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Abstract

Current classification of the Asian striped squirrel (genus Tamiops)
is mainly based on pelage color pattern that is prone to seasonal variation
or convergent adaptation to environmental selection. The arrangement of
four species, Tamiops mcclellandii, T. rodolphii, T. swinhoei and T.
maritimus, is regarded as tentative due to difficulty delineating species,
especially the latter two species. To overcome difficulties of classification
based on pelage and to clarify its evolutionary patterns over a large
geographic scale, I studied the molecular phylogenetics of Tamiops. To
compare evolutionary patterns over a small geographic scale, I studied
the divergence in genetics and cranial morphology of the Formosan
striped squirrel (T. maritimus formosanus) on Taiwan Island.

Multi-locus phylogenies of all four Tamiops species were
constructed based on paternal (Y-chromosomal SRY and SMCY?7),
maternal (mitochondrial cytochrome b gene), and biparental (autosomal
IRBP, RAG1, and PRKCI) sequences. Maximum likelihood and Bayesian
tree-constructing methods resulted in phylogenies with similar topologies.
All genetic markers supported diversification of three main lineages: (1) T.

mcclellandii, (2) T. rodolphii, and (3) T. swinhoei-maritimus complex. On



the basis of 24 T. maritimus from 5 localities and 10 T. swinhoei from 4
localities, Tamiops swinhoei and T. maritimus were not reciprocally
monophyletic. The six populations of the T. swinhoei-maritimus complex
were monophyletic in all loci except for autosomal loci in one T.
maritimus population from Tam Dao, Vietnam. Autosomal phylogenies
were more similar to Y-chromosomal than to mitochondrial phylogenies.
Incongruence between nuclear and mitochondrial phylogenies indicates
that either T. maritimus from Taiwan or T. maritimus from Phu Yen,
Vietnam was probably descended from ancient hybridization.
Diversification of the three main Tamiops lineages was estimated to occur
8.8-6.7 million years ago and may have been affected by rapid uplift of
the Himalayan Mountains in the western part of their range. Multiple
divergences from 5.8 to 1.7 million years ago likely led to formation of
modern Tamiops species. All six populations of T. swinhoei-maritimus
complex could be regarded as distinct species. Divergence in
mitochondrial DNA among T. rodolphii populations was also at the
interspecies level. My analyses highlight the underestimation of species
diversity in the genus Tamiops.

On the mountainous Taiwan Island, species living at low to middle



elevations are prone to diverge genetically in an east-west pattern because
of 1solation by the Central Mountain Range. Species living at middle to
high elevations, however, are prone to division into northern and southern
phylogroups. The Formosan striped squirrel is distributed across
mountains at low to high elevations in Taiwan. To test association
between elevation distribution and genetic divergence and to recover the
squirrel’s evolutionary pattern and history, I used mitochondrial
cytochrome b (cyt-b) and Y-chromosomal SRY and SMCY7 sequences as
genetic markers to construct the squirrel’s phylogeographic structure. In
the cyt-b tree, three parapatric clades were revealed: (1) Clade N in
northern Taiwan, (2) Clade S in southern Taiwan, and (3) Clade A on the
Alishan range. Clade A was geographically closer to Clade S, but
genetically closer to Clade N. The Y-chromosomal haplotypes also
separated into northern and southern clades. The northern boundary for
the Y-southern clade was more north than that for mitochondrial Clade S.
Nested clade phylogeographic analysis and mismatch distribution
inferred range expansion and allopatric fragmentation for mitochondrial
Clade N and Clade S, respectively. Two southern Y-haplotypes with

ranges overlapping Clade N also showed range expansion. These



populations may have expanded from glacial refugia during interglacial
periods. Compared to mountain ranges, rivers may have played a more
important role as barriers for shaping the squirrel’s phylogeographic
structure. Molecular dating of the three main lineages of Formosan
striped squirrel indicates diversification two to three million years ago,
suggesting the squirrel successfully colonized Taiwan Island at least three
million years ago.

Two holotypes have been assigned to specimens of Tamiops from
Taiwan. Pelagic differences were regarded as seasonal variation, making
them now classified into one subspecies. To examine whether two taxa of
Formosan striped squirrel co-exist on Taiwan Island, I measured distances
of 42 cranial characters for each of 60 adults. Based on phylogeographic
structure, four geographical zones were identified to represent four
populations: Northwest (NW), Northeast (NE), Southwest (SW), and
Southeast (SE). Multivariate analysis of variance showed significant
differences among populations. In general, skulls of population SE were
largest and skulls of population NW were smallest. Principal component
analysis supported distinctness between populations SE and NW.

Canonical discriminate analysis also identified four populations. These



analyses, however, are still not sufficient for making taxonomic decisions.
Nonetheless, populations SE and NW could be considered separate
evolutionarily significant units based on genetic and morphological
evidence. Populations NE and SW were likely descendants of
interbreeding ancestors of populations SE and NW.

In conclusion, my molecular evidence from paternal, maternal, and
biparental genetic markers showed underestimated species diversity and
probable ancient hybridizations in Tamiops. Genetic and morphological
variation of T. maritimus formosanus indicated long-term subdivision
between populations from southeast and northwest Taiwan. Secondary
contact and resumption of gene flow shaped northeastern and
southwestern populations. As revealed by consistency over large and
small geographic scales, squirrels in Tamiops were prone to diversify
geographically and to exchange genes after long-term isolation. These
tendencies probably contributed to the complicated evolutionary history

and to difficulties resolving the taxonomy of Tamiops.

Keywords: systematics, phylogeny, phylogeography, cytochrome b gene,

nuclear DNA, Y chromosome, cranial morphometrics
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( Thorington & Hoffmann, 2005 ) » #* 37 #L e=¢ f & & 4 Callosciurus
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Tamiops & F 304 5% 3 3 35 &2 ~ A 5 88 3 122 B 2 & (Corbet
&Hill, 1992) » % 204 3t B fodedt MR LA hi > % ¢ cherd I
¥ 4o B (HR&ik, 1983b) o ot i #s 4~ B & §F » ¢ Sciurus & (Horsfield,
1840; Miller, 1903 ) » 3 % —ﬁ H LG ek AL ep e #e2 b7 >+ Tamias
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Tamiops » B~H #F & 22 Tamias 4p 2. %, > =B R A X Il 7 &% JF,Z
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B A F e e Jis i % Callosciurus & ¥ (Ellerman, 1940;
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£ L3 B a7 B o Dremomys g 4 2_Tamiops & iT 4 ek 5
# (Mercer & Roth, 2003; Steppan et al., 2004 ) » F]p* jf & >t

Callosciurus & ® i % if ¥ o
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EEE R ol
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24 B4 8T A 7| 14 B 7 48 o Bonhote (1900) AFIZ p s s J» & - o4
0 5 - 446 Sciurus meclellandii » 2 ¢ £ 4 5 9 B L4 o
Robinson & Kloss (1918) 5 # ¢ ehd; 48 swinhoei 22 # 8 &7 /& e i
B2 A 54 = 5 Tamiops swinhoei - Osgood (1932) 5
Tamiops & ¥ 4 % = = # % . mcclellandii ¥7 swinhoei » # ¢ swinhoei
TR G ZPIZ B4 & %W 4 swinhoei ~ monticolus 2 maritimus >
We Rt d 3 THEPRE ARAT L DFRT
i :fi'fx,érfi —‘F'T 5 IF— faenv i o Allen (1940) ¥ Ellerman &
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VR AN P AP OSSPt BB ARG %ﬁa@gﬂ v

m3 % fe g E o

i

Corbet & Hill (1992) # @& § % (Indomalayan Region » £ f &
SR ) Bt AN SR B L A BHRBOTEA SN
7% % Moore & Tate (1965) g~ s F ¥ % = G AR 5 B pr e e
AR T AR S e d S PRA TR B RIE o R TR

T. maritimus £ T. swinhoei 4 = % 7 [ 4= &0 & 3244 ° Dao (1970) &
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12 A% m e Tamiops & 4= pF > #-2 ¥ AL 5 - 444 - Lunde & Son
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Tamiops & 4~ faca 5B Th i F 8- R

=

» &£ #H §F_T. maritimus

22 T, swinhoei ¥ e % o

13 SARAERINELSEF T RERR

< };?c F o o4 A& i X B Tamiops maritimus formosanus( Bonhote,
1900) & 2%t Swinhoe (1863) ek 45 i » 31 % h& ¢ &_Sciurus
mcclellandii ( Horsfield, 1840 ) > Swinhoe (1863 ) & #7 it #7H;% »
#E2AFE L FAGE S R L2 A5 § o Bonhote (1900) 4% R
Swinhoe 7 1862 & 4 7 v+ 4% (N.Formosa) # & e » & & 5
A A ehiE X 8L S A7 4 Sciurus meclellandii formosanus (5% & &
B oA & gt % [ i 3¢ 0 Natural History Museum » = i British
Museum of Natural History » % %. BM 62.12.24.18 ) (Jones, 1975) (%t

B A)-
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Allen( 1911 ) #- H. Sauter »* 1908 # 11 * & & & *&t:7 (Chip Chip,
N.Formosa; § FE F /L Z I 5 s B B4 L 2 5 5 ) 5 & 3
E RPN B & L5 A7 Tamiops sauteri (HoN A P o L FOC = A F
K] .= ¥ 17 American Museum of Natural History » % %. AMNH 31621 )

(Jones, 1975) (" BIB) - # #F M A - L7k " >~ - = 2 B
1 T. mcclellandii formosanus 4 # » 3 = 2L L AP BT F > &

BB A R A ] A I A A ING 3

S
I
v

=

diEmm ] 5,

|

A

Flet b & 5 #7F8 (Allen, 1911) -

Allen (1911) 317 4 Z|w|dFpeanf v pgad £ R > {8 Rpin i
T X &% R F) e sauteri 4 & ~ T. maritimus formosanus ¥ ( Osgood
1932) > Kuroda (1935) ¥4 %k p ~ & Riran~ & ff = T L2 E X 2
L 162 SHAFERDERA > L AP T LA AR oS
dHA B PR ANEIREF Bt LR E (HRIC)e p o
PAAGERPROE MR AL ITIML

Ellerman & Morrison-Scott (1951 ) #- maritimus 4 5 swinhoei
I fE 0 M AR S B A ER RS swinhoel - BRI fE 0 FEG
Callosciurus swinhoei formosanus o #7142 ¢ 15 % -5 < 1§’<#-7 USRS o M
> B pF ¢ * Tamiops swinhoei formosanus ( Kuroda, 1952; +k, 1982; +&

&1k, 1983a; 1983b; &~ , 1984; +k, 1994 ) - Moore & Tate ( 1965)

-14-



E(}s

WA 8 o B A R B A {8 > -2 §F ~ T, maritimus maritimus

TP % d > formosanus = : B4 B &

SERI e ;I;L 2 3
% 2 (Corbet & Hill, 1992; Hoffmann et al

., 1993; Nowak, 1999;
Thorington & Hoffmann, 2005) - 2km » S & A& 0

A IE RN B R 1
354 % e AR > formosanus k4 * o &2 % T. maritimus

formosanus (Yu, 1996; Oshidaetal.,2002) > *#%3 » % } & % o
n A IERNR m;ﬁﬁé\#%‘:‘[ﬁ].&f} 500—3,670 m (3", 1932
Yu, 1994 ) > &% 213 A 1,500— 3,000 m ( Yu, 1994;

BABRR) 2T
swinhoei 4 # /4 3¢

piz (1,500—3,500 m) (Corbet & Hill
1992)> & @ ¥2 A4 37 < B+ enn T. maritimus 4 # ﬁ#‘%ﬁﬂq 2 S S
né—“ﬁ

AFNHABREBEBMGORR  dolgrdind g e (Moore &

Tate, 1965) - F|pt » L&A if xR AT ij‘%{T maritimus » g 7 #
¥ > T.swinhoei & H & . = 57

&

QR T 0§ R S ATRAR 4o
B oe
14 % B4
ﬂ\%vk’ﬁ;ﬁla\éi B &INL > 2RI E S i?‘-j_i’):‘l_q.‘l R
”}50
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WIL 1 4 BRGNP ER L PRGN B R A

AT R &R 2 R #5 %W AT maritimus €2 T. swinhoei i& 5 B 4 AR o
B Th o B o+ MG M ol it - PRATERERT M R4 fe 0 37
R EES A B FER PRGN L3 P AR LA

- ROBRFAERTFEIIRL AFRRISOESE  SHAERREY
“L,T*ﬂ—\X et AR TAPF HI > UAIF ZTEDS FHRHBIER

BUBP L EAMFRARA L 2 R B (S 1352 2 BE

R L LI 3 s B SC O R A S - A
FERFFASRL L RFROFEFIRRESFL L ol

BRI E AR K ke ek EME LR LRIER RS
MG BEERPRRFEL VTN ARBE?P AT a
e o ea  AHEHFRAFIAFD S o FRPRAR L LM
T - BRBBCOEE NESR F AL SRR H Bk

P fRleg MHERFSOFLCEILEAEHAF A ETR 2

FWIATR T A e A FFREA ZED LS PAPIT s FALERA
oot @A e m T R B IE R ECEE R A T A Y

SRR TLIEFE o U o F T EMG O ERRET R AL FE A8
S Hp IR T dpE A e iz - o

FrEMESRRASEIP RIS ML AW i
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fr g o(1994)0 S 0T 5 S ROW B p BT RFZ AR 2,
3-8 °

HER 2L o (1983a) ST EFEFT L o 4 2 F e
& E T 26, 37-51

HEE LR - (1983b) e S @ et Bi445 o 4 2
ALY :& x| 26, 53-62 °
L ~ 7 L3R o (1984) S F b (T ) 2 A H o

SRS ETEE R L

EEACEIF MR FLEEZH T EHERL R (1997)0
PR s oo A P R E JRA o

W o (1932)e el S Blse DA SRR g AR

T R SR EF(1995) ¢ FEE AT Fh IR A F
At
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FoF GHERPRESLS J 0L LR

2.1 w3
I R BUE (genus Tamiops Allen, 1906) & # 3t L 722 { =
T ot HEFOPE S REES 2EAPEPSIBEY 5 30 BE
L3t gt (Corbet & Hill, 1992; Thorington & Hoffmann, 2005 ) - B % 3%
ez FE g~ 5 4 B4 48 (Moore & Tate, 1965; Thorington &
Hoffmann, 2005 ) : T. maritimus ( Bonhote, 1900 ) ~ T. mcclellandii
(Horsfield, 1840 ) ~ T. rodolphii ( Milne-Edwards, 1867 ) % T. swinhoei
(Milne-Edwards, 1874 )> fe % 4% & & e 5 A P % i 32 B (Moore
& Tate, 1965; Wang, 2003; Li et al., 2006 ) - 7 & =58 et & £ B 430
A FTeR g Flapgi i FHF R L (synonym) o B4
b % Tamiops B /A 0 B E ¢ ohF &% R auEP & & (Allen,
1940; Moore & Tate, 1965 ) - Tamiops ferd» fa ~ 55~ 5 L4245 £ 48 £
¢~ iERfe P A 2 R S ] T RaptREE I &R R R e
Tl L E SRS (e AEHHD 7 A2 ARRIF MR
( Sutton & Patterson, 2000 ) -
Tamiops =14 B 47 > T.maritimus sha 83 =57 & & > F]

P A ARA] P iR L b 2 Toswinhoei # 4 jF § 3] 4 o Corbet

-21 -



&Hill (1992) it = F B b - 485 ¥ - % 6 > 3 BAE

(51 p Corbet & Hill, 1992 ) R:% 5 T. maritimus hainanus iz i 1 & d
R A EC] 0 BEAAAR 5 82 T.maritimus % T. swinhoei ¥ 7 F e
8 o 72 T.swinhoei £2 T. maritimus 4 53 =7 & L 311337 o

Pane 35T R* A wEd 2 b AT (cyt-b) k§esfz

FHE AR 2 PN ik Sus S8 P48 (4o Oshida et al., 2000;
Piaggio & Spicer, 2001; Herron et al., 2004 ) - #A @ » 248 DNA & *#
ARl R A H - BEBEIL R oo 5 B B LR
(phylogeny) #= 7 e pFig * (L &< kenY 4 J 8L 7F)~ v 4 #
AL T E AL EROMEA I AT BRI o B LA
4 7 e ek M 1% (Tosi et al., 2003; Pidancier et al., 2006; Yannic et al.,
2008)° # [ if it & 4 B 322 (hybridization) £ KB 44 —
F ek Fl2. - (Arnold, 2006; Degnan & Rosenberg, 2009 ) - AiF 3 >
B B AR RARAR G AR F LA LI AR R i Bl >
e 310 10%d fa 77 e % (Mallet, 2005) - £ * 7 i @&
AR RF Y o B T RAAHRILEE ~
(taxon) 1 f fedz & (Schwenk etal., 2008) ¢ 4w % 323 587 7 4 67
S eiE AR 0 BB AT A R ER LA T e A Rl

N

-2



5 f& - Tamiops pi- &~ 5g R 3L > 102 SUPRAGEF A 2 'Y
Flo A E A T AGH B TR T BB Bk S A AT
FEL NEF SERAFIAR (2K Y 24 WA B 3IEMALI WA
F1) E - B MM A FIIT L @ BiRce o Y P che d5 (1) EHE
Tamiops 4 % A Fleflig m iV B 12 > THRAR L A BV o age R 35
(2) & * & F g & 3k dEF Tamiops B4 faang it e 5 (3)
A ek dinid @R ge T R LR 1 B T 43 Tamiops s 47

R (£ 2 ER T Toswinhoei &2 T. maritimus <) #& 31572 -

2.2 ez
221 )k*n g
AFEF A A5 eotk Al E Tamiops feirs 4 B4 ¢ 35 1 24

2 T. maritimus~5 & T. mcclellandii~8 & T. rodolphii 2 9 & T. swinhoei
(% 2-1& 't A) o At faFE T 3 & i&Jp Moore & Tate (1965)

AR A B B S AR E AL SRR R
Mot Tamiops By AR F 0% 5 SiFa g 4ikkd i
H ¢ T rodolphii # @ e & iE X 5 - EfRmdi s N >
“TF g R Gk o Tamiops meclellandii » § $Ft F g i R o

> T.rodolphii % @ $8ehim o ¥ 3 48 Tamiops > B ek = 431
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fjfa;‘;"ﬁ TARGH AP BRA RN FEGER ppd i Pl B
¥ 5 T.maritimus - A& 2 &+ & 58P R~ EanpgE 4+ 4T
maritimus » ] 5 13454 # Rlien # 4 2 5 (F 2-1) -« 538 F 4
PR A PR R 2 3T L (R A) - A% s Sapa & ik A
FlH AL d rerfd o g g2 g ad Lz T swinhoei A ( ¢
RFLE R P 7 97 ) Hetp iz (# 2-1) Flotane i T
swinhoei - GenBank 3L E ¢ ¢h— i% T. meclellandii & 7]£ - i% T.
swinhoei 5 7| (accession nos. EF5393333-4, Lietal., 2008 ) ~ 5 » &
F79 o MMM TR athE R Z B p S A IR R

( Callosciurus erythraeus )~ ¥ % NENE RO S e ot
£ v > B (Dremomys pernyi) (T2 BRI kA Khe It p £ F
P P EHEFSEABFFEERE (A R AR 2
Tamiops 4 fa s # Bl4c@] 2-1 o = BLiN 55 F 33 N5 H A4

2-1 P .

2.22DNA 5B« ¥ g2 A

‘xﬂ

"4 R 99911 Foehe Big %53 o 14 DNA Purification Kit ( Epicentre,

Madison, USA ) 3 B~ > & 7148 DNA (gDNA) » ¥ B3 2 ik § i i eh
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ERALS (T o F B4 60 gDNA s 2 Tris-HCL EDTA % %73 % 73
fRifgr @t oo

LEYRRMmed 2 0D ATF) (cyt-bh) 2 SEFAFIAEFEGFTR
& p7if 4/ F J& (polymerase chain reaction, PCR )3 £ 484 ¢ B 5 5| &
L% (1) IRBP - Rk mPe B ALF 3% & 39 A 7] (interphotoreceptor
retinoid binding protein gene ) ( Stanhope et al., 1992); (2) RAGL» € %=
kx> #L %] 1 (recombination activating gene 1) ( Steppan et al., 2004 ) ;
(3) PRKCI » 3¢ % jcf* Ci (protein kinase C, iota) ( Matthee et al.,
2004)c 2 B Y A d AR A UL (1)SRY » Y 4 & 484wl 2 A 7

( sex-determining region of Y chromosome ) ( Suzuki et al., 1997) ; (2)
SMCY7 > SMCY # 7] intron 7 ( Hellborg & Ellegren, 2003 ) »

4% 50l HPCR F Juip it & 3 50—200ng &% B gDNA ~ 10
mM 7 Tris-HCI(pH 8.3 )~50 mM 5 KCl~1.5mM 7 MgCl,~200 uM
e B ANTP~0.25—0.5 uM =B %] 51 3 (primer )% 2.5 ¥ i+ s TaKaRa
Taq™ % £ % (Takara Bio Inc., Otsu, Japan ) e PCR fr 2_A P ¢ * 5]
+ 7130 % 2-2 o PCRGALY 4o if ok i B 2 PSSR e 23 -

PCRAZ & it B R yd Pt ppaad (S0 23) H}
72 B & * ABIPRISM 3730 #_& ix( Applied Biosystems, Foster City,

California) &7 o« A% 3 A2 4 7 DNA 75 7| ¢ © + &3 GenBank
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(accession nos. HQ698358 —HQ698549 » *t % A) °

2.2.3 MM AL

TG 718 2. B 7 2 g k8 BioEdit ver. 7.0.9.0 (Hall, 1999 ) i& {7 ¢
PE S £ 0~ Feo FE AL 5B AR (alignment) 2 B Fli0 4
B o 224 (heterozygous) i 2Lenif B E 00 P AR % 0 H| AL B F 1
wEEwRIEEIRP R kAl E o ST RS e

2 TUB #% (International Union of Biochemistry code ) # 7 ° 4 7 >

BERY 4 ¢ MEFF) L EApsE o (linked) > F s & 247 o s

B ocyt-b B 7R £ H Jpi& 74 47 o Flpt o G M AP 0 &
% 545 cyt-h B |28 (L H ML RATFIR IR 285 L H Y
A3 RATIE ] oS4 cyth BP0 G A RE Y A ¢ WA
Brlen28 B A > Pl B RS T 7 R M T i o

E AL HpE s @ % S i A (maximum likelihood, ML )

2 8§ X je3, (Bayesian inference, BI) i2 o & &7 /2 % 7 1% » 3 /#
fC /A e AR %0 T 2 dick8 MrAIC ver. 1.4.4 (Nylander,
2004) 3B s g s w i H0E] 5 A #H R aos) M T eh AIC (Akaike

Information Criterion ) ¥? & i+ AIC i& > %”ﬁf PE B e o % E
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11 GTR ( generalized-time reversible ) ( Tavare, 1986)+1 (a proportion of
invariable sites) £_Y A FlAFes &7 - i3] 5 K2P (Kimura’s
two-parameter ) (Kimura, 1980) +G (a gamma rate distribution ) +1

A EEMA I A AFIFDER FF A 28572 54 i F %)

e cyt-b A Fltes i 503 P % - GTR+GHI -

2 48 PhyML ver. 3 ( Guindon & Gascuel, 2003 ) & # ML #2)

M % > & HH (tree topology searching method ) % Z_3 NNI (nearest
neighbor interchange ) £ SPR (' subtree pruning and regrafting ) = —‘F‘f 3
FE S BERE - % o2 8F £ & (node support ) 7 aLRT

(approximate likelihood ratio test) =i J& {¥ ( Anisimova & Gascuel,
2006 ) - 12 MrBayes ver. 3.1.2 (Ronquist & Huelsenbeck, 2003 ) £ T# B
AP M G PR A p B2 a8 2 (run )Metropolis-coupled Monte
Carlo Markov chains :# & » £ i& {5 1,000,000 > & 100 B4k - =< >
Burn-in 3% #_% 25% 0 + 1% 15,002 B % A~ 4> B=H 2 % (consensus )
T2t E A& - o ahenE {448 % @ (posterior probability, PP) T i ¥ 1
B g tiE o

™2 statistical parsimony ;# ( Templeton et al., 1992; Posada &
Crandall, 2001 ) 4 17 ¥ T. swinhoei £ T. maritimus # # & = £ 48

A F KA FIEF L p el e 2B (network of haplotypes ) » o #ic %
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TCS ver. 1.21 (Clementetal., 2000) # {7 o &~ 473 » f2 & 2L 7FH
Gi cEHPEF o BT (gap) A AST~C~Gehend 5B

2 1B i R R h IR & 95%50% A -

224 &3 T_E
BB A o ghanF 4 PR B ML AT S & 950 12 088 18s ver.

1.71 (Sanderson, 2003 ) *® &7 nonparametric rate smoothing

( Sanderson, 1997) % & Powell ;# (Gilletal., 1981; Press et al., 1992)
g i VAR oY B4 WEMA A FIRORD PR R T
Tamiops /% Dremomys /% % 104 F @ & % (Mercer & Roth, 2003 )
ek 8L o TG Tamiops B 7o cyt-b A FIgFd ¥R H k¥

( monophyletic group ) > & B3k € - #7F T.swinhoei & T.
maritimus % % ch¥ fpAr kA (B PEERF RS H JEY 4 B8 A TR
- A Bhie B2 PR T Acyt-b A FIHE & & T swinhoei &2 T.

maritimus #73 £ k ek v pERF o

2.2.5 if BEea
FI R R cyth B A AT KRR LR D

o i (Irwin et al., 1991; Baker & Bradley, 2006 ) - % cyt-b #if i@ jE3E
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T AR R RO G5 TR e o Flet o 12 gk MEGA ver. 4
(Tamuraetal, 2007) & & & %3 fcyt-b A F)F aug i@ 1

BHBFEFE R W K2P A A F AR 2 -

2.3 .

i

L
231 BAE S
AT A 52 &4 B D ARl cyt-b A Fl= B A 7 & 1,140

bp > + 38 B H £ A #17] (haplotype) - j€H ¢ 28 & +» & ¥ 3] IRBP
(1,204 bp)~RAGL (1,269bp) 2 PRKCI (Tamiops £ D. pernyi %_
487 bp ; C. erythraeus €£_480bp) % 24252 18 B g2 A F|A] 5 i
e — 28 & &1 3] SRY (517 bp )22 SMCY7 (Tamiops £_519-521
bp ; D. pernyi ¥_530bp ; C.erythraeus ¥_525bp) % 13 12 B H
EAFA - LY LS A S (SRY&SMCY7) £ & ¥_1,055bp ;
EEHeaEA ¢ 85 5] (IRBP,RAGL & PRKCI) & & #_2,960bp ° 324

> 2efic P & IRBP ~ RAG1 2 PRKCI A 7] F 2w § 3648 2 17 >
BE AR Hep 2 b e HApen S A 8Ly &Y fE 47 Tamiops & EEH R

e o
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232 BEM AL T

AT g it ? o Toswinhoei ¥2 T.maritimus & &3 ' 11 b gLk
B (e 2-1 2R/ 2-1) fE£2 > 72— 2/ 2 TP o B 2-2 & 2-3
A4 Y # 9 WATF WA WATFE cyt-b A FIrE e B %
B> ML#2 Bl @5 hd% 2 Rpk > &2 ML #+% 5 - BI
B ML AT 2 cn i B B AR ¢ AT TDPY 2 TW *%
FenBl Gfatr AR 0 & 5 A~ % i (polytomy) (B 2-2);5 ¥ ¢ & 54 i%
cyt-b B 7| e FIBF D.opernyi chi= % 3 — R (B 2-3) 0 & WA A
B BE¥RG F (>80%) alRT & (&= ML Af) ¢ PP & ( & BIAf) &
3F o

ALY Hd MAT) M AT SRR ATY L
Tamiops ™ ¥ 12 ® & 5 = = & % o Tamiops mcclellandii #2 T.
rodolphii p* = HFBEF FH Hwhn L ko 5= <L kple 76
A o H P 2B A Eﬁ #¢ 5 T.swinhoei->4 B 5 T. maritimus ( B
2-2)- ie T.swinhoei £2 T.maritimus ¥ &2 &~ F 25 B 2 p fh> cnH
S FP T gt 2 2 Toswinhoei ¥ T maritimus 0% = < L kLG
Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & &% (complex ) °

% T. swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & &% p > 6 B[ L A HEF6

B R B ok T MRS M T P TD % H 6B 2
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HYPERAFF LTI (B 2-2) ors AFIHNY 26 B £k

<
[and

=&t (clade)e 2#H A AT IR % - ~ % (Cladel) -

™,
4=
—Hp
|

T e 5 PY s TD %% % = & % (Clade2)- & 3 SS ¢ FU %% o
TW £2 SP 23 .73 o AR FIfFeniz B 0% - 3 o gk A e fgoh
cyt-b A TR (B 2-3) & AR HR7 ek 2 o B 2-3 75 YW
¥r SP &% chbl 4 {%iT > gLt B cyt-b B 7] K2P i @ Eear i 1.1% o

At A S YW 2 SPAL: b - A48 A AJ% - @ CB 2 TD %

HAF 23 RN G0 R R A S R B S R
EH L EF o
Tamiops swinhoei £ T. maritimus % LREA 4 KR F]enh

Geio® 240975 A TP S TWTD 2 PY ¥ et - F

SP~FU & SS*%#p| et t cny — i -

233 &3 T_#

Tamiops P & & sk & B BLPE R G B 4e @) 2-2°Y 4 4 R AL TR
BRI ¢ WA FI T & o0 T. swinhoei-maritimus 48 & fa# 444 it pF

R Ap % 31T o
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2.3.4 #wivgherif BEEdg
Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & f& ¥ %73 %23 % 28 Fl R 7|
F WA ARV kg eniz 8 (diagnostic sites ) (% 2-4) ¢ % 2-5
7140 T. swinhoei-maritimus # % %% fF & cyt-b £ Fleug @ e o
Tamiops swinhoei ¥ T. maritimus & F T 32 @ et 5 10.0%> - *%
FR 4 T.swinhoei 2@ T. maritimus f&p %% & chEEdt - Tamiops rodolphii
FE R 2 3 ¥ 4o T. swinhoei-maritimus 48 & fAEp % ¥ F i & L

B (#£26)-

2.4 33
241 B MHBEI - R

Rk~ A k2 AN R FIE Y - R A 3F Tamiops B 4 4+ f4
Vs z sk x o 2 T meclellandii 22 T. rodolphii % = - jH> &
& o #km T.swinhoei ¥2 T. maritimus 4r: ;= 2 p 35 H 43 > = '?1"*‘
A - PMIREFER AR RRAE E AL ko 7 P A F] K SLenld M
? > T.swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & fa¥p 2 %SFHF R G5 7 - ko %
B oML A TR Y L ¢ MA TR S A0 F L A BFP
TD~PY 2 TW %#H# ¢ k- 3% (B 2-2)°Y % ¢ 4K FIE ks

WA TR B 3 2t TW 2 PY 253 A ¢ =% h7 - K
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(B 22& M@ 2-5)-
MM R - RO, A R Fle 35 0 (DA k2 4t (lineage
sorting) » ()32 » B)AFlAF & * i 4 » (4)A F] T # (horizontal gene
transfer ) » (5)4 #f 445 3% (Arnold, 2006; Degnan & Rosenberg, 2009 ) -
BEARfEHT 4 2 R TE B The T oacslAs R - RDIFA) L iE i
* EPY & TW R¥EH iz ¥ &Y 4 & 8 A& Pl b st A 518 7
- RAORF] FG Y R 5 WA FIRE RS A FIA (B 2-2)
FPY & TW %¥ENL BBy R I3 MOV RERLEF - AFT IR A
Flerff Topgi * AP e BB RY 0 F]pt T L REAETE A2 AR
P28 FIRFR 7 — Ro K F| T H3 § % 2 E® X £ DNA F (Degnan
& Rosenberg, 2009) > X/ 23 P > 3 - REF 4 A TR §
Mz HGAFITH AP EE T e A7 &% ol B4
iy 3BT A FIR2E (gene family) hA F] > A AR AFIREY 53 A
- oA AT A OV M T EARY # G R T
Em A EAF A B IR e T 2 A A e A AT M
% - RERF A ha B RF] e
A kA - B DA Bt AT H AT A ER Y
2’4 (Buckleyetal., 2006) - TW £ PY %% & #73 & FlaH? &

L anE G (B 2-2) Tt D EEBR A S 0 L kAR
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WARS oA o VY R MK Fla e R A FlaOAR) 0 OB IR
SP~TD~SS %2 FU ¥R b hzt¥4p v (B 2-5) &7 150w 1 B
BT i b B HOE %, cTW-PY 2 TD %327 bl (273 F 3 &

WY A RATIEE L H L F AT FREST G A Y

b

SRATFIL perpl herd (B 2-4) FI a7 a4 » FAEH S

)

% oo 47 AFT G ARTD] TW &2 PY * £ A FIREY e B A - Ko
T i A R kA e %k o

Boave 3 AT gp i8R ARG H GO - RiuHP e
AR g i blAckRsE (Macaca arctoides, Tosi et al., 2003 ) ~ L
% (‘genus Capra, Pidancier et al., 2006 ) 2 & & ( Sorex granarius, Yannic
etal., 2008 ) Y % ¢ # A FIft TW 2 PY ¥ b iTigens £ ¥ &
TD % ; fv & f R A FIatr TW %2 574 0 L £_SS %%
PY ¥ 51Tk enH_SP % ¥ (B 2-5) - i&w =2 (ancient
hybridization) ¥ it £ # — R G E 28 o

¢ %8 7 IRBP - RAGL1 2 PRKCI e e 2Bl Y £ I TW
FEEB TG IEFI_TD > @ &2 SS = hhf xip ik (B 2-4)>

BY A R A FIhR i RoTW %3 nQ ke L7 5t 2 kge

LG TL S AT o Tl AR A IR TW 22 SS 253 4 it ih

PRR BRSO A Y R 9 WA FIAY TW & TD %3 e B8k (H
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2-5) #TiE B DR FI G E E R F R AR AU DNA %
(introgression ) o * $& ¥ iy e A5 A_TW % H e k4e L EHE A &
A EHRL L AARLER T HEFEE T A2 S S A HE
E’sﬂﬁi%] Mg AR e Bt R o S JRA A K AT S R iS g ALK ki
+% & F1B~ & (Rocaetal., 2004 ) -
PY * 3% % % 4 ¥ RAG1 4= PRKCI #B %3 % ¢ > £ TD 4 SP
EH B TS (B 2-4) 0 PY %% chh # 1 8L 337 TD ¥7 SP %3 4

FEL ¥R 2 B (B2-1) i@ e b miigd. L

N

FPY ¥ kp w72l ke k88 TD%%#5 & pAg &
Ak H B SP%FEG A RAEL (B 2-5)PY %#H 7 3 TW %82

Je ¥t 0 A R kB AR kIR AT ARy 0F

Y 2 ¢ 8B4 BE R DNA = 23 B0k R
MR > F B2 - R2 e B - A Tamiops B 3 + £ & F e
B2 Y 49 #A TR T meclellandii #_4 i et 5 5 4t
A Rk A A TR 5 T.orodolphii R Tk Bk end koo H =
£_Tamiops &2 Dremomys & R cBf 5> &Y % ¢ 482 44 ¢ 4 A7)

A

#+ > Tamiops & .8 % ¥ fsk s td A TR 2 Dremomys &£ T.

4

mcclellandii §_4 4% 3 » % 5% Tamiops 4 # ¥ H 43 (B 2-2) 2>+
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FIR W i R g ST R 1 Rl R S A 1 7

(4 : 12STDNA # 16StDNA) & % iFig 3 - &2 -

242 Fit g s

1Y 26 Mo RBAFIRORFEE (R22&H2-5) &
Bt 32 0 ¥ Tamiops G it € edeih o 5 & 0 2104 § & & % Tamiops
B> B 22 Dremomys g4 it o A g it i EL o B F & 8.8—6.7
B B &% > Tamiops 4 v 5 3 & % ¢ T. mcclellandii ~ T. rodolphii %
T. swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & fa% (B 2-2) > &pFd» BF L0 E 58
Fel koeidE A e B (109—7.5F 3 # % ) (Amano & Taira,
1992) Tamiops B 3 + & henp 12 ¥ wpki= 3t 2 5 520 ki d )
g gL Lot s TR kang LiFR AT R B8 Tamiops &
LN | R S VAR

% 58—39F &= > Tamiops B 2 % = e+ s b o
% T.swinhoei-maritimus #4F & &3 N > MRS L L A 58—517F
FEDEEAML 2L PR HA S AL oY RdREEE L K
Plaa58—39F FEn it (B22&F2-5) kKPR E
Tamiops f ¥ Bl & % it 7 a4 —ai @ 372 (Late Miocene )

(McKenna & Bell, 1997) #4pr= & o % T.rodolphii &£ s p & i 52 & 4p
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WENE L T E S Al (B2-3 & £ 2-6)c TGRSV
ic 4_Tamiops B2 87 5 cnd & FFEC o

40—17 g &5 > TW & PY %8R k&2 kie Lo wjE 7
e eh T. swinhoei-maritimus 48 & f@3 4 k¢ o it ik > Ais g 4

2L kg w4 XA TW &2 PY %% (B 2-5) ¢

243 A E

B j¥_Moore & Tate (1965) #-Tamiops 3|4 5 4 Bk

%7 Corbet & Hill (1992) enffse b » 5 diepviz o 4 $ 4640 3 5 5o
5 A 3% oCorbet & Hill(1992) 31 & F f s T. swinhoei ¥ T. maritimus

SR A ERE S R D FHUTFEL AL RERETIARAEY
Ad R~ KL I RE A A TR 0 T, swinhoei £ T. maritimus ‘¥ 2&
LEp e E(B22) a5 - BAFEMAF R E
FHEHPMNF A BLEAL D AE L BB bk S SN
£ & - 448 R Corbet & Hill(1992) e 2 < | £ ¥ > T. maritimus

( Bonhote, 1900 ) & 3% & » T.swinhoei (Milne-Edwards, 1874) ¢ o
Arb AR EAEPN S BAEALARX A BRA ML YRR
A R PRBATIHY PE- BT Au L AR kIR o

L

RTA KR € 2 L Moore & Tate (1965) 1% f > %] % T. swinhoei
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T. maritimus e c;8 4 & & 3 27 SS v FU 2 ¥ ehk # 3 ZhipiT > @ g
ZRELEIPAFIMY P A EAERN R - A& A4 L (Clade2)
? (@B 2-2) T.maritimus 7 £ & ~ T.swinhoei ¥ » ¥ — 1 & & & e
RE P AR PR EATRITED o
% T. swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & f&3 ¥ > “,f WA AT 2 TD

Magel o H %Y L 4 p b chH 43% (B 2-2)°SP~FU 2 SS
FEE L BWMAIMATFIE ) DREEBY v EBEOATY &
s %FEA P TWATD 2 PY % # P E 4 1 & 2 BRAFIRZR " 7
HpFaod TR (Bl 2-4) 973 6 BRBEAFAF 2 5 7 &
B (% 2-4)° & deQueiroz (2007) #& Iienst & fapE s (& H
General Lineage Concept of Species ) 28+ » H 3 ~ fhiF |+
(uniqueness ) = £t i 1+ (exclusiveness) % ¥ #-%| {4+ (diagnosability )
PAFTRITLIFAL L DIEE o FPt A P EFATERAT
swinhoei-maritimus 4f & ¥ ¥ 06 BREF VARSI 2 F o ¥ F >
TW %3 4% 4] (karyotype ) (2n=38; Oshida et al., 2002 ) £ FU *=
173] (2n=42; Linetal, A # & T4 ) Apg 2k > L@ H L #FT
swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & A I 227 - B - 4F & fAER 6 B %
HRFocyt-b i BEEREE ] 6.4% 0 B X 125% (£ 2-5) ¥ 3 - &

of Fo b P WA T35 5% hi B (Baker & Bradley, 2006) © F] 3t -
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a3k T.swinhoei-maritimus 48 & f# ¥ 16 B%HF Y TR 5 B4
fa o oA g X EL (T, swinhoei-maritimus 48 & &% ¢ 0 TW %
F)RS- B2 Ea w54 § L5 Tamiops formosanus
( Bonhote, 1900 ) -
. Tamiops rodolphii # 3 3 5 & s 2 > gt B ehcyt-b i3 @
FEAEs <30 5% (B 2-3& 4 2-6) 0 {3 ¥ it A ok — B A AT

L0 ot FLSHBREBe S AT ST R R

AR BN A A A E el B R BT
ERPEUE (Tamiops) @ “ R g 42 (A7 w1 25 & S 4
faenA, s Hd s B g AT o Tamiops B 4 48 R AL
Mg &P nARRID4BHFrAY RV FEIC8BHFAC &

PR G d

v
)
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T
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%21 HEfErgELyrAoRid

st /3 u . IR R B A
A (m) A F cyt-b
Tamiops CB 4% & : Cao Bang: Nguyen 600 0 2
maritimus Binh

T. maritimus FU PR AgEr fhL 730 3 6

T. maritimus PY 4% 3 : Sonla: Phu Yen 603 3 6

T. maritimus TD 4% 3 : Vinh Phuc: 950 3 4
Tam Dao

T. maritimus ™ ¥ 1,650—2,600 4 6

T. meclellandii TL j» By 438 2 5

T. meclellandii YG* PR 2 BG =2 0 1

T. rodolphii BM 4% 3 : Thua Thien: 1,249 0 1
Bach Ma

T. rodolphii KL 4% : Kien Giang: 10 3 6
Kien Luong

T. rodolphii MvVZP * Ea=a 0 1

T. swinhoei SP 4% 3 : Lao Cai: Sapa 2,030 3 6

T. swinhoei SS L R 2,300 1 1

T. swinhoei YL? PR Zs: B * 0 1

T. swinhoei YW PR Zs: 2E L 2,200 0 2

“H_GenBank T iR 7 0 EAIE R FAL o
b 7%_Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California Berkeley, Berkeley, California, USA # *

2Rk o EEBEFAL .
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% 2-2 FRépra4F g (PCR) & 2 RiE4Rr & * 5l 3

AT 3l b Bl e % ik
IRBP P217 (f) 5"-ATGGCCAAGGTCCTCTTGGATAACTACTGCTT-3’ +IRBP217, Stanhope et al.
(1992)
P1531(r)  5-CGCAGGTCCATGATGAGGTGCTCCGTGTCCTG-3’ -IRBP1531, Stanhope et al.
(1992)
POIF (f) 5’-GTCCTCTTGGATAACTACTG-3’ AT P AR
PO2R (1) 5"-CAGGTCCATGATGAGGTGC-3’ AT P AR
RAG1 S70 (f) 5"-TCCGAGTGGAAATTTAAGMTGTT-3’ Steppan et al. (2004)
S73(r) 5"-GAGGAAGGTRTTGACACGGATG-3’ Steppan et al. (2004)
S77 () 5"-TCCATGCTTCCCTACTGACCTG-3’ Steppan et al. (2004)
S105 (r) 5"-CTCCACRGGGTCAGCCAGAAT-3’ Steppan et al. (2004)
SOl (r) 5"-TGCATGATGGCCTCCAGCTC-3’ AT P AR
PRKCI  PK1 () 5"-AAACAGATCGCATTTATGCAAT-3’ Matthee et al. (2004)
PK2 (r) 5"-TGTCTGTACCCAGTCAATATC-3’ Matthee et al. (2004)
SRY $286 (f) 5"-GTTGGGCGGGGTTGAGGGGGTGTTGAGGGCGGAG-3’  SRY286, Suzuki et al. (1997)
H777(r)  5-GGCCGATACTTATAGTTTCGGGTATTT-3’ HMG?777, Suzuki et al. (1997)
SMCY7 Y5 (f) 5"-TGGAGGTGCCCRAARTGTA-3’ Hellborg & Ellegren (2003)
Y6 (r) 5"-AACTCTGCAAASTRTACTCCT-3’ Hellborg & Ellegren (2003)
cyt-b Cb1 (f) 5"-GACATGAAAAATCATCGTTG-3’ 4 Oshida et al. (2000) 2

L14724 i 2217 %
Cb3 (r) 5’-CATTTTTGGTTTACAAGACCAAAG-3’ d  Oshida et al. (2000) 2
HI15910 i 217 %
Cb422 ()  5’-GTAATGACGGTAGCTCCTC-3 -

Cb770 ()  5-TAGGAGACCCTGATAACTATAC-3’ MY B TR

P A F]UIRBP, R kwmre BFALF FR 4 & 39 A 7] (interphotoreceptor retinoid binding protein gene ) ;
RAG1, £ efc# A #]1 (recombination activating gene 1) ; PRKCI, #-v 7 jfi#Ci (protein kinase
C,iota); SRY,Y% ¢ %8+ 5]z & 7] (sex-determining region Y ) ; SMCY7, SMCY £ Flintron 7 ;
cyt-b, # 448 mre ¢ % b F] (mitochondrial cytochrome b gene) °

P frm e RA r e Ao PCR* hil 3wz 7 -

% RukATHB 1 M=A/C;R=A/G;S=C/G -
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223 RAFTRHF KRR SR A L

- % % (denaturation) %k & (annealing) £ JE (extension)

®H° ':w{ PR EA pE R BA pE R A
(~) C) (~) (C) (~) (C)
IRBP 30 1 94 1 70 2 70
RAG1 40 1 94 1 51 2 72
PRKCI 35 0.5 94 0.5 50 1 72
SRY 40 0.5 94 0.5 50 1 72
SMCY7 40 0.5 94 0.5 50 1 72
cyt-b 35 1 94 1 55 2 72

E AR EFERAF B4 S AR (94°C) 5 A4 3040 TR IERE R BB (72°C) T &
10 & 45 -

P A ¥ 1 IRBP, Rk fmre BALE fB% & 39 A& F] (interphotoreceptor retinoid binding protein gene ) ;
RAG1, € wfc# fk %] 1 (recombination activating gene 1); PRKCI, #-¢ F jcfi# Ci (protein kinase

C,iota); SRY,Y % ¢ %8+ %)+ % 3 #] (sex-determining region Y ); SMCY7, SMCY # 7] intron 7 ;

cyt-b, # 548w 2 & % b 2 F] (mitochondrial cytochrome b gene) °

% 2-4 Tamiops maritimus ¥ T.swinhoei % *£%f B 4% & Flenv #5)

> g P

ge Y-% 4 HWAF (Y) WA HMAT (A) -
SRY SMCY7 IRBP RAG1 PRKCI
T. maritimus
PY 0 1 0 0 0 1
TD 0 3 0 0 0 3
™ 0 1 3 3 0 7
FU 3 3 0 3 5 14
T. swinhoei
SP 3 0 2 0 0 5
SS 3 4 4 8 0 19

CoEE AL A 21 o
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% 2-5 Tamiops maritimus £ T.swinhoei % %+ [ Ak 548 cyt-b &

F] b h K2P if i pEdg

v a T. swinhoei T. maritimus
=4
YL SP+YW SS PY TD+CB ™
T. maritimus
FU 8.1 9.8 8.7 10.4 9.7 9.5
™W 8.8 12.5 9.2 12.3 12.1
TD+CB 11.5 11.5 11.0 10.9
PY 10.9 6.4 11.5
T. swinhoei
SS 5.6 12.3
SP+YW 10.7

P NEIEL A 2-1

% 2-6 Tamiops B 2 & k2 HOEHE AR A cyt-b XX F]F ch K2P

ey
W 4k RS # B (%)
Tamiops & & & & &
swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & % & rodolphii 16.8
swinhoei-maritimus 4 £ f&3% & mcclellandii 14.2
rodolphii & mcclellandii 17.0
Tamiops rodolphii & % p %3 /&
KL & BM 12.2
KL & MVZ 5.5
BM & MVZ 12.5
Tamiops mcclellandii & % p %3 fF
TL& YG 3.8

@ apag g A 24
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90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E
| | |

g z
= =}
N <
iy
g z
&7 — <
« o
g z
&7 =l
N (]
i}? X
P B
: £ Ly
= =
P E T. maritimus |
) T. meclellandii /%<
T. rodolphii
s [[] 7 swinhoei
S | ’ {/// ff ?E
T T T T
90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E

B 2-1 Tamiops BF Al Tfrd s Fens R - 3 B N2 I [
Bl A ARG g B BT ML L 2- 1o d Ao L5464 F B
X_% & Moore & Tate (1965 ) ~ Corbet & Hill (1992 ) ~ Francis (2008 )
% Hoffmann & Smith (2008) shELg @ m = o
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(a) Y chromosome
91,10&‘

T. swinhoei-SP1
T. swinhoei-SP2
T. swinhoei-SP3

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ‘
T. maritimus-PY1 |
78,99 !
99,100 T. maritimus-PY5 |
30| 7599 . i
M T. maritimus-PY6 |
ZIN | T. maritimus-TD1|
96,100 |
T. maritimus-TD3|
99,100 !
20 T. maritimus-TD4
93,100 T. maritimus-TW4
5.8
77,91 T. maritimus-TW2
T. maritimus-TW3
T. maritimus-TW1
88,100 T T ‘
88,99 T. swinhoei-SS |
6.7 47 T. maritimus-FUS |
" [o7.100 1
T. maritimus-FU4 i
|
T. maritimus-FU6 |
900 | T T
T. rodolphii-K1.2
73 100,100

10.4

98,100

100,100

1

T. rodolphii-KL3
T. rodolphii-KL5

T. meclellandii-TL1
T. mcclellandii-TL3
| D. pernyi-1

D. pernyi-2
D. pernyi-3

C. erythraeus-1
100,100 |

| C. erythraeus-2
C. erythraeus-3

— 0.005 substitutions/site

} 3dVv19

¢ 3dVvV190

(b) Autosomes

72~ .. 3
S0~ T. maritimus-TD1 |
90,97 T. maritimus-TD3 %
T. maritimus-PY 1 | (9}
96,100 iy | N
> N T. maritimus-PYS5 | »
| 7. maritimusPY6 | N
T. maritimus-TW1 =
T. maritimus-TW3
98’1502 T. maritimus-TW4
T. maritimus-TW2
32,78
e T. swinhoei-SP1
i 93,10 . .
l T. swinhoei-SP2 o
i ; ~
90,99 T. swinhoei-SP3 >
7.8 81.96 T. swinhoei-SS | [}
54 T. maritimus-FUS m
99,100 o
T. maritimus-FU4
2% T maritimus-FUG |
88 T. meclellandii-TL1

10.4

100,100

100,100

T. meclellandii-TL3
T. rodolphii-KL2
T. rodolphii-KL3
T. rodolphii-KL5

D. pernyi-1
100,100 |

| D. pernyi-2
D. pernyi-3
100,100|— C. erythraeus-2

C. erythraeus-1
C. erythraeus-3

— 0.001 substitutions/site
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(c) mtDNA

T. swinhoei-SP3
T. swinhoei-SP1
T. swinhoei-SP2

T. maritimus-PY 1 i

T. maritimus-PY5 |

T. maritimus-PY6 %
T. maritimus-TD4 %

100.100 |

T. maritimus-TD3 %

T. maritimus-TD1 |

&150:30 T. maritimus-TW3

| 92100 T. maritimus-TW4

10 100108 7 maritimus-TW1

T. maritimus-TW2
172 % T. swinhoei-SS
5.1 T. maritimus-FU6

98,100

100,100

T. maritimus-FU4

T. maritimus-FUS

T. meclellandii-TL3

82,70 100,100[ T. mcclellandii-TL1

D. pernyi-1
99,100 permt

D. pernyi-2

D. pernyi-3

T. rodolphii-KL2
T. rodolphii-KL3

T. rodolphii-KL5
|00,100| C. erythraeus-2

C. erythraeus-1

L

C. erythraeus-3

— 0.02 substitutions/site

} 3dVv19

¢ 3dVvV190



W 2-2 28 R EATFIAR MG < R ZEH RGN Gt (@Y 34 WA T (SRY&SMCY7): (b) #8344 tA
%] (IRBP, RAG1 & PRKCI) ; (¢) #-%n%8w? ¢ % b & 7] - Callosciurus erythraeus F_fH35 0k (2 ¢ b3 o A s}
cfcE A alRT frf “E P FEF A > P FFEBIER o A BB AL “dawmiz L3F > Bl “—"4& 73 o &
BRI E I GEPACEF U FELH o Y27 WMATFIRMAL ¢ WATIH ok L% * Tamiops

B 4e Dremomys & & i erpE (104 7 8 &5 ) 5 Ryp 5 R R cyt-b AL FlaenRe r BRRIE * K Y 44 WA B Y
7 T. swinhoei £2 T. maritimus & ¥ &iTx A2 L 2B 8L (S8 A F &0 ) 5 &y o BB HFI BT 5 K TREF
Fenmpgho B 28 Lianp 2L BRY A T EL £ 2-1 fo' & A - Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4F & A% & -
BAFIHYT 3 - A2 Cladel & Clade2> 2237 % 2- R pMR> 2977 hd 2 A FIRY § 7 %S
B o
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T. swinhoei-SP1,SP2,SP5,SP6
T. swinhoei-SP3
T. swinhoei-SP4
{ T. swinhoei-YW1
99.100 | w9l 7 sypinhoei-Y W2
T. maritimus-PY1
T. maritimus-PY2,PY3,PY4
T. maritimus-PY5
T. maritimus-PY6
T. maritimus-TD2
— T. maritimus-CB1
T. maritimus-TD1,TD3
T. maritimus-TD4
T. maritimus-CB2
T. maritimus-TW1
95,100 1000 T. maritimus-TW5
T. maritimus-TW6

T. maritimus-TW2
T. maritimus-TW3
88,96 T. maritimus-TW4
il: T. swinhoei-SS
80| 87.95 T. swinhoei-YL*
T. maritimus-FU6
w10} T\ maritimus-FU3

85,80

99,100

79,82

100,100

98,100

T. maritimus-FU1,FU2,FUS
T. maritimus-FU4

s 1. meclellandii-TL3
99,100 [I T+ meclellandii-TL1,TL2,TLS
4|’ T. meclellandii-TL4
75— T. meclellandii-Y G*

100,100 D. pernyi-1
D. pernyi-2
D. pernyi-3
wrp T. rodolphii-KL1,KL3,KL4,KL5,KL6

93,
ol 1T, rodolphii-K1.2
98,100 T. rodolphii-MVZ
T. rodolphii-BM

100,100 C- ervthraeus-2
|_| C. erythraeus-1
C. erythraeus-3

— 0.02 substitutions/site

Bl 2-3 54 EREATFEF] ML PR R EE He e S cyt-b 25 7]
ML M TiHT e & 5L+ d GenBank T A e 5 7] (accession nos. - T.
mcclellandii-YG » EF539333 ; T. swinhoei-YL » EF539334) - Callosciurus

erythraeus S_g25 0B 2@ cn*b 3 o AR ¢ cnde® _alRT fo b < X

o

SWFER A > ¢ B BLIER o FREA BB AR L N HEHIE R
;ff , E'JJ"Z “_”%\’T‘F ° é’-{ig

forit & A

6 b BE2T (B AE RS TR 4 241

IS

e



(a) IRBP
® (9)

(b) RAGT

(c) PRKCI

B 2-4 Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus #F & ¥ p & % EHE UL ¢ A
F) B 52 b % % %8 ¢ (a) IRBP ; (b) RAGL ; (c) PRKCI - & - i
ARERN S S ¥ SR B S R G EE LRy
PR R A 2-1 AR E LA FE Y AR 4 Bco Tamiops maritimus
A F1 A e 4 &7 Toswinhoei A FAl A d AT o AT R e
BERLE ERALBEEOREE 2 AP T2 RS

He oo
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- Y chromosome mtDNA

SP

PY

D

SS

FU

B 2-5 Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & ¥ Y 4 ¢ §8 2L FIpE ko
S TIPS o A BT el e F FE D (mya) e T

B PEOLR 2 ATEHE o EORFRBTIFRLA 210
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$2F SMAGRRRALG I pEeE

CEERFR A F I A S BB A PR
$RoAHTEAFTHBIELZ F 5 AF P ARG B
PO At AT m A ke ? L LA FE LAY MERE R
Porig ey AR BT R E e PR G PR E LA
w5 ~ 547 (4o & L B, Callosciurus erythraeus, Oshida et al., 2006; 7

, Manis pentadactyla, % ,2007; # & § 5 %, Trimeresurus
stejnegeri, Creer et al., 2001; #7~ % = ¥ 4, Japalura swinhonis, %I,
1995; 38 = 7 ik, Sylvirana latouchii, Jang-Liaw et al., 2008;
i+, Rhacophorus moltrechti, #, 1997; %% Loxoblemmus
appendicularis complex, Yeh et al., 2004; 7 k1%, Cyclobalanopsis
glauca, Huang et al., 2002; & % #%, Castanopsis carlesii, Cheng et al.,
2005) - Rm o A E AT BARL TS ¢ L LR A
rH} L7 § & & P EF)F (40 & &, Apodemus semotus, Hsu et al., 2001;
2 g % B, Eothenomys melanogaster, &, 2007; &k &, Anourosorex
yamashinai, Yuan et al., 2006; % & j2, Mustela sibirica, % ,2004; =

A £ & .1 X Capricornis swinhoei, 5&,2002; £ %,2001;2003) - & *
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PP RBERDAFIEL T it P FARGOPEs AT
%fﬁ@&ﬂﬁ&ﬂ’%iﬁ$¢mmﬂ’ﬁ“ﬁmmﬁ{ﬁ
FHAEERFIZ - o blde s B R - R RE S TE G A
i i @ e e 3B R (G P B, Oshida et al., 2006; <= A+,
Kurixalus eiffingeri, &, 2008; :}i‘f;’ﬁ'ﬁ < 7 3, Jang-Liaw et al., 2008 ) o
SHE P SETEEWFNAETG S (Linetal, 2000) S 5 =
sk e Hp &2 R o Ak P R Bk & 4 52 (Juetal, 2007 ) -
AfnaE A G ANRF R DBH S §F A F FFOPFE I
Mo 2 F RiCROERES EFFEREFHROLF o FRIR (4 F A
Te —1,700m) >~ £ £+ (&»# 1,000—-2,300m) % &4
( Trochodendron aralioides ) (4~ # * i£ 3,000 m) & 3 f&4 # 3 5%
A RBIE R RS )’I‘U‘% BRI W kPR
¥% % e £ (Huang et al., 2002; Cheng et al., 2005; Huang et al.,
2004) 0 ¥ A ENH P AR A T R AT AR A ]

-
m,ﬁ/

=hg

R AP akir i Bl e RS AR KD EF FR

St

SRR P e SERTREE . E NN Uk ) Pl e U
ST s RENIRA FfE (4o 2k i, Yuan etal, 2006; 1 .14 FB

& #8%, Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum species complex, Chung et
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al., 2007)

SR A AR CR ST S R S ey I AN A TE SRR 8 AR
B F 27 gk B B R (Greenwood, 1980; Handley & Perrin, 2007 ) -
Eddept 4 E ] B g B4R ki S DNA & i
2R AR DNA & 14 R E#7F 0 Whi§ iw%jg#ii%%ﬁ%ﬁ%
% 0] (40 5% ) B 8 45, Rhinolophus monoceros, Chen et al., 2008; *
¥z 45, Eptesicus fuscus, Turmelle et al., 2011 ) - Tosi et al. (2000) #= %
ppiedhiBiEe s PR B ES (Macaca) 35 #2* k DNA
FrtEFRSE o oL A2k > Ay R i DNA B s &rip 23 Ty

HA TR e T b e e @A g B R <2 gk

Tie s MR PR e L B L o mEin L o

¥

» 2

d %= % T S#A X & (Tamiops maritimus

*«f

formosanus ) ¥2 47 ' < BEeIT 4 EH AR AR DNA F ahe (b7 4 e
T AT RO BRI SCFOER T 2 AR ROBEE S

TeakiP B R L LG LERERG AR FET

A

W E S A FERE g s PR AL BB e AR

IRAEFALHFAFERPE (500—3,670m) (F ", 1932; Yu, 1994)

e

o+
s
-

LR RTW AR L~ F A AP B AR A

A R E LTI G BA e R R T AT BRI
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AHRATERBA LN PBEE TEHE S BT 8§
T e R EA A BT i 6 A2 7 - R

o FILAFTHEERY S R A eyt-b AFE Y 44 AT

3

i Bikie > & j{%]‘l@q\lj‘l"'? Be:(l) BRfais e B A s 4p
FEs Y Tt kA K BERSR R Q) F T o2
PR R PR @A R TS o 4o SRR E kP & Bk

FEEST S H IR E 5 (3) Hevh oA F R R Y o

3.2 Hifte 3k
321 HAH B

S pEHREERC JLRIR P ESNTFBAFH > LPF
104 & 5 @A i R Rene St A o o4 B e A p S
AP vm s K K360 BB AFASEAL OB P (& 3-]
KB 3-1) BARL F & 422 L Lf% ~ 7 2 L%~ & AL s 3 LR

Z R Lo FE M G R R R 2 b A - &

T

¢ A

|~ T2 B2 & GenBank ¢ s Tamiops H & Ffd ~ EEH 2 K 7 o
¢ 3% HQ698367-9 ~ HQ698378 ~ HQ698381-2 ~ HQ698386-7 ~
HQ698402-3 ~ HQ698409 ~ HQ698472-84 ~ HQ698490-3 ~ HQ698500-12

HQ698518-21 -
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322 DNA X3P - H¥tg2 TR
12 DNA Purification Kit ( Epicentre, Madison, USA ) :i& {7 gDNA
EPo FPBARRBR R LR P o e B R RS EPanle

B B E TR 0 Rtk R 99% 1 b he f Y 0 ¥ 5 et-80°C

—

Pk A % o FPeri@ 2 gDNA % i3 3 B 75 % 30—40ul ¢ Tris-HCL
EDTA (TE) =A% # o

ER* 3EAFI A2 3B s u iR med 2 b

(cyt-b) £ F1~Y % ¢ %8+ e SRY (sex-determining region ) ( Suzuki et

al.,1997) 2 Y 4 ¢ $8#+ SMCY7 & 5| # £ (Hellborg & Ellegren,
2003) - R & fEsd 4F F & (polymerase chain reaction, PCR ) i {7 &
)5 72 15t BAEo S ¥ S0l S PCR & B i% ¢ § 50—200 ng
1% B~ gDNA~ 10 mM 7 Tris-HCI(pH 8.3 )~50 mM = KCI~ 1.5 mM
11 MgCl, ~ 200 uM i %] ANTP ~ 0.25—0.5 uM i %] 51 3 (primer )
% 2.5 ¥ i+ e TaKaRa TaqTM F & ¥ (Takara Bio Inc., Otsu, Japan ) °
PCR @ * 9513 530 4 3-2° PCR A2 7 4cif (i H i R & P 3K T
4ok 3-3 0

Hign+ 2 PCRAF GRTAFGRAR RSy TE AP 74 4o ft
FoP( a4 54 ) ABIPRISM 3730 z_E ik ( Applied Biosystems,

Foster City, California) 34 {7 A F] ¥ BLen@ /B 1 17> T A PFR * 03l 5
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F|A 4 32 0

323 FIlmIRe A TS it
TR 78 2. B 7 12§ %8 BioEdit ver. 7.0.9.0 (Hall, 1999 ) i& {7 %k

b %~ Fov TR § RSt (alignment) 2 K Flend
@ o d 2t SRY 22 SMCY7 % ALY % ¢ %8+ » e (linked) hik
FIFE  FIrEEAEIEFTLAIT - BT 104 1F cyt-b B 515 Y
Ad AT ESE A A+ (£ 3-1) < 12 #ic8 DnaSP ver. 5.10

(Librado & Rozas, 2009 ) 4 #7 & 7|0 % 4| 14 = 2L ( polymorphic sites)
#p ~ £ F =2k (parsimony informative sites) #cpP ~ A F]7]

(haplotype) #c P ~ AFAB B &R ~F 282 PIHRHLERZ &

Tajima (1989) ~ Fu & Li (1993) % @ Mg it chigipl o

324 MM L
EHEA U cyt-b & A FI AR Rk B % (phylogeny ) BF o A%
B % #2027 & (maximum likelihood, ML ) ;2 ¥ k. < j& 3 (Bayesian
inference, BI) /% o & &2 2 ¥ 1% & F 7 - {4 de e MM 2o
#1288 MrAIC ver. 1.4.4 (Nylander, 2004 ) 335 2 & & 3 5 i #E
3 5 A#HEHE R M e AIC (Akaike Information Criterion ) £ 2

i AIC & » %%J‘l PeiE B i d] 0 B %% 1) GTR (generalized-time
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reversible )( Tavare, 1986 ) +1 (a proportion of invariable sites ) ¥_cyt-b
A Flatenk d w0 o
12 48 PhyML ver. 3 (Guindon & Gascuel, 2003 ) 2 # ML #12 B
% > & #H# (tree topology searching method ) % Z_% NNI (nearest
neighbor interchange ) ¥2 SPR (subtree pruning and regrafting ) = —‘F‘f 3
FE S BERE - 2 &% o087 £ & (node support ) 2 aLRT
(approximate likelihood ratio test) i J& {¥ ( Anisimova & Gascuel,
2006 ) - 12 MrBayes ver. 3.1.2 (Ronquist & Huelsenbeck, 2003 ) £ ;43
TR R BRSSP B 5 2 (2runs) MCMCMC
( Metropolis-coupled Monte Carlo Markov chains ) &% » & % % ig {7
4 1 :F & (4 chains )e ¥ & 7 3,000,000 % »& 100 P~ — =t »Burn-in
EEE 25% ‘H“J“/fr% ® MCMCMC & &5 %% A4k F o 2. B Mt -
£ 1845002 B A8 B~H 2 % (consensus) I 3tE F - Ay ghen
I {4 % & (Bayesian posterior probability, BPP) % 3 ¥ &5 & g 2+
B o
ZHY R MA S RG M RE R AAFRFALECFEG
2 4F 247 K& 0 statistical parsimony ;# ( Templeton et al., 1992; Posada &

Crandall, 2001 ) » ¢ # %8 TCS ver. 1.21 (Clement et al., 2000 ) 34 7 -

B E A FANRE g 28 % (network of haplotypes ) © i& & pF » =2k
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Gk (gap) e AST~CoGohens 5 Bk o A 74P eid B e

BARE 2R B 95%h¥ 2 B o

3.2.5 i B A 44
SRR TR @GR G B GepR g > 3% NCPA

(Nested Clade Phylogeographic Analysis ) ;# ( Templeton et al., 1995 )
17 A 47 0 BB AR E 7 3088 ANeCA ver. 1.2 (Panchal, 2007) 34 {7 -
AR FTHMTCS ver. 1.21 (Clement et al., 2000 ) 2 4§ 2 F] 3| & chf
“Be% - 4 d ANeCA#TCS ver. 1.21:% T#miig ¥4 4 % & Panchal &
Beaumont (2007) =k R]:E {7 &k &4 ¥ > A5 & & % mnested
clades = % = # R 2 2 = # %8 GeoDis ver. 2.5 (Posada et al., 2000 ) » #-
o Hhk s Fenik FIA e R 7 28 AL PR ool i 4 47 o GeoDis
g3t B - ~AF(clade)” #73 BRI LY & Tt T EESE (Do)

ZGaEEY ATE BREL R - PR R 4 H e T2 LTt T EEL

|k

Bentzen, 1989) # Pl = e 33§ L B endg F M o B {d > ANeCA % J4
Templeton (2004 ) ¥2? Panchal & Beaumont (2007 ) sINCPA#& 4 # %

#. (inference key ) 2| %7if &7 &0 18 chaff 3 |+ o
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3.2.6 FHBE LT
SRR L EHE T SR EEESE > 2508 DnaSP ver. 5.10
(Librado & Rozas, 2009 )3+ 5 = $ A F1 4| W dg A £ R g B & # (T
mismatch distribution ) £2 1295 Rogers & Harpending (1992 ) s\ 7

PE2ZPHELT  cBBREEHY EnL Bt 2 e -

Moo ptod k8 StatView ver. 5.0 ( SAS Institute Inc., North Carolina,

USA) #f7 -

327 i ERFZE

AREEFLACERDOREHEY AN L2 o5 - B
r8s ver. 1.71( Sanderson, 2003 ) = & » % 3% 2 Powell ;2 (Gill et al., 1981;
Press et al., 1992 )& if i* =i nonparametric rate smoothing ;* ( Sanderson,
1997) #ksfg cyt-b e ML B F i85 2 da i & 2 B BLeyg (P PR o
R R E_ Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4g & fa ¥ 4 (b 4= 4o pF F

(58 FHE® HLF- %) 510 -

P A AR R E VR R BEEY RES - E sl
FUAEi * i B8 DNA & b 5 (5 7§ &2 4 8 2%, Avise et al,
1998) Fa & H & (L R o EHF g BEEipF 2 itk MEGA ver. 4

( Tamura et al, 2007 ) 3+ % > # K2P (Kimura’s two-parameter )

(Kimura, 1980) & 3+ & jEgans F & - B30 o
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3.3 .

i

B
331 AF] S HiE

104 & isxBiricyt-b AF A7) 2L 5 1140 B ék A% (bp)>
® 124bp 57 ¥ E 28 %G 49 A F]3 (haplotype) » 2 Fl31s
£ & (haplotype diversity) = 0.975 > ¥ H s £ & 0.0325 0 B 5| F
TP H R AEES 37 PIHRERA LY BRI ER T AEF R
o Bapdh (% 3-4)-

51 8 s O BLC T A ENE Y 4 4 48 SRY 2 SMCY A 7 & £ -SRY
Bl R 5 517bp 4 3BHE g £4 458477 5 A7
BB R 05030 P st £ & 0.0014 - SMCY7 A 71 £ A 5 519 & 520
bpr F 4BRE I 23 3AATI > AFULE R 0599 ¥
Aest BB 0.00320 ¢ MBI AR F R HIFH (£ 3-5)F KA
LS SALTR (YI—YS5) 2 ¢ &4 73] Y5 & SMCY7

1% 224 B - Bhad - BakAIE O FI AR AR R S 520bp (£ 3-6)0

332 MM cyt-b AFrim s M hr s @A+

"2 ML i &2 Bl 2 22 f el SO cyt-b BB 020 1 & o 2 1
EREpnEk (B32)e SHAFERRERT A 5 = % # : Clade
N -~ Clade A 2 Clade S » & $ 8Le0 v 5 B JE ¥ &% «7alLRT &2 BPP &

Fop2FAERPR AP ZZF#H3 £ Clade N & % 30§ Rk



B TR AR A P R LA B R L L% Clade A A AR
F i % s Clade S A # 30 RjEe = Fikag g hP & L%y
B d L% s 2L AR 2 R 2 LWL RIS B F (] 3-3) o Clade A
23 Clade N i @R 2837 > e 32 1 2ree Clade S 83 0 & 'ﬁiiﬁ\
2 g % o CladeN P22 Clade S 2383 £ ol < o By 5 o
Clade S #.cyt-b e ML 2 Bl % £ 4 5 = ¥ :Clade S1 & Clade
S2 (B 3-2) 8278 aLRT ¥ BPP «7v 13 B &L F 5% 80% .+ T » fe b
e B L F P EA R CladeS1 2 F 8 AG » A2 EFLE FE
CladeN&¥E > L1 /B34A L% alrt A FAL® > dF 3 3 .L0L%; Clade
S2 s FgF od 32 L% Clade A £3E> L I ¢ & 17% & Clade
Sl £ 8 #2221 CladeS1 3 72 “Edp > LAt ERKms (B

3-3)-

333 Y%¢ BWMAFI RGN AERELE

P TCS V121 24 548 Y % & H A F13) ehse e B 5 4o )
3-4 0 Y1 fri— g% N 2% (interior) ek F13] » H 4 4 f& 5 7]4)
F Atk (tip) hin g o B IEZEF L > AFA YL A F P A0
23R A TR Y2 A F R L LA d o LRt B AL F] A
Y3 A F e iR B 3R s e FE R E R AT Y4

AN R L LR RIT R F s AT YS A F Y L LR AL
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AR L LR BRITE R (B 35) AR T YL &2 Y2 AR
TR FR @ Y3 Y4 2 XS e F R e b T ek A g 2
TR LM TRFIARAKS > BIUAFR A (£ 3-6)° %
AT Al ens Rt A cyth R mAF R JREIDEF - OB
FABIYY S A AR EY > 4 BE BTG - BAT]
o3 BrEG A BATL 2 BrEF = BATL (£37)-d A
FlAlE e B o E R (B 3-5&%37) "PHFRALE L L% &

$ Y230 AR 5 Y4 Y %9 Mo g @

HREFFLERPAMcyt-hE Y L ¢ MAEFGERI AR * > A&
14 Y1 —Y5 tcyt-b e 229 g B A # ¥ 4 - % (Fisher’s
Exact Test, P<0.001) (% 3-8)° Y1 &R & # &) » v K 1138 Ak 4%y
CladeA #* ;Y2~Y3 %2 Y4 2 p WA L& BAFEY 5 YSH
A CladeN P ;CladeA P R AR Y43 ehY 44 48 o 012 }
AP AR ol MU A FL A AR AR H g RSk 3 Y AT (B33

B 3-5&% 3-8) -

3.3.4 s u cyt-b X Fleh NCPA £ 49
CladeNpf ¥ A %4 442 :2-1-22~23%2 24 (@ 36) H*

xfzz b TN ST 2 BATFA T A F Y L LAY E ;22 B
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ZI16BAFA > ¥ AFmE Y L LA EHR L% 2P AT
4] B371 4o B503 £t = e A #25- Lok chA A (£ 3-7)0 7 &
B AE P F Ap R (interior) % (B 3-6) - NCPA ¢ 12 B
W7o 0 2-2 B B e % B (total cladogram ) 7 Dc & Dn & £

BM¥ (£39) -3 B8 x2FRgdasa 29 2253
PR T R REEA T R ORE L Uil R TALZ
K dadr o BB Clade N " e 123 & 4 L A7 # A\#gzl}‘]év’ﬂﬁéﬁ

% (contiguous range expansion ) X f#§# o

B 3-7 3 Clade S s NCPA & k22 % > ¥ & 5 3-1 & 3-2
B A2 2 2¥RTIE 3-2 3Clade S2 ¥ Clade S1 e Dc ¥ Dn & £ B
MFerhs 3-1 2B Rem (£39)d Fad @u 2y

d B fpdganies v (allopatric fragmentation) % fZ# o

3.35 Y % ¢ #4 F15a NCPA 4 4%

RAc b bR Y 44 WS B AT S NCPA A 457 4 5 2-1
BRIAHE I EH HE FRREEE D Dn LR Y EHF (F
3-4 &% 3-10) e # 2-1 el B ERR T J A F BRI FHE K fZ
#2274 2P R BRI 2 ) ERRPRERDY

¢ WAFAR EA HGRIAG Tk o
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3.3.6 A cyt-b A Flehx 4 £ B 1L i

LA ER IR BB EFE D cyt-b B 7] ik T3 B dg 2L s $
£ 3 v o g EHE LR A # (mismatch distribution ) 4o ] 3-8 “,/TT Clade
S (B 3-8c) MMERpGEaTHFRAT > BRFHFEAIDT EF 4
¥4 3 (P<0.0001) ¢ > Hep 4 BosEcni B A+ » ¢ T ILH L%

WA BT ENLRE YA RF (P>0.05)-

337w fre

MER s b B A A S BEF LR oA 3-11 2B 3-9 0 5%
POER R REF L 43t 301 g & et 272 (Pliocene ) 0 A &
EE R ks i A #72 (Pleistocene ) % ¥ (Clade N £7 Clade A & :
203 &% ;CladeSl 2 Clade S2 FF : 1.3 F & & ) 1L B %R¥EPN D
AR AT FE N o 2 KOP KRB HEN R B hoytb iE i @A
Clade N ¥2 Clade A 2z_ & 2.8% ; Clade S ¥7 Clade (N+A ) 2. & 5.6%

UGB R P ERA A 3 B PR R8s B8 '?;11 &

e ofe N CEEA MAKLPERF 28 A E 0 S icAl 18s B h3.1

B AT
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34 3
3413 T @A HER
PRy A cyt-b A FIAIR M 4 (B 3-2) B AT B A S

Bl(BI3-3) SHANEIPRT AL 3BWIZE Sy &5

>+
<
N

Clade N (#*# )~Clade A (P 2 .L# ) % CladeS (% #¥ ) Clade N
2 Clade S & & Bl ~ § g3 % 2 > Clade A 2 Clade S /7 2 Lig»
TAEffor A A ¥ A F 8Ly "L Clade Ao B Clade N 2 Clade
S 3B A L AN H L L LY AL TR L s
9 DNA 2 72 40 i AN 4piT > 0 L & £ g A & 1 (dr: A&, Hsuetal.,

2001; 2 PE B, 3k, 2007, &k &, Yuanetal.,, 2006; & &3, X

2004; &AL LI, EE 2001;2003; 8,2002) A E AP Kk
$i% (ALt R, Oshidaetal., 2006; % L7, 3,2007) L & R R A&

ARG e o Bl A A A L hifE s A Ehg R A 9D ERS

R

H-

w

I Y

-
*m

et b A REEEL L B R (B
Rk b ) BT R BB B AR R L LR A F i 48 (500—3,670
m o ¥, 1932; Yu, 1994 ) » fe F2 58 H 1 3@ B4 L chT] S 0 Bu g s
Foens # oG A T R o

ERRERY ¢ MARAFA T ERE 2 E B8 (RI3-5) &

By F1A e B TR (W] 3-4) ¢ iz g o S BAFIA S
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2 F-HE ZYINY3I Y43 Y5 o#HEE T Y2 0RY %4
BAFAN # R AE Rt At ad N 5 - BT LisE ¥
TENAFEAFUYIAFR > K L L% a B ARTT 0 °
LB B P AR IR E o R N AR A A A T - Y3~ Y4
2OYS o ARt ch R 0 P AR R Y o ke
BT B YL AT A AT o AN Y2 AR GEP =
SR EEE o B LA B Y2 TS Y1 A4 R FA
BB hFE DM %o 4R E A T Aiﬁ%‘—k? w2 Y1 & Y2
st fpir L o Bl Y2 (AR T ae 2 Y1 & B o
HBRIESHERAEDNA (R42* %) a2 LrEEY 44 8
(R&R %) AFF] g R F G TR (£ 3-8) W K
g I L0 F T A oo kAR DNA e ~ A EE Y L4 Mo s M
HAo®FERG o 2Lk aep S DNA 21 Y %9 885
FHA ¢ L g By 3L WLPR R IRA R B L LR e SR8 DNA
BY LI B (B33&B3-5)0 X G R A A
TR - RZ R B A A LR RIS L LR hY a0
AE D ERPER A DNA s HEA WA F I EEL A 4 R R
A AgAR S R KRR e R S FBRY 4 e

Food A EAR AR ¥ PE R DT o T R oo g 5T
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A3 AP FaREF ek ok s ¥ (Yuanetal, 2006 ) -
o2 L % 58 E R Bk 5 DNA >t Clade A (' 4
B) WA F 32 L %P2 L & cyt-b 17 K2P #5583
e ARt > A ESL R RS (28%) B L B iRs
(5.6%) (e e 32+ rd g FAPMR > @ B FAPIRHGE > ¢ &)
KiErg ot nH B S SR DNAR ZLF TP
I A F EE0fAS o 2 Motokawa etal. (2004) 3 & &+ & )@T@
(Crocidura tadae kurodai ) 23| (karyotype) # o A5 p g & >

I 2L (}g—,’g_\__v\_l_r”’/> bt’_‘},./!:% ( v 2 J_I\_Lv”() rT‘JY.%LJ %ﬁ"[/

A B ¥ sieke i (acrocentric) s @ iR (B & L% s L) )
£ F 5EEL ¥ = (submetacentric) o F & £ £ I B4 e A 4R 2

\\\

B3 Ak p AR R ik o RIRT R SR R RRY 4 A
fiAoiE g Bl e 5088 DNA b A L 1 ap i Bk g Sk -
B it T d o A KU DNA L S R SHE R g
e PR B o Y ¢ M AP 2 L1k FAl Y 2 Y4 Y4
BAF FIEIT I L LR b B R (8] 3-5)0 Y4 e iahl ¢ ()
3-4) 8 Y1 fApiT 0 137 a0 B30 e 30EH R T @ 2L 0%

HATHTA o9 L B iE R P ECEH AQ ko ko B R

o=
4
N
|
oy
<N
o
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2 A A AFIM G - KRR FlheF - Rt A b A k(%

)Rl 3 R R Flz - o P2 L3 % BALSE DNA &Y

Ad R ARG 8 P73 - R (AT AN R AARRA b hk

T A L LR B 9 BRI DNA & H BRI Y 49 48
Be ¥ 3 2BEAYDNA HEORHOY 26 MEBAFE (£ 3-8)

¢ LR AL BT R R RS A "fpa‘i'-#.a-}?ﬁ‘l’ w4 Z}Er“] I

3.4.2 F4 HHBHE PP
% 3-98 % 3-10 2 B] 3-8 4 % IR W NCPA 2 s ¥4 £ B 1t 2

#7 B & # (mismatch distribution ) & & ;2 &~ $7i6 2 EFHIFE 7 it
Moo k88 DNA et 3 (Clade N) &md fd = 2 9 Bor ¥ B E T
¢ o B 3-2 ¢ > Clade N-2-2 ([l 3-6 ¥ 2. Clade 2-2) 1/ *F eingk 7]

A Clade N ® =23k % il & (paraphyly) sy » igit 7]
A FFEA P L LA > 2L LR B Y 23 Clade N-2-2 # > @
£ L ER A B A FIA R R B2 L LRl B OR R HEE
B oA A P L LR E LT A2 R L LR R o K 0 PR
THHm T T ANRFH AN FRE RSP (o P AER,

Petaurista leucogenys, Oshida et al., 2001 ) »
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<,

AESTAFP R OEEFE R a WaOrEFEHE N X PR A
¥ o [B] 3-8 s mismatch distribution 4 $7 £ #¥ Clade S1 % Clade S2 =
FEHFE > LR A FHEBFaETL - AH 2EHEE - NCPA 1

A1 (B 3-7& % 3-9) Br kB DNA s ¥ 72 /A FFHF L H i &

1

H¥P eClade3-1 (@B 3-2 7 c9Clade S2) 7 A7 % » %= H» T L

PR E oY X J B

3

Lk FE FEE PR VR AR B IR
A FlerNCPA » 45 R %87 Clade2-1 (¢ § A4 Y4 &2 Y5) chp 1@
AHEANEEHFE RS (Bl 3-4& % 3-10) ° Y4 4o Y5 A # ey
% (B 3-5) WlFREuBp e LECAFRIELEH o 7
RA Y24 M EHEL PAMFL LECAERS T 2B B
TP NIRA REHAY L6 R T A BB 111216 % 18
P LT AER AR DNAE 3 FHOY L4 MAFE 50 - B
(% B) o R RHMIPFL LERFRHE R Y EFRaFENY LA
Fl (B BE26&27) 0 d *p it (2 BAE) > £3 BB EHNR
GOARTFE R ABR o Y R oA Y4B Y5 RIREHGE &
PRI L LE oA R RG> T i F P B eniie § 20
PR AP AT L VORI c BRI 25 11 BB}
FHEDOY ZIMEAHE (FPLLFE) R 7 2B MY

FTAFENY L ME e FaR R (£ 3-8) B s FEFATFILIR
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£ E T R L 8 W ORI AL A FATR § T i

3.4.3 X R i er

W3 EEPFE T F LE PR T - e AT
T e d o LA R AR B 0 RS e 4 d R e
T EELTE R EE Y E o p e g (1) 7N 3 BERR (,
2007 )~ & E # (Chengetal., 2005) %2 £ 4 ( Cinnamomum kanehirae,
Liaoetal.,2010); (2) & gLy % » 3 £k & (Yuanetal., 2006) ;
(3) P2 3 ZHRE (38,2007) & 2 FLAKTS A (Lucanus
formosanus, Huang & Lin, 2010); (4) & = #% > F § k|4 (Huangetal.,
2002)~ & £ # (Chengetal., 2005) * £ 4 (Liaoetal.,2010)- 2 &
RESEERE SBIRLRT A DB T E RIS E G
HE A TR L ERI SRR EFLOS A
Ko FIipA B Ty VA B ER R RarEEE e L LN o
PLTE RRAE - e ip i 0E R BUBR 2 SRR AT o

G AR 5 2 LR PR R B A S L L R e UL B Y
J Clade N ¥ ¢ Clade N-2-2 (] 3-2& B] 3-6 ) > &+ Clade N-2-2 pr » ©
- KB ]214-1-52 1-6 27 P A& AF3E L LRaREH

T A FIR OV A pR AL B A B3] B3T1 (e pF e B 20 2 L Lk
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Bk LR ) o bk e BB R A AURHERR gl o
fed 3FHF L0 Air & NCPA cha 5 ¥ Fst e ¥ B ¢ (&
39) AiE T L L% A DNA B2 Y 44 fAFA) % 5 H B en
PEKF L HEPN TN LR LR ROEE R

T F Al s o

ERR RO AL L BLE BRITH R (EERE11—-14516
—19) A FIA B ST RBRB > X AATAET PR AFEY (F

R

3\
P
A
bl

3-6& 4 B)o ipl RERBEANY L7 BTG H @B R

VS (R 3-5)c B2k Y5 0 o i B3 d 3 s d Y1 siied o s
FYS AT BR R SE DNA F BAE o BT A o~ AREET N

£ R - BT R 0 @ P YS SRl 3 A T
C

ERPER AR L L %G - BEFOPR R DNA L ko s 2

B
=
>
AN
(\15
o
"'3 +

AE LA BB IR B A A N R R B X 7 4p
ol ik ld 2 i %3 - ik st DNA £ % (Huang & Lin,
2010) > FIH PR i H AT A s 3 A PRI o IER PR
FNRDBR P RIS AR TR L DT RA AR (B ARE)
e BEY B BB ORE (BHE,2011) BAASERRE

A 1

(BAE=4) d~H TR B om 4= vt § &0 (Niviventer coninga) % %
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B2 LR AT R kA R BT A RS w8

+=

IR Lk i L EANAF L R AETT HHE A ST A

PRk RS AR R aE & R T

3

Wik A A

(dn

Ay

v M2 kg DNA P 2 L3 m §_ E R BUEF R A7 e

ETIRN

w2z - o

e R AT R 2k e d B L%k b BB
PRMeFY DSIFE R L LR KA RT a7 ASIELSF D
RS THERRMDNAS Y A M a o EHTER
LSRR SL R ) T A S AR SR S S A
20 WEFERAT o d Y L e IRen@F IR T T 5 W% (Huangetal.,
2002) ~ & & 4% (Chengetal.,2005) 2 2 # (Liaoetal,2010) % ¥
ST AL ATV e S BER RS T RA kSRR S #H
2Y 44 YL AFA Y A0 A e 3Men@iporf B o doim FA L
PR IE RPN EFR A B - AR o

F I3 5 g R chi e A dp dokie PRI R T M e )
%8 ‘2L (Yuanetal., 2006) £ 2 %% & (5&,2007) %7 7 3%
LD AENY VB R R R Gk R B D RR R
B R R e E PR ok A gt @ e chpEy

— AT SRk W R R KD BRI L o BT
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TAM8—I11C » 24 "8 1,600—2,200 m ( Tsukada, 1966 ) = 1,500
—1,600 m (Liew & Chung, 2001) ; @ fc¥ehg i@ 3F 5 M3 r %
Y B a4k A58 (Liew et al., 1998; Liew & Chung, 2001 ) - [~ /4
AIERWEP iy B AE R 1,500—3,000m (Yu, 1994; B 4 B
%) F B 1500m s o B ARERFE S 0—-1,500m - d

WER R EHREE S 2T R Rk M HehE e
R > BigE ey BV R R SR G FR D o Tt HiER

PEA T WELTIR ROE 4 AkiP H 0T S ERE e

344 B v BEHEEBL L R G TS
S E AR LD Y A LRIEJE R m A4 1T

B @ens it (el & B &, Oshida et al., 2006; 7+ & § 75 %, Creer et
al., 2001; #3854 X 7% ik, Jang-Liaw et al., 2008; =< 5% {%
Candidiopotamon rathbunae, Shih et al., 2006; %% Loxoblemmus
appendicularis complex, Yeh et al., 2004 ) > e g & m = > 5L
Weng BT R S IS e TR R

YLRFR Y ST dhT ek TR A FH A 0 R ES 2 HE (R A AR
DNA s A#HB2 Y LM rE2ZaR) 2 A9 22 E (Y4448
PR ) WU ERRRATFYN L FEFE DL LR RS

KIEE SBE - xR A LR d i p g I v g
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P FRE AL s R LR DR R 5 p o e e b e
$r2 et (4ot A& b &, Oshida et al., 2006; << B, 3&, 2008;
$ 8% S Ay, Jang-Liaw etal., 2008) « = % (F BJ3, £,2004) -
% ? % (§ 8@, %,2004; &k &, Yuanetal, 2006) % fFH % (&2
& &, Yuanetal., 2006) » < F FERg A FI LR emT g RG] o ik T R

AR IE AT SR LIELUREE Y e NI B R A S M E

REWHES ZEFOET R B FIRRLF L RP LIRS

345 =EF L

i 8 18s Ak AR cyt-b A FIptG B aopF R (B 3-9& % 3-11)°
CHAMRPRAATHETE LN AR RS 3T F
&£ 5 4 it = Clade S £ Clade (N+A)? < &4 k> 27 § & % Clade (N+A)
x4 fv @ Clade N 22 Clade A > 5= 4 p 332} jpiiie > 3 £ e
HAMAFERILE A I3 g ET R FEL AN ST ES2H A
BRI Y PR A i 18s ¥ i & 0 e A Clade S ¥ Clade (N+A)
B kAP R L P4 R 43T 5 28 B F #E 0 igEd K2P ¢

Stz i BEAR 5.6% T4 E o iH B BEERE P P e o p

aq

B b P AR R E FRERRRT LSRN L F

SHHAEL L s FEED IS AL - o
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RN B AT R Atk e 0 7 5 d R 7R )

>

BTV SBYREAEELE (Ao ERE B g

2N
e
=

RAFEPE P 5 G TR R B Y < R3] o e J

=)

e o A RFH AR TR TR SR L LY R - R
EREHEFT - ERRRF B SRR BTSN3 EE
oo T Ky ibiiiz‘%’qg'&@i B E RPN S AR R A KEEE S
AT A 0 T RRILG YR R T v 20w L AR o
F oA ARG R - BE AFESREL P A A A
B AEIAAR od 203 Sy E SR 2 A (4o A& B, Hsuet
al., 2001; # *Z+> &, Oshidaetal., 2006; % ., ¥, 31,2007, % &2
£.,2004) FAEE e 0 ST E M RN R R & BR
(null hypothesis ) » # A k3 § R ApFiE— Higiplid * o ¥ 3 &
ﬁd Ve S AR R A > 2 7 A TR R R gpvl?]
mdtsm B @A I A REEER O S S (et S E S,
Hipposideros terasensis, %, 2006; &+, Rana limnocharis, Toda, 1999;
& = 12, Cunninghamia konishii, Lu et al., 2001 ) - % = § e 45¢ » 2
HAFERPREP T T2 f L LEE L RS 3Ry
LY B DL kB iTheae M EE (B k) B AREFE (L L)

AE LR nE (o RAB 34T YL MATMGY Y2
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Feri Y1 ZicnY R e Ertes - BEH kFE ey ¥ d5
AEE e (PYHTD) vha Fae LA A58 1 808 g p m_%:?
Bl it IR A A F o 4e b LR AR AR cyt-b A FIAHE v ELH X
FOF|PARLE - BN SDBREEN LTI D IERPEIEE S
AP R i EGR o

FALART CHREREEER A FRAREF g LiEH0r
G RN AT R R QLS FAER AL RN HE T RA
kLG s d Eehde ) (Liuetal, 2000) o At 5 LR P 1 e
P 3 g &5 (Teng, 1992) 5 i 45 E sk 548 Clade S &
Clade (N+A) A it BFEp » iR fn Rlep JLA L7 i 873 FE 24 97
Bl ig o i3 L d cnfr Budn AR A0 m o b B 2 o o FRE AN IR %
RAcenprF4p £ 2.3—3 7 § & (Liuetal, 2000; Huang et al., 2006 ) -
NP oA EIRR AP FEDE LW A EREFELS 288

P o LR R R A 2 R S

m“

WA HroHE R L3P HE
Clade S ¥2 Clade (N+A)ehA L 2 Y 4 ¢ #43 (Y24)) 224 # (Y1
&Y3—=Y54]) ehm it o fem SHLR LMY ARG I RE B AT
IR P KET s doI 4 e BRI e inhe g A LA T
LIMHMEIE T oiArI S e S - AR AT e ERELE

NN UL AN LN N SN NI S 3 BN PN IS ORI
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FIEARE A 3B R 0§ oRE s A n o B %7 Clade (N+A) fd 28
g F A # > % CladeN 22 Clade A p 2 b p i - S BERFY & AL
hlA4—2FF&Ew (£ 3-11&HB3-9)° t& kL 372 kip ) & %A

TEARBILLIS A F BRI e @ YT > Clade N 7 it &g o

;‘\
-
“‘n“\

BT E o Clade A &P 2 L gt #7 > Clade S &

Bl Rt ¥ A 03— 13 FFEW (& 3-11& B 3-9) L4Es o

AP L Lrkents A A A i A S1 B S2 A o [k pE L OEEE ATH
B oCladeN Ad A2 r» 2 LL%oSIHEHANMEGTIHE > HP Aprm

FEEOLEM BHIE S EL S By % 2P EMIE BP0 &L
WA R FREFER L Clade N i » 2 L L% e et > Y 44 Ha ¥

AR R LR E R e L LR D 3 L L% o S2
HATHE VR BRIERZ L B2 Clade A B X3 224 B

WIFBLF 7 ERClade A BHaOY L d E e o

35 i3

:S-.‘l\-\

SRR RLICE O N SUE AR T ok Tl
AT R RAAEF RS P BB TR F A LR
Fe RS G ROREERFRAR (T FRRRAF LI ZA

KERE) FHRELE 853 kPO BE S D 3G58%
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231 SHAERRESRERE BR S 472 B FEP

Xz ' PRI/ , j # R YA
% B/ i B 13 B R eytch SRY &
(m) SMCY7
1 ¥ H e P L 1,020 1 0
2 FH hw £ 1,460— 1,546 6 3
30 XF 785 R 1,720 4 3
4 FrH I B v g 1,530—1,615 1 1
5 FH E RYENE 1,945 1 1
6 TW I £ 50 1,447 1 0
7 ¢ Fox NI O S NI 2,541 1 1
8§ =& fox FERS 1,706 1 1
9 ¥ ot & F L 1,200— 1,280 10 5
10 =i %tk F G BRI 1,150 1 0
1 =& ER IS %3 2,030 10 7
12 i % - 2,600—2,800 11 5
13 i ERIN L LR N R E 2,385 1 0
14 =E ER IS EEL R P L 3,000—3,061 2 1
15 =i B2 T AR T 925 1 0
16 %3 =& VR R SE 2,000 2 1
17 &3 =& 5149 304/ 2,486 1 0
18 &3 =€ 5 4 2,099 1 1
19 s = FH LS 1,935 2 0
20 & =& # 3 =4 1 0
21 &% & AR AR Tk 2,228 2 1
22 sk & M B -~ B 2,700 4 1
23 sk % & 3¢ B 7L 2,481 1 0
24 s & BEEE o 2,600 6 5
25 &% = % ENNTE Y| 3,670 1 1
26 E& 2L FLLAEKRSEETR 2,168—2,190 5 1
27 k& I SN 5 1,900 1 1
28 E & FPEL 3L F 3,220 1 0
29 k& a2l LR 3,480 2 0
30 E& FaL 2 1,486 5 3
31 B a2 ¥ ik E 2,280 6 4
32 Bz ¥R WML 2,600 4 3
33 Fa ¥R BE LAt iR 3,300 1 0
34 #z ¥R B LR 14-15K P 1 0
35 Bz ¥R pEACNY 1,650 3 1
36 BR E A AR LR B L B 2,116—2,150 2 0
&3 104 51
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%32 FeprdsF i (PCR) & 2/ EAY @& % 5l 5

AFe I B © &k
cyt-b Cb1 (f) 5’-GACATGAAAAATCATCGTTG-3’ 4 Oshida et al. (2000) z
L14724 i3 <8 %
Cb3 (r) 5’-CATTTTTGGTTTACAAGACCAAA ¢ Oshidaetal. (2000) z
G-3’ H15910 i3 248 %
Cb422 (r) 5’-GTAATGACGGTAGCTCCTC-3’ AFE B R
Cb770 () 5-TAGGAGACCCTGATAACTATAC-3° #F% 5 p 733+
SRY 5286 (f) 5’-GTTGGGCGGGGTTGAGGGGGTG  SRY286, Suzuki et al.
TTGAGGGCGGAG-3’ (1997)
H777 (r) 5’-GGCCGATACTTATAGTTTCGGGTA HMG777, Suzuki et al.
TTT-3’ (1997)
SMCY7  Y5(f) 5’-TGGAGGTGCCCRAARTGTA-3’ Hellborg & Ellegren (2003)
Y6 (1) 5-AACTCTGCAAASTRTACTCCT-3°  Hellborg & Ellegren (2003)

A FISRY, Y% ¢ B w42 A F] (sex-determining region Y ) ; SMCY7, SMCY £ Flintron 7 ; cyt-b,
e 488 wre ¢ % b ] (mitochondrial cytochrome b gene) »
P fr R R e A o PCR* 15l 3 miuje i F 457 o

‘% RukANHB 1 R=A/G;S=C/G. -

%33 REFFREF  (PCR) ¥ R & o 2

% f#(denaturation) %k £ (annealing) 2 J& (extension)
,  RYRE
7 7] k% P B R P BR P B A
=

(») §®) (=) §®) (=) §®)
cyt-b 35 1 94 1 55 2 72
SRY 40 0.5 94 0.5 50 1 72
SMCY7 40 0.5 94 0.5 50 1 72

CE R EPFREF e FEE MR (94°C) S 443540 R BERE R (72°C) T &
10 %~ 45 -
A F 1 SRY,Y % ¢ #84w] A2 A F] (sex-determining region Y ) ; SMCY7, SMCY # %] intron 7 ;

cyt-b, #5488 w2 & % b A F] (mitochondrial cytochrome b gene) o .
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434 SHPATERP RS cyth B (£ 1140bp) shf FAl 5 AIME P Y Bk R

5 Al e EHHYTA-E A~ F A N4
73]}’ [ ﬂh i ]F‘ gk ﬁl‘;[ﬂﬁ'l Zé»qil ¥ ﬁﬁ’i" , B ) | |
o B 7] (polymorphic (parsimony (hapl ) (haplotype) 2R T3t F  TajimasD Fu&LisD Fu&LisF Fu's Fs
A aplotype ) y
Hep sites) informative s BB R (F =gt m@ELRK &P & &P & &P & B3t E
B sites) #c P (Hd) (Pi)
ESl 104 124 106 49 0.975 0.0325 37.0 1.800 0.638 1.365 0.465
0.10>P>0.05 P>0.10 P>0.10
N 51 31 18 23 0.938 0.0029 33 -1.753 -1.568 -1.945 -13.27
0.10>P>0.05 P>0.10 0.10>P>0.05
A 5 3 1 4 0.9 0.0012 1.4 -0.175 -0.175 -0.175 -1.648
P>0.10 P>0.10 P>0.10
S 48 33 22 22 0.951 0.0051 5.8 -0.739 -0.831 -0.95 -5.952
P>0.10 P>0.10 P>0.10
S1 24 17 9 13 0.942 0.0025 2.8 -1.382 -1.069 -1.359 -5.892
P>0.10 P>0.10 P>0.10
S2 24 11 8 9 0.859 0.0020 2.3 -0.712 0.035 -0.219 -2.155
P>0.10 P>0.10 P>0.10

Tk LR F 322
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% 3-5

P AARERREY R4 WA DAFA S AR PR RIFT Y e L (kA E=51)

LT AF3 pEms
emr supem T A - 5 o Fu &
2 gL (parsimony (haplotype) LR L Tajima's D Fu&Li'sF Fu'sFs
& F] i (gap) (polymorphic (haplotype) ) fat B Li's D
£ R informative BB R (= i=8k) &P E &P iE S5 E
#cp sites) #c P . i p (k) &P &
sites) #p (Hd) (Pi)
SRY 517 0 3 3 4 0.503 0.0014 0.7 0.232 0.890 0.805 0.119
P>0.10 P>0.10 P>0.10
SMCY7 520 1 4 4 3 0.599 0.0032 1.6 1.914 1.002 1.498 3.932
0.10>P>0.05 P>0.10 0.10>P>0.05
& 1037 1 7 7 5 0.741 0.0023 2.4 1.403 1.240 1.518 2.853
P>0.10 P>0.10 0.10>P>0.05
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%236 SHAERWEY 24 8 SRY 2 SMCY7 & 7| gk F] 4] & &

£ér iz gk

SRY (517 bp) SMCY7 (520 bp)

A4 Bk
161 184 505 58 113 166 224 313

Y1 16 T A C C T G — A
Y2 19 T A C A C G — G
Y3 T A T C T G — A
Y4 G T C C T G — A
Y5 T T C C T A A A
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37 LHEEEELEEEIRESAF]E

o B AN Gl

e Fe 88 cyt-b Y %4 %

1 ARL BRI B854(1)

2 PR xRN R B503(5), B854(1) Y2(3)

3 P8 RE EN RN R B373(1), B491(2), C598(1) Y2(3)

4 HiRvi xRN R T524(1) Y2(1)

5 T ¢l A B B3T7L(D) Y1(1)

6 &E. ¢l A B B37L(D)

7 LA BRI REL B371(1) Y2(1)

8 FHEF BRI B996(1) Y2(1)

9 BT BRI B360(5), B362(2), B371(1), Y2(5)
CW27(1), CW28(1)

10 *&Bp+p ¢ &Lt CW26(1)

1 %2 JoA LR AV B B371(1), B427(1), B494(2), Y1(2), Y2(3),
B496(5), B503(1) Y5(2)

12 ~4 4 JoA LR AV B B351(4), B367(1), B371(3), Y1(2), Y2(1),
B427(1), B429(1), B440(1) Y5(2)

13 ¢ f4cd 20 ¢ A LR R CW16(1)

14 %P dA LRV CW30(2) Y2(1)

15 FuARBTE A AELR B992(1)

16 * HFHE Joa LR AV ES B371(1), BA27(1) Y5(1)

17 A4 @ ¢ LA B B475(1)

18 15 LR NNTE L F e B997(1) Y5(1)

19 FHEF JoA LR AV EL B438(2)

20 @IFACE P L LA B998(1)

21 ¢ #Ra iFxk E NN EEC 180955(2) Y1(1)

22 MB-~HEHBE 0 2 L10% 180946(1), 180955(1), 180956(1), Y1(1)
180957(1)

23 ATP K T fP2 .0 —3 L B498(1)

24 EEEE 4 PR L—2 LA 1384(3), 6599(2), 6109(1) Y1(3), Y4(2)

25 Eoliat il ERNINILL 180946(1) Y3(1)

26 P2 LE4RSE PR LR B471(2), B473(1), B540(1), B541(1)  Y4(1)

e

27 R Lz PR 0968(1) Y4(1)

28 % Ld E NN EEC 180943(1)

20 EZ L NN EEC 180942(1), 180943(1)



% 3-7 ()

N St kA

e Fe 88 cyt-b Y %4 %

30 2 G ANONILL 180943(4), B498(1) Y4(3)

31 sHE |k Lk £ 180943(2), 180944(1), 180947(1),  Y1(3), Y3(1)
180946(1), 180953(1)

32 SHEML YL LRE R 1022(2), 180944(2) Y1(2), Y3(1)

33 BELA R ¢l L%g B 180947(1)

34 ] WLRE Pk R CW22(1)

35 ks b ¢L LG B T498(3) Y1(1)

36 s P Lks B A2002)

e F 2 cyt-b AFIAI A A NI A2 By b ooy gk R G RAlEc e

4 3-8 LHAFERWERSNMcyt-b AF)ANE Y L5 RA T2 M

Y % ¢ 4373

L .
Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5
N 3 17 6 26
S1 7 2 2 11
S2 6 1 5 12
A 2 2
&3 16 19 3 7 6 51

Y 404 R8T A ke skl A T B R ik 446 2 Fisher’s Exact Test » P<0.001 -

DA LA LR32
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% 3-9 1 NCPA Z48% ¢ B A TE X B2 R 88 cyt-b B 71| & & ¥ e 2R 38
SR AFEA Y AR R Dc Dn X %“@® PE AHEnEg
Clade N
f#+47 4 % &_ (Insufficient genetic resolution to
2-2 1-2 m3R 27.54  27.50 107.66 <0.001 discriminate between range expansion and restricted
dispersal)
e
1-4 * 0 43.98
1-5 * 21.17  22.59
1-6 * 0 17.29
>IN 2-1 [ 3.63 1631 112.50 <0.001 #8iT % & % # B (Contiguous range expansion)
2-2 * 2642 26.56
2-3 * 2425 33.01
2-4 * 3.76  32.15
Clade S
3-1 2-1 * 8.19 11.81 20.44 <0.01 2 #4123 (Allopatric fragmentation)
2-4 m 3R 12.06  27.29
>IRE 3-1 * = 15.14  19.97 33.00 <0.001 Ry R
3-2 * 46.55 44.24

CEAFLHIEALR 32 B 3-6~ B 3-7
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% 3-10 " NCPA 24iih o BAFLSWEZ Y L3 8B 74 o FH o TR
SRR Y AFERY R Dc Dn X'#%#8 P AHHmiz
2-1 1-1 * A 8.81 49.96 13.00 <0.05 HRiT w3 EEPEE (Contiguous range expansion)
1-3 po2R 6.52 39.57
FEHEE = 3518 94| (Restricted dispersal b
2-2 12 ks 2077 5191 3000 <0001 et ( pesa Y
distance)
1-4 nIR o 41.35 67.03
>INERY 2-1 *¥ 4415 46.44 30.47 <0.05 A3 Lim
2-2 *¥ 46.55 44.24

a

LA LHEAE 34
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2311 AR REBACEEZ GEER

ApEL? HeEs P R

ENTS A it g

A 5.8 Tamiops swinhoei-maritimus 4§ & f& %
B 5.2

C 4.3

D 3.1 2.8 et

E 2.0 1.4 Clade (N +A)

F 1.3 0.3 Clade S

G 0.9 Clade N

H 0.7 Clade A

| 0.6 Clade S1 (=] 3-7 ¥ z_ Clade 3-2)
J 1.0 Clade S2 (=] 3-7 ¥ z_ Clade 3-1)
K 0.3 ] 3-6 ¥ z_ Clade 2-2

L 0.3 ] 3-7 ¢ 2. Clade 2-3

M 0.5 ] 3-7 ¢ 2. Clade 2-1

(=N

T AR L

YUECRE r8s s B pE R o H

i BERM R B T B

g 39 -
FEED -

:ﬁg‘ﬁ'&fxo

LONE LR 32 B 3-6- B 37
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B 31 CHAFERPEEAZHFES B2 BLMTLE A TR

% 3-1o
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81,67 - B494
B496
83,91 —; B360
CW27
— B854
— T524 Q
90,86 - CW28 g_
80, - || B503 ¢}
T+ B99% |2
1
CW16 [I\_) A
91,100 4 B371 \S) 5
B491 e
77, -
C598 >
— B373
- B362
.- L B367
B427
B429
81, 96
9. B438
99, 100 B475
99, 100 B998
CW26
9s. 100 | 2268
: B473 o
B471 =
80, 76 B540 b
A20
— CW30
99, 100 84, 85“i|£309 47
180955
- 1022 a
86, 83 o
180946 %
— 180957
— B992 A
- CW22
— @
99, 100 180942 Q
- 180953 2
83,74 a
B351
— B440 wn
180944
T498
— — 180956 A
0.01 substitutions/sites 7881 = 6599 g_
180943 o
92,99 - 1384 7
B498 N
87, 9;‘_L6109
85,97 — B541

32 sl cyth B IR R B R Blehbof i R

( maximum likelihood, ML ) .4k gt = — B & 5 2 (node) *
0 BRF Z3FR T R RDOLIFREF A0 A B E_ML #alRT &
2 P A (Bayesian) ffenE e 35 E 0 PR A Pt A B BE AR A

Bl ? JEL3F o PR 7L B 3-9 -
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W33 AR P B cytb A7) & 4 12 A # (clade)
R B R BE LA E T A TR LB 320
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2-1

B34 1Y %I HAEF (SRY & SMCY7) 24 o A FRPEE A
F1A] (FFF175) i ko FHB o L AT ¥R g il & 36> /)
FIB A& BRAF - EREAE- BARE - 2 2% & NCPA
AT RS F o RN BT B B A F B 1 A 4
Bl L RELEHAE O FELE2- ]l BRALABREM G M
FUHERETEM c AT ] BN £ AT YL Y2 ik

AR LA o
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® Y1
Y2
Y3
® Y4
Y5
@ Y1,Y3
® Y1,Y4
» Y1,Y2, Y5

W35 -oHAEXREY %4 A5 (SRY &2 SMCYT7) & 4 F4] eh
Ty LATFRZ $E LA 360
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1-12
1-8 2-4
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2-3 111 @ 2-2

B 3-6 s cyt-b B2 A FIAlEE o 8 A i X & Clade N %3
EAFA (WF2)) chi k2R o] FIB & &2 BREAFR > - E&
SNk - BEE AR R 2R & NCPA & 7 ens e 2 35 2 2 #ic

F 5 ERER AR
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2-2
180955 @
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1o 180953 19
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AR (PR ik~ 3 E - FIE S L BREARD - - R
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(a) Clade N
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o3 b P=0.50 P=0.095
. 0.25
0.25
§ LC>)~ 0.2
0.2
g g 0.15
(o (o
o 0.15 o
= ool
Lo L
0.05 0.05
0 R TP " N " 0 .-»'.‘-o. N N . .
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Pairwise difference

%l 3-8

Z B 4F B A % (mismatch distribution) B - F R IR E -

BFHEWN ) E

Pairwise difference

e AR R BUE R EORSUE cyt-b A 2] A FIA ens et i

e L
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_E B494
B496
{ B360
CW27
— B854

—— T524
— CW28

B503
'—E B996
CW16

— B371
B491
C598
— B373
— B362
—— B367
_|: B427

B429
— B438
G B475
B997
E ——— B998

—CW26

B473
H =
B540

0968
A20
CW30
D 180947
180955
1022
180946
180957
B992
Ccw22
180942
F 180953
L B351
C B440
180956
6599
180943
1384

B J B498
i § —| E6109
B541

180944
T498
HQ698409*
A HQ698369*
—0 |_|: HQ698367*
HQ698368*
— HQ698402%*
L HQ698403*
[ HQ698382*
HQ698386*
HQ698387*
— HQ698381*
L HQ698378*

1 AN

N 2Pe[D

V 9PED

IS 9PE[D

S °peD

S °PE[D

6 5 4 3 2 1 0 mya

W39 SHAFNRELPAPLIFERAL L EREE > UF
gE% (mya) s Hiw o 20BN S EBFFEL L 3-11 &
ko i GenBank B Z S ELE AR A Ao
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4.1 =

)

o 4% A& 1 & B Tamiops maritimus formosanus ( Bonhote, 1900 )

B3 A 2R A A L (1) Sciurus meclellandii formosanus
(Bonhote, 1900 ) » # &>+ 4 2% (N. Formosa ) ; (2) Tamiops sauteri
(Allen, 1911) #& # ** & # *¢37 (Chip Chip, N. Formosa ) ~ ,Tfu{;;u )
oA IERERARINGE 3 0 fAosauteri E_FIMEA| 2 L A FRd B R
Ajsv 4 & @ 2 formosanus % BB ok o e izt £ B 1S RARIR G AL
LA RACFADERRSEF ORISR LS B OFA R
K ERx &8 5 - # (Osgood, 1932) - Kuroda (1935) se 3 Ik p ¢

2 Ligng KRR A2 5 4 Riran o T e A AE Ke Smfe L g

\\3
A

P AR e Rt EAL Nl BB AR WA A
2 ¥

=
[
P
I

&

ﬂ%#é%@%ﬁ@o

PEHEU RS EEE N EEFOVERE S F AR ]
+ "2 B (Rattus losea) o8 K IRerfl s ~ £ ¢ BUF > Ad Wb
ol o~ 20F FGY (3%, 2007) o X% #hE (Kurixalus eiffingeri ) 4 %

b L IR =2y A oL PRI
B FREE A b IR

fi e oA (38,2008) &4 %, (Candidia
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barbatus) %2 ik + 4 & A 412 3 4> ¥ a3 'L & 8 cryptic species )
(2,2005a) - ¥ #7ogk (Cobitis sinensis) = #8342,/ + 3 F 2%
PoALRER - 3 (2005b) ERAEHARL B2 MA S FHIFTY
2o B BRRE DL B TAARE S HREE Y FiROE D
A A RAFEA RSSO B E AT AR T R b
oL P EAFI et fEe R e 35 A ET Y (Takydromus
formosanus ) (4%, 2003 ) ~ 4 = 7% {* ( Candidiopotamon rathbunae )
( Shih et al., 2006 ) ~ &% ¢ Loxoblemmus appendicularis complex ( Yeh et
l., 2004 ) % i3l Metaphire formosae (Changetal., 2008) % o 1%
PRI G e AL PR DT R R T R AT R
FHRGVEE I AR R B¢ (allopatric speciation ) © 7 i
=% R (Leucodioptron taewanus) = 7 &% » e A F 2 ineh
T s fEit AR T g 4 (Lietal, 2010) o
Bt LI AR IR AFAL BT I g I
i 28 (genus Tamiops) » 7 )¢t (Moore & Tate, 1965) o i £
B E X BB E S bl4e Sutton & Patterson (2000) 7 F £ iE K
FBUF AR 02 0E X5 i e & B (genus Tamias ) > 2 L ¢ % 5 Fl &tk
BB RE - FRFAAAFRA Y LR ARRF DR ¥

R RS & ) E AR E A (&7 ,2010) ¥ ARk
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Phle - PRV - 22 P ant LR AP > F AR AT o

vy

A BB RS S ARIBAT Y FRE

(

SRR AT HACP R B R

|~

i ch™ 22 - oot §
32T UERY KILRT B HEBEFEEF 254 L 2 (Endoetal,
2003; Oishi etal., 2010); ¥ 1 % K pgzuii (7 4 g & 1214 (Carleton &
Lawlor, 2005; % %,2005); ¥ 14 %ﬁt“ LR (Mullinetal,

2004); v ks LA7I 48 (Lietal,2006)~ ¥ 3 3748 (Diazetal.,
2002) < B * A3 ﬁaﬁ«ﬁ@mgm@y % 2 ¥ (Conroy &

L

Neuwald, 2008 ) e & & & F S EVAN e RN IR R

A i
B HIERAE T LT & AT (Gindiz et al., 2007 ) - “f g2k o
FT PR o R > RRAHRPAET B L AR A
For A 4 ende e 8RS B 2 58 (Hale & Lurz, 2003 ) - % & A5 ik % i
BT R AFARERORE  HRh R EFE
(Evolutionarily Significant Unit) # ¥ 32 ¥ ~ (Management Unit) »
H i A ¥ & & eh (Ryder, 1986; Moritz, 1994; dos Reis et al., 2002 ) -
EEZFY AR DBAFERRE AR DNAZ Y 44
MAFF > ERIL G2 g M FFFALORR GEAFLS
BT AR > 5 R ATIefg s w i @A i cnIpjwirip g P & > 8
FRLA RS ARAANLEFHERORE AT AN E 2 F

I
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HREIT A B SR F R RE B HREE LA R AT E B
BERR RO E PR F PR EE A HERE N R
oo dRFT E RN A LA P A IR R A R R KT

| ¥}

»

¥ o

4.2 ez

421 ¥ 2L % T

*"1;1[7% _g_ m_ﬁ @ln\ Lo ]‘EL"V L. ;f’,% F\ ml'-v— ‘ﬂ"l;\ms\ *—'F%i? r3 Ll_r}?’f{
Pl s 4B R%FE > 2585 NW-NE~SW 2 SE> * &332 } en
FAaA At T E e Fo AHELSFILEZL%FEZE LT

dodk 4-1-NW % 53 N#¥ cytb A %42 Y 54 Y2 NE % £ N

o SHmeytb AFA Y AFAAG B FAFRDOYS I SW R AL
A%ﬁ’-‘z’i’ S%iéﬁcyt-b f&rﬂ’jt'] 'Y Egr‘]amlgl g‘, "’T.ﬂi Y4 ; SE 5\: a
3 S (S1+S2) #eyth AF12 - Y ARARIF 4 F“r Y30 4

L o] e B UM cytb A TR Y R4 AT F o

422 SFRHE AR B E ik
TR ooy Bhdod 420 2 BcHmELE 5 = R 5L R o * 1Y

B E e r/?ﬁ 3 ’\E;‘\"m‘*? FAERS E BREF N2 LETF 0D
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vk r e R 2R N TG B kg AT EBIE 60 BER

Fosp 8 P OE SNEF st 128 2211 8 SW R
— i 6 B sz 98 JSEH MRS E oo A AL FONRS

fARPEEFES LL g4 2P R v (4 C)e

423 B2 F Fik

%+ Endo etal. (2003) ¥2 Driesch (1976) 2 - %2 if X K&
FoegFehis > EP42 BEEF FHGEFRIE 2 6 BREMTEE
# (mandible) (% 4-3 &W 4-1) #73 BIE ¥ d N AL F TR A

PFA o MR ZRELE > 282 0.0l mm e

4.2.4 33it5 35

1% % %> &~ 47 (Multivariate analysis of variance, MANOVA )

1 =5

Fe 2o B 0 BR O PR E B ET T

=3

AR AR F3

F_&

AR O N o E i E v RSN LB B gEER D
Z B o r2 ek StatView 5.0 (SAS Institute Inc.) #4 7 F it ¥ %o i3t

BE-k#x i P<0.05-

& * fitt8 SAS 9.1 (SAS Institute Inc. ) i& {7 &g ¥ $Ffceni = 2 &
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+7 (Principal component analysis, PCA ) » +* f & b+ T2 4 % & B 48 A 45
Hephd miseni AR s B L3P RAF -

2 gk SAS 9.1 :& 7 & 4] 2 %) & $7 (Canonical discriminate
analysis, CDA) > & T4 24 % B cnT 12E 5 7 & & H| W Sk 3 &

FAR » PRBRANUSIBENTTY LR B0 Rk AL TP EA

43 %%
431 FRER> 447

160 B A ERPREF L A2 BRAREEEFO FER
AT Rk 44 v 2 B2 LB AEREF (P=02357)>

I——*_‘]ll'bi%‘—r ;éﬁjlﬂ\*% %blkvg.i@'_é\, fi)’ ) J‘,(i%?"{!t%’i j‘ﬁ;:o%gln\ ‘é‘:ﬁ%&—'/ g%i

=3

REAFRERLBEEY (£ 44) 2B F 10 B 2

2

Ve 3
THELR (£45) An|E i RELEAIRESPLB2 f ¥ B £
GLN ~ £ phignts fo & B ch LBA ~ K ph 5530w 4% B B 9 BPC ~ $L 42
%A BOC 2 Fp- T8 % % - ¢nLLC ~ LHR ~ LM ~ MLC & HM ( %
4-3&B4-1) 58 S SE % BT3P E Eh X NW % BHE
c(£45)0 & ZAERFAR AN 42 BREARE B

SE % B4} 33 BREAcchToEE L » NW T BT 36 B T
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BiEs] > m W AR SEF B E B 0 NW %k | > SW
FENE ®en/its 2 B SW & NE % B4 & & BPC ¢ - # i

Byxid (£45)-

432 i A A
Fids Bt o % - b (Prinl) (FRZER
i 1096 0 iF 45.68%0 0 HAAR o T2 B v 3 8% (% 4-6)-
L AL S0 % - T % L s e £ (Eigenvector ) 4%
4-7 » ¥+ % - %g;rgwu fFEAcA & S F Pt &£ R ML~ LAR -

LAP~CL~CNL~BL % F ptr= g £ cn MPL &2 SL > 77 2 $F i

e

BRI G A PR o B 42 B XA A4 5 AR IEA R

o

>\_
F_M

PR E 2T RIERDZEAF A b - hH R - e

W
I~y

»

i

iih
G FHY CNWEESER Az B e AT A% - ity =
HiT@lY o RGP A e cNE R SW R 72§ Ay o &L

BNW-SEl - Ry 5~ FROEp 2P R2%4

4.33 & 3| F|u L4
EAKE AR EEF LR ERF R X F 4 3 BMAM SR

Canl~Can2 %2 Can3 2R % R 2 & & 5] 5 60.229%-24.519%% 15.27
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96 > & ¥ Canl @i g ¥ K% > Can2 3378 -k ® > Can3 A &
FokE (£ 4-8) - fdn#c Canl ¥ Can2 ’E’J’_%\; Mr Y s DAAER

PELFFIEA LS IANTPLEPE > ENEHS SEXR T &

Mg o HEF s aEe e (Bl 4-3)-4 B A 4 Canl
St > AP P E (NE&SE) e Aficid > & M 2% (NW

&SW) ehficia -] ; & Can2 S8kt » 2 R 2% (SE&SW) ek &

feimx o 3B ER (NE&NW) hificis | o

4.4
441 FFEAGERE OV N R T

LA H G A4 4B RS FAERREEF TS AT A
Canl #h¥? Can2 ﬁbﬁ‘_%\; - B a4 B gl % SE # ¢ NE # 73

SRS E gt B R HARET R BT TS (R43) 4 H L
LA KB B Y Rk R A S EE e B~ R Canl fh2
TEARELS S fEANLT S JCan2fh2 P Bl LAe P 0 fEARE
Ao R R AR R BB R - R
AN AR AR PR L 0 B 0 R RAEIT 0 A TFA L B R
(% 4-1&WM4-3)-

SE#HE NWHkr AMAFEY L MAFIF 223k 5 &
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G A AJEY oL FEANL TRk (F42)0d ¥
Ao - AR <] i A B B % - dhini e £ EFRALD
B % 4pi7 ¥ (Velhagen & Roth, 1997 ) A7 i % < R 1 &
Fmo FI s R agpF A LR Vv o Ak p A <] i

PoAa i RER oY o+ ELRRFDIZEALAR 4 F AR

= SE#ENWHEH2ZF > & SE¥H 3 NWFH > NE#HE SW#EJ

havdh 2 F2 B (% 4-5) g1 Q)2 ul A R dnagin o T L f B AY

-

Lo B BN s A ERR (B43)0

ANS 2R R ORB AT AELE L F AN > A ek SE
HENWHDELpARNS BLYA M ihd £%H o A fLigs
gL T2 s W loars HSERe NWHIT: - %

FEEATRUEE AGFLD A v L e FaEg F <

=
=

Hengp F #o] o NE# 2 SWHE - ¢ %3 L378 ~ 32 A7
o fs ek % > 4 F)pt NE 327 SW g+ < /] /430 SE #87 NW #
2L od A AT GReFRT > it ivRw g4 (Lietal,

2010)0 A5n 5 B i Bt A BT e 1 19 00 A6 g (O

WS AT LS A ) B
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442 FF R P ¢ 3
%9 i SE#AEF < 0 NW Hag ¥ e > 3 5 BB T8
Bendifce 3 AR TR EFMET IR gt B (5/9) 283 &

“f RIR A ant B (6/42) (& 4-5) 0 B A ] 2 b > SE

H(RHAELF R SH) FRAFTIH d N THPRLT L S
$H (R %,2009) 5 A P F R LD ERE RLF BREALE

(Oishietal.,2010) > 2585 s B 3§ & & if B8 % (Hale & Lurz,
2003) > FlptEEF FH A E TR AR E TR A AsFE T

HEPACELPFREBETED LS HSEHE NW H 44 i

=i
(ﬂn

A ARRATAOLEERYRE L RETFALH

b

Zom NEEHZE SWHALY i tanZ AL TEF TR B> » 72
— HiE o

Kuroda (1935) e X T i~ S A2 FIL Lo ifRxHERL
IR IR RESEEL L TR S RS-0
pAFERLFEE $FA 7“7 (Yamashina Institute for Ornithology,

Chiba, Japan ) » #% % > 2005 # % A AL » ARz # % B 3 ¥

ol

d AR (CHBIC) e d itz By B A B A% Al B A

?”fs ARP5NEE®-SE®% SW & * > 75—'\@« ): Q1 %’3—'2’?'%@'1%5\:4

=k
—~\\

%
<

fm
=~
T
‘\1‘%\1‘\
o3
i
e
ﬁm

EEF Y e~ o
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i 27 % ¥ ~ (Ryder, 1986; Moritz, 1994 ) # 8 &3+ X £ p & 53> SE
FTENW ®RP > LAV REERSECLERDPEATF] AT B

WE PN ARR NS T B AR o Mf R B - S
FH AHSEHE NWHERWE > NE2® SWH4 £ L &3 F

W AT (NE#H YA Y53 s SWH I pAMAF Y

A RMYAA) (2 4-1) F AiFRT oo ow BEILAERELRS
WtFg 2 HE & (Moritz, 1994) > @& B %4 W EAR ~ g o
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BHAE JAAM A F R ERGI A A B R
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R BR PR E ST RAL(2005)0 P R P R B
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LR 2(2003)0 52 ARITH R X UIH IR R e T E

o+

(4 85P AR ) e B2 SR 23 bR AL -
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T
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PREFL WY BAFd GRE AL R o 5P o

P ~HEF 2 AR VO REE CFRE A2
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BRLTE LK EE Cyt-b 7] 23" Y % ¢ 48 A& 77

NW 2R N Y2

NE PR S N, S1 Y1,Y2,Y5
[ R RR L
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P2 -3 0L
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242 oBAGRPRFPRETY FALRES BERAERE

et m #R/4E/ . - P plRERAE
/T AR i s

1 ¥ 7 & AP L NW 1
2 ¥ ) mE PP NW 2 2
3 375 XE 25 R NW 1
5 E R L) * T NE 1
7 o fo G G s S T 1S NW 1
9 i Fr & P NW 4 6
10 =i ER IS X &R RE NE 1
11 =i EXI L NE 2 5
12 =i ER IS <& A NE 5 4
14 =i ER IS EECL R B LA NE 1
16 3 =& LI Bk NE 1 1
19 % 4K =& TR RS NE 1
20 % 3 =% =2 NE 1
24 3 T&  EHEH SW 4
26 £ 5 PRL PR L EHRSRE SW 4 1
27 £ 5 fPEL g SW 1
30 £ % I STR SW 2 3
32 B & ¥R B B EEH L SE 1
35 B i ¥R £ g L SE 2
36 B A EER A R SE 2

&3 31 29

e BLARELR £ 3-1 2@ 3-1 -
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243 LA R R R R ik

B RS Py it B B iy it
1 ML  Maximum length 22 LPN Length from Prosthion to Nasion (Viscerocranium length)
2 LAR Length from Akrokranion (A) to Rhinion (R) 23 LNB Length from Nasion (N) to Bregma (Br) (Frontal length)
3 LAP Length from Akrokranion to Prosthion (P) 24 LBA Length from Bregma to Akrokranion
4 CL  Condylobasal length 25 GBN  Greatest breadth of nasals
5 CNL Condylonasal length 26 HR  Height of the rostrum
6 BL  Basal length 27 AGB Ante-orbital greatest breadth (from E to E)
7 DL  Dental length 28 LBO Least breadth between the orbits (Inter-orbital breadth)
8 LUC Length of the upper cheektooth row 29 BPC  Breadth of the postorbital constriction
9 LD  Length of the diastema 30 MB  Mastoid breadth
10 PL  Palatilar length 31 GNB  Greatest neurocranium breadth
11 LBP Length of the bony palate 32 ZB  Zygomatic breadth
12 LBS Length from Basion (B) to Staphylion (S) (Post palatal length) 33 HC  Height of cranium (Basioccipital to the highest point of skull in

projection)

13 MPL Median palatal length 34 HAB Height from Akrokranion to Basion
14  GPB Greatest palatal breadth (Breadth across the M?) 35 BFM  Breadth of the foramen magnum
15 BPM Breadth across the PM* 36 BOC Breadth across the occipital condyles
16 BIF  Facial breadth between the infraorbital foramina 37 LLC (Mandible) Length of the lower cheektooth row
17  LAB Length of the auditory bulla 38 LHR (Mandible) Length of the horizontal ramus
18 LB2 Length of the 2nd division of bulla 39 LM  (Mandible) Length of the mandible
19 LBZ Length from Basion to the most rostral point of zygomatic arch 40 MLC (Mandible) Length from the condyle
20 SL  Short lateral facial length 41 HM  (Mandible) Height of the mandible
21 GLN  Greatest length of the nasals 42 AHR (Mandible) Aboral height of the vertical ramus
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44 LEAERRETFE 2

PRERS A TS

I 4 [ FE& NumDF DenDF PiE
w2 7

Wilks' Lambda 0.226 1.39 42 17 0.2357

Roy's Greast Root 3.427 1.39 42 17 0.2357

Hotelling-Lawley Trace 3.427 1.39 42 17 0.2357

Pillai Trace 0.774 1.39 42 17 0.2357
FPRLE%EZF

Wilks' Lambda 0.003 2.18 126 46 0.0016

Roy's Greast Root 12.444 5.04 42 17 0.0004

Hotelling-Lawley Trace 20.664 2.24 126 41 0.0019

Pillai Trace 2.520 2.13 126 51 0.0014
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$45 SHAGRPEGEREEE (Foimm) 2 THE BB BRI (45957 ) 2 87 A g
Pt NWE% NE® SW% SE% F@& PiE  $¢nrf & NWE NER SW% SE% F@& P R
ML 3583 3635 3638 3657 202 0.121 — LPN 10.66 1090 1097 11.10 237  0.080 —
(0.54)  (1.05) (0.64) (0.74) 0.36)  (0.43) (0.36)  (0.30)
LAR 3558 36.13 3623 3639 241 0.076 — LNB 1611 1606 1620 1603 021 0.888 —
(0.53)  (1.06) (0.66) (0.81) 0.55)  (0.67) (0.46)  (0.74)
LAP 3446 3500 35.11 3526 2.66 0.057 — LBA 1261  12.88 1299 1344 358 0.019%*  NW<SW
(0.50) (1.01) (0.64)  (0.70) 0.48)  (0.57) (0.49)  (0.62) NW < SE
NE < SE
CL 3251 3312 3305  33.05 237 0.799 — GBN 493 500 494 511 092  0.440 —
(0.52)  (1.00) (0.59) (0.53) 0.20)  (0.27) (0.25)  (0.25)
CNL 3444 3498 3491 3497 177 0.163 — HR 646 647 653 647 028 0.837 —
(0.51)  (1.06)  (0.59)  (0.53) 0.22)  (0.23) (0.22) (0.18)
BL 3014 3061 3070 30.64 209 0.112 — AGB 16,50 1657 1651 1686 0.88  0.458 —
(0.45)  (0.94) (0.58)  (0.45) (0.30)  (0.60) (0.39)  (0.44)
DL 1665 1673 1676 17.12 225  0.093 — LBO 1258 1262 1233 1261 134 0272 —
(037)  (0.39)  (0.27) (0.42) (0.40)  (0.48)  (0.49)  (0.40)
LUC 627 637 641 646 240 0.078 — BPC 14.67 1484 1449 1471 3.59 0.019% NE > SW
(0.15)  (0.18)  (0.21)  (0.18) 0.36)  (0.31) (0.26)  (0.41)
LD 780 791  7.87 794 046 0.715 — MB 1603 1611 1613 1619 045 0.719 —
(020)  (0.37)  (0.32) (0.43) 0.27)  (0.45) (0.22) (0.12)
PL 1462 1471 1473 1487 022 0.883 — GNB 17.64 1793 1778 1793 202 0.121 —
(0.96)  (0.46) (0.44)  (0.35) (0.30)  (0.48) (0.32)  (0.24)
LBP 1030 1045 1056 1057 201 0.123 — ZB 21,59 2183 2171 2200 1.16 0.335 —
(030)  (0.37)  (0.26) (0.28) (0.34)  (0.68) (0.42)  (0.40)
LBS 1297 1315  13.18 1313 1.12 0351 — HC 1268 1272 1277 1292 061  0.609 —
(031)  (047) (0.27) (0.22) (0.33)  (0.43) (0.29)  (0.48)
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% 45 ()

BB NWE NEF SW% SE®% F@& P@®  s&wf #Hskim NWE NEF SW% SE% Fi& Pi 5 F
MPL 1739 1770  17.67 1775 173  0.172 — HAB 960 970  9.84 984 255 0.065 —
(034) (059  (0.42) (0.36) (0.30)  (0.25)  (0.26)  (0.20)
GPB 866 856 853 879 268 0.055 — BFM 596 602 602 614 157 0207 —
(023)  (0.20) (0.22) (0.17) (0.14)  (0.14)  (0.20)  (0.19)
BPM 799 792 797 809 100 0402 — BOC 814 832 838 863 504 0.004* NW<NE<SE
(0.19)  (0.19) (0.26) (0.18) 0.23)  (0.28)  (0.31)  (0.20) NW < SW
BIF 891 903 892 913 150 0225 — LLC 617 611 620 638 335 0.025* NW < SE
(025 (0.31)  (0.19)  (0.24) (0.15)  (0.19)  (0.17)  (0.18) NE < SE
SW < SE
LAB 686 700 699  7.03 180 0.158 — LHR 10.16 1022 10.19  10.50 3.24 0.029* NW < SE
(0.19)  (0.24)  (0.20)  (0.14) (0.21)  (0.23)  (0.23)  (0.10) NE < SE
SW < SE
LB2 535 556 543 556 393 0013* NW<NE LM 1533 1558 1558 1577 3.78 0.015* NW <NE
(0.20)  (0.20) (0.23) (0.19) NW < SE 0.23)  (0.39)  (0.21)  (0.30) NW < SW
NW < SE
LBZ 19.14 1930 1937 1930 090 0.448 — MLC 19.88  20.17 2029 2030 3.23  0.029* NW <NE
(033)  (0.52) (0.31) (0.35) 0.27)  (0.52) (0.38)  (0.22) NW < SW
NW < SE
SL 1451 1468 1482 1489 196 0.130 — HM 829 845 860 883 671 <0.001* NW < SW
(023)  (0.57)  (0.31) (0.33) 0.24)  (0.31)  (0.25)  (0.25) NW < SE
NE < SE
GLN 1023 1040 1055 1070 297 0.040* NW<SW  AHR 10.15  10.18 1028 1050 1.55 0212 —
(025 (047) (0.36) (0.28) NW < SE 033)  (037)  (0.37) (0.24)
N 17 23 15 5 17 23 15 5

*ZRHF 0 P<0.05-
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%46 SBAERPEGEF AL AL LAY L L dh2 FiE

( Eigenvalue )
= A ik Fricid e (%) A (%)
1 19.185 45.68 45.68
2 3.295 7.84 53.52
3 2.322 5.53 59.05
4 2.214 5.27 64.32
5 1.724 4.11 68.43
6 1.392 3.31 71.74
7 1.328 3.16 74.90
8 1.077 2.56 77.47
9 0.996 2.37 79.84
10 0.968 2.31 82.14
11 0.896 2.13 84.28
12 0.752 1.79 86.07
13 0.690 1.64 87.71
14 0.608 1.45 89.16
15 0.533 1.27 90.43
16 0.500 1.19 91.62
17 0.470 1.12 92.74
18 0.396 0.94 93.68
19 0.333 0.79 94 .47
20 0.294 0.70 95.17
21 0.264 0.63 95.80
22 0.243 0.58 96.38
23 0.230 0.55 96.93
24 0.193 0.46 97.39
25 0.178 0.42 97.81
26 0.164 0.39 98.20
27 0.136 0.32 98.53
28 0.120 0.28 98.81
29 0.100 0.24 99.05
30 0.076 0.18 99.23
31 0.075 0.18 9941
32 0.057 0.14 99.55
33 0.055 0.13 99.68
34 0.037 0.09 99.76
35 0.030 0.07 99.84
36 0.028 0.07 99.90
37 0.014 0.03 99.93
38 0.012 0.03 99.96
39 0.008 0.02 99.98
40 0.004 0.01 99.99
41 0.002 0.00 100.00

42 0.001 0.00 100.00
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247 SARAGERPRRLGFTREFAEL L (Prinl —
Prinl0) 2. # iz &
fféj Prinl Prin2 Prin3 Prin4 Prin5 Prin6 Prin7 Prin8 Prin9  Prinl0
ML 0216  -0.020 -0.038 -0.061  -0.142  -0.032 0.080 0.026  -0.030  -0.110
LAR 0.212 0.004 -0.041 -0.073 -0.175  -0.023 0.111 0.012  -0.061  -0.149
LAP 0.216  -0.009 -0.038 -0.066 -0.131  -0.058 0.076 0.016 -0.086 -0.087
CL 0216  -0.092  -0.038 -0.008 -0.043 -0.094 -0.053 0.022  -0.052 0.021
CNL 0216  -0.103  -0.039 -0.007 -0.063 -0.058 -0.013 0.057  -0.005  -0.047
BL 0.215 -0.091 -0.048 -0.018 -0.027 -0.123  -0.097 0.066  -0.055 0.012
DL 0.144 0.011  -0.163 0.053 0.037  -0.231 0.208 0.174  -0.117 0314
LUC 0.052 0.409  -0.002 0.030 0.103  -0.322  -0.062 -0.159 0.225  -0.051
LD 0.148  -0.223  -0.065 0.041  -0.066 0.276 0.193 0.101  -0.334 0.167
PL 0.129  -0.020 -0.107 0.046  -0.128 0.288 0.067 0.307 0.437 0.082
LBP 0.166 0.029  -0.075  -0.180 0.017 0.023 0.079  -0.092 0.114 0.053
LBS 0.161  -0.086  -0.049 0.108 0.033  -0.288  -0.259 0.120  -0.182 0.068
MPL 0.205 -0.062 -0.013  -0.101  -0.048 0.067 0.039 -0.014 0.077  -0.040
GPB 0.084 0363  -0.187 0.182  -0.022 0223  -0.177 0.079  -0.074  -0.059
BPM 0.081 0.309  -0.139 0.183  -0.185 0.241  -0.293 0.135  -0.083 0.154
BIF 0.156 0.086  -0.124 0.225  -0.098 0.128  -0.276  -0.056  -0.067 0.042
LAB 0.081 0.122  -0.125 -0.107 -0.342  -0.143 0.045 -0.224 0.279 0.400
LB2 0.067 0.182 0.284  -0.015 -0.395  -0.050 0.050 -0.246  -0.007 0.271
LBz 0.188  -0.030  -0.007 0.040 0.009 -0.325 -0.137  -0.011 0.008  -0.063
SL 0.203  -0.135  -0.070 0.045 0.073  -0.028 -0.067 -0.020 -0.019  -0.068
GLN 0.162 0.035 0.075 -0.198  -0.117 0.296 -0.050 -0.133 0.074  -0.083
LPN 0.159 0.067 0.176  -0.180 0.153 0264 -0.108  -0.207 0.097 -0.164
LNB 0.138  -0.079  -0.159 0.201  -0.180  -0.184 0.112 0.149 0.146  -0.065
LBA 0.130 0.160  -0.001 -0.152 -0.224  -0.001 0.209  -0.108 -0.288  -0.255
GBN 0.121  -0.122 0.030 0.055 0.207 0.029  -0.118  -0.326 0.117 0.172
HR 0.153  -0.117 -0.067 -0.013  -0.004 0.105  -0.259 0.104 0314 -0.184
AGB 0.163 -0.212  -0.030 0.223 0.144 0.012 0.000  -0.067 0.043  -0.053
LBO 0.124  -0.003 0.138 0.405 0.019 0.104 0.058 0.004 0.033  -0.050
BPC 0.069 0.100 0.344 0.393 0.065 0.010 0.201 0.025 0.095 0.166
MB 0.166  -0.002 0.304 0.017 0.013  -0.018 -0.083 -0.044 -0.018 -0.090
GNB 0.136 0.077 0.234 0.174  -0.016  -0.050 0.209 -0.188  -0.018 -0.175
ZB 0.181  -0.128 0.052 0.169 0.153  -0.032  -0.060 -0.224 0.038  -0.082
HC 0.129 0.134 0.334 0.131  -0.003 0.043 0.082 0.233  -0.068 -0.054
HAB 0.110 0.007 0.248  -0.204 0.184  -0.028 0.198 0.382 0.321 0.117
BFM 0.092 0.243 0.232  -0.188 0.031 -0.138  -0.139 0286  -0.182  -0.073
BOC 0.162 0.094 0.037  -0.277 0.032  -0.031 -0.100 0.165 0.006  -0.089
LLC 0.014 0.382  -0.270 0.066 0.309  -0.131 0.087 0.011 0.086  -0.157
LHR 0.096 0243  -0.212 0.020 0.236 0.194 0.386  -0.037  -0.085 0.028
LM 0.176 0.008 -0.191  -0.061 0.147 0.051 0.203 -0.172  -0.064 -0.039
MLC 0.198  -0.044  -0.138  -0.065 0.109  -0.037 0.129  -0.045 0.074 0.099
HM 0.166 0.051 0.069  -0.181 0.209 0.058  -0.159  -0.131  -0.050 0.267
AHR 0.134 0.040 0.089  -0.105 0.303 0.084 -0.121 0.070  -0.235 0.395

-132-



% 4-8

oA ESRE T 2L A6 E

bt g B Fi& NumDF DenDF P
Wilks' Lambda 0.003 2.18 126 46 0.0016
Pillai’s Trace 2.520 2.13 126 51 0.0014
Hotelling-Lawley Trace 20.664 2.28 126 31 0.0046
Roy's Greast Root 12.444 5.04 42 17 0.0004
##c® (Eigenvalue ) e (%) 22 (%)

Canl 12.44 60.22 60.22

Can2 5.07 24.51 84.73

Can3 3.15 15.27 100.00

& A4p B¢ (Canonical correlations ) # #_
FEL B FA8:i1 @ Num DF  Den DF P&

Canl 0.003 2.18 126 46 0.0016
Can2 0.040 1.57 82 32 0.0772
Can3 0.241 1.34 40 17 0.2613
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AR A FoFRY 2 PERANE B REARYE S HFEF 2 GenBank A 7 S

GenBank E 71| %%

EY 1 BRAH  BEAEAY EBErm ER I
Cythb IRBP RAGI1 PRKCI SRY SMCY7

Callosciurus

C. erythraeus 1 TESRI-B0678 - & : gz : X m HQ698358  HQ698522  HQ698438  HQ698410 HQ698494  HQ698466

C. erythraeus 2 TESRI-B0682 5% : a4k @ ¥ #37H m HQ698359  HQ698523  HQ698439  HQ698411  HQ698495  HQ698467

C. erythraeus 3 TESRI-B0692 S # @ a4k &L m HQ698360 HQ698524  HQ698440  HQ698412  HQ698496  HQ698468
Dremomys

D. pernyi 1 TESRI-B0228 =4 @ s 4k : & Fob m HQ698361  HQ698525  HQ698441  HQ698413  HQ698497  HQ698469

D. pernyi 2 TESRI-B0291 S : Bz :i&a L m HQ698362  HQ698526  HQ698442  HQ698414  HQ698498  HQ698470

D. pernyi 3 TESRI-B0349 S @ B jf : 5% m HQ698363  HQ698527  HQ698443  HQ698415  HQ698499  HQ698471
Tamiops

T. maritimus FU1 TESRI-B1034 ¢ B : 4 : % L f HQ698364 — — — — —

T. maritimus FU2 TESRI-B1035 ¢ B : 4 : % L f HQ698365 — — — — —

T. maritimus FU3 TESRI-B1036 © B : g : # % L f HQ698366 — — — — —

T. maritimus FU4 TESRI-B1037 ¢ B : 4 : # % L m HQ698367 HQ698528  HQ698444  HQ698416  HQ698500 HQ698472

T. maritimus FUS TESRI-B1038  © B : g : # % L m HQ698368  HQ698529  HQ698445  HQ698417  HQ698501  HQ698473

T. maritimus FU6 TESRI-B1039 ¢ B : 4 : % L m HQ698369  HQ698530  HQ698446  HQ698418  HQ698502  HQ698474

T. maritimus TW1 MVZ-180950 L R AR m HQ698370  HQ698531  HQ698447  HQ698419  HQ698503  HQ698475

T. maritimus TW2 MVZ-180945 A Bz L m HQ698371  HQ698532  HQ698448  HQ698420  HQ698504  HQ698476

T. maritimus TW3 NMNS-1384 s R BE m HQ698372  HQ698533  HQ698449  HQ698421  HQ698505  HQ698477

T. maritimus TW4 NMNS-6599 s R BE m HQ698373  HQ698534  HQ698450  HQ698422  HQ698506  HQ698478
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Wi A ()

GenBank accession number

EY 1 BRAH  BEAEAY EBErm ER I
Cythb IRBP RAGI1 PRKCI SRY SMCY7
T. maritimus TWS5 TESRI-B1040 S # @ B L 14+ {0 f HQ698374 — — — — —
T. maritimus TW6 TESRI-B0327 &~ #: Bz :i%a L f HQ698375 — — — — —
T. maritimus CBI IEBR-Cal0 4%3 : Cao Bang: Nguyen Binh f HQ698376 — — — — —
T. maritimus CB2 IEBR-Cal3 4% 3 : Cao Bang: Nguyen Binh m HQ698377 — — — — —
T. maritimus TD1 MVZ-186475 A%& ! Vinh Phuc: Tam Dao m HQ698378  HQ698535  HQ698451  HQ698423  HQ698507  HQ698479
T. maritimus TD2 MVZ-186476  #4%m : Vinh Phuc: Tam Dao f HQ698379 — — — — —
T. maritimus TD3 IEBR-JPO13 A% & ! Vinh Phuc: Tam Dao m HQ698380  HQ698536  HQ698452  HQ698424  HQ698508  HQ698480
T. maritimus TD4 IEBR-JP014 A% & ! Vinh Phuc: Tam Dao m HQ698381  HQ698537  HQ698453  HQ698425  HQ698509  HQ698481
T. maritimus PY1 IEBR-JP192 4% 3 : Sonla: Phu Yen m HQ698382  HQ698538  HQ698454  HQ698426  HQ698510 HQ698482
T. maritimus PY2 IEBR-JP193 4% 3 : Sonla: Phu Yen f HQ698383 — — — — —
T. maritimus PY3 IEBR-JP195 4% 3 : Sonla: Phu Yen f HQ698384 — — — — —
T. maritimus PY4 IEBR-JP196 4% 3 : Sonla: Phu Yen f HQ698385 — — — — —
T. maritimus PYS5 IEBR-JP201 A% % : Sonla: Phu Yen m HQ698386  HQ698539  HQ698455  HQ698427  HQ698511  HQ698483
T. maritimus PY6 IEBR-JP205 A%  Sonla: Phu Yen m HQ698387  HQ698540  HQ698456  HQ698428  HQ698512  HQ698484
T. meclellandii YG GenBank PR ZEs IS ? EF539333° — — — — —
T. mcclellandii TL1 JP0OO1 %\ & : Cheng Rai m HQ698388  HQ698541  HQ698457  HQ698429  HQ698513  HQ698485
T. mcclellandii TL2 JP022 %\ & : Mae Chan f HQ698389 — — — — —
T. mcclellandii TL3 JP024 %\ ® : Mae Chan m HQ698390  HQ698542  HQ698458  HQ698430  HQ698514  HQ698486
T. mcclellandii TL4 JPO8O %\ & : Mae Chan m HQ698391 — — — — —
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Wi A ()

GenBank accession number

EY 1 BRAH  BEAEAY EBErm ER I
Cythb IRBP RAGI1 PRKCI SRY SMCY7
T. mcclellandii TL5 JPO81 %\ & : Mae Chan m HQ698392 — — — — —
T. rodolphii BM19 IEBR-BM19 4% % : Thua Thien: Bach Ma f HQ698393 — — — — —
T. rodolphii KL1 IEBR-JP121 4% 3 : Kien Giang: Kien Luong m HQ698394 — — — — —
T. rodolphii KL2 IEBR-JP124 4% 3 : Kien Giang: Kien Luong m HQ698395  HQ698543  HQ698459  HQ698431  HQ698515  HQ698487
T. rodolphii KL3 IEBR-JP126 4% 3 ! Kien Giang: Kien Luong m HQ698396  HQ698544  HQ698460  HQ698432  HQ698516  HQ698488
T. rodolphii KL4 IEBR-JP139 4% % @ Kien Giang: Kien Luong f HQ698397 — — — — —
T. rodolphii KL5 IEBR-JP143 4% 3 ! Kien Giang: Kien Luong m HQ698398  HQ698545  HQ698461  HQ698433  HQ698517  HQ698489
T. rodolphii KL6 IEBR-JP147 4% 3 : Kien Giang: Kien Luong m HQ698399 — — — — —
T. rodolphii MVZ MVZ-199145 & BRF 3 ? HQ698400 — — — — —
T. swinhoei YL GenBank PR Ea L ? EF539334° — — — — —
T. swinhoei SP1 IEBR-JP130 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa m HQ698401  HQ698546  HQ698462  HQ698434  HQ698518  HQ698490
T. swinhoei SP2 IEBR-JP131 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa m HQ698402  HQ698547  HQ698463  HQ698435  HQ698519  HQ698491
T. swinhoei SP3 IEBR-JP132 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa m HQ698403  HQ698548  HQ698464  HQ698436  HQ698520 HQ698492
T. swinhoei SP4 IEBR-JP134 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa m HQ698404 — — — — —
T. swinhoei SP5 IEBR-JP136 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa f HQ698405 — — — — —
T. swinhoei SP6 IEBR-JP137 A% ! Lao Cai: Sapa m HQ698406 — — — — —
T. swinhoei YWI KI1Z-97521 PR Ze D AED m HQ698407 — — — — —
T. swinhoei YW2 K1Z-97522 PR Ze D AED f HQ698408 — — — — —
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wEg A ()

GenBank accession number

P18 BREAE RBEAY REFE EATL
Cythb IRBP RAGI1 PRKCI SRY SMCY7
T. swinhoei SS USNM- YR FTﬁ m HQ698409 HQ698549  HQ698465 HQ698437  HQ698521 HQ698493
MSWC218

* #4244 5L ¢ [EBR = Institute of Ecology and Biological Resources, Vietnamese Academy of Science and Technology, Vietnam; KIZ = Kunming Institute of
Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, China; MVZ = Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California Berkeley, Berkeley, California, USA; NMNS = B p #X
FEE 4> S¢ TESRI= R4 €43 2577 %5 ¢ < > & B ; USNM = National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, DC., USA.
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4B SZFRF 2 OBAERPEENGE AT S HFEE L
2R R L R
LR cyt-b A%14 cythA¥E Y AT # 2 FIE AL R
0968 0968 A Y4 27 NMNS
1022 1022 S1 32 NMNS
1384 1384 S2 Y1 24 NMNS
5029 1384 S2 Y1 24 NMNS
6109 6109 S2 Y4 24 NMNS
6599 6599 S2 Y4 24 NMNS
180942 180942 S1 29 MVZ
180943 180943 S2 29 MVZ
180944 180944 S2 Y3 32 MVZ
180945 180944 S2 Y1 32 MVZ
180946 180946 S1 22 MVZ
180947 180947 S1 33 MVZ
180948 1022 S1 Y1 32 MVZ
180949 180944 S2 31 MVZ
180950 180947 S1 Y3 31 MVZ
180951 180946 S1 Y1 31 MVZ
180952 180943 S2 Y1 31 MVZ
180953 180953 S1 Y1 31 MVZ
180954 180943 S2 31 MVZ
180955 180955 S1 Y1 22 MVZ
180956 180956 S2 22 MVZ
180957 180957 S1 22 MVZ
180959 180946 S1 Y3 25 MVZ
180960 180943 S2 28 MVZ
A20 A20 S1 36 TESRI
B20 A20 S1 36 TESRI
B351 B351 S1 Y1 12 TESRI
B360 B360 N 9 TESRI
B361 B360 N Y2 9 TESRI
B362 B362 N Y2 9 TESRI
B367 B367 N 12 TESRI
B369 B351 S1 12 TESRI
B371 B371 N Y5 12 TESRI
B373 B373 N 3 TESRI



t& B (4)

A 5l cyt-b %4l cytb A% Y AT gLt B2/ 8 N

B427 B427 N Y5 12 TESRI
B428 B351 S1 Y2 12 TESRI
B429 B429 N 12 TESRI
B430 B427 N 16 TESRI
B436 B371 N Y5 16 TESRI
B438 B438 N 19 TESRI
B439 B438 N 19 TESRI
B440 B440 S1 Y1 12 TESRI
B442 B371 N 12 TESRI
B471 B471 A 26 TESRI
B473 B473 A 26 TESRI
B475 B475 N 17 TESRI
B476 B360 N 9 TESRI
B491 B491 N Y2 3 TESRI
B492 B491 N Y2 3 TESRI
B493 B427 N Y5 11 TESRI
B49%4 B49%4 N Yl 11 TESRI
B495 B49%4 N Y5 11 TESRI
B496 B496 N Y2 11 TESRI
B498 B498 S2 23 TESRI
B499 B371 N Y2 11 TESRI
B500 B496 N Y2 11 TESRI
B501 B496 N Yl 11 TESRI
B502 B496 N 11 TESRI
B503 B503 N 11 TESRI
B504 B496 N 11 TESRI
B527 B360 N 9 TESRI
B540 B540 A Y4 26 TESRI
B541 B541 S2 26 TESRI
B545 180943 S2 Y4 30 TESRI
B584 180943 S2 30 TESRI
B619 B360 N 9 TESRI
B750 180955 S1 Yl 21 TESRI
B751 180955 S1 21 TESRI
B854 B854 N Y2 2 TESRI
B990 B503 N Y2 2 TESRI
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W& B (%)

# A S5 cyt-b & 713 cyt-b »# Y & 74 $oEL? B FURS
B991 B503 N 2 TESRI
B992 B992 S1 15 TESRI
B993 B503 N Y2 2 TESRI
B994 B503 N 2 TESRI
B995 B503 N 2 TESRI
B996 B996 N Y2 8 TESRI
B997 B997 N Y5 18 TESRI
B998 B998 N 20 TESRI
C598 C598 N Y2 3 TESRI
CWO1 1384 S2 24 TESRI
CWO02 6599 S2 Y1 24 TESRI
CWO05 B362 N 9 TESRI
CWO06 B371 N Y2 9 TESRI
CWI1 B351 S1 12 TESRI
CWI12 B371 N 12 TESRI
CWI15 B471 A 26 TESRI
CWI16 CW16 N 13 TESRI
CWI18 B371 N 6 TESRI
CW21 B371 N Y1 5 TESRI
CW22 CW22 S1 34 TESRI
CW23 B498 S2 Y4 30 TESRI
CW24 180943 S2 30 TESRI
CW25 180943 S2 Y4 30 TESRI
CW26 CW26 N 10 TESRI
CW27 CwW27 N Y2 9 TESRI
CW28 Cw28 N Y2 9 TESRI
CW29 B371 N Y2 7 TESRI
CW30 CW30 S1 14 TESRI
S536 B854 N 1 TESRI
T498 T498 S2 35 TESRI
T499 T498 S2 35 TESRI
T514 T498 S2 Y1 35 TESRI
T524 T524 N Y2 4 TESRI
T921 CW30 S1 Y2 14 TESRI

TR BN R g2 4 31
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P A B AT V8L 1 MVZ = Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California
Berkeley, Berkeley, California, USA ; NMNS = R = g A5 #E 4> 5 ¢  TESRI= B
LEFFAFETETI BB
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i C Srim ARl SHAERRRERSE
7PN LT BN Tl 1 A M A - e
Lk o Tk ok R
0968 m SW NMNS
1022 f SE NMNS
1384 m SW NMNS
5029 m SW NMNS
6599 m SW NMNS
A0086 m NW TESRI
B0327 f SE TESRI
B0342 m NW TESRI
B0351 m NE TESRI
B0360 f NW TESRI
B0361 m NW TESRI
B0362 m NW TESRI
B0367 f NE TESRI
B0369 f NE TESRI
B0371 m NE TESRI
B0373 f NW TESRI
B0424 f SW TESRI
B0427 m NE TESRI
B0429 f NE TESRI
B0430 f NE TESRI
B0431 f NE TESRI
B0436 m NE TESRI
B0439 f NE TESRI
B0440 m NE TESRI
B0442 f NE TESRI
B0471 f SW TESRI
B0473 f SW TESRI
B0476 f NW TESRI
B0493 m NE TESRI
B0494 m NE TESRI
B0495 m NE TESRI
B0496 m NE TESRI
B0499 m NE TESRI
B0503 f NE TESRI
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Wi C (F)

e ® g e BT oA g
B0540 m SW TESRI
B0541 f SW TESRI
B0504 f NE TESRI
B0527 f NW TESRI
B0542 m SW TESRI
B0543 f SW TESRI
B0545 m SW TESRI
B0583 m SW TESRI
B0584 f SW TESRI
B0618 f NE TESRI
B0619 f NW TESRI
B0790 m NW TESRI
B0791 m NW TESRI
B0854 m NW TESRI
B0990 m NW TESRI
B0993 m NW TESRI
B0994 f NW TESRI
B0995 f NW TESRI
B0998 f NE TESRI
C0372 f SE TESRI
A20 f SE TESRI
B20 f SE TESRI
CW02 m SW TESRI
Cw21 m NE TESRI
CW29 f NwW TESRI
CW30 f NE TESRI

CME] L, B m, f
DAL FASTEEL INMNS = B2 g AP FE A4 o F 0 TESRI
= RLAEEFAPETERTY v B F o
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s m- sTHLE

WHBA SR ERRESE - EH535 % A (holotype) Sciurus

mcclellandii formosanus Bonhote, 1900 » & 3% 2 f 3% B i 37 &0

Natural History Museum ( ¥ J# British Museum of Natural History ) > %,

5. BM 62.12.24.18 -

[ 7 2 AN
HE B oA A E R Ry - @ #0584 A Tamiops sauteri Allen,

1911 » & #3t i & % R X 7 American Museum of Natural History >
$%. AMNH 31621 - (= 51T &)
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“tH C Kuroda (1935) iz S HAEXREE R A E 3 ¢ 42

SARiran (21 )~ T 0 (27) 2 &P L L ()0 i3

BAP mL B p AFEROLIFE AT AT
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A 3L

OFft -
(1) ~ 5. o g5 2% (1989.06)
Q) ALFL: S+ EFFpEET 2% (1991.06)
G) BLri: L84 a8  (RA$E 5) 2% (2011.07)

OB i+ ffr
() ¢ FAREEEHE AL (1991.10—1993.05)
Q) #F A HF5 ET P wh i mem (1993.05—1995.04)
Q) FF 2Py RT? ooty B (1995.04— R %)

OFz&F (L4):
(1) ~BfIR2 FFS
(2) ;;%%zagzsei%’i%ii.l
(B) cHRESHLILGE
4) cBRIEE TR Y
(5) F B4 dnnr &

(6) of 584 4p £ 0 & iRl
(7) ®h e i E5&
() trEfE bk sum 3
(9) Bt R 12

G?

A HF G4 BT enk FI3E ) Srip AN ehd (TP pE o

(
FERNLHERR L g TlLseke 7 UGk | | gl o (%



5o R B R L R UL R o 1§ AT F

TS E RO FERE 0B  RLFIEL S S I KT B
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a7 o
Foeha e fE SR LRSS AL ] 0 R RDE L -
PATIR RS REFE G PABS IR A LSBT
b F A OB o

FoF o AP P LI R I R 8 P LR iz B 4T
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AhHP FREPS R - 2 oA B EERT
IR &2%5oﬂiﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂﬁl%mT’@*ﬂﬂéiﬂ
ARZ XD LE R v @B R L F RS SRR B
ALDEF - TEER AR FEIFAPREY - B ARG R
R4 fode ik gokoehrkeng & 0 i 8RR o Hss R E P > 1
SCR PR SR BOH JRSREPER 2 F R A2 L RigS -

Lk eER FEA BPL BREER L F BE L o FRAFTAL
PRI R KRB T W EBNFTF LR HHECF AR E AR F
ALk > i B BEZE 1 0% SdpA- T o B @RERRA T 40k
B e o B4 S MEERELT 0 ] B R A B T B e RARKE
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