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FESES Q59 X AR SRS A

A R TR, 233k R ik (Rh ynchocy pris oxycephalus) FHL K Y) i (Rhynchocy pris lagowskii ) Bl
BT A RIY 1B 40 (Osteichthyes) # H (Cypriniformes) #F} (Cyprinidae) fift . £} ( Danioninae) » K
Wi 8 (Rhynchocy pris) ™ T LATE BERHINC [ 25k« 88 B (h A8 ) ic 2007 18 R Wy fig #1198 3k KWy fig ) 13
RS A B (Leuciscinae) )8 (Phoxinus) » ic 8 R R HL K (Phoxinus lagowskii ) FR ki (Phoxinus
oxycephalus)"™ s (I R A28 1) o TG AR Sk KWy i AR G K W) i A9 G0 28 L 18 5% T R IL 8% (Phoxinus lagowskii
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Vb o ST 45 38 000 R Y A5 0 L) PG i S o 1 Ay A () e DX 1 2R Sk KWy ik, OB S AR AE — 0 25 5.
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Tribolodon 5 1 J&M. 2002 4 1TO Z:5) 38 3 [6] T8 20 #7854 W% R 25 %1 4 8 R. oxycephalus , R.
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S Phoxinus Fl Rhynchocypri X143 R A AT 1) )& . Sakai LI 18S rRNA DA 16S rRNA FEH %
PR R 250 8 DA INTE TTO 56l B4 R. lagowskii 432 2 AW1# , [8] I 4 S K W s (R
perenurus) F Rk KW i (R. oxycephalus) B 16 1L KW i (R. czekanowskii ) FlHr & K W) fig (R.
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1 #H5FE

1.1 # #

20 RHLICR WSS A SR A AR T A AR 5L 61 2 AR Sk R W s A A 43 il >R 5 TG BRI & CRityer) L 28 1]
S BDUBRORS GO L 3k B R LU R 43 R B & MR BBk ) S X GHEETRDD | 75 e B RSP (R V) L 58
5 11 357 ply b S A AR R TR TR R W i R e Sk W) 5 X5 3 A TR AR R R 1 Jeg BR P L B AN AR Y
P IR W .9 R (G R fig Al 15 B4k KWy g 1 oK L BE RN E o3 FAEY #5050 511 R IR W) fig Al
46 FRIR K R W 10 26 (4 A 2R E ARV R 1 2 DR AT T J5 S 28 2 i 4t
1.2 EEEUE

FHEFR R RO B CBRAL mm) 10 26 8 K MR W bR A, T 52 45 #7524 42 4 (Total length, TL) , f& K (Body
length, BL.) , i € 3L 0K v 22 B g B /5 (Length between the pectoral and ventral fin, PV) , JIE #&7 & BT[]
B ¥E B (Length between the Pelvic and anus, PA), 3k (Head length, HL) , /& % (body width, BW), %) £
(Snout length,SNL) , R 12 (Orbit diameter, OD) , B[] # (Interorbital width,IW) , & & (Body.BD) , B £
(Caudal peduncle length,CPL) , B#iE (Caudal peduncle depth,CPD) , I #&Hij K (dorsal fin length,DL) , g
i K (Pectora fin length, PFL) f§ #& K (Pelvic fin length, PVL) & #& K (Anal fin length, AL) . fifi i 7 K 3F
Wit fA B (Body weight, BH) , F| HIAA 0 55 R 0K 5% %) 8 2% 647 5%

1.3 SFEEFE
1.3.1 DNA #H

BGE oK SBR[ E S SN A=A 1.5 mL B.0% 78 55 CHUEETPHET 4 h 5, R -5
{7 B U 4 BORE R 26 DNAMY
1.3.2 PCR ¥ 345 H LA

PCR ¥ 2 bk COT EH 51 9%t - I M 514 HCO:5-AAACYTCWGGGTGVCCAAAGAAYC-3,
514 LCO:5-TACTAAYCACAAAGATATTGGCAC-3".30 pl. PCR KA R .15 pL mix, [
TG4 1.5 pL, DNA 1 pL, KK 11 pL.PCR N 4548 0« AR P il BE R 95 °C LB 8] 8 5 min; 28 PR
JE 4 95 °C L IHE] R 30 s53B KIRE S 54 °C LiHE] K 30 s; FEMREE K 72 C LA 1 mins 72 /A EF COI
BB S YX 3G 30 DRI A AR EE Sy 72 °C LB R 10 mins4 CARAE.PCR =Y HL 3.5 pL #4173
HVE I R ORI A 5 I 25 R 45t 5 B BRI A 9 PCR =36 1A T |l COT B Rl s k4500 .
1.4 HE\EHH

H 00 7 25 5 Lasergene Wi Seqman FPFFE1T 4% L B 5 54T F TR0, 41 %6 )5 19 )7 51 78 NCBI £ 4
PER S #E4T BLAST H Xt (https://blast.ncbi.nlm. nih.gov/Blast.cgi) , F 2% Hb X )5 A5 LLE & ) % 51, 5] i
T AR A K W) i 02T A, BT O KW i 0 A S X L 4y KW g s ) A NCBI Hr JEAH ¢ COT
74 3T #HOR Wy R i COT BE K P 51 12 4% 20 3% 5 $ds LA SCECE 2 b T 4R 208)s F1) 1 BioEdit #1717 91 [
X LAE J5 22 #7387 FH MEGA 7.0 45 T Kimura 2-parameter (K2P) B, 1 000 R E & ik, HAl S5
BB BRI L H # Neighbor-Joining B ARHE R 58 & B 25 R 0 RAE— L LT A150 8 — A4, 5
S SRS [ 20 1% 20 P 5t A% B 5 R 20 (] 3t A% B 3 DN T A 2 ) il Z IR1 1Y) 0 F R G 2E R R

2 # B

2.1 RERMBRSESH

HEEE R E FE O N -7~8, BEE (A -7, M tg(P) [ -14~16, EEE (V) 11 -7, 2 #E(C)16~18.

2 Sk R W g VR A K R 0 o T A 0 R R o, T A AR O IR 1 4.1~ 5.7 £ MR SERY 4.7~7.8
f S K IR BRI 11~ 1.5 f5. B R I 1.7 ~2.5 R ARFMLL L) F Ry K, DL KK 6, k3%
A A I R /NBRE SRR LU 2 Sk SR W ik 2 Ok 93 B0 /N 58 43 B € Ak LA 38 4 Sy 0 4 5, LB € 35 %) L IR (1]
FE R FHR A% R e 5 4l /)N HEF B8 M4 58 4 R 8 v 40 S A AT — 4% DA 22 i 32 ¥ 10 €20 i R 1) B 8 1) 0
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T B T TR (0 R (A B L A Sk 98 31 8 T v B O I R s A B ) 2 v U T L R B )

Shy 2145 {0, 55 2B 0 26 B
22 HERXVBEESESH
KB GE SR HH 88 (D) -
8. fg (A) -7, &g (P> 1-13
~16, & & (V) I[-7, B (C)20.
I LK W) ik » (R B 55 40, )
Jiit o WEEB T A AR 1 6~
6.6 fi5 . MIRTERY 9.5~11.3 fi5. 3k
KR TG K RS 1.6~
L7 R K WM 2.1~
2.4 f%. 0 BB TR, O A S 31 15 IR
HIE T 2% G 200, HIR 8 K, R (0] B K
THRAR. 8% 1 4 /1, HE 5 B %R
BEV SO, I F MR i g . 35
Hp AT — 25 DA Sk 3 R ity AE i 2 R
5 P TR K L 45 80, FORL A4 4
S ARMIAT — % BH 5 B L S
KA AE TR AR ST R R A Hm)
R E TR TR I S B S A
HAARER RS S B RBa
INBER. PR S R RN
0 ) R R K 7 SR K R
M2 LA R LAt B0 i 1 2
L /INBE AT, AR A AR AL T ] A
O G AT
23 DFREESW
ARS8 5 PCR 4 34 4t 3k
131G K Wy i 2 ki & COT 5 A
I A SN/ 7 2 TR N
COI FEHF3 14 2% it 5 NC-
BI £ 2T L5 . 2 Fi O 4
DL 5 COT 2 [ %), 1 i
BioEdit [k X} 5 315 — BUF 51 K
FEh 627 bp, HoHr fa] 2115 8 A7 A5
165 4>, P 5F 7 5 510 4>, T, C,
A, G & & 40k 30, 3%,
25.9%.25.5% .18.3% » Mg JE 41
WAKFEA+T WF = 55.8%)

F1 THARPGERHOERER
Tab.1 Information of specimens in this study
LRI EA NCBI % %5 i 4 5 SR A b o A e R
HBS02-HBS05 T3 B AT LD )
HJ01,HJ03 el =YV EXG: S TP
HQO1-HQO5 AN F & DUBCRE G )
QG01-QG02 HEEL BRI D)
PR TP03.,TP05 P4 e B R4 (D
FJ197701.1 PARK et al.,2008%
Rhomehocypris oxycephalus MF122744.1 SHEN et al.,20177

MF122751.1
MF122753.1
MF122757.1
KP641342.1

SHEN et al.,2017%
SHEN et al.,2017%
SHEN et al.,2017%
SUI et al.,2015

ETAAPNYE ]

Rhynchocypris lagowskii

1.Z01-1.Z09
L.C277265.1
KR091310.1
AP009147.1

PR T A Al B i D
WATANABE et al.,201801%]
XU,et al.,20157
IMOTO et al.,200611)

FETL R Wy i

Rhynchocypris czekanowskii

MG806866.1

SCHONHUTH et al.,2018L12!

W W) fi;

Rhynchocypris percnurus

KMo019393.1
KMo019394.1

IMONDI et al., 20147
IMONDI et al., 20147

Wy fik

Rhinichthys cataractae

MG421091.1
MG421536.1
MG422434.1
JN028362.1
EU525123.1
EU525127.1

DEWAARD,20177
DEWAARD, 20177
DEWAARD.20177
APRIL et al.,201101%
HUBERT et al.,2008*
HUBERT et al., 20084

FLA

Phoxinus phoxinus

KM286959.1
KM287013.1
KM287021.1
KM287025.1
KM373657.1
KM373662.1

KNEBELSBERGER et al.,201401%]
KNEBELSBERGER et al.,201401%)
KNEBELSBERGER et al..2014015]
KNEBELSBERGER et al., 2014015
KNEBELSBERGER et al., 2014015
KNEBELSBERGER et al.,201401%]

@E‘] Curassius auratus

KR861804.1

SHEN et al.,2015%

8 N B E NCBI B 12 8 8] K & 3 3w 50

w5 T CHG R (44.200) R WIRL TR W) 5% A1 9 Sk KW i i) COT 56 DRUBR 6 4 A AT AL T B0 i 1] 178 I
— 453G AL B A 8 2R ) COT E& AT 5T 45 SR AH — Z BR BT I AR P B 3R A — 52, L AN [R] i 5ok 4 B A 2R
S R W i 22 18] 33 AR BB R, 2 KT 0.02 A AT AR SR AE — 32, B 730 1 NCBI 8408 Jo e UL 81 1 73 52 A
iy ol 35 A2 8 B0 T 2 DA 118 R Sk DR WA i gt % B
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3.1 AR RKMENR L XM ENY M E R

(T g 1 28 35
il 34 18 R VI Mgk R L DY figg
IR 25 2 R AR B A
T 2B L XS o3 B, AR
S R Wy fi (49 2 25 4 AE A
— 2, B, KT A
VU i 1V O A [8] X8 A
1492 3k K 5k

i 5 A5G SCRR
KT IRK R W) 1) L 2K
IUNEER N/ S
E N/ VWS E TN
Wy 5% 4 2 25 o AR AR
— B ALK W) i B 2R
N3, HAH N s A i

INTF0.02. 28 % KRB R E A LISk KA. 15 E0H (Dorsal view) ;B. URLE (lateral view). 28I B FHUU R 43k
ie % % NSRS fits ! KW C. 150 (Dorsal view) ;D. ALK (lateral view). FRMI T AARAE B4 EGORM : . iR TR A

(living female lateral view);F. 5B (Dorsal view) ;G. AREI (lateral view).

I AN R R BRI A 12k kR s

Fig.1 Different samples of Rhynchocypris oxycephalus and Rhynchocypris lagowskii

Bt A g AT NCBL R
ARG TR SR R
(1 — 32 (94%0) A [a) B s
SR A B Y 9 Sk W ik 73 531) B 3RO — S, AL ] (] JE AL B B XK T 0,02, 4 N s AR B B/ T 0.02.
x2 HNRAMEMRLXYBTEEHIRE
Tab.2  Morphological measurement data of Rhynchocypris lagowskii and Rhynchocypris oxycephalus

- A B — 11) e AW B —16)
- i m bt 2 i T it 2
BH/g 1.55~6.71 4.38 1.39 3.21~22.94 10.02 5.86

TL/mm 73.68~101.08 86.93 9.31 71.17~125.89 94.79 15.41

BL/mm 62.27~86.35 73.05 8.24 57.12~105.98 78.42 13.63
BD/mm 8.15~14.03 11.67 1.48 10.61~24.59 16.27 3.75

BW/mm 4.76~8.47 7.15 0.90 8.52~17.70 12.12 2.83

HL/mm 14.15~22.33 19.44 2.24 16.29~28.13 20.90 3.41

SNL/mm 4.27~7.00 6.07 0.76 4.84~9.71 6.80 1.35

PV/mm 8.57~13.96 11.61 1.41 6.45~17.50 11.31 3.00

OD/mm 3.91~5.16 4.72 0.36 3.57~5.45 4.46 0.50

IW/mm 4,98~9.04 7.32 1.03 7.32~12.41 8.99 1.57

CPL/mm 12.50~20.38 16.62 2.20 12.10~26.63 18.26 3.67

CPD/mm 5.45~8.57 7.41 0.95 6.41~12.47 9.34 1.72

DL/mm 5.72~9.17 7.67 0.82 5.11~11.76 7.96 1.60

PFL/mm 9.39~12.86 11.06 0.96 9.73~16.48 12.12 1.70

PVL/mm 6.95~10.78 9.52 1.04 7.41~13.02 9.69 1.51

AL/mm 4.11~7.56 6.53 1.08 4.54~9.06 6.44 1.30

PA/mm 5.58~9.56 7.92 1.13 4.42~14.46 8.48 2.28

W MF s BH, 4K TL &K BL, & BD,{&Y% BW,3kK HL,WHK SNL, i 68 3K i 2 8 65 5L 25 PV, IR#E OD, IR FE IW, Bk K
CPL, B CPD,## &K DL, ffig i PFL, E 6K PVL, B AL, ISR S BIALTTIEER PA.
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% 3 ET Kimura 2-parameter #E REFh 2z 8] COl E R iRIEEE
Tab.3 The pairwise comparisons of genetic distance between different species based on the COI gene based
on the Kimura 2-parameter model
SYAE FEREL ARG EE R GP1 GP2 GP3 GP4 GP5 GP6 GP7 GP8 GP9 GP10
GP1 9 0.010 Na
GP2 2 0.000 0.031
GP3 5 0.000 0.033 0.052
GP4 5 0.000 0.044 0.057 0.050
GP5 1 Na 0.070 0.076 0.074 0.072
GP6 2 0.000 0.071 0.081 0.085 0.077 0.061
GP7 12 0.007 0.067 0.069 0.071 0.069 0.072 0.077
GP8 6 0.003 0.174 0.163 0.168 0.163 0.178 0.185 0.165
GP9 7 0.002 0.168 0.178 0.169 0.171 0.135 0.163 0.159 0.154
GP10 1 Na 0.194 0.186 0.203 0.189 0.178 0.184 0.170 0.185 0.201 Na
S
;FE %E = ,fg EE KP641342. 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus
BT = MF122757. 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus
N |\ X Yy yp yeep.
2 VI‘%: ’ T I—J iﬂ E: 100 k122744, 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus
7 i 2 3 MF122751. 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus
7k % EJ E/J JQ J: jt MF122753. 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus  [Gp1
W 85 Z ) /Y i A 0Lt o
.
PR KT 0.02, K~ 98TE8:| KT (KT) 4
G4 ) 2 : 5
A R — P Az —Jcoy |6 2 B Gl x
[B] 35t 1% #E &5 /N F HQO1 ;@
HQO2
% PNy
0.02 By . A FF 103 |Gp 3 PUK (FTD)
- - HQO4
KT b E W 11Q05
s HBS02
AT B 4K R HBSO3 | werr | oy
s s HBSO4 AL (VT Gp 4
AR 2 R Sk R W) HBSOS
fis R B Az K sk FJ197701. 1 Rhynchocypris oxycephalus
ﬁ# HE > /IT‘f 3& ?E e 100 MG806866. 1 Rhynchocypris czckanowskii ] Gp 5 JEILRWrfis:
S AN KM019393. 1 Rhynchocypris perenurus e wE
MiE kWA R T T001KM019394. 1 Rhynchoeypris perenurus ] Gp 6 FENIE
/NH SR /5. L.C277265. 1 Rhynchocypris lagowskii
! ﬁ E E/J T /% Bk KRO91310. I Rhynchocypris lagowskii
A JElt /2% Z I‘ETJ % ﬂ: 99| [FAP009147. 1 Rhynchocypris lagowskii
7| (LZ09
67
Kimura 2-parame- LZ05
1.708 - BN 5
TN N N . Gp 7
#1 it 1.701 oo
ter MLRLT 53 % VL R G
R, & MERN 1207
LZ01
V- st % EE 2 AL 1202
1.203 J
A 0.009 8, R 61 MGA21536. | Rhinichthys cataractae
84IMGA21091. | Rhinichthys cataractae
N ey =r
IEH E@ pUAY 'ﬁ% JT‘E =] YIE 1()()“{‘» MG422434. 1 Rhinichthys cataractac Gp 8 Wk
N JIN028362. 1 Rhinichthys cataractae P
0.027 ~0.084 Z HEU525127.1 Rhinichthys cataractac
N N N — EU525123. 1 Rhinichthys cataractac
AN -
IEH ’ TIE Eﬁ T J% J? jt 67 KRA77083. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
=1 \ (KM287013. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
W) B A T B R Z 100, KM373662. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
NI . =51 | KM3 7365 : nus O
gl BT s 55||KM373657. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus Gp 9 Ffh
Ij = /f-g EE ) & j( KM287025. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
H BF i@ F Mantel KM287021. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
I_J T B KM286959. 1 Phoxinus phoxinus
test ﬁgﬁiﬂz Eya T‘ 95 o0 KR8618041. | Carassius auratus ] Gp 10 &1
e
Sk K Wy 5 o RE 1] Vo B INCBUSCEE R ARE
i,
pU2} 'ﬁ% é} /ﬂ./» *EEI‘{ J_E ﬂ':[] E2  FHTFKimura 2-parameterPi B (G N GEE . Wifh. BLEBCO I K (9Nei ghbor-Joininghi

o PR RS 2 (A] A
(e H IR PS

I'ig. 2 Neighbor-Joining tree for Rhynchocypris, Rhinichthys cataractae, Phoxinus phoxinus and Carassius auratus

inferred from mitochondrial COl gene sequences based on Kimura 2-parameter model
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P (r=0.467; Mantel test: p=0.000)"" Ju[ 55 44 (1 22 3k KW 5k A7 76 5 AH 5] (0 B0 25 6 A7 OG0 28 SRR AE 1 4
M T LA T e A W) Mgk £ 28 43 ) R 2 Sk SR W i R ER R W ik

AN TR) DR 35 43 A 118 40 Sk Wy 3ok A% BE B B KL TR A8 ot LA B K 22 57 3o SO ] IX 3 43 A 19 4 3k K W) i
SR A R AN () A S 38 2o X6 2R Sk K W Mgk A 5% 91 T ) 8 R DL R AR A 5 T 1 2 A E — 20 T R
3.2 HURXWEENRIA

iz B DAAE (30 5% o K W i SR T T A 2 4 A AR Hp ] P i £ S RS A A ) id SR KW i S Gt
AR, i R HE R R I Tro S5 3@ 2 W] TUE§ 43 A S Sakai %5 R 18S rRNA DL 16S rRNA JE[H
SRR AR WA R 025 8 AN, S AN AR BIRGE T BT R 1) £0 2 1A T AR R AL B S o BT L TS R LR
W) ik B F0 24 5 ik £ 2 2 ) Y s B BE BS TE 0.135 ~ 0.178 Z I8 KWy figh @ #4205 5 Wy sk I 01 245 22 18] 1 s A4 BE
BITE 0.163 ~ 0.185, 15t 1% FH 85 85 K. R e 30 A6 K K Wy g g U1 Sy fft ST R T A S o i 5 0 S0 B 5k 5 .
33 RIKRMBER K AME N X 54T

PP E PG - 8B B Oh 8 )ic gk, 48 3k KWy g 0 b R 1wy fig i) 3 B 58 IR AE A 2R 3k K W) figk 2 A
KN 2 5RO W) fig R AR R AR = 08 2 A% DAL e R R Sk W i R A K R A Y
1.7~2.5 f5 P R W S AR R R AR & 0 2.1 ~2.4 F% , PR DAAE 09 25 SRR E B 2 6 vk 58 4 DX 1) ) g 483X
Wb

R 485 B0 A7 B3R 53 AT 92 3k KW Mgt R FC R W i 199 1X 43 R AIF 8 8 70 A w8 L R 5 R K 19 B . 4 Sk KWy ik
PR 5 A A B Y A 2/ Tz R R Wy i (AR 55 4 i 1 B 1Y) L L. TR I o R Wy ik L 20 Sk R W figk 7 754 B o
A 5 AN Sk W figg RN BT G R Mgk %) A €A B S %) DX S 4 Sk K W figk ) A €5 R 4 0 B £ 4 L T ER K W i
A €8 R 7 K (. L 3 1) B R 2 S Wy ik Fe) T R 6 i i A 48 1 2K T T 5 <1 T B R W ik B e Sk
20 2540 R R 2 LR Sk TR W i 1) R e B € o T B, S E A ) Mg 1) BRE R Ry K € LB (5 A L DL R AT L
VB DX 3 19 ol 8 I 5 4K i
34 RILAMBMARAMENEFTRIMRPEX

9 3 F W Mgk o A7 0T R A5 R 3. R TR ER R W Mg A T R AR 1 43 A S R DN 5 R A LR AR TR e A MO T
AR R 3 BRI 60T i 4 1) i B R Wy i mT A ST A N 1 AR PR 1K R Sk R W i R R B R W) i 2 TR T
AR AR 2, 22 A 1 AR X DX L R A e 1 A L TR AL L K R e 4 Bt 25 A BRI A0 T 5 L DL S A 28 7= S oK
15 Y 35 A R W A 10208 A BB AR 4 /N DR TR DG AR W ik R 2 Sk R Wy figk 1) A A7 R B i AR B e Sk R
1) Mg 0 7 X K W g et 9 9 98 AR M B 0 B4 R 5 R L PR B (0% 3 IO S T AR Sk R B R AR g A R R, R
AR 3k R W A AE 0 P T 388 A B B R AN T) DXk =2 ) T 285 25 S R A R R P o ) 3K S R IR 1 A7 AR 1 22 )
T L, R A 8 A B R 45 25 S 5 n] DAGHE— 25 A B R 5 T8 R 28 22 S B AO i T —
5 TH PR 3R R 5 A 3 A% I 8 7 A Y D DL DKW ik s A o o Ak AL ) S L IR B PR 3 A IR L TR I 2R Sk R W figk
Xt BIF 5 4 P 1 0 A S 2 DA R st AR AT LA O R X

& % x Mt
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Rhynchocypris classification status determination in Henan province

Zhou Chuanjiang' , Yang Changxing' , Meng Xiaolin' , Zhang Jianxin' ,Song Dongying' s Zhao Haipeng® , Nie Guoxing'
(1.College of Fisheries,Engineering Technology Research Center of Henan Province for Aquatic Animal Cultivation,
Key Laboratory of Protection and Development Utilization of Aquatic Biological Resources, Henan Normal University,
Xinxiang 453007, China;2.School of life sciences, Henan University, Kaifeng 475004 , China)

Abstract: Two species of Rhynchocypris fishes were collected during an investigation on fish resources. The specimens
were identified as Rhynchocypris oxycephalus and Rhynchocypris lagowskii based on morphological and molecular data.Be-
cause of the high morphological similarity between the Rhynchocypris oxycephalus and Rhynchocypris lagowskii s combined
with the data available from the two species we collected, we found that the previous identification characteristics could not
completely distinguish the two species. Therefore, the main morphological characteristics, distribution area, living environment
and living habits of two species of fishes were further analyzed. This study makes a systematic comparison of the Rhynchocypris
distributed in Henan Province, revises the main identification characteristics and its distribution of Rhynchocypris in Henan

province. The collected specimens are preserved in Fish Specimen Library of College of Fisheries, Henan Normal University.

Keywords: Rhynchocypris oxycephalus ;Rhynchocypris lagowskii sidentification characteristics; Henan Province
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