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Effectiveness assessment on red deer introduction in the Huangnihe of Jilin

Province
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Abstract: Wildlife introduction is an important way to maintain the long-term survival of endangered species. Monitoring the
effectiveness of releasing efforts can contribute to the scientific and efficient management of species. This study analyzed the
population size and distribution of the red deer in the Huangnihe forestry area of south Zhangguangcai Mountain, Jilin
Province, using the noninvasive capture-mark-recapture method. The effectiveness assessment on introduction was conducted
through parentage identification and genetic diversity analysis using information of fecal DNA. The results showed that: (1)
The average population of red deer in the Huangnihe was 90 (range: 68—124) , with a density of 0.045 (range: 0.034—
0.063) individuals/km®, concentrated in the northern Huangnihe and exhibiting status of geographic isolation; (2) The sex
ratio within the wild deer population was 1.71:1, and added the released ones was 1.83:1, enhancing the population’s
reproductive probability with the female red deer added; (3) Parentage identification detected successful reproduction in
the wild by a released individual (R3) which produced offspring; (4) Genetic diversity results suggested that 2.9 “new”
allele genes were introduced to the wild red deer, thereby increasing its genetic diversity. Our research results showed the

contributions of the released success on density and breeding rate. However, the behaviors, home range, and habitat
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occupancy should be analyzed in the future to provide more evidences on introduction effectiveness of red deer.

Key Words: red deer; introduction; Huangnihe; fecal DNA

BPANBOE O A PR WK WA AP A AT By, BRI SR IT R T 2R s i EF Sk 3 a5 50 B, IF
BUS TG 2ot e B A: sh it o (0 W I 55 21k 2 A6 JHL Xot 7 A0 BR 58 35 17 14 B L A4, th 2 I LR 5
HEAT AR E PR Tl DA B A A0 SR 4 T R A P AR Sh A R R e — A B A
P, 20 M AR B AR P AT R AEAE S B YRR RIS SO T, RO R RS S 5 E
P A FRE A0 A e AR P AR R R A A A AR O 5 HL U W Rl b AR a8t 15 22 R 1 A 5 it 2 R ) A
FRbR , SO BE A S AP 0K IS kb 2 G E

AL 5 JE ( Cervus canadensis xanthopygus) A BEAR U Fl ) B K — R & SR B A sh ¥, 2 AR LR
( Panthera tigris altaica) FE E‘JZ%%Z#”] o TERARHA S =T , ITAF R AR L I AR /DR i X e
PRECERAR S A 2 b TET R R e 34 (LTS T e B b e e A 1T S 35 ) /NP BRI A o3 A, T 29 1 PP 2
PR S ek ) A A R A B T TR X — R AR T B R A X, R AR AL R A
D 52 3 XA 2R L R R — B I K 4, B AR H AR T 20 ARAEGANS YR  (EATY I Il 5 S AT DX e /N (b
FERCE D B TG R A5 S AR AR R 598 BAT, % X A L T RE B R T M B Mk
FEHEM &g WEeh A miE e S e s s R 5 A5 Ty A BF
5%, A HFP BRI KR BE 0 T R,

SRR B ARG S RERNHE , A B 25 /INFI R 1 a5t A% 254, 45 =y st A% 2R AR AP E AR I R R SR T
J7, BRI IX T 2019 AFEEFAMSIE T 5 RABRBE TR ARICSRE . A SOEAS AR 5 EE A EF Sk U sk, A
GERET AR AR R S VAL T R YR AR IX 2R A6 JE r R B A A1 S DNA (58, MOEAUE & Flist %
ZREVE Ty T R AN BSGHEAT T PR LI AR AL T E R B i — B B A SR R RS oy
AL AE B A B A1 T 1) S D R AL

1 #RIFE

1.1 WX 5FEACR S

HEYRTH AR X K 1 2R T4 AR MOl SRy B X, 37 1 75 s sk T A IR R 3, LT A 1983.62 km® , ARIX.
PYALER /3 A A7 AR 415.83 km BRI KK H AR I X, WIS X P AR o 0 oo 2 2 1) s B B 5 04
IR A B (GLO (G11 R G12) Ak I T [l 45 PR 3% Ay BELR: , 8™ i 532 1) 12 b, DX 5 R P 4 80 B HE 5 A
H DRI A S (8] 1) o eAb I XY L5 EERRE 85 — BE I K48, 3 20 4F oA — & iR (B2 BE AT
K AR D RER I APR A 2019 4F 4 A%% 5 HERARIL DA (4 9,1 8) ZEHIRIIARIX I D3k i
P4 S A TR AL I 25, O T 2019 4F 9 H SRICA M4 #0m ST BP0, AR S5 R1—R5, Horp
R1—R3 50 3 & FIMETE A, R4 R 4 % BOMEPEANA RS 0 4 % BOIEPE A

2021 4F 12 A4y, 2T RGREYLAMEE 7 FEBIRITAKIX AY 18 I AT 60 2% 5 km KAFELL 715
R 3—4 SRR (B 1), BPAMEEAS (0 R4 W IR A B £k 32 B 0 1) - $ROT BB 10 g R a0 B | R4 8 (8 A
A, GPS AT, ARIEHUIE A GPS TR 7 57 1415 57 st W7 HLE 2 DX, I 7 DXk B 30 178 14 o 25 7 i 30 )
FELE R A A AIE BhERIE , 2K B DX 0 50U 55 B AR MR R SERE AR, []— SRR 4 DX PN A ) — J2 il e S B —
Py e SEMREA SRHERR “ EE R UG, 7 At DX BoR A [R]— A REA A S S A, B AMU ] i
LEFRAEREA 89 1y, ok A BFAEAMA 82 40y, BLUAAMA 7 ) FEAR-80 CHRAT
1.2 MRS MR 5

KH QIAamp Fast DNA Stool Mini Kit ( Qiagen ) {7 & 2 HUE{# DNA, FIH] mtDNA Cyt b 519 114724/
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Fig.1 Study area and sampling sites

H15149" " X 248 DNA S TR, PCR 73 )5 A1 NCBI 50405 P2 BLAST J 81 L X, F— 25 4% S 36 4
FEAR IR . Xk A 5 RERYFE(E DNA, {5 10 X35 DA 5197 (T507 ,T530,T501 ,C143 ' T156 . BM848 N |
OCAM .DM45 il ETH225) * HEATMATR S, X S607 5 A9 PCR 9734 FEPIA3 T 2 25 Pk RSP I 4 0 0] R 25 )5
TAIAE S5 RE AR 5 1A% Z R B A BB UE RN . MR BIR FH 2% PCR ¥ 5 &, B4
ST 3—7 WKEHYE PCR 973, DIHE SR SE R DL ESIIM5 B PCR B3 56 DR RS I 2 L Sk
A5 2 B D REREAS 10 AN TR S BB , A 4K Excel microsatellite tool kit 5-F& K4k v AH DT FC Y 3 (K]
Y F TR TR A [ [l — AR 14 i 0] Ay 40 25 437 35 PR [ sl { — A7 ok, ) — A S 7 S AR AR 22 57
75 380 2 REAE AR IR A S A58

PLX Qi fk ZFX 5 Y Yo ik SRY JEHRBTHY 4 X514, 5T 5410 PCR HE47 S REREAC M0 25 0 . 35—
BRI 2 XRG4 . ZFX1-L.5'-GGT AAG TCC TGT CGC AGC TC-3',ZFX1-H:5'-CGG AAA TTC CCC ATT
CTA GG-3'(425 bp) ;MT1:5’-GCT CTA GAG AAT CCC CAA ATG-3’,DSRYI1-H:5'-ATT CGT GAG CCT GTG
GTA TTG-3'(290 bp) . S AeH HGLISMS [ 438 7™ W B 20 F54E R DNA BiAR >R A 2 XTI 514 . ZFX2-L;
5'-GTT GGT TCT TTA ACG TGA ATT C-3',ZFX2-H:5'-GAA ATG CCT AGC TTC CAT ATC-3'(334 bp) ; DSRY2-
L:5'-CTG AAA AGC GAC CAT TCT TTG-3",DSRY2-H:5’-CAA TTT CTG TTG CCT CTT CG-3'(113 bp) ", 45
MREAFEAT 5 WL S PAT PCR 978G S LA S 104 18 B9 e ik &5 R FDE ], a2/ 3 il BERG
(334 bp ) ZFX #1113 bp B SRY 47 ) MIREAIC S A MEYE s 2270 3 U ZFX 7, A 3 3834 K B SRY 7 1Y
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FEACIE 57 R MEVE 5 B AR T T I M AR AR e 2 7
1.3 FhEEECE T

MRS AU G5 2R AN TR A ] — A H P AR Ao — YD MRS, HABIE s o i AR R S 4, LAt T
PR T RE AR BPAMEACR AR 7E ] — SR 22 DX SN 114 [ — 2 300 B (LI — (3 R A | s e 1 3
RIS, BUR TR R 5 Capwire B0 SERL, BT PR . ECM (even capture model ) il
TIRM ( two innate rates model ) , ECM A7 % AR ISR FIHE A BN B HEAE SR LA — 20, XA B
PR 5 P AR — 30 PR i A B A AR A R AR — B0y, REFPRE S V AR08 1/V, TIRM A58 B Y B A i
TR FPAE A A ) B A7l SR P ARE 3R 25 AR K ZEASE AR AL 15 A 42 R 2 08 M 320 R 2 1A 412 PRI X ( B) 2 5 il
PE(A)BRZEN S IR 10000 ¥R bootstrap K50 774 95% /K- 1 N 1B A7 X 1), Il FTAR P A0 AL 9K L 3
(likelihood ratio test) F B3 FHPE , AR P H .2 25 O, BEHTAMA BA AT AR ECM BRI 5 SR 810
W QAR P EREIE T O, BERI AR AR A 25 AR, TIRM BRI S s SRy afeafy o >
1.4 B 2R SR E

Z54 2018 AT I X N B A Th EERP R A5 ZREEDTAR 5 SRS S T4 B A1 B0 X6 R A ok (% 2 PRI 52
i, AKX B A I R R AT T ER AT XA mtDNA J¥ 81, R FH DnaSP 5,107 P15 Fp e A 2
RV (H) AR ZREE (H) AR ZREME(P,) o YT R EEE , R GenAlEx 6.0 T34 5 1
PR SFOLRE PR (N, ) A RLEFALBERIEC(N, ) W A5 8 (H,) FIIHER 5 (H,) o S50 ik PRIERA A 3507
AE 2> 32 BIREA i A2, 78 FEBOA [ REAS B RPN 5 T S50 B DY 25 B2 (allelic richness, AR ) SR AR 45 57 ik [A]
B, SFALEE A BE R DURP AR S ARRE A 2t Ay R v U0 0 3] 1Y) 55 KR PR R, SR T Allelic Diversity Analyzer
(ADZE) 1.0 AFEAS s/ N BRSO S M AR R 5, R AECARRAS T 4G 56 X 0 H i 5
RESE S BT 22 5 B R 50

R H Cervus 3.0 FEAT ALK | DAVPAR B AS AR A BRI O . 465 1) 6 g T 0] M % 4 I e e
SV R e ACAFIREAS SRR AR 813 1.0, HABZE T4 0 RGEBINME . 4 T ORIESEE 45 R HERA P, e A
P AVEEC A BIAE TR . R Kingroup A o Queller Fl1 Goodnight f 75777 (QGM %) gt
AN ) S22 R B () R SRS B AR T2 SR RBGEIEITE -1 B 1 Z 0], 7R SR R
0.5<r<1 B [F142 [F)BF: ) Se S ALK 5C 2R ,0.25 < r<0.5 B Sy [l A2 S 3 il 8k 5 AL ) S B AL AR G R Y

2 ZER5HH

2.1 PG SRR

HPAMR LS 89 13 (P AEAMA 82 4y, BUAAMA 7 1) FEAEREA, DNA $2HLS Cyr b PN FEAF 83
0y CEFAAMAR 77 453, HOAAME 6 43 REARFIH R 93.26%,, YIRS A% 5L A 72 15 (BF2EAMA 66 43, Tl UM
6 ) FEAR A S HE, oAy 11 132K FH AL ( Capreolus pygargus) o RV RE 72 0y B EREAR 43 )& 51 H (B4
AMAE 46 H (95 1—46) RITAMA 5 H (985 R1I—R5) ) M (F 1), PRI E B, 51 JAKA i 33
HUOMEME 18 H MEREME L 1.83:1 ;46 HEFA/NMAFMEM: 29 H i 17 W, BEREYEEL 17101, BF AR a3 n 1 F
TE PPN AR B L1

66 13 BFAE T EEREAR A JE 46 HAMAR  Hih 2 JUMRPICRAE S 4 1,3 HPCRES] 3 1,8 HPCRES 2 1k,
HAY 33 HPERES] 1 R, 6 (A D REREA Y E 5 HAMAR, o 1 RAMARBICRAEF] 2 1k, Hidy 4 HploR4ES
1R, ST 72 REATIE 51 HAMA, E3 A HAMRBERES] 1.41 R (EFAAMA 1.44 A 1.20 1)
547 Capwire FE P AL, L THEAR MG LA ECM A1 TIRM AR & R, ISR LR ZE SR R P W F W E 0,
VIR AL R AR, DR AR DL ECM B (1 25 S K3, J6TF ECM AR, GE it H 0 Rl G 5
AR RERCE N 85(95% EAF X 18] :63—119) H, I & (Al BERR: A 96 (95% 5 IX ] . 69—152) K, BF4MA
A AR ARG R R, SRR B A T e AR IX AL (B 1)
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Table 1 The collection and identification of red deer fecal samples

Gidics RAEFEALL Yo e BEA KL hEEREA L LA A
Population Collected sample numbers  Species identification samples Red deer samples Identified red deer individuals
PFA= A~ Wild individuals 82 77 66 46

FLIA A4 Introduced individuals 7 6 6 5

#11 Total 89 83 72 51

2.2 JRUARYIBAE TTER

mtDNA 255 87RO FEEN 51 JAMKE Cye b )55 (425 bp) ek )48 547 55 8 4, FRAEHIEL(H)
6 A, FAERIZZREME (H,) oM 0.678+0.059 B H R ZAENE(P,) 7(0.435+0.043) %, T DRSS R B, )5 Fh
BER T3 SN FEIE (N, ) 9 (8.1£1.2) A ARCAE AL FE AL (N, ) 24 (3.9£0.5) 4>, W 24 5 BE (H, ) 77 0.711+
0.046, TR G (H, ) 4 0.695+0.044 , 2018 4FBUH AT FIHELS R BN, N, 8 (5.2£0.7) 4>, N, (3.0+0.4)
AN H, 2N 0.701+0.085, H, 9 0.608+0.059 ( % 2) . Geit &3, N, 8 A0 i Fh e a G S 2850 Tl A i (P<
0.01) , N {E F 80 J5 M-t 53 25 8 TROART (P<0.05)  H, A1 H B 52 PR 5 Fh e s TR i (B 25 58 8
F(P>0.05) , FAIEHFFEEE(AR) G55 Bon UG FHE AR h 6.37+0.82 (RIS HU A A4 1 B A= Bl e
AR 245.93£0.70) ,iHTT A 4.65+0.53 , L 2 B J5 R B i Tl T, SEA (N, ) R, AR EFAb
T 1] B AR R RE ST A7 P48 2.9 A4S S ik PR R BB 9 35t A4 ) B vl o | A B BF AR VR

5 HBAAMRR S 252 250 (r) -0.297+0.613,46 HEFAEANMAR) r }3-0.022+0.212, H T J5 FH#ER -
9-0.023+0.215 , VLB X RHE NS 734 2 2% RECH I A B =38 2 5 AR 3 (P>0.05) . R T HRIIE
AU E SR HERPE B DR A AL VS ECA AR TR . FE TR 76 51 HA R A8
FNAC AT 8 XF AL-F 7 Kb BE-F 5 6, HAbph K3 38 HUAMA Hgy 13 MRS ETFRA, Hd 15 %
L -F W 352 Z280(r) M 0.612(0.521—0.764) , 13 XFEE-FAY r 4 0.628(0.522—0.853) , 7E 2% R 50 4h ek
— SRR T R RN A SR R SRR R IR R R O R3 MR ( Q) 5 2 SAMAKR( 8 ) TE
AP EAE AR 1 AR Q) .

F2 EFFSMHIEEI(A) ER(B) BEMBEE SHETL

Table 2 Genetic diversity changes of red deer population before (A) and after (B) releasing

{345, Locus N.(A) N,(B) N.(A) N.(B) H,(A) H,(B) H.(A) H.(B)
T507 3 9 1.4 4.0 0.300 0.725 0.259 0.752
T530 7 10 4.3 6.4 0.875 0.824 0.768 0.844
T501 4 6 1.6 2.4 0.333 0.580 0.389 0.590
€143 3 4 2.0 2.0 0.500 0.510 0.502 0.510
T156 7 15 3.6 5.7 0.875 0.816 0.722 0.825
BM848 6 8 3.6 3.9 0.900 0.763 0.718 0.742
N 2 2 1.9 1.8 0.469 0.500 0.476 0.444
OCAM 6 5 35 3.8 1.000 0.961 0.717 0.736
DM45 6 10 3.8 3.1 0.828 0.694 0.738 0.679
ETH225 8 12 4.7 5.9 0.931 0.740 0.788 0.832
SEHI{E Mean 5.2 8.1 3.0 3.9 7.01 0.711 0.608 0.695

N, : S FEFEL Number of alleles; N, : 4 20 55 {1 3 I L Effective number of alleles; H, : Wil 2% 5 & Observed heterozygosity; H, : M1 ¥ 42 & &

Expected heterozygosity

3 it

31 MRS
AWFFEEE T AR PR ST A E ECM BTG, 45 AN TH O A A 40 19 87 2 1 B M X 85
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(63—119) H i+ A G AREAR 5 00 5 R AR 96 (69—152) K, SR A 6 I FEAR) 5 HUH MR
TR I T 11 2, 95% & 45 X (R N i e A E G 1 T 6 W, H R 25k A BUEAMA R R
R ERRA G, 45 G BPAERBEECR ISP ITAS U BOE J5 S35 E REFI A 90 (68—124) H | %57 HL Al
REA R 0.045(0.034—0.063) H/km® , ABFFEEER, KT Qi 55K FMP AELILPEAL 5K ) A I8 AR IX
I S SRR (0.15—0.75 H/km®) 7' FMP BELR R 45 S IRA YR A H TG ShBE R, 0 5% 24h N4
ITRELR B R M BB HORHE AR BRI O iR — R e B R, O R 5
Al IRHE A Y B G S th 22 2R R R R R FE R DSBS BEJEE (Alces alces ) A 4
PO L FMP AR TR I 25 R m TR AR EE L 3 A5 DA L, IR 48 B SRS ey FEZ AR L, 3R
P PERR S T R R T 0 5B G507 vk 545 R g Rl MR e At R AU A Y e i
MRIX T RERIRE A Z= 890 574 1(0.29 H/km?) |, 8 B % 4 X 2 JEE RS 16 A7 90 KK 58 S 8 K 2= ), RFAIF
FEIX 18 M Y BF AN AR A 3 A0 s ), 25 BEAIRE 32 24 P A TR R AR IX LS 8 AR, At
AU b 2 DX T R A 3 T M T A AR IX L, S 2 A0 D R R A A A SR A — 2
3.2 JUEAY AL BTk

W s ol ) T SIS A5 F 5 LA AT DA ROHE B AR R, 5 v Bt A% 2R a0 I A R R R A R S AR Y
mtDNA 945 5 8 7, JBOE J5 A e i s B 246 PE (H, ) M 0.678 £0.059, B H R Z FEME (P,) M (0.435+
0.043) % , I G TR (H, =0.5) ST TR ZHEE (P,<0.5%) , IA Ry & BRI 3003000 i PR 3 14 <
RAFFNBRAYLE R H5 2018 4E 7R 087 A FEERF IS 2518 A — 20 TR SR L B (N,) R, AR
YR EF AN 1) BF AR FRRE G AT RN 8073 2.9 A B S0 I Ul BB st (L W w5 | ABFAE R, 5
2018 AFH AT SR N 32 HAMRREA AR L, AW JE 1) 51 AN AR AS 2 i 39 i o] g 2 1A R < 97 4%
P73 PR AR AR 0T Ry T BR AR AR 2 B 5 T, LARE AR S8 /N B4 R R A R BRI A I IR
(AR) IZEF B O G R AR 4 6.37+0.82, At 5 HBURAMA K BT A4 R AR 4 5.93+0.70, ¥ F 704
(2018 4F) 1Y AR {H 4.65+0.53 , Wi — DU WL BPAM O 42 & 1 S RERMIE Y 5% Z AR 7KF o T30 e R
A4 A LR (V) (8.1 1.2) A, B R HE B (N,) K (3.9+0.5) 4, N AEW H B F KT N, (P<
0.01) , WEE R A EAARAMIRAFAESFA IE P T2k Bt AL Z M T BRI AU
3.3 AR B IR

215 2 AR ZEFAMIOA 5 RAMASI AR . RSN S ORI AL 2R B SRR 2 s i 1
Bk /LN S VDRI 1S SR N 1 500 W= R Nt B ISR i 9 @ N B a S 75 R el g e X S L S
YR, HOERT O B A — @ METAME R RE T, I 5 I AEIR B 3—4 & BT AR AT 5 FUR0E A 1A oy A DU

WL, Wi RS B RIS R PP A R W ORI R R P 2 b B T B AR A O B R SGE I
(R RS BB R A R I B ANE N L BFAMEOR B Y B R — A MRS
THPANEAH ' AR RAE E R BB R3 MR (@) B A 2 SR ( 6 ) FERFAM LI BAH R T R
115K Q) K FEERFEASN B S HE PR HE— 2B R FAQ 11 SAMERF G I BUAR R AE T REACRAEAL
BRW] AR R3 ARG THER | Dk Fal , 7011 SMAGL TE B AR, SCAS 2 S MR T B EET
MY, B REV AR MR | L Sk P B ARAR, S BEACRTE R —HER A, AT RE S TAUMAR S 2
BRI Y BB BRGNS R P AR FORE (46 SN ) R E EE 1,710 1, B S o
HECST HANA) RO MEMENELE 1.83:1, AW BTSN IR B i 1 A B0l SEARARE R SRV AR U VA AR A B4
IR EE RV 2 ZHURUAYE B, RO #E— 2D IT R EF AN I S HAB B E Yy B e I FOE s 4 (4 1 15 % 5
2%,
3.4 fRIPSEBEY

FETARUMITTE R, X BEPEITAR DX R AL B JEEAR A 1) P 75578 IR HE DA S8 (1) 287 B RE R B el S 4
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oA TARIXALER , 52 30— A A b SRR 2 | A IS 5 T B Y T bR X g G 5 b A6 5 N A S g 1 A At f2 ol
L JEE R 1) P DX R S LB SR i 7 S AT, DT 52 B JEE AR L B R R A8 PRSI R 1 (2) S T APRER
RARIRAFAEZEA FE TN T2 N8 A% 22 R T I 14 XIS, S U800 A A7 YA TR 70 A6 A7 5 DAL P o 0 £ 47, 4k
SR PE TR AR A B AU, 48 o I AR TE] (9 B DRSS 5 (3 ) S U B AR 2 e 2 R /T ARG, ) 5 i
S v P MR RESE DA P2 B 3 L HEAG T TT 5 (4) RAKEARBHZLAMHBL . GPS I5T Rl B I e je A A~ 336 sl 4 A L 538
SEIE R ROTRABIESE , A BB T S A T 15
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