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(1. VR VR R = o B 0% W i 5 ) FH 38 3 T A S 36 =, 1 2013065 2. 1 I 7 R ol e A+
HRIR A A= P B IR TE S AC I S, B 2013065 3. W pE B R SRR S B L R 1K PR 471023)

8 B 0 e ER BLAE 0 S R R B R 28 2, AL 41 & i (Whole genome duplica-
tion, WGD) H M EEHE HHL e 2 0k 4, S BUR R R i BA 25 m 2 e 4, X
il 45 63 £ R W 5% Jk R 40 22 0% 10 i SRARUBE TR o A B9 241 T 0 =X 8 6L 4300 5 TR DY 86 C A cipenser
stellatus) INMEEFCA. ruthenus) MK 8 (Huso huso) 3 A U A% (A 6 411 (1) 3 41 K /N 4350108 2.30,
2.16 f12.15 Gb, ik [R#E(H. dauricus) Jifi [CHF (A, schrenckit) MREP #if (A, gueldenstaed!tii)
AT (A, sinensis) 4 4 /\AG ARG 17 A L K 20 K /N0 9k 4. 36,4, 56.4. 51 FlT4. 33 Gb, ffi
FH Tlumina /& 3 50 75 60 7 i (0 547 7 4 3 4 survey U P RN 2% o 3k F3X BB 65 A survey
ST R G R B AN R RN IR T 3CAEHT  7E 2y 1. 554ZAF 1T 416k VGV AN K-
PG5 32, AN [ il 353 A7 i 65 £ L R v, S e A DG R SR AR R A T DG 3 . SR T AN [F g Fh 2
A [] 5 R RN 485 77 4% A SR AZ T R 2 A5 M (Single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP f#4 /] — 5 K 45 5
751 R IR SO 3 R B2 RE R 63 (0 R 958 =48 WGD kA4 T 1. 1844 ~1. 96 {CAETT . AHT
FE N B EE DY 2R B S AR I T R BB L O PR 2R A R IR S AR A TR S
KR ot SEHAMTF; RS 2REAEH ; 2405k

RESES: Q51 XEAREM:A

i3 £ )& T 4% 58 111 24 ( Actinopterygii) 4R 5 B % 3V 4 ( Chondrostei) #3JZ H (Acipenseriformes) , J&
RN S A A SR D % S M W DR 0 ST S < 1 s P PR B Bl Y S [ 2 e S = ]
W) o 2 4 0 A SR B AR A% 37 B B (International union for conservation of nature, IUCN) [ “ ¥ & 4 Fh
ARG S = 5 (<R o33 I d o | o 5 > 1Y QAN LB A S S 8 e S 1 2 R £ N By N
PR AR i A I D AR B T T BN IR L BR T B R AN TR 4 SR
TG BB T BT AR A L fte i R R A e A

UEAE R A B A0 1 4y T A0 I 2E TR BT AT 22 A R A I ) e AR A A S S g A
BAZTL ST A B AR B TR A A R S R RO SRR B T B £ e £ (R
BBy 120,250 A1 360 46110 I 43 i RE SOk DU A A (Rl BB A5 4O /RS R (I B M O 5 14O
A AR CORE S AR o Horb b A R AR A By B A B D AN DL T R W) i (A cipenser breviro-
strum) FIK FCBFCA. dabryanus )" WIRh , TUATAFN /AT AR 2 fid i v L G e € (A% A0 | H rp DO 5 A £
FHAFE MR (A, ruthenus, 2n=4r=1184+D" NN (A. stellatus) B (Huso huso, 2n=4r=

* Wi B HA:2025-04-24; & @ B H3:2025-05-07
E&TH WA HARHE R4 I H (232300420201
EF B A - BIDA (2000—) , L, BN, 2022 2440 - AF 58 4E . E-mail : 787335365@qq. com
BEMEE ST U983, 2o, W E I I R 2UR 1 . EZENFAEEFMIIG . E-mail: qigian@haust.
edu. cn
B BC1973—) .55, BN LBIGE O 1t FRENE MY B A 7 S st M ESY . E-mail:
yinglu@shou. edu. cn



604 e QRN NS ) 2025 4F

118+ 2)814 . )\ ikt = FAUFH M (ST (A, schrenckiin) \FAEEL(A. sinensis,2n—=8x=264)"" {#& %
WitF (A, gueldenstaedtii, 2n=8x=250=+8) "' Fik KL (H. dauricus,2n=8xr=268+4)"""%  FIFH
26 Fh 22 A PR i fa R R T B 2 K 4 i 30 AT IR (2n=60)""", fi a1 = 5 A Y (o A i M £ HC i A
5% a2 4 F R 41 42 1] (Whole genome duplication, WGD) FITE 2% 42 58 A BLAR AL BE . BR L 2 46, 63 Ay
20 B AZ A R 1 BN G AR X e BN G € PR A LT 7 B AR R E 2R

SN G H E RSN EE A F SR BRI R EEEAET R
WGD, #H IR il 2R, 7E WGD ZJ5 , 2377 A R TUAR M IR, 33 26 22 A (10 56 5 95 DU 32 S 88 6 T 1Y
9 35 S, AT L AR S R T e Y 4 Ak L 2 TS BP0 R gk Ak BRI, WG D 2 1 B Rl 2 R RS
M EE R Y g b, {5 5 DS 6 (A zractosteus spatula) AR 1)
RSB ENTE R 3. 240 & AMCAFRT KA T B8 45 15 =% WGD(Ts3R)™ ., 7
Ts3R Z A7, B8 B FHLe 8k © 46 N BE-H fa b 2 fk ok o 5 80 2R A5 19 25 D0 48 WGD(CrdR) >
B 2 A A 6 B0 28 v A A5 DU A8 WG D (SsARD P IAEAL 3 R 2 rp i 2 A2 T H R S0 AR = 5
(B UEOWGD,

it Z A5 Ak 552 2% 11 55 DR 2 45 ) 40 5k R 20 20 e 3t AR K IR o H i 2k 38 1 % €8 (K O 11 6
v o S R AL /0, sk BRI T RIS (4 B8 B 3 R AL BT o R AR, S BOW B A AR A 1SS =5 WGD
(AS3R) KA 1 8] (9 A S 45 SR AP AE AR D o, MR TE R GE — 25381770 . B T —Se gk (R I 40 8 4
o Z A0 AU /Nt e A i o A e £ S DR 2 R . P 0 i R TR 40 65 R 1 R L AR IE 9 R
AR R W, R 7 Al s Y g e ) ol (3 A DU A AARORT A A AO HEAT T 4 R PR AE TR R I I (Sur-
vey sequencing) FIW) A5 41 2%& , F FH I 6 41 2% (14 36 PR 4 ) 63 e g F id AL HEAT T 0028 40 Ao TR B 3 5k
B R G0 1 ) SO 4 3 0T BRI 2% A SNP T35 P FPOR [R] 09 O %, SR A B o T B AR AR g
WGD & AEMETE] . e Ah 38 Gk X9 ) e 26 D 4 3 0% 55 L AT D REVE RS, H 7R T e A DGR IR 1Y
I Tl AE 653 £ P 5 3 o7 PR A R P AR
1 HRFIE
1.1 #HARESHKXMAMmNE

PEAS SR A 3R ] g 48 722 PR T I 5 £ 5% B 3 v, 43 0 6RO H 63 R JE 1Y it [C B3 (NCBI:
txid111304) K% HifF (NCBI:1xid7902) P AEEL (NCBI: txid61970) | [ (NCBI : txid 7903) Fl /A
fiF (NCBI: 1xid7906) , LA K #51JE H B3 R} 5 & (1) 34 [ #2 (NCBI: txid 55293) Rk # (NCBI: txid61971) 3t
TR IR ECT 7 R 3~5 ik M B 0, B R A S dh ER 0. 5 mL REEFIK M, SR AF = EDTA-K2 5t #ER
M T B SR A B 0 43 653 £ B2 B YRR O I VR RE AR 2R AT I 2SR R A . L ECD(PE-TROAE Ny
POt Ye ok, B 60 pl B TR MLBRE &4 A 2 mL 0. 01 mol/L #4812 £h 28 vh ik PBS (4> 0 NaCl1 9.0 g,
Na,HPO,-7H,0 0. 795 g, KH,PO, 0. 144 g,ddH,O 1000 mL,pH & J 7. 4), 300X g & .C> 5 min(Mini-
6KS, B /B AN A LT AN . 5% 135, PBS H B 2040, BN FE S R B 2 10°A 40 M /mL o [ 40
MR P IMA 0. 2 mL ECD e ekt IR )G , 4 CREEHEE 20~30 min. JH R RE 1 77 25 o 4b 3w 41
(Ctenopharyngodon idella) WJLLAA M . e €0 )5 14 B3 €00 240 Jif 1 50 40 240 JORE AS FR AR FRLE 12 1IR & L 4 AT AL
4 il X Cell Lab Quanta™ SC(Beckman Coulter) #4701 %€ o 4~ FE A A 2D F 20 000 4~ 40 Jg 3E A
FL3 3 i (B (5 6 il : 610~620 nm) o i, PR AL R CR/NA R 0.9 GhOAE N 2 B8 A3t
fi £ 1) 3 PR 41K/
1.2 DNAREFERE AN F

DNA 2 HCHR 415 1 9 /48 At / 20 2158 I DNA $2 UL & CTIANGEN, DP304) iy #:4E F- W i 47, $2
WU 1 DNA $¢ BEBR A Hlumina W )37 SCPERY #7328 v Btk (alifb R A& & 3 hh i A 3% #2000 7 42
Sk R BER/INGR 5, 48 8 BT 4K BE A 350 bp B SCE , 7E Tllumina HiSeq X Ten - 5 i 174
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IR A R B SR 150 bp IR 29 9 100X 1 paired-end W FE 504 o A fastp vO. 23. 2 F1 Trim-
momatic v0. 39 B A4 X} 5 4f B 4ls (Raw data) EA7 Br4 A v, K BR 2B b 5k B 9 5 bp LA B 19 3 L 7
G, ok U A N R T B B 1006 B 0 BB (<<5) HLa ik B0 i ok 7 K 50 %0 1932 Bt L
ZLARAT = o i 1Y 52 B (Clean reads) .
1.3 EFRAMARMER

fdE H Jellyfish v2. 3. 0 $EAT k-mer 43 7 Ce-mer 58 24 51-mer) , fli 715 4 KN R 6 B2 L 45
TE GenomeScope v2. 0 R[4k, F SOAP denovo v2. 40 #4443 5l #E 51-mer . 61-mer.71-mer £ 81-
mer 1 T 4136, A= A contig Fil scaffold J¥ 41 o 3 i Lb 3 41 2 )5 1 NS0 K B2 36 PR 21 6K B 45 240,
W B AR A R T IR 2250 7 o

2 4% J5 1Y survey JE R 41 7 41, Bk K AE 500 bp LA _E 1 scaffold J¥ 41 #F 47 35 PR v B 1o B, LA
PRI R B A R R R T G R Y 3 BT iR 25 . Z )5l ] RepeatModeler v2. 0. 5 & 7 & ¥ Fh B &
) A2 7 A BHE . 38 3 Repbase 04 & Chttps: //www. girinst. org/repbase/) #47 [A] J5 5 & 15 51 (1)
R, BN 4 b & 41 B4 T80 A5 ik i RepeatMasker v4. 1.5 52 i . Infernal v1. 1. 2 8 {4 13
T AE % 5 RNA , t(RNAScan-SE v2. 0 4 # i tRNA 3£, LTR harvest v1. 6. 5. LTR _Finder v1.0.7
ALTR _retriver v2. 9. 4 25 84 000 #1738 K OK I i %% )% F- (Long terminal repeat retrotransposon,
L' TR-retrotransposon) , TRF v4. 10. 0 %k {4 1l fa] 5 & & J¥ 51 (Simple sequence repeat, SSR) . 7£ fifi
Jo gL B P B, B 4 AUGUSTUS v3. 3. 1 I FGENESH v7. 2. 2 #E4T de novo 3 [ 45 ¥4 i
WMo AR VR HUK PY B85 (AL oxyrinchus, GCA_030684275. 1) . /IMA#] (GCF _010645085. 1) B & ff1
(Danio rerio, GCF _000002035. 6) B 25 48 fi& ( Lepisosteus oculatus, GCF _000242695. 1) F1 5 [ kW)
(Polyodon spathula, GCF _017654505. 1) 5 4™ Uz Z ¥ F i) 2 H: 12 )77 51 , iz F] Genewise v2. 4. 1 844 f
FE T AEVC D () 3 [ 45 4 . 35225 1 ] EVidenceModeler v2. 1. 0 3k 4 36 A L b W Fh O 2% A0 1 B &5 1, 3K
34 P AR TUAY W I R SR 4 o B 2R H InterProScan v5. 52 # {4 , 2 % InterProChttp: //www.
ebi. ac. uk/interpro/) KOG Chttps://ftp. ncbi. nih. gov/pub/COG/KOG/kyva) Fl UniprotChttps: //www.
uniprot. org) % F 48 e xof B K AT Dy g T R .
1.4 Lo

10 2 R R DU A A /IMAR BT BE 1S 2 2% JE R4 il OrthoFinder v2. 2. 7, LB s 78 45 Ky
AN ST T 7RG AR [ UR L R . % T R AL ) AT IRRRAE SR B T RR 6T A fR] LA B (IR FE
DU PR 5 CAS [) e 48 DL BRI T 5 I SR R 8D, (i ClustalW v2. 0. 12 8k A7 2 e 91 LA, 154
IQ-TREE v1.6. 12 £ 1 54> He N IR 9 R S8 K & R, 1 LLBE i 8 6 [m) U5 DR A Ry SRS . s 7
FigTree v1.4. 4 A7 al WAL , LA ) ol o di 5 00T 0 AL AR AR 38 19 95 DUAVE SR i b i) B &R TR IRRE 1A
it PAL2NAL v 140 5 K] % 220 55 12 7 4] 2 A 1A L 1) % 8 2 2 5 7 900 )5 o B - 0 b eb BT A LG X
B FE 5 0¥ B 3% 45 i — A # 9 DNA i B (DNA supermatrix) . FF i IQ-TREE #l RAXML v8. 2. 12
AT R KRB B M RGE K EW . H TimeTreeChttp://www. timetree. org/) # & J&
(1 /I A B ~ Wi (9. 47~86. 40 Ma) |t 48 i ~ifil [ 83 (9. 47~86. 40 Ma) DL K Bt 4 48 fiff ~ 4 31 7
(493.8~652. 0 Ma)ix 34~ A1 i (8] S A2 IR ZE LA B 4% 39 s i 0 Ak a] o 2 )5 ] CAFE v5. 1. 0l
ST T AR BRI GG K 5 1 O, JF AT EgeNOG X g R R OC Y 5K RIS 4 B R AT
TIRETERE . A HI KOBAS v3. 0% i fh rp s i ik 1 55 R K % 47 T KEGG (Kyoto encyclope-
dia of genes and genomes) R & 12 19 & £ 5347 .

H Hi b B = s i 8t e Al O 1Al T RS & b WGD &R I TE], SR H] WG Ddetec-
tor pipline ™ 5 Hit 2 , 2 F OrthoFinder Az B [7] U5 56 B, 1 55 [ V5 35 A1 1) 1) [) S0 5 48 %6 (Ks) AR A 2
R EFTE B AL R r=1. 9X 10 " subs-site '*Ma "SRG o SR AL, R A 2 A A
ik 22 5 (SNPs) 1 2 % 3 51 ( Coding DNA sequence, CDS) 35 JE K 43 AL i ] , BAK S FE AN - i
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BWA v0. 7. 16 FfF4% 7 F b 6 00 7 reads Hb X 2] & H 92 % L4 [, ] Genome Analysis Toolkit
vd. 3.0 %€ SNP, FRAR i SNP 1 {2 B #1685k 2 250, 75 2 25 S DR 1 2 B 3 91 b o A7 R 1 46, 3 4
JE 9 CDS 53 J5E CDS #E 47 77 9 e AUm , 553 P4 ik B[R] 79 ] SO 4 38 (KD |, e e AR 8 Ks {8
TR 5 0 DR 5 D 5 R ) 43 A st ] 46 7T A AN JE R 2 9 WG D BF]

2 R

2.1 ERFEAKX/NNEF survey Ul 5

T = I 2 R R (R 1D AR\ A B £ ik PGB it G 65 4R 2 ST 6 A v AR 6 1 S R 4
KB FEIZ R 4. 3~4. 6 Gb, Ho it [G 6 A 356 PR 21 55 K 5 3 0 DU A% 1R 45 £ 20 DR S gt /) A 5 A I it )
LA R /NE R 298 2. 1~2. 3 Gb, Ho o RRCE (10 56 2 d5e /0N o R A0 i 2K 4 RS0 7 45 SR Ay 1 1 38 P9 4
KN XoF 7 Fof i £ g 2 R 2 AT A A U, A BN 2. 27 Th, Forp 3K R 65 338. 6 Gb(I 7
B R 77.7X) it K8 414.7 Gb(90.9X ) | ffk & Wt 5 415.7 Gb (92. 1X ) | 42 fF 280. 2 Gb
(64. 7)) INGEF 273, 4 Gb(118. 9X) /MAEEF 257, 6 Gb(119. 3 X)) FELEE 290. 2 Gh(135. 0 ),

F1 RNEEUENDNA SEMGEITHERAK/N

Table 1 DNA contents and genome sizes determined by a flow cytometry analysis

U 14 57 B A 5 D' 5 3D

Yy Fh i i 0 5 40 DA P 40 B L B4 R/N/GD
fif £ ]

i G A 4495194 927810 4.84 4.36

Jiti P 453 4307507 849470 5.07 4.56
% i 4255096 849751 5.01 4.51
AR 4265734 887512 4.81 4.33

IR 1988451 777642 2.56 2.30
NN 2146105 894208 2.40 2.16

e it 2150404 898019 2.39 2.15

W H 4 1 k-mer Ce=51 95 43 A M 46 (&L DOk, /A AT 471 1% k-mer 23 A 28 5 T 35 04
DAAMA 25 52 80— AN W W T D 3% 1 i 11 iy 58 00 B 25 Y P 0 A o R 2 083 40 1) A-mer i 26 R J7 4T
FEAE AR i R 1 IR 52, 26 B 56 9 A b 5 02 7 400 1 B 0 458 5 o -mer 43 A T 2 T () 3 LA RNV R £
50 (AR 22 AR K, AW X — T AN IS G 2 A5 R0 e BE DA R/ ISR Al T o DT 17 356 IR 240 2 4 ok
F I\ At o 5 DR 2H T 1 2 4 BB 0. 80 % ~1. 06 %) B i &5 T WO A% 44 (0. 32 % ~0. 39 %) , {H AE7E 1]
B0 N 1 i G 65 35 DR 2 (10 2 A BB AR 0. 37 Y6, 42 30T DU R 114 7K ST 5 T IO 35 4 /0N A 6 35 1R 401 1
REERO. 7%, 52BN A W2 G B Y . 248 BEEATTT I 45 5 S8 i & 3R 00 41 B 245 L 4
UL A k-mer AR (4 43 A B R B4 X0 T £ 35 AL 0T RE S BT 2 A RAS TR I 3 PR A 2 TR Y
25 5 AV ORI R 0 4 G B T Y o AR /AR T S WL B — AP SR — A U S AN 45 5 1
B, X G R \AG R I R 4 v 2 /0 R A el R R e G A A i A e R

R 2 2 1 5 DR 2 /N 5 0 = 00 R A0 485 SR 1 — 30, 9 255 P Al NS0 N9O I3 IR B (Coverage)
M GC & B EFEhR, e &0 52 4% survey ZE AL 413 25 (R 2) 0 WAL SRR F , /567 1)
survey 5 K 41 V-3 K/ R 5 G, 1 PUAS 7R JE B 41734 K /N 2.5 Gb, B St e - 3 2 20 4SO s 7 1,
X T RS2 P Ry AR A e T A7 B S PR A 5T A A R Y S ) A W Ak X R 1256 A contig B
scaffold [ - B i #5920 2% I i 25 S vy T HIBE A B9 SE PR (. i T 2 A5 RS TR 40 19 42 4% 1 36 PR 4]
Fif HIL I 7 8 352 K G 52 ) 3X 28 survey FE IR 4H 1Y scaffold NSO K BE A X 488 o BREE (1) scaffold N5O K JiF
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K (657 bp) , HUE D i3 (375 bp) , HoAl 4 24 180 bp. J3 51 1 35 %y 58~137X . Horfr,
W Bk 5 D] 2 7 NSO K B AR s B8 A 0, i IR 8L 5 PR) 20 198 R /IS B 4 30 ko (5L N e g 2 R A R /N 52
WAl BT E@ AR M/MEELIEZH KA 6 i 0 survey SRR F 9 O & AR R E R EY
{5 B b0 Chttps: //ngde. encb. ac. cn/gsub/submit/gsa/, # 4 & 55 : GWHF WGG00000000. 1),

IKICELH. dauricus Jiti [CHFA. schrenckii KRB Wit A. gueldenstaedtii
len:2 737 793 382 bp uniq:35.5% het:1.06%  len:5 118 799 829 bp uniq:55.4% het:0.37% len:5 433 314 525 bp uniq:51.3% het:0.802%
keov:23.5 err:0.479% dup:2.27% k:51 kecov:19.9 err:0.348% dup:1.13% k:51 keov:14.5 err:0.299% dup:0.836% k:51
12+
3 !
=) ‘ k=) =)
'-/ e, e O e e et s
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100
PP PP IR N4
BT A, sinensis IIMAEFA. ruthenus INIGHA. stellatus
len:2 080 210 713 bp uniq:48.4% het:0.923%  len:1 507 480 072 bp uniq:69.9% het:0.7% len:2 051 037 451 bp uniq:44.9% het:0.327%
kcov:22.8 err:0.444% dup:2.43% k:51 kcov:43.6 err:0.395% dup:5.52% k:51 kcov:40.1 err:0.467% dup:11.8% k:51
&N 20
g 6 § 15
K D, g 5
0 I o — i 1 (- 0 1 e f
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 50 100 150 200
WAL PRI

FRELH. huso

len:1 650 175 116 bp uniq:65.8% het:0.391%
keov:31.7 err:0.342% dup:4.26% k:51

[ 38
w
T

3]
(=}
T

len: THUMIBE R 24 K i
het: TRINFEF 412445
uniq: ME—k-mer 15
keov: k-merd T IRTE
err: FETRR

dup: I H

k: k-mer < JE

—_
w
T

JIA/(107 Hz)
=

W
T

(=}
T

0 50 l(l)O 15IO
TR
K1 LY A-mer(h=51) (5 R4 #i

Fig.1 Frequency distribution of 2-mer (4=51) occurrence in sturgeon genomes

2.2 ERAEEFINHTNRERE

T AN RS o, 7R AR I B Y B F A 1 B B D 216. 9ONDGER ) ~1424. 2 Mb(fk %
B d ), RS JE DAL B LB R 27,90 %6 ~39. 94 5 B E ST R o A ER R S 40%0 DA b, Ho
DNA 5% 719 K BE o Fe e i, o 17, 26 %0 Ch 4867 ) ~26. 67 % (IR i) (6 3D #3 T0 BL 5k PH 4 v I
F 1 1 DNA B )3 1 5 Ji% & Tel/Mariner # 8% , - X545 265896 >4 UL, 4 i A7 & R DNA % J3 1
B 5.7% . 7E4% Fh 5% % F b, LINE/L2 . LTR/DIRS . LINE/CR1,DNA/TMar-Tcl il DNA/hAT
Charlie /2 i 1 A (1 580K B2 7 L fe s 19 %% e T 14
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k2 t3fGsurveyEFAMAELER

Table 2 Assembly results of the sturgeon survey genomes

—
RN RARK scffold N50 iﬁig"; 2223(1% FHWE GC i;
k-mer/bp K/IN/Gb scaffold/bp K J#/bp N WL W/ X &R/ % WL
ik 61 5.33 64935 183 1367403 5.43 61.9 42.01 38. 26
il [ 465 61 4.33 19964 145 929317 3.74 93.7 40. 87 36.78
R i} 61 7.67 106471 375 2472633 8.81 124. 4 40.15 39. 94
AL 71 3.95 29214 196 1113493 5.85 59.5 39. 60 31.50
[N G 51 2.71 9361 160 734083 4.88 134.1 40. 40 27.90
NEN 51 2.66 8027 147 666721 4.32 58. 4 39.78 28.52
R fi54 61 2.22 63980 657 543096 7.53 90.9 39. 87 35. 44

K3 BIEETHNRKELLS

Table 3 Length proportions of various transposable elements

WG T/ %%
Yrkh DNA %% Ji /% KN e/ %
LTR SINE LINE HoAb
[ 19. 57 7.26 6.46 9.63 8. 24 48.84
ABRE 17.94 6.62 6.76 9.50 8.77 50. 41
NN = 17.93 6.77 6.57 9.53 8.51 50. 70
e Wbt 26.67 5.12 2.13 9.66 5.84 50. 58
AR 17.26 7.70 6.70 10. 99 8.69 48.65
Tit EX 5 18.18 8.66 5.68 9.65 7.76 50. 07
Bry AN 20. 46 6.95 6.81 11.92 7.66 46.20

i LINE, K 3 4 A4+ 1 4% & T (Long interspersed nuclear element retrotransposon) ; SINE, 42 #& 7
A T i % 2 F (Short interspersed nuclear element retrotransposon) ; L TR, ¥ K 3% & 8 R i# 3 2% )& ¥ (Long

terminal repeat retrotransposons) .

2.3 REREHWRMF 5L RS E H#E

FEP G RIS A5 R R, 31 7 330 BRI S0 (i T A7 B DX 85 1Y 17, 2060 o B A B £ A (A
2) ANA 26 4> — X — FLHE DUBE PR G305 o i e e 1 £ R DR 20 2o A AR R A, 3R W H RS R T Y
18 3 — X — B DRk DA G5 M S W b R A G 2R B 5k R 9 £ 3 b 22 A R Ak TR ) ) ROk U2 A i
B, FRATEEET 304 AR5 DLy 4 Wy A LA 1 ] 35 56 DR CELPR 5 vk 16 L 1. 495 ) B 6 ol 56 TR 6 I
(K BN 14822 bp) M@ T 7R E MR RGE K B W . RGKE W05 Hr 45 3 o, SR e ke i
T 3. O3ALAFRIT , #5241 S5ALAF Fij 53 A by WA M B 53 S0 ——R P P 93 SORURF 153 52, 15 65 i 1 i 3
R — B 3D WAl 56 R b 1 W Ol B 2GR IR S5 1 W R 43 ) AL T R AN AN )
F b B A S o FE RO A S, AR A i DB Y DR Sk OO0 R , 5 I8 IR R 5 7E R VY 7 5C
SEIN N SN NP YRS SV PSL: E T 3 s

TESEAT T ZR GEIE AL AN 2% ik PR S I v Bk PR 4 DU LA, R 57 1 627 AN PR iz ik i) BE PR K o Al
FHKEGG A i 42 B0 PR 0] 33X S8 Bk A 547 D B8 1 B A s B2 20 M7 Jm R B, AT 4 7 axX SE e D S 4R
T 3 - 1D A5 A AR OC A B Toll =2 445 % 18 % (T oll-like receptor signaling pathway) FMAFI
#E 1M 22156 2 (Complement and coagulation cascades) | H1 P47 4 Ji &1 B B JE B (Neutrophil extracellular
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trap formation) . 1% Ifil 4 Jifd 3% £ (Hematopoietic cell lineage) Ji 7 25 115 41 it R 7 120 i IR - 32 44 9 4
£ Fi (Viral protein interaction with cytokine and cytokine receptor) ; 2) 4 fg 4 15 AH 5 38 % « 1% R if (Purine
metabolism) F1 1 i X, (Pyrimidine metabolism) ; 3) {5 5 % 5 M 53 % : cCAMP {5 5 18 % (cAMP signal-
ing pathway) Fll cGMP-PKG {5 7 [ (cGMP-PKG signaling pathway) ; 44X 3 Fl A= £ 1 B1) AF 530 1 « R iR
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Fig. 2 Venn diagram of the number of shared and specific gene families

2.4 2EFAASFNEERENITE

SEHT AT ST LA WA TR B BN A =5 WGD, B As3R™ . {HXF As3R & A= Al s 1] 16 A5 48k
S TPy i VAN R N R =0 o eSO N CTINS AN R e PR B R € PRI il S W E i
J& o ASHIFGE SR FH WA Ah 7 vk AR5 DR ) g ] SO 48 6 (KD Al S5 DR 20 42 1 & A i s ]

T, P 5 £ 5 PR GE vh B RUHE DLk R 2 B AN W b oA ELAC A4 DAY R PR S L 3
BAL 3 T A DL 2 ] 9 ) SR S (K ) S Ak i WGD % A BB ] o 22 BT D Bk i L DL g 25 PR 6 06, S
P Sk 7 3 2 5 PR R rh R AR — R e ) SR R R L T A 3B 3 AN DL 4B DL S R
T, 3 R A 1 1) A o R P AR 2 L T ARl R s v B G e A A R DR ) AL e 5 DR ) R
P25 I AR AR 25 o IR 25 b 3 40 40 b LS D1 36 DR 501 KA 43 A Bh 48 2, DU A% A X
AR IRA e B — AW, FEBAE R T0. 024 2 0. 074, P ALK 0. 045 5)

[ B oK 7 A B 0 5 R 2000 0 ) 5000 Lo X 3045 Y survey SRR I, 56 7 0 T 56 DR 4 1) IXC 1) 4%
A SNP 7 s, SR 5 AR 6 SNP A5 ., 3l 2 B e i 5 19 I vk AR A 454 22 5 SNP RS B, 5 R 4
Y R N A R A T AT Z A Ks i . & B H BLAE /MAET (19 0. 06~0. 07 | IR B
90, 06~0. 07 BR#E A 0. 04~0. 05, ARG 0. 06~0. 07 it G839 0. 06~0. 07 35 FR 2 0. 06~0. 07
A2 W5 19 0. 06~0. 07 48 X 3 .



610

e QRN NS )

2025 4F

330 300 250 200 150 100 50 0 Ma
r T T T T T T 1
+7 409/ o
1500 14580 T JIMAt
+2 581/
— 60.16
790/ Wit
11122123
1282 + Sl N
155.08
52.86
— rhaEf]
303.19 120.00 28477 '
+1/
+4 473/ SKEC
+3 716 -

A. gueldenstaedtii

A. ruthenus

H. huso

A. stellatus

A. schrenckii

A. sinensis

H. dauricus

L. oculatus

7 R R A ) 2 A B IE I T o Y A A R RO SRR W A o AR Ta] o A b A TE R (AL )
TR LW A DR K A i DR R 97 R 0 7R DR A4 ) ik DR R
K3 YRR RS E W

Fig. 3

o B T 1157 200 M R - B A PRS2 AR A AR VR

Viral protein interaction with cytokine and cytokine receptor
U L4 Vascular smooth muscle contraction

Toll Z AR 15 =il % Toll-like receptor signaling pathway

"5 % 43I Renin secretion

LB A M7 BRI 15 Regulation of actin cytoskeleton
EIEAC i3 Pyrimidine metabolism

IEW AR Purine metabolism

WA Phagosome

[ MR 43 Pancreatic secretion

5 A 43 f Osteoclast differentiation

Rk A 21 B IR BN eutrophil extracellular trap formation
JI§%432 Membrane transport

T [ 21 i3 5 Hematopoietic cell lineage

DNAZX il # F{DNA replication proteins

DNABE 5 2] % 'IDNA repair and recombination proteins
A i FRDNAJE Y #4344 Cytosolic DNA sensing pathway

4111 (4,2 P450 Cytochrome P450
FMAFINEE 1l 241 52 W Complement and coagulation cascades
SBR[ 2 Circadian entrainment

Yefay [k B AH R 14 Chromosome and associated pr
cGMP-PKGf5 % il #cGMP-PKG signaling pathway
CD%3¥CD molecules

cAMP(i5 51 #cAMP signaling pathway

Apelinf 538 # Apelin signaling pathway

Phylogenetic tree of the sturgeon species

0.25
0.20
0.15
0.10
0.05

count

@ 100
@ 200
@

2

3

pathway & H2[1 F 1 -1gP
4 A g ok i AR R ) KEGG RSHE R 5 4R 0
Fig.4 Enrichment analysis of KEGG metabolic pathways in rapidly expanded gene families

3 AL TR RO e B AR R S, B T 0. 045~0. 070 TG Bl . MR IEESTE H 4 Fb
B 8 Ak R CRE T AR R S R A 1.9 X 10 AR 8™ AT As3R & A 1 E] 4 F 118~196 Ma



5% 6 4] B0 A D o R 2H R R B ) R O3 T 611

Z M), FRATIH AT A B[] 42 3 SCER [ 25-26 ] R 4E A9 As3R & AE I TE] (B AR — £ 1Y 02, 2 B (8]
S EETE2CFERTN S 4 E =34 K4 F (Permian-Triassic extinction event) B [B] & + 43
T, B 7 T R A Hb it ¢ 3 54 X6 A W i Ak i EE 2

14 0.045 14 0.054
| Agu-Agu | == Aru-Aru
| |
7 I 7 I
| |
I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1
3 0041 0.10 0.15 0.20 g i :I 0.10 0.15 0.20
|
| == Asc-Asc | | N m Ast-Ast
7t 4 :|
N | | |
i’ I 1 1 1 . I I 1 1 L
S0 oo 010 0.15 020 0 0.10 0.15 0.20
=14 v 10 - |
il | 1\ 0.024
b | == Hda-Hda Il == Hhu-Hhu
7 I 50 [
| I
I 1 1 L I I 1 1 1
8. 0050 0.10 0.15 020 0 0.10 0.15 0.2
/N
[ m— Asi-Asi
st A
Sl S~
/ | ' I
0 0.10 0.15 0.20
Ks
(a) W VIR R, HA R R SR (Ks) @55 o)
15 F Agu
m— Asc
S0} == Hda
= = Asi
)
=
# 5|
0 . e e —
0 0.25 0.50 0.75
Ks
m Aru
15 m— Ast
== Hhu
B
S10f
b
5 =
0 B L L L L
0 0.25 0.50 0.75

Ks
(b) #EHF A% A SNPEEH (1) [F] U R (Ks ) 40 AR
Agu, P W63 5 Asc,iti FG 63 ; Hda, 35 [RGB ; Asi, AT ; Ara, /MEST ; Ast, [NDGEF ; Hhu, B8
[E15  BE T 5L N [R) SO0 S o0 A Al o 1 4 2 DR 52 ) % 2B A )

Fig.5 Estimation of the WGD occurrence time based on the distribution of genes’ synonymous substitution rates

2.5 SeaRFHANMETEAN
PU/INMA S L DR 2120 2 R N 4], (il F BW A B85 7 Fh 66 00 ) b i T 36 0 7 50 0 e 55 29 2 %
FERA ARG GATKEF5E B SNP %52 o WP P81 5 S % L X i a5 ok A, LB



612 N 52l o2 2B R CH SRR D 2025 4F

6 A i1 5 51 5 /AR PR 22 18] A9 LGSR AR IR 3 T 90 %0 LA AN TR i A 22 [ 10 366 BRT A AR AU PE 55 s
F WG R 2 B A AR AR . LR R KT PR A0 A (4 e EC B | rh A 6 1 3k TG B8 5 /)N 6 ) i
PR 20 B X 28 43 30l R 98. 16 %6 .97. 53 % 1 95. 30 %6 , Ik T K 7Y ¥ 6 11 49y B 1) IR O 65 (98. 8596 | Ik
(98. 87 Y0 Fk 2 Hir it (98. 46 Y0 ) , U W K VU VE 43 SR 43 S AE AL IS 45 1 R AEAS ] 1 i At 72 L 5
R R G A BT O 25 B AR — B, S ORI SNP 45 SR F 43 il 76 3k R e ARG {2
5 i [C G R N A S I B 23 972516 .33 230 741,44 171 485,34 268 694,15 713 058
12458254.7410054 /4~ SNP, X 744 F i) SNP % & UL 6. DU A% A 65 £ 465 00 381 174 °F- 35 SNIP A3 38
CUnBREEFY) 0. 006 8 TN G5 0. 008 6) B A T/ \ A5 UK Canffk 2 Wi 65 ) 0. 024, Fh AE 5 0. 018 Filjite X
311 0. 019>, F WALE Y LR 2 Ui LAS , 3 DR 4 bl 1 [ I 35 PR A A9 A7 7, A €0 PR 1 [] J DX 3
ZERT K& SNPs. i SNPeff 4 {4 % 28 5 X 38k 149 07 B 47T B 5 on L 36. 129 B9AR 5207 T 3E 4L
M & F X3 (Intron) , 12. 19 % AYZE F A T F A 8] f X (Intergenetic) , 1. 26 % AZE SEAE SR i F X (Exon) ,
38.50% B8 T % A= 75 S B 09 e S AR IX (Transcript) , 10. 18 % 19728 5457 T 3 Py 1 F 9 IX 8, 42
1. 75% (78 S R A AR AR B X CUTRO DA KL BT U137 45 IX (Splicing sites) . AN X 3 &k A= 28 5 1
FERERGRORE XN F 8 S5 T i R R KSR 515 5% 254w
P, 55 % A M o i 35 DR R I 1) T e s SR AR o 106 B ok e A S ) A P i A R DR A s T £ R TR
P 1 T i DR DR A A% s DA T sz e e 5 DR 2 1Y) 2o A A A S R Al e AR R A OCEEPE .

NN IR « W it

g 0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112123Mb % 0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112123Mb g 0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112123 Mb

2 % 2 e

il R S e

Lop e H}:P NN % fE

T B~ SN S SNP#HE

l% P~ SNP# & L}L L ﬁ}@ i 5

cul = 2 8 g = B

by e I 584 =Y 1344 = T2

HRAS 876 S A% = 2070
-5 1168 2240 — 2484

P E 1460 P~ 2688 ¥ 2898

®N 5 1752 & 3136 &\ 3312

N F 3034 \ 3584 3 oh2

E F i 2336 g 4032 ®

ﬁ 2628 ﬁ 4480 $

< =

< < S

et

0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112123 Mb

IMAEI S SR 24 1—60'5 Je A
A S SR 4 1—605 YL A {4

Jiti 3

Pryas
0 14 28 42 56 70 84 98 112 123Mb
B —

L 3227
= 3688
& 4149
i

VAT S22 B 4 1 —60 S e (A 4
IMAER 22 B R 20 1—60 5 e fa A

K6 SNP#E
Fig.6 Density of SNPs



5% 6 4] B0 A D o R 2H R R B ) R O3 T 613

3 it

3.1 BEERAMNEHREET A RSN E#LTE

AWK F AR Mumina W7 F & 007 43 1 7 #h g f L4 . AE L e ad F2 v, 2 I\ A%
At B DA - 4 K/ R 5 G, DUAS AR BE TR 27 ¥ K /N 2.5 Gb, 5 3t 2 48 A4S 0% I 5 235 SR AR 4B
3 01 K [R] 20 5 A 00 B 245 B 0. 376 ~1. 06 Y6 AR 5 19 GC % 4 (39. 6026 ~42. 01%6) . #3411 {44
R IFHAIA 27.90%~39. 94 %0 , 7 Rl £ ) 5 2 )5 51 LU B G AIR T2 it © R R EF ML N4, 5L
6848 ( Petromyzon marinus,39. 1Y) M5 & (Callorhinchus milii , 42. 7% )"V 55 JF 4G 28 H0 0L . FH AR
W7 21 25 1) survey FE A, & R/ R BE (<500 bp) , &5 5 BRI Z W EE P IIME S, ERR
gl AN 2 B %25 B, 3t 2 4135 5 1 256 R 4 b 5 52 0% 90 9 b e AR A i B L . Ik Ah )Y
1) L 1) 5 5 DR ) A5 P B TE LG, DU RS A 1 51 24 A 91 LA (31 Vo IR T /A AR (36 %00 o BRARE Hir
fit A, Ho Ay 6 P fit £ 26 JAE 7 19 B ) A e R 8 & 3% 1 8 £ 56 DR A b 1 e 7 B — B R LS —
HoAth vty 22 1) 2 (0 A P8 3 A AR s B2 BRI S T Ak i B e S A o a2
A7 AR ARL Y 5 DA 2 4 B o B R 3 R A P A 3 1 DNA J% 8 5K % J& Tel/Mariner 88 K%, “F 34947
265896 A5 DL, 5 T A T UM DNA B JE T 5. 7% . Tel/Mariner &5 75 5 L-F- 5 55 £ 10 0l 5 45 1
A, X 2Rk LT B 1 o W TE S8 N B8 Bl (A nguilla rostrata ) RN R VG ¥R (Salmon salar) W) 5 R 41
o B
3.2 ZEREASHNFHEREXERNANHNUNEEESXRER

G 2 A A4 B TR 2 543 B i A8 R A 0 R R Gk AR X TR SO RIE L IR W R AR AE 5
HEAAS L (0] . AS AR 90 DA 4 5 DX 4 )22 T, R FH O )3 A A 5 DR A ) [ D 5 DR B A el 1 B B )
P ARG R EW o (EUCE AR T, B X 2 A5 R Y Rl LT AS 47 76 B P8 D13 DR A9 45 B0, 81058 1k iR 45 IR
P2 D1 DR G5 A0 T W) R A R AR, B T R AR A O A I A R AR A B N R S
FEHT KA RS R — B, BRI T 24 3ACAE T, Z7E 1. S5ACAFE RTG53 AL B > 43 3 —— K78
TEOF SRR TR 43 3 o AR A W b B2 43 BT 1 45 2R, 3K AT B 5 e = St B e R % tE (24 1. 542 ~2 42
N (DN N1 RE i N GRS L TR = S K iR i 22l N LRE S5 N P S SO |\ I & [ o ey a1
i —— KL 2R 67 (Peipiaosteus) ) b A P HIESE T #3JE H 0] GEFE 1. 342 4F 17 A\ B My IX AL 35 B R W, 3
AT LIRS 43 A0 B[] 00 GIE 4l o 665 £ 5 PRI 5 06 1 B2 ik RN lSc 40 3 A 2R B, 358 TR 0 i i 4 2 kA 1 DU A A
it b SR G ORI DX T /AR I P A AL R AR . XD 5k ) B R 51T KEGG & 4 40 i
SRR X S N 5 fa S i e A KA E PRI BE AN A S T I RE A R

AT AL S ELRN R A A =5 A BRI 20 A2 T R R AR TE 118~196 Ma i, iX A4~ As3R FHAE 1Y
B (8] 5 24245 A 5 = R R BB AR 9 K 4 35 4 (P-To) B R AR AT o R0, i T survey 3 R 241 5l 38 L3
TR AL, AR F 5T A & BLBE S I 3R AsAR & A 1 Ks SR il 2R I {8 . Wang 4538 i 11 55 2 1 56 ]
PRI N Y Ks (H 15 8] 1887 AsdR 249 & A= 78 3 500 J7 4511, 31X Al g 2 i T A& A= i e 5 28 B4R 4
I FEFRATTY survey J A 20 rh i g I 381 12 98 1) 3 D) AR 1 ) SC SR AR SR AT T AsAR AR I T]

CESdE

[1] HILTON E J, GRANDE L, BEMIS W E. Skeletal anatomy of the shortnose sturgeon, Acipenser brevirostrum
Lesueur, 1818, and the systematics of sturgeons( Acipenseriformes, Acipenseridae)[J]. Fieldiana Life and Earth Sci-
ences,2011,3(1):1-168.

[2] POURHOSEIN S S,FALAHATKAR B. Tracking scientific gaps in the conservation of endangered sturgeon: A
bibliometric approach and content analyses[J]. Aquaculture Research, 2024,2024(1) :4496931.

[3] HUNG S S O. Recent advances in sturgeon nutrition[ J]. Animal Nutrition, 2017,3(3):191-204.

[4] BEAMESDERFER R C P,FARR R A. Alternatives for the protection and restoration of sturgeons and their habitat



614 e QRN NS ) 2025 4F

[J]. Environmental Biology of Fishes, 1997,48(1):407-417.

[5] WEIQW,ZOU Y,LI P,et al. Sturgeon aquaculture in China: Progress, strategies and prospects assessed on the ba-
sis of nation-wide surveys (2007—2009)[J]. Journal of Applied Ichthyology,2011,27(2):162-168.

[6] LUDWIG A,BELFIORE N M,PITRA C,et al. Genome duplication events and functional reduction of ploidy lev-
els in sturgeon (Acipenser, Huso and Scaphirhynchus)[J]. Genetics,2001,158(3):1203-1215.

[7] VASIL'EV V P,VASIL'EVA E D,SHEDKO S V,et al. Ploidy levels in the Kaluga, Huso dauricus and Sakhalin
sturgeon Acipenser mikadoi( Acipenseridae, Pisces)[J]. Doklady Biological Sciences, 2009,426(1):228-231.

[8] SYMONOVA R,FLAJSHANS M, SEMBER A, et al. Molecular cytogenetics in artificial hybrid and highly poly-
ploid sturgeons: An evolutionary story narrated by repetitive sequences [J]. Cytogenetic and Genome Research,
2013,141(2/3):153-162.

[9] ZHOU H,FUJIMOTO T,ADACHI S, et al. Genome size variation estimated by flow cytometry in Acipenser mikadoi,
Huso dauricus in relation to other species of Acipenseriformes[ J]. Journal of Applied Ichthyology,2011,27(2) :484-491.

[10] DRAUCH SCHREIER A, GILLE D,MAHARDIJA B, et al. Neutral markers confirm the octoploid origin and re-
veal spontaneous autopolyploidy in white sturgeon, Acipenser transmontanus[J]. Journal of Applied Ichthyology,
2011,27(S2):24-33.

[11] BILTUEVA L S, PROKOPOV D Y, ROMANENKO S A, et al. Chromosome distribution of highly conserved
tandemly arranged repetitive DNAs in the Siberian sturgeon(Acipenser baerii)[J]. Genes,2020,11(11):1375.

[12] CHENG P L, HUANG Y, DU H, et al. Draft genome and complete Hox-cluster characterization of the sterlet
(Acipenser ruthenus)[J]. Frontiers in Genetics,2019,10:776.

[13] CROW K D,STADLER P F,LYNCH V J,et al. The "fish-specific" Hox cluster duplication is coincident with the
origin of teleosts[ J]. Molecular Biology and Evolution, 2005,23(1):121-136.

[14] BIRSTEIN V J,POLETAEV A I, GONCHAROV B F. DNA content in Eurasian sturgeon species determined by
flow cytometry[J]. Cytometry, 1993,14(4):377-383.

[15] Bk PUB, 2 53 XB O, 45 . JLAN T f B DR A /I A% 1A Y 8 v S 85902 B A0 i DAL Y 2R [T]. 3 24, 1999, 45
(2):200-206.

[16] KIM D S,NAM Y K, NOH J K, et al. Karyotype of North American shortnose sturgeon Acipenser brevirostrum
with the highest chromosome number in the Acipenseriformes[J]. Ichthyological Research,2005,52(1):94-97.

[17] FONTANA F,LANFREDI M, CHICCA M, et al. Fluorescent in situ hybridization with rDNA probes on chromosomes
of Acipenser ruthenus and Acipenser naccarii( Osteichthyes Acipenseriformes)[J]. Genome, 2011,42(5) : 1008-1012.

[18] BIRSTEIN V J, VASILIEV V P. Tetraploid-octoploid relationships and karyological evolution in the order
Acipenseriformes (pisces) karyotypes, nucleoli, and nucleolus-organizer regions in four acipenserid species[J]. Ge-
netica, 1987,72(1):3-12.

[19] ZHOU G Z,GUI L, LI Z Q, et al. Establishment of a Chinese sturgeon Acipenser sinensis tail-fin cell line and its
susceptibility to frog iridovirus[ J]. Journal of Fish Biology, 2008, 73(8) :2058-2067.

[20] BR4& T, P RTL, 5B X, 45 . 656028 Rt AL RS AR [T 1. DU I 3h# , 2004, 23(4) : 374-379.

[21] OHNO S. Evolution by gene duplication[ M ]. Berlin, New Y ork: Springer, 1970.

[22] BERTHELOT C,BRUNET F,CHALOPIN D, et al. The rainbow trout genome provides novel insights into evo-
lution after whole-genome duplication in vertebrates[ J]. Nature Communications, 2014 ,5(1) : 3657.

[23] XU P,XU J,LIU G J,et al. The allotetraploid origin and asymmetrical genome evolution of the common carp Cyp-
rinus carpiol J]. Nature Communications, 2019,10(1) : 4625.

[24] LIJ T,WANG Q,HUANG YANG M D, et al. Parallel subgenome structure and divergent expression evolution of
allo-tetraploid common carp and goldfish[ J]. Nature Genetics,2021,53(10) :1493-1503.

[25] DU K,STOCK M,KNEITZ S, et al. The sterlet sturgeon genome sequence and the mechanisms of segmental re-
diploidization[ J]. Nature Ecology &. Evolution, 2020,4(6) :841-852.

[26] WANG B Z,WU B,LIU X Q, et al. Whole-genome sequencing reveals Autooctoploidy in Chinese sturgeon and its
evolutionary trajectories[ J]. Genomics, Proteomics &. Bioinformatics, 2023,22(1) : qzad002.

[27] WANG Y P,LU Y,ZHANG Y, et al. The draft genome of the grass carp(Ctenopharyngodon idellus) provides in-
sights into its evolution and vegetarian adaptation[ J]. Nature Genetics,2015,47(6):625-631.

[28] YANG Y Z,LI Y,CHEN Q,et al. WGDdetector: A pipeline for detecting whole genome duplication events using
the genome or transcriptome annotations[ J]. BMC Bioinformatics,2019,20(1):75.



5% 6 4] B0 A D o R 2H R R B ) R O3 T 615

[29] BROWNSTEIN C D,MACGUIGAN D J,KIM D, et al. The genomic signatures of evolutionary stasis[J]. Evolu-
tion,2024,78(5) :821-834.

[30] CHENG P L,YU D, LIU H Z,et al. Molecular phylogeny of Acipenseriformes based on complete mitochondrial ge-
nome sequence[ J]. Acta Hydrobiologica Sinica,2021,45(3) :487-494.

[31] CHALOPIN D, NAVILLE M, PLARD F, et al. Comparative analysis of transposable elements highlights mobi-
lome diversity and evolution in vertebrates[ J]. Genome Biology and Evolution,2015,7(2) :567-580.

[32] CHENG P L.,HUANG Y,LV Y Y, et al. The American paddlefish genome provides novel insights into chromosomal
evolution and bone mineralization in early vertebrates[ J]. Molecular Biology and Evolution, 2020, 38(4) : 1595-1607.

[33] YUAN Z H,LIU S K,ZHOU T,et al. Comparative genome analysis of 52 fish species suggests differential associa-
tions of repetitive elements with their living aquatic environments[J]. BMC Genomics,2018,19(1):141.

[34] SHEN Y, YANG N, LIU Z, et al. Phylogenetic perspective on the relationships and evolutionary history of the
Acipenseriformes[ J]. Genomics,2020,112(5):3511-3517.

[35] GRANDE L,JIN F, YABUMOTO Y, et al. Protopsephurus liui , a well-preserved primitive paddlefish ( Acipenseriformes :
Polyodontidae) from the Lower Cretaceous of Chinal J]. Journal of Vertebrate Paleontology , 2002 ,22(2) : 209-237.

(RERZE AR A A=)

Survey Sequencing and Evolutionary Insights
from the Genomes of Seven Sturgeon Species

HUANG Qinyi"*,LIU Jie"*, KONG Lingyu"*,ZHOU Yan"?,QI Qian’, LU Ying"*
(1. Key Laboratory of Exploration and Utilization of Aquatic Genetic Resources, Ministry
of Education, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Freshwater Aquatic Genetic Resources, Ministry of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China;
3. College of Animal Science and Technology, Henan University of Science and
Technology, Luoyang 471023, China)

Abstract:Sturgeons represent one of the most ancient species among the existing fish species. Mul-
tiple whole genome duplication (WGD) events have occurred in the ancestors of the Acipenseriformes,
resulting in the widespread polyploidy and complex genomic architectures across sturgeon species.
These characteristics make sturgeons an exceptional model for investigating genome polyploidization and
vertebrate genome evolution. Flow cytometry was used to estimate the genome sizes of three tetraploid
species, Acipenser stellatus, Acipenser ruthenus, and Huso huso, at 2. 30, 2. 16, and 2. 15 Gb, as well
as four octoploid species, Huso dauricus, Acipenser schrenckii, Acipenser gueldenstaedtii, and
Acipenser sinensis, at 4.36, 4.56, 4.51, and 4. 33 Gb. The genome survey sequencing and assembly
were constructed on seven sturgeon species using Illumina high-throughput technology. Phylogenetic
analysis based on the survey genomes suggests that the Acipenseridae originates approximately 300 mil-
lion years ago, and subsequently diverges into Atlantic and Pacific lineages around 155 million years
ago. Notably, a lineage-specific expansion of immune-related genes is detected across geographically
distinct species, implying adaptive evolution. Furthermore, synonymous substitution rates (Ks) are cal-
culated both among orthologous genes across species and within heterozygous alleles of the same genes,
supporting a lineage-specific third round of WGD in sturgeons occurring between 118 and 196 million
years ago. This study provides fundamental genomic resources for the sturgeon family and sheds new
light on the evolutionary history and polyploidization events of this ancient vertebrate lineage.

Key words: sturgeon; genome sequencing ; comparative genomics ; whole genome duplication ; polyploid



