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NHARAR I BRGESEERTHEK DNA 2EWR

wmE, ER&&, BXHB, ® B, BER
(1. SRR BT B WA BRI KR K L R T VE 0 IR S 2105 T3 o 214081, 2. T

Rl R 2B, TL35 Joh  214081)

W E: RARTEEARMR R0 ARBG T 70857 5L IR A
JEE UL P A 3 6 44 A LR i (B ( LDH ) J R85 B L LAY
PERRANFRE 5 NEARR 4% DNA &8, BFE N TI85 365 R Afp
Fbr RS IR AR SE, SR ER: (1) IEAFRHL A LDH
Wl TE 23— & R SV 54 R A5 2 LDH Rk 8o H AL 41 27
BRULA AR A LDH, & 50, EARHAA M T 5 & F L
I HARX R —3, S H AP HAR N LDH-c EEM KK, (2)
TIEEE LA R 3 MR AR DNA S BEAFAREER
(P>0.05) ,{B#F B E LT R4 U0 S 40/ DNA & & (P <0.05) ;M
SE B LA N TR 4H 2R 40 A% G DNA 2 i 5 SR RO RS T 4 LY
PRI R 2.16.2. 19 F12.22, B I 8% A 5k, 1o, A4
25 5 LR b B TR , e 5 il LB 40 RV, 2 P o e 4 A AT 4%
P37 IIE B s IR BRI A D IR RES , BT BUNE 4>

MARATR: BIRIRE T T8I
TR 15t 1 i3 [] T g g 7y AR 0 2
R AL GE T AR
DNA & &, iR kI, J16FIREE
/& LDH BB A BRI A ; T]
B AR 2 T A0 R
Tt i i & M, X N ]
BFg e R AR AR R L 3R
BT R IREE

KER: J]8; IR KA
DNA & &

fES%ES: S917

XERRER: A

REEHATREA T A E

J1 %% ( Coilia nasus Temminck et schlegel ,
1846 ), £ & # % H ( Clupeiformes ) #i F}
(Engraulidae ) %tJ& ( Coilia) , X4 K 68F, 1575 7]
fa Bl BEAY EREEELMTEY
AR MG, I 5 45 20 T L] A Y VRS UL
B R L S -, R RERKILPE
BRI R 2, L DR 7 =, P Jo 4 A S8
TER, RER KL= EEZ —-HNLRA
K, BABRMETFMEAERTRME,

VAR, B T o BER BT, K332 35 Je FoK
XEMHHBEERA, SBUIS = RBFRET
W27 A RTIBE Y AL R SR R f
PEFRAE M M F B 7 MR E N E A IR
WO EREAZEE LS MR TR

RS EHA: 2011-11-16 f&E H#A: 2012-02-16

BIHE LG T BAYER FHELR S5, R A 3 R4
ST RIE 25 F 5 ik %) T1 8% 5 8T 1T TR A%
BT XSRS 12 R LR E B R TR B
HEALH AR B B 5 4 o R AR B MR BT T s K
TLIISFEE N RIS E 4 M AaEARAE PN RS
RERELEXR; DEHSE F RAPD H A
] 04855 9% YR kAT 38 4% 2 R 1 4 A, LA J) 8% DNA
SRR, XF RAPD J Bf {4 2 Hp AR AR MR B L B
TUREE B He BE AN dNTPs W B 4% 1 HEAT T 104k
LB, R T —ANES T 718 RAPD 047 ) R %
RZRERFE" FIHE AFLP 3 AR 5 5 M I
BB A TIB AT T B SR T, B R BN
BRI 7L T8 55 A B B384 SRR LB R
TR B AR R 40 (. % b (Cytb) 2

EEWHE: PR MR ITHEARHI 55 8 L W9t 4 ¥ BY 0T H (2011]BFAL7) ; B RHYE SC#HR1 5T B (2012BAD26B0S ) ; 24
AT BT L 1 (201203065 ) 5 V154548 BHB ST 1R (k) BT H (BE2011411)
EERN: WWE1979—) , 55, ByBBTIE 51, BFE07 i A 8RR R S A B4 45 o E-mail : xuge @ ffre. en
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FBFE R4 TR, s T 185 R8T i 815
SEMERBIEXRR  BES R M I Bt
TIBFHFAR R AR ISRE VL] Mg J1” M p
BRI RH#FTT T 4. AT, W [F TEg .
Juea fRH AL DNA & 85500 B b i oK IR A o
25 [F] T 8§ AF 55 17 T 1960 4, KAPLAN
sV S T 8RB 25 LDH R RS ; s,
[ TEgE h—MEZW AT, B ZMHET
RNV R AR S MR RE VAR R
Sk fEHET KBS TE N . ILBRRE
B (LDH) & — G EE, K 2 Es |
(NAD) ,ZE 4 Bk P, & T DAt 1h 3L R i 5 AR h
PITRER , T 56 B0 A 200 ) o S B A ot AR . T i 4R
BB BR (DNA) B46 KL HA: Y s YR, —
A2 BT & B DNA E& (FRh 2C 5% 2 5k
f) DNA &) X FRYFh 2 —E#), DNA £ & 1]
DA BRES [R 20 B RN, IR S 40 B A v i — 48

B, X5 T2 R Gl A R P R AL 5T
SRS HEB L, WEMREFERN EEERZ
—L1e-8L B R, R L 7] 4% [F) T/ & DNA &
BEMRMIRIRE. ACRHEERANESEER
PR BE L (PAGE ) FE UK F AR X 7] 55 JLRH 2 21
H i) LDH [a] TE§EHE 24T T 04T, 3R illeE T 24
LM% DNA & &, B 0 168 fE 5 &=
W55 FFP B AR i 5 P BERL AR HE

1 MBS
1.1 7JI%f LDH [F T
1.1.1  SEosppkt

LH IS T 2010 42 2= 4 ARA P EK
FER AT IE e I VL = o SR I R Y 2 3t o 3, f B
Toth, 47 AR A 1S, BARAE Y B I
x1,

®1 FIBMXRBRIGEMFHE

Tab.1 The biology characteristic of Coilia nasus under artificial farming conditions

R EL e HABUR | hksom | aksom  Wfsem  {RE/em /g
3 15.3 16.5 2.31 0.51 12.9
P é
Q 3 17.5 18.4 2.71 0.63 18.8
3 21.5 23.6 3.47 1.31 52.1
Wit °
Q 3 22.3 24.0 3.51 1.34 62.3

1.1.2 #EREE

FAS R HU R 1R I /Y U 5 2% 15 14 B # ik
Pl B 0 5 BRMLYE 5 o A il e A, T
RSB NASEHAREE R, AR KN
0.75% H:BHIKFE VLR IG , A B LB HIHRA
o SEIHET, BUNMFHSRE , # 1: 10( HAE:
ZPR) I EEBIIA 4 CpH 7.0 7 0. 1 mol/L B
PREEMPIR, ST AR VIR FE A KGR R B AL
4 °C12 000 r/min B.0» 30 min, B F1EER S5%E
20% HEVEVE IR S , I RIR B IEVETR ] 4 CIR
7, SR E 2 kAT 3 ~4 K,
1.3 Wk Gef R [EE

R T ERAELER N B 5E I (PAGE)
LIRS, B 45 2 BRIk R 4 R AL T
AN— AR IR A S T AR KA, S B 7%
(pH 8.8) , ¥ 48X 3. 5% (pH 6.8) , ke 10 pL
AR 100 V, 7B/ 220 V T HLIKZ 4 h, Befn
T BT ) 2 BRI T B Y ORI
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FEPY g VRV, TE I 40 F : NAD 12 mg,PMS 2
mg NBT 15 mg  F B2 4% 20 mL.1 mol/L Tris-HC1
(pH 8.8) Z 1P 40 mL ZE18/K 240 mL, i3
o B G AE L R BT T 7% SR EE
1.1.4 B

YU, )5 1) B 5 B S5 T8 M R >R A Tanon Gis
system 2019 BEEAG 73HT RGAA IR .
1.1.5 MHXMEBRITE

HEAXWT

R,=1/L (1)
AR, AT IER AR 1 o AL B &35 I R
B L S LR R R B R
1.2 714k DNA € 8
1.2.1 #t8l

B R 714543 5] F 2009 46 A 8 HELH 1 H
IK =R ST B A VL = S SR 5 7 Yu AR i 3, hy
PEE L 2 I, B FRIR R 2; A
XG0T TC B E R )
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Tab.2 The biology characteristic of Coilia nasus under artificial farming conditions

Gi's 5 K/ em £K/cm MR/ em A8/ cm /g
BEdh 1 Q 27.50 29.90 4.38 1.94 83.00
RER 2 Q 23.90 25.30 4.54 1.61 55.10
BEEL3 Q 20.00 21.90 3.34 1.35 32.10
RS, 4 E) 24.00 25.10 4.25 1.66 55.70
BESh 3 21.20 23.10 3.50 1.45 38.90

1.2.2 3% [f] 21 40 i il 45

FAE 2 B0 5 50 1 00 1 1 55 48 DA IR A 7
( Callus domesticus) B I & Fh 4 1 mL, 37 Bjn
A 0.5 mL BECH)RIE FREE W[ VIR EE) : V(K
BERR) =3: 1 ] i B4 ff Bk WK, [ € T eppendorf
Brp 4 CLRAFER 24 h HISE
1.2.3 MR 5

T AR 3 R ZY 0. 1 g i ek 2H U HRBL BY
JIBYWE, S mL BEER 2% vh R (PBS) i £ 40 Ml &
W, L1000 r/min BS.0 E4AREME A, YRR 2 ~3
;300 H 524840 U8, 25 BR R4 B3k 45 40 g
PSR/ B8
1.2.4  ZHHfit% DNA & & HilE

¥ R M B 0K BYE, 200 pL 44
4% W (DNA-prep A),10 min J5 il 1 mL DNA-
prep B ¥& ( DAPT, — ikt — R BL05| W) |, bkt B
10 min, EPICS-XL # ( 3 &) i =X 40 A 4 I &
DNA AHX & & , WA I BE (R R ZE AP 150 ~200
MM, BAHEMESR 3 K. AR
Beckman Coulter 2A®] 4 7=, H#& TG ILPY L AE
FHAMM S0 2 n EERARXS AL E , 715 DNA
TR GL 40 s DNA 46 %5 & & DA B b i F 8
2.50 pg/2c JgHRifE.
1.2.5  HEabae

& P A 1 R AN B Hh S AL kAT Ab 2,
Mg BRI SPSS 11. 5 24 3#47 511 4347 , One-
Way ANOVA #4775 2253 #7, Duncan £ & L H
B&HRMER,P<0.05 RREREE,P <
0.0l FRREFREBE

2 ER50H

2.1 7%7 LDH 5 TESESHEN IR ERAR
2%

R Pk H ) T T 2R DL B R KI5
1, e BAR B BEAR 3L 5 AR BT, 25717 DA AR 2 FRAR

H B I 4359 9 LDH \LDH,  LDH; . LDH, I
LDH,, £5R 877 (B 1), 78 4 R4 (I E IR
W EE B rP T BL T S AR AR, LI
FMMLAHJC LDH, %4 AR T 4 KA THEg,
SERLIA) B9 S50 i 1 S8R, AR A0 O ) 7
[ TEAR , R R ML 975 Y 23 20 A T L3 X 1] 472
e, MLVE 9 A 7E LS XA B3, 23 R T
FIK B GV e 5 (ELRAE T 85 4 £ R £y B
Al THgR AR E Bt AR 257 . [,
X TR REREK (K 3) ,6 FARTHRE
AAR, TCH B2 5

1 7IS&ALHRE LDH 5 TE AL
Fig.1 Gel electrophoresis of LDH in
various organs of Coilia nasus
LI ; 2. BRI ; 3. B ; 4. 885 5. % ; 6. DA

#*3 71%f LDH [ TEs & ESTHAOERT B =
Tab.3 R, of LDH isoenzymes in different
issues of Coilia nasus

EEHOFFAE ORREE EFAE fig m¥E - WA
LDH; 0.4428 0.4406 0.4417 0.4438 0.4417 0.4427
LDH, 0.4089 0.4100 0.4122 0.4111 - -

LDH; 0.387 1 0.3882 0.3892 0.3904 0.3881 0.3903
LDH, 0.3576 0.3565 0.3576 0.3597 0.3564 0.3586
LDH; 0.3324 0.3346 0.3324 0.3335 0.3346 0.3313

T =" RRTA

2.2 7% LDH [F TEgR0iE 1344
T IR i 7L BR At 4 (LDH)) [] T/ ek
TR R R UL 2, R R AP A B AR X
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EPESRBEFIE R 4, 48R B8, iFEH LDH,
9 M BE B B = T LA 4 AR, 88 LDH,
MG PR TR R/ o BRI P A5 PR LDH, FR35 1

5 BEAH 55 4, AR B 1% YR AR 24, 2 LDH K3k
BB H L

LDH, LDH1

LDH,

200
S LDH, 1501 LDH,
/L
m LDH, i
LDH, = 100
& o
* 50
0
(a)
& 2

30

60 90 120 150

TR
(b)

718 LDH [ TAGRSE (a) B 5 (b)

Fig.2 Gel electrophoresis of LDH in the eye of Coilia nasus(a) and its scanning curve(b)

®4 NIHFAREARDEEHEHENEEREETHE

Tab.4 Relatively active strength of LDH isoenzymes in different issues of Coilia nasus

e LDH, LDH, LDH, LDH, LDH;
JFF 18.83% 11.43% 47.19% 13.97% 8.57%
IR I 30.83% 22.15% 20.22% 6.68% 20.11%
) 19.16% 8.56% 19.39% 21.10% 31.79%
I3 17.88% - 29.09% 25.80% 27.23%
LB 30.94% - 22.60% 20.38% 26.08%

=" FRRTA

2.3 TJIEtHKEH% DNA 2ENE

JIEFFRE DNA AHXHME R - FH9{H =279. 3518
Hl(%) =78.5; 7R %(%) =4.03, 535 I 4
JfL 2 n WAL B LA 3, 3 1M 4 ] DNA AH X
64 FHME =197. 655 (%) =82.8; LR R
(%) =6.79, HAth AR ZH 2 ) DNA & &8l
HERWERS,

PAXG Ifi 48 i DNA & &2 1{8 % 2. 50 pg/2c it
B TIG TSR ML DNA 5 B 539 1t 4 a9
FofE D 1. 41, HAaxE & &0 3. 534 pg/2c; FH I,
FHLR R4 DNA 3 {E 28 %) & & 405 : B
% 3.769 pg/2c, il 3.410 pg/2c, LN 3. 454 py/
2c¢, PP E 3.913 pg/2c NG 1.578 pg/2c, FFIEN
3.497 pg/2c,

TESCIR BT 5 A48, 68 L P AR
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HIZHME% DNA S BAFEREZR (P >0.05),
{BAR B AR T R EE RN S 41 i% DNA & (P <
0.05),
2.4 JISKEMSH

GEIRL N, £ R £ M BR 40 U A% DNA &
BPAFEREER(P<0.01), Ui DNA & &
JKEER 2.48 £5, BT 6 ARTIBTMEEZET,
K HAEF  & g oy 34, T8 B T B Y
KT B 5 T L P B9 6 i Ak~ 9 & 440 L ) R A
KRS TIEL o BRSO 7, SE T U 1Y
SEIP A LM, A ST RE Y L UL PR 0
HAMMIAZR DNA & B 585K 7 4
FELAE 500 2.16.2. 19 1 2. 22, 7] LA RE J] 85 K
N
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224
166
E]
=
X
2 112
g
56
0
0 200 400 600
PIFRIRAE
(a)

224

183

R

61

LIt

0 200 400 600
PIFRIRE
(b

3 JISFRTAEZHRE DNA B 5B (a) #13d BG4I 4AakR 4 DNA E5E (b)
Fig.3 DNA histogram of liver of Coilia nasus(a)and erythrocytes of chicken(b)

RS TIHEALRE DNA HxHE

Tab.5 DNA contents of several tissues in Coilia nasus

HE i H i 1 Fedh 2 Fedh 3 Fedh 4 i 5 FHME
EHE 301.6 300.1 292.8 296.5 298.3 297.9
BB JuHE/ % 55.0 57.0 52.4 48.7 58.0 54.2
AR R % 9.25 7.25 7.34 7.24 6.84 7.58
EHE 270.7 270.5 270.1 268.9 267.4 269.5
i JuHE/ % 56.0 58.3 45.5 64.8 67.9 58.5
AR RB % 5.12 4.12 5.65 5.63 8.93 5.89
EHE 267.7 271.0 273.0 275.4 277.8 273.0
ALA JEHE/ % 49.2 51.5 48.5 54.7 45.9 50.0
AR RB % 5.13 4.03 3.21 3.74 4.68 4.16
FHE 312.1 310.4 305.4 129.1 120.3 -
e fg JEHE/ % 43.8 45.8 53.2 43.6 33.1 -
AR R RE % 2.85 3.48 3.75 5.08 6.08 -
FHE 271.0 275.8 279.3 276.5 279.2 276.4
FFRE JuHE/ % 73.9 70.0 78.5 69.8 69.7 72.4
AR SRR % 7.27 6.02 4.03 6.01 6.14 5.89

T = "R BB R,

3 itie

3.1 JTISARALR LDH [ TEH S

FLEBRIG S B 2 0T 50 foc T L 2 BE B IR A —
FhlR THE. BRI, 2% LDH [F T
Bl i 222 R e /Y, L LDH [ TR A9 73 A 712
RS R . LDH [A TH§—fBt i A.B.C
3 AHE AL 4R ], LDH-A \LDH-B 2[R3R KTE 1
/% {k, & A, (LDH; ). A,B (LDH, ). A,B,
(LDH; ) \AB,(LDH,) \B, (LDH, )5 # 4 &=,
TIN5 5kHFH , LDH-C 2 R {UAE7 7 4 4 3%
BHRE R A I R R, B e

HRREE H ) o FESCLE R e rp | B AR A 0 R PR o
i) LDH [7 THESI%K H /T 3L+, Az
45 ,LDH-A \LDH-B L H 7E & H A 3 H Rk,
AR S2 06 45 5 4 v I LDH-C J: [ i2%35 , 71
5% (3815 4 R P AR AT BB A LDH-C A M F7E,
BRI N AL F R TE RS IS 52 K I F B Fn
PR BR R BEARE

BRI AR E S 50 AR SR PR, AT
AR SR RO B AT IE % A A 3
%3, LDH ¥y 5 ) [a] TE§+ ,LDH-B, (LDH, ) ££
PRI 36 1 Tt 0] = 2 A b 2L e ot 0 6l 7 73 A PR B
R, DS FEAEREHHA P& 25 ;W LDH-
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486 B\ W ¥ K ¥ % #H 21 %

A, B[R ZRIK G (LDH, ) ) 3= 22 {16 P R BR A 5
WAL, —EREREHLAPEES. HEK?2
AUAE N, ENRX —RE4HEE AL+ LDH; 5%
FUFRE, X R LA X KRB L W —FE
N, W5 LB W AR 3 7E 9 K 5 B 7K P 5 A E
N AP — Z 845 5+, LDH; MBS 12
B/, T LDH, (56 M2 & K, LDH,; 7£
PSRRI X, X 5K B4R i LDH [/ T
E5AHR] , X 7] 685 T) BT IR AU BE ) 2= i AR 3
e EBVIMRR

EEH A5k 2, LDH [/ TE§ R H
ABEHEAEEGH A.B EEMW B 5 K
S R DA DT D 8% A iR,
Ah AR5 1 T1BY R R AR IR S B, IR
WErh S Sl iR ARk HAR R, L%+ JC LDH, %
X PP LR R S 0 8% o o 6 R A s BB
FERRAL
3.2 7185 #h4H4 DNA S ERLLBEHHT

SR FH 2 40 B AR G W 7K A= 42 ) DNA & & D)
it 2 R R 2 K/ B A o i 2 B AT A AT
Yifp s E FRAE A R K@ R TS Y, &
1 5 B5E A (] B AR B RS F 48 Bii A% DNA ) b
BRI R S ANH 241 HEA% DNA BF5T 45571
R TIB R A5 R A2, 5 TR 45 R A0 —
B, HA, FPIES 68 LA A 4H A% DNA & & E
B HAME S NHR L%, B 5 i 2
JLE 5 BRI, O 2 ) e =K 4 Sk A7 0 5%
R 5 5 P B3 ELM 5 (HL L) R BB VR S A0 sl
fe AR AR TR M AR, — AN 2 T 1 LSS
AT, Ao 2 B8 B < BB | B8 S TN i
JESZH B, BY 768 2% A g B X A i AR R R E RN
T R S RSB A FAERE T BT EU/NER
3 REEHATREE AT IR AT o

A FE 5 R FR B, T BT L P AT RE A 48
Jili DNA 5B LB EER, 5RBEE 3tk
st UL P R 39 DNA -5 8 il s A sk e 72 450 3f
JIEHTT R B UL PN (B8 PS40 DNA & &
e 25 R AL H 52, J) 67 R 6 U9 51 40 A #%
DNA SR SHMALFEES  ERXFEFH
JR ] R 5 T 8% B2 6 1 20 i 45 4 DL K T BL & 1)
AFEAEFEIREA O, 7E 40 M 43t i3 BB v, AR
LU i #% DNA 4 FAA7E EHE P38 Kk kB
SO XTI A R — B IR A
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Gl —F A W& 40 g B DNA & B R 1E 52 19,
BRI BRHE , 76 35856 2 AR 9288 o ol LA
SR A M A A R ok R IR . HAT,
M EBE&IRE 3 MG RIOBFR R, G k8
HZ ) DNA & 8%, Je (k% B /0 94 DNA
E K, 5 DNA & B & 157 fE 5 & st L i
BERFEA B RR; R EE mE Wi 5%
Wit AL ) DNA & B E AR K, R E T2 16
BIEHEIE MRS KR, (EVR U L bt B
HRZ I DNA &8, B A Sy Y8 il 78 3 AL 2
EE B AR S, AR R E T
{5 T JFF JUE 200 0 B% DNA & B A% T oL 71 i ( 3. 905
pg/2c) N B E R (4.8 pg/2e)P KRG
(11.59 pg/2c) ™ s & F & 8 (3.25 pg/2c)™,
AT AKHE, A T 3% 8 70 65 40 fg 4% DNA & & iyl
SE XTI % R R 4 4 SR 2R G AL 3T
B ELAG N PR 0, 5 T 45 & DU A A X
DAT 22 Sy 2L ik 19 43 2 2R e A B AR 167 1) T A D
VR, X 07 T TAE A e — B RABIR

B2k
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Studies on lactate dehydrogenase isozymes and DNA content in different
tissues of Coilia nasus

XU Gang-chun', DONG Jing-jing’, NIE Zhi-juan', XU Pao', GU Ruo-bo'

(1. Key Laboratory of Freshwater Fisheries and Germplasm Resources Utilization, Ministry of Agriculture, Freshwater Fisheries
Research Center, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Wuxi 214081, Jiangsu, China; 2. College of Fisheries, Nanjing
Agriculture University, Wuxi 214081, Jiangsu , China)

Abstract: The aim of this study was to provide technical parameters for the foundation of genetic background
and resources in Coilia nasus. In the present study, lactate dehydrogenase isozymes (LDH) in liver, eye,
kidney, muscle, gill and serum, and DNA content in tail fin, gill, muscle, gonad and liver were studied by
isozyme and flow cytometry techniques. The results indicated that: (1) The LDH in different tissues had a
tissue specialty. All the tissues exhibited five isozyme bands and same relative migration rate, except for
LDH-c expression. No LDH, bands were found in muscle and serum. (2) No significant differences were
observed in DNA content in gill, muscle and liver (P >0.05), but DNA content in those tissues was
significantly lower than that in the tail fin and ovary cells (P <0.05). The ratio of DNA content in gill,
muscle and liver and haploid spermatide were 2.16,2.19 and 2.22, respectively. Moreover, the hepatocytes
which were easily isolated from tissue and made into single cell suspension were good materials for ploidy
analysis by flow cytometry.

Key words: Coilia nasus; lactate dehydrogenase isoenzymes; DNA content
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