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HE K LF 2 ?ﬁiﬁ*ﬂ‘”'l WEE O REFRATAN ISR AIORERAE R
f?%%ﬁ'%fz?ﬁmf Meig o H¥ e AT e 3 25 ’#%f;fl—’ljﬁﬂéﬁiﬁ e I AR B
AV e A0 2127 *a,,mﬁ 2 o — 4r(Chiang et al., 2001)** Molecular Ecology
TR AN T ARG R R SE Y 2 R R ke *x%IF'&;ﬁri S 2 X g ]
;@‘f%’ i;}’%f#»’ A”\i{ﬁ_ p.quv/‘?mJ\‘)' ”’R*Tiémli—vﬂ-(’

R FRRE TN CBEF A QR B RORT L 2R3N R el g
# higfe(Chiang etal., 2006) o & ¥ e B Bt & R 27 S kiP AR F R “‘/»\mf’ﬁf? ik 129
ML afif el i M REy o SB LS P b R R Y A o - B BT &
ST EET:—?f}‘*iEi%ﬁ?‘@ :’Lm% 12(Sibuet and Hsu, 1997, 2004) » % A4 200-3008 #
mo BAs R S A~ T 45 (colonization) 0 T ¥ BEIT § K kiR 0 @ B i - Ak
PIEERIES . ]IO,Q Ewo— BUAFI|EITHA G E Do ,__,J\,E’;V%&«EE%E'F P FA ORI AT ()
#1202 %) R BB L8R < R #%Jw‘”’ ?%i% Mk BT RESS N SEPE
ﬁPr?“ﬁ%PE’p¢ﬁﬁfﬁﬂ’ﬁwﬁ? BRI P o
Py R 0 RE AL eE T F SR B ) 442 5 B R (Hikida and Ota, 1997; Chiang and
Schaal, 2006) -

Ba o piptRAUVKFEH 2 BB FIATDR L LT 0 e P BokF EEE SR E
Wk REIER S RS EEFR RA AL o ARTIIETHEY > oFHEE
Moritz (1994)en 2 & > 7 Fé75 ik s ﬁf 4 R 4_¥ Jh# (monophyletic) » F g = F 2 %
HEaFE T S B REL R I(polyphyletlc)‘\# & ¥ (paraphyletic) » %
TH o} ”U e AL FIt e AHF R G angly o V- 26 0 BRE- AFde 3 5
;ljmr;}}’;g:* TR UEEZ PMAF L o R AT s S B A FI R APAR B
1o A JrIW_ AR EE R e F TR RT B SD gt B yire g o

%+ dp ¥ (fingerprinting) $t 7 ¢ Hri#k 4p & (microsatellite DNA)# #7 & ‘fr%'& ¥ {:(neutral)
PR A F e aA S e (molecular marker) 0 H ¥ A T (R B REY B
AAFNE I e DR U2 EFEFR B A2R A7 8 0 FP o A2 ) ’*’Aftf Fhdp R AT
SRRV P LN~ MIEL R RN RAL S R RN RET G
i%%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%l*’f“%**#m@qxaiéﬁﬁﬁui LARARE S R
Zl’i%? o Pl AL n SR R TR EHEG A iRy G 4 ,\,g E L S ki

Iy 3 LR 74.3;. 2 T 2 _4_"‘;}-33‘}'} ) :,\;%‘ﬂ*%%iﬁi:f_?fﬁ"l) h
S B g S A S g
LR TR ELPER AR LR SR UALERS SEEE S UE RS £ DL S o8
- MR A R LT FRRCE 1 B LR FER AT S B - R

2 L UL FRNF RS RE PR RRIET L ERG R FRPY R RAET
ARRHEFRF LA RLEL > A BT F AVE S 5 A LR B 6 5t b L



Freh ¥ 2 LRARA PR 2if 2 ik DNAF ]

2 EFAFEd - Pt A P ATR2 MR DNATR A BHMA SRR 7 P s (i
MEABEFRA U MFELE DNA LR 22 R B0 B2 AT LRE LA LR
o b BEA TS FEATS L A SR TRERT R LEY NS BHET &
PRET e E

g (Chamaecyparls formosensis)( B - ) & & *t 4 4 (Cupressaceae) a 1 /B
(Chamaecyparis) » & ~ &% 3 > BiF 455 iR & ~ PR F 0 A & 2 #3075 45 1000-2900
are? BARIEFLE ¥ 5% 2 1p(C. obtusa Sieb. & Zucc. var. formosana (Hayata)
Rehder)2 H is 4+ E AR 2 A3k d wHLFFEFRR L ¥ 7 247 ARLES
RABE > ML AP L 3 PG R ARG 2OV FREFE ADE Lo x FAH
ﬁffw. LFF I FRERUEL G LA ER L CRE WY ETH O FF AL
L3 BAREAEE @ ‘f%ﬁﬁfﬁlﬁnmf RE g A fLi7EA” e & R Ll Ik - A

?;F'&/Q#Pﬁ&%/i/g\fwﬁﬁﬂ s AR R R 2D }ijmﬁ,*ﬂzﬁ% iﬁl‘?&’é‘?Fﬁ—i‘éFE
$ﬁaﬁ€ ﬁ%“ﬁ&aﬁﬂiéﬁﬂﬂﬁhfﬁﬂmﬁ%s*L%pﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬁpz
P B R REE B i NS rRUESRGRAE 3 SR O I S A - JEAL SR -

i%ﬁﬁ%@ii%?ﬁ%’7@$¥*%V£ﬁ1%%ﬁﬂﬁé {7 B0 ARSBET
PRET Repaudz o

B - . ‘%;%F?(Chamaecyparis formosensis)
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FEEE LR ROFIBP Ll E DNAF T 21

b gk SWR EHAE E A

Chamaecyparis formosensis w R RREE I e 23'29"N 120'53E TT 3

% #)w, Tk 23'29"N 120'51E T18 2

LS %Pg & 23'15"N 120'56"E KK 3

,,yig B 23'15"N 120'56"E TK 1

® é’s:,%%vﬂ TIfgE 23'15"N 120'55"E YK 4

BAERLR 23'16"N 120'54"E TC 2

o KB e B 5 20 3 154km 23'14"N 120'58"E SY 4

s ¥ AR L LT (X3 2423"N 121'17"E SS 2

3 PR HRIERRE (X 1) 23'40"N 120'47E SL 2
- B~ s N
(- )DNA % B~

ARCHE SR IF R RAIL v P RS R F HE ST B Rk - 1] % CTAB
> 3 (Doyle and Doyle, 1987)#-fift {5 T = > & e 4~ e 6 4 4t ) genomic DNA -

(= )3 t5HcfE: DNA ¢

I+ pcterh DNA3I+ 0 & ff 4 (Tag polymerase) g & 7%k 3 43 01 flcfir 2 DNA > 2%
HWAE100 plehk ik # 4 » SUR A %% » 10 uL 10X 7% » 10 pLendNTP » jk & 2 pmoleshs |
T 510l s #ofs e » 20 ng DNA » 11 & Frk it K100 ul = R & 5% F fi o8 2 %37k # (Thermal
cycler)ie {7 » L& 731 B % » & BEFETALL 1 92°C 45F) » #-DNAHEF L R F
(denaturation); ™ % A %1—?%&«5 BRE ’l;"i’DNAii&F?i&@ (annealing) > 14 15455 72°C 14304
& FDNA%E # & Jig(extension) > & f& f.72°CiT % 104 48 - PCRE K (& » B~5 ulPCRA $ 4c + 1
w68 e & 3% > 1% fiy 5% %% (agarose gel)® 100 % 42T R E5 T A& (700 R SGiE T o
vy k4 H(EtBr) a2 {6 > fie & #riE * ehDNA ladderyg » + </ afkie > & A% hAET RS
PR 0 E PG 5+ 2 A4 rpolyacrylamide gel:& (7 & & 2 iE Hch 7 o

(= )Polyacrylamide gel 7 & 2]% PCR A4~ ¥ Fx& & % band if #c :

Be— 4 (333 x 419 em®) - ) (333 x 394 em) B W o L] PR B K
y-methacryloxypropyl-trimethoxysilane » # @& ¥ % & & ¥ 2 + » 4 < 2 g v %
dimethyldichlorosilane solution > ¥ & ¥ ¥ fr@ 3 A 4> #-5 P HEBEHIE A 13 02 ¥ BH
Ftaw ¥ 2 Ko fe B 6% acrylamide stock solution (acrylamide : N,N’-methylene bisacrylamide =
29:1)°10% Ammonium persulfate 14 2 TEMED (N,N,N’N’-tetramethylethylenediamine)> 4 3:24:1
R BB sl érﬂ?ﬂ NI €5 Ea 3‘“%:} o kT EEEFLRFATY #’ﬁ%ﬁ—?
5 o 1% B o ke well 840 » PCR A4+ > #--3 § 74 H 2 » 1X TBE buffer g% >
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AERT IS0V T REF DA LT ey % LA (EBr) g2 i 2 W] DNA ¥ B & R 2
CEE

(z)&F+dp g 247> L & 41*  Arlequin Version 2.0 (Schneider et al., 2000) 5 B EEE
2Rl g it TRl R R (Ho) A% B AFIA Y “te 72 B3] &3 B (heterozygosity)
B G E TP Y A TRMH)MN ARG R TR LT E > TRT
(Hamrick and Allard, 1972) :

m ni

He=1/mXX(Pij)

I=1j=1
T m EREL PR n W‘El[“”—ff*ﬁfﬁl (N7 Pij ELST lﬁﬁl[ﬂﬁi‘ IJJIJ Ak Tiﬁl“ﬂf
v rT‘«LjJ%kFST—l/(1+4Nm)EJ e Iﬁ[gﬁrﬁf it H* “p ng PR g BTN L, “E }'“ﬂf EEl

m ZA- IH?E U)o For [SABREEE ) I’u%m » HRRET [ %ﬁ' FST<005 F BEfE
Féﬂiﬁ‘ﬁfi@ﬂiﬁ_fﬁlﬁ [ “”, 0.05 <Fsr<0.15 » F - WRREER]Y T [~A ftﬁfﬁ“’ #,0.15<Fgr<0.25 -

R R %5 [ 0 ¥, For> 025 » 7 SRl e o1 -
= W

%ﬂjfi'a‘u A 7 7 (Nakao et al., 2001; Matsumoto et al., 2006)3K 3 ##& DNAZ 51+ X 24 %= (£
He [NV S #g a2 i DNA & B2 EE1ABBREFRFE BT k%
A

fo BRIRET B PR AR Z) 0 T E D B R e A BAA S L
EOF A e

i3t 8 R A &+ (heterozygosity » £ w )3 T 3apLR) R R (Ho 1 0.49242) § < 3t L 35l
F R F R (He : 0.44576) > & ’i_%% FrRBzEBHERR "T‘ 7 COS2619% COS1991 % I+ 2] &
G H TR AL B E S b0 @ 2 TISEEE A (1.00000-0.04167) 5 4 3
87 B TR (0.77216:033599) A7 7 AT R b fi ¢ 58 RAZHIRER > il
5 3t (% 1 ) » & k2 TEER B R (043182-0.54545) 5 + T sak ?i %ﬂi
(0.36364-0.54545) » B ¢ & H ¥ 2 lhﬁw ;1 m;ﬁms(o 52121)» 4 1 $k= 2 (0.50000) » 372
BE 5 14(044318) Breafdr w2 %¥l A3 240588 -

BoRE g BeFa) ) (R4 ) 0 300 B s 2 R EA 4805 002136 0 B 5 K L %
=2 e A L G N § 3 Ifr?‘r“ BRI A I":fﬁﬁtp()1238 ALY WAL m‘ff'ﬁi’hi,
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PR LE RS BB Af 2 kcih DNA R

4 - . A i DNAZ 513 f 7

23

7 F & 313+ A 71(5'to0 3") #eRAECC) EHAZ £ E(bp)
CO 31 F: AACAAATAGGCACCCAACTTC 45 (Ccnl1 136
R: GATGGTGAGATGAGGGAGG
CO66 F: CTAGGAGCCAATCTAAGACTTCTC 45 (CM)25 223
R: TGACAATGAAATCCTACAAGACC
CO67 F: CTCAAATAACTACCCAAACACTC 50 (CTM)27 298
R: TCCAATGCCTTACAAAGC
CO69 F: TATATTGGCTCAAGGTGGGT 50 (CN13 242
R: AATCTGAGAGCTGCAAGGAA
CO88 F: GAAGGTAGTTGGTAGAAGTATTAG 56 (CTM)22 238
R: ACACATGGAAGCAATTATAC
Cco93 F: CAAGCAGCTACAACAAAGAATGAC 56 (CT)8 257
R: AGCAAGAAGGTGAAAGTTATGAGG
CO 115 F: AATACACAATCGAATCAATC 56 (CM35 255
R: TGCAGGACTGGTTTTAG
CO 118 F: CTTGATTTATGATAGATTTGTTG 56 (CDnl6 320
R: GGCATTAGACTTAGTGGATT
CO 144 F: CTTGTACTTGTTGGTTGTG 56 (CDI19 229
R: ATTTAGGTCTCTTTATAGTCCTT
COS 0319 F: GCTACTAATAGAGGGAGGGA 55 (AG)17 220-275
R: AATAAAATGACAAGGGGATA
COS 1526 F: AGGAGCGGGTAGACATTATTCAGTC 55 (AG)20 156-188
R: CCTATAGTATGCCCAAATCTTGTTGC
COS 1536 F: GATCAAGTTCATAAGTTAGGATTG 55 (CT15CC 194-260
R: GTTTCTTTATGGAGGAGAAAGTGACAA
COS 1761 F: CTTCCTGGTATGAATCAACT 55 (CTH14(AC)16  158-183
R: ACGGACAAACATCTTCTCT
COS 1874 F: TAGTGCTAGGGATTGATGAG 49 (GAT)6 195-202
R: GACCACCTTGAACTCTAACC
COS 1951 F: AAGTGAAATAAGTCCTCATCAAATCC 55 (AG)16GG 184-254
R: GTTTCTTCATGAACATAACCAACACTGCC
COS 1991 F: AATTGCGTGATATGAGTGTGTGGC 63 (AG)18 170-192
R: CAGAGGGATAATTCACTTGTTGAGGG
COS 2126 F: GCGAAATCAAGTGGAGTC 45 (CTG)S 176-224
R:

AAGAGGGAGGATGTTGTAATAC
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%2 (). EHiEE DNA 2515 5 7)

& T 515 B 7(5't0 3") AERR(C)  E£4HAEF] £ A (bp)

COS2165 F: GGTATCAACAAATCATCAAATGC 55 (TG)21 145-172
R: GTTTCTTCAAGTTTGGAATCAAGGGAG

COS 2224 F: TGGTGATGTCAGGGTTAGAG 63 (CDH19 178-215
R: GGCTAGGATGGGAGGG

COS 2590 F: CAACCCACATCACCACCTGAC 63 (CA)13 142-198
R: TGGATGAGGAGAGGCAGTTGTAGTTA

COS 2610 F: GATCTATGTCTCTTCGGTACTATT 55 (CA)13 177-206
R: TTACACAATGGGATGATGA

COS 2619 F: CCCTACCATTACCTGTTATATATGTGTG 56 (G114 171-192
R: GCTATGGTTAGGATTTGGGACTG

COS 2667 F: TTCCAATTATAACTCATTATGGG 53 (GT)13(GA)20 178-234
R: TCCTTTATTCCTTTAATCTTGTTT

COS 2680 F: CTTGCATGTGTTTTTACAAGCTAAG 50 (GD13 160-180
R: TTAGTATCATGTTCCAGGTTATTCTCTC
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DNA # 3
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FEEE D ZLRFSFSRP .f‘-:%ﬁii%‘f(?i’!?_& DNA # 3

#r. if? Fdcirh DNA A F A2 AFs 8 R

AT s ¥ i TR
COS2224 5 0.04167 0.68883
COS2590 5 1 0.77216
COS2619 1 0 0
COS2680 3 0.375 0.58422
COS1991 1 0 0
COS2667 2 0 0.49645
COS1874 2 1 0.51064
COS2165 5 0.375 0.33599
COS1536 4 0.625 0.49379
COS2126 2 1 0.51064
CO66 2 1 0.51064
Mean 2.909 0.49242 0.44576

7. \?:n}ﬁ%?%ii?é’?& DNA % B B

% Hm AT TpRE TR L
SR 3 B R TR
SL 1.636 0.54545 0.37879
SY 2.182 0.52273 0.47403
TC 1.818 0.54545 0.4697
YK 2.091 0.47727 0.42208
TT 2 0.43182 0.41234
T18 1.818 0.45455 0.4697
KK 1.818 0.51515 0.37576
TK 1.545 0.54545 0.54545
SS 1.636 0.45455 0.36364
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LR
AEY AR A iR DNA GG 2 3 fhge o AR dg a3 g o e B ER il

)1 DNAU(AG) (CT)~(AC): i »&- #H A7 8T ,_T+ﬁz 2 83T b2 A T (%
:)’ EC A A\-i-j’ﬁ x:)--’ﬁ KQS}F&’H— e E L f"‘r} , %ﬁ\:} ﬁf(f%?)%, DNA erEL‘f#-—VA'\"’i zt&f'%“!zy\ﬁ]&z
BRI EEH o

Mﬁ.?:_%ﬁ bF Pl B2 L DNA AT BRI B2 a sy ® ;‘VSA\IM“"‘ iﬁ'i*'
FA ORI REREADLE LA EA (BRL 0 1974) A RIS EEER
ERPEEG v 2 ér]”' i &g 4 A %27 (Chiang et al., 2006) - lgr&r'ﬁﬁl‘" &zér]"‘ | $R
AEFDFAAL > A A T4k S FRes F0A BT AT Lo P4 14
HPEET e R ﬁjf“**ﬁ”’?*‘if%éﬁiﬂ\ o T hEF A 2 lbﬁﬁ [ REFRRPLESR > B
TAEED R AR LA BLE R AL tmﬂmwﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁhﬁ‘éﬁﬁié\
LR e B A A RE R AR E > TR AL BB PT OR
AEFEOARALHFTRBLADGRER S F R P ,,‘Sp\,f%ﬁifflﬂiufﬁ* &E—rlf”"i@,igﬁ
p4 }v\lﬂ Feh2 BAILE 3V EfRHE 8 12 F K #H./?J -@ﬂ—\r‘]pf&-ﬁﬂﬁfxi AR AR LI
NN igtgﬁ— Fo B AENEF Y FFRSY > RN R ERARABS ) R T R
_?_/J*l% B2 R BERNP L LIRS - S h; fﬂ}ﬁ FliEd A GBS RERS V3
@&ﬂ&% ,&ﬁﬁéﬁ’ ﬁ&amwﬁﬁyﬁa BREER RPLLEFRFER
B 2 MRS FGR o EOTP L L e - R E TS Y S AT £a kB P
BRE HAS RGOS M HAF S B[R PR RA L

PANLIRIEZE 2 L LT 2 %%F?]v:’—a—i , g,' 7 MEHEE S AR EZ A 1R mgﬁ)g
R BGRER D fod 204 RH L éﬂ”iﬁ B b AR T A LR SR
LT RRE AL BB SRR EARE E AR B R R ARG B
Bo A 1t B SR d s ﬁﬁ&.&wwﬁ"u“NMz%%éﬁﬁ+‘&’
*%%A%ﬁﬁm@&’%4m%?r ERER 2.t UF RS S ES L LN

o RERPELAETP O TE R RAABRIRL PR BAE AR
CRLHEFFELRAMEL AN FFRBZAD IR FLFUETFTRLFET o

é@ﬁﬂﬁ&*ﬁﬁ’w%%ﬁw*)t%ﬂﬁ T fre §# &7»wﬁ%ﬁ
(FST=0.02136) 1 £ % H M @B F A 1 > 4} A R B E A BT Ap e 2 A 54> dop 2
EAFZAapREFSEEG v X2 AT A F2AAFCRES R, T aBEFL L Ak
IR BB R REHE MR A L (FST=0.1238) » e fra K& R EHra g ¥ A 0
(FST=0.03928) » v+ * 1 4k2 BHIE) fre e B EEP P L AT Bor 4 1R A%
HIFHa e R E DT EI Y R EHIRA LR AR EF R EH2Z D
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DNA # 3
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™ e DNA b’“r@‘f#; BFAp R 3 ET RO AR BHE L (TN
EEEFL e, iﬁ‘; w%ﬁmuﬂ-g 2o BERET R BESY G AR J5d A5
enex v B BYE L 4513‘3}11? BB BT F Y REE DR r} P A REEF A
+@i;#@mﬁf,%{ﬁ$ Beid B P A R A6 R 2 o¢@ﬁéﬁ
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ARGt R ER TR U ERR R R AR A S P L RN R T S - Ehy
WoREN ERNEGS R ER A ) WO H R BN AR ORE R
A A REE R G s A PR A TR A2 BT H g
B P AMALRRIARET L FDST 2 o

I3 ;ﬁ‘f

AT ERL LA RS FlE AT q_F EEOFTIRRFETRFCE2 AR RET
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qa e
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H L > 1974 B AR S A o L8 1 S 53) 1 13-15

Chiang, T. Y., and B. A. Schaal. 2006. Phylogeography of plants in Taiwan and the Ryukyu
archipelago. Taxon 55: 31-41.

Chiang, T. Y., Y. C. Chiang, Y. J. Chen, C. H. Chou, S. Havanond, T. N. Hong, and S. Huang.
2001. Phylogeography of Kandelia candel in East Asiatic mangroves based on

nucleotide variation of chloroplast and mitochondrial DNAs. Molecular Ecology 10:
2697-2710.
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ABSTRACT : DNA fingerprinting has been widely applied to examine the genetic variation for the purpose of
biological conservation. Microsatellites DNA with short sequence repeats provide high variability and high
resolution in assessing population genetic structure. In this study, genetic diversity and population structure of
Chamacyparis formosensis Matsumura were examined. In the past decades, human overexploitation has
caused the population decline in the relic species. The microsatellite DNA diversity of C. formosensis is high
within populations and species. Population of South-cross-island highway that processed the highest level of
genetic diversity should be considered as a hot spot, as indicated by its demography. For maintaining the
genetic diversity of C. formosensis, lowering down the disturbances that impact the habitats and increasing the
effective population size are required. Microsatellite DNAs, which are able to distinguish individuals and

populations, provide molecular ID for conservation.
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