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Conservation genetics of Ficus pumila var.

awkeotsang in Yushan National Park
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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 Ficus pumila var. pumila and Ficus
pumila var. awkeotsang were examined. The departures from Hardy-Weinberg
equilibrium within populations at most loci are likely associated with the
population decline. Low levels of observed heterozygosites were detected
within populations of F. pumila var. pumila and F. pumila var. awkeotsang.
Ancestral polymorphic alleles may prolong the lineage sorting period within
species. However, high allele numbers were observed within populations of F.
pumila var. awkeotsang. Multiple origins may attribute to the diverse genetic

structure of F. pumila var. awkeotsang.

Keywords: conservation, fingerprinting, microsatellite DNA, Ficus pumila var.

awkeotsang
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MG R E LA e E s L2 - > d Avise et al.(1987)%73% 11 5 B
Fr ¢ = 128 (historical biogeography ) LA » 1 & F 3 4 LG frx
TR (dorki® ~ B B4R ) BFepp %> 2 & 2 3184 (dispersal) (5
d range expansion g jump dispersal & 4 BT R AL T ) foi
Wi E ¢ (vicariance) (FI/kP F & ~ Lo Pk B S0 FT @
RAF G A HRRH) FABFLEEFAL ZRF @y
M4 i (Ronquist, 1997) > fri i $rie WEHE X 7 b a0 MG 2 & F
£30iT5 44 (closed related species) &AM % F L fF L for FE 2
Roenh o Fl Mgy ZEBRIEHEG (X 5 HFe o
microevolution ) fefd it f&F A 1R FI* o+ 1 BE sl Bedpios F

i Al T

F

PTG A HEERE F TEE RS R N RS

I=q
-
3
=]

dOTEL A B A A FRRE S L kA  F E L
25-4.6 2%, NI S LE A R L% B % i LiF # (Penglai Orogeny,
Liuetal.,2000); o4 > & » Fl 280 ARF MBI IR > e 6 %
o XFIAETRASE S LR PR LR G A FF S AL 3000

ar i bag o F A LR A CRAF 2 ES DI R A
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Mz TR FiEd s S TES L RBZSAT R
GRAE SO IEREF D CHESFFRBLB R OPF BB
R Y OB K R B B 94 {o(Chiang and Schaal, 2006) © £ ¥ 3%
B OB B RS kPR F R T AP G 9IRS e
2 REYy o c BRI R S Rp N ERT N N A fE 0 o B BT
A LR ZEE R A 9F SRR 1242 e § 2(Sibuet and Hsu, 1997, 2004) »
& §E 5 $200-300F £ w0 B 4e5 4 8~ 4~ ¥ 4758 (colonization)

FERE X avkFEH 0 HY RS- X kPHRIES HI0FED > - B

&

F R Bigend FE T o A RFIHEPFY o FA KR P AT (:£120
SR) REFRSSAE < EE OGRS Y AR IR R B
pAPE R o A SR MR BRP RS O R F S 2w
Berteer Flh - 3 T Fekiv A W R 0 €@ LA R 1
BB A2 1 8 & (Hikida and Ota, 1997; Chiang and Schaal, 2006) -

B3 S T R PRI AR S 2 iRy P
AERDEZ IR FRATEF CEHAFREE AL IAN TS
JU— A5 R BB ARAT X PRI 4 AR T Engs € > Luetal. (2001)1
& = 12(Cunninghamia konishii Hayata)% H 3T = f& chiLsg M T 455
5 E M2 & X 4 (nucleotide diversity = 0.01181)%& 3 # =~ MEiTH 4 fa

[Cunninghamia lanceolata (Lamb.) Hook.] (nucleotide diversity = 0.00741) 3



B BB R ST R RN AT BEESY RERFES @
HErN DB REFLHENEFLFRRERTE T A EEEERMAAL
it (pst=0.012, P =0.454) o +* fia & # 3t % HE g L (Pinus luchuensis ssp.
hwangshanesis) ~ = zk# & oz zk &~ (Pinus luchuensis ssp. luchuensis)z -
A= ® ¥~ (Pinus luchuensis ssp. taiwanensis) =nsizk #24F & #¥  (Pinus
luchuensis complex)%g 7+ > % ¥ %% DNA ¥ (atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer) &
MEEEARROY A AR R R 2 BB R T kA RS
TN R EEREET RB L RTE AT S ARG A
%%k # (paraphyly)™ i % f 523 A i Stig & o 0p 0 HANT A P
FRRZAFIURSESG L OERE AT R AL E SR
> & L &4 (Cycas taitungensis Shen et al.) & 8 B> fFF 124 - 5 F14 7]
£ X (intramolecular recombination) % 7 % & 2 @ % & o S B
[Lithocarpus formosanus (Hayata) Hayata ] % #r # 4= [Lithocarpus
dodonaeifolius (Hayata) Kudo ] iT ¥ 4 i* » 4 >" incomplete lineage sorting
FeBl s Flm 3 3 RE @ 5 i - G BRI T LD T fe
Framitpe ri@L 3 3R @R2F -

T 1T T ARE BRI RHE R P e s 2 o ST e L

F_L

AR LTSS L EVERS FE L S S A S R ST LA

o W FEFY BT FR @ g4 & (genetic variation ) 0 @ § 7 e e
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e

Mk AR I A ABRBuEET - TN 7 ez iE (survivorship ) »
A7 AR R eng i (fertility ) fo 2 78 5 (fecundity ) > 7 % e chig B R

(fitness ) ° TN e’v’ﬂ/}iéﬁi&‘,‘gﬁiﬁéﬁli g E o TS

BRATI AL FOHEFT 0 P2 LR BRRPREFEAHY NG
BB ORE AP T BEFHBBEEIRPEY > F HNHEEFET D
PAEE EF 2R 3 { 3 B4R G H = (conservation units) £
L ERE T R S ER T

REFRTLIIFZm o AR AGFER R A TR
BAF e AHEAD PHFB2IFE R - R A ET TR T
PR ARG OFE T F A FEERORLATA 2 iRy ReE s Ak
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AL EE AN ATIE R TR EEEE RS e
LHAP AT BT ERPBMGEMN G2 BF A o P ALY
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£ pP-R A AR R BT B R BRI A B i T
{ 0 A+ BEA4eDNA~ v FERBFTFIRA R Faa L2 kRSN
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F PP F B AR EpEF @4 F s (PCR) Hjk~ A FiE 7 (cloning )
3 03 2 P (sequencing) R E L BELIAFELLAFE
A2 - oo e S O hesE R § A1 DNA  (RAPD) ~ *T4H 2 £
£ & 5251 (RFLP)~ 345 * L& & 5 2512 (AFLP )~ F # %% (isozyme)
feici® s DNA  (microsatellite DNA) % 5 4% 3087 1 4 #8305 2 " 33
% #7 7 (Goldstein and Schldtterer, 1999) # ¥ & ¥ A f1* o 3 iz 5 2 B
DNA ~ ‘w% % DNA % ficiieh DNA » 2 ¢ | % jiciirh DNA 2418 4 5 4

REPESR LS BEYE BR 2 B -

B
N
a4

BokP PRS2 S A BH O BRI R (S KE R R E S £ 3%
REFERFLT O REIER S S EET R RSB AT o &
BT A Tndg B P o FlE S AP 5 5 % k¥ (polyphyletic) & B Lk ¥
(paraphyletic) » 4o $ P~ Moritz(1994a)h 2 & » 7 T 913 chif 7 H =482
B 4_H /R (monophyletic) » g & F 22 HF L FEL V- F g o B
RE - AFehs F BAlawgd s 3 S %EE AR Lo A AL
AT H s S HOAFI RN FEZ BB E o A P EEd 5 e E
ERT s IR FLETRBE 2 ki SRR -
£ 3p ¥ (fingerprinting) L itw ¥ At & 4p ¥ (microsatellite)#% & 7 & 1T

3t ¢ M4 (neutral) > ¥ & & BB A F] 4+ f 2z (molecular marker) » H ¥4 1%

BEE R T R Y DR FL S o BB R EER L
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YA R o HeiFEh #Fj ROz FEEEFE B EI P\?'ﬁétx*ﬁ'z‘ EHEHR G AF R
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— (Afzal-Rafii and Dodd, 2007) -

e

=+ [Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang (Makino) Corner]#& >+ % 4+

(Moraceae ) 54 (Ficus) 84~ » 1 & & # 355 34 1200-1900 = = 2 ¢

=

AHE o L B EAES > F S T A A L (Liao, 1996) -

()

-

I3 FARTHE N TEE G SAEEsIF T ARk A F S
ip B 2_ 4 it 77 7 (Kuo-Huang et al., 2002) - # £ g 2 (Ficus pumila L. var.

pumila L.) & 383
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-~ LR e s N 3

AL A WAL T g PR BRIRpIEHE 2 s BB SRR
FA 52 FL8 1 T RAHFBENEI0D R 4 ) IR 7 % HGEH
BB - REB0-28B A o F - BRB3S5 Y HCE W )

DNAE B~ » # 4| % GPSiokrs — B2 SHR R % 40 LS5 -

F T EASk Rk ¥ i2:2p Doyle and Doyle

(1987)#7#& 41 17 CTAB (cetyltrimethyl ammonium bromide)™ /2 #-E 245

B 7 genomic DNA ¥ P~ ¥ 11 DNAmarker (.25 52 @) (7 2

€00 TE BRHFE S 2ng/ul > 330200k 5 % o B B

(1. P~y E 5 100 mg E30FHP o de ~ iR i § AR B AR £ 5
> 50ml Bs g P R o

(2). v~ 10 ml 3 # 3 65°C 2 CTAB % /% £ 40ul 0.4% B- mercaptoethanol
B AW S RRR L0 > ¥ B3 65C kg F i 60-90 A48 Bk
i ke il RE B Do

(3). #-F B~ e 50 ml s g ¢ o 4 r 10 ml chloroform / isoamyl
alcohol (24:1) > + T il 5 = > AR G A A TR Fod T o
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(4). FE™ > 8,000 rpm - Fes 10 & 45 B AR BE T > B0 T o
Yo T ape F AN

(5). B~2 i 2 - &b S0ml B g o

(6). EAHB)LG)HA > £ A= o

(7). #r 10 ml isopropanol ¥23 ;8 £ %5 » ¥ **20C/k## % 2 B (&%
FRF I =0 p ) & DNA f'% o

(8). & 4C™ » 12 8,000 rpm » . 10 A &fs > FH- b iR o g g
Fo3 4% @ isopropanol % >3 o

(9). #-7% 2. DNA i3 f2>+ 500ul TE buffer » # 4r » 2ul RNase » & 37°C ™
EREE 60 Aais o EEY 15ml o o

(10). 4v » 500l isopropanol e (7) » T 45 21 DNA o

(11).  4°C™ » 2 13,000 rpm » e 10 A48 » 54}

(12). 4~ 500ul 70%:FpH » d i & @ mo 4~ A {5 £ 2 13,000
pm4C T s dre 10 A4 BRETEL o ok bR 0 BB B
L i

(13). 4v » 200ul TE buffer » /%4 % genomic DNA -

2. J&ferk DNAZ 3 tg
FI* pchh DNA3 I+ 12 R & f% % (Taq polymerase) Bifl & 7 % 5 4534 )

e s DNA » B8 M A% 100plehm i @ 4 ~ SUR & 23 > 10l 10X

% » 10uLedNTP » & & 2 pmolesn3l 3 £ 10ul » B {é 4c » 20ng DNA » 17 &
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F kAT Z100ul - F & ¥ A < & 2R R 755k 48 (Thermal cycler)ig {7 » £ i {7
31 PaTk » & B JaTRITAR S 1 92°C > 45F) » BDNASE R F 3 F
(denaturation); 49°C » 14 15%; > & DNA¥ 31 5 % & (annealing); 72°C > 1
4 30%; > & {FDNA%E ¥ & f(extension) > B {5 . 72°Ci® * 104 48 - PCR%
k{8 BRSulenPCRA F7 4 F 1l 6% 0 & 73 7% > 2 1% fig 5873 (agarose gel)
o100k #EF T R E R A N304 48 0 SiE Y oy K 4 A (EtBr) et s o
fe & #7iE * DNA laddery » + + /[ enfkie » & A P MET I 2 3

3. Polyacrylamide gel & A 2|%PCRA # % <& & % bandif #

Bo— 4 (333 x419cm)- [ (333 x394cm)B I > | PRI &
y-methacryloxypropyl-trimethoxysilane » ¥ & ¥ * ¥ /g H + » 4 % # g3
1+ % F dimethyldichlorosilane solution » ¥ i "} & fog 33 & &t > #-5 7 31y
EHIE AT LR R F e ¥ 50 fe ¥ 6% acrylamide stock
solution (acrylamide : N,N’-methylene bisacrylamide = 29:1) » 10%
Ammonium persulfate)” 2 TEMED
(N,N,N’N’-tetramethylethylenediamine) » 143:24:1+¢ HiR &£ 323 541 * & §F
pERRR B S5 R L S ng:,a kT EE K %3‘;&;5;@}]%?&%##1—1 3 W
# o 41 * pipetteijiEwell{s 4c » PCRA F+ » #--F 7 A 472 » 1X TBE buffer
8% AR T LIS0VE BRET R A 0 SWE LT o ey 8 4 H|(EtBr) a2

HUDNAF & R Z 4 Ho
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4. AFRpRDFR AT

4 & 41*  Arlequin 3.11(Excoffier et al., 2005) & & * &/ 2 f& & «:f
B ER THEEPETRAMH)IE BAFAY 78 72 B &5 BRY
(heterozygosity) e ¥ ¢ F "E 971k 2 vt 5o T 3al Y AR (He)R| 134574

BT B2 WY E > k4o (Hamrick and Allard, 1972) :

He=1/mXX(P1j)

I=1j=1
B mAiAFIALE n i A AFIRHBATE P L FIBAFADY
j RS A TFHE S S A4 For=1/(1H4Nm) 2 38 > B3 %3 A7 5 hgk 7
TP NP An R B 0EFE o om A or BB 4 o
B OEF L VAR Fer<0.05> 27 %FEF BT L5 F @A F 0.05<Fgr<
0.15 % 7 3B A A28 K% » 2 0.15<Fgr<025» 4 7 %#F
PRAT o FE Fr>0250 27 S ERBEFRAD ©
5. %L LipE
F1% Arlequin 3.11(Excoffier et al., 2005) & & L %% 2 %3 [ 2 %53 A i 4pdic
(Fsr) » Tvh g B - 5@ s @ 532 Ti00 i dp 8- 7 A analysi of
molecular variance (AMOVA):& 7 10,000 =% ‘* fiz » & B 2§ @R 21353
B4 o 7% Mantel test fz 3 38 @ R4 er 30 2 pE3 Y 0B B 42 5 £ 45 10,000
=t ficde B ot BE B o 1 STRUCTURE(Hubisz et al., 2009) &t 4 75_i# 48 & o
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PaoditkAz i Bes FTiRBREG I DL REFHIRAF G T 2

= f8 4 F o 12 MCMC ~ ;2 (Markov chain Monte Carlo):* & B 48:% i o = >

FS N

% T EHE R (K=1-3)T & {7 10000 = % > B% 3 ¥ 1 & (likelihood)z K

B 5 il 2 % E L FE o 1% MIGRATE-N

3.2.1(http://popgen.sc.fsu.edu/Migrate/Migrate-n.html) fz &

EHER AT AR
B (M)2 3 »x*%# #ic £ (theta » 0) > ™ Bayesian > 3 % coalescent model ™ i
e ¥ 1B 14 (Beerli, 2006)° 2 * M 5 m/u(m % migrate rate’u 5 mutation

rate) > 0 5 4 Neu o
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BN I &
BRI L 2-1 A W A F g PR R FRRIEHE 2 s PR T SRR
FAHAHSRF 281 FEAHRBE T UAT N THSRLFS T7 OK Az &
P AL WRREF VL E(E 2-1 0 Bl2-1) ANB~28~10% 10 BRERE > 2E 10 2

ROGE B R FEEAIES R F - BB 35 P ucE e B F 2 1] DNA

R

B o

#2145 Bandelj et al. (2007)% Vignes et al.(2006) * 2 #c#m%: DNA 513 (%
222) TEFAL A2 P o B P FinsQS5, FinsAl, FCUP016-6, FCUP45-6,
FCUP066-7, FCUP068-1 2 FCUP069-6 + 7 e+ ® 3.+ % g2 ° Hitgh t m?
B gt AT At 4 2.3 HP F 23 ¢ i A Flfc P (Number of allele) 2
9-24 (L35 is A FlHp 5 17.333) > 325 B A & 3L GpF (% 2-4) > L5
BB E(Ho) % 0.364 (0.000-1.000) > = 53 % & (He) = 0.862 (0.790-0.951) »
B Tiapplie ] T30 % & > & FCUP068-1 2 FCUPO16-6 BLP| 532
8P ¥ B > FinsQS5 » FinsAl » FCUP45-6 » FCUP066-7 2 FCUP069-6 BLip| & -]
N E A RATITOERG AL B BHBR o RIRELE B A
& T §7(Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium)p# » #73 A F3258 ¥ iR 3P < 0.05) -
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TLURFOFBPEL I 2L ETAFEEY
hitm AFIE R LR P T35 L 2543bp (12-48)

B (F 2-4)% 1% A F18c P Number of allele) 2 2-11 (T 35%ti5 £
Tl L 6.143) 0 2 E B A & 3 s pF > T ¥oEip @ (Ho) s 0.364
(0.000-1.000) » = =28 % & (He) & 0.744 (0.400-0.947) » & 77 T sapip| & |
AT A Y @ > A FCUP068-1 2 FCUPO16-6 ELiP| 39+ *+8) % & » FinsQ5 >
FinsAl » FCUP45-6 » FCUP066-7 2 FCUP069-6 BELip| &) **8p 2 (& > B 7 o
HEEHEG L L L B E R RIRALT P A RT R G
FCUP68-1> #73 A F3o8 ¥ H#(P<0.05) ¥ AF LR L R} T35%
16.14bp (2-30) -

13 2 FFW R 5 (£ 2-5) 0tk e 2 T ioEIp] ©(0.386
0-1.000) 323 | ++ T =28 % (@ (0.857 » 0.740-0.958) » # ¢ FCUP068-1 %
FCUP016-6 B.ip| @5+ 8 % & » FinsQ5 > FinsAl » FCUP45-6 » FCUP066-7
%2 FCUP069-6 BLp| & | **H & » RIFFATE @ £ BT > #73 A F]3D
¥ mHiP <0.05) B < %3z T iapip E(0.452 0 0-1.000)35:% o] 3+ T

2 #(0.713 » 0.358-0.895) » # ¢ FCUP068-1 2 FCUP016-6 BLiR| B35+

\

8P ¥ & > FinsQ5 » FinsAl » FCUP45-6 » FCUP066-7 2 FCUP069-6 B&Lip| & -]
PR E o RIEAT R ST P 0 g0 FCUP6S-1 ~ FCUPL6-6 %
FinsAl > #7% A F398 % Hap(P <0.05) - &7 £ %% Y 3 b A F A FF 7
Pz B BHLRAR - Ak- AFEAR FRERFZLRE RS - KL
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dBA gl 6 (Fsr)(# 2-6)0 § 23 2FEAT OB @AM il

0.079 ¥ d BA L § 13BN HHEF  fpihthy w e R A

@}.\

B itdgdci 01350 B RAT S BAEEE 2 itk RE2 R Y
A EFEF @A a5 0111 2 0.097 > ¢ R A it o4 % Arlequin 2 Mantel
test - B @A L PR TREEAE 2 B T4 0 B %A or i DEEART R WEEAE A & B E S
A0 B (P > 0.05) -

72 STRUCTURE ~» 74 f2 B lex S5t € 2 F 24 afl B
B3R K=2-7 pF » K= 6 p¥ 2 likelihood & & % (B 2-2 > B 2-3) > Ba3R H S 2 i3 &
AR K=60 B ikt e E L RS bR i @ ed o BE X RHEAp

HER B nED > FBRALSEI IR A RFELFpm2zd e

"/ MIGRATE #7488 & 5 %83 FF 4 7] 2 75 A2 (] 2-4) » 2 % B m jE A% 3
(FP)O % 9.90 > Mep e & 463 Mep,owp 3 1.27 > & 2 5 4%tk %3 (NC)O &
9.94 > MNCQFP = 8.92> MNCQOWD = 544> €123 R g~ %FEOWD) 5 991 »
Mowp_rp » 1.53 » Mowp_nc » 3.95 °

IR REA R BEEAR 2 AP R M (r=

"

41* Mantel test i & § 2. 3 %

-0.0001 » P=0.641) > A7 @B Ly WIE E B F AR B o
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ALEAFOFBRPAE LI L ETASEAY

#2-1% 2 & (Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang) # 7 # (Ficus pumila pumila)2 # # 4 o
T % 8 a3 R AH(AE) A
Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang
B B G RAMp IR NC 23°27'78.2"N 120°54'41.9"E 1,970 28
R MR E S HHRSETR OWD 23°57'11.8"N 121°10'53.6"E 1,270 10
Ficus pumila pumila FTRWAEARMS T T OK FP 24°38'20.0"N 121°33"20.0"E 274 10
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#2-2§ 2+ (Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang) 2 #c &% 51+ FfL o

A F & T4 R 7 51+ B 7 FEER

FinsI12 (TC)5(CT)11 GAACCTTCAACCTCAATCAA  144-157
CTCCCCTTTCCTAGTCCTTA

FinsJ10 (TO)11 AGGTGGAATGAGGAGAGAGT  163-170
AAACATCCTTTCTGGACTTG

FinsK9 (CT)13 ACGCACTTAACCCTTTCAG 99-118
TTCGAGTCAACGAAACAAA

FinsM5 (TC)13 ATGAATGGTGAAATCCTGAA  176-182
CATGGCCTCAACTTAGAAAC

FinsN1 (TA)2(CA)10(TA)7CATA(TG)2 AGGGCTGAGATAGGTTGATT  150-160
TAAGTTGGTGTGTGGCATC

FinsN3 (GA)10 AAAACTTCTCCTCTGCTATTTT 165
TTTGCTTCTTCTCTGTTTGAC

FinsP8 (CA)8 TGAAGAAAACGGAGCTTG 157-160
CTAAATCTGACGGTTCAAAA

FinsQ5 (GA)12 CATGTCAGGAGGTGTCTAGG  149-156
CTCCAAATGGGTATGTCAAG

FinsQ6 (TG)7AG(TG)5 TTCTCCAATTAAACCTCCAA 98-107
CATGAAATCACCTTCCTCAT

FinsT7 (TA)11(TG)16 GAATCTGGAGGTGGAATAAAC  193-210
AAAGATCGCTCGTCAACC

FinsU9 (AG)16 CGTGTATTGATGTGTGTGTG 148-156
TCACCTCCTCCTTCTTTTG

FinsAl (CT)12 AATCCCCGTACTTCACTTG 194-222
AGAACTTATTGCACGGACAG

FinsH5 (AT)5GTAT(GT)11 GACCGTATAGATGATTTGGG  262-272
CATCCTGTGAACGACACTT

FCUP008-2 (TG)22 CATACACTTTCATGGAGCACAAA 158184
CCCAGATGTTTGGTGAAGG

FCUP013-7 (GT)6AT(GT)6AT(TG)7 ACACCATGCTTCCATTTGGT 196-212
CCAGTTTGGTATCGTGTGTG

FCUP015-3 (TG)18 CCACCGGAGATACTCGACAT  185-204
TTTGCCGAGTAGAGCTTTGAA

FCUP016-6 (TG)14 CTTTCTGGAATTCAAGCTACGA  162-174
CGACCAAGCACAAACACAT
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TXF 2 ETAFEFY

&4 2-2 € 3.3 (Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang)z #icigk 31 F T -

A FR T A7 515 B 7| PERER

FCUP027-4 (AQ)19 AACCTTTTAGTATGCCTTTGGAA  202-220
TCCACCATCAAATCCTTCTG

FCUP038-6 (TG)23T(AG)11 CAATGTATCATTTCATCTCACGAA 170-193
AGTTCCCATGTTTGGTTACTGA

FCUP042-6 (AC)9(CA)7CG(CA)7CG(CA)7 TGTCCAATGATAAAGATGAAGAGC 180200
TGACTCCAACGACTCCAAA

FCUP044-6 (AQ)13 GCTCGCCTTTCTAACATGGA 208-219
AACTTTCATTCATTGCGGAAA

FCUP045-6 (AQ)16 TTCCAAGGCATATTATGTTGAAA  135-151
GTCCAAGGCAAATGATGAA

FCUP048-8 (TAAAA)S GCCTCGTACAAGTGGACCAT 215-220
AGAGGCTTACGAGGTTGTGG

FCUP062-2 (TG)20 AACTTGGCGAGATAAACAACC 120-144
CACTGACCTCGCTGCATT

FCUP066-7 (CA)14 CCCTCTCGAAGAAGAAGCA 162-182
CTACAGGAAATGGGCCTCAA

FCUP068-1 (AG)14(GAGAGAG)4 GGAATTACCGTCCATGGCTA 178-206
CGCCACTCTCTCTCTCCACT

FCUP069-6 (CT)17N23(CTTT)5 CCGGAAACACACAAATTCAA 193-202
CAAAGCGTCGACTCACTGAA

FCUP070-2 (AG)15 TTCAACTTCAACCTTCACCAA 183-195

TTTGTCTAAGGAGGCTTATTGTCA
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%238 33 2 A ki#EE DNA 2 2K F14] o NC @ fpiiiksf %% :OWD: B 5 + %% [ FP: F#4 -

HFHELE BHASL FCUP6S-1 FCUP16-6 FCUP45-6 FCUP66-7 FCUP69-6 FinQ5 FinAl

NC 1 198 174 170 150 128 128 170 172 188 182 88 86 114 114
NC 2 192 170 170 146 128 128 ? ? 178 178 88 88 126 126
NC 3 190 168 162 142 124 124 168 168 176 176 94 82 126 126
NC 4 188 166 160 140 124 124 160 160 176 176 90 90 ? ?
NC 5 192 168 158 138 126 126 164 164 176 176 88 88 120 120
NC 6 190 168 156 136 124 124 162 162 176 176 88 88 116 116
NC 7 188 168 156 136 124 124 162 162 174 174 88 88 120 116
NC 8 188 166 152 134 124 124 162 162 174 174 90 90 ? ?
NC 9 186 166 152 132 122 122 162 162 174 174 86 86 ? ?
NC 10 188 166 150 132 122 122 162 162 174 174 90 90 120 120
NC 11 186 166 150 130 122 122 160 160 176 176 84 84 122 122
NC 12 184 162 152 132 120 120 160 160 174 174 ? ? ? ?
NC 13 182 162 146 128 120 120 160 160 172 172 86 86 138 138
NC 14 180 160 148 128 120 120 162 162 172 172 86 86 122 122
NC 15 180 160 146 128 122 122 160 160 170 170 94 88 ? ?
NC 16 182 160 146 127 128 128 162 162 172 172 88 88 ? ?
NC 17 180 160 146 128 120 120 160 160 172 172 96 86 ? ?
NC 18 178 158 146 128 120 120 162 162 172 172 84 84 136 136
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ESNTR-H I S JEo

TXF2ETAFEFY

]

§£23 €23 HciEk DNAZ AT o NC: itk %3 ;OWD: R+ %3 [ FP: F& -

EH N BRI AE  FCUP6S-1 FCUP16-6 FCUP45-6 FCUP66-7 FCUP69-6 FinQ35 FinAl

NC 19 176 156 146 128 122 122 162 162 172 172 86 86 124 124
NC 20 174 155 146 128 120 120 162 162 172 172 90 86 130 118
NC 21 176 156 148 130 120 120 164 164 170 170 92 92 122 116
NC 22 172 152 150 130 122 122 164 164 172 172 88 88 122 122
NC 23 170 150 150 130 122 122 166 166 172 172 88 88 ? ?
NC 24 178 158 150 132 124 124 172 172 178 178 94 94 122 116
NC 25 184 164 164 145 132 132 168 168 184 184 98 88 ? ?
NC 26 180 166 160 142 130 130 166 166 180 180 98 86 ? ?
NC 27 188 166 160 138 128 128 162 162 182 182 94 92 128 130
NC 28 186 164 158 136 126 126 162 162 178 178 86 82 ? ?
OWD 29 180 162 154 134 126 126 160 160 178 178 84 80 126 118
OWD 30 184 162 150 132 124 124 158 158 178 178 ? ? ? ?
OWD 31 186 162 152 132 124 124 158 158 178 178 92 92 ? ?
OWD 32 182 162 150 130 124 124 158 158 178 178 86 86 126 118
OWD 33 184 164 150 130 124 124 156 156 178 178 98 91 125 126
OWD 34 180 162 150 130 122 122 158 158 176 176 94 86 ? ?
OWD 35 186 164 148 130 122 122 158 158 176 176 86 86 122 118
OWD 36 186 163 149 130 124 124 158 158 174 174 86 86 116 118
OWD 37 184 162 148 128 122 122 158 158 172 172 92 92 ? ?
OWD 38 188 166 148 129 122 122 158 158 176 176 86 86 120 120

24



§£23 €23 HciEk DNAZ AT o NC: itk %3 ;OWD: R+ %3 [ FP: F& -

EF R BRI NEL  FCUP68-1 FCUP16-6 FCUP45-6 FCUP66-7 FCUP69-6 FinQ5 FinAl

FP 39 188 166 148 129 122 122 156 156 176 176 84 84 120 120
FP 40 184 166 148 130 118 110 158 158 176 176 90 90 120 120
FP 41 186 162 148 130 120 120 156 156 176 176 ? ? ? ?
FP 42 188 168 148 130 118 118 156 156 176 176 ? ? 118 118
FP 43 186 164 148 130 118 118 158 146 176 176 86 88 118 118
FP 44 180 160 150 130 124 124 156 156 178 178 86 82 ? ?
FP 45 184 160 152 130 112 112 156 156 178 178 78 78 118 118
FP 46 180 162 148 130 110 110 158 158 178 178 82 82 118 118
FP 47 178 158 148 130 114 114 160 160 180 180 82 82 118 118

FP 48 180 158 152 132 130 130 154 140 182 182 86 86 118 118




ALFAFOFBRPAEL I L ETASEAY

#2-4% 23 2 5% DNA A F]5L B A& (allele no : 25 F] /& allele #c P ; allele range : allele # B ; Ho :
BAlL&F ToppE s He: R A4 3 L3089 ¥ & 5 P Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium & % 1+

BIEE) o

Locus allele no. allele range Ho He P

Ficus pumila var. awkeotsang

FCUP68-1 24 150-198 1 0.951 0
FCUP16-6 23 126-170 1 0.937 0
FCUP45-6 7 120-132 0 0.79 0
FCUP66-7 9 154-170 0.027 0.808 0
FCUP69-6 9 170-188 0.026 0.822 0
FinsQ5 11 70-98 0.333 0.829 0
FinsAl 12 114-138 0.435 0.896 0
mean 13.571 0.403 0.862

Ficus pumila var. pumila

FCUP68-1 11 158-188 1 0.947 1
FCUP16-6 6 128-152 1 0.737 0.05
FCUP45-6 8 110-130 0.1 0.9 0
FCUP66-7 6 140-160 0.2 0.705 0
FCUP69-6 4 176-180 0 0.674 0
FinsQ5 6 78-90 0.25 0.842 0
FinsAl 2 118-120 0 0.4 0.02
mean 6.143 0.364 0.744
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#2-5% 2 F fpiEHE (NC)2 B § ~ (OWD)*%# 28 FluL £ 7 (allele no. © Ak ] allele # P  allele

range : allele § ] Ho: $ 4] & + T 3opp| @ He: 4] &+ L3583 & ;P Hardy-Weinberg

equilibrium &f ¥ {4p]3&) o

allele no. allele range Ho He P
NC
FCUP68-1 23 150-198 1 0.958 0
FCUP16-6 20 128-170 1 0.941 0
FCUP45-6 7 120-132 0 0.816 0
FCUP66-7 7 158-170 0.037 0.74 0
FCUP69-6 9 170-188 0.035 0.825 0
FinsQ5 9 72-98 0.333 0.821 0
FinsAl 11 114-138 0.294 0.895 0
mean 12.286 0.386 0.857
OWD
FCUP68-1 9 162-188 1 0.879 0.708
FCUP16-6 10 126-152 1 0.895 0.242
FCUP45-6 3 122-126 0 0.611 0
FCUP66-7 3 156-160 0 0.358 0
FCUP69-6 4 172-178 0 0.674 0
FinsQ5 7 80-98 0.333 0.725 0
FinsAl 6 116-126 0.833 0.848 0.432
mean 6 0.452 0.713
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LR FIRN €

%2-6% 2 5 (FA)%# F (JpiithE :NC; ¥ + 1 OWD)Z & (FP)F 2 i3 @ A 1 4 Bie(Fgy) o * -

FF2 BT A EFAY

P <0.05
FA NC OWD FP
FA -
NC -
OWD 0.135* -
FP 0.079* 0.111* 0.097* -
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TLRFOFBRPAEL I ETEFEFY

®l2-214 SIR[](IIURE@#*S' 32 AR
HErF 2 a2 e s H AF LB AAK=2T7 - 2 FFd Aid2k2iBes Y X
P e 2B  YdhiB B ) Xdhik B 5
- B o 1.

Lo 32 32 332 % - a— ) 3
WEREEE 2 §1FRFABEREEIEN -

30



®12-314 STRUCTURE & ﬁﬂé‘ 2+ %2 fE 4 2 likelihood & - A-F : K=2-7 -

-200 A

-400 -

-600 -

-800 -

-1000 -

-1200 -

-1400 -

-1600 -

—4=—Likelihood
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ALFAFOFBRPAEL I L ETASEAY

242 MIGRATE £ {2 % 3 3 % # B (jp i kg 1 NC: R§ % - OWD)2 5 (FP)R 2 4 512

T CEALN RS S SULIE

544

OWD . 951
h
3.95

8.92 4.63 1.2?// 1.53

FP: 9%
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Ju

%z & 3t
- CIEREAE L R D
AP LA Mt DNA R R €25 28 1@ 5 (2 2-)r € 25
R A EFRBARES 0403 KA R A &3 Y E(0.862) R A & 5
BLRE L 03640 MR A& 3 H ¥ &(0.744) > 4937t Ficus insipid Willd.

(Ho = 0.249)(Vignes et al., 2006) > #** Ficus carica L. (Ho = 0.588)(Bandelj

etal,2007)> € 2 F 2 BAEFRBE RN > A F VR EFEEEEIR
FMo KA E PAILFIEREEEIIpN > §1FZ FA AT

HHEKEAFRT O AR A HEE L IR JOR B RV A B E 1T
A 15— B AR F s iR i 2o FCUP68-1 2 FCUP16-6
FFRFLRAETRFE AR T BAFRRA I REERM T
ATk BHEEY 2 sl 5 e IEL A

FipRrEz o

- Eriod Gy

TLFEFERA BT MARR LS T ’r:&jﬁ’*"’}ﬂ-v”'] FEF A
[ THIAAFENIELRRAAL > BERR A4 RLE
DA BRI BT RSB AR AR AR 5 DNA G5 € 1+ %

BAL B 20k S 13 wER L A BA hds 0079 g
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FLRAFEFREPC I FZETEHEFY

23 EEF 2B Miphch 0135 Mo AT R AN R AR
At 2 R AREFR Y AR A L F 5 R F]1F incomplete lineage
sorting ' % hybridization (Mirov, 1967) ; % - B ¥ & & %] 5 incomplete
lineage sorting » B A #EFHF iy HITIT RS > G KA N E i L2
BB £ o BT L PR Y E s 8RR R (genetic
drift) 7 &0V EEIRS B A L2 A fFFE > ARAGE LM GARR L TR T 4
¥ (polyphyletic group) =t % % # (paraphyletic group)siuk it o % = B ¥ it 7 7]
% hybridization > § & SFE FiE @R FsTRE H A A 2 A SEES 0 S
% (hybridization) £ j#7;% #2 % (introgression) & 5 d $= 48 & 4% &% L F] 2 i & 4%

Pl RpE2 R B oiEa i AR R RZEE L ¥ (monophyletic group)

E:D
e
A
NN
e
o
_:t‘\‘
o
F_*
(3
Ger
[E8)
4
W
am
-ﬂj,

Tk

2 SR CLE  Rlb =Rt A
A2 RGMGETERT s B2 RmE A AR FiFhd B4 E LS
EEASARS R d S AREA G BB L BRI J
BB BAEHETRLENTALS AR E AL FEPEG R R4E 2
PR Ra AR L AR ERT 22 EF RS AEEZ LR
o LR T ARNT 2 AR RN T AT DN R G AR
2 (Rieseberg et al., 1987) » Case (1993)%z3® Cypripedium calceolus var.
pubescens, C. calceolus var. parviflorum, and C. calceolus var. planipetalu p
FISBT LB RHETRE A RE LE L - AHE AP P RS
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132 AR FORE P NE LI EETEE > ARFEAR AL FE 2
FEEREFEFGEZ F RS VG BN E 13 2 R A

PR e AT R SRR B

L
ey
3

B opEA v

S

CASEUIL BB

N

Pog R F1 gy oL S (Figwasp) FIR % [ 5 € 25 2 A2 3 Lk

HOoBF T A RS Tk EEk s BRNE I EA LY

BV s AT Ra i ffed gt 2 L32 FRa

Bl FEHNE LA FELP G BN RE: BT LIRS

4
=

P Fm TR R

£ 333w ‘J»f;/\ﬁ:* (% 2-6)fpi%ktkif B REAEET Y B A
(Fsr = 0.135) > B 7 % # M & % 4 i > 4% STRUCTURE #4417 € 2. &
i3 @es > § K=6PF likelihood B 3 (B 2-2° Bl 2-3) g7 € 23 7

né’ﬁﬁf{ﬁ@‘g’%\"ﬁﬁ’hﬁ“/ Heif E Qéﬁm;}ﬁiﬁ@ﬁﬁ%‘(iﬂ?f“}

X

3

/
2R

ENEZF) B AEEAIRS ;BB ESREZ H) B FEET
AFERSP R4 FOHPR R EFRETRA MR E0 et al,

2002) » g = %P AL R F]F a0 3 (1) isolation by distance » 4~ f& A F & [F]
Bt H g 4 o4 ,T;qjx B B4 1T F FEAR 4o @ 3 e (Wright,
1943) > ?,F:}?vyfé_/»\#%lfliﬁ% PFo 7 o XU B g 4 0 id e TR

T2 %F S A2 AT 0 TR EHARIR 2 HEFREEE A

|-

AT

A

% on-(Kimura, 1953; Kimura and Wieiss, 1964; Planes and Fauvelot, 2002) ; (2)
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ALRFESFABEPE LT BT A EAY
vicariance event » $» f& ) F iy Fl B E 2 5 4oL FRATE S RIRTE T E i
OEF AL (B ARIT 2 R F e Fri gk b A TR 0 B iR
= & i (Kay, 1990) » ~#7 3 41 * Mantel test 5 & i} @ pE4e? 30 19 pE3 [T 2
R it BE T '*ﬂ" T ow B F2ME(P > 0.05) # ",f isolation by distance > &
BlECF ¥ ac F] vicariance event B2 58:¢ = % F F en4 it > f1* STRUCTURE
BRMALREL K AR B EK=06) RFFEL HHES (2 2-1)
RRBIZAR%RETR e 2 Rkp 2R KRz LA G %PFEFEFHRTAL

L2 22 BE o

R § 1 F ik F]

MIGRATE ##8 % * >t 5 5 A/ %3 B 2. /L F1 2 742 & > Scascitelli et
al.,(2010) iz & Helianthus annuus L » Helianthus debilis Nutt. var.
cucumerifolius (Torr. & Gray) A. Gray %2 H % % #& Helianthus annuus ssp.
Texanus Heiser » 41 * ficferk DNA & & gyt BF el F1 A2 & > % H.
annuus ssp. Texanus & » 2 is & Ff et bl > B 2 55 A2 275
iR Af R 1% MIGRATE ## & § 2 5 2 A ) A5 H
2o AR FI R AR R (] 2-3) > B 5 Bgon AR 2 F] < 0 (1.27-8.92) el ph = A

AT AR B (3.95-5.44) 0 LR B R R R T 2 AT R
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b TREEAEEGER - A R TR Pk A B JERF w AE S
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33 HET Rl

S
G

PR TR BN VAL B RN Z EET =B F
ik oo o@a - P BB T L H R A F(alleles) # B 7] & 5
(heterozygote) " | te ip 48 ~ ¥} 2 B EF s G - SRR RO
pg,m%?%ﬁa;wiagﬂ;%&1ﬂ,ﬂ?¢;ﬁ®%$¢ﬁ?

JRA-S R & 5 NAOREFE > SER I A RH G dnehy WAL A A R

e

s (e

2
1= ;

R F ARy §mE el BEEET R &

£l

- B2 @ %4 ¥ % Evolutionary Significant Units (ESUs) (Moritz,
1994b) 4~ Fa 2 5 *rxg REEF &g TR Flt o REFEY T2

TR SRR A AR WO R R R e R

ht!
o
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™
=
1.
-
-
ik
N
i
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F_&
)
I
14

frER A LR R 0 R

-

jr
S
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IES
bl
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i
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fpas|
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EN
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GEEEGISEE - SRS TR S S L R B
RE A ETRGFLRULT RS EET > AFF AL 00 R
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ALFAFOFBRPAEL I L ETASEAY

ThF R T H 0 R ) A S R R A @R o S E Bt

]

BEAEE P Fa AFFBHL IR PR AR LE TN R P
fhit s EHER MBI EEE 5o d 0 E - 2 R84 12N &
Bu R R (N~ & %#HP ) (Frankham et al., 2002) » #712 — $ fa & Jf & ‘&
FHE) %R ERE I AHLRSE BT TRATF A S e A
FATRR O BADETRAENFAEE F 1 HR PRI P AEREAR
HRPFAaE&i o vaflr TR AN ERASERFTHF IS E
e g o Ao R FRE A 1949 EAREATIER s o G EFD
EORp - AN BRITHEARSA LT BAE EERE & 1980 &
B4 50 & EAE > e FliTALR A2 %39 (inbreeding depression) 0 # iR H

o R E L % E P | ¥ %5 % M (Laikre and Ryman, 1991) » ' & %5

P

GRRANAL T EG A EOBH Ll IR RES @R

g
4o

(homozygote) " i34 B » @+ d R PR &2 > 2 F 2 F DR HSEZ
BRRR AR RS FRE LRI L T kR A

e BRI R R IR ROREFEERE R € B B % E i (Westemeier et

<k

al., 1998; Madsen et al., 1999) » & ¢ > HiTA L fed 5 » #j 22 4o fo fh
HOHRERE -BRBE A R AUFICE T ok d BOTRM O
topminnow fish } 5% % 4 1978 & F|i7 K ictem @8 » 375 guE > 5%

PR - BAE O Pl TALA e R ERERRB L HE BT RS SN
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= o+ g 4L
FE 2L

[
i

AL 1983 &2 TE5IE30 R A XS HEFHRE TR ORHITR
7 % 194 % P B (Vrijenhoek, 1994) - — 84 % & south Scandinavia

¥ % 2 JF(Falco peregrinus) & 1970 X DDT #258:¢ & % ¥ ~ £ > »

BB > m 1974 # 51 » 2 © 2 % (northern  and southern

Scandinavian, Finnish and Scottish)2. *3 » & @ 3 4c 8 77 7} 3 K §

¢

B R REEHRE N AERFERPN R P R - 5
ErE Rl RA EEFFREE M (i HAGES PR ET R
42 (Frode et al., 2008) -

ares BT R F1F o 5 FIELEE 2 & (bottleneck effects) id = & H #ic &
BU B )R BIR % (genetic drift) B 0 @ F R R B R R 4o
AT A (Bisonbonasus L) - & ki85 Bt 2 EHK 0 13 S EHEEK

EREE M B P 1920 & ¥F ¢t W73 7 & 48 (Tokarska et al., 2009) » 2_ {s

EFARERTREL EHEE RS R R AT B2 B

3] & & v b (expected heterozygosity = 0.28) i ik < > & F F = % FHHicE +
EH 4 0 F AR EEE B M Ne = 7.9-284) 0 B - B8 ALEE o
oo T2 AR A 0 B RRREET  RER HN R R
LR ER - TI I I ERA A BATFIR IO FRYPELETHE VA
A i QBAFRE A EFEFRE PP S RS AR EET L R
P2 B BEBRE S FROMERF MBI A EMSALEFTAE B TR
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BERE e RE O FERET L AL RG22 B AP P RRE
FRREESEORT A LSRR T ER A R § 12
WWREBREFARLE I BERE BB B2 07 T AR RS BB
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