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78T 810016; 3. FH il R R B aFL R, T T 810016)

W

E: IR 7T Rh(Rhesus)FE K G 1L B I BREE(Gymnocypris przewalskii) i g N A (4R, BF 78 358 T 55 1980
TR0 5 TR] 2H 50405 0 R PR G R R AT T A5 S8 5 00 A, SETF R e AN R F kil . 45 SR B, T AR
BRI R 5% 0 FH 74N 103 2, G425 562 Z LR AN S . Motif. Domain 5 J& [K] 45 ¥4 43 #7 45 S 24 3 W %
FME R 53 B AR sy 1, (B R IR G5 0 22 S R et A s O o BT 45 SR 57, Rh3E IR 50 A R o0 AT 72 7 5%
Petafk F(Chr 37, 29, 46, 13, 14, 15F126), Frf3 2 =3 s K PERS € 8 1, BRRAF= AN H 4R 61N 3 ]
FIF= 435 R I B 1, e A oW A 5 L ) R A A, ST AN PR S T 45 SR 7R, R IR P24 4 307 T 400 s
W SEFEE 1 45 RN Rhbg I Rheg2a% B IEIEFEAE T o TEBRER AR08 it , 75 W 30 R A 110 2 VR S 1%
Wi TE , B 48h G FEUE N . SERRIAE SR, TR AL aE . Rk AT AT AL, Rhag. Rhbg.
Rhcgl. Rhcg2aMRhSOWIFRIL & RIS ETHE TR, £ MK AL %, Rhag. Rhbg. Rhcg2aMIRh50#IE
BB R, RhdI 258 B 5% L THE R3S . RhbgFIRheg2a ™ B & 75 oW #R 6 52 B A b A 3% 4 F 1
KEgEF, [FIBT Rhag. Rhcgl Rheg2bFMRASOWRKIELE —EWMEH . MALRR TN S, 070 5T R HE=
HORIETEAER, BBk B AR RE A IR 2 o B FEAE R T i I R 6 R oA IR 5 ik ol 5 7 S VARt 11
VEF, N5 i AR T YR AR S A T R 24

4RI RnFEH SR, woihat; B T o
FESES: Q344".1  EAFRIRE: A X EYRS: 1000-3207(2024)11-1822-13

0 B 88 (Gymnocypris przewalskii) J& 88 5}
(Cyprinidae), i ff1 V. £l (Schizothoracinae), #- &
(Gymnocypris)[l], FE G S TR 5 K A it s K
WhAE-TEW . (RN R R T R, R R
RS E K-S E S RGN SR D E
BOCHE BN, R, BT B AR ST
SRR B RSN, T IR AR BT 5 B 20t 22 S0AE AR
FI32 5 W, Z WL 25 904E AR A 10,34 75 Y i
304k, BUM E shERA & . N LI FE R S TR,
TR IZ DA B WR R, 20224 75 i i 46 75 5 & Pk
55114177, 202345 7 g 1 15 03 % 5 AL ik 5

Y is B HA: 2024-04-08; 1517 HHA: 2024-05-28

12.03 510, 75 V00 BB I35 > P e By 5 F2 1)
b, HEAE AR SR TR R, WX RS &
GLEE K IDNESS . R Ve 2, Nz 5 g TH1 R 6 1
B VE R, B AR, FREEAR R RE DB,
BEUR— BB B AME L AR . DAL, ik
B 7T, PR 5 G I T W0 A 6, 7 4 55 75 YT 7K
ARG EERER BT EAIEEEENE .

T B N 26—32 mg/L, pHA9.1—9.5, &
T PETA 7K HR P VI AR 1 1 o T 2 AR e,
HCO; FICO> 21 B (BRI 2 1 ot 2 b iy
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KR PSR A T v, e R B S B i
T v 51 i 2 vh B 2 SR AR BPE B0 B b T Il 1 32
TRz —", 3x 5 R R B T A INHS HyO 20
120 & [ 5> T P K Fe” Ak A Fe™, ] 1 i i
AR ), SR I R 4 0E O D) Re, M E I Ik 2 A
AN 7 R B B4 05, H & e

FERZ BB i, & B IRYI160%—95% LAk
AR (NH) AR T8 (NH,) ) T U B 2 AR
HEm ™ WR RN, kR b S YR
B s E Y, AR OB, RebEEA
(Rhesus glycoprotein)gg LA F 5l iz 1) 77 iz Hizd
IR, RBEER (578 19394E 78 A R0 40 b R
I 5 Sk Marini% "Rk 31 H 5 Mep (Mythylamine
permease)/Amt (Ammonium transporter) 3 J 5> 41| #
1B, T Mep/ Ami 28 B 73 85 1 S8R UE S 2
Bfel M. 2K g LR 4T A 2R T fili (Takifugu
rubripes)ffl 2 2R o %5 5 H 4R A R AL Rhag.
Rhbg. RhcgIMRheg2, A58 H 5 PRl B S5 R IE 5%
DL ERRYZ S T a s i, Eke !
(Oncorhynchus mykiss) ¥ 75 3 i [22](Opsanus
beta)~ KV ik P Salmo salar). 85 (Anabas
testudineus) TR PV T H 38 R ILRAIE R ] Be 5 2
BACHAH DG, T LAE, B NI E A4k E, Je 2%
JEfh.(Oreochromis niloticus)TERIA L N 23855 RAE
H5EREARIKES SRS R, BRI S
B2 5 e P B e i KT, BE A R HERS
M2 KT B, HEMNEE B AN A 2 A
SEIE 2 IR AT 88 Cyprinus carpio) 8B4 2
i Rhag. RhbgFRhcgl3E R FRIE KNP IR 2 = T3
i 28 23°"; Rheg I FIRheg2 T RETE FL ECHE S 2 i By
38 T IR R R SR Y, Zhou ™ E T
PORER £ 25 5 HY 7R, I3 T RNA-Seq i
(1) 22 e BN R R M K IR hag S 2 BAUHA 5% £
i R Py R A S AR A

2% TR, fa SRR TR 5 I A 1S 2 K D e
REN 2N o AHIE FUER X A T AR B I B
1) 75 e VO R 3 gt Ak 3 A B RIS ) AN AR B, X
HRhFE R SR A FE N AL AT T AEME B i
T T PR 0 FEE 3 s 2 AT e B2 (R i 7, B AE IR LT
TRV A B R R DR 5 R 1l B E 2 A T AR Y, 48
71N VIR A 2538 B SR AN A3 AL, D9 T
RREE YR DR SR AR AR o

1 #R5RZE

1.1 SEI6 A & KBRS EL R E i
T AR AR T VA AR R o, R 6 R

] 72 60h, £ 77 Fl S5 F 7K 30 S 240 H kK,
B ERRAR IR . T A AR
TG, 6 A A 1K (8.4242.50) em, i
(30.84+5.50) go & T 5 Vg U s I S Ak B AN ) 5% VR
SECTE T, WAKAE R IRAL(CL0), BB T 248
PR 5 Bl 52 56 41 32 mmol/L (C32)H1 64 mmol/L
(CA64), BEZH 25 - 7 3% 7K H 5 I 1:9) Na,COs
(AR)FINaHCO; (AR), e il jise AH I B 52, 42 5 V4 il
F € 60h J5 B LB R HEAT Ba ik Be . 7E S2I6 3] F) 45
12hiE MpH 5 BRI BRI ERh B o S FH S s U
SEAX (BY 5 WD822 1)l 5 7K A4 ik B2 FF: LA 1 At 42
1E, /KRR FE 76 14—18°C, pHFE9.0—10.5 (C 3241
SR 99.1240.12, CA642H S AE 9 10.25+0.35),
WIREWRE6 mg/LUL £ 25 T a0, 6h,
12h. 24h. 48hHMI96hRAE UMY, Ktk Bk, AF
A AN I ZH 2 (6h 120 24h HRAE L3 5 il [ 7K
kS e, BEIXEHBENLIG R . RIEREE. B
Je B AN R ZH 23 53 2, 14 T3 s 2
75 M Fl T 96 2 #PCR.
1.2 MEFENE

TERAE MG, TINS5 mLEOE S, T4CTIK
b i B 1205 25004500 r/min, 4°C, 10min), B _E
TH RIS, 20002 & A6 K 71 £ (Solarbio) 4k
5, H B AR A (5 Varioskane LUX) % Ifil %
W
13 EERERREES S

W O A U T 4R 0 3 TR 41 P 51 (CNGBFP
F1°5 1 CNP0002001)F4 2 8 A i £ 48 g, ANCBIH
AT B 1 (Danio rerio)Rh3E K R (NM.
212845.1. NM_200071.3. NM_001089577.1. NM_
001320382.1. NM 001024819.1. AF209468.1)f]
CDSJF 51| 48 & % 14 (Queries), & i3 TBtools# A"
BRI I AR G RS K K R B A CDS P 41 o [,
FIFHHMMER v3.3. 2845 (1) “nhmmer” 4% 2 75 1518
40 5 R 2 P 31, DA IE R bR [R5k ) e s 2,
M FMEGA 11" /N B (Mus musculus). BEELE
/Nl (Kryptolebias marmoratus) 2148 7= 77 fifi . B
Sy, SR AR A R DR 5K R 0 4 AT
LE %, A4 FH 4T 32 1: (Neighbor-Joining) ' Fy & % 4;
AR (R 1), B3 S $Bootsrtrap H. & 1000¢% . fi
FI ExPASy (https://web.expasy.org/protparam/)i3t 1T
A AR > 4 A B = SR T . Al
PRABI (https://npsa-pbil.ibcp.fr/cgi-bin/npsa_automat.
pl?page=npsa_sopma.html)E 1T £ 1 i — 2 25 14 Tl
Wl f# FHCell-PLoc 2.0 (http://www.csbio.sjtu.edu.cn/
bioinf/euk-multi-2/) T I RhI2E P55 1 B 53 1) P 4 fie



1824 K& A& Y ¥ 48 %

EANL. i FHHTMHMM 2.0 (https:/services.healthtech.
dtu.dk/service.php? TMHMM-2.0)#3t 47 & [ i ) 5 i
g5 f) B 70 . {5 I MEME (https://meme-suite.org/
meme/tools/meme), Select the site distributionis & A
10, =T -Motif 73 41 B 72 7 51 £& S 4 AE, 1 FINCBIY
Batch CDD (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Structure/
bwrpsb/bwrpsb.cgi)Z& T Domain 4 # i 7 45 74 11 £
P, I8 H TBtools T M4 » 4 ] TBtoolsit 47 3
AT 25 46 43 B R0 G A4 58 2 53 AT
14 EFEEDSH

MNCBI T % 2 # RhJk 5] 55 0% B 2 CDS
B(F 1), 8 FHIMEGA 11PHEAT B2 51 Hot I 55
K ALSR 7 (Maximal likelihood)™ ¥4 2 % 45 #E AL,
5 H A OO ST RO SCAH ), I EasyCodeML-
1.45% e {1y 37 545 Y (Branch site model) % Ji [ 2t
AT 8K 7173 M, LATS i 5148 58 () Rt DR Dy T 5%
B, A A VF S S I IR g AL A, I kAT
LRTA L o FH co=dN/dS (5% Ka/Ks){H K H 5 7 551 2
B3| 7 IEEFEE D), Hod o>1387R IE % £ (Posi-

tive selection), w=15& 7~ F1 1413t {4 (Neutral selection),
RIAN 22 i 5, 0<w<1 |32 £ 1% $F (Negative selection),
oA 440 1 B B Ak 16 B (Purifying selection)”” ™
1.5 ETRNA-seqtIEREFIEDHT

PR Bk, BAEFI AL R T
BERAEVFHEARA AT, Pllog,(FPKM+1)
X} e 55 2H A 33k AT 35 — 4k, 4 F TBtools # 1t 4
il FA B, 9B 85 4 2R hJE PR 5K 25 B R ) ik B
1.6 ETFqRT-PCREVEFARIESH

i FH TRIzol R vk SR BB . B2 bk B AE.
I3 2, RN A JF: F NanoDrop 20007 & 43 6 &
THEEER R R B A IR 2 =) )4 I RNA B FE
Jfif. f#FPrime Script " RT reagent Kit with gDNA
Eraserin 71 £ (TaKaRa)J ¥ 5% 13 | cDNA. H Pri-
mer6.0% 1T 51 Y1 (K 2), HAE TAY TG
HIRAE A B, 18 HPremix Tag™1 77 &
(TaKaRa)# 1T 2 52 SR T-PCRYJD il & Rh [K 5% i
B AE 25 2L 43T (R AR A D, SR 5 A5 FH S I 2l e
#=PCR (Quantitative Real-time PCR, DL f&i #RqRT-

®1 RATHEREHEEKRERENSHEM

Tab. 1 Species used for constructing phylogenetic trees and analyzing selection pressure
K PR GenBank & 35 B WIFh 2R GenBank & 355
Gene Species GenBank accession number Gene Species GenBank accession number
Rhag Mus musculus NM 011269.2 Rheg Oncorhynchus mykiss NM_001124523.1
Rhag Kryptolebias marmoratus XM 017412036.3 Rhegl  Cyprinus carpio KF051940.1
Rhag Takifugu rubripes NM_001037867.1 Rhcg2  Kryptolebias marmoratus DQ423779.2
Rhag Danio rerio NM 212845.1 Rhcg2  Takifugu rubripes AB218982.1
Rhag Cyprinus carpio KC820797.1 Rhecga  Danio rerio NM 001320382.1
Rhag Oncorhynchus mykiss XM_036984796.1 Rhcga  Ctenopharyngodon idella XM_051899486.1
Rhag Oreochromis niloticus XM_003446300.4 Rhcg2  Oncorhynchus nerka XM_029625170.2
Rhag Oncorhynchus nerka XM 029631000.2 Rh50 Kryptolebias marmoratus XM 017415795.3
Rhbg Mus musculus NM_021375.3 Rh50 Danio rerio AF209468.1
Rhbg Kryptolebias marmoratus NM 001329354.1 Rh50 Oncorhynchus nerka XM_065000796.1
Rhbg Takifugu rubripes NM_001032646.1 Rh50 Synchiropus splendidus XM 053848410.1
Rhbg Danio rerio NM_200071.3 Rh50 Latimeria chalumnae XM_064564216.1
Rhbg Cyprinus carpio XM_019073603.2 Rh50 Dicentrarchus labrax XM _051416163.1
Rhbg Oncorhynchus mykiss NM_001124662.1 Rhd Mus musculus NM 011270.3
Rhbg Ctenopharyngodon idella XM_051866484.1 Rhd Kryptolebias marmoratus XM_017418546.3
Rhbg Oncorhynchus nerka XM_029679668.2 Rhd Takifugu rubripes NM_001032763.1
Rheg Mus musculus NM_019799.3 Rhd Oncorhynchus mykiss NM 001124663.1
Rhegl  Kryptolebias marmoratus DQ995210.1 Rhd Danio rerio NM_001024819.1
Rhcgl  Takifugu rubripes AB218981.1 Rhd Ctenopharyngodon idella XM_051917910.1
Rhegb  Danio rerio NM_001089577.1 Rhd Oncorhynchus nerka XM 029688294.2
Rhegb  Ctenopharyngodon idella XM_051884846.1 Rhd Dicentrarchus labrax XM_051395943.1
Rhegl  Oncorhynchus nerka XM_029667792.2 Rhd Latimeria chalumnae XM_064552082.1

T R PR Mus musculus A IR 5 K Tk 85 70 704, f A R T RS E W (E 1)
Note: The genes of all species in the table, except Mus muculus, are used for selection pressure analysis, while some species’ genes are
used to construct phylogenetic trees (Fig. 1)
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PCR)fa | RhA R 53 1% 1 0 76 25 2H 23 IR AR R ik
&, QRT-PCREAB-actin’y N %5 H, 1§ FHTB Green'"

Premix Ex Tap' I i 7 & (TaKaRa)7£ LightCycler”

480 II SZ i %¢ Y6 58 mEPCRAN (P A2 Wi = dh (i)
PR 23 w1 Bl e CPAHE, &40 4 i B 5 30K, LLOWFE i
SR HR, g2 R A A
1.7 BIESH

{4 FHExcel 2019115 1ML 2 1% & S RhJE K 5 pk
AT S AL AR 2R IA 1, {4 FHSPSS 26,08 i
i LR R 7 25 MR I 2 1, BAP<0.05 2
=, J F Origin 20211E K.

2 R

2.1 FHEHRERhEREFER R R HERBUMR

TE 75 0 R 00 R 2 b S S 7N R
ok R G A BT (B DR TS S5 R 5 53 70l i 44 N
Rhag. Rhbg. Rhcgl. Rhcg2a. Rhcg2b. Rh50F!
Rhd. % F B 5L K95 7 51 (CDS) K 22 R U,
AT 1278—1689 bp, HH Rhdiz 5, FilG4251 2
%, Rhegli K, 35622 51K . 731 & (Molecu-
lar weight) 45875.70 (Rhag)—62392.23 Da (Rhcgl)-
5 A B8 %5 HL 45 (Theoretical isoelectric point) /-
5.52-9.00. fgVaMEHER(Aliphatic index)/197.13—
110.94. ¢ /K%~ $4 #8 (Grand average of hydropa-
thicity) /" F0.253—0.558, & & P $5 $ (Instability
index) /1 1-26.57—39.29 (3§ 3).

2 FTFqRT-PCR SIS
Tab. 2 Primer sequences for qRT-PCR analysis

1B KR
e 2l Annealing
Gene Sequence (5—3") temperature
(©)
p-actin F GAACCCCAAGGCTAACAGAGAA 56.9
p-actin R AGGCATACAGGGACAGCACA 59.1

RhagF GATGGCTCGGTCTATCACTCAGATT 58.7
RhagR  TCACCAGGTTCAGCAATAGCAGAAT 59.2

RhbgF  GGAATGGCTCTGATTGGTGGTCTC 59.7
Rhbg R CATGATCCTCCTCCTCTCCTGGTAG 59.7
Rhcgl F CCTCCACCGTCCTCACTACAGT 59.2
Rhegl R AAGAACCGTATGGCGACAGCAT 58.7
Rheg2a F CGCTGAGAGGACACCTGCCATA 60.1

Rhcg2a R AGACCTACTACCACTCCACCTACGA 60.1
Rheg2b F GGTGGTATCGTTGGAGCAATTACTG 58.7
Rheg2b R TGTTGACTGTCCTGTTAGCAATGGT 59.3

Rh50F CAATCACCGCCTTCGCACTGT 59.7
Rh50R  ACGCCACCAGCCAATGTTACG 59.7
RhdF  GCCACAACGACACCACAGAAGA 59.4
RhdR  ACCTCCACCAGAGCCATCAGTAA 59.2

22 EHRNTAEMMBEEEBRGR =5
LERITIM

B AR S TN R, RobE & A H o-12iE
(Alpha-helix). B-#T & (Beta-turn). J& i U &
(Random coil ) FI14E{H4% (Extended strand) 45 — 2% 45
¥ T A 4L %, e o- R e A 2 B S5, S L
- F55.76%—43.24%, To I 2 il A SE {0 B E 2% (4
SE R EE A0 E35.94%—27.53% 4111 5.84%—12.24%,
T P-4 A1 1) 7 LE A T 5%(3% 4); 40 B 5 o T
S, ROWE B [ 4 SR - 200 it 5 v 8 i 35 g 3 i
I 7R R0 85 1 8% i 422 7€ (TMhelix) 34 & 759 —
12/; BeAh, BTN RO 8 (1 ) = RS R, 5
AR T — BRWBE B [ o MR e AL AR, 1T
H 74 RubE & #4775 5 5 X 3k, 25 s e 4 i
iP5 455 Wk T &5 SR — (K 2)
23 E T Motify th ik B F IR TFHERET
Domain 3 X R R T

PL10/>motiffE > 75 1 _E PR, Rh3E K 5% %% A
B []) 5 25 41 18] il motif oy A % 5 88 /N (K 3a), B
Rhag R Rhdik/b>5"5 ifimotif 104, Ho 4341 (1) pl A 15
A 10 motif. DomainZ T (] 3b)iE 7, RhE [ 5
R R SN . BRI ) b R R R R s g
Dl Mep/ Amit'" " 114 J& T+ 1 32 #8 25 PR 5% % (Ammo-
nium transport superfamily). A~ [[] 25 P4 &8 ¥ motif4)
RN E), HaE AL, B B S PR 1
24 HEAZEHSH

T A PR R h 5 D] S 71 i 3 (1) 35 R 4854
Mt &7~ (B 4), RhS04G 14-3'-UTR, RhbgHRhdt]5'Fl
338 H 11N UTR, Rhagf 14~5'-UTRA24~3"-UTR,
H A3 Rheg% A UTR, RhSOMISMNE T 2 H 214,
HARRERAINE FIEEMEZEAS KEI—134, H%
B[R AR BOW B, IX PP ) b i 22 7 el e S 2
IRl F Zh e AR 4R LT <.
25 FBEEMSHT

OR R IR B L PR 41 3:2.03 G, FFH: %02
465 etk 11 AT TR FE R 4R R S
SR AR T e T A 0 R IR 5 1 78 e Ee R Ao B A
2, KRS PR 50 A 0 7 e AR o3 A 33047 AT AL 7y
T, RIS G otk 2 A7 (B 5), 7/ Rh S B IR 73 A
TET4 Gt fk I, 43 5 N Chr 37, Chr 29, Chr 46,
Chr 13, Chr 14, Chr 15R1Chr 26.
2.6 EFEEDSH

A RhJE R 521 1 1 1) 254 3 455 Y (Model A
null) 45 SRA 23, 32 &k R AL (Model A), 16
2 BAZVETY(E 5)0 Rhagliow,=1, INZi%$E; Rhbg
H 6 M 2 B IE R Rhegl w,=1, R3Zik £, H
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S5 G R 3N 2 B IE L Rheg2ath 84N i 2.7 ARERERILENE TEHEHEENT S EMN
ZHIEVEFE; Rheg2b 3N 2 B IE IR $E; Rhegs0 T

H204N 7 1052 B IEE B RhdP) w,=2.59, 32 EI| IE ik
B, EHE A IEIRPRAL S . &, AR5, 12
Rhbg ) 5 1517 15 57 5% &R (1), Rheg2al) 5
1137 A5 B A 2R (H) AN 58 44547 550 1) FR AR & R
(M2 31| 1E % $f 2 2 | J5 56 M % (Posterior Probabi-
lity)/NT-0.05, 347 HAS I TR BT s & e,
RO SR AN AT 5, JE L HL A2 B IE IR BAEH

TERMB TG J5, S256 0 N R B sm 2, RN
ik R ELE AL, SRS RERE WY 2k, i
VIRFEAFTG « TESMERE T, B b iy (] 4HEF2,
TR AR A I R B B BT R A,
48hHT 1A B £t KAE [C 329K & J9(4.39+0.64) pmol/L,
CA647K T (4.5240.63) umol/L], 2 J& & 18 T %,
24h. 48hFI96hH- I & 2 5% M2 2 & = % 7

Bt 4 Danio rerio Rhcgh

190 100 HFWHRAE Gymnocypris przewalskii Rhegl
[ i Cyprinus carpio Rhegl
100 BELL e/ Mii Kryptolebias marmoratus Rhegl
3 —Eﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂmkiﬁlgu rubripes Rhegl
100 B I 8 Danio rerio Rhega
100 ‘,ﬁ—:?ﬁﬁﬂ?«ﬁ'ﬁ@Gymnocyprm przewalskii Rheg2a
FHEAREE Gymnocypris przewalskii Rhcg2b
99 { BELL B/ NMfi Kryptolebias marmoratus Rheg?2
41 BE 7R 5 tili Takifugu rubripes Rheg2
INF FR Mus musculus Rheg
88 100 B It Danio rerio Rhbg
™ 100 FH{EFEREE Gymnocypris przewalskii Rhbg
i Cyprinus carpio Rhbg
89 ﬂ‘:ﬁfé}( & /M Kryptolebias marmoratus Rhbg
53 41 6 75 75 i Takifugu rubripes Rhbg
M INF B Mus musculus Rhbg
100 ¥ 5t Danio rerio Rhag
99 100 FH{EFIERER Gymnocypris przewalskii Rhag
8 Cyprinus carpio Rhag
100 100 — L/ M Kryptolebias marmoratus Rhag
LT8EZR 5 il Tukifugu rubripes Rhag
INK B Mus musculus Rhag
,—W)‘:}’EE.@Danio rerio Rh50
100 | HEHHRAR Gymnocypris przewalskii Rh50
PELL [/ Mfi Kryptolebias marmoratus Rh50
100 ——————— ¥ &t Danio rerio Rhd
100 FH AR Gymnocypris przewalskii Rhd
100 410(” PELL e/ Mfi Kryptolebias marmoratus Rhd
£ € 7R T i Tukifugu rubripes Rhd
INK il Mus musculus Rhd
0.10
1 E)PFhRhEE K KR AR RS
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of Rh gene family members in the selected species

*3 EHGHRERNEE AR SRR

Tab. 3 Physical and chemical properties of Rh gene family members in Gymnocypris przewalskii

HH CDSK Jif BHBRHHE  ATHE Higdial  EEEEES SOKMEREE ARUETERRE
Gene CDS length (bp) Number of Molecular ~ Theoretical Aliphatic Grand average of Instability
amino acid  weight (ku)  isoelectric point index hydropathicity index
Rhag 1281 426 45875.7 5.63 107.86 0.512 39.29
Rhbg 1389 462 50503.22 5.72 97.51 0.314 26.57
Rhegl 1689 562 62392.23 597 99.57 0.253 33.49
Rhcg2a 1470 489 53988.51 5.52 98.3 0.412 29.65
Rhcg2b 1416 471 51911.87 5.8 97.13 0.325 33.94
Rh50 1443 480 524454 5.8 110.94 0.52 32.48
Rhd 1278 425 47605.47 9 105.29 0.558 36.14
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ZE (& 6).
28 BEEHRERERERERRESEHERAFH
TR 2 R B A M) R A 5K

PRI R R E 75 I A 8 2 2 AR A
FH, AT 5 308 1o S 2L 3 0 7 VA AR I R PR 5K
W B 3 1 2R TE A QR AT 2 T (2 A [ 5 5 R P A
i KEE - Ghttps:/db.cngb.org/, ID: CNP0005676).
SR RIR(E 7), fEBRH LT, Rhag. Rhbg. Rhcgl
Rhcg2atl Rheg2b M) 315 B AE WA 5 39H Fr B, K
W Rhbg Ml Rheg 1332 B 4 RF L =1 7K, T Rhd 3R ik
BEMEEET T M. fERKHAL T Rhbg. Rhcg2a

HMIRhcg2b3RE EAEMNE J5 A BT L, HrhRhbgk
IS BT, Rheg2afRheg2b )Rk E1E A 5
Fru6 R, 48h 5B W FEAIK, T Rheg I FIRhdZR 15 B AE
e EA T B NEHL T, RhagMRhegl 3
KM, Rheg2b3R ik B i, ME T HAh 4
SIRhAF L B . FFIF L2 Fp 25 R R ik s A
XA, RhbgM Rheg IE 8 5 A i i .

HIF 72 A i S A FH 2 52 SR T-PCR S VARG 1 AIF
A R S il R A AN R L3 88 B PR R IE TSI, SR
Ji5 18 1 RT-PCRZS 3t — 20 1 5 qRT-PCRAS Ml 11 2H
ZIREE R . qRT-PCREG I 45 B oK, 78 5 2 21

F 4 BEPIRERhE FRAEAK R R EEHF0 I 240RE E L

Tab. 4 Secondary structure and subcellular localization of Rh gene family members in Gymnocypris przewalskii

= o- 15 iE p-#r & T SEARE 7 240 fd 5 A7 5 JEIZTE R (1)
Gene Alpha-helix (%) Beta-turn (%) Random coil (%) Extended strand (%) Subcellular localization ~Number of Tmhelix

Rhag 53.05 4.23 28.64 14.08 Cell membrane 9

Rhbg 49.57 4.55 32.68 13.28 Cell membrane 12

Rhegl 43.24 4.98 35.94 15.84 Cell membrane 11

Rhcg2a 48.47 4.5 33.13 13.91 Cell membrane 12

Rhcg2b 50.74 4.88 31.21 13.16 Cell membrane 11

Rh50 48.33 3.96 34.58 13.12 Cell membrane 10

Rhd 55.76 4.47 27.53 12.24 Cell membrane 10

S ¢E

Rhag Rhbg Rhegl

Rheg2b Rh50 Rhd

K2 5w e RN 8 B = R

Fig.2 Protein tertiary structure model of Rh glycoprotein in Gymnocypris przewalskii
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Fig.3 Motif (a) and domain (b) of the Rh gene family in Gymnocypris przewalskii
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1% (Major facilitaor superfamily, MFS) 7 W&
X — 20 R WIRhAE PR 500 5 1) 3 i U e % VA

Ko BEAN, RhbgHI Rhcg2a A6 45 538 T A U5 H 1Y
124 B g™ BRI J1 0 W 45 SR W, Rhbg
M Rhcg2a2 B IR G FAEH, XL 25 AT e 7~
RhbgH Rheg2afE 5 W AR 8 S 28 AR M R 45 —
IEF o
3.2 HKEREWEMENEEHRENSS /TN
TE M IE 20, 240 Gf 75 i 15 4R 68 1l 2 Ak 5
M T X B AL AR 52 IR T, 7 i J5 48hik |

®5 HEPRERNERZREMR SR ERFMS

Tab. 5 Positive sites of Rh gene family members in Gymnocypris przewalskii

L fem Z 404k 11 Estimates of parameter WSRMELRT g D
Gene Model  site class 0 1 2a 2b P-value IEJEAFAT s Positive site
Rhag Model A f 0.87 0.13 0.00 0.00 1.00  J&None
wq 0.05 1.00 0.05 1.00
w 0.05 1.00 1.00 1.00
Model A 1 A fu¥FNot allowed
null
Rhbg Model A f 0.84 0.13 0.02 0.00 0.27 103 L 0.564, 151 10.971*, 1541 0.506,
@0 0.05 1.00 0.05 1.00 263 H 0.523,417 L 0.536, 436 S 0.536
) 0.05 1.00 4.65 4.65
Model A 1 A fu¥FNot allowed
null
Rhegl Model A f 0.82 0.11 0.06 0.01 0.97 373 S 0.504, 387 F 0.514, 433 S 0.540
[ 0.04 1.00 0.04 1.00
) 0.04 1.00 1.00 1.00
Model A 1 A fu¥FNot allowed
null
Rhegla Model A f 0.84 0.12 0.04 0.01 0.07 57S0.685, 113 H0.976*, 168 V
0.504, 285 A 0.521, 348 A 0.662, 377
@0 0.05 1.00 0.05 1.00 E 0.841, 404 V 0.523, 445 M 0.984*
o 0.05 1.00 442 442
Model A 1 A fu¥FNot allowed
null
Rheg2b Model A f 0.89 0.10 0.01 0.00 0.09 138 C 0.544, 201 S 0.949, 438 1 0.946
[ 0.05 1.00 0.05 1.00
) 0.05 1.00 172.93 172.93
Model A 1 A fu¥FNot Allowed
null
RAh50 Model A f 0.81 0.08 0.11 0.01 0.01 24 L 0.596, 34 E 0.566, 36 D 0.569, 61
V 0.575,83 L 0.589,9210.529, 167 V
@0 0.04 1.00 0.04 1.00 0.603, 171 K 0.578, 309 L 0.576, 331
o} 0.04 1.00 1.28 1.28 L 0.840,370 Q 0.611, 374 Y 0.564,
383 L 0.560, 385 A 0.535,413 V
0.618,420 A 0.694, 440 C 0.733, 466
V 0.621,470 V 0.785,471 L 0.756
Model A 1 A Ft ¥ Not allowed
null
Rhd Model A f 0.87 0.13 0.00 0.00 1.00 JENone
Wy 0.16 1.00 0.16 1.00
W 0.16 1.00 2.59 2.59
Model A 1 A Ft ¥ Not allowed
null

i1: Site classZ s AN R B B 13800 0 R Ak, 1RIR R 3, 2aM2b38 75 IE LR EE I B AT BEVE, 0o 7s 1 5 3 (back-
ground o) B R, o, TR AT 5ok 115 2 (foreground ) 185 # 3; Hi* (K1 3R/ 25 5 2. 3 (P<0.05)

Note: Site class represents different selection pressure categories: 0 represents negative selection, 1 represents neutral selection, 2a and
2b represent two possibilities of positive selection, w, represents the replacement rate of the background branch, w; represents the replace-
ment rate of foreground branches; The sites marked with *indicate significant differences (P<0.05)
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Fig. 6 Changes in blood ammonia concentration of Gymnocypris
przewalskii under carbonate alkalinity stress
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Fig. 7 Heat map of expression levels of Rh gene family members in different tissues
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FULL GENOME ANALYSIS OF THE RH GENE FAMILY IN GYMNOCYPRIS
PRZEWALSKII AND ITS RESPONSE TO CARBONATE ALKALINE STRESS

GUO Shou-Quan"’, TAN Jin"’, LIU Dan', CHAO Yan’, ZHANG Cun-Fang', NIE Miao-Miao',
KOU Ruo-Bin"? YAO Zhan-Wen" and QI De-Lin'

(1. State Key Laboratory of Plateau Ecology and Agriculture, Qinghai University, Xining 810016, China; 2. College of Ecological
Environmental Engineering, Qinghai University, Xining 810016, China; 3. Department of Animal Science,
College of Agricultural and Animal Husbandry, Qinghai University, Xining 810016, China)

Abstract: This study delves into the significance of the Rh (Rhesus) gene family in the high alkali adaptation of
Gymnocypris przewalskii, conducting bioinformatics analysis on the genome data and exploring alkali stress responses
through gene expression detection. The results showed that seven Rh gene family members encoding proteins ranging
from 425 to 562 amino acids. Despite notable differences in gene structure, motif and domain analysis showcased a
high level of conservation among these members. Chromosome mapping revealed the dispersion of Rh gene family
members across seven chromosomes (Chr 37, 29, 46, 13, 14, 15, and 26), all encoding hydrophobic stable proteins,
except for Rhd products, which were acidic proteins. The predominant alpha-helix secondary structure was observed in
these proteins. Subcellular localization prediction positioned all Rh gene products within the cell membrane. Selection
pressure analysis highlighted positive selection in Rhbg and Rhcg2a. Under carbonate alkalinity stress, Gymnocypris
przewalskii exhibited a gradual increase in blood ammonia concentration, followed by a decline after 48h. Gene expres-
sion studies showed that the expression levels of Rhag, Rhbg, Rhcgl, Rhcg2a, and Rh50 in the gills, skin, kidney, and
liver of Gymnocypris przewalskii increased initially and then decreased. In the blood tissue, the expression levels of
Rhag, Rhbg, Rhcgla, and Rh50 gradually decreased, while the expression level of RAd first increased and then
decreased. Rhbg and Rhcg2a may be the key genes involved in ammonia nitrogen metabolism in Gymnocypris przewal-
skii, while Rhag, Rhcgl, Rhcg2a, and Rh50 also playing significant role. In terms of tissues and organs, gills are prima-
rily responsible for ammonia excretion followed by skin, kidney, and liver. This study revealed the role of RH gene
family members in ammonia nitrogen metabolism of Gymnocypris przewalskii, and provided a scientific foundation for
the conservation of this species.

Key words: Rh gene family; Alkaline stress; Ammonia nitrogen metabolism; Gymnocypris przewalskii
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