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KD EAERD NP a v Misgurnus anguillicaudatus 13,
EEBELTIT o 2 BOKES - RELEO [HAIZO
Az b oA (2001 ~2009 4F) | TR L CHERS
(MU BRI > & — RASBREEES, 2011), BATARER
B FEMFEL o TV D, LAL, HEOERR
BE D AR, B R A IR, R EIR I TR
Ly F7F—=%1) 2 MIREBMENLFOEL =D LT
WA IS D (BRI A - IR IR T,
2011) 0 —7J7, —HBOKHAITIZFY a L ERL T
R, KREDPIRE WEOMARTA QR R 5
7 N a7 Paramisgurnus dabryanus 75 [8)PT ) 12 FE R &
NTWad, 77 FYavidhERENOEER, HliEf
BRRELTHIRIETH D, £ OFLITFEFIC M.
mizolepis E{RTFLL T2 [ (2007), ARWFZETI3fH
HBYIZ P dabryanus % #7211 FAETIEEA N2 3
TIZRAL, 1960 AT ITER, &F)IIE, RIFECT
ERLTWw/zE S5 (Oliva and Hensel, 1961), HA
IO EYMEZIZLO & T HTEORANIEIZL S &
(&R - L%F, 2005 : ik S, 2007 : HIZK S, 2009,
2010 : 7K - WK, 2010 ®mARS, 2010), BIfE, 7 F
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B a7 QA RAC~ U EH T I2 2 T 23 T2 E
TRATVD,

O L) IZEEES L EINERT AT KY a T
oL, BEEIEFEICL s THEAEEDR, FVa
TOEBENRYTHI L, TR LS ClElE
FRHEREINLZ EFOWREEY B L, A% EE
BAVREWICIREL TWb (RIS, 2011). FEE, &
WENZBIT AP T FYavofBREFERL Y ay
EDEBHBIZOWTIZM A R L 2272 < (&7 -
¥F, 2005 5 AN S, 2007), RATARERANOBEDE
FEIIHIS D ThW, 2512, FYay EARTEIHEML,
HAMTOZER KRECZ EhE (- & 2006, F
Tav kAT RNV a O X PN T 7 il 5
3 % MIHRAER 85 550 R AR L oD R B i 4 K
(unbranched spinous fin ray of above caudal fin) % 434
TWEOFHMNS B L %25 (Yangetal., 1994)

JTAE, DNA ST ORI L D, SHIERY] 0w
M SMFEDH IS EE L 72 o 72 UNHIZK S, 2010:7F7K -
B, 2010 ; WAL, 20100, LA L, DNA ZGHTICHW
LEMSE B, MESE2HETL L F 2T
T\, DX B, EK - EAR (2010) (X DNA TH
AL 72 EERIZOWT, FHIDE S e BRRIREFE O AL
Il U2k, ISR 5D 2T Vasileva (2001)
THEMINTVLIE —HT 5 L 2R LT, 20O
BRIE S FEIEE R DNA ST 2RI L 22 < T, &AL
FRAGDEDLZ EIZL 5T, PURK RO R B %
RAEMEIEETEL L AR LTV D,

N TR 2 g R, <
I L A Limanda yokohamae & < 77 L A L. herzensteini
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(hnig &, 1974), ~ ¥ A Pagrus major O R & N T
Wi RE S, 1984), F 3 w4 ¥ 1Y Coilia ectenes
D E 1K #: (Cheng and Han, 2004), 7 7" A #H Leuciscus
leuciscus burdigalensis @ il /& ¥ (Poulet et al., 2005),

N 7 7 F F 48 Mastacembelus mastacembelus @ i 14 #
(Cakmak and Alp, 2010), /N2 L ¥ Hypophthalmichthys
molitrix & 37 L Aristichthys nobilis (Yu et al., 2010),
KVWHS T Gadus morhua ORI & N Tt (Uglem
etal, 2011) SFTHHEM SN, T 5 OEHHIII
67.1% (X5 5, 1984) ~ 100% (Uglem et al., 2011)
EEWV, —h, FPavbkhg FYavizonTiaal
(RFEFR) LAWY MA L2 %L, BARIZEE->Tw
2\

FEHOIE, KPEORERBNERREIFRICDZ-
THRELFTZI1CE, 7T FYavilonTHERRIC
T T THEOEREZHS L, ZUie Uz 20t
KaeH LD EDWREEER L, LoL, HESPL2
(2> T LTI, MEATENRE 220 LRSI
Bl z1E, #|EFHR, B2, 77 FYavodgik
WaERAEL, ZNLESAIIERL VL), #ETFH
SFRA T I FYave) Aizwy, ETRw, 117
vy (BREEA, 2011) ] &M —ARICE RS TIT 2
EWVEEHIWNTT B, ZD/DIZIE, FYavehI N
Ta vk 5T A7010, KEERMENIFERREE OW5E
FHZT T, HAZDOEEZLOMEFLERL T2
TBURE, RE =% vs v b, NPORIME, OwTid
HWICRRIZL o TH BT R FHEZ S L 74 <
T 7% 5%\, REFFETIX, DNAGHTICE Y HIBIL 72
Foawens FoaryafvT UhKs, 2010),
B OFALNZEED < MO I 2 E L7z FHIIL
72BN DWW TR 2 ARt I e L, PR S 7z
MO, RS, =5 7 —)VEZEIC X 2RO
FEIZDOWTEREZMA /20

nB, AFEEFLOLIIH2N, AT HEBHOESE
BROBPEIL—RIET > 7V, BE R A
DA BRI > ZOVERING, KR LA geaiid o
Z ERERIIEEEREO DATERIC, SERRAIZE
B4 ZERIITEEICBIT A FY a oI
2, ENENTWH vz, FUN—KEO T W.
Quinn 12X LIS % TRV 27207z RKEF5ED

(BE) KK

— IR e B e (WF 2R FR R AR 5 20580270,
22380133, 23580340) OIExE T CTHEML 720 T I
FELTESHOEEELE I,

I #MEESE

1 EHElY 7

/NHZK S (2010) O DNA 3 HFic & D Bl sz k
VawdMEkEn T FYaw 2R Y T
ELTHW. &EEIL 2008 4E 7 ~9 A2 T, 5
ARULPY 45 #23.0 RESETR BRI C & B85 12 & 0 319l
s, dEK (995%) TF J — )V TREER, — 30C TH
BENT. DNAGH TIZI P2 FJ7DNAD Y b
sa—Ahb#FEFMBL UMMIKS, 2010), 512
AR O MR 1L 72\ 2 & % 4% DNA O protein kinase C
substrate 80K-H & ribosomal protein S2 @ 2 i#fm1 12 X 1)
FERE L7z UNRRS, R,

2 EHRIERMAL

SR (i) KE, WHE, K5 RBWE 2H
£, BEOFI6 EIIlconT, FYSN ) FAEHWT
0.1mm HAZTFHI L 72 (Fig.1) o 304012k (Yang et
al., 1994 ; Park etal., 2006 : i&/K - B, 2010) %%
12, RYavihs Py avogestillory 4%
ERELTHRESIN, BBRIZOWTIEIRED LFHE 3 5
EHI L 72,

3 TR
a FHElIF—42 &FEET -2

AT CIE KA OFHI () 77— LRRISED 5]
B9\ I L 7oA 7 — & 2 wize BREELT— 2 13
BEREORESIHEHIRY ) &, #HMICBT 2
Mo#Z AL S S 2 720108 L7z, AR TIRETLE
L7 — % Z /B 2 LTI A L THV, BRI
BB 2iRAFLTERRL (Bl By, B0

b ERfrtbER
FHll 7 — % LT — 5 # HWTC, RYavens
FYawilonToERVOv A 7S5 AEERT S &
MR, RaFatm CFY, BEmEE sh~kk) %

S-S
3 F%’, i
e

Fig.1 #Hll 6 &167

K3 Misgurnus anguillicaudatus BWE

Six parts measured in this study
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Kz, B OEIZOWTEHDOEDKE (tHE) %
7V, HALRE DA HT & 17 - 726

c  HIRIIER

FPawens FYavryfmikiEy (ZnEh, 0
E1), B AMIERX &2 4EEOH YA A ~
D R L7z HBIE A, B TIEXEHIT— % % v, H)
A A, HKXBIEAT Yy T4 RkI2LD
BRIN SN BRAr 2 25 s L7ze HBIE ¢, D TlaiE(l
Ty x@A L, R Cixeiar, s DI ER
SN ZRUC L D0 155 N725H B D% L4112
DV, HEME, MBI, FRpEE, BHEE L
770 EIROERMIILED 0T, SHEHENT Y 7 M2z
LVHERE 2010 (TR — Y R) & w72,

m # R

1 BRALLEER
a FtAlF—%

FRllF— %12k B FYav3REEkEr I RYay
2AEFEIZONWT ORI O A 75 A, sk,
(RERE ALY T LOTFig2l2R” T, BA NS T4
T, BRABRIKHVOMICL 2EADPELNT, £
ERFYavl s P avolirnEnEnch s,
FPawekho NP avozhnZno¥y £ ik
(mm) 1%, KK T600 £ 19.7 &£ 552+ 140, HET
106 £29 &£ 102 £ 1.8, K& T7.7 £29 & 87 =25,

EET6.1 £22 & 68 23 BFHETS3 £34 k8.1
27 ®ET34*13L53%13%&7%-72 (Fig2),
FHOEIRECTHEEICEO O, FE, K, B
WEHETHOERELE 272 (p<0.01),

SRl — #2 X BEA oM~ b)) v 2 A % Fig.3
VR o MfEIE 24T ORI T\ IEDOFHEE A E # 12
BobN7z(p<0.01), HEARKLFEBRETHY, N3
7 T0.732 (B -%E) ~0974 (kE-HE), #
7 FYavTo0798 (BHE-5E) ~0976 (k- &
W) &7%o72 (Figs),

b ZE#&(TF—%

FHAOBEENT -5 (KRISEDZEHE%) 12X
LHRTavehI KTl avoeANrT L, EEERET
W, (MR A A Figd IJHL) £ L TRT, FHll T —
FIWZEBEA NI AL LT (Fig2), K&k,
AN s, 5oy CIHMEIC L 2EVEHERTE 5,
INSHDO eI KT aTOFEBN T FTar i b
HEINE L (p<0.01), BEH (Yangetal, 1994;2=-
#2006 ; Park et al., 2006) 2312 RfF L —3F L7,
RYawenT FYyavornehol = REikEFE
1, R e TI127 £ 14 2156 + 1.3, BHIE jpe T
10.0 £ 1.0 & 12.1 £ 1.5, BEgp,T56 12 &£ 9.7+
12 &% o7z (Figd)o FE juo & B 0 (2 DI 22 Fl
BT RSN 0AS, MEMRIEmE & b I FH D
PEERZEERLZ (p<0.01),

FHEALT =S I X MM OME~ M) v 7 A%

Bz fAfKmm BE&{mm AEmm
i Koam HhSKTay Koam HhSKRPay Koa HhSKRPay
FEH+HIZERE 600£197 552+140 106+2.9 102+18 77%+29 87+25
/N~ K 22.3~1400 29.0~910 51~224 6.2~15.1 2.1~209 40~148
HRTERER p<001 p>005 p<001
40 20 60 20 60 20

20 10 30 10 30 10

N ~

F !

o 0 0 0 0 o .

- 20 60 100 140 5 11 17 23 2 8 14 20 £

) #

g EBfEmm EBfRmm FRmm %

= Koam HhSKTay Koa HhSKRPay Koam V2l %=Ly o

"—;1 6.1%£22 6.8+23 83+34 8.1%27 34+13 53+13 N\

N 20~148 27~124 1.1~206 3.7~16.1 06~79 3.1~82 3

9 p<001 0>0.05 p<001 'E

5 60 20 60 - 20 120 (20 m

B 5

1 i

30 10 30

0 0

0
2 6 12 16 1
Fig.2

7
PRl T =2 12E 2 PP aven I R a7ilonToORMUO A N7 T 4, Hiflgate, HoEkd

Histograms, basic statistics and results of t-tests for six parts of Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches based on raw measurement data
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X3
- 0.974%%
BER 2 s meve
0.952xx LEEHF  FOaOEMFES (n=312)
4 TERHF  ASFauOREBRM (h=72)
o 0.954%% 0.953%* **: p<001
. 0.958+x 0.9415x = ER: EIRER
=]
i
= 0.954%% 0.953%*x | o 0.967%*
R 0.953%x 0.930%% 0.976%x
L b
D
0.932%% 0.901%% 0.880% 0.894++
B 0.95 T+ 0.902%% 0.921%% 0.918%*
b b
2 [0.820%x 0.855%% | o 0.865%* 0.848%* DJeaes
Fig3 FHll7T—%1CLA R aveho Y adilonToMEOME~ M) v 7 A
Correlation matrix among six parts of Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches based on raw measurement data
ER S 15 m 06  BERupew - KBrrw - EBWSBuee
# koam hokoaw roam Hhokoam koam Hhokoaw
THEFERE 18.1+17 189+19 127+14 156+1.3 10010 12115
/N~ K 14.1~247 151~230 54~16.7 11.2~180 7.2~147 9.1~153
HREFER p<0.01 p<0.01 p<001

EH(BFoao@ERS, n=312)

20 100 40 120
J i‘ [1050J 'D[ZOSOm

==X T SN BERus%

Koa hokPay Koaw HhoRTay
13624 144+16 56+1.2 97+12
43~193 114~189 1.8~90 6.7~126

p<0.01 p<0.01

20 120
J i [ 10 GOJ - I:l [

EH(MASEOaoEFE, n=72)

Figd EHEALTFT—FIZEBFYavENT Y aTIZonTORMMEOL A N7 T4, R, (RERE
Histograms, basic statistics and results of t-tests for six parts of Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches based on measurement data standardized by standard length

Fig.5 (2773, HHBIBILRI i%ﬁf’%@ﬁf?&& D, FH
T=FIZBWTHLNZLS % (Figd), #i— L7-f&m
IRERE S N7 o 720 MIBIEREL D 4 1R1G1 J&w;x (g2
V2l U TR g, — SRR gz, T D RV IEOAHRS (FH
MRS K2 a3 0706, 715 K2 a7 0.733), HEHE e,
— iR e, THROO VB OB BRI FYa
0419, 1 7 F¥ a7 -0.479) 2SEIFEE IR & 1172 (Fig.5) o

2 H5IX
e E N7 B A ~D & 2 0HEMS, ML,

EHBER 2 L) £ &0 T Table 112789, 245 OFF)
R, FEFAEEROFHN F 72 1 E LT~ 5 2 ATIL,

FHESNLHPMEY D0 UTOREIZFYay, 04D
KEWVEEIIHI I KV avirE FHWLZJ FIH L 4T
FHICAEETH Y (p<001), HBILLIZ0.790 CHIFI
B) ~ 0.806 CHIBIF C), IEHBIZ% 4T o51 CH
M C) ~958 (HHIHA) Lo, HHINDENZ
ENENOZEEII s, HHIEA ~ ClE 5 ~ 6 2L,
HHIX DX 2 ZHTHER SN Tw2% (Table 1), #HEGIL
RIEHRIFE ENDB A L, EAVhE o, £A0
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BHRusw
LE&F Foay0EBEER (n=312)
s -0.011 TEREF: HFFOar0OHEBRE (h=72)
=K% -0.094 *%: p<0.01
B EinER
-0.063 0.706%:*
EWSus0s [ .
ke _0.376% 0733%% B AAE pmos
E' e o
BIiE p | —0.419% 0.166%+ (US| 0.222%*
% " -0.479% 0254%+ [P 0391+ EHRE g%
%E 0.199%* 0.503%* 0.416%% -0.015
&% 0.358%x 0.103%x* | -0.050 -0.194

Fig.5

Correlation matrix among six parts of Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches based on measurement data standardized by standard length

BHALFT—FICL B R ameh T Ry a vl onTOMMEOME~ M) v 7 A

Tablel #fL7—%%2HW/zR T avbkhI NP avofystA~D
Discriminant function A ~ D between Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches with part measurement data
IEHBIER %
" - 2R HAX Y (FYav=s0<hIFyay el &tk (n/384)
# — 2« ' R !
R 7 BN |y ISR, * 1 p < 0.05, ** 1 p <0.01) AR | R NV aw (n312)
TihoFYay ()
Y =— 0.117 k£ ** — 0345 HE ** + 0221 1k *
A h | AL (- 2.187) (= 0.941) (0.626) <0.01 0.792 3§'§ ggggfgi
A +0.213 B +0.220 BAFE ** +1.184 £ K ** +0.189 ’ ’ 95'8 (601 72)
(0.467) (0.731) (1.574) )
Y = — 0.115 fK$& ** — 0.337 B ** + 0.335 R **
B AT »HY (= 2153) (~ 0919) (0.945) < 0.01 0.790 3?3 ggggfgi
e + 0.239 BHRE ** + 1.208 F£E ** + 0.192 : ' 05 3 C69/72)
(0.792) (1.605) ’
Y= —0.017 B g0 +0.059 Ry, +0.175 R sz * 95.1 (365/384)
. (= 0.030) (0.080) (0.199) '
i 7;
¢ RIEIE ) wL + 0.030 AR iz, + 0.714 B2 iz, ** — 8.288 ool 80 iiéﬁy%?
(0.067) (0.876) ’
o . 95.3 (366/384)
= R &2 Lo, Kk —
D siefl | By | ?ﬁ;;ﬁjmﬁ’““ +<gé7§;>”“§“‘“ 8.140 < 0.01 0.804 95.5 (298/312)
: : 94.4 (68/72)

BEHIIT SN0,

D L) BREEEMETET IV

BHPTLE GBE) 2% 25 &R0 CHMEEEHIKEL R
L2 s, R omERE: 2 RO72DI11E 2 BRI &
LHPAD D4 FHEHOPTRLZ Y EHB I NS,
HR D TIERBE o & BB pno DL BT RIN X
n, IEHIBIERIE 4R T 953% 2% L 72 (Table 1), 12
URBDIEIZ XD, 25y (0.884) 13HBI D 0 F
WYL Rad I epNTE, ZOEMMIBME gy, (0.273)
D32RIAIB T B0 S SITEE jp TR H B 28 X212
CWHFTH BB, Fige ([ZH PR D I2HB1F 5 HRIE &
A o S OB oo & DBIRZ R T HIFIA D Tl
FYaw3REED) b, 14EE TS KT ay, &
FRYay kD) B, 4k KD a IR
ENDo BHIE SN EAEOHBIME (- 0467 ~1.217)
WXL, ZAUSKHIE T % AR e, & BE R pee D RRHI I

XM (K& E) ZHEBT DL, BN TS DY
TO9.1~125 (3.4), BFyuyld72~90 (1.8) %&b,
By SR OL R WRT L LTIRAZ AL ZEDNTE
% (Fig.6) .

Vv £ £

1 HBIR 04 EFIR

AWFETIE, FPavkns KD avyoipfirlbmse
MR OBERIRGE 2 ) AA, WO R4 2 41 B X
ELCRMIE gy & BR o 22K T 243X D (E
FIBIZR 953%) = HRZE L7z (Table 1), FHll 6 FALO I
BT, FYavohdbhI Fyav i) SRS ..
A E ey, REapa WEZINSOWEOIEH (Oliva

and Hensel, 1961 ; Vasil'eva, 2001 ; )2 - L%, 2005 ;
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76~90 EHF(n)
| ®:FYay—Foa(298)
L | 0 HSESaY—hIKa(68)
18 [ B$15(n)
' @ K a—h5KEDa(14)
@ HSETaY—KDaY(4)

) Imn~mn

¥IRIfE Y
(FPam=s0<a3Foan)

4 —0.467~-0.106

i 11 17
%mE#E%

Fig.6 HI5I5N D 12513 2 H50ME & A e, (F2) R UEERps, (1) & OBIMR
Relationship between score of discriminant function D and caudal peduncle depth (left) and length of barbell (right) standardized by standard

length

Park et al., 2006 ; JIAN 5, 2007 ; iE7K - BAR, 2010) &
T DO DIFRAER S N2A (Figd), BE
RV ER BN 3 EATH TR 2 & AR
IRENTze TNFTH LW E ENTEZMHEOHFIIZ
OWTC, HBA DI ENEEZHIITESLY—LELT,
SHROFHPHIRES NS,

F72, AKX D OFHICBWTIE, FHIEEOKRE
75223 ~ 140.0, RBWEH 2.0 ~ 148, HEAY0.6 ~ 82
(ZnZi mm, Fig.2), B E 40,75 7.2 ~ 15.3, By,
18~ 126 (ZNFN %, Figd) OHEHMIIH LT &,
HIBE Y A5 — 0467 ~ 1.217 12 5 A L5 Bl o W] fE
Pedsd 2 2 EIZHE L UL 5 % (Figs) o

2 1 BRMLIC & B FEASHIR

KO HIA D 1L 2 ZE L 2%\ 25 (Table 1),
FMEDOE T8 3 VS OFHEES NI & 7 D FERE,
FEERHEOFHNBISIMHER L LTWDE 2 ENE L, 7
BEANDFHNF— % D ANIZ—8 ) OFHIEER#Z 5
VENRDH D, LoL, HNADORFErohELEE
ZEHI L 72T, 20EREL 50D d 51
BEFETHIELTE D,

B g TR D OFER T 20, TOAMNT
F L CHIE & O BRI Fig2, 6 IR EN TS, #
Fprg 7.2 ~ 9.0 O, B D EFH G 2 # < TR
H25% % (Fig.6), ZOFBILFTRHOES S EEL T,
Bz 3R L REL NG, REOFHIMEIMERED 5%
UT%6 R ay, 10%0D 60T NP aw &P
REFAHE L Bb b, EE, ok RS0
&, BRI DS K& 7 356 %° DNA 08T H 2 A
KORXZ ) —=v 7L LTHATE 2, RIFFEOFHI
TAEEIZH 100 ISR STV B, Sk, RIS 15

P & 2 PH B OS2 M 5 121, 51,000 ~%%
10,000 MR~ L FHT— 5 2 BRI L DL EN D,

3 EEIC & B AaEINE

ARIFFE TN BT 5 DNA D51 % B
Crzols, FAHERICEK (99.5%) =5 /7 — )V CRE%E
L7z vz, MAERHEAORESICL o TR
BH, EEBROBAMKIITZSY ) —VORBIZE>T3~
10%FEEE L, ZOIEIZN 17 ARETRET 5
Z EDHERR E TV % (Hjorleifsson and Klein-MacPhee,
1992 ; Fox, 1996 ; Kristoffersen and Salvanes, 1998
Cunningham et al., 2000). L7 L, FI5I=N%VER L 7-BE
Tk OmigEs, 1974 =5, 1984 5 Yuetal, 2010 ;
Cakmak and Alp, 2010), & 5 (1984) TL2R%E L
AR DOYGHEIZ DO W THER I N TV R,
RIFFETIEZ D L) ZAEONGHEE ZE L, BERY
6 MARBLE N Yavt I RYavrihllL7z, &
BIXEEZOIGRRICOWTHHEL, ToFEELH
LEMNICTHTELRETH L, BIEDO LT A, HHIHA D
DOIEHRIZR 953% % WFFT 5 720121, AT IVIT—)L
THEIER, 17 AR L 2ME% v, oz
HRTORNESVEEOFMAZHEEIZIT) S EPFETH
5o

A

[

AW TIE, D E DML B AR O RAIZINT
T, EEBICREMICIRESNTYE AT FY a0y
MHPLR L v &) HE—#kIZ S T OFEZ RS,
THEDEELZLEZHBELLTWD, T Y ay
IR a7 EAEHEBLL, WA FII A EE L ST



ANHAKHAT - A B RBIE— - PERPEEE] - AT - VEH

WA, RIFFETIEMIRE T TR, HARROAES
b OMEF L ERMT 2ITEREE, RMa vy v b
NPO Hfk, #HITCEREHEIZL > TLHBHIHEETE B
A A BHEE L 720

FIFEIZBWTIE, DNAGHTICE DHI Lz FTay
3SR2MEfRE T FYay ke T, JEfko 6
e (FE, HE, R, BWE, BWE, HE) ot
W7 — & 125D Ml FBAL i & B S AER & 47 o
Too RHAL (FE) 75— %12 X % BB Ll < I FE 12 IR 70
IO NL o720, BRICEOZEEW%IHRE L 72
LHAL T — & T, R Egry, B grg Rl
BWC R avohnhIa Foavlhb/hEnroiz,
ZMBRWHEOH RN E LT, ROBERIES N :
Y = 0241 BAFE oo + 0.721 F o, — 8.140 (Y = 0:
Fyaw, Y>0: 479 KVaw)

2oL, MEBICEFHIEG OB LT — 5 &2 AT L
FATEESNAHHE YL TORAEIFYay, 04k
DREWHEIRD T FYavE2ERL, RNoOIEHYIR
XK awT955%, HI KV awT9o44% (&KT
953%) &7 h. ROFMHIZBW T, FHIMEEOKE
P322.3 ~ 140.0, RBIEEH 2.0 ~ 14.8, HEA70.6 ~ 82
(FnZnmm), BWE DS 72 ~ 153, 5 pne?t 1.8
~ 126 (ZNEN%) OHPFIZHDZ &, Y25- 0467
~ 1217 DA EERH O RetED S 5 Z L ICHE L %
T B %2 HHR oKL Z M5 121%, 41,000
~%010,000 fEAAOFHI 7T — & 2 HfET 5 2 &, IEHB]
F953% & HITFT H121%, MR TV a3 — )V CTHEER, 1 4
AU RS LA WS ENEF L nwEELERL
720
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Simple Species Identification between Dojo and Kara-dojo by
Discriminant Function Analysis for Conserving Rural Ecosystem

KOIZUMI Noriyuki, MORI Atsushi, MIZUTANI Masakazu,
WATABE Keiji, TAKEMURA Takeshi and NISHIDA Kazuya

Summary

We performed simple species identification between the Dojo loach Misgurnus anguillicaudatus and the Kara-
dojo loach Paramisgurnus dabryanus by discriminant function analysis on body parts, to conserve rural ecosystem in
Japan. Each of 312 Dojo and 72 Kara-dojo loaches were prospectively identified by DNA sequences, and six body
parts were measured with a digital caliper. These measurements included standard length (SL), head length (HL),
body depth (BD), caudal peduncle depth (CPD), caudal peduncle length (CPL) and length of barbell (LB). The means
of CPD/SL%, CPL/SL% and LB/SL% in the Kara-dojo loach were significantly larger than those of the Dojo loach,
while the means of HD/SL% and BD/SL% did not remarkably differ between these species. The following stepwise
discriminant function was selected as the best model when considering significance, correlation ratio and discriminant
ratio.

Y=0.241 CPD/SL% + 0.721 LB/SL% - 8.140 (Y <= 0: Dojo loach, Y > 0: Kara-dojo loach)
The discriminant function allows for the correct classification Dojo and Kara-dojo loaches 95.5% and 94.4% of the
time, respectively (95.3% in total). It therefore provides a valuable alternative method for species identification that
relies on just three part measurements, without the need for other morphological or DNA sequence analysis. Because
of initial shrinkage of specimens stored in absolute (99.5%) ethanol, measurements should be taken after at least one

month of storage.

Keywords: caution needed invasive species, multivariate statistics, ethanol preservation, rice paddy field





