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Construction of a microsatellite fingerprint database of
vascular plants in Yushan National Park(3/3)
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Fe2-1~ 2 LFp 2 HRtRF BEE R AR e o o v e s e e e e e e e 25
% 2-2 ~ Fl4p 2. #c ek DNA 513 $»%(Locus) ~ & 7|(primer sequence) ~ £

4 B 7|(motif) ~ 3£ £ 8 B (Tm)% £ ¥ £ B (PCR product) » « + 26
. 2-3~ 2 L Fl4p 2 et : DNA 2 Flst £ & (Number of allele : 28 ] & T 32

S

allele #& P ; Ho : heterozygosity X 32gLiB| & ; He ¢ heterozygosity -+

24y ¢ i@ ;allelic range allele #[F]) « « o o o o o o o o o o« 28

S

e 2-4~ 2 LFIHp 7 %2 pciE: DNA 2 71t 2 & (Number of allele © £

F1 AT iaallele #cp ;Ho: B A& F@ple He: BALEIFHHE

allelic range - allele #=[F]) =« o ¢ o o o o 000 o0 e e e 29
225 2 L2 AT H A15(AMOVA) « + ¢ o o o 0 0 0o o 31

%2603 LflHp EHE 2z B @A M lic(Fsy) - v s e e e e e e e 32



[ZB/Y
HEN
B 1-1-(A) 2 L B)jF K 2 (OF A 2 B2 o o 0 000 0o e 12
Bl 2-1~ 2 LFp 2Rtk BE e o o o o 0 o oo e e e 0o e e e 33
Bl 2-2~ v2if @R 2 3 L FlHp A ALK BI(UPGMA) » « « « o 34

B 2-3~12 STRUCTURE ##8:& (7 2 L Flfp 2 o= o 47(K=4) « « « « - 35
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&M A TR S KiFE DNA~ 2 L4
- A

gt BRI ARy o B P AT Y il h DNA
FlE 3 B354 2 BB E > BN PP A2 BT 238 5 HRE
AP P HRETREA TR E s L AR LP A A F LA
AP RTREE2 2 B I REARETI RS LI ITL - o
R e IR R

)% fetEs B T A 2 LR RO FE B L HE 2 g
UppnE R e B R L PR HBRTHEE A KT
Rro BB P 2 %8my 8T s g7y o
Z~ERFIR

FLFp ARG EGRRBI L T R AN L AL SRR
BEMLE 2R LE L LE e B LE EPPE B9 e T R FE L
AT A g B AES A A AT KA A AR P ERT AR
BARR o et 2L R TR RS AL P P B AR AR
UG R 2 FT P EF S HFP T EREE W EEL A LA B LE
HHEB G RRT AL B ER o
o~ 3 RZFRER

RIpAFTERSET T LR DT EMER T A BT

T E etk s 2 R R AR
v



3 0B R BHEH Bk DNA 2 2463 FRE2 22 (33)
2T FiE
AR L L LR RS F

R R SR LR LT S IRy S

!

ST TR TR T PN WTT Rt P

F o 2 L R L A -

oF ELEE
EREZ2 Y IR NN - E PN
a2y ERRBOPERT A L F G AR 2RI A

L R AT A B AR BREFADE > 0 fEF BREHN
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DNA fingerprinting has been widely applied to examine the genetic
variation for the purpose of biological conservation. DNA microsatellites
with short sequence repeats provide high variability and high resolution in
assessing population genetic structure. In this study, microsatellite
polymorphisms and genetic structure of Juniperus squamata were examined.
Genetic diversity within populations of J. squamata were high. In
J.squamata, it posses high levels of population differentiation mediated with
the limit of gene flow and adaptation of local environmental conditions.
However, 87.81% of the genetic variation is harboured within populations. It
may be sufficient to maintain a few populations across the whole distribution

range to ensure that the genetic diversity is represented.

Keywords: fingerprinting, microsatellite DNA, Juniperus squamata
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$-%  %B
I T
BB R 2 P DfE N R FE TR oA F13](genotypes) £ ¥ 1% A
F(alleles) et B A2 & > 3 B A FIA ¥ g 2R N A Bt 43
(phenotypes) » — 4 A FFP P~ L B2 chgpd 2y RS o7
A o AT B B RF Y § 3 AR R B FP AR 2 RHE

Bt R IR2 b3 chB e o ¥ 2 Fw e i LA 2 37l BB B

o+

& DNA B 7|} 5 E B SRR L E TR LT b AR
2B HE > DNA B 7| e 40 % £ 47 #3304 71 % F (intergenic spacer)
2 F & cf(synonymous) s ¥ # =B > T 7 € SIARIRIA R S|y > B F
i B 2 T4l (genome) shAE T 2 AL FIhA RAZR AR EE 0 R A
(nonsynonymous) ¥ 3 f| & sx iR LN 1R v [Tinig i Xag &
AT REVEIHNOREE A PEEAFOTE RS Ao

A@ 5T L 7 A 7 Al (polymorphism)sh § & > £ 3] AL 7]
& = (heterozygosity) g 1 > 18 L Flut B & (allelic diversity) > &% &_fL F] &
At & & (haplotype diversity)4r 3% f o F 4 L F]¥ iy F] 5 % D5k 7] 0 X
# o Frd i} BIE B (genetic drift) 82 85 > 4830 F T (fixed)m 44 L $ 8 5 F hde
FAE EFR Fl G B 2R PP < (outcrossing) 0 2 & GEF > R F ALE

AT 5 AT R Rl B B o T B R g



3 LR R Bl HciFs DNA 2 A 452 TR E2 22 (3/3)
MNBREAEFEFL T S NUE L FEFY 2Ryl R ¥4
PR AEDAS S 2 RGO TRE | SRR (T RS

F) SR ETHRTIFAEEIE 2V AT

T\

e
Jia)

N

i B 5 fk 2 (genetic diversity) £ F'E & 1 & chiky mmy Fop
75 B (Conservation Union, [IUCN)#738 2 0= = 5 ety sk 2 - » &
o~ 1970 & B iRy ?ﬁﬂf Otto Frankel 4% 1) 4 $ 3 @ F]F 4 %5 24

& + ehdE & 4 ; Frankel 22 2 & &7 Michael Soulé § A2~ 1981 & d3x e

e

- ART IR OBPFLFEBRFFIHET LR kg ¥ P (Frankel
and Soulé, 1981) -

By 1 T (7 Ak EIF R HE P B SR M 0 TR T R
HHY FBRBREAFENLE FAPAIE o ERE Y AR LI B PTE
PEo e PEE Y B F FE @ oL R (genetic variation) > @ F 7 e e

MRER S T A AR ERET > F R I A R 77 F (survivorship) 0 17 2

% fe A2 B enZ 4 (fertility)fr 4 78 & (fecundity) » 7= ¥ % fe e Ji& & (fitness) e

P

,ﬁ 7\@ % ﬁu\;gﬁ%;m LEER rr:F] RN ORS Wi B - L= s E- AR E R

PareBE A VRS R E

/%’It

E L R U R R L
pA e Flpt o FEFHBBHEERPEE > HNHEEFRT O AL RHE

2L fR 0 {3 B %:“T,fil'}?‘ %73 H {*(conservation units)erf o & F %

HE K AT ABE R R R EFERT S pokd Sl @

LB ARRE BHEREI BT Fa 0 P o Hov phubd g L FeA 3 A



BETFREEE AT HC R T A R B 1 AT A8

e 3 o — 4r Chiang % % ** Molecular Ecology #74F # B ** L I ‘= itk

BRGSO BB CBEFFEORER DT > L1223
WY R EEE RS Rl BB BB R RS LR
B G RAV A G RBM S hfE e E R ES 0 S8 E e
AR5 RpHT N N A o- B RIS EEMRE EER AL
R 14 42 e0 § 42(Sibuet and Hsu, 1997, 2004) > %) &84 £ 200-300 § & = »
B3 4 4 J8 S A~ T 4778 (colonization) ¢ ¥ F ORI § K kiR iE
BB B KPP HEIES N 10 FEW 0 - BUEY DT g &
oo hokPIFERPEY o FlA R BT E(9E 120 2 %) @ B
A2 AT OB P ARB DR BB RSB N SR b
AR R ER O RRPHEEFED O RIETF S A PR T 5
- AT ¥ kP AR B FEL O RE LSRRG TV F I RGP AR s
2 & (Hikida and Ota, 1997; Chiang and Schaal, 2006; Chiang et al., 2006) -

R pipfRaVkiP RS2 S S EH BT LT 0 A P 8K
PR R BB @ W S BIR L e R E T A K B A
o AT L FARE ¢ doE BB Moritz(1994a)sh g 0 7 WAt ik

T H =30 H_H Jh ¥ (monophyletic) » &g = F 2 % H 7 ¢ chF|EgE 0 7
3



2 LB R B Aclirk DNA 2 245 2 TR E2 22 (3/3)
L% B L% R 3 F_% R ¥ (polyphyletic) & ] % #¥ (paraphyletic) ¥ -
S oo BERE - AFGe F R gEKET R EER B g o
F ¥t genome ' H s F HeenA F A AL X K gk o AT FaERd o 4o
PALER* s IR f i BT B8 s Y Az & o

% = 3p ¥ (fingerprinting) 7 ¢ fi ¢ & 4p & (microsatellite) #& & 7 & i
%t ¢ 4 (neutral) > ¥ & BB A F] e 4 F 2z (molecular marker) » H 18
AFPFRLRE REEEY BAAFE T frd BRE U2 REFE
B BREDT G FI o A HE JIF HiFEE g W AT 2 L RTEBE
TR AN — o MiFER RO BB RE RN RET S
WERFIRAOTAGES A NG 2 PR mT AR E &
HAREFR BT B 1 A oY B Bt 2 FE A D ahjichEd
IpRFTEEREG ARy g L E2 @

FERSFIEEEPFRE K B F L P T OATLE > £ Rk
WL P FR L F RS F A ARG o ks R A
MG B 4e DNA~ 30 FEB @5 1 Rk p ot in L2 e s
Hoo 2PN G T IR 8% 9 ¢ (Graur and Li., 2000) > ¥ *F &4
F Tl 3 B o B S pr % @4 F E(PCR)FF 2 F1iE 78 (cloning) 2 4
+ TR fFir(sequencing) s R E o » BELFAFE R LA P F I 2
— o @A PACSE B % 2012 DNA (RAPD) ~ FUHIIE Y BE B S A
DNA (RFLP) ~ ¥ 4§ * £ £ & % /42 DNA (AFLP) ~ F # fi% % (isozyme)fr i

\rk DNA (microsatellite DNA)% 5 4% M 7 Mg & % ¥ 37 7
4



(Goldstein and C.Schlétterer, 1999) » £ ¢ {23 DNA & 7|2 3 £ F A 9738
B Ak 2 A 3 4 R e (DNA fingerprinting) { 448 i£41* 2 £4 0 — e K
¥ |4 #) 7] Molecular Ecology Notes ¥ & F* 7| & & 3 :}fq KA e § o AR
DNA 2 FHp 3 d 2 BRgpores td S PgRLes e s a7 ki
i‘&‘ﬂ Bllta+tad@ ik A3 fﬂ #;I}u{,;;y;# :g}‘fr;ﬁa 7| H R A

R REnPe o A S dg RS £ d Jeffreys et al. (1985)#7# 41 » 1 & &
M EAE R P IT 5 #8445 (probe) © * 124 DNA B3| s T BIRE § Al o

PR CREE BT F 2B @GR LEE G H SRR JpE o HEd 4

FRRPITET ERSBEERDLE > (- HEEE T R R

=

B o

Bk o A3 RIS § 1 RAPDs ~ RFLP ~ AFLPs 11 %
microsatellites » “E #4455 5 4|1+ DNARAPDs)J|* B &% 4 F R e
™2 Taq polymerase 7§ & (A% BSEH B A FIA R T B4t @ % PCR
e @ FRE - P53 2 KF Ak £ &R (45-60C) » RAPD 12 d 10
BrEde iAo X8 - PRPE - 3513 > ARMTERETREFIE

FILEF AR B a B S A MaA 4 1 B EFE()RS H5 A

<

LAFEEYIEE SR DNA BA > FIREBLE RS- HHFE

Hghh PR (DEsl FAEF AL PR R 7 PCR Higpcg?

SR R R Y ERAD o SEIsHRN A1 DNA Hs i 1990 A2 4 0 FIPE
5



2L B R2 FlE fclEh DNA 2 A4 2 T2 22 (3/3)

H o7 < RATR DNA UL % B8R0 Tl 1996 £ B8 6 & je = A 4 5 3000
RAPM 2 p > TR S DX IF F AR UG R LR S
DNA(RFLP)fI * % p >t 4% 4 $ 2. "4 fa ) *7 fi* (endonuclease) i * ¢
Ay AT E S LFIPEPN 2 iFd 46 dkATES T EG R - TR
7T 4T DNA ®f 0 5 DNA % 2 36~ BRI firinpE € so g DNA # F
R ER M RE RS DLE T N A TR - 5 ARG
PG ETE BT EEL R FA51 DNA(AFLP)A & .4 Zabeau and
Vos(1993) % Vos et al.(1995)#13% ! » %%’E‘ # & RFLP % PCR #jisd7ra) = 2.
AR R AT AR 2 IR 252 T DNA BB
% & 5B 72 adaptor £+ DNA % £1& » &% - =t PCR PF245 adaptor
K F AL IR EA AP SR | de A EE T DNA
BE O E IR ] BakAPEEE R ERE L - 22 DNA PE > LR

LPCRAFEFH- % PCRPFIIHuEEL 3 B2 24 & Lz 3l

3]

T EE R B - fh2 P E @ AFLP % 7 8§ RFLP Shifgh#t o

il

B3 I e p s r BRI 2 PR SR 2R 0 et b T r N
Tets + 28~ EEE RG-S ATIRHE S 5 0 8228 AFLP # i 5
S FFEAEL DNA B2 B A2 B AR S SHIHRY

£ 3 FEE 5 fcfirk DNA (microsatellite DNA) » = #£ % simple sequence
repeats(SSRs) > & - 1970 & AL T FlH 4oy 3 L 872 F R B0
AMETLIEAR A A 1991 £ % - I AJE S A TR GE D kiEh

DNA(Weising et al., 1991; Beyermann et al., 1992) > &/ 3 48 > - 4305
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frdofr A Fledpre o B AP AT e BF AR BiTE KgFH
THSR AR TREYE  EF AEFATEZ Y F RARRALFR KD
% (Cardle et al., 2000; Morgante, Hanafey, and Powell, 2002) #cfi: DNA &_
d 1-6 BRHReS2Z 4R A AT ¥ L2L AR50 &

% (A)n ~ (CA)n 2 H 3 4 %% (Aitman et al., 1991; Beckmann and Weber, 1992;
Jurka and Pethiyagoda, 1995) > &2 4 A F]1#8 ¢ B % (A)n ~ (AT)n ~ (GA)n %

(GAA)n(Cardle et al., 2000; Toth, Gaspari, and Jurka, 2000; Morgante,

Hanafey, and Powell, 2002)> @ A fef £ %4 A Fe? Pl F L(A)n & (T)n E
- £ 4 B 7|(Powell et al., 1995a; Powell et al., 1995b) ; ",/TT T EA R PR
*t peih DNA 7 &~ = (1)% % £ 4F (perfect repeats) » » i}u{ﬁ - PHRERE
FIEAF AR 2 petirk DNA» €4 5 7| ¥ gad~drenfa, , Q)2 = 2 &
4 (imperfect repeats) » £4F & 7 ¢ 5 4x— & F BEAF2 P pI T
*EAE 22 F LA (34 & Al £ 48 (compound repeats) > d § B A o £
R % F 2 FAF R A2 P L e & (Weber, 1990)

cHTER R R A F i I B R D
Bl ERE N FPITERAGEH) AR BEY > A G R A B

Fheap o BB I HEM LT FLIA ST ENEI R A a4

g

|
Jet

AT 10 B amRAT2L - 0 MelFh dp RN R R R AT
B o (3BT FAER AT v el - R o Bl B el L

BEET AR E- BEY o TE -

~=$

o

=
A

)

T

BL G THRE o



2 LB R B Aclirk DNA 2 245 2 TR E2 22 (3/3)
WEKRFZ P SREEL e R BFE R d B8 7 R
(hotspot)sFF § o M 7T BRI » M FAFEFFF BASFLILER

Li"‘; zévlb;g’"\{»‘@ﬁ”

41”
s

SRR e AR B LS R R R
#5456 2 4 # 5L (Morton and Clegg, 1993) o & igdt # 8L %o im E 3% ?
BARPEZ L T ERE S ) R AR TR 0 2 1 LA
Feas (X AT ) RET BB B RDET -

o Lk e i i @l A p FRT R duE el
* g % i FI(Morin, 1991, 1992; Raven, 1992) - # ¢ NCBI (National Center

)

for Biotechnology Information) % #ci it FAL & cruE = » FF & &

Ik

4 g

Rig

2
2AFRAFIE TR H PR T TS E kBB
F2 PR g R @S EE A P FRTRLES ) £ R Y R

LEENE LY PR S SR AR L R RS

SN BB A FBREASRMC RTINS AT
FRALTEAG R LAS GERYE  ARHERE P ET A PR RN
PR FINEREFFRPFELEETLLELE L FINRBECEET A
SVEFEF AR K BT LB AR ek auE oo

0 6 (Juniperus L.)4% >+ 49 # (Cupressaceae) > )7 75-80 #& & % ™ 4p
K¢ AR WO B (Pinus L) 4 0 2 B A e i S A 4 F

BEG RRFHEME S A A TF 2 G o d BARA Y (Juniperus monticola
8



Mart.)¥|7/# L & (Juniperus lucayana Britton)325 H & F > &)Lt > {2
] d @ @t tk(Juniperus horizontalis Moench) ¥ 50-60 = ¢ E &
(Juniperus deppeana var. robusta Mart.)}3 2% F 5> BILF HET B RZF A
% $% 1+ (Adams and Demeke, 1993) -

BB A AIEP TR JE S = B 0 4 W 5 Arceuthos
Antoine & Kotschy * Juniperus s. str.% Sabina Mill » 3.4 R #-H &2 5 F &
7 Ie e (section) - sect. Caryocedrus Endl. > sect. Juniperus » % sect. Sabina
(Mill.) Gaussen (Zanoni, 1978; Adams and Demeke, 1993) > # ¥ Juniperus
drupacea Labill. (Arceuthos drupacea (Labiil.) Ant. & Kotschy) #3352 6
PR R4 fE 0 T8 Juniperus 3 5 3Tk 0 @ Sabina B R F1E AR M2

o 5 B o s 24F 1Y 20 fi(Adams and Demeke, 1993) B 23k 2 #

P EFZBSEMEY s AL EF B A FH P FT INE R S R
? 74 L Iy ¥ % (Adams and Demeke, 1993) -
Bifd DA RERIEY o A E D RS Lo B SEE S A Y

= 77 Kk F14p (J. chinensis var. tsukuiensis Masamune) ~ {4 (J. formosana
Hayata) - % {|4p (J. formosana Hayata var. concolor Hayata) > % 3. .l [f]4p (J.
squamata Buch.-Ham.) (Li and Keng, 1954) » & &% = 'wfe 357 A a2 =
A > A% 5 kFlp 0 T4 0 2 2L Fl4p (B 1-1) (Li and Keng,
1994) > @ f Adams et al.(2002)F]* RAPD 513 27 d Iy & % fp 2 & 4
FLE oo R Y 282 5K FlHp 3T & J. chinensis var. taiwanensis R. P.

Adams and C-F. Hsieh nov. var. > % L El4p BI37 & 5 J. morrisonicola



2L B R2 FlE fclEh DNA 2 A4 2 T2 22 (3/3)

Hayata » # ﬁi’:ﬂ%ﬁfﬁ? Sabina . > @ & F 3P R A pE2 T4 R AERIE S J

RS

formosana var. mairei (Lemee and Lev.) R. P. Adams and C-F Hsieh com.
nov. » 2 §14p I £ 2 B3 Juniperus e - 1335 Farjon (2005) 0] i& 2R #-2 mg®
% J. squamata > *F# 3 RB|12 Farjon (2005)2. & #f ed® 5 & 45 o

295 Liand Keng (1994)2_ # 25 g2 > 2 LHp A S A2 & & F 307544
3000 2% 0P L H P A LR SRLLRE LR EH RS RS
A LAY PO REF S EEA G R AU T 22
Ll 4p % AEBEAWELERE A EFLER2Z T LRI E
Atk R AR LA ST LEIEE GBS E SRR 2 RS

AE SN QX S EANETY  INERNINE- I = SRR R r

(FREBZ N9THP AR5 BB F]F o w2 W LR R 2 4 EF 2R
PR @53 LFp WA F deogt e e g o

AL ATRE SATERFE AR, (2 LAFE A2 HRRS

FEBRRFSEF) 2 AF 553000 2% 0 F Lo A b E KT
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l.

¥ - & B3P in
Fl* o3 4 58 Hgs > #ikdp Hsuetal (2004) 5% 2 32 #2321 [F]

17 # I ehpciE: DNA A 715
FI# prtrk DNA A FE2 313 R X 2 L2 %EE B84 5L
LS SRR EEL LT
EFRFHABLH PRF R AR A RTRGE TR

F1* dclirk B a3 2 2 LR RA FIF ®nd a2 @ 1

FEEHAA TR FHE A REFE L 2 LR ER S

Wiy o
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3L F RO P it h DNA 2 A 452 FRE2 22 (3/3)
Bl 1-1~(A)2 Ll ~ B)ijkFlp 2 (OFl4p 2 B 2
(A)

(B)

©
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R AL 3 =i

AT A L L% 2 3L L% T Ll R R TR (BI2-2) 0

[

LS 6 AR S 2L ARHLEHL B L2 L2k
P S T 102 % 5k FMEER (T EHEHHIR & - %HFHB5-156 4%
* o F - BREB3-SHCiE P B E 2 1 JIDNAF B~ I ) % GPSiedkE
- BHZGEREE Z S LT o

- - ) 3

1. DNA %3

-

S A RIS v B R R R

~&}

§ORE BT
#% = 41% CTAB™ 3% (Doyle and Doyle, 1987) 4 fi% f& & T B 45 k eifidr le 32 4t
dt genomic DNA -
2. ik DNAzZ # tg

I * Mt 2 DNAST 3 & & ff % (Tag polymerase) 8 & % B 4% 4 )
Hetirh DNA > 2845 100pl e F foi @ 4 » SUR & f¢% > 10uL 10X
7% > 10uL#dNTP - & &2 pmoles3] + £ 10ul » # {8 4 » 20ng DNA » 17 &
F7kA ®100ul o B & fEE A s iR & 5%k #8(Thermal cycler)it (7 » £ 32 (7
31 5% » & B JFIR AR S 1 92°C > 45F) > MDNAMEEIL F it 4w B

(denaturation); 49°C > 14 15%) » ¢ DNA¥? 31+ % & (annealing); 72°C > 1

\
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3L B R Bl AclEs DNA 2 A 472 TR A2 22 (3/3)
A 30%) » & FDNA#E # F Jg(extension) » & {8 .72°Cie* 104 48 - PCR%
k{8 BSulePCRA F7 40 + 1pl 612 end & 73 7% 0 1% fin 5% %% (agarose gel)

100K T RES T A 9304 4 GBI T o s %k % A (BBr) AR i

-

fe & #riE * ADNA ladderd 4 F < [ ehffie » ¥ AR RBETEH 2 4
3. Polyacrylamide gel & & 2|%PCRA # 5 L& A& % bandif #
Bem 4 (33.3%x41.9 cm?)— [ (33.3 X 39.4 cd) TG > B BRI g

Y

y-methacryloxypropyl-trimethoxysilane » # @ % 5 ¥ ' ¥ 2 + > A % 7 333

3

+ % ¥ dimethyldichlorosilane solution » # & "} ¥ fegl g 4 4 » #-a 7 L33
EWIAE G LR R R F LA B T W0 i ¥ 6% acrylamide stock
solution (acrylamide : N,N’-methylene bisacrylamide = 29:1) > 10%
Ammonium persulfate* 2 TEMED
(N,N,N’N’-tetramethylethylenediamine) » 12 3:24:1+" ;R £ 323 (S | * & F
PERPAN I i % T i ‘)Fi“,ﬁ% Foe o KT HEELZTFLRFATT #ﬁ"ﬁ‘?ﬁ; 2 5%
# > 4 * pipette; 7 ewellis 4v » PCRA 4 » #--% 7 /A /2 » 1X TBE buffer
%o AR T IS0V E RE TR A 0 SiE Y ¢ oeg ¥ R 4 A|(EtBr) a2
s X W DNAT B& B % 154 #ic o
4. A FApRgR AT

2 & 1% Arlequin Version 2.0(Schneider et al., 2000) s & *2 3 /& 2 &
Bedign it TR FAMH)ES BAFIAD 7 722363 B

M (heterozygosity) &% 3 ¢ § % %4 1 21t %« T 308 ¢ B F & (Ho)R| L4245
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He=1/mEX(Pij)
=1j=1

BeY om s AFER#E n 3 L ATFLHEB AT P 5 5% 1 BAFLDS
j oA AT S E AR5 Fa=l/(1H4Nm)sh2 58 0 35 % 38 8 7 4 enfh 7]
oo B NP £ A7 %E? B »O2FEE om & o7 BB MgN 4 o
RS 2R Fgr<0.05> 27 %# AL 23 A @A % 0.05<Fg<
0157 27 % EFHF s P 2R ME > £ 0.15<Fgr<0.25> &7 %#FHF >
PR A E Fer>0.25 % 1 R EE >R R A i o4 * Phylip(Felsenstein,
1989) % K i i BEEdEe (7 ARGk Rl 24 -

2 STRUCTURE #8875 B 48 & o + & 47 4% Az 3BT RRE D
TR REFERAE AT LA FE o 11 MCMC = 2 (Markov
chain Monte Carlo)z- 5 %8 :% i %2 = > 2% 2 % #FH & (K=1-10) & = 10000

TR 0 PoBog 7 15 B (likelihood)z. K B 5 Buif 2 % FH A 3 o

15



2L B R2 FlE fclEh DNA 2 A4 2 T2 22 (3/3)

- &

3

B
ﬂ\k’ﬂ’i‘ Ry L L% 2 300 LR e Ll_,]}?‘]ﬂl:p(g] 2.1 % 2_1),;3:-%3:3@{,?
EAERER > DR RIB 510 BB FiRAFHRERE L EA - BB

3-5 ik i 14 W A R0 X e T DNA 5

-~ LFlpz @R R R

1245 Michalczyk et al. (2006) % Zhang et al. (2008) % - 4p 2 dciFk
DNA 313 % 14 (£ 2-1)» 272 LFIHp2- % HRIE > 27 6 27 2 3
g2 Mcfrd DNA F F(% 2-3)> H ¢ 418 JK Fl#ic P (Number of allele) & 5-30
(T 2EE A TP 5 17.333)0 &3t 5 B A & 5 v b pF > T 33LR] B (Ho)
% 0.65328 (0.00000-1.00000) - * 3= #H ¥ & (He) % 0.88501
(0.69131-0.96779) » &g 7 T 32| & /| »+ T 328 ¥ & » & JC31 - JPO3 » JPO7
BLR| B % AN B > JC35 0 JP09 » JPO2 R H BLip| e/ 3N o BEor A
FAFESEERF 223G ER - AHBATNLERLR  T355
35.5bp (4-66) °

Er L RldpzmERD G (£ 24) 2 %F2Z THEPE
(0.61906-1.00000)#21% |- 3+ T 328 ¥ {#(0.76667-1.0000)» & ¢ JC31-JC35 -
JPO3 2 JPO7 217 #j 2 £ 3] £ 14 BI(ELRI E  0.71429-1.00000 - # ¥
#:0.62121-1.00000) % JPO9 % JOO2 P % % 4] & + (BLip| i :0 -0.16667 >
# ¥ 5 1 0.42857-0.80000) » BEm & %¥H Y AR AFIART A P2 E BB
Boodk- AFEAED FREEFZLE RS - Kb
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FI* @ pEarE 4 2 L Fl4p 2 A% AR B (UPGMA > Unweighted
Pair-Group Method Using Arithmetic averages)([] 2-2) ¥ #-% L [fl4p &4 = &
Horuiie ¥ EELEIEHLE > 2 LR L L¥E s wHLE
EPPE R AL ECEERLE M LERIT TSR 2R LE 2L
Fiew B L2 EPPET TS o

72 STRUCTURE ## A 47 B e %% &+ > F K=4 v 0 &
(likelihood) & b % » & 12 K=4 i& {7 B 48 o = & Bl 2 2 1 (F 2-3) 2w g
(B K DR A AR %¥ELL > BEET LS LECL L
FEMLFED B s NEEI e HP X U2 E S S S
A0 AZR LR T LHEHfeeBLE EPPEDD 4 B R 2 Bl
HY W% 2 Fd 518 e o

f1*  Arlequin # %8 ¢ &~ F B 5| % > 4~ 17 (AMOVA, Analysis of
Molecular Variance):& i7 . L [fl4p 2. AP % # 42 47(F 2-5)0 7 5 H fap &3
# B4 & B B EE R % 2 (among populations) 2 Y& ¥ N % R (within
populaitons) » % &7 2 L Fldp 2 R L& R LEFPN (87.81%) 0 Pk
FrEEE R R (12.19%) o BE PG ELR RIS < e F o R KT
Mo R HFAR e FF(10.82%) >Mer %R Af e Hp EHT
(528%) » =ML RRABF A M EFPN (83.89%) -

md @ g g (Fep)(% 2-6) 0 ¥R Ti52 &4 i dpdks
0.14687 » @ B it o Fdp &L e & Brl 2 M LEF A gl

0.09552-0.15369 > B*te Ao it > A=z 2 L2 3 LEfewF LR P
17



3oL B RS Bl el h DNA 2 2452 FRl R 2.2 2 (3/3)
Bf 4 it dpfic s 0.03979-0.0.00868 » 3t MR A v o 4o i~ £ Bl 2

BHLFELZ AL 2 LHE e B LR EPPERT L Mk

0.12140-0.30061 » 3t F & A 1 o

18



52 &
-~ LFEp 2 e SRR

Michalczyk et al. (2006)% Zhang et al. (2008)4 %] 4| * J. communis L.
% J. przewalskii Kom % 3+ 7 2% L 2wk DNAGIF % kG B2 i
By R R J communis FE Frid e w2 fqE o d N H R BRI R Rjpat
LA PR ERBBBREN A J oprzewalskii G B FRB R % L4
faoRm FIALERRFEREEEEER PRSP 2 J communis %
J. przewalskii 2. £ 3] & F LR E 4 S 5 0.292-0.692 %2 0,39-0.50 5 3543+ B
2 & 3 8 %2 (0.693-0.948 2 0.58-0.70) - @ Zhang et al. (2008)4] *
Michalczyk et al.(2006) T .31+ i& {7 J. przewalskii F13# > %% £ 3 JC32 &

AP B ed A L@ FERHIE PR ThA mp R REA

"

AN

L
mte il FRFHE s P ARESE T 0 & J saltuaria Rehder &
E.H.Wilson ¥ 3 tgz % > J. microsperma(W. C. Cheng & L. K. Fu) R. P.
Adams ¥ 3 t§ = k> J. tibetica Kom.¥ ¥ tg 1 % > J. convallium Rehder &
Wilson RIF #{ 15> e m 23 1% kB3 P2 L 7 v ficiFrk 5134 &
o EIA A ksl o g AT 302 RALE S RRIE 3T 302 B A £ B
e e T Ez BA S S EP E(0.65328) « 2t J communis % J.
przewalskii > o3t A L R P2 fh > 2 LEREF D FG KRB 23 B

2 R (0.61905-0.67063) > 4&ipl & - %2 3 L FlHp % 5 A F A% 3000 =

R LR BRI ZDIAGFE TR RE B ip AR

19



LR RS FHES Ml DNA 2 2472 TR E2 22 (3/3)
B2 BBREAR - EE LR REZRER > LEFLEHLE
¢ ox w313 JC31~JC35~JP03 %2 JPO7 = 2 F t&% 2 B3 & F BLipliE - i
Hisd 23l3F JP09 %2 JPO2 & 3l B A& 3 B E &K » 2P F & 4.5
Ao rd s ERALE o

Fl* R BEYEH 2 MG AR R (B 2-2) 2 LFp 7T A e £
FoLWLIEEFLE EELEIBMLE 2R LE T LFE S wHLE
EPpHE B9 A LE ol L M LERITS ) 22 L E 2L
fom b 2 B ¥ iT% ] % STRUCTURE #5884 47 3 88 7 2= 35 77 ()
2-3) K=4 7 R REF CARIIAPLET A Se BEE L - R

MAGHGRBIE S - R VBl R B B B e AT S LE 0L B

l\f

I

EBMLFEESIRIEM(AED E s KM B a2 L2
TLFEHfre B LR EPPERRID(E S FR AR m) HPE LT
L¥Efr s Bl 2 B L s A ERY A% R BV R RE2 D
SHM O RPT R EILFREr SHLEE S AFLERY IR
FEREA RO AR A R 2 EHMG 22 M HRE EE
BatR R RE R bl BEERE Y ART > BRI R EIEM LR S
ENLE A §L NS DF SRR R T S o T N

FHBRAEM o m 2R Lfew B LR EPPER AL TS F AT L L%

B¢ LG B TS PG R Y 0 i d ke A 2 RH IR
K‘ﬁ.lj‘ S m s ‘3\'}’%3:-/)?\‘ N, é_:’_ 5E§F’:ii,%§§2fgﬁ , %’E, ‘—f'i?ﬁiﬁb_tﬂl .li: \J_IF’TQ

|

2EHAA LR A ZLHEHBARACZ R Lfee B L g LR PHEPT o L
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WRHBGE T AN RTE R S - EELF Y 0 FH L L REL
BREEE R PR REF R ERER L -

F1#% 43 %3 245 (AMOVA) A 172 L Flpz 3 BB (£ 25 2%
Baor o 0 R4 FrkE F (P<0.05) % A & ¥ (12.19258%) @ Bgom % EHE L 5
FERE RIS I HEFVRP T A HFL T2 388
(10.82%) » +* i @ & 1 3 Be(Fsp) B m (2 2-6) » *H#HF T 302 & i dp s
0.14687 > Bg 7 R H W H>0 7Y B A V> Afripsp? s P REARE 2P
(Fst=0.052)(Lagercrantz and Ryman, 1990) > @ & < 3% J phoenicea
L.( Fsr=0.12)(Meloni et al., 2006) » % — B& & ¢ 5 42w B+ B A%
FHR AL Lo B i LR E FI A FUE ¥ ATid & 2 % F 4 14 (Slatkin,
1987) 0 @ T LflHp2 & A - 40RIF i ORFR R A TR FRA T 007
T VAR TR EE A RO FRE, Vi ERE S T
phoenicea L.F1% § + BB FE > @ F%EFFF BE%¥ % p % (inbreeding)

F R Esg & ¥ A I (Meloni et al., 2006) -

=~ 2 LFHp 2 T Rk R

PRANT R @SN T AL B RN Z EHTZ B R
ko om - PR BT L H R A F(alleles) # R 3 £ S
(heterozygote)'* b] & B 48 ~ 2 FH PN 2 FEHF L F > S %EE B f#m

B RETHER T2 S AER S RL L I A S EORESHET

=K

f& - 5 "f'i PR s Jpp 4 "x%i)a J:rrl—g LA 7]’@ £
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3L R R2 B Aclirh DNA 2 2472 TR 2222 (3/3)

ks 3

ETIS

BRGNP RAET §RE a0 ARFERT I &
H- BEH @ 54 ¥ 5 Evolutionary Significant Units (ESUs) (Moritz,
1994b)ctatr fl2 5 s g ME =7 &4 2 5 FiRoo Flt 0 BT iRT 1 1F2
WO YA RGP R R b LR B S
P24 iaagsstt-4 29 ¥ ad2ivama 7

B R ET L IR G @ 0 4 R I R g 4

R S A S AR A s

RE o FETRIFILIZ L IR FHAIART > AEFAR SRR
MR TR AR 0 @ G HRR on Y I B S E
TRF RET M LR 17 A SR R B - e O
PREZZ o AFR QU BRI NP RALERBER T 7 R B
framo wEgploap i d £ &5 d 0E - o gL 12N
B BB (N ®&&%#E#HP ) (Frankham, Ballou, and Briscoe, 2002) » #714
— PR A B R ERE I ANELRE > BT TREAEFA

F g pEeie

3

TR BADETELANMPAERE L HHE R
PP REECRAR S H P AR ] Ta I SRR AN R R
BT RS F A R Ao R BRI A Y G 1949 E AL E AT RE A vk
Bop AVREIE KA - SRS EREMIpL AT BRE RHEK
B4 1980 # ¥ H4c D 50 % BE o e Fif M A %9 (inbreeding

depression ) #F 3 H if 13 B % M H K E ] ¥ %55 F < (Laikre and Ryman,

22



1991) » $ 46 7 = i B2 2% 2t

B
\m
\, N
14

=\

A

< BB o e d N IT AR

%@k A&+ (homozygote) ‘b3 % » 2 B BH B R &L - 5
AEBAB AR RBRACEN G FLRFLTRAREN L T
AESSE S NEE 1 PSS BRI S i3 SR £ L8 & f 2

>

# & (Westemeier et al., 1998; Madsen et al., 1999) » e ¢ > H T8 < fie s
FoRFrahrAE BN R R BRI EFTRE O OHNEEOU I QL g
4ok & # 97 R M a1 topminnow fish *F 5% 3 4 1978 & F]/P kictem J
ArmyFauE 2ok p e - B F TR MR EREKRB S
:}I’;‘si ETHRE DAL 21983 3 T3 308* g ram%gH

TR R MR R I %R 3 0B B (Vrijenhoek, 1994) -

"

PSS R G ET RS R IR @R J TR R
FREROERAPARJ AT JNFRTFAFRNLFLLAFR

WER o TE RS EFETRALIEE S FERRE CEEFADET

SR RBBEORERT AP SN B Sl @ ) e
PAEd F3EF LALLM AT - LA g S
o B BAEHD G AEF ARG A G T FENS R0 S
By 37223 BB BRPETE g b ERE g o

— AR IR REF 6 AT R K BB A
A 2 LR EEAR A F HHEA L R AMA PR PERT A EHN BHT(X

T)rte b A LFEHp E T A HET AL P E = P T AHFE U



EX Jlﬁ]ﬁ: ]f]fﬂ«‘f"',{dﬁ,(fﬂ% DNA z /v\*%i THLE 2 3E = (3/3)
FPLBETFa@m SRV A ¥ LR FABRB R EES B
AT REFE AL EL S AHEFL 22 LA L EREEN G LT

5

Iy

Az BOS R R - GEAo > 2FF EREIAZ PHBE 4o

[y

PR R A2 AR ROV AL RIRE bET
B 5 1953-1958 B @4 dchic: » BBl o F > @ FH P@
A% 4 F % i34 (Allen and Breshears, 1998) > @ g5 A 4 7% € % 3 &
f87 = & »Mueller et al.45 #1(2005) & % B3 14 7841 1996-2002 fF % 4 iz

S SRS o B AR PRI E - T 2

BB R F R BN L L B EE R
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P RINEN TR T s

il Kk 34 RS

J. squamata

oV EL L ECLE 24°88'04"N 121°16'52"E 9
B4R 3L 23°28'10"N 120°57"28"E 1
2 B A 45& DL 23°30'02"N 121°03'36"E 3
B2k B RE L 23°15'40"N 120°56'33"E 7
SHREL = 23°17'49"N 121°01'42"E 9
o AR e B L 23°17'03"N 120°59'33"E 4
SRER Ep 23°17'36"N 121°02'02"E 6
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3 LR Bt dcir s DNA 2 2452 FORE 232 2 (3/3)

% 2-2~Flip 2 itk DNA 31+ %%.(Locus)~ B 7| (primer sequence)~ £ 4F & 71(motif)~ 2k & & & (Tm)% if+ £ & (PCR product)

PCR product

Locus Primer sequence (5'-3") motif Tm (bp)

JpO1 F  AAGGCCTACCTAGCAGAATCAC (GA)6 50 117-129
R ACTCACTATAGGGCGAATTGGG

Jp02 F  CAACAATGGAAGGACAGTCAC (AG)9 50 138-155
R GGGGGTCCTTTAGAGATTAAG

Jp03 F  AGGCCAAATCACTTGAGTATAAC (AG)12 50 140-172
R CCTACATGAGTTCCTTCTACACC

Ip04 F  CTCTCAAGTTCTCTTTCTTCCTC (CT)5-(TC)6-(CT)5 52 234-251
R TAAAACGACGGCCAGTGCC

Jp05 F  CGGGGATCCTCTAGAGATTTTTAAG (CA)24-(TC)11-(CA)16 54 327-367
R CTGCAGGTCGACGATTGTTTAAG

Ip06 F  CTGGCAGCGTATGCAACAATAC (GGC)7-(GGT)5 50 236-264
R TGCAGGTCGACGATTTTTAAGG

Ip07 F  CATCCTCTTCAGTTAGGGTCC (AG)5 54 179-208
R GATTTAGTGGCACCTACATGAG

Jp08 F  AGCAGAATCAATTCACGTTCAC (COH11 52 164-189
R CAATATGTGCTTAGATTTGGC

Jp09 F  GCTAAATAGGCAATGGCAGG (AC)16 48 163-176
R GTGCTTTCTTATGGATACTTACCCC
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.

g o= 2 lon pyadoy
=R FwmEEGR

4 2-2~ Flip 2 et DNA 513 %%.(Locus) ~ B 7|(primer sequence) ~ £ 4F & 7|(motif) ~ 2L & /F & (Tm)% i 4 & & (PCR

product)
PCR product

Locus Primer sequence (5'-3") motif Tm (bp)

Jc032 F  ACATTGCAAATATGGGGTAA (AC)14-(ATC)8 48 160-183
R TTGATGAGTTGTTGAGTTATTAAG

JCO16 F  CAAAATGATGCTTATGATGA (GT)24 50 160(118-154)
R TGAAAATCATTGTTGTTTTCTT

JC031 F  CCTAATGTTGTAATCACGTATATCT (CA)I5 50 192(174-242)
R TGACCTTGGGCGTATAGATT

JCO035 F  TGTGTTTATTCTCCCCATCT (CA)20 50 155(131-167)
R CCCCCAGTTATTCTAAACATT

JC037 F  GGCAATTAGTAAGGCACAAG (TG)10(AG)20 50 171(176-222)
R TAAGGTGGATATCACCAAGG
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LR RS FHES Ml DNA 2 2472 TR E2 22 (3/3)

4 2-3~ 2 L Fl4p 2 ficiFs: DNA 2 7]t B & (Number of allele © 25 ] & T 35

allele # P ; Ho : heterozygosity - 35@Lp| & ; He :

4

# & ; allelic range : allele # )

heterozygosity - 353y

Locus  Number of allele  Ho He allelic range
JC31 27 1.00000 0.95736 42

JC35 30 0.89189 0.96779 66

JPO3 15 1.00000 0.92105 15

JPO7 13 1.00000 0.87313 30

JPO9 5 0.00000 0.69131 4

JP02 14 0.02778 0.89945 56

Mean 17.333 0.65328 0.88501 35.5
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P BT
FwmBER

)}r
i
s

% 2-4~ 2 LFl4p 7? 2R3 2 fcfmh: DNA & Flt 2 & (Number of allele © £
Fla T3z allele #icp ;Ho: 2 A& F BpliE sHe: 23] & 3 8 & allelic

range * allele # [])

Locus  Number ofallele  Ho He allelic range
£ g
JC31 10 1 0.93464 19
JC35 10 1 0.9281 21
JPO3 8 1 0.9085 12
JPO7 1 0.66013 13
JPO9 3 0 0.60131 2
P02 4 0 0.75817 3
Mean 6.5 0.66667 0.79847 11.667
20
JC31 2 1 1 16
JC35 2 1 1 23
JPO3 2 1 1 8
JPO7 2 1 1 12
JPO9 - - - -
JP02 - - - -
Mean 1 14.75
ER N
JC31 1 0.93333 16
JC35 1 0.73333 21
JPO3 1 0.73333 8
JPO7 1 0.86667 11
JPO9 0 0.53333 1
JP02 0 0.8 2
Mean 0 0.76667 9.833
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3RS e dctiF: DNA 2 4452 TR B2 22 (3/3)

F 4 24
Locus  Number of allele Ho He allelic range
BE B oL
JC31 9 1 0.93939 20
JC35 10 0.71429 0.94505 26
JPO3 5 1 0.76923 9
JPO7 6 1 0.8022 13
JP09 3 0 0.48352 2
JP02 4 0 0.74725 3
Mean 6.167 0.61905 0.78111 12.167
EEUNT
JC31 9 1 0.92308 19
JC35 9 0.85714 0.9011 26
JPO3 7 1 0.88333 10
JPO7 7 1 0.84314 16
JP09 3 0 0.62745 2
JP02 4 0.16667 0.74242 14
Mean 6.5 0.67063 0.82009 14.5
e FE L
JC31 7 1 0.96429 17
JC35 7 1 0.96429 25
JPO3 4 1 0.78571 8
JPO7 4 1 0.75 14
JP09 2 0 0.42857 2
JP02 3 0 0.71429 10
Mean 4.5 0.66667 0.76786 12.667
PP
JC31 8 1 0.92424 17
JC35 7 0.83333 0.83333 26
JPO3 5 1 0.83333 8
JPO7 3 1 0.62121 13
JP09 4 0 0.78788 4
JP02 4 0 0.78788 8
Mean 5.167 0.63889 0.79798 12.667
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425~ 2 L2 A F %23 42 $5(AMOVA) » *4 7 P<0.05

Source of df Sum of Variance Percentage

variation o squares components variation
2 L

Among populations 6 34.741 0.33043* 12.19
Within populations 71 161.27 2.37964 87.81
Total 77 196.011 2.71007
Among groups 3 13.008 0.13762%* 10.82
Among populations 35 4 0.06718 5.28
within groups
Within populaitons 71 75.732 1.06665* 83.89
Total 77
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3RS e dctiF: DNA 2 4452 TR B2 22 (3/3)

% 2-6~ X L Fldp EeE2 i @A 1 4y B(Fsr)

gL 2L AL EHL 2L wHBL Ep
FEL 0
EANE 0.12887 0
%458 0.15369  0.30061 0
BEB L 0.08153  0.28488 0.09552 0
=& 4 012140 0.00868 0.21234  0.12367 0
w L 024250 0.12272 025733 0.17969  0.06986 0
£/ 023230 0.09774 0.1767  0.20758 0.06586 0.03979 0
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3L E RS Tl Aclirh DNA 2 2492 TR 222 (3/3)

B 2-2 ~ aif B EEdp 4R 2 30 [l AR5 AR Bl UPGMA)

34
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‘‘‘‘‘

r2 STRUCTURE #48:& 7 1. L fl4p 22 22 = & 37 (K=4)

Rl 2-3 »

C TOME

90K o g
SOHKHREE

- PO EREE

cOH¥ HEE
O Ha R
TOR EHR &
romgqml
€0 &=l
TOME&jl
ToIM &&=l
OIME=
SOME=
LOME=
QIME=

SOME=

vomME=
SQOME=
WME=
OmE=
cOMaESTrss
OIMEB RS

TOMEBTFhEE

LOMBEES
90T EEE
SOM EgEs
FOIT HE Sy
€0 BEEr
COMBEEEs
TOM LSy
60MyEZ
0MES
LOMBES
90 MRS
SOMBE
roImES
oM@
wmEs

OMES
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I L F RS FHES s DNA 2 ~ 472 TR 2 32 = (3/3)
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*,»
i
s
i
3
1%
G
p

EN N S Dt .
= 5 ‘p B 5= = Pi
§- & B
REZEVRZ % LHEH ARG AT BB REG RS

i

P il R RFFRIIFARAFE A F R R A 5 B1Fd
BEER -2 PRHEAT MBI R e P HF B R R R

BTrlefiidrk T REFET 2T o 41 % EHE R Heterozygosity i

=
fr
ta
o
243
Jrek
=R
/\‘

C AR TR R AR R = )T R
ERPHP B - PR HE AT R B G BB Fbh 0
MR GRS T AR LA F i iR E R R o R
BRI ERESS R

LR O AT RERED R R 2R GE RO B AR
Mo MBRLENFH LR ORSFE S P HAEE AT 2SR
BT 3 LR iaR I et lineage sorting P £ 0 32 3R Brdk e Ao 14 o (2 B4
PP EREEZEHEHOBEE s REC) A BRI RGN BT A 5 T
R e B R Radr L > Flpt adFiEe R FBZ2ES AL FERT
g LRy @R R o

CEELR BB D LB ZVRES A e oo Fl g
B ZYHET RN ER cFETHET IV B R R M BT

B BB E B o T BB BT o kR

SIS

TR EEdT °‘lﬂ":’h$15 ﬂilﬁ HEHEFOBROEEEER P LS



2L B R2 FlE fclEh DNA 2 A4 2 T2 22 (3/3)

b uio s PR & A SRR § A

-

ot R AT Resendl Y R R

2ZHE B BAra i~ T LEHE S i @41&%!—«"3 IoaliEFS g A0 T

PR IRT Rk FARE E R M o
ii’ﬁﬂmé‘;@“”ﬁj—%%iﬂgé'mii’»4;\;11 fb'&\??\—'—'pi’-’ L‘EA\.I-IZL

ML 2 L2 T LE e L2 EP P B e ERT N TR

BRER > 4o LA A SES AL P RE S P A AR AN
BTt R AL G B AT EE ol Bl £ L
ZALARHLERFELEL AR A AL E RS RER -

BREMZMFL AR TN AL T EE 0 1
B APy TR AR E B R ART R R B B
B p Bl 2 fa2 /’J\'i'«‘fh CEEE 737 R F T P S :}}Z-,“
P AR EFH R > L R ETARFBRET AL 0 A kKT

B R BT fRR R Bl 2 2

¥
m

) 7; *;;mg‘;g ? pilp Ay #F' 5oy E

AN

MRS B2 p AREBZ AP 2 SR B3y FRp AT REH
AL T R ERAR LI FFE EEFBLAY o 0
TS RER SRR RTRTS RS S TR S
U EREE PR sel S KA

Mgk DNA FFeicig s 240 poig 2 B 2 o fliz & 3 Ja R TR

B > 7 I3t i L Polyacrylamide gel » 3L 4 2 p & DNA 2/ » 47 R B304

;},ﬂirm{@'# *%‘ 513 4r b ¥ C ke TR PERN P & jgﬁf;f- W 2E
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PR BhEER

2 Mk DNA LB - %7 e £ 2 3L i e Tl A K

A PR A et o AR DNA & g R aud gt < Fles o
o & iR

RES Bl 23305 BeanEy S £ 89 7 @7 gL 5+

#o AP UEHFRP L BEFFL R FT I L AL R

Ty

PR EHATZ R B eI PE A RFEL S PR G
CRIPE R R SRR JCR N EOPEE S SR T

R T N R B S s S E

ff
“Eiv‘
\":“\
e
.‘JJQ
W
ey
j\'S
-~
lal
T
RS
3
3
R
1=
ke
|
W
2

oo R
2 W B R K AR TR R LR I Rl 2
B R FERERG AT F TR B YA R R D F B R
R 2REFHRERNE > NBFRHRT 2 BAREFT R T HB0F

B B2 AT ERAFRE PR A SRR e B
it bt i o

I T EEOER L BRE o R B Rl ELsT
P A e L REE BSHEE ] o 0 REAM L LR
FAEE T Rk o 2o

TR A AT bR IR PR 2 R EKE

i

%‘iﬁ@bﬁﬂfilﬁb

B

o

RIS FNFMH LR ORSMA A P HAEZ A T2 SR
BT 3R BRI St lineage sorting Fi BL 0 YT AR A 1L 0 (2 B4
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2L RA Bl ek DNA 2 A 452 T B2 22 (3/3)
PFRREELHEEB I B )E B B B RK N BT 4 LT
FEE E AR BB R hd 2 FPL AR 2R RS L LT
g LRy @B R R o

CEZVLRETR 2 o HLZURES A Tae oo Flpt

—l\

FEZUOET B EAR PR S PO B R R BT
HEER GRS BRI E W o F o BRRB GBI oo kP LE

v

TR NEEEE o e IR EEFRT O RASRGRER > X S5

HZCEER SRS TR o FP PR RE AR Rl B RER
FE AR Bdes P ZLRE BR BB e L RES 5 AL T
Ped BT IERT R Y EALHE R M

ERANY

]

POR AR AP ST LTS i RO 2 3
LR ar 2 AL R R RGBS AR L A A AR
2GS AMASEL 2 ERZR2 - o FlEd O Rb A2 BB
B OB ELFZET K AT LR O ORT Ri o2& T L
RPN Bl T afF o %8 Eg > Fo A LT bR A
%% PTRELAEBRTREFDEF U LR OR P AEEL A
Forafri  fOR R o
CEZUOERME RN AR RS DR EarEN E S o
EHEHEEERTOIROEBRER > Y S OB ZL S RER Bk
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