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Over the past decade, genetic studies of the Formosan black bear were
forces on classification of the subspecies. There is no study of assess genetic
diversity of Formosan black bear populations. Noninvasive sampling methods
have been widely used to estimate elusiveness or abundance of animals. The
Formosan black bear (Ursus thibetanus formosanus), an endemic subspecies
of Asiatic black bear (U. thibetanus) inhabiting Taiwan, has been listed as a
locally endangered species during past decades. Although intensive ecological
research programs have been conducted in Yushan National Park (YNP) since
1998, there have not been attempts to estimate the bear abundance. It is
difficult to collect data from range-free and small populations in remote and
rugged terrain like our study area.

The area in study was searched for Formosan Black bear feces and
sampled hair snared from baited traps from February 2008 to January 2009, in
a monthly basis. For every sample was amplified using 6 microsatellite locus.



We analyzed 112 hair and 290 fecal samples, which yielded 47% and 34% of
the successful DNA amplification rates, respectively. The genotyping based
on 5 microsatellite loci for individual identification indicated the presence of
30 and 48 individuals, from hair and fecal samples, respectively. As a result, a
total of 65 different individuals were indentified and the population estimation
was further conducted and discussed. The average number of alleles per locus
was 6.33+1.51, ranging from 4 to 8. The overall observed heterozygosity was
0.754, which was close to the expected heterozygosity (0.744). The overall Fs
value was 0.013. The result revealed an acceptable level of genetic diversity
of the YNP population. Almost 90% were detected in the acorn season
(October up to next January).

The masting season of Cyclobalanopsis glauca in 2008 likely attracted a
highly dense congregation of bears. Considering the bear movement pattern
for seeking food and the fact that all our effective samples collected in
non-acorn season were hair samples, we suggest that hair traps should be
technically feasible and suitable for areas with sparsely distributed
populations.

Key words: Non-invasive sampling method, Microsatellite loci, Fecal, Hair
trap, Acorn season
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P 12 >3k i % %t (Global Positioning system » GPS ; #7] : GPSmap
60CSX) F_iz o F ¥ grH B N 34 S FTEMRRE SR pH 2 Y
ATEARR R EF PO F o B > RR RHETRTE R L
B EFI g A 5 5% (e 2) (1) 78 (0~2 % );2.3~7 = ;
3.1-2% ;4.3-4% ;5.1 1t - F v FHRFF HEiE- PEEHEKA
#BAg cApn1bmL sy o pFdH e 7 10mL~;ﬁF]ﬁ‘%t » TR R B B
ERLaMFHOImMLPE > 0 32002 BB Fraf sk B¢ 15
mL shfuif g o ) 7 40 3 mL SiEpE 8 R B&#iﬁj Zo o WA N 1ImL
chg o b 380 C A sk 0 TS B o



EFREAA

(- ) #* &£ 2 DNA 5B
1= E 4k & &£ &7 DNA 55~
(1) = Firdd 5:E

LEEAERE L 28 iAo LSRR A SR d T
R SRR A Lt RS BT A B S B AR AR D 2 B L Bk
R B4R SR ELN HE R S 248 S SR ARIT N TS B S S 4R A
Bet AR A S4B R I3 B AR BB
B ek A o

(2) = % # * DNA 53

é%ﬁ$§%$&2ﬁ3&%%’ﬁ%§é$%’ﬁ¥Pm@mmw
Phenol/ Chloroform = ;= 52~ DNA (Kocher et al. 1989) o 12 i (P& F
'k (dd HO) i+ frtz\»mﬁ‘:a;fr P12 5RF G L E P2 LR F
e L aew e BAaw-200 M g o 0§ 7 B £ 42 0.50m 2 £ %5500
uL reaction buffer 2 15 pL 725 mg/mL Proteinase K » 56°C* 2# - % -
4v » 500 puL 2. PCI ( Phenol:Chloroform:Isoamyl alcohol = 25:24:1) % :# &
F 5-10 45> & 12 12500 rpm & 10 A~ 4o pF ik P 75 DNA S o
$~350 & 400 pL it ¥ - 15 mL g g @ o e r iz 110
4% 3 M 7 Ammonium acetate (pH=5.2) - & = & ¥ 100% Cold ethanol -
b oge B Bt o 2% 2 -20°C k48 75 7% 10~20 A& 4N R e e 2 47C 12500 rpm
Ao 10 & 48 o MUFRE AR (S 0 4 2 P ﬁ 2 70% Ethanol - = >
4e 50 PL s Eﬁv}; » 2 55 C ezt A fE o £ 04 Sk kB 3 (NanoVue
Spectrophotometer, GE Healthcare ) > B|# 2 » DNA k & {¢ %3 3-20C %
B oo
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2.4: 8 # i ¥ 2 DNA ¥ 5
(1) #3848 &ioH 635

Al B R AG nd NEFEIARAELT LT FRRAE ]
Y AFED > BFE FRAS FAgA A o P EE A BT T e E
PR ERE R A o

(2) # & # ~ DNA 55~

#EH AR 24 (Hungetal. 2004) &1 2 i 7 £:3 DNA 38~ o 3
ARG A S AR A SRR LE e T A4 B4
PR FRPERLFTLIY - 2mL g o4 r 1.8 mL 9% B CTAB
buffer ( 2% Hexadecyltrimethylammonium bromide, 1.4M NaCl, 20mM
EDTA,100mM Tris-HCI, Parsons et al. 1999) » 2 mL 3. & @ » 3% % 60
Adoz 6P~ 15mL 1} R E ¥ - Hre g4 0.5mL & #(Chlorofrom) »
PR L EAF BT Pt %13 mLe T ¥ -
o g o4 0.6mL £ 5 pE o % -20°C > 10 4 48 0 2 150 rpm 4 5 30 4 43
20°C ™ 13,000 rmp 3= 5 4 40 52 % 48> 4e ImL 709 iFp » 20°C ™ 13,000
rmp 3w 4 4 o B3 B 3 P o 1 55°C4c’§% 30 A4k Fic ¢ 2 iFE
£ 12 QIAGEN DNeasy® Tissue kit » &P & &3 f 3 27 DNA & it

(Purification) # 2 AE buffer (QIAGEN) % ﬁ# » 3232000k B P o
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(=) PCR #§% #cite DNA # &

A3 A1 Shih & 4 (2009b) - 4-%F 4 32 e s iE 20 10 de el
B AT AsF (UT1~UT3~UT4~UT23~UT25~UT29~ UT31 -~ UT35 ~
UT36~UT38; "4 3) i 77 2 » A3 & 4 4% chd & > & * & forward
= w5l F g7 5z o M13-tail ( 5-GGAAACAGCTATGACCAT-3') &

CAG-tail(5-CAGTCGGGCGTCATCA-3" ) =3l & 3+ (Schuelke 2000) -

ie 7 PCRPF F i #f 5 10 uL-p 3 1 & 1 PCR % 7% ( Buffer,

Cat No.: IMR-420, Bertec) > 0.05 pM 315+ (Forward ) 0.12 uM 31+

(Reversed # ) > 0.18 pM ¥ £ % & (M13 & CAG-tag with FAM,HEX &

TAMRA ) > 0.1 MM dNTP > 2.5mM MgCl, - 0.125 unit DNA polymerase ( Cat

No.: IMR-801 - Bertec) 2 & 0.25 pL TaqStart™ Antibody ( Clontech) » £
$i4 P 0  DNA $ B 05 L

tif B 5 %474 &(Thermo cycler, ASTEC PC-818 )i& {7 40 =t 7 PCR >

V?‘TI%\";{ % o1y T Al
(1) 94°C 304+ i % DNA %44 ® (Denaturing) -

(2) Ta°C 30 i+ B e P &5l 3% & (Annealing) - (Ta:
FERR (ARG 53 FA PR ER AT &AL ST 64-62-56C >
3R R 0 "HéE3)

(3) 72°C 20%) » » pFPCRig {72t @ F & & J& (Extension) o

(4) BiEAaT2°C Ths JFER?D» D2DFIFERBEFRRES o
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(=) AFA ) 2
#-PCR ehg %3 06 34 4% ¢ » 2 ET400 ( Amersham Bioscience )
T4 &+ &% (Size standard) » I p B TS k&7 (Megabase 1000 o
Amersham Bioscience ) £ g VAR T A4 45 % Genetic profiler Version 1.5
PR R (7 A T (Genotype> pé

sﬁfé’u 2 F)9%3 = 4 (Allelic dropout) 2 Bt % fiikf*‘](False
AIIeIe)_«@ H AT B BRS¢ > AP L E4F 5 = PCR g3 &
AR e I«Bgr] ' 3. (Taberlet et al. 1996 ) - = :E’z’ik'—]li ACE e
EAFY B2 hPCR B 3 ¥ idw = o & B A FI AL ETA A 245407 (F
@ F 2005 - Creel etal. 2003 » Hung et al. 2004 ) :

(1) = @Ay fI* 10 Bichht AFEEF % 1= PCR -

(2) & B4~ a® 1=t PCR 2 15 M3 4 B2+ chfl FlA M 4 pe
BoA TS A4 o

o

(3) &% 1=t PCR ? i iFefk 4 » L SiE#Hcx > PCR > & i 2L 7] &
G —EL 4] & 3 (Heterozygous: *t4% 4 )« ¥_F 4] & 3 (Homozygous-
e 4) e BAEF AT T AP B3 PRGOS LE > LTS B
FEAFoRPAEF LT Y L P EOE - L% £V R
25 - BEEAFIAPCR 2 peig & £ AT T £ M p o

(4) *##HLFHRE > TR24ApR I EF AB HEZAFI 5 AB-
(5) TM3I=iplkenk A&+ AA HZRATFIE AA

6) FHIMEALF AB- % FAEF AAZ BB A ¥ HiR- =

N

HZAFE AB -
(7) FHURFIES AAZ BB 25 HEARUS AB -
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¥ i = PCR 1 » hid b b iE i > Bl = 2] %

(1) FHm2EfF2FAE3 AAS HZ AT S A0 H¥ 058
AFIHHZ 4 -

(2) WM 2=t RAEF AA> E- kA &+ BB M2 AFFE
AO> H¥ 05 8 -RATIHHE 4 -

() M1 BALFAB B2 1xkAEF AA HZAFA L A0
PORERATFIHHEZIAL o

(4) g*i%‘;ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ_? == PCR is ’f g_‘,,gﬁs'jﬁ 7 L F oo
BRI EFREF AT

FAH A Pie w10 B3 AP o if"‘ UT23 & UT31 & &4
A F % 7 E(Multiple bands)g @A Ztk Alegd]> 2 UT3 &2 UT36
PR E P FRL 4 BATRT N HEF2 M@va v R
(Pompanon et al. 2005 )» {5 5 & 4741 ",f P4 e T T UTL-UT4-UT25 -
UT29 ~ UT35 ~ UT38 iz 6 Tkl iF 5 B REFH -

BRBRY T AR R EHBMI (1) A6 BAFEY > G 2
I

B2 ATHHET L Lbﬁdwm Fied a4 :(2) iy 7
PR SR EE AT T LS FEF ﬁ%—rﬁﬁﬂ\ﬁjf‘%}b—ﬂ}
#(F % F 2005)°(3)3 4 %} - @zmz__ - FEELTGLE

L% % - %8 (Bellemain etal. 2005) -
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(z ) 4w &7 (Sex determine)

SO B2 515 (Primer) & 3Lt * Pagésetal. (2009) & ™ 3 o4
(Ursidae) # 3 #72k 2t chd w2 51 3 A W) %

MP-SRY-Ursus (5’-TGGTCTCGTGATCAAAGGCGC-3’)
MP-SRY-1R-Ursus (5’-GCCATTTTTCGGCTTCCGTAAG-3")

MP-ZF-F (5’-GACAGCTGAACAAGGGTTG-3")
MP-ZF-R (5’-GCTTCTCGCCGGTATGGATG-3")

FEF H-M  PEALLETFPRGH L P R z%#kﬁé‘

Hiu A DNA> it {7 PCR FFdoS% 1 2b % — 4515 ’,T*u'\?’ fo PHH I

2 j- e DNA (Murphyetal. 2003) > i3 S S %4538 o % % - 4513 7 1Y

a‘“ fif kR 1 5 R o 12 Pages et al. (2009) 9 MP-ZF 515 chyg s 2. £ B
% 144 & A% MP-SRY 515 #82 £ & 5 115 ik R 4 -

AR %Y > 12 %513 PCR (Multiplex PCR) mie {7 » &F 5% ¥
fo P2 & e gl i A B PR B -PCRE 240 1 2 F R4 & 25ul >
¢ 7 1% EmeraldAmp® GT PCR Master Mix( Cat. No.: RR310- TaKaRa ) ~
0.2uM #7513 ~ 3ul 5 DNA template » 12 ddH,0 4 T %4 25ul -

27T PCRY F BB RBHRIPBET > B F 4™ 977 :(a) 98T - 10
5% -9 DNA %42 ;5 (b) 58°C » 304 » P B 15 o3l % if & gk
ERE () T2C 30F) R R et ¥ F > L8735 ok o
F %2 >DNA » 3+ &4 %;% (100 bp marker) 4c » & % i§ 3t » B~ PCR
A% Sul» 1% TBE % =% (0.09M Tris-base ~ 0.09M Boric acid ~ 2mM
Na,EDTA - pH=8.3 ) i& 7 25% th3f *7 4 & "% = & ( Agarose gel
electrophoresis ) » ™2 & 100 K3F ~ pFRF 45 24518 > WRAREF » U E
gt a P DNA R A > 4ok B @ % o B4~ »PCR3# 1 40

= o

ER &Y o gyl e (Positive control) & @ Avid w2 Bl & 2
T S S NG VIR ST ER- R C R S R S
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o) e B2 B f 4] &= (Negative control ) 12 ddHZO % i DNA template -
FEFF %R L (B 2)e 2iei7= S jpr2 PCRYS% > & = &
P HETMEPPCR Y o A =t HGE SR T G ARl o B = R S

S TG PR e

B A

#Ef’ﬁﬂ&mﬁfﬁﬂﬁéqﬁ%iﬂm&ﬂ bk’*#%fiﬂ\ﬁma’?%r%‘@,
’&fbﬁgjm-?l%\;i!’}*%ﬁ_/‘%fgi‘f]l—l‘#%i%g‘\.]:j; mrﬁg IQ’Z_};J, y F.L;._i;ggg_

R R A AP RS TR BATERRE N H R LB
Spearman's Rho & @ # ¢ crAp b B %> H P fcferh A FI AR ~ #35 2
PR Mk AR TR R S HR ﬂ*ﬁf:“,f vt s B R R AR A B (i
FEAFIRBH > H LR L6 BAFEY > S22 BEEATHHZT
%)

EiEL m?;tﬂ“Tﬁ“rﬁ%fPﬂ # i@ * GENECAP #c48 (Wilberg
and Dreher 2004 ) | 2+ & 1 %8 &%) & ( Probability of identity: P (p) ) * P
D) FNEER S T REPN S 2 BHEATEAAFTLS AR B FROAT
e S > BB F o)+ 0.01 (Miller et al. 2002) ¢ 5 % 4 & 7 #4]

3 oA + & 3 ;N4 (Waits

A MR Bos SRt o H - AT A2 Pop 3
etal. 2001 ) :

n n-1

Pap =2 pi+4%.> pip;
i=1 i=1 j=1
B chp g o AE G ARRY R BRFAFMS

ARALREF BERAGATAGE T —Jﬁ V& B AR T At R R R D
M A3 PHMACHERELE KR
e (Chi-square distribution ) & ARegzevt 2 F imagld w T gr 11 -

N t"’fiémb LR SV S VA

B2 2 L R B R S o M R
CERVUS ( Kalinowski et al. 2007 ) 3+ & & B A Fl g ? & 2 4 &
( Polymorphism information content, PIC ) » & * %k G- A Fld e i >
PIC BA%B3 A T AFAE? sy RE-EAN0-1LF B2 E+>3 05>
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% 5T Lbft‘kqﬁ— 23 Al e F e o _}_‘[;‘L_’% 25 % (Bostein et al.
1980) :

PIC=1- EZF) §:§§2p.p,

i=l j=i+l

PP A W R AFIAEY S 0] BRFAFZAF

LR & B & (Observed heterozygosity, Ho) £ 2% £ % & (Expected
heterozygosity, He) o SHE F AL 5 i %=EHPMFBRE S 37hikdy o -
R BB e He B & enf %35 g anf @ £ &R - Genepop 4.0
(Rousset 2008 ) ~ {rige A F A E = A FELF @ £ 8 T §F
( Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium, HWE ) » & * % < # fzip|% 2 (Fisher’s
exacttest) ki®im PN & L F A ant tvlJ’ﬁ E iYL T T 57
% 4#;2 (Markov chain method ) fic#gzt & & B A Fl A e7ws 8 T 72 P & »
3 E eh SR Aok 2N 03 % @ ( Dememorization number=1000;
Number of batches=100; Number of iterations per batch=1000) - ¥ #} 1z
FSTAT #4853+ 8 Fis( 17 #.2 fie 45 #ic Inbreeding coefficient X Goudet 1995 )
Fis Ben@ &% kTG %#H L F B HWE > § Fis>0 PF o & 7 %7 it
FATALFRDM G F 2 Fg<O BRI 2 77 a3 BRI DOFIRE 2 o
Fig 3t 8 2 % 40 (Wright 1978) :

H
Fis=1- H,
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BERGEIPARS LB FL AR IEEFEFLE T 4
a P LR AR et A e B i (e 11 7 A frER B etk A o
TP AL R AT RS 107 BIR)e T 2008

3732009 # 27 » g%k EMINGE R, 2008 20 3 2009 £ 1

B o

-h_‘\

-~ HRARBEERHRT AT
(- ) 2 G AHE -~ #:52 DNA ¥ 5
L HBR AR RSN FE

p 2008 £ 37 1 2009 & 2 7 i L Bl g B 5] 228 B 2 s £ H ik
* ’“,/TT”J 278" i cfEmfkrzt 20 5 1-688KL 7 F
K111 7 o120 oA F A 60 L 10 (n=47)% 10 7 (n=20) -
AFRREEFNEL BEPENNEE TR 50 R1F (n=13) 27>
BEr A E 108 (£ 1)

:ltt

A GE 28 B FHg A HEN U2 BHRAI EFIRZ
PCR i 7 itclirk # %12 45 -

A - - A

eriE ) 112 e A2 7 6 Bkl h AFI&SI+ 2 PCR4GH > 2 ¢ 53 @
AL BAFIRFHEL > FEATIRHIA SN 2 B TRELYET
FLA 5 0 H R A L 47% (53/112)
- ) #RKRARE - G:EE DNA 55
TR F MR 249 & iE

p 2008 # 3% % 2009 # 2 * #ﬁﬁ:ﬁ XA B RRATE R R R
Ax 321 HP 99%1‘—\_):% WS F (107 2 &1 ) Tk E
He 1" K23 ERHFEED42% (n=137) H=x 5 1" (n=103) >

TS TR EDORARG 26 (2 D)o
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A EE - EN 20 FEEARA (£ 1) 7 L BEEARANTEE
A o> 3 i £3:817 DNA F B~ #7102 290 B4k A&7 DNA 2% 6
e pctE s A FI R AR o

2. BBERAFHRZE AT

PiHAl DNA 552 6 Bicirk A 7513 2 PCR #%3# » 2 ¢
101 BiRAZ F=AFHH I L W 2H 7P LEFLEFET A7 T
B &% % 34% (101/290)

(Z) BB AATHAR 2 ML FH 25 F

#2008 # 3 7 2009 £ 2 1 7 et R A (7 A 450 F] & 2009
E LV IR b b PR AT R Bt B FIB A A% B
R o Arrds 2009 & {8 otk AP R 0 A~ A freni A 5 154 B > PCR
S F EEE RN SN SRR N S SN S ) E
FrgEFRRITERR RS A R = % %A ¥ f 4P B (Spearman’s rho,
r=-0.234,p=0.002,n =154 ) # ¢ 278 B & 0 1 2 % 9 PCR FH =
#5500 1% NG 38%1-2% FRIG 27% (e 3% b ik A
e # F P % 3 20%00 T (0%-20%) (@ 3)

(z) BT

3L A FE T A4rie 2 e B ilEk 5 10B(11
) B E 9B (120 ) BEyend 308 B (£ 1)

101 BRGHFErEFSE,IP 27 Bl AL RO B L
BL23B (117 ) B 5 19 (12) 7 » i 48 £ R (£ 1) o

AR AS S B ACTRALT BARY S0 SH S H RN 6 Bk
BrE AT TR E R EA LA (n = 154 BEHFH L) 5
GENECAP ﬁx%"'@%‘r d1 65 & iE A o AERR Fé o 11 " BRI S 5
308 5127 5H=% (n=25) FA4FHiL N 13 & BAE > A itk & £ @2 )
65 & HH (% 2)-
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(7)) BREHEAEKERAE LT

AR ATIRAR A 48 BB H P 5 24 ERA T IR 1 Bk
AV O NRAE2BHRADBEMG 108 NMAIL 5 BRAABYEE
Bib6 418 =ik sb 27 380 (B4)-

BEEFEAAHRARD 30 ERAE AP 5 20 £ E IR 1 B
AP o MR AE2BHRAAREHF 58 M 34567 BiAoD
BHEEAEZ 211008 c M HEF 58K W 1 LB
(®3)-

-

FEaoh L RapgE A > XEPNn65 8B DIl B
A piEG 358510 8 MM A2 BHEAT > M 3-4-5-6-8>
OBHRANBMIESE 526344218 -H9 A4S BiA
P> 2308 .
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SN2 - E A F -
(=) 2 HHEA

AL R AN 530 8 BAEY 216 8 Seppr 118 LM 38
5 ohdriul (£ 3) R F KT 611 (4°=0.923, p = 0.336) ; i+_
F Bl E e (107 -lp& 17 ) B> MRenld Gop ~ 7 22 -
g5 Aomihnl o FIENF GEEY T G ((=32,p=0074); &2t —;‘—m
,‘,.%%ﬁ (273297 )3 3&wpH 48z 285 Amiu od7
S% A EEF (2=0.143,p=0.705) -

(=) 4

B A48 §BAEY o 2n 0 18 Gepl v 28 B2 2 B 54
Grpbn] (£03)0 EAE GBS T G (¢*=2.174,p = 0.14) > amw
R - ﬂ%mﬁ“%ﬁj%ﬁ*%?ﬁ ) HEIL AT FA TR R R F 2 T

(Z) 2 RepiErsEsir

Ltz #Ejﬁyfév}{ﬂ\r‘ MRS 65 & 5 HY 27 & Ll 33
g %zef 58 5 Aaopu (23> B5) ¥ Eill(4°=0439p
=0916: B 4)o 22008 £ 2 4 TFEE 1Y B A5 i
PlzEs 20 Denpiul > B F RS LT 1:1(10 1 1 y*=3.6,p=
0.317; 11 * :y?=0.133, p = 0.715; 12 * :4°=15 p =0221; fg& 17
v*=0.889, p = 0.346 ) o

By kSR ESE DR B L 58 £ R 2 ETIRD
He 258 Sepd~30 8 R 305 An] (£3) T ak
Z (x’=0455,p=05) a2t KL% 3 & (28 sept 385
Af*l%‘ 2 &5 AAwiEn] ) Ept s A R A ] T fS‘—f(X‘1286 p=
0.257) -

89% -
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ER A e
(=) = EHE+

AL B AT R 30 & B0 BAcHEE AT B A TE
4-8 & » 325 5.83+1.46 (£ 3); B &% 5 (Probability of identity » P
) % 0.055-0.168 - # %8 = 9.76E-07 ; PIC & % 0.613-0.78 ; T i=@.ip|
TR (Ho) % 0.784 (4 : 0.536-0.88) » v <+ T3 pHm & F AR (He)
= 0.757 (# & : 0.679-0.832) -

#¢ UTLNUT25 22 gl B A | 2%k B F A Fis % 0
Hp 4 w2 05 s BT iRl 6 0 UTL~ UT4 ~ UT38 it 37 % i
BT H (p<005 % 3) Hep 3 e xdlpy  FREy A8 L8

(p<0.05)

(=) R FHR

BEEHEAY PR 48 £ B G6 EacEE A TR 0 % i T
4-8 B > Tia% 633137 (% 4); B F 5 0.095-0.232 > Kl :
2.87E-06 ; PIC & 5 0.532-0.772; T 3=ip| & ¥ & (Ho) 5 0.759 (§# R
0.591-0.892 ) v¢ | ¥+ L 3578 25 B F A& (He) & 0.727( 417 :0.611-0.892) -

AP UT1-~UT25-UT35 i 3 | B R | 2GR TR > Fis

B4 0 Hep3 w4 0; Ard BT g & » UTL  UT4 - UT35
ERE Hrh BT (p<0.05° % 4)> Hep 3 Al % FRMEEY L

£ k% (p<0.05)-
(Z) *HapdprbErds

& 4TH 202008228 32009& 1% - 120k ¢ ch 2 fLif @ A 47
5o bbeikmE ATIAY > F BAFLOE L F S48 > TIHE
& Fl#cP 5 6.33x1.51 ; 48 # %) 5 5 0.063-0.188 » A48 5 1.381E-06 > &
T B EEECE A BR3P ) % ) 300l o > M UT38M i A
AFREF RS chE AR F 2 UTLAFIRR T &0 eh% 4 Flik
(n=4) o pt b » UT255H = # fiche§ (n=64) » PIUT382] % & 7 fiche
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4 (n=50; %£2) - %&PIC% 0.589-0.785 » I35 % 0.697+0.078 > 61 £ F] A
wxA05 (£2) o

U * 348 GenepopiBl & > B % B om 61 A F A& - % T UT25 > H 45
BT mAes BT HH(p<0.05-£2) - FHEEF L Rk (p<0.05) -
BT ik ACRFE RS R T TR E TR (Ho) 50754 (4 :
0.567-0.88) »vg <« »* T 3232 4 & H R (He) 5 0.744( 4~ ¥ : 0.663-0.816) -
He UTL UT25 UT35:= el A [ 2% B F A - BG5S
0013 (£2) » wbE A FAEFPFEL § ¥ 3 - & » UT1~ UT25~ UT35
<2205 UT4~UT29 ~ UT38] %0 -
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2 ik
- R L
(=) =g+

MG L Bk A PCR #33 = 7 5 5 47% > i+t Kendall et al.
(2009) ~ 47 7 B A F1& 7 PCR & # & 70% - APk % njﬁﬂ* L Bpn
Fok R RA L F R ESLB TR EPCRFH F i k2
by AL RS 'f;,z’“” EEBE YL R s /RS %Fcﬂfﬂmﬁ’»’}i@&
FRpr i 2 X Beprarig % ont Bed 3 Moo Kendall etal. (2009) 8~
BRER S 14x > 27 ¢ LRIEEBPRTERA > 95 1R > &t %
PREMRIRELIWE G MR EE A EFERFER L X LRE LB
" 2.4 > #z DNA "% ﬁ’cpmri,\%;}gﬁ%» BPeE o Pt AW T Y R
FteAE - 2 £ &E > Roon et al (2003) #F3k4e » = F it & (BFHK
B FCEH T RS FHRAYIERE 6B {5 127 1000 dk o
sk DNA PP EZ2Z PCR#BxF% o # X6 » Fed iR F A
20C ek A~ -

‘i_*

#F AR BpF s L B c® b oo Kendall etal. (2009) # * 10 422
FFEP 27 FPt Bl 2-519 0 e DNA ficfr chE v 2 47
T e A B PCR e # G £ & 0@ (Goossens et al.
1998) o FEEEAo o F R AL SR T AU F AT 0 A

4\‘

P’*‘%ﬁﬁﬂf’x%”yﬁ%&(é 543) e A > i kAR F PCR =
HFEXFomnEEE gy B E o

[£38 0 ol %T%ﬁi A(2007) LR jraE g s dp it 2 Rk
B 30 2 2 f50 & & 450 bk A ek 8 DNA p & & 2 PCR 3
Boar x5 86.7% w37 60 % {8 0 R|E*E KT 53.3% R i€
P AR B L R SR DNAFRHI R 1 en s B (e 2T 5 ehp 5 BRI
%z 7 » DNA (Nuclear DNA ; nDNA) o # »t 4 2 5 B3t 12 DNA 4F & #c
( Copy number )+t - %48 DNA = © ;z%’fjk}’eﬁfi BRenPCR ® @ 3 o
AT AT H chpr o DNA ehp 5 Ben PCR 4R 254 5 f 287 a0
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fofr Al DNA & 5 1S -
) EiEHA

AT A 2R A2 PCRGH 5 5 5 34% > ¥ £ LGiE
P PATHEE  RE B R R MR T AT S % o AR AT Y TG
* hE Bt if DNA sz #23 Hung et al. (2004) 0 & P4 % % & K #E
(Lutra Iutra) 2 2 PCRIFM I # F5 65% > Ay 5% ot 4
P 7oL FUL kA G E XA aRTEREF M o £ 2 > Wasser et al.
(2004) FrERR PRl fod 2 g m o 23 PCR 3 = #
FHL A% AT REEARL L o

&P’ﬁémﬁﬁﬁ&gﬂgwm[mAﬁ% AT H Y g

LT EE %PzE@#?m@&%ﬁm@W7~’”%BW A2

et oo fRATR > A B DI EH ~ # 5 - Bellemain etal. (2007) &
B

251 U S TEC -7}2']%%;#5 Do R AL T X ER A
%%*ﬁﬁ ‘‘‘‘‘ ©A0% - i k%***i R T A g
ZoER AR N AR 0L 0 RATEER 1 % PP R R R N R

% 38% (B 3): wxp ¥ R4tk MR T o PIER T iR AT AR
Bote 1R PR ARz~ g B AR o 7022 4 DNA R & TR R S
R R A KAT T T iR ﬁﬂ”@%ﬁgﬁ%Wiﬁé’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ

Bk AR EITEHERAREHH S IO R R E{ PR
SR R R R o

AP ERE AR N FRREES > 2EP g
Pova AR s KA 27 Ep o AJfﬂ'(Secondary compound )
+ 3 PCR F &7 "% faqw% * (Huber et al. 2002 ) - » 7 Rutledge
etal (2009) s 3 @ B > e E Py L 4&%’{ s w
?%z@g»ﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁ’“ﬁ%g%%ﬁm%w%*%ﬁﬁ_’%ﬂ
Pplenime g b > B3 DNA 7 BFS 0 BR2Z (S PCR F % = 7 X
RS ERTIFMERR B RPN RE Y R o BRBESETF
B 5 o

25



GALITSE Tl N AR A R BB AR R
SRS S I E R S VORI L A
A2 T T R FE R y?‘:m;goﬁiﬁﬁ;%ﬁj\ﬁﬁxpﬁﬁ
Fenbiz o Rz & R R ERFHE T 24k 0 BldeS
PP TR AR L R PR R E R R R LS
ferdz fs o TRt ke b BAE AT RIFHZE 15mML %
SR S RRATRAEMRE 2§ L REG A BRI
AMERFELE FEELCER AR ANE TS

WA S L g AR PRI ARTEAR 1R
fh#kiﬁfiiw 38% 2 # K o e AdkiTR b oo od A AR Y RS
LB ERE LS R TSR AR R LR AR F
4 (2007) A3 I b B L Fpian g b 14 208
i 7 DNA 3 3~27 PCR #3750 18 DNA 2 374 % 11450 dk A %4 #2418
r K 30% 0 £ F kARG 100%R w4 F oo BEor £ & DNA fep &
B T 2R DNA %05 245 o

%
-

% )

SRR A R R R S IR ) ey
FAps i M- A2 ReR R TR A 2¥ FE 5 7§ 7
# ¢l R 7 (Prunus camjpanulata) % 4 + ii #x 5
e (\;zéﬁzmmaw'g@%?a# J@Agi 4 BB pE

'“é
|
N
S
poaa)
- B
T.
"'l
ﬂ-‘*‘xk*
o
1;.
P
oh
E'T
Mu
e
S=
€
,a)l}
=t
Joh
‘?»
A
=
=
=
M
XK

““““

s

@#@@< @aﬁﬂﬁq«@m%€@ﬂ°ggﬁ%?“%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

ROUP O PETUFREEAEGRRE I Rt d o LE LT

GRS s fhERRAES BRI PRI G o d s

Fra ank B G F R T AT AR B AT K o T A g
2

- L REEGEHIT O R R OB ARSI R A7 - 2 g
ﬁ»‘ FIRPE o pr e MR AR AR A F R e o et

ol
g jﬁxﬁmﬁ&m L HER 5 0.5 B 7 0 B ORISR fc b T g
4t %jmpiﬁ& Z BGE T

26



(

fi

) #7134 @ %45 3% (Genotyping error) z_ §2 48

bR o fengriRz ¢ o @I Y ¥ L DNA & F £ 0 ¢ < PCR
Higi 1 BRECAFZ S -AT BRI LAEREE D BEBHS
NI @ BHEE F & (Paetkau 2003 © Pompanon et al. 2005) % £ 4% o
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432008 # 27 3 2009 # 1% » A A B A BT L B AZ 6 B
FhE AT HPEA (n=30)c(k: F A TP Ho: BLBIE H & He:
BHEFRPICS iz L8 5 P-value: f* 3 \Hmplkizczd i &
A BT Pp: BREFAS T S N B4%c; SD. % 1 (Standard
Deviation ) o

Locus k Ho He PIC P-value Fis Pup) N
uTl 4 0536  0.699 0.621  0.002 0.233 0.163 28
uT4 6 0897  0.679 0.613 0.0015 -0.321 0.168 29

uT25 4 0.633  0.688 0.624  0.3013 0.080 0.157 30

uT29 7 0893 0832 0.795 0.0602 -0.073 0.055 28

uT35 6 0.867 0.825 0.785 0.0904  -0.051 0.062 30

uT38 8 0.88 0.824 0.78 0.0045  -0.068 0.067 25
mean 583 0784  0.757 0.703 - - - 28.33
S.D. 146 0.144  0.069 - - - - 1.70

overall - - - - * -0.035 9.76E-07 -

* 1 p<0.05
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% 4-~2008 & 2% 32009 & 17 > %ok Hdh SR i A2 6 Bk
FhE AT HREA (Nn=48)c(k: A Fl#cp JHo: BLBIE F & 5 He:
BAHRFRGPIC R A8 (P-value: JI* § SHmpl%RZcEG A
B BT Pop: BREFAS T S N B, SD. % 1 (Standard
Deviation ) o

Locus k Ho He PIC P-value Fis Pup) N
UT1 4 0.591 0.611  0.532 <0.0001  0.033 0.232 44
uT4 7 0.837 0.7 0.647 0.0139  -0.196 0.142 43

UT25 5 0.66 0.685  0.627  0.1417 0.036 0.155 47

uT29 7 0.822 0.778  0.737  0.1183  -0.057 0.087 45

uUT35 7 0.756 0.81 0.772  0.0001 0.067 0.069 45

uT38 8 0.892 0.78 0.735 0.6759  -0.144 0.095 37
mean  6.33 0.75 0.727  0.675 - - - 43.5
S.D. 1.37 0.105 0.069 - - - - 3.1

overall - - - - * -0.045 2.87E-06 -

* 1 p<0.05
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£5-2008#2 2% 22009 & 1% > A AR HABT LB BGE AL
6 B rciEES AT 514 (n=65)-k: & = A Fld#p s Ho! BB E F A |
He: @HE R CPIC: S & 48 1 P-value: {1* § < mplskis t &
T AL R THPop: BRSNS SN B Ec; S.D. 1 %% £ (Standard
Deviation ) o

Locus k HO HE PIC P-value Fis P (ID) N
UT1 4 0.567 0.663 0.589 <0.0001 0.144 0.188 60
uT4 7 0.831 0.694 0.642 0.0005 -0.197 0.145 59

uT25 5 0.656 0.688 0.630 0.1941 0.0465 0.152 64

uT29 7 0.820 0.800 0.767 0.0214 -0.025 0.069 61

uT35 7 0.774 0.816 0.782 <0.0001 0.051 0.063 62

uT38 8 0.88 0.807 0.771 0.0292 -0.090 0.074 50
Mean  6.33 0.754 0.744 0.697 - - - 59.3
S.D. 151 0.022 0.028 0.078 - - - 4.4

Overall - - - * -0.013  1.381E-06 -
* 1 p<0.05
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412008 £ 3 7 5 2009 £ 2 B o K A R ATF L B R BEF
#oo (B & %% TWD-67)

o B4 R (XRR) e (Y AR) A2 )

HT-SAKULA-01 259397 2587300 1390
HT-SAKULA-02 259185 2587511 1412
HT-DFFALL 259399 2586983 1338
HT-LAGULA 259000 2587615 1465
HT-T4-01 259630 2587898 1457
HT-T4-02 259800 2587822 1386
HT-T4-03 259730 2588220 1310
HT-T5-02 258789 2586246 1500
HT-T5-03 258713 2585906 1490
HT-T6-01 259497 2585957 1612
HT-T6-02 259033 2585839 1360
HT-T7-01 259357 2586050 1280
HT-T8-01 258968 2586490 1537
HT-SARVI 258662 2586495 1653
HT-DIMU 258660 2586363 1624
HT-DN-01 259316 2586406 1312
HT-DN-02 259375 2586590 1300
Dafall Up 258921 2587277 1679
Gagadu Hair 258526 2586773 1576
Wabano Ht 259234 2585273 1451

Wabano 2 Ht 259640 2585324 1456
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4% 310 itk A FIA 31+ B 72 PCR #h3 pF cragk & O & (Shih et al.
2009b) - F : Forward ; R: Reverse o

7 F R 51+ B 2](5-3") &8 A (C)

*UT1l F: CAG-AGCAACTCTTCTCAGATGTTCACAAA 64

R: CCCAGGTCAGCACTTGGCATAC
UT3 F: CAG-AAGACATACAGAAGCCAAGACTAG 56

R: TACTCAATTACAAAGGATAACTATA

*UT4 F: M13-GAGTTATTGGCACTAAAATCTAATG 56
R: CTGCAAATCCCTGCTCAACTTTC

UT23 F: M13-GCTGGATACATCATCCTGGCTC 62
R: GGAATCAAGTTCGGCATCGGG

*UT25 F: M13-GCTCAGGGCGTGATCCCAGAG 62
R: GGCTCCCCTGCACTAGAGATTTAAC

*UT29 F: CAG-GACATTGCCTTTTACAGAGCAG 64
R: GGGCAGATCTCAACCACCATAAGC

UT31 F: CAG-AATAAACTGATGCAGCCATACTAG 64
R: CTGCCACTGAATCTTCTGATCTTAG

*UT35 F: CAG-ACTCCCTAGTAAGTAGAAAGCACAC 64
R: CCCACAGGATGGGCTCAAGAA

UT36 F: CAG-AGACTCAGGAAGTCTGGAGTGGGA 62
R: CTTTCGGCTCAGGGATCGAGC

*UT38 F: M13-ATTATTGATGAGCAGGGACAG 56

R: CTAAAGCAACAACATGTGAATG

*RRERCARELAAT Y 6 BATFE -
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