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(1.

KRR RERLRE, B

bR AR MR R S AAEHERLREE, bE
201306)

@ T FIHMHC 128 o, G538 R F B, AT BRI VLA (YZL) 5 236
FEUR(DAN) (BTG PY L RF (A (MIS) [H] (248 5o M 3 B3R 40 BN
117 MERGERE 3K G MHC 128 o, Z5HSF AR 68 1 EEARA (1)
YZL .DAN Fll MIS BEARH)SE AL EE B B3 21.27 #0120 A, B R R HBRF
51(54.1% ~99.5% ) RIELBRT5(39.4% ~98.6% ) KRR R WE K, 15
3 BEAMHC 12 o, MBI ZSHRBERE. (2) BENTFHRHTR R
FERFII R R R /NP A MIS > DAN > YZL; AN H R RERE
AR R (/) BOR/NIBUF A5 IR R, R A B YZL B4k MHC 1 26 o, 4544
AL DAN I MIS BEA R (3) LIEZEMFF#ET AMOVA 53#7 B4 R
FU,3 BRI | E NRER S E NS R BRI AR 7E R AR fE 0B (P <0.05)
(4) 3 BHAYURES & X (PBR) B AR ] UiEE/ R OB B MH o BRI R
YZL (1.6525) > MIS(1.499 5) > DAN(1.3370) > 1, H¥E PBR X#&MF| 5
IE AL, 7 3 BFASEE MHC [ 28707332 B IE M E D f1ER , K

201306; 2. _EigHH RS RV ERTRK

HMR=A: L MHC
I3 FAHFR.
eI 5 E S
BRI (KTl £
W R E P L
) [H] 938 1% 7 5%,
BRE AR R e 18] T %2
HIIE a8 R 1 2
o

X, B RED
S R EHAAMEAE
EE BERE
HESES .S 917

YZL BHARI B B R 1 oK

#5% ( Hypophthalmichthys molitrix ) J& #27% H
( Cypriniformes ) | ## #} ( Cyprinidae ) . % V. £}
( Hypophthalmichthyinae ). #% /& ( Hypophtha
Imichthys) , 73 [ 6 A2 BB g VL, H 48 53T | ST
KIL BRI TL B VL BR VL, B AL T 12 7K 38k
WRMEY . fEN AR Z—, HE—H 2
REVOKFFHEM EBEXNRZ —, Ell = b
AEEMA, ¥ EAEARELEFARZ K
B BE T FE I RRIIVHEEEZEN K
RETEG TR REEE" . R, A8
BRI 30 2248 B, ok BE 455 K 95 Bt (3R
B8 KB K 3 B X 7 59 3 1 1 38 55 1 2 )
H, SBHEERILERAGE A RYES
IR RS IR B B R 5
BT RN, B 20 HH4E 60 SEARLK , A& 1

e A : 2012-01-03 fEE B 2012-04-10

PR : A

PERER BK = FRIA I B 1, 6% 4 A% A4E 2 BRI
LMV 2 B Kb X, &) 7 25 #h T2 55 7 B
R, EIAWY K, WHEBE AR M . %
T VLI R B AR 8t 1% 2 P L B 5 4 R AL
B 20 fit 40 90 E R E A, SBE A F T EY .
RAPD"! SSR'°-") RFLP'™ & i pyRiE. M
SFRE BB E N L ERR S EAMNER R B
RIS AL 22 B ARE R 2010 48, =18
Yo SN AFLP SR A 45 R R, SR VL8
T 55 TR VLA 4 [H] B 38 1% o 4k F, fE 2R 0. 070 1
(P <0.01) A E - EHA S WGINEERE SR F,
fE}0.042 4(P <0.01) , HFF7E B35 B8 45 50
B, SR, AFLP Z5rh 5 TARIC I G531, 5 TC
LR ENENER, TEENFEN L
PEATIRUE M FE
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FEHLAB MR A4 (major histocompatibility
complex, MHC) A7 7E T35 HESI WK N 5 S 2 it
B UIRR M 2 AR, B AR KRR
BASFALEEE R T R E KW ) LAE B 228 1Y
WHNAEE, RIPR AV H LR RIF B EhRic. 5
WM ERSERZH P FARiCAH H, MHC B 38
S B L o B A 0 R O 1 S O TR A
BRI MU, MHC B 1) 2 25 MR
W R Tk K8 KB A
( Oncorhynchus tshawytscha ) 5 4 K & 1y &
( Oncorhynchus  kisutch )[12] . 4 8 ( Cyprinus
carpio) "1 HAE¥E (Trionyx sinensis) ") 25 BEA
BAEGE B AT . ASCH A MHC 1 28 o, 45
FIREE IR F B, DA B e 38 4% 2 £ BB, TR R VL
BHA SR E KIFG 22 R MBR  SeB JE BE (A [B] 1)
WARAE ST, Oy W W36 A SMBE |5 AR TR AR ) a8t 1% 78
A B DA FE A4 1) 2 Ak 38 1 B ) SR i g — 2P
LR R
1 MRS
L1 B

BERTAERE AR A DL 40 2, T 2007 455k B &
EHRIL GBI B) &2 | 22 54 B 356 [ % PG 7Y
(R 1) o IRAHARBTIRE i, B 95%
P T -20 CHRAFF.

*1 BRERERR
Tab.1 The information of the samples
of silver carp populations

Bk &5 RS BE
KL YZL i B o AR 1213 15
®F#  DAN ) FF| Faks VLBt 12
FEH MIS VUV LI Nemana 323 13

1.2 BAE
1.2.1 & DNA gJ3REL

B 0. 1 g 685, KA HAB-R0:, 2
HESCHR[ 14 ] BB 1E 2 TR4R B R 41 DNA, 5@
1% FRIBR RS A IE s vl 0 58 M3 6 BE R DNA
JREFIYKEE . FARJS I DNA BT -20 C kA7
17,5
1.2.2 PCR ¥ 34 H1 DNA w3 &%

AR ERERYSE MHC 1 o, £31] Hymo-BX1
(AB022886) "**) | ¥ i — %t 4% 5 #: 51 4 Hymo-F

(5’- CAG CTG ATG TAC GGT TGT GA-3") #0
Hymo-R (5’-GCA TTG AGT GGC TGC AGA AG-
3,519l EBETEY TERSAERAFE
B TP 8588 MHC [ o, 2549 808 F T,
PCR JZ WA 50 pL: 3£ 41 DNA 2 uL( %4 100 ~
150 ng) ,10 wmol/ L | Fil3 414 2 uL,5 ul 10
x PCR Buffer,dNTP Mixture ( &F 2.5 umol/L) 2
uL,1.2 uL Tag DNA B4 (2.5 U/ul),35.8
pL ddH,0, dNTP Mixture I Tag DNA & ¥
HRIRAEARHE (F) BRAF . RN SHCN:
94 CTRASM4 1 min; #2E 94 °C 30 .54 °C 30 5,72
°C 1 min,35 MER)G,72 CLEMH 6 min, FTEK
M F Mastercycler ep gradient ( Eppendorf) S %I
PCR Y L #4T . P 357 W2 1% S Je i BRI v 7k
(5 V/em) J5, Y1 E B 89 45 #F, i Biospin Gel
Extraction Kit( Bioflux ) Ji&¢ [0] Wi 7 & gl fb . K52l
=15 T-easy {4 (TaKaRa) % He#% A TOP10
(Tiangen) B2 5400 . ARYEIE AR, Phit B
RV, MI13 +/ - 51 Y ¥ PCR %85 FH
SLRE, BAMMERBREHLIF 3 ke (BB RE S
YR 2GR 5A BRA R Y ABI3730 I S ) o
1.3 FISHEEEFEEHAKN
1.3.1 350

Dok Rl PCR SBTC U7 58 A\ SR T3 3L
R, B A F T 5 8250 BT i e 51 2 B A [
MR — MR ZED 2 YO SE K PCR P4 RAE,
H KR 5 [R] 95 7 5] 6 S [R) SO 8 4 A2 s A
2K 1. 5% W75, A E R 1 S AL A
U SRR AR % KLEIN %617 05 3 AT A 44
i Hymo-UA + 01 (& 1) . X B, Hymo R BEHL
TXHFHES SFHAZEAF8E, UA R
7" MHC 128 o [, “01"RERA R AR o
I FH Bioedit Xt ¥ 5 AT BB M A TR IE™ , H
Clustal X #1751 HES I LA Fasta 3 X AR 77 3C
), i Arlequin 3.0 55 & B X R/ &
RPN ZBALRE(S/S,,) FER ZEMEIRE
(h/ o) CFEBIZHBRZE B (K k,,) R
MRAERZ MR (7/7,,) B 1R T8 H
(F,) FBEZSESBMBT G200
(AMOVA) ™ F MEGA 4.0 k{9 9 Kimura
W2 H 3 A5 BB B ( Kimura 2-parameter distance,
K2-P) F1 Possion correction 543 Hi| 312 B 44 8] 4%
R/ BT IR BB, DU NJ
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£ ® B ¥ KX

AL 2L
¥

=

#H 21 %

Wo TH R BERRIT I A . Gt AR,
FI& IE )5 B Nei 1 Gojobbori ( p-distance ) 5%, 11
BHURSE A X (PBR) FidEHT R 45 & X (non-PBR)
AR R SRR R e (dy ) 5 R) SCRREE B 48k (d) B
Hw(w= dy/dg), F Mrbayes 3. 1.2 {4 HEEH

ERITH) IR G R E W R & e
GTR, {o7 &% [A] 22 5 LL R B hy gamma, i Fj B AT K
-5 R 2 (MCMOC) BURREDR 555 AR,
BHHEAT 1000 000 48, BUEEAR R 1000, Ff M\
GenBank | ## £ 551 (X91015) oMt o

o, domain 96 105 115 125 135 145 155 165 172
Hymo-Bx1 QRMYGCEWDD QTGAIDGFRQ YSYDGEDFLS LDLKEMRYIS PKEQGFSTVQ KWNND-RANL EYRKHYLSTV CIEWL-K
Hymo-UA#*24 D N ¢ 1 e VP..IPSI. ....-E..D. ..V.N.F..E .....
Hymo-UA%26 . L. . R.TN..I. EGF....... ....... W.T .VQ...I... ... KN-S.YI .SD...FN.E ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%57 .L........ ... ET..L.. EG........ .......... VH...P..K .C...-G.FI KND.R.YKDL ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%63 .L.. Y. ...SK.A..P .G..... LI. .......... VPE. IPSI. ..TI-E..D. ..V.N.F..E ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%Q1 .L........ E...TN..L. NG....... Y. Mo...W.. _VQ..MPS.. .L...-.SRS .NN...Y... .....Q.
Hymo-UA%*37 .L........ .. EET...L. .G.. E.....C.. QVP..II... R -..D. LY .. Q.
Hymo-UA*18 .L....K... R..ET...L. .... E.....W.. .VQ..IL..Y . N-..D. ......... E..... Q.
Hymo-UA%09 .L........ E...TKR.Y. DG....... Y. .S....W.. VQ.IP.I. ...S.-..F. .SENN...P. ..Q
Hymo—UA*11 .L........ E...TN..L. NG....... Y .M., W.. .VQ..IP. I ..—..FF _SENN...S. ..Q.
Hymo-UA%36 .L.. L.. DG-STR.YF. .G.. I. ..KSTRTRTA ANP.AVI.ET ..DAT-G.GA N.W.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%02 .L.. L.. HG-TKR.YM. IG....... T ..KSTRTWTA SND. AMI.KV ..DST-G.EA NVQSN..DDT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%05 .L..... LN. DG-TKR.YM. FG....... T ..KNTLTWTA SNP. AMI.KV ..DST-GVYA NSENN..DNT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA*13 .L..... LN. DG-STR.YW. .G...A..V. .. KSTLT.TA ANP.AVI.KH ..EAL-GTEA A.Q.T..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA*15 .L..... LN. DG-TKR.YM. FG....... T ..KNTLTWTA SND. AMI.KV ..DST-G.EA NVQSN..DNT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA*19 .L..... LN. DG-STR.YY. HG...V.... .. KSTLTWRV ATPEHMI.KI ..EAKE..FA ..W.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%21 .L..... LN. DG-STR.YY. .G...V.... ..KSTLTWTA ANPEAMI.KI ..EAKE..FA ..W.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%23 .L.. L.. DG-TKQ.YM. HG.V..... T ..KSTRTWTA TND. AMI.KV ..DST-G. EA NVQSN..DNT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%30 .L..... LN. DG-TTQ.DG. .G...A..V. .. KSTLTWTA ANP. AVI.KH ..EAN-.PYG .QW.E..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%31 .L..... LN. DG-STR.Y.. .G.. T ..KSTRTWTA SND. AMI.KV ..DST-G.EA NVQSN..DNT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA#38 .L.. L.. DG-STR.YF. .G.. I. ..KSTRTWTA ANP.AVI.KN ..EGT-G.EA N.W.G.PENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%43 .L.. L.. DG-NTQ.YW. IG...... I. F.KNTLT.TA ANP.AGI.K. ..DTN-..QM .N..G..ENQ ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%46 .L..... LN. DG-TTQ. YK. FG.G.A..V. F.KNALTWTA ANP. AVI.KH ..EAN-. PYG ..W.G..EKT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%48 .L.. L.. HG-STR.YF. .G......I. ..KSTLTWTA ANPEAMI.KV .REAKE..FA ..W.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%59 .L.. L.. DG-STR.YF. NG....... T ..KSTRTWTA ANP.AVI.KD ..EGT-G.EA NDW.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%61 .L..... LN. DG-STR.Y.. .G...G..V. F.KSTLT.TA ANPEAVI.KH ..EAN-.PYG .QW.G..ENT ..... Q.
Hymo-UA%67 .L..... AN. DG-STR.YY. .G...VA... G.KSTLTWS. ANPEVMINKI ..EAKE..CA ..W.G..ENT ..... Q.
Brre-UBA*Q1 .F.....M.. DG-NKQVHW. IG......I. ..K.TLTWTA ANS.AMT.KV ..DST-G.EA N.¥.G..ENE .-..VLQ
Cyca-UA1%01 .Q..... LH. DG-TKG.YM. .G........ ..KSSLTWTA ANP.AVI.KV ..DST-..ET KSETN..ENI ..... Q-
Ctid-UAO1  .W.....L.. DG-TKR.YM. .G.......A ..KSTLTWTA AVP.ATI.KK . LDST-G. EA NSDNN..DNT .. ... N-
Xela—UAALf .W..... LG. DG-S.R.YE. HV...RE.FA ..TE.WV.VP SVREAQL.T. . SPEVNAP .RN.N..QNI ...G.-.
Trsi-BX1 -Q....DLW. DG-TTE..D. FA...R..V. F.KDTLTWTA TDAGAQV.K. ..EA-E..F. QSD.N..EQI ..... -.
Gaga-B-F12 DW....DILE GG-P.R. YY. MA...R..TA F.KGT. TFTA AVPEAVP.KR ..E—-EESEP .RW.N..EET .V...R-
HLA-A2 ..., DVGS DWRFLR.YH. .A...K.YIA .KEDLRSWTA ADMAAQT.KH ..E--AAHVA .QLRA..EGT .V...R-
x % C Y % x  xx * x  xx x x(C %
E1 & MHC I o SHAEHSEERFISHERXR ALRERF TR

Fig.1 The comparison of partial amino acid sequences of MHC class I o, domain between silver carp and other species

X QPR ER 2T R FRETF 5 AT, xd o B4 P51 40 : BE D 4 ( Brre-UBA + 01, BC074095 ) , i ( Cyca-UA1 *
01, X91015) , [-1#%( Hymo-Bx1 , AB022886. 1) , & #4 ( Ctid-UAO1 , AB109779. 1) , 3k ¥ JIU#fs ( Xela-UAAILE, AF504019) , Hr4E#k ( Trsi-

BX1,AB022885. 1) , 41 JfiX% ( Gaga-B-F12,AY234768) , A3 (HLA-A2,K02883) , “ » "HAFE M FAK HLA 1% , £
“OUREBE-BIEER,

I RIERRAL
—ﬁo

“C”RBRFILPERBRALA,

1.3.2  @EFEHRM

F§ PAML 4. 0b %% {4 fu 7 f§ CODEML 72
2 KRR BR KT B IE S o AR
TS o [ER R/, N B AR 751 26 32 3k 5
EJ1o i o> 1, MRBAFEEEZEER. &M
TIE % £ 4F AR I i A AL 49 4% Mla ( nearly
neutral ) 55 M2a ( positive selection) \M7(3) 5 M8
(B and o) BHLL , AR ALY M2a M8 f77E
L o > 1, W] 8 A TR I ) i 4%, B SEiH
AR B AR DR R, R B VSR B 22 5 1 P
5 (2AL) FASEIERI7 7040 , ARG AR E R TR 5
BRI AR B 32, ( likelihood ratio test, LRT) 3k 31 bt
BRI G RY . BJE XS A M2a M8 [ 4
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IR GS & X
“REFERWFI FHILEKHES 5 A HLA-A2

6 D117 ( Bayes empirical Bayes, BEB) J5 K HiE
Y PR BEAFAE R E R FERLR

2 R
2.1 @ MHC 1 o, ZHENEY S

AT B K — Xt e 75 9, 973 MHC
[ 28 o, St R B, %) 88 b B T3 14
(YZL) (BRI 2 34 T 44 (DAN) | 3¢ [ 2 75 74 L
TR (MIS) £ 12 ~ 15 AMEBEFT /0. Fi2RE
B, B R R FIIFERA BB ST . 3
R340 EBAMARE) 102 ATeke , 5B PASK BN
225 bp 228 bp MZHERIFF 30 5 38 &, 77
TERFAE] 3L = ) BAE R . DAN (A 59 P 51 B
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(27 %) , W53 P REAR I 7 51 B 20 (20 ~
21 %%) . FOIEBIA A AR 231 4, Hp %
AR 159 (15 68.83% ) o BEMRIA] 22501
BB HGR 76 133 ~ 138 [6] . Fr5) [a] A AR BEZE
54.1% ~99.5% |a] , I AL EE Ky 75. 48% , A 7

AR, T 45 BE A 1A 2 371 9 SF 357 4 0L BE K /NI e
H7:MIS (79.86%) > DAN(77.52%) > YZL
(73.60% ) . 5ICRIEFAHR , % H TR 245 3K
() FIF- ¥ R 2= R 50 (k) B K/NIRUT 20 2
YZL > DAN > MIS(32).

®2 BEEEEESSUER
Tab.2 The genetic diversity indexes for the three populations of silver carp

YZL DAN MIS

A RT3 45 A5 e g 45 35 37

ENEDEZLE 21 27 20
ZAPLEE(S) 138 136 133

e AP AN L (€ )) 1. 0000 +0. 0147 1. 0000 0. 0101 1. 0000 +0. 0058
TR R (k) 58.7571 +26. 44 49. 2963 +22. 02 45,7158 +19. 59
BATBREFE AR S () 0.2611 £0. 1312 0.2191 +0. 1090 0.1921 +0. 1069
349 v] YA / % 73. 60 77.52 79. 86
HIRRFIILER

E Ve TSk 21 27 20
ZBNLRE(S,,) 57 55 50

A ZBHERE (R, ) 1. 0000 +0. 0147 1. 0000 +0. 0101 1. 0000 +0. 0034

P RAER 2 (b, )
BHBREHMAEE (7.,)
PR %

26.4238 +12.02
0.3523 +0.1788
64.27

23.4587 +10. 62
0.3128 +0.1576
67.29

20. 5898 +10.97
0.2621 +0. 1394
71.56

HMEEFII g 76 MEER, & 62 %
A0 AH, 5B R #E K HymoBX1 7 %
(AB022886) ' A LL , #5435 7E 108 {37 5 1 151
PLEFATE G MIBRR B E 4 A 19748 5 5 T Hymo-
BX1 W7E 171 FLA 8K Q(B 1) . BRHAE IR
FFHNECR 20 ~ 27 45, RILBRIT 5 A8 L 72
39.4% ~ 98.6% [a], - ¥ ALl BE K 65. 62% . 3
BRI R R E R (k) EEREZHMT
B (7,.) BRI 5 8% BT 5 1 45 3R — 3L
(£2). LRSHrRN, 6 YZL &k MHC 1 3
o, AL B A 4% DAN 1 MIS B {4
Ko

H5HAMY ARG ZH(E 1), 5 MHC [
2 o, Gt B AR AE DR SF 2 e S R R A
(C101 1 C166) , £ MHC T 2540 F 175 BE AR
SPH 4 e YEE IR (TKWY, T143, K146,
W147,Y161) ) 75 K43 7 5 AR PR <F o X SE 4T
BRTER 68 NFFIh& i MHC 1 224 F,
HRARE A 4% B , 3 B P51 0 Sl i 48 0 YZL 3
&, Hymo-UA * 01 ~ Hymo-UA = 21; DAN /XK,
Hymo-UA #* 22 ~ Hymo-UA * 48 ; MIS BER, Hymo-
UA % 49 ~ Hymo-UA * 68 ( GenBank & 3% 5.

JQ289925 ~ JQ289992) ,
2.2 BEEEMSW

AR IR T B 54T AMOVA S AT i 45 51
KW, BHEREAFAEEENBRE DL (F, =
0.047 56,P <0.001) , 7EiEfEERMMHAF R H,
95.07% W) 2= 5k B & HEAR NS, 1L 4. 93% 2=
5ok B EHAE . #% DAN Bk 5 MIS #E& & I
B SEBAR, BS K ILEHA (YZL) 347 HuAse, W =
SN R BN E A - B ] AR BE
WiE£ER(F, =0.016 27,P <0.05) ,

3 Bk E L S LR B (F,, ) 7E 0. 0263 7 ~
0.068 89 2 [H], 1 It 8] 35 77 7€ . 3 i 382 1% 7 4k
(P <0.05) , K YZL 5 MIS B4 8] #3815 434k
F6 30K, DAN 5 MIS B[R] 38815 73 fh 16 B0
Ne BHBRFIIWIERSHERI(ES) .

3 Bk R R EBRIT 5K F ¥ B e iR
YZL 5 MIS B4 8] {5 A (0. 526 6), YZL &5
DAN BEE{A ] (i fE 5/ (0. 459 3) ,DAN 5 MIS #f
PRI BEES & (0.502 8) , T AEAR IR H R P
F iR EEES (0.201 1 ~0.232 4) MK/NRF 5
BERTINH—B. LIRERITHHTFHsfE
PEESHEE A NI W S , YZL B 555 DAN b —
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3,5 MIS R, 1 B8 SE B AR5 H E KL
HARRRERARBOE(E 2) .

®3 63 FHEEHEEILER(F,)
Tab.3 Population pairwise F,, values
for the three populations of silver carp

BEIA YZL DAN MIS
YZL 0.044 01 0.068 89 *
DAN 0.043 31" 0.026 37 *
MIS 0.065 06 * 0.037 48 *

A THRAGHR A EAAEHER; " 28 P<0.05,

0.2557 YIL
0.2115 DAN

0. 01’3_5‘
MIS

0.2693

0.05

B2 EFMHC |o, ZHEEENSERFTITY
IEE AR EE 3 BHEE R AR R (N &)
Fig.2 NJ tree for the three populations of silver carp
based on the average genetic distances from amino
acid sequences of the MHC I o, domain

2.3 RERESH

WG, ZE LA Mrbayes 1544 @& ZEBR )T 5
HIRGE KRBT, o AEE M7 68, {4k T &5 5
A%, 41 2L HymoO1 {4 Hymo-UA * O1, {38
. B 3 68 &7 5 4 FR iy HymoO1 ~
Hymo68, ME 3 7] LIE !, 5k B & BHAR I S0 5
HIRIGERIITRE, MRBEBA BRI FEN
B T A I, SCRe 243502 0. 87 #10.63
Ak, B ABRAE LA LR R AR5 (0.99 ~1.00)
HFZd YZL MIS 5% DAN BHAR K7 519 B /N
NXe X T M 42 A7 B[] A5 L EE
53.7% ~97.2% ,53>Z 11 () 26 N7 51 [E) I AE DL EE
H67.3% ~ 99.5% ;4332 1 F1 11 J5 5[] (3545 B
B0 0.571 5, EfTMEELRZ R E0 7 R
0.2734+0.1337.0.057 1 +£0.029 6, A I, 4>
BFEASZAMEMERE N ZRRKA, F
B, ZERFFE H & 3L YZL . DAN \MIS #&4r514E 1.
4 F 1 AMEER 3 ANARRMEMER, 58 T54
X I F4r 2 T, XEGERAR, 6 MHC I 28
HENAAERANREFEE, BOEEEESE KR
MR FEA
2.4 EFEEHKD

PAAZE HLA-A2 28407 () i 1k = 4 254 1>
HZ BB HE MHC 126 o, Z5H3R3E H PT R4S
4 X (PBR) #EATHEW , Il e A ki TR

http: //www. shhydxxb. com

Datamonkey ™' SR B:4IF PBR HIBAVIAL &, 4550 %
BIPBR [ 16 NEERP,H B3 NMFELR
(81.25% ) ; MIAEHL R 45 & X (non-PBR) ) 60 4~
BERT RSB 43 4~(71.67% ) , PBR
X By75 5 R E 1 non-PBR X 55 H 4 10% ., it
B(FE4),3 BEAEM o H(0.900 8 ~0.979 6) X
non-PBR X ) w {E(0.736 7 ~0.855 7) ¥/ T 1
i PBR X o fHA/INFF R YZL(1.652 5) > MIS
(1.499 5) > DAN(1.3370),#KF 1,%H
PBR [X.3% F| IF [n] 1% 3% ( positive selection ) & J7
YER

FIF3 CODEML H A Mla F M2a M7 il
M8 435X MHC [ 284>+ #4758 1k 3
GHEZRARIN) , K M2a M8 BRIy fe i 15
AL MK ISR S, @k PAML 54
2206 DU S, 7R M2a Fi M8 HhAEAS 5] 6
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Fig.3 Bayesian phylogenetic tree of the MHC class I o, domain based on the amino acid sequences of silver carp
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Tab.4 Relative frequency of synonymous and non-synonymous substitutions in the putative peptide binding
region (PBR) and non-peptide binding region ( non-PBR ) among the three populations

FhiE Region Site dy +SE dg +SE dy/dg P1{i
YZL ALL 76 0.336 0£0.0520 0.3730+0.064 0 0.900 8 0.293 1
PBR 16 0.9512+0.1249 0.5756 +0.127 1 1.652'5 0.005 8
non-PBR 60 0.2432+0.0436 0.3301+0.0732 0.736 7 0.1122
DAN ALL 76 0.273 6 £0.041 0 0.2857 +0.046 1 0.957 6 0.403 4
PBR 16 0.586 4 +0.1316 0.4386 +0.1379 1.3370 0.053 1
non-PBR 60 0.2121+0.036 6 0.249 5+0.048 0 0.850 1 0.239 3
MIS ALL 76 0.3991+0.060 6 0.407 4 £0.070 4 0.979 6 0.4559
PBR 16 0.9571+0.1341 0.6383 +0.128 8 1.499 5 0.0315
non-PBR 60 0.3112+0.0545 0.3637+0.076 3 0.8557 0.246 3

T ARUERR T F YL 1000 AR, P O Z KSR,

®5 BMHC | %o FMEREEFRELESH
Tab.5 Summary of test statistics for the likelihood-
ratio tests of MHC I «, domain in
the three populations of silver carp

FhE BUMHE  AmEd GUHE NP9 e
YZL  Mlavs. M2a 2 12.584 P<0.01
M8 vs. M7 12.0104  P<0.01
DAN  Mla vs. M2a 2 36.0284 P <0.01
M8 vs. M7 34.1702 P <0.01
MIS  Mla vs. M2a 2 13.286 P<0.01
M8 vs. M7 12.032 P <0.01
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The analysis of genetic variation among Yangtze River and introduced
populations from America and Hungary of silver carp ( Hypophthalmichthys
molitrix) by Major Histocompatibility Complex (MHC)

FENG Wei', LIU Zhi-zhi', LI Si-fa’, LI Xue-song', TANG Wen-qgiao', YANG Jin-quan’

(1. Key Laboratory of Exploration and Utilization of Aquatic Genetic Resources, Ministry of Education, Shanghai Ocean
University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Freshwater Aquatic Genetic Resources, Ministry of Agriculture,
Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: The major histocompatibility complex ( MHC) class I o, domain was used to study the genetic
variation among Yangtze River-Laojianghe (YZL) , introduced Danube River (DAN) and Mississippi River
(MIS) populations of silver carp ( Hypophthalmichthys molitrix). A total of 68 different nucleotide sequences
were got from 117 clones in 40 individuals of the three populations. The major results were as follows: (1)
21, 27 and 20 alleles were detected in the YZL., DAN and MIS populations respectively and the wide range of
nucleotide (54. 1% -99.5% ) /amino acid (39.4% -98.6% ) sequence similarities indicated relatively
high polymorphism of MHC class I o, domain of silver carp in the three populations. (2) The range of mean
nucleotide /amino acid sequence similarities was MIS > DAN > YZL, but on the contrary, the nucleotide /
amino acid diversity index (7/7,,) was YZL > DAN > MIS. So, it was concluded that YZL population had
higher variation than the other two populations. (3) The AMOVA results , based on the amino acid
sequences, indicated that there existed significant genetic differentiation whether among the three populations
or between native and introduced populations (P < 0. 05). (4) The w values of non-synonymous /
synonymous nucleotide substitution were YZL(1.652 5) > MIS(1.499 5) > DAN(1.3370) > 1, and five
positive selection sites were detected in the peptide binding region ( PBR), indicating positive selection
pressure on the three MHC class [ o, domain of silver carp with the highest selection pressure on the YZL
population.

Key words: Hypophthalmichthys molitrix ; genetic diversity; MHC; introduced population
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