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Abstract The phylogeny of Turdinae species (Passeriformes, Muscicapidae) remains controversial. In this study, we
investigated phylogenetic relationships within this subfamily based on analysis of mitochondrial cytochrome & gene se-
quences. 35 species representing 16 of 20 putative Turdinae genera from Turdinae were analyzed, and Bombycilla gar-
rulous and Bombycilla cedrorum were selected as outgroups. Altogether 983 bp gene fragments from these species were
obtained, in which 399 variable sites and 349 parsimony informative sites were identified. Neighbor-joining (NJ), max-
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imum parsimony (MP), maximum-likelihood (ML) and Bayesian (BI) analyses generated nearly identical tree topolo-
gies. In the phylogenetic trees, the species examined in the study are clustered into two clades, which are almost consis-
tent with morphological classification. The first clade included Turdus, Zoothera and Cochoa. The second clade includ-

ed Phoenicurus, Chaimarrorniss QOenanthe, Rhyacornis,» Monticolas Saxicola> Erithacus, Tarsiger, Enivurus,
Luscinia, Myiophoneus> Copsychus and Cercotrichas. Genus Zoothera was not a monophyletic taxon and genus
Phoenicurus was paraphyletic forming a well supported clade with the addition of two monotypic genera ( Rhyacornis and
Chaimarrornis). The genus Monticola was sister to Saxicola firsts and then clustered with Oenanthe> which indicates
that Monticola is more closely related to the chat than the thrush. With regard to some genera such as Erithacus,» Tar-
sigers Enivurus, Luscinia> Myiophoneus, Copsychus and Cercotrichas in the second clade, phylogenetic relationships
are still uncertain [ Acta Zoologica Sinica 52 (1): 87—98, 2006].
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FWPRE (Turdinae) A&t FE 40 A de ) 1) &5 28
o R RETE R DE T, LR BN
WA A BT (20000 XIHGSE ) 73 A7, 5N FE SR
g HLIR, BB CAC RS RS KA 20
Ji 87 i, XL [E AN KRG B (Vau-
ries 1955a: Vaurie; 1955b: Mayr and Paynter,
1964). Bt & 70 1 & 48 % [ 2% k2, Sibley and
Ahlquist (1990) 1 DNA-DNA %48 &5 R ¥ 100 55
ERH 23 S ML AR T ORI s, R RS )
( Luscinia )~ W9 J& ( Tarsiger )~ #5158 ( Copsy-
chus )~ B 9 J& ( Cercotrichas )~ 4L J& 19 J&
( Phoenicurus )~ /K5 J& (Rhyacornis )~ %5315 J&
(Hodgsonius )~ W98 (Cinclidium )~ KNG )&
(Grandala )~ ¥ 2 J& ( Enicurus )~ % W6 59 )&
(Cochoa )« FidJE ( Saxicola )« L& ( Oenan-
the)~ 2 W5 )& ( Chaimarrornis ) LA K BRI 0% J&
(Erithacus) 3% 15 @& MNES WA h A, & 10
WAk B sy — A ie—ik, s w50
WA g mlds) £% % RIRIT. Sibley &
GREET I AR, HWUE S A T = o
(Mo ir, FEA 20 e g LN P i)
KGR FR. B, KT Ei& 15 M@ Kbz,
FAMR Z 2 RAGH M T Sibley 70 2K 5 %
(Clements, 1991; Dickinson, 2003). H T 8= W
WAL GE 5y 2R, KIIRIK,  HE% J A 1) 55 2
KE—HAAAEE N BE D THARMKE, Pas-
quet et al. (1999). Voelker and Spellman (2004)-
Klicka et al.  (2005) %57E Sibley [1) 7328 T A Z: i
o T ks P ) B0 R S S A Tt —
ARV o SRR W RHX — 73 S R GE oy R AT,
AR PG R KRR B RE . FRIE H 1
M RRGIHEAILT RS TBARENAT AT
RIS R OBVEB S, 1995), KA AE B
(20000 MRS RM > KRG, H ar B A e x5S
WRHE 73T RGN, PRICA SR H Gk 7R 41 i

R o B2, A>T K R @R W R 28
MRGER B RGrBB, 1€ 5 & (1) 73 i JF
NS S8

MM ZR o BE DN BEAT 0% 1 A2 S A iU H] T
FERIREACT, RS IRAY o — DMEUNIRE D Fr BT
A5 AN B ) ) 22 SRR (B g A5 45 R, AR
RGN 53 5T HAT IR A (3@ 1 (Kocher
etal., 1989; Irwin et al.,» 1991). 4k, ©4 T
Bom M 511, Bz T R AT
SEEGUE W AN (0 3% b BE DA BE 08 AR 4 M Ky 2 = B T
SR RGERE KRR, HHEW S BER 7 KA
(Klicka et al.» 2001; Johnson, 2001; Thomassen
et al., 2003: Sheldon et al., 2005).

ARSCUOBAEH (20000 52K RARG0N S MK
i, RFGWRL 16 & 35 B S RA LN B3R » HeDE
SIFEHVBEAT 08T, JHEAREGE . BORTZ0E. &
RAMSRVE LS DU s B8 DU b 7 v by, TR
ROV R R RN A A REAEAE I R R R R

1 AR L

1.1 PR

AFFCR I 66 5, AR AR KK 35
AN, o6 AT SR H GenBank (£ 1)
TEFERO T RIS AT T, K Fhde BT AN A4
WEEIRE S R A S LA . R B RE, eIy
PEEATAR
1.2 77k
1.2.1 & DNA #2H

R B424 W H _Filg 2k TAEMH ARG R A
Al, 2 BTG U0 D BRI T . DNA $2 5L
1.2.2  PCR ¥4 K750 &

AW ST IE I — X% PCR 97 3% 519 4 H4A
(5-GTAAGTCTTCAGTCTTTGGTTGACAAG-
ACC-3)  (Harshman, 1996) FI 1.14838 (5-GCT-
TCCATCCAACATCTCAGCATGATG-3)  ( Kocher
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etal., 19890, LA H 73 AMUREMMERE. PCR
RN BRI 50 pul, & 10 X buffer 5 pls
25 mmol/L MgCL 5 pl, Tag DNA &8 0.5 U,
2 mmol/L dNTP 5 ul, 5% 10 pmol/L & 2 ul,
DNA B 298 100 ng, HRA & B3 1 steril-
ized ddH,O # SN AR BN 42 50 ple PCR 738 72
JP: 94C TiAENE 4 min, X5 94CA&EME 30 s, 54C
BK 45 s, T2CTIEM 2 min, 36 DMEH, AR
Ja 72°CIEM 10 mine 1% BRBERER . 120 V B
VK, AN HE Y, IR BB . PCR
J AR B BER AT T AR AR AT BR 2 ) 24k I
HI ABI3730 ZEAT W o AHEFUR IRy,
PP B R IE B 1) P9 2% R A0 HRE T . BT e ) e
HE EAE GenBank (K 1)
1.2.3 RGKET

AHAORAS B P50 0 H AR e, s 2 Hr i
SR PP 45 R A NCBI H ] BLAST 2847 A1 AL 1
o HT R RS R 8] 70 22 AR N, BEAT B
s I AMRARTER A . e IR LA ]
Clustal X1.8 (Thompson et al.» 1997) #AFHEAT
Eexr, 4 LN TR . H MEGA3.0 (Kumer et
al.» 2004) BAF5 4T e 50 IR Bk 4 R S a4 22 5
4 Modeltest3.06 (Posada and Crandall, 1998)
i 55 A e AR, AE PAUP4.0 (Swofford,
20000 H 7 A FE NJ. MP A ML #. o NJ
(ZEH Kimura WS HALAL) FT MP #2550 k7 16
fEEERHT 1000 R EH 51 VET A . DL KR
RS, SR 200 B 5 FEES RN 3
MrBayesV3.1 (Huelsenbeck and Ronquists 2003 )
WA M i Bayesian M, 11T 4 A~ 5 R 0] Kk,
500 000 X, B 100 ACfE A7 — R LB AR R IE T
Je 3 R HR VR

T K B S e LN T 2.0 IR AR R4
RRAR LI B FUIRES, 78 RGER A4 M I kAT
TR AL (Knight and Mindell, 1993). AW
o 37 ANEHE CRUAE 2 ANAMEED) IR 5 S L T
WA 1.8, /DN TIFUE, PTE #9355 B i Al
P Kimura XUZHUMG v e i 5 R 1 bE 22 H) R AH
TR A R L W= R AL (8 508
SV, 20020
1.3 AMERJLEEE

AR R = B T R R F K AR (Sibley
and  Ahlquist, 1990; Voelker and  Spellman
(20040, ARCIEFEXV S (Bombycilla garrulus)

IRV (Bombycilla cedrorum ) VE I F}
fRIAN o

2 4 B

2.1 JFHNE R

JEANA LN R 3% 983 AN i, AT IR AR S+
7 55399 A, WAE B 349 1o AL Ty G G
Bl A RN 27.7% 24% - 34.6%-
13.7%, HPCcm&ER&EINGHEREMK. X
Tl 5 Al 2 B % A0 3L e S SR A S0 AT R IR
(Kornegay et al.» 1993; Lovette and Berminghams
2000 7 HI IR 2 S AIORI B 5 e 1 D L3R 2. B
S R BR AR I A A, HEREZ
TH, SR S L R A AN 23 b LT
Lo MBS AL S IR EE AT ] B, %
T A A S P A R B e R AE S I — AN
FoRZs, UM Ok BmA. mie ) 2R L
FHiash, RIAREBMFT . 7ESMNERT A BE 2 R R
S CREGIE p-#E) M 13.54% 3 16.37% - W
B35 A, AR 0.73% 2 11.95%, J&
AN 6.93% % 15.01% o
2.2 T RGH

TEXT AL 3R b S P FI R G KL,
IR 29 2 A 49 21 2 BRI A0, B (L) A
1338, —EH MR (CD M 0.6253, f* ¥ 7%
(RD 4 0.5214, &A1 50% —BH (50% major-
rule consensus tree) W 2 (B). 7E Modeltest 3.06
s A R RS AL TVM + 1+ Ge NJ.
MP. ML 1 Bayesian P A [7] 75 0 10 &R 48 &
EWaE 2. TR RGM KR, WEET 16
J& 3SR R 2 AR, BN LROFEE.
MO R RN TEWE RS B 28 2 AN REFE A B 19
A BSNS R, B R, RS E. KIS E. #)E
. wiig. L8, CE. s®as)g. LS8 ARk
WAGIE . IR 4 B RGBSR MRS &8 5 54T TE Ak
UREE USR0S B ARG JE R A R —
KR BN WAL, A ARG i ok S
mEE R, mEURRS, X3 EEmY
— LR ARG LIRS R TR WK, tAh,
MERJE . A B FSJEIX 3 AN E NI 2 MBI AE
HAABNERS . AT R AR g G0
B HNE . WRESE . RWASJE) 7E ik 4 RS
WA B AR E . 8 N B, RS S 0 S 0 )
RN UH O s 200G ) 5 R s 2R O Ak B s fEMP
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Fig.1 Saturation plot for the cytochrome b gene

Number of the transitions ( | ) and transversions ( [[ ) at the three codon positions against the pairwise uncorrected sequence diver-

gence. Diamonds (@), squares ([]) and triangles (A) indicate first positionss second positions and third positions respectively.

REeb, o 5 R 8 SR O IR, RS S
N A e AR5 J8 2R s A5 ML e, RS s R
5 J& SR AT IATE, ARG P S RO S JE 3R & s Ty
J& 5 R JE SR N IR s 7 Bayesian WHY,  WTRSJE
HTEG 0 8 SN IR, RS S P B R A T
i R 5 b R AR J 2 R TR R R 5 . R
M, FIRXEEAN—Hr A& RGEM I BCL
i (B WAR. fEXEAF S 755
UM 36 A S5 BE Al b, M TR AR B NJ,
MP. ML LA Bayesian B #&—H# (509% — 3tk
(E3),

3 i

—HBCK, FWRHRRE R AL B
K 2 3 43 207 i ks AR5 Dhige i > &
IR, AHE A W5 JE R I R LR I
(Sibley and Ahlquists 1990; Clement, 2000). iX
LU H TR L ) (5K G 8 RAR S U — MERRT

BE DR 5 ZOoRE R RE DR IR 20 A BIF 5 285 R At i) 5 R
HS BRI 3 R S RS TR e, kS
RV SR RE . %1 H AT E WAMS IR SRR
G ZE IR, G5 AN TR E R DL
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Bombycilla garrulus -Bombycilla garrulus
-Bombycilla cedrorum -Bombycilla cedrorum
Turdus mupinensis Turdus mupinensis
Turdus viscivorus Turdus viscivorus
Turdus merula Turdus meryla
98 Turdus cardis 91 Turdus cardis
Turdus rubrocanus Turdus rubrocanus
Turdus obscurus Turdus obscurus
Turdus torqutus 79 Ly-Turdus torquatus.
Turdus naumanni 92-Turdus naumanni
L Cochoa viridis 69 Cochoa vindis
Zoothera sibirica Zoothera sibirica
Zoothera daing I8 -Zotiera daina
7 .
70 Zoothera marginata $8zoowmera marginata
Erithacus rubecula 80[ " LPhoenicurus frontalis -
Phoenicurus schisticeps ‘haimarrornis leucocephalus
Phoenicurus frontalis 100 Rhyacornis fuliginosis
Chaimarrornis leucocephalus 75] Phoenicurus erythrogaster
1 Rhyacornis fuliginosus ) Lr-Phoenicurus atroreus
10 Phoenicurus ochruros 27 Phoenicurus ochruros
Phoenicurus erythrogaster 86 Oenanthe isabellina
Phoenicurus auroreus Oenanthe hispanica
Oenanthe isabellina -Monticola cincolrhynchus
Oenanthe hispanica 89 _L-Saxicola fenea
Monticola cincolrhynchus 100-Saxicola torquata
Saxicola ferrea Erithacus rubecula
axicola torquata -Myiophoneus caeruleus
Myiophoneus caeruleus 77 Copsychus saularis
Copsychus saularis Cercotrichas leucophrys
Cercotrichas leucophrys 82r-Tarsiger chrysaeus
79 Enicurus scouleri Tarsiger cyanurus
73“Enicurus leschenaulti 71 Luscinia cyane
61 -Tursiger chrysaeus 100=Luscinia pectardens
68[ Liarsiger cyanurus 86rEnicurus scouleri
-Luscinia cyane Enicurus leschenaulti
100 Luscinia pectardens
C D
Bombycilla garrulus -Bombycilla garrulus
Bombycilla cedrorum Bombycilla cedrorum
Turdus mupinensis Cochoa viridis
Turdus viscivorus e Turdus viscivorus
Turdus merula Turdus merula
Turdus cardis % Tirdus cardis
Turdus rubrocanuts 35 1 07 Turdus rubrocants
Turdus obscurus &M uerdus obscurus
%:WZMS Zg’quatr’tl’j Turdus torquatis
urdus naumgnni ’ ;
= ol loof | 190 s ppan
Zoothera sibirica Turdus mupinensis
82[Zoothera dauma 100—Zoothera dauma
gZoolhera dixoni 4&2001%&%1 dixoni
8Zoothera marginata 53-Zoothera marginata
94rPhoenicurus schisticeps 100 ~Phoenicurus schisticeps
Phoenicurus frontalis Phoenicurus frontalis
Chaimarrornis leucocephalus Chaimarromis leucocephalus
Rhyacornis fuliginosus Rhyacomis fuliginosus
L 73 hoenicurus ochruros 99 -Phoenicurus ochruros
101 Phoenicurus erythrogaster E -Phoenicurus erythrogaster
Phoenicurys guroreus 3l O-Phoenicurus quroreus
Qenanthe isabellina 10 100rQenanthe isabellina
Oenanthe hispanica 35 Qenanthe hispanica
onticola cincolrhynchus s—=Monticola cincolrhynchus
Saxicola ferrea Saxicola ferrea
1005Saxicola torquata 1005Saxicola torquata
80rTursiger chrysaeus 78—Erithacus rubecula
15[ Yarsiger cyanurus -Myiophoneus caeruleus
81 uscinia cyane Copsychus saularis
1005 Lyscinia pectardens 9rEnicurus scouleri
Cercotrichas leucophrys 100 84| “Enicurus leschenaulti
_I:Em‘curus scouleri Luscinia cyane
90-Enicurus leschenaulti 100-Luscinia pectardens
Erithacus rubecula Cercotrichas leucophrys
—EM lyiophoneus caeruleus —94[7?1/‘5!3 er chrysaeus
55%-Copsychus saularis Tarsiger cyanurus
Bl 2 5T eyt b BT FI TR RS TR} 16 J8 35 TS 28 1 RS R AL

A: NJ#; B: MP#; C: ML#; D: Bayesian #.
NJ+ MP. ML #7525 L4524 bootstrap 1, 7R 50 % 5 50 % LL L bootstrap {5, D T i _LAs b 5 R ME%

Fig.2 Phylogenetic trees of 16 genera 35 species in Turdinae resulting from analysis of the cyt b gene sequences.
A: NJ trees B: MP tree; C: ML trees D: Bayesian tree.

Bootstrap values are showed above nodes on trees of NJ, MP and ML, only show 50% or higher, nodes on Bayesian tree mean posterior

probabilities.
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-Bombycilla garrulus
Bombycilla cedrorum
Turdus mupinensis

Turdus viscivorus
Turdus merula
urdus cardis
urdus rubrocanus
Turdus obscurus
Turdus torquatus
Turdus naumanni
Cochoa viridis
Zoothera sibirica
-Zoothera dauma
-Zoothera dixoni
Zoothera marginata
—————————————Firithacus rubecula
————————Cercotrichas leucophrys

Phoenicurus schisticeps
Phoenicurus frontalis
Chaimarrornis leucocephalus
Rhyacornis fuliginosus
Phoenicurus ochruros
Phoenicurus erythrogaster

Phoenicurus auroreus

Oenanthe isabellina
Oenanthe hispanica
Monticola cincolrhynchus
Saxicola ferrea

Saxicola torquata
Tarsiger chrysaeus
Jarsiger cyanurus
Luscinia cyane
L uscinia pectardens
EEnicurus scoulert
Enicurus leschenaulti
[Mylophoneus caeruleus
Copsychus saularis

K3 JLF NJ. MP. ML F1 Bayesian 4 11) 50% — S0
Fig.3 Fifty percent consensus tree based on NJ, MP,

ML and Bayesian trees
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SRR R AN

HAE B (1995) WA T A RFAE 43 #0045
FF a8 R IR 21 4% 00 3 AT HE . RS ARR el 3 A3
RAM, F1A LRI SRR )E;
oA saEalR. g, # R, EmE. K
W JE . LU )E . e JE . B9 . R JE ey
J&s 3RO E . MR E . AR
R JE . WA B JE, SRRSO RTE
Kl 4.

WHHAE R (20000 KRG, AW S
THOEEF 40% (35/87) AR, FAE 8 K
AT 80% (16/20) MIIEFE . WAL JE MK
P AR IR SR GO0 R R TT T, A RS
P T K28 M SR (B 3. AR
AT 20 e 0 Jeg AR R SR 05 e PRI AR, DR ) T
WIRIX R . BT AR R, BT
W A0S R AL J8 (1) 20 2807 B e s 4k, e SR ok
PRI T AR GRS REARA . ARl
B9 JE ABILEY & (1) 4> A7 5 Voelker and Spellman
(2004) &R G. N TR E, K2H95K
FHKGHE THX —3&T (Sibley and Monroe;

1993). #Rifi i1 T3 51847 0 B, A5
2 O 8 TLEEMHE Vaurie (1955b), 1A
[ 45 B S FX WL, A S HDE Rsin
RGRFR.

B8R R BRI — A8 . ARBFST IR
(RS JE 10 B 2 rh, 52 LR 1) 50 28 AT BE 1n) 42
%, BT REs B8 e R AT IR JE 10 b B
LRI — 30 5 D4R 5 59 8 Py LA 5 B 1
JPyEt =S (P=10.49% —11.96%) W2 KT
TR N LR SRR 8L 22 % (P =4.09% —
9.97% ). ETE 4 BRARGM T L EAAAER N ZE .
7E NJ A MP B, 58 RS 6 2 B I i) 2B L
JE -~ TEMER R AR BT AR X LR, SRR
— KZ R PO R0 8 ML B, 5 60K
G LU0 8 X — 3y IR B IR I A
Bayesian B 11, 52 X BCR [1 43 3B i ) 22 LT )
o A S8 T A IR I — S R e FU5E R RS HUE Y
JE R B R SR AG I — 3, R AT TR 8 ) ST
—ANBE, X I AT S RS

X T RS IR, MRS R A N 2 R
(1o IXAEATETUL I RGP AT TR, iy
(RS & 2R B A — AL T A SRR AE, BRI &
I I R e B A R N S RN 0 g i
B, RATHHAF AR . WFTHE KRG KE (K
2, 3), HUREIFAER R B Rs A, M
WY JE A 3 R s — 3, T JE A )k ST 4y 3
Hok, IF5 TE MRS R R A R A . (HR X 5y S
YRR AR, A SCICVE e SLf ) 1) 4 S5 Hh
Bio XHF A E ST S s X — R MS, 5
Klicka et al.  (2005) FIBFFT4E R —3, 40 [FFE
BATH 2 S S 0 AL . R, IR ES
B SR RGN, BRE AT FRAT I T I ey, I
R SR SRR,

4 BRAGERNS T2L R0 8 . 7K 0% J8 FIE i g 1X
3B IEE . MNRGEM T W, 20
RSJE R —ANIERERE, X3 hIE RN T K
JEANE R IX AR RS, TR =AEEINE L
IRFIL, Vaurie (1955b) K eEMIAF A —1NE,
Bierny)E . R eNEsNE LgMM, %FixX
3ANBEAEP ARG S LRI A, RR 09 )8 A
MK, MERER (s 2R R R S TR,
Mt KOS BRI MK, M Ss, Hurk
ZHRRFERFERCAERN 3 DML E
(Clement, 2000; AEHT, 20000, AWFI 53+ 45
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Monticola Turdus
RS M
A Luscinia Zoothera
hﬂ(fﬂ% Tarsiger
Rhyacornis TR
Yﬁﬁ% . Phoenicurus I_
Chaimarrornis . ,‘f‘?‘f ;E,m o
PN L
Grandala
Oenanthe
il i —
Saxicola yiophoneus Cochaoa
| I— S
74
Hodgsonius
] Cinclidium
AR
Brachypteryx
IR
Turdinae

K4 HTREEMHBER SRS ERZEE KR GIRPEERS, 1995)

Fig.4 Traditional relationships of Turdinae birds based on morphological studies (cited Cheng Tso-Hsin et al. ,

1995)
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