&

HMa RN ERA R E R ETAETR T TRAMAREF
HEFREE  HERITFRORT M AAA BN T AERE RN
WRITAHARRABE S AEE RS - AR B ey LA R SEME E AR E
18 B BARAR3T 0 A7 1 BF SN R & 04 LA (Kurixalus eiffingeri) & 48
AR TR e 8 F 4% o #1 A COLONY 2.0 $k8 547 23 B &4 &
Pt AR BRETHMTROBRTHAGLER AL UEXEF
FodR Rl X EFEREK S (0=T) ERATRRERKSEZ Z5EHARM -
S E B — TR e sk BA A B — AT R E 64 L) &6 4 50% 0 {2
R3Fm A F — TR 2R & BA A B — 45 7(73.9%) - F3hm it
BA| R AT E LBl 69 R B 0 7T AE R R W ER AT 69 4 7 B RA IR A s et
WFRAT » R A P BRI RE R B ATE AR o sboh o skt R A
4y il [ B3 P 922 2 22 IR o) T A % 3 shokesk AT A4S 14 L BB R B

BT MERIB T T ANBRRRARTH GO HERET . 25
FRAFRERLTFROGVARBR > £LF A B EF — T RO R
o FRODGRRER - Bt YRR EHEEGPTREGEE
BAE A AT A ) RS BN HER T AR AT A B R B R SR 4K B
1% & A& B4 15 B B3 8E & (helper) o
Mlees  EHAN BTG AH RS I ARE - X KA
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Abstract

Renesting within a short time span can result in overlapping
offspring. To unveil the genetic relationship between parents and
offspring is important to understand the reproductive strategies and
parental care of adults. The purpose of my study was to identify the
genetic relationship between overlapping clutches and adult frogs of
Kurixalus eiffingeri using five microsatellite DNA markers. The
COLONY 2.0 program deduced eight different types of parentage among
overlapping offspring in that different parents and partially the same
father but different mothers were most abundant (n=7). A lack of nest
defense by adult frogs during larvae period may in part account for the
varied patterns of parentage in overlapping offspring. Results of
parentage analyses revealed that about equal amount of tadpole-occupied
stumps were used by the same or different males, which may be related to
the tradeoff between the quality of stumps and inter-clutch competition
between tadpoles. In contrast, majority of tadpole-occupied stumps
were used by different females (73.9%), which may be related to females’
feeding schemes and physiological constraints.

By combining field observation and parentage analyses of
overlapping offspring, I found that overlapping offspring can be either fed
by the mother of the first or second cohort of offspring, or both mothers.
Furthermore, it is possible that the overlapping offspring may also be fed
by genetically unrelated females.

Keywords: clutches overlap, parentage, reproductive strategy,

microsatellite locus, Kurixalus eiffingeri
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nu\«

AT
4 W ERE A A ¥ L 84T 4 78 (re-nesting) & — 18] & & &4 3,

F o BEIARBTEARKERFRAELTRAA  (DEASGAANE
JB A FE(Newton and Marquiss 1982) ; Q)34 RX LB Fwsp & B £
* % & 9P M2 R — & 4 b 8 (Erckmann et al. 1990, Gergely et al.
2009) ; Q)& L £ ¥ L F B eyed i fu it 246 % (Cavitt ef al. 1999) ;5 (4)
D A AR R 0 B (Bergin 1997, Watts 1987) - Ja syl 9 AR A A % £
BT A TR FHRRIARR T HEN TREGHE —EEN -2
FHRITFRZBF AL —EREZORRA BACHU R
7N A RS R LA BER o o R TR A R L&

P A& 0 B9 AE A& — 42 £ B M 89 & 3 (nest-site fidelity)(Hoover 2003,

Knapp 1993) « s B AR E % LR R A > THAIAF— 8%
HAT A T SR D AT LA R B R R A R BB

% (Bergin 1997) » AR &) » o Rt FRAEXEMAE - FAR
RT HE & B BARTE £ 6945 1 3% 5] 4 49 42 & (conspecific cues) 5 & #| 4
BRHIE L LY 64 IE M B4R & 97 # Bk (Doligez et al. 2003, Rudolf
and Rodel 2005) -
HNEARAKBEGMED T EFRITRIBTFHAANE

HEAEZ BAARRBETZHAHRAEINRE  REIBRAAR



F R FRARICLARAG > mBRLEPH ey A7 R AHE
0 fldo o RF ST RAR T MR A B B B £ Rk
] At & E 42 & 97 (clutches overlap) » BT LA 34 b3 o £ ZE 4 & & T
REERRD FRAETERERS B T )87 & (Burley 1980, Travis et
al. 1987) - 48 R & > do Rt TR B 5UAT & > FARNKS LA R
w% 9] 4E & £ ] 4 78 (cooperative breeding) 2, % 4 4 74 (brood

parasitism) » BT H# & £ ERAR LR IITRKBEA S FRENL
R EN b AR AR IATIAA R ™ 2& & (Konig 1997, Lyon
and Eadie 2008) -

KA B &Y A A 448 2 DNA 42 3¢ (microsatellite DNA marker)
oM X R Ak (Kurixalus eiffingeri) €48 & 57 m b F R M F B4 - 3
A EAERR LIS REERAE PN E PHEROEFTITA - LK
Bk BT ABIERE 2R )N EHE BRAENEIEE
(Kuramoto 1973, Ueda 1986) - £ 8% 2B FH=A EN\A » RE R
&5 2k 5P B AT 1 9 A By Kk | b (Kam er al. 1996, Kuramoto
1973) » R Etig » HEsE GAAT I N BTGP TE 4 10-14 X > AR 9P
b Ax S B4R e k(R BE B AT ] - 4T B R A 4T 5487 (Chen er al. 2007,
Kam et al. 1996) - §p AL setig - A FNRKET AR 2 &
i st B 4B ¥ 69 & 97 M4 (obligatorily oophagous) > 4 48 1 48 M &k 32 43

4



84 %5 % 9P (trophic eggs) & %4 (Ueda 1986) - skt 5[5 7-8 R @4 HEA
it R 2 A 9F (Kam et al. 1997, 2000) - skt 72 s AR R AR BB AT 1] -
HATRINAR BT H - AR EAAZTNT - BATHRER
EFORE > BFE - TAROGPEDSH AT G EEAT RN > AIH X
WMERANR - &M E A A — IR IF AT F WA 0 R R BT AR(P
Fosphel ) £ 77 B — 47 B 4 4 18 2 BA(Kam er al. 1997, Lin et al. 2008) » 12
& BT A SRR 6 Bl 45 2 R 4oy 0 B BbsE T AL TR T AR
BT AR AT RSB RIBFATA ©

#3% Lin et al. (2008)2F SME A 6 & R BA T > P A ok 5P 2 3k 42 97 7%
L% SRR MEAT—RMAEBEL LS —EHFE > Bk A5
BB R A A B — AT BATREAA - Lin er al. (2008)3 3]
HESE R AR B —EAT TR E A AT U hEREERHRIE
FISE A3 o A FEM & > B HRD R FHALO TR BRFE
R Ao HEEMT > AN @RI 0 LA M R A
MERIFALE  SHERELFAREF €& TREBENMKD
6= (Kam er al. 1996) o w3 7 $ed #A #2450 X (Kam er al. 1998) » %
Frifekd 5 AR R WL T I WAL AR 69 (Kam ef al. 1996) et 2 2 47 F 4K,
FEC R AL RF L R R AT G o M B R TR R BAR
BLOg % & R H 7T Ae A H A ay SRE e % SBRARER BT AT ) a9 XAB
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(Clutton-Brock 1991, Sargent and Gross 1986) - F st » RBF KB &bkt
FERAANAR—AHETEA  TURRBEEERANRIHFR K

MRAAMRYM B A EAE -



SRR AR 7

ERGSHAA

TARREAFNAERETAAR —ELRGR L P UEHE
HFF 5 B 5 % (Wada 1994) © @3 R Bm B K EAA A % 27T
e & 1 (1)i¥ A 4 7889 B R A M(Newton and Marquiss 1982) ; (2)32 4 #,
REZEBYR L AT AEFHEAR — T8 &% 'E (Erckmann et al. 1990,
Gergely et al. 2009) ; (3)&i & 27 & % & 64 0 ] Fo fit 2 #£ & (Cavitt er al.
1999) ; (4)i&k 2V # 37 A& 64 B M (Bergin 1997, Watts 1987) - # s X &4
FRAELEAMAEL AR CHBNELE BTAELEXARRY
$ % 2% 69 % 3. (Hoover 2003, Knapp 1993) ; #| AR 2 8 C. A @ %
$oTHZEEBPRANA LB MREESE L EF A G L b A
W26 o B AR 69 F) AR IE M i 4T £ 4% (Doligez et al. 2003, Rudolf
and Rodel 2005) -

W 5 R E SRR B A A B R R T BE CH RS

N

TRARRGF L2 E 320y &7 Ao 88 & 7 R o) B 2l R Y
BARH E B3 ey B & (Knapp 1993, Switzer 1997, Vergara er al.

2006) - #2:® 80% 44 & ¥8(Ciconia ciconia) ¥t £ B 4 & 3+ (Barbraud et
al. 1999) > Vergara et al. (2000)5 % 46 Hi AT — A A AT S KA R AR F

EAfReyBgaovfalbd Re Mt A AR HRKRER aB s



ERAWE - 550 ARLERFRePEABHRINERE £k
MEARRBA UG AL AR AR L L ACREGEHERE
WEVAT A T EE R A E o Knapp (1993)5F 7228 BLAR R BE 45 £ #7
(Stegastes partitus)i & GARIFIF 49778 R Fo g RE R RAFT A E R
FHEERERL > FA—RIPHFT R SETR S R0 BW
Mo RS R AR ARH OB R TR R AT Bl & Ak &Y
Ko BN o A — A EFBE(Perithemis tenera) 8y K 78RR L IRIF B
O TSRS R E R AR &3 L R e Bt
(Switzer 1997) o BB S $7> K 69 B RPE > IR T AEAEAR R o9 o H 4 M
R BR AR TAE 4 KA AR E M8 L RF R R ey
B Bl o 4E B 46 & (Cavitt er al. 1999) » ¥ i A BB ey 4 & H HLGFER
(Hoover 2003) -

AR RERFEEES IO RELEA ¢ LRt (Lin et
al. 2008) ~ # 79 2= 32 & (Phrynobatrachus guineensis)(Rudolf and Rodel
2005) ~ Pleurodema borellii(Halloy 2006)Fa B K #k&E(Rana japonica)
(Iwai et al. 2007) > ¥k & E 4% A FIAEYP S Mtet & a0 £ 97 HB64E A
AP o BAAA CF FAEMS R F A6 £ TRITRESR
B% 5] 4% 2 L 18 % M 5 3AE PR F S B A2 R 49 LK (Dillon and
Fiano 2000, Spieler and Linsenmair 1997) » m# 5 A B A FREE
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BFEEAES  HNETHRBEBIFRZIARBETEA EEYN
%5 % (Chen et al. 2001, Petranka and Thomas 1995) » {2 & & & ¥ &} 5 §p
FAME I TRRMFARRZEI LT A GRET > U3
HoF X 89 7% 7& & (Rudolf and Rodel 2005) - K449 5& 4o : Aedes triseriatus
(Edgerly et al. 1998) ~ Culex quinquefasciatus(Mokany and Shine 2003) ~
Ochlerotatus australis(Mokany and Shine 2003) » #E3UR 4715 99 & A F
5] 72 % &% 64 & 97 32k - Edgerly er al. (1998)25 307 41 1R B 7 oy vt 2 &
97 RoE MG F BF Rl ey B MR 0 A S TR @ 8 LA R AR &
FARGBIANTEHE  EREAFRIRSA & FRA RES ST LN
BHRAE 2 & FE 35 P o

HERBREFNARPHEL ALABESRE LT ALEER
o4 T e A B LA B AR A B BE 64 A FA R T RSP S KA B L H A
VIR o AF B R R EIE S A 7 W 2k 8y ik 48 (Doligez et al.2002) - Ward
(2005)#% % %5 37, 88 B (Xanthocephalus xanthocephalus)#] — 18 4 78 &
RHEGRNTHRER R BN EREBEBANT —BLAER
BB TREEZ 2R AT —ELAAZELHENTFREZ > TU
TAERT —BAEEZE R FRRE - & RETH A FAELERY)
WG RBF A BT RSk LAEA TR B AR E R
HERE LB A RALE I G - Doligez et al. (2002)
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R s ) GARE 8 (Ficedula albicollis) % 78 3. 2L &4 3B A #1235 ) Fvo 5]
HIRBERSEAM REEBAREETFRBEE I MBEMR B F

RIS 2% Bl AT ARG B E D Fodn B 09 R 4F M 34 e 88T A & & A1 A & 5

W\

B EIEFASEREE - NF A HN R A L a e B 5e £ %R

ql

W.EE R4 R A 09 A 5 > Schjorring er al. (1999)F Bsa § 41 A
) A2 1B 38 & A 78 AR o R4S K S 0B oh H B9 AFIR 0 T A ik B

(Phalacrocorax carbo sinensis) % — R % 78 {81 B2 0 & 75 iR, 5 ©

£ B f#(nest defense)

Rt HRARBBEHV AL — Bd R #HTUARS TREEE
i M 3 Ao AR X 89 1877 B (Clutton-Brock 1991) - A& £ 5 #7147 A & &
A7 7 8 # (Clutton-Brock 1991) » X #3)fE R 8 37 R4
(Olendorf and Robinson 2000) ~ ] #& A 1% % 3%, 3 & # (Briskie and Sealy
1989, Hobson and Sealy 1989, Neudorf and Sealy 1992) - 2 2k £ By 427 +]
LA o F4X, 649 47 7& % (Forester 1979, Harris er al. 1995, Ng and Wilbur
1995, Petranka 1990) » {2 & #7 AT £ By 7 69 B T 5 ) BF A 1 %
— b RA > do D AE B AR A - AR R ARG F &Y RR I e ~ D R EL
& 4% & LA B B o 0F i (Fitzpatrick 1973) » B 3t > #,4/X.3% & 72 34 (parental

investment theory) T8 8] % 74 31 X B 3% & ARIE F R HK DU (dw © & 97 B
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BRFRBORKRRGBEETFEMALLIANEHORZE
(Olendorf and Robinson 2000, Redmond et al. 2009, Tornick 2010) °
Tornick (2010)F Bx 45 & B8 o s 84 41 57 828R (Plethodon cinereus) ¥
BRAEBRGIP(EBNB)YRITAHBRE ST BB
5P (& 12 mif) - Redmond et al. 2000)E 54t R 8a- T~ R EMNEFHEE
(Tyrannus tyrannus) 88 &R E 4 B F L) Rk eRE L L 9
12 & 78 AR B B NG By #1127 Y - Hom et al. (1990)4.4% H
%) A& #x 181642 K (dynamic optimization model)> & 4 &3 F X AE fo f% 3
FHRMRRERIPAT RGBT ELER - ERET T H IR o
HiEFHBA NG BT R RERARMBIE G EFE B fT %
BB IR R BLRA N > TREZ AR GRS
B 9N > B R %228 & (predation dilution)Fe F4X,64 7T 0 1
(palatability) 75 =T A2 B AT A e MR Z R TR B A & R4
AT A o RN R IR E BEHR(Hemidactylium scutatum) € 3§ F 4K & 7> 2 )
69 £ (joint nest) » {2k % A A — EukiR @ T RETRFT AH#HHT
4k (Harris and Gill 1980, Harris ef al. 1995) - 1B A FE 4L 5] £ 893 »
ho D iEdbgafo s AT A ~ REMENIR B R BESE S
Harris et al. (1995)F B 45 3 B8 5= e 3R AU 3F A B3R A B] — S 9 1847
B9 TTRRAHBREMRD B TTFREFEROEAR - TRBREF

11



A BB R A T8 T B LA LK A/ RRAMEK
TE QB © 35 5 s B Ao SRR Y P B IE HANIRR A 5 R B A F &
2k vz, 9 (Crossland and Alford 1998, Gunzburger and Travis 2005, Hess
and Harris 2000, Wassersug 1971) » & i o] LAk D #& 4722 69 B » 184%F
BT AR T R4 > D AT R 518 F A #9418 (Forester
1979, Harris et al. 1995, Hess and Harris 2000) - Hess and Harris (2000)
LA AT S AE A3 R AT IR F BEHR(H. scutatum)Fa B4 B 0 3R
(Desmognathus ocoee) Wy FE#E$R 59 69 7T 0 PEAR > BAT A 0 $RiB
WEHETHN A LT & WS 23z ey(Forester 1979) » BER &S R8T
AT 8 & R AR M AERR IR 9P (2R R @  RAT R O sRey op > HE RILF
BESRAYIPEN IR A M R B M R E a0 M T SR AR R 8y

B ©

BERNSEXER

B F ek PR 3 BT A B9 AKX 4Z N\ (parental investment) & A7 7R
B > B &kt #4869 X BAE X (Andersson 1994, Trivers 1972) o skt 7 F
WReBREY  FZHAREZNREEREFERIITREELLERK
BRAENE R Bk e A AR TRAETOEF - RZ >
HESEAR T R 09 1B A2 AE 2R ALAR D 0 Mgk 6y A E AR T R BRARY
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— 1B & 74 2 64 R Bk 2 (Andersson 1994, Berven 1981, Trivers 1972) -

By RS VR A FA Gy ek ST ) B 6 S AT BT 0 Ak AT R ELR B

Yo —AAAE VA REABBZ R M 0 DR 5% A X B

#2 i — R (Sullivan et al. 1995) - 12% » % & % B (multiple mating) A] &

B AN AR ROMAE > M 7T A4 3-6 18 A 09 A 75 F N X BLAB B
% (Dyson et al. 1998, Murphy 1994) -

REH S ERB(— KRS ER—FSLRCFRE EXFH A
(multiple paternity) 2%, % £ # F 14 (multiple maternity) - 3238 — k % %
(polygyny)#k & & & — & Hfdk 42 7R 5] 04 B P 26 S K [5) &4 e ek 38 4T T

cHBN RS ETrAHARBLY T FERF KRS E
(scramble competition polygyny) ~ " Z£8& & ;= — % % % | (lek polygyny)
o T BIRIS#T— %k % % | (resource defence polygyny) (Sullivan et al.
1995) » # BB F—KREZRSHANRR AN > i w
MINeaZEENRERNEAACN G RN E IR EEHILF
sk 0 8 A G B LB K 0 BRI BE S kR 0 B
2 sk 2 B A 5% 2 64 F & 3% F (scramble competition) (Sullivan e al.
1995) - 72 A A BT RS 09 IRA] - AR A MR E - R S £

# & R % (Emlen and Oring 1977) » £ Mkt (Rana sylvatica)Fv K HE ¥
(Bufo bufo)#) R A 1%t #edt & 91 v & gt i 4T %X & (Davies and
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Halliday 1979, Howard 1980) - Z# 8% & 5% — X % FBp ifest L& "B B ok
BT UGERF RS NEMS M- XS F R LR TREERS
Murphy (1992)F 545 & #& 1 oy, oy 3k (Hyla gratiosa) b BLAB £ 7T % 1%
17% - ZBRABRGE— KRS £ > 3@ F €8 & LIy # A3 huik
Sk A FE PR )0 R P30 EE 0 A ANAZAR IR ekt B LR AT A o s
BLAS 6 3R 42 S ARIE Mk Ab AR Z AR IR 0L H O AFIE 0 E M IR A AR
BB S BT o Mk A AT X By 4% & B A% % (Emlen 1968, 1976,
Howard 1978a,b, Martof 1953, Ryan 1980, Well 1978) -

st $86y— F % K (polyandry) - & W48 © FlBrtE—F % K Ao 14
—&£ % Kk - BB —3 % X (simultaneous polyandry)#% € & & & 2,
& LAk oY ekt [F) R AR BORE T OF b S 0P T B B Mk 6Y A JE R T
BRI B F 355 69 5k 55 (Parker 1990a, b) LA B e 14 64 3% $2(Simmons
et al. 2009) - i 45 M — £ % X (sequential polyandry) B 4% & & 2Z et 7
—EABFN S ErERE BN REFH A B EBE
%A # 1 %5 (Byme and Keogh 2009) - — 3 % Xk 6% X BUis A e bk 48 #2
T RE T A AF — S A 5 0 ot Ao AF AR~ B hokE ) o E Fe T X
A 84 % 4% M (Jennions and Petrie 2000, Olsson et al. 1996, Vieites et al.
2004, Yasui 1998) - f25% » @&k #F % 4+ #H L S0% 4 R B FAF A B Br b
—# % R#y1£76 3 K% (Crinia georgiana) AT E AR > A — 3%
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% RAK Rt AR E YA B RWIRD 6P 69 A A F o ekt
9118 pEE R ECHF > GF A9 R AE R 5HEI0% 0 12T 0 ekt 5 B BFE2-58
b He sk X BCRE 0 9P 6Y M F A R A 68-64% > Ty BL3E Aoerk o L K
(Bryne and Roberts 1999, 2000) - —# % kA 7T A EF AR LayH 5
9h » Byrne and Keogh (2009)F B 4 % 88 -1~ 4% /R 35t 3% (Pseudophryne
bibronii)¥edk @i 4F $12-8 % ek AT B ~ A 9P 0 A sk 0 o Bk
R MR RN TR ELERTAMARRE PO ERMMERTFRE
BT Bk RN — £ S RBEZ NN TROGFFER - 5
b kB sk £ 9F 89 4T & (clutch piracy)L 7] 45 8 2% % & L F B 14 ° Vieites er
al. (2004)F 555 37,72 A B &) ARk (Rana temporaria) € 78 X B
50K SF BB 9P B 2 1% > ATAR AR R 9P B SRR T ¥ e gp B ah %

AR RITANTRERS EXTFHIA -
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MR LTy R
XBEE
ERAE AN G 8 I A R E 5B a9 47 4k 79 (23° 397 207 N,
120° 48 10" E) » ##k £ & &1 & 5 45 (Phyllostachys edulis)#a A%
(Sinocalamus latiflorus) 4 i, (Kam et al. 1996) o ;& SAAL 7 43K & B 4
1016 AR &LE » F398 18C > FRE 3000 2B REXEE T A
2RAE9A - T EEMOBK  RERBITTHRTEONE £

T G K AR B R BT RE 84 4 78 355 77 (Kam er al. 1996) -

EREPHRARE

B MR E BRI L 2007 425 2009 93 AE 8 A X KBk
Eoan i IEBEAARN FHREAZ DA P RMHE O 2B BAE
R —ROCARRLNN AT ERAET SR A W~ g RE P
Mk ) EALE AT R o A B P B E B T e TR E A
& o e & £ 431 Gosner 42 #7(Gosner 1960)85 > 3 H 34 £ B 3E
PRAFH O5% B #s LA 4T DNA FE B AR A & A o 694 ag s 4% o
[ A7 & £ H: 31 Gosner 42 #A(Gosner 1960) » 3 H 3R 5 & B LA 4T
DNA 3t Bz Ao & B A & A o 2 gp He sk A DA542 ROAI & 7 B & (snout-vent
length, SVL)(## Z 0.0lmm) > 3£ A E TR E L EE(CE##AE 0.01
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%) o ¥ 9 a3 A B 3 Bk ok (toe-clipping) i AT B BEAZ 22 » b 4% WP LR AF

W 95% B 2 45 s sk DNA 89 2 BB A B A 2 A DU48 2 3L F B 44

BB F T HARE

A IR F AT AR 2000 26 A27BE8 A 318>
£ 66 X o LEIFIMERA FALE P AT B BT 0 AT 1 P9 e s gL g
AR ETREA L BHRAMAIFRER et & 11 ERER
RN RE Y > 2B ANF LF R ER-FKEB(Kam e al. 2000)(E
1) > BB AT B 6 ikt 302 3 F| B kst % F A RRMETA - R
el REFH AR T e s e o B FARRE 22 Rl S
(E#EE 0.001 %) > 3 24 Nikon D90 48 #% 36 3 5tH B3R > F Byt &
B HARRAT B 09 F) RARIE > AR AR R iRty S 2 48 88 F @ 9 BE Y Ao
eYA8F o MBS AR IR o B A T 9Pk M B AR (B 2) - el e E R E
AT B — AR A DKy hm (B2 90 mm)#E F4F LB HFE
B B — & e E R R NE R m 0 BT E — Gt ag g o
FRER AT AR MR EAR AR TR ELEF EFHAES
EEMF /T FE > BT N EBATHE R34 - [6F 7 482
sk AT R R BB E A9 R 2 0 AT R REVEME BY 6945 3T 0 B R RE
FRAFH 95% B A% > LR B 1444k DNA gy X IR R AR A 2 A - K3
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T R B BEAT R 4 1 AR AT - £ R EZAT 2R A E R

BRI GHEIR ERATR SR L RERIR T 0T A -

EHAEFRTRRTHMALSTH
— ~DNA ZREMMHEAR A €A

#] B Master Pure™ DNA Purification Kit(EPICENTRE) % B $#} &3
R, %0 Ay O Bk 48 4% 89 DNA » DNA 32 BURT Se 45 4R 7 95% B 45 64 48
2% B — %k Kk (distilled water) & 4% ¥ R » BRIE E Loy F BRiE4T DNA %
B 544 45 #2058 09 DNA & #7757 60 12 49 1 x TE buffer(10mM tris, 1mM
EDTA, pH 8.0) ¥ 3£ 4% 77 7-20°C K44 ©

RAFA R 5 B4 2 3K R (microsatellite loci) 247 #.F B 4%
% % CEdI2365 ~ CEd15688(Chen et al. 2005) ~ CEd19091 ~
CEd19063 ~ CEd 13854(Chen et al. 2011) - 45844445 & A | J& &9 37 B %

K& & 3] F(forward or reverse primer)5’ 3 A HEX - FAM s TAMRA %

RRFIRT -

#| A & 4-B5iE 45 R & (Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR) i 4T #% 4%
ERARER KHIEHK - PCR R B4R A Sul» &4 1 Wl DNA K »
0.25 units Go Tag® Flexi DNA polymeras(Promega) ~ 2-2.5 mM
MgCl,(Promega) ~ 0.1-0.15 mM dNTP(Amersham, GE) ~ 1.0 pul 5X
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Colorless Go Tag® Flexi Buffer(pH 8.5, Promega)~0.1 uM ] Efv R &
3] F - #] A GeneAmp®9700 = Biometra®T3000 PCR #% % i# 4T DNA
hBey3ghe 0 PCR B3R A2 A 95C S sy e MR IE » &%
FHRAUTFERRAS EERETHK > 95C 30# > &a@s] FEE69%
AR 308 0 72°C 3048 0 &&EL T2C 10 4489 K RJE - PCR
E % # A MegaBACE 1000 B # € - 1% (Amersham, GE) 1 42 4 I 8 M
B B 5k B8 B vk (linear polyacrylamide gels, LPA) » it x4 MegaBACE™
ET400-R Size Standard (Amersham, GE)/E & DNA k £ A/ #] £ 894k
1# - k& XA A Genetic profiler 2.2 (Amersham, GE) £ 5 F| 3% £ /87
BB AR &) R BRR /N BT P A 1B RS 04 5 B4 2 A8 B 64 AL B AY
#% » #1 A Cervus 3.0 # 8% (Kalinowski ef al. 2007)3t B £ A8 5] 4 $H42 &
# 2 HBA R KESE ~ B2 K & (exclusion probability)Fo &2k %

43 X F 48 % (null allele frequency) °

=~ RFMARe AR

A %A A COLONY 2.0 (Jones and Wang 2010)#: 8% »# €4 &
9F Wy it F AR IR ARG B F B 15 - COLONY 2.0 5% 24t 7k (likelihood
method) & 25 - 25 & i 38 87 i 3t 74X 69 o &k B 4% (sibship)Fo 3+ Bl £
(parentage relationship) &9 % #7 #k 52 (Jones and Wang 2010, Wang 2004) -
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THAEFRIT RGBT M A BT EIFRIFRATARAH
AR AERAERIEF > M ERITRAET BT LB HRGM G ERFRE >
sbAFF 2 8- A i parental Fv sibship reconstruction Wy #& /& & 4T H T
B 1% 89 % #7 (Jones et al. 2010) - GERUD 2.0 #» PARENTAGE 1.0 & %
A 7 parental reconstruction & 4 #7 2 %% > COLONY 2.0 fv PEDIGREE
2.2 A % A ¥ sibship reconstruction & 7~ #7 2k 8% - £ 4 » COLONY 2.0
7 ¥T LA [5) % 1# 4T parental v sibship reconstruction it B 48 % & R 2 K
g~ T A AR Fo ok F A EK R B #E(Jones er al. 2010, Wang 2004) » #%
AR x4 E A COLONY 2.0 15 & 3 F Bl 45 2 47 69 A8 - 35 B 547 84
AT L RREEAG T K COLONY 2.0 A& £ SPERET
HRAREEANBTRBITERY - ZHRARARREEANGEHR
COLONY 2.0 #kig e AR T RO AR A TR R ARG ARE > BATRT
Rl 1% & 4 B7 (Jones and Wang 2010) -

COLONY 2.0 A8 a9 AT H & S AAE - e1EHBAREER -
AR R A FZME - AR A e AR Ao FREAR A - K8
ROPATE B R o F P ()IEEEG o B A RREA S1S
#l(polygamy) o (2)#2 X AT &9 85 ] &k B 3% & &3l F (medium) - (3)
B A RIA R R E AR B - MBI R R RARIE AT A AR AR R
B R fo h AR FRAARKREAAGEHBARFENG o (DEEMME
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2 A B 20y $HB AR B & & 894 & (allelic dropout rate)fw A B 7 5T 7 44
ROBEEXRL A 005 O)RRZEZEANTTRRE TR XA EHR
2 3% X & (probability of a father/mother) % %] 3% 5 % 0.743 #u 0.590 - #
HEF X AFIMRE PR R s fotkkE > 405 BT B4R eh i T 1%
RE R By T ARAY KB A B R G EL ] o AR AR A R E B R ELAY A 0 AR
KRG RKZE L 1o (6)K5 44 24 (random number seeds)X & % 1234 #o
6789 o B & EM A PO A @R T — ey S8 R —AReyEA A
(1234 Fu 6789):8 4T 2 RMF G o BLLB AL RREFT —F - R
RAPAT 2 REFORTHGERR -2 RAPUTH R RE XK

AEik(ong)ig > BEHMIT—R > UBRFEAHETHRTHAALER -

£ ) 4R o7 v o R 8 A 14

# A Coancestry 1.0 # 2% (Wang 2011) 547 2000 gkt 4e 5 47 4
R T > AmE R g oAb E R R 2 st o) 3 4 I 14
(relatedness) o Coancestry 1.0 #k#% =T LAShAT 7 #& s, HHE BY 69 34 Bl 1%
( pairwise relatedness) &y % #4& 3+ & 4 #2317 37, X B 14 B (inbreeding
coefficients) &y % 84k 3t » B P& 2 #& % 245 3H(TrioML #o DyadML)
ML By Bt > B M o] USRI R Bofe AR A T R 44 3R
Coancestry 1.0 #k 8% o) 3h 4T 6135 £ 4% # 4% (simulated dataset)Fv B IR 3

¥ (empirical dataset) B8 3F 5 - B BB HATH E L B L EHK T A
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BG M2 EAE T F kP o B EE 8 F 5 1A (relatedness values)
A8 B M 3R 3 04 7 TEAR B AT 09 ARTE - SR BUR 9 BT F B HHE A
AR ARAFHREIAE S KRR TASEFIRE - R TROMK
Bl A3 EF 58 - B A RRETRBEAMAERORREBE AR o
BN TFRAZRRAA Gy $HB A B T B mid o AR B A B KA R R H AT
FADRE AR A R R A TR R Gy tete] o AR A T A EEIRIE F R ER
BEIP 5% ARE > BITRRARA LA BE > »HFES
8 35 B e vy RS B A 2 A &8 R R R &4 Lt Ap] (Chen et al. 2011) 3 o 48 4
MEA A E SR FR o 7T A8 09 4 Bl 14 FA % A ARFE Coancestry 1.0 3k ¥4
A FM& 1 V538 558 4% B 14 (double first cousins F& 1) & A 3%
100 1B 8¢ » %18 5% # & (number of reference individuals)k & %
100 » & #7 B4 22 (number of bootstrapping sample)z% & % 100 - #k 2
GHRFE LR AR T ARG ERG AR B EITHH - A B
BHEAPATEZERORARA - $MB AR AR - AR A T A 43R4
EELE - ARART A LR RN 8 Sikat o Htboy SRR

A5 b sk IR ) -
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Y3t o
FIFA SAS %3t 2k 8 47 | 7 # € (Chi-square test)ig ] & % — Hk

TR e rke Skt BAVH B — A R BT EBBT AT A 1] -
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R
EREPHREKER
2007 £ 2009 3%k % 64 EER A A SFRHRERE
R A 18~ 19 Fu 27 & - R4 84 sk fo 53 Gokst > B FRIKE
QiR B E A A 11 ~25F0 48 & > e B F R 55 A 0 ~ 22 o 31
BERD-4FBEREFPNHEAT  B-—HTFROBENH2-37 & >
P34 2 10.517.6 & 0 F b FREGBZ R AH 10-155 4> F34 4 44.2

+24.6 HrL o

ERATFRBTRATHMAH

KRAEHEEARE PR T Mo m ey SR 2 AR & 5 5]
A 1323 EHBERE B - PR FE NN 0.392-0.736 - 42 69 HEFR K
A —ARAKCLERLT 4 0986 » 8a-~F i3 5 @M 2R R &
VBB ER T EREF R TFRORFHGRBEATREE - AR
JB Y 8 A R AR F A 0.0232-0.0964 0 B CEA15688 o
CEdI3854 F B B S EMARIEE - SEMBHERR E AR E
A 4 2% 09 #% R B A7 0-0.0260(% 2) (Chen et al. 2011) -

04 BERAPOHEAT BEL24 BE DA | & skt (P 3
RopE) R ML FREFZ S AN 10 & a9k R BATH F A8 29 0
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B S ABEfLAE 2 AR R E R A E R EATR T e B B
0 2008 2 2009 F 531 A LAAGSH 1304 3E(HFH Y133~ Y39
ADFRATREER R 10 & B R MM T M 5047 89 R B A 131
AR B BAZ T A PR B SRR R 04T By FLAR 3 MEAR R BB it

WHFATAHGTRYT > & H vk w47 FR R 25 0 Bt AR T

%)

Bl AR AT 89k R o S8k oAt 39 Gakskfo 30 ok (R 1) 0 F —HbTF
KB E 333 % FodTKEE 500 B(k3)-
A COLONY 2.03x #8 4T 48 & 97 m b TR 9 BT Bl B ¥

BRBABECGEDERATHRTHALRASEAR GRS 234

e

XEF - BXEH -~ BRI FARXES - H5 R XEHE - R

LA~ Bl X3 Bl EE ~ 3o B (R4) » 4835238 E48 & AR A

%

M
N

LB By EIRXEFORRASEHE L (0=T> k4) - mItFK
093 F B4 A 21. 7% % ) 8~ 34.8% 2 2 5 ) X~ 43.5% % 2 2> 13.0%
B~ 13.0%& 3 FEH - 139% A EF - KRE—F R SF0E
F—TROREBFAR - ETEERTYHN ERBETS
HE R — b FRAY RS g SR BA R AT E L 05 1310 0 R
P A5] 3% 45 BB % 4 £ B (Chi-square test, X’=0.3913, p=0.5316)(E3)- & #
— b F R g R g B AR AT F e o 5] A6:17 0 RAF LI BER
A 2 o4 £ £ (Chi-square test, X°=5.2609, p=0.0218)(E4) -
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E D AAEAIFREN 64 BEREFHEAT - BR24 FRTHR
F B4 54 > EAFE YOS 42 COLONY #:8% 547 & ik 15 — 3%
Ph o 4 (R COLONY # BAEe) 47 & %) > Bk > ik AR 44 23

B AT RAF T -

COLONY # FiAaeh o1& R

#1 A COLONY 2.0 #4T £ 48 & 97 b TR T Ml 4 Bt 6y 842
b — B A TR AR AR @R T R AR S8 R — e R
$AE 1234 Fu 6789 4541 2 R LB H R 547 & Rfv R KB R T —
B 24 Bk AT R ey 19 B2 R TF MG 4 Rf
RAMBEAZR—K A 5 Bath R —BRBERIK 55 B4 120 ~
143 ~ J31 ~ Y98 #u Y95 o 44 14 120 £& 120-1234-M $2 120-6789-M #4 2
RAOMEREZRR—2 0 B I%E 120-1234-L v 120-6789-L(3E 2)H
BATR FRAECH  BREATEAPUTIHR R AR 2 RyTER
120-1234-L ~ 120-6789-L #= 120-1234-M 2 3, — 3% » & 4% B 120-1234-M
B it B o AT 143 42 143-1234-M $2 143-6789-M 84 2 Rk ;#7462
ZBRAR—F 0 B IR E [43-1234-L Fv [43-6789-L #4754 » &R 5
& 143-1234-L 2 143-1234-M ~ [43-6789-M & £ Z A~ — 8% » {2 &

143-6789-L v 143-6789-M #7174 F £ 3 — 2% » s 14 BR [43-6789-M &)
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BR A I3 F @ ax I31-6789-M th%k R RBERITRRE
5 92k & J31-1234-L o J31-6789-L F AT »#7 > & £ 88 J31-1234-L
FoJ31-1234-M 23— 3% » AR IB1-1234-M g & % - 4
Y98 & > Y98-1234-M Fu Y98-6789-M S EHAT R B2 » B IMET
Y98-1234-L #u Y98-6789-L B 4T 547 > Y98-6789-L #k % — 45 4T
TA  RABRT YI8-5-M AT A » &R Y98-1234-L Fo
Y98-5-M Z 3, — 3k » B LB Y98-1234-L th 4 % - £AH YOS @ >
Y95-1234-M #v Y95-6789-M 4 R K — % > 7 #M3% € Y95-1234-L #u
Y95-6789-L 4T #7 > 4 KRBT Y95-1234-M ~ Y95-6789-M -
Y95-1234-L Fu Y95-6789-L #f 23~ —% > Bk 4 Y95 R IIAH
Fhl o eE R Eztad -

BTFH G ERFZNE Y0 it FRAR X EEFE  H
¥ — TR e AR A B m2440xF2(18)(2E 3)Fv m2440xf1(1) % —4t
F R 89 AR 468 B m2440xf1(13) o &iB3PAE15 05 5 — T 1%
m2440xf1(1) 2 B R85 A % —pt-FR > B h 24 H Y50 ARk & ey
BB 19 RS HER 20 TROZTRERAZIT AN F =
HFRREE -3 T K0 Bb > ZRBFAZHE Y50 RitFR 98 F

B4 2 ) S BB (LI 8) -
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32 2 1 120-1234-M &4 F 120 ~ PR S 3% 2 A 1234 ~ 2 X PUTHF
fal 3% T % 18 F (medium) ° 120-1234-L & w445 5 120 ~ AR EBE R T A
1234 ~ 42 X 34785 M) 3% € A & (long) °

3 3 1 m2440xf2(18) % 77 M ¥k 4 5% m2440 okt 43k 2 X & 0 £ T4

HEA 1818 -

Wi R T AT A WBRE

2009 F 4 5k %] 14 B E48 & P 4T B A s EAT R R 0 3L 33
REBRFM > 045 9 MU AWM RALTEPHR A I D EsE - T8 E
PR AMER T A I3 E ) A | Sk A s
12> ey 2 Efu 3 Bkt iAot el oy BEAR L | o AT skt EAT 4R
B REAMN 1-4 R T35 1.6 R 33 RYBREHF - se-Fy
B E o E e 3.2% % 51.7% > T34 4 19.2412.2% -

BIE 14 BH MR ERRMERA  BIRL T 8 BiiTHhi
TRV TG > ERETHILTFROEFTHAAR S 55
o F B RN E 14 3% - 4 YO8 ey R TR A FH
LB R EE — EE AT c £4 BAHREARAEAN TR
Yoo F 3B E AOL ~ 222 40 YA2) R b H — TR e EER - 12

HP45 A0l B A 75 — EIEM Rk R - 5 — B4 5 A2 A&
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oM FROEERRGES) c £33 BANRTREFREFRFTATH
Y146 ~ Y133 #v Y39) » #/14 Y146 % —ht FARE F — FR94EE S
FhEt o BIMNEAR —EIEBRGEAME - 41 YI33 &8 745
B IBAEER R o AT R Y39 MR R MR B — I FARM TR
BMARCGES) > Ao A1 XO1 £ IR R A ) A 26 3 3] 3 & et w147 1
R AP —EIER Rk £5 A 17T BERWE TR
B W5 G B B AL AR R > Bk FI R e A — kR R R RIS B

i FREEBHB R T MR R(K D) -

$£ ) 4 g w3 64 3, 4% B 44
Coancestry 1.0 kg2t 5t 45 £ 881 » 7 18 2344 + 24 DyadML

(dyadic likelihood estimator)(Milligan 2003) #4945 #t R {8 2 & 518 48 Bf]
MRS Bk KRR KL ERU DyadML 5 ik A3 69 BB A %
R BT RIE o M8 F AT BB BAT F A0l ~ Y146 ~ X01
SRIA 2533 Bkt HEAE A e > A B Coancestry 1.0 #8257
HEAHNAHRME  £EFTaRHHRE > BT AR AN
0-0.2147(% 6) - ¥ 88 Coancestry 1.0 #k 52 b & & &R & 40 EH
RYAE(R 7) > A4 AOL ~ Y146 ~ XO1 3 [F] 42 fe st 2 st o 049 30 4% Bl 14

IR BARGE R R R E R TR ik ey Bl 45 -
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13

KRB EHEFHHRY

BEAREH YRR ERETFAREREGLX (DAERHAR
AR 6 AL IF E B (BRZ B KRR E ) (2 F —hLop AL A s b L
AP A EE > R RBLR B B 69 T AR (9P S e A7 7 B —
fE4F 5 F (Lin et al. 2008, XA %) AE EHAEFHWAXEARE G LR
Reg o B —FEE A A G RS A ik A2 3 9 693842 P (Chen et al.
2007) » 3% 57 K sk 48 45 R v R 5| ek ATAE SR HL X e 0 B A T =4t
§F o Ak R HLEA B MR Bl B9 9P AN E — A B (ERME AR 0 KRR E
) o AR #di 2 DNAARZZ 47 » 87 E4 4 4 RBLiF K35 2 &P
Hedk $LR ) o sk T BO AT & 0 BPiE 45 — X % #(sequential polygyny)
(BB > RS R TR o dsb N op 2 R 42 45 "5 ] R 3 | ks 9 3 R
He R TTAE R ek AR R P A R S R g A AR G AT R (ERERE KRB R E
#4) e

FoREREPHABEAEANAEEIT K RABESLEANER
(BPAT R A PR > T B2t B O A MeME B B fTAE » B4
R HLTR ) B EA 6 F AR (9P SR R B —EAT 0 AR 0% A
# B EAR — A A EN 4% Z4 A A (Lin er al. 2008) - % —3t
FRECE eHmE —TFREFY 418 2B (Kameral. 1997) F —4it
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FREBUERERDHF LEAEY mERF MBERMLe T4
A E 4212 B E B iR o 8% 4 A& (Chen ef al. 2001, Kam et al.
1997) » &K TR R A & 7% 55 M R EAOUER T 208 05 4 A8 M 58 (Kam
et al. 1997)°Lin et al. (2008)#} 3¢ #8 =~ 4% & 48 F] A A% 1 69 -F 343t 2
% 10.5£13.1 & - BAE VAR AR AAT R 69 F 35t 82 22.9+
190 & » RAAFRGYAEL R Lin et al. (2008)45 K48 5 » BT ¥t &
BFERAAM R RO A ETHEAR B LR TFRERF
M FEAKAF 75 % (B 5) (Lin e al. 2008, KHF %) - HbA] F B FE 4% & £ 4%
E IRy AE o IR~ B A 7 b F ey A A (trade-off) T > E 6P
WEEQEFE N A AR R AT ELIRS] > 4o o B RIREE(R. japonica) 3
B 32 32 5] #4 57 27 2 H Gosner 16 27649 & 5F 325 38 47 4 78 (Iwai et al.
2007)  P. borellii pi ¥ & 8t %3R3 A KSHEL S 7 977 42 04 & 97 3

B5 o 2 @B A N AF A 09 3086 & 97 (Halloy 2006) -

EAA PRI TFRERF M4
EREIFRITRBRFHGA SHEEAS  dt B ENgEXT

Bt TR EA I B Ao 35 Bl 6 Bl 45 > sbiE & RtbAe B LR &

REXEFHE B o BRI HBRRey A FMH S b B — H LB R

HATE  RZ  BRXEBR AW RAETEF bR E) H Y 5B AR AT
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B Mt TR FHMGALESRR > THE AR — &k 40 HRE
REFH AP —ROKEFHFEERFE—F S KX - 47 F G39)
RIBEM S ERE(w ATE AOD) o X KM B A —F $ Kk fhds
WE RS Ei i — ki iTRECE K S F LT B 14 (Chen et al.
2011, RAFR) » Hit A 69 R B 7T RE R AR BF F ek 45 ) 69 4m 47 ~ st A
A ERA IRER T 69 55 otk s tb 4 @) b (Chen et al. 2011) - 32
4 M % F R E(sequential muti-mating event)f4 15 R ] &9 X B 42 42 0F
I > ko 0 — B R % — 18 2B N — 4% B 84T £ 78 0 T AR AB LR
FHGFREBAL A - FHIFINR R R LR AT A £ — B8k b
A REH R TE 0 TR R e R ELER R T 6 & T — P GiE B4R
1988) = 7 4b > Mk FREFFHA AN EE > THRE AR — Gk 2
MRRAOEBEEFS B P —ROAAFHEARERL K S (A
FMY3N& % EXREFMH(w - 4TF Y146) - EMH—K ST AH— &1k
$h L 7R ) 64 B R BE LR ) e Rl AT R B BRI TR A § E8

T B4 -

BB THHAESSHTHERE
AR i 2 DNA RS2 o &R T * ER ARt FRORT

Mias SHms SR FHGESSERARS » 4o 3 A5
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DridT ~ B R4~ B IRA MRAv ki b LR B4R 7T A8 S BUR T B
14 48 4 % (Beecher and Beecher 1979, Byrne and Roberts 2004, Ewen et
al. 2004, Mgller 1990) - Rowe and Weatherhead (2007)5} 7%, %5 25, s P4 84
Wk 38 (Turdus migratorius)4® s X E.(extra-pair mating) & #% € 3% /o T 4
P B R 2 ARIREAR B M BA A ARBRMEEAT BB B E B
R ARAEAB SN X Beak g 4 R o Macdougall-Shackleton et al. (1996)#F 72
BB Y W AR B 6 AP R E) B 28 (Sialia sialis) b, € 32 hotd sh 6y
X F Bl #4 (extra-pair paternity) o B % & %838 % 3% o BB [ #47(Beecher
and Beecher 1979) st % 74 AR 5k 89 7 47 (Ewen et al. 2004, Mgller 1990) %
7 RS TR LT M5 MR T BB 1B 0h X BLAT & 89 T RZ
TRt

A FEEAER > X RAHE R g IR E S AT R R Bk Tk
o BEE BRHARBESIPENAT NG KB L AAEETEN
A 15 9 4T 34 OF TAF & 2| 5P 4L (Chen et al. 2007) - 27 SMER A Ak
e E R ISR FARE ARG 0 445 97 #1 30%49 85 ] (Chen ef al. 2007,
Cheng and Kam 2010) o £ 5p 954t sk 3t &b 4% > AEs RIBERAAY B 0 |34
B AR BEAT 80 TAF o 9P b s s 44 > st 18 7-8 R € = 3
B A% AR R S B B3 et 4 AR (Kam et al. 1998, 2000) - sifedk & R AR A
BABBERAT R HEART A RERINRE LR A HH# -~ L8
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8947 & (Kam er al. 2000) - Bt > £ ERA FRGFNT » Ribsr s $ 1
RIEAF AL B T oA 82 J sb EAE R AT RTRER & RM T M fh @
S50 R R 22— 7 4RI Hom et al. (1990)F% i ) f& @ ILAE X >
R RN NEBIFRRTRARKBEZEGHOGREAZ — -

2007 £ 2009 F 27 9h 4k & 84 B ipsdfo 53 Rkt oy A kT 55 A
3.15£0.21 #u 3.39+0.33 2% > B/ DA e8> B PB4 A 44.25+
24.63 > 5P % T 3 155 F2 > B b 0 AR EAT E BT A € AR E

1834 e BT K -

SRS EAEFTRSHLA RS

A —MTFROGEEBFRAITETOLGRABENLE &
HBEEAR —ATHNEAT —REBHKREYH 50% WERELR
ARHBEBATAMTRBARXFAENBR - P E AR ERAIAR
— A AT AL BT AE S Mkt Y & 7H SRR A Bl o 454 Lin et al.
(2008)2F SR A 45 R > Fx He Rk 7T 4 B A — 18 B] 2 4 7% B 36 [ (home
range)(# Bl #R 1988) - BB R L& 97 694F R & LB 7 —EAT R AT A
0 EART A BRI T ISR ) TR EARRF o 18— TR
% FRE - MTREEMABRET  EE AR REIAFAZNE

AT AT ARAF R TR LT B4 Bl 58K © Lin et al. (2008)
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BF IR R A AR B F) — & Hesdk FAE A F AR B 6947 ) 43R BA BF S AR
BIEDREETR  BREHEER @OER - LKA FUTH L
# Mhy 4 78 & JR(Lin and Kam 2008) - #3 g SR A AATE - IR T T 24
FEMRE I LE S BRERD BFRMEETZHRE WS R -
WAL TF B BT E G A TE RS TT Rc ko F At £ @ BS Z P 3hBE )38
For o AT GERER AWM BT R 0 LT DGR R R L3R4
Bl o HEBER AWM ERAMFHETARE  BARATUAB EHITRE
AR F 0 AL T A G\ BRAT AR KAE ) £ T BATF S0 H R AR 8RR
(Lin and Kam 2008) - 48 R & > #2832 4] A A sited b 35 a9 47 15 47
A7 HameBmit FR®F > 22 A e E I ah B LA
FAE T RRB AT A » B f o] SR D FRFBTF - g 5 )%
Reg HE T M FRA R TR KRR -

EH TR BAH RS R T O A BREN LR i
BELIBREAFAN AT R EBITEANLG A 73.9% > ERELR LR
AHERATPRITRE L F A EGBX > IR 7T A SR 47 2 69 B
Fil ok 3G IR B A B o & ik EAEF A © A W L IR a94T B #4759
R G| SRR BT 0 AR VT AER 5] BAT Rl AR R 0t o T RER G| B R
fo b ekt o dy PR PP MBS 1R 7-8 R AT B AR Rt — Rk (Kam er al.
2000) 35 *T A& 7T LAARFE B AR 2 9P Bk F KB F Ml 42 & Bl B Ltb il &
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FAEA IR B R (26%) © 3 9k » o A iekk 42 R sl g 0 R 4635 4 1-2 18
A BRIP ) TAE Sk T R A AP E A B AR R
A8 AT et EAEF) A AT R 9 tbplAB ey B ) » HBeY RN 0 TSR H 8
i R TRey 0 B L EAF R B —ABAT R B AT A T T LAREAR A 97 3 EE
o E R FRAMEZ TR BEAEZTNHE - BE > TR TRAR
BEFR & B 7T AE R ke F AR & 9P 09 & E 5k 8- (Burley 1980, Travis et al.
1987) « F 48 & 97 7T LA 4548 v db-F X, 69 BT R B R 3 ootk — B A 78 5
&4 % 75 #% & (Westmoreland ef al. 1986) o st ¥ 7R 5] 64 85 i 2 384T &

97 > EER R T TR IRIEET 0 T LR D TR T ER > BIE 0 sk
HH I F AT B T A4 5 H 1B 52 04 7775 % #1318 77 & (Burley 1980, Travis
etal. 1987) c AR H) > MIFRAHZ BT ER > A THEEFALCTH
AT o AR T - KRB 0 3 S S H AFEAT B SAA A (Lin et al.
2008) » sk 32 HE & 97 42 A SR AT T 0 BEARTT LAREAR B JP b A SR H o
{2k /B mEERILZ A kB et Z e $F - B TRRTRA
REAAER TR MR LRE A Ao Rh Rk LRMBA)RFA
4 7 (do R R — & g 42 R) 89 3 £ (Konig 1997, Lyon and Eadie

2008) -
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EHAFHMBBFTITA

NRBHEEEEFHRMTRETHA S AEE Lt hE5%
BUBESEIR T AT B o BB ISR T AT ANBRERR T Ao &ER
BRom EMANESR KA B d R TRk ETRR T
AR BES —HTFRRES TR ETRRIAF -5 —
HFRBEEBRDET > S dE S TR ETERRUTE A2
Y133 40 Y39)» RZ > FHF—FREEBS > Al EF —#FK
By Rt AT AR R (4T 7] 222 Fn Y42) © A 9h > MF BT & R HR
FIEBR AR ek AT AR R TAF o L& RBET SURMIE 48 2 97 7T A
KA 150 B %8 2%, o8 FL3AE 049 A 4F 4 75 (Canestrari et al. 2009, Konig 1997) 3, %
4 # 78 (Lyon and Eadie 2008, Soler and Soler 2000) &) % # > Fy #& 4 78 &
S FIXERA 5D Ee BN T TAEUR G R ayde T

BhEME -

I

AARHEAZIPRITFRYGERRFTITAREZM ST HBRE K
REITHER B T /ITAWNBERELERENTR A T HF YL
KB ETHEANLETAAMABARTALAO RS URETAHEH

SR SR G B A ARG W B BRARE - LUAR R AR SR A ZE R~ X

>
(qy

B~ BT HMGBEL

ghu)

Efu Eib Loy B AR o

¢
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48 4k

I X R B s BT A RS R E D O H BT EHR A THA
THAS RS R ) E2RiTFREABRFHLER -

2. YRBIHEFEEIFRHILTROMFHGA 8HEEE > UEXEHF
PR RIXEFYERKS0=T) ERBTHGEAE SHELSNE
B TR LR 2 Ry A B -

3. EHART > SHE S BT REG M BA AT B R TF 69 &
15 #) 50% > 1B R3[4 & % — TR R & B4 A AT 5
(73.9%) ° ke BAI A AT B ELBIO R E] - 7T e sk 2 B R AT 04 4
7 E R BB F AT > st & 9P b 6933 R o gbsh o
e ek A2 R 0 ] % B P 2 A 32 PR o) T #E 2 B Ryt F-X 2 FB) Bk te 451
BARGY R H -

4. EHAEPIEREFTITARSZE AR TR S & 1 BukiBiTRIp
I/ 28280 bk ERREOFEARYD  RER TGS
WERBT YRS ER AP TRRBGESZSFAANFTAAL
Jh 8 R o

5. LB ERGP kR 0O B MR N BRG MR E 2 Rk U H b dk ey B

% BTRFARBRGHGIREHMEAER S WHBIBEE -
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2 - m4440 68 20 20 m4440x£4420(20)
4420
B70  2008/7/2 1 42-27 15 15 15 mlxf1(11) HoBRXEH
mlxf2(3)
m4340xf1(1)
2 - m4340 44 20 20 m4340x£3(20)
HO1 2008/7/22 1 26-37 12 10 10 ml1xf1(4) RARE
mlxf2(6)
2 - m3230 38 17 17 m3230xf0314(17)
f0314
H14  2008/7/2 1 26-37 13 12 11 m4330xf1(8) B R &
m4330x{2(2)
m4330x{3(1)
2 - m4330 32 20 20 m4330x£3240(19)
m4330xf4(1)

13240
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o 8 ik #-#TFR EE 23 EL 16 HH  oHH  EfEloci B ARas SRR ) R

%% B % 3 A % FRE Z A E (COLONY) (COLONY)
BT R g9 8k
131 2008/6/24 1 26-42 14 13 12 m1xf1(6) ERLREF
m2xf1(4)
m3xf1(2)
2 24 10 8 8 mdxf4402(8)
£4402
43 2008/5/2 1 27-29 12 11 9 m3403x£3404(5) B R
m1xf3404(4)
2 25 m3403 28 20 20 m3403xf1(13)
m1xf1(7)

3404
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#E O BE B-#TR ¥ e i R et d ¥ty EMEloci ¥R RRas m3F A R4
%k B & b33 B AR & FR# B¥ B (COLONY) (COLONY)
TR 5P #
Y146 2009/7/25 1 - 19 19 15 m2033xf3011(7) ¥ F X% F&
mlxf1(4)
m1xf2032(4)
2 - m2033 2032 66 20 16 m2033xf2032(16)
3011
A0l 2009/7/12 1 42-26 23 20 20 m2041xf1(5) FrERXEF
m1xf1(9)
m2xf4013(6)
2 20 33 20 20 m2xf2(20)
4013
m2041
X01 2009/3/28 1 26-27 11 11 11 m1xf2404(10) o ERXREF
m2xf1(1)
2 10 m2402 88 20 19 m2402xf2302(9)
m2xf2302(3)
m3xf2302(7)
2404

2302
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ep] #HH% TR A #op i ¥ e %48 loci % RRas AR HtF R 84 Bl 44
%% B #1 K p3:3 i K FRE Zm¥ 8 (COLONY) (COLONY)
TR 57 #
Y98 2009/7/21 1 26 17 12 10 mlxf3013(10) BRI
2 10 45 20 19 m2xf3013(19)
3013
722 2009/7/9 1 42-26 23 19 17 m1xf0302(9) BERXEH
m2xf0302(8)
2 - m2210 32 20 17 m2210xf1(17)
m2205
10302
A02 2009/7/29 1 - 10 9 9 mlxf1(4) BEXRF
m2xf2(5)
2 15-16 m2053 34 10 8 m2053x£3025(8)
3025
Y42 2009/6/27 1 26 25 15 14 m1xf0203(13) BERXEH
m2xf1(1)
2 15-16 59 20 17 m0201xf2(17)
m0201
10203
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#E B F—#TFR E CR #ip W He HH# oY HZfEloci ¥ bR R mIF R R A
%k B & W R R & FR# mAHE (COLONY) (COLONY)
¥ TR 5P ¥
Y133 2009/7/10 1 27-30 6 6 6 m2230xf1(1) Fl L3 o Fl &
mlxf2(3)
m2230xf2(2)
2 17 m2230 95 20 18 m2230xf2(7)
m2230xf2013(6)
mlxf2(4)
m1xf2013(1)
2013
Y39 2009/7/29 1 26 6 6 6 m4440xf1(5) RXBEAH
m4440xf2051(1)
2 - m2045 2051 42 16 16 m2045xf2051(16)
m4440
Y12 2009/6/28 1 28-29 12 10 10 m2330xf2(8) FrEXEF
mlxf2(2)
2 10 m2330 60 20 18 m2330xf1(18)
Y50  2009/6/6 1 42-26 19% 20 19 m2440xf2(18) Fl X &%
m2440xf1(1)*
2 11 m2440 18 13 13 m2440xf1(13)
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#E Rk F—#FR n# & 5p Hie Wit oHe ZABloci ¥ ARas w3k 8 B
%%k  AX 9 i )% -3 £ FRE Ak (COLONY) (COLONY)
F—#FR 57 B
Y74 2009/6/13 1 26 17 13 11 mixf1(11) A&
2 22 m2450 33 18 17 m2450x£1(17)
Y07-B  2009/5/17 1 - 14 14 14 m2405x£2310(14) Fl R Fl&
2 - m2405 21 20 18 m2405xf2310(17)
£2310
faE " RORAA FREEEH

KRR A B — et o TR B = 5P
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