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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 black bears. The objective was to continue
to monitor the dynamics of acorn production of ring-cupped oaks, and bear
activity and their relationship in the Dafen oak forest. Besides, the study was
designed to estimate the population size and genetic variation of the bears and to
provide guidelines for representative data sampling and conservation application.
For further understanding of black bears in other mountainous national park, we
also used sign transect survey to investigate the relative abundance of bears in the

Hsueh-Pa and Taroko national parks.

In Dafen, the 2013 visual survey of Graves' index average and 30 seconds
counting method result was 1.2 + 1.03 (x SD) and 23.6 + 35.2 acorns/per tree,
representatively. Both visual survey results indicated a consistent change of
acorn production trough years, and also conceded with results driven from seed
traps. Acorn production varied among years (F=11.7, df=6, p<0.01), with a
masting season in 2008(61 acorns/m?) but the poorest season in 2009(21
acorns/m?).  The amount of fallen acorns on ground generally concentrated
November and December, followed by October and January. The bear activity
index indicated 14.7+15.8 claw-mark-tree/km, i.e., 5.4% of the oak trees with bear
signs.  The bear sign densities, ranging from 5.1 signs/ha in 2009 to 83.4
signs/ha in 2008, varied by years and were highly related the acorn production of

ring-cupped oaks.
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Based on 166 fecal DNA samples with D-loop sequence successfully
amplified, 73 bear individuals were identified during 2009-2012, including 10
individuals revisiting Dafen in different years. The mean allele number was 7.6
for the 8 microsatellite locus, and the polymorphism information content >0.691,
indicating a high level of genetic polymorphism. The observed heterozygosity
was 0.692 and the inbreeding coefficient (Fis) was 0.0341, indicating the
maintenance of high heterozygosity. According to the clustering analysis with
STRUCTURE and Population software, the result showed 3 clusters, but further
studies about individual movement and behavior would be helpful. Based on the
genetic capture-recapture result in Dafen, the Jolly-Seber model estimated 93
individuals in 2011. However, because of the low recapture rate, there was a

high standard error (i.e., 95% Conf. interval: 0-296).

For sign transect surveys, we investigated 2, 4 and 5 areas within the Yushan,
Taroko and Shei-Pa national park, respectively, including 8,21and 32 transects.
Among 22 bear signs found within 6-m wide transects, the relative abundance of
bears varied by the national parks. The occurrence frequency and amount of
bear signs found in transects both were the highest in the Yushan national park
(88%, n=8; a total of 16 sign recorded). Then, there were 4 transects with 6 bear
sign found in the Shei-Pa national park (13%, n=32). However, no bear sign was
found in the Taroko national park. Further data collection and analysis are
suggested for explaining the effects of natural and anthropological factors on bear

distribution or relative abundance in protected areas.

Key words: Ursus thibetanus formosanus, Cyclobalanopsis glauca, acorn

production, genetic, population monitoring, national parks, endangered
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e R EEEG T L0 hE & RAE o
W PRBNET G R R0 RO BRSPS EE L ETR
RN R s L »4ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ4%?ﬁa¢ﬁﬁ
#% H = (Frankham et al. 2002) - = 7 0 & p| 5§ ILHE B+~ FE P~ I FEEE
:@éﬁﬁ # 2 73 (Sloane etal. 2000) » fe & i@ siemfk AR+ o H3IF h i i
CaEr YRR BESR S T 0 DBLIRAPAT R EFER G A 0%
WA LREAFL R uarEd 2 2 LY HanivE L 2 FELe a7 & kAo
P B op-id o 1 B & prid 46 F i (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) = 2L # @
BB BT LR A E FEE T e g fE s R ngsgg)% K27 v HREL B
il B F o e B 5T RE LR AL £ AhE R S o i e
7 #ci#w % PCR (microsatellite PCR)(Baleiras Couto et al. 1996) - s} %t %8 PCR
(mitochondria PCR)(Kohn et al. 1995) ~ +» DNA PCR(nuclear DNA PCR)(Flagstad et
al. 1999)% - # FFit A Fend B LR MNP Al By SEeL A
4P TR kB2 R kil e BRI R S B M % (phylogeny) ~
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TLRFOF SR EEL B2 BRI

7 PEFE R~ % i (population structure) ~ A F14& 78 (gene transfer) ~ L F]1 % in
(gene flow) 2 % ¢* 42 (Kirmaier et al. 2009) -

Hcterk DNA(Microsatellite DNA) » * fiie ¢ £ 4§ & 7| (short tandem repeat,
STR) > ¢ 1-6 B k& & € 4F 2 = (Tautz 1989) - £ & ¥ 5 60-1000 bp » & 45 H ~ e
PEEAFIIER - PNV g + fciers DNA 5 Eeni B £ B (Ashley and Dow
1994) - iciEs DNA B R k&2 i d st 8 A A FIAR 7| - B ndl i
PR B TR £ R F R 0 4T R T AT R aedr FlEE
@R #Bﬁif@ﬁv%m\ﬁﬁ; TRHARET F RIREEBM R
AR 2 B AR A7 7 (Woodruff 1993) o Fpt o I Bl k
(microsatellite) ¥ # L E_4f # % £ 4 12 (capture mark-recapture) ® ez o 12
FIYCEHE > TN ETRMEORGH G BE TR AEY -

Bk B3 0T eniBBh o if A% A BHIRE - AN W B RIG Y g
e (DR AT EA MY o (2) % 312 (Polymorphism) : fcferk 2 F1 5 3
B @gd » gL AFAETR e 77+ 5% 4 F(allele » O'Connell et al.
1998) > 4p ¥+ s DNA Jp R3Ljirpt = 2 g 4 § et 8 o (3) Al @
(Codominant) : ¢ ~ & Kk enpiciErh AAFIRT M A+ A LR > 2 = g
% BAETEP DS LE - (47 128 @ (Neutral genetic) : £ 47 ¥ £ 51 DNA 7
EARESAER A BB AR & R A BN A B PP B) T
tpientfa L 5 s E4F ¥ B DNA 3p & o

Hcirrh DNA Frd n 3 L fp ke hpipesl 3 > f1% el 3 &=
PCR # tg DNA # S8 Tt A A F R P R 2 8 L mg R A £ H B 5 50
BRI 3 W RPPCR A > g P A @ A AFA(T R RE HEHh
2008) o p+ FpeFlerF DNA R A > > R - 7 5 S AT S F B1EF
F ey b oAf @(Goodwinetal. 2007) » @ A G EEABAEE I B R0 B E
BBz 51818 o FlirZEHDNAR T ZE%F 0 F¥ A B
L BAREE M R DNAB A FBR 0P %7Z hDNAE -

= ~ 223 0 3V engr 5 2 (noninvasive genetic sampling)
TP A de e pT g b LR H A Rz (Woodruff 1993) 0 B G #2305 & B Rt
G e SR AR G R A R AR A F R REERT A gy o A
"U’é*(ChU etal. 2006) = A& ¢ fk dodr e il ~ s~ AR~ MR R AR
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v s
* a

B

et

ERIAFIT LA FERM Aok B8 2 2HRs kA PR M R & F i AT
ke ds o0 0 2Rk 0 S andR k2 72 (noninvasive genetic sampling - Pearse et al.
2001) o Zhim o PR A2 B BB R R E AR P RES 0 B0 0 R
VU] T MRS OV AR RS AR E R bR R Y 2
P8 5 & E4p g < en§les(Chu et al. 2006) °

;ﬁfﬁ L HEE PR B RE T A RS T LR T T Uk A
#c(Taberlet et al. 1999 » Waits and Paetkau 2005) - = —*u' T E R Y Lg%
BB A &P L LR e 12 ()T BT ik A o (2)
FIFERv@ER <+ % THIFF I EREF o (3)? A ENRE - AL i

Lpu] o ARS T 55 5 BEH - (B)7 B AL EN UG - ()7 b
- R A o (NEXFHRIES Rl 7 - (8)7 & H & * F4a2 pd >
iE R R R R & T M £ (Kendall and McKelvey 2008) o 1 # £33 38 (47§
A7 iRl 5 (1)F KDNA # o 7 (8 5mpt 4 b chlic B 0 A fofh s ] o (2) 5 B
HDNAZRB(ELF V' R)-Q)F A KSE P AR P FLJHETHE
(Wasser et al. 2004) -

B RARRE R A 2 RS DL RIS LI 0 RIT H A B3
Bode e R 2 Bad o d N g 2 DNA TR k2T B VAR5 £4F
FHe WRIXEFT FA VR CPDERADRL > blAeR g X UHE o
AT N EAEG FocfE Al R e TE R B Rl T T ok
PIREREROFER sy FEDPALHAIFE - NEFH RS TR
(MacKay etal. 2008) - | X ¥ fp Pr& 45 2 o4 a2 #2383 A TR X 5

B PEE IS D) E M2 G~ 2 p2(Ursus arctos) ~ £ 7+ jiF(cougar, Puma concolor) -
32 (gray wolf, Canis lupus)z #& 7 I & 3= 2_ £t it (Beckmann 2006) - # is 7 7 4 31§
BIR ORI RIHR R ? E YR e d e (fisher)shs # 5 % iE 86%F0 95% 0 @ ¥ i
FRTFL e AGIRR CEARTRE 5 F FRCRERIOBRR) T UL A
Rl R 8 B #5147 (Long et al. 2007) -

SR fEd R 12 0 F R IT > Harrison (2006) i - H vt i fd p & 2
SRR G ETe L B~ p BRI 2 F vk 375 MR+ L f(Bobcat,
Lynx rufus)sisc 3 - 3 BER Rl X R G B R o 4 TRERE DT ADAEF >
AR LRI EF AR H R 2 R R ¥V AT E N

Aa B R PE JI% fcirh DNA 247 Jc B A3 S B > B 0% @pl Lo
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TLRFOF SR EEL B2 BRI

FrE RN REEN B EE S 28 8 5 Bk F L P % anT % (Wasser
et al. 2004) -

T~ SRR EFEE B

Pt DR RO F e Fo Ao ef s i BRE Y &
FATod AWM A 2w ﬁdx?x 5 HP AT R A S kP ER
B VAL kR A .@;wﬁﬂn L(RETEES 20000 AR P E R
2002) ; F- R AR R AT LR AV ROFEHL R FO2 B
s B 14 (Tsai 2009) - ¢t = K “'Kﬂ * k> 4148 DNA (Mitochondrial DNA) 2 #£ 34 2. -
WACRRZE L AEEL R T E LN S R 2 B
BB SHEEL > REREL LHTR

CARLGE oRE- RAZ LT o BB Y Akt DNA -4
AAEEIE AT (R EE 20000 AT EZ 2002) 0 B SR AT 5
A2 kR DNA =R EF 2R >& 5 17,044bp- 2 ¢ & 7 13 f# protein coding
genes~22 & tRNAgenes % 2 i rRNA genes (Tsai et al. 2009)- ¥ 7 2 F % + (2009)
7 kst DNA 23741 % (control region) g £ - F (247 41 S 4P 2 it v 2
JonL s e R B F R A(009)F M s LA AFE, DB 0 )
PRAEMDNAZZ A oL A E R BREPEEFF > E A TR
(subpopulation) 3R % -

AP AURE DNA G * 0 4Ed < ¢ R @ A s A8 FadFt ) ¢ R
EHGE B AL Hcih: DNA Ellihibéﬂ;:l PBrIEERER - - fciFs DNA
MiEr i &% A BHIER S BN B RS RE X Y G T g 2
BEL (DR AT AN E AP - (2) % A1 (polymorphism) © ficfer s 2L ¥ F
FRAOZBEE > FLAFIRT RS 7 - BECATEF HAINFRE
Foo o Ap4HH 8 DNA g Hjisyt = Zahdre 4 § Nt 8 - Q)= gt @
codominant): © ~# ket h R F AT L AT A AL R 2 MG @
i% EAR 2B TLE - (47 12 @ (neutral genetic) : £ 47 ¥ E 7 DNA 7 ¢ 4
G P REA S NI > mA X A FAAFAPE - B)FT L 4pin
G B 5 4 A EAF ¢ B DNA i o

FetP el SR LR @Y 0 P w1 0 R B £ 2008 & < A
bR o ek DNA e 8 5 BT ek Rlc b2 Akp 69 £ 3
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e

|
et

R 7 g4 A1l nnwwm14%§(iz§2m%%&k%@ﬁﬁa
#/(2006~2009 #)F K$g 2% E T RN A ¢ » F IR > 2008 # hid & P A F 0
ﬁ3ﬁ’kﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁwiﬁé°@é%*¢%%%ﬁf%m’gi
WEFRAP ¢33l D2 BHELE FRARRIIR S OBHT R >
AR ife SR EWR s A 2o g P L9 g (Hwang
etal. 2002 > Hwang and Garshelis 2007) - F]pt » 2008 # %+ & ¥ ¥ % 42 jix #c
;ii“f TV g R ER 2 i BRATE R R R F R A
* R

ﬁfc;‘*f;?;%iv’wfﬁmzm FERA T 50§ S RFREHRREY § kA
BEARTRRL 22 ZRE LY BTRE NP BT LR RS

FIf o @2 aaredgc 3 @5 i ﬁﬁiiga#;}ﬂx‘ FEE S A SRR
P BAP N REFE M LB R o b R SR AR M A L TR
{@?ﬁg%ﬁéﬁaﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂ%@ﬁJ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬂﬁmﬁgﬁk;
B oA B U R P 0 P ARARL R P Ao R R pa cPRE A2
- o TR R ACREASL R fERPFBAEFEEE ML FHKT FHLR
AT d EFRAFIIHRPEE R TR LRI FPERGHRTEFT L
(Frankham et al. 2002) -

Y ﬁ??&wﬁﬁ%7ﬁiﬁ’@ﬁmmﬁﬁmm2&%ﬁgiim
RPaFl s A8 R b 082w iR A 2237 DNA &it s
VoA EENEERFTREERF A A2 BT RE DR BMEERGM R T
ﬁﬂ&ﬁﬁéﬂﬁﬁégﬂJﬁ%4’%ﬁkayaﬁ%gﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ@\ﬁ
AR Fdp BB EE R o AT S RE I DB L SRR %
T F AT R R AU D-loop DNA enf 3 &2 % B o rorE R A AL
5 o2 et - DNA W?q\@gb e TR A TR RN HCER 2
p;ﬁ;}i;ﬁa AEF AENWR LA L ENFEABRD AR R Ty
O e BRI TES R AR A LR s e 2 T REY B0
FHL G BMES T T R M FEL R R RILAER L
B HR BARIEY NI L K BHEY ST oL e 5
A EECERL LRGBS FREET R g2 B LR B
e PE V7 A ERRRASPT 0 {4 LIS RS 3
B ATPER AR BB R RSN ER S LR F MES b

o
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ILEAFOF SR EHEL B2 G B REREY

@A TR XA AT o o AR R R SR HL T
et B2 iid By ¢ 5 7 Fen§les o

I~ BLAR R B2 B2 MR

R f L ER R L s R TR % LR RAF L £
BEEFEFF B AZ N s B e BRI FGFOERE oML R Y PR ET
Wod B SAR 2L il o F R A > 1988 £ 3 1993 & ArjT b 2 fiA
BrE P EekihEor Wb PR SR LR R L A (9 F X 0.064%) i & A
Pk LR R P2 B LA RT Bl B RET R DR TR
E R LA 3R ST E 4 (Wang 1999) o

B B o AR A F BT R 2 135 4Ras k2t 2006-2011 # T feh 2
o2 iles(F £ 4% 2008a 0 2010b) > Bpom i & ko Al enghin i
&ﬁ&@ﬁﬁ%2mm’*i¢@ﬁ2@i§%ﬂmﬂkmﬁﬁ&ﬁ&%ﬁ%%
TR RIS BB e dD 3700 m o At E L B R FIFE T p Kk
s ArE- - L E FELPIE i I IRAT>3,500 M shk dre BERITE K D i R 4FA
£ 41303t 1,000-3,000 m ¢ B 4L R (86%) 0 e x E AR § R RS FliT o L oE
hF fL (1 km* 1 km)k g4 W] @i 2 Bl % 6 ff 2 2.1%f0 5.6% » i (M0 2 L
FABZ 2 a TR e AR EFFRFENLEEHELR ARG
HEfeR FRAGLE REBFE-HBFon G M OBR AN BRES
Flen2 iy 53 0 4 3 FF#F a7 4 o

FIE o 5T B FRR RS Bk S T S ek 0 A E Ry T
FEFl e BLEBEFEFIVE BRI FFALI AR EATFE S
RRpo BB fRd P AR a3 2 32 e % CBR R BV 129
BfE > M2 AHFEL PP AT EE R FarEE MR s e P E K iE
WMOEY P RE R FOETER FL 38 T S Ak o

o8 S E(Q013&)F1iEgP
L HEFCRAAFRAARERY 8 2R E8RLpTLEFE > B
S Re -
2. FHERIAIE T o B frB B 2 HELERFLT R

O

H

¥y
it
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3. FHIEFIP oL AFF SR FTHRE IRIFZLRRAESH
& ﬁ“q); EHEE BB SR TR ﬁaiﬂﬁi‘ EE “L’f# v LR EZETVT g
AR FRRARR 2 R G o

4 FAF®E SAZ R EEE Y B R S i AR R

EHRTAFE B o FLEBEFEEAI VL B AEFL PRI G

RRFFZ2ZERFOFLF R I FLERALZ2H 47 P %2 DIR

FAEZARPARHBR  UEMBIEPRRHE SR M AT R PER AT DA

‘ I% 'f\':'& l;/r,fh_j,’.q—)-o
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FoR FE 22 ER

-8 T LRRLFIFETH R
R B R PO EERAY ERE R R R (A 5 23°22' 25" 47 A & 121°05
21"49) » B £ L% > B 2 LR FOFLRFE A4 g BRATEL
A 1,100m 3 < &L 2000me d 3% g BTl b F e 2L HARFR
FA0Okm L P =P o 2R RS F A Es HPWAFLE DT - By L ARG
FRFEGARAEFARR c TP PR A ANUBAREER Y - B P Ak
}"1-" B ERRE A ALY BT RT PERS ASR KT T o BR A
T oo F o xR G FAG E R LT (k- 2 2005) -
B 1998 E Mo A AR B L SR AT hE B UER (Hwang 2003 >
FRE 2004)c FkE FE o F AL RO S ERERF T e RED G
BT AR RESLY £ & e 4 (Hwang 2003) - % #1#7 5
(2006-2009 #) A A X A H F TR EFEFARAE AL E A RS
BEIERM G X AR R FREAS T hi & F 327 (258000E, 2585500N;
260000E, 2588500N, TWD-67) » f,i % /244 1,100-1,700m » = #1595 km?
A R BARA 5w E A ER % - k]3] (Glochidion rubrum-C. glauca)
TF dm A A 5 R -7 k4 (Cinnamomum insulari-montanum-C. glauca) % £ =
+ F§— - # = ¥ +>(Rhododendron oldhamii—Pinus taiwanensis )= & 3| (% % % %
2009b) 7 W4 5 3% H 2EH BE DR AR EAR WRBE A RTAR T ES
A A 67%Fr 24.7 /100 m?; g & PRS- B $(33.5 cmim?) e # k(22,7
cm’/m?) kB o & +HHE P £ & & (important value index, V)2 F k18 & %
(27.5%) » - &= Fr=t 2. (20%) 0 HAARHEE 12 11% - 5 1 RARF RIS 2
AN RN L AR 1‘53#%7?“ Bk i ok 8RR R
BEEFTHAL2BEE FRIEEEF(L0 0 - E 10 e RIS 3(2-9
Vs ke F 2000) o
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RN E O S N R L T

& FRIWEREBTARZER

- ~ B AR s 3+ (Visual survey)

R A AR 5 km(B 2) > &F fg 20 m A ] o PriE TR
2898 2L 10 om o RHEATA o EATEARE R (Y 10 7 P )
Y e R e AR (visual counts) B B % E T RIS R e R R gk A
B oA AP AR 2 Koenig i (Koenig et al. 1994) 7 BLipl 4§32 chfif+
FI* ZRE T L EFERAT T i 0 15 N ) m%‘é’ R &L EANDY
- R ¥ ISP P enEF o - LS TR AR 0PN AT en
FE ¥Rtk ¥ - & Grave i I 3 #ic(Graves’ modified scale, cited in Koenig et
al. 1994) » 7 i pEIHZ FHMEFER i e AE s 0= BmEIT S 0 1=
B F LT FRCETE 2= -5 % 3R AR A4 04 %A E L

o

2z
AR

2

~ fd+ Frd (Seed trap)

AEREERESEETREERY AR DR NP RILERRF RS0 R
HER YRR B3 195 (F £ 4 % 2009a) c W E 4TSS (10 0 ¢ F)
IEESR(EE 2 K)o #085m*0.85 m iy f- ik 1F L A I > B AT
THE G ImaBg R oF T P LA A TR AP TS T LRgnis
AU RIE R g R R R R R R adpi IR o

x;(:b‘gﬁ BIHES F AR e F AL L AFSFEXFEF - A FEFTIE
REF &S A TmmE c S 2 AR GE P S BBk L e
A Ep o ARy DS frEB 0 B E BAF AL PRI F R R 2R
PR E(HE 5% 102505075~ 1%)

= ~ ¥ % % % % 3. (Ground plot)
plﬁﬁﬂgf‘m$&?$?%ﬁmu£%iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
BT HERE G F T Bk ol o p 2000 £42 0 i AR L B IR
‘@wm,ﬁm—ﬁa%%éﬁé%ﬂﬁ%Mﬁ%ﬁ’*ﬁ%%fﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ
N 3§.F77fé—+l’m}‘”“ra‘x§]‘_u B 0 R DR Lml e G R
(ground plot) » 4% 100 & o # B4 F & 7 5|74 APF > 3R 80 30 & W AR
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CER W E SR L 11

it

BN F T ABE MM e B B2 (8 At R ke i %S4 8.5mm
R F] 2 5T F RS R ATE T RIS B R R S E PR
¥ 100%F %7 » 2 ¢ %Zf‘_ﬁx'l“ﬁ% 8.5 MM ¥ > # X W) EAFT Y L G
Tl S ARG AGE S ] o

=1

dREXALPYA SR AE B h g T K Y il e fos
BAOAGET LI B AR HE R ATHERY EUALD B R
AaoRPEEAEFAFRAL o SEREE G f???ﬁ»ﬁ%“éﬁﬁﬂﬁxﬁfrﬁ
Fo P e - RS R G RO R R R 2 2
EHAAM) L A B 2R EE BT IR AR L X
I e R 15 0 £ 01 0.7225(M7) 5 B R HG fE R LMY K R e
gk 1 100(F s dg) -

- 9;",‘%‘;53%?%%1%?;\3%% ZEBRPERD A
BT EPRICHREOYER T RS BT R T T R ) R A
FEFRBERFERALE T E2Y L FALTRERF 8 iFHRM(TL-TS,
5.2km:> Bl 2) @B Ad 2 % Kokn ﬁdu\a [ H AL B 3m p A7 g B T L
10 cm g B8 o %L@vl%h%i GEL T TONRNITRA SR o £ & T
SRR RTR SR E L AP HERRR 0 4 B 5 Lkm P Ty 5 KRR
dofkdic s 2 E Lkm et AnE = (5m P g AP WAL L - £ LR
ﬁf:)ﬁvﬁxfé_ o
TR AR R AR (R )R AR 0§ e M IR R P R
S i R
e gk A4 * 27

v

- AAALEIHEETHBEOp T E > H325km ¥ - 5+
$RET AL Rl ene i 0 £ LBKkmM (R 2) e ¥ 50 fRR LA
R APt 2012 E S FFEA L RAS RI3mM P AT NE E LA 5em
g B HEATTECE 0 MR RARP TR R AP T B o

b

LSRG A e
HAARYE L AW E RSP R - R A NS
Py o HOF PN ¥ LTS R 15 m e R E

1y

Bt

3
%‘i‘
“?1
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TLRFREOF S 2 EES A E R g RRIER

P?ﬁﬁgiﬁﬁﬁﬁi’iﬁﬁwwﬁﬁww%ﬁﬁ%%mﬁﬁg,g&a
BSPER S R E S AR PR R R TR LS RPN F Ao
AR FTEARAE? RREEE NI E SRR S A FRRIR R ITR  I R Pk
IEEREFAS LT s (D02 2)5 (37 53125434 (BB
1o koo e PEL 3R Z ik %i(Global Positioning system » GPS ; # 7] : GARMIN
GPSmap 60CSx) & 451> % Atk o 2 (8 E  »#r Ko Fw @ %% > J1* 0.7mm3t
FengE et KBRS 0 Uk REEIEASKRARDN Y 2EN T AR
PEFAGA R e RTF EE RACTE R BEE LG o A
% % 8 $ endy AE R (frequency of occurrence, FO)frip $1 € & (5 Ap 118 4% >

relative volume, RV) » 2+ & = ;4 4+ Hwang et al. (2002) o 21348 B 225 258 2

FOI(%)=(ni/N)*100- £ ¢ N 5 a2 d#-ni 553 i s di g
E 2N L RVI(%)=YVIIN 27 N2 g YVisiddasmpge =

AR A Bl

&

Fr & W mg @ TR R
— ST BT eh AR g
FARAPT Py F LW bordF a2 i - ) e hfams
MR B s A2 oo FOF R W RS B E 15m e REFRFITF 2t
BT L F g A AFE Y D HFS MR (e B E) o B R
Hie o kPP~ EEE > VB HRES > 12 23Rk 5 (Global
Positioning system » GPS ; %] : GARMIN GPSmap 60CSX) % 4= % &% o ¥ ¥
Bt R AP F oA ERRE R Y FTEEAE 2 RRED O E
BR AR RIS > DRI B EETA ST & (D)FT#02 %)
(2)3-7 =% : (312 ; (4) 34 s (B)L B 1+ o
TR MR AL K ABAE cAF SN 7 10mlFpch 15 ml
B *s P B LG 0 P i T R A e > PR A 1
ml> ot (585 %-20C02 %3 B ERIG P 2 3mlFpanbmldag § o B4
HEMA YL Iml S 530-80C L ki 0 A B L o
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TLRFREOF S 2 EES A E R g RRIER

NS W AR
. #:i3 DNA 557 2

AT R A DNA B4 & izdh (Hungetal 2004) & & i (7
F8 DNA 58 o AP AT ™ 3 304 v i e s i {7 o

Poti 22 B2 R AK S 15mldgre g @ oot » 99% PP L 8 ml
AR SRR b a4 4w 3300 rpm ~4°C 10 A 4B o i FIF R R B
st K Acw 4R FE O e 15 ml 3 g o 3 4°C dgew 3500 rppm ~20 A 4 e
EHREFFRRI LRI T T IUEKY -

hE oS g F ¢ 4er 1.8ml 2 2X CTAB % fmie (2%
Hexadecyltrimethylammonium bromide, 1.4M NaCl, 20mM EDTA,100mM Tris-HCI,
Parsons etal. 1999 ) i i% 2 fa 5wk d » ** 2 B 4% = ) FF{S > 12 3500 rpm e
20 ~ 48 ~4°C o P~ 1.8ml ik > 4o~ P88 fE 2 & © (Chlorofrom) > 323 4 % 2

[

12 13000 rpm 3 5 A 48 ~24°C - B~ 16ml b i » 4 » B REFEZ & 0 0 3593 45
01412 13000 rpm g 5 A48 ~ 24°C o B~ 1Aml b ik o 4 r RREFEZ B PR
(Isoporpanol) » #x » -20°C 10 » 48 > B~ 3118 £ B 4 % 30 4~ 45 - 2 13000 rpm &<
5448 ~4°C o 52 % > 4~ Iml70%Fp# - 12 13000 rpm &g 4 4 48 ~ 4°C o
R AP 4 1 W B B 52 0 & B QIAGEN DNeasy® Tissue kit 2 gLp? & > 12 gt
£ i {7 DNA % it (Purification)» £ 12 & = #r¥t2. AE buffer (QIAGEN) w3

100pl 22 DNA » 7 22*+-20°C

2. k4t D-loop A 7| B & fiFid 4F & &3 +& D-loop 7 £

AT A A SRR i TR D-loop 31 3 (B 2-4.1):8 TR & pRa Af K
J&(polymerase chain reaction, PCR)> » & .84 = 25 ul> ¢ 7= F2 3+ -k 15 pl»
513 (Forward = > 10uM)1 pl > 31 (Reversed #% > 10 uM)1 pul> dNTP(2.5 mM each)2
pl > 10 & 9 PCR % ek 2.5 ul > Taq & 5 0.5 ul » 223438 52~ 4 5 DNA 3pl -

%if & 1 7k # (Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ¢ i& {7 40 = %
ERFEH s s FREFEES DB 2 04°C 504 K- ~94°C304)
56°C-63°C ~ 30 f » 68°C ~ 2~ 48 » # Fr = i {7 40cycle - #HF= » 72°C ~ 10 »

F R E S B4R % % (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder) 4c » 3§ 75 %% 5 & % 18 &3t >
P~PCR A4 2l > 1 05 % TBE ¥ 7k & 17 1%:038 #o 4529 T X (Agarose gel

16



$IR Y2 B

electrophoresis) » % i* 5 & /& 100 k4 ~ i 35 248 AL S K - F% 7 & % o
Ldle)s - yfi'riﬂ ZRBHOERE AR BAFHE S EE LB
B¢ ow)o 21— B g g 2 ddH20 % % DNA template » 7% 5§ 5% B AZ & i5 4 5
G o AN RHg D-loop BB A 0 TR e A ET Y AR A TR
A2 Fe LATY pif 5P~ DNA &2 D-loop ' £ - 5 & 4 2 DNA # £ »
PR & 5 20 DNA 5 B vz AR5 3 9087 3 e A 51 5 (SF1SSF2 12 2 SR1)( 2-4.1)
@ Sanger = ;% 0 ¥ k1L % DNA A 7|2 41 * ABI3730 & 7| A 45 kit 7 DNA & 7|
A7 o FE i DNA B 716 > 2 DNASstar #c48 > i& {7 alignment /£ 2 8.3 3 &
A2 5 DNA B 7(#248) -

3. R e pvid g & B3 ikt s A F1& (microsatellite loci) 7 £

AL AI* 2 22F & 4 (Shihetal 2009) &~ 4% = % 2 iz 7 & i€ 2 10 ek
2% ] A& (microsatellite loci) 31+ (UT1 ~ UT3 ~ UT4 ~ UT23 ~ UT25 ~ UT29 ~ UT31 ~
UT35 ~ UT36 ~ UT38):i& {7 & & fvif 4¢ & Jis(Polymerase chain reaction: PCR) - 10
- i Forward 31+ » S e & @ * 2 £ g T4 X (ABI 3730 DNA Analyzer) » '
dABI 2P E£X7E 2 FEABEIFFE S 2d 23 By kdilF o
F Rk 5 10ul > ¢ 353 Fk 52000 315 (Forward 24 » 10 pM)0.4 ul » 315
(Reversed = > 10 uM)0.4 ul » ANTP(2.5 mM each)0.8 pl» 10 & =7 PCR % fémip 1 pul »
Taq B 2% 02 pl » 228 5B 41 cHDNA2 ul -

i K % $%(Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ? i& {7 42 = %
ERFEH o FREFEES D3 2 04°C 504 A= ~94°C304)
60°C ~30 ) » 68°C ~ 25 4 » # = it {7 42cycle- # F= > 68°C7 L dh- 5 fk
% 215 > #-4L % % (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder)4c » #% % & = 1§ e3¢ » 2~ PCR A&
F2ul- 205 & TBE # fimik i 17 2%:93f "5 4552 % 7 (agarose gel
electrophoresis) > 72 ¥ 2_F 7 %3 T dcirs: A F A2 TR L 100 R$F - pFRF 35 4
o AR E Tk FRAAFEATILR Y chr el - rpE B R 2 B
S R AR BAFHEAET AR IcE P ow) fEdlen R A ek
% DNAtemplate > F& %9 % & 77 L i g ©

17



ITLRRF S 2 .': EEA G G R IRER

{UTm{DFI |
b 4 [sF1 SF2
-3 —> —
5
— —
sR1
i UTmtDRI :

W 2-4.1~ 3 & A2 jSR M D-loopDNA B3| 2R 2 51 F T AW o ¢ Hi
REFFEEMZAHFY e o il 3 (Forward primer) : UTmtDFL » 5 = 33
513 (Reverse primer) : UTmtDR1 - ¢ R R & TR IIF ZENE IR %
T exg5l3 ISF1 2 SF2 F B3l P SR1e Thr £ 4 587 sRpi 8
RNA(Threonine) ; Pro # £ 5 s5fs #&3& RNA(Proline) ; Phe & % © ¥ A " &
i# RNA(Phenylalanine); Cytb # % ¢ % sm?2 b & F](cytochrome b); 12S # £ :
12S +% =18 RNA(12S ribosomal RNA) -

4, L2 BRI FEN 2 AT

FI* BE ST R AER G AR BAER IR HUFE (4oF
2-42) A BIA > Bl =S L S#E i R DNARER % @ i
Me G B2 i DNAGFF k- B9 FMmHeE lat KB A 2 iz otk
A4 B~ DNA > s BiFiR it cnikdy - FRFEE b B R 2 2B Af B
DNA » s 3% e * Al e heniedf c FRBGF 20 &4 ST LRI T
# D-loop 2 & 313 » &0 2R e i DNA i 51 0 32 8 ) Boif S
(PCR) it o FAHER 3 PLaFf *3 L2 ioieiFh Rz 00 582 ¢
e it DNA % 5 4 > 3 B BG4 (PCR) 512 » 5 i3 & # 3 i
BRG] A 4R o RAMEE 4 I F R ULFE RS L oy T AR
& p B TR & (ABIPRISM 3730 DNA Analyzer) A 45t » i& {7 & F173] 23 >
FF L R eofciE s e A A R c FARHEE S L2 i DNA R
VLR ek A A e TR R BME R R mARFEE L S
2 jcengtit DNA f s 47 > A A I B 538 (PCR) D-loop A 7|2 i5 i » 12
PG AR DNA 5B ehikdp o m AR EE 2004 532 i ot DNA s B0

oo AENEEHH (PCR) Mk hie2 512 o« B {8 B BRI R R &
18



BRI R D R AR S LR bR R

Ak - B AR BRMENIRL B R APEIKEC LI E LG
P 2 o doR) 2-4.2 0 PP E R P EIEE RS > e E 2 - Bt W
Pog R i enB RS g AR 0 4o @] 2-4.3

cAR L RS2 AP R BTS2 (LW - BT R SRR TR R R
A2 (el 2-4.3)° 3 2 A IR F B L RERRAE > L 5E- (DT R
nAre B P FARFEE L MATER A 23N e 7 DNA B § A 5g 2
315 5 DNA i& {7 D-loop & 7| chi 3 - § s 5 31 & # 34 D-loop & 7| etk
RNEFTH - HD S eEE AT c FRBEF 4§ LB e E AT
Bty - G SH kA RlEF 0 ? malkirh A T IR 2 A T 2
T FMHFBEE S F Lt b A F R 2 B F A B R bR & o RUER T
FEATA TR T BHAENAY c RARFE L ATHAARAZE 2 ¥ PR

A
anley

oo mRFE 2 HH D-loop B 74 prenti A 0 RIEATEBDNA L2714

oo mATER 3 AW L FeoiciFmE ATIR LAY - PR PFL pni A > RIE
TEBPDNA LieFis g5k o ﬁ@%§4:£@i&ﬁ%%&£ﬂ@1£ﬂ

A E 2RO A RERF A AT P F OB E L BWES A F

#F 4 %P‘@E‘ﬁﬁ%ijﬁwﬁ?ﬁﬁiiﬁéi&@ﬁﬁ@kgﬁﬁé

2009 F] 2012 # fF > 4 & chF RH2 S T ik B en o 2 i

>
AT
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FLRFEF S LR

R L s

1a !!!iD

&3t R D-1oop A 712 31 F

Hr & 42 DNA &) D-loop
R IEE 3
-- SRR Y 0y iR A

5 0 A R AR
Smpmi i REE |3

g B R B2 B
- R S 04

W 242 AR BHEYL EimE > FAR  FARFALE B2
RGBT - BRR BMBFAL UL 2 DNARAAFH PR SHER » L 1

e &% 3% DNA &) D-loop
F 9 2 3% 3%

- SRR e AR

-- BE 3R PR DNA WY o0 B

ks 2R BB 2 R
— P g iR

l4

7 B A AR

ls

R

#if DNA B2 ¥ R & o
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PO 208 B ARBE AR A

B [ D>

1
DNA-‘;-}ZHI > CLLTTTPrTE :......E
D-loopf 71 2§34 5"

B — R R R EZ R [y

% RpuAT R AR B2 |
CGEEED =]

1 4 45 %1
W 2-43~ SR RSN pmd 2 FAN FRAPFEAF B 2 &
MR T - BREBRBFAL LR DNAR XA B AP HRER » L 12
#i% DNA B2 ¥ ap K -

5. Bl& 2B EY 2 TR

AEERAPFH AR ETHE A CF? v (2 B8 PCL-PC2) - ##73
Ay Ry P (734 TEL~TES~TE8~TE9 ) s 4% =4 F (1 B4 :
TZ1)> 2 2064 F) (3 B4 1 SZ1~SZ3) chEl % H 4 & 2 L B A eng
AR - BHEF2I3IPH2AERIHRA > FEL D B APED IS BEF
SplenPr iR oA (fe B AECR WA (T A Sv ) X AT R RN A 5L(BT1~BT15) -
£ 2d FHRFOF LT 5 T pehwh AFEHH 2 (multiple tubes approach )
& 2 2_f #F]14](Hung et al. 2004, Taberlet et al. 1996) o #-% % & 2_ & jicfEh KL Fl &
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TLRFREOF S 2 EES A E R g RRIER

Hl & d ko ek F13) 02 Genecap & {7 B AN T AR EES N B gkn LT 27

EEgA “4
Reng R e

6. A& FAl ¥ T

e F oA F» 53596 34 4 ¢ » 1w LIS-500 1% 5 & i+ ¥ %> ¥ 12 ABI
PRISM 3730 DNAAnaIyzer B % T_R ik % Peak Scaner Software v1.0 #x %8 & 7 28

%174 (genotyping) |3 - 5 7 @ d & =i F):# /5 (allelicdropout) % B+ % =
A7) (falseallele) i = 2| A F1A 2 BB E > 1L E4F § =t PCR &3 3¢
U B E = 2L %) ) 3R (Taberlet et al. 1996) -

A T E AR 0 44 Hung & 4 2% 2004 3 & eh § S HciEE 2L TR SR 2
(Multiple tubes approach) »  faig & i3 222 34 &L o
(1) & DNA tk & 53— 975 A FIR DA - FAE- &

Ao PEFTEE R A E-DNA £ 37879 %

gk P44 4 e st

S RETAEC G
B PIETT - BRI

ORES: Sl %Wﬁméﬂ*’ki¢3$

o]

@EAEF > 2 AFEP R BV X AT -
D)F A& 2 R AFEM A PG EERF 23 5B T
- B A
3 2 pr B33 F P MIFELEF3D 5N NAFIHH > &
AR R EE S
()8 2 1 5= ehA P FHH o L] T A i
@ ¢ - 5 AR o A B

=
F14]

(b)F 3=xAFAH 2 - HE I RA e o 2R AFEPFE - RIT A AT
3

@@ﬁSﬁéﬂﬂﬂin@%ﬁ%ﬂiﬂgﬂy’m&ﬁiagﬂ@a§%

B BN RARE - LA FRERE PR RAGERA 3 24T

7. A AL

HES wp RATE I A TR 0 % * GENECAP 448 (Wilberg and Dreher
2004) 2% % - 35 348 &%) (probability of identity: P (p)) » ¢t 2 T%#Hp) 3 B
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3l BAEA TR A TSR B R RPATI O o - R
B> 0010 5% 23 &9 4 (Milleretal. 2002) I ] * o frdi kit & &
MR FA s Aok NIRA A PA TR 12 BAFE > Bl 5 A kS FA
(mismatch-pairs ) » = % 4o Beyh g 2] u] > BIE 5 A L F A 7 - ik

Wk AT PCR AEmA TN LI B/ L R A B ha 3 et o 8
- A FAEZ Pp 3t E 3 40T (Waitsetal. 2001) » 2 ¢ sapi 27 pj o A B 5 A F
Bl %0, ) BRFRATHEF o

n n-—1

Pip) —ZP + 42213 P?

i=1 j=
BREAYF I AL - B O BRED R4 > H 2K 5K B
JOREM PR 2 BB 23T AP ch 2 A FA (multiple loci) z A F1A] s
F(Waitsetal. 2001) » & B 7 Pk § 3 FinE R 22 E 258 Ay P €3
BAEBHEYS ¥ - > Y RMEYT (PIDHW) » BR EH 10 &R
T k- B E 2 T *Y(Paetkau et al. 1998) » o N 4o

P(ID)HW = nS(Zag—a4)—2n2(a3+2a2)+n(9a2+2) —6
(n-1)(n-2)(n-3)
nickfAfica ™ &AF P & B A FHE S e
s S B A EL % (P(ID)sib) » Bk %3 Y T 4p % SALEM o e BT

o
B2+ *I(Woods et al. 1999) » = ;8 4o

PD)sib = (.25 + (0.5 Zp?) + [0.5(Zp?)2] - (0.25 Zp?)

pi AR F R - AT IS o AT R HBMES S LR E N £
et ER e s A T A (multiple loci) 2o B R &0 & > 23t 3 SV E-L A T A

T 8 &%) 5 4p 3k A (Waits et al. 2001) o gt #h 2% i ¢ v 3 88 g% 5 eniE > 27 0 B
2 R BES R DL AT R R E o

T AT A e B L s B DR ap S 2 b e pFR o ay
CERVUS (Kalinowski et al. 2007):* & # & 3 ¥ & egLip| 8 % & (Observed
heterozygosity, HO) £ 32 & 7 & ( Expected heterozygosity, HE ) « & X #* -
Bt (X210 2HRE27) aX LEAFOF A AL B b S#2 5
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TLREFSF S R REL G2 G BRI

- %% 7 > 5 12 Genepop (Raymond and Rousset 1995) 4 47 iz & F] i e 1% AL
F1E_FE &5 8T 7 (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium, HWE ) » & 4 * % =i rzipl %
/% (Fisher’s exact test ) k3= 3 & 34 B T 7o ¥ 12 FSTAT #i#8:- & FIS & >
£ ¥ 2 95%7 4 % B (confidence interval ) (Goudet 1995) - FIS & e, & &%

hE R R DR B R T o FISSOPF £ 7 % ¥ T i § TR UMM
F 2 o FIS<OpF > Pl 7 i § @M Afeeanfiing 4 o FIS it 5 o 3 2 K407

(Wright 1978 ) :

%

8.

o

SRR B e AT

FiI* = &2 2010-2011 # 2§ 1 FoR 0 & 2012-2013 £ 3t < A 3 F 7 K]
FAR R BLEATATRE RERELSIT R B R FREEN L LR
FoFIPN A A RS R - B EERN T R EE > 12 STRUCTURE
2.3.3 (Pritchard et al. 2000) ##8 ~ 47 o St KM A Hr et 5 - A ¢ L A F Ao
AT R B LeA BT s ¢ ESt il 4T gk i (Linkage equilibrium) o 48 A 47
BTGtk bR kLt i2 (Bayesian methods)#- i 48 12 3 3k ens Ea(K) A~ o £
v 5 7 % 487 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo » MCMC):ig 7 gt Bchg 1840 % & 48 & ¥ >
B EBPRBHARI A IR FE RS R GET s Hilko G 2
;¥ 5 1% STRUCTURE HARVESTER #5 J1 83§ & & #4050 o EH A A+ &
PREFZFRBEEFOLFREELT G KB EEE BN B3 AR
% o 12 Population #c#8:- 5 B8 A erif B EEr o g WS M A
(Neighbor-joining tree) -

FOLOIIER A AR B, R RH T SRS sk 0 1 BOTTLENECK
BB E TP o 2t B2 3R SRR EE T AT ST R B R R
B F - PEGETHZREEY B3R R A EF b Y R F R (He)
BMEFEFYRAREL G R AL tl(Heq)pF - AR 5 5 ¥ > i (Cristescu
etal. 2010) - A& (T RIPF » S PRT A Z I * = [FE R %58 (Two phase model,
TPM)enicst o T -3k 45 % % 5% (Stepwise mutation model, SMM) &+t &)2% 5 90%
FA4FiF ¥ 1000 = 5 > £ 2 Wilcoxon test # | % 4] & 3 £ % i ¥ (Garza and
Williamson. 2001) -
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x}r‘
Iy
it

YRR B

9. 2 LR FL If]% BHEEE D A AR f2 ST kR Y

Sew EArE2 g ek AdcE 2 GeneCap v & 12 BRI EAF R
Az AR B > M1 b o4 350718 2 By o~ Saber (1982) 4% 412 T fioiRce-E ¥
#i_, (Capture-Mark-Recapture, CMR)z 2 3% » & ¥ w & F B3 F 2 &k 2 LR 2
Fliedi s Ap H2 SR i o 1 RIL L G sl AR L - S L e

N BHAL LR B AR A RPBHALL EHFAI B EAGE - 58
DN deT o
N=(C+1)(M+1)-1/R+1

CRERNNBHE M rafk A28 RE &t 3 & 47 NRBAE -
BRGSO BT E I - B E VARG T E R AL DERAF A A R
URUE I St S Ak

I8 FLIARARSFLEREABE
- S RHEHRZER
%%@;%gﬁ*%awazﬁ~@W%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ipiﬁ
PE YRR RS T LR RO L RIF R SRR Bl T AR
RPARZ AR FRERL NN EE B RAPPHERE O B RL
LML A NET R EFLf AT DI RERIA L EB X TS .
LARAZHC BRFSPNAET AER RBLEF T2
(1) Fre2adixizy @ ptikdps £ 4 % 4 (2010)#74< # £ 1990-2010 = 2
B PHE i %wm;mﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ’w%”ﬁdﬁémbﬁ s4

F ’uj&y At pw;«fhmﬂ‘* SV'E“E’%E"Me’ﬁ T-—?m% Fl % P 2js s

FTIRPRAEDT R LEG RS AT BEFEI R AR LIE2EAT
A A ﬁ@%?%%ﬂﬁ/Y7ﬁ€WW&’W@*WW”*W@ﬁW

(2 ¥z} P ZREFLFFEF L AAAME FROFIFEFPN Ld 2205 =
ELOPE T oI N G RBREOESEE AN L LREFESG M
SREFTHREEY A RAFE IR R EAERIRREEY R - BT

AL gL RER R ey 0 R
B) MHAFEL AkaLfr o RALZHAZ E X ERI AP -
=

5
&) 1£_60%~90% (Fredriksson and Steinmetz 2007 » #3% /& 2011) - » %3 434
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LB RAW SRR R G RRE

L% 3,000m i FenfEak? o F LenigF G B L4 o (Yushania

niitakayamensis) ~ +p 4 (Cupressaceae) ~ >4 (Pinaceae)£ 1+ g i=4* (Ericaceae)

g (FRATHEE 2010) 0 2 AEAIRB - WA LB EZ LR G5 T ROIR

B (F3%4% 2012) @+ A FHF L B4 T543000m 2Tl F o

=B RS Bl R T 50 E s IXLKM? e KB 0 2 LR RS
1,500-2,000 m ~ 2,000-2,500 m 4= 2,500-3,000 m % 4 F £ A W] & 22% ~ 29%Fr
26%(n=1151)>>3,000 M =% 4 % B G £ 5 = W32 B¢ 508 9 5 123 km*»1,500
M "L s 5 T B ) 3 AZHE 15%° % SR 1,500m T AR R R G A A= F
FAF Y B § 9 285 km?(26% » n=1093) » >3,000 m 7% 4 F B G A 5 5 4 59
km?(5.4%) - £ F Bl 5 2 7 T 3975 3 AR RS F > 1,500 m 2 T s KRR
¢ 9%(n=854)>1,500-2,000 m~2,000-2,500 m 4 2,500-3,000 m ;% % % £ A %] 27% ~
33%-fr 22%(®] 3-3.5) -

350

300
250
g 200
.
# 150
100

50

<500 500-1000 1000-1500 1500-2000 2000-2500 2500-3000 >3000
AR (m)
W251 -2 BRREFAFE S R AEPR2ZAF S 82 IXLkm? 3t
j: o

\

ST G
1L BAEHEFE=RP

26



Fo% PR 2SR

it

AT B AFEFE RS B00m(T- »47H =)(F]= 2009 - Lorrain 2013) -
ﬁ%p;ﬁaﬁ%%ﬁﬁ BB T EHAA A i (B 5 - BHF
A2 CEBSENEFIEEFAS o

ﬁ%ﬁéﬁ&%:méﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁPﬁﬁWﬁ’ﬁ% tg#\pﬁ%@%

DHEHER LY LFERE R T E TR IEETTE LB R iR R
TERAF AR LIRS F AR PEEA AR 2 PRI I 1
kmo (kB E/AE R * i LAhF A HRE BB AR DA LER R
B R R e Q) G R RRBFHE LA 0 I & B A 20-50
mABRLEFHRFNE T TR A% &g 2 AR PHE £ AR A
FUEAATE FRAL - @ik RESRERBEFA L RF EZEL O
B ERIT R g G REE R AHRE S R A TR E > R A
Fer RZIEFAHE > G TEHEA T - O)FFHEY g "W
ERBF)E > om mE - RS- EHFF 500m g3 & o RARFIR Y AR T (1 km

M)A ITRE Y > R fIeD AR R B5 EA AEF £ 8 5 500m o
2. A AP LR

BB B foie s 20 R YA 2 F AR A £4 % 20100) -
LR B LB RS TR A A I R T
FEEBEBIFE 45 A AT RRIT R L 6mM ST B R P N2 i Ay

Fobs R R S BTk T B AR ASISEE R A - A LB f R

£ e mh o LR 50M AR FBA R LS R AL 2B G

y

%iwﬁ%&@g@ﬁ@,%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ@%\%ﬁéﬂwnﬂﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬂ%’

TALAEERRPLERBF AP PIA Y 2 L mEF A R4 3m
RE 59 F S >10 0m hffA P LR R P ERRE 0 1R B oG b hiE e LS
TP (Srer ~ G~ i ) o B Resa 4 o 0 PRI € Bt
B TR o RE AL F R B R R R (AR R T AR L)
BEAL SR (B A b~ AR D XA RDR AR 2) s R B sl e (R B R

Bfene b 0 RGEER L A)E R F (RIS REE A R @ ic AR BT R
A)E (51 2000) o jLopHR L e - T g 13 E 0 L A PE G AR
FoE ek 2 (e 2 LR RS Fl X A B R) 0 ARHE 5 & N AR T FarrE o ke
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FIHEE B8 & PF 0 € MpHdTE B A8 - B ERTHT S8 EviE 1-2m

Ziiiealdr K- RAAQE3 B R AR A AT 3 A
- E o H W B Fxﬁ;’fﬁf%mﬁﬁ7 o EHE SRR iR < T H
EREE G E (N G R R)RE S MR B SR T R -
FWGE TR NPT UFERZ T E R0 E P NI R R o
FABE LSRR EELOES TRICLEA S ERHE SRS R - L
BAEFEFRILETF BFRAIF OS2 AL EE D TR RS
EONIT iR R TR -
3. A A eI

AP G anedr N £ AS00m e A 2 ¢ X 100 m i k&
TR RN fo ol A E S R ¥ LSRR 20 E A RN R
%ﬁﬁ%ioaﬁgﬁ%aﬁﬁﬁm’%ﬁwmm%ﬁ%iﬂ’m%mﬁlmm

TR R R s e R A AP E KR AR S iR R & I
2R EGE A 1 05) -

#r?mﬁ*é’¥ﬂ§ﬁﬁﬂ%m@wﬂﬁw’mﬁ&ﬁw#mﬁﬁi~
RPFATEARR ~ PR F P R b o F ] GPS s M B o B2 LF RS
FlHp 2 e T RB A2 23 (F £4 % 2012) > APk d poorg hji A
R O NE-HREE IR REABRBEZ AP RE(B/2E) 2t APE
WITEREET I ANEF - BT T L@ 5mup s Rt s g adre
EH G- T2 i M FRE e FAP L AL 8 BlissE BHE oA
B (AR 120 cm A R]) o

» f B AEH 4 0 ¢ 35k A (Cervus unicolor) ~ L X (Muntiacus reevesi) ~ £ &
usﬁ(Naemorhedus swinhoei)~ 27 7 (Sus scrofa)> ¥ & 2. < & v 4~ (Hwang 2003) -
Aipefipld e p BN HRE LB B S R AF 100m p R | o

DBAKRFAZRBEFF T BiRE S
(1) £ALAF TP ERR 2V RF Tl R B Bk cHARIEALK

FHRER A E5BE%10A 2T ~10-30 & ~ 30-50 & ~50-70 & ~ 70-90

B oo
(2) tE2 ki AR 5 Rdedh s Atk AR T A AARH o kR

Vs REEERE] o o REEHR -BREWHFRREHE -
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FoF PR B

Q) #=HFARZ T RABFKAR ©5 B % %A 5 <20% - 20-40% - 40-60% -
60-80% - >80%

@ g0 h 5 ERAIL @Y A EER S OF 0 h - ORRE
(d)fisis - Fiee * 2 5 @Q)e e > (b)BED > (C)FH 7= 78 o

(5) * hiEbfin: A AR M e F 8 LBR  FE %L T E o ot B

R RE S > Pl PR (- E R R £ ¥ 2 A (e

Pt~ SEAR S R MU A~ FoR) > R LR E .

B GRF - RS2 BERRTR
Fref AP Tl I 2 LA F A A IR 4AxA kmP e G — Fezk(plot)
RN AES00mA AHF T L - AR Al €47 o 117 GIS (ArcGIS9.3 i)
HTT b B AR B 2 SAAKMS (K] R SR L E] s b R
Hwang et al. 2010 ) % +4 B & % &p > r2 g0 & @ selection by location &4 it 3% B~ 41 2k
PATH R o et TR E R AS00mMB ARY ok > FEDAKRT
TARLF- T HRENEFDE -
P A AT RT AR R G 2 0 (1) - 500met A RA SR 2 bk -
TR (44 km?P) p DR AHEF 3 RE00m W © HRID AR e (2) BH S
IR WAL B RNRE =2 D Efi% R R E I F Ol
P2 e E500mp 2 5 4F - 2 BRI - 2 iR AL F 2
BT EP 2 AP BIARZ0 1z = iRl m(L0)2 - A FHE o B0
P R FISHRESTA AT (TPEFFAF/EANR) > B B - fREE
56X ME NP BAF XN AY RFRFRAL I E R IR AR
(survey history )
B4 » 41 * PRESENCE# &% (Version 4.0 » Hines and MacKenzie 2008) fz & 2.

N
il

”ﬁ 1]

*rm

2
=

T
=
T ook

jr etgd i3 5 (occupancy rate, y)¥? @ B 5 (detection probability, p) o #¢ i - > 38
A AE A - BALE > AH TS ¢ (single-seasonmodel ) T iF i o
AU BB E R B F e RS £ ERE (model selection) g 3¢ kPt
BB Ean B

SERAREFIZHEHEREN LA FARR MR ERIFIR LA S 2
PR ZNPEBARRFF TS B R % T (covariate) - & B IRB F1F iF

it 4o o
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TLRFREOF S 2 EES A E R g RRIER

(1)ia 48t Ha3a s 5 =43 % % > <1,000m ~ 1,000 m~2,000 m ~ 2,000 m~
3,000 m > 12 2 >3,000 m o 12 3%4x4 kmP R & — T 3 2 8 (n=16) ik b $4 T 35 o
@ 572 R e HRdd g2 7RG AT BFEELLH FREE
BABENT B ERERF o AR ZHE Il TP 2 X 3 AR R
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DL IaAp R R 5 71.2%3 88.3% 0 & Tiojp ¥R AR 5 79.6£4.6%(® 3-1.1.b) - %
A ¢ 22010 £ 9~10 7 &3 A WE 529mm~259mm > 2@ 91 5 g L
WA TH o R AR R £ 2011 #5277 & E 5 106 1 186
mmE 3 2012 #% 2 £5 3 557 1325mm-H & * > a &% & 100 mm
2T (1 3-110) o M H B R AR R kF 0 2010/9/19 257 mm G B 0 %A G
2011/6/21 £ 100.7 mm f- 2010/10/22 296 mm> p- = p &' % & & ¥ FlRe b i
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AP 2013 # 107 p 29p 2 117 1 p - U* ¥R P AR S 346 5
BIHE % F Z R A4 30 F) % ¥ RApHR-T395 23.6835.2 3f © ¥ 4 Graves’
BEGEGEFRIEE S AR R B Bl T0% 5 % 1241.03(:SD) -

Bl fpdel 505 » 2% % F 55 > B33% At i BRI ER %R K
B 0)4 B iE 30.6% B ikA LA 4 - J}i.ﬁ‘%%—“ﬁ(#ﬁﬁiZ)l& 275% > % A%
7 4% (4 #e 3) (- 6.4% - ‘frg"-‘%ﬁ B (d e 4) 1k 2.9%() 3-2.1) -

;T*u:@—i NEREF DT RS S KRG o 2 Graves’ 3 It dpdicd 7 0 2013 £ i Y
Yok 5w F R E B i e 3?(%1 3-2.2) > At G REIE P T E Pt b (4
#*1)% & 30.6% > » L E kg (5.8~16.6%) - 828 30 ) 4p #cT 2% 1 2006
EFFoRTRFAINTERENERBL C(D)F S EX AR BR 0 Fl® it
o ERFLARWFRE s ARRFUEE > ey 2107 42FPRA L
P RIS R T oA FIRAS R A R BRI R FHEGTET B
IR o (QBEBRFLAD T F- AL FEARE L F - EA R ERRT @
ARPRER VR ERIOfHFESFRM AN P ERZFLN L DB L
FHa JEOFRBRSEFRT HEERLE -

B %5 o F K14 Graves' s & 4 cbe§ e (> 5 2008 # (2.2+1.15) ~ 2010
#(20.3£1.02)4 2011 # (1.9£0.98) & » & = 3 2012 4 (1.75£1.01) - 2007 &
(1.69+1.15)~2009 & (1.57+0.94)> 2006 - (1.53+1.08)4c 2013 & (1.2+1.03) % & i< (]
3-2.2) ° E‘I% o E2Z T RES2 0 His 2 E2 Graves’ig g dcsr 30§73 ¥k
BERORCARR-ROBETFREREF ELEDRL .
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P 135 2 odetf 3 ) B0 BURAE S Raft iR B 0§ onfh S retdic s 188-194
B2 XE o

2012 # F RS S FE BAEF L L0 STich 2 TR 0 110
(8.2+11)3F 5 % > B A %% 10 7 (3.3¢5.14F) > 12 7 (2.6£6.4)3F » H ¢ 1 1 p¥
(0.1+0.22 3f) > fAF pnpd F & @O F RN A EF T2 12 BK(R 3-2.3) - X 4F
Tl " Be® s 87.7% 012 F 49.3%=% 2 > 10 * 357% > 11 * 25.9%% i< o
FRIEF I e F RERE I E T 2 H g ok F R B 2012 £

FHEENE R B E 5 303 /M™ ¢ 22 % 195 35/m° 1 2 L 4F % 10.5

3g/m° o

2012 F R} F che VR ABH L L E BB A KA 0 X 5 110 R 12
PRFEE SR Y RN MR 12 hEFAEI0 nEFAENE
B 20124 F R E i R RS B¢ (R3-24) 0 AELLY 0127 ch%F A £
AJET A AR ¥ ‘Frsﬂ;rﬁ 107 s %&n\;}g BEOER N 15B T ~2F
Ao

A F RSP AR (R R F ) B 92008 & (61 3F/M?) I B i eh
2009 # (21 3g/m?) > 2006~2012 & th% F # B t & 3 & % o4 2 (One-way
Anova , F=11.7 , df=6, p<0.01) - §* % {5 & T_Scheff’s ;Z vt £ 5 £ B » %
57 2006 ~ 2007 ~ 2009 ~ 2011 % 2012 & 35 2008 & § & ¥ £ & (p<0.05) »
Px 2009 #F £ B A oM 200822 2010 E R EFAE AR o Bgor 2008 ~
2010 # 3 5 R AERWNEL > BHE EG LR o fdF [HE AT % e
A it Ba it - f P RlE 2 53 % % — 3% (Spearman test, P<0.001, r=0.964 -
0.964) « o AFT 5 4 SR EWHHIPIG L 34 £ > RFmFR T LFRE ER
ERVRSPREEE -
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FI* # & % #.(Ground plot):* #2012 & F B % F 301 5 2 F FR R FIR
Ta 7 G B9 7 £ 0.08£0.34 $F/m? b 1 10 ¢ 1.622.6 3F/m* BB > i
(6110 124149F/mMP =2 > @ 1 12 % 17 > B 6 T S RAE & © R A
w4 0.24£0.57 ~ 0.33£0.59 3g/m*(% 3-2.1) -

PR ARE R R AASE R 11 Gk 118 $EH/m®> 12 4.6 3Fd/m? = 2 o
17 ek A5 2017 %D 0010 H/m® o 2 5 % R ALG e At 6] 110 & 12
PAREE 0% ok /jk»i;m PR A R o BEELET R 11 B 5 (8] 3-23) 0

b

=

FRFAERBET S 10 B A 117 %2 > 22 £ 117 F 5 %9
B H B RBRH 0 R (R 320) -

£321~2012# 107 3 20134 29 A S FRBESEHET > FRR AR #
% %5 (N=100)frfE+ F (N=197) % ¥ #Tick F BIRZFE % R il -

Bog A S
I I
LINEN LT LR 5@ g ?}tﬁ"ffl\% W‘ﬁ»ﬁ%“f'ﬁ
(rgam®) TF 0 (pgamt)  CREINY)
F 7] (%) F
2011 Sep 0.08 6

Oct 1.6 33 4.5 3.0 65%

Nov 1.2 S7 114 11.8 91%

Dec 0.2 19 3.6 4.6 95%

2012 Jan(-Feb) 0.33 28 0.1 0.01 3%

R BHG A S IXIm? fEF Kt G 44 5 0.85%0.85m’ -
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2013 # 2 % o ek A ?vfrra B2 FA e R (T 2012 E F RIS S S
ERBEFEBPRPDL AU IFECLED AR FlE FiA T g5

mﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁwoﬁi’E*Q%%é%ﬁﬁ?4%ﬂﬁﬁw’ﬁ%ﬁ
BHe 1-424 7 % > B gr T lkm p chjiAapd =8kdp b > % 5 14.7+15.8
2 pHkm (n = 9)(% 3-3.1) ¢

AARABRAP SRR o FIRG AP ARA (T 5 F R B T4
5% (191%) 0 # 5 5L T64r T2 A % % 9.1% ~ 6.2% » ¥ 17 T5 $ i%(0.5%) o

SRFEDLRERRZT 0 L EDAFEFARADIRG LRI B
HES0 e FheEs e g adbiid - %o

2013 £ 2 7 4441 F B HRAN=3A0 A & B % F 2 nflr R # IR
85% ik kL 5 = 2 js AR 6.5% AR 3 s NUR o 7.3% AR F ok
oo @ xR ITR A TR T S R 1.29%(8) 3-3.1) ©

2006~2012 & 35457 3] 2. j= X & 3 T VN R A S K50 2009 £ 26 5% 3 B
% 112008 # 423 % (% 3-3.2) - thF A @& Im g B KRR G e 12
2008 # 5123.4% 5 B % - 2009 # 1.3% 5 & (% 3-3.2) ¥ AP % A k5 » 2008
E B34 RP/NE S 5® 02010 & 5 781 R 2 E X2 0 kB 5 2011 & 36.9
Fa] 2 ~ 2012 £ 213 A/ 2F ~ 2007 # 16.6 g/ 2 0F ~ 2006 & 11.4 s/
2 frd 1602009 & 5.1 g/ 2

vﬁi7EQWGmﬂﬁﬂyﬁ%T’ﬂﬁ 3 puwﬁgfmﬁv@:’ﬁ3
GE RIS E KRR 2R A A (R E 2 BUR % )(R] 3-2.2)
A1 * S P ARLE B3O % & & IRAE ¥ 4p M (Spearman test, P<0.001, r=0.964 -
1.0) -
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- Zo s N Z_ b
Z K4 n=108 =2  ERmM 5
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T4 42 42 850 50 220 19.1
T5 1 1 800 1.3 215 0.5
T6 26 26 1000 26 286 9.1
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£ 3-32~2006-2012 E F RHEEFELAH F oI RAPLALES -

jo R JeRaR fe N R R R %R

BH(3%) g 2 5] (%)° (signs/ha)
2006 58 46 4.0 11.4
2007 84 70 4.6 16.6
2008 423 - 234 83.4
2009 26 25 1.3 51
2010 396 359 21.3 78.1
2011 187 186 8.7 36.9
2012 108 108 54 21.3
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2006 # 10 * 1 2013 & 1! » A X L RRESFIRIF T (3 L5 % A F)2
HIL 048 ¥ SR L 0 A3 Ak A H AT (95.4%) 0 F AR T (2.4%)
Baros Lk R L1% 2 E-5 2 HE08% - % v -T2 0.3% - 3 g
FehFE S FREE S 1 (83%) £ ¢ 127 375%5 5% 01 ¢ 35%-2 7 19.3% -
117 3.8%~10 " 2.7%ik B2 o Fh|HE s hd 8 0 F R 0 8
3+ 16 #5(17%)

A 247885 Kl BT E TR kA B R A AR £ B (96.7%)
BB G of 584 (3.6%) » & AL(3.5%) ~ I F (3.4%) ~ T EH(23%) - ¢ it
PR ATRAT R BB 5 F RI1R(96.3% > n=884) : R R AT B H ML ERE
H(2.3%) 0 H = L 2% (0.8%) o ff S8 4 ¢ B 5 5ok AL (L.5%) ~ L X (1.2%)
L % (0.8%) = 2. (% 3-3.3) ©

R E R R R T 55 96.1%5 58 0 &5 5 aﬁr%tiﬁ(Z%) =
(1.1%) ~ #f 5+ $+ 47 (0.5%) ~ & 2 #7(0.3%)(% 3-3.3) -

Fe& 7 R E L 3R %%'H?:JIR%T& 5 BB (78~99.7%) > ARt E B s 5 A
B (78~99%) - 2010~2012 & 734 4 L4 10~2 7 chF RIHEE R T o Hp
EFhIEEE P RELI N S o Wb E e RS~ EE g o S84
R Bl o T 2009 & szt ﬁ-mﬁfﬁ( W) e ﬁﬁiﬁ}ié 100%) -
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ENN-E 0N I S RN I B PR ey

feip £ & 12(%) -

2006 2007 & 2008 =
b4 ar) AT 2 7 B % (n=67) 7 B % (n=88) 2L b1 % (n=3) 7 B % (n=307)
N FO RV N FO RV N FO RV N FO RV
B 1 15 0.01 1 11 1 1 33.3 33 5 1.6 0.03
1 1.5 0.01 1 11 1 1 33.3 33.3 5 1.6 0.03
Lo 2 66 985 97 87 989 99 305 99.7 99
Rk Cyclobalanopsis glauca 62 925 91.1 87 989 99 305 99.7 99
g Juglans cathayensis 4 6 5.9
#®5% 0 0 0 1 11 0 2 66.7 67 7 2.3 0.5
ER R Viburnum luzonicum 1 50 16.6 7 2.3 0.39
oA % Malus formosana 1 1.1 0 1 50 16.6 1 0.3 0.11
AR Cinnamomum osmophloeum
NIE: R Prunus campanulata 1 50 33.3
A EF Litsea
oL Diospyros japonica
LY 5 7.5 3 6 6.8 0 0 0 0 18 5.9 0.2
b L Formicidae 1 11 0 3 0.98 0
¥ ("2 P) Apocrita 3¢ 4.5 1 0.3 0
iz p Coleoptera 1 1.5 4 45 0 15 49 0.2
Hov R B 1 1.5 1 11 0 1 0.3 0
A B 2 9.3 0.3 2 23 0 0 0 0 13 4.2 0.18
NIES Muntiacus reevesi 2 23 0 3 0.98 0.13
iyt o SRR 4 Naemorhedus swinhoei 6 11.7 0.05
o AR R Cervus unicolor 2 3 0.3 4 1.3
i & Niviventer coxingi

PFEzn i £ {44 (Ranunculaceae) ; ©H ¢ — ¥ gEin i ¢ 4 (Vespidae) -
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52 2%

% 3-33(3)~20064# 107 2 2013 1% » T LRFLFARTHATF BT LR BHER? » 2 §H W N RI Kk NRER FO%)
frin £ & £(%) -

2009 #

S S R 2010 ¥:2 R 2011 ¥:2
NP g AFRIREQST)  FRIRE(ESY)  FRIEF22D FREIEE(0=149)
N FO RV N FO RV N FO RV N FO RV
B 1 14.3 1 2 22 12 4 1.8 1.2 3 2.1 1.1
* A 3 1.3 0.76 3 2.1 11
AR Urtica thunbergiana 19 04 044
Lol S 7 100 96 7 778 78 214 943 94.4 140 979 97.3
7 b Cyclobalanopsis glauca 7 100 96 7 778 78 214 943 94.4 140 97.9 97.3
i Juglans cathayensis
® 5 1 14.3 1 1 222 8 11 4.8 4 4 2.8 1.2
R Viburnum luzonicum 1 14.3 1 9 4 3.74 2 1.4 0.26
o B 5 Malus formosana 1 222 4 2 0.9 0.26
i = Cinnamomum osmophloeum 1 222 4
NEp Prunus campanulata
L4 Diospyros japonica 2 14 0.94
LY 0 0 0 2 222 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
ik F Formicidae
B (@' P) Apocrita
iz p Coleoptera 2 222 2
v 2 B
A o 2 28.6 2 0 0 0 7 3 0.3 3 2.1 0.4
N3 Muntiacus reevesi 1 28.6 2 1 0.4 0.08
o AT Naemorhedus swinhoei 1 1 0.7 0.09
o KR Cervus unicolor 5 2.2 0.18 2 1.4 0.31
i & Niviventer coxingi 1 04 0.04

FEzn i £ W4H(Ranunculaceae) ; °H ¢ — HgEin i ¢ 4k (Vespidae) s ¢ p 2 L B~ & 4 r(Urtica thunbergiana)

v
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ENN-E 0N I S RN I B PR ey

e s € & 12(%) -

2012 & 46 1(=885
o) 4 5 # hI1# % (1=32) S K1 % (=3) RFESS)
N FO RV N FO RV N FO RV
=§ 3 94 7.2 0 0 0 21 2.4 1.1
21 2.4 1.1
75 30 93.8 89.7 0 0 0 856 96.7 96.1
Rk Cyclobalanopsis glauca 29 90.6 86.6 851 96.2 95.5
it Juglans cathayensis 4 0.45 0.45
% 7 4 Lithocarpus = 1 3.1 3.1 1 011 011
castanopsisifolius
#®% 1 3.1 2.8 1 33.3 33 30 3.4 2
EREE Viburnum luzonicum 20 2.3 1.17
oA % Malus formosana 1 3.1 2.8 7 0.79 0.37
a4 Cinnamomum osmophloeum 1 011  0.09
JR Prunus campanulata 1 0.11 0.11
~FF Litsea spp. 1 33.3 33 1 0.11 0.11
L4 Diospyros japonica 2 0.22 0.15
B 0 0 0 0 0 0 31 3.5 0.3
ik F Formicidae 4 0.45 0
¥ ("3 P) Apocrita 4 0.45 0
iz p Coleoptera 22 2.48 0.3
Ao R B 3 0.34 0
R F 1 3.1 0.3 2 66.7 67 32 3.6 0.5
MR Muntiacus reevesi 7 0.8 0.27
it o LN ¢ Naemorhedus swinhoei 1 3.1 0.3 2 66.7 67 11 1.2 0.089
o AR Cervus unicolor 13 15 0.13
] R Niviventer coxingi 1 0.11 0.011
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DRI R - S TE & PAR

- PRl ER A TR A AT
1. Prierk A F1E51+ 2 fa ik

kAT 3 f1% £ 5 F % A (Shihetal. 2009b) 4+ % 5 4 2 jk 9 &5 4F 114110 ik
#h Y chd P 8 wpkhiFEh AT ARE A (4 3-41)02008 3 2009 # k4] A
15 e A TR R 5 10 2(UTL1~ UT3~ UT4 ~ UT23 ~ UT25 ~ UT29 ~ UT31 »
UT35-UT38) 2012 & 4 7P # £ % ch UTL1~UT4~UT25-UT29-UT35
2 UT38 0t 6 e A FIL e (7 BREFFRNF Bk o 5 7 M 4o B AR o /2> 2 2013
£ Bt~ B4R 3 wptiFh A TR UT3 UT23 &7 UT3L(% 3-4.1) - # 5 cha
o A EEE L DNA KRR %P o L g A7 A FE] R ) 3t
LR ERAL L o A g

%3413 A2 ikFEFR2 53 AFSFTR-Tm &8 ¥ % ® (Fluorophore)

ke
Men AR 315 A 7 (Forward 5 » 5'-3°) Tu(C) Allele size °Ex. ‘Em.
(bp) (hm)  (nm)
UT1 *PET-AGCAACTCTTCTCAGATGTTCACAAA 62 160 ~ 176 558 595
uT3 *VIC-AAGACATACAGAAGCCAAGACTAG 56 240 ~ 266 538 554
uT4 PET-GAGTTATTGGCACTAAAATCTAATG 60 139 ~ 164 558 595
uT23 PET-GCTGGATACATCATCCTGGCTC 64 331 ~ 364 558 595
uT25 *6-FAM-GCTCAGGGCGTGATCCCAGAG 62 296 ~ 315 494 518
uT29 VIC- GACATTGCCTTTTACAGAGCAG 60 188 ~ 220 538 554
UT31 PET-AATAAACTGATGCAGCCATACTAG 62 299 ~ 353 558 595
UT35 6-FAM-ACTCCCTAGTAAGTAGAAAGCACAC 60 202~231 494 518
uT38 VIC- ATTATTGATGAGCAGGGACAG 62 178~214 538 554
Tm & % melting temperature  * ¥ vEJfﬂr;c gi- i t+_ WmE AP R HEF S N ¥ ko

kARG B B dn g LIk AT SR B 0 S M °%’Je%%€eﬁv— fa _mm,
,\mgwm@,;;w Bd Fko Hl%zéﬁﬁf'{& o Cjew kL E(EX) > TR BT
224 fw kgt K (Em) o fjpes i LT o8 b B el £ -
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ENIE N ER SN R R P

2 4 AFRIESEELATEL BT DNA &4 4

#2000 10 7 T 2012 & 17 304 A Rfc b DL A D iE B
DNA > & & & fc f 2 #3845 & %~ DNA S5~ & = = 3 15 D-loop /& 712 4% &
P4 3420 K 2009 & 1 2012 & + A F RIEE £ fc 345 k4 - 11 2010
#2011 & & F W F R 5 A ek 5 > 2000 & B o E 35354 5 15 D-loop
X 47% o i $5 A gcF 30~ D-loop A 71 15 % 5 22 D-loop A 7|3 1 7 7
w4 3428 % 343

w13 D-loop##H S48 % o

£ R 2009 2010 2011 2012

L Oct Nov Dec Jan® Feb® Oct Nov Dec Jan® Feb® Oct Nov Dec Jan® Oct Nov Dec Jan®
A B 2 0 2 8 15 10 11 116 93 21 1 2 22 96 2 2 20 6
DNAxz=#& 0 O 0 8 9 7 10 93 60 6 1 2 22 96 2 2 20 6
D-loop % 7]

B g+ i
D-loop & 71| 3

0 O 4 0 2 8 49 23 1 0O 0 13 46 2 2 16 O

. 0O 0O 50 0 29 16 53 38 17 0 O 59 48 100 100 80 O
g = 3 5 (%)

adgs 4 N 2
£ 2.0 0o

% 3-4.3~% & ¥ F% 2009-2012 & 2 4 2 - i DNA 338§ 22 D-loop > & DNA
WA TR R

F: 2009 2010 b2011  P2012 Mk
95
DNA # * #& 17 2121 230 345
(176)
D-loop & 7|3 15 = 54 #& 4 83 59 20 166
D-loop & 7 # 5 & # % (%) 24 87 49 67 47
TR REE R Ao "A R IER]R 0 B 4538 (75U DNA 2. D-loop #{ 1§
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3. HciFrk fkie

% 2009-2012 = &~

;jr
I
e
"‘3\}-

RN RN FEAE SU (LA Uy

et h e (AT ij BN 344 1D ER T3 EE R

AP E oo E BAFATHEY O @ F B
content > PIC) ~ 2009 = 2012 # § &

(F|s> 8 r[&éﬂﬁ L
Tia5 7.6 B ®AF

S R e A Tk (ko
&8 BHCHTE 37 s A 45 2009 1 2012 & F k
8 i s & F A 0T 351 4 #w) & (P(1D)) |
0.849 (UT38) R » T35 0.692; }
B (He)oFis 2 T M fednfic > Flcid + 4 0 EJ RN

(UT1) =

Bligs% 5 2

i 5

i 14 e A FI(UT3L ) & 3

& A T

i*3814) ¢ ?Ht«l’;.i

£ (PIC) %

AN (polymorphlsm information

3@%%Aﬂﬂﬂﬂ’
sctin 2k Flic (Ne)» 43 1.8 % 8.6 % ]

4 0,250 B

RS R el R -

AT G o BE ]

| %+ 0.01-#Lip| B % & (Ho) 4 »+ 0.472

4 BRRIE TR EHEF

. ’\

R R & BMAZ R EHAFI NPT i > NN RT O 278 EH LR
T g o AFTE P A iR A TR Fig B3943T 00 8 Bci#EE A FA & UT29
22 UT35 8 ¥ i dfed if -

ik apE A B BER

T e B r 2009 3 2012 & F W R F 0 R B 2 B Y

£ 344 A0 FH SRR EHEA(2009-2012 £)2 & KFELER -

Locus N k Ne Ho He PIC  P(ID) Fis HW
uts 72 3 18 0472 0437 0346 0409 -0.088 NS
urs 71 8 38 0676 0742 0699 0107 008 NS
ut4 73 7 29 0671 0654 0595 0178 -0.0335 NS
uT2s 69 6 31 0652 0683 0632 015 00383 NS
ut29 73 8 51 0822 0809 0777 0065 -0.023 *
uTsL 70 14 8.6 0.8 089 0874 0024 00951 NS
uTss 72 7 54 0694 082 079 006 01488  **
uT3s 73 8 61 0849 0841 0815 0048 -00171 NS
Ty 73 76 46 0692 0734 0691 00341 NS
wqe 5.25X10°

***P_\/alue<0.001 -
AT AN

LA

Locus :
B 5 HE:

coefficient ;

HW :

T

**P-\alue<0.01 -
SEEEE E8 S
2 HR PIC:

g EL

?thp,ug

*P-Value<0.05 -
i 2L Flcp
; P(ID) : i3 %8 g% &

kg ¥ 14 (P- value) °
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3. HriEkh A2 B 48 #%) I (probability of identity: P(ID)) iz &

A, Pk A2 B R #Ew) ~‘(probabi|ity of identity: P(ID)) z &

2009 # 3 2012 #ehx ok Rz A2 i B A 247 8 ilciFE A TR
B AFANE LTS FN N 4 E B2 BML BRES L 525 x
10'9(P(ID)HW)J‘1 % 7.68 x 10%(P(ID)sib)(# 3-4.4) - &R chp Lot o FEF
AE B Bt REE R BN s B4R > B BRENFF &0
0.01(Mills et al. 2000, Taberlet and Luikart 1999) » 7 4 %_P(ID)HW & &_P(ID)sib
o3t 0.01 FI AT L Y 08 ik AT A I L RAT A A n R R

HEEE Y o Bk

035

=
[
o

=4=P(ID)HW
=&=P(ID)sib

EasEn £ (P(ID))
T

T |

005
001 f \ . by e
0 N —————

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

M 2 AR B R

W 3-41~Hp2 B2 AR B ES F 2L kP OB BRGHE R

& BARWELAFIAZHY R FRME)D £ 3] £5)) - P(ID)HW £3 ¥ B &5

& o (P(ID)sib) E A/ B MWW F o (PID) L BHEYF - FA2H (X ) &~ £
A fctrk s e p o

Bt 8 BacHTE AFILY o BHEN FAY > ks BEL AFIAZ Y
BHARMe)S <P F R E R AT R OB R - Ak
Hete 3B A F AP L ) 8 B S A ‘%'Jé*;s: Mk £ - BT
FI( B 3-4.2)> % R P(ID)HW v 2@,{1)1 ) & @ 3 0.001

p £
S
T E 3 0.01; @ P(ID)sib B E_ A 5B AFI AL L rE N enB R EY X E
48
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Y =

I
s
i

% 5743 x 107° > 7w i 3] #0 0.01 ek 3% 1% ()] 3-4.2) - F15 P(ID)sib % it
PID)HW & > Tt 3 & g % ATk chie & & 7 F KB REES] S o gt oh > 3

# A_P(ID)HW & £_P(ID)sib & & ctird & 1@ @ el d i3 3] F % L UT3L
UT35-~UT38~UT29 ~ UT3 ~ UT25~ UT4 ~ UT1 > H 2 5 k| i’*ﬁ} L% AL F) R endp
2R FRMHe) 3] g A o 2y P(ID)E > $+:F P(ID) & ] shficiie s & 7l &
i g0 R BRG] AR R R ) AR (7 T R AR ) -

5. A FRIEE T LT B HEY
#£.2009 3] 2012 & = & it e DNA $: A& ¥ > = # 3ty 588 DNA 2 D-loop

w

Bolehtk k5 166 B 0 2 8 e fichirh AT RS i R AT A HHH LT
6 v b epiE s I WM AR ATFIET - 0 PR AFAE o fI¥ T 6-8 ik
#E Hhie 0 54 GeneCap 4 17 » B % j€.2009 F| 2012 & < & F W|#% % % >

FRaidl T3 5 BA(H 3-45) 2P 5 BB RMaEE R AL EFRELEES
¢4 g m(@‘ﬁmﬁg) o X ERUTHE B E AL 6-8 BFELE AT A E
B enip g W 5 2009 & 4 5f 0 2010 & 35 F¢ ~ 2011 & 34 gg 0w 2 2012 &
13 g (# 3-4.5)03,5! Pl R4 E R A A FRIBE I REA
2010 ¥ 2012 # £ 4F 13 > 8 &g B 49 2010 f- 2011 & £ 45 R o

"3‘*

[+
-n\

7

4 3-452000-2012 & § KI4¢ % 5 5B {18 ok 2t if DNA Hctied 2 FIA 15 4
FihBE o

2009 2010 2011 2012 B3

¢ % i DNA % ~ #& 17 176 120 30 343
SUETIATE Sk 4 95 99

D-loop 5 73 15 = # 4 ~ #c " 4 83 59 20 166

HriEh A TR 2 > # ik A 4 83 59 20 166

2] ) 1B 4 (£ A5 1 A B A I)° 3(2) 35(19)  34(12)  13(4)  73(35)

%o & A2 A -2 1 8! @O'@°
(AR 2 & & 10+ 2 & 45 B 4g)9°

PREFETI R T F A2 6 R AR A FIR P AT IR A PR AL
wEW G EAR AL BA T 2010 84 £ Rt AL BAY
49



ILRFAF AL GRS B2 RG]

ppuul

F- BREAPREE T AR 341 BY T 5 :75 BLBEME G -
R EA 013 & BT ﬁr;;ﬁwkgﬁﬁjx(nzz) B3 RGEERAEYREL
GpAors 4 E Tk F o F e £ B E AT 2.27 £2.04 38 (SD=2.036) -

EFCFERE X

(SD= )

n-1

40

20 -
15 -
10 -

B - A R

g

W 3-4.2 ~ 2009-2012 & #4ah d1 e L B AR (Y dh) e 2 d B (X ) e
4 o

d i3 4 & (2009-2012) enE AT o ’f’*8.£‘”‘5t%‘f & (UT1-~UT3 -
UT4 ~ UT25~ UT29 ~ UT31 ~ UT35 ~ UT38) #rw| 4= & EER - Ny
WHo B & B3 A R (RE 2 B S )7 BIEZ 5% (B 3-43) >
% 7B ¥ 4p B (Spearman test, P<0.001, r=1.0) -
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i
el
i
*=

60
MEUER S
>0 m 2 A5 E A #

(3| ) e ¥

2012

4
ﬁl343~ﬂ-\b?‘. ) 2000-2012 & - 1% B Rt 3R nE F RIS RIS %
£ 1z i/‘?g i BA S BB -

6. T LB R F SR 2 R ST R

722009 % 2012 £ 2 L R Bl S A FRER S T TR E R L arEEd
B4 0 1 Structure 2.3.3 SRR N D en T3 FE BARE TR B A 4T PR A H
Be(k)h 163 & - HEFEE 1050 % 207 L S 3hie 7 250,000 = F 4
I B ¥ 4 4 (Marko chain Monte Carlo Chains ) i {7 500,000 =t % #% 3¢ & j&
o RSB wE g% o %% 2 STRUCTURE HARVESTER #c#8 4 45 » 4
HEREE L LNP) b« & DeltaK b & 5 57 G2 AH o 0 2EH
WIET A HE% 5 3B 344) - FhE 7T au s ¥k 3 &
cluster A ~ cluster B £ cluster C - % Structure $ic 83+ 5 8 o0& — B4 7 a4k A
7% clusterA~B & C e & (B 3-45) - dhs & B BB & - LiFit 4
- RR XA A AE BRAMEAT AL I F BiEEAF (cluster)

= X AT e
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- A P N araw q Be @ s e .
FLRROF o A2 EEHL B2 Rk RTEeEY
L(K) (mean +- SD)
—1650) DeltaK = mean(|L"(K)|) / sd(L(K))
80|
A B '
70
-1700
[
g 60t
o
s
o 50|
£ 1750
5 [
i E 40,
5
c 30t
% —1800
=
20t h.
~
‘\\\
10 ‘ ™~
—1850] i .
e
ol
1 2 3 4 5 6 20 2.5 3.0 35 4.0 45 5.0
K K

W 3-4.4 ~ 12 Structure #if83+ & £ 47 2009 & 2012 & 4 A\%F& 425 5 73 E -

g T A B A Ln(P)E(A)2 Delta K & (B) » ##h 3 FEk 2 A #¥ik(1-6 #)

a@bp =d Structure Haverster it 2 $5#r# ' 2 £ ¥ 2 Ln(P)E£(A)% Delta
K &(B) -

¥ 373 48 2 Population #1048 v 5 iR @ pEAE > 758 WALG B G
(Neighbor-joining tree » [§] 3-4.6) - ¥ ¢ 1 B4 2 FF ol Bppdp - o ¥ P &5 )

73 S (AR 02 6 gkt il BBEAES 2 B A
6. 1B R ] 2000-2012 & F R jE 5 e 4y 4 4 s

d 3+ 2009 £ W 3 & pAY o BAIES
Py o Flpt AP * 2010-2012 £ & S B A F AL 0 0 JOLLY A 47 #5088

:Q 7% (major clade)
P—» f‘;/‘?,ﬁ‘ ﬁj,\ﬁ’{g_ f'é _,E'f

P F R R R

]

( http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/software/jolly.html ) & 7% 5 & o B 2x % FH o
Jolly-Seber Model 5% if & A & % &7 Full Model > = A #C5¢ B
EFmpEas B o WA R EAF 2011 2 AR R T EuaE s 038 1A
B B2 26 B o d 2N EAFRERF BRERE S K (2011 £ 0.15 5 2012
#£026) FkHE G L2 BWEIFEFRFR T B B Eip £ %+ (95% Conf.
interval: 0-296 ) -

R AF e EFIR - 2010 25 1 & 42009 & R BEY > 2011 &3 8

8 2010 # BN - 2012 R 5 1 & & 2010 & I RiE OB AE(R 3-4.7) - 1
g3 4§ = #(2009- 2011) e iE AR 0 1 B g 4 4 & (2009-2012)
3-4.7) »

2 BOTTLENECK #:%2 &% TPM 2 SMM #.58 T & %] 4§ P 8 B dcie k 2L F] A
z_v5 8 (Hardy-Weinberg) T @=™ #p ¥ “(He)¥r Az g A 7R T

B

NI R (R

RBAIEFHES

52


http://www.mbr-pwrc.usgs.gov/software/jolly.html

Y L8

l\\

i

_Q-..

#=( mutation-drift balance )i 2 = #rjE T Hp 32 B 4] £ 47 F (Heq) % % 4r & 3-4.7 -
¥r1iE3k 2009 3 2012 # 2 LR RS F L A F RIS R F AR R T3R5 -
%3 > 12 Wilcoxon test i& 7 £_F ‘5 AriE¥15f »c 5 (bottleneck ) #:p] > ** TPM 2
SMM ;8T s HE ' AR F 3> Heqw st %% 8T Her Heq "R X L8 »

BT AT NS EE T XGRS W R E D F R AT S o

2

| Cluster A

0.80

060

0.40

020

0.00

| Cluster B |

| Cluster C |

66 68 9 51 8 21 47 40 63 38
69 70 23 3 58 29 6 55 3

Wl 3-4.5~ 14 Structure £ $5#7182. 2009 1 2012 # < A F BB SF FTRE L
rs—:*»’;aacj@%ﬁ_m HphiF BRWLA AL 3 xﬁjﬁ;ﬁfarﬁ? (LR A.\»L,gg
) Rk F I BRHE F-EENLA-FRM - FR%I AN L3
BREE -



TLRFREOF S BL e EEA B2 B RRTEREY

% 3-4.6~9]* BOTTLENECK #7354 R L T ¥ £ ) & 3 4 & (He)
BARRARFURGTHFEETH Y R A E 347 5 (Heq)

TPM SMM
Locus He Heq P-Value Heq P-Value
UT1l 0.437 0.416 0.454 0.444 0.376
uT3 0.742 0.767 0.269 0.794 0.122
UuT4 0.654 0.734 0.134 0.759 0.072
uT25 0.683 0.691 0.362 0.72 0.229
uT29 0.809 0.769 0.272 0.796 0.466
uT31 0.89 0.875 0.33 0.888 0.476
uT35 0.822 0.733 0.043 0.759 0.08
uT38 0.841 0.771 0.058 0.791 0.109

Wilcoxon Test 0.875 0.421
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0.08

YnP6o

3

YHP18
Viip

A

e

\{“P?'S

I
e

5
Tiost

YHP51
YNPggy

) 3-4.6~133% Population #5487 ¥ if @ e 42 3% B “haH(Neighbor-joining
tree)) F - BALREARLA-FRW EFZALER ABPFFSgd £ > o
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FLRFOF SR EEL B2 B RERAY

% 3-47~2009-2012 # X A F RIS FA BRI LARLERZE E4FR -

#%8 1D 2009 # 2010 & 2011 = 2012 =

1
1

©O© 00 NOoO Ol WN -

el el el o
© O ~NOO U~ WNERO

W WWWWWWRNNNNDNNNDNDNRN
OO BRNWNRPOOOWMNOUNWNIEREO
H
P PR RPRRPRPRPRRPRPRPRPRRPRPRPRREPRPRPRREPRPRREPRPRREPRPRRRERPRRRERRRERL}ER

w
\]
P RPNONNRPRPRPRPRRPEPRLRAMNNNRPRRPEPRPRPEPRPNNRPRNRPRPRPREPRPREREPREPENNNDERERR

38 1

LA A AEETS IR
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4 3-47(%)~2009-2012 & 4 A FRIMEFFE PR L AR E2 4
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I
e

i

=
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*=

®%8 1D 2009 =
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>
AN &

1
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FLRFAF S BREREL L2 R ORRTEAY

BEAE IR B
i
OF7Td 2 48

o [ ]

2009 2010 2011 2012
E i

W) 3-4.7 ~ 2009-2012 & — # wrypasi2 2 BB L4 B2 Bk

CEE R R A B2 R RS
B0 REATR Y D8 AL R R P B L RS R 2D

Mg et g et fIr R Rl R T A PR T onE A 2R
Mok 10 BRE (Fl g EAFfchan ) 8177 32 hB N2 )
Blo PGS FTL LB F R Féiﬁ‘—;-% RIE_7 &R 3Rl seg
e - L RMAREL o PRRAOA T FRAE - > AFY N8 L BH(A~H)
"3 6 & RHA~FILR }_ﬁﬁm’ﬂfﬁz BH(G~H) R &z E4p b B A2 >
frag 2 Ap R ehE R o - e Sk A FIA RASTOR B IR > 2 B4 2] ik & (BT4
2 BT15) > H ik 4 %14 UT3 22 UT31 H.4p B e > F]2t A 47 3 88 (Genecap) %
% BT4 22 BT15 % 7 I crip 48 (% 3-4.8) - BT4 22 BT15 ¢ UT3 A F & ek F7]

|5 249,253 87 245,253 > 4 ¥ ¢ B A &3 5 B2k Ak 253 pt i A 5]
e frg 4p B 1249 £ 245 #i8 A Flo Bk ot B E F A F) A5 253 s A F)
B 249 &2 245 & #in A F) P ¥ i F - B ARa LA A FIRIRH ¢ T F
keI EL ) Bt IRAR AL & 1 A F](False alleles)(Taberlet et al. 1996) - = » BT4
#1 BT15 ¢h UT31 £ F /& e 5174 4 w] 4 320,320 £2 296,320 — 2 k3 &5 >
Y- 2RAE3 a2 %3 320 5 AT BT & BT4 fghsg UT3L 5> 296
B K TR G AR T A ko gt BRARAL S $8 A F1F £ (allelic dropout)(Taberlet
etal. 1996) - 7 RlAF 7 » UT3 & UT31» & - M i » H & BHENER £4

pu)
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I

P N,
s ..‘:ggv

A~

P ien wHcih e SRS H B RE B BAEE R T H 4 D AR o

2348 15 BEEX LR BH A2 8 ekFE AFERARNG RIBSE) -

BAZE Fakk

188 A% 3 P UT1 UT3 UT4 UT25 UT29 UT31 UT35 UT38 § A& RC

BT2 170,170 241,257 139,153 298,298 189,205 -99,-99¢ 204,220 183,207

PC1 BT6 170,170 241,257 139,153 298,298 189,205 340,340 204,220 183,207 A
BT10 170,170 241,257 139,153 298,298 189,205 340,340 204,220 183,207

PC2 BT9 170,174 237,241 -99,-99 -99,-99 189,205 340,340 204,204 183,207 B
BTI1 170,174 237,241 139,139 -99,-99 189,205 340,340 204,204 183,207

TES BT13 170,214 257,261 137,139 290,322 177,197 376,376 188,196 183,183 C
BT5 170,214 257,261 137,139 290,322 177,197 376,376 188,196 183,183

S73 BT3 170,174 249,249 149,153 302,302 189,189 340,344 220,220 207,211 D
BT14 170,174 249,249 149,153 302,302 189,189 340,344 220,220 207,211

TE1 BT8 214,226 261,261 139,141 290,292 177,201 274,274 196,216 191,191 E
BT12 214,226 261,261 139,141 290,292 177,201 274,274 196,216 191,191

TE2 BT1 170,170 249,253 145,153 298,302 189,201 320,348 228,228 191,195 F
BT7 170,170 249,253 145,153 298,302 189,201 -99,-99 228,228 191,195

TES BT4 170,214 249,253 137,153 290,298 197,201 320,320 204,228 183,195 | G
BT15 170,214 245,253 137,153 -99,-99 197,201 296,320 -99,-99 183,195 | H

“3 9 EA 2 BAEE(PCL - PC2 ~ TEL~TE3 ~ TE5 12 2 SZ3) « " 3 iRl pFovak et i 4% 4
2 S H(BTL~BTL5) « 7 Rl ts i BAE 2 REL(A~H) « PR &4 i - b 4 £ ¢ vh3 mdied
Pl & 2k Aotk A 72 73] -
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ERNRT- RSOl ﬁ*r%i J;« i%@#"‘l*ﬂ’-f"fﬂ%

BLARFOFNL o Ap % H L 5 AN 430201384 B4t 28 3
P2 MEHEF CHL R BERZ 2 LRTIR S S5 A JF s i 3w
LA - BRFOFOZAAFEZTRERR - AEHRT? 7 2 LR R FI(YNP)
- ECFER-BRE CAERRRLA(TKARGB-PRLE ~ FRkLE -
ELL R g B R ZHRFL FISP)AE-Z i LT >+ &l
A e AR T LR ERBCRE A-E LRI BE R A 1ILAE R (R
3-5.1 > B3-5.1-3) -

FOARRBPILEIERLE 2 EHRF AR LT 510 K7 F ik
FoLRFEDAFHESTA2E REF A3 B 170 4 % o AR E
560-3,400m # % » 4 B3R A E R 5 2746 km o BBDR AW FH 72 B
AL R L 347.1km (% 3-5.1) -

AABEFNEFLT RO A REREEEFRPFA LIRS <[ BF F
Bl HEFIE EARA YR A SEFFREMARET - > B EKRT HE =L R (500
M)sis T 53 % AR o FP o 4ok 3R S00m(HRAF ¥ =)L B ARA 0 5361
B x4 A2 LA BRI ZRAEPOF o A BimE 82132 £
ALEF AL R TP EAREN RS EARNFIBEEFTINE ) T LR
BABAERE NERFFEZ VDN EREP I IR - FEKIDALTET
¥o % pF 77429 2 45(0.5-3 /] PF 3 % > n=61) (% 3-5.1) -

RPN EBALRRA T (FHEBDEHFEFT LD RS FRAB LA %
AHE L ORRSITR G ¢ 2 LR RS F(n=29) 0 12 H B RS Bl BuE-i =
D~ A gL R e &R (n=17) o et X 8 B R RS BB & 1 (n=21)
Fo R ABRER R FRRP(B3-54) -

AAAEPNFRDERFET 2B M AEE KETRE FHLR
RA AR R G LR RO F 5B (88%,n=8) ¥ LEEF P £FR
JoRP Eedr 16 B AP A ZZHRRSFHE P 485 #F R R (13%,
N=32) > &35 6 B iR o fakF I+ HHF RO AP RF  APRAE I L E R
N L BB (6.7 £/2F o n=16) > £ FH %2 (0.62 £/ 5 n=6)

AT LA RTE L § 5 - & &1 (83%0n=46) - & P ¥ ik 17% -
AP o467 W2 e R BT 1L 1R PP ATE SE 154742 (F 3-35)- j
AT hjs R (R - EMp)A T 0 TR R FF 8L 0 5 2 H R R Blik
T 8B BT R R RGAETFF Y (K 3-55)

<k
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2351 -3LARNFLFRALAEARE - ERE2LAAZIPHMTHF -

EE: % e HA Ha . b A A e BEER
(R 2 ) - oy ¥ ® * #ic AERN A (m) (km)*
1 b Foo-f2 YP1 7 4 2013/5/21-5/24 5 851-1893 34
.0 FER LR YP2 1 1 2013/10/20 4 2082-2112 35
S AR B-4P 5T T TK1 4.4 3 2013/4/17-4/19 4 1249-2249 11
s E R kL E TK2 5 4 2013/4/21-4/24 5 1230-1840 28.5
SER Bl R TK3 5 3 2013/6/18-6/20 4 559-2413 10.2
SER B g R TK4 4 4 2013/7/5-7/8 4 2450-3113 45
s E R B g Eoa e TK4 3 3 2013/9/26-9/28 3 1920-2621 13
5 APE-E T E SP1 8.2 3 2013/3/30-4/1 4 1287-2133 33.8
2§ <] @)L E SP2 5 4 2013/5/7-5/10 4 1600-3314 15.6
=5 <] @b SP2 1 1 2013/9/29 3 2050-2114 5.7
i o SP3 10 7 2013/6/5-6/11 4 1811-3398 61.6
2§ T IR R SP4 4 3 2013/8/5-8/7 3 1704-2633 26.7
25 &g L-ELTF SP5 4 3 2013/9/-9/10 3 2080-2496 27
B3 61 43 559-3398 274.6

CHAH LR 500mMs AKS00MAEF SFL AN PHAPH I A E T RAEX o CHETH (TR H LR o

LS

it

In
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BIREE

[ ] 500-1000

[ 1000-1500

A iEE
i [ 1500-2000
T [ 2000-2500

- BUEE 25003000
o~ BEER Pl 3000-3500

] =s=4etz Il >3500

Kilometers
8 12 16

WM3SL-ZFRRAFIPHAESETF2Z TARMAI K - FRZLEAPZEHEAKM IKM)AFH o 2 LF fF(hd MiE)ZEL 252
JRATA AR APRA(EESE 2010) -
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TEIRAEE (m)
[ ] <500
[ ] 500-1000
A L [ ] 1000-1500
A ] 1500-2000
e [] 2000-2500
o [ 2500-3000
t i sE L ,jﬂ ém%ﬁ Bl sovas00
g oo CHOLA =5t - >3500
Kilometers
0 25 5 10 15 20

W352 2 AFRRAFRLFPBAABFLAFARAEI BT - FRLEAPZPRLIFTH P LR L-Z 3% b~ FELH(R S RF)Z
F2 2R EAFAAFTAL ZERA(T 4 ¥ 2010) -
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[ 1 1500-2000
A LI [ 2000-2500

] ==@% g 2500-3000
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o BEESE [ 3500
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FLRFOF SR EEL B2 B RERAY

ALBEF nTE L 800-3,400m 7 F o A HH R A F L b1
2,000-2,500 m % % % (30% > n=61) > H = % 1,500-2,000 m 4= 1,000-1,500 m > %
i 23% ~ 14.5% ; $2% % # 2. 2,500-3,000 m - 3,000-3,500 m B & ik 11.5% » i<
4 $5 2 500-1,000m 5 5% o & B 72 Bl 4 355 3275 #4 1,000-2,500 m 4 B
R 2 A g b (2L T5% 0 < R 76% 0 T § 69%) - H ¢ YNP ik
Fod A4 2500m T o gk B R A F 3 500-2,500m K¢ R 4K AR 2
F2oo ZHHF R AT B % (R 3-56) -

FREEN T LEFSF B LY BRBR SRS T FR BN AHK
F BB rYN=8) » AW AT F I 5 50%(n=2) » H 4k % i 100%(n=6) -
w2 H R RS FI(n=32) 0 3 fLzesr 0 AT ¢ s 44 1,500-2,500 m » ¢ 1,500-2,000
m ehe ¥ b3 R A S 50%(n=6) » = 2,000-2,500 m B *% % 7%(n=14) -

P e 1l fo g fL R F A F N R $h2 500-2,500 m g o f s
#:1,500-2,000 m % : (64%’n 11) &3+ 17 4 jiaps; 8 = 5 2,000-2,500 m(18%)
%334 jiAE ;¥ % 500-1,000m 2 1,000-1,500 m(4 =] 9% > ) 3-3.6) > % %
AL LA 0 2500m 0 b B A Y AP RGLA () 3-56) 0 d 2F Lo
PAKLEF EFRLERERE AP R A T E o B AP ERE (8
S S HRR) 2 AT RS - Ko BRI A P AR 12 1,500-2,000 m B 5
(65% > n=46) > # =t % 1,000-1,500 m(17%) ~ 2,000-2,500 m(13%)(®] 3-5.6) -

NEEF BRI BERLI RS 0 (2 38%MN=61) H=x L ABER
+30% 0 4HE ke A itk s 1k 15% ~ 13% > @ B /H © HRE S 5% o B E LAk
HmEAEFAERE R 2L L EFRROFORF S UBERG L RE
PRFOFINFIR T REFSRPAEZ A AEFERREC % 54 3 04 BR
Effrg E s A (B 3-5.7) 0 A F A B § e B E H(45% > n=11) 5 H 48R
B VAR (AT A @ RN (27%) R Y ZHREL TN A B RS 4w
205 AP BER &) (R 3-5.7) e H A A 3 the § 304 BEME

Fr g A5 BN R 5 F R
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4

WIAA6 5 L NEY B3 - % 5 £ E R 42 (Cryptomeria japonica)

AR iR e AR R R K T T R Bl P RER SEAAR
iﬁ*f O fd i 2 F e Pz ¢b > T5% 5 &L FL > @ 354E % ##(Cycolbalanopsis
longinux > n=9) ~ 3 kY #¥(Cyclobalanopsis glauca > n=6) ~ 4= & .11} (Quercus
tatakaensis Tomiya » n=3) - % #¥(Lithocarpus lepidocarpus > n=3) ~ * # 7 %
(Lithocarpus kawakamii » n=3) ~ j i ##(Cyclobalanopsis stenophylloides > n=1) -
¥ % ##(Lithocarpus amygdalifolius>n=2)- H s kfé ¢ 4% L 4= 4 (Eribotrya deflexa -
n=2) - % & (Elaeocarpus kobanmochi » n=2) - .l #& = (Prunus campanulata > n=1) ~
7% A+ 4% (Machilus mushaensis > n=1) ~ % ##(Machilus zuihensis Hayata > n=1) ~ * j&
(Schima noronhae » n=1) ~ ‘m ¥ 4 g7 % (Glochidion rubrum » n=1) o iH 4 A fE %7
BB R PaF %k Fli A PEY T AT NARSS L FRE A
RS B
pARIEEZ o A ERFF AR BL R AR NE LR BT
R REB T B ABRT ¢ 5 23%(n=61)F MY 3 ATE A - TR % > H
$OB%NAR G AT - P ek B YNP AT AR L A A S RE PR
B2 b X BRI HRRDBFERF Y G ST R ERE A 8] L
F ¥ 2 6%(n=32)fr 14%(n=21 - § 3-5.8) -
CERREFSE 0 4 BRE G FRFEA > 33%EF T R
=)o B kb R TS INE BT R R BIN 0 RIFHIRECH P hRe o Bon 4F
el F e F R o TR A O B BAMN B AR EILER T T
FEg b oo 4 8 IR fs:%ﬁ#ﬁ R (R ) o

EHRFOFE G 2B HEF F R DR 22%2 5 F ¥ (D) o
FEFRAPFLEFFRNAIGE-RELT o Bl AL RAAF R AP A
HEIBLHARE I DRAXABFIF-L R A BEAF AP BT AP A
ALl g B R F I 8 B RS R Y Al 0 0 A PR B
T G AV PERE > BT ) i.%" 2 BEFF LR Z PR 0Pk L
PER2LT EFRADH L BHRGTIF (R ) § 17 kR (x %)
T AT R BIZ RGEGE R s S e VT L R R R AR - L
Lk BB F AR R o SRR R 47 Gk B cnAST 4B PR T ) &2 ) 100-101
EoMTEERLG A S ER ST TR L HEE PR -

KAPEAIAARF TR KX dckg > 230 7 2P ¥ REIREHE R

=5
)

F_&

phud

-
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FLRFAF S BREEEL L2 R ORRTEAY

PR b 5 38% (n=24) o ) 73 BFEA X T 4 R B IR FER PR A B 4
17% (n=29) ; # (73 2 % 11+ = 74t A B HF o Pl RS RFER (=8
3-5.9) o & ST FEAP R F (N=14) k5 0 ATE MR PR ] A A R AT

F )5 BB BA%M=14)r B = b & Tert (Y R ) ik 43%(HcR £ 14 ) S 29%>
A T% o

35
30
& 20
T
10
5
0
YNP TK sP
R e 7

W358 - ZBRRLFAAAETFRT FAHERR NIFERF B YNP £ 2
LEAFLF TKEZ X ERRATEF SP 2 2RREH -

(%) e g

1 2 3
# 7% ¥
B 359 - HITHREBEIRFTHIER NI BB FFRPFEARPZFR
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FAEBELEF LB RNEFREZ AT MG NPT LT
BA BRI LT RFERIPHEY R R2ZM G o R Am 2 a2
AYTEE L E L E S RRAM Y LR AR B 2 F
#w(Hwang 2003 F % 4 % 2009)- % 1# &+ d 55 100m 2 =t H =91k
& - 100m R P HIT RS PR IOF T ) RS A AR EE S A
RAHER)NG AR T L BHRA DI RFBDEFRERS S5 BHMI 0o
ERRS B BEER S AFRFRA o FME R #0 LR R B (2521.5)
= gﬂ“&‘&:'xi(ZilA) 2 HE R ERM(L1208) IcE E L - B2l - Lo
ZROERF PG s Te RS L E L Y R S § R
BHRBER AN 3281303211 RkAFLER U LR FES 0 A B G
46£05 42415 ¥ B & - BRFSFHEFRIP KL 50.7-08 0 kA §
WAL LR RS FSEF Y A AT A BRESAR AN A D £ L F
IR AR R EER (¢ AR L 4L 2 B R o T SR
PR RRA Y R E 2 LERZ 23O HFFFVEE - BREAFIRE
(One-way Anova, F=45.8, p<0.01) ° 4= # &~ 158877 » & % 2 s cip ¥t & 5 B iu T &2
ST 2 B ERAEE e 027 P BT R () 3-5.10 0 4k =)
WRE BRFOFFY SROEFR L ENEFRASIBRFEOFY L7

%7 % £ B (One-way Anova, F=0.29, p=0.58) - L X 2 5 B 6 R 7 O FIF 7 dg ¥ £ B
(One-way Anova,F=5.9,p=0.05) - ¥ ¥ %_Scheffs ;2 &gt 2 LA F M3 ¥ 2 B K
T FI(p<O.05)o L ¥ 5 B 3 BR R F P 7 2 ¥ £ £ (One-way Anova, F=4.6,
p=0.014)> "1 2 LAFFF >+ % G F 2 £ FH(p<0.05)o -k A ¥ F A &3 B R T WY
% % % £ 2 (One-way anova, F=50.6, p<0.001) » % L7 = & B A F e 2 2 5
(p<0.01) » ¥ % Lix B2 ¥ % >t = & B (p<0.01) -
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IE N4 L g 991 i ¥ EB
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W 3510 =2RRAFAFIEFEI e AREP (FSR)BFLETRpE -
ARFY AR I00MBEEIRIP 2 I T LA PR EER T
21> ®PI0O> & 500m #F A3 RHEAHZ 05728 APF YT REE -

APELEZHZZH - L BARFRLRAFOFA AL AT TR AL B
THRALT OBHR R FREF AP > ¢ BB/ L~ ok~ b
Fr Afem - LR R L1 AR IR B0 A BRI 4%
km? 2 g4t » £ R T] 32 B e o 4tk 7 % - A 500 M F AR et
2R G- R e o BlF ook Akt s 15 B(HeER) -

AT HRE2Z BSR4t E S 0.4(nalve estimate » 2 23 & 2 ¥ o4k T
Pt b)) e HFHRNT AP E LR G () e R S (p) -
BN TEER Y O Y ERRFE R FRERFAE A SV ERREBFE R
TH) AP WERE S Y R fBE F1F 0 % % 12 y(areathunting),p()E & i
AICwgt(# £) 5 0.5(# 3-5.2)  » r‘ja{;x Bt B ERON T 0 2 GLRpR 2 (R
50622 L 2R/ GRRFEOFZ w2 b5~ %E 101940 7

M B R R R LR RN LR @ R E FEGRRT ik i 1o R
FEGR R T ik dp S o0 B E 0.000096 0 BT RSB T IR E LA kg
%”#*5 Fo
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FZR OB%
50352 SRS CHFLENERSY .
Model? AIC® AAIC® @'  Likelihood N° -2*LogLike
y(area+hunting),p() 39.2 0 0.5 1 5 29.21
y(area+day),p() 4145 224 0.16 0.33 7 27.45
y(area),p() 4185 2.64 0.13 0.26 4 33.85
y(area+hunting+day),p() 4249 3.28 0.09 0.19 8 26.49
y(areathunting+ele),p() 4449 5.28 0.04 0.07 9 26.49
y(area+mammal),p() 4592 6.71 0.017 0.034 7 31.91
y(hunting),p() 46.66 7.45  0.012 0.024 2 42.66
v(),p0) 46.97 7.76 0.01 0.02 2 42.97
y(areatele),p() 47.44 823 0.0082 0.016 8 314
v(day),p() 48.46 9.25 0.0049  0.0098 4 40.46
y(hunting+day),p() 49.21 10 0.0034  0.0067 5 39.21
y(ele),p() 50.35 11.14 0.0019 0.0038 5 40.35
y(hunting+mammal),p() 50.96 1175 0.0014 0.0028 5 40.96
y(mammal),p() 51.08 11.87 0.0013  0.0026 5 41.08
y(day+mammal),p() 51.29 12.08 0.0012 0.0024 8 35.29
y(hunting+ele),p() 51.76 1255 0.0009  0.0019 6 39.76
y(aret+day+elethuntingtmammal),p() 54.06 14.85 0.0003 0.0006 15 24.06
y(day+ele),p() 5444 1523 0.0002 0.0005 8 38.44
(),p() ek i FE MRS AR FREAPFFISE - FEE - £ ¢ % Flarea - hunting - day

ele ~ mammal 4 %] % 7 E&]?\; Fl= & %~
PEX ) ~ AL BT Y

PAIC : Akaike’s Information Criterion o

B -

AAIC T SCAICE Y - BREG ApHRAT2Z L E o
9% : Akaike’s Information Criterion 4t ’}E:j‘gﬂt

N:HSFE? il
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g i
F-o8 FRIB:FETRECAILBRFR

ol fi(Fagaceae)fi#» 2 B L & A F A LR F e AF 2 F 0 2

7 A

i

oA ENEE R RO EF S H A Rt A%

wnE & G Kk o AL AR P kB e T o U R T HEH OGRS
FRAETLE ERFIFFT ROV AR R FARANELFORE A BT
¥ 4 5 5 3% e = (Koenig and Knops 2005 » McShea et al. 2007) & 3 #- &

S

(Wentworth et al. 1992 » Elkinton et al. 1996 - McShea 2000 » Greenberg and Parresol
2002) o Tt o RN E K A T M T R PP ERE TR G frd
% 3 v b 4 F R (keystone resource ; Wolff 1996 - McShea and Healy 2002) -

e ®k AR LG A% R B ARE > KIEHBHE EER - FAER D
# [ (Koenig et al. 1994 > Koenig and Knops 2002) » # # FFend § A £ - * B2 3%
B %1% 7 %7 4p M (Johson et al. 2002) - ¢+t S Mg frd % &5 X1 FE2 ¥
Fo e RO RZEAT  F iF B AR B p 2 Mol i 2 2 (Greenberg
and Parresol 2002 - Koenig and Knops 2002 > Lusk et al. 2007) o A% 3 + & 3 F >

THEFREF heb ARBBED D 2T 2 F RS
%%ﬁiwﬁ’ﬁWAéTﬁfﬁmﬁé’%@ﬂ;,ﬁimwm%i?%’%
FHEHWFE FRHESEF R TRF R EELECFEEF EFFHT N
BEFAERES P GORLFTLELMFOTRTH S L85 R P F R
BT R RDORR Eenssh ~ BA o Gl4es £:090 200 hE 4B R 0 HE LK
Pl HHRE 2 P2 REAO Ry B 5T B HE R EA S
Pz EREEpn(E £ %5 2009) o 4c b G ﬁ‘*“iﬁifﬁ i BT IRY R
AL L P AP ERFA B Fenf TR fop MBE R 2 FH R i
¥ oA HEHEIERILRFEOFF B oBPL i EFHLEL FF o

P2 ER GG e FPFFLRRFIZRE kB R k2
IERA S 0 U BWA A B ETh T e (s 20030 % HEAsE 2004 -
Justiniano and Fredericksen 2000)- % # B & A $%> 87 7 & wéﬁ1939-20034’£ g ;’%
FHTRARL P S 14fE 28 i g o BT RS E3- 39& AL bR
LT AR EW%Wﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬂﬁa&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁm#@ﬂ?ﬁwﬁﬁﬁ’%
FAE gk AT o T ’fwrﬁ* SFFHB A SSRGS 5 % AR
Bl e pHfEch s > ML 20 S FAERE n @SRRI F P 5

>S\
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LR ROF AL EEHL B2 R RTREY

¥ 2(Lusk et al. 2007) -

fopd o R PEBEAER S SFY AR R LR o SR
(Flora of Taiwan) » #: L f48 4~ £ 5948 » » % & ji(Castanea) ~ -k 7 b jH 2 L £ 4
& (Fagus) ~ #8 &¢ = & 4 (Castanopsis) ~ 1+ 4 (Cyclobalanopsis) ~ # #¢ /4
(Lithocarpus) ~ 42/ (Limlia) ~ 4 & (Pasania) ~ & & (Quercus) + 8/ (Liao 1996) » i
FACFIS BB R R MR L DB P T 0 A0 AE o AFT Y 2 i
ey T - 50 z@m ARG I A R R () RIFRE &
T b BT F RIS S b LA e 5 T B H R g b
FGA T 5 PIA 2w and G R (Mg 1968) 0 e &R HE ERES
Moo Fl5 G Renfasgiv gt g E 8% chRpt o 4ok E foig(Pasania
kawakamii) ~ = L % ¥#(Lithocarpus hancei) & -

Jra dod B3 A R T R DT e A 2B w100 D RRELY SRR

BEIEZEY S PLU T LFRABE A FHFREEFT LA 1L {0127 Bl 5 %
A H Rt chF s Rde | FEFIL > a20 A HEET K
BRER AT o 117 o122 5 F L BEATT A B0 b | & Bl 4R Y

(tk= 7 2008) - #87 ## 1 3 & LU AR P A7e0E & F] % 2 - (Chambers
and MacMahon 1994 - Sun et al. 2004) - FLHBL 23 B> % 8 % F i §F (B 4%
ﬁ?#f'%”f PR R A S AF R ERFPEFIEFE SR E P EE

S E2% 2 003F/M% 0 ph e h H W R A 2 B R RAR 1) 0 1Bt Atk
WRARE PR S DR AH B > I BEHE 0 E LR D RINET
(Chambers and MacMahon 1994 » Sun et al. 2004) - F]g* » e Ak HEA 3o
Fd AR 2 2 S B e dla EIPEE LATORA T A Y MO BIRAEE
FALDpz 2 N A RFRAR R o d 20X A e 2 TRE S o g
B dr i B e FAE R 0 4o b F B B (sprout seedling) 4 3 o FptmEp R 4 A
T BB SR AL § BT LT o

FORRCERGEAT SRTEEHB(rmEF LI CER R ZE YY)
2oh o A R AL P Y 2 i end b £ & 4 (Hwang et al. 2001 0 § £ %
% 2010b) o ¥ § 3 HAFHES A F G LT o HiR i (Ao E Y 2 R [U.
americanus] & I ,‘* el plkdke B4 % ¥ A h % (Vaughan 2002
Hwang et al. 2002 - McDonald and Fuller 2005) o izt 3= % 12 ji > & 35 5 8 2 8 o

MHAEFOETEAEEEF € ML £ L85 % IR % (reviewed by Hwang et
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al. 2002 > Kirkpatrick and Pekins 2002) - * pF#p el & FE @ foi T 5% hd £ $#3°
Bl s FE R sl FR SR RA AT B FERIRG Y
ERATFEAEE IR AR A SR & 24 i R o4z & (Hashimoto et
al. 2003 » Mattson 1998 » Vaughan 2002 - Costello et al. 2003) o Bl B p Ao F

ARSI EATMPE g B R IR0 ATHRE T R ERA LR
x> ’ﬁt"? iR RO Al 3 7 4 &g (Doby et al. 2005 » Sato and Endo
2006) .

mp%F'*(Hwang 2003 - ﬁw*p 2009) o e g 2 gt éﬁé%[ﬁ]m«’ ~ B R L
A A o FRE T R X R RE R T e TRk AR B (Carlock et al.
1993 > Ryan et al. 2004) « 4r > 2012 » 2 LR F O FIR B2 582 3 2 HH F
LI ELEE O RLNBREI B EFTodrieo - B0 RFER
RjnchEd AP RAPHE S cd P APy AFRE T e TRER
£ ﬂ%é“‘v\%ﬁ'ﬁﬁi AR RSP T ‘J)EI—TE%F%’:T’LQ? AR
BN R TR R o0 SRR R e ]
Eieeh2lp RS N B REE LY AR < DY R (R £ 2012)
Fpt o FH A F L ELBRLPEF LR MRS RfrRB SRR
BB W R RhF S i s FHEE B Y P REE £ & 4 (Okaetal
2004 > Ryan et al. 2007 - Koike 2010 » Ngoprasert et al. 2011 » Kozakai et al. 2013) -
—HAA RS E G RSB ADEE § TR T ROV F A sy
PeF R frafes s ey TR F E A TP L R (Feldhamer
2002 - Davis et al. 2006) © I B > 4% {5 € x5 8 /;«@‘h%@‘fr B 35
) piaé«fiii%: PRROEZ P Fa R FE S REOL T o R ERE AL PR
T g xL(Maurltzen etal. 2001 > Edwards et al. 2009) o &[4 » Z 4 2 jo 3t
Mgnwmw CAMBAL L EER R BRI RETT 2
%k ekt F (Garshelis and Pelton 1981 » Vaughan 2002) » p & endy 7+ 2 i &% F R
€% B A4 ®(2,100-2,300m) > eI AFE > B g T EI Y MARE R
(1,000-1,500 m) » . & B % {r-F 45 * R aF & (Izumiyama and Shiraishi 2004) -
CPHRLHE GRS A FRBEDERR A FRIEET AR DE
Fgitip i m 23 R cfrg BT 3§ Biand % - &k (Hwang 2003; Hwang et
al. 2010) - & BHE2 % FpF > £ H E % F A pF > 4o 2008 £ ’“/TT AR AE Y

a4

HF R

o
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FLRFOF SRS B2 BRI

PR BRI S S g BN L SR 2R 2 p E R AR
SN2 BB BT A LR ROFEFS ¢ FF A 2 F o ut & (Hwang 2003 -
Hwang and Garshelis 2007) o izt ki € < A H2F R 2S5 £ 2
APE S GRHFRBDOOFLLEAHETR > s APPSOl E -

fro @AW RRPL L AFBE R TREIRFBASNY a N LF DM
Ll % L3555 2 E38B A E B F > ML FGBL) P 2R (25) B4z
£(1.9)~ ¥ T HiE (15) % 3 1 $7(LI)(FF A 2011) » Wi ip 130 % A ¥ % o
RPFGR - FEAIERFDRRG > A A0 F2ZRFATAEE LS 2 LEHR
PR B vl b iR AR *bE’T4—,\7’F*%EL£~ R TP F 0 2 BRI =g
PoF o TR A EARTRL AHERTRIT P EEEF LT AR LKA
AR ey i - &K oo

cHRARAREY S AP RNRERREFLSS R Ao SR S
BASFTFRF NN F RS S > SHAFR I T A SRS
SAOMAFFERRELLCHP BAPREROEF { L4 & 53 d kik(Hwang
etal. 2002) o & e dds o @ fid T2 B G H AR e RiR g d o fru[ Lo 7
Bk T 2 4™ R R 2N R B %3 (Nave eat al. 2006, Koike et al. 2013) - 2% & >+
TRV 2 ERERE PR LITF 50 p A2 (Tanzawa )L % >
Koike % + (Koike etal. 2013) 1 e i 47~ e F & 2 2 A 4764 40# hE
PEREFRL R s ed b4 FE AR HLE > 2000E 2 (8 ehjis & (A
FEATRIDE U LR AYFT T SRR ERET A AR R
BRI S 27 R DR AR AP B AR PR RAQE
90% - iz %1999-& {-2000-& 4 & ik i} 4p %+ & & % (relative volume) £176%4c
95%(Hwang et al. 2002) - *## R 7T & chlg %~ B hlge*E @ §hIHE
AR B AR E R AZEI0% 0 e F R R R AT R LG e At ot A
BN B ATR fo PP B Mo ip i 3Fe F IR Bl o0 5 0 2 5 R hip
HEC O FiR{EATEFLDP TR FIEEFLEEFTR AP P HRFEGTA
BB ths i*Jvf%‘Liﬁ%i% T ) L%u%?l ' @ %é—gf RN ES S SN0 r{i%

PR AT R LMY A F AR E R 2L AR B g &
%% #¢ 5 2 (Schaller et al. 1989 - Reid et al. 1991 » Huygens and Hayashi 2001 >
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=
et

Hib

Hashimoto 2002 - Hashimoto et al. 2003) - p # ¢ %.1 % (Misaka Mountains) s d; 7+
2 i 7 o (Koike 2010) » %% #gcnfp ¥ & & 4 % 26-61% - ]\ % #F 5 31-50% -
LY 2y ﬁv;‘fjﬁ%z»;l AR R EPHEZ LT 534% 2% LRV 2B
ik LG M FLAPARRESTRE A 210 km? > % oy B ESRT &
AEMB AR AR AL SR LRFO M) e ke TR B0 b
HEERE G Z2RBLENE e EEadafne p ol ohied S 82
G e G R G T8 ) THEF N AFETHERER AL A SRR
MAEZFRRAGH-EHPPFTRFEDIE L G n i dapEr v FiE
FHARRFREALILE U2 EP L FZER T P AT LR
¢r(Koike 2010) o o *v 4 @ fLle & dre L T IR FHSALE S AT 2 P
iEF G 2IRTE A S EE R4 PR R K DR (Bowyer etal. 2003
Sato etal. 2004 - C6té 2005 - Dérocher et al. 2004 - Laidre and Jameson 2006 -
Rodriguez etal. 2007) > F]pt A kerwa 5 73 X BEHFF TR S B2 fiend g
VR R R AR 2 B PR TR o
AFETHE AR R R AL R R TR %5 §e_.a»];:
Fenfih § ax o hy RIS B WA REN 755 'ﬁ-ml%ﬁ 7ok
I EDAEGFRNZFET OS2 - Mt RASERE Y T
LN TRBERERFAS AR FOa AN R B 2o 2
A F - A T i SR Y e E K e RRCI AR WP I Al EC DN b 8t
B FEE I HLR o Fp o Z AL SHT e AT ERT R
FRATTERZH A s b B R U %?;L—; Bl % 217 b P
L EREE DA B AP R I TR LT AL F
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fodt DNAS # 81 3 & 2 chik iy o k- MMDNALrf §L 85 d 4 w2 @ 3] & dic
(copy number)jé #F B DB BB o iFE A TR P DNA(- B e
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i B D-loopipl iR e i DNA Y it * # B tg T 2613 12 F anjicli s AT & o F o
2 RGP AT R 2 ) R AUREDNASEH & 54 8 F ok e B DNAF B 1L
> TR S AR TR iR o e
A3 1% Shihid 4 (2009) /5 & 4 2. jis A FIHE @ #7 & E 1) o108 fleir & AR 7]
AP end ¢ 8T AT B w i et P DNA B R 10/t s A F R (UTL
UT3~ UT4~ UT23 ~ UT25 ~ UT29 ~ UT31 ~ UT35 ~ UT38) PCR## £ 1+ 3 >
e E A (X H O E ) E B (W DNA G RO o B AR A TR
ERMEL -2 & UTLUT4~ UT25~ UT29 ~ UT35£2 UT38 6.5 38 F & iE (7
BREFES e 5 BT R 4o r B A3l s AL TR UT3 ~ UT2322 UT31 4 3 4o 3 48
BT 2 it o 2 E* UT36h Fl 5 2 piclir kb AL FId 51+ A PCRyG 3 2%
R R F M B2 sendE e o ¥ o UT23MciFE A TR R
2 FPCRIFH > L B L g T AL A BIBLE S R 0 B2 G ooyeuE
FER TR A PR BB T s2e5 3 L wm e P oK 8 M ek
TR 7 AT
ARG U8l AR A T A 472009-2012 £ 1661F 7 vt 1k & o A5
GeneCapic 48 #-%) 11 7358 B AY - 117358 B A » A 458/ et s AL FIA 2 $Hig A 7]
AE AT Fw M4 ok SR B2 B #S 5 5 5.25%10-9(P(ID)HW)
12 % 7.68x10-4(P(ID)sib)(# 3-4.4) = &g+ £ 1% 2577t * 8 pirtrk e 8 8
WA RS A REERE DL E o FREAFERSP YR FARME) < 3 (TR
P(ID)HW 2 £ P(ID)sib 7 & ficierh A F1A ¢ chiicE d M D] g )| 5 UT3L
UT35 - UT38 ~ UT29 ~ UT3~ UT25 ~ UT4 ~ UT1:2 {7 BRI E W & et & > # R
P(ID)sibR| £ A 51 A& Fl ik 2 & #r 5 I B4 8% % & 5 5.743 x 10-3(<
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88 8w F (P(ID)HW) 2 5 802 5 B % 3 enfh FIAE 5 ozt ) kend)p ¥
B RdpEE Y WA AP R PBHIE AR NATA RS > B Y B
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BHEDIGH T EHERBE R ¥ S AR HEN S R FT D E o T
e e T R B R o T RENE Y SRR AR
TP 0.0l kR x B ¢ 5B A FAhE s ¢ > 2UT31-UT35-UT38 -
UT29 ~ UT3shie £ 35 S DB RES S o PSR e & Aot D82 i ih
EEE VU PO RRFEEAFIRZEEREFRE > TE AR SR %

FRPPERORT 0 T one R EE R
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A E 2 Bl ik AL PR A B A Tk gt A TP (K) 5 3141 0 i UTL
B UT31d 5 T35 76 TR % 735F 2 2 L B AL 7 2c¥t s 2 FI(Ne »
TEA TR QRGPEE OB i A TP )P 0 8181860 4 L
UT1.% > UT31E % » T324.61 o T 309 % 4Hin A Fliicd +0F s A Flik
Bror & AR TR e R A TR Sy ok 4~ $92009-2012F < A REE R T 2
jrEdE e @S e Vb Blilirk AR A AFIRSS EELEPIC)Y £
0.25> T35PICE 50.691 0 7 & AF A B L 4 A & A4 H B @ % 4%
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BT A A FRIEEEF 2l S HE S e o mH R TR HE) S A
d % 7 4o 0 UT1(0.437) ~ UT4(0.654) # UT25(0.683) 4k F1/k 2 5234 B 7 A& )
0720 o HAppciEh A TR AR R TR Y 22007 T3550734 0 kR
Paetkau(2003) 41 * 5-7 & & 1 A 3% 2211 f& %i*%%i(é FARAs 2R AP E)
SEI TR WL TR R TR R R G B
%0.7-0.82 F » AFT 7 chiZzh B H R T 351 43 4 3% 'mpcﬂfl\ P F R A
F e kg o Paetkau ¥ 4 (19984 )81 ficfir & A FIA » A B4 2473
PoRE MR LS AR EF RPN Il B TR 4§14 % 5 0.428-0.819 -
0.265-0.762£20.61-0.643 = 3% T 45 I I — H B b B TR FRL 455 pr 1 7
FrRdE e BNRR L B ok A Afid R g (Kodiak Island)
bR HEBRB TR 502655 7 i R iRl R E T IO AR T
Bogwk o w £ B R E MR ok - A B AR R IR SR eh
o FHRGEEY RS BRDEREFTRFP DA EE OS] o FRH AR F
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Pk 2 JRRF P AT BRI R EE &Y O E A TR R AT
B F R 5 0.66 (Iwate » A ' 2 £ B4 > Saitoh et al. 2001) ~ 0.702 (Kinki » 17 %)
4-0.737 (Honshu » & - ¢ % > Ohnishi et al. 2007) - = & 47 & L & 7 B (Jirisan
National Park) ® »+2004# & 3751 » 724 & k p f iz &2 R e drendo W 2 o > 1216

iR AT AR D E 2% R T A A 4 50.676£20.648 (Kim et al. 2011) - % 14
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2amPE ??)iﬁiiiiiﬁﬁﬁ']?ﬁ%%i P T BB OYARIE 2 T o § 4 X o R AT
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Itoh(2012) = Straka(2012)i%€ LR AR B T LR g (LR Y
PLETREETAERRP O TN R T R BREPIEE T A
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AHEES LR 28 BRAE B RIEN U LR o g T 0 2
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Wae - AT FHREBHERTERHC L2 FA R G HR A h PRI
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£2010£22011% < A FhIHE 55 R EHNRDBH A 5 EATRE
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FOBAFRME Y FOFAFTHEEIMFIIAL > HED A & DT R KR
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ALY AR EFeFER A L ko B 5 - LA
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RTEBF T B BEW L FonFR el @ b'%%i'ﬁﬂgc#g P T RO T L] R
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BRI HC/K32 358 2 oM e ¥ G N T AR A A Y 2 i 938
fe s FIE 4 & 5 % 14 (2011# 0.15-2012# 0.26) # 5 i F {82 - i £ (95% Conf.
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I i %8 (capture and recapture)#f fz 3+ e B g > TR LB F G L A F R
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154 e 12.4(F 24 % 20100) - AR L WP Flehd A4 EF a3 b o i
FRAARARIT U NI LRREOFOL R R ERE B S B R TR F B
e PEEBEAFTEEZ BRESFE R O E R Ko

ECTRIT NN 2 KRR RA 0 R FRER L ¥ EHR(E e
G\?J"lé"‘ilyfiﬂfrﬁ‘_yfi; EREI By LIRCE- P S N ;\.éxﬁfnz)? PR ;apmg(.aw

£ N R )& 5 164/ 2 g (Steinmetz 2009) o Bk £ 2 e
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G- SBREE A SF IR .
R~ LA gL %
ol o Rk Cyclobalanopsis glauca SFI
AR Lithocarpus castanopsisifolius SFI
 H T Pasania glabra I
EXER Castanopsis carlesii |
P Quercus stenophylloides SFI
e Quercus morii I
o Quercus tatakoensis SFI
L S Juglans cathayensis SFI
4% e Cyclobalanopsis longinux FI
SRFE B L Quercus tatakaensis Tomiya F
LE Lithocarpus amygdalifolius F
< EF Lithocarpus kawakamii F
SN il Cyclobalanopsis morii F
R Lithocarpus hancei F
i S Eriobotrya deflexa SFI
5’15 ) ¥4 6 Machilus spp. SFI
5 ,%*;EF‘ 2 Malus formosana SFI
. /%% = Cinnamomum osmophloeum SFI
(AR e Alocasia macrorrhizos I
O T Diospyros oldhamii FI
L ﬁ'F Diospyros japonica S
o §E Passiflora edulis I
RR A Tﬁfifﬁ Prunus campanulata SFI
A FRE T Actinidia callosa I
ER R Viburnum luzonicum SFI
o f A Diospyros sasakii I
~F+ B Litsea spp. SFI
LEEAESF Litsae acuminata F
A Machilus zuihensis F
HAH Machilus mushaensis Lu F
& M Machilus thunbergii F
% ﬁ; Beilschmiedia erythrophloia F
g Elaeocarpus kobanmochi Koidz F
i A Ef 4 Glochidion rubrum Blume F
A Schima noronhae F
Lo e fa Eribotrya deflexa F
F) W=+ Arenga pinnata [

S AR AT I F SR AP dof 3T s RA S EPEe ﬁ/fLﬁ‘i—’i\/)?ﬂ *Hwangetal. 2003 > § £ % % 2008 % % % % 2010 -
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Alpinia speciosa
Phoebe formosana
Elaeagnus thunbergii

Bischofia trifoliata

=% Mangifera indica

v IRA Gaultheria cumingiana

4+ Rubus spp.

%}k i 55 Rosa spp.

I ¥ Neolitsea konishii

jz3-n Ficus pumila

= Kt Morus acidosa

G ol :‘iﬁﬁé Vaccinium donianum

& B3 Sapindus mukorossi

i Celtis sinensis

B w AR Securinega virosa

B ol A Viburnum propinqum

b Planchonella obovata
s 18 3 AR Urtica thunbergiana

ENNEE I Yushania niitakayamensis

I &= Miscanthus floridulus

v 7?“ = Colocasia formosana

< H Pueraria lobata

5 B Nephrolepis auriculata

WAL Orchidaceae

L Musa formosana

e Pteridophyta spp.

L R Asplenium nidus

< h R Acer insulare

v Y Alnus formosana

Y Taiwania cryptomerioides

b Trema orientalis

L 4 Acer morrisonense

= %ﬁ Chamaecyparis formosensis

¥r4s Cryptomeria japonica

w5k Ranunculaceae spp

O M T M m M M M

ASEEEAS R AL SRR Aol TR s RA S B EE e
v}ﬁk?\f—‘l/ﬁ *Hwangetal. 2003 § # % & 2008 ¥ # % & 2010 -
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(B 5 1) #d o (m) w0 kY REFE R W3 es B
3 oo B R YP1-1 851 1 2 C C 4 5 1B 1 4
YP1-2 1178 2 2 C C 4 4 2A 1 4
YP1-3 1503 1 2 C C 4 4 1B 1 4
YP1-4 1688 2 2 C C 3 5 1B 1 1
YP1-5 1735 2 2 C C 2 5 1B 1 4
YP1-6 1719 2 1 C C 3 4 1B 1 4
YP1-7 926 2 2 C C 5 5 2 1 4
YP2-1 2082 1 1 C C 2 5 1A 1 4
X A2 Ha- 4P 30 R TK1-1 1249 1 2 B C 1 4 1B 1 1
TK1-2 1613 1 1 B C 3 4 1B 1 1
TK1-3 1844 1 2 C C 4 4 1B 1 4
TK1-4 2071 1 2 B C 3 5 1B 1 1
ok TK2-1 1367 1 1 B C 4 5 1B 3 1
TK2-2 1230 2 2 C C 5 5 1B 2 4
TK2-3 1643 1 2 B C 1 4 1B 1 1
TK2-4 1491 2 3 C C 3 5 1B 1 4
TK2-5 1321 1 2 C C 3 5 1B 2 4
BB L T TK3-1 559 1 3 D C 4 4 1B 3 4
TK3-2 1233 1 2 B C 4 5 1B 3 4

WA, LAERGOM Ip] )~ 2.8 5 ~ 3.6 5 o B A 1 1.<=10°~ 2.10% 30° ~ 3.30°% 50° ~ 4.50-70° ~ 5.>70° - i Fa & : A Hhif - A L EL,B 7 LA iF, C &
B L DREUT o FHR Y AT B RS CHH T o kT RFEHRA 1 1.<220% ~ 2.21%- 40% - 3.41%- 60% - 4.61%- 80% - 5.>=81% - fi ik : 1.
Bdetk 2.4 3+ 3.5 4t QALBER A H BREH CHEH DF 4K EARLE o FRES: LIXFR 2FP(EE 1 )ER, 3 BiTEdH
<L E o A EBEA LD 261 3457 A EF IR
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- () LA EF2ZH=RRILIARARIFLAEHEF chp RBR 2 L ZFFRR

B . 500m A% L E R B TR OBWR AR FER X RE
e F ‘4 B, WA , ,
(B 5 ) A (m) A3 g KB R WA s B

Y Ll R TK33 2286 2 1 c c 1 5 1B 1 4
TK3-4 2413 1 2 c c 5 5 1A 1 4

TK35 1741 1 1 B c 5 5 1B 1 1

LI SEATE TK4-1 2541 2 1 c c 1 4 1A 1 4

TK42 2635 2 2 c c 5 5 Ic 1 4

TK43 3113 1 2 B c 5 2 1D 1 1

TK4-4 3024 1 2 B c 5 3 Ic 1 1

TK45 2375 2 1 c c 1 5 1B 2 4

TK4-6 2040 2 2 c c 2 5 1A 2 4

TK47 2063 1 2 B c 1 5 1A 1 1

z #PuE-#i= 0% SPLL 2051 1 2 c c 1 5 1A 2 4
SPL-2 1845 2 2 B c 1 5 2c 1 1

SP1-3 1555 1 2 c c 1 5 2c 2 2

SP1-4 1287 1 2 c c 1 5 1A 3 2

SPL-5 1491 1 2 c c 1 5 1B 1 4

SPL-7 2004 1 2 c c 1 5 1A 2 4

SPL-8 2041 1 2 c c 1 5 1A 1 4

A, T LAESRGOM ) 236 ~ 3.8 o 3 A 1 1.<=10° - 2.10% 30° ~ 3.30%- 50° ~ 4.50-70°~ 5.>70° FEAFA] C AHRiE C ALERBELAHE, Ca
B DS - R T CAwfhd B A S CHH T kT EFEE TR C 1.<=20% ~ 2.21%- 40% ~ 3.41%- 60% ~ 4.61%- 80% ~ 5.>=81% - {E 4% : L.
BRAstk ~ 24 @34tk QAL4BERA R -BRER -CHEHR DX A EAEE - Flles LXFR, 2P (L& )FEH, 3RiTER
<L E o AEREA CLEL 2%1 37 CARFR
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DEFSE . 500 m ¥ o L iR FR O OHRTA O @R R R L ERE
X . A HR ) P ,
(R R F) X (m) X3 i Raggs R agdl s B
2§ APuE-g oL % SP1-9 2044 2 1 C C 1 5 1B 2 4
] &l F SP2-1 1628 1 2 B C 2 5 1B 1 1
SP2-2 1573 3 1 A C 4 4 2A 1 1
SP2-3 2285 1 1 B C 5 5 1A 1 1
SP2-4 3282 1 2 B C 5 4 1C 1 1
SP2-5 2999 1 3 B C 5 4 1C 1 1
SP2-7 2106 1 1 B C 5 4 1A 1 1
SFr A L% SP3-1 1811 3 1 C C 3 5 1B 1 4
SP3-2 2334 2 2 B C 4 4 1A 1 1
SP3-3 3079 1 2 B C 5 1 D 1 1
SP3-4 3277 1 2 C C 5 2 1C 1 1
SP3-5 3301 2 2 B C 5 4 1C 1 1
SP3-6 2833 1 1 B C 5 3 D 1 1
SP3-7 2931 1 2 B C 5 5 1C 1 1
SP3-8 2992 2 1 B C 5 4 1C 1 1
SP3-9 3397 1 1 C C 5 4 1C 1 1
SP3-10 2504 2 2 B C 5 4 1A 1 1
Ty A, s 1AEM(GOM TN )~ 28 e ~ 3,68 o #A ¢ 1.<=10° ~ 2.10% 30° + 3.30° 50° ~ 4.50-70°  5.>70° - if praE ) : AFRiE - A Eif 5B 7 L g, C
P JL,DzwL lﬁ'ﬁ* 7 A2 B A CHNE KR @R 1 1.<=20% » 2.21%- 40% - 3.41%- 60% - 4.61%- 80% - 5.>=81% ° ik :
1@%% 2& B354+ RALBERI K - BEEHR -CHEH -DF 45 EARLSE o FREs  LIZFm, 258 (X &1 )%, 355
#:< YR iy 1’—,.lr 2251 ~3FF A EFR
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SP5-4 2429 1 2 B C 1 5 2A 1 1
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ke ~ f1* Occupancy B A 45 2L~ X G R2 2 H= B3 LR F
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y Bl %< 500m v i EE A s
#® D . ¥ % EHE b
NI T (m) R S
Sitel 550 2% 6  A¥uk-#i=d 1 10002000 1 1
Site2 686 ZF# 3 <] &D% 1 1000-2000 2 0
Site3 651 L@ 2 <l &lL® 2 20003000 1 0
Sited 520 Z&H 2 AFrALF 1 10002000 1 0
Site5 522 ZH 3 AFwALEH 2 2000-3000 1 0
Site6 555 &H 2 AHwALEF 3 2000-3000 1 0
Site7 716 ZF 3 T LHjEiEE 1 2000-3000 1 1
Site8 615 ZF 3 @ eEfL 2 20003000 1 0
Site9 761 Fj 4 - jcl 1 1000-2000 2 1
ite A FokL R -
Sitel0 764 rj 3 Foku 2 1000-2000 2 1
ite A 00 e -
Sitell 828 rj 3 P 2 1000-2000 3 1
ite S A g ki -
Site12 689 rj 3 B ¥ 1 20003000 2 1
Sitel3 1618 E 2 LEI44 % 1 10002000 2 0
Sitel4 1617 x4 4 LEIEF R 2 10002000 3 0
Sitel5 1616 . 1 53R 4% 3 10002000 2 0

dreames K dp % © index1 (0-5) ~ index2 (5-10) ~ index3 (10-15) ~ index4 (15-20) -
P s AL 2.8

104



o

LHERRER -

#

%

L 21
P ¥

GEEERR. 2

1 e

w1

=

s

2

X-FE 0

v

=

L3

105



ESNR - b S e - W T R M T At

T (K) BRELVEPARTRAR -
SR ERRATEH

7

Bl L% B i

SERLE

106



Y

G PR R BRI A RS -

R (T T R ) FRAF(T L & IERE)

R (LA L) iR (LA L)

107



TLEFAF ST RES 2GR RER

e () B ARFERLGFRPE LSS -
o Qﬁ ’; : - 'ﬁ'

Tt S
A M

4

FRARP (kD %) PR (R R i)

108



v

M= 2013 # 117 3 LB R FUARSTH 55 A S 2 B MY L e
P AT T e URE o

109



TLRFSF o B R G2 A G RIER

A T LRRASF AR ERFEL G2 FARER
FE (44, (BBEE)L-FIRY® 8 €k uedr

-~ PR Y ERRL102E2 77 11p (B¥pw ) TE 345 L

= BRI A3 L ERE

ERE= 2R QI g = & )8

4

/

Jui

PNETF B SCE P S

(%)

CRyRH 4R 1

Ao EEAS R FE BEAPR S F(F RIKRE S

- %A

(C)EmFEEL AREHEHTHI R B o ¥4 - EREE
AP RFT L 2 3 LR R BlAp

(C)BEGMFANPHURNALT FEA LI SRR Lk

AEBRXEFEER - BEFRRRAAB-IPICLE L RRE

BARARRLIIRREpEE 2 4@ 5 o

Ik

\

(2B BRaFEs 4o & % B30 0 25 R 4 e 0-5 1 (k9 7 4840 18T
9

() ZHF®2RPB L FIL AT JRk-8 5 pFL 0L
ZRT T SRR ERTE

S AR

(">%Eg'§aﬁ“"$§5*/§gﬁ'—§ 2 Hh¥i AP F 21 ivik
RAEP BAFERNTATAE 0P FEAE R
2OF LR S FREFEL A2 RS - PR
#witEw

(=) % “;Efii}%ﬁ%i R HNTIITR KPR TR

= # 4

_Qy;ﬁ’,c,}»frji ’ljj‘k}-‘i%;giﬂ» }ﬁ?: }i r,:i—_a-lj,
R~ HpRIFL T 2 e o

110



oy

1 ~4cE (T = 5@ 054)

HYFEALE § RAHL ¥ R PHLE

(= )E L

\\*"

(= )d * 2007-2010 & 34 {7 this ho & B2 L A~ F IR 2 BT (78 i 4 2 22
2 () PR o BATALEETE > B3R LR RS By
FIREE G EF@PH - AARFOERZ IFALFARE AR RT

FHL 2APM AL

71\

\v

(Z)®EF&E P 5 B 4y 1 0-5 %5 £.500m @ £ 100 m § #a— o408 =0 F-
E500m * & - £ 100m’f5}a IR R B3 B 500 m oK R e E&J}pffﬁ*
%50

(2)&# 5 3% 42008 & 2 HRFOFIPN nT Ld FEFEFT AT ARR

Ao e g2 fpikadlis.

111



TLEFAF s B L i EEL 2 E B RRER

el TR LRARSFE AL EEL L2 B R RER
By (W), BEEE)A-FIRI AT R R EH

= FRIPEARINZAELI22 11 (B¥=z) T=2pF

NS TR R SARE-E

Ji
ra
A
7
>~
4%
(}*"
Pt
Fai
~

\

Ao EEEAR S L 2 B LKA B (F BIRIEE 4 v
= %ﬁii :

(C)EFX A TEZ A kR LEER S 7 E L TN
A7

(ZOM A F i e 3 @ 5 R e 47 = 2

T 5 2N
BO3ET 2T S ] BAIECS 1005 2 2

Al %’%ﬂ ZHRPFRLZEHE k;:ﬁ}\lﬁ,ﬁﬁ}}"i{@?
i l%/‘?v’%ﬁ‘*% SO L AR 2 B LT Ak

()P T EFEATFH#HIER22HF T2 F R ERLFHES)
HERBAE T2 ASERETH IR AP bk’iﬁih‘?;
a)\z,, FETEGMEA?A R RN PES R ANFRLE
e EF HRPEZ AR A LTI BRTOF PR KL
ZHBABRF @R FT A REVLPBFT 20 3
R

(I ZHRFOFF R LB AP IR T2 Ly P
Fitietak o AT EGEEF BT REIAFL e b 22

® o

w@f

Voo iaE ko 'Fijﬁ?q‘—;ﬁﬁf e de 2 genkiadiE
-'?K E/IAI—

e

(FOM» LS
L
[

Fi« s 1 f“’

'l\-

4”% 20T L o

4

112



GO AL SR ABPRTHFB TR G L EFL A
FE R %%#EF@% 4 ﬁu‘ﬁ“n" T e AR T BRWES 0 B AL
Z2_1 iFIE P o

()R B OO HES R AR R ARTREERRE LT
PR EF{HRREZ A% o

N Fakw

(-)Fhée¢Rg2F a2 AREREr2 3P A4 21 (P
BEFD BALRRNTATHE P ARG ELE - i
ROF 2R SE LA SR B FREFFR L2y
RS AR EE o

() FFaNFEERFLLAL ﬁ%#ﬁﬂﬁ%@ﬁﬁw
ﬁiﬁiibﬁ’jﬁ&ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%# V2 R A
I A e B T - A

1 4cE(TE 320 A)

HHFAALLAERAHBL v B2 PHLES
() AR AT BRI B P Y AR

(£)3 & @ % it & TR S AT F L3 0 BRI S MF LR g
ﬁ*ﬁ@ﬂ’ﬁZ{@@iﬂW%ﬂ;gﬁ%%%ﬁgﬂ;ﬁ%ogﬁyg
k51w T e DNA &4 & Ao iz 5:f DNA = & 5 47 fe
DNA 55 7 #8 % » #5351 3 @ * 4 DNA L » 3 JIRiE 2
PCR % prinig % o Bl 5L € L33 25 AT F1 A 8 @ i & A7 48 a2
4 RN B § R e 0 B 3 B lich 5 100 R gk
LEEEITB LS 0 ¢ ) 48 F B o HEAFT 4R P92t (2010)2 AR L %

CI)NEBI 202 2N AP R SARANEZE LA BRFER T
FLRFAF o o2 § A HDTARRFFR S F 500m» 2 -
FSEIME~FLHER) FENL 2 F LAR R Bl

113



L B PV Y S

RPBAPRYEEF AR (FHELS 3P 2 anilp) e Lt B
PO R R 2 A RER ARG ART LR S IR 28
R ATER TR o

*ﬁﬁ > E - *ﬁﬁ(p >rm\ TRz LI RPPLFE AR D
ﬂ@%gﬁﬂmﬁﬂ%Oﬂwyﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁaﬂégﬁ%o

(T )@ 22 i s B4 o 2k ME SRz s > A2 FEACR
%°P2*?i?”ﬁﬁfﬁfﬂ‘sﬁw% TR R AR P o
T CHAHEERTAETR -

(# )8 P y#L

(=) peye

(O)FEPHL i 26 BB TR AR R BB RT 0 R
HU FRIP e G H ab kg2 LY NTRIM - F 7 R

Jo R R AT R BT RGN g F oo e

r

114



w
ol
ful"'Y
g

>+ 3P

Ashley, M. V. and B. D. Dow. 1994. The use of microsatellite analysis in population
biology: background, methods and potential applications. Molecular Ecology
69:185-201.

Augeri, D. M. 2005. On the biogeographic ecology of the Malayan sun bear,
Dissertation, University of Cambridge, London, UK.

Baleiras Couto, M. M., B. Eijsma, H. Hofstra, J. H. J. Huis in't \Veld, and J. M. B. M.
van der Vossen. 1996. Evaluation of molecular typing techniques to assign
genetic diversity among Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains. Applied and
Environmental Microbiology 62:41-46.

Beckmann, J. P. 2006. Carnivore conservation and search dogs: the value of a novel,
non-invasive technigue in the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem. Pages 20-26 in A.
Wondrak Biel, ed., Greater Yellowstone Public Lands: a century of discovery,
hard lessons, and bright prospects. Proceedings of the 8th Biennial Scientific
Conference on the Greater Yellowstone Ecosystem.

Bellemain, E. V. A., J. E. Swenson, D. Tallmon, S. Brunberg, and P. Taberlet. 2005.
Estimating population size of elusive animals with DNA from hunter-collected
feces: four methods for brown bears. Conservation Biology 19(1):150-161.

Calvino-Cancela, M. 2007. Seed and microsite limitations of recruitment and the
impacts of post-dispersal seed predation at the within population level. Plant
Ecology 192:35-44.

Carlock, D. M., K. E. Kammermeyer, L. E. McSwain, and E. J. Wentworth. 1993.
Deer movements in relation to food supplies in the Southern 59 Appalachians.
Pages 16-23 in Proceedings of the Annual Conference Southeastern Association
of Fish and Wildlife Agencies.

Chu, J. H., Y. S. Lin, and H. Y. Wu. 2006. Applicability of non-invasive sampling in
population genetic study of Taiwanese Macaques (Macaca cyclopis). Taiwania
51:258-265.

Clevenger, A. and F. Purroy. 1996. Sign surveys for estimating trend of a remnant
brown bear Ursus arctos population in northern Spain. Wildlife Biology
2(4):275-281.

Costello, C. M., D. E. Jones, R. M. Inman, K. H. Inman, B. C. Thompson, and H. B.
Quigley. 2003. Relationship of variable mast production to american black bear
reproductive parameters in New Mexico. Ursus 14:1-16.

Coté, S. D., T. P. Roonet, J-P. Tremblay, C. Dussault, and D. M. Waller. 2004.
Ecological impacts of deer overabundance. Annual Review of Ecology,
Evolution, and Systematics 35:113-147.

Cuesta, F., M. F. Peralvo, and F. T. van Manen. 2003. Andean bear habitat use in the
Oyacachi River Basin, Ecuador. Ursus 14(2):198-209.

115



LRGSR RS R R

DeMattia, E., B. Rathcke, L. Curran, R. Aguilar, and O. Vargas. 2005. Effects of
small rodent and large mammal exclusion on seedling recruitment in Costa Rica.
Biotropica 38:196-202.

Dobey, S., Masters, D. V., Scheick,B. K., Clark, J. D., Pelton, M. R. Sunquist, M. E.,
2005. Ecology of Florida black bears in the Okefenokee-Osceola ecosystem.
Wildlife Monogrphs. 158:1-41.

Edwards, M. A., J. A. Nagy, and A. E. Derocher. 2009. Low site fidelity and home
range drift in a wide-ranging, large Arctic omnivore. Animal Behaviour
77:23-28.

Eiler, J. H., W. G. Wathen, and M. R. Pelton. 1989. Reproduction in black bears in the
Southern Appalachian Mountains. The Journal of Wildlife Management
53:353-360.

Elkinton, J. S., W. M. Healy, J. P. Buonaccorsi, G. H. Boettner, A. M. Hazzard, and H.
R. Smith. 1996. Interactions among gypsy moths, white-footed mice, and acorns.
Ecology 77:2332-2342.

Evanno, G., S. Regnaut, and J. Goudet. 2005. Detecting the number of clusters of
individuals using the software STRUCTURE: a simulation study. Molecular
ecology 14(8):2611-2620.

Flagstad, O., K. Roed, J. E. Stacy, and K. S. Jakobsen. 1999. Reliable noninvasive
genotyping based on excremental PCR of nuclear DNA purified with a magnetic
bead protocol. Molecular Ecology 8:879-883.

Frankham, R., J. D. Ballou, and D. A. Briscoe. 2002. Introduction to Conservation
Genetics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK. 617pp.

Fredriksson, G. M. 2012. Effects of El Nifio and large-scale forest fires on the ecology
and conservation of Malayan sun bears (Helarctos malayanus) in East
Kalimantan, Indonesian Borneo.  University of Amsterdam Press, Amsterdam,
Netherland.

Garshelis, D. L. and M. R. Pelton. 1981. Movements of black bears in the Great
Smoky Mountains National Park. The Journal of Wildlife Management
45:912-925.

Garza, J. C. and E. G. Williamson. 2001. Detection of reduction in population size
using data from microsatellite loci. Molecular ecology, 10(2), 305-318.

Goldstein, D. B. and C. Schlotterer. 1999. Microsatellites: evolution and applications.
Oxford University Press, London, UK.

Goodwin, W., A. Linacre, and S. Hadi. 2007. An introduction to forensic genetics.
John Wiley and Sons. 151pp.

Goudet, J. 1995. FSTAT (version 1.2): a computer program to calculate F-statistics.
Journal of Heredity 86:485-486.

Greenberg, C. H. and B. R. Parresol. 2002. Dynamics of acorn production by five
species of Southern Appalachian oaks. Pages 149-172 in W. J. McShea, and W.
M. Healy, eds. Oak forest ecosystems: ecology and management for wildlife.

116



»
<l
Full' 8
hpas)

Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, MD, USA.

Haas, J. P. and E. J. Heske. 2005. Experimental study of the effects of mammalian
acorn predators on red oak acorn survival and germination. Journal of
Mammalogy:1015-1021.

Harrison, R. L. 2006. A comparison of survey methods for detecting bobcats. Wildlife
Society Bulletin 34:548-552.

Hashimoto, Y. 2002. Seasonal food habits of the Asiatic black bear (Ursusthibetanus)
in the Chichibu Mountains, Japan. Mammal Study 27:65-72.

Hashimoto, Y., M. Kaji, H. Sawada, and S. Takatsuki. 2003. Five-year study on the
autumn food habits of the Asiatic black bear in relation to nut production.
Ecological Research 18:485-492.

Hung, C. M., S. H. Li, and L. L. Lee. 2004. Faecal DNA typing to determine the
abundance and spatial organization of otters (Lutra lutra) along two stream
systems in Kinmen. Animal Conservation 7: 301-311.

Huygens, O. C. and H. Hayashi. 2001. Use of stone pine seeds and oak acorns by
Asiatic black bears in central Japan. Ursus 12:47-50.

Hwang, M. H. 2003. Ecology of Asiatic black bear (Ursus thibetanus formosanus)
and people-bear interactions in Yushan National Park, Taiwan. Dissertation,
University of Minnesota, Twin Cities, Minnesota.

Hwang, M. H., and D. L. Garshelis. 2007. Activity patterns of Asiatic black bears
(Ursus thibetanus) in the Central Mountains of Taiwan. Journal of Zoology
271:203-209.

Hwang, M. H., and Y. Wang. 2006. The status and management of Asiatic black bears
in Taiwan. Pages 107-110 in K. Yamazaki, ed. Understanding Asian Bears to
Secure Their Future. Japan Bear Network Press, Japan.

Hwang, M. H., D. L. Garshelis, and Y. Wang. 2002. Diets of Asiatic black bears in
Taiwan, with methodological and geographical comparisons. Ursus 13:111-125.

Itoh, T., Sato, Y., Mano, T., and Iwata, R. 2009. Estimating a suitable microsatellite
marker set for individual identification and parentage tests of brown bear (Ursus
arctos) in the Akan—Shiranuka Region, eastern Hokkaido, Japan. Journal of
Forest Research, 14(2): 117-122.

IUCN. 2009. IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. Version 2009.1.
<www.iucnredlist.org>. Accessed 1 July 2009.

Izumiyama, S., and T. Shiraishi. 2004. Seasonal changes in elevation and habitat use
of the Asiatic black bear (Ursus thibetanus) in the Northern Japan Alps. Mammal
Study 29:1-8.

Johnson, P. S., Shifley, S. R., Rogers, R. 2002. The Ecology and Silviculture of Oaks.
CABI Publishing, New York.

Justiniano, M. J., and T. S. Fredericksen. 2000. Phenology of tree species in Bolivian
dry forests. Biotropica 32:276-281.

Kalinowski S. T., M. L. Taper, and T.C. Marshall. 2007. Revising how the computer
117



ENI RO R L R R R P e

program cervus accommodates genotyping error increases success in paternity
assignment. Molecular Ecology 16:1099-1106.

Karamanlidis, A. A., D. Youlatos, S. Sgardelis, and Z. Scouras. 2007. Using sign at
power poles to document presence of bears in Greece. Ursus 18(1): 54-61.

Kendall, K. C., and K. S. McKelvey. 2008. Hair collection. Pages 183-222 in R. A.
Long, P. MacKay, W. J. Zielinski, and J. C. Ray, eds. Noninvasive survey
methods for carnivores. Island Press, Washington, DC.

Kim, Y. K., Y. J. Hong, M. S. Min, K. S. Kim, Y. J. Kim, I. Voloshina, and H. Lee.
2011. Genetic status of Asiatic black bear (Ursus thibetanus) reintroduced into
South Korea based on mitochondrial DNA and microsatellite loci analysis.
Journal of Heredity 102(2):165-174.

Kirkpatrick, R. L. and P. J. Pekins. 2002. Nutritional value of acorns for wildlife.
Pages 173-181 in W. J. McShea, and W. M. Healy, eds. Oak forest ecosystems:
ecology and management for wildlife. Johns Hopkins University Press,
Baltimore, MD, USA.

Kirmaier, A., W. Diehl, and W. E. Johnson. 2009. Acquisition and processing of
nonhuman primate samples for genetic and phylogenetic analyses. Methods
49:5-10.

Kitamura, S., T. Yumoto, P. Poonswad, S. Suzuki, and P. Wohandee. 2008. Rare
seed-predating mammals determine seed fate of Canarium euphyllum, a
large-seeded tree species in a moist evergreen forest. Thailand. Ecological
Research 23:169-177.

Kocher, T. D., W. K. Thomas, A. Meyer, S. V. Edwards, S. Paabo, F. X. Villablanca,
and A. C. Wilson. 1989. Dynamics of mitochondrial DNA evolution in animals:
amplification and sequencing with conserved primers. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 86:6196-6220.

Koenig, W. D. and J. M. H. Knops. 2002. The behavioral ecology of masting in oaks.
Pages 129-148 in W. J. McShea and W. M. Healy,eds. Oak forest ecosystems :
ecology and management for wildlife. Johns Hopkins University Press,
Baltimore, MD, USA.

Koenig, W. D. and J. M. H. Knops. 2005. The mystery of masting in trees. American
Scientist 93:340-347.

Koenig, W. D., J. M. H. Knops, W. J. Carmen, M. T. Stanback, and R. L. Mumme.
1994. Estimating acorn crops using visual surveys. Canadian Journal of Forest
Research 24:2105-2112.

Kohn, M. H., E. C. York, D. A. Kamradt, G. Haugt, R. M. Sauvajot, and R. K. Wayne.
1999. Estimating population size by genotyping faeces. Proceedings of the Royal
Society of London Series B: Biological Sciences 266:657-663.

Kohn, M., F. Knauer, A. Stoffella, W. Schroder, and S. Paabo. 1995. Conservation
genetics of the European brown bear-a study using excremental PCR of nuclear
and mitochondrial sequences. Molecular Ecology 4:95-103.

118



»
ful"'Y

+4p

Koike, S. 2010. Long-term trends in food habits of Asiatic black bears in the Misaka
Mountains on the Pacific coast of central Japan. Mammalian Biology 75:17-28.

Koike, S., R. Nakashita, K. Naganawa, M. Koyama, and A. Tamura. 2013. Changes in
diet of a small, isolated bear population over time. Journal of Mammalogy
94:361-368.

Koike, S., R. Nakashita, K. Naganawa, M. Koyama, and A. Tamura. 2013. Changes in
diet of a small, isolated bear population over time. Journal of Mammalogy
94(2):361-368

Kovach, A. I. and Powell, R. A. 2003. Effects of body size on male mating tactics and
paternity in black bears, Ursus americanus. Canadian Journal of Zoology
81(7):1257-1268.

Kozakai, C., K. Yamazaki, Y. U. I. Nemoto, A. M. I. Nakajima, Y. Umemura, S. Koike,
Y. Goto, S. Kasai, S. Abe, T. Masaki, and K. Kaji. 2013. Fluctuation of daily
activity time budgets of Japanese black bears: relationship to sex, reproductive
status, and hard-mast availability. Journal of Mammalogy 94(2):351-360.

Liu. F, W. McShea, D. L. Garshelis, X. Zhu, D. Wang, J. Gong, and Y. Chen. 2009.
Spatial distribution as a measure of conservation needs: an example with Asiatic
black bears in south-western China. Diversity and Distributions 15:649-659.

Long, R. A., P. MacKay, W. J. Zielinski, and J. C. Ray. 2008. Noninvasive survey
methods for carnivores. Island Press, Washington, DC, USA. 385pp.

Long, R. A., T. M. Donovan, P. Mackay, W. J. Zielinski, and J. S. Buzas. 2007.
Effectiveness of scat detection dogs for detecting forest carnivores. Journal of
Wildlife Management 71:2007-2017.

Lusk, J. J., R. K. Swihart, and J. R. Goheen. 2007. Correlates of interspecific
synchrony and interannual variation in seed production by deciduous trees. Forest
Ecology and Management 242:656-670.

Marshall, T. C., J. Slate, L. E. B. Kruuk, and J. M. Pemberton. 1998. Statistical
confidence for likelihood-based paternity inference in natural populations.
Molecular Ecology 7:639-655.

Mattson, D. J. 1998. Diet and morphology of extant and recently extinct northern
bears. Ursus 10:479-496.

Mauritzen, M., A. E. Derocher, and O. Wiig. 2001. Space-use strategies of female
polar bears in a dynamic sea ice habitat. Canadian Journal of Zoology
79:1704-1713.

McDonald, J. E. and T. K. Fuller. 2005. Effects of spring acorn availability on black
bear diet, milk composition, and cub survival. Journal of Mammalogy
86:1022-1028.

McShea, W. J. 2000. The influence of acorn crops on annual variation in rodent and
bird populations. Ecology 81:228-238.

McShea, W. J. and W. M. Healy. 2002. Oaks and acorns as a foundation for
ecosystem management. Pages 1-9 in W. J. McShea and W. M. Healy, eds. Oak

119



LRGSR RS R R

forest ecosystems: ecology and management for wildlife. Johns Hopkins
University Press, Baltimore, MD, USA.

McShea, W. J., W. M. Healy, P. Devers, T. Fearer, F. H. Koch, D. Stauffer, and J.
Waldon. 2007. Forestry matters: decline of oaks will impact wildlife in hardwood
forests. Journal of Wildlife Management 71:1717-1728.

Meéndez, M., Tella, J. L., and Godoy, J. A. 2011. Restricted gene flow and genetic drift
in recently fragmented populations of an endangered steppe bird. Biological
Conservation 144(11):2615-2622.

Miller, C. R., P. Joyce, and L. P. Waits. 2002. Assessing allelic dropout and genotype
reliability using maximum likelihood. Genetics 160:357.

Mills, L.S., LJ. J. Citta, K. P. Lair, M. K. Schwartz, and D. A. Tallmon. 2000.
Estimating animal abundance using noninvasive sampling: promise and pitfalls.
Ecological Applications 10: 283-294.

Moore, J. and R. Swihart. 2008. Factors affecting the relationship between seed
removal and seed mortality. Canadian Journal of Zoology 86:378-385.

Naves, J., A. Fernandez-Gil, C. Rodriguez, and M. Delibes. 2006. Brown bear food
habits at the border of its range: a long-term study. Journal of Mammalogy
87:899-908.

Ngoprasert, D., R. Steinmetz, D. H. Reed, T. Savini, G. A. Gale, and McCorquodale.
2011. Influence of fruit on habitat selection of Asian bears in a tropical forest.
The Journal of Wildlife Management 75(3):588-595.

Noyce, K. V., and D. L. Garshelis. 1997. Influence of natural food abundance on
black bear harvests in Minnesota. The Journal of Wildlife Management
61:1067-1074.

O'Connell, M., M. Dillon, and J. Wright. 1998. Development of primers for
polymorphic microsatellite loci in the Pacific herring(Clupea harengus pallasi).
Molecular Ecology 7:358-360.

Ohnishi, N., T. Saitoh, Y. Ishibashi, and T. Oi. 2007. Low genetic diversities in
isolated populations of the Asian black bear (Ursus thibetanus) in Japan, in
comparison with large stable populations. Conservation Genetics 8:1331-1337.

Oka, T., S. Miura, T. Masaki, W. Suzuki, K. Osumi, and S. Saitoh. 2004. Relationship
between changes in beechnut production and Asiatic black bears in northern
Japan. The Journal of Wildlife Management. 68:979-986.

Paetkau D, Waits LP, Clarkson PL, Craighead L, Wse E, Ward R, Strobeck C. 1998.
Variation in Genetic Diversity across the Range of North American Brown Bears.
Conservation Biology 12: 418-429.

Paetkau, D. 2003. An empirical exploration of data quality in DNA-based population
inventories. Molecular Ecology 12:1375-1387.

Paetkau, D. and Strobeck, C. 1998. Ecological genetic studies of bears using
microsatellite analysis. Ursus 10:299-306.

120



»
ful"'Y

&0
Pages, M., C. Maudet, E. Bellemain, P. Taberlet, S. Hughes, and C. Hanni. 2009. A
system for sex determination from degraded DNA: a useful tool for

palaeogenetics and conservation genetics of ursids. Conservation Genetics
10:897-907.

Paine, C. and H. Beck. 2007. Seed predation by neotropical rain forest mammals
increases diversity in seedling recruitment. Ecology 88:3076-3087.

Pearse, D. E., C. M. Eckerman, F. J. Janzen, and J. C. Avise. 2001. A genetic analogue
of 'mark-recapture’ methods for estimating population size: an approach based on
molecular parentage assessments. Molecular Ecology 10:2711-2718.

Pekins, P. J. and w. W. Mautz. 1987. Acorn usage by deer: significance of oak
management. Northern Journal of Applied Forestry 4:124-128.

Peyton, B., C. Servheen, and S. Herrero. 1999. An overview of bear conservation
planning and implementation. Pages 8-24 in C. Servheen, S. Herrero, and B.
Peyton, eds. Bears: status survey and conservation action plan. IUCN/SSC Bear
and Polar Bear Specialist Groups, IUCN, Gland, Switzerland and Cambridge,
UK.

Piry, S., A. Alapetite, J. M. Cornuet, D. Paetkau, L. Baudouin, and A. Estoup. 2004.
GENECLASS2: a software for genetic assignment and first-generation migrant
detection. Journal of heredity 95(6):536-539.

Piry, S., G. Luikart, and J. M. Cornuet. 1999. Bottleneck: a computer program for
detecting recent reductions in the effective population size using allele frequency
data. Journal of Heredity 90:502-503.

Powell, R. A., J. W. Zimmerman, and D. E. Seaman. 1997. Ecology and behaviour of
North American black bears : home ranges, habitat, and social organization.
Chapman and Hall, New York.

Pritchard, J. K., M. Stephens, and P. Donnelly. 2000. Inference of population structure
using multilocus genotype data. Genetics 155(2):945-9509.

Raymond M. and F. Rousset. 1995. Genepop (version-1.2) Population genetics
software for exact Tests and ecumenism. Journal of Heredity 86: 248-249.

Reid, D., M. Jiang, Q. Teng, Z. Qin, and J. Hu. 1991. Ecology of the Asiatic black
bear (Ursus thibetanus) in Sichuan, China. Mammalia 55:221-237.

Rios-Uzeda, B., H. Gomez, and R. Wallace. 2006. Habitat preferences of the Andean
bear (Tremarctos ornatus) in the Bolivian Andes. Journal of Zoology
268(3):271-278.

Ritland, K. 2005. Multilocus estimation of pairwise relatedness with dominant
markers. Molecular Ecology 14:3157-3165.

Rogers, L. L. 1987. Effects of food-supply and kinship on social-behavior,
movements, and population-growth of black bears in northeastern Minnesota.
Wildlife Monographs:1-72.

Roon, D., L. Waits, and K. Kendall. 2003. A quantitative evaluation of two methods
for preserving hair samples. Molecular Ecology Notes 3:163-166.

121



LRGSR RS R R

Ryan, C. W., J. C. Pack, W. K. Igo, and A. Billings. 2007. Influence of mast
production on black bear non-hunting mortalities in West Virginia. Ursus
18(1):46-53.

Ryan, C. W., J. C. Pack, W. K. Igo, J. C. Rieffenberger, and A. B. Billings. 2004.
Relationship of mast production to big-game harvests in West Virginia. Wildlife
Society Bulletin 32:786-794.

Saber, G. A. A. F. 1982. The estimation of animal abundance and related parameters.
2nd edtion. Macmillan, New York.

Saitoh, T., Y. Ishibashi, H. Kanamori, and E. Kitahara. 2001. Genetic status of
fragmented populations of the Asian black bear (Ursus thibetanus) in western
Japan. Population Ecology 43:221-227.

Sato, Y. and M. Endo. 2006. Relationship between crop use by brown bears
and Quercus crispula acorn production in Furano, central Hokkaido, Japan.
Mammal Study 31:93-104

Schaller, G. B., T. Qitao, K. G. Johnson, W. Xiaoming, S. Heming, and H.Jinchu.
1989. The feeding ecology of giant pandas and Asiatic blackbears in the
Tangjiahe reserve, China. Pages 212-241 in J. L. Gittleman, ed. Carnivore
behavior, ecology, and evolution. Cornell University Press, NY.

Schupp, E. 1990. Annual variation in seedfall, postdispersal predation, and
recruitment of a neotropical tree. Ecology 71:504-515.

Scotson. L. 2010. The distribution and status of Asiatic black bear Ursusthibetanus
and Malayan sun bear Helarctos malayanusin Nam Et Phou Louey National
Protected Area, Lao PDR.

Scotson. L. 2013. The distribution and status of Asiatic black bears Ursus thibetanus
and sun bears Helarctos Malayanus in the Nam Kan National Protected Area,
Gnot Namthi Provincial Protected Area and Sam Meaung Product Forest,Lao
PDR.

Shih, C.-C., S.-H. Li, M.-H. Hwang, and L.-L. Lee. 2009. Ten novel tetranucleotide
microsatellite DNA markers from Asiatic black bear, Ursus thibetanus.
Conservation Genetics:1-3.

Sloane, M. A, P. Sunnucks, D. Alpers, L. B. Beheregaray, and A. C. Taylor. 2000.
Highly reliable genetic identification of individual northern hairy-nosed wombats
from single remotely collected hairs: a feasible censusing method. Molecular
Ecology 9:1233-1240.

Smith, T. R., and M. R. Pelton. 1990. Home ranges and movements of black bears in a
bottomland hardwood forest in Arkansas. Pages 213-218 in International
Conference on Bear Research and Management.

Steinmetz, R. and D. L. Garshelis. 2008. Distinguishing Asiatic black bears and sun
bears by claw marks on climbed trees. Journal of Wildlife Management.
72:814-821.

Steinmetz, R. G. 2009. Ecological overlap of sympatric sun bears and Asiatic black
bears in tropical forest, Thailand. Dissertation, Unversity of Minnesota, Twin

122



»
<l
Full' 8
hpas)

cities, Minnesota, USA.

Steinmetz, R., D. L. Garshelis, W. Chutipong, and N. Seuaturien. 2011. The Shared
Preference Niche of Sympatric Asiatic Black Bears and Sun Bears in a Tropical
Forest Mosaic. PLoS ONE 6(1): e14509.

Stgen, O.-G., E. Bellemain, S. Sz bg, and J. Swenson. 2005.Kin-related spatial
structure in brown bears Ursus arctos. Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology
59:191-197.

Straka, M., L. Paule, O. lonescu, J. Stofik, and M. Adamec. 2012. Microsatellite
diversity and structure of Carpathian brown bears (Ursus arctos): consequences
of human caused fragmentation. Conservation genetics 13(1):153-164.

Sun, S., X. Gao, and L. Chen. 2004. High acorn predation prevents the regeneration of
Quercus liaotungensis in the Dongling Mountain Region of North China.
Restoration Ecology 12:335-342.

Taberlet, P. and G. Luikart. 1999. Non-invasive genetic sampling and individual
identification. Biological Journal of the Linnean Society 68: 41-55

Taberlet, P, L. P. Waits, and G. Luikart. 1999. Noninvasive genetic sampling: look
before you leap. Trends in Ecology & Evolution 14:323-327.

Taberlet, P., S. Griffin, B. Goossens, S. Questiau, V. Manceau, N. Escaravage, L. P.
Waits, and J. Bouvet. 1996. Reliable genotyping of samples with very low DNA
quantities using PCR. Nucleic Acids Research 24:3189-3194.

Tautz, D. 1989. Hypervariabflity of simple sequences as a general source for
polymorphic DNA markers. Nucleic Acids Research 17:6463-6471.

Tsai, C. L., Y. C. Chou, C. C. Shih, H. C. Cheng, C. C. Yang., and H. W. Kao. 2009.
The complete mitochondrial genome of the Formosan black bear (Ursus
thibetanus formosanus). Zootaxa 1971:50-58.

Vander Wall, S. B. 2001. The evolutionary ecology of nut dispersal. Botanical Review
67:74-117.

Vaughan, M. R. 2002. Oak trees, acrons, and bears. Pages 224-240 in W. J. McShea,
and W. M. Healy, eds. Oak forest ecosystems: ecology and management for
wildlife. Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, MD, USA.

Waits, L. P. and D. Paetkau. 2005. Noninvasive genetic sampling tools for wildlife
biologists: a review of applications and recommendations for accurate data
collection. Journal of Wildlife Management 69:1419-1433.

Waits, L. P., G. Luikart, and P. Taberlet. 2001. Estimating the probability of identity
among genotypes in natural populations: cautions and guidelines. Molecular
Ecology 10:249-256.

Wang, Y. 1999. Status and management of the Asiatic black bear in Taiwan. Pages
213-215 in C. Servheen, C. Herrero, and B. Peyton, eds. Bears: status survey and
conservation action plan. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland.

Wasser, S. K., B. Davenport, E. R. Ramage, K. E. Hunt, M. Parker, C. Clarke, and G.

123



LRGSR RS R R

Stenhouse. 2004. Scat detection dogs in wildlife research and management:
application to grizzly and black bears in the Yellowhead Ecosystem, Alberta,
Canada. Canadian Journal of Zoology 82:475-492.

Wentworth, J. M., A. S. Johnson, P. E. Hale, and K. E. Kammermeyer. 1992.
Relationships of acorn abundance and deer herd characteristics in the Southern
Appalachians. Southern Journal of Applied Forestry 16:5-8.

Wilberg, M. J. and B. P. Dreher. 2004. Genecap: a program for analysis of multilocus
genotype data for non-invasive sampling and capture-recapture population
estimation. Molecular Ecology Notes 4:783-785.

Woodruff, D. S. 1993. Non-invasive genotyping of primates. Primates 34:333-346.

Woods, J. G., D. Patkau, D. Lewis, B. N. McLellan, M. Proctor, and C. Strobeck.
1999. Genetic tagging of free-ranging black and brown bears. Wildlife Society
Bulletin 27:616-627.

Wright, S. 1978. Evolution and the Genetics of Populations. vol. 4. Variability Within
and Among Natural Populations. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, MI,
USA.

37201090 & F2 2 REFT-LF R IBHFTE o R SR

P
247~ 2 22001990 z;?_/%{“i jrz A B A Ay p () Aok £ ¢
Hirh 79 & 4 7y 010 8L -

A SEE 2001 TLRFSBA BRI L B AREHBLAL(2) P

FREERF L LR R B P

ig F %% 1999 - Lﬂié “%%ﬁiiga<ﬁwﬁipiv)om
PP EF LR RO R
¥ %4 °2000° L RFOF S AR BE A M BZFAT(S) N
MY EFETLRFOFE R
PEreto2012 T LRREOF A AF RE L BRI HEM2ZAF LB o
L~ § o

WE 2004 L RFEOF o L2 REFY cHALHT WA ELE
B’)"Jf/)f‘:??mfﬂﬂ""l“’

ER
7

]

F 8 4R 0 2008 ¢ T E R AuF HBdEo 4 4 MR s ST 0209 F o

2% 22003 5L M HALE BN BEFBIZATT ALY c BAPH AT &
s o

ZARAS PP & 0 2004 0 B 7 R AR A R kL PES 2 S G o G 4 ST
7 6:95-110 -

%—Eom%o\’ﬁ—mv#[\ﬁwii R &) RE NS L Eh JE R
B 7 B R 2

124



w*
e
ful"'Y
g

Aok o2 AR B L RPERRLBAFT LM - K2 S 2 A
g,{ﬁ'ﬂw—o

HBE 020000 T LB RO B4 A B R R B HN A AN R 2 R LB
ihs o M2 BAFHEA B0 S mTAT] 5 o

HFE 20120 2 %EH A Ao ALH R AL RL A EH A #
;}'ﬂ]/ﬁ'__ﬂ ,{f—'ih'-l—o

MAF P EZ 02002 5§ BH2 2 B2 BRR2 4450 T 2 P
i 4T3TT

BRI ZE 01929 SEA SRS ® 2 Y M o B B Seik 41 332-340 o

*E 4 E IR ) % 20082 & A2t AL LTI EEJIYAE 7
IR ¥L R Ak BT A7 k7% 96-00-8-02 5L o

$E4 430 CEEFE-MBFEELT o 2m204¢@;g~‘m%@ﬁﬁﬁ
drFHRFRFT@M) e PN EF T LEASF L

%;‘5 ﬂ‘%"”pf‘fF‘f‘s'*E"'OZOlan#J:BE]?\;\ r,;f"%ﬁ‘: AE a4 AL ;éf@}?‘(;g
THALWA) e PN EE 2 LR D FlE P

CHEF CRF A P R E - 2000 ﬁﬁié e AR R

4&%‘?1 FT L (A) e prigEF LR OB R

F3% HFF A 52008b L LEFOF SR EHL BEE FTH
1 (34) o 2 L B RS B E L
CHEE 02007 L LEFOF L EH L BEZ BT (204) 1
JIWKA\@?E—"_%@°

FEA AR 20060 2 LFREOF B EEAL LT RTFAL(UY 2
LB RS B E e

FEA P e 15 3335020060 AR AT B EUR BT R
Mo s L EL R € thirh o

FEE CFN A R F X 020120 £ R A FIRRIHNE BT FRHAELE S
(2 Frcke B £ R ¢ Harh BT k% 100-14 5 -

85 =~ k¢ 2 20100 o T AR e TR RN 2
Yo (TR R ¥4 R € 4RIt T AL k% 98-23

®EE Bl B2
lg—s f’l’ff‘l PﬁAF'7 :_(

TEL BT F RO HFF REE S MBEF2011 2 LR RS F Si%%
B AR G RRTGFELA) PN EF LR OF R

%i%\f%ﬁ‘%%ﬁ ;@wom%°iﬁﬁiﬁ@9fgﬁﬁiﬁi%'
NN ?F_L,}?—’_—_%ii -1;—#1 q——ro ﬁ]%\@é‘fﬁ » 19:62-82 -

125



FLRROF AL EEHL B2 R RTREY
F1% £ 02008 ¢ ¥ AEHFEE D B2l BAERZ HEE BB -
FAAth= o W= x5 B o

£l 22009 - = ' g I B s (Ursusthibetanus) 7 B 4 # 2 A -ji B (2FT 7 o A R

AEE LG

% F - 2011 - 4 % 2 i (Ursus thibetanus formosanus) %+ ip $+ & 5 & % & # 7§
RIS o AL~ o W2 B A< F,

BErhE S X5 F - FREE 2 2000 o 5 2 ik (Selenarctos thibetanus formosanus)
DNA #2448 - &5 FI 5 3F » 12:25-34 -

126



