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“ték= 5 --Tcy9(a) ~ TG11-011(b) ~ Titgata02(c) - GC-GATAL5(d) ~
Pwgatad(e) #cfrrh A F1& AR ..o, 52
“H4x= 5 EAH#FE A FlTey9(a) ~ TG11-011(b) ~ Titgata02(c) ~

GC-GATA15(d) ~ Pwgatad(e)z. ¥t £ #1478 & (allele frequency) §]
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3 2. ¥ Hugmo AW d % b A 7| (1070bp)iE @ % HiE L
17 HEA Ba(h); 23] 5 Ritdpdk(hd); BHp 5 Ritdpik
()2 Fuand Li’'sD* #iB|%2 Tajima’sD &R .o, 39

% 3.9 % (Tcy9 - TG11-011 ~ Titgata02 « GC-GATAL5  PWGATA4
Teyll45 ~ PMAPT 2-43 -~ GC-GATA23) &3 % 3|2 pkfrk
AFRARFTHE2ZF R = e LT A Flik(k) ~ 28
(N 2AEFHERBERE(Hops) £ 3 & F 5L & RFFH E(Hey)
EARETEHRBIPE CCRABFM) 40

% 4. R*3IF L 4ror% 25 2 (Tey9 ~ TG11-011 ~ Titgata02 -
GC-GATA15 ~ PWGATAA) et : A Fliz & ikl d WA FIE F
F A )i 45 R % 48 Bonferroni & & type | error H§pfk &
0 0015) TR 41

5 FF OB BT H kR KA E(N) - His A FE(K) - £
ANEF B R RBEZE(HObS)Z & IAM R RN THRPIR B-E%

T g#(mutation-drift equilibrium, Heq) - 8 ¥ & (p &) Bl4k *

one-tail WIICOXON TESt © ..o 42
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B 2. & % +kagEE L o) #8482 mismatch distribution il » &
dHARETRAM@Ed 2 bas BRI iRL BERPE

(observed frequency of pairwise differences) » = 4 7+ Sg 8 in
TR RN A TR 0 oo 44
B 3 R FFHgeRleed FOAFIRFL EHRET 2L L <
XA X $hik T 50 H (& 2w g F (unit of years ago) @ &

& 24 17107tk B - BE/F /i 3 B H 3 5 (substitutions rate
persite peryear )# B @ = Y $hi 7 F s HEEREZ X AL R o
PRERIFRATLEAIAERNGIFE L TAFELREAT LT
959615 3B T T © oo 45
B 4. LAMARC B = 247 H 2 %8 & Fl(haploid)k- st mPe ¢ 2 b £
FlenR 5 A 17 & F HagfE L 7 3% FEE O (theta) ... 46

B 5 LAMARC b % 42 47 ¥ 2 8 & Fl(haploid)f s m®% & % b &
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(Luscinia johnstoniae) i® 3 -5 » # @ & ¥ Rk i ime & 2bA
F1E e h MATIRE > RER BRREHE R T HRPEEF L R
6485 > H P il wmed ZDAFIAE 7|14 =4 F (mismatch
distribution) 4 47kt & B R F R IEH L FApes £ 5 A B
= #2 4 (Bayesian skyline plot) 4 15 B &g 7 » €36 2 14500& 3 4 & %
HogfE e FERE L F FEERFERR L A R R e d
2bAF R 7T H AT 4E pF R (time to the most recent common
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© b ehlE > E #4000 2 % A 5 = E A - LA 3% 2600 2
R RBLBARLE LY BRI GHISRERERDL K o
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FIRTHa i fRREZF R  gRVERDIFEF IR
Co P REER AR AAL, Bt BEF AL s T ama
Em R E R gl B & (Sether 2004)

WEHEHZ 0 7% 2% % 5 & (non-breeding season) *® -
BPEE A F g s F(wintersurvival) » # £ 8 - frEE Y L4
FEhEFORERF > B ZFT Y ha P EARFF D DFIRT o5
REFEEFaprp " AR EFHEE FAE 2 T A &I (density
dependence) # & @ 52 % 50 (Seether 2004) - A% 55 % & (breeding
season)® - F iF %1t € B F L 4 A & # F(Leech & Crick 2007 =

2 Dy

FewaR) > e BT — E R g L F (recruitment rate) o @ 17 E
A

BB ARV FIEHEHRENA A PILE LG REHFERL A D
A5 EREN - BATIRE Y > IR E B BRAGRR TA S
EiSR A ’Ef’éz“iﬂjﬁé‘égé_il%i’ﬁl/v\#%lﬁi]*’%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁv— £
B obdrag AR Rl SR LERE RS g 1E o om B
= < e

I H ik (topor) #1174 ,fg%"éﬁ MR R REFREN AL A
AR A L E 3% (Evans & Heiser 2004) » L% & % 2 1 FIRE
Rl E g gﬁééﬁg’ﬁ %18 (altitudinal migration) = % » =r
BAFEHBE DR FARY OFLIvESE v IIRE AHK
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FoF P2 ER

¥R A3 iR
FORARFFoRFIRSFEEF T HBERE LD

o

1. B IR R i 4k o B

AFENHRERY FUBBLRAEF P RS A—F T g
EREEE R VAT WL RIE B AL
B oW PRGN AarAT SRR R A S BL
(bias) » F)pt > HAFHFE K 2010 # 32 4% 8 ¥ K 0 AL B
FERERADET > A ?ﬁ‘? m&%&ﬂiiﬁ“’ﬂll\ M HERERFE
B T B A B (L)3e 83 E P ¥ 4o GPS ¥ 2155 (2)
hitEREE B2 7 B EBHE S Q)R T E%E E Y 20ul g
o R B FA R A 31 F o B 0 800ul v 100% ¢ F
% EA-80CA R EFIE ARG 0 #i55 DNA 552 :g
Badrt o 22T A ITORA S TR b I3 o FE

HEEE AY G2 BT P TR T R 327 EPHEIT-

2. %8 DNA %2~
BRI * v A& f2ps (Proteinase K) -k j# ¥ 2 Fov 18 o

£ f1* LiCl/ chloroform # 3-¢ % %% (denature) ¥ ;3 23



REBAECEFFR-EFLRARLE LI EFTFE
CE)rERAFAME R B S HEN S

Bo® oo i B A1 FpE Tk @ DNA Uik 21k > e pR § s LiCH
chloroform # H i g3 aiFpd @ (o -2 2 5 > @ B it 4 H DNA
¥4 xSk (ddH0) £ 0% fF 0 T i3 30-20°C 4 ok B (Gemmell &

Akiyama, 1996) -

C AR R R e 2

l |

1. ¥ %88 @ ¢ % b (cytochrome b) & F)eruz +
AARHRESDFL BLAM s Fb ALY (A
BFER)GEIARGE O ERET ORI EFARIRE S22 5] F 40T
B AEEH AT o
NDL : 5-TAGGATCTTTCGCCCTATC-3'

H1006 : 5-TTGTTTGATCCTGTTTCGTG-3'

cytb 332F- 5'-AGAAACCTGAAACGTCGGAG-3'
Thr 30R- 5'-CAAGACCAATGTTTTCATAAACTAT-3'

JiI#* % & fFad 44 F & (polymerase chain reaction; PCR) # 4 #-
SUAEDNA o & %D 1143bp - PCR F edfiff 5 1250l - ¢ ¢
JE R 0.25uM fh— #3513 > 2 % 0.5mM dNTP, 10mM Tric-HCI,
50mM KCI, 1.5mM MgClI2, 0.4U Tag DNA % _& f=(Amersham

Biosciences) » & & i% i 4o7F



95°C: 24 45

95°C: 304

55°C : 404,

72°C: 1~ 4

i (7451 i %

B AT2CT R AP SF L 1 (FTA &

PCR % # 4% % 1 ABI 3130xl p # %_A & (APPLIED

BIOSYSTEMS) it 7w £ mE T A TAF 0 #7118 5741 % i
% SEQUENCHERA4.7 (Gene Codes) ™ P ARj% i (7 & 5 fc e &

& (alignment) o

2. Heiwk #8 A 7] (microsatellite) uE =

(1) #7501+ DNA ¥ jicirk A 518 5 B> 2 =
CEE AL —E T B SRS TREE o BeiEE AT
BB 2-10 Bdk A L H A £4F A DNA B 0 B LA F
A penimie P (Tautz 1993) > 517 & k sz @5 ¢ B
B - Bl B o d N lFE AT R OR REF R bk
HAFRZ o BN L Ll T F g o kTS

BRI S RS ER BN EEL L EHEE RS



7 e @48ze  (&]4e @ Hsu 2003 ; Huang 2007 ) » fe & i * fcfe
ERAFIRREFFAY Pd s Ul - ABEET 7 FIEE o K
EEEY p B AEE D DL AT F AP 2
A7 0 SR AP Y hde fEie 7 4 3 & 78 (molecular cloning ) o &
ERF N EF IR EMATIR IR RES -
R
a. DNA %5~
B DNA E 3o ¢ il dy it o
b. Mcirk 8 A FIdk 2 B3
b-1. Btk $8 (microsatellite) A& F] i 3 78
% B Hsu et al. (2003) e ik 44 28 ] (T &g 2 = 2
b-1-1 A DNAZ B~{s i * *14|f=(restriction enzyme)p %
Haelll, Rsal, 2 Alul#-DNA~ 3+ *7 = £ B £200-6004% A %+
(base pair ,bp).® %7& T i (blunt end) ] 3 B o
b-1-2 # % 4 » Shrimp Alkaline Phosphatase (Amersham
Biosciences) » 2 K,f DNADS’ =4 crgpfat? - #F . DNA R £
B RELE 5 1845 » SNXid £+ (SNX linker » & A % 20bp
e AT R )i b A AL St DNA R E o

b-1-3 & & % % 484y F J&(Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR)3



FoOF P72 AR

s

b+ it 43 SNX linkersnDNA ® £» &5 4 50uLn % & fs
daF ik ¢ 750ng DNA > 22 SNX linker F 713 48 er33l
+ (primer) £ 0.2uM > dNTP 0.5mM > 1x PCR % i+ ;% (10mM
Tris-HCI, PH 9.0, 50mM KCI) » 1.5mM MgCl,% 0.4 U Taq

DNAZ%_ £ fs (GE Biosciences) » #-8 & 4+ chF & et F i

R R L prsak % B (iCycler Thermal Cycler - Bio-Rad)
AR MFs BER C95CHF BSA &S 0 VOt
OS5 CF RBRL1A4 55 CKr RIS »T0CKF R2A 4 T2
30t iR F Jis 0 A70°CT ¥ F R5A 48 -

b-1-4 f1* & 5 (CAG)1o ~ (AAAG)pE B R 7|12 % % %
& (oligonucleotide) £ 4+ » &2 + it & @ DNA S e &
(hybridization) » ¢4 ¥ 4 a(CAG)1 ~ (AAAG)1 * £ § #4
d A4 T MiEE AT ETDNAY BLg & S B

o £ bR e & (streptavidin) sz sx Dynabeads

Rl

MyOne (Dynal®)fc4 4~ % & 4 44 > i@ j'«f?aw\ EIU I
Hoo BB SOt GO R A FR ODNA R B
TP AT L A TR ADNAY BB 2 1
FI* 95°Cen% 8 #-7 F ik (hDNA H % en

(CAG)y ~ (AAAG) = £ 4 3t » 11w fc 5 F Mclirh H e



P

FRARIEFFL-EFLFARABE AL L EFTVE

E)r> RPN MEFE R I HEASL

DNA ' £ o gt 9% 38 5 #4 (enrichment) » B e 4 (2 5
TP TP o FEY G AR M2 DNAY Eant b
b-1-5 £ - = fI* R &R 424 F B e oy B (F Rk
2 E ORPER i) o & {8 gt B ELi¥ T Roche 454

GS-FLX : stiv2 R/ F & °

c. Roche 454 GS-FLX System/ & e T_5

C-1-1 B <4547 R ik £4542 & #1587 H o 7 312005#
B A PAT- R TR E 0 B F A RS B ¥r(Roche
Diagnostics)» 8 o 11— fAT> 2 - Bk €5 2 iF 5 TR
At 7 b4 pEe 7 125%10 base 0 £ g E_@ 8 h
100#% - ¥ #2008% 10* $## 41 cnGS-FLXT & #-+ & #1100
FiEr EiEE R 9400bpent B0 @ I PATER 2K
F PR Flle F g R 2 (cloning) 4 prihk & 0 2 Fllo
AR L P R F P RHETT A EFIE £

c-1-2 & mipk =/ (Pyrosequencing) & - faf|* 2 43 £ 3
v OF o e N By k% (luciferase) » ki ¥ pL il 4%
5l 3+ B o7 1§ 2x en & g ik @ (pyrophosphate, PPi) »
B B4 W F fyenie & kPl DNA £ 3 E47 §

A4 T mpl B &a B-PPiEH < ATP > ATP £

10
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Y% A7 EE AR
8% % sk 2% f# (luciferase)x o) /4 s (bioluminescenc) » ¢
My es sk gp BG4 Sk & (luminometer) 8 R) 18 o 3f
DNA FE 7] o 7 %" Sanger @_& = 2 » ¢ $5 & JF 1% T4
i 17 DNA e/ 7247 DNA ¥ 7 & F Lend kL
ILAFEAL RO ICE RN EF o F RV RREFERF S

L+
S

A

WAL A F 24T o ¥ FE a0 w2 R A
BB 7| (4p >t Sanger €A 2 i) pt g powm e g d
P TR R PR R e o & i

FERATNALwZ P RERTRE > < % 5 400bp 12

(2) F 5% 5@ Fld==x i@ % b G E ik A T2 2 9 T
A 2 Ml A FIR O MR RRF R S A R
PEST O i WA TR g 0 o tkag b e & 9g
(Tarsiger cyanurus) scis s %8 2 F] A& 6 %= (Satio et al 2006) > &8
w37 #L e o g (Paradoxornis webbianus bulomachus) s &
ERATIE 12 20 F A F = 4k (Garrulax canorus) ik
8 2 ¥4 8 *(Huang et al 2004) - #z % (Liocichla steerii) sz &

A 48 AL ¥ A 7 2 (Yeung etal 2004) > shp & A Mo s 8 A 7 A



RAPIEAEYFREHLRARIEAENIBELTE
X ARPFLTS A5 DS

21 & (Linetal 2009) » . g # § % . & (Parus monticolus) &
i A T4 13 2 (Wangetal 2005 % #% <~ 2007) > -
% (Parus major) X% %84 F]1/4: 6 % (Saladin et al., 2003 ;Lee
et al 2009) & .1 % (Cyanistes caeruleus) f# % %84 F14 1 %
(Otter et al 1998 ; Lee etal 2009) » & #* + ¥ & (Acrocephalus
arundinaceus) f# % %8 L F]1/& 1 % (Hansson et al 2000; Lee et al
2009) > ¥+ -4 #1325 4 (Taeniopygia guttata) &% 48 A& F] & 2
= (Replogle et al 2008 ; Slate et al 2007 ; Lee et al 2009) - ¥
= h P ERHE F 5 (Telespiza cantans) f# % %8 4 & 1 e
(Tarr etal 1998 ; Lee et al 2009) > /84 L = #& 5f #® (Charadrius
alexandrinus) # % %8 & #1/4& 1 %= ( Kupper et al 2007 ; Lee et al
2009) » &P g 4 4 39 B pi (Zosterops lateralis chlorocephala)
# & 8 2 F1A 1 %2 (Degnan et al 1999 ; Lee et al 2009) » &
Moo TR A FI R RS R § LB ER AP
WA F A w3 g i 80 etk R A TR R B4 pRid
B F it 5 10Ul > ¢ 3 0.2mMeh- 515 > 0.5mM e
dNTP > 10mM =Tric-HCI » 50mM KCI - 0.25U 7 Taq DNA
polymerase » B & fvif 48 & JiFE it 4o

O5C: 14 45

12



95°C: 30%)

65-50°C : 407

72°C: 30%)

2735 PA Tk

Ris b NRCTRAFSBFHEL1F204

215 KNG R P chB & PR 4 F k2 A $ > MegaBACE

1000 p #- = K & (Amersham Bioscience)i& {7 = ‘g & A » I & *
#it %2 GENETIC PROFILER 2.2 (Amersham Biosciences):& {7 & 7]
A e o 0 £ PCR#FM# % 2 2 £ 4 % 4l (polymorohism)

SR AT EF ST F PR EER T 472 % -

FZEFTHAH

1. 7 %] % $ 2 (genetic diversity) 7 4 & 45

a P MM d 2D AFEFIAT S BETRA

516 3 SEQUENCHER vA4.7 (Gene Codes) % p AR &7 B
7 ¥t £ & (alignment) s » 4 %) & Dnasp 4.901 (Rozas et al.,
2003) % Arlequin 3.5.1.2 (Excoffier et al 2010) i % :& = & 4 +k9§
PR d 2hAE B SR A ENEE > ¢ S EE B

#<( h, number of haplotype) ~ ¥ % 4] % # 1%( hd, haplotype

13



BAPE PR ABLF AR LD EFT PR
(X4 GFATAME R D5 HED S

diversity)~ +% 3 f& % t% {2(m, nucleotide diversity)- % % £ 2k i #( S,
number of polymorphic sites) - I ¢ i {7 Fu & Li (1993) D* # ip]
frTajima (1989) D k| T > MR B1EF PN A2 i B R A
% 3 & 7 i (neutral hypothesis test)fg 8 » @ 2 X 3| % & & %
R
b. etk WA TR T 5 TR A 47
1 * 348 CERVUS 3.0.3 (Marchall et al. 2007 ) * & = i £ 7]
A ¥ £ %) B #ic(number of alleles, K) » £ 4] & 3 (heterozysosity)
HIBELP] B (Hexp) 22 8P % E (Hops) » £ 2 * GENEPOP 3.3 (Raymond
and Rousset, 1995) #&iplizd A F A A FAME S £ 2 B &
¥4 8 T = (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) ™ ensgp 2 H ¢ e a8 %
B2 ¥R 2 F 7 o4y 3 T ge(linkage disequilibrium) i % -
2. B EHEEREF IR
a MMt imred AbAFEI| G E &R FHEHEKERY
a-1. §1* Dnasp 4.901 2 Arlequin 3.5.1.2 #t %8 4 +7 & ¥ k98
LR T A A R o F 4 =4 F (mismatch distribution)
(Schneider & Excoffer 1999) = jx it g% Hp & & B H i
(nucleotide) ¥ % R B4 R 2 A F » BEEFE S | ETF F O]

& *% ¥ (constant population size) #7A 2 chIF il A F Aprt o fE o de

14



£

s

BRI PP DD o A F DA H RS R AT
AR EE B E R HERLSFR AT REE AR ¥ S

¥ P55 (population expansion) 3R % (Excoffier 2004) -

a-2. f1* BEAST v1.6.1(Drummond & Rambaut 2003a) #xc
£ > kypimAe 2L (Bayesian coalescent) f b R ALt daim T
(Bayesian inference) » 134548 mie & % b A F1 5 5|3k B F
MoodaimiEd fre HEE R 48% (demographic history) - ¥ iz B
Y RS mie ¢ & b TR A endaiT E 4R L PF R (time to the
most recent common ancestor, TMRCA) - 1& iz DNA & 71| #1i¢ * b
# 2 % % P~ 1% 5% (substitution model)# * GTR+G =58 » 11 1*10°
= MCMC (Markov chain Monte Carlo)4&- 12 & 10,000 =% #i$t 35 4%
- = 35N LA kB R (genealogy) B Al iT R AR PER 0 XA
4§ K X ¥ s (Bayesian skyline plot) 395% % # & B o 7K {5 14
Tracer v1.5 (Drummond & Rambaut 2003b) # %8 2 ",/Tt (burn-in) =
10%H# % % > £ i2{7 BEAST /i & % e il > Mk A R ¥ B

ZF (substitution rate) B % * & 25 B (Passeriformes) & #f 40 48 'w
% & & b A F]= & (per year)/= i k& £ = (per site) ek B (& F

(substitution rate per site per year)z. - 328 1.0*10° 4 & 2 &5 X

15
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EENEN SR E-NS NEEYER SREER Iob e |
Er+ GRS ME D5 B

(Klicka & Zink 1997 ; Li et al 2009) i % iz & P 2. A F 4B i v

L
E’ ]

—

a-3. & * LAMARC v2.1.2 (Beerli &Flesenstein 1999, 2001;
Kuhner 2006) #x %8 12 £ X & 47 kg i Ae & 47 %5 3 = £ ki > 1Y
O=Nep (&5 MAT]) S ZmA#H & X FH D) 2R HEK
E(Ne) o 7 7e% ¥ Efp - FLBWE P75 LamesFivd
ﬁ;g%ﬁvfmﬁﬁt?é_ » B W (diploid)srE 3 < o] > A F] A R
& & (per year)/= T & £ = (per site)/= X (per generation) =35 * i#
FT R AR R S O=4Ne v A R RMA TS E 24y
e kg i@ L F)(haploid) » * Hda dieng sOREERE R G
O=Ne - pt ¢ > LAMARC #ic#8 { 4v F "3 2 £ $8c(Q) » 1 %3+
<] & 3Rdp fcg b 1 5 (exponential population growth rate) » 12
O=Opresenttime OXP VH [ HEF S v o FPL§ R H L E £ (Q)
A EFFLATERE LT » & (populationgrew) A 5 g & f B
# %% ¥ = & 5 j (population shrank) -

373+ Bayesian priors = 3V o U IREITEK B A K~ f2S 48
EE o am4a3tiz 2 500 (500 generations) ~ -+ 20 # (20 steps as

intervals)iséh— =t iz & & » @ & 48384 P4 * 10,000 ~ (10,000

16
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FoF YR

i

generations) ~ & 20 # (20 steps as intervals)iz 47— = = ;% e

MCMC H# Ho583h B % e s FHE 2 % E L | ¥d Rk iwo

b, ™ ciEs: ¥ A F A& G5 & 4 +hag ¥y 3 ok (bottleneck) ®

41* BOTTLENECK v1.202 (Piry et al 1999) # % » 1 jp] & % +k
EHEE RGP P AT F AR c Fit - FE
RN > B A £ 5 sk B OB oy 3 (heterozygosity excess) 2 B | &
+ 5 B &5 (heterozygosity deficit) sz % 5 — L k4 F 35 E
AP FAFFERE EEMATR %)’r‘&ﬁ #& mutation-drift
equilibrium sAH-5% > &3¢ & 4] £ 3 5 & R o 3 (heterozygosity
excess) &\ & > (heterozygosity deficit) % Rzl 3 ¥ 4L 8 >
o R 4 FL TR R E R RN & 4 g A s A
Flallele) » @ = EH PR A EF BB RP RS TREFEF K
B BB C (heterozygosity deficit) srsf 4 » 28 @ %3 A — T p
EF A BAT AR RFISATHORE AL > H B A Tl W
feo AMIERAERRFEOEF  TIREAE T SRR R RN
(heterozygosity excess) - F]pt » BOTTLENECK #c %8 :8 & ,%gv} iR

FHE PR AL F 5B R B (observed heterozygosity, Hops) 22 41 #



EENEN SR E-NS NEEYER SREER Iob e |
Er+ GRS ME D5 B

48 (Coalescent) fichg 41 en-T 358 4| £ + 1 B & 3f #) & (average

expected heterozygosity, Hexp) > 538 1% 2 £ (standard deviation, SD)
R (8 0 2 ¥ g ciE 8 A 7130 infinite allele model(IAM) e %
R T o RPIEFPN R EFIRBIATHH AR EFIRIER

U ek 0 R R A R 2 e

18



*Y‘
It
Sl
i

S I - §
'év.:-ﬁ- -3“;""";‘
$- % BRERZILREEE

J.2010 # 3 7 423 8 % AT E ECR H(2668m) ~ H K F L v
(3098m) ~ A4 A (2154m) ~ > A @ (2588m) ~ 820 +kiF (2588m)
4R 3E (2920m) ~ 2 M iT(3150m) ~ & ECL ) B T
(3000m) ~ B R (2375m) ~ & Fow iE (2910m) 2 + F g (2540m) %
BT A EECHE ) d N R FARAgE G 5B - 2
VAP EREERMY MA - 2 LFp - 5 LHEFEE G LIRS 0 2
ENNTE R LSl Y SN U W I SR FUL 0 bk B pES
WE e BRI TP e T f BB R SN HRG R
RN o X W R A AR A 438 5 H Y 6 & Fx
ENERERDNARAEFST A7 Flethfs £ p 378 &
PP FEFLEFAF ATk » - £ 37 &4 FHroge 7 24

Gzl B2 13 Sop kB AE > R+ B2 T e FI(D) ¢

19



S EE

EYFR-EFLRARAL LR AEFATFE
E)»+ERARME A ® RN A

o8 AP HELANwES 3DATZ AFERATR

il @ 5 A
- R RS 3D AT RS S

i#@* Dnasp 4.901 2 Arlequin 3.5.1.2 $ic #8:& (7 & % +kagt 2 48
d FbATEANZED S HME S8 7 H 27 B #(h, number of
haplotype) ~ ¥ £ 3] % & {+( hd, haplotype diversity) ~ 2 F & % & {4 (m,
nucleotide diversity) > % % £ 2t i #c( S, number of polymorphic sites) 2
Fuand Li’s D* # <_ (1993) 4= Fuand Li’s & = (1989) i&p| > %

5 dr 4 (2)

EHn T o ¥ HRagamed FhAFIARFDIRET AR L A
A3 B A HhagP £ A HHIFITL B e d ZbAFIE A > £
1070bp(de fh ¥1) % & BRI G2 > B X5 6BF 2 de A
F¢ (substitution) er5¢ & 8L > 31 8 i 28 B (transition) g7 3¢ A 4 R4
(F % & (purine) AIG & 4 % 0.28% ; vez(pyrimidine) T/C % & &
0.28%) -+ B 22| ®ae(h) 375 B 23] 5 kit #ic(hd) 3 05925 + %
Fe % 4 14 (n) 5 0.00095 -
P M@ Fuand Li’s D* Bl iE 5 0.387 (p=0.57) ; Tajima’sD #
BB 5 -0.786 (p=0.24) - # #%H &_Fuand Li’sD* % Tajima’s D

R B E S A F BT P NP R R e g

20



RE K ALY LR AT )

R SENES Y EE R

'

S MtEAERATFIRGuE 2 ik MATFIZ R @ S R LT

a. ok RAIY EEg
AR o 5

8432 B B 7| > B ¥

2

He 2322672 F2hE4g P A& 197 B >
Hd doik 46 B £ 47 TR V0 5 T
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BAPE PR ABLF AR LD EFT PR

CE)rERAFAME R B S HEN S

PCR #§ 3| L * MsatCommander (Faircloth 2008) #x %

)
—h
QO
5
=.
>

<«
-
D
Q
o
=)
N
/\-
l“l‘
L
dat,
fy
o
o
=
R
W
A
=
=
E:0y
W
5
=
i
o
H N

FAE R EAEZY REFLREEFENATEB SR
* oo

B REFEFEEMSENES S APRFFLIEAI Y H
B B e 80 Bkl E WA F P B F AR (R
i35 82.(2) £ RS 80 et AT AT »F
HHEIFRBPCRAI 7 5 » 2 a%¥FEPN LG 5312
(polymorohism) s fer b 88 AL F1 k> 8 (7 15 & # ko e @
ATt o ARIRE ST T A PR 17 e 8 g Mg
A Bl AT (21.25% ) B¢ 5 O wilttrh A FIA A
F A dragEE N £ 5 AFA S A (11.25%) -

¥

ETTS

& L fAEE A 472 2 g 3 K (assumptions) o 12
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¥ %

\\\

ik

L
W A4 GRI LB EEH DB E2IFRL > AP * Genepop

v3.4 $ic %8 (Raymond & Rousset, 1995) & 5 ¢ 9 e pici# s 8 (3
3) A F1AHE F E_F i ages )BT #r(Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) =
A 2 H Y T ik i Re R AT gy B4 T H

(linkage disequlibrium) » %2 % £ 2 30 4 2 ficfEr s 4L F](Teyll45 ~
PATMP 2-43 ~ GC-GATA23) 14k FI A48 & I &g ify vl 8 T freh
FpHpE o B b pclEh AT 0 ¥ 5 Bonferroni & ) - 453%
(type | error)en%g ¥ 2/ . (0=0.005)2_ 15 » & A&7 T ™A ik
FEMAFIER G AFEHR A (2 4 Fgr s Fadre
TS eiiEr: AT e kT 0 B AAF RSB A LI B R
ZopLip] B (Hops)e4 i % 0.063-1.000 (X351 5 0.582) > @ £ 4]

£33 B B FIEH E(Hep) 04 F 5 0.092-0.930 (L5 5
0577) ¥ A FB#H(K)ehA F 52 3-15 % (L5 9B )5
etk A FE A AR AW LS o A H A%REY Hinl
Flerg 5 0 7 BlAc'ddh= > AR HB AT I A REME

A 0 Toy9 it Ak FIAE S Ay g A o

FZE FAHBELEHEE A

a. mismatch distribution

A * Dnasp #c48 ® mismatch distribution x4 i = =



RAED S E R B A AR B RN BT
Cr 4RAAMEEA® 5 BEA S

~ -] %% (population size change) # +7 > mismatch distribution =~
B% (B e g2 EEF RN T 0 L >4 F (Poisson
Distribution)4p 17 o i 3% Excoffier (2004)3+:# . 3% mismatch
distribution 4 # % H 4% & £ 5t %535 %5k (population
expansion)IL % » @ *#7 7 mismatch distribution » # B & L H
EIR G o P R F AR EHE G FEBET L 2 L RHEIR L

LEGTH RS 4 o

b.B % X AR A4
P xS B (skyline pot)sid & & om $LE 2

14500 £ 3 £ & FHRaffrd HE A ) A RET > 0 2 L g%
HEHHESR (R ) e gk diod b zor2 o 2 R %R
EF R & FRem &0 % %) 12,000~24,000 & o0 S AR efE AR © IR
4 & $4p i (Liew & Chung 2001) » # 395 Tuskada (1966) i iz
14,000~12,000 # 7 & k@ P {8 F iF Pt se L o F & LTAF ME R
4 4 Pk 2 K Hp AP (Linetal 2008) » F] o Bk & A tRagearEE £
FEAAL TR EE i P B IS A 0 B N X B
SR X EE S S Hp i aofeax 0 p 14500 E w0 B 4

TERFRLEHEE - VR LA XRRPE > By 28 975 &

-n\—

24
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5 =5

PG A e ¢ 2 DA FIE 24 hi T 4 pERF (time to the

Jir
el
-

most recent common ancestor, TMRCA) = 0.0017374 > d *%s4e 18
wag ks A FA 3 > TMRCA v % @ (Neu > Ne:

BTG ok EE U REF ) 1 10%10° WA R I N/E E
AR E SHESET PR R PG R

5 173,740 -

c. LAMARC E =< A #5

LAMARC . = 4~ 4700 B 3 48 2 F](haploid)f 4 'w? ¢ % b
AFNREIEFAPFTFR > FF gL 7 % FHKE $ 80O
(Nep ) % 0.0017319(®] 4)> 2 1.0%10° g £ % B % /5 & 1%
AR B E AT g R orRERE S
171,900 » ¥ BEAST #7425 & ¥ thagk Rt we ¢ % b A 7]
TMRCA #7i 4 infff ¢ F R H g < R)gpve & o ¥ 7h )%
LAMARC #7 & ) sk 34 e £ i 5 %8 (g) +829.24 (] 5) -

AR AR LEE FY ] FHBEEES LR - B8

kll

» BPRX EMATEET R R R AR e & o

d. & % +kag = HILF R E 1 nid P

41* BOTTLENECK v1.202 (Piry et al 1999)#< 4 » % infinite



EENIE SRS E NS NI FEER SR EER I cE e
E) - ERFRFAFEFER D I NG

allele model (IAM)en % #4557 > Rl EF 7 B A EF 0 B RO
% 4 (heterozygosity excess) & £ 3] & + 5L & & B > (heterozygosity
deficityei % 2 4 > S5 B (&5 - BAEFIRERBEREE
PAIEF B R RIFI E LT B F L B (P heterorygosity excess =0.68) > P
BAEF R B R AT FRIFHEFP L7 HF DA
(heterozygosity excess) =t &g & =gt -~ (heterozygosity deficit) =R

P A AT EFHPFLEEL EBRFEEFERL
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’;‘Ei )‘}Pﬁ—- E

$ - ® 31

BE T A me d 2 DA FAMBREREOTG L R
TP O 2 M A v R D BTk chd 8P -24000 £ 2w o
P- A A RRENFARAY AP F BRI ERE P
Fae €M FREARFNAALGFIDERM BRI A kPP EL
BRERwHD 45T ad el kB ERIE S SRR
APl EEHEKET LR fe 3 b, X RS AT
Bt f 14500 & % % 4 & A HRagerR e G 8 e £ KRR 2 4

%3 K@ 4 A F 2 LAMARC %83 2 £ A 47 ehd % > - XX

N
c\

R
B R FRABE L R O E R AR 4 T B F et

d

BT G 6 14500 0 TR kBB ARG T
B AT RAFE & S A R A HRAEE R ALk

{0 A RS E PR

PN
-

=5

AR AR e ¢ ADA TR R e G & A Hhag L D R

Feit F R AR R 2 R TR B SR AL



RN SR EE S N

EELBARAL IR EFTVE

>+ EFRFLAL @5 20 4

(W6) > Flr s bt Tty & deinl % 4 B WG AP & ¥ ol

hp EERARE A 2 R

A amie s i
AP RSB AEARET LB T @ 5
P B2 > ERIERRFF RN FFHRPEHERS G
BIRMETH NS wEd ZDAFRAZEE IR
TR EFHRPAF S KR H 2 A S R E 5 0.592+0.085 -
PrH A k145 0.00095£0.0002 (=0.001) %% = % & 2 e fk
P d Z ORI RARSHFREEFRDIRETHE oL
% /& (Leucodioptron taewanum)fm# & % b A F1H £ 4] 5 g 5
0.910 £ 0.056 ~ +# 3 & % k42 % 0.003 £ 0.000 (Li et al 2006) ; ¥ 5
(Liocichla steerii)¥% 3 f& % #% 4% 5 0.002 (Bailey et al 2010) - ;ﬁ =L
PSR AT G F 0 L AT RO B SRR
® B3 T ehiF) = R 4 & 8 I ff(Carpodacus vinaceus formosanus)
B iwred FOAFTHERA S HRILEL 039 PHE S RIS
0.0006 (% 2009 #d:m~); Flot & F gt Hpk 7 it & A
M P R BRAL TR A R M FI T A TE

EA SRR PR S R R > 2 R R AR R T ahid

28
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i
s
o

o 2 k2
'}:‘lﬂ. =P 7

5 o

FooRE R U - HRFR N T G R RR T
Fren@ el o G R E <] A B S R 2 (genetic variation)
WA B TR BREA S € ST T AT RN

) ot Rl G pREFE A ] G SRR L R HT R AL S ¢
W RI AT R IR B ET R T AT g
HEHE BB E S NFR T A R e - R R
B+ K5 rEFEECE 010 B < (Frankham 1995) » #7124 pR
HE L g R EEE N7 108 4R 5 1705

AP EOEERE R G0V A o I B XX BAREE # * Markov

qr

chain Monte Carlo (MCMC):n= £ > fie & jAe 3025 & & 4% B 1%

2N

~|

B T g R R 2 2 A RVETREIFF ML R
Al S EETFATIARE ARBER F - s L Pind

BEEER AT ARE > TR TR endE b g (L uE W
FOCEFRE CBRRAFIHREDFFRFR ARG
P EsE > R SHH L LRDE PRI Z T e AT

ko RSB GO T HAEFL RS 7 REEFT

b

2 2



RAHBA AR E R A BLAARAE SEDLEF T

C)I+ERRFoMEE @ s iEn

P AAIRIER G ORERER AT ARG O oL

A gt i E B S R
AR REET TR N AS4 TR PO e A Tl

S BRAARALEEA T UEL EEA RN FERPEY

250 BB E R kR e BAAPFREAY 3

i AR FIAPE X X 2 B A B T HROIE R RS ke

ﬂﬁi

T A F G AE K S A TR HEE Y g g o HE T R A
L (missing data) i % #7350 A RF A A R a4 > 4 3F

T3k E AFINY Bp ST F PR R E R B S F LA

Bt * Mk A T A 47
MiFh AL T E R A EHA G Y RAkR - Bl

Wz 0 4k 2 B 313 (universal primer) > Z & 450 R A

30
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LEAEIE - MIF 5 R oo ] LR REERE AR T I i
FERIGEfRA > R FIS VAR e L FE BT RRETR
B-(107 5 107) > # FlplaEde i @A & E A 4o B AERIE TR
B> XA BPFRAAFOFRCEFIR R RANE - Bk A
Flefani * ooy AFA AN wErF R E A2 B Sk
i L F] % %F 1 -stepwise mutation fHCFY o B 4e A 47 BF 0]
Ep o Stepwise R FHUAP AL MATIE 2 RFFELY BB U
g B Y Bl dod £ 47 #ic(di-repeat) ~ = £ 48 #ic(tri-repeat) & =
¥ 4f #ic(tetra-repeat) & > & 4 3 4e 0 1 B H (1 unit) £ 48 #een
= ;g 4 (Valde etal 1993) 0 #5 @ ¥ it F1 5 = B 4 fAciE L 2 Fleh
FHCRF AR BRERFTAL A3 3 7 stepwise mutation 5" >
PFERER A o AR e FhnRE g oY o
Ok A F A AT R Bk < MK ALY § 4 & stepwise
mutation -3¢ > g > 3V I B Ao e R B A T A4 4 1 hFEE
AE S AR FIE o £ LB B AR ATIRRIE TR

W L EH PR -

AKREE R LT HRagp MR T h o B

;Eb *#ﬂ% * r' /?*ﬁ‘—} %@ ’ 1\2 i /'é' E"i”a—f’/ﬁr”"ﬁé ’ﬁ



TS SRS SN NEFTEE SR EX A
G AFRFA TS LG5 NS

o bilde P F R B RAIRA T pﬂfi)’j‘uffﬂ B AL o
AR S ER(E £330 TH 8T ¢ A)IREL LSS
7 1426002 & FI35502 & 0 4F s BER & HRfos EHT R R sk
B RAREEAEE - A - L4 AERI IS T EY
B¢ (F1% 2010) > o »t A HRag L F P REerwpae s A F
BT R A2 EERE o mrph AL . Vo ke g )
UL Boa 5 w2k 1 hAF o B AEASER kAL hiEE - 2
£ R+ B BEA g E A EE > i3 7 93%
AP BN BAE Y- A - L oA R REAS
BB Reigp] o ArF AP 5 86% AL G B e 5 o2
¥ 4 5 % (extra-pair paternity, EPP) 3R % (Griffith et al 2002) >
4o & +Rog e Jh e rzag(Luscinia svecica) it 3 T 26%F &
5 2548 4 3 2 (EPP) (Johnsen & Lifjeld 2003) » gt » & # $kggei
e R a4 R AT B ot € ¥ - A - L EFEG 2t
Ag ez A R AR LRI A - BEFFEL DT
ABGRAL 0 M T ATy 3 BN R R B S TR DL R
Bz fREAE o @ AR STE R OB A s R T GRIE I chieb

wE AT L3 3R F AN 1 CERVUSH & Plieb etk

“M

ATV R 7 R R B (e )0 & 4 HRagiE5
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2 F13) P 7 jFE © # (candidate parent) ® #4752 s LB T
< # (unrelated candidate parent) % & 3 13% ( First parent
non-exclusion probability) » = i % 5 ¥ £t Kf%,& 3 87% ; @ § 4
PRAEFHY - 2 AT pF > 7 80z E < # (candidate parent)
PRI S ARM TReh < 48 5§ 3% (second parent

non-exclusion probability) > F]u* 3 97% i 5 & £ ",f Lo LB

N

G A > AT ShE MR WA T RS Bt R B

TEAFHRPREE AT A I ETET ] 2 FELT o

Bo14500 # > ABGTARPHELI £ 0 2 GHEEBOTE B KD
FAAGR L FH G LACEFEHER L > 2 B Y 4 Xy ARG

%;;:[@5

s

2, 5w TMRCA w4 fr ¢ § »c% ¥ E 95 17 § i %
SRS - 32N PR RTO- R XTIEE F L R

ik e BEPRATE v TR DRIRR PAELT EFR



TR EL

(=

¥ E
)% 4

WAL F AR E AR AR

SCERRTAME R @ RSN G

AR P ORFE A At e b AP R BRI D E
HEFHPFLH 7 FROFELHAT ) Sy RERFESFIA R
FHITHEERRMR A BRI ETANE v EE MY

kA T A R g e R
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I % ARZFEZREA

¥IF ALBZEHREA
S F BRI kg A E S Ewded 12500 £ 3 4
SRR R RS FIE A RAGEE ] R RI G IR (S - Sk
18000 # B g is > FARAVP A A Fd AR IR RF AR LR
o G ERORE L Y RHEEKEY %f”‘D’Wfi PR

9gm 7 bR A ARG SR B0 212500 £ T 5 & F HRegenk

NS

ol Ekim s TMRCA e i & Hhagfr ¢ 3 % ¥k 4,

Y

172 LAMARC %3 & £ & 474 M7 % H L1 3 & D Jaip)
ARE RS SR 2% HagEH 4 ) i ¥ 25 T $0 2 T

] )

G EIRHERG L AR

LYY FmERRP VA L FRE 222 A TR BT
e ARAH UG AL F—F FHRBATFE B TR 5 R E S
AEE TRIBANF FEALFRDIRME EERH KN
£1(1991) 7 2 L R R BN AT9 F B2 2 oLRaE & FHR9gR A S
PAPRLZO O FREFF PR ASHAPBEFC M2 S0 B

BBER CIERGR S FEBR FL 3 ARBA CBERRIE

™
S
S
[
-Y\
Y
)F
A
i
E:
20
o
f
[
e
‘Er
%
S
-
%
e
*rm
ot}
N
ﬁfl
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RARAE G FR-EFLFARLEEDLEFATVE
E)>aFRFEEME réﬁ:%ﬂ*’%ﬁ

ERGGF T A S WPAR S RATARF AR S

P

™
=

e

R

§FL A RAERE TR E KR ® T

ﬁﬁiwﬂﬁﬁﬁé SRS 4B B R FIA A e S - R
WRF P T p BFRIGEF G L gk Bt

o F A A Y EE T UEEFI(L9) 5 % o L d T HRags 2

CERRANEEE R KT BE R R #Y
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1\.,Fa /3,1.1 %F%BW'K\E]»J.&- émF’m"#i:’]?Z]?\/\ 73&}"%4 ﬁ%
PRAZARE LA ESFFTRPRETRTAAE G R e

T AR S ALRETHE Y HEK T E e

FHREIFEERHG AP 0TI o F A PGERLT 2 (T

b}
(%
BN

Y @ APEFH EF OB R
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301454 RABE 5 MEELHATIE R Y B2 A

§F AELNEF AR

BERNY EHTA Y 2BEH 3BEH 4 BEH 5B LA 6 BEA
& & (di-repeat) (Tri-repeat) (Tetra-repeat) (Penta-repeat) (Hexa-repeat)
8432 46 17 1 123 1 9
(%)
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2 2. B F HRagI AR me ¢ 2 DA 5((1070bp)ik @ 5 H A
o HEABE(h); 235 EMEdpd(hd) s HHE 5 Hidp ()

2 Fu and Li’'s D* #ip|% Tajima’'s D # B

Fu& Li Tajima

h Hd+SD nt+SD S
D* test D test
0.387 -0.786

Dnasp 7 0.592+0.085 0.00095+0.0002 6
p=0.57 p=0.24
. -0.786
Arlequin 7 0.5916+0.085 0.00095+0.0002 6 0=0.25

(FF)



% 3.9 % (Tcy9 -~ TG11-011 - Titgata02 + GC-GATA15 ~
PWGATA4 ~ Tcyll45 -~ PMAPT 2-43 ~ GC-GATA23) &4 % 41
2R A FIR AT 51F B A F e A TI4E A FaK) -
AN 2R EFHERBREE(Hops) 23 & F 8L R RIFH E(Hexp)

2 T HRRIPE (CREFN)

p value

Locus Sequence 5'-3' k N Hops Hexp Reference
(HWE)

Satio et al

Tcy9 F: ATGGCTTGGAAAGGACTGTG 15 17 1 093 0.2 2006

R: gtttct TGGCAAACAATGTCAAAG
TG11-011 F: ACAAACTAAGTACATCTATATC 4 35 0457 0442 1.0 Leeetal 2006

R: TAAATACAGGCAACATTGG

. Wang et al
Titgata02 F: ACCTCCAGGATGGGGACTCC 7 30 0.633 0.677 0.37 2005
R: TTGTCTTTTGGGTTGCCTGA
Huang et al
GC-GATA15 F: CAGAGTTTTCACAAAGCCTCTGC 14 33 0.758 0.746 0.89 2004
R: GACTATGGAAAATCAATCAAGG
PWGATA4 F: ACTGGACTGTCCACATGGA 3 32 0.063 0.092 0.05 W RE &
R: CGTGCCTTCGCAAGTTGG
Satio et al
Teylld5  F: ACATACCAAAGTCACCTGGA 18 28 0.786 0.95 0.002* 2006

R: gtttct CAATGGGTAAAGTAT TATTGCAT
PMAPT 2-43 F: ACAGGTAGTCAGAAATGGAAAG 8 35 0.429 0.576 0.007* Lee etal 2006

R:GTATCCAGAGTCTTTGCTGATG

Huang et al
2004

GC-GATA23 F: ACCAGAAAGGTCTGACAAGG 4 33 0.273 0.667 0O*

R: CTACAAAAAAAGTGCAATTGCAG

(F#)

40



% 4. x4 A5 205 2 (Tey9 ~ TG11-011 - Titgata02 ~
GC-GATALS-PWGATAA)fciF: A Flix 5 et WA FIRARF 7 A&

F)ig 4% 3. % ¥ B| > BonferroniR & type | errorsn§gf & (a=0.005) -

Tcy9 TG11-011 Titgata02 GC-GATALS PWGATA4

Tcy9 -
TG11-011  0.8868 -
Titgata02 0.4432  0.0888 -
GC-GATA15 1.0000 0.5335  0.1837 -

PWGATA4 0.3658 0.0134  1.0000 0.4916 -
(A5

4



£ 5 B F B RE 2R AE(N) ~ #ig A FE(K) B

165 LR RRBE(HODS)2 LIAMX RIS T REZ - B8 F

(mutation-drift equilibrium, Heq) - %

Wilcoxon test -

b= 1

LR

(p &) ¥ R#k * one-tail

Locus N K Hobs  Heq S.D. (Hobs-Heq)/sd
Tcy9 26 14 0942 0.926 0.021 0.753
TG11-011 70 4 0.442 0456 0.17 -0.085
Titgata02 60 7 0.677 0.671 0.116 0.053
GC-GATAl5 66 14 0.746  0.846 0.048 -2.095
PWGATA4 64 3 0.092 0.356 0.176 -1.502

P heterozygosity excess =0.68

P heterozygosity excess over combined dataset =0.74

(F 5
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ER R Timaliidae
L i B Stachyris ruficeps M
£¥ 9 B Garrulax morrisonianus & B R B
5 Liocichla steerii EER S
¥ =Bg*  Paradoxornis webbianu EEE S
459 A #E Pnoepyga albiventer 4F4 F /%31 1F2k48
+ 3B Paradoxornis verreauxi 2 B &3 iTxk{S
KGR Alcippe cinereiceps M
& B R 5
B AR
A3 Aaf TR
R Sylviidae
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B
£ kg f Aegithalidae
EE LR Aegithalos concinnus =59 -
g L Fringillidae
-] Pyrrhula erythaca 44 § /431 152048
Tl % Carpodacus vinaceus HRE LT
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ek 5 BAkiFE ATFEFTRF FIAPELRG o R R il

_:‘_%:
% » #& (Number of individuals) 37
A s A F) =8 (Number of loci) 5
T 3o%tis A F1#c (Mean number of alleles per locus) 8.6
TinB AL 3 5 R R IEH & (Mean expected heterozygosity) 0.577
BIERG MM RO S (2 wERIABAY 2 - FR)

0.1352
[Combined non-exclusion probability (first parent)]
PG M B S (g a2 - BB T - BR)

0.0355

Combined non-exclusion probability (second parent)
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Fu & LiD*  TajimaD

h S Hd+SD 7 +SD tost est
x| 0.387 -0.786
“=* Dnasp 7 6 0.592+0.085  0.00095+0.0002 = 0.57 0=0.24
7 6  0.5916+0.085 0.00095+0.0002 0786
p=0.25

(Dnasp 4.901 & Arlequin 3.5.1.2)




tafin &, 5 bA B F 7] (1070bp) 84 % B EAR? % 7

- a HdiSD 7Z iSD éj\j]-j— éﬁ @ Reference
RH M (Luscinia ) 592+0.085  0.00095+0.0002 2600~3500m st
johnstoniae)
7 4. 0 4 (Carpodacus 0.39 0.0006 2000mm b G

vinaceus formosanus)

(McKay et al., 2010, BMC

é?[ ,% (Liocichla steeri/) 0002 1 OOO~2800m Evol$g?g;3;o;ogy,
PR 0.910+0.056  0.003+0.000  Fx~1000m s e

(Leucodioptron taewanum)
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(Liew & Chung, 2001, Western pacific earth sciences, 1, p405)

14,000~12,000F : I 4E A K iTHAIE
RMERRUEEE EHATREH LY
’]5'7\‘ 333 ﬁ}'(‘ 'E{(Tuskada, 1966, Proceeding of national

academy of sciences,USA, 55, p543)
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Lin et al, 2008, Molecular Ecology, 17, p5008
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LAMARC B K0 #1 B BIEE &

Frequency

LAMARC E\ R‘ 5}*}? ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁ. é =#=Point probability

2 217% (173,190 )
BTGB ARS

fi B A& B MR REF
1.0*108

©=0.0017319
95%C|=0.0025~0.975

0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005 0.006 0.007
Theta ( ©=NeL)
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fBFHA....

5 F78HF8M03B04MD

CTAAGGCCTTGCTAGCAGAAGCCTGGTTAGAGTATTAGTACCTAATTTTAAGACATATTTGATTTAGGAAAATATCTATCTAT
CTAAGGCCTITGCTAGCAGAAGCCTGGITAGAGTATTAGTACCTAATTTTAAGACATATTTGATTTAGGAAAATATCTATCTAT
CTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCATCCATCCA
CTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCTATCATCCATCCA

"ATCATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCAT""ATCCAT CATCCATCCATC
CATCATCCATC L.AT CATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCATCCATC

18l % 5 7] (flanking region) $ 4 €& K &

5 F78HF8M03BO7M9

ATGCGGATGGAT GGATGGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGAT
ATGGATGGAT GGATGGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAGATAG
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Satio et al., 2006, Molecular Ecology Note, 6, p425
4 Bh & 2 98 (Tarsiger cyanurus)

Locus  Sequence

Tey9 F: ATGGCTTGGAAAGGACTGTG
R: gtttct TGGCAAACAATGTCAAAG

Teyl2  F: TTGCTGGTAATGGCAGARTG
R: gHttGCAAAGGARATTGAAGGA

Teyl3  F: TGCAGAAGCARGACTCARAAR ™
R: GGATGGTTAGTATTTTCTAC

Teyl5  F: GCTCATAAGRAGAGGGGACTARRA
R: gttt TGGOCCAAATACRAGATTTC

Teyll32  F: cagtegggegicatca TTTGEGAAATCTTGCTTGGT
R: gtttcTTGGATGTCATGARCAGGTGA

Teyll45  F: cagtcgggcgtcatca ACATACCAAAGTCACCTGGA
R: gtttctCAATGEETARAGTATTATTGCAT

GenBank
Accession

AB2334449

AB23345()

AB233451

4% 88 & /g (Alcippe morrisonia)

Molecular Ecology Resou
| 2009,9, p1460

PERMANENT GENETIC RESOURCES NOTE

Permanent Genetic Resources added to Molec
Resources Database 1 May 2009-31 July 200

EMBL Lee et al., 2006, Molecular Ecology ,18, p2728
Primer set accession no.  Primer sequences (5— 3t References
Aard-Ggas US2388 F: [6-FAMACCWATTETCTANCATRCTTTCTCCATC
AF234988 R: CTAACATAACATGAY TAACCTCTCTES
Calex-05 AMOT2453 F: [E |Ex]mmmT
R: GTTTCTT-TOCACACCTCTTOGACAGTTCANTA
LOX1 V16820 F: GTTTCTT-ATGATECTAACTCTAATGARARCC
H: [NEDICCACACRCJ\'I‘ICJ\CTC‘I’AT‘IG g )
PAT MP 2-43 AMO56063  F: [HEXJACAGCTACTCAGARATCGARAC ELE ALE
R: GTATCCAGRCTCTTTCCTEATG (Cyanistes
Peap3 AJ279805 F: [6-FAM]GGTCTTTGCTGAGCOGEGE CEUT)
R
Pmal22 AY 260527 F
R
Te. 11B4E-CEST(B) F
R
TG11-011 F e ef al. (2008)

8041

rson (unpublished data)
e et al. (1994)

rson (unpublished data)

IR B4 4 o

(Zosterops lateralis
chlorocephala)

R: GCTEETECTETCAGTOCCAC

Huang et al., 2004, Molecular Ecology Note, 4, p170 /
Core PS5 2] GenBank
Locus motif (Garrulax accession 4 Yeung et al., 2004, Molecular Ecology Note, 4, p420
canorus)
GC-GATAO8 (GATA),, AY366082 ocus Repeat motif (Lﬁ ,%h/ / i
iocicl .
GC-GATA10 (GATR),, AY366076seata7 (gata),, a steerii) AY3H ‘I’Evca(;:ggeyt ;L‘;tz?g?;)l‘\lﬂ:gecular
GC-GATA11  (GaTR),, F: T T AY366077 llsqatal? (gata).gaca AY3( F 7 La 2 (parus monticoius ﬂ_
R: TGAACTACTTACCAGATATCATCCACT ( gata ) »
GC-GATA13 (GATR),, F:GGAGACCAAACTCCTGCCTCC AY366078Isgatal5  (gata),, lz  Avafosel rex#k
R: TTCTCTCCACGRAAACCCTTCC e N %&L*,ﬁ(%md‘mm
GC-GATA14 (GATA)IO F: TGATCAGATTTCTTTATCTGE AY366079 l'sgatal? (gata)m F-CTGTTTGGCRAATAGAACCTCGAA  AY3( webbianus bulomachus)
R: GGTTATCCCATGGACTETTCC R-CCTTCCACACAACTCCACARACG
GC-GATAI1S (GATR),, F:CAGAGTTTTCACAAAGCCTCTGC AY366080sqata2l (gata);gaca F-TTAACCTGTGTCAAGGGATGAAG  AY3(
R: GACTATCGAARATCAATCARGG ( gata )4 R-GAACATACCARAGTCACCTCECEAA
GC-GATA22 (GATR),, F:GACCAGAATCCACCCTGACAGC AY366081sgata2d  (gata)y, F-GAGTGCTAAGCATTCCTGCCAC  AY3(
R: AGACCAATGAATAAAACCCACTS R-GGGCTTCTTETECCACARACT '
GC-GATA23 (GATA), F: ACCAGARAGCTCTGACAAGG AY366075 |lsgata2s (gata), F-CAGGACAAACAAGGCTTCTTCC  AY3§(
R: CTACAARAARAACTCCAATTCCAC R-TGTCATCCCATTEATEGECTC




Sttt E AR % AR

p value

Locus Sequence 5'-3' K N Hone  Hgg, (HWE) Reference

Tey9 F: ATGGCTTGGAAAGGACTGTG 15 17 1 093 02 gggg etal
R: gtttct TGGCAAACAATGTCAAAG

TG11-011 F: ACAAACTAAGTACATCTATATC 4 35 0457 0442 1.0 ;;g“”
R: TAAATACAGGCAACATTGG

Titgata02 F: ACCTCCAGGATGGGGACTCC 7 30 0633 0677 037 %‘g;g etal
R: TTGTCTTTTGGGTTGCCTGA

GC-GATA15 F: CAGAGTTTTCACAAAGCCTCTGC 14 33 0.758 0.746 0.89 gggﬂg etal
R: GACTATGGAAAATCAATCAAGG

PwGATA4  F: ACTGGACTGTCCACATGGA 332 0063 0092 005 @ hkEx

R: CGTGCCTTCGCAAGTTGG
Fi 86 294 0582 0.577

ek RHBARHKK - HABN) @ ZUSFRERREA(Hop) » 2R THRERRMMAE(Hgp) o F#r(HWE)ie Rl P

7 A WA % R AR B AL R e Bk oA R 4



15 v s pAE B AR A R R A A R 3R SR SRR

Tcy9  TGI11-011 Titgata02 GC-GATA1S PwGATA4
Tcy9 -
TG11-011 0.8868 -
Titgata02 0.4432 0.0888 -
GC-GATAIS 1.0000 0.5335 0.1837 -
PwGATA4 0.3658 0.0134 1.0000 0.4916 -

Bonferroniik iEtype | errorgy gz 5748 ( ¢ =0.005)
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Tey9 Tetra-repeat
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St i B
4 28 1 BEZ

nE

0.8 7

0.7 1

0.6 1

0.5 1

0.4 4

0.3 1

0.2 1

0.1 1

TG11 Di-repeat

220 222 224 226
bkt R E

BE

0.6 7

0.5 1

04 1

0.3 1

0.2 1

0.1 1

GC15 Tetra-repeat

128 158 162 166 170 172 174 178 179 182 187 191 195 199
bon.E kS

ns

0.6 -
05 -
0.4 -
0.3 -

0.2 A

0.1

Tit02 Tetra-repeat

186 217 225
MR SR

nE

1.2 4

0.8 -

0.6

04 -

0.2 1

PW4 Tetra-repeat

136 139 143
bok. B RCES




FHNERE L F P RAEE MBI

( tABottleneck #k & 747 )

alidl

Locus N K Hobs Heq S.D. (Hobs-Heq)/sd

Tcy9 26 14 0.942 0926 0.021 0.753
TGI1-011 70 4 0.442  0.456 0.17 -0.085
Titgata02 60 7 0.677 0.671 0.116 0.053
GC-GATAIS 66 14 0.746  0.846  0.048 -2.095
PwGATA4 64 3 0.092 0356 0.176 -1.502

heterozygosity excess =0.68

=0.74

heterozygosity excess over combined dataset

HAHN) 5 #HE AR E(K) 5 BAEF B EBEEME(Hobs) 5 IAME 445 X T #nl K -7 % -7 (mutation-drift equilibrium, Heq)
AALTHEE®SARAP

heterozygosity excess)
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% 4 4 X (stepwise mutation model), £ =T

AT HREA 2UME B

* RANIBRE L FH T RA B EMAFMH, #LDNA

B3| 43 2 e BEIE TR 45 R AR 4







R WHBA MBI R
& B &SN B b5 ?
&N R T REB?
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3k 27
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% IZN?

. s 1 >
] /& 44 & "% 95 (Luscinia svecica) 1B = 34X

% 26% T 1% % JE 45 & F 4% (EPP) .
(Johnsen & Lifjeld 2003) %4 f 7.7




AT E RG2S

# A2 (Number of individuals) 37
wifer 2 2 R 48 2t (Number of loci) 5
T34 445 & B # (Mean number of alleles per locus) 8.6
FHEA ST EEEIAME (Mean expected heterozygosity) 0.577

HERAA RGO X B (FoERXERE P —28H)

[Combined non-exclusion probability (first parent)] 0.1352
HERAA B AR FRE (B R P RIS —EH) 0.0355

Combined non-exclusion probability (second parent)
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