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AL T

MG AR S AR R fg (Nisaetus nipalensis) £ +x3%§ (Ictinaetus
malaiensis) > A Flie i @ 5 HFEE S FHEE L kS 2R e BRSO
OB e AR ERNA o AP AT 25 RSB TR MI e B D AR
A RN o B ESPR £33 E R 413 0.0009~0.0016 0 T 3oy
HEL S i (m) 5 0.0013 « M A 7ET B %He A FF A Lt L
G0 A FHIFL B8 (Cryptic Species) e i o fr g E#H# i~ 78T
SMC++ dp i/~ ¥ & 30 F #5 § $£3 &) 23,100 5 »E# <] > 5
B ATE B RATE PPN T RS > D3 e R Al 8,500 2+
kT ; Stairway Plot 2 BAg+ H*%3d 6§ £+ 55800 FREHTH% > 1
1000 & = "% 1 ) 750 - GONE2 » {7 Rl % &1 100 £ p > d ¥ 1100 *
2P X554 Frumy Mebdaoc® (Nc) 38 - 2 NelNc vt g 4t
04 2 1.0 2/ » A - 35pH 101 243 1Mb (> 1Mb) k4] & 3+ #
£ (Run of homozygosity, ROH) &7 1-2Mb s 5 3 > Br 2
B gLt ahRGot FRE 232 Gk (Fron) &
0.0065~0.069 > #tkigenm > A a4r7 11 & S8 B - S HigT o
AEFEE - E 24 AR E S K& M (m=0.00026) - H 4 Fron & iE
0.015~0.331> * ROH F# % 1-2Mb ‘&% fen+ E3aff > L f m &R
BB o frL g 2EE (Ne) # i~ 17 (SMC++/Stairway Plot 2) %71 » 1
1 Ne £>4,000 &+ % 245 4,500 = 10,800 «#c& > e &ge4 X 4,000
EwF A F - R M T 224 0 i78  GONE2 &~ 47i8 - H 3T - B &
1200 &= g 5 =&+ =2 (Ne 9 1,800) & & §E£ % 600 £ Hpk3 4
80 8- Rw v e akiT 40 EQF A AN DI HEF > PO EY L
180 2 TR G F o AP NS ST BT Ll @ 5 4Rl - Ne 2

TAFeER 0 B B S Beden Tl @ idmE 0 3 NelNc v
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This study examines the whole-genome genetic diversity, demographic
history, and evolutionary relationships of the Mountain Hawk-Eagle (Nisaetus
nipalensis) and the Black Eagle (/ctinaetus malaiensis) in Taiwan relative to
neighboring populations. For the Mountain Hawk-Eagle, we analyzed 25
individuals from Taiwan alongside comparative samples from Yunnan, China,
and Japan. Results indicate that heterozygosity in the Taiwan population
ranges from 0.0009 to 0.0016, with an average nucleotide diversity (17) of
0.0013. Phylogenetic analyses confirmed that the Taiwan population has
formed a significantly differentiated evolutionary lineage, supporting its status
as a cryptic species. Historical demographic analyses reveal distinct patterns:
SMC++ indicates that the Mountain Hawk-Eagle possessed a large effective
population size (Ne) of approximately 23,100 in the ancient past (>300,000
years ago) and, following stepwise declines during the Late Pleistocene and
Holocene, maintained a long-term stable level of around 8,500 until around
30,000 years ago; Stairway Plot 2 shows a gradual erosion from around
5,800 around 60,000 years ago to around 750 by around 1000 years ago.
Recent analysis (GONE2) reveals its resilience it has suffered a precipitous
decline from around 1100 to around 554 over the last 100 years. Based on
current field population estimates, the Ne/Nc ratio ranges between 0.4 and
1.0. Its Runs of Homozygosity (ROH) composition is dominated by short
segments (1-2 Mb), indicating that its genetic structure is shaped by both

historical evolution and recent bottlenecks.



AR i HRMEON i E  RB IR PRI REE A BRI REE L BA
S0 BYpAE S RS AR T L R RS R
Rzl ek A8 = o 4o F e (M £ 4 4802 ) (Endangered Species Act)
TE T FLRT eI A ARG A S F a2 (Biodiversity
Hotspots) s 313%k A A BT » 7 F NP BEF R 2 #7 Al 73 oy
o FlUt 0 DA RETE AR AR RT BARE EFZRFR
HIPAT -

Ra o Wikidg Ty Fhive- R TECT R T AR B 20 LHREE RS
AP S HRMEAE RS EEREEE > BT ERE RN (S eRAOET H
s - F L E Tigi- ¥~ (Evolutionary Significant Unit, ESU) ;> Ryder
(1986) =& H Z i@ Y P B3 F AR OfAP %E > A 407 ZFAPhED
it A 0 Moritz (1994) Rlig- % %3 > ESU R @+ B RE F am it
(4o 488 DNA ch¥E s #HBM ) iy 1 Tk E 7R e d 28 5 %
R s e BF b RS TOEF o

7 ESU > Moritz (1994) 7 % 4 17 K ¥ 4Gy RIME R [
@ ¥ ~ (Management Unit, MU) ;- &2 i & £ 8 i* ¢ 0 ESU %  » MU
Gdn ¥ A% AT S (Allelefrequencies) + A F AR - Ma H A
12w (Geneflow) & £ 3*A4] > E 5 T EFHEF 1 ahjp > 4

( Demographically independent) ;- MU ehE £ ¢+ 43 > 252 B MU # 2 &
BHAG > BU RE A e N S8 AT dpa
(Recolonization) » F]pt » A %T F i3+ > MU £ 5 pEEH & (o= F
B4 ) B E s Ay i IR R 4R T H o
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ARG AR RT LOEEFLR o RS T HHR AP EF RG0S f
R R s s wi i@ e BpE A on T8 (Cryptic species) | o "EF fE g
BEHE B 5 R 000 ATehpt g (Bickford et al., 2007) & M-8 ff 0 2
Epamit e s B SRR ESU & pEa MU 5 o F R
BEOR T RERREHET R ERKL MG > Ea - F e o he
P des RN EPA RS LR ORL > R FELF D
DR EEF OB E SR TS R Ak o BT - A A
Feens pEf g e i 5 R IR 0 1Rk AR EF DR A T o 5 F
WL AP HEAED AR AELSEEF LR BT R ELNTEFAE )
R RE A AATF e AT SARELT L F L b o
ESU-MU £ # 28k - R FEFEMPL > 2 WL B0 F7TBLER
RALOEG Bk {725 cBFRERRL B RSERER L eE & J 1L
BB AET R o
Peb o R G ERE G BRI F > P AN TSR RERE
i g i+ (Resilience) » ix+ 42 & B~ 2 i i@ % 4+ (Genetic
Diversity) «n® G 42k o 2@ R ASF i ah R > B F R RT g fE R
BEREBIERRA DR DG TREERE o F > AT ik R
ks R R R R A SRR B AR o B SRS g2t
F5Y 0 AT ETHA S DA AR 4§ K18 (Ictinaetus malaiensis) & j- &
(Nisaetus nipalensis) &3 7 % » 2 & 3T 4 G@git Py g o
T Pl T BEENERIE PSR > BEd AT
(top-down) e fz g flipdli- i) 3 KB - P 2 A KGR & - i
AMAFEA R K senfE R e £ T 7 (Banse, 2007) o Flpt o R bR Bk
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A o v SRR ] B P ?#ﬁtﬁﬁ"éﬁ ip ¢ L& . m. malaiensis > 3% iI; /&

- ¥ § % (Clark, Marks, et al.,

°

RiZm®xd flnes i2s sz

r ]l
=

2020) : ;s #enfE R RIBGFAT 5 4

PrLE ¢ Ba T As It (Clark, Boesman, et al., 2020) - 2 # » 19

¢4 N.n. nipalensis » » % fRis % % 5

m

#% BirdLife International (2024) ~F &4 1 > R AREHF T+ 2L F T IRF A

BLAl > F R E L RRME S R X R RBRE T BT T

£ ey IR £ A FIRGE 0 i i R D A AR R ] SRR
ESU/MU
BEHREEFETRE G 0 p A2 5ok 53095 500-1400 & (4%,

2007) > @ #k3gR-> > 1000 & (Lin & Pursner, 2020)  i&3f < 4| 4 @ § &
FEES CBREARE RBEAFH TK- v ) 23 Pl 2@ @4 P Ao R
FHETERERAER P (X PEREP I F o P o R B
@8 E ¥ sk % o (Effective population size, Ne) %7 4p b o 1345
Frankham (1995) eiz3t > Ne i % X 2 B ¥ HKE L L2 - » T RF
Hge ik Ne 7t - 732

{
gEFEF b XL (Geneticdrift) 8255 2 2EFF4 9 1100 g

Bgd o &g AA (Inbreeding) 221 T 2P M 0 SHEELD HH
iAo @it BiRie (dofcih & AUk DNA) FLALEEI # FE 4 BIiT
e AmER > a2 AFez B EEL TS EF L P E (Runsof

Homozygosity, ROH ) » #& i { % TR TR % (IFF & o

a0 M3 EED Ne »Z P F 2 a5 (Ellegren & Galtier,
2016) o GldeskipHpeng F A d e B8 LA A Ne ddd > 402
GOEW R Lk Ne p A=k d 15 Q#F 7% (Lietal,2024) « )
B R ERE I LB A RIBE B S R eh TS wERIFR R (Deep

time) dfEd RBp » T & o 9 o A fBRES AT T AL IR



SiEe A > LRF PPV SRR R (Population
bottleneck ) - g2 AAFxFEra B AL § = g 2B G SR P B lgF T E o 2]
FEEIFROTRART A HAFEE SRR 5 B (drp REHE»cF T F
BRI ZREAF) APLDHLZ G B THER - T KR
(Nc) & tepeig w2 » (5% Hp| P72 fech? J1if @ e (Lietal, 2022)

TAEABMET R E LR B A o x> At E g AT B fRT
Feeh2 AR Flle fedy > BRI L eha age = (A3 5 E5E - ESU &

MU)~ 8 % 4k~ £ 2378 hg s EH L 0 3 TR TR feail
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PE Wi ws SRS RSN R PR RAR

T~ 1 iR

(R vy S | S ESP N Kah u ) IORWARE el S T R o
B 5 RLE  E AEER > F R RRE DR R TR
FAE g d A KA T RA Y AREA  FAFTFR
A R A 22 AT TR

2. FEVaPALEFAHREOR A ELFE DA AP EFEP YL
Fomp H%2 NGO ¢ AP A HAGHETHL T 47 26
Bl > R#xM2 P SR W2 p R ER 4 W2 § RPEE
EEREERA RS CABRAFTE AP AP RTEESE
o 2P PR RFELTEE LT ;‘%;} LRI T
REZLERO SR AEEFAFIELRA 2 S A -
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Z2ARGE AT R TR

AT ALBEERE A RPERErERREEFLERT 2 DRSS
TE FEPFEAILREE I LHEORA  FZ AT AFREIFER
e DNA B 7| » 347 12 Nanobind PanDNA kit :& 7 DNA % B~ » {512
Nanodrop1000 4 sk 2% % (Thermo Fisher Scientific) B & s & % ik
B 32 0.8%%% rH-E % 7 4 (PFGE) » 2)%7 < »t 30Kb £ % £ DNA 1
Az B o DNA # ~ 12 Oxford Nanopore Technologies (ONT)% & 7 2_&
FiFig 7 3 A Fle 2 B/ > Oxford Nanopore Technologies £ % 7| 2 & 2
Flie g B Ep BiEEF Lk DNA PEEEZ K342 3% FH gk
IDNA & 7] B 5| F] PCR JB3 I engs i85 2 Bt » el - A 4
FeZ /3 ERZEEERDIDNARS > 2 AT B> 2 AL F 3
2z fanlllumina A B 7 cnss 355 0 F@t 2 d5 e lllumina 4000 = & T 5
A4 nF MR @R 5 TR 80-100GB » * ke fife4 et ONT eha ki 45 3%
& o

EFERFME A

AR F 29 TR R AR ES(X 1) 2 11 B R
B A(F 2) 0 2T DNA 38> Ris 7 0 1% %> TAE % 7
Tk HIETHR & DNA s fz & 0 @ 4 8- B BLE- DNA R & 33 4k T
Boo fRis4tize B DNA R 227 B enE 24 > & 24 12 llumina
4000 2 AT S A2 g A ERI T A Y 4 L FE P p RPE
Biagr 25 SR g iR MY chl SR A BB R L R T LR
EE R FRARER R ASA R 2 WA S AR 28 BH
FRL25 2 BE HeOEBH 2 1 bk 22 e BW TR <1

AE DL e o d AP s e ik e eh Pl RS B Feredg g
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AR S

sRATHEMMTENOEREET A AR * fastp v0.21 (Chen et

al., 2018) ¥ 4o/ 718 17 T gL » ot 34 " T B4R 4~ h

PCR 42 B 71 (linker) » g 2 & & /22 (Phred) =4 ;=4 i 3] 30 (q30)

b g B R aNE R E S EFEE AT o

# Tl ¥ R4 % (mapping)

d 3 R AR SR ER ST ODNA R A AP EE R AT
A

BRI K

_'l

Flpt o P AR EAFEIFL S AT e B
TR T AR FHBE K o A BWAV0.7.17 1198 (H. Li, 2013)
MEM # iy » -G FB TR PR FEF o L o W21 > i
SAMtools v1.14 (Li et al., 2009) #-% % # 4% 5 SAM fv BAM 5% » # i
Bigf7i- gl o ¢ 451 * fixmate # it i3 & e it 4 0 ARG 4
samtools view -f3 -F268 -q30 % ¥ & refie 47 R1 ~ R2 3% 5 (proper
pairs) > T PCR 514 ¥ 5p B 7| & FEfic ¥ en/ 7] o 3% > & * markdup # it
Hahz Rz FIPCR#BM AL hE 4 A5 - B4 > Wi depthz- 5 2 B
WAF TR FR - 8- H 2174 Fle DNA B 7t b eJ2 o 3R s
B2 = P RY R g2 (SNP calling)

B il R SRt 0 2 i % Beftools v1.18(Li, H., 2011)
mpileup fr call &2 » 4 $%#E %8 (SNP) ¢ VCF #h% o &
fri# * bcftoolsview g VCF #h% » T DEPEAI1 L 44§+ 2
allele 7 SNP =2k o Z @& % Z e SNP > A - 4 &iF I AL 7
AFE (GQ) 220 > * Bz A(MDP)x* 5% 2 % 300 % SNP 2 -
pLoek s A xF“:}*”T%@'@ 80% ik & Yoy i BL > T RF A & E L FPE

(minor allele frequency, maf) = > 0.05 = SNP =2k » i& {7 {8 o5
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L A

AT e E P ITER

AP RS LR A AR RO ONP g ~ & LAl s SNP 2 gc2
BRI s R (BRI L SNP -gk#ic /| A% £ R > 0) ¥ Vcftools
(Danecek et al 2011) 3+ & *%# o F fe & 14 (nucleotide diversity, ) -
BN

P iR 25 Bk RENEERA 2 BRAYRE28P AR
ek Pl B 7)o 3% 2 =& & 47 (Principal Component Analysis,
PCA) rii A5 B feig s 3 Feni @4 it 230 138 8 545 > PCA » 7%
e P BRBEPTOBMEFL - Ao 20 E ATl g M ka5 SNP
FELER B EBMT o @p i 2 AT P RBER RS
B4 PCARS L L R EHMH LR 2 E @7 ¢ 12 24
SNPs » s i plig 5 22020 ¢ 482 CDS %« SNP g £ it *
PLINK v1.9 (Purcell et al., 2007) 7% i & 7 =+ firitadc r? > 0.2 7 SNP i
2. ( --indep-pairwise 10kb 1kb 0.2) o ¥ 2 o iEpp =t & & i+ JL FPhg & ]
* 0.05 & SNP 28 (--maf 0.05) > 2 2 B ¥ ik dfres (B T 7 SNP i
% (--hwe 0.1) > MR R X PERR S PR o 4T %o A E
gctabd 2i7 i e a4 (PCA) A3 % 1 fo% 2 L 2o fkklix
Frut t B4 SNP A F e @B e fpinchBiasy 1 vk 2 4
> E A E AR Jh R B @ ahdp i

A

A4l IQ-TREE 2 (Mihn et al 2020) i 7 M4 b e 4 > 156 5
i #%7% (Maximum Likelihood, ML) & {7 = B i 88 AL i 1 > 1 ¢
SH-aLRT %t i RS @ i fHeni R E > = o L affadd o pt ot

IQ-TREE 2 £ % p ##-3]:E# (ModelFinder) # it » &4 * SNP #
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R RGMHEROER > P ASC (FE R ATE ) #3] > iz o d»
SNP FH# B P G R4 7 i R AHe ST = PR 21 BERSG A7
T L BF T J R E SRS DR A %3 SNP calling = &
o ERPFELA s 2 CDS % e SNP 28k o J BB G ENSH F
¢ e SNP =8 7 S B~ 10 § B SNP > # 303 s fiberd 41 4
oA eFmFERERT DR B E f B G RG STk
F ootk rr
cHSZ2 e AP AR T&p)’%mxj L Ri5E" A
A 4] * VCFtools 3+ & & e 4 3 11 SNP #f 5 (--freq) - £ @& * Smith
v Kronforst (2013) # o582 5 & 4353 2 /F o @ gEd(dxy) (Nei,
1987; Nei & Li, 1979) - dxy, %iEd: & 282 2 3 BRAF A F R 7o
i’g'ﬁ AR AT
2 PSMC -~ SMC++% Stairway Plot 2 & & p)’ga HRIGefE g HEEE ¥
A+ PSMC (Pairwise Sequentially Markovian Coalescent) (Li &
Durbin 2011) #3] » 1* H - BR-ERHMAFE2TH > REAFET F
Bigr &7 B4 LR | (Time to Most Recent Common Ancestor,
TMRCA) - 4 478 B A Flee TMRCA 4 i » VHPIPEHE AF F R
PEHP e pE R L B KA ET L B R E AR L - & PSMC
A4 > FLZAFEREFRAEN TGS SR APERY RER
A2 20 BRENBRHEF AT o b AT ERBIHEYFLELTF B
v k%38 (Haliaeetus albicilla) %-#c> W& AR 52 8 # > F EZ AR
%% % 3.2x107° (Hansen et al., 2023) » * ** & B k4§ % jo e L §
HEHED o PSMC #it G 0 G 2k F b Sag o Flt F &
SMC++2 Stairway Plot $H#iT# crfF{ 7 »csEH R EFT R E -

SMC++ (Terhorst et al., 2017) F_ & EHE B EEHOE LA FHE F i (7:F
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B0 RS CEHEA L 0 F L % %3 SNP mZhaugEA  (site
frequency spectrum) it {7 3% ¥ 5 TMRCA s 47 > ¥ 11z PSMC - =
Ea Ao BEAGITH S P B NN R EEF R > T B EL §F
R A1 R EERBITE > M {BTRA (F&UpN) G5
PRF L E T e
Stairway Plot 2 (Liu & Fu, 2020) 41* SNP % i L F#f 33 (7 2 47 > 9|
7 H % 3 folded SFS (Site Frequency Spectrum) fic3¢ » Fjpt v 2 3 #
¥ Aivig & B SNP 42 L ¥ =L %] (ancestral alleles ) o d 3t L4758 5 8
HO¥ 42 AR A E = FlenF i o Stairway Plot 2 #3028 5 e € 7
PEFE A JRETAR T A AT P G o
WA R AFEE o AR et R R R RE
] o % SMCH++ 447 > Ak 77 300 v~ it T 2 (Lower
bound) - iz # %15 SMC++ s % &7 SFS & LD T > it aikiTd
(Veryrecentpast) i fc /A v % B iRifEF L¥E o k2§ 4
¥4p (Phasing) e rld ; &7 R AT > iTH ol fp 4 FEs
(Terhorst et al., 2017 ) - 4%t Stairway Plot2 4 45 » s iRk 2.7 100
B R T o %2 02 A fpdE s (Folded SFS) @ H i1 fr € «ipF
247 & (Time resolution) % 33t 4k & ¥ (Sample size ) ; & J5 740 3L
o BRBLITiE G PR LB AN A Y H - B (Singletons) ¥R > i
B RS RiTEp condicdy 7 5 R % £ (Liu & Fu, 2015; Liu & Fu, 2020 ) - %]
B AT 150 £ R p HuT s i d B 44 2 T (LD)
%3t GONE2 #ic#giei+% f2afr R £4& -
IieR Ay et lcZ & 0 B F] 5 SMC++ izi#g Sequential
Markovian Coalescent #-7%] » #%#- 4] 7 & A F]£ 2% ¥ (Recombination

events) shF M 0 kAl 20 EenfRT > 300 KU p g B FE 27
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10.

11.

i

ki A Y (likelihood estimation) » % % A 2 45 3%k
% (Artifacts) - m Stairway Plot 2 (100 &) & "% %47 3% (site
frequency spectrum, SFS) 1= 2 $F:i7Hp chag gt B w2 § > e PSMC
#2100 fup (5 800 &) chBREAET 0 B E X T AP
(Sequencing errors) + 3 - F]pt R LT E 5 100 AR R E
E Y

14 GONE2 ~ 4711 150 53 § s H# i
GONEZ2 (Santiago et al., 2020) >t 4% 7 -T = ( Linkage Disequilibrium,
LD) > fi1* % B4 SNP» B & AFE e d » 28 7 p pERF gheng 2%
# 40l o GONE2 # 53k & 40ipli 150 i &3 fr § #5 f > o 20 0] %3
PR BRR Y sl FR LD KEFLF - L AR Ft
GONE2 B #w5|if & ] % E S A R fRo] h) 5ok Y o 7
GONE2 = j2 i { facH FHGL 5 Y RmIE G TP FL ¢ o 2%
AL o FRFEHRPI S AR APR TSP RAFIL XD
FEROAERENDEE IR ERY F LML MR

( Microchromosome fusions; Nishida et al., 2013 ) » d *t § #g & o % 2
Ao REA L RIBFLAPM 0 ML WA A B ERDIAF e TI5E w

T % (Backstrometal., 2010) - % » X A F A APEFFRE o F > A
FEAHEY - LB S8 A LR LL S =1.75cM/Mb - 7l o &
LAY - LY Sl 2 AT EE B 1.75 cM/Mb &7 £ g

}E‘Z‘ ‘H‘?’% GONE2 )ﬁ’% ’Lia';m'p -t °

PN

2 ROH (Run of homozygosit) 4 17 iz 3+ [ %8 eniT 3% 78 (2 ¥
R AR R B TR RARR 0 AP {I* PLINKV1O 3+
EHAAF e 4 3@ ¢ & (Run of Homozygosity » ROH) &,

FE

£ B ° 13 McQuillan % + (2008a) =% » 3 ke ¥ F 35 TR
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fer PIAFEY i ife AL MRr LR kp S kit @ AT
Vgl BB IR F ok A & F PR o PR G ARIT AT R PR AT R ARIT
P g A RS E el € R I AITHART A RATEY B LS

Frd o AP E T Sk iFA 2 20 BRAEF SNP L
% © (--homozyg-window-snp20); # BF v 22 & 20 BR A&+
SNP (--homozyg-snp 20); 3% 1 34 =g (--homozyg-window-het
1); ~n3F 1 B4 2 =2 (--homozyg-window-missing 1) ; #p#8 % v g
#t 5% 0.01 (--homozyg-window-threshold 0.01) o gt ¢k » 22k 2 7
--homozyg-kb 1000 » r 3 & & & 4giE 1000kb 7 ROH # £ o &8 » 2
Pt B R AP ROH B & R 5 Frod (##4p & & < ** 1000kb

PR B g R R R HREIT R fRARR o 4l ROH ¥
B4 Raigaw fdk (g) B dowdrid#E e k% 5 r=1.75cM/Mb %
NpER g=8 & iRl (g=50/(Lx1.75)) ( L % ROH ehE & )+ 14
(M BMREAR -
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A Fllew X%

A ig # SQK-LSK110 %4 (Oxford Nanopore Technologies [ONT]) i&
FRAFEERE - AR * PromethlON T L7 8 @ £ €5 0 ¥ 17 Guppy
v6.3.8 (ONT) & # 8 R 5 (>Q7) g A HEE T3 B ed® - AP
#4573 51.61G ez B A F e ONT A 7] » 2 52.93G sk3g 4 %2 ONT
B 7 o

“gis o APk * Flye v2.7-b1585 (Mikhail K., et al., 2019) i& = ONT & 7
ship > AP £ 1 1.26Gb «hjs 2L 7] e 3R] - scaffold NSO = 24.77Mb -
* e BUSCO (v6.7.0) = A% i 97.2% > H P = fFr H3E L FD
AFE 96.6% 0 AT EXLDAFIERER (£ 3)-

A e R g8 2 KRG ONT B 5] = & akig AL Fl e ) &

1.25Gb » 3§ e %= = & scaffold N5O { #7 5 21.90Mb - % £ 1 BUSCO
(vV5.7.0) = AT 5 97.3% H¢ 2 fr 3L E7 A FiE 96.9% » ¢ 5
FRLOAFERER(X 4)-

Foipe e o B R B2 KB A Bl e X122 £ 3¢ Aquila chrysaetos chrysaetos
(GCA900496995.4) # F%& » 41* MUMmer v4.0.0rcl <57 nucmer #-
(Margais et al., 2018) ~zF 5 % % » e # “,45 B ¥R 0] 390 % 0 F
WaE 1 ¥ 1 ¥ 5 4P ¥ = & gh scaffold 2 contig 0 it /’gﬁgrﬂ % @
EAPE EMA T e 26 iER L S RS 2 5L S Bi(chrZ s chrW) » &
scaffold & contig & 71| %472 e4e 48 F 6 71.9% ~ 99.9% » T35 95.2% » +&
WATFI R R X5 AL 26F A M1 EBL I M(chr2) &
scaffold & contig & 71| %472 e4e 48 % 6 91.8% ~ 100.9% » L35 98% » & {é
£ # * OmicCircos v1.30.0 (Hu et al., 2014) =} = j: %E\ HIGA Fle &

ek s dt Circos B (Bl 1~2) -
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BHWE LA

Jo Y Ak g0 20 R4 M R B RH 2 R p < i
2 28 p A4 (SAMN22348903 ; SAMD00156789 2~ A
NCBI) - d ** & 487 DNA 57 - » A EE 5 16.66 1 134.45Gb
1 lllumina ‘22 £ DNA B[ F4 o B¢ - L RHMITL £33 A Fe 30
it =& ONT B3> ZR#ae AEH4ed 130CGb- 235843 5
FRBYW HEBEMS llumina 28 KRR F#H 5 16.66~4235GCb -
& fastp 217 Q30 AA|Fi- A7 » & & B R3 ‘£ 6%~ 18%
I F R ] o A Fllet #1345 % (mapping) (5 0 & A oAk F e d e
RERA 5~100 B2 7 - ;#HT B RIAOTSE B PIH AR
AT EHRRERAFFSGAL 5~31 B (£ 5)-

HIGEE? AP R Y1 £ 488 R B > 11 LB aA
Fliemz Ak E 2 21.32 ~80.64Gb 2 /& - (1iF fastp i£i7 Q30 A7 F
tadris > F L RBMARE 0 6%~ 10% ks SRR ik Tl st
# % (mapping) > BHOAFEHRBEEIR A3 12~42 2@ » T
¥ 25 i (% 6)

R AP f RS Cardiff University <7 Dr. Frank Hailer » & & p 22 f
g £ 4~ 4= (The Museum of Natural History ) * i /’géﬁa%gﬁ_dx o fE X
T4 AE =72 £ CITES 4 F# > A5 Uppsala University
Dr. Per Alstrom % Swedish Museum of Natural History =7 Dr. Martin
Irestedt o & & #p0 Tl p RE L E Y G722 2 RE S
2R AT R ET o AP Harvard University 't #5884 4ch
Scott Edwards #32% % W p A5 ¢ 12 + 4 (American Museum of
Natural History ) #4& 4 532 Paul Sweet > ¥ FH4pMiE A » F 0 & 7 i

e SN NRESY SR T EE EECE L SN S S8 R R LMk

18



A o
- SRR NS TR N
AqEglr 5,361,918 B SNP i=g= R ji B k3 ahp A Fled @ 5
¢32 & B SNP #cg 324 SNP i=2hiic~ B L R 2 RO
HE SR (M) AfPaeg 2 8 A i Flefs) > R H P K p g
kA DNARFTZ2 & AFIREFATESB > 2 224 5L > Flt
AP AR R AN e BPHEFRTLE AT o
bdBE R RS > SNP #KE 4 14617 §~25021 §2 7
Tya¥ L 232999 ¥ ;324 SNP =Ehiict 104.56 §~172.04 & 2
o Tiax s 160.53 § ; BAze s & 4+ 0.0009~0.0016 2 F » T
5 0.0015 - fagm 5 o £ R OPHE SR () 5 0.0013 - + 2
B R2 LB FligE BHOSNP 24 B (>96%) ThTZ 3 B
R SNP # ¥ % 231.86 # » 7224 SNP w=m#ici 147.71 § > Bafse
LR 5 00013 (£ 7) p 2k E B SNP #c 4 w5 151.37 ¥ 2
23598 § » T1¥ L 19367 § ; 324 SNP i-ghiich | 5432 § 2
5499 § » LX) i 54.66 § 5 BRI L R T 5 0.0005 -
SR R HRIEEEE G 1,734,721 B SNP =80 324 SNP ghict
28.28 §~4864 §2 > Tiaxi 42505 ; AL A 4> 0.00023
~0.00042 2 ¥ > T35% 0.00036 (% 8) -
AR A
A AL AR o A PEEeT 420,246 B 2 40 0 SNP
PERR TR A RS AT o BERT O A R E LR TG Y - AR
A (AR ATIE 3.09% h¥E) B AEEI P ABHPERASRE L (R
3)e

M
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AR E SH S AR P AE R E%RF5 20902453 i SNP =g XA
#:EP- 10 § B SNP = 8:% = 7 SNP fasta # % > i£{7 IQ-TREE 2 &% =
WERE G SRR AR BB - B L AR P A
B2 EH s FE o Bad- e R @as it (B4)-

ST LA R BRI AT B R & 42 CYTB (257
bp) ~ Control region (240bp) 2 ND2 (1030 bp):» & #-H 227 ¥ % i
Az % MEGAX : & Tamura-Nei #-%]:& {7 Maximum
Likelihood 4tz > i1 500 = bootstrap & 7% % £ 45 %% (Kumar et
al., 2018) -

& CYTB P ERe > S#e Rk Bol2 kp A s & (AY754056) ~
%% (EF459612) % '+ (EF459611) ¥ Rt 0 RABIIE
P b 2k R

%+ Control region ® F ¢ » 5 ®1RIBE 7|2 g % % (EF459572)
z2 fe: (EF459571) ¥ % BRI:EF VRS I - BRA IR > HY 3 B
RETBRDFRMEES F o ¥ - BRI N B A SFE HHIGR
AP ERY AR ErPHR%E - 2335 23] (Haplotype) A 74 3

2,

il
Tl
&
TS

A e HE R EFR - A KPP EHE Cedp

Jit

it

T ARIBRI L p A+ - Al (R D)

I3 ND2 %5 28 R Ao kp s iy (AY987109)

s 2 e BiALI R B R A TR A SBF BB

it PR RRARNER P HEER - 556 ND2 & Control region *

B 587 0 S8R RIREOPHREE T M 28 e R HRE4

WTERIEGA - BARMGHM OGN TFRT R > L L FF BRI
R RN R 2 - o gt HF oA B - H pEOY R

(%1 6) -
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APPEAFRER 208 BHL A > W PSMC i £ %8 B F
#

i 0 %515 & B PSMC + R R A b a0 B

TR EH 100 E2T10FE% - Nep 1.58~25F =+ » %510
gETIiTEwE  Nep158~1878 2+ > 1L+ 3%28~35%7 >

FiggeEs o Nex v 04F~07F%F (M6 H7) o@j
SMC++ ~ 47 (s &#& H 75 300 B &> wEs 9 2400 £ ) &
PR TAPFERSTEN ) Ri95Y o RS 42 358 gET 0 b
ForeEE A gy 23,100 nEES K 36 §E o WFAPY OF R
B0 G K- A F AR 0 Ne 37,520 £ @ g2 a9 15,500 ¢
kT e iR1S Ne ST ¥ - FBIALERE o RS TR A ST RN 8,500
# 3] 2400 & % (B 8) - m Stairway Plot2 447 (% =&~ T 5 100
B FEES K 800 &%) P ASL{ATE Y (FES Y 28§ 2
10 F 50 ) FrokE [ M ey 5800 hi i o Aa o EFEr 2AT
B CEFERBRALE SR o THES 1,285 #W > R 1Y 1,419
Fh 800 Ew - 'ED 729 ARBAT L F A TR S B
Berre sz o (B 9) o £°% 5L B R ie 749 GONE2 ~ 17 MR+ 4
1o BBt 1200 £ ko anL R L B 0 SRR 0 SRR LIRS
1200 # % At 4p 4% 2 (Ne 9 1,312) > "€ ge4 800 T 900 &% %5
Bk te (Ne ¥ 867 =+ )« #a » %¥ERT & & S 200 1 300
Ew A v A XA 1,140 F % o BMAENEITE 4 & kT 100
EPR oW R RETE S Mk o Ne Y 1100 SR L pow K 554 o d
*EiT 40 &R LB Ne Bt enfr ¢ KBk 28T R i 0K 5 5 7
AR SRR ATRBRS 0 R AR PP TR A

AR i % (] 10) -
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AP HRPEATERIRA L2023 B > 2 PSMC # i 4 %5 % 1118
(il 0 R %8 & A PSMC + R & A chARE 0 BEon
jEGE50FE2iTg & > Ney05~0758 =+ r T2/ (15~
16) - SMC++ i % (B 17) >t r 52T 300 (2400 £ ) 1 > &7 &
BES %) 7.6 § & % chah { 372 Y 0 4383+ Ne 510,800 3 E ¢ 3
By EEL o BT EAkP ST REY FApY FE o BFE
5% 87 FEALi o BELHETH - B TR Ne A4 T
60% > 331 % 4500 b2 1 i x0T - KRR & ORI o KA {
e A (4,100 #% 2+ ) - E F|EES 4,762 &5 > Ne £ 8 adF &

4500 @ %4162 # w2 {6 » Ne SR ¥r#;V # k3 224> & 3 2400 =

o

@ o m Stairway Plot 2 » %7 +k1g Ne & 4 0.6 2 3.6 g ‘adF

F_*

1,600 % % - SE{s %1t 2 1 964 £ % 02,157 » £ T % 3|§E 4 800 # %
1549 (R 18) - @ = #1k1g0 GONE2 ~ 41 R &7 51T 150 # (1200
EVNhE RTR Y RES L G F & B AT ME > GONE2 ] &
BES 1200 &% R¥E G FAS 0 BB L 1,800 0 HHEBEIT > %
HAH KR I 600 £ 5 80 Wl bEES 72 3 250 £ 0 REE ER
P w g w45 e Ne 9 180-200 vk ® o @ & #if 40 & p
R YBEL O FREREEN T B (BES 8 &) Ne w419
18 A m 17 WL § R LA T {5 FeEBod il B %
ARG L FE (R19)

BEr bt SBEEHMIEERF L R TP R A ok
LRI TR R K G 2ORE R A R Gkim B 4
15 e & ej pekE Al (Ne % 5,800 -23,000) @ SE 18 & 2 ATH S/
AEA ERaEE S LI 5 G 5540 (iR A g R F R

g H AR *%%i#&ﬁ:j\,j&ﬁfy (Ne $10,800) > * fjwi-iEAz® Gh
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Ho=x WERM PR PN R 0 P 2 ATR E AT R R LI B AR

RFEL Ne W18 g p s » Bon B o Toenill @ 5 i 4 & g

BAEE AT o ARG IFL S AT DR o T REAZE 80%
WA Pegpeningh W IRT R E A FHES (maf) 2 0.05 7 SNP
mELte > mF 9 R (SFH R 6 & AHEEE 2 &P A F 1
8) 2 SNP 42 5428 5% o d »tpt {37 st 258 ROH % Ean 3 >
Tl gk AL A ROH A 479 453 £15
EOEE R 14 LRERMY o A S#E R0 14 SR > ROH
(>1Mb) # £ & /> 6.661 Mb (T7515) & 70.317 Mb (T7516) z @&
(% 9,10) iTM T HEPN NIRRT - TLE > BEMT Ad4op
* B4 (DRR190839 » 160.344 Mb ) 4xi&+d o & {81 & % > & ROH &
BAgulchs G o o1 BRE L 1-2Mb e P BRI R 4L S o 1y
BEh B T7516 6> # 70.3Mb «#ROH & & *? » 3 45Mb %

fo12Mb e s f o B4

o

BRI FPERFRHESY 14 3 29
B s (5 110 1 230 &% )0 F P cn 8 F AR 3 P isA I TR HE
{HFF o AR 60% o A fpiEiTd (]2 6 BE A& 50 &£ p) i
MApeer >5Mb £ P E 0 AR SHoEEAY L 00 Fg T7516 -
TR 5.3Mb ek B ek SRR W B 0 A&
RN P ETOFLEETE S FALAT Y I ML Ry A (3T
50 & ) it A fie/apt o d BAEA ROH £ & # 8 037 2 i 8 FroH B 4

% > £*0.0065 = 0.0639 z f&F o

EApR AT SR R 7 SRR 0 2 ROH>TMb #cg 4t 14 1
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205 & > ROH %&£ & 4> 16.993 1 386.139 Mb (% 11) > FroH #ciE
Al 4>t 0.015 = 0.331: &+~ Efl % 48 D584 +70.331 (£ 12) @&
JoEeiT R iR B o BoWpBET o 384 BH (40 D584, T7510) ¢ ROH
BE R %% 386.12% 378.1Mb (Fron 4 % i 0.331 v 0.323) > iz **
JoEenT o kT S (Mg s sl EF REREY et K (1-2Mb)
pw o B - gk R Te i 201.184 Mb (53%) » i kA F H T B
AR E AN 14 32 29 Br A% (5 110 2 230 &% ) arEHEig R
G e PSR TR EF | FE P E D EREY R T T gyl T
CHR A BHATART R AT 6 B~ (X 50 #) paiti
FBRA (FR>5Mb PR ERAMERIPOEESGFF o R H L
Ehqchi 4 A RRBE RS FPLETER RE S RN 22 LG R
B o

RGE

1. A RPBERRE  EHFFEFORENLEL
ARV SRR ASE DA BREL-EEE RN ERER B R
Brigaset R2 PR S R F SO o BRIGRE R 2 PR S RS
P ER Rl R {E%¥E Ty 9% 2 (Standing
Genetic Variation, SGV) | i€ & 4pif » 3 @ B FH Y 3 e £
BRE A FrCEROLIEFIRPE -SCV HIr AT FIMEIE - F %
BRA (dof GRBLA ) P EFEF L RMAIRG 9 SGV ¢
FENF AT i a TEERAGHE hr » E R B BT T i
# % (Soft Sweep) o Apf >tk EH 2 g T 372 %% (De novo
mutation) | > #x#F E W ~ d’a‘?éﬁf@iﬁ@b’%% pERF e (Timelag) v 129
PR ERRS R A B w4t (Evolutionary

Rescue) | i BB f v k@ £ %532 5 h3 7 % % (Barrett &
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Schluter, 2008) -

CHRgtER M e E Rdp 0 - B RSER T SGV R i c 4B
B BV ARBERE REHEFEREFT I RE  SRAFF 0 H

ARBREPRE PR L g B B MR RE DR o8
eI % s F 4 v k%18 (Haliaeetus albicilla) £ + > B2iR R 24 1§ 0
v kR B 5 TR B EEpRL 4 i1k 4 58 (Hailer et al., 2007; Badry
etal, 2022): it ATy s A E @K RIEN > A3 T THEERL e
4. (cryptic genetic erosion); (Hansen etal., 2023) - iz fd % ¥ #ic g & #-
Tt B HEEEEDRE  JFrFAPFAD2 GRR 4 B R DR
BV a4 sem b — R d o

2. FBREFIE B EE R Ne § 18 hd i3 & i
BEARTT b B Rk E NG 1,000 & (Nc)» a3 ATk
o GONE2 ~ 4787+ H 5 »c% ¥~ (Ne) £ 18 HFx& NelNc
LA 0017 M ET 2 HE Y B LS 01 ABR
(Frankham, 1995) - %5 2 & ¢ 5 i ¥ % ¢ 150/500 # p| ; (Frankham
etal., 2014) % =g f i @5 R G ehie%kizp > B¢ 150, 4
B A HTRR P R4 E T oeEE A ] (Ne) Mt 50 %3 i1
¥ 417 2 £12 (Inbreeding Depression) #f & ¥ » H R BAF 5 AT
oom 500, i KA A AR WE S  HWAE BRRR LT o
B EFERH o AR S HIRIBR v Ne % 18 iz 50 h
el LS d 2 Neil | » %HEEIL L E LT %12 (Inbreeding
Depression) ef o #2588 7 "Ti e RS R FE B2 0 B
RFTREFE EFEY B A (Fixation) @ ii"@ﬁt‘}f;‘% » JEm B ek

TR %k

dvo F f BB ERCEHEM 5 A (Fitness) T > i@ § R OEHER

ek

(%% f j= > Mutation Load ; Muller 1950 ) 34
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- Ao o B BERRE > B H G T RIEDAFFE REF
B 3 R i — H T SEEFEA R T M R Rk
BALS TR % #% (Mutational Meltdown ) ; ~ fI&{*E%l A RiE S G TR
% m =% % 2 (Lynch 1990; Lynch et al. 1995) -

STrL o FRIRER AR BB b AdE (No) g ind o R FREY AREERG
POEHEH A R REE e T2 BRI ERGRERE | IR
%o 4 ,Tﬁ{b“réﬁ o1 T @ 9 i 7+ (Genetic Extinction Debt) |
(Kuussaari et al., 2009) - i @23 F 4L A FH AL A 53 2 TR G Dk
o RFRBIREFTLEF TREAH DT L FALES FRRER

AR EI[FESEVR G o PSR T o Rl B IR

w\u

PiviRiFR s g B A RS F L B F1 5 Ne F pen
e N R FE g o {o-T 53 (Harmonic Mean ; Crow and
Kimura 1970 ) > g2 A %@ v 2 > R G BHM % @ d 23R8 &G
cfe BB 5N 0 F A RF it R (Waples, 2005) > #7117 4538
1 R T B A EENC TR L A w D o LR R AT R

B E TR R AT FRESF) THREBSE A

A

5 F 0 HETHRR ¥ #p ok 'k (Hoban et al., 2021) -

. AEEA B AL R Y FES LY 5T 1,200 £ 17 Rk R
AP AES SRR ERE O RER LA o H REERAR
BORFERE AR AT o % S Hich SR bk Sk pEFEF LA
stfsm T '% (Nadachowska-Brzyska et al., 2015) - @ 1% 5 = paid § wzd
fBood kAP REL BT e P A ER L% 12,000 210,000 #
mAL R @ S S A dis (Ota, 1998) » & IR FR dr %77 % pEEr § e
TR BRI A ATR e R T AL Rl B kR

W R > @ e etk 8K (Carrying Capacity ) i 3% #7 H %
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A orEHE AL o

% & GONE2 - Stairway Plot 2 #2 ROH 4 47 > st £ 1 58 &
Werid gt o ROH b 7 - BERF M & ARG PR Fle
o R RFIERT 1-2Mb ‘® 5 B E200 T 400 # w et ol @
3z 0 1327 GONE2 % Stairway Plot2 % cnf # frd o fidpee & o 214k
AR o SRR CRHEARA (Ne) s > X BIFRE Sl S
to @ ROH & #1F prenT B afzR ~ Apii (5B <50
Mb » & T7516 £ 70.3Mb)- % GONE2 #; #ji/F Ne ifh # pd
1312 24 1 554 > e ROH #cyphp 7 @k T o eme s e b A1 5 4
Fla b bk P RH LS 0 Ra B T7516 4 £ 4 *F 5Mb & ROH
PR B DEACIT I T AR B LTI AR R MG
4‘3;;1] °

EA T 0 SARMEA TR T B R 1-2Mb F R REAR Y
;),fgm 6.2 B iz $F 0 EEHEFL EESL LIRS X 450 &
ArEHILF 0 #FH ROH & R 27 R &7 ERP D 2
BB IR (R EFRER) BT RIRE o FHlA T o B
WA EFfFAL S AR F 2T 50 Ne =i (918) B id
et §RiZiRiE L p REH I (Lynchetal. 1995) » #11 p
HRITF e 4 GRS > SRR - HAHE RPN
F A RREF TR

RERF AP XFELFFBE > RRFORE D 5 R4 - K Ne 2
BRI (AR h TERERE 0 5 LERARE il @
SHiter Ne 12 MAEIT RO T S EO T BMFy ™ | el
B OTRAT ROEFIT L Aok e B BT T A RS AR R 33 b R

¢ oo
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SRR R S s T
% T hdtenA S EE e P Eae > it 2R (Dietary Specialization )
ERFEREDLE > T R AEREEEHRIPLTE Ne 2R IRE A
AR e fE S o
R L AR S E 1 Kdn a + (Generalist) - 134535 ~ # %

(2007) em= g > HEFHEHARR o 0% A RER S d 6 RER - AR E

bt
s
Ay

FREEAR G4 KR RETE GRS SBRE (5528 ER
FEE A AR L2 LR AN 4 o AEE Ol a K 2 H o H
HREEFAF RS TR (BB A& R @& 5 o
CEEET RS K o o2 B o B0 3 B s
PAETAEFAP R 0 R0 5 P ERAR S s RS A
Ne/Nc & 7 ap fad4F ad%i7 05-1.0 e 3K > P @i R Lk &
RS < ek i (Niskanen et al., 2020) -

2. FRIBE IR § R e i (Specialization) - iz 45 Clark et al.
(2020) % & % cnfy it - HRUGIH 1 DA OB BB TS 0 2 R4
FHHMEA Y D5 RPN FH (dok 3 15 ) MR AU EaHE )
iy

PR - LA GHEFERES AR @F AL TRTHE

e gt e Wep B HAHRE > X EEEA R FEL

RHE A A B RS Tt R R Bk e FE S A d
B A o FRERAUFI LRI H ook L L EREE AEERT
PpREr I AR o B R Y Ne # % T W49 18 gl B e .

5. i I Mg e LR T
AP ERET AT 0 D EERIBAF e YRR B
o EAFHALI R LaERBAE T LR o

BHEE S A PR A e o At 2 AT SNPs e {7
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BEBG o SHEHCHAMISE D ALEE S T PAD HESE QA
o AN GRE YA F ARSI R L ko AR A B

Weng 62 i 2P BE A EE & TEEMA (Cryptic
Species ), chE % > &1 - BEpmE B FitE¥FE -~ (ESU)-
AR LR SR A R L kg AP RS 0 P AR kg
sk DNA B 3las 47 o X% CYTB H B A% %E » &
fF v i F goP-eh Control region ¥2 ND2 2 g ¢ » L @Eae g de
L %% 72 Feddrs E 24 (Unique Haplotype ) » 2@ - B %0 el Bl
GHFAE-L R E T A 2 B i3 (Monophyletic group ) BF o H Azt L F
& (Bootstrap support) & & 4c3s o iTH T o ARG T A et A (i AR
FHFEER S S TP ARF R ERD FLE B OF T Fl o B
PRLR T R AT AU kR ol RS H LR PR A&
LA Tk s R 13

N etk

AFTEEVRD o @0 AL AR PREFEA T e T 0 REEHREE

BRA P FELEBRERT 883 Y 5 LR > R ik

B8 —‘Fk, e Hif BEe kAR S o yfgx’ FAR akad g R @%ﬁ

T pE ﬁWm%ﬁ?TJ&%%rﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁu’ﬂﬁﬁﬁg

REBEFRARBERBAFOHES B g o

AV E > APHREEIREL pARRT FRILT ISR

1. EAFARMRIPOET =5 T BB iR
GEHIGE 2019 EAki FE AL THEAFT 0 2 6 2024 & S
R oA 2P 55 THTEP 0 Rl TRl R ANE Y AR

(Demographic Census) iz & o A5 % E A EE R e TR Y

F ) R SR kR ] > R H AR EES &  a
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ARFyF it iR s dE3E o ER A KDET L R 4% Hoban et al.
(2021) sk % T @ SRl h ik (40 Ne #  Frow) &34 »
IUCN ‘=g % 2 FIp %7 LaeramT iR d o gon H i @R anesi e
Bod B L RO BRI A PR E I

2. - THBER, prFRFR
PR ER2EbrFs > RHEEPITEAAFERBREE DR o A
REZEPPEZE AR BT RRE (P W32 52 DNA) >
T EHGEE IR R AT R - SR TR R EE B %
HFEwARO TR HIFELE HEE T AP ET S o TR )
B BTl Flkd 0

3. ¥ o B EHOFHEFL  HKAEPEET R
AFPTAF RO FAANFEETEF T AP B 2R AR
THF e EFRER RORG EN AT R G TE A P ERE
B oERLERERT LEL ﬂgléi#&;;‘%*ﬁé),’fﬁé%‘ﬁi g it A FEH o
(ESU) d 285 - Hifkvy il "R+ o %s #2515
ARy ORIk e B SR L e g & AT RER
WERANLE > AFRRPGEES > R B+ 5 LRERY § R
doo TEIABM AT G S RPERE DT B GF APSREET THED
%5 R R (Precautionary Principle ) ;o & { % A Ry Rz
oo RHHARL B g TBEAREF e =, hE 2 E 2 (Management
Unit) » Befe 2250 x ¢h kBRI FRME > W ERETBT L a5 ¢ gifp
FATFIE -

4. B~ ATkl "R G EE ) P E 2 5 B ERG
PR G S A P I RPETRET LR AT TIHREYR

(Abundance) ; ¥ # &3 Mgt i |+ (Resilience) o ## 5 &7 > i
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RS ABE (9 1,000 &) s mE b p it Tl e

W TR Y ONANERE MR BT A FRAPLARD N
g TrE i @ 4 (Cryptic Genetic Erosion) | e i i+ 78 -
FIPh > A PaEiR A B SRR L R AT R E R L A 1T

( Demographic History Inference ) » # /& & ~ 8 H # P % ARn 5 &g §

B RREAASLEY R P S RAEL AT 5 e Ne
g NC BE Mg TG AT - 2 THBETFE L8 AF A
BB A AHED BT A D REFEE LA B SR TR S

B B X A FE A FK
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kS
1. R ER A

% 2. HIgHE A

% 3. LA Fle BUSCO 1 $t 5 %

% 4. #8384 F2 BUSCO % %

L5 FAE RS ARE FAES BRESEARE (G) AAETHEATE
(G)» 2 @ * BB FWEAEFPAFeT A BEFRAE (2)J18-J19 % p
++ NCBI

6. HMBEETALRE (G) ATt AR (G) 2 & " kM FREA
A Fle T R REFR ().

27 REPATE SR 5 L RHAT e SNP gk~ 32 & SNP =gk
Beose bR (325 SNP B fi/A e K& - 60) 2 48 212 p A%

Hepprp b I (7)o

bad

. 8. RMBP AT E SR L &2 LB A Flle s SNP =28k~ je & SNP -8k
B st R (fef SNP =g/ Flei & - 0) 2 Pk 5 i (m)-

%9, jiEBAY A Fl Fron > 1 Mb it % ik

% 10. ji/F B 484 e ROH > 1 Mb & &

2 1. B EHATFIZROH>1Mb & & -

12. +k38 B R £ Fl%e Fron > 1 Mb it % 8k o

s

Bl AT B £ MR
B2 HgA Tl 5 e 2 90h & MeHa
B 3.420,246 B4 b 0 SNP (r2<0.2) eni S 2458 % - Bl ® &7

FEBRE -2 F - X A e Kp 4By %R (E¢) kp
BZa (2d)2pk (F4) -

RBl4 8 SH2p A% EESRGH G-

Bl 5. +k38 Control region % L% B a4t » EF459572 (F ™ & ") ~
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EF459571('Net) » 2 *t ¥ Clanga hastate (GCA 034782435.1) -

B 6. +R38 ND2 % & 3% M %4+ AY987109 (X = &) » % ¢t Clanga
hastate (GCA 034782435.1) -

B 7. PSMC # iz ji B enfr € 3 >3 a5l » V350256575 (+ 1) >
DRR190839 (p #) » B4 L 28+ R/ B -

B8 mPSMC oy Rk () ~H2=e ()2 P4 (3)BHES
100 =t bootstrap 4 47 #7 8 fr ¢ 1 > g F(es) o

B 9. PSMC 42 iz & ¥ % k1§ fF 7 % ¥ E -

B 10. 2 PSMC 2 %t - %3 % +£48 3 132 7 100 = bootstrap 4 7717 fr € 3
PR R(R) -

Bl 1. 2 SMCH++i2fafo 4 8 R i B aE o 45 s e g o

B 12. 12 Stairway Plot2 1& iz 4 %5 % j- ;g EEOF LR B G OEREH R o

B 13. 2 GONE & iz 4 ¥ % fi B 5317 150 t chif B 5 »c% 3 i o

B 14. 2 SMCH++i2 i fp £ 85 R EETF L B3 20%EH L -

B 15. 2 Stairway Plot2 4t iz & 4 %R H 0 R B 5 202 HR L o

B 16. 2 GONE #2 iz 4 ¥ % 818 % #7150 el B 5 »0% 3 d i o
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# 1 R A

p R 13 % iR #2r
. i 20140071D10 D1610 1030311 A B B 4+kir3 %
D533 £ = B F) N
1031700533 %,
T7462 20080501 & ¥ o BoEA B 5 BT oAy
T7463 20120825| & & BoEA H SR A Ay
T7465 20000709/ 5% 4+ | SLE R TS =y A ur A
T7467 2020 BoEA H SR A
T7503 20240618|5 o & 5 B (M= p ApFE ey R 5L L
T7504 ;?;_ PO CE ) | 20170265M30 ATZ171 =% P 324kir3 % 1061700466 55
T7505 ;?;_ PO CE ) | 20090400M20 C1083 R #2+ki+3 % 0980108575 %.
T7506 F AT 2 20210298B20 B TZ024 E #:4ki+5 % 1090223756 %
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4 3. jiMEA Flie BUSCO » #% %

ave odb10
Complete BUSCOs (C) 8103 (97.2%)
Complete and single-copy BUSCOs (S) 8054 (96.6%)
Complete and duplicated BUSCOs (D) 49 (0.6%)
Fragmented BUSCOs (F) 74 (0.9%)
Missing BUSCOs (M) 161 (1.9%)

Total BUSCO groups searched 8338
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% 4 $k184 712 BUSCO % %

ave odb10
Complete BUSCOs (C) 8114 (97.3%)
Complete and single-copy BUSCOs (S) 8082 (96.9%)
Complete and duplicated BUSCOs (D) 32 (0.4%)
Fragmented BUSCOs (F) 78 (0.9%)
Missing BUSCOs (M) 146 (1.8%)

Total BUSCO groups searched 8338
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%5 F e B A HZ s+ % (V350256575 2 V350263631)j: E B &
TARE (G) AAEFHEAZE (G) 2 @ % BB FEUEAE DA Fe T
BEREFER (8)-J18+J19 (p ~# &) % p * NCBI

AR AAFE AAFE BERR

B (@) >30(G) >30(%) (&)

D533 35.44 33.24 0.94 27.73
T7462 23.00 19.44 0.85 16.06
T7463 16.66 14.07 0.84 11.63
T7465 40.25 37.66 0.94 30.70
T7467 36.21 34.04 0.94 27.91

T7503 134 .45 125.76 0.94 102.93
T7504 37.31 34 .57 0.93 27.60
T7505 20.32 18.44 0.91 15.04
T7506 42.35 38.88 0.92 23.83
T7507 30.07 27.65 0.92 16.76
T7513 28.02 25.54 0.91 19.32
T7514 28.59 26.72 0.93 21.76
T7515 27.82 25.99 0.93 21.23
T7516 35.81 33.54 0.94 27.46
T7517 32.10 29.34 0.91 21.76
T7518 32.31 30.17 0.93 24 .46
T7519 31.54 29.45 0.93 23.80
T7520 20.97 19.30 0.92 14.81

T7521 41.53 38.82 0.93 31.88
T7523 32.65 29.93 0.92 24.00
T7524 30.48 28.23 0.93 22.82
V350256575 38.80 31.71 0.82 23.44
V350263631 29.16 24.28 0.83 5.27

J18 27.36 27.36 pass 15.44

J19 64.98 64.98 pass 48.52
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%6 s LA RE (G Gb)~ A ALE i

BRI HAFeT R REFRE (B)-

SHEIE (G) 2 & * B ¥

*ARE AAFE AAFE REFA

4 G) >30(G) >30(%) (%)

D584 46.34 4348 93.8%  34.33
T948 2195 2011  91.6%  12.96
T7469 4468 4191 93.8%  32.54
T7470 2132 1949 914% 1265
T7501 2301 2104 914%  16.00
T7508 4238 3892 91.9%  27.57
T7509 4411 4115 933%  32.66
T7510 2729 2541  931%  19.61
T7511 3202 2956 92.3%  21.85
T7512  80.64 7275 902%  42.32
T7522 3473 3207 92.3% 2449
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27 REPATE S F L EAA TSNP 2k~ 52 & SNP gk
fico et B (e SNP b fi/AFl e E R -0) 2 £8 A2 p A%HED
Prpe % R (m)e

i 48 SNP # st sl SEER,0 PG EE()
D533 2,484,252 1,659,039 0.0015
T7462 2,131,383 1,358,234 0.0012
T7463 1,974,570 1,431,119 0.0013
T7465 2,484,137 1,667,408 0.0015
T7467 2,487,689 1,669,138 0.0015
T7503 1,646,493 1,646,337 0.0015
T7504 2,446,246 1,675,539 0.0015
T7505 1,461,744 1,042,784 0.0009
T7506 2,479,622 1,689,752 0.0015
T7507 2,165,124 1,411,980 0.0013
T7513 2,496,954 1,708,954 0.0016
T7514 2,486,530 1,683,268 0.0015
T7515 2,483,304 1,665,615 0.0015
T7516 2,498,940 1,688,771 0.0015
T7517 2,476,286 1,668,246 0.0015
T7518 2,397,143 1,631,141 0.0015
T7519 2,476,659 1,671,269 0.0015
T7520 2,368,150 1,651,368 0.0015
T7521 2,502,093 1,718,198 0.0016
T7523 2485439 1,651,492 0.0015
T7524 2,496,211 1,720,889 0.0016
Tim 2320951 1,605,264 0.0015 0.0013
V350256575 2,318,553 1,477,057 0.0013
V350263631 3,940 3,745 0.0000
Ty 1,161,247 740,401 0.0007 0.0014
J19 2,359,765 549,970 0.0005
J18 1,513,667 543,237 0.0005
T 1,936,716 546,604 0.0005 0.0005

41



08 P A FE S
B LR (304 SNP 2L/ Fle L B > 0) % Pk 5 1%

7 & BRAF e SNP i-gh#c~ 324 SNP =2t
(

m)o

» %8

SNP #

S
“ I > > H Px v
&8l LRE,0 PR

e 2. (1)
D584 438,208 329,393 0.00038
T948 421,048 324,243 0.00036
T7469 433,845 325,627 0.00037
T7470 381,196 299,560 0.00033
T7501 407,876 322,630 0.00035
T7508 439,252 328,916 0.00038
T7509 472,475 368,162 0.00041
T7510 444,351 322,121 0.00038
T7511 478,044 373,194 0.00041
T7512 272,851 272,608 0.00023
T7522 486,385 369,070 0.00042
Tim 425,048 330,502 0.00036  0.00026
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% 9. BB A Flie FroH ihiT 2 fhiic

Sample FroH FroH FroH FroH FroH Total

ID 1-2Mb  2-3Mb  34Mb  4-5Mb >5 Mb FroH

D533 0.0361 0.0091 - - - 0.0452
T7465 0.0270 0.0068 0.0063 - - 0.0401
T7467 0.0338 0.0129 0.0035 - - 0.0502
T7504 0.0313 0.0041 0.0029 - - 0.0383
T7506 0.0094 0.0043 - - - 0.0137
T7513 0.0065 - - - - 0.0065
T7514 0.0107 - - - - 0.0107
T7515 0.0061 - - - - 0.0061
T7516 0.0410 0.0147 0.0034 - 0.0048 0.0639
T7517 0.0062 0.0024 - - - 0.0085
T7519 0.0098 - - - - 0.0098
T7521 0.0305 - - - - 0.0305
T7523 0.0262 0.0114 0.0063  0.0039 - 0.0478
T7524 0.0197 0.0038 - - - 0.0235

J19 0.0957 0.0287 0.0131

o

o

S

o)

R
1

0.1457
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%10, jiEBAA e ROH > 1Mb & & (Kb) - J19 % p & i 4

Sample ROH ROH ROH ROH ROH Total

ID 1~2Mb  2-3Mb  3~4Mb 4-5Mb >5Mb ROH
D533 39769.4 10007.6 - - - 49777
T7465 29763 7437.72 6980.8 - - 44181.52
T7467 37151.4 14231.7 3876.61 - - 55259.71
T7504 34459.1 4557.79 3147.92 - - 42164.81
T7506 10358.2 4747.77 - - - 15105.97
T7513 7158.73 - - - - 7158.73
T7514 11802.2 - - - - 11802.2
T7515 6661.29 - - - - 6661.29
T7516 45098.2 16138.1 3792.42 - 5288.38 70317.1
T7517 6806.81 2586.53 - - - 9393.34
T7519 10795.9 - - - - 10795.9
T7521 33600.1 - - - - 33600.1
T7523 28871.6 12539.7 6908.72 4262.56 - 52582.58
T7524 21707.5 4149.61 - - - 25857.11
J19 105262 31612.2 14408.5 9061.13 - 160343.8
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% 11. #3472 ROH > 1Mb &£ & (Kb)

Sample ROH ROH ROH ROH ROH Total

ID 1-2Mb 2-3Mb 3-4Mb 4-5Mb >5Mb ROH

D584 192,660 83,865 68,308 12,826 28,479 386,139
17469 176,936 101,663 58,131 18,656 22,370 377,756
17508 16,993 - - - - 16,993
17509 157,098 19,678 6,702 - - 183,478
177510 201,184 90,966 62,329 12,906 10,739 378,125
T7511 121,205 21,320 - - - 142,525
17522 136,553 7,131 6,957 - - 150,641
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% 12 I B R A Fle Fron 3T R Tk

Fron Fron Fron Fron Fron

Sample ID 1-2 Mb 2-3 Mb 3-4 Mb 4-5 Mb >5Mb Total Fron

D584 0.165 0.072 0.059 0.011 0.024 0.331
T7469 0.152 0.087 0.05 0.016 0.019 0.324
T7508 0.015 - - - - 0.015
T7509 0.135 0.017 0.006 - - 0.158
T7510 0.172 0.078 0.053 0.011 0.009 0.323
T7511 0.104 0.018 0 - - 0.122
T7522 0.117 0.006 0.006 - - 0.129
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