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Phylogenetic Status of Breeding Gulls in Hongjiannao Wetland
Based on Complete Sequences of the Mitochondrial ND2 Gene
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Abstract: In order to reconstruct a phylogenetic relationship and explore their phylogenetic status of four gulls,
the complete mitochondrial ND2 gene sequences of Larus relictus, L. brunnicephalus, Sterna hirundo and
Gelochlidon nilotica, were amplified and analyzed by comparing with other 44 gull species as the outgroups. The
results showed that the entire mitochondrial ND2 gene sequences of four gulls were all 1 041 bp in length. The
topologies of phylogenetic trees reconstructed based on ML, MP and Bayes methods were similar, suggesting
that L. relictus belonged to the Black-headed species. L. brunnicephalus is more primitive and should be
classified into the Masked species. Our results also suggest that S. hirundo should be clustered to Black cap
species with G. nilotica as the sister, and the G. nilotica is more primitive and located in the root of tree. S.

hirundo is most related to S. sumatrana and the branch: S. paradisaea, S. hirundinacea, S. vittata, showing a
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polyphyletic relationship. The specific status of S. hirundo is not clear. The relationship of Laridae, Sternidae,

and Rynchopidae can not determined owning to the lack of samples.

Key words: Larus relictus; L. brunnicephalus; Sterna hirundo; Gelochlidon nilotica; Phylogenetic relationship

AR AU (S EAES D ALEE SRS S gt
M 2z — R 5 T AR EOK S Y
L b 545 B, M IX S 20 SR 79 B, SR
BT 8 H 14 B, Hop, i A KY2E 4 Jg 10 Fh
( ¥ £L55 2010) , 1M 75 g BAH B LA 4, 53 51
N i W ( Larus  relictus ) . FF Sk KBS (L.
brunnicephalus) 3% 18 36 1% ( Sterna hirundo ) F1 K
W 15 B ( Gelochlidon nilotica) o ot B 5 44 Sk K H
HIR A A I UL R NG S RS IR SR (TR
HESE 2011)

BES N A ERMEY) FP FE T SR
W A= Sy, AT ZL 0 s A 35t S iR 32 A
(H 2045 2008) , Hoopeifisdefm &0 7 i
FERS (L. audouinii ) i MV b 2 R % B Y i Fh
(Lonnberg 1931) , H 2 £ 3k 19 (9 25 B ( Dement’
yev et al. 1951), & J5 3| H 7T 68 o ¥ 1 (L.
ichthyaetus ) FIEE 3 1 (1) 24 38 7 ( Vaurie 1962)
WA ZS AR FE A BLRRAE AT A A B 4 X
1o IS A Sk XS 1Y 0 28 A8 1 TF 20 B 3 (5 1 90 45
1994, fi] 25 45 45 1998 ) . {H W73 7 ff &t &,
IS5k K R G R R UNM? TER G K
A P ARAL T A7 H ETE AR WHRGE .

Xt T AHE RS 28 (Terns ) #EAk Iy S2 089 WF 52 475 ik
Z— A RGAHRE (Bridge et al. 2005) . ¥ i
FHE LS 10 85 15 Mg N8 b TR AR L), 2 S T e NG
IS I MR % L5 353 XS Oy £ 21 il (He et al. 1992) , 1k
Hhb g SRS R ST IR, A A
FE O 3 A 35 DG o B I 0 v e, NG TG R XS D) o 3
ERETHNWE, Z W WRER G, 5
WY S5 ik B gt K A HLOAN 5 R L, BV A A iE
PEOLG (TEH MESE 2010) o % 3 7HE K9 11 10 o5 sk
K 4b T R G o S A sz 7 s Y SR 2
KERE GRWASFEL—E0

NADH i = B %8 — W 3 ( NADH
dehydrogenase subunit 2, ND2) /&2 ki {4l 1%

BEEE SR T2 — o 5B AL KA
Lo, H R B PR Ay 5 AL 3 38 (Near et al. 2003)
CA &K ND2 S T 5 2800 72 0F 58
(Dimcheff et al. 2002, Marks et al. 2004, &%
BEAF 2009, W BH AR 2011) , A5 ok ND2
B EBA REFA T Fhricki e, BT HRTSE
B AH GBI 5 £ A P FE XY IE H (Galliformes) |
% 1% H ( Passeriformes) A% 7% H ( Columbiformes)
HE £ H ( Anseriformes ), K W % & H
( Charadriiformes ) & 2% 4 5 2 K9 2K ND2 JL K 19
AT o

AT GE T L1 I I A Y 4 b 2
AR ND2 B[R 2751, 454 GenBank 511
47 SRR 528 ND2 BRI 4 9, ) = A s ik
(ML MP FI Bayes) B # 48 Fh 525 51 MK &
BREKER, BN 4 MR RGHh
JIT Ak 3457, I35 £ BE 3 A s WL AR 28 5 O B
SRR PEA: Tl IR S AR PG, B M A RS E Y £L
P 0 b IS 2 i R D] 2 2 4 IR T 2 R Al A i
Rk,

U BRSOk

1.1 tRARERERFA DNA BB 50
Sk IR | R g R XS X S A RS AR AR 45 1 5 (AR
FET- 1K), 2010 4FE 6 J >R FH Bk 7Y 21 5 5L 0
32T 100% £ BE v 5E 4 K, -20°C 7k
fE R A7, AR IR bR A (Y101, Z01, AOT |
X01) ARAE TREVG A Sh A R b A%, R
FH A% G5 11 - 5507 £ B3k X6 3k 5 4 DNA 3 47
(W MESE 2011) o 1% FY 350 1 B 358 I H 3k
K, FEELAY DNA #5013 7 & T -20°C oK
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R AR S AE (1 b3k 4 R 24 Hifl 47 4%
W R EIE H 5Lk R ND2 3 R 4 ¢ 31 R
# A GenBank, 745 B L3 1.
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#x1 Y#KE GenBank BERE

Table 1 Species and their GenBank accession numbers

B Family J& Genus fh 4 Species GenBank 5
B &} Laridae WS J& Larus Y L. relictus K3 Y101
FEk WY L. brunnicephalus A 701

FEk WY L. brunnicephalus JX155863

R L. argentatus FN543388

HWENY L. delawarensis AY631363

FEAEKY L. smithsonianus FN543389

AR RS L. cachinnans FN543396

NS L. saundersi JQ071443

INBIFRY L. fuscus FN543399

MRS L. dominicanus FN543397

RS L. canus FN543371

5 LIRS L. brachyrhynchus FN543357

SR8 L. atricilla EU166931

ZBERG )R Rissa ZHEES R. tridactyla DQ385093

JHE WY B} Sternidae 8 {8 J& Gelochelidon RS s 8 K G. nilotica 73 X01
W5 WL C. nilotica AY631383

FeWY J@ Sterna M MENY S, hirundo A A0

3 HENY S. hirundo AY631378

I FCHENY S. forsteri AY631376

m MM S. hirundinacea AY631379

JE W HENY S. paradisaea AY631384

MR HENS S. sumatrana AY631387

B HERY S, vittata AY631390

NG S. albifrons AY631366

B 35 A ERY S, supercilliaris AY631388

AL BEHENE S. nereis AY631382

IR S. fuscata AY631377

WM HERY S. anaethetus AY631368

FIIEHERS S, aleutica AY631391

RS JE Chlidonias HI#E RS C. leucopterus AY631360

INIERY C. hybridus AY631359

Sk NS & Thalasseus INRGEL HERY T. bengalensis AY631370

KINKHERY T. bergii AY631371

W Rk MERY T, eurygnatha DQ385095

[ i Rk e K T sandvicensis AY631375

T 8 R GL e NS T. elegans AY631374

FRGEL MRS T. maxima AY631381

ZHENY JB Anous ZHERY A. minutus AY631356

T % FERY A. stolidus AY631357

KR Cygis RS 6. alba AY631362

F 58 Hydroprogne LTWEE MRS H. caspia AY631372

WEE R Alcidae Jit W 142 J& Synthliboramphus i W E4E S. antiquus AP009042
W% JE Fratercula KVGEEWGERS F. arctica DQ385092

1545 )& Cepphus W4 C. columba EU372680

338 Uria HEERS U. aalge 1Q435061

JE S U. lomvia JQ435083

BT 9 R} Rhynchopidae BYMERY J& Rhynchops HBTHERS R. niger DQ385094

I K8 AL Stercorariidae

WM J& Catharacta

KIENE C. skua

DQ385091
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gk 1
Bl Family J& Genus 4 Species GenBank 5
4 WE 8 B} Chionididae 4 WE N9 B Chionis G W K C. minor DQ385085
£1 /% %} Burhinidae 1198 Burhinus HEAR A1 B. grallarius DQ385083
W75 7% F} Haematopodidae W5 % )@ Haematopus M EWES H. ater AY(074886

1.2 PCRyHEME =7 Hk(Sorenson et
al.. 1999, Sorenson 2003 ) 42 {4k () 1 2k 26 7 44 3@
MBI, AfT BT — 45 EiiFsI ¥ (L5143H.
5'-GAACCTACACRRRAGAGATCAAAAC-3") Hi
— % T W% 51 ¥ ( H6313H:. 5'-ACTCTTR
TTTAAGGCTTTGAAGGC-3") Fl T 14 4 Fh kg 2%
ND2 LA, eI 47 15 ( degenerate sites) Uil : A,
G =R, Sub-PCR J Ji 2 J7* 7E 1 1 55 (2012 ) %k
fitlh I 47 38 24 & 2. 95°C T A8 1, 4 min; 95°C
45 5,53°C 60 s,72°C 60 s,35 G ;72C
7 min, 4°C {4 #& . Sub-PCR JZ I 1k & 25 pl:
10 x PCR Buffer 2.5 pl, 25 mmol/L MgCl,
2.5 ul, 2.5 mmol/L dNTP 2.5 ul, 10 wmol/L
Bl¥ & 2.0 wl, 5 U/wl TagDNA 5 4 fili
0.25 I, EH 4L DNA(KEAR) 1 l, 4805 il ddH,
O #ME . § 3 =8 1. 0% 1 35008 W 58 e H Tk
KD, 11 0. 8% 3t i Mt 5 o 1m0 e 7= W) 2 At ,
DNA B M & (db st | BB AR A
MR #EAT A 28 i A= TAE Y TR (i)
JBe A3 A BR 2 W) 52 I o

1.3 FrstEGEERMSN  FOIPHEMT R
{#i A Staden Package 2.0 ( Bonfield et al.. 1995)
B T A 5 O R R A A Sk S LR R I [A] 20 4
%% ( GenBank % 3% 5. JX155863; 1% 8 4
2012) BEAT L XS 5E 4 FhG ZokL f& ND2 Bk (K] 4>
FPoIALE ., 0 R 46 % 7 2R AL, O
PRAEFT A 51 24 BE A #0352 9, R
FATERE N Z L% W 1o BT A J7 91 ] ClustalX
2. 0( Larkin et al. 2007 ) 1 MAFFT( Katoh et al.
2008 ) P Bl AR PR 2R A7 Z2 8 41 LE X (RN 2
¥0) . i MEGA 4. 1(Kumar et al. 2008) 4t it
ND2 JE Rl 5 26 1, %5 8% 10 3R, IRPE E
AL RGBT, % R G A B 8 43 SN B
48 F 528 ST SRR 43 1 7 B P A REHE R A
% ( Burhinus 5 MO WA

grallarius )

( Haematopus ater) 4311, MEGA 4.1 i+8. 4%
oA AR ] 1 352 14 B B 45
1.4 RHEEZEFHH 455 MrMTgui ( Nuin
2008 ) #1 Modeltest 3. 7 ( Posada 2003 ) %4, £l &
A R B UL AL TVM + 1 + G, 7E PAUP =
4.0 b10( Swofford 2002 ) #x {4 v | F| F £ £C 5% 4
FERL SR H e KL AR % (maximum likelihood ,
ML) ¥ % ML # . [EIFE7ZE PAUP = 4.0 b10 #K{4
g F| FH — & 43 (tree bisection reconnection,
TBR) Y73 352 4 5, #0473 A U &R, 1
F¢ K8 29 ( maximum parsimony, MP) #, 1 000
WHEKE H 2K ¥, @ & MrBayes 3.1.2
(Ronquist et al. 2003) %4, FIH TVM +1 + G
I oA A, 47 DUt 2% (Bayes inference, BI)
SIHT, ZECUNE <R G R RE AL L R 7 2 R
Bl R85 B 52 4% < % (Markov Chain Monte Carlo,
MCMC) | & £ IF IR T 2 500 B HEA,
Xof R A AN AL S — A, BRI BLARS

£ PAUP % 4.0 b10 #1447 KH ( Kishino-
Hasegawa) i1 SH ( Shimodaira-Hasegawa ) 5 5 5
Gz ) 22 S R B 5 43 BORN 43 32 SR R
TreeRot. v3 ( Sorenson et al. 2007 ) I PAUP
4.0 b10 #4355 52 1B/ 3 5 45 £ (partitioned
bremer support indices, PBS) 3 i .

2 RS0

2.1 FIHFIES T 2 XA T T A
51 ZcND2 K& [H 42 Jp %) TG e B 4 AR Bk 2%
I R T, 0 L B S 4 % B O ATAL R
o B W KGRy GTG 4b, A2 48 A LL ATG
PR i R R S | LR R SR T R VA I
50 AMMALL TAG 20k, = BERS I LA TAA 280k,
MEGA % 4 48 i1 45 R . ND2 Jk 3t Ay
1041 N7, &3 T 4R 51 A7 /5 (conserved
sites) AR S i/ B ( variable sites) . H B i A
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(singleton sites) & Z B EH , W# 2, AT,
C.G bl B iy 7 1 & & 32.2% ,25.7% |
31.8% .10.3% , B Kk 41 W 77 76 — & B &
i 7% o

i A 45 2K A T Oy B e A A 4, O EL#R
BRI T, TC ¥4 (80) i T AG #%
#(37) o PUFD AR T, T EBCORE A TA 5
#(10) F1 CA Hi e (17) o B LA 40 K 2 #F &k
AR AR 5 = R, U R AR K 81
24 5 AV R DRSE R TE I 1) B 5 R
BN O F 1, AT UL B 1 5 = A AT
o N Z B R 2 K T B TE R
h WY S ) 80 i e B4R

W N G R (B R A )
£, 75 A XF [6] L % #8 F ( relative synonymous
codon usage, RSCU) i ] v, I 58 55 iy 1) %5 A%
TR =N CH A MM, X IES %5
T AL COAL AR TR B R A R
Bl Z2 AT R, Ul B R s Rk
AT =
2.2 HMEEMEEESH 7 MEGA 4.1
PL K2P #8555 25 B 9 R R ] 9 352 14 R 25, R
FH 25 57 BT I B 7 32, DA B e o 51 46 1) 5 48
SRR X 5 A PR R

U 25 G0 A 45 2ROK BT 1k IBCRY 48 Fb 5 2k
STAMAR SRR ND2 P42 )7 50 73 il 7 D FE
Group 1([7}) [ Group 2 (FHEWGA}) | Group 3 (5
BERSFL) | Group 4 (MW FL) | Group 5 (# H 1Y
Ft) (Group 6 (#gEF}) . Group 7 (SMHE) . 7 Bt
PN fE 5 , Group 1 24 0.049  Group 2 iy
0.122 ., Group 6 fy 0.142_ Group 7 & 0.244,
Group 3 .Group 4. Group 5 Rf 57 W& W R} | i K8
FIS I XS B, A48 e R — W0 b, O A% e
n/co T BT 238 R B O 0. 166 5 B[]
BB IR 3,

Vg B4 8] 38t 4% B B AE R RGE B AT i 2
%o WWENG RS A & B 2 1) Y RS K, 7R
0.232 ~0.256 Z[a], SMEE S H A & B 2 ) 1Y
BALEE B AE 0.220 ~0.251 Z [8], 4R 5
RSN R N O S W el (51 o S
0. 174 ~0. 198, NS Rl 15 W R} | BT W K A4 1
K F} 2 [a] 74 38t 1% B B 7E 0. 186 ~ 0. 195 Z Ja]
EERRT , KSR  FERS B8 2 00 R R, 13
AL 5 MRS R | 5 W R B G R R O R
UL, B WE RS LS HAL R R G OC R AR BT . th
TR G4 AT 2 A 2 B ] 23 33 B A
1o, BCAS AIE 50 R FH R ] 38t 4% BE B A S BF 5% - 1)
KRS, R e 7 AL 20 2R 48 A

x2 FIBEESWSEIT

Table 2 Summary of properties of the ingroup datasets

g it 2751 T — R AR AT = AR
Statistics Complete sequence 1st sites 2st sites 3st sites
£ J& Length (bp) 1041 347 347 347
<P AV 5 Conserved sites (bp) 488(46.9% ) 195(56.2% ) 276(79.5% ) 17(4.9% )

75 S {37 5 Variable sites (bp)
B 2915 B (bp)

Pi: parsimony-informative sites

553(53.1% )
447(42.9% )

H % v f5 Singleton sites (bp) 106 (10.2% )

A+TEREETI(A+T) (%) 57.9
FTE §% FE Identical pairs (ii) 892
%4 Ttansitional pairs (tr) 117
4 Transversional pairs (tv) 32

AR L R (0/tv) 3.6

152(43.8% ) 71(20.5% ) 330(95.1% )

107(30.8% ) 43(12.4% ) 297(85.6% )

45(13.0% ) 28(8.1% ) 33(9.5% )
56.7 56.5 60. 4
313 337 242
27 9 81
7 1 24
3.8 5.3 3.4

55 N A S B & TR K R AY 43 b . Within parentheses are the site percentages in every sums.
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Table 3 Kimura 2-parameter distance ( below diagonal) for ND2 nucleotide sequences of seven families

P W FHE NG B i g 1 A S 5 1 45 B L%
Family Laridae Sternidae Rhynchopidae Stercorariidae Chionididae Alcidae Outgroup
A
S n/c
Laridae
e Y
ot 0. 186 n/c
Sternidae
il ALy
DI R 0. 206 0. 195 n/c
Rhynchopidae
S
MRS 0.208 0.188 0.205 n/c
Stercorariidae
T TEp S
R 0.256 0.245 0.252 0.249 n/c
Chionididae
4R
% 4t 0. 201 0.187 0. 198 0.174 0.236 n/c
Alcidae
ShiE
0.242 0.240 0.251 0.222 0.232 0.220 n/c
Outgroup

n/c FaRP—Y R AL B n/c indicates single species genetic distances.

rf B S B 5 28 N A TR AR R T A B S R
2K 2 [8) 35 A B RS B 43 B, AR AT REAL T &R 48
CEESESRZ A

2.3 HFRENAE

2.3.1  USAYED T AR RLER Pk 50 47 J7 3 B
PR ML R DL E] 1, B iR A% 38 5 B ML S o
575 ARG

A PHAH S5 A a0 NGRR3R 2 1/ 55T
B W86 XS R 5 g B AR A I P e R B —
s [ (ESRE, BYME RS A} ) ARG RL ] (3 B 45 54X
RICAPI RSB RO — 3, O7 16 5 AR A 4
SILR B o S-S N R R 2K JE SO
) BRI RS v A B O JH AR R AL AR
GRS 0B R 22 ) 1) B AR A AR U S I XS
B E 5 (ELAS 06 ) 2 B O A A7 B AR T B B
AP SN Z 18] B 9 # A5 4 O < 35 0 O R
Ak T F GRS 0 T, S iR o R 2 R A
AL IR 0 73 SR AAE — L 5 5 K W8 T Ak o7 8 o7
TR RE I S R HR 5 18 WG 5 S R 2 O R AL
P Sk 08 230 5 = Bk RS A7 T WS R0 SCER AR R, BN
o 5 W A HE I 5 PRAL RS SR — 3, 0 T
WS Bk I S TOURR 5 NG ot M 105 5 21 W I G NS 2 25 O
R, B IR, T HEWS B SO R s B

FHENG 07 T WG B B IS BT, e M I
2.3.2 AL EE IS R U (E

ANT IS 2.0 I, 18 R G KT 3T I T
FEIR B INAUA (Knight et al. 1993 ) o AfIF 58 5
Yo 5% e/ i LE B2 H R = 3.6, Ui 51 4>
R ND2 2 4 1) i S 5 AR BEAT 38 B AR A, i
TEAGHE MP A I AN 5 AL

ARG RN 2 fron. 5 ML WA LE, &

{24 MP R rb 2 386 10 1T TO0 2 JHE S 114 T R A
AR ML R IR AR 5 MRS Bl 5 20 5 T
E’%ﬂ%*%‘%*f—ﬁ_ By SRR I AN, h

o W AMERS 5[ AL AN, (RS HENY, B AR
?Ré[i%)]ﬂ’]"fi%‘i‘%’é)ﬁﬁ'%W?a@[%/l:%ﬂ*
o R O I RS 5 K LR I AR 2R 2 ) A R A
R, M ML A 2R 5T N 0 2 5 5 RS R
R HBH IR S A R R o Wi 172
T JIT 36 B TiE 42 B 5 Bl 5 I A B oy S0 o7 BB
ML B4 BT B, Ak 18 48 B SO iR AT, O
ANJEAR ML AR AR L5 2 T 1S 5% I 9 75 2 1
Iy SCILR B ik . MP R At RS A Sk R RS
W6 IR S T 2 S A 5 ML B 45 SR AR TR
2.3.3  Um-rfEieik BIAHR b ETH (K 3)
5 MP ML B 254 [ 59 J2 8 4 & A = 4k 331 32
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S — AR R ML MP B, 5 [ 4L K AR 77 1
TR IHIRRE i 5 [N RFTR, (RN, 5
JEVER IS ) ] 153 S8 =43 S O 2 5 4 — b2
R IR | 3 2 I R [ AL I, (P SEERY
PR ) ] B 73 SO i =70 SCRY I &5 5 = Ak
Je 23 RS A P T SR B e R O — 5, oAy
25 BhIHENS B B RN — K3, X a5
FRBTWE WG — o SN =0y LI IR B S &R . Bl
RS R B i | Sk RS D G 5 N XS T Ak 3 S
fii 55 ML MP B 3 $h 544 A ] o

2.4 AEMESEEMIFERLN #Edk
7 SH A KH % ML 2 \MP 3k A 01 - 3 vk
JI ke S ) =Bl R G B W EEAT T ORRAG A5 R
7~ SH Al KH K556 19 P B fe /4 0. 198, 4 KE
0. 871, ¥R Tl FAE 0. 05, il = Fi Jy vk 44 gt
MAZLERLREZR.

PBS {EZE 454 - ML \MP A 73 53] 3L A7 45 5
48 > BRI AL 14 F 15,43 (44 46 B A [ 41,
PR GEM 2519 5 PBS (XA S5 5 B A SL A
BA2AS AR E RO T BI MR S A
=AM = SOF R BRI o Gt a R (R
4) AT LAy, =A% PBS de KfE I 37, H Y
A BEAE . BTEKEE T5 W5 T B WS K T MP
MR T ML, (H S AOR UL =Bl R GEA PBS {H 6
225 A

39 i

3.1 BRSEREBMIELBRSE S LM

FR N A 2 2 3%k R Y 0 28 R e 19
ZEIH A B (Ericson et al. 2003, Slack et al.
2007, Diaz et al. 2011) . 732 B¥roc H F/KE5
BT, G0 — 44 B9 2600 3 i R 26, BDRY 2 (Gulls) |

R4 BTMEHEND2EREPBS BEHWER

Table 4 Analysis results of PBS values of mitochondrial ND2 gene in 48 avian species

IZFNE/S I - UNTELLL)

2 NVE/S I FNTTELL]

R . . DL 37 44
Node Maximum Maximum Bayes tree
likelihood tree  parsimony tree

1 21 21 0
2 0 0 21
3 0 0 0
4 1 1 1
5 0 0 0
6 3 3 3
7 1 1 14
8 14 14 4
9 4 4

10 3 4
11 4 4 9
12 8 37
13 37 37 37
14 0 27 27
15 27 0 4
16 4 4

17 6 6 0
18 0 0 37
19 37 37 17
20 17 17 0
21 0 0 13
22 13 13 5
23 5 5 6

R . , DL S 4
Node Maximum Maximum Bayes tree
likelihood tree  parsimony tree .

25 2 2 2
26 2 2 15
27 15 15 1
28 1 1 3
29 3 3 6
30 6 6 13
31 13 13 6
32 1 0 8
33 6 6 7
34 8 8 4
35 7 7 2
36 4 4 0
37 0 0 0
38 2 2 1
39 0 0 26
40 0 0 0
41 1 1

42 26 26

43

44 0 4

45

46 1 0

47 13 13

48 0 0
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HEWG S (Terns ) | BT W [0 28 (Skimmers ) | W 1 &
(Skuas ) F1 5 M K 25 ( Sheathbills ) ( Peters 1934,
Sibley et al. 1990, Thomas et al. 2004 ) ,iX — &
© 25 FF 52 (Chu 1998, Paton et al. 2003) ,
F [ iR A9 55 28 0 28 22 48 W HE G S Mg 4
FIAAMIE B 2050 Rk, A RS R GRS R 5T
K5 B, 85 W 1S B ( Chionididae ) | W KS 7}
( Stercorariidae ) | ¥ 48 B} ( Alcidae ) ( £ 6 2%
2002, 2011) ,

FI 3 FhAS[R] 2R 75 325 % 48 b 528 R 4¢
RE K FE A WS R, BRI R
SURFIFE R AR, A2 E BRI i 4 K
W M Sk K % ( White-headed species ) | B sk [
W LT L KGR D Sk RS % ( Hooded species)
( Crochet et al. 2000) , Pons et al. 2005 1 %} K
Bl Rt AT TRIRAIANFE . AHIETE SCRRAS KSR
O34 R, TSk NG IR 9 T DS | e e v 1S R
HWES NRFTRG ARG | SE FE ARNG | w A AR RS 2R
WA RS 5 Sk XS R % B S 5 B Sk RS G A 45 a8t Y
T 8 % 0 4 A 3K I

i FZ5 A rh A B Sk R R AL T AR G B T
Ui , 35t W8 Py 7 R Sk G D Yk 2 i T L RS R
KBS AL T 4 RIS, ol &, &G
TR SR TN LR LR SRS L 7 B
TR M GRE, OF B =% Z 0] E % ¢ R BT,
AN S 38t 1 T RE R A Sk B Y AR SR, IR AN
SCRFRR K Y T BE O 5t G AH SS9 R 3. Pons 4§
(2005) #1478 45 (2012) /Y 438 W FF b A 0
Ko A& Pons & (2005 ) (9 fF 58 LA [ 4 v i 15
(158 AR KY L. leucophthalmus . H 40 K L.
hemprichii 3t K% ) | (4 5 28 77 =004 B 35t 19 | M
Hh I IS RN K X 3 RS Y R 2R R T TE
A 2012 By AF 5 rb ) DL L i RS (55 G | 9
K b rRifE S ) 7R T i kY oy
BT 0 AH G W Bl ( Ml v RS RN iR RS ) ND2
BL A 4y 81 BT I O R B W sk, R PR T IRORE RS
AT Y A a5 I L e G RN M o T NG 22 (R] Y
KEBCAHFTH LR, BALUEEN
S, 15 NG 5 v v NG R Y K 2 [R] AF 7R BT Y
RGERFR

3.2 ESRISE R L E FRESFIES RS R S
ML ARG H AR B A P2k
G (KO 2002) , K 3l KG B B 10 &
44 T, ARIEZ P KRG AW K ND2 B
A7 SR TR RS R 7 Jm 27 A 526 Bridge
(2005 ) ) FH Sk 5 2258 P 1 S EROE SRR AL, B
TN 28 70 il B WE ( Black cap) (U AT H BE A 2R
H (Black cap with a white blaze on the forehead,
fi FREBERE) | H 7 (White crown) 3 4> K i, Jf:
HATFR SR R, B E S 26T R G T
Ui , b T FE AL BB I 3, L REJ% (White blaze )
fah, FUE R S 2R R B, AL T R G R AR
LB . =R RGEM NG R
R R S, 2 e S J L RSk e I i O N i L TR
WY Ja FEL R J& o A SCHE B T AL 5 19 6 Fh e Y
J& 5 25 7F Bridge % (2005 ) i1 Tavares % (2008)
ghip P4y B T NS Bl A9 Sternula F1 Onychoprion
PIAJE (ISR AT (H 2 AU R GER Y 3R
DU, FIBEMG 6 Fh e K | 15 2K 1Y B 55 8 I
HoAt N J& 5 KR GO RBGIE , Ih IR 5 R
S NG JB ARy — 3L, Efe 55 (2009) fEF| 1 £
FLH R G K F M DNA Z5 I A% AF 5% 1 W it XUk
FHE IS I b ) 9 45 18 b s, TS (S
trudeaut) F8f [CFHERY B Ih IR A 22 )5 55 Rk ke
RS Jm L3 . T Bridge 55 (2005 ) #9458 o (1 T
FHE IS 710 3 [ HE I . Sy B ok AP 22 5 DU 5 e S J
SIS o ARSI ) T SR o TR IS XSk FHe G
JE R W OC R T H RGN 0 AR IR A E
(ki BIR 0.62),

A 5E S Bridge 45 (2005 ) K 3 K K 73
3 RGBS, I L T8 FHE IS XS I IR K Xy
SJE TR (K 2) o 3 RO [A) g A 5 2k
AW FERRGERE KRR, 4G Ly
B LG % 8, G R b T 1 R ) S
B TOUHS , BT 7E e 1S g 5 Rk NG JE oK % K R
BT (Jackson et al. 2012) , B AS 68 Uk # f@ AT
W 3 HE K A R B e X A [ b A e RS (R 36 e
RS, T A% AHE B ) | =2 1] Y B B M A7, {2 T 2
TR M e G R L A NG N [ b B e
(FILMENG, mIf Ny ) | X RE AR H 2878
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—itd, HUE TR 7> SR B i e b g A A TR {H
JEVAUE KR G X R B . 3 Bl & G B 41 b
S5 4G 1 I 75 NG T g XS D AT W B RS R B —
L, I HA T R 0 R N 5 2y SR, T
AL, IS T T S L K S G N A R A, B Dl
o 5 WG A LL, B M MR NG b Y B
CBRIES &S

3.3 BOR-EESAR-BUMEEAAINKRE 3 A
[Fi) 77 2 i A 11 O T I R -2 IS - 5 g ) R 22 )
AR TR 25 AN AR TR (1 4A) o i SR R T 2
Pl ) MP b 3 BF 22 18] 9 0C £ O [ 5 4 K
B, (KSR RS RL) |, 01X — 2538 5 F ] DNA Z¢
AT BOA L 5 28T 4 28 R 48 (Sibley et al.
1988 ) #H — 2, 1T L6 4 o A7 52 5 15 1 [ A 1Y &5
2003, Livezey et al. 2007,
Livezey 2010) (|81 4B ~ D) o FJ e KA IR 48

2 ( Ericson et al.

H ML R, R 3 REZ ] S5 A [ e
BECRGRE, BT W RS BE) 1o A DUt 347 4 98 2 45
B 3 BLER NG 3 PN IS TY [ WG R, (TN
BEBTHERS BE) T, A Fain 45 (2007 ) (9 25 2 ([&]

4E) . A F#E B RNZEMULE 1S (K 4F) (Paton et
al. 2003) . AT —FP A &L, KGR 58 5 WG R

I, SR MK YRS n XS BL Fn 5y M g R (&
4G) (Chu 1995)

XTIk 3 B AR € 7, H R %A — 1
B 119 25 18 , Paton 25 (2006) | FH 12 902 bp £k
B AR SE R 40 T A Y R G A 4 SR 5 O 2003
AR A% S R A 09 3R e A L AT S ) -t
RERL-BTMERS B Z M B X R EA AR, &%
WAL IR B AT ) TSR [ BT ME RS R, (BY R,
HERGEL) T FhEE . AR T X 3 B
M AR T 3 AR RS LB W, T AE

Laridae WE Laridae
A SRS Fyncropidse B “gﬁ Lames ¢ #HGF  Stemidae
HELF  Sternidae Uy FiRynchopidae By EY#} Rynchopidae
N BRESHE St i BEESEl  Stercorariidae
Maximum likelihood tree ﬁ%ﬁ Alcidae MR Alcidae
E Laridae fﬂﬂmﬂg:::ﬂ?r:: Charadiinas” AR Glareqlidae
R Sternidae 378 3 i Vanellinae AR Jacanidae
1y 5E @4 §} Rynchopidae BEFA Jal {fFPuniatis - Tharadriinae” il Ro.s"aml!dae
eS| Mi#  Haematopodidae ¥E¥  Thinocoridae
Maximum parsimony tree ﬁggﬂ Recurvirostridae ##  Scolopacidae
: sl Burhinidae WiEsFl  Haematopodidae
Eggﬂ %er::mdae IR Cora [ F| Recurvirostridae
BE  Laridae fit#}  Charadriinae
ife 2o fild Charadriinae
Bayesian inference tree | I: K% Chionidae
W Laidas Aff%#  Burhinidae
D Laridae F Rynchopidae
ﬁm»ﬂ Sternidae g;ﬁﬂ Sl):: ni::el
gggiﬂﬁynchopldae WELE o O
rié] Slsrm:arndaa e S‘e'_we
iﬂﬁmmhtonldﬁ ®itE  Glareclidae ’
Wy Laridae
e MESF  Stercoraridae
EEE Rostratulidae ;EYFl  Stemidae
A#E  Jacanidae BB L Rynchopidae
E MELF} Steridae i Scolopacidae [ e chenles
BB B £iRynchopidae Wikl#  Haematopodidae —| ol e
¥ Laridae _E EHEE  Recurvirostridae ﬁ.ﬁy.;ﬂ. om _
HEFE Alcidae A% Charadriinae WE Haematopodidae
WEYFL  Stercorariidae FA7 {145 Pluvianellidae B FAFH Recurvirostridae
#i8E  Glareolid _E WMEESEE  Chionidae 23 T Vanellinae
Ai##E Burhinidae {#%#  Charadriinae
B4 BR-HBR-REBRZEAMARNARZETR

Fig.4 Several typical phylogenetic relationship trees in Laridae-Sternidae-Rynchopidae
C. KA TABOE R T FPLLL R (A N & 1A A A

A A 3 A ; B. DNA 2232 #4 ( Sibley et al. 1990) ;
K #4 ( Ericson et al. 2003) ; D. #%
2007) ;

A. Three trees in this artide;

A 249 PP BR A P — B0 (3843 ) (Livezey et al. 2007) 5 E. 5 KALUAR (Fain et al.
PG B ) T A AL B R (Paton et al. 2003) 5 G. 2973 M1 (Chu 1995) .
B. DNA-DNA hybridsation tree; C. RAG-1 and myoglobin intron Il tree; D. Segment of strict

consensus tree of all MPTs; E. Maximum likelihood tree; F. RAG-1 tree; G. Parsimony analysis tree.
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T T W B i BORE A Al R > (1 1) 5 Eodt
oR UERE e s 4 TN O PR Rt (3 A T
i & A5 BAT IR, BT A B R B8 R AR %
DALY LR T O AR 0 Rl RS BROR AR SR T Y
J& ND2 [N 42 Fp 9 (H 22 ARG R 5 el 42
2R R TR A 0 55 B 4 T A ) S L BT A
HIRG LT WRERME TSN R LT R
Fo X — A fF

2 £ X W
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