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PN S RO AR AR D AR AR S5 ) A0 (4 3% &
FEDRFR Gy P 5% 5 B A1 i (0 28R AT T R G kAL AT
FEBER BRI P, pictus 55 28 K R
T, S REIAUER DS MU S8 Plectorhinchus R 43 H 2=
(00 R ARUCIF o 05 K R A BB 5 A 1) 26 1)
16S rRNA J@ 44381 1 11 F iy 41 658} 28 R ge ik 1k
KF S HBTTEAL S 0 4 R AR rh W AR 2 T 5 A
)8 N 3. Sanciangeo %57 5 Tavera % Fl| i £
A3 FhRIC R b 36 T R 05 41 B R 28 R EAT BN
A R G853 K58 AB AW AT B A TRCAE A 85 R
Haemulinae {4 5h25 %] 5 #UER 7B (04 43 4 N AR 2D
FI I OC T 1 AU £ 2 73 7 BIF 50 i A 0 2 il 8
DA BB R SR FEAT L W SO L AP 2R AR D, H %
KOS R CTE A 8 AR e 2 ) A A8 S R A 2 £
TRATEDT X TS0 MU a8 0. 2880 2 1 (19 73 F R Gtk
5T 24530 B WARIE

ND1 & NADH [t &0 9 25 — > W25 & ) LA
Fi K P RIEWT A B R E R E LR R E NS
RGBT Z I — A0 T hRid, BT
A PR TC R G R T U IR RS0
F A S R R AR S S F NDL SR R
BP9 ARG T oKV b X B B & N /b i AU e A

16 Bl HEAT R G T o0 M - W28 48 78 WA 4 £ 2
R GEHEACR R N5 A0 0 28 14 73 R E T SR I
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2.1 #HEkIE

EAARUEE 52 360 A T 2009 4F 11 2011 4F 6
AR T T AR i S ol k7 iy .
Hb TR AR ROk A TP BN EEVE AR PN T A0 L K DA
KU 5y BB v B2 Je W, FEZRIE T LA T Hf .
VY B8 3 S T T R i 32 el e AR K AR ) 2R
WF5E B (South African Institute for Aquatic Biodi-
versity, SAIAB) #1245 45 # 51 Bernard Makenzie #{
FHRHE R 36 [ 3 BE 37 K% Andrew Bentley #(4%
PEHE 5 VRN AOAE S by By [ v B 2 JE I 55 36 PR
WK EAE (Aquarium des Lagons) Jean-Lou Justine
ARt frJn AT B JE 38 14 Fh LA kb
TS A JE 2 A, SE 5 AR IBOIL A B 6. T
9501 & W 8 52 » 1T 5% B % Ak 41 DNA 2L
F G0 18 IBCTR) Ay A AR SR () BIL 6 e Y = 2R L
i Parapristi poma trilineatum VE K 4N EE R BEAT 47
Bro PRARIESoRIEILEE 1,

R1 ZHHBAFEFRE M
Tab. 1 Species and localities of materials

R A B A R bR%

/U T B TR IREAMREN Diagramma pictum TR BN GDSZ
Diagramma J7ZR S BRI GDY]J
AU Diagramma centurio FEEHIR DR SMA

AR TERWIMEY Plectorhinchus cinctus I ARSI GDSZ
Plectorhinchus JUFR L BT GDYJ
JUAR S PYL GDYJ

BRSO Plectorhinchus lineatus . = HNSY
g B2 JR ., 5% 56 b NCN

R IT MU Plectorhinchus orientalis W, =0 HNSY1

R = HNSY2

PUHEEAAREN Plectorhinchus diagrammus R, =W HNSY1

R, = HNSY?2

W, = HNSY3

BESIMUR Plectorhinchus chaetodonoides R =0 HNSY1

e, = HNSY?2




101 FAWSE LT NDIEFFFI R 16 FhbI 6285 F R R U5 27
gR1
[N i PRASR I b
W% 5B Plectorhinchus picus W, = HNSY
EI SIS Plectorhinchus albovittatus HiE B2 JE W, 5% 36 B NCN
BB SAMUY Plectorhinchus gaterinus 125 J2 . Nyama Reef TNR1
115 J2 W Nyama Reef TNR2
LB Plectorhinchus vittatus FEER,OBE SMAL1
FETH IR, IR SMA2
2 WM Plectorhinchus chubbi Ml HAHLE- IR SAK
I Plectorhinchus gibbosus FETIR, IR SMA1
FETH IR IR SMA2
FIAWIMU Plectorhinchus play fairi BEEW, B4 MMI
LT FESAMUIA Plectorhinchus sordidus 15 JE T, 1t 37 8 96 e KDB
Y KB Plectorhinchus schota f BELLyE, EHE MMI
LN
WL & =R Parapristipoma trilineatum TR BHYL GDYJ1
Parapristi poma I 7R BT GDYJ2

2.2 REMFEAH DNA 1R
HLO.1 g WLARES: A 500 pul il 7 (0. 3 mol/
L. NaCl, 10 mmol/L. EDTA , 10 mmol/L Tris-Cl, pH
8.0) PIJ 20 ul 10 mg/mL & ([ K,55C ¥4k 3 h
feti o WAL MR- O 2 BRI K &
FEUTTE . 70 0 L WEVE VR - e Ja VAl T 50 ul JEIE K
LKA, — 20 CLRAE A8 T
2.3 PCR y il

T4 4 NDI1 B 5 Boe 81 51492 : NDLA+-57-
GTTGCMCAAACCATCTCHTAYGAA G -37 HI
ND1-5 *~-GGGGTATGGGCCCGATAGC -3’1, PCR
F A 2R AR BH 50 pL, Ho g4 10 X buffer 5 L,
dNTPs (4% 2.5 mmol/1)2 L. EF#5I#% 1 ul.
Ex Taq fiff(1 U/pl) 2 . PCR R 44 494 C i
A5 PE 5 min, 94 CAEH: 30 5,55 CiE 2k 1 min,72°C #Eff
1.5 min, 35 ME¥ . & )5 72 C #E{# 10 min, PCR 7=
YR 1. 5 20 B BERE JE FL UK 3 5 o DD IR S 1 1 B
Al e, gl Ak = 3% ) F 0 0R A W) B R A BR 2 mIAE
ABI3730 [ gl 54 b 347 Xy
2.4 HEEHW

e A% 31 AU Clustal W -4 7HER A2 58
J7 90 A e BRI o AR DR B IR T S AT R AL B
53#T. FIH MEGA version 4. 0" 8445t 3 371 1) i 3

LR B S 2 5 0 b AR S TR 2 R S
e/ WA IEAT BT 43 F 3 G0 i A0 B R e oK 17 24
B RAR L AT . RGN 4 S BAS R
FHE S Al 23 1 (Bootstrap analysis) J5 ¥ , 5 52 il i
FIYECH 1000 ¥K,

3 gERAr

514 #

D743 5 16 Fh il AU 2 25 ) NDIL #6435 51 K&
JETE 698~712 bp Z []  HE 1 B XF 2% Bk 9 33t 70 4% J 3
1338 —BUTF 5 R 673 bp, FIFH Megad. 0 3K A4 431 o]
U, ZBRAMEE . 16 PR B £ 28 AT ORAP A7 55 492 4,
Yy 73200 A8 S 181 AN 2y 26. 9% 5 TR 2
fE B A 141 4,29 21.0%, T.C.A.G il FE 4 &
HAP IR 24.9%.31.0%.27. 3% F1 16. 8%, B/x G
PRIEA AT B = o AT &R G2. 2% m T G+
CEHmMUT.8%), B T4 1 A0 4 R 5k & A 2
ARG Hr C—1 &5 HAD 3 Fh il L & 588 5o = s
07 28. 3% T A 2 i, T—2 & ki HoAth 3
Flr, i 35. 0% % T4 3 it A—3,C—3 & &
BN 34019 K 34. 0% .11 G—3 S/ ANA
12. 3% EI B B R G A LE Dx—#i 5
HoAth v 2L S AR
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Fig. 1 Base composition of the 1st,2nd,3rd codons of the dehydrogenase subunit [ gene

J¥ 8 rh i 4 5 B 2 B R 2. 61 (Kimura 2-pa-
rameter 1) % 48 W] I KT A S 0 86 A7 g 3
A IR . B 4 RN A 32 SR AR AR AL AR 3
7 AU 84. 304 TRy 8006 (R 3) . X
A RE S W15 3 A Y B EE R i &) AR

BRI 55 1.2 2 (i BRI A 0 5 R R B TR R AL A
Ko BREEEH AR T-CHREA N E.T-C
2T A—G it A-—T,A—CHEH®RL T G
—T,G—C(k 2),

= 2 NDI 5 5l i B 5 e F0 B 3

Tab. 2 Numbers of the transitions and tranversions on the ND1 sequences

T ii sl sV R TT TC TA TG CC CA CG AA AG GG
Avg 602 51 20 2.61 147 16 3 1 186 5 1 167 7 102
1st 216 7 2 3. 64 42 2 1 0 61 1 0 58 1 54
2nd 221 1 1 0. 85 78 1 0 0 68 0 0 47 0 29
3rd 165 43 16 2. 64 27 13 2 1 57 4 1 62 6 19

T i [ SCRAZHE s st FOU B s sv A0 R I RS B e LU (L

FF Kimura 2-parameter #5580 H 16 Rl #
BB IR B AN 3 B  AE N SERE L 16 £ 28 35t 4%
BB B 7E 0. 027 ~0. 177 Z [, Hov . 7 20 i
U381 B 8 B/ DS o TP 90 T A JLAN B 1 22 5.
YORAT FCHA B 55 21 J S AU L R 0. 034 5171 2R 77 AR
8 55 1 QAU 3545 PR B 5 K, O 0. 177, 2 DYy

WA B 5 1 CCBIAREN L g 0. 173, [, & AISEH T 4
A P e 5 A AR i 1) o 35 A% BE 5 R A 0. 083
~0. 160 Z ], PRt fL BE 25 R 0. 112, /0 T A )
PR TS o T 94 38 A2 18 2 9 R 0. 034~0. 177, - ¥y 35t A%
0.123,

# 3 E T Kimura 2-parameter # & i+ 5 16 #HAMEI ND1 I EEES(T=/8)UREFET B ER/GHHE(E=/R)

Tab. 3 Pairwise distances (below diagonal) and number of transitions/transversions (above diagonal) of 16 sweetlips for ND1

sequences based on Kimura 2-parameter model

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
1 28/9 43/5 39/9 47/11 40/8  57/5 47/5  A7/17 48/19 52/25 53/25 54/23 56/26 54/17 45/22  75/28
2 0.058 40/10 38/14 45/16 38/11 43/12 42/12 45/22 47/24 50/32 52/32 52/30 55/33 56/20 50/25 73/35
3 0.076 0.079 43/10 55/12  46/9  62/8 56/8 52/20 54/22 64/26 64/26 71/24 76/28 59/18 54/23  81/29
4 0.076 0.082 0.084 5218 45/13 54/12 49/12 45/24 45/26 55/26 55/26 60/24 64/27 59/20 52/21 81/29




1000 B H RS LT NDL ZER F A 16 Ay 028 7> T R G C RS 29
gR3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

5 0.093 0.098 0.109 0.114 33/9 66/14 58/14 51/24 55/24 57/34 61/34 65/32 68/34 60/24 50/29 83/35
6 0.076 0.078 0.088 0.093 0.066 57/11 45/11 56/21 61/26 53/29 57/29 58/27 62/29 56/19 49/24  178/30
7 0.101 0.088 0.115 0.107 0.133 0.111 18/0  55/18 55/22 64/28 62/28 58/26 62/29 64/20 60/23  88/29
8 0.083 0.086 0.104 0.098 0.118 0.090 0.027 49/18 49/23 53/28 55/28 51/26 55/29 60/20 56/23 77/29
9 0.103 0.108 0.117 0.111 0.122 0.126 0.119 0.108 11/11 51/28 56/28 59/26 64/29 47/22 48/25 72/35
10 0.109 0.116 0.130 0.128 0.135 0.140 0.127 0.121 0.103 53/29 57/28 57/26 62/30 A7/24 49/28 73/36
11 0.126 0.134 0.150 0.133 0.151 0.134 0.154 0.133 0.129 0.141 20/2  32/2 37/11 50/28 48/31  67/33
12 0.128 0.138 0.150 0.133 0.158 0.142 0.150 0.136 0.138 0.149 0.034 32/2  36/11 54/28 48/31 72/33
13 0.126 0.134 0.160 0.139 0.163 0.140 0.139 0.126 0.140 0.151 0.053 0.053 36/10 59/26 54/29  74/31
14 0.141 0.154 0.173 0.145 0.177 0.159 0.160 0.152 0.155 0.159 0.141 0.139 0.146 59/30 57/31  76/38
15 0.116 0.124 0.127 0.130 0.139 0.123 0.139 0.132 0.111 0.127 0.127 0.135 0.140 0.151 45/5 77/25
16 0.108 0.122 0.126 0.119 0.129 0.119 0.137 0.130 0.118 0.134 0.129 0.129 0.136 0.143 0.080 77/28
17 0.175 0.184 0.189 0.189 0.205 0.185 0.204 0.181 0.182 0.183 0.168 0.178 0.179 0.186 0.174 0.179

L. BEWIMUY P. chaetodonoides.2. WS SHHUE P. picus,3.

PUAF B MU P, diagrammus. 4. BHECHMURY P, lineatus.5. 7R J7 WMEH P.

orientalis 6. ZcBCHIMUY P. vittatus,7. /VIEEEIMUEE D. centurio.8. /VIKEIMUY D. pictum,9. HAUFSAMEN P. albovittatus,10. % S5 MU P. gate-
rinus, 11, ZLJG WM P. sordidus,12. 25 [REAMUE. P. chubbi 13. FIKMER P. playfairi 14, 1 REAMUE P. schotaf.15. €)M P. cinc-

tus, 16, SEAMUE P. gibbosus,17. =25 P. trilineatum

3.2 SFERSHUNBEE

BT NDL 343 1741 DL =L P, tri-
Lineatum R AN KBEHEAT R G HEAL 0 Hr . R B K
8 241 (MP) Fil fie KA SR s (ML) B4 7 1) 43 1 R Ge i
ER . i #45 3) MP Fi1 ML B Fh 251 JLF —
A — 815 G SRR AN o H AP i R ] 24 A
K (Tree Length, TL)N 507, —Z{ 1435 %k (Consistency
Index,CD) K 0. 484 4 4 B8 #5851 (Retention Index, RD
790.524 7. Fe RNAM IR In L= —3 425. 46,
X B MP #5 ML A5 I3 LI 2) 8 145 3
H 1 1000 K Bootstrap 378 48 1170 Ht 5 %% 3
FHRMP/ML).,

AT BFSE Y 16 R ARER (2 b fE R et
OB TR 43 A TE SR AR B 8. e
— AL HEBEEA B SR SO R 55 10 FhbH AR L 1S T
RN AR R I 2 b BEHE 1 AR MBS, KR — A
FEAG 2 SR, SREH AR S5 6 DR, 55 KR
] PRS2 » XS 1) R SIS R €0 389 R TR B — L G fif e (2 %
5B, [ AR SR b F 22 8 AR R P T 2R A
QLA TR 17 2R AL AR o 14 B 72 SRR S B3
JEARBIRRRAE . 202 2R J7 S BUIH 5 25 SO AR 4l
Y WY R B AR 3 ) PR AT S TR AR g G S ARG
KRR B BRI/ INB S AN FRAT A I AR

B F9  A ob SISHIASE TF AE SEE —  WTRRUR i 2 o, 5
5 TR | 155 AT I ABR A SR 0 23 SCAT PG WY SR 2%
KA RGEIAC I A A B R A SRR

4 e

HHBERE XN REHUXER
ABIFFE IR AR B 14 Fh BB A 2 b 2D B0 AR
4, FLrp 7 Bh 2R B R 5 Ah 9 ROk A VY EDE
AP L TL - 5 3 130 S5 A AR AR 2T
SRR E IR TR A T B —E B AR
Ftk. 2T NDL RN E D PO MEN RS LT W
. 16 Fift fr 28 L TP 780 A T 25 Tk 0K AN [ B 1Y 26
TSR ELH5 BE WA 45 7 Fof ] BB LA K% 2 ol 2D B
WA L ST 45 76 WA 45 5 R Al . 225
b SRR I AR 8 B S A 2 BT 2% Bl EEHE 10 (R
TIPS, R BESCRE A T S A8 JEMEll
(I I AR B ol & S €2 IS 9% B — L JC S €00R2 5 B
A DR EBESC 4 0 5INPT0 B2 5. 18
MRS ST LAY AR A i 2 0 A 7 7 R
TFHL DX SBEIT Bl 2R 2 o A T B ¥ A A
PO FPEdLA 2 At

FEAS 2% T AT Loh WY AU 1) 23 8 A7 A R
BB PRI G I S AR L (A (8 15 BELE 2%
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Fig. 2 Molecular phylogenetic tree of 16 sweetlips based on partial ND1 gene sequences constructed by maximum

parsimony and maximum likelihood method
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W 2 B TC R /0N B A, DU AR 5 A S0 AR A
4yt IR e 3 G Bk SR KA L S S DY Al i
R (A 2 O B O WO 25 /KP4 L T RHSCE AR & &
VFZRHUTHOIR RS0, X T 2RO HUR 5 75 77 8 AL
X TV e A U )y (A e BB o S D BT SRR ) R
PS5 BE S0 AR B2 E K,
ML SRR LR R R R RA
T B RS 2 B BORMHE (9 73 AR HEAS [A] . B PR 28
FREEII- 5 g 1 024G 28 3R 50 B BRI £ 1 S
AT . McKayt™ , Carpenter 1 Niem™® , 7k 7 (
ERRERIINGS G THHBIEE L KN KL ILEE
it . McKay" ™ A hy , STARUR & 14 2 Fh 2 1) 231 66 B
GUEMEEEHERE R IJES KT EMR T4,
2 B R AR 68, B 8 B R SRR R A R AT 1Y
XA ARWETEH R GE AR X R S AU R 26 L
By 2855 R . 45 R X HF McKay'™ 230 JE 00
AR 0 35 1 57 28 R4 R RN € T B A &
Yy, W Ok B R A B A RO H A Rk
Fo WHICRER T AS 23 JE IR AL 0 5 LB Ap S SR AL T
AR 3T K- 0 Sk
4.2 DEVAMBEENREH LML

I = 1R A3 43 LGk DA B D, pic-
tum — AR R WG P, picrus, 13 Ry # B
JEM R T 2 [ A R E AR Fi 1 6 6 AR A
TAE B VA A B /D B AR 8 v, e TR L5 6 6 Sy
9~ 10, 1fi e Ath /Y 51 U BE T 68 G B A 2 12 ~
TART 1St A g SR A 8 o /0 SR AR, —
PR 12 40 A (4 /D BSA HUER D, pictum, 55 —Fif
B D, centurio R B A ZE T/ /R IR E . A

SE WK

RS2 S 7 Tl 2D SRS AR 5 % SR A — 2 L 13 T
AR Ja 1Ay PN S o 3 B K 2 A D R AR B R
5 ARG R M2 Z 18] - gt L e O 0. 112, b Tl
B N AR B P B AL B B 0. 1230 s /b b B
SHIRER R R RARIE R G KR . BE LD
W B 5 At €5 R Sf 8 PO 1) BB b 28 — o L AR G0 AN B
DU WA MR AT B AL AR D R R 1Y &)
FRINA 3 ARG T S Al 12 i R
TERCTR A/ NBE R . AEE I DR HUH & L nT AL
Je kT HEBCEC A W 2 DA IR R S5E . HA A TR
A8 718 /0 RS P i % 48 IR R T S — A
G BB 2R R F LA R 2k b 8 Rt 5 AU e 1 A —
e, BT NDLFSI R G R B REIR AT
KV B BTSSR A HERIE R R R X5
AERGY 3 TRV B 23 2 WF 5 4R — B, Sanciangeo
S5 Tavera S5 8 R HIZ AN FARICAT LS A 4165
FHA ) RG0S FE L /D S AU o2 T 1 AL 6
JE AR A BT R — 3. Tavera 1A 2 )
AU Ja 5 5 A 6 1% e R — R . AR R R
16SrRNA FP81lx) 12 o1 firi B £ 28 2 G0 ik At 46 7
WM P, pictus SHIHUEHE PR R AE—E . L.
BT 4G SR SRR IR [ 2R 2 AL G 73 FE BRI
SR AU a8 1) IS U1 DAy A AU I L5453

ABTFEE S R EAL R DNA 23 4Ric NDL i
OB BIAR G 8 1 AT T R G L )2 1
YIS R i PR o ] 1) 70 56 56 A8 L e /0 BRI AR5 1)
SR S 5 A1 B R A0 28 i AR GE AL T 5T £ LR 9 73
TG o HE ST WU 0 LR R B
PG S — IS
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Molecular phylogenetic relationships of 16 Sweetlips fishes based
on the sequence of NADH dehydrogenase subunit I gene

Liang Rishen',Liang Zhigang' ,Fang Haohang', Tan Jiayu',Peng Yingxuan', Xue Tao'

(1. College of Life Science , Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Engineering ,Guangzhou 510642 ,China)

Abstract: In the present study,molecular phylogenetic relationships among 16 Sweetlips species collected from Indo-
Western Pacific were analyzed based on partial DNA sequences of the molecular marker of mitochondrial NADH
dehydrogenase subunit I (ND1) gene. The phylogenetic tree was constructed using maximum parsimony and maxi-
mum likelihood methods. Two morphologically different groups were formed in the tree. Group I was composed of
sweetlips with wondrous coloration and diversed patterns, which were mainly found in the Western Pacific. Group
II was composed of species with monotone color and uniformly dark patterns, which were mostly found in the area
of Indian Ocean. Additionally, Diagramma species were all found positionally inside the Plectorhinchus tribe in
group I in the phylogenetic tree. They were closely related with the sister species Plectorhinchus chaetodonoides
and Plectorhinchus picus. Based on the analysis of the genetic distance,the average value between Diagramma and
Plectorhinchus was less than that among the interspecies of Plectorhinchus,indicating an extremely close relation-
ship between Diagramma and Plectorhinchus. The result supported the opinion that Diagramma species might be
classified into the genus Plectorhinchus.

Key words: phylogeny; Haemulidae; Plectorhinchus; Diagramma; NDI





