PR kRBEEEFY (-)

LR R RS I AL R AR 2
¢ £ g 101 & 12 ¥

(A2 PN FEE% BBET L ERAL 2 AAABHADL)












& kg PG10101-0364

LAKRBBELEFY (o)

L LEEY PEVES IS
¢ Za §) 101 & 12

(FF2PFAEHE BBEFEL I ERL 3 A ABHAR)



TRRBEBEEFT(-)



m;i‘. ® ©®© ©® e o e e ° ° © © ° © © © ° © ©° © ° oo ° ° oo o o o o o 'III

%:’K...............................V

e o o V]I
-

s

i%i%ﬂﬂ\%?ﬂéb\*ﬁ-. e e o o o e o o o o o o o oo o o o o .1

#

:ipi‘%;‘é;iﬁﬂ..ooo..oo..ooo..oo..o7
a:—-éfvpi‘y?‘:o..ooo.ooooooooo.oooo.ooo?

:%ﬁp”‘i'&;‘éo..oo...oo...oo...oo...oo?

5
1
St kg

pi‘%}m... e o o o o e o o o e o o o o e o o o ...15

#
]

-%’\7-.

® ©®© ©®© ©® ©® e o e o ©° ° © © © © ©° ° © o° © o° ° o o o o o 049

-l

»
4
I
G

54

»
|
3
-g%..

® ©®© ©®© ©® ©® e o o ° © ° © © o ° © ° © o° oo o o o oo oo 057

)
1y
i
ﬂ‘\;

oo.o.ooo00000000000000000057
'ﬁ’ﬁ?‘—""""""'"""""""""61

il s o o o o s e e s s e s e e s s s s e e s e e s e e e e s s sf3

}{%‘Booo...o000000000000000000000065



TRRBEBEEFT(-)



I
31 FIRFZBREYULSFE ¢ ¢ ¢ o 0 0 0 0000000 oo 43
W32 KATEZAHRBATION F T e o o o o o oo o o o o o o 44
¥ 3-3 ,};ﬁl\J,i\J,;&\J,;gLB;é@aﬁ;\: ............. 44

W 3-4 & kA Fe DNA & PCR #15*r# D-loop * LT AH » » + 45
W 3-5 4 -kA%#¥ D-loop & F1H £ 3] Neighbor-joining L% b Tafd+ - 46
W 36 *&BF-ka%¥ D-loop A F1E 24| Neighbor-joining A% M tha - 47

W 3-7 4 Ak A% Nested Clade Analysis S5 Bl ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o o o o 48



TRRBEBEEFT(-)



W oW W W W W W W W W W e W W W W W W W e W e W e

2-1

2-2

3-1

3-2

3-3

3-4

3-5

3-6

3-7

3-8

3-9

3-10

3-11

3-12

3-13

3-14

3-15

3-16

3-17

3-18

3-19

3-20

3-21

3-22

% =%
EERBEIFPLE > FHPBLEEXFE, o 0000 13
EACALARB2EHNFTLIIAFNAHMFELELER - -« + 14

2012 #E4 FHEF LB RAFHABHAITR « « ¢ 0 o o0 0. 22
FEBZ LR HALREERALGFRETISE  « » o o 22
KRB EBE A, e o o o o o o o o o o o o 0 0 00 oo 23
FREEFPLRKAEHBEZ P CHBIERE (M) o o o 00 oo 24
FHEBE LR KALP B BEFER » o0 00000 e . 25
KA FPERBEEU2ZER o ¢ ¢ ¢ o 0 0 00000000 26
KB Z BB 2 BB o o o o o o o o o 0 o 0 e 0 0 e o 27
KREFRE P2 R P ILH(%) e ¢ o o o o 0 0 0 000 28

NEHRABALZREEABESPLREY L3 e ap e - 029
BEEINABEPLEKABHERN 2 pESH A2 B0 « « 30
MEEABHIPLFLEPHERAN AR ESHAH2 80« « 30
REEFABAGPALERBIEERN IR ES A k2 80 - « 31
BMEELIBAEIPLFERPHERN IR ESH K2« « 31
LA SELE TR AKEAFT S DFAEKE - - - - - 32

MEEY TR SAMA T E (mitochondrial genome) B 5] « « 33

£t # % D-loop A71¥ 2 3|4 # & & 4 (Haplotypes Inference) * 35
AARPRRLFIEP KA SHABEER . « o o+ 0 o o oo 37
KRR EEGEHEELS L EF)T B DR « o o o o o . 38
Nested Clade Analysis % &R & « o o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o o & 39
$ AR EE D-loop MGH= FHB GRS « o o o o o o o 40
FALRAGTNER KRG B2 BEBFERR « « o o o 0 0 0 0 41
Nested Clade Analysis # #* S « « o o o o o o o o o o 42



TRRBEBEEFT(-)

VI



# &
Mgk kR - Z R R Y P ER S FELD
- NPT A

4 /¢ -k A (Formosan sambar, Rusa unicolor swinhoii) #_% &4 5 & 8 > = 4.7
PRTHET A b S REERE Y Fler B SR ER A B - RARR

ERlATE KA iRy B Flpt AP RE £ F S A AL EETY
ALt R kA RIS KRR NG Y IS 4 LR AT 4
KRR ER S dd REERF L VR B DET R R RS s
RSN GEE =S A
B Skt L1

BRI SRR ERAT ] A AP S AR ERA WP F LR 2 GPS
BB FHORREF RO 2012 # L wie 13 & B B TR L
FTAHAAT KRS B  EFEF > 2 R PR A T A
HA2Fde HREEHHFHE T AT E o

B EESEERPLE O APERT 12 S8z f4pis 0 p 2011 & 12
312012 & 10 P BRI RO AAEBFAAREY R TR FARERE D
FEaFab it e REL -

012 #H S ERFFLFBRP AR KARTBEHEAT LRFEM T (3
PREMRGBEEY TH) 20w (FF 7)) kRBERALITo P 0o
A 47 362 458 D-loopDNA 2 £ B3> ¢ EFFL®E L 2L T a3
WL R R T R AR R R AR RS
BAti AP AR ZRRFO AR EIRERBE 2 HAhFEL 2
LB B R BRI 2 LATEHE R L AR LB LR o
ZERFR

KR TP A FEH S 5 200-500 M 5 B ¥ A2 6 km o 14 95% MCP

VII



TRRBEBEEFT(-)

(minimum convex polygon) & & 7% & # ] » 4 I3 + H 7 it 1,584 ha e p T2
B 45 [§1(6914504 ha) + v i (3854298 ha) » & 3 4 w R & H 4 H R A& E
WAk Bad > » CRMOE 2T & RBAY BREFANDEL LRI ER
* 3R 15-40 B IR $ A e 2 X B R R A LMD F - Rl
WHEENME: P LR Y Il S8 p BB R o Ak 10T
73,500.5h ° & % Hom #E B § P fa s L % (01=44.54) » -k A = 2 (01=9.24) -
1500-2000 m % $at & civds 4 a2 AR R A FR R 0 R B Z BARL R DR -
j%miamm%~%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ?%m4ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁn?o
st DNA B3 @ S o475 > D-loop E2A|p w22 m30 B A
3] (haplotype) > M+ § R R RO FE L < B2 £ 2R IER K1
BEFOEFTEREY “‘frﬁ%*“}{?ﬂﬂ% a fEROFL cERDPRILS LR
BEEY THIB ZHRROFIER &2 L85 9] 6 BE A E PR
R R0 RIS F o GBS M 24 47 > bootstrap & F (4 4 {787 & 1b

Falic (Fsr) -4k A 23 A0 - MRy THE2ARMFOAY S

BRI - ARG - FEHLREEY THEE A PRER P
FLhE L LR 2 AWAESFELRAIBEE AP LAY - HFH - &

BREFEAL Y L LR REFE o Nd A F st R o A SEEA SR 5 58,000
3 118,000 & » % X% f 4 g6 o kiR 8 o Nested clade analysis 4 45 % % »
Rom sy s R dg > A+ 4 KRG B A FlR2 - o @ R PE

LKA PRT RvE R L BT RARE Y fek o T L BER A R

[

Mo 5

1

T

ED

=g i

FIrF oA RApl o ¥ b BB j24 A L % ol B

S

.
i
=Ry

A EFAARE RO FEB IR VAL LU TR
3 RZFHRIAL

2 WE (TR
APEEH S ERRRS A RA P EARR RO FIY ¢
ES e g I

VIl



i &

KR PR M R A RO BT R AR 27
BRUELET 3 0 EF {0 3532 2REH T2 B X ERF RO B F
THEL %

£ ek
ER e s IR A e S b N
Eand R R L Al AR o LI E S S (il S kY

dON AT B AP R PR L TR R M ERW A s adEe R
Tl LR ERAPITER P T EI - ERr - XTF o

PPN ARRFOFIREY THLRGHEE 3o R RFE A

B F R E B BT R



FERRBEE ()

ABSTRACT

Keywords: sambar deer, space use, habitat selection, population genetics

The Formosan sambar deer (Rusa unicolor swinhoii), an endemic subspecies to
Taiwan and also classified as a “rare and valuable species” in Conservation Law, was
studied to learn its space use, habitat selection, and genetic differentiation among
populations from 2009 to 2012 in Taroko National Park due to a recent rapid increase
of its population.

We used GPS collars to study the space use and habitat selection by Formosan
sambar deer in Mt. Chilai, Taroko National Park. Location data from 13 deer were
analyzed for their daily movement, home range, and habitat selection. Habitat
selection study included 5 variables: vegetation type, elevation, aspect, slope, and
solar radiation. The daily movement distance of sambar deer was about 200-500 m,
and the maximum distance was over 6 km. The mean home range (95% minimum
convex polygon) was 691+504 ha for male and 385+£298 ha for female, and the largest
one was 1,584 ha. The deer preferred using arrow-bamboo grassland. Every
individual migrated between the medium-elevation and high-elevation areas
seasonally. The slopes of 15-40 degrees were most frequently used by deer. In
addition, the deer did not show a consistent preference to different aspect and solar
radiation.

We established 12 camera traps to monitor the fauna of Taosai River basin and
Mt. Nanhu. We also compared the animal relative abundance among seasons and
among elevation zones. The total sampling effort was 73,500.5 hours. The results
showed that the muntjac (O1=44.54) and sambar deer (O1=9.24) were the 2 most
abundant large mammal in this area. The elevation zone of 1500-2000 m had higher

diversity and abundance of large mammals than the other 3 higher elevation zones. In
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addition, the muntjac, wild boar, and Formosan macaque might migrate seasonally
among different elevation zones.

To study the genetic structure, we collected deer samples from the north region
(Nanhu-Taosai route and Taosai mid-lower stream route) and southeast region (Mt.
Chilai and Panshi) of Taroko National Park this year. Entire D-loop sequences of
mitochondrial DNA from 362 samples were analyzed, including the samples of
Mt.Chilai, Mt. Panshi, Nanhu-Taosai route and Taosai mid-lower stream route. In
addition, the samples of Shei-Pa National Park, Danda Wildlife Refuge, Yushan
National Park, and Da-wu-shan Natural Reserve were also collected and analyzed to
construct the genetic diversity analysis among diverse regions. Thirty haplotypes were
identified based on the polymorphism of mitochondrial sequences. The preliminary
results showed that genetic diversities of Taroko National Park and Danda Wildlife
were higher than those other regions. Importantly, there were 6 haplotypes possessed
unique nucleotide substitution characteristics in Taroko Taosai mid-lower stream,
Shei-pa Cui Pond, and Shei-pa Zhile Creek distinguished to other regions in Taiwan.
Formosan sambar deer was divided into two major clades based on the phylogenetic
analysis, bootstrap value, and fixation index (Fst). The Taosai mid-down steam clade
consisted of Taosai mid-lower stream, Shei-pa Cui Pond, and Shei-pa Zhile, and the
Central mountain clade consisted of Nanhu-Taosai route, Mt.Chilai, Mt.Panshi, Danda
Wildlife Refuge, and Da-wu-shan Natural Reserve. The divergence time between two
major clades was 58,000-118,000 years ago based on the molecular clock calculation,
and this time frame was located approximately in the last glacial period in Taiwan.
The result of nested clade analysis indicated the geographic isolation was also a cause
of genetic differentiation among Formosan sambar deer populations. Based on the
investigation of this research, the different geographical and climatic conditions of

conservation areas were taken into consideration in the conservation levels and
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strategies of Formosan sambar deer. Furthermore, developing genetic markers with
higher resolution in proceeding population genetic management is urgently required.

This project comes to the immediate and long-term strategies.
For immediate strategies:

1. Alarger sample size and longer period of deer tracking should be collected
for providing more reliable information on management and conservation. In
addition, this would be benefit for publishing this study on an international
journal and for advertising the efforts on conservation by Taroko National
Park.

For long-term strategies:

1. The lifetime of the digital scouting camera with 1 battery package is longer
than a half year. Thus, using the camera for fauna monitoring is now
applicable in the remote mountain areas. The Headquarter of National Park
can assign the rangers to set up and retrieve the data every 0.5-1 year period.

2. The establishment of unique Formosan sambar deer in Taroko Taosai
mid-lower stream and its relationships with natural environment, geographic
environment, and climatic changes should be investigated and clarified in the

future.
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bzt Ryt o A MBHIER P EE LB R B

ST LR SR Y R e I AL DL T

4y
9

#c o rt-testet ° goodness-of-fit testst i > 1 R A H EH FE RPN 0 R T
ARB - MW Z Bt RAORBEF]F - APPET BB R e s S HBHHE .
F o JI* f247 & 30x30 medic i B A7 ] & (digital elevation model):& 7 4 7 o
FREEMEZaPLRERAZE S ? 2 4 TR

BEEZIBPIDIDIAPFFEIZF > d WRAFEY 27 54 F) g 5L

FR7AFF AR LFEFIALLAEBI AL SH LS GRR S FIH*F
drf R A AT AP 2011 & 127 THAIREELY PR AR EERSE

Ba@PLE > pagl00meanH-F At IaPbEk o jp2EXR 12 5
Reconyx HC500 p #: P& 4p % (Reconyx, Holmen, USA)(# 2-1) » M ¥ %k gr 2
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LAKABEELEL ()

B AR R RE BRI T4 0 R

Y p A EE S TV ESTARY A A B FAE SR HYR Y
2 & 12 Ol (occurrence index ) 5 ** & & (35 and £ 1% i= 2002): Ol 3+ & = ;2
4o

Ol=(7F »xPe % fic/4p ¥ 1 1¥pFc)x1000

Fi-HRFRSLZHFEBDS )T (6-87 ) #9117 ) 2 (12-2 % )z BFE
2 % 1,500-2,000 ~ 2,001-2,500 ~ 2,501-3,000 ~ 3,001-3,500 = i# /& - & > ™17 f%
R AdRES S RARLIHETREL -

P PR AT R R R o R L - PR
PRt Y Bl B3P hE SRR S B vt B r g B SR R R R R

B enjpstiad £ o
P L EFRATLAEP AR BE RS - BHEBIA T
N R

CERRAFORBN BB HRA S (012) HHELENUHAEET 3 F 5

=

A THMUBERIENEY THEREE IS s AL IR (P LB ER)

v

FHRMNFFLFEL L LR LA o

ol

ATREBE R FRALARALERLA AP REL AL 4RR
FEFRM LRSS EIRAESF (M Ie) S2RRFEFYE S 2R

Nt
ne

%
{

o
S
£
s
3%
/\-
=
[

LA A el E R LRSS R HRE SIS L 2 LR

¥
et

Poe WA e EFRLERBHRABELE L6 BHRA a3 @D
A8 B-RABEALMELY THBBRARAM ZHERNFORNES B3 #
R 25 PR AR AL A WA SRS ERRAER T5 B A T LR RS FIR
Fr 131 B-kAE A A AL 101 Bk AR A o S W H 522 Bk o
SRR AEE L Y s DNA i B

$i8 DNA 50 a3 [F R (7T § - IR G R AE 1 g2 2 DNA 4= % E 5>
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FoORFEBII Bl B2 Bt DNAC - PR > d SRR A9 g fe i 2
e 5B 1~29 #3415 mLFF(MERCK, Germany)2 5mL 7 1mM
EDTA(SIGMA, USA) 2_ % fbeife % » 3o & 3gie i 16 » 11 CTAB i3 i (MERCK,
Germany ) % phenol/chloroform/isoamyl alcohol ;& £ ;% (25:24:1, SIGMA, USA )
i#17 DNAA=# 5P/ {88 » % = FFEd QIAamp spin column (QIAGEN, USA )
Wb DNA o

#- b iR e 4 ~ QIAamp spin column £$ 14 6,000 xg &t 182 Eipik 0 £
for FIARIR £ 0% 0 EAF R 3R 0 8,000 rpm 1 4 48 o 1 AWL i i - 8000 rpm
oo 144 0 e column > £ 4e ~ AW2 3 i - 12 20,000 xg (14000 rpm)dg.
3 A48 o ik column £ 4 gk (4 4% AT 15 ml e B s F o 4e » AE B e
B3 Sk > 28,000 rpm R T A 1 A4S BB (G d1R) 0 1k
e iR] DNA K & x5 3 79 % & ] DNA ~ ] 2 &0 o

- R & pr4dgd & s (Polymerase Chain Reaction » PCR)#%3% DNA & £

4 Ak Rk s kg D-loop £ cytochrome b DNA % B3B3 @ 1945 2 1]?:_»5 NCBI
Genbank % % 2. B 7] (accession number: NC008414 ) &+ 2 ¥f313F » & $F31 3
WA LRI LB 5 1,256 bp &2 1,301bp o 43 & & kA ESRME ) ®
DNA £ 7| PCR ¥ Jif i+ 5 50 ul & 84 - 2448 DNA #4 ~ 50 mM KCI -
mM Tris-HCI (pH 8.3)~ 0.5 mM MgCl; ~ 0.2 uM 513 ~ 100 uM dNTP 12 % 1 unit
Tag B &4aoiv* 152 :04°C4 245 5% 94°C 1l »45°60°C1 ~ 481 %2 72°C 15
Ldbk 28 B RS T2°CLO A2 g R 17* -PCR A4 & 1.2% 3 #3348 /1X
TBE i T A5 % o

MEEAE T RAPAMA T >E DNA » B33 145> Fe# NCBI
Genbank ¥ % 2_ B 7] (accession number: NC008414 ) = 23+ 16 %513 » = ¥t
SIS A E RS Lkbe 313 B 54cd 2-2 - PCR #3 4 /4K AL kst 4 2L 7]
> & DNA B 7 F i 4ot #7if o
w s D-loop DNA 22 588 & Fle > £ B 7 A 45

11



FERRBEE ()

DNA & 7|4 7B 2 forward 2 % reverse & #8351+ » i e prig (7 7% » 1
2 ABI PRISMTM Dye Terminator Cycle Sequence Kit (Applied Biosystems
Division, Perkin-Elmer Cetus)#% z_" 5 3730 DNA 5 71| 4 7 & (ABI) 4 +7 2 DNA
B3 o
E - AWDNAEF S &t~ i BiE3e > i3 @4 v (genetic differentiation) ~
B Bl BALGM GERA 4T

T Aok R R A g8 D-loop £2 cytochrome b DNA B 7] et #4225 S 48 DNA A
7% gt 7R * MegAlign multiple alignment # %2 (DNASTAR Inc.):g {7+
¥ o 41 * Jotun Hein Method (Hein 1990) #-7 [ /& 7| & fe 38 7 2 B v ¥ > &2
FHPHRRECE > TR HERA N TE A GIFER LY o BRRAZF
D-loop & cytochrome b & 71 ¢ @ e (pairwise distance) ] i# * DNA Sequence
Polymorphism (DNASP) i %% i& {7 4 473+ & (Librado and Rozas 2009) - . B 4t
(phylogenetic tree) 2- 2= = % 42 45 & ~ o2 X ;= (Maximum Likelihood, ML)
(Felsenstein 2006) - ‘& i * PHYLIP & 4% ;% [PHYLIP 3.6: Phylogeny Inference
Package. University of Washington, Seattle, WA % PHYLIP Version 3.66 Executables
for PowerMac. University of Washington, Seattle, WA]:*+ & i3 @ ﬁ‘;:ﬂ o X gl F izt
i# (F-statistic) 3+ 5 2 % ¥ Fgr & (4 1 1 #c) 35 & * Genepop Version 4 ik
4% (Raymond and Rousset, 1995 ) -

Bt AR F I ana R B B 0 Bl % % Randi et al. (1997) #7g % 2
#4% > 12 r=0.4-0.8x107 (nucleotide substitutions/site/year) 1 % 43 44+ H A

g giamso i 7oK 2 ax umpa R kRAEE AL IR

2r
AN QSR = A
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221 REELMBIGPLE P BARBEEXE -
¥ At (TWD97) & 4% (m) ZEK P P8 A5

A 300081, 2685299 1,522 2011/12/27 Keep Guard

B 299635, 2685497 1,663 2011/12/28 Keep Guard

C 298736, 2686537 1,879 2011/12/29 Reconyx HC-500
D 298912, 2687195 1,607 2011/12/29 Reconyx HC-500
E 298810, 2687338 1,541 2011/12/29 Reconyx HC-500
F 298112, 2688452 1,598 2011/12/31 Reconyx HC-500
G 296723, 2688941 2,405 2012/1/1 Reconyx HC-500
H 295257, 2688833 2,995 2012/1/2 Reconyx HC-500
| 295603, 2690140 2,243 2012/1/4 Reconyx HC-500
J 294720, 2694493 3,510 2012/1/16 Reconyx HC-500
K 290134, 2697007 2,606 2012/1/17 Reconyx HC-500
L 293206, 2697267 3,190 2012/1/17 Reconyx HC-500
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322 FARAPAMIENMFTLIIFIAEAAMFLELR

H g 5
515 LA B 5(5'-3)
+ & (bp)
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF1 TCCCAGCCTTCCTATTAACC 913
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF2 AACGGAAAGAAATGGGCTAC 1,386
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF3 AAACATCACCTCCAGCATAAC 1,087
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF4 CTTCACAAACAAACTTTGCCC 1,376
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF5-2 TGCATATGACACGTATCACTAC 1,297
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF6 CCAACTCAACTACTACCACAC 1,029
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF7 GTCTAATGCTTCACTCAGCC 936
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF8 CTACTACTTCTCTCACTCCCTG 1,016
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF9 CTTTCTTTCCACAACACTTCC 1,016
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF10 AGTTTCCTCTGAAGACGTACTG 1,079
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF11 CTTGCTCACTTTCTTCCAC 975
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF12 GGGAACCGCAACCACATAC 945
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF13 TGCACTCCTATTACCACTTC 927
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF14 TCCGACTCTCTATCAACAC 1,356
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF15-2 GGCAAATATACCCACCACATT 1,130
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF16 ATTGGATGAGAAGGTGTAGG 1,470
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF17-1 TAGGACAACCCCGATTCCC 1,445
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF18 TGACCAATATCCGAAAAACCC 929
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF19 AATCCACTCAACACACCCCC 1,282
Formosan Sambar mtDNA PF20-2 CCTCGTCAACATGCATATCCC 982
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$z% FIER

¥=2% FI®¥R

FkRIERT ARFER

AEREFHI0 LKA &2 52250 H P 9 8 Aegt GPS 3E B iTif Bi(#
3-1)- &£ HHLF Y ¥ R (24 2009,2010; fFdF % 247 2011) > * 4 4230
B kg & 422022 10 vpoze i T 3988 £ 14049 cm~ A § 99+8 cm-~5E [Fl 7117 cm-~
2 € 114413 kg > v T 3288 £ 130+9cm ~ A & 89t5cm ~ §EF 47+4cm ~ #E &
78+12 kg (% 3-2) -

£ E o B RTR(2 % 2010; AL A 24 2010) 0 P K 13 &k
REBRF IS e F AT 2 356 LPRA LT LA EHIR Fb R S
23 p (44 107 AyFBR - PR O EFEEGE ¢ ) k¥ 53560 0 EFD
F xR B Ec 3T 21 3 8267 B (% 3-3) 0 B A LB R Fe 4570 BT B
BRE- ~ EERRE o

KRBT e AR S 200-500m i A p R EE SR A EEIm.
B % 7 it 6,207 m (% 3-4); 2 95% MCP i B i& # 46 ] » 75 # 45 5 4 7 it 1584
ha » z&m T i’aiéiﬁ%%@(wlﬂm ha) ~ ** ¢ A (385298 ha) » e 14 fixed kernel
method & & 3 & @& * 5 d g Bl o ff 0 R AE 7 22 A (50+22 ha) e v L (51437 ha)
HE g AP T (% 3-5)

St RAEFERDY  NTRTRRALEDI0 EBHITLS 4T o AP L

W & erd vk R R Bk 1S 100%MCP B9 > %& S5 R (R 3-1) 0 @

5 3225ha # ¢ ATk G fF 1 GBS TR BAE ] 5 A E 4R(60.31%) > H = ik A
w 4HFRE R HR(17.36%) ~ 4 ¢ B E & X4 1 (11.04%) ~ B E R(8.62%) ~ Ak +
(2.67%) o 12+ > A7 FOR R E BB AT 0 0 B2 RB T E e

Bl o B%AF LKA B SFREF L R (P<.001) 57 K AHF F RS 5E
e

W TR Y HF A o £ 18- 95 2 Bonferroni simultaneous confidence interval

PIEHBRRBEEATERE TR AT 4 0 KA KB RERET F 8



FERRBEE ()

%%@ﬁ%%%?&&ﬁ’%&%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁéﬁ*ﬁmﬂ%@ﬁﬂi%—ﬁ’
S ER S BE RGBS 0 RIS B HISRS #7 (4 36)0 kH Y F4

FARG ot GIE A AR G G 0 TR BRI AR AREL .

BBt ReEE ER D ATRRTARE ANRBRET  TEERF AR
%5 20003 3,000mz > &-kRBAIDERT P AKREFHALF LR
*inf KA L 1,474m o BB 3 3276 m(B] 3-2) o Aok R T B2 B R 0 B
FoRRA R R MR K 15-40 KTk B (% 3-7) 0 AL 50 A et 0§ BB AL
B AR B ARAR G 7T LR T RAREF R EP R
B(Z38 RSB 1571 R) 3 & B * il B A F KT EE-2 B4R > ¥ 3
ERRMPANMEFLR kAT AREZ B FRE & BHER S 2 E
B ¥ 74 - k(% 3-8)> 11 y° goodness-of-fit test 22\ 2L > 2 4 v fpd > 2 13 & i
B3 108 BAE A F L E(P<0.001) &7 L kA B LT H ¥ * chdw o
A e FIRHA L REFNNVIBE e LA BE R ot R R T
B R EEL 2 B EET 4 BT ACE DA B EREFR

BoALBHTACE DB RHEEFRME TSR AaEFLR LR

TRRFT R EFRIBHEHEIRF L FE DD -

R REEAFHaPLRLAZE G ¢ LA d 5 TR
2012 # 10 » wiiz 11 & p $o4pt8 > dpis 1 (FpFdy 5 105 B 7 » 1 Pk
5 735005 (# 3-9)c S5 B T HELEY F A5 L £ (01=4454) > H s ¥

8 g dE ok A (01=9.24) ~ K J2(01=6.61) ~ ¥ 75 (01=2.04) ~ L % (O1=1.05)
R I i R R B g4 > BT 1500-2000 M 1R s 4 A b B G 0 5
HABWED bR R B R RE - Jo RS Py R
B~ B s RS A o R £ 1,500-2,000 m ~ 2,501-3,000 m ~ 3,001-3,500
M= @R SF A # ¢ 0 A 1,500-2,000 M T i £ A R %
@ g e+ & £ 2501-3,000m & 3,001-3500 m K HR T i AAEE LR D
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ik otk B B § 0 £ Bt & 1,500-2,000m R R E RS BF

WAL LT R ISR AR ARFAFTAHEERL AT ALRD
PohARE (£ 3-10): LEWATE HF3000m 1L FehF AiE oo AL R
¢ £ 1,500-2,000 M % B 0 478 2,000 M e F AR @ F (R 3-11) 1 HRET
NI PENESLEEMFL B AT EF g% 3000m i FAAKE LA

 F R 4 1,500-2,000 m s 3 (£ 3-12) 5 BF iF A AR IR 43 3,000 m oo

|-

o -Enl«

A R RT3 FEEBMEE o H A% 2 023 1,600-2,000 m
BE O Ld e FHME P 2,501-3,000 m % (4 3-13) o

ATk s L E L E s L2 EREGY(R) Bor kR s L E s L EIBE
FRAD BHEBFE D F LR RYRER o KRS LEREER GRG0 L

APpRAES GRS A LR FHB S R R E A

$ L ERPRISFARP AR RAADHE IS - FHBARAL
- AR EE AT
THERRA R EEREY THERR (TRKTS) ¢ 245 F ~ ©H - #eg .l

BB EEE BINEIR T L 2 LRI A6 BoRkAEA S 3P LR
M (NHTS) 2 7 £ ek 85 B-kALtRA 6 2 %o dad KL% (TRKCL)
LE (TRKPS)» 4 w3 3]k 392 16 @4 5 = & B4 (TRKTM) 4 B4

X ERFHEA I ZHRFOFIHE S (SPCP) £ 8% (SPZL) £ jc < g
25 BokmtrA 2 AWARLEREELEE (DD) 24cf 75 B Ao 7 i
+if (DDSL) 17 B2 g45 5900 (DDZM) 2 Bk ALt & » 3 0 B 72 F(YS)
AHER(L A 3-14)E e E 131 B-kAE A A AL E s 101 BRAHER B2
Jc B 522 B A o
S o~ Bk AR H B A 4585488 D-loop 2 Ctyochrome b DNA 5 7|

DNA #6537 8 it 3 & 4% SDS #42id b 6 4% fm %5 i0f k> o P51
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AR ELFT(-)

protease K #-im¥ ¢ J-d k2 > £ #72p mag A Fle (genome) B~k o
t2 41 * phenol £ chloroform 3 it DNA - & {5 128 $HFp ik DNA - d >t b p
Z e DNA = 5 9 e 5 A B 4218 (7 PCR o PCR A 47 5.3 %0 R0 7 4 &
F7RE B A_E  F F A 1okl D-loop A 7| (R 3-4) -
= -~ PCR # & % 2 DNA & 7|4 {7

PCR & Ji& © #3 #.5% DNA 5 7|2 & § > 1.D-loop > = #5411 % 2 & A 7]
E1127 4p > 2Rl D-loop Brls 362 iR ER G A F Y
70% (£ 3-14)- ;2. s 72 > & (whole genome) & 7] » 2 if > & [4

ZLP Tk RRARAE 2 1 2 F 2 | 2 1I( mitochondrial genome )5 71> 4o 4 3-15¢

E - AWDNAEF S &t~ i BiE3e > i3 @4 v (genetic differentiation) ~
A Fne BN GTHL T

- ~ B A ek skl D-loop H £ A A 47

#-p % D-loop > & A 7|4 $7 = 7 2 362 i5 & #)ie (7 ¥ > H D-loop ¥ £
AR B AR LS ek 316 PR EFRI0OBAEFEEA > e P
A LB EHFEER AR SZH 2R S3-54-S5+-S6~S7~S8-~S59 2 S10; 14 %%
P T %5 S11-S12 22 S13° 4 % L% 5 S5+S14 22 S15; & 7 L% 5 S5 S16 »
S17~S18-S192 S20; ZHFRFFI R B L #5880 5 S1 85 S2; 2+ ~ 4
#HrEEE LB AL 5 S15518 -~ S19 ~ S21 £2 S22 5 & 4K A thag &2 05 g0l
HE3lr; S5 821 A3 - 2 LB RNFIATE T 22 Bk - fride S24 &
-4l 2L~ B S21 25264 4] 5 @ & F g S21 - 528 ~ §29 ~ 5230 o LAY
Az oS58 S2l FHABV RS T AT R o ERNE AR FRBEES T
HnE e P A LBEFRESCZHR PRS2 2 S RE 4 § 23 (S1
S2.S7-S11~S12 & S13) $ BB AP A HAE L L 3 FP A F o 2 4
HAdHERRLIREY S2EEA (N - Bikr) HEFMAsEgELd
THEHERT P RTEFTREN S ERRTOFE L A R RRLIRE
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KRz RBME 2 ERLEE -
= ~ Neighbor-join .k B % fferud =

fI* D-loop & ¥ % 4| & 2 i @ pedeE 45 Neighbor-join #Lik B Hideh » 5 % A
T B mATEEL KA AZ R D-loop BB LA AA L BEH(R
3B5)c MEEY THEZIRFOFE S S - A RFEE > - FEHELIREY
T 5EE (clade ) # 45 S1+S2~S11-S12 &2 S13 - e a i@+ L ER2
STe2 AWAHFER B LRI NS22> » REFHiE- LERHFH 7P
L ERNSIESEFRLF 2N B LF 2N AT RS ELERLE
Bocm R ERHGE Cfipinld Bid ) ZA 0L REF RS T - FE &
BREFAPRAL P L LA R o 155 FFHE 2 bootstrap value 3 *+ 89% -
B R A R A DR R R T AL LR R
ELAT LB LLE HY S5 S22 FER -2 AWHWARLEERIGR
822( A B A Y B R - BE 2 RIE PR @8 S EERGHE &
ARG GRS > AR R R Y TR o P A LR R ER S
& %53  clade Il ¥2 clade Il » 2 iz =X #5 ¥ 7 bootstrap value 43+ 70% o

FRAFT S EBRFESFIP “TF KA R & st D-loop DNA & 71 2

haplotype > 7 # < G FMR EEZKAREH T B R o dra P LR ER-FH 7 - &
L% 5 ILA F A > bootstrap value 5 96% (B8] 3-6) °
ERRE R & RNk i PR T DA g i

FRTEERAZPELSF SR AFRROFZEP AL Z 2P LR R
BRI R R BT EHPET BREF G E R GRS R RIEIE R
REa P LR EBF 243 BiE4ER(A % 5 0.00886~0.00853+0.00865
22 0.00860 ) - & “,$ i -RR 0 P& RoRRE Biedz > 0.00135 &
0.00211 /& (4% 3-17)-

FRFOF (ZH -~ EFMREEY T L EFA TR RS2 L) B2 <
HARFELERIBEZ A AL ARFTHRRRLIPELF L2 A EF iR
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LR RABEELFAT(-)

il @R R s e (Fer ) 38 (£ 3-18) > B %87 " ZH -+ &
B EE? TR %R 3 BiEdpsiT (0.00167) + #0027 30 F] 72 Fl=x
2. (0.00168) > fe g & 4 s -k A EE A @ppgpicd (0.00779-0.00875) ; A 1
dplic (FsTiE) » AR MES 2%~ cERMEEY THLARESL LW
kR For it (0.82070-091050)« 4% 2 ~ ~ B L7 7k
BoERE o L H B ERE For o] (0.24018 — 0.46926) ~ 742 3 L R

Fl=c2 (0.27750) o % AT 25 4 A KA BHE S oEAt S22 H - X
GREMRBRIEY THRRERE S LB B EE G Rl BRde d B M G

ERH A B REEREE RS A B R AR A Y SR A U (e
B F A EARR ) A A RE A A ARITE IS R
FAoag At EHEL GG FAAINEH G R TREERS

BIME P A LR BREER IR T LR REOFE A AL F AT R 2T

bo

Fl o e prdrd HEILF RN G R 0 R U RE R BRIk AT o
2 ~ Nested clade analysis (NCA ) & -+

SORMBESZR - AFMEEY THRASHE LB L kA EHEY
A b T F] & 2N i (7 Nested clade analysis (NCA) 4 45 o 7 & o H#-4 # K
B FIE £ A% 0 gene network » Fe P R m AT 3 AT 7 AR R E B0 65 R
(A (4 322) 0 Bt @I KR B R H AANCARS (F37) %
<% 14 Nested clade analysis » 47 % Ak A 7 g3 @ o iV ¥ Eikpl & (%
319) BEr g r F - EHE R R ELAERTFL - VA R EEgEA IR
L4124 F] 2w (restricted gene flow with isolation by distance ) o & = Z § ~ = &
B EE? T RRGHE (B3-7> 31Kk B4 RLZFEgIL T
fo SARFEMEIE L - B i (long-distance colonization) & iE2 ¥ w4 e PR
(past fragmentation) % % F|Z A i Xhep P i @A L (£ 3-19)

~ F SR > E DNA B 5|4 47
1395 D-loop =ifl @ e » 24 i 5 & Prif D-loop i @ FEHLFE 5 B < & F
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iy TME A A (S128 S13 sulb il ll) 2F R ERREA
e IDNA B 7447 > B an e 2 23ME 7447 (£ 3-15) - psp A 7ol
+ %) 16491-16505 i +7 { p& > & 22 i tRNA~1 i 12SrRNA ~ 1 i 16SrRNA ~7
% ND(1-6) ~ 3 1 COX(1-3) 1% CYTB-~2 & ATP 2 1 i D-loop % 7| - #
12S rRNA ~ 16S rRNA ~ tRNA"® « COX1 #2 COX3 &+ & B 1 &L ¢ T peifss
20 1R REHATIEAR L G Ak tRNARIL RS RNA™ 7 - b
CREAE Sl - S Fﬁﬁﬁ*iﬁﬂ@ﬁ% DNA B3 |& B 72 - ¢ » S12 &2 S13 &2 ¢ 2 L,
ki & 7% DNA & 7%, £ 5 5 i transversion ¥7 15 i transition-S12 £ S13 DNA
B 7%+ 3 11 transversion £2 10 i transition o
Ao~ R BRI KRR 2 RS
% Randietal. (1997) 74 % 2 #dp » MR L& 4 ST fa B 73 4
$REd LAY FE S 1 r=04-0.8x10" (nucleotide
substitutions/site/year) - £ e & £8P RAR (B REY THEEEY L L%
LS fE) BLMRR (Be jokREER KA ) G BiER *7 EF T
BB ROKRED T AR o
FAL PR (B X 8EE) A B 58,500-118,000 & w0 B (% 3-20) -
HavkiT- kP pEE (542 k7 ¥ Wurm ice age © 12,000 — 110,000 # % ) o
KRB A S KR B ROK R 2 et g o ¥ 4 8K R b 488 D-loop L B
G dEITEE A e kA (0.02146 £0.00000) » H =X 2 B R KA
(0.04937+0.00986 ) ; 4 P& & W] 5 134,125 — 268,250 #+ ¥2 308,562-617,125
#Ean e FPRR G #F AR S E b o R RR T - kPl (287
7k @ #p Riss ice age: 130000 — 200000 = ) o &7 M * Fi; d u#ﬁ; (Sundaland) &

# 3 5 A(£3-21) -
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TRRBEBEEFT(-)

%31 201283 FHF LR RAFRBUELATHE -

I LR 7% %]
5L Mu HME WL E I

P 28 R
cL21 717 o 106 141 73 99 7 Followit
CL22 7/18 e 65 120 44 85 7 Followit
CL23  7/19 s N/A 132 72 100 £ Followit
CcL24 7/21 P 97 118 53 92 7 Followit
CL25  7/21 i 49 101 38 81 7 !
CL26  9/4 s 115 138 70 91 7 ey g
CL27  9/4 s 108 147 79 110 7 - A
CL28 10/23 N/A 150 63 94 7 * B
CL29 10/24 ¢ 65 123 47 92 £ o AE
CL30 10/25 ¢t N/A 126 45 86 # ey g

#3-2 2009#& 22012& > $ FHZ L% FHREAFEAZATRIE T IBE -

e (ko) £ (cm) 5 % (cm) A % (cm)
ER 114+13 14049 71+7 09+8
R 78+12 13049 47+4 89+5
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#3-3 2009+ % 2012# > % %4 F L % -k A 3 BEE 2 HF)

FHEHF SR -

$z% FIER

s R o BB

T s LRI
FAE R EECG B TRl ot v
(%) ( 1 p)
cLa vt 183 1098 778 70.86 4 FEME
CLe = 356 8544 8267 96.76 1 47~ -
CL15 = 348 2088 1489 71.31 4 EE&E
CL17 25 152 138 90.79 4 % Bi_
CL18 vt 212 1268 315 24.84 4 EE&E
CL19 = 167 1002 612 61.08 4 EEME
CL20 130 778 375 48.20 4 % B
CL22 vt 50 1197 1156 96.57 1 i g
CL23 = 103 2452 2068 84.34 1 i P
CL24 vt 38 903 486 53.82 1 AR
CL26 = 70 240 21 8.75 7 i P
CL29 vt 24 82 41 50.00 7 i B
CL30 ¥t 23 75 31 41.33 7 i P
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LR RABEELFAT(-)

#£3-4 2009312012# > # FE - LB -KAEHBW2L p 2H IR -

i 48 T 3o s (M) B B (M) B E (M)

=
CL6 268+565 4 4283
CL15 243+476 1 3885
CL17 804+1654 11 6297
CL19 353+488 1 4014
CL20 479+632 7 3566
CL23 294+364 4 1519

PER
CL4 4594693 5 4279
CL18 330+788 4 4422
CL22 3944272 16 984
CL24 373+594 12 2370
CL29 356+275 21 846
CL30 406+242 96 995

24



#£3-5 20091 2012# > # ﬁ??dv%’k&iﬁﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬁaﬁm °
95% MCP 50% MCP  Fixed kernel
3 1 B #K T_{~ 2h#ic
(ha) (ha) method (ha)
2L
CL6? 1584 117 62 356 8267
CL15 557 33 28 348 1489
CL17 877 29 45 25 138
CL19 642 135 84 167 612
CL20 337 21 54 130 375
CL23 150 18 24 103 2068
CL26" 55 4 55 70 21
= 691+504 59+53 50+22
PR
cL4 743 274 103 183 778
CL18 502 73 47 212 315
CL22 71 13 20 50 1156
CL24 225 77 33 38 486
CL29" 33 10 50 31 41
CL30" 32 7 15 23 31
= 385298 109+114 51+37

TFHEp L F R 2 47(2010) -

P HER e R ERA K BT PR p o L BRETR o
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%36 KAHTFPERBZEUNZLEE P: RhiF ;A #FH)-

#
g SEH PRE BRER R
¥4

o & (ha) 356 1945 560 278 86

& f v ] (%) 11.04 60.31 17.36 8.62 2.67

CL4 & * vt 5)(%) 10.03 21.59 3.47 63.11 1.80

E A A P

CL6 & * vt 5)(%) 13.04 36.75 48.03 2.13 0.06
E P A P A A

CL15 i * * &](%) 7.32 92.61 0 0 0.07
E A P A A A
CL17 & * vt &](%) 78.95 7.52 13.53 0 0
E P A A A
CL18 i * * i](%) 78.03 19.11 0.64 2.23 0
E P A A A A

CL19 i * * ](%) 46.32 27.99 25.20 0 0.49
E P A P A A

CL20 i * * &](%) 54.55 43.32 1.60 0 0.53
E P A A A A

CL22 & * it 5)(%) 62.81 36.92 0 0 0.26
EH P A A A A
CL23 ¢ * t (%) 18.59 47.00 34.41 0 0
EH P A P A A
CL24 i * b i) (%) 53.50 46.50 0 0 0
EH P A A A A
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%37 kRZTEBTEZHE o

i 18 Tog R HREL B B BB
CL4 31.02 11.32 4.22 61.95
CL6 30.66 10.45 0.00 61.41
CL15 27.35 9.01 1.62 49.21
CL17 27.35 9.01 1.62 49.21
CL18 28.44 8.46 2.67 47.37
CL19 23.96 12.82 0.00 50.93
CL20 27.26 12.83 1.42 49.60
CL22 25.99 12.28 1.15 49.29
CL23 25.70 6.66 1.71 45.80
CL24 21.63 10.08 1.76 47.37
CL26 27.54 8.33 17.58 48.19
CL29 35.87 9.16 17.97 49.10
CL30 26.30 8.37 12.85 38.52
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%38 kREAIRHAP2LZ@T L 5)(%) RV HERF

B i r b 5)(%)

[} K & & er
CL4 36.4 4.0 10.4 49.2
CL6 17.3 61.9 3.4 17.5

CL15 21.7 19.7 38.3 20.3

CL17 30.1 5.9 43.4 20.6
CL18 64.4 9.8 1.0 24.8
CL19 19.8 15.7 4.2 60.3
CL20 25.9 7.2 8 58.9
CL22 36.4 2.5 4.0 57.1
CL23 4.5 52.2 41.6 1.7
CL24 22.8 9.3 43.2 24.7
CL26 9.5 0 4.8 85.7
CL29 22.0 4.9 12.2 61.0

CL30 38.7 0 3.2 58.1
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¥ FIFR

£39 2011 # 127 2 2012& 10 > MEpBHBAIRELABEIPLE
VA tdetedn o &k 11 BApEE R 0 B TFRFE 73,5005 N -
AR (M)

Total 1500-2000  2001-2500  2501-3000  3001-3500
i k¥ Ol %#k Ol %#& Ol %%# Ol ki Ol
49 679 924 606 1482 14 213 2300 176 36 278
A £ 3274 4454 2887 7060 64 972 316.00 2419 7 054
AT 77 105 29 071 14 213 1000 077 24 1.85
T 150 2.04 137 335 2 030 11.00 0.84
by 486 661 444 1086 9 137 500 038 28 216
aixy 18 024 18 044
HEEE 1 001 1 002
5 g 1 001 1 002
P4 6 008 6 015
bE] 4 005 1 002 2 015 1 008
S5 18 024 18 0.24
TPy 58 079 58 0.79
F 5 1 001 1 001
v i 5 007 5 007

1 0.01 1 0.01
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FERRBEE ()

% 310 kABHEZRAOD? I FESFHEI AL
EI10F > MEBPBIREBEEMBEIPILEREL -

it 22011 & 12 ® 3 2012

AR (M) % % F %
1500-2000 10.19 26.04 8.76 9.87
2001-2500 0.81 4.08 1.36 1.08
2501-3000 1.25 3.85 0 1.64
3001-3500 291 4.76 2.04 0

Total 6.92 16.14 5.27 5.59

%311 LEAHERON®ZEEHFHI A2 P 2011 & 12 5 T 2012

EFL10% > NpFPWIREENBEIPILEDL -

BAHEPR (M) i % L %
1500-2000 97.58 85.30 26.12 98.70
2001-2500 16.14 14.95 3.17 4.32
2501-3000 32.81 38.04 13.36 5.48
3001-3500 0 1.59 0 0

Total 66.51 55.09 16.96 53.39
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$z% FIER

%312 HEPHEROD® I FE&HEI b2 £ 22011 4# 12 7 3 2012
2100 MR IREENABHEIPILEDS o

AR (M) % % F %
1500-2000 8.42 16.30 3.70 19.18
2001-2500 242 1.36 1.36 0
2501-3000 0.42 0.68 0.23 0
3001-3500 0 5.66 0.68 0

Total 5.43 10.17 2.31 10.11

313 BEAHEBRONN I FESHI Ak $0 2011 12 3 3 2012

2100 MR IREENABHEIPILEDS o

AYH R (M) F % F %
1500-2000 0.89 6.94 1.06 4.28
2001-2500 0 0.91 0 0
2501-3000 1.25 1.13 0.68 0
3001-3500 0 0 0 0

Total 0.75 4.08 0.70 2.26
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FERRBEE ()

%314 2R LASHLEFRIKELSFEC L AEFIEKE

2] 13 REHR Ak AR S
THHE SPCP 7 7
THIEE SPZL 18 18
TR NHTS 85 64
& FREE TRKTS 46 46
TERHR TRKCL 39 35
S ABRET TRKPS 16 14
R TRKTM 4 4
+ & NTDD 56 56
B DDSL 17 17
e DDZM 2 2
ESNEE- T 4 YSSRS 5 5
ENNEE LN A YSLK 15 2
NN YSSD 3 1
RN YSSC 64 22
ENNEE A2 YSIM 19 19
T LATE YSSK 15 8
ENNNEAE TR YSBTG 10 3
S AN N DWSJB 55 23
S RLER DWSAL 46 22
KL 522 362
ERR N 70%
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Y% HFEIER

% 315 mEEY TARALSMA F e (mitochondrial genome) 2 & A 5
KA S ey R SRS AR
Start Codon Stop Codon
P | ey e ; e o o 111
I 11 PZEIRNERT DRAERTE Mg IRMER
Feature Positoin L;:s)lh Position Lf;f;h Position Lﬁ;lpg)lh I Il | 11

{RNA™® 1 69 69 1 - 69 69 1 - 69 69
12S rRNA 70 1028 959 70 - 1028 959 70 - 1024 955
tRNAY 1029 1095 67 1029 - 1095 67 1025 - 1091 67
16S rRNA 1095 - 2669 1575 1095 - 2669 1575 1091 - 2671 1581
tRNA™" VYR 2670 - 2744 75 2670 - 2744 75 2672 - 2746 75
NDI 2747 - 3701 955 2747 - 3701 955 2749 - 3703 955 ATG ATG ATG TA- TA- TA-
tRNA" 3703 - 3771 69 3703 - 3771 69 3705 - 3773 69
{RNA" 3769 - 3840 72 3769 - 3840 72 3771 - 3842 72
tRNAM 3843 - 3911 69 3843 - 3911 69 3845 - 3913 69
ND2 3912 - 4953 1042 3912 - 4953 1042 3914 - 4955 1042 ATA ATA ATA AT- AT- AT-
{(RNA™™ 4954 - 5021 68 4954 - 5021 68 4956 - 5023 68
RNAM? 5025 - 5092 68 5025 - 5092 68 5027 - 5094 68
tRNAMN 5094 - 5166 73 5094 - 5166 73 5096 - 5168 73
tRNAS" 5199 - 5266 68 5199 - 5266 68 5201 - 5268 68
{(RNA™" 5267 - 5334 68 5267 - 5334 68 5269 - 5336 68
COX1 5337 - 6880 1544 5337 - 6880 1544 5339 - 6881 1543 ATG ATG ATG TA- TA- TA-
tRNASAGY) 6880 - 6950 71 6880 - 6950 71 6881 - 6951 71
{RNAMP 6956 - 7023 68 6956 - 7023 68 6957 - 7024 68
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LA RRBEEEFT(-)

34

% 315 (" E)gEike ™

Cox2
tRNAM®
ATPS

ATP6

COX3
tRNA®Y
ND3
tRNA™E
ND4L

ND4

RNA
tRNASﬂ(UCN)
tRNALeu(CUN)

ND5

ND6
tRNAS"
CYTB

tRNAT

tRNA™™®
D-loop

7025
7712
7781

7942

8622
9416
9485
9832
9901

10191

11568
11638
11698

11768

13572
14100
14173

15313
15385
15451

7708
1779
7981

8622

9415
9484
9830
9900
10197

11567

11637
11697
11764

13559

14099
14170
15312

15384
15450
16491

684
68
201

681

794
69
346
69
297

1377

70
60
67

1792

528
71
1140

72
66
1041

7025
7712
7781

7942

8622
9416
9485
9832
9901

10191

11568
11638
11698

11768

13572
14100
14173

15313
15385
15451

ok AL ks i A 7l (mitochondrial genome) 2 & & 5

- 7708
- 7779
- 7981

- 8622

- 9415
- 9484
- 9830
- 9900
- 10197

- 11567

- 11637
- 11697
- 11764

- 13559

- 14099
- 14170
- 15312

- 15384
- 15450
- 16491

684
68
201

681

794
69
346
69
297

1377

70
60
67

1792

528
71
1140

72
66
1041

7026
7713
7782

7943

8623
9407
9476
0823
9892

10182

11560
11629
11689

11759

13546
14074
14147

15287
15359
15425

7709
7780
7982

8623

9406
9475
9821
9891
10188

11559

11628
11688
11755

13549

14073
14144
15286

15358
15424
16505

684
68
201

681

784
69
346
69
297

1378

69
60
67

1791

528
71
1140

72
66
1081

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATA

ATG

ATG

ATA

TTA

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATA

ATG

ATG

ATA

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATG

ATA

ATG

ATG

ATA

ATG

TAA

TAA

TAA

TA-

TAA

T--

TAA

CAT

AGA

TAA

TAA

TAA

TAA

T

TAA

CAT

AGA

TAA

TAA

TAA

TAA

T--

TAA

CAT

AGA



% 3-16

% # % D-loop # F1¥ 2 | & # #& & % (Haplotypes Inference)

¥2F FI¥R

¥ % # ¥ S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8 S9 S10 S11 S12 S13 S14 S15 S16 S17 S18 S19 S20 S21 S22 S23 S24  S25 S26  S27 S28 S29  S30
SPCP 7 2

SPZL 18 12

NHTS 64 6 15 20 3 1 1 5 1 2
TRKTS 46 16 27

TRKCL 35 28 5

TRKPS 14 8 2 1 1 1 1
TRKTM 4 3 1

NTDD 56 30 3 4 18
DDSL 17 17
DDZM 2 2

YSSRS 5 5

YSLK 2 2
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TERRBERE ()

% 3-16 () & # % D-loop A F1¥ £ 3|+ # & 2 (Haplotypes Inference)

¥ % #rB]c S1I S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8 S9 S10 SI11 S12 S13 S14 S15 S16 S17 S18 S19 S20 S21 S22 S23 S24  S25 S26  S27 S28 S29 S30

YSSD 1 1
YSSC 22 22
YSIM 13 13
YSSK 8 1 7
YSBTG 3 2 1
DwJB 23 7 12 4
DWAL 22 15 5 2
Total 362 11 14 16 15 65 3 1 1 5 1 16 27 1 2 35 5 1 5 5 1 75 1 1 29 0 1 12 4 5 2
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$z% FIER

%317 *FERRARLFIEP 7 B3 F-RASFELRY D-loop i @iy

Nanhu Taosai Qilai Panshi Tongmen

Population
(63) (45) (35) (34) (4)
2 i
0.00102 0.00032 0.00048 0.00051

(Nanhu)
%%

0.00886 0.00142 0.00180 0.00318
(Taosai)
35

0.00157 0.00853 0.00052 0.00052
(Qilai)
2T

0.00191 0.00865 0.00135 0.00057
(Panshi)
4

0.00211 0.00860 0.00136 0.00153
(Tongmen)

A R T ERE SRR -
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FERRBEE ()

% 3-18 £ #%* R KA K RSN D-loop & i 8 (Fst)2r if @ B2 (A AN

&)

Shepai Taroko Taosai Danda Yushan Dawushan
Population

(25) (116) (45) ('75) (60) (45)
2 H R R F

0.00995 0.00167 0.00984 0.00906 0.00898

(Shepai)
4R RRS T

0.89527 0.00881 0.00269 0.00225 0.00273
(Taroko clade)
T hREE

0.65936  0.88212 0.00875 0.00785 0.00779
(Taosai clade)
L alAfER
LIRS 0.84016 0.24018 0.82070 0.00276 0.00295
(Danda)
3 L w ?’\2\ ]f]

0.91050 0.43113 0.89715 0.34442 0.00168
(Yushan)
S P p RET R

0.89115 0.46926 0.87510 0.32914 0.27750

(Dawushan)
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% 3-19

r2 Nested Clade Analysis &~ 47 % # KA % PR G L L F 2R 2

Clade

Chain of Inference

Inference Key

Clade 1-5

1-2-3-4NO

(521,824,526,828,529,830)

Clade 1-9
(S14,815)

Clade 1-12
(4,55,818)

Clade 1-16
($12.11)

Clade 2-1

Clade 2-2

Clade 2-3

Clade 2-4

Clade 2-5

Clade 2-7

Clade 3-1

Clade 3-2, 3-3

Total Cladogram

1-2-3-5-6*-7-8 YES

1-2-3-5-6-7-8 YES

1-210

Null hypothesis cannot be rejected.

1-2-3-4NO

Null hypothesis cannot be rejected.

1-2-3-4NO

1-2-11-12-13-14 NO

1-19 NO

1-2-3-4NO

1-210

1-2-3-4NO

Restricted gene flow with isolation by distance (restricted dispersal by distance in non-sexual species).

Restricted gene flow/dispersal but with some long-distance dispersal over intermediate areas not occupied
by the species or past gene flow followed by extinction of intermediate populations.

Insufficient genetic resolution to discriminate between range expansion/colonization and

restricted dispersal/gene flow.

Restricted gene flow/dispersal but with some long-distance dispersal over intermediate areas not occupied
by the species or past gene flow followed by extinction of intermediate populations.

Tip/interior status cannot be determined: inconclusiveoutcome.

Moving on to next clade

Restricted gene flow with isolation by distance (restricted dispersal by distance in non-sexual species).

Moving on to next clade

Restricted gene flow with isolation by distance (restricted dispersal by distance in non-sexual species).

Long-distance colonisation and/or past fragmenation (not necessarily mutually exclusive).

Allopatric fragmentation.

Restricted gene flow with isolation by distance (restricted dispersal by distance in non-sexual species).

Tip/interior status cannot be determined: inconclusiveoutcome.

Restricted gene flow with isolation by distance (restricted dispersal by distance in non-sexual species).

“4

* =

2

3

AR
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%320 E% P KA EELMAHD-loop DNA B 5|2 = ¥ T @ iedpdr 558

RSB FRF
. RsE e A B ER
Comparison
(Genetic distance) (Estimated divergence time)
0.00301
Clade 1 vs. Clade 2 18812.5~37625
(0.00000)
0.00944
Clade 1 vs. Clade 3 59000~118000
(0.00000)
0.00936
Clade 2 vs. Clade 3 58500~117000
(0.00000)

RN NEL F o - TR S

40

0.04—0.08 P+ pe/F ¥ & (Randietal. 1997)



$z% FIER

%321 FAkRELTHEB LA L2 8 D-loop DNA A 5|} @ e &y 37

Bl RS B R
kR VS, kR ty: R SRR R4 i
s (Genetic distance) (Estimated divergence time)
Bah KR 0.02146
134125~268250 &

(Hainan sambar deer) (0.00000)

BRCKR 0.04937
308562.5~617125 =

(India sambr deer) (0.00986)

R TER Y it ¥ 5 0.04—0.08 /P F & (Randietal 1997)
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TRRBEBEEFT(-)

# 3-22 Nested Qade Analysis # * % ¥4

Region (n)  Latitude Longitude Range(km)
Shepal 25 2438522 121.2147 1.5
TRK-Nanhu 64 -24.20695 121.46856 1.5
TRK-Taosai 45 242742 121.48724 1
TRK-South 53 -24.06949 121.33591] 0.5
Danda 75 22371361 121.01515 6
YS-North 8 -23.4634  121.03998 4.5
YS-South 52 -23.34429 121.08046 10
DW-AiliaoRiver 22 -22.75139 120.84597 3.4
DW-JhihbenRiver 23 -22.71489 120.90687 33
Nan-ao 1 -24.40608 121.5373 1.2

Total 368
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LAKABEELFT(-)

3500
31863193 3145 320232793217317031953203
30077 29923008
3000 f +
A f‘ l
2500 A 2774 2752
Ty 1 25715498
2000 4 2258 2236 AT
2063
1925
1500
1626
1553 14741527
1000
CL4 CL6 CL15CL17 CL18 CL19 CL20 CL22 CL23 CL24 CL26 CL29 CL30
W32 kATEZAHRFARIIGBE TR
16
14
12
10
" — ke
. — (7
==
a
—[lIF&
2
0
O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
PR i
B33 MEEABEZMLT KA~ LE « LX - LE2pEs S
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¥R FIER

Formosan Sambar Deer

1001 2 3 4 5 6 7 8NCPC

- L1 I T u

W 3-4 D-loop ¥ & 7 A W)
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TERRBERE ()

ey

W 3-7 &Mk A kRSN D-loop if 4 v 2. Nested Clade Analysis % %
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Fri #%
FYkRZIFERT AP ER
A g onsg B4 4 Tellus ~ Tenxsys ~ 22 S 8 W3 £ = 5% > 27 Tellus
cIf Bl fEERg o 2009 Az R @ 13 kA o5 3 EBRAK AR

Blz fsh Fl- % > SHE A Nk o ¥ 10 & BAES S HEE - TR g

4

B H P 4 5 et DI B0 IE B sl & Bio bl4e CL17 s B4

fon

TR I AT 0 £ 4 HF 3 P H g o Tenxsys 38 B3 2010 # @ * £ 8
R HERTEANARIE TS ATRIFTHR 2L HE VHF &
Ml FppwEy R eE BREFHHO D Y BT P
e N - BB BT B I B AW B anfe R I R TR
FoROFER CHBUREE G 5B 5 B RP P FAE W 3By AW
PR R > MR BB FRET R L mEERREcL 28 182

BIEEP Bl (FARAE > LG FLEPEF RS

KR eI ap gL 5 3 200m 3 500m 2 o s M i EEAH 1 7 3
10m:> Br-kAspeEd RS RFAT 3 §8F G - o DHBIERT & 4-6
Kmo e @R FEREHBF 2 A ZSEBFE DR A URF 87 AR 2T 85

dA LML ERE AN AR RERRANTEREAT LA T2 0 R

A o

SAR R ES P RIRCE BT & G kR~ (Sheaetal. 1990)> i ¥ &y A
FIF 2 Jp b oo ff o] 0 8 TR g A o AR AR i B BROEA
ST R AT RAMAP ESNER > AP TN A R Y o EE
chEds ge R £ BB A B2 - E 4w eoff & £ R (Harestad and Bunnell 1979) > #8 3
ARG EHBRS DIERE M ER] e PR A FEHE S ERE
BB e B
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TRRBEBEEFT(-)

B mEEERONACAPFRL AT A R S BORA BER Y SR AT
A (%32 22 thF 1 (2003) 44 E KR BT 0 SRR AT B
%R F(2300-3000 M) F FETE A G T LHE B BRG]0 AP MARE R
(<1400 m)R] v2 BHE S b F 5 £ 75 5 2 6 240 (2011)~ 45 1 Sk RARE
G4 kR G ut vt 2 BIAE(2006) 1 FARMA BB F R 2 LI A Foh BT D
EXC DR R R SRSt SR E U R SRR S TR
TEBEENI e ot FRAEHR S BEH AREF 5 FHBKART ¥
TR AT (R 3-2) o MATHE NS > FE L E L RMR T S E A bR
Mo RR FIFLRR Y S ERTEPER IR AITEDN T DA
wo AR KRR AT & HINES R AR ek ARES Y 20
75 (2006):0 5 AR AR RIH AR e e éij*iﬁﬁ;q;{ e § 3p W] & %  Stafford
(1997)+ dp ik e @ iSRG ST P BAHATRAT P ZH - R
FAkAFrehar2 - TR RAT R EH a8 EHRER - BEH
A AT R R DR IER AR BRE TS gRESAFENS
FmEEEA® 0 B FARBE D VARG L S TR R HEFE
AT A F Pt T A RS RRIBEF o
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	第一章  緒論
	第一節  研究地區
	第二節  研究方法

	為了解水鹿之棲地選擇模式，本年度研究在奇萊與磐石山區進行野生水鹿捕捉工作，捕捉過程由獸醫師全程監控水鹿生理狀況，以避免造成水鹿之傷亡。本年度共捕捉10隻水鹿，其中9隻設置GPS(global positioning system)項圈發報器。除本年度捕捉與追蹤所得資料外，再納入過去數年之追蹤資料一併分析，以利呈現更完整具代表性的結果。
	捕捉時先選擇適當地形架設圍網，在網前放置誘餌吸引水鹿前來舔食，待水鹿進入圍網中，研究人員靠近驅趕使其撞上圍網受縛，再由獸醫師以吹箭注射麻醉藥，麻醉藥使用Xylazine HCl 1.2 mg/kg及Ketamine HCl 2.0 mg/kg混合劑量(董光中 et al. 1993)，等待約5分鐘水鹿安靜不再掙扎後，研究人員再上前壓制，並解開網子及綑綁四肢確保人員安全。接著注射抗緊迫藥物dexamethasone 5 ml，防止水鹿過度緊迫，再以TScale DR-300電子吊秤測定重量，...
	二、空間使用與棲地選擇分析方法
	一、樣本收集
	二、臺灣水鹿排遺與組織中粒線體DNA抽取
	三、聚合酶鏈鎖反應(Polymerase Chain Reaction，PCR)擴增DNA片段
	四、粒線體D-loop DNA與粒線體基因組全長序列分析
	一、樣本採集與分析
	二、自水鹿排遺抽取分析粒線體D-loop 及Ctyochrome b DNA序列
	一、序列比對與粒線體D-loop單套型分析
	二、Neighbor-join親緣關係樹的建立

