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BEBRKEZE eDNA F%ﬁéﬁi&
CO Il BRI MBI E

oo REAHY wEH KER FFz
& H' Fmk' REE' FaT’
(1. WIS FER W W0 5711265
2 WG R AR AU S AT W =W 572022)

HED B, %0 8 £ 26 3135 DNA (environmental DNA, eDNA) % 4 20 3@ JF 5] 4 £ AL T & L (R4 fE
RAEFKX, X 12S 1 16S 5| M FEAEH QL L AL T ERINREETFIARERNA, XFTUNES
Bk AkaE A EESL, T8 E 208 101 B 150 &k CO1 77, fFakd 6 MIEFRFK; 4%
GREL R, WAL E. DNABREAGEENFRKFR, £4 MIEGRFREIRITT 26 55147,
Ho 6 &5k F Premier T ER; 2 ABEERAKAEXNERPCRERE F, A 11 25148
IR, HH, PCR Iy M3 =70 B4 % & KT marker 895|474 5 %; KR PCRERE
T, SEABIMAEEEE AN 3 (ER) 2 (RE)ET WA A WY R EHH 100% (72 #/72 ),
% PCR 4% KE. mEMREEERARMLWI A A4 K “HN-A-F4, HN-D-R3” (UL T4 HN-CO
[). 30 NABHEEEMNFERE R, HN-COI A WEMTFF L., #XFF &% . OTUs &
Hfn# % OTUs & 3047 & MiFish-U B 0.77 £5(8 919 976/11 532 126).1.22 1(2 264 965/1 863 905) .,
0.85 1 (406/477) %1 1.32 1%(86/65); HN-CO I /=4ty 1 2 OTUs E B2 fr. B, A XA U EKTH
b5 A 81.40%., 11.63%7F7 6.98%, MiFish-U I 241 % 81.54% ., 4.62%F7 13.85%. “5| 4h+AFE”
) NMDS % £ B i B o] B 09 2 (3% % #=0.15); HN-CO | th E W A 3 T W m i L BB 55
B/ME BT 318 3 4 B & MiFish-U B 1.23 ££(0.006 9/0.005 6)F 1.57 ££(0.155 9/0.099 4), % 1 6
% JE 41 4% 2 (Cyprinus carpio carpio) “A 4 & N #" &M E 7 B EHE K 288K, HN-COT &
MiFish-U # T ik 5 R w62 & oy £ 4 & o A R ff 2 F 32 7 HN-CO | 5§ MiFish-U W1t 47, & ¥
HN-COI xtigm sk ke X A A Emmyembt, FMAEFEMEY. I LEEETLEY eDNA
FRTHARS, MEEAATHERD SR AKE XL N ERLE,
KR BmE S RAK&EE; eDNA; COT; #A 4
FESES S931.2  XEFRIAEE A XEHS  2095-9869(2023)06-0040-18
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TREE: TG IR K eDNA 405 CO 1 18 5 | 9y i i ik 41

TRAK A IR IR I A 2 R G0 1) EE B R 4y, KR
R 4E R NS AR &R R E B EE N
YEH (RS, 2019), 1R A 2 H B fE— el
W58 1y, SAESRAIRE, 5 NAAAE S IR K e E
AR RREE, 2020), SR, BT BERiE . BT
YLAETR A, W RE SR K 28 A Bl B T R, RK
KPR 2R, AR 2015—2017 4EXHERE IR
K A0S 1) 4 T A A R (B T A, 2018), 5 1986 4F
M, BREECA 14.15%MIR K 540 T B S
IRZS, Kt (Hypophthal michthys harmandi) . K¢
J& 1 (Acrossocheilus ikedai) . ¥ [ i £ (Gobiobotia
kolleri)&5 15 Fs A a2 nl BB 48 K 46 st K 44
XU P S IR K A SR A Fh R A T A AR aa e JE B L o
Tify 2 312 11 28 O TR 5 A R 9% TR 40 A S )i o B 4% 2K
PRI DX SEREFIRT B2 (B B HT 4, 2018). FEMZRTEIR
FPERRMTE R, UKSERIN | B . S ES
YR 2R VR A T B AT O IR R A A A TR A X 4
KA AR BE M HLIR 45 . A58 DNA (environmental
DNA, eDNAEAYIRR T2, Kk, ISR
BiBEAR B AU B DNA  BFR (Ficetola et al, 2008;
Thomsen et al, 2012; Valentini et al, 2016), IT42,
eDNA i RTFIRT Z N s, B2k, MMk,
KR M LIS ISR 1Y 2 4 1 )8 A (Thomsen
etal, 2015; FAFIRSE, 2018; ERIHRSE, 2021), %4k
A LA VA AR v | R A X R T AR AR BT /N
LR (IRESE, 2020; T4, 2021), ATDME R
ZREE R 1 2 A R F BE 2 —(Yoccoz, 2012).

WGP eDNA 22 £TE M H AR W N B A B
FEE R, BRI 2 eDNA 22 2T A% FH 5 1 9 3 0
TFLARAK(MtDNA) 12S rRNA (LA FfiFR 12S). 16S
rRNA (DL F A% 16S)3 K [X (Zhang et al, 2020), X4
R VA 5 T IXC 75 | 49 3 3l A7 7 350 4 3 2 A0 X DL i)
AR, AN SCAE(2022) 58 T CO T RN 128 FE[HHY
FEBRVLI 128 eDNA 225U RS8R 4 K B, 172 Fh
21 CO T AT RIIE A B B (A TE RS Rl R, &3
RIS s T 128 TR NA 11 fh k(b
SRR 6.4%) A X AT IRMER I Lo Schenekar 45
(2020). FRERZF(2022)7E45 A Y2 eDNA Bl
KT MR, A, T CO T KM, HETA
PR E B 128 F1 16S SRS 55 AN 2 L BRIG
F(2022)58 1T T 123 F(GET CO 1) 117 FP(FET 129),
115 FhGET 16S)iHE R 5 7% 7K 1257 NCBI U 2 4 1)
ZEJFHE L, K- B 0254 21.98 45(CO 1),
5.54 25(129). 6.40 £5(128)2 % ¥4, X FEW 128 A
16S 25U A% 7 36 (1) M B R T /D ORBEA SR A [
HERFE R B RS AE B . BT XHIZ R, Sato %
(2018) KL THRA I FE i I Mitofish B FEMI 4 110

025 12S eDNA Z AR E TR 2, (EZ 8 e i ik
A, H AT e B T 80T Fh 2 2 2% 17 51 1)
i, HUPUEgPEmoh . Hitk, 808 e ok
R K fa s eDNA WSR2 S 45 Mk faZe s
FE R B ] 2% 9 6 7 18 % 0, A7 B X
B SRk 2T & eDNA %2 40609 O 1@ 5149,
ARG AE BT AT 223, DA R i B S iRk f 2
ZREERF I PR —E R 8

1 HR5HE

AHE OB TR (A @+ AN E A TS
THZ24 CO T XI5 Yy, 5T IS4 R iR 5
RAKFEFE M PCR 2 ARWI A i e r e i h 5 14 .
PPN RAE KR, 38 3 38 P BOR LR T s )
HOA5 YA AZE S SRR R FEAE
2% i 41 1) #9 {71 (Cyprinus carpio carpio), % £ ik it 5|
I E HHERR M
1.1 BifHRFIEEs Y 18

WA CHERIRK e il It 2 (% ) (RSB 45,
2021) CEERE 5 IR 2K BT 11 0 258 i (0 TR 8 ) (ST 4
2020) ., {7 SR K Kol 1 #2835 ) BRITK P2
%5, 1986)%F TR GE T re 5 IR K 0 2 44 SR (5 X g r
T % %), #5% NCBI %(#E & (https://ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov/), TFEXR PR IZERAR CO 1 Z2IEMS seq 3L
(Pede F BRI . A AT B Ak A
TR 5 S S K BB P 810 o [R] B, 2R I Ward %5(2005)
BT 5 12 A 4 15 52 56 2 AR B 0 401 B S IR K £
% COo 1 &t H Bt . PCR 5| ¥ (Fish-F1/F2 Hil
Fish-R1/R2) . Ward %:(2005), SN & FFIE S %
PR SC45(2022) . fd ] DNAstar 43 SeqMan
FEFFAZXT PO . i) S i fed, MR overlap X
B S TR IR R A /BRI s A

1.2 MERFRXEFERS Wit

i MegAlign F2/¥HH “Clustal W method” £
T IAEA K pau” SCHF, HET DnaSP 5.01 # ¥
Bz AE R “meg” S5 (A MEGAT7 #/F4%
PRAFAL S SR O ShR IR A B xlsx” U SR
FLI 2 O e M SR X fRAFIXIREE =18 bp, 5
T8 1. 2 M EARAEETAE S, BT 3 L8
A 7 S Wb A R e 4 o B 51 W) T B i A Primer
Premier 6.0 314, A &R X IR & (annealing temperature,
Tw). GC FHAFREAGFL, RTINS EC R
Premier 14352 . FIBY HERLEE = 80% M 143 55 2
h Best, 80%># MK = 50%1 143 55 A Good,
PR <50% B9 P73 % 9% M Poor
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1.3 PCR &%

A 72 Fiifg g IR KIS 1 bR
YIFH T PCR ik . A Tk /> TAER, B4 PCR 4
—fdif] “Fish-R1+Fish-R2” (1 : 1 184, fENIIq5]
Ynak “Fish-F1+Fish-F2” (1 : 1 IR4&, YENIERSIH))
VERARWEIE BT 51 P N BLE S | HE1 T 55| ) i 1t 5
YA PCR X 15 %8 PCR ik 59 B 5 | ik 47 HES 21
A, Mtk st P44 . PCR KR BIARLD
25 uL, fufE PCR IRAMWMRMBRA LB A BRAF)
12.5 uL. KEZERK 10 uL. EF#E5147(10 pmol/L)
4% 1 uL. DNA F:fh 0.5 uL. PCR 25144 94 CHlAEPE
5 min; 94 CASME 20s, Tl TRk 20 s (T= “IE
51 Tt 5140 T W F-391E), 72 CIEMf 20 s,
I 39 ANMIEIR; i 72 CHRIEH 5 min. 3 J5 % PCR
PR AT RS UK AT, 45 HL 2.5 pL ) PCR )T
1% B BEEEI P, HLE 220 V, B3k 5 min, &5
TEHR G RS LB, K jpg ABKESA
Photoshop 2022 %4, WK A5, 43mlge it A
RS KA 100,200,500, 1 000 F1 2 000 bp marker
W PIIRASTT DL (LU R AR marker AN AT DL)EH™ 36 4%
HE L
14 KERERSEENF

Y sk K eDNA PR, 78 G98
WHEA S EESEEIT (%5 ND: 110°2533"E,
19°56'54"N) . & fb 7L (%% 5 CH: 108°54'31"E,
19°13'56"N) . Ji R I (% % WQ: 110°26'30"E,
19°15'12"N)AZ AL L35 B 3 PN/KRERAE 5, B HURE
FIBC10 ASFATRE . BASPATHETEAS 47 mm, LR
0.45 um ) WCN fi R T 4E IR IRAhIE 5 Lo Hlg s i g
HEE R R DR AT I ik B A KRR B R Be i 4T
el B Y . B S 1Y) ABIESE PCR ik Hi Y CO |
5195 MiFish-U (128)5|#)(Miya et al, 2015), &JF
4k 42 FE R ZH I 7 (whole genome sequencing, WGS),
-4 4 BGISEQ-500RS ., Xl ¥ Ji5 A4 ¢ 51 i/t 47 Ik
¥ 4 AR WS B F AR S A5 2 TR AR o 28 B R T
(operational taxonomic units, OTUs), ¥ OTUs 5 DNA
KIS % 5 PE 1 (3 B8R % X GenBank JE |
MitoFish &% )1E17 BLAST FERMT o XFF AU =
99% 2, LR HIITERF; AHRIETE 97%~99%
e, I HTTER R ; AHRIMETE 95%~97%H fi
2%, ICFEHTER RN (Miya et al, 2015), [FnF, 3T
Kimura X{E 0 R (Kimura-2-parameter, K2P), %
I KSR (maximum  likelihood, ML) OTUs [H]
[ T 7P 352 4% 1 5 (pairwise distance), PEAL ARGS9

YIS 25 5

i AR B 5 £ 4k R (non-metric multidimensional
scaling, NMDS) /7 X} f 28 H BL45 510, 11 P R 7 HE
¥, %4 M e Canoco 5.0 #K A4 58 WL (B 5 &5,
2017), %1 Bray-Curtis BEES, P{HAEKTE B AI/NGE
) A b il | AT AT RS A 1R (K ruskal et al, 1964). 77
Br 45 8 L) i 32 B (stress)PE R PPHIFRUE - Y stress<0.2
BF, IASHTATRLH NMDS W) 4 s K Ron, ZEIEH
—E MR L Y stress<0.1 B, YCHIZHET & —
NFRIHEF ; 24 stress<0.05 Bf, WAz 5 A
BRI E M (Newmaster et al, 2008; #1745,
2017), NMDS & A BRIT . ()¥ a2 HBE LR
AL ArafER, KaEfh . J&&JE L Lo a8k
MO, My 1, AHBA 05 L “K
A5 HEAITELE xIsx A0, 156 ()3T
JTF Canoco 5.0 Zf4, hn#k xlsx 3CRY, 457 table name,
P “import all species as factors”, HAAEBEERINS
B, SESE RS A (3) “analyses” XFIGHE P 25 7 “new”
FEIF, #E#E “Canoco Adviser”, &1 NMDS 43 #1 e
JF#; (4) “stress formula” £ “type 17, “treatment of
ties in distance” %% “secondary” , HAAEHBIAS L,

15 “S£¥EENH" EEWUE

TR T A Y IR A 5 IR AP 20 BB S S
B NIRE 6 NEFN 1 m® B R Ak 5 B 1 5]
JEIKAR, HT TS Y1 eDNA & 2 57 . B4
IR 10% K E RN e/ 05 , ZEKR R InA 0.5 m?
WK RKC AT ZRDIVE . AL IEFEEE) o KA
TRARIE S PR N7 . ToAH B S o 7K AR T o i (R
9 0.5 L/min, 27K MGG T, AR
AL SAEX 6 AUKAIRINA 1. 2. 4. 8. 16,
32 ¥y 23.68 g UM, EFRMLASMET, &
—MRE—ERE A, TEMAMS 15 d 5, X
DIKAHRAE 500 mL KAE, FEEC3 AFATHRE, [T H
SERFR Al KR Ry 23 R R o BURE T = i R A 2
5 HP A REA TR o £ R 4 (version 4.0.3)H1 /Y
“basicTrendline” £ X 5 5 F14 XoJ B8 5 %) =5 3 12 007
T ¥ DU R B A AT HOS LA 1A <A
Yy DUE” g 40l e vk 1l U R FIAE OC R 4

2 HBRE5HH

21 FIITRIRLER

LR A4 RGN | B b R S R i, ASFSE
Folsit a2t 8 0. 26 Bk, 101 J& . 150 Ff
FE D,
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Tab.1 Species and accession number of fishes used for primer design in this study
H Bt J& il JF35
Order Family Genus Species Accession No.
a5 iy BB AL Anguillidae i fifiJ& Anguilla £ 8B A. marmorata AP007242
Anguilliformes H 7 8 A. japonica AB038556
BoE H T8GR} Poeciliidae £ )& Poecilia fL#EALEE P. reticulata AB898687
Cyprinodontiformes JEHIAERE P, 1atipinna KT175511
i JE Gambusia i G affinis AP004422°
s H PLAi R Adrianichthyidae T #¢J@ Oryzias FHf O. latipes AP008938
Beloniformes 3% 6 O. curvinotus KY364884
At H &Rl Synbranchidae 5 A%JE Monopterus  #ifi M. albus KP779625
Synbranchiformes o451 \fastacembelidae 185 Mastacembelus KB M. armatus KY609156"
fig i B JE#EARL Characidae Fg#EE Piaractus %3 E g #H P. brachypomus KJ993871
Characiformes % g WA} Prochilodontidac  #% 5 J& Prochilodus Z&£Ui% [iE 1 P. lineatus KY825189
A ii®} Siluridae Fafigfi J& Pterocryptis  #ipg B g% P. cochinchinensis KR028479"
Siluriformes B & € i P. anomala MT433099
fil;J& Silurus fil; S. asotus MK895951
KM S meridionalis JX087350
7%} Clariidae ]y filiJg Clarias 36 C. fuscus KJ819540
HHFik C. gariepinus KT001082
& T C. batrachus KC572134
65l Pangasiidae 4 J& Pangasius 75 Gl P, sutchi KC846907
i #i5F] Loricariidae T O &5 )& Hypostomus T 1165 H. plecostomus KM576100
%%} Bagridae # it )8 Pelteobagrus #Fifa P. fulvidraco MK104136
Hh ) B 44 P. intermedius MK335935"
fl#% )7 Pseudobagrus KL EGHELE P. vachellii HM746660
FLIE U #2 P. crassilabris JX867257
R P. hainanensis MW980438"
R Tachysurus HPEUKEE T. virgatus MT647840"
KU T, argentivittatus KX164404
2 )m Hemibagrus — BE & 2R 82 H. guttatus KJ584373
kRl Sisoridae Sk Glyptothorax it Hi £ kG, fokiensis hainanensis ~ HQ593584™"
R} Ictaluridae EAE ctalurus B CRH 1. punctatus MF621720
) H FL68} Percichthyidae /45 )& Coreoperca 1 [E /L #§#§% C. whiteheadi KJ149811
Perciformes Wi Cichlidac Al )% Petenia i P, splendida KJ914664"
HE% e s B 1T B k4 O. mossambicus AY597335
Oreochromis J&.# B4k 1 O niloticus MT437356"
BFIE L HE M O. aureus OW770257
(S| Wi R} Cichlidae P fa)E Tilapia FERP A T. Zllii MW 194077
Perciformes B AL T, rendalli MG438461
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Order Family Genus Species Accession No.
i H PR A} Cichlidae e fa)® Tilapia 1A e 75 2 A4 T, buttikoferi KF866133
Perciformes 5% 4k 18 Sarotherodon iAW % Ak S galilaeus  MW194078
FIl i 4% Parachromis 165 BIHN 2 P. managuensis KP728467"
fifJ& Cichla iR 2w C. ocellaris KU878410
R JE TN f6 )% Paraneetroplus ¥y £1 /I JE [ £ P. synspilus KF879808
(%17l £ & Astronotus Emr i A. ocellatus AP009127
LN 18 Hemichromis XUBE- 7R 42 H. bimaculatus HM882928"
OB H4fiJE Micropterus K 245 M. salmoides HQ391896
Centrarchidae KB Lepomis WA B8 L. macrochirus AP005993
Y R JRYEiE 5 Oxyeleotris Z: BEAS Y% O. marmorata KJ595342°
Eleotridae Y568, Eleotris 23346 E. oxycephala KP713717
ZAYESY E. melanosoma AHFSE This study ™
Vb I R 7h I JE Odontobutis FhAEYbEES O. sinensis KF154120
Odontobutidae iU YE4)E Neodontobutis 7 b3k N. hainanensis MT198690
414 JE 8 )8 Sineleotris 5 A P B S, chalmersi MH644035"
IR fE 1 B Gobiidae B #H R 52 16 /8 Awaous S A 0 % £ A. melanocephalus  HQ654674™
i BEBTEA AR 2 £ A, ocellaris JQ431473"
W)F BEfa % Rhinogobius T ERWIEF R R. giurinus KF371534"
ZWUFE i R duospilus MH127918"
AR IR g 4 R. leavelli MH729000"
FAEVL R 2 R nandujiangensis  A<H 4% This study™
WKW IR g £ R, linshuiensis AWF5E This study™
=B W UFE M R sangenloensis AT This study ™
HCHF 1 R davidi OM617724
KIEF 1sp. 1 AHFSE This study™
REF 2 sp. 2 AWF5E This study™
KEM 3sp. 3 AHFSE This study ™
IR 4 JE Oxyurichthys &4 IR £ O. formosanus KC237282
TR g J&® Glossogobius % iF & i G giuris MG680939
KA iR faJ@ Siphodon £ WAl iR R4 S multisquamus  ASHFST This study™
68} Anabantidae 2 ffiJ& Anabas B4t A testudineus KJ808811°
2 JE 618} Osphronemidae 3| £ J& Macropodus Y JZ:]-f1 M. opercularis KM588227"
&l Channidae i f& Channa 3 fi#% C. argus AP006041
Bt C. maculata K(C823606
Fifi& C. gachua MF924390"
J11i% C. asiatica KJ930190"
fiiF} Cyprinidae Ui 1 )% Rasbora A R steineri JX843769"
)% Zacco T g Z. platypus KF683339
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H *t J& i k=2
Order Family Genus Species Accession No.
#EIE H iRt 548 Parazacco 73 B S i, P. fasciatus AHWFFT This study™
Cypriniformes  Cyprinidae o 1y ¢4 j2 Opsariichthys 57 Ty 144 O. bidens DQ367044"
i 5 1140 O. hainanensis AHF5E This study ™
44 )& Tanichthys 44, T. albonubes AP011397
LZm & JE Nicholsicypris L40EP N. normalis AP011396
ZneJE Aphyocypris FRECANEM A. lini MW338757
f#%)& Ochetobius f#0. elongatus KM400625
T fi1J& Mylopharyngodon FH 11 M. piceus MT084757
#i4f J§ Ctenopharyngodon  ®ifi C.idella MG827396
JRHR 5 Squaliobarbus R S, curriculus AP011218
fifJE Culter 5% i #if1 C. mongolicus mongolicus AP009060
1EE A C. recurviceps KJ609181
41 #E#11)® Chanodichthys 41 fiEfif) C. erythropterus MN105126"
14 )& Pseudohemiculter R EI&P. hainanensis ON227526°
fiw )% Parabramis fily P. pekinensis KF857485
% )& Hemiculter #H. leucisculus MZ521000"
%5 J& Megal obrama =i M. terminalis MN725725"
Hr K f95 M. skolkovii KJ630486
4545 JE Sinibrama TR e S, melrosei MW175533"
5 F & )8 Hainania W FI & H. serrata KF029674™"
5 [C & Metzia LU ICHR M. lineata AP011220
5 V5 H5 FC i M. formosae AP011395
{LI#5F /% Toxabramis 1657 {LI8F T. houdemeri AP011333
fifl J& Xenocypris i X. davidi KF039718
R A X. macrolepis AP009059
fi3%% )% Rhodeus f Y R. ocellatus KT004415"

#% )% Acheilognathus

/M JE Puntius

81 5] 6 J& Spinibarbus

Y5 fa % Acrossocheilus

I/ #1 /& Onychostoma

i EEEEE R. spinalis

K iE4% A. macropterus
% A. tonkinensis

¥ RI%E A. imberbis
BREE/MIE P. paucimaculatus
280/ P, semifasciolatus
e 68 S, caldwelli

B 14 21 fil B S. denticulatus
W E i A, iridescens
JEJEHGE A, paradoxus
412 H H £ O. lepturum
)7 A H # O. gerlachi

AHFFE This study™
KJ499466°
MH261370"
KP015738
KJ994664""
AP011246"
KF134718"
KC852197"
AP011242°
AP009303"
MT258556"
KP244449
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H Order Bl Family J& Genus i Species J¥%1"5 Accession No.
e H R} 454 )g Folifer M4l fo F. brevifilis AP011354
Cypriniformes Cyprinidac 4y 52 1 J5 Osteochilus W ALLCR L O. salsburyi KT359600°
% J& Cirrhinus fi% C. molitorella KF160921"
FZER % C. cirrhosus AP012150
¥74% & Labeo #& U S T L. rohita AP011201
%R Garra Wi 3k f1 G, hainanensis JQ864621°
#7834 G orientalis JX290078"
%)% Hemibarbus ) %% H. medius KJ868177"
A F 411 J& Pseudorasbora % #i A P. parva JF802126
i J& Sarcocheilichthys HE R #% S. hainanensis IN003354*
&R Squalidus MBS S wolter stor ffi AP011392"
8] S. argentatus KF819452
/M & Microphysogobio 75 BN M. kachekensis MK139891"
21#1)& Pseudogobio {LI#4 P. vaillanti MN883563"
H 4% Saurogobio ToBF i S immaculatus AP012074"
#J& Cyprinus JRfig i C. acutidorsalis KR869144"
fifl C. carpio carpio JN105352
Bt C. carpio haematopterus JX188254
ZiifillJ& Carassioides 25l C. acuminatus APO11178
fijj& Carassius #iJl C. auratus KJ874428"
i 75 4lJ& Dawkinsia M5 AR 6 D. filamentosa MK348133"
#4%J& Hypophthal michthys ##% H. nobilis KJ729090
fif: H. molitrix EU315941
L8R Cobitis HiAE A C. sinensis AY526868"
Ve JE Misgurnus JEf# M. anguillicaudatus MT896815
Al ek m Paramisgurnus KR ek P. dabryanus MG725379
44 JE Snibotia EMAEVPEK S pulchra AP012125
ikl /NEAKJE Micronemacheilus 5T /N &4k M. pulcher AP011301°
Cobitidae 3¢ F /N A& M. Zispi KJ434599"
kg Schistura BES b S. fasciolata MW 192448
TCHERI ) S. incerta MK361215"
JE A} JEffk = Balitora J V5 ek B. kwangsiensis IN177072%*
Balitoridac 35y g @ Plesiomyzon {522 37 162 % 8 P. baotingensis KF732713°
768 )% Liniparhomaloptera B4l 5F-6fk L. disparis giongzhongensis ~ MZ047229°
SR O E Vanmanenia T 28 11 88k V. hainanensis MW289207"
e Ak Beaufortia ek B. leveretti KX060617"
e A )E Snogastromyzon T B A S wui IN177076"

TE: *, ZWFHT PCR L #, P50 CO T ZEPHRI Fr Be (3L 22 i),

Note: *: This species is used for PCR screening; #: The sequence was only a part of CO I gene (22 species in total).
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22 MERTFXENT

FET 150 FpfaZs co 1 Jpa, Lkl 6 M
PRSFIX (1, MIZELESFIX A~F), Hip, i35y X
F 5 E HEBEIE(>300 bp), HP 37K B HH W
eDNA 751 FE S 1 7 132 K i Bl (2 < 150 bp)
(Turner et al, 2014), MFELRSFIX A 5B, C5 D
BERNE 100 bp, ¥ FREREAR TiE4MKIX

COI Bt The first half of COI gene
Fish-F1

Fish-F2

Uni-Minibar-F

PU3EARSFIXA Flanking conserved region A
PS1-F —

MFELRFIXB Flanking conserved region B -
MIFELESFIXC Flanking conserved region C
Uni-Minibar-R

MZE{ESFIXD Flanking conserved region D
PS1-R

1000

MIFE{FSFIXF Flanking conserved region F
Fish-R2
Fish-R1

.
-

Oy B, ARBFFEAE 2x150 bp I 52 K Py 16 X
P3G T I A BT 3 MFLLRSF XA G ——A+D (A+E |
B+E #4T1E . RIMBIHBEIT. AT, AR5
I AR T AR E ) f.25 DNA 65 (650 bp 87 652 bp)
B MBI 5T & BT 2 X M R 1Y eDNA 2845
Bt CO 1 i@ 5| ¥y v fe i & (K 1, Fish-F1/F2.,

Fish-R1/R2, PS1. Uni-Minibar) (Zhang et al, 2020),

=
=

|
|
|
I
I
I
I
I
I
|
|
|
|
|
:
I
MZELR5FXE Flanking conserved region E !
|
|
|
:
0

I
I
I
I
|
|
|
:
0 100 20

Al 1
Fig.1

300 400 500 600 700 800
i # (5'—3") Position (5'—>3")

MFEARSFIXTE CO T FEH T BE(776 bp/1 551 bp) A A HEX {7 &
Relative positions of flanking conserved regions within the first half of CO I gene (776 bp/1 551 bp)

VIR A (NCBI J7 5145 . IN105352) R hRiERAR
Cyprinus carpio carpio (accession number: JN105352) was used as the labeling template.

2.3 Sl¥NgitER

BRMZEARESEIX A FR7E 2 Do R T B 14h,
HARBEW T 3 (SR A TGk 2), FEMl
FHIE 1t 8T T4 55 51907 51 -DNA A4 " DT L EE
FRAE 7 I BRI KA A ], A5 % A M B4R S 1X 43
BT 5~8 FpEldy, HEA K. GC FHEM Ty
H UL 3. 5149 Premier TF4r45 R BN, 26 25149,
3 &BIME AT “Best” 540, FWSIYLER KR
BE. GC i, TRESHSE I B AT G BAR S | A
W 17 519 E T “Good” %4, FS LAMEE
i 1E1T DNA B A 208 1S 5 6 45513434k F“Poor”
G, AN E T A AR

24 PCR k&R

B PCR JiitE 45 R Wox, 20 25194, MIZ LR
SFIXCE NI S 455109 38 s R BAIS, 51 4 e
2% ,HN-A-F1/F2/F3/F4 .HN-B-F1/F2/F3/F4 ,HN-D-R2/
R3/R4 434 B — Sl IR B 2 (3R 3); B
R 52, S ) marker A7) BLES , HN-A-F4 |

HN-B-F3/F4 ., HN-D-R3/R4 1£1E 557 IR 705 B ) A gl i
2 (5eER T marker B9 H— S5 PIREL =70 i, 36 3),
L, X5 45198 HEE .

X Bk 5 &5 RN 3 (IEH) x 2 () ES]
YA VEFTIRES PCR ik, 45w, &% 72 fhm
KPR K 100% (PCR % B KRR,
HN-A-F4. HN-B-F3/F4 {25 HN-D-R3/R4 BJ1E[H 5]
Yy A P B K354 139 bp, 106 bp/106 bp.
P FREBK, WA SRS, Fit,
HN-A-F4 [t HN-B-F3/F4 A {L# . SR HN-D-R3/R4
YE2R HN-A-F4 [R5 190 7= A i3 3 T K B AR TR
H T F WP 8 F %8 100% (K 2A: HN-D-R3;
Kl 2B: HN-D-R4), HZAEJAKE R, MKE L
() marker /~ ] WLIF HN-D-R3 7= 4= (04 3 7 B fE 70 R
i (F 2C), 1fif HN-D-R3 ¥ 1/ 23, 24, 43 SHER %
WK (B 2D), HN-D-R3 P& = . 9
WK =T HN-D-R4 (JLE 2C . K 2D), R T &S
ERR 519, 2f Bk, e PCR ik H R M ik
5145 “HN-A-F4, HN-D-R3” (UL Ffii#x
HN-CO 1),
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12345678 9101112M1314151617 181920212223 24
1000 bp « = 2000 bp

500bp =2 750 bp

o mmmm—————-a Pl

100 bp «—~—

252627282930313233343536 M 37 383940414243 44 45 46 47 48

1000 bp « = 2000bp
500 bg TS-750bp

Z2.200bp
Y Ny SN Wm Ry s GEN B e Wb Sy W= - - - -

100 bp «— =

49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 M 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72

- —2 000 bp

1900bp =5 750 bp
P 050

On----.----?-—.- C T Y
p(—-v

12345678 9101112M13141516171819202122 2324

1234567 8 9101112M131415161718192021222324
1000 bp «— = ™2 000 bp
500 bp <= ~>750 bp

2526 272829303132 33343536 M 37 383940414243 44 4546 47 48

000 bp e = 200D

=

500 bp = > 750bp
-

4950 5152 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 M 61 62 63 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72
~ —2000 bp
& —750 bp

_»200bp

1000 bp —
500 bp

D e e A W -

100 bp — =

12345678 9101112M131415161718192021222324
— 750 bp

2526272829 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 M 37 38 30 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48
— 5750 bp

¥l 2 HN-D-R3 5 HN-D-R4 [ B0 Hu i
Fig.2 Comparison of amplification effect of HN-D-R3 and HN-D-R4

A: HN-D-R3 ¥ 3 )5i8l; B: HN-D-R4 4 3¢5 [&; C. D: J &5 R IR Z R F 750 bp marker A] ULAT
M9 1 I35 (C: HN-D-R3; D: HN-D-R4); 1~72: #1145 ; M: Marker,
A: Original image of HN-D-R3 amplification; B: Original image of HN-D-R4 amplification; C, D: Amplicon trace when
the brightness of the original image was synchronously reduced to only 750 bp marker visible
(C: HN-D-R3; D: HN-D-R4); 1~72: Numbers of species; M: Marker.

25 KEFEFEEMNFER

2K 30 /K FERR B £ (rarefaction curves) A i
BT, FERNFEdERT R, THTESS.
BARA Y B R O 5B BT B e B 3 9]
E K BE H AT R I T — 5 B B T 1T R AR R
OTUs, M TiX #8417 54T 2 5 | 49 R A A P
J e, R, A58 AR i — 25 % H 47 5B o MiFish-U
FIP SR T HN-CO 1, B & 7= A (5 04 1)
(clean reads) 542 5 5 19 1.29 £ (3 4); R 1T, HN-CO
[ X fa2% eDNA H ] P T 58 , ¢ 53 B7 )3 51 I8 £ 2807 91
SVECRNF 534 5 LA & MiFish-U 19 1.22 f5F1
1.99 f%(F& 4), OTUs LRI H FIFE LS . MiFish-U
PG 477 B OTUs, Hrp#2E OTUs 3 65 (b
Feoh 13.63%); HN-CO I t:47 34 406 F OTUs,
Hh 2 OTUs 3 86 Fi(h bl 21.18%) (55 4).

OTUs FERZER /R, HN-CO I F=/4ERY 86 Fifa
2 OTUs {ERRIFN . J& . BEEFLL FAKF 8% H 7351
470 (81.40%). 10 (11.63%). 6 (6.98%); MiFish-U
FPERY 65 R OTUs Wy R2IFh . J& . B LFH
EKSE R BCH 430 53(81.54%) . 3(4.62%) . 9
(13.85%). Fl/KF-Hy OTUs ILyERE 81 Fpfu2k, Hip it
TS 42 Fh, phEEAZE 28 FR(HN-CO 1)F1 11 Fh
(MiFish-U), T 81 F a2 iy BUIG Sl AT “ 5149+
JKFE” 1) NMDS HEP&5 R Bon, FF 5 RIE A
WAy 2 4, FW HN-CO I | MiFish-U Ay L ke
AL RAFE R KON . E4h, HN-CO 1 ) NMDS
SEWR B EMEE T MiFish-U, BRIETIZS WA A1
V3 B 5 £ 28 AR A 22 5K NMIDS 43 #7485 S 114 )
SRRECK 0.15, ULHPE 2 A5 i A 25 FRE AN [ 24
HA—E MR,
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TREE: TG IR K eDNA 405 CO 1 18 5 | 9y i i ik 51

x4 KETEBENFLEREN
Tab.4 Brief introduction to water sample results after high-throughput sequencing

D ke pspirpm)  BRPAL MIYFSISH OTUs B4 36 OTUs &M 128 OTUs itk
Primers pairs Samples Clean reads Fish Fish sequence Total number  Total number F 1sh'OTUs
sequence ratio /% of OTUs of fish OTUs ratio /%

MiFish-U ND-1 1 587 885 695 760 43.82 117 11 9.40
ND-2 1104 676 144 785 13.11 78 8 10.26
ND-3 991 762 133 630 13.47 119 18 15.13
ND-4 938 059 132 825 14.16 115 17 14.78
ND-5 905 181 111 780 12.35 115 13 11.30
CH-1 816 815 71 645 8.77 62 3 4.84
CH-2 785 725 69 115 8.79 115 6 5.22
CH-3 755231 59 800 7.92 69 10.14
CH-4 685 819 64 445 9.40 55 6 10.91
CH-5 672 648 103 730 15.42 85 12 14.12
WQ-1 662 054 56 005 8.46 105 10 9.52
wQ-2 488 033 43 930 9.00 69 7 10.14
WwQ-3 484 507 80 615 16.65 62 14 22.58
wQ-4 382510 55 820 14.59 117 19 16.24
WwQ-5 271221 40 020 14.76 56 7 12.50

HN-CO | ND-1 1388 328 281980 20.31 64 12.50
ND-2 1 063 166 220 225 20.71 124 19 15.32
ND-3 1 006 708 322920 32.08 71 12 16.90
ND-4 833 107 135 355 16.25 121 19 15.70
ND-5 657 805 99 920 15.19 80 14 13.25
CH-1 548 473 135110 24.63 75 9 12.00
CH-2 497 554 256 795 51.61 70 17 22.86
CH-3 440 352 84 155 19.11 86 19 22.09
CH-4 407 752 124 430 30.52 117 21 17.95
CH-5 405 178 86 020 21.23 82 19 23.17
WQ-1 403 004 58 650 14.55 67 8 11.94
wQ-2 359 890 94 830 26.35 64 18 28.13
WwQ-3 352378 78 085 22.16 71 10 14.08
wQ-4 315718 157 690 49.95 103 31 30.09
WQ-5 240 563 128 800 53.54 78 22 28.21

K3 A[EGIY6H NMDS 7347
Fig.3 NMDS analysis of different primers

FJE : MiFish-U #3458, =JF . HN-CO I #3451
Round: Amplification results of MiFish-U;
Triangle: Amplification results of HN-CO I

42 Fofr e =2 A0 2 7 T 58t AL BE S 0 A 0.007~
0.377 (0.234+0.087) (HN-COI)F1 0.006~0.462 (0.298+
0.135) (MiFish-U); X} 42 Fh a2 i e B oo b 47704,
J& N R TE) P s AL BB B 4 B8 0.007~0.251
(0.156+0.050) (CO I )F1 0.006~0.202 (0.099 4+0.035)
(MiFish-U); HN-CO I 519414 1 & N 9 Fh st 4% 1 55
B/ ME S 5 T MiFish-U, 205085 # 1.23
f5F11.57 4%, W78 HN-CO 1 B2k 2K X A3 6E 11
F MiFish-U, B4, 486 42 Rt i mimim G in
BAE S R B R 37.28% (HN-CO 1)l 45.42%
(MiFish-U); J& PN 4 Bl 1] 9 9 3t 1% 25 19 728 S5 R 40000
4 31.88% (HN-CO 1)#l 35.51% (MiFish-U), 5
MiFish-U A, HN-CO I BY7485% 250 /)N, R HY)
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Pl e 22 M= T MiFish-U, ANBE L eDNA JT91) Sz K A i £ (9 A= 9 1 UG
26 “QE%_E—*%JH ,;kiu =1 *u % /D%ﬂﬂ%lﬁ ) ffﬁ—‘]?&ﬁ 15 d E{&%Egﬂ E/‘J eDNA {&Eﬁt&

W N [) 2% 2 110 i £ 5 8 3 2 0 Y S Y 43 T4 T
BTG : HN-CO [ | MiFish-U (&t [ml 5 75
A y=18 586x (RP=0.65)F1 y=17 267x (R*=0.52)
(F 4). 2 FElPilA T R B A DG R B EAR, B

8x10° -
7x105 -
6x10°
5x10 - ° °
4x10° -
3x105 - ° °
2x105+ @

1x10°1- 8 ©® o

JF 5% Cleanreadsnumber

5,6 N L N A £ e DNA T BESI AL T FLR 25 5
[] — %% B 21 P9 ) SUAFAE AT RE ) 43 1 9 DU B 22 S 4
KIME(E, 4), FRWAKAKN eDNA 531 IFEAH5]
Ak, AfFsEsal T I A, . R AT
PIA R, HA MR R(R <0.565) (KRR,

=18 586x
R’=0.652 8

0 1 1 1
0 5 10 15

1
20

% Number of individuals

7x10°
6x10° -
5x10°1 @ °
4x10°
3x10° @
2x10°
1x10° [ ®

JF%5% Cleanreads number
°

=17 267x
R’=0.52

0 ! I I
0 5 10 15

20 25 30 35

%% Number of individuals
E 4 ZWNEMFTEIG eDNA 7 T8 IS HA Y& 2 P H R R

Fig.4 Correlation between eDNA reads and biomass of Cyprinus carpio carpio under indoor conditions

A: HN-CO ;

3 itig
3.1 CO I i& A5 ¥aYihiE

AT, S FGIrEEREGE 3), H
Hil HN-CO I R, s A&y 1K
k3] 139 bp, PCR IR A 100% HY 8 4547 572 1
KF marker, & DL g 5 3R 7K £ 2 Sk 18 4 XF G2 1

RE A% 07 16 L1 JIAE (9 £ 25 eDNA 22450565 CO 1 3@ 5|
1. SR1M, PS1 & Uni-Minibar FEASHFSY e B0 45 2%
——72 Fj 25 PCR BTN ELS 0 R 46 FPoFn 25 Fh, §°

B8 2R S5 KT marker FUHFPECE J2AA 22 Fh AT 9
(3 3). Zhang 45(2020)3E F ALl KA #ETT eDNA
FEIEA S| Y L 7R B . PS1 2 Uni-Minibar 784>
#B 22 XFPES b F b AR N K. SR,
Balasingham 25(2018)#1 Meusnier 25(2008) 1 5L f4 B

B: MiFish-U

551, PS1. Uni-Minibar £ J& 3 7 8% =5 (038 F

PS1. Uni-Minibar } HN-CO [ 7EA[RIAF5E i 22 H
P, eDNA 2 &I CO 1 3@ 5|4 BA B 5 i M
Bk, AT RE TG GE T AR A A K 2R B A fa
KRR . 3 S b I i EE R A, J& COo
[ P8 Sl e 5 T 12S. 16S, A #& A 2] = 4
RO ) 32 47 57 X (Riaz et al, 2011; Freeland, 2017;
Evans et al, 2018). Z¢ & O AW 45 3, A5,

125 eDNA 24645 CO 1 18 FH 519 il HAR W 75
B e HETTTY SRR LG A K IR, HE
i FA B e i co il 51 A7 1 — 5 1 4 Fb
T (5 BH A AU o

3.2 COlEHASIMmitSEREIN
BAR10 2K eDNA 5020 Cco 1@ g1 HAa —

SE 1Y I @ﬂ%ﬁﬁtﬁﬁﬁﬁé’é“@?ﬁ%L\T*/\%I
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Yk S % . ARSIk 6 MRS XS
Fish-F. Fish-R. PS1. Uni-Minibar . #8925 CO
[R50 E ESE 1), FfEMBELEF X &
B £ 288 S BORE B0 Bl AL (R BF5E . 150 Bl Fish-F
Fish-R: 207 #; PS1: 114 #f'; Uni-Minibar: 187 Fi)
(Ward et al, 2005; Meusnier et al, 2008; Balasingham
etal, 2018), Ptt, Kl 1 FRyE M3 fRAF XA B BA
FEOME S S AR A EL R I I A 1l L 7T
FEAE—E 25, A0 150 Fhiff rg 5 IR K #1258 7E HN-A-F4
51 3 AEAE 5 AN SR ORSF B L, Fish-F1/F2 |
Uni-Minibar-F 7EAH [ & H HAELE 2 LIRSk
FGEE 2), (HHA KR 2 2 REPE T AR AT DL LA
iR S I BN RS SAE 7 R G VA Il S e 2y
AT By co 1@ A5 14,

32 LRy XA 252 5 i M . ASHIESE
HN-E 2511 6 4514 PCR MW R BARIK(E 3).
BARMFLRSF X B K BE IR 5 20 bp. ARFGEIAN,
LYK B 18 bp DL LBV RTARUES 9 B B A B
P 18K (Kitano et al, 2007; Riaz et al, 2011; Sultana
etal, 2018). fH i T #5140 3 i a5 28 SR FE 0 777
MFELFIX E 5 eDNA BRI 2045 & K JE S ME
A 14 bp, FEE|WiHEEEPA 10~26 FhfaZky”
MR, REALYHG F Bt 2 A% (random  amplification
polymorphic DNA, RAPD)H AR K iz (T 514
£ 10 bp ZEA47), M T EHIE T 51901 B 1 FRAIR & 5
H PCR H B £ 4571 B TG 2% I 245 51 (f] 2 °F- 45,
2000; FrHEAE, 2006, FEEAISE, 2007), MHILZ T,
Fish-F1/F2 J Fish-R1/R2 Kk 26 bp, Hfi%HY
T 3 AT eARE, HAMSERKERZEDN
18 bpo iX 4 555 | Wy AE AR A FHATAT ] IR SE W 1 0L F
PCR 444525 BF K T marker FO R B 55 35 62~68 Fi;
HN-B-F3/F4 () PCR {2 % J& 35 100%. Menning
4:(2020)F1 Sultana %5(2018)41 Xt By 7 i . 5 3k P4 7.
A+ AR Co T M5 ik, 2552
FEAURAE KA Y 5 P R 25 T R e IR . AR
ANHEFAAE S M B SE XN HEA T 5 [ e, andg b 220
RZXT 51 5 St AT B A B i

CO I MBIy itad A b, o fiff 38 52 8] 0
J . Miya 5 Q015)E5 | Wikl Ferh 80, Bl R
i 1~2 A IR AL 2 8 PCR §7 34 BN [R] 72
FERRECH, Pk, RECK MiFish-U (g 285
MiFish-E (%CE @ 2)51 9 0 i i 0] . Ward 45
(2005)7E & ITFRERY 125 DNA &S CO 1 514
(Fish-F1/F2 J% Fish-R1/R2)j3FEH, WRET “43
WAt ZXTIE . 518, ARG R 1R

SR, B B3, MiFish-U. Fish-F1/F2 K&
Fish-R1/R2 IHLAFAET 4> 025 To k44 4 7] 1 (Ward
et al, 2005; Miya et al, 2015); I H Z XI5 Y5 E A H
23l R R a5 eDNA WFFE R TAEE R PCR T A%
A, EFXFUEmIE, Ivanova £5(2007)F1 Minamoto 4
(2012) 38 5 As N ) IR $E = 51497 51 -DNA
BEMR” VG LR o ARG S48 3 3 5 A 1) 45
P HTFHEE PCR GHEM 20 2519, i 1~2.
3~4. 5K EfRIFIE S Y, H PCR 452
KT marker [HIFIE 51K 25~66 (54.38+14.13),
49~71 (65.13+9.67)F1 19~59 (47.25+19.02)Ff , K%t
PCR i 45 B4l i 78, HN-CO 1 2517 4E 3~4 i I
BILA 51 Y PCR BTIR YR 100%. SR, 41
BRSETE 5 AN L B, 72 g SRk 255 PCR
BT T R B R B KRS 2 HN-B-F6/F7/F8 .
HN-D-R7., HN-E-R5/R6 5|91, HTFH B &AL ZM
I IEL, D& LW B Premier B4 Y REAR TSR
PS1 X1 g 5 IR K fa iy s R A 2%, T et 32 )
TR 5| 1 3 w3 i £ 5 52 I (Minamoto et al,
2012; Miya et al, 2015),

3.3 HN-COI 5 MiFish-U ByEb%&

HHEMY AU GE T R a2 eDNA 2B
I 2 %O FEFR . Collins %£(2019)F1 Milan %5(2020)
AR 128 F116S Bl¥ R HYE—B &+ CO Tl
Cytbo AMWFFE ZLHFILEE IS . 30 AS/KEE i il v 25
REIR, MiFish-U J=4 1R 5007751 B 80f OTUS
MBI HN-CO T 9 1.29 f5H1 1.18 ff5(5E 4). &
1M, MiFish-U A G776 8 FH 2k i 19 U —— L AR 1%
S1¥1J& Miya 5£(2015)3E T 880 Fhfa Lk ih 4 /v
TEEE TS, A5 Y)F IR HUEY . 228 I FLISAEAR
ZAHEIE R E . s MR PCR 24
PEPI , SRR 025 eDNA BRZEY 13 72 [
BN HAh i 2 1) e DNA B (AN A ) Y 5 5 g 20
F 2 (Kobayashi et al, 2000; &, 2002; Z=H*E,
2012), AHF5EH, HN-CO [ 774k 2 5 51 s i
Hib . 28 OTUs BB & 43328 MiFish-U
1) 1.22 £% (2264 965/1 863 905)F1 1.57 £%(25.39%/
16.16%).1.32 1% (86/65)F1 1.57 £75(25.39%/16.16%) (£
4), HN-CO T 51X it e 5 1R 7K £ 28 HA7 8 5y () )
P, RESETE AR A: P 55 IE B AR R A 350 388 1 [w) B
PR T Z RS B OTUs,  JE I i L 16 e 55 7R K
R LR TR .

HN-CO I ¥ FhiR 31 6E 715 T MiFish-U, 42 Fh
= s AL 1 B A T 45 R B/, HN-CO 1 J@ N9 Fh
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A% B d o/ ME MBI MiFish-U (19 1.23 {51
1.57 % ; HN-CO [ 7E9 Fh i B i A2 rp 452 i 72 Rk SR LA
KSR OTUs (5 LAl MiFish-U ) 0.50 1%
(6.98%/13.85%) ., FiA%F(2022)i8 i Fe BB+ Fhifg i
EIRK I eDNA 755U 525 5 e k3L,
HN-CO [ F1 MiFish-U 23§ 5.56% (4 Fi)Fl1 16.67%
(12 Fy AP RIES 8 2 A R B 4 . I,
MiFish-U 4 #9384 OTUs W R FE &
OTUs (Schenekar et al, 2020; #{f3C5E, 2022; E4F
45, 2022) i AT B IZ G W 25 OTUs [k HN-CO
[ RN Z—,

“BIY+KAE” B NMDS B249E i A0 5 A i
ZH (Mo 7= %0=0.15), 3FRH] HN-CO I . MiFish-U i
KEHMMESERAEERRNARN ., %5
Taberlet ££(2012)F1 Pawlowski %5(2020)42 H! pt) 12
eDNA Wi i Z 3 R Bt A WA . NMDS & e
VETT . BARYT . TR R BE T , %A RS
WA (R RS, 2020), R eDNA fig
g 7E v RUEE A5 50 e £ 28 1 4 % 22 57 (Kelly et al,
2014; Deiner et al, 2017; Yamamoto et al, 2017), 3 H.,
T HN-CO T WL, BALiT . J7 R = KK R
NMDS £5 LB 8t & T MiFish-U. ¥R 5 5 L B
B AES AL, R EAS T4 H 2
AR )6 B DU JE R, DR, 0 R s Ay i FL B
(MR3E SR 4, 2008), HN-CO [ 45 57T B 00 474 4 15 1l
IR A X — B 25 A A R o SR, BT IA A2
KGR AT R AR 2R i, 1 IR I A 75 B ik
—IRIIE,

FIRA WA N, eDNA fEfg s bt S5 i Ak 4
(Doi et al, 2017; Takahara et al, 2019), {HAHFFT 2 F
S APy DUBC 8 LG O R AR DG R AR
ik XATREE i ARG bE ML, Kikdm
eDNA R, FEeIKELS PEUILA PCR
PG5 435 2064 . Pilliod Z5(2013) A1 Anais 25(2016)
(BT R L eDNA ¥R JBE 6 S 4 F i) A= )
RN AH % B o ASHIFY [a) — % B 2l N A AE A T[]
S DB R 4), REITCio )%
JE AT 23 0 BUAG LR A 1 RN ARUE B XU . eDNA 7
IKARI 3 A il REIF AT, R EBE R, X5
Eichmiller % (2014)F1 % 14 5% %5 (2019) i BF 5% 41 18 AH
[, a2 eDNA W™k | FEfRh )2 B 2 4%,
HArs A W98 BEAS 1R B BH eDNA A9 SOULAF 76 Al AR
R . J520h 5 BT R SC 8BS HN-CO 1 |
MiFsh-U 255 | ¥ 1) eDNA & & 45 R b

(il

4 it

AWFFERT 8 H. 26 B, 101 J& . 150 Fifazk CO
[ FpAlik it 6 MU LR IX, MWiit T 26 4551
Yy, 272 F a2 30 PMKFERIEE R E 1Y
44/ HN-CO 1 (HN-A-F4, HN-D-R3)—iZ%5 %)
HAEY R ITIR N 100% HY 507 p—as, iy
FRIEN 139 bp; il 7 245 1Y 2 OTUs AL
J& MiFish-U 19 1.32 % ; J& N R 38 7 5 a5t 4% iR
B/ IME N YB3 92 MiFish-U B9 1.23 £ 1.57
ffi. HN-CO I 1y OTUs 7EBES5 R & NMDS RZEEIE
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Screening Universal CO I Primersfor eDNA M etabarcoding
of Freshwater Fishes on Hainan Island

CHEN Zhi'? CAI Xingwei'”, SHEN Zhixin', ZHANG Qingfeng', LI Fangyuan',
GU Yuan', LI Gaojun', ZHAO Guangjun', WANG Zhenjiang'

(1. Hainan Academy of Ocean and Fisheries Sciences, Haikou 571126, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Utilization and Conservation for Tropical Marine Bioresources, Ministry of Education,
Hainan Tropical Ocean University, Sanya 572022, China)

Abstract The known universal primers for environmental DNA (eDNA) metabarcoding of fish are
mainly located in the mitochondrial ribosome gene regions. Not only are the reference sequences
insufficient but also some relative fish species could not be identified using these 12S and 16S primers. In
this study, the freshwater fishes of Hainan Island were selected to meet six investigation targets. (1) Six
conserved regions were selected through the cytochrome ¢ oxidase subunit I (CO ) sequences of 8
orders, 26 families, 101 genera, and 150 species; (2) Based on the base variation, species identification,
eDNA degradation, and read length requirements of high-throughput sequencing, 26 primers were
designed from four flanking conserved regions; however, six primers did not meet the Premier score
requirements. (3) The first-round PCR results of 72 freshwater fish species on Hainan Island showed that
11 primers had high universality. Among them, there were 5 primers with more than 70 species
successfully amplified and brighter PCR bands than marker. The second-round of PCR results showed
that the amplification success rate of 3x2 (forward and reverse, respectively) primer combinations
generated by the five primers was 100%, and the optimal primer combinations after PCR band length and
brightness screening were "HN-A-F4, HN-D-R3" (hereinafter referred to as HN-CO I ). (4)
High-throughput sequencing results of 30 water samples showed that the total number of clean reads, fish
sequences, operational taxonomic units (OTUs), and fish OTUs generated by HN-CO I were 0.77, 1.22,
0.85, and 1.32 times those of MiFish-U, respectively. (5) The proportion of fish OTUs annotated to
species, genus, and family was 81.40%, 11.63%, and 6.98% for HN-CO I and 81.54%, 4.62%, and
13.85% for MiFish-U, respectively. The non-metric multidimensional scaling (NMDS) clustering pattern
of "primer + water sample" formed two distinct groups with an obvious boundary (stress=0.15). The
minimum and average values of pairwise genetic distances of species amplicons within genera of HN-CO
I were 1.23 and 1.57 times those of MiFish-U, respectively. (6) The correlation coefficient of the linear
regression equation of common carp biomass and sequence copies of the six indoor density groups was
low. HN-CO [ and MiFish-U could not accurately reflect the biomass of common carp. In this study, the
advantages and disadvantages of HN-CO I were screened and compared with those of MiFish-U. The
results showed that HN-CO [ primers have a high targeting ability for freshwater fishes on Hainan Island.
HN-CO I are advantageous in preventing eDNA contamination from non-target organisms, such as
microorganisms and mammals, and is also conducive to the detection and accurate identification of
freshwater fishes.
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