EREEEM NI S /¥ DEEHNEEICET HH%
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Hho 35 ¥ OEGHIER
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1. [FU®HIC

#9357 £ (Aster kantoensis Kitamura) &, BASE « cpBHiTs o WK & 28 F) O R FIZ 534
4% | EERMOZELAEARCTH S, JOMPE. [BROECBY 3R LEE Y] B, vy F
F— %7y ) i3 (&K (vulnerable) | E LT, VAT v 7ENTWVWE, by FF—=F 7 v 7
Tld. CORMIDHET 2H)I1E LT, )i 2B RN IO 4IRS T SN TW 2,

A5 F sz, WINOEEICE > TEShE, FLOLESHICWERIBAL, £ OB T24E
LT, LEURAEREERT 2, LhL. COREFRREVEMMRI NS 2 LREV, B
CENT. HT 5 X7 k0 bBFNOETHBSFEERPEAMBRALTL 2 #7757/ F7 1
MoOEMO T TR, BESHESZ 5N, BTEEET 2 I ENTERY, ERNEGE, VINT DR
Flid#iEd 5 < et s (B, 1995),

R OERIC B I 2 BIZNEROR I, BREEMFEOWERZ R, HITEHINTE e, —KRIT,
BIZERSELT 2 &, BEOZ(LICHT 2EIEHBET LT, ZOEMIHHEEL LT85 52
SNTXF1»Ths (Beardmore, 1983), —iic. W/ WYL, B OEEBIC N TEENE
FADIENT ENTNETOWRICE > TS TWwS (Karron, 1987),

ERICEE S N B RIENER T, [EFOE#E 4 A X (effective population size) | IC K& EH
Ehz, COEROENEY A X EEBCEMCEAT 2 MEH (EBROENY 1 X)) B—H LBV
LN TWws (Hartl and Clark, 1989), ThZ Tic, WL 2O EYEICB VLTI~ O
B Tk, EROEFY 4 R EBENER BREUERTHRON TV LI LHZV) ICRMHBEDSH
n. EROHEHE YA R EEBOERNY A XR—HLBVIcE &, HPBIRIcH 2 L EHESATY
% (Moran and Hopper, 1983;Billigton, 1991;Van Treuren et al, 1991), LA L2 5, Th 5D
I FICRSE LRI E T A SEAERPARENRE LicbDTh Y, BEREICE T 251
OFED & 5 BALLERBEICAET T 5, EHSEMcBLTOERESHEBESE SN HE S RIS
IPTIRIE W,

Fho. ERICHERE S N 2 BEIENERR, EHOBESY A XL T BEMOBELRTREICL > T
SHMVWEEBEZ S, ChE COMRMNEIIRICL . EHMOBEFREMSEZ TN, SEMICHER
XhEBEMERIAXBEIENMONTWS (Lacy, 1987, COXH %, B FREOHE I
BEEEH <~ —DBEDLDTHNTH b, BERE LI, EHROMEOBETE % KRNES ICRET
5 ENTRETH D, TOBRTROF— 72 AVWT, EHMOBEEFREIOREHEE § % 5 HEL L
TNTVWEDLLTHD, ChETIK, £ oEEIcE VT, EFMOBLEFREC O WTHEEL /7 —
» 5% % (Hamrick and Godt, 1990), LA LAAL, Cho0£ < i3, MAKHBICHEEN TV L
LT 5 E2iToT0E, EBICIE. #77/F¥70X5 i, FEOHIIRBICOAEEL, REANT
DEEFHE IRBMOBEFREICHRTRELBDRTV, XS BIEAIC, ENekZO L&
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EDIT LT, BIETHREANET 5 & EROMETHREI & 0 A8/NHEL TL % 5 al§etksd 5,
NETOEIA, DX ICHEANEMBEEZEEL T, BEFHEHEZHETE LR, TR EbHT
Wch b,

S HICENICHERF SN A EIEMERZRTET 2 HK E LT, RO EM OB AT IIERFOH
b 5, —Mic, BE ARBKROBEACE. | #ETECBT 2EEHRR 2EAREELCTH S C
EBFISNTVE, L L. FHE4BEROBEG I, BEHRN 4500 & FEh 2 85k dEizgt% 4
BT EMHIONTVS, TOXIE 4HMREEET BEA I, EENCHTEF & N 2 BEHIE S 2 fEK
DA LR EBMONTWS (Mayo, 1971;Moody et al, 1983), # 7 5/ £ i 2n=36D 4
R TH B LM N E TOMBBRFHTIP S TWE G, 5.

AW TR, MBGIRETH L7 7/ F7 OBENERDN, LOBEHLZOM, £/, EFDLH7
FRICK > THEFF STV A0 ZH S hIc T B onic, EEMRROHEE, SRS TV 28z
MEROE, EHMOBETFREEZBRLZACHVWTH~NE I L2HNE T 5,

2. ho35 /X0 0EEMER

N5 F732n=36D 4fEEKTH B, FMMBERICED, hv 5/ F¥7 TREH 4 B KCEE
WEE~T o#s (fixed heterozygosity) R ONIEWIed, 4¥MHELEA T IEE 415K TH 50
REMEDRIB SN, T Cy INEEIET A0, REFEREITO, v — 7 —#EETFRHICB T 55657
BT OABEERETT - 720

[ &]

4 ¥R E T BB ICE. BREMOREMIC BV T, EAHRE~F oBARNEHEsN S, 45
HBEE T HHE I, ~T o BESGERICE 3B DEENH 5, HEBIZTEICOVT, 220X
=T a, bad s, sEHESKIZaaaa, bbbbD 2B OELEFRIMNEL L. ~F oELSEKICIZ
aaab. aabb. abbb® 3V ODBETFEMSFAT 5, BMEZRORFICE VT, Cho58BH OF
TR EXBINTIRETH b, Fig. 1o, BESHEEROGEA L. 2B8KOEEORIER & EETR OX
GBI A TR T

D&, IEHFREATF o ESERPERONZGGICE. AREBEEE L v aafeEam v, 1
D DB T HED—H OB ETFIEE L TVWT, 5 —DDELEFENEREL L TVWEE WS ik
HEFE~F oS AR b BETER Y, 23T H5Hh UHBEBETRAENTE LR 206
be T, BRODEELE S 7,

L. 4EEE L TVER LI, HOERERFENaabb TH 2551 1E. BB T Faa:ab:bbas
1:4:1 OHIcHEET 225, BEE~NTF o#ESEREI LTI IE 28M#xEdT 20T, BEFIE
aa:ab:bbM1:2:1 DHICHEET 5, £ T, aabbD@ERTHAZ &> fl{k Laaaad L < (bbbbD A
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tRAE LT, RRONHE A7,

BITERTIC o€ » b 2%, HALEND SIREL T, BETHEET 7o ¥ v 7Y v 7 &7 - 1 2EH]
FHYEE, ST, AR, FiE. R, BEW, mHhmoENT, fig.2oehEh, K1,
K3, K6, T1. T2, T5, T6icdhlb, BT BRlIc. BRESABLETEICE T 2 HEETFHER
ELToo BHCERMA L NIcAat- 2. Aco- 2. Pgi-2. 6pg-2 D ABETEAWNRE Ui (ERAHE
oWTIE, 30 MENIDBEZNZER ] OIETHAT ), AkD L 575, HEOBEEFEZ & - 7of
KicoWT, Bk, M EfEE o> TEERKICE D, I e HHOEEROEHIEIC DT 5 LItk
DRFEIT > 10 KB BENICIE, EHEENTE2HYMBASL LBV I I IKHERL T,

fEES, BFAENL, E— F TRORRICEREL T, 20°COERMICE W THRF S 7, R,
HWIHEEER L& AT, BROBRSENCB Y 2BETRERE L, HELORER. 2 HikhE
EELTVWAEAE ABEEE LTV A I >OTHRHEERYD ., BHEELOMO L 1 2 F@AEE
BL. REZT -,

[(BREEE]

SEREROFER A table 1R Y, B FHlaabb LT Haaaa D% Tk HTBV T, BIE~
FOBESERI LTWVWAES (0% 0 28M#EEE LTWAEEA) T3, aabbaaabiaaaa?i1:2: 1
BT B T EHIR SN, A BMERE T 240 Zaabbaaabiaaaan’ 14 LI BET 5 &8
MfEEN 3, tablelDFER» S5, WTHOBEFEOVTNOREICE W TS, 2 HHELZ ORI
5 %kETEIN SN, —H. 4FMERORSIE. BHSh b o7, TOI LR AT 57 F708
A EMBEEIT-> TS, FEAEETH S E2EKT 5,

[ 4 5K, EEE THEMITRBEERTH 5 LEL 5N TE I, EHLPHEEBECHESIhT
WEFIsRCBVLTH, ThECTHEAERETH 2AFEESERIN TV AR 2BIcBVWTH 571
FThHB, LipLEAS, HFE, 4HMEEE LTWA I &R ShEYREREML>>H0., U
Al o TWiciRE, FE 4 B LRBEHERTRBEVWEEZL 50 5,

FE 4 fEAE 0B e, BEMERIT. 2 B EMEEEET 2RI THEENERSHF S LPT VL
WHNTED, 175/ F27LINEFTRAXNSNTELE L O 2 &AM EY & ORIT kB EE
MEROEZHIET 2T ERTERVI LN S, 175/ F¥7OBEHNEENZ VLD VMIZ, [FH
PROBLERERZE o, FIE 4 BEEOEY) & DM THIRT 468N H 5 LEZbN 5,

3. EHDEERMNER

HA95 7 F7OEMICBY 2BENEEPEORED 200 2BREMAHVTHE L, Bic, E
BOEMY 4 XEMBHIN TV EBENEZEOBICHELE S 2L E S, £l 175/ F70FEL
TOBENEESUOREE 4 fEAEOHEY) LT, NSV DhE D pERS LI,
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(5 &)

ZEE) A © 7 5B AR R © 2 S AR, 5 8 & E v 7Y v 7 Ui (fig. 2),
BEM OIS, BFELLEBOEFOY 4 X, BLU 1L EEFENRLY DY v FVEEE 2R LT,
BB, Ly FF—F 7y 2 ickhid, ZRENREBICO AT 5 7 F7P50HT 5 LI ->TLEH, K
Wgethic, A EICb i > TRE LD, B AT 5 ENTE U -1,

BENO o€y MEOMEKDL S, HEHEZ—REFIL., KPICREL CERBCE SR>/ v 7
RBLKEBETO £ TORBM OB, BEENICRE L, . BECTHIEo o 2Hm L.
2 BRI L CRFIE, —HoBRZTOMINIICH O I,

T IC O BRI, 6-7 4 27 4 7 v a VRIKRER (6PG), v+ IMRPUKERR (SKDH).
Ta=4—+% (ACO). TA/NIFVEET I/ BisBER (AAT), 7+ 27 7 ¥ —+¥ (ACP).
Tx R INA=AA Y A5 —+H (PGD, A F V4 viEnW®iE (MNR). (1 v 7 = vBBIKRBER
(IDH). YA —2Y) vEeA Vv x 53—+ (TP, 74+ A7z 7Nass—+¥ (PGM). Vv ITH#ERE
(ME). Y v o#glikZE#% (MDH). [NADP] 7'V w75k F-3-Y vRBkZERER (INADP]
G3PDH). 7'V &Y v#hi/kEREE (G2DH) 8L U7V —iik%ERESE (ADH) OIBETH %,

+ v 7iE, HHERE T (Odrzykoski and Gottieb, 1983) THEK LI EEZH VW TT OEL, <
47 8Fa2— 7B LIEE, 15000rpm TLONREL L, L& s 2 BREMHT®RE L TRV,
BEKENL 2B OFEERV, AATICOWTIEL SRR Y 727 Vv 7 3 Y VERGKEIEEZHV
- (Shiraishi, 1988), B OBZEIC> W TR, 7 v XY FVESREKEEZHW 2, PGL, TPLic>WT
1Z. Soltis > (1983) @ 8 BOEHmIKSRE. LA DBERIT >V TidSoltis 5 (1983) @ 2 HF DR
WEAEH W, 6PGDH, ACO, ADHIZ2WTid, FHEZ %2, ThLUANADOBERIE, v€y M EEZY v
& LTHW,

BEIKENE T %, TEHLREETT > 7o MNR&ADHIZWendel: Weeden (1989) @Fik%E, [NADP]
G3PDHIc > W T3, Riesebergd (1987) ®ik%. G2DHIC W Tld, Cheliak & Pitel (1987) ©4
BAE,. DS OBERREIC O W T, Soltis 5 (1983) OHHEEMWT, BlETT > 7,

EEFHORER, B3V FOMKNBBEZHVTIT 72, COBBBEFHEOF-sE2bLiT, BF
Mo &, BENERBERT T4 -5 & LT, LEBEEFEYK) OMLERTFH (A, 2RER
TEEOEE (P), BETFEHRE (b)) 258 Ui, k. 475/ F270ELTO, 50V EHEL
ROBETEHE (Ho) dFIHE LIS

[(BRLEE)

5EZEFIc oW T, AEF20BETHEARE Lic, TDH 5, Aat-1, Acp-1. Pgi-1. Tpi- 2.
Idh. Pgm. Me. Mdh, [NADP] G3pdh# & 'G2dhD10E{E TERBEAITH D | ftho B ixF 3D
1< & b—o DENTEROXLEETFHBES N,

Table 3 ICBRER D, BENLEEBART NI A -9 2 ELEDI, ThoD/¥T 24— EEBOEM
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DH 4 XL ORI IFARRS A SN -1 (Figd)e THICE. 775/ F7 OENOHRENTEEL T
WELDEEZ LN, A7 5 ¥, WILEEROESHICESR, [Ny A ZE2KE(T
BH. FO%, BRI T, BEY A ZREBICEDT 5, Lich->T, BIERE WY A X2 bo%
M &, EEDEEER» SHE LT 2SSV, oL MGG, BIEERICKD, tER
EROEMY 4 XIFKEL T, 2 OERPMET 2 BENER NS S B AEBMED 5, LIk - T,
KREBEMATHNSBEATORBRBENERREZRT I EPBEID S 5,

Table 4 1ofthd 4 HME#EE%E T 2 M OEFR OB L XNVOBENEREE AT 5/ ¥ 7 ORHRT
L NLVOBENEREEE LD, 175/ F7 OFEFNT L OFENERBIMOEE S DE
WSS WAS, B L NV TIE. Turnera ulmifolia var.intermedia i3 id, JEFICBEVWEEZRL 2, <
DFERIP S, BT 5/ F o BHRVTFEICFE 4 R EEC Lickcd, ©YEMREZT foaRetEs
R XN B, Turnera ulmifolia var.intermediald BEMEOREY T, oMY TEIBEOEO © VY EHZ)
EatERish TV 5,

4. EMAHEE L EEFRE

EME OB TR b EFOBENERBERET 2AREBERO—2THE, #7757/ ¥/ DEH
i, TIRBICASEARO N 2 0T, EEICkEEHENS O, EESBETH 5, AR TREN O
@t e ERE LT i e1T - 7

(x5 &)

3 THEOLNIENT & OREBETHES S &1 LT, MIFEST & 0EFIOMEFEERGST (Nei, 1987)
EHE U, BERERY v v 7 F 4 7EEHOTTEL, AEUERERI-MREEIT > %2 (Weir and
Cockerham, 1984;McCauley et al, 1988), #7c. IR & ICEMB L UHREB LV N VOBENEREE S
3ERBBICEHE L, 51t REMDTRTORTIZOWVWT, EEHE—E (1) &&EEMEE (D)
ZFHEL (Nei, 1987). ZOD% b L& (Saitou and Nei, 1987) ZHW T, £HOELH
FALIBI A FERR L 7o

[(BREEE]

I T & OEFIMEIEEE Table 5 1T/R U, FRERIFRIEIC B 5 B LR M 2 I ik
LTEL . EFMOBEETHREIAKE W EWRB SN, —F. ZEINICB LTI, LM EIEK
FFEICEP - foo THIE, AR TH 2ILERNOEN] (TT7) 25, thOZE)IERD o RS W CEEN
KB DSELTWE I Eedhb Ly, COEMERL &, ZE)IlIcB1F 2 EFMERIZEL
851,

W & DN L NV OBIRNER G, ZRELEFECEHEGEHRIIEELZRBY oAbk
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(Table 6)o LA L. WL NV TOBENERIZENPRORE P T THE, BIBO@EYD | b
ENOEMEED Il EEZ BN D,

BZE—E 3, SRBRTRIFEICEVEER L, —F., REMcofHoBREHE KR, £
JBE o FERERSI S, MAREZEBIOMBM & 0 bREEEERLL (Table 7)o Thid, ZEE LK
HIFRFICE W EFZ 5 5, EHOBEMELUNE A 5 & BRINOEHBZ—D D7 7 25 —%fF
D, TEF->TVBEN, BN EZENOEHIIL DY 525 —EESEh T (fig.4)e THIE
BAETS 02 OB TEET RSB E CWA L, 5V I3EEDKRIE WRIHICEEFRE)
PEELPOEL LN THEEEZEL BN,

BEHEEMNOAT-HTS /) EIDFREXE

%%®$ﬂ&%%én&ﬁ&%%iﬁﬁ~ﬁ¢éﬁ%ﬁu\k%@%@%?%éﬁﬁ%bkﬁﬁim
LENhd, LHALEMS, #7935/ F70BEAIE, KETERSLTLLE  OBENEEE % HE
Lfbé&ﬁmiﬂhoé%K\ﬁ%ﬁ%@%%®ii%ﬁ?%l&%ﬁ%?%é&%i%ﬂéoC@
LS. ENHOBIIOKEALbEIRE WL EVBERTHLEELOND, TDVEDDFEE
LTy ALHNCF)ORE & FEo@ELAR I Ly £ i PSRN L BT e BT 578 LDk
BEZHN 5,

T BRI S BRREEAET 5 DT, BloRE, ST 2L T, HET 201, —Ho
BIETFHERICKEEDT, HELWIETREIWVWEEZ 5N 5,
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Table 1. Segregation of genotypes for each locus and goodness of fit to expected ratios.

Locus Parents Progeny genotypes Segregation Expected ratio X2 P  Expected ratio x2 P
(genotypes) (tetrasomic) (disomic)
6pg-2 Ki1-6 xKé-1 aabb 10 1 1
aabb) x (bbbb) abbb 46 4 2
bbbb 19 1 420 N.S. 1 6.01 <0.05
K1-4 x K1-10 aaaa 16 1 1
(aaaa) x (aabb) ~ aaab 39 4 2
aabb 8 1 3.69 N.S. 1 6.11  <0.05
T2-1xTé-2 aabb 11 1 1
(aabb) x (bbbb) ~ abbb 39 4 2
bbbb 9 1 090 N.S. 1 9.80  <0.05
Aco-2 K1-6 x K6-7 aaaa 14 1 1
(aabb) x (aaaa) aaab 69 4 2
aabb 19 1 0.78 N.S. 1 13.20 <0.005
K1-2 x K1-1 aaaa 12 1 1
(aaaa) x (aabb) aaab 39 4 2
aabb 9 1 053 N.S. 1 570  <0.05
Pgi-2 T5-2 x K3-1 aabb 9 1 1
aabb) x (bbbb) abbb 45 4 2
bbbb 10 1 042 N.S. 1 1059  <0.01
T5-3 x T5-11 aabb 19 1 1
(aabb) x (bbbb) abbb 83 4 2
bbbb 17 1 0.61 N.S. 1 18.62 <0.001
Aat-2 Ti1-1xTé6-2 aaaa 6 1 1
(aaaa) x (aabb) aaab 33 4 2
aabb 6 1 0.90 N.S. 1 9.80  <0.01
T1-1x T1-3 aaaa 15 1 1
(aaaa) x (aabb) aaab 62 4 2
aabb 16 1 0.03 N.S. 1 1036 <0.01
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Table 2 . Population code, river system,estimated population size,and mean sample size per
locus of the populations examined.

Population code  River system Population size ~ Sample size
S1 Sagami 2000 37.9
S2 Sagami 45 37.5
T1 Tama 150 38.1
T2 Tama 37800 38.5
T3 Tama 190 ¥ 37.1
T4 Tama 60 39.1
T5 Tama 6700 1 38.0
T6 Tama 10000 f1 37.5
T7 Tama 30 20.0
K1 Kinu 1800 38.2
K2 Kinu 60 31.7
K3 Kinu 350 36.2
K4 Kinu 4000 38.0
K5 Kinu 80 34.9
K6 Kinu 1100 36.6
K7 Kinu 220 38.3
K8 Kinu 16 14.6
T Kuramoto (1994)

11 N. Kuramoto (Unpublished data)
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Table 3. Genetic variation at 22 loci for 17 populations of Aster kantoensis. A=mean alleles per
locus; P=percentage polymorphic loci;2=gene diversity.

Population A P h
s1 1.591 36.4 0.139
s2 1.545 40.9 0.139
T1 1.682 45.5 0.164
) 1.545 40.9 0.151
T3 1.591 45.5 0.189
T4 1.545 36.4 0.138
T5 1.545 40.9 0.162
T6 1.455 36.4 0.122
T7 1.500 36.4 0.154
K1 1.545 36.4 0.151
K2 1.409 31.8 0.107
K3 1.545 36.4 0.139
K4 1.500 31.8 0.115
K5 1.545 36.4 0.169
K6 1.545 36.4 0.134
K7 1.500 31.8 0.123

K8 1.455 27.3 -0.116
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Table 4. Mean levels of isozyme variation within populations and tatal gene diversity of
Aster kantoensis and other autotetraploid species. Values in parentheses indicate

standard deviations.

Species A P h Hrt
A. kantoensis 1.53 (0.06) 36.9 ( 48) 0.142 (0.021) 0.184
Tolmiea menziensii(l) 1.44 (0.58) 40.8 ( 7.1) 0.430 (0.050) 0.454
Heucheramicrantha(?) 1.64 (0.24) 383 (13.2) 0.223 (0.055) 0.235
Heuchera grossulariifolia®) 1.56 (0.28) 31.1 (154) 0.103 (0.056) 0.258
Turnera ulmifolia
var. intermedia® 1.18 (0.11) 19.9 ( 97) 0.037 (0.016) 0.05
var. elegans®) 2.01 (0.25) 65.1 (11.9) 0.269 (0.040) 0.34

(1) Soltis & Soltis (1989); (2) Ness et al. (1989); ) Wolf et al. (1990); () Shore & Barrett

(1991)
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Table 5 . Jackknife estimates of differrentiation among populations of Aster kantoensis within
each river system (G:) and among river systems (Ggr). Standard errors and the
significance of t-tests that test deviation of each value of Gsr from zero are also given.

Gene diversity statistic Ggr SE Significance
Gpgr(Sagami) 0.131 0.003 P<0.001
Gpr(Tama) 0.261 0.005 P<0.001
Gppr(Tama without T7) 0.141 0.001 P<0.001
Gpr(Kinu) 0.094 0.001 P<0.001
GRr 0.145 0.001 P<0.001

Table 6 . Mean levels of isozyme variation and total gene diversity of each river system.
Significance of genetic diversity valuesamongriver systems were tested by Kruskall-Wallis
test. Values in parentheses indicate standard deviations.

River system A P h Hry
Sagami 1.57 (0.03) 386 (3.2) 0.139 (0.000) 0.160
Tama 1.55 (0.07) 403 (4.1) 0.154 (0.023) 0.210
Kinu 1.51 (0.05) 33.5 (3.4) 0.132 (0.021) 0.146

Significance n.s. P<0.05 n.s.
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Table 7. Nei's genetic identity (I) and distance (D) estimates within river systems and between
river systems.

1 (Range) D (Range)

Within river system

Sagami 0.951 ( - ) 0.050 ( - )

Tama 0.947 (0.894-0.988) 0.055 (0.012-0.112)

Kinu 0.982 (0.953-0.995) 0.018 (0.010-0.048)
Between river systems

Sagami x Tama 0.947 (0.892-0.985) 0.054 (0.015-0.114)

Sagami x Kinu 0.914 (0.890-0.926) 0.090 (0.067-0.116)

Tama xKinu 0.909 (0.864-0.943) 0.095 (0.058-0.146)

aaaa aaab aabb abbb bbbb

[issasni] e
aaaa aaab aabb abbb bbbb

Fig. 1. Phenotypes and genotypes in a tetrasomic allozymic locus.
a. monomeric enzyme, b. dimeric enzyme.

— 228 —



Kinu River

Fig. 2. Distribution of the population examined.
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Fig. 3. Correlation of genetic diversity values and the actual population size.
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Fig. 4. Phenogram using the neighbour joining method based on Nei's (1987) standard distance.
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