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Epp i @2 18k BRI FHRALF2ATEE XA RS
B EEEE D I RE 2 FL By R R BT e e
o BEFRLSF REAR® S e s & 2 0.0008 2 0.0016 =
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The mountain hawk-eagle (Nisaetus nipalensis) is a large forest-dwelling
raptor distributed across northeastern Pakistan, the Himalayas, China’s
Yunnan-Guizhou Plateau to southeastern hills and Hainan Island,
Taiwan, the northern mountainous regions of Indochina, southern
Myanmar, north of Malaysia, and northeastern China. It is listed as a
Near Threatened species in the IUCN Red List. Despite its wide
distribution, the population size of the mountain hawk-eagle in Taiwan is
relatively low. Due to similarities in morphological traits, it is classified as
the same subspecies (N. n. nipalensis) as those distributed across the
Yunnan-Guizhou Plateau to southeastern China, Hainan Island, the
northern Indochina mountains, southern Myanmar, and Malaysia north.
However, as the mountain hawk-eagle is a sedentary bird without long-
distance migratory capabilities, it may lack gene flow with populations in
other regions. Consequently, the Taiwanese mountain hawk-eagle may
represent a distinct evolutionary population. This study used next-
generation genome sequencing to perform whole-genome resequencing
on 19 samples from Taiwan and one from Yunnan, China, to assess the
genetic diversity and historical effective population dynamics of the
Taiwanese mountain hawk-eagle population and conduct preliminary
comparisons with the mainland population. Results showed that the
genetic diversity index of heterozygosity in the Taiwanese mountain
hawk-eagle ranged between 0.0008 and 0.0016, with an average
nucleotide diversity (11) of 0.0011, which is lower than that of the oriental
honey buzzard in Taiwan. Principal Component Analysis (PCA) revealed

significant genetic differentiation between the Taiwanese mountain hawk-
4



eagle and individuals from the mainland and outgroup species.
Phylogenetic analysis showed genetic divergence between Taiwanese
individuals and those from mainland and outgroup populations. These
results preliminarily indicate the uniqueness of the Taiwanese mountain
hawk-eagle population. Historical effective population size (Ne) analysis
revealed that the population experienced multiple demographic
fluctuations over the past one million years. In the past ten thousand
years, the effective population size remained between 8,000 and 1,800
individuals, which may reflect the effective population size before the

divergence of the Taiwanese and East Asian mainland populations.
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RO RF AR R ERERY R ZF BB
ROFRFE R Rl e a- BPAELT T A REAREEERR
Bt (resilience) » A H 3 @ S s & Flpt s B¥ S
BEFBOR B RPRREFTITR AT DT EFBAY
Flpt AL g 5 Y MA A&« A -85 (lctinaetus
malaiensis ) £ jiz & (Nisaetus nipalensis) - ¥ 3 # 3 + fd - 2 F7 § &>
NTABRFANERFOFNFETE TR A o A RS AR
RS PECE VR ELEE RV AR TSRS S
MELAET Y EAN SREFFLLE AL EPE A FEE N
FE&PFd +a T (top-down) A2 i ek > S
1 i eh 48 2 (Banse, 2007) » Fp S Atk A i hadEahd B E 4 hik
TREGLEBETREH Y > HRAROR 2 B A BRES
FTEHETAE I 0 LBFOL T RERLIE AL Tt e Pt
B P AEE R T LY AR BRI AERS M B RIE R
Bl A BRI E R LA TP MRT 281 2 s ok e 0T AR
R ifrida wafld a L hfrd k2§ v A E B HEL KPR
GAcBE R HEH L o M E B E N HE (RiG) fov i R HE S
R A ip & LAl m. malaiensis (Clark, Marks, et al., 2020) ; @ &
B BRI R LA FA T At (BRELE) KA B R S Rp A
LESPRELR 2 LI Y W frds ~f WAL F 12w
I A s TAIZE R MNE DR ERL L FAMPFFERLE )
I ede i Ficdds i E3 R Bdn ¢ 4 (N. n. nipalensis (Clark,
Boesman, et al.,, 2020) ) - d & & jg § ¥ 12 &~ & (BirdLife
International, 2024) if;rs IBR A" i;‘?éﬁ;& B LB e | up g

o T fodp AR T G PRI A £ A FIRR H e db 3



i
P x5 enicR B &3t 5 500-1400 8 7 % (3%, 2007) 0 & $RIgRI & A
EEEE S RN I Tl - SRR L 5 W SRl B i

g Do d 4«43:1;“—,_% 1/ A f{ e ¥ H _ﬁ i@ g H g ] P ¥ (effective

population size, Ne) 7 B > £ # Ned% | :f § % A%< > 2 45 % b 4%
F4g @R (FBEY - geneticdrift) - #F 2 M AFp frg 2 G TR

PR A o - AR E D Ner N 5 @ %E L L 2 - £+ (Frankham,
1995) » Ft 4kIBE L E B Nex G- F 2t 0 #3 { K HE
BB ATEH MNed 53 > # 2 A B-EFH T 211002+ 3 @ 5 % i

WA A ERANED G LA ARES B 5 Rk
§EBEEMLARIL a o % TNetht [ 4 § LTI FL T REP
(Ellegren & Galtier, 2016) » s4orkip dp » &k F R g iz ¥R HE
PR E 2 BEowm Lok MaNep kS kBt 7 g 0E
(Lietal,2024) - F]pt & 7 jaspd 2 o B2 182 @ 5 R L F]F o »

FEBEENeHF SBRr» YR o @A BREL BT P BFR A
B R S GRARFUVPFY FRESFETH T T EEH
LG EEHFRARAALEE IR B IR D F T L AAH

PR B R A e ArE G B 5 B s (Glhe B ) 8

AL TR EHEA RS B TEPESE G BB A )

1l

7 v,T.%%:éi MEHEEHEY Lo Y RT ERFITR
% feand fIEF(Liet al, 2022) o Fp T fEpRIgE Bl @ 5 R
W2 Gy ok ERE 0 2 BT AR A 2 R R A P e

FEYIRCABES TR Pk RIEEE PR
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EE AT TR

AFTEERAE P RPER e R LB EREEE - LR
*o YL E BOFRE B2 X2 DNA t2 > 12 Nanodrop1000 4 5k & 2 ik (
Thermo Fisher Scientific) Bl & x4 & 2 kR > 12 0.8%% br3-52 "%
@~ (PFGE) » )%= > 30Kb & 7 £ DNA sl sdz & o DNA & & 12
Oxford Nanopore Technologies (ONT)£ & 7 = & $jisie (7 3 % R Flie
% » Oxford Nanopore Technologies & & 7| T B & Flie 2 & ik > HEH#
@k DNA PR EZ K33 38 FRH R EDDNA B LA
7| 5] PCR #F3 M1 cnds i85 2 hdd > s - AT 2 /22 52
2ERADNARA] = R A3 F AL A F F 22 X anlllumina
TR B 7 e o Tt 2 e lllumina 4000 25 T 5 A 4 hR MR e
B 7| F 42 80-100GB » * kfif e+ &t ONT eha A 45355 -
EHRFNE LA
A F 21 RS R AR 2 22 DNA S
B ARS8 T 01 1% > TAE & e 3 4 o 2] %74 ~ DNA el idz
B oo W B B B DNA fR A ¥4k 25 o 2318 $His et B4 DNA &
g AL A > £ A llumina 4000 AT 5 A 4 g iR dE
BAFaendd 4 THRALp p AP FEF g2 255 HREFT TR
Y Pl SR AR C R TR 0 T FIR AR R R A DA
AR & M AR 2 LB SR 19 § R OB
o218 kp~EZaBil d7 APEFRAPEBFTRIEDATF R
Flo A g EE R B AT o

SRATHA TR EEET L AR fastp v0.21 (Chen et

al., 2018) ¥ J b FRE 15 Fo AL o pHH F A 0E T LA BT 4or D
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PCR £ & 71 (linker) » %% @& & #2+ (Phred );®=4 =4 £ 3] 30 (q30)
Mb g R R kAR T EFEF AT o

#h Flie e 44 % (mapping)

§NE RE AR ABEE LR STODNAB R > ST AP E s A
Fleh AL mE S Fpt s PR A REATEFL 2 AR #
TR OF R EFHRE L A * BWAV0.7.17_1198 (H. Li, 2013)
MEM # ic » B FirB P A7 m i e K o v 4 18 > il
SAMtools v1.14 (Li et al., 2009) #-% % # 3 5 SAM fr BAM #:5¢ » & %
Bigiaie- AL > ¢ f5i * fixmate # it i3 T etz Lo R 4
samtools view -f3 -F268 -q30 #§ i rafie ¥ R1 -~ R2 i A (proper
pairs) > T PCR 314 358 B 7| & /Efic a0/ 7)) - 3% > & * markdup #
iR R FIPCR#BM A 4 chE4f A 7] o B % » i i depth 3 ¥
LRMAF NI FR > &- H AP AT DNA B A b g2
B Z EHEOE P RS R g2E (SNP calling)

B i ARG F1S 0 A * Beftools v1.14 (Li, H., 2011) 3
mpileup {r call &4 » 2 3 EFHE P HEE¥E (SNP) 4 VCF #% -
dA PR R TS R e P ERCREPEfIE LM
hF o APERF LRI L 26 FHWAIHME 1 FELI M
LA c 1| POl é*/’fﬁg?] e 90% ™Mb oo BF o AP *  bcftools view
#Wim VCF fh% > L REP 33 &4 4 48 2allele 7SNP =8 %
WA S Mg SNP> Afpie- #HGENAFATE (GQ) 220 *
BER(DP)x > 5 ¢ SNP ik o prvh o Stz s £ fpdz il 80%
8L T ERF & FEAFHES (maf) <+t 0.05 5 SNP =8t &5

P B ri =27 - AR TG
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P E LB SNP B - & § A s SNP g2 Baan
28 SNP i~2t#ic /| A%l &£ & > 0)- & Vcftools (Danecek
et al 2011)3*- & *&# chir F fe  # 1-(nucleotide diversity, ) -
R AR i
P A 19 Bk ORI ZE 1 BRp P B a0k
renh FlE R P o AR 4 = 4 A 47 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA) A 47ies B % BALOd @4 it &3 1238 @ 24 » PCA A {5
FERHBBRAPTOBHEEL - A2 50 F AL @M %5 SNP
FELER R EBHME R Bpa > 2 AR Y I RLER DTS
B33 PCARRAmEL » FRFHMETRRE - g B 7 112 2y
9 SNPs » i plig 5 izt 4 & 482 CDS %0 SNP gk - - £ ¢
* PLINK V1.9 (Purcell et al., 2007) 714 i 4 7 - 7% dic r2>0.2 51 SNP
iz 2k (--indep-pairwise 10kb 1kb 0.2) » ¥ A i iFpd-=x & & = 2L FHE
Fo] % 0.05 e SNP =8 (--maf 0.05) > 12 3 &g ¥ ik des B T ffren
SNP =2 (--hwe 0.1) MR R X DER RS i o BT K
A * getabd i fTA w47 (PCA) A% 1 4ok 2 124
A kEL L B SNP 2 - 3B e ipinahBHAs 1
Te¥ 2 A XA @A § L 8T A F p 3 @i 004 o
ML A AT
A ql* IQ-TREE 2 (Mihn et al 2020) & {7 &5 M a4 » 15 @
+ 9247 (Maximum Likelihood, ML) i& {7 jix Ji i 88 8.5 e > & & »
SH-aLRT %t fie BEpTer i i frenin X B > 325 4 L enfafs o ptoh
IQ-TREE 2 E # p ##73]:5#% (ModelFinder) = it » £ 4% * SNP #

R RGN R o e ASC (HEBAtkD) §3l > nizn

“r
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% SNP FHL ¢ GE B4 7 f g T A B B o 20 B ERY
AT I AR R T R E R R e B b i &3 SNP calling
RS {0 RAPF LA 42 CDS % e SNP g d B EED D
TS H Y SNP gk 5 SEt R B 10 § B SNP o ¥ 3t et
Bt o FZEFETEREBTRDRE - RO E fERGARGS T
e F {otf R
cH 2P R BEEY
{1 * VCFtools 3+ & 7 2 % ¥8 7 1 SNP # 5 (—-freq) - £ & * Smith
fv Kronforst (2013) ¥ o838 & 4253 2 /F and @ pEag(dxy) (Nei,
1987; Nei & Li, 1979) - dxy, :%#Edt: 8 s 2 2 2 BHF A FEA 7|0
= R
™2 PSMC ~ SMC++2 Stairway Plot 2 fz & iz B € ¥ g 6
A PSMC (Pairwise Sequentially Markovian Coalescent) (Li &
Durbin 2011) %3] > f1* 8 - BROFERHMAFNEZTHE  RHEAFET F
%4 T iTx B4R LpFER | (Time to Most Recent Common Ancestor,
TMRCA) - A 155 B A Fleih TMRCA A & > V4% ¥ 47 F
P e AR A ) Y o A fa T L R R AR i o & PSMC
S0 BE AT RER § PR S AR AP T RER
AZB 20 BenBALEF AT o 0t AT RRFHT LA T eSS
B UR AR L 5 £ A EARAREF L 2.3%x107° (Smeds et al.,
2016) > * »tfp ¥ ji O R oo REER -
¥ SMC++ (Terhorst et al., 2017) B H A B %R H N E = A FHF F & 7
ER RAETR L CRE PR RIS R Y R SNP gk o F
(site frequency spectrum ) it {7 %% c7 TMRCA 4 47 » ¥ 1z ik

PSMC — = & iy A4~ B AU > 2 0 3050 @ % BEFW > 99117 1
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10.

11.

BELSFTA > RFAITrRETEFRITE D {RTRA (F£
VL) PR RS BRI o
Stairway Plot 2 (Liu & Fu, 2020) f1* SNP % = A FHg S8 7 4 47 > 4+
n ¥ # &3 folded SFS (Site Frequency Spectrum ) 5% » F]pt 7 12 %
* Ao & B SNP e L X > 3L 7] (ancestral alleles ) o d »t 254 5%
P fE A 4242 A3 % = A FlehF > Stairway Plot 2 33t iz 85 4 f8 e
P OTEHE A AT Y G o
12 GONE 4 47317 200 i #p %53 5 s ¥ 8 i
GONE (Santiago et al., 2020) # **:# 44 7 T = (Linkage Disequilibrium,
LD) > fI* % ® B4 SNP > B & AR L e d - o8 7 b P IO »0%
#x] o GONE #%5)if & 42p):7 200 R p a3 fre d 88 0 o 30 %
PR BB 2% R LD kT L3 > L %R Tl - GONE
BEGE LR EESFRARR P OEERE o Tt GONE = % i
B E

Lzt ~\,}-n7f§’1\1fagfrlg ,}—nyfg‘iﬁgrﬂg;‘a 317*5;’: ,rﬂLuﬁ 2} .

(R R eE i TR GiTh L P D »EEL ] o

>

Wy @ (Tytoalba) A Fle € ¥ 1.94 cM/Mb &7 4 #+ % ju
GONE f ¢ 4 »c*% % chig B o

2 ROH (Run of homozygosit) 4 7 iz 3+ B %8 chiT B % 78 % #ic
SR AN R ET MR 0 A P47 PLINKVIO 3455 4
AT sl a) £ 3@ 4 2 & (Run of Homozygosity * ROH) & & -
9% McQuillan % + (2008a) %7 7 » 3 4 fEL ¥ % 5 RiTA L fe 0 B
AFed nd (FF ML RMPE L RRE R LR L R AT RS i

ERBPNRGFARALET PR o ¥ L GART AT AEF AT > F 2
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PR RT e A D 20 BRAES SNP FR R T T (-

homozyg-window-snp20); # Bz v 2> Z& 20 B4 &3+ SNP (-

homozyg-snp 20 ) ; =3 1 B34 =2 (--homozyg-window-het 1);
¥ 1 B4 4 =8 (--homozyg-window-missing 1) ; 4848 % v g fpit i)

% 0.01 (--homozyg-window-threshold 0.01) o gt ¢k » A2k 7 7 --
homozyg-kb 500 » r23f 45 & & 42i6 500kb  ROH % £ o .5 » 43353
FE s Aps ROH @&

BERER S FROH (#Fip & & ~»% 500kb %

B0 fR3e 5 FROHsook » * rida it 4 404 % LB PITALL fe AR R o
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w e X%

A g * SQK-LSK110 :## (Oxford Nanopore Technologies [ONT]) i&
FRAFEZER o« Ra > d W RIwhFl o d LR EFBT5 2 DNA &
ARBIE > A LB R G ERFE FINBAR LRGBS R o
M TWIFEETEZPEEL ER AR A a2 PR RZRETA A
Jipc %k > A PEECHESFHODNABCRES EFRGPBERT S
TR e

A * PromethlON T 527§ i £ 25 » & 2 Guppy v6.3.8 (ONT)
ERAMERES (5Q7) due AR EFHAF L A2 ¥ 8GB 7ONT
B3leRm » Brlenk B NSO # 4.6kb > B 7|8 & % 7 &> ¥ L 35 )c
B 1.2GB shfk Flie e 5L - g fs » A g+ Flye v2.7-b1585 (Mikhail K., et
al., 2019) 27 ONT R 7|she ik » 2% PR E R 0.78GB che X R
| TIHR[EFFRAEL 6 2wkt NS0 £ & 5 35.4kb v i
B i o

& BUSCO v5 (Mannietal., 2021) & 2g %<~ A FEant o459 > 23k

AFETE T 48 4% R FAFIHF > T RET e RTEAFIRER Z

AT e T RO FRIIER  APRES BB REA
AT > KA @A -
BHWE TH

Afrqed 19 $EHE ROERM 1 Lk < prenBH o 12
2 Nisaetus alboniger it 5 * # 4 f& (BioSample: SAMN25686331 > B~
B NCBI)- d * % a8 DNA 572 - » AP jgEE 7 16.66 %

134.45 Gb > lllumina ‘&% £ DNA A7 FH - AP - B R ITL 7
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AFe s #afn =% ONT A7) 2% BRcha A BH 43 130Gb - &
PFELFREAGH > HABHO llumina B RAEFIEFF S 16.66
~42.35Gb - i fastp i£{7 Q30 A A A 431l - 5 & BHA K2 %
T 6%~ 18% M EF A A o A FE H#HE K (mapping) 0 & B
AT HRRER 4 1M1 ~100 B2 o FE2d RER DA B
o R Heplaol R e RERTRAFRSGF: 11~31 8 (£ 3)-
PAF e R E S EEE
A4l 5024,276 % SNP 2= i Bohfr A Fled @ 5 45l > ¢ 35
78 A SNP #c® ~ fe 4 SNP i-gmiiic~ B L R E BHAPHE
SRl (Mo d 2 1 BB FREP RS RE TSR E
AEHETE o AL AR HiiEBWY > SNP g 42 150.54 F~
29095 § 2 B > Tia i 25332 § ;24 SNP =2t 93.56 4~
190.04 F2 & > T35 % 15328 § ; BAEs 2 & 4+ 0.0008 ~0.0016
2B T3a5 000130 a5 - A ERE P HE SR (M) 5
0.0011 c d ** % pis B4 1 & G 2 HEIpH 1% B SNP k$
5 23179 § > 324 SNP =Zpic: 17318 ¥ > Bagse s B 5 0.0015
( 4)
BN
AR EAstTe o APERT 410,686 i 2hid 4 Jp 2 o9 SNP i Bhig {7
BRSNS BB 0 AHR RORELET RS- A3 (21
AT 3.01% h R ) a2 hHEBHPETEAE L o 0h > gRG
BLLHBHALIAES e U LB R LT P S
H BT IR PR T L ERITE AR - SR L HE
WER G- LABRE > LM LRI AH - ROd BB
(B 1)e
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LB T
% 5,295,160 77 SNP = 2L¥ “g#%:E 5~ 10 § B SNP =2k % = 57 SNP
fasta # % > & {7 IQ-TREE 2 sid + i 232 MG HHEH > & % 87 4 4
FRMA - Bk B AR B AN kHE s B - TR
i @A (R 2) -
R EHERE R
AP EATEREFR 208 B 0 W PSMC e & #% % L F
i 0 S%i212 & B4 PSMC ~ &k & 34 F crdg e > B¢

ﬁﬁfi%ﬁf]ttmo ez 205 &% Ne p 1.758~24 4§ 2+ » 475

F106585~08 4 % (B 3) i * SMC++ % 4 ¥ 4 (distinguished
lineages ; -d) %#c: 219 B4 AvY » 5 "G EH S5 L BRITL T AH
ARBFEAY > FHBES, S FUPEFREFL BB PLE
SMCH++3 % B 7 i ¥ # €45 100 § # £]35 10 § & © » Ne 4 & 4~6 ¥
FrTRe > Rigig 1080758+ & Ned 482+ 7%15
0.5~0.8 # = + (B 5) - @ Stairway plot2 & % & 7 37§ & P]iT+ & > &
ENe 9K 08 § 2+ 7% 19018 % =+ (H6) GONE 2 % &7 » 4
#_1000 & (200 %) T iTH 4 AR T R S SRR ] 30
543~2381 2. & » 1750 & ¥4 543~893 2. /& (B 7) °

&4 PSMC -~ SMC++ - Stairway Plot2 2 GONE &5 % » 2% 988 31 i
BoE¥ 2 100 F&p F REkE - TRAPFNALAS S
BT ER > 3R ERTAFLN08F 2+ T FELET 018 F
=% > 22 GONE i1 200 % % 2381 #pi7 > 22 {¢ GONE i1 50 # (% % 4

7% 543~893 2 A o ipE R AT o F P R B H B ERRS



(N

AN

19



GEC
Fl e f B A Flie e HaE A2l 48 F15E > 45N 8 DNA 6 & chiPed 20 5

AMARBREEEELLPE O EREZBMECZEDNAERTZ2 LR

C

FAEFZAPREIANTAEFLERYE > RRBRZELESFIEE > 4%
RAFIERIAGE T Lo Ex AT aHELEY BrAFlews
FE 7 i BUSCO ~ 457 Wk 48% = B A Flfie ¥t > Bom A Flle = fF
B2 FR M mask R AT RS AR b
pl’fmﬁoﬂﬁéf o & % Zhip g AL F ik 7 W R4 K (mapping) 4%
FRBHEY Y LPRRERE LB EERRAGRAPIF BT AT
o et T HRER > PR BTALEFEOATE SR F L
w AR EEERE %6 4 17 42 PSMC ~ SMC++{r Stairway Plot2
AATEE s LERE AEL 100 §E TR CREEE T MAS c KA
ER O EHEETE T AT FEPNED MBS RBT L ERR Y
BFREABLNECERRA M R { AR P T RFEERER L
BT o hbr i F GABYE > 38 ML EFASE T FHEA T R
B0 U L A E (- kPl (LGP) B4apE > & 5 i fhehg »ee i
ERF T SLAERRL G ERRBIAGD T F RO SR
2 kEP R B %1 a0 & (Nadachowska-Brzyska K et al., 2015) -
HEDGE AT > S EOITY G soER p 800 £ 7
2200 #F ™% > 2 100 # % T 3 12005 & 3| T 5] 20 £ 5 4 4R
THEAR D40 o ST R R ET AR T SR B G geh
CHEE T FRME O EFE AB  PHRFE G T g4 R 2
Ei ;/’fm"ﬁ PLETE AETEE TR 0 B 320 & A AR T & 5 R

% 540 24 o fLipif i f AR E R APRP B LR 3%k E 500-1400

[V

BART2 A ol B 2% N5 LR REFE D 1/7-1/10 4pie =
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Mg & SUE T A PCA A 47881 0 SAEE SR
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- B Tﬁérﬂ 2
WA a8 BAaugit X ko> @ SHRELTE D b o BRARRING
B g SR - Rig e SR B avRE S kPR
SRR A T SRR T ARG - BERLF LS
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# 1 R A

Py 213 % ik %3x
FEVEETEPR——

5533 P ig;ﬁgg;gg;(;{ D1610_ 1030311 # % P #4kir3 &
T7462 20080501 & ¥ fr-T BoEIRA P SRR kS
T7463 20120825 % SRR Tyt Gk
T7465 20000709 7 4+ B4 F ST A
T7467 2020 B¥nd #4' PR T T
T7503 20240618 h e £ 5 Bl W2 p RPFEF £ R 5 F2 LFF
T7504 RIS T 20170265M30_ATZ171 e+ B #+ki+3 % 1061700466 %
T7505 RIS tE O 20090400M20_C1083_ j 14+ % 0980108575 5.
T7506 RIS TEO 20210298B20 B _TZ024 P #:4ki+3 % 1090223756 %
T7507 SR IS cEO 20080520B20_5 * R 4247+ 3 % 0970110626 5
T7513 20220207 = i# CHESFTE
T7514 20231012 = Bt s A 5 T Y AT
T7515 20240214 © f Bfl % B4 g TR Y AT
T7516 20231226 % # Bfl % B 4§ g TR Y AT
T7517 20240213 ® @ Bt s 054 5 T Y AT
T7518 20240310 ® #§ BAt A B4 B T AR T
T7519 20240402 © f Bfl % B 4 g TR Y AT
T7520 20240528 ¥ fif Bfl B4 d b T AT Y AT
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T7521 20240520 % # BALX B4 e T AT 0
T7464 N B p 5 HpiaT g oot
T7466 BEIA S5 AT AT
T7468 2008 B d 5 T
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% 2.BUSCO i # 2 %

ave_odb10

Complete BUSCOs (C)

Complete and single-copy BUSCOs (S)
Complete and duplicated BUSCOs (D)
Fragmented BUSCOs (F)

Missing BUSCOs (M)

Total BUSCO groups searched

4035 (48%)
4022 (48%)
3333 (40%)
1211 (15%)
3092 (37%)

8338
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EA2 (G) 2 % kX FRUEAEIPAF TR REFR (I

Nisaetus alboniger % p >+ NCBI

TARE BAFRE AAFE REIER
R ]
(G) >30(G) >30(%) (%
D533 35.44 33.24 0.94 27.18
T7462 23.00 19.44 0.85 15.50
T7463 16.66 14.07 0.84 11.33
T7465 40.25 37.66 0.94 29.69
T7467 36.21 34.04 0.94 27.17
T7503 134.45 125.76 0.94 100.20
T7504 37.31 34.57 0.93 26.40
T7505 20.32 18.44 0.91 14.05
T7506 42.35 38.88 0.92 22.61
T7507 30.07 27.65 0.92 16.10
T7513 28.02 25.54 0.91 18.68
T7514 28.59 26.72 0.93 21.13
T7515 27.82 25.99 0.93 20.62
T7516 35.81 33.54 0.94 26.72
T7517 32.10 29.34 0.91 20.85
T7518 32.31 30.17 0.93 23.48
T7519 31.54 29.45 0.93 23.00
T7520 20.97 19.30 0.92 14.19
T7521 41.53 38.82 0.93 31.03
V350256575 38.80 31.71 0.82 23.08
Nisaetus
22.30 22.30 pass 14.84

alboniger
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P4 B ATE SRR 5 & BAAT RN SNP Bk s 325 SNP -8

Bl R (322 SNP B/ A FlmE B > 0) 2 4 %8 R ¥ obm

alboniger

to(m)e
PR S i
i 48 SNP #ic fe £ Bk FeER O
(1)
D533 2,874,537 1,844,227 0.0016
T7462 2,241,579 1,273,055 0.0011
T7463 2,051,533 1,308,951 0.0011
T7465 2,581,271 1,472,497 0.0012
T7467 2,573,731 1,461,960 0.0012
T7503 2,895,222 1,857,486 0.0016
T7504 2,569,882 1,471,103 0.0012
T7505 1,505,397 935,644 0.0008
T7506 2,560,778 1,491,765 0.0013
T7507 2,510,404 1,600,116 0.0014
T7513 2,841,084 1,865,810 0.0016
T7514 2,567,943 1,482,897 0.0013
T7515 2,847,956 1,833,733 0.0016
T7516 2,584,825 1,484,666 0.0013
T7517 2,550,884 1,473,130 0.0012
T7518 2,473,896 1,443,479 0.0012
T7519 2,563,393 1,473,522 0.0012
T7520 2,427,638 1,449,086 0.0012
T7521 2,909,485 1,900,406 0.0016
= 2,533,234 1,532,818 0.0013 0.0009
V350256575 2,317,926 1,731,810 0.0015
Nisaetus

1,110,037 996,096 0.0008
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%25 149 R RHI2AF 2R ROH ¥ &£ A& >500kb it % %k

ROH &£ & T3 ROH & B

%8 ROH #c FROH
(Kb) (Kb)

D533 8 4784.4 598.0 0.00051
T7462 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7463 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7465 16 9279.0 579.9 0.00049
T7467 16 9302.3 581.4 0.00049
T7503 16 10854.2 678.4 0.00058
T7504 10 5940.1 594.0 0.00050
T7505 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7506 1 565.1 565.1 0.00048
T7507 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7513 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7514 6 3638.4 606.4 0.00051
T7515 1 538.8 538.8 0.00046
T7516 14 8555.2 611.1 0.00052
T7517 2 1093.2 546.6 0.00046
T7518 1 511.9 511.9 0.00043
T7519 2 1028.4 514.2 0.00044
T7520 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
T7521 6 3787.3 631.2 0.00054
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Effective population size (*10%)
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Effective population size (*10%)
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Effective population size (*10%)
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Effective population size
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