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Abstract: In order to study the validity of mitochondrial COI gene as a DNA barcoding in identification of
species and the applicability of phylogenetic framework for Cobitidae fish, 358 mitochondrial COI gene

sequences of 61 morphological species belonging to 18 genera and 3 subfamilies were studied.In this study, the
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average genetic distances of intraspecific and interspecific species were 0.010 and 0.162, respectively. The
average genetic distance of interspecific species was 16.2 times that of the average intraspecific species. DNA
barcode was an efficient method for the identification of Cobitidae fish by the presence of barcode gaps.ABGD
results defined 61 species as 66 operational taxonomic units (OTUs) , which was roughly consistent with the
distance method.In the systematic clustering, the members of 6 groups of fish species mixed with each other and
could not assembled into their own taxa, four species differentiated into two branches, respectively, and the
members of 46 species could grouped into one single branches according to their morphological classification.
Some species in Schistura, Cobitis , Lepidocephalichthys , Canthophrys and Misgurnuswere did not group together
according to their morphologic genus. Botiinae could form monophyletic system, but Nemacheilinae and
Cobitinae could not form monophyletic system.In this study, 75.41% species of Cobitidae could be successfully
identified. In addition, COI gene barcode could clarified taxon status of most genera and subfamilies. These
results will provide a reference for identification and phylogenetic framework for Cobitidae fish.

Keywords: Cobitidae ; COI gene ; DNA barcode ;species identification
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Tab.1 The samples used in the study and related information
SRBE P ik Genbank 5 55
Taxonomic category Species Sample Genbank No.
number
25k B} Nemacheilinae
RIEH)E Paracobitis 21 BRI Paracobitis variegatus 10 AHISE This study
R B Schistura WS Bk Schistura fasciolatus 12 AHF5E This study
BB HIH Schistura vinciguerrae 5 KM611023-KM611027
= S Triplophysa Wt [C 75 S Triplophysa stoliczkae 5 KU558115-KU558119
Ut v BAHK Triplophysa siluroides 5 KU558062-KU558066
T 41l v B Triplophysa scleroptera 5 KU558067-KU558071
il =5 IS Triplophysa moquensis 5 KU557995 ,KU558002-KU558005
8 25 JELK Triplophysa anterodorsalis 2 KU557896-KU557897
KM S5 Triplophysa dagiaoensis 2 KU557970-KU557971
B B2 125 S8k Triplophysa aliensis 2 KU557894-KU557895
O = R Triplophysa chondrostoma 2 KU557963-KU557964
35 WL 25 SR Triplophysa dalaica 2 KU557967-KU557968
A R Triplophysa dorsalis 2 KU557972-KU557973
R IR A[0] 75 SR Triplophysa markehenensis 2 KU557984-KU557985
JINHR 5 5L Triplophysa microps 1 KU557986
B VL R Triplophysa nanpanjiangensis 1 KU558006
2575 3 IS Triplophysa orientalis 2 KU558036-KU558037
MLBET IR Triplophysa strauchii 2 KU558121-KU558122
VG 5% 725 IS8k Triplophysa tibetana 1 KU558124
TR IS Triplophysa wuweiensis 1 KU558125
HUH: = 8K Triplophysa robusta 2 KU558059-KUS558060
UL [ & JEU8K Trilophysa bleekeri 3 KU557931,KU557932,KU557942
K& Barbatula AL 25U Barbatula barbatula 6 MF172069-MF172074
VPEKEF} Botiinae
T Leptobotia KK Leptobotia elongata 32 AWFSE This study
/RS Leptobotia microphthalrna 12 W5 This study
21 JE T Leptobotia rubrilabris 11 AR5 This study
M1 B Leptobotia pellegrini 2 KC871141,JN177223
S8 Leptoboria taeniops b MF122433-MF122436 .KC871151~
KC871156 .JN177224 .JN177236
B Leptobotia tientaienensis 2 MF122437-MF122438
MV 8k)E Parabotia K B B Parabotia banarescui 3 KC871157-KC871158.JN177221
WEERN VK Parabotia bimaculata 5 INT77220, KCSTLSY MF122599-
MF122601
EBERIV K Parabotia fasciatus 0 MF122602 .KC871161-KC871166
KC871168 ,AP011437
VT BIYM M Parabotia lijiangensis 1 IN177222
T AEVRIE Sinibotia SENH VM Sinibotia pulchra 2 NC033950,AP012125
SRV Sinibotia reevesae 8 MF123167-MF123174
ARV Sinibotia robusta 3 KC871170 . JN177235 . AP011436
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Sample
Taxonomic category Species Genbank No.
number
rRARYD B Sinibotia superciliaris 49 AMF5E This study
KX946598-KX946600 .KU568774~
V& Botia S80I Botia striata 7
KU568775 .MG018973 . KX575850
KU568770-KU568773 \MHO087044 .
ELIEHTIA VDA Botia lohachata 10 KY867674 KY172981 KT781505,
KX455912 . KF742423
; JN896645-JN896648 .JQ661352
ZRINH)E Syncrossus IR I Syncrossus helodes 6 Q
JQ661353
i ) ZR25U8 Syncrossus berdmorei 5 KX245124-KX245128
LUK Yasuhikotakia — 5LIRZ L8 Yasuhikotakia morleti 3 KU569085.,JQ661342.,JQ661343
KT781501.JQ661357 .JQ661358 .
W B8 28] Yasuhikotakia modesta 5 N Q
JQ346170.KT781501
AESKIE R} Cobitinae
LSS Cobitis KIELE®K Cobitis macrostigma 1 MF122127
HAEAESK Cobitis sinensis 2 JNI177238.AY526868
. KM286526-KM286531 ,KR477174—
ALK Cobitis taenia 11
KR477176 .KJ128459 .KJ128460
FBUAESK Cobitis striata 1 AP013311
HQ961002 ,KR477016-KR477018 .
KA Cobitise longata 6 N
KR477172 .KR477173
JEBK Cobitis strumicae 4 HQ600713-HQ600716
By T8 Cobitis lutheri 3 H()536324-H(Q536326
. HQ600717-HQ600718 \KJ553250.,
KA Cobitis vardarensis 5 Q Q
KJ553280.KJ553085
MG736519.JN177219.JQ661346~
/KRR Acantopsis 3 /NI AR 85k Acantopsis choirorhynchos 10 N
JQ661348 . JN896630-JN896634
MF509911-MF509912 . MF509923—-
G NRIR K Acantopsis dialuzona 6
MF509926
MF122498-MF122502 .KX224170
VeI s Misgurnus Ve Misgurnus anguillicaudatus 11 KX224173 . JN027250 . KM610772—
KM610774
L30T Acanthopsoides  UNHUK Ik Acanthopsoides gracilentus 2 AP013298 \NC029438
MH087035 .KY172980.KJ909451~
9% Bk )& Canthophrys 98 Bk Canthophrys gongota 7
KJ909455
N MK560670 .HQ536390 . HQ536391 |
Fh & Koreocobitis H Wik Koreocobitis rotundicaudata 4 Q Q
AP011339
Tl [T Kotelatlimia B4 [CBHK Kowtelatlimia pristes 2 NC031597 .AP011343
(LR ] \ KX946694-KX946695 . KU043346—
IX] 4 AR i =k Mok Lepidocephalichihys guntea 5
Lepidocephalichthys KU043348
KU692589-KU692591 . KU692593 .
W ECARL % Sk 8]k Lepidocephalichthys hasselti 5
AP013334
KX266825.KU948307-KU948309 ,
5 IR 0853k 8] Lepidocephalichthys thermalis 6

KX946696 .KX946697
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1.2 DNAREL.PCR# 50 5 E

FE K 41 DNA R ] GENEray 41 ffd/2H 28 3 P 41 38 1) &5 v 4 B, 3k 45 19 DNA FH TE 28 vl 0 i PR AT
F-20 C&H .

PCR ¥ 35| ¥1°% H 125 COLF 413 FH 5 |9 FishF1/FishR 1.

FishF1:5'-TCAACCAACCACAAAGACATTGGCAC-3'

FishR1:5'-TAGACTTCTGGGTGGCCAAAGAATCA-3'

PCR VAR ZR N 50 wL: b RS 19045 0 1.0 pLOGREEH 10 wumol/L) , BRI 2 DNA AR 44524 4 20 ng,
2xPCRmixture JF 25.0 pL, HAAKME K ZEME K . PCRY AT Ky 94 CHASNE 5 min, 5 HE47 35 MG
:94 CAEPE30 5,56 CiR K 45 5,72 CIEAf 45 s, 55 7 72 CCIEH 10 min, [ 7F PTC100 % PCR 4 I i
fTo PCRPEHIZ 10 of LI IRBEEE IS B 3k AG I , 55 52 PCR =W H 0 464 I, 126 B TUERHE M3 AR A IR
AiBri R AR5
1.3 HEHH

K H DN Astar8.0 X (DNASTAR Inc.Madison, WI, USA ) H ] SeqMan P AEF MR, F 1%k
I I 51) 1R i 0 TR0 AN R DU %) 505 4 , % B 0 TR0 U] 1) 2 81) , SR i s T 4 B 1) T B0 DR I — R WL S 1) fif
FHMEGA7.0 3K A2 i) Muscle £2 3 X5 T A8 19 5 90 264 7 IR0 L, 2647 9 900 A0 i 8 B 1, 15 31 coT 3
538 bp 4 [R5 )3 51 46 B T B S 193845 50 81 . FILF MEGA7.0 B GE1H A8 5407 1 SR 2 B 1 o, 2 F
Kimura2—parameter AU EUBI R Fp gy F(a], J& 0 & 8RR SR} ) 9 35214 B8 28 R 7oA . R
I 28 it ABGD A8 2 0 16 T B 000 , S HCR BRI IR B, I R P A5 80 16 I K 2P AT, 11554
FIE) OTUs 0. ) H RAXMLv8.1.17 #AFCK 4 GTR+1+G A5 75 44 2 U1 - 17 ( Bayesian ) 2 4 #E AL |, 1547
2000 000t E & .

2 #F R

21 COIFFER

AHIF 5T 3B RE 10,28 358 540, [A] U6 L X I 538 bp FUZRARAR COTRE R 8 T 465 00 b, Ao
B R0 3R, 18 &, 61 WA, BT A TP SR 1A K BLEk S Al o AT C.G P20 3L 20 153 51 ok
A23.5% .T30.9% .C28.2% .G17.4% , - ¥ J& &5 B A+T(54.4% ) 15 F C+G(45.6%) , .7 BH {14 i 31 20
P f P, 5 HAd A (0 S ORAR COTEE DR B L 2 LA — 3™, 78 538 pb [P AL s, A 457 I ANABfL
SR8 NS S 1 AR SN 0 A S2 AN G A7 55, 29 A BRS04, B 5 s L (R) R 1,79,
22 BEEBESH

FE T K2P iH SR 22 8] (8352 4% B0 250G R, Bl @ PRI P 11 349 35 4% BE 25 43 5314 0.010
0.054 F10.163, B % /3 2By Je i T 0, st AL B B 3 0 o R P 13845 8 25 o4 0.107~0.158 , 285K B P4 1)
B A B /)N, AEBHO R P (Y AR B B i R . W RHB] A9 st A5 E B AH 25 RN K, 0 0.175~0.182, A% IR
VDB 35 A2 HE B AR/ IN , AEBHOIE B 5 VD800I B 5% B B AR X 3R (R 2) .
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Tab.2 Genetic distance within subfamily and between subfamily of Cobitidae fishes

R ZETAN ' 5 3 MERH -3 i
Name of subfamily Average distance within subfamily
1 2883 B} Nemacheilinae 0.107
2 PP IE B Botiinae 0.175 0.114
3AESROEEL Cobitinae 0.177 0.182 0.158

X FLET S T R[] 33

The pairwise genetic distance of subfamilies was below diagonal

SR A R [R] AL R B ANk 3, Horp 74 @ AT LM R m N B L RS, o 1m0 s
PR N 0.013~0.112, *F3I{EH 0.054 . A v A2 bk Jas P st A% B0 2 4 /> (0.013) , LK Bt
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NG R B A (0.112) o J& [l AL 1 254 0.092~0.210 , H gl v ik i 15 7 ki 1 14 55 25 527N (0.092)
LR 5 TSk RO (0.210) 98 B iR 5 VP H0E (0.210) 84 1 B i K.

x3 HPBRENEEHEBMNEEEEES

Tab.3 Genetic distance within genera and between genera of Cobitidae fishes

Ja
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18  Within

B4

Name of genera

genus
1
NA
Paracobitis
2 g i i
0.119 0.068
Schistura
0.150 0.145 0.074
Triplophysa
421
0.184 0.165 0.170 NA
Barbatula
5 i
0.169 0.169 0.176 0.192 0.037
Leptobotia
6 il bk Im
0.164 0.161 0.156 0.170 0.092 0.037
Parabotia
7 AV
0.196 0.177 0.185 0.196 0.158 0.160 0.013
Sinibotia
8 VH A
0.174 0.173 0.167 0.198 0.149 0.152 0.143 0.042
Botia
9 27U I
0.179 0.170 0.194 0.203 0.155 0.164 0.134 0.145 0.045
Syncrossus
10 Z 226k J5
0.182 0.182 0.192 0.195 0.167 0.163 0.125 0.160 0.132 0.050
Yasuhikotakia
11 e85
0.170 0.160 0.168 0.184 0.176 0.164 0.188 0.171 0.192 0.186 0.092
Cobitis
12 /)Rl R
0.184 0.180 0.187 0.202 0.177 0.160 0.170 0.181 0.193 0.196 0.177 0.026
Acantopsis
13 Y fifk
0.162 0.169 0.171 0.186 0.188 0.173 0.177 0.186 0.197 0.183 0.127 0.170 NA
Misgurnus
14 B 3K Hi
0.162 0.179 0.189 0.210 0.176 0.186 0.167 0.176 0.201 0.189 0.182 0.138 0.180 NA
Acanthopsoides
15 98 B ffk gy
0.201 0.194 0.188 0.209 0.173 0.175 0.208 0.210 0.197 0.202 0.198 0.171 0.198 0.166 NA
Canthophrys
16 155 R 5k
0.171 0.159 0.172 0.203 0.178 0.163 0.182 0.172 0.188 0.194 0.151 0.185 0.156 0.168 0.192 NA
Koreocobitis
17 R85k
0.158 0.169 0.178 0.194 0.196 0.189 0.189 0.180 0.200 0.184 0.173 0.170 0.183 0.151 0.208 0.184 NA
Kottelatlimia
18 L6 Sk i
184 0.180 0.185 0.210 0.177 0.174 0.191 0.177 0.202 0.196 0.175 0.167 0.186 0.172 0.169 0.183 0.161 0.112
Lepidocephalichthys

XA P SR (i) 25 A 8 5 NA 3R FUR — Wb 9 s, AN T35 T PA) it e B g
The pairwise genetic distance of genera was below diagonal, NA indicated that there was only one species in the genus, and

we did not compute the genetic distance within the genus
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TP R LA AT RN s AL BE R, LAy 54 Fh R £ 2R P35t 1% 15 25 0~0.130, -1
{H 4 0.010, BRIbJ5 itk (0.022) |, T3k /NHIHR 6 (0.026 ) i R 255 3k 65 (0.030) L Yk (0.031) b G AL
Sk (0.032) . HHAE AL (0.090) | X 45 481 6 Sk 6i#k (0.095 ) F193 ik (0.130) 8 /™4 Fb 1) b P 38t 15 i 85 KT
0.02 4, HiAx 46 Wy Ff 1 b 14 382 4% 1 B3 B /N T Hebert 25048 H A0 P4 3842 B 2/ TF 0.02 A9 B5 1, He
A 18 AR RR NS AL FE B 0 Bl )35 % #E 25 4 0.001~0.219 , -3 > 0.162 , il 1] 734 35 4% 11
SR ol PN S B4 38 A B S 1 16.2 % , ARl ] 5P 147 35 42 B B K TR S X st A% B B 1 10 A5 DA o o o ek
5 B g TR Y A [ B S A5 /0N, A 0.001, b 23 85K 15 X 4 R Sk ok R 1] 3 4% B B A K, R 0,219
A 7 A SRR E] AL B B /N T 0.02, B AT« BT R LR R T R B AR (0.001) /)N HIR 8 6K 5 21 Jrs v 56K
(0.002)  JbR /5 A g J5L 66K 15 ik o] 5 J 66K (0.002) K 75 M8k 5 /)N IR 9 66 (0.002) K 75 T8 Bk 5 21 s v
(0.002) | FE AR V> k55 v A2 Y0 K (0.004 ) | JBR 7R A T ey S ik 5 DTG 25 J5E 86K (0.009 ) o Bk 1 v Dt Kk 5 R
ey JEEOBK F A [ 35 42 1525 (0001 ) /N5 1 35 D 86Kk e Py 35 4% 7 25 (0.003) A1, 4% 53 gk s} £ 288 1) o 1 st
B B3/ T IR (RS A B BT . SROR 0 s (L BE B ZE A N D R B S 470, BB IE L — 7€ (1 DNA 50814
B (& 1) o

50.0 7
e g s m FEs
: Intraspecific genetic disance Interspecific genetic disance
35.0 1
30.0
25.0 1
20.0 1
15.0
10.0
5.0 1
0.0

A 5H /% The proportion

TRAERE B K2P pairwise distances
BT ol R el st 4% 1 B B R

Fig.1 Histogram of genetic distance within species and between species

23 SFERGHMEOTUs 7317

FT GTRAI+G BB A 2R 11 Bayesian 2 4t AL AN 2, LB 1) 544 ( Crenopharyngodon idellus ) Fl
Tt (Mylopharyngodon piceus ) fE A AN, B AR RIE I — PR . TEYIRIOKTE 1 6 41 fa 2k
PRI AR IR A% , ASBEFE 45 A RS B4 B - TP AR VD5 S8 (AR VD B8 /)N IR S K15 21 Jrs i 6
R K 5 ) 2 Dk 15 DR AT BRI v D P v SRR Ak Rk X ALl Sk 6K 5 R IR
Stk A7 4 B0 253 B A S, B TR AEEH | X R Sk B RSk Rk, Ty 46 R} 2 RE
HR45 [ BIEAS2E 0 250 B B3 o 1 TR /K- VR B A4 Y 5k 55 A8 5 fr S R A —it2 , 98 B 5 A
98 SRR A S 174 90 66K 5 AL 85 S)s BB £ 28 SR AE — 2, R 56K 1) 2 b 43 1) 5 W ks e 2 i 10 28 3R A
—if, e R SR I Re S B AT RS FERH K L Y EROT R SR — KL, 4%
SEKSIY o ) 4 S 5 TR0 A A 1 W Bk R 5K B A B8 (s bk ) £ 2 TR B — S, AR B Ay /N IR
5K Sk Bk I8 B R AT EC R | BL Sk SR 5 A6 SR R SR B = K (AR R A 2
S B PR AL TR AR 10 S SR 2 B AR R B

ABGD 43 M 285 e i (1 3) , 24 Je 56 b Nt A5 BE 2 7 0.001 0~0.035 9 B, 1143 T 66 I EAE 28t
(OTUs) ), Z T FEH W Rl . J6 5 20088 AL 65 b A8 A8 65 L DR B8 | X 4 10 098 S 6k g 8k 504 2 4>
OTUs , B3 /)N 3] R bk EC AL 885 3K 6] 3 K 7 31> OTUs. OTUs A ) 3 KA 5 10 B vk — 3, 9 W24
OTUs H P Fh, LA N 3545 1 85 R 2R 0.02 953 25h5 itk
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99

Sinibotia supercifiaris(n=48)} Sinibotia resvesas(n=8}

= Sinibotia robustain=3)
waoba puichrain=2}
95 ® o Yasuhikotakia modesfa(n =5}

s 2 -5
98 799 Syricrossus helodesn=6)
® | Botia striata(n=7)

2 % L] Botia lohachata(n=10)

5175-4 Parabolia fasciatus(in=25}
AL = | Parabotia bimaculatain=25)}

e Parabotia banarescuifn=3}

99 |

2 i{ Laptobolia elongsatalih=32)
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