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Phylogenetic position and recovery assessment of Metasequoia
glyptostroboides

Abstract

Biodiversity loss led by human activities is a global environmental problem. An unknown but
large number of species are already extinct, while many others have reduced population sizes that
put them at risk. The main aim of conservation is to recover threatened or endangered species to
the extent they can sustain without human being’s assistance. However, the main concern of the
conservation focuses on the recovery of the numbers of the threatened and endangered species,
and few effort has been on their genetic variation, which is critical to cope with environmental
changes.

Dawn Redwood (Metasequoia glyptostroboides), a living fossil, is an important endangered
plant species with a limited distribution around the borders of Hubei Province, Hunan Province
and Chongqing Municipality in China. Great conservation efforts, including preservation of large
trees in the wild, a plantation of grafted trees, and introduction of seeds and/or seedlings to other
parts of China and throughout the world, have been laid since M. glyptostroboides being
discovered in 1940s. M. glyptostroboides is successfully recovered in number and distribution
range now, but whether the genetic structure has been recovered and whether its introduced
populations can regenerate naturally are unknown. In this dissertation, firstly I determined the
phylogenetic position of M. glyptostroboides in Taxodiaceae species based on constructing
phylogenetic tree. Secondly, I compared the genetic structure of artificial populations of M.
glyptostroboides with the natural populations’ and discuss the genetic consequence of the recovery.
Thirdly, the natural regeneration ability of recovered populations was assessed from seed quality
and seedling growth. At last, I discussed the factors that affected the genetic structure of recovery

populations and provided some suggestions on the recovery of M. glyptostroboides.

1. Using sequences of 4 chloroplast DNA (cpDNA) regions, including trnL IGS, trnL-trnF IGS
and trnF gene, trnV gene and petG-trnP gene, as well as 3 mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) regions,
including atpA, Nadl, CoxIIl gene, we explored the phylogenetic relationships of 15 species and
1 variety of 9 genera in Taxodiaceae. Five sections were classified in Taxodiaceae, i.e. section A
(Glyptostrobus, Taxodium), section B (Cryptomeria), section C (Taiwania, Cunninghamia),
section D (Metasequoia, Sequoiadendron, Sequoia) and section E (Athrotaxis). However, sections
of A, B, C and D were more closely related than E indicated by mtDNA sequence, while cpDNA
data indicated that A and B are closely related and C, D and E has a closely related relationship.



(2) There were 88 mutation sites in 1168 sites of cpDNA combined sequence (7.53%), while
there were 51 in 1825 of mtDNA combined sequence (2.79%). Besides a number of substitutions
in cpDNA, there were some insertions or indels of several to dozens of bases or poly T, A, or AT
repeats in cpDNA sequence, which suggested the variation rate of nucleotide of cpDNA is much
higher than that in mtDNA. Though the difference of M. glyptostroboides of cpDNA sequence is
significant to the sequences of other species, it still provides the evidence that Metasequoia,

Sequoiadendron and Sequoia are sister taxa.

(3)A total of 7 loci of SSRs were used among 88 individuals of 9 wild populations. The
percentage of polymorphic loci, number of alleles and average alleles per loci were 57.14%, 19
and 2.71, respectively, which were lower than other plants. A lower genetic variation (Hg =0.157)
than other plants indicating the effects of glaciations, recent habitat loss and fragmentation led by

human activities.

(4) Seven SSRs loci were used in comparing the genetic structures of 71 individuals of 4
artificial populations with that of wild populations. The percentage of polymorphic loci of
artificial populations (35.72%) was lower than wild populations (57.14%). Expected
heterozygosity (Hg) of artificial population (0.1424) was also lower than wild population (0.1558).
Biased seed collection, small population size and asexual propagation might lead to it. Mean
number of alleles in artificial population (13.25) was higher than that of wild population (13),
might be the results of difference in samples for introduction and the present study, and potential
higher allele in seeds via sired pollen than in maternal individuals. Ggr of artificial population was
0.006, also lower than that of natural populations (0.015), indicating a more similar genetic

composition among artificial populations.

(5)Either weight and size or germinate rate of seeds from natural individuals were higher than
that from introduced individuals, suggesting that seed quality of natural trees was better than the
introduced ones. The relative fitness of seeds from introduced trees was only approximately 1/17
or 1/6 of that of natural ones, while there was no significant difference in seedling growth.
Outcrossing rate of artificial population was a little higher than wild population. There is no
difference in height, stem base diameter, maximum crown diameter and branch number of
seedling between seedlings germinated from seeds of natural and artificial populations. Above
results indicated that poor seed quality is the bottleneck limiting the regeneration of artificial

populations.

(6)Our study in M. glyptostroboides indicates that the genetic structure of introduced
populations has not been successfully recovered as the quantity and distribution did. And there

was a bottleneck limited propagation of artificial population which led to the failure of natural



regeneration of the artificial populations. Thus, conservation for natural population is especial
important. A human-aided natural regeneration is proposed to protect and restore natural
populations. To maintain genetic variation in recovered populations, we should avoid collecting
seeds from so-called “better trees”, which may lead to low diversity and inbreeding depression, as
well as mixing seeds from different population, which may lead to outcrossing depression though

the diversity may be increased.

(6)The present study of M. glyptostroboides indicated that recovery of endangered species is not
merely recovering a species’ numbers, but also genetic composition. Population genetics and
natural regeneration should be considered in the criteria for downlisting or delisting of endangered
species, given that the ultimate goal of conserving threatened and endangered species is to
construct populations that maintain genetic variability and recover their ability to cope with the

changing environments.

Keywords: conservation, M. glyptostroboides, wild and artificial populations, phylogenetics,

genetic structure, seed set, seedling growth, mating system, regeneration, SSR
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DS AR AR 2 REVE RO AL 4 A5V 2 B X BUR AT A B PR T (TUCN Overview).

R, R4 YERF IR IR IIFIAS ARG S, WIVF 2 B2 K B R DL k2
22 R ARAE R 2 A PRk (Morgan et al. 2006), BUR. [RBHSZEME T A SR . et
SR ISR, S B AR LRI (The World Conservation Union, TUCN)AR #i — 52 [ #x
YESEAL T 1 B IR AR 1] 20 B[R] 25 20 (TUCN red list 2004), JFAFAFEXT 20 (444 5% (Red List
Categories) ! FRIMSE R HEATIE T o L0 0044 SR AR AR AR IR FRAT T 20N SR ORI BSE ) e 1)
A& (Workman 2005). HHIEE EFRE LI Z SO (CEZREEAL) T 1993 FFIEA/E
R AN EAELRYT BRI K AL A AN SN, Tk B RS I CRAP MR 1K) 22 A 22 RE 1K AR Bt U
PLEHE T4 FF #5187 (The Convention on Biological Diversity). 3 [E&25E A 211 188
A E 22—, T 1992 4T 1998 AEAHZE il T EAE L0 B A5 ) (P E e sh 20 B2 A5 ) .

FAT, O VF2MEET 7R AP 20T 9T, AR 2 B0 G0 B T R e o277 1 1)
TAF, 41 Watthana(2004)%} 2 R} £ % J& Pomatocalpa naevara fJT46 . 4558, & 254 7 i
THEFL, BRI AT HEAT R4 Witkowski 55 (200 1) 7 ¥ fi 2 47 A= B A K4 Kniphofia
umbrina ) T8RRI RS SR T THHETT: Knowles FI Witkowski(2000) % /)N P A
%) Euphorbia barnardii ZE47 TR R/AN RS R MR FE TS50 TE AR R S D0 54
TR, FEIATIRY 1RV . Kearns Fl Inouye(1997) WAL Ay # = B2 B 14T S Y
FEAEIR K Z A FEXT AR RS AR 220 T 2508 o AT R B5OAS 2D 1 I A% £ FEHR 1 B S ) Tl
PRAIWEFT, 41 Anders(2002)JF J& T Wifa ) = F-id (Acipenser transmontanus) P (1) 4544
BHEZ R FERR . Rk G NI 1 LAE, Holycross(2002)%} # F i FE i Crotalus
willardi obscurus F1 Sistrurus catenatus edwardsii f R & AR S Ja) S ARG BT T #4805 .

TERZ DRAPTE SN I R IR, R4 2 EL A — AN ), a2 afer ik st 7 AR )
PRIRAS BIORA, PR R b (0 I 5 PPN BOK B B (Stem et al. 2005). i EX D2
FEPERI DR 5 VRO 22 0 T b 2 ARV PR R ARV , X6 B8 A 2T AR DR S e P i N ] —
AE: TR, SRR S W e SRR U3 1 A A PR 0 2 AR I e R =i s A
TN IR ARG AL AT FER AR DG 2R, e S e G 7 1HT, AR GE VA
FIBEShASE, Ni% HastfE A0 56 % F& (Moyle et al. 2002). VF22 24 I\ MR il i 7E 5L IR 5%
TR RAF BN 7= A2 5w I gk L2 8 T oK 4, AR LT B8 B 5T L 1 L E B e 3 Rl 7 290
(Spielman et al. 2004),



1.2 BfaF B e 2

R AN T, BB E 2R . DR 2 AR RS R G 2 I AR A B o
— T ATAR] AN AT HURR R BE D PRI AL A ZUR A, Pit i) 2 PR o T kA%
ZREMECR A, VTG 1994). B Z A R Z R AN EEA G, E R 2
FEVER A SRR ZFEPEI AT RIS A S5 —J5TH, Wi b AR YR dE i 20 A E S R 4
BEARPTG, EERREZFEIEEATORZ BN, MRS AT I B A s E 2 BEPECE
M, BAETC 1994). AR SRR AL AR e, DI AL 22 R ) R S R A PR A
77, BBAE GRS CRUE A1 N P55 AR A 1) FE 2 PF] 35 (Frankham 1995, BR/NE 2000, 5K &
B, BN 2005). (KR 2R PR R R WG A BB I A R 1 ARG DA B K R (1 3
(Frankham et al. 2002, Spielman et al. 2004), KA 5T B, Wi EfE K2 Pk A 7 4EH ,
KB PP AS 23 #an) K 4i(Spielman et al. 2004).

Bl Z FEMEAE R AT A = A e F A FH I, HE 1970 LSRRI —3 KK AR E
MAIA B IER RS, XIS NTLU 7R o IR i A0 SE 1 oK, 33K
ERGTHR o L0 IR E GV 115 SO Rl o3 B B R I, b2 AR I — i 2R
FORFPREMS BT o I B AP 5 R IG Rh A A QG T Hork il , IRECT HT R il ek
PEREIR o 5 SR A 50 R 56 55 1 70% 1) K 3X s B A5 AH [7) 1) 35t 4% 2 &K 1k (genetic
susceptibility), MM T At SRV EE 2 2% B (Mann 1997).

WIS HAEAE /NI (ER) 5N BB MR /N, BRI AS R G 1) 3 B0 A8 IR A
it 4% 2 FEMERE 2k (Frankham et al. 2002, Spielman et al. 2004). Frankham(1995)%} 38 N#ifE4
FrCEFEEELEIY). 26, . B UMY 5 FOAH N WG 1T e A s AL 2 REE R EL 2 A b
BHgsie, 32 ME R I Z R EE A, 5 ANE SRR T S ML L 2 AR,
HAE—AE T, [FFE, Spielman 25(2004) 76X} 170 ARG Fr 5 00252 E ¢ R AT
HES G R 2445 BERHAT T LR 1.1), B 78% M sh Wi 445 FEAR T AH N (K Wi f& i
G, WY T5% 8T AN ARSI EIE S, SR EIGH3 BUEIRh(77%) i1k 2 K
PEAR T AR B (R W fa T o

R L1 WG FEAR T 20 224 R SO AR WG I i ) FE A9 K 72 57 B (Spielman et al. 2004)
Table 1.1 Percentages of threatened taxa with lower heterozygosity than taxonomically related nonthreatened taxa

(H<H,,) and the magnitudes of those differences (Spielman et al. 2004)

[LiEN L, % TIIMEZE, %
Hl<Hnl’ % n p

Taxon Median difference, % Mean difference, %
IRER /L 77 40 35 170 <0.0005
LY 78 38 35 134 <0.0005
THEB 78 35 35 129 <0.0005
NENTRIEY)] 81 43 40 94 <0.0005
HFL3 84 46 42 63 <0.0005

S 74 40 35 31 0.001




ARSI 69 26 20 35 0.001

T HES ) 80 67 37 5 0.140
i) 75 57 38 36 <0.0005
D ERiE| 81 58 40 21 0.005
SRR 67 51 35 15 0.012

e n RORWIFEF R, p &ET Wilcoxon £ 5 FRAS I LR .

ZEAH0 H (W S kb oK BE Al (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) & it 22 FEEAR iy L5 10 %k
B0 36 ML 7] L S g 1 BTV B, R 8 AN L FR ARG AT S ARIK 12 FUOR AR AT
— M SR AN ST L TR 354 22 R PEARAR o 17 [RRE S0 45 EF R IR 17 ST B2 & (Selenarctos
thibetanus) &1 47 3 & (146 2 A&VE(E S48 1994). W YIFI K24 (Glyptostrobus pensilis) ()43
ATAS PR o ] R S R o I S 7S A AT R A AT (R A 22 RV ATG AN [ [X Ao
BN Is AL 734 AR R (Li & Xia 2005). 7ERREF 2 55 0 Ll ok AE KA R AR A 54 G357 37 X A
(Puya raimondii)& 4] 2 A EBEW R, © IR TG HIR%E . AFLP F1 cpSSR Aric #f
UE I 12 R B EARAC IR 1884 22 PR AN AR IR b ) 52 4% 43 HH(Sgorbati et al. 2004). AMAZ 4
(Ophiopogon xylorrhizus)/& & RSB, AR T 2 F XA AR, Btk 24
PEFRIFERK(Ge et al. 1997), Jf H.Lb 5 B A AHMLAESE S 18 [H] & ) 4 #f Ophiopogon intermedius
(is AL Z HEVERIR 2 (He et al. 2000). A, o TAEAEARR KR =Rl . SRR, LLACE
T SRR AR A D 2R, BE )Rl AT e DR PO (R A 2 R, XA R RHEAY) Iris aphylla
(Wroblewska et al. 2003)H1>% F}#i f& 4% Pseudorchis albida(Reinhammar et al. 2002)H #547 fit
RIE

FEMST I R s AL 2 e AR, e T DU MR R R A A R T
FEMG A5 S, ALHE B AL 2 R R DR A LA S 9 2 30 A8 R 2E AT 3 3R 1) gl A5 45 (Hedrick &
Kalinowski 2000), A1 &% 7 m IR B R0 5 P R IR s A% DA 25 11 FE 22 (MeNeely et al.
1990, Li et al. 2005, Frankham 2005). FrLA, J4F S8Ry A2 500 0, BRI K4 158
— 7 SRR A N A R3S, U AR e« AR B IR DA R 3k 5 R FE R i A A7 b
P, LA R A A O 1R I AR AT B (Lande 1988), {H gL 2 /R OR4 4=
Wy N R R A BT 1) 20 4F HLIE & K5 T (Stem et al. 2005). HEPRIAY 2 PR A2
BRGMWE LS FNE (Reusch et al. 2005). % 50 B (1 77 &R UV R B 5
(Cohen 1997)th /& T X8 AL L FEVEI T . Stinchcombe £5(2002) & I Ak 2 147 2E M 2 i
FURITT JE N 120 TR A N TSz e

13 REWMPIE B S FRRLKBREKE

XS WG ) A 2 B ST DR (0 R BREAE TR BB HLRI IR T4, 0k I #ife ) 58 K
Y A E ME A RN RA E PEDN SR (R £ A PS5 A, S il KA (10 56— A7 st DS ff o 1k
WE, Wbk IR Tog. EADIRISE, (HX T 2ehp e et itk ERREHLIA
2, RPN S KR T IO TR AN AT BN, AE2ELeE LR MRS 21 P PE A (K
EH, BT 2005). — BHEYIMRIRE FRE. A2, AT S REAE ZAEERE . BT



FOR(E R R EIHIE A LT R LA FH A FE D R 8, 1 26 D] 32 0 25 4 v K 408 1) XU
(Frankham et al. 2002),

WA SRS R R AR AR ASHRE, 5 R AL IR AREL B A ™ AR 1 Je AR i & B
B, FHOEAC IR (Hedrick 2001), S48 BURR G Wi & )% b Y. 3= 222 L& 1) 1) 18 (Hedrick
& Kalinowski 2000). 4 fE A Rl SO MR BEZ TR EEAS, e REAL AR 2
23 HH NV FEAIC(Frankham 1995). A2 (1) J5 S 32 BRI 0 FEACIE 5 1, ANid h 138 4 2 1) FEAIG
H AT e sl R PR A8 A 28548 LS DRI R RN R B AH HLAE 7 =X, DRI 3 5 2 PRI R A P A A
R K(Hedrick & Kalinowski 2000). 1142 52 1A 55748 S 7 /NP v 3 SUCETE A & B2 1Y) ARG
(Frankham 1995). Lande(1994)% £ 7l >4 o B A 35240 S A6 A -h B 8 214G 0P E 1Y 1000 A
B ZAMAIS, s LEGE T BEALMHON KA M SR, IR REA LM R fEAHBL. Keller
F1 Waller(2002)f T 45 Hi - 3 ASFIUEAS 2B X BF AR FpoF ¥ 52 1 ] e b AT UGR BN B 5 )2
RN, R AL . A, W SRR R AR FR A (0 5 A8 3, w] LASG e P i)
WAL ZREME, IXAE— PR Eucalyptus morrisbyi H145 2151 52 (Jones et al. 2005).

B77 1IN AT S5 AT AR R 8 A & AL E R AN A (Frankham 1995), & A5 PRI AT
DIV 5218 52 A 2 S50 B IR ] 5 i RP R 193 & 1 (Hedrick & Kalinowski 2000) . % 27 HLik 58 i
i (Felis concolor coryi) st f& Pk 52 & AMBAF 1o 3 2 HLIK SEYNIIER B Fhate N, fEisifLis
TAEHTY, ZREMERAR, aiG RErgm, V24 s bbe (i B e /) — MR, el
— RHNLURT D WA TR, LU BES2E RS RS, R KRB, XL
% HLIE MW A AR AR iy, ABAEIL RSN p 2IAE We 5350, T DL ERRIC
Rl 2 HLIK SE P A AL AR ST FE e SR PN A AR, JF HILEIAEMELL 1900 4E 1Y
PRA AL AR P ARIEIXANE DL, — BR3P 7 i 5 LN AR A4, 38 0 b5 Fo At Al
WML . 1995 TF a3 T ek & it-&l, MIEIE e 5= g N T 8 SkBESY, Mo 5 3k
AR E T TN 7RI 14 JU, B Sk S RIS, HAlAT FH PR R
AR K HPZIC(Hedrick & Kalinowski 2000). )5 %45 (Tympanuchus cupido pinnatus){t: 3¢ [H
R PH R B AR SR A T ) — AR I 1 o B ARE AN 1962 4EZT 2000 HAMATR
B3] 1994 SEHIAF] 50 H (Westemeier et al. 1998). 55 Hoe MM BRI LRI 23 b o REA LR, IR
AR PR R (138 £ B Rt R A . 1992 4, MILE MR 5IANT 271 1
AT s RS ARSI 45 SRR BRI R 1) A2 SRR AL 2R A Tk 52 (Bouzat et al. 1998).

TiEh, AL EEARE R PG A G AR AN, AR AR b, TR T BEA LI
FE, LIRS LR AE ™ AL B, E2A 3 N R R SRR A FACHTT
R IAIBEHLAR A A% 22 A Male AT BRI [T 12 v T A0 18] 1) 2340 45 (Frankham et all.
2002). {EHHATCHK /N, invr 2R, RO BRUER, I ANk
2T AT IR, 45 R PR T RIEE b A AN (115 45 B (Hedrick & Kalinowski 2000). 4 5
Fa(Pinus radiata) 7R NIN AT SR PO EFAEAE 5 AS20 B0 HARFREE, S5VGRF 1 A B0 AeEl
AR A ARG KBRS B oK . Karhu 25(2006)%6 He 5 ANFRREREA T 18 AR (1K) 5256 26 W B 0 ol
B JLBRBEA AL 0 RO, I BB R Bl R R A 36 R REL 5t 10 5 DR A B KR 204k o AtAT)
AL B UG/ N RER AL B AR T3 . Chung %5(2004)3 i A9 2% (Cremastra appendiculata)
1) e, B S5 A RIF UL, 6 X SRR R KT AR A ) B ORAP AL TR BT e B 5 R RN T i 1)



SEfl BREAT, PR st AR AR A AR, PR I8 A 2 REVE RIS & B2 BRI, o B 51 R A S
P AR R B o B IEAEA RS Wik, R D RIS NS, — @ R BT DAY
IS AL EAR X B (1) 5 1 (Frankham et al. 2002).

AT, A3 BRIGSERITAE FARFIRE 2 7= 2k W2 (W AL i, Ll anrRh e iy R0 1) 2 A
TR0y FE DR 11 4% 18] 4 23 A1 (Ishihama et al. 2005), PRIt T 3L R AE AL 1R T, A4
MIERE GO, DARBEZ R A R R R R e B, 5 SR UIG A ¥ G § (Frankel & Soule
1981). Fabiani £(2003)illid %} # % (Miroinga leonina) (5%, W\ h7E—KZ 3k —FE L KW
AR GekE SR e, R /DR SRR AS I, A I B R 184 S5 M AR AL 0 A
AR F N L s B DA v R w7 AR i DR VAR 1 30T 25 0 o 1) ) AR 2 S A T
(Storfer 1999).

B, WA R]) R 2 A2 A W] e 3 U ARARTE ) RER AR ) T B, XA AR T I AT IR L
5o AT FE IR ey 083 S 1 1T BUPP R AR A7 18 ) B IR (Fenster & Galloway 2000). & 48 1] LA
ASEWRAG P )R AT SR DR HE N WA P, AR ARl 15 T K LG 1 F s o AR 3 1 48] 2 SR 1
T I R P — A B 0512 K JT 48 #2 (Cercoparpus traskiae), ‘&5 — AN FEE LR
11 ™MK, Rieseberg 45(1995)i ik RAPD AL E R A M T AT IEAL AL 57, RINIX 11 #k
KW 5 B ARt ANMA . T H., BRSO, 2000 FT RIRIEAS b 2 b 17 25 7 A 1 o

1.4 BRfEF KA IR

/K ¥ (Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu et Cheng) 3§ J& 42 %l (Taxodiaceae) /K #2 J&
(Metasequoia Miki ex Hu et Cheng)(#H5G4H, #)7% 1948), ettt LM F ity . 7EK
2RI, NATTE A A & S AR S DU ALK I 4K, fe AE g B = h AR AL 225
AR AN T T B AT Z R I A AT . AR Y IR ST S 20 A2 AU
Chaney {EXZKAZ R ATAR A IS, A IXE ALK FIYIZE Y (Chaney 1948). 1941 4 H A
Miki 8 L3 KA A A R ZEAZ A BR AR 1R 8 190 77 UL S AR B D7 TR LS, A
FABKRX A, MILEST T KA JE 4 Metasequoia. Ja ok, FERFEFAEIMI LA F)
JITTHREE BRI T 35— R G DR TARZ R FIN R, K2 T7585E, 1948 FHI5L5HH
HT(1948) IEAX A AKAZ E 4 I A T K2R ILZ 20 ) F BRI R
—(HER 2003), KIZWFEILHE K “IEeA” D).

IKAZ R R LRI, 2B SO E I MBS R . BAE 1982 4R3I [E KRR
JR AR CHEBRBS R A5 Py 8 ME K — 2 R R L —;
1992 4F, FEZEMAABAAM I (EEZ TR b 30— s R (e
Bt 1999 4 8 F1 4 HHHER) (1 KB SR B A A sk GE—HE)) TP — R
Y1 2002 4F 8 JIAERQR P RO A TFI 8 e [ BR AKAZ 251807 WP I 506 7K AZ B A A
LA S AE B R I S RMEIEST; 2004 FEHR (TR EPIFZL AL )
H At i T 5 A, AT T 500km™” $AHMEF TR, 4% 2004).

KEZBRIG, R TAEZ NSRBI EM. 1948 £ 5 H, 7655 i e iE X
BAL “ P ERARAE R e 7o AR T HAEW NSRRI X7 Bih E AL IS, K K25
T KRR BT . 1974 4F E AR ALA RN ELKAZIUENL T “OKAZ 8 B, 1982 M)



JBAA B T RIINIKAZ A Ffry i, 2001 4 10 H, 14648 B H 5% e B va MR
BURT, B 2F L B AR IR X 5 AN AKAZ AR f 5 I b 1 22 2 Ll AR DR X, )B4 T 8
JEESR L BRI X R . 2003 4E 6 H 9 H, EISReiE U et g “midb At}
L K SRR IX 7

IKAZ 51 Bl AR BRI G E e 5 b X R AT 5 [ B SR TF e k. 1946 FERKCR 25
—HOKZF R, EA MR A, BUB Rt A6 TN R AR R A A
bl bk iy B AT SR HIE AR, HRUAR R BOR (K M EH 2000, EAARESE 2005). 1947 K,
TEAKAZHAIER A AT Z B, FERHE RIS FI a5 45 T 5 IS Bl 5 B i s A bl L
MW P RIS IR A bel o A 22 BT AT RE A P . EDBE Dehra Dun. 92 /K A /R 6
(Birr Castle) 5, Jf H1 B v AEA A el A& ATl 3 e 45 Wk - (S 4 X0 2003), 7K
IZAE T E R S5 2 Rk ke o T R X AKAZ KR 5 | R, FKAZAEIX B AR K
HERE, TS AR BT RR, 2B R PRI R, gk be sk b, FI5%. #5655, K%,
BB IEAR L, AR ORGP A AT R B EEAEH

MIAKAZ B R AT SRR, TR R B S i ez —. B2,
IKIZKE SRR T LT AR At AR 27 A1 B 2% 16 o BT LA, I R AR (R 7K A2 N R R B A2 5 A2 A
AL Z FEPEARIRPIRIL ? 8 4E 251 2 R I 3 B AR MRERZKF 2 N KA Tl fie 11 3G K
EREEARAG 2 N TAKAZ M BERETT A FRTEHT? KA1 AT B DK 7 56 56 il AR 5 1k A
TR VISR, AR AR T A T80 AR R R 55 %, Bl
HME, THIG T RO FER (B RLE 2003); N T/KAZRBE SCRILH 4L 2 ARG, H 5B 4K
FEPBEAPAE W 2 AL /(L et al. 2005)% % 2 ARIAEAF LS . Rk, e b Zidt—»
X IKAZ W ST (1 T A 5 AL 1 T 39T R D) EA T IR AN ST o ASHHE T BT S0 T 2R il R 7K A
SFRHAINT, FIH DNA JFHIBNKIZTEAZ RN R GRS, e St i bt fb By
S 5 ARG RORERIS AL 0T, LRSI AKAZ N TR S AR PP BE IR s 45 0 S I, 4R
N LM AL S5 R R A B o« BRI R RIS O 22 B BH I A AR RS, (A FRAT A
TR PR A o AR R IR AAZ B8 ) B AT A PR e B, St e N TR RS R AR A B TR S e
DA R, BATN LSRR b R I A 4w A PR A ERT, BRSNS 15 e
HARTEHT o S Joitid LA E— RGBS, PRI AKAZ N TR st % 45 4 1 R 35 DA K 1B
RE T (R, 42 H S FH AT 80 DR e, SR 0 S i ) b il e A N S I R bR SR i 2%

1.5 AW AIBOR 2 B

AW BB LN, B 56 TR R RGO 1AL, fERIEAE 1, itk
SRR AR BT HE P T THDR AK AR AT VA o 30045 S5 K 70 T LB HR B AR BRI Al s
KT SSRs Fric i Pt Py 1 1504% 22 FEVE MU 1] A 150 4% 70 AU RE RESEAT XS LU0 AT, AR 4 2R B Ak
RV FR . BB RE D AL R F AR BRI A AT R LE AT, MR IR AR AL
Tt R ANAZRC AR G 3 J7 T T RE S0 AR, AELE ST SREEA_EZRI AKAZ W A AR AR BT e
1o SRJEXSAKANREZBEAT VA, S AT (R DRy AR 2 48t o



A

UN A SRR

A

IKIZAERZ R R G 00 FIBAL

A

A

4

WAL AR D23 2 KR R HAT RIS RE
A A 4
FARFHRE N Rb FARTRE NTHPHE
A4 \4 \4

Wt Z A B KRGS F-F i K P R

AN

A
B S 2SS
RIRHEHRET]
\ 4
IKAZ VA
IKAZ AR R A 4 I

L1 AHFFTHA R 2
Figure 1.1 Task flow chart in this study
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ZA4 K B ¥ (phylogenetics) /& 18 [F F 2~ 5 W. Hennig T~ 1950 S, I FHRZE A
AHUARE R GG R . HE T Hennig(1966)42 Hi I i R EE V7D R (1)) 18 1) 28 48 J g FRAR G 73 8 2%
IR REAR T EE, & S AR L T — NS Sl (Doyle 1993).

WA RS R T AT MG T — SR RE RS AR B AT ) Fnt A2 2= 1l
s (Luciano 2001), {H A @A R (M HELe g1 7k 2 AR 190 3 1 R G B 70 BT (Nei &
Kumar 2002). fili—28555k, B F > TF B R E, I FEEE N R %1
WEFCR AR [ 4 =, RARRIMAE RSk § WU H0 50 . BUBCRTE [ J7 11 (Sanderson &
Shaffer 2002).

ARG EA LN T S5 B, X% DNA 8 A 5P HI R GRG0 0 sk
WA F AR AL L TR, XIS N 2 N8V 2 88 (Nei 1996). 1L
(B — JR R JE PR 5848 (Nei & Kumar 2002), 11 AN (1)3E K 5k DNA F B R A7 1R
R ZESE, P DARRAT AT LUl i X S6 5L K 5 DNA F BERIEFU LT A 3 28K A WA (B
i T A BE JE BRI A AR I EESC R (Nei 1996).

I3 1B R 0 R M R W A 2 A N AT kA g SR v EE A 1 R AR I TR A
(Arbogast et al. 2002). 7 FEME AL 20 tHED 60 FEARHEH KT, B IA R FEDIFIIE K =4 1)
HEA AT A I TRV R R AL 5K 2R v DA— AN RS E (1) 3 #2054 T (1) (Zuckerkandl & Pauling 1965).
AT IEAMBBE AT LU 237 Ees Al vy R 6 0B 1), w] DL SR IEAT RGE R & 04T
T o HTARMIER L DNA F B AN, ERH 27 oi, fe4e 3 8By
#%(Rutschmann 2006): — /& H 73 8RS ARG — IR ot R 10 7V 0 e Bk i e kAT
WRER T =G el R 7. ARG T I, DNA JPAEE IR
2%, DAl TE 2 B TR 2 AN 5 2% 1) it 2 (Arbogast et al. 2002) .

ARG KRB F I OAET 1357 % A2 288 (monophyletic group), AR RLEREAGBEH T
Mo FLRISHE LT HAT I A 58 F0 3L [RIHH S8R A 1) B0 45 B i i 43 25 8 (Bechly 2005). H
PRFFER b, TR DR 8 T A 22 JE R SIS () 2 IR T 1 A7 0 (Nei & Kumar 2002).
BE 2 MR L 1 Fd 2), &40 2 ANER, 435008 al. a2, bl. b2, XL
SRR 2 ANIRh o BT R A AR (] 2.1) 0 IXFMIEOLT, Sk BAN R AL
al 5 a2 o bl 5 b2 ek Ky EIR A YR EE M (ortholog), TMIFEAIN) al AT bl, a2 F1b2, al
b2, LK a2 A1 bl Rk A U5 R SE M (paralog) . A T HEE—DMANFEIF I RE KB,
AT 448 FH B 95 Rk DRI AN 2 IR [RIE R DR, DRI oA A B U )k R QR e 4

RGR AW H LRI JEHR 2 07 R LR RS0 E F 2
ks . 2003 FEEFHEY) R 4K G W 4l (angiosperm phylogeny group, APG)H DNA J7%)
7T HRRKE IR P 7 KRGS, e A T AL T A4 (monocots) Al
BN T FEY) (eudicots) RS, BT AR N S T ¥ 2K (rosids) %42 (asterids) 352K
#E(APG 2003). XAV ARG K T WAL TIHA, W 1998 4 Bateman 55 A%



R MR 01K RGEK BT T 2558, Doyle(1998) 4 4EE FHMI M R GE K B M T L1 1MLk .
XRGUEH e SRR WA ITIIE, W1 1999 4 Weller 1 Sakai i34 T RGEK H 7
AEWFFUREA) ST R Gt T7 T BN TS B, 2002 4F Webb 55 NiBid T R4k B MITER /L
SFEWIRR, MR T =MIE RGO T B A 2S4S P 7% A 4L R
GURE G5 TRERER N EST G RGO B AL DLRAEREE 2 00 P AR & B EAL R AN
ARG B IWTFT

N

b2 |

1 2
El 21 2 MR ES R . HEF al 5 a2 338 bl 5 b2 #F 0 HIEFEVEEER, mmkE
X al flbl, a2 b2, al F1b2, LA a2 Fl bl #ERA I FIJEIEF (Nei & Kumar 2002).
Figure 2.1 The replicated genes of two different species. al and a2, bl and b2 are ortholog,
respectively. And al and bl, a2 and b2, al and b2, a2 and b1 are paralog(Nei & Kumar 2002).

212 RGEKH F MBI

B 20 L 60 AEARIEAL 2 ) M 23 T JE Al A5 208 W LA R3S Fh o 1 AR 2# R I R
&, W RGUR G &P AL R IRAE T8 R R IE BGRGER, IX ORI~ R st 7 L 46 1
o IRZ ALY FAX PRGN G (AR 31 e AU B iR B, A I B OC R f
B TR RO LE R 3% (Luciano 2001).  AATTRESS I &R (707 il (S5 00 Aol . BRI
BEACHE TR IR (1) e 7 B 55 5%),  nT LRI A 2800 T B B 2R I K &R
2.1.2.1 PEESHE

A INA L - $417%: (unweighted pari-group method with arithmetic means, fij#k UPGMA)J&:
R AR B R 2R W T, B e IR AR UL o 2R B o 24 FTREAT R H 43
Frin, JBGE AT R Ao FEDIEARHURIE E . FI BRI B Al R AW, XA
T3 O B A e A A H BE A OB (Nei et al. 1983b). U MEERIEARER AT 2 Ho T I %
DRI A% T R A H BN, 2 2 A4 iR 22, {0 UPGMA {5n] i T-E @R (Nei &
Kumar 2002),

1987 4F Saitou Al Nei #& /N 3L R # (minimum evolution method), #&H T —FiH %KL
(077 VE——4B 4% (neighbor-joining method, A #% NJ)o 455 I F AN IG T 47 w] BEAI4R Fh 4544,
BAERE— B BOE WM RGN, #L N H N B, AEEE ARG KM, EHOH T
UPGMA EFHERIBGE , NHAERE 73 0 b, R BT S 0T BLANIR] (Nei & Kumar 2002).




2.1.2.2 BKELE

B K27 (maximum parsimony method, fijFR MP)g L2 5k T IR AMERWT 7T 1) 75 2Em
REALKI, PUEHMEEARAAEVFZ A, Hoh Ao iz i 175 258 oo
B RS K MR E R, X DNA P24 0 H1(Sourdis & Krimbas 1987). %
KIELNERN 4 TR TR (5K 20 M BEmR) vl 5828 0 5 8 5 AR AT ] —Ff (R T4 77 o))
XFEX T —20 @ I 454, ] DLHETRE AN A A SRS o REX— 4R &5, mTRATHEH
FRAREREAN VEA I RE T it A% IR (B BETR) ) e /N ARE H o 6 AT w] BE IR Al R 41 45 4
BEATIZ AR UH ST BRIk 0 e 75 A QR S5 N 4 S5 R A B I R GE b (Nei & Kumar 2002).
2.1.2.3 B RMRYE

KSR (maximum  likelihood method, AR ML),  Dh—/NMEFE IR AR RL 43 1T BE
SE I —ALP HVEHR AL T IRAF I BF— R @R AR RIS D Bk, Bkt BUR F ds R )3k b
GERIE R B B o T RIS AR SN R BN AN SR R K, TR SRk b5 K
B AAL THB K (Nei & Kumar 2002).
2.1.2.4 AFEEM T VE LR 5

AR D7 R A A, %5 B (Y Y FH VS L (R A0 i SRR, R
WA BAAREBLIfT 2 « ANid, Brocchieri(2001)F H R RNA. DNA Bl 1 00741037 1 R 4t
KRB IHTEH S HA G 125 R B . 77 A2 X S8 00 I (1 iR DR nl @8 i 0t [R5 A 6 3 1 Fro A8
BAPE L ASTR) B T3 7006 AN [R) b Ak 6 R RO . DR EORE 1) O 22 ARER KA sl et gk 1h 1 R
B8 A A IR i O LK HT SR HE W 22 48 A IR 28 I AR VFH I ALLTG 490 A7 1 W X 45 (Brocchieri
2001). 534b, AEMEARTERERTRA BRI Z MR RGK G 5 il —A Bk
(Rokas et al. 2003).

KEZHOTERH BB K F BT HE brdE, FEAHRP R SR8, Rz,
PLULEE . R G (Felsenstein 1982), ib 1] LLIEFE 2 AL P41 0,  BEAS BE 4 My N 22,
SEHAE LS RN o 8 2 T I e 5 A — ik, A — AN AN R AT b
LR RGR G W, a8 IS 201 T DUEE i g R 40K & 4 I HER 74 (Cunningham 1997, Jiti
JESE 2003). fEN TR GER B RSN RI AR B 9% 73 T o BT BUR BES 2B, AR TR RE
fit [ I 23 BT £ ) J— B AE 8 AR (Queeiroz et al. 1995),  H/S ik D] ml /b B () BE-75 35 [A] 2 A 45
oA BN BB, — I A 12 1) 5 DRI 5 79 31 1 45 R m] 5 BBy » 3T, Rokas 45(2003)
CABERE 8 AR, FH T 106 ANJERIIEA T AT AR A5 B AW o B — AN TR Bl /D (1 B
BB P4 53 A3 B R AT BAH R JE R b a5, A, Ak R IBe G A5 31—, JF
B S BRI SRR . i/ DA 20 AN SE R IR 159 21 55 A 358 BRI A e A AH 2R 8L 45
Ho BRULETESL, 36T UK AN BE R AL AT % (Wolf & Rogozin 2002).

2.1.3 &2 #H(Taxodiaceae) R4 K B Wt Lt &

KRR IE T R P 2 nii =S4, MR RUR T g /e B A a0 HE e Mok B al s 2ok
HoR o AU TRV, 8 I 57 M b Bl W oR 58 AR . AU o Al B AN W) 2 PR R 0L %
B KB RIALSE, FFY R L ER(T R4 1995). AZFHEY) B ikt T3RRE&, H
TEHTT L B AR 2 22 Py A SR IR AR o A R AR AR R TR L2 =28, R R R K 2,



A FACEER, A R R A ) s A BRI, R B R AR AL 2 A
LB, BT IR B AA S TR, (HAELUREKH I S R R i, T
JRARTE . AR, KEISREL K o WS — 20 A BRVE R T B a A R N o 4 S X
o B YUK AR B R ZDEAAE RS R0 A D — 20 BB A 2 b R X, S A
BRI A 2, ANAE AR J6 38 SOMOCRIE (1) A HU LAY “ BEMEFT” TR 3RAT (T 7K A
1995).

KRR 9 J& 14 FrOS T, ML E 1978), 40 4 #a J& (Sciadopitys) . 4142 J&
(Cryptomeria). 7K#2J&(Glyptostrobus). V%17 J&(Taxodium). 7K1ZJ&(Metasequoia). £I42J&
(Sequoia). A2 JE (Sequoiadendron). 2 & (Cunninghamia). & ¥4 42 & (Taiwania). J& T K4
(1994 NAZRIIA 9 J& 12 B 3 A2hh, HOBITRIAEILE (1978)/0 T A, AN T3 H42
J& (Athrotaxis), J HJ& [ FrA7 L4248, FFAHIAZ 2 HAKIRZ 38R, s & 3 P2 A2,
EIEZ AR AR

FZRES & T E 3 A T IRV X AR R B2 1 R 55 LS A 23 A DA S B R IS B Y
k35t o A A o VRIAZ IR (90 A B 28 R AL IR A 0 2 LA M 22 35 VG BF) « A2 AR B (A G B

BEA) BVEAZJE (b B R A LU A G FR) MIMIAZ J (7 At T o LR A)#S RS )2 o0 A
g, HAr))E, aAZBMERES T REMEILE, MR 0E 1 BT AZE),
EBOCRNE 3 D Je M o b A R T B —— K2 B AR A J&, —H i), A
T EREA R AZRNIAE S B4k T 2 1) F e ERGR SAE (T KA 1994).

ARJE IS AT 2 iRl 2 #RB5 RO )74, A2 E 1978), fHE42 A (C. lanceolata) fl &5
A2 AK(C. koniabii), Y34hKIHF2A(C. lanceolata cv. glauca) 1% 424 (C. lanceolata cv.
mollifolia) & ¥ /N #5548 Ff . 48 B F2 A (C. unicandiculata DY.Wang et HL.Liu)/& 1982 4=4EDY )|
gl FA N B BB IR 1950 KA RILAZAE (1) — A8k, 20 A AR/ N CEAEAR, Xl
FIFK 1982). [FI4E, fl S A2 ARIASFKAEAZ A (C. unicandiculata var. pyramidalis)# &8, 43
M ERART, FEAEMEE . KW EL(CEME, XIRIA 1982). R4 75 F1 75 7K 5%(1986)
XA B A2 AR TR AEAZ AR AL AW SN A IX PRI AN A2 LA SRS o, 9K AEAZ AR Sy Sy = A
WA AZARTRN GERZARTHI . KL, KEAZAT] F5 D KA A RE B2 AR P
AR, TR T AL RS C(RAPD) LA I X6 A2 AR YR 56 R IF 7 40 236 WK 18 2 A2 A Bl
G RF R AN, N A E WA AR I — AT Rt 46 2E 1994, G 1998).

tH T AZ BB (Cupressaceae) AT ISR 2k K &, XTI RHIRI > MoR S SR MAEIT—H
R ARG b, AR TR S5 K K 22 A AZ BRI RME ) & BRSO R, (HXMohsT
NAETEA SRR AL S W) 28 )7 1l (Eckenwalder 1976, Hart 1987), LA fufis 2454k - (Price
& Lowenstein 1989)# ii5k. UTiFk, BKBZ 717K BRI BER SRR AZ BRI R
HIER—AFE 1994 4, Brunsfeld 55X 244 rbeL XK 5UH 7~ TAZ BRI R RS0 K
HRR, MATRWTTIE G2 ZRFIECD — B 218, RN 2R Bt ilick, Mkt
R E T AR — AN 3 o Tsumura 45(1995)H PCR-RFLP J5 157041 T 1 4k4& DNA 6 AN
(frxC, rbcL, psbA, pabD, trnK, 16S rDNA)FR il 14 Py VI BEEEE U) v B B 2 FE I T R4
RAR, HEWRS Brunsfeld S0 HTAHIL, UESE T AZRFIMIBMRIE ISR R . 2000 4F
Gadek 2556 T matK JEIHI tbeL JERI 38 7 PR AT 8, ELAAs RO I W T &% 2 TRD 1) 5%



e MR 2R, fEIX R, R E e sk, MRSy — B RR,
SRR RN R E A TE(2003) HAZIEIA 28S tDNA 78X AZRHFIAA RHIE
ITRGRE i, WFRRAZEL MRHE I — AR SURH A, I BXZRE i
BHURG R EXRRM T B E&EHER, M 2002).

WA — A 40U J&——4 2 & (Sciadopitys), &40 702K EAEE VAR, (B
TR F LA RO AR5 B G (AR AL SRR RHE ) #-AT R H ORI 2 5+
It HARIRNG 2 f) 27 R0 S e 5l F A 5 PR 1R K22 7 (Kusumi 2000). 552K, rbel
J¥%|(Brunsfeld et al. 1994). 28S rDNA J¥-%//(Stefanovic et al. 1998, Z&EHA, ##E 2003).
cpDNA [f] PCR-RFLP(Tsumura et al. 1995)[{/F 5T, # SRR &40 8 MAZ AR 20 25 1ok,
A BT R A o

R IR 73 R E A G IS A 5 o FRE 2238 22K 01(1989, 1990) 84 M4 i g 4,
KLY A BN 7KAZ BAZRE N DA ) R G B AT T W9, e — MR R4, b4 15k
FeAR AN BT K, RIS R M2 R IAZ S8 VP2 R OKA & &5 P2 JE)
ARUROKZIE EXE. A2 E) KRR AE . A2 RSS2 RSS2 E)S
ANMERHRIRE AL XTERAL LRI R0 1 T A G R AT FU AR SCRE A RIS tH ok, (H¥s 9
J& 43 AN IR ) =A% AESRLAAZIEOKIZ IR EXZIE . A2 0E) PR IGRE PR )E
KIRJE). EARB(REEE. BHAZE. EARE. KIRE) (T KM 1994). BRIG5>
FTRIERAE /3B XAGR T 534 —Mor a0 LR @M R, Hoax 9 J& 4 I iintZ G (H
FIg). WEPIBROKE. EPZE). WRAEKELE. a28). KEKROKER). 1
KIEREAKIE BHAZE . GVEIZIE)S (T KA, HALE 1996). XIHi%45(1996, 2003)7) 5l
AR T KAZ 3 52 B O3 A FIFRBE ARSI 1) OC 3R, I ANy 20027 40 B AKAZ A AT EAT 3 S AT 25

RO BIN ZREEIR, AR RS0 K— HAREAR KIS o (R N5 Fhrid
WA 2] 1A —BUm g R . HAE Kusumi 25(2000)4E T M-SR bric it 7428
RGEKR AW, M@ 4 ASH2844 5 Bt (matK, chlL, trnL-trnF, trnL), FH 5 K TR 40y 48
PR RN E . B2 EE R th 2, RIEEMAZE S B2, R RKZE.
AKIE. BBV —3, WEPRZEFKA R —3, M8 S48 A s—32. 3
fl X 2544 rbeL J¥41(Brunsfeld 1994). H&pfh 6 N JEF (frxC, rbel, psbA, pabD, trmK, 16S
tDNA) ] PCR-RFLP 4} #7(Tsumura 1995). %44 matK Hl rbcL JE[Kl(Gadek 2000) #8575 H AH{EL
iR,

IKAZ I HESL AR, HRG RO E — EHAT P WISESNHIE T H4(1948) B A it
FNKKE B SICRLALE . BEALE. w2 REAKRBITS, BN TERFMELZE, N
FINLKIERE AHILEIEA ST, CAS Gt TRk 4 1 55 5 T I AN SC Rl KA
J& 5337 K Bh(Sterling 1949, Z=4KH] 1989, LA 1988). 7E/KAZJE SAZRHL & & M ¢ RIFH
Hr, TIKAR(1995) TER S 03 S i R WK B S 4R . BERZIRIT S . FMRAI(1990)%) %t
AR REER KR, a8, BERREITMNSES KR . Kusumi 55(2000)F) H 44
VAR TBARMS KR . AR, BEEEMITREEEK R,

BETERULOKE B RGr K P BRI B LT 2 HI it 4xfk DNA P51, Zokifk



DNA JFHII 5 BT AR WARTE o AT 1R -2k DNA FIZRLA DNA PR B4R 741 43 AT i
R JE 15 B 1 BRI ARG RK R FI, HWIOKEAEERHIRG KT, KT
N SRR B AL 2 B

2.2 MRS
2.2.1 i REUFEHLR

2004 1F 4 H %2 2005 4 8 HIHCEEAZRL 9 @I 15 B 1 R FES (R 2.1). AKAZHE
J& 2001 4 L IKAZ I B A = i A6 A ) )1 LN 2 BEAN A I R 2004 4 4 J1 7 HAE)™
MAERRIPITERAE T 751425 2004 4F 4 H 29 HAEWHTA G 2B R H IR THIAZ . AR
HAKIAZ =Hf: 2004 4F 5 J1 1 HEEDUIAA R THEE R ARFEKIERZ AR, 2004 45 J1 10 HAE B
R 23 R AR T KA s WAZ . SRPUERECPIARZ =R B IRE H SR, SEaE B E AU T
A58, HEHETZ, FrLLT 2004 4F 6 J 765 EE A1 (Whatcom Seed Company)[Hl >k #E47
R, UMESZEG Y AEMEEET 2004 45 9 HAENUNRYIERSE; SEEAMTE
B, WA BERA LT 2005 4 8 H 20 HRAGET Lk, 78K A&ZET
FUEEE G L (121°17'37E, 24°232"N, 4K 2250m)fTR; 25 A2 & (P P (/N3 A2 Rl
AR ALY o3 A A R P [ 25 30 25 JE . % (Tasmania), K BIE I 2% % Greg Jordan
AR 20054FE 8 H 9 H, t A% % 42 K T~ i Fenton {51 < B§ 700m ] Donson i1 (146°38'E,
42°41'S, K 950m), /MBI AZ KT Donson 132 (115 73 4l (146°35'40"E, 42°41'15"S,
R 950m) .

BrEAZAL, HABRE R REIR T o B R 75 45°C R Rl 48hr, ARJEEEAIK
RV E N UCARIR AL 28d, SRR B ORFF— @ WS, ARG RN 3gErh 20°C /o DR AR
JE, 2913d Jakef, feilint v G HER$2IE DNA.

TEMRARH AT MUAD. JAAPE N ANRRE(R 2.2).

2.2 AR RAE s S I TR)

Table 2.2 Sampling sites of outgroup species in this study

&

& 24 Chinese ] KA Hh A SRAEIRF 8]

Genus Scientific name name Abbreviation ~ Sampling site Data
[ 71 )& (Sabina) Sabina chinensis cv. Kaizuca JeA Sa.ch HHIFTE RS 2005.9.22
)% )& (Platycladus)  Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco 41 Pl. or B2 e LT 2006.3.31
HJ44 J& (Juniperus) Juniperus formosana Hayata A Ju. fo i 2006.3.31

2.2.2 HHYIE DNA HRH

KAAHYIRE S P AT 28] QIAGEN [##4) DNA $2HUAM G2, H b4 R CTAB
%, 1t Doyle & Doyel(1987) 1) 77 ¥2: 550 FAE XM K (Fan et al. 2004).
2221 MR X

FastPrep™™ FP120 %441} il %1% (Thermo Electron Corporation, Massachusetts, U.S.A);

AG 5417R B &A1 2 O HL(Eppendorf, Hamburg, Germany);



R 2.1 AT AZ R I RAF 5 L I 1)

Table 2.1 Sampling sites of species in Taxodiaceae in this study

& B4 T4 ] PR PR KEN
Genus Scientific name Chinese name Abbreviation Sampling site Date Collector
Wil AZ )& (Cryptomeria D. Don) Cryptomeria fortunei Hooibernk ex Otto et Dietr. Mtz Cr. fo WLARZEmREL 2004 44 F Kk
Cryptomeria japonica (L.f.) D.Don BN 7 Cr. ja WHTAIRZATERHL 2004 4F 4 A G197
7K ¥ J& (Glyptostrobus Endl.) Glyptostrobus pensilis (Staunt.) Koch IKFRA Gl. pe a1 2004 £ 5 H A
P12 (Taxodium Rich) Taxodium distichum (L.) Rich. TR Ta. di eI 2004 4F 4 H AR
Taxodium ascendens Brongn. Az Ta. as iR 2004 £ 5 H A
Taxodium mucronatum Tenore. 7Y AHE S Ta. mu iR 2004 4F 5 H AR
/K A2 @ (Metasequoia Miki ex Hu et Cheng) ~ Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu et Cheng KAz Me. gl WALA RN BN 2 2001 £ 8 /] [N
(1E38)ZL42 )& (Sequoia Endl. ) Sequoia sempervirens (Lamb.) Endl. AR A Se. se L A ) Il 2004 4E 9 H TRk
E# J& (Sequoiadendron Buchholz) Sequoiadendron giganteum (Lindl.) Buchholz EE Sd. gi A7 B & 2004 4F 6 H PRk
12 A J&(Cunninghamia R. Br.) Cunninghamia unicandiculata DY.Wang et HL.Liu VA=Y VN Cu. un VU148 1l 8 BLAZ KB 2004 45 H 2
Cunninghamia unicandiculata var. pyramidalis UBIENIFS N TE AN
KEEAZA Cu. py 2004 £ 5 1 7]
DY.Wang et HL.Liu i
Cunninghamia lanceolata (Lamb.) Hook. A Cu. la WLAmZEERHIL 2004 4F 4 H TRk
Cunninghamia konishii Hayata [ERCYZN Cu. ko SRR RIS 2005 48 H B
V5 K2 J (Taiwania Hayata) Taiwania cryptomerioides Hayata [ Tw. cr BN A4 bl 2004 £ 9 1 K ik
142 J& (Athrotaxis D. Don) Athrotaxis selaginoide D. Don iediy At. se WMARFIE LB 2005458 4 Greg Jordan
Athrotaxis cupressoides D. Don AN ALY 7 At. cu BKFWIEN D EW S 2005458 4 Greg Jordan




Gel Doc2000™5E i ¥ 1% 2 45 (Bio-RAD, California, U.S.A.).
2.2.2.2 Fr&ds]

CTAB(F/Nkedk = H R AL E) I 1 Sigma A7), H 3¢5 4 H6269; RNaseA 1 1 kb DNA
Ladder, NaCl, EDTA, PVP, W4 Lif§ Sangon /A 7.
(1) VEMEZZ

100 mmol/L Tris-HCl, pH 8.0; 1.4 mol/L NaCl; 20 mmol/L EDTA, pH 8.0; 0.3% 2-%i%&
ZBE(VIV); 2% PVP(W/V)CE LG Selid K-30). 2-3i3E Z BRI PVP 7E4E F AT
(2) 2X CTAB £ 2 0

Ve 22 v I 2% ) CTAB(W/V).
(3) 1 X TE 223

1 mol/L Tris-HCl1, pH 8.0; 1 mmol/L EDTA.
2.2.2.3 RWERF

(OFRELZY 0.05g FER M 7 BEEFENL OB 30s, B 0.1g HrE it 1y AV B A i e rh e
&, BERES RSN 1.5ml eppendorf &, I 1ml FA BIVEIE S . K TRATECE T UK B
5 24t SRJE 13,000 pm, 4°C &0 15min, #¢ 5.

()M 750 pl TS 60°C 1) DNA $EHUZE MM, 60°C/KH 90min. HHIHIBERG 15 405 F
N HE] JLIK eppendorf B, DMEA I SV K S A HUH A HT A 5

GYIMAZEARFA(T50 p)fIG 0 — 57 mE(24:1), b R3] eppendorf 45 JLIK, HEIERIL
WA 1. AR A AEOHLE, L 13,000 rpm, 4°C B0 15min, B EIEW. EE K.

(¥ ISR B —hric 47 8T eppendorf 4 H, A 4 pl 10 mg/ml [f] RNaseA, 37°C
JKHE 30min. I E =R

5) P I FEARFR ST — 7 IR (24:1), A2 TE LM, 13,000 rpm, 4°C E5.0 15min.

(O)BU LI 1/3 4AFL SM NaCl ¥R 2 5 ARRR UK I, e i s), DRy
A LU B LA I ZORTTIE . i R B B ] W PTuE =4, H RS PIRN-20 CH¥
30min.

(755 5 B 13,000 rpm, 4°C 50 15min. BB M eppendorf & 81 HY, /MDA
FH DNA yijE s —FfE T .

)N 1 ml THA ) 70% LIELATESE DNA JTiE, 10,000 rpm, 4°C 4420 Smin,
2.

(9)3F EIEW, ¥ eppendorf 5| & THiIA KLY TAEG F, ARKT, A7 1-2hr,

(10)I N\ 150pl TE ZZil, LLWHi# DNA UIE. 1X/& DNA ffifAi, 4l DNA =2
Je SR SERG ER, SEPREF H ddH,0 4 DNA /AR R 3 .

2.2.3PCR {1
2231 BHTW

AL T 3 PRI (RS RIS A4 R DR 4 R e R 5 BRI 200 ) 5 Y )i FH 5 140,
AR EE SR R KRG GRS 1T 5050 . TS IR EL T 2 M DNA X
. 8 NSRRI 4 AN ERiAAX SR AE 14 X5 TP (R 2.3). TSEK TEA L4514



Ei Wit /) )W NG5 e N N i ) NI B < ) (35 W L N e S e T SR N BT 5
SEREOUT, THIE YRR S AT ) 4 6 ER R R 3 0 SRR 5 | kAT I 2QSE S
(3R 2.3 HERARFT EIR).

2.3 WS AEI S RN AAE PSR

Table 2.3 Preliminary results showing PCR conditions, sizes of amplified fragment and quality of amplification,

using ntDNA, cpDNA and mtDNA universal primers in Taxodiaceae

BAIREECC) .
5144 SIFAIGS 3 4 o 51k
) Annealing K% (bp)
Primer Sequence ) Source
temperature Size

nDNA

ITS5- ITS4 ITS5: GAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG 60 1200# White et al.1990
ITS4: TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

ITS1-ITS2 ITS1: TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG 52-60 / White et al.1990
ITS2: GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC

cpDNA

trnT-trnL TmT: CATTACAAATGCGATGCTCT 60 600* Taberlet et al.1995
TrnL: TCTACCGATTTCGCCATATC

trnL 1GS TmL5’: CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG 60 600 Taberlet et al.1995
TrmL3’: GGGGATAGAGGGACTTGAAC

trnL-trnF IGS  tmL: CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG 60 300-400 Taberlet et al.1995

and trnFgene  tmF: ATTTGAACTGGTGACACGAG

atpB-rbcL atpB: ACATCKARTACKGGACCAATAA 52 10003 Chiang et al. 1998
rbcL: AACACCAGCTTTRAATCCAA

matK matKF: CCAAATTCGTTCTCTCTGTG 50-60 / Hamilton et al. 1999
matKR: TATTCCATGAGTCAGGAGAG

petG-trnP petG: GGTCTAATTCCTATAACTTTGGC 49 500 Hwang et al. 2000
trnP: GGGATGTGGCGCAGCTTGG

psbB- psbF psbB: GTTTACTTTTGGGCATGCTTCG 58 800* Hamilton et al. 1999
psbF: CGCAGTTCGTCTTGGACCAG

trnH-Rpl2 trnH: CGGATGTAGCCAAGTGGATC 58 200* Vaillancourt et al. 2000
Rpl2: GATAATTTGATTCTTCGTCGCC

trnV intron trnVF: GCTATACGGGCTCGAACC 51 800 Petit et al. 1998
trnVR: TACCTACTATTGGATTTGAACC

mtDNA

atpA atpAF: AAGTGGATGAGATCGGTCGAG 60 1200-1500 Palmer et al. 1992
atpAR: GGCATTCGATCACAGA

Nad1l NadlF: GCATTACGATCTGCAGCTCA 356 200 Demesure et al. 1995

NadlR: GGAGCTCGATTAGTTTCTGC




CoxIl coxIIIF: GGTAGATCCAAGTCCATGGC 60 700 Wang et al. 1996
coxIlIR: CAGTACCATGCAGCTGCTTC

e (R I s * R R B SR #ERR I R s SRR R AR
RO TF RN AWI TR IS

2.2.3.2 PCR ¥ 82
(1) RN 5250

PTC220 7 DNA Engine PCR i # {3 (MJ research, USA);

Eppendorf 1l & # Wi #%(Eppendorf, Hamburg, Germany);

AG 5417R B! 5t 1 25 HL(Eppendorf, Hamburg, Germany);

Gel Doc2000™ % 1 K115 % 4i(Bio-RAD, California, U.S.A.).

FrA 51 th B E A TR AlfESE M PE 2~ n) 391 Y DNA A 3) & B A H
I dH0 BALHRE 4uM;

Taq DNA 450 ANTPs 25390 H A= 1, Horh 10X PCR J W25 3 F1 25mM MgCl,
i Taqg DNA KA Kk,
(2) 10X PCR J I 25 1

100 mM KCI; 80 mM (NH4),S04: 100 mM Tris-HCL, pH 9.0; NP-40.
(3) 1 XPCR [ VAR Z (b S VARFA A 50ul)

Primerl 0.2 uM

Primer2 0.2 uM

1 XPCR [ W 220

it DNA 50 ng

2.5 mM MgCl,

200 uM dNTPs

2 HLf\7 Taq DNA 255

I dHO 2 S AAFR S0l

(4) PCR Jx MRS
94°C 5 min DNA R 1 cycle
94°C 40 sec DNA i A
Tm 50 sec Bk, gl E B A A
72°C Imin30sec  ZEAi
35 cycles
72°C 10 min ZEAH 1 cycle

(5) KU 1.5% 0 B IR Bt Ao DM 7 38 45 2R

2.2.4 MFE
A 7 X519 19 DMK B34, 19 MEh 16 AN IERE 9 BIAMAE,
FANELL 3 AMRMEY)— AT AR, V68 RGBSR P I ANEIE(ER 2.2).



338G 7 Ak B bt A R AR AT PR wl aliAk, SRS REAT IR, ] 3700 DNA Analysis
System(PE Applied Biosystems, USA)X 44 &8 Bt 4700 157 53 4

trnL IGS. trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene. petG-trnP. Nadl. CoxIII/; 75{# ] PCR ¥ 4K} 1)
IR, atpA H T BUSHK, XU IGVAGE, BIEERAET 1 %) PCR 43951404, E#&
Vh R R R 5 B PR etV BRI I S 1) S O XU, PRt B vt e )
D51 rF T B GER 2.4)

2.4 SIS R RIS 1 51

Table 2.4 The sequences of walking primers

H B 5 1) 44 B F3)
Walking primer Sequence
atpA
FW AACTGATCATTGGGGACC
RW TTTCAATTACGGGTAACG
GAATAGAAAACATCCCCTG
AATAGAAAACATCCCCTGG
GAGTGCGAATAGAAAACATC
trnV
FW TTGTCATGCTATTGTTCTCC
ATGCACCCGAGATTGAC
TGTCCCCGAGATTGACC
GACATTGAATGAAACCGAG
TTGTCATGCTATTGTTCTCC
TTGTCATGCTATTGTTCTCC
2.2.5 DNA 3547

A9 SeqMan 11 58K, 15 LLAHHE (Nicotiana tabacum) () i SRR 2ok A5k A
HAE N Z IR E .

K H ClustalX ver.1.18(Thomopson et al. 1997)3AT P FIXH HEFY, HE— X v i
PR A AL T N RO HES . Z 05, DRAF R * nex kg X 3CAFS

RYRE TR PAUP v.4.0(Swofford 1998) 3K {4 1 5 K f] 2170 4l 410 (Saitou &
Nei 1987)%F 7 XJ 51 )7 SIHEAT BSL (RN & I RGER B 04T

BNTZEA T, P SO E SRR, B AT IR SR BE . SR 4 3210
#ti%:(branch and bound)FJ 3 &R e, RSN TBR BKACH, MULPARS, ACCTRAN
Ak, 500 RBEHLFFIIIAN . 2 KTALIRAS KRR, TTH S Al AT PR A% — B0 (strict
consensus tree)i¥, 50% £ H— U (50% majority-rule consensus tree)o Z b 7573 S AR 32
5% K H bootstrap /- T HEATRIL:, 1000 R FEZUEE, A & PE(heuristic) 8 %R . LAARIIEAA.



WAL AR A SR
ST G152 R Ge M ] Treeview ver.1.6.6(Roderic 2001)FF i o

2.3 &R
2.3.1 EZRMF K514 DNA FHIHRFE

Bl 16 A4 cpDNA trnL IGS, trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene, petG-trnP, trnV J3 %1 il

mtDNA atpA, Nadl, CoxIIIJF4Hl745 KWK 2.5,

2.5 WATWIF 7 055140 19 AN KR 45

Table 2.5 19 species and their sequencing sizes in this study

4K (bp)
YyFp EE Size
Species Abbreviation trnL trnL-trnF IGS petG-trnP trnV atpA Nadl  CoxIII
IGS and trnF gene  IGS and gene gene gene gene gene

Witz Cr. fo 317 23400 417 749 1139—~ 119 532
H A2 Cr.ja 317 2290 417 749 1139~ 119 532
7K Gl. pe 324 207 420 755 1140— 119 532
TP Ta. di 324 207 420 755 1140 119 532
Az Ta. as 324 207 420 755 1141 119 532
SV RHEPIN Ta. mu 324 207 420 755 1140 119 532
KA Me. gl 3380 208 437 735 1136 119 532
AN 2 Se. se 328 X 517 A~ 1137— 119 532
Bz Sd. gi 328 X 5160 ~ 1137 119 532
HEZAK Cu. un 333 198 420 750 1136 119 532
KAEAZAR Cu. py 333 198 420 750 1137~ 119 532
AR Cu.la 333 198 420 750 1137— 119 532
[ERCY YN Cu. ko 334 181 420 A~ 1140— 119 X

[ERCEZ Tw. cr 317 199 456 A~ 1137« 119 532
TR A At. se 309 X 381 X 1170 119 532
/NHHEF IS At. cu 308 ~ 382 X 1170 119 532
Jet Sa. ch 131 198 396 729 1134 119 532
A Pl. or 322 X 432 ~ 1134— 119 532
A Ju. fo 131 191 397 A~ 1134— 119 532

e o fR AT T (poly T or poly A)4i e, XUMIFFHHELR; XEORY BT s ~Rox DA 204

— RN BTG Y FW; —Ros it a5 4 RW1.

2.3.1.1trnL IGS 731

trnL IGS JFHI MGk & s 2 B 5535 RNA(RNA-Leu) (AR, A7 TR 244 1)



K% DUIX (large single copy region, LSC)A, JHHELH IGS [X 24 49337bp-49839bp(JH L4 {4
K 155943bp). %5 1Y P15 00E W 2.5, BRATIASAZEHED I 741K 308-334bp, #hK
HEJRAAFIRIAL 7 K B A 131bp, MRS 322bp. JPFI4A BT T teaL FFIAEGRAS X P (&)
2.2). R A KIZAE 200bp ZEA AT —BE polyT 4544, NP I S0 fE 62 [ N, 83047 I
I I P4 o

trnL trnL I1GS 503bp trnL

49302 49337 49839 49889
2.2 M cpDNA [1] trnL IGS o/ &

Figure 2.2 The location of trnL IGS in cpDNA of Nicotiana tabacum

trnL IGS JP AL S G S FE 361bp, Hirh 48 MR SAL AL 13.33%. PN IHAS
JEPIMAE 170-200bp XI5 H G YRR, BhK 27 AL G¥EAZAE 183-207bp ()G
ey MIRZ A AMIAZAE 241-250bp [HIHE . (EAHERIEKEZ, 15 2400p FHIEA —MRKI
polyT 4544, U P AR 5 ZEXUliE, ILe R g o 17518 255 a0 T

c c 1(a)T ¢ c(Iar 6 A

MM

C C T

IIEE.’—.E.’-..'—..'—.EGE.’-.I.’-.EEI

K 2.3 L IGS J7 B A 5
Figure 2.3 Mutation position of trnL IGS

I ERCAEEE ARSI FEANEBCEAZ A, R R AL A

2.3.1.2 trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene F£%
trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene J3HIAL T-HARIFZRARH LSC P, &2 it trnL (522



512 RNA)SER AT tnFORN R IREEIE RNA)E K1) BE XA i trnF JED Y —
Bto FEMHE A IX B )RR X AT T2 49890bp & 50245bp (1] (KA 751K 2.4).

trnL-trnF 1GS 356bp

49890 50245

& 2.4 M cpDNA ] trnL-trF 47

Figure 2.4 The location of trnL-trnF IGS in cpDNA of Nicotiana tabacum

2% 2.6 trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene J¥%1 Genbank /15315

Table 2.6 The accession number in Genbank of trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene sequence

Ykt 2 Genbank J351] %5
Species Scientific name Accession number in Genbank
AR Sequoia sempervirens AB029855*
EE Sequoiadendron giganteum AB029856*
BRI AL Athrotaxis selaginoide AB029863*
NI A Athrotaxis cupressoides AB029862*

VE: *kIEN Kusumi et al. 2000,

514 tnL-trnF (IO PAE B0 L2 2.5 FRATIASAZ BRI 17514 181-229bp, #PKHF
k124 198bp, HIAH 191bp. JFAKEB M7 T trnL-trnF IGS AEZSIX N, 55— /N7 T tenF
FEPIGRAT I o %5 1) P AN H ASKIAZ I A K2 20-50bp XA poly AT 4k, 54
JE BRI, LR P R . 2042 EAS . NS TR A R, SRR A Y
ST A A0, AR HE, I RATR A K B GenBank HI¥dE /04, £ 2.6 h BT &
IS AR B as R, P ARERE S A AR o

trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene J@ AR HES f5 3L 234bp,  HrP AR A7 550 22 4, 1 9.40%
B e A0, A S A BE I eon BRI ZE e de K, JUIL R ET 80bp R UL AT 6 A
21.25%(17/80), 80bp J5 4 229bp Xk FULACLHZ) 90%, 7L ClastalX F2/FHIHEFI, JeAil.
FIRF AT T8 fc o WIAZFN H ASHIAZ PRI B T polyAT 4544, 22l LIl e 2 i)k
Be AR R LK 2.5,

2.3.1.3 petG-trnP f#3

514 petG-trnP 45 G075 KA 114bp 4ifid petG(AI IR b/if AW IFEFAIHK
J5 24 74bp G i en PO 20 e 12 RNA) IR R -, P BCSE DRI ) 25 A7 PR B IR g [X R — /MK 74bp
it tenW (L2 TR ¥5 12 RNA) LR X o AEREAMHEL ) cpDNA 1, petG FEEEI7 T 68570bp
% 68683bp 7], H[A]—B 131bp AR ASIX J5 71 68815bp 42 68888bp [A] A 4ty trnW )2
KX, 164bp K HIAEIL X G 7E 69053bp E 69126bp K &ufith trnP (KWL 2.6).



petG 114bp 131bp trnW 74bp 164bp trnP 74bp

68570 68683 68815 68888 69053 69126
& 2.6 HHEE cpDNA [¥) petG-trnP £/ &

Figure 2.6 The location of petG-trnP in cpDNA of tobacco

C A r 2 & B T 2R TZ2TOC T 2TOC T 2C & 6 R R

C L A A G » T ~ T A T A T 2 T 2 T 2 T A T &2 T

L i L ‘
P4 2.5 trnL-trnF IGS and trF gene Bt it R Ax
Figure 2.5 Mutation position of trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene
e EECYHE WP ARG SREPIAZ 060 T B0 RIAS, 78 poly AT 45,

T 2 & G L & C &6 C T T T T T T T T &6 A L R G & R L
T o & G L 6 C 6 C T 1T T T T € T T T T T T T T T T

2.7 petG-trnP J1 B AL 5+ (7R polyT 45#4))
Figure 2.7 Mutation position of petG-trnP
T EECOVEARFS; FECHLAZ T,



514 petG-trnP FRIIN P40 L3 2.5 MASAZRHEDI P51 381-517bp ANGE, APETE e
F1%5 396bp, AR 432bp, HKIA 397bp. ZFHIHHIAL. KL, LAZFIEAZAE 320bp it
I IR ployT 54, Ja 2234 v S 1) I - PR 1 e o

petG-tnP JEH AL HES G 3L 580bp, ANid Al NS R Bl Z A A B R
o bR 18 4, Y 3.10%. L RIEAZAE 140-230bp 5 — BRI K P41, g
YIREAT . I AZJEPIFIAE 370-405bp [AIE K . S VEIZAE 435-463bp Be i Ak /w71, e
Ttk o AT 40, H ClaustalX A1) HUNHIERS, 3 ANPEREERAL T fa & . Kl 2.7 s
PIFIAN R AL H (1 ployT 454
2.3.1.4trnV 7%

trnV AR IR IE RNA)YEIE AN tenV (194 s DRI ] () FEgm g DX, AR 24
ZImIL XA T 53760-53794bp [ 54366-54403bp [8], AE4miEX /& 53795-54365bp (1] 571bp 1)
DI o BATTIAFAZ BIZ DI K SE M tenV IGS — ity 1] 55— 3ty trnV FEDH, FifE 75 trnV-trnM IGS
PAK trnM(EERIRFEZE RNAYE, 2 tenM 55 028 DU IE (] 2.8).

trnV trnV IGS trnV | trnV-trnM IGS trnM

53760 53794 54366 54403 54594 54666

2.8 MHE cpDNA [ trnV £7 &

Figure 2.8 The location of trnV in cpDNA of tobacco

1) tenV IS SLILER 2.5 2R R P AAC 381-517bp A5, et K 396bp.
HAZ @RI SETC ), 402 G2 GBI BERZFSNEREMRT. Rk 58 45 Ay
A AU, TCIEHNIRAE, X LN BE Genbank 8 i rh B A K

L EAE AN BARIL R R Ay, 293K 3] 90%. HAE 630-680bp — B w41l 7
SRR, o AR . B AR ., KIERZ AR ARG FHIALL, Kin. %P
K. WA BVGEEPAS . HARMIR R T FUAEL, S35k, A RSN ERE TR X — Bt
K%, NET—FEEML taV JPHIHIAE T 2.9,
2.3.1.5 atpA JF7

atpA JEHIIELE R N Gahd ATP 5 Bl 2R — MR I E R, RS 47 N 261287bp 22
262816bp Z [A](JHHEL L RitA K 430597bp)(&] 2.10).

atpA gene

261287 262816
K 2.10 A5 mtDNA ] atpA {/ &

Figure 2.10 The location of atpA in mtDNA of tobacco



(TATTTE AT TRATCATTCGATAC TATE BT AGTTAAGGECATATTGTTTATATG T AKTTAT!

MNWMMMMM

ATATTTGAT G RATCATTCG£-A T- - COTAGTTAAGGGCATATTGTTTATATGTETARTTAT.

2.9 trnV ;B R

Figure 2.9 Mutation position of trnV

T EERCAEEE RS TEAEPNEZFS.

AWEgTH, MRS AE atpA FERIZRAGIX N . FPAIHK 1136-1170bp 2 (8], APEHE
M DTS R EEASR 1134bpe (1T — AN — M BB L2 500bp, PRI 5 1 0BR
PRI 5 2 A K 433 5 AR TP IR I DNA P9 B — 45140, A Reft & 4 5 51 5¢
o SRR FARFFBETE T WA N S AP 2 1) FW L 5140RI A 32 o £ ] 4E
i RW2 514, HARAMACR S 1 AR 2 2.4 bl

CEATACACACTATCAGAGGTGCCCE-—-A-AC--T---4——-CGLGTEEEAGCGCTTCTGET T

CoATACACACTATCAGAGL TG CCGGE A TAGAL TTETAGGGLGETGLRAGCGCTTCTGETTTE

K 2.11 atpA J B S ORAli AR F B
Figure 2.11 Mutation position of atpA
I W SPSEAN A 7 P NS PN A w25 2 B

M &5 Rz s | WU A = PSR A 1177bp, A25RALAR 46 A, 7 3.91%,
Horp—de2p Gt 5 6 ML, AMERERIRIH G &R0 As B 27 BRIEAZ AR, HEERAR. KiE
EARNMEGEEAN C AN Ts 45 53 BFEMAZ M H AN H C AN T 57 BFEFEPAZ. S0
FHEPRZ . WAZHUKFAD G 220 As 35 100 B8k, AR, HEEEA. KELK, GEEAR
DUk BT AN Gy 115 BEEMIZ A HAMIRZ th C 220 T 4555,



Fli NG PR 1 X AE 230-260bp B, B AZ JE T AE X B IR KIS AT 1, 4
20 ML, [FIFEIX PSR AE 460-480bp B AT T JLAMEIE 1d A . (HJRE Wik, A
ClastalX F2J7X TG P FIWIHTF I, AP A e R i G — A %5 1172 461 B G 1]
2.11.
2.3.1.6 Nad1 /&%)

nadl F# 81 & 2R 1k Y 4t NADH it U S8 A0 A 1k 8 AN WL R — IR RN, &
M S AN EICA G, ATV RS =50, EEH 8RR A7 5 & 142903-143094bp .
FRATI 1) 1 B A AR S R ) G X P (1] 2.12)6

Nad1l gene

142903 143094
Kl 2.12 fH%E mtDNA [f] nadl 7%
Figure 2.12 The location of nad1 in mtDNA of toba

T =N A T T c G 2 = T = N = -
NANANVV

B 2.13 nadl )7 B -ORIGHR)
Figure 2.13 Mutation position of nadl
H: EECAVKIZFES B HARIZ 4.

WMAMA/\/\/\/\/W\A

K 2.15 coxII i By 2B R G i 45k )
Figure 2.15 Mutation position of coxIII
H: EEUNVESRZARRES); R ECAKEZ .



BATFTNARIZ S5 P40, B e A FE#R 2 119bp, GBS ERE. 119bp A
A—AAE5E, A5 29bp A7 U2 HASKIAZ PP 91 R A — ANk B G R T Ao He Wk
BTz, ARSI 20 B 2.13 BoR T 51548 55 .
2.3.1.7 CoxIIF% %

CoxIIl/F4 & g 4t f 3% C R — /N SE IR 55 — W REHRE DR o B AE R (1 7
258844bp %2 25964 1bp Z [ GIE WL T ), FRATIN )7 51 4B AR %L DR () G A X A

CoxIII gene

258844 259641
& 2.14 MHE mtDNA ¥ coxITf; &

Figure 2.14 The location of CoxIIl in mtDNA of tobacco

S, BIEEARY R Y), Genbank ¥ds A T ILF 41 Rk, IR TETEA59 3
gL, e WR ARSI S AN 532bp. %514 4 AR R AE BB 167bp AR
HEZARFKEAZ AN T Bl C; 239bp GHEAZH G ALK A; 403bp EAZHN 3 ANFREHE
M AURTS SRR C A28 T 438bp 2K, HEE AR, KEEEA, IKEAFVNCEHZZ C,
He#R T MLFP o128 280 an ] 2,15,

232. RERBHM

H ClustalX A5 IR AN FF SR 34T, 20 A3 B BL T 45 8.
2.3.2.1trnL IGS 31

7E PAUP 4.0 A EH MP 7136433 2325 Bp KTRTZIM, a5 R k.

G pe
51 — Tamu
Ta. as
T, di

99 : Cr ja
Cr fo
— T un
100 — ko
a7 —
—eeee oy
100 At se
20 At eu
Sa. s8
Ma. gl
bl
T cr
Sa ch
. fo
Fi or

]|

[

[

Kl 2.16 trnL IGS J#51 1) 50% 2 £ S
Figure 2.16 The 50% Majority-rule consensus tree of Taxodiaceae species and outgroup based on trnL IGS

sequences

e 33 BIMECTFFRORSCRER> 50%I1 bootstrap i, * FR %5 X IISLRFH<50%.



MIAZ )@ 2 Fh(iAZ . AN B SRS A—30, SCRERHR 99%, KIARTEPIRZIE 3 Fh(ik
PIAZ L SEVHEFRCPIAS L WA RIS — 3, SCRPH 51%, XM SCIRRAE 2, R SCRE% 91%.
AR 4 MEEEBEAR, KEEA. R, GEBEAREN K, LFE 100%. HHAZEN
BN —25, SCHEERFIFERE 100%. HEAS. L2, KAZEEE SHRGET 50% 1R, &
)5 BIk 3 KIEBERAE—Il, L) 87% ISR 5 G2 R G A RERAF I SC R 90%.
SN RBERATFIRIRE 2R G, SRR — R R A .

ZIFAI, KB RAGEE 50%M SR, I AR SRR A —k, At
MBI FE R IR R, IKAZIERAEAZ RSB+

2.3.2.2 trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene F£%
£ PAUP 4.0 #AF ] MP iE38453 21 113 BRis K20, & R a T

_ Cuoun
og i kw
Cu. la
Cit. py
— T2 mu
a8 L Tad
= pe
Ta as
k. fo
Ok
Me. gl
Sl g
Af s0
A eu
ha. sg
T cr
&a. ch
Ju fb

74

1T

] 2.17 trnL-troF IGS and trnF gene J341 (1) 50% % 45— S0k
Figure 2.17 The 50% Majority-rule consensus tree of Taxodiaceae species and outgroup based on trnL-trnF IGS

and trnF gene sequences

e 3 BT RN SCRER> 50%I1 bootstrap fE, * RN 5F LSRR <50%.

ARG A MMEGEEEAR, KA, R, BEBEAR)RN—RK, SRR 98%; K
WRRPEPIZ)E 3 P EEPIAZ . SBVGEEPIAS . WA —2, SCRERME 98%; MK )E
2 FRCHIAZ RN H AT L 98% M S RF 3R —; B AZIE 2 FILL 99%IM S R R K
ERIEAZLL T4% 1R B —2%; UL 5 RESaE. GEBERIER, BaEmEG
I SRR AR . R IF LL 100% 1 3 FER S5 AMRBERMIRRINR 5, Aok
T CFFREAF] 50%.

WPHtr, KEZMERZEE, HEERHLERMES.



2.3.2.3 petG-trnP f#%
petG-trnP J7 51 A L7 2] 182 Ai KR LM, RGM UL~

——————————— Cuun
10— i ko
Ty —— Cula
—— Qup
T cr
Af za
Af ou
= ope
Ta mu
Ta. as
T di
k. ja
Ok
Ha. se

— sig

Me. gl

100 — dach
— Jo

Fl ar

61

[

M

87

Kl 2.18 petG-trmP J75111 50% 2 10—
Figure 2.18 The 50% Majority-rule consensus tree of Taxodiaceae species and outgroup based on petG-trnP
sequences

e 3 BT R R SCRER> 50%I1 bootstrap fE, * FRN1%5F LSRR <50%.

EARE A DMNRAEEEAR. KIEEAR, EAR. GEER)ELRA K, HFF 100%.
BEEAZTITESEARRLE, U %K RS HETEZRE 2 FRE. 51—k
HVEPARZIE 3 MR EEPIAS . SV RHE RIS . WA2), DLRHIAZJE 2 FRCHIRZ AT A HIAZ ) #E LA
99% SRR IBAE— il o EAZTNLIAZLL 8T %I SCHF RN —K. LUE 3 SCH SRR HE,
AR S RAR] 50%. feJa, ZRUTAYIRLL 98%IMSC R SANEREJeA . A,

AR Ao
WA, KA LAAS S (SRR S A2 R B R BRI R 2
2.3.2.4trnV 5%l

trnV P HITEY B IF Has BRI, 555 e fs 45 R i B 11 AMAME P,
HAR B e DG %) 5 s, s R 2, AT AR RE K EREREZ A .
2.3.2.5 atpA JF%

K e AT IR FIVE RSN RBEART, 3E133] 62 MR K2R, bootstrap 1000 X
JE IR G WL 1.20.

IKAAFNVEPIAZJE 3 ANFIEERIAS . BV RIERIAZ . WAL 97%ISZ R Iy —, HY
WIAZ)E 2 FROAZ R H A B — 2R, SCFER 66%. 57— X HIZ AR 4 M R(f
BEA. KEEAR, EA. GEERELREN I, RE 99%, BEEEEERE, Bk
—3o KK LARHEARZLL 63%MSFrRRAE—RIEER 3 3. L E 3 3RE, a5
WAL S 2 FiERG . ERUITHWFILL 99%KISC R SN RRE . HAn. kRS, SMSHE



P HERHAE] 50%
WA, KESaE. BRI, SR T H5ILEWRREITREE LR

T mu
8 I Tadi
6 —  Elpe
— Taas
. ja
Cr o
—— (un
a4 99 Cu la
65 " Cup
— w
a9 IT;u crI
g3 — 2. B
S, sa

76

[

o — A se
L— ae

S ch
Pl or
Ju. fo

Kl 2.19 atpA J¥H1 1 50% 2% £ S0
Figure 2.19 The 50% Majority-rule consensus tree of Taxodiaceae species and outgroup based on atpA sequences

e 3 BB R IR SR> 50%I1 bootstrap fH, * RN ISR <50%

2.3.2.6 Nadl £ %)

G AI R, AT 119bp, JFH AT 1 AR, FdEA L@ RE LT,
DEL S AS B A
2.3.2.7 CoxIIF% %

CoxITTHKJE SR 532bp, (HARSA ASALH 4 4, B 55 B L LT 18 MR & 4t
REWLRE, HHZE A A b
2.3.2.8 FRHIBRE M

18 FHERA 23 B o] LA B R4 R B W I MERf 1 (Cunningham 1997, i 754255 2003),
P BATTIBEA Bl P 0 ARG B HEI SR AR ZR R 751 43 I A AR

Mg fA, T tnV A S MFIEFSIME R, FrUEE R 2R tmL IGS. traL-trnF
IGS and trnF gene. petG-trnP —ANH-ZRAK 7 F1I3L 1168bp HEG R (WL T K), SPREEIRH e
A RIFA R A (R D trnL-trnF IGS and trF gene JF 4 HIME E). 1168 AN 5 P AR A7 S 88
A, A7 7.53%. H ClustalX SHCHEFIEFI, SRREEA T )5

SRR R H A A IR, R/ 8 421 B K20k, dm .

FARJE 4 MMEGBEEEAR, KEZA A, GEEAR) LRI —E, LR 100%,
HEEEERE, BR—%. GERBEZLL 9% SRR BE R, H9KkERE, B
I 2 MEGEECE RN B A2 R A —, PR RFR 100%. 1X 3 F3R1 86%(1
VR RAE I,



IKIAFIFPIAZ ) 3 DARGERAS . SBITRRE RIS AL 100% 1) SRR — K,
PRI I 2 FhCAZ R H ABIAZ) R — R 15, SCRERON 98%.
LAEPIRSRLL 99% 1S Fr R B AN SRR & o

miDNA cpDNA

Ta. mu
" Glpe — 100

a3 p— T, i — ag
Ta. as

BT O fa : 100
: Cx o
(e—— 5 ) — a9
87 . SR T T —— 100
L3 — (u.Ja ———————] TE

99 e s Tw. oF
. —— e gl

Se g 9gl

e

E— A
—
FE— |

4 T3

2 — 4t e 100

— 4o

100

Ao eh ——y
Ju, fo ——

FILoor

K 2.20 IS4 P A1 A KL PP S1IC 23 70 ST 1K) 50% 20 30— B0
Figure 2.20 The 50% Majority-rule consensus tree of Taxodiaceae species and outgroup based on the
sequences of combined trnL IGS. trnL-trnF IGS and trnF gene. petG-trnP and the sequences of combined atpA .
Nadl. CoxIII
e KEINEHRIAR atpA. Nadl. CoxIIIA IEFAIHI 50%% $—B, ALl 4444 trmL IGS. trnL-trnF IGS
and trF gene. petG-tmP & IF /74111 50%% 50— B MEZE PR A 3145 CoxIIIEE 4 Ft .

LRI AR R atpA. Nadl 1 CoxIIT =AM 7413t 1825bp B A (L L&), AbEBEAT
KA AR, 1825 M AU AR A7 /A 51 A4S, iy 2.79%.

SRR HIBEE Iy, L1530 77 BREBOR TR 2984

IKAAFNVEPIZ 8 3 DAMEGE RIS . BBVHRHE RIS . I0A2) LA 97% ISR R oA —2K,
EIRIAZJE 2 Fh(MIAZ A H AW L Ut — 8285, RN 83%, B —3L. A8 4 M
HWABERAR, KEIZAR, AR, BEEARER K, LFE 9%, HEEEIEES, B
—3. KK ARHEAZLL 86% MR H R N —3L . BLE 3 KFERAE .

WA IE 2 MR AN B ARG 2K, PR 99%. 55U L3
REGW— KRR JFLL 9% SRR HAMRIEER S

SRR RN R PRI S I, KSR S S0% ML RR SO MERE RN K, B
RTINS B BAR R G K R

2.4 Wi

ARG R GO FR AR L —(FEMA] 1989,1990, kA 1994,1996,
Kusumi 2000), 12 A2 BRI RL 4 25 52 2% 1) 9% 58 500 B A AR 22 B2 A 35 WF ST 45 R
(Eckenwalder 1976; Hart 1987; Price & Lowenstein 1989; Brunsfeld 1994; Tsumura 1995; Gadek



2000; Z=EA, MHE 2003). AWFFUEE T FERAK LoD AA PR it S DR 208 57 R & Hu T AZ R
RYKE RAF TR

Sk 5 4Rk DNA G @RI RGER G, —SHIesriah 5k Kid)E
RIEPIARZ I AR P BRI 2 i: GBI BRI ARIE ARG KIZE. BEAZERM
AKJFNAEN; BENEE 2 FohBEH . SRS 0 2 5 25
(1989, 1990) A4t fitd He to A4 A% AL 1y BEWC A AR AZ AR J@ RV A2 I 4 i, 1 G WS AZ &8 H
— . T KA AL E (1996) 1 TE A5 5 1R 43 3o W AR AE 43 T4 /K AZ Ja B sl ar — I, Tl &
BIZE . EARBAENIZ)E G IS (FE, 5 Kusumi 55(2000)H-%% 44 DNA J751 1) 55K
RIS IEAR 3, AL ARBAE A AMSREN, Gl R Eem B L, SR T EMIE N
REFR, HEAI LR —3.

SR AR R R AR DNA #8534 5 G2 —3801), {0 5 RZMIRSEG R RMA AN Ltk
DNA RN PRI LA 4 RINKCRBEL, SRGFASMH 2T, 4t
14 DNA A2 ARG LLAZ I B MAZ G 3 TG R , SR 5 ) V& PAZ IR AURIAZ 15 1) 20 & - Kusumi
ZE(2000) SRR T 51 45 FIRAZARRMAN BTN, VPR IR &5 2 KR RE, T
SRR Iy —i2, RIGHAERIRS . 1152 AR AR ORI R AR B’
TR 44K DNA ARGk B % A5 Kusumi 25(2000) 0 58 8230 — 2%, Y] T2 R AR H 7
H1 FRY P A DR 2L T o5 PR ARG JR3 30 2 L P S5 A 5 S A7 8 i D) 21 T s S0 B A AR o

W5, 4 A4k DNA FBES 3 ARtk DNA IIBRIE T 4128 R FE i R AN A, i
2544 DNA BCG 71 1168 /My sl h AR A s 88 /1, 7 7.53%, Zififk DNA HE5 /751 1825
AR AL AT ST A, b 2.79%, 4R DNA (1738 5 8 3% LU 2R ik DNA K. £2F} 4
AFSR4k DNA B BESR KR AL B e oh, AT 5 MAE L LA s LA LA
(I AN B R I B s HIRF R G5 A IS . Wl tenL IGS JPA P8 A2 Rl G542 M
RN H ARMAZAEAS R AL E 1 L2 A JUBE 672K s trnL-trmF 1GS and trnF gene J3 41 4 490
KRN H ASHMIAZ [P poly AT 25845 petG-trnP J3FIMIAES « IKIZFNLLAZIY) polyT 2544 LA K tmV J¥ 5]
HKAZAE 630-680bp BRIL KRG K. Mehifhk i B, JLT A AL E SIS, W
nadl 31 119bp BN A — A B RIS ; coxIT Be 532bp K HE AT 4 AbHlIE & #e;
atpA J¥41 1100 ZHEEAE T, G HAZJE AL+ LA IR R dE A, e R A7 25,
SEEHING . B T S8R B T s DX SR AR BT S T AR S X AT AR, I8
UEHH T 4R ik DNA #% H IR 54 3R e ik T 24 DNA 17385400 % (Petit et al. 1998).

TEFEHN ORIl A —AN LU I H 1R R I KA PR B I, K AZ 4k & DNA BoR T
LA R IRRRAE o 4 DNIHSE4K DNA F BC, petG-trP R HIHIAS « L2 RUKAZER L T polyT
ght, mILEPREEA . S4B tmL IGS 5581, 7EILE AL R RIS B A R ik 451
ST, AKAZSCHEL T polyT 4544 o iXHEATFA UL K2 J@ AL b LU AL K R Gy B (T
AKAE 1995), X MK HILE S T SdE LR AL FR A B UL A i SR R — 22
It (HAE, KT LB, (5 DNA e AE 7K 5408 . BEERR
H o 2% 2R 2 (Kusumi 2000, Gadek 2000, 4#:7, ##f 2003, Brunsfeld 1994, Tsumura 1995),
TGS 2E 3 T VS NGRS /KAZ B MU (T 7k AR, 852 1996).

4 XPutagfk DNA Fil 3 SRR DNA SI9IIP 5008, ANEEEIRAN . UAG R R 46



KR T 25 . ClustalX FAEXS P AU, #EAR S DCAC (3R 55 FE EE AR O T 41, HE
FIBEE J (1751t 2 R VE R ) o« FRATTZEAE ] ClustalX Xt &N HIHEE F, JLPREA
b A HE G — A, HRA APl IGS){E 3L 300 i 1) 51,
JEAAFIRIAT SEAR BRI AEIL 200 Ay, 722 KA A, UIMEHRR SERICR K,
{E B FE S B LU AZ B A SR 8 7 — 2%, 7F Kusumi Z5(2000)H 4444 P H11 82Kk rh, 5 4
WIRHII Rl 5 3 PIAZ RFIAZ IR I S AR A R e R 2 H 22, AN ARAT TR AP S H i F 1 2
IZNER

A TLEXTI T 50 3 Hr b, EAT T SRR 2 B P b 12 o 65 W S T 800 AT PO A%
TR DRI — B S5, AAZ AT B AP 51 65 g v ot S B — 22, G UE T SERTTY
A K22 FE DR A A A A AW 15 (Cunningham 1997, Jifi 7% 2003, Rokas et al. 2003), %
HF IG5 RO S L P R R R T



=T KRN TAEER BRI (8 % 451

31 HiE
3.1.1 BAFEAY BRI IBIELEH

X 1A% G KBTS 2 () S [ SR P RE (natural population), IX S8Rl R A A 52 N KA 2R 155
B, ENES AR KIS T % B AL A MRS58 o A7 SR B ARG,
RS2 NZRI P, bttt pr 4 ol 35 5 RS, R4 A 28M ¥ (semi-natural population)ad,
& H AP ¥ (managed population).

FRE IR A% S5 F YU T B RS R I B e 7 1R K o AR IR Bt A% 51 th 2 T R 3%
FHELAE R YT, NI BEMLIBHETRAS . ARG RE . AMAREURI (17 7] 4 A1 4545 (Sato et al.
2006). A MEEIEAL 2 FE I IRIETT— BT SR 2 A7 R0 2 EE s BEANM AR A AR A ik DR
H. ZHEiEE(Hamrick et al. 1979)LL & %% 5 (Spielman et al. 2004)5 777 . TR %
AR I i Wright () F-88tF . AMOVA 4347 Nei’s 35t % 2 2525 JL A 5 :(Dyer & Nason 2004).

D) — MR FF T AR o IR AR AR S /K, gt A% Z2 FEEAR Y T MES ) 17K F, 1
ECAT MEZ) P 1V 22 (Hamrick et al. 1979). 507 M £ o, AHARD A 1% 22 FEVEFREU(Hs)
3 0.230(Hamrick & Godt 1989), 5 RAPD 343 [1isifk 2 #EPEFREAHLL0.214)(Nybom &
Bartish 2000). & 15507 B AL Hn 43 H ) Bh A R) 158 4% 04 35 50(Gst) b 0.22(Hamrick & Godt
1989), 1fi RAPD %53 Hi i [l isi AL 234k ok 0.35(AMOVA)EL 0.29(Gsr)(Nybom & Bartish
2000). “5{7fF. RAPD 5 STMS(SSR)Fric#l i r, KAWL A8, &b T 5 B B
FEPIFNRAERIRE R TR BB K, AR, —5 A, A AC IR AL T8 I
B RE D FR S0 IR 1R 3545 A8 55 o1 1 B A K —2%(Nybom 2004) . Hamrick(1989) (151, 11F W]
TPIETE T ARAFEY) L RAKE D I AL AR 5 K, Ry ARASHEA) 1) 02 I ALk R - AL R L
HIOREE T 5 ARSI S 7] 148 = 1R d5 A% 72 7K ~F-(Hamrick  1989)(% 3.1). U1 Ledig
£5(2005)%] = AZ(Picea breweriana) M AL S5 MILEAT T PEAIIAIT ST, FH 26 SRR AL 103
P17 10 DA HEILETRARMMHEANY), =A2MiEE 2R E(Ledig et al.
2005). MpAEYI,  TE AR AP IEAE 2 R LR R R T AR A R, 1ALy
TR EE A 2 M (Nybom & Bartish 2000)(% 3.2).

XK 3.1 JUAM PSS ST I 1) 35 4% 7% 5 (Hamrick 1989)

Table 3.1 Allozyme variation in several plant groups (Hamrick 1989)

e W H EZVACNERiNad SR AL HH FBIZR G

Taxon Number of studies ~ Percent polymorphic loci ~ Number of alleles Mean heterozygosity
H 16 60.9 - 0.211
b 20 67.7 2.29 0.207
XA 74 31.2 1.46 0.113

iRELit 113 36.8 1.69 0.141




3.2 MY FFIZE M BHE A R:(Nybom & Bartish 2000)

Table 3.2 Genetics variance in different taxa of plants (Nybom & Bartish 2000)

et W H Tt Py It A% 2 Rk 0/ Se-g=! AL A REL

Taxon Number of study H,op Number of study Gsr
BT 5 0.386 6 0.18
A 9 0.190 6 0.31
XTI ) 27 0.191 19 0.32

TR RS = (1A Z ARV AR AE 20 A TEIR . — R T YA 5, Db edr]
F— Rk 7 i SRS, BRI 2 MR, AU MK IREAE 2 Kk — R AR
H H AR M HARR AR S, Aol S b T o I 22 4R AR RN, DU d /0N R P 3 32 a0 A% T
ARGy AT R P R BRI 2 Rk R B A R RE T 15454 /K P (Hamrick et al. 1979).

Wife g pe e TR R, SR R AR, WS ERNSEREY) Stachys maritima A& 2
KAEG EERNE - By Bt T2 il A i fe sem, B2 omof Sl 52 7 7= 8
[ Wk, BhEE LRI £ 250 AN B MA . Lopez-Pujol (2003 )iE B A8 i T /NP L RN,
R e A s e AR gt A% 2 AEMEARAIS, IR E TUCN e i 44 s b TR v i 1
£ 4% (Lopez-Pujol et al. 2003). 4k/KAZZ Jm =405 =M R BRI IS A AR U A2
(Wollemia nobilis)1994 4 7E B BL )  [H 55 2 bl g R IS LA AR 100 #RAMA, Peakall 55
(2003)%F AP HEREAT A7 1. AFLP A1 SSR 2 AT #5453 B AR H AR B4k ZFE0E, AT A b
RERONY otk B 2 T BULFRHR AL ZAEIER) T2 22 3 (Peakall et al. 2003). [FFE, L
fe ) E ¥kl 2 FF Borderea chouardii 1 Borderea pyrenaica (Segarra-Moragues & Catalan
2002). FLEF A B2 FA(Pinus squamata)(Zhang et al. 2005). /N2) JLZ%(Berchemiella wilsonii)(Kang
et al. 2005). @ ik 44t 4% (Camellia euphlebia)(Wei et al. 2005). ZliiH ¥ (Kingdonia uniflora)(Ren
et al. 2005) 5 AA (bt AL Z FEPEICI IR A

e ARFIHE2 N RIEFEAE AR AN, — Lo o8 MRA AR N SR, DRI S de iR
YT EARMIRE o Bt B S 320 R BE AR 5y LU RERHYT I B ) 73 A1 5 RS2 K A -1 (Cocos
nucifera) i, X ELPFR &5 R SR T 5 B AR R BN RRIE . AEIEARE B R A
AN NIERE A, A A ) R AR B B NI R AR R AR 2 160 SRR . A
AT B Ik N e A R 5 ot il L3 e A R (R AR R AR o T A2 8 ™ - B AR
i, ANKHEACSEM SR %, R K (Leach et al. 2003). 887G FF A= K (1 —FpAilA
# (Polaskia chichipe), RS0 £ . Otero-Arnaiz Z5(2003)%1 e ) 3 ZKPfE——HF A= Tl
AU RN ARG P EATRIE ORI, A BB EE A RE  Ah R T E A ARE, JF HNL
TR I A 7 SR BB A e R AR ALE

e FARFI AL N R IIEREAE IR, LI AL 2 AT AT I o — 80 N8 AT ad IR AR DA 1Y
Wk $E, SRR AL AL R A, L ZFEYEA TS . Tinoco 55(2005) % — A il A %
(Escontria chiotilla) (R FEZEAT THF5T. JLHF AP AL KA SRV BF ip i 2 T2 Lt |,
IIAT T B SN SRk, RIRATHEY), w27V Tehuacan 1A 1R Fp
TEAR BT e b A BRI, AT 45 KA S SE I R I AT IR B o PP A B 18 AR AT L



FRREREAT AL 70T, 25 S IH Y A P ()35 A5 A8 S KO T N A BRI, N SR IR B A
T N LRPRE A% A2 S F2  (Tinoco et al. 2005)o ANk, ABATTIA K, FiE ] () 35 DR i 0d Lt v
T FERE EHCH T AR BERT N TR 52 m .

A W BRI N TR, AMUEAE 251 R A4k, 1 HA 5 B ARFE S
B R B %A . Otero-Arnaiz 25(2003)7F Polaskia chichipe T /&3, FHiEN N THEF I,
3 TR E AR A AR 2448 D) %6(37-49%), AH FIAEFAR BT AE R IEAT 20 12% 0 %, il Ay
BRURRE AR R 29 P 1% T B I RN A(22-27%) 0 3 ST PN AR S A L ARl i) SEAT 2K
JS ) e d N 1) 7 A 2 B AR PO R R 55 A [R] PRI A I o £ F SRR (R RS TIC R G AN~ R 2F 4 )
16N FR A7 Be 581438 1k (Otero-Arnaiz et al. 2005), ¢ B340 AL B 8 25 446 N LT ikt
TR BT A PR 2 )T o

3.1.2 NILFEEHIBEAE S

N LR (artificial population)l# %15 # ¥ (cultivated population) i A\ L& FHHE B 1) F
T o ARIEFIEERS R I B A R 73 2t NS PO 1, B bh, N TR AR RS =,
FHREBNAS, IE ML S5 K, R B TSR A5 T e 5 EARFI AT I 220« — e,
RIEAFRHE, NTREEREIA LR 3 Mgl

(B RS RAFEAR, AT ) T AR 78 50 A A — B N Lk & 8T A 1)
Tk, WEHEYE M. RWEEE R AR EM. B R EETT . BT AR ER Y
NAEFEE Ty, IXLEEE & BT A T T B R AE BRG4GB B A A AT s R BN )
ZEo o BIRR R KRS A% IR e e B2 2 T I AR R R e 32, JF Hey 1/4 A8 2 A7
RAZ, NTLEPEAEIRAG H AR VER RN, g 1A AR A AT 3542 2 % (Lu et al.
2006).

Q) ESWE P ESLIN TR SR I LS RGNS BEA ) . A
DIReFIh i) oG &R, HABUE K E RGN L EDREIE R Rt HRAEFFCRKE 1997).
AEAWEATAT SN ILE SRR 7 BB, SRR . A R TS, X
FELEEF A Ao g | o 28] — AN B T UANIE B AR R X (R T, ANOE I T AR 61 B AR 4
RO ATIEEL, I ATARERS I ) AR A

G)iT R f b N TAPRER AL 25— AWM 2 2177 08 1 b I, I L OR 4 (ex situ
conservation)I& 11 N 1% A A HEAR LRSI 1K) — 8 73 (Hogbin & Peakall 1999), & afith (&4 4
W — MRS, e RGP AT I DT 2L AR5 Bl (Rogers 2002), &4 AR
(1) — T4 i i Titi(Rogers 2002) o IEHBORA HH ZE ST IDFT AP HE AR 2 N TAHE, A2 ASRFIRE (R 2L A
JE o SRESE IR N B AR I A A A, B R PR 2 A TR, T R ()
WAL AL, SRR ) A% A R el B AR AR R

T 32 s AU N T8 6 5 m, 5 Fh o R AR B A R L SR R s EU A &, AR
TEMIIE AL 22 R PE— AN AR R (1 B A2 FP ) .- Colunga-Garciamarin 55(1996)7EHF 5T K 821
RIS N A (Agave fourcroydes)FhFE5 B AEANA(A. angustifolia) FrERT, A IR B PRI 1 15E
FEZFEE /N T BARFORE o RIS AP RE tH T 8L 2R —, fRAE A R IR S 38U b e
S5 T — Ok U A I B ARFIEA LA, Rajaram(1998)UERH 3 Fhg fm A4 b, 2 Fh iy iy A=



TEAETARE ) LEARBE SR, S 40— MAHAE . K SIBRIK R ES Rt A B ARFHIEMACOR, 214
£, H/NIE H AR BE /) 59(Colunga-Garciamarin et al. 1996). 4P AL I 0454 — 200, HAR
AT ARBERIRERN [ ARFP R 2 () i i AT E = A2 SE M, Nakatama £ Yamaguchi(2002) i 55
T KE(G.max ssp. max) ks A r) 5742 K 5 (Glydine max ssp. soja) AL i ik DR i &5
Ro RREERHRE L RIRAE — B R L A6y FARFIRE ™ AL 52, I HX ML PRI A mT e 5
By AR R AL 2R E . T R 4] 1 0 AR % K 7 (Oryza. sativa) 1) 2k PR e A2 B 4E
(O.ruffipogon)RIas A% 2H e . KT TR WIAE H ARG A I AR AR by 31 200 B A e 1) A7 A0 ik R AT
Tty IXFPASIA AL L T8 B R AG AR AR A F A e B2, i FL SO T BT AR RS A 1B AR AL
P 7B AERER R AL 2R, IR SUR B AL G CREF, R 1994). Bartsch
25(1999) & Bk 4 i = (Beta vulgaris ssp. vulgaris)FhER — > 5 Bt SE A 20 f Se X se sk s
pn FRARACL R S A R R, 12366 DR A B 0 AR 5 PR e 1 B A i S2(B. vulgari's ssp. maritima) Fh i
HAEE D, (HAESET S B A MO D A B o b R ] AR B N, RRER A
AR ARSI IE RGN, I H A (0 B A Fe i it A% 22 RE A iy T RO A

AR PR R e

Hb T e LA R

Y

THRA

3.1 PR SRS A 3 AT BESRUE H T HRAR ORI ) C &R (Lesica & Allendorf 1999)
Figure3.1 General relationship to degree and size of disturbance of three possible sources of plants to be used for

restoration projects (Lesica & Allendorf 1999)

ARSI PP SR AR B 08 AR A I T A AT IR BT AR A, RIS R R IR R R R AT AR
Koo B, TGN AR RE Ty, DRI, AR AR R ST RO N 1% 5 R AR 2 N
RN 2000). T EEENLHAEER RS, A PIANHBOB R (1 15 AL AL S5 R,
eGP B, — SRR AR B 2000) . GIRR IR, 0 IR AR R ) B2 A
BOEWFRRZE o GIF IR — A RF R0 MK, AL A R R AT BE: R
MIUASFIEE > IEORE, ARG MR — R A, BUARIG N M R st 4% 2 A6k,
AT HE T BUR A%, A R AT R o G T AR A I R N A AT R A B IA B AL 45 R
Lesica Al Allendorf(1999) % P41 53 #riod £ 285 W I R vh A7 SCHURE SEms (1 1) /(1 3.1), B
S DR R [ Sk YR A BB 5 BB (local  population) < 328 7 Ff ¥ (distant  population) Fil % 57 Fi #¥
(cultivars)3 A4~ A =R IR VK SRR IBAE A . — R0 R LR A, Ak &



MBS AT A BRI B B8 D (R R DRI s = HAT i BT 7 1 29 A8 ik DR 2R PR BV 5 A 5 [
B e e 38 B Bl & 12 A P AN S5 A TR BE (degree of disturbance) FI1T-T- 4 K /) (size of
disturbance), X B TP FERIPZEHE . TR THEHE 2 K, TR AR I g id
BT by R REAO LAY, DR X R A T, BV TV R -t st by R R ) 5 A A
AR SRR o PR FEE R DA /N1 6 T 1) T 1 7 20 P 3 1) 2 A2 BT 4 (1) 2 DR R VR 5 44
X LS BE PR R A 5 A B R TR AL AR 57, W] LU A A S Y 22 AR (R AT o 24384 5 B R (H
W SO NIRRT, R A R R B2 B B I 1Y, DRA AT TR A R P 3 R AR R B B
(MREST, (ARG R A KN Z /e ST, I LAEGR RIS W RS R R I & AN R I+

X R P S S 3T T R A PR 1) A — A N B W AR BRI AL A T e ) A
By R RS AT AR CE 2 B (Frankham et al. 2002), HLAR 5 KGRI BN A3 ) Bk
Killi % (Falk & Holsinger 1991), {EXFWSE IR HIMT 58K 2 15 B A0l R BRORORE o, X3
PRAF TR — RO R H L 2 o (57— SR FUER ], WGt O 4 o 57 R
PR SZIURE RN R NPIERL N S, By 2 A 3R, R Z AR AT BRI .
FI 2 LAY RS FERIBrighamia insignisFIB.rockiih T ¥ G IR A&, A7 B T e A1 st i
FRREAH G T B AL M AT AR AL AR 5, 7T e AL a8 22 JORSULN, B0 2B T7
HI GNP RERIAS T RGeS, LUKy S 5 e a3 | ) i J91 45 77 18D Jigt PR T 350 (Gemmiill et all.
1998). ARLAEA R BT N R AT IR AT B st 2 K, bende i 2 5
JEIEEL3 R Ballota undulata, B. kaiseriflIB. saxatilis (Zaghloul et al. 2006) A & 7= F 3 [ =
e J26 X AT M PRI A6 K AR (Myricaria laxiflora)(Liu et al. 2006) ()3T R st (55 T st
EZ=R e

KZHa)T AR o A v 32 B2 ) 0 T A7 FH 58 1R b () OORE 17 1O (Frankel et al.
1995)0  HURE R P AN s BURE R /N DA B A R F AT B R A AR FAR A i ST iz ) 1) 4
B AL 22 FEE (Frankham et al. 2002). HUFERN I8 BT AP IE G AL ZAEVER)RE %, AT gt
P> IXTRR A E AT L HFEAR AR AR R, /et s L,
AP ARSI, SRR IR) B o0 A A B e R4 22 R, IDURE IS Y 2 O B X MoMite 1) 5
&AL 7 A F2 & (Frankham et al. 2002). FalkF1Holsinger(1991)% 53CURE I SN B 25 1
HEF 73 A E10-50MA, - BEART-2000 501

3.1.3 WL E T AE MBS AL F T 5T N

T T B T B T AT 1 41 (SSRs) i 71 S B B A A% A= G (oAb e IR 25 1-6 B EE (1)
HEEFH . EATEARE RS X FBAETE, F B BB 2 &R & 38 X Fh 2 25 PR
JRRIKZ N & DNA Kbl F2 b )3 8 FHF(Schlotterer & Tautz 1992), {HH B IEJR KIS
Gl BURTICTLR B RONLEIE AN, ST HH T w8 b, 7088 IR 5 SU7E U 2 s
T2 N K . B B AEVE 2 A IR L DR A T e 3w gl E W — PR L T L, AT
RN FHZE o 7 AT DNA FHVE B2 28 58 SIRPRES AL AR DU OR 4 15 8 B ) - St (Jame. &
Lagoda 1996).

T EATE RN P, 3 LA S AN IR S KB R L Sk 7 AT TAE SSRs
(R DGERAT T AR HIHE e 75 2 BB IR ik T 5 | e iR ok i 22, 5 FHLAH G T



¥ (Molecular Ecology Notes) I, #BZHH SSRs 1) ki iV ] (Zane et al. 2002).

T A I 3 i R R 2 B M b g R R AR R ER o i XD AR
AR IS DRI, TR RS X A% IR AR T i X o DRk, BrtULRC LR <3 7 41 1)
W H S 10 7RG T2tk DNA 2 ARAT 240 (Kocher et al. 1989))%f T4 LA K 5 ARAT I
ME(Zane et al. 2002).

RUE G, P A AR IE 2 4 H F T 20 B A (1) 15 4% 4544 (Balloux & Lugon-Moulin 2002,
Selkoe & Toonen 2006).Marqyardt £l Epperson (2004) ] 7 /M BAAT A vF T A6 38 H A (Pinus
strobus) 25— QRN 5 AR PP FP BB AL 454 . SSRs 45 W Won AR EE I BHL Z AR
HAS NG A, FRE 2 (B AL o A /N o A MEA 7 4L R} Boechera stricta (Song et al.
2006). J% 4 & JE [ Cicer reticulatum (Sethy et al. 2006)~ #§/@ 2 4% (Picea abies) (Nascimento et
al. 2005)% /57

S E A A A R N B T SSRs 4r FistALbnic . Wil B 2E #(Oryza rufipogon)
S BRNAEY), H2E A EE G . Gao(2004)H 6 M LA 247 iiFIT
7 P R B AR A AT XK 47 A F AR 1245 MAMRIE AL AR 5, DUI RS S AR ST
TE A A R G T R A ) ORI S5 B PR 1) R o A AT 138 A N kB A 5 R PR LR R b S
L RURAELERERIRE (0 7 SRR b, PR i PR i AP IR e A RIS R, LA B K A R e 4
H . Novick 55(2003)H SSRs #F7T 1t LUK kAL Lo A (Swietenia macrophylla)fi )ikt
FLEiky o RHBRAE O A B Ry D) — M fa i), by CITES, 15870 A A+ X
HRLASERS AT T 7 AL R0 6 AT EIZK 1) 8 ANFIEEREAT T itk 2 FE A
TR AL 25 R0 IS T o 45 R R IRAE K 2 BRI M A AR ORIt AL 404k o M B R B9 5 AL Ak
A ERIAHICNE, 156 W D e A Ayt BRI PR o 9 T B T o AT TN Ok D5 SR A mT DA
IR R Bk AE OO A 5 2% 1) 2 3 B 2 17 sl (Novick et al. 2003).

3.1.4 KEMBEBL SRR

HMIKIZHE RIS, BE2 S IKAZ IR TR, 8 56 A& MAKAZ I A K IR B IR B T
UG 1950 4F, JKAZNIME R IRAN A, B FERR 2 55 Al S AR A0 56 [ R4 K Cooper AR 75 2]
KA % o A= A A5 (Chu & Cooper 1950); Polman Z5(1999)WF5¥4RIE T 1957 4E5 1 £
i 22 RKAZ IR AEARFAIE s R 27 A 0 48 55 (2003 )0 AKAZ IR R B A% 4 LA Rt it e
S 2738 s Ma(2003)5F tH F 45 1A K AZ B BB LUK BIBLAS(1943 —2003)60 4F 1] () AT 5
GuREE Y SEP

—HEIE A R FKAKAZ ORGP DI 2 AN S R () SRR 2256, X 7K AZ 1K A2 4
FREHEAT TR IR MK IR ZE (B8, TR 1989)EI & 1 (D # #F, FEKoT 1992,
sk FEN, BEE 1997, BEARSE 2002, TEME 2002), F21Kk GRAEGK M, RFEZR 1980),
DA il ) SR AR (i i, TR A IR 2003)EB MO KRBT 4t EH ARIKAZ AR K&
i HUH(FREEF 1995, JrFAMESE 1995, AGMESE 1996)55 7 AT I i . [FI, SHAZRH)
RER G — HWAIATE

MEAE 1 BEXT KRS R RIS S0 LA, A RRIE A D, 13 210 4518 K2 KA
FARFI e AP ACT AN . Kuser S5(1997)H SE A1 RETT TR 0 HT7KAZ 1 ARFIEE R BRI



(s AL ZAEPE, 1990 45K B HARFIEEIIZKAZ I 2 A0 U 40500 20%, B AEAE ) b 1947
MR IIAKAZ Z DR 57500 13.3%. e BiE 8 S8, FARFIREHS & . 22 I0e 42 55(2005)
FIH 9 ANERIRG RSN 23 ANBEAL SN 8 ANAAZSHI RIS A% ZAEVERTIN, 25 SRR IKAZ AR
FRREIE AL ZRETEG, BB AAZ PR 1 16 45 4 e LU SRR

BHEFEE(1999)H RAPD Jiikx /KAZ FHARFIRER) 27 MAMAEAT AL Z FEME T, 11 4%
FIPEAT 121 4505, Z2ERMELATHER N 53%, AN PR TR . ZEHEARSE(2003)[R £
F RAPD J5 55 7K AZ B ARFEE RN RE 13t A% 25 M AT I . AT IR 16 ZRBENLE 1)
LA B 57 4556707, FTKAZ 6 A~ FARFIEEAN 2 AN N TARBGFIEEI 48 MAMALET T 18i4% 2 FEE
ST GERERI, AKAZHREEAE Z R, 2PN 38.6%, A LFHHELL A SRFHE it
FEZ PRI . 242 2545(2005)F) F] RAPD #xic, %F 9 ANKAEZFREE Z REEREST, 45 3%,
IKAZAREE I IBU L 2 FEMERS A T EARFIRE, AR T FARFPIEL 80%Mistfh ZFEME, ]
YO N TR IR TR A 1 FRATT AT Tt o Ak AZ 1845 45 W K 43 H T4 (Li et al. 2005), A
RAPD J5 1555 KAZ AR FREE 81 ANMAFIN TR 64 MM T RIS AL /00T . 45 FR W
IKAZ VAR FHRE (Ol Py 384 22 AR PEFR 2 Hs(0.234 DS T — B AR 7 HE41(0.386), 7KAZ N T FiE
(Rig AL Z FEVERAIR T BARFIRE . 4510, SR BRI X S 2 sk =, (R
R AL G AR

AAE 52003 ) ] 25 18] A A 96 20 B 07 556 K4S SR FHEE AFLP 38 4% 240 5 11 25 8] o A
TE S ICTE ML, ABATTIA A KA F TRl aF e = 2 (R 4540

TKAZ I ES R 3 A R T B, (R B W BRI R 3EE A% &5 ) 2 15459 21046 350k
RTINS B AL ZAEPE BT Y CANEE WL, (E K HRREA Bl sl X AR Ff
FERN TR BE R0 LU AN Z , R Ak T 237 R ARGE o FRATT A 5T LASHC T A A p i g 7K
F2 N TRBERT B AR FIE IR A% S5l — X L

3.2 MEE T
3.2.1 #HFAE

RHFETAET 2001 4£22 2003 FHEAT, FARPHEEAEMIILAINE TR Je BT A AR B
KA.

FER N EL G0 HEE AR g KU T AR KA I BME—— RS, B8 “ R M —H2 7,
ORETE”, ERTRERILE —BOKIZR, %M. WM 2. ke
BB EOKHER, BE 350K, AR 2.5 0K, JEE 22 0K, AESIA 500 ZAE. e A R
ek A R R 7K AZ BER (http://www.hb28.com/Info/Info_Detail.aspx?Info_Id=1897),

FINEL PR BT 3% 2 2 B AR KA A KO BRI — AN T o SRR T B B
FERS s ANEIRS S SR, B 2P FOUKAZFRE . 8RR NZR S BI 2 A2 AR IRIKAZ H AR
T SREEIS A T e R BN TARRERIKAZ i, FaH . k. e I TR S, Hi1
1 /KA (Chu & Cooper 1950) A K4,

IR A8 e v R 5% AR EL RIS L 00 A 3 MRl 2 R BT AR KA, AT AR A
118-178cm Y o Horp 2 BRAL T — DA SF RO L, MIBRZS 5 K 53— MRAEFRES 4km 2 4h
AT HL, XA 2 A — R Ll FRATREE TIX B4 3 BREF A KAZ B



DR AAE - 5K B A B K B SRR 2 el P9 T 24 BREFAEKAEZ B o AHAESRATTI
A P R I R 0l KA AT T RE SR AE 1940 SFEARS RILTTHURM T 00, A BESAF
LW FZAHEEN I BRI, AT HAOX R E .«

FATDGERT 4 DNTFHEE A Bl BUHMGE R

PITAT AR 7 AT n PR LT T B 3R o SRER DR rh S SR AL SR it s iy [ s
B = N-T0 CHBRUR VKA P AR S8, o R a2 PO PR S 458 S [ S 2

105 110 115 120
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Figure 3.2 Sampling sites of M. glyptostroboides populations
# 3.3 FKIZIRAEHh AR
Table 3.3 Sampling sites of M. glyptostroboides populations
b 55 %45 A AABR
Site Abbreviation  Number of samples Latitude and longitude
HAMRE
WIAEH) )1 H B MD 1
WACR N LA B U e A GH 27
WAER LG B N A XH 14
WIAER LG B Y A XG 11 29°41'~30°39'N, 108°21'~109°18'E
AR N EL R B e R A ZL 5
WHCR N ELm 5 2 97 UK SB 3
AR N BB Z AR SM 14
IR AL Sl i B LT 3 29°25'N, 109°30'E
AR H BRI HS 10 28°10'N, 105°17'E
NI FhE
TLIR48 B LTI NJ 17 32°37'N, 118°22'E
kg SH 15 31°14'N, 121°29'E
WL A AT T HZ 16 30°16' N, 120°12'E

WA &% JH 23 28°32'N, 119°14'E




N 159

3.2.2 i DNA #H
FEERE BT FEREAT DNA #2880, K CTAB 7%, 7& Doyle & Doyel(1987)f 5 i3k Aili 115
LM A% (Fan et al. 2004). $EHU7 VAR5 50 7 A A o

3.2.3 MIBENT
3.2.3.1 5Kk F

BEHUKAZ T A H AMI2 (Cryptomeria japonica) 14k 1AL S k4 T Fi S 4 (Moriguchi et
al. 2003, Tani et al. 2004), FsEHK: 56 XF 51 WK 3.4. AKIZE W ZIWF, B0 LA
R, BT CLEHAEIAZ s DA S TR KAZ IR #4 BE o a5 R, A6 45 ISR A K
I, TATATHELLG ) 56 X5 [P H kBT 7 MAEAAZ P 3G H 47, IF B4 E T 3 H2
ALY T KAZ 1384 851 25 (F 3.4).
3.2.3.2 PCR J #6277
(1) SEHAXAS 524

PTC220 1 DNA Engine PCR #JFI{(MJ research, USA); Eppendorf il 5 5% i #%
(Eppendorf, Hamburg, Germany); AG 5417R % & # ¥ % &5 .0 Hl (Eppendorf, Hamburg,
Germany); Gel Doc2000™4#¢ [l [$]45 & 4t (Bio-RAD, California, U.S.A.).

% 3.4 TSI DA SIS K PCR 414441 (Moriguchi et al. 2003, Tani et al. 2004)
Table 3.4 Primer sequences of microsatellite markers and PCR conditions in pre-experiment (Moriguchi et al. 2003,

Tani et al. 2004)

o K E(C)
BIL B S CEy-RSTH SIIFHIS-3%) Jv B K (bp)
Anneal
Primers Motif Sequence of primer Size
temperature
Cjgssro1 (CT)s TAATGCACCTAGCTAGACTTG 58 693
AAATGAGGGAGTGATAGTTGT
Cjgssros (GA), CAAGGTGTGGCAGAGCTGAC 65 133
GTCCTTTCTCCTCCACCGAATC
Cjgssr07 (TC)15A(TC)g ATCAAATGTGAAGCAAACAGT 60 125
AGAGGGAAGAGGAAGATAAAGA
Cjgssr26 (TC)TG(CT);y  ACTTTTTGCTCTACCTCACAT 60 190
GCAGAAAGTAGAGAACAAGAAC
Cijgssr30 (CT),, TCAACATGCTACTATCAACACT 60 130
TGGTGGGAGAGACCTAGA
Cjgssr31 (CT)a3 TCTCTCAATATCCCCTTATTCT 60 145
GGGGATATAGGGATGTATGG
Cigssr33  (GT)y GGTGGTGTAGAGTTGTCACTT 62(54) 181

AATTGTCGTTGATTGCTACTTA



Cjgssr39

Cjgssra7

Cjgssr77

Cjgssr78

Cjgssr81

Cjgssr83

Cjgssros

Cjgssr101

Cjgssr120

Cjgssri21

Cjgssr122

Cjgssri23

Cjgssr125

Cjgssr130

Cjgssr140

Cjgssr142

Cjgssr149

Cjgssr159

Cjgssrl75

Cjgssr177

(GA)s

(TO)oTT(TC)4

(CDio

(GA)

(TCo

(CT)as

(AG)11G(GA)G
G(GA),
(GA)GG(GA)y

(CT)CC(CT)s

(CT)ys

(TC)zs

(AG);G(AG),,

(CT)ig

(CT)is

(CT)

(GT)o(GA)1

(GAMn

(CT)23(CA)y

(CTse

(TG)1o(GA)A
(AG);

GGGATAGAGAGCGATAATATAA
TCCTTGTTTTTAATTCCTTTC

GAAAGAGAGGAAGAGACCATAG
CCTTGCATCAACCTCACT

CCTTGTACACTTATTTGTACCT
AGGGAGGAGAAATAGACAT

AGGGAGGAGAAATAGACAT
AAGAAGGCATCCAAGAGTGA

TTTCCCTCCTATTCTTTCATTA
TTATGAGAGGTTGAGAGTGTTG

GTGGAGTGCTTTCATACTTATT
GCTCAGACAAGAGACAACA

ATGGATAGAGATTGAGAGAAAG
TCTCCCCCACTCTCTTAC

AGGGATAGAAAATAGAAGAAGG
GTTCCTCTTGCATGTTAT

GGGACTTCCCTCCTTTTG
AGGACGAACATCATGTAGAAGA

TAGCCATTGTTTTTCATATTTG
TGCAACTCTGAAATCCTTTTA

CCTCATACCCTTTAGTTGACAT
GGCACTCATACCCAAAGTAAT

TCCATATTACTCTTGCTCAATC
AGATGGAGAGGTAGAGATGAA

TCTCTGTATATCTCCCACAATC
AGGGAAATAGAGGGAAATAGT

TCCCTCCCCATCCATCTC
GGGTATCATCAAGCCAAAACAA

GGGAAGAGGGAAAGAGTTCAT
GGAGTGGGAGAGAGGTGAG

ACCCAATTTTATAGTGACTCCA
CGCATCAACTCGACATAATATC

GGCAACACTAGGGACAACA
AGATTGGGAGGAGGAGTATTTA

CCACCATTTCTCATTTTGTA
GGGAGGAGATAGCTTGTAAGTA

ACCCTTTGAATTATTCCTTGAG
AGCGGAAAAAACTACATCAGA

ACCGGTATAACTGTAGTAGGTC
ATTCTTGGTCTCTCTTCTTTC

60

60

60

60

60

60

60

55

60

60

62

60

60

60(61)

60(46)

62(53)

60

60

62(46)

60

190

235

106

157

161

170

146

167

230

205

198

172

142

141

199

261

120

227

186

163



Cjgssr181

Cjgssr193

Cjgssr124

Cjgssr170

Cjgssr13

CJS0537

CJS0838

CJS0955

CS1219

CS1226

CS1281

CS1289

CS1364

CJS0002

CJS0520

CJS0527

CJS0091

CJS0331

CJS0333

CJS0336

CJS0155

(AG)3G(GA)y3

(Cis

(CT)36+a

(CT)33+a

(CT)13

(GA)34(AG)s

(GT)as

(TCT)4(GA)zo

(G

(GA)14

(CT)is

(AC)26(A)2s

(AC),

(TC)1TC)y7

(TG) 1

(GA)1s

(GA)s3

(GA)s

(GA)6

(GA)(GA)4

(CT)y

AGAGGGAGGGAGGAATACAT
GGCTGAGAGTTTAGGGTTTACA

CTATCTAGTTCACTGCCAATTC
ATGGAGAGTAGCAGAGAAGTT

AAAATGGGTCATGTCATGT
CATTCTCCATCTCACTACCTAT

TGGCGATGTGGTTCTTATGG
CAACCGCATCTTTCCCTAATTC

GTCGGGTCCAAGTCAACTAGAA

GGGAGACAGGGAGGTATGTAGA

ATGAAGGGAATGATTGATGG
TCTCTCACTTGGGTTCTCTC

TATGTAGAAGCGTGTGATGT
GATAATTGCCTTTGTTGTCC

CACACTCCCCGTCTCCGACAG
ACCCTGATTCCCCATACACC

AAGGTGTTGTTTTAAGGAGG
CAGCCATCTATTATTTGTGC

CTCTAGTCCTCAATGGTGGT
TATTAAGCATTTTCCCTCTC

CCCCCTCTCATTAGTTACCA
CAAAAATCAACAAGCCAACC

CATCCACCACTAAATACAAC
TCGCTATCCCTTGCCTATCC

TGATTATGGTCGGTGGTCTT
GTGATGTGGTGTTATCTTGT

CTTTTTTCAAATTTAGTGATGT
CCCATGCCCCACTGTCCACC

TCCCTTTTGGTATTTTACAC
ACTCAAATTGCGATAATCTC

ATAGAAGAAGAGAAGTAGGG
TCATATCGTGTCATGTGTCC

GAGAGATAAGAGGGTAGAGGT
CAATGCCAACTTAGAAGAC

GGAGAGATAGACGACAAAAGAG

CCATCTTGCTAATCTGTCC

AGGAGATTAGGATGGTGGG
GGTTTGCCTCTTCTATGAG

CCTTAGAAAGCTATGCCAC
GCAACGCATCCATAATACC

GTTACTTTGAAAAATGAGCC
AACATCAAGATTAAAGGGAC

60

63

60

64

64

55

58

58(53)

60

60

60

60

62

55

55

55

60

60

60

60

58

240

166

200

219

270

163

170

137

103

139

233

147

297

237

196

103

298

245

264

259

166




CS1450 (TG GGCATTAAACCATCAAGACA 62 401

AGTTGGGCAGAGATCATAAG

CJS0268  (AQ)s3 CCTTAGAAAGCTATGCCAC 60(43) 352
GCAACGCATCCATAATACC

CJS0356  (GA)ea CTAAAGAATAGATGACTCCAC 60 337
TATAACGCTTTTGCCCTCA

CIS0401  (CG)s(GA)ss GATCTAAACTTGAGCATAAC 55 222
CAATCCTGTCTCCATACCC

CJS0584  (AG)g TGGTTTGCCTTTGGTTGCTC 60 329
GGACTTTCTATTTACCTCTTGG

CS1218  (GT);3 CATCACATACAAATAGCACC 60 332
GAAGATTGTCTCACGCACTC

CJS0686  (GA)s2 ACATGCAAATATAAGTTCACCC 55 275
TCCACCTCTTTTTCATTCTC

CIS0665  (GA)4s(GA) CCAAGCATAGGGAAAAAGAG 60 367
GGGGAGTAAGGATGACATTT

T R BACERPNER N TIESER 514 1B JGREERS S iR AL S I T (R

P51 R B E A TREAF{ESEE PE AF] 391 & DNA HE& A EA R,
B dH,0 E4E KR 4uM; Taq DNA 4. dNTPs 258406 5 B4 T, Hh 10XPCR Jx
I ZE AT 25mM MgCl, 1 Taq DNA ZE &) K 43% .
(2) 10X PCR J N.Z& i

100 mM KCI; 80 mM (NH,),SO4; 100 mM Tris-HCL, pH 9.0; NP-40.
(3) 1 XPCR [ VAR Z (2 S NVARFA A 20ul)

Primerl 0.3 uM

Primer2 0.3 uM

1 XPCR [ 28 Ml

FiF DNA 30 ng

1.875 mM MgCl,

200 pM dNTPs

1 #fi7 Taq DNA 2 &1l

I dH,0 2 S AFR 20p1

(4) PCR X MW AE 7
94°C 5 min DNA it FiAg 1 cycle
94°C 45 sec DNA b A
Tm 45 sec BK, 51 SERE G
72°C Imin I A
35 cycles

72°C 10 min Jad (i 1 cycle



3.2.3.3 HLyKA

K H 8% 1) 2R TR M B R e JIe (PAGE) FEL K ASE DA A2 7= o
(1) LAY 5 2450

DYY-6B BUEE R ARim kAL b iS4, dbn?): DYCZ-28B B 5
KA (b i s —1X#s ), dE50): Gel Doc2000™ 5t it K1 1% & 45 (Bio-RAD, California,
U.S.A.). pUC19 DNA/Mspl Marker(SM0221, L T A TRSARRSGRAR, L.
(2) 8% N M Ik i 8 e i 77 (200 X 125 X 1.5mm)

40% WHMiMERZ(39:1)  20ml

10X TBE 10ml

JRZ 12g

10% 1 i 1 Iml

dH,0 51.25ml

TEMED 106pl

B A /D 2 AN JE T, A AT S S R T IK AT 10 20%f, AR, H1AT,
(3) Hivk

R HEREZS I 6ul 7390 2 INFESLA, 100V HUE R HLIK 10 /N
(4) Y

O A HL VKRS B3R R TR K R e, 5 S A0l TN 1% MR QL 15
s EHE KRR M, % 1 280 0.5%ZE AR 0.019%PUFIFR B AT 0.4ml
TR A I, TR R R
3.2.3.4 HIKEGHIELAIE

WA L BRI, BIR E—A T AARANA T G P4 DNA B, DRt Hiek
I AR )4 . o] LA LLCAI TR AN R P 4% DNA B8R —30 BRIk —4kay
] A W7 7 4% DNA S 17 B AR ) (205 ), 4% i B T S0 B8T  4% DINA B 7 471 K B AN [R] (%

7)o

3.2.4 AL
3.2.4.1 Hardy-Weinberg “FA5# %

TE—MBEHUZRC A, R AN, XA HACEH R AR A “ iR
FHIE” s W F R AR o R PR (R AL 27 IR 25 0 I Ze 1T A =X B “ Hardy-Weinberg ~F-1f 7o
"B 08 [ £ %% X GH. Hardy T~ 1908 4 A48 [F = 4= W. Weinberg T~ 1909 45 5 ST iE BT,
RITERA SR . R4 AR iTAESHE LT, AE—MRRIBENLASHC AR, 2547
SEPRI AR AR FR I e, BRI AR 22 2425 —ARRUE R is Bt e, RIORFE— e e
P W A4S ()5 d 5 Hardy-Weinberg ~P-7 P (1) 45 A —3, Ui IR b i 08 7
KAERHLIASHCH), sHIL TIERAEH . 5848 AR aTAESEE . J8H AR5 5 A
(chi-square goodness-of-fit test)i}f 1T Hardy-Weinberg {745 46 (Pasteur 1988).

2

7 :Z(O;E)



O—— WG RN AN [F] JE DR L R AN AR, B——F000 R0 A [) 6 DR 2R R A A o
%S H0CKH Genepop v.3.4 (Raymond & Rousset 1995)5¢ /%

3.2.4.2 PR R H (A)
P18 ST L DA B H RIS A i 35 AT (SR R B H ISR 15 A RCR

A:iAi/N

A5 B EEAT JE A, N——Fmill o i) A7 iR

%S HCRH] FSTAT v.2.9.3.2(Goudet 2001)58 i«
3.2.4.3 A FEFEFEF E (Allelic Richness, Ag)

S R S R PR SR FE TR 2 K 1 (allelic diversity), BRS-AV m IR 1 35 S5 A0 3 PRI 4L
(mean number of allele per locus, MNA), ‘M7 TR/ — 845, B LS ds vl H
T EUIAN IR R /N RIS R PRI H o A A AL KUK 2N BRI o, ZESEREAS 20 ANJERRL (—
ANRESE I EURE DR 7N ) P 3 AN (7] £ 5 82 25437 55 DR 48 H (N>n)(Pettit et al. 1998):

(2N - Ni]
n 2n
=N 7/
=217 on
2n

78 2N FEPR AP § AN R DR H B %

%S HCR H FSTAT v.2.9.3.2(Goudet 2001)5¢ i o
3.2.4.4 F4 FE (Heterozygosity)

ML TR S (Ho) RIS B A7 SR L B 2 5 B2, At FRATTIL 4 21 1K 2% 5 1 LU A5 (Ned
1978). TI4 7

Ni

Qi ML B S A SRR R Al 5 B R IR, mi——2R i M sl SRR H
WARA A FERAL A I, S AT AL RS 45 15 (Ho) 55 1 I A AL s R W
BORG EZRER DAL RS, T AT

Ho =Zn:HOi/n:Zn:[l—iQij]/n

Hor—— 55 sl LIRSS G, n——E AL U EL Qy——3Ri M i B2 A5 5
DRI 202 BE DR A, mi——2B i PRI 2 (0 55 B RO H

W2 (He) BT By RN U 5 15, 52 5 Y 0 0 R 0 A% A2 5 R (R A »
RN AE Hardy-Weinberg P75 1 PSR A7 i (K0T 2 2% 5 2 (Nei 1978)

He ZI_ZQ;
j=1




Q4% i MV RIESH j ANSFALIEDN B, mi——5F 1 MLl L AR RE DA 2
UIRAT 0 AN DR s Aer s AT~ B RE A IR B 2 5 P (H) 35 T AT 0 130
HIRB L B M S E, tH AR

+t=ZHWA=§@_§Qﬂﬁ

He—5 1 MV BRI SRS, n—— a0 s, Qy — 38 i M i 158 j N5§
PEFER A, mi—5F 1AM o S L R ) S 38

%S KR I TFPGA v.1.3 (Miller 1997) 844 5¢ i o
3.245 [FEEFRHMPEHREESHEER LR

WEAE RHBUE — A AMAAEFEAN LRI 25 AR B AN ) (0 S5 07 RS TR ) L, S A
A5 ] PR S5 AT S DR DA 20 Sk 1 [i] — A S A P [ — AN 567 5 DA (1 4 40 5 4 AL ) 4 DL

W AR 05 1 AT 2 NEEAIEN, i g T IX 2 NS IR R, TR F
AN AR

F=1-H/2pq

IXHLIS 2pq B9l #2 Hardy-Weinberg V#1592 7 e, H R0 RMMRINA & 710
. WRHZAMLE, 4 2 AL SRR, 15 AR I R AR
T

H
Fis :1_H_0

E
Ho—3EFr24 a1 IhA, Hp— WG T LR,

R RIE A Wright FR4 “[AEFREL” (fixation index), T HRAAL G HE “a%
G A, REZE0 A ReTHE I ERE. oL F WARRAE “ 2807 R e fa 4,
o “HB T Z R (coefficient for heterozygote deficit) .

E— M EBEHUAZ R AR L, S & JEANE T A G T, SR IR A5 A7 ik PR sl 25
{2 Hardy-Weinberg “Ffif. 1R 4G Fid2, F i E, A GH F=-1; R
Gz, ditridZ, FHaRT 0, 2ffaiEn F=1. Kk, F{EARZ)T+1 f-1 ZH.
TR F=0, B SEFREEA7 FE R AR 774 Hardy-Weinberg “F4if, iZFTEEEBENIAZ ALY . IXANR
P S T 22 25 1 (R JE DR AT A 25 Hardy-Weinberg -1 3 550K (1) F£ 5 (Nei 1987).

F-Z0 it 1 Wrght 55648, 5 Nei(1977)18 € SO “ A MR 2RI LR 7, F-
SRR INE NN WiH

1_FIT :(I_FIS)(l_FST)

K, “Fre” R M T B RE TR EG A BRI e b 5k DR F) S B A1
BRTHUIIR 2257 “Fis” R MM T'EFTHE R MR B E 588, Bk ERoR—A
AR PP R DA 2R (1 S B AR AN BRI AR (1 22 570 10 “Far” RIS BRI B BRSPS AL
TR, &N R PR L 2 EREE o Frr M1 Fis AT DGR IE(E, ] DU



FUE, 1M Fsr M IEE . AR BER B U, Fer=0; 4 Fer=1 W, BEHIRPIER 2507 3L K
SEAAN

% B K FSTAT v.2.9.3.2(Goudet 2001)58 i
3.2.4.6 EFEMMLRH

eI R A 45 B (He) MR- IO JEAE B, Nei(1977,1987) 78 LR 2 REVEFEE 0 bl
XA Z AL R UL, —A “FP7 TE CPEE” IR IR R 2 FEE R L (H) B S SRR A 11
BEDR 22 FEE () RIS R RE [ 10 B DR 2 R (Dgr) 302 T 5 i DR 22 1k (HLp) 20 i 4y 25 e R
DAL IR 22 A 1 (H ) R A FRE 1F) 32 (K 2 FEYE (D) o AHTATT— AN ok UE, B2 M IS R AT 3%

TN 2
H; = H + Dy

FEAE TR R O 3 DX 2 PR A e AT T 3 28 SHES »

Nei(1977)4 Ggr Fx b “FEK 4340 R %L (Coefficient of gene differentiation), Ggr {E HVE
0-1o “YFNHEMRJLT-BA LIS, Ger BMEFT T 0, DEA &P 0 B 4507 ik DR g i LT
MF(Hr=Hs); FIRAX 5+ Hr—Hs=0o 45 FRER IR, 2R A IR DR 2 4
PELE SRR R 2 R v BT 7 B A /N, B A P 53 1n T He—Hg=Hr, P AHER
5 Gsr AEBREGE T 1, LR IEN 2R L2 5 AL T 25 R T)

KR, Ger A0 B 1 EBOR, o 2R IRk DR A0 AU R AR S OR . SRR 201k R 8
G REFRFE RS R 22 R 1 7 PP S DR 2 PR PR L], — DL Nei's 184% 22 PRI 5 28 S 7
TR A AR ) ) 20 O A VT SR A 3 AR FE

Nei ¥ Ggr Il Wright [1] Fsp KREY), 29— ML A 2 AN IERII, Ger A Fer 4155
A ZAENIEIN, Ger 25T T AL AR For I INACE B {H (Nei 1977).

% B K FSTAT v.2.9.3.2(Goudet 2001) 58 i
3.2.4.7 BAt—BE HBRILER

K H Nei 0 Jc 0 ZE 5L BE 2 THE 775 (Nei 1978). BIANFIRERTA AL 55 I8 L 2 ] 80

o~ o3 S o

D——X Y WA BEAE BT A s LB B, n——Fra SER  EH , i— R
PR, d—20 i MR TE W ZE 1A B B, x— PR XSS 1AM A B R IR AR
yi R Y B AN A AL B R AR

e — ST A XS [ Nei (1978):

| =—In(D)




WAL —BU¥ 5 istL I 8 % F TFPGA v.1.3 (Miller 1997) 5.
3.2.4.8 BESWH

RHRIPHTRH “UPGMA” ¥, ZH R IA) BR 25 5E SCA P AN PR vb ke D3 AT Boons 9 9
FF38ME, ST Nei(1978) 1AL &5 4dls 2 o UPGMA J7ik) 2 TRE B M . Nei 45
(1983b)HEATBAUMIIT T RIB FIANRI 590, BTk PR AR Bl T R S8 B I, UPGMA
IR AR BV I A R o IR B E BTSSR RE DR 1 S AR FAH A5 (8l L AH A .

AT At TFPGA v.1.3 (Miller 1997)5¢8 i
3.2.4.9 BclbH % (assignment tests)

RGN AR SR AR BORYE I MEE, i ] DU X LM oh AN AT 55 R Y EAT T L
orger, A E B AR AT RE RIS AANMA . 58T N TIUKAZ I e ZRUSHR T VA 4 H AR T
T, DI EATTR I C AR S0 AR oK AZ Bl RE Y H AR SRARAN A

P LA 36K ) GENECLASS v.2.0 (Piry et al. 2004)HE1 7. %A 1L T = Fh it 557,
Bayesian /772, A& T Jii# (Frequencies-based) ) 77 1% P J T+ 2 (Distance-based) 1) 75 % o if
PR T T BE 25 7575 (Cornuet et al. 1999), PRI FRATH P B 7 1L AT L IE A A 56
Bayesian /772t Rannala & Mountain(1997)F1 Baudouin & Lebrun(2001)#f, FLF-4x Jy
7K H Paetkau Z5E(1995)11 7772

3.3 #R

K 7 S LRSI T KA BRI 13 ANFPREIL 159 MAME, o 8RB 9
A, 3L 88 MM, N 4 4, 4L 71 MM, 7 AN AU IEAS 3 23 NEREER,  BEAT
P 7 BE DR PR BV L L 2(CJS0268 Cjgssr142 il Cjgssr33) 4 7(Cjgssr130) M AN, S
P75 3.2941.80 NEEAL LA

3.3.1 Hardy-Weinberg P75 %:

XF A E IR 2547 2T Hardy-Weinberg “FATAGT S, £7 55 Cjgssr175. Cjgssr142. Cjgssr33
AR WML 1A, AATRK . A 4 M ARMBERA TR, B
CJIS0268 {735 I R 5UFi#E W 25 T Hardy-Weinberg “F-1fif, H.42#(5 Hardy-Weinberg -4 G '
e

% 3.5 Hardy-Weinberg “FHiK %

Table 3.5 Chi-square test for Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium

CJS0268 Cjgssr140 Cjgssr130 CJS0955
MR WM BE WM BE REM MR R
p Significance p Significance p Significance p Significance
RESIT
GH 0.4512 ns. 0.9989 n.s. 1.0000 n.s. 0.9434 n.s.
XH 0.6519 ns. 0.9630 n.s. 0.7822 n.s. 0.6519 n.s.
SM 0.0781 ns. 1.0000 n.s. 0.9997 n.s. 0.6519 n.s.

XG 0.2963 n.s. 0.5614 n.s. 0.9524 n.s. 0.3963 n.s.




HS 0.8421 n.s. - - 0.9474 n.s. 0.9474 n.s.

N LFRE
HZ 0.4351 n.s. 0.9032 n.s. 0.5656 n.s.
NJ 0.0210 <0.05 - - 0.3428 n.s.
SH 0.2815 n.s. 0.9655 n.s. 0.8787 n.s.
JH 0.2076 n.s. 0.9778 n.s. 0.9991 n.s.
e ns FRRZERALRE, “-7 FORGFHHEIZAL A W WAFAFER ) 14

332 ERLEBESH

FFIRER 22 0 T BOE W N R GE 3.6). BIEHE. Pl HERA R 4 ADNFIRE
FEARL D, e SRt B AT P E R A e 15 BN . e 5 MERFH 2
AL A LEEBAR R, 10 H 95%F0 99% HARE N AR, #Ch 57.14%. 4 A N TFREE#
PRl R R ZE R, TFHIh 95%I K 35.72%, 99%brifE Nk 64.29%. 7 LA WA LA
95%IMIAIERT , N THREET3 2 807 5UH 4 Hh(35.72%) I T B AR P E(57.14%), FEH & B
SR 22 2507 5 43 LA 0 i 1 45 N DRI

3.3.3 FHERHKH

FRPBEAE T AL SIS SR A H LR 3.6 BB IRS5 17 E LRI B H e 22 (12 S B R R
AT 17 AR . HLUORNE L AR 2 ANFEE, AR EH AR 14 Ao IIERN IR
BEROEEON B AT 1 AR 3 ANAME, S SER B D, #0529 AN S 3 AR S MM
U B RFP RSO SE A B b, #0410 4

FT A LSS D R 23 A, N TRPRESEA LA H 20 4, Lo FARFIBE(19 MIg 2 .
HE, DU I 5% LA b AR bR UEAE Ay i WA A SE R G v, N TRPIEH I 9 AN WL 4547 B[,
ADF ASRFEEN 11 A, N TR T2 5 WA LR 10.25 A4S, AT AARFIER(11.0).

334 ZNEFFEERE
ST LR 2 E B AR LT B /NP BE B /K IR 10 MM ST 43, S5t i (B 2 4 [ AP RER 1.960
FIAZAKFEEN 1.917. BARFIEEFRISAIFL N FE LR 1.702, & AN LFEER 1.670,

3.35 HEE

WS Ho S fE A2 X EARE, 4 0.2468, iZFHREIIE I8 & He(0.1942)th
o N LFMHEPRIMEE G BE A 0.1648, 11 HARFIREES /N, 4 0.1607. ~FIIHEE 35 1 H AR
FHEE0.1511) KT AN TAEE(0.1402) .

3.36 ZHALAME RIS

% 3.5 PO T AR AR S AR EHRA Fise Fis BOKHIREFEAERIRE, 29 0307, [
SRFIBE B4 S S HOR-0.075, N TRIER-0.130. 200, FTA 0 BER[ iH HAB4 £3 0 —
T



R 3.6 KIZ 13 ANFERIEAE 2

Table 3.6 Measurements of microsatellite DNA genetic diversity in the 13 M. glyptostroboides populations

MES G 7757 S 7757 (VA S V2 55 U1V S PNE { QR ORIV S (Ve PSR S

L MEREGE  HHERGE AR
No. of [ERE 4 [ERdE 4 Number of ~ Number of common b i
Population Ho Hg Fis
samples Pys(%) Pyo(%) alleles alleles (P>0.05) A AR
H AR TR
GH 27 57.14 57.14 13 11 1.857 1.679 0.0952 0.1340 0.307
XH 14 57.14 57.14 13 10 1.857 1.385 0.1633 0.1392 -0.137
SM 14 57.14 57.14 14 13 2.000 1.917 0.1837 0.1866 0.053
XG 11 57.14 57.14 14 10 2.000 1.960 0.2468 0.1942 -0.026
HS 10 57.14 57.14 11 11 1.857 1.571 0.1143 0.1014 -0.075
LT 3 28.57 28.57 9 9 1.286 - 0.0952 0.0794 0.000
SB 3 28.57 28.57 10 10 1.429 - 0.1429 0.1111 -0.091
MD 1 28.57 28.57 9 9 1.286 - 0.2857 0.1429 -
ZL 5 42.86 42.86 10 10 1.429 - 0.1714 0.1200 -0.333
S 15.20 57.14 57.14 13 11 1.914 1.702 0.1607 0.1511 0.024
i 88 57.14 57.14 19 12 2714 1.884 0.1485 0.1558 -0.075
N TR
HZ 16 42.86 71.43 12 10 1.714 1.601 0.1607 0.1339 -0.169
NJ 17 28.57 57.14 11 9 1.571 1.454 0.1933 0.1352 -0.405
SH 15 42.86 57.14 13 12 1.857 1.776 0.1810 0.1606 -0.092
JH 23 28.57 71.43 17 10 2.429 1.850 0.1242 0.1310 0.074
TEy 17.75 35.72 64.29 13.25 10.25 1.893 1.670 0.1648 0.1402 -0.148
N7 71 42.86 71.43 20 9 2.857 1.901 0.1610 0.1424 -0.130

sy 159 57.14 57.14 23 10 3.286 2.111 0.1545 0.1510 -0.040




3.3.7 EF ML RH

K Nei(1978) M 734k R EU(Gsr) A FIE N 135 5 2 FEPERR S (Hs) . B asi A5 2 FEE
FREUH) T E AR A R 2 KA FARTIRERIRE N 101845 2 FEPEFR S Hs O 0.157, st 2 4f
P He 0 0.159, LML REL Ger 24 0.015. BHLAR S E AL TRIEN, S Fhem) 18t 1k
SRR /N N TRPEE Hs 4 0.144, Hp B2 0.145, B0 LR % Gsr A7 0.006, AT
F PRI AL AR/, SR 5% 22 FERE SR B TR P

% 3.7 Nei’s ZEH 734k 524

Table 3.7 Nei’s gene differentiation coefficient

i st TR Ay gt 22 RETE SR 2L EIEAE Z FEESREL AL A R EL
Management type H, Hy Gsr
H AR RE 0.157 0.159 0.015
N LA 0.144 0.145 0.006
At 0.151 0.154 0.022

H Weir & Cockerham(1984)[f] F-Zi vl 5 1 MU I¥1 15t 4% 70 fh 45 R (35 3.8) 55 ik Nei(1978)
e | PUIUES S
% 3.8 Weir & Cockerham [ F-&i i &

Table 3.8 Weir & Cockerham’s F-statistics

i =sutl FOREA M SRR ZREME RSB 2 RE T RO R 2 AR L 3
Management type Fis Fir Fsr
HARFHE 0.038 0.058 0.021
N LA -0.130 -0.121 0.008
5878 -0.040 -0.018 0.022

3.3.8 BME—HE HEUEE Y

L — B RIS AR P I 45 AR 3.9, A WG PiTHL. 8RBl RBIEERT, fr
A7 PR — U BRI ST MR 35 K R E0.9969), Bt/ Ky RN [ A RE(0.9772). 114K
FIEER AL —BU% T8 09902, N TFREEHR 0.9947, N TRHEERT HARFEE, AN TR
AR ARBLURE L E AR

LR B 5 5L — U A ARG, B I 2 5 KA D ERT B R E(0.0230), e/
(R E BT A KR HE(0.0031).

3.3.9 BEHT
FEE UPGMA SRR SR 284E B ASRFI I T PO R L s AR . 1)1 1)
FELERPRERIF N AN PSR 5 o0 — 280 2 AN N R e Ho b AU iR SR AR KPP
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Table 3.9 Nei's (1978) identity (upper diagonal) and distance (lower diagonal) values based on 7 microsatellite loci.

HZ NJ SH JH GH XH SM XG HS LT SB MD ZL

HZ 0.9939 0.9945 0.9965 0.9965 0.9938 0.9876 0.9848 0.9969 0.9824 0.9828 0.9534 0.9675
NJ 0.0061 0.9949 0.9931 0.9884 0.9860 0.9889 0.9790 0.9874 0.9661 0.9688 0.9663 0.9556
SH 0.0055 0.0051 0.9950 0.9945 0.9874 0.9875 0.9772 0.9892 0.9778 0.9831 0.9684 0.9602
JH 0.0035 0.0070 0.0050 0.9966 0.9927 0.9902 0.9828 0.9953 0.9843 0.9817 0.9644 0.9688
GH 0.0035 0.0117 0.0055 0.0034 0.9932 0.9873 0.9825 0.9957 0.9866 0.9870 0.9642 0.9734
XH 0.0062 0.0141 0.0127 0.0073 0.0068 0.9913 0.9930 0.9958 0.9915 0.9886 0.9444 0.9884
SM 0.0125 0.0112 0.0125 0.0098 0.0128 0.0088 0.9903 0.9859 0.9777 0.9740 0.9654 0.9769
XG 0.0154 0.0212 0.0230 0.0173 0.0177 0.0070 0.0098 0.9871 0.9788 0.9719 0.9376 0.9840
HS 0.0031 0.0127 0.0109 0.0047 0.0043 0.0042 0.0142 0.0130 0.9895 0.9857 0.9441 0.9768
LT 0.0177 0.0345 0.0225 0.0158 0.0134 0.0085 0.0225 0.0214 0.0105 0.9958 0.9247 0.9867
SB 0.0173 0.0317 0.0170 0.0184 0.0131 0.0114 0.0263 0.0285 0.0144 0.0042 0.9274 0.9799
MD 0.0477 0.0343 0.0321 0.0363 0.0365 0.0572 0.0352 0.0644 0.0575 0.0783 0.0753 0.9211
ZL 0.0330 0.0454 0.0406 0.0317 0.0270 0.0117 0.0233 0.0162 0.0235 0.0134 0.0203 0.0822




551, SERRERAERACTRE L. )5 S N TR S BRI — KR & BA
CABFFRIZEAE RS . NI BKIX s A o SRR K SRR S R N A2 AR [ 1 11
—RIRAE . ARBREII AL D SUREE L R e LR BE RO L )1 AR Bk RPN
BEEAE AR, ARG 5 IEMEER S

0.100 0.075 0.050 0.02% 0.000

HS

GH
XH
N *
SH+

XG
LT

E

_(

L
MD

Kl 3.3 JKAZFIEERY UPGMA JACH* ¥ N LA EE)
Figure 3.3 UPGMA dendrogram of M. glyptostroboides populations

3.3.10 LS

4 AN NTHEEBC LR, 5 BARFEAMAI AL UL RS Bl an R matpiEny 17 4
AMEAT 15 METRIE T EAEF B AMA GH27, 14Nk A T35/K HS10 MA, 14K H T3¢
[H XG11 MA.  E#FEER 15 MRS 10 AR BT GH27, 1 AKA T HS10, 2 KB T
XG11, 2 MK E TAARFRER K SM14. HUNFREER) 16 NN E R A TREAEMH#E GH27
W2, & 144, 595 2 Ak ASKFEE, tHiE HS10 Mk, SHERMBELE 23 MMk, ok
TR H s, b 18k T GH27, 534k 5 AN il B 5 AN AN HS10.XG11 .
SB03. LT03. XH14. &F#EIRUE H 7 LE 24 sy B s 3.4,

n msz10

B XH14

0.8 ®LT03

L. L. L. H SB03

5 0.6 | R R - BN B SM14

@ @A XG11

o, O GH27
0.2

NJ SH HZ JH
i

Kl 3.4 N TRHEERIHEC LLAL TG

Table 3.4 Assignment tests for artificial populations



BT 7 Bl dw 2 I AGZ R N EAERIAE ) GH27 AMA, JF HAEREAS PR IEAR R
RETEEH] o e uURIAE R 88.24% K2 70 LB I MORE A4 . de /M EL B g I 21 66.67%,
=02 e SOKPRREIR AN A HS10 52 N TR A 0 Be . AN PR IBCLE B SRR
b, HABACMBOKMRE . Mt lA 34, 2 —AVNTFdE. ek THEEAEMB0KA,
AT PR A VLRC . 20 BC i 2 (R R PRE, BRAEEAES, JEAE ST 5 AP AT UL RE A

3.4 g
3.4.1 JKIZ BRFREERIB AL S5 1

X AKAZ B TRSZ56 05 36 56 X H AMIAZ s BG4, WA 7 XFRefe N T KAZ 00,
A AT RSV A ST 4, WTRUE L SR AL S [ B )R
EPA R S A QPR ek DR ST SR S I 0 7 R T AR R
HME(Zane et al. 2002). 55— T HURE i1E FIKAZAEBL A 24 AR 5T (ORI, IXAEXTKAZ ()
SSRGS BRI, QKA R AIEHSE AT T (1948) W E (i fl—F i
T Tl S5 A8 T A REAE R 2 AR KAZHE T R AKAZ L, 250K 4] (1989,1990) M 4H Jfd 4% 284 £ 55
RIS R e PG R K ZE S

ARG SSRs WHFUKAZ FARFIHE 88 ANMATTFH] 57.14% M 2 i EH 40 L, KT H
RAPD J7i2:%F AR FIBEAHITFEAZL(81 M IIFFTES H(87.93%)(Li et al. 2005), LEHAEE
(1999)/] RAPD J7ER/KAZ FSRFIHE 27 DMK 2 1 5517 U3 53%AHIT, T4 R 4%
(2003)H] RAPD JjiEXf /KA 48 AMAIS AR 2 VL2 B BT 459 10 2 328 7 s A 49 16(10.53
-33.33%). [ T 773 F SSR 8 RAPD AFHLIE I 22 5 FH IR B i (1) 22 5o, ZKAZ Tl LA
A BB ACH o 7KAZ FARFIRER 2 47 5UA 73 IR Tl = A2 (Picea abies)66% 1 LLA(53
A~ SSRs A7 s HT 35 A& Z A7 £0)(Scotti et al. 2002)55 .

IKAZ 9 AN EARFIRE 88 MAMALE 7 AN PN s LA AT SE R 19 A, PR A5 2.71
ANGEALIED, /N TR AT g H T A HIAZ (R S A R (P 6,78 AN SR AR
[Al)(Moriguchi et al. 2003, Tani et al. 2004). 7KAZ AR FRRERIREAT 55 19 134 S0 JE PR 45 H e
KT H BRI 5L R W H , G A2 (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 102 4~ 50 M
BT AR R S AT BN B 7.5 4N (Amarasinhe & Carson 2002), [z 4% (Picea
glauca)32 MMALE 6 M A LA RE N 14.5 S (Rajora et al. 2001), E[E KA (Pinus
contorta var 'latifolia")30 ~/MACSF-3)REA7 A1 21.0 ANEEAT FE [K (Thomas et al. 1999), # FHi4iH
T BB A A EEA I R H R m T KAZ B ARFRE, a0 ELHE(Betula maximowicziana)54 ANM& 11
AL R EI R A 3.0 DNEEALEER (Goto et al. 2004), i [liE(Vitellaria paradoxa)d41
AN 10 M7 4.3 DNEEATIE D (Kelly et al. 2004), 765 R 45 8 Antirhea borbonica #E4%)
366 ANMEHT 7 AL 714 AN SR L (Litrico et al. 2005), #7 2R #% (Castanopsis
acuminatissima)72 M4 5 AN £ 10.8 NSS4 H (Blakesley et al. 2004), 221 #% (Castanopsis
cuspidate)32 MA 7 ML 13.9 NS SE K (Ueno et al. 2000), BV (Inga edulis)189 A4
5 ARSI 15.0 ANE5EA7 LK (Hollingsworth et al. 2005).

TRATTAF R 7K AZ AR FIE 1R R oA 16 4 22 FEPE R A(H)0.157 145 3L, /N T- LA FH RAPD
D7 V543 B i) 35 A% 2 BE 1 {8 (0.2341) (Li et al. 2005), 1% T- Polaskia chichipe #f #F (¥



Hs=0.646(Otero-Arnaiz et al. 2005). /KAZ HARFIRE R EAL ZFEE Hi=0.159, Rl T-7744
(Pinus resinosa)159 MMA& 9 AN ALAL RIS AL 2 FF1%: (Hr=0.618)(Echt et al. 1998)LL j
Polaskia chichipe £ 0.658(Otero-Arnaiz et al. 2005). 7KAZ [ SRFIRE AR I8 4% 2 FEVE,
AR AR ZE(2005) A1 Li 252005 )44 [FIFELE 18 o UKIYIRT N A vi% 5) 15 7 T J5E DR FAR T /K A2 1 AR Fol
T 2 FETPE(L et al. 2005).

IKAZ BARFPRE 5 AL 70 AR S Ger =0.015, 18/N T RAPD J5i%45 H ) Gsr=0.2442(Li et al.
2005), 1 T 754 (Pinus resinosa)ft) Ggr=0.121(Echt et al. 1998). [[FE/KAZ H AR FhHER
Fsr=0.021 {%T-##%(Cyclobalanopsis myrsinaefolia) [ SA R K] SSRs 7 S5 5 Fsr=0.044
(Liu et al. submitted) A A 4=y #4 I (Vitellaria paradoxa) H#AFIHE 10 4~ SSRs A7 x5 [ 0.026
(Kelly et al. 2004), {HILEHEYA —Leimi L bR AR M4, Wi Polaskia chichipe (1)
Fsr=0.015 (Otero-Arnaiz et al. 2005), Lychnis flos-cuculi FFff£] 0.022 (Galeuchet et al. 2005),
FLHE(Betula maximowicziana)f] Fsr 24 0.0028 42 0.0158 2 [i1](Goto et al. 2004)%% ,

3.4.2 JKAZ NIAHHER B AR Fh B 1L 251 LR

IKIZ N THIEE 95% bt I I3 2 AL F 7 ol 35. 2% T A ARFIEE(57.14%), 5
FLERKAZ I FE 45 FA A (Kuser 1997, ZEBaZR5E 2005, L4255 2005, Li et al. 2005). A
TR R AL Z AP B B AR B BRI I R A e A AT R GE W4 8 = A2 (Picea
abies)(Gomory 1992). 4z #~(Picea glauca)(Rajora 1999). 4R7¥(Ginkgo biloba)(Fan et al.
2004). KH#i(Zostera marina)(Williams & Davis 1996). #&#iEHEY) Scaphium macropodum
(Ratnam et al. 2000). EJl i 7.(Inga edulis)(Hollingsworth et al. 2005)55. A LFH#E 15 2 FF
AR S I TEA I, EERIBURE 0N /N 250 #8252 S0V S e (1 3 A 22 M PRAIC (9
/NG 2000)0 TiAh, JKAZG MO REEAEAE IO SR, AN TR 25 A O 1A Z R . A
RIE, H 1979 K, F)NL 1.6 ACRRITHEKAZ IS AL 2548 2001).

N TR 55 A L R H (13.25)0% 2 T AR MR (13), (H-P 385 WA A7 56 R 5 B
(10.25) 5170 F AARFIREAD) . YK N TR R A SR I, HBRE AR, X F
25 R IAT P 77 TH AT RER SR BT 2 5 DR AR S A IR L S A R BT, (H AT TRIF I R R A
AR XA TR N TR BRI, A0 BE I thAe R sTikivy, PRk
JE AR AT R L AR A S5 LR 3 B (Morris et al. 2002). 767 45 5T bt B0 T IR il i I %
(Liu et al. submitted).

IKAZ N LR PRI S5 B Ho=0.1648, 5 1~ FHARFIHE(0.1607), H-FIHHEE M4
JE(HE=0.1402)f1% T~ HARFIRE(0.1511) I RER t1 T N TR AL I8 7 BEAIR AN — 2Ll 5 A 1Y,
FEAMAAE A RUIB B IR, EEUE R e A X SRR 8 2 & LI R 3%, DRI L e
TEMEEZ G B s, TSI EE 2 5 FE R AIC T F AR TR

N LR RE LR 73 A6 R Gsr=0.006 /N T FHARFH R Ger=0.015, UiHI N TR g 4L
SR FE AR TG, AT T2 (AT 3G L SR S AR AR a8 AL 54, e R K AZ O E 45 th
[FIFEE 1B (I ARSE 2005, Li et al. 2005). ##%5(Liu et al. submitted). KZi+-H(Andropogon
gerardii) Al E[J 2 22 57 (Sorghastrum nutans)(Gustafson et al. 2004) [T 5T A AL 25 3



3.4.3 KB ANLHEKIF IR

N TRRE I T S LeRRAT ST BE R, SRR J5OR B T E i 1) “ A0 IR RT BE PR
R N TR HS I S0 5K BTN R TR], A4 5 AN 2 [ R B RS 36 .38 A
N TAMAKRES 73 K B EEAER R — A, UL TR AREOR 2 th ARAE . /NIRRT
NP AKAZER T ) o ATy, AKZ A Bk A7 T e, /N RVEEAE P A 3 AR, 3K
AN — 12 B, IF B BRI AAZAT W] BB /N5 T AFTR(Li et al. 2005), M A] fgix—
IR KIS IR AL 2 o AT TCBCR AR A7, th B REAERP A T ) —f
2%, HRRWIN TRER R — IS o AEREA LR 3 3BUKAZ J5 AR O 25 J5U A AP e (L et al.
2005), IXFHILGAEFAM (Pinus coulteri)(Ledig 2000)+ #} )& < 42 (Picea abies)(Gugerli et al. 2001)
T IR v R AT I o AL G KA T I D7 R R e K FA R U S KA TR BER 1)
Ty, oz b 7 A R T A AME A S S B AR R = iz AR
(Helenurm & Parsons 1997), A T/KAZFHERMEAIE . — o B HTASFINACS R K AZ B
TR 25 R R AU 1 P AR YR KR PR — I % (Chen et al. 2003). Pl o — 3 5 5 [P R A3 2K
TKAZ LR ep ()38 73 JE DA, AL A S R P PAIG

Ty T, N DA as AL 24 /N T B AR R RE TG AL 204, N AT S AR BA ) 2t
fEAiRE, RN TR A Rl e R — 3. BB BIRh 1A N2 A B SRFI R s B 1),
YR B ASFEIE R A SRR S, ARG RAE & MM . 1245 R 5 ek —3ct
47555 2005, Li et al. 2005), #SUEHIN TRHEHAEfE M TR ZS IS, RV R TR T LU =
FHEEN M Z R, AR5 T N TR R m B AR, 380 g3 B A2 3R (Barrett & Kohn
1991, Waser 1993).



BNE KERRTEREGEEK

41 WS

L B FE IR s R FUATART AR st A () ) DG, DR b A P b TRE 2R ) 2 SR
N EEAAATT T S G 1) 2 22 St (breeding system)(5K KB 2004). T A4 i B0 A= 2
H BT RFUE YRR E B R B e

4.1.1 HYIRZE RS HELFER
4111 EHETAMTMERSR

FEW) (4 B 5 A0 45 TG PE " B (asexual reproduction) FIA5 P4 %4 (sexual reproduction). |~ ]
T IR RS B IR (vegetative reproduction)Fl Gl 4 5 (apomixis), BLHKCHD
"5 (agamospermy) . A VEEHH I S AEY) F EE R AR TE T 2, S AR A A TR e A
53 FTE JBC - R I 2 RE SE st AR AL (RN 2004) . A1 ZE0E K Y N o R IR 2 (1)
WS RN TR . Rk & SRR A A T e s Q) VR,
MNTTAE e D R AZ e A AR 8]« R 2 8] S AP e N EBis 3l . 9 (PKRR 55 2004). &45HE4)
(Pt A TR A T A P B P S R I TC TR B Bt (gametophytic phase) (Boavida et al. 2005),
PR AT 1 T w] LUK A P kA v e AIREE S AT AR AN, AP SR ) DU R A 5 2%
Gyl NI o AE AR Z A AR, AN BEAH ELASTC AN AR T 4 iy () 3 AL (5 Rl A
PEEHZR T — DR h (RN 53 2004).

B R G WA DA IS A P B I DR — A i ) R — AR, A FE A I+
GV REFRITABIECE S BT 2004). W€ Y ASHL R EAD AT LL T R4
Ty A RS Ry, AT R GEAT I E MR R T AL A1 T4 5 A LA SRR PR3t 45 7 TR A7 4L
YERI(BR/N D545 1997, 2001), 0 FRE(a] AL 0 A VR T T 20 R (KR B3 4% 2001, i) HH AR 4%
2001). AEPIACHC R GERIWEFT AT LA AN JZ IR (T HIAESE 2001): 55— AN EWFT A A 74
A AR AR EE ], RIRPRER) AAC R a0 R . X MYIFIEZ I RS B2 2L,
EORAHY A R G A RN (RN 2004). 5 AN EUGRAEY LR R S AR, X
W5 ORI L B DA R

FEPIFPIRE S R 25 SO AT E R G, AN [FR /N R MORE R A A% SR A7 A 22 5, AT R T 3 A
BCRSE, JCHZEASI R P2 e 5 A AR e A OCHE, AACSE R aed, A
AT — R BRI N B, A ASASEAI R AR A . A, — S BRET PR ER A Ak
SE T MR R A 2 S M R A MR I AS I R GE (RN 5 2004) . FEA) ) e o B0
WM 2SR, il TR R [Tk 2 AN [R] e [ 2 AR TR S P AR S R AE B AAZ R K
(EDNIL, BRFETE 1999). Ji4b, ALk (R5d AR RS ) e ) AT AT HC 2R 507 A2 56 W (i 253
RIS 2001).

4.1.12 AT ERGHITT

DA AER R /N, A S IS TR, AR HME W 52 3 B (R AT B 0, sl B e e BNk 1
(R DRI, DR AR ) A TG 28 e IR AT 9T 0 AT BEAS AN AT AT T 1A PR 384 B0 A HE U A2 i 7
(T H4E4E 2001).  H20HH 2060 A H A7 B AR N H T A st 0 a5, MY R4

\|

ly



I FCAT B PO A (/N 2004), Jak—288 11 F4ric WISSR. RAPD. AFLPZE {45 )
T iZ WY FH (Parker et al. 1998). WFFUACHC R EGEM7iE KB FELM(FR/N S 2004):
(DIRAT A DAY

Clegg(1980) 2 H T H4Hs J5 4RI DA 70 HE BT A T 2R 48 2 5001 L AN 537 35 DR B P TR AS
B o XML T PUAN SE AR 1 - (DFTA FARER & BEHL R AC (G A8 3 M) B A AS (AL Fs=1-1)
TR s BT BERRRE Al (LA RS DRUTR M ) (3) 57 A8 R 5 RERRIBE R TE 56 (DFEASTL
ANFARIE R AL A PSP AE IR B o (RIS B AR, T LURS VT S5 AR S R A 1 L
il

BN P ST AR MR A7 A — 2 o) 0, LB 530 AR R R, k0 AT R
WRT 1, ANFEL SR 25 RAAE AR RO 22 4555 . BT B Binl i, Ritland#1Jain(1981)%
TR ST G T 2 AT R AS ARSI, 2437 55 A AT ik 00 1) 45 52 3k
MEHEBEHLASBL M EL /N o Show FE(198 ) MATIIMEZR AT, T T —Fh 247 i e A2 Al P ASE
. Ritlandibga 5 T — 2R IMACHL RS 1H A2 PMLT(Ritland 1990), J5£0id 583 SMLTR
FE 7 (Ritland 2002).

Q)RA G BT

TRASKERISEF AR SAT, A5 A SRFR I A R AR B B I IR D7 Vs AN REAR L 1 it ke
) R o S AT TIT AN S A —AN 1 85 S0 AT 2R B Al 2 0 S 3o WO R SR 8 A 1 A
R R EARFIRE D BT R RIS, H R R R A A A 1 AS B
FHIS A B A A 7 AR 1) e S v] A LT B A0 5 EARPREE 0T 1 I REAR LR
fA B, MORAHT BB RSN WX AR RIS UL, AT R -8k,
ATTEEREAR SR8 SRAR T B 718 3 B AL HEBR V2 (genetic exclusion). K
BLAR 43 Bt i (maximum  likelihood assignment)F1 52 P 4% 737 (fractional paternity assignment)3
Flto ANFIJTVESATRIBE, FEAFACREZ 122 A7 a5 FLAE A7 35 DR A 3R A 385 v R/ NI R, SR
AL HEBR I 25 R 5 s MR R b, A0 HT B 45 2R FH 5 AR 1 DT ik 2 Skl e 1 A
JEI, SRR v ER 2R/ Bk, #F50r BARSR AT 2 73k, BRI 7 i A R R AT
FEH HIE (BN 5 2004).

4113 EX. BRKEEFR
(D)IEAS AT FER

WEASALFERID) 1) A FISEGAMEZ AR 5728, A PRI A S AR AR & & B, KA
EATFER . [ ARRIYRIRE b U A8 TR FE ML b2 [ A8 RS 28 Ja AR B 38 4 SR A
S=1-w,/w, , rfw Fw, 58000 AR AS R IIE A . BRI T, B A%
(I3, A BRI FE O S AT, TR AT 55 Bk S50 6 IR 3R 0 H R R4k B AR PRI R (o
KB 2004).

KT AR BR/N T (2004) 2 85 0 LU R 2518 ()94 — 2 MM an, 1548 80
WEAS LR AN BB 2 o FRBE AR PHOU BRI R A i M SR AR B R, 6535 TR i Je B 45 o
HIMREASINAT S50 . HayesZ5(2005)F FH ZUIE A 5T 5 75 B —Fh I Cucurbita pepoilt47 F
FERIFST, 4 e A it SN T A 6B I 5 A () 7™ B (2)1 A8 RE AR R 2R 3% L n B Bt
EL LA R BEE B {2 (Husband & Schemske 1996). Wellers5(2005)%f 47 71 FF—Fh w1 B H AS K4



Schiedea viscosafff 7t W], LR IR IS LB Be(CUAE BRI H Fh7 KANRUR ZF) AT I
AEEIR, MU R AR B B A S IR A T A IR I A . Hayes %5 (2005) 52 46 GE W, %)
Cucurbita pepoiEAT44F IR i 22 IR FUEMN0. 1678 46.30.53, I HAFEHAEA, fhATIA
SRS FER Al T FARER T s &R p— 2 A s I Tl R R G — A S A (E
WA AN 58 4 X FE,  Andersson Al Waldmann(2002) X 1] 45 Wr B} 5 7% 1€ J& 48 4 Scabiosa
canescensfiff I A AE SLAR S st AR S AR B, AR MR ZE R Q)T HEIRT
AR AR K o ANFEFEE AL R E AR, AR R RIS FE IR ARG, (H A%y
IR o (4L A FERAE L IANFIEAZ LK R P AN A] .

— RN FHOE A IR A A FENUH]: ()A F BB Btk S0 R [ 5, TE
i, MAEAS A RSP PR JE DK T 48 5 (Dudash & Carr 1998, Glémin et al. 2001); (2)
SERLEEDR T REAE A WA, PN AEE TS S TEACT 22 S T o XML A R AL 2
Pl A A A RS AN R R o pR A o A5 i DR 5 A P 20 A8 S8R m) DA RIS B8 A FH s ik
T8 A 1 5 1 AR P 30 A e A i A B AR T A (1~ 3908 & B, A5 WA 5 9915 B (Dudash & Carr
1998).

Q)AL AL IR

AHERAR IZC (1) P AN AR Z B A AT R et PR AR ARG 2 8, S ) R 20 A R AR ] 1) A8
TIC B AR LI AR ) A2 TE R0 2 PEAR IR SR, RO I AT IR

FHOE ARG AT P L ZEL(Galloway & Fenster 2000): i f& i W 1 (local
adaptation)f7 ¢, AR Bl NI AC 2 S EUMAL BN R R AL BE R A, T I A
FEDI TR AE P A M IRA AN N o PAIEE AN PR AMA L 9 0, 3 SR 2B A B BRI 55—
Tl A A Sz A8 S SRR FT R AT R IE R, DI, TR T AN IR R A5 BE DRI T (R A
PTG (Fenster et al. 1997). PRk 4F e S50 L DR (1 A B AT A AR T 0 e s IR A
o LA il Jeh G A AR AR FH L ) 7= AR D ee itk i e bk, RIS PR B R B2 4 1
(coadapted gene complexes). AACAH G W B 2 AR ST A A R R B0 LR . A
b, A IR R TR ARG o X RS R AT S TR G, DRI AS R
fRIE BT R, SRR LG LT, TP R BGF TR UG B RhS n] G £6 8 78 S5 pic )
T ZE AR BN sR(%R N5 2004).

4.1.2 HYRIFFRBESEEK

Ty 2 Bh T RAAE T TG AR FISZRE A5 R AR LU AR 10, Bh 7 2 i Ak i
WIPARAR, R AR B ERT, PRI 16 T o 5 MR I SR 59 38 o AEPI R (1) 2%
SR Rl TR, B BB OR I M TR FEAIS, Fb 7 TR B F#{IK(Rahman et al. 2005).
FYNAT I R G R s, AR E W RRA99BEIT T S R Aa R I ACIC R S8, A
h B RAR IR A A FE W T Je AU 1 I B

B 7 A 3G & FE R K . IXFE Orellana 25£(2005) 15256 A3 BIRIESE, Wi gpp7
HER, BRRZFI AR R, JF B R m . AR5 Wi A AR 1) 5
e dk > TR R U (Aizen & Feinsinger 1994). T/t S EUR R 4648 7 1) 3%
KA SAEAT R A A (FR/N B3 2000b),  Jir LA B4k AR, mT e T8 ek 532 i b~ S5 o 1T B AL AR 420 1)



ARt AAE ). K/ANFIR ZF . Henriquez(2004)H3E T A58 F Wi A6 &R 5 £E mi
JU7¥ (Lapageria rosea)fl 1 iU (520 . A0SR A8 Maulino ARAK 0 7 W46 25 55 A
SR BERNZAE YR T EAE T RANRUR e T3 AT EU A i WA B R B A 55 1 e 1 LA
AL AEAE T AR e W AR I Rh /N T SRR 1Y), R ZFRE T AR TIE SRR I HAR
R, WA AR ST v b1 5t A 2 0 &l e AR A R K A7 % 7 AR 74« Henriouez(2004)
MR AAF T Tl R/ANFIFR 7 R 28 R =07 RS T Widk SR EE%) 1) B fE(Lapageria rosea)
(b7 BT (R, & AR W] WA 56 0 A i B 0 T S e A A J AR R 5

TR EF R G R R R B, EHERIL T SRA M e, SO R
R B2, APPSR IS T AE RN DU SRR B Bl 7 R 2RI R
55 MGG S 520 . Verdu A1 Traveset(2005)FFTIE B, A IR A 2F I ) 22 ¢
SEMRE )2 A AR IE G B, EUTn 7R ) 4y B AR i AT SN, AT &) B IR AR KR S B g
HRA AL o AP SIS R 5 R RN AR R S IR st AL R 00, [R5 5256 1)
A, LR A i a) DL A SE5G 45545 . Verdu FI Traveset(2005)IA 4 £ SE A A4 Lb—4F
ARV R TR AT T 2 Ak, RA 2 BT W] DM 2 AR B RIS S B AR TR R
AT —4FARY), R — R LS, KT KT e 442 X . Verdu AT Traveset(2005)
T N A2 R FH TR A A, R IS TR R4 e AR IR 90 SR Al T RIFIE . G582 BATTAH ORI
BEEEA AN, N TE RIS T ORR TR L8, Rl N TH G4 T Y 6e1s 2 2
(RE FRAK S o BN LS B 5 (R M1 it 25 e WA M R 2P IS T) LA R 2l B 13 5 8 . Khan
SE(1999)% Bk i AR (Mesua ferrea) S5 A, Bk — AN RS d 1-4 Ridh 1, X 44D
LA AR N =y R/ i Ve R W e a7 G RS e A1 I (VS O e S I MR v 3w
AT TuE S R S 7 A — R IR ) v L AR 2 SR I A AR R e

TR IE A BE R 2 AU A L8805, Horb [ 26400 7 7 (Arabidopsis  thaliana) & T
IBFFTEL %, W Malmberg 55(2005) 1 18 1 538 45 B AH 5G4 Tl B0 MR I DR IS0 280 A
AR T B 45 RS R PR IAE R . Roux 4§(2005). Luo %5(1999) LA K&
Alonso-Blanco %5(1999)tH7EIX 7 I T —L8 T AE. Giroux %5(1996)4iiE T & £ K(Zea mays)
ORI T —ANRE SR A E R IER, AT A SR RS IR SRR B

TER B R E R P — RN B, A2 DIl 2ond A K By ™ AR5, 25 A 52 Wi EA]
FRIVE 2R LA AR, 4 B I rh s ma 4 T 5 KR PR 3R 2 0 SRR ) S B i ) B - Pinder
SE(1995)J06S KIERAMI T IXT7 TR TAF o KRR R BEE B D 2R AN a2 ] R 5% i) DR 35 «
(D HTAMERE I E R AR LIS, SEATE IR 77 8% QM FEIE: Q)=
Bh R G IE I AT s (4) R R) PR A B4 6T 2 B4R s (S)IBCBORIL & B I lA s (6)
JEARBET s (7) 3840 T B0 52 M) TR AR PR AH ELAE FEORH AR (R 4] (8) 1 -5 4 v AR K4
file Pinder Z5(1995) ML X A1 Ay TE LA e MRS RN )y B A0 AR, RIS K
JEA BB R ) 1) 5 2 DR 3% 2 M1 T Bl v R R R I

4.1.3 KR EEAEY R
IKAZAE T P A B | ] B 1 5 ok 22 Rh 2 S IR e, oK ARZ & 6 8 B 2 AR 9 A
KANEE o KAZHNEAE, MEMERIRE, SAEPeRy. REMEIE A ERBE 250, FFRREE BLRER 5-9 M,



PR SORAEF, K 15-30cm, AT AEAE R TR REDIR R 28, MEAE 20 i T2,
T2 RV, BAMERE S 28 bk T ek e v, A EE S AR Bk R
2000).

KA K EIRGE, TFUREESE RN, th— A2 I S5 SEAF R IAT 2, W] — PR (1
BRAESE THERRIE RGN . — M, KA B 20 AFREF=AMEERAE, 25 E20 4 A 7= AR MELE 7 (5K
NEH 2000). (HAKAZORFFES LR BRARAS, D™ M 250 Fr 47 (1) o )0 A7 45 S e )

gk N BHAEIKAZ I M i) — b T AR AR K S 200, #0381 B = HKAZ I 6 45 58 1 4
R MBH, TkFE = 1980, 5K MBH 2000). A TSR, B PREKAZ BMERELL IR ] B 7R
PR R (K 4.1).

41 KAZWERELETE O TT A BRI 5K S BRRI5K 35 = (1980) £ 21
Table 4.1 The female and male flower development and flowering process of M. glyptostroboides (summarized
from Zhang & Zhang(1980))

RE W ‘ X
H 4 e P M e
Developmental
Time Male inflorescence Female flower bud
stage

5HTNH MEREREIE R K, A

6 ity FTRY LITaA tHILHELE )
T TEAMb 6 HTH  HERPE 4-6 JEK, AHEIESF 3-5 X (R MRAILE
& 7 H): MR ol B
TR =AM A LT
T —Rh 3 AN LD IR, A Sk 3

7 AT A WEAEZF I
8 A kA HEEZE B WK, K 2mm, 7% 1.6mm WEFE ZF 3R, DURE, ThismaR,
16T Ry £ 3mm, % 2.5mm
8~9 J] HEAEIF BT, MEAE2E 0 2EEY 3 ANk, W METE 2RI T, METE 27 5
AR e R AR, E AR B
b, AR

HEAEF A 16-22em, — 07 3-4 Aorbe, B MERRAES KR, IUBIRK
10 A CIRAERS, BOBRIR N T TR MERRAEZFR4ER  HAIEDE, K Smm, #H 2.5mm

2F AR
PSR L B Zidi, HHEIE
WATH MRS AR BT O, RG4S, IR
K

2 NAE HERRAETEIR, FWEKIT, BethdEss, JOMmBIT  MERRIEANGRIT I, 2Rk
TFAE. A6k 3HEM A, HURAER T S5 PREE, B2 40 (fk
RS 10d Z47)




NERRKIEF TR R E RN ER T SO FE (R 4.2)

R A2 KIZFTRERR R T (RAETK S BIATK =25 (1980) 84 )
Table 4.2 The seed and cone development of M. glyptostroboides (summarized from Zhang & Zhang(1980))

i LRl R 71 i BRI
Time Male gametophyte Female gametophyte Embryo Cone
T BLLE B L WEERAE B2 f A
3 A% ARFEHGIR, T W7 0K 1l )
4 R4 FRAE Y B A B 4 PR an
21 X R IR B %
J 2R P BRI A R
5 HER UV S PN (S R
Ko BENIT BAZIN Y
6 ALAT R I A0 5 B O MERC METRC T A E N I IR BRI
TR R EEARD EKW, R GO R ik
540 M3 N 550 50
6 I N LML A MERC TASOR S AT OGS 5, ek e
W T A
KR, Rk
7K I 40 L AN 7 43 541 5
o, BB TE, JiE
s o IEHA R B K
PG5 B OB TEE ey ao g
9/ A HETERBNRT gy
PRI, F T i
BRI 1
oy VU B % M I
B, Rizik 1.8
10 H X 1.6cm, FLiE
WAL, BRAR
Fe s, &t
AN

IR B AR 1964 g [ Z—AURL 2 A8 EARME. B 25(1964)3E4T T
MEIWETL AR H, WIRIE R T AERE, KRG RIERILFERRAE: (DN
AN E GG OBMAAAE; OTEBRLEAT D ILIRTGE ; O2 MR THIAE; 6)
JEREHIEEA B RZHAERS R — 86 OREZIMIRAH 4, FFUKE @R ARRFAE
FRE AR R



5K B BHQ2000)0] S = K A2 A K TR AT, 4 T HARKIZAE &M ER R BT BT
NSRS S
11-35 45 OHESIHY, KR AER B, WE KR, F P4 KSR 70em B E,
M) A KA 1em £

20-60 4F  HEANTMIGKEBLEA KM, KRR 1.2em Aidy, HROARMELR
HUEK, 22U R

40-80 F ALK B, AR BT R, HE K E) S0em 224, B
BAKAFFELRES lem A4 . MWL, O LB, 5L,

80 4F 5 BB, HEAEZRIIY, KB TEE, Sk KE R 40em LLT,
HAEKEPE 0.7em A4, HAEKKEE AR,

IKAZ AT A PRSI, W et Bl . A/KAZ RIS, T st sk R i th s, 4 LA
St A MARASAT o LA R T /NI A R 32 2= b, 715 800km” i Fl P4 (1)
5426 BRAKAIZBEMHERN T 428 90%LA EMKAZRIF, Fhra =W T “F—F—#M—”
(WIS R CEAS T 1994). H8 22000, A% ek FH T AR08 BEAR SR P e 3R v, WD 455K
B RER R 7 5K . AAZRIRLAN, STIRFLA, GRME, KEFREAR, Prol—RAR S %
Hi o —SEEEERIKISIN TR AT AR E, BB T R(1989). FEE45(2004).
WV 2 —2 TAEZ RPN K ESMEFE T RELR . T M (2002) 438 Al AT 1R H
CHEURFER, ZEHEBR” LR G ARG KA AT B IMEFIZLR, GRS AT+ R 2 R
AR, PR KA.

IKAZ I TCIE S H 2 BT & v, CRChIRE S F I — 2@, MR T2
RN o AKAZFT4E B 18— Bt o N FE BT AR R 46K RFH 2000, T
It 2002) XS AKAZHEAT TCE ZR IR RO ) i 2 (1 ad A, SR REBERRAMAIAL R 5 0 RAEK
KRB RV, FRKITC 1992)0 FIFHIKAZ AR, PREE PR 35 v 38 1) ot 2 g Gt
Mrdebs, ML, WL XEMRE FI(BLAZE 1994). 477 L, sKAZTCVE S & ] 28 T4
(5%, ARAEAE G A%, A B A B, BRI — M, AP HH RS ). g
A (2002) 4 18 R F Hb A 25 T4 7 P, AR e R il L, m DL S B AR T

TR & — R ORGP MR )1 L 2 AR50 (0 TAE# AT D6 ZKAZ B SR F I 1) S A 4 2
T TARZ 5, H2 N LaKAZR B B B TR R 7 anfar 2 B ARIN oKRZ 1) B8 A o) e 3
IR A2 AT A 2 W TR R AR . AT AFEY) BRI FE T A R G Bl T ORI %) 1 A
KA BN TAEZFHES BRI — LR, B TR B 28 G

4.2 MR J5
ARG R AL T L oL PR (B 4.1), Gy B K2y 830m, VY T4 f
H B 1260m, AT L B B L 1000m, R AR M B2 850m, U 4% % P £ [l 114
7 R BA TR, THRRZ G 937,900m”, FCH HE R K2 i fi B 714,824 m’.
N T AE T PR R B2 N TR R AR SISO, ST AT Bl—— L e 2R
TR S R IR AZ BRI A AR PS54k, JELEHR T 58 —HbAKAZ 51 Rt JF HBL
A AIRF 13 1L PV AZ R EAS T — i 7



Bl 4.1 KR N TR s A [
Figure 4.1 The location of an artificial M. glyptostroboides population in East China Normal University (ECNU)

4.2.1 NIFHEKEAMER 240 5 SR SR &

AT A T AR AR AZ PR DL, BA T AKAZ AR TR+ 2004
2 H 16 H A 20 HIRDHE AR AKAZ MO HERT B S PR 52 2 2 Y8 LA AR A R K
SR SR Bla = F ek =P N NS R e 2 A Y SR F NN o e P L P | o et A
JI s s

DR N TR RIRARE, T AL B A AKAZ AN AT S, AN FREI SRR B &, /s
FE NS AHES ST o DL, BATRIITI R 15 3893, 252000 A-O X (R 4.3). &
BLIRN IS GEHAEAS 73 X N AKAZ SRS, JF B 4 NKERE. Gy Hy M OBET IR
TR AR L

F 43 HIARNRFFRE 15 D 7rIX
Table 4.3 The 15 districts of the study in ECNU

3 Hh g
Subarea Site
A X KA

B X AR R A R

CIX TR G J

DX b SNl

E X Z A 1E A

F X (R ¥ N Tt



GIX I RV

H X Hby LR A

1453 IV GEETT R B I, ECEIR . Rho o B BT TU AR S p Al
JIX SCRERHEH

K X 4L bl [

L X IR —H

M X T

N X AN AL B v B

OIX JU R = ffd v A b

FIANIET 2004 4 11 FT IR AR TR A7 ZKAZ AN A R i s e A, #5542 (the diameter
at breast height, DBH). M 0 JFUH3 M2 K/ NEE Sem 9 —55 409, RS HIIARIE R Wk
4.4,

K 44 AR KN BAFRAE RN 5y
Table 4.4 The size-class of DBH of M. glyptostroboides populations

lifEss27d Hi 7K /1N (em) Ji A5 2% Hig 4% Ky (em) A 222 g% K/ (cm)

Size-class DBH Size-class DBH Size-class DBH
1 0-5 13 60-65 25 120-125
2 5-10 14 65-70 26 125-130
3 10-15 15 70-75 27 130-135
4 15-20 16 75-80 28 135-140
5 20-25 17 80-85 29 140-145
6 25-30 18 85-90 30 145-150
7 30-35 19 90-95 31 150-155
8 35-40 20 95-100 32 155-160
9 40-45 21 100-105 33 160-165
10 45-50 22 105-110 34 165-170
11 50-55 23 110-115 35 170-175
12 55-60 24 115-120 36 175-180

422 HHRIRESEELELRAAE

43 50F 2004 4E 2 H. 2004 4E 11 HA12006 4 3 H =& T HRITRITHAE KEE K
AL XN KA MAE AL DA R T I, A T3 AR B8 B 45 AR I8, 53X
IR, IRRREEBRAE R RAGRBORT, AR5 PR IR I RS . HEAE S SCIRAE P —
K 20em Zify, KAERTL, — AL PR HRHEERACIAT RTINS . AKAZ MR 2 A5
AERE, 2920 Smm K, 2.5mm o, AR BRI B DOWLI o RIE Sk T RERR I
IIATAAE . THRAREAS /DR AT HELE P 1A E 5 FTER A1

SO RIS IR AT BR AR I A, s 4 Bk R AMA A o THRAEAS N RER
HERRMAMELLH e

DRI A 4 4 IR R R I AR R AL R » A RATE R ER AL, Fr LA 25 391 ) SR S 4 2
AR AR ) o DRI BRAT TR A R T AR S5 S DL, 2003 I ARSI H (2004 42 2 HIH
B, 2004 AR AR SH H (2004 4F 2 HIRARTFT 2004 4 11 HIERIR), 2005 411



AR SZEH (2004 4 11 H K48 7R 2006 4 3 A ERE), 2006 4146740 H (2006 4 3 H
FIAEIT)
R o (Chi-square)Ky 5, Zeit 2>t 1] SPSS #f:

4.2.3 PhFRE

T2004 4F 10 H FAIEERITCR R, R4 18 MUKEZH KT 1-(HSD04), Jth B X
WEERFE R 3 MR C X P Er s JE [ 2 R TIXENEE F B 1 Bk L XUTR—AF 12 #%,
FERRRRAEBR IR 10 N2 (3R 4.5)0 2004 4F 12 A AE ST DR AR 14 BKAZ R ERIE
(TKO4). 94F, WEAKAZI = i) AR N 53 35 B R SR N LB AR KA BER R, T~ 2004 4F
11 H 16 HWCEIF )R PKAZERILLC04), R BEFUKAZRER 20 Bk, LR HUEA S
PR FETERS 10 BE BhRAS 4 BR 20000 1K, SRR 10 DNEkE. FhrAdiE B, O 7%
S PPN RE, BATHER PR 7 SORE TE RN (GHO4) FI L & A HE(QT04) P

2005 4F 11 H FAERRIT KM, RE L XKITK—F 16 ¥k 1T XERAS BT 3 FE.
B X IAEGRME R A 2 #RAL 21 BRAKAZ I3k R (HSDO5) . 2005 4 10 H Hdy i 117 R4
24 BRZKAZ B B3R L (TK05) .

KA EA BRI b, SRR IR A S BE 2 AR RT, BRI T
2, XA BRALAR AR IR SR BT At T LAsVE R ok FAE B .

F 4.5 IKAZFET KR i SR A H

Table 4.5 The locations and tree numbers of M. glyptostroboides had been collected

site AR (HSD) LT AR FE B ERLC)
East China Normal University (TK) Zhonglu town in Lichuan county

I

Number

Tangkou town in  #t#fk)  H:AER  BIRKF 40K
Huangshan city (GQ) (GH) (ZL) (HS)

il BX CK 1K LK

Time

2004 4 3 2 1 12 14 5 10 4 1
AN 18 14 20
St 52
2005 4F 2 - 3 16 24
N 21 24
St 45

4.2.4 FprEERNK/AD
TKAZ BT AN, TR FH TR R 1R B A AT SR B (R WS A R KA - R
FERRLL 200 K04 BAL, LT RSPRRE . SKEBRFRRKAZ BER 200 RiMr -7 (1205, FEATE)
HH K 1000 RF 7 (1 T BEAE O Z AR 1) TR, [
THRLEE =200 Kifh 7~ [ XS
FEANFE AR ERAKAZ RIAMR I TRL A A REAS, BEATESEE 07, LA [ R (o
j%

o

7=

il



2004 FER BRI, MR NEIR 17 8k, 710 8 Bk, AT 20 #k. BERRBENL
FhH 20 REEATAE 5 RMIREAS . T AREM T IR RN, HAE—AF i b, P8
A AAE ERRR, MOCENRFER, SO SRR BRI 2257, IRl A
HNGEARACGRIF T KN o HIRIEN ARG P 3 IR EAN T8 R, AKAZ b I A I 2,
PRI TR A (K KN b AR TR A X«

S =rab

o a BEKPEAR, b m At . B 20 RUR AR R PR A A i B AR KRR,
BERPRE LABRE DN MATERR A FEA, LW RIFFRE KA Rl RN 22 5%, BT 480 AT .

HH R 20 5 PR ) ¢ A IR AT R R, FEABCR P F B RN AR DG B e 2
MH{# FH SPSS #F

4.25 KEMTHEREF

KA TR 20— AR IR (W) ORAE, T 2005 4F 3 J1 23, 24 MR . Bz st
o3k 48 /NI 45°CEAY,  SRIGTEARARIT K AR B I 3 b R 2 . AKAZ IRl 74 200
RiFfF 10X 20em KT EACTE R, T3t Mrsikda Lin—2, biEGE st

LA ST A KA B 7, JLhARITR 18 A, RINIEEAEFEE 10 A, FIIIL e R
104y, JH 134 FEAE RS R RTAE T PR R B A 453 51l B 400 RiFh+, 1
T —F B B A AR P 200 HiL

Fhroi R B, 4 H 5 HAF MM HzE. ET4H8H. 4 H15H. 4 H22 H.
4 H 30 HorBNEs R ZEARECR T B 5 o F b h S0 A PR RIS LU R A AR R 1R P 1
K,

BERBIAAREL .

W R R E ] = T
SR RERE A8

00%

B "
EZEPSE

0
0

YRR =
24 H30H, RFM/KESH CEKEL Sem &, {ed & RO, IR T 40wt —»
KK, 4 H 30 HIEH S MNMARE IR EAS Tem AEE T, BE—E, R A LN
AR FE AN AR . B RS B TR IS e E K. 3T 4 30 He S He HL 5
HIB3H.5H20H.5H27H. 6 H13H. 7H9H. 8 H4H. 9H8H. 10 H10 H.
11311 HAT 12 3 10 H 8 A KAS B s o AR, 6 17 21 H Al PR i v 4
AR E TR T4 SEKRE, MEAEKER A KEEERK, T 9017 HEX
B, UM PN N, HREAEKAE B b, TR R AN, I A
YK, FEEEARLES, 10 510 L 11 A 11 HAN 12 5 10 HINE T )8 f ek,
AFEY AR GEHL A2 IS 1 B AT, stem base diameter(SBD), HUighn R /MIE) sebliE (b
LB R KN H AR, maximum crown diameter(MCD))F1{ 4% 4 (branch number(BN))s



4.2.6 KKEMBERZE RS
4.2.6.1 BFFAM R

FER SR 3 AP, EIAENE K 2F, H R AN I/ E0E BIAS I R 40 5 S br (1)
AN, HXAU T AR BETON B SEARITERFNRE 5 NME, G R EE 3 MAME, R
FREE 19 AN
4.2.6.2 E S DNA $REX

Y N AEW KK G 3 F EEREIEAT DNA #2480, SR H CTAB 2, 7F Doyle & Doyel(1987)
(K77 15550 FAE SO (Fan et al. 2004). $EHCEE 0 2 S FE A AP e ik B0 ok R
R, LUGRIIERIFEF 5 56— 3 B AR TR .
4263 HIESLRK
4.2.6.3.1 BIYIHIERE

IEHOKAZIT G H A2 (Cryptomeria japonica) s A2 5 ) 13E47 T SL % (Moriguchi et
al. 2003, Tani et al. 2004), FSEE 515 ERAHE . FRATAHIERCT 6 X ALK 3 4%y
TR ATHE H 22005 A TR AZ A e R Ge S50 (3 4.6).

4.6 LI RHCTE S IYIMT 5 & PCR 914 4 #F(Moriguchi et al. 2003, Tani et al. 2004)
Table 4.6 Primer sequences of microsatellite markers and PCR conditions in experiment (Moriguchi et al. 2003,

Tani et al. 2004)

- IR KHIE(C)
514 Fx EE I SIFFN(5-3%) B (bp)
Anneal
Primers Motif Sequence Size
temperature
_ GGTGGTGTAGAGTTGTCACTT
Cigssr33  (GT) AATTGTCGTTGATTGCTACTTA 62(54) 181
_ TCTCTGTATATCTCCCACAATC
Cigssri25  (CTis AGGGAAATAGAGGGAAATAGT 60(54) 142
_ TCCCTCCCCATCCATCTC
Clgssr130  (CT)is GGGTATCATCAAGCCAAAACAA 60(61) 141
_ GGGAAGAGGGAAAGAGTTCAT
Cigssr140  (CT)y GGAGTGGGAGAGAGGTGAG 60(46) 199
_ ACCCAATTTTATAGTGACTCCA
Cigssr142 - (GT)y(GA) CGCATCAACTCGACATAATATC 62(53) 261
CACACTCCCCGTCTCCGACAG
CIS0955  (TCD(GA)9  ACCCTGATTCCCCATACACC >8(33) 137

TEe IR S 5 A KAZ S8 i F AL FE

4.2.6.3.2 PCR Y14, i 5H1¥%
SIS« 2R B N A 5 = A I
4.2.6.3.3 BIEHE L



AEHE R GE B AL 3 B A — T MLT(Ritland 1990), {HITPI4E Ritland X ek T IiX M
26 Tfe, ERLTTF2% 48 MLTR(for multilocus t and r)(Ritland 2002). %85 1] LA % 2% M
Ritland P35 E3RA . FeAI17RH MLTR v. 3.0 P2 AT A0 R A K0 AT

K 2 A7 mTR A RS TE 2R G AL 58 AAZ R R IR AL R G o 43 0l K LA B 58 267 R S
ACHE () FEAAT U ASH (L), tm— b A B MU AR AT LU AC R I 25, KT
X, RARRCEAAAEAEEA(BAS) EMEAE T e K BRTE P A LA B A3 2 3 AN 24 2Rtk
fR¥Z2:(Newton-Raphson, NR)Yfi 5 A8 % . WIS {E % K% (Expectation maximization, EM)fli 5. 4%
W PESEA BE DA | 5 AR PR A S RERRJE A B (Ritland 2002). 5AC L 71401 F (Ritland &
Jain 1981):

h
1-(p+r/2)

p—oRAR R R SR SR Al G U, R OSSR 5 e S5 R DR 1) A 5 TR ) A
K, h——IXMpali G I BREA I & R

1T AT LR ST IE A JE AR ) —F S R, 38 A FEAL 1R 2 gy, A SRR ) DL 4 1G5
FE R BEATINAE o T AT S8R i) B A AR A AR IS AR — B By, HARTE S5 IR Bz 1 sE e ]
eSO, DAL T 42 0 o K 7 i AR A R ) TR R R IROE () (MR /N 55 MRS 2002)
Ritland(1990)$2 th —Ff R FH A A2 F AN AT RE T A ZER L 75, B A8 18 e SN
1 92 B AR TS A8 M7 AN S S R, B

2F,

s(1+ F —2Ft')

S=1-

o, t AR, s HHZHE, Fo For 225008 ¢ e— 1 RIS R B, 2 AR AR
REREAT R BIEAAAZN, B3 a] AR -
_2F(1-3)

s(1-F)

HEN & SEOEEN R YIERAER 0.5, ACETAREK N 0.2, HHHE S LEN K
IEARIRBCR F ) 25 ¥k, & (bootstrap)IXEh 100 %, EHEIFER NEK R 1ok ES
LR P FE R AR BEAR S . R MR IE (B XU H Brown & Allard(1970) 515 FEE A

43 4R
4.3.1 HERWRIKHS B0 A 5 R IR 451
43.1.1 KW A

LERFFURIALY 937,900m” [{AEAITR—H, SEAKIKAIZH 2086 Fk, P50 0.002
BR/m® A7EERE R KRR T ORAEY . ATSKAS AR, TSI 2 1
FERRER A, ARSI D AR e Bl EHRWATKEL . 15 Doy
DIZKAZ I3 A i oL R 2R (K 4.7).



A DR AR L IR Ja RAEE X, i R TR K 32 E TR ARt 2 K AZ
BESEIHES N —HE o IR — A2 — BRI+ LA LRI, B X — A b (R R 2
—, W HEHMEA L, AR, R FER LRI R XK R
29 20m, JI g RLEE —SBEAE 20-30cme TR A AEZE PR Jm BORE IRIAT LARBCR KA, KR 5K
W Z AR A LL AT, KSRk P RR ] Sm .

4.7 BRI K IKAZ S A 1L
Table 4.7 The distribution of M. glyptostroboides individuals in ECNU

AiipI 75 -
[X 3% b AMARBLKR) Form TA(m?) /10 1)
Subarea Site Number J5%7N AT Area ]
Density
Forest Row
A X K—Hf 47 J
BIX KRR WERY) 45 N
CIx TP 17 v
D X ek 32 N
E X [l 51 272 v 1,770 1.537
F X &= 63 J
G X IRATE 114 v 1,030 1.107
H X Hh PR 241 v 2,220 1.086
I ES TN T P Bt 253 J
JIX SCRERHE 15 J
K X APINT! 6 J
LIX IR A 529 J
M [X T 153 v 750 2.040
N [X ARH % 53 J
O Vit 246 J
a7 2086 5770 1.352

Ve AR AR AL bR 3 A1 (1 X 3K

TKAZAE AT TR RN IR T — Mo 7 A REBRFT A B . TR — . X LeHh 57 B X1
HEERFE R D KT Az AR E SR, R LT KRN F XA
FHERTIEN A AL B b T IX AN EERT R B N DA RH % — T O DX JEUI R B i —
7o IXLEH T IR AKAZ AR AR H 25, e—HFBULHEES, A4 — R i — R
W7 4% (Ophiopogon japonicus). 21 EH T AL, KM T DA TH#EAFIHE
FeEL, INEERE R R RIR KT 3 E KA S0 )\ M 44t (Fatisia japanica), 73 7ME K
ZATIER KA 5 2% (Kalimeris indica). i /A JE(Taraxacum mongolicum). £ %£4)(Veronica
didyma). —4E%(Erigeron annuus) 55 A .

E XEPEAR. G XIMAEM ST L. H XHBEE A M X T4
T I e 0 30 S A AR PRI K AZ AR, IRBEAR DG o I ekl 7 KAZ bk, FRAT T 1 AR R T A
VKSR BE, W36 4.7 BoR B X PR BT ST KRS A 272 4, BT TR 1770m’,



AR 10 m* A7 1.537 ARB; G XM ABEPE TG A% 114 Bk, AR 1030 m?, *F34E 10 m?® 1.107
B H X HUEE S 241 Bk, TR 2220 m®, P34 10 m* 45 1.086 B M X T4 kT 153 #k,
AR 750 m®, B 2.040 #kBE 10 m®. T MK MRS RO, IpARERIH B (1 K42
PR BE AR AL o

C X R T X SCRMRHEAN KX 4 ) LIl = Hh 28 5 2 2 0 LR K AZ B
4.3.1.2 KEHKIRRLER

UK 15 NI KAZ B AR5 2 AR RLER 4.8 T 7K AZ S8 M 1997 #%, 228 T 1-9
S0, BV FRREN BT KA I A2 B 1E 0-45ecm 2 7], P42 21.24cm. {HEE O [X
JEUTR I RS T TN % b, A — R 14 BXOKAZHE, Jii42iA 68.98cm, JEHEA
SRR RE P BRI — Bk BRI A, %X AR 28 LT 2-6 2 1],

4.8 HA WA AEL

Table 4.8 The tree numbers of each size-class

Gk 134 fiy 4 454

X 45§, . %(cm) Size-class
Subarea Mean
Number 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10-13 14
DBH

A X 47 20.69 - 1 9 9 16 12 - - - -
B X 45 2431 - 5 2 7 8 12 5 5 1 -
CIX 17 25.56 - 1 - 1 5 7 2 1 - -
D X 32 23.30 1 - 1 8 9 7 5 1 - -
E X 195 19.41 - 3 42 62 62 19 6 1 -
F [X 63 23.19 - 1 8 11 18 17 7 - 1 -
GKX 114 19.88 - 4 15 44 30 14 5 2 -
H X 241 18.98 - 9 29 115 83 13 2 - - -
IS 253 23.04 - 6 21 45 82 68 25 3 3 -
TX 15 18.69 - - 6 3 3 3 - - - -
K X 6 23.60 - - 1 1 2 1 1 - - -
L X 517 20.76 1 22 71 104 196 86 20 5 2 -
M X 153 16.44 3 27 40 37 32 9 4 1 - -
N X 53 23.65 - - 5 6 22 15 3 2 -
oKX 246 17.16 - 28 77 62 56 20 2 - - - 1
Bt 1997 21.24 5 107 327 515 624 303 87 21 7 - 1

W L XU 529 Bk, T 12 BREER R, Wl 517 R 4E; E XA 272 ¥k, BT 77 BRuE 8%
B, WoE 195 Bk 3t 2086 R, 89 BEAMIZ, I WA=k 1997 £,

IR IR AKAZ Rl AE b B A2 doe /N R ZKAZ 2 MDD MR —#k, B A 3.85em, &
JEZ1 6 Ko M DGR FKEZM, JLRDKAZFHREIOELE, ZIX 153 BB R4 L #8504 fE
2-5 S50 NIRMIRE N 150 — S B30T 5 B, I 3 bk EDOKREZ AR
FEE DR A K, AR AR AN o

E XAEZ KPR KALE i, XKW Z, 3L 272 fko NN KIEMI T, Fi5ME



PRI A AT o A, o AN CIL FIRRIRE R ], IR, STk 2
WA, JCVR I M, (ML L 6 428 /N R A T (AR 7 PR B AR AL o 122X L0 195 A
A, RHAL T 3-6 S IR] . 1X—1F BARMAECA D, AR HA R K.

[F A AKAZAR I TP AREV TR G XAKIZAMAS R 2, (RS R, 15 3-6 8], 4.5
SERIAAEL R 65%: H X M FRTE PO RIS Jr KA AR FD G IXAHARL, iAo K # AT 3-6
], 4. SEEGRZ, M7 78%. X F AT 1% BE AT

B X IEERFE R AN KI5 R KA AT SE R S0 A1, BARTa R0, AN 2-9 S5 HRAT
TFHARWEZ, % 6 5(25-30cm)f 12 ¥k, & 27%, 54b 7. 8. 9 ST 11 #k, =2
AR A F AGE RIS AT R KA B A2 J LA 3-7 S50 00); Bl
TR B T XVET o A (R KA B AR S A T K —28, 5. 6 SRR ZE, (A —/
SEZIXAE JURREOR IR, 28 9 S50 7 M TR X 3 A RPHEE LI N XA TIE R 12
oA EEWAES, 6 Lo

B TAE B ARAZ AR AT ER 0 A TR L XKW 2, 11 529 tk.
REN 52K 517 BRAMA, JpAude 3-6 SE00R], 55 5 SR IR Z o ZIXAJLRRRE, 25 9 4%
eIty 7 BRBE A 2 B, B 8 SRR 21 MEIX T S AR A XK R I AR R — R s
T2 AL, HLRWATRLE 3-6 SR, (HEA K.

C DIV B IKIEMAZ , KIS ALE 5+ 6+ 7 554 D XUkt & FEKAZ B
IXAE 4-T FEGRIR], ARATRRES 1 SRR, Jede JUBROCR ], B4eh 4.94cm; JIX. K X B
b, MARALE 3-6 SELI,

AR KAZFIRE S (1) 1997 BEW A, LT A (e 2-7 Sk i), dLrb 4, 5 5%
P 1139 Bk, AT RAMEE) 57%,  BEBAITORRRE LUBIAS 15-25em IR 320 Jids oA ]
WA 4.2).

aRe |_| e BT
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
DBHZ:4)

Bl 4.2 HEARIRAAZ FREA AR 25 AN AR R SF ) ) A

Table 4.2 Size-class distribution of the M. glyptostroboides population in ECNU

4.3.2 HRM KK TS G LB
Sy AT 2003 45 2004 £E. 2005 SEF1 2006 4 PUSE AL AT K FFRE K AZ 1 T 46 F0 45 52



UL 4.9). HERITMREILAT KAZH 2086 AR, 2003 FEHATERBIKIZ WAL 188 #1, 1y
9.01%; 2004 F HAHETE IR IL 50 BE, 7 2.40%, HAEREMIL 134 #1, 5 6.42%; 2005
EHA AT 26 #1, 5 1.25%, HAAERE 133 B1, 7 6.38%; 2006 4FHAT HELL Y (KK AZ

WILE 40 B, 5 1.92%.

4.9 IR RAKAZFIEE 2003, 2004, 2005 Fl 2006 4F-IT 18 1 45 5515t
Table 4.9 Flowering and fruit set in 2003, 2004, 2005 & 2006 of ECNU M. glyptostroboides population

LS
Number of trees

sh MMAEC MtE 2003 4 2004 4 2005 4 2006 4

Subarea (FF) (cm) Year 2003 Year 2004 Year 2005 Year 2006
Number DBH g HIfeAere g HIUEAEry HES R
Setting male Setting male Setting  Setting male
Setting cone Setting cone
inflorescence inflorescence cone inflorescence

A X 47 20.69 9(19.15%) 1(2.13%) 7(14.89%) 7(14.89%)  5(10.64%)  1(2.13%)

B X 45 2431 8(17.78%) 6(13.33%) 9(20.00%) 2(4.44%) 7(15.56%)  3(6.67%)

CKX 17 25.56 8(47.06%) 6(35.29%) 12(70.59%) 3(17.65%)  6(35.29%)  4(23.53%)

D X 32 23.30 9(28.13%) 1(3.13%) 5(15.63%) 1(3.13%) 6(18.75%)  1(3.13%)

E X 272 19.41 1(0.37%) 2(0.74%) 2(0.74%) - 5(1.84%) 5(1.84%)

F X 63 23.19 4(6.35%) 2(3.17%) 9(14.29%) - 2(3.17%) 1(1.59%)

GIX 114 19.88 2(1.75%) 3(2.63%) 2(1.75%) - 2(1.75%)

H X 241 18.98 1(0.41%) 1(0.41%) 2(0.83%) - -

IS 253 23.04  38(15.02%) 4(1.58%) 13(5.14%) - 21(8.30%)  8(3.16%)

JIx 15 18.69 - - - - - -

K X 6 23.60 - - - - - -

L X 529 20.76  83(15.69%) 22(4.16%) 50(9.45%) 8(1.51%)  68(12.85%) 15(2.84%)

M X 153 16.44 - - -

N X 53 23.65 4(7.55%) - 4(7.55%) 1(1.89%) 5(9.43%) -

ox 246 17.16 21(8.54%) 2(0.81%) 19(7.72%) 4(1.63%) 8(3.25%) -

Mt 2086  21.24  188(9.01%) 50(2.40%) 134(6.42%) 26(1.25%)  133(6.38%) 40(1.92%)

e RS HONZEAEZX T RIS, S 58S O EAE B sl -7 A% 0,

4.3.2.1 03-05 F45 R 04-06 SEFFFERT ELER

St 03, 04, 05 FE=AE BRI 04, 05, 06 42 LG HEAEFHEAT 2 A0, BRAE 03 4F 4%
WEZT 04, 054, 04 F1 05 T ZE . 03 FLEMBRLERZ, 04 A1 05 45 R —FF. 1
HEAERY 04 FEAR B2 T 05 4E, {HA1 06 2R, 05 Al 06 FEHLZER.

HDAEWA B, ML LU EE 70 X 04 4EEE 03 4EMK, HEAA X 03 44 04
SEIEANFIRE R AT AP IANMA, W EL Fy Gy Hy TIX, HARIXERA. N, O [X)04 4
HIEL 03 448, HABMRM LG RMRAT 5 MX (B C. E. F. H [X)04 FF4BLL 03 4 —
s, HHEXIBEAS PR, BT B, i HAALXIEM D 1R L X 04 4EL
03 FRMEEEFAL, FHEUSARRBRRAMEEA W EFEZ T . JF AT LS IR 1) A A6 7 A Bk



RIAACTEA L, MELEFY EEHE R A X ECR LU A — @ K, 2 R (n A 1X).

% 410 FARIRIAHELL)T 1 o K5

Table 4.10 y*-test for cones and male inflorescences between years

BRI AT
Cone Male inflorescence
* p x p
2004 9.813%* 0.002
2003
2005 10.209** 0.001
2005 0.004 0.950 7.720%* 0.005
2004
2006 - - 1.136 0.287
2005 2006 3.017 0.082

e *RIRER T (0<0.05); **FIRZE R (p<0.01).

4.322 RAEIEFFENRIRA L 19 1 LA
FEIRITRKAZ AR 2004 SR 2005 4 HMETE A0 H ATER AAR H ERBHE L F B o AR AR TR

B KA HELE M 04 FIT 05 4E20 & 50 AT 26 4, S5 BRI AIAMABPIES> 0 R 134
1334, g A ER R AMAREOR B 7 AN AL 2.68(134/50)F1 5.12(133/26)f5 2 % .

80 30
60 |
4 20
240 | 1
= H = R Nl
HIL EE222a 0546 T ggz—»
14 e osky | o 10
20 | 1 E== 055 5
E —X¥— Tz
0 r%lL%ﬂ% Hrﬂﬁiﬂﬁ I \m@\ ! H?% ! lﬁ\—l& 0

AR BX CX DR ER FR Gx HX IX JX KX LK MR NR ORK

e TR

Bl 4.3 HZRITIKAZFIRERI 1 2004 -7 2005 4= FAL S 45 5245 0
Figure 4.3 DBH and flowering and fruit set of ECNU M. glyptostroboides population in 2004 and 2005

2o K%, 51X 2004 4T 2005 AFEAATER R AAEA AR BORRIKAT BEAL T (KA 17
B2 (p<0.01), BRI IEREZ, JLFo—Bilsh, AL Dkl 1e H A 4 ERALK
MRER R IATHEAE (AR BAETE R MR RO L AE 10% LR, AT ER AL
MEECER LG BAE 10% LN EF3).



HHEAE P AR AR 2 1102 C X, i i e S i, X BRI HG 17 #R,
{HELEAR P T A5 2004 SEHT 2005 4F 7390 2 35.29%F1 17.65%, FLERSL I LA 5 443 31l T A
70.59%%1 35.29%.

G X AR AREVG I — B 0 7KAZ AT TG 3 RN ER B A ANA B AR AN, 23 A B 9 2 — 1k
TRZ . E XEAERT H DX R E P XA A R L N, LT AR .
1T M X L2 A KAZ AR ) T — TP AR5 5211

J XA K XK B L >, MASEAR R BIRGREERS, DR RS i 4
4323 5WZERRE

DA DX 358 1 Ji A0 P R A 7 B3R SR 1R 11 40 B 23 B DG 0 BT (R 4.11) 0 5 X300 Ji 452 1)
SERMEAN A H BRI AR B AOC, ARt 2004, 2006 4FHHETE P AN A5 5
FAOG, VAR RO IR e = A AL MR AR LU 2 . WA 4.3 E Al mT A
Bk, LA HEETE P Ak AL 2 B RS A 1R R N AR A, FLAA HERR P IR AR LG 91 5t
R IE C DA s o [l —  AAZ R, AN DX Sl PR ZKAZ - 38 B A A A 2 A DX 3t a2 e
KAH 25.56cm.

W45 05 A HAEAE 7 A A L) AN BB AOC, T Re e U — P I R B HETE (o
Jsem . SARKE, KN DB IFIEL: S 5 R RN B LR

R A1 X A AR AN 25 5 A DG S B

Table 4.11 Correlations between averaged DBH and the male inflorescences and fruit set

AR LA
Proportion of trees
2003 4E 2004 4F 2005 4F 2006 4F
ke
Year 2003 Year 2004 Year 2005 Year 2006
DBH o - .
R ey HHEAey Hifetery
HABRR ) HERR i AR .
) Setting male ) Setting male ) Setting male
Setting cone Setting cone Setting cone
inflorescence inflorescence inflorescence
MR REr 0.614* 0.552%* 0.586* 0.393 0.664%* 0.558*
M p 0.015 0.033 0.022 0.147 0.007 0.031

TE: * RN BB AMIR(p<0.05); **E IR 2 A 9% (p<0.01).

433 KEM TSR
4331 KEMTEERE

2004 1 2005 FEHARFY, FrE L THE 6 DMFHE(HSDO04. TK04. GHO4. QT04. HSDOS
TKOS) -3 TR E 1] 4.4 TRCE 5 KRS I Ho R )1 R EEAE MR (GHO4), Tl 2.6272
+0.3508g; HUSEF NS REE, 2.5265+0.5432g; SR )5 & 18 11107 I RREE, TKOS 4 2.1039
+0.3704g LA TKO04 4 1.8257+0.6103g: TRIH /N ARITKFIRE, 23992 HSD04
() 1.0557+£0.3138g Al HSDO5 (1] 0.8659+0.2957g. #-FlfEAs S R %0737 GHO4 13.35%,
QT04 21.50%, TKO5 17.60%, TKO04 33.43%, HSDO04 29.72%, HSDO5 34.15%, 7 Iifi K Ff
BERP 7 EEAR RN, M RN



TRAZ T M) 1 PR ) ol T A0 5 M K- N R R o

3.5
3.0 T

25 |
]
20 | b 7

1.5

;:2% 1 B 3
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HSDO04 TK04 GHO04 QT 04 HSDO05 TKO5

ittt

TR (g)

4.4 BERIERIA- 1 TR
Figure 4.4 Seed weight( X 1000g) of M. glyptostroboides population
i a5 b AWMEFER(P<0.01), a5 cHWMEZEZER(P<0.01), blyc HIEFHZER(P<0.01).

4.3.3.2 KEEFHF KA

T R (K R S S SRR, 45 R 4.5 HERRREE. R SL e R
Iz VRHRERI KN 54 0.147+0.016 cm®. 0.14540.011 cm® F1 0.140+0.017 cm®. # 4R ifi
RFFEERE TR/ 0.101£0.022 cm® s FRHREHIAE 5 R 505> %8 GHO4 10.88%, QT04 7.59%,
TKO04 12.14%, HSDO04 21.78%, 5~ K/ S fie K fRIE 2 HE 2R IRME B/ N2 A N1 e
o

0.15 | Tb Il b Tb

~ 012t T / . %

HSD04 TK04 GHO04 QT 04

Tl

K 4.5 BERIEERT 12K/
Figure 4.5 Seed size of M. glyptostroboides populations
i a5 b AEFZER(p<0.01).

T3 1Lz FUREAAZ B3 (RO RSO, DRI R 6 5 0] )1 P R AT B 2% 22 52
ER/NEI S M PR TG 22 5, U8B ROl R (R RN AN TR o B 2R AR £ Ao
T I MRS R NS, M 35 /T st R )1 AP, SR A 2R K (R K AZ Tt 1
RV i T A KA R 1 i



4.333 KEMFTEEMA/MIFERSHT

4.0
35 | OHSDO4xx y=11089x-00495 X
30 O TKO4 * y=243851x-1434 A
’ A GHO4* y=15.063x+0.4054 A RX
@ 25 ¢ % QT04 y=12.817x+0.6699
mg 2.0 |
b 1.5
1.0 |
0.5
0.0
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

Ko

Kl 4.6 T R/ANFIEE B C R &
Figure 4.6 Correlations between size and weight of seeds

VE: R B (p<0.05), ** R E M E(p<0.01).

X 04 45 4 AN ARE 7 F AN AT DG BT S AT R P i AAt 5%
PR, MR ARG o BOLLURRE A 28 AT DG o )1 SRR AR ) ol AT KN 2 A K
BRI L B A Al AN EANSG R R e 4 AP Rl 7 3RO ET B (18
4.6)c KB TT A LS Rie O 2 B0, PR bR A B TEAR K

Py EAER AU DA BRA N e RSN, 53 3 ANEAIG . BRI E MR/
ASEANKIEOL T, Fh )5BSy AR AR AT, &M ) 22 5 th B .

4.3.4 KERTREF

2004 KT 51 ANKEAMEFIFREAT R 2F 508, SEh AR RITRFIEE 18 R, % I Rl
13 R, FEFERPEE 10 BR, A EFEE 10 #R.
4.3.4.1 MTHIER

M3 H23 HF PR, 24 H30 HEEN, h/KEM PN . b, Frfr
%14 K@ H 5 IHITEMEERN LS. AT 4 8 H. 4 15H. 4 H22 H. 4 H30
H a3 lic s T BN ZKAZ BB B - 2 IR B F R i B . Wi RIS DL AN 4.12.

4 A TKAZ PR R R LA D = s R0 )1 R P AR B B I, #84 100%, LI i H
FIEE, 2 53.8%, HEARITAKFPEENT K LB D, h 44.4%. A5, Fh—i5 R A AER )
FiEdR s, 50 32.85%F1 27.78%, FEAERIHE &5 MR I K R IK B 49%. HUOE DR
8.94%, InJE EMEIARINAKFIHEN 4.34%, HEARITAFNG DR BE KR I 2 5. W FEHaT L
SN E AL, SRR AN VR (R A 238 LU 28 B, T D = bR )1 Rl 1
L THRHRE B K — 18, B W R AR A i A s B bR, HL A A W] A v T A N A



402 JKIZHT R RER LA R 1 A %

Table 4.12 Germinated trees proportions and germination rate of each population of M. glyptostroboides

AL RS W] CPEETRR momii kR mIRETARR

, , , 14 (om)
Nunber of Germinate of  Proportion of Mean Highest Lowest
. . Mean height
planted trees trees germinate germinate rate  germinate rate  germinate rate
HSD 18 8 44.4% 1.93% 10.00% 0.00% 2.92+0.25
TK 13 7 53.8% 5.75% 21.21% 0.00% 3.57+0.55
GH 10 10 100% 32.85% 49.00% 19.50% 3.29£0.37
QT 10 10 100% 27.78% 46.75% 2.50% 2.9810.28

VE: PR 4 11 30 H A IR IS ) i B~V 241

0 R (%)
(3]
o

10
b
‘ b
-10
4-8 4-15 4-22 4230
H
Bl 4.7 AAZ T [ K%

Table 4.7 Germinated rates of each population of M. glyptostroboides
H: a5 b 2RI EE(p<0.01).

4342 YEREK—REZN

M4 F30 H, EEDKIZEER, ERRNERIAERE —MERZR, BEEKA,
mEHLEE, T 4H30H. s He H s H13H. 5 H20H. 5 H27H. 6 H 13 H.
THOH.84H.9H8H. 1010 H. 11 7 11 HA 12 H 10 HXF 4K m R id k.
XF 4 ASMORE BT B S-4) vm BEE SA E n R

Eirhal LA, 6 H 13 Hurgh Wi A K#Sog, a2 10 I mahmAd K mik, 4
ZERIE 1L 30 12 F), e e B A K OO T 2% .

M4 H30Higz 6 H 13 HA—/ AR, 4 MFEEr sl e, &
FURPEF- 22 i B2 LG B 5 i S DB AIS,  2202 (AN AR P v IR MR PR T i (7K
ZEERE 6 J1 13 HIGghE R 28 4>, 217 H 9 HITE 19 A4, Mo BAR DRt T- %
FEARTEE , ARAZBIRE T 1 i BEAT R — TR T I R ) 1 PR Rp B (2 e S ) o T RRIR 1|
ARRE v BEREASKE -, BAE 9 H 8 H - Ja ) N PR 1) 17 25 v B FF A7 it vt R A 3, L 3 A
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Figure 4.8 Average heights of seedlings of 4 populations
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Table 4.13 Individual and the number of seedlings for the analysis of mating system

EUTEPSE A4 IR AL AL

Tt LER7 e AR 4L
Total no. of No. of seedlings per
Population  No. of trees Seedling No. of seedlings
seedlings trees
1. 18 6
HSD 5 2 7 35 7
16, 17 8
1. 4. 6 10
2 9
GH 10 3 7 102 10.20
5. 7. 8. 10 11
9 12
1.9 9
5 10
QT 9 88 9.78
2. 6. 7. 8 11
3. 4 8

435.1 AL AR

F MLTR B4R H 5 R ARV S HH 1 25 Pl A6 2 R JVR B P20 25 57 s A5 DR P At
BN TR 6 M FEMFER 15 A, PR 2 2.5 Ao (1 4 NP —AFIRE
BE A 15 ANEERIER o B S50 LR 2 43 A JLP- 423648 0-0.100 A1 0.900-1.000 2 [d],
W PR S A AT NS E IS .

FEAERI RN T WA LN IR Z N 14 A, LSRRI EE R /> Cjgssri40 £ it —A,
ITIX AN AT P HR AR M AAT (). 6 DML 5 MR EZSAE, R MRS, &
2 MLREA 4 DEAFER(Clgssr130), RS HERRE, H 4. J3 A AR
AR LB 9 A, 6 MU 3 ANEE 3ARE, RS EER . BRI 10
ANEREE, 6 ML 3 NREZBA R Hh— AN RS H — MRS R, AR
i R 0.0250 BRI T AT AN BERANME,  HAT MR PSSR, AL
AT — AN SRR
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Table 4.14 Pollen and ovule frequencies of the alleles of 4 populations

(8 SEALAE D HSD Fif TK FifE GH Fif QT Tkt
Locus Allele Population of HSD ~ Population of TK ~ Population of GH  Population of QT
Cjgssr33 A 1.000(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.969(0.015) 0.992(0.008)
B - - 0.031(0.015) 0.008(0.008)
Cjgssr142 A 1.000(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.988(0.008) 1.000(0.000)
B - - 0.012(0.008)
Cjgssr125 A 1.000(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 0.994(0.006) 1.000(0.000)
B - - 0.006(0.006)
CJS0955 A 0.041(0.033) 0.113(0.003) 0.059(0.112) 0.005(0.006)
B 0.021(0.016) 0.008(0.008)
C 0.938(0.031) 0.887(0.003) 0.933(0.111) 0.995(0.005)
Cjgssr130 A 0.022(0.020) - 0.047(0.081) 0.032(0.016)
B - - 0.022(0.011)
C 0.978(0.020) 1.000(0.000) 0.898(0.131) 0.968(0.016)
D - - 0.032(0.115)
Cjgssr140 A 0.025(0.038) - -
B 0.975(0.038) 1.000(0.000) 1.000(0.000) 1.000(0.000)

T “-7 FORNOLRURZAF AR IR 05 JEA E MR ER P (K S5 A7 FE AR S 48 5 b 22

4352 BAR
FIMLTR FRFP 23 Ak v T 4 AT AR A 1 55 A8 8 (t) M E 22 67 s BB A 00 PR 57 A8 28 ()
PLRGEAZ R B (K 4.15)0
415 3 DFREIR A
Table 4.15 Outcrossing rates of 3 populations
(VA HSD i GH Tl QT Fiifif
Locus Population of HSD Population of GH Population of QT
Cjgssr33 - 1.005£0.431 -
Cjgssr142 - - -
Cjgssr125 - . )
CJS0955 1.171£0.143 1.063+0.340 -
Cjgssr130 0.660£0.596 1.091£0.298 1.081£0.340
Cjgssr140 0.780£0.572 - -
ts 0.870+0.437 1.053+0.356 1.081£0.340
tm 1.200£0.002 1.185+0.109 -

b A 1125 3 0B A U (B0 5 A
s I

tm 11 CJS0955. Cjgssr130 P57 S At 247 15 5
A SEPR IR KT 0.98 [P 1o

i~
20



IR RFITE 3 A2 A7 s FRAT U AT H M 0.660£0.596 42 1.171£0.143 0 FEAEFITE
3 AL AL AT AU A R RIS AT, 7399 1.00540.431,1.063+0.340 Fi1 1.09140.298.
RN EFIRE 1A 2 07 ST SR AC A 1.081£0.3400 B IAHEE t TAMAEIR >, A
S AHEAT S A8 F (1) 5

1 CJS0955. Cjgssr130 M7 s il TR AR TR FIEEAERIRE IR 207 iU A 38, HEAR IR
FhHEAN 1.2004£0.002, W& TRAEFIEE(1.185£0.109).
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Table 4.16 Relative fitness of seeds of 4 populations

HSD Fliif TK F GH Fif ¥ QT Firt
Population of HSD Population of TK Population of GH Population of QT

e Ui 7200 1932 4000 4000
Wi R R4 e 4 139 111 1314 1111
1751 0.0193 0.0575 0.3285 0.2778
AT A 0.059 0.175 1 0.846

FEACRIREAETS Sy dnermy, DAMIXTIESTE N 1, A ERBEAXESE A 0.846.
AN TR REFIAE S FEMR /N, 3 VREE R 0.175, KEUH 24 TRELERVEER) 1/6, TMTHEAIT KR
FEREUH A HEALFRER 117, 404 0.059.

4.4 Wig
441 KEZNTHBERMFRBEMGEEK

FRATLL B A YA A3 1Lz 1 N TR R, TFAE. SRR SE. 45 5L,
FERPL G K R VIR R AL N T RIRE S LR N KA AR FIREEA T X LE

ST, SRR CFE 2003 AE L ERFLAL 188 #k, 2T 2004 4E(1) 134 FRF1 2005 411 133
Fko 2004 AT ML IANAZL 50 Bk, 2T 2005 4E(1) 26 £k, 1H 2006 4E[1) 3 LE 05 42,
40 k. BAR A MEIL A BCRE LGS, EAER R ECE e R E ] DR R AR
IS UL ML LIS DUR T HE AR K (R K AZ TR AN 4G S DL & AE AN ], e 2
—b—27 e, 45t “Z—0—07 ER. EILNAZ KRR, ST LS
MBAEAE 2002), HAEFATIEE, W ILMIERELS LGN A 2 /b2 5, Bl R K
P AR SRR PN, 12 3000 2K, BIARBIK, A K#HZ) 50cm. #ise, LA
2004 4 JLTAH L RIKEAEER GG FIT, P oXid 2 45 R Aa/D I —4. (1 05 FEH g
g sz U 2, U AR BB, IF BARB 5 BRI I SR G L B D o BRAG T,
04 T LA AR KL 45 ER AL 500-600 4>, 17 05 4E AT 50 NAcAT o B H K AZ IR &5 5
A “F—F—W—" FMEERSRE 1994), A HEHFEREERS 2005), KEZAT



FRREIZE T IR Be A, S5FPT R/NEZ o 10 H—ANFPIE N IR SE SE AT K2
535 DI ZRIT R R % D a4 4 0] PR TR A 45 S U AN — 5, TR T A S X S b F A
AL IR BRI B 855 R/ NMERS SR T8 T WIS, LA bt A 45
SER/NEIE L, K/NMERBE—Bh 12 4, BRIAISE S R/NE H B B Rt AR — 02 sk
2 2000). KIEFAL P AABA VLIS, Pinder S5(1995)3R1E 1985 4E [ FH ¥~ H iz b1 1986
F1 1987 4F,

P R ) ) | o P o DI 18 B 30 A R /INES B S DR T S AR U R, 3 1132 R (1
THEE SRR IR 22 5, (BN SR PR G 22 5 o TR S5 45 L
PR AR 7 (AR IE A BERBUUA T FARFIRE 1/17 B 16 SRS AR R F IR IR K, B
HIKIZ IR AR O A HRIE(FK M FH 2000, BEHAE, JJTR 1989, ~EEE5E 2004), HA T
IKAZ G B E KA AR LR ZE S G . TR B FFAEIL AR R 22, KA N R b4/
T ARFEE, KU EARFIRER R 7R R . AN KRB g K RS AsRFEE LT
225, VO BRI LR 5 FR R Be 0 (¥ U AR A iR b, R R S BUEY IS S
J& T B#(Orellana et al. 2005). KIEFA AT RBURG BLA A, AVE M B2 /MUES, (EFR
T A I R R AR AR . R KA W T TR, — 2 R AR, S 4hief—
AN R BB T AL T AR s (Pinder et al. 1995). 8 ILAARI 1K 28 A m, FhiG M%, B
e SLRP B AR I R B (PSR, Bk 2000). BT —— 2 MY IAE AR
AR R AR, POV A B T 8 7 P Pl 1845 98 ) (Tanksley & McCouch 1997), Xf—4>
WIRHAEAE R OCTEE, REE B A DA . FKAZ B B AP ORAE RIS I T N TR, AT
TR A A8 A 5E

N LIKAZAC L R G e A8 A LE SRR IS o, LN WA 5 SRR ) 4y v AR KB v
FE B EVMBERS A AL, e MBI s B, B2 At el AR B o 2 5 o A
MRS )% (Pedraza & Oudenaarden 2005), A T /KAZFHE R EAE I FEAFAE & K
MR BT, KEMCE TR EAOR Y T B, 1825 NBL “XHE” 1R
G0 W R0 e B 1) — SR FUE R R, WA R, R R KR A R
BRI K. B ikt )n, N TKERBERSE A K S AR 2. K& HAS G
TIEUE A RS T N TR BRI S B ) A2

4.4.2 NL/KAZFHEER) ST M

LK, AN TR S SR Figie 2 T A KAZ, FE LY 4 AR IKAS
FBEIG IR, (0N TR 8 ) AR 1k 08 A KA KT o AFTURAE N TIREE it
T REFEAEFRATI, PR m, K2 BRI R % (32.85% Fl 27.78%) i T )&
FEHLAR R K AZ Bl B R 2E (12 £3%) (5K RBH 2000), 7] LUARS 45 2 58 & RARIRAES TR 1)
IR BEEARIRZ o AW N BRI R 2N 1.93%H1 5.75%, 1ERVIRE TR
AR, XA A2 R 2 N TR AR AERS N ERERY B, (H R IR SRSB4 14 1)

1E B R 18 BRI “ 15245 B3R 7 (Charles 2001), Bt AR 40 085 ) 785 A& A 3k (hot
potato)(Stokstad 2002), KAZ N T il GEAR ARG HAEX B o S5 N /K AZ R ZE0m 1R i £,



T BT ISR AT AR AR A —Fh 7 BRI IR o WRR T (B PE BORUA 2R 1 L, #mT
SR IKAZ N TR L E SRR (R 22 o 5 JCHERR (R SETEL S i) DR R I 9 AR A B I R 18, 7
Flp ey My R2E S G A ARG A — R BIPAAT, BRAI KA S R (1) 5 R 2
PR 22 2 1 T 4l 1 AR 2R AR (Pindeer et al. 1995). AH A% A 1) A D 26 B T-Ag e Ah 111
AR YL (Sundaresan 2005), 1 H., PR 22 57 (A AR LR A SRR AR (b 1R i)
TASLIE ) (Moles et al. 2005), AR N TREER 7R AR AR A IE 7 L, S RE
ANFHRER) B FREDBTRE S0 TR, ZRKAZ N R ) S0 1 52 27 S g o
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5.1 K2 NTHBERIPRE 8L

IKAZ I EE R AR, R BRI . (R KEZ, AR BRFIEE, 1T
M AR R b Rt N 1% 8 7 5 AR (Rogers 2002), SR RE A 37 2 5t BF A= M Rl L DR it A7
J7 X (Hedrick 1995). FATWBIF SR, REKEASE EWE T, o B 7R
IKAZ R LRI, AHE N DM R st L 45 JF A 58 o Tl DR R IKAZ AR F IR a5 AL
gER T, ELIRATLART A RAPD 23 #1745 B (Li et al. 2005) 5 in4 N B R5 KAZ 1) Saa bt
Toe WP st Al 2 FEPE, I & IR IR IS A6 04k A, BT BR85S IR N IR 3 s BRAT 17K
RO BB RE, DLACERAT TIN5 (E A DR AP T P 0 B o [RIIN, SRk A2 N LR B 3
BFRe IR, A KA N TR AL HAT SIS, If HEEIEAR], JLTF-3k KA
HERSIR T BT hE

FREERI K E AR ARSI, I BT P A B (1 5 A5 S M R AEAERE ) o J8AR A
AN PR AR IS T AR o AEBHE R R A AR 2T, K A L&
] :K 44(Spielman et al. 2004). (HARDATWSGHIFF VK Z W K B AE S5 F B o TR R
KGR 5, PR B L X ZFHEY Cordylanthus maritimus(Helenurm &
Parsons 1997)F1 k-5 (Zostera marina)(Williams & Orth 1998)F ¥k & Fl ot 4% 22 AL 5 i B0
BARME R BrL, RZKAZ N TR L 4 i 2 AR A ) .

I, R R 1tk & 42, SR FARFIRD 1 o BT 4R A 1 846 A8 R IR B W
(Tanksley & McCouch 1997) 7KA2 N\ TR HE S5 1 HSUE Fh 1 BT, S0 0 1)
TP AR, DBV KAZ N TR AR T8 G

B, N TIKAZRIHEREE B 2% 18 G BRI 2 8, DAORIES AL 70 42 1K B0 ) B P i 8 5
R ) B s AR AR R RN B 1 R o A AR L RETE AR AR TR AT 1) & M T B2
B G REETE, DR KRR S B SO (TR KT 2004) . REA)TEA R 1K R
T, WAL AR AR I IR LR I, B B B . R L4 B IR R
ARG KD, e B AK I K S BT (5K R T 2004). MEa
XPREP = 4555, @ JEAIE A B B s2 e A 1VF 248 (Pinder et al. 1995, Lazcano et al.
1997, Ali & Zaman 1997, Arango et al. 1998). Klitt, $Em AN LKEFBEREAE, ZULn] g
LI T AR AAZ TR B2 05, A2 B 5 B o e85 0 W J5OR F o, e K PR S B 0
B N TR R SRR T, AOERA G A KIS, 2% 85 PR .

FLUR, HURE IS S8 G M R — TS, DRFRHT P I s A5 2 FEPE . N LKA Rt
BAL Z RV T BARTIHE, 5 DR IS A2 ZEEURE S 1) o) /L, AR GEpoll & R 7 vk — IR I — 284
B SRR o SRR T B SRAS RELERE N IR AT A, AR AN KT S MR A R 1 1) T
5o SN I 7 R R R T SRR 1 5, JF BT B AT i 4% AR M (Guerrant
1992), EHRAN—LEVRROE R . KIAREFH “O0R” RFl. 7S IR A5 ™ LA BUT
AT S P ) PRI v, MR (0 A 22 FEPE U R %2 (Haig 1998). 4£%, TE/KAZ B
B G 5 T2 RRIX P ECE A /N RE b, JEAREANE A AR A IRORE S 37 07 R 2 1 e 1)
(Li et al. 2005, McKay et al. 2005).



S, EURE A B P TR R 1 ) R, DR AR ) (RS R R . BRI, K
F2 N AR T8 P 2 IR0 > B8 0 B PR A% 22 Pk, G BDURE B — , (R AN B TR % o
R TEK MRS, A& TR 1L AL (Qiu 2004), 38 /2 16 4% V5 4% (Bucci
1997), B &t TRARIIAE SR DA, BEASPIREAS S B i A CBRSL I “HEPE”, BTN 1y
MR B AURF BE R (MeKay et al. 2005), FHREIA] EARA — @R BE AL 70k oh T A8 5
PRAPFHIE S v B e S gL, ORFFILCBRAT AL KR, XM 5 [P vy B2 R R R 154 234 1) 1)
A, o BRI e, TR R SRR, /NP DR AR . SRR R e T
DA b A HE 3545 22 AR, (HOP 5 VAN A5 WS ) BB Al (1) T 2 (Lesica & Allendorf
1999). A Y VR 2% 5 BUK A AN e CRFF BT AR R 18t AL A8 e, JF BT e B A2 R
(Barrett & Kohn 1991, Waser 1993). F#) RS2 1) T 228k 2 Wik ) Fh B it 4 it
AR, (RIS P B AT SRR AP PR A (McKay et al. 2005). KL, WifE YAk & AR
ACESE 2 B INAR R s A% AR, 30 R R R S P i) — st AR o AR S o N LRl
HEBUFA 5 EARFIREARS B A% 2 M SR (B R % 2003),  3AL 70 AL REREBOR, A
HISE RN E (Bucci 1997), B NAZAEFIEEACE _ELRT P71 (Rogers 2002).

ST DA EAB L, 0 AKAZ B A PSR i S AN [RI R AR b~ S AT 3 DX B, 3 G AN [ o
FEIR A [, R BIVCHC R s FIEREE 4 A Hh f{(McKay et al. 2005), Xk H A F R
R BRI SAT 70 IXICRE, SXFEA 0] DURAE S A R I s A 2k o LA, B —A> B SRR 5
ARG RPN Z AR, R S e ARF R TR S .

5.2 KA BARMEE R AR ALY

IKAZ N ER B 8L S5 R AN I I, RARTERTRE ) 72, B INIR R4 AT TR K A2 AR
FUREIC L ZEVERIAYINE . ZKAZ HARPIRE B LRI DRt — EAF R GR Y, (B I AR AR DU AR
AR MR 2003, EARLE 2005).

1972-1974 SEXRINIKAZE I, Segi 5 IR AEKAZ B (42 20em LA _1)5069 #k; 45
Jo PRI AT JsUAE K AZ BER Ol 5746 B PR T 4F Ji5(2002-2004 48) [ A K8 5360 BR(EA
FESE 2005). 20 4FEIKAZ I BIET 386 £k, 17 6.72%. KAZ R (R AR 0 45 1) A8 4 - 35 7,
LR TR RE (AT 2003). JEUEAAZRIRE 1980 4RI B4 WA KRB M4t . hkt, 5
1948 A 7KAZ KB T [IEAR A AELE K AZ ) v B AR ASR AN [F] (Bartholomew et al. 1999). Hf V&
AL VR AS R A Alibk . Zikila TR A2 AR . ORAR BT IR (A HESE 2005).
IKAZ T B AR ARATAE, 22 2001 4 T 1 684 FR/KAZ I 52 a0k 11 16 3 (CC R 2845 2001).
IKIZH AR Mt i R b R AR T, 2 N WG a8 i s 2L (A 2003). 1] WL, 7KAZ HAR
(Ui SRS S E R N] GNP NI S

BT FRKAZ HARFIRE R EAFBDIR, AR IATKAZ FARFPREEAT B R Gy
P U, BUF RO g T S AAZ R R B0 A, 3B RN A R 7 B L 0 A 4 v AR
Al UG, FRATEH ORY B AR AKAZ I R P 4 it -

DIEBHEM . BEAKB RN G & KA A IE AR ST, (HIEA AR T Bk, Fiofs
T VKRN ERREAEY, SRR T, HKR BARTE R o AEE, I i Ak A > H
Ja R PRAE SRR, SR KB RAER S, B REE, AR AR,



QN THIBY N0 BAR T FHE . AR AR, 72 AR T, DL R
APy, FSRIKAZR PR RS, ANE S E SRR Ik, R8I AATRREYT . 0%
SR, JF Hog WA AR REARN, TERGEGAEES, TR AR, AR TR, 4
4 A AR A TG IR, T 2 F AR ST H 11

BATRIKAZ R 5ER I, WED R R AU ECE I, 1645 45 M RO SR B
GEWAR Rl =R O A8 7/ R/ =0 w1 I o o ey BT /R L A W A e 1
(downlisting) 8% 2: B (delisting) brHERT , A% RE AL A5 BT B E ST o XA DRAE P S PR 2
55 W A PP AR A 384 A8 S R 1) T2 X 32 (McGlaughlin et al. 2002), /&8 A iEEA B
RAYERFfE 1R UE(Pavlik et al. 1993). & TSRS B ARPIE 2 8] 21 K 75 2 2 KIRIEEAH
R SRR, NOZH AR R LR HT
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