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SHEEBTOBERHA Y ) Lt b Ui elr OWFZESE)
ARl U A A TR S

[FLHIZ

BERIART ) WIBRIEIEZ A L TR Y |2 DOWE
Fic#] (inverted repeats, IRs) |Z &2 > "C LSC (large single copy)
& SSC (small single copy) (ZXAISiLD, HERKAT ) A
(X, W7 LOFTHLERBLE DIFFERIC S
TET /) LTHY, WS ) MR ZIICHE LT,
DNA ~—71—DOB#3E, #LRFETFHWIZE, SRR T
FEZHIF & CT& 7z, CLC Genomics workbench (CLC bio
) Y7 b =7 &ZHWT 100kb LA L, complete Z50DH
RU— R TT—=ZN—ARKR LIGE, BEETIZ 900
Z R DEARRRT ) DESIDNRE S TND Z & Doy
1% (2014 43 HBUE) . HERKAS/ LITI% 100kb LA D
HLONFIET S Z ES  (Chloroplast genome database;
http://chloroplast.cbio.psu.edwindex.html) , FZEX 21T X 5122
BOLERRRT ) LEHIDNRE SITWD EHEIS LD,
SHEBIOZEKIRS /7 2T, #ei) & b U C IR M
NELLEL, 7/ MEEIZETHY . TOBEEEMHX
FARMNAMEBBZTHD E Vo T2k E ", Zhbo
FESUE, HHEEBOIERMADRS ) ADNRE SNLD LRI D
SN E ENTERD, 1995 Fi27 v~ (Pinus
thunbergii) DHEFIAE/ ) 1 (Wakasugi etal. 1994) A3
SN2 L &2 T, 7 MEERIIREC /2 5720 T
72— —BRE X CORNROWIE % BT ekk 4 720
ZeNE U MR LT, 7 o~ VIEERHAS S ) MMifSih
BIVIZ, BUEE TIZ 29 FOFHEREERMARS /) LDilE
SNTND (F-1), AT AXEETRT OB
LERPIT LI B BB OFERKRS ) DFFEOB) I
DWTHER T D,

AXERARET /) LERET / LEEDER

7 a VEERKART ) DRELSS, 2003 RICIETF a U
Yo I3 Y (Pinus koraiensis) BERHALT ) BT —H X
— A BICAB SN2 b DD BHEEB O / LI
BT AR T CIcEH SN CEzbi Tidlen o7z,
FZBE, 100kb ZHE X DIERKIARS ) DAHEET D, HLL
137 BA2K%E J13—3"% PCR ¥SlEEEM) & LA T2 L, o
2y M TAT TV —%MEL, o T —EC LD
FERCBNRE & BOANZ IS CY ) D SR 5 oD
TEEITE L T EED, O INCHE O RSN
BOIARIEDR 2N L B FRDO—DOTh D LBEZ B
%, Cronnetal. (2008) I, 5 /1D®&sA B8 L A
=l oY —HBEER OBERIAR T ) MRZUIFI LT,
oz~ EE e END 8 FA RO, SRS
T\ 255 ) 77 L A5 ) 2 LTPCREY &
TR — 7 =BG DT CRIGIRE 21TV,
ZOFETT ) AOKRE G INN—TEHI L ERLT
W5,

[T < 2008 Fl2ix, rx D7V —7 4 AF
(Cryptomeria japonica) DH¥EFIAE ) LRFHHUZ BT 2
H&21T>7~ (X1 ; Hirao et al. 2008), #13ER#HII~ VBT
TR S5 conifer 1 & Z4UASMD conifer I IZ K3 S4UT
Y (Boweetal 2000) . Fx OWEIIHIERITE KA LS
J LRGBS L C conifer I TORND CTOMER| & 7272,
Forx DT N—T1X, BT ) DEHBEL, a3y MY
YIAT TV —DWERLETA T T ) —EY AR K
0 HGE I THRIESIE S5 E Vo Tz, Wb S T
HEICH - 72 B Ot Tz, Fox D7 —7 4 40
sa<YiE) 7y LA ) AE LT long PCR 2170,
FOW% gy "= U ARITH 2 & AT E
TV, L L, 7T A ~—XE &V [ LT Skbp
~10kbp HALDOUIE/IERIEN 2155 Z & AR D>
7o FZ T, PCR N—ATOfifai% & b, MG
REHEET 2 ROV B2 T D, Lo, MR
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F-1 BERHARS ) DM ST SRS

IR ity SCHE AT A X (bp) gk No.

Calocedrus formosana 2013 127311 NC 023121
Cathaya argyrophylla 2010 107122 NC 014589
Cedrus deodara 2010 119299 NC 014575
Cephalotaxus oliveri 2013 134337 NC 021110
Cephalotaxus wilsoniana 2011 136196 NC 016063
Cryptomeria japonica 2008 131810 NC 010548
Cunninghamia lanceolata 2013 135334 NC 021437
Keteleeria davidiana 2009 117720 NC 011930
Larix decidua 2011 122474 NC 016058
Picea abies 2013 124084 NC 021456
Picea glauca 2013 128520 KF 008668
Picea morrisonicola 2011 124168 NC_016069
Picea sitchensis 2008 120176 NC 011152
Pinus contorta 2008 120438 NC 011153
Pinus gerardiana 2008 117618 NC 011154
Pinus koraiensis 2010 117190 NC_004677
Pinus krempfii 2008 116989 NC 011155
Pinus lambertiana 2008 117239 NC 011156
Pinus massoniana 2013 119739 NC 021439
Pinus monophylla 2008 116479 NC 011158
Pinus nelsonii 2008 116834 NC 011159
Pinus taeda 2013 121530 NC 21440
Pinus thunbergii 1994 119707 NC 001631
Podocarpus lambertii 2014 133734 NC 023805
Podocarpus totara 2013 133259 NC 020361
Podocarpus sinensis var. wilsoniana 2011 122513 NC_016064
Taiwania cryptomerioides 2011 132588 NC_016065
Taiwania flousiana 2013 131413 NC 021441
Taxus mairei 2013 127665 NC 020321

ROHEET, HEEZ O DIZITT N ZED 721 Tl #
I har NITH ) AEFERICHRT S Z L BREET
HDHIEND, ERMGT AR, PRI YA
AOEAFE OB 2 BT 5 B 8 - 72, Aild
O PCR ~_— 2D S KEE Cdo o 7o BT, A FHERMA
7 Dk figeh, B ) DHFFECER D #lde 2 ETE D
RKE LT,

IR HEEDHERKA T/ ADOBIE PIEFORIFICRE G35
Z LIPS U Cu 2 (Palmer and Thompson
1982), Blntb L<IZ7 /) LAEONEFFOZbIL, FHZ
genome rearrangement & FE[TA1L TV N5, Strauss et al. (1988)
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I VRIS DHERKAS ) LD rearrangement 1%,
WIR &0 3 UECHI23BE 59~ % ATREM:A- il L 7o, FEBE,
B D IR 13 20kbp LA EDESAHHDITH L, 7 1
<V EFa kI U TIHDTMNT 4650p THY, A
XTI, IHITHL 284bp ThHoTo, AFEERAS ) L
DEFES NI Z & 22T T, FERRIRS ) DEED i %
1Tl RER, LRI R Cl I A BT A 18
MZH DI HD 06T, [/ UHEERIC R T2~ &
FHIDT ) IEEL, i & Hoed 2 L R bRy
AR NEBEBTHNERD-T- (K2, ~VEV 77
Ly A5 ) e LT PCR R— ADFFEEN AT EFL
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Cryptomeria japonica D. Don

Chloroplast DNA
131,810 bp

Sobbe g N e p—
BJ-1 AXHEHET ) AOB s - HIX
1
FeoA \\ tma-uuG ma-uuG
ps12_Send CloP mE-UUC
petA sty
Ngsal . 36D
:g, mwgu\ /s P8 tmiGUG mEGGY ”
E pso8 ImV-UAC - Srmsacu
S \
g N
S
N
IMTFGGU mi6
/
2 Lo
1S N
/7t cosA
nghD, IMV-GAC tmp-GGG 7
ps2 Nems
tmH-GUG yer2 // mcan
110707 - < o
1 131810
-
C.japonica

2 XL u= VRS ) AOHlkEE

MR- TR IEEE LV OBEEE CA U7z rearrangement 735
KTH Y, FHEBTIIIR 23 JEkAT ) LOWEZL
EMEZEE L, AX L= Y ENTHORG CEER L
FHEZA Y K U7 TREMEDS AR ZEIC K > TR AR S 4L
DAL 72> TN D, FHEEHIO IR AV Z & I3 RITRAE
SNTVWOLHENS BHLNTHY, FA UL AF
(Taiwania cryptomerioodes) Tl 277bp (Wuetal. 2011a)
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A XY JETIE 530bp & 544bp (Wuetal 2011a ; Yietal
2013), ~YETlE 236bp~495bp (Linetal. 2010) & &
NQAYN

SHEBIZERILT ) DR 2 BB SN2 L 22T T
2010 FFLAREHERMA S ) MEEDZEIZBIT 2 35725t
BV OMRESND LT 572, Wu et al (2011b)
1T Y REERA S ) MG A IR L, IR THEE N A Ik
ORGSR — NN T YRR T ) bh 4 2 A
7" (A/B/C/P) IZXS3 L, 2D 9B A ZIFIRHY L&D
Teth, M A T ~OE( RS — 2 DT ) FEAGE LTz,
conifer Il CTHIBELI Z—2 DT U ADFRES LT
W5 (Yietal. 2013), 4L HOMFEOEAIL, RIS
e HFER COBAL S — 2 BRFED T A T3
HZEZHY, FEIZE S TUIR 721 TR B 3
LESIABEG-3% wREtE & FEHE L T D, i, conifer IT
D3 )& (Calocedrus, Agathis. Nageia) 7>HEIVEIL 1 FE
DHERKART 7 LM STz Z & 25219 T (Wu and Chaw
2014) ., conifer 1 ERKAS 7 DRGNS L 0 B L 72 o
TWb, ZOWETIL, Agathi—Nageia— Cephalotaxus—
Taiwania— Cryptomeria— Calocedrus \ZHE>T5 ) LA
APNSL o TEY | Rt b & OB R~E S
TS, BERKAST ) DOREIA LA LR A N R & L
THUE LTSRN b S S CTvd (Lin et al.
2010; Wuetal. 2011a) , SRFLFHIIIED HIEDI DGR,
W ER A TR & L THO D0 TREFROISE & 13050
HRDFERE 72> T D, HARRITHESEZR L b (LAY A
R MIESTND EBZHNDbOD, $HEERTTIID
IR TR SNV FICE © 2 < | homoplacy <5 H
DA Xy N BB ANTZ LT 505 FRFFHINES
LA R R E L TEXD T EBHERDMNE 9 DT
DONWTUIT—BOFGERDIE TH D,

conifer I CTlIBH L T2 TOETERIKRES ) Lt
DHET L TCWDOIZR L, ki, HIERAELE ) b 2Ek
PRRERECHERL S AL 5 conifer THZDWT & 90 1D
EHERIPIEL CWLEMICH D, V77 LU RS LD
FEFIZ LY PCR A_— R DY A b EG 72 5121300
T W —F =2 G 5 2 & TRIES TS
NEBEHTE D, ZORER, ZHE TETH o TEHIER
FADMRIE EREZ HHIE L7277 ) ISR ClE7e < conifer T
[RIERIC Pt Ao i 2 x5 & LT iisE 2 b e Srieite
{EFFE72 E1T 5 Z L ISAIRE T 5, I IEFEOINE & It
I ZHEERIEERR T ) MBI DV T DT 2R 5 50 L% HiF
L7z,



BEXATOREEEFRE S HEMBITOER
X7/ LORMEEIR

T HE B AFXEERART ) MRS T HETFN— 3
E. HEAFXORRBEFERET D2 &ilhoT,
PABAXT, FEERTABRCGEAAY LOXARED
FHEEREA R L, WIEIT/2 DITHE> ThEBIZ 72 HEEAE
SRR TH Y, Ohba et al (1971) 152 DJFIR Z HERkA
7 BRI, TR RBEAXERBE LTV
I, ZOFENLHBAXNELNLDLDITH LT, flf
BlETDERITENU ULOERIKITSG O h o7z, $
BERTOIERIRT ) DHBRMEEIRT D Z L IZBHT 01581
~ VR HUNZ DNA ~—H—%FH LToAf5E0> DR
SNTHY (Wagner et al. 1989) . L BN HIFE D E R
T HRBAXTHERL G| E 2 JRRNTIER AT ) 2
WD EEZ LN,
HEISRERZ DI SR T HRICIE. BT &k

DB/AFHEIIC T X/ BRiE# A 5] &k 2 7 A A

(single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) & L < AR

(insertion/deletion, Indel) D EHHNTH D EHEZ LT
OO, R FHEBICA U ERTH L REE L Ho
7z £IT, BxITHD THEAX ZETHEL s n—
DIEFRAERT ) DEHBS N ZPRE L, 7 v— R TR
DNDERERER LT, 7/ APICHERERIIRD i
72 b OOEDOE IO TH 7 <, FHIESFHEEICER
DIV IERIT DTN 3 BB IS 1 DTOTH Y,
FERAE THEI D SNP &5 7 & LT H e A TR /2
SNP | IFAE L7en o7 (F2-2), #tV K LESINTHEERT%
EHREHH Y, SSR (simple sequence repeat) LIIMIE yof B
fEAUTEAHTIE 33bp B L < 13 66bp Zff 0 il LHAL L35
RERBREMER LT, yof BinFEEEORED I LA
FOFERKA SSR IZHOW Tk A 7 = — 2RI LT
VR & OO S 3 A FRER B BTl 0n
Z & &R L7z (Hirao etal. 2009a ; Hirao etal. 2009b), 2/
12— R TR DAV AR A R RA RS U, Bl

K2 BEFEIICET DR

ARIBIZERE 535 (2014)

S AXKRAAE L, maK B S 19bp
@ Indel &% 2 HN7= (Hirao etal. 2009a), = @ Indel 235
LR o THEEAXD maK BGFTIX7L—L2 7 1
GERAENE L Qe (K93), malK 385 FHEREIZ DU
TITRITEEHNIH SN TN S OO, F Ok kst
SRR D 7 71— N TR RO EAREE T
L CZDOERIZOWTHRGE L7 AR, 354 A TR
HThoHZ b, BRMEET (72— ) ST T
722 & TEREMINC A AR & 72 D IR ClE = D2 K
EARAT D 2 L7 EOIRED BB D Z O
BRI A5 | i 2 3R & RO 72, maK 3BR
FITRD HLNAEENHSEAXDFNTH D = & A EE
PINZRE T 272 DI2iE, RIS 1AL OMBAR TIsRGT
ORI X DBREDSHEETH D

Z OBFFEDOMRE CARIDIRBIRIZ R AW, BRI LI
foA~—T—% B A LA O N TABE R
L7z L CEEBEMARGE LB, 138 A 3R
ST=DIZHR L, FHEEIR & WtHE R 2 R~ R —E D
B CHER STz, ZOBEIL, Ohbaetal (1971) DI

HERY
—RDRF SGCAACAATT CTTTTTATAT
(BHER) W Qo Q F F L Y
B I I |
8 105 11
HERY CCGCTTTTTT TTTTTATATC CGCTTTTTTT TC AT CTTTACGCAA TTGCTCATGA
P L F FHF I S ATFF F L R N C s
—BORF CCGCTTTTTT TT------= —--=------- {CGGGAAGAT CTTTACGCAA TTGCTCATGA
(FER) P L F F R E D L Y A I A H
19bp D& AEE5!
B I S e P I [
125 135 145 155 165 175
HERX TCATCATTTA GATAGATCTG GTTCCTCCGA ACCAACGGAA ATTTTAGTTT CTAATTTTTT
s s FfF R* I WFZLR T NG NTF S F * F F
—RDRF TCATCATTTA GATAGATCTG GTTCCTCCGA ACCAACGGAA ATTTTAGTTT CTAATTTTTT
(BHER) D HHEL DRSS GS S E©PTE I LV §NTF
B T
185 195 205
HERY GAGTTTCCTA ACTGTAAAAC GTTCAATTCG
EF P NCZK T F N S
—RDRF GAGTTTCCTA ACTGTARAAC GTTCAATTCG
(AR L s F L TV K R S I

X-3 A AX maK BsFHEk O R

AR fE ik EROHAT AXEERK T 7 N7 L Y7 A¥ HAEAX
rpl23 — R L M C A A
matK A KHE - - 19bp A
chiB — R T G G
rps2 — LR C A A
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K3 HeAXEERNROBRIEOR

B NF— R

HEAXL AT B AR & A XFATHAT

(BB R) (R ER) (P E )
FAOHK 114 6 11 131
A 87.0 4.6 8.4 100
A2 89.6 2.9 7.5 100

YmaK &6 1% ~—nh— & UCTHRIES v =3k,
Y Ohbaetal. (1971) 12 X DEIA,

FBAFHROFAENR BT 2 5% L 1HE B L THY
(F3) | FRHEERE R LB ClIE e By AR 2R
LTz, SHEERTCIIRMEEES I TH D DD,
ZOBRMEITIMT LHZEETIHI W I ERH LN
CV% (Shiraishi etal. 2001), L2>L. BH&AFZFIH L
T AFZE I RS R L O &R OEE T TR S
X0 LN EVHEE TH -T2, bHAA, FHRER
RZFI LT Rz A X781 Ch 5 & ikl
1372 RS AR O 7 v — 2FIHT 5 2 L CH
FEIZDOWTCIEFRRE S D BN B 5, Fall, FEERIC
AT D ) XEMEY) (Callitris species) CHAMTE(BEAY
MRESHTCEY  (Sakaguchi et al. 2014) . 5 &4 HFEIC
Ko TRESRMEEBOBE IR/ D E B2 bhb 2 L
M5, BRFEEREFES SRS ) b ~—l—& LG
T AT FANCARMERIE T 2 HE A MG 5 2 L 3IE
T/ A B E 28 < T2 DIC L EETH D,

DNA ¥ —Hh—& L TOERIAET / LOER

1990 AEARUTIE, FERHAS /7 A LD rbcl Bin 24500 L

DR HE 2R L7 R RIIZED B A AT O T,

rbeL IR T133BZ b <MY Tl bIFRRER ST D
B EREZEZ DIVD, £ 2T, rbcl BB maK
W& HLITHEH D DNA N—o—F ¢ o ZHEE LT
IEHE TS (FHFF 2012), DNA N—a—F 4 7k
X, FREDBR FEEE R L CEWROREEITO T
ETHY  (Hebert 2003 ; AAN—a— AT T4 7 « A
=37 F7 http://www jboli.org/) . FeUTHEERC b EERLA S
aEkl o3t U CRHlioM Tod, rbel a1 &t 3 fEEAS
HEESN TS (Pangetal. 2012), HAEAXERELRE L-
ST B & Fe o T2 KD I HEERIZERA Y ) A OFEN
BT 0 IR UACS & BRI TR < | YRt A
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BIRT 5 2 & CHRIEIXATETH D, FrT, ARG O
[RIEZAT O SR 7 7 a0 —F Cldalrhadd & (X 5]
THZENE LN LS, DNA S—a—F ¢ > 7 Hiff
W2 X AREEEIL R L0 AR, & U COTE-N S
B CIIBTERIZEWFEERH D LB 2 Hivd, Tang et al.

Q011) 1%, FERIEZTT D 728, AREBOREA 78D
DNA ZHiE L, HERHAY ) DO s Tl
300bp~1200bp ¢ PCR ¥iM&EARAIE L 7=, Jr2HERE L
AR ORETEICH FEFEOEN @A I Tnd
(Nakazawa et al. 2013) , HEFFEFNERET DD TiT7e< |
HEREEWAZ K> TAEL D ZREIEO LA 2 7o~ —h
— (High Resolution Melting, HRM) ZF|H] L 7-B{ELOWF5E
W52 (Ganopoulos et al. 2013), A S Ht-8,
TR BRF ETHLIND Y T IV ORBEKT S e L
Kk 7e351H Tl B RIEIRU) & 3649 2 fk OB EC~
=N—PNT T A (L EDIE, FHSTHESICHE
FENMTAD Z &b, WHFPHA IR D 2 &3
FFCE D,

Parks etal. (2009) 1%, ~ )& 32 FEIZ DUV CHERKAS S
J BDIEE A E % D13 —F DI RRSZE L (4
W= 90%LL L), 7V JBO I TRLORFERR A e
T Z & AT, Bk Lz & ok — A o —
DRy L HERLRY 7 7 LU RS ) ADOFRENKET —F
v MG E AIREIC Lz, Lac L, 2o T
T oo T Fht 7 BIFFEI BT 2 U o il e T4
72N, FXUCKE L, BERMAS ) AEIE LT # R 1
AERESERRFZEIE 2 2 104EIC R TH 8o 13T —
HR—A FIZFE LTz, L, RFFRORFIERR ek
BT ) LOIZEFH LI 7e < 77 K EDff
FADR—ANZ 72> TV D, FRZ, RMEEIRT DHERKIA S
JAEYRTCIIRHERET 2 B2 N TNAHI k=
Y RUT T DOPHHIT—IRANI 20 D28 5, HaRkIK
70 BT, 7 AHO SSR ~— I —IH &5 D)



—KHITH Y . SNP &~ 7-WFFEIL £ 727 TH D, SSR
EEWEIWEZ R T L DD, JHBRERRIIAHTHSD =
EBEL NS LB E R X @ISR R AR
THAITIE, IEEZRFHmAE S TR W ATREME S 8 D,
PCR HElEFEMN AR Z TR CE 2 2 7V aiE L, 25D
EAR D ERCSME A KA — 7 o —IZ K > THS:
THFEDNHNL L TEY, ZOFEEFIFATIUZSNP &
~—H—E LUUEHTE 5, FEHET /7 2O L%
MO TR . ZEERE (multiple hits) 234 CIZ<WE#&
ZHND T LMD SNP ~— D —3 &k 0 IEfgEIc AT a2 A
TEIHITE D, AL, EGEHENBNZ L0, T
DDLU XS TUIGEMELS 2D Z &b B2 bD
7290, BENG Uz~ — I —OiERPMBETH B,

HEHYIZ

AFETIE, Bx DT N—T D5 Ul AXHERRA T/
VANV E AV gl 157 e sHIN A 5t 1% AN 5 Y B - ¢ syl
F ISR B3 2 ol D AR Lz, B
BRTFHRFIUNZOWTIIIERID L < . B #E LA
ST e, L0 EMOBEE TR 2B LIz,
HERKIR T/ LS B O AR SEREI R S o iiE b
< ODMFAE LTz (Stoehr et al. 2006 ; Moriguchi et al. 2008) ,
V77 VAT ) AEES L, RS —o 8=
W UT-BIHE T, BERAS ) MFETETY—e L
COMHFEHFDIEN D Z ENTRTE D, SHBROFT72
WD RN 5,

5| PSRk
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