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EBE MheDRBERESETSHEREHEZNH
B Bl O RKE GRER RERT

CEBOE KA R b, A KREY IS SES L2 BHRE SR, il 241000)
FEE . FIAH4E DRB3JFRPESI Y (LA31 Ml LA32) , it B AMsE U B (PCR), MM R L8 (Sscp) U
KRR P H AR, N 12 #3304 ZO/I\DRB'W*%E?%?Q%., Hrr o MEEA 3 ~4 DA
A, #aAFHIZS N ERP ZDA LY R 2 4 DRB S, T AT THA | SR ML BT, X7
HIXS (54 DRB3 FMEERL DRB 3B MR PEAE &85 ), DA ks i) ) A9 S 38 e A8 5 A S B 20 TR 45 & X
e A ST AR AR Y R T A R SRR Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlﬂﬁ%éﬁ DRB i 81, ¥ J5 45 & X 2 2L R ,.\HHEFJXEE%&
(dy) BERFTRLER (d) (P<0.01), UEBAN £ 1 B DRB 3 H 4 Jid iE 8 1E H ., CODMEL & 5 H i)
FEHY M7 F1 M8 LLSRELAE I (Likelihood ratio test, LRT) %5 [FEE R F iR, #F —45F] H 256 D1t 307 2k v 1
HO A Y 6 A SZAEVEREAE I E MR s (M2 A3 11, 37, 61, 67, 71, 86), H iy 5 MimfL T PBR X,
Ub, IEZEEEAE IO RE R 4 FF 2 DRB 2 N2 5 09 £ ZHLH 2 — ., 2T DRB 48+ 2 P8R 4R 57k (N])
I TR BB s R KA LR, 78 NJ MW B, #E DRB LN 5 H & ER shY DRB JE N 28k X0, R
PRI R R BB DRB N Z MM S —FEEHLH . o, HEW A EE (Mure-DRB1 il Mure-
DRB11) NI FERI TS5 BE ) ( Ceel-DRB34 Fl Ceel-DRB46) 5 4= B 1 25 {3 JE BRIAR R — AN 21 ~7 19 3 Tk, BEHH
FREEA D R R L DRB R EAEW T EMIE AR,
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Maintenance of polymorphism of Chinese muntjac ( Muntiacus reevesi )

Mhc-DRB gene
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Abstract: A pair of primers (LA31 and LA32) specific to BoLA-DRB3 were used to amplify genomic DNA of the Chinese
muntjac ( Muntiacus reevesi) . Twenty distinct DRB exon 2 alleles were obtained from 12 individuals through polymerase
chain reaction (PCR) , single strand conformation polymorphism (SSCP), and sequencing. At least two DRB loci could be
discerned taking into account the fact that three to four alleles were identified from six of 12 individuals analyzed in this
study. No insertion, deletion or stop codons within the nucleotide sequences were detected. Multiple sequence alignments
demonstrated that the Chinese muntjac DRB alleles showed high similarity to that of the expressed BoLA-DRB3 locus. The
amino acid mutation sites were mainly present in the putative peptide binding region (PBR). These results evidenced that
the loci isolated in this study were probably expressed and functioning. The frequency of nonsynonymous substitutions
(dy) was significantly greater than that of synonymous substitutions (ds;) (P <0.01) in the peptide binding region
(PBR) suggesting that the DRB gene of the Chinese muntjac had historically undergone positive selection. This inference
was further confirmed through likelihood ratio test ( LRT) from model M7 and M8 of program CODEML. Six robust positive
selection amino acid sites ( position 11, 37, 61, 67, 71 and 86) were detected by a Bayesian method, of which 5 sites lo—
cated in PBR. These results provide evidence that positive selection is one of the main mechanisms in maintaining DRB
gene polymorphism of the Chinese muntjac. A neighbor—join (NJ) tree was constructed based on DRB gene exon 2 se—
quences of several deer. In the NJ tree, the Chinese muntjac DRB alleles showed a mosaic pattern with that of other deer,
implying a trans-species evolution pattern in maintaining DRB allele polymorphism. Moreover, two DRB alleles of Chinese
muntjac ( Mure-DRB1 and Mure-DRB11) and two DRB alleles of red deer ( Ceel - DRB34 and Ceel-DRB46 ) were closely
clustered with DRB3 alleles of cattle, suggesting some DRB alleles of Chinese muntjac and red deer might share an ancient
lineage.
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FEH LA EYELE A 1K (Major histocompatibili—
ty complex, MHC ) /& FHE 3 ¥ 58 A 1 5 ALK 9%
7 25 % DDA G — 28 v I OE Bl i 2k I R
(Klein, 1986) , MHC J& [ 4 i 4 i1 3% Th1 52 1A 8
HEE IR &R 456 0 T iy JE A JF B b 4
ARRE BT 40 L, i 5 K — &R B R A RN
(Ploegh and Watts, 1998), M #F 1k i f1 £ K &,
MHC 5 X fi W 35 1 R 2 3Rk A AT R
I Z & (Piertney and Oliver, 2006) , ifif H.iX Fp
ZR/MEEFEEPEIIRL A X (peptide-binding re-
gion, PBR) (Hughes and Yeager, 1998; #7 %%,
2002), K, MHC JEPR 280NN Z d AP
- PR 471, BA H B kA Y X
(Potts and Wakeland, 1990; Hedrick, 1994) .

KRS B, MHC I 25 DRB K 3 BA
KT 2 2850 DR TR B A S B AR A b
FH B 5% 2 1F ( Schaschl et al. ,2006; Radwan et al. ,
2007 ; Mona et al. ,2008) ., Robinson %5 (2003) i i
T A2 MHC T13% DRB1 K B A 360 457 HEH
X H B e sh 1 19 W 5E K B, DRB 5 A 1) 22 251
AAA S5 R T 252 6 B 22 55, 30 A T3k A 45
M Z Ak b R AR JE I #E W ( Zalophas califor—
nianus) DRB ZL N W G £ /VH 7 DAL, BRED
JEA7 DRB 2 K9 Z 8 #A &, (B [F AR
DRB J PR e 3 (19 45 4 52 IR i i) Z2FEME - ( Bowen
etal., 2004), KW HE I IE N2 ( Khazand
etal., 1999) DL K 15 ] # ( Macaca mulatta )
(Andersson et al. , 1994) 534 HERA A .

R B (Artiodactyla) MHC FE R 45 4 |
PEULR | BE A 22 25 K O ik A LT A9 T 50 4k 1 AR
%, BXTRER S Y MHC /9 AH S 55 HIAR 2> (Van
Den Bussche et al. , 1999 ), Mikko #1 Andersson
(1995) fEJLRMBKMIERE (Alces alces) FhfEHAL
KB 10 4~ DRB 55 2 4h i 75547 F& K Swarbric 55
(1995) FE— B FRFPHEAEIT K1Y 50 Kk DR (Cer—
vus elaphus) 77 &5 34 4~ DRB K ; Van
Den Bussche 5 (1999) M 32 [E mg # #k 5 4] 5
B 150 Sk ERE (Odocoileus virginianus ) A fif 1k
15 4> DRB S50 5L H . T 2RG8R0 B, X SEq)f
FEHRIN Y DRB BE[H 2 2850 £ 22 B M ((uans-
species) PEALPA M IEBE#E4E H  ( positive selection)
KAERe 0y, AN, TIPSR R I T A i 2 1]
B 4H P 4 (intra-exonic recombination ), {H7EH
R I A A D B X AL AR AP A

(HREM R 2S5 A ) 4 Fhsh¥) DRB A5 {7 5[4
MRS &%, Van Den Bussche 5 (1999) it
— BT T RERLSh W) DRB B [N 2 35 R AL LT
NN YR G 02 FERLSh W) DRB A H 3= i) 235
PEAEFRFALE] . T A s TR 2, i
B, BUR sy AESMIT I (BREEM
W) SHEERENMERAEMRREN, Wik,
HER AR SR RS DRB 2 /Y 1k
B, HE— 2B XA S MHC 1128 DRB 2 [H 2]
W, 2RI AT, HA B T IR A
PR FEFL S %) DRB AR R A

T B (Muntiacus reevesi) TE s ¥) 43224 L & T B
Bl ( Cervidae) , & W #} ( Muntiacinae ) , B J& ( Muntia—
cus ), ]z o3 A T IR MR 1 XA R B Y
SR TEWT X E F) 3h W % B AL AL A &R G2 K
AERFR B REAHEENRHE A, 1992)

ASCHIFIH 4 DRB3 JEH 25 — 4k 1 748 = 1,
PGB DRB BE R 55 4 F, 454 SSCP A1l
FPHOR, W04 B B (Y DRBBE [R 45 7y Je H 278
PR, HEERLSY MHC 5&[F 2 250 3 AL ALl #b 2ok
R FF Y UERE .

1 M5

STES B RE K DNA 1) $2 5L
ARSCEAGI T 12 KB, FEa (BB R
5K AR HTLPE 2 (4 MR | il il (4
AER) DR (4 AR, AR B
MRS CHR (HEPLECRE) , %] Wu 5 (2006) 19
7R BCE R 2 DNA
1.2 PCR ¥4} DNA sifE ¥

FH Sigurdardottire ¢ (1991) B 51 4%. LA
31:5’ GAT GGA TCC TCT CTC TGC AGC ACA TTT
CCT 3’ I LA32:5° CTT GAA TTC GCG CTC ACC
TCG CCG CTG 37 , ¥4 ¥ 2 DRB K55 —4h i+,
PCR JZ B {K & A40 pl, 27540 ng 3 K 41 DNA,
1% LA31, LA32 % 0.2 pM, 200 pM Ay dNTP,
2 mM MgClL,, 1 U fJ Ex Taq B &, PCR FRNES
B 94 CHAEYES ming 94 CZEE30 s, 60 CiE
K 30s, 72 CIHEMF 30 s, 30 MEFF; 72 C FHIE
ff15 min, PCR &5 )5, B2 pL =M T 1.2% 3
BREEE R, FA MR, X R 25 DNA BE I [0
W50 & ( X—gene ) A1, 55 pMD18-T o FEZR A (%
Y TR A R A DHS « B PR ,37 C i 85
It o BRI 40 A TERE DL IR A R, A1

1.1



13 A . B Mhe-DRB JE [H 22 25 M B 4 R ML il 53

b3

FIRBIW#EAT PCR 1Y (SWAK R 15 pl) LS plL
PCR /=¥, 5 IFE 22 W0 4,95 C 728 M 3 min #%
EUK EVRA A 8% AR M RN M W BE I (F
10% Wy Hl) , 7£8°C . 300 V HLE FHLJK 11 h, H
VAR, IR Y, e (Nikon) D8O H
B L B ARBLTE A AROE T IR, ARG SSCP 25 R4k
AR R s b, K58 RIS IR A R A IR A
AY (BRI T 3 AT . AR KT
B ERAG B A 7] A B[] — A 1A 2 /0 P O ST PCR
FER) S RE R BAE , AR AR Klein 55 (1990) Ay J7 %t
AT DRB P47 44 .

1.3 JFF5 b

FIAH Clustal X 34 ( Thompson et al. , 1997)
AT H X, B MEGA 4.0 (Molecular Evolu-
tionary Genetics Analysis version)
2007) ¥ HZIRIT ) WX A SRR P A, IF AT
PR AL i M B B PR AL s 72 S A I, W) I AR G Nei 11
Gojobori (1986) /i, 43 it bu R4 & A i
(Brown et al. , 1993) SaEPUIE LS A 47 5 R
3 (synonymous substitution rate, ds ) F1IE[[] X
R ( non-synonymous substitution rate, d, ),

FIH PAML4.0 b (Yang, 1997) #4431
CODEML F2 7 ki il 2 W2 K F By #8 R 71, %
BRI EESH o (0 =dv/ds) BRI, #EW
BT ERAZ®ERE T, Mo BFEKRT 1,
W RN IEEBRAE T, BFSE R, X B AU
HpE syt EH 406 71 E 5k ( Anisimova et
al. , 2003), K, ASCEE LB M7 Fl M8 A
XPRARAH R RAR . e, R R R R
FEMIRME, i TRAEMREZERN 2 5 (2AL) %
ARENERTT o040, RIG YR ROr ks, RIRUAR oA
M ( Likelihood ratio test, LRT) (Yang et al. ,
2000) A SCHUE H B IS S WMES LR, AN SR 5 R W

(Tamura et al. ,

7N M8 L M7 BEE A, W) e B A A S Y IE i R AR
. eAh, AR CODEML #2F Hr 1) 25 5 DL i
WiHrik  (empirical Bayes method) £ B A ] 4 B 4
i) T IEEBAER  (Nielsen and Yang, 1998;
Wong et al. , 2004) ,

JT R RERL s W) DRB 2 5 — A8 F A9 AR
S5, M R S ¥ DRB BN ik o &, A
H GenBank 045 2 1 #Y9 BLASTN 5|2 R A Kk %
R RERLSh Y DRB JE P, k. BERE (Alces
alces, X83279, X83280, X83285), L JE ( Cervus
elaphus, Ul1216, UI11219, U11227, U11230,
U11231, U11233), HERE (Odocoileus virginianus ,
AF082163, AF082166, AF082171), i JE ( Ran-
gifer tarandus, AF012720, AF012721, AF012724),
#i & ( Cervus dama, AF012725, AF012726), i
( Capreolus capreolus, U90923 - U90925 )., #| H]
MEGA # iy &F 415  (Neighbour—joining, NJ) %k
T Kimura XS B HY 2 B B3l %) DRB BLH R4

Kk kR, L4 ( Bos taurus, AY847721,
AY847723 ) Hl ¥4 ( Sus scrofa, EU087428,
EU432075) F) DRB %5 —4b 5 TR 5IE AN ERE .
2 #X

2.1 PSR N B DRB ALK 28

FIFZE DRB K —Ah R F514, W12 48
FERE P AR B R — PR Y, R RN
300 bp, PCR [N =9 52 B 2 SSCP 43 AL 3k 45 20
AR AR, AN B RS R TR AN
] A A B[] — A~ 1k /0 B Rl 57 PCR 7= 4 7 B (1)
BE, A AR B 38 & GenBank , ¥ 515
A GQ871791 — GO871810, # G Klein % (1990)
B9 7% DRB 55 —Ah % F 557 )F %] ( GenBank ac—
cession number) AT UE 1,

Rl MESKREMT EEINEMNER

Table 1 Code of individuals and corresponding alleles

MK 45 Code of individual

AR Code of sequences

1 Mure-DRB™ 01

2 Mure-DRB™ 02
3 Mure-DRB* 07

4 Mure-DRB* 14
5 Mure-DRB " 11

6 Mure-DRB™ 01
7 Mure-DRB* 03
8 Mure-DRB™ 06
9 Mure-DRB ™ 08
10 Mure-DRB™ 10 ,
11 Mure-DRB™ 18

12 Mure-DRB ™ 12

. Mure-DRB*
Mure-DRB*

Mure-DRB*

Mure-DRB*
Mure-DRB*
Mure-DRB*
Mure-DRB*
Mure-DRB”
Mure-DRB”

02
05

15,

03,
04 |

09
09
04

19,

. Mure-DRB* 03 . Mure-DRB™* 04
. Mure-DRB* 06

Mure-DRB* 16, Mure-DRB * 17

Mure-DRB ™ 04
Mure-DRB™ 13

Mure-DRB" 20




54 SR 30 &
TEFTY M 12 DR AT, A 6 M-kt +, WL, FTUAHEBR ASSC T 974 19 DRB 3 X 2 fi

BT 3~4 KFH) (K1), RUPFHIZT Y X L
WA 2= D PHE W T WS DRB BN, JF A1
K307 bp, EMFIWFEINZIE, KEN 270 bp, i#
ORI RN S| = B = 3 I m% Ak B 5 7 51
249 bp, FIHI MEGA {4, ¥ B 5175 #1122 A

83 M ILTR 1Y ek, P UQZXTLLﬂFﬁU$H 2 Al
Ja, B K BT IR A Bk R B B 2R A
Label + o+t + o+t +H

Mure-DRB*01
Mure-DRB* 02
Mure-DRB* 03

HPOALLLLS Q.. A

Mure-DRB*04 .. A...... S .. Q. L.Q YIV.R.YV ...,
Mure-DRB*05 .. A...... S .. Q.Q . YIV.R..YV .
Mure-DRB*06 .. V...... S ...Q. ... K.Y.C....HV
Mure-DRB*07 .. A...... S .. Q. Q. Q YIV.R..YV ...,
Mure-DRB*08 .. H.G....S ...Q..Q..Q . YIY.Q..YV
Mure-DRB*09 QHT. .. ... S L.. .YVWY.R..LV .Y....
Mure-DRB* 10 L.TT..... S ... Q .. LYY
Mure-DRB*I1 ... R ..o i e
Mure-DRB*12 ..V...... S...Q.. .. K.Y.C....YV.
Mure-DRB* 13 .. V...... S...Q.. .. K.Y.C....HV
Mure-DRB* 14 . H.G....S ...Q..Q..Q .YIV.Q..YV ......
Mure-DRB* 5 .HP.A....S ...... QA YIV....Y. ......
Mure-DRB*16 QlIF. .. ... S ... L.. YVF.R..YV . Y. ...
Mure-DRB*17 .. A...... S ... Q.Q .YIY.R..FV ......
Mure-DRB*18 . IIP.A....S ...... Q. A CYIY... Y. oo
Mure-DRB*19 .. ILG....S ...Q..Q.Q . YIY. Q. .YV .....
Mure-DRB*20 L. TTK....S ...Q..Q... .Y.Y....F. ...
Sites 10 20 30 40

Bl 1 B Mhe-DRB H [RI%8 — Ah W F X i A9 &5 iR 7 91
HLA 284> FHE Wi p9 Lt 45 & % 45 (Brown et al. |
Fig. 1

1993).

Alignment of Amino acid sequences for 20 Reeves’

A dot indicates that the amino acid at the position is the same as in Mucr-DRB" 01.

region are identified by a cross,

2.2 PRI

Z M N ZE HLA 1T 284> F 9 & 1R = 4k 45 4
1993) , Xﬁki%ﬁ“%%DRB?@J
hEMHuﬁ(mR)# TTARE (K1), PBR
X 24 DNGZILIRN P AE 20 MEEZR, BRERE
ik 83.8% , MMidE PBR X, A 21 N4, A8
FHRN35.6% (K1), KU DRB HEH YA 5 F 8
TE7E T PBR X B, 1 H., PBR X AE R X %
(dy) BEFERTFLEBAE(D,)(P<0.01;%K2),

( Brown et al.

5 r ¢ 7 3k R AE AH I

numbering of amino acid position was based on HLA-DRB sequences ( Brown et al. ,

S, 2K 249 bp WP HI v, AN E] 84 AN B

PR s S i, AT MRS 5 5 W L i Ry 33.7%
I 28 1R AR S A7 A 1) Ll 51 U] 3k 48.8%  (41/84)
(1) o o) B 2 S [ 0. 4% ~ 18. 9%
P 11.6% ; AERERERIEE N 1.2% ~33.7%,
S 21.5%

EYYKSECHFF NGTERVRFLD RCFSNGEETL RIFDSDWGEYR ALTELGRPDA EYWNSQKEYM EQKRAAVDTY CRHNYGVEDS FAV
CYIVLLY o
L. TT..... S Q.Qs LY Yoo

+ + e S S = 2 = e
s JVNLLLL SoKYoooo Ao ool IL.. . T.
..... Voo KYo oL TL R UYL LLUGE LT
SV K. Y..RT.LL .EL...... Ao R.GE. . T
B D R Yoo TLLELL Yo o TL.. ...
Foooveoooo Ko...... IL ... Neooo oo R.GE. . T
Ve KY..... TL .EL..... | [{ ER GVE.
Voo S KoY. VL .E.....oo0 oo
..... K L (G O ) S NN ¢ SO &
..... Voooooooo KYoo UL LR Y....VE. . T
........................ RA....... ... .. ILo. ..
UV W Ko.o... T. VL . N R.GE. . T
Ve Koo... T.VL .....N R.GE. . T
Ve o S, KoYo..o.. L
..... VooooooSo K Yoo oooos AL o UL T
..... Vooooooos KILooo 0 VL UDN oo Lo UGE T
P N KLo.... LL .. R..Y Y
R So KYeooooo Ao ool 1L \
..... VooooooSe KooVl B e
LV KLo.... LL .oRYo oo oo GE. . T.
50 60 70 80 90

B LS5 Mure-DRB* 01 —&; + Fam AR 8 A 2%

muntjak ( Muntiacus reevesi) DRB alleles based on the standard onedetter code.

Amino acid residues forming the putative peptide binding

1993).

FIH CODEML F2 /57 Hr i) M7 Fil M8 458 #Y X A< 3¢
PECHE HEAT TR, 452 & BIAL A M8t M7 i
EARKIEH, K E DRB RH LD T EHIE
BEEAER (P<0.001) (F£3), AT 5
D TE Ve R i, #E— 2D R g e DU S i, HAGr
26 NEFEMNO T ZIEEBEEM (M4 11, 37,
61, 67, 71, 86), BR%E 67 S&KLMNL LS4, HE
Z W PEAE B ST PBR X (3R3),

R 3 BB M7 0 M8 BRI IEE A A RIL R R AT X B8
Table 3 Likelihood ratio test (LRT) comparing the models M7 — M8 for

®2 FEXNEBHREMERLEHREL PBRMIEPBREMISTE
idence of positive selecti d model paramet, >stimat,
Table 2 Relative frequency of synonymous ( dg) and nonsynonymous SVIConee of bosTive seection ane moce paramerers esmars
5 T Ny A )| SR 2 1
(dy) substitutions in the putative peptide binding region ( PBR) and B L AAE ) (LRI 28 1oL 28 5 K
Model LnL Estimate parameters (LRT{H) 2AL
non-peptide binding region (non-PBR) among founder alleles M7 -1 75 94 P0 14 g 22 86.1 4
fL 5 Sites dy, % dg, % dy/dg P M8 -1232.895 p;=0.903 (p, =0.097) P =0.023 (P <0.001)
PBR 38.3+9.1  9.6+3.7 3. 99 0. 001 q=0.028
Non-PBR  7.6+1.9 6.4+2.0 1. 19 0. 046 w=8.459




1 4 [ {4 . 5 )8 Mhe-DRB 3 [H 22 75 M B H 2 R ML il 55

2.3 JERLshY) DRB 3N R % kA b

P4 (Bola-DRB) F1¥& (Sla-DRB) (IR I F
SIRANERE, M TARRIER 3 R, EHE
B (Odvi-DRB) ., S E ( Ceel-DRB) . B JE (Alal-
DRB) . Yl ( Rata-DRB) . #k JBE ( Ceda-DRB) .
. (Caca-DRB) , VLR A SCHT kA% 0 # e 20 & )7
GIFEN ) 7 Tl RE DRB A5 A 5 R 2Z 8] 1 R 48 & G
% (Kl2),

93— Mure-DRB02

100[ 1 Mure-DRB"15
4|61 [Mure—DRB*IS
Ceel-DRB"45
Odvi-DRB*03
4‘72 E Mure-DRB*19
76 Mure-DRB*08
65 Mure-DRB*14

92, Alal-DRBI09
Alal-DRBI°03
99| , Alal-DRBI"07
911Alal-DRB1'04
— 66

Mure-DRB07
Mure-DRB"04

Ceel-DRB*48
Mure-DRB05
Mure-DRB*17

90— Rata-DRBI1*0701
—M‘E?am-nmsrmm
Rata-DRB10301

Mure-DRB™09

84
Mure-DRB*16
93 Odvi-DRB*11
67 Ceel-DRB*31

Ceda-DRB2'0101
Ceda-DRB1"0101
Odvi-DRB'06

Ceel-DRB*42
54 — Mure-DRB"13

100 FMure—DRB‘O(S
Mure-DRB*12
60 Bola-DRB3'R158
_|:Bola-DRB3*R164
Ceel-DRB*34
Mure-DRB’01
99 Mure-DRB*11
85 Cada-DRB1°0201
85 E Cada-DRB1"0301
Cada-DRB1"0101
61 Mure-DRB*20
4|77 Mure-DRB*03
100! Mure-DRB’10

Sla-DRB1°0502
98 Sla-DRB1°1102

—_
0.02

B2 F4BHEEE (NJ) 2T DRBZERE —4 87 F 50 i g
B9 LR RS 4 DRB S5 % R 40 kB KR,

Fig. 2 The phylogenetic relationship among DRB alleles of several
deer was reconstructed based on Mhc-DRB gene exon 2 partial se—
quences using neighbor§oining (NJ) method. Bola: Bos taurus;
Sla: Sus scrofa; Mure: Muntiacus reevesi; Odvi: Odocoileus vir—
ginianus; Ceel; Cervus elaphus; Alal: Alces alces; Rata: Ran-

gifer tarandus; Ceda: Cervus dama; Caca: Capreolus capreolus.

MONT BT U R 2 3 RE S ) 52 JEE A
YIHE DRB 2507 2 X 73 55 44 B 528 B A1, 8t AR

MY ¥ F AR R B Hh 43 A, B BE AT S fE DRB A5 fi
RIAE &R e i d ol o 1, SRR HED, o
DRB J7 41 2 UL JUAS T3 90 44 5 /N 43 = 55 HE il jE 2R
JPHIRRIT R OCFR, A M2, HEN Mure-
DRBS8 ., Mure-DRB14 H1 Mure-DRB19 5 =3 15 & W #}
(1 KA 53 11 R e TF S0 AR B — A Il SE i 43 32, e Ah,
Mure-DRB1 Fl Mure-DRB11 43 5| 5 T i () Ceel-
DRBA46 il Cell-DRB34 VL J 4= ) 2 A~ 5545 B A A%
— AL 4y

3 itk

ASCR 4R DRB3 & HEE S 519 LA31L M
LA32, M 12 A~ BB S 4] DNA w85 1 20
A~ Mhe-DRB S0 3E K, BLATIAFSR R B, %519
FEHADRERL S b R A AT RAFA Y RCR (Mik-
ko and Anderson, 1995; Mikko et al., 1999; Van
Den Bussche et al., 1999, 2002) ., /R4 4 # i
ANJE ¢DNA, [HASC P8 )75 4 54 DRB3 DL K
B E Y DRB RKIE A5 LLxF, J37 51 8] [a] Y5 P 4%
m, HIRA RBAEMEA | SR BRI, $2
INASSCIT Y38 B L 502 5 24F DRB3 [R]UR Y 2% 1540 45
(Mikko et al. , 1999)

TCiE 2 A 5 [ e 0 a) A9 A% S, A o Rk DR 4K,
WY B AL sk, Y BOR BB Mhe-DRB $E A
HAEEFEZHEE (K1, B1), Bk, 121
AMEFRA 6 MK EA 2 DLLERSEAI LN,
FIRZ S| Py D\ 8 B i 2 /047 38 1 2 4> DRB {3 8.
P SCHR AR 1B, 124, A5 JFE AN G FE B A P> DRB
(VAW N 1y TR g VA 1 - N < S IR TT = W g 2 1
I B R HOA B — AL s T AR Dy s i
ROV AFERRF R A AR R, BERE . WERE AN AR R
BB DRB K 2840, 1B A g
A = ) DRB 3 N £ & M ( Swarbrick et al.
1995; Mikko and Anderson, 1995; Mikko et al. ,
1999; Van Den Bussche et al. , 1999, 2002), Van
Den Bussche 4% (1999) M 150 =k H B JiE b L k45
DRB L 1 AL 8 15 ANSEALE K, 1 Swarbric
(1995) M50 Sk SEHsrEs A% 2 4> DRB fi
MU 34 DML ARSCN 12 MRS Y L 2
DA DRB {7 514 20 NEERLEH, Fik, 5HE
REAIIL BEAR 1L, 5 DRB KL ELA 80 8 1 £ A
WEIN R, MHC R Z S MDD S EFEE
71, ARG R DL S AR FE ML A R A DG, —
5, & RBAN S MHC 28 R k; B
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TR A% 0 3h Wy B A AT B ) B A B i MHC 238
PE, DR Rl ) A T2 RS T 22 KOF (1) MHC £
A ok X PT R BE N & OZE B R R R (Wills and
Green, 1995); PREEHGIFARRNIE 2 0 3 ) 48 3R 589
AR D1 sh ) B 380 1) MHC 27857 (Hoelzel

et al., 1999; Westerdahl et al., 2000; Yang
et al. , 2005) o A ORI 28 B R 48 I aok Iy SRR

BONL, A Fh A, AEFRE T A T A AR
Mo, R AR ON HA B A AL RS, A IR
HoE ) DRB IR Z &M, Wik, M3y MHC £
DR — A%, T PR BT 5k £ 1 7 7T R 2 2 1 o R
DRB £ H LB EZERNE,

W DRB 25 40 87 P S04 1T IR A8 53 47 51
Fe il Sk 33.7% , & HE R AE S50 a5 b s
48.8% , 52 DRB K& [H ¥ %) 725 5 K - R A
{1 (Van Den Bussche et al. , 1999) ., ¥iJRgh & X
GRS 5 AL AL L B = ik 83. 8% , T dE PBR X
B B 35.6% , i H, $UJR%ZE A X (PBR)
] LR (dy) WD FARR XK (d,)
(P<0.01), UiBI#EE DRB JEH S 488 FI &
R R FEEPETRE S X, PR A X AR
Rl Sl T B IERPEIERH , Xy Rit—2
#3%% H CODEML 72 J7 i A M7 F1 M8 £ il 45
FIERIIE (2 3) . FIFH 2568 DU 07 vk of 6 A D 6
A2 IEEBREH B R 25 (7811, 37, 61,
67. 71, 86), 1M HHEHH 5 A& i T PBR X
(F£3), Wk, EZEBEEMZ4E5F % %8 DRB 3 A
ZAPER EBAERFILE], A SCEE R R B 3 IE R
Vet BE R 3h 4 DRB 3 R 9 1k i) = 2 AL =2 —
( Mikko et al., 1999,
1999) .

Mikko 5% (1999) X4zt (4R
FAERLR 4 sh%0) DRB N L Rk 17 T HF5E,
N K425 DRB SE I S AL il 5 2 K2 2251
AR, 4% DRB J¥ % F1 Bt DRB J¥ 51 JL-F A&
&, [P 8GR Z M DRB JEF L4t 24, Van Den
Bussche 5% (1999) XfRERL (446 H JEW BFF1 25 4
REERE) 3h%) DRB JEH 1) R Gk fb X R 4T T 4
i, INHEEYIFE (trans-species) L JE R 31
DRB I =gy A4 R HLH, HiX Lo 15
WA R EWR Y, A3 DRB 5K R 48X
RO G TACERIERL 3 WA 7 FER S Y
JPE, BeAh, AT A4 F 8 R 4> DRB T FIAE
XTHR . NJ A L w3 0 HES O =Xt B 3 I R SR

Van Den Bussche et al.

B3 AR DRB JE B I 5 43 58 sl 57 i i fe s
AR 2 BRI SE BE DRB 5144 80 7 18 3 3,
B RERE ., % YRR DRB 27 3 K 415 fE WA
MR P R E R LR, BKR, FEF DRB A
RAEAE B B s A Ak G | X5 BL AT B 58 25
W — M (Mikko et al., 1999; Van Den
Bussche et al. , 1999) . {HA5 & 11 2 ¥ B 55
fEFEH (Mure-DRB1 Fl Mure-DRB11) F11 55 JF ity i
ANEERLFE P ((Ceel -DRB34 HI Ceel-DRB46) 5 4= F}
I e VAR~ S i A N VA B4 et s A 4 7
Mikko %5 (1999) 7EXF X %25 DRB 45 B A & 4t
KRZIAT My, W2 EE i BEFE DRB J¥ 51l h
1 e 3X WA 7 51 5 4R B DRB 4 o7 B LR 28,
T3 PR 25 7 41 5 e RE R [ 05 1 47 ) 1 A8 e d7e K
THERE Y Z B R AR5, 155 Z 5
A2 2 ~ 5 T AR w1, E & B IR 5E 5
XA AL B R LS, AR SCEE SRAESE Mikko 45
(1999) FTMLEZH| A DRB 507 56 M 3% R 2 Y,
AR A )T, B 1) 25 ) b 2 A A B 2L B 55
A HIE, R EEM (Ailuropoda melannoleuca)
DRB Z¢f 3t A Rl A 47 £ (Wan et al. , 2006),
KAEM 7 4~ DRB S (i SE W b, A 2 55
DRB FEH Y 5¢ R L 5 A B H A 5 4> 55 o B R ¢
R, Xu % (2008) AN KZE B Fhik 1k &
AT Im NS B, BHE R 51 S 52 80 G2 b ]
REVR T &l dh Ak, BN [R] 0% 9 R 5L A AR AL B B 05 ik
BT (LA A B G IR A ) o X B RS OF AN
EAEASCMEEBIMEER, HEES S DD
K RERN LI | 17 B 2RI K, TR ME
MG XY R A R R SR e B T, B, AR
SCH ARG B A1 $5 B 4 DRB A7 3k A Ak H Al
R, HAROREEASATHEUL, 5R
K25 DRB 3K 2 & W 4E £ AL #2581 ( Gyllensten
et al. , 1991) . K, B5Y)Fh NG 2 4ER7 (€ DRB
FEHZBPEN 5 —FEEALH
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