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(1. AEE ol K2 B SRR X 22 Be , JL 5T 100083 5 2. @i VLA b A 252 5 AR 9 J i SR8 %, Wi VL5 1 318000)

E R 8 X i A E A J¥ 41 (simple sequence repeat, SSR) 5| 14 v AR M Mg 4 33 A~ BF A il 353 A it
TEZAENE OB AL A AT 70 M o S5 2SRRI, S0 33 S FIE b 7 35 5 (7 3 P R (A) Oy 2. 841, P35 Z 25 MR 51
(PPL) Jy 88.6% , P EA G (H,) H 0.494 53 Nei” s L ZHEPERT L (R) 2y 0.468 . Fr i S ilieA Ay 223
BT o b 14 50 B 20 A P S5 (8 B DR KPR 2SS B B R, A5 I e (9 1 3 L I TS (6) Oy 6. 758, P-4 e [ R/
(N/G) g 2.063, 5ue Z AP X Simpson $550(D) 0. 769, L RIS BE(E) 0. 769, 2T 117 Z M R
FEWY s A Y A R 0] R0 AR PN 1) 43P R B3 R 0.5 0. 45, 53158 B s 45 b 70 ) 60 b A 1 st A% A A 2 3
STRUCTURE 34 FIE T Nei” s 8t f5—HUE 1) UPCGMA SRAEERAKN], 2K 33 AEFAEFHE AT 70 UK IEHE . Mantel
FRSRAE I M2 SR A ARt 1) o A 5 B B AP AE B HIOEOC AR (r = 0. 052, P =0.150) o iZMIFFE 2 R g
R ARE IS SRR BT R O 2 SO R R, LG TR Y 114 R B PR AR 5, FE v 82. 6% g B TR Y Ay Jey S KL 1A
B AAFAET AL DB o KT 10 i 1 22 5 2SR BUAE A (], ELZE Pl PN A 500 , 1 3 A% 0y b 7 o g 1) A o
WNAE—E R b REl A P BT AT S DR S o MR R A R 1) B 0 R T T 0 A 2 TR 0 st A Z R

AL 25K T2 BRI A B A B AT S

RERIA)  WERE s SRR I AR SRR TR SR H AT )3 47 s SR TR B R 5 gk A% b

RESES: Q945.79 XEAREE: A

IR ARAAE R ZAEPE R AT SRR SR R Y Rl T T
FRBEIRN A ELAE R P PR . S R
TEREPI IR AL L R LN R Z — , T vE AR ) — B B AT
PEFITCYE 2 Fr8ese 755X, Hok 2 FhESHAms 7 —E f B AL
MEFER o BRI BT SR 8L S5 R X R A T i)
FlEEIS 4 SRR O T B AL A B R

SEMEA K ST R R TR A 1 2R T S R R
R I T SRR 2 ) ) =5 2R BREF VBREESE AR R
P JCHE S AR AR B AR o bR U T AR
TEME AR A 3845 T AL UG, 4 R 20 Koy ik 1 1 A2 2 i 5 5
PRIk (BERR) 56 2ARTR ™ o dly TBE b AT 3 5t o e 8 45 1o )i
AR A =W Ko RIS A S 8 X s )
PRI PR BEAS N 3t 38 3o e S 30, bl o 44 )y 8 s [l , i 1 T
AETEUER 1 AN LA BE PR o 3 p o bR R AR 1 ks
P AT R X S AR R R A S A e 1 AR Rl A+
SR

TE AR RZ BT YIER T sl e 2k KR AT 0
PEETEZ A, 30 e I 7= A Pl A AT R B L e 1
AN BRI LA PR 5 (I35 B0 23 BB R v, AR ] 32 PR R 0k
AR AE , (AR ] B PR AR 1 S8 B0 5, AT )

Wk H #1.2015 -01 - 16

FEHTH  [E K QAR RES (Hi'5:31200314 31470475 ) 5 5 S22 4L
T 22 B S L BURHITRE G B UM 28 55 ) (455 :20120014120001 )

YEF TR XIEE (1990—) , 2, IR AR FHA, B - BF 5T A, E2E N
TR YA WIS . E - mail ; chunxiangliu_1990@ 163. com,

EAEMERE DI, 2, ARV 1+, B3Rz, 2 SR b A
B25E . E — mail s ecoluofangli@ bjfu. edu. cn,,

XEHS:1002 - 1302(2016)02 - 0215 - 06

H e SRR " BT S A Y B X S, AT
W1 3 Ay SO RERE YRR 1) 352 % 2 FEPE AT AR AR, 822 254
i et AT A W, — L ST R R 10 38 1 SRRk B AR
AR fildn, e A BRVE N, RUER 3 ( Eichhornia crassipes)
FEAR S M A1 P 24 80% Jg F ] — A SR o
[E B 7 b [X ) %5 100 3% T B (Alternanthera philoxeroides ) 18 7] G
FUEAE | AN R, AR 2 se e WAt AT S ve e
YIAH Y 38 1% Z R M W EEAR ( Prunus avium) (£1BRZE (Zin-
giber zerumbet) , K35 5 ( Vallisneria americana ) F17F-5¢ ( Hedysa-
rum laeve) 25> 7 R N 5 AR L B MM EL , SEREAE 4
A SR, BT DA R A 5 20k ) 52 2B i (B RR 8 R B ™
IR ) ST L B (o T I R L AL AR
W %E ( Duchesnea indica Focke) “Jy 3% 7% B} ( Rosaceae ) W %&£ & 1)
ZAEEEAREY), FEAMGERET T SE (1. X) , %
AR AE L T M R R A 0 % R i e R
A A b R ZE R R A e R AR R ST M A ET
WA AT AR T, R P R R, AR
— T R (i B S AR , RE A8 PR EUTE B A — R R R
FiE . ZY PR B BRI AL R, BV GEE i 7 AF 76 % R )
SR, IR A PR AR, XA A BF g 3
SRAEAAA TG P 2, B A A TR X B ) T 9 1 s iy R
ANRUBE T S A T T ARG R R R T ) 5
(simple sequence repeat, SSR) 73 T-FRic 3 A X 4= 15 15 P9 11
33 AR R ARG 353 MRAS 1935 1% ZREPE KT Flst L
SEREAT AR, BAE T A S v AR ) e A 1 R BB A 24
PE SR, PR s R 25 B, BRI E DL B2 )
B SO AR Y AR AR AR AT I B Y i R 2
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REVE 32 5 AR R P S S R I 5 s g b () it A5 1 2
oo PRER B RIAH R AR

1 HH5HE

L1 HHhRE

33 ANUEAFEFAE RN RE ST SR AP VWYL TIPS R L Bt
N T AL RURIBRPE 45 10 N (77 X)), BARfE R 1 A
B Lo AR AR 1 BRI SR B 5 ~ 17 AR, JE 353
A AR RRRAE T UM R 27 BB B 1A B2 =] 3 %

AT

£1 3 P REHBOREGE EESENREY
MEE e . R bt MR K
gy VIR ER G 6 G o

CQl HEE=II1 B 106.408 29.846 618 15
CQ2 R =IL2 B 106.396 29.846 603 15
CQ3 PR M 106.426 29.833 265 15
FS JumfmiliX T 115.447 39.356 224 9

GZl EPEERTAF i 106.647 26.434 1106 15
GZ2 RIHESRAR  $ETiH 106.694 26.602 1127 8
GZ3  JLPHR R ME  106.574 26.444 1106 8
HZ1  HM &Rl T 120.114 30.271 166 17

HZ2 KM 1 il 120.113 30.259 64 15
HZ3 WA 2 MiHs  120.118 30.258 35 15

JAX Vg% B M 114.910 27.043 52

JGS  JLPEHKIL MLk 114.124 26.562 923 7
JGSU JLpadERIILRa: kg 115.024 27.112 92

I kAN ) ML 116.288 29.658 28 8
IS VIEEKE Mg 115.109 27.184 64 11
LYW1 iR B 1 FRHL 111.795 33.675 1684 8
LYW2 T B 2 il 111.758 33.706 1185 15
LYW3 i g B Ia 7 3 i 111.750 33.698 1 084 8
LYW4 ] 5 F AT 4 T 111.752 33.705 1040 15

NIl mEsCARRAREZ 1 AR 119.207 32,128 204 12
N2 stk 2 AF 119.207 32,130 206 8
N3 RiEtRRMZ 3 AT 119.207 32,128 207 5
SCHI PUJIIfifHTI 1 #8%cHh 104.732 30.436 578 15
SCH2 PUJIIfifHTI 2 #&5icHh 104.732 30.443 580 15
SCH3 PUJIIfjfHTI 3 #43cHh 104.742 30.444 558 15

TZ1 WG 1 T 121.166 28.876 40
TZ2 W& M 2 M 121.144 28.880 41
XAl g% 1 PR HL 108.870 33.969 942

XA2 P42 P4 108.880 33.970 992
XIM b5/ el HF 115.438 35.970 235
GLI EARIE L4 1 BEM  110.322 25.073 148
GL2 MRS 2 Bl 110.261 25.093 148
GL3  FEARSAl i 110.245 25.082 151
1.2 DNA #3#= PCR ¥ ¥
F A5 CTAB AP AR 2H DNA P e ) & (s34
Y1, DN1401, 4t 57 ) A9 56 BH J7 35 45 IR &) b &5 ol | b i
DNA, R FH NAS — 99 43 3 3% i 31 ( ACTGene, 3 [H ) i & 5
DNA [ B Ak, JE R B 22 10 ng/pl 55 1
WEAE SSR 51 W & | At B S P B R A R 4 | 58
B, R I 8 X M 2 S5 T T E AR PCR 4
B, 51PFPsI L 2, PCR KR FR A :8 wl. 2.5 x Multiplex
Buffer(MRP17 , Jb 5t B3 B AR A R AR, b 50) ,0. 4 uL
15 pmol/L TP — M13 %¢ 4 3k (b % Bl S 5 F e R A BR A

— O O\ 0 N 2 O O

—_

7),2 uwL 5[#)(5 pmol/L),0.2 wL 5 U/pL Fast Tag DNA %
4,2 wL DNA #845,7. 6 wl TR ZE K, PCR ¥ 3257
Sh:95 °C FHAEME: 5 min;94 CAR4: 30 5,56 CiE k45 5,72 C
FEfH1 45 5,30 MEH ;94 CAEM: 30 5,53 CiE k455,72 C 4t
i1 45 5,10 DGR ;72 CEEH 12 min, PCR ¥ H#47E 9 600 PCR
PIEA (R E R RGE A ) B8N, PCR &8 ™ ¥ 7E
3730 xI DNA S3#r A (EE N ARG A F]) BT HEE
Vi ins

S —_—
i o
SRR ¢ ;o
* RIEE TAE 8
e FTRUR ~ <

E1 33 MeEMEB AN fIER

1.3 HdEnbr

AT HIE PCR 3 3= Wy i S R 4y BU S5 R 0 5t H i 4401
R BOR /N AR B SSR 43 F AR 10 A0 B . 1] Popgen 32
B LR S SRR B AR A A T 3 S S I
B(A) WZ 58 (H, ) Nei's SR ZREETEE(h) & Nei's
BB USRI . TSR R ( B SEbk sl ok, BT A
o7 R R R [ AR R 1 AR B8R (6) SRR TERER /D
(N/ G H=R B/ BAEAEED) RN ( RAATET 14
R EEE ) LU (GL) ) AR B B B (£ T 75% L 1
RERh B R B Lol (GW) o FhEsst 8 2R HE HOCR
Simpson $88((D) , HitB AKX R: D=1 -2 {[n,(n, -1)]/
[N(N=1) 11, PR35 SRS BOR A Fager 18480 (E) %
Fm  HEXALNE=(D-D,,)/ (D =Dy) , Hth Dy, =
(6-1)(2N-G)/N(N-1),D,,, =(G-1)N/G(N-1), =,
N O EREAMABEL, G NI (FERE) BB n, NS S
RIS AS

{711 GenATEX 6.5 BfF ™ SHSEAM B AL Sr L RELF
FHIEAT 53 T 7 2508 (AMOVA |, analysis of molecular variance
analysis) , THEFNVEE N RN (R 35t 4% 07 2500 . % 7 2553
HRI SRR AL 0 BB G B IR 9 999 YE
EL SO

HT R 2 3 Y S R FORE O 14 45 4, R A STRUC-
TURE"™ M Hr S FEAS (3 AL 24574 . ¥ MCMC (markov chain
monte carlo) AYEHEEI (length of burn —in period) &8 1 77
WOAERGEAS I MCMC Wi 1 5, AR (K) e R
2 ~33(SIEMEEE ) PP K (HIE17 20 o ARAE
AR S SR InP (D) {HIT AK 4, 23] AK ik
] o s 8 A DG I 1 KR o e 25 LG 2L A0

I NTSYS 2. 1 BofE " Rk In] Nei's 35 1% 2R PEAE A
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R2 ESSRE|MWRFET
JL
514 (5" 3") ML FEAT s
SM5 F:AGGACTGCCTTGTGTTTCA ;R : GTAATTCACATGCCATTTGC (AC) 5 230 ~244 0. 199
SM21 F:GTAATTCACATGCCATTTGC ; R ; ACCAAACCTGACTCACCCAT (TG) 5 (TA), 126 ~ 156 0.557
SM27 F:CTCAAAGTACCATCTTCTCA ; R : AGCTCTTGAACTTAGCCGAT (CA) 5 (TA), 112 ~150 0.537
SM71 F.GTGGTTTTGATTTCCACCT; R : GAGTGATTAGTTGCTAACGT (AC) 5 112 ~ 146 0.430
SM72 F:CAGAAACACTCCATTATTACCT; R: GACCAATGCATGCTTGAGAT (CA),, 114 ~ 130 0.514
SM96 F:GCGGTTCTCCTCACCATTA ; R : GGACTAACCAATACTTTGCTCA (TA),(TG) 108 ~214 0.573
SM162  F:CCAGCTTTAGTAAGTCTCTGAT;R:GTGGACGTCTTGTCATCATAAT — (TA);(TG) 140 ~ 154 0.483
SM191 F.CATTTGTTCTTCTACACGCCT; R : GGCGAAACTTGGAATCCAT (AC) 124 ~ 154 0.457
it I B AT AR BG4 B4 ( unweighted pair group meth- £3 BAGEMBEEESESE
od with arithmetic — means, UPGMA ) B2/ ¥, 2 I HHIR TR 2K FEERES G N/G D E A H, h
&, FH GenAlEx 6.5 {4+ {1 Distance 18 33 g ZEHET A= cQ1 2 7.500 0.133 0 1.875 0.404 0.391
PRI A bR 25, Mantel %53 [ 2% 43 4G 36 40 B 45 (9] 119 b 25 CQ2 4 3.750 0.543 0.397 2.625 0.405 0.391
. e A st e e . o cQ3 5 3.000 0.476 0  2.625 0.438 0.423
I B R BE A S, I AT W PRI (9 999 W E R .
AR BRI, JIEAT S AR RES) FS 3 3.000 0.639 0.667 2.125 0.445 0.421
2 BEEELNF GZ1 9  1.667 0.848 0.313 3.000 0.483 0.466
G72 2 4.000 0.250 0  1.750 0.399 0.374
2.1 ABEETF L SR G73 4 2,000 0.643 0  2.625 0.529 0.496
PEFH 8 XFREY RO RS G E M AU SSR B4, %t 33 A4 HZ1 6  2.833 0.654 0.377 3.250 0.503 0.488
%%ﬁgﬁé:ﬁSf’ H%/Pﬁgﬁﬁf PCR ﬁi’é’,;ﬁ?}&i’é’ﬂj 94 /I\Q%{j% HZ2 10 1.500 0.924 0.622 5.000 0.639 0.618
HZ3 14  1.071 1.000 0  3.000 0.380 0.367
KBS S L RN 7 ~ 23, g4 G- 1415
u’ﬁ'%‘““m#{%LU%&j‘j mbﬁ%ﬂ]ﬁijrﬂﬁ JAX 3 2.333 0.524 0 2.500 0.512 0.476
ML F AR B(A) Ty 1.5 ~5 P19 2. 841 W Rpor 12 JGS 5 1.400 0.857 0  2.375 0.507 0.471
(H.)0.213 ~0.682,F3% 0.494 ; Nei’s LN ZHEMFEE(h) JGSU 4 2.250 0.583 0  2.125 0.446 0.421
70.465 ~0.640,F-34 0. 468 (£ 3) . WHEFEEFHREL 1] 5 1.600 0.857 0.556 1.500 0.213 0.199
FEMERS R (A =2.841 ,H, =0.494 /h =0.468) , . b 5t/~p IS 4 2,750 0.673 0.544 2.250 0.425 0.406
. . \ N LYW1 4 2. 64 2.375 0.472 0.442
FVRIRE(XLM) (38 {5 R HE RS (A = 4. 55, H, = 0. 682,h = M 000 0.08 0 23T 04720
0,640 . 1T 75 JLITFIRE (1)) B A5 2 FE R SIS (A = 1. S LYW2 14 1.071 0.990 0  4.000 0.602 0.582
: » MY { = AAA =10, LYW3 6  1.333 0.929 0.600 2.750 0.573 0.537
Z >4 7. NN °F
H,=0.213,h=0.199,%3) . WEHRYIFK- AL Z DR LYW4 14  1.071 0.990 0 3.375 0.615 0.595
(A =13.000,H, =0.657 ,h =0.656) , NJ1 3 4.000 0.318 0  2.750 0.496 0.475
I TR Ry 22 v P (SRR B ) FhRE, e (SR 7Y ) B NJ2 1.000 1.000 ~ —  3.375 0.567 0.531
g 223, R FPRERG LR RIBCH 2 ~ 15,1 6. 758 ; Rl AN Ky NJ3 1.250 0.900 0 2.500 0.553 0.498
SCH1 10 1.500 0.895 0.356 3.375 0.544 0.526
1.0 ~7.5,F452.063; Ja #f Ht [H 7Y 1|71 82. 6% ; FE A
i P ’E”KT‘.%FFW?‘] ;‘jr‘h%ﬁ*. SCH2 15 1.000 1.000 — 3.750 0.536 0.518
TULL R O 5 S 249 3 R 7Y 22 B P45 % Simpson 45 £ 0. 769 SCH3 15  1.000 1.000 —  4.000 0.477 0.461
(F3), T71 9  1.000 1.000 2.750 0.440 0.416
2.2 ALY TZ2 9 1.000 1.000 — 2.875 0.488 0.461
SRUCTURE 43 #r 45 S 3600, 24 K =4 B, AK #0522 XA2 7 1.000 1.000 3.250 0.565 0.524
o N XA 1. 1. — 3.2 ) .51
Rttt , AT T 21 353 BRI A B0 4L RE K mj . 1338 1838 jsf)g gzzz 3243
N y 4\ — 1 . =14 . . — . . .
jf4([7§]2>° @2EP‘JMM/T‘O{E%mmf’ﬁﬁ*ﬂ‘ﬂ‘}%?m@'ﬁ GLI 3 2.000 0.733 0.667 2.250 0.525 0.481
FER L), B (B [ ) TR (LR D) (K €8 (418 GI2 2 3.000 0.600 1.000 1.750 0.392 0.359
) A (CAREV ) 2 BIARR AR, A AERTE 4 Ff GL3 5 2.200 0.782 0.782 2.250 0.487 0.465
Fite P K OSSR B AR . A T G FH) 6.758 2.063 0.769 0.769 2.841 0.494 0.468
&1 223 68.079 25.384 6.811 93.750 16.301 15.438

FS.GZ2 HZ3 JJ #1 SCH1, ZH#¥ [l f34F LYW . LYW2 . LYW3
LYW4 SCH2 .SCH3 .TZ1 , TZ2 XAl . XA2 Al XLM, 2 #% Il {3
$& GZ1 HZ1  HZ2  JAX . JGS.JGSU . JS . NJ1.NJ2 NJ3 . GLI,
GL2 0 GL3 , H#F IV A 45 CQ1.CQ2,CQ3 F1 GZ3,

BT R (E] 515 03 A R AL Nei's 35t —BUR F8 1) UPG-
MA RA45 0 (B 3) =W, LE 3L /AL R AL 0. 62 BI{E Y
TEBLT 33 AFIRERT 43 S YR, o CQ1.CQ2 1 CQ3 h%E
1 ANZERE; GZ3 S 2 ANEE HZ3 1 JT s 3 A2 oAt
27 DMRREA S 4 AT

AMOVA Z55L (3 4) R, SR R BF R84 28 R 24 5 B
ARG 55% (FPHEN AL AR R O AR T 45% | FRE ] 3 AL
SR (F, =0.55,P =0.01) . X Fp#ER]S AL 5Tk R 5K
F£0.020 ~ 0. 464 2 [i] , & B ] 388 1% 431k 35 3 @ 35 K7
(P<0.05), Hr,GI2 1 JT Fhe 2 18] 38 14 431k 2 B R
(F,=0.464), HZ1 5 NJ1 BB Z 0] 38 15 5 16 3 50/
(F,=0.020), FEHUFHEEES K 1, db 555 L (FS) S Hpk 3
(GL3) Fli e = [A1FE 55 B3t , 2 1 660. 158 km; Fg 5URIEE 1 55
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8%% ]
cQ3
S }
GZ2
GZ% I
- -
NI3
JAX
JGS
JGSU
S u
GL1
GL3
GL2
SCHI
SCH2
172 L
XAT ||
XA2
TZ1
XLM
W —— |
LYwda——
NI2
LYWI1
GZ3
HZ3 ]
) L L L L L | L L L L | i 1 i L | L L L f |
0.95 0.81 0.68 0.54 0.40
AP
E3 ET Nei’s #{FIEER 33 MeHMEH UPGMA BELR
F4 MEMBOSTHENWER EREERAR(A=1.5,H,=0.213,h =0.199) . XA[RE5 A4
o A , 5 7 B3 HPl A PR 0 P S T A I A G Dk
I O U R0 92 25 BERE BTG (G = 6,758, N/G = 2. 063,
IR 32 1011.895  2.756 55 0.010 D=0.769,E=0.769) , B R—eT5 FEAEY) 1 70 1 SRR
RO 320 719.876  2.250 45 0.010 IS, WK H PR ES T A, Hofh— et 2 B, A 2 e
J=¥ | 352 1731.771 5.005 100 ﬁ%*ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ[@zﬁﬁfwé%,ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%(l@ccumum vitisidaea ,
F, 0.550

TUFPRE 3 BB AT, O 0. 57 km, Mantel A 56 P R AG 56 45
SRR R L BE R FL S PR IR B A OE A DR (RN
(r=0.052,P=0.150) .

3 HFig5ig

3.1 deieyEt T F e LM S AN

REWR L RF], YA — & i L2 5K,
EAR[R) 5E R A ) 1 3t A S R T 35 R A 2 AR M AR R I 22
ST KBTS R R RO B A A (A =
13.000,H, =0.657 ,h =0. 656, 3 3) Lt 27 Fh 5 AR 1 1) - 45
fH(D =0.62) F, bt 100 ZFh AR ARAAEY) 1) TFIIE(N, =
1.76 ,H, =0.148) i~ X AT RER ith TR h—F) i i
FCAAY) , R G B 38 i i FOK P 848 2 RE 1 s R
KVt ZREVE LB (A = 2. 841, H, =0.494, h =
0.468) ,JLrpr LIAE 5T /N IR T TR R (XIM) B35t % Z HE M e =
(A=4.55,H,=0.682,h =0.640) , T VLPG SLITRIRE(IT) (35014

D =0.84) Fiill N\ E B AMZHLWY) Stenocereus eruca ( N/G =
1.25) 41270 AL, SR, B v B 1 1 i 30
&, B LRI 20 4 4l S8 o BE 1 e R R R E 2 7 55 v
[ PR REPE ™ . Bengtsso AN, FUHEAE Y 1 AN HEAQ B4
3 AT AR 3 R Rl T DR i e A 1 i 7 KR
HEHAEE R BN , HI B R (Rannuulus repens) R #4g—
A 1AL (2905 SEERRIY 0. 5% ) , il 2 DL 4E 7
15 ANJEDR g R e 2540 o A, S [l e g ol 2 1 6 [ 75
B 22 R EOR, 4 CQ1 . GZ2 i GL2 45 3 AR HA 2 A
RULH L, (H A AL B FUKOT M 2R R0AR 3 D Fh e 3
HIRE BE(H,) 40 2 0. 404 0. 399 .0. 392, 17 1 B2 7 & FiE
(H, ) AR AYS T A (H, =0.213) I Z AR RL(G =5,
N/G =1.600) , 3315 It 45 BEAR A7 3t 28 5 R0 B (0 38 4% 2 FE 4
Yo A T BT R ST A SRR, s AR B A K
FhF  fEFDF I8 % 36 AN, AL 109% 7 B 9T (9 45
KT, BUARI R T B R AT BA LR st Z R0, 5
FLAth S BRI AR LU , G 1 SETH X Sk LA st 1 ZREPE I R
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P EBERIEA T IR, A A R TR R R AT
B BIL TRk AR e R R A 5 2R

SR, 73 R B /D A Rl o, Al BB e S b 50 |5 £ 5
AT EIBLGE . RO TR A K P A B AR R R b 3R R
% LR 3 3o ST B, 75 ) T Ak X SR 3 4 [ iy Pt
Wi, W e AR A | s T AR RN v B AR B AT BE S e
e 2 PR 0] LSRR 0 R 14 /0N RUBE 45 i) AR i) S5 ot 1 o) B e i
BRERIREN S TR B O R A A XA T AR G
VEYR A BE /0 AT AT LA 43 E o 22 10 g i R AT sE e R K
IS HR RIS 28 5, i I 7E R R o S St . ISt
B M B R A I 2 R A T e R A B B 8
AR 2R, T ATE LR RR B I T e B A A T 4
PRI 5 2R M . BRI AR IRE A0 A M R G
BB IR SR iR B — A ST
3.2 wWHABGIRAE LM

— AN, 2 F, <0.05 B, BB D S AL 45 LB /N 2
0.05 < F, <0. 15 i}, F i (0] 77 78 o 55 2% B st 1% o 1k 24
0.15 < F <0.25 [, Fp#fE] i st % b BB 24 F, > 0.25
i, AL MEE K™ IERERR BRI £, = 0. 547, fy it o] g
BEPIRERIAAAE SR BB oAb . PRI A5 o0 1L R EUE PR FD
FEB R 25 M M B ZE SR, Al b B A% 5 4 — R R B R <2 e
FRGE ARG I A E S XOR N SE E E LEA R 2
SR 5 Nybom X 116 Flie 4y i RE i 15 201k R 55t it
M-8 L, e R B A MR AL /- AL R E(F, =0.55) 1
F28(0.27) MRTFHZE(0.65), Him FIRA3CHL(0.40) R
Gemi'™ o URWTIEREAE HEAT o0 e S AN S e P A BB AP,
WAFAE—ERLBE B 3E, 3 A B IR P AS [R) 32 IR Y 2 i) A9
FE PR AL B AS R Fff o) A 366 R A2 00, X 45 g 2 e U B L
PEE NS RARGE Fik S BTBuR: N CHIN i bd O el
S0 i W e v R AN A A X B A LR 2 A
ARG .

UPGMA SR2A4% L 32 I, b B BE s 4530 (0 A e U ) g T
[ — 28, R —4 (T X)) RS AS R TR — 288, (H s
(B4, — St TR I8 8 30T O R 98 O [l — 2R, At st B
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