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CEBER RGN G A P ENPBE LN F ERE R
T2 ALREFEREE LI AR IFE T2 o § ARG EHEHR LT PR TR
rEE R B {ﬁ'?%ﬁ? it e ¢ #¥ %IRRTk (Pardosa laura Karsch, 1879) 4 # 4=
BT 3 /3303200 2> 2 10t 0 s E RS IR R LA T fh2 AT, o A Y
d 34 gL~ 150 &2 2 F kR {1 689%p k44 DNA 2. ¢ 3§ i f* [ (CO 1)
AP EG TSR BEE 2R BE RFEENE - & Nk (P astrigera)
foke F2%dhiEx (Wadicosa fidelis) 5 *t ¥ > k& = 5 8s F AR PRarmH# g4
REHFM P oFaEe 2 TR L ERAE AT A B 5 A 247
# #14] (haplotype)# 72 # ¢hb ig %72 B (Maximum parsimony criterion) ~ 485 j2
(Neighbor joining method) % 3k 3.5 Bl (minimum spanning network) 2. % B
Tz FRAE AL LS X AHECH? AEITVLLAZ B EE &3
SEERNIALHIB ¥ RLGH > Aa S 8K R BN L § 4N
(polyphyletic group) » = *&3 G4 E R LB & K & it chp LA # 477
(altitudinal patterns or stratum patterns) » £2 i 3 #7 7 #73uArenpE Bt # 4 g0 30 A 0L
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Abstract

Geographic barriers for inland animals would affect their phylogeography in
Taiwan. The phylogeographic differentiation pattern could be limited by the behavior
of the species, ancient climate change, plate movement of Taiwan or human activities.
However, the study of population structure is seldom focus on the widely distributed
invertebrate species in Taiwan. The distribution of Pardosa laura (Araneae: Lycosidae)
ranges from low to high elevation that can be served as a model species to investigate
the genetic differentiation pattern on the widely distributed species. Totally, 150
specimens were obtained from 34 localities in Taiwan. The 689bp of partial sequence
of mtDNA cytochrome oxidase subunit I (COI) were used as a genetic marker in order
to understand the population structure, the history of P. laura and the possibility of
cryptic species in Taiwan. Using P. astrigers and Wadicosa fodelis as outgroups, the
phylogenetic relationship among 24 haplotypes of P. laura from Taiwan all can be
grouped into two major clades based on Maximum parsimony criterion or Neighbor
joining method or minimum spanning network. The clade I can be subdivided into
subclade IA, subclade IB and subclade China. The genetic differentiation of P. laura
in Taiwan belongs to the altitudinal pattern which is different from those of previously
reports and is a polyphyletic group. Higher values of both the nucleotide diversity ()
and the haplotype diversity (%) indicate that the genetic structure of P. laura is
composed of different major groups and might be affected by the muti-incursion.
However, the morphology of genital structures cannot be recognized for each group,
only individuals of subclade IB all have the dark-marked sternum. A mating behavior
investigation or microhabitat comparisons among three major groups of P. laura in
Taiwan are strongly suggested in the future study.
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EFFHZI[F - 228D BN F (Palearctic region)fr L i* % (Oriental
region)2_ = & #7 % = (Liu et al., 2000) o ¥ #b > & & §4&258 = + D% 1 b eh
Bl RFART RAGEFT CEFTIEFIFRER PRI ROEERLE &
@ e = { #7E (Pleistocene) /K eh3 B fd 0 FR S AN BARL LR
fof B oM 2 EE R LA end P 57448 (BEmery et al, 1971) o ]
MEF G BRI B TRERFEFR AN 2R RES L EFRBAY S
RILZE Rt fEah 7] o

KL% 128 (phylogeography):ri# & (Avise et al.,, 1987)fr4 + HjiFeh

(s

B R %ﬁ—kﬁ_%};)\gz ﬁp\}:p%;cf’% % g,&%f?ﬁ*?ﬁpﬁﬁﬁ_,%‘%’uﬁﬂgﬁﬁ

>

PedsBe 4 38 B 2 4E (genetic structure) » 5 % BT R H A B R4 6 X T fhen
Famd kP AR A FREB S SBLEFHER R AL ER TR

A BB E TS BRBEKF ()R D
(habit-dependent) : F 4~ i /BRI F B & LB R (site fidelity) » ¥ 2 &2 24
KB4 G % bgp 4 9 M (stream capture) ¥ % 0 B R A K A EHEF A FR R
FIEL > B X R gp-k kA 1Y o 4o 5 A BBE (Rhacophorus taipeianus) (1 ,1996) 4 =

AP IR % kF o Q)G  ~ B 4 (migration rate) : f fA i iE 7K FE



et o R T ha R L 24002 AT HEAS LS E EHET D
REFRAFIRGHE 2 AR E 2 AFIERE - A8 4o ik (Parantica
sita niphonica) e & B2 HT § 2 F a2 BT 5 (F, 2002) ~ g de
(Pieris canidia)i. 1% FE3 e #> (250-600m/day) (3 ,2004) > Fl@ o $ 5 ¥ B4
Z A AL

Hz s kP & Fokheang 3= B iR 7\ (1) g s (island
effect) » P 4L SR 4odt i § 42 > K2 FUETRBEEG S A JokR Y 5
HPBBENTE > fd BENLRT > EFADEF AR ONHE R Rt R
Moom g FTARE LARFRS N EN 0 EBRA BLR A deim ke R
(Anourosorex squamipes yamashinai) st fv s 4 ¥ > 2 &8¢ (Achalinus niger)iiZ
Lol "o 5 300 F kB FIE 2 AR LR ik @ s it (%, 2003 5 3
2005) ° Q) r ey (refugiaeffect) : 325 S /KPP E R BB EHZRE AT B
A EREare > L0 PEEATRETER > B F L EHAR & 1Y 4o L RE
(Sphenomorphus taiwanensis)~#c & (Liocohla steerii)~ &% ¥ i+ (Japalura brevipes)
fe& £ B (Garrulax morrisonianus) % >+ ¢ 38352 § B FFEL AT & GFEEAT R IR
LERAFBFRBRRE > oa L p AR H K3 (3%, 2002 ;5 #5, 2005 5 %, 2006 ;
#1,2008) - (3) ¥ = » & (muti-incursion) Bk @ 325 F kP ig A TG T E o AT
AR BM FR RAR R EE O R SRS ENESF AT P AHE e R

(Loxoblemmus appendicularis) ~ - %% # 4§ (Hipposideros terasensis) ~ ‘& 8 du b},



(Euphaea formosa)fvv 45 #d+ (Polypedates leucomystax) % > ¢ F1s =% » & @ i =
%3 A k¥ (Yehe al,2004 5 %,2006; & ,2008 ; 3, 2008) -

H= o 545 FHED (plate movement theory)s» 4 & B > & k5 : (D)IfF4

B (vicariance) © 3o i o AR LERR R AR LA F A X L%k EARR L
Ao IR FEEF AT Fa LA X kE AR | A

%o 4o Metaphire yuhsii (VERBUE) R P A, 2P QST EER)RAIRE S 2
ALk F (3, 2005) ~ R 2 L L b (Hynobius arisanensis) %] 3. Lifefe 2 LL#g
BT etk (40 &30 )m 44 53 L% k3 (&, 2008) - (2)#+c (dispersal)
B DR E- Ao A ERHELS 0 X DR TF  (isolation by
distance) » @ &~ F 3 B EGVEFE AT A 5 o B b Y FAIATFRE 0 B F%EHE

SWERT P LA G o ok ek (Dolomedes raptor)sive L %384 1 5%

-ﬁﬂ\
-n\y

P JEP ALkt eI e s ks F A 2 AR a8 s Lo
¥ (%,2007) -

Bofs o A iEd A LA aEE kg ()4 FF R BB (habitat
fragmentation): 33 5 A ZZEXTAE A F o érfﬁfﬁ;ﬁi By 5 ff o 20k (area
effect) ~ FE72 B 48 4% % cnfg 4>k (isolation effect) » fr*» F] & 3 5 1< ® frif
% g Btk (edge effect) » € B EF A A FILINE > @ R AFE > 4of; it

B % ek E (Rana limnocharis) % if Bo i ol KR 1R fR (F,2004)~ = & &

¥ 7k L B (Callosciurus erythraeus) < % & 2 FLJEfg @ & = [ #H (M,



2007) « ()4 5 i B4 G 1 A AR AR AL 1§ 4 B 6B R B AR i e #

X EfE o A4 ATF% ~ (introgression) » T IRAGAEE R @ A APHRIL G 0 40 f
Ef 33 (Pycnonotus taivanus)fev Ef 35 (P sinensis)BE X5 8 ¥ 3 55 £ £ > 2R
AR R B A ER R ET B, S EAT 4 A PR A
F 588 ¥ 4] %  (mitochondrial DNA control-region sequences)if & 7 4 it (37,
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Pk e s P o] FE Y bEF cas-S4 A F D dom-TW AR FIE 5 B L EF L
EMEEID ot SR ROL RECERT NG R 5 A menEEe d 0 0
W AT A F e A A P R IR B T SRR A X WA B

B Mg T E A b B REEET BB L i LR

W
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Friphad (R Ad) 25 B REBTER (FBFR) 217 P¢gx
BT (] TR e AN P RRmASGee BAEE ST 0o R L
PRIl oF O o A R AR I3 S CE RUNENE O o 4 SF iy
BAER A A CREFRRE S PN ALE L S F IR ER R Ve S R L
CRERLE S Repic oy RARLE AR i g A

P 2+ B ekt (Lycosidae)¥) 5 110 4 2339 #& (Platnick, 2009) » 5 %+
FI 824 48 (% 02004) ¢ £ ¥k (Pardosa) 8 48> 2 ¢ & & §)#k (Pardosa
laura Karsch, 1879) i if & & fAEF ~EF foFd chg Fagd] > &2 F 30 582 Ty

To? BARLT ZELBA T R RBEX A FER TR YL

B RS A RS R T AR SR e 2 BT ARl a
FOLES RAEEL L F BRBE Y EEE L B A0 B ARLERAHD R

L S 2 ]
AEPERS R E G 57T mmo AN F T ORI FARS B 4RI ¢ oo K
FoARFARRZEGF g FEE LT TP AL A DHENE R E

hAhd > WP AL - F4hd GE P AT RELF R mo BRETF Y



¥ 2 S Foaorprk B IR BT A AP L2 HEYT Lo

R HORE I FE T AL HEASRL G IHR Y R REZ 47
SRAST A > ST RAS S 5 R AT > A A AR > B A Rk o 48

¢ FPRRBER (%, 2004) o

AR ERZ A FE TS AR M FOR Y Rk £ e A R AR T ehis JE T
¥k (Pardosa) k4t 1% o gt An7 377 > FekE | Fag PR g5 =
L+ #; 2 » ~ 45 (Ford, 1978 ; Walker et al., 1999 ; Samu et al., 2003) ~ =+ p =45 3-8
2 % (Bonte ef al. 2003 ; Bonte ef al. 2006) ~ — 4 * 5 4 F a4 it 2
7 A B T en R 48 < f2 (Richardson et al., 1986) o ¢t ¢t » &2 Richter (1970)4r
Weyman (1993)in 5 %/ JRERE F R 58T 2 Bha 4 > AT A BTG
B RAEE TR s R F LB o R IE R RS 15 ¢
LERRRFEINE G P R B - B2 L HF R A ER A L] (R0 2001) 5 H
S AEEE A4 0 AGARPF R AHER At B AR A R I

Fo EERERES L 3B AL A RIUA TR IR

[

2 e bk MG 8 (phylogeography) » & %%'
d A1 REATFIRE 0 EREEBRE A7 F 47+ (Boultonetal, 1998 ; Bond
et al., 2001 ; Evans & Goodisman, 2002 ; Ayoub & Riechert, 2004 ; Chang et al.,
2007; Su et al., 2007) > fep? & 2| %7°8 & 4815 22 & (Croucher et al., 2004 ; Ramirez

& Chi, 2004 ; Muster & Berendonk, 2006 ; Opell, 2006 ; Hendrixson & Bond,



2005ab ; Starrett & Hedin, 2007) > # £ AL F 2 o

B A HMAEE S S P R F %88 DNA (mitochobdrial DNA, mtDNA)
g @ RS HE L ERHPERGA S RER Y ISMB~17MB -
WGP DNA ehif A2 - > & 51 37 B AT 2 - B3 F 47 ez m
4] % 3 (D-loop) > A F14 B 5 22 B tRNA A 7] (transfer RNA gene) ~ 2 B
rRNA A F] (ribosomal RNA gene) ~ fr 13 i 39 B 2 F] (protein coding gene)

(Graur & Li, 2000) o & **# %% DNA % 52 @ > g AF| & ehip § > ¢ 7

@

LA kR MRt 3 I 5~10 B RS o T RICE RARE T
Bt Bonfip AT S AT i RS ARG A AL AT E R TR EY
B awry o 2 H P 12S1RNA ~ 16S rRNA ~ 'm#e ¢ % b (cytochrome b){rd #
§ i p# I (cytochrome oxidase I, CONizk F] 3 £k #F3:E % & - 12S rRNA v
16S rRNA A FI e fERF EApE 52 > @ % Afl Ut B A - med % bicd
3PP IATIAAP JRIDER > FEF RBFAP P B RFF TS - 2
PR IFITRIEFALT T Bifsar BY YT RO E L - AT
ff? B oApg R sl o ¥ odg A (transition)d A&p e jF it R B2 L
FRRRE  FRHA RS LG LA S ik T 5 BT e

HVEHR B RGN E L EL R IR A ER Y (Colgan er al., 2002 ;
Hedin & Wood, 2002 ; Ayoub & Riechert, 2004 ; Croucher et al., 2004 ; Hendrixson

& Bond, 2005a ; Chang et al., 2007 ; Starrett & Hedin, 2007 ; Su et al, 2007) > # &



bRrR SR AN R Y L KR4 o

oA N AL e besk (Psechrus sp.) ~ 4 & ik (Nephila pilipes)fri%
¥k (Dolomedes raptor)siz:3 @ ..‘%ﬁfé&ﬁﬂ oo AT E KA G ek E %
%, (7 5 (ballooning) » 1 7 3 & A F] 2 jiigw > R EE @ EHET X P & 1
TR (3,2001) 5 Ap e JEjEREIE IR A > - A 507 ok > HR B
MEZEACR L EEFELAFI N AP AN (B, 2007); 4 ebrbk2 if
BRSSP ¢ IR E oa I A FOEFEA A3 (FhF,1999) 0 s kg
HERSOFRE S F R - Al (M, AB ) 27 2T g U
TR Vebk SRR 4 o el R A R0RRA L M TI S o 4 B ik
B B 2 B 4 O] A bekk (orb weaver) 0 & P B A F IR o @ JEEaRR 5 OH

¥ ey ki %4 Ak (wandering) > &R kA A A P g el IR EE

Apde 4 00a H2 BB A QR RNk BRERHELT 4 ML
Ll i ek - AL L A AR IR Ve B AT B AR e
AR A DNA 22 COIRN A A F IR 7T 5 2+ 3 BiRss et %3l

CEERVEVES DRFCEE UE-E PR EE P BT REE S S F

(DEz Z#r FERNRTEHLE > BB EHEFETAFCRZEHE » 2 8
=AU SICE Y i S R 1S SR e O L S

Qe o BH REFNKRT R EHDHELF L BRFRHEL OB E2
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34 B%E (Fl- ~ &) & BT 4T
S LEF A BRI S SRR S SRR S L F3E SRR

Bl ~ZWAFREFZWEFLRET

W R APBES SV eI 2R SR AL LS SRS R 3K

P | o a5 R o4 L g B 2 PO P +
—ELFE L RE TR A R T RS RN R

PEEPFLSIT L Lad PHAEBRY DR EL S BRPRER 3

AU s B IR BAZ ) o
FEAHRITE FEA AR kbR Sl flE s 2%
BAR S SAML Y DA F LA E S TR XGRS TEL TR

BT A G FFEAHEP S FEARL R T FEA R E S

PERAF I RE O REASFETF o on H RIS F A TO%IFR P

®3 -20C Ak o '1(4%’"& ) s /‘?FFF#’ g4 Pﬁi?} ST E FHEEA
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(- )DNA ¥ 5
1 # i3 4F e LICl 2 3 P~ DNA 2 ;2 (Gemmel & Akiyama, 1996)> H ji 4240

DT

1B~ kb &0 e ~ 19500 ddH,0 ~ 30yl 2 10X digestion buffer 4o 30l DTT
(10mg/ml) » ?ﬁ#&-%—ﬁ g m @ {8 f 4~ 45pl 2 protein K (0.5mg/ml) » i 7|
BRBAR 300ul 0 -2 BT 56°CHEzis 16 ) BF o

2.4 e 300ul SM LiCl ¥#2 600ul # © (Chloroform)fs » ¥ »t -3 #ihdEid & 6~7
2B 30 ARG o

3.2 12500rpm i ~ 4°C 3w 15 A 4afs » B+ Gk 500pl & RTehgie g o0 X
se n 10001 99.5% K FYF > dE45ds & 45 T > F 247 91 5 5% 51 DNA -

4.1 12500rpm 3¢ ~ 4°C Bt 15 2 41 > ]2 o 4~ 2000l TO%ERE i % -

5.7 12500rpm i ~ 4°Capw 3 2 4518 0 1) :‘Hfﬁé‘ v BN R WAL R oo

6.7 5515 +c » 30ul ddHLO » B *220°C k4 # B s -

TAU* deh ok kR RIS DNA R R FE 5 B DNA & i 3] 50-70ng/pl -

(= )R & p#: 4 F & (Polymerase chain reaction * PCR)
1.LPCR 31+ 2% 3+ ¢ i3 4 Chang et al. (2007)051 4+ (primer) & 7| k3 +§ CO [
2. 1718-2572bp 4v 1718-2621bp rfk F] # £ (Fcdy 1718 ~ 2572 ~ 2612 % P.

astrigera # RAG AL FIE ¥ dg AL =% ) 513 B 3deT
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CO 7-J-1718 : 5'-CCA GAT ATA TCATTT CCT CGA ATG-3' (24bp)

CO I-N-2572 : 5°>-TCT TAA TAC ATA ATG AAA ATG AGC-3' (24bp)

CO I-N-2621 : 5'-GGA AAT CAA TAA GTT ATA CCA GC-3' (23bp)
2PCR & i F 4 1 1.25ul 2. 10X 2. PCR buffer ~ 0.3125ul ANTP (25mM) ~ 0.25ul

2. CO [-J primer (10pm/pl)~0.25ul 2= CO I -N primer (10pm/ul)~0.3125ul Taq

50-70ng 2. Sample DNA ~ @ {5 12 ddH20 4r 3 3%, % € 12.5ul »
BPCRARFK T JI* BBRREFF & 2F 3B BHFHER K LeT™ !

(a) Predenature : 94°C ~ 2 4~ 45 > ¢ %% DNA S f2H o

(b) Denature : 94°C ~ 1 4~ 45 > & B9 DNA S fEF

(c) Annealing : 53°C ~45#) > ¢ DNA &3]3 4 & ;

(d) Extension : 72°C ~ 1 ~ 45 > & {7 DNA &£ £ -

(e) Final extension : 72°C ~ 10 ~ 4% > # DNA &£ £ %= 2 o

Iul PCR A 4= 5 d 81 ¢ g2 £ 44 (0.5mg/ml EtBr) g2 ié » 3% 1.2%3% 5 %
B 100V > RA 30 A dEte 0 B ChRET Ap R 0 4RI PCR F M i DNA B
BERfe&H PCR A /% &6 A & ABI 377 f & A » 7% (PE Corp.)

i {7 DNA 2_F& o

N

(- )P H TR oA 714 7] (sequence alignment)

12



# PCR Ay 2GFAEITRE »TEZEFEp TR KRZAE B
Sequencher*4.7 (Gene Codes, Corp., Ann ArBor, MI, US):& {7 & 71 & & ~ #& &t foit
% (alignment)sn 1% » F g 4 AR FARMA SIS AT TR D
#HE 3% (*fas.)e I % National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI)i& {7

B #)v 4t (Blast) » FERA 5] 5 AFI T 2 AR 7 -

(=)BBRE AT A FI g A it

12 Dnasp *4.10.9 (Rozas et al.,2003)4 47 & 71 2_ i @3 4 > & 353+ 5 A 77
(haplotype) ~ *## ' % H fL L £ & (nucleotide diversity, 0) ~ ¥} ¥ H RS £ &
(nucleotide diversity, m) (Nei, 1987)fr & F13]st £ & (haplotype diversity, 4) (Nei &
Tajima, 1983) ~ p|3# Tajima’s D test 2. ¥ iz (Neutral hypothesis) (Tajima,
1989) » 12 % i @ jedp (“p” distance) 0 ¥ 3 EH4F 5 4 F  (frequency spectrum) k &
PIEHEECFRSHEF R T o8 A1 ip 8 (Fsr, fixation index) (Hudson et al.,

1992)fri 43+ 5 A 5] % indp e (N, gene flow index) (Slatkin, 1987) -

as

PRI B G R A REORE LT R R IR A TR R

)‘1\

7R R ERRAT P H phen Y SR REILE (Kimura, 1983) - Tajima’s D
testiéd * 2 S DE AL F BT o TEHEE0 8> 510 2 5% 5 Tajima’s test (D)
= -0V (n-0) > 05+ HR®RE 2 odcE - T # B HEE R DR & o 2

¥5.Hedrick (2000)s7f23% : ()n=0 DE 0> § P HEPE L3 X A FEis - &

13



Wrpa g TERT G P G R

(2)D<0’ VoA s :;:piﬁ,\Jli
PN EFEE 0 ERE X

“#§¢ (hitchiking) & # % (selective sweep) @ 4% %
g, 3)D>00 A EHL A FIFY > R A 5L T §FE# (balancing selection)

BV ity

¥ % & (confidence intervals) » j4-_r2 +

fiEaE
m,\ 3}’$ I"J’ °

ﬁ-q‘ﬁ’i»b’:-;g—ffi (M)A RS E R (W7 5 %ER N %R > 243 ¥k
BB AT &

B WAL BRI VRS KEVIRPPEEFFCTEE TR o FOEEN T
N il

Bt YL A B oenT dadc 0 Bm RPN 7 R B AR o DNA
Fol 4 R AeR > 250 G

» T =nyffmy/ (n-1) > n 5 P~k DNA B 7| #cE > f; 5 53
PE R R R E ) L RAFIEE AT
[Z PHRPA R S h S FFHPD 3 R ATIA S 2 E

» 2584 h=n (Y5
(n-1)>n 2B enBREc f 5 % i

|#E 5 o &% Grant & Bowen (1998):3
fjait o

(NE m & ~h @

g AT EH T QGBS Al (2)
FREMH hER AT EFLLRHED AGIRFFRE AHFLI R 0)

MU ER hEN A TR ERRENEELS Y  DIrn B BT R AT R

ERERFIE R AN R GRE A S EET Fla L & o
ForZ m % #H T A vk > 23V 5 Fg¢r =1-Hw/Hb > Hw £ Hb & %] 4 7 %%

HPRAEEFA A B\ hT o HRA S o 235 Wright (1978) 133

*(D)§ Fsr
>025 pF & m T F 224 3 R as

P (2) 0.15<Fsr<0.25 £ 7 & B A 1+ ;

14



(3) Fsr<0.15 P 77 L § A f* ergi f o

NpyZeom* e SR ASEFTRMEDED - d Forifemit & o 2505
Nu=((1/Fsr)-1)/2 N & &%~ | »m 54— %4 » chsfin 4 FPb ] (5
RBERAEETEHED ) N, TEF - A A Flie (* i BER) &
¥ Slatkin (1987) 23 > ()% N, B=1 B> 2758 81 5 F - B R4 A%
R m AT in s FUGEEHF AT ;5 (2Q)% Ny BE<] FF o &7 %BHRF
AFR RO > B i SRR A L

2 Kimura 8 % #c-;¢ (Kimura-2-parameter model) (Kimura, 1980) » i& {7 %
HEFand BEER (“p” distance):t & o 4 F 45712 Ayoub & Riechert (2004)3% 2 &
Sd e COI AF* 5 F & T307 223% 0B E > kBE 88 REED
Bk R A L PERE o

#g % & % B (frequency spectrum)? % £ i 8L (segregating site)eq % /% &k
BRI HEHFLALRBIP  FRIAEDEFE LRI DLFTIREETRE L H
(geometric distribution) > @ § % ¥ ¥ E 7 F 4 BT E 0 FEHEE F G L ﬁ’ﬁ/ﬁ‘“ )
Pl Ao e TSR B REHcD ¥ - R¥ =B (singleton)

BeD g5 o B RO B R B §R

(2 )5 B T 47

FEALEEBTERL AT 2 NCBI - B¢ H¥ % AENkkz COINRA R
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| (accession numbers AY836141 ~ AY836215 > & ¥ B 5l4p e » ¥ 5 — fE 4k F]3)

R

i N> T2 E ek (P astrigera) (accession numbers AY836012 ~ AY836058)
oo fL % dhkk (Wadicosa fidelis) (accession number AY836142) 1% & ¢+ (%,
2004)> 41 * MEGA (Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis) 3.1 #t %8 (Kimura, et
al., 2001)# = & =+ & ¥ ;2 (Maximum parsimony, MP) v B & ~ 47 2

(Neighbor-Joining, NJ)2 B B T2 42 0] > & F A3 B ¢ 2 £4F 1000 = £

(bootstrap) iz & H % & & ehdl #F R (Felsenstein, 1985) »

(2 )k A BE T2 2 47
Bt AFAAEAFHEE - 1% Arlequin 3.11 $c%8 (Schneider et al., 2000)

Mk iG> 2 G Ea T MEBERESM %EB 417 (minimum spanning
network, MSN) (Excoffier et al., 1992 ; Excoffier & Smouse 1994) » 12 #£3¢ & £ 7]
A2 B B R 2 EF L fER o AR RRGR AP E Y LG oaed
EFED e FAFGD RPA L ea A DATHA TR R v X DA FA G RS
s & 1 ek R BN 3% (interior) s @ ATAT A 1A TR & R gk K B
eif % (tip) (Templeton et al., 1995) > * + X AL F| A% 3 § & F B L > h¥%H

ikl GIRE o
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5

i

RFTF T 534 BREY 5 B @ 150 R IE F kT H] 1520 A AU COI &
5] 689bp 2 BB (R - ) 4 A B IR 24 4~ (insertion) & # 4
(deletion) > LG i B A&k R G “TE R o 7447 COIl B 7| L ok 3845 5 (base
frequency)’ 12 AT #ib it Bl# g (69.6%) + & & A &% H 5 K 7] i+ (Simon

etal., 1994) -

- ~ 8B »2 (segregating site)® 7k ¥]74| (haplotype)4 17

d 2= Favs a4 SR REENERCOIARZ| e 739 BEE B
(5.7%)~24 BAFA] - 2R R =27 >3 34 B 5 ik 9 L (parsimony informative
sites) » H 47 & H — R % (=8 (singleton variable sites) » X F X i® R =B
R a AR T o EiE- AT 2IVERESE G 0 4 308 7]
FWHALF - BRFELTHE RY 16 BAFI N ¢ 7 - BiRA 21 BAFI
WH - RS A AFA G A 2 BEEATLG  AFIAID G 8 BREEATX
FOATAA G 2 BEEAET > 2wz AT (G D v A)ikerf Rk

® % iF 80.6% o & %F A FIA hd BT F B A F AR S Aor 0 BEor & A T
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S rEE R BREA
34 BEFEY > 2 EE L F)AEE (haplotype) /i 3t 1-4 B2 fF » P H
pest B B (nucleotide diversity, m) 4 »* 0-0.0061 2. B (T35 =0.00076) > £ F]24)
s & B (haplotype diversity, h) /1 ** 0-1 2 fF (L 32E =026) 7 11 B%EFEH R
-BAFA > LA BEEAT - BB A2 afoh B (22) KA
Al m fr h 2 = EEEANIT HE > FR G EEHGT LB

(homogeneity) > @ > #c*% ¥ £ 5 i @ & 7 it (heterogeneity) °

o o B RAERNERZAGH AT
o RERNERG 24 BATFIA > T FE RAEAEHHRDE DA
70 ki 2 Btk 902 BB (MP tree) ~ #8372 BB (NJ tree) fode | B 55 4
HG B B (MSN)> £ 58 R EEFERZ B M % o MP tree fv NJ tree & &
TA BTG H X ¥ (monophyletic group) > F AR A G AF [fo A F M A ~ FH o i
[7 &4 IA L# 1B H#fc? Mgz B L3 (subclade) o IA T3 & 42
SRR D2 BREITBHACIBAF HAF LGB A 38-1021 o
R IBEEESHE R ABEE 1T BERACI0BATR B A F A
Fi® R 2800- 3217 2 ¢ ;@ ¢ EIFE S 42 NCBI hd B¢ R B (- &7
A e KA e 8 B%eE 36 BHer 11 BAFY HAF AAHF R

1451-2340 = = - F]@a 5 #» AR NS § 3 (polyphyletic group) » 444 &
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IALZ# - IBLEIEN2Z =8> 3¢ 5 - %Fary AFAUNHERFFE > BT
PEHFIPREEBLR oy FAATIARERE T s R € RN R RET
Wpja- ) RE FHEHG LR FIESHmY it P2 S AER
FRELE EfORsE 27 cF¥ RERNHRLEHFLHIRLE 4 F
(altitudinal or stratum patterns) > 7 % 3 J2 % #74 3 o L ¢t > MPtree 7 ¥ R» W
EEPRE LB RN IAHIB ¥ 242 > @ N tree & IR P R I ¥ A B J bk
T IBL#EF 24 (Bl= ~Rle ~RlI)e

Tedoo| BE B MG R B Y IB LY B JAL¥E Y ML EAk

HIEE A BLEFIALEEG AL 134 IBLHEfc (038

HAPZ 10 > IB FHEE Y WL FARL 10 HiE o fRBGHM GRY & G H -

HACBHRALFTRFOATL Q wohat il > A sribR AR b ~ BHRLF B

SR TR A A TFIR] D Rt ek M B E o SR AF RS S

Templeton et al. (1995)c77 FE K © (1) %M B P & DA TR 5~ F BB

Zoerde A AT 0 & Q)RR B Y L nA T L A HF R WIEE T D

AP o v BY ¢ WL ED BLEY AFYQ e Y EEA

g L R LA TR A LA TFIA D F TR M o SRR
Wit i o Vb AE M kG M AR AFIR D » b igitiTa A 3
AT > § P REREEFEDARS B TEORERMGH RRT A SRR £

fofl i = BHRBRNA B G H G RN AN E L jpee & o
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T SAEPN BEEFIA TSR SET AT G A LA

BOERELITEET cHEN JALTHE B THEE? WTE e (¥ 1
2P HESEER (i 000691 ~ AFABE R (h)5 0328040 & k¥ Dehn =
0.00258 ~ A =0.59365; #m 5 &4 p hIA ¥ 5 1=0.00060 f= & =0.06121 >
IB & # 5 5 m=00868 ~ h=0.88235 (% = ) - Grant & Bowen (1998)3% & % # ks
PR (MfcAF A E R (DB B K> PipPEE gl @aE 2 o [A ¥

2w  (0.00060)fc A K (0.06121):3F 4] » @ kFH I 4r IB L3305 Beh

|
<

(0.00258 f= 0.00868)Fr 4 & (0.59365 fr 0.88235) 4 4| » Fh ot ¥ 2R TA L # ™
AT Y LA A F T A REGRE K A SFET{rIB H¥E
ERTEHA A PEHE AR R TR BRE B o

AT dp e (Nm)2 g @4 e Fsp) A 118 % 7 k318 kFH T AT
2indn s 014933 ~ B @A (- dndc i 0.77003 > ik 5 Wright (1978) » Nm if |- ¥
1o Bgmd kHF AT 2 0 P+ 025 2573 kEFF FAA
DI G (R )t h s KFEIP DA L#EH B L#Er? RLFEFDLF Lk
4 %+ 0.00069-0.14937 2. & ~ i i A 1t 47 8 /i > 0.76998-0.99863 2. F » &= B Iy

HE G BAEA AR -
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I~ o Ar R ARk ¥% ¢ (Demographic hostory)

JEHE F & % B (frequency spectrum) 7™ iy 48R 5 ¥ 7 1L P78 enE 2o 2 % &
O RAERER A AT R e B A THAERE -
LT KHTF - BEE IB HHTFABFE - F 28E FEENKRL
TR - RAEROEE > A 2 f SEEREHELFRHEDRELE
Eo R AFRERIERLE S FRIEEDIALECAFEDT > 2 U Efr
hiEeg i 7 ALRE A THLD R HLEHE S (n Fieh FF B
M), s FHTNAF -2 %E Migfrhidymhi) IBLFET 3 3% 5
THEBEF TG - IR R - EE (B

Tajima’s D test 2_ » (BT R it} S H NP E LT 8 X PN A7)
EHA AR PR SRR AT Y A SR A IA T IB L4
4 ¥ 1 en Tajima’s D & 4 % §_0.44 ~ -2.60 ~ 1.65 4v-1.97 - Hedrick (2000)z% 5 #7
oA Afe IB THE2Z D FADLE 0 Ao o &R RABRKRDT F A
(population subdivsion)® & 4 = F A 3 IB Lr¥Fs & EAitm FIRAFEF > 2
Fand A HEF (P>01,P>010) @ A F#fe i ¥N2 Dy s f @
Wt rEnfohicdd Ko w47 AL FHEFLXAFERIEY (genetic drift)
(P<0.00)i@F @ WIATFHP FBREIRME - a A F MR F L EEHE

(P<0.05)> ¢ s HNPRBREF > PR RAGH BRI RAEHAL T g P
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- \/}_’;ﬁ_—é‘l._’%:

B AR o B 5 1 I 5 k3 o @ 1 Kimura B 5 8o

2 kT2 4 @EEY S 1.27% 0 ¥ Ayoub & Riechert (2004)4 i
h2-2.3%¢hil BERAEIT L A T A B3t

L AHEH I AEDE

PR 28§ & 1y F- ARk (Gunz-Midel) (1, 1963) -
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S AEAP EAELA B RER

IALT#HEFRy = AAFA 27 AT A G IALHEPN T3 %BHTL G a0
AFIABCEL R - BHEA A FABAAFINALARATPL- Bie A%
-2 BRgRAipET 20 BHEFZAFULER e PgRLER (NHs
0 4t 2. h & (0.06121)fc m & (0.00060) - &+ IA L+ % & A Faf
(genetic homogeneity) o % » ¥ it 2.d A THE AN 4 ~ 75 & e F 2o
Fo TR PRI BN > S EE G RGH APBHE R TR
feii s 2 p oo @R M (Richardson et al., 1986) > ¥ ¢ » *2 ¥ P 7 iy 3 FF 4f
7% 7 % (cannibalism) (Anthony, 2003 ; Rickers & Scheu, 2005) - &_i¢ i 48 A #8:T
PRI ESEHT AT R > TR RRB BN A4
RpAAHFEEHREET 10010 2 p g P E2 kB > - 274 3
20 B E ek (BABR) L4t Afhi- B 52K (BARR) H5EEMpE

° B

TR P T RGN SACEERE ) TR A TERERF LA TN

&

Frd £+ > Grant & Bowen (1998):n i h Efrm B M » 5 % ¥ B T8 X 5l &
Fl;E % (genetic drift) iv# » ERF@PR BN > oy Bipmz DEEF: L
@ (D=-260,P<0.001)F 0k &% > 4ipl A 3 & 2057 b 25
Blig Foc > L2 el ok PHEF AT MERE - T A F AL o J i

e A L A EARPR > KR8 AHEIT IB THEL g aFF- TR D
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BOFE AL FIFL G M BHER > U FL T RLE S A THIEER
fomEp FOREERE L FRPERALETFE o HT 0 A G R T B 4

o EHT AT R RS 2L LOEEATIHT M (3,2001) 0 R A

Bt
i
St
%_.
>
1:=4

RAFNEG R E A TR A F g5 1 oo

AT S SAF %P =2 FEFRG AR E > REF TG 2 F AR
D> a s %dm; EAFAY - HEhiEfenEms DERFILE HFA
TREREE > PR AENAF A - BAFE AT EHE -

IB T #ak =& kg~ & fodl © %3 gd 3ta o d 3t Boulton (1998):n5 7
ek BAE A B AT B RHAAN > FR kA A% N=T7)FRE AR
Pl EEARFHRIEFE L DRFT AL G AR LR 0 A B
BRI FRLAT e F A L EIEABRAT IR R AR EET AT F

Ak N £ OEH LN e, B § P R WAREE 3 2 B X % EE > g

BB IR R A B fr MR R M B AL 10 H 1 o F i

flm
M

PORRES G Bl CRR AP R AR A TR § ot flig SOk N
2ERE LT G TR kAN R Pt R R R ¢ 4
e 0 B Lk EBARE T L A %E S » R (direction selection) &
REFR MRS TREL 0 S AR N R NRIP ALY T T F AT e
;fp Ve IR R SRRk R LT (3%, 2002 #5, 2005 %, 2006 ;

%1,2008) > dor it ~ A ECL S H AR L kP WELST > BER W At arEEF
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DEREE AR R ART U E TR RSN AR 2R 0 Ao &

BN d Ak R R R ¢ 4 AR T o

S AR RAET AN G

MG AR RETAENRT AL AE o kBT LA * kEHP L8
ERAIALTH S IBEHEYRALEL R 2L 53 1o 434 B%E? » AFA A
BOIA ¥ 2 B EETE 5 AT AFAID L kFEOL 8B %EHNTEG A

FA o Rm 2 A AERFRG ERE AT 2 AARFAROAFT AL

1

d o 1 & Avise (2000)#% = #4731 er A F) A2 PR S en s - ] i @
RREER IR L BEELF - RoAT o8P REENKRE LS ET SR
WEH ARG R AT EN 0@ kG R A Fla L EA
R R R IR o

iR EBE T A TECAEDIRF 308 A DIL%A R &2 riRT
PoHAT A ERDAERFR OREAAET G L AR A (ecologica
differentiation) ~ 4% 7 I ficies  (microhabit) HIR % o d 4 I ARG A I
fe O B @ X5 A F%E (genetic introgression) sHIi % > 2 F & s 4]
FhoREREHAZl e BBRBROERIALHESE FETIFAFL S (NMm<])
it A HFETREFARAL (Fsr >025) Ra 6 @5 B A4 4 8 IE a4

BTG AF o vt 0 SR 1B HH PR R AT Efos 10 % 0 L L
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S H LT PR R A T ER O KRG M (Y T B I TR )
FHHREMGHM G P e @2 F o A T¥EF RITRGEM % AR

HL SR e R RERES MA L A T T

I'}E,\; o

o HBEEESEL L M F R

oA BN R EHE G B

!

[

-
=

BERLE AR AT S jpROTH & 5

A AR A L R

W

A MPtree & NJtree ¥ & I » 8 % = 2 ¥

(IA T3~ IB TEfe 3 0)fe? ML EAutpa2 825 MOSN BE 7 ze

AAFEEPFEEAATY Ae 2 ERGH R A Ee AE LB TS .

2

i

e
&

BILRALLT R AR FAAT (£,2004) > Fla FF A AL HERG

e el RRE G KR ~ BE BRI E R S E RN ERRERE

13\\—

s

EREE AT o b | PRGM AR BT SAG M A THE (NI tree)

\_n

IAHIB T3 (MPtree)sr ¥ B F £z » & 43 AR L 532 P o A 2 P

A FE NI IA+IB $3#72 5 24k o gt #h > Grant & Bowen (1998) 4 1 v h

fﬁ_%r_ﬁ ’ ;in; ?F- "L’HFL;. ) F\?'tg?aﬂiﬂ ,;\;}'q_ﬁgm-rzi\— ) B ‘;l% /5?:1@357_#&/?]
EP 5 BIEY A FROBE FHEENKRD Z B R ARG R DS HeE

# (polyphyletic groups) - j&_Ayoub & Riechert (2004) sa4 + 835 5 % % > 42

Bl AF I fo s H I mE el L 288 &5 (RAG-ZHTRAD) k¥ hijeph
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5 e R (Fh, 1963) - #7048 — s LR HT i LAY » BRI S
AR S AR o 2 F F S PR AERE S BB A~ BRI AL 0 AL A
PSR o Fla RGN GEY L F PRI Qe hidg e A AT
RLchA B3 A &R R GRDDAFID 20> WL BB H = AFE LD

i R o

B SR ZAEELT 2 B

PAEEE I BT REH A BE A AR TR £ N

ke

o ABET > AL UL ER R FBE RERNHROAGM G 0 5 Flag
HEECRIFa AWEY I3 2R ITHE RS E R R LB
NOER T RS AR o

Tanaka v (1976)4r Suwa (1984)d zekff i (pap)t & * & o ff ot 7|
i) f > #-p AAEBHERA S T~~~ IV~ IKi fr Nansei % - B 583 >
&H 5 E BT kR4 £ ¥ (Pardosalaura complex) « £ i&— % gLz i iEEe o 3
R e SR R R USSRty
it 4 (Suwa, 1980 ; Tanaka, 1985 ; Tanaka & Suwa, 1986) - Eberhard’s hypothesis
o BEE Y R T g B3 AR frfh a4+ (Eberhard, 1985) 5 7]

SRR T ERER R 6 e E oI g f LR

o

=
s}
\5_
Rt
#
bA_ﬂ
-hm

RS AT
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o AR R R e COl A B R 7 iU B e 45 > Bom § = B P R
AEFEASHEFIFIURL G BAER LS SE Y N EEEFS R
B R e o WA IR ok IR ARG AR TS L 0 bekk
(Araneae) i Tfa s # FE A A B P ~ h3RA i £ & (Eberhard, 1985) - # 4 &
Bl o B RAEENKRZ BAEDEEAO ERP R RIES A EDG %R
P LB e = A EP R Y B Tanaka & Suwa 4 it ensg 3] I > sk
PPBY A G EHTLE EG IBLIES- BRI NFEOmmRE A TEAELG
PELE S IBIERWMNFIRDZR »a |ALTEAFIT L EHEN T
AVASVA A E AR (4,2004) 0 F A EA R B EAFERFLG
e oo

4 yfacpr s (Biological Species Concept, BSC) 5233 # b fiiz FF 5 2 7 l§
o AP AR A B RERNHRERDATIUINA Y M TR HET
EAFZEOFRE S > FFDOATIING o L EFEF 2 By 5%
(“p" =1%-0.6%) > B> fap FEFF > LRI NELE > EARFIY

JF 50 2 LY T00bp A T B % 7

Im}

BTERT RGh o BRRA KL F A S e

WHE LR L AES B A -
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Lo SR FAENRL R OB EM A S A A% AARLE A F T b

FR RPN e e S g ek B B R I A 1 e L 2

e o

2. M HREBHHROEF AT R A NEREF 0 LHAFRG £
oo BAEREHES ART R BELE -

3.4 Mz AHFOAFUNGEARE Ko PR R E A F o LAt

Tl TR B P RS U LE TR I

BRERGEFGHDIL RF)L 550 BT .

LRI - o

'z

734

NN

ARAER P Lo E BRG] Y 5% 0 = A

LA REPER
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ol

$ 3 2
$37F 22005 LAk RS BESIEFAIFL BBRE LA FA P F L
MLm= o
2438 02001 c MR RRE2 e d B F LIFIINA B IIE AR F A G bekk
(Nephila maculata)2 %3 @84 - F 2 LA A B2 FF kmpd sh2 o
FE % 20040 A5 NGBS BUE Y RUGR R DNAREA Y o W2 4%
Frge s 84 6P 8 L Hme o

iP5 21963 c#2 ek o AL 14153 ¢

HEZ 248 F P -y Mg BXE 321999 5 %A AL
bk @2 A5 o 4 BB o 34:95-104 ¢

HoEgT 020020 Fonit R HE L] W2 B R R ARF ] TR L%

F R E 020040 5 * 44Ukl DNA D-loop & BfFatd) it 3 % 2 3 @ 845
CEEA T I FET FY ER RN

b

M—

BF 2020060 1wt ¢ F b B Afreh 3RAL G A5 S G e E i R
TRz LXFd PR PG o

PR 1998 e EH R WL HF A AL L FL TN G R S S
Boir BT AL

TR 1997 0 S B EAF A IR RM 2445 c B W%Ep;?, 5
258 L H o

FF 202003 MM Imie d F b RE A INFGL S REEROEF S EN
GRE P ABIFAFT KL% o

T =8 02008 S HE G AEEAE S S BT LAY SR EFFERFEE
TRA B R AL G o

FOOE E 020020 4 ueliEH B QR ] c M2 LB R F 3 5] A
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1he o RE AAFREA S PE AL H

B TE 0 1993 o ¥4k N dE (Rana sauteri) s RADNAFR 5| B 23 R 2445 o
R BB EFRTTHLHm o

FE g o 20001 o ¥ LirsrBlaE e Frcfe R EL R § o oA o

Mt % 2006 © R+ F ¢ & A& (Callosciurus erythraeus) i s+ 3 B S 4f -
FrAACELFE LG

SRIFIE 0 2005 o 1% A fy FF e ke A DNAJE 34 Metaphire formosaefd # b 43l eh
gBAEE S AR LA W B FEREF TR LG -

5% X 450 2008 o 5% % v FEANEAE & FAFE (Polypedates leucomystax species
complex)* s+ B o g =2 3 - W2 SFFFE T2 &P F LA

L -

B4t 220050 S dcs HHA R WA B EHRETETRE AL
e oo

HEgio 21993 St fhidd 2 A EFHATF S LR HE o B FHFEF
TR LY o

B o1997c 588 %] FELRMDNA A E A ISR 2 g B2 77 o
FLBAERSEPT TR L% o

Fl% 802007 cBFE G AL ET 9 F 2L BIEA 2 EEE @R
RRESEARE SR A L= Ry N TR

W EAL2008° s A LR A E R PR LlLh gt e ety o B
CEFESEL APF LS .

BT E 2004 S RESRGF BB RHEBETT c DS FEE T
L&k~ oo

BHER 020050 2HARI B2 MEH Lo W2 Y LA ESHHE Al he o

2 202004 SHAE PP AHFL R SBFEAEL GRE MELG -

B g 02004 - ¢ FAkkf (Lycosidae): & #g# e i 5 22 o3 gy
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R ARS LG o
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GTGGAGGGGA

GAGGTGGAGA

ATATTTTAAT

ATATTTTAAT

ATATTTTAAT

ATATTTTAAT

ATATTTTAAT

AGCGAGAACC

AACGAGAACC

AACGGGAACC

TTTTTCTCTT

TTTTTCTCTT

TTTTTCTCTT

TTTTTCTCTT

TTTTTCTTTA

TATTATTAAT

TATTATTAAT

TATTATTAAT

TATTATTAAT

TATTATTAAT

AGTTTTAATT

AGTTTTAATT

AGTTTTAATT

AGTTTTAATT

AGTTTTGATT

TATACTATTA

TATATTATTA

TATATTATTA

TATATTATTA

TATATTATTA

TCCTATTTTA

TCCTATTTTA

TCCTATTTTG

TCCTATTTTG

TCCTATTTTA

TCTTCCAGGG

TCTTCCAGGA

TCTTCCAGGA

TCTTCCAGGA

TTTACCAGGA

GTTTGGAAGA

ATTTGGAAGA

ATTTGGAAGA
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421-480
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541-600

601-660

661-689

TP A KR

5 AY836142)

P. astrigera(2)
Wadicosa fidlis
P. laura hapA

P. laura China
P. astrigera(l)
P. astrigera(2)
Wadicosa fidlis
P. laura hapA

P. laura China
P. astrigera(l)
P. astrigera(2)
Wadicosa fidlis
P. laura hapA

P. laura China
P. astrigera(l)
P. astrigera(2)
Wadicosa fidlis
P. laura hapA

P. laura China
P. astrigera(l)
P. astrigera(2)
Wadicosa fidlis
P. laura hapA

P. laura China
P. astrigera(l)
P. astrigera(2)

Wadicosa fidlis

TTTGGAATTG

TTTGGAATTG

TTAGGTATAA

TTAGGTATAA

TTAGGGATGA

TTAGGAATGA

TTAGGAATAA

CATATATTTT

CATATATTTT

CATATGTTTT

CATATGTTTT

CATATATTTT

ATTATTGCAG

ATTATTGCAG

ATTATTGCAA

ATTATTGCAA

ATTATTGCAA

TATTTTAAAA

TATTTTAAAA

TATTTTAAAA

TATTTTAAAA

TATTTTAAGA

GGGGGAATTA

GGGGGAATTA

GGGGGGATTA

GGAGGGATTA

GGGGGAATTA

TATCTCATAT
TTTCTCATGT
TTTATGCTAT
TTTATGCTAT
TTTATGCTAT
TTTATGCTAT
TTTATGCTAT
CTGTAGGTAT
CTGTAGGTAT
CTGTGGGAAT
CTGTGGGAAT
CTGTGGGAAT
TTCCTACTGG
TTCCTACTGG
TTCCTACTGG
TTCCTACTGG
TTCCTCCTGG
TAGATACTCC
TAAATACTCC
TAAATACTCC
TAAATACTCC
TAAATACTCC
CAGGGGTTGT
CAGGGGTTGT
CAGGAGTTGT
CAGGAGTTGT

CGGGAGTTGT

52

TATTAGTTCT

TATTAGTTCT

AGTAGGAATT

AGTAGGAATT

GGTTGGGATT

GGTTGGGATT

ATTGGGAATT

AGATGTTGAT

AGATGTTGAT

AGATGTGGAT

AGATGTGGAT

AGATGTTGAT

AATTAAGGTT

AATTAAGGTT

AATTAAGGTT

AATTAAGGTT

AATTAAGGTT

ATTATTATGG

ATTAATATGA

ATTTATATGG

ATTTATATGG

TTTGATATGA

ATTATCTAA

ATTATCTAA

GTTGTCTAA

ATTGTCTAA

ATTATCTAA

TCGATAGGAA

TCAGTAGGTA

GGTGGTATAG

GGTGGTATAG

GGAGGAATAG

GGAGGAATAA

GGAGGAATGG

ACTCGTGCAT

ACTCGTGCAT

ACTCGTGCAT

ACTCGTGCAT

ACTCGTGCAT

TTTAGATGAA

TTTAGATGAA

TTTAGTTGGA

TTTAGTTGGA

TTTAGATGAA

AGTATTGGTT

AGAATTGGTT

AGAATTGGAT

AGAATTGGAT

AGTATTGGTT

AACGGGAACC

AGCGAGAGCC

GATTTGTAGT

GATTTGTAGT

GATTTGTAGT

GATTTGTAGT

GATTTGTAGT

ATTTTACTGC

ATTTTACTGC

ATTTTACTGC

ATTTTACTGC

ATTTTACTGC

TAGCTACAAT

TAGCTACAAT

TAGCTACAAT

TAGCTACAAT

TAGCTACTAT

TTGTATTTTT

TTGTATTTTT

TTGTATTTTT

TTGTATTTTT

TTGTGTTTTT

J4pFe 5 & TR 5 AY836012 ~ AY836058 ;5 7% 4wk

ATTTGGAAGA

TTTTGGTAGA

TTGGGCTCAT

TTGGGCTCAT

TTGGGCACAT

TTGGGCACAT

TTGGGCTCAT

TGCTACCATA

TGCTACTATA

TGCTACTATA

TGCTACTATA

TGCTACTATA

TCATGGTTCT

TCATGGTTCT

TCATGGATCT

TCATGGGTCT

TCATGGTTCC

ATTTACTTTA

ATTTACTTTA

ATTTACTTTA

ATTTACTTTG

ATTTACTTTA





