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KT TI8HE B B (K ¥E R H EST-SSR
B s ES

FTZF AR %hEBER OMRE KEW O EAE xixt
(KR RIgHKTRORME 8 B 200433)

WE  KHTEAH MISA 20432548 K 7T 77 87 (Coilia ectenes) L 1 70 BT JIE £ 3¢ 40 b By i T B #7192,
TSR A RN M IR R FAMCH B A A E S A, SR B, A 71869 4 Unigenes
EHF 3B FELZLTKEN 16HENRTETH; NS FAFARLAMTENEZ LT
EEFRE AR, Y, ERHRES, _RHREEN-BIREENFTENMTLEELZ X
Al B G BT R SE B 34.94%, 49.47% 13.34%; T EIM T EE A XA NGB ELELFIA
FrAR, 4, AIT YRR FREEXFHNRFELZLT 5 86.25%, ACIGT I BB ELZLTF
A HEE LT B 75.25%, AGGICCT W= MHBRELZ XL THREELZLRF & 2857%; 1 4
TEESEAFRHERNBENEEABTANAR, ELARBEMEEL LT Y RITRKE NI o
2 IEARB AL ; M 100 3T WAZH B EE B SSR I Mk kE T 16 3 £ AWM T E47iE, 3
DL B, SHKIIT SR THERFE)NREFHRERTTUITME, FRET, KITSFHFH
K Py A R E A E B (N FHWM A (Ho) . FHIZE 4 (Ho)Fn Shannon % #1445
#1451 % 17580, 0.3414, 0.3977 fn 0.6278. M F4R KW, X T IH#FAHRBEREF LML
B RYIEFTATH, AR5 S M T BATC 4 B F T K L 71 97 3 8 2R oY 3t 5 & 1P fnddt —
R E MR
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Sk, FRE IR IR S . SR, SRR,
AT B . KRB TG Y | KSR AR | AR
WEOGAL S TR RFIEZ N R, KILIIE A K
P SR R, PRI AIR K, H AR BB AR R
IR HAMA B R/ NEE a3, B ANRRIE L 3
(Wi i35, 2014, 2015; #) %55, 2013; =1L0%,
1988), ik i Xof JJ 85 B ol S BE IR AT R AP B . i
JIEF BRI ZHAE BB = | LT SO TE M . BEE R
R B [R) R IRAE — o B b i 2 T LR SR B R A T &
WK o TIBE R0 TG B A ORI, B T BUM
AHOCHR ] R URH S AT BT 10 (S A5 0] L oo 4t 455
WA . BB PO ) Z A, BT A SR ] b
R R AN F SR ig A = S SN £9 7 NI (e 1WA
A BRI )35 A% Z AR KOF RS A 75 557, [l fin e ) 5%
R E SR, FEE s FhaichiBh R Ak d m
WF5E

Sy FARIC R T REAE X 3l 4 R A S R 401 1) 35t A% A
SHEATERSE, HABXRRE , Mg T K 2 i st
fEEfrsE, o, TR FRIC (Microsatellite) (1
BN Z . MBEFRE, R R & R EE 75
(Simple sequence repeat, SSR), J&35 1 1~6 TR
B I 15T PR ER IR AT T B, X R A 11 B A SR
SR 22 A B S AR R 25, )2
7 FH T K 7= S o R AN S | 1AL RS

Koy TR IC il Bl E R AE D5 I (B B3 55, 2017, A IRAE,

2018; HFRFRAE, 2016), AR, 2EFE LR A S
D-loop(5k 74, 2017; Cheng et al, 2011) . Z&HifAk
Cytb (B ¥4, 2012; Maet al, 2010) . RAPD (& #:#a
4, 2004) . AFLP(E X 455, 2008)%5 J7 0158 1 165t
ANFIRER (9 35t A% Gh R st A% 22 5, i J) 655 T2 b
IO R IE AR L . Rong %:(2013)F]JH FIASO
AT DR S SCFE L, N 89 X I TLA
SRR T 20 X E2EMEM DAL, DHEME
(2011) I H FIASO vE M EE M T A 5 48 SCEM i,
70 XF 1B TR 1R AR T 12 X 2 EM T AR
ito MRJY S5 (012 M FHRERR = 41k, M 198 X JJ 57 fif
BESIWHHRET 34 2B ERC, BFF
25 (2014) FI| FHRE TR & 5536, M 59 X J1 5% i T2 5 9y v
P T 9N ZABMER T RFRC . P RERR S F 78 MoK
FES YR A R IE R R D AR D, 2 A PEA T
=, (HAEXS SRET 2R 7, RWORAERTEAR, HAR IR
()T 22 AR G 80, 76 8 AN BB J ) 65 oo 2% B st A%
P R QTL K 42 A A FAric il B & Fh A5 %
S FARC TR BB RIS, %G KBTI & 5> T
10 o T e 3 e e S D P B AR T T & i L,

PR FRIKFHIHR%E SSR (Expressed sequence tag SSR,
EST-SSR), H 22 M B SR ARG T 3% R 2 BT T & 1 sk
TE(G-SSR), HiFHEL , @k, FE. &
ARG, HOE RS T i 3 A SR BBk (2 AR I 4
2017), W) 32 N H T K77 sh 943 FhR e KRR 1)
&5 .

AHIF 5% HEF 185 L PR 0T A 1) v o 5 S 4H KK
Wi, T D5 s 40 v A B T R A R A T O 3,
BrJJ8% EST-SSR HIFFNFRE . /AR FIAL iS55 &,
FEH T O 16 1 22 25 PR D 2 AR e X KIT I B sk
FEUR (Fa) B AL 2 FRAE A TR0 A5 1A, LA RE RS M )
AL ZREME I AT L RS IR I AR A L
JIE 38 4% 34 0 T3 1 ) A B T b i A B R R e B 2
TEHER

1 MREFE
11 SRIEMBE HERIR

S I VL T8k A F 1 K 5 T
DB BHARF) Y 2 W4 7185, 2 HCTT 8% LR AN FAE Y
RNA Ji , A4 g ey 3 e 2 S0 e SO, AT HHumina
HiSeq4000 #1738 tt i S AT o 71655 UL PR R FE e
fRI%E S 20 I B R4S 28.20 Gb Ay %da &, JriA
FERE 2 Trinity 244 (http://trinityrnaseq.sourceforge.
net/)ZH A4 R IUARSE , SRR TFIK A 932.49 bp 1Y)
Unigenes 71869 %%, N50 5% 1364 bp, Fifm AMET
20 FR B L L A5 (Q20) Ky 97.31%, 5 BN 6 45 R KL 4 (O
K)o
1.2 EST-SSR Hiffi &

LI S 4 i Unigenes 75 &% 551, #
A MISA(MIcroSAtellite identification tool)%x{4:(http:
/Ipgre.ipk-gatersleben.de/misa/misa.html) # & JJ &% iT
AEFTDLA Sl p ) SSR i, Hirb, FRECHTR .
THHERR . SRERR . WEHERR . RS EH
W2 14 Joe /0 H S OB Bl B8 10, 6. 5. 5, 5 Al 5,
545 SSR A TR] 5 K [h] B B S 40 & 100,

1.3 EST-SSR M5 ¥R, M f#S i

FIFH Primer Premier 3.0 {2k X ik H 0 sk 10 &2
At oy, EEEESEN . 5IWKEM
PCR 7=4)43 %>~ 18~25 bp i1 100~500 bp, 55C <ik
KR E(T) <65°C, 40%<GC & it <60%, | FiFsl
YK Tas<2°C. % 83 DU % FE = M D2 AR IC A X
TR AR e LA K v Ak D s
hnte e s B FUR , ASHIF5E B HLA%E B 100 Xof 3 T DU A%
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FRRE A I TR F P B it PCR 7345 9952 i 2k
TAY TR AERA R A, LIS
TE B HEAAR (Fa) S 230 M 8} i 1 L AT 22 8 M i i AL 5
Y1, PCR "8 =25 100148 1 58 TR 445 Tk Jc 6 e HEL Tk
e, FIRER YL WA E R, 400 (I i 5 R
T AHBLIA AR AE , AT DR B W5 2 2 804
Bt FIHH GenAlEx 6.0 %k f/}:(Peakall et al, 2006) 1151
T TIE7 3E B BRI G 8005 7 FE PR E(NG) . RI 2% 75 g
(Ho) . HIEE 74 FE (He) . Shannon ZFEVEFE (1) 45 38t 1%
ZFEES%. 2 Bostein % (1980) 3 HAA R £
2% & (Polymorphism information content, PIC):
PICzl—Zn:plz—ni Zn: 2p’p?
i=1 i=lj=i+l

K, P PRl BRI S B A S R

RN NS AL

2 #R

21 JI&FERAH EST-SSR AL EHNBESHSH

FIH MISA B2 T) 65 sk 2l b i EST-SSR
PRc (¥ RER WK 1), M TIEY 71869 7% Unigenes
FEIRAT 33896 1~ SSR fiisi, o A TAR F81LE A H Y
47.16%; 22463 4 Unigenes {07 SSR i s, 5
Unigenes 1) 31.25%; A 1 PR SSR il
Unigenes & 7701 />, £ i & Unigenes [ 10.71%; H
FE A SSR 7 HY Unigenes A 2989 >, 254
Unigenes ) 4.16%(5 1)

2.2 JI&F EST-SSR By EFF LR NS R4S
FE T TR T AT B 2R RN A B, B[]
F1 JIE5EERATR EST-SSR S EER

Tab.1 EST-SSR search resultsin the
transcriptome of C. ectenes

gE| Kol
Items Data
RIS E
. 71869
Total number of sequences examined
r4 K AR
HR A B 67017196

Total size of examined sequences (bp)
YUY SSR A EL

33896
Total number of identified SSRs
7 SSR ¥ FIHH 92463
Number of SSR containing sequences
W8 1L SSR MFFIEH 7701
Number of sequences containing more than 1 SSR
99 5 4478 SSR 11951 4 F 2989

Number of SSRs present in compound formation

(1) SSR A s AT/ (R 2), S, MWHRETIR
A SSR FNEH R EE SSR 7E J] ik 4l th 447
oA, A%E S ERAARRENE S, H, =
MHmESE SSR a2, & SSR il &4 m
49.47%; MR EE SSR BRI Z, 5 SSR ik
BB 34.94%; —EATIRE SR SSR MR IR N F
&, 5 SSR M EEY 13.34%; DU R EE SSR
FIBCE XD, 5 SSR B S AR 2.11%; Az
RAISEFHRER SSR MR /D, 73k SSR &
A7 5817 0.09% 71 0.06%.

AN, T 4 EST-SSR Hhitdy 94 R 11
BEEEY, BT IRE G T IR A AR 28R A L5
\REIET ., Hrp, T RER SSR 1L HEE HTF
S AIT, [ 86.25%, XT]hEY Poly A #i40 ATTHE LS
BHX; “EHRER SSR MIL#HELZILF I AC/IGT,
di 75.25%; —H1TRER SSR MLHER LT N
AGCICTG F1 AGG/CCT, 43l i 27.16%#11 28.57%; Y
AR E R SSR MILHE L TN AAACIGTTT Fl
ACAGICTGT, 4rilldi 17.51%71 16.81%.,

23 JISEST-SSR AREEFEEEXRHSH

JIfr SSR T H & LT I A K A A I
U2 3. J1H5F SSR LI 1Y H B IR EUKER 4k 5~24 1K,
HoAth 2 B0, L ATCIATG HEL T 45 K
2o MMEEWREG-9RER)N SSR M AkE, 4%
61.21%; % 5 AT (10~11 Yk A A SSR A Ik
2, Y5 22.84%; Ti>11 IREHE B SSR AL G
15.95%, Hrf, M RE) P ER R =10, HE
B ARV ERRZ, & 45.60%; %R LMK
EERKNE, 5 92.26%, HE 11 kKU ERED,
1215 0.02%; =K R ZE /S TR S P2 DL Z
5 M Z, HAYE R WA S P A D

2.4 718 EST-SSR &S5 W HY #1450 1 #0 53 47

PAIAS BAR A O Ve B REAR Fs BEHLERRAY 30 B a7
AL ZH DNA AR , 41 % 100 % PO 4% 4 iR B &2 SSR
PS8R, RATRES] 16 X HA
LM T RS Y 4).

FT 16 XAk KA 28 M DR, Xt
VL TT B R 0 3 T R (Fa) R 47 388 4% 22 A M DF A
(£ 5). ZiRBIR, KITIIBAZ LT AR (F)
A RCENFE BN « SN 2% A5 BE (Ho) . F-24130
LA B (He) 1 Shannon {5 B35 £5(1) 434124 1.7580.
0.3414., 0.3977 #il 0.6278, T ZE 7 FL AR T HA
RS 2B E R &, 4R ER, 16 M E2EMM
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Tab.2 The type and number of main repeat motif of EST-SSR in the transcriptome of C. ectenes
AR TR EE I it HIZ KA TR E L it
Type of SSR Main repeat motif Number Type of SSR Main repeat motif Number
PAKZ IR AIT 10215 DU K% T R AAGG/CCTT 7
Mononucleotide c/G 1628 Tetranucleotide AAGT/ACTT 2
—EHm® ACIGT 12617 AATC/ATTG 7
Dinucleotide AGICT 3460 AATG/ATTC 25
AT/IAT 666 AATT/AATT 3
CG/CG 24 ACAG/CTGT 120
ZEH®R AACIGTT 239 ACAT/ATGT 28
Trinucleotide AAG/CTT 277 ACCCIGGGT
AAT/ATT 406 ACCG/CGGT
ACC/IGGT 595 ACCT/AGGT
ACG/CGT 16 ACGC/CGTG 22
ACT/AGT 56 ACGG/CCGT 3
AGC/CTG 1228 ACGT/ACGT
AGG/CCT 1292 ACTC/AGTG 22
ATCIATG 337 ACTG/AGTC 19
CCG/CGG 76 AGAT/ATCT 45
DO R AAAC/IGTTT 125 AGCC/CTGG 16
Tetranucleotide AAAGICTTT 84 AGCG/CGCT
AAAT/ATTT 40 AGCT/AGCT
AACCIGGTT 13 AGGC/CCTG 23
AACG/CGTT AGGG/CCCT 34
AACT/AGTT ATCC/IATGG 45
AAGC/CTTG ATGC/ATGC 2
x3 NHFEREFTBESTSSRESEFMNESE Y
Tab.3 The repeat number of main repeat motif of EST-SSR in the transcriptome of C. ectenes
EpSi F S YA Repeat number Bt e B
Type of SSR 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 >11 Total Ratio(%)
ﬁjﬁfﬁfﬁ cotide - - - - - 4158 2284 5401 11843 34.94
;fi fﬁide - 5461 3626 3299 3083 1119 175 4 16767 49.47
iijffuﬁffti de 2452 1362 688 16 3 - - 1 4522 13.34
Efrza;ﬁupfeoti de 657 55 2 - - - - - 714 211
iﬁaﬁuﬁi cotide 15 6 1 1 2 2 2 - 29 0.09
NPT . 8 3 4 3 - - 1 2 21 0.06
Hexanucleotide
BT Total 3132 6887 4321 3319 3088 5279 2462 5408 33896 100
Il Ratio (%) 9.24 20.32 12.75 9.79 9.11 15.57 7.26 15.95 100
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Tab.4 Polymorphic SSR primers of C. ectenes
(9= Gk 2]l CIV-E 95 P iR K
Locus Primer sequence (5"~3") Repeat motif ~ Product size (bp) Annealing temperature (C)

CeP4-01 F: AGAATACACACAGGCCCAGG (TGGC)s 200 70
R: TGAACTGGACGTCTCAACCA

CeP4-02 F: GCCACAACAGTTCTTCGACA (GGAT)s 202 62
R: TCTCTTCCCTTTTCCCATCC

CeP4-03 F: GTCAAGAGCTATGAAGCCGC (CAAT)s 203 65
R: GAGTCCAGCCATTATGAGCC

CeP4-04 F: GTGAAGACGACAAAGCGTGA (TACA)s 204 65
R: GTGGGAATGCTGAAGACCAT

CeP4-05 F: GGTCACCCATGAATCCTGAC (TGTC)s 204 60
R: TCAGGCATTGGTTTTTCCTC

CeP4-06 F: TTGGGAGGTAGCTAGAGGCA (ACCA)s 205 62
R: TGTACAGGTGGCAGAAGCAG

CeP4-07 F: GTCCTGCTTGCTTGAAAAGG (TCAG)s 233 67
R: TCTCCCCTATGTTTTGCGAG

CeP4-08 F: ACTCCTGCTGGGTTGAGCTA (GCAC)s 246 67
R: TGTGTTTGCATACGGTTCGT

CeP4-09 F: GGGAGGGGTTATGCACTGTA (TACT)s 247 60
R: CAAAACCGGAATAAGCCTCA

CeP4-10 F: ATGGTGCAAAGGACAAGGAC (CCTC)s 249 62
R: AGCAAATAACGTCCGGATTG

CeP4-11 F: TCCTCACACTGATCACAGGC (TCGT)s 252 60
R: AAAAACGGCACAGAATGACC

CeP4-12 F: TGGATGGATGAATGAATGGA (GATG)s 260 62
R: GCGGTTATGACTAGGCGTGT

CeP4-13 F: GTGTTCGATGGAATGGAGGT (TTGT)s 266 63
R: TGTTGCTGAAGAGGTCGATG

CeP4-14 F: TATCAGGTGCACCCTCAGTG (CTGG)e 266 68
R: GCAGCTGCTCAAGAAGGAGT

CeP4-15 F: TACATGAGAACGTCGGGTGA (TTTG)s 271 67
R: GAGAGAGGAGGTGGATGCTG

CeP4-16 F: AGGAAGTACCTGGGGAATGC (TTTG)s 276 65
R: TCCTATACCCTCTGGTGGCA

BEET, A 2R TREEZE, 10 XETFrhE
2, ANBETIREZS . v, JET I8 R4
KB 2P EST-SSR AEE N FH T 155 1% & BEAAR AYFh
IR AL, B R S

3 iHig

WIS ThmcfE st feid e, T DNA
Oy RS L R RS R G A GE IR G 0 LA R AN
YA A5 S R T LA e AR S, W R T K
SRR AL 450 70 M (B 9383, 2018) . 2R THE

(i PHEE, 2018). AR R A E (SR A SF, 2013) . %t
PR E 7 (BUE 2, 2016) F10 T ic 4 B & b (P
4, 2017; i 45, 2016)5 7 T AT o X F H A A
AUE B RPIFN S, R ARIC A KRBT & A X
i T H AT A AL AE B R, 0] A
e 38 e SR A BRI TT & R AR e o D 68%
VR 3R B LA SR 2 | B R R IR B A L ) V0 T i
P, HILHAE R | R4l E B T - Fhrid
VIR A R =, A 5T A R I A A A X 4
L DR, R TR T (R S 2R IS LA SR AR K 1Y
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Tab.5 Genetic parameters at 16 microsatellite markers
fiigiLocus — ARCFENMEEFEN, WG R Hy WA 5E He  Shannon ZHMEEEI ZBFEEEHE PIC
CeP4-01 1.5327 0.3438 0.3466 0.5304 0.2872
CeP4-02 1.9255 0.5000 0.4805 0.6735 0.3660
CeP4-03 1.6431 0.3958 0.3841 0.5701 0.3456
CeP4-04 2.0080 0.1354 0.4759 0.7996 0.4421
CeP4-05 1.5063 0.2188 0.3296 0.5087 0.2798
CeP4-06 2.4890 0.5313 0.5879 0.9812 0.5384
CeP4-07 1.6704 0.3542 0.3980 0.5866 0.3224
CeP4-08 1.3524 0.1607 0.2462 0.4470 0.2299
CeP4-09 1.1886 0.0833 0.1419 0.2550 0.1406
CeP4-10 1.9074 0.3438 0.4746 0.6673 0.3670
CeP4-11 2.1001 0.4896 0.5204 0.8118 0.4421
CeP4-12 1.3509 0.1979 0.2303 0.3718 0.2235
CeP4-13 1.9161 0.2813 0.4681 0.8103 0.4287
CeP4-14 1.3320 0.2917 0.2487 0.4145 0.2182
CeP4-15 2.3696 0.7396 0.5753 0.9698 0.5136
CeP4-16 1.8356 0.3958 0.4544 0.6467 0.3528
14918 Mean 1.7580 0.3414 0.3977 0.6278 0.3436

AT FARic. BeAh, 3RV )65 7= il
B P P A AR AT 2o R A o RN B IR AR A
I, R I8 AL B R I B ERAR R R R IR i
AHIFFE 1 185 e 9 1 B SR AR Sy VT S A
i, 2 3NEMEM A TIRE, WA &
I 5T hR e R I 5 A% AR AR L, LA B2 A 3
1) 7 e SR s
ARG EE T II B SR AUEE , TR B F 0
A2 T 8% EST-SSR, k1% T 33896 4% JJ fiif EST-SSR,
X4 EST-SSR A AEE, H 1-6 BiTRESR
P A AR A, Ho, DU B3,
49.47% ) KA TR R Y o 32, FLR R AL T R
)T (34.94%), —BTMRELILFINENES, K
13.34%, HAbZER A4 H iR B IR AR . 25
(2015 53R W, ZHY)Fh EST-SSR H Ay H 42 By
YL “BRER X N E, X5AMRL R
T A AL ) e 34 52 B P WA SR I 25 5%, X AT g
55 AN [) 0 o 2 Sy AL SC AR A AR L 8RR R L AS R 0 o 1)
FpTE] AR S A7 AR I 3 T e Rk R AR ML A G o
eI A EST-SSR W, AIA| A% IR 842 L7 .
AARFEMEL RS, Hrf, R IRE S 37 K5
J& T A A B, AR B R
S UCEAE 5~9 Z ], AHXHIG T At £ 2 5L PR 4 v A AL
TEEEWE, AT RES i X A gn i X T A2 51 /) 5
PR 1 22 56 5% o A TR) A P 10 R L A 34 o A 2 A
T AN R AR B B e b, SRR IR P UL AIT

N, ATE R T | & AT TR B R AR
XA, FIFW5E DNA BIffsE, it DNA &l
LA S HLEN R AJT 58 3 AL (5 <7
4, 2018), I —#HIRE R T L. ACIGT hE, X
SRR NAM T EP L AC/IGT &y EMM; H
A% AT P (0 A 3 o AR RS 28 AL AE R [ g ) 22 5
Wk, ATRES R Rl A AR ) 22 M 6. Ak, AR
WFFE &, JI%% EST-SSR Hi & B0 A #4 UL R Bkt
A T BE RGN T R, B TR AR R R B
A A

MTAESR , AH G237 £ 28 rp R e e 5 it 4 )
FEHEARBESETT & T 28RS M TR bR . 455
A5 (2015) ) FH o a8 5 S 4L T AR M E A A 2 £
(Mugilogobius chulae)JH- i #% s 28 H1 3845 6225 4~ T2
B, IEN 76 X5 [y rh ik 51 32 X HAT 2 Ak
A DR ARG . FEVFIT S5 (2016) ) F 1y 1 2 5% St 2 )
JF 45 AR M\ i #1 (Nibea. albiflora)’ s 2H 345 12254 4~
L EARIL, FE 80 X5 | #yHh ik ik fs 18 MHAZ
SRR . FAEHME5E (2016)F) FH = i % 5%
M B R M 2% [ 40 (Cyprinus carpio var.
singuonensis) {1 1 1A FI 4 i A% S 4 Hh 3R AR 13652 Ml
TERE, FFM 30 51 Yhifikka T 9 M AL
SPEM I PR bR AHFZE M 100 Xof U fif 32 8 42 9 fL
TPESIYHIHEE T 16 XA Z BRI DR
i, G2 T HA 2 SR 45 0 . 15 %
ZAMERAR A JF R, — 5 T o T AR 5 328 B DU ik
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FEF A A TR AR T R A = w0
BIERS, HAESRM; 5H— Tl TRTHSR
FIF3RAS ) EST-SSR ¥4 7= 4 1 fig i85 bk PN 7% 1 ol
PCR 5 W10 T N & F RN G F B9 45 A 4L 1 1 Ry 1
R FE LSRG WAL, Tk 2250514 B F#E
AR B | 8RR DL AN R P Rl ) DNA
7 91 B R 1 PR X T TR A S 22 A B T R O A AN
EEEE AT

J£°T Botstein 45 (1980)%f T Z &5 & & & (PIC)HY
AL FRE, 4 PIC>0.5. 0.25<PIC>0.5. PIC<0.25 Hif
MHIRERELZS . PEZEMLEZESM . Rong
55(2013) 1| A1 FIASCO 2 T A & st T A bR e K &6 4
FE LA (T0%), TEZE N 25%, AT Tk
B ZEEM T RERIEN KE S E T EE2E
(62.5%), LAY 12.5%, KU AF KM T EIT
KITE ARG BN Z A AN, 1 S 3R AR 1Y)
SRR B RS R R R Y L B AR
DL 2T ANFIRRFE R o 2 A BEAE R i
RIRAGAS S H B S8 bR, REIEAT RO I H 3 1455
AR R L. EARMIR T, T2
EST-SSR JIr 3K 15 ) JJ 65 35 5 FF R (Fa) 18 - 24 00 24 5
JE (Ho) 17 ¥ 1 B2 2% &5 B (He) 43 51 24 0.3414 Al
0.3977, ik T Rong %:(2013)(H,=0.49, H.~0.68). Ma
4£(2011)(H,=0.675, He=0.650) . Chen 4(2012)(H,=0.53,
He=0.77) | FH R ER & 45 1 T 3K %) G-SSR M FT 48 4 .
FEHJFEA, — 5 T T A 5T 28 FH A9 DU A% R T R
T TR P B AE S it Ak i AR rP AR AR ST, AR REBR B
SRR I ARAR B A AT TR 2 A MR VAR SR A IS, 0 —
I, ZARWFSE T I SC AR 0t T 3R A
TR, WA AR 2 R B A A B AR
W, TR TIE R EST-SSR £ 54 B AR AN}
A% T35 T 2 K 4 BT AR5 19 G-SSR, (RT3 BES A A% IX.
O ARSE BRI AL 25 5, i L ir I & 0 i 1 2 4
AN L, B AR S R
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Characteristic Analysis of Microsatellitesin Selected
Coilia ectenes Using a Transcriptome Dataset

YU Aiqing, SHI Yonghai‘”, XU Jiabo, LU Genhai, ZHANG Haiming, XIE Yongde, L1U Yongshi
(Shanghai Fisheries Research Institute, Shanghai Fisheries Technology Extension Sation, Shanghai  200433)

Abstract The objective of this study was to identify microsatellites from the transcriptome sequences
of Cailia ectenes using MISA software. These microsatellites could create very useful resources in the
evauation of germplasm resource and marker-assisted breeding of C. ectenes. The results showed that a
total of 33,896 microsatellites were identified with repeating units, at lengths of 1~6 bases, from 71,869
unigenes. Different types of repeat SSRs had considerably different distribution characteristics. The
majority of the microsatellite loci consisted of mono-, di-, and tri-nucleotide motifs (34.94%, 49.47%, and
13.34%, respectively). Dinuclecotide microsatellite repeating units were the most abundant in the C.
ectenes transcriptome, and the AC/GT repeating units were the most ascendant repeating unit (75.25%).
The dominant repeating units for the mononucleotide and trinucleotide motifs were A/T (86.25%) and
AGG/CCT (28.57%), respectively. Different nucleotide repeat motifs had different repetitions that had a
reducing trend, with the increase in the number of nuclectides in repeat motifs. Among the 100 designed
primer pairs, 16 pairs proved to be polymorphic microsatellite markers. In the present study, 16
polymorphic microsatellite loci were characterized to evaluate the genetic diversity of the selected C.
ectenes (F3). The results showed that the average number of effective alleles (Ng), the average observed
heterozygosity (H,), the average expected heterozygosity (He), and the average Shannon’s information
index (1) of the selected C.ectenes (F3) were 1.7580, 0.3414, 0.3977, and 0.6278, respectively. These
results indicate that it is feasible to develop microsatellite markers based on the C. ectenes transcriptome
and polymorphic microsatellite loci obtained in this study will facilitate further studies on the population
genetic management and conservation of C. ectenes.
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