fifty eight bp COI fragments were obtained. The T,C, A,G,and A+
T mean contents in those fragments were 31.53% ,22.63% ,27.30%,18.53% ., and 58. 83% re-

spectively, which were similar to the results of crustaceans and bivalves. Variable sites, nucleo-
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tide diversity and average number of nucleotide differences were calculated to analyze the gene
sequence variation. The fixation indices(F)analyzed by Analysis of Molecular Variance (AMO-
VA) of Arlequin Version 3. 1 totaled to 0. 361 1(P<C0. 01) ,indicated significant genetic fixation
among three populations. Among them, the genetic differentiation between Xiangshan Bay and
Laizhou Bay was the highest, the lowest between Laizhou Bay and Haizhou Bay. The molecular
phylogenetic tree constructed by NJ method using software MEGA 4. 0 to study molecular phy-
logeny of several species of the by Palaemonidae. The phylogenetic tree showed that different
haplotypes of E. carinicauda were more closely related to Palaemon and Palaemonetes than to
Macrobrachium.
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H R AYF Exopalaemon carinicauda ¥ 4 FAUF G 0F 0 F AR, KRB M3 ¥ 11 Arthropoda, H 5% 44
Curstacea, 1 J&£ H Decapoda.jf# ik . H Natantia, KB IFFl Palaemonidae, HMF & Exopalamon, —WRHTE T 1%
T TR BT T BT YRR K L S PR VD IR BT, R TR R R AR 2 — B B R R A KU R R R
AR IR B G W PR EEE E . IEAE S L B E P E X IR Fenneropenaeus chinensis . H S %t iR Marsupenaeu ja-
ponicus S5A% GE MRS R FHI FH A DL SO0 W 37 B 1) AIER B DR A0 2 20 3 i L A RS I 0 7 G T AR R R R,
Sy b 3 B TR S AR Bk A% 2R R A 0 R A R (A AE 2005) B R IR N ARG © & 7E R E I I b X
12 HETT X A ALEE 7 4> A% 1) F) ke DAL S 0 o T L Bt 7 7 A RIS 114 i Je AR A 45 38 A Ox BB 21 % 90 ) 52 i s Of e R
T LT TR A R38R 22 A R AR A () R, PR L T S R 1 R A B AT 100 B L3 A% 22 R M DR X TR
P —HE R L BT IR S B R E AR .

Zi i DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA) J& 8 (R 20 3 1%, oA Bt 9 2E 16 2, 9 HL 242 18 2 )5 T
14 22 50 T 2 e 1 R AR 10 35 A5 45 ) L © O — R R R R 35t 15 45 4 L Fh AL e AR A R AR IE (R
S 20100, T COTCHN M (0, 3R 40 A0 i S 56D 78 490 Fh it Al v J& T b B2 A2 S5 W AT T REAR K P 38t 1% 2 R 1 20 i
GR35 1992) . HEOCTH R A SRR 28 R AR 22 et A T ) 1 37 5 08 1 R R B 5E A= ) 2
MJVECEZE ML 1987 EX4RAE 2005 R FAE 1988 XIH i AE  2009) 55 J7 1 . A A 5E@E i 43 4 3 AR
b PR AR R PR COT SR b Be e 91 i 2 351, S i — 20 JF Ji 35 2 11 R A AR 35t A% 22 R 1k 40 7 L Rl J5 ¢ 52 17
58 Mot AL B A B A RE Al B R

1 #Rl57F*®

1.1 SRE#H#

ST AR IR T 2010 48 9 A 4351 R H B R SEN IS (L2 851 001 N 7 (HZ) MR #4101 (XS) .
M7 B S2 6 w J5 — 80 CIATE .

1.2 SR AH*

1.2.1 A mE2 DNA #3215 4

AP B LM 20~ 21 DMK A ASATZ 100 mg ARILA . 5TREALLL A 475 ] 2141515 5%
W (10 mmol/L Tris-HCl,pH=28. 0;50 mmol/L EDTA,pH=28.0), 7412 » K A L3k B R 10% [
SDS 1 20 pg/ml By FEE K, 55 C2l R 1Im « @05 s DA D &4 1 k. i DNA & & AU &
B DNA (¥R 3 RIS L 106 35 R HRHEE I Pl TR SR FH 36 [ UVP 28 w850 EC3 1B R R 5, T8I
B R G R W I IRIC SR . — 20 CIRAE# S
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1.2.2 &#4K COlLAH A &I

COT B A BEP s 9 (B Ha 35 4 2010) & COIL1490:5-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATT-
GG-3';COIH2198.5'-TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA-3 . LA T AW TR R IR &S A B4
FAlE . PCR W 4494 CHiZASME 2 min, 94 ‘C A8 45 5,48 “CiE kK 1 min, 72 C ZEf# 1 min, 35 PMEH;
72 “CHEMR 5 min, PCR R S AABUK R K 25 11,10 X PCR Buffer 2.5 pl, dNTPs 0. 2 mmol/L, MgCl, 2 mmol/L,
Taq W 1U. b FHEBI44 0. 12 pmol/L. B DNA 50~100ng, PCR #34 7= 4 28 1. 020 T g A 68 e A5 000 , e ok
Ze P 1 X TBE(pH=8. 0) , fL [ 4 V/em, GeneFinder Y8, TRERE U R G0 T WA IIC 5%
1.2.3 DNA A37al &

¥ PCR P24k AE LA TAEY TR EAR MRS A R A gl Ak )5 3 5
1.2.4 B3 5

F 453 04 77 51 A BioEdit 3 4 17 g B8 1l LA T &% 4, ClustalX 1. 83 4 Fb XF, IF 8 2 )7 914 B
FH DnaSp 5. 0 AR BER I A5 8 A Z 8 W 2 B0 BCE TR 5B TR 2 MR
. MEGA 4.0 8 1H5 7 50 B G L 4% 28 5067 st L 177 2945 B 67 10 48/ B0 46 DL RO [R) B AR 1) 1) Klimura2-
paramter 5 & ]85 AR HE 1 (ND A EE R G, R GERE A 25 000 SCHRFR DL A 808 46 1 000 Y B2 A A6 56 119
A 5| 5 {8 (Bootstrap value) £ 78, i ARLEQUIN 3.1 (Excoffier et al.  2005) ) 43 F 728 B 40 #7 7 2%
(AMOV A Al 55358 1 748 S5 70 T AA oA R RE S [ §94) 93 A1 B2 35t 4% 53 1k 3 B0 (F-statisties, F, ) JF F HE 3 0 56 1 (Per-
mutation test) K56 F, i B E M (EZEWREB N 1 000) , EFNHEHARX Nm=[(1/F,)—1]/2 i+&HH,

2 FHRE5SMH

2.1 COl EEF% 4o

XT3 AR R IR S DNA #E47 PCR §7 84, B3 1555 SRR 47 59 COT KK H- B . 28 ClustalX [&] JHE
L B 2251 1 B 4y 53 91 L 45 %) 658 bp 19 COT JL K BBy . 5 i BLAST 40 M7 H &8 L B A B 45 B B ol COIT 3
HFBE, Al MEGA 4.0 543158 62 ANEES COL P8 Bl FE 4l i (6 1) .3 BEIR B & B3 A —3.T.C,

AR EN = YA =l B 0 0 0
A.G 1 A+T EHEEA58 31.53%.22.63%.27.30% . S0 3B B E AR mDNA COL 5 51 80 i 4 A

18. 53% .98 83% JA+T aiﬁ%%ﬂ: G+C QE,B /l\gé‘éﬁgéj\: Table 1 Compositions of COI sequences of three wild
RO ) 17 AR A7 8 H B AR 6 1 9 A T 205 LA populations of E. carinicauda

8 AN HEIRAL AT 10 A ER A AT 6 A BRI AN E IR [ IFAEFE DY Btk Population  T% €% A% GY%  A+TY
BLAL 1A A L 2900 1. 67, Tedl AFIBR R AL . COL g nz 31,5 22,6 27.4  18.5  58.9
B IS KB Sl 219 D EER IS B AE J RS 4 xS 31.6 226  27.2  18.5  58.8
F 1.2 3 B DA AL BB R AR 3 B LR e 12 31.5 22,7 27.3  18.6  58.8
62 MMALEAE 17 D E R HEA 4 DN EEREER v Ave 31.53  22.63 27.30 18.53 58.83
AR A FERAL SN E 1 TR
FIFIDNAspS. O BRI E ZHEMESECGRD B PR 2 5 BN IR ZFE kR 2 210

*2 BEANRIIMHARGCOIZERRBENBEESHEESH

Table 2 Genetic diversity parameters of COI gene fragments among 3 wild populations of E. carinicauda

REIR PR R S [y ARMEEE  POBERERK | BRI
Population N P H Hd K Pi
5 S+ HZ 21 2 3 0. 495 0.524 0.000 853
217 XS 20 4 3 0.279 0.668 0.001 02
SEMTE 1LZ 21 14 10 0. 843 3.267 0.004 96
it Total 62 17 13 0.671 2.075 0.003 15

H: Number of haplotypes ; Hd: Haplotype diversity; K: Average number of nucleotide differences; Pi: Nucleotide diversity
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BRI W I TS BRI Z L SE N VS BEAR e Ik . SRS I 3 13 A e 57, B 78 GenBank HP it C& SRS H
JE767303~JF767315) , 27 5 B9 4340 UL 3, ¥ I V5 F6f (A 0 S JH V5 B AR A K I 2] 3 A P A% A8, 42 1) B (A &G
] 10 Fh A fE R, Hod S5 R 5 o8 3 ANTEAR L, BAREIR 1 Vg N TS BER RN G2 1 BE R T JL = HO AT AR R 3
MR PT A
60
HZ TLYFIFGAWA GMVGTSLSIL IRAELGQPGT LIGNDQIYNV IVTAHAFIMI FFMVMPIMIG

XS  ssewsensws mes Sissusn suspsimtns GsRHIGIEN: IEIIFIRUIE N EA AT EE
XS i FoFicca: mosnsinss smnsinnns sisanimsneg: seasEsnacE GAiEaENIEs
XS  Goememren: mewenminas pssmwieies mhEaimiEss PEssEsEELe TRiEETEIE
120

LZ  oocvvimes smevsnmens wawssmanse shsenmaman Sevamsa s s g s
XSS! cveweeis sremerwaisimew olsieate s e aw s st ss syt iaiare taists e st piates
D 4 0 05 C 000 COR0RC050S GOOCEOT0CT DOos05 0550 D0E0C0050E 5800850003
D& s 5ransono Bogoznasos GEeDEaT0aS GOSS050550 OonOSSaa0n Ba0EaaE05a
180

Bl 1 COI 3 K38 5 5 F R 7 41 Eb %

Fig. 1 Sequence alignment of COI variation amino acids

®3 COIEARFBRESMUAREAGHEREKIHNIS

Table 3 COI nucleotide polymorphisms and the haplotype distribution in the population

2.2 BiEEpizEkERSW

PEMR ] 0 4 T 75 S5 22 %% 40 B (AMO-  BIFREE A 1122 2233466 THE A B0 £ 20
VA) .3 PN B — 347 AMOVA 43 Nucleotide 113452524 7746112 Total number of haplotypes & it
Wik 4), 5B Fu, BKEm S TR n polymorphism 9344197191 1831288  L.Z HZ XS Total
2 (F,=0.084 881,P=0.00 00<<0.05), B Hap_1 ACAGGCATGA CTAAACT 0 2 8 10
Mﬂ'ﬂlﬁﬁ%ﬁ}p{‘%ﬁ F,=0.361 1(P<<0.01), Hap_2 .o o000l G. 0 0 1 1
F W AF & A 38 L AR 5o BE K R 0 AR S Hap 3 ... Tovet veeiis 0 0 2 2
36.11%.63. 89U My LA B3k A FREA N Hat ... Cooonnn G.A 0 0 1 1
WOBEK R B AR SR R AMME ., 3 Haps .. AC..G.. 14 17 3 34
BECRTR G0l B UK 5 S S BE AR 2 I B3 Heps T AC.G. 0 1o 1
104k R 8B = o 0. 431 43, Hik 221075 Hap_7 Al AC..G.. 0 0 1 1
BEVE S 8 BEIR 2 A 3 (5 A0 (L R Bl Haps T AC.G. 0 0 1 1
0.330 74, 3N 75 BER 5 v 9N 7S BEAR 2 18] 1Y Hap 9  ......... G AC..G.. 6 0 0 6
WAES L R B R O, 128 21,3 FEARTH Hap_10 G AC..G.. 1 0 0 1
Z [ ER B ) R m s L A (R 5) Hap 11 ...... G... T.GTG.. 0 0 2 2
Hap 12 ...... G.A. T.GTG 0 0 1 1

2.3 KENIMEEESEMRESHF

3K 45 /Y 658bp B R H IR COL 45 &
GenBank kg 2 2] 19 4 8 HF 2 ABL6 A IF L UL 2R 6 . K I MEGA4. 04k {4 ) Kumara2-parameter £ % 71 5 K & IR
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Table 4  Analysis of molecular varianceC(AMOVA)among populations
25 S I8 Source of variation A df 7 Sum of squares 75 %4 43 Variance components F7 2% L4 ( %) Percentage variance
Bf4&H] Among population 2 19.019 0.423 96 VA 36. 11
BEFR Y With population 59 44,255 0.750 08Vb 63. 89
HA8 5 Total variance 61 63.274 1.174 04
PR 7 FpUE AR X g5 A IR S R bR oE R 25 WL 7, LT COl RS5 BHKEM N CIAL LI Fy GEAL T I

BEDH R B, 7 Rl 22 ] 0 35 % BE B AE 0. 22540 025~0. 293
+0.029 Z M, FIH MEGA 4. 0 #0583 #ERRY 13 F i
5 20 5 K R R 4 HE AL 6 Ff iR X i COT Bk Al B
Ak NI 23 B % 48 23 323 #EAT 1 000 YA 52 46 46 (]
2) Z RG5O SRR R Y A (] B A S B A —
i R /N I R IR s 2R O — 3 TR AR IR Y 3 A4

Table 5 Population pairwise Fy (above diagonal)

and N,, (below diagonal) values

B {k Population FEMVE LZ WM HZ  ZiiiE XS
LZ 3.399 85 0.658 94
HZ 0.128 21** 1.011 76
XS 0.431 43** 0.330 74**

TE: % R 255 3 (P<0. 05) 5 » » /8 28 54 i 35 (P<C0. 01)
Notes: * means significant difference( P<C0. 05);

%% means significant difference( P<C0.01)

PN 55— 3
6 SMEF I E B RIEMK

Table 6 Origin,length and abbreviations of outgroup sequences
Fl 4 Species J& 44 Genus %5 Locus F B K BE Length of fragments(bp)
Macrobrachium australe EEA GU205042 923
Macrobrachium rosenbergii TH IR & FJ958195 649
Macrobrachium hainanense HIr R FM958068 615
Palaemon longirostris KU AJ640121 658
Palaemon elegans KIE AR S DQ882102 658
Palaemonetes vulgaris N B T FJ581834 658

Fx7 EF COl E£EAH B A Kumara2-parameter B E (A ) RIFEIRE G )

Table 7 Kumara2-parameter genetic distances (lower left) and standard errors (upper right) based on COI gene fragment

Py Species 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
E. carinicauda — 0.024 0.027 0.029 0.025 0.026 0.028
M. hainanense 0.230 0.026 0.025 0.027 0.030 0.027
M. rosenbergii 0.249 0.223 — 0.029 0.027 0.029 0.027
M. australe 0.293 0.217 0.259 — 0.028 0.037 0.031
P. vulgaris 0.225 0.253 0.242 0.277 — 0.027 0.024
P.elegans 0.234 0. 286 0. 281 0.358 0.233 — 0.023
P. longirostris 0. 264 0.258 0.257 0.302 0.205 0.185 —

3 9Ttig

3.1 COlERERLELEKS

ABRITH FE H AR mtDNA 1 COLJF 5 AT 35 &tk 58.83% ., W W & F GC & &b, X 5 1 45 2%
(2010 9E B = PR 18 Portunus triuberbuculatus . Quan 25 (2001) WF 5 B X ERJE 12 Fp %F R 2 7 a4l 4
(2008) WF5E B9 H AS VB HF Macrobrachium nip ponense . 3= 75 £1. 55 (2008) #F 9% W) 45 W% Sinonovacula constricta ¥
AT BF 8 W m T GC 72 & 500 25 R — 20, 3 2 B T 2 1) T B HEZh P Zeni ik DNA JF51 il
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el Bl (@i 2003), fELRR T 574 5 i 728 F 07 [Haps
SR B J60 2 ) A U 5 Rl ) 50 400 B Ml A T B 8 A G % P Hap10
VF1) 325 37 B 05 7 TR R g g s B 4 A A R B0 1 e i A A A 92| Haps
(Kocher et al.  1989), 3 BEURILAME] 17 A8 5 5, 1 lttaps
rhRG A B R L 24 R 1. 67, 3K 5 R T IR I R e DL 4R R _
R T A L 6 I v A B 45 i ) 0 B A A A (Karl
etal. 2001), BT UL,3 FEUACH R (9 0F 40 R0k 1 75 57 8 T Haps
PSS, O R e B PG 55 38 e R IE b 44k Hap12
VNS BEOR A B0 B0 2 50 O AT IR 22 B T IR 96 ‘{Hapll
ZREVEFE B4 Bl 0. 279.,0. 843.,0. 4955 42 11 V5 BEAKR 43 51 A 100l Hap13
0.668.3.267.,0. 524 ; I REAK 4353 F 0. 001 02,0. 004 96,  aps
0.000 853, Al WL 3 MR ZFE R 2 R K AE R 25 aps
PEHBAR T4 A 25 (2008) BF 55 (1 H A X6 R A B A5 R 22 25 ¢ o 6
(0.919=0. 014) % T vk vk % (2008a . b) BF 55 1 = JE ¥ - 1% — Hagt
PSR Z2 25 (0. 99240, 004) , 42 IV B IR B R £ 25 " Hap?2
P T B & MREE (2009) WF 9% B BE TS XTUR Penaeus monodon ) - P.vulgaris
PARET £ A5 (0. 633 520.050 0) ;% BB IR 1 R £ HE M 1 s0 P.elegans

B E T E XA T EXF AR P paulensi |, P P 3 XF HF
Far fantepenaeus brasiliensis ) COI 3 K v B H e 2 #¢

P.longirostris

PEFE (0. 000 4.0. 000 0.0. 000 4) (Quan et al. 2001), L Miposenset

Y 2 L VAR S S A 0 A T TR £ R B T vk vk i M-hainanense

(2008a. b) BF5T 19 = HE 4 T 06 1% 15 2 22 BF 1 35 % (0. 003 64+ M.australe
0.000 36), Zi4 LA BB, W 11 0F 0007 B K i g £% —

S RE P TS TN TS TR VAU 2 SN U T R (L R R 0.02

R 2L ) 2 A5 P A AL 3 N REAR A 45 1 B, iy P 2 TR TR COLIER SRR G NJ 43 3 L A
TR IR BT 45 11 150 38 1 22 R0 M O 380 L S8 0 185 38 1 2 Fig. 2 NJ molecular phylogenetic tree of

E. carinicauda based on COI gene sequences

A TT B8 2 H T i 2 bbb 9 P9 i L 36 TR 52 O 20 o )
(B 45 2007),

3.2 REHUEXER

F o2 AR B R 2 (o) g 2 o0 AL O S8 AR« 25 B 43T T 0 I S8 W A 18] 95 A7 2 AR st A% 20 b (i ok ok 45
2008) o AHIFTE AR LT AR AR 5 R Y R (AR SR T AR AR 1 3 A5 A AR K23 00 D 0. 330 74,0, 431 43, YN
TR S M T FE AR A B84 0 A R B 0. 128 21,3 HEARTI I [a] ) I, #RIA B 1 235 (P<<0. 01) , Horh G il i
PRE M REAR F, i R RUNERHA S HE ISR GRS 5 RIS /N 3 M RHA R R KB KRR —
SRR BE bR FE VA 0% 2t A 3 A R 1 R AR It A7 T O 5 O R ARG L I 2 AR L O A 1L
15 5 LA T AR A 1 o A7 S50 AR NS A T LA G 1 12 5 Al 79 A A 199 35 A% 20 A R BB R . (ELRE AR 22 1 ) 38t 1
28 5 AL REA Z 18] (9 BE B AT OC 5 TR T Ak 1) b B2 Bt AT AR KOG 2R Tl R AR AR (2009) Xof BRE 5 X6 R 5 >l 3
VR BRI T UE 52 T 3 i, (5 2L 3 WA AR [R] (1 188 4% 2 S R 7 W0 2 o 45 BT Ak 1) st B A7 50

3.3 EFCOIERRBENKENRTIRSEEBERAZHAUTAR

R LA B 5 A e 1 M 5 R R M ST AR At 22 ] Y a5 B S Ak KOG R L AN GenBank A A R B K IR
B 6 ARy COLEEH R B, Hop VR IR 3 ANF, KB IR JE B ARl N IRE 1 ASFh . Dast 1% 1 20 b &5 S vl
LLFE F],7 R 2 8] i858 A5 HE B 78 0. 22550, 025~0. 29340. 029 i), 1] UL B F0F 55 Hifth 6 Ff iR 2 [a] 14 ik
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fEIE B AT L E. carinicauda 5 M. australe Wi G B &g, 5 P. vulgaris WBEE S KIE., HIFE 3 D
ol 79 22 [ 1) 382 £ BB 7E 0. 019~0. 063 Z (8], /M RRIR 9 P. vulgaris 5KEINER P.elegans \P. lon-
girostris WIBAE IR E AR 0. 009.,0. 039, A UL, LA b 0di th B0 1 Ja [R] 35 1% B /0N b [ 3t A% BE 2 iy B4 X i3
WY/ I B 5 KB IR 8 2 TRl B SR 2% 6 RARIE  E S 40 55 Q00O PR K IR WAL 9 MR RGE L F XA
WFFE At BT /M IR R 5 KB AR R IR A AR R AN 0L . TS 2% b DL SR T fil 25 A Ry 45 A L 43 K 8
0T I i AN T R R X T I 2 S DA AR ST SR 41 7 A (2008) T R SR g 25 SRR W] I LR &
KR 4 HA Y S S bR e R AT HE— 2 E

T o3 RGeS B A R 8 AR AR B A B A SRR A AR 7 OOK (Can mtDNA 42 X P81 25 & A%
HRRB B MG X —Jp S i RGER R FE A TSR . 4 2 3R A ALl T 23 (Cytochrome Oxi-
dase Subunit T, COD) % P HA7 3 A 3 A58 v 987 1, ATAE ) Fh s R e dE AR T 9 9 R &7 bnic . FH NJ il MP 7 fif
T KR IR ARL 7 R AR Z (B 0 R GE AR DGR A Ty A 1 R G a2, T N 2 F0 MP ik A
() 7 GE R s A e IR A [m] A B 5 S5 KO IR B AV IR B RN — 3 R BIRINE RN — 3 S i %
(2008) F ] 16S rRNA X KB BRI RE 9 A B S 7 G048 A 52 50 F NT ¥5 4 A 19 2 8 B AH — 25, Shen 45
(2009) XF 5 B2 1 R4 17 4] (4 BIF 5 vh B A4 2 1) R e A s B BB R S VR IR R R AE — i (B A i R G oh
AL A A W R/ RS L N 3R R MP gk P b 7 3 N7 1 2R 90 A A s 9 4 R RSB 7 A R S 22 i) 11
RGO AR a0, IR A 25 58 5 EH DL R OO E U K IR E R 4 & 7 MR B meDNA COL 7
S AT Ja ) F) 28 G2 2B 06 JR AT K R E AR 45 SR T 5 L BORE AR DINAA [] DX I8 10 78 S 6 A 7 22 e i AL 7
S PRI BE T AL AN A (7] o PR 0G24 7 5 4 T A BIF 5 7P 6 5 mtDNA JH Al A [m] i) 1 PR D38 (i 128 rRNAL16S
rRNA ND5 %) . LA453 3 2 241 7 51 i dls

Z £ X M

RIREL B GR IEFIE 2235 5. 2008, G5 88 /N BEMR LKL & DNA-COT K P 910 48 55 I B A 38 4% 285 1 43 . 1 1924 41, 30(3) : 109~ 116

EDCIR A, B L XURR. 2005, 4 F2 IR AR A KSR G AR A RS L SR Ml , 22(8) 121 ~24

E4 M. 1987, 4 R MR B AR W 00 20 WL AR B 2Rk, 22(1) .7~ 10

KUK ZEFIR AL R R R AL, 2008, T IV = HEMR 18 9 AEFAEREARLRLIAR CR Al COL i B LA AT, 3h % 2436, 43(2) : 28~36

VKUK R A REL B B JA AR 0R RIS 5, KRB . 2008b. T8 1T DY ¥ Ja = e 4R M8 i Ak s 1) DX R DL R BT 9 L S BT B IR R R A
iR, 17(2):134~139

M IMVBIE L R B 2R AR, 2008, FRE L RIR K1 H A TR AR RLIR COT JE R 4 i B P 91 L 4K 7K ™ 241 . 32(4) :517~525

IR} 4 1 2R L 2007, 5 R 1R A9 A 1 2 e P B A SR A BOR . it 8 9T (5) 140~ 42

XL, = . 2009, 4 2 PR A PR IR IR r b L. )1 B4, 28(4) 1558 ~564

TR B S BT 1992, LR RLIR DNA Z 25 MM S, sh % 98, 13(3) : 289~298
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