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FhEy, Hoddb)r WAl A 1983 4E5| HEFE5ER; 16
B BLIRW R ASZEG 2 F 2009 4F M SE [ 5= 5 |
i 2010 4 3 AFkEMERR A TRy 188K 1 B eedL
IR 2 BLIR N FP S f, (RTETE 0.5~0.6 kg
ZJA], T4 LHR-A, F1 DOM #Ef 7 A T AR L SR 5 B
A6 WA 5 9 2 LR S RS 5 R L b
6 B 5 S Bk R 5 B T4/, F 2 4
KV A TR F AR B . BAE SRR, 4B
Bl B AP (N)FE A 10 B2 BLIK R (F)
SEARPIRY REE W E T 95%I ZBEd . 2258 TAUTE
3 HiRE, &H 36 A HUER A g [ e T
95%M) LEEH . SRR DL, KA WA Q< fh 2
WA S s e e IERE 3G NF), % B
KA Qb WA S i ZEFARGEH FN),
1.2 FARFREELH DNA HIIRE

S WAL RAR S SE N 4] DNA S &k
B A5 0 7 vk, SRECRE SR L 4] DNA. JFH 8
mg/mL(0.8%) I AEWHEE RS L UK A DNA v, F
AN G E TN E ODago A1 ODago, HUH HR 43
DNA B 5Bk FE 17 22 50 ng/ul, {R4FT—-20°C 25 H .
1.3 D23

18X K F RS T B 5113 DR 9 X A
ST ok B R AR k13RS, 0 ok A SCHk (8]

A 51 ¥ i A T A TR AR IR S5 A R
AlA .
1.4 PCR # &K F=4#&l

PCR J I A 22 4 20 uL: 50 ng AYFERIZH DNA,
10xbuffer 2 pL, MgCL,(25 mmol/L) 0.8 pL, 4x dANTP
(10 pmol/L) 0.3 uL, I FIfE514(20 pmol/L)4% 0.5 pL,
Taq T 1 U, PCR JWFEFN: 94 CHAEM: 4 min;
94°C 30 s, B KGR ARG [ PTiE)30s, 72°C 30
s, 30 MEFR; 72°CHE(H 7 min, PCR PHITE 10%F43E
PR IR DR TR e A rh 40 5, A RAR e ta
1.5 HHESEITHH

FIF Popgene32(Version 13141448110k
B R R ) A A R LB (L)« A RS 6 TR B
(N~ WA (Hy) . WA TE(H) . of Kk
Hardy-Weinberg ~F-fij . 131500850 F-S it &
(F-statistics, Fsr) % Nei’s trifEist L1 25Dy, #if
Botstein 2 ML T A S I 2 S
B EH(PIC). W% MEGA 4.0 R UPGMA ik
AT IRIEHT, ISR KR .
2 BERESH

21 WMIEYIEER
B PT 18 X LA 5 11X RETE Fr 7 DNA #
iy HRRSUE 18 AR N S (K] 1) o SR 5 107

F1 18X IMIFFI R EEE

Tab.1 Primer sequences and PCR amplification parameters of microsatellite loci in Micropterus salmoides

DL, locus SIY)F5(5'-3")  primer sequence(5'-3") IB B/ C
anneal. temp.
JzI31 F:TGGACTGAGGCTACAGCAGA; R: CCAAGAGAGTCCCAAATGGA 60
JzI48 F:TCGACGATCAATGGACTGAA; R: TCTGGACAACACAGGTGAGG 55
JzI160 F:AGTTAACCCGCTTTGTGCTG; R: GAAGGCGAAGAAGGGAGAGT 60
JzI168 F:AGGCACCGTCTTCTCTTCA; R: CATTGTGGGTGCATTCTCC 58
JzI72 F:AGGGTTCATGTTCATGGTAG; R: ACACAGTGGCAAATGGAGGT 58
JzI83 F:-TGTGGCAAAGACTGAGTGGA; R: ATTTCTCAACGTGCCAGGTC 55
JzI84 F:GAAAACAGCCTCGGGTGTAA; R: CACTTGTTGCTGCGTCTGTT 55
JzI85 F:GGGGCTCACTCACTGTGTTT; R: GTGCGCAGACAGCTAGACAG 56
JzI131 F:CAAATGCCCGGTCCACAATAAC; R:GTATTTGAGCCGGATGATAAGTG 55
Lar7 F: GTGCTAATAAAGGCTACTGTC; R: TGTTCCCTTAATTGTTTTGA 47
Lmal20 F:TGTCCACCCAAACTTAAGCC; R: TAAGCCCATTCCCAATTCTCC 54
Mdo6 F:TGAAATGTACGCCAGAGCAG; R: TGTGTGGGTGTTTATGTGGG 55
Mdo7 F:GTCACTCCCATCATGCTCCT; R: TCAAACGCACCTTCACTGAC 53
Msal2l F:CACTGTAAATGGCACCTGTGG; R: GTTGTCAAGTCGTAGTCCGC 58
MiSaTPW76 F:ACACAGTGTCAGTTCTGCA; R: GTGAATACCTCAGCAAGCAT 48
MiSaTPW117 F:-TGTGAAAGGCACAACACAGCCTGC; R: ATCGACCTGCAGACCAGCAACACT 55
MiSaTPW165 F:GTTCGCATCTGAATGCATGTGGTG; R: TGAAGGTATTAGCCTCAGCCTACA 55
MiSaTPW184 F:TTGTATACCAAGTGACCTGTGG; R: GGGAGTGCATCTTTCTGAAGTGCC 47
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FARRZAE T 93 AR ISR EECH 2~8
A, SEIEEEPIECR 5.0, SEA R R B
3.55, ¥ A B /IVEE 131~268 bp Z[H]

KH BT A EA . % KR R A
R 2 58 FARAE A4S L a1 55 o7 5 R B8 B A 3 S o
IR 20 18 AL 7E SR AR 1 R i rp A1
87 MNEENIEEN, FEZR A AU ALY 81 A
LT RN o DL Jzl48 . JzZI68 . Jz184 . MiSaTPW76 .
Msal2l . Mdo6. Mdo7 TEA S5 fiv FH K 1 B by
AN A 2 LR AR AR (] 4 3 L ST [R) R S
i HH 59 12148 FEAC WA i 1E T 2 Fpk
[K %215 bp/219 bp, 219 bp/219 bp), LMk Z HL AT
Flie Sl BLZS(203 bp), FEZASEFACH T HG 1 2 Ak
[K71(203 bp/215 bp, 203 bp/219 bp); 514 Mdo7 7EdL
T RN BLIR R R A, 241
HR/INA 165 bp Fil 174 bp Y&, TEZ38 0]
P3Gy 2 FPEEI AL (165 bp/174 bp, 174 bp/182 bp),
HAp 145 182 bp AR . 450K, 12148
il Mdo7 RIAT R K 11 By b A % Bk
PR R 2222 AR
22 EEZEFEESH

18 M S AL Msal2l . MiSaTPWI184., Jzl131
N Mdo6 17 5 (N Z 3545 B 5w (PIC)Y/NT 0.5, A EE
WEREZE, RS NEEZE, UL Tk
RS | 2SR, v LU sl ZRerE o
(3 2)o MBI RSO LI, TS A
AL AR DA S R B I A .
PIA UL Z 5855, HOP50E 7 5
K 2.498 1~3.199 7. 0.555 6~0.848 8. 0.524 8~0.638 9.

1 234 56 M78 9101112131415161718192021 M222324 252627 282930313233 M 343536373839404142434445
‘ alt : S

5 [506p

-  160bp
*147bp

- .
© 123bp

0.450 6~0.570 6. “F-IIAREENFEREL ., i
A FHZEE R G R AR TFRENSD)
5, 438k 3.199 7. 0.638 9. 0.570 6, {A Y0
MZ45 B R TF 2 FARINQXFO) A, A 0.848 8, iX
SEFRFRI I ATEE IR, A2 FRAs L 2 i
B, B TACA S BLR WA K 2, b AP
ZREME AR

X A B S T Handy-Weinberg -
() o K, SEREI N HA 5 AR B, F
B 7 AR E A, IE R TR Msal-
21(0.226 7)1 M184(0.129 0Yz s 4b, HAE 25 45 i
BT, SAE AL A 4 O B - i (P>0.05)
23 BEEEESEHS T

A A XA TR WA, k2 B IR R
ERAEFAMAT FRE 303 3), d53 BRIty WS
il 2 LR S I 1) 358 1% 43 A 6 B30 R (Fsr =0.240 9),
KRBk PRS2 AC 44 NF FTEN (0] (3865 5
EFEEUR/IN0.067 8), K BE oAk X sRAR S AR ]
(A AL TR BO HL & B, 1E R se PR 50
R EeA% LA Bt /1N0.092 0, 0.119 6), 2H AR5t
143 Ak 22 T B 2 (P<0.01).

XoF TF 2 28 45 JH 2 A 1 2t 42 4 R 25 i 3 A%
FEES NI (R 4), RBIERAZ I 5L
T WA s A AR LA A . AR SR A S AR Y
WALERE B, ST UPGMA VEM N IF 205 8
AR RGHAM (I 2), BEATH, IE. g AR
TR —F, RFESIH BRI —, &
Jo 5165 BLK R R A

we

BT 51%) Lar7 ZEAC 7 RN . B 2 LR ST A B 3843 2 58 FARAN A v i 3 45 2R
1-11: JE5 WAk, 12-21: @52 Bk Ah; 22-33: A FARFQAND); 33-45: IER FAR(NQ*FJ); M: marker.
Fig.1 Electrophoresis results of primer Lar7 in part individuals of four Micropterus salmoides groups

1-11: M.s.salmoides; 12-21: M.s. floridanus; 22—33: M.s.floridanusQ xM.s.salmoides3'; 33—45:M.s.salmoidesQ x
M.s.floridanus3'; M: marker.
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*2 KOBHILHTH. BTEATHRERRFRE 18 MIIEMSHFMERKW.). BHFMERHNWIRESE
5452
RE=(PIO)
Tab.2 Number of alleles (V,), number of effective alleles (/V.) and polymorphism information content(PIC) at 18 microsatel-
lite loci assessed for the four Micropterus salmoides groups

L T R 9557 B EZFAR BETER

7 15, M s.salmoides M. s. floridanus M.s.salmoidesQ % M.s.floridanus S *

locus - M.s.floridanus3 M.s.salmoidesd

N, N, PIC N, N, PIC N, N, PIC N, N, PIC

JzI31 3 2.1416  0.4315 2 2.0000 0.3750 4 3.3402  0.6457 2 2.0000 0.3750
JzI148 2 1.7664  0.3397 1 1.0000  0.0000 3 2.6557  0.5525 3 2.3330  0.4850
Jz160 6 4.6538 0.7534 6 5.5556  0.7947 5 4.0627  0.7115 6 5.0625  0.7750
JzI68 3 2.5474  0.5244 3 2.4691  0.5279 4 3.2645 0.6377 5 4.0819 0.7152
Jzl72 5 4.1724  0.7236 5 4.1667 0.7224 6 4.3056  0.7323 5 4.5000 0.7425
JzI83 5 4.1017 0.7184 6 5.1282  0.7757 4 3.2279  0.6360 5 3.9938 0.7043
JzI184 4 3.2267 0.6408 3 2.4096  0.5434 4 3.2852  0.6406 5 3.8629 0.6970
JzI85 2 1.1980 0.1516 3 1.9417 0.4063 4 2.6288  0.5458 3 2.6557  0.5525
Jzl131 2 1.9836  0.3729 1 1.0000  0.0000 3 2.5019  0.5204 1 1.0000  0.0000
Lar7 4 3.2703  0.6368 7 6.0606  0.8132 6 4.4082  0.7435 6 5.2153  0.7809
Lmal20 3 2.6593  0.5532 2 1.7241 0.3318 3 2.3226  0.4767 4 3.0387 0.6100
Mdo6 3 1.3224  0.2284 2 1.3423 0.2224 2 2.0000 0.3750 2 2.0000 0.3750
Mdo7 1 1.0000  0.0000 1 1.0000  0.0000 3 23715 0.4893 2 2.0000 0.3750
Msal2l 1 1.0000  0.0000 3 2.5316  0.5269 3 1.7109  0.3688 3 2.4804 0.5274
MiSaTPW76 3 2.5474  0.5244 5 3.8462  0.6965 4 2.9026  0.5957 6 4.0691 0.7222
MiSaTPW117 4 3.4085  0.6555 5 3.1250  0.6420 3 1.9817 0.3972 5 3.3019  0.6453
MiSaTPW165 4 2.9877 0.6041 4 2.4390  0.5039 4 3.2645 0.6377 4 3.8457 0.6917
MiSaTPW184 2 1.4235  0.2532 3 2.3810 0.4918 2 1.4922  0.2754 3 2.2717  0.4971
-4 mean 3.1667  2.4981 0.4506 3.4444 2.7845 0.4652 3.7222 2.8737 0.5545 3.8889 3.1997 0.5706

x3 AOBEILAFTH. BFELATHREFRE F-RITEFs

Tab .3 Pairwise F-statistics estimates among Micropterus salmoides salmoides, M.salmoides floridanus and their hybrids

AL 5 A b % Bk A IEZETAR S8 FAR
M.s.salmoides M. s. floridanus M.s.salmoides Q@ xM.s.floridanus3  M.s.floridanusQ *M.s.salmoides
M.s.salmoides
ﬁ#?iﬁﬂfﬁ‘ 0.2409 stk sokokok skookoskok
M. s. floridanus
2P
M.s.salmoidesQ x M. 0.1026 0.1318 o okl
s. floridanus®
[ 3854
M.s.floridanus Q@ xM. 0.0920 0.0932 0.0680 oAk

s. salmoidesd

x4 KOBGILATH. BFEXTMHEEERR FREEEHBUENZERES

Tab.4 Genetic similarity and genetic distance of M.salmoides salmoides, M.salmoides floridanus and their hybrids

AL Jr A 4 2 Bk A EZEFAR A2 FAR
M.s.salmoides M.s.floridanus M.s.salmoides @ xM.s.floridanus3  M.s.floridanus @ xM.s.salmoides

AL LA ok ko 0.3467 0.7488 0.6283
M.s.salmoides

ik
ﬁéﬁﬁi}ﬂﬁﬁl 1.0594 ok 0.7479 0.7285
M. s. floridanus
IEAETFAR
M.s.salmoidesQ M. 0.2893 0.2904 oAk 0.7570
s. floridanus®
R FAR
M.s.floridanus Q@ xM. 0.4647 0.3168 0.2784 ok ok

s. salmoidesd
R 2 DL _E AR T R BRI 1] AR AL PE R B, XA R LA A BT 2R S B AR ) 4 R e g £

Note: The dates above diagonal mean genetic similarity and below mean genetic distance.
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AL 77 R M.s.salmoides

IEAZFAR M.s.salmoidesQ *M.s.floridenusc

AL TFAR M.s floridenusQ *M.s.salmoidesd

6% BLIRNFh M.s floridenus

14.297

14.845 | 13.335

_ 0,983 13.335
— 29.143

5

K2 ROBEICIER, 2 B RN & A5 7 UPGMA R385 Hr 5]

Fig.2 UPGMA molecular tree based on genetic distance of M. salmoides salmoides, M. salmoides floridanus and their hybrids
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3.1 FFREREEMLSHER

T B AR TE R A B F R 43 B8 A L g
wEbRIC, B LRSI RS AR
Z ) DA R 7 i, R FARASR
KB ER ASLIGAE R 1RSSR
B BLIR AN O TE AU B AR d i i
KIL, 519 Mdo7 7 7 M IERZ FRAMEH P H 1
ZK/NR 182 bp WAERSRA, -t REIE A T
A S L FEh e AR R SR EEHE L TR
e F AU Rl S s At 2K AR A S v A
HE B B He A3 B
32 EXFREFEXREEEXRARRE

ARG IE S A8 FARTE s AL AL PE R st AL B
b, BRI Ze s AR S R O R B Oy RN Y
RGRFRMIT . G MRA R B AE I B A
X A5 P B G A LAt £ 288 1) 4 A8 S 3 v A
n wr % (Oncorhynchus mykiss)@x 111 Z¢ 8 (Onc-
orhynchusmasou masou)d 1) 4258 F AL B A% | g
] A2 A 1l 2 g U ¢ % f (Pseudosiaena  cro-
cea)Qx 8 Wi fli(Nibea albiflora)d 2438 1t 58
AR R AR 5 R B AU LL R (Cyprinus
carpiovar wuyuanensi) 5 & [¥| 55 @ (Cyprinus car-
pio mirror) 1E 58 01 5 fif G £ S5 2% ¢ R
LE S ITRAMLINS i (2750 e o AW RAN 7 e U E:/E
HED & T P R AR JE R ) 2l 5 FE AN R], S BRI
4l 5 3 1 A I DR B A e A A T 3 A L%
A B o ASBIEZE PRSI 3 A T A R PR A 2
G LR IR Ay, X FRE 7 A Y SR ]
RUTE S AR PRl A DU 381 1) LR AH 1 % b 27 L3R
WA . AR 22 NN A st A il B A E 4
FIGRAL | 35 22K Al e 0 o Bl X dsl o T A2 Aeic

i o B R AT, DA % e R v e £ AR A 2 %
P 25 4 US4 it [N 25 S B30I 0055 a8 % 45 TR
1) B A1) 2 165 o
3.3 KOE&ILFH EFFAHH S BRI Z 4 H

HuajfakZug Wk 3 1~H . 7 L 3t 40
R T EABL I R ER, A0
&1 5 WA R A, ANBCGERS IR B A 4561
MR . HER R TR0, WGE IR B AL ) T % A
o A I R BLIE RS U 5 A P AR e AE T 18
X R R iC i i o i e B, 4 A8 AR S AL
FBBR 1 SRR, R AR, 56
o BRI AL ML, 2R B K R 0 S Aol ] 2% 58 S5 AR
AN & RB WY, X—245ie 58+ RE#R
RS FREARZ M ZE A4S . Wheat 2522178
HEAT A JE B9 K 1 R 5 5 N 1 R 85 (Micropterus
dolomieui) /R A 24 32 IS I, ARG THEOINZS &
M2 TR, TAEREINES & A5 R S A A i
HPS ST BRI
3.4 FFABEHM

HACRERS P R Ze L m IR 2 —FE TR 58
SRR T SRR LA, SR T ORI
JEHFAEP ) F 2 RPN O [ Bk EE D (Pinctada
martensii) = V.Y A FEAR Q 55 ) EE FR FEAF R S 1 2%
ARG IR, 2258 PR AR L 3 S H 2R B R
et ZREVERI N A5G . Shikano 2P x it
R (Poecilia reticulata) A A i 2 8] 22 38
Ja APt e 1 5B B Z A R OC R A TR S
R, HitEhfe ) 546 B AR B 2 Y IE AR
X (°=0.650). ABIFFEAEXT K 1 BB AL 7 WA
P v s N i e AW B Y R X o a i
N e AW R G R S e v S B (A R |
ZREE(Hyy HOPHW & TEAR, EZREHA
Firsiahn, ZeRh O PR 2= Ui oA, XY R R AN 3R
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Genetic analysis of northern largemouth bass, Florida largemouth
bass, and their reciprocal hybrids

CAI Lei ' %, BAI Junjie ' % LI Shengjie ', CHEN Kunci ', FAN Jiajia ', MA Dongmei '

1. Key Laboratory of Tropical & Subtropical Fishery Resource Application & Cultivation, Ministry of Agriculture; Pearl River
Fisheries Research Institute of Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Guangzhou 510380, China;
2. College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China

Abstract: We evaluated the genetic variation and genetic structure of northern largemouth bass, Micropterus sal-
moides salmoides (N), Florida largemouth bass, M.S. floridanus (F), and their obverse (NQxFJ) and inverse
(FQxNQ) crosses, using 18 pairs of microsatellite primers. We generated between 2-8 alleles at each locus, with a
mean allele number of 5.0. Six subspecies specific loci (JzI48, Jz168, JzI84, MiSaTPW76, Msal2l, Mdo6 and Mdo7)
could be used to identify the two subspecies. Moreover, 2 loci (Jz/48, Mdo7) could be used to distinguish parents
and their reciprocal hybrids. The number of effect alleles (N.), expected heterozygosity (H.), and polymorphic
information content were all highest in F@xNGJ (3.199 7, 0.638 9, 0.570 6, respectively). The observed heterozy-
gosity (H,) was highest in NQxFJ (0.848 8). Fgr analysis of all groups and loci revealed that both reciprocal hy-
brids had lower genetic differentiation with N species. The UPGMA clustering analysis suggested that the off-
spring was nearest to the female brood stock for the obverse cross and nearest to the male brood stock for the in-
verse cross, suggesting that northern largemouth bass pass more genetic material than Florida largemouth bass.

Key words: northern largemouth bass; Florida largemouth bass; hybridization; microsatellite mark; hereditary
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