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hEmEMBEEEX—FM(EEE,E8H)

koo, AERY, e

(L. BRI RSE W sh ) R G0 6 S AL Bl m S0se s, Bilg 2013065 2. IR 3R5E DNA HiR 5
KA SRR TR L, B 2013065 3. WIVLAS ARARBEIR UG I AP0, WTVE HUM 3100205 4. VL4 Afoll S KL k)
WA RA R WL B 310020)

W OE: MR AW HEKREBE (Zacco) 02— FiF—— & (Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. nov. ) . BB
PO OB R 5 )2 00 A TS K R OB (2. acanthogenys ) TEASHBARML B 5 24 & B R AIE A %
SR BE 41 ~44 (vs. 44 ~47) (LR 85 8 (vs. 8 ~10) MR F®E3 ~4(vs. 4 ~5), B EMBE 12 ~ 15 (vs.
14 ~17) PR AR R A (I B8 3035 (vs. 2E) LT, A0 5 538050 70 B th 42 88 ( Z. sinensis ) 1 55 68 65
(Z. platypus ) (TE 25 X0 FEAEMLR N BECH SA S A0 Lo 1 55 0T Lotk DL T IR B804 . ZE T4k

KRN R b 5 D it A8 2 M o SR R R — A S b
KR R WERE OB MIOR b BHLIER RAKE

RESES: Q959.468 M HEERERD: A

o O £ 2% ( Opsariichthine ) & #f J& H
( Cypriniformes ) i £} ( Cyprinidae ) H it 45 1 & 2
[l — 2T, 3 22905 T3 37 B ( Danioninae ) '
SR T B A8 2 ) © K HOM S o By 1 £ R
( Opsariichthyinae ) ' o Z K BE4 i F 4 0 &
A, R FE B ST LR R A PR B rp i N B R 2R
TEZFETET , MEPE A A — R 5 B 3, Sk B 2k 2
Rk, G RNy E K, Hoh R AR
( Opsariichthys ) T J& ( Zacco ) e % UL , 3ok F5%6F
XA JE R IE 500 28— R T B R a4 2 A
AR B S, 0w 1 R 2 1
ik, SRV Ho TG MIE S 28, XA
JER ¥ A5 2o I RVRC TR i A R B ECER
I ORI oS8 i AT 1 BT B, DO TE AR IR
fii o3 A B 1 8 &g A A H AR (0. bidens,
GUNTHER, 1873)1 4™Fh i J& (A 55 65 68 ( Z.
platypus, TEMMINCK & SCHLEGEL, 1846 ) 1 i,
HRHE (Z. chengtui, KIMURA | 1934) 2 M, A E
A T TR E W T RS
FRIBIR AR R, B TR IR T b S

WS A 2022-07-05 & [E HH: 2022-09-22
BEEWE: FX AR (31872207)

{19 G S 6 0 T 11 £ 7 752 S 3 R AL A
LA RARE, ATREXNT LB Z AR F AR T
HXPI MG RN IERER . BT
Iy [ 461 F1 G BE B P I R G R, CHEN 2611 4549
BHSTF RGF TS R E 0 X T s fa
I SR A X R B AL A T H AR AR
TR 45 IR i 4 5 8 7 A A [ 64 10 e, o /K 2R
HIRIA 2 ~3 AN TE BB YT ZeFh . HUANG 451
5 H T 1 £ SR 6 TR 114 23 % IO A B B R B 4%
BCRRAE , T 11008 S 2 7 T 37 BAF 11 2% 0, 06U
FRREE 2 g /IR 4% 4o il 4 T 0 F) 62 58 A A U B
B REE TR B WS 32, R, AR
B O 1R,
BOULENGER""' 8 AR 4f% 5% [ Wi 1T 7° I B9 4%
AR T T 10 o8 — R, iy 4% OB 1 f
(0. acanthogenys) , RELH> Ht AR g G 48 i 1)
WS4, B ™ ST LRk A% 5L R 0 R 52
K, I EHZ X BOULENGER' ™ i i 2
18 19 J 6 T 25 4 38, 16 52 T3 5 11 g A Ak
B, 3 1B 3T b B OE 6 (2
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BOULENGER, 1901 ), WANG Z&!") 3k 2% by {k&
AR b IEH (Cytb) X 24T TIRARY
RYK THIIE, IAF) CHEN 251 T4 1 55 6
WA AT T B A, AR K ili 49 5 B 5 17l A [ 7
PR LA, R T v A R e A i 3 A
WERER A8 X R 3 AN ST YRR, R
2T AR SR TR KR AL TR
VR B K R IGREAS | B) WANG 251 fff g 4
i R C R ARl (Z. sinensis) . I,
I 20 28 R G, 688 H Al (A TE g i (2.
platypus) FRBUE (Z. acanthogenys) F rh A fif§
(Z. sinensis) %3 NMELZYIF,

TERAL 2021 4F 6—9 H R H#ITLE BEK R
B TR ARA R, B I K R KEB A S [R]— K
F T HA K R 02 43 A ) 06 SRR AR L
ENAFEEL 225, A5 6 8 HoAh 2 09 b
FIE R LRI Cyrb e 778 1 35 (R A% 22 52
PR, o HL Al Ay g £ 2 — b

1 Me5I5

1.1 FRARESLE

SR A 3 W7 VLR K R R B Rl bR A 17
B, 10 BB A 7R G 5 T A 05 4
BRI SREA TN T AL fabR A 95% Z LR 5E .
Wik 20 U S i O A A AR o I T T
(10% ) B 1 A, J5 5 A 70% 2 B K 914
o FAN, I RAE T WL 230 T R AT 77 A 8
JBYIRIERAS 33 BT 95% LB 2, SR K FR
MRS [ 78 AR AR RN UREAR — R T T4
AR 1) o FrARRA Rk AT AIE R
3K It R A7 T L R 2 bR AR
(SHOU)
1.2 EREDW

TSI A e R — A e A iy ZE A 7
THRBCR AR R R B %) 0. 1 mm, ffi
SPSS 25. 0 4b FREHE AT R34 (E . TR RO/
T AR HE S 5 BRI LR 22 AR S
LT L b0 A R N T G R A A
1AM Fr oy, IR T 65 A 28 1 6 R i T P9 A T8
Xt 55 80 A 2 S5 Sy AR BL RS O 6 15 2
ERRATEAT T KL SHOU2021060267 .SHOU20
21060268 ,.SHOU2022010001 ~ SHOU2022010003 ,
5, kK 72. 67 ~95.28 mm, M bR AR, WL

¥ H V1 SHOU2021011007 , SHOU2021011008 , 2
B, KK 125. 69 ~ 126. 04 mm , Wi JT0L I 35 1% ;
SHOU2021060094 ~ SHOU2021060096 .SHOU2021
060154 ~ SHOU2021060156,6 J&, KK 88. 70 ~
106. 23 mm, #f L. 1E 7K [#] 71.; SHOU2021060008 ,
SHOU2021060009,2 &, {&#: 78.11 ~79. 61 mm,
R OHT VL (BRIETL)
1.3 SFRZELEHN
1.3.1 DNA #£HUf1 PCR §734 ¥

K A T AR T AR ey A PR w6 Y 3
PR 2 DNA $2 B ) & 4 BORE I 41 DNA 3
MRS Z U] 45, Cyib JEPR A4 5 S e 5
YR IE B9 Ly, (5-GACTTGAAAAACCA CCG
TTG-3") FZ 18514 H g5 (5'-CTCCGATCT CCGG
ATTACAAGAC-3")""7) | RCR J I 41495 C i
AEPE 3 min;94 °C7A8VE 30 s;54 CiB & 45 5372 C
FEAH 60 s;35 NMEFR;72 CHEMH S min;4 CLRIR
PCR =) 1 1% B B b vl Uk Rr A it 47 35 15 O
HE FAE T A TR By A BRAA B 58 A )
Y .
1.3.2  BEatr

2RI J R A5 2 A 1 S 1] PR B A A
Jfl DNAstar ff) SeqMan'"* # £F #E 17 9 42, I 4R 48
JPH R B R AT F TR IE . SRS Cyib S
4751 44 4, 8 Clustal XU 504360 9 2 4
1) P HN AT LT

HTRHFTE S O RBERRRERE N
B, B/ GenBank T2k 21 Z5J7 4, L4584
L RN 2 R0 5 A S AR R 2, D SR D
FPo3t 65 Kl AT RGE KB 40T, FEAR RS BUF
FifEELE 1, [ MEGA 11,0 353 )5 51 45
SO BB AT R A R B AL, (A Kimura XY
SRR S W L AR A B R . SR
% #% % ( Neighbor-joining , NJ) . D1 ot fffr 32
BI) 1 &% Kl 4K %
( Maximum likelihood, ML) #4785 I fa2K R 5 &
HW o LLMEGA 11. 0 #R4F I 5T K2P ERIfe
LRHEERT(ND) , RGER S BFE R A S 3%
( Bootstrap analysis) , #4171 000 YR B & flEEAN
7E jModeltest 2 ' Ha LT AIC {H 0645 5 16 BB L 25
FROBERY, ] f KA SR 1 (ML) 0 DU 33k (BI)
MRS KT W, fod B UER Y GTR +1 +
G, ML F{# F RaxML8. 07 k{158 1 000 ¥k

( Bayesian inferences,
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(SR VNI B

32 %

H 2SRRI 45 20 SO BAR B . BI AR A A 2t
{ifi i MrBayes 3.2. 204 SEUGH B N BEHLR , 5
IRBE I HE 1 5258 R 1% J7 i (Markov chain Monte
Carlo process, MCMC ) ¥ &N 3 ZHGEER 1 5545

BEMIETT 6 x 10° 48, %5 1 000 fRXf R M HEA T
ke, e & 432 6 001 BRALG K 7 M, 416 1Y
2 O00RRH B ALREAS & 77, BRI FEA T 1 — 2
RFFIH RS B

x1 BESTEARAERREKR

Tab.1 Samples and sources for genetic analysis

84, Genus %ﬁ{@ ﬂt,ﬁ 7!@%(1%{:‘%) HZF% P 3l
Species Location River ( Code) Sample size Source
PR LA HE (TX) 5 EN TS
Z. tiaoxiensi sp. nov. WA FE (TX) 6 AHFTE
FRANITY S BEYL (0J) 2 ABHFE
ERANITTY S YT, (MJ) 6 EN A
LRI HRL/ B IEIL (QT) 8 EN TSN
B Z. acanthogenys T BRI/ RS (QT) 2 MH350784&MH350785
WL % FIE (TX) 2 A5
WL AT (YD) 2 EN A
WL AL (Y)) 2 NC_028546&KT290890
L7 XUk T/ G4 (YL) 3 ARTHFE
)& Zacco WIS 7. sinensis T ) (ZH) 1 KN
i TG 7% FH W/ (HH) 1 EN TS
AT PH PR L/ #E (HH) 2 MH350807 &MH350806
WL &M WL (J)) 5 AT
Zaceo sp. A g el BT/ R IET.(QT) 1 EN A
LR FA/ K (C)) 2 MH350790&MH350791
el BRI/ (CD) 2 KF683339&KM491718
. AR =] W]/ (HH) 2 ATHFE
Zacco sp. B N . [ N
R % B P&/ B (HH) 1 MH350796
. H A KH(IP) 1 AF309085
JLBE 2. platypus 4 FH(TW) 1 FJ694975
HASD 148 0. uncirostris H A K 1 AF308437
Iy [ 40 )R K& 14 0. evolans WL M BRI 1 MH350437
Opsartichthys 45 0. bidens it Ml BRYL 1 KR698720
KB 44 0. macrolepis P N 1 MH350683
RIS Nipponocypris  F [CZRWAME N. temminckii R R 1 AF309084
S8 )8 Parazacco SR8 P, spilurus HRH R 1 NC023784
A& Aphyocypris B A, chinensis SN KA 2 NC008650&AF307452
- mm; 2021 4F 6 1 % [ W VC A B 17 A b S 42 1y

FE, B Pl Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. mov. ( F iR
[),EAfRA SHOU2021011012 JE, kK 96. 9
mm;2021 4 11 JR B WA B TR B T
BN (3B K &, 120°00°317E,30°12"46"
N) o

H B B A 9 . SHOU2021060252 .
SHOU2021060253 ,SHOU2021011001 ~ SHOU2021
011006 , SHOU2021011011, {& K 72. 51 ~ 110.53

http://www. shhydxxb.com

FE(FIEKZR,119°48'52"E,30°25'33"N ) ,2021 4F
8 J 2K H Wi TLA BN T AR e IX 88 T B /N R L
(#E/KZ,120°0'31"E,30°12746"N) ,

FEAH A B FR A 10 8, A1 56 n] & n] 5
FITT MR WL FR 20 56 1ii-7 ~ 8, g 11i-9 |, Ji fi
i-13 ~ 14, J5 g i-7 ~ 8, £k 8/41 ~44/3 ~4;
T EETI0E 16 ~ 18 [ RANEE 12 ~ 15, T 3
17,2.3.5/5.3.2,
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Tab.2 Morphometric measurements of Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. nov.

FIHE Paratypes (n=9)

C};rijj;ter El‘iot(yfi) i Male (n=6) M Female (n=3)
I/ME min - JRAH max FH{EH mean  fg/ME min KA max FI{H mean

&4 Dorsal-fin rays iii, 7 iii, 7 iii, 8 iii,7.7 iii, 7 iii, 8 iii,7.3
& 2% Pectoral-fin rays i,14 i,13 i,14 i,13.5 i,13 i,14 i,13.7
J & 2% Pelvic-fin rays i,8 i,7 i,8 i,7.8 i,7 i,8 1,7.7
Y% % Anal-fin rays i 9 iii 9 i 9 i 9 iii 9 iii 9 i 9
M2 Lateral line scales 43 41 43 42.3 42 44 42.7
MZE 11 Scale rows above lateral line 8 8 8 8 8
M R Scale rows below lateral line 3 3 3.3 3 4 3.3
B EERT# Predorsal scales 18 16 18 16.8 16 18 17.3
[l Circumpeduncular scale rows 13 13 15 13.7 12 13 12.3
{4 Standard length/mm 96.9 87.7 110.5 97.1 72.5 84.2 78.3
3k K Head length/mm 26.7 22.3 28.2 25.0 19.3 22.9 20.7
HRK L In percent of standard length/ %
1A= Body depth 25.5 24.2 27.6 25.4 23.7 29.0 26.4
3k K Head length 27.6 24.4 28.2 25.9 25.2 27.2 26.3
37 Head height 20.8 18.8 22.1 20.3 20.0 22.0 20.8
JEMi K Caudal-peduncle length 19.8 16.5 20.3 18.0 17.0 18.1 17.4
JEMiE Caudal-peduncle depth 8.9 6.9 10.1 8.8 7.6 8.9 8.4
W HEERT K Predorsal length 48.7 47.2 51.7 49.6 49.2 51.9 50.5
HatERT K Prepectoral length 24.8 24.3 26.5 25.2 24.1 27.6 25.6
HE4ERT I Prepelvic length 50.3 49.3 52.4 50.8 47.9 54.0 50.8
REERT I Preanal length 67.6 64.4 71.6 68.8 67.8 72.2 69.5
5354k In percent of head length/%
K Snout length 28.9 22.4 31.2 25.9 22.4 29.2 26.1
k4% Eye diameter 23.0 18.1 25.7 22.5 23.1 26.2 25.1
AR [A]#E Interorbital distance 35.0 44.4 50.8 47.7 41.9 49.3 46.5

R S AT A0, S ERT, Sh R R T 1 v o
Wy B BB o OGO Hm AL, 13
ORI N 7, WG BOF | 1) B R, AREL
K ATk B 7, iR S W R aE AR S, /T
MRIAIRE . 6§ TCREBE, A T &, S H .
M SE A S S, 1 R AN 15 R B FE R . R & /)N, Sh 2k
SEIOE , BCEAHE f AT B K E AR I, O AR
T EEE RN o R R AT 4 AR A EE AR IE I,
2 MR, AR AR A G . LT B R R
Mo MM 5E 4, 70 Mg b5 0] T 25l AR5 i
AN S8 4 1) L S o 3 R AP PR R AR S AN 5%
Fr SR R 5 IR 85 2 T R, A
b2l

TEGIHZENY  MEVEAE SR TR LU S R i 22 e 7
KRB AR (B AL , JUHAEY) i 2 AR AT T
JIBERIE R A IR, A AR . W) i 2 R A
7 ~8 ANRIB AT LA Rl 3 2% 18 5 DB 24 FL P B, 8
i3 ~5 WRBEBZMAN 4. X2 MERE

AR B IO 45 38 A2 T8 B B 2 s Al IR R

WHB R A KIE, B/ANERCR, B BCBHER 1 ~2
7o oAt )a, 8 AT, B N REER, —
Bt ] 23 58 4 2K o

P bt A TG B At fif e, IR R, Sk
TR R K AT HR K R A A e,
PRER T €, RN Hh 1 2% S0 S R )
TR ORERE 4 ~ 8 Fko THEE AL 5% T =3
g1 BT S RN ()l R hARBE 45 0E ], B
ST SRR 2 3 B S N ¢ 1 2 B R
g 308 A o, W R B K 1 £ B T R R R
ZH/NRBES . BEEIK A A, RigEs S, LTt
JUFEK, KA sk # o (BW-3,4) .

FH I i1 7 IR A Sk T B8 K PR, IR K
o, TR A KR (EIRR-1,2) .

IS BRGNS T H KR

ABE AN THE KRR BT RN
INFU O SR VSRR AR T

T B 44 tiaoxiensis” LT LI
BB FE %R R
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oo TE K ¥ ¥ i

32 %

YTNERAE H AP 5 TRl — 7K R AT 431 1) 5
WS b RO (R T F TR 6 2% b
figh AL 5 DL S AR 5 B AR N
WA 5, I3 3 B T M4k B8k 8 47
ML 853 ~4 47, F¥ 8 3.4 17, LI 3 1T/R 2
LRy 41 ~ 44 K, F3 4205 A RS 12 ~
15 i, 4 132 A s T OB 22 B85k 8 ~ 10
17,74 8.8 45, LA 9 1T/ £ ML Tk 4 ~5 17,
SFHH 4.1 4T, L4 AT L ML 44 ~ 47 KL,
35 45.3 4, L 45 WL BT 2 | T R 14 ~
17 M0, 349 15,2 Moo Iy ANAE I £0 1 6 1)
JE b A 25 55, 0 Pl G I 06 3k SRR B S T
T A6 1 M 0 ot U] SR 5 T B R AL
F ARSI BIE T B R 225 T8 G 1 KL
551 B HEE 25570) FrR, Jifh 5 AR I 45 X
BB T BEEE 3 ~4(vs. 2 ~3) HRJEJHE
53K 1 H#1]35.0% ~ 50. 8% (vs. 32.0% ~
35.8% ) LI % A 0 I R BERIIA AT T (vs. R F
PR o RN I 0 Y T 25 X ) 32 A T IR
I kK 5K 2 L 24. 4% ~ 28. 2% (vs.
22.7% ~ 24. 8% ), HHEWMK 5K K Z I
47.2% ~51.9% (vs. 42.0% ~47.6% ) Bk
HiEEKZH 16. 5% ~20.3% (vs. 20. 6% ~
23.7% ) MREE 5L K 2Z I 35.0% ~50. 8%
(vs. 28.3% ~36.7% ) .,

3 REKE I

4= 1 140 bp 1Y Cytb FEH ¥ 51 b ToHs 1Y
FASER , H AT G.CAIES m P HE O
SHONBE) 4> Bk 26. 7% . 30. 2% ., 16. 0% .
27.1% ., A + T &H(56.9% ) &F G + C &k
(43. 1% ), SERLPMAIER AT & 5#5,G.C
Er AR B TPIIRSFOLE 754 A, 5 R

*x3

S 66. 1% 578 AV 45, 386 4, i 33.9% 5 B
AR 95 A, i 8.3% 5 AT 15 LA 291 A,
25.5% o J¥HIREEIRER LR 6. 15,

1. EEFRA, SHOU2021011012, A1 96. 9 mm; 2. H
R4S, SHOU202101101 1, Mt , A 72.5 mm; 3. AR 3K I/
s 4. AR TR HERE

1. Holotype, preserved male specimen, SHOU2021011012, 96.9

mm standard length; 2. Paratype, preserved female specimen,
SHOU2021011011, 72.5 mm standard length; 3. Alive male;
4. Alive female.

AR WA RS

Plate  Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. nov. ,new species

E=pEd BSpodul Estt Flkeind

Tab.3 Principal diagnostic characters of Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. nov. and Zacco acanthogenys

PR Z. tiaoxiensis Sp. nov.

FFE Z. acanthogenys

PR Character i B (2%

%A $ (REO

Scales ( Individuals ) V5 Mean Scales ( Individuals) P Mean
£k Lateral line scales 41(1) 42(4) 43(4) 44(1) 42.5 44(3) 45(7) 46(3) 47(2) 45.3
2k % Scale rows above lateral line  8(10)  9(0)  10(0) 8.0 8(5) 9(8) 10(2) 8.8
28 T &% Scale rows below lateral line  3(6) 4(4) 3.4 4(14)  5(1) 4.1
T ERTE Predorsal scales 16(4) 17(2) 18(4) 19(0) 17.0 16(2) 17(5) 18(5) 19(3) 17.6
B Circum-peduncular scale rows  12(2)  13(5) 14(2) 15(1) 13.2 14(5) 15(4) 16(4) 17(2) 15.2
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VL&A 1) A A 400 ( Aphyocypris chinensis)
VERANEREA Y Cyrb JE NJ ML H1 BI R 48
REREAME RS (B 1) o 4582R B2
ZRBURFIE 23 25 0 B RN 5 101 £ J 45 E A R R
BRI MIHIRIE G R . (EEJB M2, BRAULHEIA
Hb FEIK R I 2 2 LR R 43 A AR T L
HARKFAEAS T I BOBR AL B 2 0, 2R D
TLRE OB T 1, H 5 R R R R Y B R R
W FR T, %K 100/100/1 (NJ/ML/BI)
UL S 5 I FEA R T2 K R W Zaceo

99/99/0.98

o

sp. A, BEIK RHREA Zacco sp. B, EIK
RESMREA SIL T AR A ARG, 5 B A 58
BESIR O SC AR I, SCRF A0 100/96/0. 94 (NJ/
ML/BI) ,

FT SB35 J8 25 Y i 2 18] [
BRI . B AR5 s SCR T A OB - 2 35
TEEE RSN 3. 9% , 5 3 & 1T A4 Wy a] ) -F- 24 5
fREiRI N 8. 1% ~8.8% o SZZ& L1 4 APy Ffa]
PR B 3. 7% ~5.0% o AW FhFh A
HEARIE LI 0.4% ~1.2%

BEG#E Zacco acanthogenys

(0J+ MJ. QT+ TX. Y])
10010011
ii
100710011 T B4 Zacco tiaoxiensis sp.nov.
100/99/1 (TX)
99/100/1 h4dl Zacco sinensis
(YL. ZH. HH)
100/96/0.94  100/98/1 FilBf Zacco platypus
00110011 )

99/99/1 I

83/97/0.78

&

Zacoo sp.B
(HH)

Zacoo sp. A

(JJ. Q1. €D
HZ% O Opsariichthys uncirostris

10010071
90/10011 I, Opsariichthys bidens

100/100/1 KAED 44 Opsariichthys evolans

K%L 44 Opsariichthys macrolepis

¥R IA B Nipponocypris temminckii
S8 Parazacco spilurus
w0 ——— FRAEARE] Aphyocypris chinensis 1

Fr4EZ0l Aphyocypris chinensis 2

| |

0.02

E1 ET Oy BEEFIEERNDO&RDEM, T R EREEX K NJ/ML/BI 5314 REZHR
Fig.1 Phylogenetic relationships of Opsariichthine derived from NJ tree based on Cyth gene

sequences, values at the nodes correspond to the support values for NJ/ML/BI methods

4 Plig

g Jm H AT 3 A8 5E 44 1A 3Rk, RV 58 %
S, BRIBBE R P AR R b R B 6 5 0 A
T HAA OB A T W A LA
IKFR , PR AT T E AR K R b
FHRIES R — 7K R L T H A oK 2832 0 A 1)
TRIBUEIE 25 _Edm AL, (R 3% e AU 2R 8% 1)
2 b LT Bt LK [ R A 9 5 ) 450X 4 R
PR FEAFEE BT E B 22 5, I3k 3 B, 1k
R S AR b T BRI % k9 ~

10 77 ML R85 5 ~ 6 17 ML EE N 49 ~ 51 H#,
ASBIFSE WL 14 00 2 898 ) 2 T 8t %5 H B A 38 2
JE R TR R ERR, AT BE SR AR A RO A K. 1t
B, T B £ 1R 86 1 1 B A 25 5 BT A
i 88 1% BIELAS B I TT T OISR 17 AR 68 e 1od
IV ELIR S R R i B Rl 5 Hp A R T B 6 B
T A BRI AN RSN ENTRIE S O 32 224
AT PEIR T . AR 4 (R AR R BR R A R 22
LS SEREEEROR B HEE %) FUR, Bifh
AR B JE 25 D) BN R T B A H 3 ~ 4
(vs. 2 ~3) | HR[E]BE 5 3K K Y B 4135.0% ~
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50.8% (vs. 32.0% ~35.8% ) L) K i3 fa 11
JEEEEIEALTT (vs. REE) o HiFh 5 9 HE 6T
TEARG FEZAET R kK 5K Z T
24.4% ~28.2% (vs. 22.7% ~24.8% ) i5EH]
KE5EKZH 47.2% ~51.9% (vs. 42.0% ~
47.6%) JBMiK S5IkKZH 16.5% ~20.3%
(vs. 20. 6% ~23.7%) MRIAFE 5L KZ L
35.0% ~50.8% (vs. 28.3% ~36.7%) . 5,
AT ISR B B 2 0 BN R B R 2R ) —
AFEEMIR ARG EZR L fa (vs. BRAG) fEAE T
I AT L2 By kg i 55X 2 o M H ok o

HTF Cytb FEHA TP I R G KB KRR
PE— RS T DL S BURHIE 53205 1) 85 T £ 218 11
FME [ SR R OK R A7 A6 OB A 2

AR 2 DR, X 2 AP RR R SR GO R W, —
F AU S AR 5 rp AR K T 68 R A5 A ) SR
HHIRTESC R . WANG %55 L 1) 3% ZR 8L
1A Cyrb PRt A% B PR 01 1 v o) s ) TR
3 AL AR IFAIX 3 NIRRT R I
3SR AL T Cytb HE 751
ARSI RN R B [ R 1) 4% ) s A4 1 R
Yyt 7 3% i8] TR K SCRFEAT Y
ENELEEZE

g5 BRTIR ST S ML b i R IR
LI YA/ 8 B2 B T O s IESRES AE
RIS AR TESS K R, TERH AR R v AR e B
oA

®4 BEREES5INRARBYMHEZLEANE

Tab.4 Principal diagnostic characters for Zacco tiaoxiensis sp. nov. and its 3 related congeners

PR PRty | I ARG TEEER

Characters Z. tiaoxiensis Z. acanthogenys Z. sinensis Z. platypus
Rt £% Anal-fin rays iii,9 iii,9 iii,8 ~9 iii, 9 ~10
Jli & 2% Pelvic-fin rays i,7~8 i,7~8 i,7~8 i,8
£k % Lateral line scales 41 ~44 44 ~47 41 ~45 43 ~44
M2 | Scale rows above lateral line 8 ~10 8 7.5~8.5
MIZR T % Scale rows below lateral line 3~4 4~5 2-~3 3
S/ K Head length/Standard length/ % 24.4 ~28.2 23.5~29.3 24.4 ~27.1 22.7~24.8
WERT /&K Predorsal length/Standard length/ % 47.2 ~51.9 44.5 ~51.0 48.3 ~52.2 42.0 ~47.6
HEGERT /1R Prepelvic length/Standard length/ % 47.9 ~54.0 45.2 ~52.5 49.1~53.6 46.1~49.7
B/ Caudal-peduncle length/Standard length/% 16.5 ~20.3 16.3 ~23.7 16.8 ~19.2 20.6 ~23.7
AR/ Caudal-peduncle depth/Standard length/% 6.9~10.1 7.9~11.7 9.3~10.4 8.6~9.9
IR [B] /34K Interorbital distance/Head length/% 35.0~50.8 40.7 ~51.4 32.0~35.8 28.3 ~36.7
HR I il 2k i Color of upper eye AN Fan
AR NG i B R AT 5 3k ey Ak 3k

Whether the ventral fin reaching the anus
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A new species of genus Zacco from Southern China ( Cypriniformes:.
Cyprinidae )

ZHANG Yan'?, ZHOU Jiajun®*, YANG Jinquan'"

(1. Shanghai Universities Key Laboratory of Marine Animal Taxonomy and Evolution, Shanghai Ocean University , Shanghai
201306, China; 2. Engineering Research Center of Environmental DNA and Ecological Water Health Assessment, Shanghai Ocean
University, Shanghat 201306, China; 3. Zhejiang Forest Resource Monitoring Center, Hangzhou 310020, Zhejiang, China;
4. Zhejiang Forestry Survey Planning and Design Company Limited, Hangzhou 310020, Zhejiang ,China)

Abstract; Zacco tiaoxiensis, a new species of cyprinid fish from Tiaoxi river system in Zhejiang Province,
southern China, is described. With morphological comparison, the new species is similar to Z. acanthogenys,
which is widely distributed in Zhejiang Province. However, the new species could be distinguished from Z.
acanthogenys by the following combination of characters: lateral- line scales comprising 41 —44 (vs. 44 -
47) , scales above lateral-line 8 (vs. 8 —10) , scales below lateral-line 3 =4 (vs. 4 —=5), scales surrounding
caudal peduncle 12 —= 15 (vs. 14 - 17), for mature male individuals, the ventral fin reaching ( vs.
exceeding) the anus, etc. The morphological differences among the new species and the allopatric congener
species of Z. sinensis and Z. platypus are mainly in the number of scales under the lateral line, comparable
characters such as the ratio of head length to body length, and the color of the upper edge of the eyes when
living. Moreover, the genetic analysis based on mitochondrial cytochrome b gene also supports that Zacco
tiaoxiensis sp. nov. is a valid species.

Key words: Zacco; Tiaoxi river; new species; Cyib; genetic distance; phylogeny
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