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Abstract: Phylogenetic relationships of 36 Fringillidae species based on mitochondrial Col gene sequences were
reconstructed using the Bayesian (BI) maximum-likelihood (ML) and Neighbor-joining (NJ)methods. The results suggest
that the relationship of Calcarius lapponicus and Emberiza is more closely related than other Fringillidae species.Our
results support the view that Latoucheornis siemsseni is included in Genus Emberiza as E. siemsseni, and confirms that
there is a close relationship between Mycerobas affinis and Eophona migratorius. This study also finds that
Urocynchramus pylzowi is distantly related to Uragus sibiricus, but Uragus sibiricus and Carpodacus are closely related.
The result also supports that fringillids and emberizids can be listed into two subfamilies under the family Fringillidae:
Fringillinae and Emberizinae.
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#F} (Fringillidae) EJET#EH (Passerifor-
mes) (Cheng, 2000) , &S PRI E LN —
Bl 2005 IUAE 5 2R Rl S 40 10% (Yuri & Mindell,
2002). MFAERHG Y RILA152)E677H, TKEH
21)@86F 123 WA (Fuetal, 1998). H i K&t
LRI RARGIAG—, EANL K Sibley &
Ahlquist (1990). Sibley & Monroe (1993) #£FDNA
ARG RN KRG 1% RRGET,
R RS A% WAL (Peucedraminae). 4V

Wk F 3 2008-04-09; 252 F : 2008-07-17

£l (Fringillinae)+ #4V £} (Emberizinae). #8W%}
S EEAE TR (Fringillini). 44215 (Carduelini).
¥ E 9 (Drepanidini ) s B9V RE 4> Ok B K
( Emberizini ) . # % & (Parulini) . JF 44 % &
(Thraupini). E£I4EJ%& (Cardinalini) FIHL S %
Clcterini ) o F At %7 & 19 BF 5T ( Lovette &
Bermingham, 2000; Yuri & Mindell, 2002) 2 K4k
ZFFSibley & Ahlquist (1990). Sibley & Monroe
(1993) 73 M ko 1K A 22 LU 8 (1994, 2000,

T H: ERARBAEESEIINE (NSFC30670276); H [ERMA B = I GIH AT AT 0 H  (KSCX2-YW-N-063)
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2002) 5328 RG . Cheng (2002) 48R}
SNETEN RN ML TRl (Coccothraust-
inae). 7ESibley & Monroe (1993) 73R G, W
ME4e )8 (Eophona). #Wi4E)E (Coccothraustes).
PO 22 JE (Mycerobas) #1748 WP R 4 48 ik
Hi, TMiCheng (2002) MK RS H, X =AM
BRI, PGB R . B, Zheng
etal (2002). Howard & Moore (2003) #&H{ K46V
BEFIEEG R 73 FAL T+ BRI KE o 141, Howell
etal (1968) &N BALE M WAL (Carduel-

inae).

2 b A& DNA H (1) 20 i £5 55 o 4 10 il 7 2 T
(cytochrome oxidase subunit I, Col) K& H T
FUDNA ST it e ide F (1) 3 2L R 22—, I Col
46 (bR ELDNA K BE (648 bp) 1T LAEAT 4Rl 4
7€ (Hajibabaei et al, 2006), KILColZEH#IA K2
MR YRR % T (Xiao et al, 2004; Schindel
& Miller, 2005). ColZ:PETEHFr &t Zia
T 5KM5KES RE KT KRV (Hebert et al,
2004; Weibel & Moore, 2002; Webb & Moore,
2005); {H [ P 7RI 7 1R ARG 2D, AW Liang et al
(2007) XF15FP4ETE H 2K HlLei et al (2007) X148
WARHB R F KR RE K ERRZMIL, LK
Zhang et al (2008) XJ{157 BB 73 &2 1) 53 FeHbAr
Bt
R RREPAAERGW, FERHTEFR

W RA KB RRZDARE R A AR
FEr, HBL T PR S FAE i AT R s
MG, 44542 B> BT (R R AER A X 3 (Raikow,
1978) 0 ASCUFAERI 73K FR S (Cheng, 1994,

20000 VERIEFEbRAE, EHL T RN 3E36M 5K AE
HWFFON G, I ZRAADNAH ¥ ColZE K1 300bp
JPA, PR EE . DR R AR 23 il 4
HENIF . BayesH FIMLIY, 5 ENRIRERI RS K
H KRR PG BRI — L8 7AWk A

1 #MR57H%

11 # &

ARSIGATH T 36N, AR T RN E36R
(RDo LLEFEMIRAEAN, O T R B
ST I S SRR AT o SMEERF 515K [ GenBank 1l
AR
12 /5 &

1.2.1 JADNAMFEE R TIK SRET, 47
T-20°C VKA o $EHULFE ™A% 4 52 [ QIAGene A 7]
(IDNAHEGR & (Qiagene Tissue DNA Kit) {11
B P IEATHRAE  $EBUG . FH 1% B T e e v kA
MHFE, JERAN4CTHA, 5-20C1H-7F.

1.2.2 PCR¥HE  HIMIERF B Col 9 1E 1 1)
SI% i H7956 (5 -GGGTAGTCCGAGTAT-
CGTCG-3" HHIL6615(5" -CCTCTATAAAAAGGT-
CTACAGCC-3" ) (Sorenson et al, 1999), AL
REFEE: HAGRTRE: FAIITH 45" 237
J7 e 56 H20uL PCR R AR RBER K W45 SR )5
F50 uL PCRJR WA RUEATPCRY MG, o N4 FR 1l
I: 10xbuffer 5uL. 25mmol/L MgCl, 25uL. Taq
DNAZE A #0.5U. 2mmol/L ANTP 5uL. 10mol/LI¥]
5142 uL. DNARKRZI K100 ng. SN FERE A :
94°C Pl P4 min; 94°CAETET min, 42—52°CiE k1
min, 72°CIE1 min, 35MEH; A4 RET72°C
SEAH 8 min.

1.2.3  PCRY =W aifb FOl 7 PCRJ V45 3
Jes HUA—6 pL I P MILE 1% — 2% (1) Bt i b ek
ATHLPKATIN, W5 H (4% A G LA R e R
SR I KT 4% 1R A= vk B e il HHQ&QUE
JRE IR AR BT CLB db A= R AT R A #) 277D
(38 7= o DG 9= 4ik 2 g A T A,
RATIR AT, FHABI373080 FRASGHAT XL A I 5«
124 RHEREG T HIF 455 FHSEQMAN
ITPHEEIEH AN LI IE o S PFr IE 3L IDNA T 5]
{ENCBI_LREATBLASTAHBIE %R, LAAA TR 3RAT 1)
J740 % B 1% A B . K H Clustal X 1.83 (Thompson
etal, 1997) AN ColIERIBEAT LEXT, B i T
1300 bp(H)JPHKJE, FHMEGA3.0 (Kumer et al,
2004) BAESSHTE B IR IE L RN &R 2 TR g%
PEES, SR AL A7 5 RILfE B A B
e 5B EE % . 7E Treefinder (Jobb et al, 2008)
B rp N e K ABISR (Maximun likelihood, ML)
M) ML ;N H MrBayesV3.1 ( Huelsenbeck &
Ronquist, 2003) 4% DIty (Bayesian) B, 4%t
MLAAFD UL - R, 2 HiModeltest3.06 (Posada &
Crandall, 1998) il &t B 48 ) e ALY, 75
AICKRUE R (Akaike, 1973) PEHUGTR+I+GHEAY,
ML # % H 1000 X H %* : {£ MrBayesV3.1
(Huelsenbeck & Ronquist, 2003) 4K 4fr A4 4t Dl
RIS, BAT4AN R RAE, 3518472 000 000
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R, BE100FRAEAE— W, 73 S B B G 50 %
F . MEGA3.0 (Kumer etal, 2004) HHJEENT
B, NIB %k S i Kimurati Y, bootstrap A1 000
WES, HLAIETONERIN. HHEHR S (TyTv)
LA (RO /NF2.00F, AL P51 R A 1) 58
AR CGIR BT, M2 (R RR, (ER R
RGKRE WA TF E AT RN AL (Knight &

2.1 DNAFF4HE

ColJE A A% T R 1IE 23 1T W62 LEXT 1) Col
JPANAEA 13007 5, SLrpOR AT RUZ 7284, 1
B 4934, TIAE AL R A 3840 XFT-385%
ARG RIT. Co Av G 4FMIL I F 1 & &
93 H24.9%. 30.5% 27.3% 17.4%. 11
T Cy Ay G B &0l 228.3% 30.7%-

Mindell, 1993). 26.1%-. 14.9%; #7247 T Cv A GIFYY
" TR HE21.3%. 34.0%.  28.6%- 16.2%; 1t
2 % R
1 APRPHERREERIE
Tab.1 Sample species and source in the present study
WAL/ JE 4 T FE FE R Col LK P H KR
Subfamily/Genus name Species name Sample type Source of samples GenBank Access No.
#\F &} Emberizinae
#YJ& Emberiza 7 J5 58 E. chrysophrys UL Muscle  iidb BCiiphsFaIkIE BA EU847669
F1JE Y E. tristrami JUUA Muscle AR LLE SR ERIIX EU847671
[13L39 E. leucocephalos JIFIE Liver AR R EU847673
HIEEY E. elegans JTAE Liver WIALSE N ik EU847675
#fj34 E. aureola WL Muscle  ##RPYT EU847679
/NBY E. pusilla LA Muscle A EEBA L B AR RS X EU847680
IRJE#IY E. cia LA Muscle Bkt Bkt EU847682
%35 E. spodocephala JUUA Muscle AR B LLE SR RS IX EU847684
158 Latoucheornis siemsseni JULA Muscle Bkl EU847687
25 E. pallasi WL Muscle  FE/RZ Wi EU847688
3 E rutila WL Muscle )7 Z<3 2 St 4 EU847689
7Y E. schoeniclus JLIAl Muscle TR EU847691
—JH A HLEY E. cioides LK Muscle  BEpE kAL EU847692
TEPEHEEY E. jankowskii HLA Muscle S EU847694
#3%55 E. bruniceps LK Muscle BT EEANF= ELAIAH 8L EU847695
FLHAY E. fucata WA Muscle R ICER T EU847696
2134555 E. yessoensis JTFAE Liver A EU847698
NS JE Calarius #kJINEY Calcarius lapponicus LA Muscle 7 pkid EU847721
K38JE Urocynchramus K39 Urocynchramu spylzowi JULA Muscle I TR E EU847720
AR} Fringillinae
k48 )& Carpodacus 1 )JH% C. thura LA Muscle Hokr s B EU847701
21 2k4€E C. puniceus 4x1fi. Blood T Ik EU847702
W41k 4 C. vinaceus WA Muscle BP0 ROE LR 455 EU847703
Tl A4 C. erythrinus JLA Muscle Ui Ehi B EU847704
KR4 C. edwardsii JUUA Muscle 91145 R TR LR i EU847705
KR4 % Uragus K4 U. sibircus WL Muscle & Akstk EU847706
HJR Fringilla 4 F. montifringilla JULA Muscle 17 EU847708
3L MEAE F coelebs WL Muscle  Hrigsfkod EU847707
A4 & Pinicola ¥A%€ P. enucleator HLIA Muscle pinye EU847709
4848 )& Cardulis M4 C. ambigua LA Muscle Uil 5 EU847710
442 C. sinica WUA Muscle  dbzt/hJel] EU847711
T ME A THI4E C. flavirostris WLP Muscle — HrsE My EU847714
442 J& Leucosticle L& 4 L. brandi JILA Muscle HiEARIEE EU847716
AW 4E 8 Loxia A E4E L. curvirostra HLIA Muscle Hrg Ak EU847717
KA JE Pyrrhula KK IKAE P. erythaca WL Muscle DU )1 SEE R RUTGER735 EU847719
W42 R} Coccothraustinae
U5 42 )% Mycerobas AP E 22 JE M. affinis WL Muscle AR EU847699
1442 )& Eophona R UEME4E E. migratoria LA Muscle  BAEEC/HT M TE sk A EU847700
{f1957} Laniidae FeEAAY7 L. lisabellinus LK Muscle s EF422251 Zhang et al, 2007
MELEAE R} Estrildidae B i 542 Taeniopygiaguttata LA Muscle 4k EU847726
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R 2 FAARPCoIEEFIIRFFHRAMAREE (FINED

Tab.2 Number of position-specificity of Col gene sequence Cincluding outgroup)

{7 Position {15747 55 Conserved sites AT & Variable sites #2155 BV 4 Parsimonious-info sites
42J7%1 All sequences 728 493 384
SRS 1% site 266 142 117
S 2" site 200 211 168
o5 3 sk 39 site 262 140 99

& 3 Col ERWEZIRY (M)

Tab. 3 Substitution number of Col gene sequence Cincluding outgroup)

A7 A R TT TC TA TG cC CA CG AA AG GG
Ty 20 252 62 13 3 311 26 6 286 28 185
Ist 2.0 97 21 1 106 8 1 92 8 53
2nd 2.1 67 27 5 1 114 11 3 98 13 56
3rd 1.8 88 14 1 92 6 2 96 7 77

TEE3ML AT Cy A G5 5 425.1%- 26.6%-
27.1%. 21.1%.

2 3 ATLUEH, Col F K Fe 41 (Bl % e A
B TR . Ty C -5 62, AL G
[B) PR T Y 80 28, TC B KT AG ) (154 e
A. CHI AL T MWL Z o B0 1 3 M7 R
HAKUGE 2.0 2,14 1.8 KM Col [ A1H 5 # 1
MBS AT (B 1D wf LU, i il s T i
B, WA — 4 B L, e M
B BT, BiRH Col J K 1 4 3 A i e AT 1k
F A

120
100 F

80

60
# 4% Transition

O fE 4% Transversion
40 b ot

B HE B 405 Number of substitutions

wE &

0 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

ALHE IE M PEE I Uncorrected P distance

Col A 5 B~ B 2 4 A 0 2 7 A

Saturation plot for the Col transition and

K1
Fig. 1
transversion substitutions

PR 55 AN 1) (1) A% R 2 CRIFR IE 1) P B gD

J& 0.129—0.166. =7 )E (Carduelis) A ARMFIE
) P FEEh 0.039—0.085; K4J% (Carpodacus)

PRHFIE R P H 2 0.062—0.106; 3 )& (Emberiza)

IR IE P FH B2 0.021—0.112, 48555252
B) 3 A% E 25 2 0.106 (C. flavirostris—E. cioides)

—0.157 (F. coelebs—E. jankowskii), 2558
TR} (Cheng, 2002) [FEfEEH B2 0.095 (C.
flavirostris —E. migratorjus) —0.147 (F.
montifringilla—M. affinis), B¥§4W F} (Cheng,
2002) FHEYRZ (B R AEIE RS2 0.097 (M. affinis
—E. tristrami) —0.123 (M. affinis—E. yessoen-
sis/jankowskii) .
22 HDTREW

FIH Col JEFUI) 1300 M s AT RGK E 5
BT, FTAZER ML . NJ #. Bayes B ([ 2-4).
1. PAUP 1, 3% Col JEIFHIHEAT PTP A%, HIK
FRFIW A T RAREKEE S, MAERNLE
o KI5 P=0.0002, %45 KK RwT] LI
PRI (constraint tree) —FF%0 BN AT (144 IR 2
HA0.0002, @i PTP A5 Ui W] Col J# 41| HLATHEH
BENRGEKEREE . MAHEEE GTRAIHG )
PR3 kI ML, Bayes B, THE13 2 (1 HRIEA
* (base frequencies) H: freA=0.3147, freC=0.3272,
freG=0.1527, freT=0.2054; A mi[H]JH A 7 24
[=0.4255, G=0.6679. A Col R:PFHIH) T/V
fHRT 2.0, DRI 2R 40 0 B M I AN T 25 0l
B

FIF DU 0 o e AL AR AR B3k P R i 1)
3EER 433 S Bayesh . MLB . NIR,  3ERA 14 b
RPN NID LN P N S A N SEL BRI
W54 W R} (Cheng, 2002); H— K% FEAUEE
%% (K2-4), fEBayesHH, #kJTEY (Calcarius
lapponicus) {7 T-HGIEHE 73 S N 7EMLA . NIA
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Lanins isabelkinus

0.98

Urocynchramus pylzwi

r Fringilla coelebs

0.77

0.55

Lool F. montifringilla
Taeniopygia guiiaia
Loxia curvirosira
Pinicola enucleator
Pyrrhula ervihaca

Lencosticte brandti

Carduelis flavirostris

1.00 [ . sinica
1.00 C. ambigua

Carpaodacus erythrinus

C. punicens

053 Uragus sibiricus

_|: Carpodacus vinaceus
1.00 1.00 C. edwardsii

1.00 FEophona migratorius
Mpycerobas affinis

Emberiza pusilla

5 L. anreola

{

u 0.99 %

E. chrysophrys

E. tristrami

0.98] 0.62| 06 E. rutila

LOOL E spodocephala

E. schoeniclus

_|:f‘,'. VESSOeNsis
1.00 L. pallasi

F. elegans

1o Latoucheornis siemsseni

Emberiza bruniceps

Calcarins lapponicus
092 Pr

Lmberiza lencocephalos

0.98

E. jankowskii

1.00 L. cia
0. 5{?[[ E. cioides
LOOL - 1 fucata

1.00

Fringillid %

Fringillid 7 F}

Emberizid 4%

Bl 2 JET Col JEPKFFHITHILE MR 36 T LMK Bayes # T nil_EEUE A 5 HME %)

Fig. 2 Bayes tree of 36 species from Fringillidae (Posterior probabilities were shown on the nodes)

H, BRTES MBS SSHE T 2 Bk, HLA TR 5y
S 3ER ARG R F R, 2244 585 (Latoucheornis
siemsseni) & TAYERBE N, 5 EEEY (E. elegans)
TE RIS F&; RE% (Urocynchramus pylzowi) M
BRB ., HHAEEM#EE (F montifringilla)
ISk Hee (F coelebs) k%R . fEBayes
B MLASFINIB T, 2585 (E. pallasi) 54080
B (E. yessoensis) X [AJEMAHIAR FR, F8Y (E.
schoeniclus) 35X P MMIE UHIR G FR, H3ER

W RS Y= . 7E Bayes B FINIR 1, =
JHEEY (E. cioides) FIZEHEY (E. fucata) &IE )k
ik Z, KIEH (E. cia) 5% B RAIkL R,
HERINEEY (E. jankowskii) XAV %0 IR, 5
ZIC AR s bRt T =18 JE 5 B S H B )
IR F, Bayest FINIW A8 H AR & (1 B4 %

ML# R, =308 JE 8 5 S H B T Ik S &R, K
JE A G FNSEBE NG Y AR SRR, PIASTPAT 20 S
IETE A IRAE ,  AHMILBS o T =38 5 B f S H-
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Lanius isabellinus
957 Calcarius lapponicus
95— [lmberiza aureola Eurasia
172 k. chrysophrys Siberia
F. tristrami Eastern Asia
L. rutila Eastern Asia
E. spodocephala Eastern Asia
789 — L. pusilla Northern Eurasia
B 97 4 E. elegans Eastern Asia
—: Latowcheornis siemssem China Emberizinae 4% iF #}
qEE Emberiza pallasi Eastern Asia
996 L. yessoensis Eastern Asia
558 E. schoeniclus Palearctic
L. bruniceps Eurasia
9451 I cioides Asia
L. fucata Asia
I cia Palearctic
o77| %3 E. jankowskii ~ Eastern Asia
559 L. lencocephalos  Eastern Asia
[ 825 Fophona migratorius Asia
. Mycerobas affinis Himalayas Coccothraustinae #5422 ¥ B}
875—— Carduelis flavirostris Eurasia
100 r C. ambigus Himalayas
C. sinica Eastern Asia
668 C. puniceus Himalayas
B C. thura Himalayas
992 C. edwardsii Himalayas
{ C. vinaceus Himalayas
Uragus sibiricus Asia Fringillinae % 1F £l
Leucosticte brandti Himalayas
Pinicola enucleator Holarctic
Carpodacus erythrinus Eurasia
Pyrrinila erythaca Himalayas
100 | Fringilla coelebs Palearctic
625 L F. montifringilla Northern Eurasia
Urocynchramus pylzowi China
Loxia curvirostra Asia

B QUIR R R I EAG AN H o FEBayesH 1, il

1448 (Leucosticte

4 (Carduelis flavirostris). 434 (C. sinica).
k&4 (C. ambigua) JERCAHLREE, *T11%5 3%

15 K NE% 4 0.8

Taeniopygia guttata

Kl 3 JLTF Col FLIR 741 BT i) g 1) e

brandti) 544 J& 11 s K T

K4 (Uragus sibiricus) 511

R} 36 T 2RI ML
Fig.3 ML tree of 36 species from Fringillidae
P A L EEA bootstrap {H, {2 R>50%I1] bootstrap i (Bootstrap values are shown above the nodes, only > 50 % shown ).

JAK4E (Carpodacus thura) H7F i, EEHEN
0.52, Hiz/r3 W2 B, ML, @nling 4 A
SWAEES LT, MKRREN TAREE S
. FENIR T, AR S %4 (C. puniceus)
RR—3, BB K R, KREN 5153
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Lanius isabellinus

Taeniopygia guttata

Calcarius lapponicus

Emberiza bruniceps

E. aureola

L. pusilla

92

E. chrysophrys

64

E. tristrami

r I, rutila

- F.spodocephala

100

95

100

E. schoeniclus
E. yessoensis

L. pallasi

E. elegans

Latoucheornis siemsseni

99

100

Emberiza lencocephalos

E. jankowskii

E. cia

k. cioides

99 |

L. fucata

Eophona migratorius

Mycerobas affinis

76

00— . sinica
|

Carduelis flavirostris

C. ambigua
Pyrrhula erythaca

Leucosticte brandti

Pinicola enucleator

Uragus sibiricus

Carpodacus thura

. puniceus

C. erythrinus

99|

C. vinaceus

. edwardsii

Loxia curvirostra

L

Urocynchramus pylzowi

1o IFringilla coelebs

L

I, montifringilla

Bl 4 JET Col JEINFFAIBTRIGEIIMEAERE 36 Fh %KMK NI H
Fig. 4 NI tree of 36 species from Fringillidae
TS _EEUE R bootstrap fH, (N1 7">50%[1] bootstrap {EL (Bootstrap values are shown above the nodes, only > 50 % shown) .

Wk R BEAR%E (C.edwardsii) LA (C.
vinaceus) JERUHIAR R, Wil AE (C. erythrinus)
N 5520y SOV BURIR R &, FINIB IR 4 Sk mT A
Fih, REBANAA/ENNEHRE (subgroup), NI
WS AJEARE. AkeE; 503 a ik

AL OWLURAE . B {EBayest FIMLIh, F5
K4 (C. edwardsii) 52144 (C. vinaceus) &
BURIR R R, 1% SCHA RS I EGRE (Bayesh,
1.00; MLF, 99.2%). 7EBayestf . MLA FINIF
R4S (Eophona migratorius) A1 EE 2 UL i i
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42 (Mycerobas affinis) /ALK R .
3 i i’

3.1 #REZ Col £EFIIHFE

384 Col J7 41| ¥ 4 e i ik th B0 2 I AN &~ 3
[y, WEBEFH &8 (55.4%) WG FrEmd g
(44.7%). 4FPIIEY, CISEEiEm, HLIKEA.
T, G & EEK. A+TEH R (522%) = TGHCH
& (47.9%), ULBHP A BRI AE AL — 58 I ) 2k
FEBERG T IOANFINL AL, BRI AN F ey . 5%
BT Cy Ay G 543 1 2 28.3%
30.7%- 26.1%- 14.9%; ZMFH207 8T, Cv AL
G T8 B4 7 HE21.3%- 34.0%- 28.6%- 16.2%;
I3 AT, Co Ay GIFPF3 & 5 825.1%.
26.6%- 27.1%- 21.1%, AT CLEH, 25 %
AL SRR Al 2 = T . Arnaiz (2001)
N, BT U S IR AR AR AL, G
R BAR T AL AR . H AR A 5T bR LR
I B EE A7 R AR RS AR AL, B 147
RIS AT B 2 R e 1 s I8 —Lemt 50K B
(Edwars, 1991; Helm, 1986; Arnaiz-Villena et al,
2001) SE3AL RIS EF G T, AHAEAM I R
MELRN 3N, A R IIG Tt .

FIFEAR (Ts) FEH# (Tv) WA R, 7T
TP A R RS, 9 i o B TR 3G I, R E
WL PRAIC, RSB 23 BN TRl G, 1A
ot (Knight & Mindell, 1993). @i b
% 2 R 3 AN RAB TN, 5 3 47 kb
TR B LIRS B 2 AL B IR, 1K
5B AR B A IR OR R — 3 AR R 1 B i i IR
G, BT 3 A S B2 R O R, A
SRR SE
32 R{J{AEBNIEHLMAIRIT
321 BRI RAKE KRNI KHAT  Bangs
(1931) AT HER9 R [E I #EE, w5 BB 2P A
N, B ST ok W8S )& (Latoucheornis). {H.
HHH NN IS A\ 2089 8 N (Hartert, 1922;
Voous, 1977). fEA K ¥ Bayest. ML FINT
b, W5 5 SRS SRR i, PIE BN HIRC R,
R A A BIEMEREG R K BayesH. ML
PEXZAT S B m I B E (Bayeshf, 1.005 ML
B, 97.4%) . W BY 55 E I BY 1R 3845 BE 2504 0.087
(Latoucheornis siemsseni—Emberiza elegans), Tfi

B9 Jag A ) PR i A PR 40042 — 0112 A6 T Bk
N, RSN R PR BRI EG ), AN SCRE R Y
(1) B g 2 AT . Alstrom et al (2007) fERFSTEIH
KRR RS K H R RN, i Latoucheornis 5
Emberiza /& [F#) 7 4 (1 0CZR, DAl ] LCKs W5 35 iy
4% A Emberiza siemsseni .

R TE A AAT R 5 )7 H W %4 (Harrison,
1967; Paynter & Storer, 1970; Byers etal, 1995)
T UESE, BRI 5809 J8 2 [0 B PSR K R .
DT RERKEWILH, Avise etal (1980) JHLH#HT
BRTGESFI L5 BRPE (American sparrows) 254 &[]
g Callozyme) ()7 5, HEWTER NEY 5 88 & 1% b
MR E%,; HAh, Klicka et al (2000) FlYuri &
Mindell (2002) FIBFFTHEAGFEAH R 455 AENTHFI
ML, 42 TVES 8 (19 42 TS 15 LAt S Je 10 b T
IR R, HRRRGR G R T%50 I EARFE
B m (MLW, 95.7%; NIM, 92%); 7£Bayes
Bieb, ZTES A TA R N . AIX3ER R SR B W
WSS RI T DUE Y, kTS 5 8 s B AT Bl 195 4
KER KIBEWHHARITMRE KR, Paynter
(19700 BE—Ltriadet, R T8 5688 &
It (HE ZEFAFEM A (Avise et al, 1980; Lovette
& Bermingham, 2002; Yuri & Mindell, 2002; Ericson
& Johansson, 2003; Alstrom et al, 2007), ALK
5 o S B S v 23 5 AR o FEAR SO TV 5 8 e
LA 3% 03 (P T4 5 25 24 10.094 —0.115; 1 89 J& N 7%
Tt 2 1) R BE AR B 510,021 —0.112 FRIEMLKFINT
PR30 S 80 SOt AR BE S, A SO SCRRPR A TUS
H5iSJE 5, RS AL B KB It .

TENIRSRIMLA Hr, 4 TVES A7 35 J8 ST 1 ik
e, A TR R AR A K . Tordoff (1954) Ji
THEEIH 0NN, BINEY)E (Calcarius) FlZy
9% (Plectrophenax) fEES iy AR IIREE, &
1 FFZ A AE AL b B AT Panboreal Hb[X A8 T]
i o e PR/ ) N L€ I o (W 571 o 3
BT, J5 NG 2R A TR KRB (Yuri &
Mindell, 2002). *f % F 24 (1) mtDNAZE AT 0} 53
(Upholt & Dawid, 1977; Brown et al, 1979; Ferris
etal, 1983; George & Ryder, 1986; Higuch et al,
1987; Helm-Bychowshi & Wilson, 1986; Shields &
Wilson, 1987; Li QW etal, 2000) 3, mtDNA
FEANLARE )T 2% R 2 dE 4k o LA HEI 2 10 5
5 Je N LT B Fh S SR A B B TR 0 4R 4.7 — ST AR
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it FENTH  Bayes# FIMLF 1 , 555 (Emberiza
pallasi) 52130253 (E. yessoensis) 1 5CR F—i,
TEEHIRAE G R, 1557 3¢ X5 7% (E. schoeniclus)
TE IR ZR, 3MR R GER B IR0 451 %) T-1%
PN SR T T IR B EAS . SR, Alstrom
et al (2007) WFFCRIN, FHES5 P88 568 ik K
R, U HEAHCENE S . Byersetal (1995)
AL RER S LR 3F SR T e, £
PG AY L Pl S 20 S0 8 2 o AL o FEASC R,
B L P 2 [A)AH 1E R 5 A BE 2 020.055, 7 BS Al
ZL B 2 ) (R 35 A% BE 2 20,054 177 258 5 2085145
B2 B PR A 1 18 A% 1 25 920.033 o [RIE A SCIA K 35
B L5 21 30045 B9 1) 23 5 G R LU =5 B R0 7 08 [ B 3 —
e

A S 5 R Y TR (B B 5 040.023,
FET3RR ARG A B W 1 #0 0 E5 # 34 Hh B = ) R
FZEHESIE Sk SR, XA SR G S RTE
ZHTBF T AR RIE, A SO BT MR
RINPSZ S
3.2.2 WEMEAE )R SRR IR RA KT KR
FEUEWE £ 5 B S W 28 (3R R G B W SR
e, ERIHIESS R . BayesH AIMLB X F-3X—
DY A B E N ERSE (BayeshH, 1.00; ML,
82.5%); M AL EH S 40,089  FUREINE 4 & 55 ik
W 6 i 2 ) kT 2 ZR T A 8 HH TR % 00 R A DAHT
HIWFFE A B4 1ESE (Clement et al,1993), Arnaiz
(2001) FHCyt bEEK 7, 25> F 7K FUESE T
e 24 JE  (Mycerobas) S 4 )& (Eophona)
ZMAERIENSEG K R . Yang et al (2006) F|H Cyt
b3 PRt B8 HH S S RL e i 2 5 T R U A 2 () LA
BUOEIIES K R Amaiz (2001) HEDIIX P fh 128
Al AEIA SLI A SG, L R 2 2 T L L
[()25HE. {ESibley & Monroe (1993) 732K R4,
W AE . JUL I 4 ) AN M 28 ) (Coccothrautes)
WeE T4meikt . hBayesH . ML FINTF 146
NG TTLAE Y, Sl A R R AR S 4
WA G LA PRGOS R,  Hste e s
oK. T8/ b8ME4 (C. Coccothrautes), Kt
IR RGE R T KR o FEHAL A 77 2 — 20 i
T
323 ERMRAKHT KR {EBayesHirh, =il
I 28 55 4= 42 8 3Rk 1% 2K (Carduelis flavirostris.  C.
sinica. C.ambigua) JERBAHIKCHR, X Ti%5 3,

SMARGREMBLG T T EEWEGEE R,
0.80); =L 4E 5EWE R Ti4E (C. flavirostris) . 4=
W4 (C.sinica) FEKL4#4 (C. ambigua) 2 [H]
f1 35 A B 25 43 1) /20,085 0.097F10.107; 11 4328
JE& P ()38 4% 25 240,039 (C. sinica —C. ambigua) -
0.084 (C. sinica —C. flavirostris )+ 0.085 (C.
flavirostris —C. ambigua); fEMLAAINIRF, =il
W48 AR B, (HRFIX 88 0 52 10 B A AR
e BRIIEASCINY, R4 )R (Leucosticte) 1543
)8 (Carduelis) Z [ HARITMISEE KR,

Arnaiz (2001) {EWFSTKE#JE (Uragus) #i
KEBMKRNER, KERESHANEE (C
rubicilloides) fEAATY FECHFL, 70T KF L,
FHCytb P41 #fi5E T KR4 SRR 8 11 4
R R EAWIFTF, Bayeshf. MLIFINIRHS
rKRESREREREL R, REIRMX T
MINEGEA R KREESA%ERE (C. thura. C.
vinaceus. C.edwardsii. C. puniceus. C. erythrinus)
Z AN 5 A% B 25 40,084 —0.107;  A<4E & PN Bl i) 1)
BEEE 2450.062—0.101. ASCAHKRBES K%
JBZ AAEAE AR PSR G R R o IX TP R A Yang et al
(2006) MIRFFCHBAIESS . 7E3MRRFZ K AW,
o] LUE BIER AR 8 B4R % R BRI ISR 5% %
R, ZHBBIRKRK R, HIXANPR oA i
40.062, JEAAE RN ANIEAL B B ds /N 1) BRI AR
WL R FE o0 A b, A4 T 5 5 o b X
(Himalays). Itt4h, M3RRRGEK H WM 45H
UESEARAE i 2 2 R

R KJEAERIREY (Urocynchramus pylzowi)
(PR BRFAE A4Sl HWER A AR, (HAE 2> TK
P EMTURB I RE K ERRN, iS5 KREE
Z I RISES R R (Groth, 2000). M 7EAHFFT
t, H3MRARG K BRI ST LA, R
H#ee g (Fringillia) MOAIHIA R R, RIGIKALE
A SKRERERMIEL . ACANIEES KR
AR SR G R R [, KEEES K
)& (Pyrrhula) Z [A]5E 4 K RIE (Arnaiz-Villena
etal, 2001) MI&5I8, FEASCIAGHE] TARGFRIUESE.
324 #wARHIRM KWL ERGEKZ N
FEAE TR 73 FACEIE A TR 5y KW o, &
— AN EE4E . £ESibley & Ahlquist (1990) [£]4)
KRG, BRI T8 WA
ZM S WA E T Yuri & Mindell (2002) (32 FF.
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Cheng (2002) M3 FF#EE W RFFIEG LR 73 S5
#E. TM{EZheng et al (2002) FlHoward & Moore
(2003) MR ARG, KRG TR
HEAERLFEY R Krajewski & Fetzner (1994) Al
Xiangyu et al (2000) 1) TA A Py 1) 73 808 BIRFR
I o AR SO FH Col 25 R T A543 380 1) 48 S FH B8 2K 11
AL IR B J20.102—0.157, A RE N AL IR B N
0.052—0.136, AR AR R] (11544 PE 25 /20.036 —
0.147; EREIME (AZ5RD AL IR 255 il h
0.129—0.159, 0.143—0.166, 4L &M AR5
REW LR, BRI SCRRIG AT R AL T 2
BERIKA-, GRS A8 FSibley 45 73 S8 R 4t
P2 RFRES AL 73 27K F (Cheng, 2002; Sibley
& Ahlquist, 1990; Sibley & Monroe, 1993). X[,
ARG IR B9 FR

3.2.5 KT Col JERRXS PN R G K H KR A
9% Seutin & Bermingham (1997) &t Col JE XX}
TEEMENRERET RRITNENAH, H
Zardoya & Meyer (1996) 1\°4 Col JEPIXT T 52K H
W G R G R BT A . 1N, Zhang et al
(2007) &, Col JERTIIE T 58RI JTlal
ARG KRB FFR. Herbert (2003) A2y, Col FE[H
REME AT ORAIE 2 B8 S M R, MRS 2 il 5149
P44, M HH AR, H DNA RAIA SR
FEAERT ARG R RIS D H s T2 2030 A Tk A
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