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Abstract: The major histocompatibility complex (MHC) is coded by a gene-dense genomic region containing

the most polymorphic genes in all jawed vertebrate genomes. They play key roles in immune function via

immune-recognition and -surveillance and host-parasite interaction. MHC genes are increasingly common for

studies of immunology, genetics, and evolution as well as conservation biology. The organization and evolution

of MHC genes vary considerably among vertebrate lineages. MHC genes have been well characterized in

mammals, birds, amphibians and fishes, but little is known about their organization in reptiles, despite the fact

that reptiles occupy an important phylogenetic position for understanding the evolutionary history of vertebrate

MHC genes. Here, we review the molecular structure,

the maintaining mechanisms of MHC polymorphism and

MHC gene function in reptiles. We also review the successful applications of MHC-typing for population genetic

studies and conservation management in reptiles. We conclude this review by proposing several directions where

future research is needed.
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34 J5R 55 2 45 @7 3h ) MHC 356 R F 52 ik J 453

Sy A JC AT HME B W Th 2 oR e B MHC 56 DY
(Kulski et al. 2002), AWM BEMHES YA
MHC JEPH e . PG, 38 %A MHC 36 P2 fF
B 2 AT A2 118 W o 3 Al B3k IO 1 B 5 R G 1
P 77 4R 1 ( Laird et al. 2000, Danchin et al.
2004) ,

MHC & & F 4 b — A FE % 3 28 0 X I,
FORRE & 28 M, A A B B R A R R
o X T HMES YA F AR E) MHC (45
F AN AL n] BE 22 AR K, MHC B PARR fiE 78 T
FL2E, U HE A (Homo sapiens) F1 /)N i, ( Mus
musculus) , VLR 5528 AR 2 RN 028 v £ Bk
GF Al A, (B AECAT 3 ¥ v H 45 48 R AR 2 B
o BE TN AT B W) xF T B g 0 FL 2R R 5 2k
MHC P B A i AR R R R F L
WF5¢ o MHC B A R 8 2 19 & L, Farag 5%
(1990) & B, 5 HAWFAMES Y —FF, TCFT3h Y
HAHES AR T MHC, J&473h % MHC BF 5%
M, HE 1992 4, Grossberger 45 i@ i3 %
T IES1Y), PCR 784845 1T 2 MRAT 3h ¥ i1
MHC T 2IEP, A | RiE T A KT 3h ¥
MHC #YFE R 254, X — iR W45 I 1 €47 3)
Y MHC JE[H 5 220158 00 )7 345

AR, EHEZ R T HMED Y MHC 45
¥ D BE T A S A LR A o b AT A
(4 Apanius et al. 1997, Bernatchez et al.
2003, Garrigan et al. 2003, Sommer 2005,
Piertney et al. 2006, Ujvari et al. 2011), KX
WA IR 40 MHC BL X ) #fFot ik e, Gnfa
F (A AE 2006, 2= F A SE 2009) | A
(THE=5E2011) , (H¥ KRFT Y MHC 4
EER JTEL, ASCNIRTT 3 MHC 5 K 454
FHAIE I AE S H W A5 2R AT F 48 H A T A9 1] i
FER AT ST IR

1 J&FT3hY) MHC HE [H Y 45

€43 8 MHC 73 515 K 2 8O MESh 1) 19
K, ERBAUHE IRy MIKSy T K
O MHC 269y 74 BA S8, o0 A TILF
JIT A A A% AN R T, (A () 26 240 i A 2 3A K

SPRTRRAFAE 22 55 ] MHC T1 38 43 40 A LU 4%
JAPR, FERR T SR R A by W26
7T EATHESE . AR AR B 3 MHC A7 A
[y ar 4, /b BLAY MHC Fx H-2 & & K
(Gorer et al. 1948), 44 3F ( Ovis aries) i) MHC
Fr OLA & & & ( Ballingall et al. 2010), A [
MHC % HLA 5 & 1K, PiffizZs MHC 5 [ 8 {7
 XLA(Fhgz % 2011) , {HI€4T 304 MHC 3
HAT A ik, 8B — A E B4 5o
1.1 MHCI %4F RifTshny MHC 1 3k
TR o BEFN B R B AR A % P
952 ZRAR, P2y MHC T (MHC T a) A
JEZe iy MHC T (MHC ITb) =26, MHC I a th
TR ML EE A B (ol ~ o3) | 5 B DX o IXC
Ao o2 a3 S0P AT ST Y 2 IREE 5 I
B2 Ik H 455 A0 s F1 CD8 A I s, 3X
Ko FAERAT M & HLE A Rk, I
(S E 205

Grossberger 55 (1992) B/ K B €T sh ¥
MHC [ ZEFE P ReAilE . AT LA PCR 75 %44 2 L
JK W¢ ( Nerodia sipedon ) Kl &t M\ AR Wi ( Ameiva
ameiva) MHC [ K I A ¢cDNA, ﬁﬂﬁ/ﬂ\:’ﬁﬁﬁ
HESh W L HE, AT T MHC T 28 3% R 4 1 i
KX (leader peptide) .ol a2 o3 A i X 45 £4)
15, ( transmembrane domain ) UL K if Jfi [X 4% 4 45
(cytoplasmic domain) , Jf-4& 75 i €47 5% MHC
1 2R 9 AT /0 B L TR ke BEAE R A B A sh ) vh
PJIRPRAY o X LE RSP IR IE I AL T IR 25 5
[X. ( peptide binding region, PBR) . T 4 il =% 14 4E
FHIX 5L CD8 454 i 45 . Radtkey %5 (1996) B K
3B T ORE R MHC T 28 3 IR F 91 45 1iE
Wittzell % (1999 ) il & RFLP 43 # % 3 K 8
(Liasis fuscus) "pA 14 ~17 4~ MHC T & F: K {7
M, FCHEXY ( Phasianus colchicus ) #1538 ( Gallus
gallus) L £ . Madsen %5 (2000 ) WF 5% T £ b
15 ( Lacerta agilis ) 6 A~ i F1 #¢ b #% ( Vipera
berus)5 AFHHER) MHC T 26554, KB MHC 1
I A X AW b 2 BT e i 2 B
Murphy 45 (2009 ) B Wk E T A1 & 1
( Pseudemia spp. ) MHC [ Z83L K, & # MHC
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TEIE BEFA ] A 01 A O JS 99 Y B AR A R G A=
e BERE . IR 4 Bl 1 a ZRIEFI 2D
2 1 b KA TE ™ 5 5 A Je 1 ( Pseudemia
entrecasteauxii) TH B RK, AR A R FHAE
MHC fi £ KW, H & (1999) Xt 4 #
( Pelodiscus sinensis) [f) MHC [ 284> T o2 3
RFEAT 1 SCREFNF 5 73, U3 T Pesi-BX1 fY
Ul 2 Ik & & A 5 (T-143 (K-146 , W-147 | Y-
159) DL K B-2 S Bk 1 45 A A s (Q-115, A-
117, D-119, G-120, D-122) ., X &% (2006)
[FAE AP AR A g X 4, XA TRl s S S HE
& MHC T 253 H AN 57 3 S4TI9, 2 i Ae 5
250 bp FrBr, Horb 174 Ao Ay 0, 234
HA T HIE 69.6% , 8 g/ i T 2SR F

=
H o

JE M B i W B ( Iguaninae ) 1 9 €47 31 #)
A AR AR gk, AT AR OR WO 2 R .
Glaberman %% (2008a) il i AF X iZ W.HF 3 A
[F) 4 Al , BV 2 e e 307 96 TR M ( Amblyrhynchus
cristatus) . J $7 M7 X By WL 8RO M0 ( Conolophus
subcristatus ) F1 4% & Wi ( Iguana iguana) i) MHC
[ 8L cDNA P41, & AP R A
24 MHC T 2B AL, PRSF I o3 2519 30
HAL A AR e . AR, ol Fl o2 454 5
EYI R e 2, RUIX WA
o3 HA AR A AL DT s o Al ATT Ik O sk 26 2 4
Hl Nei 25 (1997) 2 i /Y * A=K 3k b 5 =07
(birth and death model of evolution) FHFE %% ., [A]
4 | Glaberman %5 (2008b) X 3@ i RACE 5 AR 3k
A5 7 e S il BR 8 MHC T 28 FE A1 B9 Amer-
UA PO K, X2 i2 4 8 /9 A7 6 H MHC
I REREE — K275, MfT1& B Amer-UA 11
2 R R H G /D 15 B DR R B DX, T X
A GER BN TR T 2852 0K 53 4 o 21 40
AR XL Amer-UA LR ) £k =W A S
S T KB N MR R IIRE. T Amer-
UA 3 Fi 0 FLOR ST 4R A, 8 S e MR &
i MHC I 22N, W R KT kA
Amer-UA A T HALE R £ MHC T 285,
AT R R AL E, R UIZ RN R A 8 A

(Squamata) 3l ¥ 43 Ak 19 KL 3 50 O 4 kB T
or .

AT ¥y, MHC 45 18 #¢ 1E fF 98 15 42 IR
A BB A Uk Sk i ( Sphenodon punctatus) , Miller
55(2006) 73 B T B Sk B PR OR [ R LK
cDNA JF31], =% H 93% {75 Mk, (15
HAWA HE S ) MHC %E P 73 B AR K, Southern
BN 252 b PCR 974 1 7 H gk i iy MHC [
KILP R, XEFIEREDLAH 2 ~3 MM
Mo IR BE I N R BLAY R B 22 A, i A KA
IR, RIICATR A B KB oTN &L T
BENE, AR, AT sh YA ) H 2 8] 5 Ak
KEMANGE ok, e T IC1TTEh ) EH LR
Mz 2 o Miller 5 (2007 ) 28 51 1} 15 Sk B
MHC T 283 ] 3 /0 2 A 2 251k 8 B9 07 i (UA
KR M—DZBHEMRNALE(UZ 68), UZ
A7 1 B A % H R 22 48 VR AR AN 55 1 - 4 3 95 ¢
fiE, M AR iy T 28 B s 2 A A
B, UA A i A TR Z MW, H PBR &2
BB e . 26 Hg Sk i AR b U 21 A
ANTF Y UA EBI LD R, 32 WY 74 =2 7 % 25 i
5 FhHE MHC T 2RIENAZ ROK P B . UA K7
B A5 AL Hk D 22 A 1R R oh R R Rk DA A 4
(gene conversion) 52, T FE A R FE B,
FEAEFL 3h 9, MHC 36 4k /Y 2 7 AL e e
TR BE Y R rp B8 A SRR SR ) MHC i ]
F BN RATRE

Jaratlerdsiri 4% (2012 ) W BF 5% 7 I K | W
b I KK &R B 42 H K 82 ( Crocodylus
porosus) ) MHC T ZEBL K55 = 4b R 1, K15 T
43 Fft MHC SEBY, I 73 #7468 th iz 4 fh vh 2= 0
A 44 MHC T 283 N7 55 o e, Stiebens 45
(2013 ) 2k 159 f B 5 W Wi f& 4§ fa ( Caretta
caretta ) FRREERY MHC 1 283 A ) 28 SRR 4, A&
LA AT Hh A MHC T 28 25 3 Bk PR BCRY AS  Le e
A e B S AL R R R X Se SR B
JE173h ) MHC T 2 AL K Y i B 2 251
1.2 MHCH#4F MHCIRHpTEESY
SN, E NI Z IR EE G AL i 45 4l B
T 41 (CD4 + ), JFH HB0E , SR 3 i 40 g
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f N ARV K 25 5 T T 45 5 R vh i AN IR 22 iR
Wefig . oAb, BIEA 1L B 20 G 5E 4 4k L K
0 R T 43 W 0 A . MHC T 2% 43 F 76 e 47
YA B D, Edwards 55 (1995) 1 1K
WA T % VGV 82 (Alligator mississippiensis )
MHC Il 2R M P81, S5 fiFL2E MHC ZER2E 4L,
@AT 2 L B &2 3 A Bl 0y 3 £ K J1 . Miller 5§
(2005) AWk Mo % 42, ik 1 AT sh ¥ i) 5
—% MHC Il B ¢cDNA %%, i@ i3 ) % 5 PCR
(RT-PCR) i N, M Sk i cDNA SCJ%E H 43 55
th 3 2 U B P A0 4 S0 G Fe 8 v Be o #HEDN
Horh 6 257 4 Al g )& T [a) — HE D K%, AT fi
% SppuDAB, 4 N WY 45 7 4w 4 K
SppuDBB, 15 SppuDAB (L7 43. 9% H IR A
P, HEN SppuDBB W] BEJE T AE & ML N, Bl
J& , Glaberman 55 (2009 ) M 47 A 2 B 763 12 #hr
oy B 8 & MHC T B ¢DNA 31, J4% H 4y
N5 AN, B Amer-DABL ~ Amer-DABS . %
G R 3T TE A T R 4 5 T A A
SR I I R —E, TR R e, £
EATRIE T4 8 H 5 H AT sh ¥ 7 & J5 BB
) — > S [) #H 5 )88 £ . Marosi 55 (2011) fiz
T MM BE K Ui i ( Natrix tessellata ) F1 5 lg
( Natrix natrix) 3B MHC I B F K4 8+ 2
JrBeo m TR BOR AR (X 113 bp) AfEH] T 7l
FESE A A 2R G B A, (e ATl LU T it
FesevEs I ¥, AE S R 5 26 i R (4 B > MHC
1T AL B A7

FE N FIe AT 34 MHC T 25 4 F 0F 90 %
Mo, HAFR EZE DT B.DQ QR Fl QP Jk[K
W A . X 7 8 (Alligator
sinensis) (W1 € 2 2004 ) 1 5 15 ( Mauremys
reeves) W [E A4 & F ( Plestiodon chinensis) MHC
1L B K& (5 565 — 4b W1 147 v B Ky 4 43 A (4%
B4 2005, 2006) , % # MHC 11 26 551 () £
SRR o Wb, WA 535 X 3 65 AS 5] b A
) MHC Il B 3 [A 25 = 4b i ¥ & 43 17 91 | B itk
137 sERE G AT, Rk B H A TE 22 A S T Af
(Liu et al. 2007) ,
1.3 MHCHZ4F XFMHCIZ47F, H

[HINIORGI e S-S S s VTR K7 R R 4 SN
Wi B2k, RITsiY DA RE .

2 JefrEhY) MHC Z 25 K H4E R L]

MHC 214 R 1L Te i HEsh W) A i £ 76
PR v A TR 2, H 2 AP R IO A AR A B
RN A7 AR R 1 L BAT — 3 903 A A 37 5 T
DA B S5 A3 2% A ) e B B e 91 S, X — i AEAR
Z JCts s b B AR . B —Fh 25
WA, R AT G ) ol 0] 2 52 A0 (] A 25 A3 2 A
AR, A B M £ X M ( trans-species
polymorphism, TSP) 5§ ¥ #l i {k ( trans-species
evolution) . MHC {37 55 55 {37 J& [H 8% 2 1 85 Fh 2
B, EWAKCABRZNICSE., B THHE
SR AL R 2R, B R 2 SRR R BT
Bz, HZHED T - mEmADH 5%
(Klein et al. 1998, Freeman-Gallant et al.
2002) o {HJZ X LE W) Fl iy T2 AL, RS
AESR A7 OC 55 7 56 H 3 R KW AF 72 i 15 B
(Graser et al. 1996) , 2= /45 (2005) B 5% L 4%
TGt P EA 7 UL R TS ) MHC T B g
P, E RS R TR, N AETE TSP,
Stiebens %5 (2013 ) 3% 454 B 7 % 3 MHC
T 2835 7 fA A B 19 1S Wl fa A ORE L AF AR
TSP, it Ab, AT W & B IC 17 3 W) Kk B Js
( Eremias spp. ) AN[EFp[R] MHC WA TSP ( JR 55
n, REERGR) .

MHC Z 25057 A 9 A, — B0l J2 il
i e PR SR ARk PR H 2 PR A 5 SR AL SR A 2
A (Klein et al. 1998) , X ZEW LIBLEE), S5
oAl R DB A A B X . (HOR TR R A 2 S
Je s WA I ) fR A5 2 G 22 A5 0k, R4
IRV 3 w5 T AR R i 22851, HHED)
Yy RE % 1< IS () PR35 0 0k 125 1) 22 28 M b SR A AE —
FE R YERFHLE . R TS, MHC T 26 1
Ko TR S 280, KT HALH, @
JE AR R T — D om . BT, AL R
RARHTNCTT I MHC 225 P 9 4EFF ML
2.1 #BEMiE#F (overdominant selection)
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WK Ry 2= A 4 # (heterozygosity advantage) , $8
S B R A AR TR B4 S ik . X AR
BNy, — D HEAR AL TEA & Tl 2 A Jat Y 1 458
i, MHC JEE A7 4% 6 09 A 1R Be 0 11 1) K 5 3 o
Z (0 5L, AT B RE AR BT I, AT A5 DA PR A
T3k (Apanius et al. 1997), W T4 P&
BE AT I i B 4 AR e G R, SCREAR 1 2 387 N
THF TR, L e 7E PBR 9 2 25 M FE ALl
A H % X (Ekblom et al. 2010), BEjE 2
MHC T 2555 o2 25K 38 1) 15 51 53 Bt 3% B A 58
IR R AR SR RN, W, R
AR P AL 2 2 45 TCA T Bh ) B A B S 1Y 0 Dt
53 ZAEPE R HLH] (Radikey et al. 1996)
2.2 &% $% ( balancing selection) 5§ 1k #
FEIIME TN 2R m DL G F 2
() 455 72 A2 kB0 5 46 14 °F 45 ( Bernatchez et al.
2003) , P TR RE 08 7E B RE T 4ERR st G 2 2
FEME, T AN & A3k % — > B oA R Y R A AR
Edwards 45 (1995 ) f B %} #5 28 JE 47 MHC 1T 2§
FEA BT B AR, S LS MHC BE P — 4,
&FT 2 5 32 BIAR L B BE8E R 7 o T Je 22 Ay Ie
ra MHC () Z 80t 5 R 01, 18473 MHC
LR BB . 2 MHC
I REERATEE M2, I BF 520
AAFAE W] B AR 2 S v ) 22 5 o X R TF 4]
TR R BT A A LBl 2 SR R R R A
¥, HEW e Z B — WAy IR,
A Te B DL (22 45 2005) . #7051
Firh E A e F MHC I B3R R 55 41 & 1)
FRW, AER SCR ] W m TR SO e, $ROR
P R TT BE K 45 B B SR (R AR 2004,
75 18 4% 2005, 2006) . Jaratlerdsiri % (2012 ) B
98 & BRI R WAL #B JL K K & Y £ 7K 5 MHC
T 2RI IA 32 37 e 5 o 10 n oz i e 87 7 o b
) MHC [T 365 2 51 23 Hr R B, A 8% H MHC
1T B 5P| 2 52 3 Ry i) 28 A6 3K 3 o e i, i
PEIE ) 5 H AL B HESh W A A T8 7 R 22 S5
( Glaberman et al. 2009) .

2.3 A IS B (assortative mating ) % U AL

Pic 2 — A AR BE AL A S BEAE 2, 8 W b B ) T

G 4 AR A AL 22 0 B R R A AR R AT AL . AR
1976 4F 5t A& B/ BB 1] T 38 £ A8 [7] MHC & 4]
HIWCfH ( Yamazaki et al. 1976) , €47 zh ¥ #1H
AURE W AT S UL . X Ji i BE 7 g OC T
MHC & P % TE 48 18 5 52 56 S0 FF 13X —fik i3t
(Olsson et al. 2003, 2004, 2005), Miller %5
(2009 ) 38 3o AT 52 B A5 Sk i AR B 5SS, W oR
MHC 52 RS2 Bl P 1 k40 o

AR, ZHCEE N, XU LSS
— V-5 3% £ (Sommer 2005 ) . {H LA 41 4h,
Wixf 4 7 05 FhORE MHC 1T B 2 555 =40 B 7 19
WFSE R B, AE [F) SO e 38 g 2 /N T [R) SO
R, W% 2 VA I i P % $E LR 4R Y (Liu
et al. 2007), nJ GE b A7 H Al AL ) 4 15 1% 2 26
PEo AT 3h ¥y — 28 3 Zk b 55 Fh 22 (8] f) i 1A
Ui, WX MHC 2 257 09 77 A2 A 4E 15 7 A 5%
Wi, ML AR F , PEFE2 S 2 —Se kA5 M st
T ZREVERY 22, (HA MBI 5 e £ 00 4k R Z 4%
P 2 M A ) (Ejsmond et al. 2011) , it
FRERAE XS T MHC 22 75 (4 77 A= R0 4 R L & 4%
THEEAEH, X T 2e/ N RSO ST R, F
M P T DL 22 R st 4% IR AR 45 2R, Bt f%
EAR S R B MHC JE AR S 2 AEH
(Alcaide 2010) , #EHERY Iy IFAE—E B2 I
1945 T A N 3 PR S S B R e R TSR S |
X AR 2 R AN 2 AHE P JE 1, Al REX A
) B R RE , FESE AW b B AL, JLA AL
WAL AE, A =4 T MHC it £ &M £

3 €frshi MHC B 30 e K H

3.1 FEhgE MniEshi MHC 2500, Jefs
s MHC g 65 1) 43 F 33 52905 45 1 32 10 fo &
RY5, FEH LR 3T AR i —
A KA N Sy o IR 2 53 PR A, 4
PR S MHC T 280> F 45 A M EME A
Yy, IR IE T 2 1K R 8 ik — 4 9 i o &
i

X FL B W 5, FEIRG 4L 80 I MHC T
JEFE R Y 22 38 B SR R G 1T DL kot B A A
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R GBI Z — (Moffett et al. 2006) . JE1T3h
Py MHC 9 4 52 AH 5¢ J7 T 4l 18 8 AR b
Murphy % (2009) % Bl A1 Je 7 MHC 1 28 3 [A 7
AR A | 22 RN G iR S 30 60 B A= b G A
FERYRE, MATAH 4 F 1 a KERME
A2 F 1 b REE TR 7 A e 1T E LR
Ko X FRUITEBLY) B A% AN 23k T MHC |
I, W] RE A A3 IR iR B ke R A A g R
4i. Brandley 4% (2012) i i ¥ IR £ 7 Jg 1
( Chalcides ocellatus) (%% s 4 Jy , XF LU 4F U
MR IR 757 b MHC B2 Rk, & H
T, B IZY) R ] RE A FL S R L,
i Tl MHC T 2875 1 19 2 35 8 O it #1764 Bk
b AR kA R LRI BRI 2 T8 R S e HE R, HL
X A HIL ) I AN 2 KA B A R DY ke $E A
ME— R ERKGENML R, 785 TH
MHC T 285 K iAW & A= 724 ( Bos tarurs ) (J&
(Sus scrofa ). 4 F M L K 2% B A
(epitheliochorial placentae) , HTEX A& M T,
#ARZAMME S TE A IR U S A
(Davies et al. 2000, Choi et al. 2003, Joyce et
al. 2008) . 7EMFLENY), MHC [ ZER K KL T
T T B A (A5 BRI 5 R 8 2 22 W X S S {A R
FE AR AL 2 — o S A A AR e 30 = Bk A e
T ( Chalcides chalcides) (Blackburn et al. 1998)
Hl— 48 Mabuya & #9471 6 8 15 23 12 B & i 1A
('Vieira et al. 2007, Blackburn et al. 2011), %%
1713 35 A3 UE 45 3 W HR 147 e 1R AR R 5 M A
R, Wik, FEIR A e 5, 78 MHC JE [
FIR T W B E RIS RE M AN G2, ARt — 2
WEFE AR

3.2 MHC EEXRITHHMEMTHIEX
3.2.1 Jefrshyfesesy €Ay sh# MHC F:#
2 it RN T 5L 52 3 AH DG Y 22 ik, K B It B2 38 45 A
SN, X — i A FL S ) 2R AL (Farag 1990) ,
R AR A 27 2 48 €47 3 ¥ MHC X T 5¢ i
A 5 REAR G AR ey P [l 9 A B R
o Brandly 55 (2012 ) 3@ 2 01 5% HR A7 06 748 i
A MHC 5 PR X Jif s e B A 56 252 HE T

BEA P AEENEL, Bl T2 hEn2
M, AT Y MHC T 2 (4 iF 5% 52 45 b T 2L ik
AT, X TIREE SR IR B D, AR N
IR IX Ty T A .
3.2.2 AT N b R A5 A A M 2 A
7 MHC B& 5] 1) 5 B 2 281, % BofE o — Fib
wAL AR N H T 2 5 A58 . MHC 1R 53+
Fric 5 6 T2 4 AR G Jr A L, 7E I R FR
T (] 174 25 S R0 35 107 AL 1 T B A P A o A T
B A7 i PR G o B AR TR B 1 B B B 1T AN 3
T 1) 3 R () ) AS [ P, TR 2 Rz R
Y 52 Wl 14 3 5 3.2 00 R ke 2728 S M i G 12 i)
IRFPRE ] 1Y 22 S R0 38 Pk, MHC [R5
Ak (Kim et al. 1999) . P tk, MHC A LLE R 53
FAm 1 R ] WA ] A R A 3 7 P

Madsen 45 (2000 ) #F 58 1 A [a] Ff B R /N A
AN T) o 5 R R 1Y 6 4R Wl W b AR RD S A L i
B, S BIEH T /N TR DNA FRid i D2
DNA FRic Fl MHC T 28 & A 5 v SR AF 53 o o
A VE SRR AE AR I Z RO R, JF BA GG
TR R /N0 5 PR 28 v AN [i] 38 0 14 388 4% 725 S5 1 52 T
BLH o S5 R A B, AR XS Tl R O /DN (R 7 e 5
FERS AR %) 5/ T A DNA A 55 6 8l il
TR S 2% A B A A G, T MHC |
FEL Y 22 B PR R R TR A RE R /N RN
MHC Z 750 2 [ 7776 i A et X E % E
BT MHC PR i 35t 1 22 06 VR DAl 15 21 09 45 2R
SRR AL B8 A 45 ( Madsen et al. 2000 )
Miller 4 (2010 ) ¥4 1 A [|] & W5 [] () B Sk 7 B
ff MHC [ SR 261, il A MHC 5 i
WL E [ PR TR AR e A8 K, DARS P
0 $F 5 A 3 R R 38 A% IR X B AR ST Y Ao
BfZ MHC A8 5585 0 i A8 X sk . Al fi] & 2wk
KW AR ORE MHC 28 53K P 5 6 TR A8 = — 3G
1M MHC JE A g B2 434k, 0 H 2 b 3 A 2 5 i
W ih X 2 8], ELRRRE R A B AL PR B, A
T, A TR S0 R 225 L 328 9% A FH 0T W Sk i o
MHC 25 55 85 2 1) 52 ) B K
3.2.3 efrsh Rac it KB ARk
P&, MHC A/ 73 7 #4607 XU 0] o i
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M2 (A ELR ) KV 280 AL R KK 2 38
PE ERARBUK V- Z2 35 M M Y A 2 25 . MHC
BN S TR NS U N T U o R
MHC 73 T RATE 4 ~ 5 LT LA HEsh 4 o
B, JF B AR AS i 5k © & 0T IR o 1k
g, MHC 37 0] IAE iy — A R4 19 R GE itk
FR30 (Kim et al. 1999, T 7% 2011) , 5@ i
Xf €472 MHC B AIF5E Al LA 3 AT] 5 g iy 242 £
X S PR R A 2 8 LA R AR HE S i
IR MIE R G KR

Edwards % (1995 ) X} % 74 75 L 2 MHC II
FBL N AT Z 8 HEWE ST, JF 48 H AR 0 2E 460G
%, Murphy 45 (2009 ) 38 i %f 47 Je 7 MHC T 2§
FERA 20 B OF 5 HAL Y R AR EG, 48 o2 454
A HESh Y P A RSy, HA e Tz sl
NERHEWFLRA L 36.4% ~47.3% A 2l
PE, [RIEHdL4E t MHC JE P BB 9% [ v 3 2% ) b
(3% 2% 5 & . Miller %5 (2005 ) L Wk 3k iy %t
%, W32 B MHC 11 B 283751 5 HABICTT 50
WikFT Rk E W, K6k i MHC J7 51
5 HABNCAT S 0 e 90 B A L — A 03 3¢, Sk
TSk M AL SR M M, B T ARy
2% %), Glaberman %% (2008a) i o #F 5% 25 WM
BB RE 3 A9 b B fin iz i e S v BR A L
A X S0 b, R T A 2 BR T A MHC T 2538 ] ¢DNA
Feo, K ol il o2 G5t AEY) R A L £
S, BRXPANERIEYS o3 B A K
b 5, T e 0T ER RS R A AR ]
MHC T 285E (5 o3 4544 d8 2 18] 5 A7 4R R /4 A0 0
P, FBHER 3 1k ( concerted evolution ) Xif 4 F
I =B Y P R e i o SV (=92 E TR i ]
Amer-UA 58 1 FV A © & F Fhiy MHC T 28 5
AT R LT o0, & BLH AL T 5698 /Y £z
B, X R INZEE A 8 5 A i B 0T 4R
KM T 43 (Glaberman et al. 2009) , [A]4E, i@
b3 B A5 B v 5 M MHC I 28 3 ] 31 0 5
HAb A HES W 09 SR FEAT X, R EA]
Rh—3C, R RRE, RUZY MR T A
% H 5 HAWNCTT 3h ¥ 53 8 J5 69 BIoE iy — 4> 3t
[ A 56 B AL (locus ), F T iX 88 £5 IR,

Glaberman %% (2009 ) #1726 IA b 45 8 H MHC 11 B
B DR 22 B 14 32 A6 3K sh I B
3.2.4 JEITEhWIR ORI A MHC JERAE
SR I8 IO 43 T bR AR BIE S TR AT Sl ) 11 i R S5 4
RO KRB RRE, Xl H AT B P 4R
BERL AU . FE R Z 8 Fh b, MHC BE A B
AT 1) 7 ) A B R R 2 S
MHC A5 57K - 2 e 7 49 F o2 % 14 20 52 4% 3 5%
B VU A1 R g TR ARCAE 14 A8 IV RE ) 5 AE T
71, BT R AR 195 JE K BT 77 ( Yuhki et
al. 1990) . 7F — & FE [, MHC 48 57K 7t
Az e A g o I TR 2 1 A8 S KO-, N
TERNWI S PP MHC (19 2 BE P45 HL A A5

Ko MHC 5 8h ¥y 119 5 2 T il #0038 o 1 F
TR 1 VIAR G, BT LA 4Rk B B g0 k2 Wi
15 S W) P47 A 0 2 AN E A A 25 0 5 1) SR AR A
WAz —. 5o tEtricAH e, MHC 7] 2 B
P b 2 Ak B ) ol ek B 1 38 7 4 AR R
U, MHC /3 1% A8 55 20 Bt 6 88 R 0 Fh i) st
e ZREVE R AL S5 RF IESh S B 2
] (9 1 4k O¢ & 5 246 J5 & (Klein et al. 1997,
Hedrick et al. 1998) , DA A Wil 16 ¥ b 12 4% 45 3
B AR 5w i o e A5, HECA MO B
Mo QAR B F AN s (gl Tk,
FJEAE e A OB M Bk ™ R Bk, Ujvari 4§
(2002) L AF 5T 8 454 o F HE 5L MHC T 2%
SER Bt AR e, O S 2 MRS v 22 Fh
FELL R, & B4 2 ) Bl e 119 35 1% 22 B 1 IR A5
%, Miller 45 (2010 ) M A T #7 P4 22 A [A] & 05
[ B0 W Sk W B BE MHC T 28 BE R 2 hE1E, R
Z R PR R T R S R

MHC 7£ 3¢ it % £ ( mate choice ) 1 (1) 1 H
B R Mz B FH A, AR/ RS R0 T
BEF MHC 56 P4 RS Br R 47 1 32 Bt o £ e e, 1
HLHE R oA e 3 4 vh R BE AR A LT MHC 1
ZELEFE P, MHC 7E 22 it % £ 5 19 2h 55 1F
F, $RRAE AT Wi A 2 W fi) 5% B R T 7
Bf, g7 5EF MHC 1 & B 38 Bie Ak & HL ]
S 43 F R E Y (Millinski et al. 2006) .
Xof Fity B 7 HE s MOHC 256 AL %) BF 9 2 24 4 1 IR
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7R T B AR TCAT 2R AhHE A £ 48 5 MHC JE P Al
AL Z TR AR OGP A i, 28 P9 R 28 41 SE 30 4
& T iy BB R B MIHC T 28 35k PR AH 1P IS
(2= 5% K) n i i < B ( Olsson et al. 2003,
2004), Ff)5, Olsson 4§ (2005) M i i3 7 #7 i
A T P A AT 85 ) R A e RE DR KON, A A A E
FR M R B BE 2 28 ME R MHC i (K[ A (0-#Y
HEPE) , 58 ik — g AL Jo 4 (NO-BY i ) A1
R x| A L7 T2 S B (S s 2 o e
Ao T H O-BUMEPEFEAR B 5 iy, PRI EATRY
P R, XA 7 5T MHC 9 #5485 3IE
#i (Olsson et al. 2005) . 18 i AIF 5 BF Az W Sk
FRE, & LA IESE 3CFRF MHC 53 # 52 i, MHC
HH O B i 4 0L T A 52 IC i % b kR T AR
(Miller et al. 2009) ,

TE Wi & W) R i o) 77 B A b, T AR
BAE T SR T, DU ERRETh A A Y
NI IEN, R L MHC I F A S5 01 LA
TE i 2 18] % AR 7 2 M LA $E, R E
Tk X B BR AR A IR A 3 USSR T X —
(Hedrick et al. 1994) . 4% F 5 MHC I B 2 [A]
AN T RGE M 2, KA R T T i
FERNRE AR AL PR A, U HRTE B A 4 1 5 b i
H 4 9ol /b ) 75 b AR 10388 4% 22 R 1 020 19 15 2
T (S #EAF 2004)

4 & H

et £ ay L4 B, MHC © 8k B A
SR FE X TR 358 4% Z2 A R 1) 52 ) R0 A5 1 4K
PO A A 35 A5 LAl i — ARSI . SR, BROA
FUNRAL, YFL2HHESIY) MHC BESE R R AN 2
XFE—EFERE L BHAT T MHC 763X 88 8 B (1 9
i LRI OR AP s A 2 S T i N . A B H
Jeoh i, 1F R IeAT 3 v o AR B e v 1 28
B, AL H MHC BFSE R A YA

HHr, BN ET IRy sh ¥ MHC 5P #F
SEM AT D o 38 H R B ST 5 1k E R 8
it I\ NCBT %40 P v 48 % 31 MHC B[R ¥ 31,
FH HC R 5AE (40 Clustal X) $EA7 4087, B %1t
WERESI Y, FE AL PCR 388 4 i i A

B, sEbE R, SRJE 20 MHC BE K/ 2 35
P, {2 MHC JE R A2 S B BEAR &, X g — A1k
(CRERI ARG T, — M B E S ~7 ek
HIF 5, A BELRIEAR H BSR4~ 25 47 5 A 1Y
JP B ER B I A W R XS T A R R A Y AR
B, W& 2Pkt 2 EZ M wkE, B8R, Xt
RFEARRFRE 7 Hr R UG, TAERDR R 50 BN
Mo B, 7EXF PCR 973 7= 9y (9 7 5 5 47
EZATAE Rl T R R 2 A
( single-strand
SSCP) B ARBEATHI 2L 43 M, B2 97 HE 7 W1 YA
[7] SSCP A4, X4 —4> SSCP A, HG gk 5 H
) — A B BULA AR BEAT e 91 I, RIAT A
AP AFE B BT R R TAE &
(Sunnucks 2000 ) ,

B3, Hix e s sh¥) MHC 5 Kk A 7
Z AT k. oG, TIRATZh¥) MHC &
WA E L, WS AL A BRI E B i0F 5T 5k
PR B JAE A7, 33X 7 AR B9 5 vl LAGE 2 7 9] 4R
M5B OH R K ( sequence-specific
SSOP ) 7 #r Ji ik
(Bugawan et al. 1991) &% F 4] % & 51 9
SSP ) U5 ik
(Mullighan et al. 1997) 3 #fi 58 MHC £t K] )8 AV
HoWR, YETHFFEICAT 3h %) MHC R 3R 15 /9 Jr
BN B, —EAE 100 ~ 300 bp, AfE &2
HAIE 1 N GenBank w48 R B #4417 91 B¢ it 5
Yok AT B0 By, AT DL R b R DR 21 S
HT7 R ARAF R Be iy MHC Bk, 804 38
it RACE #i R1§%] MHC JEH e K, X—JF
EEHR AR Tz . %=, N T
MHC H [H K F fr Fft i 35 15 2 AR PR BT 52, b
AT AR BN, BT REEA R, AT L
it it PCR-RFLP >k #4770 47 o

AN R I SR A S, Wl
B MHC A7 HER 73 BY 5 A REJT e T — 2B 0F
F¢, M H B R — DR EAEOk, BEE
Ir T AR HOAR | L IKHAR F 96 BB A B $i
Tt B HE Sh P 1 MHC 3E R 4 784 )5 4
H¥aZ ook, 45 SSCP K il | A8t 6 5 58 5

conformation  polymorphism,

oligonucleotide probe,

( sequence-specific  primers,
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7K ( denatured gradient gel electrophoresis,

DGGE) | Z: It & A 5 9 # R 5 7 ( reference
strand mediated conformation analysis, RSCA ) D4
K PCR 7=y 1 3 e 43 B 4, 3 86 7 s 3 4%
A F 8k (Babik 2010) , H52 1, WA —FHEAR
A LA 2 2 JC BRUE 9 ( Knapp 2005 ) o #F 5%
MHC J& PR IR & — DAY SR AERY 3 72, Bl
AR — A PP H AR 1 K R A 5 3, R Bk
Zig T 205 MHC JE 3 A [, J6A]
W % B £ Hh OC v E MHC Dhge g 5%, DL IIG:
IX S B P T S

& % X #
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