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The Contents of Abstract in This Thesis:

The wild population size and genetic structure of Formosan black bear
(Ursus thibetanus formosanus) are lack of research even it has been listed
as a locally endangered species during past decades in Taiwan. Every
autumn, when acorns are production, many bears attracted to Dafen area of
Yu-Shan National park, this area have also been the best point to research
of wild bear population. From Oct, 2009 to Feb, 2014, 385 feces sample
were collected from Dafen area. 185 samples were amplified with D-loop
sequence and 8 microsatellite loci and also amplified with ZF, SRY and
Amelogenin gene to confirm gender of bears. There are 77 individuals (51
males and 26 females) identified by GeneCap. 19.5% individual repeat
appeared in study area, 1 individual come back to Dafen in 5 acorn seasons.
Number of alleles of the 8 microsatellites loci analyzed in this study ranged
from 3 to 14 (mean =7.6). The mean observed heterozygosity (Ho) and



expected heterozygosity (Hg) was 0.714 and 0.737, respectively. The mean
Fis was 0.0243, suggested possible no obvious inbreeding and a certain
heterozygosity in 77 individuals. There are 3 genetic population analyzed
with Structure program. The program Colony was used to assess kinship
among these individuals. 14 mother/son and mother/daughter pairs and 11
father/son and father/daughter pairs were found. Our research identified 77
individuals and 3 genetic populations from feces samples during five acorn
seasons. We still need more lifehistory information to realize the reason of
different bear sex ratio in acorn season.

Key words: Formosan black bear, microsatellite loci, individual
identification, population genetic structure
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o ﬁ««‘y: 17T RBE R 28 BAAR ) FRACBEFIRATS

@éﬂﬁ EA > ® 4 &2 i<~ & Neighbor-joining . i 743
= H - & %3 (1000 bootstrap value % 88) > H i i@ dgez H 5 I v
TiA R o EEARNE S AL LEROFY B30 BRBEA
BEWT3 2BAFEEY - F30BHAKAZE T FBH PET L
RMPo R B2 2R E B i hitZ g ¥ d 10
Mk 2 Bl 2 ‘%%fﬁ?iﬁ%ﬁDWW%#. S o B A H
2R G WP IEAE - E A FH (LT E 2012

a (2012)71% T X FE 4 (009)B il ¢ 6 ik o
2008 # 10 * I 2009 & 2 * Jgf en¥F ¢b B o L Frgm PR i {7 30 R RS
Flx o2 B2 2 a8 @ 5 R4 47 o B % A B2 i = #(n=112) 2 23
WA (n=290) =1 30 2 48 BRY > S At AL AN T 13 LAY > &
Wﬂ*65ﬁnwﬁ@womﬁffamqamjma%%%gm@ﬂﬁﬁ
FiF 0 R ¥ B EAiERE AT 0 H ki D-loop B 7B M u| Ew
IR AL Bt - SN ¥ i%%-%‘mlﬁ° Tt AR T & A
72010 # 10 * % 2011 & 2 * 2 $:if 4 A > d 83 BE:E DNAHE AP &
LA 35 R B HY & 7 24 5 i 11 B A gL oo
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R R LS S L X s 2% Sl Sk
BRI Ra WA kE 5 ARAOFRE @5 EE . d 05

Sy

FEDAFA R ET  AZRIE-ERDR B LT
> F] % ?‘#iséf?ii‘fﬁfﬁ@ » KLY B A p w1 el

PR SR s R Fa e rz R A Y

o He BN R R R RS TARR TR L AR -
i 224
m



o
4
—
=
\‘%
|
N

-~ FPrHEw

FEHEF L8y L% TLEFOFRN AR <22 F
(23°22' 25" 47 N, 121°05' 21" 49 E; B 1) > 3% % ;4# a9 BRRATEES
1,100 == 1 &L 2000 =% od ke X F RGOl F LT
o HEH 740202 > ;ﬁ,ft—aﬁf.’: Fl:E p e o

il

LAk Rp 1998 E B A R R AR A BT ;g 2.1 R R
(Hwang, 2003) - Hwang (2003)#7 3 45 &} » #¢ # F P & & 3 % gt~ £
BE o eI ERTEREDT LALLM E R %%m‘mwﬁw% i

@) (Glochidion rubrum-C.glauca) > & ¥ fm A~ % 5 #p -7 b #
(Cinnamomum insulari-montanum-C. glauca)ﬁ £ £ ’H Fg-c % -
(Rhododendron oldhamii-Pinus taiwanensis)= & 4] o + k|1 5 3% % 2% &
Fong Ak e AR IRERTIRBREY SR /,,\ W4 67%4c 24.7
/100 m? e FF 7 2 R A F RIHEA T 01 & B ie (7 (258000E, 2585500N,
260000E, 2588500N, TWD67) » # % % 4% 1,100.- 1,700 m » # % 5 T -
22 (F %4 % 2009b) -

S B AR LR R e TR EE AT R

FEAEAORBT AL P 3 e (2012) sk H %
BF o FEFREE (10 P 22 27 5-F) F > 2R SRS
PREFHEEDS XA A FEHRE S o EES S LR F B ETRIER
e (ﬂ 1) & @ p AR EHF R - FIRIS e sE =8 7 rgp
Wik o £ 2 23k e iz % 3 (Global Positioning system » GPS ; 7] :
GPSmap 60CSx) T o HB S HBE S P RS FTERREEREPD R
G At ATERARREAEE G F NI F S H CRAE S UEREH
AR 2l A ¥ AL bk (e -2012) % 1 & AT
02 % % 2% :3~7T%; %3%:12%;%4%:34:%; %5%:
1ip? b ew| LEGSHEEA KD 28 15ml e Fp o 24~ 95%
FWE o o BT LT R 200k 0 X G R DNA 2
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Boo f$ 2009 £ 2 F R F R F T BFRIIRE > £ h 385 B
A A o

TRIEEFEFARAERI FEAE G (F£4 % 2009) 5 ##
* B AR 32 (visual survey) 1. Graves’s i3 it 4p#ce? 2. 30 §3- it Ir
&+ Fard (seed trap) & (7 % iR o

SEREAAMGE Rnd BRI BHEI TR EFNEE Y B
HPER o 7 B e R B B L R R R A - Azt AT
PRRALEZBRFETET o o w i 2011 &7 735 {Bhjargsks 2
R E 0 22 2010 E 12 P W R BAA A INE RN AT R
ER AL ARE D FE £ 0 B ATk B A b5 L FBHD 2 FBDA (% 2)-
2014 # 5 P 3 A RSB =N S AN ARHREDA G THREZ B HE A
(%% FBNL) o 42 % 2014 & 10 * ** S A Bk BB L B3 50 = 2 0 it &
S (5L FBSY) kA& ol AT R P oo MR RGRR TR R 2
ZTHRFOFRKE B 201l ERGFRERAETZ L RE A B
% TE6 o

2~ i DNA S5 4g

AT R i A DNA B4 & 4 Hung % 4 (2004) 50
£ 17428 DNA FB o BB A UL S 2 204 v G 553 17 o

Feeriz i B2 g B AK 15 mlgEe § Y o 4or 95% JFpi
8ml e o R g (64 % k1 5 44 3w 3300 rppm~4°C~10 4 45 -
RFAF RSB FRE Y K e ¢ RFE AT 1Ml g § oo 3t 4°C
Hrw 3500rpm~ 20 A 4E o B F REFESA L FRER > T T ORS¢

£
=L
#*

B F o s g e 18 ml 22 2 X CTAB ¥ 7z (2%
Hexadecyltrimethylammonium bromide, 1.4M NaCl, 20mM EDTA,100mM
Tris-HCI, Parsons et al. 1999 ) ik 2 R siwikd » > 2 Rk d ) pBFis >
2 3500 rpm 3 20 A48 ~4°C o B~ 18 ml ik o e » R REAEZ & O
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(Chlorofrom) v 3593 $£ 5 1402 13000 rpm #5445 ~ 24°C - P~ 1.6 ml
Pk Ao r BRI 2 & 70353 354 18 2 13000 rpm & 5 4 45524°C o
P~l4 ml b b r BRI 2Z 2P EE (Isoporpanol) » 2%~ -20°C 10 &
4 > P~ i8R R 5 30 248 0 2 13000 rpm Bee 5 4248~ 4°C o i§] 2 R
B8 > 4o~ Iml 70%:FpE » 2 13000 rpm s 4 4 4 ~ 4°C o R AR
2 {5 % b 520 2 BB QIAGEN DNeasy® Tissue kit 2_ zp 2 » gt £ %3
{7 DNA it (Purification )#% 2% > B 5 11 & e 7ot 2. AE buffer(QIAGEN )
% 100pul 22 DNA » 35 %3+-20°C o

I ~ m& DNA 534z

P %ﬁl; # ~ DNA 35# % Promega Wizard® Genomic DNA
Purification Kit » iz pe3Lp & o) &7 5B~ o jiie 2 2 jx B 44 B~ X
10ml & %~ 75 EDTAZ e g7 T 44353 oﬂ?4cu 3,000 rpm
Yoo 5 odh o BP9 w IR A T 15 ml o g o 4o r 5 ml gocell lysis
solution » + T 3 % 10 4 481512 3,000 rpm Zew 10 A48 o P PET AW
w IR Ry K o K- ,%’—”zu‘/f o F B m AR E faf?frﬁj WA 2-3
=x o v » 5ml Nuclei lysis solution > dropping #c=x (i€ ¢ o ZRtHk = > &
F) PR A E RAF (BB ARZBET L ITCHERE DR AG
%) o

aF - A 4o~ 2501 4 mg/ml RNase A (Kit =7 RNase A B 4>
R G Amg/ml s @ EiSkER S 20ug/ml) s BFR L8R 37°C e 15
ds o LR R w R g 15 448 - 4~ 1.65 ml Protein precipitation
solution > & R & 10-20 #; » r 3,000 rpm Zrs 10 4 48 o 7 A 3| eher
§ Fov FTHK > KA 2 A0 15 ml e F oo F R AL € % T
weetd Gk B € A4F 5 3¢ 10-11 - 3= =0 o 4c » 5 ml Isopropanol - g 3
AA48R 5 > F Ad Sk VR 0 3,000 rpm des 5o sh > d g b
Fode x Iml70% EtOH > + T 3 v}»%ﬁjéi‘;ﬁﬁ;ﬁ s LB 22N T 15
ml go g o 12 14,000 rpm 3 5 248 0 2 bR ts B F F AR
P 52 10-15 A 4B o B is 4 » 200 | 5544 65°C ddH20 w ;3 (AR7THk 3 +
om0 pellet o] 2k * 100l wi3) 0 12 65CAe g 1) FFES > 73

12



323+-207C o
2 s yﬁk DNA % B~/ 42

o= R A EP G 10 g v e sk > 22 B4 100 mg e s
i 17 DNA ¥~ o i o 8 il o % 1.5 ml e § ¢ o #5500 |
er7 Nuclei Lysis Solution 2 120 ¢l 705 M EDTA R £33 >B 11 600 u
| 40 x 27 geepiep gk d > 4~ 17.5 1] 0 Proteinase K (20 mg/ml)
* 55 C¥ + T3 & 16 -] FF - 4c » 3 | -7 RNase Solution » *+ 37 C*#
T H5 30 £ 450 4 » 200 | e Protein Precipitation Solution fs #: & 35
3 03 F R 1 14,000 rpm & 4 A o BBt ik T AT 15 ml g
# 7 o4 » 600 1 llsopropanols b T35 5 3 4 4m s>t F R ¢ 12 14,000 rpm
Brow 20 480 ]2 F iR 4o ~ 600 w1 en70 % GEpE e o>t 3R ¢ 0 14,000
rpm s 148 £ EA4F 2 AR = e w3 bR e 14,000 rpm B 3
B R RS EE R R Fg e i »FE P65 C
Zokws DNA L = 230> 33%3-20 C

[ ’Eﬁﬁ | %E._ﬁ lfﬁ'Fﬁ B fF (2014)’7’} * 2~ dirgd Pi
1. &g st D-loop A 73 g resnds #87 DNA &5 o

2. A LN RG] T ALY 0 RS T TS AN s+ e

7 — o
“~

3. A X HELLEFMFELAFEDRHN > T RALBF

B
A o~ R SR8 D-loop B 7R & Beid 4 & 3ty D-loop B E

T A AR A2 AR D-loop B 73l =+ (M B e, 2014) i
TR E ﬁaxjﬁ;{ﬁ J& (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)1 fx:ad~ 8% DNA
ek BRMAE S 25l ¢ R A2 S ok 15 ploforward 315 (10uM)1

ul > reversed 31+ (10 uM)1 pl » ANTP (2.5 mM each)2 ul > 10 & 7 PCR %

13



e 2.5 pl > Taq F & B 0.5 pl > 224438 378~ 0, 59 DNA 3pl -

B R 7% (Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ¥ i£ {7 40
SenB AR F o F RTEE S 1B - »94°C 5 A4 - ~94°C
30 #) > 56°C-63°C ~30 4 - 68°C ~2 & 45 > # F = i€ {7 40 cycle - # 2 J
72°C ~ 10 # 43 -

FRzE1 > B4 %% (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder)4e » 3§ 75 %% 5 &
et > BPCR 24 2 ul» 12 05 & TBE % 7% 2 7 1%3f "g 4B 5%
7 7 (Agarose gel electrophoresis)» i i+ 5 7 /B 100 R & ~pF [ 35 4 45 >
AL o P @ F ol i) ~¢“pr+%]fiéf‘!ﬁ‘: iﬁ%ﬁﬁv%a%ﬁ\;ﬁj\
(Kip BAFHLAFHAHLHTF ) & B #4207 ddH20 5
~ DNAtemplate > F& % F Sk 1B A2 & 5 L T4t Jg ° ~ a\ﬁig tg D-loop %‘ﬁ,,
2 Mo TR TR AFIE A T2 R % 0 AT #1852 DNA
2 D-loop * B #EH -

\»:a

R EFER G F BR RN ETS S PR

F1* Pages (2009)£ Yamamoto (2002) 3% A 4 % &4t s 4L b 5L 57
o p iR E 2 = et widg 3l 3 (ZF/SRY ~ Amelogenin)ig i B & frid 4
F J& ° 3 if Forward 51+ » & w2 F 5 FAM ()~ VIC (%) ~PET (& ¢ )
AR LGS (R D)o F BAMAL 0u ¢ 3 FEHL 4T k5T
ul » forward 513 (10 uM ) 0.4 pl - reversed 315 (10 uM ) 0.4 ul » dNTP (2.5
mM each)0.8 pl> 10 & 9 PCR % =% 1 ul>Taq % & fs 0.2 ul» 22 338 DNA
4 15 plo

4 ],ij ’i‘% # 8 R Rl4e™ oo ZFISRY &2 Amelogenin B 2] #rk 3t &

> 2 3EF G CRB S E R E T o ZF 2 P P~ ) 5 144bp;

SRY 2 #3 %‘ﬁ)m -] % 115bp ; Amelogenin (Amel)*+ 2= jx endfg 3 & F =<
(| % 191 2 245bp 5 # ji 2o B & 0] 5 245Dbp o

~ RE PR F R R A F1 & (microsatellite loci) £

AEEE % 5 F % 4 (Shih et al. 2000) 454 £ [ 2 jE 45 i E 02 8
14



ZpciEE A T A (microsatellite loci)s! 3 (UT1~UT3~UT4~UT25-UT29 ~

UT31-UT35-UT38) (£ 1):i& {7 & & f=:f 4 ~ & (Polymerase chain reaction:
PCR)-8 ix Forward 3!+ » S fle £ * 2. £ mg T A E (ABI 3730 DNA
Analyzer) s % d ABl 2P &4 AR F 3 E % ¢ 287 ¥
kil o F RAMA S 10 puly ¢ 7R FKS52u 315+ (forward = >

10 uM)0.4 ul> 315 (reversed z%>10 uM)0.4 ul>dNTP (2.5 mM each)0.8 ul »

10 B enPCR ¥ % 1 ul> Tag B E&F¥ 0.2 ul » 22338 DNAH 2l -

bR & 7P (Applied Biosystems Veriti™ Thermal Cycler) ¥ i {7 42
TR ARG R R F RBIEE L - 004°C5 448 o ~94°C -
30 %) » 60°C ~30 #) » 68°C ~ 25 ) » # 2 = i& {7 42cycle~ % 3= - 68°C »
748 F g Zis » B4R %% (Thermo 100 bp DNA ladder)4e » ¥ % 5
L #eh3t s B2 PCR A4 2 ul> 12 0.5 2 TBE 2 b i& 7 2% #5 #85%
2 A (agarose gel electrophoresis) o 5 & ¥ #h3 ficferk A FIL i@ * ca
FAlei - pPER 2 B A (KiRp B %ﬁkﬁwéﬁ
Pl FE P o)y B Al s Fd 3+ -k DNAtemplate - 72 - 2% &
E LR e

\>

SRS Sk LS

FRE[P R F A B3 96344 ¢ » 12 LIS-500 iF 5 & % -
12 ABI PRISM 3730 DNA Analyzer p # T_K ik %2 Peak Scaner Software
v1.0 #c88:e 7 A& 714 (genotyping) |z - 2 1w F = A TR E (allelic

dropout) # B4 % =75 F] (false allele)id = 32| A F13] 2 BB MW s € -
WEA S =t PCR a7 N0 B R = A7) ﬂzi'ﬁ,(Taberlet etal. 1996)- =

AFEEFLEAFT P R ARG F R -

A FA ] RAAR 0 g B F (2014) #riE = 2 R4z 0 12 Hung & 4
3 2004 5 & ch™ E A sr s A

1. & DNA &S~ % %03 i FU& s o 2428 2 ik 7 (e Jp
ek ko R SR AR5 DNA S £ R - % -
l/ Lmérdl‘q‘l;y%iﬂg\.jj.r ’ E JT__ |E; _|J, .Hj#

15



(1) #¢ - ZZFAH 2P 225 BAEF 0 PR AFEP A R
R EE G

(2 F 3=AMAUA R 2RI RAEF 2 RAFEM R
SES S

(3) 4B 5= A& A2 %o x4 EE 2 TE AT Bl R DR T
B 5 F A L TR S RIS R A
Z I RVAR

Lo HciEr AT RS @GR

gd LlwE R ATEI AT > &+ GENECAP #ic48 (Wilberg
and Dreher 2004) | %73 48 2 2+ & 3 48 #-%] & (probability of identity: P(p)) »
P(ID) & & & 5 @ j&— %7 SgispeE ) 2 B B2/ kAT
(multiple loci)z. & F14] &% % (Waits et al. 2001) - — sz &% 8 g & Jf /)
% 0.01 gt if Bz 2 4 g@wl 4 (Miller etal. 2002) < F B 41 * 3 348
R REFDRAFIR Aok WA R AHAFA NG 12 BATF]E RS
% Fe ek F1A] (mismatch-pairs) » & F B de i g 2w o BIE HS R A
PR FIRGE 7 - SR A TR RN PCR AR A PRI A F L Aw e Bk
B @as FiEe? s H- A% d2 Pop & 3 40T (Waits et al
2001) - H ¢ chpi gz pjo A u G AF R B0 BT AFHES -

n n n-1
Papy = Z Pt + 42 z PiZPj2
i=1 i=1 j=1
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BRI Bl B LR B g RS2 vt e
i * o CERVUS (Kalinowski et al. 2007)3* & & & & %] & crpipl £ 7 &
(observed heterozygosity, Ho ) &2 12 5 £ 57 & (expected heterozygosity, He )
ABERF - FREE (FEL10? 2RE2T ) AR LETREFS AR
iRk b2 AR G5 - %ET > ¥ 02 Genepop (Raymond and Rousset,
1995) & 47 15t 25 FI A o4t iy AL FI A TE & ¢4 T 7 (Hardy-Weinberg
equilibrium, HWE ) » ¥ 4 * % =<4 rzip|% = (Fisher’s exact test) k3% iz
7 OAE R YLS R T o ¥ 1 POPGENE $ie#83- & 5 »c¥tis A Fl#c FIS & >
FIS Beni & 5 %3 L2 Bt BT e & FISSOPE » 4 7 %37
fe AT ML K 2 0 FISKOPF > R4 7 ¥ i § M feanfi-in
A4 o FIS ety o8 547 (Wright 1978) :

¥ {4 12 Micro-checker #ix %% (Van Oosterhout et al., 2004) =% = B &

TR EE LG otz &gt AT (null allele)
R Y L E

fl* e @2 2010 # (2010 & 10 7 - 2011 & 2 7 )z ;@ FHL (M
B ¥ > 2014) > ¥7 2009 & (2009 & 10 * - 2010 & 2 * )~ 2010 # & 2013
AL BT REETENLFLATANTRESE BT REA
17 o %I BARFHRIEET IR LEROFIP L AP RO PR
- B %E¥HN 72 F %% > 2 Structure 2.3.3 #48  (Pritchard et al. 2000)
BEFAPT oMLk SR - AFEY LATFIRORATFIANER £ &
AR T T ¥ oa St 4 T ik i (Linkage equilibrium) o g8 A4 47 RIZ G
A2 % &3t i2 (Bayesian methods) #- 1% %8 72 75 2% che E ()~ 0 £
B ¥ % 48,2 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo » MCMC):£ {7 g- #icg # 4 #5 £ 48
A ATE - BRARILHEOBIE S B FE LS RGERT &
A EEc e 42m  3% 5 I Structure harvester 45 41 B ig & s EHC 0 Y
FiAAEFTARERZFREEEH DL B2 LT 5 KB BFD
PBBEHM B PRAFES 16 F-FHEAFEFY 10 = - F8X
T B Fitig 7 10,000 =ty o £ 2 MCMC 2 :& 17 500,000 =% Mg % 4o
oy o £ ¥ ek % 12 Structure harvester #icf8 4 474 T 5 Kk & o
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S AR BB G 2 %

#egew] B A A #1402 Colony 2 #c ke (7 MG B R fici A 47 o 2
RV H - B ok i ERE (maximum likelihood assignment) &
R LS o 4 Wang & 4 3t 2009 & g £ o Sdek L 5Y R
YL EF 2 5 (Skrbinsek etal., 2012) = £ -3t & M Ae HHCN ¢ o WiE
- % 3£ £ %% (polygamy)#] » & & * >k (full likelihood
model) = & > A F A& AE/ L B > AFHESI N A ATFR B R T 0 T
M BPHEBPFREXZF A 2R BRERI TR R BHEX

AV R PR TaEFE o
ST CALEFORFRIE A S B AL KT R

fl* 5 By mEEY FThoREWg - v MARK #t (White and
Burnham, 1999) £ {7+« A R & F 2 i 2 & 5 o d >+ 2009 & W # 7
3 G A Flgt ) 2010 £ 1 2013 £ e 2 ) i 4 7R o - 2010
Eerpﬁ’ SRR A S T e e (Mark)z BRE o 2 8 F - B £ AR
Fradi B L TR H# (Recaptured) BRE > ATE T A e B AT
T - F ¢ ARG Jfglwgaf@;gggi;: o ,p_;'j = \ ET A @gé‘::‘ ib F’B—g;;—\.v‘g,:&-;
1 Jolly-Seber Model (Seber, 1962)i-5% " & (7if & BB s &7 H & o
R EFE A NATR Y Sl (R w ’,—4. F 3 @ (apparent survival rate) -
FRYREFE Gz B rB0F FRIFHRS S P (probability) -
B Ofc()r EFEAEHFT L S F - R gk (Reisinger and
Karczmarski » 2010) - # * MARK & (7if & & # = & » £ 2 Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC)t #. 7 Ir Ho3% enif 7 0 10 PesE B 8§ i
AIC E4%-| » & #5534 & & 4% 3 (Anderson et al., 1994) -

Jolly-Seber Model ik & 1 (1) # - b1 F = & 2 it Bildmis
(4 $8) | 0% & (captured probability) ® 4p e 05 (2) &% - =3 % n =
Py (PR & L2 Lo iE S (survival rate) iRk 0 7
LR EERKL Y T PR, (3) FORFERT BB A (LR AT
) A é}ﬁFF'“‘ FE AR AR () F i RS s e

N ; (5) # A h% 2 FE 7 ¥ (Pollock etal. » 1990) -
18



- AR TR R 2

B 2009 7] 2013 & 12 * = Jc & 385 B4k & 0 SATHE R D Tk P
G E T R > 2 TR FIE DNA B o ATy v B B4k A2 pF
BT &R AHE 2009 & pFiF & 2009 # 10 * 1 2010 # 2 * >
% 4 B & 2 # 5 D-loop; 2010 & - £ 2010 # 10 * 3 2011 # 2 *
% 83 4k & & # 3 D-loop;2011 # »j¢ 2011 # 10 * % 2012 # 2 *
% 59 B4 & & # 3 D-loop & 7| ; 2012 # > j£.2012 & 10 * % 2013 #
2% > % 20 Bk~ = 7 A D-loop ; 2013 # - j£_2012 # 10 * % 2013
£27% % 19 B A 2 HH D-loop & 7] - 4 385 B DNAH# 4 ¢ » =
% 5ty st DNA 2 D-loop A 7 entt & 5 185 B - Fx 2i& 185 B i
AT RPFATFEDNA P UEFSFT% (£ 3)-

118 etk fk PR E 7 PCR B te A Flk 2 i“f'%zt'\'—] B
LmPF R AN o EEEBAF R HEBATFER 0 5d GeneCap A 37
HerfE @ g AT LS o f 2009 T 2013 & 4 A B F R E FER
TTEEH e a8 (£ 3)-H ¢ 5 3BBRMaORFHRA LY ?fc,a B tﬁ;.‘:g&-%z;
27 I GPS Bl £ AF S jR e o ‘é FRIEE S HE PR AL B
MR h A TR 2| u)d i Ml B L 2009 & 3 £F 2010 & 35 g ~ 2011
# 34 8 ~ 2012 & 13 Fg 2 2013 & 12 & -

P OB fER E BHEIZIEFRESR TR M JIY 2F2
R B lEE > A ERAL I A P R E R
BB (SRR AR RF/T S 2 )h ¥ G RS LR H(B 2
FIRAE S F A F 92010 £ (2010 & 10 * - 2011 & 2 * ) &) 2 eip
#icd Bos H = A w L2011 & (2011 4# 10 * -2012 & 2 7 )~2012 & (2012
#7107 -2013# 2 7 )~2013 & (2013 # 10 » - 2014 & 2 » )~2009 & (2009
£10 7-2010 & 2 7)o Eu| M chB Bt K D eni R R AR R B o

PR AR R ARG B 5 d SRY ~ ZF 2 Amel 2 Fl
—»i’+"‘%ér4] JQ*% 77 F‘P‘gﬁ“‘ I]}'Eﬁ #F’ 51 FP Fubh’ 26 PFI-E"FU ’ I"-”QLL
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3196 (% 3)o & & RppiEu 27 2012 & (0.625)2 ¢ f A
Bt 2000 &% 5 i o & &SRR S 2.0- 3860 2000 &
3 EF L2010 & 24 BF & i~ AL EEA E 5 2011 & 27 ERAfE T EA
j2 12012 SEF AL B A firuz 2013 £ B A AR fE 0 T
ZEv A T8 Kk e g X A AR X e

FLEEER G RTNDBHY > FLBHEF LA B E TR
FEAFNRRFDER TG LR R FRRE NIRRT DB
£ 1585 > fb 2 ¥z 1905% > ¢ 45 4 speptt 2 1l spzedt > BEor 3 & 2 ¢
NAREZFRREEFTEI AR T B 1 OB (BHHRE
YNP28)@ FT ELAF IR A L2 25 BH(YNPOS> 2 i~ YNPLS »

jx)*t 2010~2011 £ 2013 & £ 45 1 3R~3 57 B4 (YNP15>* i ~YNP20 »
4 go v YNP37 » 2 jin)» 2010 2 2013 # €47 2131 ~ 2 25 B AE(YNP42 » =
p» ~ YNP53 > # i)t 2011 22 2013 # £4F IR - # £ F R F L4 IR
LAONIER F TR Ity oI K lI%WEtrﬁZOlO& (n=35 &)
4; - &£+ 2009 & :", ;@mz[ﬂ*" v {6 4§ 2011 2 2012 & PR Y A B iesk
9 (26%, n=34)4r 2 (15.4%, n=13) & € 4§ | JL1E 2013 E R % 4+ 8 & £ 4F
B - 1b2%E 2 66.6% (Nn=12) -

SN AAHEASTEED S R

WA FER 7T S BRE T 8 BACHE A TR SR AT S
EER B SR AT AR AFAE 32 14> T 775
(SD=%3)F » # @ x W UT31 AF 7 & 5 et A% > 2 14 B @
UTL A Fl& Rl e 3 '[%ﬁh%zls A (2 4)o3 regt B A FAT55 46(SD
=422) HY 5% 5 UTL A% A 1.8 %> % % % UT3L A %3 8.9 B4
LY -9 (z\ 4)° éi’sﬂ@ﬁu it 2 4 8 (PIC) % 0.349-0.878> T 35 % 0.693 -
EERE en B A %) B (P(ID)) 5 4.56x107° 5 i) 3+ 0.01 0 & £ 8 e piirh
AT EE - ThEN R e

LB R R (He)emEA o 7 UTLS UTA 2 UT25 9] (4 4
0.444~0.661~0.683) 2. # » H s 5 B etk A F| et 2 B A& % 0.745

(UT3) ~ 0.803 (UT29) - 0.893 (UT31) - 0.822 (UT35) ~ 0.842 (UT38) - %
20



<07 T3a% 0.737 (SD = £0.142) - % £ ¢+ 8 B iciEE A F A T o)
YRR ERFRZP - EHAFLAFIRZRPE TR DR
BARAZF i TiomplR A S 0714 R & pIN e 77 F B A TR
PREF VR A B TR R REEART o TRpE AT Y D
ik AT FsEimEp e 2700 1T 350.0243 k5 A BT 0
#F o A7 2009 1 2013 £t 2 LR RO FIF R E R E At A ¥ T
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5ot UT29 i & i 3(P<0.5) » UT35 4 7 B e (P<0.01) > & 2t 2 B
TR R FERRA PR

B AT T B B2 @ 54k 0 2 Structure 2.3.3 $ 48 £ ¥R
Ar@on] I en 77 Ep B 48 18 7 & 450 £ 12 Structure harvester # Bl & 4c & ko
Frgridusygk Ki 3HEPE 52 HEFR & 3022 (B
3) o Fpt w3 R T A R A 1 (assignmenttest) o & W] & % 5 cluster
A (n=21) -~ cluster B (n=28) £ clusterC (n=28) (& 4) -

SR @A BT WY w4 AR R #2000 1 2013
ENAREREF RN ALL T B (£ 5) HERABAHLE A
HE LR GRS AR E - HE=F

B 7THBHEIAIR A5 (3o ¥ 2857 F) 582
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#i72009 3 2013 #3072 e E R EA4F DA A M R 2 B2 Mu
Platrog Rk 8 R ﬁvf@;%ﬁ;‘%&flumzi » 2 EE e g Rt AR
3= 18z BRANIRE K 4 Eeph B A NI 2 5 o BT s
M T TB‘%M BEL TP w4t o BB EieEEs -

CEALREREOF A A R AR 2 BEM %

57 f22009 3 2013 £ A AR BEN NN TTERBHMT > L
ﬁ%’%ﬁ&é fh o #7752 jzBA02 8 z%%&éﬂn\1+1a§W BT
Ho 2 Colony 2 $rdBie FF M GA 4T » B %4k 6977 o 77 FE B
Y L@ vz 5B TF (3R0F A 23 AL mgt 44
Hrpemit 2 BaEresE (RERETER R BB NE A 77
FRRAEZ ) Ry tiEeasg M Ry 3L EE R o 2P HEL YNP39
2.2 f A 8 M5 YNPLO ~ YNPLS 2 2 2 Kbtk sk en 77 5 B A 2 h e
His e jufed (& 6) T A B %A £ 8l o %5 YNPLO 2
S e Bl YNP3O 2 i o 4 fek i B i chd 4 A 5 2 et 4w
a7 AFEHE N (% 6) o B YNP28 2 2 jipldri itk I end v 3 &
A gk wBaE T 3 ER{S R o Bl YNPLS 2. ﬁ‘ f” = YNP39 = j: > &
fo¥ - A EHR N e AR aEE 3N o S5 YNPAS 2
A Pl fe AR D 2 B o A W B 5 ER (S N o il YNPGS 2 # ik
fohifiese Az i B Ran 28N o F it 6 FF B ekt
bW L 5 ER ~3FE V2FE 2 Ff ~2FE ~2Ef o

‘u}

)

I ~ 32 LR Re F 2010- 2012-&i Bl E < o B2 BT

2% MARK 88 FHViE & RRR] > S5 4ok 7977 » #2307
PR FledafzRg AICEX |25 F3Q1). {OC)PO} (L vF - &
HEFEPEF ) 22). {(OF) PO} (2 5 F 2 HFRICHEF )t ;5
F A @ efisv (delta AIC & 0-2 0 & B8 e AIC &3 &) AIC
B E) wm AT IE delta AIC & 0-2 %+ & i & ehfic;t (Posada,
2009) - & BHFC A AICHEE » 5 5 0.7 82 022 % 7 {O() P} (2 #F
R SEPE I FCR) RN £ 2 5 F R T BIRA A (D) P} (2

R 3
T PR R s ) RO Re: % % T8 (Anderson and Burnham,
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1994) o % BRI * A8 R 2 iz 3 F AT (P amlBEAT TFE
TuaR) kel :*

j
TR (R ARHEEY A8 iERAL)
R AR e {D(t) P> S o

¥ ¢b 2 Jolly - Seber et 2 7 F B & » Hi & B ¥ T
(Goodness-of-fit test)~ &1 f+ & A ;% (Full model) » pt o5V 2 % 2 5 B
R G E S 2 ES FpFa B (Schwarz and Arnason > 1996) -
BN B B 02011 81 2012 & % A B R LN REEKE S B 5 113 £
238 & > T 355 176 & (4 9)o & & 2 ;cméwrz\, w5 1 2011 # 0.26
(N=9 &2 4. wx 35) ~ 2012 # 0.03 (n = i B R 8 60)
2013 # 011 (n=8> = B A ¥ 71) > I*E M enT 23§ 2. 95%
R RETRE 2110 L5 461 -
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Lt
- AL RIBHEKEE S TR

ﬁ%ﬂj%G&i2m3&#8mﬁw%ﬁ§*ﬂﬁfﬁw“i’*9%
FABRLRET T ARORIEZEFTRBE SR KRR AR LY
fa+ ra Bt A1 A &P AR2 (30 7}'/&&/: ¢ Grave’s i &t 45 #c) iz
PETE O PIRBEAFEFREIESE GR/T 2 o) LM (R
4 %,2013) s R BEd APFA AT NG AAHE LAY E R v Ak
SRR BRSO BEE AT R B R A BN S EHT o L AH
FOT RIS RS 7 REF x %2 1 2010 £ (2010 #£ 10 * - 2011 & 2
1, 5128/ 2 )hoE > Ha A w2011 & (2011 & 10 ® - 2012 &
27 > 3053/ 2 2)~2012 & (2012 & 10 * - 2013 & 2 * > 30 3/
L% 22 )~2009 £ (2009 & 10 % -2010 & 2 * > 21 %g/L * = =)= 2013
£ (2013 # 10 * -2014.# 2% > 18435/ > > ) (% £ % %, 2013)04&;
FRREAHEYEASN AL RS AT I 28 DNA 27 B
E B E T R A R R AR AR (B 2) o Ak 2011 & A A
P2 B%F X35 2010 Eerdd o d 5123 T T 30537 0 A2
JrEBc B AR AR E - EAPIT o BT A G U T B - o R F R LET
SAhEHRI-FDGFE R RN 37 %o F 2010 £ DA A R
35 EE A T g Y T Sap (23%) *+ 2011 # & B w FlH % (%
3)) * SBFhIHEZY 47 NI BHE Mg PER o

b R R T RAER AT R R L AR
P~a B g a A e F . (Juglans cathayensis) ~ & F #
(Cyclobalanopsis stenophylloides) ~ # = ## (Cyclobalanopsis morii) ~ .1 4f
(Diospyros japonica) % H # f 48 % % (Hwang et al., 2002, & # % %, 2014) o
M e A L K
Bliger shend 8 G4 o A p A ¥ AELp L E = o F (Nikko Natlonal
Park)? & 2 jL L W 8459 PR B AR AR RALDER
QP LFF - FREE e St 643 2 326% A AT AL
oiden® o pagad n b 11.8-15.3% = + (Koike et al., 2012) - ¥ »+ p
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AR 5 2T Z R o F (Chichibu Tama Kai National Park) » % < = % &
”ﬁ rAE P AE R S LT E L%+ 1 (Quercus crispula) ~ i<

¥ (Fagus sp.) ~ #&1% % (Pterocarya sp.)fwp # & (Castanea crenata) -
”ém?”ﬂ*%ﬂmlﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ%%ﬁlﬁﬁ’g%ﬁﬁﬁﬂwﬁ
# erigd  (Hashimoto et al. 2003) - 1245 % “t 47 7 B enE PR e b (3
F4CELHE P AEM) 2010 # o & A R F R R 5
AR G TR L > F AT LR S AR AN e
RS o P IR R G P S anfiig o )t a2k 2011 # K
BEERE I -3 BT AAAH FRBERLNNT BT LT
Pa R AMITR BB G 0 G BT A A dsE o

201241mﬁ B %ﬁ“*%ﬁbk’ 2011 & Api7 0 ZR:f @ gEow] A en,
T 13 B 0 4EIP[ ‘L?‘T’ Blle s £ E > H é‘;";]?éfk;"‘x\j
%}aﬁ\mﬁ@%f‘_ﬁk% TE 4 oA M) T E
B A T RN E 110 pFe Bk o s b 0 2012
F 1112 0 pER s L B a»ﬂ&:i%%ﬂmz gt
&b 0 2013 -&mP B %ﬁ‘*%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁg v Fn ) en 2GR B

LSS

we \—:4

FN%\'TA

R
k‘\ﬁ&

REFBRFERFELaDEL » - » ®Rha
< 5F o 4 & (Vaughan, 2002) - & & ¢
oL eRFgHEr ERBEFE LS5 (Hazumi and
Marumaya, 1986; Hwang and Garshelis, 2007; Kozakai et al., 2011) - Ohnishi
% 4 (2011)3F 2004 & 3] 2006 E 4 p A FH LB BaER B E BB AR
MR NP EEFALE FPRARF A TR PER > A 3R
2Rt R EgRM o Flag e A 2 EAMBERAEE (oo 2004 ¥
A 2,485 FF L 0 2006 £ H A 4340 L) o P AT L B p h I K- R
WE AL BETFILERR R FT RS L ATERSOES (Izumiyama
etal, 2008) - 22 % z R 7+ F > s T i av A i (Wmte bark
pine) % & & ' M ehE o *“«ggﬁ”/@iﬁuam% T Hga Rk
WL S A R R T P AR

A

2010)« ¥ tep & > p kR

—
E
s T LB E A
J»
A

B E By 3 A F 4 (Schwartz et al.,
2 AR % R 2006 £ 0 T 39



B B % % £ 4 F 02007 &£+ (Yamazaki et al, 2009) o izt 5 % &1 %
J]l\gﬁ‘bm)ﬁﬁ &\Pll}aﬁn{"g #ﬁf‘mixqfﬁfa?ﬁgri%‘ﬁf‘uﬂ’fﬁ_’\"
hor 3 b E B B 0k FLR & 4 E4k c0IR % (Vaughan, 2002)

dE R R ﬁﬁﬁj[WA%W\rV@%& iF2 2
RS B —»fs—}“#&ﬂ! FHI LS B R R L BN F
Bl E % Faad A Rk ﬁ(a E B FlE 2 - o 2 RIEEGHT
F oo F R R e )%mpﬁvgsal%]wuzqd,@q?\; @% BRI ]

BRI L f AT RDBE LI (LATR R
ﬁw»u&%hiﬁﬂm4ﬂkﬁ;:$3,w?ﬁ%§~%ﬂi~%

T R R R R o

[EREa VAN S fﬁ%%ﬁ,ﬁﬁ%-‘%ét‘ ..... TR - DA e Sl A Y
196> 3 E V2 g — SR TF R EHE e ] 1( Garshells 2009 ) )I} 2010 ¥ 2011
EV M AR BRI BB 0 A5 35348 5 HY s
BE W SR i B oo 3t 1998-2000 £ et A 3 F i AT 3E
15 432 i HhBRESEHT > AT WBAZHE Y 2 i
AARE i e B e R e R A LER
AL BaE R R L 8 R 2 & 2 j- (Hwang 2003; Hwang et al.,
2010) 0 s B i 4 & ehkn7 i[%%“':}*kﬁ%lﬂ%ﬁoﬂ b H 2 b RE
WHET T g NP e GPS B G P N LB IERA 4
T4 &2 T6,; mzeft BB E2 GPS B ivdk 5 A 37 zz'b‘_/w\#ﬁ? T1 2 T5
BRATYF RE P58 (B5) -T4HRARFMFS 5 580 k21T

R BIREB - R ADAER] T a FIH SRR R AR E P AT

IR H P IE R YRR E VR R AR B kSRR S (Hwang
mm&mw%%%QMDﬁ2m1ﬁnRWi%ﬁj#ﬂ&%W%ﬁolﬁ(@G\
w774 ﬁéﬁ% Mg L e 2B 2 L A3 R
ﬁ»ﬁmf}_ﬂ L +7PE 12010 #3585 EE S8R o3t A A
bR ;2011 #R SRR AERABIIAEEEE Y T3 4v T4 &3
(Hwang etal,. 2012) - d B 7+ 541 2011 #p@ 2 je i & 2 #3 T3 &2 T4
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B * RS BA T ATATO e TB ALY > BiA 2 fiif £9 205
FERBERAER > A Lo T RIRE AT AP REY N ERD
h o

EMEE S LSRR St R R A
¥ & 3a (Bunnell and Tait, 1981) z_ *} » ¥4k (Garshelis and Pelton, 1981) -
X % (Jonkel and Cowan, 1971; Rogers, 1976) iﬁ;s» A SR B R
FPHRE R EEFMNT ST RERUDERS 0 2Ry
SR FTRER WoFP ~ 2R AL P)OFRT > el Xk
B AT IR T R TR o ¥ A BN A E o Pl e ib § ke
% (Egbertetal., 1976; Rogers et al., 1976) o 12 B & Ay & 3 % f e
LB M AR BTN LR E ST A L2 BA M -
By Fk AT a5 85 &« i 41 &2 go (Rogers et al., 1976 ) > 14
%2 35 & s 6 &2 jo (Beckmannetal., 2003) -

Beckmann (2003) & % @ ™ = & % % &~ # ;% (ideal- despotic
distribution models > IDD) % j2 - fE3R % > FFR| R B W € Hp R F (&
ko) Gl R FR R 2 AR OBHEER AT ROEE
Rl st g B4 (Fretwell, 1972) - § jcFl e T AR E - 42> &
?ﬁw7ﬁgﬂi %%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’tﬁﬁgwiﬁi°%“ﬁiﬁ

A EFEEEEM Gz > TE G A BRI E A E
7 ﬁﬁé S G B EREL > XA ﬁi#%% EIRGEIE g Cl 2l AR M
jr g P e 9 Bk Flm H R u R4 (sexual segregation) 1A
(Garshelis 2009) -

TSR % s F E  Beckmann # 4 (2003)+ & 1 - fig B
GBI L BE 3 Tioihdaip) 0 TE AN A BRI R 0 SRR L
AOEA EREEL ER B et BT F S AR T
T AR TR L NS AR o SRR AR A G T
. F e faenk & (Taylor et al., 1985; Tietje et al., 1986; Davis and Harstad,

1996) o F F % e FE R iR i FARET LB RERE L E g
(Powell et al. 1997) - Egbert (1976) & A L%z 2. FFen3 d2 8 > & F %
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A B LR O HAA ST A AL T E R b

4\ F: F"j’”"? "é’ o

» ¢k > Rogers (1976)# Beckmann (2003) + 4&3% Ziﬁ% % %% (male-
biased dispersal)~ # it Hig M WHcE L B ehFlF 2 - o Flov i - At A
ju L 5 & FEHA B0 oy 4 ’i"g‘r%q‘%l%]# # =~ (Garshelis 2009) - Hwang (2010)
& 4 3+ 1998-2000 & >t =+ 4 Sv'lﬂiﬁa.i&ﬁ@;«%{'gﬁ“ v B %R PR
SRR AERER L 107 T2 28 G 2 aE R Y A ALE 200
T = 22 . Beckmann % 4 (2003):n 5 0 & d AT R ft enf B g 2
k@%@’wug; @ma#ng%&éa%ﬁﬁﬁokﬁﬁﬁé

BEEEIEARNEE S S A S R L
1<4 oM o FAALP BT EFRIEET A AL L miaﬂ ' 3% sp”?;)%z‘;%

&

%%?@mﬁgﬁ%kwwm:mé%»? ciE AR AR PR
Koike % % (2012)*p kR = 2 Flengt 13 £ 258 (7 2 62)ie{7 54 3
EERTEH BEF IR S LB R R E X 2R L (2 f0 2006
& I 3ak ] # o pedE 1912 o = 52007 & 1789 = 2 ;2008 & 1811 = &
# iz 2006 & T 355 ) # pE4E 1733 o & 52007 & 1304 = & 12008 & :
213 2> %) e AR B TR L2006 £ > B i R A B REAAZIE O
DR (B RS EEH 20,000 2 2 A FE R A 0 FEAE 19,900 2 7)o
%“@nw&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&&%’4ﬁ&%%ﬂ*ﬁ*’ﬁﬁ%%%
AR AN FERRIF RS RS E (BRHEFTRS BN
AL S LR R E R o F Y NI AT T B RS F
gz ji % FH P o Bjornlie & 4 (2014) v AR H R A E AL S £
(2007-2012)F¥ %+ 56 &= jigr 45 & DL FAMRT YR T+ A
fi 1 611989-1999 £ - & Fé*;g&;,x;mfﬁ fu B b de AR o 07
TIEE R AR G 0 B REE N 0 LR E GUE S § O il
FooomFEEE R REE AR R G R AT g 2
Erd A PHRFHFOFEL c PR E A SRR
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#»;1 RHAAE LRSS AR OB A A Bend BT

» 2013 22 2012 EcnF WIS F £ 9 2 i > R 2013 £ 8 £ p Hisdr
' FATREGAEF DR (REFF AU LT
PEFRDBL i d 2 il ER GF FTROFHERE TR > AT
PR B T KA

AL RESPRERSS TR (FHE)DEY 230> N2 2% E
ﬁﬁ?%iﬁﬁ%%mﬁ’ﬁﬁPﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁ&wamam@,ﬂﬁ
FE IR A~ PR iRt R DL REET A AR R TRIEES S
Pm“”*ﬁ°”#v@3ﬁ”$%‘”ﬁ%im@%gﬁﬂa’ﬁﬁ
SR L EH MRV ERT - U o

= ‘i/‘%{'gﬁ“iﬁ"@ e

AET R 8 el AFIRS B AFIL DB ATED (K5
&M@,uun%@gﬂﬁs%&wwnm%%gﬂ&mw&z,i

w175 W o TP TT SR £ 42 - B P h5 »a3 i A F (Ne» %
iaﬁé PR G RS hyt i A FHcp )P 08 1.8 1 8.6
FUTL &5 »UT31 & % » 3946 B o T 309 % 4tis A Flic > 5 »ot
%&ﬂ&%%hﬁ@%ﬂ@m@%ﬁ%éﬂﬁiﬁkaﬁzmgmuﬁ«
AFRMERFLEEEOR GRS T8 BAFEE AR L AT
S5 LE (PIC)Y £ 0255 TPIC &5 0691 £ 7 & A F ke
@4 5 A R A 17 2009-2013 £ < A F RIHERE S S 4L g
@R MM G BRE (R4

R OB i @S RESH A FRMH) kR o F T UTL
(0.444)~ UT4 (0.661) 2 UT25 (0.683) # Flz #3 & F A& |3+ 0.7
20h Bl AT R B TR Y A3 0.7 T 355 0.737 - Paetkau
£ 4(2003)F1* 57 BAFAEN L 2L BEPEE (2 R FNWE LS
WA ETE I B R N S WA B TR R TR Y RTAR
Rl 0720827 AFET YR TR TG0 ER
RPN
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%’ @ jfé“/,} * gm*: 4;%% iTﬂ » Paetkau % « (1998)."1 8 Tl?f zﬂfz%fﬁ

,?J»hmzﬂz m 3 %*ﬁ;:gawr‘l» % 0.428-0.819 ~ 0.265-0.762 £2 0.61-0.643 - 3%
FTEp o - P ROPZRAFTRPRLIEFPET G R RED SR
BRBLNARRE LR o b A G A E s § (Koidak island) iz
fo%d s HBEREHR TG 02655 7 b3 Rl jRji R ET 0 F B
Baw i B 372 G E MR otz fi - B2 (odz ja s 0.265 ~ 5 3
0.762) ; 2 2 ju &3y NREW I KB O L RFTAR > F RO PR
XEFE N H B HRSEHEE RE > FVRPENL LR

IR el Bk g T ’Xz'ﬂ"i”fi HP A% R 2 joisd:
B * 6 lepchrh AT RGP ATEIHY R %Tf)i % 0.66 (lwate> &+ # £ B% >
Saito et al. 2008) ~ 0.702 (Kinki > 17 #)4= 0.737 (Honshu » # -+ ¢ %> Ohnishi
etal. 2007) - A= 3% » £ L & 7= F] (Jirisan National Park)*t 2004 & i&
FRrFH 24 LR AN R A SRR 16 AR A TR
RID el RF R AW 5 0.676 &2 0.648 - FrARIFH G EH k7 0 P &
2z & (Chugoku) & $Renn3 i 2 js %3 > 11 6 B ek 28 F) A & P ) endp
FRF AR S 0229-0.311 (Saltoh et al. 2001) » £ 0.545-0.630 (Ohnishi et al.
2007) » Flpt > FEAMEFA AN NE Rl BT el AR A
—WHIEr LY TEFEFF AR TR VR BN LR R 2%
HLARRGEBRTRIELE T -

OIS R 8 TR = ‘rma‘pﬁz Fis® % 0.0243 > 317 0 Fis % #&
A ORI A F TP o BeiE ] 2 0 PR AR feanv A o
F R0 EE?‘ ’ zxwi\@“xi%\? ¢ e (erght 1978) - Flpt > 2L
Rro Bl oy R TR RMBER TR RIRIE - 25 '[%ikr?fi ) A H|
L UT31 2 UT35 # Fg i > 0.1 UTLFs ig ] » -01 B - % ek
EF kB > HEPIE T A (Ho)A W 5 0.729 £ 0.697 > #Bﬁu‘?ﬁﬂ 2
TRT Biclm e UTLse®p 2 B AR % 3(0.444) » e Hpip| 2 ¥ B
Q50 F YR FR 47 775 Bag? w;_—gmm« R A& i
F e UT31 82 UT35 2 15047 #cRiB 3 & 3 0 E B35k « g T §r

30

cN



PR B UT29 &2 UT35 7 it £ IR 4 g2 88 - 12 Micro-checker
#7488 (Van Oosterhout et al., 2004) ==+ B A F & £ F & 3 & 502 H
#£ %] (null allele) /¢ % R &g+ UT31 22 UT35 % v bl chiE st iy A 7
("4 5) > A 5l 5 0.05 22 0.07 « AT Flot A H R 2 B A FIR 2 T84
&%s’mﬁéﬁ LR Tk

oA Blige s F2 £ 82 L% HESH

A7 A0 R PR T Y AL 77 & 2 i AR 1S o 1 Structure #ic kg
AT A R T RIES RS LR i @A KRR o Structure A
BTG & e g2 (assignment test) o 2 & — A8 A F) A A FIADE i
mmMK@ﬁ;,%gWﬁAazﬁ@Qﬁﬁﬁéiﬂ&%’&m k22
WP RPp o AT REET TTEERMAe & = Fpr delta KE S &+ (B
3) » ik #-2009-2013 & 3 L ] @]«/&iﬁsﬁf“-ﬁe:ﬁi,@é LR A S
3FE o FRFLAIRBT AN EABECHEH (F4)-

AR BAENEY P RRIAALSERERF ) EET LT
FIR a0 AE LR X AR @A ] EH S T 4
oo EEEZ R ETE 3G FRRRIL AR BETOAFIR L T
BB PB4 WY (Paetkau et al., 1995) - Itoh & 4 (2012) ~ Straka (2012)
% 4 g7 Kopatz & 4 (2012)/7:\ |45 ot p At s L3R T L
W E AR (BRL - PR B BT) ks fL R 3 Y structure A iE A
B iRl o SR A2 % m\%‘xﬁx? PR IR A Tk o Bt B E AR
F] AR A SRRt RIS S 6 B R B 0 @ 12 Structure g E ) b
3> LAHLETHF IR RS (R AR L HH)F D
ﬂjyzﬁfuzw¢hﬂf,% %r]‘ﬂﬁﬁR@ (Itoh et al., 2012) - #rd
Bo L enb iR EA SR~ F 2 Ho RArE R AT S T
ﬁ4ﬁ%f%§ﬂ(&m@Jmu)ogawwx4%gfﬁmyaﬁg;uﬁﬁﬁ
BHEA ARG A, L 3F P HY - EEE TN RO TR
I % (Kopatz etal., 2012) - 3% iF —%‘;’ii A FL3%F R R LS R I
B X BETESERER RS T FEBEEE R RREESLM
Fﬁ%+%ﬁm&7 B FRin e (T X RGO F A T
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% 2L R L T A m@'ﬁ/}?’b‘m?s f’ HE2 WG T IR
#r (isolation-by-distance, IBD) 3R % o d 3% g TR FEAEAEE
PR R e F e (Garshelis, 2009) = *’4} Structure # i e %
# #pes ﬂ&*mﬁf’ﬂr?”**iﬁﬁéﬂzmmﬁ»oﬂw’
FoRA b R R G AT T TR f 4 (ke p H
PR AT UE (W AR R BRI TR B R E%'};’:‘Lé_:*%‘
FAHR N LR FEEEASFNEBELF TN G

AP iEEd >Rk p Hipx ooy URHEA (£ 2) AFANETT7
B AR A F]A) & E {2 0 v Structure RREIE T A AT o p g 2oLt
SR AR FHE L LTI (=D B AL UK BARE TR (25
RFrOF~ pXd2 2B LE - p\ jwaiﬁuﬁ)’ AR NI T RUE O ]
ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁf@(ﬁ+% 2011) » ¥ VR E @ A2 R R A A 0 WE
A el T R % T U '%&ﬁlé W E - SiEA T T A A
#2 deltaK & 5 '%lﬁﬁér3);1ﬁ SRTMMZ A HE L B (e 4)
PeAFERNE TATA b B AL 11ER A2 B 25 R BB
BOFERCHBH Kpat 2tk Rl kil S o N b3 A4
oo ERIpeReanE R o JEBE R iV A dok At is (Zeyletal., 2009)
¥4z io (Stoen et al., 2006) » ¥ 12 AP £ L% R B E TR BERROS HS > T
BFEROBE S NEFFELIR A RL AL FFF - LR TS
Rt

—\

Zeyl % 4 (2009) ** B jierAm ¢ P]o G 4 D fi- A AR
A o DA RGEENRAELEGR RO BFRUE A AR R E

(Lentfer, 1983)-Stoen % 4 (2006) % &>t 1984 & 3 2001 & *+ 4 & (B L
B )a it R URART EHPEN 320 iR B E TR FRe 4D

v

%ﬁ&??ﬂif%@iﬁﬁﬁm&wﬂm1%€2“SNWA*SNh
R R
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Flan o PIF Il B a4 3 2 e SR

BER Ao R A e R B ATl A E ¢ 278 5L 81 LB A
B KR AR R R R R E ARG 2 0 80 Bk A G
T £ % & A 2000 & A< &%ii@fﬁ'&ﬁfi B4 "Lon - ¢t 4E>T 2000
&%*{.9 » 3 E E 120 4 p 2 ts o B < A % (Hwang, 2003) -

B 2014 £ 10 ? > ABFRFSASARBE RN e B LE R o 1
2009 2013 a5 BFEIEEFNREFTR AT L AR TS B i
B Ed FHLAEORPIEE B Ry AR DG e 3
Fhg XML GG 2 A YA - A E B
ERRJESGY RS L LA G R

PR ERCNE R T 0 BEBEOBHT - 2 6 I RFS T
BRhrh (Bigid 6 L) AR 0 BT AR RS B npE 2
#? 34— & (Hwangetal.,, 2010) - ZRzepepid 2 5o 4 EH ®
BIRVLEE S AR B LER g o

N
H
A
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4 5. UT1 uT3 uT4 uT25 uT29 UT3l uT35 UT38
YNPO1 170 174 249 253 153 153 298 306 197 197 304 312 212 212 191 195
YNPO2 170 170 249 253 153 153 298 310 189 197 304 304 212 212 191 199
YNPO3 170 174 245 253 149 153 298 302 189 217 312 332 220 220 191 191
YNPO4 170 174 253 269 149 157 302 302 193 205 312 336 216 224 207 211
YNPO5 170 170 253 253 149 153 298 298 193 201 336 348 212 228 191 195
YNPO6 170 174 245 245 139 153 298 306 201 205 332 332 220 220 191 211
YNPO7 170 174 253 265 149 149 298 302 193 201 316 332 212 220 191 195
YNPO8 170 174 245 253 149 153 298 302 189 217 312 332 220 220 191 195
YNPO9 170 174 245 265 145 157 294 302 189 205 312 312 204 220 191 211
YNP10 170 170 253 257 149 149 298 306 189 193 348 352 216 224 191 207
YNP11 170 170 249 253 149 149 298 298 193 201 312 340 224 228 183 211
YNP12 174 174 241 249 149 153 298 298 193 201 312 340 212 224 199 207
YNP13 170 170 249 253 145 153 298 302 189 205 320 340 212 216 195 195
YNP14 170 170 253 253 149 153 302 306 193 197 312 352 212 228 195 203
YNP15 170 174 241 253 149 153 298 306 193 201 340 348 220 224 183 199
YNP16 170 174 253 257 149 153 298 298 189 201 328 340 212 224 187 191
YNP17 170 174 249 253 149 153 294 298 189 197 304 324 204 212 195 199
YNP18 170 170 241 253 149 153 298 298 189 197 336 336 212 224 187 195
YNP19 170 174 245 249 149 161 298 302 201 205 328 348 224 224 195 207
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YNP20 170 174 249 253 149 149 306 306 193 193 312 348 220 228 183 191
YNP21 170 170 245 249 145 165 298 302 189 217 312 348 216 220 191 195
YNP22 170 170 253 253 149 157 298 302 193 205 332 336 216 224 207 207
YNP23 170 170 245 253 149 149 294 298 189 205 312 328 220 220 191 195
YNP24 170 174 245 249 153 153 302 302 193 201 312 312 216 216 195 203
YNP25 170 170 249 253 145 149 298 306 189 201 316 348 216 228 191 195
YNP26 170 174 237 253 149 153 294 302 197 209 340 340 204 216 191 203
YNP27 170 174 249 253 149 149 298 306 193 193 312 352 212 216 191 191
YNP28 170 170 249 253 153 153 298 314 189 197 304 324 212 212 191 199
YNP29 170 170 245 245 149 153 298 302 189 189 324 352 204 228 191 211
YNP30 170 170 249 253 149 153 294 298 189 201 336 348 204 224 187 195
YNP31 174 174 245 253 145 149 302 306 189 189 324 340 204 220 187 207
YNP32 170 174 253 257 149 153 298 302 193 197 316 332 204 212 191 199
YNP33 170 170 253 253 149 153 290 298 189 201 336 352 224 224 191 207
YNP34 170 170 249 253 139 149 298 298 193 205 332 332 212 228 187 191
YNP35 170 174 249 249 149 149 306 314 197 201 312 332 212 224 187 207
YNP36 170 170 249 265 145 149 298 302 189 193 320 332 212 212 195 195
YNP37 170 174 241 253 149 153 302 314 189 197 304 344 204 216 199 207
YNP38 170 174 245 253 145 149 302 314 201 205 308 312 204 216 191 207
YNP39 170 174 249 253 149 149 298 306 193 201 312 332 212 228 191 207
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YNP40 174 178 249 265 157 157 298 302 189 205 312 324 204 216 203 211
YNP41 170 170 253 269 149 161 298 302 193 193 332 332 212 224 207 207
YNP42 170 170 253 269 149 157 298 302 193 193 332 336 212 224 207 207
YNP43 170 170 253 253 149 149 298 306 193 193 332 352 212 216 207 207
YNP44 170 170 253 253 153 153 298 302 197 197 312 324 212 212 195 199
YNP45 170 174 253 265 149 157 302 302 189 201 312 352 216 224 203 207
YNP46 170 174 241 253 149 153 298 298 189 197 328 340 212 224 183 191
YNP47 170 170 245 245 149 149 294 298 189 209 324 324 204 224 195 211
YNP48 170 174 241 241 149 153 302 314 189 197 300 300 204 204 195 207
YNP49 170 174 249 249 145 153 298 298 189 197 320 332 204 212 187 195
YNPS0 174 174 253 253 149 157 302 302 193 205 312 336 216 224 207 211
YNP51 170 170 245 249 149 153 298 298 205 217 300 312 220 224 187 191
YNP52 - -- 253 253 149 153 302 302 197 197 316 316 -- -- 191 199
YNP53 170 174 245 249 149 153 298 298 189 197 320 332 204 224 187 191
YNP54 170 174 249 249 149 153 294 298 189 197 320 332 204 228 191 195
YNPS5 170 170 245 249 149 153 298 298 189 205 320 332 220 228 191 195
YNPS6 174 174 249 249 149 149 294 294 189 197 304 332 204 204 195 195
YNPS57 170 174 249 249 149 149 294 298 197 201 312 332 212 224 187 207
YNP58 170 174 253 253 145 157 298 302 189 205 328 328 220 220 187 203
YNPS9 170 174 249 253 149 161 302 302 193 201 348 348 220 220 199 207
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YNP6O 170 174 245 253 149 153 298 306 193 205 348 352 212 224 191 211
YNP61 174 174 253 253 149 153 298 298 189 197 328 336 224 224 183 191
YNP62 170 170 253 253 153 153 314 314 189 189 304 320 212 212 191 199
YNP63 170 170 245 253 153 153 294 298 189 207 312 324 204 224 195 211
YNP64 170 174 237 241 139 153 294 298 189 207 300 340 208 212 195 203
YNP65 170 170 253 253 149 149 208 298 189 193 332 348 224 228 191 207
YNP66 170 170 245 245 149 149 298 298 189 217 300 312 220 220 187 191
YNP67 170 174 253 265 149 157 -- -- 189 201 312 312 216 224 203 207
YNP68 170 170 245 249 149 149 298 302 189 217 300 312 220 220 187 195
YNP69 170 170 245 249 149 153 298 298 205 217 300 312 220 220 187 191
YNP70 170 170 253 265 149 149 298 302 189 217 300 312 220 220 187 187
YNP71 170 170 249 257 153 157 294 314 189 189 340 340 204 220 183 207
YNP72 170 174 249 249 145 153 298 306 189 197 320 332 204 212 187 195
YNP73 170 170 253 269 149 157 298 302 193 193 332 336 212 224 203 207
YNP74 170 174 241 249 139 149 298 314 189 189 312 332 204 220 207 211
YNP75 170 174 249 253 149 161 302 306 193 201 348 348 224 228 199 207
YNP76 170 174 241 249 145 153 298 298 189 189 300 340 204 212 183 195
YNP77 170 174 241 245 149 153 298 298 189 201 340 348 220 220 183 191
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FBHD 174 174 237 241 145 149 302 302 193 197 332 352 220 232 191 207
FBDA 170 170 241 245 139 153 306 310 201 221 340 340 220 224 179 187
FBSY 170 174 241 245 149 153 290 290 189 201 340 348 220 220 187 211
FBNL 174 174 237 253 139 139 -- -- 193 193 328 332 220 232 211 211
TEG6 170 170 245 245 153 157 298 298 201 201 324 340 216 216 175 179
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