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ABSTRACT

Study of Population and Landscape Genetics of Two Deciduous Oak
Species

Master Candidate: Q1 Min
(Forestry)
Supervised by Prof. Dr. Fang DU

Abstract

Quercus L. is a model species for studying ecological adaptation due to its frequent introgression
and strong phenotypic plasticity. Quercus aliena Bl. and Quercus dentata Thunb., belong to Quercus L.
(Fagaceae). are one of the most important forest component species in northern China. In this study, 12
pairs of nuclear microsatellite markers were used to explored the population genetics and landscape
genetics of Q. aliena and Q. dentata. A total of 279 individuals from 24 populations and 480 individuals
from 29 Q. dentata were genotyped. The main findings of this study were as followed:

(1) Genetic diversity of Q. aliena was greater than that of Q. dentata. The results of genetic
differeation showed that Q. aliena was differentiated into three genetic lineages: Southwest lineage, Qinba
lineage and MiddleEast lineage. Q. dentata was clearly differentiated into Qinba lineage and MiddleEast
lineage. The genetic divergence of Q. aliena and Q. dentata mainly existed within the populations based
on the analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA), with the MiddleEast lineage had the lowest level of
genetic differentiation.

(2) The degree and direction of gene flow among species and lineages were estimated through
Migrate-n. An asymmetric gene flow was detected between Q. aliena and Q. dentata with the direction
from Q. dentata to Q. aliena.

(3) Mantel test and redundancy analysis (RDA) showed that the environmental factors influenced
the genetic variation of Q. aliena and Q. dentata. In Q. aliena, there is significant isolation by distance
(IBD) and isolation by environment (IBE) in the MiddleEast lineage. In Q. dentata, significant isolation
by distance (IBD) existed in the MiddleEast lineage, while significant isolation by distance (IBD) and
isolation by environment (IBE) existed in the Qinba lineage. Gradient Forests (GF) analysis also revealed
similar pattern: the precipitation of the driest month (bio14) and isothermal (bio03) had a significant
impact on the genetic variation of Q. aliena, and the isothermal (bio03) was the most important factors
that affected the genetic variation of Q. dentata.

We compared the genetic patterns of the two species across their distribution ranges and the effect
of environmental factors to the genetic variation. The result of the study will provide basic knowledge to
explore the local adaptation and coexistence mechanism of Q. aliena and Q. dentata .

Key words: Quercus aliena, Quercus dentata, nuclear microsatellite, population genetics, landscape

genetics
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1.1 MERESE

111 MR AL 2 1 e

FREF I A% 52 — T TR B GEvh 555 7B AR ST P N B P ) &6 o7 25k (R 4 230
99 9 A7 AR A B 5 ) o 388 T T o 388 4 22 A5 P e LA T AR R) A8 1 Ry R a3 A T A L IR AR
TR AL B, AT ER N ERERR R 7 AN A (Wright, 1931).

TR 25 A% 2 PR i LY T ma - TR AT A E A, BIE — N EPR K B AL AS I F 2 AR
(ERAZ . BRI TIT N HEE) PSS AL R R AR 25 L —AM0E P AE
—ARACH AR HF T 2 (Hardy, 1908; Weinberg, 1908). & £ 2 [F ¥ 5 5% %% % /K (Fisher RA).
L 5 5B K FH(Haldane JBS) 38 I AL 7 MR (Wright )58 N A ST HH KT
SRS E A S TR T VI A B L R R . BEE DNA T HARRIK
JEAZFARIC 8, Rk T AR R R . H AR 5K Kimura (1968)
et 7ot s, PR UR A AE K ERAERRAERZ 2R, |
SRIEFEX TATT L TP B e AN EAE A, X e SR EE — AR L — AR BN L AR e AR R
[ 2 N oRECETHRA N, WM T 1K B, [RIF, B 2 28 kil 77 %
AVAH IR B2 AT, MR 8 A% S BT 78K B 58 3B (Hudson, 1987; Tajima, 1989;
Fu, 1993).

1.1.2 ML 2ot R N 25

TR 53 A% 22001 5 rh d L ) PN PR bR 8 Z AR AR S5 . ) L R isfL £
FEPEZ TR ER AP & PR S 8. EME b fEd, R, Bk
AR RPN B ARG B R R A e A 1AL 2. DRI, RIS AL 2 b
i ZFEVE R A% B BRI (MR B 2 AT AL s 3R A A 2 A JE A
A p 1 S R B X AN S 80T DL B B S P AL 2 R o 2 R BARTEHR
FEAERR, (RN R R R AR BUR. Rk, J5ERTEWE AL Z RN,
—ANFEXT R R 22 25 3L R 55 19 ' 43 L (proportion of polymorphic loci, p) KX igifL £ #
PEBEATHEIR . RUFPE b 2 A8 FE A7 A BB B 3 BT ISR I R A7 A8 H i A 40 B Bt
b, BRI G AT DG A AR 1B L A J A R TR 2 A,
FHIR T A [ 5o 5 DR 1A% A8 5 () R B (MEller and Tanksley, 1990). AA% S0 K A —
ANFRFE A (SR IR R, G vt — NP i R AL A S5 7 i DRI ORT PP Aik 1 R B 8 A (1)
PE(Kalinowski 2004) 275 — M AL R 2R, ANZRFEEGE 2T FE ) s
fEZ RN RS RGN 4ERF R0 E 2, ORI 2R — B A AT, R
AR, B Z A RIRE KA THFE 108 A8 (Nei et al., 1975).

T I8 £ 225 1) A2 H 8T A% A8 S 50 R 20 A CE PR PR BRI () R0 A8 A, — ROl P a8 1
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SICEREL Fsr KRG EIFNREAE 5, Fer BIVEH— B2 0-1: fESEBRBFFTH 2 Fsr
B9 0 I, FRUAFHHE R R RAS AN S, PG Mb: 4 Fsr BN 1IN, RE RS
Mo, Pt R LA R (gene flow)—REFEYI M P9 AN [ RPE [A] 1)
FEDRACHe, BEDRIRL R B R BRI R 8 AL A0 RBCE N, AhES M N B . BilanbE
BRI BN, BRI Rk D TS AR S5 R . IX R T M B R
PR AR AW, BT B, HPHiEEERES (Isoloation by distance, IBD ).
1M T AR S B G DR 7 1) 22 S B B DR A i i ek J& T AR A BRI IR B B, R BERG =
(Isolation by environment, IBE). 7E£8 L UM, fi H %0 Nm BIEEAMEAGEA
A R AR B B AR D BRI B AL IUAE, IHEH Nm = (1-Fst) / 4Fst Kt B EFR
(Wright, 1949). 7EfEYIH, KRZEFREL TR L#%, PR Ko K
A5 B E Tk A T REEAEI G R R U, ARFERD T 3EAT A& 3 B AR 2 R A i
AR, FBOLPEEN SMREE R AE MUK . Petit 58 AN (2005) G145 T 183 PR T
TR TR BB A A 25 B, R WIHERR T Th DR L brid 8% 70 A RN
0.14, #THEPH 4 0.09. 1 H 5475 BB K A AL, MR R AE
2 (BRI (Hamrick et al., 1992). 5% W XA, 268 BB KA B A1~ 2 Rl
58 20~200 fii(Ennos, 1994). [ 75 #AE 2 BRI PR A, A 218 A 2 Kk
IRFLFh BVBAL o4k AL 48 7= A VAR TR il 7272 H AT AE YD M 8 4% 22 7t
HEZNEZ — TRRFR, 2009,
1.1.3 28 35HTE

HRAZRARAS RV 2 [RIFE H AR A T IS - FERIEnE 245 G ARG R AT R E
57, FEEBEY L TIERE (Anderson, 1953). K2 5028 A5 1 K AR & )
AR ETERE SR, JLPRALEIANEYIE G R+ (Mallet et al., 2005). %
SIS AT DL MR 3844 A8 57 /K T (Whitney et al., 2006; Haines et al., 2019), H%E 5
M)A EA P s, NI A dris, B An 55(2017)%F A E 20 A7 B8R e 7 X
(Quercus austrocochinchinensis) M EM 5 X (Quercus kerrif) I 58 &2, B XX R
T IR EE ) RIS AT B R T X 8 2RI aks >, 390 1 R 75 X K 446 ) XU
AL 75 SR B L R DR AP R T o 2% A2 R AT ELIRBEET I A R TE . Zeng 52011 2R b
AL A S MR(Q. mongolica) ML ZRKR(Q. liaotungensis) IR 5Tt & L N4 ]
FAERIRASHB L | ARG ARPREIIE B
1.1.4 SRR 734k

EERA RS, JCHE S VY 40 (Quaternary, 2 Ma) S A% ) il 1 ARk 2. 35 52 5 A
LERYIF 0 2 RE 1 S5 P0Rh (¥1 45 44 (Hewitt, 2000; Hewitt, 2004), 5 DU 20 LISk 1S A% A5 1k,
i, TR RN SR B IR SR BE A 4 2.4-1.8 JTAFRT AR sk vk (Last Glacial
Maximum, LGM). /X SEONATIESEAR B, 2R M0 RS 43 s DX AE R sk oK B B HE R %

2



915

KUK i T 78 i » AEL A S 2 PRl R o 12 b X Py At i [ 0 5 R A8 AT B 1 ¥ 3
521 (Qian and Ricklefs, 2000). 40, FEUKEAGR A TIH N, MEUK)E Bk E a1k
HHET i B R R TR RO RS S o PEREAE R AR AL, T T T 2 BRI A AN
WHRe . IR BEYIMIE L. ERRBEN T, REEM B AAF T AE AR A
H R AR 2352 IR B, Wi 32 B3 1 0] A I PR 7 A o B B 1A% 2 M 85 0 08
RN ASAL PR, BRI RIAEE, IX LEIT 7% ()b mUp 2 BEXE T, 45 v [ P e 1L
(X R A B L DX R0 A2 VF 22 0 A ) A s e P, o 6] 1 o A ) R 8 -5 B8R B MR T
Fss o L Ay X T S0 R ) 22 A B I LA v [ D7 A7 ARV AR R <R
JE 3t ME BT 45 (Parmesan, 2006; Parry et al., 2007; Davis et al., 2001; Qiu et al., 2011).
1.1.5 BB R 7> 5 FRic SORFEMEIE AR o N

AW P A o AR IS 2T A T 2 4 T 5 i (Simple
Sequence Repeat, SSR)YFEA, NFCNFBIFHIEE, MITESFAridEH 1-6 Mt
HR IC B M R DNA P31, —fREZIRECN 10-50 Ik, B2, LEME, &
SENELF. 7 HEXT DNA i ZOREMRSEL fi(Edwards er al., 1991; Kelkar ef al., 2010;
Kalia et al., 2011; Guichoux et al., 2011a). EIRTH T2 751 504 T W0 Fh JE R 2H A (1) AN ]
BrE, AH R LT PP 91 K 22 R 51 R PT LIRS 1 9 3 ) 1 B SR e vt 514, JF Al 2
J& P ECRR AT I8 I, T2 RS . T LR oy AR C A E PR AL S N S A
P 73 5 bR ic v AR SRR R AR A 38 4% 0 AL ANg A% 2 R, 40 Zeng 55(2009)
FIF 19 X% T2 7 F AR e B8 98 % 15 BR(Q. mongolica)F1iL ZRAR(Q. liaotungensis)FiEE
WU A% AL, 45 R B R AR AN 52 3 AR R R )RR PN S A — ERR B B AL s A
FA A 22 7 Frac ik vl DAk 1) b (B ) 2 52 #7240 Lepais 55(2009)2 T 10 %l
BRI FIRCVRE 1R AR 3 B B B AR 4 DERMPIF(Q. robur, Q. petraea, Q.
pubescens, Q. pyrenaica) 72 L SN W RZ M, B FC A AR P M 2 18] 38 3 A7 AF 22 I A
FERRA BOREAL Pk LA T, 1 ELAM B =5 5 BEXS 2 S ANE 5 1816 6 — € B2
T, i DR oy T ARICAE AL DA RO RE R /N LA SR 23 A4 B IS T) 7 Tt Pl A 4% — e A
H(Gugger et al., 2013).

12 EMEEZMRATREER A

SOWIBAL 2208 — NS BIBTFL AU, RGO R AR SR SO AR A, AL
H M S HV IR 7B 2 1 TR, @ I S [A) LSRR R (BRI ) 1 S 2 R A AR
A X oAbt 0 5 PR BE R ZAH S &, SRR ORI ) 20 [R5 A% 45 Ky Gt 4] o A 85 4 1) S Jo 1
b N, FERE R PREE (EARRD TG AR SR SR A A fivis (Manel ef al., 2003; Rissler,
2016). B (1) FOULBAL A 50 5 OCTE 8 MM MO E 2 8] B9, DA R[]
AT sZ e A A I B AL R R Bl (Rissler and Leslie, 2016).

W oA X A S AR Re e SR AL S M . HhBR AN R IS B (A S I &R, RO IR
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738 S (R 2 B) R 5 S5O 2 TA) ROBEAR DL G, AATRE A L a3k A b S SR R R R i
>K(Bermingham and Moritz, 1998; Manel et al., 2010; Eckert and Dyer, 2012). 8L %
AT DX FR L B A P15 A R 2 A AR e A 45 ) SRR A% S T 9, RT ABE IR AR 78 5
AT T8 A5 AR S0k T IR AR A i AR X, DLIA BB Y 2 2 TR AH EL ok &R ) H Y
(Fitzpatrick et al., 2015; Sork, 2017; de Lafontaine et al., 2018; Du et al., 2020; £ K¥%E,
2020). HITYFh BT AL B H AR B R A WA, BMEAEAN RIS A, B Rk
FEOT FEX A RIPABE P& N, 1X— I FERR 2 4 Ja o B 8% A 2518 W (local adaptation)
(Williams, 1966; Kawecki ez al., 2010). AZ5E N2 AR B AR GRS BRI, 78
KR B ARG FEEAG S AR b, B A AR 7 e 3, MoRhaeng i ad oiode | B i 45
. RIAVEFAE . A PR AR IR L 2R AR AR i K P B BSCkA v E B X B A
&R e S (FET5, 2016).

XFRARRRER Y, HAHERE R EE R, PRF S, BEE LRI E
TN HE NLEE T, PR IAE R A AT 78 A B AR X 38 A% B A1) B S e SR 45T Dy
(Kremer et al., 2012; Hughs et al., 2008). C.A il 7038 AV 22 AR A FPAE A R [ 2 45 B
Y TROBE P8 S A B P 2RI & AR, FEMI R R SR HEAC BRI R T, AR AR S ) ik A
BAPORBE TR, AR b ANA] B¢ ek DR B A g K, (SRR RE M08 L B W o F P55,
1T 132 B PRS0 ST A 8 5 0, P Re S AR s ()0 N A 35 A% B A (Manel ez
al., 2003; Savolainen et al., 2007; Du et al., 2020; £ K%, 2020). 1 fifidE N gL
S F LA AT DA SE IR NS A 1) S I S AL AR [ P T AR v AT T i o) 2R ke
AR AL ) 1 FE f# (Hoffmann et al., 2008; Petit et al., 2013; Rellstab et al., 2015;
Kremer, 2016). %55 [ ZRRHHE il RPE RIS AR AL HE B SO A 2 — D EE N A,
T AT BAAE 437K~ R i 52 i 163 4 A8 St A B B IR 52 (R 32 (Maneel et al., 2003; £ &
#, 2018),

SOMIBAL S oy A f b, it A P AR I AR S R 4y AR G T AR R E S
B P B AH 5 rh Mgt A% A8 S s B X, AR DN K I B AR 5 O AIE 4fE (Westfall
and Conkle, 1992). 55t & 22 AT 700 i 1o BE 25 5% 25 (IBD) (Wright, 1943) IREERE ES
(IBE) (Wang and Summers, 2010; Wang and Bradburd, 2014)5%5& 3 4 7 B (IBA) (Wang,
2013) R VPAGHB PR IR 30 . PR IR 3R i A2 0 VR AR B2 5 a8 A i B 1 B S /Ko A ons
AN [ P4 S5 1 o NPT AT T L A R A B R (1) ) 288 A A B SRR FT A B R ) 4
TA% AR S S o G I 73 By ik RO 5 P05 2 1) AR 50 50 R SRR 7 1 4% 38 e 0 A 1)
Wi 82 DA B 1 D HORLA, W R 7V 2 B 2 AR B Ge it o M A AR A R (Sork et al,
2016). H ARG B IS 45 & 8 AL S [ 25 SR 1, SR TR PR A
TR ST Z A% &y etk oMl &) 2 07 VAL HE Mantel K561 T0R
73 M1 (Redundancy Analyses, RDA). H& T2 PG RL K 73 A PR IR 1 0k P o 63 4% 32 5 1)
ST RER — R IR ZE , T B AS A ARLRIE b J7 VAR 1A% A e A DR 13k A7 AR 2k ik

4
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KHE, T SUAH S 245 (Generalized Dissimilarity Modelling, GDM) 43 # F1 %6 £ #x bk
(Gradient Forests, GF)% 745 (Ferrier et al., 2007; Ellis et al., 2012). <F LA 4 HrHIJR
LR RN L E R EREE (20200 HIZRIR B,

1.3 #R B IR
1.3.1 52 BHRJE 17358

KPR BT (Quercus LY KRZIA 500 Fh, et KIE, Mg RS,
NS, T H AR, Tz AT AR W TR SEER A X, 2
Jb 24 BRI A G AR AR B B 2 FEME AT AR S BB B 2 — (Willis ef al., 1968;
Nixon, 1993; Valencia, 2004; Hubert et al., 2014). ¥rEEYHLRM AT AR, HHRS
K (R ] B R AN T2 () 2 S 5, BRJE 73 2R 1) — B AR 2 2 DR I A ]
@l (Rushton, 1993; Bacilieri et al., 1996; Manos et al., 1999; Kress et al., 2005). R Denk
£ NQQO18) T (173 IR R GUR AR & 73 L& SN R NN, J3 0l 72 Hh AT HR 2
(Sect. Protobalanus), A#HRZL(Sect. Ponticae), ¥k (Sect. Virentes), HHRZ(Sect.
Quercus), ZLERZ(Sect. Lobatae), T MIHRZ(Sect. Cyclobalanopsis), %475 ¥k (Sect. Ilex)
FFRARZH (Sect. Cerris). fEHE, MRIET 25040, & H BT V& I FE AR R I 34
SRIA AR FZAH A, BRFK RS AR RA TR N HEEZ T . RAEE K
A EFARRIEEIRSE, PRI E RBRPLS TR 13%, 23R E R IR 747 TH AR B
KA I Bl e IR S, 2017) . ¥RIBAE E AN BRERAH, LFHRA, HFX
PRI MR . ARPE I SIVE ] 40 A SR A AR, R i ERR LA 10 R, 1E
— LR N AR Y SR R MR, B ) AR A& B (Huang ef al., 1999).

PRJE T ) 2 S8 B KA ¥y A e 2 A8, W 9 R IR B A AEFh R S R 02, (HAR
WERE— EL4ERFYIM I SE B, SR W SR MBAE S A . BEDRIAC U &N R G B AL
IR YFF (140 Craft and Ashley, 2010; Gailing and Curtu, 2014; Cavender-Bares et al.,
20150 DA BR Ja A 1 A% 2 RO AIE 0 86 v T 8] DL KM P 38 4% 22 RE It R 5440 1)
WHAE, FERFUIERI S RAIGOL, F1: 1R/INREER R EBR(Q. variabilis) MIHEEE T 16 X
PR FACiER TR BRI R A B A 2R (R /DRSS, 2004). 1R85
JE AR RIHIX L HRER(Q. liaotungensis) FhEEEIE DNA £ 2451 DNA ¥ 20
%, WO ARARIIR AL 04, 487 T P SR AL AR R K RGE (B BE5E, 1998). Du
FENQOITME M A 5 FAnic M ERT I 1T NS ILER(Q. aquifolioides) it fE %
FEME . AL LSS R 2 R R R S RSO, S8 J5 25T cpDNA H#t— 25 7341 ) IE &
LR R I A5 ey, A i R G AR R e LRI 23 B = AN A S, 23 Dk 2T
MR b TE & (AR AE K34 X () o 2R BRI SSR MIERBUHARWT I 1 4 F [R]85 A1
IR 2 BR(Q. variabilis)« WRER(Q. acutisssima)~ FARK(Q. fabri)FVEARIEAR(Q. serrata var.
brevipetiolata)>KAR FURR T (8] JE RIS A1 8, 45 SRR AR [ 4 A RO RIS e ] 25 PR

5
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BIR 2 kA, R PRSI R AE AN R 2 I RRAN 2 (B AN B8 5k A2 (B =B,
2015).
1.3.2 MR SRR RS RRAE . M A7 S Bt 7 3 it

Wtk (Quercus aliena BT (Quercus dentata Thunb.)& 5%} £l(Fagaceae) Pk /&
(Quercus L)ERRA I A AR, FEpAAAERE . HA, sHEESEE X . H#
PRI A2 ) s AL 77 LU MR e 1 32 BERAR P 2 —, 40 A XU i 2 2R - P g
M IR IR 400 mm 55 %7K 82— H 21 P8 e v A W Ll kAL, B 2R 5 R
HRIG R, AR RS IR . PRIRAT . AT, R ARERRIEE Y 100-2000
KA FE e, &S AR AR G A K A TR AT AR Fr AR (R 2 [E 55, 2005).

JUE AL A AL (Hubert et al., 2014; Lyu et al.,2018) (B4 TR AEAE B2 7%
T MR 1-1.3 cm, W ARG IEES,  FoREEET AR, TomBhos; M
PR 2-5 mm, W EEERECAE, I HAAWRE KR e O R, A
AR P SR R L CR s MRLRR I /NS 2 BRI () /N 2% SE DD s R ) 52 L
Fh—F B35 Bl 58 K (Huang ef al., 1999). [FII), #HAER 02, S miIX AR 2T,
B4 RIFRNE MY, U ErhEife 2 A A& A LEE B AR Rl . A X ER
AR 0 i TLART T 25 27 07 T ARt 5 ] e ek 2 222 S X s R ) 4 0 2 9 3 4
=T 90%LA b CXIEE, 2018; Liu et al., 2018)«  E HI X HAR RN Felt 5 2 A 46 S PO
FO ) B DX 456 B N R AE 7T, 940 Nagamitsu 25 A H AR A KR 3E4T 7381
A B BB SRR T, IR0 AR BURIIE, 45 R W] B T 3058 57 Jot 1t Ao v A
58 FR) T A e 45 5 O AR P FLA R () A 25 YRR A (Nagamiitsu ez al., 2019).
Lyu &8 @ 2 7 FhRid F-2 ik DNA F BEER 787N ROBEYE Bl Y B R 5 [R] 98040
A HE MR 18] 1) 73 A5 B DRSS TR O AP 70 45 SR A W RV i 5 3L e AR 2 ) 2 R
A EARAT SR AE B T ) Fh (8] LR (Lyu et al., 2018) 0 Bk 17X /N JRUBE 79 PRI Ak AR A1 At
WAL 22 FEVEAIEAE A A 7T, 28 (2018) FIH 3 M4R44& DNA Bl 8 )
T R FRICHEN T Ze Cth DX AR B K BRI DK B 388 4 I

1.4 RXHHRAE . HAREERNRENX

1.4.1 WFITE N

ASCHET 12 M TR 5> F Al  7EXF R E 5345 IR RO AR Ff i s b i 2 5
]V RAE A b, IR TR AR R B 7E A 7] 20 A X () I 4% 22 FEVE AN 204K,
FEAd DA PN A0 Ao ] R 35 DR A R o [R) I $E R A ST S B, 0 BT s iR A ot
R R A 0 A1 Y L A ) et R 1255 DA B =Mk o 2 A X, R R AR AT 18 4% 728 S xo)
AR M IR R T 0 R
1.4.2 B HBIFE X

ASHIF SR A P AR A5 A% A AT S5 WA A% 2 5 V2T SUMBAR AT AR 0 b FE AT L] B 52
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2 HR S T3k

2.1 H#mRE

I ERE A & P EECEARANE DL CL4 R 3R AR RO AH DG S Z2 AT 2
i) I G B BT Ay AR O (B 2.1 a), BATIHE T e B IR AL R T 2018-
2019 =56 H [ (MR RO BT A6 20 A X AT S5 5%, IR RS FT R MFE M . A
SCHT R AR MR RO MR P e CL 7 56 1 PR AR LE A [ R G 23 (0 0 A Y B, SRR s 22
e b F AR ) o0 A B S X (B 2.1 a HHOREER Yo N T ARIESRBE IR AR
T, PrRARHIRE S TR 2 LU 26 (1) PASAN[E] B SRR 2 18] F 2 7 28 e 2 A
B 30km LA Fs (2) MU MR ZTAAE SRR TS 10m BL B (3) [F—APfF AR
Yo AR O3 A0 85 BE AT AR AR, MAREHEZR D 41 (4) BHWPCRE 122 1
T B R A A A, IR TR e, TCRA L HUER E . TR RE S R AT AR
PR ERERTRANGEEEN, IEXNEMEHRE 5105, HEEE . FHE
BR5E AL & Gt (Global Positioning System, GPS)XH &AM FIFIC K LA AT . iRk E(E
Boo BASRAE 24 MIARFIEE, 279 NAMAG W FIEE 29 AN, it 480 MAME. BT
SREETFIHEI 7341 LA SCRFEA AR E LB 2.10 FIEE 2.1

(a)

2.1 HEERATARAR 0 20 Af DX S8 (a) MR AE KL L (b)

Figure 2.1 Distribution area (a) and (b) sampling location of Q. aliena and Q. dentata



PR R RO IR A% S AN SOMB A ST 7T

R 2.1 MR AE il R AR AR B R

Table 2.1 Sample information of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

BHRFET BRTHEA

pLis S A AR “PHHBE SEE FHEE OBk E
Pop Location Number bio02 bio03 bio08 biol4
Wtk Q. aliena
LGD VLI LT R EH 6 8.27 25.51 20.95 40.00
SXJ ggé Al SR 8.27 27.31 19.32 39.00
YFS  BRPEE-FRIEZ AL 5 9.19 31.05 17.13 14.00
ZJL gzgiﬁﬁ’rﬁiﬁg HEs Ry 10 10.66 30.19 25.18 14.00
LYS V9B r i o 4 6.81 24.67 25.30 13.00
SLHT  Si/MAA S PH T+ H] 5 7.38 27.86 22.08 18.00
TJS ggé P2 A R R 9 10.02 31.43 13.47 6.00
HHG Bé@‘é EATR S AL R 9 9.98 30.41 16.73 5.00
DLT yﬂrﬁﬁ%‘%mgmgg PLAR T 8 11.38 31.02 24.35 9.00
PN
GSS VR =l IR H 14 9.27 28.54 18.67 6.00
HPS  BkPEE B &7 23 9.51 29.90 17.78 5.00
LPC PRV RIS & B2 Yok 17 10.38 30.45 19.60 7.00
LZ A48 28 [ i P A A A [l 6 9.18 27.33 25.58 16.00
QDZ VA FE4E FE BH T M R 17 10.51 30.11 23.75 8.00
SBP TR ATIL BB F1 AR GRS X 18 10.20 28.65 22.08 6.00
FRR
SBY  BRPEETE LK% XAz 9 11.32 30.42 20.85 5.00
WLS b MpEE S R 1l 18 12.18 27.50 21.38 2.00
WXS A 2 mEE AL 9 9.51 27.24 20.15 4.00
ZWY  BRPEE LT R 110G 12 9.43 31.03 16.95 7.00
ZYG PRV RS TP RE B A A 14 9.95 28.67 23.52 8.00
KYS  IWZRMHG Baril 12 8.88 24.95 22.92 11.00
SFS e ILX B 18 10.97 27.76 22.53 4.00
GSL b7 B3EAC M E A Rk 14 11.03 29.66 16.42 2.00
TSS VLA WELR TR LT 12 9.23 26.61 26.15 25.00
W Q. dentata
DGS WAL KT KRS 7 8.59 26.11 24.67 20.00
DLT yﬂ@é_\%mgxﬂ%g@mm&” 19 11.38 31.02 24.35 9.00
YNGR
DSG BRI ENS T RHO 23 9.73 30.23 19.07 4.00
GU Bt K HEKL 20 9.90 31.43 16.97 5.00
GSS  VH[EAE =TIk H 11 9.27 28.54 18.67 6.00
JLP WA TSR E S0 24 12.53 32.36 18.68 6.00
LHS  Ji[Fg 4 B EHMIGELTFARIX 15 10.27 29.00 22.20 8.00
LPC  PRPGE R T s e B D R 18 10.38 30.45 19.60 7.00

10
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3R 2.1
LZ WA SR T R TR AR 13 9.18 27.33 25.58 16.00
MTZ  BRPAABREHIMEES T 22 9.42 31.18 18.25 5.00
QDZ TR E5 44 T BH T MR 20 10.51 30.11 23.75 8.00
SYB R 7 44 BE ML EL S el 3 & 21 9.43 30.73 17.35 6.00
XTS A BH T AR AL & 16 10.72 28.22 2223 3.00
ZGS W EEA Tl T SR S E L 20 10.59 29.26 24.73 13.00
ZIYZ  ERT AR E R KT 8 8.30 28.82 20.03 19.00
ZWY  [REVEATE T Z0E 14 16 9.43 31.03 16.95 7.00
ZYG  BREVEE RS TR B B A A 16 9.95 28.67 23.52 8.00
JINRE P N 2 -
ASS ;ﬁé“Tmm*QﬁM$M 21 10.98 28.51 24.97 9.00
GSL W PE4E B 252 1B AR 8 11.03 29.66 16.42 2.00
JIS LT B PR T B L A [ 11 9.32 22.86 22.33 9.00
KYS WA & B 20 8.88 24.95 22.92 11.00
LJ ZRUEEILT A L 12 10.34 27.88 26.40 16.00
/\/\c Y /\‘EEXTH‘A
LTS ﬁgéﬁ%mﬁﬁt@“mm 14 1079 27.60 25.60 5.00
P8
MS IWARA RIS X 20 10.03 26.97 23.67 8.00
SCD W RENEM T A 16 7.24 19.36 22.02 9.00
SFS e B X B 7 19 10.97 27.76 22.53 4.00
MitE R 2 Wi EaT1H
SPSC 21 10.32 25.60 22.72 2.00
ety
WLS b AMEEZE R 19 12.18 27.50 21.38 2.00
A 2 /N A — A :ﬁ S
7ZLG IL A BRIR T BRI =2 T 10 12.11 25.28 21.83 5.00

PRk

2.2 SLIGFIE
2.2.1 F:F4H DNA B3 EL

AT T TIANGEN 120 & 52 OISR AR MR AN 11 ) DNA, =548
A TCER I T A A6 ) DNA B, )38 e &1 R 2% I TR 2 SRk 4k 2R 42 B DNA . $2HX
DNA KRR ESZ R T

(1) 7ES25 2 FiSEIT I KIsAR, ¥ GP1 BB AE 65°CHIME IR /KB HA T A 30min;

(2) B S RHE RSP B, A B RF R 0.015+0.005g HIFE &, REFRELSE
EERE S A ELAE 0.5em F/MRNERIL R CE R 2ml 18504

(3) AT B O TER S 2 BTNV R VKR 15min, 855 2508 TN S (X
W TS I R AR LS, LA 50r/s R JEATEE 5-10min;

(4) LEIE KB R N 700ul GP1 A1 0.7uL H B-3i3k 2.1 ;

(5) K LB RRARESNRG, TAIKIE#AF 65°CIKIE 20min, 7K B H) EE8E
RO

(6) FEIE XA H I 700pL B =5 e 2 808 IFRE 5 10min LUR G

11
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(7) B0 AE R AR IR B0 112000 rpm, 4°C)H B0 5 min;

(8) HXL—/NHT 2ml B0, W R/ B A R I HIEWUE T, A 0.7uL
() RNA B pricd, T =R FH#HE 10min;

9) HEEZ GREOLE TN 700ul =& Fht, HRESE 10min LUES)

(10) B0 7E S BATIR B OHLF LA 12000 rpm,  4°CHISAE T R ES 0> 5 min;

(11) HC—ANHr) 2ml 850, WL EJEW, N GP2 700uL, #5535 Smin LAVE2S];

(12) {E BB AL R 2P, 7 Sl IR = O ALH L 12000 rpm, 4°C
[ 2&AF T B0 30s:

(13) (RIFER A A (0 R, FFAEMR B A HRs n 500uL GD ()

(14) ZkEEE 0> 30s;

(15) (BB A R B 2, FRAEM PR AT HHias i 600uL PW CGEEBEVRD

(16) 4kELES > 30s;

(17) (RIBER A A (0 2, PR ORAE R B A PR 8 I 600l PW - (IR BERD

(18) W A v AR IR 2200 FL R 12000 rpm 4°C 4644 T 540 2min, FH31 481K W s

(19) KW M AETE =W A& TACE 10min, 2 50N 80uL ) TE (ZEhi), T
Ferh 37°CHI 2 AF T HET 10min;

(20) L5 R AT A iR IR B 0L 12000 rpm, 4°CHZ&4F R B0 2min,
ESO ) DNA P RAFAE-20°CUKFE 6
2.2.2 H:[H4 DNA Jf E46 5 5%

A8 FH B T B Mg FELUK (196D X B BRI ER AN B A N4 (1) DNA i AT H20
FIlr . BARRSCIGEAE R

INBEERERN TAE THETEHR(EUREA) R B B IR FE N 1% B IRRE B, e
INAGE B 2min ZVERRE RO B, BURHE I — A7 18 58 B 25 PR R 40°C
FEA  FEBR R TR P I AN AL BRI IR Yo Bl (TS-GelRed) 1L, FEEA—ANJ7 [H 48 2 51 (X
%, 2018). He W BN BCFAR (RIS ER A EA S0), K PARACE R
TFAEN, SERF 10min £ A7 AAREERT, K& fS IR BL 2L IXTAE HEK Ml — AT BN
LYK (6T, 2019) .

T MW B 52 P ik ) TR B R AR 40 (R DR /INRTFLRT F DNA K93 B H i Bodk AT 43
B, DMETE DNA FBerR /N e SFREANMAEL 3ul (1) DNA, B 2ul B Loading buffer
W, BRG], RERIRAMEREE 10pL IR AR CIn 2 RAR (1) /)Ml
HO (75 480K, 2019) o FEAE AR B EE — N/ ME R I 20l 1kb ) DNA Ladder /£ 4 Marker
S, Bam i, OB A IR IR, DNA FF 5 A A e IR
31, LEHEIKDUW FARBINFEFL, 130V 2548 T HVK 25min, T EIRHEVA R A% 2
B Gk EE S DNA MAHEAER ATEER DG T 2R 5, X3 AR DNA 247,

FH R A A (TTY 04S-3C) i I RAF L /- (1 2.2) (K3, 2020; F#EiE, 2019).
12
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P 5 A B R R A 5 6 6 B 1 (NanoDrop 8000) K A6 BT H2 B DNA )3k F& Al 4
%o KRG OD {ETE 280nm/260 nm 1 230nm/260 nm [ LU AR RAS M BT $2 B¢
DNA 51 &(#E1#, 2019).

Rl 52 DNA i, 2R EHieil DNA ERRE6H, 4 96 fLBF
HEZ DNA F i, B R HEF MK DNA B 20ul, IIANZEME TE 40ul #ike, il
UL T 5 SRR 5256 4T

B 2.2 HARAIHEAN ) DNA BER HLIK B
Figure 2.2 DNA gel electrophoresis images of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

223 B EESIYMIRTILS PCR ¥4

X LR R A AR 8 A 40 HAZ A T 51 kAT SCRR I B4R, FE M AR A A
YFid B 2 SRR AL S TR . 1 e T TR B 520G . P MHER AT M 55
3AAEMEE AR 4 DMK DNA JEATH 0, A8 BRI HE B F vk (2 %6 )3k 4T o1 2 1) 1)
Wi, Okt 12 55 BA ZB/MEMA AL 51T FIEE B L 2.2, FRATRH
POFP R ebric 058 : ROX (Z£8) ,FAM (Z.{5) ,TAMRA (E ) fl HEX (i)
BT 9206 (57 RIBHA POARICH M13 514))  (Schuelke, 2000; F KFi, 2020).
BAMAY ) PCR VAR RIL 15 pL (MK DNA 1uL.  Mix 7.5uL. KR 5I4-R
0.24uL. 5 K44 A M13 BIIE A 51 90-F 0.06puL. A % GFRC ) M13 514 0.24uL LA
K ddH,0 5.96uL), PCR ¥ ¥8FEF N: 7F 94°CAF N AR 8 min, 7E 95°C&4F T
A 30 s, {E 56°C/54°C46At FiB K 30's, 1E 72°C&HE NIEffi 30 s, X BIR 2-4 HE
8 MEFF, FJEAE 72°CAF N &M 8 min CXIEE, 2018; #EiE, 2018, Lyu ef al., 2018).
A8 FH B T R J FELUK Q%) W47 38 =itk A7 IR & e, Al J5 BRI A ABI3730 /74X
W 25T TG T ) PCR F=403AT B AN b Il (A st BERVED R TR A D, KA
PR AR TR & AT R Rl 96 /MR, it 2277 DS BANE HIK.

13
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2.2 WHERFIHRT SSR 51T FIE &
Table 2.2 Details information of SSR primers of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

Gk LA
SSR Locus

BOX

Wit
B E R
Ta(°C) Motif

5|%1F %) Sequence(5'-3")

ShrERKE

Allele size
rang (bp)

SR

Reference

GOT021

FIR026

QmC00716

PORO017

FIR015

QmC00932

DN950446

WAGO068

PIE271

QmC02052

GOTO011

WAGO066

56

56

56

54

56

54

56

56

56

56

56

56

AT

TC

TC

CT

AC

TC

AG

AG

TC

AG

TC

AG

AGAAAGTTCCAGGGAAAGCA
CTTCGTCCCCAGTTGAATGT

CTTCATGCACCAATTCCTCA

GGCCATGTATGTGTGCAAAA
AAGAGAACCCATTCCATCCC
TGA
GTTTCCCGAACAGTGGTTTCT
TGA
CCCATATCCCTCTACGAAAG
AA
CTGGAGATGACATAGTGTCT
CAAA
ACCCTAAAACCCCAATCACC
CGGATCTTCGGCTATTCTTG
AGGCTCAAAACAAAACCAAA
CCG
GTTTCCCCTTTCCCATAATCA
AACCCT
TCTCTTTCTCCGTCCATTATC
GC
GTTTCTCCACAGACCCCATTT
CcC
TCTGCAACAAAACCAAAACA
C
CGGAGGAGAGAGTCAGCAAC
CACACTCACCAACCCTACCC
GTGCGGTTGTAGACGGAGAT
CACACCCAGATCCACAAAAC
TCC
GTTTGCCTCTACGGTCTCCCT
CTT
CCCCACCGTCTACTCTCAAA
GCGTTCACCACGTCCATAAT
AACCTGTTTGGCTTCGTGTG
AACAAAAGATTGGGAGGTGC

111-128

208-217

261-287

140-169

128-138

247-260

155-185

165-195

197-247

250-300

197-255

128-244

Durand et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

Ueno et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

Ueno et al. 2010

Ueno et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

Ueno et al. 2008

Durand et al. 2010

Durand et al. 2010

2.2.4 GG PE b

B0 HE PRI 1) 25 R e GeneMarker(SoftGenetics) B 13E 47U T 1 132
Hl(Hulce et al., 2011). 1EHUIGE B S xf Bir G AR I W AT AR O, 8 48— 1
panal {EL AT BN AME R SEEL, HF B4 1) T30 . 235 55 T Excel 1) 414 FlexiBinv2
PSR B 1R AT VA — AR 3, FIERBR P BB AE B E ) I A S5 A B R Bt B R 22
(Amos et al., 2007). FJ& FHEH Convert R AFHEATA% X4, T J5 SLphaEE 4L 5 A
FOWMIE AL 2711 43 41 (Glaubitz, 2004).
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2.3 MEHREZED
2.3.1 BAEZFEE

AW FE E SEAE FH Convert BAK R 46 B4 4 11 0y genepop 4% 3\, #2745 18 ] GenAlIEx
V6.5 AT X A AR A AR AR AT 8 AL 2 AR 0 M, i3S HUR & E (Observed
Heterozygosity, Ho; Expected Heterozygosity, Hg)F1%5/7 3 K%L H (Number of Different
Alleles, Na) R VPAL AR AIMA FhHE (8045 2 0E 0, IRAE A T A ge KAl I 22 #1440 A
TGt = 235 1 (Peakall and Smouse, 2012). 245 5 7 U WEFFFE 18 AL A8 S FE
CEZNEIE 2R PR P gty i

AL, A A R AR oA S0 R, W7 LB & — AN PR A 1S 2R
KA FAEH Alleles In Space (AIS)UAH 5 FAF 5457 3 DRI 70 Mk AR AT B4 At B v 114 0 A 15
S LAE 3 PR 25 ] | (Miller et al., 2005). Alleles In Space (AIS)% 418 i & Hda 22 11
BT SRAEANL B 2 1) g — A R IO 2% T Wt o 7 ML ATR AR A A 25 A 8 2 1) 1) FA T 5
A FER ) 23 8] 0 A o B Seae B4 1) “Interpolate genetic landscape shapes” =, %
HIRE MR SR 50450, FEEMNSEa A 1. BTG srmf—> =4
A, Hod XA Y Bioef N TSR S LR A B, R R Z AR A S
FE K =EE EMiller et al., 2005).
232 WS

AHIE T =70 A AT 18 AL S A 23

STRUCTURE 431+ AR AR R B RO AR M b S5 7 25 DR 2 7 AR 1] 1Y) 22
KA STRUCTURE V2.3.4 FAER FUMHR AR A Tl 1) 15245 2544 (Evanno et al., 2005).
AT DU AL, KM L5 5 MR, IF HAR R R AR AL T e T P4
(Hardy-Weinberg, H-W)FLESCFHEUIRES . B BE 2100 IRFHF K P MCMC %48,
burn-in Jy 10°, A& R EARBUEE A WS K Oy 1-10, Hpx 44 K fH,
A 20 R (ERHE, 2018; Lyuetal.,2018). FEFBAT G &7 E — M-S A 45
BRI, 46302 Ja R AR 28 T A Structure Harvester A] # 4L Delta K {H fIH# 2%
I3AR, 1%EHE Delta K S KB R) K ABAE i i 2, e distruct v.1.1 3K
2 i 45 M A IR Bl (Rosenberg, 2004; Earl et al., 2012). #:35 #i4% STRUCTURE ]
SERGIHRS RO 1, T AR BRS0BS54 A . AR4E O 14,
FAFEEAN PR 7 15 DU &AL B 5 BB . RS, R AreGIS ver.10.6 4
E AL R RS R, KRR AR AR Y 15 4% S5 4 DLORIR I T2 sUR AL A |,
VESRRAAG R A R A8 A 285 44 i B 23 A7 [&l (Beyer, 2004).

FIRAITE ERAH: 8 GenAlEx V6.5 oAtk 5634 B 28 45 B AE AR K
S AR RIS A 7 335 4T 32 A8 A5 43 BT (Principal coordinate analysis, PCoA), B iE—
A IS UE TR B35 A% 0 A3 o 32 ARAR 23 BT 32 50 BT e T A Mo Bl AR AT SR 2R AT
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Xof T B A (R AR AR [ B DA SRR AEAE AP, PRt B B vh fe 2 ) ARAR EAT 2. £EA
PRIKF b BT 07 22 BE RN HE B R AR AIE ) &R R 35 5 (Team, 2018)H ) “adegenet”
PR E 0 (Jombart et al., 2008) X ik bk AN B4 A B 372 1T = 1 79 (Principal component analysis,
PCA) /3 #T

DB FIHZE (Analysis of molecular variance, AMOVA) 43#T: fiH] Arlequin
V3.5 B, 221000 % CE ko d6 Rk MIARHER AARHR Ao [A) RO B N IR 18 4% 43 oK~
(Excoffier and Lischer, 2010). Fh# ] E4% 73 AR BE A8 FHEEA% 0 Ak R B For RABRE,
B Fsr FEBE T 10, RoRMBEABCRII MG, BEALERR, 24 Fsr BMERER
T 0 I, FORFHEER 0 AR BN B T Ak
2.3.3 B[R

AT FE MR IR A 9 RUBEAR 3R B0 P, 32 B EEAE A 35 AT 22 DR [ B 4 o 58 #8k o
AU —Fp DIt J77%: Migrate-n V3.6 SKVEAL Y0Fh BIANYDF0 N A [F] 15 2 2 (8] ) D)
S 3L R ) R ZNAT T 8] (Beerli, 2006) . Migrate-n J& 3& -7 4L {47 Bz shid i i 25
{5 0 CVUfEsA ROMHE R/ IR AR I RAEZ) M G FRLIRARZ) Skfl H LK
T K /N7 9] (Beerli, 2006; Beerli and Felsenstein, 2001). X F-4%4 ] 13 K 75 [\
HKeih, HIRWE 3 FATREMBAL: OXEDFLAEMR AR 2 B XA 2 ;s @R
WERBIM s @RI MM BIHER . SR 50 TR E 5 ML MCMC K
B, BAEEE 10000 1A GX BAIEAEGERR AER 2B, B Ia17 I 1A 234
RZHEHD, Burn-in % # 9 10,000, FE T 3-5 K. BMERTH 5 G5 22 42— A PDF
A, XA BN S5 SRR ARSI . B S o i A = B AR T AT B 1 3 B T e R
(marginal likelihood, ml), 83 115 U117 K 1 (bayes factors, bOE A & fx (AL : bf
= g [In(mi(Model 1) - In(ml(Model 2)] 43 7o S A5 7Y (14 1 R ] REMEAE RO, BEZY Rk i, 15
AR RY ) 6xM RN P15 21 1) B R (K ass and Raftery, 1995).

2.4 SEVIREFESH

2.4.1 AT AR E

M WorldClim Version2 #4522 T 24 BRAUR T g £t , A8 /KZ&RE7). I
JE ORBHAR S AN XGEAE N 55 1)U R 1 BL & 19 AMEV AR BN 12 S H IR
7K, FEiE 103 ANTEE T, iEE 1970-2000 4 1 SAREEE M, 43 HF4%IL 30 seconds
(Fick et al.,2017). {H ArcMap BAFHEHUEEANRAE RS E o T IREEI 2 MR
& R Z Al AFEAH DGR R, BRATFE R 15T W8 “usdm” bR H0dE A7 7 Z K R 17
HT(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF), 18 ix i £ 2 PR AR 7R Ao e 28 4 (1) 7 B R B DAY BRIX Fof
FHRR AN S RBFH0, VIFAEKRT 0.7 AR TR, Bk, fRE VIF
BT 0.7 B R T Ja e 5000EHE 7 1 73 At (Naimi ez al., 2013).

16



MRS Tk

2.4.2 MM L

AW 2 8501 Mantel £:36, Mantel 55672 P4l PR35 67 25 (Isolation by
Environment, IBE) 13 ¥ % 2 (Isolation by Distence, IBD)H B, it kb A s/t 33
PR B M S8R A R 2 TR DG AR, KA DU AR A AR e B () 8245 A8 St 5 Ao/
P 2 8] ) 9% A (Diniz-Filho et al., 2013; van Strien et al., 2014; Strien et al., 2014 Manthey
et al., 2015). B et SRR N FIRE 2 (B BN (B AL 404k Fsr fH, A2 Rl Fst FREF 1158t
f&#E % Fst/ (1-Fst) {8 (Slatkin, 1993; Rousset, 1997). 3% 1 | R 1& 5 H ) “geosphere”
B 5B a0 N 2 0 PR AR SR T SR REASR TR ot B b B PR B 4B [ (Team, 2018; Hijmans,
2014); 1 “ecodist” B ELLXT bio02, bio03, bio08 I biol4 VYA Mgk Pl 1 it 545 Hi#l
BRI Foh 2 ) I 55 2H B 0 B (Goslee et al., 2007). fx)o, A48 ] Mantel #4556 % 11
SR U (10 353 A% (P 5 R OO P b B 455 P 0 R 3R A 40 B B K5 A0 R A 3 0B A% 7% e (1) 5
Wi o [R) IS A5 FH fl Mantel A 56 fifF 75 24475 il PRI sl i M B PR B I, it A B B 5 3R B i
B 2 6] [ 2R PR AH 25 5K & (Smouse et al., 1986). f#H 10,000 B #eHEFI 436 A4 43 BT (1)
B, A K E RN 0.05,

AN Fh M 53 8T 77 102 TU A 2 T (Redundancy Analyses, RDA), iXFh 777k nw] BA
K [ENE T S R MRS G, G RRE AR A & Sine AR & 34T 2 oo lRNH,
AR I AL AR AR R R PR EEAS 115 0 (Legendre and Legendre, 2012; Lasky et al.,
2012; Sork et al., 2010). FREZHAR 1A S MR AR 0K i 20 24 FE 2 s A 1
AAMERT R 4 ANUERFHER (R3ET5 Z K R 70 b 25 BR IR 2R MR = R
bi002, bio03, bio08 M1 biol4), I ALEE )4 N SCAF RN MRSEAL R KA ) 12 5]
T PCAE. M BRI Ry B AR, BB E VAR, AERIEFH
It “vegan” R £t (Oksanen ef al., 2017)K#ATTUR M. A 999 B HeHEy R 50k
DAk 23 BT 0 S5 3 1 o (RIS JEAT O TC AR 20 AT SR AR 5 2% & B8 £E 7 At 348 R] - I = fge BT -1 )
AR, DARAE S A A R B R R [ 2R MEAH DG R &R
2.4.3 AEEME T

15 JZ #R MK (Gradient Forests, GF) 1E NBEALARMR ) LB A8, 38 3k 3 A8 70 1 7 A =,
15 B &S TN AR B R (1) 183 A% A0 S LA, PSR BRSSP0 2 [R) B AR e 14 56 &R
(Ellis et al., 2012). {ERRJERRM T, B Jafli M 245 18 Bdm N 2 BRIt 2
PE G 4 NS5 (61002, bio03, bio08 A1 biol4)VE AR R M A, HEAD
T v A A (10 45 A7 DR A0 26 A Dy it AL B B N S . SRS AE R B AR A
“gradientForest” M1 “extendedForest™ bR £ 0, A I iy 34 A0 A fige PR] 5 6T A AR AR AR Ao 5 362
75 5 () 50 (Liaw and Wiener, 2002; Smith et al., 2012; Team, 2018).

17



PR R RO IR A% S AN SOMB A ST 7T

18



3MRER

3.1 HERFNHHB R FELEEE AT

3.1.1 B

8 FH GenAIEx V6.5 ZET 12 % SSR A7 s tH 5 1 MR MRS 2 Mo (1) 8 4% 2 461
8 %0, B3 M 24 A (observed heterozygosity, Ho)~ 2 4% & J¥ (expected
heterozygosity, He). ANIFISE A7 FE K% H (number of different alleles, Na) A K H A2 R %L
(inbreeding coefficient, Fis), HARLE LUK 3.1 Fron. WARFEERMN 24 & E N 0.63,
WEEIRETEDY 0.65; WA FHEERIIIZR & TE 9 0.60, HEIAEE )Y 0.63, HiFREfL
SRR T S . MR, RERREME 2 R, IR
FARCR, HIXTBURER P AR R ORI EE 2708 0.69, 0.61, 0.59; HIEZG
JE 53508 0.66, 0.63, 0.61) FEMIRIFIEEAH, Z8 LR AR MIBAL ZAEEKT T AR B
Bidk CUIMZEE R34 0.63, 0.59; WG LD 0.65, 0.62)0 XA NELRH
R RT TR, 85 RS RES M RN EE Z IR R E 27 Sk
DRI E 25 [B] PR 3 AT 45 SRR B s AN SR AR AL A2 A Ao, 6 o [ 10 22 U2 Ll B 2R T B i
RIMPRE N A SEALEE B, W 3.1 Fios.

3.1 WRRATHEA A% 22 PR B 4
Table 3.1 Results of genetic diversity of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

gt FNEREE RMAEE HEXEE EREY
Pop Na Ho He Fis
bk
MR P R A R
LGD 4.5 0.70 0.62 -0.1
SXJ 5.25 0.71 0.62 -0.13
YFS 4.25 0.68 0.59 -0.15
ZJL 6.75 0.53 0.63 0.13
LYS 458 0.70 0.63 -0.07
SLHT 5.83 0.62 0.68 0.02
TJS 6 0.65 0.69 -0.05
HHG 6.08 0.62 0.64 -0.08
FHE 5.05 0.61 0.63 -0.07
MR Z LA &
DLT 3.58 0.47 0.47 -0.01
GSS 6.75 0.5 0.65 0.14
HPS 75 0.58 0.65 0.1
LPC 8.58 0.6 0.71 0.13
LZ 6.17 0.61 0.72 0.09
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%% 3.1
QDZ 7.83 0.63 0.63 -0.05
SBP 6.67 0.65 0.65 0.08
SBY 4.83 0.63 0.6 -0.01
WLS 6.58 0.57 0.6 -0.02
WXS 4.17 0.59 0.56 -0.02
ZWY 7.75 0.65 0.7 0.03
ZYG 5.67 0.6 0.66 0.1
FIE 6.08 0.69 0.66 0.07
R AR R &
WLS 6.58 0.57 0.6 -0.02
KYS 4.92 0.66 0.59 -0.15
SFS 7.5 0.6 0.62 -0.03
GSL 6.5 0.63 0.65 0.09
TSS 5.08 0.6 0.6 -0.09
FME 5.95 0.59 0.61 -0.04
p <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
SOPIEE 5.97 0.63 0.65 0.00
o
i 28 B &
DGS 5.58 0.64 0.62 -0.06
DLT 7 0.6 0.68 0.12
DSG 8 0.68 0.7 0.02
GU 5.58 0.6 0.64 0.04
GSS 6.42 0.61 0.69 0.09
JLP 7.17 0.56 0.68 0.12
LHS 7.33 0.6 0.65 0.1
LPC 7 0.53 0.66 0.1
LZ 6.58 0.56 0.67 0.11
MTZ 8.5 0.52 0.69 0.13
QDZ 7.33 0.62 0.64 0.01
SYB 7 0.58 0.63 0.01
XTS 7.58 0.64 0.68 0.06
ZGS 6.83 0.61 0.65 0.02
Z2IYZ 4.42 0.63 0.59 -0.09
ZWY 7.25 0.61 0.63 0.01
ZYG 6 0.48 0.59 0.1
FiE 6.53 0.63 0.65 0.07
MRS R 2R R &
ASS 6.83 0.62 0.65 0.06
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Figure 3.1 Spatial analysis of genetic variation for Q. aliena (a) and Q. dentata (b) (X-axis: longitude of

sampling sites, Y-axis: latitude of sampling sites, Z-axis: the private allele richness)

3.1.2 iwfLgsE

FeT 12 X B B E AT 5T D37 52K STRUCTURE 73 #4821 B /n it ik
FOMEH Fh R AR B T M SR OIS, 0 TR (206 R (2R (
3.2a). JMEMIE THIARFREE STRUCTURE 4558, it 44T K 5 Delta K 6 R K%

K {55 InP(D)*F#)1E, 13 B AE K=2 Fl K=3 I} # 2 e fE
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P AR RIS S A FORLRAS AT 7T

), MRARFREAE L A Va2 MR AN SR, RERRPRI K, 4 K=3 Bk
P St —20 00 T AN &R, AR DR L 20 A0 X6 B T P R A R A AR AR SR &R (B
3.2b,¢) HIHIE T MR AhTER) STRUCTURE 45 JAE K=2 W Ntk /04 5, W T
R R AR &R, P RAEMWER 404 T rp B 22081 ik & b [ R S X (A
3.2d). AT HEIEMIER STEUCTURE 255, 38k X AR AR AR Al e 4 AR 1 7R
A RO EHATSH I LI E AL S5 M L ER 0 AT B, W 3.3 o MR AR 2%
R AAEAE R R RS, T ELETE BT 1) 2 A SRR .

() i fib

LS
KYS
WY
DGS
SFS
QDpZ.
LJ
DLT
LPC
GSL
LZ
GS
MS
SPSC
MTZ
2GS
JLP
DSG
XTS
SYB

fitw 2= LR &

i

] = N 2N 0 © A ®» &
a =] =
2 R = = %

TR T
g2 28 3

& 3.2 (a) M ERAIHEAR A ) 7E K = 2 ) STRUCTURE 23145 5 (b)AI(c) 73 B AMIARFIRELE K =2
AK =3 IR R IRRIEDL; (W RIEELE K =2 IR A R SRS 0
Figure 3.2 (a) STRUCTURE results of Q. aliena and Q. dentata at K = 2; (b) and (c) are the clusters of
Q. aliena within the populations when K = 2 and K = 3, respectively; (d) Clusters of Q.dentata within
the populations when K = 2
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Figure 3.3 Results of Bayesian cluster analysis of Q. aliena and Q. dentata populations based on SSR

datasets. (a) population of Q. aliena at K=2; (b) population of Q. aliena at K=3; (c) population of Q.
dentata at K=2.
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FRAE 12 X5 R 7 F AR e 2 TR KT 1) PCoA FIMA K (1) PCA 3 i 45 3
T AR 25 5 o J T30 AL MO B R 55 ) PCoA AT, MEHERFIEE (40D RO FhEE (20
f£ PC1 #2253 B3, T DAAERRR N8 X 70 0T (&l 3.4 a, PCL = 26% ). HiHH Al
WRRRAREE 0 2 853 o0 AT 2 BH , T M AR Rl B (1 225 SRAE 28— 32 o0 AR il 4 PR R A R
X ik, 7R = R AL brih ol AR R RO ZR A RAEFIX /3 TR (K 3.4 b,
PC1=39.2%, PC2=18.2%); HUphE:TMb Pl i 5 AL 8 — o Al b4
KE RAREH R X IF (K 3.4¢,PC1=28.5%, PC2=11.7%). [AK, FETMk
ISP PCA 23t T DUREHAR S5 R X 23, DL MR P 1 25N 2 S
S R AT LA 2, (EAMEZ [ A A SIS, 1X 5 STRUCTURE 45
F—3. PCoA N HTHIX 7 RRE: PCA /M X 43 80047, FF HAE PCA - #r ik
=AM RAN A B ZER T W AN R B (B13.5).
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== ‘. ‘
PCI1 (26.1%)
(b) 0
Hel T
<
(o]
o
S
= c
= R AR R
= R E L R ®
O BB Rk R ®e
PC1 (39.2%)
©)r—
Hi bt
g ®
= [ ]
= ® o0 oo ° "
~ )
N ® [ ]
= o o0
[ ]
= W R ®
m i B AR

PC1 (28.5%)
] 3.4 HEARAIHB ) 3 A BR 20 BT (PCoA)
Figure 3.4 Results of PCoA (principal coordinate analysis) of Q. aliena and Q. dentata
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P 3.5 HARAIHR 4 32 B3 2 A 45 R (PCA)
Figure 3.5 Results of principal component analysis (PCA) of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

FTF SSR 7 THRICHIZ T 5 Z 0 T (AMOVA) 45 S Angk 3.2 AR, Toie e
WRANTE L LM P A A, R Y5 AR 5770l (Percentage of variation )R A1 1% 48 57
FEAEAE T RN (AR 88.6%, BN 89.7% ). [AIR 43 B X &40 Kl i#E4T 1MoL
[¥] AMOVA 54T, 25 B R BTEMAR AL R, =AM R 2 A I 8A% AR SRR FE B 1% (4,496
FEVE IR R (Fst=0.07)F1Z8 EEk; R (Fst = 0.08) 1B 4L AL K FAHZEA KR, HHREH;
AL K B (Fst = 0.05) o TEMHR FREE o, Ao 2R 308 R I8 A% 0 A 7K F (Fst
= 0.05)Z/NTZR B R IEE K (Fst = 0.1); B MR Z B GFE B 2
BAKHI(2.5%) 0 HbAR, S0 EEMERFIMRE P A R 2 1R A5 28 AR T) DL SME 7Y )
AL AR EL, W LUE HOR AR M (0 18 4% A AR ZE AR

# 3.2 FETWRFIMA 1R 53 2 50107 22 3 W 4
Table 3.2 Results of Hierarchical analyses of molecular variance (AMOVA) of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

AR FRIE 75 (%0) B MMLERE
o H B df "

Source of variation Percentage of variation Fst

g3

WARTE R B R

Among populations 7% d] 7 7.2 Fst=0.07

Within populations Fh# 108 92.8

WHRREE R

Among populations Ffa] 10 7.8 Fst=0.08

Within populations F### 4 283 92.2

R R R

Among populations F 7% d] 4 5.4 Fst=0.05

Within populations FHE A 143 94.6

BT BIRRER A

Among lineages ¥ £ ] 2 4.3 Fsr=0.11

Among populations within lineages 20 7

BAR WA TR]

Within populations F### 4 523 88.7
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43 3.2

e

WRRERR

Among populations F#Ed] 16 9.5 Fst=0.1
Within populations Ff# A 561 90.5

W h R AR R

Among populations FfE[A] 11 5.2 Fsr=0.05
Within populations FhE Py 370 94.8

B W Fine

Among lineages £ &[] 1 2.4 Fst=0.1
Among popqlations within lineages 97 79

GEI N '

Within populations Ff# A 931 89.7

3.1.3 FhEEREAIR

R TR AR AR P N 90 2 TR) S He & B 22 2 1) | 22 DR A8 3 () K /N AR 7 Tl
ABFFUAE ] MIGRATE-n of 35 K] 22 7 (55 B EAT 207 45 R 03 3.3 Fiom e TR 1
WROAR AR Pl 2 TR A7 AE FE X PR B DRI, AR AP B 2 DRI 47.6, MR A i i 2
RN 61.5, 1My H LR B 77 [a) 32 222 AR B ER . FEMARFE, =R (A
[ 7 s B R T [m) E B NP AR RBIB M R (Nem=46.2 vs Nem=35.3), LK
ZOM AP R (Nem=48.2 vs Nem=36.1), i PUrd ks 225 L850k & 2 6] ) 5
R (Nem=14.8 vs Nem=16.6). T RIEH RSG5 R EM RUNEER R 5V
17 52 2 B PR A AR PR ) 2 DRI o AHAR A %) PR AN B 3R 22 TR) A7 A AR X R ) 2 R
m, EREHEREPRAERZE, M RE R 2% O RTT AR (Nem =
50.1)5 & J7 1) EHIE R (Nem = 42 )M A EBCRZE R, NAEXRFREERR . EEBR
77 Ml MR R BB R BN R AL R, SHRAE B R T i 2 R 1) — 2.

3.3 WRARAIHA 0 JE R 0 s R
Table 3.3 Result of gene flow analysis of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

%Iﬂﬁ Nem
Wi W R ZBEKR FEHEREIBER - REHR PHRIPER
S 61.5
[49.2-67.3]

R PG 482 16.6

G [35.1-51.9]  [8.4-20.7]
HHEZEE 36.1 46.2

B & [29.3-36.7] [23.9-69.6]
AR H 2= 14.8 35.3

kG & [8.6-20.5]  [23.6-45.2]
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43 3.3
et 47.6
[43.1-50.7]
i Z= 50.1
EA [42.1-53.4]
MR A 2R 4.4
kL & [36.8-44.1]

VE: Nt BROFIRER/N, m: ERBHE

3.2 HARAIMM B R IERZE S
3.2.1 Mantel £ 5

I 7 ZE R R 7 o0 AT 25 BR SRR A (W R 7 J5 (VIF < 0.7) B &4k th 4 NS 7
TSI FIAEZRME T . 4 AN SAEE T3 702 bio02 G HEZE), bio03 (F5
P, bio08 (FREIRZEN TR Ml biold (T2 HAMMBKE), BAAENFEK
AREHE WA 2.1,

TEMERFIAE S, Mantel K256 HI45 RIER T RAA AR B R P A71E 232 1 Hh 2 RS
2 (IBD) (Mantel’s r = 0.7, P = 0.03) I3 5[5 B (IBE) (Mantel’s r = 0.6, P = 0.05), £/
PR AR %5 BB R DL BTG e o 35 A Ao ) 28 b 3 R B BB S, il 3.6 BTl
fii Mantel f30H7R THEA—BIGE R : USSR, AN R R R P H
T REMEEERES(BE) (P=0.05) ; 24t B 55 0 s2 R, Fim A R R R R
HZR IR &R DA BT P R A AEE NG RR B (P > 0.05) (K 3.4).

FEMRFRAE R, Mantel K56 )45 53R BIAE AR B0 b RANZE AL R TR 38 f7 A8 W3
[ HbEERS B (IBD), (HAEFTA AR R ARAS I BB FE E (P=0.41). fEREH RFPAF
122 Z IR B (IBE) (P = 0.01), 11 7E 1 AR &k 5 BT A MR Foie o AN AE PR I R
BI(P<0.05) , WK 3.7 Fisn. i Mantel £530 %I, 4IRS A2y, E%
R R A 2 7 R PR EERE B (IBE) (P = 0.05), {H7EHZR 5k R A PTA FhfEh A
FFAEIREERR (P <0.05); T 445 H PR T EE B A se M, oh AR R A I 2 1 25 1)
JH B FE B (IBD) (P = 0.05) (£ 3.5).

g BB M R, FEMERFREE R, R R R R BB AL AR S 2 A B Hh
B I AN IR BT RS B R o FEMRHRE AREE R, A AR R 2R 0 0 A AR S 3 7 B B O S 1)
SO, 2 TR AR AR A3 S 2 T R 85 ) AT A A58 o 8 U R T A L PR B 8 A
358 P B9 0 RR A B RT MRS ot 8 P 38 A8 S /P B M AN (3
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Figure 3.6 Mantel tests between (a-d) geographic and genetic distance, (e-h) environmental
and genetic distance in Xinan lineage (a, e), Qinba lineage (b, f), MiddleEastlineage (c, g) and all
populations (d, h) based on SSR loci for Q. aliena.
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BZEC 7 S
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.2 s g
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RS g 2
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& . : e
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B 3.7 TEMHRRPIEIE T SSR A7 s 2R A R(a, ). AREBEL R (b, e)FIFTH FEE(Cc, D, XidifE
PHES EIAEERE RS, 5L BE B 5 B EE B E1T Mantel £558 145 R
Figure 3.7 Mantel tests between genetic and environmental distance, genetic and geographic distance
in Qinba lineage (a, d), MiddleEastlineage (b, ¢) and all populations (c, f) based on SSR loci for Q.

dentata.
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3.4 WARF L Mantel k6 56 45 S
Table 3.4 Partial Mantel test of Q. aliena

WHRFI R R WHRR B R R R R Fr A W RR A B
Mantel’sr P 1{H Mantel’sr P 1& Mantel’s r P& Mantel’sr P {H
?EFD%BEJ% -0.21 0.74 -0.02 0.53 0.39 0.05 0.16 0.12
Ny
Tg?lgm = 0.05 0.44 0.05 0.32 0.22 0.25 -0.04 0 .66
3.5 M AP R Mantel£6 56 25
Table 3.5 Partial Mantel test of Q. dentata
W= B R WP R 2R BB R B M b
Mantel’s r P1{E Mantel’s r P{E Mantel’s r P{H
== g
EEmE 0.01 0.48
IBD 0.05 0.30 0.28 0.05
S =z S B
Tgff'l}m & 0.24 0.04 0.19 0.20 0.02 0.41

3.2.2 JURHT

BT 12 WA 3 AR 0 WA AR B MR 1 10 A5 AR R EAT TUAR 23 T (RDA) 73
HT AR TUAR 73 BT (PRDA) 7T (43 il il A A I B AR B (R 2R, RER AL AL B AN
by PR AR 8 S0oF A AR TR X 9 AN 0 ) 8 4% A S A XK S ) o RS M A8 B DA St B AR
L {E (Eigenvalue) . 28 @R (PVE) ML 2 MK F(P) S5 R AN 3.6 Fis.

WHERFIAER) pRDA 45 SRR IAE A M, AP 75 g% 22 S 1520 (PVE
=2.7%, P=0.001) KT HFP 7R EL 3 7 50 (PVE=1.8%, P=0.001); fE74
Mk R, SAERF AR R (PVE = 13.6%, P=0.001) [FIFAE KT Hig
KlF (PVE=6.0%, P=0.02); {HIEFARELR (P=034) MELEKER (P=03)
SRR AL e AN 2 . o, fEPE R R T RDA M4 R 2R H
BZE bio02. S5 iR ME bio03 MR 2= 11T 2318 B bio08 % 18 4% 48 7 I 2 M HL K, pRDA
25 R R FE IR bio03 M+ 5 H 47 /K & biol4 HISEHELK; ERLEE R,
bio03 X I ALAR S I RE M B K, 45 i O R R BE AT, biold o 18t A% A8 55 (1 B2 ) i
K EFREERT, bio08 WEtfL8 F fsem i ok, sl i ER PR 22 /2 iy, Wit
FEAR S I 520 B K IR biol4 (R 3.6).

W FRAEER) pRDA MIZE RERAER O RAMPTAME T, BE2 R 23S %K
¥ (PVE = 3.6% and PVE =2.2%) WJ§ME KT HHE K F (PVE = 1.9% and PVE =
1.1%), TAEH ZR AL b, Mg R0 8 AL A8 S R s el [RIARBR A — FE AN 235 (P
=0.15). Hr, EFEREE R+ RDA 255 7R bio02. bio03 Fl biol4 X 15 445 57
A WE W, PP I pRDA 25 RR W, Sl 2= 1151 bio08 XT 15 f%
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ARSEIRISA R £ 2 BB RN (1 BT AT Rl o, RDA [RI45 RAR 7R bio02+ bio03
A biold X BALAL A WEHW, HIEHIE R RN, SEHRTE bio03 X% B &
ANFTA R R AL R iR R (3R 3.6).

# 4 RDA Al pRDA 145 RER WAL P MR 1 045 X N, TETR 2R I 2 A A
PR DR 2R AL 3 A S 2 S M A o ) AT AR 5 o MR R R R B R A S TR B
R -Rve: 1k TSN D 2 R R S SR 1 S A RS RS S - A RSP
FHHMEMRRFEE b T 2 H B K & bio 14 FAEIRE bio03 XHEH &AL 5 .3 152,
T ZEMEAR P - S5R 1 bio03 X I 44 48 A i 35 R sl

%% 3.6 MARAIMR FPAE PR T SSR A% AL 57t 15 U A M P AR B8 2 [ ) RDA Fifli RDA 45
Figure 3.6 RDA and partial RDA results of the genetic variations related with climate and geographic
variables of Q. aliena and Q. dentata based on SSR

JUARSHT RDA i TUR 2 HT pRDA

ERER BIEE g EREE BEE

& PVE  Eigenvalue & PVE  Eigenvalue
R
PR A R
climate 21.14 3.55 0.001 13.56 2.37 0.001
geography 6.01 2.10 0.016
bio2 28.14 4.00 0.001 21.25 2.02 0.064
bio3 47.74 6.78 0.001 40.54 3.85 0.001
bio8 14.75 2.09 0.032 15.05 1.43 0.174
biol4 9.37 1.33 0.215 23.16 2.20 0.04
Whole model 0.001 0.001
WHRRER R
climate 3.10 1.14 0.253 2.93 1.09 0.297
geography 2.32 1.72 0.018
bio2 19.11 0.87 0.566 21.15 0.92 0.53
bio3 43.99 2.00 0.019 25.09 1.09 0.374
bio8 19.81 0.90 0.51 7.91 0.34 0.983
biol4 17.10 0.78 0.667 45.86 1.99 0.03
Whole model 0.001 0.001
R R R
climate 8.51 1.61 0.015 3.85 1.10 0.343
geography 1.07 1.64 0.001
bio2 16.48 1.06 0.394 45.39 1.32 0.198
bio3 22.31 1.43 0.17 30.04 0.87 0.548
bio8 40.09 2.57 0.006 13.65 0.51 0.237
biol4 21.12 1.36 0.095 10.92 0.38 0.001
Whole model 0.001 0.001
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BB MR

climate 3.64 2.59 0.001 2.73 2.24 0.001
geography 1.77 2.90 0.001
bio2 42.04 4.35 0.101 15.18 0.68 0.768
bio3 17.19 1.78 0.044 41.54 1.87 0.034
bio8 12.81 1.33 0.179 26.15 1.18 0.284
biol4 27.96 2.90 0.002 17.13 0.77 0.044
Whole model 0.001 0.001
Htpt

WNREER

climate 4.87 3.63 0.001 3.56 2.70 0.001
geography 1.96 2.96 0.001
bio2 33.51 4.87 0.001 26.34 2.84 0.001
bio3 33.40 4.85 0.001 42.05 4,53 0.001
bio8 11.85 1.72 0.06 14.11 1.52 0.09
biol4 21.24 3.09 0.001 17.49 1.89 0.034
Whole model 0.001 0.001
W R IR

climate 3.83 1.85 0.004 2.49 1.21 0.15
geography 1.92 1.88 0.009
bio2 25.42 1.88 0.04 22.66 1.10 0.34
bio3 43.13 3.20 0.001 11.18 0.54 0.87
bio8 491 0.36 0.95 35.22 1.71 0.07
biol4 26.54 1.97 0.04 30.94 1.50 0.15
Whole model 0.001 0.001
B Mg e

climate 2.40 291 0.001 2.23 2.74 0.001
geography 1.09 2.67 0.001
bio2 32.78 3.82 0.001 29.53 3.23 0.001
bio3 24.77 2.89 0.001 36.47 3.99 0.001
bio8 24.88 2.90 0.001 17.43 191 0.03
biol4 17.57 2.05 0.02 16.57 1.81 0.043
Whole model 0.001 0.001

3.2.3 BREERRM T

A5 FH A 2 P AR PR B SRR e AT 45 SRR I, AEMRARFP EE I PE R B R R R R A
FrA R R, B Bk biol4 J&xh st Ar S sm feg 1 B SRR 265 S5 IR
bio03 A& 520 H AR A RIEAE AR e i BB SRR 2R . MR R EAL R HAREE
Z2 VLK BT A R R A AR S 1) i 2 AR R R R SR bio03,  TEAHR AN Fir
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Figure 3.8 GF results of Q. aliena (a, b, ¢, d) and Q. dentata (e, f, g) based on SSR datasets
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Table 3.7 R2-weighted importance (%) results of of Q. aliena and Q. dentat

R i

W MERIERT O MRRERE MHERTRAR PraEeR Mzt MHERRAR PR
A &R &R TN i &R TS Pt
long 7.9 11.7 11.2 16.4 105 8.1 6.37

lat 105 10.1 13.7 14.2 8.4 105 7.09
bio02 6.8 3.2 7.2 6.82 4.7 4.7 2.35
bio03 8.7 5.9 12.9 7.67 8.1 8.4 5.11
bio08 31 48 9.6 3.86 31 7.9 2.81
biol4 10.4 78 10.2 9.15 7.9 31 175
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4 Wi
4.1 HHFERFNHBTA0EIE SN SEE S

4.1.1 WifE 2R

WL ZFE L — NP PR RE AAEAE B BE A, 8 I 0 S EE 6 B WL 2 & 2
HEEAL L R B S 8% Z A S0 0 A LU, TR s Ap i rh BN 1 =% 2, gk
FE EAR VDM (R EAE 2 . AR A, FLadi AL 2 et mT Re Sz KW k40
S R S5 R REE LUK o O R AR 0B (1) 382 4% 22 R PRI 70 45 SR R WA A iR
FIHEA B B BB L 2 RENE (X1, 2018; 2254, 2018; Lyu et al., 2018). XFHilARAl
AR R PR 108 A% 22 R 73 A R T, AR AR b 2 1) 28 2 A SR st 2 e PR s T
IREREL 5, AT REJE PR 2 b DX AR M 22 DK IR REXE P, 0 T FLait A 2 RE PRI 4E+F
HEH) TR AR E R (ZEE M, 2018). AIS (Alleles In Space) % FlEE (3844 38 S 7E
2R (1) 73 A 45 SR A 3 B AE MR AT P b v, vl T 28 B8 L o e DX 30 P Ao
WAL SO0 SE R 1) - PR i, SRR T Ze B X VR AP TE UK B X T B s 2B S
I (Ecological niche modeling, ENM)LL 2 I P ¥ 52 21 K K B UK 3 (Last Glacial
Maximum, LGM)IFJ M, DAyt 5 /4 I S A P 1 2 KIS, Hh 2R B0 XK U 2%
RIS AN E AR AR AT, DRI 22 TR R I AE (R b DX AR D s R DI RESEE T, S6f 1% 4l
X ZHEPE4E A 2] TR F W IR /E FH (ZF 2, 2018) . B AE A K TE] UK 3 (Last
Interglacial, LIG)>K i, 23R BT, SRR EATY 5K, BT 2 T 2Rk R
(R 3 A DX, X PR AN 70 A X s 22 S W S PR BRI 2 P EK) i e Bl 1 AR 7K (R 204k,
W FEFT R FEGEA BRI B R 2R, 38 B 2R R JR AL 2 R I

FREEEAL ZFEE ) SRS 5P 2 =A%, RFFIIMBFSE . MedE. 5 HAR
T 2 (B ERIAZ I b 0 3 & T AN AR B PR 25 7 AT B 2 5 80stAL 2 FF
HRZES . KPP ANNERRAOT IS M ZI X NS B, MEsED, o k4E
AT, FEFRHER G ok, F2ma i X s AL 2K
4.1.2 BAL 45

TG 45 1) W] B4 AR S AE PR PN B0 AR 1] () 20 AT B o I SR A b BB 5 A
A DA R PRI AL Z RS S AR L. ARFFCRIA 12 6 B2 4> Fhid (SSRs) Xif
24 ANMHRERANEE, 279 SR 29 AR RNEE, 3Lt 480 ANMAREAT 1L A5 HI R
93 o WE TGS SRR MR AR Foh A 25 3 8 B B0 20 AT YO L 2 P9 A7 AE B 6 s 6 A = At
PRPHEEAE FL A XAAAE =N R LR, ol R R . ZOEH R R R,
R AR AR L AT X N AEE PR B R BB A &R, XN T2 AR R AT R A R . XA
4 R 575 E (201 8) (T 7T 45 1 — 5L

WELRR AR 75 H B 32 20 A0, AS [R] % PR 28 AN PR e o M 3 [R] B B W b o 4% 485

A4k, i HL AR U R - Ak g s S R A AT DL BOA [RI 3B X P i 14 388 4% A2
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T o MEER AR T (19 353 4% S5 44 v] REJ2 B T-PPAE D7 SL shaad o), R R 20 A
—E B . — AR PRI Fsr KT 025 I, Ml A4 28 BRI gL
s Fst KT 0.15 /T 0.25 B, e 2 (] s A% 20 4 Ak T o 25 /K F-(Wright, 1978).
93507 )27 2 3 Bt (AMOVA) R WA R AR AR 18 4% 2040 B3 Fsr 9 0.1, Wt
B A AR AR A RS ok 2 1R] R AR A AN, WP TR A AR R R A R, AR AR R A B
(Percentage of variation ) i] HIIE A% 748 7 1 BAEAE T FIBE N L. 4, BT EAL RR
ARG, N RAR AR S A AR A] A o 2 e, HRT REBRAIEAL 2 K

Wb ()B4 1 25 52 B ML BRI S 52, R 9 59 58 A IR AN B2 4 A FR 11
TRREERI YRR KA, RBORARIE ARG SR, YA A R S R . K Y PR R B AN
R85 R R AR 2 S B = 845 43K (Gong et al., 2008; Xu et al., 2015). {H&—
SEd BRI AR R B P Bk A AT R e R L Jhk S5 b 7 %) BELRE A FH 3047 BRI A2 Tt (Aizawa et
al.,2007). Z&EHLXAE K 2 B YAoK @ BT, 2 MBI fnd -k, N
ANIF M X A b LB, B S R IR A Bk g s R, B RAR R AR I
AR, FEEERISAE AL =2, 1K 0] RE A2 MR AR b A T B2 11 20 AT A5 X ) o
AIRESR I o 72 At O T FE L AL B FE b, o 1 WA b N IR et A% A 52 2]
K [) 10 b 28 o 8 A 2 s A B I OB 52 (Gong et al., 2008; Xu et al., 2015; Ju et
al.,2019). TEMIBFIMIARFIEE T, 22 AR I AL 040 5 R EL R 1A% 73 AR AE
B R R R R RIG I X L Bk 2, MR m, HhERR R PHAS Tk R 2 (A1 2L ]
AT, 38 A R DX AL Ak . FEMER & 0 B 2 TA), 7 R A A 2R St 1k 3
B, 3BV AT AR R 2 (R AR O 2 BRI ] R B 5, e 1] () 22 R 52
FUPRE, VO A AR MR A B FE RO, BT A AN S), Bl 1R RE R AT A7 AE 1
HRFSAS, SRR IR Beth, 38 R R AT R AR 2 T ) S R R ARG

AL, BRRE A FALRR IR B A IR, RZENRR M1 A 2 T o 58
BT B T LR T R P () M 32 e S SRNIE G BN (s SRR 5
B AT AR REY B, RS X LS nT DL A 5 e b P B AS D B A 2T Y (H
& 28 42 57 B T BE B A R ] (Austerlitz et al., 2000; Xiao et al., 2005; Johnson and
Adkisson, 1985). #HLLTFh1 LK, Hamrick %53 BHAER A& 102 KR AT PLgEAT K
¥R 2 (1) 4% % (Hamrick and Godt., 2000). fE¥y AR B AL AR 82 4L T AL, ARIT
Sem AR 2R G 1, ATRREE P RS IR1GI 2 A5 A LR, AERRRE i 2230 L v 2 )
B ZAEVE . EMERFIMI BB, 2R A RIERZ TR (102K B R 3 R A RTFR
HIAERIR, 1528 AR BAE ZREME R P AR R & £ ERRE b BRI £
DRI AZ It 2 HIKTH HH T PRI S5 S 1A DR 20 PR ok oA B8O ] 1) 83 4% 24, R Bk, RSk
Bk E T L SR B bR Dy AR AR () A A 4 BB 1 AR R TR G 1 AN R 2040 F) B S
SN RIS AR A 3 2 [RD RN P S5 R 2R R IR ST AL B3 T VR FE 25 AR (L et al., 2013;
Liuetal., 2013).
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4.2 MR F B HARFIMH M FERE R T F RS20

VIR I8 A% 22 FEME 2 52 BB 28 I SRR I 5200, Pk (1) 70 A Yo Bl ek ) A8
R R (24 fE, 2012; Karnosky et al., 1991). A SCA# B 26 RN AE £ 4 5 15
Folt 5 AR B4 AR S 56 IR B e B 1R 4T T 5 - ) Mantel #2568 F1{ Mantel A556 & BLTE
WRRFIEER, AR AR R AR B3 R B RS B (IBD) AR5 [E B (IBE) ;s ZE ML i
t, R R AEAE B IR B (IBD), %6 AL & AR B U [ B (IBD)
MR (BE). TUR M HT(RDAFMRTUAR 74T (pRDA) G H TAHRIKZ5 18, 1
R %) R 2R SR R AN 2 T 3 DA SRR R P A A vy, PR B P B M L
fE R )t e 1) o IR LSS IR, LENRBRANARIS BE4L Py st AR, WA AT RS o
52 B b PR A (10U RO o 1717 HL AR ZR RS RS L AR AR (GF) 70 B 2 W 1 52 H A Bk
T (biol4) AIEEIR 1 (bi003) 2 52 Wi M AR AR FiRE A 3845 A% e di = B R R 1~ AT
RE PR 5 R 2 Bl T A P EX 2R AR P X 2R R PSR, 0K R 2R P A AT DA D
MR I K A B 2 DI 7 B 7R e B IX PRI A P58, 338 17 5 M o A P T8 A A8 e
FE P A MR RURRE PN 350 0 A 2 8], B AU R 1 X 18 AR AR e A7 AE — E R B 52, (H
72 b P D] 252 S e PO P T A AR S 1 e 32 BEASUAR [R T o SoOIs A A R B T R A
HEL R AR AL AL S, R ALAR A2 2 1 HEA T SRS 520, FEAR KA
FE b 252 B i T IR 2 7 S B B ARG . e B3 B, /K X (Pluess
et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2016)F1—LE HEHRH 1 (Sork et al., 2016; Gugger et al., 2017,
Pina-Martins et al., 2018)#R R IE 1 18t % X R 355 A48 5 (v R AR =X
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5 FILERE

5.1 2518

ARFFCHET 12 5 DR TARC MR AR S 53 /4 EARANEE, 759 ANt
177 FhBESL 22 A SR AL 22 TR 50, B0 Ll F -

()M ASR VSR ol T P 2844 22 RE P 40 W 2 BH P 0 R 0 B B0 2 o BRI 2 R
TR0 o 1 2% B 2R (1 08 44 22 R M /K ST Ll o 45 0 2R 138 2 REVE KT 7
P AR T 4 L J R T 5 A PRI 9 P 28 L0 [X 4 S vk e e T 5 5

(2) SRR ATHRR A T RIS A0 A 50 7 S0 MR AR ZE 25 1 11003 A 3 el 22
L — 52 HB A A0k . TEMRFRBE AR AR IOE R, AT R, REH
FHP AR Rs (EMRRIEE R 5> AR B BRI AR SR 2R o R DRI 407 8 A 7 7
IR 2 IAIAELE 2 AR SRR RE D, BE DR e AR SRR s ZE40Rh P9, W AR RS DRI
[ TR PR 53R R B R R, MR R BT R &, (EMR R, BED
2 MR 2R3 2R 28 U 2R o AT 2 R AT R 00t s 455 0 1 T B 5 2 L L ik

2 ) L b TR DR 25 6, 52 2 T T S LRI R 2 1) (O A6 R T 11 A 3 288 1 S 4
Pl AL A, T — G Bt AR DRI A T 45 ) T ERH

(3 00388 257 43 7 AR RO £ 388 A8 S5 0 B IR - (ORI 7, 2 M 43 M7 36
HF 3 350 DR TR DR T 405 2 SR R RO 14738 5 SR 2907 3 WA LR P B
AR R TR S T 5 B KR biold AIZEEME bio03 [ISAN, T AR R Hh 2
TELPE bio03 2 IR I8 1A S ) i L AR R -0 DA S0 T AR A0 A0 ol £ 38 £
A RAEAR KRR T L 452 BIBR B R

52 REE

AT RN S 0 15 A% 2 1R AR FEE R ARRR AR M R A% 261, 1834% Ak DA
SONIAEE (W N FEAT T AP AR R, AT — 2B ) e .

(1) WEES TR, KPR MAEINAEE R AR 15 BAL SR SR
(Guichoux et al., 2011), FEARKKITEFE ATl B I fa A2k DR AL 5 55 v o
= FFBHRET B ER 2 &M (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) %#E >k
Je& SR N BT 7 S R ATE S, 451 G A 00 AR AR RS A o ) A 23 AT ] Je 7 BB AR 4

() ¥REEDH AR FEE, WY R T PR A e L3 ) B AR
XM, ARRAT LR s SR MBS S, RIRAVREEMES TR, BETRY
HEHIR R

) HIFH LR A B I3k — 2D 45 6 PR BT A 08 M\ SO DRI 25 27 £ 52 K A A A AR A
PR AE &N LB (E B #8458, 2018; F KHi%E, 2020; Du et al., 2020), Flangs&
L MR AT A 2 A Y DA R A B 14 AU 73 #T(Risk of Non-adaptedness, RONA)) i
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