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Abstract

Taiwan has dramatic elevation gradient changes of terrain, and the altitudinal

gradients of diversified environment may lead to the increased opportunities for local

adaptation of different ecotypic species. Populations distributed at different altitudes may

encounter reproductive isolation and even speciation. Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum

complex (Ericaceae) includes four species. Among them, Rhododendron rubropunctatum

is restricted to low elevation and the other three (Rhododendron morii, Rhododendron

pseudochrysanthum, Rhododendron hyperythrum) are restricted to higher elevations. We

used amplified fragment length polymorphism (AFLP) technique to quantify the genetic

variation and divergence of 172 individuals from nine populations of R.

pseudochrysanthum complex. In order to evaluate genetic structure and genetic

differentiation of the R. pseudochrysanthum complex, STRUCTURE and DAPC were

used to infer genetic composition of R. pseudochrysanthum complex. To detect genetic

loci deviated from neutral evolution, we used ARLEQUIN and BAYESCAN to detect

the outlier loci. To evaluate the suitable whether environmental factors variation among

species in R. pseudochrysanthum complex, we applied PCA analysis the environmental

factors among different populations. Further, to co-evaluate the Association between

genetic data and environmental variables, we applied RDA to study correlation among

genetic data, population data and environmental variables. Finally, we used SAMBADA
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to assess the correlation between outlier loci and environmental variables to examine

whether local adaptation signal exist among these outlier loci. Both DAPC and

STRUCTURE showed that R. rubropunctatum formed its own cluster within R.

pseudochrysanthum complex. Outlier loci analysis detected six loci that deviated from

neutral selection. PCA and RDA portrayed that environment factor of R.

pseudochrysanthum complex can be diversified into two groups. SAMBADA results

showed that the outlier loci were significantly correlated with the environmental factors

about temperature. In conclusion, according to the genetic data and environmental

variables analysis, R. rubropunctatum has the local adaptation in R. pseudochrysanthum

complex, We proposed that the R. rubropunctatum may be phylogenetically separated

from R. pseudochrysanthum complex. In addition, although the R. hyperythrum is

morphologically different from the other three species in R. pseudochrysanthum complex,

but the genetic analysis does not support the maximum genetic distance between the R.

hyperythrum and the other three species in the complex. So this study doesn't support

that the R. hyperythrum belong to the Hymenanthes subgenus’s Ponica

subsection.

Key worlds: Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum complex, Natural selection, Local

adaptation, Selective outliers, Genetic differentiation

Iv

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



A TaCt. L .o e [I1
Bl B o VII
e B B VIII
e A e A 1
LI BRIV ST T B S il i S 7 P 1
12 FEA AN HEBEERE SR NER 2

130 WA RR LB HAEHTRBL A2 PR

14 2 LR EF 2B AT L 4
IR el s i . 6

E e e e T
N B e T

2 R R T I 10
221:DNAZZEFFR ..o 10

222 P EE R FAME(AFLP) L. 10

2.2.2.1 ¢ | pF=» B(Digestion). . ... 11

2222 Adaptor # & (Ligation)............ccoviinininn... 11

2223 5 3 & B (Pre-selection amplification)............... 11

2224 1 E# M3 F R (Selective PCR amplification of restriction

fragments). . ... ...t 12

2225 A% A F) A A(Genotyping) W& B ..o 12

T 13
231 AFLP G 2 Bt 13

2.3.2 1 513 &% (Error rate) %2 % 3|4 (Polymophism)if % 2_ & . ... 13
V

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



233 @BF R4 L
2331 3@y 8 R ...

2332 HHE B EHEAH

2333 maeY BUm it A FIRZERE 17

234 BB FHc2 AT E GFiE ... ...

3.1 AFLP 313 enéFiE ... ... ... ......
32 HEBEER
33:EEABRFHLFE L
34 HEY BFi R TR ERE ...,

35 BRETFEDAE Lo

421 B RRES T LR £ HM 2 v

........................... 19

........................... 21

........................... 33

43 s PHFBE L LPEFEfcA R @A R o 39

44 ARPREIPERIEF VA AR S A BHFEE T 2 LR EF

FREABARTF]

EN ok 2

1 -q— WP BT o o e o s 6 o s s s s s s e s s e s 0 e s 0 e s e e s
Bt {4
5

VI

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



W P &

Bl- ~ 2H%AEFELSGR. . . . . ... Lo e 09

Bl= » ZLHFEFEHEBZ2ZAESS. L L 18
= ~ STRUCTURE R4 $4:78% 2 LB FBAF £ 2 AR E . . . .27

Bw -~ STRUCTURE # R4 #HFE% 2 Lfi4 6 ¥~ HALK)ES . . .28

I~ #1% STRUCTURE # # 7 ALK)=9 & ndftiE 15 el & R A% 2 L 8

MEHEH2ZAHEALK)E S, . . . 28
Bl ~ STRUCTURE &R 2 LR fE4F £ Hib 2 2 # HALK)E . . . . . .. 28
Bl-= -~ ERFE-I LEFEAE & FARG M R (T A 2 & 2w 4 $7(DAPC)Z &

B e 29

BN~ 3oL FBAF & BRI B (AR 7 A % A ek u] A 45 (DAPC)Z % . . .30

’

B4 ~ NeighborJoining L A £ A FEfcr L FEAF & Failig b % . .31

Bt~ 2 LPFEAFEET A u4 11 BEARAM -8 B E4p b 0 BIO 5 Flikc

BELXAAFFPCA)IZER. © . 34
Bt -~ 2L HFEAF & FH ok Fle 7 s 1T(RDA)Z S 5%, . . . . . .. 35
VII

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



7 B &

F- v BB ILEHLEF AR ARSI EES T AL, L L L 8
2o ERBERE BRI ZBAEBEE. Lo 21
22y RAVFEF LA ELZLREIRER ... Lo 23
2w o~ RAPEE L LA A FE L EER A S LR FgE L L L L L L L 25
2T AP LB L2 AMOVA A58 %. . . .. .. ... .. 26
%+ ~ ARLEQUIN 4= BAYESCAN # B ™ » 2 LiH f4F & ¥ 2 £ < & (7% A F| &

(Outlierloci)~ 75 5%. . . . . . . . o . Lo o 32
2 ABHREFIOERAMERES. . .. L L 0oL . ... .. U35
# ~ ~ SAMBADA # BT » 2 L FEAE & ¥ 2 % X & 18 * J F| & (Outlier loci)#?

BEFIEMBE 485, 0 0 0 L 37

24~ T LA &2 X X E % AT & (Outlier loci)#ic g set %%, . . .37

VIII

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



o RE N §h k)

10 kP 3 BREI LS B 4 el 3P

\4—

FlF g R lAaukiP B FIFF R EFRAGES L TR EEL o ik
8 (Glacial) X fei% » 2T FE TS R @R AGBEL F FAEEF FBLSER
AR FE o dp K 0 F B k8 (Interglacial) k TRpF 0 R R 2 0 R AR MR
AMAROEREFPEE L RTY F FAR S F AR o Hewitt $8 430 k8 B4 e

B RM o ok ARk R E S E PR F B S F D oA

ForenA A RET gF L a2 5 @t (Hewitt, 2000) - % % 77 3+ 3 $rengd
FATOFELAT > Bilde: FRT I~ P Aa R~ B L AT o g7y EAERLE

F74 (Pleistocen) g i % 1t/ B2 557 4 % ¥ ¢ (Brubaker etal., 2005; Shumpei
et al., 2005; Su et al., 2007) -

3R oI < e % ek 2§ (Continental island) » & B dy 8L 27 ZEE T

—~m

B dim 258 5 Hap A0 o B A 4 Y & LR A & Lo d R
BB A FiE 3,952 o8 P akiE ] 3,000 o % B Jé)?ui&@ 200 % > a4 T 4
A5 2 g ke A5(Hsieh, 2002) o 7k 8 kfEpFd T g FrE o T A R R F A
BB F Ik hd Aok (HAf) Ad AE B R ELPY MARES S kY
F A FE A AR IR YT o Toukada K 0P R P AH S AR R e AT
fed Culp g TEZHGEL - RPH(E AR ZREDERER - P %
PP PR R ? e 5 L R EF £ F B (Tsukada, 1966) o 2 £ p enfE ik
LBV R R 2ok A Bt 0 k- A iR R S P2 KR 10 2,500 2
CHL R 0 A A 100 2% FE TR 0.6CHE T B § penT o B
R8I T el 3 AKS FR L R LA B KA
i3 o d SRR B REFEF RS QD R RRE T
# - BE (Jump etal, 2009) » BPF R R A ARG LR RS BRI E

R & A ETRE o {5k (Postglacial) § i w05 id & ik TG b A 94 s
1

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



WML N AL R PR AR R RS B AL A R FAY
B AR FOLRr R RV AARAREROIR AT ER 44
etk kP B 18 L% A 484 1,500 3 1,600 = & (Chen et al., 2013) o 32 + 52 3
A Bk eng iga s ¢ & 74 7 s hIUEE (God B 5 ) is R R
¥ ABAF IR

W h L gpaid LB foR U BB R HAFEF BR A S
FHEIATR LY o 287 L LRDREF L5 lﬁ*lj‘ﬁplj"‘r‘]m 2 3|3 A fe g
e U A AR AL ) DR A REBM S SRAAEE S RE L T SRR
4 ApLpit 5 = %3 (Subpopulation) ( Dechaine & Martin, 2005) o =t & 3 g/
i g EEER A FIN(Gene flow)X PP > P A R A RGEBR LIRS T
B BB AF A BIE A c FAGN A RAROEEF YL LIATN 3V

v € 14 A1 ATe0d A (Gavrilets & Vose, 2005) -

12 %A HE WL RS FF L PRF
z%{xéﬁiﬁ%ﬂ%?? g R R > A EHE AR

62w

ey

e R R E IR AAR R i S o R F i T "% (Lowe et al,,
2005) o i&— I 2 R E_JL F]55(Gene flow) s >~ i 2 % (Random genetic
drift)ss & 7 4e ~ 12 2 3T 2 fefop % (Inbeeding) i & el B o BLELIL ch 3
BT 2 ERE 0 RSB ER GRS o IV N RGBT PR
2o FPBANOEELRH ISP RS A 2 BT R IE L e
(Bernardi & Lape, 2005; Wiens, 2004) -
EHAR § R TR o RHOR ] § R OCRMER ST § ok
BAEE T ORRREORT RGP F RS DR DRI AR o

Flebpitm 23 A r CRMEEOR S > € ERF B E Tt Ny ek

=R

X REZ TR igm izﬁ'ry ¥, AL %] (Rarealleles) A7) % > SiEHcBL ~

2

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



# b4ty 2 %] (Commonalleles) » ¢ i % > = But f B K o 5 2Bl
e v g B BERDRR - FIS T - LA BB BERATIRET
- R R R T 2 o 0 S B EARRE R AT

—_
P

P D R RATFIR A A AEEE S LEAHBHET RS PEREG (LD
$584 (Blam, 1993) « $ % BAEHCR cif B g H 4 p A foit A feenib > 2
GRFSDATPE FRER - A GRS § ] F B B o
Ao F)g 0 R § g S RE R B as s (Young et al., 1996) -
FBRLE T R @ Sl AR B A T i 4 e

B GldofdF adTiE 2 5N B kA N ok & ehk 2 (Lowe et al., 2005) -
MAEG AERTH B N A T o b B B Bl i R G (R BIREEAE - T 4p
BERGE R EE T 0§ L A TN RSB BB (AP o BB ch %
FL T g re bt BRET 0 8 XORPER O DR e 5 IR B 4
2 ‘]5'3";1 v A_RGER @ 4 v enBRds 4 (Gavrilets & Vose, 2005; Laurance et al.,

2007) ©

13! HRERrBERLAFIXFTEIL L 22 PR F

ARG Lea AR FI RIS L R o RIS A A i
WARY CBRBARHAF e R BA A S DPE- B AR AP T R
4Z(Schluter, 2001; Williams, 1966) > @ i3 %7 3 3 b IWEEAEs € B 7 T4 7]
% i (Gene flow) g % 42 & @ B2 5843 & & i+ (Bolnick & Fitzpatrick, 2007) -

CETREARRA A DI L LELTFEAIIWE 2 AT AR

o

HrEa k> 2 FRERTIE O A A F B - 35 0 4ot 4 FAE R
yq;:sg;-f;a FEVE > FAERPAER O EREALBTH 2 2 Rt B
A FA o T 3G SEG AT L A GTRTOEET G RS AT

g Fm % KRR @A A 24 (Jerry & Coyne, 2004; Via, 2012) o 217 & %

3

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



SR T E LA TR O 4 A 1L ek S 4% kodx § (Patrik, 2008) » £ 2§ F) 5 %
HEF A LERE & B> (Niche) % £ /14 5 % # (Divergent selection) (F* » H R 4 75
fRdgm A 4 end i & it (Ecological differentiation)(Nosil et al, 2009(B); Rundle &
Nosil, 2005; Schluter, 2001) > d pL &N P T HBE L RV i LB AT %EEHT

At enE & Fl#icdk B0 43 08 € (Via, 2012) -

140 3 LA & H2 ML

TLHFEAE & F s 8 BT R TS 4L (Ericaceae) §8 7= i (Rhododendron) »
B LA Rt 2 - > "f@i MEZEM kR R 2 RE PG Ao
AEAGIRALIR 22k A2E- F B = 70 B (Chamberlain et al., 1996)
B F 6Bt SRS (AR E AR 2,2005) S GREYE 0 AL
B+ ke pEEp (Ice age) g i #T(Refuge) 2. — » #T AR MBI E F o is ki
# (Postglacial)ei& H#p = JLFR AT » IR ° S IR (% 5 £ 445 44 1945 2003
Erdend o R (AR L) A3 4R AR 2 4077 Ak
P 14 2T

Hymenanthes £+ f /%% ¥ Lenf > ¢ 7 225 B 4 fa(Mabberley, 1997) -
FHEy AR F B3 BANE 2BLE HY SHEG ERIRA A
Hymenanthes % 2.7 » i& 5 B4 #& % 4 44 j(Rhododendron formosanum)£ .
L4 FBAF & ¥ (Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum complex) o % Lt fB4F & ¥ ¢ 3
e g 0 A %] G 2k 2 FB(Rhododendron rubropunctatum) ~ % i fB
(Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum) ~ # * 1 ¥§(Rhododendron morii)fra i §§
(Rhododendron hyperythrum) ‘= % $ 58 ~ 3 L FB{rd ~ HFB A #E AT
Maculifera subsection » % ¥+ fg R £_Hymenanthes %; 42 % v&— JH>% Ponica
subsection ef&( Lietal., 1998) o % L FBAF & B2 *TUARF 4 EH LT 5 2 A
Bt g o] chZ R BB R A 0 TS B PR LA S

4

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



Bl - fE o REEE e P2 B 7 24 B (Chung et al., 2007) o

AR R L AAF 1,000 T 2,000 2 % oIk B EASER 55 E
BAEIRRGRL S BN > TH 4T c T LBPEAFEEA G AL A
B P pg R W ind £ E A A 600 2 1,200 2 % 2 Fenf A F B E R
(Lietal,1998)» o #nf v ¢ e > B3 FHE > P £45HY > TH 547516
Poodrs AT ARBY THT S HEARARER TP L SR E ARG
oo U HFEEHA L S ENAFY 2,400 1 3,000 2 % 2 R R A BE R

_;_,-

RBRTABY CEP NG IR BEFE T ESEY 0 T L 30 5

FI

57 0 L LHFEERLE S LA 3,000 2 ¢ v b B F A E Y ik

BRAEL CER NG 8 IR RS BEFE D EGHEY 0 TP L4

3,000 & 3,950 2 ¢ gt EA G o FlE HANHEE L LHEFE A Efos F 1 g

MAGHE RO FREA BB R0 e A AERE - F L H
fp— % 46(Lu & Yang, 1989) - & i HFE%# E 4 £ 7 5 % L7E% > 5444 3,500
crhg LR ERAFING R4S RS FRTE TH L3R5

@ A 11 cpDNA(Chloroplast DNA) A %] trnF-trnL B 71~ 45 8 4 B4 5 1
B BEAP I LUA S e BRAT RGN G 2EGE LA R R
2001) o i7— % 2 cpDNA zk F] atpB-rbcL 135 7 2 47 X B Fg% 2 L F# IR »
HAEI PRI AE SN E A RAFREZFHAR  BEAP Ay
Fafe 2 L R 2R Ap D0 chp fE( Ko 2R E ¥ 0 2005) ¢ FEd E %4 DNA 5 7
REHSAA o AL LHBAF S H AL - I AP T RS P ERL R

ALa PR F itk R kg o it e A AN B HFEAY 8

WL Fent L FEAE & HH U F A% ¥ (Chung et al,, 2007) - ] & & %4 DNA &
A RS A @ R R RPRT I (- HHE L Y PR

ITS(Internal transcribed spacer) 4 +7 % it fB4E & #FF P v B 4 fAF 3L sk B T35

5

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



Mo P HRFE S HAREE T LB E RS 00 LA HFES e PH R
WA L 0.4(Tsai etal,, 2015) » F] 2 4% A FIITS 05 7 A 45300 & L FAF & 3
Wiz b BFEE A U = BT R ARGEM oo BoAT# * EST-SSR a5 A4 A
F s et 3 R {8 kY (Postglacial) s i eg v & 7 2 L FAAR & HenEl R
i HAE AL RO EER Kf T E gt ent s fend RN
BEAHRLTE S P B HFEe v Z BT Rt il B L B (Chenetal,
2013) o AFF L RIT it - HIFF 2 LRFHF EFAEET S S Ay BOERE T

#oo

150 A7 3 iR HL R
ILERAFEET S LB R AL Al 0 7 bR AR A

T g > T ARG S EREY A 44604 3 354 cpDNA ~ ITS v SSR » ¢4 3.

LR FRAE S HEFTHMEARTL o Ra o Tl A F RN TR ek g
BRI EELE > IV HR BRI TR AREEFY - 2o W AP FE
T 3 LA SR B 0 T R A G0 A e LR R AT

FRFC ARG o F AT R LR L B L B0l BT
Bz WenbEplt » 8- B2 LPFEEEEP LT T @ RBRELE A F
N AT B AE g

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



S B R R
2123 ##

AL % 5 B FB T Hymenanthes T fH» cn5 B S 853 80 ¢ 3§ S A HFB
(Rhododendron formosanum)£? 2. 1111 fB4F & ¥ (Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum
complex) o Lt F4F £ ¥ e 7w B> % H F§(Rhododendron
rubropunctatum) ~ % 14 f§(Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum) ~ % = 1 j8
(Rhododendron morii)fr s ¥ 1+ f§(Rhododendron hyperythrum) » v 1 %] & 2} i 4p 02
R P S N R R T 3 C R SIS INE IS N
fos @ FFFRA2R T 2 L2 f(Hui-Lin et al,, 1998) » #7020 Sofi 5 2 L FRAR &
Ho ALY or SHHOR A LTS SR L 3 LR A Hahit s
¥ > I & Hymenanthes I 2.7 (% L ;TE‘ BAEREY2001) 0 Flpt i ST
T3 sxereh 3> A 2 LB FERAE & FHP DRI R -

HFgH A kR 2 PURITGK) % 340 14 3 48 ~ % % % (RITGL) % 3
2] BB 2 LR A KR X 2 L(RpTHS) % # 19  BAE ~ & oL
(RpHHS)*%: 352 17 1 B 48 ~ A 78 L (RpLLS) 2% 120 B B4 o A < H gtk & %
FEre 2 L(RmALS)*% #9018 B B4 ~ = 2 L(RmTHS)*%:# 8 B B4 ~ & &
L (RmHHS)*% #5714 B B4 o 2 @R FEk ~ KR>3 @+ L(RONHTS)*% #1741
BB SRR A KRR L (RICLS)%# 11 B B A ~ + 2 L(RfTHS)
FEHEG 1 B EA - 4250 L(RELELS) % #9014 B B4 ~ 42 % RISLX)*% #7110
BEHICLRARISY)EH N 14 BREMY - AT HAFRELEEE 0B - 277 4k &

BE FEP T AL - 7T o

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257
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& B AL A8 A2 b RICLS 11 247 40'07" 121° 30'12" 1600
R. formosanum
AT RITHS 11 247 16'07" 121° 09'30" 2200
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22 RB% 3
2.2.1: DNA 2 E 2 R

AFL R % HDNA k p B P E T T DNA R o B F i
i L (B Ly 2011) -

B~ DNA k% 1uL *% % ** Nano drop1000(Thermo fisher scientific)ip] Z_k & »
£/ Pl DNA KR Benfe 4 ? 2o £ iR ddH20 -8 - @ fRfR 1S A

DB 5 20ng/ul 0 B 320C k47 iz o

2.2.2: #HH L EE R 5 AL (AFLP)

AT ER AFLP & 3 53872 ¢ AR Lt W FEd ~ mF -~ EFRE T
Hi e 7 F (Bensch & Akesson, 2005) » = 2 cndF gE A2t 3 8 0 3 LF P S
A - (Restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP) {3 & f% % s 4 & &
(Polymerase chainreaction, PCR)¢r i 8L » 5 L L Bjis 2 § R Ff L (B b fa 5 7))
TRV AERI2AFELdBLIE oA NFTRSED DNA,T‘JP IREUEUR
5 APEF L kB R B LB

95 1995 # Vos & A #7311 AFLP 22 § % > 2 2 % & 5] 71| (Adapter) i 7
AFLP # sififz » 1 & A& 5 2 B3 o 4 > {1% 3 8 T {1 % % 75 (Restriction
enzyme)*” L L Flie DNA (& » Aigd P Ead A3 a2 L3 57 B B
7| ¢ 7 — B B 7| (Core sequence) 2 — B4 fF & — & 7| (Enzyme-specific
sequence)  # =t » JI* &g & 3 B S5 F (Primer)i& {7 F # M 55 L) P
Bl 3t e s BRI - BRI LR - BA A fo- BRERBTY A
7] i7i B 7(Selective extension)d 3 F| 4 B¥ L iE g L gL E A o 1 E
A R LEFR 4 F B(PCR),~ B 5 % 3 F fis(Pre-selective amplification)friE
# 453 & &(Selective amplification) » & iE $# M FF 3 PF > B 4e F R3] F o
S THRMAE G I FARE KA DNA PR o
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2.2.2.1 : L4 |f=*r 3] (Digestion)

11 P~k & 5 20 ng/pL 7 DNA #-##% SuL » 4v » #7 % chp *7 fis(Restriction
endonuclease) * ¢ z 1uL s EcoR [ (k& % 20U/ml) (NEB, cat. #R3101L){=
IuL 9 Mse I (GE & % 10U/ml) (NEB, cat. #R0525L) » 12 % #p % Jis ch5 s 251
2uL 1 CutSmart bufferGE & 5 10X) (NEB, cat. #B7204S) » 4c 11pL
ddH2O » £ 20 uL »* 37CT™ ¥ DNA £ {7 1.5 | PFFerfis®r o 7 2] K i g {8 2

B3 6SCRILIS A e8™ UE ' F of P I E L o

2.2.2.2 ¢ Adaptor $ & (Ligation)

1 a7 ie chDNA 0% € 25+ 88 EcoR 1 2 Mse | Ap 5 5 R I Rz iz
A Ap ¥R 0k R F A Rapid ligation kit (cat. #RCO11, Real Biotech
Corporation, Taipei, Taiwan) » # 7 2uL # EcoR | adaptor (& & 3 5uM) > 2uL
e Mse | adaptor (& & % 50uM) ~ 2uL =0 10xBuffer A ~ 2uL 7 10xBuffer B
1uL 1 Ligase (& & 5 3U/ul)fe 1uL 9dd H20 » % 10 pL 4c 3| Digestion &
Fod o3 22°CHE* 1) pF s RHE A D TR I SR EEEE A B
Hig* o

2 @ #- Ligation = = t8 emA 12 T1oFo. ﬁ:‘f§ 10 &% * o

2.2.2.3 © % 33 & f(Pre-selection amplification)

12 B~ 4ul © #48 10 % 0 Ligation 24+ » 4 » 7 0.75uL éh EcoR [ (k& &
20U/ml) (EOOAC: 5-GACTGCGTACCAATTCAC-3)% 0.75uL i Mse | GE & &
10U/ml) (M00G: 5'-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAG-3") 51+ #: PCR ¥ fimi ¥ (fie
= % 1uL ¢ 10X Buffer (2 ml £ Tris-HCL, 10 ml <2 KCl, 0.01 ml ¢ EDTA) ~
0.5uL e dNTP GE & 5 2.5mM) ~ 0.5pL (k& 5 0.15mM)z1 MgCla ~ 0.2uL <9
Units Tag DNA % & f¥ (k& 5 5U/ul) (Zymeset biotech, Taipei, Taiwan)fr
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23uL #1ddH0 # 0 £ 10 pL &R & 4738 {7 % - = PCR, 2 BIO-RADs1000™
Thermal Cycler :& 7 5 & > 2 PCR * & f & K T 40T @ (a)72°C(Pre-heating) i®
* 2min ° (b)94°C(Pre-denaturation) it * 3min - (¢)94°C(Denaturation) i® #

30s ~ 56°C(Annealing) {¥ * 30s ~ 72°C(Extension) ¥ * Imin » #§3 25 = ° (d)72
‘C(Final Extension) /¥ * 5min

2 @ #-Pre-selective amplification = = {& 114 $ 12 TioEo ﬁrﬁ 20 B & * o

2.2.2.4 ¢ E# H3H3H & B(Selective PCR amplification of restriction fragments)

12 B~ 1uL © #§ 20 & 1 Pre-selection £ 4~ > & 5’4 7 % %1% % (Fam ~ Hex )eh
luL eh EcoR 1 Gk & % 20U/ml) % 1uL s Mse I GE R 5 10U/ml):E #3513 %
(Selective primer pair)e-7 PCR F & #7 3 % 7% ¢ (Selective amplification) ((1pL
71 10X Buffer ~ 0.5uL 5 dNTP (& & % 2.5mM) ~ 0.1uL 7 Taqg DNA % & f#
(& & 5 SU/l) (Zymeset biotech, Taiwan) ~ 0.5uL s MgClL Gk & % 0.15mM)fe
49uL (1ddH20) » £ 10pL 8 &% @ i {7 % = X PCR F B iE B K T4v
T ! (a)94°C(Pre-denaturation) it * 3min ° (b)94C(Denaturation) it * 30s ~ 65C
(Annealing) i¥* 30s (% — B 5% 65C » 2 {s & B 7% "% 0.7C) ~ 72°C
(Extension) i* * 1min » #3% 13 = - (c)94°C(Denaturation) i * 30s ~ 56°C
(Annealing) /¥ * 30s ~ 72°C(Extension) i* * Imin > #% 23 = - (d) 72°C(Final

Extension) it * Smin o

2.2.2.5 1 § 4% & %14 7] (Genotyping)# i

AFLP 313 $ 0@ E 3 8.3 v S #3534 0 5 A 2 B2 B E I rrenid § 4 )
T L TR AP gL YT ASE AFLP A4 o 232 £8-PCR &~ s &
WABBATEZL AP LB 2ul 4v b 1pl ¢ Loading dye f= 2% 3 % > % 3t 60 ik
FO0SXTBE g dm @ » BHF R AKX 60 4481 » A UV ERHT * fpisip e
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&0 FELA 47 1t 100-500 bp 2 P JRI2 3 & % ¢ Smear H BT F 00 #icP B g
8 HFlap A P 2 iE 4 Ho P gk 714 3] (Genotyping) e B

~7 3 2 ABI PRISM 3730 XL DNA Analyzer(Applied Biosystems):& (7 = fo g
TA AT > A4~ LIZ600 3 B2 5 B 25 R S RN PR ) o B
17 ek Flicdp 15 @ * 348 Peak Scanner Software V1.0(Applied biosystems) & 1 % &

F3 > £ 12 TinyFLP(Arthofer, 2010)2] 3 i % 4 & (1/0) J& 7 38 % A 3] #icdh -

23 FTHEAY
2.3.1: AFLP ¥ 2 &
A g TinyFLP 508 ik 45 A5 77 chd 20552 % 33 2 DNA #EenE B & p
# 2|3 1% & (Automatic scoring pattern) o 2| Z_if F 4o frde s BEF T P ERE R R
T DR s s 1(Presence) 0 BF F AR A K ;805 0 (Absence) o iz iE W ih
% F 1 & 4o i 2 (TinyFLP #0848 %2t %) © DNA 4 £ & 4 % 100 F| 500bp
Z_ & (Minimum size:100, Maximum size:500) ; % & % % 3% & (Intensity) & % % 150
(Minimum peak height:150) ; *# % % |- >* 1bp (Maximum peak width:1) ; & % 7
B ARITPE > FME O EEAe % [ 2 1bp BF 0 2 R A0 € 459 (Minimum peak-
peak distance:1, Peak height difference:0) » 7 Ip < ip 48 B 4% (& 55 F] = + BES T i 4T
i 0.8bp (Size tolerance range: +/— 0.8 bp) » % = & FHE F A 1-99%2_ & (Minimum

and maximum allelic frequency: 1% — 99%) -

2.3.2 1 313 &% (Error rate)2 % 4| 1% (Polymophism)if ¥ 2_ & ¥

Bonin (2007):2 :% AFLP if i@ A 4| crgg 5% s 4 10% 7 T » 4 o EF Rl
FEchi B g o AP LRRAF & FA 4 BRE R AT X BORE LGB E
Pl BB RO ESRPFEN T BREEORAY TREE3BRMH X 123
BRGE EATESK O 1T TEE R 3 EAT R LR P B0 UL i
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SRR E R S
d (SRR ARE L R E AR R /3 A A A3 LR
EHEMFLELE TN ERES T %ﬁ'r} ARLEQUIN v3.5(Excoffier &
Lischer, 2010)¥ fb 4 47 2 L FR4F & # > L HFZ FH e & 5 2LEF DA T

B 0 00 E B3 LR B4R £ 3 AFLP § Al

233: R FH2L L4
2331 3@ B B

AFLP 5 Bl 3 ke o T & 488 @ B & 4-3c(Diversity indexes)2_11 #
FNBBEETO/DEFGFE o B8 43k 3T oA BT i F F(Numbers of
private and fixed private bands, Np/Nfp) ~ % A4+ 4 F]d: +* ] (Percentage of
polymorphic loci, P) ~ = 3232 4 2§ /& (Expected heterozygosity, He){rif & 4 it &
(Pairwise Fst) & o

@& * $ FAMD v1.31(Schliiter, 2013) 14 2 45 % 4 % %3 44 1 7 it H1 e
Loci(Np)fre S HELT ke x HE B 38 ¢ R loci (Nfp) 3+ H T & AR
3 ik ¥ #(Np/Nfp) (Huang et al., 2015(A)) = i * 48 AFLP-SURV
v1.0(Vekemans (A), 2002)12 3+ 8 & %3 B e 5 A5 F cnfl PR A1 F 32 H G
Feant b > & HY R K 33t (Bayesain)# (7 500 =t ¢ Permutation 0 5 & % Al A
F] & 5t b (Percentage of polymorphic loci, %P) (P%= % 3|4+ % & ek F] & B/ 2
Flafic) s 1B Ryprs i REF R L EHEY L F TR EE R b BT

m k
1
3218 4 B F & (Expected heterozygosity, He) » m3+ 258 5: Hp =1 — Ezzpiz

=1 i=1
(m A TRl Ps® kK% ehmas i pags)-
20 & @A v g (Pairwise Fst) » 2 i i * it ARLEQUIN v3.5(Excoffier
& Lischer, 2010)f= AFLP-SURV v1.0(Vekemans (B), 2002):& {7 500 =% & 4g £ 7|

(Permutation test)4 7 o i @ 4 it B (Fsr) U SHEHPN 2 EFHFanf B L 8 2345 4

14
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HoBFEEET R OCEFR LG 4 )3 1(7 p;a;qtf,g,%ﬂ?“ L Tay
s 2 A fv) o Wright 23k » %55 ¢ > Fsr 5 0-0.05 5 £ 7 ¥R @A 2
QTR T Fsr 5 0.05-0.15 P4 7 AR 5 ¢ £42R chid @4 1L Fop
5015025 pF & T EHRMF R B A LR S Fer s 025 0 PFAFHEHME G (L0
i 1 4 it (Weir & Cockerham, 1984) o Fsy 60+ /| & £ F| %3 fF cnjedtfod &
AR B AL R
REEPARPFREA o HPLEH L g Ferinf 1 2484 4pF 0 F
2

L B P Fer @R § ' o

2332 REJ B HELH

SRPBEL LR EEN B B TR B e gy
Eﬁ?ﬁﬁ”{ p o 2iEi* AMOVA ~ STRUCTURE ~ DAPC 4= NJ tree(Neighbor-Joining
Tree):& {7 F 7| & 47 ©

& %+ % > 7 (Analysis of Molecular Variance, AMOVA)¥ s & ¥ 7 F ¢k T
e LR > T AR AEBFRER e 7 4~ FF(Among group) ~ A FH R
g %% ¥ ¥ (Within group or among population)fr*%# p (Within population) o #t %4
ARLEQUIN v3.5(Excoffier & Lischer, 2010) &4 7 & %4 FBfr 2 L fBAF & 37
2 2 LHFEAEEF B €447 1,000 & HE 47 £ 7 (Permutation) # B 2 A7
Fhe o

Ao i % PpFFEcP L * ot STRUCTURE(Jombart et al., 2010)4 17 & 4
Bgfrt LR fEAF EFR & ~ 2 2 L FBAF £ D 2 PP AFLP #70E F ch AL 514)
By o 1aE 2 aE f 04~ ¥k o STRUCTURE v2.3.4 5 - faf1 % b5V 2 302
(Bayesian model-based) xpLﬁF: ¥ 4 37 e 88 (Porras-Hurtado et al., 2013) » &% g =
R hE L FE 5 2 B4 7 T §(Linkage Disequilibrium, LD) s ™ > 12
Bayesian clustering approach fz & # i i #4t » et ¥ it fFE (KT g ¥ B

15
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(Posterior probability) o F = 4 4753 & 7 L % # 5 (Prior distribution) £ $£ {7 & fic
(Likelihood function) % &4+ 7 ¥ gL sl & (& 45 S8 2 TR E)iE (7 8 S5 A e
(Posterior distribution) ° %z & {4 % & &2 % » £ & Prior information * ¢h
Ancestry model( i 4 JF * ¢ 4m L 2218 BB A oM (5) 2 Allele frequency

model > # 41 * MCMC(Markov Chain Monte Carlo)%E #% 1 4232 % ¥ 57 Metropolis-
Hasting(MH)#* Gibbs % 4 % 2 j2 K& {7 53~ » M3H B L SHU P AR gF 5 K ¥ h
Lissk A fen R licld > FE R W BARIT Y B B A 0 B TR N R A A B
FONLR A g AR e e feA ik g g g s Bt A w1 MCMC SRS R
ARk AR A B E Y AT o Bl SR F AR TS
B % o £ 1 12 Mean log probability (LnP(D))%# Change in the log probability (AK)21]
$TE 1§ TT? % % (Evanno et al., 2005) o 7 Bf3-lmenf RIRBWP 2 R 2T Y
Basu f= Smith #4p B < & (Basu, 2003; Smith, 1993) -

d L HFEAE & FH o LB ﬁvﬁfﬁ%i/»\ #7¢ > Structure B Z #7F A & K p
KB%3E > RFFeLihss - BAFRDEEAFHEF oz i > £ 1% B A
/> % 3 v (Bayesian clustering approach)z& = BTy A E B A Eﬁ Bt —
EF ST o F AT SARFIICL LRI £ FIR & pF > A * Admixture
model &% Prior information(i¢ * Admixture model &3} ¥ 7 — Tt GlcHE Mk A
Kip#)> Flix3 14 B%¥E > #r0% g K=1-15& 74 47 » i& {7 1,000,000 = £
FE o & gz 10%( MCMC (Markov Chain Monte Carlo): 10° ~ Burn-in length:
10°) > # K BanE4f 10 & (7 o § 2 A7 32 L FRAF & H#PF > Fi -
L3 9OBEFE A URE K=1-10EF447 Hv@E R F o mFR" Ml
STRUCTURE HARVESTER v0.6.8 $ui 5 % if § & ¥ » ,‘%%’ d LnP(D)fraL(K) % 2|
rdoif ¥ e FHcE B2 K BT & =iF (7 agp i ik SSC B (Symmetric similarity
coefficient) o # f& i@ * #r42 CLUMPP v1.1.2 i& {7 Structure B # 0% 3R -

“f 7 2 STRUCTURE 42 % 3 LM FEAF & 37 ¢ mﬁﬁ?%ﬁ—ﬁﬁ:ﬁl » AR R
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#i %8 “adegenet” package 17 2 = & %] %] & 47 (Discriminant Analysis of Principle
Components, DAPC)it {7 % # & £ B v iz & (Jombart et al., 2010) - 4p $&>
STRUCTURE ° DAPC #i& § 1427 & T 0 3 B %3 @ @504 hik o Lo
% PCA 4 45 » DAPC 5 # ¢ 7 1| L5 FH L HEHESE » Fli DAPC #_4 ¢ PCA &
17 0 {8 #PCA #7 4 4 (7 PCs ¢ Discriminant Analysis(DA):i& 73+ 5 » 143+ f2
BEFEF o B E > TR EFN BT o @ % 2 (Jombart et al., 2010) - &
#-%5 5 PCs 2 d DA {7445 Z_ DAPC chbist » PCs < 7 il BB 2SR 7
E M A CEFE > 5P § i = A 47 Over-fitting » F]@t 24 € 1 * a-score iR it (&
(a-score optimisation spline interpolation) £+ & d1 & PCs > £ %63 B f2§#
B DASERSE S AN U S HFPFE-E LEFBAFEFRE 2 24P
FEAE & H M Pren DAPC > 14k iB] & SEH T b s FM o

Foobo A iR % gl R > Nltree LG HD) » 1 % HF R Bppdpt ¥ o
IO LA S HR L P L R E B LM o AP 2 R 4 “poppr”
package #2 7 nei.dist & #ir(Kamvar et al., 2017)3+ & 31353 /F g @ pedperd > 1

i¢ * aboot 3 #cF ! Neighbor-Joining (NJ) Tree -

2333 ip3pd g hRAFIREZER

PORMBILEREFEE AT auERY AT el T XA EEY P
Fo FE R AT B 2 A s o 2395 ] ARLEQUIN(Excoffier &
Lischer, 2010)f= BAYESCAN(Foll & Gaggiotti, 2008)i& = &7 {4k P> /& k& P
HEEPN AT ATIEE I BRI B RL LA FRA & ¥ AW AT L
ERIAEEr 2 PBaFL AF e B A M o FlLAFT R ZEEFENI L
HFGAE & BN L EEA L AREPE > T n € HIpH DI LR £ FH s
{5 o # * $rH ARLEQUIN fr BAYESCAN #-3 L jgif & 34 5 2 T| 4 # (T4 45
(=) BALAES 5 04 n2 @ L EEr Bt AWLRnuk By
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frR T2 BRAEEA(CEPFEI - 2L~ Ffra PHPEL- #): % n=3
o REN I R LR PHFBAAE L EP E v 2 BAET RS DR (Eh
FBBi-#H s @PRBi-H T LieE BB LI-F) =3 L8 L

R LN BAEL L - B

AL RS AKALES B RE ARRARS Bk EE  AKRAERS

(R h) (Rm) (R h) (Rom) (R h) (R m)

tt EAEE ELAEES r BME E LR (L ZMARE R MRS

(Rr) (Rp) (Rr) (Rp) (Rr) (Rp)
n=4 n=3 n=2

W= ~ 2 LR EF2ZAED

By BF A TR SR - i 2 £ % ol ARLEQUIN » i8> 2 %
p ** Beaumont fr Nichols(1996)(Harding, 1999; Mark, 1996) ¥ 7 -7 FDIST2 -3 e
i fopit o L RELAITEERI > FF T AT A7 S8 B 4o (Huang
etal., 2015(B)) : 50,000 =% e (Simulations)fe# & 100  Demes o & 35 7 it %
T H P e TR F_ A Fst P-value iE #% €0 0§ FstP-value<0.001 ¥ » % 77 5 7]
* #H 5 Outlier o

FH Ay IR A F R T - fE2 2 £ % 8 BAYESCAN » infd = i £
Bt B w e 7] (Bayesian regression model) » 1% MCMC 3-8 & @ 2 %] /&
(Locus) 5 Odds of probability(PO) » PO & 5 % X # it* A FRa T S F @&

(Posterior probability) - #ic#8 # %% Jeffrey’s scale of evidence(Graham Coop et al.,

2010) » # PO E# 4% 5 loglO(PO) X p .55 FDR & & (& & p-value i85 ¥ ¥ > fia

p)

BAETAFIET i X XA EIEH 97 TR o BAYESCAN # % A F < w b -3
(Bayesian regression model) > 4] * MCMC * & & B & %] & (Locus) =1 Odds of
probability(PO) ; 4r% logl0(BF) & (logl0(BF)=logl0(PO)-1) 4 **+ 0.5-1 ¥ 3
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Substantial evidence for selection ; loglO(BF) & 4 >+ 1.5-2 p# % Very strong evidence
for selection ; loglO(BF) & + 3% 2 p¥ 5 Decisive evidence for selection o 2% if% 12
loglOBF) &~ 3+ 1 % (TR &GE N T LR EF L %FH7T 0 £ A/ 7% il
Fli e 27 R EBAPREEET FF 0 AFY A4 528K E 40T (Huang et al,,
2015(B)) : 50,000 4k & ~ -] (Sample sice) > 20 =% ;%% i& {7 (Thinning interval) >
100 = & % 3% ¥ (Pilot runs) » & A& (Pilot run length) = 50,000 » i i& {7 100,000 =X &

¥ (Additional burn in) » H

\\\?{r

Btk B A FERE o

234 BE FlI2 A 172 FE

Ao d 1 20 B P19 B BIO § i3 Fl#iciois )1 A 47 B8 i

St

FAAF ¥R B R R PELT]F "f%‘#ﬁﬂi‘%fi‘mﬁ#ﬁ% Boraek > Hv 19 B ”gr}
WorldGlim v1.4 F 4 & T ? P RO FE45 1960-1990 £ B ehx k2 2 F %
(Hijmans et al., 2005) » # d ArcGIS # %% ¥ Kriging method ¥? Spherical model %
w2 B BT REE Bl A kB Fl#ceh & 8 £ 8 BIO01-19 (Hunter, 2005) ©
¢ 7 1 BIOOI = T 358 ~ BIO02 £ £ #B(F * T45 (BB E-Biig) )~
BIO03 # g % i* :}F] #%(BIO02/BIO07) (#cim4x~ » J§ & % i 45 7] ) ~ BIO04 ;&
F gt (FE L) BIO0S5 &4 " >k F 8 & ~ BIO06 /4 ¥ i» e (8
& ~ BIO0O7 & %%} ( BIOO05- BIO 06 ) ~ BIO08 % ;& % & 1T 358 & ~ BIO09
iE &I EE R S BIOI0 £ X 5T 358 B ~ BIOIl &4 X 5T 8 B
BIO12 #*% & & ~ BIO13 £ & (» ' & ¥ ~ BIO14 &z * i» % & € ~ BIO15
FEFEELL (FEL) BIOI6 %R F &' a £ ~ BIOI7 o jc & 7% &

“BIOIS & # % & chf @ £ « BIOI9 i % &crvs A £ o

FEEEEARHI LEEA e FE BRADPT SIS PCAAr

RDA % 2452 2334 2 L FRF £ 30 @4 folh s Fliicz B enB Bl - &b 49
a0 k8 * R 425" “vegan”package © i7varpart o Hc¥t R @ Tk (7 DCA A 45 11 2
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8 _F 3%:E * s (Linear)$c3| & H 4 (Unimoda) -3 » Mt kil 2 8~ 473 &
B T2 > FlE R AR A Edrig &2 % PCA{-RDA A 45 @ # &
H & {3 endicdp P { 3 & @ * DCA o CCA s 17 o 4 7% IR Lengths of gradient
1% — f(DCAL=1.05)-] %+ 3 » #71u & 35 * A #774]) 9 PCA v RDA #fs 4
15 o AP L2 PCA :,H”T B T8 chp 4p B 12 (Autocorrelation) » ¥ BLEE & v
F B3 R SRER FEAS B HEE RS L@ RDARE L fies
1riFdd BRRATARER ~ & EoBd {FF AR T DA it b o

L P “T B FlBcR chx & > 2N R 4238 “stats” package ® 0 prcomp <
Hit (7 4 = (> & 7 (PCA, Principal Component Analysis) #-% %% £ 8 & (BIOO1-
11)fea £ (BIO02-19)4p B crsk 3 Flficf) i "% > B 28 R foa £ 4 (P28 % 7|
oL FRAR & F L RER 0B % > i 3§ Y Jg PCA loadings, correlation between
variables (1 <0.8)% VIF (<10)/ f# -+ P AOFP T FF 7 >0PBBERFEERETE
K A

A2 R 4258 “vegan” package P < varpart & #cit {7 Redundancy Analysis
(RDA) (Yagian Guo et al., 2018) 4 45 » #-4k A & T ~ *E ¥ L F ok B Flic s p

bk B EE o AF OB R A A TR T M T

2350 i Retaw i A F A2 &R
B 0B fR AR MU eh gk TR 8 TR B FIECR chp B 0 S )
SAMBADA #2.;% % #& B & 2 F1 A 5 Aotk 8 Fllicz. FF 2_F 5 &4p B 12 (Stucki et
|, 2017) 4+ = i# 3 & 4% % B4R § ¥ iR](Logistic regression) 4 45 #7 1 AFLP
F) R IR B Fl R I 0 B RV TR PR R A R ehd d R E R
AFE P DRI fE L LR FRAR £ ¥ L ORFALE FIX 1] 4 5 % # (Divergent

selection)® # # {3 3§ J&(Local adaptation) °

20

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



¥=% 8%
3.1: AFLP 3|3 inékig

AETED Rl BENLIREREB D F el o A m R s B T -
313 E00 = MO0 (5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTC-3’; 5’-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAA-

3) N ERPAERE R #F  = 5l3(R o)k EE -

o8 FEBUEHHF RS2 AR BEF

Number
Name Sequence(5” —37) of
Marks

Error
rate

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCTGA-3’

*
E00+TGA* / MO0 GAT 5 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAGAT.S" 86 8.47

3’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCTGA-3’
*
EO0FTGA®/ MO0 CTGA 5’-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACTGA-3° 8 361

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCTGA-3’

#*
E00+TGA*/ M00 CTTC 5 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACTTC-3° 89 747

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCCTA-3’

M
E00+CTA® MO0 CTAT ) r ) c T OTGAGTAACTAT A" 80 1137

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCCTA-3’
M
E00+CTA%/ M00 CTAC 5’-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACTAC-3’ 73 11.02

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCCTA-3°

5°-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACTTC-3’ & 10.83

E00+CTA” MO0 CTTC

5’-GACTGCGTACCAATTCCTA-3’

E00+CTA” M00 CTGT 5 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAACTGT-3° 89 11.38

*¥ k{2 5 Fam

NEEHEE 5 Hex
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AERT S EERLFHAITH H o B LR S ER S D14
PR 232 Bk A Y o X EE 583 B 5 ANLIES > X513 HT R 7589 &
? —m] V’L 7% :V¥’ -[f“a:w"g:‘ 561-1138%7»%& , m ]}_4-_3&1 pigl s N ’H F%W SLP\ 9 |I§%‘¢3F—3:

172 B AP > P &E D 515 3 5 A iES

2: BB B R

AL F BRI BEE oL L RAF £ FAL e BEL BREE O &
232 R A (R - ) FAMMLEF e BB R R ¥ 5d AFLP-SURV 4 47 o 4 %4 58
frt L FBAE & ¥ 5 AlEE & vt (%P, Perenct polymophism) 32 5 62.4% » 1%
BL5 1429 ZARTE 25 F ofd L HFB(%P=648%) > H =5 2Lt
FB(%P = 62.6%) 22 4 %1 FB(%P = 62.4%) » & M efd £ i & 41 F(%P = 60.5%)(%
Z)e *F7 3 T BAEad B B & (Diversity) T35 5 021 #%# £ 5 0010 27 i
BH R REF AL FHFEHE=023) H 5 2k B g (HE=0.22) » d i
£5 P4 FBHE=019)(% =)
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2= LWHFEEILPBFLELIBRER

Species Code N %P Ny(Npp)  Hg (SE)
4 2 AL R RiTGK 14
R i;jﬁmct&mm 60.5 200)  0.21823 (0.00782)
RrTGL 21
Fol AL RS RpTHS 19
R psju;(%)ckrysakum ’ 62.6 40)  0.21173 (0.00742)
RpHHS 17
RpLLS 20
k7 RmALS 18
fijﬁf% 64.8 200)  0.21156 (0.00753)
RmTHS 8
RmHHS 14
& HAL B
R. hypervthrum RONHTS 41 61.9 40)  0.19505 (0.00741)
AL RfCLS 11
f fzjmjfamm 624 53(0)  0.22738 (0.00767)
RITHS 11
RILELS 14
RfSLX 10
RISY 14

Code @ % #trgh s+ X 5L

N

P%

DR R A i

DGRBS AR A TR b
N E S

DR b i B

© Hp ek 232 % (Standard error)

Dok AR EEHR A ehut B OB (Gene diversity)
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33: REF BB aLHE

2 E A A EER O @ L §E Fsto 4~ % * AFLP-SURV {= ARLEQUIN %
PR BEF(EFRFEOI BEEE LR SO, BEF) A B A
g% okr 0 2 LEFEE EFECLBEBLF IR F At (Fsr>0.25)
ARLEQUIN f3 & e Fsr (& 4 77 88 % £ 4F(P-value<0.01)(% 2 ) > ¥ i&a RN /7 8
2 e Fsr &= B F AR ML

A 3+ %> & 47 (analysis of molecular variance, AMOVA ) * kiF7 % L FEA4F
EHNEBREAZHEI AL ER DG EFRELF FE) - ko7 o
FARFEfCL LBFEAF S ER S F A (RfVSRr+RptRmtR.A) > £ B & For
% 0275(P<0.001); 2 LB Fa4F 63 L %HFHBT 5 MAEAS L 2 BFRrvsRpvsRm
VSRh)> £ 3 & Fcr 7 0.064 (P<0.001) ; #-3 L FEAF £ A 5 2 FH( 2 HF8 -
L HFE AN HFE s 2 B HFE) A W RPF(RrVvS RptRmvs Rb) > & &3 5
B AT BEF > LB For 5 0.07(P<0.001) ; #-Z LAt FgAF & HA 58 H( )
HFE~ 2 LA FEZ2 a2 P HFE) A B v PF(Rrvs RptRmtR.A) > & &
FamMast ey LR @ For s 0.11 (P<O0.001) (I )c A7 8% 8T > &

BRI LB RAEFLAT > AT LPFEFEEN LRER DL VLR T

)

- oYy D AMA g BL EE Y & %3P (Within population)

kL EE  ARKALES A AR B EE A KALES
(R h) (Rm) (R h) (Rm) (R h) (Rm)
4 ZAHEE R LA r BAEES E LA 4 EARE T L MES
(Rr) (Rp) (Rr) (Rp) (Rr) (Rp)
K=4 K=3 K=2
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PR REE BT EE R Y DA APR Y AN L2
(Bayesian) % = & 4 #4% & @& hfc 48 STRUCTURE o 247 5 %3 ™ 7] 838 S 8icii s
{F P37 47 f8 b i §F ¥ 8c(Optimal K) 2] #7538 © (1)Ln Pr(D)# B + {8 & 47 8
(Curvature plateau) ; (2)AK # ~ & ; (3)Symmetric Similarity Coefficient(SSC) ; (4)
i p g a8 1 copy fa(Janes etal, 2017) » § b PEA 45 H B0 LK FY
MEHEHPE ALKELK2ELAFRE S (B2 a) §F #¥ (Clustering) i % & 77 #-3
BHFEfe L L FEAE £ ¥4 B (R = a)(SSC>0.99) » @ AL(K)=8 = & 4% & 4.4
AL(K)=9 ik 2 ifs £ 38 * 51z (W b) » #4700 #-ALK)=9 g a5 15, 3 i
L) 2(RI b)r ALK)=8 chg 23R~ "2 T4 (Bl a)e $ b= A4 2 L fg
MeEHER > ALK EAKSBPFLAFAERS (B a) SEH T2 g » - #
(Cluster) » @ ¥ * = pfacid @ £ & @2 ~ (B = b~ c)(SSC>0.99) - 3%~ 1.5 %
Bor o 2L HRRAF ¥ BREFBERERY J AR OA TR R L FES

FERAFNCEREEE v = BEG P EOS

W= - STRUCTURE %l 4 A4 Fa2 2 LH a4 2 B2 2 MBS S
(CEHABF LA )

(a): K=2
(b): K=2
(c): K=3
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(a) Deltak = mean(|L*(K)|) / sd(L(K)) (b) L(K) (mean +- SD)

-50000
200
-60000
o ¢ © ©
a8 ° ® ®
150 2 . 0 o
2 ° b @
™ £ 70000 [}
] =
3 100 5 ¢
a %
g o
5
2 —soo00
5
g
50 =
~90000
0
2 a 6 B 10 12 4 0 5 10 15

K

W= ~ STRUCTURE # P4 4 Fg2 2 1K jg4F £ 32 A BALK)E %

(a):Bl& 1 K=2pF » ALKK)E#H % ; (b):& K /&7 meanL(K)

( ) Deltak = mean(|L*(K)|) / sd(L(K)) (b) L(K) (mean +- SD)
200
~60000 N
] o o
o ¢ @
2 © o
0 < 65000 b
5
2 N ¢
x & [
2 s o
3 100 ~70000
o &
g
s
c
3
50 = —75000
o
-80000
0
2 a 6 B 10 12 4 0 5 10 15
K K

W ~ #1% STRUCTURE # # 7 ALK)=9 & itis (S Pl E PR FEE 2 L
FAAR £ 32 A EALK)SE *

(a):Bli+ K=8 pFeng L4 R © 5T %, (b): & K &1 meanL(K)

(a) Deltak = mean(|L"(K)|) / sd{L(K)) (b) L(K) {(mean +- SD)
100
—40000
o
80 ] ©
kil o @ @
Pt @
P o
2
-45000
w80 £ °
il 5 @
@
o 7 o
i
40 ‘5
c
&
2 _so000
20
]
-55000
2 3 4 5 6 7 B 9 2 4 6 B 10
K K

W= - STRUCTURE #pl X LH fg4F & # b2 2 A HALK)E %

(a):BlE T K=3 pF > ALK)E & % ; (b): 2 K &1 meanL(K)
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4p #r STRUCTURE A4 45 % 3 3 P £ » 325388 @3 M epfird] v iz 26
1 @ % 3% (Prior information) 3+ 5 %3 B B % 8 (DAPC» + wt i %H 3 @
SRR PFEEE c AR FETT T LR FRAT £ F - AT & s 2 H e
(DAPC)p= % % %5t > LDI(Linear Discriminant)f- LD2 - % i f2§# 49.3% i & %
P LDl i £ PR FEr: LR EFEASIR 2 LA 2B HFEW
(Cluster) > H & % L1 fRAF & AR A 53 BRFH * L2 G0 BEEbr -
BTz BTG EAA G o SRR P - ) F L LR

848 & B A = 264 47 (DAPC)P* & % & ¢ > LDI(Linear Discriminant){= LD2 -

=y

H A 453% i @R > 2 LDl » s He kP Rgied L FRAR & Hend
TZRAEAIE AL 2 BPEFEGE ) FA RN 0 2k PR B%

RS e A R L

(2) (b)

a-score optimisatien - spline interpolation a-score optimisation - spline interpolation
Optimal rumber of PCs: 23 Optimal rumber of PCs: 22

a-score

B-= fl_,fg*ﬁfi F%'fr—’r L F%;?; EH TG T A A e 6 2 (DAPC)Z. B %

(—iﬂ};}“';;‘ Ep]:ﬂlﬁ' ) "ili‘“jfuéﬁ*i%\»~)
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EIEIN 1

P, B
LY Y

P E T = B

=S —
W e RICIBIE
s b T

1

(b)

At |
RhMHTS “__.J e ]
Al oy :“j.'._;-h_ . R

LA EHEHP E T = B

m,\ N

SHRFEICI LB A HR AR E AT I LR & BB
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Bois o A BT Ie T LB RRAR & ¥ L B A2 Neighbor Joining &1 5%
Do AR REET > AR L BFE S A BERE Y ApiER R 0 TP

MIRLI A BEHE - o A EFEP T U2y » MR A(RIL) -

S 2

R morii

R. pseudochrysahum

R. hyperythrum

R.rubropunctatum

R formosanum

SEXER=Y

=5 11 f8

W+ ~ Neighbor Joining L5 A8 & FEfrd L FEAF & F il i %

wehkin > §1* STRUCTURE ~ DAPC 4r NJ tree #8 1 » #¢4 fg e 2 LK FE4F
@%»@%mE@Aﬁ%m’rfﬂmﬁ4¢#mﬁta AR ehiF H(K=2)

AELEFAE LN CE RS L L PR LEN A 2 BAAR B AP

BT
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34 REY LR OAFIRZER

% #8851 (ARLEQUIN 4 BAYESCAN) # Bl % L fEAF & AR B A 0
B Fsr X 17 Fpi Fl¥Ho)m mag? x i ehik 5] (Outlier loci) °
ARLEQUIN # @] » #-= & H g2 2 L FRAF £ HnH v = BRETRK=2)F, &iF
& — 1 Outlier(c04_2400) ; #-= % HfBfrs PR FBE X LPFBE EHEDH T A B
fa T (k=3) » &% &1 3 @ Outlier(c04_2400 ~ p06_2591) » #-3. L FEAF & F P
shw B4R T Tt f(k=4)pF > & E ) = 1 Outlier(c04_2400 ~ p06_2591 ~
c04 2726) (% =) - 559 BAYESCAN #&ip| » - & Hf& 3 L FE4F L Hend v
= B FRk=2)F > & 5 - B Outlier(c04_2400) ; #-= % HfBfrs P HFEE 2
L FRAF £ FenB v A B ITR(K=3)F 5 & 5 = B Outlier(c04_2400 ~
p03_1912 ~ p04_3516) » #-3 L Fg4F & H P e Bfafp 3 70 (k=4)FF > & iE
d1w i@ Outlier(c04 2400 ~ p04 3516 ~ c05 2732)(% =) %A ¥ % x 0 = ik
RIZPZAZBArE> TR0 BRAY T DATE > P RRHI 1B

o P P2 T e F & c04_2400 -

4+ ~ ARLEQUIN {v BAYESCAN # B ™ » % L FE4F & 2 hape
M (Y ek F] A (Outlier loci) A 47 5% %

Locus ARLEQUIN BAYESCAN
Fsp P-value log10(BF)

c04_2400 6.65E-06 (k=2) 1.15 (k=2)
5.03E-15 (k=3) 242 (k=3)
3.35E-36 (k=4) 3.10 (k=4)

p06_2591 0.00057 ( k=3) N.d

0.00047 ( k=4)

c04 2726 0.0007 ( k=4) N.d
p03_1912 N.d 1.05 (k=3)
p04 3516 N.d 1000 (k=3)
3.10 (k=4)
c05 2732 N.d 2.09 (k=4)
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35 BA Flend

T L LR S H e B LS RELTE G TLR AT I
a4 A 45 (PCA)E R A 4p B e 12 T B3k Fliic (BIOO1-11 fwid 34 ) > 8 5% Fior
PCA £ B {28« chd & PCI(F 25 5 83% » PC2 enF e 3 11%)7 -2 L

i

fu

PO EH L FABERA G2 AL e L LPFRE L O T
fa(® - a)o g f1% 1= 4 42 47(PCA)E & £ 4p M = 8 B Fh 4 Flc (BIO12-19)
PP kAo PCA @2 -2 L RAF £ ¥ P = BB »ocfpd By LR
B % 3 B4 PCL 2 PC2 m?)l?vfr A u] 5 59.5%Fc 28.1%(Bl -+ b) - i i PCA
loading (Bl ) FA&EN S BHREFlE > » B L L FRPM e BREFE !
BIOI » BIO2 » BIO4 » BIO20 (/%#3%) > % fea £ipM the BHREZE
BIO13 > BIO14 > BIO18 > BIO19 » F] 5 VIF #3410 (£ = ) #“711id i
Correlation between variables ( Pr <= 0.8)¢rif i &% 11~ BIR B FliHc > A 5] 5
BIO1 » BIO04 » BIO13 » BIO18 » BIO19 » BIO20 (4 = )~

2 AR/ 37 (RDA » Redundancy Analysis)#F 348 @ % B ¥ 4Lk 8 Fl#c* 738 7
At s Hd R T ZUEEMBRPIT BRE Tl BRHT 2k P
A BEET UPREOr L L FIE L HE vz RAAA PR BRE AR

Gt 55 15%(RL - ) e
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(a)

BIO20

%‘1 Z}t ’]:i ‘% BICD4 -
1 <i:::> BIOO7 e;?::: -

0.2

0.0

FLPRFBAEEEN DT Z B

g 3
T @ =iEm
. R 2
B HFE
| T T T T - ¥ . r$. /ég ‘H.‘ ﬁ"%
0.6 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2
PC1
(b) 2 - 0 1 2 3 4
kBB

g -
g
g [ =]
3 ) l
® =iip
. o Y ’H F:g
y R 5]
o e S © spup
PG

W~ 3L FAAT £ 3T A 1] BER M ()08 B 49 (b)nBIO
B FlEciE 70 2 4 A $7(PCA)Z B %
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%=~ ANBERE TS gk KRR
Estimate VIF Error t value Pr(=lt))
BIOO01 188.28 464.73 1.12 0.46
BIO02 24534 6.11 -0.27 0.83
BIO04 446.11 0.058 -1.78 0.33
BIO13 39.47 0.24 1.46 0.38
BIO14 76.05 0.61 -0.12 0.92
BIO18 44.63 0.07 -0.80 0.57
BIO19 81.16 0.06 2.70 0.23
BIO20 528.98 0.02 -4.75 0.13
T LEFBEEERN HE TV = B

2 & /A RpLLS

- RmHHS

2 RpHHS

+ RmALS

= () RhNHTS

‘ % RmTHS

o | RpTHS

. RITGK

& RiTGL

RDA1

B+ - ~ 2 LHEFRA & Ffomkyg FlEGE (7 L4 17(RDA)Z B %
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Bk AR E T R R LR L ER AT 2 B TS
bk IR BE LR > Fl5 2k HFE A RDAL ¢ %+ 4o BIOO1 (#3258 ) fr
BIOO4 ((ERF &) X1 4pk » o BIO20 (/53%) = f 4R » 110 e j5 3%

EHFfr3 AR LEFBAEFP Ao 2 BAAY FRE S 6 £F (B

PERFEREE (L

3.6 1 w3 i it A FIR 8RR Fl el B

SAMBADA (Spatial Analysis Method )] * #4&® §F 4 475 i 5 Wald test & 2]
oL FEAE £ 3N S AN A T S S 2 IR I PRI > SRR 52 TR
BT B FldcAp B B e F1R (4 — > Pvalue<0.001) - ARLEQUIN §= BAYESCAN
FI* BN 52 & AFLP A F AP H 306 B kY-S iR i a4 F] & (Outlier
loci)(# = )% SAMBADA ~ 7% it #5335 B2 % B Fl#cl 3 M - 2°¢ A fd
Fsroutlier 4R > i2 e $ famr® FARTI LAV G X A /T A7 A
c04 2400 > & SAMBADA % 37 ¢ % #p|d12& BIOl (#3328 ) BIO04 (B R % &
i) BIOI8 (B#F & asa £ ) BIO20 (/#44) 217 BB M B (%
Ao w R B e @ AF IR FAF R B FFY 5 Rarealleler @ 2.1

HFgAE e Eend v = fAp B 5 Common allele (% 1) °
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# ~ ~ SAMBADA # R ™ » 2 L FEAF & F 2 X X 4% (7% J F] A (Outlier loci)
BITR B FlHCR B A T S %

Gscore (P value < 0.001)

Outlier

BIOO1 BIO04 BIO13 BIO18 BIO19 BIO20
c04 2400 127.00 126.52 N.d 129.53 N.d 122.24
p06 2591 62.71 82.89 N.d 65.99 N.d 68.89
c04 2726 92.32 89.59 N.d 70.76 N.d 90.63
p03 1912 79.38 48.33 26.20 N.d N.d 76.41
p04 3516 112.67 N.d 74.36 N.d N.d 82.66
c05 2732 N.d N.d N.d N.d N.d N.d

24 v T LHFEAE S 2R X E T A FE(Outlier loci)#ic g set B %

Unique band identified in each species

Locus R R. R. Morii R.
rubropunctatum  pseudochrysanthum & KAL88%  hyperythrum
4r 2 A 75(35) E.L A5 (56) (40) i # AL ER(41)

c04 2400 3 55 40 40

p06 2591 5 47 37 39

c04 2726 28 2 1 1

p03 1912 3 40 28 41

p04 3516 0 16 15 41

c05 2732 0 0 23 28
37
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SR HH
PARARBHI A RERBI RIS L SFTLIRERA IR LR
B WA PR ET MRER L L SRR (TR ARG HIk
B %1 pFenif & 4 (Hedrick, 2004) o bil4e » % Hp @18 PFEP 3% %37 0 AOTHY
FH ek RADRBI PRE R RS TG Ll EATRE S @
REAFRFDDEGR G c AFTLEY R T ELAR FAMAFLP) R B i £ A
FEfr X LHFB AR AR L BEHD2D BRUT O BRE > RRAFR
AT RS foi A SSRAF etk - RGP L LPFAE EEE S HEL

S E TSRS E R

T

o GFarEEFF € NP BB E R RAF IS A REE
#4 & F 2w 1 (Quiroga & Premoli, 2007) o fsg ity ¥ FIR > S8W 1L L
FEHEBOHp8F 20153031 2 F » S84 2 %ER o He a4 & 021 1] 0.25
zZBodm pdFyY 0 FLPFBEEF L RER D Hp2aF 0193023 2 F
(2Z) PP REFOF AP 2 LPPEFEHELEFE B R R B 4

RO TG EEEd e g AREBT TS EERLE R D RS R
L E L FRAR 6 F Y KL E IR B R FORF R B 8RR RO IR HOR

i

42  ERPBE I LUPHFLEN nE T = BAG AR B A

&AWk f kAR F § 5 P B Jril 0% (Liew etal., 1998; Wei, 2002) -
IR REALF GRS RE AT N AFERLE B hE A EH o L
Tsukada(1966) 5787 5 & % i ip] » 2 L4 FBAF & ¥ ek § B LA 09 AR T

B FAD SRS o Ak (Interglacial) 5 B E FH chpl it o i

4

~ %4 Chung(2007)% %4 DNA B £ 4| § 50 > By = » &4 A 3Mchi b

BFFAY o %ch2 LR EFH DB v HEFE o Flot » ¥ AR L FRAR £
38

doi:10.6342/NTU201900257



HA - AW TSR Y MaHd A A HESET > B kPR AL
FRL A R TRE R FERH LR A R - BRI i
ot LB B EACRT F A R R H T AT e A BRE

ieq 42 B EAA o BiTd Chung (2013)* EST-SSR 4 F R385 § 2 L f2

FAAE EH L RET A LR ERP 2 LHFE A FL L HEREHET LT T
AW PRBELER AL AN o DA EFFR L RIS D LR &R

i vz BTG ekt @A o @ AT A4 AMOVA (£ - )-
STRUCTURE (®= )-DAPC (Bl=- ~®B~) % NJtree (B4 ) ch&% ¥ &+ 1
LHFEE EHEPN LA RBEA v BRZF AR B A .

Rieam g 20 > BFEARAL AR HADE LA bl4rR
ferrugineum (Escaravage & Wagner, 2004) ~ R. ponticum (Stout, 2007) ~ R.
semibarbatum (Ono et al., 2008) ~ R. brachycarpum (Hirao, 2010) » ™ % & 4,3t 4 &
7 13 4 FBfa(Corlett & Ng, 2000) 7%= 7 3258 7+ £ < i3 » F]p* STRUCTURE ¢
BRI E BRI EHFPN B B 2 BRAF T RERI L 5 i B X7 0UfE
PBREAFEAFTAATNL SRS VR AT EFHLREA T hie
ARG IR BRARCEPFEE LT LPBEEPFPN DH T BRAZEFRF E R
i B > @ DAPCE A7+ A F LA HPIEHE T - BRAF T &~ B 4
BTSRRIV A T A R o
43 3 PHFEE T LEFBrE iR B A M )

REEERE 2 LA & Foow B35 A & Hymenanthes I 2.7 » H @ &

{4

5~ 2L Ao A& S B FB A #F BT Maculifera subsection » & @ 4 R >t
Ponica subsection (Lietal., 1998) o & 584 £ ¢ obk? b PHFPDLER
WAL ERAF AR o AINFIS o B rgRALE S TAe RS
(Chamberlain et al., 1996) - e % 4 & #* 4% £ #] ITS(Internal transcribed spacer) 4 +7
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TLHFEEEEN e BHRERF RGN GER > 3 PHFE s A HEE 2 LTS
chif B EEdE 5 O(Tsai et al., 2015) » F]pt 47 28 F] ITS 0/ 7 4 47300 3 LK fB4F &
HP G PRI LR oA N B B BT R ¥ AT P A
At RETH TR P EBEL LB fr A R L R @t ap g HE R
e FIEAF G P e BRI AP P s P RS LT RES &2
A ESROBBLR .

GARFEr AT e L BB LB A4 hRFT A AL 3P+ LR
P EHRBRE T 3P LE RS b R BN S ET A bl EF
BHEFEDII0OME  RAA G 2L EF LT 2% THE 9 4858
T B EFE A 1926 80 LAd IR F A UGB LG LadTiE 0 H
R BHUEF R PLE S BB TR R PR EY

ARG E RREES airE F

e
e
-
bl

I m:
X
N
N
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é1
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N
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™
=
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~=b
stia
I
81‘1
Yo
k'

BAide o & 30 5 AR 123400 2 % 01 e R0 R AR LB A B H R o
AP A EBAR TR EA L BRG cALR TR TR
Fla i X LEROF GEREFAIRADVELE TR L e BT

y)

GAFEHEPMAFN T V- B

44 AEHREFFIRLBF VN LRI LA HEARE T 2 LP T L HG R
e B R F]

CRPER  R-Y SR T S NS PCE R  RET SN TEIE
# 4 £ (Maneletal., 2010; Manel et al., 2012; Fang et al., 2013; Huang et al.,
2015(B); Hsieh etal., 2013 ) c &% LB FAF & F ¢ > ok P Syl £ § %3
AR ARF AV E T I LBFEAFEEFAF I M 1,200 2% 0 0 B
B o 2hPHFgirhs TR v H USROS ERE 15310
Co 27 BB FlEOPCA L H7(BL)SE 540 > T E & > {oif R AP B o3k
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BEF LR ®A LR # 2 BFfahd T s - SAMBADA (=6 i 4 12
Wi ek FUR sk s Tl OB R 0 A 4 UL R 1 SRR P 0
SR BT WA L T g (RN )2E R AR M IR B G P S

)

o BmPERAT LBFEHEFE NI BREY TR IFEL LS o
FRFIR TSP A TR ST RAAELROT R o5 2 DR G0
RFZRERE? - R AR FIEREF A0 T 8% 7T ol F RS Tl ¥ L
7 F R BH R % 1 (Allen et al,, 2006; Strasburg et al., 2012) » {% =R
RAEFRTFRF FHFRDT PSP Bangdy  FHEERT R FL LA,
PR REER DA SR FlZAF £ & (7% (Manel etal., 2010, 2012; Poncet et
al., 2010; Bothwell et al., 2013; Fang et al., 2013; Hsieh et al., 2013; Huang et al., 2015
(B)) @ 2 LifAAf 6T T S %> AFRRLIRERBA I hRBETF]F -
oo AT RFAE S OAF R BTN ARFINAR LIRS
Hehd 5 & AR R kB Rl fod 4 REH fodpiesR e g H 842 (Legendre
etal.,2009) > pteb > A LiRdEid @ E B HIRE S (]~ LR GRY Tt

FT R REE A - BAFT LvienTFHce
EII ﬂ'\ lC»P

45 2 LPFEFEF L AT T B LA LT R Kdge WA

A F IR SR B > L fid (Alpine plant) %3 5 Fl &
A GERETABRE PR L ETBRAF AL EFLBNS TR L
oo RER b RTF R kX BB B R B AR B orRE S
# 1+ (Chenetal,2011; Jumpetal,2012)° £ ) TR 5 b2 EH e 4 4
B F (Lietal,2013) > i&a P EEHFRW AT 4 > A EZ AT RBEF I
AFHESF 7 - R Rl > E 2 A4 4 a1 (Manel etal, 2010; Keller &
Seehausen, 2012 ) °

SAMBADA # 2 L FB4F & 3 :n 515 B 5 A M F1 A ¢ il 2 52 B Aok B
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Flict ME A FE 0 ¥ 6 B outlier AFIEY 5 5 BRI B TRE FF 5 M EE
(FA) o F I NI B EF PR FE L 0T 0 X F I DI T
A TR E H A e (R FL 0 - e B P ehE A TP S AR i) en
Gentic hitchhiking(Via, 2011) o i3t ¢ A Flg R4 h% = AFHE X 57 £ 2 B8
FipdFd o RF AR EHR PR AT DT AT F RS o F RS
Outlier loci(Nosil et al., 2009) - i&@ 2582 5 5 B i Bl end i - jia B
Er RS B i Vi Koo 4 3 e (Nicotra et al., 2015; Bossdorf et
al,, 2007; Huang et al., 2017) = &+ #7if » AFT 3305 2k AR H> 2 LB FRAF

EHEPNHE T Z BRI RS ST i GARR E o
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Y AT AR T B A A AFLP A 3 B2 R Lk BRIE 1 L
FBAEEHPM DE VvV BRARRKRLEBRELAR S AR AL FF L 0 A% E

PRI BEEFLIREY DAF R TF R A TR R ois 00 Bk
BFEF MBI @R A2 LBFEFEET N EX DAL A FPE 4
22 R lEt c RBATRF R PEFEICE L E ARG E TG P
Mo B4R P A2 a7 PP it d s P Ly RBELE 2
40 AL R% 3 L e P §§ & Hymenanthes I JHA2 6 > % s > ¥ - B

#& (Ponica subsection ) °
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2.
‘l‘

=
=

—

‘t#% - -~ SAMBADA &R > 2 LB FEAF £ 5 A1 A T g F Tk
BFF MBS TS

Gscore (P value <0.001)

Outlier - 57501 BIOO4A  BIOI3 _ BIOIS  BIOI9  BIO20
c01_1226 26.21
c02_2897 27.75 34.41 3537
c02 2977 30.87
c02_3094 6028  62.43931 57.53 57.83
c02_3468 32,07 3431 4121
c04_1001 29.65 2921
c04_1224 31.96
c04_1721 30.91 26.88 27.00
c04_2314 29.75 26.78 26.85
c04_2400 127.00 126.52 129.53 122.24
c04_2432 55.57 28.68 1820
c04_2458 28.98 26.91
c04_2637 10.90 34.49
c04_2726 92.32 89.59 70.76 90.63
c04_3722 53.88 52.36 53.77
c04_3890 25.43
c05 1158 3111 23.76 28.09
c05 1336 37.37
c05 1742 50.13 33.61 17.65
c05 1905 18.02
c05 2128 54.52 36.60 48.19709
c05 2524 70.78 7638 76.95834 67.54248
c05 2608 37.04 10.70
c05 2980 52.04 3738 10.94
c05 3404 34.98
c05 3679 27.55 29.73
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4 - ~ SAMBADA # R T > 2 L FEAF & F PN 5 A A FIR aHiE F Rk
BFF M dr s (5

Outlier Gscore (P _value <0.001)
Q BIOO1 BIO04 BIO13 BIO18 BIO19 BIO20

p03_1289 37.10 32.80
p03 1583 24.88 23.42
p03_ 1835 63.24 65.15 59.55 64.10
p03_ 1854 46.54 29.20 45.58
p03 1912 79.38 48.33 26.20 76.41
p03 1963 49.18 31.56
p03 2098 34.03
p03 2407 33.25
p03 2842 24.13
p03 3203 51.08 47.71
p03_ 3654 54.90 52.71
p04 1097 56.11 44.97 55.18
p04 2104 35.52 32.63
p04 2326 59.94 51.81 56.04
p04 3516 112.67 74.36 82.66
p06 1195 26.01
p06 1340 31.72
p06 1525 30.16 41.66 27.85
p06 2065 39.21 46.62
p06 2094 23.59
p06 2591 62.71 82.89 65.99 68.89
p06 2751 59.68 35.74 56.86
p06_3094 27.53
p06 3373 33.14
p06 3422 60.36 52.17
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