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ABSTRACT

This study aims to understand how Aedes aegypti spreads and different populations
are interlinked. 168 samples were chosen from a dengue vector monitoring network in
rural areas of southwestern Taiwan, in combination with the current urban ovitrap
system, both of which were established by our team. We used single-nucleotide
polymorphisms (SNPs) obtained from double-digest restriction-site associated DNA
sequencing (ddRAD-seq) to study the population structure and phylogenetic
relationships of Ae. aegypti in southern Taiwan. The results indicated that the effective
population size of the Ae. aegypti in each administrative district is approximately
20,000, with low genetic differentiation between districts.

For understanding the dispersal range of Ae. aegypti, | used Spatial Pattern
Analysis of Genetic Diversity (SPAGeDi) to calculate the kinship relationship. Then a
pairwise relatedness across geographic distance plot was produced with the coordinates
of collected samples. The results show that although the separation distances were up to
42.8 km, the pairwise relatedness of first cousin (Loiselle’s k: 0.093875 > k > 0.046875)
still can be found.

Additionally, within a small geographical scale (approximately 4 square
kilometers), not only is there a significant difference in genetic distance (Rousset’s a
scores) between different administrative districts, there is also a significant positive
correlation between geographical distance and genetic distance. However, across a large
geographical scale spanning across three counties, contrary to our expectation that there
may be no significant correlation between genetic and geographical distance due to
human activities, the genetic and geographical distance show a significant positive
correlation. However due to the presence of Ae. aegypti with cousin relationships as far
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apart as 42.8 kilometer, indicating that human transportation factors could have an effect

on the dispersal ability of the Ae. aegypti.

Key words: Aedes aegypti, effective population size, Fst, kinship coefficient,

genetic distance
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7
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B=7p » 5 7425 4 5 0.01109) -

B {5 8 * Stacks2 ¥ i1 gstacks #-2 ¥ w L F] e R S EE ¥ sz 2 L FE (locus)
Lo £ v Stacks2 P £ populations 4 T EFE @A E R o H P KLl R
(min-samples-overall)zx = 0.8 » i%§ 80%tk & fick 3 Pk F1 & - 3 B 2 H ik o
Hpc % i 2 gk (polymorphic sites) ~ +% 3 pst & & (nucleotide diversity, m) ~ i & 4
it 3 #c(fixation index, Fsr) % 33t » 3 & # vcf (variant call format) 34 » it 5 4

e o

15 A=84s4

3 = & & 45 (principal components analysis, PCA) » — & A $& e 5% > %
A0 B % BoenpLR] [ FORE K e loeh ] Bidp B A A 452 £ [53] AR g i * vef
th % SNP 33 » 1 R package “vcfR”[54] % 2~ vcf 4% » £ %gr} R packages
“poppr”’[54] ¢ & function vcfR2genlight #- data set #& =t genlight object » 2_ {3 %“g d
function glPca = ggplot A # PCAplot -

16. %#ELEH

FIFLBE ML L FRESEESHE AT @ ¥ £ STRUCTURE
V2.3.4[55] » #HdmeE e K R 25 2 5 70 A(7 3 XEAHEE » & % eh
burn-in 2% %_3% 100,000 - MCMC(Markov chain Monte Carlo) % %_% 200,000 - i% &
AR S e ATk p AL T3 & (genetic cluster) s 5 o

GHPIEF A K 3 5 @ ¥ #* STRUCTURE #; 1 sh8 % & "Ln P(D)

(estimated log-normal probability of the data) it 5 2| %72 §F K & iz dz o w4
STRUCTURE = ¢ [66]4% 3] » - Lt EMEF KiE vV EF KEBE{ *KETH

L(K)tﬁ;géf'] 7f /[55(&‘34\2 » BTl g L T 1&—1%*—1’!‘1 BEHEr LB KiE o
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2. MMt
21 MEM ey RERig

TR R ARFRBM A H G A EE P L By T gr(linkage
equilibrium) 4 % ¢4 ;8 T =(Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium) =gt i~ [38, 49, 57] - i 4 #
T f=(linkage disequilibrium » LD) & 35 % T34 ¥ 7 b 803 = AL Fl2 [ chzbig
WEE o AR %7 A Ad 2 BRR  HHAF X EE TR 425[58] - &
FBELY B TET A RA B hnda ¥t [59] o & AR P S ELE
%F&&@miﬁJgﬁaﬁﬁniwﬁa%’k%%?r&ﬁﬁw&mﬁJ@
5 AR A T HFen B R M hehr o TG TR RAT ) 8
BFE R ALY T k[59] 0 F 2 TR B ApEERGR | DB A4 g7
T 5 R PR B RGIT ) chix g k@i B3 T AR pERGR | aad
TGy (Rt d kg dB[60]  FE T L e AR A B R
B % Tt AF g * 50 kb (kilobase pair)r 2 5kb & f& 7 e B AL E < ] o

FguE 1 BpRE-ELE EFFH DL HEED > KT linkage equilibrium

P<02 gl 8k PR FFBRT <P AFHELE -
R Stes B T gt o d At A E ,ﬁ-;{ ek T8 3 % ;;-’fg’,gvz;_ BELD >
BARER B AT E 65 22 > FHE B ETEFFRSIPF LRI R R

BHRFAEHEHTLGAEFOABLFLL > SRAF oL %RHEY - LTS
T A A EIg e ApfAiRT 0 @ * HWE p-value < 0.05 ché g ig 2 @
R FRAIE G ERES MO E TR ﬂ&}t#k“f A B ERHRE
%ﬁ%ﬁ%mﬂ°iipiﬁ’*P%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁélmﬁimoéﬁ?u&
‘}}J"‘,!ft? fod M B BES L FEE TS R FEF Hardy-Weinberg T fiFei- gk
SRR FTF LI RFRERFL G A A BRE o

PG M Thepa 473t A 0 B A K- stacks2 populations #t & 4 vef fh %k o Sd
VCFtools [62] & % » = F =t & & = 4 F]4 & (minor allele frequency, MAF) « »+ 0.05
¥ T o B R (read depth) + +% 5 9 SNP » 45 % & * SPAGeDi v1.5[63] 2+ &
Loiselle =338 /& B % 1% #c k (Loiselle’s kinship coefficients k) [64] - i& P& %% ~ )[?% [38,
65, 66] %] TG M % > Loiselle’s k + > 0.1875 e B M % 5 >+ &M % (full-
sibling) ; 4 »® 0.1875 % 0.09375 =L /G M 2 2 L £ & B % (half-sibling) ; 4 *%

9
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0.09375 1 0.046875 | z_% £ #.(first cousin) » & #-3 % padsr & 5 2+ B~ L £ 5~
# M2 2uir s (non-close kinship)w #EALB M 5 > @ ffd 2+ X~ 22 8~ 4%
IR TRV U ARIPI3 2 sk en W G 0 pd v ¥ i i (the number of possible

effective dispersal events) -

N
N
!
=y
("4
‘3:
~=be
cl-
n\\:
H\

it FESEA F
- HITHM B ATAREE S TR > N A - THRBY AR SHFAYS
fehigd > & - AN GR(2F L 2 F - AR)FG 2 p G aniei F 2
ﬁd ¥ jR[65] 67 i o TR TR R e SLEEdR T AMB B T AL it

ﬂ
=
'

~=ie

¥ » BE - B R T e R 0 B A AT TN T
seqgiw JEHLF M 0 @ * R package fitdistrplus [67] > 2 = § »cdc BRI S B A
e o R }*L[65]d BRI - HM L AR 2 s ApEE X 2% 0 R
PR G M R R R Rk a0 A0 2w BEE(possible effective dispersal
distances) B = {x/2, x/3, x/4, x/5} -

R e hXFmy® o @ REEEA S F PR > B AR 2
A RS R S R R RN L L S E s
BLHE L p BRI DES R FE R iR )*J%[65]vl # T eV G EL
FEEE 2 R={2,3} L2 R={2 3,45} £38={2,3,4,5}> AT =
BREFPHREFFELF 2 e 2 E {1} 22 {1,230 28={L, 2,
3} o @ Foaw F oA EEAER 5 > A ={X/1} ~ £ £ & ={X/1, x/2, x/3} ~ % #={X/1,
x/2, xI3} -

B &9 5 TR k(close Kinship > ¢ 7 >+ &~ X £ &~ A i p ) kep
oA FoARAT 0w BEHE 0 % * R package fitdistrplus[67] > & & & & W R T 3t E
(maximum likelihood estimation) {-3 -+ #& p & /% (parametric bootstrap)z = 1 #ic 4
# (exponential distribution)2 2 & &4 # (Weibull distribution) = f&4 # % 2cdt @

FE4E 0 5 B A O B(probability density function, pdf) -

10

doi:10.6342/NTU202301499



3. ATFEHR
31 ATiEde iy B

RO GRFEFEEREE L P F ol G L FRETT PRI DB IR R
R SR B LGEe TR Lt P G R Az a4
&wﬂm*zﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ&;é%ﬁﬁ’@%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁiﬁﬁ
FARM o AR R 2 R[] P ) < RMRPR SR HBEEZH S
BB ®(Bl- C)&HZAFL ] R R mER > A ¢ R¥EERFRDK B
- AP AP ATR Y T SARA

#F A R* SPAGeDI [63] 3+ 5 & ff & & ik F1EEH Rousset’s a scores
[68] » £ v R % ¥ 1 Im(linear model) function » 485 % & R¥ éh 19 jEd 7 A %)
FE4L 2 SR % (linear relationship) sl & (slope) &.F 5 2 v B % 0 B3 AT F F IR
A TR b TE R P AR BRI AU 12 [65, 69] 0 ok TERARA X4
B AT -

b2 eh o AgT e 1% R package “ecodist”[70] 4+ 1,000 permutations # 7
Mantel’s correlation test[65] » 2| % 3 J2 jEdcip #R 4t fcer A Flprap & 7 5 A ¥ A0 M
Bl v RMILEE o AFTER LS PBERE AR 2B BB - C)oik A
EAYT £ 75 BHRA om < RIS R EEY AT T BPRA(S S
B B L)X 168 B 74T o

o

32. HIARiRER
321 M7 FEAFHEREREE

P FT B B ehe™ i (assessing barriers to dispersal)#8 4 5 3t LSRR B L5 B
R B0 g A 2 10 % % si(block) (- D) #7334 iR e i L #
BA ot B AF T BREA A LR T Ao d it 734 Lyl-
Ly2, Ly2-Ly3, Lyl-Fsl, Fs1-Fs3, Fs3-Qz1, Qz1-Qz2, Qz3-Qz4 » 12 Qz4 2 Qz3 i %
BlF > AT H#Qz4~Qz3 7 FihgdA WK 5 041 © & * SPAGeDi [63] +
% 7 F1§EHE Rousset’s a scores [68] » # ¥ ¢ * R package VEGAN [71] ¥ < function
capscale fie £ & i B A8 & p #} chgdc > 3 A @A FIEES T 3 (Rousset’s
a scores)zE * L 3T REHE e AR & 7 (distance-based redundancy analyses, dbRDA)[72]

11
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HoA) o B fs 2 B Hics $7 (analysis of variance, ANOVA)#& B A FIREdE & B # f eh
FAPAZFARFAR ORARIFPRATERZ S PR 2 sk A FIER A

I siges
Tl FAR Ea ey LT R EE 2 s afit

3.2.2. MiTEE A FEHF AR LT PRIC
&r/?iﬁﬁffg@_ BAEPBREFRN IR EFRRELAFE KL LE S FRF W
B Rz F8cA B3R E abycy T2 a2 dbRDA 4] 0 AR TR

B2 52 ks L3573 F FocR B Afrct 23 b af LR

4. FEHAT
O RRRIEEE R B2 i A F AREM AT RRFL > AR
snpEff ver5.1[73] - LI S HK T E B % mmix A F] & (gene set)

AaegL5.2(ftp.ensemblgenomes.org/pub/release-46) - 1% 3 (annotate) = ¥g iF] (predict
effects) 5 d stacks2 éFiE i< SNP » £ iz B~ )I% [74-TT] #7422 248 4p B 2 R
¥]: CYP6BB2(AAEL014893) « CYP9J26(AAEL014609) ~ CYP9J28(AAEL014617)
CYP9J32(AAEL008846) -~ CYPIM6(AAEL001312) - CCEae3a(AAEL023844) -
GSTD4(AAEL001054) -~ Voltage-gated sodium channel (AAEL013277, knockdown

resistance, kdr)i& (¥ & 45 o

5. XAE"nAH

Bl thd PAEZ A RRGFE AL R 748 2 /ﬁal‘ﬁmlzﬁ vk Een 70
& gy 2 6 szaix(Aedes albopictus)(H ¢ 49 & kp S 21 B kp La)e
AT 101 ERE S AT SR8 14 B 7 EIDY 23 2 AT
B fpaix 2 BIIET v Rk ? g4 S F [43]50 W. pipientis wAIbB (RefSeq
assembly accession: GCF_004171285.1) #& Flle b » fF3dorix i 7] ¢ £ F 5 A f 7

LM DNA S 1A RA ik chE 3 G AL R .

12
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PR

AP R R B Zpmix 191 B A(ER - -~ Bl- )37 ddRAD-seq > # A %%
R By E &3 290.32Gb 0 T 3o - Btk &~ 152Gb o R4 TR L 5
stacks2[51]“process radtags”&J2 > #F & F&F % >t 90% e 7| (phred score > 10)

o

Z_fs @ * bwa mem REw 3 2 mrix i Flie > WiRF L B (mismatch) | >t 1% A 7))
&3t 191 B4 & ¥ 7] 2,970,350 B A FlA(loci) (% =)o TISAFIRL R L 2473 B
4% 2 (base pair > bp) » #E# % 5 459 bp - kA A F R #c¥ & § 638,397 B A F| R
B0 437,734 B(B=) > T35- B A chA A #R 5 566,019 B - &8 £ 42,903
Tiaf ER L 6.3(E£:09) B X B4 8505 Ei 23 (Ble)-

o

o

o i ehk 2 Bk i 47 20 A

BAA AT fE Aol S R R G hiB A AR S AEBR A 1 4h
PRIX BT AT (MRS 2) MO BB T REDSHHAMP T G R
B AT R o

B-AB-CZleBzpmixs HMR2Z B7] o $w 2 p 3w $§ ik Fliets

-

#® * SAMtools v1.12 [78]4 4R » ¥ 15 F| A~ B eihs 0% th4 - B27% 5 35.9% -
36.3 %A F(read) ¥+ W E A Fle > B i BREr R 5 5.3% ~ 5.8% (%
Z) BHEEA S P ClEdE 0 A TRED A SEATFIERFF R H1 LD
Bl % 39.1% ¥+ nizghir L 5.9% o

T R ($F X R A wREF S R ATy f R bR S H
Foleha = X Bk AY > B AR AN BB By e I E AR
iﬁﬁﬁﬂojﬁ%%iﬁ%*aiéi%%ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁaiﬁﬁﬁ

ER 7 R rEIHE -

13
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1.1, 3@ 3N
fI* stacks2 “populations” *z 75 > #ip AL A FI& > WHET 80%17 b R
AE G DA FE 0 £ 73] 390,905 BAFE(RAe ) ¢ 7 99,579,353 gk > T ia-
BAFI ARG 25153 EL(HEIE £ 0.07) c £ HAE S| 5%:n% A F > Bl
447,467 % % £ > 2h(variant sites) o
SRR FRERARE 1D 3B(E ) R EAPY S FE SR
AR SR E R F S E O H

ROtk A 0 SH7 R TRESE P R S R (nucleotide diversity,m) A

-\1\14

BEVRAEZAEAERERE c F2 3

0.00121 % 0.00126 2. B (# 1) @ B~p R % % $h A e H e 5 125 0.00089 -
A GEI RS 2% FIRE - BE AP HRRES 1.5x10° k3t E[49]
P54 R h} sc % E ok 20,166 —21,000 2 F o @ F B F EFE G AOEHEK S

TRTHEE? FEREEFREG PR R IR A P RAp T
7t oprivate allele > £ F R AF LG P REGEFELS L o F - 25 > FHRFORA
PSR A 2 det 7,479 B private alleles o F]pt % F R A 220 0 4R
ARBFRFDEGL T o 3T RBHRFEFRES DR AT ERRE
gz Bend @ o itdpde YR AREGERFHL M ER -5 Fsr 13 0-0.05 £
TOEEM A LR K 0 A3 005015 AR EERFC R A 43 015—0.25 £
TOREETF RS [79] 0 11 T ECE A EOER A 4 Bic(Fer) 0 R A ST

RPN RN E fwzspﬁ'?ﬁ: AR 2 R foip V> 7o A B A A B
FER o HERP AL FIE T2 BA N fpdR 47 00120027 0 £ T K
PEERERZB 2 mixhd A LR A B RFEF R E RS Fer dp
BRlE 4000090117 > £75 ¥2 B f R Pl @s i (£2)-

12, 3 44 A # 8 SHESHA I

1945 393,100 1 SNP i (7 chi & A A 455 % (BT ) # % % 4% A (n=15)2 2 ©
Fedd 3 bk A (n=176) % M BEA 3 o gt 7b > e (483 VNM ~ % 5 % STP -
R R IDN) RPN AL $PEANRLE - F2- H AP FARFLS
R LR R I N R e R G ESRRCL IR ALY ¥

14
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B AR 2BREER PR RER) P M A R ARFR L, BEE TAP
BesER G (R-)

20 Q- HIFEHAER Y 0 AL 277 STRUCTURE 4 47 » I -4 & 22
ARSI EEREA RN - KM A0 A TR -et#ics 447,467 -
TEFPFR S 6.28 50 191 B A %& R & THA Tak (% 8 = 2h#ic 59,410
B T BER ©2.35) fowdidk & 1641E090589005 (% £ i 2h#c 130,492 ;
Tio R R 13.02) hd EHEIER M TR BE R AT A HA T EE A S
BF bl R A el S - ¥ R K AAT LTS R CRERILTR
F]p 4 i8 7 STRUCTURE 4 45 %0 - 2 8157 1k A 2 % o

AFT 6 % PLINK 1.9[80] » i #- #:4R % + -] (window size) 3% % % 50 i %
Bimgho & 0B %R L E -7 o &®F linkage equilibrium r? < 0.2
S BEIE T o GE D 80% kAP K g B¥ R 48,305 B E4 T T
(linkage equilibrium) iz gk » ¥ g dt = 2L34 7 STRUCTURE 4 47 % 3.5 % 4r R
Nod K2  PRAFHIHFA(RE DEHvHEA K3 > 7L F A 4%
(12)22 % 5 % (14) ik & o K=4 P > 4% (12)2 F 5 £ (14) 5 7 b5
B A KBS B R REAY sk AB B e TR A G AL
BN T2gE e A g K6 fr K7 o SafrliBthrrn2t ey

AR TLT g o e A A A 5 Rk A L ;‘ﬁﬁj\jﬂ;‘;‘i”ﬁ BB A AL 4

o

Ji

2T kAT AT 10 hE R R(F S A FooBLE
Foh s HAE  BAD 2 LB (B4 ) AR %Y FUFIRA R RIS
37 ABENEHU LFHZBH JAENEFED S BEAT s BB R
Fhh oo e BAS DB s s P BRI R ARESHE I g R oo
it ¥ STRUCTURE i * £ ehfgil » St K@v¥ ¢ Ln P(D)Eh Lk 3]-T
AuE e e pFeh K O Rk Z[%F e A A 2304 A1 STRUCTURE 4457 » A5 %
FILn P(D) (Bl A & K5 pFp g M3t H 8 v o 3358 ¢ K& > Ln P(D)i&
A H e m A AR 10 F5cE P (B B E K @4k~ Ln P(D)pl4x
TAHKSBEipE,~N e ~ KB4 2 HE L% BE 51 KT

4t AR A L S ¥ SME o ¥ ¢ STRUCTURE @ * £ 3% 2 » Delta K

HEARF > A7 A KETHFRAFERG LV H KE{ TR Ko papmy

.
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22+ Ln P(D) 2 & -]t 0.0000001 » & % 2+ & Delta K » F] g 7 4 i8] e i e
K o

2. REM ey EiEg
AAFTEEM RaIng o d 32F 5 2 /F*Je & iE B 48 T g=(linkage equilibrium) iz
2 ¢4 T g7(Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium)srgk == ;¢ 5 £ £ [38, 49, 57] » Flpt ~ &
T 5 Ak o £ - % 1 8(LMAF>0.05, DP>5) 5 F 4 #iE =
L HATFHEA 0.05 2 TEEBRER A 5 chgh o @ B 5 iE 0 R T HF p-
value  *t 0.05 ehig i (% = 2.: 2. MAF>0.05, DP>5hwe>0.05) » f& =+ & B (238 5
AR A)H B = 8hied % 1 80 390,734 ez g s % 2 2k 229,530 B gk 0 B
K05 161,204 B =B o 4ok A% - % 2.1 & ¢ g dp o o4 8 T §F p-value < 3%
0.05 e i 2§ & A * R RewTy P (PR GEEE o a GEER L HWE p-
value < 10% fr 107 e f8 6 3 i (£ (7 FlenT 3o »a FEERAP L7 % o 57 J4F
GFE Sk frim T BRE > FI R BiRE B T 0 HWE p-value<10™ & iE
i
¥ ¢t & & iE linkage equilibrium e % ¢ F R A FHAART <] 2 50 kb
(kilobase pair) ~ * 1 BRE B HE -2 FFdOHEFER LT > FERY
linkage equilibrium r? < 0.2 =fud 4 T fri=gh » 1L Az # A% ~ o] BKb e iE iE i o
3 “/‘f Tl P T AR kR 2% 21 WP > AFETHY gwf I
TR R AT | hingh e Fp > AT EE R Bkb thEE B % o K Arik o
{s K,ért K é%ié‘?fﬂu]&fatﬁ«'}' ¥ 5% E A F R T PR A ) 3 5 him gkl
AP L LFREARTE < - 5 5 kb (kilobase pair)® & 1 %% =g 3 H -8 7 &
linkage equilibrium r? < 0.2 =g 4 T f=i= gk » f pF HWE p-value < 10 e+ 2 » 1%
LHEE e FERRM Gas 4 o
FI# ZLEM R4F B 2 3 B IFEERPE > AFT T RIS F P KA e
oA BB M % RFEFEE mx T a B e BBEM Gk
Loiselle’s =7 k 2 [64] « >+ 0.1875 2% % >+ &_Bf % (full-sibling) » T3 % & 4y 4% B
oo ® K E A 01875 % 0.0938 2. F » Rl 5 X £ & # % (half-sibling) » e
BB TR[38, 66] o § o B A e BhenRnE Y HE > BB hchmaix > R E T

16
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HEARA xR A P82 B2V - el AP > VARG 2 B2 423 0 enfg B
TR Rl B enpEAE o [65] 0 ARAT Y P A S R AN A o B BTz HAR
S AR B R B A M hank 2 sk > 102 60 $H A& MM 0 2 padx o
HY - s Wil i - HrRAMGE U HaE2sairkp ] 2 B
Too ¥ MARIER RS BE G R H WA Gt Ak p Kk BEERE D
5229 2% o (BlL-)-

2.1, Vi e sECih BEAEA F

145 % R [65]3+ B 4 e & 1 ch§ >R T SR 4T 5 @ (the mean of the
exponentially distributed effective dispersal distance).& % (% = % ~8) > * = B 12
FE(R- A)eng et Tioedg s 2122 5 @ ¢ B ZERF(F- C)hTis
BEdE S 350 2 % o zkm o Weibull & # ot g ¢ R o] @ R B IS 0T 8 05
P IF R A F o B4 = Bl(quantile-quantile plot, Q-Q plot) 2R 4 » % ' B 3= 18 &
o RI(R 2 ) 0 A dRaET T BEAR S PF i 3 5-F S (reference line) » & ot

7

P G ORI TIER T EEERAES - R od ] R E%@_%]ﬁrﬁ’ﬁ PLHT 1T

™

[E g
FEAEA RI(B - =) 0 7 oo RS T LG AL ST R F AgFE T N g
PR B A FPE > ) R R BRSSPI R ERGT R -

3. ATFsEiper BErag
W TR L FEAE T OB A ¢ (R N) 0 Bt C R TE
FEHenp AR 4tdcdr A FIEE4E T & ¥ 49 M (mantel r = 0.0025, CI 95% = 0.0021—

-

048, p = 0.001) o X @ A IERE % Al & 4 0.0058(H - =) » &F % B2 A @ e

B IOEEYE G POV REARRMET R om A R RS BBEE LA B 22

otk T o b REEBEANP AR 4Hdcdr A FlEEapEe S 0 B % (slope = 0.0031) o e 42
7 & ¥ 4p B (mantel r = 0.0006, CI = -0.0006 —0.0467 , p-value = 0.399)(®] - 7 ) °

% 7z IBD (Isolation-by-distance analysis) 4 +7 & pt & #) e03f 48 B 42 » R i% #-

B R AR B AR REA AT P PINE[BL] o AT RLME T e H RO EWmES SR

b

i
R R B IEREARS A FREAR S B D v Y R EARR (£ ) 0 4R

T
F_&
W
5‘
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31 WHIERIRER

Ao BRI B WA B RBERA S B RA(R- D) Ry
BLenfR o 0 SR BT 7 IR B R iE BR 2 ip B2 (] % B (block) ek 2 sk 2L FEE
PIRITHEFLE@®L )

FUARHHAFLRGAF > TR bdoll- CHF 4T 2 22 np @
Fle 2k AR 2L82amix b AFFER T > Pl 5 ¥ £ 2 (p-value =
0.001)(% 1) -

4. FEHA T

fdr R L AT R A R F = AL TR 5 (alternative allele frequency) +
005 erfFm™ > R 1A BAFE > B2EF &% 2 = 2(non-synonymous variant
sites)zn SNP - # ¢ » CCEae3a e F225V 4r F31L f 5 @ 3 F e (4 & L 7 &
WHEB R 5H o ¥ehe B SNP: CCEae3a <7 S68 N ~A22 T-K 15 R {r
CYP9J28 1S 174 N AT kA ¢ enZE = AL FHE &5 @ 4 3 0.047 — 0.122 2 FF (& -+ ~
ORESE

5, XETH

#-191 B % % sixfe 70 B v Mpadxen/F 5122 W, pipientis wAIDB 4k 7] e i&
Frtgte B 101 Ba 2 st A > Bl AR Xght 2 A Y it £ & B
A2 W. pipientis WAIDB 2k F] et $F12 $ 1 chix gh(bases mapped):p 4 vt o X R
PR 0 R AT s Nl g B R sl b o

54 L - > 885% ek 2 mdxtk A (= 169 B)22 W. pipientis WAIbB £ )&
B G S A2 - (10%) - A 0 & 70 Bu M A > @ 57
Yotk A(4 B)FF B BT A2 - o F 2 4P 94.3%hd Rk &

(3 66 B)%+ =B BB 3L F A2 — o

18
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R Sk
1 B HRPLAFTERESH
Ap 3t b R 2 ;I;Je[49]_&fv 574,715 B £ F1 & > * & 7 43 191 B4k ~ =
2,970,350 BAFIE > BE 51T B2 % o Ft s AT L i 2m TIREE mIx A
Pler Rl S R RS REL S HEOE BT A EE A ik b
el =t 2 o B
#_STRUCTURE {r PCA %% %5 » B sfc ki & chif & sabe & # S 4piT -

BV Ad B e A Rl p&w;?»iwégmyﬁwﬁ&auﬁ B
el > EREFE R EE L Bmﬁﬂwua?ﬁ%@«ﬁ
@ﬁ?}izﬁ‘—ﬁ A Rpaprend JEYRA 6 0 o8 S5 F g S p s L o 2

B2 ikt DA e BARE ] ER LA

2. MEM GEy ey

d 0 mmixspir- 4 R0 R EAZE- = [82, 83] ¢ iﬁﬁ@v‘f»‘%[%] R
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A2~ BINRSEGE R

e =
B 191
A T e 2,970,350
TR TR & B 247.3bp (SD: 45.9)
34 & ik Bk

566,019 (SD: 42,903.0)
tRA Ak Fl A ok~ E

638,397

# Ak TR ko] B 437,734
T3 BOER 6.3 (SD: 0.9)

HPFR B E 8.5

P FR ] B 2.3
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= ~ F% 3w & 2 srix(Aedes aegypti) ~ 47 X (Ovis aries)#? + g (Homo sapiens) & #] &

AZEBwsaig »CxaAia o

reference genome Aedes aegypti Ovis aries (sheep) Homo sapiens (human)
sample Reads Bases Reads Bases Reads Bases
mapped (%): mapped (%): mapped (%):  mapped (%): mapped (%): mapped (%):
A A Day0 95.4 88.9 35.9 5.3 4.1 3.2
A Day3 97.9 91.1 9.1 1.6 10.5 1.9
A Day7 98.0 91.5 8.9 1.5 10.3 1.7
A_Mother 98.0 91.8 9.2 1.7 10.7 1.9
A _Father 97.7 91.1 8.9 1.6 10.4 1.9
B B_Day0 96.3 90.0 36.3 5.8 4.8 3.0
B_Day3 98.7 91.5 114 2.3 13.0 2.6
B_Day7 98.0 91.6 10.2 2.3 11.7 2.5
B_Mother 98.0 91.7 10.2 2.3 11.7 2.5
B_Father 97.9 91.6 9.6 2.1 11.0 2.3
C C_Day0 95.2 87.9 6.1 4.8 39.1 59
C Day3 97.9 91.3 8.7 1.5 10.1 1.7
C_Day7 98.0 91.4 8.8 15 10.3 1.7
C_Mother 98.6 91.4 10.9 2.0 12.4 2.2
C_Father 97.7 91.2 9.1 1.8 10.6 2.0
30
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jow s TR

80%% A #cx § & F & ;= & =4 FHEL > 005

7 TR B 390,905
i Bhikc 99,579,353
B -Eik 447,467
T FR £ R 251.5 (SD: 0.07)
T 3o BE R >SS
FE - 393,100
T ok A% R B 119,845.9 (SD: 10845.9)
T o PR R 9.93 (SD: 1.62)
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27 A RHEERFE I B I EPA
Population II\Inu dT Sites P;:)[/;Ste Polyrzi(igshlsm Pgl\\l/%te P Obs Het Exp Het Fis Tajima’sD = Ne
B E A 15 98,322,854 7479 230,155 0 0.857 0.33 0.34 -0.01 14 0.00089 14,833.3
cR® P dF REe R 18 08324409 0 358,875 0 0.8 0.27 0.31 0.15 1.14 0.00123 20,500.0
B W = A% (2019) 17 98,324,409 0 364,683 0 0.801 0.27 0.31 0.11 1.01 0.00123 20,500.0
B e %; L % (2019) 16 98,324,409 0 364,886 0 0.796 0.28 0.31 0.12 1.04 0.00126 21,000.0
B BLE 19 98,324,409 0 366,946 0 0.798 0.27 0.31 0.14 1.15 0.00125 20,833.3
BD LR 24 98,324,409 0 374,595 0 0.796 0.27 0.31 0.12 1.32 0.00126 21,000.0
BiED WAL E 32 98,324,409 0 378,440 0 0.798 0.26 0.30 0.13 1.47 0.00124 20,666.7
BAEELD 18 98,324,409 0 366,547 0 0.797 0.27 0.31 0.15 1.12 0.00126 21,000.0
B d BB 4L 18 98,324,409 0 358,192 0 0.803 0.26 0.31 0.16 1.08 0.00121 20,166.7
B BRiE Y AL 3 98,248,361 0 218,724 0 0.835 0.41 0.47 0.12 0.38 0.00114 19,000.0
Bd Bhg 2L 5K 3 97,979,017 0 233,016 0 0.827 0.43 0.46 0.07 0.31 0.00120 20,000.0
A%z 2 94,007,405 0 90,219 0 0.918 0.58 0.57 -0.03 0.23 0.00061 10,166.7
B R 3 98,157,552 0 195,964 0 0.845 0.34 0.48 0.29 0.54 0.00107 17,833.3
L 2 97,225,115 0 106,444 0 0.899 0.56 0.58 0.02 0.4 0.00072 12,000.0
ﬁ\ E3] 1 84,617,785 0 30,024 0 0.921 1.00 1.00 0.00 NA 0.00038 6,333.3
IR A 191 98,324,409 NA 393,100 NA  0.788 0.24 0.30 0.19
Num Indv: %% ¢ % ~ #c Obs_Het: SNP i= gL R 4] & F pLip| i@
Site: %% ¥ thi- gLk Exp_Het: SNP i ghin 4] £ 5 89 % 8
Private site: *2% ¢ jp3 > 2hdkc Fis: iT = % #c(inbreeding coefficient)
polymorphic sites: *s# ¢ % F A& 5 {14 (SNP) =2 Tajima’s D: = § D #% 5%
Private SNP: *%# ¥ ¢fh 3 1 SNP = 2k #c AT B RS R R
P: %3¢ & 3 SNP =8:+ S L 5 5L FlenT 3545 5 Ne: 7 »c*%+# € (u=1.5x1078 per site per generation)
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For B Zmir e d Frck 2 ol @A 4y dic(Fst)

BT i B BUE T BHR BT GEE PUH Frmows gR oer CCS
FHRERA (n=15) 0.109 0.108 0.109 0.108 0.100 0.093 0.107 0.111 0.135 0.130 0.094 0.158 0.133 0.198
3PP dRHs F(nN=18) 0.024 0.025 0.024 0.021 0.019 0.025 0.027 0.089 0.085 0.085 0.075 0.056 0.148
BED ZAFH (2019)(n 17) 0.019 0.019 0.016 0.013 0.019 0.023 0.037 0.032 0.035 0.077 0.057 0.149
® 227 B L % (2019)(n=16) 0.019 0.016 0.014 0.020 0.024 0.037 0.032 0.036 0.079 0.058 0.150
% 227 B L% (n=19) 0.016 0.013 0.020 0.023 0.034 0.029 0.033 0.073 0.055 0.146
¥ 27 B 7% (n=24) 0.012 0.017 0.020 0.027 0.023 0.026 0.060 0.046 0.131
B 227 4% (n=32) 0.014 0.017 0.021 0.018 0.022 0.051 0.039 0.119
B L Bi B 4 (n=18) 0.023 0.035 0.030 0.034 0.0/3 0.055 0.145
B KRR K ik 4E(n=18) 0.040 0.0385 0.036 0.080 0.060 0.154
B & B o 4E(n=3) 0.127 0.182 0.260 0.162 0.298
B A Rhg 2 7R(n=3) 0.165 0.248 0.152 0.288
A%z (n=2) 0.385 0.174 0.350
% B(n=1) 0.247 0.393
£ 2 (n=3) 0.285
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= A iR A 45 R BSOS R A

filtering scale C'Osep';:PSh'p Ngi;:gf:;:"e A (km)  95%CI(1/%) iﬁﬁﬁ?{ﬁ' Std.Error(A) AIC: BIC:
large 66 201 1.420 0.809-2.027 0.71 0.05  544.42 547.73

1. MAF>0.05, DP>5 .
fine 12 34 0.267 0.180-0.355 3.74 064  -19.70 -18.17
2. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 35 99 0.830 0.308-1.352 1.21 0.12  163.06 165.65
hwe>0.05 fine 9 25 0.225 0.126-0.323 4.45 089  -22.68 -21.46
3. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 47 135 1.046 0.545-1.547 0.96 0.08  284.04 286.95
hwe>10 fine 9 25 0.225 0.126-0.323 4.45 089  -22.68 -21.46
4. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 50 144 1.006 0.536-1.477 0.99 0.08  291.85 294.82
hwe>10"* fine 9 25 0.225 0.126-0.323 4.45 089  -22.68 -21.46
5. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 40 114 0.835 0.381-1.289 1.20 0.11  188.94 191.68
linkage r<0.2 (50kb) fine 7 19 0.047 0.034-0.060 21.15 485  -75.97 -75.03
6. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 80 234 1.699 1.126-2.273 0.59 0.04  718.17 721.62
linkage r*<0.2 (5kb) fine 16 46 0.352 0.259-0.444 2.84 0.42 213 -0.30
7. MAF>0.05, DP>5 large 36 102 0.881 0.374-1.387 1.14 0.11  180.11 182.73
hwe>10"*, linkage r*<0.2 (50kb) fine 7 19 0.047 0.034-0.060 21.15 485  -75.97 -75.03
8. MAF>0.05. DP>5 large 67 195 2.103 1.293-2.914 0.48 0.03  681.94 685.21
hwe>10", linkage r*<0.2 (5kb) ~ fine 16 46 0.352 0.259-0.444 2.84 0.42 -2.13  -0.30

MAF: Minor allele Frequency
DP: Read Depth
Hwe: Significant cut off for Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium
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FoN o~ 3 2 priyil @RS 2 TR EEAE chdp B 1 R SR

mantelr pval [lim.2.5% ulim.97.5% Intercept slope
large scale (n=168) 0.0025 0.001 0.0021 0.0048 0.0538 0.0058
fine scale (n=75) 0.0006 0.399 -0.0006 0.0467 0.1029 0.0031

Iarge scale (remove close kinship) ~ 0.0622  0.001 0.0590 0.0652 0.0558 0.0056
fine scale (remove close Kinship) 0.0382 0.001 0.0287 0.0458 0.1104 0.0020

# 1 ~ dobRDA #-3] 7 ANOVAS % 47 5% %
Sum of Squares F value P value
7 5T W 0.038 1.815 0.001
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F N R BB R B2 amixchpis 4 4 F)(CCEae3a £ CYPOJ28) ezt 4 % B =Bk 4 F4F

;}_’L\:‘K ?%i 2 L Y = 22 = . = sln o = A xS L ¥
. _ AA. o esT Rt RA4 LBH p s §as ks L F5E 4R
Gene_id Chr:Pos mutation P& R 18 12108 n=18 n=18 n=3 n=3 n=2 n=3 n=2 n=1
n=191 n=15
AAELO23844 174415002 F225V 021 0 0639 0127 0278 0382 0 0167 075 0 0 0
(CCEae3a)
AAELO23844 5. 174415672 S68N 0065 0417 0111 0014 0029 0088 0333 0 0 0 NA NA
(CCEae3a)
AAELO23844 .1 74415782 F31L 015 003 05 0109 0156 025 0 0167 1 0O 0 NA
(CCEae3a)
AAELO23844 5. 174415811 A22T 0122 0 005 017 0083 0088 0 O O 05 0 NA
(CCEae3a)
AAEL023844 174415831 K15R 0047 0333 0111 0005 0029 0062 0333 0 0 0 NA NA
(CCEae3a)
AAELO014617
(Cyposoy  3:368628208 S174N 0091 0 0071 0089 0125 0167 0167 0 0 0167 0 NA
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- B2 pixfed Mk anR 2 E ot 2 s g8 (Wolbachia pipientis wAIbB)

. Bases Mapped(%) < 10 Bases Mapped(%) > 107
7 ki ke
¥ % pax(Aedes aegypti) 191 169 (88.5%) 22 (11.5%)
v 4 3 x(Aedes albopictus) 70 4 (5.7%) 66 (94.3%)
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DM3100

DNA Mass Base Pairs
(ng/5 i) (bp)

1% Agarose Gel
0.5x TAE Buffer

Bl= ~ 2 1.5% 3§ Pq 387 T AR & ik i Flle DNA g 5
d 23+ lane 1l : DNA #EE o lane2 = lane 20 5 & % mdxik & > 2 ¢ [ane3 vk

LR = R B el R L 8 S

=i l‘\\‘
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o Ald(VNM)

pop
Chaozhou
Donggang
Fengshan
Fengshan2019
IDN
lab
Lingya
Pingtung
Qianzhen
Sanmin
STP
Tainan_CW

1004 .® g-‘: § ;’\(STP)

¢ EPER @ (IDN)

PC2( 1.35%)

& # ¥ @ & (Tainan_CW)

& i & (Tainan S) T8 4% (lab)
1~ %% (THA) * Tainan_S
THA
VNM

o

Wandan

e ®
[ Y

PC1(6.84%)
BT ~ 232 stk Aed & A A 47
1395 393,100 & SNP £ 7 e 2 s 2304k A 0 & A A 45 0 F 5% F 1% 4 (lab)&
B R A TP A - L B A3 VNM- F 5 % STP - &
BRd & IDN) 2 RPN As F P A HRE
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Estimated Ln Prob of Data

-6000000
-6500000
-7000000
-7500000

-8000000

Estimated Ln Prob of Data

-8500000 °

-9000000

K

B Estimated Ln Prob of Data

-6250000
-6255000 °
-6260000
-6265000
-6270000

-6275000

Estimated Ln Prob of Data

-6280000

-6285000

K

B+ ~ & K i restimated log-normal probability of the data
Al 23t A B 2R A BGE D RPN EE o

P8R A3t s o Ln P(D) 7 K=5 pFid»t H i W] » g2 e iR & o
Kigom a? 2tk ARl o hF N %30t A > 8228 Ln P(D) & K=7 R 4 53 -
fe il STRUCTURE ~ H1i5 % kg > & K=4 288 > 27 Safrdkib > £i2F &3
PAE e B e w2 K Ln P(D) 2 ¥7E iz KTE o

47

doi:10.6342/NTU202301499



>

Kinship coefficient across geographic distances
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Empirical and theoretical dens. Q-Q plot
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ot

kA - e P T RE e REE ik AR P BB SR B E(WGS84)

Bk i F R HEPY WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1852D020059001 ca??aE 20201003 120.201457 22.998925
1852D080059003 el A 20201003 120.200378 22.996617
1852D080059004 cmd P EF R 20201003 120.204875 22.994915
1852D080059007 T B 20201003 120.203780 22.996995
1852D080409006 ca®?aE 20201003 120.200543 22.995019
1852D080409007 el A 20201003 120.199814 22.992948
1852D080409008 cmP P EF R 20201003 120.199874 22.991124
1852D080409009 T B 20201003 120.200259 22.991876
1852D080409010 caw?dE 20201003 120.198102 22.990609
1852D020279001 SET e % 20201201 120.190442 22.987880
1852D020279004 Lat e W 20201103 120.189020 22.985913
1852D020279005 Letaw 20210105 120.189204 22.986148
1852D020279008 tataw 20201201 120.187727 22.986809
1852D020079004 SET e % 20201006 120.193913 22.979770
1852D020079006 Lat e W 20201201 120.194846 22.978773
1852D020089002 LeTaw 20201201 120.197146 22.979019
1852D020089003 LeTaw 20201006 120.196950 22.977546
1852D020089008 - 20201201 120.192661 22.975547

WA BT Z A RHE kAR E P g g R A E(WGSS8H)

A S 7 E &P WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1924KSBU903 iD= AR 20190715 120.331251 22.651238
1924KSBU904 BH = AR 20190715 120.332282 22.651251
1924KSBU906 BFad =2 AR 20190729 120.333059 22.649484
1924KSBU907 Bt = AR 20190624 120.333750 22.649532
1924KSBU909 BaW = AE 20190624 120.331661 22.650896
1924KSBY905 FeH = AR 20190729 120.333675 22.652819
1924KSBY909 BH = AR 20190617 120.334347 22.650682
1924KSWH902 Baed = AR 20190624 120.321889 22.649573
1924KSWH906 &7 = % % 20190729 120.320572 22.650308
1924KSWH907 Bad = AE 20190805 120.320118 22.651688
1924KSWH908 BaH = AR 20190624 120.319674 22.650846
1924KSWH909 Faed = AR 20190715 120.319718 22.651894
1924KSWJ902 Bt = AR 20190624 120.318606 22.650471
1924KSWJ903 Bad = ANE 20190617 120.319423 22.650538
1924KSWJ904 BaD = AR 20190624 120.319921 22.650034
1924KSWJ907 Bt = AR 20190715 120.318814 22.649587
1924KSWJ908 Faed = AR 20190624 120.317588 22.649781
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AR Z BT B L REE sixiE AR P I SR AR (WGSS84)

A g FECE HE P WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1632E120649022 % 2% L % 20201124 120.331581 22.613184
1632E120649023 & 2% B L % 20201124 120.329743 22.612932
1632E120649024 2% B L% 20201124 120.330504 22.612547

1637KFOC901 B Bl 20201201 120.333987 22.612381
1637KF0C902 R N 20201101 120.333039 22.613253
1637KF0C904 B p LR 20201101 120.334179 22.612978
1637KF0C907 B p LR 20201101 120.332980 22.615366
1637KF0C908 B Bl 20201101 120.333506 22.617220
1637KF0C909 R N 20201101 120.332889 22.616142
1637KF0C910 Bt R LR 20201101 120.334463 22.616456
1637KF0C916 B LR 20201101 120.335271 22.612432
1637KF0C917 B Bl 20201101 120.334602 22.611842
1637KF0C919 Bt pLE 20201101 120.334065 22.610268
1637KF0C920 Bt pLR 20201101 120.334446 22.610026
1637KF0C921 B LR 20201101 120.335395 22.610834
1637KF0C922 B Bl 20201101 120.335979 22.610863
1637KFOC903 B B LE 20210201 120.333292 22.613191
1637KFOC905 R N 20201101 120.335019 22.614119
1637KFOC914 B LR 20201101 120.337121 22.611942
1932KFSM902 B B LR 20190822 120.332426 22.599334
1932KFSM903 B B LE 20190822 120.332467 22.600734
1932KFSM904 S N 20190815 120.333637 22.600170
1932KFSM906 B B LE 20190815 120.334928 22.600853
1932KFSM907 B B LR 20190822 120.336049 22.602185
1933KFFJ901 B Bl 20190826 120.335431 22.599392
1933KFFJ907 I NI 20190826 120.332614 22.598658
1933KFYJ903 B LR 20190826 120.337535 22.600565
1933KFYJ908 B p LR 20190826 120.336784 22.601068
1945KFWD902  #:% B L% 20191127 120.351979 22.641949
1945KFWH901 B4+ h L% 20191204 120.353875 22.640133
1945KFWH910  #:% L% 20191120 120.353332 22.637809
1945KFWS910 B LR 20191112 120.355348 22.639452
1945KFWY902  #:% B L% 20191112 120.354616 22.637842
1945KFWY905 B2+ h L% 20191120 120.357577 22.637059
1945KFWY907 B3 B LT 20191112 120.358901 22.636848
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Mgk A ow ~ F AT RALE R prixfk A F P8 S R AR (WGS84)

B A Bt FRE &P WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1641E090549010-2 & 2% # 4L 20201008 120.327266 22.610267
1641E090549013-1 & 27 # 45 % 20201008 120.327920 22.609791
1641E090549013-2  # 2% # 4L % 20201008 120.327920 22.609791

1641E090589005 & 2% # 4L 20201104 120.331940 22611271
1641E090589006 & 227 # 4L T 20201104 120.332073 22.611904
1641E090589007 & 225 + 4L % 20201104 120.331228 22.611629
1641E090589008 & 2% # 4L 20201202 120.329062 22.611069
1641E090599003 & 2% # 4L 20201202 120.331967 22.609600
1641E090599015 & 2% # 4L % 20201014 120.329371 22.609454
1652E090549026 & 227 4L T 20201104 120.328574 22.609451
1652E090549027  # 27 # 45T 20201104 120.327544 22.609211
1652E090580017 & 229 + 41T 20201216 120.328768 22.611492
1652E090509023-1 & 2% # 45 % 20201014 120.332400 22.610713
1652E090509023-2  # 27 # 45 % 20201014 120.332400 22610713
1652E090599024 % 27 # 45T 20201118 120.329492 22.610610
1652E090599025-1  # 2% # 4L % 20201014 120.329543 22.610042
1652E090509025-2 & 27 # 4L 20201014 120.329543 22.610042
1901E090439001-1 & 27 # 45 % 20201001 120.323147 22.615307
1901E090439001-2  # 2+ # 455 20201001 120.323147 22.615307
1901E090439005 & 4% # 4L 20201201 120.324864 22.614158
1901E090439006 & 2% # 4L % 20201201 120.323002 22.613076
1901E090439008 & 227 + 4% 20201101 120.324113 22.612692
1901E090439010-1  # 2+ # 455 20201001 120.324030 22.613676
1901E090439010-2  # 2% # 45 % 20201001 120.324030 22.613676
1901E090459012 & 2% # 4% 20201101 120.321265 22.614116
1901E090459013 & 225 + 4% 20201101 120.321544 22.614885
1901E090459014 % 2+ # 45 % 20201201 120.321882 22.615320
1901E090459016 & 2% # 4% 20201101 120.319023 22.615199
1901E090450018-2 & 2% # 45 % 20201001 120.319330 22.614108
1901E090450019-1 & 27 # 455 20201001 120.319838 22.613577
1901E090459019-2  # 27 # 455 20201001 120.319838 22.613577
1901E090459020 & %7 % 4L 20201001 120.320645 22.613635
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WHeEA T~ BT FUERE S ik Mg B P B SR AR (WGS84)

B A Bt 7 FCE HEpy WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1634E080489017 % % £ % 20201208 120.327199 22.618024
1634E080489019  # % £ % 20201222 120.325908 22.619626
1634E080499014  # % £ % 20201222 120.329312 22.619577
1634E080499024  # % £ 20201027 120.327735 22.619941
1634E080529005  # 7 £ % 20201103 120.330421 22.619708
1634E080529006  # 7 £ 20201117 120.330625 22.619709
1634E080529009 % 7 £ 20210113 120.330347 22.620873
1634E080529015  # % £ % 20201110 120.329664 22.619254
1635E080549009  # 7% Xt 20201201 120.334175 22.619724
1635E080549011  # % ¥ % 20201201 120.333149 22.618762
1635E080559001  # 7 £ 20210106 120.334968 22.620711
1635E080559003 % 7 £ 20201201 120.335156 22.620143
1635E080559004 % 7 £ 20201201 120.334266 22.618975

1635E080559007-1 & 2% ¥ 7 % 20201201 120.335169 22.619376
1635E080559023 % 7% £t 20201103 120.333139 22.620749
1636E080599026 % 7% £ 20201103 120.335245 22.617850
1649E080489021  # 7 £ 20201124 120.326411 22.620008
1649E080489036 % 7 £ 20201027 120.326934 22.618583
1649E080519026  # % £ % 20201103 120.330139 22.621667
1649E080519030 % 7 £ 20201117 120.330140 22.621324
1649E080519032  # % X% 20201124 120.330605 22.621732
1649E080539039  # 7 £t 20201103 120.333654 22.620841

1649E080569034-1 & 7% ¥ 7 % 20201103 120.334517 22.621423
1649E080569040 & 7% ¥t 20201103 120.333287 22.622420
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kA A o BABMMA B BLS s F 2R P EE I mrE AR R B
R AR (WGS84)
1k i FRE EEDY WGS84-X WGS84-Y
1715T030019006 & # &4 4 8 4% 20201006 120.452135 22.468567
1715T030019008 A& & Rt 4 8 45 20201103 120.450872 22.46831
1715T030019010 A& & Ri & B 45 20201103 120.450753 22.466603
1715T030029002 & # %t & B 45 20201103 120.450671 22.470206
1715T030029003 A& # &4 & B 4% 20201006 120.449849 22.469137
1715T030029004 & # Rt 4 B 45 20201006 120.450432 22.468986
1715T030029004-1 A& % Rt 4 % 45 20201006 120.450432 22.468986
1715T030029006 & & R4 & 8 45 20201006 120.45242 22.470131
1715T030029008 & # %t & % 45 20201006 120.450771 22.469258
1715T030059003 A& # £t & B 4% 20201006 120.451573 22.465468
1715T030059005-1 A& % Rt & i 45 20201103 120.449362 22.466824
1715T030059007 4 im. Lk 4 20201201 120.448409 22.467146
1715T030059009 E ¢ Y1 20201103 120.450321 22.46531
1715T030089003 & a\,T,, Ko 4 20201103 120.448046 22.465618
1715T030089008 A& # £t 4 8 4% 20201006 120.446955 22.46379
1717T030129004 & & Rt 4 B 45 20201103 120.450428 22.460343
1717T030129005 A& & Ri & B 45 20201006 120.450538 22.459495
17177030129006 & & i & i 4 20201006 120.449439 22.459798
18097010089002 & # g4 & & + 20201007 120.480747 22.672238
1809T010089003 & # i & % 20201007 120.481216 22.671761
1811T010079002-1 A& & %t & % + 20201104 120.482335 22.671737
1811T010079007-3 & # i & 4 + 20201202 120.483352 22.673032
1811T010079009-1 & # gi 5 & + 20201007 120.482039 22.672657
1810T010189001 & # &4 & # + 20201104 120.490255 22.669505
1810T010189002 & & % & % # 20201007 120.490759 22.670021
1810T010189003 & & Fi & &+ 20201007 120.490641 22.670156
1810T010189005 % # &4 & & + 20201104 120.490637 22.668829
1810T010189006 A& & R4 & 4+ 20201007 120.489556 22.668997
1810T010189009 & & i & % # 20201007 120.491511 22.669292
1810T010349001-1 A& % Rt & 4+ 20201007 120.48813 22.667882
1810T010349005 & # Fi & &+ 20201007 120.488518 22.668136
1811T010339005 A& & R4 & 4 # 20201007 120.480655 22.668101
1811T010339010 A& & R4 & & # 20201202 120.481329 22.667535
18117010359004 & & % & % + 20201007 120.483131 22.666899
18117010359006 & & %i & & # 20201007 120.483679 22.668897
18117010359008 & # Fi & & ¥ 20210106 120.485014 22.668242
1936T050019003 & & fi § = 4% 20201001 120.491372 22.587968
1936T050019005 & & % § = % 20201105 120.490264 22587857
1936T050039001 & # gt i = o 20201105 120.491011 22588338
1938T020029003 & # Rhif 45 20201105 120.540621 22550123
1938T020029007-1 A& & R 4 20201203 120.541536 22.549584
1938T020039009 & & Rhi 4% 20201001 120.537745 22549447
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