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Abstract

Bandicota indica is the largest muridae animal distributed in
Southeast Asia, and also the biggest rodent generally habitat at lower
elevation area in Taiwan. Swinhoe (1870) speculated that this rat had
been introduced to Taiwan by the Dutch in the 17th century, but lacking
the historical evidence. From the view of the genetics, species colonize
a new environment should affect by the founder effect or the bottleneck
effect, exhibiting a lower genetic diversity. The evolutionary history of
the species could be traced by understand the genetic variations,
population divergence and phylogenetic relationships of the populations
in different geographical regions. In this study, I used the d-loop region
and cytochrome b gene sequences of the mitochondrial DNA to
reconstruct the phylogenetic trees in order to understand the population
genetic structure of Bandicota indica in Taiwan, and examine the
phylogenetic relationships of samples from Fujian, Guangdong, and
Vietnam. [ used the haplotypes network and mismatch distribution
analysis to examine any genetic pattern of the recent introduced species
in Bandicota indica. The phylogenetic analysis of the d-loop partial

sequence (700 base pairs) and cytochrome b gene complete sequence
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(1140 base pairs) can separate the Taiwan samples into two groups,
Taiwan type and Hualien type. The genetic distance and sequence
divergence were high between two types. Most of the variance is between
two types in AMOVA analysis and the gene flow was low. The large
divergent star-like structure in cytochrome b gene haplotypes network of
Taiwan types was not consist with the pattern of recent introduced species.
The unimodal displays in mismatch distribution analysis revealed the
population expansion of Taiwan types, and closely relationships between
Taiwan types and Fujian haplotypes suggest that the rat might have been
colonized from mainland. The high genetic diversity of cytochrome b
sequences in Hualien types might be resulted from the multiple
introduction events. In this study, however, I excluded the Fujian,
Guangdong, and Southern Vietnam as the possible origin of the Hualien
types. Futher investigation on relationships among populations of
Hualien and Northern Vietnam and other regions of Southeast Asia

should be conducted in detail with more samples.
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2. & (Bandicota indica) % ** "€ # P (Order Rodentia) ~ & #(Family
Muridae) ~ % & i (Genus Bandicota) 3 4 # 3t L & I &~ 4] B fL &
f~(Aplinetal.,,2003) > F/p2p & ¢ 2 F ¥ 2ba B g scfd > o] &
(Bandicota bengalensis){- # = % & (Bandicota savilei) - K- R *
WERSMIFF SR AEEEG o (S iﬁ A i j»@«] ;3
# % 11 2 4% 3 (Wilson and Reeder, 2005) « % B s # & 5 B L > 1 &
AERER(E e SR T R A AmE T d ) F e
R~ ETL R R R ma ~ RIAR ‘ﬁ’%@«ﬂ‘ﬂﬁé ~ B ORE I ep
Kedah §r Perlis % re ~ 5 £ 2 5 ##(Corbet and Hill 1992; Wilson and
Reeder, 2005) - & B 5p B & £ FH 7 ok P Bt s 2¢ %
DR L o R PR T B INDEIR - AR T SR
oA & ¢ BAe L > T8 €8 Mg e endiox gt o o B
&g+ B fd i & et o R R B W3 &~ ohf
o ME 52107 345mm - @ ) WEEIP ZHA > BE 5 160 1)
250 mm’% R RP e RRE G A ME 5 180 3] 240 mm
(Aplin et al., 2003)

BOE B 5 AR A B A B BB 7 iE 1180 &

o MEBRATE3B23mm(M R AR H s F DGR



BHEE R PTC AT UYL AR 1100 2% > 3 B LR

AR 2 Boa (R 0 1981)  WiE- G4 F kg s Seiird ey S

/4

=,

fEde o g b n @B SRR ~ RS BB MR F R ) R dedil s ke
FEfady o s (2B 19701977) L R2LF €4
Pl > R HO R IRAFC AN - B2 R (FFF

1989) » £ 5% B IFRH R EL - o 2AME T ABRARLA
ARFH A TR CBFPALRIESDT A - LA F BRI
50+2.0 & (&84F & 5 1990) o

Swinhoe (1870) & #& F|is & kX5 ¥ R~ HEZI A& &

Eo@d (s Ba)P* R(F cm )RR 3Ry L F e
PREE MIMA S AT AR 1630 & R E R A R S PR S

R e El T AL P S B R o 2w L 4F Swinhoe (AR E 0 3R
5BV R AA ST S8 (Kuroda, 1938; 2.9 > 1940) - i
_Tokuda(1941)R|30 5 il § FE*r cne 457 P LB A7 7 4 7

i2 % /% o Ellerman and Morrison-Scott (1951) 3% 5 % Bl &~ fd & 4
MEGFOd s FPUITLARLEATFALZ S RLEE S R
B 4 # g ] o Lekagul and McNeely(1977)% Marshall (1977) 8] P

BB % e kX Fek o H 2 A L FLT A E A

A i 2 2 e d o Wilson and Reeder (2005)3% 5 & 4 5 % Ok



S e™ ay 0 B A § Avip B KT ehik gy o

Y

SRR

KA Behd R kg0 § - BFAFEIATORE B F L%
FES A RE- {06 W LR A2 5 o s(founder effect) 0 &
BEF Vo RATRER A > SR FLTE >k (bottleneck effect) - 3 &
HEHRCE RIS W e - BB AR Tl ATORE R il B g
. A 24 A FLE A (genetic drift) > #-%F B ik @ B o @ T
FEEF R A B A EF 2 B R R AR ik F1 2 i (gene flow) s 0 B
oAU M FIEH g S B B(Neietal., 1975) » g B E
(phylogeography)iz & 7 i B S fo fap WA % chFn - 7 B2
BARr LT AN AL R BRR N LN R
Z R s LR R B AR (R F| T %’gﬁ‘*ﬁi Mgk e N KR AR
P H I WEEE R

BA G ERENZ TrA A e PlEAE Y S RS2 E E ok
Bl H e % Ak de & 2 R (Cox, 2004) © Bldra £ 74 d ke
(Salmo salar) (Valiente et al., 2007) ~ # ' & gLenZ 7 74 &
(Carpodacus mexicanus) (Hawley et al., 2006)4 2 & ~ | - F& R4
(Podarcis sicula) (Capula, 1994) > £2 Ja 2 3= F cre 3L > £ 5 i
B R o Hingston et al. (2005)i% 4R 31 18 B if Se 274 § e H 4]

H ¥ g % 2 B(Rattus rattus)f s 88 DNA- 4] % 38 F BB 7 B IR G



FoEEE A SRR R S R Y P A T - Giindiiz et al. (2001)
A PR SRR RS R L e 7 E(Mus musculus
domesticus) » § + EF P H R S AR 1L o
FAMEEFEL KD F B RPRAEFE NTH P GD T
51AE S TRAELI 2 BT A B PR AR AR R R 2R
4 EEpp i aid 1 % R4 (Cox, 2004) - 1§ < % ¢ Hr(Anolis sagrei)
Fla s> Zo @ FRE Ve ZRFAFIHRPELAIZ N RE
¥ % 2. - the = (Kolbe et al., 2004) o
#4488 DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA) F]5 & 5 * s if @
Fl~rF R s EPEBASY] - £ > 7 (intron) & B F]
(pseudogene) ~ & & » #c(high copy number) ~ ;& i* i & 't % DNA -
5-10 B> Flptif £ R A g i B B T O R mABEGE kY
EOm iR 0 Flm e R AR B A EEE RSN R R RS
B3R enip AT 7 ¢ (Avise etal., 1987 ; Avise, 1994 ; Oshida et al., 2000;
2001; 2006 ; Yuanetal., 2006 ; £77F > 2006 ; 5& 7 7 » 2007 ; %%
370 2007) i i 25 F1H A ek B % Bl (haplotypes network) » ¥ 14 Bg
Rt A TFIE AR MG H R TR VPR %

3 AR ILehA 5 FABA A & ek bd(star-like) e dk Bt 0 @ (=t ¢

LE AR R NI A A ERER I NE TS ;j&{&? ie R



I A FIE A A L RGBT A L kan A Fpw J‘z%ﬁft“ i
A H Ak e L (Avise, 2000) o F] 5 A G5B ¥ & b2 K
oAl dicdrde fy P D2 BT EIRAE EfEEs LA R e
R 7% (Hingston et al., 2005) -

1% 7 4p & & & 4 +7(mismatch distribution) » i 153t 8 E 3
3 B P B 7] £ B (pairwise difference) s # 35 » 11 %
MR T R T kAR R ) R o - R
G - BEBBARESE S A SR ERRB L A RA G
(poisson distribution) e 8 # & i H-5% o FEEE T RAETRE 0 B €
RO A B g b enH 4 A & 7 H5% (Rogers and Harpending, 1992;
Rogers, 1995) o 31848 513815 » d *MRERFF P EEHHFE T kM
g R RZ T S o dow i g s (Genetta genetta) R I A B B A £
£ 4| B 9 A (5 25 (Gaubert et al., 2009) ©

M T EHE PR DNA ¢ 4] ® & 5 £ (control region or
d-loop region) % eim*z ¢ % b X F|(cytochrome b gene) % if @ &3z
FoRkifFd oy R AR EELORE c AL PP & AR o
Br R LEGEEE O e RS ARG REL LT L 2P
Sl fachid BaFlE o X34 S8 RO AT I ek

Swinhoe(1870)#73% % » E A 1T R L A A 25185 5






2.1 A H &

AP OLEERE AL 1396 0 R SFH R 35 B
PEE2 RE 124 BHA > YEEY RAGE 2 B RS BHRA B L1
BEHEE3REHEA A AN ] Bl BHEAZ AR NI BE6
BieA o ory e A L Tk Si(global positioning system,
GPS)e &l T » L HE{RF L TRl - 2 £ - > ™ KR
Pl TG L - o

e atrr v E it HY w o B g R ARZLER
(Rattus norvegicus) it & ¥4 % & K 7| envh 3 ¥ b 55 d NCBI
(National Center for Technological Information) § #4 & B~ 7 4 1748 -] %
&((B. bengalensis)r 7 71| 7 L (accession number: AM408336.1)R] i &
e d F b ATFIE Ak o
2.2 % § PP R (DNA)A 4

TAB A I B FY FBOfE3 1 & BRI ARGHKIE

BT AN DM R BT L gL RN S F 1

09.8 Yif it 7 354 [ B P 0 £ 20 £-80C vk fh ¢ - F B
DNA pF > & i R & £ P~ 3-5 mg ehie s > 1% MasterPure™ DNA

Purification Kit (EPICENTRE® Biotechnologies, Madison, Wisconsin) %



P~ i 48 15 DNA(genomic DNA) -
23 B PR EFE B(PCR)2 2 &

41 #* F B~ 11 e genomic DNA & (7 B & fF i 4% & Jis(polymerase
chain reaction, PCR)3 t5 #4148 DNA 7 B> #7i¢ * chk 3 {3 5 48
8 DNA 7 4] % & (d-loop) % ‘% ¢ % b A& F](cytochrome b gene, cytb
gene) °
2.3.1 #£4| % 3 (d-loop)

1 * Oshida & A #73 3+ 351 3 (primer) L15933 £ H637 (Oshida et
al., 2001) > ¥4 %3 P BB 7T HM > 51 F FFFEL A - - PCR
F sS4 5 50ul > ¢ 3 0.5 ul genomic DNA > & @ primer 5 0.3 pl
(25 pmol/ul) » 4 pl 3 dNTP Mix » 5 pl 57 buffer » 0.2 pl 57 Taq
polymerase © PCR ¥ Ji& 8 #% % f £ (preheat temperature) : 95°C » 10 &4
40 BT R3S BRERY = BH I R 2R (denaturing
temperature) : 95°C » 1 4 45 ~ &k & (annealing temperature) : 53°C - 1
4 30§y ~ 4t & (extension temperature) : 72°C » 2 4 48 > 536 35 B i
is »fecnEBF BE T2C 10248 RUEEF RIFY 22> F
Bis 83 4CHF o #1182 PCR A4 11 1.2 %i* 3 % (agarose gel)
17 fig YR8 R X & J&(electrophoresis) 0 T %345 1t 2 4% (ethidium

bromide, EtBr)% ¢ fain A B W g # oW tg R H etk AL d P4 S



FH 5 L2 & (Mission Biotech Co. Ltd., Taipei, Taiwan)i& {7 PCR & 4~
Hivis o g% p# T B R(ABI PRISMTM 3730 XL DNA Analyzer,
Applied Biosystems, California, USA) 12 PCR ¥ &3l + L15933 &
H637 » k&7 /7| 2R o
2.3.2 =¥ ¢ % b £ F](Cytochrome b gene, cytb gene)

FI#* i * 513 114724 (Kocher et al., 1989)¥ Oshida & £ &k -0
513+ H15910 (Oshida et al., 2000) > 35 e = £ p (73X 3131+ Cb-F1 2
Cb-R1 i& {7 cytb # F1 A 5|43 o ¥ ¢F % 3+ Cb-F2 22 Cb-R2 fiz & H14742
(Martin et al., 2000) > 318 i J2 % i FRAL DB FE A FHR S
F 7|3 % = cPCR F B384 5 50 ul> & 4% 0.5 ul genomic DNA -
& @303 % 0.3 ul (25 pmol/ul) > 4 ul 3 dNTP Mix » 5 ul > buffer » 0.3
pl =7 Taq polymerase - PCR & [ i #4287 w0 i 4774 % 322 4P 02 > FE 2% 1 95
C 7#8 #FISBHEOEF= BHI RFEER 05T 1 4

2
2

l< 2
f& £77

i

B AL IB3Co IR IS4 ~wR IT2C 204 RFEF
HEFRET2C 1044 BB F RIT 22> F RIS ET 4
CHEF - HgSr i dd Pty oz PCR A
Feidiv > UA P Fk3ten3l+ Cb-F1 2 Cb-R1 k7 A 75 K

=3

TR e



24 B AL
2.4.1 # & (alignment) 2 z_% ¥ 4| (haplotype)

Bt TR 2 AT A dgrd-loop 2 cyth B A F AL ® ~ g4
BioEdit Version 7.0.9.0 (Hall, 1999) > r2 & # 1 Clustal W (Thompson et
al., 1994)= ;2 i& (7 £ & (alignment) & *» & > 2% | % f peiE (7 4R 01
2 A 1 i o 1 st DAMBE Version 5.0.80(Xia and Xie, 2001)#-+1
F BRI dp ke ol 5 I - B E 3l (haplotype) 4] R A S H 3
%5 DH m%d 2 bAFIAETELZ CH ¥R aarF A o
2.4.2 g WM % M % AH(phylogenetic tree)

F1* A MEGA Version 4.1 beta2 (Kumar et al., 2008) 12 78 4% 2
(neighbor-joining method, NJ)% & + #§ %2 (maximum parsimony
method, MP) ; #t %8 PhyML Version 3.0 (Guindon and Gascuel, 2003) -
B % F£02 & /2 (maximum likelihood method, ML) ; #it 42 MrBayes
Version 3.1.2 (Ronquist and Huelsenbeck, 2003) 4 E. = ;= P|(bayesian
inference, BI) > 4 %% @ d-loop% cyth A 71| ¥ 4|35 B oo BB
SPE B E R RZRE " > AEFE friMODELTEST Version 3.7
(Posada and Crandall, 1998)# % iE # & B 7| F AL A7 5§ * ek FL P~ &
BA o TR E R LL A Sl s L LRI R

(bootstrap method) (Felsenstein, 1985):& {7 1000=% e € 4§ B~ 3+ & o
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243 PiHEIRECEI I HREEFORR

41 * #x 48 DnaSP Version 5.00.03 (Librado and Rozas, 2009)3* & +~
H & 7 k4 (nucleotide diversity; 7 ) ~ H 4] 3 % {2 (haploty diversity) >
% B > 2b(variable site)s#ic & 2 ¥ g i 2h(parsimony informative site)
e g o £ J1* Ht ¥ MEGA Version 4.1 (Kumar et al., 2008)+2 9%
Kimura-2-parameter » 3+ 5 £ 2 B A G0EHFE PN i @R - LR 5
e B EedE > 7r TR FE R i e B 7 £ B B (nucleotide diversity
between populations; Dxy){fe*% 3 fFF e ik % £ £ 18 (net nucleotide
diversity between population; Da) » 2 © Dxy i = " fia 3 3 Z B~
AFEAHTImLI R > P RV EEET P HEMLLR o mDag
PIAAR 5 S H T o B el o

PR B LGB TR Bl el % F(lineage) s % 0 It gt
DnaSP:& 7 Tajima’s D test (Tajima, 1989) % Fu and Li's D* test (Fu and
Li, 1993) % ¢ 44 Pl(neutral test) » #ip[iE * o 3 if B HRe A %3P
LTI EE RN RN E T TR RS I T
% (geneticdrift)y 258 > @ 2 X H s F]Z > P Ok andikiE At
FraEF > AR E Y PR ¥ Kimura, 1983) 0 £33 E &
Ak F 2 B enif @ 4 1 4p dic(fixation index; Fst)» 1 & & % & 2| #7%

i @ 4 1 (genetic differentiation) 525 » AR < N A EHF L
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fLgn < ; Febzr g A 7200 4p #(number of migrants per generation;
Nm)>» A& & B A SEF B4 BME 7% AFETEGATR
el Bl AR < R A JL F) 2 SR 4%55 (Hudson et al., 1992) o £ 41 *
#i #8 Arlequin Version 3.11 (Excoffier and Schneider, 2005):& {7 4 + %
= /% 17 (analysis of molecular variance; AMOVA) (Excoffier et al.,
1992) » * MIER HE ACERHPN  CEHFE R I HL GRS 0 OCT
AR EEFGL VR OSTEA%ERF G L VR > 9SCR 2%
N EIERY A LR o
2.4.4 H 3| in ik B (haplotype network)

1 #* # 4 TCS Version 1.21 (Clement et al. 2000) & {7 4 47 > & *

95 % = X3t i X% P (statistical parsimony)#-% i H 4] 2_ fF e %

Ik

RO ARG - NE Ak FA 8 H A2
Fec B~ RPN AR G- 3 7 BEREA ki, R 4
AN B AE o UEATLABEAF LB EMEBE 2V FIRA
T H ) R ik BE (2w yﬁ% o
2.45 % #p & 4 i 4 7 (mismatch distribution analysis)

Bt BodF R 2 Fo %~ 088 DnaSP > KR 7 T 4
Arlequin # 5% > 1% #t8 Arlequin i {7 7 4p & & {7 & 47 » T & {7 1000

S E AR B B 0 BE D] eh2 % Bcdh 1% Excel i 17 5 W o
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T

31 R FH
311 BH B R FERATR

AoAE R I BAEDEAY A H AP ELS YRR R
Béhs 3 124 Bk > 3227 A 7en/k 7[E R 5 700bp 2 @ 025
# ~ (insertion) & 4% % (deletion) i) © JL & ¥ T a2 BHA
(haplotype) : DHO1-DH29 # 7 36 i# % £ = Bk(variable site) (*if4%x= ) >
AP 5 295 3 i B (parsimony informative site) ° % 3 i =X e
(m) % 0.956 + 0.101 % > H 3] % 4 (Hd) > 0.935 £ 0.009 (% =) -

cAN e RIS BARARDERAY > A R RO 14 B
AR5 - BRAKRANTAELAP FREY ER S 700bp (15 7
BiFLT X 2 &N 8B H A DH30-DH37 > # 7 32 B % £ = 2"
o) BV 5 3BT IRRCE EE ROPRHRIREEES S
TMEEL A= o
312 W% d % b AFIEFFTH

AR RIAFLEHE A 2 # 2 Rwmed FhAFE A T
Fenk 5 1245 4 & > LV B FTR P 5 1140 bpeh = B R 7 > 7*
AP ERG B AL gk e &g x I35 8 4] - CHOL-CH35 > #

7700 %R - B(HEZ) F 581 AT ERRCEE . M S R
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()% 0.723 + 0.098 % » H 7] % 4 (Hd) 5 0.939 + 0.009 (% =) -
DAL R IS BRESERAY A H L TR DRT 14 B
Ao HY 3 - BAs s IR AT R AP FHRUELR S 1140bp (0 R
FIEF A 2w &K 10 BH A CH36-CH43 > ¢ 3 69 B % B =8k
(ifgrz) B P 5 S0 B TR B Al RO HR R
BHA S RPELLZ -
32453 BYM G
‘5 d MODELTEST # 5% %% > # # d-loop & &_cytb & 5| F# -
Boif * chig P HEAE 5 HKYHIHG model 7 #8452 (NI £ 3 ff 4

i2 (MP)*F > # + $262 & i2 (ML)fr B %% (B) % % 2455% 3 HKY+H+G

N

model > - iz PR - Boid H AL M AR
321 #£H%B T EE 5

dow fEA 2 R AT G M TR TR R A S 2
FooAuE 0B ERAMN0=110)2 4FEM=5)5E % 1 ¥ NrED
TAM=IHR LS OH > e 2 N0=6)7 7 % MFH(F =) % [FHp
GBEL PR MY 60 %y A g o AR R A DA A B
A st FER YR MY 60 % 0 F {5 1% F (posterior probability) 4> 70

Yoo B K2 WM BARITE A - F e g BF THY NI

1_

tree X 5 ’DHOSLfi’DHO7T=’ET’?é— JE S ARLF AT E S LY
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§51 4o 4% : MP tree * R £ DHO3 - DHO4 + DHOS ~ DHI1 = DH22
Fa- 1 H o ARATNHG TR 50 0 fod e ML 2
Bltree # P48 § 1 it a | (= & - ) ¥ ¢ DH23 4457 n
BEALP w A LB RAA Dk o A B A AF A LA (RS o4
=)o B K (@=2)frd e A 3M(n=1)E ks 8 Ntk A 0 AR ST

SRFA P GO R T 70 %A R F R S IEPN (B a)

,dn
F_*

R 2= 2 S enftd] ¥ o R A frd&a a4 308 A B2 SIGF 5

5 IVHE

)

ﬂk‘*

SVE SR RAPH AT AHFERTFE AP (RS
b W= cfeM= d)e poh > B R BrARG M R A2 [ enBf 7 F) 4
PR 50% 0 FI B ORA P REET) 0 AAREE B L
FuzerEfpaoti)d o F IHERS 240 K(Bl=- af-Bl= b))

Bok PRI AR E 8 R R e ¢ R E S LKA N R(Bl ol

—

i

)
—=

Sdp ey ERs AAFR B2 3N F 0 B By

L= TR 2 e E R SR - S e g pend #F o FpL ¥ J'X'JF% AR L
i 4p e BNk A 0 A58 E 5 5 %) (Taiwan type)#? 1 i3]
(Hualien type)= i 7 I & 3 35 o
322 m% ¢ 2 b AFE A

A - RC B E RS s s R g 3 By R S S B

R A AR LSS ek A(=110)2 AFE A 0=5)5 § 1
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HORAMIDB)AELF I#FH > 4%a 3 Nm=5)R 5 ¥ MEM@ =) &% 1
FHP HELL R T 60 %tk A BV > A ARE R A LB A2
B enfidn @A R F T 60%  FEPF T 80% B a2
BB ApT » B2 F2a®m AR & FNF AR - HP o2t s I3
¢ 308 4w ] ¥ 0 4 % _CHO3 ~ CHO4 ~ CHOS ~ CHO6 f- CHI2 3
— ]} A FAEE S F & fod) i s CHOS ~ CHI1 4o CH20 4 — /| 3 >
A& AFA LY 2 B2 CHO9 ~ CHI3 ~ CH15 4o CHIS 5 — /] # »

AFALY s fitfea D AT ATTER I 2 - F S CH28 {r

CH30 P E4F 5 ¥ - 3 > fex @14 G052 5 4 49 CH27 f» CH29
MR ERE G - FOHT AR RaREA T RE G 2 F s
oAt T2 PEBzfA- ) A% 12 HI#H#Y > REER

## & (bootstrap support value) ' & £ 99 %2 b > E 83 % iE 100 % »
I R R R S RO PR s AR L
EHAM=2)TE § ch— BEH A EARG A A=) F] S 99 %riE
AFRVIDZFEIF IV B CEHARE L ¥ V2 #(R =

by o fe £ A B Sk erd el Y o f TR A (n=14) AR 2 30

FE A RSB F B L 99%A TR FIVE(BIZ d) - & AR
Bk P02 R 2 orE HE et ¢ o 5 BT R A0 ARG A IR A ] S

AFER YT S5 %N o B p A iRk BB L ¢ R T



mEE LW H W F Bk ﬂ\&ﬁ% Y
-HO R R NTRCEL Y - HA R AR e 4 3%k A2 100
Vo FRGF 5 I2— P H > BhA 9 oY 2 % IV-l

AP I TP A ARERE 2 B PR R R R M MY R B ERM

FARZFIVHEMBZ afrBlz o) % 77 RN S F LG 2
Hfpeo- 3 @ 8252 55 & #3](Taiwan type) & & =73 P grenic i

%] (Hualien type) °
33 BHL
ARG M iR Ko T LA TN SR AL S A 30

o LA TR Flt e BEEREaS R L RO ARG

BEEH AR pLIEHE R g MEHELFE o
331 #£#1%E ¥ EAE 5

CAAFER AL YRR AL 049 %L B A CEAFE
AlE 5 0.1 %4 B (% 2 ) 145145 Kimura-2-parameter #73+ 5 %3
Feap b 7| LB EDxy)FELE2T » " T LT RERF DI HEL
BooHe S TEA LR AL Q86%) RyARE R AL R T 2
50.67%) HALBEF115%1 1 o @ LA 8 wiEdz B

PiE B o £ B E(Da)d ik 256 % SamiE R E LR 4 037 % &
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RAEHELRE 191 %> HAkg 301 2 3:32249% > Hixs

by

BINEFALBRA222% - 7 CEREAREFEHE LR E 2.54% 0 &

254% B dks o

i

BRA%EHLIPE1.66% L24xg 3N %EH LR
MePE B L 245% (%7 )

® 4 4 Pl (neutral test) sk % ¢ 0 fEE A A e Tajima’s D & &2
FuandLi’'s D @ % 5 f E B EHP O 7m HLHOT R aF L 8 >

EEZY A AR AL REE RS T2 2

>
I

PR EEEF A I g Bc(Fst) 4 2L F] 2 i dp #ii(Nm)3E 2 4
= LA R H S ARE % H 2 T Fst ER(0.54) H a5 A H

'z L SRS
vl fi 2 1%

-Ebl«

B G M @A PR o @ K TR g
Bek5 o B oA EH RS R H T ik Bk R (0.21) 0 H 4

M2 0.1 > BT L3 Femf @A BT o d Ak g M INE A BB

2
|

1A

(=1) > -5 043 I Hcid > F]P i3 0 i o
Herr g Pk 2 X IR T AMOVA fni % > T 5] S TR
ARIEREF R LR AR AR E oAk g 5 IVEHE O BT L A o
$E G AN HTNB045%) 0 HHF L GA LK gCT 5
0.80451 » Fp AH T E 4 & e @A 1L o A B2 AL L 5
A2 AR T AMOVA » 47 enis % Bom > < 300 e B 8005 &2

A ]2 [ (83.61 %) H & A2 B e A 4 B G CT 5 0.83614
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FERTET FICETAAL G AE B @ st (R4)o
332 m% & 4 b A ¥ 5 7|

FAAEN AP PHRAERET 031 %02 R oa TEAIEN
AIE 5 B 3F 0.75 %% B (% 2) o 12451395 kimura-2-parameter #73+
BREM P A LR EDxy)EL LS > AT REF DS HELL
BoHY SHANETENLBE24% L g LB e
F035% HAZ R YR 18% M o d o BAlE w32 B e
FeR 2 LR E(Da)BE 1.87 %  BanE ¥ L2 4 0.16 % & R
AEFLRE315% Bk AMEFLEFEIIS5% Hdxa s
FOEF L B PE 3.05% @ L EAGEEHE LR E 202% &R

REHLBRE205%  Hake AMEEHLE L 1.50%  24xs 530

A
BN

AR L 1.94% (%)

® M ¥ Bl(neutral test)en i % ¢ W E AR A Fuand Li's D &
HERBPOEZLE AT FEFTIAAFDOIAL -HLOFRAFF
AR BT BOHREENTBRE AL IBHPE

L R R VR A 1 dn fe(Fs) & A F] 2 T4 Be(Nm)E 2L &
Ao L AR R ARE 2_ B enFst E#04(0.46) > H 43 & Ao 3
b L RO B R M end A Ao A UL TRy

Bokg o B SRR REE LGS EFE L T ik (029) 0 H ik
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REAN 01 BT AEHFRBA P A o oa F)LANe ANk Al
WEEMm=1) EEE M EE o F)pEE R

Brrg A LA L T AMOVA hi % o 583~ 7T
AR R K CRE ARG A PURE oA S & PVRE S B § Bioh
P (83.81 %)% d HEr g4, HEMchd B4 48 CT 5

0.83806 > ki & ~ #2 Mio4 HEM BB LR o 5 B2 I A

A G SR AR T AMOVA A 45 0% % B 0 £ 3 83.24 %eh
HEEB S A Frad o 1522 Bl @A~ g kg

CT 5083243 r 8% Mg A 23 PREOE DA (R4)o
34 H A e b 14

™95 % B+ B3t i K2 P (statistical parsimony)it & #riE 2 enH
Al b o BP9 L BEA AR ANEATETFU BB ) T
Bz 2 BT ¢ D= 250038 & E el ort B ey 7o EAr b
Fend 3 o

341 #FI % T EKE 7

-
\T
L

B 95 %k < P HE R E 2T 0ty hE AR A B A

¥

\4

R H¥ S8R SR ahE Al b - A A FTED] B L )
3 A% g enH AR Ak A 2k o

B S oWANEA R RMGY o U E Y 2% 1 DHOS 5
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DH24(Blz ) > @ H 34 # 1 & A FCER I 8 frd T 5M(& - ) -

A gz BHE AL R AR AR EA L SRR 8
oA EAZ F NG 13 BRI E PR IEE @
EANEAYER L ARatpin o 8 G 1l BRHRAa%E R
RehH g dkg A nenE A2 TG 65 10 By g E > BF

A% nend A8 G 0enl A2 WAL § 10 B P e 2 (B

342 W% 4 4 b A TR
7295 Vb % Bt MR Bl E 2T 0 ftd cnH AlRA B A T B
FUG ]l 1) g el ) 0 R g b - Ae o TTIET) S 4

AR A - BHA B AIPE LG 6 BRI E

N

Hiw BREqHE 0 L5 pider 20 pe BEA L B

Ik

HFELBHA HAUFRL S 5 BABRIPEREUG L A L
HA oAk o 3vnE P AV e - #F0 D PR E

BRI ) tod 5 S8 A enge kBl a9 > 8 2% kT
CHO7 3 e 7 it coie L 2| H (M7 ) & » - H
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LG L frBAER (F-)em @ 5 AMATEAE

21



AR 2P > BT e A FHE A S CH3(BZ ) A 8 A~

FAE R RIReE L ML - ) -
3.5 % #p & 4 i¥ (mismatch distribution)
BLBEPBEANIAPLLAGANEE LA B D
BV HRaZ 2 Saghs £ R 9T R > S5 F I 05E
B % 6.692 (d-loop) % 8.245 (cyth)> @ raggedness index = 0.0223 (d-loop)
% 0.0102 (cytb) > p & 5 0.416 (d-loop)% 0.850 (cyth)'s # kg% > @ *#
& & W & % (multimodal)(B] - a el a) o f2bH & A& 05 i
2% ¥ > raggedness index 1B -] % 7+ # & & & B (null hypothesis) »
& & i ik 4 5k 103N (sudden expansion model) > ¢t ¢k p B+ 3T 0.05 7
MEFRAZIES RE B 7w L@ HFHRTEG o d G H e
EHA AN GRS E R Fla SBAKRAECEHRALE
o Bt A Y LR PR A R AL o TR AT o B AR
Ao BEV EDTHnL RS 3477 (d-loop) % 3.493 (cyth)
raggedness index s 0.0306 (d-loop)% 0.0135 (cytb) ' p i& % 0.279 (d-loop)

2 0795 (cyth)' H @ A 4p A A imie d 2 b AFA S| R H - L%

(unimodal) > @ fdrd| T & A 7| b IR A7 P AR R cA5(B S b e
Bl=b)> B rE ]2 pEF?EF  Flp e s L@ kRO -

PRSP EEASE A RS T LED T oL B S 0.714 (d-loop)

22



% 8.440 (cytb) > raggedness index = 0.4016 (d-loop)% 0.3078 (cytb) » p
% 0.625(d-loop)%* 0.155(cyth) » 2@ 2 4p & &~ (5 im®ed % b &
FIEF|F & F A% (multimodal) » @ adpdlw A RGP A

B A (F 5 o frl= o) 1 BT T 4 AL R R o
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= it
41 AR BRR 2 BprE

)I‘ d-loop ¥ cyth M4 M fm 5 > HEP ¥ L3 2 #8E % L&

{

P BT B4 S R G AT s AR A T i

I

A (Bl= ~BlZfrd - )0 2 A A9 ERF hA i 4 die(Fst) & (e 7]
g e(Nm) (% = frd ~) o ¥ AMOVA #4558 % " B 7w § 83%)
FERRSAFEF S (A L) BT oS RARSE B L
PRI PRS-
%ﬂ%;%%%ﬂ~%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@%ﬁ@%ﬁww@’ﬁﬁ
> B (Callosciurus erythraeus)z_ d-loop A& 7| en % B e S 8L 5 w
BrEoFE > a e BerFad BEEHE S 0.99 %3] 2.10 %(Oshida et
al.,, 2006) > #X @ 5 B X A 32 d-loop i BFER L 2.56 % /)

B Lo Pz B A

ETTRS
fn

g Bl (Rattus losea)cyth & 71 & 5 %+ & ;
FHed BEEAE S 0.03 %3 0.39 %R A AT > 2000) 0 @ & A L Bl s X
Lz cytb B BEE L 1.87 % o A VEF R 12 433 & § % 50
"% & [ 25 = (Oshida et al., 2006) » /|- & P8 B 70 §_L9% 4 Fg 9725 = ek
H(FRAAT 0 2006) 0 F LS A RO R > LA S TEA 2 B e
BEEAAo 2. < R G F Lo

d > AF Y d-loop shRE F|& & &5 700bp > @ cythb eh A FE B
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2R 1140bp 5 F F PR A B LR S ¥ byt $315% oyth
Bolerh B diani @ 5 friddnde 1 22 B ) S R R
A% 09204 0.014 22 0.303 +£0.023 (%) > @ A R B A 6
% 0.593 £0.144 7 0.740 + 0.248 (%) (% = ) - Grant and Bowen (1998)
WP S A H ) ()RR s L R Yk
fiip A (- )F H A5 R PR S R ()R B R
h<05,n1<05%) 27§ #F2iFraRe Ld E- ¥ SR TE

2inplz Hoal  (Z)% HA P REORE L PR S R R

Fo(E)s EAFHRENRFEMAEPRR I FEDREF P &7 0
LKA BA B2 EEY R e OREE 4 - R
(secondary contact) T3 > & F H - B <@ 2 AFLAEFE S F 40
BT AL S () EA T REE PRI REOR RO 0 4
FA- B FRAEF L GERPFFF A2 o A F AR
S 2 B OREHE - RIS o SEA L R A cyth B 7k 47
SRR R R S S L R S R
(effective population size)fs » LA F Rk GTEH = £ BN R Pk
fom SR A REEE @SR o & LBy s X @ (Aphyocypris

kikuchii) ™ £ 4 M2 7k % it > 4Rl L7 5 b - g 2
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BB pER RS 0 ITH A 2 R sk Tk (Linet al., 2008) o iE
A R fcyth BAlhA 47 2 5 R AE 5w gl 278 B
AR EH LGELBEROF AL R E LA B R BB

RE SR o 4% 5 4] B 8 2§ (Rhinolophus monoceros) e

# % » Chenetal. (2006)4 1 K% & F 4 @ 5 51t > 84 § p

B4 2 L fle Za¥ dnca A srns A o
E3 ¢ A iten7 pEFEARR E AT

L\
v

#d-loop 14 % cytb R M Gkt k g 0 Ty PRE] Y R
BAARE S b - RGHEHWB - frRZ) £ AT SpEg L B

4 0.37 % (d-loop)£? 0.16 % (cyth) (% T fr# =) » @ 5 @2 fo 124

T E

2 [ el @ FEALET b & 256 % (d-loop)# 1.87 % (cyth) = &) % &

SR A 0 AFN LSRR R RS AP R R(E R ARE G
EE)cyth i BEEHE S 1.7 %31 2.8% 2 H P =12 L FE L 0.03 %73
0.39 %4p it en X B 3 (BRAAT > 2006) > o 2 % & R IE 33 (isolation by

dlStanCG)m/:_Pm’}”i, EE @A /%J“J LERF B E o ¥ /%i*]' =

| #E (Mus musculus)sra 3 kg & FF & % 22 & # 3 % chd-loop i

WEEAL T S 0.287 %F] 0.497 %2 [ > @ & N & EES S g 2
EW(EETIM L - F)F 2 BEERET 5 0.616 %T] 1.81 %z BF »

BRI MR (L 0 1998) ¢ AR & R ] B

EFE G ORE H R A TR AR RN 4 RIF - F ARG
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ALY - e BOAF L 0 1998) 0 FTEF AR ) RR A 8 RHEHR
B AR LEDEA) > BT R R RLE G ¥ - O R R e

oA R B %A d-loop & cyth B 7] e 47 S ek B
GATFRETER L AR AL ARe 3 IUSE R b as H(R S

feBZ) 0 A cytb MG M AR o &S A 2R AR |

“*u

FR oA H TR B e CH28 o CH30 7 174217 70 %t 35 & §F &
-l FEORT A TR ER R BAE B H W e w8
PO e o TR A 3P A AR e R T R e fR gk
FABodm TEDALEEGE R L ~A&a 02 g 5 {02 B p
B GEEYE R ARG ARk A h LAY Y A S AR
WA s H(R S frBlZ) e filcytb S MP ARG B itk g 0 H P R
EAend ¢ - HA| G dxg Mg LEFERE A B - H(E V2 #H)

7

L 2R

(B= b); fcyth S BIAH] ¥ » 7 0§ £ $5 R B RITIEL 22 4k 3

\-\-

Lo (P IVHE)EZ d) 4 ANI 2 MLA Y 2 5 IV a5t
BBt B 0 o S % R IR E AR e A IRE 5 RS AP TR TR o
oo 2 pEaf A (Bufo melanostictus)»t 4k m ~ 2% ~ A § B2 L RORH

MM G LR E 2 A 5 § 4piT(Liv et al., 2000); * & (Mus caroli)

1197‘\‘5’1’“‘%&%’1‘%ﬁliiéﬁék?hrfm*x 2 o A

T o BEEE 2 e ok s § EE R G #piT(Shimada et al., 2007) ; ¥ ¢
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%P % /& (Alcippe morrisonia) & g X ~ R @ ~ % ~ A s § ~ 25 2

s LAY > SR LSRG b2 B AT BEE R 49 12 (Zou

i

etal,2007)c + A7 305 B S48 ARG 2 8§ RAPIT2 MG M
oA e d St AE T R SRS LI AR 4 - £ BAE T
PRipAE %A { PR o MR EANORREFLIFECAR G
IR
FH A ehge e BE O k5 o d-loop & cyth & & A RN &AM
# Fe A& % > d-loop HH B d ~ chpr plee L e £ 1] 10 Bk
E(Rlz)  cytb chB A7 52 11 By (BT) TCS
FeRgE B A k2 d-loop B 7| ede LA H ) 5 DHO4 5 & # 3t L ga i
IMeFFTHE 5 & - F @ cyth B 7|erde LA H A) L CHO7 A # 3 4 ¢
e PIBEL M- F > Aa TCS Hif A Eeit— ghjr L] 5 d H 48
i B R g o Al HOREFE R BHEAEE 2 F AT A 7
Bo LRI PATHRBEIEH LI E NG - BEAGS FOFHT
% » F]p* Posada and Crandall (2001)4p 142 £ 3 B 3] 27 &z ek
BETRp 3R BREECE R Z A W R nH Al F]t & d-loop ek BE TR
¥ > 22 DHO4 ™ - ez & 4p: 08 3| DHO9 » 7& (=3t ek B (2 e
RIREE GRS ndcR o A A Ga FRIE RSP s g

BELEY 2 F o fcyth M R o8 CHOT - B
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3
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1
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=

| % o %A & d-loop ¥ cyth & 3 Ap ivihdp AR o T F] A &
cyth B 7| A F ot £ B d+ > A d-loop A 7|8 A crfic & &5 = B >
F A F A | w] S LA HH ] .

MAARE A AT R Ry SRR RE R R

MR R DR i e o R 0g b - Kokip SR8

LT B B (£ 77T > 2006) o - G| e % i d-loop A 7
AP B AP AR BikE o A feyth BAenadre BIEG SR

A% (B cfrBl-= c¢) > ® raggdenessindex &+ - 3% LA & 7

?;é\'ﬂi%%ﬁﬁif » T ® é.Cytbﬁ');lJFé&iﬂ X T iami B 8.440

N
T
) 3;

e A:\ L %%%i%%/{%é '\li g ’:’"—1‘3:‘2‘: 1:,\. "QV'P\—:' ,J }J/E H:d £ ﬂffi%‘;
B(ovP IBL-F) A pe A GAae? TP o dp L

£ F|A B oREA BT M0 T B IR @ TR A S R 4
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T B (FRALET 0 2006) 0 AL & A cytb B Al 7Y RIS B
oo AT R AN RGE S B A EF Y A o
42 SB¥ R AR Z A Z3BEHT N

945 Swinhoe(1870) 434 » & H e 87 i 41630 # X j jf 4
FEAPESIE LB D SRR R kg A EL T AR E
Wi Fok s F Y AP ORPF @ 5 14y 8Bt Grant
and Bowen (1998)#% 1% = s 3] > pt s K G518 > X FE] = X
B A OTER A A hHME A SR MR S R e
d-loop ¥2 cytb =8 A 4k B % B ¥ 1Y 'F:] VH AR P g pe R 2
B ooub e KBRS A AL Ao 125 A B § b 2 &
(Rattus rattus) ¥ 3| &~ 3 3 BecFE > T T RP ges 2 &R

% #(Hingston et al., 2005) » # i .31 i& g+ 02 i (Rana catesheiana)

.J

\

7L 3 it (Ficetola et al., 2008) » izt B %395 B o A L &7
R ECE N AR L F RS SRy i 1 e e AR i
DR R TR R L3 Ay R mI e B8 ek
it @k g 5 B2 R ASES A F B oA

(P @5 % 5 1998) 0 ¥t 5@ 471 B 12 5 Bt {A7H 2
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AR
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5 #1345 Allen(1938) ~ Ellerman and Morrison-Scott (1951)¢2
Lekagul and McNeely(1977) % < }*Jc ko W ARZ ARG A LA

PR DD /l% figai\l ER] z’ﬁ’%ﬂﬁ% T h A F bk b A R

=i

B & 355 (1964)% 2 & 8 bipd g ~ &R 300E ~ Trz A s
BORI0F 4k B4R % (1997)7 K 2 LB AARE 5K R0 A
B RE RN LS e pr il fe o552 5 2 #TR T (2006)

pARE G BN F DR e LRy b R s RL Y

ABARER B LEDE P e oA FF VS PimEE RELT
Rens# o Eapagh A s 2 dpma ko &7 23 50 Bra

TIARE S % 0V M P MG Gt o S B A ARE S R - R
(Bl=fc®l=)> &2 AE AR 29 > dpdanld A5 ek b %
b F R BBl feBlT ) 0 Bz AR G T g i 0k hH 3] (Posada

and Crandall, 2001) > ¥ &c & & B AEEIAGE S F 1 2rig iv I ar
Al o A iE 0 FEAL S EI5R AR (1978) b A frdEen oL it e 5 4P
FTRAEINLRL TSN PR BN B RS {ATE R

A AR T e B E e o Rt
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23 R(F- ) A BARES TR E o T EE P ARD 0 H F &
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AR LR R E ARER R0 FIU P W S8 B aE g E A
g5 G Aot Ap T el o R KA g R T2 17 e R
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BEFRENES T FEA A - B S Ay A LA KA
R # kg WA - BRAADFE 254 p Rehd Fdpm o
iz > A7 Lpal defi- &  RELpAD Y Wl a 03 &
FAFAD LB 8L DY & LRIEERA, S A B S L Rehe &
A% ¥ > ho¥ik(Rana limnocharis) & 5 A K IR H ARG £ 5 +
% e 4] (Todaetal., 1998) » fe 8¢ & K ehcyth B 2| e B % %

g HAZFEG x F B ER ST A Ko & BHE A2 B g
Bt oo B A AR R ek AR E A P
S Y ELHEAZ FantHE DA B E Ao ] B EE ) Rk Y
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Table 1. Sampling locality, sample size (N), d-loop haplotypes and cytb haplotypes
of Bandicota indica

No. Locality N  d-loop Haplotypes (no. of individuals) cytb haplotypes (no. of individuals)

1. e RAE R R 6 DHO1 (6) CHO1 (6)

2. ¥ FBRRTE R 4 DHO02 (4) CHO2 (4)

3. e AL 3 DHO04 (3) CHO3 (3)

4. R Fh A H R 1 DHO3 (1) CHO3 (1)

5. R A 2 DHO4 (1), DHOS (1) CHO04 (1), CHOS (1)

6. WERRZ &R 2 DHO4 (1), DHOS (1) CHO6 (1), CHO7 (1)

7. RS 14 DHOS (1), DHO6 (1), DHO8 (2), DH09 (1), CHO07 (2), CHOS8 (2), CH09 (1), CH12 (4),
DH10 (3), DH11 (5), DH12 (1) CH14 (1), CH16 (3), CH17 (1)

8. s E AT 2 DHO07 (1), DHO8 (1) CHO7 (1), CHOS8 (1)

9. PP Bk ISR 4 DHO5 (3), DHO8 (1) CHO7 (2), CH10 (1), CH11 (1)

10. pP R LR 2 DHO08 (1), DHO09 (1) CHO8 (1), CH14 (1)

11. o P Bh g R 3 DHOS5 (1), DHOS (1), DH10 (1) CHO7 (1), CHOS8 (1), CH16(1)

12. :1?}' s VRl 1 DHI11 (1) CHI12 (1)

13. B KR B 8 DHO09 (6), DH13 (2) CH13 (6), CH14 (2)

14. B Y L4 10 DHO09 (8), DH13 (1), DH14 (1) CH13 (1), CH14 (8), CH15 (1)

15. % #xmx b TR 5 DHO09 (2), DH13 (1), DH14 (2) CHI13 (1), CH14 (2), CHI5 (2)

16. PRk 2 e 1 DHOS5 (1) CHO7 (1)

17. ‘q/ LRRIEN R 4 DHOS (1), DHO9 (1), DH15 (2) CHO7 (1), CH14 (1), CHIS (2)

18. o s S 5 DHO5 (3), DH10 (2) CHO7 (3), CH16 (2)

19. Js}, LR B R 1 DHI12 (1) CH17 (1)

20. -;4,, S BAAT B R 1 DH16 (1) CHI19 (1)

21. EELE kK 3 DHOS8 (3) CH20 (3)

22. o Fhip a8 1 DH17 (1) CH21 (1)

23. paBhE B 1 DH18 (1) CH22 (1)

24. o @ BARTE R 1 DH19 (1) CHO7 (1)

25. v & R =R 5 DH10 (1), DH20 (3), DH21 (1) CHO7 (1), CH23 (1), CH24 (3)

26. rﬁ AR 7 5K 1 DH22 (1) CH25 (1)

27. KL 3 7% 2 DHO09 (1), DH10 (1) CHO7 (1), CH26 (1)

28. . im JBF SR 1 DH23 (1) CH27 (1)

29. TER G LR 1 DH25 (1) CH28 (1)

30. TER AR ] 5 DH23 (1), DH25 (4) CH29 (1), CH30 (4)

31 TR TR AR SR 2 9 DH24 (5), DH2S (4) CH30 (4), CH31 (4), CH32 (1)

32. TR R R 1 DH25 (1) CH30 (1)

33. TR & & 9 DH24 (7), DH26 (1), DH27 (1) CH31 (5), CH33 (1), CH34 (1), CH35 (2)

34. TR R LA 2 DH28 (2) CHO1 (2)

5. __@FMALS 3 DHS@DHOWM ______CHUG)

36. AE Y ?I‘ R 4 DH30 (4) CH36 (4)

37. AREE e TR 1 DH31 (1) CH37 (1)

38. BRAGATE D 3 DH32 (1), DH33 (1) CH38 (1), CH39 (1), CH40(1)

39. A% s 2% (Hung Yen) 1 DH34 (1) CH41 (1)

40. A% 3 X F£(Vinh Long) 1 DH35 (1) *

41. A% 3 {4/ (Hau Giang) 3 DH36 (1) CH42 (1), CH43(1), CH44(1)

42. A% @ % ;1 (Kien Giang) 2 DH37 (1) CH45 (1)
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F. = ~ LB AUEE DNA 251 3 (primer) & 71
Table 2. Primer sequences and names of mtDNA of Bandicota indica used in this study

Sequence Primer Name Primer Sequence (5’ to 3°) Reference

d-loop L15933 5-CTCTGGTCTTGTAAACCAAAAATG-3' Oshida et al. 2001
H637 5'-AGGACCAAACCTTTGTGTTTATG-3' Oshida et al. 2001

cytb L14724 5'-GATATGAAAAACCATCGTTG-3' Kocher et al. 1989
H15910 5-GATTTTTGGTTTACAAGACCGAG-3' Oshida et al. 2000
Cb-F1 5'-AGTCGAATGAATCTGAGGTGGTT-3' design in this study
Cb-F2 5'-CCTTCACGTAGGACGAGGAA-3' design in this study
Cb-R1 5'-TCTGGGAAGAATAGAACTA-3' design in this study
Cb-R2 S'-TCCTCATGGAAGCACRTAAC-3' design in this study
H14742 5-GGGTTGTTDGATCCWGTTTC-3' Martin et al. 2000
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Table 3. Sampling localities, sample sizes, haplotype numbers, variable sites, parsimony informative sites, haplotype
diversity, percent of nucleotide diversity, and results of the neutral tests of Bandicota indica

3

¥ IE

A B ATFARE R P

Sequence  Locality N No. of Variable Parsimony Nucleotide Haplotype Tajima's D test Fu and Li's D* test
Haplotype Sites Informative Sites Diversity (%) Diversity

d-loop Taiwan 124 29 36 29 0.956 +0.101 0.935+0.009 0.00763,P>0.1 -0.08318,P>0.1
Fujian 5 2 2 0 0.114 £ 0.068 0.400+0.237 -0.97256,P>0.1 -0.97256,P>0.1
Guangdong 2 2 4 0 0.571 £0.286 1.000 + 0.500 -- --
North Vietnam 1 1 -- -- -- -- -- --
South Vietnam 6 3 6 3 0.381 £ 0.101 0.733+£0.155 0.0848,P>0.1 0.07538,P>0.1

cyth Taiwan 124 35 70 58 0.723 £0.098 0.939+0.009 -1.18675,P>0.1 0.04864,P>0.1
Fujian 5 2 2 0 0.070 £ 0.042 0.400+0.237 -0.97256,P>0.1 -0.97256,P>0.1
Guangdong 3 3 9 0 0.526 £ 0.222 1.000 +0.272 -- --
North Vietnam 1 1 -- -- -- -- -- --
South Vietnam 5 4 8 6 0.386 + 0.081 0.900 £0.161  1.02753,P>0.1 1.02753,P>0.1

R ABGE KR

o
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Table 4. Sample types, sample sizes, haplotype numbers, variable sites, parsimony informative sites, haplotype diversity,
percent of nucleotide diversity, and results of the neutral tests of Bandicota indica

Sequence  Type N No. of Variable Parsimony Nucleotide Haplotype Tajima's D test Fu and Li's D* test
Haplotype Sites Informative Sites  Diversity (%) Diversity
d-loop Taiwan Type 110 26 22 14 0.497+£0.022  0.928+0.011 -0.48305,P>0.1 -1.61356, P> 0.1
Hualien Type 14 3 5 0 0.102+0.069 0.275+0.148 -1.88933,P<0.05  -2.40998, P <0.05
cyth Taiwan Type 110 28 34 20 0.303 £0.023  0.920+0.014 -1.3968,P>0.1 -2.32469, 0.10 > P> 0.05
Hualien Type 14 5 25 0 0.740 £0.248  0.593+0.144 0.31228,P>0.1 1.5862, P <0.02

R ABE R
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Table 5. Pairwise of average population genetic distance compute by using Kimura-2-parameter of
d-loop

Taiwan Type Hualien Type Fujian Guangdong N. Vietnam S. Vietnam

Taiwan Type 2.56 0.37 1.91 2.49 2.22
Hualien Type 2.86 2.54 1.66 2.54 2.45
Fujian 0.67 2.65 1.98 2.60 2.24
Guangdong 2.45 2.00 2.33 0.87 1.36
N. Vietnam 2.74 2.60 2.65 1.15 1.35
S. Vietnam 2.66 2.69 2.49 1.84 1.54

2T AR EHEF PR 5 £ B B (Nucleotide Diversity Between Populations, Dxy)
+ b bk EEF P fiE £ 2 2 (Net Nucleotide Diversity Between Population, Da)
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Table 6. Pairwise of average population genetic distance compute by using Kimura-2-parameter of
cytb

Taiwan Type Hualien Type Fujian Guangdong N. Vietnam S. Vietnam

Taiwan Type 1.87 0.16 3.15 3.15 3.05
Hualien Type 2.40 2.02 2.05 1.50 1.94
Fujian 0.35 243 3.11 3.31 3.19
Guangdong 3.57 2.69 3.41 2.74 1.34
N. Vietnam 3.31 1.88 3.34 3.01 2.76
S. Vietnam 3.40 2.51 3.42 1.80 2.95

2T AR EHEF PR 7 £ B & (Nucleotide Diversity Between Populations, Dxy)
+ b bk EEF P piE £ 2 2 (Net Nucleotide Diversity Between Population, Da)
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Table 7. Pairwise comparison of Fst and Nm values of d-loop between each
population

Taiwa Type Huali Type Fujian Guangdong N. Vietnam S. Vietnam

Taiwa Type 0.03 0.21 0.07 -- 0.05
Huali Type 0.89 0.01 0.05 -- 0.03
Fujian 0.54 0.96 0.04 -- 0.03
Guangdong 0.78 0.83 0.85 -- 0.09
N. Vietnam -- -- -- -- --
S. Vietnam 0.83 0.91 0.90 0.74 --

TP HciE 5 A F] i dp dic Nm
= T HciE 5 R HE A T 4 g Fst
R ABE R E R
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Table 8. Pairwise comparison of Fst and Nm values of cytb between each
population

Taiwa Type Huali Type Fujian Guangdong N. Vietnam S. Vietnam

Taiwa Type 0.07 0.29 0.03 -- 0.03
Huali Type 0.78 0.05 0.08 -- 0.07
Fujian 0.46 0.83 0.02 -- 0.02
Guangdong 0.88 0.76 0.91 -- 0.09
N. Vietnam -- -- -- -- --
S. Vietnam 0.90 0.77 0.93 0.74 --

TP HciE 5 A F] i dp dic Nm
= T HciE 5 R HE A T 4 g Fst
R ABE R E R
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Table 9. Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) among groups of Bandicota indica

Group Among groups Among populations within groups Among individuals within populations
Structure Va % P ¢CT Va % P ¢ SC Va % P ¢ ST

1 6.77412 80.45 <0.0001 0.80451 0.80183 9.52  <0.0001 0.48712 0.84423 10.03  <0.0001 0.89974

2 8.48660 83.61 <0.0001 0.83614 0.77453 7.63  <0.0001 0.46569 0.88865 876  <0.0001 0.91245

3 10.72946  83.81 <0.0001 0.83806  0.69689 544  <0.0001 0.33612 1.37644 10.75 <0.0001 0.89249

4 10.28914  83.24  0.00129 0.83243  0.66054 534  <0.0001 0.31892 1.41066 11.41  <0.0001 0.88587

Group structure : 1. d-loop B 7| & 5 = * 3 > T S &4~ WE 452 - A L ~ A% a A 084K g 5 30
2.d-loop B A 5 A 4 W g e i)
Boeyth s a5 <> T o @3]~ WA~ ARE ~ A K e A3 A% e 5 30
4.cyth B3 a 5 d < FH > T o @A o)

Va: variance components

%: percentage of variation

P: possibility of the significance test of ¢ -statistics

¢ CT, ¢ SCand ¢ ST: fixation indices of ¢ -statistics (Excoffier, 1992)
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Figure 1. Distribution of the sampling localities of Bandicota indica.

53



a. NJ tree

b. MP tree DHO3
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DHI9 DH19 .
I DH21 Taiwan Type I
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96 DHI12
DHI13
DH14
DHI2 DHO6
DHO2 Taiwan Type 61 DHIS
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4 44— t=DH31 I -'_
L. DH23 | Tarwan Type
34 1 N. Vietnam 30p=DH32 . ;
) DH33 I Guangdong IV
33 l Guangdong DH34 I N. Vietnam Vv
DH35 111 47 DH35
; I S. Vietnam 49 —EH_%G S. Vietnam 111
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98 ) 97
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2B W b EBOzE R B A REZEE i b G
e
FEe

Figure 2. Phylogenetic trees of d-loop partial sequence constructed from four methods. a: Neighbor joining method, b:
Maxium parsimony method, c: Maxium likelihood method, d: Bayesian inference method.
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¢. ML tree d. BI tree

DHOS DHO3
DH22 99 DHO4
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HO3 81 DHI11
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DHID DHI10
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L DH17 ~ ~DH30 Fuii
DH21 73 DH31 I wian
_Eunm I "™~ ~DHI3 I
DH19 94 DH14
DH20 1 _pHos
43\ DHO06 100 DHO7
DH30 I Fujian L DH25
1 DH31 - = [DH23
DH15 = DH21
K >
DrI;II]]':; :Lr)}lllﬂ?) Taiwan Type
85 DHI2 86 L DH17
EHOE | = DH16
DH28 Taiwan Type L DHLS
53 DH29 L DI 12
| D25 e DHO1
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DH26 o DH26
TS'—LD"EJ Hualien Type | 11 WLLD“:J Hualien Type | [T
Py - DH27 100 =DH27
L 4 DH34 I N. Vietnam Y b DH32 . 7
m—— ) ) [ s I Guangdong | Iv
42 DH33 I Guangdong I v DH34 I N. Vietnam | v
DH37 DH35
—ME‘““ | S. Vietnam |I“ 61 I:E DH36 I S. Vietnam 111
DH35 ) 100k DH37
/A Rattus norvegicus Rarttus norvegicus

0.1

0.0
substitution/site 01

substitution/site
Bl=() fHF w28 P ERA G A a2/l bk 928 b g2z g® > b
e .f‘:gl %'ll °
Figure 2 (continue). Phylogenetic trees of d-loop partial sequence constructed from four methods. a: Neighbor joining
method, b: Maxium parsimony method, ¢: Maxium likelihood method, d: Bayesian inference method.
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a. NJ tree

CH45
99 CHA43
99 CH42
CH44
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Bl= ~wP2d 2 b AF|IRER 7|
IPEEEE '
Figure 3. Phylogenetic trees of cytb complete sequence constructed from four methods. a: Neighbor joining method, b:
Maxium parsimony method, c: Maxium likelihood method, d: Bayesian inference method.
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c. ML tree d. Bl tree — CH26
p CH23
p— CH19
L CHI10 L
L CHO1 Tarwan Type
|- CHO7
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Figure 3 (continue). Phylogenetic trees of cyth complete sequence constructed from four methods. a: Neighbor joining
method, b: Maxium parsimony method, ¢: Maxium likelihood method, d: Bayesian inference method.
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Figure 4. Statistical parsimony network of d-loop haplotypes of
Bandicota indica. Blue: Taiwan types (1-23, 25, 28-29), green: Hualien
types (24, 26-27), red: Fujian haplotypes (30-31), light yellow:
Guangdong haplotypes (32-33), dark yellow: haplotypes of Northern
Vietnam (34) and Southern Vietnam (35-37).
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Figure 5. Statistical parsimony network of cytb haplotypes of Bandicota
indica. Blue: Taiwan types (1-30), green: Hualien types (31-35), red:
Fujian haplotypes (36-37), light yellow: Guangdong haplotypes (38-40),
dark yellow: haplotypes of Northern Vietnam (41) and Southern Vietnam
(42-45).
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- s AT T R B RRERATR

Sample , ) . No. in . o
Locality kil FR . d-loop cytb RN R %‘4 HBEY =

ID Figl

T00518 5 BTk R 120°44'05.98"E  24°02'39.46"N 11 DHI0 CHIl6 #-p NMNS
TO1176 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI1 CHI12 #“p NMNS
TO1177 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI1 CHO07 *“p NMNS
T01178 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI2 CHI17 *“p NMNS
T01180 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI1 CHI12 #“p NMNS
TO1181 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI1 CHI12 #“p NMNS
T01182 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI1 CHI12 #“p NMNS
TO1184 S BARTE 5Rog B 120°33'55.17"E  24°1031.33"N 7 DHO5 CHO07 #p NMNS
TO1576 oV B g R 120°44'05.98" E 24°02'39.46"N 11 DHO05 CHO07 % NMNS
T01598 o RS Rea § 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI0 CHIl6 #“p NMNS
T01856 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T02258 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI0 CHIl6 #“p NMNS
T04354 S BT g ¥ 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°1031.33"N 7 DHI0 CHIl6 #“p NMNS
T04427 R 24 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T04428 R 24 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DHI3 CHI13 #“p NMNS
T04429 ERE AT g e 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DHI14 CHI15 #“p NMNS
T04430 ERE AT g e 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T04436 % 3B B4 5 120°52'22.30"E 24°0323.19"N 13  DH09 CHI14 #vp NMNS
T04437 ERE AT g e 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T04438 % 3B B4 5 120°52'22.30"E 24°0323.19"N 13  DH09 CHI14 #vp NMNS
T04439 % 3B B4 5 120°52'22.30"E 24°0323.19"N 13  DH09 CHI14 #vp NMNS
T04440 ERE AT g e 120°57'52.87"E ~ 23°59'35.83"N 14 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T04441 ER AN B2 Nl 120°51'17.98"E ~ 23°4838.70"N 16 DHO05 CHO07 *“p NMNS
T04450 B R RL A R 120°55'07.62"E ~ 23°52'31.39"N 15 DH09 CHI14 #“p NMNS
T04451 B R RL A R 120°55'07.62"E ~ 23°52'31.39"N 15 DHI14 CHI15 #“p NMNS
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Sample | iy w8 Wi NOIN G loop oytb MEas HEEE
ID Figl

TO4452 % 450k b o 4 120°55'07.62"E 23°523139"N 15  DHI14 CHI5 #% NMNS
T04453 & #FuF 24E 120°57'52.87"E  23°59'3583"N 14  DHO09 CHI4 #*p NMNS
T04454 & L EREss 120°522230"E  24°0323.19"N 13 DH09 CHI4 #*p NMNS
T04458 & #FHREF® 120°522230"E  24°0323.19'N 13 DHO09 CHI4 #*p NMNS
T04468 & # 55" 120°522230"E  24°0323.19'N 13 DHI3 CHI3 #*p NMNS
T04469 &3k L 4L 120°57'52.87"E  23°59'35.83"N 14  DH09 CHI14 *vp NMNS
T04470 & #FHREEF® 120°522230"E  24°0323.19'N 13 DHO09 CHI4 #*p NMNS
TO4472 & #F0F 24E 120°57'52.87"E  23°59'3583"N 14  DHO09 CHI14 #*p NMNS
T04473 & L E RS 120°522230"E  24°0323.19"N 13 DHI3 CHI3 »#“p NMNS
T04474 & 4R % 4% 120°55'07.62"E 23°523139"N 15  DH09 CHI14 #% NMNS
TO4475 & 455 4 120°55'07.62" E 23°523139"N 15  DHI3 CHI3 #% NMNS
T04482  ##fy L4 120°57'52.87"E 23°5935.83'N 14  DH09 CHI4 5 NMNS
T05520 41 gk wsm 120°30'59.02"E  23°4929.22"N 17 DHIS5 CHI8 #*f NMNS
T05521 3 & 120°2404.29"E  23°54'50.89"N 18 ~ DHI0 CHIl6 #“p NMNS
T05522 3 % 120°2404.29"E  23°54'50.89"N 18  DHO05 CHO7 #% NMNS
T05523  §5 i %= HRéE 120°2404.29"E  23°54'50.89"N 18  DHI0 CHIl6 #“ NMNS
T05524 51 %= HR4E 120°2404.29"E  23°54'50.89"N 18  DHO5 CHO7 #% NMNS
T05525 )1t ghigonom 120°30'59.02"E  23°4929.22"N 17  DHIS CHI8 #*f NMNS
T05526 )1 ghiEonom 120°30'59.02"E  23°4929.22"N 17 DHO5 CHO7 **“f NMNS
T05527  $5 i %= HRéE 120°2404.29"E  23°54'50.89"N 18  DHO05 CHO7 #% NMNS
T05529 &)1 ghiE s om 120°30'59.02"E  23°4929.22"N 17 DH09 CHI4 #“f NMNS
T05530 & ¥ Fiipd o= 120°4405.98"E  2470239.46"N 11~ DHO8 CHO8 *“ NMNS
T08032 SRR Fh RS K 120°36'23.80"E  24°11'33.80"N & DHO7 CHO07 *“f NMNS
T08034 SRR B F 120°34'43.80"E  24°08'4330"N 9 DH08 CHI1 - NMNS
TO8060 &% i+ Ly § % 120°3443.80"E  24°084330"N 9 DHO5 CHI0 *“f NMNS
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Sample | iy w8 Wi NOIN G loop oytb MEas HEEE
ID Figl

T08220 DY BLA IR B H 120°34'43.80"E  24°08'43.30"N 9 DHO5 CHO07 #*“p NMNS
T08458 BOIRALEL AR LA O P 120°17'8.80" E 22°50'12.30"N 26 DH22 CH25 #-p NMNS
T09339  &¢ Hir %4 F 120°33'55.17"E 24°1031.33"N 7 DHO6 CH09 #*p NMNS
T09388 WERLZ B R-H L 120°45'07.80" E  24°23'09.60"N 6 DHO5 CHO07 #*“f NMNS
T11312 R SR 120°33'55.17"E ~ 24°10'31.33"N DHO08 CHO08 *“p NMNS
T11456 BA RN AR LA R - R 120°36'59.30" E~ 22°38'53.00"N 27  DHI0 CH26 -} NMNS
T11458 BA RN AR LA R - R 120°36'59.30" E 22°38'53.00"N 27  DH09 CHO07 "%} NMNS
T11518 307 L E-A MY 120°55'59.27"E  24°44'4025"N 3 DH04 CHO03 #*“p NMNS
T11519 PRI AT R SRR R SRR ¢ 121°04'04.47"E  24°58'57.58"N 2 DH02 CHO02 #*“p NMNS
T11521 PRI AT R SRR SRR ¢ 121°04'04.47"E  24°58'57.58"N 2 DH02 CHO02 #*“p NMNS
T11522 SRR AEH-T A H 120°49'11.08"E  24°31'34.11"N 5 DHO5 CHO04 #“p NMNS
T11524 B BGTE R-% ot 120°19'03.37"E  23°30'59.95"N 20 DH16 CHI19 #-p NMNS
T11525 PRI AT R SRR R SRR ¢ 121°04'04.47"E  24°58'57.58"N 2 DH02 CHO02 #*“p NMNS
T11526 3707 AL E-A MY 120°55'59.27"E  24°44'4025"N 3 DH04 CHO03 #*“p NMNS
T11527 aE AT B 120°49'11.08"E  24°3134.11"N 5 DH04 CHO05 #*“p NMNS
T11985 ERE TN B LN T 120°39'45.90"E  24°03'30.50"N 10 DH09 CHI4 »~f NMNS
T11986 SV AL D 4 B ERp 120°39'45.90"E  24°03'30.50"N 10  DHO08 CHO08 *“p NMNS
T12188 SR A RERGES BREET O 120°34'46.60" E  24°08'52.20"N 9 DHO5 CHO07 #*“p NMNS
T12761 WOR R R RRIED R 120°45'07.80" E  24°23'09.60"N 6 DH04 CHO06 *“p NMNS
T12993 R BAA B AR A 121°03'30.93"E  24°42'02.01"N 4 DHO03 CHO03 #*“p NMNS
T13022 BT S S Ry 120°36'44.85"E  24°10'46.86"N 8 DH08 CHO08 #*“p NMNS
B06-3 TESME M LEL £ 121°33'44.25"E  23°5826.94"N 33 DH26 CH31 =% %% NDHU
BDE0294  oiffh® % #5-% % P ok 121°33'4425"E  2375826.94"N 33 DH27 CH31 =K #% NDHU
BDE0295  Ciffh® % #%-% % P o 121°33'4425"E  2375826.94'N 33 DH24 CH35 =K #% NDHU
BDE0394  oiffh® % #%-% % B ok 121°33'4425"E  2375826.94'N 33  DH24 CH31 =K #% NDHU
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Sample

No. in

D Locality R TR Figl d-loop cytb IR E'_%« FREH >
BDE0395  -i&R:E & -F % RoreH 121°33'4425"E  23°5826.94"N 33 DH24 CH31 =% #% NDHU
BDE0396  f-iffis % R-F % R 121°33'4425"E  237°5826.94"N 33 DH24 CH33 =& 4 NDHU
BDE0397 i e % R-F % RecH 121°33'4425"E  237°5826.94"N 33 DH24 CH31 =% 4 NDHU
S0074 SR NI 3 120°55'59.27"E  24°44'4025'N 3 DHO04 CHO3 %rit ESRI
S0446 B ORER R LSRR ) 121°39'45.12" B 24°44'17.26"N 35 DH29 CHOl kE~ ESRI
S0451 TR RG-S AT 121°46'15.00" E  24°40'32.18"N 34 DH28 CHOl k& * ESRI
S0452 TR RG-S AT 121°46'15.00" E  24°40'32.18"N 34 DH28 CHOl k& * ESRI
S0516 PR R R-T R A A 120°16'54.22"E 23°50'12.69"N 19 DHI2 CH17 E* ESRI
50948 AL S (AT IR o TR LA T 120°33'44.81"E  24°04'17.97"N 12 DHI1 CHI2 k= ESRI
S1245 FEME T ML EER 121°33'44.25" B 23°5826.94"N 33 DH24 CH34 E* ESRI
S1250 THERE & -f:frﬁ 121°33'44.25" B 23°5826.94"N 33 DH24 CH35 k* ESRI
S1400 EERH LR S 121°17'37.47"E  23°16'05.72"N 29 DH25 CH28 k= ESRI
S2239 Za Ridpa R-174 R 120°28'33.89"E  23°1120.41"N 22 DH17 CH21 %rsH ESRI
S2251 5B RATS FR-g AT A Bl R 120°15'47.48"E  23°05'47.34"N 24 DHI9 CHO7 k= ESRI
EvenR001 R RAE-E T X B 120°35'05.46"E  24°13'41.28"N 7 DHOS8 CHO8 *vp THU
EvenR002 & 5tk imss-prfotd > & %0 B % 120°46'26.56"E  23°10'17.56"N 21 DHO8 CH20 =% 4 THU
EvenR003 & & REA P #%- 5 4 4 351.5K 121°09'34.50" E  22°5728.98"N 28 DH23 CH27 =% 4 THU
EvenR037 & z&Ra ¥R R B Ldksg 11K 120°47'49.38"E  23°0828.60"N 21 DHO8 CH20 =% %8 NPUST
EvenR038 & z&Ri ik F%--] B Lidksg 11K 120°47'49.38"E  23°0828.60"N 21 DHO8 CH20 =% %8 NPUST
EvenR040 LEAE ¥ AR5 2 R 0102.5K 121°57'42.32" B 25°01'15.17"N ] DHOl CHOl =% ®#% THU
EvenR041 VAR ® #8- 5 - & 102.5K 121°57'42.32" B 25°01'15.17"N ] DHOl CHOl =% ®#% THU
EvenR042 LEAE ® #%- 5 - & 102.5K 121°57'42.32" B 25°01'15.17"N ] DHOl CHOl =% 4 THU
EvenR043 LEAE ® #R- 5 - & 102.5K 121°57'42.32"E 25°01'15.17"N ] DHOl CHOl =% 4 THU
EvenR044 LEAE ¥ R- 5 C A 102.5K 121°57'42.32" B 25°01'15.17"N ] DHO! CHOl =% 4 THU
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Sample | ity w R No-In 4 joop cytb e FBE
ID Figl

EvenR045 &4 B4F % #%- 5 - % 102.5K 121°57'42.32"E  25°01'15.17"N | DHOl CHO1 =% % THU
EvenR047 &% i o #8-171 & 120°20'54.80"E  23°1034.90"N 23  DHI8 CH22 =% B4 THU
EvenRO78 i=iLRhst fa7%-5 fh e 121°21'10.76" E  23°2825.39"N 30 DH23 CH29 =% % THU
EvenR079 &A% 2+ 121°23'55.64"E  23°34'59.57"N 31 DH24 CH31 =% 4 THU
EvenRO80 it fas®-% 2 44 121°23'55.64" B 23°34'59.57"N 3] DH24 CH32 =% B4 THU
EvenRO81 1=iLfh R4 121°27'57.92"E  23°42'03.22"N 32 DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenRO82 i=iLfhs fA7%-5 - 121°21'10.76" E~ 23°2825.39"N 30 DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenR083 fifimfas®-% 2 44 121°23'55.64" B 23°34'59.57"N 3] DH24 CH31 =% B4 THU
EvenR084 - ERizhfs%-% 2 121°23'55.64"E 23°34'59.57"N 3] DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenRO85 fiERimha7%-5 2 4 121°23'55.64"E  23°34'59.57"N 3] DH25 CH30 =% 4 THU
EvenR086 fiffimfas®-% 2 44 121°23'55.64" B 23°34'59.57"N 3] DH25 CH30 =% B4 THU
EvenR087 iERimh7%-5 2 4 121°23'55.64"E  23°34'59.57"N 3] DH25 CH30 =% 4 THU
EvenR088 fiEfimfas®-% 2 121°23'55.64"E  23°34'59.57"N 31 DH24 CH31 =% % THU
EvenR089 fiEimfas®-% 2 44 121°23'55.64" B 23°34'59.57"N 31 DH24 CH31 =% B4 THU
EvenR090  i=iLRha fA7%-5 e 121°21'10.76" E  23°2825.39"N 30 DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenR091 i=iLRhs fA7%-5 e 121°21'10.76" E ~ 23°2825.39"N 30 DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenR092 i=iLfhst fA7%-5 fhfc - 121°21'10.76" E ~ 23°2825.39"N 30 DH25 CH30 =% % THU
EvenR093 +*FIRIATE FR-2TEFRE € 121°04'04.47"E  24°58'57.58"N 2 DH02 CH02 =% % THU
EvenR094 & s BHif = 7%-% 4 2 = 120°1630.46" B 22°55'51.72"N 25 DH20 CH24 =F % THU
EvenR095 & & RifF =7%-% 42 = 120°163046"E  22°55'51.72"N 25  DHI10 CH23 =F ®#4% THU
EvenR096 = % Rijf i=78-% 46 2 = 120°16'30.46"E  22°55'51.72"N 25 DH20 CH24 =% 4 THU
EvenR097 & & BHif i= 7%-% 4 2 = 120°1630.46" B 22°55'51.72"N 25 DH20 CH24 =F @4 THU
EvenR098 & & RifF =7%-% 4 2 = 120°163046"E  22°55'51.72"N 25 DH21 CHO07 =& ®#4% THU
EvenR099 = @it B L iR-‘z &4k 121°39'45.12"E  24°44'1726"N 35 DH28 CHO1 #“¢ CDC
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Sample Locality SR R N,O. - d-loop cytb ELOyES E'_f%h HRE
ID Figl

EvenR100 = @R: R Lo%-iz ¥4k 121°39'45.12"E ~ 24744'17.26"N 35 DH28 CHOl1 *“p CDC
EvenR065 s 4 ¥3-*fsgA#  17°103562"E  26°584808'N 37  DH31 CH37 *“p % XMU
EvenRO71 #&2 4 %\ B Rh-iaE 118°14'37.82"E  26°45'55.59"N 36 DH30 CH36 #%“p ~3%+ XMU
EvenR072 #&2 4 %\ B Rh-iaE 118°14'37.82"E  26°45'55.59"N 36 DH30 CH36 #%“p ~3%+ XMU
EvenR073 &2 4 %\ B Rh-iaE 118°14'37.82"E  26°45'55.59"N 36 DH30 CH36 #%“p ~3%+ XMU
EvenR074 &2 4 %\ 3 S PPN S 118°14'37.82"E  26°45'55.59"N 36 DH30 CH36 *©p ~* XMU
0713 B garé 113°02'00.11"E  22°27'30.07"N 38 DH32 CH38 * 4 GZHU
0714 RAGITED 113°02'00.11"E  22°27'30.07"N 38 * CH39 =+ A& GZHU
0715 B gaTé 113°02'00.11"E  22°27'30.07"N 38 DH33 CH40 * A& GZHU
HY-01 A% 3 2% (Hung Yen) 106°03'25.20"E  20°38'11.72"N 39 DH34 CH41 »*“p¢ ~** [IEBR
VL-78 A% 3 -X [£ (Vinh Long) 105°56'42.00"E  10°06'28.00"N 40 DH35 * v~ 3+ [EBR
HG-161 A% 3 {4/ (Hau Giang) 105°41'10.00"E  09°43'43.00"N 4] DH36 CH42 #%“¢ ~3% [EBR
HG-162 A% 3 {4/ (Hau Giang) 105°41'10.00"E  09°43'43.00"N 4] DH36 CH43 #%“g ~3%* [EBR
HG-163 A% 3 {4/ (Hau Giang) 105°41'10.00"E  09°43'43.00"N 4] DH36 CH44 %% ~3%* [EBR
UMT-146 #%= = ;r(Kien Giang)-U Minh Thuong National Park 105°05'14.00"E  09°36'00.00"N 42 DH37 CH45 #»“¢ ~’* [EBR
UMT-160 #*= = ;r(Kien Giang)-U Minh Thuong National Park 105°05'14.00"E  09°36'00.00"N 42 DH37 CH45 #»“¢ ~’* [EBR

NMNS: Bz p RFLE 4 4 4

NDHU: = & &+ &

ESRL st P2 L A gHF AP HFT P
THU: L/~ §

CDC: fFrtheiFd ¥ A pg 41k

XMU: B P+ 5
GZHU: B 1+ &
IEBR: A%s B 2 %
* TR A pT

SRFREE Y
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‘4= ~ % & Bandicota indica ¥ #4] % # 3 &30 > B 7(d-loop)H A 2. ¥ B =8

1 23456 7 8 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031323334353637383940414243444546474849 50

DHO1 ACAAATACAACTCTCATTCTTTTGTCAAATACGAGAATATCAAATCATCA
DHO3 G -
DHO04
DHO05
DHO06 S
DHO07
DHO08
DHO09
DH10
DHI11
DHI12
DHI13
DH14
DH15
DH16
DH17
DHI18
DH19

Q
>
,%

Q
> o> > >
@)

Q  a a @
4 =3 3 3
> > > >

4 4 4 4

P S S T R i s e . A
P S

Qo o
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1 23456 7 8 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031323334353637383940414243444546474849 50

DHO1
DH20
DH21
DH22
DH23 R R G
DH24 - TC-C+ -+« CTC=*+ +« <« « « <« 'TC -
DH25

DH26 - TC+- C+ « +« « CTC=* « « « « « « (C-
DH27 - TCcC-Cc- - --CcTC:- - T+ - TC:-
DH28
DH29
DH30
DH31
DH32
DH33
DH34
DH35
DH36
DH37

CAAATACAACTCTCATTCTTTTGTCAAATACGAGAATATCAAATCATCA
A..................G.

Qo o »
g

C...T......GG.....TG.
GC...T......GGT....TG..G

>

H Q  Q

> > > > > > > > > > > > > P
>
>

Q o a

e e T T I R I
. A .o
NN 00 aoaon
e e e :
0N N0 0 aoao0
e e
000000
e g
o T N e RN
e
e e
> > > > >
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ité-= ~ % & Bandicota indica m®z ¢ % b A F] = B 5 7 (cyth)H 32 % E 2

1

5

6

7

8§ 9 10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19 20 21

22 23

26

CHO1
CHO02
CHO3
CHO04
CHO5
CHO06
CHO7
CHO8
CHO09
CH10
CH11
CHI12
CH13
CH14
CH15
CH16
CH17
CH18
CH19
CH20
CH21
CH22
CH23
CH24
CH25
CH26
CH27
CH28
CH29
CH30
CH31
CH32
CH33
CH34
CH35
CH36
CH37
CH38
CH39
CH40
CH41
CH42
CH43
CH44
CH45

C

T

O o o a 0

a o o o o o a0

G

b S .

C

A

Q o o @ o

Q Q o o o o o Q

T

T G €C C A A A C T C

T

T

A T

T

cC A T
T

T

A T

cC A T
T

A T

T

T

G

Q

Qa o o

4 3 43 43 4

4 34 3 3 49 49 3 43

T

A T T C T

a o a o

O o o a 0

QO o o o o o o a

24 25
cC T
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C

G
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R ()

27 28 29 30 31

32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40

41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49

50

51

52

CHO1
CHO02
CHO3
CHO04
CHO5
CHO06
CHO7
CHO8
CHO09
CH10
CH11
CHI12
CHI13
CH14
CHI15
CH16
CH17
CHIS
CH19
CH20
CH21
CH22
CH23
CH24
CH25
CH26
CH27
CH28
CH29
CH30
CH31
CH32
CH33
CH34
CH35
CH36
CH37
CH38
CH39
CH40
CH41
CH42
CH43
CH44
CH45

cC C T G

H 3 3 A

P

e S

T

a o o o 0

o o a0 a0 o o o 0

T

G G T T C€C G A A

> o> > >

-

4 3 3 43 4

4 4 3 4 49 43 3 43

T T A

a o a o

T

Q

a o a a

C

S T I

4 34 3 43 3 3 3 3

T

c €C A C G C

4 4 3 3 93

I T T T T T B
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53

54

55

56 57

58

59 60 61

62 63

64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72

73

74 75

76 77 78

CHO1
CHO02
CHO3
CHO04
CHO5
CHO06
CHO7
CHO8
CHO09
CH10
CH11
CHI12
CHI13
CH14
CHI15
CH16
CH17
CHIS
CH19
CH20
CH21
CH22
CH23
CH24
CH25
CH26
CH27
CH28
CH29
CH30
CH31
CH32
CH33
CH34
CH35
CH36
CH37
CH38
CH39
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CH42
CH43
CH44
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T
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79 80 81

82 83

84 85 86 87 88 8 90 91

92 93

94 95

96 97 98 99
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CH20
CH21
CH22
CH23
CH24
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