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Bt REE Bl %At EOEY F4RY
(ST RL Y 5 TRERE TR K B D SRR AR TR D VI s 210029

WE T A XE#(Ictalurus punctatus) 4 At F 41 W 58 B AL T2 B A AR, ARHE R
AWERFHRYE MISA XHEAREHABR T EH#RATTH RN, ERET, A X2 K%
R, kP TEA T 2 510256 4, EK/Eik 11036941bp, HF, MITEHER SN E
25 4B R(25284 ), HANHE3 5, 15 M55 LeK, 05 Le6fkNMTLERERD, R
A5, BA LB RKE S TH FOMT E o3& 8 # 4 X (SPSS, r=0.98, P<0.01), 27 &
Je e RH B T B AR X F & A (785.03 NMb), 11 5 e (R By i T E AR X F E 5 /)N (615.89 MMb).
6MEAFENLANHTESY, FRENBERS, & L5 45.31%, F 5 #R AT =75 (38.53%).
=B FE(8.73%) . 1% H£(6.93%) . T I (0.46%) F1 /< A (0.04%) , BT X R E R AMTE F,
A0 MM BELAH KL G AL AC, AG, AT, AAT, AAAT, C, AAC. AAAC fr AAG, %L
HABW A, TRERS , AHRERTHIH—PARMEX Baae X FABERESE, FH5H

JE HEATIE 5 X R T AR 05 B B A R 15 BT S TR SR Gt Al oM

KA

hESEKE S017.4 XEMERIBED A

o TR R R 5 )y 51 # & (simple  sequence
repeats, SSRs), J iz AT T HAZ . JEAZEYI L) Rk
Hr, SR 1~6 bp 3L R A OCE & AR AT DNA P
o MR I B HER 22 5%, AP R SE BRI 5¢
# 1 (Morgante et al, 2001), Hirfr, Sg#& RITE & &2 ¥4
HORNTETE HA R L 5 B 7 51 RS 0, A e B R 46
R R A EAS TG B . AT, X R AT 2
ST RIS, 2012), HEA ZEME .

EE X B4, AFEFEH,;, MIE; M EAE
XEHE  2095-9869(2022)02-0089-09

@ MR SRR A, HRTEE 2 N s AL R A
(Shen et al, 2007; Xiaet al, 2010) . & LRI
b B %5 P54 47 (Narasimhamoorthy et al, 2008)2& i 58 1,

PE 5 X 2 #il(Ictalurus punctatus), X4 ifS, &
—Fh PR T AL SR A R AR K 135 o i BIdE 2 K =R
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RETE JCVE 2% ) it 2R RIREAA | 10k 6 DR 21 i 5 A AR 3R
PE R A= W R AR RN S 96 bR (7K 555, 2019) .

AR, T B R M AR | CEARER A IR A
D DL, I AT ket S b XoT ] A A R o5 SR S A R A T O R
FIAE A, WE LT — o TR R 054 AR A SR Ak S
(), PRI, BRE A SRR J5T T 1110 f 47 Bk ok 32 3
XKF. HET, CHMILY HEKE 28 DNA(RAPD)
Fric(Liu et al, 1998, 1999), 14 F Bt K fF £ &4k
(AFLP)#ric (Mickett et al, 2003; Simmons et al, 2006)
FFE A 7 31 3 T &L (EST-SSR)Fric (B % 55, 2008) %5
Z 43 FRic B R I T 5 i SR st A% F Rl R AD
ST EUR T3 T BB, T G T IR A SRR A 4 e PR A T
B3 AT AR A A 0 R LR o AS B 5 BRE LR
29 S YLt i b A TR P A AR | AR | R R AR 4y
ST GE o0, BN — 2 R M AT B A
SR A S A DRI T K | st AR 5
1L BRI TSR AL R TR}

1 #wREFE
1.1 &ERFAFRR

BE A SURRA 4 DR 21 54 A NCBI Genome i#i 2
(https://www.nchi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/?term=Ictalurus+p
unctatus) T #k, % ¢ %5 & GCA_004006655.3, LI

FASTA #% 30 SCHRAE, B8 29 SRy tafk, R/
>k 11 036 941 bp.

1.2 HIEAEAE

FFH TR R A MISA (http://pgre.ipk-
gatersleben.de/misal) % i 5 S 2 il 4x & PF 20 v ¢ R R
BRI HAT R MG T . ARG R
MISA BRINSHL, Sl A p R EATFE AT A, LU AR
Y 4 I R A B T A I 25 R IR I (R AR AR 46,
2020), RPEAGIEE 5T 5 s/ DLRGR E 10,
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U R HATIHIF ST .
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21 BRAXEMEEFRARMIESMESREFE

AR 5 SR8l 4 35 R 241 v 20 28 1 510 256 /> 58
MO TR, MKEN 11036941 bp, H43EHA
DNA F9 KR 1.45%, 1655 S RHN29 44
e, BRI R iR 2 2 S Ek, SR
BB 4.96%, HIWRKJE 35 Ak 1 5k,
I3t 4.72%F0 4.64%., 29 5 YL AR AR FIT A Y o iR v
i DR R R, N 2.27%, Z-PE IR B &
B, BE s, SRR A T 5 AT TR A e R K R L
A i F A (SPSS, r=0.98, P<0.01), i T AR5
YRR B B B A SEME(SPSS, r=-0.67, P<0.01)
(F1 K2,

22 PHRXEEHOFRAEHEARESXIHIESH
FHIE

W GETT Bl R, B SRR 4 R N 2 1~6 i
FEGIOUT, iR iR R RIEEE O, 5
MUK I — AR s o 7 B A SR % G (L PRl i
FEJFH T, B 27 5 29 5 Lk i cE KT
FAREESL , R 27 ZR YL @RI Ak i TR
w2, HAMKYUOE “iAE . AR . DB . T
N E LRI 1. H 3).

23 BRAXEWEERAMIERES LT

TEBE RIS RN a R N A TR A TR R, [
ol 24 Y A A ) R 0 o A A AR K 25 5 o 1 U
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Fig.1 Distribution of SSRs humber in each chromosome of |. punctatus
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Tab.1 Distribution of different types of SSRsin each chromosome of |. punctatus

etk BRI :b)ﬁ% Eb)ﬁ% IITERS BiRTE-S Ay E-" 5L & l:t_ F
Chromosome Monq- Di- _ Tr|-_ Tetra_- Penta_— Hexa_- Total Proportion Ak_)undance
nucleotide nucleotide nucleotide nucleotide nucleotide nucleotide  number 1% /(ind./Mb)
chrl 10 706 9314 2026 1541 90 8 23 685 4.64 631.43
chr2 10 765 10 510 2210 1670 113 16 25284 4.96 678.63
chr3 11 153 9133 1966 1708 106 8 24074 4.72 671.46
chr4 9397 8655 1805 1477 94 15 21 443 4.20 619.81
chrb 9870 8857 1884 1503 87 14 22 215 4.35 666.09
chré 9679 7564 1808 1440 94 7 20 592 4.04 640.71
chr7 9182 7664 1763 1344 78 11 20 042 3.93 645.94
chr8 9192 7383 1738 1506 134 19 962 3.91 656.43
chr9 9246 7323 1700 1400 95 19 769 3.87 654.32
chr10 9319 6579 1671 1309 81 4 18 963 3.72 652.86
chrll 8191 6362 1506 1216 84 14 17 373 3.40 615.89
chrl2 8163 7613 1657 1241 94 8 18 776 3.68 667.10
chrl3 8010 6474 1517 1187 89 2 17 279 3.39 630.03
chrl4 7540 6573 1438 1167 72 9 16 799 3.29 629.18
chrl5 7986 7062 1632 1301 81 8 18 070 3.54 692.71
chrl6 8445 6545 1555 1214 67 9 17 835 3.50 686.91
chrl7 7701 6527 1534 1209 85 7 17 063 3.34 658.37
chrl8 8296 6242 1616 1272 75 6 17 507 3.43 714.20
chr19 6657 6175 1265 1031 70 5 15 203 2.98 630.12
chr20 6985 6069 1424 1140 85 9 15712 3.08 699.23
chr2l 6935 5508 1348 995 72 6 14 864 291 708.25
chr22 6194 5538 1237 918 65 3 13 955 2.73 702.17
chr23 6590 5309 1281 1049 71 5 14 305 2.80 725.33
chr24 6139 4763 1259 963 64 5 13193 2.59 669.60
chr25 6063 4649 1209 956 65 4 12 946 2.54 665.34
chr26 5789 5457 1185 977 73 7 13 488 2.64 706.88
chr27 6132 6198 1174 981 69 4 14 558 2.85 785.03
chr28 6124 5438 1148 931 62 7 13710 2.69 744.33
chr29 4675 5143 998 723 45 7 11 591 227 759.74
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6.93% Q.46% STV B RTE 520 U, o5 SRR ESH R

e \ EWE 98.28%. VUG K i 5 #5 DUR LB AL e 5~14 3, /5
ononucieotiae

T - B VOB L S H 1 98.59%., B ik 7 4 4 Il Ak 3 A

e IE 5~12 0K, o AR S 1) 96.53%. ANk
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Fig.3 Distribution of SSRsrepeat typesin
genomes of |. punctatus

/b, THRGEE A 4 FERI, B R 2
AC 4], HKAE AG Fil AT, CG 5% i/,
A5 gAY 0.14%, — AL H, it
fyJE AAT, HokJ& AAC Fil AAG,, VOB i i 42 5 0
DL AAAT FIl AAAC 5B i % . s 3 F
255 ATAAT (394 4~). AAAAC (223 4~)Fl
AAAAT (168 1~), 43l i FAdFE Y 16.69% . 9.45%F!
7.12%, 7B A5 2B AN T 5 A A S AL
WD H Ao, B I R 2

24 BMAXEEMIESEESXEE NHHMIFE

BE o SRl AT A TR R0 A 4 DAL
TERZESRIRR, B/MED R 5k, I RK¥EIN 127 1k,
96.66%01 it TR .0 7 5115 DU RS i #E 5~30 Z (1],
BA T A o A DL F AR R AR 10~30 3Kk, o BLAREL
A DEBHK 98.30%., —HfidkE & A EHE
HRTE 5~30 YR, 5 AR RSB H ) 93.47%, gL

BN FEERE 5~7 R, HABEAKEN
83.78% (I 4).

3 i
31 HAXEMEERARIERINSHEESH

T B AR IC 2 — R Tz B4 FARicEoR , BE
SRR 3R [ B K R SR R TR AR
HoAR B HIT B R E Ao, BEAR LS 1k 3R A5
A hRic il B B R0 A 7 T RS SR R TOR
AR AT R, TEBRE S Y 762 Mb 94 554
HIpph, MERESENSENAL 1.45%, 5N
(Homo sapiens)(3%)(Subramanian et al, 2003) , 2 it
(Pelteobagrus fulvidraco)(1.8%) (14874545, 2020)%:4)
PR L, T R AERE A SRR B 2 rh A
M5 %% (Sus scrofa)(0.85%) (iS4, 2014), KAESH
(Ailuropoda melanoleuca)(0.64%)(Z=4-2 45, 2014) . #k
Ji% (Moschus berezovskii)(0.42%) (/5 &%, 2017)%5 4 H
oA %, HE AT RS AN R A i R 2 RN 2
S e R DR 2 P e RN HE S O AN ]

TEARMR R, Ytk DNA 3K E 5 ek
BRSO TR B B A OGP (SPSS,
r=0.98, P<0.01), ixX 5 ¥ 7K % (2012) Fl L SC 42 %5 (2013)
FIIF 5T 45 R —3. AR 3 T Hancock (1996) A9
P QeI AR EEBE W ES. St

*2 HAXEMEEFNAMIEHSERSH 10 HESE NEH
Tab.2 Top 10 repeated copy categories of microsatellites in genomes of |. punctatus

RS Ko K di bt IR £ Abundance % ¥ Density
Motif Counts Length /bp Percentage /%  Average length /bp /(ind./MDb) /(bp/MDb)
A 215753 2958 299 93.35 13.71 283.14 3882.25
AC 123 484 3065578 62.80 24.83 162.05 4023.04
AG 39884 1025944 20.28 25.72 52.34 1346.37
AT 32978 1490 536 16.77 45.20 43.28 1956.07
AAT 25903 839 853 58.14 32.42 33.99 1102.16
AAAT 15 598 415 802 44.10 26.66 20.47 545.67
C 15371 219 430 6.65 14.28 20.17 287.96
AAC 7320 151 989 16.43 20.76 9.61 199.46
AAAC 4908 123 278 13.88 25.12 6.44 161.78
AAG 3076 67 944 6.90 22.09 4.04 89.16

T 5 RN IS A R TR iy b

Note: The percentage represents the proportion of different types of SSRs
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Btk £ R T R R, R AR L
Bk 27 5 F1 29 5 YL (A R R K T BRI S, B5F
f 29 FRYL A AR TR Ay AR RRAE , RISRRE I i 2
UG 0 . R . DUBRE . RS RN S
X AN ML 5 5K B 45 (2008) X A #8148 % (Tribolium
castaneum) [ BfF 75 25 AR RL, 1 55 85 745 55 (2012) X 41
JF A% (Gallus gallus) 45 Fe o AR s T2 4345 1% Bl I F 5
gE IR A 22 HT . SR (2005) N, TR — A AN T]
Pefk b, SRR ER T mARKZE S
ARFFE R S5 R, A PP IS ) 1L R A 45 Y (A 1
Y5 AT A5 B AR , 3K FT BE RIS [R] 4 ) AN [] 2 A
MR E TR LR

B i, SRl 4 R DR 2 e T o b A A R Y
PRGBS, R TS, X S (AR A,
2014) . MREF(S 155, 2017) 5 FL B DL A B AR T
fii (Takifugu flavidus)(TR 7R85, 2021) 55K A= 34 1)
A RMPFEE R 30 M5 — L =AY R A oE 45 Al
5, Kk §l(Rattus norvegicus) (74 K = 5%, 2015) ., BT &
4 8} (Gobiidae) (F1 2242 45, 2016) /2% LA Bl L2 AU fp
% s o TR (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) (Katti et al,
2001). %[ /)N (Blattella germanica)(F &5%, 2015)
SEDN DA = RS A o L) B e o RIS 43 2 A 1)
Pl BT DR RHIEEE , KEEFPER &
BB R LA, DR AR AE B ) Sy =
BN H 2 . NS (2015) I\ AE A Y BRI
2 B ] T RO A T R AR UL EHEIE AN RE
WEFE th BT A 22 A W R ) 4 35 PR 2 Ak T 2 1) 9 A R
fE, AHFEXT e, 5nT ALK & B R B R
o MRE T AS[7) 4 178 4 25 PR 4 A 02 40 A 1 10 LA
B 2550 . ATRERY IR RIAT 2 A e 1) By F A TS AL O e A

A, ZRBEARE; 2)a] g5 A R AP 5 N R 18
FAREATG, PRI T AR Rk PR 4L A RRAIE

32 BMRAXEMEREELEMIEARRELN S5
fEST

AN TR Fofr ) 4 35 DR 4 vp B 02 0 5 NSO [] 2
S EFRK, Fl—LRAFEEGBAATERKES .
BF 557, SR 4 i PR A A B v R I S A A A 3 2 Gl
GBI AL AC. AG. AT il AAT, 5HJE T B
() B 0 (R 77N 4, 2020) . 6B TG40 i (Agenei osus
marmoratus) (K & %) & [ #if (Bagarius yarrelli)(K %
F)MIHT 5 RO HGREE I 76 2 —F H L aT DAg I,
VIR RGO RGO, Rk iEidEiE . £HA
45 (2015)%F 7 Fh R 57 s Wy A B PR 2E 1 TR A3 A R IFE
AR T RIFER S5 . X Al RE UL T R Y8 &b E
A )RR LA ) A R R S TR BT AR 1 1), B T B
FIEFGRL, (A5 56 5 00 FAHE W A L T A2 5 91 43
A AR T

PRSI DAL, A A E, XH5EA
) 246 TR 22 50 HE W 1) 4 3 TR A A T 5 P R 2R TR AR A
MG, WM (Macaca fascicularis) (4 € =4,
2018) . £ 21} (Boa constricto) (% 4%, 2017)4% . T
FRMLL AC Fi b Bl R, SRR C RS,
2015) . /)y El(Mus musculus) (2 ¥ 25, 2006) i) . fil &
KRS — S, TS EE/ N (RS, 2015)
1 JFNS (B R4, 2012) LA AT Bl 328 1] o5 AL 3 iy 405 L
AHHTE . Bachtrog %5 (2000)% H 6 5 j1E H i@
(Drosophila melanogaster ) BEAVE M BF 5T X 4, 15—
el 5 7 2 2 A v A () B 5 2K O A A T R AR AN [
4518, FRIATERNE R S i T A AC 2514
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XPRAFF L AT ZERKAG 2 o M AEBE 5 SRR 4
MG RN, s AC ZE BB 0 E e
BEER G nT RE R O DR 3 A 1) 7 BE S S R A 4 A
Hig DR, AC ZEHEHE P I 1 548 R U] AL T H
5], XA R TR 2) AC
FN T A 45 Ty o HA 2 51 5 A8 1M 1, HL B A Wi
FUR A5 RURTR] 0 P b e A i A v S i) T 6 B %)
B & JR AT R A0 s T SO0 DR B R O o X BRE A SRR e
KUk, AIReiE AR AC HE NI L AR T 7R
EE T EZENIEM. Kk, JigiERh FRIEH ik
Fhigte, &R AC EMFESCR b IRt Hbhi . o)
Fh, CG M & imfl, LA CAHMRNYRI 4
FENH M DR RE, itk CG 25 H & F 41
S FE L R ZH A AR R

LA, B H R 2R AAT 285, Hik
& AAC Fil AAG, X 5 AR =S 5 2 R AW R 3 Fh
1) —FE Y (Subramanian et al, 2003). F55 &M,
e = R AR 28N T ATE A R A 4 A, Uk e
M = RS R A BE A5 A5, i SR AE R IR 1 R
Al e B E TR AN Fo e 1 (Pearson et al, 1996),
AN, 3 BB 2 e PRl ) Rk B 25 0 E S iy A 4
YEROBCC AR5, 2016), WFoR B, A2 —Lbiifl
PR, WHE X ZEAIE. WLsmE S R A RS S5 EN
2] v e e = e E A2 T 4 0 3 AT G (SchiGtterer,
1998; Kovtun et al, 2001), 17 5F a5 S FE 4 — fif 3 5 2 )7
ST 3 AN 5 A —2, BIIL, B S S sk
P et 5 =i E 2 P S G (R AR AN, 2021).

DURE I | RIS AR B 2 T 2 Fh 2 4
AAAT . AAAC Fil ATAAT. AAAAC, NHfFERY %R
AEXT T AT 5 A R D B R 2 ) 2 R
J& TGACTA HI ATAGTC, i 3 Foig &2l —F,
DB | B S A 2 B o B Y AT B
o, FUIFFEH, DNA JPHIH GIC Fabllm, W
B XTSI, S A (2018)# 1 41
Hr iR 35 53 U1 (Patinopecten yessoensis) it A 2H 114 1 T2 &
SPARFEIE, 15 DNA K13 Sh AL A 2 L% 1
AIT H 2 R = JLR T = i 4518 . Schorderet 45
(1992)i\Fy, HHTHEMI4H CpG WAk, MmENE C
K TEM R FEAE T A8 M B g T X nf G2 —
BE T CG SR/, TG (AC KIS REZHIEN .,
PRI Stallings (1992)FFE N AH , TCig & ™A CpG
AL 7R, SR PR CG T NH Em/ MY,
fl$e i CpG 45th & —Fhf F 451,

33 Bim X EHE A B ERHE S
B SRS PR, BR IR 10~11

P DV A /N sh 2 4, SR T 5 B o A O AR
BRSO R D A R XA R A R
A3 W R G 4 56 TR 2H R T A A SRR AE A AT o Ellegren
(2000)iAFy, FESEPRMEE I, i TR P AR B 2 GE
FE—E M I, PR S A ik PR ) AR K, AT
T TR KBTI K 54, %ISR
Tl TR G AR BRI AT G . A PR R, [RFp 2Ty
T T v DL VR 22 R B HE R B0 Y ELA T R R R
AR AR EE YR, AR iR (Leopoldino
etal, 2003). I, il DREKERK, HEEEHK
1%, BRES 5y S M3 58 A8 T B AN 52 HE A i PR B
e T EIF A, i 15 5 52 B0k 2 19 58 5 B T R A0
Hb KPH R I E i 2 A, R TR 2k
L0 S ] B B e A N0 1 G ER =X WX S i
fEbric(F A H 4§, 2015).

ZE LR, AHESE A MISA X BiE A5 S 2 il
S I e B R TR AT TR ITAT, 153 B
T R4 R R AR TR B A AR RRAE AN T - BN R
I g AR B, TS DR R L A
oA A TR RO KRB & BRI L > i I > — i g >
DU 6§ 35 > 1l 35>l 356 11 A R 43 A B o 45 2R g 10
RIS AIT BRSPS T TP 51 45 DL
Bk, HBCR D AT B SRR e 1R
FRICHTF A | a8 ZREE AT R F AR ic B R A SR 10T
TR SR

L % X M
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Analysis of Microsatellite Distribution Characteristicsin the
Channel Catfish (I ctalurus punctatus) Genome

TANG Rongye, SU Mengyuan, YANG Wenshan, XU Jigjie, WANG Teo", YIN Shaowu"

(College of Marine Science and Engineering, Nanjing Normal University Nanjing, Jiangsu Province Engineering Research Center
for Aquatic Animals Breeding and Green Efficient Aquacultural Technology, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210023, China)

Abstract To understand the distribution of perfect microsatellites in the genome of the channel
catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), we used MISA, a bioinformatics software package, to search and analyze the
microsatellites. A total of 510256 perfect microsatellites were isolated from 29 chromosomes of
I. punctatus, with a total length of 11036 941 bp. The chromosome containing the largest number of
microsatellites was chromosome 2 (25 284), followed by chromosomes 3, 1, and 5. Chromosome 29 had
the lowest number of microsatelites (11591). The length of each chromosome was significantly
correlated with the number of microsatellites it contained (SPSS, r = 0.98, P < 0.01). The highest relative
abundance of microsatellites was found on chromosome 27 (785.03 ind./Mb), and the lowest was on
chromosome 11 (615.89 ind./Mb). Among the six repeat types, mononucleotides were the most frequent,
accounting for 45.31% of the total, followed by dinucleotides (38.53%), trinucleotides (8.73%),
tetranucleotides (6.93%), pentanucleotides (0.46%), and hexanucleotides (0.04%). The predominantly
repeated microsatellite sequences in the |. punctatus genome were A, AC, AG, AT, AAT, AAAT, C, AAC,
AAAC, and AAG, showing an obvious inclination towards A and T bases. The results of this study
provide a reference for the further study of |. punctatus genome characteristics and contribute basic data
for future investigations into molecular marker-assisted breeding and genetic information assessment of
|. punctatus.
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