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FOARN AW, R, AR R
(L. P Imu~2Be LY S ihEbe. W R 4760005 2. EIRIMWRY: AEaRgzb siAdy2ERT R ESLRE.
RAK AT SR A ERT E ST S, HEK 4013315 3. P EKEMAP TR0, LE 610057)

WE: T 25EBTRKEY Aythya fuligula) 2 X BHAB T EN p FHER R LEMXEEANEES . AFHRTET
AW ZOH LR K TFERNARE AAEDEEF T a2 EZNAMTLEN QA BERTT FE 2. T
NEFREHM LB ERXFBTT SR EE, FRFH.ELH 1093 Mbp R L BB ERATH b, EFHE 1~6 Mk
HAELZWHITES85346 N, B KE 13232974 bp, S HBEALKEWNLLITY, EoHELELA T A RELANEER
L5 E M T EE KN 68 A5V EA AU BEETEEM M EET L, 0 5 E M T E S HW 13.97% % 10. 48 % ; 7 #  F1 < 5
EEAMELEKR, HIEREAREAVEN ARERH - EREAELAUABNXANES , —REFAZF ATH N £
FEAFE - WREEFLZU AAAX XA £, 2B EXLW IO MM T EH N EXHKKAN ALAAAC,AAAT AT,
AAT.C.AC.AAC.AAAAC fn AAAAT. &M XA W FH M 9 200 AN, B H h 518 077 AN, M L E X #Hth 88.5%,
FERPHTAOMEN MILEHESLERKEFERITFEX LN EMX (r=0.993, p<<0.001),Z % & K1 4 5t F
ERuE LR TELEKR.TWEERNHGFEMBEENARRK, COEBEREFR. ZE B R AN LR
WEBEHERS., £ KEGGHREE EE M P, H 135 FEB W EF 2, H+ FoxO 155 & % . Notch 15 5 8 2 & # fig 1 34
BHREBLEGFELATFEXENEE(p<0.05) XLERNEETRSRLBENTIRERAHEFME I AX. £
HRERREBRTREEE LA EFN AU LEN P TREASE TR ILENXENN IR EE. THEEMTLE L TH
WHK Bt SR TR E LT RRERS S,

KBE AL BB AXFNA ML E ;2 TR LT

PESES: Q53 AR AR A XEH/S:1672-6693(2026)04-0056-11

KLV (Aythya fuligula)SEJEEIE B (Anseriformes) B8} (Anatidae) T JE (Aythya) » &4 BRFFEEL
TR K A Bz TR ORI 2 —  FRTEELZ 260 J7~290 J7 K FE B TR LI R A8 M A R4y
FlirE AT SR T ST L M ST B K 8 SRSk TR TS o 2 i T B00 ol TR O R P R AT L A B B Y A
FE H FC I Y TR 45 B X B B8 1Y 3 I 45 22 R AR SR AR A B . ROk TR RS 0 DR A RRAE L RN R A L TR
(microsatellite) J7 41 , AT BE 2680 & 365 W ) 3043 A1 FAZ 2% 06 AT Ry i 38t AB Bl . A OC T RUCK VS 1Y BIF 58 2 4
TR Sh A WS M 3 R R I T 3 R AL A R R A SR AT S AR SR I T 5 DR 4 T A F g O LR Bk TR
At AR S I RE A AT A3 IR 25 1
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BT 2020 4F 1 H AT 0 G GRG0 10 Rk T G 3 DR 2H B L AR BE S as T A IR B R iR R G B T Rk
TER T < B DR 2 ol T B2 8 20 A AT L AL BRI T DA R e G R e A Al e o TR IRE S Xk 82 3 A0 2 XA ol T 2 BT A R
PEAT T GO TR KEGG 8 #% 5 4 70 Hr » 25 10 35 3 1082 7 XSk 9 0 5 DR 2 b m] RE R #E B D RE . W 9E 2
K 095 5 TV RES> FFRICTT K (TR i8E 1% 22 R PR T 50 LA R B 352 36 17 AL ) At A 418 43 5 il 0 0l

1 BT

A AT A G RSk VS 5L DR 24H ) 4 R 28 T NCBI Genome 4 /% Chttps://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) , & %
5K GCF_009819795. 1, JF 8 S K 298 1 124 Mb, %K R 41 ¥ 51 € 20 3 1) G4 64 (AR, 8% T 2000 34 £ 14 5L 5 21
A LA fasta #% RARAE

FIFH Krait v 2. 0. 6 Chttps://github. com/lmdu/krait2) i T2 38 Z& &4, PRk 1 18 4> 56 PRI 4] o 07 3
SN [R) E B M sE BRI fk TR (perfect microsatellites) 741, BT Krait 4 B0A ik B E G250,
BRI 1~6 B2 8 &2 10 58 L AU TR 8 8 DLIRE O AR D T 12.7.5. 4.4 F1 4, ek ARBFFEGE T 0 b ), AR 40
U B R T ) A ) B el I X 00 85 7 A AT A0 B 14 05 91 K 5 9% 0% ) e L B AN 9 3 U S ] — 2R, i =
B EE KA AGT 5 ATC.CAT.GTA  TAG . TCA 7] L& Iy il — 2 . ASHIF 52 v (8 T 0 4 348 ik A 4 g 0 AL
G3 A FRAE AR OC AR B I A2 SR VAT DR L A2 B DL 2R ) AR G TR AR X B AR S OC T kT8 (Anas
platyrhynchos)™ F 1% (Egretta garzetta)™" 5 24H i TR BFSE.,

fd ] SPSS 26. 0 F A xF KUk v g A0 456 15 e ok S vE gL B 4K Z W FE N 1Y 36 2% e iR K 5 i TR A i
T Pearson #SEMES M. i R £2 clusterProfiler v. 3. 12. 0V B BN S H AT GO ThREE BT, ST
KOBAS 2. 0" 4V &, X ik HARFEH £ T KEGG & #5517

S VEAR A T A0 8 DX BT8R R B T B0 A VA S e, A ISR B S8 4 A bedtools intersect R A 5
Fif P 3 (CDS) W H & X3, MG I E 8N P EFE CDS o5& IR I 52 =, FHE 16 W 55 = bR DL 3 T3 i A 2L
YE R A AL (phase) . A BAE AR =i FEEZ HARA A 0, W FH0M v e 5| AL a5 48 . [A] Bf, it 1 45 5E X 4
fidh DX 25 0 T Y A8 B8, DR e th R R LA .

2 #R

2.1 REEBERAMIENZEESHER

A 5% 45 A S s SRS VR e € A K T R DR 2 S A L TR BB R 585 346 N, BV R 13 232 974 bp,
SERREEN 22,61 bp, N AFERK Y 1. 17 X6 5 B DR 2 AT AL A RS AR T TR B Dy 519. 38 A« Mib B AR X
WHEON 11 741,72 bp « Mb ', RS TEIS Y 6 Fh A 2RI TR o RO B 2 0 R IR L (IR AL D2
BB 62. 78 %6 DU B FE 2K TR YR 2, SR L BRI | L RN S A SR S R TR A B L R 109, H
B 7 AR VRIS s A [R) S R Bl T A A G 3 B A AR Ak S R A A TR R B AR — B B R i R R
LI PO ES RN U NE S D

F1 RAEBEFRATFARAESLKEBIEZSHEE

Tab. 1 Distribution characteristics of microsatellites with different repeat types in genome of the A. fuligula

. e TR TR . AR B/ AT 2 B/
HAE AR B /A~ K /bp o K /bp o Mb) (bp - Mb™)
LRI 367 470 6 638 186 62.78% 18. 06 326. 06 5 890. 11
-y 44 730 834 896 7.64% 18.67 39. 69 740. 81
=g 3 45 811 985 710 7.83% 21.52 40. 65 874.63
U] B, 81 765 1997 928 13.97% 24. 44 72.55 1772.78
FHKFE 35 363 2 148 330 6.04% 60. 75 31.38 1 906. 23

7N B 10 207 627 924 1.74% 61.52 9. 06 557.16
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2.2 REEBERAMIENRBIES # NEFSFE

TS 5 G 5 R 2 v AN ] B A 2R TR DL 3 EE 4 DL e i a5 SR a3k 2 TR SR [ o 45 A SR
WECEHEA BT 3 A7 HE DU, BAmd I 8 A2 2T b, A 48 D120 CA /T o 4 %o i O 38, SR A 2] 347 835 14>,
7 3 R ZE 1 T B 59, 42 %0 5 35 D12 5] C B0aa W AR X AR 2D, AR I 2] 19 635 A4, oy 2 PR 20 A 10 A S 8501 L 43
10 3.35% ., HRFEE G A, AC AP DRI I 2, FLRE AG Il AT, CG ZER R AE Ay 4 Fh s Il
FH RPN 119 A4, =S E R L AAT W B AR s, HR K AAC 1 AGC, PUB
B AT 3 M DR B AAAC AAAT #l AAAG, T EE P, AAAAC e i %, Hik
& AAAAT 1 AAGGG, ANIFEEM A T AATCCC.AAAAAG Al AAAAAT 3% 3 Flvil &2 5 D138 5 iy s T AL
B AE 1 200 UL E, R E R D, BACEE R 5N 1 DR AR 2 I B B A/ T
Pt 47 1k

RS 1 W8 2 R 28 v, 43 A Bk e 22 1 10 Rl TL R 45 DU i #e B it fh 2 31 K2 AVAAAC.AAAT AT,
AAT.C.AC.AAC.AAAAC Al AAAAT, BTSN i Bt B it 9 200 4>, B8k 518 077 A, i RSk i
W9 5 R 2 o T L B 88.5 %%,

R2 RAEBERNATFIREEXBERIENABESHENE

Tab.2 The dominant motif categories of microsatellites with different repeat types in the A. fuligula

VRl 2 D12 51 B /A B i Lt AHXTFERE/ (A« Mb D) A2/ (bp « Mb™ )

A 347 835 59.42% 308. 64 5613.08
LR -

C 19 635 3.35% 17. 42 277.03
AC 11 490 1.96% 10. 20 177. 95
By AG 8 011 1.37% 7.11 129. 98
AT 25 110 4.29% 22.28 431. 28
AAT 19 651 3.36% 17. 44 432.29
=g AAC 10 967 1.87% 9.73 172. 35
AGG 5749 0.98% 5.10 104. 54
AAAC 32 237 5.51% 28. 60 539. 43
Y e AAAT 31573 5.39% 28.01 583. 74
AAAG 5 406 0.92% 4. 80 233. 46
AAAAC 10 297 1.76% 9. 14 212. 86
NIk E S AAAAT 9 282 1.59% 8. 24 479.55
AAGGG 2 482 0.42% 2.2 328. 35
AATCCC 1625 0.28% 1. 44 134. 29
Ay ®s AAAAAG 1383 0.24% 1.23 86. 08
AAAAAT 1291 0.22% 1.15 52.97

2.3 RLEBEELBELMIENSREFE

RUK WG 5 0 ek FIM LR 25 TR, RS RNEL 3, 1 SRaRNMEIE ERE. A
124 070 4>, i i R BB 21. 20 Y052 S ek py i DR Fm Rz 3k 95 507 4, S DR BB 16. 32 %
3 S Y ERAT 67 765 MM TR H M T RSB 11.58 % . B AR AN N 34 S Y@K, 137 4>, Hik
31 F Y AL 299 4>, Pearso M KMEN M4 R B/R, M LR E S P OKRKEAAES T EE X LY IEMX
(r=0.993, p<C0. 001) , F& W Y& {8 (R BB Mz e ek b i i il DR A R £

3B Z YR R TR AR FE R B, 664,55 4 « Mb o HORSE 1 S gL A i TR A X R
H9599.32 4 « Mb'52 Sy AR TR A X EREHES 3 61,8 598. 23 4> « Mb ', Z BEa R A i TR AR X R
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B [A) R AL F e @ 7K. 17 879. 97 bp « Mb ' ik & 1 S YAk, fif T2 M X% A 14 282.39 bp « Mb '
2 By R 1T R A B B B4 3,00 13 921,40 bp » Mb ', W YR e fR (14 fak TR B AR G 3 B R B
P AR, i3 TR B A 3 822 AN HHXT FJE K 203. 98 4~ « Mb ' KA YL (B4R 2 8] 1Y R FE R 22 AR,

£3 RLEREELaEEIEST

Tab. 3 Statistics of microsatellites on each chromosome of the A. fuligula

UARGREN Re @K /bp T R R/ A e MR ERE/ (A« Mb ™) HXH B/ (bp « Mb™ 1)
chrl 207 018 403 124 070 21.20% 599. 32 14 282. 39
chr2 159 650 012 95 507 16.32% 598. 23 13 921. 40
chr3 119 491 689 67 765 11.58% 567.11 12 930. 09
chrd 76 878 203 41 563 7.10% 540. 63 11 520.70
chrb 65 067 180 30 436 5.20% 467.76 9 700. 37
chr6 39 514 636 18 575 3.17% 470. 08 9 388.62
chr?7 37 840 942 17 240 2.95% 455.59 8 931. 33
chr8 32 406 295 14 603 2.49% 450. 62 9 173.96
chr9 26 499 672 11 453 1.96% 432.19 8 635.43
chrl0 22 162 769 9 548 1.63% 430. 81 8 226. 36
chrll 21 928 510 8 986 1.54% 409.79 8 292.99
chrl2 21 526 058 9 540 1.63% 443. 18 8 640. 74
chrl3 21 228 795 9 060 1.55% 426.78 8 374. 66
chrl4 19 924 658 8 267 1.41% 414. 91 8 320. 90
chrl5 17 816 505 6 760 1.15% 379.42 7 464. 26
chrl6 16 262 610 6 446 1.10% 396. 37 8 079. 33
chrl? 15 484 054 5 646 0.96% 364.63 7 148. 58
chrl8 12 903 739 4 740 0.81% 367. 34 7 338.96
chrl9 11 953 284 4 378 0.75% 366. 26 7 575.74
chr20 11 861 279 3920 0.67% 330. 49 6 220. 66
chr21 8 424 528 3024 0.52% 358. 95 7 035.29
chr22 7 582 326 2722 0.47% 358.99 7 026.21
chr23 7 507 630 2756 0.47% 367.09 9 755. 54
chr24 6 710 917 2 873 0.49% 428.11 8 734.42
chr25 6 693 931 2 388 0.41% 356. 74 8 960. 36
chr26 5 835 185 2 666 0.46% 456. 88 10 683. 12
chr27 5453 253 2 154 0.37% 394. 99 7 504. 88
chr28 3167 070 1662 0.28% 524.78 9 806. 22
chr29 2 844 608 1616 0.28% 568.09 10 417. 96
chr30 1 560 659 411 0.07% 263. 35 4 430. 82
chr3l 1405 878 299 0.05% 212.68 7 072.45
chr32 1164 621 357 0.06% 306. 54 8 364. 95
chr33 983 965 565 0.10% 574.21 13 684. 43
chr34 723 082 137 0.02% 189. 47 9 436.00
chrW 18 736 694 3 822 0.65% 203. 98 4 517.50

chrZ 85 905 639 57 089 9.75% 664.55 17 879. 97
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Xof AN () T A2 2 TR0 A 0B A XS VR G 4% e € R 0 o A R AT A BT L A R DL IR 1. BRIk T R T A e Ak
B2 M R HAE chrl chr2 Ml chr3 SF K Y@K DGR 2, 050 72 835.57 741 Ml 42 187 4>, MUfg I
HE LB o 2 AR FE chrl . chr2 Al chrZ B43F5045 19 969,15 015 #1 10 623 4, fE#Ar Y
TR LES 2 RIAEA =R A ; Horp chr18.chr19 M1 chrW [ =B 3% 8 & B0 40 5k 429,371 F1 785 4,1
1o T T e A 1 U T A AR L A R e T R A R AT S DX R O A e A T 3 A S R A A
Bom /b, FEAMAFE chrl .chr2 chr3 chrZ FK Yk 78 chr30,chr3l S/hRIGe Ak [ JL-FHk
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Fig. 1 Distribution of six types of base repeat microsatellites across chromosomes of the A. fuligula

2.4 GO EEER KEGG B £ 1T

WFFELE R s, ROK TS A B2 P Ay 4 221 AR S0 T 1 883 DML ., A 2 i/ 4 Jx 46
LR HEAT GO TR, Hop 727 A AT TE R, JE3RTT 1164 > GO 4 H . Hp,637 D GO FHETAEY
T (biological process), £ % 5 5 41 Mg i . 1 At i B2 A B R g ad B 282 A H T 40 B 4 4 Ccellular
component) , £ %2 5 MR 25 S EARE GY 245 1H T4 F U fiE (molecular function) ; FE & 5 4%
4 (binding) AL TE M (catalytic activity) Fl¥E U8 35 16 14 .

X RGK S 5 A R ) CDS SN #E T KEGG il #% 5 48 70, 364045 135 Zcai . #% 8 KEGG BRITE
TR KRR R X Ll B AT DL ar il 6 K36, Hoh Rl Rl Bk i 2 . A 60 2%, W0 Job VIR VR B R A% 1 TR L R B 55
FRBHR R s BREE AR AL B P& 35 4%, T2 W Mo AR 5 i S R0 JBE 02 i 5 200 0 2o P2 218 0 % 20 2% W0 LA M S 4L A
Wi UH T AN M T S A S B AT A R R G IS B 10 S5 WP R R BE N A I I 4 R G5 N 2 2 %
8 ZF , Ry 55 I M 9 s FRIVIER i AH OC %) 38 s AR AR B RS E B B D, R 2 4% U0 KO IR AR W e A R Y T I R
FIRINT . g i e G 2f 5 e B % (p<<0.05), — 3k 15 4, R LK 4, Hob, FoxO {553 %
(FoxO signaling pathway) . EA% 4 ¥ #% Bl 4K 4= ¥ & 4= (ribosome biogenesis in eukaryotes) K& Notch 15 5 il %
(Notch signaling pathway) & 5 &L 7E o« = 0. 001 By & & MK P F 38 of Ge it 22 W R g . e Ah, 45 A5 183
(sphingolipid metabolism) .40 g I #H Ccell cycle) X PN B (14 & i i L (protein processing in endoplasmic
reticulum) 2538 B IRAFAE GE 1 2 L & 4 (p<<0. 05),
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R 8 AAY L R IR Y L9 S A A B L 10 ST AL AR L 11 AR L 12 S AR A A A5 L 18 S R
R Y14 NEEE 15 NEAIE M 16 AR SRR IE L, 17 920 7 DRI 9 IE 1k L 18 ARk an i 1. 19 oy TR
FEE. 20 R TIERCAR Gk, 21 B TG 22 O ATP ARBE 1 23 S B T IE .
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Fig.2 GO annotation of exonic microsatellite-containing genes in the A. fuligula

R4 RELEBUHEFEMIENEREKEGC EEER

Tab.4 KEGG enrichment results of exonic microsatellite-containing genes in the A. fuligula

Difg sk i KEEGID  #WA%/AN HFEHE/N p1E

B AL W OB I LR e apla03008 13 69 0. 000 7
AL AE B Ab 2R

PR3 R T 2 RN T apla04141 16 139 0.015 5
H5 A 30 apla00600 10 48 0.001 5
FAWERR £ W & A 27T R 5 apla00604 4 14 0.016 8
R W T 5 M % A apla00531 5 18 0.008 4
N-ZRAE A6 I apla00510 8 44 0.008 7
Wl T SR A W IR TR B R BT B R R apla00532 5 19 0.010 2
FoxO {5 % il #% apla04068 20 123 0.000 2
Notch {55l #% apla04330 10 43 0.000 7
WA B Ak 2 ECM-3Z 1A H.AE F apla04512 11 84 0.019 0
JBE & R A5 5 00 apla04910 13 109 0.021 6
WENR L LE(E 5 R4 apla04070 11 89 0.026 8
A 1E-3h Y apla04140 14 133 0.040 9
40 i i 7 £ Jfd ] 440 apla04110 15 110 0. 005 0
40 i 52 2 apla04218 15 134 0.022 9

2.5 SNEBFRIEXNHEBXWEBEINEZM

S VTAR A1 8 DX TR A0 AE D RE S MR, A 58 4 A Tk B8 TR AR CDS v i [ B2 HE AH 067 3 A . 25 SR
TNGAE 4 221 AN AT R, SRR I 3 914 A, BB 92. 7200, ¥ K 1 726 MR SRR EE K
VI AR S AN 2 i B S A A A S8 AR L RE 1 EE AR B AR S T R S B A R AT R A 1 R 0 T S ) B 1 R
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fit, MAN, T AT RES R R AR AR =L A M DA R K 155 DI, #E— 28 AL, CDS X i T A
B Zmar 10 NFER A 5 fioan, o KIFIA JEH&A 35 M PR ,ARIDIB JEH&A 32 M T A,
BPTF JEN&A 30 M TR, X ELIL R N5 Ee i 53 i TR A 10 FE AR S 4 4 1 e 0 4

£5 NEFHIEHSHAN 10WER

Tab.5 Top 10 genes ranked by the number of exonic microsatellites

I K 44 B VAR LN G 3[R 2 R AN F I TR R /A
KIFIA 35 MAP4K4 27
ARIDIB 32 KCNMAI 27
BPTF 30 KMT2C 24
NCOR2 28 WNKI 20
MEF2D 28 PAN3 20
3 iFig

3.1 RILBEERAMIESESN

AHIFGE LA A A B RSk v G 4 i DR 26 91 kg B At L R D AR AR R 2 T 1 R i ) e 4 R R T R AT 4
R H] 585 346 A PN A, BKER 13 232 974 bp, HAKENABKERN 1.17% . #4152 HiE 0
Aty e e PR 2 5 T2 e R AT R B SR T R SRSk v TG R DR 2 A TR R TR S 2R b TR KO Sk g
FER A PR BE S R 0,83 % T Ry 0,36 %, U I LS S (Arborophila rufipectus) K 0. 43 %) 415
X (Gallus gallus) S 0.49 %%, 358 fi% % ( Phalacrocorax carbo) H 0.23%M, & B UL HE (Lophophorus
Lhuysii) 2 0. 54 %2, JE B W) (Melo psittacus undulatus)H 0. 41% 51 5 N (Homo sapiens) ) 3% 452
(Owis aries)IF 4. 8% ™ 242 (Bos taurus) ) 4. 7% JNBR (Mus musculus) B 2. 85 Y% 20 2, 3 iy 4 35 [ 41 1
TR BCRE AR B RSk TR ) 4 i DX 4 el TR MO o LR DU ARG ARG . Primmer S AN I S JEBE D 4L B T
B HHRT N BRI — WG 4 g TR SR, XM ERTRIR T2 mN R, B, 2N AM T
B G R RN H ST A0 2 A B A D s A O RSk TR R T M K e R SR 4 AT R 2 D
PRRR I HEAC R O L BT AT R R A YT SR R B L A E A SR . SN ARER MM DR RS
B i VR S YR B S R AR S A AR () s 2 S e A Y B TR R L Rt Rz A DR A 2 ke Y e R R B
A TAE R . AT AT A Rk T P ZH R B 1 g A R GO R PR AT RERS ) TR 2 A
3.2 RELEBBARBELBF I ERFESH

SRSk VS G 4 6 DR 2 T o, B R T A R AR R B 2 o B TR R 62. 7806 NI SR A [ b X
— oA R 2 LB B 2 Bl — B AL B Rt S DL T A R AR 2 p g e
T TR AN, RSk RS 56 2 DR SRR TR USRS A . X — P AF 5 B R A 2 S s D i s | 4r
RIS M | R HE T A 2 S R R AR B R R MRS DL R A AR 2 IR R R T
SR R G SRR, 19 S [N 21 T B Ak A7 A OB B TR O A (RS TR A R A A AR 22 53X Webster
2 NP AP (Pan troglodytes) 5 NFE AL b % B AY 55 2% M0 3 W0 b v 1052 43 A IR A7 A 22 S B 45 SR — 3K,

FE B LA A b R VG Gl TL R S i A B R Ay . PRBRE I A A BIRIRZ . S 2 AERAEY
SR AL AEE Y ployA B A s R A b AT #1002, GC # N KD 5 #H g5 GC
M EHE B 2 R G W3 Je CpG H 60 5 B0 S 64 FH A G e =03 A b, AAT #5 D1 25 il ol 10 0 i
2, iX 5 LR Z RS W FLAE AT SO0 I DU HIXT L, IR R I B A, DU E A e AAAX(X %
Br A LIS OS5 DU e, (AR 2, ISR TR 7E PCR 38 I AN 5 77 AR 8l 5l 1l Ak
PRI 7R ) S B O L SR I R M TR AR IC 2 R AR R R S 81 765 A DUBK L ik TL A L AR
Sk VTG 0 i i TR B i I A B e T L
3.3 RELEBBELEE LRI EN S FE

TR Sk Tk S ) TR A e AR b 3 A e 0 R K R G R B D) B0 B B B i B RS £ (- =0..993, p <
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0.001) 3k —Z5 T AN X% A BT 45 R —30 " 7 Ye iR (9 30 T M X = BE 55 M1 %2 B I B T
WAL 21510 664. 55 4>« Mb Al 17 879.97 bp « Mb ™5 i W e 5 {4 fry f3f 102 A X 4= B2 B S8 A 41 30
203.98 A4~ « Mb ', X R PG AR AR DR B 22 AT B SR BEAL R R Z Qe iR R ST R WO (R
WS TR, NEE R EE, A KK Yk DA R At R R L, 6 2 IR ELE b K
PR b DU A AR /N G R W (@ A B AR R R A S 2 . X T AR BN [ e A Y
FE DR B B G B BT 25 R A G . ABEE SRR E A U BAE chrl chr2 . chr3 chrZ XS LAk |, /N A L A fK
BILPEA. KEZPITERE Y KAERAE, 1] RER B K M 327 51 A BE AR 8 A7 78 5 1) /NS g 68 (R 5 Fg T S5 0
] RE X 3 2 H AL A SR A R T L T s oA R A D ek T A R PR 4 AR R B L A Y R BT S
YR AL FUAS [R] A2 B0 I AR 20 R AR L T SR R

3.4 RLEBHMPEFRMIENERDREEST

T T A B PR 2 b ) 2 A AR BEAIL . & 7 S B X A G 5 DX R i DR ] DX 23 A R AR A A R e 1 AN [6] Y 2R )
FIIRE L G X A TL AL () F A O T S e B R T 4G R SR o R R A R S R M R S I T L -
B A B AR S DA Ay 0 o bRl 5 17 B 358 0 A I it A5 78 S Bt L A AR S IR A R R A K AR R (R
3AEHO W] RE B R AL A U R VR RE R R . AR AT SO RSk W A A B TR B R AT GO Thie
HERM KEGG il & E 00 25 R WoR . A M DR CDS F K Iy & 135 43 i Hip AR i 2 m i o = 5. 3%
A5 B IS e AL 2 %, ARHIFSE R 42 B A8 3% 5 O 0B AR S DR O RAFAE — € 25 5%, B 7E A G R
B Mg (Hip posideros armiger) ST = AL G I i B g S TG | vt B (Moyzobolus episquamalis)
A 7 H AR A O30 B 7 2 0 SRR 22 0T R W A RE R D Rt TR A A XA e, IES A M T
LI B PR AEAE G012 78 SCR AR I 15 4558 % (p<<0. 05) 11, FoxO {55 538 J# . Notch 15538 i K BLAZ A W A% Bk A=
W) R R AUN SR W B . FoxO {5 538 B 7 40 60 489 78 O v A0 R0 3 0 2 v e S 4 T L i B Y R T
A8 S B T RSk B S X6 A B4 o 2 TP B e 5 oK AYE IV s Noteh 15 5 38 36 4 i iz D s A7 Ts a4 i 5 £
PR B Shads it B A EE R EAE DY 0] EE 5 Xk TS VR R 5T BE MK & AR 4 R G KB AR AR 4R SR
B3 W o B A2 )2 SRR DDA OG . 35t A% 15 B A B 2I G B IE /D L X WA G e ) X0 B T B ) 2 1 B 4 A
AN S Al S Bl B . ARS8 /R T RS TS Ah i 1 TR AR DGR I W] BEFE RE AR I W P AR R R & 55 i
T2 e AV FE DI RE L 3K Ry B AT An ] 5 N PR AR TR AR T — 2 R IR R,

(AT TR 02 AT AP 2 1 DO 28 1 — 4L s & TR A 2 N, e KIFIA (ARIDIB Ml BPTF 2L
R BATRAM B F  TE R ECE S AR B T 35 .32 AN F1 30 A, KIFIA Sifth il 48 S he s MK 3l 3 -3 K%
J B 5 32 B S G fh 4 T AR A T A S K B A8 i X R R R REAE R O E Y SN b
0 XA TR R B A A A R S A T BE S I B g B AR Y A A B RE L 1 TS RSk VR Y el 2 5
PR R CHK . ARIDIB Fl BPTE LK 43512 15 Ye €6 It 08 R S a0 200 e T BT #5405 1 4 1% IX o D 2
0 A] B3 Ao 52 e KR DA SRR 2 5 RS . G i DX B TR A v 5 AR 3R, g RS VR IS A K IR A T X — S REFE L
IR B4 A= i 1% Sl r bR s 7 A 3y e e A S 4RI T R AR AL IR . A AR I ST 3R AR 155 AT RE R AR R
AR LR 1 726 A& =l EE T A2 09 B PR X B8 3R R JR SRR ST I T B A A T RE SR AL 1A BRI

L5 ERTR  RCK TS 4 S P ZH G TR & S BN 5 7 TAM B B i TR AT R i 2 5 B s U 45 A A
LSRG R BFLR TSI A G NP b R AR E AR . ARSI AR TT R U R BR L L o B A RE
AL ZREE L ROIT DI RE S UE AT SE 2 1 1 AL ml B . AR L R 22000 i L0 o S 56 O 36 TR 2 S B TR A7 Y S PR
TIsE .
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Distribution Characteristics and Functional Analysis of Microsatellites in the

Chromosome-Level Genome of the Tufted Duck (Aythya fuligula)

HUANG Jie', ZHONG Huamingl , QIAO ]iayi1 ,» YANG Chengzhong2 , YANG Bo’

(1. College of Biology and Food, Shangqiu Normal University, Shangqiu Henan 476000 ;
2. Chongqing Key Laboratory of Conservation and Utilization of Freshwater Fishes, Animal Biology Key Laboratory of
Chongqing Education Commission of China, College of Life Sciences, Chongqing Normal University, Chongqing 401331
3. China Conservation and Research Centre for the Giant Panda, Chengdu 610057, China)
Abstract: To systematically reveal the genome-wide distribution characteristics of microsatellites and the potential functions of
microsatellite-related genes in the tufted duck (Aythya fuligula), this study based on the published chromosome-level genomic
data, employed bioinformatics methods to systematically analyze the genome-wide distribution characteristics of microsatellites and
performed functional annotation of genes containing microsatellites located in exonic regions. The results showed that, from the
approximately 1,093 Mbp genome sequence of the tufted duck, a total of 585,346 microsatellites with motif lengths of 1—6 bp were
identified, with a total length of 13,232,974 bp, accounting for 1. 17% of the genome. Among the six repeat types, mononucleotide
repeats were the most abundant (68.45%), followed by tetranucleotide (13.97%) and dinucleotide (10.48%) repeats, while
pentanucleotide and hexanucleotide repeats constituted the smallest proportions. The base composition of microsatellites showed a
clear A-base bias: among mononucleotide repeats, the A copy type was the most frequent; among dinucleotide repeats, the AT copy
type was the most abundant; and tetranucleotide repeats were predominantly of the AAAX type. The top ten motifs in tufted duck
genome were A, AAAC, AAAT, AT, AAT, C, AC, AAC, AAAAC and AAAAT in a descending order each with more than 9,
200 copies, totaling 518,077 copies and accounting for 88. 5% of all microsatellites. Chromosome-level distribution analysis revealed
a highly significant positive correlation between microsatellite number and chromosome length (» = 0.993, P<C0.001). The Z
chromosome exhibited significantly higher relative abundance and density than autosomes, whereas the W chromosome showed
substantially lower relative abundance and density. GO annotation results indicated that genes involved in biological processes were
the most common. KEGG pathway enrichment analysis identified 135 pathways, with the FoxO signaling pathway, Notch signaling
pathway and sphingolipid metabolism being significantly enriched (P <C0. 05). The enrichment of these pathways may be associated
with migratory adaptation and neural navigation ability in the tufted duck. This study provides the first systematic characterization of
genome-wide microsatellite distribution and functional enrichment of microsatellite-associated exonic genes in the tufted duck, laying
a foundation for future development of microsatellite markers, population genetic diversity analyses, and investigations into
environmental adaptation mechanisms.

Keywords: Aythya fuligula ; genomic; microsatellite; distribution characteristics; functional analysis
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