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PLS 43 #71(Two Blocks Partial Least Squares)¥& X % 45 #a) FAE XS FR 25440 43 731 55 1 v K
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ABSTRACT

Morphological variation and population genetic research in two
sympatric oaks

Master Candidate: Liu Yuan
(Ecology)
Directed by Professor Du Fang

ABSTRACT

The species determination especially for the closely related species is the first and foremost steps in
forest resources study. Quercus (Fagaceae) is a phylogenetically complex genus, and also a model
organisms in the development of ecological species concepts. Two closely related oaks Q. dentata Thunb.
and Q. aliena BlI., are widely distributed in China, with great economic and the ecological value.

In the thesis, 451 trees of six sympatric Q. dentata and Q. aliena populations were analyzed based
on 12 SSR markers. STRUCTURE analysis revealed that 451 individuals were clearly divided into two
clusters with different genotype and there existed wide and asymmetric gene flow between the two species.
239 individuals were determined as Q. aliena, 154 individuals were determined as Q. dentata, and 58
individuals were determined as hybrids when Q > 0.9 were considered to be pure species and the others
were considered to be hybrids. The observed heterozygosity was 0.64 and 0.63 within the Q. dentata and
Q. aliena respectively and the expected heterozygosity was 0.61 within two species, which showed a high
level of genetic diversity within the two species. The genetic diversity (Fst) between the two species was
0.108, indicating a middle level of genetic differentiation.

Geometric morphometric analysis was conducted basing on 1835 leaves of 367 individuals. At leaf
level, the Principal Component Analysis (PCA) results showed that significant leaf differences between
Q. dentata and Q. aliena, and the hybrids were scattered. At individual level, 95.90 and 96.88% of Q.
aliena and Q. dentata could be accurately distinguished according to Discriminant Analysis (DA);
Canonical Variate Analysis (CVA) results showed that the leaf morphology of the hybrids were mainly
located between the leaf shape of Q. aliena and Q. dentata, and were closer to the Q. aliena; Two Blocks
Partial Least Squares (2B-PLS) was performed to analysis the symmetric and asymmetric components
onto leaf size, results showed that significant allometric patterns of symmetric components variation were
detected, however no significant allometry was detected on asymmetric components. Linear-regression
Analysis were used to study the relationships between the relative leaf infactors (symmetric and
asymmetric components, size) and environment variables. The result showed that there were significant
effect of the environment variables to leaf shape and size.

Integrating molecular marker and morphological marker analysis, the Q. aliena and Q. dentata can
be distinguished clearly in both methods. In addition, the thesis revealed there existed a wide range of

gene flow and hybrids within sympatric population Q. aliena and Q. dentata. The hybridized individuals
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were mostly located between the leaves of Q. aliena and Q. dentata, however some of the hybrids were

indistinguishable from morphology.

Key Words: Quercus dentata; Quercus aliena; molecular marker; geometric morphometrics;
hybrids
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1.1 MARFHREFFEEEFRIENX

T 5 I SRR 9 2 R i A B YR B R (R SR, S S AR AT LB 45 TR
ALY TSN o 183 4% TR AW AR AR AR R D o il , AR S RGR 20 BITE .
T AR A 5T 8 Y50 A Ao o G300 R B 20 3, MWERR AR ORI AL B2, 1R AR E R
B AL ARL, MO R R I B BRI TR, QS A E MR Pl B35 4% BRI
E LA B AR R 3T A AR OR S5 A 51N ARAFh BT B2 U8 RE (T, 2007). AR i
PR R SEERUE I, B F TAERAUR T 53, 1RRFRRE FEH T B H 4R MR T8 4% Bt
TR UL Re 15 B A 20 126 165 01 FH X 8 B2 YR o A FEARA o o 9% 58 e B 22 1Y) — 5 2 AR
AP BEUR A %08 TAE, JCH B A MR AR MY 5 TR, &RIIEFZ2H8HA
SME. S5 E. B EED I, % F @R T SRR s AR (S
B FRTE RS, HRE T IRAF A MORIEAL B 0 o 88 1, i fe (5 BN 2%
%o
111 Mot SR 8 A% 2 A6 1t 5 i A Sh iRk IR

AL ZAEYETR P N ALY T B AR AL, BT RLAr N RR (RS AR S 5 Bl R A AR AR
Fo MEE N LG B S AR B R S PR A AR BT T
AL Z AP R XA T A RS IR (S 5F, 1993; Lietal., 2014). 4% 2 ke
AR B R AR, — Pl OB EAR . A58 JEDRIA SRS 55 1 )
BAED R IARAR LA T3 A — Tl o T A SRR 0 2 W 5 53 4% 22 R R AR AR Ak (it
BrEHE &, 1996).

DAk o B8 R 8 A% 22 R 1 5 38 A 45 4 B DA 1 SRR 2 2 ER M ol (1) 82 4% 45 ) A
X WA F 10— A0 ) LR L DR R 30 A B SR R0 il R B R R B A AR
FLDIAN FARIE BB ARy, JEH NI, RFAEME IS F: FER L
BB 504, HgERFE AR R, X2 ] DUVE Rt A s P o kIR, T E
SRIG PR BAL AL ST 0D B T AEAR B 2SR R A o X T AR AR U, Tl R A8 S5
I IR R A Sk SR R A, 228 (R S i A RS B 260 N, A U 2R R
FERBNLHI 4T 7 P e 1] ()38 24 (Ellstrand & Elam, 1993). & anitl, JE B F N
AFAE I Pk 3 T 0t OB A B 2, A S P () g A% A8 S X BB 4% 45 1) (Hamrick
& Godt, 1996). UnHAEH FIEAE R A AR TR RS, (EHIL T — /N,
WA A B PR 00 25 B A0 T ok, A i A K R R A E X A A= o Jo B v R 2
2 R U E SR 1% FE(Campbell & Robert, 2005) .

PR (Gene flow) T8I A& B CEFPAE P B0 Rl R) B 8 (A 1756, 2004) . 1E
ARAHEYr, F R 32 B I TER AL 3, P13 B BE ) BT 148571 2 IR 3l SE L

1
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BRI R 55 2 B SRR Z 0 A RO EER/MESS, H R PR EREL 251
KA (Levin & Kerster, 1974). 1M H SR 423 HII5 AL A 5 AN [5) 1 2 2 18] 19 3L KA -
H #R % 4Z (Natural hybridization)¥8 7€ H AR SFAF T, i — A Eli# 2 2 AN wlaE PR
AT D AN B AN DAL (PR A R AR A X 20 TSR 19 i D 44 28 (Arnold, 1997) . 7E4H
Porp, Xk R R A RIAMA 2 B ALK . SRR SEI . [RE oA ) IE A TR
SRIRAL AR WL HARIL R, 58 S 5 WFh i AR I B IG nndp i g 4% 2 1644,
WD 25% K Y)W PP AT TE Z% 28 F 8 78 36 DX 47 75 I 4 (Grant, 1981; Levin &
Kerster, 1974) . il 4EE ) R K2R A BNE DT 7T CAESE, VR 2 1B 5P IR A [F]
FEAAAE RIS IR,  ECaninmt . Feb R0 0 S5 80 A 1 7 3R A HE 28 (R B &
S5, 2011); AP AN SR T AR AT oM R AERR E] 52 (£, 2012). BRI FARHE
Y, GRS AEIERE(EES, 2011). A REERSMPIFRK, [FH
3573 AT BT GANROR Z[0] 23 A% AR WS A S IR, A 2 5= RTATVE 1 7 0] A0 o 5 A7 AE
72 5 (Whittemore & Schaal, 1991). 7E BB IIE 5T, M NFEIESIRIEZM, 5N
JEI 7 R B AR AL, XA — EE R ) A (AR SR AR S5 M KA T BRI AR S,
— LG Rl () ) DR R BE AR, e S I R B G I (Bryant et al., 1997). B 7074 [H]
BB A, JEH IR [FHE AT BRI SRR AR [B] (RIS 28 5, 61 T AR s AL
i) LA A B8 4 0 ) AR A M i B 05 R0 1) 2 B 27 B0 b DR S B R BB
1.1.2 % € MOARR 5 B IR BT 7 715

FRAT 53 B Y5t 1) 48 5 D7 VEBEE B A ROR R RN E Btk ,  EZ B FhRId
M2 brId s EASIC A FhRd T AT 7T . BEE LRSS KBS PCR
TR K@ 2P HAR R K, Bl 212 FREETRC &7 Thsid.
1.1.2.1 &Rt 7 B Rt &

YDA eI 7% B R 8 B ASF A Bt L A8l , AR VA K B A FaE
A A P R AN [R] R A B 0 s 7 1) B 2500 5 o A ol s P v (1R 39 28 R S8 P G A AP 1 o 2
PEA E B0, DR D AT DASE I 1 S AR IR U 7 R DG RE I ELAR 3SR IR 58
(Tsukaya, 2004). TEPIHITEAXS T HYPF0 % € HA HE R HAL(Bell, 2008), Ktz
A5 FR 1L 77 ¥ (Morphological Markers) AN BT 8 & & 58 35, A% 48 1) 26 14 Wl 12 7
(Traditional linear morphological measurements) 2| JL i £ & %% J7 % (Geometric
morphometric) & FH A 1 B Z R

ARG, ] UM AR BIEAR FR X A AR, ot B2 ait 78 A i) 3 22
JriF. B 20 AR, TR ST A SRR A e PR R ) e e i, — L
ARARIE AR BT 8 B T A5 I (Whittal | & Hodges, 2004); 60 SEARBEE Gttt HiERIK
J&, M N RIMOEE (] () T A AR A ol 2 AR B i E 2 T HORIIA, BN LR ITES
WEyE, BRI AR E. BEMIREE, W% B Rk E . it

2
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Bi MR ESE(A T MESE, 2014; WPassE, 2015), bk, ESREYIEENEENE 2
T I SRR R R AR A e AR L K B B I T AR A (R IE, 2008; ZEHEAE,
2005). BEETFENEARKI A SE, —Lemt 5 N Gl v R B & R A
fiE, Forh 33072 N B2 “da 581X+ Image J AT 4TV (GG IR S, 2009; #BEE,
2014), IR ERAENE TH, MFEE S, A, WEHEE, (HIRRE T4
ARV . BRI ANEIRAE — e T FoNEY At e it 17 B2 iKY,
AL A (DZRMEEEUEA BA R, ASE R AR DL & HAH )
2R R B (R FESE, 2015); (2)AREHERRAN[FR & WM 7 KN g2 (Cottrell et al.,
2002; A EEL, 2007; FEEFS, 1988); (3)—LEMIERHER 5 KK, AR T4
o AT al R (HEE 7T, 1988); (FEMF K. FEMIEAE . EMHE R K AR E. 90 4F
PO & 27 1) 32 B0 TR B i A ) LD 2 25 R 508 (B 3RAS AN 1 73 A 7 v b, 46K
B DU 7 )

H A U 225 R TEA WS bnE fiik(Landmark Methods) S JERY%
(Outline Methods) (Jensen & Miramontes, 2002). #7557 25 & X [R5 AT A 0
I3, B R RISRAF AL BAR N 2 5, AT LR SR A R ke B8, AH 2 32 SRR | PR 2 A2
T WA )[R e LAERAS s F8 Bl o {8 B o M e U AR R BRI S IR i AT Giit
3T, ARG ZITIEXNT T — AN E R B IR IR, DL RGER 2 #EBR SR 2R ) AR A 3 A
FIr AREAT T8 WU B 2 A 0 I LT BT 5 AN [B] A R A e 3308 M 7 o TUATTE A &
FONEERHE T M R LR R E F R RE, RATRE AL — A VT AR R &
1o, B A B AE F B T X B IR, S S5 RSN EW, DRI e TR 43
it 7 TR (Rodr Guez et al., 2007). JLAT T A5 P88 7 V22 7T B b a6 s 48Rt 1
FORER, T LR A TR AR /N X 4 4k (Jensen, 2003) . b4k, JUTTE A 0715 0]
PLIX 23 I A6 FR 45 4] (Symmetric components) AT X #5145 #4) (Asymmetric components)
(PR ABE S, 3 T A 465 ] a8 A% (1) TS R AE R R 45 #40) A 32 B2 AR 8% (R 35 5 R (EXS
FREER) (Viscosi, 2015) . LRI 2273500 T TR BRI &« 25038 43 #r S T A4k 77 T 4B
BARERA R, EEMEL, 4558 F R (Viscosi & Cardini, 2011). L& &2
MR eI 2 2] T U SN E, 2 7 30 2E0KE, HitE o iE AR
e, BARMBD, EEME, ATEMEEERS, W EINME. S iE g
A EWESR, mHAELUEE. BT Wt 4R, AR M 7 T B A I
L # (Mitteroecker & Gunz, 2009) . £ Gt FIFE & Fric 55w H T YR R AR I B % 5w,
JURTESIE B e IR BOESZAGH 2 ] G &R, T LLRREF FE P04k . St e, s
G PRI UL S 2 2k Dy e G A IR T A B GRS B o ) (2] =5 R AR R AT, 2010) .
JURTTEAS T &5 T7 1% S AR G TR AN & 52 7 1 AH L B & & 1 Gobh 45 5€ « Jensen %7
R T S5 E PR ERZE A 4252 Fih (Jensen, 1990; Jensen et al., 1993); Pefalozaram Fez i

3



[F1AE I3 AT P I AR T 528 5 5 RE AR BT 7T

WZITEW ORI TR E A RIE A, E R & A M TR] I g 58 R el R
(Pefalozaram Tez et al., 2010); Viscosi [FJI 4> F-Fric FJLfA] AR & 25 7 VA 7T T
DRI = AR I S T 23 ) 52 A B AT E A% R 520 (Viscosi et al., 2012); Niet il =
A LR AN E 715, ' TR, SR T RAG I ke 1 46 1) 28 S s =
(Niet et al., 2010).
1.1.2.2 - FARIC T H A it e

53 FArid(Molecular markers) AR A FE . AIHE. P S5 5 (Agarwal et al.,
2008), HHELETIEAFHTT, o THRCEEARA 2 BB SEM, YRR R4 € o A
AARRMBRS, S ZNHEJE. M. FFhiE 2 5E (Rhymer & Simberloff, 1996;
LI, 2010). DNA 73 AR ICEAR I AS BT A2 18 1 LA A A iR 1] 382 4% 4 o 1)
ZE5t, IS E Rl a4k &, HIg PRSI EEAE HIEE . R4 N
SNL(PCRYF A H B 1 AATIZHE IS DNA 43 F AR (1 77 72 R Pk = b 36 7
DNA(4HtZ DNA. ZEfifk DNA. H2R4k DNA)Z &M LGP 4 € 7] B (Nei,
1987; Mg ML X, 2007). FEREAIH T Lok i BL IR 1) 2 A RIS, (195 T
BRI ZRAKZL A 1K) DNA 73 FHR GRS B B3z (Nei, 1987; #7245, 2013).
H A fEAE Y+ 4 2 & (Simple Sequence Repeats, SSR);T-Aric 4 72 N F Y04 i
TR E . SSR 4r ThRicHs 2-5 ML HER AL 2 IR ERE B DNA 731, — K=
HIRHBCH 10-50 Y (Amos et al., 2007; Hamada et al., 1982). 5H'& > FhricHARM L
HAVTFA: (1)SSR MEEFE, Mk VT BIMNERNH, FIHER TRER 28
Py Q)FA 2 S0 EED B EAL R, 7T DR BEE(E B 205 (3)SSR A3k Bt
RERSTH I 5 A & LAY, (4) SSR 4 THRic At DNA J5t & [ 2L R AR H e 4 FFrid
BUR, 7K DNA 2/ JF HArd M T #870 FEA# I DNA; (5)SSR 581 P A X R 5
Wit LI EA R, FTRAEL G, EEEH, AR TAREBEN G RASmRE1E
(Li, 1955; JHEZRHEAE, 2002). K7y SSR 7 FAric A L EILH, AW/ or 4R
MR O SSR FRiclE N DNA FRSUCEERE FEM I HEE AR 2 —, IF BAEMHF
WAL N H WA Y V2 Sosa dHiL 5 X SSR G W%t I F 2 AR (Sambucus
palmensis)RIFEEHATHTE, 45 SRR WA B BIPHEH A B m 1845 42 57 7K1 (Sosa et
al.,, 2010); Soudabeh F:T 8 XJ SSR 5|#pxfh H A AR (Cupressus sempervirens var.
horizontalis) i) Fh B 153 4% A% S JFEAT BIF 50, &5 3 3% 0% Fh BE 1) 382 4% 70 b oK P AR
(Soudabeh, 2012). Antonecchia Z£T 11 X SSR 5| #1% [R]85 A7 i) = MR Fh 8L
fEZFEMEATIT L, 45 SR R I =AM A B2 1) B DAL DA B 2 2 I 4 (Antonecchia
etal., 2015).
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1.1.23 BEFILT k55 Tl ik mess

TEEBARICTTIE S 0 TR 7B 456 I 71 = A h 5t 525 4 € B AT Sk - &
BLEY) 732 (Classical Plant Taxonomy), fa KR ) TS FETIRHAE, RN 256 H B
Iy AHAEPIYI RN AT S 1oy 2R T R A X B, 2012). SR 4 LA A 70 FS ik I i Al
VAR EVIMS, TLIEAETR R R APA SR % K R, AEUTRRME: (HDEDAR
A RATTIANE, G IR R AR ) R AL A W] ARl IR N S50 (2) IR KT
2 o AL (Knowlton, 2003); ()87 M AN R ) A= KB BER B ALK, sl AN IR
PR BRI 25 S R, I TS 25 8 2 Dy i B X 3 iR s (4) BROR TR A8 22 1) 79 2%
TIEAWHE , (RIS 5 28 5 e 7 EBA K Lol Fn IR B a 5E N R
(Hebert et al., 2003).

BEAE 5> hric J5E BRI S B AR 7 VR I PR TR I, AR AR 4 E (i AT
BINAMHREAN. DNA Al STEAFIRCAH L A A ZIRE LW, FEAARZRE
I I 2 i S50 s (Hamada et all., 1982; ZEWJ1LI55, 2001). 1 4 el 7 1 ricd
W AEAE & DM AL 5 B BE FEA B3, 70 1 hric i B ik 0 vH A B A 45 1) j
(Degnan & Rosenberg, 2006). FH 73T A 1 1 5 123 K 45 78 W0 b (40 I 47 2 R 40 22 DR B T
CAFED s, It b HE TR0 13344 77 52 (Brower et al., 1996). {H & H Tt fbid
FE A7 E IR 3R 4K (Reticulate evolution) Bl 42 3 G AR ESEATE R G R EM LMK T 5
“TXBURAR R RIPIRE R (Sang et al., 1997), AN 4l AT ETHE SIS,
[F]— AR AN [R) 18 A% 0 53 RT R AN R B4 58, 3 B0 DRI RO R 2 ) 22
(Degnan & Rosenberg, 2006). FJHAN RIS LE SN2 FARICHERGE KGN, BRI
SERTTRESE AN, i A% R AT AR S R M R R B, 15 22 R 2
AN TE A —F(Tsitrone et al., 2003). T TEANE L 73 FFrid XHEY S € T ESH
HARBR A B AERE Y 58 N EERE P T I B 40 #r, AHE AN, A BESE I e R
WP IR 515 0% 28 X e 20 A8 S (AL (Klingenberg, 2010). 2E# Loy FARICAITE &b
B, IR E AR BAEAR . Web of Science 25 BE 1K R A TR, K
e CEMFLRIIM . TRESITTE B FRdBAR MGG R T o4, 25 8R HArd
I AP ITVEAR G A R FLAR DI R IR R4 A RS RPN IEEH D, 1 H 2 e 7
FHREIESMEGER 1-1). TR RIEEHRZ M ARSNEANE, 2 Fhid
Ji%£% 8 SSR 4y Fhnid. WHFL4 R ERIEEFHIR 5B A 2500 B E G, AR
AL G HIE A IR B PRI X 73 RAOR B 3 , (H B T8k Z A RIS 451 7 At
AR EM MBI RR, R A Rl A K.

FERF AR A S R R B OC R, ] DLd i e 14 [0 VA i 77 V2K 0 e i v TR
B 5 35 s A A% 1 AR ELAROR ) B OC &R, 0T BURI 4 7 As i B AR &S AR
WK ERG R EW, RGBT R G R B M HIZE A .

5
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I A S B AL bR G P AR T [F I X DRI AT 4 E N, A3 B TR A H A st
BRI RA—E B —8ER 1-1). Wl R U A M & R G R B W2k
HEH RIS SRR R, 0T RGEMA N SCFIEE RGN, HAR M2 WD
B EESE, 2001), BOYRTREHILLL M EOL: (DIZHIESFFLZER S DNA 77
PRIC R BUA TREAL T AR A AL A, AEREAL AT R AR G2 F4E, 2008); (2)M
SKIGTTVE EVE, 8L T H R NN F ) DNA TSR RER AL ZR, B&TT
A% G A ARE 5 T U ARl 7 s 45 2 B0 A7 AE 22000, ANTTRE I R 98 B 5
Gt S VIR AFAE BT, AR YIRS EARUEIA X 7, {E7E DNA 701
PRACHHE AT AR X 735 ()R] JE D5 B A 0 b A A S i ) 2 W BB A = B s, A
ANFPAELRIGZ N, SR iC B & %€ A FEIRD (5)FERE J7 A KB &1
HIbsic i BOH T X e, SR IS BT DL e AN I SR, SRR DRRAN %
BRI, B P 18] 1 AT, ANE S IX I o AR BN RIS S hn i U5 78
I TARCEANRKI VIR BEAT 58 , 7] RERs B3R (3)s (4 G) =M IEHLHAT R %50 5
P MYV RP 4 € 25T DNA 70 7 hnic e, R bRd i 80 2T JE 2 4 22
i



R 1-1 TG KR AZ % E R R SR
Table 1-1 List of the related species and hybrid

Yrh B 2Ny 7T % SRR
Species Family = Morphological Markers Molecular Conclusion Literature
Markers
JEELHR(O. rubra), FeRE ORI AL MR, nSSR I EdE Ay 7 EcdE BB SR A A < Gailing etal., 2012
WEIESRAR(Q. ellipsoidalis) ok 55 T A5 3EAT 70 M EST-SSR P, AT DR G HRE AN F X 20T,
I T A5 R A) B R PR

B HR(Q. robur). 76 bR MRYE Kremeretal., 2002 X [A] T2 B 2> R R R ) R K4 36 F) X RF Q. Curtuetal., 2011
Q. pedunculiflora EEATRG LM ETT M. "4 4K pedunculiflora 2 Q. robur if]— A5

%y HRRKE DNA EE i
% 11 ¥R(Q. mongolica), FESRRE MG R MR AR SSROVMERAR TR SRR AL A I AR T IR AT LAKE X4, 2012
IL A HR(Q. liaotungensis) Koo MHHEAR S HREPRIREE 11 A4 A P IRIE X F, REASE R

fabR AL ZRPRAE 0 AR B P A Fof
TCHETERR(Q. petraea), FRE MR, MK, HHERORE SSR TR X o AR R 5% %% Heredia etal., 2009
EERATHR(Q. pyrenaica) JESE A bRt T I, A ASA, I HA AN R S R TR 2

WEFEARII LUl R BHE REAEREAT 70 BT
W F RN (0. frainetto),  FE34RF  AREME: F 11 AR —  EST-SSRs Wil VL #l LU = MR X /3 JF,  Viscosi etal., 2012
TCHETERR(Q. petraea), P BEAT AR E T A% A0 25 5 2RSS I HE i TS
FEWNR(Q. Pubescen) g
#% (Dubautia arborea, R ML mRgE. MR, EiESESS AFLP ST HEE R AP G I KSEff Friar et al., 2007

D. ciliolate)

MR

WAL, TRERBIRIHIX  T A
T




(R A P AR AT A58 57t S AR AR BT 7T

1.2 ¥RERER
1.2.1 783 BHR s BT 7ML

FRJE (Quercus L.)7e 5%} FH(Fagaceae)H i K&, KZIH 450 Moy AnfedbF-2k
A X, PREME IS N RE SR, At EERaAn i G Bt . JE S AI R
KB), FhREZRJEZ — (Nixon & Muller, 1997; Huang et al., 1999). K AHK/E KA
MRS, MBS, AR TR A b G s B AL, DRI A P8 7 [ 5K 2 a8,
N T @5 K B HEEZEAT L. [RIIRR B W ALE B A AR AR it 5 R, (%
NRRMSLAR BTN 9%, [ AR E T 29% (Lefortetal., 2000), J 32 F-FA R S b
MR, R 5 DGR A 7 ) EE B AR T, 2 E B e AR SR AL AL B, 2R
B 1) 32 R A, R B AR B A o A ROz —, Tz a0 A LR B R A K 2
A 35 Fhi(Huang etal., 1999), 2 4 1E V. Ry & £ R PR 1K) 2 S e A, 2 3R iR 2t
I RE AR LA 2 —, R EERSACEY, R E A S5 2 R A
SN o P MRAE R B 2 A T rHp R X, BA S (1 AR A& B, AT DAFEIA SR
BT RN B2 AT S AAR, It DAFE — Sk )y v DR e e Bl . AERARJE A1) 7028
WHWAE, FOAPKEEYE NIRRT R, HBEESAT 2, BA KRR,
1M H B A B K- B R A T 32 (19 2% 32 (Kress et al., 2005; Bacilieri et al., 1996;
Manos et al., 1999; Rushton, 1993). FrUAXIHREIL S FEIFIRAWE T, BABEEN
fH.
1.2.2 523 B & S A% TR ORAP IR

PRI TRy E B EZ MR B, 2RI R P47 55 5 1AL 254,
2 FRIE MOV AE B it Aot B DR 1A AR AT o B Yt ) EE LA o o SEBRIER, IR T
MR AL B, 2 B P TAE LUK B A e R B S8 ok, BREC R B
BB E. M) Z200mTRESYE, MREZ, SERE T FE, (H2
T B FON AR BB AL 2B 7T SN R B AR 3/ o H RIS R PR 2R B IR BT 9T A4 -
P RREXTUSCER T IR AR A ) U R 5 A B R AR IR M 5T B U AT 07 18 CRARR 55, 2011) 6
ZENCOON R E 6 N WS AR AT TR, T T S PR(Q. mongolica Fisch. ex
Ledeb) IR M 404k, FF HabAT 1 MRS S5L98 (3300, 2010). Fr 1R E 2 -4k
KM GRS, IRELETTRE T RERPRIE S A TR, &5T 19 i
46 TARREHIE 5 B AR, BUHACH 3 PR g s FhBIE B, Bl M B ERD:
2 20 AR, 20 RMFRES AN EE . B/R=ZEFIANPE; FIAN 20 HAR
WAL, RERRIIMEEE, KZA 30 REEREGIANE, 555 B 2o 7Kg
N RAREMAR TR, N TR AT B 7 ORS EHLIG N3 B AR5 52U,
[F] It 0 FL g A% 22 REVE T RS T SE IR BIBIT 55 o 57 55500 J11VE = LU AR (Q. aquifolioides)
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515

T SRS T RGN IT,  AE ) s L AR BN 20 A Vi R N L 58 SRR TR
#, 5T cpDNA F8 R GEE AR ) 1 = LR R 70 e = AN EACRL GBOR )1 ),
S B )IE S IR AKX —5, 8512 H nSSR Frid 77k, WL 1 )IE S
L BRI 38 % 45 F S st AL 2 AR (Du et al., 2017); 18125l ] DNA £ 214 f1 DNA
T IFESOTEXAE AR R I X W IE IR BR(Q. liaotungensis) M EEHEATHI T, RAITAR
PRPHEE N AFAE = B B AL S (B0 SSE, 1998); 1R/ INMREERI Il T2 B4 Fhmid ik
It 16 X7 SSR X FRE 4 N8 Bk SKAR(Q. variabilis)FhfiE s fE 2 FEPEREATIEFT, 45
R B ARANEE N B BOs RS Z AP E (TR /KR, 2004); FIRERSFiEIS AFLP |
I FHRICTTIERN KB RR(O. senescens) i) 8 A& HE RIS 5 M BEAT T EFT, S5 REHIK
TR T AR AT AR S KPS B M ARORR i T = 2R PRI 3 (R IER 5%, 2005); KR
IGEREEL 3 XS 4xik DNA FrB, % 52 MAR(Q. aliena) & AU EE G R 450 FhRE
WAL Z RN ARSI SEHATITIT, o 1 RPRE P e Esh & LS AE R KT B R
B s 2 (RO RS, 2017). SARE N H ARS8 AL 2 BRI B 7818 8T T
&, ABAFAER T VA AT, Sk = 0H B A2 3T MM A () 33 A% B3R 5 TR A 52 T 1A
ZEE T

o 2 ) U — L 50 TR AR R 4 E RS AR ) 2% 32 (Bruschi et al., 2000;
Gugerli et al., 2007; Viscosi et al., 2009; Viscosi et al., 2009), 43 Ff Py A0 ] H- Fr & 754
A YA 1 %2 4% 5 7 (Ponton et al., 2004; SisOet al., 2001), SE L F S SEE K
2% A (Curtu et al., 2007; Heredia et al., 2009; Kelleher et al., 2005; Saintagne et al., 2004).
W, MRS RIS TSRS Y, HRESETNE., (FEAAEN L
SE BBk F R 45 (Curtu et al., 2007; Heredia et al., 2009; Kelleher et al., 2005;
Saintagne et al., 2004). 7£—26hft e, AR A LA 5207 V5K 20 A R s F it
¥ 58 (Albarré-Lara et al., 2010; Pefalozaram fez et al., 2010; SisGet al., 2001; Viscosi &
Cardini, 2011; Viscosi et al., 2009) .

1.2.3 1t MR AR M A 41
1.2.3.1 B EHF4E

ik (Q. dentata Thunb.)FIHHAR(Q. aliena BL.) Jykk@E I LA, #)E T &
PR(Hubert et al., 2014). MR R ATIA 25 KAE 4 /KD, BARE, BAHEDN
KFEOEAREE; MK 2-5mm, BEREEEIRE; MBI E O, AR
2934 10-30 x 6-30 cm, T THEAIWRE 1RE G RREE, v IEH NIRRT
DR, MR RTY, MR IRREUR B R AR IR, R 4-10 R 4
Bk AT T RPN MEE A TR A B A T, 1-3em K SRR AR, A
BT KN 1.2-2 < 2-5 cm, RAQREFTFI 1/2-2/3; &2 krf, Py,
K& lom, REHBSHE, MR OLREE, BRRAIE, 15-23 x1.2-1.5cm,

9



[F1AE I3 AT P I AR T 528 5 5 RE AR BT 7T

JoE(Huangetal., 1999). HERI Ak 30 KAty IR T, TG MK 1-
1.3cm, doGHg; HRESEFENIE, MR IR/ (5-) 10-20 (-30) x<5-14 (-16) cm,
FEESHUR BRI Y, Tiwmdiiiioe; 10-15 AR sk oA 1= Bkl MY 22 [m] 4
WA T AR R B T s BN 58 b 2 1) 3 M T — % S HEUIR, B R
/N 1-1.5 x1.2-2 cm, RZAGFEF I 1/2; 85 0EHE T, K2 2cm, ZEH,
WROSTE, RUMRELEONE, K/ 1.7-2.5 x1.3-1.8 cm ( Huang et al., 1999).
1232 £ K I WA

R S PR AR A T IR AR« MR 70 A Y B R AE 100-2700m; fE R V2 7041,
(/U0 i e | AN | U/ NN 371 N1 = =N T | AN -3 - N Wi N 111 N = I A I
MNEGMB RS XA ES, KoM HE2 3, 78 RIFRERE,
1.2.3.3 £ AM1E

WL RO RR 2 S B S Bl 2 —, 2013 EEFIN (bR T =8 0 W Mo ol
FISR ), 300 3= 5 A0S 8 1 40 bel MR ZRAL B SRR o B0, DR B A A A B U 1)
FIRFEE R A B S BeAh, W AR 2 T B S R e Do i, B UEOR O R
HA KA L, W AR #8 /] BAUF R FRZx (Liang et al., 2015), A AR )
B9z n] DU T RHAR INAIER I (Peng et al., 2007); Ml A FIAHAR AR Kz BT DL T4 Bk
B
1234 BEFAHESFARRE

MRS AR B RAEIRIE o)A 32, BV, RIS AE H A AN [ 1y 5 2 )
A AT, BRI FIMRAR H T 25 2 R 8 A 2RI FUIE M b o 8B 2207 1 A
ZEIE T4k DNA(cpDNA)FI nSSR Anic et b 52 77 1l /N JREE Y Bl N [0 35040 A Bt
W AARANEE BEAR(Q. variabilis)BEATHT T, cpDNA HIF 783 B = AN ] 477 5 L 1) g 4%
434, nSSR BT K AR FIMHAR 2 8] 47 76 FR 1) LR (Lyu. et al., 2018); Kanno %%
It 2k DNA(cpDNA) B FL T i #R . W . MR (O. serrata) F15E 7 #R22 Fh (0.
mongolica var. crispula) U FI BRI I AL 0 R, W FL 45 R B A8 AL RIRUAR SR A7 AE T
VOFF#RIE 2 [A](Kanno et al., 2004); Hubert “5Hil 22N HE THRBEVN ARG K E
P, R UIHT SR IR SR 2 ¢ REBUE (Hubert et al., 2014). JEA&ZT7TH : A V2R
i 44 MR 5 R AR B () 8 A8, X BT AS b (A B AR 4 T2 A8 SR AR A HE U H S A, 461
. A IRIEFRGLAR(Q. fangshanensis Liou)(Contr. Inst. Bot. Natl. Acad. Peiping 4: 7.
1936)EMHERHIAEF(Q. aliena var. pekingensis) SHIH 42227228, KT AL, ARG Al
B P8 (5 7K AE AL 22 J8, 1998); 35 1LLIAR(Q. stewardii Rehder) FIA AR (Q. fenchengensis
MR TN Q. aliena var. acutiserrata) 5 W ) 22 S Fh= A2, #OR I T- 2280, Wk,
YLVE, PRI (R RTZE B, 1998). SR B3 LLER, 35 LLARAN XUBARTE 96 SChR
H [E#E5 4 E (Flora of China) 1A AKX =N 0 AL, OR8] 7775 1)

10
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RN IG, PR SN, B DO L E I AR 4 (Huang et al., 1999).

1.3 #iRBHAEX

PRATf R BE R R BIE 7E— B AR 52 B AR A 5K ) X UL EMOR 8 P2 5K v
Mo PR ARE R E A2, SR, MUK A EEESNME, 1
HARYE & HE A ], w] DA 2 N 3 2548 I kel b, R SR B 4
DO AEL {EE H AT AIHRER ORI 7E 2 S b T BERCER . S — MR TR 0T 70
BALHE T, BT KT IX PR RD L I T -

MRAE O A HIWE TR B AR AR 8% _E 2R 2ok RBUE, HAFAETEA R R HA
A%, RIS RS SR 22 DA RO PR A AE (R AR RS, RS AR A
RFIAER o DL, W15 HEWTX AN UL GBI A7 AR R A A B LR« AT AU 561
PSSR R, B T el Iffe i S A ES. 2A)aHT SSR
I T RRCEARA UL A E AR C SR D LT 1) M AR R R (0 15045 2 FEE
LR TEREI T W S A AR AP0 D SRS 15 B 2 AR AR 0 i B LA 2 22 5
AWREE? JURE S A7 IR 15 R BAXO 2 28R 2 AN I G 1) I P R 28550 A
DAL By Wi IS AT L] 2

ARV S YOS R 3 G PR AT R PR 3884 22 S T LR S S 3 AT AT T, B AEDURR
JEMRA [ B2V 0 558 DR RIG BT R F SRk EE R 2B H

11



[F1AE I3 AT P I AR T 528 5 5 RE AR BT 7T

2 FF A5 75 L RO R B 2 i L

2.1 LA XEER

AL BT E AR A AT AE R B X, B4 39°39'42" —39°40' 50", 7R
£ 115°48'02" — 115°49' 50", “F- ¥4k 400m, =i 860m, LML 353.3hm?,
kA, ILFABEN, Rl e AR SRR T IR 1
PRI 12°C, 4 PHIREKE) 650-760mm. J& T AKAT LK, B RAF RIFH
RN W5 AT, EJ7 LB A48 i) 81 & 213 J& 303 A,
ARSI D i i A T PR B T 55 P P, i o s et AR AT 35 0 0 - B (Queercus)
10 J& (Ulmus)~ #J& (Fraxinus)« @ (Celtis)%, WRMEEF T REIRHEF N WAL (Pinus
tabulaeformis) A (Platycladus orientalis). A 6 MLEAL T Jh B AT WA MIHEYD:
P& (Hovenia dulcis)~ I3 (Typhonium giganteum)~ 78 7t (Staphylea bumalda)~ /)N
e [E] 5 (Sinopteris albofusca)~ 75 111 22 4 (Delphinium grandiflorum var. fangshanense)-
5 & H(Carex giraldiana)(E£4 4, 2008).

2.2 MBS FOMEAR RN 75 5%
2.2.1 WA 0 b A5 e A e

AT 0 B 5 G LI 5, M5 R 23 T R AR AE L7 1L 3 A
WL, BRSNS — I, JERE T 7 AV AR BB ESAK.
Koo, WEER. 2K KR, I ABCPR X, 5T 0. 50 R
FIHBHRR A g B 0 P AR, /N ML 36 5 AR RIAAR 47 1A R 3%, 3t
S 65 MU IR, SHX 65 MRHET 4 S R EHERRT .
2.2.2 Wz I B[R] f R

MG — K T, JE AT AE I B SRESW, AHE AT 2017 4F 3
H25 HZE 201749 H 29 H, M. R, WS84 MM —k, e
2-3 RMEE—IR.
2.2.3 AW TT Hrigk ) fis BA

(DBEZE . 3 5 R AT 25 RO

Q)EM I OIERHITIAN . R B AT (A5

G 23 RIS MEREAIMERE O TFAE R 0 T AEBRAN TR A6 A 3

(VSR IR A S R S S 75 1

2.3 HHMEHLNES R
AINREER B SMPIGEALT 25 AT, MRS HEE RO E301 9 4 A 8 5-5 H 65, MERE

12



BETAb 5T b7 LU AR P 0 i 0 U

FIAEAN 4 H 1555 1 6 55 WEREEEIEI N4 H 154 H 29 5, LR
R4 H 754 729 5. WHFIRARHEIEZ R T MEE— 2, WA
ANFhZ A EACIAA B S, FRARIIARFAEAR A — A A A SR . WA %
MM EE R 2-1, B 2-1)rT5, WHSFIRARKE A ESISR, BN T ARG
T-RTAETERR A, AR RO R S R A B T AT RE

B 2-1 At A A AR g UL 00 68
Fig. 2-1 The phenology observation photos of Q. dentata and Q. aliena
av by c PN AMAREERERIAEI] . MEAERRTEL . MEEAR I By
dv e TR HEAERIAEI] . MEEREAE ). MEAERIIRE By

a, b, ¢ represents the initial blossoming stage of male flower, female flowering stage, and flowering final

stage of Q. aliena respectively. d, e, f represents the initial blossoming stage of male flower, female
flowering stage, and flowering final stage of Q. dentata respectively.

2.4 INGG

A B B T LA R L B R A2 I DA S 258, T DMR B B AE R b i e 1 . A=
B R 25 W AP 7 SO A RTRRE S A A S5 BE 2 (Rieseberg & Willis, 2007). AT i FE 25
P DL R RS 5 . R R TERRRE B AU o9 5 S DR i i, 32 R R BRAS T A
¥ Z RIS e AT ) i B 25 R B R AN A, TR 48 & 14 1T et 2 P E
TRECE PG, MM FH IR 2258 MA T 7= 4 (Rieseberg & Willis, 2007) . AR 41
W52 45 3R MR AR B A8 2 06 T RTRS &, AR R 23— B I\ LA e
HEATIAIE « W SRR (AR FIAERD N T34 TH AR () , R BRAE R U A2 58
F1 AAARERE FL A B EI RN G 5 TR B R W& 1 A TR =S

13
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R 2-1 L= 2
Table 2-1 The information of phenological observation

W B 25 M e R
Species Stages in Leaf-expansion Flowers period Fruit period
germination periods
FRK ZPIRC e R AL HETE IR EARM R
i i /ish i
4530 e AR i=R VN3 K
M 3/25- 4/1-4/8 4/8-4/22  4[22-4/29  4/15- 4/22- 4/29- 4/8- 4/22- 4/29- 8/14- 9/14- 9/24-
O.dentata 41 4/22 4/29 5/6 4/22 4/29 5/6 9/14 9/24 9/29
Wil A 3/18- 3/25-4/1  4/1-4/15 4/15-4/22  4/7- 4/15- 4/22- 4/2- 4/15- 4/22- 8/14- 9/14- 9/24-
0. aliena  3/25 4/15 4/22 4/29 4/15 4/22 4/29 9/14 9/24 9/29

26 40 2 T 5 7 S A G i o7 T Bty 0 [



B SSR 73T hRiC IR RIS % 25 4 S gt 1 2 FEAE 0 Hr

3 T SSR 7 FHRICHIMEFE G A KRR S O

3.1 LM 5L AL
3.1.1 HEACRES b

2k 2 )t 5 M) G AR OB SR, R R B AR AR B RIS E,
SR 7 WA AR 5T R 7 o [ A6 7 B R AR RO 0L, 43 3T 2015 4E 8 A
-10 AL EJ7 % R by, k%5 R L [REsA AR AR R AT R &, LA
J 2017 4F 8 AXTLIZR Baril, PRPGZRUSH T, 0] 5 e BH A s — A Hb X R 3800
A B AR RN AR R B R AT R . RSP IE T GPS 12321 (GRAMIN 621sc) 411 id
KA UL RIIRAE R, RESEH G2/ DME S A8, R 7R ERA
TN IR Z D AR 10 KRR, BANMEREE 2 R gl fr, fER OR A7 T2
HUERZH DNA, CREREMRA 5, BARGERBUE K AR 5 2 4, DL
Fr R B350 DNA $RBUSCR . BAZE R UCRAEIRTS T 452 B 904 F Sl 1
B R AR A ARAT T AL RO R 2RO 73 - AR A5 5000 56 o SRR IR A S A AR
FE 3-1, BEAARMEAAIRMEE WK 3-1, FEEFEAZILE 3-4.

&
B T

| Altitude (m)
B o-s00
1 s00-1000
[ 1000-1500
[ 1500-2000
I =2000

B 3-1 Wt AR RATE Rl o A1 P

Fig. 3-1 Samping populations distribution area of Q. dentata and Q. aliena
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R 3-1 MR AR AR R i 5 B3R
Table 3-1 Sample information of Q. dentata and Q. aliena
XS: XiangShulin; ZL: Zhonglou; DG: Donggou; DD: DaDianzi; QD: Qiaoduan; KY: Kunyushan; ZW: Ziwuyu

FhEE SGEN) Z£FE) B KR SHEE T 2 B & B K B K B & ( 0  WHER(Q aliena)  FZ(Hybrid)
population Latitude Longitude (m) *1000 ¥ B ¥y B =E = dentata)
Altitude Bio03 (°C)  (°C)  (mm) (mm) FREF K B Mh W MR
Bio09 Biol0 Biol3 Biol4d #trees #leaves #trees #leaves #trees #leaves
XS 39.67 115.49 659 27.94 -2.92 23.07 200 3 19 95 92 460 7 35
ZL 3941 115.50 580 28.04 -3.10 22.65 191 3 16 80 54 270 10 50
DG 40.39 117.30 836 27.17 -7.68 21.52 170 2 6 30 10 50 4 20
DD 40.36 117.22 692 26.38 -7.22 21.67 170 2 21 105 10 50 4 20
QD 33.55 112.08 475 30.05 3 25.12 151 9 23 115 7 35 8 40
KY 37.28 121.64 169 24.88 0.63 23.08 179 11 21 105 19 95 2 10
ZW 33.56 108.55 1132 27.03 -0.57 20.53 126 7 23 115 2 10 9 45
Total 129 645 194 970 44 220

26 40 2 T 5 7 S A G i o7 T Bty 0 [



B SSR 73T hRic IR RIS % 25 ) S g 1% 22 e 0B

3.1.2 &L DNA U5 7L
WL AR I JE (K120 DNA (32 B I TIANGEN I SE I 7025 K 2H DNA 3%
A EIEAT S, BARERAE S IR
(DIRFCEH 36T 2ml BIEGOE N, BEMAMESEEUR I 5 BTELE 0.015-0.030
g WIFEEEIN, (A REAS B0 8 NN Nk .
Q)% GP1(fE FHRTH B-FhFE Z /NN GP1 t, B-ZIE ZEEIRIE N 0.1%), AT
65°C/K I i T /N
(3) K BT A 140 25 0 A TEON AT BB (50 3B AT R 25 (3 A O B S0 o P L R v 2 ), F
BEAFRAR T N 28(1/s), WFBE—432F-4h .,
()FE I BE I J5 BN IIN 700 pl Pk 1) GP1(FE @ XU NI, SR 5 {51 TR
51, TN 65°CHIKIRHAKIG 20 43580, JAMREERS 5 88251 —IR.
(5)7KIB 45 7R Jo B AEIE XU I IDN 700 wl B =4 ke, EENRSIBR, fEmdE
DL 12 000 rpm 250 5 205 .
(6)FF 0 Ja 1) _EIE VR R AR 258 (1) 2ml 180 b (B O B AR L), 2R
JEHIA 700 pl (1) GP2, EUENEAIHEREEE IR FE#E Smin.
() IR ST BITRAR 73 PRI N B AR CB3 51, 12 000 rpm 540 30 #2, SRJGFif
TR -
(8)¥ 500 pl FIZEMHR GD I AW FHAE CB3 wh (8 F AT B 4% E R I TC/K L),
£E£ 12 000 rpm B0 30 £, FHEIEWE, ¥ CB3 JRURIBIRIA KRS N .
(9 M BAE CB3 i 600 pl HIVEBER PW(RE T2 B U BT I TG 7K &
fi£), 12000 rpm B0 30 b, K CB3 HFI 2 NIA HIUEEE I o
(10)435 F- W B AE CB3 AN 600 pl FRFESER PW, 12 000 rpm &0 30 75,
¥ CB3 B NIA SRS N
ADHULEEELE 12 000 rpm T &0 2 080, P, SRS HW P H: CB3 5%
I T8 (10 38 ), WATBUSN 37°CHIBLFE AR T2 o, &
UE 58 4 22 B B _E O 38 4% ARV R R o TR NS T R A AT L2 5 SR 8210
DNA R A7 S i [ S 52 56 (PCR) o
12y BAE CB3 # AHTHY 1.5 ml B9 & OE P ERFTR T SR EF), 14 100 ul 2%
MR TE B2 IR B R ey, S AR E S 08k, #J5 12 000 rpm
TR 2 P, KIS 1.5 ml O T, 311 DNA G RAEAE
4°CIUKFAN , KIHIRAE T-20°CIIUKFE N -
3.1.3 DNA FEAK I fe 7322
DNA $2 858 B Ja B2 ARG EE vl OD260 AT OD280 [ ELAE , ELIETE 1.8 /2
FHPERIR DNA M2aifEEm, AKT 1.8 MR RAEE AT . DNA #EIGE UG 1T
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(Rl 3T P I AR T 528 57 5 MORE AR BT 7T

VK, 8 1% E B AENERIB, 5 1kb # DNA Ladder Marker Xf bb Fr BX KB . fiT
BN DNA RSERE, 23 0B NNMAR) 10 pl DNA 27 703 T PCR R

N, SRIEE AN 2 5 ARFR ) ddH20 X DNA BT Hike o

3.1.4 5| ¥imiik . PCR 9 15288

ARSI i P I 510K B T AR S50 5= MR | AR B B R b SE AR B IE i B

Z MR 12 3T 519)(Lyu et al., 2018) (% 3-2). PCR Ik RA4EIL 15ul, 5.
7.5 uL HJ 2xTSINGKETM Master MIX. 1 pL(30 ng)#4# DNA. 0.06 uL Primer-M13-
F. 0.24pL Primer-R. 0.24pL M13 44kl. 5.96 uL ddH20.

2% 3-2 12 %} SSR G Wit gn(z B

Table 3-2 Description of primer in 12 SSR loci

SR | BKEE | BOFS | FA EAER | ZHEIER
SSR Locus | Ta(°C) Motif Sequence(5'-3') K/NEE | Reference
Allele size
rang(bp)
GOT021 56 AT AGAAAGTTCCAGGGAAAGCA 111-128 Durand et al., 2010
CTTCGTCCCCAGTTGAATGT
FIR026 56 TC CTTCATGCACCAATTCCTCA 208-217 Durand et al., 2010
GGCCATGTATGTGTGCAAAA
QmC00716 56 TC AAGAGAACCCATTCCATCCCTGA 261-287 Ueno et al., 2008
GTTTCCCGAACAGTGGTTTCTTGA
PORO017 54 CT CCCATATCCCTCTACGAAAGAA 140-169 Durand et al., 2010
CTGGAGATGACATAGTGTCTCAAA
MSQ13 56 (TCONTTG | TGGCTGCACCTATGGCTCTTAG 216-224 Dow et al., 1995
CTGAA(T | ACACTCAGACCCAQMCCCATTTTT
C)n CC
FIR015 56 AC ACCCTAAAACCCCAATCACC 128-138 Durand et al., 2010
CGGATCTTCGGCTATTCTTG
PIE163 56 AG GAGAGGCATGTGGAACCAAG 208-239 Durand et al., 2010
CAAGCATAGGTGGTGGAACC
56 GAT GCAAGAAGCATGCAGATGGAGAT | 334-345 Ueno et al., 2008
DN950726 GTTTGCATGGCCGTCATTAGCATT
AAG
QmC00932 | 54 TC AGGCTCAAAACAAAACCAAACCG | 247-260 Ueno et al., 2008
GTTTCCCCTTTCCCATAATCAAAC
CCT
DN950446 | 56 AG TCTCTTTCTCCGTCCATTATCGC 155-185 Ueno et al., 2008
GTTTCTCCACAGACCCCATTTCC
WAG068 56 AG TCTGCAACAAAACCAAAACAC 165-195 Durand et al., 2010
CGGAGGAGAGAGTCAGCAAC
CcC00063 54 AGA CAATTGTACTCTGATGTCCCCGC 381-395 Ueno et al., 2009

GTTTACCGGAGACTCAAAGAATCG
ACC
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PCR X NAEF A

1. #AEHE 95°C 8 min
2. B 95°C 30s
3. Bk 56(54)°C 30s
4, W& 72°C 30 s

5. R 2 2] 4 75 38 MEFS

6. LA 72°C 8 min
7. BRfE  12°C Forever

PCR M J5, FE@EAT HLUAS I, K418 260 T I 00 P ik B A ARG IR A
F AT BANE KR . A S5 R A GeneMarker(SoftGenetics) Ui AT 5 HUE
41 K I ] (Hulce et al., 2011). 2 LL EXCEL ®A& g o bras 8, I H
X & AT R

32BN A
3.2.1 JEARHHE A B K A i U

ARt b gt EJ7 IR EEXS (XiangShulin), ZL (Zhonglou)Z) 1~ 5256 $dfE ok
[T A SZIG = B4 K EZ RN (Lyu et al., 2018) &K ¥ A A 0= 4 1 R 6 50
B S5k GeneMarker 32 B ) JiR 46 2048 ) FH Flexbini#t 47— 4L AL ¥, Flexbin/&Excel %,
AT DA BRAE A L R R S UL AR A 18 2010 A BEK B 1R 22 (Amos et al., 2007) . K5 IH—1k
SR AEE R ORAT N txt. SCARMS B R BRI/ 5 <7 B, SURTF L EFR B
“npops =7, “nloci =", JFEETHIETH ), HT NI RAREARXAR, H
72 A] LI i CONVERT 84K U — 14 1 B8040 e A i A% 2 B3040 2o A vb % A P
A&, TP 8 A% X (Glaubitz, 2004).
3.2.2 BALE

R 8 A BRS FF0AASR A (] A A 10 46 o ik DR A 6 1) 22 e, ORI R T DL A 2 e ik
STRUCTURE 2.3.4 544 XoJ A0S FHMHASK P A 320 AT 108 4% &85 480 20 BT (M 5 2R 0018~ 1 iR
V{7 (Hardy-Weinberg)), F HARE BEAL 2SS4 5 (Evanno et al., 2005) . 755 Bt
PR AR ) ME B B N1 R0 70 K47 00, BAKIEE HI84720/K. Length of
Burin Period %'& 4 100 000, Number of MCMC Reps after Burnini% i€ 79200 000, #x
FEKAE IR WA a4 R R N 41, 81t Structure Harvester (Earl & Vonholdt,
2012) AT LEXT A5 SR, MR Delta KSKHR R, FRHKAE 5V 2 AEAE, AIMT#E R
A BE 1Y 455 B (Shafiei-Astani et al., 2015; Amos et al., 2007). # J5iHid Distruct 1.1
(Rosenberg, 2004) 753 IR A

[ ¥ i@ i R 3.4.3 1 “adegenet” B A4 1, #4734 4 ¥ (Principal component
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analysis, PCA)(Jombart, 2008; Jombart & Ahmed, 2011; Team, 2016), Xt FIHHAR 1
WAL SR HEAT 73T

RIESTRUCTUREMISE R, Giit TR A RBUOVE, KM REA K46 8 2458,
— A N OE T 0B E LI A4l & AME, OEHEIE0. 5 IHE N A2 FIAR A&
AN . FERREHIE T QO > 0. 98L# 0 > 0. 84 Al Nali &1k, O <0. 9840 < 0. 8%+
SE NIRRT (Lepais et al., 2009; Labeyrie et al., 2014), AWt 0541t T O KT
0.9 MAERI O /N T0.91 M, K OE R T-0. 8 MEMOfE /N T-0.8 Mk, FF HatH
T A SREMEM LG S8 5T Arcgis A 1F(Beyer, 2004) 45 & Hb R AL AR, 22 il - Fof
T 10 235 0 P M 28R 0 A7 1S

L Arlequin V3.5 {4 (Bittner et al., 2010)#E4T 49> F 5 % 7 T (Analysis of
molecular variance, AMOVA), 154% 731t %% (Genetic differentiation coefficient, Fst),
TR A AR AR . 28 Fsr BN 0 U, o izl N AMA T DABEHLAS
Be, FERRSERML, Fer BMEN 1, KoM 2RE, Fer BERT 0.25 Zoxmir
HIIE AL AR K, 7E 0.15~0.25 Z [ ZRoR AR )8R 7R LR, £E 0.05~0.15 2 [A]
TR B AE AR AL T &K, 75 0~0.05 Z AR PPaF 845 7 AL FE BEAR
3.24 AL ZREE T

F GenAIEx V6.5 115 T HiEE 4% & & (Expected Heterozygosity, He), WllZ& & &
(Observed Heterozygosity, Ho), A X513 K4 (Effective number of alleles, Ng) 1A [F]
S 2 K% H (No. of Different Alleles, Na)o

I BE] DU R T AE AR S AR B, IR T A RE R 2388, ARRA RS A 5
PRl A A8 S IR A5 (Miller & Tanksley, 1990) .  HEE 7 & 8 & MR8 A 118 1k 5013 21 14
PR EHIARE . ANFESEALEERIEU(NA): A — G OARK R — A B, AT DA 31
IRHIARIEE . A5 RS A L R (Ve):  ARFR T RS R R ) B M
33 GRG0
3.3.1 WA MR A A% 2544 20 A

i 1 STRUCTURE LA AR A AR 95 A W0 A A0 7S AN MRE Ay 70 dH B 53 ) i3 AT 18 5
R HESTRUCTURE ) 43 BT 45 8L 5 H.45 A Structure Harvester i iH & 45 R, @ id 5 HrDelta
KEKHRFR KA SIPO) FMEE3-1), 75 HKES 20 IR RIEE, 459G
InP(D) 5 KM BE, W LARA E P> 73 2 45 SRR [F], KABDN 2N A2 S AR &l 40 45 3R K=2
INf, PN 2SRl SRR AR I 9 A . EI3-2 7 BT DL tH AN A 1D
BIFEAE— E R BN E IR, MEI3-27F H M RIAHAR (8] A7 £ A RR I 2 R 35 »
B BRY P 25 DTV IR MRLARR PR a8 A% S A B I T .
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L(K) (mean +- sSD) DeltaK = mean(|L"(K)|) / sd(L(K))

o
© e
~10000f % * { 1000

Ln prob of data

3 10500 i o

—11000}

K 3-1 STRUCTUREZ 1 1 KAE 5In P(D) V1318 . Delta K 5K % &
Fig. 3-1 Relationship between K value and In P (D), Delta K value and K value for STRUCTURE
analysis

a 100
0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20
0.00

b 1.00

0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20

0.00

SFS QD DD DG ZW KY
3-2 Mt AR A 38 A% 251 B (K=2)
Fig. 3-2 STRUCTURE analysis for Q. dentata and Q. aliena (K=2)
a: R TA BEAS DU AHRER PN P08 9 70 2K EAL b BLO M RIRE N 7 28 s
a: Clustering of individuals into Q. dentata and Q. aliena
b: Clustering of individuals into six population

BT SSRAF FHRICHIPCALE T &0, M FIMAR B 70 i 28, LR AR AP EEZW
DDAIQD 3 A S I Fh B AFE TS, M K SESPHBEAE L 450 b S M ERAEAE 4y
#HE(K3-3), 5HET6MMEISTRUCTURES B —E((K3-2).

AMOVA (125 5% B 7R M R 95 A~ 0 P 8] R EEA% 2040 R E(Fst) 9 0.108, 3R
AN 8] R 35 A% oA Ak T PR 25 KT (3R 3-3) o MR 25 Fh B TR] 1 388 45 2010 R E0CH 0.030,
TR AL ) B8 A% A LIRSS, R &P IB) B % 204k R 0.027, 3R B AHR
PP R B A A AR 55 . AR HE 8 57 43 Bl (Percentage of variation (%) )P] %1 89.21%
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IR 5 EORIE TR, 10.79%I28 57 RIS T PR TEL; HPRIAZSE 96.96%K
PR RIEEAAL S, 3.04% 1032 R TR IR] 928 55 MR 142 57 97 34% KT At
NAESE,  2.66% K A8 5 R Rl (B (142 57

@ ® ®
® "
[ ? °
® -
@ Y ¢, \
= . P/ ® A » I
e\c [ B .“ ®
o L ® /
~ P o k4 ®
e 29 one _| oo e
W ° & .. ¢ 7
':2 } ?e [ ”
] A o p f A
U b ° P o ’ £
A~ °s b P e e /
,3 . .1.02 : %’} ... @ \ %
‘V * é ) s 0ol
* o 4 <
o ®
PC1(10.09%)

K3-3 F:T-SSRIFT-HRiC UM RIS 3= 2073 #r ]
Fig. 3-3 PCA analysis for Q. dentata and Q. aliena based on SSR markers

# 3-3 BT 12 X SSR 73 FARic 6 A A ARFI ) AMOVA 7347
Table 3-3 AMOVA results based on 12 SSR marker for six populations of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

ZRRIR HHE BHEFH5A TENE BRI Fst 1830
Source of df Sum of Variance Percentage of Fixation
variation squares components variation (%) indices
Between species 1 192.06 0.45 10.79 0.108
Within species 900 3366.09 3.74 89.21 -
Q. aliena
Among pops 5 50.49 0.11 3.04 0.030
Within pops 570 2057.66 3.61 96..96 -
Q. dentata
Among pops 5 44.87 0.10 2.66 0.027
Within pops 320 1213.06 3.78 97.34 -

3.3.2 LS5 i B o AR
I AR AR RS NMAE R O T SE T, AR T 0> 0.9 MAEFIO< 0.9
IR (F3-4) & 0> 0.8 I AMAFN O< 0.8 I AMA (K 3-5), 25 G int A4 45 44 (1 H R 43 A7 B (&
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3-H)ATLLEH, 7£0>0.9 (K3-4a)if, A 154N, HERAE239MME, Z238 Mk
604, BFBIIFIELZAER, KA FiFEQD. ZW . DGRISFSAFAE M A MAR £ 5
FE0>0.8 (I3-4b)Is, HBA 160N, WIHRE253 MM, IR EMEE 381, FIEEKY
BIRai Ak, FEEQD. ZW. FISFSTELE I A4 AZAMA BT o Ll K.

R 3-4 M. BRI NMA B R (A 020.9)
Table 3-4 Number of Q. aliena, Q. dentata and Hybrids (pure genotype: Q > 0. 9)

That AR et 25
Pop Q. aliena Q. dentata Hybrids
SFS 186 54 25

QD 9 22 13

DD 11 21

DG 12 12

ZW 2 24 10

KY 19 21 2

41t Total 239 154 58

I Structure 925, 0> 0.9 FIAMHAIE BLEE A, 0 <0.9 FIBEFIRE FZ 2 Ak
From the result of structure, assumed individuals with O > 0. 9 to be pure genotype, O <0. 9 to be
hybrids genotype

2 3-5 M. WA S NMARCR (S 020.8)
Table 3-5 Number of Q. aliena, Q. dentata and Hybrids (pure genotype: Q > 0. 8)

P P Bk 3L
Pop 0. aliena Q. dentata Hybrids
SFES 191 57 17

QD 12 23 9

DD 12 21 2

DG 14 13 2

W 3 25 8

KY 21 21 0

it Total 253 160 38

S5 Structure [UZ55, 0> 0. 8 MIANAHAIE AR, 0 < 0. 8 MBLHIE N2 M
From the result of structure, assumed individuals with Q > 0. 8 to be pure genotype, O <0. 8 to be
hybrid genotype
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e

S

2 ae '~ g@f ¥t
K3-4 FT-SSRI:T-HR1C FRIMHR R ARG 1% 45 K 73 A7 18]
Fig. 3-4 Geographic distribution of conbined SSR markers for Q. dentata and Q. aliena
a: 0>0. O MEBHIE WA EAE, O <0. IIBHFIE NAAMAE: b 0> 0. 8HIMARHI 7 v 4l
HE, 0 <0. SHIBCHIE AT AMA
a: assumed individuals with Q > 0. 9 to be pure genotype, O < 0. 9 to be hybrids genotype; b: assumed
individuals with Q > 0. 8 to be pure genotype, Q < 0. 8 to be hybrids genotype

3.3.3 BB Z R

T I GenAlex FHEXT 124 FHHEAS LA FOMARAE A BEAT 184E 2 FEME R 04T, St
TR AR UL S5 R E(NVA) A RS 7 2 R B (Ve) s IR Z% 45 B (Ho) 2R
FE B (He) DU FE R o RS, MR FIMAR P AN (2.3-6) s A% 2 AR PE S F8 AR &
B NASK, IR E B 90.63, MR 90.64, A RIHAR I 3128 2 5 9 140.611
WRRRPRE T 355 S AL B R B2 418, MR TR () 1 350 S5 A R A2 4.34 0 #
R FRIAHAR A [0 ot B 1] (3 3-7) UL 5 o7 255 R 5000 TR e /N AR P BE DG-A 24,92, B
KA AR P HESFS-AE12.33 0 MARFHEE B0 I &5 A7 BE PR 252 7.38, AR b ER) 0K
W57 e PR B2 7.56 0 A 205056 A7 3k DRI B850 BBl e /N AR P BE K Y- A2 3.32, S K ARLHARY
FlEESFS-DAE5.42, L & FIEERBAE E2H kG, W& B i KA AR P RS
ZW-ATHH BRI Y-A/Z0.69, S/ ME N MEFDG-DAZ0.56. 19 & i K1E N
A Rl HESFS-DA20.68,  f/IME N A EEDG-D/20.55.

R 3-6 MR AHRERY) B B34S 2 A

Table 3-6 Genetic diversity estimates in the species of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

Yo ARSMERYE HREMERE WHREGE PERGE
Species Na Ng Ho Hg,

Q. aliena 7.38 4.18 0.64 0.61

Q. dentata 7.56 4.34 0.63 0.61
Average 7.47 4.26 0.635 0.61

Na = No. of Different Alleles; Ng = No. of Effective Alleles = 1 / (Sum pi”2); Ho = Observed
Heterozygosity = No. of Hets / N; Hg = Expected Heterozygosity = 1 - Sum pi*2
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R 3-7 MR FIBRAR RN A 18 4% 2 R

Table 3-7 Genetic diversity estimates in the population of Q. aliena and Q. dentata

ThaE NG I v& 5k ARG R YR S B MEREE
Pop Na Ne Ho Hpg
Q. aliena
SFS-A 12.33 4.51 0.65 0.61
QD-A 7.33 4.50 0.62 0.62
DD-A 6.67 4.49 0.59 0.60
DG-A 4.92 3.57 0.61 0.56
ZW-A 7.08 4.70 0.69 0.66
KY-A 5.92 3.32 0.69 0.59
Q. dentata
SFS-D 10.58 5.42 0.67 0.68
QD-D 7.75 4.50 0.68 0.60
DD-D 6.67 4.13 0.62 0.59
DG-D 5.75 3.38 0.56 0.55
ZW-D 7.50 4.13 0.61 0.61
KY-D 7.08 4.46 0.65 0.61
3.4 RE

3.4.1 WS AR AN 15 4% 22 hE ik

AHE FEE IS 12568 SSR G006 64 [ 435 3 A1 FRIHH AR A B () a8 A 22 A 1R AT 1T
T, G5 AR, WA & AR AN [F) S A R B 5.75~10.58, A RS A L R 93.38~5.42,
SPIIAN R SRR IR R BN T.56, 30 BEEAL R R 0N 4.34; MR & Tl I AS [7] &6 47 i
% N4.92~12.33, NI RIN3.32~4.70, PRSI R HNT.38, B %
EAFERECNA.18. & T BRIGERE X MARANRE 2L T 10X SSREI M Fe 45 2R, P 355
PrERISONA.6, SEHIAT R S RSO TA(RR SR, 2017); BEAR T Ze o 00t 1T 434k
FREEIE T 110FSSR G| WA FC I ~1- 35045 205 Ao JE PR 2518 (Fe D 9 5%, 2012); LS FbkE
T XFOXFSSR G| Wyt WA A1 5 vty BRBI 9T ()~ 3 S A B DR 40 7. 54( Bk, 2012). ARFEEF 41
PRI, MR AR B, Bl WARAE BN 2 M, A 4w 1 5
W MBSOy, T, S AR AR B B TR . X 5 Hamrick
HIRIEFAS R —30 A Iz KA Fa A% 2 e 2 % 8 (Hamrick & Godt, 1990).

AT A AR MR 0 HH 22 2 & BE )P 3B 32 M 0.61, PRI 24 5 B 23 5l N
0.64710.63, JIt S B 183 4% 22 AR 7K1 Ak T PROR 8L AL 7 () 8L =i 7K« Dayanandanf LI
Mi(Populus davidiana Dode)Fh 1L 2 HEPEREATOT 7T, BIE G RSP IEEN
0.46(Dayanandan et al., 1998); £V % R E Ak AF IR 5 T 1206 SSREI IR 7T 45 5%, 1
HIRE B IE 0.6 1(FMNESE, 2007).
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3.4.2 WEHEATAR R RS 251

BIF FC P AN 1) 30 5 40 R DL SE B f B4R MR X 38 4% 2 A PR B 528 4k, w] DU
U BB T AN IIRI R ORGP B NE P o 358 4% 65 A 380 A% 38 A2 R P B3 PR TR £ A
P (Hamrick, 1989). StructurefJ 45 3R], K=2 i LRI 733, AT DL A IR
PR AERG R 20, WEDRRRTRRE £ 258 AT [0 RS Pt P2 S > ) o 258 AT 1
PR NBEE N2, NARFRED .

KAF AR A DDA 73 A /KT 2K T HABAE Y (Hamrick, 1989), 5 227 N /& 2 %4
ARAERTF PR EGE NG Ry, Fh AL L ZAREE SIS, fa MBI s i dd, 10k ) LUt
T REEE LSRR, DAE € RE S b SRl 1a) (R 2 DA A2, AT B AERaB A% 70 4E
PR TR W 2 KR SR A0 A AR & (1038 S B 22 R LA (Ducousso et al., 1993), A AR
TR RIAAR PSR 18] B35 A% 2346 R B (Fsr) 90.108, 2R B PSR [R] ) 38 4% 53
AL T 8 KT o MR TRTE A% 24k 2R 50C0.027, SRk B TR IR 2 FETE 192.66%,
KB T FRE N KB % AR 97.34%. WHFRAIE 1% 20 2 K0090.03, R E TR 8] 1)
WAL ZFEE 5 3.04%, oK B TR A B A AR 596.96% . A FE R AR A 18] (14
A% I A KT AR AR ] (4 358 4% 20 A 7K AR 55 32 22 7 DR AT e 2 X AP )
PG IIARIE, AFEATE G T AR . YRt AR RERAAAE ) 2 BRI AE, B
ARG BAL L
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4 BT LTSN E F R
4.1 M 57E

4.1.1 FEACRAEE

2015 4 8 A% 10 A AR AL By A g Rl Tk ss 2 L [R153 A (R Al
WERFREE AT KA DL 2017 4F 8 AXTILZR ALl BePiZ IR+, VAT rg e BT
i R0 =A™ 1 X [5] 335 40 A PR AR FOOM AR B B R AT SR A . AN FREEIE L GPS Al AX
(GRAMIN 621sc) 4L KA LR E UL RIgIRAE B, RES AP 2040 5
ANH, TG RN AMA S D AHRE 10 RIGEES, AN MERRE 5 e
B H R B, AR RS TR U A0 B REME A5, AT
TEADH I F A6, B ThrAJerh 547 . &4 W CREIRTE T 367 KR 1835
Fr TERE A B o TR SRS A LGRAE T AL MO R AR 7 A S S0 % . RN
Pl T R A ARACS DL 3-1, MBS B (RAE. Wk. P A E) L& 3-1.
4.1.2 FEA A E

T TURTE S S0 58 R . SSR 2> FFRic IOIE 7t 45 kg AT 1) 5, MR ¥E
STRUCTURE HI4558, 0>0.9 #HE NALR, 0<0.9 #HE 225 Fh(Lepais et al.,
2009; Lyu et al., 2018), % O ERIFITLE R, BAAFBIMI A4 129 PR, MRS 4
194 ¥k, ZRATAMA 44 Bk
4.1.3 S e R ¥ 3 B

i AcMAP #R #E Bl B () 2 B/ B 7€ WorldClim Global Climate database
(http://www.worldclim.org) U 1 3REL 1970-2000 4F 30 F= % E 71354, B
F& 19 NS %A 7 (Environmental Systems Research Institute, 2014). #AJ5 it R 155 1
PRI “usdm” 1) 5 Z i K Rl ¥~ 43 T (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF), ¥ 19 NS {% [
T REFE . GEAERE RSN, FEERTSAHCEREGREAE, SAEET 5 M
BARMER SR - SR (Bi003) S e 2= 1 173515 FZ (Bio09) . A imIE 2= Z 1)
SEIAIE EE (Bio10) %2 W 2714 [ FE /K & (Bio 13) M- R 2= 1 [ K B (Bio14) . X TiAM &
HARRPEM S5 B 7 SO T f5 2k 2 a4t a0 i (3 3-1).
4.1.4 m BRI SR EL

T it i 0] s2 56 =5 05 s o R R AGEAT . AR5
CanoScan 5600 F #9441 (Canon Inc. Japan) X} 1835 A Rt A #EATH 4, RN
4800*%9600 dpi . = # J5 K 5 1 B B @ I A Imaged , (T #K Hh Ak
http://bigwww.epfl.ch/thevenaz/pointpicker/) X 4 %J i F BIr & B 1 A5 & 55 34T b €
(Abramoff et al., 2004). AL LR A FrE s (K 4-1, £ 4-1)R0EEUS i AR
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Rt Sl X RREE A LU RN fU5E(E S, RIS 2% Viscosi XT3 FHERIM H #R(Quercus

frainetto Ten., Q. petraea (Matt.) Liebl, Q. pubescens Willd.) 2445 & A7 B (Viscosi,
2015), BZGEE 13 Mrds. X 13 MeE A BRE . A8 X ATEM, #E T4
WA ) [R5 5 A, FLrh 2 R R A ) = MR 5 R(LML, LM2 AT LM3) R % T
A F R, AR LR R(LMA-LML3) S ) 70 A T SRR I . i i A )
A FEE 13 A& SR, y)IEHE B, B L B A% A “LM=13
X0YO....X12 Y12 D=zl A01 _101”(CAZS k& 9 A 6 HE), 7wl zl AFREAFK, A RoR
YiFl, A0L FRoRH, 101 R F, (728 oxt”#% 5K

R 4-1 BRSO B R

Table 4-1 Description of landmarks in leaves of Quercus dentata and Q. aliena

AN Eiiipa
Landmark Description
LM1 R LA K
LM2 Iy 5 I A 0 B4 A
LM3 -y R T i
LM4 I A A AT S 2 55— T
LM5 P e 000 AT 62 2 — v 2R i
LM6 I A ) e e 9 2R ) i
LM7 BHARE R 6 T IR
LM8 I A 0 AP A R 2 — 24 i
LM9 W Py 2200 AT 2 5 — A U1
LM10 I 2000 AT 2 25— v 2R i
LMI1 WﬁEW%¢%E*WHm%5
LM12 EHbRE R 11 IR

LM13 I e AU DA A 25— H%Hﬁﬁ
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Kl 4-1 trE s E
Fig. 4-1 Landmark configuration
e 1~ 13 AEERM bR S RALE

Numbers 1-13 represent the leaf landmarks

4.2 BIRD R
4.2.1 7 X Procrustes 7311 (Generalized Procrustes Analysis, GPA)

5 B B 4 1 R A4 B N Morphod % f4 (Klingenberg, 2011), (N %% Hb it
http://www.flywings.org.uk/Morphod_page.htm). &Gt iAo 5l T a0 5
RN TR R, M SRS RS 22 R/ Ngsgm, Bk, Kt
R RN TS 77 B R I RS 43 J5i%. |~ X Procrustes 43 #1(Generalized
Procrustes Analysis, GPA)(Rohlf & Slice, 1990), i i x} A4 by £ 48 i3k 47 18 B - % 45
(Sanfilippo et al., 2009), 1] LLEEI: Fy BITES AN G 73 FF AT 0 it . i TR AS 4544
eI AR A T B BN S5 R B0 KIS, I BN IR i 4 R HEA T
AN N i € | I S N NN i1 B = s o A R W AN & P
BT A DR /IS (FRANTAE S B B L FRT R S /0 ) P 2 2 3t 00 s 5. s 380 L ) L S oK
flir i, BT HRI bR SRS B R RO ECR, BERERI A bR B R E
R BRSO CEL/N o LA B BRIX — R BB AR 2 R S5 06 R R IR AL bR 2E R B I b s m 4544
X5 N T IR ' M AR 7%, GPA MGt 22 B nl (s, FEAm
THE B InAg #f (Rohlf, 2003).

422 HEBRESHAE

B B AH (outliers) 2 A7 Wl s R A5 2 36 5 0 o Hh LA A0 00 e i 5 e e B
(1) 22 5 K s « 72 Morphod 314 1% FiF “Preliminaries” H il i “Find outliers™ AJ
IR IS SR, BT 2 0B Ea T iIgs R, RN 5 P 3 0 RN Bk
WHERE AR IR = B2 43 BT (Principal Component Analysis, PCA)HERR
IR, BORFEMHER R E T Bk BT B
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4.2.3 XM IR AERERRES R AR /N

AHIEFE T AR 5 R 45 A LAy =2 Bk 9%t e B 25 RO AR oA, ERLt, e 221
PCA 4-#T /. 2B-PLS (Two Blocks Partial Least Squares) 7 #T 7] LUK X FREE 4 . AEXTFR
iR S5 RN B oy AT Gt o, BARERAEWR . £ Morphod FAR I SE LA
“Preliminaries” "% % “Select landmarks”, ¥ 2 HEBIXHEHE, A @M G4, 255
FE<HLIM X FR M (Object symmetry)” s di<Yes”, Morphod #5444 B BhiH 5 X FR s 1,
e H SRR BT BT bR, A “Move Down” Fl“Accept”, 5 AT LUK X FREE 14
JEXSRREE A 5 RN T
4.2.4 it RS =

TN R AN RRE YA AN 8] JE ORI 58 I A [R]85 A R G i o TR,
BN B AT 43 )2 40 T . 75 Morpho J 3R 2F F 22 B “Preliminaries” H $8 21 “Extract
New Classifier from ID String”i#t$*“Name for new classifier” HE 458 1) 734, [H
FEALE “Preliminaries” #1821 “Average observations by”{& 7] LAXJ iy 4 2 J5 BIAS[F] JZ IR
FOIESEBAEMCF M E. 2 EE, AR RAME SRR E) 5 T3
PR35 09— BRA O I TR )« AR = O (R A i A BB P 2 O — SRR
) A IR (A0 F B A4 16D 1 et 2R S ~F- 389 9 B A W ol ) P 2R 40 ) ) P
FTE AR AT ]R80 4
4.2.5 % e A I AT AL ER AR

JURTTEAS 200 B B — RAR 3508 A2 th 45 R AT AL, 7T 58 EDUL R B S 22 7
VW RUFE 2% (Thin-Plate Spline, TPS)73 T8 7T LLJE T~ PCA. CVA. DA I 2B-PLS 45 2R 1
WA AT AT AR A . AR a3 5 PCAL CVA 50T 45 B A bRt B2, i
it TPS 3B AT LA AA Rl 1) B A e KB AT B /IME R R o A J L 2R I 550
RIS, AT U I E W& H R AR 1034 (Bookstein, 2002) . Morphod 3K f4HA
= by 4 B« AR Ak X % ] (Transformation Grid) . $ i %€ 55 ¥ (Warped Outline Drawing)-
2R HE I (Wireframe Graph), TEARRFTHT, FRATTE F B A2 K AR Ak A% B RN 2R AE I A0 B &
I I 2k 5 B0 o T2 1 22 57 (Viscosi & Cardini, 2011). ZRHE P 5@ it T3
#£ Morpho J A el by 2 TR AH BLE 153
4.2.6 W AR T

XTHERR B RHE S PR ST B A, A5 B A B AR AL A X ARG E
XS RREER AN RN, PR E R TS B8 #4711 o« A5 B AN ]2 R )
s GPA AT M, el G P 7 Z R (covariance matrix), 7 ZERERE A& Y
AN T ER R SR L, H TS 22 48 i 43 B (Klingenberg & Nijhout, 1998) .
Morphod A AT DL SRS Fh A BEE MRS IIFERE . GPA XTTEA AR 73 AT & T
R, BEMEASEE IR AR 2 2 REPRIIESZ &R B 3AMEH PCA il
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I BEAE A R AR RS, RATREZ AR A A i . AR A A A PCA ¥4 13 Mird Al
FREBELE, R FER A X A AT SRR 53, RN LA 90% (1) B A5 X [A]44 oir A 1
FIER AT 4328, PCA 3 Hi 1 W JZ RN JZ IR R PR G A A BRES R, AT LA
PCA 5 R B X 73T ZE R JUFTES S0 PCA BT IRARAZ & (1) 4 Bt
PR M AZ TE 7347 (relative warp analysis) (Rohlf, 1993).
4.2.7 FEAER DT

FE A AR I AR TR TR D DR/ B A A DN T 2 1 171 T 25 K AR ) A2 4K (K lingenberg &
Mclintyre, 1998). M- IR/INFITAR A2 AT LLAH BAE AR B2 1, M Givt2: BrTLLid
TN R P R DR /S B AR ) AR A i i S T AR K o R NIRRT AR P XS R AR 6 ik 45 44
Py AT e e I SR AR B AR SR 4 b A N ) R B A AR e o AR SO 3RAT TR
=540 A i 10 000 JOEAKA SR H gt it 27 o 1 [31)H 73 4 2B-PLS AR
WS 2D/ PR RN A R TR AR 2 15 e v KN IR AL 51k o i 00 AT R R
A LLiEE Morphod BTHEE, 538 BRIk H “Covariation” 94 J5 1L £ “Regression”, TH5
SRR H P-value fH UL RV BRI E S SRR B R
4.2.8 PRI E 73t

A1 FH 053 53 #1 (Discriminant analysis, DA)F 8 78 4% & 73 #7 (Canonical Variate
Analysis, CVA)H T/MEZ IR R %€ . CVA A DA #57] LAZE Morphol HIg5: 24
Gy BT IR 2 AN SRR, DA PLAefER, DN DA A &2 B LLEL, CVA 4y
BT A& TR AN DL B8 2 [ 2 5. DA s3#Tid i+ 738 X ki i (Cross-validated
scores)FH# 1] iF £ (Discriminant scores)H #7712 53 7 3EAT 43 HT(T? P-value for tests with
1000 permutations < 0.0001), #EEEFTFEMMBFEFRELE, MHMERNFILE. CVA
FEAE R BUS L, B RS T BUE I Morphod #4448 in A [E] A5 AR [ (Equal
frequency ellipses)d{.# 1 [7 & 5 [X [7](Confidence ellipses for means), #fi[& & 15 X ],
R AR N 45 5E 1 — MR B A A4 3 MR 10 - S8 B 2 1R T, AR SCAs FH ) 72
FHIF AR, XA LS 7 R AS 5 45 5 RS AE N LR 28 1 — 38 2 o B M
()38 1 B 345 (77 statistics; 10 000 permutations per test)fi F 5 (G 25 (Mahalanobis
distance) K FAT PPl 2 57 .
429 M RIER . MR RN ESURE T B 7 1) =3 5

BT g/ AR VT SVE U B (B VH 43 B o 2 M R EE R AR R (y) 5 H AR R (x) 2 [H]
FHR B AL A B 2 (Seber & Lee, 2012). AW AL R 15 5 5 5% i A S G FR A
XS RG R RN S SR Rl 53 4. Morphod  3RAF AT DL B
TR GHEATR) PCA S HT I FE 2 PC i S, {EAM RS EdE, R ] Lo
B e RN s S RS 5 7 Z K PR 0 A e Y 2 B S BRL T S b R
A A 53 B
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43 ZRE5 75
4.3.1 WA AR P BC) JER s 4l Ak 3

1835 F it Frbs b S B i@ L) X Procrustes 04T, HBRIAEESZRRAERG, BUL
R AAER 13 M RSB 4-2 Wi s & ) L, 45 RO B A R BRI EE
HEE S, R Procrustes 3 AR it HERR 1 AL B AR/ ZE R . £E Morphol
B T 2 OB e R AR 5 S ST 3R i A ) i B R T DA S B
A% (Cumulative frequency) 1 B A2 B R A 22 81, 524 1835 J i Hh Bk e 1815
R AT RSt o #r .

4-2 T S Procrustes Z3 i

Fig. 4-2 Generalized procrustes analysis of the leaf shape

4.3.2 HERAHEAR I Fr K2 2522 57 70 #r (PCA)
B SG1E Morphod A H X RREE R AERTFRES R FII: iy RN ZAN s 39, 485
XX FRGE R AR IR EE e i GPA 34T, 45 R unE] 4-3 FioR.
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4-3 I Fr T 3 Procrustes 43 BT s K
Fig. 4-3 Generalized procrustes analysis of the leaf shape
J”" 3 Procrustes 73BT #5 EIFET I Fr AR RS 14 () AR X FRE 14 (b)

Generalized procrustes analysis of the leaf shape of symmetric (a) and asymmetric (b)

T IR R AE AR EE A AN AR XS R 450 R R AR, B S T RR AR 2
A S Procrustes 73 HT (B 4-3)0 SRJG 5T 1 7 J2 N BR 5 48 RN X R 45 R R 1
& HAT PCA 738, PCA /AT TR MAE] T 11 DNFERST (R 4-2), FETIEXT
MREEFIFEIRES R 11 D ERDGEE 4-3). B PCA [RI4E F I T 5 FR 45 ¥4 i B35 B (Fig. 4-
42)R] LAE Y, M RIM RIS 28 1 X 20 B 2H, 1T 2% S AR IR 38 23 | 20 A
ANVIFREIH By o A TE A

PCA X FREEM AT s PCL 7 B TR AL 7 () 51.99%, 83 TPS 4 £ il i)
MR L, MR RIS A S 2 X BE T MR AR R (LML AT LM2 AN & S 2
(R D), WO PRI AR s MR IRT B 2 (M R I B e b LG AT LML )
R T LMY A B, HARIITIR TSR, TR i i By ok Bl e, &
AR I () BB o iR v, AR AE G2, AT RO B RS s Mbak B A 8 e i it
FEE(LM8 1 LM13 Z [AIFRIFE ), MRT (i e 4 B 32, SR B R 2%
Bea; LM7 F1 LM12 B3 77 ) KR sh e S om0 F2 RS, i e A3 AR
(2L R FE AR /N (Fig. 4-4@). PC2 fiftkE 1 S B T8 7 1) 20.38%, PC2 HIE
B 1 3 B2 A T AR OR B FE A 5 AH AR TUIRA £U(LMT7 R LML) X7
M PC2 BB T H MR AR I AR e K i FEE Ak 5 A A8 TUTRE s AH B izt , 1 A PC2 B IE
{ELF HE MO PRI 1) K 5 Ak S5 A AR T B s BE B il . 7E PC2 B b, H2RER RN
WL 2 (A8 Ak 15 PC1 il W00 22 21 45 SR AR o

PCA JEXTFREE M S5 R R PCL 5 S A 71 57.49%, PC2 H AR R
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(11 17.84%, FIPEN TR T BRI 75.33%, MAEXTRREEFII PCA BT K 45
A, W FIHRAR LR ARS8 AR B 73 A 2 73 B (Fig. 4-4b). 38 HERRRE 25 E 15 2]
PN RS B 1, PCL FBRRE T 5 FRIEA L i 54k LM6 Fl LM11
TR B A2 A P A A AR XS AL B . PCL Bl B R, LA R IS 50 9 IE TS, 0
AP 55 K 5 B AL (LMB) Bt v 70 £ i K i B2 Ab (LML) BE Sy Sl it 4338, PCL il
NIEERAH S . PC2 fifRE 1 BT d pr g I AE X R It 2 i 22 5, FEERAET
I o B B Tt 25 R m), PC2 B SR {E R AR 2R [l 4 25, PC2 Y IEAR
TAH R -

a 030 b 030
e Q. aliena e Q. aliena

= 0.20 * Q. dentata ., * Q. dentata
2 « Hybrid = » Hybrid
o 0
3 010 J 010
N N
O (@)
0. 0.00 O 0.00

-0.10 -0.10

-0.20 -0.20

030 -020 -010 000 010 020 030 030 -020 -0.10 000 010 020  0.30
PC1 (61.69%) PC1 (61.58%)
-PC1+ -PC2+ -PC1+ -PC2+

Kl 4-4 W AIHRAR S22 324 PCA 73 #t
Fig. 4-4 PCA analysis of Q. dentata, Q. aliena and hybrid
Py JE R NS BR &5 A8 (a) FAE R R 45 44 (b) PCA 73 #
HJER T HIMAS PCs(PCL A1 PC2)IIIA s BB E N 95%. MR PC IIENIE ik
B+ FFOL N AN A RS
PCs computed on leaves level, for symmetric (a) and asymmetric components (b); the scatter plots
only shows the first two PCs (PC1 and PC2); confidence ellipse at 95%. Transformation Grid: the
shapes for PC scores of negative and positive extremes (+, -)
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R 42 F TR R YO I R REE R BEAT IR 32 A 2 i & 15 R
Table 4-2 The eigenvalues obtained from Principal Components Analysis (PCA) of leaves level

for symmetric component

ER FHIEE B it
PCs Eigenvalues Variance%  Cumulative %
PC1 0.006959 61.69 61.69
PC2 0.001648 14.61 76.30
PC3 0.00115 10.20 86.50
PC4 0.000856 7.59 94.09
PC5 0.000279 247 96.56
PC6 0.00014 1.24 97.80
PC7 0.000113 1.00 98.80
PC8 5.9E-05 0.52 99.32
PC9 5.13E-05 0.46 99.78
PC10 1.39E-05 0.12 99.90
PCI11 1.15E-05 0.10 100

R 4-3 FET R R OO R AR RREE A HEAT 8 FE O A 5 1R S

Table 4-3 The eigenvalues obtained from Principal Components Analysis (PCA) of leaves level

for asymmetric component

EN i) R 632 Ait
PCs Eigenvalues  Variance%  Cumulative %
PC1 0.000779 61.58 61.58
PC2 0.000184 14.51 76.09
PC3 0.000154 12.21 88.30
PC4 4.34E-05 343 91.73
PC5 3.5E-05 2.77 94.50
PC6 2.91E-05 2.30 96.80
PC7 1.35E-05 1.07 97.87
PC8 1.12E-05 0.89 98.75
PC9 9.35E-06 0.74 99.49

PC10 3.53E-06 0.28 99.77
PCI11 2.89E-06 0.23 100
43.3 S AR

S A KT 3 5 T AMAZ VR IR 2B-PLS MK FRE AT X6 B A 45 ) She S
I 7 BRI 0 R &5 K 55 I R/ ER) A 5 SR R R AE I v K/ 5 i o R 6 Ay 2 T A7 AE
ZHFLABR R (RV RZECN 0.1089, p<0.0001). M I AEXTFREE A 5 i F KN b 45 51
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WoRI RN SRR PR G 2 TR AR AN B2, RV RECN 0.0068, p=0.1673.
I BRI 8 4 5 1 DR/ IS (9 A 8 SR S s W 0 R 5 A0 1) B et 281 1, 24k K
IR KR, R TEAS (B 4-5a: +shape) REAE A A 10 B 8 AR SR I I Fr 1) B804
Hrth BBy sk Bl e, R R s SR, AR SR B ORNIER TR N, i
TS (] 4-5a: -shape)REAE A 7 (0 8% B Ab SE e it v b B33, ELiE B i
g, W ERERYTRR, AR s AR UM R RO AR R R, AR A AMAR
FRNG TS 26 SR AT TR AR M A o i AR FR G544 5 i 2R/ )
IR EE R FTE MR UL T /KT 28 B 4-5b), A HEMLEHEXRR,

a 0.2 o Q. aliena b 0.2 o Q aliena
: o Q dentata : o Q. dentata
o Hybrid - e Hybrid
— . . c
< . v, et [0}
o O
S el SR s .. i
o . ‘.:‘.".;:‘:d.o g E . ..'.Q.:., : - :.." .
g + shape -':‘...' e . 8 ' ::*,\33"; %J‘ PR :
AR et -.-!4; R I
© g arree,, S 8bA .. G 00fs i TEW Wi s b
© AL = ISR S SRR
e Lo, ] - . . .
@ v wh Al el Q
e s °s t:-".-: . E .
E . - ‘f" M ;
> S )
w . <
0.2 : - shape 0.2
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
Log Centroid Size Log Centroid Size

4-5 R AR S22 58 2B-PLS 73 Hr
Fig. 4-5 2B-PLS analysis of Q. dentata, Q. aliena and hybrid
a: 2B-PLS & FLIHICS BRI T A AR S5 HI A Fr K/ (Log Centroid Size)HEl A4 #4328,
M IR T X R g A 1) I (+shape) 1t (-shape) SR AEL I 0L R I 2R s b 2B-PLS &5 JE i B2
Tt AR AR5 R A K/ (Log Centroid Size) ) =] 5 4347 75 2]
a: Scatter plot obtained by regression of symmetric component onto the size (Log Centroid Size), grids
are shown the leaf shape changes for negative (-shape) and positive (+shape) extremes of the symmetric
component regression scores; b: Scatter plot obtained by regression of asymmetric component onto the
size (Log Centroid Size)

4.3.4 W B AARHAR S 2% 28 A IR A 7€ 70 #r

BT AR IR0 5 B B AR R L 5 7 Al 1 P38 DU N R 22 B
TF AR AMA, CVA HI DA (R 45 A RT LA I R4 s AR P S P X 53 T . 4
Ffi[H] Mahalanobis distance 4 4.63 (W FIHAR), 2.57 (M ZRASAMA), 1.52 (HHARA
HRAZAA) . Procrustes distances A 0.155 (Mt FHAR),  0.09 (M FIT 2% 52 MA), 0.06
(RN ASAMA) o BT 1 0 0 A e i 1) B 2 A7 AE 22 57 (72 DA i R T ) P<
0.0001)s

H CVA B4R ER CV1 5 R RH 67.78%, W& CVI A E ) IEAE, M
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FHAR BB R SRR B — e, LR 458 MR 8 I ) 22 20 A T AR 1T > B
TR 2 0], Ak 24 58 AR B S M AR DA R IR A R (B 4-6) CV2 (5 SR S
16.3%, TMAE CV2 b, MR AR L R RASANMMAE S /3 A fE-4 3 4 Z[E. M CVI
(0 9 N AR AL 23 30 5o IR [ DR L ) A, MR R it (1) 2 2 X 0 E T AR e i
FEERE T, W BRI IR, WA, TR B R AR, A B R
B, HAREE . 5 PCL LS KX 21

) e Q. aliena
4 e Q. dentata
o e Hybrid

- shape

+ shape

5 W 2 0 > 4
CV1 (61.76%)
Kl 4-6 Mt AR AR S A 52N CVA 23 B
Fig. 4-6 CVA analysis of Q. dentata, Q. aliena and hybrid
BRI T MR IR, 0 BIRAR G R #EAT CVA 7052, BRI E N 90%

CVA computed on trees level, for symmetric components, confidence ellipse at 90%.

DA 45 SRR, WA SSAMA, AR RS Ao A AT o0 #4531
AN HTEl . DA ST HE T A X6 UE R FORT A T3 R K AR RIS 2E 1 X 2o
K, M5 A MEE SR, KR, RIS KK 95.90% 11
BRAT 96.88% MR AT LAHERR I X 3 FF (B 4-7a); MitER-S 44 28 AN ) 28 2B 350 43 B AR
%, 64.44%I A58 M K 81.54% MR 4 o] LLAERf 3 (] 4-7b)s #5524 Ak
[ B8 b, AT LK 71.11% R 2258 MART 97.66% I 1 A 111X 43 T (K 4-7¢).
R SRR 2 T ) T2 24 1658.93: MR 5 2SS AMAEIEI ) T2 O 220.05; Mtk 28584
PRIAIE) T2 N 84.22, FEH 77 RJEEZE(P<0.0001).
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a b c

20,

Frequency
3o

t

20 ey 24 &8
Q. aliena Q. dentata Q. aliena Hybrid Q. dentata Hybrid

Kl 4-7 W AR S 2 5244 DA 73 bt
Fig. 4-7 DA analysis of Q. dentata, Q. aliena and hybrid
P SR (a), W 525 MA(b), MR 5 2SS M () ) DA 4521 LB FTRAGERME, B i
FIAEM, WO FTARIAAE
Results of discriminant analysis (DA) of the shapes of Q. dentata vs. Q. aliena (a), Q. aliena vs. hybrid
(b) and Q. aliena vs. hybrid (c), respectively; Black bars: Q. dentata; red bars: Q. aliena; blue bars:
Hybrid

4.3.5 M Fy TEAS AR5 R [31 U5 29 #r

KT AT SEEE R PR @ PCA FFYE5 T 5 159 2 IR 6 ARG # S BT FR 45 7
AR KRR . MR PCA 25 R A HT 5 AN 32 B0 A 07 2748 711 96.56%
(£ 4-2), IEXTFREE I PCA S5 501 5 AT B AN b s 07 2278 711 94.50% (3 4-3).
IR RIRGEF S AR BRI BT 5 AN 32 B B v KN 23 5l 5 B 55 B8 A8 =0 0 434
MEG P A LS R PT AR R X RREEFIIET S N, PClL 55EME. T2
B ZWENRKE. TREFNHRKREEEMRGER 4-4). PC2 5HREFETIHIIEM
Ko BARUXITREE M RTS8 5 5 DS FHEAFAEA M . e JEX RS,
ff PC1 54 IR BEZETT IR R EMIC, PC2 Sl EEMC. A HIR/NST
ZHR, ZWENRKE. TEFENHRKEREHX,
4.4 ¥Hig
4.4.1 W . MR S 2 S MR TE S Ak S oA e

AT F R R PCA A #T on Tk i B B 22 Rk, X 54k
P F S A IR B AR o I XS RREE A 5 AE R ARG M AT AN PCs 1A H
AR 22 1) H PRI T DX A 5 R HE PRI P B 8 R OR R NP o TR S 22 5%, DR AR &S
PRI RIS E R 5 B TR S 31 76.30% (PC1=61.69%, PC2=14.61%), JEXT
FREEFIIRTPEAS TR b S TS 71 76.09% (PC1=61.58%, PC2=14.51%),
5 B AR S — 2 ULk, BT CLRTAS 32 502 R AR 55 14 FH R AR 0 A0 Pt R 25 440 1)
FEREER,
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I AMAEZ IR CVA DA A, o DASE B I SERUS P Ap 30 . CVA 73 iR
T (R R A AR X 73, AN CVA B BAS R (90%) AT LATS: H 2% 28 AN A A7 T A g
PRI P 18], BE R AR B AR [FA R A 5 - DA 25 SRR 95.90% PR FH 96.88%
(RIS AT ATEERA T IX 20 I 5 64.44% B AR ASAMA I 81.54% MR A4 mT LLAERf 340 501
TLT %A A MR 97.66% [IMHR TR B X 43 FF o Ui BRI S AR RS 2 7 2
F, TR WER A 5 2R SR IX o A TE A, RGOS MK A SR AR
HRAFAE — B FE L AL Ak o

R 4-4 LR

Table 4-4 Linear-regression analysis results

p SR TRHE BEREHE BKE BKE  BRm)
(*100) (°O) (°0) (mm) (mm) Altitude
Bio03 Bio09 Biol0 Biol3 Biol4
X FR G5 4]
Symmetric component
pc2 0.91 0.12 * 0.31 0.03 0.01
pc3 0.32 0.28 *k *k 0.77 *k
pcé 0.69 *ok *k 0.59 * *
pc5 0.28 *ok ok * * 0.99
e XRG4
Asymmetric component
Pcl ok 0.85 ok 0.55 0.28 0.18
pc2 0.44 0.07 0.11 0.37 0.04 *ok
pc3 0.9 0.36 0.54 0.2 0.37 0.41
pcé 0.24 0.3 0.59 0.63 0.16 0.33
pcS 0.68 0.63 0.16 0.66 0.35 0.1
K/
size 0.06 *ok 0.05 ok *ok 0.62
AT 5 AN RREE K RAEXI BREE A B sy v KNS A AN R B AR B (0 2 18] U 43 A1 (*p<<0.01,
**p<0.001)

Each environment variable correlation between Symmetric component, Asymmetric component and
size on that vector (*p<0.01, **p<0.001)

4.4.2 M S SIEER 2 Z R AE IS

AR X FREEHI 6K PCA A3 HT T 51, PC 48R AR A KK, B2 3B 43 B TR,
IR, IR SIS IR, SRR TSR R PC1 TR R I TG ARHE
LA | TR A O PC2 SR AR I F 5 R 5 B Ab 5 A 1T
ZIARIEE S, SRR SR 4-4). IEAENFRE M PCA 400740, PC1 #875
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[P fe o KB FE AL LM6 Al LM BIAHX A Bl e S 2 R, [FIFEG MR A 3 A
SRR PCl1 HERMEMIEZII R Z A PC2 712 i A 12 i sl e
AER, FESBHREEREMRE 4-4). Mt RN FES T ZFEERMEKE
WEMKEK 4-4).
4.4.3 HigAEK

AT FE [ — AT s 2T T MR R AR B 2 S8 AN R I B e B b 44, S5 Sl 2
K ARG AN AR R G FNREAT 00T o 2T 43 FF M Fr PRI R 25 R RS AR 25 10 1
AR AR, UFALTE T T DL 32 IR AR R RR &5 A9 SRS B B TSR AL, HIAEE &
FIARXTFREE)IE B 7 TR R4, BeAh, R RN el i TS I E 2 R &,
2B A A L [F] 5200 (Viscosi et al., 2012). 1% 48 I & 257 VAN RE X 70 X Fx
PEFIASXIRNE , TCVEARE T 25 R H W i U AR AN 2 p R I n] 283 4% 5| 23 72 B T84 E 704k
R, T AT FUEE S )L AR 255 07 ¥k AT DU MR AR e 2 A8 AN ) Sl AR KA
JELE 2B-PLS F3 AT ALV IR AR W, MRS AR B A S8 AN [0 6 FIR 46 440 5 1 1)
KANREZAIG, IS PR S R/NERPEA R 2GR 4-4). # . HER A 285
AN IR S A K 2 A2 o A DR R DR R s, RIS I RN 2 B R X FR 45 M R AR
Fir LA S 3 A K (R I 52 38 2R 3803 A P K B 2
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N PR T

5 FRIIT1EE

5.1 BRI R AR B RO E

PR 75 S E . AR DLSCERIR . R RMMEICR, W2 EAL
JEAE AT AT, AT R T R AR L B = SRR R Y
HA R VM (R AT T3, 2014) o BRISHI 58047 AT BAy Dy B o Il FH 2 1
Wik, H A 23 BSOR AT ok TAE A ) SR AT o A B B AR . 2/ B BN e A
TR ZRIAH G WA T RERE A F A AN, SEDUAEA B AR SE R (FKIEAE, 2016)
PR S SRAEAE A X 28 58 S RHED A 7 1 B2 & B M B2y s (1 7R, 2013) . HL
R ETTINE AR A N BB B AR A R, By e ttshy), BAHE, 55
VWA LA B, A T REORRR R (A% 5 7= A 500

1 A ERARF AL 2 R BRSO HL R AN iU BB &, Ak FER IR
(BEPE K EAREE) o b R J5EE S5 A1 ARp A Xt Bl S RO AN el e e LA 2 LR
(R ABVE SR, 2012) o HPR. AR EARATHR £ 9 A ST IX 2 70 A i e S R, #EE
FOHIX AR R GEH e BB A AT T S T AR 3 M R4 A ) 7 S A
Py, RIS RT AL RRR A, BRI =M R 3B, Dy PRJE A AR 5 B
OFA IR B PR S ER Bk

5.2 SEWTTIE
5.2.1 Fhr RN &

2017 F 9 H, TACATHT B E SR [l BEALE B L W ERAT A Je PR AR Ry
2% 5 B, (ERHAREER R R TR T 300 R A A5 5 0] SR80 = . 1 S8 K AR
THHTHIDRE, 2Bl Rk i) 7o d1- o A AR - RO BEALEE £ 100 RL A
THEAT b R 5 RE &, A3 FH AR R RO BEAL Bk Y 200 A3 3547 Fe -4 B2 RN 5 5
i, ff Excel FAGH iz
5.2.2 Mg HeE R et

2017 4F 9 HJE, AE L7 B SRR 2 e i 7 R ARy, BEATL A B A AR s
R R, BN T AL I’y PIANEE AUPE BT 100 2K, BRANFE s
B3 M 50 KL (3L 150 Kr) , AR SR EBORE TP FERBUSHIEE 1, 2 K
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Fig. 5-1 Predation of Quercus species by animals from camera traps
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