IR B BE T FIER’
B R S KERERAT FENES) AT
PEITI AR BRI SR

(1999 £ 9 H 26 H#E)

FEFIREMS IR S RIM R S EREE (RAPD) RESEEHRIE-RGIELIE A
EXZ R (PCR-RFLP) 55% &R A E8 Anguilla japonica~ M8 A. rostrata
EAERMEE A. anguilla

"R

ARESRTHH S BIFER RAPD (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA) K PCR-RFLP
(Polymerase Chain Reaction- Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism) 75 » #BIE#R %
P2 HA48 Anguilla japonica ~ B8 A. rostrata BLECHEE A. anguilla -

SYRBEIELE 3 FERfANEREE DNA b - EEEREFIECES Cytochrome b 2N » HikEE
FHIEERS 410 bp . ML EERAEER BABITFE - SMTRERRER 374 bp 2
FERFT 5 RN BB LY. E S EEABEME (Percent similarity) Bz 97.6
7T H AR SE PN AR SRR N BT Z A%RE P 71 1 S ELARDMA S £S 92.0 3 BEURSEINAR SRR AR« 3

ERRIRRE LT -

BRSRE - ISR AAEET  FEIOIE 2RI £ S REEL - RETEERE- IR UIE %

A

GEHEE 1957 £8  FREEHERC OARE
Anguilla japonica EJE » B ER#H R LGB EE
& BB KEREEEES —RY - B
(Anguilla) ZREEEEME (Catadromous) F%H » KA
BET A AETEREEI - MR IER
(Leptocephalus) ##HEF B HR (Elver) &l 278
O s BRIl - RMEERR L > ATTEERT
2 MR IR DA THIE RIS LARR R
O WL BIERARRRCSERBRERA
BIEERRRESEE —KREENR -
BEE S E R 18 Y BRTE A BIEEEADD
B AL « BRI R NS - It 3 R ARt 8
SRR > MASBRFHPITED OCHEER
HA) © Hob o (Y EASSR O RSB > HIBRH
R8s BE R EETBRRENRES - 2FHK R
b5 1 BB BURE 2 EINEBEE N A EeHR - BIERRE
ER]) 0.46 ppm T EEE (Ciodrin) 1A 1 /NEFZ T
- HlEHIETER HAMBELR - 5 2 EERAIEE

SEES, BN, MBihE, FIEE (1999) ERAMBSELEIER
SR (RAPD) R REEEE R IE- RIS RER%E
(PCR-RFLP) J5% » #BIO A Anguilla japonica ~ IR A.
rostrata BEERHIEE A. anguilla. ZKEERTFE, 7(1&2): 11-24.

HE S A S EHE S TRES I 3 Ei8A -
bshAEEs LR Y EERRLMBEES
ZETE T

STAERR » YR & B IRIGE - — LB
I RAPD ~ RFLP « PCR-RFLP J AFLP EHEMFEFET
LA EEL

RERERE S HILL RAPD K PCR-RFLP £4fy - ks
FERBGRERIL 3 EEGHRERER AT SN R
Bz gt > WL HAEERRER B2 & - BRES -

#£ RAPD A AR I —Fas5 [ (Single
random primer) 4> B3EIE 3 FEEBMA Total genomic
DNA C HE FMAFRHBRACER R
(Species-specific) Ik (Marker) #EEREH! -

B 4EY)Z total genomic DNA EFERIFAHEMEL
Z 1% DNA (Nuclear DNA) EATAHIMIER SIGHEE
(Matrix) ZhrisE DNA (Mitochondrial DNA; &4
mtDNA) = MIDNA 253 FRIEEH - TFE% DNA
HEEHZIE AR (ntons) K EEFY
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(Repetitive sequences)® = MIDNA RIS A
FrARRERTEELH - 5L mtDNA 7 Ze85m LG
% DNA 2 10 % BME R RE MM BE A AL &
B HER T R FEEH#: (Nucleotide substitution) (&
HEREEE B2 RIFE & R FEH 5
(Phylogenetic studies)® #1 ¥} o H b » mtDNA 2
Cytochrome b gene SEHHEA (Intraspecific) ZJ&
4 (Intergeneric) Z#ZEAMAR -

£ PCR-RFLP HH > ANAKTIGE&EE &

cytochrome b gene 2 & E & & @& (Highly
conserved region) [Al—{IE FrEetk - EE IR

(Restriction enzyme) FLA#E—F Y&l (BEE#EEY]

) RAREZFE  BUERARZSE B4 0 3%
HHIEEEFES! (Consensus sequences) @& R
48 (Phylogenetic tree) »

MRIERTTE
— B

HA#8 Anguilla japonica BYH/KEERFTEE#D
Fik B e B ESERIET Z BIEES - BUlER A
anguilla Bi£ B8 A. rostrata 53BN E KEFEAT
e AT BN R B R RS B e - DAL 3 HE
B EIEREE  BE 51~70 04 - Ef8 A. marmorata
Bl R S mitiams - B EERERE Y
45 BREB 49050 EFEEESTCHEA -

T FEEE Total genomic DNA & 380Y

(—) 21 Total genomic DNA: ZEEE B R R
Harris & N2 ik FEMA EAT -

1. RIBEILFIE®R G 2 AR EEBAEE
EEERE (FES 2.5m) L HEE 23 3t
HHERIRHE 0.2 m/ A2 EAEZEE
(#9 0.2 mg) EDTA 2 Eppendorf [ - SRAHEEEELE &
% §A 3,300 x g~ EIR THEC 104 Elis EER
B 1mi pKiBZ SPBS - EMEERERRAREE L (RAFF
) o Bl E3EWE 0 A 1 ml high TE buffer (100 mM
Tris-HCl, pH 8.0 ; 40 mM EDTA) - BB ELRE SRR
L WEERELE) > EliE R - A 1.5 mi lysis buffer
(100 mM Tris-HCI , pH 8.0 ; 40 mM EDTA ; 0.2 %
SDS ; 0.2 mg/ml proteinase K) > fA 56°C ZKigia® (3

12 7NBF) ©
2. B HE S EEE Eppendorf (- IIA TR

phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol (25:24:1) A% >
BIZUHR - IRBE% > 11 1,2000 x g~ =B TBEL 543

PAED Tip LB ERHT Eppendorf > A S
&2 Chloroform/isoamyl alcohol (24 : 1) 5% > &l
FHERERESR > NER TG 5 70 (RHEEL)
LIEO Tip I EBWRENRHT Eppendorf A > IIAX
1/10 #2fE2 3 M ammonium acetate & 2 {ZHAHERS
UK EEEEAE (100 %) > WEAEIEE R E R
1,2000 x g ~ Z\E THEL 20 43 IRERERSIIIAZE
IBIERE (70 %) 1 mlf& > $£1,2000 x g~ =R TEEL
15 43 RERIENE - B AREZER 10 3+1% - DA 100 p/ low
TE buffer (10 mM Tris-HCI , pH 8.0 ; 1 mM EDTA) >
B 4CHgs -

) AL Total genomic DNA: ZEEVSERFH
g Taggart % A"V FEMAEEAHERT -

1. FFHY 100 mg 22 BHAHLER eppendorf 7y -

2. oA 150 w/ , 0.5 M EDTA ; 375 w, 0.5 %
sarcosyl J 10l proteinase K ¥&¥& (20 mg/ml) = E&
%o B 37°C BERMEPLARRI (912 /NF) -

3.A (=) 2

=~ DNA JEZEZHE

W ZEHYL Total genomic DNA HEY 1w/ #iFE 100
fZ% » i GenequantIl #ZBg 4 AT (Pharmacia
Biotech) JIER O.D. 260 nm R 2l stEH
HEE -

/9 ~ RAPD (Random Amplified Polymorphic
DNA) &

—) FE¥E5|+ (Random primers) ZHEFH—EH
Operon 2EEL Protech /AF]Z 10-mers kits » 3%
AB1 ~ AB20 -~ E1 ~ E20 ~ J1~J20 (Operon) E RAPD

primer set 1~40 (f&%& P1 ~ P40) (Protech) » & 100 f&
bEtgs |+ -

(Z) PCR—EE kg Bielawski & A" 25k
W’Eé‘lﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁfﬁ

1. IR [ FEWS - LA 20 ng Total genomic DNA G -
AB17 primer A B FEER(F I 60 ng> DUGHIIEIEE
YiEBEKE Lo 5RE) (FEEIEREAR (Template)~ 1 x
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PCR buffer (10 mM Tris-HCl, pH 8.3 ; 50 mM KCI ;
1.5 mM MgCl, ; 0.001 % (w/v) gelatin) ~ 250 u M
dNTPs ~ 2 U Tag DNA polymerase ~ 0.6 u M primer »
REEEBE KRR 50u! BIERRHEAAARM
RERR DNA -

2. MGG BE—EHENREKRFR BN
(Denaturation) : 94°C - 30 # - & (Annealing) :
36°C - 30 4 - Z& (Extension) : 72°C- 2 43 » &}
45 BlE - RB—RXIERIR 72°CER 7 43 - Fr{#
2 PCR X fEMEAIES GeneAmpPCR®system 2400
(Perkin Elmer) - 3@IEZEY) (Amplicons) B 4°C 1%
A o

(Z) EIKkSH#r(Agarose gel electrophoresis) —1EiE
EYIF 2% agarose gel H#EITEIKT o BIKEKIHE
Mupid-2 Minigel (Cosmo Bio Co, LTD) &EJE 100 V >
BEWEE 0.5 xTAE (Tris-Acetate-EDTA) - & 10 /[ 12
fEEYEL 2 1l 6 xloading buffer REHFE - EA
JZH-F, - DNA ladder marker £ 200 bp - kB
Ethidium bromide (0.05 mg/ml) ¥AWH 30 #51%
BB E KRS E 30 5 -

(m) # 38 — | B HF A Alphaimager 2000
(Alpha-Innotech) Z8{% - fCEkIL(ESAT -

71~ PCR-RFLP Gz

FIIEAE A AR DNA EEEREME (Highly
conserved) BB RE S 410 bp 23R4 Cytochrome b
FR o 108 F ERASEERE TE I - % DIBRHIES Hinf

I ETY)E -
() BTz
Forward primer:5~ ATGGCAAACCTACGAAAAAC 3

Reverse primer : 5° TGTCCTCATGGAAGTACATA 3

() PCR f&f4

1. BRI | A0k 20 ng total genomic DNA -~ 2 ff
primer 5 0.6 M » FEERTHE RAPD SR {AER] -

2. YN - ISP R © 94°C - 30 )~
TRE 1 60°C-30 0 FEE 1 72°C-30 0 5 35 [B15 » &%
B—RBJERIL 72°C ER 7 43 - PCR [T K QRREY)
TR RAPD ERAEE] -

(=) EfTHEATR RAPD BEE—1KZ Bk 347 B4
& > &% DNA ladder marker £5 100 bp -

(1Y) 38E 2 S FEEB A 410 bp HAF LI FPY I
FLER e 7

HiFAmENE .2 Cytochrome b EERFTEASERF HIK
EYRHA TR PR E 2 38 Py I A L&
FEfB A Y LR e LB (Base substitution) $f & Ed
PhER - REIRFET BB hEE (Transition) S HRA
(Transversion) Z8&- 595> FJ Lasergene (DNASTAR,
Inc.) $>HT#KEE MEGALIGN EEJTZ  Jotun Hein
method [LEZ 3L E P92 BH 40 EEHHEAME  (Percent
similarity) gHBRE AT (phylogenetic tree) -

(1) IgiE e £ TE8 A 410 bp F: A Fy B LARR A
Hinf T YJ&] - StllEISIRAEY . DNA BRER » B
B Ang ERZEEEYE 1wl & Hinf T (New
England Biolabs) J tHRHARE R SRR W85 /K ZR 1R
&1 Eppendorf » ISR (37°C) FIRE 1 /NHS % »
FHRATL T A TR HTEEPIRE -

RS
— ~ RAPD #l&#

FredEeie 100 EBEH S|+ fF 7 Eol+
(AB14 -~ AB17 ~ AB18 -~ P4 -~P16 P17 -~ P18) ¥ H A
fig - EYNASELER NG Total genomic DNA  (RTEE
BEHE 1 BESHIiBA) WILIEARAHEEY RAPD 18
WEHEZEE (Markers)- R34 AB17 B P17 (Table 1) it
B Markers BB BT B A H AL - 2 NEBEEEK
MNEB R~ FE%F 1% (Species-specific) Marker (s) 2
H e

Table 1. Random primers used to generate the
species-specific RAPD markers for discrimination of
Anguilla japonica, A. rostrata and A. anguilla.

Primer Sequence (5’-3') G+C(%)
AB17 TCGCATCCAG 60
P17 CCTGGGCCTC 80

Hrfr - AB 17 3|42 Template DNA FHES
60 ng FTiElE RAPD markers &R F 25N
400—1600 bp [ - FFFFEME Markers RIFG/ R
400—800 bp Z[H » FTLARREE R H A48 — g
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ENEE—BONEE (Fig. 1) 534+ P 17 5[F4<Z 1 Markers BIF57 M2 600 - 800 bp 2 i » LA 28
Template DNA {FH &R 20 ng » 181E RAPD markers  ZIHAEE - EMNEE - N - BRMEGEL H A48 —BX
R EFENHY 350 - 1,200 bp R FERFR NEB (Fig. 2) -

Fig. 1.  RAPD banding patterns of amplified genomic DNA (in whole blood, with
exception of 4, 8, 12 in skeletal muscle), obtained from the eels, using primer AB17.
Arrows indicating the species-specific markers. Lane 1~4: A. japonica; 5~8: A.
rostrata; 9~12: A. anguilla; C: control; M: 200 bp DNA ladder marker.

i 2 3 4 58 7 8 91011 12C M

Fig. 2. RAPD banding patterns of amplified genomic DNA (in whole blood, with
exception of 4, 8, 12 in skeletal muscle), obtained from the eels, using primer P17.
Arrows indicating the species-specific markers. Lane 1~4: A. japonica; 5~8: A.
rostrata; 9~12: A. anguilla; C: control; M: 200 bp DNA ladder marker.
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~ ~PCR-RFLP gz

{5718 HAES - ZNE8 - BUNAE B SR ES T Y RHEY
Z Total genomic DNA » I8TE FI| & fEAB I iR 8e DNA
cytochrome b gene BEERE ML 410 bp iy &
FE# 500 bp 7 Fr BB IR BRI EY) (Fig. 3) » Hip o
S AHE M T B R (Phylogenetic tree) 2 ¥}
HEH - (e TERAPTISIE R ATl DNA Fr BRIk
EFF 3 REE] 377 ~ 382 bp NFELZFH - 5

FE# - BEIHBFIIR 374 bp (Fig. 4) -

SRR Hinf TS H AN G2 198 bp
BESAA 1 EYIEIGL (Cut site) - SN ABELER NG 4
MEYIEIGT - 544 PEEEFTIZ 315 bp ML > HA
MR EESRNEBIT A 1 EETEIGL > BONERRIE < B - B
g LEEREE T ERETE 2 [YTEIAL - nIa 3
B SRUNE8E 1 EVIEIGL - ATo3AK 2 B - BRNABRIE
YIEINL - GREEFUIR (Fig. 4) - AIFELIR SR @RI H AN
EYNERHLRCMNEE (Fig. 5) -

Fig. 3.

=~ BIERIF (Phylogenetic relationship)

SATETEg A 374 bp HEEFIICHA ERBIRE
N8 ELER NI & i E B (Base substitution) (&
& HH 9 BEECER 0.0241 0 MR EINESHE
BRINGS - B A8 S T SRR~ FAFEAEIT > L E A
F5 19 ¥ - EIRRKE 0.0508 (Table 2) -

TEAH B §8H8 (Transition; MEEIGHEEME
IER B IR LLEENE (Transversion; B4 - i
TERTEENE ~ TSNS EHL) SHEFE (Table 3) -

539% 0 #E 374 bp HFFIA - EHE A H A4S Bl
g B P9 B4 EEAEIE (Percent similarity) £

Amplified a 410 bp segment of mitochondrial cytochrome b gene (in
skeletal muscle) from the eels. Lane 1: A. japonica; lane 2: A. rostrata; lane 3: A.
anguilla; lane 4: A. marmorata (just for comparison). C: control. M: 100 bp DNA
ladder marker.

94.9 » ENEBELRIMEBHISE 97.6 (Table 4) : £#1
BRERE oM E (Fig. 6) 0 HARMBEGRES A —B¥
(Group) » ZEIMES EERMNEBRITE S —E&F - Fig. 6 e
Zfa Oreochromis nilotica ZfR¥IHEF| BIHEE
NCBI GenBank database No.AB018989) {E &
Outgroup FtfR 7 R#fitsf - Af DAEA L B A48 - =
NEE - BRyNGBHafges . = B ERIR -

21 &

AR B AR - BH ERRERT
= BRI - RG] > B S
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M8 KBNS FERE - MEEMEHENEHR T SE (RN BFIE BN S - 530 - EieieiRE
BT GER—MTE RNE SRS  ERKEK  EEARR ORI LRGSR C R
R ERPTEE S Fr i RN BRI AR - ERIRE  HAIREESNEOARE - SSNBEEMEER] - AT
KRR TR R - BB ARSI SRR DEARE P ERRR R S — W IR TR AT -

1
A. japonica AAAAATTGCT AACGATGOCC TAGTGGATCT ACCAACCCCA TCCAACATIT
A.rostrata T ’ T
A.anguilla T
A.marmorata C

51
A. japonica CAGCATGATG AAATTTTIGGC TCTCTCCTAG GACTATGCCT TATTTOGCAA
A.rostrata T T T A
A.anguilla T T T A
A.marmorata T C A

101
A. japonica ATCCTTACAG GATTATTCCT AGCAATACAC TACACATCAG ACATTTCAAC
A. rostrata c C T T C
A. anguilla C C T T C
A. marmorata C C C

151 Hinf 1
A. saponica TGCCTTTICC TCAGTAGCCC ACATCTGCOG AGACGTTAAT TATGGATGAT
A. rostrata C T C C
A. anguilla C T c C C
A. marmorata

201
A. japonica TCATCCGAAA TTTACATGCA AACGGGGCCT CCTTCTTCTT TATCTGCCTC
A. rostrata A T C C(C T A A
A. anguilfa A T C CC T A A
A. marmorata A c C A T T

(continued) |
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251
A. japonica TACCTACACA TTGOCOGAGG ACTTTACTAC GGCTCATACC TTTACAAAGA
A. rostrata T T
A. anguilla C G T
A. marmorata G T T
301 Hinf 1
A. japonica AACATGAAAC ATCGGAGTOG TACTATTCCT ATTAGTAATA ATAACTGCAT
A. rostrata T T A
A. anguilla T T T A
A. marmorata G A
351 374
A. japonica TCOGTAGGATA TGTACTTCCA TGAG
A. rostrata G G
A. angurlla
A. marmorata G

Fig. 4. 374 bp consensus sequence of the 410 bp segment of mitochondrial cytochrome b gene (in
skeletal muscle) from the eels. Bases underlined are recognition sequences (5--GMANTC--37, N=A, T, C
or G) for Hinf I .

Fig. 5. Cleavage, with Hinf T , of the 410 bp segment of mitochondrial
cytochrome b gene (in whole blood, with exception of 4,9,14 in skeletal muscle)
from the eels. Lanes 1~5: A. japonica; 6~10: A. rostrata; 11~15: A. anguilla., lanes
5,10,15: control. M: 100 bp DNA ladder marker.
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Table 2.  Pairwise differences in number of variable sites of the 374
bp consensus sequences. A. marmorata just for comparison.

A. japonica __ A.rostrata _ A. anguilla A. marmorata

A. japonica 0.0802 0.0802 0.0508
A. rostrata 30 0.0241 0.0695
A. anguilla 30 9 0.0802
A. marmorata i9 26 30

Above diagonal: mean distance
Below diagonal: absolute distance

Table 3.  Pairwise differences in number of transitions and transversions of
the 374 bp consensus sequences. A. marmorata just for comparison.

A. japonica A. rostrata A.anguilla  A. marmorata
A. japonica 23 22 14
A. rostrata 7 8 22
A. anguilla 8 1 25
A. marmorata 5 4 5

Above diagonal: transition
Below diagonal: transversion

Table 4. Pair distances of the 374 bp consensus sequences . A. marmorata just
for comparison.

A. jJaponica ___A. rostrata A.anguilla  A. marmorata
A. japonica 92.0 92.0 94.9
A. rostrata 8.6 97.6 93.1
A. anguilla 8.6 25 92.0
A. marmorata 5.3 7.4 8.6

139.0

Above diagonal: percent similarity
Below diagonal: percent divergence

[::: A. japonica

A. marmorata

: A. rostrata

A. anguilla
O. nilotica
T T T T T 1
120 100 80 60 40 20 0
Fig. 6. Phylogenetic tree (phenogram) made from the 374 bp consensus

sequences in the 410 bp segment of mitochondrial cytochrome b gene from the
fishes. Oreochromis nilotica as the outgroup.
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ARERIERH RAPD Hilgpiohithl nl & H
AP RIE 3 TEB A - HAR - RNGEEBUIMNEE |
Takagi & A" RAPD Efif#E R HALS - BN
Anguilla australis K &8 A. bicolor - %48
% RAPD EiTRLIBEM S| FFEE M E R E total
genomic DNA Z A[RE AP VIR & - T EMIEEE]
HEFBMERE AL — 2 DNA FFEREY  KEHEHE
DNA NER - FTIGIE S 2 Yt A BMHEE > g
EAE LAY (Polymorphic) IR - it EY) =
HRRGAH A AR HHER ]2 Marker (s) SR 2 V)
AN SRAEE AL EARE - — iR & HAR I YRR
AL - BRERR R EY) - fEHw L hasEr 5
W E 2 s T R EERF R Marker
(s) o AGERILEHEE ] 100 FEREHES | T » BT L
2 M5 [T RIFELIERLE 3 Eig A T REBR&
3T - s | FEERT DU 3 FERB A2 Total genomic
DNA IEUEE] — £ Markers » /<38 5 AT 5 i 4
H2 BEAM (Monomorphic) markers 14 » 45 A L
Al 3 g s (AR E R EAE &
BIEHE -

AR ATER A 2 RAPD SRR {41525 Bielawski
FNHBREIRT - HABEYE R
(Striped bass) ~ # (Pheasant) ~ FFEIMEE (South
American mouse) M EFIE (Frog) & - 158 Bir <&
BRAESR - HAREATIE A Y SR
E L. '

RAPD Fiig7rilE b R 28R E Y B vk
B CERHE e ZIREART - R 2R o R
DNA 72 (Instantaneously) i A SISz FE
B Tip AEERFIEARA > DREREBMEERARE
—ERIATERR DNA #EEIK"Y > BB ERAE R -

H44 > Tag DNA polymerase HHJEERTSEE]
HEM DNA> —EREEAEHILIERE
Escherichia coli 8, Thermus aquaticus » T 21
5] ¥ Corynebacterium variabilis ~ Arthrobacter
globiformis J Mycobabterium hiberniae ZEfHE 2 &
R 51" 7 A BRFRE FE 2 Tag DNA polymerase
REL Escherichia coli IR R B4 7 - MEIREEA
bands F#£ smears HBLZIFN » AT AR IEL DNA
polymerase JIETFIREGHITHY  AE WAL BT
FZF1E -

RAPD Ei{&fft PCR I HHIA 2 55— TER BE R i H R
EREAR fOFF5 [T EAERR DNA $8BC (Mismatch) 2

TEEE » SR R BBt [ AT DU B ey,
FERF B EBRIAR DNAKS S TE LB T - 12 Agarose
gel BUKEIE—(TEHR - HEEEHFEC Bands
HAEN A —E 2R — R B - BBy aET
— %" (B EER T - RAPD FflivT DATERZ ] DNA
REEIZER T YT T » RERE 2 AER =
Marker (s) BILOMT Ak AR, 9 8% #HH
b fE Mz DNA FEREY{EBKE R -
RAPD 75k a ELE RIS eléf /7 R I Bk e 1 - FRTE
SETTERERES > B THEREEME Marker ()9} EeiFthiiE &
FEKE FREEERERDIRSEERE R
% Pattern » LUBERBIG M Z 2RF -

IR RAPD EykEER YT 2 S A
SRR - AT E L EREE Sample %
R RAPD markers ——EH » EL# &l Marker 2 174
BT o FHIA Markers . BREE ~ PR — - HIIREH
By % A1 M (True polymorphism) ¢ A £ K #
(Artifactual variation) FEHEEIEER"Y - FHELSRS
MR K o FRRAAGABRE A PCR-RFLP £iffufdt
ITBUERATR -

i RFLP HAAE S LATHR 22 DNA B % »
#32~10ng » AR RARESERZ IR
Z 2 PCR-RFLP Hfilg HIE S LA PCR #7li K B8R AR
Z DNA 1% » FHETT RFLP 2947 » #H DNA Z[H
WHFESRER ) - (EEFTE Nanogram (ng) » 2 Fh
FIFABIERS R R - fEPRER BT EELERZ
RFLP AiEBE I &% -

7F PCR-RFLP il A3 E#22% Aoyama A" Ay
FHZ 8 ISR (S E AN - 268 - BONE e
f85) RIHEHE DNA Cytochrome b gene SR &
LFEFF)] (410 bp) - 3%ET 1 ¥ Primers » I@EEYIFS
EFFEEZ LI 374 bp s BHY Aoyama A
Fr{fi . primers RIFZEEGE Kocher N7 frdfs
ZAREAME (Conserved) Primers » [IEEH{EEG [ Primers
ZIBMREYIIGER R A% 307 bp -

EF DNASTAR lasergene #k#8Z MAPDRAW B2 7T

ARAARER T o H A - SEYNIBUERKINEG Y 374 bp

LEFFFIFLL Cvil T ~ CviK T ~ Hinf 1 8¢ Mnl T %[
NG Y] PR P B e AU TR 2R R
SR/ SRR FrB - AIRELUR S0 3 fEfem -
5341 > FriaiE HAE - SSNESELERIN A8 410 bp FrEg
kR 374 bp LEEFFT 1R FléRZ 36 bp HERFY Il
8 Hinf 1 BRGNS UTEIGLY - AZABRERTH Hinf TIR
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HIEE > EE LB Hinf 1 [RHEEY) I FIEE 2
Cytochrome b gene H\{pfrER - FELIS G AL TE L
WETHZLE Y BREATYTE 2 M RE B
M -

KA i EE R B S L R S R
% » B DISEIN SRR« BB R - HAE
BRI E R —BE (Group) - T E 268 B 68 5 5%
—Bf 0 ILIRGEL Aoyama AP BT BRI
RHEML - AR ATEEER Phylip » B
BRPT{sE 2 8 AR IF < 1T Bastrop %8 A" LUKZREE L
165 rDNA &5 Fr a7 —Loig s 2 Bl RN - 45
REPTEPNAS BN S th 2 [E —&F - (L2 HIHEE
R E R - HES AT O AR S H TR
figta -

ERIEBBERSEMRZERGERRIBEE
ANZE$#AE NCBI GenBank _ERFIYHAES ~ SEHIES - BX
S Eif%AE Cytochrome b EEREEEFES! (1,140 bp)
B Aoyama % A% FT#FRZLEEFS] (410 bp) > FW
EHERREBREE S 374 bp HIFETISBIFERELL

(@)

DNASTAR lasergene #t#8 MEGALIGN EJG.Z jotun
Hein Method #E7 EBIR RS - kP53 RIS Fig. 7
(@) fe Fig. 7 (b) » MEAAG B FEFR (Fig. 6 ) AAHLL
B > AIDAZEIRIY AL IERE] - HER M rReHifg s
PRIR(ERS - B R Y AT iE . A E R - 8
Fig it 3 #H 374 bp HEFFII— R ITE GRS
(Fig. 8) » BERFEINGELRINER S TER—FF - HAHGH
BEABRI R A —EF -

& 374 bp HFEFIIZH LR E (Table
5) AILAEE] 3 AEAEf 2 H AEg BRI ER A [E A8
1 IEF e B 43 EEAB UM REAE 99.5 LAE < AHUPE LR/ )N
HYRENAEES 2 MHEEE 3 iRz 98.7  LHEARHER
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Fig. 7.

Phylogenetic tree (phenogram) made from the 374 bp consensus sequences,

in mitochondrial cytochrome b gene of the fishes. Oreochromis nilotica as the

outgroup.
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A. rostrata ®
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A. anguilla "
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A. japonica b

— | — A. marmorata "
A. marmorata®
A. marmorata®
O. nilotica

41.7

1 I | 1 ]

I
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|
140 120

Fig. 8.  Phylogenetic tree (phenogram) made from the same 374 bp consensus sequences,
data ” from Fig. 6, 2 from Fig. 7 (a) and 3 from Fig. 7 (b}, in mitochondrial cytochrome b gene
of the fishes. Oreochromis nilotica as the outgroup.

Table 5. Pair distances of the 374 bp consensus sequences. A. marmorata just for comparison,
data the same as in Fig. 8. Oreochromis nilotica as the outgroup.
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1 92.0 92.0 97.6 76.8 91.5 99.5 97.1 92.3 97.3 91.7 99.7 91.7 1 |A. anguilla ¥
2 8.6 94.9 92.0 77.1 99.5 92.0 92.0 94.1 92.3 93.6 92.3 99.7 2 |A. japonica "
3 8.6 5.3 93.1 77.9 94.9 92.0 93.1 95.7 92.8 95.2 92.3 94.7 3 A marmorata "
4 2.5 8.6 7.4 76.5 91.5 97.6 99.5 92.5 99.2 92.0 97.9 91.7 4 |A. rostrata ¥
5 27.8 27.4 26.3 28.2 77.6 76.8 77.1 77.9 76.3 78.4 76.8 77.3 5 |O. nilotica
6 9.2 0.5 5.3 9.2 26.6 91.5 91.5 94.1 91.7 93.6 91.7 99.7 6 |A. japonica?
7 0.5 8.6 8.6 25 27.8 9.2 97.1 92.3 97.3 92.3 99.7 91.7 7 |A. anguilia?
8 3.0 8.6 7.4 0.5 27.4 9.2 3.0 92.5 98.7 92.0 97.3 91.7 8 |A. rostrata ?
9 8.3 6.1 4.4 8.0 26.3 6.1 8.3 8.0 923 989 925 939 9 |A. marmorata ¥
10 2.7 8.3 7.7 0.8 28.7 8.9 2.7 1.3 8.3 91.7 97.6 92.0 10 |A. rostrata ¥
11 8.9 6.7 5.0 8.6 25.5 6.7 8.3 8.6 1.1 8.9 92.0 93.3 11 |A. marmorata ®
12 0.3 8.2 8.3 2.2 27.8 8.9 0.3 2.7 8.0 2.4 8.6 92.0 12 |A. anguilla®
13 8.9 0.3 5.6 8.9 27.0 0.3 8.9 8.9 6.4 8.6 7.0 8.6 13 |A. japonica?®
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Above diagonal: percent similarity

Below diagonal: percent divergence.
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Identification of Anguilla japonica, A. rostrata and A. anguilla by RAPD and
PCR-RFLP Techniques

Abstract

Three related freshwater eels Anguilla japonica, A. rostrata and A. anguilla were discriminated by RAPD
(random amplified polymorphic DNA) and PCR-RFLP (polymerase chain reaction-restriction fragment length
polymorphism) techniques.

A 410 bp highly conserved segment of mitochondrial cytochrome b gene was amplified, respectively, and
phylogenetic relationship was analyzed according to the 374 bp consensus sequences of cytochrome b gene.
The results showed that A. rostrata and A. anguilla were most closely related, with the highest 97.6 of percent
similarity, while between A. japonica and A. rostrata or between A. japonica and A. angiuilla was with the

same percent similarity, 92.0.

Key words: Identification of eel species, RAPD, PCR-RFLP
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