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Kinship Analysis of One Broodstock Population of Large
Yellow Croaker Pseudosciaena crocea
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Abstract: Present broodstocks of large yellow croaker are borne from extremely small numbers of base population.
Thus, it is necessary to analyze kinship of broodstocks in order to avoid inbreeding that will bring out the reduction of
individual survival and growth. This paper reports kinship reconstruction and genetic diversity in 103 broodstocks of
large yellow croaker by utilizing 23 microsatellite markers. Genetic diversities of 103 croakers at 23 loci pronounce that
there are 134 alleles in total and an average of 5.82, and the observed average heterozygosity of 0.5993, demonstrating
that these broodstocks still maintain genetic variability to some extent. The results of sibling groups reconstructed are not
identical using two methods of Likelihood and 2-allele recombinatorial optimization. However, the evidence of close
relationship between broodstocks is confirmed. The mating combinations are compared between these two methods, as a
result of 85% identity and a final selection of 2-allele method. This study aims at finding a better way to avoid inbreeding
occurred in broodstocks, and facilitating the aquaculture market of large yellow croaker, meanwhile, offering methods
and statistical models to artificial propagation in other marine fish species.
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K3gfi (Pseudosciaena crocea) 45/ [FH 2%
S4B DY R = 2 — R B R S i A
R A 7 U DX v B A 48 5% ) 2 O A8 A0 O 2
PR B PRI LN, 2R A7 7
A AE H A7 AR KB A B U LT A % (Xu & Liu,
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FRIEN A TR KRR, BT MOR R R R ik
HHEARMA G, AT REAN TEEYI, kR
B EARIAT RGOSR T, WARTE R SR
L o I A R SR A, N R
FEIRBE V28 AL, A8 H RSO IR B i 1
25y AR RSN, R, TR LS
0t 1R Y AR A O BB A TR A T B I 35 A D AR
FRITESL T, RG5> Ttk 22 MR v 25 7 i
XA R B G BT IR G R ENT, DA R
i AN B U I A N DD A s e S S e <
(IR AR5 L 2R

EHZ UM T RIGER WS Ao, mE
SERRAC R N S5 2 it AR A (8 — Bl o T bR
id. 5 EMERRC AFLP I ISSR Fric AL, M PA
Fric (A7 JE RO AL (1), BT DAAT DL BT
REA A (0 55 A7 HE DR RN L DI B . [R] I, B 4
PGV AR DGR T R R, H AT TR &K R
I3 BT 1R 28 v R SR LT #8 2 DAG T A bR 11
WAL ST (Norris et al, 2000; Sekino et al,
2003; Li et al, 2003), X K /K= FRIH B B R A L LK
RN AL T3 K H AR S . AFFUFIA DNA
Tkl TR AR AC 0 KB o AR AT SR GO0 R IR
g, 3 I LU P e A AR AN [ 1R T S AR (1 B 45
B DB A i oy ), R R —EiR S
Kt N LEFWREA R 7, Ry e
7K B S B N B H W IOR AR P R ] 5
AR T

1 #MR57H%

11 EEFEAXKE

TSR 3 W HRACT 2009 4E 1 ] 13
HR A TS LS A R A A i
FRA KPRV F oLy, JE 105 . IXEEREA
ZA ] 2007 4F 12 H ISRIE ) WO I A4 T At (9 5
ot . HohMEMEANMA 76 B, HEMEANMA 20 L M
HELLBI g 2.5 1o SRAERS, KR4 R BT RIS ,
FINHFFRZE( MALRE), I BIEC D> 5 8 68 T 0K
LIEHRAT . XTI A RSO ) 3 W85 £ or
i,
1.2 EF4H DNA HJ3REL

BYHIE 2 K/ T IK B 8] 52 (1) K 38 1 16 48
BT, WFKTEE 3~4 K, RRIRIEIGRL 10
min. ff LEEAMER G, HIEAURT K, A

P AEEVION 200 L SIS AR 4 i AR
Cfepr: 200 pg/mL HEAM K; 0.5% el
FE; 10 mmol/L EDTA) T 50°C IR AR
6 1~2 h, WIEZEt8H R 1~2 . Wik)E 1)
FE SN SEARTR B 2R By 47/ e IRE (25 224 2 1),
SRR HhAR 3 U RS DNA BRSO 2 £ 4R
A TCIK SEEUTE, T 70% OB pEvE Pk T
5 J5 1) DNA JO3E IINGE &1 TE %, H+ T 4°C LR
et H .
1.3 WD ESIYKIE

KHEFCI PR GIA A g5
“HLIDH” 241 h A 8255 % | F 7 & (Chang et al,
2008); 45 “LYC” & 412 WICHR(Guo et al, 2005;
Ning et al, 2007). A 5I1Y =AY THE O
ARAF G REE 1),
1.4 PCR 18 K A&

AL 15 pL RAAR, AR5 S W IR
(Chang et al, 2008a). Jiifi PCR N47E ABI

9700 MY 5. PCR FEFFUIF: #IE 94C
AR 3 ming B S BEAT 28 AMEARY Y, 92°C 20,
50~60C 20s (£ 1) ,72°C 30s; tfg 72°CLEM 10
min.

P =)0 T H VKRS DYCZ-28D (IBRCK /D
7180 mmx150 mmx200 mm, Jtii/N—) bR
8%aN, 10% AR PE R IR LR e I HL vk« LK o8 BE
i, 2% Xuetal (2002) [ EHHTRY, Hi)E
PRAF KIS . T B K Gel-Pro Analyzer ver.4.5
AT T8 .

15 SIEMKNEES LD

) FH B AR 35845 24 8 #F Popgene (Yeh & Yang,
1999)  TF S SRAAEREAN Tl 1A JREA 1R A5 A7 JE
DRI (N« A 805 JE R (N~ IR A6 B2 (H)
FIHIEE LG E (He)s FIH # A Genepop (Rousset,
2007) 17 PAE A W 12 5 7 M A4 02 157 O 125 I 22U AT A
ST LA S VPR P AT [R] 2 15 A AR AN P18
1.6 FIRXFHEERE (siblings reconstruction)

AW F SEBAR} R M TREE SO I,
AKX AL EEEMEFT LT
2006 4F 3 AEEME—HREE A PrLL, XALEF ¢
A HBEAAAERIMOC R, AW REAEESL (B FRR,
P LAFRAT 175 B X EeAMA AT RIS R E A, AR5
P &5 R T B R . AT R R 4
TR AT R 0GR (A R B A A D F A AT
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1.6.1 JETHREPIIA I BRZ (Likelihood) H2
4 Goodnight & Queller (1999)F H! FfLlok %
(Likelihood) FEM A AU G &, 38 BeE T 2R

TERN TG R X 1% B E AR AT BE A7 AE 10 P Fl & 1
KRBT . KFR—: 2R (LU IR FS) A
KM/ K FR (HS/URD: KFR . KRN (HS)

x1 XHEBERIESIMER

Tab. 1 Primer pairs of microsatellite markers in large yellow croaker

Frid

Loci

51495551

Primer sequences

BRI ()

Annealing temperature

RS

GenBank accession no.

LYC0002

LYC0003

LYC0004

LYC0006

LYC0007

LYC0009

LYCO0011

LYC0012

LYCO0013

LYC0020

LYC0024

LYC0030

LYC0033

HLIDHO085

HLIDH107

HLIDH125

HLIDH155

HLIDH156

HLJDH159

HLIDH175

HLJDH182

HLIDH185

HLJDH330

F:ACCTCCAGTGGGATGTGA
R:GGCTGTTTGTTATAATTTGTG
F:-TATTCAGGCTGCTGTTGTGC
R:ATGACCAGGCTTGCATTGAG
F:CTCTTAGCCGTCATTCATCC
R:CATTTAGCCAAGTTCACTTCC
F:GGTCAACAGGTCAGCAGTTA
R:GCATCTCTCCTTCAAGTCAC
F:GACTCCTTTGCTCGGTCTGA
R:ACATGGTTATCCTTCCGTTCG
F:GTCAATCACGTCTGTCTCTGC
R:TCAGCCATTGTCTGTGAGGT
F:CTTTTATTGGCTCCGTATGA
R:CACTCACACTAGCACGCAC
F:CAGAACAAACAATGAATGGG
R:GAGGAGCTCAACAGCAACA
F:GCTGCGAGCTACTTTACTCAT
R:AACTCACAAACATGCAC
F:GCCAAACATGGAGCCTTATG

R:GACTATCATCAACTGAAACAAC

F:GGCTCGTGCCAGCAGGG
R:GTATGAAGAACATGTGCAGTG
F:GAGACGAGGAGAGGCAGAAG

R:CACCATGGTAGAAAGAGCACAG

F:GGATGGAGGAGTGATGATGG
R:GCACTGAGACCTGAATGCTCC
F:AATGTTCACTGCGATGACTCC
R:TCCTCCATGTGCAGTTACCA
F:ATTCTTCTGCCCCTCCAAAT
R:ACTCCCCTGATGCGTCTCTA
F:ATTCTTCTGCCCCTCCAAAT
R:ACTCCCCTGATGCGTCTCTA
F:CCGACAGCCATACTTTAC
R:CTAGCAGACAGGGAACAT
F:GCTTCAGGAGCCCATTCT
R:CGATCAGCCGTAGTGTCT
F:AGAAGGGAGGAAAGATGC
R:TGCTTGCGAGAAAGACAC
F:GGTATCATTCCTCCACTTT
R:CACTCATCTCCAGCACAA
F:ACTGTCGTGCTGCCTTGT
R:TACGCTTGATTGTCTGTGCT
F:CTGACTCTGAACGCTTGG
R:TTCTGTGGTCGTCGTCTT
F:-TCAAGTTCAAATCAGCCCAGTT
R:ATCGCAGCTTAGCGCAGT
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60
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58

55

58

55
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AY885692

AY885693

AY885694

AY885696

EF372242

EF372244

EF372246

EF372247

EF372248

EF372255

EF372259

EF372265

EF372268

EU590671

EU590672

EU590673

FJ860005

EU590677

F1860006

EU590678

EU590679

EU590680

F1860007
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AN A [\ L/ 6 5K & (FS/UR) 1 i 38 51 75 4% 1F
Kingroup v2.08 (Konovalov et al, 2004)-1 52 %, F-if
it 5000 RIS SAEA TP B S AR G, S5 9K
F PR X H

1.6.2  J:T 2-allele M4 A L4k ( combinatorial
optimization) $5 SIURFILEARMKE, &0
IEANTT B SEA IEIIRAE B, ATFEXAL
BCAR R AT B PEAL, 18 A 2 T R g5t
FE 343 F) 2-allele minimum set cover 5775 MIFFFTAE
Ak B b 1 1) T 4 H (Almudevar &  Field,
1999; Berger-Wolf et al, 2007).  AHF5EFIH Ashley
et al (2009) 58 & AT W _F7E 2 8 #F Kinalyzer

(http://kinalyzer.cs.uic.edu) 5¢ i [r) B X (1) 44 2

2 # R
2.1 DNA #iREHIE5|¥HE I

TIEA3HT 105 KB a4 25 01 TR 4R
R, HHRANMNME iy 4238 1029) 1E
bRl 4T e, MO LUK . iAh, AR
i LYCO0018 7E Al AMa 34 4 5, ikrid
LYC0036 {5 Ao AN Jey 197ty , PIHX AN bR
WK . A 103 BAME (288+759) M 23
P T 5 | A (1 48 47 i DR VAT T SR 2R 10
A ZREPERI R I OC R A AT
22 BEZHEME

103 J@sieftfr 23 AN e FEIR 1S S (7 JE N 4 134
Ay PR ERT 5.82 AN JLHP AL LYC0033 H
B WA R, T HLIDH159 fR&07 KL M 5 %2,
A GR 2o AREEAFER P At A S
WEESEATIE R AT R FE— B BN BEALI T3 5%
RETEN 0.1209~0.9029, FHWHEILEE N
0.1136~0.8929, 45 6 AL (LYC0030,

R 2 13 RAESEEMKRE 23 MU E2EEMARESHMERER
Tab. 2 Genetic diversities of 103 individuals of large yellow croaker at 23 microsatellite loci

JEAT Loci ST FE N, HREATFE N, WERIATE H, HHEEIREE H, P {4 P value
LYC0002 4 2.80 0.5825 0.6434 0.0000
LYC0003 4 1.78 0.1373 0.4395 0.0000
LYC0004 6 4.40 0.4854 0.7728 0.0000
LYC0006 3 1.51 0.2745 0.3374 0.0001
LYC0007 3 2.15 0.2680 0.5352 0.0000
LYC0009 8 5.74 0.7921 0.8259 0.0534
LYC0011 7 578 0.7864 0.8268 0.0864
LYC0012 10 8.50 0.7087 0.8824 0.0000
LYC0013 7 4.83 0.5196 0.7932 0.0000
LYC0020 5 2.24 0.4653 0.5537 0.1989
LYC0024 4 2.36 0.3789 0.5763 0.0000
LYC0030 3 2.43 0.6082 0.5892 0.9899
LYC0033 2 1.13 0.1209 0.1136 0.4233
HLJDHO85 9 333 0.6436 0.6997 0.0012
HLJDH107 6 371 0.7100 0.7307 0.0878
HLJDH125 6 4.75 0.7500 0.7896 0.0005
HLJDH155 6 4.88 0.7879 0.7951 0.4160
HLJDH156 5 2.71 0.6500 0.6316 0.2559
HLJDH159 11 9.34 0.9029 0.8929 0.0688
HLJDH175 6 4.30 0.7864 0.7672 0.1574
HLJDH182 5 3.98 0.8835 0.7488 0.0000
HLJDH185 7 4.18 0.6796 0.7608 0.1759
HLJDH330 7 5.49 0.8627 0.8178 0.0539
iy 5.82 4.01 0.5993 0.6749
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HLJDH046. HLJDH047. HLJDH049. HLJDH159
AT HLIDH330) M2+ A IR TG %, &®
HHIK G (7 (1) 2 A5 T s 103 REH MARLEF
P B FE N 0.5993, WIBEARE I N 0.6749,
B SF B i IR — 8 K IR R e e )

W - AT A P A RS I 2 R T R R K
(Markov chain) J7EH 1) P {EAS: . P {ERIL 45
RWoR 23 DNEEALH, A 10 A EEA A 5 1
(P<0.0001 ), T 1 %6 i 25 [ i {57 L5 Ji5 A B8 R %
G AP B, 35S AR
TP J8E A7 A 25 3 BOF 1T (P<0.005), B AT 4 il A2
LYC0012/HLJDH085 . LYCO0012/HLIDH330 .
HLJDH107/HLJDH156. HLIDHO085/HLIDH330 A1
LYC0024/LYC0033.

2.3 ETFEMRERASE Likelihood BIEIMEERE

MEFEE A HS, TR URFS, 3%
Krgh K~F- 4 0.05 F10.01 I, L33 196 3217,
IRZAMALFAEAS R B B TFahia i K5k
K, 103 BAEFE 97 BAMRIEEAFE R, X
H 4 BAMEK (60, 66+ 84+ 92) Fl—X} [A] U xf (59/93)
HIw 97 RAAAMFAERER, MEAFH T Uit
WRG KR T %Y, HEATEERT 5% R
Witrs MR FS, i URHS, 3%
KYB6 K14 0.05 F10.01 I, HARE] 12 %f 4 (7,
EAZ IAAELEAE BT
2.4 ETF 2-allele tAE AR FAEE

% IR T 45 g &, b 30
X2 S, 4R 3 X ILEsRt. 13 XRTHGRXT A 14
LR NE s 55 15 BHE 3 MM (trios) AT 3
Jaxt, DAGHGRA A2 . fEX 45 SR &,
12 SHEPEAMARIN 5 1 5 H1 20 S HEMEMARRT,
HILTE S 576 3 Muxtry, Ak 25 F1 83 4351
N5 {16, 104; 18, 36} F1{55, 71; 91, 93} MKk
AR MAE 103 BAASELGCRE L,
HA 2 SAMER AR BUTATR SR
25 EBERRWE

PR it T b= S E N EA S R H I IES
R, I AAEREAT B B2 IR 3 2 ) B x40 ) i
NEERAR, IR B E WS B A A e AR X ]
B BN R T S E R AR AN A D,
e, BRI NMAEE EI 2] AB AL, R
JR e K A R M DG &R I O 2 A LA TR — 4 O
W, ZIEIRGR, K5 A 4UMEYEAMAST R (1M

PEMADECE] B 4, k2, #5 B Al ARG
RIGMEPEAN AT BCE] A 21, nTCARRVFL AP e — 32
LEBI AR K R e, SRR EEANMAS AL
B AL J LA AR R B A7 AE R O R g, )
TIRZAE, RZINR

ST LA B, AT AR T PR A L T
%, Horh 28 JRHEMEANAIY 2 i . 75 Likelihood
SYBCTT A, IR T 21 F 46 S HANMEMEAMA, (R
FEfb, 7 2-allele AE0ILIET, HIBRT 25 A1 83
SEAMETEANA

SRR 5 1 EE 8 1 A M DG R AN AR [
EE Ik FE0 P A 7 VR B A A L g R, SRR
T2y B — 80 85% (A b i %52 1)
20 X LGRS, 4 3 XAE Likelihood ¥4 14 73 i
B —41), KA A2 W R I — Skl
ik 86% LA Lo BT LR AN REIAZ 1 SR, fe &
(WEE T ERMASATEI S G R, FHAr R
SR BRIEF L, REREASE A IR dR
101 Rtk T WA MEEMA) LS AL B A
BHMTHEEE,

3 i

31 WHEESEERE

B L H VR AR AT DL K ST AR,
JE T AR EK, R SR A AL & A
VPSS 3PN S SN N SIS uid i €/
PN 3= E-A0S: 511l Sl NP s S R Aw D
JEE 358 0 O 25 SR A 1R 380 4% 2 A 1 (Kozfkay et al,
2008). 1EF I N T8 H K MF, K F1)gfL 2
FoaftiEon, @ik BREIE R, WHE WML 5
BN 1%, &0 25 5UUA 25 A (1358 4% 41 %
(Chang, 2008b). Flit, 7EHEAT N LEHHT, HE#
AMEEHE R EH A BT A D) E R, i HZEAE
Wittt T H A Wik et AR RGOSR, XA )
M H REAREATA R EAS, AT LAY KR
Ko, IR A R RO
32 EBRRERSHITERIRILE

TEEZ MG riET, ERGIEN SRS
Ty EE . FATSRG SR T iE AT DLy
RS FRABLE Al 0 92 R AN A 56 22 2 50 43 ik ik
(Blouin, 2003). AFABLEE Aty v 2 AN A ) E 42 SE K]
MK Y54 — (identity by descent, IBD) [JAHI
BE, BRI AR bR B 5 AL R ECRBUAR K (Kozfkay

it
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et al, 2008; Blouin, 2003); AL R AR AL 45
FREMRIEXRR, LWFRRICR, HILHKER, W
LUK ISR F vk . S pr LR AL 52 ) 4y 3% (partition
method) (Blouin, 2003; Butler et al, 2004). Kays et
al (2000)IAK, XFToRE 08 RAHUT I —HEAMA R
AHALBEAST VL IEAT R 0T, XAl &5 S 2R A
KR ZE . % I8 BT SL M B &K R AR IE
(PRI R, BRI R E L R 25
EAT R FE 0 H7. Van De Casteele et al (2001)
WRBAT PO ik e 2 BT 2R, RIFI 7k
TEANF R AL S RIS AR R, gt
1T RSS2 38 T LR 5 V23 AT X6 Bl A AT o 8L
SRABIEAFIR N FEAAME (dyads) [R5,
W AMBREFRMEKR, BACHZERBEKLR, HA
N C A—5E 2 [ g ¢ R (Fernandez & Tora, 2006).
KR TF-SEER R REERI 103 BAMETH 97 &
AMMEHAAFE LR, (HIXFME e NG &

FEAS, BRAEgn 'S /NP BB B OC R EE. SR, R
FHABAER %35 d5 32 B (AL R AE T 1% 07 7 e Vb I 1)
FAEES - %, HELE T Markov Chain BRI
i 22 AT (Blouin, 2003). ASHIESE A — 7 4 5
“LYC” R e B8 A7 £ R o B i b, i
H2Z A ESI R A(Ning et al, 2007), {HZw'5
“HLJ” 25 (AR ICAEIE AL (0 A . B EBIE
R M EULYCPRCZ ERC R M ANTE 2, 10481
AN P18 A 56t SI i ) i 2 48 7 5 IR ) A7
E—EREMIER . XMIELR, K5 000 Kb
FOURS 560 B A 0] DAARAIE 45 J (0 T HE 0 o AH OISR
B, IR AR RS, B R EME M FS, 40
AT UR, B/DFEE 20 M2 &M B A
brid; #% FER® HS, 4 FS/UR, 2/bi%H
50 M ZEFRIC(Blouin, 2003). AHIFALT T 23 A
TR A AR, (H2F 7 MRS L BT T 5
A (R 2D, BRICAE B AL 1T RE BRI 2 A A 5K
RARNBIBE S . 2-allele H-ATUAE I T 154k
AP BE R A (R R B R, B, — AN
FRAE — AN AT I g 8% B S BERUTT 22— [ — AN 55

S 3K
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gr bRk, PR OESA LR A R
SERAAAHI], AH AR AN [F] 11 s IR AT AR
ZIRRISRE AR, 1 H LG 70 #r  25 RIE AR —
B, XOARARE T A ISR A et TR
WA o
33 EEMMESELRMBMUE
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SRR WA KA B D) 3 5 SR AR SR 4 Ok R ik
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JIr BN 80 SC A TR R A AR FH AN A T st A% BE 2 4 A
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[F)FE (1) 772 F-20084E %1 189 8 K 3 1 2 5 S AbAT
THCA, 25 AL RIS B 1A 5 2 A 0 1) 4 358
T, S AL — ARG, T HAK
HCRGEE T L5155 AR IR 74X (Chang,
2008b) . BLEG5HM 55— BE T HEUE ] T SR L
D25 SR AA B BEAAAE AR X — 1845
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