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TRz, ¥ B, ¥ ¥, B4E, WEP
(BRI T, Bl R KRS TRAE B TEF DO, 7R 510632)
RE: YR PEAGRERRREE XN LA, XABERAMNCOT X HS55652
bp/7 I 1E HDNAFZ T, tH E ikt g 2 Mor & K2R AH#TLE E0r. £XR
K, TRt F o M4 R AT 29.0%, C: 26.3%, A: 25.3%, G: 19.4%,
A+T4 £ (54.3%) 5 TGHCE& E(45.7%), /M X H3.76. 6tz 42 8 & K 41 5/ 8 &
XFFENI00%W 4%, REYRBIOFARBRE A LRERE N — 4, H R4 55
TRE, AEXHEL LA T EEEE S H0.2%(0.0%~0.4%)F117.7%(15.7%~19.0%) .
FERBE. NEKBRHE. £ REREMKFA KRN 6 Hebertd® oy # 6 3% £ JE &
(15.7%~18.6%) K T 2 % T 106 FF 7y 3% 4% BE % (0.0%~0.3%) 8y A1 v, #1 € T wATH 4 A A 2%
Mo FAERA R AR BB I N IRAEIE B N 0.1%, b H 45k Az 9 oh B 3R R R B A
FR—AF; E_ZMHEEEETRA0.6%, AREKTEMHMH EGMHEREES, B
TR EESLE, KA —HF XX AR, BTHHIVSFE—EWE
*, BEATRAGH EENER, ZHTIEAR — M N2NFE T A A, E40FH
BRE2NITH T R R Tk, ERIFEEE LR AE N 2N R B WD 5 e

DL .

R KB, DNAKH A, CO1 ER; FEAMEILE

FESHES: Q785 S917.4

W 8 J& (Thrryssa)>f J % i £6. 2 (Actinopterygii) ,
it JZ H (Clupeiformes), fit %} (Engraulidae), | iz
I AT RVETE . R FEDEE PR, S i S
Wl FENGZ —, BAEELTNE;
o R R R T i B L = (AN S
oo, M AERNRRERE NSNS iR A K
FRTEM, 2EFEEwM b, 8
HE T 5 b O R B b i g 2480, TR E R
Wi T 0 A A AR B R B (T, kammalensis) . T ECHE
(T. hamiltoniiy . BWIREL(T. vitrirostris). Tk
B2 (T.mystax) . ¥ W BL(T. dussumieri)5 4 i kx it
(T. setirostris)"A5 67 . H T P 6 @ 4625 19 iff
GE— UL T A% vl TR R R A B s, HoAth g
LD L
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I RO NG, R MR,
BEA L IRESEINRIE S 5 Z AN A AT KB
BT S A AR A, TR S I Aot
WA IR, ik, Hebert %548 43 i 40 #r —
AR UE ) H b JE I DNAF B X5 9 itk 47 %808
HIDNAZJE 5 (DNA barcoding)., Hebert%5 "%} 5
Yy Jr BRI R s W 1AM B8 T A 1141113 3200 W b
FIFoE 2B, Zekifk COT (cytochrome oxidase
subunit T) F K 5 31 53t (1 — B3 91) 1] 119 22 57 g 1%
ARG o D53 R E S W A, B & Hebert %A
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Ward %543 5l 7 b 56 2607 1 25 Fi AR . 207Fh
MR P L FLEEMRY), COT HEHS5 21652
bp Y 751 & R 3l W ) Bl 4 5 B BT EDNASR
TR, AR R ] PR R R, Tz
S . AH W) AR ) R i e 1T
DNA I GEME T % 80 25 24 A 4l 2 T MR 3
TP R RRE, Az MR EF B, fifi
Yy 45 o AR S AR ME AL AN AE Bk, JFRE
WLy fh Z B RS & ERAR"Y [T, @it
DNAZIEI AR, R BB D EH T RAE
FREAEAED 1 A o S R T B 1T 115
FEARA A ) 2 R0 AR ) 22 0 1 R A A A K
HEEAEHT,

WA G A2 T vk, v [ Vg i 6 ) £
F Py P A S AR LA R e . B
1) g B85 R vl i A %) 0 A i T e 1) g fe i
w5, A SRR RN B SRR 25 A oo T2
T 75 6 45 VR £ kiR 16S tRNAJF 51 0T 5% 4% 2 IR
RN RGERE KR, AR B b 0 v 5 e
R, SE5EEESBZWMEHE. B
SR TR 5% 3 W B W) e 08 R P 0 g B85 2 % o R AR
W, HE T HNRIEE B AR, HiziFx
o BT T /5O S, F 98 25 S B B i )
e it R T AR B2 15 4% S B R DL MR R RETE AN T
P XAy Mk, ST T B RE A AR T
A S, B R SR RE M R Ok, B
A A% B O 4 TR T v I A B R 025, I
For 2 A DA B 96 50T RE A7 AE 1Y RORURD .
U, A SN K T A i SR R 11 b a5 RN B
H, JRACOo T x— Hui b - sh Y
DNASTE A% HE KR 47 43 B, LA U] 4 1 vf 1 b
e ] U b R A S, I e S L LR
W)k S5 AR T R R 1) o S A, B TR R A b R
J& 1 XS DNASIC A EHE e, O b el b 622 Ao ot
TR B G BT R RIS B R,

1 MRS J1E

1.1 KM

R b 52 i £ 2 7 v A 43 A ™, 43 A B
WL ORME . MIERERN, RERVERH
95% BRI £ o s (P E &) Mk i
1B 58 T 2520 20 207 1 114 b 2 R AR AT B
W REAR AT S, Hoh R S B 11 R (g
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V). DUECBEBE LR (A0 . RIVE). B Wb 6
DR . M), bSO (R . ).
FECBEGE 1R (M) . K AR BESIE (%) (1),

1.2 SLIG /A FEREA IR

B LA BT 5 32 OB DNA, $2 U
S m RV IFHATEGEY . PCRR G A< 52
¥E HATiR I CXIF2: 5'-ACCTGTGGC
AATCACACGCTGAT, TestCXRla: 5'-
ATGTGRTTG GCTTGAAAC, VI NiEHEIY
VF2, R2P", PCRZ WA R K i 45 14 5 B Ak /I
SEAECR UL, R 2 1% I T R e FL Y A U
A5 B (1 2500 T Y PCR ™ Wik 2= b 5N A A R B
KA BRA A, VIR 2ifh 57 % B Applied
Biosystems/Z\ 7 4 7 i ABI-3730 H s 74X | 3E

*1 ARATAERERER

Tab.1 Specimens and their sampling localities in the

present study
4 b s Mg/ bR 5
species location number catalog number

iAo
T.kammalensis

JTRMY NZ) 9

INAEAHQLSD) 2 Tkammalensis L.SD1—2

T.kammalensis Y NZ1—9

RH e PURBIL(Y.YY) 4 Thamilioni Y.YJ1—4
T.hamiltoni
TTARENN(Y.NZ) 3 Thamiltoni Y. NZ1—3
I"RYGFEN.WS) 3 Thamiltoni Y.WS1—3
I AR BRIT(Y.LY) 1 Thamiltoni Y.LJ1
YR L5 B PU(S.LS) 1 Tvitrirostris S.LS1

T.itrirostris
WMz wz)y 3 Tvitrirostris ZWZ1—3

T ZREGM(Y.NA) 3 Tvitrirostris Y.NA1—3

I AR EA(Y.IS) 4 Twvitrirostris Y.JS1—4
FUHRBAYL(Y.YD) 1 Tvitrirostris Y.YJ1
rh U fi YL75 S PU(S.LS) 4 Tmystax S.LS1—4
T.mystax
WLEM@ZWZ) 2 Tmystax ZWZ1—2
WEEFMLH) 1 Tmystax M.LH1
IRFREVEINAN) 2 Tmystax Y.JS1—2
i PR T HRFEM(YNA) 3 Tdussumieri Y.NA1—3
T.dussumieri
FHRBAYL(Y.YY) 4 T.dussumieri Y.YJ1—4
I"HEEHENYWS) 4 Tdussumieri Y. WS1—4
AR J"HREM(Y.NA) 6 Tsetirostris YYNAI—6

T.setirostris

JUHRIRMM(YNZ) 1 Tsetirostris Y.NZ1

GEER(QHW) 1 Tsetirostris Q HW1
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AT o 2 /77 51 3 32 MEGA 6.0 8 {4 i#E 47
NTHR, TR, ZTRAMA. HiS
Hii 45 /9 ELAE DL S & F Kimura 2-parameter(K2P)JE
U PR Fofr PR 0] 35 % B S, O R AR 42 A A
DFRERBEM, 4 10007% & & i FE (bootstraps)
Hor i 43 S AR BE

2 4R

21 COI1 & AR EFHFFHE

WA 515 B A1 454 1T BLAST, 1E
GenBankH1 43 il $8 31| 5 & 4~ ) B B o DL E (19 7
Y, GE5REIR, TEGenBankH i A A Hh Ak B £
ik Co 1 IFF ik, 5 H fe ALY Sy i
J& (Setipinna) 8 B (S, tenuifilis HM180874), {HH
JPHNK EEAUA 618 bp, ABFFEA TR, BRItz
Ah, HAR SRR B 3 X 4 B I RTIE RS, F
55535 K T. kammalensis KP260453 . T. hamiltoni
EF607588 . T. vitirostris JF494693 | T. dussumieri
JX983287HMIT. setirostris EF607597., = R
GenBank 1 [F] I8 )7 514 A F 58 230 47 38 45 i K
JEMRI A 652 bp, 4ibIFFI, BA WEEH AR
g, Hrh 284751891, [ F BA 1857
T. C. A, G P& 80 829.0% . 26.3%.
25.3%. 19.4%, A+TE R (54.3%)6 TCHGH &
(45.7%), =P T Gl A 35 2 s 1) 1, OH:
Al BE - fa 2R 2R AR CO T 3 DR Bl 35 21 A% 1Y) 3 A4S o
fE—5", HH S5 Ei (R N3.76, RPICO T 3
KPS RAEARBRNEH, &/ REKE T,

22 NFRFELEN

TERP A L 6Fh B B IE 1 T 5/ bootstrap 37 #-F
A 100%H) 2R 3L (E 1), 73 SN s tL i g
40.2%(0.0%~0.4%), 4 32 18] - 34 38 14 BE B Ry
17.7%(15.7%~19.0%) , 4 3 [] A4 - 2 38 % B S
G SN 8OFE o B3 ¥ W e 2 R Hp AR B AE NI 1
LT[R — 2 Ak, HiAvampig dnh [l . NIR
{18 235 R 32 B[] A — S %) W i A R o T e i EL AT
TSRS R
2.3 TR R FhIE)IE 15 3R 5

6T b it Ja8 £ 2% T K 2 PR AU (14 b i i ] st
fREERh, IR S B I R (0.3%), Kk B 35/
(0.0%), “FFR0.13%; Fifa] it 14 & % oK 1 2
r AR R T O R (19.6%) , 55 /)N 1Y) S8 15 W) s

F i iz 2 (0.6%), “F¥I°816.61%, FiE]F-1 i
1% B B 30 78 KT ol A - 248t 1 B B (2 12845 ) (R
2)o B WA G R v A b B ) D ] a5t A% R B X
0.6%, [FIFERIZHBABIENESCR, Wk
FB N — W b B A AR B, Bl o b
4 b B, T Ah P 5 A% B 2 O (0.0%~0.3%),
ol ) 338 5 B 25 (15.7%~18.6%), il i) °F- 24y 3t A%
FRBS(17.7%) 2 F 1 35358 4% B 25 (0.15%) 1Y
11845 5 e v K ARG B AR 0 1 g B85 1) A i) 338 4% 1
B /IN15.7%), o S e 5 TR0 [ A B8R 1 o [ 35
£ 5 B e K (18.6%)

3 iR

31 EFcCcol EARMDNAZTEMIRIIZEEE
LLEEWEM

EAEMIEERY, FHCO T KW FI T
Fofr 568 50 1) 2 bR U FE TR 1) ) 38 1 B R K T
Tl B 35 BE B (291065 LA 1) O BRIEm sh 1]
(Cnidaria)db, K5 3h ¥ st 4% B B /N T
1%, R/DKTF2%, M)52%1E NDNAKIESHF5E
SR B 2 - RN O e S N E N2 3
YIRS A R F R RNRESR AORE B, o B R Bk
TRV, DUECAR B | B W B8 DL R v AR
e AR VR U, R TR B K A R 20k ] R
. MR Hebert 2" %L 9226050 22 I DNA S
e EEY, Hr 130F0 3k 3 AHFE 251080 kmAS [F] Hb
BB RREA, g5 IR AP, Mo BRI B X APy R
IR I TE R KW ; A A Huemer 55 P43 F
CO T F[FXF BRI 100470 8533 H ) Fh () DNA KL
TR IE B, 4390k A AR 1600 km A% 24~ b 1 Y
BN, 87.6% 1l 24 1 i Py S5 K st A% HE B 1
INF2%, FETFCOT FH KRl Py i1 1 B se s 47
M2 WHZ T 5T TP 98.8% I 2K B, 454 EikdR
E, ASHIEST A E R P 5 AL B S I AN S R
K A AN R 1 I S8 0T A2 B R KB W . 7E A BF 5T
o, R R JE 0 25 N 5 A% R S (0.0%~0.3%) 3
INTF1%, F546 Hebert3 B i (1 Py 5t % BE 2 1Y
PR, HobhoR bt . BUREEE . AR . K
b B8 A 1) ol ] 38t 4% 5 2 (15.7%~18.6%) 4B i
FERFME 2% 225 RN, B K TE
TR AL R B A 1065 DL L, B T X 4R ik i
MY FAE R, MEIMEES RS LA
E—E, UEBICO 1 3 H1E ) DNAZKIE i BE 48 X
X AFP B B R AT HE R A S SR
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T vitrirostris Y. JS2
1. vitrirostris Y. JS3
1. vitrirostris Y. NA3
T. vitrirostris 7. WZ3
T. vitrirostris Z. WZ2
1. vitrirostris Z. WZ1
1. vitrirostris Y. JS4
T. vitirostris JF494693
51| 7 vitrirostris Y. NA1
1. vitrirostris Y. NA2
1. vitrirostris Y.YJ1
T. vitrirostris S. LS1
YORY V7. vitrirostris ¥. Js1
61 T. mystax V. JS2
1. mystax Y. JSI
T. mystax 5. 151

74 T mystax S. LS2

s T. mystax . 1.S3

1. mystax S. LS4

T. mystax Z. WZ1

7. mystax 7. W72

T. mystax M. LH1

1. kammalensis Y. NZ6
-7 k Y. NZ8
1093 7. kammalensis ¥. NZ4
T. kammalensis I.. SD1

T. kammalensis Y. NZI1
T. kammalensis Y. N72

1. kammalensis Y. NZ9

T. kammalensis Y. NZ3
64! T. kammale
1. dussumieri Y. WS3
T. dussumieri Y. NA1

T. dussumieri Y. NA2
100 T. Y. WS1
1. dussumieri Y. WS2
T. dussumieri JX983287
T. dussumieri Y. YJ1
|7 dussumieri . V2
T. dussumieri Y. WS4
T. dussumieri Y. NA3
T. dussumieri Y. YJ3
T. dussumieri Y. YJ4
T. setirostris Y. NAG

T setirostris EF607597

T. setirostris Y. NAS

T. setirostris Y. NA3

100 1. sefirostris Y. NA2
T. setirostris Y. NAI
1. sefirostris Q. IIW1
T. setirostris Y. NZ1
1. hamiltonii Y. NZ1
T. hamiltonii Y. WS2
IL h / Y. WS3
T. hamiltonii Y. YJ4
1. hamiltonii Y. LJ1
T. hamiltonii Y. NZ2
1. hamiltonii Y. NZ3
T. hamiltonii Y. WS1
1. hamiltonii Y. YJ1
T. hamiltoni EF607588
1. hamiltonii Y. YJ2
T. hamiltonii Y. YJ3

100

59

90

0.02

5. [Iv kammalensis L. SD2
i T. kammalensis Y. NZ7

T. kammalensis Y. NZ5

P260453

TR T vitrirostris

SRR 1 mystax

SR EREE T, kammalensis

FLICHEE 10 dussumieri

KATUHT 7. setirosiris

WK 1. hamiltoni

El1 COIEEETK2PEEHZNIF
Fig.1 The NJ tree based on CO I genes using K2P model

3.2 FEMIREEF P AR SR 57 Rt LAY IR 1T

) G R e AR B R AR DL, AR (R h
B, b AR A i 0 o e R, (SR
SBT3 T TGk X E AT XAy Ik, AR
122 B W) b i A9 B8 rh AR i 4T TR S I 4
Xt 270 £ (1 J LA AT RO R AT T HE AR (RR3) . KK
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P LA, R u W i R e AR B vl AR T B AR
B AR AN R R AT X )

Oy T AT IER L, WA B R A b B A
NI B3RO —32, BENBIR N s AL & 90.1%,
55 A SRR A 5 (E g A2 1 2 (0.6%)
AU — A o ) ol PR 58 2 B 8 S TR (<< 2 %)V Rl 2
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*2 REESXETKPEERMIE T ALT)RMAGTHL%)ERES

Tab.2 Inter-species(below diagonal) and intra-species(diagonal) genetic distance

based on K2P model of Thryssa %
ety PR fi T fi Hh AR B i oM i KAtk e
T.kammalensis T.hamiltoni T.vitrirostris T.mystax T.dussumieri T.setirostris
TR B T kammalensis 0.3
W IKHEE T hamiltoni 18.6 0.2
HWIRE Tvitrirostris 17.3 18.8 0.1
PR i T.mystax 17.1 19.6 0.6 0.1
kMY T.dussumieri 18.2 18.0 18.0 18.0 0.1
KA T.setirostris 18.2 15.7 16.5 16.8 17.7 0.0

3 HEMIREN P IIRRENESHHEL R
Tab.3 The comparison of morphological characteristics of

T.vitrirostris and T.mystax

YR (12)8) R BE(9)R)
T.vitrirostris T.mystax
A4 /mm length 86~108 96~131
A /mm height 22~25 22~27
16 %0/n dorsal fin 11~13 14~15
R A& %/n anal fin 38~41 35~39
5 4&%/n pelvic fin 7 7
ity & %5/n pectoral fin 12~13 12~14
A 4/n gill raker 13~15+20~22 9~11+14~17
B2 A% 8/ ventral scales 16+9~11 15~17+11~12

Wi X415 DR it 16s IRNAR 73 Hr
530 (%) B W) A i AN PP AR B ) SR O RARIE,
TG IR B TER L R 25 R 2L, Bl T
B A A B R SR 3G, A 4 AR iE AN
A, A BHF5T J BH B W) e B R v 65 g 2 o ] R 5
(0.6%) 47 328 /)N T HAt 49y ol ) Fob i) 328 122 1 285 (15.7 %~
18.6%), {H W] i b = T 1% 6 J& 0 28 4 i) b
N 5 15 1 2 (0.0%~0.3%) 5 [A]iF — & ZENJA [ B
I 03 SABAT AT 3 — 26 43 SR 24N B R 43 52
KT ZFHEST EA—E X5, HIA
FEMED A 2R T A . (D B W) b B 0 o A0 B ] g
bt R N 1 N Y O e ey S A Rl
J& (Carassius) 1282125 CO 1 2K 651 bpiy F B¢,
iR R, ENIR LA T — DR CLRR RN
100%) ) (C.auratus auratus)5 (C.auratus gibelio) T&
BN /N 3, H 2R AL BE 2 8 0.7%,
J5i 5 B B JE R (Cauratus langsdorfin) % L4y

M, BeZah R F 2 W R, RS54
WS AL s [R] B R 05 A PO F kiR Co 1
e R P 9 R ] K VL AR R 1% (Sinopotamon yangtse-
kiense) B B4 34 V. A () 38t 4% 49 AL A5 31 A3 NI A1
WA B S AR A R Hk, Ea
IR ARGE A5 A s SR Hh A R B B AN 7S
AHRUEAE TR 2= 5, IRARFRh =
AR JE 2 0 R BGE AR 4 F b T A L IX 43 1) R
S, D W b B RN AR i T BB W —
Fh B AS[R) S il o (B W) e B A1 Hp 60T b BB A 1] B
AUk W Fl . Hebert 2515 b 35 260F# 1
KB FErh 45, Cco T B P 18 1 Y
Yyl 28 E AR X 43 5 [AFF Shearer5 27F] H
CO T PR XF 304 Jin 2y Eb v 30 540 e 42 b 114 0F 52
M, tRUECO 1 T3 7 F 4K J3 45 e HL ot b 3 3
L2 LI (T ik B o OB | A R 7 7 B 1 s S A A AT
CO 1 JF3 22 58/, Fhla] FUFp Y 35t 4% 7B 25 40
ZEARK, WIEHA B TR EFN0R5 DL AR, At
G )b R v R BB LA,
BAES LT ADTIFR N —/N, (BFpEbES %L
R (0.6%) A A A P 38t 1% R B (5 1 0.1%) i 64
715 JE Hebert 3 1L H 19 b (1] 35t 1% #5252 Fh P4 a5t
TR B 1065 DL b i3t i Br o, PRt A i 5t A HE
B T8 W 852 R ep A b B R 20 3T 0 0 A B A
A RE .

i LTk, AFRFHLERARCO 1 5 FAE
JIDNAZIE M B T % 58 T v [ 3 T e B )i £ 2%
R IR AR AR . DLERRR R | FE AR AR | KA,
GER A E 5, KPDNAKEILAE
HEAE by e B SR A S PR S e A A T H
i TDNAZKIE S A RSN BB S, A2 K
BB, A5 ARz N H TR AR
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FFHE B0 S8 TR, AU vl 7 30 0 A 42 it
kL T R X R 6 8t RIE S K R G
FPANFERUETT o AT TR R I, BEW) b % Rl rh b
BT 8 A [R]— 4 A 24 R TR b 8 2 24 30 40 4
FRIE B B, DA B 9% 5 A 0 R R Y o R
K, WAE A2 PR 2 A 43 LA B
H A [ 25 11 e 62 iR £ 28 7 A () g 11
e B TN R = 15 a0 A I i i e
R . P I S S RO SR Y R 28 0 R S A 2 B
AR IR R T P, AR AR I A SR B SZ B — e AR
JER BRI, KRR S 4 v K B YRR Y BT A 4 A
Fil; R TFLRiikco T N A IS, e
G R S PR AE — s R BRI . FEA R Y
WFoErh, — 7 R AR Sy ORI L, 3
Sy HTRE 0 SRR, [RIR S AR S A o
Ry B W) 2 5 Tk A A BT o — 7 5 R
SR A AR 4 F Al B9 8 W e Bt A o
e B o [ 2 5 A7 A AR FE SR AR PR B AR O, TR
T 25 PR B @ S it AL 8 5t DA g b A 3
PRI 22 1) v 30 v g B i £ 2 T 9% 0

SE W
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DNA barcoding of Thryssa in coastal waters of China based on the
mitochondrial cytochrome oxidase subunit I sequence

GONG Yayun, ZHANG Qun’, CAO Yan, LU Jinlei, YANG Xishu

(Engineering Research Center of Tropical and Subtropical Aquatic Ecological Engineering, Ministry of Education,
Institute of Hydrobiology, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Thryssa of the family Engraulidae are widely distributed in the Atlantic Ocean, the Pacific Ocean and
the Indian Ocean, with important commercial values in fishery and aquaculture of many countries. In order to
achieve unambiguous species recognition and define species status, 652 bp segments of mtDNA cytochrome
oxidase subunit I from 62 specimens representing 6 species of genus Thryssa were used as DNA barcoding to
examine genetic distances within and among all reported morphological species in coastal waters of China
mainland. The results showed that the nucleotide compositions were T: 29.0%, C: 26.3%, A: 25.3%, G: 19.4%,
A+T(54.3%) is higher than C+G(45.7%), and the average value of transition/transversion ratios was 3.76. All
species were monophyletic and formed into 5 clades with 100% bootstrap supports, of which T.vitirostris and
T.mystax were in the same clade, and the average genetic distances within and among clades were 0.2%(0.0%—
0.4%), 17.7%(15.7%—19.0%) respectively. Genetic distances among and within T.kammalensis, T.hamiltoni,
T.dussumieri and T.setirostris were 15.7%—18.6%, 0.0%—0.3% respectively, i.e., inter-species distances were 10
times greater than intra-species divergence, which confirmed their species status. Although distances within
T.mystax and T.vitirostris were both 0.1%, which were close to the 4 congeneric species, and the genetic distance
between T.vitirostris and T.mystax was 0.6%, which fell within the scope of most reported intra-species distances,
suggesting their closer relationship. Due to some distinguishable morphological and molecular differences,
T.mystax and T.vitrirostris should be treated as 2 subspecies or recently diverged species. In conclusion, DNA
barcoding based on CO sequences is useful for identifying correctly 4 Thryssa species in coastal waters of China,
yet the data also revealed possible cases of unrecognized subspecies or recently diverged species. T.mystax and
T.vitrirostris should be managed as 2 significant units, highlighting the importance of synergy between molecular,
and biological researches in understanding and documenting Chinese marine fish biodiversity.
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