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Genetic conservation of Cycas taitungensis: population genetic

structure, demographic changes, and the source identification of

ex situ planted C. taitungensis
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Pt BRR 24t o Fl AL HEN FppoehpiciE s 4 DNA 75 7
B oAFRBED S M o F R NiF ; AFRBETREBEIGREL 1 7o AFF
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Abstract

Cycas taitungensis Shen, Hill, Tsou & Chen is endemic to the East Taiwan, restricted
distributed in the areas of Taitung Hongye Village Taitung Cycas Nature Reserve and the
Coastal Range Taitung Cycas Reserve. The conservation genetics of C. taitungensis has
been concerned for a long time. However, the limitation of lower evolutionary rates in
organelle DNAs or allozymic markers restricted the accuracy of genetic-diversity
estimation and the estimates of the effective population size. The further exploration on
the genetic-related spatial distribution and genetic structure were neither able to be
performed. We are also going to compare the ex situ planted C. taitungensis with the wild
populations in order to understand the sources of these planted C. taitungensis. Therefore,
we used the microsatellite marker with highly evolutionary rate for estimating the genetic
diversity and the effective population sizes of the extant populations. There are three
goals in this study: (1) comparing genetic variations between the main population
(Hongye Village) and the marginal population (Coastal Range) of C. taitungensis; (2)
evaluating the population genetic structures and effective population sizes of the wild
populations; and (3) identifying the sources of the ex situ planted C. taitungensis. The
results showed medium level of genetic diversity in wild populations of C. taitungensis
and the level of genetic diversity was not significant different between populations.
However, significant genetic structure was detected between populations and between
subpopulations, due to different allele frequencies between populations. population
genetic differentiation between and within populations could be related to the limited
seed dispersal and pollen flow. The population of Coastal Range has high inbreeding
coefficient and the non-random association of gametes resulting in lower effective
population size. The compartment 23 of the Hongye Nature Reserve has the high value of
inbreeding coefficient but the lowest effective population size, and the recent severe
bottleneck or fragmentation could be the reason of population size decline; in contrast,
the compartment 40 has the highest effective population size, which could be due to the
multiple sources of genotypes and highly genetic heterogeneity. The microsatellite
analyses show consistent consequences with the previous analyses of AFLP that C.
taitungensis is genetically differentiated within and between populations. In addition, the
assignment test showed that the most examined planted individuals of C. taitungensis
were sourced from three compartments of the Hongye Nature Reserve instead of the
Coastal Range. Small amounts of planted C. taitungensis were assigned to the type of C.
revoluta. Our results showed information of population genetic structure in wild C.
taitungensis. Restoration and reforestation should consider the genetic and geographic
distributions. Small-ranged management units should be considered when collecting
seeds for restoration and reforestation. We also suggest keeping and protecting the
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habitats for preserving the natural resources for the growth and reproduction of wild C.
taitungensis, in order to maintain its effective population size. Furthermore, sympatric

plantation of different cycad species should be prevented to decrease the probability of
introgression.

Keywords: Cycas taitungensis, microsatellite DNA, genetic diversity, population genetic
structure, effective population size, management units
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TEKR G SR E SR g P o F A B4 BB (Cycas, Cycadaceae)
B v Y R ATR 2 P SRR AT R (AT )] A
(Nagalingum et al. 2011) - ] * 'm®z 7 2 #z B DNA % 4 F & 7 TE > 3 RHRLE
B BB R Qs - & BB B AT H Il TR ED L B
FAoe FHEFLEG A PBEHTCFE BRI S L LA S R
(Nagalingumetal. 2011) » J* 2 % Bp f 0 A3 2 4 B ARAB L G530 - RE 2 A en
mire ¥R AFLP TR BB HD RS R A S B R m A F 4 B Rl
(Radha and Singh 2011) » # 32 F§ 3t Qﬁ&,@kg@fg# BE M2 FE S
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Lo o fmRle * s T et oh C.oseemannii chif @ g 4E 0 IR TG A%

Z 3 ek FERA T B (e Bk~ A %{%é,ﬁi) N A e e L
mj B iv 2o 32 24 (Keppel 2002) 5 & # & < B @ 2 — 4 hfg i K4 (C
debaoensis) % ¥ & 48 DNA 7 7 >3 I { ATv /an PEHEEL A R TR
WREFFT P B of 4 it (Zhan et al. 2011) > iz B % % & Xie et al. (2005)41 * I1SSR
e BRI E - Koo Xie et al. (2005)F 1n % 0 ehif @ A iL 24 R FRAB
% 23] (island pattern) eniR '~ # 5 B2 B 2 0 & §F [ESKEB A & ¥ (C. balansae
complex)ers 3 ¢ & I LR HE ~ 10 e %i/j?fxi # ik (historical demography) 12
3B R AF R I B g N ke R AR E 2 (vicariance event) i@ B fke 18 4
AR T B R F B(Xiao and Gong 2006) ; % ISSR = 3 ¢ Rl mF Y
#48(C. guizhouensis) et st B & M e 2 H F 5 &P Bg i @ 4~ 1 (Gsr= 0.4321) -

S
Peowe g
vk
4y

“\ Tﬁ]

k

T 4w R g R E N 01T 2 (inbreeding) ~ E 4L L snenAA Fl 4] 5 B (Xiao et al.

2004) ; & 2 A0 chidw FRa(C. fairylakea) B t+_ AFLP i/ 7 ¢ B3RP E AR R b
AGRPEE AL R NERLEIEEFEA REEHLI L BB LN

WERE R F]R i A AR AR T R RN BHMA (XA e L X BB
®H BTG L 3 ATEFEP A T L B4 % ¥ (substructured population)(Jian et al,
2006) ; ™ &~ # AR & g s R L F 37 F45(C. micronesica) » & ~ A EFE T R IRLP
it o EhF RIS EF AL RV B Al B SRR R

e i endhp 02 (Zhan et al. 2011) - # ¥ 5 22 i * RV ﬂwﬁzj FH(2 R
) A L+ 5 B (Cibrian-Jaramillo et al. 2010) o R i B AR LS HE I IR
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#45(C. revoluta)® P|# % & 0 1% RAPD 4 3 9558 7 49 BE 2000 = 2 3% ehnaf
FRAEH 2 G @ B PR CEER T F 2% iR r i iBedazd 4
Ji #= 4 47 (Principle coordinate anaIyS|s PCoA) % 4 (Indira et al. 2011) ; £ %48 2 } 2
8 DNA o452 @/ 2 F GIiIR3F § F om0 4 ¥ @»biﬂ B 2AF
(nucleotide diversity 7 = 0.00071) P H I MBS T s LR B PR A

v fpand @A Rl X B F e & kP (Quaternary glacials) pF E 13
5% ¥3 50 2o e 25(Kyoda and Setoguchi 2010) -

o & #48(C. taitungensis Shen, Hill, Tsou & Chen) & 5 ##3 ffed > » #3058 L
MLFo P Bd EEAAN AR CER S LRSB) RFETFE AR &L
ﬁa&*g B TEE RS 1923 2 40 RI1)E A ALK S L ERE D A ERER(ER

PR #EERS 3132 ﬂiﬂ%ﬁﬂp\) o m KFRAB A T HBHR LT LEH S L
ér?:iﬁaﬂ RET® 2 Dot 2 D2 5H B A LREHERPC 0 SRATE DL
i g%‘i*f*-x Bk 5K BRAE S 'l'i" R B AR R FF AR
CRIEM H*ﬁ %@%ﬁ#m@almﬂﬁ{@ﬁ+ﬂp#m®%1*’
A’F'F'ﬁ—r’é R EEF DA T RBRLABEZ P ELTET L B ERSAT
F S HIRE TSV A ﬁé’r{ﬁﬁmﬁa?ﬁi%‘%i 4, 4p k8 (Alvarez-Yepiz et al. 2011) - % #
FPeE A 2004 & F 4 oA FRAB e A 4 L2 R E R @7 3 (Huang et al. 2004) »
z fr“%fiﬁ,#—* AR MR LR T PRREAE SR RAPM(r=095) TS F
FHREL G EF AT RE LR H < (80~400 #i/4R) » B gk LA
T MR AR A0 S L EREE xiix—?iﬂgg (ArEF P )PRFT -RAZT (A
F)PEFT 2 ERSE G PR DLE o p b Rl &L R s R 5 4
1.7:1 (Huang et al. 2004) » i2£2 & ~ JEEE 7 S thif B 1 L 474k ik enF 0 (2.3:1)% 3
AR REERD LK GL B BTG o i4ﬁ#*ﬁ*kﬁmﬁﬁ*
o KRB @ %ﬂfg 4 (He = 0.039) > *& 3% ei:f 1@ & 14 /] (& IL;}F]%:FST—OOEL) )
B BGHT F A R E RN DGR B F]F 4 R (Huang et al. 2004) -

Em\g:g
1
&
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FER CAFRBOEFR BT AL FAFETRERH TG O IFENFEY o JI
F(E &2 L RW)DNA & L FRBE TG A RE T 7 ¢ F IR &7 AR
By B2 EFFE LG AT L § 5 B A T 0 A b A
LG EREA P RA A EL L2 RS EReEDNA R L ET
ik B (paraphylly)(Chiang et al. 2009) o pt ¢F 7n 4 ig ot g4l @ %ﬁlﬂ < g aggre
% % (newly derived mutations) » % #&F3TE PR K F 5 AP B FR 2 B4 T gzs;
FEd R R D g dc(Chiang et al. 2009) - ik o fy:}}%“-‘(m%s_* g

Klopfstein et al. (2006) #+#& 1 % 7 surfing mutation model vied A f i@ R
TR X RBERd £ oA po EER B 4 (lost)2 & 5 5 T R % (deleterious
mutation) @ i ;2 £ A %7 2 #4c(Travis et al. 2007) » & 7 & & é&kéﬁ« S pia - I - ¥ AL
Moo T E K f s LR BA T gy P P IS é\a&iﬁ«mtﬁ’iw’ 8 2 F
w75 et £ RNA %iE = 2:( RNAediting sites) * @ 1548 RNA Shif = Zhenik F fote
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Mige L 3 E %4 (Chenetal. 2011) > ¥ B3 Pt fis B IR > 37 § A3 o d
v BAPF DR ERDRE B A ghash kst DNA @ (Chaw et al. 2008) » @ izt i%
G T kP RNAIE S i FRRiE chwe BAF o RE @ fEF f5d < ¥ 430 %2
PLIR R B FRE S 2 B R 2 R TY i Ry B (Chaw et al. 2008; Chen et al.
2011) -

FOU e FEROYF it F > L 0 DNA 2 A 42 R EmA S L&
2 BB R ARR 2 TR 2 RES LA € (recent demography)e £ H 5 & gl mﬁ‘ff_ AR
8 DNA % ¥ % &8 DNA i%’ﬁ“‘? 2 % if @ (Zhong et al. 2011) » F) 1 * 1k R
Mz 2 % DNA % W& # R B~ F @ 55707 300 LR ’x%ILLE
BHEE T EFLTS G RS EF BN ERRMORFT 2 E AT
s & 4f (genome duplication) i 2 & fA+ 454 > » 2 ¢ W] o] B G rEF S
/| # %3 B (Gorelick and Olson 2011) o & fRiz it "% M i@ 5 R P chF|+ # ;ﬁd ¥ -
ﬁ_k[’]m&; A4 B é"](pseudogenes) ;ﬁd LA =2t A S AT (mcomplete concerted
evolution) % 4 (Xiao et al. 2010) eipHE e @ SRR B S B e A T P
B bldoti 48 ITS # B E o LA S A AT R arEE R A, 0 i h AT
R i R (G dosc ik 48 DNA)W’H§ P AR EanEE e SRR LFE T RS LK
BT A EHZ G SR A HEEY YR R s DNA
(microsatellite DNA) i 52 2 F & fFid s ARz 3B M T RpFILR7 F
EE(EEEE S LWEE)GEFH G B L R > 77 Bayesian coalescent-based
inferences (Beaumont et al. 2002); %5 4 ¥ 2 48 L %FH 2 G »%F X ) > 110 fE
2o RERBZ BT S RPIRIR .

AR HERESOAGE DD S ARE R RE AR TRl URE R
PRIESER S T LEE S ER e LR T DL I ST RNEER Y
LRH(EERH)E FHORHGEALICEH)DE R R R (2imRRHA 2 R
M(E R )l B () B ER G 2RSS (A RRRIE R R R
L Py RS S R
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MG B A RAZ LA (D)o A AR B EE (L EER) SR AL
WoRE) LB S R L BARA 2 LF G A RER Sl B RS RH D AL B (2)
pRFRBZ FAEE A ) EPSQ)RATERILEZ CARBRARILTE kP H-
o Jpt B AL 7 0k R R

(1) A& %#efyes 30 5PV R CEH S AREBP RETHH 19 Hhrr
23 HRTTE 40 HRTTA W[ B~ 36 ~ 47 ~ 42 FRfEth S MR 0 ¥ oehd 3hE ALk 5 g
MRV HE B AL S LR R R A2 s A FR e s Y B
ARARE bt o RB-EAE Y ATH  AXFFZE P UF 0% o NN
BBF KT o

(2 AW4 HEFREFZ RAOIINE s SLF B2 H L 98 5 A FRéfiz B 2k EB 46
B2 Pk HREEPSIEDNA B ET R o

(3) HeiRlhod FRABTT 2 {E A 34 PR 2 31 /h R Bt 14 R & 5 Rl B e i
705 o

2. Hefrk 48 DNA 513 %3t
HriEh B DNA 2 v i F P> Tt 7 % 30 jparfﬂf RIS ELGE  H a2V
FRMFIET2T > FIP AT TEMEFELEY DNA T s 3Rk 2733 5 &
M2 47 o i 48 DNA S 45 P AFllem@ P KEH A7 0 * F #icix>
L8 T (noncoding region) o d ANiE it i F R sV T RRTH 2 FCF 2 LAY
2 h t DNA B33 m % o d 2WEN T AR AT P E > ZpptiR~a &
B 2 ¥ i ok b (higher transferbility) o & 4% A& ¥ e ficfer & 48 DNA (genomic
SSR)=néwiE + - ¢ * AFLP of sequences containing repeats (FIASCO) e 3% iE (7 & i3
(Zane et al. 2002) » & 12 7 = 2. biotinylated probes [B-(AG)is, B-(AC)15]i& 7 DNA 32
& g &3 2 genomic SSR o f 4w p 7 2 pcfErh 8 DNA A FI R A 7|2 5
A R R 3l F B PCR 43 - Forward 51+ 2. B 71 e 575 & = F 4R 2
oo 1R A B AR A & A F1Al E(genotyping) 2 * oo gt R4 F B B A B
American Journal of Botany (Ju et al. 2011) - gt ¢k » 2% i 7= jp|2& Cibrian-Jaramillo et al.
(2008)#773¢ B 2. EST-SSR 31+ » :& FRIGE  RIp3-d 0 7 0 AP R P dy 12
B P A TFIL (R ) B S NFRBR D SRR -

ATIE1F 2 dciE: %8 DNA 51 3+ #1248 PCR (gradient PCR) 1> %45 & &oif & ik &
& & (annealing temperature) > ™ {7 % &7 (% - ) & A & {7 agarose % *q
TAL Y FETPCRF ¥ 52 A2 £ R 1501 7 f # %k hi€ 7 #CHE 4 DNA
TROMARILERREALA TR EA TR SOLE o SHRBIGRD KayeiFEL £
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DNA 7 g2 % A1 > 536 PCR F 453 1 > #-A 48 {7 1.5% agarose " g T A &
o mT PCR F ES# 2252 L RISLEFRP f e R T A (polyacryamide
gel electrophoresis - #§ # PAGE) » ™ 10% Acryamide:Bis (29:1):* # "} %8 - PAGE 1
ROV &7 14~16 /) PFreng A > HETR A& 5 2 B A& 5 > T2 Quantity-One v
4.62 (BIO-RAD):ES 2|66 < o » 45 91 8 5 A4 2 pictirk 48 DNA A F & « § ik
B8 51t o oeg(Ethidium bromide > i L EtBr) % & 04 b T R EE > EBiEF o

AEEF TR F 513 5t A - o

3 pAFREHE P S R

Mcte: 8 DNA 2 2|3 12 Genetic Profiler (Amersham Biosciences)i& i » £ 1 *

GenAlEx v 6.41 (Peakall and Smouse 2006)3* & #cfF s 48 DNA 5 @ 5 i 44 #ic A

(number of effective allele) ~ Ho (observed heterozygosity) 2 He (expected

heterozygosity) - ¢+ * 73+ & & f6 2 17 % f% #(inbreeding coefficient) - 12 7] T 4y #ic

(fixationindex, F)k * & FiEE HeM % i H=1-F& 7T aligimF2 38 -
Ho 1

F=1-—=—"
He 6+1

Bh o L SRR R EFL el @R o SRl GenAlEX v 6.41 (Peakall and
Smouse 2006):& {7 &~ + % & &~ 17 (Analy5|s of Molecular Variance, AMOVA) :& = 1000
=t R E AF il 0 T O-statistic BlEBE I F mé;al v 12 0=0.05 i% 5 2

HABRRE LT BRH W&? PR FSLR v T F A RS
(Principle Coordlnate AnaIyS|s PCoA) » #ipliz i 32 FFend B thf Fid
(heterogeneity) > & iz B % — $h~ % = $hZE % = TR KB R R RA ;%% .

Sz R ERNEHRAFEZ TP ER RN UE A RL T EREARHL

FH-oRoe

e KBRS 2 2ENEBEHE B e KB > APRFEF
Bayesian-clustering assignment test » 3= iz & > ¥ 54 » 24 7 i * STRUCTURE v. 2.3.3
ﬁi%ﬁ(Falush et al. 2003; Falush et al. 2007; Pritchard et al. 2000)i& 7 #* 78 & 47 » i% 5 3=

- EAGF A3 o — &3 e 28 (assignment test) e ;ﬁ d 2y A Eﬁ:%lﬁf:(K) SR TR
f, (posterior probability) 2 j& {¥ Mean L,P(K) - # %-p&Evanno method (Evanno et al.
2005) 2 Ly'(K) [FLoP(K) —LP(K — D] ~ IL"(K)| [FIL(K + 1) - Ly/(K)]] ~ AK [=
m(L"(K))/S[L(K)], m% s& ®] & T i2ig 2 R 1 > 32 & it chs FH(KE) - 1395
Evanno et al. (2005) =i 2% - % K = iR 2 ¢ 4~ o Tl Rt s R £ hAKHT
Hehg % ¢ 2 B iE e ¥l o A PR 2K = 1~10 » rzadmixture model (Hubisz et al.
2009):& {7100,000=% burn-in periods% # 4 1,000,000=% et » ¥ & H20=x:F 5 » £
#4718 5 % (Result file)ie 7 R 452 F @ 1 i gt 8 STRUCTURE HARVESTER v.
0.6.8 (Earl and vonHoldt 2011)i& i71& & » {7 ¥ i cPKiE o f 87 S & cKiE 18 (1395 .5
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Y oK=27kidama#Hik) £ £ z‘f;? r2admixture model:& {7 1,000,000=% burn-in periods
% 10,000,000=% erfict > I LR A B Bt G o

4, LA BT A EEFEL AL LA *f?/,,\ﬁ

B REFEEEE P2 M % AP * Geneland 4.0 #c48 (Guillot et al. 2005)
ECA Y i IR N {? VR EE 2V S L B @ 4 > 3 2 Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC)i& & ;&7 b *i# Y (Bayesian approach) k& iz 48 & 23 & o
=+ (assignment test) 2 H % % F§ T oo TR F oA mAS R T
(Hardy-Weinberg) # i 4 - = (linkage ethbnum)m*x%; *ﬁ ;ﬁ P fREAR Y itk
AT HRALSGHDBLFENEZELFENTF AT o 2w 535G EF DA EEK
(K> Aird K120 27 10 £ e @ 8 > S mjpr @ f A3 ‘f
30,000 = burn-in * # > £ i& {7 500,000 B~k >+ 100 ~ P~ - =t - i& & pF Poisson
process & ~ ¥ 2 % &% 5 100 Poisson-Voronoi tessellation =4% < 2t (nuclei)ﬁxﬂ'
B3 5 300 i 2 mixture models & 7 Hk o ERE RS > AP AR EZI0BE
% i 5 <0 log posterior probability L =i > {2 B & E G A d Iog posterior
probability T 35 s H ik E 2735 o

5. & K BRI D g kR ]
FOAEF A2 G BRI A TR TR E o0t 2 2 1% Burrows’ composite A

I A CUEE AT 7 bR A T S 2 F i 52 (Waples 2006; Waples and
DO 2008) - d * T i¢ ik 2 fe sl A} T o et hF CURER § T 5 REA ) hL
PRERA A E hip L T b hd ¢ B en g F1 R (T physically unlinked
loci) » 7= it F] 5 chance effect @ & 3 d1:@ 48 2 T fg=(Hamilton 2009) o p* ¢k » =¥ +
gt S R R RRERA B ERBAH T TR E > Aipl F]F T
R S S rﬂt“\lf“izﬁ [ @ iE it bl R WA TR o i g a T
f;mmpﬂ, E G OROEE A ) o o475 * Waples and Do (2008)% E It %k ek 48
LONE t58% iz B » Gyt SrBek 2 B B RS V(3R P A TR ) ke
T o i,ﬁiﬁ«x 2 -5 F BLAEE R ] o

6. & K FRABTF A > Bt AE R Btk

8 e fﬁw’iﬂwm 2 A DNA S BT > R R il et
PCoA % Bayesian clustering assignment test > ;ﬁd F 1P B OB SRR P R R
kR e SR AL R T R BB R R LT § R
PREaiEEEY 19 HRIT AT i 1 At H @RI ok p At A AL cnlF

—J'*i;o

10
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RGeS KRB DI BB e F R A A LR A &3 167 - 5 0

R A FE A A6t o T T A IR GBI 4 R R 34 B A L
WA BHRAEAE IR 1T AR EFA SRR T o

1 7 AT

vl TR R R B mﬂdf" e i 2R BB i MR T 4 s "1‘@*5 L
AR R ARG RTINS R e T2 12 B S A
A& ¥/ > 41* Beaumont and Nichols (1996)+# ! 2. DFdist = /= > # B4 M}ﬁ@: Fst
bR BRBE s F A E o 5% RPN TSP M kg o AP
LOSITAN #x %2 (Antao et al. 2008)# | 12 B #cir i 42 DNA A Fl A ang B % 2 /4 it
At RIS BAFIATFEBRERZ A VAR S M 23 95% 1 #F % B ek s
= % 3 i (outliers) » AR 5 ¥ &t % T =% #% (balancing selection) sk ] A (Bl - ) »
WOF A TLi@Tiﬁ?ﬁx@]ﬁ"? R A FLZXPBAYEFFEF T A RANEFFER
P ¥ e &d R BT X j&(balancmg selection) e/ 4 #73>3% X H R4 § s fA7
B AT e s > a5 BRFER > B FHY F A HDRALEF > mfL T
frx o Rt BAFIAISTARL P F 2 AT e B AT R
PR A R (R )RS AR

2. i@kéﬁ«"’"i Z¥ s R T #=(Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) s ig)
/; BT ATHE S A EER(R A)A F e o Fe R T

R R R IR R L. X B LS R
xﬁﬂﬁ%f°ﬁw'*ﬁiihwwiﬁﬁﬁﬁPw’%ﬁUTFérmfb%%%a.iﬁ
(#2)e F %A LE (5 19 $h8L - 23 $h512 4o+#fryafaﬁ_¢wf*¢i$’ Pl

EF G 90%cAk FI A s T g A B L% G T0% R E R Aes BT o Mot i
BREEEROLARSEFLEFEA T3 OGS E W e BT reh
PR (e pEF S ) ~RE SRR ) o B EF Y 5 19 53T~ 23 $hr12 40 H
o w5 80% ~ 30%% 50% ek F Ak ik Afes JE T HF 0 Bor ) 23 FRFLE AT FRFLE
MBI RIE R EE o

3. ¢ K FREBRTT 4 R34t A FPIE

Bk CRHE G AT i X7 o ity BT A R R A G TR
ARELREr BALBEFELSUERL o LB AT AR SRRP VT
FenZ BRI B e A Flie SR G a0 0 B2 A A B A i AL B S
ER BN ﬂﬁ&jm%ﬁﬁﬁ¢%mﬁﬁéﬂm¢ﬁﬁﬁ(%:%ﬁ'bm
B A F R A & 18 A Fl(dominant alleles) + 28 4 v 4 - Y F R B0 Kk
B 5 ¥ 3 F(private alleles » 4ok F1 3 Cy-250 0 Bl =) > e o EEE 2 B
FId A EH I RFBATF] > F 2R e b B EORE S BT RS A

11



100 k4 -7.1-1%-88

ﬂ\F

CE

ALl R e L TIgRCS hff 2 G 2 $His AL ) (rare & private aIIeIes) A A
FPE vt e ? Tk AR BB FoRE o @ s L A& kp &G i AT
XD TR o

4. o K FRARTT 2 REE B 5 R4 R

BB IR ORBIY 0 5 LRI 4 EEE R ¥t s 2 Fllic(No. of different alleles,
Na) 5 6.5+0.885 » F »c¥fis A Fl#ic A 5 2.965+0.395 ~ £ 4| & F pLiplE Ho & 9 % (&
He 4 %] 5 0.453+0.040 % 0.625+0.034 » 1T % #cR i % » 5 0.279:0.043 » &2 &
WA A B G M(22) A B R (CEREZ B ALR)DE BB R4
o R BEBELR 0 FooxH l%ﬁ_kﬂﬁi:A & B 5 2.764£0.398 2 2.586+0.347 (P =
0.7218, Student’s t test)* £ 3] & + jLip| & Ho R 4 %] 5 0.468+0.042 2 0.410+0.051 (P
=0.4004) > £ 4] & 3 # ¥ i@ He » %] 3 0.590+0.040 2 0.548+0.062 (P = 0.5248) >
R T 2 s 5 % M(F = 0.206£0.044) - fx & A 5% (F = 0.254+0.065) %
A¥F LR (P=05849) -

LERHEZ BHITHL R > 23 IR A & 3 Rl E 2 8 ¥ (Ho = 0.509+0.030,
He = 0.567+0.033) ie.359% % ** 19 77 (Ho = 0.428+0.060, He = 0.532+0.055) # 40 +k3L
(Ho =0.509+0.030, He = 0.567+0.033) > 7= Student’sttest eniE %5 A T RE F i £
(Ho 2 He : 19 +krT vs. 23 $+3T P =0.2461 %2 0.5931 ; 19 $krT vs. 40 +£5T P = 0.6724
% 0.8050 ; 23 +k¥Tvs. 40 k¥ P = 0.4581 % 0.7734) - @ AT < (2t > 23 $RFL7~
Fod et 2 2 #c(F=0.097£0.040) & I H =3 BREA 2 A8 ot DR E o
@ 19 $kF7(F = 0.205£0.080) ~ 23 +krTeiT % % #c(F = 0.178£0.084) P| v% #1223 K713
(emakx L8 19 +kFTvs. 23 52 P = 0.2249 ; 19 +x5T vs. 40 k5T P = 0.7582 ;

23 #RFT vs. 40 +RFT P = 0.3627, Student’s t test) o 1T % x#cenid & 22 8 T frenig ip|
L IRem L5 W 23 FRFLHAA I T A FI A Bl 0 HiTR Gl BETER

RS R AT
@R

5.1 5 L FRBTIF 4 %H L+ % E ~17(AMOVA)

BB HRR Y o F L AMOVA 2 {7 % #3 %A 2 R 2 19 $hoT
23 131~ 40 Jf#fi*%ﬂalﬁ BHEE A (Lr) FIRA S feehid B R AT EE
(71%) » & %3 eid BB A # § P AL B (DsT = 0.290, P =0.001) » @ F 3P %
FROEHRFRET 1% fpFahd @R 75 PHEDLE (Dsc = 0134, P =
0.001) /% ALli# 2 c HE S H R F e BRI 18% ~F HEFLE ((DCT20180
P=0.001) ¢ &% &7 i&kéﬁ« ERILEHRE LT N DG P RS B
4% ¥ Huang et al. (2001)F] * ¥ % %8 DNA % = 548 DNA &R = £ 530 5 )%_L]_,nf
EFSH o A H R 2 Fé"'fnl% A K2 % %15 F 7 I (cpDNA Fst = 0.0056;
MtDNA Fsr = 0.021) = i& ¥ &t 2.4 >t ficiE s 1 DNA 2% 1 i A& #0°¢ F DNA £ 7
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S

LA H F %18 DNA 2 4548 DNA & 7% i p) i dp 2 i @ 4 it > @ Huang et al. (2001)
A E AT 2% X F fieend 3 ) (haplotypes) ¥ i E_d 3 R < B 53 { AT
£ 7k #p 2 4e £ ) % B (ancestral polymorphism) » @ & 2 F priT#p 5 4 2 WA 1L o

52 i i fh4 15 (PCOA)

A REAITASE TR CARBENRRE A RS LS A F > L3 L BHAE D
~ryLFif(B= A ﬁ#ﬁa%ﬁmﬁmiﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ4*ﬁ?&
m
H

[_

.
4

AL LA IS é\@wﬁfﬁ? ?facwéfa T~ TRzk FABE Y (B2 A) -

B P EE R B F I EREEl A A

RORT AR kA @xao; | fR K FRARTT 2 R i 0 A P
ATiF— &t PCOA» B 587 S KRB AP B RB2Z Ty P igs v

EHB T FHEE AT - (7 (28 28.40%2 i BHR)TF Ak EA

HEHEHN G BRI L SBR PRt 2 BB e pI el L RL K

BARrT2 B i @Rk hdp § 4233 (W= B) -

1

! ‘?ﬂ s

ER N NNLE a@g &F

>_t.

=

7/

S
N
\

;‘\ \Fﬂ‘\

[

P
ot
o e

2

a4

'@m

'

S 3E
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5.3 & W FR4BTT 2 SR LK A 11 (Bayesian clustering analysis)
41* STRUCTURE #: 48 i& {7 b U’\&T‘f*éx’/\ Fr2 %3 o ¥EE(K)E 2/ AK=2117.92
5 ﬁus » 2145 Ln'(K) 2 [Ln”(K)| > 2 3 LnP(K) 2. B % % £ 3 K =2 4 s dFha
Boo B F AR R R(RIE) A PRGL SRR TG FA 5 HR
wwfma)%r R G E R R AR K (BT ) 23 $RFLE 40 HhrTp] A u R D B
-2 I m,a)%‘k»':”‘\&r]ﬂ'l o AP, pFieiT K=32 K=4 2 i > =i
xﬁﬁ"ﬁa@ GANEHARIIF o F K=3F ) #ALNAREAIBE R A 19 2
40 Heriiet RS Ap ik Pl s m K=4pF > % flo%eem B 4 £ B RF i @
s ey IR BRARG RN F G 3 "KA\F“_—,*"‘T:;:. EHGRE B AL > oA EEEEY
40 HRFTehA Flie & b S iR gt R A S 19 FRFIR 23 4kFLha R @A A 0 19
HIFLE 23 RFLL R H3F 5 R 40 ﬁafrmv LB (RI) 5 lT ok
RABGTREFSHT T2 Al B RERF > ACERFPN F R IR > A T AT 30
F p%‘ﬁ@é’f?

6. ¢ AERBI 2 EEF DAL 2 AFILIE

RS A b iarEER G A :L#ﬂ&(paWWlse Ot BT aHLP FFERZLF

(Fd Pl E e FEF) A L A ERFEPN APl @At P T REFP <

00015 £ T )ea ALl PR s - E 33N 2 fRFLeig B 4 (L #F,ﬁ:(DST = 0.245~0.356 2z

B o o B3 L RFLRE s 1 #%gtﬂ‘l 4>+ 0.110~0.176 2. B » H ¥ - P2 fg2

23 k712 40 kI it ;}F, Bk K (Dst = 0.110) > @ 19 +k51E2 40 ﬂifTF’”f’ﬁ P AR

ok iR _,ﬁm%m § R 2 A 3 B(Dsr = 0.076) o @ 4 F1 2 5 4 Hic(Nm) g2 4>

e M > BRAAAF - 2 R H U EE2 B3 A AT sakd o
Flptd 27 Vel BOEHEPN = BHRILEE - £ g Pz AF 2y i 1~ 2 i %
Bl E R A AL B TG sl s 045~077 2 o it B iE
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FRAwE

FACEER RORFEM P A AER A e D F AR e SA T il e
*Fﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁg&%mﬁfaﬁ&%mﬁzkﬁﬁowﬂ,g*%@ﬁ;@
AL E L $aE 4 EAAY ] A PR e 0 7 b £ BRI Tt dap
AT AL LTk B A A FLRECE x*—lF’&mE_kr]\L,,, ErE A Kﬁ:\—ﬂ;b
XEFALFETZABGRIAPR ATRLN > 72 PRRLIR PR T8 -

7. S A @ - B @A Lf#;,,\ﬂ}:r

FaLFEEELH m**}#u Geneland & {7 4 45 » H % % Bi 7 Bodi chd Bl 4
¢4@¥%9%ﬁ@119234Oﬁﬂ£mﬁmvgi%@gﬁu§&oy¢,
A fREE RFERHITE FHORE AP SR BREEHETET DA
19ﬁﬁﬁ@9$2@?%%$43ﬁﬂﬁ40ﬁﬁqﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ LH AT E
TPERAGOBLAF AALRMT HRALABEAF LB BE R TR ST
Bom o KFRIF 2 R ad B 5 P JohL R 4 1945 Geneland & 42 3 @
P A - I A TR = PN M Bl BPHY2EE |-
colony - 4+ & % B 7 & i@kéﬁc EE A L OREF(IRID) L T A 5 chid %}"f#’ o
| &+ f{%ﬁﬁgﬁ.fvﬁ B xg_’t'i%ig\}_{;’:’f%ip SREPR 1:#;1 RIS AL f‘_,,ﬁ[,,%ﬁ.]m”
B aw i Vi A LRSS e o Y A T ik e
TH R R BAHELHPLEAT RFEUI P LERNES o

7. % %] # T_(assignment test)

* F W) Z_(assignment test) s Bt 2 IF 4 R R A2 A FAEE B
B REARFL 2 B AP RGT o kR o Al E R ﬁw',;\%g;p d kB A
Bl %2 B > ARa As AL L% P AR R A B ,@;gé‘vj\g W %53F 40 HhIT o
B B R @ﬁﬂa@vﬂﬂw}23ﬁﬁéﬁﬁw—ﬁﬁiéﬂﬂi
PR w5 & THRERZ AFIAI kA 40HFL A 40 HFIPARIE T 4
% 9tk BAAL IR I f 19 HhoTa 23 HRFIogh T o g % AT 40 HhFIe 19
FRFL 23 o2 A TR R A S B o T i B 19 HhrT 2 23 HhrTagk A

ﬁ”ﬁ$%@W’ﬁW%%@%W4mﬁ&ﬁﬁW4“iﬁﬁﬁ%%*%gaﬁb,
A G RIDEI S P ATt o B SRS R F Bl Y Bt o
TRIRFRAE 0 L B 46 BB RS LGSR BP0 PG ow R TRk R4S
A A2 FRPIE R P ZEEE > AR B R A LREE R R o S BT S
s AR S - R g WSO RIRT 2 SEERA RS FIEDE%EHE 7 5o
S B L SR S R EERLE R E SRR
A2 & % 4|44 (common ancestral polymorphisms) & i1 i g3k %% » (introgression) # 3< »
T AP AT AFLP (7 gl % - & o

A
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8. ¢ AERBIT A %FJ 2 %FH A | G ¥
F AR A L gt B @47 T etk Bl 345 Waples and Do (2008) 3 & ! k e
Hh LONE:2 7 % » 2 LONE R B § »0% 3 < | ehmi e 5 % 7 A F A - %
Fenb ri7 2 & 2% €48 > 7 2 5 X 5% &4 5 (high migration rate) 2. 2 5% (Waples
and England 2011) o izt B3k 22 5 K FRAB NI AR T o JR 00 3- B 91 2 2R &
J(Ne)s &30 & = > L ERF DG 2ORF S JEBRELRDS B Ld B 5 R
pEiraELR(LZ) HTRRGALRCEEOE B I RES CERERY
e d »ta gL A% 2R3 mﬁo—r Lif e 4 et B (non-random association) » # 3%
ARLREE A ] EE TR L REEAEH T GBS - R(EFZ)em
ERFEP = BAILORRY 0 MG EF S PP AR 40 Hhriies BB 3
seEF A ol > e @B % (Ne=93.1, 95%Cl = 41.7~2771.6) > &7 H %3 enif & o &
KRR RS BREPN RIMLCRHSE . T ARG LT B REN SR
REFAT P BETELNFEORE - KRBT ) & &40 HRITE 2 23 3T
Pl E IR & e s ¥ < 0] (Ne = 20.5, 95%Cl = 14.3~30.6) » AR H 7% H#ic® 3
0.097£0.040 (% =) » 7 3%4RFT2 5 2% F L ) Ih X3 B F] 5 2L {8 enfie 3 fe g >
Fawm ¥ o A_d ST FEL SR s i (bottleneck effect) & &3+ % #(fragmentation) #+ % (England
et al. 2010) o d **HETFE A (S TVEFPFH € @ rare alleles 3 e > F >t in A F1H(A)
€ T RE > (e 23 HRFLen it i® AL Fllie A Mot H s 3 (A =2.44520.205 0 £ =) 0 7
P EF R R AT N 4 e o F)porare alleles 3 e R A BEIR  i2 BN
B F A & F # engkds Dioon angustifolium (Zamiaceae)#g 1z (Gonzalez-Astorga et
al. 2005) -
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EN) S sl
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s
SN
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3»

ip*i%%im;iﬁﬁw4+ﬁ71®pﬁxﬁkﬂm$mﬁm’ﬂw‘iﬁ
o A E R fw ERBWRELS ¥ 305 S SN RPN R R § P
(Dcr = 0.180, % w ;27 19 +k37-23 ﬁifT\4Oﬂ<fT7 A uti,;a@:cbg A w] % 0.356, 0.259,
and 0.245, % 7)o K{TTTEEE%H—W’E HEEe iz # Geneland e 47 @ A RIS K
FeAb R A TORRN 7 i @4 IE'—_“H#‘) R T LR g
BH o s fLRE CERBET R ABEEER KRG

C R EEEN TP A @84 0 19955 % 4 B & R 11T % (inbreeding)
FRRTAERES ] ﬁa(non-random association) (40 +kT) > 11 2 *EFH < | TR & s 7
Fit IR % (23 HRFL) o 1T BT B A A3 AR R Y 5 AP de o L Fas e
FoORE ST ALK PG Ui BAREEYE il a0 d 3 o LR

St RT > £4 GG EAS BRERE TiF) RS P B arEiE

WBEEFEFF D2 A TGS RB T B on R EERT Y2 2
R REEHaN ARBS T R BT B € > FR ATy S A RSOEE R
o] 2o H RS R P 0 TR el L S PREER BRI T L L SRR L
EEP il GG OR T o gt AR &,@kﬁj«(Zamm falrchlldlana)m LEFT
?orndp iRl plR g W R OEH oy C AU S L fie & Sidepd bt b angg it &
(Lopez-Gallego and O'Neil 2010) » @ &3 BB (oL B ~ B A ~ %R - 57
BE)™ €3¢ = GBI EH a0 F A1t TR % (Lopez-Gallego 2008) - ]t 5 & FRés i 2
S-S0 N> 2 O SDiE S [P I ;}:j‘g}»m*‘{% ;‘_ L F]F en iR T B o L BRI R
o Bedr o @ BEA R L] o

B PR AT ¢ R g T A S A R 19 HREL RB g § R 0
KAF o A HEE T RE R HITE B R RFE(C AR R ) T
R S AL - Rk Rl RS AT A R il 8
% # = % (Gonzalez-Astorga et al. 2008; Gonzalez-Astorga et al. 2005;
Gonzalez-Astorga et al. 2006) - ]t 5 K gR4f P w2 F @ SRRy 1 T B Y
BHEAF A LER RS G AL RRRE AR S ER P R) -

*=
"S

< g (cycads) R - Ak o L ERASY FOIRP BT enil B R R %@
* % gtm«j @ % 2 (Chiang et al. 2009; Huang et aI. 2001; Huang et al. 2004) - =
e R A SR AL R o e N E R E Y APt AR —SM\
& %] (allele) i+ A 47k i i+ & <+ (Chiang et al. 2009) > ¢ i e % 7~ &1 & &
B F L L T RO R R T o T S A BB - B e T o
4 (Evolutionary Significant Unit, ESU) (Moritz 1994) - 4% 3 ;ﬁ d fsgﬁl g
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Loefir o ARBOE Bl R AREFET Rl B4 o
R LI o A W g 7\%‘5 NEFEARLRSESL A FLAE TP
H -, (management units, & f MUs)sik 45 o

{7;}%\ ,{Hn » LR AT guE R

(1) ¢ KRB EHTF P AOE BA L FP A TR ETH O 2RE AN B
19~ 23~ 40 $RFL2 % A Rie (T AE > 3 A B LB LIRS o

() d BT 2 i el A ‘C%IP\“—L*’FTTP\,T’" L] é’f# .
Geneland A 45 > HAp A Flle & GFAE o A F Lo e & ¢ 2kt 2
© o I ERE AT T NS S H AR R R
(MUS) » & 348 % 3 B enfio 7 B iRjE i 7 B A g™ A 7 ) » 23k 4
BEdHErFIERGFG Y EFTE AN R AR RER KDL FH(LTHE)

i%ﬁﬁf#"g DY > H T kY o

(3) “f BebiRy oh s APEREHEAREPN BT o d N BRIEREH S B
Foeiped o L RS R o ﬂ‘“ﬂ%i*%%i i B TR S
PG T B BENE R ERBEPM Y PR T Rt RHITF
o g EWALNA TR F PR AR BRBOTE c Ra B PR T LA R
BoOERPMRT TN T RV M B P missIgtes
%ﬁ‘ﬁ?’%nﬁﬁ»ﬁ7ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ A ERbpEREF AR

ARG Fw > TRIEFEPN B o

Q) B RALRDERTRM > B X VERST FER > ERARTRT 1157 1
?J‘?Lf"% a0 NiB(F 29%&;;&%&7—% —tfgﬁgtﬂ o

G) pwgktpyefEimng kp 19 ﬁifT VIERA KRR L LA BT
TSR RGPS R > N A REHCoRERT TR FA
REFT®EA LRI B2 RnF fPRA > F 5 A R H FEE - 53 50
EERBETRITFRILEIE N ARBE PEFT R -

(6) 8 #H A T HE PR 3k Bt A e 4 SR BE 0 1 KA RANCE T o X7 R
HARFAASENTHTE URIBY FET A0 FlEFEEDe
I BRI A Rt BRB

(7) EF sl T ey o BB Bae iy RPIIIVE ok B A o L RS
R B2 H ﬁéiEa“T"’rA Ak Fig o~ b xﬂ«mlz:}*”ff T2z g irR
TR RBARFFLARIE PERE BRI TEROEGELE
ARY RBEF B LS ~ oL B

(8) T 2 % P o L gRaB A LR I BT I BB A etk > e PR R
B Ot BB ARTI IR B > Tl RB R T A G R R s 3N A A F]0S
ORI E W "’fi“#é g B2 2 0 LRSS RS DREES > HFLRME -
FIoi sk FRAB T 1 ¢ 3 B RSN & 210 & % o RE R IR R T 0
(300 N A P S ﬁ“"? ERRAEY R b AR TR
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% - * ARG Y 2 jciEk 1 DNA 313 B 52 k& B & (annealing temperature)

Primer Name Sequence Annealing Temp. (°C)
Cycas(ATG)(TA)(CA)F33  5-gAAAATgCTTTgATgTTCCC-3’ 58°C ~60°C
Cycas(ATG)(TA)(CA)R43  5-TgggCCAACTTTAAgCACAC-3’

Cycas(TA)F1 5-TCTgTgCCCAAATCATCATC-3’ 57°C ~60°C
Cycas(TA)R63 5-CAACggCgTCTAQTTgTTgC-3’

Cycas(TA)F31 5-TAgCATCCCgAATTTgCCCC-3’ 58°C ~60°C
Cycas(TA)R63 5-CAACggCgTCTAQTTgTTgC-3’

Cycas(TA)(TTTC)F63 5'-CACCATCTggCAgTCATQAT-3’ 58°C ~60°C
Cycas(TA)(TTTC)R60 5'-CCCCTgAACTgTCAAACAgg-3’

Cy272-F 5-TggTgTgTATTTTgCATTTTCA3’ 52°C ~55°C
Cy272-R 5'-TgggCATggAAAACAAETTAE3’

Cy280-F 5-CAgAgACTATTCgggCCAAg3’ 57°C ~60°C
Cy280-R 5'-TCAAACCCTTCCACACATCAZ’

Cy284-F 5-TTTggTCCACETTACCATgA3’ 56°C ~ 60°C
Cy284-R 5'-TCAACggCgTCTAgTTgTTg3’

Cy226-F 5'-ACAgggCATCggAACACTAC-3’ 56°C ~ 60°C
Cy226-R 5-CTACTCTTCggCTTCCAACg-3’

Cy240-F 5'-ATTgCggAACgAATATCgAC-3’ 58°C ~59°C
Cy240-R 5'-TATCgCgAggCCATAggTAg-3’

Cy250-F 5-ATgAACAAQCggCTgAgTCT-3’ 54°C ~56°C
Cy250-R 5'-CCCACCCTCTTTCTCTCTCC-3’

Cy266-F 5-AAATgCTTTgATgTTCCCAAA-3’ 56°C ~60°C
Cy266-R 5-ATgCAATgCTCAACAAQCTg-3’

Cy270-F 5'-CggATTTggAggTTCAAAQA-3’ 57°C ~60°C
Cy270-R 5'-CAQTTTgTATAgCTgAACAAGAATAQA-3’
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AR wrd o EERE OL9HFT 234K5T A0 HRIT R ALK
Cycas(ATG)(TA)(CA)F33 0.000***  0.000%**  0.007**  0.000***  0.000***  0.000***
Cycas(TA)F1 0.000%**  0.000%** 0.037*  0.001*** 0.002**  0.000%**
Cycas(TA)F31 0.000%**  0.000%**  0.000%** 0.275"  0.654™  0.000%**
Cycas(TA)(TTTC)F63  0.000***  0.000%**  0.001***  0.000***  0.000***  0.000%**
Cy272-F 0.000%**  0.000%** 0.000%** 0.707"  0.610®  0.853"
Cy280-F 0.000%**  0.000%** 0.072"  0.260"  0.000%**  0.000%**
Cy284-F 0.000%**  0.000%**  0.000*** 0.064™  0.003**  0.000%**
Cy250-F 0.000%** 0231  0.002**  0.346™  0.154™  0.355"
Cy266-F 0.003**  0.006**  0.024* 0516  0.084™ 0573
Cy270-F 0.000%** 0018  0.995™  0.306™  0.939"  0.002**

* P <0.05; ** P <0.01; *** P <0.001; ns, none significant.
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A ALY L E R 19 HF1 23 57T 40 k31 Hrh R
N 42 125 36 47 42 167
Na 4.0+0.667 5.6x0.777 4.0+0.537 4.2+0.467 4.3+0.616 6.5+0.885
A 2.586+0.347 2.764+0.398 2.432+0.307 2.445+0.205 2.566+0.416 2.965+0.395
Ho 0.410£0.051 0.468+0.042 0.428+0.060 0.509+0.030 0.457+0.062 0.453+0.040
He 0.548+0.062 0.590+0.040 0.532+0.055 0.567+0.033 0.548+0.045 0.625+0.034
F 0.254+0.065 0.206+0.044 0.205+0.080 0.097+0.040 0.178+0.084 0.279+0.043
N: #% A8

Na: £ % 8 et in 2 i

A: 7 ortiy AL
Ho: £3]& 3 BplE

He: A& 3+ 8¢ &

F: i7% #c
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Source df S.S. Est. Var. % ) P
Among Regions 1 155.23 1.68 18% 0.180 0.001
Among Pops 2 97.95 1.02 11% 0.134 0.001
Within Pops 163 1078.77 6.62 71% 0.290 0.001
Total 166 1331.95 9.32 100%
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23 CREE B0 H( P HERL L )2 AT (Nm - AT )

19 ¥z 23 Hhrr 40 H31 B AL
19 $R¥r - 0.176* 0.124% 0.356*
23t 1.167 - 0.110% 0.259*
40 HrT 1.763 2.030 - 0.245%
AL e 0.452 0.716 0.772 -

* P < 0.001 under 1000 permutations.
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%3 % W T (Assignment test)# Bl & EFE K AL T L KR

His %3
His
Rt B T3k FRAR
E 19T 23 4+k3T 40 HRFT A AL LR
(F4)

19 k51 30 6 - 1 5 0 0
23 FR3L 39 8 1 - 7 0 0
40 $krT 29 13 4 9 - 0 0
& AL 40 2 0 0 2 - 0
TRIR FRAB (T 2) 34 0 0 0 0 0 -
TRIR FRAB (£ 1) - 14 0 0 0 0 14
5ok FRAB (B ) - 46 15 15 12 0 4
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%= I * @4 7 T g=(Linkage Disequilibrium, LD)3* & § »x ¥ + ) & &

Independent 95% Cls
Overall r* Expectedr* Ne

Comparisons Parametric Jackknife Loci
R R 385 0.0371 0.0256 26.8  16.9-47.3 16.5-49.2
I ER 925 0.0141 0.0082 54.6 43.8-69.2 26.7-139.4
19 +krT 392 0.0372 0.0302 458  23.9-146.3 19.3-506.1
23 fr3T 451 0.0373 0.0227 20.5 14.3-30.6 10.5-45.1
40 5T 473 0.0291 0.0256 93.1 41.7-2771.6 23.7-Infinite
AT R 1326 0.0138 0.0061 414 35.8-47.9 27.0-64.5

Ne, § #c3E % > picii 5 {1% LD R E enit » 8 A Bk 5 IS B225 53 L | -
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Assignment Values (Log likelihood)

19437 23#FL 40+ H A LM CRE4 Assigned Pop
19_101 5k B 19 k51 -7.674  -9.048 -10.094  -15.953 -15.666 19 thrr
19_102 o K FRaE 19 tkrx -7.180  -9.705  -9.709 -16.486 -16.838 19 tfrz
19_103 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -9.884  -11.411  -7.999 -12.607 -15.264 40 tRrT
19_104 5k BRAE 19 tkrz -7.329  -7.737  -8.641 -14.542 -15.325 19 thrr
19_106 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -5.324  -7.829 5445 -13.030 -13.207 19 thrr
19_107 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -8.680 -9.134  -6.985 -11.527 -16.575 40 k3T
19_108 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -6.758  -9.494  -9.231 -18.059 -16.768 19 thrr
19_109 5k FReE 19 tkrz -9.292  -11542 -12.053  -16.879 -17.923 19 thrr
19 110 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -6.466  -9.540 -10.053  -18.393 -17.741 19 thrr
19 111 o K RS 19 tkrz -9.344  -13.342 -11.507  -22.481 -17.288 19 thrr
19 113 5k BR4E 19 tkrz -6.805  -9.144  -10.837  -15.591 -14.702 19 thrr
19 115 5 K FRes 19 tkrz -7.960 -11.067 -10.963  -19.243 -14.735 19 Hhrr
19 116 P K FRas 19 tkrz -9.409  -10.995 -13.897  -25.945 -20.535 19 Hhrr
19 117 P K FRas 19 tkrT -9.004 -11.426 -12.026  -17.727 -16.081 19 Hhrr
chem_1 5 K FRes 19 tkrT -7912 9135 -10.345  -19.332 -16.750 19 Hhrr
chem_2 P K FRas 19 tkrT -6.968 -12.596  -9.955 -21.287 -15.351 19 Hhrr
chem_3 P K FRes 19 tkrT -10.349 -13.165 -12.221  -20.791 -16.590 19 Hhrr
chem_4 P K FRes 19 tkrT -4958  -6.794  -7.169 -15.085 -14.298 19 Hhrr
chem_5 F K FRes 19 k5L -5901  -7592  -6.195 -15.922 -12.142 19 Hhrr
chem_7 5 K FRes 19 tkrT -5.783 9485  -5.603 -13.871 -14.452 40 tRrT
chem_8 5 K FRes 19 tkrT -6.374  -7.721  -7.666 -14.506 -15.264 19 Hkrr
chem_10 5 K FRes 19 tkrT 5798  -8.623  -7.052 -13.147 -15.754 19 Hhrr
chem_11 5 K gRes 19 tkrT -9.790  -10.616  -9.809 -16.076 -18.416 19 Hhrr
chem_12 5 K gRes 19 tkrT -6.618  -9.893  -8.796 -13.942 -18.337 19 Hhrr
chem_13 5 K FRes 19 k5T -5.538  -9.027  -7.626 -16.897 -12.417 19 Hkrr
chem_14 5 K gRes 19 tkrT -6.678 -10.261 -10.223  -18.748 -15.634 19 Hhrr
chem_15 5 K FRes 19 tkrT -8.166  -6.851  -7.522 -17.603 -13.541 23 HRFL
chem_16 5 K FRes 19 tkrT -5.357  -8.850  -8.041 -13.792 -14.725 19 Hhrr
chem_18 e RS 19 k5T -7.256  -8.385 -11.201  -20.939 -16.517 19 k3L
chem_19 e AR 19 k5T -7.788  -12.044 -11.331  -21.665 -12.955 19 k3L
chem_20 e AR 19 tkrz -6.984  -7.735 -11.233  -20.604 -16.155 19 tkrT
chem_22 e RS 19 k5T -7.527  -6.624  -5.415 -11.607 -14.543 40 tRrT
chem_23 e RS 19 k5T -8.008 -8.216 -12.717  -25.195 -17.705 19 k3L
chem_24 e RS 19 tkrz -7.521  -8.170  -8.186 -16.560 -15.429 19 tkr1
chem_26 e RS 19 k5T -7.035 9960 -7.341 -15.216 -14.150 19 k5T
phys_1 e RS 19 tkrz -9.961  -12.963 -10.554  -22.427 -15.396 19 tkr1
23 2 e RS 23 tkrT -10.722  -6.873  -6.725 -10.645 -16.484 40 ¥
23_3 LR Y 23 tkrT -11.281  -9.633 -11.069  -18.400 -18.466 23 HRFL
23 5 P R 23 tkrT -11.053 -7.319  -8.616 -9.525 -16.140 23 thrT
236 P R 23 tkrT -13.376  -10.062 -11.215  -11.202 -16.893 23 thrz
23_8 P R 23 tkrT -10.148  -6.417  -7.961 -10.125 -15.827 23 HRFT
239 LR Y 23 tkrT -12.142  -10.215 -11.487  -15.990 -17.870 23 thrz
2310 P R 23 tkrT -9.302  -7.926  -7.289 -15.614 -14.574 40 tRrT
23 11 LRS- Y 23 tkrT -10.659  -9.609 -12592  -18.529 -16.582 23 HRFL
23 12 LR Y 23 tkrT -12.540 -10.288 -13.397  -17.830 -17.748 23 tkrT
23 14 e R 23 HRFL -9.554  -7.743  -7.860 -14.111 -16.813 23 tkrT
2315 LR 23 HRFL -7.198  -7.087  -8.568 -14.526 -17.002 23 tkrT
2316 P R 23 HRFL -13.002  -9.058 -11.157  -13.823 -18.427 23 tkrT
23 17 RS 23 HRFL -7.113  -7.624  -7.100 -15.045 -12.739 40 L
2318 e R 23 HRFL -5.747  -7.298  -5.997 -13.787 -14.727 19 tkrT
2320 LR 23 HRFL -13.892  -8551 -10.778  -15.578 -15.636 23 tkrT
23 21 LR 23 HRFL -8.873  -5200 -6.258 -9.365 -13.758 23 tkrT
2322 e R 23 HRFL -11.686 -10.463 -9.778 -17.339 -21.010 40 L
2323 RS 23 HRFL -9.049  -6.003 -7.326 -12.309 -15.147 23 tkrT
23_24 e K FRas 23 FkFL -10.211  -6.523  -8.425 -13.282 -14.928 23 HRFL
2325 e K gRas 23 tkrT -11.548 -10.453 -12.753  -21.651 -18.808 23 tkrT
23_26 e K gRas 23 FkFL -9.456  -8.156 -12.516  -23.483 -16.443 23 HRFL
23_27 e K gRas 23 FkFL -10.450 -10.702  -6.898 -10.621 -15.871 40 tRrx
2328 e K gRas 23 FkFL -8579 5570  -9.415 -17.295 -13.900 23 tkrT
23_29 e K FRas 23 FkFL -8.641 5518  -8.642 -11.649 -14.159 23 HRFL
23_30 e K FRas 23 FkFL -8.931  -6.590 -7.188 -12.512 -16.716 23 tkrT
23 31 e K gRas 23 HkFL -7.336  -5.780  -9.181 -16.272 -17.290 23 tkrT
2332 o K gRas 23 tkrT -8982 6515  -7.578 -12.327 -13.037 23 tkrT
2333 e R 23 FkFL -9.620  -7.803 -10.629  -14.411 -18.809 23 HRFL
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Lok = R ¥ 19 H¥T 23437 A0HFT H A LM CRE A Assigned Pop
23 34 o K ERAS 23 $R7L -7.948 -4.439 -6.568 -11.859 -15.283 23 $R¥L
23 35 ok FRAs 23 RFL -11.863 -11.279 -11.085  -16.227 -19.091 40 k3T
23 36 o K RS 23 $R7L -9.243 -6.203 -5.911 -7.988 -17.358 40 HhFT
23 37 ok FRAs 23 RFL -8.965 -5.277 -8.125 -12.655 -15.283 23 #RFL
23_38 o K RS 23 k¥ -10.182  -6.839  -10.147 -14.145 -14.485 23 $R¥L
23_39 o K RS 23 k¥ -11.136  -7.113 -7.773 -10.133 -17.152 23 $R¥L
23_40 o K RS 23 k¥ -10.651  -7.312 -7.482 -13.654 -14.967 23 $R¥L
23_41 o K RS 23 #RFL -11.718  -5.770 -8.741 -8.674 -14.793 23 $R¥L
23_42 o K RS 23 #RFL -8.322 -6.807 -9.835 -17.387 -15.778 23 $R¥L
23_43 o K RS 23 #RFL -9.114 -6.047 -7.116 -12.734 -13.025 23 $R¥L
23_44 o K RS 23 #RFL -8.006 -7.122 -7.570 -16.704 -17.124 23 $R¥L
23_46 o K RS 23 k¥ -11.015  -8.690 -9.544 -16.394 -15.799 23 $R¥L
23_48 o K RS 23 FRFL -8.968 -6.422 -9.545 -15.228 -14.173 23 $R¥L
23_49 Y] 23 k5L -9.975 -7.822 -8.655 -14.257 -16.067 23 $R¥L
2350 Y] 23 $R¥L -8.168 -4.832 -7.012 -12.162 -15.353 23 $R¥L
23 51 Y] 23 $R¥L -9.045 -6.182 -9.309 -12.085 -14.724 23 $R¥L
23 52 Y] 23 $R¥L -9.978 -5.245 -7.329 -11.719 -15.225 23 $R¥L
23 53 Y] 23 $R¥L -10.899  -8.634  -13.391 -18.559 -19.191 23 $R¥L
23 54 Y] 23 $R¥L -8.620 -6.620 -9.108 -14.028 -13.413 23 $R¥L
40 1 Y] 40 {kFr -10.872  -7.708 -9.023 -12.702 -14.190 23 $R¥L
40_2 BN Y] 40 #R¥r -8.780 -7.507 -7.218 -14.116 -14.914 40 $RFT
40 3 Y] 40 $kFr -4.680 -8.427 -6.843 -18.524 -11.683 19 k31
40 4 Y] 40 $kFr -8.492 -7.433 -7.666 -10.580 -17.961 23 $R¥L
40 5 Y] 40 $kFr -6.782 -6.476 -4.837 -10.761 -13.693 40 HhrT
40 6 Y] 40 $kFr -7.523 -8.118 -6.229 -13.489 -16.146 40 HhrT
40 7 Y] 40 $kFr -12.565 -10.767 -9.578 -11.879 -18.982 40 HhrT
40_10 Y] 40 $kFr -8.762 -9.304 -5.799 -16.106 -16.293 40 HhrT
40 11 Y] 40 $kFr -9.653 -9.968 -6.558 -14.123 -15.958 40 HhrT
40 _12 Y] 40 $kFr -9.575 -7.501 -8.938 -12.188 -15.911 23 $R¥L
40_13 Y] 40 #k¥r -7.767 -8.151 -6.147 -13.421 -16.413 40 +R¥T
40 14 o K ERAB 40 $kFr -13.964 -13.146 -10.104  -13.138 -18.366 40 k3T
40_15 o K ERAB 40 k¥ -11.944  -11.112  -9.469 -14.447 -14.070 40 HRFT
40_16 o K ERAB 40 HkFT -7.925 -8.452 -7.568 -14.899 -15.268 40 HRFT
40 17 o K ERAB 40 $kFr -10.150 -9.254 -8.560 -16.211 -16.571 40 k3T
40 18 o K ERAB 40 HkFT -9.894 -8.199 -6.235 -11.155 -14.963 40 HRFT
40 19 o K ERAB 40 $kFr -8.457 -6.135 -6.925 -9.995 -15.914 23 HRFT
40_20 o K ERAB 40 $kFr -6.806 -7.680 -5.430 -13.135 -13.803 40 k3T
40 21 o K ERAB 40 tkFT -10.246 -12.863 -6.918 -15.050 -18.693 40 HRFT
40 22 o K ERAB 40 $krT -10.981  -8.825 -8.171 -12.206 -19.823 40 k3T
40 23 o K ERAB 40 $hrr -10.515  -5.289 -9.811 -14.181 -13.541 23 HRFL
40 24 o K ERAB 40 $krT -9.091 -10.140 -6.740 -12.502 -17.606 40 HRFT
40 25 o K ERAB 40 $hrr -6.544 -9.049 -8.768 -15.657 -15.315 19 HhrL
40 26 o K ERA 40 $hrr -8.401 -8.630 -6.571 -12.780 -12.517 40 HRFT
40 27 o K ERAB 40 $krr -10.605 -12.119 -6.620 -12.288 -18.116 40 HRFT
40 28 o K ERA 40 $krT -9.070 -7.318 -7.099 -14.365 -14.821 40 k3T
40 29 o K ERAB 40 $krT -9.109 -11.811  -7.340 -17.743 -15.256 40 HRFT
40_30 o K ERAB 40 $krT -12.973 -11.312 -8.745 -13.092 -16.835 40 k3T
40 31 o KBRS 40 $hFL -10.427  -6.560 -6.071 -6.586 -16.818 40 k3T
40 _32 o KBRS 40 $hFL -12.207 -10.721  -9.808 -16.511 -13.829 40 k3T
40 33 o KBRS 40 $hFT -10.509 -10.210 -5.717 -12.480 -17.126 40 k3T
40 34 o KBRS 40 $hFL -8.669 -10.481 -9.077 -15.944 -17.088 19 k3L
40 _35 o KBRS 40 $hFT -10.537 -10.347  -6.465 -10.302 -16.918 40 k3T
40_36 o K ERAB 40 $hFL -9.739  -12.209 -7.387 -11.589 -17.589 40 k3T
40 37 o KBRS 40 $hFL -8.235 -10.081 -6.220 -10.804 -17.481 40 k3T
40 38 o KBRS 40 $hFT -8.493 -8.722 -5.266 -11.568 -16.476 40 k3T
40_39 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -7.587 -5.441 -6.741 -11.909 -17.113 23 HRFL
40_41 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -9.424 -6.611 -6.738 -11.664 -13.416 23 k7T
40_43 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -9.945  -12.079 -10.456  -17.318 -21.420 19 +krz
40 44 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -8.265 -8.090 -7.087 -15.946 -19.227 40 k3T
40_45 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -10.283  -7.241 -8.290 -15.634 -16.076 23 k7T
40_47 ok FRAs 40 $hFL -8.513 -7.679 -8.135 -13.441 -18.985 23 HRFL
C1 o KBRS A ALL% -9.670 -7.576 -6.691 -7.753 -16.044 40 HRrT
C3 ok FRAs AR L% -14.420 -12.984 -12.896 -9.055 -15.995 AR L%
C4 o K RS R LR -18.157 -18.360 -17.279 -9.669 -20.177 R %
C5 o K R4 A AL L% -17.107 -17.320 -14.810 -8.158 -15.586 M AL
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Lok 8 ¥ 19437 23#FL 40+ H A LM CRE4 Assigned Pop
C9 ok FRAS AL LR -19.970 -16.680 -17.195 -9.427 -18.691 R %

cl1 ok FRAS EY - -11.457 9159  -8.473 -6.865 -19.609 E -]

C12 ok FRAS AL LR -19.011 -16.507 -16.622  -10.732  -24.873 R %

C13 ok FRAS EY - -16.436  -14.021 -14.073 -6.481 -19.209 E -]

Cl4 o FRAs MR LR -12.846 -10.846  -9.137 -6.337 -15.404 R LR

C17 o FRAS MR LR -12.520 -10.372 -10.897 -6.628 -15.840 R LR

C18 o FRAS MR LR -14.619 -10.412 -12.303 -8.554 -14.584 R LR

C20 5k FReE R -12.663 -9.071  -8.870 -6.007 -16.177 R

c21 ok FRAS R -15.996 -12.424 -13.625 -7.805 -18.264 M AL

C22 o FRAS MR R -16.146 -15.283 -13.644 -8.423 -21.485 R LR

Cc23 ok FRAS MR LR -17.531  -20.047 -18.899 -6.911 -20.552 R LR

C24 ok FRAS MR LR -13.893 -11.470 -11.216 -5.979 -17.733 M AL

C25 ok FRAs MR LR -19.791  -21551 -19.426 -7.917 -21.842 R LR

C26 ok FRAS MR LR -22.620 -21.931 -20.027 -8.360 -21.493 MR LR

c28 o K FRaE A AL -15.323  -16.532 -15.297 -6.245 -21.722 A AL

C30 ok FRAs MR LR -23.828 -19.950 -17.609 -10.368  -21.535 MR LR

C32 ok FRAS MR LR -16.938 -20.649 -17.826 7523 -20.952 MR LR

C33 ok FRAS MR LR -16.801 -18.274 -16.261 7511 -21.557 MR LR

C35 ok FRAS MR LR -14.318 -16.295 -15.566 -6.549 -20.337 AL %

C36 ok FRAS MR LR -14.712  -13.345 -13.507 -7.657 -19.634 MR LR
c101 ok FRAS MR LR -15.585 -14.225 -12.192 -5.887 -16.431 MR LR
C102 ok Rt MR R -16.093 -14.331 -12.866 -6.049 -18.104 R LR
C103 ok RS MR R -15.181 -13.594 -11.526 5.418 -15.866 AL R
C105 ok Rt MR R -15.101 -13.903 -11.822 -7.035 -18.218 AL R
C106 ok Rt MR R -17.643 -14.283  -13.447 9.726 -17.497 AL R
c107 ok Rt MR R -10.180 -8.296  -7.067 -7.406 -15.868 40 +r3T
C109 ok Rt MR R -15.707 -14.703 -12.709 -6.567 -15.706 AL R
Cc111 ok Rt MR -12.959 -10.171 -9.614 -4.981 -14.971 AL R
C113 ok Rt MR R -16.248 -15.313 -15.757 -10.793  -18.551 R LR
Cl14 o K FRaE AL -13.019 -10.705 -11.049 -7.285 -19.108 AL
C115 ok FRAs MR R -14.067 -11.037 -12.301 -6.457 -16.637 AL R
C116 ok FRAs AL 22429 -19.019 -20.628 -10.156  -21.683 AL R
c117 ok Rt AL -16.831 -13.271 -13.793 -7.387 -19.628 AL R
C118 &k FRAs MR R -18.614 -16.629 -16.003 -5.960 -19.111 AL R
C119 ok Rt AL -20.142 -19.300 -17.388 -6.529 -19.870 AL R
C120 ok Rt MR R -16.010 -14.779 -12.632 -7.871 -17.133 AL R
Cc121 &k FRAt MR R -18.050 -15.550 -15.725 -9.803 -21.466 AL R
C122 ok FRAs AL -20.634 -21.246 -18.932 -9.853 -22.516 AL R
CRO1 TR Ik FRAt LR 3 20404 -18.758 -21.829  -21.220 -9.087 Ti Tk B4R T 4 R
CRO2 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 23542 22249 24012  -23.831 -9.052 Ti Tk B4R T 4 R
CRO3 T I FRAS LLgPR 3 25.824 -24514 25357 24918  -10.353  TiIf 4B T 4 R
CRO4 TR Ik FRAt LR 3 23441 -25.031 -25.107 -27.299  -10.139  TEIk FRAKTF 4 R
CRO5 TR Tk FRAt L -17.649 -19.429 -19.210  -21.342 -8.007 DRIk FRAR T 4 R
CRO06 TR Ik FRAt L -17.363 -19.429 -19.058  -21.342 -8.307 DRIk FRAR T 4 R
CRO7 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 22165 -25.069 -26.324  -28.779  -14.000 = FEIk FRARTT 4 R
CRO08 T I FRAS LgPR 3 24306 -26.185 -25.017  -31.827  -14.685 = TilIfpR4B T 4 E
CRO09 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 -23.850 -24.787 24489  -31.071  -14.822 = IR R 4RI 4 R
CR10 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 -31.278 -32.150 -32.525  -34.736  -14.298  TiIk ERABTT 4 R
CR11 TR Tk FRAt L 27595 -28.600 -29.772  -31.690  -11.192  TaIf 4B T 4 E
CR12 TR Ik FRAt LR 3 28272 -28.184 -30.146  -33.194  -11.498  Ti R FRARTT 4 R
CR13 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 22.359 -23.968 -24.721  -26.650  -12.473  Ti R EARTT 4 R
CR14 T I FRAS LEgR 3 26.081 -28.254 -29.743  -30.977  -15.645 = TilIf 4B T 4 E
CR15 TR Tk FRAt LR 3 29.203 -28.922 28212  -28.225  -10.174 = TR R ERARTT 4 R
CR16 TR Tk FRAt L -28.806 -28.154 -27.797  -33.958  -11.917 = TiIfE4B T 4 E
CR17 TR Ik FRAt L 27.186 -26.445 -28.403  -33.849  -11.669  TiIf 4B T 4 E
CR18 o5 Ik FRAt 054 R 24470 -22.950 -24.746  -29.634  -10.044 = TEIREARTT 4 R
CR19 TR Ik FRAt L 24496 -24.956 24751 26,721  -11.459  TaIf ER4B T 4 R
CR20 o5 Ik FRAt L -18.800 -16.322 -14.369  -17.508  -15.205 = TiIf gR4B T 4 E 3
CR21 TR Ik FRAt LgR 3 -15.030 -13.905 -11.575  -13.609  -12.826 = FE R AT 4 EH
CR22 o5 Ik Rt L -12.568 -17.689 -13.782  -21.853  -10.095  TiIf FR4B T 4 E3
CR23 TE Ik FRAl 054 R -14.181 -17.156 -16.488  -16.253  -10.124 TR R ERARTT 4 R
CR24 TE Ik FRAl 054 R -19.333  -19.653 -19.972  -16.653  -12.855 = TiIk FRARTT 4 R
CR25 i Ik FRAt L -20.342 -19.363 -18.060  -17.327  -16.930  TiIf 4B T 4 EI
CR26 i Ik FRAt T4 e -15.778  -14.637 -14.722  -16.876  -11.419  TE kAT 4 R
CR27 T I FRAS T4 R -20.837 -22.420 -20.164 24302  -15.926  FTiIhEKABTT 4 EH
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LS ! ¥ 1952 23k5L 40FFL A AL CR¥2 Assigned Pop
CR28 5 % etk [EEsT: 24917 24978 23397 27258 15943 sk G4BT 4 R
CR29 555k Fedk Lt 28622 27406 -29.445 26332 13490 It FRAR YT 4 R
CR30 55 sk g 18123 -19.346 -10.943 24256 11724  sRIRFRABET 4 R
CR31 555k Fedk Lty 17915 20064 -20411 25859 11811 i if GRAR YT 4 %
CR32 53k ol 7R 18060 -21.662 -18.840 -17.937  -0.336 sk FRAKET 4 %
CR33 55Tk Fedh 7R 22244 22841 22197 23472  -13.440  SRIRFRABTT 4 R
CR34 553k el 7R 23881 -23.447 25675 -27.929  -13.658 3k FRABET 4 %
CR-1-01 55Tk Fedh L 2E; 20652 -19.609 -22376  -29.048  -11.095 ¥ 4
CR-1-02 5Tk A 2L 20137 -18.305 -10548 23470  -0.916 I3k FRABET 4 R
CR-1-03 5Tk A F AR 17796 17567 -10748  -17.608  -8.620 3k FRAKET 4
CR-1-04 53k A # AR L 42777 14462 15000 23612 11200 53k AT 4 R
CR-O-01 3o i 5A 20846 21684 24210 26116  -11.901 Ik AR T 4 R
CR-0-02 7 1} jidh T 21458 21936 24418 28116  -13.276 sk FRAR YT 4
CR-0-03 37 i NI, 20779 -19.735 -21.833 24665  -12.348 IR GRETT 4 3
CR-0-04 ; L a 19724 23656 -23.263  -27.804 10171  FikpEARTI A R
CR-0-05 ERC L 23720 24932 -26.894 34339  -10.545 I FRAE T 4 3
CR-0-06 NI, 25646 -22619 25008  -23.683  -12.440  IRIEERAETT 4 R
CR-0-11 U 20052 -21.033 -23.076 -31124  -13.088 ik pRARTI 4 R
CR-0-12 R 16758 -17.142 21461  -31.668  -13.913 I FRAK T 4 3
CR-0-13 R 18577 -18.943 22001  -34279 14123  IRIRERETT 4
CR-O-14 U 20770 22022 24971 33978  -17.030 ik pEARTI A R
CT-1-01 T AR 14952 17396 -14.482 17403  -13557  SRTRFABT 4 R
CT-1-02 T AR 8700 -13197 -10029 -17.971  -9.986 19 31
CT-1-03 # F AR L 8242 8786 7229  -15470  -12.799 40 Hhro
CT-Ma0l & hpish 5%k# 53343 -10317 -0487 -11.288 -19.188  -15.749 23 it
CT-Ma02 & hpish oS%k# 53343 938 -10160 -9224 -18.863  -14.679 40 T
CT-Ma-03 - hpes A+ 5334y 13093 -11317 -11526 -16413  -11.870 23 Hhrr
CT-Ma04 & hpish 5%+ 52345 14803 -13555 -14.828 22310  -16.232 23 it
CT-Ma-05 - hpes A+ 5334 8849 7794 7610 -15375  -10.479 40 Hhro
CT-Ma-06 - hpes A+ 5334 8731 -10627 -8236 -11613  -12.664 40 Hhro
CT-Ma-07 - hjpes A+ 53345 8735 8004 -7522 -15189  -13.715 40 o
CT-Ma08 & hpish o%k# 5334 -13227 -14015 -15652 -22530  -16.668 19 $31
CT-Ma09 & hpish 5%k# 5334 -14657 -12361 -14950 -22420  -19.278 23 Hhrr
CT-Ma-10 & hpes oA+ 53345 786 9203 -8688 17114  -14.757 19 $31
CT-Mall & hpish 5%+ 5334 -11857 -13215 -11.859 -12.900  -13.113 19 #31
CT-Ma-12 & hpes o~A+ 53345 11532 -12791 -14202 20911  -19.068 19 31
CT-Ma-13 & hpes oA+ 53345 12772 -10434 -12834  -18277  -13.302 23 Hhrr
CT-Ma-l4 & hpish 5%# 5334 -12030 -11698 -12706 -16.494  -15.939 23 Hhrr
CT-Ma-15 & hpes oA+ 53345 16244 -14407 -13741 21113  -15.749 40 Hhrr
CT-Ma-16 & hps o~ A+ 53245 18530 -17.060 -17.966 -23.827  -17.627 23 Hhrr
CT-Ma-l7 & hpish 5%+ 5234 18589 -10310 -18.982 -27.295  -17.646  sisk FdBi¥r 4 %+
CT-Ma-18 & hpsh 54+ 533 i 17880 -10303 -19.194 24990  -16.185 itk kAT 4 % #
CT-Ma-19 & hpish 5%+ 5234 17028 -20066 -20.304 26473  -15.427 sk edBior 4 %+
CT-Ma20 & hpis k#5334 -13977 -15730 -16221 -22915  -17.531 19 31
CT-001 & & jss ERUR! 18445 15165 -17.756 -23.294  -17.705 23 Hhrr
CT-0-02 = i jisk Sh % 12795 11907 -12.712 -18851  -20.723 23 it
CT-0-08 & i pess R X 13527 -11.496 -11763 -19.718  -19.001 23 Hhrr
CT-0-04 & i jesh R 15553 -15957 -16.231 24926  -20.427 19 Hrr
CT-0-05 = i j&sh LA HE 10484 -10.844 -11492 -19528  -18.105 19 51
CT-0-06 & i pess SAMLREY 10054 -9.814 9651  -16.892  -15.931 40 Hhrr
CT-007 & i pesh ERU ! 17.646 15643 -15.842 -24785  -18.067 23 Hrr
CT-0-08 = i j&sh Ll 18503 -15599 -15.605 -20623  -18.610 23 Hhrr
CT-0-00 & i pess sk de 13960 -11.121 -12199 20504  -14.707 23 T
CT-0-10 = i j&sk RS 15521 -16.826 -14615 -18.858  -19.406 40 Hhrr
CT-0-11 & % sk SRMLRY 8556 -10230 -8.820  -19.263  -16.608 19 51
CT-0-14 & i jesh SAMLREY 9268 -10128 -8986  -18.180  -17.120 40 Hrr
CT-040 5 & jisk s e 10799 -13582 -10.803  -19.707  -16.467 19 51
CT-R-01 R ey 9080 8597 6257 15933  -12.646 40 Hhrr
CT-R-02 T RS T 9726 -12378 -0388  -16.166  -13.452 40 $hrx
CT-R-03 58 F e Y 6774 8609 7394 16117  -10.980 19 51
CT-R04 & i pesh RS T 8794 8785 5792  -11381  -14.184 40 $hrt
CT-R05 & i jesh RS T 8695 9655 0670 -15519  -15.802 19 Hrr
CT-R-06 58 F e Y 8496 -12068 -9110 -15175  -12.504 19 51
CT-R-07 T RS T 11692 -12268 -12314 20057  -17.517 19 $Fr
CT-R-08 o K pRe e Y 10274 11331 -11355 -19.481  -12.190 19 $f51
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CT-R-09 o K FRaE e LIk -11.822 -11.505 -11.847 -21.673 -14.236 23 7L
CT-R-10 o K FRaE o Kbk -11.231 9425  -11.410 -17.236 -11.467 23 7L
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