%:)Kl'l..lll..ll.llll.lll.l..llll

m:’z.............................

2 R I I A
L S - R BRI
S - T - L b R A A AR
P2 E I IEIEP o o o 0 0 o 0 e e 0 e e e e e 000
AEEUEAE e o o 0 o 0 e o 0 s s s e 0 0 0 s s e
-piy@.....................
%W#%?**&L“ﬂ--------------

R N ER I T
gqf}r;;gsg“:ﬁ.gﬁj;k%;/}ﬁ..........
d—vﬁ......................

%A}kvip,-pg‘i,‘gu..................
FRIEBEREFRZER « o o 0 0000 v 0o 0o
;ﬁ%ﬁiwﬁﬁgg.”....”....”...

P s o AR BB A e o o 0 ot
FrEF BHMEBHR s o ¢ v 0 0 0 o e 0 0t e 000 e e

M‘M
qﬂ

¥
1y
'M

!

»
>

1y

>
[}
°
°
[}
°
°
[}
°
[}
[}
°
°

*
I
In

3
*ﬂ

>
o~

ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%-ﬂ*
by N
5 >

T
a4

E I T
- A A B R P AR PR R & DNA S 5@ Sup L kliFl
AFIAHFEL L mF RARYUMe e o ovrreoeneennenenn
e FLRARSFEEATFLARSF AL RFELILZEE
ARRFGFL (34) JAF-F LTV EFERFITZEECRES - - - -
ez S TT LR RO Bl o R SEL A2 A @ RRERET (3/4)
i%ﬁpii"‘iﬂﬂ‘l %ﬁgﬁggﬁ-. e o o o o o o o o o s s e »
e s T2 LRROF o AR EREL G2 R RTFGAY (3/4)
iaipzaligpi%ﬁggi‘gﬁ-. e o o o o o o s o o s s o e

;{%‘E’........................ooo

11
11
12
14
18
25
25
27
35
42
59
61

62

68

71
75



% 2-3.1
% 2-4.1
% 3-2.1

% 3-2.2

% 3-3.1

% 3-3.2

% 3-3.3

% 3-34
% 3-35

% 3-4.1

% 3-4.2

% 3-4.3
% 3-44

% 3-45

AL MBI T L R E R BE T - R
BEDNAZEB A E L o o o o o o o o o 0 o 0 s o o
2011 # § W|iRHEHt Grave’'s B & 4t 3 305 BT KoL B
P ETIDE P B thececocccasssssasnnnnnonens
2011 & 107 2 2012 # 2 7 RIS FZHET X £ F R A
Y B G BB = 100)foT K (n=197)8 3 Srick F B
AT . s AR R T

ﬁ&ﬁ‘%% L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
2011 # 10% £ 2012 % 13 <A &3 % & 0 jo X Kol iz 3l engs
;t*imo..........----------...
BN NVEL ignﬁ]‘ggg—i—:i;;\: Fafd > % % a'ﬂ',:%;ujﬁ—;ig;t,}e;m. -
2011-2011 & ~ &3 % F RIRF T B2 X it By - - o

2010 # 129 £ 2012 # 1% » A LEFAFIATF % o 25
iR ¢ L S H e AR FO(%)fr it £ & £ RV(%)-

B S A R I R N R S ST TR
4 4 A % 20092010 2 2011 Eeh s 48R it id DNA 3
g & D-loop 2 £ DNAFH AT E%F o o o o o o
ﬁ#%ﬁ&%&%%iﬁ%ﬂ4ﬁﬂ"“°°"“°"
2009 # 10 ¥ $] 2012 # 2 % #tif DNA #crh & FIAH #5145 »
%—iéhﬁﬁﬁbﬁ?ﬁ%%'""""""'
2010 # 10 9 2 2011 £ 29 » A AP R o R a2 B
VS 2% S-S N I A R S S P

+ =
~ —A

19

31

33

36

38

39
40

41

46

46
47

57

57



¥ 2-2.1

W 2-4.1

W 3-1.1
w 3-2.1
W 3-2.2

) 3-2.3

W 3-2.4

W 3-2.5
W 3-2.6
W 3-3.1

W 3-4.1

W 3-4.2
W 3-4.3

® 3-4.4

W] 3-4.5

W 3-4.6

ALAFPIERFRLRIALERAZ KBNS T CRFEERLE
ﬁ‘ﬁgﬁ:ﬁpxﬁﬁﬁﬁ{rﬁ:;fﬂa. e o o o o 0 o o o o
W o A2 D-loopDNA B 5]2 5157 LW e » o o o v o
A AP Fin(@) 39RO HBRICCIHEXEF TR

0122 PREBEAAH FFRIREEFDREE R occceens
2006-2012 £ fi* AR AR > BAXSF FFHEEED
2011 # ¢ M#‘“%f} ) T 3ok 5T Kot (0.85%0.85 M) § F
.H#,-;;.gca"}ﬁ‘—,m....................
2006~2011 & L 35% @+ Fard &7 B A £ (10-2 7 )eh% §
éi........................

Fl* L PR EA T 197 IEMET R Rpen T T AR - -
2011 2T R LB EHRFATBRFEEFEF R - -
2011 E F RIS EF > FRBEMAT AR BRI BRPD
p,;.\;b.......................

Bl o AR EGRE  UTIHE K> 2T A7 FAREERT R
RS HE G TAYRRNE T o o o 0 0 0 000000

WA LAREE AR Dloop 2 & DNABH 2 R oE% « -
PR AR iR A2 D-loopPCR A i Higrshivisz
»* ) £_FBDF120157 % * 3t ;8 DNA % # ¢ D-loop "g & = %5
BERIFTH < e o0 v oo oot ot oo e

Fr BA SR 2 R E RN 2 A F)E DNAs R & orif
2 Y ki ktrt AT PCRBHZ - 112 %5 2k
¥ kM2 MI3/CAG B33l 3 £ 272 PCRE% » ¢« » »

% B% SRR RE A N2 AFE DNA|? 2 F ¥
k2 F31FRFE- B2 PCR AT 2004 BT

I;l\A *’?“‘5% ® © e e e o o o o °o ©° o ©° ©° o o o oo o o o

=k

17
21

27

28

29

30

32

37

42
43

44

45

48

49



) 3-4.7

¥ 3-4.8
® 3-4.9
%] 3-4.10
® 3-4.11
¥ 3-4.12
W 3-4.13

Bl R bR d ERTE A2 ABI Y k315 ekl
BPI3ER T o o ¢ o o 0 0 0 0 s s 0 0 0 00 e 0 0 e
UTL &t AFIAZHBAFILZ L mE TALSTH - - -
UT4 #ciiFt A FIR 2 HB AT L mE RALITH - - -
UT25 &t AFIR2Z HBAFYUNZ L mE TAS KW« « -
UT29 At A PR 2 HB A2 L wmE TALHE - -
UT35 ekt AFIR2 8 A FY2L L mE T AL R - » -
UT38 fctirt AFIARZ HBAFIYZL L mE TALTH - - -



T 3

M4Ese @ SR TR I AR BB EELR
- A

FENETHEFEOE P LY EFIHNBF LSS YR
ZERMAFEF RPN LF RO FEF2 5% 2 i (Ursus thibetanus
formosanus) 2 A7 » FFED OFTHYCEZ T H 0 B A A PHI N FE
Wbt Y RER RPN AR T REL MG FEER o
LA R ~z#ﬁm$% A% LRl A8 R LML R ER DR

A — 7 k1% (Cyclobalanopsis glauca) 4 i ¥ 8 2 5
5 g %?;%Qﬁ P RERENEE SR AP g AEEY T
B P AR R R Y RSB SRR MG
peﬁ&rfmzméﬁmi\ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ‘ﬁm<ﬁ%&’”‘¢ﬁ@%
FIARR o TR AR B 2 Y IRk 0 PR R PR R ERE S o

- PR ER

AFTZWALP RFREEY AT RS RITLD TR ARBERSA
(%3552 km &) > MR EFHEEFFTAE - W FREFLFTED(L " A
ISP AR NP AREREZF R RHEA R FREYESEY
> & KR 50 M 3 B 85 1 (0.85%0.85cm?, n=197) > & 7 % fc 5T % 0 1
GEFTRIEER 2 AT c FRLBE R I 6 R Y TR
B 4o 441 ﬁ?%ﬂ”ﬂé’Piﬁiﬂﬁm,é%m?&#ﬁﬁﬁ
AR T P RE X B0 m o PeiE - e ﬂ”kﬁ+h%“ﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁf
2z 1 m? e 5 E . (ground plot) » & 2 100 B o & * & (723 4 3 #ood
e B AR 5 N ) % T A Y 8.5 mm chR BT B E
TR LG R SRR RAERSLN G PR ERLE (2

ik

\_.
e
NN

e
Ll

[l I
\4—

oA
R

3

I

-

ﬂu‘\

l%»r'



T 3

P FR ARG EERR (£ 9 95km) A Rl E 3mp it 2L AR
FRHFRLEFE R SRFLEABEA RIS IRNEIR L
BAPRCFERAIIEF  HE T TR R RS o gk
FE L %’ﬁﬁﬂﬁu@ﬁ% MR 4 & artd > #2009 £ 3] 2011
EhA AR R nh R d A > 3P DNA {532 (7 k588 D-loop #
B o & S5 P D-loop B 7| DNA # & £ 143 3 > ¥ &7 6 wikirh
B F R 2 A4 o

Z~ERFR

Ay e e R FORET o A ar RETEER G 132¢41C 0 1 0
B2 52 329" B A A169-196CHE - £ 58 49 ¢ » 155C - &
T ERE & T1.2%3 88.3% 0 £ TIodp R A & 79.6£4.6% o R ff '
£742010% 910" &3~ 9:E529mMm-~259mm-> 2 ¢ 9" A& § 5P @ &
A3 TR f RerbiedR T bog R ek e

BARLZE 53+ 2012 & ¢ W48 5 % ko hion > Graves i1t ERE SFSN:A
30 5 3B WIHE S Bl 4 %] 5 1.75£1.02(£SD)fr 42.8£40.8 #7/% o F A
% 2006-2012 & fF c3 £ 5% > {17 30 £y - #c® Graves' i I 4, #ca 6

2T B TR RARR I IE S - Ko

2011 & FHH8 % F 32 AR B(F 2R %) 5 305%F/m?

A —mlH

He 25 FBERA LM G R mas v @R - 5 253F/me e foih T &
(2006-2010 # )i % % fa g > 2011 £ £ 35 % vt 6] R A & ok B 1(18.4%) o f_
2006~2011 &£ ¥ » % ¥ A € &# 4 “7 £ & (One-way anova, F=8.247,df=5,
p<0.01) % £ 12 2008 # % 61 %g/m’ 5. % > 2006 & f- 2009 & % 28 %g/m? ~
21 3g/m? B i< o 4| * & 15 # 2_Scheff’s ;= g7 2008 ~ 2010 # % % ¥ A ¥ fuds
hES > B H B EG LR DA e R AR 0 2010 E S R F R
WAE DRSS LHRAT BAF RS E7 BF L 2 (One-way anova,
F=0.197, df=7, p>0.05) > 2 T3 v T4 # # (25.2422.1 ~ 25.14+15.9 %f/k=i4) » T1

VI



T 3

B (18.4431.8/1aM) o ¥ & B AT 395 F B 9 1 0.29 37 #/m” w5 11
A8%FH/M® 5Z B > B G FHNREF 2T AN BY 110 5 5% (63%) -

BARR LA R R A RA s T3 Lkm p§ 24.7+29 37 i N Lkm p
chjfc 8 = Bcg 5 245+28.70 FARMA RI3 M P A F LA F BT
R T39% 84% 0 BB 5 TAB27%)  TH M &Mz AF X A H T i
Fo* 66 7 =t s L ORA o BH T B ) AT B S BRI IR L chpar vt b
% 25.8%(% * 12-47%) > 12 2010 & 12 % % & 5 (n=25 &) ° < A 1L b g 30
Fl® % - A3 PR 2009 &4 & e jo £ faft 116 7 = > & fe f 57 & i
ﬁ’%%ﬂﬁéiﬁﬂwwé1M%o%ﬁﬁﬁ’:ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmgﬁ?u

RAEIIATR 5 BB (X3 04%) 0 H Y X AP P eI 1R

AL el @ e e o I 2 6 BakiEE DNA e > A4 ek o
BELRESABT A LA TI LB s BEY o AR B
P o B eh 2t pti DNA 3B b ) e s A A e AT e R > |
A SR DNA 3 - 2217 DNA = #5] > 123k 5 ficieh 28 12 PCR $h3
F 3 F o § - 2] 2009-2011 & B orjT f enpiciE R A T A 20 A 714 108
BHRAISFELNTLRES FBEM-H P 2 2010 £ £ 2 w2 50 B B4 tad
BIHEBAP L2010 £ AR BT E BT LB ARL H -
FRp BEHEARERIEB RO LA F R BT 6 (p
<0.001) > dH 7 i F %FELFEPOR LD A7 5 FiK4 >k (Wahlund
effect)

T~ A RZHREA

AR APRE TR TR FR LR Lo R H R R
EFRLEFAL TR RERFF LY DT R (ER20-30 £ ) 5 T4
WA R E I F B R R R A k0 A A E H 2 B
FREEPTEGHT @mzp\#fr*ﬁ PR R FEEA A AT REEFEERE

AR RR LR A E A IR DM AT F > ZRR < R R

VII



IRE ¥

BERELEFT -
LA A SRR EEED @S R SRR R EE R P R

MR ADZEDERE P LFFTH o

FrFliapaw s s- ikirk AFIRAF B FH 2 T#FLEE
gm@%@mmmmwna@ﬁi&%ﬂ@mmmagﬁgﬂgmyaﬁﬁ%@
i g BRT R GES T b 63 TR A FIE] o - & A F])
ﬁm@’w?@ﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁaﬁaﬁ’wﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁs SRR LR
B (Hoand He) ~ % f& &2 4 2 (PIC) ~ 1T A2 fiedp Bc(Fis) % -

Pioh 2 gt DNA BciFh A 718 PCR R & 47T Lo 22 o kM
A 2008 # FHLFL AR FARL B EELGRFL I KL

S EAFd @A S NPRFEDE X L RaE S HOH
if%ﬁ*ﬁiﬁ@’”i7“’¢%%ﬁﬂ%’%ﬁﬁa?ﬁﬁﬁaoﬁ
o R R A BHERE A FI M > AL I B3 0 4
10 itk A TR 6 B FREFF B mERFA TSI L
i DNA H i 4 =ik & Fld A 47 o

VI



RS

The eastern part of the Yushan National Park (YNP), especially in Dafen, is
a critical habitat for locally endangered Formosan black bears (Ursus thibetanus
formosanus). The phenology and acorn production of the dominant ring-cupped
oaks (Cyclobalanopsis glauca) potentially influence the temporal and spatial
movement, activity and abundance of bears. The objective was to continue to
monitor the dynamics of acorn production of ring-cupped oaks, and bear activity
and their the relationship in the Dafen oak forest. The study was further
designed to estimate the population size and genetic variation of the bears and to

provide guidelines for conservation and representative data sampling.

Initially collected meteorological data, the the Dafen area average annual
temperature is 13.2 +4.1 °C, the monthly average temperature from May to
September higher temperature 16.9-19.6 “C. Are less than 15.5 °C in the
winter months temperature. The monthly mean relative humidity of 71.2 to 88.3%,
annual average relative humidity was 79.6 + 4.6%. The accumulated rainfall in
September and October 2010, respectively, the highest up to 529 mm, 259 mm,

September rainfall was Dafen weather station a maximum record.

2012 visual survey of Graves' index average and 30 seconds counting
method result was 1.75 + 1.02 ( SD) and 42.8 + 40.8 acorn /per tree. The
overall seems to 2006-2012 survey results, 30 seconds counting method and
Graves' index result had consistent trend change .  The production of intact and
damaged acorns collected and estimated by 196 seed traps were 30.5 acorns/m?.
Compared with previously 5 years(2006-2010), the damaged acorns proportion of
2011 was the lowest(18.4%). From 2006 to 2011, acorn production were



difference among years, the highest production was 2008(61 acorns/m?). 2011
acorns production had no difference among transects(One-way anova, F=0.197,
df=7, p>0.05), T3 and T4 were highest(25.2+22.1, 25.1+15.9 acorn/per seed trap),
T1 was lowest(18.4+31.8 acorn/per seed trap). the acorn on ground, was highest
in November and October, followed by December and January. Bear activity
index showed 24.7+29 sign of tree/ km, 24.5£28.7 sign unit/ km. The transect
proportion of sign acorns tree was 8.4% on average, the highest of T4(32.7%), T5

was not found any sign.

Genetic part, interpretation microsatellite locus genotype 108 samples
successfully identified 71 individuals, which in 2010 successfully identified 50
individuals for genetic diversity analysis, 2010 Dafen area collected black bear
genetic samples treated as a single ethnic point of view, the results showed that
the population close to random mating, but significant deviation from Hardy -
Weinberg equilibrium (p <0.001), inferences may be ethnic grouping analysis

effect Chinese Lund (Wahlund effect).

Prediction of ring-cupped oaks production cycle in Dafen, the results showed
predictive value increases over time, failed to reasonably estimate the changes
between seasons and years. Speculate that the reason may be that the solid
amount of continuous change, prediction unit in months, is not ideal.

Reasonable prediction unit should be in the year. However, the six years of
monitoring time is still too short to establish a reliable time series model.  This
study is limited by environmental factors in the survey data and the length of time
and not be able to change years on the results of the status of a full interpretation,
it is suggested that the sustained and long-term monitoring, and enhance the
mastery of the climatic conditions, to insight into the results of the cycle and

mechanisms.

Taiwan black bear populations in Dafen remain in genetic diversity, the only



more accurate population size estimates need to accumulate more genetic,
behavioral, distribution, migration and life history research data. Currently only
completed the first microsatellite loci independent experiments cause
misjudgment genotype and pseudo individual (allelic dropout) and pseudo-allele
(false allele) in order to avoid the allele missing the opportunity to go through
secondary the above independent experiments before confirmation genotype.

The subsequent genotype confirmation will be analysis of the genetic information,
such as the number of alleles observed and theoretical heterozygosity (Ho and He),
polymorphic information content (PIC), inbreeding index (FIS). The succession
can integrate data from 2008 to 2011, the years of large-scale. In addition, the
study still need to verify the results of this experiment repeated twice more

independent experiments.

Key words: Ursus thibetanus formosanus, Cyclobalanopsis glauca, acorn
production, genetic, population monitoring
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Couto et al. 1996) ~ > s %8 PCR (mitochondria PCR)(Kohn et al. 1995) ~ +> DNA
PCR(nuclear DNA PCR)(Flagstad et al. 1999) & o & & ji i* #7345 & «nf @20 4, it
MO B SE A Py v 32 kil Q ki@
ek pLEv AR R~ ML M Tk(phylogeny) ~ 7 2% 3 £ ~ %3 B (population
structure) ~ & )i 78 (gene transfer) ~ £ %] 2 ;i (gene flow) 2 % i 48 (Kirmaier et
al. 2009) -

Mgk DNA(Microsatellite DNA) - f4E ® £ 48 & 71(short tandem repeat,
STR) » o 1-6 B dk & & 45 22 = (Tautz 1989) » & & ) 5 60-1000bp - £ 45 H ~
chifep 2 £AF P2 > $8F 11 S el E DNA ¥ Boehk B £ 3 (Ashley and
Dow 1994) - #ziEs DNA B c&22 kil > d 202 8 A KT A7) F - BRR
FRAIERERDT R TR X DA FDEE 0 T BT N R e
ﬁ’ﬂﬂﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéiﬁ%%éﬂ’ﬁ?éaﬁ
BREcfRie i F @ * A0EFE R L 2 B FEE 2L~ 1 (Woodruff 1993) - Flpt o
1% icier & (microsatellite) ¥ 4 w4 #i 4k x £ 4 4172 (capture-mark-recapture)

R R AT =t Ll T e s T Y
T P F = - F
Belirh B4 0T BB G A Y G REFER R B RGP

e (DAL G s 24 e o (2)% A1 (Polymorphism) © Ak A& F]
FTRAEMEBRE S JEAFAT RS 7L 5 AT = A F(allele
O'Connell et al. 1998)» 4p $3 # s DNA 4p ¥ $Ljiept = 3 hgr e 4 3 Jide & -
(3)% & f+:E @ (Codominant) : ¢ ~# s ejiciErh AF AT M A+ N ERE
B/ IENNII-NEA F edky: i @‘} aE EF B TE - (4)7 24 @ (Neutral genetic) :
TP DNA 3 § RESN BT 2 R ELF R RA > w7 XIS
SR e (B) R M AP i1 cnde 4B 5 G T EAF * B DNA 5 & o

ik DNA $Lrd_ % § ke Fihce A pipesl+ > JI* Risi sl + i



TLRFAF BT EEL B2 BRI RAY

R G ¥ EHPCR AS > A E PR A g E ATA(FH
BE BEUn 2008) o gt FEFOTE DNA R A - R - F 5 2R T
A~ SRR S P e S48 (Goodwinetal. 2007) 0 A & L ER B E R
TG MR MEREROEELEIEIE - FL9E EHDNAE R F

s FR T A BRI FAREE M EDNAKA FNF %

~

2
X

—

Pag AT M oL REom T EF 2 hF2 > HY cha gAY
kA S R EBA B CHREARPTABRY KEAP (R ES
2000 42 fE 7 2002) 0 ¥ - A1 B2 ik ATy PIEDV RS
Ao Rl e R 2k @ 8 (Tasietal, 2009) « o+ = & #81* fsusd
DNA (Mitochondrial DNA) B 7] e % 44 2 R34 2 o2+ ¢ B 5 B eig

AR o FMERI G SR R R : BHEOED S REL
WRT ST o I U DNA R 7% EE BigiE sty B R
#+ kif & (maternal inheritance) ~ & & = (non- recombination) ~ ¥ — #& 7k gL R
5 (point mutation) £ ;& i #c % #-(Wallace et al., 1999) - ¥ ¢t » i %148 DNA *
7B EBAEEREF o A D-loop & control region - % i a0 ¥ AL
RS A7 R E R R @R gt o

ik DNA 5 5B 12 6 By @ MEFAfTed g2
PAp R MY bR BT RRFR 0 B AS AL R
RWomd MRYFF(F -2 AE - BAHFEEDNAREF Y5 10°) > #10
ABREE % R A (Litt and Luty 1989, Weber and May 1989) » # 4% iF & i
BoFfEemy BT OB G o ks R R FRMIERST R
- EHFEE R - TR A PR E AL o TS R R el R
ATl R E R EE £ 3 % A (polymorphism) £ 3% S el B
% (lineage) > iz ¢ B T elrk i B H BRMEN TREERE - R FIEEHR



PR FIE AP I BUI N L FY A R EETRHEBLE o f %EN
LB R AT s 0 PIA T S AR 3R R R BEEN SR
PBL R TN FRBRMFE R AT FOEF N BT BHES PR
EEE L AL e ariR ik il ® £ NGB B R ) e Fr B D
€ & F]# (Huangetal., 2005) - P % & & — 2if & 5 BF 4 282 [ B4 8
ik i R AR R 0k o
ﬁﬁfﬁﬁm@*ﬁ“gﬂﬁﬁ’f 7o &g

HOLE O REAREFFOGE R IRIRL 0 FREZ LD NGB TR
B BB BN S8R R e

K%miﬁﬁ'{"%%i%l J’ﬁ::‘ﬁ:‘ﬁ R WARN ¥ ; Fk r’/?gﬁ‘ 4 ,h

B gt gy

Jlo
;L
”
A
3
e
e
Jlo
(e
de¢
A
e
T

l' iy
Crv’
bt
&

(high-density benchmark » Steinmetz and Garshelis 2010) » if & F 5 & H % H T
B2 AL RS - PEHWILEATOFE 25HE DR R AR
EFER O FEFELAERANE o JENFTHREAS AL UE K
AR 2 ERENH AR EY PR LEN zl‘\?;i%-iﬁ Fagat 1
LR RO BT LNEA AT FRY SRy E5d By
3 8 e
Flot o Al A kstl D-loop DNA B 7 e 3 Al > & 457 2008 #
2201l R 2 A Ay FH oL EFELTEF LR Fw AFT A 47 2008
£ 30~ A~ 542 i B2 D-loop % % 45 i - B ¥ % {7 (haplotype)e #714 »
APEFFEPIHP - (AR 2008 £ A7 5)en30 B S AR LA
i D-loop » 47 > 11222008 £ > FEEFHFERATCHERA - F 5 o B
FeF TR, (1) Wb AR R A AP A 47 D-loop » F F R A chif

A0 RAEEF A B A FIEEF o (2) BRPHRL £FL ORHRGT
hREHB AP c FEFRITNE R T APRT A AL BE G

-

+ i 18 ¥13 »< s (Bottleneck effect) v it -

b AL RV BEN] S kwEr B ¥ pr gk
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B i e R DB LEE SO T R F A (polymorphism
information content) » & {8 & & B E 12 fciEEh B B AR R SR
fro BREES AR R o ik R R B EN R 0 BN B
Mtk B BT P B OREER R AT DS AR ZRE ) GEUE M R o
o B e R R L nde T (Assignment Test) > & 2 <~ R P -8B ¢ B AR
o= w B Rl B BRI A T A T 0 RRRIZ B AT 7
AR FEEF S B DL RS o FAIRE A M 0 RE ek R B
B b R IREEERAEEN OBRE LR



Yo% F=-#Q012#)3rF1iEmp

(1) :}3?%‘ /?“/v\f‘ﬁ:\j’]‘%ﬁ: EN " fg;f'a‘_ é_i’”ir/?—-
L ARHE G Rra

(2) $FFT B AR Efo B e BT SRR R S A
%?iiylﬁ]ﬁ;?lfwg?p%%w\ B HRIT b ?\c’ﬁ GBI ERA E R T

E2 RGBT HE o

(3) fl7 BBAS 23 BHda i A AR REBBEG R B he
BERBRE A BE BT ENER R LA AT LB ES fe
EFE S H R o

(4) RIS PEREAF SRR EHTAORE 2 A3 34
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KB R PANCERAY EARP R B RIS (A 4 23°22' 25" 47 0 KL
121°05'21"49) » = fi® & L¥% > B3 L LR RS FIARIF F 0 Z R ARG
REEATEEA 1,L100m I & 40 2,000me d 5 % STl b B LT >
oo HAEZ 7 40kmo 2 p = p oo

P RREFEE R IABFEARDE - BB LA RGF BB NS
IR AN MARGEER D - B P AFORT At

AFAAT Bl TR T o BH Lo KF T 0 RO E
FHBI T TP A AE TR FRFER DL LHGAR- 2 2005) - p
1998 & B 45 0 X Ak Fe 2 5 0P R LA BT Y 0E & 13453 (Hwang 2003 >

X @ & 2004) - Hwang(2003)#= 3 4 > #c % B 0§ < 43 B ik £
,.%%B??‘ ZRRERED A RY BT AR RA LI RATEL SRR

b oo

7

AN

AN @%ﬁﬁ: 3] % s E & FR % —5 k12 3](Glochidion rubrum-C.
glauca) - oA G o A E -7 k1#(Cinnamomum insulari-montanum-C.
glauca) % £ * # Fg— - & - ¥ +>(Rhododendron oldhamii—Pinus taiwanensis )=
FA(F %24 % 2009b) o Bl 5 32 %29 B g AR e S HHE > DIRAE
BAc RS AR Y 5B o A 5 5 67%F 24.7 $/100m?; BH R A E S #- F i
(33.5 cm?/m?) 4o Ki18(22.7 cm’/m?) b B © & e ip$H £ & @ (important
value index, IVI)r2 3 B35 % (27.5%) » & = F>=x 2 (20%) » # 448+

3 11%(% # 4 & 2009b) -

11



ILRERS R AR RS A R T

- ~ P AR+ (Visual survey)

AR g AR A(E 2-2.1) 0 AEE20m e ] o PeiE T Ee 2
PGB B4 10 om shF RIS A o BN BT EBEF L Y )
e p ARG2 (visual counts) s B2 F RIS E TR F PR KT - A
R B 48R AT 3hi2 1 Koenig i (Koenig et al. 1094) 7 BLip| & £ 41 Hh3s chktf
Ao JIF HBREETLERMEF L O E ISP TR EF 0 LB I
By — > ¥ 15 fyp drie Pl enk F o 2 S R 4p4e 0 TR L AT 30
Fin @k R - ¥ - & Grave 2 I 4y #c(Graves” modified scale,
cited in Koenig etal. 1994) » 7 i gtz FHEG S E R T i A% % 1 0=
1P BEEINTR ISR EFLETERCER R 2= - LT % 3=k A
EAH AT EAT SRR

= ~ f&+ Kard(Seed trap)
REAFESE T FRIERT AR DR A PRI ERE IR 50m
@ I e iR A 3 197 (5 £ 4 % 2009) 0 TR B T BT %
?Wﬁmgiiﬁﬂﬂi%%%%ﬁ&l”ﬁézgy%&%mm%mﬁv
Wit Tifdd il BT Tk YImag R &7 LBEHF
Yo B Ba N SRR 0 T LTS 0 A RIE R e 2R s ¥
EiricE > M E AR egp gt mE o
BHRF R E R MR AL LR R R R o 2R
Be RNtk LA e mmE o S KT 5mm 2 AT S H % R (YA
R AR ) XA E 2 AP G b p e 8 d F PRk L oA &
PoEikyps BRI PR L2 A ) 2 E T 4 ¥ 5 (% 0.25-05
0.75 ~ 1%§)§ H o 2R e e d o
TRGFRERALERR R AT 2R MO ERE AP
L % 2 dc(semi-variance) iz & 2 B p Ap B > A 47 197 % 2R AT Kk h R

12



$-% Py i ER

Bolite 2 p AP LAp B2 BT L APM 0 A AT AE - BEERET (7 500
SRR A AT EERE T S B0 2 % 04 4702 R 2 GeoR #1# i 7 (Bivand et al.,
2008) -

ZEGHEERA
LOBPAHT D H G e g BRI 0 LR I BB G e )
AR A EERIE G TRy Rkl o f 2009 E42 0 p T AR

TR B0mM o PHE - o fRiT i A B aaF R IR SRRk T B A
BT G L BT D M G g R E B Re LmP e
¥ & % H.(ground plot) » i 100 B o FRIEEE 0 b7 AP 3R 0
LRBIAR AN RSN 85 MM R FF HE 2 (S Aty Rk EH
LA 8E MM R Fl 0 2 R AL F LS BATHE DF RS B
R SERBEPRIE 10045 % F 0 H Y %Sl G 85mm (ia ¥ o f
LAY ERATE L SR S R B X

BN EIBEPH A SR NERY Y A S Y TR e

PG RHOA FHEF

Wi

PRI REE LAFAERY B AD R

, N L, =
L R R )

IR

Pk F AAAE o SRR G TS
FehlE e F o Atk - 0 PSR eR 6 R RO R RS
PE2E RN E G FAM) L T B L RS RE BT B
WA %R AR 3% e 18 0 £ of 07225(7) A 6 R G
fhe 1M’ & F R ek F ik 11 100(F b ) -

13



ILRERS R AR RS A R T

S P AR FRBRERFLEFAFERD S

FOERSABLENERFREEY TR R TR O KR A
P L EFRREEFRAG TE2 D LFEAAFRIREF B FR
M (T1-T8,5.2km > B 2-21) » & 2 = HH 3 & F 4~ BlHgARS Rl 3m o7
TR A 10 em hF BIERTA 0 S EHER 3 E 2 LT T ORNA R TR
itk 2011 EREF o P REB ARAIM P IGF E DS 3 bom kA
Bk o AW RIS RF L iR AR 0 A N5 1km
Mo s N R B 2 TKm e i R E (B mp AT iR
ARG - LA E )kl o

R TH A E LB ERP) IS AR 0 ¥ A BT R B D 0E
BARI- GALLEIBESHREDP R E H325km ¥ - 5L a o
CRERATES AL T o £ LBKm (%S B 2-21) - ¥ 5 7R
A2 AT R DR AP AR RI3M P A R L
X35 em g REROEE 0 3 B AR R T R RRPR A B o

%P“$M;Mﬁ*%w%&&gr%+9,« fREulEsg AR
,,,, BERFZM G APTERTRES ARG RS ﬂxﬁ@;;—g@siﬁ
%Hiélwnw%pm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁmEcﬁiﬂm°i50m$ﬁ
feRP I aHER 0 FlE B GPS ERFEMIEAE L 0 S ER D U IE A
37

R

ﬁ%%ﬁ%@ﬂ%ﬁﬂ&ﬁ%ﬂé%ﬂ’jﬂ%%%»ﬁ%éEWS?

H@ﬂi%ﬁ%@mﬂ#%@m&”ﬁ FEI BRI C2mM A A Y
EKFEEIRPFABMEeEF ~ P R rR)DH T3 e FARL ERE
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PR3 % Reoux 3l s d ok o RN AR N FaBRARRF > - B HT T
LR g chin)dg oo
HAAE R AETLI2009 E 67 B e T 5 E BT
SO 0 AR A T 795 m-2,015 Mo FfL AR B BEG B MR G A 0 BB
ﬁﬁlmmoﬁfﬁxw1o%ﬁémw’ﬂﬂa¢iﬁﬁ£;%mmﬁ%%
4o yedp ﬁg¢r;1ﬁﬁaﬁ2%’zﬁﬁiﬁé#3%’ﬁéi?
iR 3B(E 231
[ FHF > 5 0 AR L a2 {375 kA 0 T BT st
PRt B e G R e B L P TR AR ATH ARIE - B
ﬁi&@&wv—ék%ﬂj&ﬂi%’$9ﬁ”ﬁ“m%@5%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ
Rl R @ Tl o L ER AT FI)PAARY c AARBIHRED D -
FEA BRI LA ST A B SR s B o v F R R ik A
-20°C -5 0 M FS AT e

=
??

% 2-31~ 41 41 ?Pﬁﬁiéﬁm‘&ié} el 28 3k 35 BLZ P FY - E%‘ .

k‘!: ;ﬁ
EERE Y P X YR ERPD ”(;&)
HT-Beauty 52 M AESA 2015 261155 2585732 2009/6/3 3
HT-Police” FER 1837 262316 2584877 2009/6/3 0
HT-Jiasin X 795 271044 2582819 2009/8/4 5
HT-Walami X £ 0
. AR 1023 268332 2583914 2009/9/13
HT-Polices PER 1814 262345 2584989  2009/11/12 14
HT-Hwang & i 877 268799 2581186  2009/11/13 0
HT-Soil EN 1483 266395 2585187  2009/11/13 8
HT-Shili -2 1701 264364 2583689  2009/11/13 7
HT-Green 3 Reith ) 1246 266994 2583541  2009/12/15 4
HT-Apron N ELIRSIT 1826 262455 2582791  2009/12/14 8

*HT-Police f= HT-Walami 4 &]>+ 2009 # 11 ~ 12 7 454¢
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BRI S S TR R
TFekA AHF Eﬁi“—‘ﬁ BT ERNZ i o - AN
BERA  FFFEFARL S RE L5mM A REFRGTF 2 AR
AT F L E TG LB R AE Y > TEHAPM fLR(s a‘é#kﬁ) ° A P
B BEP R B AR B R VRS R
BEPNFHFIATERR c ATERR? RRER GO FE S BRR A ERR
KR d R g P BFEER LS LT & (D)FT#(0-2 %)5(2)3-7 % 5(3)1-2
¥;5(4)3-4%:(B)L B P oo BRI 23R % 1> % ki(Global Positioning system >

GPS ; #] : GARMIN GPSmap 60CSX) % 4 1= % At o 2 14 % ~ 440 8
wR B AT 0.7 mm I e et oRiE RS 0 R PR FEI RS AR
e AR

PAPZFAWRN A 8 %é%%‘ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘
FAtE 2 Hois o AR 47 &4 & 4 e d IRAE & (frequency of occurrence, FO)
feip £ & 12 ( Ap 18 4% - relative volume, RV) » 3+ & = % 44 Hwang et al.
(2002) o A1z AF B 2B o 58 5 FOI(%)=(ni/N)*100 > # # N 2 # i foni 3
PRI E R R R A e RV|(%) SVI/Ns # ¢ N & s
BHoYVisiafaFapgd T MER blegh & o
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Fré B iddfiriiodd

RN LR LI o A

BWAARPE > NE L R AR 2R HF PR L
AR R 15 2% e AREFRITF 2 ELAE TR > 7 g B
AFET  TEFESPM AP R R) FRPERE &P D - pHEEE
TUARHS AR PR £ 4k 0 11 2 >3k ik si(Global Positioning System ;5 %) :
GARMIN GPSmap 60CSX) % 4 = ¥ i #(TWD67 + ¥ fh i) ¥ %tk 4+ &
Pt RN AT ERE  HP ATERAE RRPE NI E SRR S A
FRR R TR o FoM R D R A LT s (1)FTE0-2 2) 5 (2)3-7
X5 (3)1-2% 5 (4)3-43% 5 (B)L B Y b o

BFREZEE2EFE > AL %3 ASBA g c A 2 7 10ml95%
Fprenloml g g o nn RAB PR X o g o Bdh g pd S
TP AR 0 E PR GEmMI-ASB A F 18§20 T2
) N

SR m R @A

(- ) #::8 DNA 55 ;2

A E 2ot iR 4k A 9 DNA 3B~ ik 5 Favorgen Stool DNA Isolation Mini
Kit ez 2 3 72 > AP 3 2 M A s{s (7 o

P2 1B 29 AE 15ml g g oo 4o 0 IXPBS I 8 ml e
AR 3t R KLY 5 A48 o 1,000 rpm ~ 4°C ~ 10 A 4R o * R R R
Bl R d ¢ R E S AT 15 ml g F 0 4o 3,500 rpm s 4°C -
20 5 45 o B * & ,R;-gv;»—i , RF A G TP o

Favorgen Kitz_ = ;2 112 300ul 2. SDE1 buffer(kit r 2 )i+ i 2 B isicikde »
Bor K 029 k] g ¢ o ¥4 » 20 ul Proteinase K» R F R 3 5
fkg o2t T0°C 2 KipH-kip 10248 P& 3LBRET - K o Bhid4r
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100pl 2. SDE2 buffer » & F R 3 » fl s Tdsqp e #F Bk S add o L 1Y
14000 rpm g~ 5 4 48 » B~ i 3 Aren L5 ml e B o 4e » 200 ul SDE3
buffer- @R 3 » g igdp  FEFE 224 £ 7 14,000 rpm .
2/ 480 P~250 ul F ik & AT 1.5 ml g 0 4e » 250 ul SDE4 buffer £2 100%
P RZR A A s > B R & 4R 4o~ Kit #74¢0 SDE Column > #
& 14,000 rpm~1 4 48 > 54 jE5% o 4c » 750 pl Wash buffer 4t~ 14,000 rpm
1248 2 EAF A 2 =2 ks 0 £ = 4o 14,000 rpm
3 4 4d > #-column # 1 AT 1.5 ml s g o 4e > 50 ul ~ 60°C «7ddH20 > #
B 2445 .o 14000rpm > 1 448 > (93] 50 ul 22 DNA -

S EArgd P DNA X B2 2 5 B2t 3 Eip® oh 2 % L P g
£ DNA e 2 (KIT)» @ & {2 2 2o { > 2 & 5% proteinase
K/ phenol/ chloroform = ;= (Kocher et al. 1989) > 1 {= % ¢p BF E_KIT j2 chs & >

WHEEAL LA 52 57 %(4 240 -

% 2-41~ 23 DNAZ B3 /22 Ll o
#:i3 DNA Proteinase K/ phenol/ Favorgen Stool DNA

F B chloroform= ;2 Isolation Mini kit
kST 12 /] p& 6 /| p*
A4 35 E 2 25

(=) k%88 D-loop & 7| & & Tigig 44 £ J& polymerase chain reaction, PCR)# +§
D-loop * £

AFEG AU A4 SRR LR 2 D-loop 315 (] 2-4.1)i& 7 B £ T 4
FRF a8 s 25ub ¢ 7= /2 3+ -k 15ul- 515 (Forward = > 10 uM)
1ul > 513 (Reversed = > 10 uM) 1ul > dNTP(2.5 mM each) 2ul » 10 & 5 PCR
¥ 25ul > Taq B ATH 0.5 ul » 22 £4:f 572~ 41 559 DNA 3l o

Bif & 7R 1 (Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ¢ i& {7 40 =& ¢
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RATGG M F o F gz 5 ’Jﬁ%“ » 94°C ~ 5 & 45 %55}?: ~94°C ~ 30
) > 56°C-63°C ~30 ) - 68°C~2 » 48 > # F - & {7 40cycle - #H 3= > 68°C »
10 » 4 -

F s & s #4522 % (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder) e » 2§ 75 % % #. = i¥

7

i3t > B~ PCR A % 2l » 12 0.5 2 TBE % fimiz (buffer)ie 17 1%:rsh 73 42 7%

\y

7 7 (Agarose gel electrophore5|s) s HETE L PR 100 k4F  PERY 35 A48 K AR
K% o F s &% h g4 ke (Positive control) & - SEAS B K 2 B4 e
EA(KRA B LAH —g‘yi’?ifﬁ'ﬁ Jeg o) e - B f Frd] e (Negative
control) 2 ddH20 & i~ DNA template » 2 %% %k & 35 L st Jg o A = # i‘:a' e
D-loop ¥ £z k& » T3 W& TR E T A AT RS 172 F &

(=) PCR # 4 2_ % it (Clean up)

#-id i% D-loop ipl:#2. PCR & 4~ 4 i (Clean up) » i * Geneaid Gel/PCR
Fragment Extraction Kit » 3P 3Lp? & 1 ch= 22 7@ 1 ah 3 o L & 1.5 ml
g & ¢ 4o r kit #7420 DF buffer 100 pl » e » 20 Wl PCR A4+ » B iF R 5 4
el o BB & 54 3 Kit #r't2. SDE column @ > 12 14,000 rpm #s 30
F) 0 ®)2 ik o ik ¥ F B4e » 600 ul 22 Wash buffer> # % - 2 42 > 12 14,000
rpm &t 30 §5 0 2 Juik o £ =k 2 14,000 rpm s = 4 48 o H-column 4% %
Frenl5ml g o b r 20l 65°C 2% B2 33 ok o E 2 A48 0 12 14,000
rpm o 2 24518 E R A 20 ul e B it (s g e 2 ulo 2 0.5 B TBE % it
7% (buffer) it 7 1%3% 75 4258 %% 7 7~ (agarose gel electrophoresis) » % ¢ 5 7 &
100 R¥F ~ R 35 248 > ARFE R - TB3ul Bt AFE TR -
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UTmtDF1

Forward primer

5‘)

125

Reverse primer

UTmtDR1

TEMEAFYUR T % & I Thr tRNA;P % £ :Pro tRNA;F ¥ £ :Phe tRNA;
Cytb ¥ £ : cytochrome b ; 12S % £ : 12S ribosomal RNA -

(=) ® & p¥id4f & Jis(polymerase chain reaction, PCR) 3 tg i ik & £L

AFF AT T 2ZF % 4 (Shihetal. 2009)4* 4+ - % 2 - “réE 2 6 el
% # %] (microsatellite loci)3! 3 (UT1~UT4~UT25~UT29+ UT35~ UT38) i&
7 B & Ty 4% & & (Polymerase chain reaction: PCR)- = i Forward 51+ 5 fie &
i % 2 % wd T E(ABI 3730 DNA Analyzer) » % d ABI 2 & £372 & %
FE S e @R RO SR RAMAL 0ubF ZRFkS2u
51+ (Forward = > 10 uM)0.4 ul-> 51+ (Reversed =4 > 10 uM)0.4pl> dNTP(2.5 mM
each)0.8 ul » 10 # 5 PCR % 7% 1pul > Taq B AT 0.2 uL » & 23 58 A1 ep
DNA 2 pul

i & 9 7k 1 (Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ¢ i& {7 42 =& ¢
ROETHG G F o F ReiE® 5 3 - 2 94°C 5 A48 h B = ~94°C~30 4
60°C ~30 4, - 68°C ~ 25 F) » # Fx = s&i7 42cycle - # F = > 68°C ~ 7 » 45 -
F oz 2 {8 0 #4522 % (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder)4e » %% 5 & 3 i g3t » B~
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PCR # 4 2 ul> 12 0.5 & TBE % % (buffer):& 7 2% 3§ 7o 4552 % = 7 (agarose
gel electrophoresis) > & & 5 100 k4% ~ Pl 35 » 45 > iR E % o F ¥ € *
e =+ 2 (Positive control) 2 — ¢+ Bl % 2 i B L ik A(RRp B L
ﬂ;i Fo4 dodejay ¢ ow) e f #4] e (Negative control) v = /4 3+ -k F
~ DNA template » F %9 & 5 4 st Jg °

() AF3= T

BAfREF A B30 06304 ¢ 5 1 LIS-500 1% 5 fei R 5 ¥ 1y
ABI PRISM 3730 DNA Analyzer p # %_& ix % Peak Scaner Software v1.0 i %
iE 17 £ %17 (genotyping) 23 - 5 7w & = 2k F]:f /& (allelic dropout) 2 it

% = F)(false allele)sg = 2| A F1 3] 2 B BRI § > 1L E£4F 5 =< PCR a0
SN B E A L&(Taberlet etal. 1996) - & = A FIRE T EA4F ¥ =

IR EFERGF K B =K o

(3 )F 4 4

Ly RATEI A FE] 0 @ % GENECAP k%8 (Wilberg and
Dreher 2004) 2|3 2 3 & i 48 &%) & (probability of identity: P(ID)) » s+ 5 %%
RSB BRMEATEATL AR 5 BRAOAFIA O 5 5 -
RZHECE S 300010 F R £ #% 4 (Miller etal. 2002) 15 o Fe 1] * gt
AT R EAF DA T ok NRA R MDA TR 512 BATFIE S
7 I ek F1A] (mismatch-pairs ) » P # 0t & F] A E 7 - SPCR > /rau Ak 713
AFrme pr gt @ms et » - AF A2 P(ID) 3% > 44T
(Waits et al. 2001) :

n n-1

Pap) = ZP + 42219 p?

i=1 j=

Ao enpiogrpj o AUEATIELE 0] BREATS -
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%H;ﬁ Mzof B Ly B ECE DR S 2k R R
CERVUS (Kalinowski et al. 2007)z* & & & A %] & crpip| & 5 & (Observed
heterozygosity, Ho)£ 1.4 £ # & (Expected heterozygosity, Hg) ~ Ho # #& * %
M EHENEORE SRy o - KR BB hHe B A NIRRT
g B R R - ¥ 2 Genepop (Raymond and Rousset 1995) 4 47 iz &t £k 7]
Aoerdt s AL T E_E B &4 R T = (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium, HWE) » & 3 *
7 S FE iR B % (Fisher’s exact test) K 3%z 5 & W 3tes 8T = ¥ 12 FSTAT it
Wt E Fis® 0 £ ¥ =2 95%71; ¢ % ¥ (confidence interval)(Goudet 1995) - Fis
N ARAY RIFERFELT RYPL ETH e 5 Fis>0 BFo AT %EFET G
AL eI g s F 2 Fig<O PF o BIA T 7 a0 3 @A RA 4 o Fig
g3t 5 7 % 4o (Wright 1978) :

\m»

H
Flszl——o
E
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PR OBFEHG
F-8 AARRFEER

RETG P L2010 & 10 Bdn o Bd A BLAHH R PR Rk P oW R
it o

YB3 2012 # 5% > H BRI FIHEKF fbeh @ rE- I R
EAF RRTHEZBR N FEoERt 0 536 B R G F % F4(2010 £ 4
1367 ;201199 3117 )3 B pEEF - ?ﬁ(ZOlO&B”'fr

1 V2011 # 8 7)o
A e e R R FHRET A A K RETIEER L 132441 5 P 9
5% % 9% ®E A A 169196 CH o + %7 328 % | » 155°C (8 3-1.1.a) -
L0 TpodndtiRAE L T1.2%% 88.3% & T iofp ¥R A & 79.6+4.6%(F] 3-1.1.b) -
BAEEAE 42010 # 9510 % B A HE529mm~259mm . HeY 9% A § 5

~

hpas)

WA s R NEB R TS 2011 #5727 A g 5 106 2
186 mm F i g 2012 #" 4% £ 5 8 52 572 1325mm-H & * (> & & % A 100
mm T (B 3-1.1c) e mEp AfFE R E iug » 12.2010/9/19 0257 mm & BB
& B % 2011/6/21 £ 100.7 mm fr 2010/10/22 996 mm > g~ = p £ ' & & ¥ F)
B b #rig = (2010/9/19-20 *=7rit g b 0 2010/10/21-22 = 4% #e b > 2011/6/21 5 5
Wh) He Hp Afg%a gy &275mmmuT .

d BEFFHOF FFAFIA SR > a ERETPIE OB AL 0 I
fiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ'%m—iﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁﬂ&% Fegit o F aligeod WRERF kadE P 4
FoERtTa RN lELOTR R FHIEEN - FRARFEF

x\’ﬂ

] b ﬂ‘ﬁjif" EXCE DAY Sv/{-r\—-iﬁj T By A (T s+ 0%
Bl (T T P& g A £ Ao
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25
(@) Lo |T#2010 m-2011 2012
0
% 15
i /
g 0 2\ 2
5
0 T T T T T T T T T T T 1
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
LENES
(b) 100
+0—2010 -8-2011 -—4—-2012
90 B
80 - //\‘,
¥
& 70
i3
o 60
50 T T T T T T T T T T T 1
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
LERES
(c) 600
500 ~—2010 -#—2011 -4+—2012
400 / \
# [\
300
[\
3 20 }/\ \
i 100 j \\'
0 I T T T T T T T T T T

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

Hf},\

BI311-2010& 15 % 2012% 53 4 A% % (@) 3958 ~ (b)4p # i8R 4o(C) }
ﬁ‘g,ﬁ,i o
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Fo8F FRBERETR

(\.
7

- ~ 7 WI¥ P AR T 3+ (visual survey)

A 2012 & 10" p 2P o JI* ZBED AR 461 F R ET E
RIACA B 2 Graves’ i Bty dichs B 2012 & F RS X Tk § 0 B R bk
2 L3o% s i 1.75¢1.02(xSD) » Mdpde2 f - £ 2% F B 5 E46% 0 A kA G
B eRE T E S BB % ¥ (i 1) ik 23.1% - 2B % F K (4 0)
i 12.7% T AR B K ()it 124% > fre %k AR LA YR X (k)i
5.8%( ] 3-2.1) -

¥ 2006-2011 # Tttt i > 2012 # 5 Graves’ i It 4p #3218 142 2008 #
(2.20+1.15) ~ 2010 & (2.03+1.02) 27 2011(1.9+0.98)# o 2012 # 4% <1 Graves’ i It
3o ¥ 0-2 50t 51 %) 82% > Fn 15 3 244k 4 st b4 W] 5 12.4%4%7 5.8% -

1% 30 fyp shdcF BIHe R dcR 0 2012 & 5 42.8+408 /P 0 T B RS

B %1 2 48% > & Graves i3 It dp #ic2. &7 3-8 % 4p v > =0+ 2008 # ¢ 56.1£46.9

3f/4% ~ 2010 # e 54.1+44.3 3f/4% 2 2011 +& 49.2+42.5 g /3% - ?;f%_% % 2006-2012

EFA B S5 1% 30 f)p 3 Graves' i3 it a‘ﬁ&ﬁ a2 2ire BT ak
FABR LIRS - (B 3-22) -

50

45 -

40 -

35 -

30 -
25 -

20 -

15 -

10 -

s- -

0 i BN BN I
0 1 2 3 4

Garves' modified scale
W] 3-21~2012 # FARZE P & A% F 7 BIR% % 9 8 % £ (Graves’ modified
scales: 0=iz 3 BLEF B 5 -G mipF 7 FR-E:2=7 - &-3=F 72 4 >
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AR B S S P SR P o

=2 EHEFH) e
60 - - 25
e 307/
50 4 —o—index 5
40 - ﬁf
- 15 f
;P;so : o
-1 %
20 - &
10 - 05
O 1 T T T - 0

2006 2007 2008 29}09 2010 2011 2012

W 3-22~2006-2012 # |* 3 P A AZ A AX AP T FRRE B ft
BEE % 3 30fHEE > ¢ 5 Graves’'id & #ﬂﬁc

=~ S R

ARG P 2011 & 10 7 ¢ 3 2012 E 2 0 RZEXAMAIF L BN 127 % o
- B EEE AR AN T REET o U R 2011 £ RIS S
FERAR o F RIS FRES LS A RN AR )
Bl ERE §oufhd Kl 1862 196 B4 £ o

2011 # F R EEFE BR/I AN > 22 TR FEF LY S EF
5.9+8.3 %712 * 52+8.04 3510 ? 2 35+7.2%F =2 B iK% 1 * 3.46%6 4 o
L0 SRR AR 127 L hB 1746238 0 11 7 0.96£3.6 %7 ~ 1 7 0.9+2.5 34
Wz > 10 % G B4 0.8421.83F(B 3-23) c B EF PRI E TS N H >
B R R A B 2011 # F RIHE R F R4 ARE(F :}i*fra:fm#;"a:)
L3053E/MH Y R EEFEAL LK G AR BT @R L 25%8/mM o

UFRHEF L R kg TEE B EE TR 1L R
» 5.9 E/HAR > 12 7 2 (B2 3 KAM) 10 7 & 1 % 2 w|gR S 35 AE/FAR o X AE
59020120 BB (L7 3p/aE) B ik B o5 11 2 (L3g/rard)~1 7 (0.9 3g/Ar)
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10 » (05 3F/Fa) e % F R E 1 1112 7 ik 5 5B (6.9 3F/112) » H = i
17 (A43E/H=r2)~ 10 * (A 3R/ ) (B 3-23) e M E % £ en? R & n i TR
BERENg  RFehE o rahl ) RS REE L FESE 0 B
2008 # F Kt x R EEQOM/A)  His Bip 17 R ERF H & E % M 13
[kt e
fowh T # (2006-2010 4 )ik % FApdi » 2011 & 47 % oL G| B R E K E i

(18.4%) » 0 1 # % 4F % v G4 [ 32%-47% - 1z 2011 & T 3595 B S Kol e g
% 9 B =0+ 2008 o 2010 £ (& B 5 28.7 e 25 %) o £ 4F F R F LA
BARFRRES Y ORE - Rp2 7SR AT BLRSF o0 F
B~ c R BRPAR S AERE R S35 78 & B g
("3 iz 2012) - dip| T e FIH # RRBLPEFRARSCIH > S EZ kAL
LAATHRAPOFRPFEFNI2Y RE 10 42 LA F it %G AL 5
A ERZ AR RS o

[ - 250

6.0 -
# - 200 P
£ 5.0 - A
~40 - - 15.0
13 ~
# 30 —mo%
~20 -

10 - - 5.0
0.0 : 0.0
107 117 127 10
LIRES
W 3-2.3~ 2011 & # B} % % > 0% BEF 14 (0.85%0.85 m?)ijc & F K48 %
%L'ﬁ“;m o
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ILRFAF AL EEEL B2 G O RREGE

1£.2006~2011 & F- % 7 &2 & & &3 “74 £ (One-way anova, F=8.247,df=5,
p<0.01)- % £ 12 2008 # % 61 3f/m” £ & > 2010 # ~ 2007 & ~ 2011 & A | 5 51.2
$g/m?~ 36.1 #5/m*~ 30.5 $g/m? ix B = 2_ » 2006 & §- 2009 # % 28 $g/m?~ 21 $f/m?
B (B 3-2.4)° 1 * ¥ {5 ¥ %_Scheff’s ;2 viut & ¥ 4 £ B2 % & n 2006~2007 ~
2009 % 2011 & #7¢7 2008 & § A ¥ £ B (p<0.05) » H ¢ x 12 2009 & £ B &+ o
m 2008 #2010 # F %3 A & AR o &or 2008 ~ 2010 # & % F A & fdF
EN AR ES LR .

TEEFHREEEF ) PRt 2011 & 10 7 1 10 ek R
SEEFRLAE KRB TE Byt % d £ WF 22009 £ (15.1 4/
M 2011 &P ST R MA R P A E L HEH2008 # (3.9 2 12.158) 2 2010
#(0.7 2 9.73f) °

b

70 -
— <%
T o N
/ % 50 -
T
R
> A& 40
AR
4 30 T
20 -
10 -
0 T T T T T 1

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
E:

W 3-2.4 ~ 2006~2011 & L 355 BT KoL A F REAF(10-2 7 )n:F A E -

AF AR ER - GEREFR S  ARAE s S Rinh kR
PP OTRT o AL R S G AR 1 30% o 2011 &
FoRAR Y 2R E AT oA EE AR S E R FIM(F 122.6826.7 vs.
& 12204221, F=0.025,P=0.87) - it ¥ st R = hiEH C KR EER £
e i
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E ™ N R
BZE RREHH

2011 & 5% F 4% 3 A (n=176) & ¢ #ric f FlehF RIS 7 > ¢ RS
FRABRNIR ETEE C RFSFHEE > UE B F 2L RE > SN Ef
30 fy3tdiz Rttt R R iR TN R T BEET o XFEFE
30 )3t #c2 B % & 37 Bg ¥ (r=0.14, Pearson correlation) » H & b ) & & A8 F
1p B (r=0.39-0.40, P<0.001) = I * &+ Faf432 F chfc f £ - 7= 4 Grave 35 #3 *c
@ 3 4 (Fy 171=11.3, P<0.001) (% 3-2.1) » e {4 & Scheffe iz % £t fadg7 » & B
Grave #gﬁzﬁﬂ‘a&éﬁk% W paRen- Sat AEHFALARLER ¢ Blde it
10 smpe g gi? > &5 feitdp#c0-1-1-2-1-3-34 A K F L £ - ivkr Grave
BT R G AR g - R

Ay L B dc(semi-variance) fz B B AT B A ApBE o 2 A Ap M 4n B
BELE L G PR 0 B Y X gho FEHL Yy dh o 2% 3 fic(semi-variance) o v 5 3+
%, (Monte Carlosimulations)#tfz & 2. 95%71; #f % Fé‘*(i TmA) EAERRPN A
BLUBTR TN DR R B o BEET A S A0~1,000m # FFERT
ﬁﬁ’%ﬁﬁ?lﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%g’ﬁ%iﬁﬁ@%%iﬁﬁiﬁ i 2
(B 3-2.5) -

4 321~ 2011 & § B4 H M Grave’s § & 89 8 130K BT A R P B
2B g L3 F2 Mo

Grave’s i It 4p ¥k a8+ K FESCINE oy
0 16 1.28 280
1 34 18.76 23.52
2 87 20.04 2211
3 32 35.04 28.37
4 7 61.07 26.09
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semivariance

LR RO PSR R A kR g

o /.;
S - /
o ;
©c (s - ./'/
| S PRt ~.c ST .- .

= ®) © 0. .0 o O o
8 ] o O e} O o 1o o O
3 =T - S
o -

0 200 400 600 800 1000

FEAE(mM)

B 3-25~ f1* X B 845 197 3EMAT KA aehs B p 4p M iR

KA ABEF e R AF 2011 #fF L FRIBAR S > LHRAS B
FFa g & 023 B ¥ £ 2 (One-way anova, F=0.197, df=7, p>0.05) » 12 T3 fr
T4 .3 (25.2422.1 ~ 25.1415.9 %g/Kar) » T1 # #(18.4431.8/FrL ) (B 3-2.6) » &g o1
PP BRART MR R R P BRI TARMTR LR TR R R
WHEMRNPHT L A PP BIERTERF B R AE R FGRE FIE R -
BRAOHEAEF AR TG Lo F 2o gkt RN iF % otk & Eoain

Rl s 2 H 5 o0l 28 %)% (Koenig et al. 1994) -

60 -

i

1

I

w
o
1

(35 e g5 =k #
N

8
7 AR

W 3-26~2011 #f3F B ABRF HTIBRFEF R (F R -
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ZE R RATEEET T RN

P RAEEDAK2011E 107 12012 # 20 (T o b 5 RH T %
F RO T 029 4FH/MP b T 11 7 A8 HEHIMI L FE 0 F G BEIMEF 2
T B 117 5 B (63%) - £2 2007 ~ 2009 ~ 2010 & F B|HEF G B B %
s TR EE NS F R RO AET R R ’JF’KH 11 ~
09%ﬁ$£i$°96%?$%%ﬂu129é&%@Aﬁ&mﬁ’lg~ﬂ
Doy w L TREEImM? S 653 H/mi 2 5 10 P G & (2 3E /M) (£ 3-2.2) o £7iE
é%E%%%m&%wWW#ﬁMQE%ﬁ%%{ﬁ@%%@ﬂizw&mﬁ°
A 2011 & F W% 1-2 w%ﬂfﬂ(n;x/m)m BEFITRZS o

g+ I T 1o % el Jop 0 50 2008 £ 2 7h 5 2010 & 1-2 7 5 4.8
SR/’ 2 g @ E % (0.1-0.9 3E/mP) o HRIT i 4 E F RIER P RE > HT
120 R fFf%BpLE S > A RFPBEECHFFAFIE S EL FRER
PEFETS MR EREED TR

% 3-22-~2011# 10 ® 3 2012 & 2 &% %mlj*#‘%%igpfg , "“'\?‘W'J’}#%’f’l‘" ,
¥ & e H(n=100)rfEF Kt (n=197) & 7 #Tic B F RIS R chlkE -

Pom R BF Fa+ KAt
Poa ok F PRI
N T Iﬂ,%ﬁ’ Ty P W‘ﬁtﬁ“,\'_\% WA
F] AN _ 2 (gﬁ]“ﬁ(/m ) AR ’]}IJ
(47 #5c/m”) o) (47 #g</m”)
2011 Sep 0.29 15%
Oct 3.1 43% 4.8 2.0 40%
Nov 4.8 63% 8.2 6.5 57%
Dec 2.6 39% 7.2 9.4 78%
2012 Jan(-Feb) 0.38 31% 4.8 7.0 95%
R RHG A L IXIm? 3 Kt G 4 & 0.85x0.85m” e
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TURFAF BT EEL B2 BRI RAY

o FRIRE AR R E 2 YRR

=

APEE 1L B RS F BIEE - ANOVA & 4787 » %31 F B} R E
AugE D et 12 2 F B 3 iF* § B (F=135.8~96.25.27 ; P<0.05) -
F R[>t 12 7 ehT o€ § 5 1.62 9 (SD=0.56) 1 B¢ 11 # 1.27 g(SD=0.56) £ -
3 ‘&%m'}tﬁa\# 2EE T SR RE T R Y EE

A:\
R I GIS 4B AR F RIS TG 0 95 5km’ e F A mHR

ARE(R 3% £ 61A/ME- 2008 &) % Ak FF KIHEAA £ 5 30500 §AF o it
~ H 190 B (145 g/3E)3 5 ot 0 RIE AW cnA B F i 442,25 2o 5

g

PR - (2009 Zliﬁlm)7\~ B AE G5 16225 o o

ﬁ*m A EFERGZ LA E S 7 o spiea T E L 80 o7
(Hwang 2003)> #=& p #7% ik & i Fhit (basal metabolic rate, BMR) 5 1,758 kcal »
B- EE T 07 (2*BMR, Justice and Smith 1992) = 3,516 Kcal - d >t 2

RIS A 0k ENe @ MR 11 R 12 0 4R B F R

¥age e 5 04889 &y & 3 & kg (%t 395.2 Keal/100g dry mass » [ I
$2009) 0 Bl- 3EF KIH % o7 A4 1.92Kcal - i&- # -2 L ENER (FR)A
ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%&ﬁﬂ$mw%N%{§ﬁ%nd§§%ﬁi I ZHES 2,464 3F
TR ApE 23573 2 TR (ORE) - g > g R F At FA I 4p g 0
U ERE - B 247551 X it ABHL T AT ERTRERE- §
j= 85222 % infad RdtarE o B LR RERTIMN R B o P HEE
FAE ¥ %K T700-2,1050 & 2 jiorF Bk A P R e H ¥ 5 2
LEde g o ok B~ KK E VFL;f oA BT & A R vk ken
P FTREL ARG B s i d o

RARRIA S E R RN RGN E Lo NP UPFR A2 v S & TR

En

‘u}

A (Autoregressive Integrated Moving Average Model, ARIMA) & {7 3 & 47 o 12
PR E p 2006 # 10X 2012 # 1P B4R L AR EEE R EER
B % > 41 * Akaike's Information Criteria (AIC) » 3% B~& i 538 o B % &1 > B
R L ARIMA(2,3,2) B o SRa o P RN L AHFRA KA RS FR
FFREEFERE 4y AR ERERGITEEEFEL - HEPRFV L N BFE
AR T SIERE R XA R ETLDIFRIE LR E o RA 02
ERTRPIER R I Em 2227 AR RSB o

BROSE RIS FFRE e RAB - ERZFLAT ~ Fig B 553
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A S N k212
‘3’;%— ..:ggvﬁﬁd‘ﬁé\q

Bos B R iR R A RFRT R REH AT R a4 2 VR
&4 fm 3 £ & (Greenberg and Parresol 2002 » Koenig and Knops 2002 - Lusk et al.
2007) c KA RO ALIRBFZFTHEIFFLRT 0 R2HEERR
EFREFT AL TR RERFFREDP AT R e F FEEDEE
B IF B RS % 9 2 484 - Koenig etal. (1994)4, £ 89 T jof 2bx 2 97K
WFFEANo - BFA2 18 22 AT 2009 s LRI S F T EL G EE
2_th EnlIR AR o i B ik P ﬁ’ﬁf;T_iE'J%"f]f‘uE - A AFE AT - 4T 0 F 30 # (R
FHEOPAER) SRHAETEGD A A S o FHOEF AT RIS T o

R AL FERLS D A 5 iRy %}éw‘qf” R N T 2 YA
BHEAOGETFE 2 A7 VAR HAPRE- 7 ROTN 7 - AT .% I

RSN T RERAR LA EER G ER PR TR

F28 AR BAELIELAR

- FRBERFRLAEEAPRSERR G

2012 27 Ko A AR FOED AR IS R ED ABER)EA
2011 # F WMk Fend AT LEHAFA LT S ER AT HTARRS B 3m
M F A B om e B 1GEE AR AP AT BIEED 6] o
FARMUP LA T RHRAT BB F 5 T4(32.7%) 0 T3~ T6 4 Vaj{14.4%'fr
0.4%% =% » TSR G #RM 5 &R E P LA 3 B i(% 331 &7 it &) <
Rg* R A B PR s Beflr M- fUFETRFE R T H R
g B A BT 395 B 2.5% BB 5 T4T3924.7%:0 7 bR HTT LA o
FroRER LB 2008 & BT ARG fLAPenF B AP B BB S 24.7%(n=8) >
2010 ~ 2011 & & w] 5 22.8%7r 8.9%=k 2 » 2007 # 5 5% - 2006 # 5 4% - 2009
£ 5 1A%E i o

B s B ad B2 AR A B 5 07 % R Ak 0.7 B i=/km(% 3-3.1)-
AHEF G ﬁ:;ﬁ:maﬁ WA 6] 5 0.5% > 27 2009 # 4p e 5 B K B i
(05%-18.3%) * #* % & F B F P B AIA & RARIOT A AR F > 2 F BB
FIAS L E R p?#nm%%mﬁ#%ﬁ LSRR LA SCE
ek FRESLE o
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TURFAF BT EEL B2 BRI RAY

B AR FRRA A R P AR 30 ) di2 iR LR Tiag %
£ = i 4p M (Spearman correlation, r=0.952, P<0.01,n=8) > e &2 % A F € £ &g ¥
1p B (Spearman correlation, r=0.405, P=0.32, n=8) -

SRR B ERARPERD &

2012 # 27 &% BRI EAH(N=346) & & A& =50 A ph iR 28X 80%
SR AL B IR IE o fL R L S AR 0 6.6% BT RN R AT S 474 S
8.6% > § B AT iR AD 6] 5 6.6%(M] 3-3.1) o W ALIZE R MRS Rk RE 2
JiAU B2 Az A o Graves dp#csr 30 £53- 8 g S dp R 2L o
#2 & = &7 ¥ 4p & (Spearman correlation, r=0.268 ; r=0.282, p<0.01, n=346) > % 1 2.
ik AT S R R AR DS R R B o4 AR T RBE R AR D
A 5 2 RSk pdEahiin s B9 Wy - g joRp A (3 R EITR)
B TG EATRA L ST i AMBEEIT O 0% B R
B2t F s a%p BHEAEP- s B R hF L A F VR B FIZwrH PRI ESY
=,

\‘

Rl

331 2011 #FRBEFEEFREAL A A2 FFH RERFILEARP IR S

25 .
L g BRTRESLOESIR L RRR AR
#F (n=187) PE O ORE Pz 2 A (1) BB R R
e R@M)  RRM H- (%) & (%/Km)
% ATl 4 4 500 8 8 150 2.7 5
T2 4 4 200 20 20 65 6.2 31
T3 30 30 500 60 60 209 144 29
T4 72 71 850 85 84 220 327 38
T5 0 0 800 0 0 215 0.0 0
T6 27 27 1000 27 27 286 9.4 9
T7 750 5 5 250 16 2
T8 2 2 600 3 3 46 43 7
DN 44 44 3250 14 14 611 7.2 2
T 35(:SD) 247429 245+28.7 8.4
¥ 1 1800 0.7 0.7 186 0.5

36



90 -
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60 -
& 50 -
Y40 -
% 30 -
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10 -

0 S e I I R s B

& fe B i N R AR BE TR

e

B 3-3.12011 & F Ri4#5 % 5 > FRIEAL QRSP E S FRPFGE S0
#](n=346) -

R e

(-)* 28 %

2011 # 10 # 3 2012 & 2 7 » % A3 ® 2 L 66 7 =X enfs £ pa s Kb
BEAT Hje = 0 BRI S RAr v B 5 25.8%(% P 12-47%) o A IRk
Lo 022010 & 12 % SE 5 (n=25 k)01 P 17K/ o P EF10 7 fo 1l
Poery s £ 2-3 3k (4 3-3.2) o MARFUTRE T YL Y G it L ek KA B o
113 T ¥ad - ey B Pl enfl £ ko % 1 2010 E 12 0 BB o A B L 47%-1.47
BMN=17) B 5i- 1 - FAEEL e RAF AR SZ 1279 ~1 8 ~10 7 »
11 7 -

2011 & F R % F T 1 5 i F e aai v bl fed 0k - i i L
Blios u) 5 25217%Fr 0.740.65 4% o ™ 2007-2011 £ s % Fa 2 > X A B F L
R e ;’1’17% o A2 b B s TR e S Rl B R LSRR PR fhdn R
ABH AP I AE 2 0 2011 & % % =03 2008 £ (62+13.6% ~ 2.5+1.1 #)4r 2010 &
(38£26.4% ~ 1.68+1.85 #k) » &R j= & Kot i - Wp| 2 i Ap A S AR 0 fdy
e
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ILRERS R AR R RS A R T

% 3-32~2011# 107 £ 2012 & 1 % 4 A3 F & 9 o e B Plenfc £ iR o

RN iz * TR resk R F s L s X ¥ax — et
I
T B e R RS e SR

2010 &

10 3 2 15 13.3 0.2

11 2 2 17 11.8 0.12

12 1 25 8 17 47.1 1.47
2011 &

17 17 5 17 29.4 1

+ 41 17 66 258

(2 )4 A 124 chd 3R R B

AR IR R RSB R A 2009 E As £ g fLL el 116 0 =
%ﬁ%w%ﬁé’ﬁ%ﬁﬁ51¥ﬂwmé1%%@33&oﬁmu&%mﬁ
BEEQ011 2107 2 2012£2 7 )2 yo B 328/ L L1120 fc B 5 B 5 (n=13) o
f2 2 s deehlEt v B e T 30 E — iDL dRdios W) 5 28+5.4%4r 0.81£0.5 #& (%
3-33)c H ® 127 F i jedhz Kot b 113 TI0E - Rl o B Bl eRfE S i
A ul G 375% 1634k 5 BB o
S0k ALt R 2011 & F R(HEE MRS sedeehpait ot ) 5 29%

I
=
3
w1}

R A H R (25.8%) 0 (e d G H i enfi At > Aol A RARALE

BATA AR BT RS R TR 30 LR LR R s b R

&)
k-]
=y

€
3
h
kS
5o
Al

A A H T EARER IR A R AR R
% eR A R 2 fe e —éﬁv%ﬁ’a?qgﬁ“mg“ffam%ﬂ*’*’*nﬁaf"&vﬂ’
AL R A IE T R 0 BEE S P F RIS R (F £ 4 2 2009) 0 fe
TEFEORERMRG EF ’ﬁ-ﬁifr?—ﬁifs#ﬂﬁ*gﬁﬁgu’&Jﬂ*%?é”ﬁ%ﬂ;ﬁv
AP ER AR o R RER S AR RE S gRSIR R R
£8 20125060 HE2 58K S5 R FH L 0 At B
FEFEFTL O LRFIR S RI it ot o Fpt o AR R R 20
FlR sl gkinox 2 Rend & 85 FiRhehs # o ¥ § R DT RPN

/t“.d
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45 = 2 PR b 2 2
‘3’;%— ..:‘;gvﬁﬁd‘ﬁé\q

% 333~ A LU EIF] R ﬁ ydﬂ,ﬁauﬂzﬁﬂﬁﬁ:ﬂ%ﬁo

) B B FIfES v Ra BRI 2 T30 - e
> () 2 R e i R 5)(%) [EF Y 3

2009 &

12 4 2 8 25 0.5
2010 &

1 0 0 8 0 0
2% 0 0 8 0 0
4 10 3 7 43 1.4
6 " 0 0 8 0 0
10 » 1 1 8 12,5 0.13
11 » 1 1 8 12,5 0.13
12 0 0 8 0 0
2011 &

1 0 0 8 0 0
2% 9 3 6 50 1.5
10 » 4 2 7 28.6 0.57
11 » 3 2 8 25 0.38
12 13 3 8 375 1.63
2012 &

1 4 2 8 25 0.5
217 8 2 8 25 1
ok 57 7 116 18.1

YL 2012 6 % rAg A B o

o BRI T

BAAEHFFHRETHF 2011 £ £ FR 148 i > 01 Fmb d
(=101 » 47%) ; 2010 i % 3. 249 o 38 » 12 12 7 & % (N=116 » 68%)(% 3-3.4) -
2012 #  WHEE RE 2 120 > Hjr 1 263 A (120 203501011
VEcBE T 338) e T 2011 5 S & 12 pEFREET A S o0 g
PR ARAMT A A EpEY g o FREAALES EAILY AT 12 7 4P (74
AR 0 IR A % (E R E 2004) 0 1 AR TREA S aEk s,:;u;ug ’

FRELRF AR FLAER L AR TR LGS & F 2 ERE RS
R F|2. -

A s 307 A 0 £ 422010 £ 226 B 2 2011 & 143 Bk o - &
LR N SR R R SRR A L BB (2 % 94%)(# 3-3.5)02010 & e id

fZ PR R R AR R BB (94.7%) 0 H = L oof 580 4+ (3.5%) 2 4 o5 o
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TURFAF BT EEL B2 BRI RAY

(3.5%) ~ ”:(13%) RO ERTGE S o E I BL A LR
ST LI L E o R E K sl B o

2011 = £ p %ﬂr’ﬂmﬁu Tk NI R BB (97.2%) 0 H A S R R Ry
(42%)‘“?%“?“*"(14%) EHQIN) it bof e 2 0B KAR S c T LE o

J*r‘*‘ AFFoONME - A EF o - EAR AP T 5D
e RIS B (96.8%) 0 H A 5 LA~ HEH A
B 47 (% 3-3.5) -

cHLENES RS R ARG EE S o s B R R
%4 d(Hwangetal, 2002) o & & cha e m 478 % ¢ B L F BRI L A Fap
WHEIER CAAFHER AR o fuy FREE L 5 A A8 T REER RN BE
AR ARG PP A F R L 2 F~B’~avp‘a°fv# R & A
CAFEF D ET R E AR TR PR N B - Eng R R R
7% F M % F 5 AFTE 2011 # chd B4 A Bk ot s E (BL24E/MY)(F £ 4 %
2011) e ¥ - P @ o d W E RS ERF KRR ERIF I ARSI AL G
# ¢ -k & (Rusa unicolor){=¥% 7 (Sus scrofa taivanus) &+ A # %3t k182 % £

Y FRAIVERSE T s B ($kFF 2008) -

% 3-34-2011-2011 & <« A3 R F R F &V fredrz T BT -

10 ¥ 11 v 12 7 10 27 w3
2010 10 11 116 93 19 249
2011 1 2 22 101 24 148
X 11 13 137 193 43 397

FREEGZE L0 DA 20 A7 0 402007 & £ 5 2007 & 10 ¢ % 2008 & 2
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2010 # # ke %

2011 & # k|4 %

Spapn] fhEE 5 2 (n=226)
FO RV FO RV
EE A AT 1.3 1.33 2.1 1.08
5% 7 W Quercus glauca Thunb. ex Murray 94.7 94.4 97.2 96.78
5}& %* BRI Viburnum luzonicum 2.65 3.76 0.7 0.03
oL ¥ % Malus doumeri 0.88 0.18
oL Diospyros japonica Sieb.&Zucc 14 0.56
L Litsea 0.7 0.7
e 1.4 0.63
e SRR Cervus unicolor 2.2 0.18 0.7 0.17
- A% 0L Z  Capricornis swinhoci 0.7 0.04
b % Muntiacus reevesi 0.9 0.09
{1 & Niviventer coxingi 0.44 0.03

= 2 4L g 2] 24
‘)7__’_#- ":F%—E‘?ﬁ#?ﬁ
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FLRRAF SR EEL L2 R REEFY
Fr& oAIiEdest
-~ o A2 kst DNA 2 D-loop 2 & B 7| 353

(- ) D-loop 31+ 2 4k & (annealing)i§. & 3%

Frk 3t R 4F 4 D-loop 2 & B 7|ehilF 2 Tm g & 513 C(E w3l +)%
59.3°C (w4513 ) ¢t T 487 I 4k £ 8 & (4 % 5 50°C ~53°C ~56°C ~59°C
2 62C)kPlFEd PCRALEER - 741 f1* Bl& SR (%50 UT14)5
PRRATL G PCRALE R R Z BIFER S - Bipdle s BA 22 i UT43
2 4 ;e DNA > B #7% ¥k ~ Taqg B & pF ~dNTP %023 B 425 f il e
BTG AR Bk AALER B6CEOCTIETT PCR A4’ a
2L % — 4 (non specific) * & (B 3-4.1)c @ % 7 P {8447 o B2 o348 DNA e
PRI RS 30 P 0T 0 R DNA & 7 dhdp 152 34 4o i k. 2 718 PCR #3 =

v AFE R 4 56°C AR SR R s 1B 171 HE D-loop B BLeniE it o

56C 59C 62C PC

Lame M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

W 3-41 -B& AL EGRR UT)RERIAT A7 FAEERT RIFEE

W g R AW g% o Lane M 1 100bp Marker ; Lane 1 : § #=#]3%(NC) ;

Lane 2-6 : 3&9 BR®BAE S 50C ~53C ~56C ~59C% 62C ; Lane 7 : 141 ¥
SR i & A DNA 5 PCR 2 & #4112 (PC) -

(=) 5 b3 4 4288 D-loop DNA 2 £ B 7|43 % %
72011 #F 12 7 3 2012 # 1 7 2 % it f505 +h i DNA 47 D-loop * £
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5 2 4L gy 2} 2
2R BFEHHB

I

PERAP AR F - % BEA T R A 97 3 ) < D-loop
DNA kA 7 - 5% » mhi7 A% & - 12 1 &P PCR &4 ¢ £ < PCR
A4 048 5 (- (clean up)4 *f % 48313 82 ANTP 2 42 A »500p 12 T 2 51 5 2 dNTP
TR BTG (B 343) -

#5422 D-loop 3 it 18 2. PCR A 4 12 Forward #4515+ ¥ DNA %
B > %57 FBDF120157(2 i+ 4 )% ¢k 2t 3¢ DNA $& » ¢ D-loop 2.3 % % 2 &
BF AR 3-4.4) o 5 - BN A - BakE o AuF ASTC G #1173k
g d R A o AP B DNA B 54 7 a 213 4 700 B4k A4 58 R T R
EEF PR A S (4 N BER ) 525 5 & or b D-loop B 7| & R 7 iE 631 dk
Bt o 2 TR SR NCBI ehfk FIF R B 118 0 Rt R A chIORAET 5 5
AR ok A5 D-loop B A FEH 1S 0 LIS N O FR] 2 iR B TR

g o

FBDF1112 FBDF120]
Sample No. NC 09 10 11 19-119-120 21 06 02 13 16 20 21 26 IC

Eﬂﬁl]bpd-
1500bp¢-
1031bp

Lne M 12345678 910111213141516

B 3-4.2~3%4 548 i i D-loop 2 & DNAHH 2 F %% % -LaneM :

100bp marker ; Lane 1 : § ##]%2(NC); Lane2-9 : 2011 # 12 ¥ 2 ¥ ¢ B g

#A 315 PCR 24 Lane 10-15: 2012 & 1 3 2 ¥ ¢k 338 DNA; Lane 16
L% UT43 & # 53~ DNA % #4722 #7412 (PC) -

~BREn
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ILRFAF AL EEEL B2 G O RREGE

FBDF1201
Sample No. _54 57 58

5 S
g 3
Y W
E E
S) >

«Primer and dNTP

[ane M 1 2 3 4 5 6

W 3-43~ % b 58] ...;,..#ki*idw D-loop PCR & 4+ 3 1 % g 38 1 13 (3 ' &

F 2 dNTP #2313 5> C) » NS AR R R IR g - Lane M: 100bp

marker ; lanel-2 : 54 .% *uék;ﬁ PCR & # % i % (lane 1) & % i 13 (lane 2) ;

lane3-4 : 57 5.9 ¢} 3§ PCR & # % i % (lane 3)& & i {3 (lane 4) ; lane5-6 :
58 Lo #t #t i PCR & $ 3 i % (lane 5)£r ¥ i {3 (lane 6) -

* itk R F1R A AT

(=) AFF L

2011 # 10 » 3 2012 & 2 » £ 4c 7] 123 B 2 o4 A& o $iE D ATH R
1~4 enfk &> = 5P~ 118 B DNA tk & > = 5 D-loop 5 71| 4% 3% i #c£_56 B >
PG 047(F 341) 0 ot ARG By BiFEE A T A MG ET AT GG
DNA > » — H:£{7 D-loop & 734 - 2010 & =3 DNA 5 72. D-loop #34
F s F B 087 gt 2011 £l A 5 A o B e F (£ 3-4.2) - 2009 # &7
2010 # =i DNA # & £3 LGB u #0268 etk &~ @ 15 £ #3{ D-loop
DNA 7 E > Flgt & D-loop & 7453 = & > =7 F b g o
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41 i # 4 & 460

PR RE &S

in 40

1A F|
I'|| i
(] b1

gl
53

”Illnl \ |'I'| |I'|,“|.]|I'I

/| I'||
2]

| £ M

GTTTCTATGTTCAAACTATACCTGGCATCTGGTTCTTACCTCAGGGCCATCATAGCTCTAGATTCCAATCCTACTAACCCTTCAAATGGGACATCTCGATEG

II‘|| \ |I

L 500

|I||| |||'|”|Iﬂ

L VW

|"|n||'l"‘|" ||

30

i |,lI
hoa l'll'i|'||'[ || |III u |I |||II i f‘lﬂ
A AU AV VAN
il 20

£

0 0 i 5

I|||"'|“||I|I||||I| |
VWU
gl N Do .-' D
ACTAAT GACTAATCAGUCCATGATCACACATAACTGTGGTOTCATGOATTITGOTATCTITTAATTITTITAGGGGGGECAACTTGCTATCGACTCAGLTATGACK

k. 00

I"l

| L
INTHIT

H 'P Vi ol M

|||"I \f
flY

o
(i i
i W\I i
- .'-l LA
CTAAAGGTCTCGTCGCAGTCAGATAACTTGTAGCTGGGCTTATT TATCT TTCACGLGTCOGOLATAGATACCCATAAGGOGCTACTCAGTCAAT
840

f f
|III.JI||'1|“, rll. \
k = Iill.-ll I
GG ACATATAGTAT T AAATACCAC TG AATCGAAC GAACACGUACGT GTACGUATATGTACGCATATCTACGCATATGTACGCACGTCTACGCACGTCTALG
il i H (] TE i) m T8 ™ S
|r'
f‘.u"-."ll“ In’ Il""‘llnﬂlﬂ‘\ﬁr || | n.|I , || I|||I..‘I|I ﬂlﬁ. ,"\' Afl fn\ al '- |I|'| i Ii-‘-lllﬁlI Ilq:t,ﬁ 'n! I'ﬂ' |nf“' l'\.r' "' I*I'
AL AL e PN O PR AL R S A
W 3-4.4 ~ > @ 8_FBDF120157 2 *} 2t i DNA # % &7 D-loop g v = T_&
RITH 5 - BRE S L Bigsh - Al
R R T70BI 700 Bk R K > 3 71\-7:?5&7

3 AT C G %1% Feiggd
# 2|3 D-loop A& 7| Bl
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TURFAF BT EEL B2 BRI RAY

S S
2011 # Wifg % %

m 2L

Nov Dec &Jan =
R~ Hc 22 100 1 123
DNA 3 P#c 21 96 1 118
D-loop A 7|3 5 = 7 #c 15 41 0 56
D-loop & 71 3 t§ = % 5 (%) 71 43 0 47

afrf(—‘&" n

% 3424 A A5 T 2009~ 2010 2 2011 £ 2 48 2 fo 2 1 DNA i g
¢r D-loop > £ DNA #3 & 45 863 2 % o

2009 2010 2011 B3t
DNA #: A % 17 176 118 311
D-loop F 713 +§ = # #&c 4 83 56 143
D-loop & 5| 1§ & # % (%) 24 47 47 46

(=) ¥R BTETHMMFEEAFILIF 25— (kR

*F H%AI" 3 F % 4 (Shihetal. 2009) 44t 5 4 2 i 47 6 3F 41 010
E Y H P 6 AR A TR TA T o B A & a LA 45 chiciEE A TR
fo% 10 &= (UT1~UT3~UT4~UT23 ~ UT25 ~ UT29 ~ UT31 ~ UT35 ~ UT38) »
f$ f e et (2012) %= 3 A~ 47 0 #&0 UT3 ~ UT23 22 UT31 ~ UT36 5 & - 12
WL HRMEHFFEERT] %“'J‘,ffﬁbu: BAF A& T UT1-UT4 -~ UT25~
UT29 ~ UT35 £ UT38 ¢+ 6 Ak FIA 8 {7 Ay o 5 "8 M 2b b — Myt
EATFIL > ¥ TS mE R0 A o B E Y ow F ok B(flurophore) £
Blodgd k2 &= kA2 4p kR 0 Fpt £ 4 ABI(Applied Biosystems) = # & #7
& & FTeny 513 (2 3-4.3)
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A S N k212
‘3’.:-3- ..:‘;gvﬁﬁd‘ﬁé\q

e k3 EEE RIS mL s (DATE SIS kT RERNE

She

~ BRGNS s LB TR W et R 2 (A AR Y R3S g2
(QEF L3 F hy kP M13 51382 CAG 2+ » @ & 15513 ch 544
7 M13 &2 CAG 2 B o ey ki si? »PCRF BB PAF € 4e > F 5 % k2

M13/CAG -~ Forward 2 Reverse % = %2313 ppErit* » H p ez 5 &4 ¥ £

7 ihi A (Schuelke 2000) - 2 {6 v A k515 fL2 o

Vgt Ta ‘Allele  °Ex.  Em
513 B 7| (Forward = » 5°-37)
A F (C)  size(bp) (hm)  (nm)
UT1 ®PET- AGCAACTCTTCTCAGATGTTCACAAA 60 160~176 558 595
uT4 PET- GAGTTATTGGCACTAAAATCTAATG 60 139~164 558 595
UuT25 b6-FAM-GCTCAGGGCGTGATCCCAGAG 56 296~315 494 518
uT29 VIC- GACATTGCCTTTTACAGAGCAG 60 188~220 538 554
UT35 6-FAM- ACTCCCTAGTAAGTAGAAAGCACAC 60 202~231 494 518
UT38 VIC- ATTATTGATGAGCAGGGACAG 60 178~214 538 554

S kR AL RAY T HEFSF N F k- Y kR S mE T
PARESEF R N E R - B R R AL DAY R TS F NS F R
AT ER cCEFAL TR BENEFRERE B = 2K o K
bk BT AR R Al k> LA o

rAF % T A LT F %P I M13/CAG 31+ F] melting temperature £ ¢
FRsd & - HRicirst AT 5155 €3 L vdimer 2ALE B R 7 FRR
EHPCRF AL FH URWF 4 el MRt — B8 B 5 g 832 (de
1 3-45) ; t#-MI3/CAG A AIKF 5@ 515 > Fhr ¥ G ¥ LML & - 1
513 i8 (7 ek 22 %18 PCR #3 > R 1% — |+ PCR 2 4~ (B] 3-4.6) -
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RPN

\4-

LR FOF SRR

1 . 3 B 5 6

Bl 34541 Bl% 2R fo2 & i+ 48 312 & F&= DNA- & Schuelke (2000)

# Shih et al. (2009)# i 2_ f s Y & 3o AcHFE 2 FIR PCR# 32 » 117 #

7 7 k¥ XM MI3/CAG 7|31+ L igf72 PCR %% - Lane M : 100bp

marker ; Lanel-6 : UT1~ UT4~ UT25~UT29 -~ UT35 £ UT38 #cfiFk & Fli
2 8B AF R TR FHH AT RIFLAFIRZHBATFZ P K
B o

RET GAY ek AT R PCRIFH 231+ % 2 ¥ LB &2
bg

WE RARFEFEE REE fRRIHBATIER - Fltd ABl 2P ¥ Y

7L
RS Y R b BB A5 S (& 343) 0 U EE SR (%5
54513 PCR #§# % % &

UTL15) s 2k 36 2 2 AL Fl12 DNA 5 #o9F plE @ 53
- P REAR 34T PRESEE AT IR - BERF RASFRS o A F

SR P ATERY AL S en A F KT BFR T L F R ATRA T

48



oo 2 L gy 2} 2
‘}’;_ﬁ- ..:g%v.ﬁﬁ\’f]“fzfq

Lane ™M 1 2 3 4 5 6

W 3-46~F1* Bl c BT REIP N2 AFEDNA N3 F FR2L K
A5 T T H - 2 PCRAF &7 2%F B WT AL 48 %(PCRF
BG4 F 3 ¥ LML MI3315). Lane M : 100bp marker ; Lanel-6 : UT1 ~
UT4~UT25~UT29 ~ UT35 & UT38 fictirk A Fl a2 ¥t A 7] & 5477 chix
BRI RFLATIRZHBATFIZ P EER -

ILane ™M 1 = 3 4 5 (&3

Wl 3-47 % Bl& ST iz o ki N2 AFEDNA ¥ ¥k B

43133877 % - H4p 2 PCR A% 217 200 2 B W T AL 58 % (PCRF &

R ¥ ¥ kM2 MI13313) - Lane M : 100bp marker ; Lanel-6 : UT1 ~

UT4~UT25~ UT29 ~ UT35 & UT38 fictirk A FA 2 $ % A F) - # 4 7 thiz
EEAAHOCIHVKIFLATFIRHBAFIVELR -
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RS E S HR R AR R |
ALY RIS E BAAF L3S s wd T A {5oM 3-48 1 13 #

Bl 3-4.5 22 ] 3-4.7 2 ficiirh A FIA 6 PCR A 42 7L ¥ T4 » 12 Peak
Scanner #ic§4 4 47 {4 4cT > B 3-4.8 & 3-4.13 -

160 180

@) )

0 A———ﬂ—/ISS\/lsw o A7 17 4"".;,__ -
B 3-48~UTLl kL AFIRZ J{BRAFIYNZ L mE T ALHH > WY X b3
WAHZER (AL PP ABPERF) Y i ¥ LA 5% A (Relative
fluorescence units, RFU) = (a) : UT1 #cfiFk A F1 A 2 S&A ¥ Lo kiFs &
FIE PCRBHZHBAFILREFLBAR 5 (b) ¢ SR F L5+ B ATHHKEF
BAFIRBH T 2 HBATFIRREFLRBR -

24000+ 24000
| @ (b)

158

ol o e
B 3-49 - UT4 ikt AFIR 2 HBAFUL L WmE TALTE > B¢ X $63
BAHZ ER(AS Iy Y ABEEF) Y Phi ¥ X85 R (Relative
fluorescence units, RFU) » (a) : UT4 #ciiFk & F1A 2. SR ¥ L ifieikirk &
Flik PCRFHZHBAFLEREYLRAR 5 (b) - B8] 14} X513 g R e tiE
BAFIEBE T L HBAFIERAY LR
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190
0

290 310 260 280 300
(3) 100 (b) |
|
800
600 ‘ ‘
400 ‘ ‘
|
1
|
I - 1
N Py |
N / Uﬂl K\J\/
.f'l \\. /,’\_ \
| N N N S ' 311 " 2981‘/\‘

m34m UT25 #ciFd 2 FIR 2
AR A2 L R(B
units, RFU) » (a) : UT25 #icfiFk & F1 i 2

’H"%E‘ﬂ"'}’ LmETALER WY X $h
Xl v ABRFF) Y #hi WL & (Relative fluorescence
@A ¥ % e A & FIR PCR

BB ATIEREYLRA () BT Y313 aaraiiF: AT H
BT o2 HBAFIRRAEELRR

210

@ ® |
24000 \| |‘|
f"ll (|
200 [ |
i 1
16000 | | | |
|
12000 | ‘| ‘ ‘
N |
800 \ | ‘II | ‘I
|" | I |'"\| | |
204 220 YR [V
0l |~ Vg e 205\
W 3-4.11 ~ UT29 fctird & F1a 2 ﬁ%&ﬂﬂ*LM§?%¢ﬁm’mﬂXﬁv

SHRAHZ ER(LS W

PAREER) Y Bhi B

¢ & (Relative fluorescence

units, RFU) = (a) : UT29 #iciirk & F1 & 2 533 ¥ ke ikiFt & F1& PCR

RAFHBAFTERRYLER S (D) @uﬂ%%ﬂ+$#m&ﬁiiﬂ&

W 2 HBATIERS Y X5
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ILRERS R AR R RS A R T

180 200 22 170 19 21
2800 (a) | 28000 (b) r
Il |
\
[l
2400 24000
1 \‘
|
200 ; 20000 “
|
1600/ | ‘ 16000 ‘ ‘
1200 ‘ 12000 J |
800 l | 8000 q J |
L \ll .
|| iR
4000 N 4000 | / ||
\
JII\I ." ll I‘ |
N |
L 2220 — - 0 \}204L/L_~.;

W 3-412 UT35 ks AFIR 2 HB A FL2 L g TAL1TEH P B¢ X
FERAHZ ER(AL g P ARER) Y b5 5% & (Relative fluorescence
units, RFU) « (a) : UT35 fciird A& FI A& 2 533 ¥ ke ikiFs: A F1& PCR
HHZHBAFIEREFELRR (D) BRI F L3I T AATfir: A FIRH
BT o2 H{HBAFIRREFELRR -

0 180 200 170 19 2
200 20000
(a) (b)
1
15000 16000 ‘”
| |
12000 12000 || |
| |
i
| |
’ . |
| 1
|‘ | |
A 400 | ‘
OO ‘ | ‘ |
| [
hol .
0 / || I |
I | | [ \
’;' L \ . ‘.' ‘.‘ .’I .\
~ '-_,/183'\__3\_,.7.,* A N 207 T

B 13-413 UT3B MLt A FE2 HB AFI2 L mE RALTRW? X

FHRAHZER(ALmE Y ARERT) Y #hi A E% & (Relative fluorescence

units, RFU) = (a) : UT38 #ciiFk & FI & 2 53] ¥ k¥ kiFt & F1& PCR

HHZHBAFILRAFLHAR (D) BRI F L33 A3Tenficlirk AFILH
HE o2 HBAFIRREFLBR -
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d B]3-48 1 3-413 ¢ 7§ 4 iciEh A TR 2 SRV R iR iciFE A
F1E PCR ¥ 2 & G A et AFIRFH T S s uT LR o (1)HF
Dirkk AR R (23 ELE R 5 (B0 ¥ KA (A)E - M SRR L TFF
7 MI3/CAG R 7lz s » A herug A £ B gV ATH £33+ £ 91318 =+
MELERE G @ 0 AR E3IF P UT4~UT29 ~ UT38 e 533 B 2]z H
TEZIE o AHE S e L F AR AR F KIS UT25 chi & % g

THRA W GRA T F LA X LR LT B kAT AR L
oo BARAF RIFAFY ?Pa‘rﬂ,lf M13/CAG Rk 7| & & > ¥ @5k & R
ek R DRABLRA T 0 R s RE O F IR 0 F AR HREY B
A ¥ K F TR AT RS TR F o

VIBlE L RBRAPIERR (S P RER A 2 A iER A
FIREBHT SRR T AMAREFBEFS wmE DA SR NS B

§ IR -

(=) MefEk AT~ 47
7€.2009 # F| 2011 £ 2_ ¢ % it chgt i DNA 47 > 40488 D-loop & 7 =
FH gt A L 143 % 0 B¢ A 2 5 BACHEL AT RS A L 108 B 5
GeneCap 4 47 4 % M3 s 4y 71 3 3 4 (% 3-4.4) - 2009 & d »2 5% 3| < A & F
ZF AR BT ROPT A E RO PR A e R B RS 4
231 8% ?,mw&ﬁﬁﬁiﬁb’%uﬁﬁ4%&i$ﬁg@»ﬁ,¢w
L3 fehiEA48o2010 £ 2 2011 # i iE 4 5088 D-loop 453 A 472 4 &~ A w5 83
B2 56 i > v &= 2 23§ 5 BAchE AFR DAL B L 792 25> =2 5
EA1 A B2 5 Japlh FE 2010 #:2 Fcfrh RAFIRA T2 A G LGl
W FE 2 f 4R D-loop 3 g iRl iR e 0 (e 2011 E chA e R A FIREERF F) o
A B R FMBET AT 0 T 5B R D-loop # tgipliE2 FiE 0 F) 2010 #
TS AR FIR A 47 et DNA & & ¢ B3 2011 & ehfk & o

R

Borh o Bk SR B R 2010 & st il DNA A ficiie b A FR T 305 1
4 prkiE 7] 34% > §.2010 £ 07 & >~ 2010 & 7 UT25 pefirh 5 )k 3 15 %
Rk R S RA U RFIRDS B2 F o F 0 APRL ASRAIR Y D
£ o (Ki)DNA 552 ke sk g > £ 46 DNA &4 4 2 5083 * o
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ILRERS R AR R RS A R T

proteinase K/ phenol/ chloroform = ;* (Kocher et al. 1989) » AT ke % » &
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FAUBAFENFET AL REALY > 27 DNA F B~ o
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BRI o LS ERFOE RRME0TF - BRI F o
BAIMPHRAFIRHRL A ARG AFDRET > CHFL RS £
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s W% - 2L T4 4 (allelic dropout) sl 258 & e s A FA gL o
v e R A FA B e

RE - R FEL AT R AR AT B AR R o R S iek
= F LTtk A 7\" A AT RS R A EPIC)E <2 0.25(% 3-4.5) 0 L &
EAFRGE BN FAM AR ERSED IR o RS
5] % (P(ID)) | * 0.01(% 3-4.5)(Miller etal. 2002) » it & it ikcfirh & F) & &
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45 = 2 PR b 2 2
‘3’:__3- ..:ggvﬁﬁd‘ﬁé\q

Bl 5P A TR A > 2009 £ 2 2011 & 2 & 2 2 ciE S A T
iﬁa@@&@w,zib@ﬁﬁ S B e o T A7 2010 & 4
BOR SR el @ 5 s 4702010 £ & 2] ACREE A TR Sl A
3 50 B iE4E - iz 50 BRMEIATIRELS TR A > BE Aok 3-455 3%
6BAFIAY » k53 12BHBAT BT 2BHBAT HFEIHT 6.7
B ATl b o AT SRR AT R s AT E A S
BEHEFHZEEE E T FHB AT s A Tl LA FHB AT X
WARR 2 303 A% > B¢ petEh AT UTL 2 UT35 e »adhin A Fllichds it
FEHEB AT 5 UT4 o7 xﬁ%éﬂ%ﬂﬂ@ﬁ*% g i Ak g i
T35 »aitiy A FHc 42 B T A F#H 6.7 Ty P LR
iﬁﬂﬂ?&ﬁd’%%%ﬁ’%?&%&EWEMIHH%U“?**
0.7> 3550701 &af‘,ﬁ;ifpwwaetkau(zoos)fé PN B RHED K2 1% 57

BER %,‘TE; % 0.7<HO <0.8 > EJ‘HKP;Z LR @_(0.701)“?&;1;% LiEFEN -
FURF LD AT L2 TR TR AL @ % 65 FIR R T E 4
0.66 (Saito et al. 2008) o + i &7 fusf /g ¥ ¥ 0 G Bk 2 ehp AT R LA
ZFMB T e el F Rk AP B R OT ERIR T AR
FoRLEAFEOFOS BRI AFEFRFOSLER - L AT iR A
Flae st 2Rt 3 i FATFIRREWF LG 2o gy RN

b g o Flpt o FR AP NT LR LON R TR AP il s AT e
CECACRAS L IR S
AL ATHRIPNZ BRSNS R T R EFEET A AR R 7?—
[HEEETLR AT FTTFTE AR S T EFRF LR -FF o
FOachipdt 2 B - E DS PR PR R &% 4 2 % (Hwang etal 2010) - 2
frF e & %&’T%ﬁm«x}% % (FRIEAS TG F 4 55km?) A
ToATLEET PRS2 BNR G P REF SR TR A HPREE

T, kK2 %-‘jﬁ_“é’iﬁii’ﬁﬂ‘p}@%ﬁﬁ EEIE TR 5 Kﬂ%ﬂmiﬁﬁk

ﬁmlﬁ’m%iﬁﬁﬁ&*é’éﬁﬁ4{ﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁiiofﬁg
SN SAR S 2T (FE R R 2006) 0 ALER AT LS SRS

WAL B R Ew H - s d g Fl(Hwang et al 2010) o de % it B AE A7
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FEvj:Jq 1?’:&;‘_9 J’Kfn,,ﬁ 5B§%%Fé’:r}f‘ /%3\;,9: Et@’ E‘Jj\E 7 P\':' S\:f\ﬁ?fﬁ{gﬁ&m?
Hl—, I:J" %ﬁ‘%g;\%@&\w mi};ﬂ ° r‘] Lo TF of é-/%',..\ﬁk/\a';/?\‘/mé ;\ﬂgl f‘%‘jﬁ,
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A

Fis @4 - B3EFNTHRIFpMRE »HKEF A0 PAEF TR
+%0M@%n%imvE*ﬁﬁﬁOﬁ%’Mﬁiﬁ%%Qﬁ,ﬁﬁ2%
wﬁﬁééﬂﬁiFBE%%E%QO’%Hﬁﬁﬁé{%QOﬁ“*ai

For R RFE RIS LR G o 2t v p R T TR R N R B AR L
wE A TR p E(F MRS E > 9%t f*“? FE)LBEH L mEHkS

IHFRY BTG PEETFhTa L b- BHPF(RE BT
AhaREY > BRIFERIR ATIADE X AR - 2 AR FiRYs R
i%%ﬂ%&éﬁéﬁﬁﬁim‘y@@@xgﬂm?ﬁ’@{ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@

F_‘~

(Wahlund effect)eisf 2 = 5 7 ic € & 2 2|28 BT {75 07 i o EHAAE
EHP - BABETL G SBLRE > FBLEELT 2 b oaitB AT S

PETEET G R A EAT LB FRTE  HT 5 GAEET

EHenE MTEHFTAET 0 LB A2 F e AA RS
A g - ;%.’n’ﬂfmgiéiﬁ%%]“ﬁ%%&%‘éﬂ *t ¥ @ & #p(Hwang et al. 2010) »
PR E NG R g o Ry Him kg ERETETFET i F
e Tk R AR T T SRR R R RPN P ma L b E R E
LB OTOR > BAMESE R DB S TR L 2 A L Ftp st
tb‘%\i?guﬁ»}’z% B A A RSB BT B SR
R R TR e T A TEREN L LA LA

# 3 (isolating mechanism) » @ 1 = Ly *2¥ A 4 > » A K EFF > Fida
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45 = 2 PR b 2 2
$Z% BrEdn

% 3-4.4~2009 # 10 * | 2012 % 2 % eh s B i DNA Al A TR 3 17
B F- XL mETAA AR HEE

2009 2010 2011 w3
@ @it DNA ¥ 4 #ic 17 176 118 311
¢ R R ehE 4 95
D-loop A 7|3 tf & 7 4 4 #& 4 83 56 143
s 28 S EIE R S 4 59 21 84
| v 38 Be(£ 47 B 8 #K)° 4(0) 50(14) 23(1) 71
W EEAF R B Ak 1 5

PRI AR R A HLE 5 B e AT R B E S AL BB AL B A -

WERFIBRER - Locus : BRF A& s N:

Hu XAl ke A FEp

Ne: 3 sct @ AF I Ho BRBIR TR H - EZHREFARAPIC: S HERLE S
P(ID) : BR&E™ F 5 Fis: T 2 fedp ¥ > Inbreeding coefficient ; HW : v &
* 78 ¥ 12 (P-value)

Locus N k Ne Ho He PIC  P(ID)  Fgs HW
Utt 35 2 19 0543 0481 0.362 0.387 -0.131 0.494
UT4 41 12 44 078 0781 0745 0.081 0.001 ~7<0.001
UT2s 39 5 29 0615 0658 0599 0.166 0.065 0.534
ut29 36 7 50 0.833 0813 0773 0.069 -0.025 ~0.008
UT35 40 6 51 0775 0812 0773 0.067 0.047 '0.022
uUT3s 41 8 52 078 0818 0782 0.061 0.046 0.645
Ty 477 67 42 0701 0723  0.675 0.026

KN R 1.29x10° 0.0005""

“P-value < 0.001 - “P-value < 0.01 - “P-value < 0.05 -
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Fr R Bk iRk

2011 & # W4 % F e 32 A R B (F 2 F R o2 3 %) 5 305 #p/m*» i
AEAEFPPER kg LHRREFBEFIEEOES TR BEFALE - L2006
~2011 EF % F AT LERFF TLE 1 ¢ 122008 £ L 61 %F/m> £ F 2006
#£40 2009 & % 28 E/ 2321 3F/m? B 4 o

EEREAAF FFREA T2 R LR ER95kmY s F A

mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ?:%ﬂ61wm 2008 &) > ¢ 2 § 5 30,500 7 3F
AR % iE 44225 2w s 2105 M A B E (2009 21%p/m)7\—- CRIERAE Y
5 15225 2w o ipdt & 4 4p g T 0% K- & it 85,222-247,551 % s de 4
SR o BTN A AT TR BN T AL AAE Y fote
Ty EEEhid o

Jo L P R iR E R A BT 0 X AR RN FRIRESFE L hEd
e (e NPl ) BRI T RE RN Ly LR RSFT
%ﬁ%&%%o%%’gﬁkguﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁéé’Ffﬁﬁiga
WIRGF S R RAP- G gedr s F2 > I 1LY > ADVEFRE E D
ferapr o 2011 & < A B Fg Mg L enpEE ot ) G 25.8%(% 1 12-47%) 0 e ke pE

BT AN 0L o R AR RS R i it Bl > 2 0
ﬁj%ﬂﬁi”‘ 51175 #E’é[’b &rmlﬁfﬁ}% e =B R EVED m]f]?p%f?]
LAERA AR HFAROEE YL AT FRE L R fehr & T

M?ﬂmﬁ%é: im%ﬁ%w@*o—ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁ? % #p 20-30 & chiF
TR PSRBT AR o Tl 0 P AR oS R e B %
ERERMERMN T Far ARy 20 5 N o
75 oh 2 piptig DNA 555 1t %55}? ERAN R RATEARR L AT
WA s DNA & it 2247 DNA = @w) > 1135 B ok 2L 718 PCR 3 & #
FooBEob 2 it DNA B 5 3143 i & 11 5 MIB/CAG &1 & ¥ %47
- B3 (A 5= ﬁau) BEAFAL AT AT AT 20 6 Bkl
5 DNARze » A58 ¢h SR L8 ST i S8 F AT b S i

HEHERBFT o2 LA A B EEFELLERR I RY rEREEEERE G
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ErgAf s Al 7L AT EBE L ELET TR

£ S E 3+

1L 23 NAAGRBEFZFTHRIPEFEFLRES L ¥ &2 3255 Rma
ERRLEFLS GRRT ) HZRFF LY TR (- BEK20-30 £ )
TAvsi f FIEE TR EIEBRELESEY 2 B4

2. K,ﬁzﬁ Aok HEZOFRPMEERE DD ﬁj;“;f%;.f\,‘)};zm/w\#ifr"“ » 14L& {;;f;é_
et A b IR LT R <wﬁrgﬁ: e AR ERR R
FERB L ARRABB AT FEM

3. d WwEFFSF & F W‘éﬁ”ﬁ%ﬁ% e ORI el R 0 $0
BEPERBFRF DT EEE EFF RRE 0 F BB o d 0 F R 2
ZRFAGFYLEL TR AR T HILEN - E0 AR RT3 o
Flpt > AFE T2 REEN] AR RAT AT O T BIp A g A ERTe
Rt Bl it TRPESEAE XA

b B AAS LHTEEFOL GO L AR REHEERE 0 F A4
i%ﬁ@~ﬁé~@ﬁ%ﬁﬁi%%@i?ﬂ°éﬁ’ﬂ“‘%%Eiﬁ
fEf

MTEHLE B - BB RBOBE T L o R FE R
M E et B R e

5. AT FEZEIWE RS % - XEEAFILATHERS% 51T WALE A
¥]:8 /& (allelic dropout) 2 B4 % = & F](false allele) i = 222 AL F14)] 2 B4 B 4
G e 0 T RG-S AN ap R RS VR AR RRATFR - &
AT Jam@’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@?ﬂﬁéﬁ’%ga&ﬂﬁs CBREE L
£ ¥R MHoand He) ~ % i 2 4 £ (PIC) ~ 1T 3% fiedp #e(Fis) £ -

6. ek 2 g DNA fih 2 718 PCR #3247 T o e 2 = 23y
Fit 2008 £ FHEPFF LS FARL L RFAGLTEL - FE e
P ERFR BTSN RFERFE L R AUENF o HIH
TooL R BB R 20 A AR RO R RETE DTN
AEL A EL Y F T A 10 R A TR Y h6 Rk (TR EPER

Mo ERFF2IDAL (i3 DNAH @ 4 2 el A TR A 47 0 103 4o

Bk B AR A HEL R -
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AT RFR Y EE 2 LR RS Ff]*g EH RGBSR AR R LT Y
B2 3G PEFL R A RS %%?é TAREN LT TGRS
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TR HEEIA AR o FRA RS OB
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-~ RSB RIS PR RS DNA H BN R
AL AFIRH T2 S mF TAR R

3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-02_F01_1012111103_003.fsa 3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-02_F04_1012111107 011.fsa
15( 1/0 150 1

| @ )

20000 {

L 174 3 - == 170174 —— =
BIAL-UTL AR AFIAZHBARINL L wmE TALKE > BY X ik £
Bt imf P A®ERF) Y $i 553 R (Relative fluorescence units, RFU) - (a) : 2010
E 128 A2 i WA PR A s % 1103-(b) 2010 & 12 % AR i EE R A

S¥ 1107 -

3730- LO!S7~$TRPP~7v0LF09,lO‘lZI 11103_035.fsa 3730-1_0357-STRPP-7-01_F12_1012111107_043.fsa

@ (a) “2(b)

ol 148 ‘154 0 150 154
A2 -UTA R AFIARZ HRAFAZ L mF TALITE B X hiik A2 £
B(&*imy? AHRRF) Y #5 AP A (Relative fluorescence units, RFU) - (a) : 2010
E 128 AR i WA EGEE A s %9 11030(b) 12010 & 12 % S AR i W R EE R A
S¥ 1107 o
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3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-01_F09_1012111103_035.fsa 3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-01_F12_ 1012111107 043.fsa
290 31( 280 300

| (a) ‘ | (b)

Y PR W Gt S | (S | Y298/ Y 306 -
WA3~UTH ikiFt AFIRZ HBAFYN2 L wmE TAATH > B® X ikAR2
ER(RLmE Y ARERF) Y #3505 & (Relative fluorescence units, RFU)-(a) : 2010
E120 SAREEAREE R %5 1103 (0) 2010 & 123 SR EE R EE R

$hgL 1107 o

3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-02_F01_1012111103_003.fsa 3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-02_F04_1012111107_O11.fsa
( 190 2 1 19

(a) ‘ e (b)

20000

193 201

Bl A-4~UT2O BciFd AFIRZ HRAFIYZ L wmE TALHTH > Bl? X i AR

ER(RL B ARERF) Y $#hi 55% & (Relative fluorescence units, RFU)- (a) : 2010

E 128 AR i WA EGEE A s %9 11030(b) 12010 & 12 % S AR i b EE R A
$a% 1107

193 201
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3730-1.0357-STRPP-7-01_F12_1012111107_043.fsa

[

3730-1_0357-STRPP-7-01_F09_1012111103 035.fsa

= @ 24000 (®) |
\

[, AN U~ L o NS NAPOVPINA N e

W A5 UT3H kiFE AFIAZHBRAFYZ L mF TALTH > B°® X phiikAH2

ER(RLmE Y ARERF) Y #3505 & (Relative fluorescence units, RFU)-(a) : 2010

E127 582 WA % 1103(b): 2010 & 12 % SR i A
$hgL 1107 o

3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-01_F09_1012111103 035.fsa 3730-1_0357-STRPP-9-01_F12_ 1012111107 043.fsa
180 200 1/ 190

| (a) (b)

20000

199 207 0+ = X]183 199

W A6-~UT3B kit AFIR2Z HBAFIY2 L wmE TALFH > B X ik A2
ER(BLwE ¢ ARRT) Y $#h% WEL%E R (Relative fluorescence units, RFU)- (a) : 2010

------

¥y 1107 o
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ek ST LRROF S AL %EL B2 A RREGRHEY

(34) , 2 F VT HARTEE RS

$RPFF 1101 # 1% 31p T = 14304

FRER R Al H KR
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TEHE R AR EEIE

FIRE 3 LR

()R Bk & iv] et iR R(KR)

(:)%iiéﬂ/&?’é
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~iE € R Fiz%;_zﬂ? PR T AR (R
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Lo B ERER(M)TIALR Y 2RO B AL 4 T
AEEUNNRER AR A - R BN ARTELR A B L
BHERA o RE L BETEE §3Kk -
(F)+r%k ThpmEL | g oslp X 2=ELf ¢
Fged i mENRP mERY P E kST Al g
FH$EBH-100# 129 28 pyn s 1 22 L B4n BB B 4 7 30§ 2 JRTH
2%E 0101 # 1% 10p R je L FHRF (R B 8)HE-
C)rEHBERF  SLARBRIEIMRLE ¢ ok 2RIERLLRP - SR AR
B 2 B2 RBERT 2 V10 P E 32 B4 Favdtz o
WF A REED LR PERE RS - T2 R
()5t B FHPED > P B2 RERE PR RF FRFEFER T
FAARTHERFFIRFELE BRFLEP 22 > P HHEE 4 R
(I)eFHRFLEF H2BAPHAETRBE -
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FAAL LWL 3 pARTELRERFINIELA S -
R I R
(F)AERGZFAEFHZFIE IITRPFEG > P EHLHEPCRFIHLEL KR
B 1 ITBBAE R
(C)RARERE N 3035451 PP 2 BELAEF 0 T T4k 2010 & FAL(PO) ~ FEH &
S F-2011 £ 5 G 5 & R(PIT)R SR R4 o Bl4A - BB P 235 (P18)

3T oo

#f
(2)2008 & = 4] * Microsatellite PCR #2100 & - 4 2 j- %8 > B >+ 2009~2011 =

ZHRABEE LR BRI ELT C AT 2k A 7157 & 2008 £

AL HETF EATREREGY  HW S EZ AT RE TG

B4 o

(2)yRiFEHF P <RI THRFHRE - GHAGF FAXFTRALBFA 2
RS RS RSN AR
()M AR TR ERT A A A RF() 2 R)E B IR 2
C%W@ﬁﬁim&ﬁ“mﬁﬁrﬁ%&ﬁé;ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁi’ﬁﬂﬁw
DA TR SN DB 2 RS KRR .
(F)FI A ER AT S > 2 REC WERAGT o TR @47 T AT 7 342008 &
100 & 5% 2 j: microsatellite 4 i assignment test -
CIERBFEATZEFRFIFAFLIALTRER Rz EFRT SR 244
ESUREYES: Saches 35 L rl E- Ve 5 £ B
(M)A FAeEER et EFER R B FERE -
1 ~FEEE
(F)ELATFLAETRELETEIRP  FLATRET0OAL L ERPR AL
FABGTF LS TS8R0, RF I AEFIISTFLRE €SB LRI FL
PRRAREE BREALSAEARTE > HREEEY o
(C)rEF2TET A2 FELREP IR A BaR-
+ s 47g 1550 A o

HYWFAA LB €RAHL v B2 PBELET
(= )i P pR
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'B’gg"ﬁiiﬁ'{%b CUAR I A I
HET T ARA Y o hih

EREIEN
£T k- £ 5 g HKe & (2008 £ ~2011 £ ) ko SR R
AE BRI BEL  RE AP RO REFELY TR
(z) RarERE P 2 &3 TR BFTRE | g P w7 A ST uciEE AT 0 B
EHATFIAZ RAFTORAE 2 I o DR R CRE BT E e BTOREF D
y%&T;’gﬁﬁﬁ LB enER (AFASH2 ) L mEs B
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“ﬂa

ETE
() AT 2hehBie o BB JORE2Z FBFR - G- EAAPELY S L300 jad

Bod Mt A 2GR P - B RFD I P FLES o A
EE T R NES - T aWEE IR AP PRIV (T SRR o

() & »> 2008 & & 47 etk & o * e s R FIR PR LSRN kAL iesan
3] R LRI f A F SR REL A PR B

b LR R AN o B A ¢ £H4F 2008 E h e TR EATIRR 0 GE T R alicdy
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= A ’H B Ti‘?‘;ﬂlf—é °

R

(Z)EHRERp e 582 L ERODNAK Al Ryfe 223 2274
[ R VA

(m)iE &R e3F2 P B#-D-loop » 4722 R E R 7|7 71k > 10 4r B % 230
R4 o

(T) P AL p % IS Forad I £ FHR 5B DNA 2 22 > 7 ip i & & 3%
> DNA thdr % dofe s 422 3% % #F) -

() P R2PN 52 FH 341 dhokdor FFIRA 413 0 B UALE R AR 56TC
iR E CERIFL Y EHE A SiEfebands F a0 Vo § REAITE S
2 BFER e

BRENRLIAZFAE AnERE 2 by At 20 v
BREFP » BLAERROEAE Y FRULE T YT
2R SMERYHOST P TEMAEY - P EBEAT T
LJ%?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁii,%%ﬁglﬁgﬁ%@pﬁﬁﬁiﬁi
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it =

2 F 2 s o

1~ ¥c g (T = 4 pE 45 )

H0FAL AR RAHL v B2 PN

(-) iﬁ%?ﬂ%@l JE SR I A e

(C)d BB R 2T EAINFERRE TR TS R o B
Bt DNA SR - o s %E L2 d 55 DNA cha B> & 3 it
#E A FIRBH > # F oo kA D-loop A 5 8t ) E R A T2 EH S
BERES - FEEANGE  FSHT AR mﬁfé#kiﬁ%iﬂ‘i DNA & i<
Foefk o o RS ST AclEE A TR A LR GNRE o gttt Bk A e
D-loop A 7):ti7 AFE 23] 247 > ¥ i S8R B 0478 BRSO
ERH T

(Z) 4 & R iR¥EL 5% 0 © #405 DNA 93 3 - feirh 513 & ke
S CPCR#BHiE2Ep X B 2010 &2 2011 # 2 4~ > A 9 5
176 22 118 B - 2010 & # & © faz #5048 D-loop & 7|4 45(83 1 = )
2w #mE (95 1 = ﬁ);2011 £ A gz D-loop & 7|4 7(56 B = #) >
e RITMu g o #igd &2 139 B AT 6 Bichs: AF Ay
£ 714 & 45 ~ Polymorphism information content (PIC) ~ observed
heterozygosity (Ho) ~expected heterozygosity (Hg) -~effective allele number ~
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