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ABSTRACT

Species distribution of white oaks in East Asia under climate change and
population genetics study of Quercus serrata

Master Candidate: Yixin Kang
(Professional Master of Forestry)
Directed by Prof. Dr. Fang K. Du & Yigang Song

Abstract

Understanding the adaptive potential of forest species under the change of climate and land use can
help us predict their future distributions and potential fates. In this study we used the species
distribution model (SDM) to explore the impact of climate change on the distribution of Quercus L.
white oaks (section Quercus), an important forest component in East Asia, and access the vulnerability
of species in combination with climate niche factor analysis (CNFA), based on the geographic
distribution information and high-precision climate data at present and future (2070) of species. Further,
we combined the land use and land cover data to study the recovery potential of the white oaks by
calculating the recovery potential index (RP/). The main findings of this study were as followed:

(1) The distribution of white oaks was affected by the change of temperature and precipitation .
All white oaks, except for Q. yunnanensis, will have a more stable distribution under future climate
change, reflecting the greater adaptability of these species to respond with climate change. Whereas Q.
yunnanensis was more vulnerable than other white oaks threatened by climate change.

(2) 63% to 81% of the suitable area in East Asia can become the priority area for restoration of
white oaks. Deciduous broad-leaved forest, evergreen forest and coniferous forest with low canopy
density are major alternative land types to be restored and utilized by white oaks. However, some
regions in China, such as central China and Northern East China, have lost their potential suitable
regions with low recovery potential.

In addition, population genetics of Quercus serrata Murray was studied by 12 pairs of nuclear
microsatellite molecular markers. We found that the China lineage had slightly lower genetic diversity
than the Japan lineage in Q. serrata populations. The genetic differentiation of Q. serrata in China was
higher than Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata, and genetic variation was mainly occurred within
populations.

This study investigated the adaptive potential of seven species of the East Asian white oaks under
the change of climate and land used. It will help us understand the stability of oaks ecosystem and
furthermore provide scientific basis for the utilization of the species. In addition, the population genetic
study of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata provide the basic knowledge to explore their

pattern of genetic variation.
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1.1 SIETZREANLEN T

PR BN RS RGN FARREEAR S, 68 7 HERZ) DY 43 2 =1l AR )
B, AEEMAESZ RN EERH. £t RN, WAREREL 30%1 ki
AR, Horh R =52 — AR NKIESI T4 (UNEP, 2020) « FRARMENE R
Wi K EFRVIFREAAE, A5 BERPAESE (Di Sacco et al., 2021) , W< {5
T [EBREESA (Cranford er al., 2017) « {5544 E (Rotherham er al., 2020)  FZHHEA
B (Aronson et al., 2014) 55, AT LIS ARSI B EALEE 2 — 5 (22 A (Di Sacco
etal.,2021) .

AR B NS0 3 5 BT 2k O I A 3 AT AT SR K A T
MNFEIREN K 2 (Stocker ef al., 2013; Newbold, 2018; Peters ef al., 2019) . —J51f,
FEIRZE R 5 R, SRR DL H IG5 R KA B, 2 AR S A R A1
PREFEEE AR E I (Fernandez-Gimenez et al., 2012) , 58 T A ATE X 48 R EE F ¥
Y ATIRI B HE4E, 2019; Sun et al., 20200 o [AEHSAEAR AL £ 3@ P Fh Bt b v [ 14
F P T I R AN R AR A R AR R A K R B T A AN B A A Y (Dyderski e al.,
2018) o PAEEAIR AR 2o 0t Hask b M 55 PR o AT AR AS X SOR AR R S, AR
BEERR 1°C, MR T BAL 512 160 km 25 F-4% 638 A0S 2614 LA R AE ST LA
& MNAZIR FEAR AL (Thuiller et al., 2007; Bertrand et al., 2011) , X FF 3 [E £ 7] G
) B IR . B AE AL (He eral., 2018) 3 TEZEAIVKI, —Leyfhssim
3ok 17 R A B BRI A 1) 7 BT, AT 5 OF P 25 A S G JE b TR R ) K
MR/ (22 £, 2018; Qian and Ricklefs, 2001) ; WAWIFEH, HKAEI RS
F5E e v 4 B 1 X AR R, JFL T U B R AR R ) 2 B o S AR R T I B, M
T AR Rh () 43 Ak R (Nemani et al., 2003; Ge et al., 2015) o ¥IFh o4 k& J5 1 5048
AR TS AR A B e LRI, XA S AR AT A Lk R 4
X FEFG B R di/hERE R, WIRhAEREG I, Bl B KAFIH R
(Thuiller et al., 2005; Bellard et al., 2012) . REMSPRIELE NSRBI Fl, Ak
I ARG RIAEN T KIMER, W WER (Quercus robur) « ToHEAEHR (Quercus
petraea) %1% (Abies alba) “EVIFIHFAETMRAAL T “Iizk” , FEE SRR
XL B A 5 AR R A Va2 HH TN (Dyderski ef al., 2018) o 3RS
AL A BORBE RIRE /T, iR AR R B AR H AR 32 Y H 2 Y (Dyderski et al., 2018).
FRARZ T, SRR 20 Fh B 53 A J5 72 AR R i 520, 45 40 Bastin
& (2019) BEFL T AR ARAR BB, A THEEARSR AU KA T (2050 4F) ABK
(P AE ARAR T AR PR 2 2035 51 2.23 /274 Hii; Stevens-Rumann 25 (2018) KIS A8 2
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I8 FSARBR I 25 FE AN B B b s ARG B IR KA T E = B A 4 1400 N FE
Bk Z HBAE AT TEE I 30%LA L (Zhang et al., 2014) , S 75EFH X 4452525 13%
FIE T AR AR (Villers-Ruiz et al., 1998) o Bl %) 4= RS AAE 8522840 i) At 50 AN e
RN, SAEAR KT A7 52 O A AR AR A AT 5T [ B 253 5

P, FEE NI RIE, NI 3 1 75 SR 2 30 5 (KR W n KA 45 2
MAZWTHE Ak (Wallace and Clarkson, 2019) , i AR AR B REAL 3G 0K B 3 R4S
RGN RaE B LS AEZE DR (Gustafson et al., 2010) , G0+ BAIK 7 755
ST R B0 3 B DAY A X O = EEATS M AR B AR, 40 4F (8] 3R [ 1 40 B pk
(Mangrove) #12kFi#id 70% (Hueral.,2020) ; Song %% (2021) (K 7T K W
1N S0 B 3 0 R AR A 2 > ST IR A (Prerocarya fraxinifolia)
3 B P T AR R BELAS L B 2R 9K« B A4 I 2 108 BIRR AR SRR 2 5% mT
R, 240 7 HAESTIRE, NRBAT IR B — e S50 Bt RSORE 49 78 = 2 P
. MR . AR RS TIRERA (Dyderski ef al., 2018; Meng et al., 2021) , i BLJ
T R ARIR AR A 228 i 52 e R AR 1) 2R ) B R S VA R, T BUR A OR B AN 4 R A
Y22 REPE S S IR GRXELEIZ%, 2015; Gustafson ef al., 2010; Vifia ef al., 2016) , &
THEMZ REVEY RS PR MR B ST, #ik 2020 AR B T 5L
SRRV N 1.78 I A VAR AL 22 (UNEP, 2020) 5 Kk, FRATE P75 Z 4R
FSEUF AR, (E A0 5 B IR AR A HE X [P AR AR (Jacobs et al., 2015; Watson et al.,
2018) o ST LT R R, AR 0k [ € A IR KS2M (Feng et al., 2013; Lu et
al.,2018) , WR&EEAN 2021 2 2030 8 “AEBRAKE HE” , ME TAEBSRS
VRSB . AR IRE B ARARARE —Fh B, a0k DA B A S35 SRR 1 500 in BA
R, AR A Z AR, IR, FRE1IE AT RREEAE T (Lewis et al., 2019; Di
Sacco et al., 2021) o P, 8 AR BAR AR AN B IR EHRIKERRAES R
45, FESEIX— H PRI E EE 0% 2 — (Chazdon and Uriarte, 2016)

0T SR AN N TG BT AR A W) 2 FEVE I OOE B (Song er al., 2021) , FRATITE
BEAT ARV R, BB R SRR AE PR A A 551 3 S DA R R 4 kS fige A
AR F i S e 72 R T SR . 3B AR RE T AE SR I ok

1.2 Mo miREE N

YIFh o3 Ak (Species distribution model, SDM) FJH G 2140 Fh i) 52 bR 7 A 4 4
JEAE B S MBI 7 (A AR SN, SRHE A A AL, I DAL I 2C S ey ooy
A BT O B R R, R DY Al AR B A ol ) S R AE A AR X (2 [ PR AE, 2013;
Alvarado-Serrano et al., 2014; Feng et al., 2019; Shitara et al., 2021) . M A2 £+
TG, SDM HE & f= HEE K, HAF BN HNE, FEHIL T & A
F 5 HER AR, JUHEF| 2000 5, BEEIZTERRE, BRBZ K FIT
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UG IVESAEXT P H R 70 A R 520 (Sykes et al., 2001; Berry et al., 2002; Pearson et al.,
2003; Guisan et al., 2005) . HH, FARMFE (Maxent, Phillips et al., 2006) &5 52
WRTHI 2 A TRz —, AR 5T, B R < Ux A2 A0 1) A
A [N (TR, 2019; Dyderski e al., 2018) , 4B e S A48 AL T TR G sk

(ZFE55,2016) 5 WATEIEYFE B AT, Az TR S BRI H
PALE MK (Song et al., 2021; Tesfamariam et al., 2022) . %R AT H F A7 1E
B s I F I AE A, IERAA BRSNS E (Dyderski er al., 2018; Sun et al.,
20200 , HATC& I 1 V2 WAt S22 40 2641 T E 7 A

1.3 SIE-ESAEF o HhENT

SAE-AHESALF 20 (Climate-Niche Factor Analysis, CNFA) & —FA] LA K
R 5 5 32 S ARAR A SE I I 23 (8] 057, AT DAl 0 ORE A AR A A i 55 1k
TR ARSI YRR AR A A EUE (Rinnan and Lawler, 2019) o X 58T 7 12:%)
RIS T BEAT TR, AT LS A LR B #7220 18] o SR AR AL e 55
P ) R AR R AL B N AR O B4k (Wang et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2022) , CNFA J5
VLI RE W B AN R Fh 2 TR] ) <A AR AL a9 7, 5 DA R T AR Pl <Az 4k
R A 55 1 (AR DG 77 AH LG (Cole et al., 2011; Vieilledent et al., 2013) , CNFA 7572 0] LA
A R e Bl T S0 42 F o A 1) v R TR 22 SR R R AR IS A 2 % (Rinnan,
2018) o b, WIRhMEgSTERAME (REe) MNTE CBUBIEFE M) HIRER &
PR K (Pacifici er al., 2015) - & F& FESE 2 TR 2RI ELVE A (0TI AZ AU RE S (Williams
et al., 2008; Wang et al., 2020 ; BUSNEN] )P P AEAG S 1) g sk A o, — A
Tl AR R R Sy, B R 2 2 RIS L 52 (Rinnan and Lawler, 2019) ;
T3 NV F& — DN FR T S AR B [E A fE /) (Turner et al., 2003; Williams et al., 2008 ).

1.4 HRXEEREFBIMRER

1.4.1 BFFCIXIEE A

AR H X Z) 7 4 SR A Bl b T AR ) 9%, 76 Th) th 38 i 44 i AR T b A, &2
B2 SR AT G SRIESE, 1999) o RV RE IR A AL A 05 X L5 4% 11
W NIRRT 2 B A2 T E I 5 A S0 #lZk, A 31 MEE R
600 Z AR, PIA&FEIEYYFZ M (Chenetal, 2018) , FEEYEXK
IR AR T AL BRI A AR AR X AR 55 A0 1) S B X 4k (Takhtajan et al.,
1986; Axelrod et al., 1996) , AW FiHe HRE IR ZR I X ARy — A7) H IR X &
W5, Bl “ARIWAHEMX RIEFA”  (Caoetal., 2020) .

1.4.2 Fe 3 RHER R FCELR
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FRIBAEY) (Quercus L.) 214 450 1, &5 }FEl (Fagaceae) F# KIMJE (Willis et
al., 1968) , Mg &, | iz FESE. WHEE (Hubert et al., 2014; Denk et
al.,2018) , BHATZMAENAEST, BH UAMBRZHKIE AL (Suneral,
2020) o VENAL BRI ARAR = 24 Ao A (Aldrich and Cavender-Bares, 2011)
PRE YA SR Y REL AR, HAA TR KO, R ORI U R
FIVER, A NEABALA T 5T#k (Kroeger et al., 2014; Nguyen et al., 2016; Cheeke et al.,
2017) o K, FREMEZIWEHE Nixon (1997) Frz AN “db¥-ERgEEATE” . 1F
Denk (2018) HEHHIHRIE /7, PREEMB D NMATE, 38 MH, ald (1D
PRIV JE (subgenera Quercus) , CLEHAIMEAL (Sect. Protobalanus)  A# KR4 (Sect.
Ponticae)  iEFRAL  (Sect. Virentes) < AR (Sect. Quercus) FILIFRAL (Sect. Lobatae);

(2) WEFRLJE (subgenera Cerris) , L& MHR4 (Sect. Cyclobalanopsis) 4
PREH (Sect. Ilex) FRRFRZL (Sect. Cerris) O‘ETE% 8 KHE XM TEIEE A, HHRE
[ AR EAREAEY) S AR LB 208 10.15%, SHAIER] T 2.5 0RE; REME
i 1340 m?s A, HREHEINRREREL SHERBIREREN 02—, f£R
SRR b i r (BT Jk 4, 2017; Files et al., 1993)

1.4.3 AARRADIMI 7028 TEASRAE S AT TT it e

(1) BPRHYF 2K RIS RFHE
H#RAL (Sect. Quercus) ERRILJEH 5 R, 7ERAILEERZA 146 F1' (Denk
et al.,2018) . HATKT BFRHAYIFN ) 732K — H AR KK 41 (Huang ef al.,1998; Huang
et al.,1999; Hubert et al., 2014; Denk et al., 2018) . MRAEA K 7) 4k, R HX
H 7~18 Fi A #% (Huang et al., 1998; Huang et al., 1999; Hubert et al., 2014; Denk et al.,
2018) o AN TR BRI 43 K F A0 P R T il K R MY X R A 8L
FANHAb A %6 (% S1.1; Huang et al., 1999; Denk et al., 2018; Hipp et al., 2019) ,
ALEWHR (Q. aliena Blume) « ##4 (Q. dentata Thunberg)  #iFk (Q. serrata Murray ).
Z 1t ¥k (Q. mongolica Fischer ex Ledebour) « A5 (Q. fabri Hance) « KI5 (Q. griffithii
J. D. Hooker & Thomson ex Miquel) 5 =R P ¥k (Q. yunnanensis Franchet) ‘ 7
ANYF . R (R EREY ) CHRJG A B R, 1998) J Oaks of the World
(http://oaks.of the.world.free.fr/) IR, FREEFRAMIIN KR Z Vg TR, B
PR R 2 4 RN IE — S K 0, B R BRI B LR, YIRS &S, H i
RN EIGREEBAR, R R R Z BEUNE . BAR. BUESE, &R
DU B R BIBE A . BRARIESSE . e B B = ME . ST EBRE RNV
o, BEEURIT, BAARRIEEASERE S SRR &z, (b an R A 7]
DA Rt B B i 12 28, AT DUE S HiIs 22 . b 3 N 3RS 1 JEURE: AT ERIME 2
RELEZFENET, 7] DMdeplsiE RS, 2 N LRI LAY f5, 7]
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ERT & ZRMENMUFIE, BE—2rttS M EU LK EFNE. EFEK,
— BEREPOE AR A SR B TR, WA ER . AR A IR K R ORER. IKURIRFR K
PERFAES RG RIF-TH5 07 B A B RIS .

(2) EBRHETh o3 A S 5 32t e

SRR/ (SAF o NS AN i P 7 TR a o | i SN - Y i N S < N LY QN i
PUEBFIZRIE. (Denk ef al., 2018) , I 54 T HECKIAESS: tfEdbSEHX, HARHM
ZIHRZH (Sect. Lobatae) TEFRM A ¥ b3 A= 4 & AN AE W) 2 BRI R G AH 24 K B g
(Cavender-Bares ef al., 2018) ; 254 & X 1) AR ZH Y0 BT i £ (Manos et al.,
1999; Nixon, 2006) , fEA[FIAELF 5N (1) 2% (8] 40 A1 B3 T"72 (Nixon, 1993;
Renninger et al., 2013) 5 FECRINE Y B 3HA BRINERSRY R Z FEVER— 2, fES 2L
(A= W 1 3 DX 3k CIRRM AT R S A g ) 2 [R] B A2 B i T i b bl AR 2L b 3= 5
(Vila-Vigosa et al., 2020) . H &7 E P AMeF ¥R JR AR K19 Fh 43 AT 0T 78 5 B e X678
B/INE DX R A R Ge st B A S L X (Marta et al., 2007; Zhang et al., 2016; Pooja et al.,
2019) , X AhSEL 2 I RAE LA S T 1R B Pl (Rosa et al., 20205 Liao et al., 2021) ,
BATEAEY A EE EAL (Sun et al., 2020) « N SAEARAL G99 PE [ B (Leticia et
al., 2007) KW (Dale et al., 2010)  Ja & th [X 2% [a] BR 1l K 2 5 40 R VB 46 50 A7
52N (Liao et al., 2021) « LREREATT K SLBSERMPIFH B R4 (Vila-Vigosa et al.,
20200 FEWHIT. (HAEX T ERRA P AT R OCTE BERL/DN, FLAE R I X Bt S 4141
BRFIREA X, 2585 (2018) KA Maxent #5781 %F i [ h [X A AR 3E 2E X 3EAT
T, KD F B BRI R, 4G TR i S DX S B T AR A S
X&l; HAEEM (2007) {8 FHZH A B0 AR 4107 T Lo Am, B drsgm H oA
AR 5 skEIEE (2019) SR EALT BAE AR SRR 5 FhikEE
Y 2 03 S S N EAT BT AT, I TE A 52 AR BT 73 M [X Dy 5 MR R 2
P> AR X k. P T AR I XA R AR s R B BRI N 354, RAA
R CEABRAD TR HR T2 — DRI 8L IR R TAZ 1 AR X (Liu et al., 2015,
Lee and Krasny, 2017; Liu e al., 2020) . ZHIX N EEE, Wb E R (Liu et
al.,2021) , LHORIAH TR, BRRTF RN E . L, R ERAYEN
JERERAERERN 2 —, FEAEBIK S AR T 44k 7 T B B 2 BRI 77,

X T EAR YA BB S B FUAE [N A 2 RT TR MR SRR ETAR LA
MIdk, TR NI AP, KRR = RS RH T H o mE B8R, HirlE
WA LT A HA I R0t 5

T EER, 2R SILRER (Q. liaotungensis) [0]H & 12 FHEHHTE (Zeng,
2011) , Zeng % (2011) MM TR F4ric (Simple Sequence Repeat, SSR) i~
A BKEZ A (Amplified Fragments Length Polymorphism, AFLP) J5VEiR ) | 5
TR RARAE I AR B2 5, RIIT AR RN 58 1t BRAE R 2 B0k Rl AR K KO R RFE A

5
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[FRFE R Zeng 25 (2015) 454 nSSR. SDM 5% Fih J5 10t 52 o Bk ) H A% )5 F1)
TE R REAT 7R TT, RIAE AR IR OK B B 0k, EEXE P oK e 3k S 3058
PREIE AL 2 1 B 25 B IS I gs b s Phigiae (2019) T Fer {Hil R0t 4
RERZ MG LR —D03 BRE (2021 NPEAERIT Z ARSI
KRR M HARE (Q. mongolica var. crispula) HE SEFITHEETIR, RMEILIE
PRAEQIE T 58 Bk, TR S HTis s fit 1 58t ikid A () A

BF AAR, BRBEFE (2018) FIH 17 X SSR 5140k I A ¥R B A BRI s A4 2 B,
HOUL & 5 4 % 2 (8 B A SO S, 1A% AR e 32 A7 AE T M N s Xiong 55 (2020)
SIAT T 13 AR E A ERFRRE A IR 22 REVERIBAL S5 40, DR I P ek A0 v L s X
BRI 2 B E AR R RSS2 F NN 2 R T AR 5 Li & (202D
A 17 X} SSR 774 361 NMEEALELRAEFT T ¥R BRAR (Q. acutissima) 4§ 4 FhERM
A BRI RASHB RS, FOA [RIASUR 3 SO (K2 /K, IR R IAE T A AL s 3 B &
AL AR 57

XTTARER S SR, PRAYDAP I B AL 2 AR, ELMRAR ()B4 22 A 1 DR T AR
AT FIFET BN (FBE, 2021a) .« BRAMEERRL (2018) HEBRERE (2017)
M 328K DNA Jr Bl 8 % SSR 5| W0HE Ml H i A 5 R K ST e sl By Dy 2 L b [X
T AR LE K S0 10 JBEE 67 128 T2 L DX R At e LUK, 99 0 A o 0 A 0 A6 A0 5 1 R DRI 58

X FMIART 5, B ESTIZ I T AR S S A S AL 3 BEAE R AR O P
BBl N AR AP AR AR (O. serrata var. brevipetiolata) , BT S5EMEDS. 5V K
A A A RIS AL 22 S LUACSE AR DGR 78, oA — @ W FE VO [ S bR i e 5 55 () R BR %« 2
T RIS (1986) XTHANMIER G R 2 B AT TR, H gL ER K B 70
1.35-2.52p; E (5% (2014) MR 7 %} SSR 514 s BN IR 4 Nt AT
WA R ARARIR SR R EAT T 184G B, &5 AR W R AR AR AR A v 4 8 70 () 382 4% 4k
FAETFIEEN IR NS (2007) KIL/AEBTA BN 7 AN RHERLE K-
T EARERBE 2R, TR (2015) BARTE 4 EVE R A S E R HEREEIT TR
FECA LRI, KIAZYIAN AL A i 32 EAFAE T MRE N, (EAESEER R P A T
8 X} nSSR 5|#. {EEAN, JCHBAEHAMIX, MIBRIE AT & AR 1 8 220 Bl
53 H A R T A [EE A A B TS I R AR, 30 Kitamura 28 (2017) E R A
T AL TEAR AL 25, 5 B AR XARREEAT T bR, B TR Al
i o3 A S PR I8 AL Z A E AT 404 Ohsawa (2008) fdi ] 7 ANt B EFRiCv-AE T EA
[FHEAR AT 15 4> O. serrata FHEE P ERFRREE 2 18] (REAE AR 57, R IIAPRE A 1R 208 4% A2
sz R0, AP AR R P A S =R, R R E T LK T e
Wi X L PR AL 2R AL, MUBRIL R AR MBI 2 —, FSRIRFE H AHLIX 0.
mongolica var. crispula WHCYE 5 SURFRFE (Aizawa et al., 2018; Nagamitsu et al., 2019).
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Qi min
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ElE

IS 2R, MRS RANMERRIE) 2 5 B, — A U RHAR I A &)y,
R B SRR AL SARARAR X 23, TP oChie (R DS ) O R AARAR 2 SONIAR AR
e CRRMAAT SR, 1998) , MAESE SR (R E) MR AL B 9 AR
f15#4 (Huang et al.,, 1999) . HAT, EARARHEMARME S 0 AHPRM LG
A7 LEA B AL AW 7T, DRIE, AWFFUEE G 1 H AT K [ P A R A S HL AR
FERFAREAT M IR AW T, IR O I8 2 FEVE 5 B AR 2 R S (I BB AR e



URARAE T IR LR & BRI R 73 AT RAGRRIC R 1A% SA T T

L5 AXHMRAE . HAREENRENX

1.5.1 HFRENE

AT FCE R ARRAL 7 ANORI IR o3 A St 45 & sk B AR, M 1 e
PRALVIRR L | SRR (2070 520 (IR0 ARERY,  JF454 CNFA 0 Hrv-(h 1 HFhxs
SUEARAC G I o 5 LEPR T AR AN A A< 3t X =24 iy A998 £ 73 A AN PR A 1t 25 ) A
R BRI 7, FFFII AR R s N & B A Ve B 224, B FE AR LR U A
WIIERLRE T RN, 5638 B RS ORI A R 3t 7 e Kt Sl wt e L RRAL b
FEAR WX FOVREZ I /5, g B8 b AT DABEAT WAk 5 1) X 2k o

BEAk, T 12 X LR > FARIC A PR R HLPR S AR R R A AR 3L 26 >R
FEREAT 1 RIEEBAL 20T T, 2 PR B % A R KT

1.5.2 W58 H AR X

AHEFCE RV URASAL T AR X 7 L B JE A O RRL R R N BE 7T, I
25 & oM AR VAl AR YRR VR 7, ) R AR A AR S R
DX skt Pl s 125 & 12 70 T s il D VR AR S AR R R W AR ZEAT b R 1A% 2 AT 7T

LURIE 2 LA 7T H
(1) PRITAR T IX A BRI RLE 22 I I S PR 2 0 A DAL PR Al L RR A W et
I AT ) TR AT

(2) FRIMARANGEFEM T AR T A Je S a1 AAE,  JFiE i i gs v
BT A SARAL AR 75 2 X X LE AR BB -

(3) IR ATIE A X A B A S et 0L, TR IR R 3 0 il S F
7€ T RESE & FIARZL R EAT A2 35 MR 1A X 38K

(4) I3 BT AIAR S AR R AR ARAR B SRR R 8 A% 2 PR PR Bt (U RE L, IFR
R RE A

BIE FE AR R A AR A R L, S W7 R 5 ] DA FH BAROR AR MR A A R
HEW T ARMAES RGME LT, MAESKEENRMEE LS A RKIZEE L B
AT AN T EARAKBREAES RGHIFSE N o BEANE TS XS MR SRR BEAT Pl 8
FRAWETE, VRS FL AL 2 PRI UL AL A RE L, W IR AR MR A He o A s
I P9 B A RS (B A 2 Bt B0 ) & BRI SR (R BI85 Hr



FURAE T AR LR IR I ARALAR 4311

2RI FARBITR T SR LAY

2.1 HRIRENSALIE

2.1.1 W EAMRHEYFh A E

BT 8 LAAR N3 X 0T 98 X 32k, 0 i) 20 A Bl 2B =AN@A 3R, 7371
& E Y bR AT (CVH, http://www.cvh.org.en/) , 4BRAEVIZHEVERE Bk
(GBIF, https://www.gbif.org/) LA IRATHISCH iR &£ dE . N 7 SREU R B SR PP EE
I AREAE, AT TR A BFC R A AT T8 (1D ZERE RS s (2
LR A A TVER I HE (ERBITT . B8 o (3) FIH & E K API
(https://lbs.amap.com/) F1 Google Earth Chttp://ditu.google.cn/) XA FRHEAL S AL E 1)
AL SRIEAT A FEALR FERRUE,  DAORIUEAER (1) BEABAR 73 A0 5% o 7RI R oS 2k
PRI, FRAVF AR T RN IFER A IR, DL ORI Fh o A Ed () JL 5, SRATH
SIATIC R H AR KB IRAE R A . N T SRR TUR, T ArcGIS V10.3 & M
¥eiE4T 7 2 1A)3E € (Alvarado-Serrano et al., 2014) o 7 MR EIAE B0 A D S AE AT
FHHAE N 19 D2 585 MASE, B 2.1 NEFRAD PR L IX ) 0 A el (g
PR BAR S ATE R LR 82,1 1 S2.1)

S0°N
L

40°N
I

30°N
1

T mm AR

0 250 500
L1 Jkm

20°N
1

o,
e
. ¢ :
% R 3
&%, et ; T W
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B 2.1 FERAL 7 DMIRE AR 3B X 20 A 6 F

Fig 2.1 Distribution range of 7 species of white oaks in East Asia


https://www.gbif.org/）、中国虚拟植物标本馆（CVH,

URARAE T IR LR & BRI R 73 AT RAGRRIC R 1A% SA T T

2.1.2 S AGHE & LULC 304 3R E S b 2

AW TSR 2 (www.worldclim.com)  (Hijmans et al., 2005) H3RHL
T 19 NMEYS R EAE AT A T (Dyderski et al., 2018; Taleshi et al., 2019; %
S2.2) , BEHE 11 MR 8 NEKE T 1 I BT i BEAELE 0 R R AR A
G, ABEFERIH R 15 F S dismo F2 5 BLEN X 7 AN 3l 5L T Pearson's AH
KREBHRE, LRI g2 (012 EILLME (Robert et al., 20200 , FEMHIBR T A
BEGEAINE (> 0.85) AR, {REMEAZREERIAT WE 2.1, &EEPRER
HARE LA Lk 82.2.

2.1 AWHFTrh TR AR AR A BT B A A

Table 2.1 Bioclimatic variables used to construct the species distribution model of
white oaks in this study

AR Q. aliena Q.dentata Q.serrata Q. fabri Q. griffithii Q. mongolica Q. yunnanensis
Bio01 ol ol v v v ol
Bio02 ol ol v v v

Bio03 ol v v

Bio04 ol ol v v v ol
Bio05 V v v v

Bio06 ol ol v

Bio07 ol
Bio08 ol ol v v

Bio09 ol

Biol0

Bioll

Biol2 ol ol v v v ol
Biol3 ol ol v

Biol4 ol ol v v ol
Biol5 V V V v v ol
Biol6

Biol7

Biol8 v

Biol9 v

SHF ARSI L (2070 4F, 2061 452080 4EIFHIE) , SR E B LET
Xl 25 7B BE (Coupled Model Intercomparison Project Phase 5, CMIP5) %i#f, f#H T
BCC-CSM1.1 KSR (Global Circulation Model, GCM) . iZ RIS T & il &
HIRS COLMRBE . I TR AL . P /K AN BEARALL, 5 F T e b BR AR AR AL AT R R
SAETI, 2R LI R (Wuet al., 2014) o A% T RCP 26, RCP 45, RCP
85 =M R AL IR I AR FEAE ST AT, 0 AARER AR RIS, . "= CO,

10


Qi min
全称


AR R AR T 3K 1 ) 7

A 5, fE RCP 26 S RUHITE BT, 2B IMERAE 2100 4F ET} 0.2-1.8°C;
76 RCP45 585, RAFIER ETF 1.0-2.6°C; 1MifE RCPS. 5 1585 T, ZIEHA
BB O, B AL 3 2100 4F A BRT- 150K 39 0 2.6-4.8°C(Hijmans et al., 2005; Van
Vuuren, et al., 2011; Harris et al., 2014) . STUEASCIE 3 MR RS EE R4 4E: RCP
26-2070, RCP 45-2070. RCP 85-2070, fEAZ /3T, A M EAF & 7E ArcGIS V10.3
i B —ZU) 30 arc-seconds 7 [A] 70 238  Ju ] DL & WGS1984 M3 AL bR 2245 (He et al.,
2018; Vila-Vigosa et al., 2020) .
+ A H 5 7 55 # 4 (Land use and Land cover, LULC ) K& T FX Al &

Chttp://www.esa.int/) , Z¥[E] 7 #HEFR N 300M. F|H ArcGIS F#E AR T H Al $2 B H R TE
X ) 3R P O, R AR AL LULC BEdk T E 02k, 20 ki, B, ad
Fd. S, KR, RFIFH 23, DUEEEE00T (R S2.3)

22 MRFERAR

2.2.1 Maxent BT 5340

¥ 7 A B ERE DR B S BR o A VB S 480 I R B R 1 4R 5\ MaxEnt
V341 BAFHATEAL, TN AEA R S SR R A i Ol HoR I W PRI R 1
X T A o3 A ) BB, ATk TE T RN PR B R 1 0 4 A7 K DR FE (Phillips et al.,
2005; Xu et al., 20200 o AHF TR 4758 XEHE (Picard ef al., 1984) , Bl k=10, ik
B 90% I ZRER S 10%IMREE o e & B tH SO+ B 3 (E T )5 8204 (He et al.,
2019) .

A TR MR, AR N ROC Bk NI XA, H AUC fHkER,
A] PLEAY Bt F A RS A FUUFS B (Fielding and Bell, 1997; Phillips et al., 2006; Bahn et al.,
2013; Taleshi et al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2020) . ZEHKITEE N 0.5-1, {E#k, MALE
RS 53 BT B 1S B0 25 SR AERR 18R = (Swets et al., 1988)

2.2.2 MHTAR N A RRA YRR AR S E B MR 4

KRR RS R MR (UG BMERR D Fe oy —EAA - R
& (Nenzénetal.,2011) , EXBEIRAEH T Liv 55 (2005) HEFF KRR UIZRBUR
T4 514 (Maximum training sensitivity plus specificity Logistic threshold, MTSS) £
BIME, H KSR B Z B 1R 5 77 VR B BT HAh R R 4r T (RS
2019; Jiménez-Valverde et al., 2007) , 3K S2.4 &Y B EEE . 2 TZB1E, aﬂa
ITFIH AreGIS V10.3 W HE K DjRE, HREMFRSEE B E s (D 4
BAEH (0-MTSS, BIWIFALELE, WEDN 00 5 Gi) ASEHE (MTSS-1, B
ML, IRAEN 1D (Liuet al., 2005) , BRI REEN )Rl FTEE 70 A Ta . b
Ab, N T BB S BIE 2 HT R SR T IR A IS B X A, FRATR M R AE
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KESEHKT A4 NESEESGEEE?E ) AEHE, 0-MTSS;  Gi) KiEH,
MTSS-0.4;  Gii) F&EH, 04-0.6; (Gv) EiEH, 0.6-1, FFiHESZE00 N 170 A
X T AR

2.2.3 SRR R SARAE YIS AE 3 AT X AR AL

XF 7 P EMRAYFEANF SR EE T CAET. RCP26-2070. RCP 45-2070. RCP
85-2070) )74 HEAT TR, 22 0 =4 i AN AR SRAN [B] = S AF T V8 8 29 A1 36 B i —AE A
RETOUR 3 R, HTEEMT: (D RUEALE: YIFE A ET S AR R
BIEZ XS oA, BD A XA E IR FFAAR (D ek WAt S A I IFE 21X
WCH A, TMAEARKRIC /MG, RIEEAR AT AN g XK i B
PIRhAE BT I SAEZ X I /0 A, MAEARSKRA A, BIFEARSKR A AR R A Y5k 1
I X 35k

2.2.4 AUE-AEBAE T4
(1) RBP4 96 H
RIEBDFHL IR M A EE S, ANTE LA H R1ES V4.1.3 454 Edelsbrunner
2N (1983) LUK Wang 28 N (2020, 2022) fHE LA 728 % T alpha TG H,
FH 5 & F 1) alpha 7K°F (6 FE) RAGIHEEANPIFIFITEHRE (Garcia-Rosell o et al., 2015;
Wang et al., 2020) . Alpha-hull 777X 5078 FEl /S G THAS 523 RE O 22 (1) 52 1)
it % alpha 7KF-HUE AT L X TP o3 A Y B RN % 22 (Wang et al., 2015) .
(2) SRR A NE 55 7 vEAh
N T VS B AR R SRR e 55 P, FRATE Je i H CENFA #2714 (Rinnan,
2018) ) “cnfa” ThAETHEL T HURMER B FZ)E (Rinnan and Lawler, 2019) . U
S A Rh o A e B BT e s v, BdBRtE (Marginality, Sl T 20000 2
ZBIHAESA DR R ML) (Specialization, AR ERAZSA KNSR
KRN L) SKREA (Hirzel et al., 2002) o % & B SCILN H YR o A e, 400
SAEF R RS R LEEHH (Rinnan and Lawler, 2019) . F—2, {# ] CENFA i
(Rinnan, 2018) i) “departure” PR EAMIMAE 2070 4 3 DAFESUERTE T
(1 %F& . BJa, I CENFA B9 “vulnerability” &% (Rinnan, 2018) , ¥ I
R AS R 24 1A 25 AT T 49 3 B BURAE DL RAE R SRS 25 A T 49 21 58 B2 JE AT
5, TR ARK 3 B 5T SR eSS
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2.2.5 opAu X L HUA S L SO ST A

B 7 DR TSR AR PR A A K S R A BdE AT S on, o] RS
B &P A 1 1 B X N AN ] R SR ) 5 B R A Hu 28N (20200 $2H
() — P 5 33 AR N b R FH R R Pk 2% 709841 (Recovery Potential Index, RPI)
TIEHAT T RS0 0T ZITEE S T E S50 LULC 432K 40, se /et Ef
5E AT LAEAT PR ik 52 1 DX 98 o A F0 X0 BT 2R 88 1 LULC RE 0 1) 1 2 [A] ()% 7% Z 40,
WK 2.2, REGEE, RIPZXMEA LULC KRAFEF 2 AR PP IE A X 381 a]
REPEBR R . F BB AR Jy: ARARTERERAL, ARFARE, DAACIFR 4R iR Ta .

RPI A5 A 0T

RPI=S8;xT; (2-1)

A, S MM @ R IE B, TR R R R SR Y e R A 1R

(1) RPI 48R /N W S AT 9 EBREELAD B (1) AT A7 48

2.2 AMRAYFAEAF LULC 27 E A2 R4
Table 2.2 The transfer coefficients of different LULC types of white oaks

SR KR ARH
TeARE fe——FAM, J&En, BB (>15%) 1

TeKE di—Ra, #ak, MWHEEITFR (>15%) 1

oA sm—REn, &t HE (>40%) 0.8
TR 7E di——IR A AL R R 0.8
TeK7E di—FT IR E o, wak, mEHEIFR (>15%) 0.8
TeK7E di—%m, &, BHAEITRIRARE S (>15%) 0.6
FEA Hh 0.6
HL )5 0.4
TEARFIRER (>50%) /[HEAEF (<50%) 0.4
WHEARFEE (>50%) /T FIVER (<50%) 0.4
FREAES (PR, JER. EAESR) (<15%) 0.4

BRI (AR, FEAR. A (>50%) /fRH (<50%) 04
B E (>50%) /HARER (v EAR. BAMEY) (<50%) 0.2

T Hh X 0.2
A< H 0
AR B 0
FHb 0
K GRAED 0
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23 RGER

2.3.1 AR TN ER 14

BT BRI o3 AT e s S R SR TR 7 T 5 I X AR P fE A X, R
10 I AUC EIIE IR 2.3 Fizn, 24 AUC {HTE 0.8~1 Ju I, AT 3R B 1Z A5
BRAKG A= (Swets, 1988) o 45 REW], AWt AUC BEHIANT 0.8, HEA
BARMIPREIR 2 (<0.02) , HERTEAFE EE IREC faet RIF, B ERE .

% 2.3 BT HE AR BEAT Maxent BT R TS B 1) BT AUC B KbnitE 22
Table 2.3 Average AUC value and standard deviation of each species obtained by MaxEnt model
construction based on independent data set

Vi AUC ¥1fE WHEE
Q. aliena 0.86 +0.016
Q. dentata 0.88 +0.020
0. serrata 0.91 +0.009
Q. mongolica 0.90 +0.015
Q. fabri 0.92 +0.011
Q. griffithii 0.96 +0.019
Q. yunnanensis 0.98 +0.015

2.3.2 52U ZR NV I RR AL YA o A B IR DR o A

T I A A 5 AR BN T MOE AR X ) e, LSO & A5 DR 1 ) DT R R AT PEAG
AL, P YOS B AR SR AL AR [F R (AR 22 o — S R [ ) ok
E T 2R AR WL, WK 2.4,

X T WA -5 M PR AN P B 1 AH [R] AR R B AR B AT Wi o A B AL 1R 43, o
SEVIFFKE (Biol2) A ARKIE (Bio06) XtF W MkE B, ZEM5Tmk
T 5 BT AR R R TR R 1) 81.2% (MR, Biol2: 51.2%. Bio06: 30%) &
65.7% (Hi#, Biol2: 41.6%. Bio06: 24.1%) . BEAMEEJIR (Bio01) . #xi H FFK
& (Biol3) X TH AR m i A —Efm, TTERE 5008 17.6% LK 5.4%, H
HEVRR P At B 858 78 8 06E L ) DR R 3 AN I 5% SR MIRR 2 A ) B AR BN
Biol2. Bio06. fx T H$/KE (Biold) PAAREZETHEBIIRMEZE (Bio04) , DTk
RPN 52.2% 15.4%. 13.2%LA K 10.1%, ZBit5iakRiAR] T 90.9%, vrEkE R/
() U 7 B TR E (Bio09) . Biol3. PF/KEA R R (Biols) ,
DUHRF A K 1% X TR, TTHRZAE 5% UL BRI 7 Bio0l (TTRRZE AN
39.2%) . Biol3 (TIBEAZE AN 25.7%) . Biol2 (TTEREN 6.8%) . ZiRE (Bio03) (7t
BRE N 6.5%) . Bio6 (TIBAE N 6.2%) + Bio04 (TTEREN 6.1%) , HAKALENT
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5 BRI, BEARTTEREA 5 T A B R S DT 1) 9.5%; AT EFR, Tk
KR KA TN Biold, HBTHRERN 59.6%; HEAMNER Bio0l (TTERF N 13.3%).
Biol2 (TTHk# N 12.6%) « Biod (TTHRZEN 6.9%) [RIFE AR WA HARY)FH 1) Hh 2
I3Ai s BRI BRI A3 A5 ISR P 7 S, Hd Bio04 (TTERE N 49.1%) | Biol4
(TTBRE N 25%) . Biol2 (TTEAE A 14%) . Bio0l (TTHERFEN 7.6%) , 4 IR
i R TTHEREEN 95.6%. T34 =N TARR T DTk Z AR, 5 B RG22 HE
(Bio02) (TTERZFE N 1.8%) . Mk H it (Bio05) (TTEAZFE A 1.2%) . Biol5
(ABREN 1.4%) ; T =mE PR, Bio04 MITIBRE N 60.9%, &=k %P Pk
BRI R T HICN Biol2 (Ti#k3%F A 15.1%)  Bio0l (TTER%F N 8.1%) . Biol5
(TTHREE N 8%)  FII BT (Bio07) (DTN 6.1%) -

R 2.4 oM ARRHI RN AT A TR AR B TR T 2 (%)

Table 2.4 Percent contributions (%) of the bioclimatic variables to the distribution of seven white oaks

AR Q. aliena Q.dentata Q. serrata Q. mongolica Q. fabri Q. griffithii Q. yunnanensis

Bio01 4.6 17.6 4.8 39.2 133 7.6 8.1
Bio02 1.4 0.9 1 0.9 0.8 1.8 /
Bio03 0.9 0.3 / 6.5 0.8 / /
Bio04 1.8 0.2 10.1 6.1 6.9 49.1 60.9
Bio05 4.2 4.7 / 1 2 1.2 /
Bio06 30 24.1 15.4 6.2 / / /
Bio07 / / / / / / 6.1
Bio08 1.9 0.7 23 2.7 0.2 / /
Bio09 / / 0.1 / / / /
Biol2 51.2 41.6 52.2 6.8 12.6 14 15.1
Biol3 2.5 5.4 0.1 25.7 / / /
Biol4 0.7 0.6 13.2 / 59.6 25 1.8
Biol5 0.7 4 0.7 2.5 2.6 14 8
Biol8 / / / / 1.2 / /
Biol9 / / / 2.4 / / /

2.3.3 AN A PRH YR ARG AT

F AR R AR 2R S 3 X R AR AR B E B A A R AN &) 2.2 2.3 P, £ 24T
(2000) TE2EAE N, S PRIE B A AR RO, 1028 B I BRI B A S T AR
No BEAMEAR, W, AERR, SRR, ARRIIEE AT 150 75 km?, £E A
SAEE L BB HASARWEREGEBON 20040, oSS PRERE Bl vt
—EMEEDAGX . MRMFRS = FIEE PRI AT AN (7 F 120 75 km?)
e P [ R 7 A/ A, BAT s
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LA F DRI A R AE AT E B 2R, BAVE R T A FRRAE R
3t DXAS [F 3 0 DX PR ) 2 AT 1 0 o MRERAE B ZR U LARS L Rl S AR LBk DAL 38
WX Z A, SRS IR A E BRI AR X i R R XA
FHARREES . SHEF S R BRI R AL WAL R L X (& 2.22)

AR ARG A X Ao 2 X K il A X ZR AR DT TR 2 P R 7 1Al 2L 1 26 IR 1
OrAAR )RS, BELERERIRE N, AT X AE B A AR IR K. end A X AR AE
BRI Al PG AR TR RAAE S TAEAREE . SRR SR AT, AR R,
VOIS HR 0 X A o Ao 3 A PP A 1K) XK 2 JRERAE 5 S i (L KR 7 L
Wril PR i ik SRR, PR RS . RS ILTa X, mitdtXx
REBIIAE T Pl 2 XA 2 AL P B 2 e R ol B dmtuaty (181 2.2b)

(a) Q. aliena (b) Q. dentata

K 2.2 BT Maxent BEILKIHIFR(). B (b). HIFR(c)s 275 MR(A)FE 2 AT AT T AP AE B 7y
A CREANYIR AT AR/ AN AE MTSS BIfE, W& S2.4)

E: ARG OAREE T EFOREM (0.6-1D , REORERTEES (04-06) , HENRE
REH (MTSS-04) , HEAEAEHE (0-MTSS)

Fig 2.2 The potential geographical distribution under present climatic conditions of Q. aliena (a), Q.
dentata (b), Q. serrata (¢), Q. mongolica (d) based on MaxEnt simulation, presence/absence were based
on MTSS thresholds in each species the details in Table S2.4
Note: the dark green color represents the most suitable habitat (0.6-1) of the species, the light green

represents the moderately suitable habitat (0.4-0.6), the yellow represents the low suitable habitat
(MTSS-0.4), white means unsuitable(0-MTSS)
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FORIE BRI XER R AE AR P R s P E AR LK 205 DLRE S #TT R %
BRI o 1T HAAGES, PR, s, o Eb S SR LBk AR . e
ALFB VU R XA BT LA S L 2R V5 A i TR AE 20 AT ) AR R B (B 2.20) .

SEPRIIE B A X AR K, HAT A AR AE M X SE A i 3 o Herp i L A v
H DS H A AR H AR R X DL K A [ 2 L kS X mhad A X T AR A
7 AR Lo RO 20 SRR AETT LA < B L Ll bk AR R ER - X, LR
i, whE L JREARIEHIX . RAEHX . PEIEH X AR ABSE, AR L AR A R
AR LA XA 76— 8 70T 5 S8t AR et i Az XK R 7 258 rP e 2R B X DL R i
A X%, RNk, Bk PUE. NEE X WA —En A (B 2.2d) .

(a) Q. fabri (b) Q. griffithii (¢) Q. yunnanensis
2 = £ 59 N SR
A A i 9
= 7 . = i
i oy -
- > e v P
Jf;)\ r/ ﬁ) ’,} el f
- o P C’/;'F‘ ]
gl o6 U Wﬁ
o K| e : k| T : ]
WL - - - .
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e

Kl 2.3 T Maxent BEAUHI FIAR(a) KHAR(D). = F I Z FR(o)E
TR AT BV A I Sy A 1
Fig 2.3 The potential geographical distribution under present climatic conditions of Q. fabri (a), Q.
griffithii (b), Q. yunnanensis (c) based on MaxEnt simulation

XHF AR, HIEE R I XA RPN 2R 8, DL T g, mEi DA, 2R
WK CAZR X, b R S Y008 IR AR AR IX, AR, AR &, ZREEHLKX
WAHEE M. 1 H AR, EARHIXORAR . PH R X IR AR K A R b X L
DETERAE AT IS B VR AR AR (18] 2.32)

DR RR AV AL 0 A7 DXCAE R [ PY R 3 X, IR S RoHE L SR L BB, e
mH . PR B RS G B A VUL WAL, PRPEEEES. IR, TP AR
FAHR AR K GIEMX ARG ENE (B 2.3b) .

75 R PR P e (1 DX SRR T AE AT L B AR« = 53 B AP, 03k 2 Fl
ARAb. VNI SROMPEER S . BLER. PHEC. ) VEHb X R LE S A R 3 AR X A
Bk, EE A X IBRBN (B 23c0) .

2.3.4 SAEARAL N VB EAAL S A A R AL
ASHIEFT BL AR R 410 0 AT 5 SEAR RTINS R 2R A FRRLA)
PP ARRIEAE AT X, WERE 1G5 TG A AR T R AR, B4 Bk 4:
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BE AR5 A H A0 2% 1 T A0 A I8 8 AR SR B Bk 22 I 5KARAS, IRz W 2 3
WHIRAS, 3 2.5 NAMRAYIRIAE 2070 EAESAE A T 20 A AR ARk 5 40 R
S2.2 TR N5 HRTYIA AR E VU R A L, R AMRAEYIFNTE 2070 SEAN[E S A%
B I AEE A X AR

76 RCP 26 (KA SR MBS T, MR M. St AR KIHERA AR 5 M5
O E AR SR AR S By ok, 5 R RS ARAR b, § ik AR B K 8.96x10% km? (5
AR, TR RAC (0.14%) + 52K, MER. =5 PRIE7E A 5 AR
HEL T — s, FrAUscda e Bl i R TIA A 5.38x10% km? (MIfR) , & B AR B A &
KNP RR (3.99%) (F£2.5; K S2.2) .

55 RCP 26 PG LA EL , RCP 45 WSS HEBUE 5N, R ) A S5 e B 1 284k
XFTAEARR U, BEAE B HE SR B R BN, Wi i T AR D T R P R R AR R T A
B RCP26 1E5A T ERIREMIGK . A, fEXFHBUER T, oS REEM
B4 % (3.37%) , MiRMHR. AR S A ARIE B AR K 6.28% 1.56%-
1.15% (£ 2.5; K S2.2) .

B 58 S SRl R N, E B AR RCP 85 EHECEE B R, RATR MR, 52
TRk ERR. KRS B ARSI R 2 Rk A8k 2 80 985k, T v RS2 U] LA
(3.41%) S5 =FEHEP R (8.14%) &% . BIARM THERR A — &2 KR4
(0.20%) » {HAHBE AR X FhS s 1728 4 AN 2 Y B 1) —— il 6 S o g 388 o
FoSc 4 Lz (R 2.5 B S2.2) .
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2.5 EMRAYFIEAE > AT TS AE 2070 FFEAN A A 5t R AR (%)

Table 2.5 Change rate of potential distribution range of white oaks under different climate scenarios in 2070 (%)

SRr%&MH 0. aliena 0. dentata 0. serrata Q. mongolica Q. fabri Q. griffithii Q. yunnanensis
RCP 26 s 1.94 2.17 0.64 3.06 3.25 3.01 2.63
SIS 1.80 1.60 3.49 2.40 0.55 2.78 6.61
FEARAE 98.20 98.40 96.51 97.60 99.45 97.22 93.39
A4 0.14 0.57 -2.85 0.66 2.70 0.23 -3.99
s 1.39 0.93 1.53 3.85 2.61 7.82 1.12
RCP 45 SN 2.59 2.02 2.22 2.70 1.05 1.54 4.49
FEARAE 97.41 97.98 97.78 97.31 98.95 98.46 95.51
AL -1.86* -1.10 -0.68 1.15 1.56 6.28 -3.37
B 1.75 0.53 2.26 3.57 3.13 5.33 0.67
SIS 1.48 3.93 2.47 1.56 1.56 4.55 8.82
RCP 85
B AFAE 98.52 96.07 97.53 98.44 98.44 95.45 91.18
A 0.27 -3.41 -0.20 2.01 1.58 0.78 -8.14
T *Horh “27 FRORYIMIEZ ARG T ImAUR AR s, R PRI R
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2.3.5 ERRADM T AR A e 55 14

AR AR ST R 720 A1, FRAT T A Tl 1 R A U 1 5 44 2 1) alpha W) 23 A
TEFR/NEEAR 2 A (p-value < 0.05; 3K 2.6, K S2.3) o RIFHEZEPIFN /A7 Y6l (1)
K, VIR BARBURMERRC . ERT AR 7 MM, e P MR B A o 15
RRURYE, KRR 2, ik ML R, =i vRe A U B & T
FoAhA A, X ULBALE AR SRR, 2 DR O] B R SRR A AR R B
JRSE, T AL 6 PRt T A5 AR A 1438 B e 77 TE 3

FLUR, PRt TS5 A R e 555 12k 245 SR mT i, 0 i 95 1k 5 o 3 A7 S FELE )
FiZ E RS B ERLIERR (p-value<0.01; %£ 2.6, K S2.4) , HAMEMESH
FKH: 1>0.9, ULEHAR SR B AR thah, BWFIEAFR RCP SRIEE T
(IG5 1 R RO Z2 1R /N, (R = Fa I B ARAE & SR I B NS B s R gs 484, B
ZAFRAE RCP8S 145 T Pk e 55 12k ok st s v T H A 4 b

R 2.6 R ARRAFIAE 2070 FFEARAMAEEL T ISR BURYE . REEE 55T

Table 2.6 Overall sensitivity (Sens.), exposure (Exp.) and vulnerability (Vul.) of East Asian white
oaks under future climate for the year 2070.

Yokt wEE RBER (Exp) faggtd: (Vul)
(Sens.) RCP26  RCP45 RCP85 RCP26 RCP45 RCP85

Q. mongolica 1.25 21.55 21.55 21.56 1.18 1.18 1.19
Q. dentata 1.83 20.29 20.27 20.42 1.67 1.68 1.69
Q. aliena 2.56 18.87 18.77 19.07 2.01 2.02 2.03
Q. fabri 3.40 22.21 22.02 22.73 2.46 2.47 2.49
Q. serrata 3.63 18.01 17.90 18.24 2.34 2.35 2.36
Q. griffithii 5.26 17.92 17.73 18.58 3.13 3.13 3.17
Q. yunnanensis  9.95 15.03 14.87 16.07 4.42 4.42 4.47

2.3.6 MR IR S5 A B 0

(1) WEFCIX Py HUR A BUIR

TEAPIRE B A BN, PRI TR B R ) LULC 2824, Hfrth . R
R R 5 M KRS (£ S2.5) o tbAh, FRATE . A, K
IRIGY 2, AR A 24 A B S sl O 5 B AT R A A R ar R — 28 Obk
H FHL, KRR ERNEEHCR A, TR DU — B R, B
H A1 1) LR RSO U, = B i BRI TR 2 a1 5ok, A& 3. ZKIRAT b
2 TR o L B X THIRR K 27.4%, 4 72.6% [0 25 18] /] DAAS 305 F & B %A AE 77
TMAE FAMRIE B X Ve B N, B 50.94% 0 1kl N353 /KIFT &5 (% S2.6).

(2) RN APREY P VK I I A AR 1) K
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Y5 RPIs BT E SRR, ERWIGEN, H 63%H 81%M &4 X A A] BN
FARA R IR T AR e Xk (B 2.4) o XFFHRkdE, B E P s, 1Y), i
Ao FA A, A b A T AP S0 70 s () DX, T G0 X %) m] R A X3
W XTI TS, EFRIESE A RAT L BT PAZR . R LA R X1 52 45 2
AR H 2D A, YT R0 I Xk 32 B R AR BRI . HON DU NAS S Mukkn]
VIS 738 ) DX 8 5 22 i A 25 A TS 0 ) Bl o3 A XS B AAH [R], )32 o0 A AE 3R
BT, B, PR H AR X s SRR E R I X b X
PRACHBIX DAZR . HAS, RAEE. 56 E R AR D e 2R 9 it S5 X 356 35 B PR 208 71
T 76 R [ R 5 0 P R X 320 s FUARAEYL 5 2288 Tl ed A DY )1 2R 35 i s 2 X
HIL T — D RMARE =i B PRI SIS B m N X A i G, FEEPES
DR NN VY SN EN i | TN v ST RS RTE AL <= B 4SS TP E =N
WAL A o

Ak, FEFTA AR LULC KA, AP RERUR B - ik aRpk, ik
P & AR YRR S X3 35.3%, IX 8 X3k n] DA 52 o AR 0 Rk 2 R
) F &k A SR T i B AR AT IR A, K2 18%% 37%
PREAEIE A& AR M AEAE R X IR O R 2 0%, 1X — 8 0 X 3 = AR Hh 7R R E AE L
HHIRALASEER 7 1 X
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(a) Q. aliena (b) O. dentata

PRE & THEE (RPI)

2
! h
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Pl 2.4 JH T o BRI M) T B0 B0 T8 0 H (RPD 2211 B 2R S0 AR ZEL 0 A 8 A Pk R X3k &
Figure 2.4 Potential restoration area map of East Asian white oaks based on the restoration potential
index (RPI) of suitability and land use data
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2.4 g

ATFF TN T A [ Fe 1 F 40 0 X (R AL Bl s 2E A0 i b JRl . AUC (%5
B, 2RI T % B 0 £ TR AL o AT RO 11 985 E 43 A 5 52 B 40 A S
A, HE BAGELNE, BRI R, Bl T b, JEhiARE(S B4
W MR AR . H AR, (ERRBR O, 3% 2 AN E R EA X
ST HRALIE B AR [FIR, 12 CNFA 400 S0 T Rl e SRS A6 R e S 1t Eah,
G R 43 A X035 B LA S LULC 538, AR S0 H 150 1 FIRRAL AR 75 45 03 [X
(R STV A0, e T AT SR AT R AL e 51 X B

2.4.1 AW T R A RRAEL YR G 1534 152

TRYE 7 NIF AT DL, R I AR 52 AN [F) X K RS A 22 S g2, BR
1) 5 S A PR R A A A BT AR, R 5 98 B A A & B TR P Xl
it A2 2 A S 57 (Dale ef al., 2010) o Rk, ASHEFE SRR RR 2R
BiAZ E 5 ST T Person’s AH G R BUE MESEAT AH GME W e AR W) U AR &, I/ DA
RIS TR, DU XA R Fh 4T 58 9 R B H 20 AT

ST R ZH Ak, Bio0l. Bio04. Biol2 R HAKA FIAT REENLE,
X A5 W A B KO I MR A 73 A i Jr) B AT S 38 5 ) o AELAS [R] P o 2 1] 3= B AR )
SR RAGAEZES, WX TR W, MR, SRR Biol2 5 Bio6 B KFEE
Y A X LM R S R R I, R IR IX e R R R 23 52 B A 2R FE A IR LA IR R K
[R50 (Vila-Vigosa er al., 20200 5 X HH¥k, TTBRZFHE KK EE T4 Biold, X
Al R S ZPFIEAR TR R 2 A N AT AR A7, SR BT T2 R ¢ (BRI,
2018) , FtHEAMRYFEIL G X AT RE S/ DG A X, ATRE S b Hh X T 56
Bio04 X K H#E LA K 2w 35 2 MR 3 A A 5 B 52, TR 73 )18 49.1% /% 60.9%,
TSN AL R IR AR EME (Sun et al, 2020) , X F A6 T FE
VG R AR FE X, oA Y LA s, rTRE K IATE iR, (VR B e 7 2
EA S A AE, BARYE A 45 SR R LI I N 32 S AR A S BRI X e
AR E T DA e FAth /K FAS Ak T B 22 5 e B RE A 0 AR BRVE B A K & 1 (Wang et al.,
1998) 5 X TS ATHR, MHTSGE KA N B LR 534 X 36 B B ) 2R M Hb X A6 5 e
Bio01 k& Biol3 &5 Z ML 120 A B BRI DTS . A URBAITT, 5k
PRI EIAR T HAR T, AT RE2 R izt oA IR SR 240, 5 481 xmHtE, ok
SRR S S5 A T B 5 o MR AL B G AT JE M, X R R A2 TS B /N B R
IR R R o DRI, 43 A1 78 58 i 26 B 1) A RR 2L ot - S A T A2 1 P e, TR0 R 1Al
VG 53 BT 52 3 ) P T R BE K

XITEE Tz An A, LEanties, e LA, 5 Rk ORI IR B VR
bt 5 35 B AH DG 1) (R 7 B RE R M )k (00 B s TN T 0 AR VG LS BRI, oK AR
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AL mra IR E AR, 5 2 B M AR . B S 2, £ APREYR
A SRR TR 5 18 A I 72 BioO1. Bio04 55, P 5B /K A5G T: Biol2.
Biol3. Biol4 5%, XK HAPKAYIR 1 73 A 520 AR DAL K B XI5 .

2.4.2 SURARATS EARA A A E N )

ANIEV B SR BRI M TN £ SR B, 312070 4E4E RCP 26 i iUE 5 T,
JUF A AP B0 B AR VG AR v Bed ks T AE RCP 45 26440 T, RIARIIE B
AV EA T BERL GHRT KT 6.28%) , HABYIRNKE B A 5570 B AL I 7E
JRYGEEI) 3.5% AN« TERAE M RCP 85 SR =N, = M Il B MR AR RS 1)
NN TEEY: TSR AERS K BREA R AR R S5 N AR 1 5 9 )i
SERE ST s R ORMAR, AT R A St o B BE A M) A A s MR ) A 53 1 AR i o A o
SHRIEFEG N, 2k ) A R IRAR B, T AR N, R WM AT Re i
TN IR F AR . BRI, FRATH AR TR, RWIEARSK (R 2070 4F)
b AL, AR HLIX 250 MR 003 B AR SR Y 2 2 B — g s, (HIX LR
WFEATEE  FEARTTE G H, K5 AR DT 55 A o B S 4 B 7K & A= 78 43 A X
S, HOKZHFh 138 Az X 2 b A6 8 S oo i B 00 g iy A6 R 3, X FIRERF &
FAW T2 R, BRIV RR B IR RS b T # BIMEA . 26 B o v A St B 3 R b
PLiEMN A 1F (Feeley et al., 2012; Lin et al., 2014; He et al., 2018) . HfAkiE, AR
YIRh ) o AT oaRa e, BT AU AR A R 3 S M

{EASRI ) GCMss AR 28 A AAHR 98 FE RO A SR A A Tl (0 45 R n] Re 2> A —
E 225 e NIRRT IR R 2 e R AN E 1, AT S A AR S AL A, BT
Rinnan % \7E 2019 458 R IG5, AT BARAYIFR T 5 2 S 40sgm . i
FLE R AE AR RN b, 2 g U 2 MR ELA f v ) AR BBk A L RS T3 A2 Ak
fessEfe 2. o, BARBURPES RS Wang 26 ATE 2020 X5 T 10 Fi4r 4 E IR
(Meconopsis) WIHF 45 R (Wang et al., 2020) #HLL, = R3S BRI SR USRS R,
M E AR W R BFR. MIPR. KRR B SR A B AR BUEME ;. £ AR RCP
SARIESE N, SUREINET T2 RIR /N, {2 RCP8S HIS MR 5 N R i IE 55 PE B2
BT AANAMEHECE RS 5 (R 2.6) o XATHER BT IRET T & 1 A A R Al 1
Y R X ) S R R AR L, 337 A AR A e g5 YA B . bk, 3R
ATV B AT 5 A A B4 G 55 12 P AP A 3 A 0 B P 4 /N T 38 00 0 3l A7 31 1 2
NI BRI R LG A3 AT T B RO S AR AL BERRURR . 55 ME IR RORE, 404l
FEEC/NIR, AR 2 %2 30 2 AU R I PR, A3 K4a A (Schwartz
et al., 2006; Wang et al., 2022) o X Ut ] SURAEAL 2350 2= B I 2 AR IR AR A7 77 A B R R
s TR EARZE R R A A B BN IR RS
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7o FRHR R BT I AR AR T A 32 5%, ERan e S8 [ AR ER ) 134
B Q. stellate F1 Q. marilandica 7852246 T Ju A B4 & (Iverson et al., 2018);
Dale %5 (2010) FIMFEAR KT FHES KA, EPRADMRG BOY BRI 220 B
WL —, MNTRETE T RAERRRRN. A, EFRRAEERG T, A
ks, o FECABYIF ARG, PREEYGShEAE SRR, TS N
Bz )Z A SR LE], IR SRS A JIAR MK (Heitzman et al., 2003; Hanewinkel
etal,2013) . FRJEEPRAEDVE AR T X B A o, 2/ DB RE A A2 U AR AL
TR —, AR R A BORIE RG], XN THRESRSERE. ;2
BEMRARA 2 IR A B B o WAL, FERRITRZA T, X T =S BREm
SRERY, CEARIE B P M X e3P I M Fh () E AR P A, 7 e B R DX R AT 0 1 1Y)
TRE LA

2.4.3 R AR BRI B B A

FEARTRTRAA . FRARIRART 2B AV 2 RV 25 () U AN T, R ARG AR
THRIEAE) 2 AT o T AR SRR AT 51 3R] B 23 & BNAZ MG 0. AP B — 3%
By B Z AR ST 2, BRIt R AR A W, B AR AR Fih
ZFAL, PTREN BRI AES Z R RAES KRR ERE ST, 7 R IEHAEH (Di Sacco et al.,
2020; Jensen et al., 2021) , XX T A KRBRMAESIKE 2 REEH,

AR X BRI BT R D, BRI E R X EARA AT IR A B
AT F i A AT O AR ORI SR R TR MK HE . nEAE BIX, SR MR P
VIS 71 R IR i X AT S AR 4 2 1 X SEBR I O 9 AN AR . bk, FEIA e 56 AF
T, IS 2] SARA YRR ], BTy AR B IR R AR S B SR AR
PR s AN FE BN AR A5G 5| Fh B Fhid A= XN i B A m B
JE X (Hu et al., 20200 o FEARBEFEH, Y& rtRa AR, 5 S i H AR ARG 2 2
[REF AR I RRAE BRIk 0 ) 3 4 e - 2R A, R A A KR SR AR R O R 2
HER YDA A] AR R A LA A 2 UK N T A 7 T & 4% BRI 77

TR, A A IR TR B FURE D (Wallace et al., 2019) « A
RPN S ASEFHEFEWEY, & BP0 H 3T B R X e 2
FRMRIE T B A2 22 FE 1 AN AR 2 A 1 B B S AN F0 A B T B b 1 A i S o
[PV AE A3 A AN ZS (AL R Sy, AT BE St 1 A AR e B v 7 R OB ) X 33k
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FORR R RP R84 22 F 7

3 HAFRO BB IS 25

3.1 HEmRE
AW TE LA B A UH PR bn AT S5 R 28 S AR AR U 7 45 2R DL S b ] R JOL R 0 A AR T
(CVH, http://www.cvh.org.cn/), @ BRAEW) 2 FEI%AE B 150 (GBIF, https://www.gbif.org/)
WA, A HRARARAE 28 3 X AR VR AN T Ar b s MR 20 A1 M5 200 178 FUA 3 s AT B 41
WA, MR GHIDIRIL SR AE AR LSBT A AR S 22 28 B A R
N TR RHA AR, FAVSEARUERT R RMRE S FREZ 7] TR RS 30km
DL b, FEERAMARFI MR Z A I BE 2 /0 10m BA b, 5 AN i AN AT BE AL
KA, BAAPRIL 1-2 A RER S B, ARG Fr, B AN Ay
BOFMBT BRI, B3 a RS I 5 LSRR AR, B MRSl 2,
BN BFAR T, I E B R AR O B RE O FE i HEAT TR IRAF . & ILREE 15 M
PRAORE, 11 D FEAMIPRATRE, 3t 244 NMAE, SREEFIIARANEAAEERA LA AR B
WK 3.1, #3.1.

110°E
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Figure 3.1 Sampling sites of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata
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https://www.gbif.org/）、中国虚拟植物标本馆（CVH,
https://www.gbif.org/）、中国虚拟植物标本馆（CVH,

URARAE T IR LR & BRI R 73 AT RAGRRIC R 1A% SA T T

R 3.1 AHR AW RE iR RS B AR

Table3.1 Sample information of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

FhEE 437 LR ¥
Q. serrata

TBS WNIE=Y v gAI = 3231 10
GWS VU148 E T VL DG 55 L 12
SLX VA RIS H = 2 6
BYS P48 B R i B A = L 11
JFS HA B T T R X L 9
XLS P9 i4E i A b 8
FMT HR A RAK T T8 7
FTZ V91145 e 22 T 6 M B 28 R4 X 11
LBZ WIEN GRSy SRR L BT 6
WXC HRTWOE TER 18
Y HR TR IK T AR 25 B LT 5
ZIY 2 i o T BRI R X 6
SSS H A Jbitg 18 A 7 H B SF AR 75 B 13
NIK H A 1L 20
TSU H A H 20
Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

LYC PR AR B R 2 B[ A 5
HWJ THBRERBENRERX 10
SXJ LA & N T AL JE Bl R X 5
HSQ ZHAEE I XL B RA B

YFS Bt 2~ E 254 1L

HQL T FE 48 DURK AR

THH TAT T A8 I B T IR IR] DR U 2 2 3 13
YQS U148 T3 e R 1 XS X 9
SMS WLAE T BT ARk Tii DU B L 5
LSJ MNE = RN TENTE N WN S0 6
NJY WLA TR TTIE B B des Wt X 7
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32 REWHMRISHE

3.2.1 Hitk DNA FHEHL

AHH FE A% TIANGEN 3877 &, S BT R A MR S R AR MR AP 3 I () DNA,
2 i B (0 A TR R B 5T AR 1) DNA B, D038 3 0 BB 2% (1 T B2 SR 4k 412
HU DNA. BARSEHCPIRUT

(1) fESEIGHFURRIFEATFT KB 8, Tk [ GP1 ¥R % i B KB
W, BERKIBERTEIR S 65°C, 4EFF 30 434,

(2) BHATSEIO AP RHMER . RS 7-5 H T RSP PR 0.020+0.005g IR A
dts R FRESE BRI RE A I BLAR 0.5em [F/INMIRER LRI 2] 2ml 19350, Dhi ZE R
JEAT R BRI ik S S 30 2 B 4

(3) KA B OE R P EE TR S, IR A OB TE AR
RHUKER 10 7054, ¥k 5 FHBIEAX 78 0 B

(4) HBEOLE (B EEAMAREDHLD , BERNERE T, KK
A CE TG 65°CT700 FFt GP1 A1 0.7 T B-ii 5 £ B s

(5) B 0E IR G ARIHATIES], RN NS T FeCK G B R K DY+
Oyl KIS AT AERE =2 For el ORI 28387 ) 48 SRl A Sk A A 2 00 N
ISR s

(6) ZEIRJHEFEM, A (700ul) ZEEOFE YR (G 5 B X 3T,
I PE AR S Smin B3 B REUE 120 TIREGHER;

(7)) fEEOHLHF S OESHE, &0 10 min (12000rpm, 4°C) ;

(8) HU—2H¥H 2ml B0, —— X EibrE, Wl EERETHA . A
0.9uL 1) RNA B, ANEHR, HEOEIHAEZR THFE 10min, M ADESE —H
B TR R UTUE R T L

(9) [AHFE 2 5 O T RSN S8 IR 700ul AN AT SRR, TR RAL
PS5 Smin B3 EREUE 120 TIRGVEBRIGIR:

CLOOH 48 5] J 1 B OV AE B O BLRIAE IR 25 A, FEEAT 250, INF[A] Y 10 min;

(1) FrH 2ml B0 4, EELE NGRS . W00 EER, I
N GP2 V& 700uL, $E5%, BRI ADE S 20 5048 1R 2 DT R RUE T R R
s

(12 B ZH W A AR I X6 B [ P50 K 3800 i R AR 23 2 R R B 48 W A 2
B, B

(13) ¥ B0 JE A0 T W AR P B R R B4, FF 4RSI BAT 8 i 500uL GD
(MWD

(14) 4R850 30s;
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(15) BIERW, FF4REE50 600puL PW GEVERD , 4RZEE0 30s;

(16> EHH 15 3

17D R B A TBCE AL B O AL BLRIRE S AT, 250 30s; BB BRDIR, FRE
> 2min;

(18) M Bt A 35 42 = iR 261 T T8CE 10min;

(19) W AL B AE — 4B IARTE 7 5 SR H . PR &S5 E B 1.5ml 5
OEH, ANOETEI 40ul 1) 35°CTE (FRIERATHHAD , #E 5 708k, &0 30s; fn
A 20uL #J 35°CTE (FRIRFTPIHO , §E 5 740, 2.0 2min;

(200 B0 JE ) DNA =Y Ettf, RAFAE-20°CUKAR I H 4 H o

3.2.2 Hutk DNA Jog B Ao Ao ¢ 73 2%

K FHER R WS- VAP FE TR i . BAR BRI PR R KB
NEWEFD TAE MNEHETZHA, TEREY SN 2 /0B B IETC MR, 85K HE T HEL
HAHNEANSRTF, K 1ln L ZIREL YR (TS-GelRed) JNEIELfEHE AR+, Hok L
AT IR SRS (X, 2018) o SRJE KR HERI IR (AR IR R TR AN RE
AR, FHARKA, K210 70805, AR IR BN ik (#EE, 2019) .
MIEEF B ANMA B DNA (3uL) , fI Loading buffer & (2ul) , H#'&1]
RE, FHBBHE AR OnBIRE e /MESD o R 5% 2u L1 kb DNA Ladder #1 #)
PR B — AN /NI R R N FRIE S5 . ST T B UKOCHIR, & H VKIS (8] 25 708,
HLE 130V. HL kS A5 R B 8 248 (TIY04S-3C) XF DNA #EAT B &AM (G
W, 2019; FRHi, 20200 o AT LUEH Y5 Jy NanoDrop 8000 5 A2 1E AN,
XTHEHL) DNA i BEAN Al BEFEAT A . HREUA M4 DNA 5T &R FHIROG S OD i 7
280nm/260nm 5 230nm/260nm 2 [H] (1] EL AR FEATI E GEE, 2019) , 24 A260/A280
~1.8. A260/A230>2.0 WX DNA #:4i; DNA FiEKN TG, MR EHR
ANEREART DNA, EHE| DNA TR EER, LLoe fLI 77 \HES] DNA FEA%, i
A 2 5T TE BEATFRE, JREAe 3¢, L& E— 0 258 23 B (2 K3, 20200,

3.2.3 BB AESIYTiLS PCR ¥4

HIEM TR SN S B 28T FEtEm SR s . AN CERETIY L
IR & HE A BRI ST AN FRATT S8 = e R AR DGR IR, X B EAT I, %%
BEAT TG R0 IR FAOAR . EWARERS 4 DRREIFIEER 8 MM DNA, FHH 2%
P B AR DR e LK S L I A, B 0 12 4 I RS B 3.2, K
W AEFH ROX (40) . FAM (#) . TAMRA () . HEX (&) WA5tbric 4T
I35, HKe AR IC BARLE 51 5T AR i EAT 21 (£ R 5, 2020; Schuelke, 2000 .

PCR ¥ 1k 22 % %%, 2018; #EiE, 2018; Lyu ef al., 2018, PCR RN 585, H
BERERERER: (2%) HLMAS Y 15T &, AR R 26 W BN TE T, R A Y1
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Ty, XTI RALFHGIY), KHE 52°C. 54°C. 56°CIHHIIR il B2 1 B 5B ATk
%, HEMGIOR, BKARMEEREY) 27347 BAE Ik, RAFIE R N R
JE 5 (2

7 3.2 12 %F SSR S 4N K
Table 3.2 Detailed information of 12 pairs of SSR primers

Bk S EEK
ERE B B3 (5'-3") N SE R
BE EYEE
AGAAAGTTCCAGGGAAAGCA Durand et
GOTO021 56°C AT 111-128bp
CTTCGTCCCCAGTTGAATGT al. 2010
CTTCATGCACCAATTCCTCA Durand et
FIR026 56°C TC 208-217 bp
GGCCATGTATGTGTGCAAAA al. 2010
AAGAGAACCCATTCCATCCCTGA Ueno et al.
QmCO00716 56°C TC 261-287 bp
GTTTCCCGAACAGTGGTTTCTTGA 2010
CCCATATCCCTCTACGAAAGAA Durand et
PORO17 56°C CT 140-169 bp
CTGGAGATGACATAGTGTCTCAAA al. 2010
ACCCTAAAACCCCAATCACC Durand et
FIRO15 56°C AC 128-138 bp
CGGATCTTCGGCTATTCTTG al. 2010
AGGCTCAAAACAAAACCAAACCG Ueno et al.
QmC00932 56°C TC 247-260 bp
GTTTCCCCTTTCCCATAATCAAACCCT 2010
TCTCTTTCTCCGTCCATTATCGC Ueno et al.
DN950446 56°C AG 155-185 bp
GTTTCTCCACAGACCCCATTTCC 2010
TCTGCAACAAAACCAAAACAC Durand et
WAGO068 56°C AG 165-195 bp
CGGAGGAGAGAGTCAGCAAC al. 2010
CACACTCACCAACCCTACCC Durand et
PIE271 56°C  TC 197-247 bp
GTGCGGTTGTAGACGGAGAT al. 2010
CACACCCAGATCCACAAAACTCC Ueno et al.
QmC02052 56°C AG 250-300 bp
GTTTGCCTCTACGGTCTCCCTCTT 2008
CCCCACCGTCTACTCTCAAA Durand et
GOTO11 54°C TC 197-255 bp
GCGTTCACCACGTCCATAAT al. 2010
AACCTGTTTGGCTTCGTGTG Durand et
WAGO066 52°C AG 128-244 bp
AACAAAAGATTGGGAGGTGC al. 2010
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3.2.4 JRIGHHE AL

FIH GeneMarker V2.2.0 1 % 78 I 15 HUAE W) 2 w] A% 8] 1) 6 40 58 HL UK 1) 080
(Hulce et al., 2011) o {E {206 I ZRE ) BE R AL R0, S BRAT Tl L ) 2 06 o %o
ANTFITEAR (Ve P, 0 200 B A S Pk, g R R AS () () 5 SR AT X B, AR AN ] () 1
JrATHIE AR IE, B E B AT B B UL Excel #% N T o

% F Excel 72461+ FlexiBin V2 fUH— 4L AEE, HERR B KR % (Amos et al.,
2007 o K VA — b B Hs 4 R 50 1) iy 44 TR AE T 0 B A 1)t SCAHS X {8 Convert
B AT R A e, AR FT 32 B 8 SR % X4 ) H GENEPOP. ARLEQUIN
(.arp) A1 STRUCTURE Cstr) , LR T 5825047 .

3.3 MARHITRERE L F 0

3.3.1 BfEZ R

T 12 XHE RS TAR AR 15 AR L AR ARMIARE 11 SRt
T 244 DAREAT TIAE R AT SHRAIT GenAlEX V6.5 X igA% 24 115 it
171+ 5 (Peakall and Smouse, 2012) o AHF FEAE MM 2% 15 5 (Ho)  WE R ETE (Hp)-
TG (uHe) 5S35 SRECBTHT UM 0% 2 R K

3.3.2 RN SEE b ot

TR FEMIRR SR AR MR AR (a8 A &35 Ay , AR 4 Ao B v 5 7 5k RT3 238 7 /AR [ 1) 22
5, KH Structure V2.3.4 X Al A5 M EEHEAT Bayesis 2284047 (Evanno et al., 2005)
BEE D SCHR KO 1-10, X8R K AE BT 20 IREZHEEA,  #5E 200 000
WSHFR S MCMC (Markov Chain Monte Carlo) %:4X, Burn-in A 10° . 41ZFfE7 5
JRIE, 2P AR AN R 4 1 SR, S N B AE 28 T H Structure Harvester (Earl et al., 2012)
i, DUEMHLE 7R InP (D) A1 Delta K (AT BE1E 53 A, € feid ) K £l , 221
P B L S ARIE (Earl et al., 2012) o B XRE REQ WITHE, 53] 1 &Mt
IR S5 B E 23 . R AreGIS V10.3 2| Wy Mgt A& 25 it 3840 A 1, 500
T BT HL B 1) 2 I HE b ) 2 5 4 55 M B o A 2 TR o8 R ] (Beyer, 2004)

A M RO MR A T 35 /)G RLRE, {8 Arlequin V3.5 BERHEAT 4 )
¥ ZE5 M (Analysis of Molecular Variance, AMOVA) . i&f1Z 775, A AWiAE
VM AL AR e oRUR, R AT B AR R (Fso) R H T VA MR [R] a5t
B K, Fsr BRI T 1, REEAL MR REHOR, BRI T 0, T B 18 4% 43
U
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3.4 HRER

3.4.1 MIRRI AL 2 e

AW FEE L E A GenAlEx V6.5, T T &I 8HE 2 FEHEA I S R ix
HARSE RN 3.3 Frox. Bk st e phE st 4 2 768, Ho=0.64, Hp=0.68,
uHe=0.72, HE K H AR EMIBRFRE K8 E 2 R (Ho=0.61, He=0.68, uH=0.72)
IR THEWMIER (Ho=0.67, Hp=0.68, uHe=0.73) ; TifEMIBRARES, o EHIARADTER
BAEZ AR T HAFIEE, He 205108 0.67. 0.70, uHe 50518 0.72. 0.73,

R 3.3 MR KIE AR S 2R M af R

Table 3.3 Results of genetic diversity of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

i Na Ho Hg uHg
Q.serrata

O.serrata -HZ

SSS 6.58 0.61 0.70 0.73
NIK 8.42 0.61 0.73 0.75
TSU 8.42 0.60 0.68 0.70
Mean 7.81 0.61 0.70 0.73
O.serrata -+ [H

TBS 6.08 0.66 0.73 0.76
GWS 5.58 0.59 0.65 0.68
FTZ 5.42 0.61 0.63 0.66
WXC 6.75 0.62 0.70 0.72
SLX 4.83 0.56 0.65 0.71
BYS 6.08 0.58 0.69 0.72
JES 5.17 0.59 0.67 0.71
XLS 6.08 0.6 0.68 0.72
FMT 5.17 0.6 0.65 0.70
LBZ 4.92 0.68 0.67 0.73
Yy 4.92 0.58 0.66 0.74
7Y 5.00 0.71 0.68 0.74
Mean 5.50 0.61 0.67 0.72
P <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Mean total 5.96 0.61 0.68 0.72
Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

LYC 4.83 0.68 0.65 0.72
HWIJ 6.25 0.71 0.73 0.77
SXJ 4.17 0.68 0.65 0.72
HSQ 4.75 0.58 0.67 0.72
YFS 5.08 0.55 0.65 0.70
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HQL 5.75 0.67 0.71 0.75
THH 7.00 0.76 0.75 0.78
YQS 6.08 0.68 0.70 0.75
SMS 3.58 0.62 0.57 0.63
LSJ 4.58 0.78 0.66 0.72
NJY 5.25 0.62 0.69 0.75
Mean 5.21 0.67 0.68 0.73
p <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 0.73
Mean total 5.64 0.64 0.68 0.72

VE: Na: SRS Ho: WIZARAEREE; He: WERAE; uHe: TIWPEREE; p: BEME.

3.4.2 FURRI AL S5 F St A o b

(1) BALLEM BT
STRUCTURE 43 #r45 B4 B, K=2 1 K=3 It} Delta K 18 B & & T HAh 8, il
3. M K=2 I, ASCAEH EHLIX BT TR R A RS H AR 3 MM B RO —
X F, W32 Ca) o i B X A R AT E A R Rh AR B 5 A A
M K=3 i, HARIFPEESR Ny — 3, o B L IX AR AR AEAR SR o — 3, WK 3.2(b),
Hh b X M AR 5 R AR ARAR IR 2 1B AR DA I S R 8 A% 6 4y , ABLA7AE G W b 110 25 TR
B K=3 I B8 45 0yt F 2 A R 45 SR 18 3.3 o

Qunercus serrata - China Quercus serrala var. brevipetiolata Quercus serrata - Japan

(a) K=2

0.9 =

(b) K=3

0.1 —

~ < & ~ ~ e ) [~ < >
& & & SSSETESESTSSESS S SEEeT s S oS

Kl 3.2 Hukk KA RAFIAR L T SSR HE4E7E K=2 (a) 1 K=3 (b) If[¥] STRUCTURE %J45
Figure 3.2 Results of STRUCTURE based on SSR datasets of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var.
brevipetiolata at K=2 (a) and K=3 (b)
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¢ ~
A O Q. serrata

% >
- ?
N ™ > e
AL e o ', Q Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata
L) -
oo
? ; a9 . 0 150 300
(4 c.
AN = b kan

K 3.3 HIMRFIRIIR IR RS T SSR Hirdhs 48 FRO bt A% 45 1) 1ty 14 7347 1]
Figure 3.3 Geographic distribution map of genetic structure based on the SSR dataset of Q. serrata and
Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

(2) BAE TR

AMOVA 45 RFR B (3 3.4), BT A FhEE 1846748 S 3 BAEAE TR EEN (90.72%,),
T T X R PEEE R (0.79%) , HA 8.49%174 R KH T X RHNFEEHE. XT
TR S MR 26 NFIEETI S, MIFRIVEAL S KF (Fsr=0.14) & T RARFaLR
(Fst=0.05) , HEMEERHFEAET RN, HES RE508 86.42% (Hikk)
DA 94.78% (FEARMIKR) o X T AHE Fi A5 [ Je H AR i X SR AR 0 ARATR AN A A A AR Aol
HEM S, AMOVA £5 R HAFBRI AN SC R I (7.32%, Fer=0.07) LSRN
FREEIA] (6.26%, Fsc=0.07) MR RFERE SFTEN (86.42%) AHLLIAK, Mitusk
MHAS R (Fst=0.04) W& HKTFEMRTHESR (Fsr=0.08) .
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R 3.4 FETHNREIEWAERRNI 0 J2 00 75 Z o Bl

Table 3.4 Results of Hierarchical analyses of molecular variance (AMOVA)

of Q. serrata and Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

HHEE df

BRI E %

BAE LR For

All samples

Among lineages

SCA ]

Among populations within species
SCE A RRRENR]

Within populations

e Y

24

462

0.79

8.49

90.72

0.09

Q. serrata

Among lineages
SCA ]

Among populations within species
SCE A RREER]
Within populations
ey

0. serrata-H 7
Among populations
T ]

Within populations
ey

0. serrata-F H
Among populations
T ]

Within populations
e DY

13

309

103

11

206

7.32

6.26

86.42

96

7.73

92.27

0.14

0.04

0.08

Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata
Among populations

i

Within populations

Tl

10

153

5.22

94.78

0.05
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3.5 7Hig

3.5.1 MIBRIEAE 2 FEfE

WIFh IS AL 2 FEESZ RN or ARG HEA DT s AR VS SRS 2 IR R R (X
7%, 2011; #E#4, 2021a; Karnosky et al., 1991) , AEWE [ WA Rl E L R 1O 5 B
U SR FEAN FEBE O S AR A IS B R 7, R — e R LT R A
FE® MBI 2R, W EA B RWEERE. S TEREEIN S, EomiuE,
JE T MERE R R BRAEAE, AR AP 4452 IS (Aldrich and Cavender-Bares,
2011), HAEEFEMEHEZ R (SR, 2021a; Degan et al., 1999; Aizawa et al., 2018).

A HIEFL 2R B AR JE A A M bR % L AR P R A A AR ) AR 2 R R T s KR
(Ho=0.64, He=0.68, uHg=0.72) . X} TiZ4518, TR H T AW 7754 B X 1R
Bt S 2 TR EIL X RRHIX, ZHh X 7E 5 DU 28 VKA 5/ 1) 52 21 T 9K 56 7 o5 1)
W, (EEARBARYIREE T CERMER, 2021) , B THUER SR ARHOER A% 2 A
Ay, PRIAT RE 20T BT ST AR BB A 22 AR KT8 B — 8 R

TEATR S, HEAR H APRE I8 4% 2 A 20 & T o EARARFR R . nTRe2 BT H
)M RR B R B R R, TEWRAE MR B BT 1 o A R A
(Jose-Maldia et al., 2017) , FFPHE A A8 J B A s ELT A ] b X0 5330 1
BE PR AL 1B VG BB R (R RE AT & H AR R PR R S [ RS AR LD
FE RIS S EAR KRR P b SO0 S A S Ao 2 DR (1A%, AT BRI A o PR 38 A 22 1t
(Frankham et al., 1991) , {HCVH B A HENAE AR S REANAAR B AR Kk AR b S s, {5
FTEF SRR A4S (EELD, 2015)

3.5.2 HIERI B AL 45

o AR FH AP AT b 1 13 A% SR 2R A0 i 25 SRR B AP R vl R A AN S R, —
NXRATHEX CEFE 12 AMERFEE A 11 DN EARMERARE , — RN TH
AHX CEAE 3 AMEMRFIEE) o TR ARG T A ST 9 0 E MOk R AR R AR
BIRW RN T EMIL LR, XEHBTCAMPIFMEMT (ML, 2015, FhiE
##,2019) o M STRUCTURE VL fisi % g f i 2 om0, AS[F] S 2 [R)F 38 B 2 )
oAk, E RS H AR A BN R SRR, X A] Re S I S P RS B A
Ky AR FE R B A K AE H AR JLEBARAR 1) B A% 2 AT et s T RO K B, X S
I E AL IE AL SR B AT IR (Jose-Maldia et al., 2017) , X HERAERE T AW
Fi SSS CHAAGEE) Pt EMEE 2 [AAE RS — e R T RS m 5 A . T
AHIE T R oMb X MR S5 R AR MR BB SRR 58 ML (R SR, (BN A
Z SR B B B IR RS, TREE B T YF T (e b 3 TP 2%, AR
BRI T AT, BRI BRSO E ; an Sz ph A K AR m iR, 2
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RUNEC 2 2R bk S VT, vh Wy sl S A e 18] (R B4R SS IR, e il R S e 14
HL (Ohsawa et al., 2008) .

R AMOVA 70 fr & R, AT I it 78 B M AR A R AR AR 2 18] IREE A% 704k,
RE Fsr=0.09, FEPE Z LA EBACREAE 0. ok, AR RE 26 A
FEARAAT 0 2R BRI OR U, A AR 7 1) T EORIE T RIEE N, 18 A% 0 R AR,
o I 1 A8 S AT e T TR TR AR AR R R MR I B A A R R B, (HEAT I8 E y
A3 BT B I 2 AR B AU (Fso) « B A IFAE TR AR BB 010 R 5L
YIME N 0.06 (Kremer and Petit, 1993) , A5 MR REE (Fsr=0.14) &
TUME, TEMEERIEE A (Fs1=0.05) BKTUE, mAEERNEETRES
FEARKE . SRFEVE IS5 T7 1A 5% AR T H AR AL 7 (E (Fsr=0.04) 7]
5E 1% X0l A AR B AR AR AR, X 5 Ohsawa %8 A\ (2008) MR FT45 R —
Y
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giip SR

4 ZwSRE
4.1 45ip

AT FOR AR AR JE AR 7 MRS T YRR AR, SR 1 AR A A
[RISEN, JE4i& CNFA 72 TP fl 7 s S AL g g bk 3t 20, S AEbiiE e
P LULC %dfs, Al 7 ARRAIRI IR R . Best, R 12 XA 2> T hs
TR BRI R AR S LA T RARAI R 3L 26 DRIEETE 244 DMAMAEEBEAT TR0 EE 8L 5
BT, FRILLT E 258

(1) S5 R AT R 2R AR R LEAS RS2 1 N BT AE o A BEAT 0
s R ERREIRAE — R B A2 S ARAR AN A SRIESh (5, oA 3 22 i
ARG R Rz BB ARAN Al AR YR AT B R M, JFRESZ
AR . BEA, ARYE CNFA 734, RIS 2 = R 2 AR T U AL i 5a 1k &
AR BURANE I 5 T A AR R, 2P EE 5 52 B U AR A ok B B

(2) R AR REEAT TR BUR S AE SR T T30t el 45, AE A&
BT BRI, AT P AR IR et el bR L B Rk BT ARy AR AL A SR
T FE G ST P 2 A AR R 2T 70 A b Pl T PR R SIC it B B ) AT RF 2R
PRALP P ELIE ARG, RS BRI SR RIS

(3) 5% FARRH VI RIAEAR b AR REANAERRIETT 26 AP IR E AL 22 70 B T 45,
PRI 55 R ANAR BRI X 8845 22 FEPEY By, ELAGRRRN R A8 4% 22 FEPEAR T A A
Bhs T EARARSE R AL 2 REERR T HARSC R, B ems 26 AN o [E 3
DXHIPR B A% 704 e T AR, HLig % A0y E B TN
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42 RE

B FE S AR M AR AL AR 75 S Ak AR A B R AR A 0 13E B 7T T
WEFC, FENT T Z R AR A I A (E fvid s FERTE AR L IX )32 43 A0 (1 E R
P Fh AR S AXAE H B 23 A A R AR ARAREAT PR B AR 0 5, vHR TR A
A 3 A X [3EAR Z R PE S L k. SRTT, 7R CLR LA A Tk — AR R A 55

(1) 1%, ARBFFAEFATYFE LD AT TSP 2 BOR S, 7 %
T N R FREHADAAEYIN R (W -EFEAMERE) AR R (nyMidR. £k
Retk, HARBEAMYIMEA. wf . EEER%) o Kk, #EOITRIEHLX AR
YRR CE B 2 A B — e Bk, ARSRIRAN TR E L G A MAE RN R,
BB L b TR A R VAR AT

(2) Hk, HTHSE5 RS R R, &0 E 5 9F A S X IR R T
e 2 A0 FoAth L R A 5 78 25 2R Y, BRTE AR SR 2R AT 52 M 40k A2 A7 () A U2 1
(Seto et al., 2012) o Bk, FEZJEHIBEFEH, FRATTAT LN AR BN S35 sh A i 4k
BEREBEAT TN, MR — 2520 R P AR Ak - 23 A5 F 54

(3) Hefa, ASORTHIAR XA MAR IR PR B S L AAEA R, 18
A Ja AT 5T 2 AT LAY KSR ARG R AT BB 1 SR A 0 AR XCRAE, DL R ARR MR .
BN SCHEAT BRI R R 2 AR SE T SSR 0 T8, BARIZTIEA T, faj#H
TS BA B> . FFERFEYE 56 S (Guichoux et al., 2011) , FEARKH
B 0 BRATT AT DA S R T st A5 45 5., EL SR P 2 R AL 2 R 45 A SR B 5800 DL e
ot 23 A A58 250 DA S5 W36 R 4L %) g FE AR R R R AR 0@ B A AL s[RI, MRS AR
FEAFE AR, BT B TSR PRI i LA () B A . B
Yyt RS E AR N, SRS 2] T 8eE S5k e, RR AT MRS RN
MO B E AR S5 RS A, RIR AR B EE S 7 88 R 5B LR,
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Table S1.1 The classification of white oaks (Quercus, Fagaceae) in East Asia

Y GERA) W (R4)

) Q. aliena var. acutiserrata
Quercus aliena ) ) )
Q. aliena var. pekingensis

Q. fangshanensis

Q. fenchengensis

Q. hopeiensis
Quercus dentata Q- koreana )

0. malacotricha

0. mongolico-dentata

0. obovate

Q. stewardii

Quercus fabri

Quercus griffithii

Q. crispula
) Q. crispula var. horikawae
Quercus mongolica ) ) ) )
Q. liaotungensis / wutaishanica

Q. mongolica sub. crispula

0. monnula
Quercus serrata Q. serrata var. brevipetiolata

Q. serrata var. tomentosa

Quercus yunnanensis
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K S2.1 AWEFUrR 7 Fh EARZLY RN AR ZR 30 X1 S B A Bt B R IR

Table S2.1 Actual distribution data and sources of 7 species East Asian white oaks in our study

Yorh SEHEE o Bt
0. aliena 29 281 310
Q. dentata 30 261 291
Q. serrata 26 529 555
Q. mongolica 7 578 585
Q. fabri 14 293 307
Q. griffithii 3 49 52
Q. yunnanensis 0 19 19
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® S22 19 MEMARAESIR

Table S2.2 List of nineteen bioclimatic variables

HIREF 2K W5 XA
IR Bio01 °C
B2 H A Bio02 °C
R Bio03 -

T FE 2T AR A B A 22 Bio04 °C
T H 5 i Bio05 °C
A H AR Bio06 °C
SRR AR TG Bio07 °C
B 2= P35 IR Bio08 °C
TR A Bio09 °C
e 2= P P 35 i Biol0 °C
BV 2= TS5 IR Bioll °C
FEHEKE Biol2 mm
e H K E Biol3 mm
T A MKE Biol4 mm
Bk 248 7 R AL Biol5 -

=T K & Biol6 mm
T REKE Biol7 mm
IR 2= K & Biol8 mm
A= K & Biol9 mm
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#* S2.3 LA 5 i SR A R oy
Table S2.3 Land use and Land cover data type division

A iR
Te AR de—nt, JEm, FHAEIFR (>15%)
TARE f—En, wat, WHEHEBTFH (>15%)
TeARE di—Fan, %, JHH (>40%)
TARE G —E TR B S, wat, mEABITFR (>15%)
. TeARTE di—%m, 3, BB TRARE R (>15%)
Te AR de——IR A A R Fng i)
FEAR Hh
TEARFIRER (>50%) /HEAEE (<50%)
RS (FFAR. AR, HAER) (<15%)
BRI TFAR. AR, BEAEY) (>50%) /RHE (<50%)
R H (>50%) /HAEY PR, AR, BEAEE) (<50%)
Hiih
A H
e M EARFE (>50%) / #EKR (<50%)
O .
B
WHHM T HhIX
KA
A KIS
KA s
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R S2.4 FARRAYI P e B 5 K ZRBBUBE AR S Ve Z S B (MTSS)
Table S2.4 Maximum training sensitivity plus specificity Logistic thresholds (MTSS) for white oaks

Yorh e
Q. aliena 0.32
Q. dentata 0.25
Q. serrata 0.24
Q. mongolica 0.28
Q. fabri 0.22
Q. griffithii 0.15
Q. yunnanensis 0.17
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# S2.5 R ARREA M L TG B A BT N & LR R S T (%)
Table S2.5 Proportion of various land use types in the current suitable habitat
of East Asian white oaks (%)

Yot it it BWEAE Ei 7Kg AT AL
0. yunnanensis 61.99 26.02 0.81 10.3 0.57 0.31
Q. griffithii 58.10 36.12 1.01 3.88 0.62 0.26
Q. serrata 53.76 41.10 2.59 0.56 1.68 0.30
Q. aliena 50.13 42.95 2.97 2.22 1.43 0.30
Q. dentata 49.06 42.40 341 3.62 1.21 0.30
Q. fabri 47.88 46.13 2.81 0.82 2.00 0.37
Q. mongolica 45.13 37.51 2.47 12.63 1.07 1.19
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Table S2.6 Proportion of different types of land use types in East Asian white oaks (%)

Yofh PR, FEHL, SRF A B, SR, KR
(I SR S D (W B 2 D
Q. yunnanensis 72.60 27.40
Q. griffithii 62.25 37.75
Q. mongolica 58.95 41.05
Q. serrata 54.62 45.38
Q. dentata 52.98 47.02
0. aliena 52.65 47.35
Q. fabri 49.06 50.94
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Fig S2.1 Occurrence records for seven white oaks in the East Asia of the actual distribution points in
this study. Among them, Q. aliena (N=310), Q. dentata (N=291), Q. serrata (N=555), Q. mongolica

(N=585), Q. fabri (N=307), Q. griffithii (N=52), Q. yunnanensis (N=19)
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(a) Q. aliena

(b) Q. dentata

(¢) Q. serrata

(d) Q. mongolica

(e) Q. fabri

(f) Q. griffithii

(g) Q. yunnanensis

I i 5
Eo0 Befite g s 1,000 A
RS L1 ikm M

K S22 75 2070 FEA R AR = TR E L X AR L
Fig S2.2 The changes in species distribution ranges under different climatic scenarios in 2070 compared
with current conditions
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10.0-

Species
Q. yunnanensis
® O griffithii
® O fabri

Q. serrata

Sensitivity

® y Q. aliena
5.0- © Q. dentata
® Q. mongolica

0 100 200 300 400 500
Area
Kl S2.3 RV AR P Fh B AR BURAE (Sensitivity ) 5 25 T Alpha-hull 5748 2 (40 Fh 73 A7 3 Rl ( Area)
KA IR Z - CARGR AT ANIR] 7 A S A0 A2 U B AR U P D75 T (1 &2 25 22 5% p-value <
0.05)
Fig S2.3 Relationship between species overall sensitivity of the East Asian white oaks and the size of

the species distribution range constructed based on the alpha-hull method. (Asterisks represent
significant differences in overall climatic sensitivity between species with different distribution ranges:
* is p-value < 0.05)
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Species
Q. yunnanensis
= Q. griffithii
g - Q. fabri

Q. serrata

w
'

Q. aliena

Vulnerability

= Q. mongolica

Q. dentata

y RCPs
v RCP26
A RCP45
g RCP85

B

0 100 200 300 400 500
Area
Kl S2.4 ZRI AR PR T AN F] S S5 AF T RIESSYE (Vulnerability) 53T Alpha-hull 77544
AR ATVER (Area) K/NZIAIRISC R oA BA AR 70 A5 vE Bl W0 Rh A AR AR A e 55 1
FHHEEZSR: p-value<0.01)

Fig S2.4 Relationship between species overall sensitivity of the East Asian white oaks and the size of
the species distribution range constructed based on the alpha - hull method. (Asterisks represent
significant differences in climate change vulnerability between species with different distribution ranges:
** is p-value < 0.01)
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