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Abstract

Population Genetics and Leaf Morphological Variation of the White
Oaks in China

Master Candidate Jing Wang

(Ecology)
Diiected by Prof. Dr. Fang Du

Abstract

Quercus species are widely distributed in the northern hemisphere and occupy an important
position in forest ecosystems, and white oaks are widely distributed and have important ecological
and economic value in China. In this study, the population genetics, leaf shape variation and their
relationship with the environment of seven white oaks were comprehensively analyzed. The main
results were as follows:

(1) 122 populations of seven species of white oaks in China were analyzed by 12 pairs of microsatellite
loci, and the results showed that Quercu griffithii and Quercus yunnanensis with low genetic diversity.
The genetic structure analysis showed that There is a clear distinction among the four widely
distributed species (Quercu aliena, Quercu dentata, Quercu serrata and Quercu mongolica), while
the genetic structure of three endemic species (Quercu fabri, Q.griffithii and Q. yunnanensis) was
clustered into one. Genetic differentiation and gene flow analysis showed that the genetic
differentiation coefficient and gene flow was smallest in Q. yunnanensis, and the gene flow was higher
between Q. aliena and Q. dentata, and between Q. fabri, Q.griffithii and Q. yunnanensis. Genetic
variation mainly existed within the population, and the genetic differentiation level of the three
endemic species was lower than that of the four widely distributed species.

(2) The coefficient of variation and plasticity index with leaf shape of nine traditional morphological
indexes of seven species were analyzed. The coefficient of moropgological variation and plasticity
index of petiole Length, Leaf Weight and Leaf Area were larger, while Leaf Width, Sinus Width,
Length of the lamina base to the widest part and Lobes were relatively stable. The geometric
morphological analysis (GMS) based on individuals level showed that the leaf shape interspecific

differences of the three endemic species were smaller than four widely distributed species, and the
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results of Two Blocks Partial Least Squares (2B-PLS) showed that leaf structure significantly
affected leaf size.

(3) The results of the linear analysis of leaf shape variation and environmental factors showed that
leaf morphological variation were comprehensively affected by latitude, altitude, temperature and
precipitation. The leaf traits such as leaf length, leaf width and leaf area of widely distributed species
increased with the increase of latitude and decreased with the increase of altitude, however, the
endemic species behave the opposite; The geometric morphological variation of leaves is significantly
affected by climate change.

This study, by investigating the population genetics and leaf shape variation of the Chinese white
oaks, reveals the genetic and leaf shape variation patterns of widespread and endemic species within
their respective distribution ranges. It not only provides a theoretical basis for the conservation and
management of the white oaks but also offers important references for future related research.

Keywords: white oaks, nSSR, population genetics, leaf morphological variation
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1.1 MEHRfES

FhAE IR AL 20 — 1 UM B B AL S5 M RN B 8 AR A 8L, il Hee g v 22 07
SR 53 B P DR 00 23 AR R Y AT 1) 0 A R A AR A AR DL R 5 T AR A P AT 3
(20 Forh gt 2 PR FEAL 45 0 R PR AL S T s AN FR bR . 184G 24
PR T AE DA 7184, Wb g A 2 R AE — e R R BT AR I M
REIFMITAR I RE T, WM AR 2R BB T . BRI, BARIEAR . B
RAFV) e BRI S 2 PR = L FME B, BN 2, SRS AR SR
RN NFPREE, AT Bef2 M4 € XA IR 2 64, 38 FT RE 2R N A
BHE ZFEIE o 8L 2RI Bk T 2 BRI I IE S RE 1Y, i S Nk = 380K 4 1)
JARS: o JEREAIE UL 22 R, AT DAFE s 5 0 L 22 R s AE AL DL A SX ST Mo £ A A
IR 2R, AT S8 i b PR A b R A A o 5 FH IR 38 A% 22 FEVE R PR B35 S5 2 R 8
H. Z&8FEEEE. 46 E LMK Shannon’s #4E ZFEMEFEESE, IXEIEFRH TV
BE ZREPEACEPL, —fckil, 28 E RSB SMEFEEBRE . RE K.
Shannon’s Wif% Z FEVEFRECH, R UIFEE L) M8 4% 2 FE MR E

TopHE 208 A% 25 ) s 1) A 34 AR e PR B8 B L AE b P 350 AN [m) b e 2 (8] 1) 70 A1
TEOL, — R A AL 704 R Fsr SRAET BV AL 258, BERE S i AS [R] 1) b i Ao
HEZ AL AR . Fer BFIEUETEFEIZE 0 21 1 2 [8], Hrr 1 RS RAE P Fi
B PR e oAk, 0 RoRBHARIL /0. Pl s gtz 2 MR s, f A
FhF AR AL B IR R . B AR B o R — e P2 L B8 14 A e o 82 4%
AR, RPN R IR, B PR I L AN AR e 12 T 2 R R R 2 B )
FREAE A B3, FEFIES M INE 2 . B, P s AL AR I Al AS 78 2
I, DRV 5 5 PR A SR A A R B A A4k, AT B e o R AR 1. 5
— 5, T HLE A YE A PR, BPAFEHLEERE 2 (Isoloation by distance, IBD) 4
S, BEEPREEE RN, BRI ALk, SO A [F] A S T
AN E BRI A, S8 N AR VR AR, (R T R AL 4k o B R AR PR AT (A
ks FAD LR ARG S) (InTE A R 60D Yo S B B b asie ik, 3 i ek 2>
T oFef [) | BE DR R AT A 22 A, B 2 s R B R4 25 A AN B A4

1.2 #EYI R A

1.2.1 HAESES
AR AR LA LA SR G ST R RO 45 R0, JAUER A 5 2 i
SRR L [E] s (16181



T ] R LA (0 PR A A 2 A I I S A R T

R AR I, HEE RS FECRMZ M, AR XBRE B, Mk
Mo R BRI AE A RIFEFE b7 A 22 O — AN P ) R AR ST, R B
PR R B M AR5 200 B FEAE A TR AS AR e BT I A M R AR PR AL
F1PU, Li S NEXTIEHE P VU EUR (Tetracentron sinense Oliv.) M- R IPERIRAR 7 1
FL5 b AN S A R 3R 58 SR AT T I, DUBSOR Iy R AR AL b [B] 22 3 L
5 AU R R B VIS, MR AR 5 R8s T AR, R 3 R A AE PR A
R, EHEEEAN (Carpinus turczaninovii Hance ) W 38 R R FAE 70 P 1) A0 Fb 3 4
BIFEE R E AR T, W R HARAR 7t 5t B DR 3R 3 U0 AH SR [ — Wi g i 3
TUVEARAR 5 T B2 DUN ZANRIZ M A N S s A 2 AP L e e R MR AR K
PRSI ] B i S DL R A [ e T - o 2 280 m] R I 7 ) 2 e 1241

e R B PR AR A AT B oA B i nT 28, AR B E T A B AL
R, TS R A BRI R FH B R ) R 2R 200,y R M AR ol i e R AR AR
FRHLBE LA SAS (5] 0 2R 5% 45 2R R B VR Re 1) e 7 26), AR A SR BLPEIR 1y T 9
PR TR B AT PR B 22 S i S 3 i R AL e 0 TR i 3R B B gk Ak 5 R,
WS A YIS NI SR A S o BRI LTI (Specific Leaf Area, SLA) 5
TELE D) B TC FIAE 3 227 T () 2 A R T 280 5 IR AH O, (HAN[RI Th R 4 (8] £7 7
2= 720, BIUNENE (Davidia involucrata Baillon) - i i 228 LR FN R /N R334
500, i E ARV T =M G (Quercus ilex Phillyrea latifolia A1 Pistacia
lentiscus) ' Quercus ilex FILH Tt AT 88V, ATRe 5 HE ) 2 RAES A
I, TRy m S A L A A% B G I S I R AR AP

VAR, 524 BRAUGAAL B FE M , Ry PR DR B IS 18 e S92 328 3 ol M T 98 34 o
FRBEFAR . W K. S, gtk LIESRT DL B 2 A5 AR 22 DR 22 0t it
FBAT AT W R ilhn. AAh it R i O/ 2 B iR B T EnTTEC N R
PRI Fr R BR324 B L RSB R CIRLEE S B /K 55 I 2R G A 2 B4,
K 5 L R A A B A R T PRI, A g AR KD,

1.2.2 P R L&

et WA JUES, JUATESNER AR (Geometric Morphometrics, GMM) 14 4
ZRGERS, 5&GIAFNETEAR, GMM o] URYE — SR E Xy
BRALT T G L s S R R ABAR ) K43 3l A — AL AR () R /N R AR AR A B3
SO0, AN AR I 7 A A s 2R HG v ) RSB R A N B R A I RN AR
It B 5 HARTE SFFEA R R E) 8 R, BRTMN &, it Procrustes M2 BRI A7
BT SRR A, AT LA B AR AR A, 2 ), FIH Z s & AR
AeKR, AT DI TRARIEAT 2 AT, DR &R AR 0] /%8, i an R H TS
FONESHTEYIMN F A, RS SdE R AR E . MR ES, #ma I TIREY
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TR 5 I SEIA AN TE

FE U ST N I AR, A 75 VR DR R s e sy 25 A RORS i 2 17 e
NFEERFIE B, Bric N #IR (Acer campestre) AWEFEXT S, XL T
THEY MRS ES DET AR UTES T EZRIN S, 4REES B
YR A X A R B IR B B T H S A B LADES SR A <33t 1
57 HBA (Diospyros lotus) 588 AN 22 53047 7 AR AR e
PERAEAEBOR M E] 22 57, “BE3E 1 S AR BOR, (B AR i B b el 8
Rz HJUFITEAS M EH AR E TR REJE (Asteropyrum) PIAYITIT %58 & RV,

1.3 HREMFAE IR

1.3.1 BRJEYIRH B 20

PRIE (Quercus L) WM RGHRES RAE R ELZEHER 7, KRAWE 430435 1
A[E R FpEs 91, Denk 25 N2 HARJE Quercus 1 Cerris AN JE . HHA Quercus WJE
fE 5 N Ponticae 4. Virentes 2L Protobalanus % Quercus “AF1 Lobatae % ;
1M Cerris WJEEE 3 AN Cerris 2. Ilex A1 Cyclobalanopsis 411 Quercus J&
Iz o AR B, AP ERIR A R TR A SR B, B FRIR A& AR = F AR,
P LU B RRARAD 1 A A O A AT A AR R R AL T B b AN G M BEUR, S A
BRGM G FI T RED! 52,

1.3.2 BRJEPOM R RIS A% ik FE 1

PRIEF A T SR B 2R, A AMIBE FOOT AT R, DLRRSE X fe R
Hipp S5 AW TR I B IRARIE MDA Z A AE ) 2 23, 1y HL Ry f s DRI A AN A 2
PEYERR T PR )84 — B, (EAET 2 RN A 250 B A AT PRI AT AR Y i 4R
RIRMBREIF I ZREAL . G RIVE VR AR DL RSB S, RIREEDEN
HoE RN AE 2L S A AN AL A W) 2 7 P 1) EE A« T 3R WD SRR SR A VD2 YR - B S
e, AR SRV R R SE I, AR AN ZDARZE R AR U A R I B v A A4k
R, L XA A S R A S PR R A, SEER B R, A S AP
WS YRZ REE RGN R D S 2R B2, FERE FEAE SE AR B0 O MR W RN 4 s 1 W2 ik (]
UKV Byl — St AR iR, A8 A PR Z AR 2 0 2 DR AT 2 S T
R (BB TR B EA I3 DAL R L8 DTS AR DR B 1 T A% L O Re A A ol 1) 204

[55]

o

WX B S A0 Rk R F 7 = 2R AE 24 4F DNA (cpDNAD , Petit i 703 & 1 IRK
MEAPRALE 8 Al (2613 ANFEE) , fh7s T RFRRGUL A IS, XRS5 £E
YR a] AR AL, RVEAAAET 2 R R, (EYIRILE cpDNA VR R 0 Al A7
FEZE S, X ATRES AR AR AT S @ 1A SC0). I 5 SO 358y DU AR AR F et

3



T ] R LA (0 PR A A 2 A I I S A R T

2% A& DNA A8 53 [ A8 5 AR BHREAL 0 183 4% 22 FE % B S M EAT BF 9, KL 11 > cpDNA
PR R ERNB M ER . REMFE IZERG, AR AL RN T
cpDNA ZFVE AR R, RS ENRAESTRMIPEZREIIA R, [FIN R
PEAEXT cpDNA 2 B I 2 ma /MELR 2507, 7E5R L P IX, PRI D8] 25 12 35 52 M R
H AR Fh TCAELERR ( Quercus petraea (Matt.) LieBlume) F1ZZ B4k ( Quercus pubescens
Willd.) 7 R AL TR & 7K, Hrhilg i 35 pH B2 SN R, B B TR
R R e B AL IR A P8 RO SRRV M BIAEAE T IZ R S R R, B B R 20
AR5 A e DRI 2 o 2 R I =2 J sk 0 By A% e 1) =M AR B B AR ( Quercus robur L)
TERAERR AL BAREATH RS & 2 TR A P EFRE (nuclear Simple
Sequence Repeats, nSSR) F 4 34 Jv Bt K &2 £ & 1% ( Amplified Fragment Length
Polymorphism, AFLP) Fric, PFA% 15 4% 7340 FH 2 PR 2 P90
AR, MRS R S E g N, R SRR SR AH LG, AHSCHIT FEATIAR R

Do FEZRE, BRIBYIMIIE AL 2 A TS0 I AR ORI T 52 B0« H A [ 1
W FA IS nSSR FRICHITER S04, 87 1 2 AR YA B AL 2 e PRI S A
HHib. B, Aizawa 25 BT B A . cpDNA A F ST iE R T H AR N 5
TR R R IRIO . 2 J5 Nagamitsu 55 A KB H A0 i T8 15 Hb X1 52 0 B 28

(Quercus mongolica var. crispula) HEZZBHLFENIN (Quercus dentata Thunb.) 15
FEIRAY, 72 H ARG, BT 2R AR RIS, H A [ A S AR
AR A ST R T NS, X AENE AT REE 7 580 HRAR PN WA B )i
JR1621 5 (R 6F 3 AR Folt Bef 9%) 2 (138 A% 25 400 23T, R SIUR R P44 40 A RSB A% 45 1) 22
SO, I L EAR T T R EAE AR (Quercus variabilis Blume) 1) 20 M
(A1 IR FLIBAE 2 AR AL T TR 25K, P TRLIS AL AR AR HR T W] st 2R, R
BH AR RRAE VT B 52 2 MR &S TR 25 s 193],

1.3.3 BRImPM I P A5k U

PRIERH B R A AR e A V2 W8, B SR ) i M e K/ IR 5 B8
B ENYER R EAAGRTEAS TR Kusi AR EN T =FERE P
Frv R T8, RIS B P e R N BERE . RS, [ AR LA TR AR o
Ry EEPEE T o i A L, TR T I AN SZ IR ), 3R B AR AR AT e e e A i T AR
T AR TR PN RN, AMARTEA) AT E I S IR A IR SO SR R PR T 66,

BpE G R B AL FE AN B A S5 & 0771, X s KR IR S vk =~ AR
P RMIRR (Quercus frainetto Ten.)  JCHEAEHRAIZE BRI/ NEATHEFT, K
P Fr S AR AR R AR A s S AR A ) R T R K AR E A
e A& NS TR VR S s T LRSI & T VAR 5 i AN RN
S A AR A () F B IO8) Alissi S AT T T LART TR 2 0 2 2 0kt o g DX 3l PR ] 7K
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FINE P FER  (Quercus canariensis F1 Quercus faginea) ATHFT, VIIFALIX A
Vi I8 Bt AR A e, AR PR PRl 2 (BT 2 22 e DA RO TR TR A o FF R IR
AR AE S S 7 K/NE O, i ARG 34 nT RS2 BT R 8E AAUfige R R 1
s A9 7T S P TR S8 A0 P i) e A FEAR X D, 9 it AR i TR S AR Lk
REZ AR &R, LA SR SERE I dnfe) 35 BIAE I 7E R 0 56 B SR %A T AE A AL G & 1E
701, 3 JUAESE PN AR B A it T Al 0 L8R %2, Horb Tamaki 28 NARF T H
MR (Quercus crispula varieties—crispul and mongolicoides) 1EIHFARX M 45
B FEHRE R QR AR 22 sz, Nagamitsu 58 AR H
AALHTEE X 5 G B (Quercus mongolica var. crispula) R (Quercus
dentata Thunb.) 2 [8] FEAE TR G ANV R I K 770603 P AN 40 M it R S PR 1

MO,

1.3.4 [ FRRAYIRI S 2R X L0 A

W E B AR IA 7 ARG, S 2

(1) E#k (Quercus fabri Hance) B Fr 255N E B3I GIRIGIETE, & 7-15 JH
K, WHEERIE R E, SRUGECIRECHAE, Mk 8-12 XF, MK 3-5 =K EES
ALEVYIARES, A FWEL . mig by BRI L kK PR X T,

(2) ##k (Quercus aliena Blume) M Fr 24 R {315 JE 5B BRI, K 10-20(-
30)EK, MIEETEAE BT R, B, Ik 10-15 X, HHRRK 1-1.3 K
2o ATAE R E 220 LRG| R0 5 o Ll ik DA A A [ e R S b P X DA
X, fEHANE . oE WA Amreh,

(3) ## (Quercus dentata Thunberg) HIMH F 2F IR K EIONIE, K 10-30 &
K, G 6-20 oK, MHEEESHIE, MHSRBOIRE S BUHE L, KRR 4-10 2%, HHREK
2-5 =K TR AR E BEPE LT CARS . TR DAL AR AR B IE A BRI RS .
[ DA S H AR sttty , 6 PO g H I 0) = o pE L PR 8 . BB L AR . Il #H
fErREe ., 1L ARG S X A Al

(4) MKk (Quercus serrata Murray) [ £ EI P EEUEIIDIRTEETE, K 7-14
JEOK, MIEESEARE, BERG, MRk 7-12 XF, R 1-3 BOK; T AR AE A E AR
ik, R0 LAFE . WL R 2@ pg it X, 75 H AP A o Anlel,

(5) ZE ¥R (Quercus mongolica Fischer ex Ledebour) /- Fy 545 51 A2 548 B
KWEETE, K 7-19 HoK, HIEEELRECERR, ML 7-10 %5, MKk 7-11 XF; HARK
2-8 2K AE DA RS 2208 RAAAETT AT < B L Ly ik DA RS B0 DR 43 1 IX 3556 23
FEAE L ZRER . RS il AR L DY )1 b ik S5 X DA S FL AR BB H A HgIS 2 4
XA E—Em oAl

(6) KM¥k (Quercus griffithii J. D. Hooker & Thomson ex Miquel) I A 2 )i,

5



T ] R LA (0 PR A A 2 A I I S A R T

IR BB IR, K 10-20(30)EK, %8 4 JEOK, MR e sy, A
v, MIRK 12-18 %F, MARE 0.5-1 EOK; KRR EZE AT EH IO EIX, JHES
Shhr L S R W LK B, anh E a PSR E — i oA

(1) =FEEPER (Quercus yunnanensis Franchet) [FJH: Fr 245 U T 5 56 31 5 7,
K 12-25 JEK, 95 6-20 JEOK, MHEEAIEIE, H 8-10 XPHHE VG, Mk 8-13 %F, MRt
5-8 oK, HAOMXIBEFEMBILIKCAIZR,. ZotmE P, 740 X AR/,

1.3.5 [ ARRAYIRIFRE G AL 22 5 R S 2T

b VR AR @ AT ) 2 FEE b 2 —, Rl BRRA MR E A iz, B
HEWESMAETNE. 2810, SAEEMPMAEL, o E SRR MREEAE A
TEASHE FUAXT A 5 o T ELAMORE 10 A% 2 IR A 5 32 AR rh AR a8 2 AP A L DR RS 0
B, Li FMA 17 AMZECTEE bR L BRI E G X PUR R CRRER ( Quercus
acutissima Carruth.) ¥R ERRFIMIER) Z (A1) A8 MR, DA S 0 Mgt
A% Z2 A RN A ) 5 M) R I DY o RS EL AT 0 v KB A 22 R, B4R AR 7 R AR AE
BERER, BT IR 2RISR, R S, A R R A,
Pei % N H SSR FRic B FE At st b X PUFH V& HEARME (ST HR MR . EER AN AR KRR
(RIS AL PRI R, BFFE R B SSR FRiCAE 400 MEMAMAREA R H = 2
A, 1 EARIR G B RAR HA F R XA AR AR 0k, IF B IAR =FEm (1) gi4E
PR R, T HAR =AM 2 B AE AR R 203, BHE R R Y, H
HEPRI A A SR 2, B0, Xiong R A 4 AL T (Genotyping-by-
Sequencing, GBS) FARM 7 H [H E R 8% 22 B P AUMORE S5 Ry LS AN [R) Ao 2 8] (1)
KFZ, HBAESWMAGRKE o BoRml LA R, F 252 PR & 152, 2R
PO Vi 1 X RE R 1) PN Bl B W, PR PN BB A AR S K T M R], LA 2 AR MK PR
KU, [Al—4, Chen %5 Nl 70 FEIR AT A SAEAL (ENMD 4875 H B I Fvry Hi X
R BRI P 5k LA I 25 BEAN S g AR A B N, 3 B BRI cpDNA. H A5 B A
ITS MR+ 5, RABSNEEZEMN, JFH cpDNA BAFR I = AN PR
H, A RO /INE VK IA- R PK S R I 4 5 3 sk A0 BT 5 R A
AR 3 AT AR () e B 1 J53 1 25 R RRR A g 5, R I MR I 824 22 M AT R R
SER 2 B A E AR (AT TR BT ) AN AR S TR R AL R R, AP A AR o4
AT B FHHO RS B R B, 1 5 8 B AR A IE S — P I T R IR A A8 A A I B
7 DX B PIRR AT T b, A 32 SR TR A B AN R T SR PR A o A, Tz X 2 A
W G Rh B0 LU A, X AEATHME LA 7~ RLETE 0 1 R sz . HR E AR TS A B
PRI YRR LIS A2 0 70 : Guo S8 N3 T 19 Ml 2 70 Fhrid it 7818 R Kk ( Quercu
liaotungensis) FPRERIE AL Z FEPERBHE S5 M KL, HAFER S stk 2 it s
BUARREAL /4, I BRSNS, 1AL S5 MR M4 3 N IERE, AU S T R
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S I ARAR IR I8 AL 25 R 170, [ J xof o BRI TR 3 AR AR 52 o BRI I 2R R 2 TR 1) g 5 4
ORI ZIGR, USRS AE ey O R (AR AT R 7, R IR PR AN A 2 [B] 1)
He A FAR P,

KT BEVRADFIEEFZ A, Lai N8> TAs e B S F & 7T [
677 b DX ZRAR A 58 1 R TA) ) 2 A8 I 5 I FOE TR A R A A P A 23 S 52, 30 2R AR
MZ AR A X R FFE S 2 57, (BRI RIH I AIREKIL, FEAEIT AR
XX 431X AN PR AFAE 43 SR R R A R U T 28 I 92 AR B 22 ST HR
SRAR A R RR AR AN R, e = ALFR 43 AT (Principal coordinate analysis,
PCoA) Sos W HRAIM 2 B 4778 i 3 it AL 704k, T HAE M AR Bt e 3 2%
S, R T AT VEAE YRR A AR PR A R 2 r T R A
REZEPEENR MR W MRS ER, T 240 2 7 g b X )RR A =
R R LA O T s F i 7 T3 22 B 7

1.4 AXHARAR. HRENSEX

1.4.1 WHRARE

AT FEA-EA FARA YIRS TS B, BT Thsid, $az B A BRI R i 5
2 HEIE BAL b BALEE R LSRN R, IR 1R BE D8 7% Ry sgRb AT
A Fhigt L 2 FEPERURE I, SRS MR LIRS EAME SRS 2 TS &, B
AR S AL AL S Z T B 27, R I8 1 i DR A S5 AR A F i [ -

(1) Yfhistfe ZAEIERBAL AT T TR EE D Thnd, ot E AR
LT APt 122 AP RRNEE I A% 2 REPEACE AL 204, ER-BAMI R A% 2
PERIEALAR 5, BB SRR A (R84 22 FEVE 5 38R A IO 22 5 o X S8 A 45 A4 AT
ol ) R HEAT 0 M, WS IBA% 5K S5 b () 3 R A2 5 A AE R R

(2) M PARGSER S E o b FR-EAS [ SARE DR U4 A
VEIREAT AR SIS 2 0 A, SR AR R 18] AR T 2 22 A St DA R A S T A7 AE T
SEPEAR; FIH 13 MRS AT J LTI A 2 0 i ORI R 2 18] 1) J LT T A5 22 22 52

(3) itfe. MARIFIIAELZ [ 4T IRFUM AL S g A% 2 T AFAE B DI R
SN SRR A% 22 FEPEROIA ST A A IR, LRI LA P B AL A B Wi

1.42 R HEHMERE X

HK: (1D $RIC AR % AL DL R S TR AR 254 (2) WFFU) kb
DUSEE T LN 2 S Y W L TR 3PS ki o2V G DIV E 1y W WAR P o Ml L2 7
SLIIHTRIT T b [ ERRE R R TS AR 5 DA S AR S 32 AP AE TR IR
(4) PRI RUIIGAL & AFE R VIR, RO R Ssobgt A% 22 R AR 5 DR 17 Wi
e, PRI SR A AR W N
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Ry FEERL Ak, 5 7 E AARE YR L 2 P R R RS AR R AR S S A
TN



MRS T

2 MREREE

2.1 HmX&E

AR o BT A U 6 T A R AL AR 2395 15 A O R 3 1 G SR A7 e
R IEIHE T 43 A 1 7 A MR R IEAT AL, R T RAERRE MRl AR e, BT
SRAEMIRE S T L DU R 4 fF: (1D FEANARIA] 13 SRR 2 1] p 2 B 2% B 35 A4 K% 30km
L (2) BlE P AN A 2 I ZESRAERT T I RE 10m BL b (3) [)—le Py AR AR A A
AT AT AMENIRSE, MEREREED 4 8 (@) R PERE 527 F 0
S DL TS AU, LS 1-2 K 0 A B 4 LUE TS 48 DNA ()
SREL, MR AR, ek U . PERAME B R AT A A R TR A
EE N, G MEHBAT R S0, UEEEE T, TRRRAEL AR5 51
FRAEAEAN LI SR B 48 P, (ORI BEIT. (8 I 43R AL &% (Global Positioning
System, GPS) A AFEEIT AL . WSS B, SRS R AW ARFEE 22
A, 270 AMAME: WERERREE 30 4, St 491 AMAMA: HIARFREE 27 A, 208 AMAMA: 3
HHEREE 7 A, 69 AMAMA: FIRRRREE 18 AN, 180 AMAMA: KIAREIEE 12 4, 97 A
i BTG HRFIEE 6 4N, 39 MM, BT REFBELURAMABULE 2.1, FRERIE
DLF =% A

R 2.1 P E AR AR R G B R

Table 2.1 Sample information of white oaks in China

Yok AR i g A&

Species Populations  Individuals Individuals
Hi% (Q. fabri) 18 180 180
itk (Q. aliena) 22 270 208
W# Q. dentata) 30 491 335
Mtk Q. serrata) 27 208 199
ik (Q. mongolica) 7 69 69
KR Cgriffithii) 12 97 97
PR (Q. yunnanensis) 6 39 39

fann 122 1354 1127
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2.2 FhEHEfE

2.2.1 FEYFEKIZH DNA FHEE

AT TIANGEN &G @52 U KA RE i () DNA, 4 F -y i B
A1) DNA I, U1 i ) H 20 o 5% I T B2 64T DNA 4250 250 DNA 1R
ERESZ R (1D B2 B R PFREL 0.015+0.005g FIFE M, FEFHTHN 2ml
MELEF, HEMABREA 0.5cm FINER (HT/EEE) ¢ (2) ST,
TFia /K4, ¥ GP1 BT 65°CHRIMEIR/AKIBHA T 30 708h; [AIRG 15 éh e ish
BES B OB NIRRT AR 15 080, (3) BB RS R G, B 8O N B4
W, DL SOr/s RPEWTES 5 0%l (4) BURBREE I iR S E 7R /MR b, BERIAUK IR
Byt U GP1, 7 8 RS iV () BN sP DN 700ul () GPT A 0.7l [ B-5ii 4k
CFE; (5) BB OE R IRIA T IR SNRS, FIN 65°CIIZKI# 7K 20 7%,
TEAKBIERES, BRE S 2 ER—KEOE;  (6) KIBEHIG, 7EIE XU R B0
BN 700uL B =S FELE IR 10 0%, R E: (D) BEERUE, H
FESBNEOHL (12000rpm, 4°C) HHECr 5 408 (8) EX—4HH K 2ml &0, ¥
B Ja AR EISWEE RS R, FENN 0.7ul Y RNA B, 7E=iR & E 10 2%,

(9) FETERMIG, FE8 X A B O RN 700ul =& kS, RE5% 10 2080,
RS (10 IRETBE, BRI B OHL (12000rpm, 4°C) FES L 5 738

(D B—481 2ml B0, KE O Ja BIREm HIGE# 2 A, i 700l 1
GP2, $&5% Smin, {FMAATRST: (120 f R IRACRE BR3P 78 IR AL (—IX
TIEMTE) , EEOAL (12000rpm, 4°C) HESLr 30s Ja, (M AT 7 R (13D

TEM AR S00uL ) GD (Z2ii) » BS540 30s Ja, BT 7K (14
FEIR AT HR 23 PR INN 600pL (1) PW CIERUERD 5 &40 30s &, (R4 T 07 IR
AR BB (15D H4 2R Iy I . O 3] B VR A W B AR TSN 5 04T (12000rpm, 4°C)

HELC 2 080, BURILPRAE; (16D Kl BAE7E &I R BCE 10 4380, B SN 80uL
) TE (M) » BONEFE, 75 37°CHIZM FHCT 10f 4080 (17 BT IEI
W B AR TN B9 0oL (12000rpm, 4°C) FRESCy 2 434hs (18D B0 J FVA VR FF N
BHAS: J5 BT E 250 ML (12000rpm, 4°C) 2500 2 438 5 15 B DNA P4 -A7-1E-20°CIK
.

222 fEY)REKZH DNA G =

5 FH LK ORI TG AR (1) DNA ot 3t AT #1125 W o BRI SEAR R A I T
i FH B HEE AN TAE BC BRI 1% A BRAEREREIE , AR N8 Bk & AR 1
i, WU E R R RIS I 1uL BB Sk (TS-GelRed) , I8 SRAEHI
51030 I S R A VAR N B TR N PR 1 S8 AR VR A ] i s B I R A

10
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N LKA . SRR MAEL 3ul 9 DNA FEIIN 2ul #) Loading buffer &R &
P51 G AT SR, BEAE IR P — S/ ME N I 2ul 1kb ] DNA Ladder Marker
VE RS R, FEE YR, 130V R T UK 25 2080, B A B B4 (TTY 04S-3C)
P 1 0 2% B = R

223 MEEY

X K EI AR A i B 5 AT 3% o BN BRI A A PRk & 3 A
FIEE 4 NAMAR) DNA AT, BARKSER AR : K 4 Fodetrid, 70l
N: ROX (ZLf8) ,FAM (Z{8) ,TAMRA (B ) Fl HEX (4tfh) BHTH Hs26Be,
FEMAMEY 18/ PCR [ bifk 23 15 uL (1uL DNA. 7.5uL Mix. 0.06uL 1F 5 47-F.
0.24uL [ 51¥-R. 0.24pL 5564k K 5.96uL ddH,0) , PCR ¥ HIFEFN: 1. 7E
O4°CHA N TALYE 8 438 2. 78 95°CHKAF A 30 s5 3. 7E 56°C/54°Co&AF TR K
30 s; 4. £ 72°CEAF NAEAH 30 s; 5. Xf2PRR 2-4 EHE 8 IRk; 6. 1F 72°CH& M T aEfif 8
SyER, AE A 2% BRARKE RN G S5 M AT BRI, RAEE 12 M EA 2
BHEMIALE, SIRIFIUE B 2.2, FIFELF 12 X519 B A BB 0944 DNA
BEAT PCR 748, 2k, B4 5N PCR PRI fE AL st RV MR A IR A 7 14T
B HIK T .

11
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% 2.2 12 MM RS EAE R
Table 2.2 Detailed information for the 12 selected pairs of nrSSR primers

BKE
1% ENFFEKE
ElE/[vA=Y i3 sIYF5) (5'-3") SR
il (bp)
(°C)
AGAAAGTTCCAGGGAAAGCA Durand et
GOTO021 56 AT 111-128
CTTCGTCCCCAGTTGAATGT al., 2010
CTTCATGCACCAATTCCTCA Durand et
FIR026 56 TC 208-217
GGCCATGTATGTGTGCAAAA al., 2010
AAGAGAACCCATTCCATCCCTGA Ueno et
QmC00716 56 TC 261-287
GTTTCCCGAACAGTGGTTTCTTGA al., 2008
CCCATATCCCTCTACGAAAGAA Durand et
PORO17 54 CT 140-169
CTGGAGATGACATAGTGTCTCAA al., 2010
ACCCTAAAACCCCAATCACC Durand et
FIRO15 56 AC 128-138
CGGATCTTCGGCTATTCTTG al.,2010
AGGCTCAAAACAAAACCAAACCG Ueno et
QmC00932 54 TC 247-260
GTTTCCCCTTTCCCATAATCAAAC al., 2008
TCTCTTTCTCCGTCCATTATCGC Ueno et
DN950446 56 AG 155-185
GTTTCTCCACAGACCCCATTTCC al., 2008
TCTGCAACAAAACCAAAACAC Durand et
WAGO068 56 AG 165-195
CGGAGGAGAGAGTCAGCAAC al.,2010
CACACTCACCAACCCTACCC Durand et
PIE271 56 TC 197-247
GTGCGGTTGTAGACGGAGAT al., 2010
CACACCCAGATCCACAAAACTCC Ueno et
QmC02052 56 AG 250-300
GTTTGCCTCTACGGTCTCCCTCTT al., 2008
CCCCACCGTCTACTCTCAAA Durand et
GOTO11 56 TC 197-255
GCGTTCACCACGTCCATAAT al., 2010
AACCTGTTTGGCTTCGTGTG 128-244 Durand et
WAG066 56 AG
AACAAAAGATTGGGAGGTGC al., 2010

2.2.4 JRIGEHEAL ]

XF B A0 H KRS I 1) &5 S 8 S5 4 ) GeneMarker  (SoftGenetics) 314435471 ] 1)
BEHUECl, FTH ARG, BN ELR [ ) B Ik R 5 is 1T, WESE, WRIEIIY
1 OLon 4 GV E T Panel, & SIMIHIARR, MEBAR IR Gt — Mg (FERR
T, BRI RZOtRCEith; #3518 H Excel B2 FlexiBinv2 X}

12
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IS HEAT 0 AR AC B, 73 2R 5 B Convert BPFEAT R U, HT)5
R RAL ST

2.3 MEHREFE S

2.3.1 LR

iz Convert 84 ¥ B4 4L N genepop #3205 H GenAlEx V6.5 #A4FEIx
HERA 7 DR EMEEEAT B AR Z R 6, il A R SEAE 2 (number of
differentalleles, Na) %5 HE K%L (number of effective alleles, Ne) + Ml % &
(observed heterozygosity, Ho) « HIEE 4 (expected heterozygosity, He) LA H A
%% (inbreeding coefficient, Fis) SKIPALFHEE 184E 2 FEVE

2.3.2 WESA T

£ Arlequin V3.5 AN Convert BATHAL N arp # I BHEHEAT 70 250 T
777 (Analysis of molecular variance, AMOVA) Atk ill 7 N0F ¥ Fha), #fh i
F R 18] DA SR A R A% A 7K o B4R 2 AR FEE A FH I8 A% 73 A0 R B0 Frr KA
B, 0<Fsr<<I FRRMBEZ AAFAE— EREERIEAL 0 o For (ES, Fiiea] ) 2 R
RIEFOR, TR . i T i BE B ) GenALEx V6.5 B, HA
H1 Convert #/F#44E 7 genepop A& ZHIEHE, EREACT EXS-BAMIRI R R IEAT 32
ARBRIIT, T AARR AT N T TR s R B AT R

2.3.3 RAEERI T

R B m 8 A7 22 DRI 2 7 R[] 1) 22 5, SR FH 2 T DL 224 1) STRUCTURE
V2.3.4 BAFOHRGE 7 AN VFR A EEEAE 254 . I Convert J AT 40y str 4% U
B, PiE (Burn-in) {HFAE /RO REESERERIE (MCMC) HIY®E R 100,0000,
P W EREFHUBEH S K N 1-10, HPxTF8—4 K18, %4 (Tterations)
PEOTIEHE 20 IR BIFIBIT EG 2 A — M S T E 25 R SUHFER, R 46 S0k
A zip #&3, FIFHTELZ T H Structure Selector ¥ zip 4 N J5 1217153 Delta K {H 1)
MER A, 1EHE Delta K & KB AT BEA0 K AE, & e distruct v.1.1 B2 il ot
AL S5 FAR EIP 2 HE STRUCTURE W& RGiTHE & 2% Q H, MR Q EHIR1E 4
AP ) 53 LA R AN 2 23 BT o 1 B A

2.3.4 ERROHT

] Migrate-n V3.6 FAFRIE Ak W7 1] B LR RN, B 456 1 R
SXi% (Maximum Likelihood) F1 DU #EWT (Bayesian Inference) , T RPLiL
(Coalescence Theory) KAt THAE A% 24, 3l Al THAPHE R AIEF2 % (Migration

13
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Rates) FIHRFIHE /N (Effective Population Sizes) SKHEWTIEAIFE, AR IEE T 3
FhT eI A BUAR L b B BE KA 7 1. (1) DRI A A 2408 B (2D
FRIG YR B 2R A (3D BRDRIAAE M AD Z B BRI S a0 ik =
TR 70 75 380 2 5 AR 1) 508 X6k BN 28 ( Log-Probability of the data given the model, Prob),
TR DB K7 (Bayes Factors, BF) B R & S 84 BF = e [In (Prob (Model
1) - In(Prob (Model 2)], 152458 i B a0 Bt 2Bk o, B AU SO R s, 1t
TR AR ) 0xM R A BT A5 21 i) S8 R 4901

24 HAREMRESR

2.4.1 MIEEHEIREL

f§iFH CanoScan 5600F = ##i4% T4 [H B ¥RA DA M- #4733 (S e L),
I3 Y 600 dpi, K4 B A A4 0 SR TRAE A LR SO R o AR5 R Image I #C2E 0 44
32N BT AL et T8 b il &= A0 LA T 2 2245 & A (Landmarks ) FIFRE »
AWFFMET 9 MEG T b5 70 584 (Lamina Length, LL) « A% (Petiole Length,
PL) . M3 (Lobe Width, LW) . 52% (Sinus Width, SW) (e M Fr R (1111 f
R M (LeafArea) M2 E (Lobe) AN Ay 58 AL 2IH-JFIFE RS (Length
of the lamina base to the widest part, WP) . I E (Leaf Mass) A1EGH-[AY (25 A0
HARHIEEAED o JUFTES AR E SIS % Liu AP [E B ARA DR 0.
aliena F1 Q. dentate)f) it B4R AL BP0, 9 ANMEGE TR FEAR AN LT T 25 22 0 & 2 b
AR 2.1,

(b)

R <0 B} J

2.1 GRS () SIS R ESKRE (b)
Figure 2.1 Traditional leaf shape indicators (a) and the geometric morphometry of landmarks

(b)

14
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2.4.2 LRI T

(1) KA R HL

BT E AR 9 A AR SRR b Bt 2 AT R B AR = R M
(Phenotypic Coefficient of Variation Analysis, CV) o % 9 MEGTRIRK T X
b2 (SD) HHERRRE (CV) : CV = SDAFHIEP., R FH, CV il
AT RA IR BURNAREE, CV R, MRS s, R R EORPS,
TR FiE o A R AR CV, IR BT A IR~ SR A 5 SRl AR IR A A
AL S o

(2) BB Bk

Xt 7 A~ BRI ) 9 A% GRS b Bt 3E 47 2R A ) 24473 #r (Phenotypic
plasticity Analysis, PD) o R ¥BVEFREAE B SRFHEXS AT AR IAEE Fhoade 436 e 7y () i Bz rp 2 5
SEAERL, JF HTREA B T MR UIAE G 00 23 SR I AR 2 R s 3 o3 A7 22 S 101, SR w2
PSR [F) — R R RAE AN RIS 56 A T B8 R B AN R R Y (R RS PR B R L0010, )
THRETEAR A A A2 S 32 BRI T 0% AR S AR AU m B0 1030 2 MU mT 93 1 g i i) o
BTV AR 1 B3 /)N T 350 A i RSP 350 2 ) ) ZE A o DA B KT 3401 o SR B ] 98
PEFEHO 0 31 1 AEEN0A,

(3) FE 7 Hr

HMH R 15 F HH “ ggplot2™ G T ASE AR 5 B U Bedla B A7 rT AR AR ), g [
EIARAL 4 AT AT 3 AN RS 9 MEGHIRTEAREHE H R B S “ ggplot2” %}
G RHR AT LR M, BT RAER SR M AR O RBOERE, MR JE xR R %
AT RAAAE 2, 45 BVRFAE(E AR AE ) B o SEPRBURAIE(E (BD#% i J7 2) I
THETT ZTTERES, B S SR BURFE () B AT RE R ARy, AT a2k 31 PR 4 )RR

2.43 JUTR S
(1) ERI 74T

F 53 53#M7 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) & 4245 4 418 = 4E £ 4 F 4
[F IR B SR AR 0 10 07 245 B, @i B i et R A, ST RE 2 M e R 8 R 2K
P MR, DARRREARIAI 22 5% o fEREAT TR 73BT, Procrustes ARFRAE &
T Re ERIBE, WAHEIARBIIY ) 43 B0 FETAMEKF 1 7 Z R R,
X TUATTEAS A5 B bR & ST G 4L A, Tiik B TS e B2 vTiR i 4 &
At M 90% 0 BAS X B B M BT 70298, 8R0T 7 MR B AR 2 15
FaEER. AR, RI\ATHANTERD (PCs) FEL A AR N A Bt B2 24

15
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AL RS AN ZEHE R, DL TR ) A2 A
(2) SR By My

YA /)M (Canonical Variate Analysis, CVA) & — 1 JLAI T 2815 F 1Y
71, i B ICEE S (Mahalanobis distance) F1 FCEE B (Procrustes distance) 47 HE
T, FHEEE B #HM (T? statistics; 10000 permutations per test) SRIFAT AL IE
o I A I ZH [B] 2 S IR AE ] — AR AR R H BEMREDR X r %4, BEXIEEREN
90%. CVA AR HIHAEI T E Morpho) B INEEMIZ MR (Equal frequency
ellipses) , X e 2 it +H 5 A A 70 SR IR~ S MERR AR T 2 B, BN TR 3 TR
A A 5515 8 W AR L IR 0 B o EEXE CV SIS R B, AR AR B B I
Ko FIH CVA HR BRI R RIFAX 7 MR R 2R RE, FFE CV il
Fe A BLA Ak A SR L PR A FHZRHE I o JB e IX M7 20, AT DATE M R 7RI 7 MR )
AR ZE 5
(3) FlH ot

F7 53 #r (Discriminant analysis, DA A& 81 5758 X PR % (cross-validated scores)
F10 51 6 £ (discriminant scores ) P A 7 1573 il A1) 22 37 14647 53 11 (T2 P-value for tests
with 1000 permutations < 0.0001). 5 CVA AR ZAFET, DA FXF AN 2H [a] 3
TR, MAFEA LT LRSS, DA 23 AT 2 06H s P AN 2 AT 5 M i 23 B 5
Hothai R FE KRR
(4) Wi/ — st

i /N — ik (Two Blocks Partial Least Squares, 2B-PLS) & —Ff JL{r] 2 253l & 2
2 AR ENE T H, H TR E S8R A oy 207, X MorEe] HT
ST AR . T AR KRR T RN AR T S A TR AT,
KANFIEAR & AH BLAE FHAH ELREm i, i (813 73 Afr 2B-PLS K4 v TR IR ik S5 281
I DR /INVEEAR b, il R AR BSORH BRI ARL B () XA PR ME P, SR B A AN [F) B TR A5 78 e it
M RN G, s S 45 A4S 1) P-value {8 DA J RV {E KA E 45 R 2

(ERTE
2.5 1EfR. HBIFMIMEZ BRIX R

2.5.1 SAEEHEFIHRE

7E WorldClim Version2 #¥#% FEFREL T 1970-2000 E )43k 19 NMEYS AR EAE
RNEMERF, B 11 ANRERFR 8 ANEKEF (K 2.5) o i ArcMap SR A4FH-EL
FASKEE S (AR AR T P R BT R“usdm™ B 3777 Z K R 7

16
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(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) , 24 VIF {5 KT 5 i, SRR F 2 8] A 4%
e R, FAMLAREE VIF BT 5 B5& -+, LT JE 82095005 B 5% s 4% A
AR T S

2.5 ERHEMD DTN URTE LS

Table 2.5 Summary of climate variance using principal component analysis

Climate factors F—EHD BERS
SBEEF PC1 PC2
SRR (BIO1)  (°C) 0.28 0.01
PR B ZE (BIO2) (°C) -0.20 -0.003
SR (BIO2/BIO7) (BIO3) (x100) -0.02 -0.40
BEZFTHAN (BIO4) (°C) -0.13 0.45
B H IR (BIOS) (°C) 0.17 0.36
¥ HiRKE (BIO6) (°C) 0.27 -0.19
EREAREE (BIO7) (°C) -0.17 0.40
BRIEZEEE (BIOS) (°C) 0.07 0.28
& TZESE (BIO9) (°C) 0.28 -0.17
wIEZE R (BIO10) (°C) 0.19 0.33
BAZEHE (BIO11) (°C) 0.26 -0.21
P KE (BIO12) (mm) 0.29 0.02
B H /KR (BIO13) (mm) 0.24 0.10
T HE/KE (BIO14) (mm) 0.28 0.12
oK B4R 7 £ %0 (BIO15) (mm) -0.23 0.003
BB FKE (BIO16) (mm) 0.26 0.003
T EEFKE (BIO17) (mm) 0.28 0.13
IR K E (BIO18) (mm) 0.22 -0.06
BAFFEFKE (BIO19) (mm) 0.28 0.13

2.5.2 difk . M RLNIIAETEE AL A

(D FIHRIESHEMH “pca_prcomp” BRECKAEAFIEE A FAHE . &M
PR PRLIB AL B DAL G T 38 50 2 5088 3 AT 2 ey r AT 543 38 PCA; - (2) BAD
PRI LT T2 PCA R AE Morphol HH 58 F s/t o e T s (3) #2532
(1) PCA $4 (1) PC1 53 LA K PC1 R o LU DA Ji5 22 i 2 M VR & RS L 23

i (1D FIH RIES TR “lmed M%)t G HRA 4 D) ARRAT 3 A
R A R REEAL Z REVETE B Ho A1 He FIAEANFREE 1045 1 A0 5 L 2R 1 J5 1) 4
ANSER IR MER A BNAR T 0T (2) AT R EIIgE L PCl. EREEY: PCL
AL LTS 2 PCL, FZMETR A 25 AR A DR B0 83 A% 5 ity R B PHR R 82 s (3)
FIFH RABF M “ ggplot2 B MR I AV DURRE IRRZL 4 AN A FlRT 3 Ak
P 9 MESR LA FIaRRI R A A BIRILLIEE M 4 MUERT . 4 DMRUEE T
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PC1 1 19 NEAEF T/ PC1 ZRIIAHS B E MR R A CHIHEARBEZ T HLE 2.2,

5 909 F R AT
AR

A AR B GG 33T o \
24 AR TR l l
v L ¥ - ok K JUAT S 4 2 2 ot K ERIAY
BEA || ERSHEN i s L Hr i AT 15 4789 9 41
Migrate- GenAlEx STRUCTURE Arlequin PCA CVA DA 2B- (RAE FfoT
n3.6 V6.5 V2.3 V3.5 PLS #Bilk)
]
R, ot B Ao ¢ugae,kj
i 1 5 B A 2 R B FPCA Eiggi;ﬁ
B M3 ) F e 4n Kl P
i 1 7

GARATA A G, PSS AT XA

2.2 PR
Figure 2.2 Technology roadmap of this article

18



3 WRER

3.1 BfAYIMRMEREESH

3.1.1 SR

f§iH] GenAlEx V6.5 #ff, JTF 12 %F SSR ALs5it58 1 7 /N E AR Fh i35
fEZREMERREL, 3R 3.1 Fow « EERRIRDULINN 2 & B2 (H0=0.66) , JHEE 4 & i (He=0.67);
AR IRV 2% & B (H0=0.622) , AR % & & (He=0.63 ) ; HiHAs IV 44 & B (Ho=0.61),
WG (He=0.64) ; HFRIIMMZE G (Ho=0.59) , HEIREGE (He=0.65) ;
PRI A& (Ho=0.47) , WEIREE (He=0.67) ; KM L& JE
(Ho=0.55) , WIHE G (He=0.54) ; = FEEP BRIP4 B (Ho=0.60) ,
WHEE G E (He=0.53) , | A AL 2R & FE (Ho=0.60) , I AEE (He=0.64) ,
SRy IR FRA I 24 B (H0=0.62) , AR Z A 5 (He=0.61); 7 NP LI 4% 5 5 (Ho=0.60),
WHERAEE (He=0.63) .

Table 3.1 Genetic diversity of white oaks in China estimated based on 12 microsatellite loci.

3.0 MRS 12 WA s S E AR R 8 A

FRFVER FRFAER

WFh % % NEBREGHE HEREGE BREREH
Species N N Ho He Fis
a €
WHE (Q. aliena) 5.8 3.9 0.62 0.63 0.01
Witk Q. dentata) 6.3 4.0 0.61 0.64 0.04
Mikk (Q. serrata) 5.1 3.6 0.59 0.65 0.09
0
ik (Q. mongolica) 55 3.8 0.47 0.67 0.31
HE¥R (Q. fabri) 5.4 3.8 0.66 0.67 0.001
KHEE Q. griffithii) 3.9 2.7 0.55 0.54 -0.02
O.g
=R RR (Q. yunnanensis) 3.7 2.8 0.60 0.53 -0.14
] AiFh (Widespread species) 5.7 3.8 0.60 0.64 0.07
Je 38 Fh (Endemic species) 4.6 3.3 0.62 0.61 0.03
s 5.4 3.7 0.60 0.63 0.04

3.1.2 b

FT DU 2SR STRUCTURE 73 A R IAE K=5 BN AERE (B 31at) .
HAT AR, KM ERA = DR N —32, MHERE N —32, MR N—32, HEREN
— X MGEEBREAN— (B 3.1af) . N T HEIEMRE2 STEUCTURE 4558, %18

19



T ] R LA (0 PR A A 2 A I I S A R T

K=5 %) 7 MRS MERITR G 28 Q BT Gt IR ArcGIS il fE g% 4 Fy
HAME (K 3.1a k).

ST M PR B AR T 45 S5 STRUCTURE 455 —2(. Hr, #HHARA
WS HA 5 AMIFFE PCL il B2 R B2, v DERR HIX 73 JF (B 3.1b, PCI1 =
13%) o (AR KR mFEEP O M GEFR. S8R ZH7E PC2 #h LA 7qfE
BKRZESR (PC2=5%) HMEZIAIW A E SR

(a)

N |
|
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o HiHE
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o FHR & KMHHE & 5
ZHEDH | MR
. . ' 0 25(') 500km l B
(b) 100°E 110°E 120°E 130°E 0.1 0.9
XX pie
i
g SRR
z ot
4 . 0 L .:
.o o Bt
- o it h
: o Wi
o Hadk
SE/3
o KR
o ZHM BT

PC1 (13%)

K 3.0 E AR R MR AL SRR S ISR () 7 A rh E B AR RR A 122 A FRE A
DAL B S5 1] . SSR HafE K =5 I 7 MR I AL 5 s B3 A 1 (21D DL AR 514
HIZRREE R CHED (b)) 7 A E R SRR 8 AL FR -

Figure 3.1 Population genetic clustering and differentiation results of white oak species in China. (a)
Population distribution and genetic structure of 122 populations from 7 species of white oak in China.
Geographical distribution of genetic structure(leaf) and displayed for the clustering results(right) at K =
5 using SSR data set of 7 species (b) Principal coordinates analysis with 7 species of white oaks in
China.
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BT 12 MM EE TARCEBIRIEAT T T E A Rk 3.2 Fos, B4
EARHY M ARR (Fs1=0.05) HIB ALK ERAK, KR (Fsr=0.13) + HHR(Fst
=0.10)~ ## (Fst=0.09) . ¥k (Fst=0.09) FZEHER (Fst=0.06) itfE5r4kK
P& TR EEMKT, (HEFEEP R (Fsr=0.18) MIiB &bk Fom . SF e Ak

(Fst=0.20) . @iF (Fst=0.18) PLAEMF (Fst=0.23) B9 a5 4 51k
R, RIJRBA YA Fst 8 AK.

EATHIEAE AR 7 T BARAE T A N PR (94.5% ), it (90.4%) 414 (91.0%)
itk (91.2%) , Zttk (94.1%) , KIF#E (89.9%) , =R (82.4%) - | i
Tl Ry i P b B ) PR BB AR 7 112.4%, LNIFIN 15.6%, (HJR 80 1A o ¢ ) gt A%
RGN 7.0% 5 TS H 3 A st i gL 7 A R B AR, I H
5RO R— B, FAFR T AE PC il R R 80P B ] 2 5 8w/
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327 A E EAREY T SSR i 15> 1 75 253 (AMOVA)
Table 3.2 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) based on SSR data for 7 species of white oaks in

China
AR S HIRIR HHE SEJ5 R RO BESCEE
Source of variation df SS V% Fsr
B
T 2 [] 17 155.1 55 0.05
T A8 342 1443 .4 94.5
HAR
Tt 2 [ 21 295.9 9.6 0.10
e A 8 518 2028.6 90.4
Hetas
PR [H] 29 484.0 9.0 0.09
T ef A 8 952 3761.3 91.0
il
PR [H] 26 269.1 8.8 0.09
T Eef A 0 389 553.3 91.2
E iy
PR [H] 6 56.3 5.9 0.06
T ef A 8 131 555.3 94.1
KH-#k
PR [H] 11 108.1 10.1 0.10
T Eef A 0 182 638.0 89.9
=HEEZ
e ] 5 66.0 17.6 0.18
FEE T 72 253.2 82.4
iy
Yz ] 3 901.1 12.4 0.20
Yy g R 2 () 82 1105.3 7.9
FEE T 1990 7966.9 79.7
JRFh
Yz ] 2 129.2 7.0 0.15
Yy g R 2 () 33 342.6 8.0
FEE T 596 2334.6 85.0
B
Y2 [a] 6 1777.5 15.6 0.23
Vi N BB 2 (8] 115 1434.5 7.4
T P 5T 2586 10301.5 77.0

3.1.3 WpFi(a) & AR

B [ AR 2 1) 3 R RN TR ) 3.2 B (BN A 2 18]
FRIAH L R UL PR 2R B, R o B my de s RO BE DRI ) 5 it 170 58 ot MR A 0 R AT AR
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(16.2) « KR (12.1) MEFERP R (5.0 , FAMERIFRE KHER (15.8) .
FRR (12.7) « MIER (25.2) . #it# (63.1) FI=ERP R (13.3) 5 FH AR
ARIER (35.0) « R (27.8) FIaFES MR (25.3) 5 JIAMARMYIFAE AR
(243) « KHER (20.2) . ZF bk (11.8) « =EEPHR (21.4) AR (202) ;
TR RN ARR (24.3)  Z AR (12.8) « KHAR (17.8) A= 2 6k (15.4)
WA RHERIYI A SRR P BR (15.4) « AT LR IL: A 2 A0 SRR 7] A AR
EER AR ARARANSE AR, 2 B U AR I BE R A I ) KRR B, B W ) ik
DRI 7] 2 P 9 0 Bk o MHARATABLRE (LR 63.1 I RIS 2[RI A7 (E B R 2 [R5 3, e
Uoe ERR K ERFI = mE I B HR ORI ER 35.0 Fl =k 2 8k 25.3 Wil A RK) 2 E47
TR 1) BE R AE L o

K#k
-@%

o

252

NN

=BT R

1R

s
Y'))

A

35.0

243 %’:\%
Y/
SP3 s
3.2 I E B R R0 A B BRI (R SkRFBIE R A 10 Sk B07 (A7 R 2R oA iR e ik 1)
TRBNHIBEE )
Figure 3.2 Unidirectional gene flow among species of white oaks in China (The arrows represent the

direction of gene flow, and the numbers above the arrows and the thickness of the lines indicate the intensity

of gene flow.)
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3.2 BE#RB4IFHEIM FREY
3.2.1 RIS

(1) M R AVEIRAR 7 22 8

BT AMEACER-EANFI 9 AMEGTEE S Fabn BT R BAR 5 R0 br 45 3R a0
N T AR 9 AN AR B FP N AE  KANAMER (26.0%) >HMIkk (25.0%) > =R
PR (22.8%) > 54K (20.3%) > (17.8%) > KR (17.5%) > FER (14.1%) ,
WERFIAAR A A MR 5, ARRIIR N R B R e AsoE s b, HEE A
TR 3 AR BUPERARTE D Py 38 09748 S R0 T PIME, 1 HaX = AR BV RLE R (a]
A R

R

*® 3.3 LA E AR R T A T R AL

Table 3.3 Phenotypic Coefficient of Variation Analysis with seven species of white oaks in China

ﬁﬁi‘ 1)
wE K THRK MR 3R gf‘%ﬁﬁ %‘T;ﬁ‘ HE  HER H‘;ﬁ M
species LL PL LW SW WP : Lobes Mass Area SITA Average

H ¥k 103% 18.3% 13.1% 13.7% 102%  54% 17.4% 213% 17.5% 14.1%
R 17.7% 36.8% 17.9% 17.6% 193% 16.0% 46.7% 38.5% 23.2% 26.0%
Mt ry 142% 17.1% 15.6% 14.0% 151%  7.1% 33.8% 28.8% 14.9% 17.8%
Mtk 16.8% 49.7% 22.8% 232% 18.8% 11.8% 34.4% 343% 132% 25.0%
FZitE 16.1% 245% 164% 22.6% 157%  9.8% 30.7% 32.7% 14.3% 20.3%
KHER  11.9% 28.1% 13.7% 142% 13.15% 12.3% 24.7% 23.6% 16.1% 17.5%
ZHWEHE 164% 292% 17.7% 18.9% 15.6%  82% 47.0% 32.0% 20.5% 22.8%

b5} 23.0% 52.75% 29.5% 28.8% 24.1% 15.7% 63.3% 48.0% 15.6%

(2) R AR ] 2R 1

AHFFCIR I 9 AR AR T B4 25 SR B, ANl bk P 3 B MR AT 28 4 RN
FKaRE (0.60) >HEE (0.58) >=F P Hk (0.49) =H#H (0.49) > KIHk (0.45)
>5ER (0.42) >FEFE (0.40) , O RAMERFIMER A N R BUEIR T8 M ey, L
HHAR G I RTH TR AR 3 AR B MR AE Pl 4 12 B mT 98 M 0 13518, 1M
H 7 AN i Ah e TR M F R B 1 = AR R AR B R AR

% 3.4 B E R R T ] S
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Table 3.4 Phenotypic plasticity Analysis with seven species of white oaks in China

B %Ak
wi ok sk s s D B w0
species LL PL LwW Sw WP 3 Lies Mass Area SL\A Average

S 032 048 040 041 0.32 0.18 047 055 050 040

PR 049 076 050 0.52 0.53 041 072 079  0.52 0.58

Ay 042 052 046 047 0.44 021 0.68 0.67 052  0.49

IR 051 086 0.61 0.63 0.55 035 075 072 044 0.60

ELE S 035 050 036 046 0.33 021 057 0.60 0.38 0.42

KA 035 060 037 038 0.35 036 0.61 057 043 045

ZHEEPHR 040 055 047 049 0.34 020 0.81 070 044 049

b5} 040  0.61 0.45 0.48 0.41 027 066 0.66 046

(3) A& s £ it
FIH 5521 MK 9 A IR ERIfE SRR &S PCA #rd R LUE H PCl
FRREAS I 61.2%, PC2 fEFEEAR SN 13.7%, B PCA 7 EUS K- 3.3)A LA
EH, TWRAE PCL ik PC2, 7 MIMERTIEX 23T

4

<

PC2 (13.7%)

=21 o HiE

o LT

-10 5 0 5
PCI1 (61.2%)

33 BETFHRFEESFN T ANFEAFEDTERD DTN
Figure 3. Results of PCA with 7 species of white oaks in China based on traditional morphology
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3.2.2 JUFITER 225 v 4
T S5 fE Morphol # f H AR I A5 & AU 2 P 35 b B e RE DL R BRI R
(Cumulative frequency)HERg T AEH, &M 5522 it kit 5481 A T )5
BT
(1) FE R4
BT AT AT 5 30, 15t s B (B 3.4) 0T UE H, AOERFIAA AT L
FEAX AT, EARAIMRT, KBRS, WARAIRE PCT Bl b o] DUEEA X 73 7T,
T HeAth Wb 2 18] ) 22 S8R &N AME L] PCA X 0. BEJERE] T 22 DN ER(EE 3.3),
HARTA ER L R 28R E, RIFTTRE R K. SR PCL R T B EAR
1 29.6%, I TPS A ezl A& BT LAE H, M PCL £ %] PCI 1E, M RJE
AR ARAR R, AR A2 Y Ik e, i bl o AR i SR AR YK
I 4 G212 FHIAT RS LTI PC2 iR 1 B TR R 1 27.4%, M PC2 %
PC2 1E, M TEAS 1 3 AR A I P 1) e i Ak 5 408 T o s PRI AEL R 732 A 35 ph Wi
R, WRRARRL, I IEECRI A BRI A AR AR AT KA AR, OISR TR
TR IRAL TR o

PC2 (27.4%)
. [—]
S

-0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
PC1 (29.6%)

-PC1+ -PC2+

B 3.4 LA E AR R 0

Figure 3.4 PCA analysis of seven species of white oaks in China.
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R 3.5 WAAIKCP I B 73 o 3RS R R

Table 3.3 The eigenvalues obtained from Principal Components Analysis of individuals level

NS RIS R AR
PCA Eigenvalues Variance% Cumulative

PC1 0.00343062 29.567 29.567
PC2 0.00317338 27.35 56.918
PC3 0.0017905 15.432 72.35
PC4 0.00098385 8.48 80.829
PCs5 0.00074832 6.45 87.279
PCo6 0.00035874 3.092 90.371
PC7 0.00026089 2.249 92.619
PC8 0.00023272 2.006 94.625
PC9 0.00015169 1.307 95.932
PC10 0.00011711 1.009 96.942
PC11 0.00009344 0.805 97.747
PC12 0.00007195 0.62 98.367
PC13 0.0000523 0.451 98.818
PC14 0.00003944 0.34 99.158
PC15 0.00002848 0.245 99.403
PC16 0.0000213 0.184 99.587
PC17 0.00001399 0.121 99.707
PC18 0.0000108 0.093 99.801
PC19 0.00000971 0.084 99.884
PC20 0.00000795 0.069 99.953
PC21 0.00000284 0.024 99.977
PC22 0.00000264 0.023 100

(2) AR
ST AT BEAT (AL B M R A5 R B R (B 3.5): CVIL S B AR 1 51.7%,

CV1 fh ] LUREASHR AIMER . MR AT A RR AR AT R IHAR . RS RIAIAR X 3 F, A AT
SR WAz RIS MR AR BRI R 2 5. CV2 AR 1 24.8%, Pt
PRANSEEAR . AERAI A RR. MOBRATRHAR . MR 2 g I B AR AT LAFE CV2 Bl BIEA
[X53FF o CVI HIPHASBRAEL B B ) RS At R L2 NGk 28 1k 0 et 7 548
WA HARAR K, MR AR TE A N TSR, A e A R T KA IR
AR A I B TSR AR 9 5 PC1 WS B X AR o CV2 M7l 1) 1 Fl
Ryt i R 25 10 2 AR A DA I Py 1) 5 B J3E Ak 5 AR &I TUT o A RO AN A2 AL R 35 F UL 4 22
A I T Y 2 L o e S s e S | S S L P PN RPN EER 3R
RAL TR o
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CV2 (24.8%)
[(—]

CV1 (51.7%)

-CV1+ -CV2+

3.5 LA E AR YR SR AR B

Figure 3.5 CVA analysis of seven species of white oaks in China.

(3) 50 Hr

BTN ) SR AR By A A ) o A A KA A ) I PR N FR s (LR
3.6) , TE) AifiH, BRAYIFZ WP E BRI R (4.85/0.13), AR
AZEHER (3.68/0.09)  HERFIMIER (4.36/0.13) . M AIZE kR (3.40/0.08) HihAH Al
HIER (5.95/0.13) AR BRAIMIAR (5.98/0.11) 3 FAMEREFR T, HERAAHAR
(2.70/0.06) « FAMRAN 2= B 2 Bk (3.53/0.07) DL K HRRFT 2= 7 8 2 4% (3.07/0.07) &
JUATRRRR ] AT TS 5 22 3 KT R 38t
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Table 3.6 Mahalanobis distances and Procrustes distances of Widespread species and Endemic species

based on CVA and DA
DAk Y74 a] LRER HIRER
Between Mahalanobis distances  Procrustes distances
Group
species CVA DA CVA DA
AR — AR 5.18 4.85 0.13 0.13
AR5 AR 4.21 3.68 0.09 0.09
[r—— HBR-HIER 428 436 0.13 0.13
MR — 52 AR 3.62 3.40 0.08 0.08
AR —AELAR 5.51 5.95 0.13 0.13
5t MR- HabR 5.01 5.98 0.11 0.11
SEZRPNI /S 2.80 2.70 0.06 0.06
Jr EAR-Z= P AR 3.72 3.53 0.07 0.07
KHHR-2= I 2 R 3.05 3.07 0.07 0.07

T A Fp 5 Ry 43 AEAT F 0 o A i 2 B S5 SR an B 3.6 B, A B o
B R i B AR SR 25 22 5 (P < 0.0001) 0 FET 38 BRI bR E5OR ) 791 R B0 2 ) o B 5y
PR (100% ) FIHIHE (100% ) 7] AR I X 20 FF, HUGRM (99.4%) FIAtIER (100%) ,
MR (96.6%) FIMFT (99.4%) . Bk (92.8%) FIZEHFk (98.6%) - HiltH (93.1%)
M HER (95.7%) ULRAHEE (96.2%) FIMIFR (99.0%) T LAAERRH HI(& 3.6a); 1E 3
AR DA Fald, BFRS Zm PR ES I &>, AT AR (95.0%)
M PR (87.2%) #EWIMX T, HikzZ Bk (86.7%) FIRKHER (92.8%) ,
KR (90.7% ) 2= B 2 Hk (76.9% ) BB 5870 5 /b , AT LBCAHERA X 43 (K] 3.6b).
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Figure 3.6 DA analysis with Widespread species and Endemic species of white oaks in China

(4) /Dot

B¢ /M 38 43 17 2 T AN TK ST (1 23 A 45 SR SRR AR KN S5 5 2 TR AR A
BFEMIARR (RN 0.1179, P<0.0001) o M T HT 45 B8RV Block2
PLS1 BRI E R, Ui B R/NEETAS /N, W TS RHE R o e AR 4G, i
PR g i FEE A 5 A A8 TUT o i R AR NS AR Ak B EHUS A A o5k, S A B
A AT IRAR AU, AR T R AT AR AL O (3.7 .

o Btk
0.3 o Hitht
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Figure 3.7 2B-PLS analysis of seven species of white oaks in China
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3.3.1 M-A g

FE MR ANE AL 1 o B ‘fﬂ? PCI fifthe 33%, JUfIHF AR PCL MRS 30%, 1%
i AR PCL f#RE 62%; o2 MMk 2 R, JUEds: (& 3.8a) Aif
g (K3.8b) EI‘Jﬂf)#i%i‘@ﬁ(%ﬁ'ﬁ@%?.lﬂZ?Ew%ﬁ?@f o

(a) (b)

0.1

< 2
(=] ol
o O
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E 8
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e
o REH -

-4 0 -4
WiE PC1(33%)

3.8 o [E FAR T A AR R SR I R R TR (AR GEA LT g A% 22 R 2 TR — A 4k
MY
Figure 3.8 Linear model between Leaf phenotypic traits (traditional and geometric)and Genetic
diversity for widespread species (Q. aliena, Q. dentata, Q. serrata, and Q. mongolica) and endemic
species (Q. fabri, Q. griffithii, and Q. yunnanensis) of white oaks in China. (R is the correlation
coefficient P represents the significance.)

3.3.2 A% R AR A W

I AL Z R TEEL (Ho Al He) HIAEIRF (£ BEFNGIBRILLEYE S5 11 4 AN M%
BRIF) BRI 7 A, 15 H R ) Ho MBEZE AL 2% (R=0.51, P=0.001) , 1M
A A Ho A1 He BEZE AR AR (R = 0.01, P=0.54) (& 3.9a, ) . JHimtiy
Ho FI He FPUAS Mg 7 IR EE AW B2, W) fifh R He ZREZERKE (R
=0.23, P=0.03) T #E (K 3.9b-¢ g-j) -

JR A AR A 43 A LEAE P R AR A P X BAFAE AR Ho A He [ R HRAN 2= e 3 2
PR (B 3.9, O AVEHIX SRR, SRFETFIREC, BKERRREOR, &Ik
FATROKEZ LX) AR AETE S ECNT 2 (3.9) .

31



T ] R LA (0 PR A A 2 A I I S A R T

(a) (b) (©) (@) (e)
8 48 08|
Y. 0.7
-."“ 07 * . =
B2 L. Re-060.P < 0:00L
n: Re-06s_P=0.001 Ho . Ho |pmes -\ 0
Y .. 0.61
ot ! 'k{xom
05 - 05| . 0.5 :
p 05
oy hish " A o)A oAb o7 i
044 o b 04 o Ja bk : 0l o bRl 041 g j,,i]*ﬁl . 0-4‘.',_5&& ] |
235 30 35 40 45 0 30 40 50 16 20 24 40 60 80 100 120 300 400 500 600 700
750 it T A ) I i ik . L SNE ITF - . PE L S
U} () (h) ) ()]
. 08 0.8
0.7 AT > : .
TN 0.7{+ y 07 s B G,
i R—.:o.nk 5 ')_// R=0.10 2=03 071 + » SR, 3 o
0.6 2N > el Lt . . ° = v
He |- ."f"yN He 6| R=-043,P=0.009 He 06 R--uz;}j!ﬁq.pol' | Heos{, 'o SR=03
o5 05 05 A\\ 0.5/
04f 0.4 0.4 . 0.4 : 04!
o ;A o A o ) A o) Aifh o ik
o R o iR © SRR i - kg Fh
25 30 35 40 45 20 30 m 50 16 20 24 40 60 80 100 120 300 400 500 600 700
s ek I il K A 5 R B R R KR

B 3.9 F I AR A bR Je sl 388 A% 2 REAE AN IR S5 P 1 (10— Bt AR 7Y

Figure 3.9 Linear model between genetic diversity and environmental factors for widespread species

and endemic species of white oaks in China

3.3.3 IREERFH R AV A FE

JUfAT I RELHIR (1) PC1 IS5 PCL 43 M 45 R R To il S ) A Fhids 2 ey 3
LT AR 2 A e AR G R (B 3.10¢) « 5 AaRiAHLL, R it A
PR BEIREE R 7 122k B 2 25 (] 3.10a,b) o ) A A 1) KB 20 - A MR 5 46 (latitude )
e iR (Bios) FIFE/K BAR 2% (Biol 5)JEA UL % IEAHE, HiFREDDE
FAOHIOG; AR A IR S SR Caltitude) , ZFIRTE (Bio3) A K BE/KEAE ST &
¥ (Biol5) EMEFEIEMIE: S4E (latitude) Al H i im(Bios) EHLE & 1A
Ko
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REZMEDT
Figure 3.10 Correlation significance analysis between traditional morphological traits with
environmental factor (a,b) and geometric morphology PC1 with climatic PC1
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4 g
4.1 PEBARAMMRIMEFEES

4.1.1 BAEZFME

WAL 22 FEPE R 2 Rl S HOR MR, AR 2 B K208 b PR 2 AR
TabR: — SRR EE A H A RSN A H s R T A A B R A 1 2R 5 T2
2, BRI A & FEAUH R B . AW RIS R s ieR . B, bk, S5 AR
A EARRI B A% SRR EL iy, B 2Rk s TR HRAN 2 R I BRIK 8 A% 240
RAR, BRIstL ZHEIEAR. B S REPER)Z 2 Al BEIR T D BULA IR, Eenph i A
SRR BB B R AR . 2 BT FUR I, A v BB R B A S e A A
PRI TS, AR FE 1A% 2 BEVERC R AR . W L ABRR. ST RRAN ELPR AR AR 3
] F4) 2 A Y RS2 5 1 38 A% 220 A PRI KD K R AN 2 Rl 8 MR A AE - 3R P R 3t
DX, — R, HLER A G B N IR ATAT BB B A T2 AR A SR A 2 A%
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