5539 A 22 1 *E &~ 2 Eild Vol.39,No.22
2019 4 11 H ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Nov.,2019

DOI: 10.5846/stxb201806261410

LT R o 2, SR BOR , Wk, XIS, 2%k, 4k % B s 5 T 2640 DNA (95 22 1L 3 SR U 8 A I ) A 72 A A5 2% 41, 2019, 39
(22):

Zhu Z L, LiuZ S, Gao H, Zhang Z R, Yao X X, Liu P, Han X Z, Wang J F, Teng L. W.Parentage verification and mating system of Pseudois nayaur in
Helan Mountains Based on Faecal DNA.Acta Ecologica Sinica,2019,39(22) .

ET#HE DNA E = LEFFNEEMIFE IR

MRA A FH O R KRE R Mg ) om' B A ok Ik
ﬁﬁ’fw 1,3, =

1 ZRAbMOlL KB A 304 5 SR 2 B WA R 150040

2 AR KA T SR, HEARET 154007

3 EEMO R EFAE S Y R E TR = R 150040

4 TEBEIERH BRI XA )R )1 750021

FE 2017 4 7—8 A M 11—12 H7ER = R DR EEF 369 4y & FF S S MEAEA FI 28RS 1Y 10 AT TR A7 R
FrEDR A3 SR 282 FUEEAMA ﬁLHATfiE*ﬂﬂ:*ﬂiﬁFl%. PCR 3% 152 HEdE, 130 HMEM: . D247
BT LA L (Na) S 10,1, SF W 24 4 )8 (Ho) M 0.7737, F-H 3B 28 & )& (He) N 0.6512, F £ 5145 H (PIC)
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Abstract: We tested for parentage verification and mating systems in Pseudois nayaur in Helan Mountain Rock Painting
Scenic area. 369 fresh faecal samples were collected from July to August and November to December 2017. All faecal
samples were then tested through genotyping, using 10 microsatellite loci that had relatively high polymorphism. A total of
282 individuals ( 152 males and 130 females) were identified through compound amplification and amelogenin gene
(AMELX & AMELY) PCR. A total of 101 alleles were detected in 10 microsatellite loci and the average number of alleles
(Na) was 10.1, while the mean observed and expected heterozygosities were 0.7737 and 0.6512. Furthermore, the mean
value of polymorphic information contents ( PIC) was 0.6129. Parentage verification was conducted on Cervus 3.0. Kingroup

V2 and was used to calculate the coefficient of relationship (r) between individuals as a supplement to parental
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identification. The results showed that there were 7 parentage groups, 21 father-child groups and 19 mother-child groups.

Based on the analysis of these relationships, we deduced that Pseudois nayaur have a polygynous mating system.
Key Words: Pseudois nayaur; parentage verification; mating system; Helan Mountains

#ﬂé( Pseudois nayaur) R B AR R TR A AR , LA = L sh ) , 2T v B SR i L AR A
LA V) F 55, o TS (SRR B I B W b A A7 2% 512> (TUCN/SSC) WS MR AE A, 76 3. [ 58 5 (R 47 85 A= 5h 4y
L B E R R S BRI R RS AT RS R R A
23] AT, ARl AR EEURE (noninvasive sampling) BRI, A 208 DNA 455 T EFnic X E
R PIEAT A ARSI SRR 2 Rt A 22 B 5 D R T 2E & (g (] Bk ket 3 4 ) B o o o 1R AT T
— R E WIS, X 2B ( Pan paniscus ) 8 B ( Muntiacus crinifrons) " /NEE ( Muntiacus reevesi ) *! R J
2= ( Diceros bicornis ) " S WS TL I BIF ST, XA A543 7 )2 F BUSCA RS 62 SR A 78 AU C I BT A

ABIFFE R AR IR HOR |3l 3 TR FRIC #EA T AU R ASE SE | I M Ml b = 14 S BC SR
P A F ISR L, S i — 2 TR R SE AR 23 14T R A IR T 58 U AR BRI e AR [ N Sy 32 ) o
BB R RS BRAR LR 22K i

1 #FRFnFix

1.1 WFSEHME DL S AC R B

AHIF ST RAL b AR 22 1 5 1 U X (N 38044 E 106°017) 4 T 2 W R ALl FE 0 e = %0,
AL 30 km, ZRPGTE 4 km, MK 1 448 m, 2 MR KB M SBRARRAE | 2 4F T 5 /0, AR BB 7K i 200—400
mm Z ] AR ZE L 2 000 mm'" . A% LA ( Populus davidiana) JRAT ( Ulmus pumila) FRZE ( Zizyphus
jujube var.spinosa) VK%L (Agropyron cristatum) £t (Stipa capillata) F-ZAK (Poa annua) %5 F , AL FEL
WL, B —E RN, 15 2017 48 7—8 H I 11—12 F SRR HEAT 245 2 0 e AR AR (1 R AR | MK
BE S PRV T E 7 I ORI AT 3 T 7 SRRLR  BER K 2—6 k', FERERAT LR M T35
LB R IUA R R A S BATE TR, BT B SR AR I L A T R R R AR S TS
e O SN PE TE, HC IR M B R ISMEREA 705 ff A9 2E 0 th BE AL 20 B2 50 ml (978
oG EARAE BRI 4 PE MG, HEACRAE G IS0 5 A -80°C VKA IR AF . IR
AT 369 A FIMAEA HFE K 1 0
1.2 FEH4] DNA B2 PCR ¥
1.2.1  DNA $&HCH5T 5 Al

2 I & (QIAamp Fast DNA Stool Mini Kit) #2HU DNA 3 Bz 5K FH i %/ 20 i/ 41 21 L K 45 DNA
FEBURF A FEE DNA  $ PRI B UEATIRAE . 1.0% BB BRI B 3k ARSI 75 - 25 (F DNA Jiiit
1.2.2  f B ENT AU PCR 4731

A5 i A B SCHRAS 21 31 XA 22 I s 2R A TR 1 IR A T AR TR (i) B A BR
/N ) (Sangon) BB Y, 4 2R SER R e Y R 2B EE =& 10 X519 (W 1) 75 Rifs 19
5 %3 AbRic FAM (HEX \ TAMRA = @5 0E G M, PCR B A R : B4AF 12 pL,2xPCR Buffer for KOD
FX Neo 6 wL;2 mM dNTPs 2.4 pL;10 pmol/pL #Y | FHF5 44 0.36 wL;100 ng/wL Y DNA #ifR 1.5 pL;1
U/50 wL KOD FX Neo 0.24 pL;ddH,0 1.14 pL, PCR KW FRF :94°C FAEME 2 min, 98°C & HE 10 s,54°C—60C
1Bk 30 s,68°C HEAH 30 s, KW 35 MEH, FeJ5 68°C FEMH 7 min,

SEI R ] Huber 2512 4241569 2 X554 SRY12 BMCI009 F1 77l & (156 PCR 0 HEAT PR 5 45 52 (WL 3%
2) . RSCE A REARTEST 3 YK PCR 34, 1 HISC 50 2 B R0 MBI A0 5 2 B2 5k DNA REARYE AT IR PR S8
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£ PCR 9714, I BUXLSEAT (180bp H1 300bp ) HI 5 M HEVE ; HI B — 2571 (300bp ) W & Ay EME S Rh 8 1 5
PCR ¥ 343k . I BRAUARAT (218bp F1 263bp ) Hl 22 A e 5 H BE— %417 (263bp ) WK S M, ) EL
£ PCR R R ML R FNMEA B, PCR RWVAKRIE L,

F1 10D ESIWFTI

Table 1 Ten microsatellite primer sequences

HALTFEN B E/C

asy SIIFHI(5'—3") . BLHEH Ev-pail SCHRA
: ' ar KN bp) Annealing
Locus Primer sequence(5'—3") . Fluorophores Repeat types References
Allele size temperature
FCB48 gactclagaggalogeanagaaceag 154—164 57 TAMRA (TG) ;N(TG) 4 Kappes ef al. 1997
gagllaglacaaggalgacaagaggeac
11STSO11 getigelacalggaaaglge 267—295 58 HEX (TC),N(CA),, Brezinsky et al.,1992
ctaaaatgcagagcectace
aaglccaaagietitacas N e
BM1329 gecanglecanagleiiiaca 134—146 60 FAM (AC) 136C(CA) 5 Zhou et al. 2007
gecactgtagettgggaate
cacttceetglatceteet ) ,
INRABERN17p ~ Ceictioectgtateetce 218250 56 HEX (TC)§((TA), Vaiman et al.,1996
ggtectcccattgtgtagac
i atctgttctatgaac 5 5
SRCRSP3 ceseETeRENe 104—138 55 FAM (T6)7(TA),(TG) Arevalo et al., 1994
tgattagctggetgaatgtee
aagtcatigagggglegetaace . : )
IMPS8 guaglealigageegiceclace 118—138 56 TAMRA (TG);N(TG) Dario et al.,2006
cttcatgttcacaggactttctetg
tactggactgaggcaagatitace
PNDOL caciegacigiggcatgatiace 159—177 58 TAMRA (AC) 1pAT(AC) ¢ Yang et al.,2014
actattcgatgtcataactagggeag
-oacteaaateaageanaces
PNDO4 CEACERAAIEAAEENAACED 209—249 54 HEX (CT) ,5( CTCCCT) 5(CA) o Yang et al.,2014
acaacaagggggatggtoaa
anagagligggtacaaclgggles
PNDO5 canagagliggglacaaciggglgn 161—175 60 TAMRA (AC) ), Yang et al.,2014
gttccaatgtcggaagcatctatta
vcccagggaggataagtaac
PNDO6 geeeagggaggalaaglaac 191—201 59 TAMRA (GT) ATCT(GT),CT(GT) ;5 Yang et al.,2014
teegtggeaaagagtcage
F2 MANLEESIMFT
Table 2 Primer sequences of sex determination
(A FIWFH(5'—3") B REE/C
Locus Primer sequence(5'—3") Annealing Temperature
751 — Method one SRY12 F cticatigtgtggtctegtg 57
R cgggtatttgtcteggtgta
BMC1009 F gcaccagcagagaggacatt 57
R accggctattgtccatettg
J77: . Method two SE47 F cagccaaaccteectetge 62

SE48 R ceegettggtettgtetgtige

1.3 st

PRSPk A T ABL NP (3730x1 DNA Analyzer) #4750, H] Excel 81 {3l T
R ZJ5H Cervus 3.01°7 (Allele Frequency Analysis) TIHE, T SFM LK H A E 28 FEBE&FE F
FCHEBRAE R JCRAE A HE B3R [ Hardy-Weinberg PR A0 | [R) Ik 35 2EA TSGR, 452 MR B2 LR
JEEON) « A Al TR AR e PR RS AR (1) i AT — A P AR 1 — 56 o i R A 7 2 S5 U Oy fo) — A A
izfT Cervus 3.0 1Y) Simulation of Parentage Analysis £l Parentage A nalysis DIfg, H1 XA FEAE R H, B LK
JITAT TN R 235 S i e S AR AR e B AR | BIOREME AR 750 1.0 (HBUREAE R ( Proportion sampled ) iR 164C
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7 SORE v e L 051 B A B oy ERORE mp M 91 ) | LA T 2 O R G BRI, AT SRR E . Lol TR
TSR S R R e b T O S VR A BIA G F R . Kingroup V2! AR BB R B (1) ,
VEREA S E AN TE, 2 REGE I E -1 8] 1 Z 8], Rom B8 AT R E, #ig b, YA 4L T Hardy-
Weinberg “FAFHT,0.5 < r<1 B A [ AC A B0 B AR O R ,0.25 < r<0.5 B Ay [ AC S Rl ] 1 57 A2 1) S o L ok
KR 38T Genepop' ™ XF 10 ALY 45 A THE DA H 4G 58, R 1 S /R BE K4 % ( Markov chain
method ) M40 15 ] 1 2 8156 2, B804 1% 4 5000 dememorization 100 bateh 1 5000 iteration" " 7521 J¢ i i
TF P {H, 24 P<0.05 LI EBUFA7 BA7 &P, 8 H POPGENE 32 AR EERI UL 38 R EL Fis 8, HAHTE
H=1—1, Fis {ER 535 1E A B, 7R B E N A7 230 B IR 3C B4, Fis 8 0 B 3 S (BB, e FiRE N A7 7E
st
2 R
2.1 MRHEBIRCEAE E
2,11 SEPRIZHRER M 4 A A A )

369 1A F 2 AH TP B HEEUE] DNA | 28 1.0% 5N AHEE RS FL VKA | 25 E 2% (8 b $2 B DNA R Be e s,
Fri ey, Al VAR T PCR &1, 2R3 1 282 HUAF/MA ik 152 H M 130 H, P55 # r
SR E 1 K 2,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 M 13 14 15 16 17

1 43 SRYI12 1 BMCI009 fi & B3 1845 2
Fig.1 The amplification results of SRY12 and BMCI009 loci of Pseudois nayaur
1—9,13—17 . #7338 DNA; 10 BEPE# 55 B2 5K DNA; 11 Bt 55 B2 5K DNA; 12 % iR

2.1.2 RN R EAGER M1 23456789101 1213
10 M TR 57 o5 LA I 2 101 AN S50 364, 3 —
A7 (Na) 4 10.1, PIC 1E 0.452—0.825 2 i), -4
ZBMEE 0.6129, = EZ BN S (PIC > 0.5) , F¥W S
MZ A7 BE (HObs ) 2y 0.7737 P H WA B (HExp) 2 500 b=
0.6512, Fis V¥ 1i Jy - 0. 1836, Joak e prseid (r 0%
(Null) ) BRZEAR AL, ~F- 24" - 0.0790,, Hardy-Weinberg
PR IR, 8 AN 5 58 A A A RO, B2 TRRAREAMELXE AMELY) FRER
SRCRSP3 1 TLSTSOL1 Ml 62 (5 5 7. 2L 26 2% 4 il;ZLY;rhe amplification results of amelogenin gene ( AMELX &
BRHER A 0.9615 ( RALFRHEBRBEFRIEARIE 2D OLIT | iy o6 53 DNAL 2. Pl 222 15 3K DNA 312, 236 26 4
BRHEBRAE B — 1T B AL F o BB WA SR BB 2R pNaS 13, 28 e
FIMER) | BFUBCEHERR 2R 0.9975 ( B FURE HERR
RSB ARG 207 i SBHERR AT > W] B8 AL R AR R B AC SR AMBCRE SR I RE ) (L3 3)
3T Genepop X 10 MG ALY 45 AT BN TR0 (W3R 4) , LS 5] 11 HiESUA i B A
BEWRNA S, 2 Bonferroni ™ K IE J& , 45 % 8 A V-5 (P<0.05/45=0.0011) (4L A4 2 41, PNDO1 5
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INRABERN172,FCB48 5 PNDO5,,

£3 10 MR T EMSHFRLHRR TR

Table 3 Parental exclusion probability of 10 microsatellite locis

ZHFE EIAER F2AEA TR

ey 3 Toa

i FUEE ﬁ”%ﬁf’g BAHCEMRE ERREE BREEE OO gpg (o

PIC NE-1P NE-2P NE-PP HW F(Null)
BM1329 6 0.642 0.545 0.503 0.840 0.679 0.504 -0.1144 NS -0.0718
JMP58 8 0.674 0.571 0.518 0.825 0.671 0.501 -0.1465 NS -0.0659
INRABERN172 15 0.528 0.466 0.452 0.873 0.702 0.507 -0.0937 NS -0.0674
PNDO1 10 0.989 0.732 0.684 0.685 0.510 0.330 -0.6468 NS -0.1616
SRCRSP3 11 0.844 0.716 0.677 0.684 0.504 0.310 0.1347 * % 0.0626
PNDO5 7 0.770 0.683 0.650 0.714 0.529 0.327 -0.1648 NS -0.0870
ILSTSO11 13 0.869 0.668 0.608 0.745 0.585 0.405 -0.4228 L] -0.1881
FCB48 4 0.652 0.542 0.502 0.842 0.680 0.506 -0.1197 NS -0.0670
PNDO4 21 0.950 0.841 0.825 0.464 0.300 0.122 -0.1323 NS -0.0685
PNDO6 6 0.819 0.748 0.709 0.655 0.475 0.288 -0.1299 NS -0.0749

ZEAAEHERHEZE Combined non-exclusion probability: 0.03852758  0.00246711  0.00003075

Na o7 5 25007 3 KB ,allele number of loci;HObs; 7 S A ,observed heterozygosity ; HExp SR A , Expected heterozygosity ; PIC ; MEEZAERS

E,Pnlynmrphic information content; NE- 1P ol ﬁﬁ?Z’KﬂFﬁt[ﬁ*ﬁ%,Comhined non-exclusion probability (first parent) ; NE- 2P.55 2 /ij':z'iﬂffﬁﬂ%?mi, Combined non-
exclusion probability ( second parent) ; NE-PP : BEEIEHERRAE AR , Combined non-exclusion probability (parent pair) ; Fis: #1538 25U F-ZE i K0 {E , inbreeding coefficient
with F-statistics ; HW ; il A A% -4 Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium; F( Null) : TR BRI  frequency with null ;NS : N k25, no significant deviation

x4 10MBIECAHEMR FEREER

Table 4 Linkage disequilibrium test result of 10 microsatellites locis

37 55, Locus JMP58  INRABERN172  PNDOI SRCRSP3 PNDO5 ILSTSO011 FCB48 PNDO4 PNDO6
BM1329 0.184652 0.079628 0.311404 0.541730 0.550108 0.142360 0.411904 0.489660 0.737142
JMP58 0.075024 0.478144 0.730038 0.483256 0.027476 0.899696 0.090316 0.230710
INRABERN172 0.000832 0.021826 0.790064 0.780590 0.939284 0.526144 0.489762
PNDOI 0.003466 0.780596 0.850270 0.603490 0.399176 0.276452
SRCRSP3 0.073828 0.034474 0.028742 0.011202 0.340938
PNDO5 0.330932 0.000766 0.745178 0.011512
ILSTSO011 0.903720 0.031408 0.092482
FCB48 0.947706 0.152080
PNDO4 0.003806
PNDO06

Fe R Z A5 B G (PIC) HAR S 5 0 5 B A e A R B4 I T8 B A7 i Bt AT RARHERR 200 07, 45
&L 3 AT, BE A G TR S B3 I, SARHERR B kg, Sk A ASGRE] 7 AN (PIC B EIMIK) #1 9 A
(PIC HAREISE) B, RECEAHEBRE KT 0.9900 , Uit BT i 5 19 10 M3 T2 TS BEIEA T HERA SR ACHE |
2.1.3 ERUEE

iz Cervus3.0 #XAF) Parent pair( Sexes known ) DIREMEATFEALEE , A HAC-BE-F 7 X, A0+ 21 X,
B 19 XF, 28 XFAC-THIZEL: R (r) £E 0.5000—0.8462 2 [A] , 26 ¥fHE-T B 3£ 5 £ (r) 7E 0.5000—0.8000
Z 8] BT A (8] BEF ] R AC R BREAMAR R 9 5 2 RECE-3 5300 0 0.6164 ,0.6251 1 0.5426, SEirHiz H 10
AT R AT R T2, SERHERR AR 99.75% .
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2.2 USPCHIBE oy
%5, 6 WAL X162( &) X173( )4 H 3 4 5

JE AT 9 35 2 R BTE 0.25 <v<0.5 Z 18], YLW] X162 EO-B—

(6) X173( 6 ) #5 3 AHEPERCRLAE D3T( )\ D33 £ Z o6t

(9).DI8(?) . X168( ?).D148( @) 2% FJm AUIH Y 2% Egm_

GFRBAE0.5<r<) Z M B ENR S | MMtk 3

id5D73( ) \D78( ) \D8I( @) %% HR UMY SR Z R £ o2

HAE 0.25<r<0.5 Z 0], PEHIEA1S 2 AT ; N R

X163( &) X3( &) .D145( &) . X160( &) X112( &), o 1 2 3 éﬂﬁ;@gg 78 9 10

D15( &) 4% H A RME 132 R EUE 0.25<r<0.5 Z[f], The number of microsatellite loci

BTEN 2 FHEACRE; DA5( ) .D70( 8 ) & A B3 BDEMAMSRREREZANXR

’ft "ETJ E"J%‘S %’{%ﬁ’—(ﬂ? 0.5=r<«1 ZI‘ETJ , U\EBH T:T'ﬂ] H 5 1 /l\ Fig. 3 Relationship between the combined probability of
WEPEAR B, BFFT TR 2 B 1 AN EENES 2 B 2 /)~ exclusion and the number of microsatellite loci

DA B A SR I 7 FAG, AT AL S RS RE A T OB 1P CE-2P, CBPP L PIC i RS 50 0 3 BUERR B Cr-
1P-1,CE-2P-1,CE-PP-1;PIC H1 7 ZMEHES Ay 2 EHERR LR

HEZ M
K5 BENETFXREMREZRY
Table 5 The coefficient of parentage and genetic relationship in Pseudois nayaur
Ak o g IIEEIRE ok R BTME XTI
Mother Father Offspring BARM BAM Mother Father Offspring BARM BAK
r(m,o) r(f,o) r(m,o) r(f,0)
D73 X163 D9 0.5312 0.5312 D45 D123 0.5000
D8 X24 D59 0.5588 0.6471 D45 D57 0.6250
D95 X3 D107 0.5000 0.5455 D70 X147 0.6250
D31 D136 D23 0.8000 0.6000 D70 D27 0.7750
D5 D21 D150 0.6000 0.7000 X110 X128 0.5312
X152 X162 X155 0.5714 0.5312 X717 X39 0.625
D42 D145 D7 0.5312 0.5701 X77 D29 0.6842
X156 X144 0.5227 D33 D102 0.6786
D65 D49 0.6471 D35 D60 0.625
D68 D149 0.6463 X141 D82 0.5833
X3 D46 0.8462 D33 D38 0.7219
X173 X189 0.6023 D18 X146 0.6364
X173 X181 0.6023 D18 X134 0.7273
X173 D5 0.6023 X168 X217 0.6739
X162 X13 0.6139 X168 D48 0.6739
X162 X172 0.8367 D148 D47 0.6471
X160 D10 0.5500 D148 D101 0.7353
X160 X154 0.7000 D31 D55 0.6734
D145 D20 0.5893 D73 D87 0.7656
X112 D112 0.5483 D78 D28 0.5444
X112 X116 0.6363 D78 D43 0.6098
X163 D19 0.5000 D89 X141 0.5455
D15 D106 0.6667 D89 D54 0.6364
D15 D108 0.5000
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Table 6 The relationship coefficient among the offsprings

JER AR RGFRE Atk JAfk RGHRH
Offspring Offspring Relationship coefficient Offspring Offspring Relationship coefficient
X181( &) X189( &) 0.3636 X13( &) X172( &) 0.2522
D5( %) X189( &) 0.3257 X155( &) X172( &) 0.3889
D5( %) X181( &) 0.3636 X13( &) X155( &) 0.3889
DI( &) D19( &) 0.3000 DI( &) D87( &) 0.4706
D107( %) D46( &) 0.4167 D102( ?) D38( &) 0.5312
D7( &) D20( &) 0.2696 X146( ?) X134( ?) 0.5312
D10( ?) X154( ) 0.4000 X217( ?) D48( &) 0.5435
D112( &) X116( &) 0.4050 D47( %) DI0I( %) 0.5588
D106( @) D108( &) 0.2500 D23( &) D55( &) 0.5833
D123( &) D57( %) 0.5000 D28( &) D43( &) 0.3196
X147( %) D27( %) 0.5500 X141( ?) D54( &) 0.2727
3 iig

31 CEAUEE

H AT 3k >R F STR SR 488 MR R Y SR AOC FR | HEHEBR AR 2R AR e T M0 T3k T8 Ao aSCBSORN S5 6 B TR 1 22
FEMEY . — S8 8—10 A B Lk A TR 07 A BV AT M 0 oo A SEAN S RE HERA R ARIFSR T 10 M 2
PE(PIC>0.5) il RN (W3R 3) , #F AT 5RAVEE E & AT ATHY

TCRIEE AV L DR 2 5 M SR AN A P () it PR 32 AR R A T % 10 Mt B AR, 20 FF |, TS
PLERUATZRBA 1T Cervus3.0 R ISR 28 (ARLAK 28 B BE— ] B A 2% A AR SA B AE X T AR AL SR BUAR (B 1Y
Fo) ZEVFIR SEAR TR IV AFTE , TEGE TR B AT DAY S8 AP T 9 SR | (8 SR AR 235 SR B IRk~ 4k, (]I ik 7]
PAFEA i F BT o5 A s A 96k 27 Hardy-Weinberg - 46 0 25 5 & BUALA 2 A f T2 A0 4 1 B Al 25 - £y
BIERG , HAy 8 ML S AL FERIRAS , Cervus H— PN EAV 1) Hardy-Weinberg AN -1 -8 52 Wi 55 AL 53 #1 Hh AL
SRICHIITER . Fis NHUE, BRI IN AN AFTE L A2 . B0 22 Ll S R AR TR TR R R IR 8 T 19— D R e, /0
T BEE 21 B 728k AR TR A AR RN 23 e e —E B 728 A, 3 R G A ek o P ik R b n] e 2%
SECRN- M v, (753 R 2 v il B 2847 15 0 B Hardy-Weinberg -5 0 10 My S &8 IE R A 2 4LE8IR
P EAG 0 T AR R R TR S BRI A A S B T IR B S T BT

— BT, S IR bR bR, RCP>95% a1 47 26 F OG5 s RCP>99.73% NER R TR R M T A
RIFEACAE , BRHEBRMER 99.0%—99.8% RI AT A2 i L or i35 7o 12177 TRRIERIH 5 A TR
RSO Sk R HEA T A AR A R SR S % 5, 159 31 BRBUEE ACHERR AR 99.709% %) s B SCREXT 144 KA AT 41k
U A B RERCHEBR R 98.35% , 5 AR Ik A5 R o A A SR 8 AN R T AE 3 Fp
0L T AV TR R A AT 2 T 2, BBHEBRAE R 53 518 99% .99.95%F11 99.99% , 45 455 5 Al — 2™,

S R AHEBRHE R A 99.75% , 31 Kingroup V2 B 7€ 4% R, HE— L B0 AE T S AU & TR
I, S R Y 10 X T2 A 58 4 T DAk BIE 20 i 20K
3.2 HFRASEC R

Wi/ 70 AN SRBEAMASEEREAR ALMS ) 177 A/ DA RIS REA  Gamier” ] 35 HEFA: MR 4
FRZEAEAE AT E AN S 08 AR | 30 43 BT M A () 9 S P OC AR IS C ] o ASBIFSE R 282 HUE E MRSl
FEAS AR 3 ME A 1] P S TIC O R P ST S O 1 B, TEAEAS B b 58 20 e S 2K

18 PO BC i BE 3 A PATE ) ( monogamy ) FITZE BE il ( polygamy ) , 25 B il S AL 55— 1k Z2 ME ( polygyny ) . — M
Z I (polyandry ) FIEAZ il ( promiscuity ) | S PRI — A WS EE ) B 32 AN 22 8] ) AH EAE R Sh B3R 55 38 o7
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IRZI 00 BIRSE ShA A RS T i B, T B R — N A B B MR DU 2R 1y 3R AT e, 3 e £ )
B DL SRR T AT R R

B K AL ILEE ( Capra sibirica ) M T8 —HEZ M B/NESEIACEE ™ . #8248 1L 2E ( Capra falconeri)
B MER AT RGP IR (Ovis vignei ) TEASECIHA | B IR 225 s U 55 Sl 5 4—5 SKMERE R 2 Ja 4T
JE—HEZ MR ERE RS, B2 (Ovis ammon ) 7SS TC ], 15 2 X 36k 26 9% 1S40 2HL e XU AT 190 G 42 X
B, MR AR TR AR AR, 5—6 SLMESLSE AN FUME S35 — AR Bl MR 952 18] 4 (0 B, AR R B4 <) Bk
FARBOX BE 42 0 ASBOAL, 2C B Z Y 25 R, MEE XU FIe 3 Y UM # (Antilocapra: americana ) 138 B 219
R TN BER AT R R RIS Y SR BT IR SE ( Capra ibex ) (T BEME I i K FFE AT Z M WIS
HEST RRE M P 380G 2R i D DR 4 2 TS R A R o, K 1) A 3 R R 8 5 s 28 T 5 P S BE I L 25
AR AT DA S8 A7 P B e 1 92 30 e ) SR R A S T, (E AR I R AR IR B 21l A
IINBE, R A MERERE TR A RN L ) f 2 LT S SR ARG S8, 0 0 PR SR AN R 2 (B iR 54K
KNG R MEE A T i 4 S RAFE ST | D — 2P IRAR S B, R AT e I B A AL X — PR UL T3
g 1 HMEE S 2 HMEME S 200 ™ T Ja ARG AE MM 1] i B0 0 2 0] [ RHBEss 75850 1 H
etk 5 2 HOMEE A S 3C B 3T ™= N IS A Z5 L 22— 22 M A IS e i

W FL S AT B A e R R 2L 30 e sl P e e T TR R R 2 (i B 22 i 35 B, TR0 1) R AT BB 2 b
52 A MEVESS I, 3R R Bl AR I — R Y SR RS S AR AR 11 AR E 12 A L7 12
g i ik 81 0 B2 K2 160 d RYEEUR IS 72 AR 5 A ai sl 6 A da) = izl 3 43 ikl
A EAS S BN, A AT N AR, WS 2 BURE AT 0 B0 00 430 3R 78— 41 1 DU S 21 v 2 i
T O T 2 P A S I R R A RS SR R A T 2 AR R RORS 1 5 5 B AT R
AT G H ZMEPER RIS XIS UE TSI i 58 A5 R lEVE 5 o2 5 2 A E S BO T TR AR, R IE
ST 2 W TR P B TC TR EE

SIS T A2 A X L SR A T R A R AR E A F 9, AN T3 — Sk i i 98 25 (1, FF ik
— TP A LR AT N 2RSS R BRI Ok R X SR AR A0 1k BORE B AR B8 A B 2 s ) A AR
Sl P ) MR SR R R T T A B T R SRR T W 1 A B 2 S ) R AP R AR AL TR B
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