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Microsatellites in the growth-related genes of female and
male Tongue sole Cynoglossus semilaevis and
their application in the population genetic analysis
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ABSTRACT Seven microsatellite loci were identified in the GH., GHRH and PACAP genes

of Cynoglossus semilaevis, and were used as polymorphic markers to analyze the genetic diversi-
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ty and genetic structure of two wild populations (BS and YS) and a cultured population (HS).
The results revealed that no genetic polymorphism was detected in three loci out of seven. The
numbers of alleles in the other four loci ranged from 2 to 37, with an average of 9.5, and the
numbers of effective alleles ranged from 2 to 28. 9, with an average of 8. 4. The observed and
expected heterozygosities ranged from 0. 514 5 to 0. 773 8 and from 0. 569 0 to 0. 867 1, respec-
tively. The average polymorphism information content per locus ranged from 0. 482 9 to 0. 831
4. The results of pairwise Fgr and individual distribution analysis demonstrated that there was
no significant difference between the wild populations, while significant differences were ob-
served between the wild and the cultured populations. Moreover, based on the distribution of
alleles and diploid genotypes, no significant difference was observed between female and male in
any of the three populations.
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H K& (Growth hormone, GH) | 4 K #% Z BE i % 2 (Growth hormone release hormone, GHRH) #l I
12 I B2 PR AL i 1% 7% 22 ik (Pituitary adenylate cyclase activating polypeptide, PACAP) {F Sk B 22 1) # 2 N 43 Wb
W IR R IR R g b B+ B EH . GHRH M1 PACAP 15 A 20 GH B A
T AR GH f0W. 1i GH R8T R A K R/ R EAER  BA AL 8 B A 8 R 5 AR
W (Emtner et al. 1990) . Bahnf KSR $E S S W L3R (Donaldson et al. 1979) 5202515 & (Bo-
lton et al. 1987) %4 FRINEE .

f12¢ GH.GHRH il PACAP J& A5 F 5 19 2 354k O 5 & RIERAFTE—E M HE . Kang % (2002)
RILARMRTE W A 6F Paralichthys olivaceus GH K& [R5 A% B 1S R BB R A7 7 W 35 00 S5 BT M o 70 200 a5 ik
Salvelinus al pinus H,GHRH/PACAP2 1y 1 Mg H) SNP £ 3L K 5 B W A K F W B B3 #9 A %M (Tao
etal. 2003), 45 CETELFE B @I MNIWIHT Lates calcarifer (Yue et al.  2001) IV 4 85 {1 Nibea
coibor (Zhang et al. 2009 ) GH JEHEFmEBX KMM LEFY . BAWRENH..MNT GHEFAB I FXH
BT B AN 5 AT DA S o 119 3t A% b i » mT T T 0% B A1 AR KO 2k (Almuly er el 2005) . oAb, 7ELL 5
(Stein et al. 2002) F1Jg B B Ak 4 Oreochromis niloticus (Lee et al. 2003) F R # 2)] 5 M: 9 & B gy i T A
Pric. BE)G . TEe B B AR AL 88 Salmo gaidnerii () GH LR E &3 17 5 M 50 & 8109 i & Frid (Blanck
etal. 2009; Perry eral. 2005), Hy AT LAHEWT A7 T4 KAH OC 2 RE JE D o (9 03 TL R A s AR 7T B 5 AR K 1
ARFNPE T AH O

23 H 8 Cynoglossus semilaevis , J@ 8 H Pleuronectiformes. 15 #i %} Cynoglossidae. 15 # )@ Cynoglos-
sus . FEIAG TR0 R, TR A 44 B K R SR SRR 0 T T A SR AR G o (EL I [] 1 A A 1 DR/
A A AR A A W 2 e Y AR TR R MR 2~ 3 A8 T Sk R I AR N o A K T Y 2
JUE 2 T SR AR . G e BE 2K T 8 GHLGHRH 1 PACAP JE B R 47 77 91 73 A7 o 78 H
JA T RIN & 7 ORI T R R AR AR 1 L BT A 2 5 6 T A PR A S A SR
S R F R R IR T B KAl A G 2k B GHLGHRH A PACAP 75 A [ 4 44 7] S #E 14
e S R T T TR 2 ST S IR B A IR D A KM R M rh o 2 N IR Ry RN 2 5 S
P 22 (8] 2 A5 A7 AR A O TR 0 0 S 7 1 P31 22 5 B kA

1 #RI5F%®
1.1 ##
A2 T B T A AR T 2007 4F 43 3SR H i A EEE L i R (BS) 3t 70 B B IR (YS) 3 61 B,
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KE N 72.4~216.9 g, AL, VEHL— P FRFE BEAR (HS) 2k 93 FBFE N 2 2009 4F B 3 7 52536 25 4 2 1 21 1 7
MK R ARE N 0. 9~8. 6 g, HME M5 M3 N KT E B A R, B R BERRE S BOH 3 35 LA AR 77
FWKs 15— 30 C UKEH 1747 .

1.2 7%

1.2.1 X HAE DNA #9428

(o] B/ 58 05 b B 0 vk B OE R B8R UL Y 41 29 B 9 41 DNA (Sambrook er al. 1989). F H]
NanoVue ™ # 2 & i { (GE Healthcare) Il # i JE I 41 DNA 19 v B2 R 20 8 Lk B2 A B 22 100 ng/pl,
T—20 CRAfF4
1.2.2 miEHEHNERE

F I MEVESR: 519 CseF382N1 F CseF382C1(Chen et al.  2007), % ] PCR J7 ik % & 2 B H BRAE S iy
BALYES . PCR 48 5 i 14 & S AR e 4 bk STk b i U4k 45 4 78 Veriti 96-well AJE L CABD | 347,
PCR =¥ 48 1. 5 % B JR A EE I FL YK AG I . 9738 1 350 bp MEPE 45 245315 0414, ) 8 Hos AL PR B e [l 2 o
T o AN T 5 — X M RS A28 RIS R S A S R A R A HER I CR R D
1.2.3 Zl &t AT 2547

mak 1R ek & 8 GH.GHRH J& PACAP JER JE 3+ &N & F BRI 7 3 TR Z B A
LW s R SF XS R FREE R BEWY 3. PCRY WA R 15 pl 4345 0.3 U Tagq fff (Promega) ,
2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 1. 2 ;1,25 mmol/L MgCl, 1. 2 x1,10X Tag Buffer 1. 5 41,20 pmol/L 519145 0. 6 pul 5
H DNA 0.5 plo g5 J5 K ddH, O #h % 15 plo R : 94 CHIZE M 5 min; 94 CAEYE 45 5,55 CHE 45 s,
T2 CHEMR 45 s, 3L 35 MG fx Jg 72 CHEfH 10 min, PCR =49 #in A &5 IR LAY Ik % A8 PR 77, 95 °C A8 E
10 min, B J5 2647 6 20 2R P Tk e 368 Jsg P VRS D0 AR % I 4138 DR A LA
12,4 BFEHH

Xf HEDNA J B B2 AR i pBR322/Mspl( Tiangen, 3t 50) 8 & & A @ 3 K 8. i J§ Genepop 4. 0
(Rousset et al.  2008) G5 1145 1A 1) 55 407 36 AR CAO RIS B £ & J8 (Ro) ST BRI R M4 B 1 (Ho) o
WA B (Ho) M Z 545 B & & PIO L7 i5 i« IR A H#” (Hardy-Weinberg) - i I 3 F1 5 % #5 10 [7] %
BIAS - G 30 5 5 R exact G test” S 4G 0 24 9 0 855 4% A AR DA ME e 1 4R A 22 T 25 A7 66 TR 4 A1 R0 XU 4 ik
KB4 A 19 22 5 5 i I % Bonferroni 3 ( Sequential Bonferroni method) (Rice et al.  1989) & 1E A< A 5% t] fp
HZ st P AE ;8 B F Arlequin 3. 5 (Excoffier ez al.  2010) 35 & BE R 8] 1) [ € 38 20 (Fsr ) (Weir et
al.  1984) ., B Structure 2. 3. 3 ¥R B HE 5 4L 45 #4 F 347 843 B 43 7 (Pritchard ez al. 2000)

2 ERE5SMH

2.1 BEREESHN

ARWFGEIEI) 7 AT AL S 3 T AR Rl bl 28 o 43 00 R S DR 2 90 v, S 5 R v ) LR 67 8 DL 36 1
I 3k 6 7 35 D) 3 R PR B DX A A T 3] ) Al TR AT s o T 2 M O A TR AR 3R A A 1) 3 1 2 R
e 7L 3 A ALEAE 3 AP RS AR 4 A7 s (GH-SSR1,GH-SSR2, GHRH-SSR2 F
PACAP-SSRO# Rt T AFKFRy 280, Hd ,GH-SSRI f i i 28 . 4 D2 B MR TR A A
LRI 2] 60 A4 FEFH , GH-SSRI v A5 0 21 1) 55 07 5& H 5e 2, Ok 37 45177 PACAP-SSR A5 0 1) 114 45 o7 5 [
B/ AUH 5 AR FE

WEE 2 F7R o4 AL AE 3 AR o A0 25 07 3 PR A CAD BB L Ry 2~ 37, SS9 S5 SE R BCH 9. 55 30
BBl 2~28. 9, PG 8SE A B A 8. 4. T o s (A A% 55 o7 266 DR B /I 1 B0 55 1 L 48 380 19 55 6
FEREL . A I A5 CHo) I3 L Ry 0.427 0~0. 885 2, FX{E y 0. 608 65 JH B 4 & i (Hy) 1930 Bl
0.502 3~0.969 4, F{H N 0. 671 9, KA HMFH L E/AEE &8 PIO MTEHE N 0.374 7~0.960 1,4
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0. 602 8, AL#E Bostein 25 (1980) (432 hr1fE . PACAP-SSR {7 & J@ T B £ &7 45 (0. 25 << PIC < 0.5),
AR 3 AL B i B 2 84 (PIC > 0.5) . &AL i FERF A B A T 9 A Rs \Ho \He F PIC 75 T 3R FH B
& . Hardy-Weinberg J-#ij 6 35 45 5 3¢ H] , GH-SSR1 .GHRH-SSR2 Fil PACAP-SSR 3 A3 i 7E 35 58 B & b 114
PAEY/NT 0.012 5, UL I EFR I HER A 3R 3 N7 0 I 25 I 25 i il « SRR A 7 A T 4 A4~ 22 281k 67 s 78 BF
AR T R 5E Al - AR S S A R

x1 THHIESIMHFIIRBIEE

Table 1 Sequence and their specific annealing temperature of seven pairs of microsatellite primers

. N YAl N B R EECC) "
BT i 5Ty EH i K 319551
Repeat ) . Annealing . o
Locus . Gene Location Primer sequences(5'-3")
motif temperature
GH-SSR1 (TAGA) 4 GH EoWET 55 F: TTTATTTTACATTAGCTGAGAC
R: GTGCTGATGTGAACTTGTAT
GH . F: ACATACAAGTTCACATCAGCAC
GH-SSR1 (TG)1z HONET 55
R: TTGTTGTCGGGGATGATA
GHRH-SSR1 (AT)- GHRH HHTR 53 F: TGTATGCCTAATTATCCTAAT
R: GTCGTAACTGATGTCTTTTTC
GHRH-SSR2 (AG) 1 GHRH B F I 53 F: AGTAAATAGTTCACAGGCATAA
R: TAGTCACTCCCACATCACAT
GHRH-SSR3 (TC). GHRH T 55 F.: CCTTCTAATCCTCTCTATTTCCC
R: AAGACAGAGTGATGAAGACAACC
GHRH-SSRA (GA), GHRH BoWNET 50 F: TTTCATAACCTTCACAAATCA
R: AATGTCACTCTGGTACAGCAC
PACAP-SSR (ATT)s PACAP B ET 55 F: ATGACAGTTCGTGCAGGGTA

R: TCACGCCACCAAACAACA

2.2 BkE AR S

T BERXS Z (8] 1 For {8 H % 47 W S5 PR R 00 (3% 3) . 45 S 3R B L i ifg R e g R AR (R AN A7 76 e 5
WAL 2R (P= 0.833) , 1M F& FH BE UK 5 30 B0 BE AR (0] 9 77 76 B Mt i 22 /% (P<<0. 00, JF H 2= R
FRAR = (HS FI BS 8] Fsr = 0. 240 8 , HS f1 YS ] Fsr = 0. 255 4),

2.3 NMESESH

HT 24 T 825 AR R 1Y I 1A 23 S P (AT D RIS A BiE 3 (3 O Y45 SR AT DL R Bl B2 (RO e o 2 i PAS
P A TR AR R B AR AR 1) 0 TG ) 5 A DS ) 22 5 T 9 8 A BV AR AR Z BN AR R 25 5. X — A5 R
F]L DI B AR A 22 1) B 0 38 i3 15 22 5 ol LUK LSRR — Rl

2.4 BEEZEROWH
WAL M E S R BN .70 B B AR ARRE S R A 42 OV MEYE .61 BEIG I AR AREES R A 42 BN
WEPE L 93 R FRFAMEIRFE S P AT 54 B MEYE . AR LR ME R S e g B A 3 AN BEIR A B R4 ok M L E TR

IR “exact G test” XA AR P 2 X008 1) 45 7 68 DR R XA AR 8 PR B 0 A AT T 22 5 o0 Mo S SR N6 5
JIE 7R o 3 F 25 7 LR 40 A5 (1 25 52 40 B 1 P ABLYS L #E 0. 067 4~1..000 0 Z [8] , T 3 F AU 1A 56 AL A3 i (1 P



22 ok B g R %33 &

Y HEIFE 0. 058 6~1. 000 0 Z [i] , ¥ AR 3k ) 22 53 i 2 Pk op A of P=>0. 05 1bmifE . L. 4 Al TR 2 M i AE
3 AN TRV B MR A1 ) ) 249 A7 A 3 2

R2 ATHIBRREINEBREBHETHIWER

Table 2 The analysis of four microsatellite loci in three populations of Cynoglosseas semilacvis

TR B REIA
N A Rs Ho Hg PIC P
Locus Sample
BS 70 37 28.9 0.885 2 0.969 4 0.960 1 0.019 6
YS 61 28 28.0 0.827 6 0.965 5 0.946 5 0.033 8
GH-SSR1
HS 93 3 3.0 0.608 7 0.666 5 0.587 7 0.000 0~
¥ Average 23 20.0 0.773 8 0.867 1 0.831 4
BS 70 6 5.8 0.660 0 0.686 7 0.629 5 0.303 8
YS 61 6 5.7 0.456 5 0.608 2 0.526 3 0.101 7
GH-SSR2
HS 93 2 2.0 0.427 0 0.502 3 0.374 7 0.203 8
SEY Average 5 4.5 0.514 5 0.599 1 0.510 2
BS 70 9 6.8 0.750 0 0.674 9 0.609 6 0.219 2
YS 61 7 5.7 0.647 1 0.662 8 0.602 8 0.7235
GHRH-SSR2
HS 93 4 3.6 0.428 6 0.619 3 0.547 9 0.000 0~
S Average 7 5.4 0.608 6 0.652 3 0.586 8
BS 70 5 4.8 0.6557 0.603 7 0.520 2 0.0357
YS 61 4 3.9 0.5250 0.575 0 0.474 1 0.312 3
PACAP-SSR
HS 93 3 3.0 0.431 2 0.528 2 0.454 5 0.002 1*
¥ Average 4 3.9 0.537 3 0.569 0 0.482 9

T N FRHEA G, A FoR %0738 BV ReFRoR 7 25 R 7 B2 Ne 3 n A 205 7 3 B A, HoRm RN ¢ & 2 He R 7/ )i, PIC
RRZEERE R P RN M- RAAR &R P CRE P{E = 0.012 5), » R0 5 5 &5 Wl - A 1S F 5

3 it

3.1 ERKBBEASREFERFIBNESMNE

28 GH BE B 1 HE 4 5% XA AR F 5 19 22851 0 H 2 6% DX B 8 m i Tal 951 . Gross 48 (1995) B SG 7
FHEE R IN R GH HE N 2251k b5 TEIR K 2K BR 1 Abramis brama Wkl 8] 2 357 (Gross et al.
1906) . 74, G H [ T 41 4 52 4 1K 3 €0 52 i 4 25 5% 15 2 B 4 B0k PR ) 10 46 b BF 55 (De-
Santis et al. 2007),

fERT, GH S HAH KR IER 1) DNA Z 25 PE R 5 A S5 A4 RMDIRAE G . Kang 45 (2002) 2T 60 1)
9 8 B IR G URAE S R AR IR AR EOR 03 O 3 2L LU T GH R DR 54, S IAE A W] 4031 1) GH & AT 7
LA TR L R U R A AR B S . A . GHRH £ 50 & 52 M 32 48 7 i i) — Fh 8 %238 4% B T (Cheong
etal. 2006),3f 53 F Hiiﬁﬂa‘ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ{“,ﬂ\ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ BN T2 GH BRI TR 2 235 M i 0F 52 4k
EE . X IEEE(2009) %) 3 MR R EE AT R GH BERHEAT 1P A R il TR 2 AR I L O i —
55%%7%%%5%%@%2@@&@6%0 B HE— RS T GH K HAH G 5E I 2 5 v 7E A4 K MR
AR I B AR ic 4 Bt & H S E DI fig (Franco ez al.  2005),
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i . ) . K3 FBEBINHECATE FaE(MHALT)
3.2 ETFEKBEXEEAMIEM SRS MMM EZHAR PE(HESL)

'f?%#—gﬁ*ﬁ Table 3 Fgr values (the below diagonal) and

significant P values (the upper diagonal) for the pairwise

Y4 B i RAPD #8472 4 L cD-

NA 3P A i 2 Hh R o 102 37 45 (Liu ez al. v
2008a; Sha et al.  2010). Pt #h, Liao % Population w ” C
(2007) MF W 75 B 3E DR 28 (G, o T2 4

comparison of the samples of C. semilaevis

. . HS — < 0.001* "™ < 0.001***
JER RS 57 N DR S IR TR R 17 A4 s o910 8 B o835 3
P 2 > A 1Yy ' '
xR MRRIE. Zhong Z (200D FF & T 12 MM s 0. 255 4 0,001 8 _

TRARICTETE IR A rp X X S8R 10 A R 35
g @ AT 1A . S5 R KRB, X LRl Al
DLW TR ot A2 2l Al 20 i . V8 B R AG KiE
RS AL R DRI gy mEes rBeEm I REHE(K=2) PR SRS

TE e x % x FORBEIR BN 22 0 3%

Note: * * * means significant difference between populations

R B 8 AL 5 M B B 9 A EEA R AL Table 4 Percentages of three C. semilaevis

ﬁ:}ﬂé‘% (2011 )%ﬂﬁﬁﬁi]}%fi -Laﬁjtﬁ-ﬂé {%’rﬁ@%%‘% sole populations in two hypothetical populations

B HE A RO B A 2 ME A% R B REIR 0 a8t 1L 2 A ik fl s A 1 {5 Pl Y 2 A

P, Population Hypothetical Hypothetical Number of
FEVEBER B T S BRI U D S 8 2 population 1 (%) population 2 (%) individuals

o7 56 IR i 2k, TR 2% B B MG 1 st AR 22 R BS 0.011 0. 989 70

(Norris et al.  1999), Liu % (2008b) #] /i YS 0.017 0.983 61

ISSR AR FL 858 1 2 1 7 i 4 4> 95 A BF 1A Ok HS 0.982 0.018 93

M B R R S R 1 A 35 A R AR A gt 4%

ZREME . SR BOR SRR B A SR B L Z RO I BAE 4 ASEFAERER P PR IA Z Rl K Z 716
ERE S (Lineral.  2008b), ZAGFFE%F PACAP.GHRH F1 GH 3 4~ 35& A rf 3515 0 80 T8 07 15 2 B A b7
S5 R AE A W7 5 B AR TR 55 A4 [ L 58 R o SR B2 1 5 B AR AR R L L 38 B A 1 3t A% 2 RE M KO-
ST B A TN SR G R AR 22 () A7 A S 5 8t 1 22 S o (BB 2B TR 2 ) R L 2 35 1 st A 22 . A 9 3k BB
T BT A 2 T T 08 2 S B3 A A B — A FR B DRAIE A AR R 8 R A i i DR I ST 45 R B A R
FAEMAEYE . BRWFFE A At — 2D b 78 T R F L T B 5 R 43 A 21 0 7 S5 0 A 488 1% 25 44 HO B 9 0 6t

RS FRESHEABENFCARNSHNEESHINEEEIRSFHEREN

Table 5 P values of the difference between female and male C. semilaevis based on the distribution of alleles and diploid genotypes

WA 22 52 0 BT P AE

Fe ik P values of the difference between female and male
Population
GH-SSR1 GH-SSR2 GHRH-SSR2 PACAP-SSR Global
BS 0.511 3 0.624 7 0.067 4 0.1483 0.1757
S R 3 A
- .
Allele distribution YS 0. 206 6 0.788 8 0.624 9 0.285 6 0.530 6
HS 0.167 1 1. 000 0 0.164 2 0.806 2 0.165 7
BS 0.609 6 0.6337 0.058 6 0.170 8 0.1959
XA A B PR 2 43 A
YS N/A 0.812 7 0.632 6 0.350 2 0.755 3

Diploid genotype distribution

HS 0.217 4 1.000 0 0.082 1 0.749 3 0.216 8
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3.3 BETAKEXERMIEGANMAXESE = )

AR SRR R BT AR R GH =
IR IE R (Du ez al. 19933 Devlin et al.  2001), on.z ‘
BeAh TELT S AR B B A g B SRR S O s us

M1k P2 #RiC (Stein et al. 1993; Lee et al.  2001), BT RS B B (K — 2)
ARBTFEIIHT T 2R AR SR DR 9 B 1L 22 25 P A 1 1 Fig.1 The probability that an individual belongs
IR0 2 5 25 S0 A KT 0 M5 ) 3 t0-ane of two hypotheticsl populetions
WEREAN R 2Z [F] A 35 st A% 25 = B GH RO 6 0
PR A TR 22 25 PR S P00 T8 W 35 AH DG . 324y b o oK DL A ORH DG 6 PR A A T2 12 22 25 P 5 P AR DG A I
T B UETE R 1 5 GHLOGHRH A1 PACAP 5 PR bk il 31 1) 2 25 PR 1o T8 o7 5002 75 5 P 31 7 78 DR 8K
ABIFFE LI T TGS 32 2 B A5 B AR S — > TR B BRI AT 22 25V 23 A o LSRN ME A 31 [ ) 22 25 M 22 5 AR
15 55 PR AR G A i TR AR 0 B IF AR ARG OB ZE R . HEW LI I L W] R B T A R TR R AR IC S
5% PR T AR 2 T e R B b AR M P B T 32 a5t 1% TRV B3R S b I 32 B BE A5 A A BB IR B TR K
FRE R IR 2R 2 e . R EA EME AR S AR 10 A A AR i) R F O PRI RS 2007) o [R5
I 1 AR A X T R 22 A5 M 00 ME AR 22 S o A 3 T — E B RE R o (ELAS IR S 6 A AR T A AR R M ] S
PE R PRGN B A T Z AR S, 5340 A5 B0 3 TR BR 0 RT A e 0 2 e R B 35 1 45 0 1 B RORR I .
GH M RERfE M E K E P B EZE/EM ., Ah, Almuly 5 (2008) K3 GH FEH % — N & 1 1/h
BEG RAEEE GH R RE R T HEMEMN ., Wik, #2228 GH MM CHEEM LE 2SS4
K MR B AR S PEWE T L I 43 A1 3k S B T8 B A7 o 7 5 TR 3 508 T 428 v I AR T 3 6 7 DA AR 7K P 4300 M L e > o 7 6
AR 2 R BRI R IR R AU RAA T AR .

2 % X M

RIS, BRASBR . FHACHE, RIASH . ERESR . EWEEN, XB FE. 2007, 2= ¥ & 65 %) P I 43 Ak R BE 6 1 0 s s el b KRR 14(5) 0 714
~719

X)W, B, X, BEETE, HEW . ERIAF. 2009, =FERf (Siniperca) 4 KR W N & T 2SR LRI, B SHIE, 404) .
470~478

o B A P B 1988, e 18 T S AR IR 5 AR AR MK S R AY,9:173~183

OE MRIAE, X JE, BRAAAK. 2011, 3 R SE A (AR A0S SLMEAY A T RECR BB T R AR I a8 T AR AR AT, ML R E R, 32(4) .14
~19
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