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Abstract

Global warming potentially influences species distribution, especially for
tropical and subtropical species, such as Hynobius salamanders living on high
mountains at low latitudes. Temperature is one of the most important factor
affecting physiology, ecology, and behavior of amphibians. Investigating
thermal tolerance and acclimatory capacity of Hynobius salamanders is
necessary if we want to predict the potential effects of global warming on them.
Molecular sequences can be used to estimate the past population dynamics
through time.  According to the correlation between demographic history and
geological events, we can inference the impact of climate oscillations on
population dynamics. Results showed that there was a high abundance of
Hynobius fuca in the SB site, where the microhabitats could maintain a stable
low-temperature that is good for use by the salamander. The thermal
tolerance (CTMax) of H. fuca was 30 C. The CTMax of salamanders
acclimated at 20 C (31.6 C) was higher than that acclimated at 15 C. The
populations of H. fuca in different sites expressed different warming tolernance,
suggesting that the risk caused by climate chage in different populations is
different and the result shows maintaining suitable microhabitats is critical.
Phylogenetic analysis revealed that H. fuca could be divided into two clades,
the GW clade and the NCIH clade. High genetic differentiation was observed
between the two clades. The genetic diversity of the NCIH population was
higher than that of the GW population. Low genetic differentiation among
populations of the GW clade indicated that they belong to the same population.
Phylogeographic analysis revealed that H. fuca dispersed from low altitude to
high altitude. Effective population dynamics analysis indicated the population
expanded during latest glacial period but the population decayed during
interglacial period. The GW and NCIH sites might be the refuges because H.
fuca adapted to low temperature. \We expect that climate warming will
negatively impact the population dynamics of H. fuca.

Keyword: Hynobius fuca, thermal tolerance, critical temperature maximum
(CTMax), warming tolerance, acclimation capacity, population
genetics, and climate warming



kS
!
s
=
-gg

- SR RARRP P

PRyEm & RFCRT § i %318 2 (IPCC)endE 2 » 37| 2016~2035 & ¥
23R -T 5 R -t 1850-1900 & + 2 1~1.5°C (Kirtman et al. 2013) - >
heg v ¢ B o d T AIEY g 5142 < JH5 G (Sinervo et al.
2010) - BHHPIRE L H A P hT N L REA F A IS NG M
Tk 4t > FUEIRRERERTIP PEFERLIEZU L2 2R
i fi@ 3 (Duarteetal. 2011) » P #i - BT TRF BT ¢ 0
B e Tl < e it % 8 (Deutsch et al. 2008, Tewksbury et al. 2008) -

BRAZES B ;~iiﬁ%éi&wﬁmﬂ+mmwmm
1992) - @ 28p ¥ HiE 4 W (T 5 L FRFEE LR DR H P D

FRERMZARIERNER N2 - o - BAPYRUEF AL FRRT
TEFE RRERE > A A HE T R LR TR R & (Critical Temperature
Maximum) » @ £ CTMax » ¥ * kF R R R Hhrv g S P
WE - LAY H BN a2 & (warming toIerance)(WT) » Wi fr e
CTMax &4+ I B B B B A B M0 §F TR 3 2Hh b
fpth s FWT BEfcs » 27 FEPBERBERT 18 &
WENMEFLEApE SR P2 O WT BRI AR R LR
+ 2R B (Duarte et al. 2011) o pt#h > d 3t R R AR R T 3 E_FH
T - AV R XTI RBIEEEE BN ES R R TR
%%(Noland and Ultsch 1981, Chen et al. 2001) - F]pt » % i #-¢F & 3 30 %
A RE ARG BEERAMEL RS > T EFE RS 4 (acclimatory
capacity)(Stillman.2003) » " .yt = fp #24» B $Hi2 L2 7 BTHIE R > €40

SRR Ny

75 9%
bk}
b3

v:d
ﬁxulgé\'y(p 4



B GRMCEHIPOPET T FREFERIETH > Fik
TR g B FE gm0 41 DNA TR v 112238
ki LY @ pR R R R ff‘ﬁ(e:4Neu)’%“§
TR AEEEHE B SRR Lfpid 3 AEHERR
R A EHSEF L B R TE S enla L > ¥ @ ke 8 8 B ok pE
EHRERE LG FREHG ORI E AR T RAS

ﬂfﬂfﬂzﬂi“‘frﬂ LG LR A R R chdf i % £ DNA TR E
Sy CEERR L Ar TR BT LRSS F R RS L
WA PEE REARRT K2 ma sy o

AFTHEUFEMLRE AL BEEEREIL LA LR R
BEHEE LA PR f1* DNAG @ 5 P FR > £2 7 50 E8H
fﬁ‘%%@a"%—b ?ﬁ’id““% ’ I—]é%fl;:ﬁ‘f;fﬁ%ilfr _’);

828K
Al

Lo RIERLE s bR e R e R RS ALY 45
/'67:{: i B 1L $hge R FH I 5y ,\3’4—%’3"

2. B ERLG L ih h il R RIER AR R o

3B IR BRTHEE LA T R E G R R
A REAT G nAHEE T TR T ARG LA RT R £

= ‘—H—‘JAP;:
ARFLVERF > BREFFPEAE 4 B E L hHETS 0 &
RANEHT BB FLFaHp > A2 EFTFHNFREH > TP



BERA GBS gL L84 ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁébﬁf TE -k R
& %Zﬁﬁﬁa HEROHES > 7 ERBEEFFTHER T A E(Rome et al.
BRZAEFPEFEROEREE ‘T}“M 7 %ﬁ d AR
Bt B kB 2 3 € (Licht and Brown 1967, Delson and Whitford 1973,
Hutchison and Dupre 1992) ° 44 & &) e 544 v ¥ = 48 (Ambystoma
tigrinum) %> R TR R R Y > FIRt R F R B R R RS N ki
J& % F (Delson and Whitford 1973) - /8 & X B 22 & i b H 2 L0 %
7 B 3 kg K > Hutchison (1961)' #2129 fEs¥herig & @t & -
BEFRIPPFADERMIRERE UEFRAAL LT FRG M

BRI AMIET RS vE - AV PRk ¢ X T
¢ 4% 48 7] (Keen and Schroeder 1975) ~ sk it # (Floyd 1985) ~ % 78 p& & (Cupp
1980) ~ % #& #£ 4 (Hutchison 1961, Noland and Ultsch 1981) ~ ;% 3% 3 & (Manis
and Claussen 1986) ~ ¥ 32 & # (Cupp 1980, Manis and Claussen 1986) » 1z %
i 8 & (Keen and Schroeder 1975, Howard and Wallace 1983) & %] % #78°
o BRMRZ AR TS BREEAMLAER KDL &FF > - &k
WoOBESLTaRFERML R § AR ES T g 3 (Keen and
Schroeder 1975, Howard and Wallace 1983, Hutchison and Dupre 1992) - X
Mo ARARSF AR REMEERERNCREETERORLCERET
Feoo TR B ik i 4 (acclimatory capacity) ¥ it # o> F]pL eI e 4 X F U
AF RITG F e R R e 7 4a & (Stillman 2003, Calosi et al.
2008) o p4e > IR EI A0 4 M ARG A KK T F iFes it R ET
it v #% < (Stillman 2003, Calosi et al. 2008) » F] & iz ™ £ 44 P4k 2 FIR IR B
BRI A A .

FICRERF DR REOR AR 2 gRFFFORERRE
HIF MRS ATE A DRET oo blde > Stauffer et al.(1983) % 7 &

R BEA S PE B B ER AR R RS > A GRS

11



BARE R OBl o SRR ERES RFERDL G L BT
%

HERSIC A 0 F o ERE G REE R PR %uéao%ﬂ

R AP AT E S K40 G PR RS I 6 0 PR
pE R ehF] 3 ¢ F]p k@ % I (Holomuzki 1986) - icte b il JR A 15 i 7 iy

PEEZER DRSSl s BEF EHPA T TRRET ¢

3]

m’v

=

,fgifj;_ru; 4 it %8 % (Walton 2013) - 12 & 5 Wi (plethodontid salamander) 2 ] »
PR AP FANEHRERR DL L S SRAOURTEY §
B EBIE B &2 & % (Walton 2013) -

N

A REAMEREBAROLE AR TR S TR Gy
SR et $(F Eug 2010) 0 B A F IR L M - % E 2
BRIRAE P LT A gEingrki(Leeetal 2006) o s E R R L g
Atk o FR o Sl h EAF AL R ER MR
Bl B R kT RS BF bR TF Fes i el o 2R
LR SR Ls AT T F FE s sf(Lai and Lue 2008) 22 4 48

[
:A

Ik
g

T e
T

’

¥
En

b

4 +7(Seto and Utsunomiya 1987) ~ # % ¥ (Lue and Chuang 1992) ~ = 5 2 i
(YEHetal. 1988) ~ 53 L3 § Rzp ma# A 4 (A2 £ 1986, ¥ %
1994, & < 22 2007, #g2 & 2007, & £24f 2010, Lai and Lue 2013)- 45 §

WL ATERFRED hApHAT L TR o

12



FoF -HEa 2

Frepei 2t wEGHEERE PEr R ¢ BRI AFKEY

He o~ R ARZ R EAEAGE LA E £ % (F2-1) -
Wi LE > IR URG LA RERES A RHE TR B AEAE S

ARAEHTRE B RBR R AF BN BT RS £RF S
2014) -

W2-1. =5 -

= \pi-—%;é

A REBERIZBTR

p 2015 # 2% BynEmdh o ENABE R SRR ALFFIZ
(area-constrained survey) » # 2 2 BP) L g3 & oraEikEE Y (8 KE and
0 %A% 2010,2012) c ZRMHE R L 0B B P - o R B BAF RAIRE T
BOUE B R T HE(E R and #f AL 2012) - B A PR 5 AR EF o
DA LERT O RS PR LA G AT g Rk RALEE T
Ph > HEALFRLERAFRT > Ty g BEXIE B A

FeBAY 0 FLREFAART IR R P B S § - H e - T
13



L B ¢ B TS 4B B T () 2-2) 0 P o 4 B e
MFA S ¢ By Al (R & AT) B < L (RIRE T R)UE 2k
DR RAFEGEHESE LS g RDLB AL FMERE - X R
BT S AP Biedr s d R LIRA ST ARRT A BHrER
(Fc Rzt etal. 2014) » Fpt o w4 4T AR (T o FFE R HWE 1
% k£ oeipl £ H_i@ * image J 4 #8 (http://imagej.nih.gov/ij/)i& 7 & & + &g

1.3

ﬂr

oS eRb iy Rk Y RBERA R BN § ABMOE T RF

W. Jchg,l‘ U(‘Z. E%)

B. # 5 & EAEERPE

PEHP ERFHEFLRA R ZETERMLRPIER Y o I
BRFg b ek Fenf il - B3 B 308 0N > X R
AWEEE RN P G ABGREE R 0 PR L T MIFFE AR D
%ﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁ%??%iﬁ’g@%&ﬁf
RN T G pREEYA2 R E 12 ) FR a4 L

() 2-3) 0 &% @gaﬁ*laxﬁﬁﬁamib§ﬁ’&%$%éﬁ
3 2014) - AR B F g ER s L e (il & G A )E B
BEL (W] 2-4) o 91 B B R B B S0 v R S IR B R

- L FRLEE 0 € A SRR AT IR R B B o4 E(HOBO
data logger) (8] 2-5) > 11 zedriz Ak Ll g 7% B AR R PR R
R R THF 4 PFisth- =0 o 208 § /Gty EPP R b g B Wi %
ot R o

14



W 2-2. Bl b3 TR ad® RN T B o

15




W 2-4. &% facht B o

16



C. BRAMEREEaXRBE

& & @t R Z_2 CTM (Critical Thermal Maximum or Critical Thermal
Minimum) i® 5 4p > #73) Tt i & Adp b4~ 4 2 T s T%ﬁl’ﬁ'éiﬁ_#ﬁ
e enfefh B R B0 oA 2 > 2 4R L@ * (Hutchison 1961, Wu and
Kam 2005) » #p| € = \$dfenip 24 B o m g bt R oty £
BTEpPFRTRENFEMIARE 2T HFE AR EREERFE
2. %8

AFREERFERR TS A RERE > kWA RE - BRI
RS g Tan e B o~ R RR 0 KR i R FVHLE g W (B 2-6) 0 i
TR LA FIREEIRFE L kR kSR E 2eme KT F e
?mﬁT/ﬁL@-fﬂ#% ViRV ROKE ARG IBET 2 TELE Y TR IER
F oS FRANUT gL c BERE LA A3 TV F RFORE AR
FHEBERMLRE ﬂ‘?.%?éﬁﬁ?’kiﬁjﬂﬂ${iiéi 4 0.4 » W iE
2L ERE R R AT o R A i 58 (0.5~1°C) (Hutchison
1961, Howard and Wallace 1983)> -k /§ s i F S| 7 115 > & 4 fF & K
B R chat V& 3 (Hoppe 1978, Howard and Wallace 1983) -

l

17



Lgsir LELfnh FoHho- X FEF&RS RED gL
T3 5 f—ﬁ‘(ﬂi) R A TR ARG PR
EAED  §RB I ATFRBREY AP R30S 4 2 51 B
%&’%ﬁﬁiJGMMLamF@%w@%ilﬁwu REFEHRF R
W%ﬂﬁéi%%ﬁmmﬁw)%%#ﬂ&%ﬂiﬁﬂ%&ﬂ’?Lw,
R F L kB SR .

W 2-6. B AR &ﬁ%%ﬂ °

D. RAES "5 4

B bw kel g A 3a e - et 15C » ¥ - B8 4
20C ° Lt g 2 20C 8 ita > g X AR 1Cen= 54 JEASCH 4
BEFAE LA FERSEAH LA AL R o LR ES R D
BRSCEREE XS DRk A mItALSCa B eyt 3B
Pt BARE(N=D)2 FF e B A< BR(CTMax) » S %82 BFils ¥

% B (ANOVA, F15=0.475, P=0.51)(F] 2-7) o 511 3 > % & > Bl £ A

=

R EAE R B RS ERHERAE RSP RS
(S B 1C s R CTMax & 2 e )t B 2 58 L

18



(CTMagc — CTMus¢)/(20-15) x 100%

31 1

30

CTMax (C)

29 +

-

L

L LRI

Bl 2-7. 5003 % #2500 — 7 chip 4+ L & (N=B)2 B i o & -

19



E. %#d ®FHAH

1.DNA-B~

WO R T S s i 4 RS 0 € £ I MS-222 (0.5 g/L) i {7
fi¥(Green 2001) » ji & #8 % 2~0.2~0.52 A ehie s » 12 (T DNAKE « 257 3
% * ALS 2% DNA E P~3RH £ 2 (ALS Tissue Genomic DNA Extraction
Kit, Kaohsiung, Taiwan) % P~DNA - 13353 {7 £ # ¥ 3% 2 = DNAMKP~ >
B3 t-20C 4 R Er o

2.4 S AN TR g 22 A

g MVZ-15L/MVZ16H 31+ %2 > J|* 44 R & fr F & B3 g st
cyt-b & F1% 7| (Moritz etal., 1992) - PCR z_ F i 5 ¢ (1) g4
(prewarming) 94°C 3 4 45 ; (2) %1%+ (denaturing) 94°C 30 #) ; (3) %k &
(annealing) 48°C 1~ 48;(4) 2t @ (extension) 72°C 1 » 4&;(5) £ 474 3¢ (2)
3 (4) £ 40 Bk (6) Bk (final extension) 72°C 10 » 48 > & ¥
B{ %2> °PCR A% 127 SYBR Green | stain (Bio Basic, Ontario, Canada)
2. TAE $@mzie® 1% 2B T AR PRETAAT 3 UV £T R
BRI RBEHH P E-PCRAY ¥ I 4 H 27 1* ABI 3730 DNA
Analyzer (Applied Biosystems, CA, USA) Z_Ek ix kX &% DNA & 7] - >R R
7141 * Clustal X 2.0 (Larkin etal., 2007) #t#8:&i7 & 5|5 o

A AR e AR 2 Rk EE RS E 2 G o
Kimura 2 parameter % i & #io5% k3 8 975 B 7 H e 0w 1 R T
rERE4e 2 (Neighbor-joining) & €2 3.5 M ot o 7 @ § 42 2
B oo B~ ik 2 (Maximum Parsimony) K 2 Fig it B B 2% S

EL

=

» BB o7 enE BB (site) AR5 F e ehdd e (character) o It B A #E
H A3 f chs frAcdif £ A ol %0 BBk O RILE N BT i

20



Boobehg B ehfbe B & iR 2 (Maximum Likelihood) 123 & 2 1% 3
FE 3 BESS o R T TR AR B AT St A 3R FE i
R BB L M elte i 4] MEGAG# 8 & % i¥(Tamura et al.,
2013) > 41 * bootstrap k ¥ BIRFA| L $FAR R o AL I L ESED
;% (Bayesian inference) * & i 3% B x4 - MrBayes version 3.1.2 #% ;%
(Huelsenbeck and Ronquist, 2001) * % & 2 3.4 B (2B ST 4% :E Pt 5
A= 44+ » Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) &, & 5 1 x 10°
generations > @ %+ 100 generations P~k — =< > ;‘T_'»M“f om AR T 10%
generations > & 2 2_ 3.4 B (24 50% majority-rule consensus trees k %

oM A EERELERERMTEALIFRR

4385 b T4 45

B | B 73 4k B (Minimum spanning network) » 3+ 5 & H & 2 F)A] 2
By pab < afE BE5 H-egnH AT B 4
= — i 4k B (Templeton et al., 1993) o b 4k B & A% M D 0 7
VLA R e FAIE T AR~ T A AR R LS e A F R T o 1 Hapview

R kg TE B AT A ek B (http://www.cibiv.at/~greg/haploviewer) -

5% B A 47

¥ 4] 7 %12 (haplotype diversity, h) ~ ¥% 3 & % tk 4% (nucleotide
diversity, 7) ~ Tajima’s D 4= Fay and Wu’s F{* DnaSP version
5.10.1(Librado and Rozas, 2009) # #8 % 3+ & o %3 4 i 4 #c (Fixation index,
Fs)fe B %R LB @A L RR » PP SHP ERHT2L THPRFRA
Bom B8R RO LR AR -EFREE ¥4 2 Kimura’s two-parameter
model % & & > 41 * MEGAG# #8 % 3+ & (Tamura et al., 2004) - *=# %6 ff ¢
AT EFEA G ORE A R R B RHEER L
B FEEOpl e AP F EREBH OEFEEAPE - AT

Bayesian skyline plots & i& {7 4~ 45 » & 3 4&:% # Lognormal relaxed clock

21



model > 4 %8 A F1 R 8 F £ 4 k@ * 0.64% per million years (My) per
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thi 3-1) e 23 & B PrER T RIpw S (2014)hT A C R Bl § k4
TR R S THECRAT LB P ¥R T
T ARG L g L (F1307, 6 970 X )t 2w s dgonpE (534
c% 2014) ¢ & o

M
i"\

AERGALS FABRELBARBE TG R 2R B &
#eods t Ll AERATE IR TL307 & f1409 B 88 > FEHL® = R :
FABY s oA R heriedatk R - F (4 Y AR AEHEE LRy
GBI 2. AERE S P rFE RSB AN A BPE(C AP 45
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%) % fle B Fode (F1516) &8 8T ehie e g T 43 (F1515) « 3. 7 - 1B
R AP DB e ks o Aot e B jrd T R A &L b (F1515 &
f1516 - 2015/8/14)(®] 3-3) > & b FF & it?f AR b T T e g ()
3-4) e BLG¥ RREGF LR AH RS DR EER G 0 2 ARG L IERER
BLETI(* 2009) -
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W 3-3. f1409 ¥7 1503 &+ AL Hhif & Sl BF R ALE T enficie s o B A o)
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W 3-4.

EAEBF L g F R HEg 1 5 %R 1516 gk @ &

% 3 7. F1515 h2k o F1516 2 1515 14 % I P & f1516(% 57 1)
3 TLEEA 25 45(2015/8/14) -
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% 3-1. B Lith b i Bk o

BB FXIHF p#p HWE #E&k wup =ik gL g% k& %3
Fo 5L (9) ) (mm)  (mm) (mm) (mm)

1409 OOGO  2015.02.13 1.30 12 4-4-4-4 38.6 71 1613 £ R HpBH

1501 2015.02.13 12 4-4-4-4 i

1502 BBBB  2015.02.13 3.12 12 4-4-4-4 54.6 12.5 9.3 28.2

1503 2015.02,14 1.28 13 4-4-4-4 37.0 8.3 6.9 19.4

1504 PPGP  2015.04.03 3.07 13 4-4-4-4 53.9 12.6 9.0 24.1

1505 2015.04.03 450 12 4-4-4-4 58.1 13.3 10.0 26.9

1506 PPGG  2015.04.03 2.87 12 4-4-4-4 49.0 10.6 8.5 26.0

1507 2015.04.03 2.77 13 4-4-4-4 50.5 10.7 8.3 25.0

1508 2015.04.03 5.42 12 4-4-4-4 61.5 14.4 10.1 33.2

1509 PGPP  2015.04.03 3.37 12 4-4-4-4 56.6 13.5 9.4 23.1

1510 PGGP  2015.05.02 6.48 12 4-4-4-4 56.2 15.3 10.1 36.2

f1511 GPPP  2015.05.02 5.63 12 4-4-4-4 58.5 15.0 10.0 35.0

1512 GPPG  2015.05.02 5.42 12 4-4-4-4 56.4 15.1 10.3 31.1

1513 GPGP  2015.05.02 1.52 11 4-4-4-4 37.6 10.1 7.3 22.0

1514 2015.06.30 0.13 4-4-4-4 16.4 47 4.0 105 H*4gx] 3474

1515 GPGG  2015.06.30 3.39 11 4-2-3-4 49.9 12.7 8.4 317 * P R FETR

1516 GGPP  2015.07.01 4.10 12 4-3-4-4 51.3 12.6 9.1 323 % PR F¥TH
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f1517
f1518
1519
1307
1520
1521
1522
1523

GGPG
GGGP
000G
OPPO
00GO
00GG
@)
OGOO

2015.10.10
2015.10.10
2015.10.10
2015.10.10
2015.11.21
2015.11.21
2015.11.21
2015.11.21

3.26
1.89
3.39
2.86
3.87
3.78

1.4
4.97

12
12
12
12
12
12
11
12

4-x-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4
4-4-4-4

56.0
45.1
53.2
57.4
57.4
51.1
40.3
57.3

141
11.4
12.9
13.3
16.0
14.2
10.0
13.9

10.1
7.9
9.0
9.2
9.7
9.1
6.9
9.7

33.7
26.2
31.1
31.2
31.1
30.2
24.8
32.6

£ 4 R

R 0 R - fEE

*F kG ENE FI(B) %4 (G) - H¢(0) B (P
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BAEAY > LEFEFRTAFROE G AR 0 f RS I 2
3fE o AT EAEE B (47 £ ) B AN A E@L £ ) g
FAAEN G L= RFH S AR S 0 L PR & f (4 3-2) -
EEIOREES AADEGE ROFPT ALY ) FR(FF 2014)

1 gEAF KA (B 3-5) 0 K R G MzeskT i b b b (5 f8) 0 P
A5 BRERY LEGB ) AL ST A A A
WA ZEAY kL ER ARG E o b § LA E &Y

E1996)3e i AT L 4 i R & f (£ 2000) - ¢
g e d ! LSy R AEFFS D G 0 NP A& SEILK
PoE gt KB R N R AR AR S FE A RIE TR P
EAFEHEMee&IadkEh d (& 32 MF LT BHRENG AF 2
Pl RARE § TR BT i B (iR S H i) S 0 N B AHEHS
FoRp F (% 3-2) -

iy

ey

' =
120 - =
. 77 & A # g
100 4 —_— O A & %45
| == [0 ‘&% %4t
:Q i C ) st
' B %%
60 .
40 -
20 4
0 T 1

® 3-5. PF%,‘%E}*I’{W%T"T’%é'x'li/-ﬁ—wﬁ%%
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2032, iy TorE R @ B Y e A R ()M E F RSB o

o PAEAGE BOOLL CRAOM CAKM BLAHF 0 B

Fird -
i iA #L (Bufonidae)
45 + ¥£ ¥4 (Bufo bankorensis) 47 47

# i 4 (Ranidae)

272 A 7 £ (Odorrana swinhoana) 1 1

48 ~ 7 3+ (Rana sauteri) 4 2 33 2 41
Lt

B 1 1
% #= + #2(Scincidae)

- A hEdr(Sphenomorphus taiwanensis) 8 1 1 10

BRrics 2 2

+ 4g 2% # (Colubridae)
g 4 & < Al g (Pseudoxenodon 1

stejnegeri stejnegeri) .
P A 3% # (Xenodermatidae)
1&4¢ (Achalinus niger) 1 1 1 3
Hw
(G 31 16 47
R E 5 29 15 6 55
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=~ bl g RN RER TR

A B S 0 REHT 13 BEARA RSBV ERT T RS 2P 6
BRCADAKEER I PIEAESEHE F B ARTRE B)> B0 o 1
B RREr FRERLIFRL L B3 T RMBEFEH U ERFERR ML
2oAP1007 AN REBD T 2BBEFEFACERESI(HE 2 D) BEHET
EAHAF  ARTREG Y L EZ B ROLBAERFATEART P REFE
ok ds > A3 0 RGEN R A Y > RBEIMAES Y (F36-3-7238) F A
HoHE B FEF R T w5 5 11206014CT(N=4) - = 7 ¥ E
15.92+0.40°C(N=5) ; * R Rif & U fedr T ehw ! 3238 5 12.70£1.06°C(N=3) » + *
2R 5 1763t168C(N=4) 5 & * (] S s T Ffie- BEAR 2z P 25
125C » = " 328 5 16.6°C  E A H F i et T o83 hdk Mg 5 3.6C > %3 E 5
19°C 5~ RAhif & SUGE e T el ab R G 64C 0 BB RS 2130 B MR
Bt T e b R S 7TC 0 BB 5 17.6°C(2015/10/10—2015/11/20) - E A ¥
Wi e T 0t B MGR L A 1~2C(N=5)(W 3-6) o A E AEIREE < A
R & ®eng 2 p e 0 7 B R £ L27°C(N=1) (B 3-8) o * A HRif & S frde ™ en
VR MGE AR R Bt ik i e (1409 22 £1509) T e MGR £ T 0 d F
3C > 427 @i 7.6°C(F1409 i c2E) (W) 3-7) 5 + Rk & A — JF 400 i ehigg
frdr A A ERE e (F1502) » i e Bt AR > e B B L5357 Ll
1°C (W 3-7) -

BB LA K LGP R F (T3%) A K (£ 2009) 0 4k kBT AL R
4 AP A TRE RAE AP GRS R R R IR o L d ek § eha BRI
R B T B AR RS T R RS G IR L IO SRR AR
m?%(gf 7 f1502 ehEE) o i g dF A F A MUR hF iE 0%+ (Lee et al. 2006) © B A #
HiE F ORI AR o T MR TR G R IR R B R G AR R S it
KA 5 8 BT R AR ERR > 44 W 35 2 & 3-2) 7 £ MR Tk
BFE eV i AL PAE AN E - LA AFEB LR AR LG P R (F 8
#2010, #c® 2014)chF 2 — o gttt o R F R R B HRFIFAT N E A B B
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i e ? ARG M e v T 0 Y IR RO X R R § AUET F IR LR 4
R oo Bl PR AGER ISR RN E AEHE D EE N 2C 0 Mgk B R
HIFH20C 2FAIL273C 057" Bt #RLHEL(R3-2) 7 i s

i * 3R A4 G M o HR(2010) 4 G E R BT w B

E ARG LA LE 0 Rk H L R R R LR R o -

v""'
=
=
Ny
o)
Al
hod
e
e
;\ﬁ’t
A
S
pas)
beics
A
Rg
=z

At e PR L AREEISE R o TR L E ARG TG ORI R e Bl &
BRI & AT BdR R K oo BL(F1502) 0 dp it B s gk o FRARFRIUE YRR R
bRl (W39 m 45 #BRRSFRLIE(F T ] IS) & LG 3L g o BL(GR%
By ) By TR RER LS E(R 39 - HERPEF LT R

PR AR T GE ML AR I R E R
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1508 -0 Max

24 - —o— Ave

] —4-- Min
22
(5 20
8 18
By
16 -
14 4
12 4

10 T T T T T T T

4 5 6 7 8 9 10

P

W3-8 &7 | imifed ™ 70 TohoFig T 0o 8 T Tk R | R o W
b e (F1508) & i g o e B S B -

6l *mE®
E A kg heall

15 4

BECO

13 -

12 4

i\
A}

T T T T T T T T T
f1409 1502 {1513 {1505 f1507 1508
f1509 f1510 1504 1506 1515

* % -

W 3-9. = B % i R T e pF ) (2015/10/10~2015/11/21) e3mig ik vt g o 5 B
WIS E LR X (SD)4 7 o
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Z BARAMER B AEZREFERIC R

jT%p PR AP T R ARESHFELBATREREMIRTH > B P
= b % - = L g (Hynobius)ig & @t % R eF7 1 3R H o ¥R R A R (CTMax)
B RP U E AL F chfe B M (Hutchison 1961) 8 & X RF 7 K,f RGeS
FERARGOANTH > » PR AF GRCHFFAPRIRTE o TE > R
s g 1L w2 giﬁ,&‘mﬁbg - fEng it % {42 & chdp H(Duarte et al. 2011) - a5 i @f < &
B L% etk B AR ¢ NROEBE > PRSI AR W
IR EBEARAVRBTIEMIFE > 2T FPAEART N LI F gt oo §
UL CPAENHGFIABRGLBAALAT BRER O F 0 MR ETRIT R E
(OC) k8 > A it R (WT) 5 30—19=11C ; fe 2 % kg & 2 47p| 8 ek
BB RQIIC)RFE > Hm it @R R 5 30-27.3=27C - ¥R & ki aupll g 3
% | (Duarte et al. 2011) » E & ¥ g *& ¥ a8 i af < & & F F 4 (WT=9.4°C - Duarte
etal. 2011)4%i7 > r F B e it AL B > A7t Renbi d A KX §F e it
Bl oM A R ARE § AOEFE g VAt R RS LA e R e R apld (WT=3.5T >
Duarte et al. 2011)#g 7 > Pl &1 H & TRde $ g e it = o

B A RIRB I o R i a0 AEFEFRBERME R G R
PR N EARFEAMRIARS AL FREFAI NS P A AEARRF E
i e R AT RS A 15Chldahd 0 E CTMax 4
30.06£0.47°C(N=7) » @ %' {* & 20°C Lifa 4 > 2 CTMax & 31.58+0.52°C (N=6) » & %
a5t A 200 BRE AL REF N A IS CHBIHE R L & (W
3-10)(ANOVA, F;1,=26.485, P<0.0001) - j.ff+ % s Lz d i B 5 1 % 5 0315 T
FHRFLICHCER > ¢4£2 031CeHCTMax o A 2 H s feifeng A8 L 4 > 2
B - A3 0.1~0.34( TR I3 R 4 )I%-i 3% B #7118 7| 0% % )(Hutchison 1961; Keen and
Schroeder 1975) - 1 L% LR b cng RS 5 4 2P w & drenfE i ApiT o
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0 T T
15 20

i R R(C)

W 3-10. 2 FEASC S HLIgA R R ML R LI

T~ HERGTHEL

p 2012 # 3 2015 & 11 7 + %4 99 4 g% L 4 DNA # (2012 3 2014 £

Bfhd P BRI BB KRR E) BHEGCW)EA G 4 BEFEAS B LA R
FA(SW)IL £ F A% :E(SB)80 £ > & * -] j&(SH) 5 £ > &% (EH)3 £ (£ 3-3)-
Fobo EENCIH)S BEE 740 » 47 0 A W 22 L(LLS)4 A 1 3B X 0L
(NCTM)4 4 & (% 3-3) o %&£ 107 & DNA #: 4 > 4548 cyt-b £ FI B 7| B R 1
FEP-T9lbp st LG M G RER I 7 2R AEL R 27T R A5 1L BE B
AR EGEF TREZATLY AFE G 4RAERAFAU(R 3 mG» "
H2 2 fid s RAAE BB S BARERATFREIE S 2 T4 G R L %H - AHY
FHHEIGATYUSGE S 25 5AE B AT BHREL EETS LAE AT
Wi (3o AHH FeAFEA LT IFEBATY  arrlEy LBERAL
F1A(% 3-3) - BF 4 BEFNE AT S tRitdpdk (h) ¥ Z i d(& 3-3) 0 H
BAFA RIS 2 3 - PHM S il (n) 4 BRFETERMpEE(E 3-3)
PR RV 00 AT FHEPN BHRATFIAIIZ 2R RZLE - M EHAEX LR
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HehH AT S g (h) FERFAE(R 33) e L 1AE 2 AT

Ao Ribdpdk (n) B LREEARHTRFIBEFE IR pIKE(R 3-3)
PRLCEFEREL 0 L7 5HEP) BHAFIA/IZ 2R R LR - FH T > A HE
AR EG RV R AT SR e PR D R T )R (£ 3-3) - ¢ 12
Btk iRl (% 3-3)  Tajima'sD 2 Fuand Li'sF a2’y 5 f B> 25z 4kiplis ¥ T M7 &

FRAE o AT oytrb AFIRFF ARG SR L EED AR G
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% 3-3. BLi% L ¥ & (Hynobius fuca)t- % %8 cyt-b A F1: @ Z Mo 47 > ¢ £ H 2 4 73]
8 (h)~ Hpk 5 #1% (7) ~ Tajima’s D 4= Fay and Wu’s F 1 i

Population n Haplotype h T Tajima'sD  FuandLi'sF

HI H2 H3 H4 H5 H6 H7 H8 H9 H0 HI11

GW

SB 80 1 74 2 2 1 0.145 0.00019 -1.68 -1.74
SW 11 8 1 1 1 0.491 0.00069 -1.60 -2.03
SH 5 4 1 0.400 0.00051 -0.82 -0.77
EH 3 3 0 0

Subtotal 99 1 89 3 2 2 1 1 0.192 0.00025 -1.86* -2.12
NCIH

LLS 4 4 0 0

NCTM 4 2 1 1 0.833 0.00147 -1.32 0.50
Subtotal 8 4 2 1 1 0.750 0.00158 0.33 0.34
Total 107 1 89 3 2 2 1 1 4 2 1 1 0.307 0.00304 -1.32 -0.17

LB (GW) > * Athif & 5 (SW)» E A3 % (SB) > & 7 /| /2(SH) » :25% 64 (EH) » & § (NCIH) » 4 L (LLS) -
# 38 % L (NCTM)

Bk 4 B EEFE @R /4>t 0.0001-0.0006 FF - BciE Ao EEF B s 4p
o A EFEFE B, BT RTONL BT ARETARY A PR (R
B)e 2733 Rt BT-BRGF FEGFL BT I RMEER - F@L
Tk 4 BREFEFELS MF 0 A A TR E T S TR T ARG L
Wh VA ZHE - BEEH - A F 2B T SR 4>000022 F > #icie 3 0BG L%
HEE DGR 2 2ET LR LR R RGBRET P2 RET G ARG
(2 34) BEEIAFEEEF R AR EEFJBiERES ¥ F B3 L CihdcF PR
LY IR R (% 3-4) -
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% 3-4. BT ¥ & (Hynobius fuca) % #% ¥ f 5 4 cyt-b 7k F]ifl @ 4 i 45 dc (Fixation index,
Fsr) 22:% @ i3 (Genetic distance) (e 48 F)

SB SW EH SH LLS NCTM
SB 0.0004 0.0001 0.0003 0.0207 0.0203
SW  -0.011 0.0003 0.0006 0.0210 0.0206
EH 0.008 <0.001 0.0003 0.0206 0.0203
SH 0.002 -0.083 <0.001 0.0209 0.0205
LLS  0.99 0.983 1.000 0.988 0.0022
NCTM 0.958 0.947 0963 0.951 0.667

S RARE T RESW) EAFEHESB) § 7 ] £(SH) » #& i (EH) » 24 0(LLS) » #4E % L(NCTM)

B L MM hEE o p GenBank T VBTG Ll d cyt-b A FIRE A0 & 4
¥oebw f Lt g o @ 354 %L 4 (H. formosanus) ~ ® 2 L 4 (H. arisanensis) ~ £
2 XL b (H. sonani) s @ Ll 4 (H. glacialis) » 7~ E 4% 3484 B a ~ 5 eig M %
BTl g g Foha(Hspp) c G LA B AT AR A @ 1l B B A
¥4 ¥ GenBan T g\ﬁ#\}%;' KBTS AMEE - A FAGH Y e A7 F
= F(W3-11) BxE BG4 58 k¥ > bootstrap BRI F LEFR A
BAGLEmATEA A AL Fd B LR (DQ652198) 2 LG S iF A b - B H
GEOAEEELT - BE AE o BRFIEAT G - S RARLEEAL I AEL
BEGA AE2A 00 X AT LG PO TR APE L L% ad LIE R ER
HRBAR ) # FEHBT G SRS DNTFE o S AL GRS M G(Lietal,
2011)  BEm G L A AL dd - £ AR AA LA ko @B A AL
Fiaatd 2Epflihsst - £hiEd e BELERLES G2 L% 21U 4460
g & 54 NP L L% s R4 AR 4§20 R LWL Pk (Lai and Lue, 2008) 0 4Rl 4 #4748

Dl g it B BT TR L LR BB AR B o
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ML/MP/NJ/BI - Hynobius fuca GWH4 SB
- Hynobius fuca GWH6 SW

- Hynobius fuca GWH3 SB SW
56/-/54/-|Hynobius fuca DQ652199

Hynobius fuca GWH1 SB = GW
Hynobius fuca GWH2 SB SW EH SH

99/100/100/1.00
- Hynobius fuca GWHS5 SH SW
- Hynobius fuca DQ652198
100/100/100/1.00 Hynobius fuca GWH7 SB —

Hynobius fuca NTCMH11 =)
Hynobius fuca NTCMH9
Hynobius fuca NTCMH10
68/68/89/0.92 |- Hynobius fuca DQ652194
99/-/100/1.00 Hynobius fuca DQ652196
Hynobius fuca DQ652195
60/-/72/0.75 .
Hynobius fuca DQ652197
Hynobius fuca LLSH8
95/97/99/1.00 Hynobius glacialis DQ652203
Hynobius formosanus DQ652201

53/_/5F\—': Hynobius arisanensis DQ652218
98/92/99/1.00 Hynobius sonani DQ652205

Hynobius retardatus AB363609

— NCIH

99/98/100/1.00 | Hynobius boulengeri AB266675
‘ Hynobius kimurae AB266674

e |
0.02

W) 3-11.L s 308 cyt-b 2 F1 A 241 % % i 2R (ML) & 22 2 35 B s
”E&» ZAFEARRE A H G B WARME ﬁ’m & 52 (MP) ~ ;&fiiﬁf%c%;z(NJ)
Z_bootstrap & P £ E N2 B HRMEFEBD) c BE LA T A E S X A
AoRBGA pErEL K BRFGW) D < AE d S(SW) E A H E(SB)
B0 ] 5 (SH) > 345 (EH) 5 2 # (NCIH) : 242 0L(LLS) » # 35 % L(NCTM) -

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ A FA ko] %%%#ﬁmwia’é%ﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁ
g o BELEF(GW) & F#H(NCIH) » &) B ik BT 23 3 2P &
WA BEFH2ESA&KEER S SR 120E 27 & MBI RBE T EEH
B HEBA A d H2RBuR I TREKB G » HZABRF A4 BRI Hi
BAFYF L H2 S0 ML ErEAEA RERFERERE > ARG 4 BEE
APRMEIEA LRG> BRALL - BRE - ARFHL G ABE AT A EI L
Apeih 1 3HH B AT o B ME R RBET ARERASTY - 48 H B AT
ANTABFHEBATY AR LEHE DS ELRE > LT 1H G AT
T AER LT PP LERD M LOEHE AR H > ARG LA T R Y K

EE\
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o HUL B 4 HR I ¢

sw M
& W
SH

EH 510 20 40
LLS
NCTM

W 3-12. 5% L ¥z 4 (Hynobius fuca)f 4 %8 cyt-b A Fl& | M Bk Bl - 2 {7%FH ¢ 2
X BARE T R(SW) » E AEHE(SB) » § 7 L (SH) » & (EH) - 248
L(LLS) » #45% L(NCTM) » LG L g 7 A 55 A @A & mgHEe s

"o

EH g f e A 17 0 Bayesian skyline plots 4 47 % & & 7 B 53 (W 3-13A) &2 4
HEH (W 3-13B)iE 2 fre + > fraEH A L X AP R KL TMBTRE - B S
AR EESGEH(R3-13C) NfEhs B AR NEG LA B2 EHEH Y BT
- =+ k¥ %) 18000 +# 3| 24000 +# # (Tsukada, 1966) » § *=#H4FsE I ¢ » & 5
A ERE I P B AD > FREFEFTORG o PIEE L AR GE > kP
PREnIGR § B2 R 3Rk 0 A B KPR RRE 0 T AU HREeE - B RGE
AR T TR LA P T EST R PR EL AT o AL R T $5
RGO AT A MARAGAIRE TS T R R R R EE
AR B e Flt o 2P AN R G LAY T F e RBHES D
BAGHRE T HFBE -

]
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Fri o Bwmfgi

AERDAGHTEAFEHETAATNIEG L a TS S > A% ERRT
RERLBANES Fr B R FEARGE R E IR AM B L b
BRLEEF RS D&EHAL  ROTE LRI EAEHE T RIF DR &
PeenTR B 0 G T AR HOER BB AURR U AR R OE o 0 B
Sips g OHHER 1 TG R R

BEATE KR RERAFE R0 g RFLE
Vo4 T RBEAS AT s R H B R
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