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This study was conducted to identify taxonomic differences in the characteristics of Rhodeus uyekii and Rhodeus
ocellatus during their initial life history via an interspecific hybridization experiment. Hybrids were compared to their
parent species, and the findings were used to inform developmental research in commercially useful aquarium fish.
The hatching rates of the cross-bred eggs were 75.9% for cross UO (R. uyekii @*R. ocellatus3') and 71.9% for cross
OU (R. ocellatusQ % R. uyekii?), which did not differ greatly from the hatching rates of the normal cross-bred group.
Backcross experiments resulted in 100% egg mortality during development. Newly hatched larvae of the original hy-
brid crosses were similar to those of the maternal line, and the color of the egg yolk was similar to that of the paternal

line; therefore, the respective traits of the interspecific parents were identifiable within the cross-bred offspring.
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HAF ok (Acheilognathinae) o7+ % o] 2K Cyprinidae)
of ol 4% BolRRAl AAHeE T00%0] His)
= Zos d#A] Qlth(Arai, 1988; Banarescu, 1990; Chang
et al,, 2014). S-2|ufefoll A HALE HApFoln} o] i HE
2(Rhodeus), ‘GAF4(Acheilognathus), Z'gA|2]4(Acan-
thorhodeus)?] 34; 14%2 2 7|25} S L}(Kim et al., 2005),
SR ol MABHAL 3= W& 7N (Rhodeus sericeus) 3 Z
Kim et al. (2014a)ol| 2J3]] A1F 02 W 1% Y525 Tana-
kia latimarginata)7} 57} =W A 1650] A4leh= o2 &
A Qlek, Harg gApRol} o] 7 165 7He-d| 8F°] AL7E2
2 {3} RIE7} 50%0f 0|22 & w3} Ao AFdt A=
& 11 9Jtk(Kang et al., 2006). 0|52 Aafjato] &5l g4
At olmj Il FE & o-8shs H5T ARSAS 7L 9l

of it i R 712 ] Al71E 270 bl A B0 R

AEEE FAISHES 3kstg) o, Xt sk Au]gAket 4=
d 9 Yo vERNF Faste] @5 At
of] &JEdh= HRFFobl o) Fo] A& o] Eal oA 2Hg-skal
Qlth(Beak and Song, 2005; Kim et al., 2011). E3F HE$]7]
Z 139 YALGAZ(T somjinensis)e} 2= 71 (Rhodeus
pseudosericeus), g AT, signifer), =3 AF(Acheilo-
gnathus majusculus) 5°| 7§A| 4= 74xo] oJste] HEL7]E
2o WA HSE U §lo] HEo] g g Afo] =2 HRato]
THNIBR, 2019). ZtA[ g0 =712 AFEA] 7] o] Y= &2
Aol o} ZTHY] IfolFE FEEIL §lon, X A7 E
A 2 A TAFo S AQUARAMA 201590 A 4o
AR 391 YAt A A A ol ZEAl ol 9] ol g TheE d
2] dej= A7|7E E 7] = skt
FZFE7N(R. ocellatus)= SO E 2= S-S A€
St =0 o ¢ Sgpof] E3EslaL, Yol A4lE= R. ocel-
latus kurumeusi= "B = 9] o}F 0 & FFETh -2jufetol A4
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ZAgolet dEdEl wgEe] 271884 409

= SEdE e iR =en] A WA 7]z S wrt gl
AEA} R, ocellatus kurumeuso| A 22l E]o] e oz 7t
HHth(Hosoya et al., 2015).

oFE Ao o UFIEL 2FHULS 1 AR e
£ E7ko) LS Bl AR HEOREE 494 ol 5
A, S AT E D557 Hsto] A== Al Qltk(Ihssen et
al., 1990; Kim et al., 1995).

ofstol Q014 E7 HH-E WS AT o]z} Ak]
2 SHA = vl %51?} S kL, HFHAE E51H]
dhAC s 83 FES U AZ 4 Qlon(Bartley et al,
2001), 53] ot o 752 Aol A & 7N A 7} RIEIsHA|
HFAHETA & A It (Hubbs, 1955). o]& ET|2 253 9l
9202 AXE) gk A7k o] shov, WARol)
o] Foll A= T H &S WA E Fo] Z18YE vt ok (Suzuki
and Jeon, 1993).

Fazola} olRe] FE] Tt A ZHAIBole} Bkt
=, A. signifer (Kim et al., 2010), 6P7 ngyﬂg} EHAE(Kim
et al., 2014b), 5 A7} HAE, T. lanceolatus (Kim et al.,
2015) 5] Akl g Edol| gt A7k 18 = 91aL, R. sui-
gensis?} ZFA|5-0(Suzuki and Jeon, 1988a), ZtA]-5-0] ¢} L
At 312427l (Suzuki and Jeon, 1988b), ZFA]5-018} Wid=7)

o] R. notatus (Kang et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2012) 5 1%
e B A7 AR ARHY o] Aol REE)
Apolo} -2l Lpetol] A 4lahe SlE )] 919120l mtal
S 5o 2 ATl el S4S 2REa uws)
sral 2ol 1S BAISIT, Alo] flElo] 44 2.9
Fa 4 QLS Bels A A H5 A S B eke =
o) FHA o ® f-83 Wl 2 /7] SRt 7] 2+t
A5 Ak B,

]_
1}

> N Kl o

|

El o & not
OE[‘-{]Im

Iz H A

Ao Atg
*‘%‘Oﬂ AR ZEA o9k SEEE TR ] Hlol= 2015 5
574 A QL 91 o] o2 FlEE A7 W A
Xl o A Zrfel Sk o] &8l ek, AR 2Ht ?—
2] AFZF2(45 % 30 X 45 ecm)ol| 4] AT A] BEE 0] 83t =8
o1}l o 2 AREFATE AR 20-22°C (Ht 21.0°0) &
FABMFEAL, AR EE S8l W2l 4t E 2 Wil
SrAksFSITE.

A
=3

A3 2718 Kang et al. (2006)2] 2 o] wha} ZFA] 5o} A
WE(R. uyekii § % §; UU), S&G=7 AAH(R. ocel-

i‘i

latus 9 x 33 00), ZHAE01S mAR & WAHR. uyekii

$ X R. ocellatus T ; U0), A=2HE7/E ZAZ oF wH(R.

ocellatus$ X R. uyekiid; OU) 5 4719 AgxHACZ L+
of A3},

Q1A o) ALE-E ZFA)Ho] 210]9] HAL5.10-5.90 cm (F
- 5.5540.57 cm, n=10) R 1, =7l 20] Q] HAS- 6.46-
6.58 cm (w%h 6.52+0.08 cm, n=10)5 QA& Aletyto] 1
= W HRQHEPHE o] ol Askich et A
%% %ﬁﬂﬂ = 2] 41 9942(0.9% NaCl)7F 971 HE g]t]4)
(A& 15 cm)ol| A A o 25 E YA H A HE Eotsto] Qs

A aFoleh. e 1Y 13]4 50% SheAl# F9lch
'ﬂ%“éé* ERNSIY I

22 Zlo| ARSIt F ek, 2AHE 1074
AR %}‘BJE AElslo] THsE % 7](Nikon JP V-12BM, Japan)
2 o4 vro| 2712 0.01 mm7HA] eI, TS A

A& 1] 7 (Nikon JP SMZ800, Japan) 0.5 e 2 WAy 1174
& WAL AR o}@‘t} X}xloi = ‘ﬂﬂ TTEI el

) Qoo Hoi7] A= §2) *P#*éow P
03 AR AR 4o 1520] 18] 50% HEES $HeA]
# F. AA] 019 ”*O]L 3 F TH 45970 g
u|ol Artemia sp.)2] nauplius -3-442 1 mLy 2-371A] A= &
oA, 45Y o|Fofl= W5 At (Blood warm, Hikari
China)®@} YA=27] 500 um =0 wiekAl=E (dry feed, Jeil-
feed, Korea)5 &3t 533t
o} 21 55 50‘77le 1 supe] 4, 5.8} 3 6UFE 2017
of @a717t2] 5dof sute]¥ A3 T upHA|(MS-222, Ethyl
3-aminobenzoate methanesulfonate, Sigma Aldrich Co., St.
Louis, USA)E o] &510] nh21A17] 5 of#le] 2712 A4
w43 TR ARgste] AT, 0.01 mm7b] =

gkt

Z 1
ol ey

ZEAgolet SEEEvlel b Feie Al Bl 7k
X%q_ﬁi o7 Ha]il/da]— o] AL, _ﬁ_ gj\czi__u:]’ §L_4 A O
LA SR RS T it ZhA) 5ol o] b
7:‘0] 3.39-3.97 mm (H+F 3.68 £0.41 mm, n=10)% 1L, T4
1.36-1.55 mm (8 1.45+0.13 mm, n=10)g/c}. AZH=N
o AL A7 0] 2.53-2.71 mm (H4F 2.62+0.12 mm, n=10)
QL T2 1.47-1.60 mm (B 1.53 +0.09 mm, n=10)%ct.

o.,>i['

2 60-100% (B 80%)= Lt
uuY IH B39 792% 7188 17.7%,
00 2312 63.8%, 7|88 14.8%2 LERo ], wak7kel
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OUO A= F-3k& 71.9%, F31 £ 7] & 16.6%F ¥ 3131, UO
L 23548 75.7%, 7188 12.4%5 UEFGTH(Table 1). 238
2 7R =2 9 o|gl oy ZAlBo] T 71@Eo] gt
By =7 Uet SoldE Bt

AANA L wF 7] A& AT FY e T
o] Adtet FUHA ek ou A 1 F AR
SAIZF EUA] o Aol A B F|Akshol T

oY oy

UO (R. uyekii $XR. ocellatus?)

74 A5 o) AL B8 Fat A dato] A=) A1z
319, it 93] Bl 2] okokoH(Fig. 1A), =74 350
o) Aupst A dHEre dito] BalE]y] Aztelela, W3
I} ate] Afolofi= Bo] AZth =4 F 1474020 G
£ FE= IS Arhel] Aol EejEHA W] 1/5%5
-2 AR ok viERE: /3 sF3ITh(Fig. 1B). 4278 £ 24|t =
igke] Fof SiFEo] £ ZH R Zepr| 1, 4] o] 52 | &
T7F REE O A HA] 24127l Dl thFig. 1C). =4 5 24]
72080 2 o A =3 dEo] Yol -2 7|2 o] &
o] 44| 3 7]of] D5l ITHFig. 1D). =74 & 3AI7F 20420 = 5
g dgho] Zh2- WAl 0 & YJojut 84|27 of Dt 1 (Fig. 1E),
T T AAZE 204 00l= 16A1 327 o]l Eotgl o H(Fig. 1F), %
3 52171 2080 = 324|271 of) D5t tHFig. 1G). 7 3 64]
ZE2080l= A2z e] £ 427} S7FsHH A 644327 of) 51l
31(Fig. 1H), 74 F 8AI7F 20200 = Al £5 Ale g 4 9l
< Jr g Bdsto] A4l7]o DetsichFig. 11). 4 5 114]
ZF 400l = o] A7) 7 A Frol L, o] A o]
FHA szuf7]of GelthFig. 1)). 78 5 1717 o= viRt
o] 7HAFE] 7} vl F| A A wiEhS & Adabelar, AFTktel A
HE] d5S gol Wgel Yt HiajE o], 271 Gzl &
SkAthFig. 1K).

S B 25A 7ol = ko) 2/35 dof W oA 7] )
71l EotglaL(Fig. 1L), 74 3= 30A17F 2020l i= v gho] A=
=& 5] 2o W LA wiAlE P ch(Fig. IM). =%
T 3447 2050l WE] Zolle 27|, A4S E mEjrt
PAE| )l om, 2 F 44471 2080l = H 7] Z0] 23 7)o}

=
kel
T

(o
N
l-op

2] Fgol Alsk g th(Fig. IN).

T 5 A8AIE 20200 = v A o v 2] FEo] TE o] vE
e il e uA 1ok AARLL(Fig. 10), 4 5 S04
o= AA 4] 50%7t Fatetgon, 4 5 5243 ell=

s T 7O
A| kAL,

=

Hol5 L Shasigich 531 2§90 pof= ZA o]

neEls dEe] ofefF o 2 W glolon, AYE = T &

of 14, vl Zell 1717} B/ =] et

OU (R. ocellatus$ XR. uyekiit)

7 AT 2 55 5P| Al o, ke

o] &hls] L2l A] kth(Fig. 2A). 4 F- 5020l= de
defo] f2|=7] Albeta Al Tttt dhat Atoef Fof &

71 A2k 4 3 1A 4080) = o] HE= st

of Yol o= HA o] 144 =5 A}A| 5= vl
= $ch(Fig. 2B). 74 & 2417k 30-20li= viRke] A

>~

F

ox i 1o

r
I

=]

—

ol

o] g4

HSol ZupA 2 0= o]F=E AL, 2719 T+t 3
EH A 24]227]of] FFATHFig. 2C). 4278 5 3A17E 102
202 0|57 HUH St o]t o] 2 A7) 9] 47 Al
2 Hrol A 44| 27]0f st ithFig. 2D). 7 - 4417H 102
ol = 47N = Urol HH &7} 87 = Lo A H A 84| 327 o]
IS cHFig. 2E).

T T 5AZE 100l = 22 Al 2o £ WA 0 & Zg)o]
o] 1642£7]°] 253 al(Fig. 2F), 7 $- 6413t 1020]= 32
H2710] @3k e m(Fig. 2G), 478 5 TAIRE 10:20]= 644
327]0] 2alithFig. 2H). 424 3 9A7E 1050l = A 2] 4=
E Al ofgl& FER Ao o] o] Fo| AL, &Y
7|7} ZolAHA] A7)0l Dt elth(Fig. 21). 44 & 124]
7k 3080l o] FHO| et A Y] S o] FHA] zH|
710l Gt aL(Fig. 2J), 774 5 18AIZF 1040l = vigke] B4
E|HA AZHE ol F o2 |t 134 E Hol yHet =
7] Ful 7] ol GekAeh(Fig. 2K). 74 5 27417 30:20fl= =
9] 2/37 =5 ol e LA 57| duf7]o] Eatel o (Fig.
2L), 78 5 31AIZE 30:20ll= vl gho] AlE=71A] 2h5] E o
W} ohgjo] = A ko] upgEol = fral o] vl A| 7} 3
AESAL, A= A5 A7]7) e E7] ARl Th(Fig.
2M). =7 F 36417t 3020)= Ae] 7 AlshHA] 7] A Fo]
et 22 = QAL e Foll= H 29 47|74 skel) 4

U

A

oL

Table 1. Comparison of fertilization rate, hatching rate and the deformity rate of hatched larvaec among experimental groups

Experimental group

Fertilization rate (%)

Hatching rate (%) Deformity rate (%)

UU, Rhodeus uyekii

85.0-94.4 (89.7)

72.7-85.7 (79.2) 5.55-30.0 (17.7)

UO, R. uyekii 9xR. ocellatus & 66.6-100 (83.3) 69.2-82.3 (75.7) 8.33-16.6 (12.4)
OU, R. ocellatus 9xR. uyekii & 61.5-100 (80.7) 53.8-90 (71.9) 11.1-22.2 (16.6)
00, Rhodeus ocellatus 83.3-100 (91.6) 52.6-75.0 (63.8) 4.76-25.0 (14.8)
UU 9xUO &, UU 9x0U ; ]

$U0 4, Ul gx0U g 60-100 (80)

00 ¢x0U 4, 00 2xU0 &
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Fig. 1. Egg development of hybrid between UO (Rhodeus uyekii % R. ocellatus 3). Scale bars=1.00 mm. Shown in Table 2.

A F45A17E 3050 w29 el AT IR AR T o|Afe] Fabrh GREUI, 544N BE o] Rabt

o =1L, 73} 2 o] o] =A] =l Th(Fig. 2N). SR

4 F 49K17F 30 viHe] o2 Bo] vz o] wi) L[0! SiEHures
_ T xixlof e
29 FW ORA Rk ALE AT, A S e B
54) 9k94TH(Fig. 20). 4 5 S3AIZbol AR S4eke] 50%  UO (R uyekii $ X R.ocellatus §)°] 53 4 2oz 44

Table 2. Eggs and embryonic development of hybrid between Rhodeus uyekii () and R. ocellatus () and at water temperature 21.0+1.0°C

Stage Elapsed time Characters Fig. 1

Zygote period

Fertilization 0 h 00 min The egg absorbs water A

Cell cleave period
Blastodisc 1 h 40 min Blastodisc is formed B
Two cell 2 h 00 min 2-1 array of blastomeres C
Four cell 2h 20 min 2-2 array of blastomeres D
Eight cell 3h 20 min 2-4 array of blastomeres E
Sixteen cell 4 h 20 min 4-4 array of blastomeres F
Thirty-two cell 5h 20 min 4-8 array of blastomeres G
Sixty-four cell 6 h 20 min 8-8 array of blastomeres H
Morula 8 h 20 min The size of the blastomere is getting smaller I
Blastula 11 h 40 min The surface of the blastomere coincides with the egg yolk J
Gastrulation 1/3 17 h 00 min Covered 1/3 of egg yolk K
Gastrulation 2/3 25 h 00 min Covered 2/3 of egg yolk L

Embryonic period

30 h 20 min Development of embryo M
Embryo just before hatching 44 h 20 min The tail is getting longer N

Hatching period 50 h There was not movement of hatching larvae (Hatchability 50%) (0]
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Fig. 2. Egg development of hybrid between OU (Rhodeus ocellatus @ xR. uyeki 3. Scale bars=1.00 mm. Shown in Table 3.

4.36-4.55 mm (F 4.45+0.13 mm, n=5)=2 F3}o] 9k o 7
1] 235717k g0l AU, v Bl 17)9] 5717} 3
so] ik, Wl Rt AIERA W] ofgfBo R
2] 9110t Algko] kel ke A w4 WA 45° Flol4
thFig. 3; UO-0).

OU (R. ocellatus ¢ % R. uyeki §)2] F-3} 215 zjo]= A7}
3.15-3.47 mm (B4 3.31 £0.23 mm, n=5)= W3}2] o Eoj|
= A2 V=] dhAgo E s o QIQlAL, He= Al o
o7 e Sl AH Sick(Fig. 3; OU-0).

O] #at & 194 171 Aot 27 5.42-5.77 mm (S8t

Table 3. Eggs and embryonic development of hybrid between Rhodeus ocellatus (}) and R. uyekii (3) at water temperature 21.0+£1.0°C

Stage Elapsed time Characters Fig. 2
Zygote period
Fertilization 0 h 00 min The egg absorbs water A
Cell cleave period
Blastodisc 1 h 40 min Blastodisc is formed B
Two cell 2 h 30 min 2-1 array of blastomeres C
Four cell 3 h 10 min 2-2 array of blastomeres D
Eight cell 4 h 10 min 2-4 array of blastomeres E
Sixteen cell 5h 10 min 4-4 array of blastomeres F
Thirty-two cell 6h 10 min 4-8 array of blastomeres G
Sixty-four cell 7 h 10 min 8-8 array of blastomeres H
Morula 9h 10 min The size of the blastomere is getting smaller I
Blastula 12 h 30 min The surface of the blastomere coincides with the egg yolk J
Gastrulation 1/3 18 h 10 min Covered 1/3 of egg yolk K
Gastrulation 2/3 27 h 30 min Covered 2/3 of egg yolk L
Embryonic period
31 h 30 min Development of embryo M
Embryo just before hatching 45 h 30 min The tail is getting longer N
Hatching period 53 h 00 min There was not movement of hatching larvae (Hatchability 50%) (0]
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Fig. 3. Preflextion and flextion larvae development of hybrid between OU (Rhodeus ocellatus @< R. uyekii & and UO (R. uyekii @ %R. ocel-

latus ). Scale bars=1.00 mm.

5.60+0.25 mm)E AJAE7| = AT, B Wl
FEo)} or BHE| AsiRon, £ 54 How u

oot aejo A= S o] W= QI Tk(Fig. 3; UO-1).
OU9] H3} 5 194 7] Atof= A% 4.21-4.40 mm (B
431+0.13 mm)E AFE7| = AASFY AL, e =45 920

2 30| x| 7] A| &SIt e 722 ]E‘ o] | 9l aL, W
2] FEL k& o Z ARSIl o, QFET| A E Altk(Fig. 3;

OU-1).

U09] H3} & 297 A7) Apof= A% 6.42-7.14 mm (Ft
6.78+0.51 mm)& J4E719] Zol7} Zob L, t=ofl= S
437} 2519 thFig. 3; UO-2).

OU9| £3} & 297 H7] Atoli= A% 5.28-5.54 mm (B++
541+0.18 mm)E vl Fofl 17§2] E7]7F Y=L, o] H
Holl= ol YA e, g 4e] o] o] I I THFig. 3;
0OU-2).

U029 33} & 597 A7] ZFoli= A7 6.74-7.46 mm (Ft
7.10+0.51 mm)= AAAEE me] nLe we} vk

a|7kA] o] & o] TkE| ¢l Aejet Xl 5] &2
o] whgstylon, WA S Attt Aok P5-S BHE
&9l ch(Fig. 3; UO-5).

OU¢| 3} 5 597 7] Aol= A4 6.34-6.71 mm (H+

6.53+0.26 mm)E ol ST} W2behr] A &FeEg L
o g AZENY A=guls ZeElon, WPOMTH
=9 obelj&-S whet @ollo] 327] AJAtste] ArejA|=gu] 7]
b U] =2ju| S AU oA AR B2 Alo] TEE Y
thFig. 3; OU-5).

U0 53} 5 8UA 57] Abol= A7 7.29-7.86 mm (B
7.58 +0.40 mm) 2 50| 2} £ 2 upo & ¥ 1]z g
oloflis U 7HA] BFe] S a2 7} 2Fsie) e o] &2
Al EgdEo] 452 Flo| XA e x| =gfnof 67]¢] 7] 27}
gkl th(Fig. 3; UO-R).

OU¢] 13} & 8UA %7] Apol= AX 7.35-7.41 mm (B
7.38+0.04 mm)& 13} $)Zo] = Wb mok 87), LHEkA]
& 5719 SA 327 ARSI o A7)0l Xe] &9 n|i
=0l 45°% FlofRla, me|A=en|7}t BalstEA 3719
7|27} &/ =l 3 th(Fig. 3; OU-).

U029 73} 3 1294 571 Aol A%

R g 91, 5, u]n 2o £
Bu) 71274 Y7 Ao
212072 Z7}5Hch(Fig. 3; vo- 12)

0U®] 53} 5 1207 57| Aol A 7.45-8.07 mm (B
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Fig. 4. Flextion larvae and juvenile development of hybrid between OU (Rhodeus ocellatus QxR. uyekii & and UO (R. uyekii QxR. ocel-

latus 3). Scale bars=1.00 mm.

7.76£0.44 mm)2 W] 23t of7hu] 5ol W7
A wepe] ST AL, 2 ol A een] o] 7] &
= AR 47, RA| =] SAHR skl on, wEfA]
=2jn)= 12702 718k chFig. 3; OU-12).

U09| 72t 5 1997 $7] Aotz 417 8.59-8.64 mm (F+t
8.61+0.04 mm)= oprtu] £ L= U7k mefel &
M3 7h A Q). B o 2 H iz e u] & A2l 7 e
A =Evle 2etste] 7|27 A E AL, S A== ] 107,
HA 2wl 17H7F B4 = 9l o] Al7]efl= o] AL, o
oI5 AF3] AletRon, = Yol A frgshs Aol A
=] 9IcK(Fig. 4; UO-19).

OU<] 58t 5 17¢A] $-7] Aotz 2% 8.42-8.60 mm (*F+t
8.51£0.13 mm)2 W3S B Z4519 1, BolE AF 5]
AEFsRiet. Fell7E el sdstdntt 7heket7 ]S Rt
Sotglon], 2t Fofd Agn] 712 e SA=Eu] 107,
A 2] 1A, TEfR|=2in] 2070 2 S7F8hgaL, JefA| =
eulef 22 7 A 2 e on, WX =eju)= o 2 Hof
I cHFig. 4; OU-17).

U029 35} 5 2597 $7] Aotz A4 11.9-12.3 mm (F+F
12.14£0.28 mm)& d5ke] SRR} ofel] HHof= U714
Hefe] SALE7E ARSI, 5, R, WA =an| o= vk
ELoFe] SAETE ARSI 2 B9 A ] 7] & S
A=) 1270, SR =efv] 13702 F7Fet R, ui x| e v]
= Hhe g =ol gl (Fig. 4, UO-25).

OU®| 3} F 24U F7] Aotz 4 10.4-11.2 mm (Bt
10.840.56 mm)= ro] /202 frgsh= o] A=

QAL SR reke] S AR = 5, B, e A =)o SRy Eok
O Astear, ZF B A =gjn] Q] 7| & f= A =]
1370, FA =u] 12702 F7}8l % chFig. 4, OU-24).

U09] #3} 3 3944 57] A}oj= 4% 13.1-13.7 mm (H+F
13.4£0.42 mm)= 7} §-91H x| =2jn] 7|2 4= SR =]
1402 Z71ekglom, 9o 2 Eo|Qld vl 2| =afu]ofl= 37]¢]
7127} @A =9l tkFig. 4; UO-39).

oU9| H3} & 33UA T7] Zpoi= %1% 13.3-14.7 mm (F+t
14.0+0.98 mm)2 zF 298 | gju] 7| % Sk x|
14702 57Fsh9iaL, uho 2 =] 91e w2 = aju|of = 477} g4
=] 9l ch(Fig. 4; OU-33).

U0e] H3} & 7094 xoj= A% 30.4-352 mm (Bt
32.84+3.39 mm)=Z FA| =2ju| & Fito| A5 E Ae| ] =ein|
A|ZF EE7EA] s o] 71 o] ArsiA| P = AL, 7 H
9 A =gu] 7|2 4= SA =2 v i 1071, SA|=2{7] iii 9
A, iR = n] i 472 2E A =gn] ] 7|2 $7F gl E
&191ch(Fig. 4; UO-70).

ouU? %3} & 9097 #ol= AX 22.8-242 mm (F
23.5+0.98 mm)& z} 298 | L-gju] 7|2 S x| gu]
iii 117], SR =] iii 970, ¥jR] =& n] jii 472 BE 2|7
09 7] % 471 A4l @i thFig. 4; OU-90).

3% AAolH LEANA7L EH8)
ARENECEE RRRER R
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Fig. 5. Comparison of morphological of newly hatched larvae hybrid between (A) UU (Rhodeus uyekii) and (B) OO (R. ocellatus), (C) OU
(R. ocellatus Q*R. uyekii 3) and (D) UO (R. uyekii Q%R. ocellatus &). Scale bars=1.00 mm.

Ho
re
&

A2 =0]5}7| = SHCK Trautman, 1981). ZHA|5-0] 9]
M= 13-2270(8+t 177), DEHE71= 18-2471(78
IR ZhA130] BTt B fAakl). kol of
o e 8749 473 (bulb type). A4 A
vl & (pear shape), ®45=3 (fusiform), EF & (ovoid type) &=
FEE, 1 2719 u]4) Fehe] ol 2t Foje} Hol7} 9)
Bgol AER AR ol 4Hrk(Kim etal, 2011). T Fo| 1
P g wahuon Aopl mefol] 77k ATHOR
70459 AP AR FHIE UEhdl ey dEdEe ¢
2] 30] 1k 2B 2to] WEsto] Heh4Ql Aol S vhei.

o] A7) ZHA5-o] A 3.39-3.97 mm (H ot 3.68 £0.41
mm, n=10) Bt} A&G=7)] 24 2.53-2.71 mm (B 2.62+
0.12 mm, n=10)= A Ueh To] 7104 2fo]& E it
ZFA o] o] T oFet AV S W laL, Wrle] 52 7o 7
2= e el oleRt A2 et ofwisl R
W g ee] 913 9 A S-S Y 712 EA7E e A
2 AR ETH(Yang, 2004; Kang et al., 2006).

A7) A4 2 dhRpolat o) 5 712 ZkAl o]
et S-S ] FENA 82 Bar vl glom, e 4
A ol A ol50] 437} cht P} ek AT o)%
B 7} Sto = A FEEA| o= the Aol A A=A
of sfelo] o2l A 0w AZETE Seltket 2hagolo} o

s

19 o o

of 3 M1 > ol

24t SEEEN Aol o] e diEit SlEdEl ¢ <7t
AlEo] & 87.9-100%, 318 86.3-100%= ZHA|5-0] & xd
S dEEE § B 3o BEEL 8.6-26.9%E K
c} ol AMtE 2po]E H ¢ th(Suzuki and Jeon, 1988b). 2 <1
T A= UO 448 66.6-100%, H-31-8- 69.2-82.3%= OU &
o ZAY ok =0 U 71962 11.1-22.2%E Bt =7 Y
it dEAE SIS SN ¢ X ZAGo] § o AdAutel fAb
SH7| LrERE T Kang et al. (2006)2] A2 3ol A= kA 5o
9] 71g&o] MEgt Ao & Yept ot 2 A-tolA ag7RA|
Hr} 7|3 &o] 32 YRl ofn] 9] A7 e ol uh2 9]
Fo g AtmETh

ZEA -0l ef g 7g o] 9] 79 A A A 7} Fdstar, At 7f
SEEO A A S8 ¢ S AeE B Qo
(Kang et al., 2006). “L2fu} 2 A-2] ZHA]g-of 27 4ol A
= SEEENY AlAlo] ERlER] eFotar, AEHEE Y] A4
A= P o2 FE= AR AR oA 24l Eo] A A1A
=25l Q& AR wEr)

HAFo L} 0] 7] Rapato] ez e E7 ) 5ol whet
TEEIL 2 GENEG olFe AE71Y FEE HER T,
HARS o= RYE7] FHE 7HA Foll et =53 3
&S HehHTH(Kim et al., 2011). o] 23 4= 571 efl= EAF
T S Rz graeAl ofulj sl of Aj7F ol A EretE]A]

Table 4. Comparison of meristic character counts of hybrid Rhodeus uyekii x R. ocellatus with parental type

Rhodeus uyekii Hybrid Rhodeus ocellatus
Characters Kim (1997) Kimetal. Present v ocellatus ) R inkii(g) Kim and Park  Suzukiand Present
(2010) study R. uyekii(d) R. ocellatus () (1985) Jeon (1988b)  study
Dorsal fin rays iii 8-9 iii 8-9 i 9 i 11 i 10 i 11-12 i 10-12 i 11
Anal fin rays iii 8-10 iii 8-10 i 10 i 9 i 11-12 iii 9-11 ii 12
Ventral fin rays - - i 5 i 4 - - i 5
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U= = A2 A0l Ao g HEATHSuzuki and Jeon,
1988a, b).

ZEA|grof Falato o) Tt = 1l vt g o= |3 HE7]
e s golgic. vl S YR s R mopo 2 e v
8o} 5715 73 Agon, W AE7) ZA)goleb 2
#4572 1ol 51of e Aol mspek. OU o oE =
spolel sl o) RISt sl e At
ekl BAAANA T E7ke] WAL Z17H Bl 4= 9]
. OUS| 44 11 5307} 2350] 21914 B Ao 343 44

g% P E A0l om, aig o] RAFEL2 7HA A ¢kt
O}, =77 =R 0 & A Wdshe Alo] A Yk
Y RS 7 0 2 W RITKFig. 5). F3} A}o] 9] A7)0 A= ZHA]
Bol7} 71 231, A& EE7l= OUR L 71 o, UOK.TH 29k
o} A o A= OURTE UO7F it UOE ZHAlgo] ] -
Shapo] 27|19 =210k 717HY] FA| 9] S UEilaL, OU
= IASEEN} Y] BA Y] S Bols FEol e A
O 7 A7bEIT) ZJol7| & o] st3lS wf ZtAlFolet SEHE
Q] 27| GRS AL, OUETH UL 27)7} Hlow, 4%
ol A Ueht= 37 Zfol= Ho|, =8 U AR 5
¥t alo] YFE FUS A LR HRltk A =gn] 7|2 =&

] gk A3} Table 49} Z9kck. w37HA|Q1 OU, UOE 541 =
2ju] 7|2 57} AEgE Nt fAksE AL, RA =] 7] & 4=
= 250, A dENe fArskal o v =ejr] 7|2 4
L 78], d&EE7) 2k OU, UOSA 2A et 2}
£ B3t

ATAT WA A AAMNA] FHA T AT Al it
A 14 F A= miAkete] 7R Al SR Holw, A
Ao F47 e o] Erbs & AR wekEr

Hojato] A7)0 Fej o8 KA B} A 9] o] vepht
= ;«\lgg Eo]\:q, i]o1 o]é‘(l)l/\]ﬂ al /\%11—5\_51— OUE"% Uo
7F g, OU 9 U0 A=gju] 7|2 4= SEH=E71et 7}
AT o] 52 o FAS 747} 7FA| AL glo] Aol &
378t AS W Uz AR7] 2319] 324, S04 0f] thjaf -

B = §AT 7 v A-Ee} A A 2 ol 2zt

7] 918l Aol gt dl, 42, Ho|, AR 5 A3

A 7S SR A7 27 o & F g sit

i
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