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Molecular Markers and Their Application in Avian

Molecular Ecology

CHANG Hong KE Ya-Yong
{ School of Life Sciences, Zhongshan Universiy Guangshou 510275, China )

Abstract: Molecular ecology is a considerably new subject. By learning the previous studies in this field, molecular

markers have been used universally. In this paper, we describe the advantage and disadvantage of five familiar molec-

ular markers and their application in general research in avian molecular ecology. The five molecular markers are

RFLP, RAPD, minisatellite DNA, microsatellite DNA and AFLP.

Key words: Molecular markers; Avian; Molecular ecology

WHEERFFEPERANERANBE
HEMENSASE, WaFEE A, 1992 4F{Malecu-
lar Ecologyd 81 F) R EEH FASHE LR NEETEN
—MEFEEN., EEERFASFEYENER,
M DNA KPR AEGHESMBYE LEATNE . EH
FIHMER ETERHES JIBRFANSE, B XE0N4E
WFEE DNA FFSI B SPEM sk KA X EA S T/
HAEYE S THRREY S FENS. MEEED
HERANTHERIEL 2 FLEESFHRBH ST
fricdisskgE,

HRHGFASFHUATHICE - BHERREER
BE % % #£ (restriction fragment length polymorphism , RFLP) |
FEHLY" H§ 235 DNA (randomly amplified polymorphic DNA,
RAPD) ./p L2 DNA(minisatellite DNA) .3 T. 8 DNA (mi-
crosatellite DNA) 43 A B2 € B 8 %5 ¥ (awplification frag-
ment length polymorphism, AFLP} 5§,

1 5348 (& DNA B9 RFLP IS0 A

RFLP RBtBERERW S Fivic, T4 ZHA,
HEFFREAFABHEH BB ARA ~MERER
HDNAR, S5EtFICHEH &3, R E DNA 7ER
T N T B RS L IS TE R AU R SE DNA R BB K/, SEBR
RBAERHEAFAEFIMBUABRERE L2
F.RIPHEARECEZMIEREAFRTRENE
WsER—ftEAERID TR aESEMAESEE
HALH RFLPARICZ B A IEE LN R BT T
£, ESMEE., 4R RFLP 3 DNA MEE X B4
WE CABE, W EREEE A DNA RS M B 4% R
AR AT 6 5255 0 AT, SARE N A )8R IR
AR FHER BENFAAR; —RERARS#
{8, 0 B E RIT R EE .

BT 30 B 2R R DNA(mtDNA) H 4+ TR/, W E
4 AR IUEE DNA, B 00 B R 16, T A4l
B R, AL AR, B A UL B DNA 9 5~ 10 151 B 4%
ML ARES AT RFLP (8% . W RFLP RE B A
MR gEEHEN IR RSREL FEATRE L
BERFH, RPHIE S mDNA B RFLP TH5EM 235
EEZ RN K FH Claus™ , f7E 1981 sE B 138 30
HERMET HABE L2 IR FEEH A mtDNA
B RFLP K EE R 54, JF e A 1| &K Y 168 rRNA . ND6.
Cyth . ATPase6 .COL.D-Loop 3 H /9 DNA £ ¢ Xd X JLBh 38
B %3415 T Southern Z2738 , Wit X JLAETE H 5%
B4 % B . Kessler 1 Avise'™ 7E 1984 E W JLEF A &,
2 W WS ( Aythya americana ) LT P (A, valisine-
ria) I H MBS ( Anas americana ) %34T T RFLP MRS
FER, 1985 EV B SR ME R YT T HE.
Avise TEJR M JUF YL T T 3140 muDNA 9B 38 T
fE . FEHY mDNA FAERIE FEEL TR N AR
RET mDNA O E BB GRS R N REES; T E
HEBERBERNEETA BEBEHM MLt E
2 6-51 S 0 0 ) mDNA BFRHTF T 2R,

Wl — B3, Shields il Wilson X X8 5 FhRE[ BB
KE( Branta canadensis) .BE (B . bernicla ) . 408§ FE ( Anser
rossii) . E HE (A, caerudescens) . M ME ( A. albifrons )]
mDNA 34T T8 R B0 BB, R E T ¥
HEHEMEMNELEEN ST AE 29" . &#
P K F (A It 2R B 9% & RO 3K I, Shields #1 Wilson 1,43 #7
TR BT RN B mDNA 2 B T Zink M BF S
T&E B SEF FHEMFIE aDNA K2 LM, 8
#.Ball' E 1992 ERETEF T EN 6 Frg ¥
miDNA F{BAEF PRI N Z 44, W HBEXREHIE
FH) miDNA FEHIBE FH R RELEA, LY mDNA 8



2002 37(1)

¥ E  Chinese Journal of Zoalogy . 81 -

RFLP TR A T E SR —F RENT
i

AE SRR EW S mDNA REH KM E
BRI EFEN, I Shield 57 S i 40 £ 2 2 mD-
NA F/PFEH R 16.3 ~17.3 kb, K3 mDNA £ EFH T
BE#BIE A /D% 17.775 kb, il Dittmann A % 475 B
M3 mDNA A/D KN 18.2 ~ 193 kb, Ball T iA 3% B 4%
( Zengida macroura) B mtDNA %1 19.3 ~ 20,7 kb™ , B %
HEAMEENE, BRERGES WA TRED s &
XM mDNA 5, B NBRENH AR AY
B mDNA A /MTEE B B N o, 40 A3 88 (17.65 kb) (B
S (18.62 kb) . K H-88 (19.78 kb) M4 H & (23.35
kh) B H— B K, SRR 589 B 535 miDNA Y ik 3
REFGEHHEFL 2.0% ~2.2%, A NEEH KA
[HJ7EBE 4 2 800 ~ 3 000 J74F B & 4E 4 1k, MBS S8 B} & F
i} By 43 4L ] 7E BE 4~ 2 000 ~ 2 500 J7 4R R, B b 5 i A
M.

EAALSH mDNA HETR . B R EEHE e
HTE 1988 SFR T LS SMs . P S SF A i iA .
1991 4E 3¢ T T 21 45 42 F (7 1 45 %8 04T B 43 7% mtDNA
W RFLP IR BRETINBREERR#F 0.012, A NE
MR WA . 1994 4 £ 305 o 5 F 38 F a8
B mtDNA &M HT T HEHER.

BENE VECAES HF FHEXM 31 F 5
¥R 47T mDNA B9 RFLP BF 5% .

2 ERHEPLY 18 £S5 DNA (RAPD)#F
TSR

RAPD 3 A £ 1990 45 i Williams Fl Welsh ¥ 4G4
Hag o BRI A — R ERERSI ERR 10
METFRE, DL 8 3 H 40 DNA B4R 5T PCR §73%
BN, RBIR B E R B ik k0 DNA FFAIM BB H#,
RAPDHME AR XEFAAIBENEAFFEFEL. B
DNA #F6L, I KEE (S~ 10bp): HAR34, %
WHHD S $; i A PCR # AR, tb RFLP BT 7 B 4R
DNA B/ & HA#3 i RFLP R0 EER M BIME
HFFE 2P L LRER#g, £E5EEIER HA
BT8R, AP K Southern %% S ABHRHERTRLM
R BFLM, FAEN DTS, XMHs
A%, {8 RAPD th B S5 RAPD #Ric B B #rid . T
R4 M— &9 8 & DNA B B R Sli& 0 ORI )R
BEAeAm (RN AE 2 4 B e R kR 8
WHAALT BERRAET, EE#HTHURERIH;
BRRNEFAER BEdgE, BRSNS

REAGBEHERAFEEHY,

3 ) RAPD 4387 4L 7R &5, Haig & 1994 5 3 —
P 4T UK AR B { Picoides borealis ) BEAT T B BE it {5 £ ¥ HE
BIEFSE . [AH Fleischer 2™ do 8 5% T — % 38 M M9 1 0
B3 ( Rallus longirestris ) TEDI AR B W A FhHE 5 4540,
T Nusser S G M AR KB GMRESREER
fi%.

] P e S AL B SR AR M T T R R R
TR TR, R GR ARG TRED,
HEEMHARY R AL SR EN RAPD B, 7EM
SEFNSRNTRERABHREEERT, B
HOEEHE™FEEN T RAPD SAMRKBNEE, B
RS RRMNREERSEHERAREMESEZHE
HEENWHELR., CBH S ERPF W, NR%E™
BRI EREHITT RAPD B4R E T 8RN
FEXR CAMERPITURETEINES,

HEl, At 6 3T T X Tl EREMEE
LK TR RAPD 447

3 EHM/NTE DNA 2L UM

ATPREDNAMESERUELTRILEMETR,
F =AM T e R X 493 98 ( Telomere ), i F R (6]
TMEREEKMEENESRAIE BT RAEELSR
{35 FT ) 6 P 9 1 S 6 e R A2 T AT B S A B A 3
R EMY ., FPIEDNABRNESARECERTH
REFAABE RTRENTESERE, ka2 E
Southern ZxZ2 A H R, LR A K /P T E DNA 4y 1o 8
P EFACARBEHBINAAXBREHHATRF KB
DNA F B 5 EI % DNA T3 VNTR B SRR
g, RER S adeTFARET.

1987 4F Burke ™ R A AT/ LE DNA BH B K
T — D HBRE ( Passer domestic )R BT THR , RAEK
BRENDPTE DNARE AN SRS AN, BN
HEBEEERK BT R DNA RS AT HE 5 %
HRHEATY HEeLEWFrAESEREENE L.
199¢Q ﬁﬁi%%[:’nmﬁj'ﬁﬁlfﬁg(c_ygnm olor) KK
(C. cygnus ) H/DKIE(C. columbianus ) I/ T E DNA
ZEME,BH B85 A2 E B BN 0.154.0.154
HO109,ME—THRERENERVFAPEASIDE
DNA ek R B wmSUREE, Hal L7 n, £/ W
ST B W TR I F S R AL AT £ B WEE I

/NEE DNA B AR B, B S 24T W A
MRS AMARE. Haig ™ A DNA 3L
L1 TR A & { Picoides borealis ) TEX B XK £, XL E T
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SHEESHHETAMRE L RARAER, Piper 5
RIF# T EMH 47 T REFP K 58 MIARE S (Ga-
va immer VAR RIFABEERSHESHER, HE
e {8 S 17 M5, Zilberman 257 BF WIS — R
—FH B A HRATE B 5 ( Nectarinia osea ) B BC 8 5 A0 4T
(extra-pair paternity ) = B I} ,7E 25 M EREM B X H
RESH /DT E DNA LA F R, F 8% H S
A AL 18 44 % (extra-pair young) 36 % B E A EL— B
HIMES 3%k AR RREMI SRR,
BEEE=1TENTFHRE|ELSEHG 085D EMITF
B9(0.286) K18 & , i 1 B3 1F HE & B L0 0 IE 6 % J %t
PHZMEMESLHEREILK. BHHE Gbbes
ST R LR BRI DB T AR IS (T
bonyx mortierii ) R B R BB X B LHBENBEHE,
BEXF LA XEHNGENRERXOEN—MEY,
WHER-MiTA L EN. 8% - RRNE.

ERFHP FEH . FRESHNLABREES &
BAEEH AW L, Westneat 5 il X BB & > 4h
5 (within-pair offspring ) 5% B {8 4 5 17 M 5 o 3K 48 46 A
EREMFLHU RPN F.EREA. HES5HEH
5 3R R IF TR v B 5 0 B 5 (AR R s 5B A McRae
% MRERER L/ TR DNA #4508 3 3K 18 ( Gallinula
chloropus ) TR R M EW , FEL SFELHHER LRI
AEMMAHEFERRMEES A,

BHMES A KT K4 v #8154 3 o
R HMARGTR™, KA W ERB A LEFET
Fh ( Paras major tibetanus ) 4L TEF(P. m. artous )
LZF-1 B4 M ERR S EHEE RS R4, B 5 H T #F
PR RRE LRGSR LTERAE, e,
MBB=MEHHETTHE.

BEW R MR, AR F A 28 AT T b
TR DNA 85,

4 XM T HE DNA WSS ER

PIT R DNA LF R R B8 E 5 T 5 (simple sequence
repeats, SSR), Bl 2~ 5 TR MU EH RAUMRMK
BILT T HBHEBRMERE A, M(CA)n, (CA)n, (GAA)n
& IEANTRESAAD Y HETE0HERR
RENBEENAREMENHMEESE ., HDE
DNA H#RWEAE . BB PCRY W, HIEHN T2
MRS BRI R RGP HE T
B FH— RS, AR AR AR DNA R AT fEf
SEGRHRY MMM DEFF, MEEH 1850 EH
MEBRATRPTHEMDEMRE™ E—KERT

RAPDHMAEE K B ERF Y 8 VNTR, L Bk & £ 5
SMERG M IHRARXBRERTEIDAE R
A mE-MEHEOEREPRANKE LRI HE
SRIVMIATAHEE XA, kot
WHHRMDEI MR HET F P M TR DNA
HAGREREN LS, EH A 088 TR
B30-~50 M EMBREY X -SEMBRNTRAAERT
UEPREH. RBHEAIRESEEEHARREZN
' (AT W TS A TR DNA #AR 4 T 10
THEPEMSBR . ABFIITHNEAELEH TR
DNAHAHREREREEMNGEE . AR TR DNAfHH
WEZTETHFRIID, BTHRET N Bt
W AR EREEER A, O ¥ S —EmEN
WERY I E DNA IR R BRI, XS
HATH&EET. X S W DAF FI RAPD ¥ iF. T
B SEM PRSI ERELRASEE. — 0
MWFER T O E 3| 49 78 B 69 4 B of B FH B B AT
HEERESMYRAFMN, T WA EESZHERY,;
MUEEIMER. EERE TN RRERERES
W EARERL RAPD B,

TR DNA B E7E 20 G 70 F Bt M A&
TFTHEHEEBRMAT B FEBDES A5 HE, B
TEMS ZHAHIEER, HTERERENNIER
Pl mERAE, S TIFEMNMEES Y. SR EE
WE YT, WL B 1996 09 H H B A 680
A Rid (3 3100 M), 38 H 1 160 470 (R 3 2 200
oMy, Ko KA SAMTERIED .

BT R T RARCH RN TES R K E Khaib
5 Soller™ f1 Crooijmans %% §if — 3% 1092 B T8
BYMYHE (Y S BB TMERE S5, 5EME 1993
FHETHM M AMEHELMH(TOIHNESM T ER
B REEHEIZ B ZEG AN —RFENRTER S
KNSV ERYREEES, FEAETHERTN(TCH
WHMETE DNAMEERAXTORAERANRES
LT (TG nX,, (T m EXMETFF P, 4 oMl m
BATEHMNEF AT ORREEN, BFRUBKE
EHEEWN BB T E DNA #7 TR,

MTE DNA FAEHIHEARERSSEI LY
ttEefT R WIE LA, Hoglund %°% 38 o BF 91 —
FETH I E T G B (lek) 35 3R B B FE 8 ( Lyrunus
tetrin ) WA 3 S B, R 4 T M 4 R X E I B
R BN, RS EESERIT IR R
W FU B9 )0 3 A B (philopatry ) IR B, T Saino % BRI K
B ( Hirundo rustiea )W) THUF A RESLENRE
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PEESHELX A5 FAREHERSNEAT R,
Double %) £ 5 57 B 1A 47 52 185 119 0 1 41 3 R A A
W04 W& ( Malurus cyaneus ) RIZZBERT S AP, R BN K
EXRARBAETANEN, —BERTHILZER
ARIBARATRE R BLATHE MEWHES
BEERBASTGAEENBESTETRER TEML
B R ST, Dale ™ BN —E L LN
B3 —— IR W B2 L ( Phalaropus fulicarivs ) B BT 5 52 4
(extra-pair fertilizations , EPFs) B9 G 7} #0164 1] B4 & B 48 5
BRA—- TR RS SR HAMTEERBAH
AT LA AL AR A 47 O0 0 HE LS P S R (A B A BT
AT ANBEEREE,

ER TR WM ERERRITE, Levin £ # A
48 MUK RMDET| P K (52X Meleagris gallo-
povo )R EEBHHHIT TV 8, BHLH 2% W37k
WEBSH EBBY ¥, R XS E KRS DNA FEE
BB TBRRMIES Y, 5 MEESYE,RHA
BRMBEREDET A LA T AMKEEA DNA
AH , e 6 B A fhe /] — {25 9 R] IR DNA £ 3 3B
AR M T ES | ¥WiEid PCRY kG, WAL
ELH MR T 2 A R R TLE 519 Chitp: /fug-
riculture . tusk . edu/caens/genome/ genome . html) ,

TEFRMEL R FHA N E, Mundy 5 HH £
SWMEBM AW TR EAE— & 05EF ( Lanivs lu-
dovicianus mearnsi ) 55 7 — WA K B 47 £ 1 KB W FF ( La-
nius ludovicianus gambelii )P TR MBE TR, AW
BETERSAXETEMNE 0% WBETER. FRIERF
Hy5 1915 FHCER N 19 SR AT B4R R &% 5 T
MABAIERELEMHBERSET et £
TRT MAMLLZEN 20N ERERTRESET
BMAEEERH, Grapputo F'™ K H 8 ( Emberiza schoe-
niclus ) A1 B W 9 55 46 W WP FP 49 40 I 2. 2 b { eytochrome
b)FI NDS BRI EH B2, B2 &R T 50
FE, ARG TR DNA £ 5 BF 5 & BA 1§ B i it
fRER YEENITHRAMESAN, BN ®R
KE5REEEARME XN, KARRBERBERS
B3 R AR R R B DNA K P BRI .

EANHRABE S 197 £ FH THRABREERE
BHEREEMNFTE. HFE RMERRTHAMD
BESHM RAPD #TBMBARETROTRIE
PO T B AR T LU AT o S R B R PY B0 B 1
R, T RAPD W76 SRR BE (A (] 49 IX R E £ 5 — B K8
HENTREVRTAEENER.

MR MR DNA BRESXEHRDPLEE

HATEMEENEEMHER ST IMEERNRE QIL
{ quantitative trait loci, 30 B 4R BB 07 ) F fi 47 0 W B 3%
# (MAS, marker assisted selection) (FE4T J S8 55 P AT
DNA #8074 (0 I 8% % 2 AL SR ¥ 0, LU B 47 Fholg
MBREERSHANARS. EdEAXEIR. A
AA 11 # S35 THILE DNA BB

5 SR HABRKESESH(AFLP)
5% HE

AVLP MR FH 2 %% DNA B W] P AE M i K in
ol Fede Rl R R AT N N B 37 =
B8 A R M B A T8 3 (adator) BE 3 1B 3l — B 1
W R RS REELMETRTFI AR
A TSI B3 = L+ BT+ 2~
3PBER,ETRRHEN PCRY B TN
FEREBREEE L ak BRI BABRRENS S,

AFLP BE 248 RAPD W) BEHLIE 1% 45 PCR B& — 1tk
Mg &R, L& RFLP 5 PCR Mg &8 7™, 1
K. 45 B FF % DNA B /b 175 Southern 3055 ; BB &,
g1 AFLP [ Rz 5] 134 K 2 35 50 - 100 MR &' ke
GRBEVHR.EEER 2RAUNDERBRE. BR
EEREARCERN.JIOMATESRASRE. B
AT TR E K, REARERE DNA EH
BERER, AW T K EZMA.

FAR AL, R AW — 5% —— K 5 3 ( Luscinia
sweeica ) 4T T AFLP BFET, Questiau 2 FI A = 13| 4
Waf a6 TEREM I THESHITHEEA. ELTE
BRENIHREMBAZHEN, 3 8MEHEL—
M REAER AV ERTEERAR T ES
WP B E B HE BT, AFLP B —F A M4 TR

HLEME . A TFABFESRNTHY LR
SMETTN ERAETIE TRMR.FETGI URERR
THE AHBECE THRBAMMEERNREE
B MASHNNRERESHENELIREYSE R
FYOMPHERMEMEE BRERNESITSE
ff FRiCHIETSETTABRNEAR. HE 2FK
BHMEREARRR . FOHREBAEREZ, I
AFLP %, XEHTEUAZRATE.
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