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F1E Fim
1-1. A ERRR D 7 BTE

AR RE R T3 N SUE R D T IR A AL, KA B 72 S kk % 72088 % 507 T D (Reid
etal. 2019 ; Dudgeon 2019) , T HDOEFBUTIIINZART 248 (IAY) O4 EHEREE

EHERI R AT T <L RO Wk (Woodward etal. 2010 5 A 1L1EA 2017) b5 X

FZLTWD, IAEDITBERE S BIREEZ oI Ry FU =2 IZIREND 720D,
Wr TAEMORBEIZE D H2D 1 & T E— FREOBENAEINTZY , KUEZENZ XD AR
WA SRR~ 7 P LD T 50T, ARMoERMEIIFHEICHRINTLE D

(Campbell Grant et al. 2007 ; Herrera-R et al. 2020)

A BHO WAL, ABROTR L LN A () 0, MNOKRE @i L £

(FEPNSRAE 5 HUMEICHE B L7cGa . FrIiCHUBEARE & FRIEN D) Offtii 2 B < FERTH
% (Withetal. 1997 ; Ewers and Didham 2005) . Z#uid, EEMOWHIC LY | EHOBE)

SIHUTHE S A B OB 2280 (B i) 2nHEND &, ML LIzENER D4R

ZAHAET DAEWEM OGN ER Y A KIT/hS <720 BRI XK D AR - FETROMERO
2B (N AFPRREEREN) BRI X DG EOIRT GARE) MNEHEIC > T
T D (Fahrig 2003 ; Frankham et al. 2019) , #{Z, ERBHOEFEME LR S CTViUE
BURFIRE) &8 L CHA R ORI Z AR R ATRE MR I IMERF S D, 2072, A K
DB E JBUOMER T D A SR ORIER [HE IR R 5 2 A F v — AT 1 7 (Mace
etal. 2018) ZEH I TN 72DIZIE, BEOmWAERMZ O3 LA 2 64 B
FEPEZRER T2 Z L NI CIXFRICEZE TH D (Fletcher et al. 2016)

kB, BIETREIZLT LHIEORNROAB AR DD Tk < RIS+l 7=
LM OBE FIRENTEGHEATEOR IS D725 (Dayetal. 2024), F72, HEENE
BFIRENDFETII RV Bl FitE 2 (e T 5 72 DI A B OB 2 iR T 5 2 & 23,
SRFEIRRDIERICHBR L TLE S 5B ©® 2 (Fausch et al. 2009 ; Nobert et al. 2016), %
NTH ., BEFIRENIHIRERBEOFHD 9 2 CIEOMREEZ RIFTHENIZEALETHY (X
X fRHT : Frankham et al. 2015 ; Kottler et al. 2021) , #5725 BUE £ Tl R 7o T E 74
Tl FORHECHIROFRBE A B F 2 7208 HilfE M2 iR L T 2 EnRD b5,

LL



1-2. BEFREBD/NZ—2 L F DT

& 2 FES HUSAR (AT IC & N 2 EE O LM OBIE FIRBNVZFHE T 5 2 &%, AR
FEMEIZ DWW CHUR Z 4R L, #ER L CO SIS 2 METT 2 9 A T THERTH D, 7287
DR TIRENE, B R B AEMENICREE L2 e CHREBEICBEIICSINT 5 2 & THEBLT
% TBEOHN ) THO ., HIEEREMEZRT 2005 TH D (Cayuelaetal. 2018) , HHIR
DB RN, BEAEY ORI T 2R LEMBRTFRT 7o —F 2 v CHEE N
HZENTED, BEHEOHMSTEMEREY T 7 L, EEEFERTLAFITH 220
SEHITRIBARRIE R A W DGR D RITE S < ATOhILTE R, 2D TEEEFIRENC
B aE@bELND, LTV, BAECK BB FREINEZ 27 1 2 3HEREEF
P 5 FEIK D 72 ) TILEA N S WIEZER A 7 — v (=AW AT — V) ODERTH D
(Cushman et al. 2015), = —H /LA — /L OEAL F-IREN O A LM E 0 SN IC B 1T 5
BBEORLE M ) Wl EASND D, T D ORI I SEA BRI EH A bR
PRV, ZOD, BEFRBOFMEICET 55 2 HOHikm0% <X, EHEEY %R
BARREICHAS DY TRBIEES] (Maneletal. 2003) OFfA T, Eicke LAWY E MR
L L Ciam S C& 7= (Manel and Holderegger 2013) .

FBINICEB T 2 BIBMER O Y — 2 RFEEHEE) 185 FIBIO5RES & FmHkC
BhoTWnbw, EHEEHE L RBEREOMREZHND Z LIXRBEEFROTEE T —
~D 1 D ThD, ZBUEHEFE T, EEEEHEED Y — U BRR DB, BB %
[R5 B D THEREC X D W@ (isolation by distance ; IBD) . [Bg5iZ X 2@kl (isolation
by environment ; IBE) . [$11Z X 2 @8] (isolation by resistance ; IBR) 73 K D FILNMFbi 5
(Fig. 1-1), IBD I THUERAYBREEDSEEN 72 BRI & BEMMERRELS D) "F— %
KIS TH Y (Wright 1943) . FEMICH S5 (Meirmans 2012) , IBE 1% [EREED
MREVHSOLHNZE BEWMERREL D] "F—0THY, BR22nEND
BREE O O RIS A HE A BN R72 2 BREOHSICBE LIZ< W\, &2 W IEBHE)
LTHFREFRERWVE VDRI S TGAITEE 415 (Sexton et al. 2014 ; Wang and
Bradburd 2014) , 7235, BREEODIEWICK L CIEESH 2 BEMNE RN EISET 50, Bis
TIBY DY — N 5 Z & THILINRBEEMNERTH IBE Ml D K512k D
(Shafer and Wolf2013) , IBR (& [ O SZBUHRII R E WERIFIE L B{EI5 LR E
72%) N"Z—r%KT (McRae 2006) . B E 1T, FEDREZMUILBEZDOL X,



FrEDREZBE T 27O OEHTFH 2 X b, FEDCRELZBEI T2 2 LICL D EFROK

TLEWo-BKTET 5, REZ OB BCELFHRENCH T H2EIESWTH Y
(Zelleretal. 2012) | IBR IIBEMER SIARO sl ER 2R A &L Wb, 20X HIT, £
A& 2 I Bl 2R AN R TENTL 5720, EFEGHREED 2 —

EMRDH LT, RBANORIGFIREIOMNLZIEZ D Z LN TED,
772U, mBlERITEMEEREIIIRNC S WE TERBEFRBNCHIRE B2 T\ D
b D, PlzIE, »LEEICAERET HZEMMEEMEI (V—R) & L THRE L. hDBRE!
ARBTHEMMEAKOZ T T (V) Lo T0nD [V—2« Il KD > T
%6, BREEDHR DR OERE TEIG FREINARE <725 & WVWo 7 IBE L XDk
AN ETNDH (Sextonetal. 2014) . ZHAEHEAREIE D/ N7 — > DB BHET 5 2
SITEE LV, BN TR A R Z 2 L TV DB FIREBN O XY — U H X D72, Sl
¥ 2 G ORI B T, LG & Bl B3R & ORI M 72 85 1 I E)
HHEET DT FIENSZEBAIE - BRI TETHY,, BT TIT I bt FiE 4 BE
fif U CEAGFIRE ORI AT T & 7=,

(a) Isolation by distance (IBD) (b) Isolation by environment (IBE) (c) Isolation by resistance (IBR)

’tz"tz X R DIQ 0
_—

Geographic distance Differences in environment Cumulative landscape resistance
between populations between populations between populations

Genetic differentiation
between populations
Genetic differentiation
between populations

Genetic differentiation
between populations

Fig. 1-1. Conceptual images of patterns and analysis of isolation by distance (a), isolation by
environment (b), and isolation by resistance (c). Circles represent populations, and different colors of
circles indicate less gene flow and greater genetic differentiation among populations. The background

color indicates environmental gradients.



1-3. A EYMDE L FREEFTHHDFERE

BT ORI ES 5— 7T, WIAERRZ I RICRBIER TR AT o 1o F
Bl 7e <. BUR, BB FIREIOE 2 7 % FW T RET 0 ERR O R AW )& B O T 3
DITIFEES TR, ZAUTTWLS D00 BANRE X b, FH—I2, milf{s? CHR¥ES
VI FIEDO L < IFEE EAW Z )RR INTE Y AW, Lo biFaED LI I
KN D B A FBENRERE & T 2H 0 LT TE R, EIIERFGNITEA LN &
WEF BN D, FIVEMOAERBIZIT, GO FB 2R TITie < KIBONI, £7213W
B L O DI T HBRED AR AN RE 7287 5.2 5 (Fauschetal. 2002) , &5
I, ARERIT E— TR OIERFECA BHIO R TR il (BB RS - BRI 72 &) e
EOERRITITIEOER 2 E % > (Blanchet et al. 2020) , D X SR EN L, )IA
YOG T IREN O ML BRI E CTHRBE SN FEEZOEEHAND Z LN RE LIRS
720, WA, T R BLE RS (riverscape genetics) | & U CHIJIEMIZHH L LIZiEmm i e &
%2 E B Z TE 722 (Kannoetal. 2011 ; Davisetal. 2018) | & DAFFEFEFIT L < 13720,

AT, EBURRTER R 21T O T OB A DS IR KR EL D ERET END,
RBLBET CIIZBOHE TEREOBEEL TR L. 2o 2B n FoiicitilT 2 0851 H
L7, AN Y — L e LTEBEREWVREBICH D L EX D, Bl BER
FAIZKET B TR TFIEDHESL SV TWRNWZ ERET b, WIEYOLEE#OE - &I
L CiE, AREMET L FEOMAET AV E BV D) ITE Y KEEEON) K72 & OBRER
ZAIT T 2B 2 T 5 2 & R EBRIIC WIZATONLA LD IC>TETWD (HL
ZIEAAKEER - [H RS 2021), —5C, AERBMOBEMEICE L QIBREA KT 5 T
WAITHOND Z LIFmTHY . WIIEYOLEIXBIE FREINEREZGIC K > TEDREZL
DO T L FEIMLISN TV R, Flo. EERANIIIAEY 2 6 810 LT 5Bl
BRI FE T IMERIC S 548 (Grummeretal. 2019) . 2SO L, BTk~ /-4
Mg E#E D/ 2 —> D5 b, FEEDOG (IBD O, IBE DA, £/-358 T 55
Wit OBAR2 &) AMEE LT FHIThH D, EBRIRETREE 2 2 MR E U CRIE TR
AT 25 aiE. RBNICEBW TR FREBNEE ChL &M 2AMICRIt T2 L
WEFELL, ZODIITEFGEEME & FBIEHR L OBRICOVT, B b bkkx e
S — RN D EE B AU D D725 5, WA W THRBLUER T O R 2 IR
W) IE R TIE T 2 72 OREREA FRTE T 5 72 1213, BLHER & OFiE(b, T FIEO &

4



FEfe E &bz, WIEY OB B &2 7 Hlid 5 720 O —# O A - BT Fik 2 B 54
HNRd D,

1-4. AKMEREDEGRFRED

WA OAEBMO Wb Z(RET 2 HER O 5 b, S%REEOWERPEET LNV ED L
L CRIREER N T b b, [UEEEIC K LKIEO BRI, 2 < OWJIAEY O£ B A
Az 7 &5, AREMS Bz FTaE, IRETRREE S L CGEFE LT
W AERBEMA IR LW At T2 720 R E L TAERMOSHI LA EITSE S
(Woodward etal. 2010), 727> TSI EFREICALE S 2 MR MERIRIZ, KR EAICK VAR
RS OPFFREHE « B AL LT 2 ERFPHENTEY  (Ishiyama et al. 2023) |
RARZEE) T IR\ TARBMOE 2 3 L, #Elk L TS BEVEDEWERTED | 5 TH
%o KVERBOE BB O EHERHIRERNZKIETHD Z LT L<HLNTNS (Mejia
etal. 2023) . ZOKIRITRIRDEEZZ T TS 260D, # T Z ERFTAICZZAL
TOHMOEROEE L R 21T 572 (Tagueetal. 2007 ; Garcia Molinos etal. 2022) ., ik
EWVN) BT VR — LT ZE MR I RN (ZERIRE ) 65 (Caissie 2006)
b LAKIRASE G T HREN O5RTS & BT b > T DA, B AR RO 7= D D %1% 2
O LI AKIROZEMBEEAZE L O TRITUIZR LT, o, [UEEBIC K 2857
O A AL TR T 20EBAE LD,

1-5. KRR D BRI EHERK

AWML TIX, WARVERIE AT U (Cottus nozawae) ZAEHTZ . ALiEE D Z=50)1| Eiikic
B THEHBURE O BGE 2 & T R 22 B s 1B O FH, 6 L O HFI & O fifi ik & f#pr F
EOPLRICET 2Rt 2175, ZAUc kv, (1) RUEES) NicsW TmRMEfsEO BRI
e FET D72 OIRBEREOS WX ZH LN T 52 &, (2) WINAEHOTRBRNA 7
—/VTOBIEFIREN 27T 272D OFRAE - fftr 7 v — 2R T 52 L 2B & LT,

K SIARFE 2B 4 6 ETHR SN D, 52 mTIE, A L RA R LR ~D, &
3 TR, A OB 7B &2 7Tl 2 72 DI HIRARFRIMNT 217 5 & & b, BARFITE)
&R D BRIZ DV THRBLEEB S THIER W DIV TV D RHT ik & A5 b THEE O RGR
(IBE °Y — A « YU 7)) ZMGELTC, 3 4 T, % 3 mTTo il 2 & fif e

5



HETHEMTELLOICTDLIEEAEL, B TR R IZT TEMERPELND
BREE DNA & CRAROEN R 215 DAL 2 W IRGEE LTz, 55 5 BTl W) IAEY OB FIREI O
P2, B A CEH O A TV D BT O ML, BREALISKT D TRNCTE )
5 EOITHRET B 72, Ho OfENT L2 B AFU T IX AL CE{s ks &2 € 7 vk
L7 61T, fF LTcET V&2 W TRUIREE D EATZ 21 A RIZH T 2 B FiRBEI D4
fbzTHIL7Z, &6 FETIX, HITE~F S EONELHE 2, K[EEE T CrmARMEREDOE
BBV A MRS D K 0 72901 - JisE B # 2 T 5 & & bic, —HOMWREHRIEL .,
A8 OIBAR T PR E) 2 S FE R AN L TIRAICE T 2R 215 2 72O O - f#ghr 7 n—
EIRET D,



F2E HEMH

2-1. SiEHh

AWFFEO TN AFFNN AR ZE IR TI1T > 7o AR B AR o fiikmfg (14330 km?)
ZHO—R)ITH Y, ZZH)INTAFIINOREDIITH L (22K 194.5km, Jilkififg 2618
km? ; [E + 22848 ALy E B % /5, www.hkd.mlit.go jp/sp/sorati_kasen/) , 22251 itk D AL HHERIZ 1%
T2 & O KIIEENC X 0 B S UL KIS @03 53495 (Fig. 2-1), RIBHUE S
DUtk LA Td otk (AR DRIETE) v 9 ,) TR TIKRHEAEE TH Y | ER
KB ZEE LTV 5 (Suzuki et al. 2022 ; Ishiyama et al. 2023) , FREEHEIOIRF S KA
A T T2 —Y 77 ), M~ DB HIEKILETTIR (RN, HERUE 72 £)
b ET oA~y I TITFINMEE RE %S (Bbbvy) TEL, )l d,
225 1| B3tk d 1966 4RI 58 Lol & A (Bl fg 470 km?) 12 & 0 Fifilk & o)1 o0
FEMEIFIWI 72 TN D D3, 1IFE A ENFRICEDITEY (Fig.2-1) . WX L7e & OREW T
PO LB D 22, LA A RO ZEE) I E REFHaL (0 7ReF) ERBHLE (2
F) OWFER A AL, B - Tt (2 RE . ARl (2R L Tn < (E RREE
ALEEBR IR 2018), AWML TIE. ANABEEDODZ2WERBHHLE LY b Ltk a £
R LE Uiz, 7286, UiikiE 2016 O HM LmESEN) 1280 K& @il a s
FTEY ., vUF~ YT TFINRE DI TOWAHERIC L HILHESS R A6ifEE 2017) .
WA B EFER T - B E B THEE (W< L D) TORMRIC K 2RAKE (B
2 2016 4F 8 H AbimEZE N SCFRA 2017) 23F84E Lo, AWFZEOFIE 2 BiiA L 7= 2019 4
MBHA BIZONT TiE, KRB RBELSITRE T b7, 2 oMICAEOENEEMEITZL
LTWaWnb oLl Hip L,
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Fig. 2-1. Overview of the Sorachi River watershed. The blue arrow indicates the flow direction. Forest

and urban areas are based on JAXA High-Resolution Land-Use and Land-Cover Map
(www.eorc.jaxa.jp/ALOS/jp/dataset/lulc_j.htm).



2-2. AEXNRE

AWFFETIL, WA 2 (ENE LR WEFER 260, AV B R EITEBZOEAR) (I
EHH LU, HRPOBAIBRIZAEL L TODHAKMED ¥ HIE, WKIEOW) A 8% TR
& H SN TE 7V R & i U TR EMEIEIREE MRV, 207, BREEEIZ L D
A RHD Wb DB A R T < | £ OREDNERECHEEICHENT V) (Adams &
Schmetterling 2007) , W2, KM ¥ H OB FIREDHEMR STV D56 tOmKIER
HOBB TR S H0fR SN TWD AR E W, 2D &b, WAKED U H OBIET
B 2R M L. R 2 R ARETT 5 2 LI, RIEZEE TSR DMK O A RER R
BIZBWTEERMALRZET I b0 LEX NS, £, BEMHEOFSWE LY bERER
WENRHZ LT N LD BBEETFOMAE - T HEERITT2ET VL LTHET
Do SHIZ, WAKMEA T ZDO LD L, BEMICEEMEL TEBY, #HEZHALMNIT S5 %
THLHREREN THDLZ EDOLHEBEIRE L TOMMEAE Y ($RFEI1ZH> 2002 ; Goto et al.
2015 ; Lucek et al. 2018) .

NF T3 71 (Cottus nozawae) 1FHALH S D —F & ALE O] el 2 A 8 5 KM
T 71T % (Fig. 2-2; Goto et al. 2001) , AFED /3 AFIHRIT EF/KIRIZ L D BLE I TE Y (Yagami
and Goto 2000) | KUEZAENCZ K 24 BHIOHE/ NS KO B2 fatl ST CTnvd  (Suzuki et al.
2021) , HALHT TOARHIT—H O LHETEF ZOVEARNINCR 571 TH Y (Yagami etal.
2002) | BEEEA L > KU R b M OBZ2n0 b 2 MilskE (KR ICfEEShTnd BREE
2020), AbifEE TIEBLEIIA) O EREIOEGICAERT D b DD, VRO KIE EA-IC
Ko TAERBBEMITRIEIZEADT 5 & THISAUTH Y (Ishiyama et al. 2023) |\ KURZEIZ L D
MR AR OIS IXEE T O HLER D B,

¥, ZEHI BRI ANFT T L &b, A a v a~ (Salvelinus curilus) . 7 A~ A
(Salvelinus leucomaenis leucomaenis) . 7 7 K< 2 7 (Barbatula oreas) . A & 7 (Parahucho perryi)
RENER LTS, LML, KBICBWNCA Y ara~v e T A~ 2AOERB G
ARIZIATHZE TIIRIBN TORWEMBAEE IR ST, 26 ofITRM A2 TER I
L TWDEEZLNTWS (Koizumi 2011 ; Nakajima et al. 2020) , KD/ NI 2 D
IEL N HOMEL Y HK 2% (Okumura and Goto 1996 ; Goto 1998) . HidskPNIZFU )T &

D AR AR TIREN ORI N A DD & FRTE, R MBI T iRE D/ ¥ — 2 2B &
U 7 RIS 2 B 5 RTREMEDS S0,



CLEMNG o 220 B DN T 0 2T 138 s B 2 sl 57 v AT Ak L TR
EEZ LI, AHTEOMEE LTz,

Fig. 2-2. A photo of Cottus nozawae.
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FIE RBEGCFENBERZHAVEEEEGEE L EGFRENI/ NZ — v OfiFHA

3-1. [FL&HIC

BN TAEYOEHBELCHEEN ED L I IR INDNEHLNNIT 5 2 i, #EuED

IBTOIEERT—~Thd LB, WEAMORSEHOIE L 72 5 1ERORIET 5
(Hohenlohe et al. 2021) , HUERAYFREEABEN 72 R HIRNE E-URIN 2B R E < 72 % IBD (34E
M A S 2 DT D5 b AR — > TH HDY (Meirmans 2012) | ERAILOTE K

RN OBREDE WS BEEa&KE 2 1> (Nosil et al. 2005 ; Thorpe et al. 2008) , S
(RS0 8 CITh C & TEMM ORI & 8L & OBIMR A AT CIE, [BREEDE
EREN S 5 RBAREIE D/ F — OV THEEDO L ONFTER STV D, R HBREM T
DOBARF WIS RPTHE IS 72 LI K VR Z DIT< <D & BEOEW DR E W HLE O H]
IF EBEAEN R E L 725 IBE O/ F — U N ERK &5 (Wang and Summers 2010) . & 9
1 DO/RE— 0, TR 3G L7285 71 E) (Couter-gradient gene flow) | Td» % (Sexton
etal.2014), ZDO/3¥ — 2 TiE, B2 HBEER COBEB FREINEE T, RBNTY —X + ¥
VI EE R D,

BREE DB WEBEEEE DY — 05 2 580 R % L B a2 — L7ZBEESCECIE, IBD 12
MZTIBE N—ANZHA LN NZ— 2 Th D Z LEFER STV % (Shaferand Wolf2013 ;
Sextonetal. 2014) , 72/ C% Sextonetal. (2014) (X LR - T TN T BREEDE N L 4
BRGSO RRE R - AT R L B o — L, 45498 C IBD, IBE, BREEMEICHIG L7i&
BFRBIOEDNZ = NHRLIVNTWZPEER LT, ZOFR AEINTHED S D 74%
(BFHEENM TlX 85%) 23 IBE O/3% — 2 %R L, BRERMGUE xR LB 5 TiE 2R Lz
BlixbT0 CEHBM TIZ 6%) THDH I ENDhoT,

L2xL, EIZIBE 372352 — 2 T 5 0MZITEEM 3 5% 5, 1BD X° IBE % 7l 9~ 5 B

. —REIIZIE Mantel #E & £ OIR-ETE (R Mantel HERE) AHVWLND, L

L. BREEME IS LB i FitEhid, BREICIKTFE LY — 2 - Yo 7ML LTI DR
LI, ZNERET D OIIIR G RBIR FRBIOHEE R ERRLT7 T n—F & L5
VR ®H 5, Sextonetal. (2014) TR SALIZAFEDZ < IXIBD & IBE DR DL ZFH~T b
DTHY V=R« ¥ 7 G TEB O 2 BEE L 7S I3 720, & 512, Mantel
TEIZ X % IBE OFHBIZIZABIENR N &) A S & 5, Mantel #UE IZAEHTIZ W D284

11



DZEHIME CAHBE OB LM Z T2 L WO RMERH Y | s OBREE D& & LR FEEE
([CAHBE A b ORI T CTIE A AR L BREOEVOMBIICOWTE | MR () 2 E
LT N2 E BB STV D (Rousset 2002 ; Harmon and Glor 2010 ; Guillot and Rousset
2013) . —M&IZ, BRESIDVHIRIZ S B> T THEN D IZERE L 25 &0 ) ZEHIE &
FABIZ 25728 (Orsini et al. 2013) . IBE [J3@ RIZHE STV 5 AIREMEZ &V (Shafer and
Wolf2013) .

IBE NS TWD Z LIFRZR D BRER OBAR T IREIVGT 502 & 9 70 BRI T
TZHNTWAD Z L &R T0, IBE DA LN AITRBNICEIT 2iBE 2B E T RENTR
FrisZ T2 2 & L 70 % (Sextonetal. 2014) . —H T, Y —RA « ¥ 7 ST RBIAAK
DEFDFRT LT Y — 2 LN DER~DBE FREINEEREKEH 2> TnDH 2 &
Z~ 972 (Fontoura et al. 2022) | Z DHFEILY —AEFZE D H DRV — AL L AL &
DOAEBHOEREIELZRET 2 Z ENEEIZRDIEA D, ZO LI IZEREDE WV OEREEHE
WEAOHPDO G2 TN ERIRD L DRRR T RITE D> TL b, T FIEICHNRH 5
Rh, RO REB L TICHMT 272012, (1) BEEEE TE 5720 PR LR
- fRT T A T HZ 8 Q) MRTOIEBORGERIET D228, DEIEEZEZILN
%o HIEIZOWT, Mantel BEIZRD DT FER NS ORERINTND DD, ZEHT)
AOMBICERICRHL L TEE S OHEEMAZET ML T 5 Z L IEREECH D LRI T
% (Gilbert and Bennett 2010 ; Diniz-Filho et al. 2013 ; Zeller et al. 2016) , —J7 Cii&T A
NZOWTIRIZE A EEH STV RN (Meirmans 2015) | BEEEARESD /387 T, Gilbert
and Lechowicz (2004) 7SBREEDZERMIFIH CAHBIZ PR L=V 7Y 7 FH A &2 v T,
EMSEREO PN B R E B E LTz, 2O X ICEMEREOMEZHRL T 7Y v 7%
75280 (1) OERITHNLELEZOHND,

By, Z< OETHETITEROBIEFIREV Y — 03 V155 et &2+
BFETE TR -T2, IBEOEEFRENCSW T, WYY 7Y v TS b &
THEEOIGR A RIRHCRAE L, TOEEZELITET D 2 LT, SIRNRRETRERD
FTIZHIW T D72 DICARAIR TH D, AETIE, ZHLBRAEE X TN AEMZI T 2%
BISHEIE D N2 — W BN L, IR ETREMRFTT D720 DEEMEL LT, %2
I ESEIRIZ 380 2 T 2 OEREAREE & EFKIROBGRE . LT OB A LT
FRFE U Te, EZKIRDAFED 5340 & A F L RIET 2 EZK Th 5 Z & (Yagami and Goto 2000)

g
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WELZ M it iok © B AR AKIR MR O RIS SRR AR E < R RS HR I TS Z &
(Suzuki etal. 2021) ZHE x 5 & BEFKIRDPERBEHEGEICEELY 5 2 T 5 ATEEMEE
VN, BRKIRIE, AU, TTREAR, TR 722 SO ERIZ K > TR % %5 (Nakamura and Yamada
2005 ; Caissie 2006) . 727>CHHIFARFEH2KIEIZ G 2 5 BT RIRICIKNTRENZ LR
RENTHEY (Arscott et al. 2001)  HF/KHEHEIIHA TS RATANCZAL T 5 Z &b,
HUT AKILFA P DBRBE D ZE M)A — Ve (ZERIFEME) Z2AEZHL TS EWVWR D, £D7
. BFKIROEMBIEMEICEZ 2R ERDITHIY . #HIFAN G753 KIEDZZH
REMICERT L2 LA EZZOND, —MRIC, AFECEERHEREICEL 52 5k
FHICEHEERBREART., TALENOBRE CORMERZ5IERETHAR D D20
(Kawecki and Ebert 2004) . /T U HIZBNTE, HS M OB Z/KIROE AR ATE S %
FIEHZ LTHEY, WA TIBE D/ = Nhbnb LW RMAEN T, — 5T, Bk
ZERIFEE ML Y — R« UV HEEDTRE G ERE I TER T H D720 (Dias 1996) . Y
— A s VUIREENRABND L RIS, RN O 2 MEE LTz,

3-2. /&
3-2-1. #j# DNA > 770 DEREK

AW TIE, EETREME & HFKIRE ORBBREREZ LT 5720, FIBHIEICER L
e 7Y T EAT o0z, PRIV ) I ~OH ARG EICHR < BE L TR0 | KIRIZK
XRWBLEEZ 5 EPNMLN TS (Caissie 2006 ; Tague et al. 2007 ; £ - &L 2010) .
FrC 2l Btz G iedb B AR TIX, RS AL KIS TEDOIL TV 2 KIS THL T
AR EEIZA LIV, EEKEMELS 725 2 ED/RENTWS (Ishiyama et al. 2023) , &
2T, U7 MR, BRI KIS BRI T & 2 MR & FE K LS T & D L S 22
FIFNCAVIR LD KOWCRE LT, TD & &, o7 o ZHENZERIICR Y 7720 K
. CTELHRETIIAEICHIES T2 X0 ICERE L, lk#Z X 20 50 1 AR —A L
2N V2 (PEAATHUE AR A& % —, gbank.gsjjp/seamless/index_en.html) 2353 & |
Wrl7o, mAEric, BIHFAE N L RICE M TE 5 2 & 72 K HI1BE L T Fig. 3-1 3 X U Table 3-

WZRT 20 MR A Y R E L TRELT, 2096 12 #A3e ¥ A0 Bl
fLiE L, b ORI & L 7g & ORI TAEWI K D & 2722 A B o 43 Wridid e
npv, — 5 TR ARIEBI O RN ORRE < Popl3 TS H LD LItICALE L,
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Pop19 (T4 & DRI B D528 2 50 < 5217 2 X[ &2 ke,

ko> 20 Hus S | A 531 EIR D NTF B P A B (Smith-Root £ ; & THEZE DR
FTZ M EY 2019 4 7 AT LTz, SRECL e T DA 3B TE O £ 721 TR O
NO/NTEGER - B L7eDb . B Uz, R IE 99.5% % 7 — /L2 L. DNA filit
FCTHEBREIZT-20°CTHRE L7-, DNA /X QIAGEN DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kit (QIAGEN
1) & Genomic DNA Extraction Column (FAVORGEN ft) % U T, QIAGEN fLOFEHET 1 |

I U  TERE L7,

140° 145° ” '~ ! .
0 H \ . \\
45 Hokkaido 19
Sea of 20 16
Japan 17/ 3 4
_ ’ £18 -
\ St dy area \ 12
v 0 100 200w ’ 6 7
A — _ - 11 °Jg
A 1@
Hign 13 3
W &
g i @ Sampling sites
. 0 5 10 km |[_] Volcanic bedrock 1
Weirs or Dams
I between populations

Fig. 3-1. Sampling localities in this chapter. The fill colors of the sampling site depend on the maximum

water temperature. Site labels correspond to population IDs in the text and Table 3-1.
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Table 3-1. Details of the sampling sites and genetic diversity of each population

Pop Localities Longitude  Latitude Elevation s Fis
1D (E®) (N°) (m)
1 Tomamu River 142.670 43.057 526 32 0.121 0.016
2 Kinnosawa River 142.672 43.085 466 22 0.113  0.005
3 Shikerebenaizawa River 142.699 43.107 451 31 0.112  0.006
4 Ozawa River 142.703 43.218 511 30 0.113  0.004
5 Ehoroakanbetsu River 142.699 43.218 510 34 0.114 0.012
¢ A tibutaryofthe Seesorapuchi ) 676 43163 445 21 0111 0.009
River
7 Pankeyara River (up) 142.699 43.155 450 32 0.112  0.007
8 Pankeyara River (down) 142.680 43.133 414 32 0.114 0.001
9 Peiyurushiebe River (up) 142.739 43.136 498 32 0.108 0.007
10 Peiyurushiebe River (down) 142.680 43.129 413 32 0.113 0.014
11 Ecchudantai-no-sawa River 142.624 43.137 387 32 0.113 -0.001
12 Tkutora River 142.603 43.173 376 32 0.113  0.009
13 Tonashibetsu River (up) 142.335 43.118 378 22 0.085 0.003
14 Tonashibetsu River (mid) 142.346 43.135 340 21 0.106 0.007
15  Tonashibetsu River (down) 142.393 43.149 289 22 0.113 0.014
16  Nishitappu River (up) 142.593 43.224 375 22 0.115 0.003
17  Nishitappu River (mid) 142.558 43.207 325 22 0.117  0.000
18  Nishitappu River (down) 142.501 43.216 292 19 0.112 -0.001
19  Roseppu River 142.463 43.260 336 21 0.101  0.002
20  Onkosawa River 142.403 43.218 239 20 0.108 0.038*

N, number of individuals; Hg, expected heterozygosity; Fis, fixation index (significant deviation from zero

is denoted by asterisks; *p < 0.05 after Bonferroni correction).

3-2-2. KIGHEH

AR T EFHEIC R T 5 1 RIS & O/KIR 2 KiRFEk v U — (#RIZ & Y ONSET

f1- ¥ 7213 Gemini Data Loggers £1:) (Z X W8I L7z, /KIRFCER = T — I3 A H i 5 KERH

(ZRWT, KEELY 5 em BLEFHICHRE Lz, BT 2020 F2ATo 7205, —EBOHE T
2019 FEDHEFIZHIT o1, 7T —F O Z GO 272HIZ, 2020 47 H 16 H» 6 2020 4F 8
A3l HETOT—ZZHW, SMUER 722 & 28 LT 5 2 YL O fe skl % R E
L7ze 72720, 1 #ifL (Popl0) DA —H#BHARI OKIENHIE TE TR - 7272, 2019 4£0

T=Z 2R Lz, RETIE, X0 mKREREO LR
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K (Yagami and Goto 2000) %, EF/KIEAZREK T HMEE L THW, #HEM OB ZFKIEZE
EAJINTIS © 7o HUBRAOPERE (LARE, B THIBRAORERE) &5, ) OFHEI% R3.6.0 (R Core Team
2019) P/% /7 — ecodist 2.0.3 (Goslee and Urban 2007) % i\ 7= Mantel I (9999 [H]E )

(X VIR, 2Ok, EFKROZEME CAHBEZ 5720, Mantel =2 L1 7 F A (9999
[ ) 12X 0 HFKIRZEDZE MRS OF B2 R = Lo vy b Ui, BRBERS RIS

MR 10 Bk & L, R D737 —3 vegan 2.5.6 (Oksanen et al. 2019) (Z L 0 fi#fr L7z,

3-2-3. MIG-seq /5D 74 77 U s b o—25r 22 X, SNP Dfg/}

BT — % ORAFIZIE MIG-seq (multiplexed ISSR genotyping by sequencing ; Suyama and
Matsuki 2015) £% V72, MIG-seq {E13&H 6@ 5 EMNIEHAAET H~A 7 a7 74 Ml
FNZHEe T8I %A PCRIZ K » THIIE S &, EILICH L THLEE X b0 —EEE
M (SNP) DOI§#REELH7 ) 2T A R SNP T F1ETdH 5, Suyamaetal. (2022) O7'm k=
JAZHS EHIH DNA 726 MIG-seq 7 4 7 7 U Z{ERK L | Illumina MiSeq 35 X " MiSeq Reagent
Kitv3 (150 cycles) (Illumina ft) Z AWk RS —F o 2T LTc, 5607223 80bp
OESIER (47 —#) 1% DDBI Sequence Read Archive [Z8&% L7- (727 &y arF
— : DRA011249)

T =2 OEE#%, K74V 7 4 V= RBLXOT X7 ¥ —fiF|OkrZ%E% Trimmomatic 0.39

(Bolger et al. 2014) 2 X - TiTo72, 354172 39,956,740 U — ROESIIER N SEAKT L -
5T & D SNP i~ % TR:1E STACKS 2.41 (Catchenetal. 2013) % F\CHEhE L 7=,
STACKS TiZ. (1) ustacks * cstacks * sstacks * tsv2bam * gstacks 2~ > K2 X V) K EHIIE H %
B FIEZ LB L2, (2) populations =~ > R TSNP ZHitH4+ 2, 27 v 7 (1) 12k
\F %5 /37 A—2 =%, Parisetal. (2017) OHERIZHHEILL Tm=3, M=2, n=2, N=4 L L
Too A7 07 (2) IZBWTE, 1ZLA LD (3-2-6 EOMMTAFRL) TEEY 710
80%LL ECHA IN TV DB D A% SNP OfifitHxfg E L7z (-R0.8), ZTDE, 7 1L
BV TFTa b UCR/MNMLEIRTHUE 3 & U (—-min-mac3) ., i@§le~T a5 E %
ARYH A IR L (~-max-obs-het 0.6) . S IE{x D 2 H B LAFED SNP (3l L &y

I EM AU T (--write-single-snp) . 7 4 VX U > 7 OFER. 489 D SNP 235G H ALz,

3-2-4. FEHLE TR, EINHIZHRITE, 5L BT 1E
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FE[H 3B 5% 1% (X STRUCTURE 2.3.4 (Pritchard et al. 2000) (& & > C#HEE L7=, STRUCTURE
FRNTIEANA AHEEIZ DN T2 Z ) U TFETH Y . K HOAERHEER (77 2%
—) ZIE L, BELD T ) DB T 547 T A X —InEDRAEFEEHEET D, STRUCTURE
fEAT DR EILT 7 4V h DIRETT /L., allele frequency correlated T /L & L, FHATIHHRICE
1% % Fv 5 LOCPRIOR A4~ = > (Hubisz et al. 2009) ZFHINL7=, fHTIX K O#FH%
12256 14 &L, HFK ML 20EBIDT o &2(To7, FTXTD 7 % burn-in & 20000 [A],
Z D% O MCMC % 30000 [@] & L7=, 712 < 2 CLUMPAK (Kopelman et al. 2015 ;
clumpak.tau.ac.il/) % FHVTH K IZDWT 20 [AD T > OFERN S T4 — B FEE - A
L 7=%%. STRUCTURE HARVESTER (Earl and vonHoldt2012) % F\VNT# K (28I 5 FH%feE

(LnP(D)) DYt Lt FEZ RO D L & biIchkiE K DA% E 725 AK (Evanno et al. 2005)
R L,

FHEMIZBW T, EHNOBRHIZARIEZ R T ~7T 0BG ERE (H) BILOEIESh
TenT uEGIRE REBESGERDONT v 2 T EER (Fs) %. STACKS WD populations
a<wy RICE VRO, FEADON—T 4 — « TA oL 7Pl 5 OO F #iX FSTAT
2.9.4 (Goudet 1995) 2T Fis D /60 X L% 1000 [BIFAE OEHMEIC & 0 35 2 &
THIWT LTz,

EHIFOBIRHI L 2 DOMFRICE VIHME L7, 1 D%, BEAMEOREHEE LT
b A4 7 (Holsinger and Weir 2009 ; Maetal. 2015) Fsr Td 5, Fsrld Wright DEF (Wright
1949) . BIFDOEFE (Nei 1973 5 Gst & HFETILDH) . Weir and Cockerham DEF (Weir and
Cockerham 1984 ; Osr & HIFIN D) 7o LEEOFRTGENRH Y . ThZhET HEHET
NI ERBEIR DB ODOFERINIINT I IV ME L 725 (Jenkins et al. 2010) , ARFETO Fsr
I% Weir and Cockerham (1984) DEFIZHSE . GenAlEx 6.5 (Peakall and Smouse 2012) % JH
WSR2, Fsr DFIRIZEWNTIE, LIEOIEHTICHW D EHIBO~NT U A X Fer iz, i
BEMBRIZDTED Fsr (v —230 Fsr) RO, AW T Fer lCMMATHB LTCBBH
IMEDOFEREIL, B EEE (allele frequency distance ; AFD)  (Shriver et al. 1997 ;
Sherwin 2022) & Dps (1—HAXZEEFOEIG)  (Bowcock etal. 1994) T %D, AFD ITHE
A REF 0 Bray-Curtis FHELLUE & HHEIT IR 20 VT ARKGEHRTH D03, Fsr RINOHE
FHRELY b r— BV RS — VOB TEE BB LN S WP IS T DR @ 2

& MM O R/ NSLBARF SRS TN DEO ORI 2 ZTIT W L 7 EPNFEEEN
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ICRENTEY (Berner2019) | mBlELEFICEWTAMNE B2 bND, £1o, REFKE
ERDI) A TCTHEHEROITBEETHOBEFIREDLETH S (Cruzan & Hendrickson
2020), ¥ =2 b— 3 UBFEAR ST LY Des BT (BE 10~20 HEARR) OB R T E)
X XMT DMEETH D Z LRI TEY (Landguth etal. 2010 ; Leroy etal. 2018 ; Savary
etal.2021) . EBIIRBIELFOSETLIETULISHEDONATETWS, 2D X 512, AFD & Dpg
XZNETH X DL T T o —F Tr— WL A7 — VOG- IRBOFICAE A TH A >
PEPN RSN TEIEHFETH-72, LL, PMEHI LY . BRI 20 BT — 0
HAETHY, AR LIZMELEZ T X CURFFT 2B N2 Enmrole, R L, 5
RAE TR 350 BN AR B IT351) 5 i % H O XL#A5 OB % 22 ipopa Pirops
THE, EMAEEMB D AFD & Dl IZNENLU T DO L HICEFRSND,

1
AFD = E ( leiPopA - piPopBl ) 3B.1)
i
Dps =1 — Z min(piPopA; piPopB) (3.2)
Z Z T,
|piPopA - piPopBl = max(piPopA' piPopB) - min(piPopA; piPopB)
max(piPopA' piPopB) + min(piPopAr piPopB) = DiropA T PiropB
72 DT,

|piPopA - piPopBl = DiropA T PiPopB — 2m”:n(piPopA: piPopB)

W30 %5 CORSLRIET | IE VTR LADED L. Nipiwops = L. LiDipops = 1 DT,
leiPopA - piPopBl =2-2 Z min(piPopA' piPopB)
i i

Mm% 2 THIS &

AFD = Dpg (3.3)
EIRDEDGIND, O LG AR (LIEOELZGT) Tk, Zo#etEZ —HL T
Dps ERFE L, Fsr &I 0 bR DB FIREIZ KM L, 7D a—H )L A7 — /L TOREEDE
BB MEOREEE LT, Far bPFETHWAZ L L L, e, ZOFFEITIN31IBX
O 32D X 9 12p, EFWNIZE T 5 i F H ORNLBIR T OBIRTHE) OAEITFT D720
I Fa FU T DNA (mtDNA) 72 E TR L EHEAT =228\ TH, ZhtEhonrm s A
T 1 OOXIET & AU AR L E SN D, AEIZIBVTDpsld R D8y r—3
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graph4lg (Savaryetal. 2021) 2KV EFHE LT,
Tz, BROEROEREEZFH572D, R O/3vr— vegan % AT, Mantel =2 L
1277 L (9999 [IEHL) (2 XY Fer £7213 Des & HIPRRIEREEOFAB 2 10 {8 O BB R = & 12

vy hLT,

3-2-5. MPERIHEHE & B FAKIMZED BT 1EIE 5 2 S 7
BRI b & PR RS X OVE FKIROBR 2 i~ 5 72 D12 LHIR OB b (Fst.

Dps) & Hu R [H O HIFEYFREERS X OV i /KIRZE & OFHBI %4 Mantel f:7E (9999 [EIfEHL) 12XV
A L7o, E7o, HIPRRORERE & BEFKIROED b D ATRetE 2 7, £ OBERNS b E
AR %, THIBRAYPERE + s KIR 22 ) 2 E L 3247523610 2 EEYFHT (multiple
regression on distance matrices ; MRM ; Lichstein 2007) (9999 [a]{& %) %4T-7-, Mantel FiE
& MRM IE R D73y &r— ecodist TITo 72, ZIUHITT X TOEM (20 £ ; RO HEE
W 0.3~70.6km) Oz, 41U LD LEROZO 12 8 (Popl~12 ; £ o> HER
Bt 0.3~24.1km) | 3 X O STRUCTURE f##T CTHERH —D 7 7 2 Z —(ZHI1D T H i/ 9 M-

(Popd~12) DHZEHRIGE LT bIT o 72, 12 =M TOMATIL. ~NTH U OBEIEEZ S
oL bic, BT EHLZLICEIVAEL LY 7Y TR OZERRYD kT 5
eI T o7z, Fiz, IBD OFHlZHB W CERMICHENTZEH DA Z ERTWD & ZDOEMH
(ZIRATRE R B 28k v, BRI A R 212 < < 2 Rt b ST % (Koizumi
et al. 2006) . 9 HFATOMENIL., FD X5 7oA T AEBRW-IEA DR A HERT 572 01T

11-77,

3-2-6. XI5 [EjH) 708 T B DHETE

V— A e v 7 AR E ORI e R IR O XY — U B X DT TR0
BAEIZLE O MG MM B A FiiEh & A XIEIC L O #EE T 5 BayesAss (Wilson and Rannala
2003) DOWIER T 5 BA3SNP (Mussmann etal. 2019) % 20 #E % L Ci A Lz, f#ATIC
JeNrH ., BayessAss DUUK R A2 WET 5720 3-2-3 T L (TR 2 HHEC L Y SNP ZHhH L7z,
STACKS D A7 v 7 (1) THLNT —X &y M. populations 2~ RIZTH7d &t
2 EH1C 40%LL ECTHA SN TV DB THEIZH D SNP ZHiHi L7 (-p2-r04), o~ 1 /b
BV TF T a L3323 mERGRE Lic, 7402 ) 7 ORE, 1291 O SNP 3% 5L

19



7z, BayesAss D% iElE, burn-in 10,000,000 [5]% & ¢ MCMC 20,000,000 [A] & L7z, Meirmans
(2014) DILREIZHE, seed A ZAL S W72 10 [HOMNE L7 T U ZITV, e b A AfRAEN
T v OfEREZHH L7z, BayesAss THEE SILDBARD OS%EHEX N o 2 5& /20
LOEFERELGIREIE Lz, S5HIZ, Pop AIZEIT 5 Pop BrHd THIB AR % Imm
Bon — Imm asp (Imm ;1% Pop j IZH1T % Popi MO DHEEBAR) LE&HEL, FEHICHOWV
T MOERD B OFIB AL Y LI ETH 5 HEEHIE A=) (Hinfling and Weetman 2006 ;
Sexton et al. 2016) ZHEEME A B FH LTz, BV EHHMB AR L & HEME CEEOZT T (v
) ARVMEE L AEMIE EEEOMIGIR (VY —R) L LTOREEZRIRANTHS TS &
EZOND, —ITEITIE ERD S Fii~OIES I R B R FIEI A A DD Z &% 0
72 (Blanchet et al. 2020) . EZF/KIED LD 6 Fii~OES FIRE) & (M2 & DR
Bh G52 CODDEHERT D720, FEMB AR IEELE, 6 & kmKiR a2 A L
THMIEET VAR LTz, /KR D Pearson OFABILREIT-039 TH Y | L EILH
PEDEEITIRNE B 2 bivle, EFKREEGOZNENNE 2 2 ZEORE SI1TREYTR
(B SAEYEMREITREL (stdp) ICXVRHEi L7, £72. FEBOFEMEICOVWTR Oy
/r— Imtest (Zeileis and Hothorn 2002) % FHV 7= 8 B8 LR E TR L 72,

3-3. #ER

BTN RIS T D KRN TR E RIS ST R H51,12.5~23.5°C D
EZ & o7, MR OREKIRA L PR IEREOMBEIT/NS < (Mantel r=0.08, p=0.45),
Mantel = L 2 7" Z A2 T b g @ KiRzZE & B ERRE & OFBIIX 3~ T O REBEFSRIZ B
THEIZIZA LT (Fig. 3-2a) . EFKIEOZEMAY A CHBENEE A EHR LR &R
STz,

Fis i3 1 £ (Pop20) #FRZXBunbOFERENIIA LT, 1L A EOEMANRNN—T
A =T A LT SHIHE D L ARTE T & 72 (Table 3-1) , SEHN ORI Z R 2 R T He 13
WbE & 20 ERIChREE S 7= 1 #sS (Popl3) ZBRWTIEE A EIRIFREE TS > 7= (Table 3-1 ; Fig.

-3)0 20 EHIRIRTO 7 v —/ 30 Fsr1£.0.038 TH D | Wik ICTHWEMBEEHEERH D Z &

RO BTz, EHFONT T A X Fsrld 0.001~0.127 Offiz & >7=, Mantel 217 7 A

IZB1F 5 Mantel r 1%, BIET —H & LT Fst, Des DELLEHWZHEIZBNTEH, 2 2H
OHRBERSH (R 15km) ETITAEICIEDEAZ LY, 27km fHECTEwZE#E L7z (Fig. 3-2b,
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c)

STRUCTURE f##r Tld., K =6 £ TITJIOHBEIREEIZIN > 77 T A2 =R HEE STz
(Fig.3-4a) , F#4HMER (LnP(D)) X K ZHEMEIE D250 EH L&, AKX K=4 T KX
B & o772 (Fig.3-4b), K=2 O L & WFiZ LD EFRIZH 722 Popl3 ODEENEEF 7227 T A
2 —|ZH¥T D EHEE SN, K=4 TiXEIZ Popl~3, Popl6~19 NZNLNERD T T A
2 —IZEIVIR S NTZ, Popld+15:201X K=4 DL XX 2OoD 7 T AX—DREE LTHEES
NI, K=6 TIXEBAD T 7 AX—ICHEKT D EHE SNz, K=6 DL XX Pop3 LEAD
7T AL—ZEVIREONTZ, 72, Popd~12 T K ZKREL LTHIFEALLH DI T AHX—
IZEID B ToHnT,

Mantel &I XEFAM OEARHI b (Fsre Dps) & HIBRAIEREEO R BB A 2 (Fsr D35
% Mantel r = 0.27, p <0.05 ; Dps DA : 1=10.38, p<0.001 ; Fig. 3-5), IBD DfF{EZ R L
T2o — 7. BEIDL L BEKIBEZEE OMBIEE 7L< AN o7z (Fst DA : Mantel
r=-0.10, p=0.56 ; Dps DA : 1=-0.08, p=0.64), HIFRAYIEEE & B /KIEZE 0O BT % fl A 28
Iz o7 MRM 1X, BT NVOAEREAZ/RST, R2E S BRI HERED 2 2 S A L L
72 Mantelt D2 LT AN EEDLLRNST (Fst D6 : R2=0.087, p=0.13 ; Dps DIGH -
R?2=10.156, p=10.05), ZRDEMAr—NOT—% v N AWTEEAETHERMICIZET-
FER & lp o7y, &AL EFEOFHO 12 S THRAT L7256 1358 BA050 0 & tERAOERRE S o
FBAICA BT A e o7z (Table 3-2),

BayesAss & £ 2 B FInEfENT Tix, 11 OFE 28R FIRBh2 i H S 47z (Table 3-3 ; Fig.
3-6), EOTNTHREFKIBOMEMANHS (%) 14.3°C [SD 2.90]) 76 @R ((F# 20.0°C
[SD 1.84]) 29 HFRIOBGTHEI Tholo, HEZBEFREIOL 1T ERMS ik
M~DOBIETFIRENTH o 72p3, —HIZ, K0 SN AL E S D B KRS~ O AR T )
(Pop5—4, Popl2—11) H A5 4L7c (Table3-3), #RIZET /ML, EFRKRITA B EEHMB
AR L 5.2 TODHN (std f=0.542 5 p < 0.05), EEOEEIIAETIEAR (std g = -
0.077 ; p=0.70) Z & % R’We L7= (Table3-4), EF/KIR DR HLSIT M ARIMES . HH

KPJZ Y — A & L THERE L CW BB R &z (Fig. 3-7),
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Fig. 3-2. Mantel correlograms showing spatial autocorrelation of summer water temperature (A) and
genetic data (B, C). Filled circles indicate significant correlations from a null model of spatial structure
(*p <0.05, **p <0.01).
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Fig. 3-4. Population structure inferred by STRUCTURE, assuming that all individuals are derived from
K clusters (K =2, 4, and 6). (A) Barplots displaying inferred population structure. The figure consists
of thin barplots representing the proportion of assigned clusters of each individual. The number indicates
the population IDs. (B) The values of posterior probability of the data (LnP(D)) from 20 runs for each
value of K (left axis) and AK (right axis) in the STRUCTURE analysis.
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Fig. 3-5. Relationship of genetic differentiation with summer water temperature and geographic distance.
Scatter plots of pairwise Fst (A, B) or Dps (C, D) versus geographic distance (A, C) and water
temperature differences (B, D) are displayed.
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Fig. 3-6. Map displaying the significant gene flow (Table 3-3) estimated by BA3SNP (BayesAss).
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Fig. 3-7. Variation in the mean net immigration rate with maximum water temperature. Populations with

negative net immigration (i.e., greater emigration) indicate relative source populations, whereas

populations with positive values (i.e., greater immigration) indicate relative sink populations. The

dashed lines indicate the 95% confidence interval.
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Table 3-2. Summary of Mantel tests and multiple regression on distance matrices (MRM) on three

spatial scales for examining the effect of space and water temperature on genetic differentiation (Fst

and Dps).
Response ] All Upstream Structured
) Explanatory matrices ] _ _
matrices 20 populations 12 populations 9 populations
Fst Mantel test (1?)
Water temperature differences 0.0107 (p=0.56)  0.023" (p=0.53)  0.000 (p=0.94)
Geographic distance 0.072 (p<0.05) 0.074 (p=0.24)  0.298 (p<0.05)
MRM (R?)
Geographic distance +
) 0.087 (p=0.13) 0.116 (p=0.32)  0.304 (p<0.05)
Water temperature differences
Drs Mantel test (1)

Water temperature differences
Geographic distance

MRM (R?)
Geographic distance +

Water temperature differences

0.006" (p=0.64)
0.144 (p<0.05)

0.156 (p=0.05)

0.0457 (p=0.35)
0.045 (p=0.39)

0.111 (p=0.35)

0.013" (p=0.65)
0.241 (p<0.05)

0.275 (p<0.05)

Mantel r values were squared to compare MRM R? values. P-values were obtained by two-tailed tests.

Upstream 12 populations, Pop1-12; Structured 9 populations, Pop4-12. t: original r values were negative.

Table 3-3. Significant migration estimated by BA3SNP (BayesAss). The estimated immigration rate
and its 95% creditable interval (95% CI) are shown.

Direction Aelev. ASWT WD  Estimate 95% CI
Popl to  Pop2 -60 +0.9 6.1 0.033 0.003-0.063
Pop5 to  Pop2 -44 +7.4 17.7 0.040  0.007-0.072
Pop5 to  Pop4 +1 +6.2 0.4 0.201 0.156-0.246
Pop5 to  Pop6 -65 +5.0 7.1 0.155 0.105-0.205
Pop5 to  Pop7 -60 +6.7 14.7 0.084  0.045-0.123
Pop5 to Popl0 -97 +6.7 11.2 0.064  0.029-0.098
Pop5 to Popll -123 +7.4 17.3 0.038 0.010-0.066
PopS to Popl5  -221 +10.9 42.3 0.032 0.003-0.060
Popl2 to Popll +11 +4.6 5.9 0.026  0.002-0.050
Popl4 to Popl5 -51 +2.3 6.5 0.045 0.010-0.080
Popl6 to Popl7 -50 +4.4 3.8 0.071 0.031-0.112

A elev, changes in elevation along the direction of migration [m]; ASWT, changes in summer water

temperature along the direction of migration [°C]; WD, waterway distance [km|]
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Table 3-4. The linear model explaining the mean net immigration rate. P-values were obtained by

likelihood ratio tests.

Variable B (£ SE) std B 1 P
(Intercept) -2.97 X102 (£ 1.85X10?) - - -
elevation -7.86 X107 (£2.21X107) -0.077 0.15 0.70
Summer water temperature 1.76 X103 (£ 6.97 X104 0.542 6.35 <0.05

B, partial regression coefficient; std /5, standardized partial regression coefficient

34.BE
3-4-1. FEE I E

FAEMIZIRBNTE, RS TR FA~OIR > 728 a7 E 722 &1 K0 BRI AR
ERIEESELS, FRIEEEHWE W) RNZ = BRI A LD EB#HK STV 5D (Thomaz
etal. 2016 ; Blanchet et al. 2020) , L7»L. AREDOHIETIE, BIiISHMITREZ E L T
n—ETh->7= (Fig.3-3 ; Table3-1), AFEIZL > T EHEOSINAERICHE LIZBRBENSZ W &
R0, E=TFRGM7ZT Tl WBE T REIN S 5 Z & (Table3-3) 23, EIROBBEHIZEEMED
KFEZMIHE LW BB ONS,

FAE R AARICBIT 57 1 — L Fer(3 0.038 EKD Th o7z, HALHTT DT T 20 % 4%
ST, F— KRN TORmWVIBERMERARENTEY (toetal.2018) | NPT
LIS DHAKNET 71T 30~50 km*OHBLTABIEL » b @V Fer ARG ST 5D
(Hénfling and Weetman 2006 ; Junker et al. 2012 ; Ruppert et al. 2017 ; but see Peacock et al. 2016)
RIFFEIC BN TEBISE DA BB RREMEE & > 72D1%, FsN OB S RE O 1E(E
WA, RV A XA KE  HEETED S OBRIIFID/NIS Polc ZEIlb LD B2 D
no,

BRGNS o Te b DD EIMGED T 7 5T A K SNP fFATIC X 0 ik
IZB W CHEBRAUREE 1290 - 72 IR R BB EHRE B S e (Fig. 3-4), Z OB E
LY SEHOEER L LT IBD « IBE OFMEA GG, BIsi) (b & R EREE ORI I3A
ERFERENFRD bLTehy EEKROZEN BB E 2 RET 2@ mIEA b2 h» 7o (Fig.
3-5), D EMND ANT Y AZEBWTKIROEND RS 2/ L GBI 25 X i
ZLTWAAREMEIIRW & & 2 bz,

727 @ DEMEAHIE & BREEDE W & OB 2 A L 7-0FJEI134 72, Ruppert et al.
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(2017) 1%, BB LEEE OEW E ORIfRZ T L, FEEICK D IBE O/ F — &R L
7oo BIOHFSETIX, B2 5ABME A 7 Q0 « A & 33m) M TOBRIED RS TH
% (Dennenmoser et al. 2014) , AKFETO IBE N LR TEAERIT Z N HAFSE L (X872 -
T e, 1A EDHIETITERET & ZEMOMBE 2 PR TE TW Wz, I JED IBE 73
B LM T TH D DIFEEBEICHRFNTRETH S I,

REDOWFE TITBEIZEDTERERIZOWTH LI TE TWRWE DN KE W, iz
X, STRUCTURE f##7CH 1 DD 7 T A% —& L THHIH &7z Popl~3 7% Popd~12 & DF
WIBBI L ETER L TV D BRIIATE THW =T 7o —F 051300570, KEOIFSE
TIIA AR DOEFTKIBOAZEREER & UCHEH L7z, Bt ZERITERFE O
BEREERICL DD HEERH D (5 5 B TR 5),

3-4-2. Eln 1B

MBS L BREOEWE ORRIZET 56 9 1 DOBEERFAIL, MM REEE T
MEIOHEEIZ L > THELNIZ, 1FE A LEORBRBELRF RN 15 km IR OERAT [H TH
HEN, i Mantel =L 77 A (Fig. 3-2b, ¢) CTERMEZROZEHME CHBENEEIC
ECThoZBMAr— & —HT 5, AERBEFRBIOIZE A ST ERHS FREITT
WODO3E~D ] (Table3-3 ; Fig.3-6) TH U, Z UL bE—FiRDOY —R - o 7 HiEEZRL
72 A TARFZE (Hanfling and Weetman 2006 ; Junkeretal. 2012) & & —%3 %, L L., AKFETH
P REXT, THROEFKROBEOKFH S R0 ZFKIRBO @WK FH~O ST bR
HEN7zZ & ThD, bHAHA BayesAss DHEEMEOIFEIZITIEEDN LI TH 57 (Meirmans
2014) | HEERERITAREZEN AR L TR Y . BEKRDME 7 722 4 8 H) Sidsk A C AR
OIERBHEIEE L THRREL TWD L WX D725 95, HEKRPEAMBARIZE 2 208
RO LY L RE L (Table3-4) . EZF/KIRORWOHLS M S A~DEE D23 KL 0 1
HKThoTz (Fig 3-7),

HZKIBORO A ARG & U CTHEEL CO D IS RS b o0, #miE
FEMEDS B & W O ANEER D B> 7= (Fig.3-3 ; Table3-1), EFKEDERNKRIL, B
AL D BLBERZNZ LD, OXFHEN S OBIBHIEROTRANT/ NS WEEZBND, —
FT, TALGRIFARME U g CHAEITEAIITONTWD Z N EE S, £
HIN T OB e BIENE R ORI RCERNSZREOMERII R ST W E B2 B D, WHIT,
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HZKIRO @I ClE, N TRARMZARITAIL - R S n—F1 T, oL H
BOFWMNI LV BEHERDBRIZNTNDEEZBND, ZILbiL, BEMNZERMEE EFK
RIC—B LR RH NPT EabAT 5, Fis BMEEAEDEMTE r|ZiinoTe
Z&H, WTNOERTHEBRAZEN A O, FEM TEHERBENERPHERF ST
DT EERIFTHIEAS D,

ABFFECIE, B 5 EFKIREZAT 58 LI EMM CH B 2B TRE SR Sh =8,
ZOREFITR R D EBEM TORMB FRBINEE CTH D [BREME IR LI BB T RE )
RH—AZJBT % (Sexton etal. 2014) , IBE 1%, BI7-EREEM COBE FIRBEINEI 2L EIC
B E 272, REMEEIRG L7z B FRENE IBE LIEtD 7m0 AL D b
DT&HY . IBE 24l 255 micide6 <, OB Fif# 2 B84 548517 nt 203
AWFFED DITFFE TE 20, D72 < &b Suzukietal. (2021) 23AMFSE & RVt THE L7
BRI DE (AFKIRORVHE TRENREN L) EEELTWDAREERD D,
TEARER EE A B ST, £ 02 < OBIRA RO TREIT 2R, oK% TR IS
SR S VD EIRITBEINT 5 LB b, ZALRBHROHINCERsT2EEZ LN
Do

Goto (1998) (IAEFEERIFIEIC LY | AEOKAEDITL AL 1 FLU LR CHATICEES Z
& EWME LTz, EERBHIEDN IR OBBY O 2 %4 5 OIcxt L, EBHBEFRR T 7 o —F ik
RIS TR IR DIV WS AEB OBEN S B9 % (Lamphere and Blum 2012) , 5
BB TIRE) (ELIRO43H) MWBIR TR0 R ERTH 2856, A THE LN
CEH D BB R ERIIEORE R L PG L2V, S HIT, KIS T OBIBHTFE
ZRWIZREOTETIL, AL CH OB AR L RRRE OB H &AL T
B ONTHEEEOAENHE SN TH Y (Lamphere and Blum 2012 ; Junkeretal. 2012) . it
SN BB TFIRBIORRENBRIC R > TWDH Z L 2R L TW5D, 7o, T, WKLY
HZBNTY, AERHORIIZ K - TR EA DL EE M2 KO TBET RS ND 2 &
0, BHAMRHTOKEIEE OBBA 2 SIZ KV RENTE TS (Clarkeetal. 2015 ; Mundahl
2024) , AWFFRITIRIKME S ¥ DIV THIRN TOB B 0 H0 & 2 FEE A D 2 FEHL A B0
HEBITIED D0, HEESNIBE T RENOKMES, — 5 TR Sz B OB -8
WEAZBI S ND N E DL, KRE LTAHITH D, Bl 21X, BayesAss OHEERE FITH
TOVEREUED BB B (N P8 TR0 R OBE IR E T EBEE S
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o) I B FEIOT 7T a5, AR TR 7Y JHED 3 ERNCE T
A ESZRICL IR RESEBILINTEY ., 20X 9 72k —Erc i A fede Lz

AREME 2 PR TE R W EICHEEN LI TH D (Natsumeda 2003 ; Blondel et al. 2021)

3-4-3. PRI IR E A~ DI

WIKMES 2 DRI ED D ORMZRIEL 3> TH Y . KKRDOBBAIZERE
THEFF S D RETHD (Lucek et al. 2018)  Z2%0)I| Liiisk DT U 27 1%, N THE
FIEEMEER 2 B, 3O D L IZENZIRER BB AR LT\ 5 LR, BB T
RENC X 0 SR TR R EAEME S HERF STV D Z Lo Te, M OB i E)
TR AR ORI SO E EICIZZ 5V T WA EE 2 DL, EEICHEZ 212 & v sz
L724EMTH 5 Popl3 ITERIISHEMEDME - 7o, BRI EMEE R T 5 720 ORERIC
DWT, ZEE AR (Fig. 3-2b, ¢ @ 1) WEE T < 722 FHEEN B 22 (R A HAL D22
WA —NTHDENIRETHIZEE (Diniz-Filho and De Campos Telles 2002) | =&
DOEEED T2 DI, BIRARE A BWHEEY S IZ Lo TR v b U —2 % 15 km K520 W7
BT _RETERNEWVWRDEA S, UL, FHECHEDEF/KE L OBEEICHHTHZ
LT, ENLET TS TIERWZ L3 gD, BEZ/KIRDS @O RS AR B #2372
¥ (Suzukietal. 2021) | KV 45672 A BT do D HFKIE DAY T 2> 5 DER DAL X
OB FIRENC K » TERMOBLEHZERES IR Sh TWb LEXbND, 7oL kLT
ARHARWVXHE THER SN TWS E LTH, EFKEDOEWXE O THRL S 115 X
EEOUHE AR R LIBIBHZ RO N RFTR A RIc B A > T &2 bhd, Lt
Ro T, BUEETHOKBEES) FTid, (1) EFKEOERWIRORE, LU (2) fEift
FATR & 72 5 B 2R K OARN S & o0 3 & ORI IBIT A FIRE IR EREZED 2R N2 &3,
FATVHEAERETDHOXTEELRDHIEA S, T RHBEICRERIN D MOEBKMEHIE
DIFFEFEFNTL < . AFIRICBWTH A v a na~veT A~ ARV CRFM OB a5
W2 EDRBH SN > TV D (Koizumi 2011 ; Nakajima et al. 2020) , XM OB EMEA E U
FECIIAEBE O R DS HUIREARE O FRICHE R Z L2 E 2 5 &0 T b 0fEsHIANT
HYH e ELRKEREEROREIHROTH L EEZ LD, FEHEIL, BENL Y
— A & 72 2 B ZRKIBOIR WSR2 R ET 2 DICHATH 5,
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3-4-4. B 1r T IRE)FF M~ DI

H—H VA — VORIV T, B L ZER OB RE BT D 2 &3 a I ARG T
DD 7Y — T D (Gilbertand Lechowicz2004) , ZD7 7r—FI2L b, AET
IXEBRICBANTCINE THESN TIPS BB ER LN T HI ENTET,
AHFFETIL, IBE TId7e < BREICIKIE LT Y — A « Vo 7 fEEOAREMEN RB S iz, &
NWET, SO FLMICH D a7 RS B H 2EHA~D Y — R« & 7 HIEIZD
WTIEZ S FFE S C& 7= (Micheletti and Storfer 2015 ; Takahashietal. 2016) , L2»L., ZH)
T HBRE T CORMBIHEE L HERT DBICIT. AETHRE Lz Xk 5 RBEFIRE) & &R
BRDONE = HbEBETHSHH, V—A « VU 7 EEIIRECELOBLE S BEE AR %
teflt 95725 (esetal. 2018) | WED X T TIX, HLRENOHIDREE~D Y — X « v
7 Mg L L CA B D BREEE LT )HS U7 8RR BT IBE (2~ T 2 2N S A DMK
WZ EDPIRENTUV D (Sexton et al. 2014) , ZAUE, IBE RN A LINRD-To &0 5 BIEHIZR
i ROBFFEIT A ST THIRRSA 7 2] ORBIZINA (Federetal. 2012) | #F5E7 A
VELTY A I EER DN HEEN DI LI HIERT S LB HND, KR,
BIR TN, TS 77 4 —lEREOMHET Tu—FEflbT, V—R - v I HEEEH
AT FERIE TR EIZH D & TS (Heinrichs et al. 2019) , BREEBUEIZ R L7z
AR TMEN 7 2t ADH T IBE LMK T 5 Z & IBE S5 E L TWAHHEMY ) I 7 X
WgE (IS BIR T2 B OB O~ —h — &2 IO TR HE R FRINIZE) & OBIFMER & 2
&b, BEIEF LY =R « DU 7 REEDRGERBGINE - TW LB L, #Bis
TIRBFHM OB > 7Y v TS Z ISR ET 5 Z L II0NT L BITARWEE b H D
EZEZDLNDN, Dl LY —R - UV REEOERENZ SBIC, BEORBATHND Z
& T, EHEEHEE S BETRBOBRNEZ L) KSR TEL7E59,
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% 4 & IRIE DNA AEORBEGRFHRRT~ OB T REE DIREE

4-1. [FCBHIZ

TR EOBREEHFIZE ENHEWE KD DNA ZHEENICHRE L. EWERZ1558REE
DNA A Z/3—a—7F ¢ ZMTIE, BLHEHA O AN S < FHRBEAIZ A OFERA L 2 i
TEHFEL LT, WIINEHOIE CRAMKITIEIN > TW5 (Ruppert et al. 2019 ; Doi and
Nakamura 2023 ; H1/5 2024) . & BT, Beli DNA A Z/8— a3 —5 ¢ o ZRNTHME 2 K
T 5T TRL, BENSEMEOFC R MEN 72 &, BNEROERE AV 4E
L~V OFEFTIC B TH 2 FREMEI R S TE TV D (7R3 - Adams etal. 2019 ; Sigsgaard
etal. 2020 ; Andres etal. 2023 ; Couton etal. 2023) . B&5E DNA % FV CHEN L~V Ol 217
ST HATHIFETIE, BREE DNA OF — & TIHMEERDOIERDG DAL 2 & A RS 2 H
DOEHN & XRIT 20BN LR EOREITH D b DD, B L~V OMEEIT O 72

W LY 7Y TR ERBICEB T2 L aE 25 &, BREE DNA O ATetElx
BWTHA D LA 5TV 5 (Tsuji et al. 2020a ; Adams etal. 2023) . L2L., ML
AUV DT AT S T FATHIEDIE & A LT EBRAICHE A MRE L7z b D0y, EEEO B AL
ZXRHRIZLIEB D TH->TH, EHANDOBIRHIIZERM:, REHB TR RBIR, £ 7T
Z LR RERZEMA 7 —/V TOEMBIHEEZH~TZHDTH Y (Turon et al. 2020 ;
Snyder and Stepien 2020 ; Weitemier et al. 2021 ; Tsuji et al. 2023) , T —A /LA 7 —/L OB
BREW 5 FBEBFE RS2 Y TREMEIE R STV Ry, —RICRBIEE PR E1T
I T=OIIE, ZEOEIRE S T T FTHDICE KT T D, BREE DNA HiitidKig
ARERICBIT LS B FEE L THLSNTETWH oD, BRE DNA OmHIZ &
VAT AY) O S BLE AR F AT I ORIE I b TE 2 TRt & %,

BT — 2 OBRMC B W THREBLEIR T TOB 2 T IR F0 6 D & ITARERIIZ

% (Wang2010) , 2 — /LA —/L COBE B & EOREEREZFIRD 5 2 THEERO
T BRI - AR ORISR TR R . BEMOBIS 7 — A NIZB T HBIE O
E & B FHEE) T& % (Hudson et al. 1992 ; Bohonak and Roderick 2001 ; Bohonak and Vandergast
2011) o AR FIREN DT FIED R IIGERINTOT A A BT X b O &5 IZfEfED
HREEST L0 H L0, B FIRE 2 7G5 BTk b & <M Sh 2 BB LD
RHEITE AT HEICEFE L TR0 | RIS 2L E R, S 51T, BB DNA TLIX
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UIERIRE & 72 D AR L@ B IR WEIS CIFEET 5720, Bfn FHEICES &
DEIITIFE A EFBEL2WNETTHDH (Coutonetal. 2023) . L7=2-> T, mElELEFETH
WA EA B DNA oA 500E 9 2 iE, KEMNOBR THE N EEROME % X
SHBLTHDE WS IWIZERN SN D, BEE DNA A X N—a—F ¢ U JEHTCIX, B
THEEETY > T AVNOFR IR Y — R (3 —F v — TRt £407- DNA Wiy o%h) & LTH
HiLd, B DNA OG5 207 — X IXEER R 4172 DNA (LARE TH#k DNAJ &\
.) EHHTLTHELND T —F LIIRESMWEDBER D OO, KIEERLEINY L%
W REEIZEBW T, BR5E DNA Lk DNA O 7-B8n TAHE N L < —F& Lz & v o Wik
PR A L7 &N TS (Sigsgaard et al. 2016 ; Marshall and Stepien 2019 ; Andres et al. 2021,
2023a ; Couton etal. 2023 ; Wakimuraetal. 2023) , X =T, #E&HEEIZHES < EBHSED
WAt E A BREE DNA 2 DfG0 Z EIEREE B bivd, Ll BAAOEREE DNA o 7L is
5 FHR S T BARII L OREFHEDS FZER O SBLEURFERIMEIT ICTN 2 D D RRE DL Z H o
IR E LTARHTH D, [FIRFIS, TALE TEREE DNA THH L~V OfiftT 24T - 72 e AT
eI, IR — RESIOBRZE (Tsujietal. 2023) CHxt U — R & &AL (Turon etal. 2020)
72 FEREE DNA 7 — X BIOWMBAEIT ) Z ERARIZ L FRINTHDNR, 20X ) 7B
DT — 2 R FBBR B AT THREINE I N ARRATH Y | HRDILERD D,
ARBEOWFIETIX, 22501 BRI AERST 2T O wkEE LT, AFED mtDNA D-loop
i 2 27—y b & LT2BREE DNA A 8 —a—F ¢ U JIRIT 24TV & O R & TR Ok
DNA O3HTIZ L A RATHER & el L7z, AEOBMIL, (1) BREE DNA THEsm Lizm— L
A — )V OEMBEHEE D DNA [ZHESHERRAER L BEATI0EHLMNCT L L,
(2) BREE DNA (2 Lo THEH SN2 BIRIZERME & BIRR b ORE R 2 HAL DNA 72 515
BREHEHR L CORE KT 50, S OICEORRITRE DNA 7 — X ([ZIBINO L A i
TZEWLE S TCEDRELEDLLZONERA LT D2 L, 3) REEEFE~DBRE DNA O
HFREMEIZ DWW TR 5 2 & & Lz,

4-2. Fik
4-2-1. #ik DNA (GBWI%) 55 L D885 DNA %2 7L DERIR
AN, HEI3EOY T Y o TR 382D 3 s (Fig. 4-1 @ Popl2 - 20 - 21) THIR

ENTNTHUHIND, 3-2-1 BIR LB O LERED LT DNA ZfhiH L7z, Popl2+21 T
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flEH LB RIZ, 2240201947 A, 20209 AICEXIAER (S TMEDIH) £72i372d
ML VBRIL=bDOTH D, Pop20 DY > 7T, A (2021) T 2020 FIZERE X A7 18
RORBOIVE T2 IFE O A ML F25HE T ICUIER L, DNA OfiHIcE L7z O TH 5,
BRI DNA OV 7Y 735 3 mEIT iR T O AR L IS & JRH S LT
177 (Fig.4-1 ; Table4-1), T 0 ZHRH L 72 B3 - O Tifiimll BT, 2023 4E 6
HITHAE 045 um D AT U7 X7 4 0% — (Merck KGaA ) 33X 100mL U 27 (JMS
1) ZHNWT 1 HEH72 Y 0.8L DOIFRNIIKZFRG)NHEAK - Al L7z, 72721, 1 #i5 (Popl9)
DIRNINT I P H B LT (55 3 3D Pop20) D#FJ500m Fit TOERAK E Lz, Popl8
D 1 HEERE, FHED 0.8 L OWJIKIZZNEIL 1 DDAT UNRT AT 4 LH—TAHill
THZENTE (Popl8 D2 DHELT), AT UNT X7 (/L —|% 1.3mL ® RNAlater
(Thermo Fisher Scientific #) (Zi2 L. W F CEBR=ICHL L=, FBR=E T QlAvac Vacuum
Systems (QIAGEN #t) & B 2278 7 % iV C RNAlater % Bt Y [V 72 % . DNeasy Blood & Tissue
Kit (QIAGEN #) % f\V T DNA % L7z, DNA Offifti% Fukuzawaetal. (2023) (Z [ATL-
S procedure | & LTH#EHINTWD 7 1 b a /W ZHERLL7=2, &OICINZ D ATL iR &
proteinase K DR EILZFILEH 400 uL, 40 uL & L7, F£7-. HEOWHIZHWD AE IEIRD
REIFZ120uL & L7z, Popl8 D2 ODDAT VRT AT 4 VX —X, 7vu ha/LHEO, JZIK
HEAEL DT DI LD TIZALEMT 1 DOV T ITHEA LTz, £7-, Popl8 D&, £ D
% PCR TRAFRHEEA L AKEFITENT 25 PCR FEDORENE 2 bz,

DNeasy PowerClean Pro Cleanup Kit (QIAGEN £L) % HU T DNA #fEHL L 7=,
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Fig. 4-1. Sampling localities. The number on the map indicates the population ID. Pop1-13 are located
upstream of the Kanayama dam and can be particularly assumed to be within the local scale. The map

was created using the National Land Numerical Information from the MLIT of Japan (nlftp.mlit.go.jp/).
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Table 4-1. Details of sampling sites and data used in this section.

Pop Longitude Latitude eDNA (D-loop) Tissue (D-loop) Tissue (SNP)
ID (E®) (N°) Cycles Reads hr hs n hr hs n Hg

1 142.670  43.057 35 2015  10.000 0.830 16 5.762 0.766 32 0.253
2 142.672  43.085 35 1044 8998 0.706 16 6.681 0.859 22 0.257
3 142.699  43.107 35 1379 1.984 0.012 17 1529 0.111 31 0.251
4 142.703  43.218 35 1997 6.000 0.683 16 5412 0813 30 0.262
5 142.699  43.218 35 1631 4996 0338 16 3.683 0.641 34 0.260
6 142.678  43.163 35 1278 6.000 0.756 16 5274 0.781 21 0.255
7 142.699  43.155 35 3535 6.490 0206 16 2.688 0328 32 0.262
8 142.680  43.133 35 2290 9983 0406 16 5874 0.797 32 0.265
9 142.739  43.136 35 3570 10.833 0.743 16 5.083 0.797 32 0.260
10 142.680  43.129 35 4024 16968 0.747 16 5.724 0.797 32 0.259
11 142.624  43.137 38 2394 8987 0.533 18 5.529 0.759 32 0.258
12 142.665  43.196 38 1404 2.000 0.091 14 1.000 0.000 14 0.243
13 142.603  43.173 40 2207 9.000 0485 16 3.625 0.563 32 0.256
14 142.346  43.135 38 7422 16.679 0.782 16 5913 0.813 21 0.244
15 142.393  43.149 38 3013 15990 0.753 16 6324 0813 22 0.248
16 142.558  43.207 35 2730 6.000 0.747 16 4305 0.742 22 0.258
17 142.501 43.216 38 3569 6.994 0.632 15 5.468 0.800 19 0.253
18 142.401 43.216 35 556 2.000 0498 15 4.653 0.747 21 0.236
19 142.403  43.218 35 2201 15990 0.778 16 7.350 0.891 20 0.238
20 142.543  43.323 38 7166 7.999 0.628 9 2.000 0.198 11 0.220

21 142.241 43.625 38 4382 5995 0552 9 3.000 0.494 9 0.157

Cycles, 1st PCR cycles; Reads, number of sequence reads assigned to each site and studied species after
BLAST; n, number of individuals; A7, haplotype richness; hs, haplotype diversity; Hg, expected
heterozygosity

4-2-2. MFEDNA D>— 4 X b 7T =T

U772 E LT 1EMBTY 14-18 f{K (7272 L. Pop20 - 21 DA 9 {E{A) & mtDNA
FHERGEIE (D-loop fHIK) DOF — % %157~ (Table4-1), N, FREITER 2K Z & e 1,150
bp @ DNA Wiy %77 A ~— L-Thr (5'-AGC TCA GCG YCA GAG CGC CGG TCT TGT AA-3")
L OVHI2Sr5 (5-TGATAATAAAGT CAG GAC CAAG-3")  (Yokoyama and Goto 2002) |Z X
Y TaKaRa Ex Taq Hot Start Version (Takara Bio ft:) % N THilE X 72, PCR IGHRIE 1 ¥

772V 10xEx Taq Buffer 2 1.0 uL, dNTPs (% 2.5mM) % 0.8uL. 10uM 7' 7 A ~— %4
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0.5 uL. TaKaRa Ex Taq HS % 0.05 uL, DNA % 1.0 uL @&} 10 uL & L7z, PCR S 1Z 0%
P 94°C 2 5y D%, {ZEPE98°C 10, 7 =—1V > 7 58°C 30 b, {H 72°C 1 43} O TFE% 30
P A 7k L7, PCR FEWIT ExoSAP-IT Express PCR Product Cleanup Reagent (Thermo Fisher
Scientific #) (2L W AFRIL | SRRSO RIS 2 ) /S— R MO T T A ~— H16498m (5'-
CCT GAARTA GGAACC AAATG-3")  (Yokoyama and Goto 2002) (2 & 25— F[a1D L —47 2 A
ra—n7 =/ 17 ARt G IS TT- 7o, Bbhicy—r v A7 =413
BioEdit (Hall 1999) PN Clustal W (Thompson et al. 1994) % N CHHL L, DnaSP 6 (Rozas
etal. 2017) ZEHL TNT v XA 7258 LT, BE DNA VU TPV EBIBESE 57200
TA~—lE, AR TEHE L= 71 ¥ A 7 L Yokoyamaand Goto (2002) Ti#fF ST %
NTa XA 7O (Tabled-2) ZHBTE S X H12T 5 & & b2, BIERSL Tllumina MiSeq
THFETE HEFIE (400 bp ) L7 D K9 ICEGH Lo, et LT T4 ~—BlANTLLT
D@V T 5 (Ilumina MiSeq D7 & 7 2 —FdH| 2 & THER),

CNdloopS1_F : 5'-ACA CTC TTT CCC TAC ACG ACG CTC TTC CGA TCT NNN NNN GCT CAA
AGA AAG GAG ATT YTAACT C-3'

CNdloopS1_R : 5-GTG ACT GGA GTT CAG ACG TGT GCT CTT CCG ATC TNN NNN NCC GTT
GGC ATT AAG AAA TCA ACT G-3'

LI DT — 2 fRITIZ 2N D DT T A ~—CeEN T3l A VW o, 77205 ik DNA 75

55N T-IEST — 2 13 EE DNA W2 7 Lo mgERc s & R CECAIRIC Y 2 v 7 &Ent-,

E 5|2, Ak DNA OF—% L LT, B85 DNA U 7L L [6 U D-loop fEI DT — #7215 T
. LOBEHENENEEBEZXLND ST ) LT A K SNP fI#HTIC L D SNP 7 — 4 & E /072
U7 7Ly AL LTHWEZ, SNP ORHIZIE MIG-seq iE% VY, 322 ECTIERIL 7294 75
U NZARZETO Popl2 + 20 + 21 OHHE DNA %l 2 C llluminaMiSeq (2 L % T > &#1T->7-, T
L2 FEATW, B2 AV T 4 V= RBLXOT X7 —EAORERICHE LTz, /o, K74
U7 4 UV — ROBREIZBWTIX S KIEmD 6 ML 3K 3 FEEEZFREL, 71 bp OESIE
# % DDBJ Sequence Read Archive ~&§%9 2 & & H12 (7 7+ v 3 ) 73—:DRA017315) .
STACKS (Z X %5 SNP Ozt 7=, STACKS @ populations 22~ > RKiZ X %5 SNP Oz
BWTIEL, X TOEMAT 80%LL EIHF T HBIs DA% SNP Ofittixtgi e L (p 21
08), ZANZ Y TFTva s UTRRSIEEFHEIL 5%& L (—-min-maf 0.05), i

R 7o ~T AL T A MIERS L (~-max-obs-het0.6) . 1 B TFFEEHT-V 2 {H B LAKED
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SNP (I L7222 (—-write-single-snp) Z LTz, 74 A& U 7 OFER, 169 D SNP
BT,

Table 4-2. List of haplotypes in the Cottus nozawae D-loop region used as a reference library for eDNA
analysis. The accession number in the DDBJ/EMBL/GenBank database and the literature that first
reported each haplotype are displayed.

Haplotype Accession References Haplotype Accession References

name number name number

Hapl LC591955 None 7" (Continue)

Hap2 LC591956 This study Hap44 LC790407 This study

Hap3 LC591957 This study Hap45 LC790408 This study

Hap4 LC591958 This study Hap46 LC790409 This study

Hap5 LC591959 This study Hap47 LC790410 This study

Hap6 LC591960 This study Hap48 LC790411 This study

Hap7 LC591961 This study Hap49 LC790412 This study

Hap8 LC591962 This study Hap50 LC790413 This study

Hap9 LC591963 This study Hap51 LC790414 This study

Hapl0 LC591964 This study Hap52 LC790415 This study

Hapll1 LC591965 This study Hap53 LC790416 This study

Hap12 LC591966 This study Hap54 LC790417 This study

Hapl3 LC591967 This study Hap55 LC790418 This study

Hapl4 LC591968 This study Hap56 LC790419 This study

Hapl5 LC591969 This study Hap57 LC790420 This study

Hapl6 LC591970 This study Hap58 LC790421 This study

Hapl7 LC591971 This study Hap59 LC790422 This study

Hap18 LC591972 This study Hap60 LC790423 This study

Hap19 LC591973 This study Hap61 LC790424 This study

Hap20 LC591974 This study Hap62 LC790425 This study

Hap21 LC591975 This study CNI1 AB059329 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap22 LC591976 This study CN2 AB059330 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap23 LC591977 This study CN3 AB059331 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap24 LC591978 This study CN4 AB059332 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap25 LC591979 None CNS5 AB059333 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap26 LC591980 None CN6 AB059334 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap27 LC591981 This study CN7 AB059335 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap28 LC632506 None CN8 AB059336 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap29 LC790392 This study CN9 AB059337 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap30 LC790393 This study CN10 AB059338 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap31 LC790394 This study CN11 AB059339 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap32 LC790395 This study CN12 AB059340 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap33 LC790396 This study CN13 AB059341 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap34 LC790397 This study CN14 AB059342 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap35 LC790398 This study CNI15 AB059343 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap36 LC790399 This study CN16 AB059344  Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap37 LC790400 This study CN17 AB059345 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap38 LC790401 This study CN18 AB059346 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap39 LC790402 This study CN19 AB059347  Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap40 LC790403 This study CN20 AB059348  Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap4l LC790404 This study CN21 AB059349 Yokoyama & Goto (2002)
Hap42 LC790405 This study TAK LC020472 Ito et al. (2018)

Hap43 LC790406 This study OGN LC020473 Ito et al. (2018)
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4-2-3. JREEDNA V> 7D 4 77 Uik E o— 4o X

BRBE DNA ¥ 2 7L ® 1st PCR (Xi%Ft L7277 A ~— & KOD Plus Neo (Toyobo f:) % Hu»
THT> 72, PCR BUGEIZ 1 7 =372 Y 10xPCR Buffer % 2.0 uL, dNTPs (£ 2mM) . MgSO4
25mM) Z 1.2 uL, 10 uM 77 A ¥~ —% 45 0.5 uL, KOD Plus Neo polymerase % 0.4 uL, DNA
Z 2.0 uL DFF20 uL & U7z, PCR SAFIIHIIZM: 94°C 2 0 D%, {£ME94°C 158, 7 =—
U7 63°C 30 b, {#HE 68°C 30 f} D TFE% 35-40 % 7 L& L7z (Table 4-1), A 7V
BUTBWNL 35 H A 7V TIT o728, 2ndPCR BOEXIKE THMR SO E— 7 A b
ST T, 38T A T v, 40 YA ZOVTHEESHT Uiz, BT Z —218 5 1AM % 1K
THDOYA 7 NVEITHEZ DI LTV DD (Wakimuraetal. 2023) . /N7 11 X A ZOEFEHIHR
TN THOY T o—F U RRE (RY — ) 13T e 2 A TE2RFET L2012+ T
HHZ EERLTND (Fig.4-2), IstPCRIZ 1 V7 H7-0 8§ KETITW., RUH 7L
® PCR FEW)IL 1st PCR %127 —/L L C PCR W) & %D VAHTS DNA Clean Beads (Vazyme
Biotech f1) THHE L7z, 2nd PCRIZA > T v 7 ARSI DfF 727 F A ~—IZT KOD FX Neo

(Toyobo #£) % FVT4T -7z, PCR i 2xPCR Buffer % 5.0 uL, dNTPs (42 mM) %
20uL, 774 ~—%% 0.5uM, KODFX Neo polymerase % 0.2 uL., DNA % 1.0 uL @7t 10 uL
TodH V., PCR ELIFITHIHAZAM: 904°C 2 57, (&M 98°C 10 B, 7 =—1V > 7 60°C 30 b, fifFE
68°C 30 70} OTHEZE 12 YA 7 )b, & E 68°C 243 & L7z, 2nd PCR PE#)IE VAHTS DNA
Clean Beads TP UMEHL L. Fragment Analyzer System & dsDNA 915 Reagent Kit (Agilent
Technologies 1) THHIE S OBFIDEIE SN TNWD Z 2R LI, 1B L7=7 4 77 VX
Illumina MiSeq & MiSeq Reagent Kit v3 (2 x 300 cycles) (Illumina ££) (2 L 2% —/2r 2 &
([CHiER L7, 1st PCR PEMIDREEIN G o — 4 o 2 F TO TFEIERSHEM BT (P43 1[1R)
IZ&ZRE LTz, ¥ —7% > A5 —# % DDBJ Sequence Read Archive |Z8&k L7 (77 v v a v
%5 : DRA017646),

V= VAT — 2Tk L, DADA2 1.18.0 (Callahan et al. 2016) (2L 2T /A ¥ 7 % FEhii
L7, DADA2 {37 =S| 2RI IRET D2V 7 b U =T D 1 DTHY | FEH L~V OfiE
MricE T 2 EMEEN SN2 ENEHILTUW D (Tsuji et al. 2020b ; Macé et al. 2022) , DADA2
/% Qiime2 2022.11 (Bolyenetal.2019) O 7 7 A4 & LTEITL, 3 2D/NT XA —H— (-p-
trunc-len-f 240, --p-trunc-len-r 180, --p-min-overlap 20) LISMET 7+ /L FEREE L=, 5D

72Bc %1%, Yokoyama and Goto (2002). Ito et al. (2018). I K OARMIZETH HAL TV D HELS
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(Table4-2) ZV 7 7 L AEH| L5 BLAST BZRIC/T. U 7 7 Lo ARELHI & OFHEMED
90.0%LL & Zp o - EA 2 Lz (7277 L, EEIZITHE S =B R FEMEIL T T
99.4%LL ETdH-7-),

tissue DNA
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Fig. 4-2. Rarefaction (solid lines) and extrapolations (dashed lines) curves with 95% confidence
intervals (shaded area) showing the increase in observed haplotypes at each site as the number of
reads/individuals per site increases. Curves were fitted using the iNEXT package (Hsieh et al. 2016) in

R based on abundance data. The left and right panels are from eDNA and tissue samples, respectively.
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4-2-4. LEHTE A, EIEHIZERIE, Fo L OB

FHEDOY > TARNIZBITDENT X AT DY — REOHSHEE (BR5E DNA) & & HS
ICTHENT LA TELOMAEOES (#k DNA) o b7ay L, &bhic, 2
noonTa s A THE %A, SNP 7 — 4 % % & |2 STRUCTURE fi#dT CHEE L 7= LM fatd &
b L7,

WIT, BREE DNA, #ffk DNA 2 ENDT —Z &y b, EHINOBEMZEENE &£
[ OBIBH b Z R Uiz, ERANOBEBHIZEEMELE LT, AT e 2 A T2 (hs) &
Tad AT v FXA (hr) KDz, hs (TBRFHEIZESRMFETH Y | HREMNIC
BULiFHONT 0 Z A THEEpZHWTUTO L IZEHEINDS (Nei 1973), Ziuid, &
3ETH AW IMEE~— b —CBIT DT B A EIHE & FREOFERTH B,

hs=1-) p (4.
hr I3 DONT X A4 TEICESHETHY . WEE~—D—THZEICHO LN TE
7= allelic richness (El Mousadik and Petit 1996) D3 %2 HIZHADSEZLITO LI ICELR LT, =
ix, MOV T Y4 X ([AEEEZIIRY — R OBWE/MELIZA AT A7
iGN I

2T ndIRMGEMOEEE E 3R Y — P nX i FEHONT v 2 A T OB E 1%
U— N ngmnl I o 7o T X TOEMDO R TR b D ing (E) 2T, ZOMeHEIE
Nemin® T T T NH A XL T B0 E 2 FIZHESN TN D, EHIROEEH S EIc
W, HBHAD Fsr (Gst; Nei 1973) & DesiZ £V FEAM L7z, GstlZBA F D L HIZFHE Lz,

Gop =118 (4.3)
ST — HT .

Z 2T, Hel3R& & T HEMDOhgDME Y] (Ggrns 0~1 1T E D L DI o IS
TNE) . Hpldxt& & 2EMERE 1 EME AT HEDhyTH S, Des 1333 2B FE 2,
X 31 ICESEHE L, AMRITRIT OB FIitE 2 Sk Lc 2 — L 27— /L OBARHY
FEIZEB LTWA 728, I Des & W TURBORITOB R 2 ED 508, X< H BT Ggr
IC L BIEHT AT O, LA ORI ZERNER X OSBRI L O#ERHEIL, R4.2.1 (R Core Team
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2022) IZTEE LT,

LM OB DR/ Z 5 2 ZEK & L TRIsIFEI LV &8s 7 Eh2s i
(7228 A r— V& R ET D728, Mantel 2 L1 27 A (9999 [A[EHL) (21 Y Dps & HIEEAY
FREEDFHBI 2 60km F T 7.5km Z & ZAVLARERIT 1 BER & L7z 9 (HOBRRERS R = L 127

>k L7z, Mantel r 25 E (2 IEOAH R 2 7= 9~ BRAERE AR Tl £ O BAR 1B 23 Fr ITTEJE 72
L#%% 5N % (Diniz-Filho and De Campos Telles 2002) , Z DFFEHTIZ R D% 77— ecodist T
1To7z,

AR EOFEFHIL SNP 7 — X D bR 7z, SNP 7 —HIZH1F DGgr & Des I R 4.2.1
D3y lr—3 graphdlg IZ X VEHE Lo, — RIS, BN OBERIIZERMESCIBAR A B) O 5
I3 DNA & X b= KU 7 DNA TH72 % (Toews and Brelsford 2012 ; Morin et al. 2018 ; Saitoh
2021) . L2L, Bisfii® & Eargmo ko, 3720 bBnr ki 3B AR E o B
(BB 2 & S i B 2e R (3 4E@ TH VD (Allendorf et al. 2022) , E{RAVFEN L Y bl
R TREN D XELI 7R ZE [ A 7 — /W C B W TiE, BB EITEZEN 2~ — —I2Bo
LbIRFAT B2 NG, ZOZEaBEx, EMAT—NVEZIRLTES 2T, L0 IEH
BDOESNP 7 — X DfE R A H L B L TELELT,

4-2-5. Z25F DNA & #ik DNA 12 L 5 B0 E DI #E

BEBE DNA 70 53R & 72 st i & 4k DNA 2> RO -G ROMB % . AR SR & s
LD BRI DWW TN T, BB L ORERH RO BIL, TR TOEMT I,
EWZ N EROBOT =42 b (EfRT—4 % v b)), BLOHBRAEEED 15km RiO%E
M7 OHZEERE LT =2y N (155km 7T —% &> ) TH#l~7z, BT —%+F> b
Yo7 o T B OZERINE Y X LOFBERENT D72, 15km T—X &y MIEE TR
B DNRRIZ SRR 72 25 A - — L (Fig. 3-2b, ¢) TONZ — ZHONITT D7 DI~
MRREE T ENE, BEEMICOWVWT, &7 4ty FBIOERT—% vy FOiEx
) AIZ DV TIL R D78y 77— ecodist O Mantel #7E (9999 [][& ks L OMEHEX [ 2 3K
D7D T7— A N7 710000 [E) (XY, ATFEATIERNWT —4%, TobbEnmZ
BEMEL 15-km F— % & v P OBESBIZ OV T Sy 47— CarletonStats 2.2 (Chihara &

Loy 2023) ZHW=i@% D7 — A FZ v 7 (10000 [A]) (2 &Y FEA L 7=,
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4-2-6. B DT — Z I J- 5L

BREEDNA A ZN—a—F 4 V7 TR/ONDT — X ITMEDNA LR LN LT — & L Idk
ERERRY T RIS EEND O, FATHIE TITEREE DNA 7o/ /eT —Z I3 L
TR Y — REHIDOFRESARRS U — RO EECDFERN L~V OITIZE N TH D Z & DR
INTWD, L, ZENOHMEORa—FXFICREHBETH D, ZOXHIRT —FA

N EBLERTFHBITICB W T AN TH L0 ZH 5720, L FOKLE LT > - REE

DNA 7 =% > ’236 hr, hs, Des. Gst & HH L. Mik~— 2 OfFHE & bl Lz,
GLER 1) : FEMNTERBEE TH NI NT B Z AT (p,<0.01) 2F—Zn5HIER 0V —
RIZ#E#)  (Tsuji et al. 2023)

(L 2) : HEM TR L EHEETHALNDEINT B X A TO¥SLUTOHE THRLN D NT 1
2AT (pi< K pi/2) 7 —2HHIER (Tsuji et al. 2023)

CGLEE3) : T X A THHEZROLERMEIZER : 0<p;<05725 T1], 0.5<p;<0.75 72

B 2], 075<p;<097e5 3], 09<p; 725 4] (Turon et al. 2020)

4-2-7. TERH) 0B BE N F~ D

%12, BREL DNA 75 SUBLEUR AR R G A WGE T & 20 A S T 5720, 3 ETRS L
7o TEHIE OBASHI b & MIBRAIFRRE A B A A b D | TERM OBIER b & E 2
AIBZEITABIT A e N2 = PEREE DNA 7 — % Z AW T-Ir cb BN D D E RN
Too KIRT —H D72\ Pop20 « 21 Z < 19 EHREKDOT —4%  BLORr—B VA7 —/LTO
a2 48E LTz BT —# 7> FEHWT, Dps & HIBRAVEERES X O m/KIRZE & OFHBI %
Mantel #27E (9999 [EIfEH#L) 12 K-> TH~T,

4-3. $ER

Wt 2848 U — R3INF A DY 7 7 Lo AFFNZEI 24T 57z (Table 4-1) . il DNA
MHIXETE 66 T v XA T Kk DNA 22 DHl1E 58 ~NT'a XA T3 & iz, BREE DNA
TR SN 66 T a4 TDH5, 35 7 v XA 713k DNA TRl Shiznn7a XA
T EN100%D—ERE R L, MONT T H A T1E99.4%~99.7%D—FHHE (1~2 HEDE NI
FIY) TH oo, | EHH - VI ST 1 ¥ A 7HudEREE DNA T 2~17 (CF#) 8.62) .
FHk DNA T 1~11 ((F¥) 6.43) Tholz, hs |TBREE DNA TiX 0.01~0.83 (£ 0.57) . FHAE
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DNA TiZ 0.00~0.89 (% 0.64) Ofiz & o7z, 7' 10— 3L Gsr X825 DNA Tl 0.33, #Hf%
DNA Ti% 029 TH Y. ¥ Dps [FEREE DNA, ik DNA & $(2 086 Th oz, _XT VA X
Gst [3EREE DNA T 0.01~0.90, #Hf% DNA T 0.01~0.89 DfEiZ & U | Dps [TEREE DNA T 0.17
~1.00, #Hf#k DNA T 0.25~1.00 Dffiz & 57,

T A T OLEMSAILEREE DNA &% DNA CTRIEROMM 427~ L7z (Fig. 4-3a, b),
K76 Hefm T 5 FHEREMBLEHEEITIIETHY . Pop3 ICEFRNT XA TRESLT
WHZ L, Popl~11 ODEZL OB THLNDNT XA TNHDH T &, popl2 BIFEAE 1
DDONT LA T THERII, EONTrZ AT FHM (Popl3~15) THALNDL I LR
X EL LMD b FARIIC, — 5T, BREE DNA T3 DNA L0 HIREED T 1 & A
TRELBHEND LWV I ENE RSN, 26 D-loop 8 (BRHE DNA - ## DNA) @
fif #e% SNP 7 —% Z [\ /= STRUCTURE fEHT OfE R & el d 2 &0 iRy P U — 2712
U 7= 42 HB A D IEAES Pop3 OFFEMEZR BN D/ % — 3 35@ LT 7223, SNP 5
— % TlE Popl~11 & Popl2~13 & THIfEIZHEE(L S TWeWZ & 72 & D-loop FEIKDfE
FLixfiesrmbdboiz (Figd-3c),

BREE DNA 7O 5HR S U BB ZARNE & B b OFtEH &I, Ak DNA 22 HEFE S
b L IEOMEZ R LT (Fig. 4-4), BIRMZERMEDOHEBIIX, hr Tr=0.68 (p<0.001). hs
Tr=0.78 (p<0.001) THY, BEAZEOHEEEIT Gsr TiXr=0.73 (p<0.001), Dps Tldr
=0.83 (p<0.001) ThHo7c, BAMHZHNTIEZD S DDORE S & T 5 &, Mk DNA (2
L DR R AR & LZ B oRREROME X X, B THEEEL S L2 L 3 DOMEHE hs,
Gst. Dps TIE L1LARE D T NIT/ASW0D LR EIFIER U Th o720, B0zt &
(2 LB E hr TR TR E Do 72, Mantel 2 L1 77 A2 K B 22/ H CARB S HT >
I%. BRBE DNA & ik DNA O 5 T, r fEIFK 30km £ T-H L TIEOHE, 27 &b 15km
EFTITAETHY, BT i#E 15~30 km INOERRT THIZHRWEZ X v, BRE
DNA & SNP 7 — % O CHHA SN2 BRAI LD FBE, 21 EHT R TO7 THEAE Lz
BAITAE - 7228, 15km RIEOEM ST IZOWTHRE LZHAED R, HHREOHBN AL
A7z (Fig. 4-5 ; Table 4-4),

BRBE DNA 7 — X |ZIBMOT — X B Z i L CH, BIEMSERNE S BB EE 5T
BT H LM DNA IZ K Dtk E L MBI L e > 72 (Table4-3, 4-4), BIEHI5ET
X, KV — RESIOKHZERETH AU 2 TIHEFEAEDT—2 &y hTHEIZ (95%CI
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WEGLRWVITLE) FEEAL L, B3 CREENT 7'n—F) 13, AEEZRVW DD,
#Hf%k DNA & OHBARE D% WD L UM OT — 2ty M ERIS Z Lidb o7,

HOFRA R & H KRS & O BIR A R T AR 2 R BLEAREROMNT T, BREE DNA 7
— A NBELNT Y — I 3 EORRE L L TR @Er0k & MBI EREO R
ITEBERMEENA N T (&M : r=0.50, p<0.001 ; EREM : r=0.52, p<0.01;
Fig. 4-6) . #xiY/b & EZEKIBZEOBIITH B RMABEIIA DL o7 (24EF :r=0.20,

p=0.16; EJEM :r=0.32, p=0.06),
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Fig. 4-3. Spatial population structure among 21 sites estimated by three types of markers. (A, B) The
haplotype compositions in each site estimated by the D-loop region using eDNA-based (A) and tissue-
based (B) approaches. Haplotype names correspond to Table 4-2. Within each site, boxes separated by
black lines indicate different haplotypes, and the box size reflects haplotype frequency. Only the
haplotypes with high frequency (the sum of p; > 0.5 in either eDNA or tissue) are shown in a unique
color (except white). Note that haplotypes shown in white include a variety of haplotypes, many of
which are unique to each site. (C) Population structure inferred by the STRUCTURE analysis using
SNP data obtained by MIG-seq. STRUCTURE setting is the same as in Chapter 3. Barplots display the
proportion of the membership coefficients in the inferred subpopulations (clusters) at K = 6 for all

individuals. The number indicates the population ID.
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Fig. 4-4. Congruence of eDNA- and tissue-based genetic diversity and differentiation. (A, B)

Correlation of genetic diversity statistics estimated from eDNA- and tissue-based approaches for

statistics 47 (A) and /s (B). The dashed line represents a 1:1 correlation when eDNA- and tissue-based

statistics are equivalent. (C, D) Correlation of genetic differentiation statistics calculated by haplotype

frequencies estimated from eDNA- and tissue-based approaches for statistics Dps (C) and Gsr (D). (E)

Mantel correlograms showing the spatial autocorrelation of genetic data. The r values obtained from

eDNA and tissue samples are displayed. Filled markers indicate significant correlations from a null

model of spatial structure (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 4-5. Correlation of genetic differentiation statistics calculated by eDNA samples (D-loop) and

genome-wide SNP data for statistics Dps (A) and Gsr (B). Filled circles indicate the population pairs

less than 15 km apart, and correlations in this 15-km dataset are also shown.
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Fig. 4-6. Relationship of eDNA-based genetic differentiation with geographic distance and water

temperature among the (A, B) 19 sites for which water temperature data are available, or (C, D) 13 sites

upstream of the Kanayama dam. Scatter plots of Dps versus waterway distance (A, C) and summer water

temperature differences (B, D) between populations are displayed.
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Table 4-3. Correlation between eDNA- and tissue-based genetic diversity statistics for the three

treatments of the eDNA data.

Stat. Treatment Correlation [95% CI]

hr No treatment 0.681 [0.449, 0.839]
Treatment 1 0.696 [0.434, 0.861]
Treatment 2 0.234 [-0.104, 0.547]
Treatment 3 0.657[0.215, 0.870]

hs No treatment 0.781 [0.383, 0.942]
Treatment 1 0.775[0.386, 0.940]
Treatment 2 0.415[0.184, 0.653]
Treatment 3 0.675[0.078, 0.939]

Results calculated using eDNA datasets obtained after the three types of treatment are also displayed:
Treatment 1, removal of low read frequencies; Treatment 2, bold removal of low read frequencies;
Treatment 3, conversion to semi-quantitative rankings. The confidence interval (95% CI) was obtained

by simple bootstrapping.
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Table 4-4. Correlation between eDNA- and tissue-based genetic differentiation statistics for the three

datasets and the three treatments of the eDNA data.

Stat.

Treatment

Correlation [95% CI]

Entire dataset

Upstream dataset

15-km dataset

(A) eDNA vs tissue (both D-loop)

Dps  No treatment 0.825[0.791, 0.867 0.842 [0.778, 0.905 0.841[0.758, 0.915
Treatment 1 0.82310.789, 0.864 0.840[0.777, 0.907 0.83910.755, 0.914
Treatment 2 0.673 [0.622, 0.753 0.65410.578, 0.730 0.643 [0.520, 0.755
Treatment 3

Gstr  No treatment 0.734 [0.643, 0.849 0.888 [0.828, 0.934 0.891 [0.798, 0.946

Treatment 1
Treatment 2

Treatment 3

0.728 [0.634, 0.843
0.496 [0.439, 0.575

[
[
[
0.784 [0.747, 0.825
[
[
[
0.757 [0.658, 0.841

_ e e e e e

(B) eDNA (D-loop) vs tissue (SNP)

0.8820.821, 0.928
0.558 [0.493, 0.655

[
[
[
0.803 [0.721, 0.878
[
[
[
0.906 [0.857, 0.939

T T T (i

0.887[0.790, 0.944
0.583 [0.416, 0.730

[
[
[
0.829 [0.737, 0.902
[
[
[
0.930 [0.890, 0.963

e T T i ST

Dps  No treatment 0.456 [0.406, 0.523]  0.626 [0.500, 0.748]  0.671 [0.521, 0.789]
Treatment 1 0.453[0.403, 0.521]  0.626 [0.495,0.750]  0.671 [0.521, 0.794]
Treatment 2 0.287[0.213,0.371]  0.457[0.326,0.582]  0.520 [0.359, 0.658]
Treatment 3 0.542[0.498, 0.608]  0.681 [0.534,0.758]  0.716 [0.584, 0.813]

Gsr  No treatment 0.091[0.031, 0.183] 0.510[0.125,0.682]  0.561 [0.329, 0.742]
Treatment 1 0.088[0.025,0.178]  0.501 [0.111, 0.673]  0.556 [0.318, 0.735]
Treatment 2 0.299 [0.164, 0.372]  0.286 [0.077,0.437]  0.400 [0.198, 0.584]

Treatment 3

0.198 [0.160, 0.363]

(C) tissue (D-loop) vs tissue (SNP)

Dps
Gsr

0.487 [0.446, 0.565]
0.299 [0.248, 0.460]

0.675 [0.362, 0.808]

0.536 [0.331, 0.708]
0.544 [0.156, 0.716]

0.770 [0.622, 0.889]

0.627 [0.433, 0.774]
0.636 [0.425, 0.797]

Upstream dataset, only 13 populations upstream of the Kanayama dam; 15-km dataset, only between
population pairs with a waterway distance of <15 km. The confidence intervals (95% CI) for the entire
dataset and the upstream dataset were obtained by bootstrapping testing in Mantel tests, while the 95%
CI for the 15-km dataset, which is not matrix-style, was obtained by simple bootstrapping. In the
comparison of the same region, the results calculated using eDNA datasets obtained after the three types
of treatment are also displayed: Treatment 1, removal of low read frequencies; Treatment 2, bold

removal of low read frequencies; Treatment 3, conversion to semi-quantitative rankings.
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4-4. ER
4-4-1. BEBEDNA 7 — % D221

ARFEDOHSETIX, D-loop fEI A XfBUIC LT2EREE DNA O, ~NF Ao —TL

A — )L COENBEEHEEZ R, Mk DNA 225857/ & k4 5 2 & TERBE DNA
A DSBS~ O T REMEIC BT 2 F A 1572,

BRBE DNA & fifik DNA o577 a ¥ 4 T OZER G IR D ¥ — 2R LTz,
BHUT DT 1 2 A TERBE MBI DA DO ANT 0 2 A TREIZ S DFEEDBENTA 5
NDHOD, ik DNA 75 T X 72 BRI BEIL 72 RS O TFESCHEBRORE 2 U 7o 45
B E IXBREE DNA IC L » THiEx b7,

BR5E DNA 72 bt L 72 BARRIZ AR & BARRI b D T X T ORGEHRITHAL DNA & A &I
FRRE U7z, BARHIZ AN Tl 40k DNA & OAEBII T 0 & A TEICHES S HFHRETH D hr
Ths L0 1Ko 7 (Fig.4-4), S HIT, BREE DNA &k DNA 224572 hr OfEIE 1:1 OB
BRI BRI L T e, 2, BIn PO (NT o X A TOXNEIn FOR) 1ITHED
<HEatid, BEFHEICESHERLY bkt —7 U A THR LN DIBEN =T —
FlBI DB R Z TR0 T Wb b B X BbD, ZORERIT, BEE DNA TE b - dEr bt
DOIEFHE, &0 DITEE T OIS < HEH RO DNA 258 L vl & i<
XTI Z & &R L7 Coutonetal. (2021, 2023) & H¥EAT D, AETHRIZER LT
BBz oW TIE, [A] U D-loop I T L 72854 13 BRBE DNA &k DNA TEW
B Z R Uiz, 55RO ML, LRk o BRI CBEE DNA &R
DNA TR 72 DpsIZ r=0.76 DB Z s L7ci £ DO Ff] (Andres etal. 2023a) & % [RIERDK
WTHD, KEOHFROFHMEIL, T DX 5 @B RSO & L 2 B3 v e —)
WA=V THOHRENT-ZEIZHY., ZoZ LT BT =4y FEBLO 15km T—4 &
Y N TCAT2 T LD /NS WA T — L Zxt G & LTCT CHMii STV d, REORERIL, &
BFIRENDNBIRA L DR S ZTAE D IR R BN Th 525 A T —LTh->ThH, XIRE
{5 -REIK AN U ChiuE, BREE DNA &k DNA TIZIEF URE ClRIsM oz E & 5
ZEAERRLTWD, RAHT, AN THIERRFEREOBEN 72 — 3 ORI T TldnT7m Z A
TREFENTELT (T7205, Ds=1), M L7c~—0— - iR HlEB KO FiETIX
B+ km UL EBENZZE A 7 — L TILBERMEOEREITH LW B bz, £z, R
DNA [FKDFRAUT L » THEITN., o7 a4 T EHRT 5 & EHEEEGE ORI

51



Bh RITT AR S D720, B LT EY 7TV o VL 2D 2 LT HENNE
ThD, AFEOY 7 ) o ZHGIZ RIS H Y | R/ CSRICEEHE R & 556 H
S OBEEET 2 km (X X fEHTIZ L D BREE DNA O 99%M3HKT 5 & ST\ 2 H#E ; Jo and
Yamanaka 2022) &2 TV 525, WIEBUERFEOBEITY 7 ) 7 #Usf oo i 1 3vE
BaHHIRETHA I,

EHIERE TR, BERXEBEFEENREVIEEY ., ElAHRIEOND, St 5
LT HEE AL 72 BB DA DI RITRA TR L DA 7T ABRKEL 125, EBUC,
#f%k DNA OHEFR THWZ 14~18 ERIT, B OEMERT THO LD EREO—#H 72
F—H—To 57 (Aguirre-Liguorietal. 2020) | 1l F 72 13EMH DO BEASTFJE L 2l - TW7RW
G TR Z KRBT D 1TII AR T DEEETH 5 (Scaketti etal. 2025 ; Fig. 4-2) , BR5E DNA
Tl BLEEHECHE A FTRE A B in TR OFUT D3, Ll EoERICH T B IE MmN E £
LD ATREMED B VD (Tsujietal. 2020a)  EFARED HEE 7 —/v) 2 X0 KL TW5ATHE
PEb oD, BREL DNA B2 7/ EOFLE OEIROIE SN @ H Sk S 70T 5 23 geE
Tod Y (Coutonetal. 2023) , SZLLBIIIL A D 2 LENRH DA, AFFEOFIAETRIBL TIT
F71 2 J1 DARRTER FE A4 100m? 1 50 fEfR & REWZ LB b (Suzukietal. 2021) | 24K
DIEEDIEHRNEREE DNA THOLNW TV D AMRENEDRN B D, T Z L1, B DNA I X 2iEE
HrbiE, TR CREIR O DNA (2 K 285/ & OB L D &, EFED SNP 7 —# |2
LB E OO BENEERH L E VI ERICH —EXMENTNDHO0E L

72y (Table 4-4 ; #5112, BT —2 By FBLXON15-km T —H v hD Dps 5 ),

4-4-2. BEBE DNA 7= — 5 (25195 801D LFED 5 -

AL OB D HI G ONT a2 A TRonT a4 A4 TONAkE TR TS GA.
5tk - Rt R/ ME L TAT B Z A O - REZB HNTT D2 B3O TEHEETH
% (Turonetal. 2020 ; Tsujietal. 2023) , L2>L, AMETE-T-L 22— I VA —/LD
S RS 1 OHER BB M E O FH R FEARIYIZ B LN OBB THEITEKF L TR Y |
AR FBEE DZER] N Z — o ROBREE & OBIRMIEDN TR & 72 5, IRWVERFHE TR S
foonZa b A4 TPFEREICG 2 DB/ NS N b OO, HEOHS TR U AT 14 A
THMEBHE T INTND Z &id, BEFRBIORS ik d 2 ECEERFRE D5
738 % (Slatkinand Barton 1989) . —J7. 7/ A ¥ ¥ ZIEFRITIE LW ESN & R L TRAT
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5T 7 —EHZERET H7-% (Callahan et al. 2016) . 7/ A V2 7 THRETEFITfHE-> TV
DBGTEITEY T MDETOT U LI L TR Y, #EERICRE R L 52 20 ]
BEMERH D, ZHOOEAND, RBIEEF CHEAINIMFELZFHET LRI, Bis T4
FEDARNELS 2 —FEBRET 5 Z &1 T L AR RERPUR TRV ond Ly, FFIC
Y — FEHIO KRB BRE (WU 2) Z#k7c7 — % & v MMk DNA & OFFE 2 Kig 2 # b
SETEY (Tabled-3), Z D& 5 RUBUTRMHPL T TITALE TH - T h mBLEIR T TIIAR

HWEBEZBILD, CCREERMT S u—F (UL 3) I8V T, ##k DNA 12 XL DB
& OMBIFETET, LA HOT —F Yy NTIHMHEN ER LW RERIX, BE
T OMEA & D52 LiLZeuy (Table4-4), @i e il s L CRME SN DA SBFE LV D
T 7 REICE L CORBEICRE RN ol b I EREIL, FH SN HERIED
DFNRIBEVICERE AT O TIER <, REMREREZIRZ 5 7-DIEHTXETHhL 2
L REL TV D,

4-4-3. LB DHE & EY

REDFFECTlE, B EFRICB T 2EEE DNA O A algerk & A AMEEZHA LM L, 2
CZCRSNTBREL DNA OFFEN, ERR OSBRI FIIMITICEH T 2/KHETH 5 &l
SNTcE LTH, BE DNA A CTIET IR TE RV W DD ORARH 5, —DI,
BRI DNA |25 £ 5 8\ DNA Wi OfFREN D72 & Th 5, AIFFETIL mtDNA A D
#J 400bp O B —fEIE 2 IV THEMT L7273, BR5E DNA IR Tl s 72, L RVl
FIOEIEIREE 25 Joetal.2017) , & HIZ, BilE DNA MR T—RAVIZHV 515 mtDNA
X, EARMICH BB TEICHY T 208 E LF72720 (Andres et al. 2023b) , 2010 44X
VAR O B BUBRRFEIEIE. RO, LT BB T E fRIT 5 2 & TiThild OB —ii T
25 (Wang2011) , EBS. AWFZETIEL. D-loop fHIEA 15 5 5 M B E O S 1%, B
A O DNA Z W TSV BN D 7 ) 5T A4 K SNP T —Z bt E S LD
B TIL R o T2 (Fig. 4-3) 0 £V IEREZR3HTI21E, mtDNA &8 L TV RWE%Z DNA N
DG JEZFND Z ENARARTH D (Coutonetal. 2023) , Er5E DNA 1281 51 DNA O
RTINS LTHREECTH 203, BIERERED N WD ~A 7 a7 T4 MirB LW
SNP fiftfr DFEZEIZ L - T, ZOMBEITMRTE DAl 8 %5 (Andres et al. 2021 ; Manel et
al. 2025) , F7z, HITICBWTHLR Z & OBKOME D IR LR AT 2 L0, BkKE - £
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KEFT 2 TRT D2 LRI N T E DB TR D720 6 G, FHREOBLA
MOKEAZ LV ESEDLZEHAHEE B X HiLD, BREL DNA & 2 5 H Oflf)IL, BREE
DNA FHA& CH 2 2 EMIHEHRITEAR S DO TH Y | fired Tr— B VIR EREE & ST 7 i
Wi/ = & Th D, AHFIED K D RZEM A r— A ThiUX, AdD X 5 12¥ 7Y 7 HlE
EEET DL TR TE 578, BiSE DNA i Tlx & 0 RFTRIZ2 B 5 (B AR,
hi7a &) &t 7o AT I8 L, BREZ DNA A& D 3 2B OfilfiE, BR5E DNA 7> 5 1 3#
HREREZFBONRNZ L TH D, AETHE SN REIL, B 17— VN OB T
BP0 TV DI DEERIGEHRZ LI LT, T LABRE DNA OBKIZEANO—HOME K%
BRTLHZLICEDATAZROL L TNDH EExEZRDBND, Ll EEOARERTE
D BHER B RIS IS D T2 DT, IR e W Tt DL R G a b H 5725
9 (Couton et al. 2023) , FEFE, % 3 T CTHWIZ WG MBI E S T IRE 2 HEE T 5 BayesAss
X, EEEZERICEID S TEHT7HA A b7 A R (Paetkauetal. 1995) OILRTH D, 5 3
B CIE 2 OMATIZ & 0 BEFRKIROEROHEN S mOIFEA~D Y — A« o 7 SR E N
7o D BRI SN 22 T Z OHfEER IR EETH 5.

ZIThH . REDOWFIEIT, BREE DNA (ZIFERA 0 BIZ H-D < FERER 7 el B R P B it 2
Ak DNA ITEWIEEE TIT O AT v ¥ X VE R Lo, REORERZHE 25 & Bl 213, Mk
fEARENICISIT % IBD LB pREEZ 92 2 L3, BREEDNA [CXL > THiTAD &k
57125 9, 1BD OENTITIBAS FIREIDNEIE /R ZER A 7 — /Ol R IR AR g~ & X HIE R 7 &
EHIRET DL LT, FEREREARET 5 2 &I B OERMEIZE T o2l A &
b A, HAEE A MERF T & (REHNL) ZHRETT 2 DICARTH D, HmAhmod 58 - W)l
SRR TFII B - WIEBLYT ) X7 X LN 1E EEE RN S R BICI TN D KO
72> CT& 722 (Grummeretal. 2019) | [B#HEHY 7 ik 2 W 7o SBLERFRUFRAT IR & L
TEEMTES, £, WIEBERFICBWTL, Biatokitet 7y &L
PSRBT HAR I ZBAE C B BHFE A HED HAL T2 (White et al. 2020 ; Chafin etal. 2023) , 2000 4
RICEBER R BB R 2T O DI SN T CEWEE A7 — 2 &2, 2 - &
BETOY 7Y 70 LImfEFETREICHEHBN D &) ST, B DNA fREDA
RMEITHA SN TH A 5, AT, BREE DNA fRA I BOK R O3 < EOEMIZET % FH %
e L TIZDZENTE, U7 MIZ L DEEOIEREZATWDLARENE L H 572
FRED T FED S & TITAAE DNA 1Tk L TEMMEZFOHo b b5 EBEZ b, &6
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(2. BREE DNA IE, EHMIIZEEEN N E CREECIIb - 7o, EEFED ()l SBlhEs
FOFRFER 2 RS2 T 5 HEME D 5 (Zbindenetal. 2023) , B#fE DNA TR C& 5 ~—
A —H DM E | BREE DNA By Ok 2 22 0 BHE DO L ~D BRIV BrBE DNA & 7z
sl - W REBLEEFI L VAR L 20 | REZ TIZR T 2 A B OB O AR % 5 o
Tekkx R HIICIER SN0 Z LIRS NS,
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E5F FANRAETETNVERAVWEEGTFREBOREERARR L RIXEZEH T TOFRTFH

5-1. [ L &HIC

SEENT)NAED OEBIZERICED S 2 DOERTHHKEEHREZREHE L.,
N ARERICE K22 BB % 72 59 (Comte and Olden 2017 ; Barbarossa et al. 2021) , £
o7 MZX Y| Wil EE e ZE IS U AR EGE H AN (b3 5 & RS HIEE (R D #E
WU A7 13RI % (Woodward etal. 2010) , 2 < DHFFET, XURALENZE S O34 & AR
HEHLOZALAS TR Z ATV 5 23 (Rahel etal. 1996 ; Elith and Leathwick 2009 ; Comte et al. 2013 ;
Ishiyama et al. 2023) . A= S HR DOBAEDHEFE L BFEEN & OFRLEZALT D MOV TIETAE
72 AR,

A= B OBERE LG 2 R TEIR TIREBI O X, AIEE TIITo7 & 9 Il Tl s
T SR E D DEBNICHEE - #im SN o2, b Ll HiRE 2 AL TET
I TENL, B HRENCBET 2 A2 — b L, BREAICHE S 2bEd THT 579
AT KoL E251% (McRae and Beier 2007) , #fn -8 & m@l Ak cET
MET DHFEIE. ZAVE TH RBLERF O THIIICER Y flE TE 72 (Balkenhol etal.
2015), LU, B FikEhZ €7 b T 272 OICB/ DI TV DT & A KON FIEIT

(B EAEMAERICBHE SN TR Y, BRREE L b ORI AR TIEARDMERMEL  (Davis
etal. 2018 ; Chafinetal. 2023) | i)l CRIR FIRBIORORE LA TR 2 2 & 1IN
HTholo, WIAEMZIENTS, EHBOBIRAY (b & A RS R BE OB W TR+
DATHNR—ADEYFET NV EAERRT % Z & IXFRE T 2 (Lichstein 2007 ; Grummer et al. 2019) ,

Ll 2O77r—=FTiE, #llxy U —7 OWES, JEN 7Y o 7R 2%

BT AT AT _XTOZER Q)IIXE) (2812 mBl3lE 2 & E X 72\ (Davisetal.
2018 ; White et al. 2020 ; Escalante et al. 2020) ., [ EAMICBNTE AT TWE T 7' —
FIX, BEEZIEGE I L TR 28R L. EHMOBEEHOL & RERBRP &

ORREFET 5 H D TH D (IBR ; McRae 2006) , {[JIIZEBER T IBR ORRAENTT O
FHNINL DB DA (Bl 21X, Inoue and Berg 2017 ; Landguth et al. 2017 ; Escalante etal. 2018 ;
Oliveiraetal. 2019) . BHEHUTHMFEOE MO TE (B 21T, A BEHE T /L OHEEH
OWE) (2 X FERNTHRE SN TS (Spearetal. 2015 ; Zelleretal. 2012) , L22L., &Efst

MEZE O OZEMT 5121%, RBENETERT 0O E#EBETI2LERD D
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(Wasserman et al. 2010 ; Sartor et al. 2022) , FE\ 72 Z L2, WA, 77 7 Bl OFE A CR
INWERDBIRT — & ) HEE B 2 7 Wb T 5 FIENEEFE STV 5  (White et al.
2020 ; Chafinetal. 2023) . TN b NJIRBEIZET U 7] OFELREZELFTOT
BN L2 BT E 727000, KUEEENC X DR ko Tl 2 EBT 2/ AT 7 a—
FLRVGDHEASD,

AT 5 5 BlE8 T IT 2 REIZ L TnD 6 5 1 DOERE LT, KERED
REARBEZICETHIT I BAF LIS W ERET 6N 5E, BEEMOES, [EE
OB L TR 5=, HARMICRIHATRE/Z2 &k T — 4 (1l 21X, WorldClim ; Hijmans et
al. 2005) B —MANIZEEH STV D, LarL, WIAEMIZ & - TERELRBIER JOYkOK
BT —21%, &7 —F LRRICAFIIRETH S, —HOMETIIRIRT —F ZKIET —
ZOREFLE LTHNTNDA (Almoddvar et al. 2012) | SFEERICITAKIROZELITFIRDOZEL &
T—B L2V, RS, HEFKIR MO JRETEEIC & - THl &2 2 S 2 KIE o 22 S 1
%, JREEE FCTOWIAERROL Y Y = A2 F 0 TH S (Nakamura 2022 ; Ishiyama et
al. 2023) , L7223o> T, {JIAERROMETIX, KCHZFRIER N G 72 b 322 M BB 4
BELTOKRT—2E2FHT 22 ENEHEETH D,

ANF I I LTI, BARKIRISHRIS U7 BEARTESS FE OE VY (Suzuki et al. 2021) 0 —
oo iE (BB 3E) 2B ER DL RBEEENC XD KIE LA - A HEAD 1T AR D
BB AZHEL, AEHAZA LS E W ETFHETES, —FH T, BIEE TORERIC
K0 PRI T OBS T IREN I PR B & H KR TR T & AW BRI b R A ST
TWhEEB2 b, xR mBlEREEOIET VEERT D2 LT, L0 ERICEE TR
BOERERAETE L7259,

L EX0EZ T, WIEBEERFIIBIT 57T —F AF LT m OB L E 2. T
SNTWIEBIERET VvV FREE | WREETKREZHET 2 2 LD TE 2WHEKCE
TNEEAT S 2 LT, AEOBBFIRBIOET ML LR TFRINATREIC R D EE 2T, K
FEOHMIZ, (1) FIFy b T—27NIZBW TN I D0 OG- s 2 $LE 5 EK &
EMCT DL, 2) BIAFREIOREZ ZBIERTET /ML L, K[UBEEE FICkIT 28R
FIRBNORERE L Z THIT 2 2 & & LT,
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5-2. ik
5-2-1. &I D 2" Z Z (L

AREOMIEITE LS A EfigExRE L, F4E TR LY T Y o7 HUA (Fig 4-1) @
Db, @l A LD 13 HEDOBIET — 2 H RN 21T o7, 2o ) TIEH 70 o7
HUR NS B OB B & SE R HE T 28T TIEWIZ A o3, RBEROPELTET 5 D
T D EBEZLND, WIEBERET Y 70D, o7 ) o ZHEEBSR)IIR
NTD—I k% 2407 — KL 2Dy TVnb5 77 7I1ZHN TR (Fig 5-1, 5-2), /—
NiZ, o7V o rHim, o7 TR S FIANC T E o Tnvo o & E T 7
U o TR A2 RKIIC b O3 & AT DR, BEX O 7Y MR D TN 2 E
STV EZITAEF LY bIRKEAEDORE VIt E G T 2 MAICRE LTz, / — Fakh
SENENOWIKEETZ L L, TORAME LT,

. . e ) ~
Genetic distance Hydrological model (Suzuki et al. 2022)
(GST’ DPS) g .,precli_pitalion-
é\_‘ r_'Ej g;?;?gﬂg; Atomosphere
Riverscape variables ! L Ly
(including flow and temp.) —

Heatand Flow
goes downstream

Total discharge
each section ater temp. )

Cy

Groundwater

input input

A

e ~

Riverscape genetics modelling (White et al. 2020)

Edge passability of each edge (w) modeled
by kvariables

w = exp(fo + Z fx X variabley)
K

J fit (BGR model)
Simplifying a stream
network into nodes and edges  Genetic distance

l output output

Gene flow of each edge Predictions of gene flow in the ends of 21C

Fig. 5-1. Flow of the analysis.




e Z 7
@ sampling nodes
(O Unsampled nodes
|:| Volcanic area

/ —

()

777

(

| @

l\) R

Fig. 5-2. Maps of the Sorachi River watershed showing the study area. Sampling nodes (sampling sites)

Ve

and unsampled nodes (major confluences between them), which are delimitations of edges (stream
sections), are denoted. Barplots with each sampling node indicate the population structure inferred by
STRUCTURE (K = 6). Sampling nodes with asterisk (*) are the validation points for the hydrological

model.
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5-2-2. T —4

BT — 213, 8 4 ECTEG L7 MIG-seq {£IC L2 SNP 7 — % 2] L THMT 24T - 7=,
BT — 213 4-2-2 HilCREE L 72 b O L RBEE S, AR TITAIL A A B 13 £ D B3 %
R LI DT, populations 2~ RTO [ XTOERT 80%LA FILH T 2B FHED %
SNP Offittixt%) L3 57D a~y RRELL (p13-r0.8), M L7 SNPEUL 212 & 72
ofc, ZOT—HE Y NT Gst & Dps 3R, 3-2-3 T & Ak DK E T STRUCTURE it 217
ST, Gsr IXEMIZEE FiiE 2 K3 5 #ist & & LT (Holsinger and Weir 2009) | Dps I
BT DG & O B R & L CTHV2, GsrlZ GenAIEX 6.5, Dps I3 R 3.6.0 O graphdlg
2R,

5-2-3. IR T —

FSBLT — X2 I35y V2B E LTE LT, =y ORISR > TR (= vy U E) .
A, ) RE, /K R L 228 O E HEUEE R (nlftp.mlit.go.jp) Z M L T ArcGIS
10.7.1 (ESRIInc.) TR&7z, fitk & KMEITFEHE OEW 2 B L72/KCET /L (Suzuki et
al.2022) 12K VHEE Lz, AKICET/VOFEMIL Suzukietal. (2022) O &30 7253, WEEEA L
TIZRT,

KILET MTEILZ A Efilkzxtge e LTk, N7 A—F —Fi%E L OHBIMERGEIC R
W, Fig 52 (2 FIT/R L7z 4 DOHE (LR & IR LTS T% 2 His) (281)
% 2018 4E 3 H225 2019 42 9 H i « KiRT —% (A1l RFEHR) & B LK@ EKIOKE
T — A _X—2 (wwwlrivergojp/) (ZHBH DAL ARkl (23720 2H) A CRFER)
BT Dt E - AKRT —F 2T,

ETP. 1km A v v =2 ZEOHRE R L RIBHELZ KK - EEIEEEET /L (LoHAS ; FAARIX
2™ 2005) ZHWTHEM L7z, ANTLHRRLT—# L LT, BLOFBLTIT A AKX A
EXEOZEMMET — 4 FERPIICIX EEIED (2020) 1285 2080 4E~2100 40> 1 km Hi
MO Z T A — ) o T T =2 %l Uiz, EHIED (2020) 1%, IPCC 26 5 k5 &
(IPCC2014) THRENTZT TV AD DB IRENE T AP 72 & O KU BRI 417
DIRMSTZGEEE LIZRCPRS T VA ML T\ D, 2O F U AT, AKX
T 21 AR E TITHAC LR T2 2N TFHISNTERY . ZX 0N 0KEOLAZRT S
DTdH D, AHFFETEH RCP8.S v F VA EHNDZ LT, [ELABORBLBESND Y A7
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XY MEICHETE L L OIC LT,

% 1km A v ¥ COREMMREZ, B 4 B¥ 7 E7/L (Sugawara 1979) (2L VKD

oo TOXUIETNATIE, ARBKE (BKE+RSE-AREEKE 2 AL, KERH
(1 BeH) ~REFHH G BER) 2 LK v 7 0 b0l E2AH L TRERHE L 75,
el ERZ LV RKMT 5720, KIZERTOR, 4 BEEOZ 7 DIRIZNXZERIT, 20
JFUZIRE L T2 KA R (Wi i f 28 km? LA EITKHS) TIX U THIRICHRHT 52 & & LT,
FE B, AR A A U kinematic wave 22 £ o TREBBR 21T o 72, KIRIZ OV T,
HH I DOFHES Z L IR DA 5 2 T, 1 B HOFRHRNE, ST 0C, FEE
TZHNL A EHRIE (FBROC) IZEE L. 4 Bt B ORI BAEDOFFEERIR+1.5C T, fF
FKIZBWTHE LW D ERI LT, 7272 L, —EOMZE TIEEIE LAV R KR
b ERHREMEZFER LT Y (Suzukietal. 2022) . ABFFEDEN ML LI b D TH S
LI ET O ELDH D, 2BEH E3BERHOKIRIE, 1EEH L 4BREHOKIREE S LTH
ZoNHbDE Ui, WHRZOKET 7 v 7 AL KEEUS DD HE Sz K5 —H
FTAKIEL T T v 7 A% EF L. kinematic wave 22 K W EBW 21T 72, ¥ 7 ET/LDI/XT
A —2%—3 SCE-UA % (Duanetal. 1992) % H\\CRITEERMICIRR SN 7=, 1B LT v
O FFHLME % 7”79 Nash-Sutcliffe f2 80T & TIETRE ~EVVE (0.18~0.93), KIR TiXmEVE
(0.78~0.92) Z/RL7, EEARFIL, T H/T7 A —2— (R EAEET) 1TKILAEHK
EIEKINEERIKTRRDEEZHEATNHZETHY, ZHIT KV FRE - AKIROZEM BB M %

2 TW5,

Fx oy VO E - AKRICERT 2 FZBER T, TOTy VOPENET D lkm Ay 2T
FEL L 72 2018 42 9 H ~2019 4= 8 A DHEEMN HFHE L7z, R THITIX, Eilkod RCP8.S v
T U A FTORGET —Z ZKLET VT AT L, 2080 4-~2099 FEDOEE Z# T I 2 L—/ 3
LIchERE AW, v ab—va Y ORIIO 14 (BEHE) Th 2 2080 44 Fru 7z 2081
2099 FEDOHEENE (F_XT 9 AN BB 8 A) O Ak Ol I 5 BA S & L THW Iz,

5-2-4. W)l ZBLE TV 2

BGR E7 /] (White et al. 2020) % T, & v VOB - IBI O SRIE 2 S @A D
B & L CHERAICET U LT, ZOHFEITEFERE S I RBBEET U v 7 Fik
ThY ., B EOREtREZ A 7y b —4% HEEITHWDER) . AL 2@l 2R
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ELTHETy VOMMBAESRE (BEFREBIOME ; @Y7 3) 2R FMICETY 7T
HFETH D, 2L Whiteetal. (2020) ICFELWAS, BEET 2/ — Ri &/ — FjIcfEIEN
ey VOMMBER (w) Z kEORBIESRE (G, xp, oo xp) EXIET DT A—F—
Bi, B2 ooy B TUTOESZETMET D -

wi; = exp (Bo + Z BrXijk) (5.1)
k

ZIT ppFUIRTHD, . TRTORBIERIT O~ ITHFEELS L TWD, T A =X
—Bo, Bi, oo, P DFEIMEESATE . MCMC IEIZ K- THEE L. AJ) L2 B EOHE
BEEG O X BRMEERET D, wy LBIBIIMMEDOREREZFE OO D720 DAL, D
B\ Z—r &b Il LTey 4 vy — Mk LOEME CEIGFET LVOHGRA AW LT
¥V, Petersonetal. (2019) IZFELLY,

BGR €7 /LIX R3.6.0 THEIT L7z, Gst & Dps BIBNILOKEE R E L THWY, 10 D
BP#E (Table 5-1 ; Fig. 5-3) ZitlAZH xin & L7=, BGR &7 /LIXFERIFRA 70 BB K A HL A
AtrZ &b TEDN, [ETFWOKGM] 2R TR TORBEBIIHNHNTH L, ThZno
FRFRIZ DN T, XA XFHEHNE (DIC) (TS < B7 V@R Z AEEIUEIZ L > TITUL,
DIC 28 7 BA EJ U7 < 72 % & CaitBAZA $% B0 L 7= (Cainand Zhang 2019) . RijEEERIED
ZNENDOERET BEICET M A2 TV DHEREB LOEND L HHBEA E VY (Pearson’s > 0.7)
BHIX, BT MBI L o7, TR CER O & £ 7 LV OIHIRILES L OFHR R
W& OBIfRZ MR L, SIS 4 R OF 7 /LI, burn-in 25,000 [7] % & ¢ MCMC 50,000
[, 4 fHLL B3 TeE 7 413 burn-in 50,000 [5] 2 & ¢ MCMC 100,000 [01 & U7z, Hf&ET ADE
F o 7% ERETR B ORHEEME & 95%IEFHIXE 2 KD D 7= DET > %47 - 7= (burn-in 200,000
[0l % &2 MCMC 500,000 [1]), &> I8 D wy OHEEEOHEZ mBURir L LT E
[Z7 vy b L7z, IBR OFHliD7=%, EHBOBEHME ERERT 5= ¥ o R BN
& DFFR % Mantel FE (9999 BIEHL) THI~, EHIFOBIRASb & HIBLAYFREEDO BALR & L
12 L72, Mantel REIL R D/%y 77— vegan (12K - CTiTo 7=, FEkOFEHPUL. BGR ©F

CAKIRDOHEERERZNRAT D Z L TP Lic, FOREOHETE TIE, Hilf OIS 7B %
A2 Des D> AERL LT T 0% Wz,
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Table 5-1. Riverscape variables considered in the present study.

Variable Description Hypothesis / Ecological importance Ranges
Summer water Mean water temperature Streams with low summer water 8.32-14.2
temperature #  from July to August (July  temperatures are suitable for C. nozawae

2019 to August 2019) occupancy/survival (Yagami & Goto 2000;

[°C] Suzuki et al. 2021) and therefore migration

may also occur frequently in these streams.

Water Standard deviation of the ~ Thermally stable streams can be suitable 1.97-5.09
temperature water temperature in one  for migration.
fluctuation # year (September 2018 to

August 2019)
Drought water  Flow rate on the day Drought water discharges, which 0.07-6.24
discharge B¢ when the flow is 355th particularly reflect the environmental

highest in one year [m%/s]  heterogeneity created by groundwater

(September 2018 to (Nagasaka & Sugiyama 2010), ensure

August 2019) opportunities to colonize throughout the

year.

Flow Coefficient of variation in ~ Hydrologically stable streams can be 0.31-0.65
fluctuation B the daily flow rate in one  suitable for migration. Or, conversely,

year (September 2018 to  higher fluctuation may promote passive

August 2019) migration.

Edge length Length of edges [km] Isolation by distance (Wright 1943) 0.05-7.19
Slope Mean gradient of the Fish movement and migration are often 4.15-56.5
edge, i.e., the elevation impeded on steep slopes (Kanno et al.

range divided by edge 2011).
length
Strahler’s Strahler’s stream order of  Even in cold-water fish, the mainstem may | 4
stream order ©  the edge function as a corridor that facilitates
connectivity among populations (White et
al. 2020).
Shreve’s Shreve’s stream order Given the dendritic arrangement and 1-62
stream order (link magnitude), i.e., the  asymmetry of stream networks, sections
BC numbers of confluence with more confluence points upstream
points upstream, at the may increase the number of migrants
midpoint of the edge passing through (Paz-Vinas & Blanchet
2015).
Catchment Cumulative area of the Sections with larger catchment areas may ¢ 42963
area BC catchment calculated at have more migrants passing through,
the midpoint of the edge based on the same principle as that of the
[km?] stream order. Or, conversely, streams with
larger catchment areas have been
identified to have lower C. nozawae
occupancies (Suzuki et al. 2021) and
therefore it is also possible that less
migration occurs in sections with larger
catchment areas.
Direction Whether the gene flow is ~ Most stream organisms have higher Oorl

toward the upstream (0)
or downstream (1)
direction

migration rates in the downstream
direction than in the upstream direction
(Lamphere & Blum 2012).

Variables with the same letters (A, B, C) have high correlations (r] > 0.7); these variables were not
included in the same model.
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Drought water discharge

Slope

Catchment

Watertemperature fluctuations

Edge length

Shreve’s stream order

Flow fluctuations

Summer water temperature

Strahler’'s stream order

Fig. 5-3. Spatial distribution of riverscape variables. The edges are colored by the values of each variable.
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5-3. #ER
5-3-1. KURZBNIZ . B )i B 5E DL

KICET T, KD EFCEAK AT — o DO ERERT 2 21 R RIZIBW T, BIEL Y
HAEMOKRAEBNKE 720, EFKIENS ER L, MELEIHEAL, BKTEINED T
%HZ &R LT (Table 5-2), FRICEFI/KIEIZ 21 K E ClomkeA T EA L (Fig 5-4a,
b). O EFRIEARTRICRE W E PRI G REL EOXFOFEIE « BIFE 11.6°C. fF
K 18.1°C) s FHEKIZETIR LOARFTLTIE, T AT OERICREE SND 16,1 CEBRAD
TS 2B L7 (Fig. 5-4b), 7272 L, AL K LA ClE, KR A O FHIEDS 3°CH
IR B /NS b B bz (Fig. 5-4¢),

Table 5-2. Changes in riverscape variables associated with flow rate and water temperature under
climate change. The minimum, average, and maximum values among all edges are listed. Details of

each variable are described in Table 5-1.

Summer water Water temperature Drought water Flow fluctuation
temperature [°C] fluctuation discharge [m?*/s]
Current  Future Current  Future Current  Future Current  Future
Min 8.32 9.55 1.97 2.19 0.07 0.07 0.31 0.59
Mean 11.97 16.23 3.82 5.15 1.57 0.98 0.51 0.88
Max  14.21 20.49 5.09 6.47 6.24 4.09 0.65 1.01

“Current” is based on a reproduced data from September 2018 to July 2019, while “Future” is based on

a prediction from September 2082 to July 2100.
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5-3-2. T ) DL TIRE) & HUE TS EA

71— Gsrld 0.029, X7 U A R Gsr 1% 0.000~0.047 DfE% & 0 | Dps 1L AR T
0.087, fél’3]Ti 0.050~0.135 Dz & »7c, FEHECHIE DO S AN TR TRnZ &
IXFe A B 523, STRUCTURE fi#AT 721 TIlE Z O WA BUET 2 BR 2 H#Hm T 2 2 & IXR
ThDHENDD (Fig.5-2), MIEBEEET V7 OETVERTIE, G b L2 L

A 121X Shreve DIJIREL, KIRAH), Afl, =y VRN ZOIETET /VICEVIAE L, Des %
t LT L725E 11T Strahler OFNITEL & B ZR/KIED Z ONEIZET MIZEY AL 7z (Table
5-3), IJIIRER & KIRICBIER T 228 80T. (EH L7o#FtBIC L > CTi#Ae 5 % 1~ (Shreve 7>
Strahler 7>, KIRZABENEFKIRD) OEBNBVAENTZLOD, EHLHDETILTHEA)
[ZHR D GAF AL, WHNRE & KRS B FIRENI R L CHEEREHIZ O L 2R THR & 72
ST, FNRENTEE TR O 2k L CIEOR R Z, KIBEE E 21T EFKEITADR)
RER LU, KEPBEE RN 2 5088 (B) X DslCLDET VDN Gsrll L5 E
TNAEYHEREDPST, GsrlC L DET AV TMVIAENTCAR &y PRITBEFIRENI AT L
THOMREZ R L, ZHUOEHRIENNZ2EE RN L TROHEE O Z L3RS
oo HIEPYIZIE, FEEO BRI CEBURHIA A LV b &< AL o klE ik ci BT
B> THRBIKPLIIIN X 5TV (Fig. 5-5b, ¢, Mantel #E CIIEE M O BA=M /b & HE
E LT R R BURBLO I IEF 2@ ORI A A 53 (Gsr : 1=10.46, p <0.05 ; Dps : 1= 0.60,

p<0.01), A&7 IBR Z/x L7= (Fig. 5-6),

5-3-3. KURZE) | DE s T ITE) DIFR T

WAL T BN O PRI CIE, REIPIIKIE ERICMES U ORIk CHRAEL D HImL
TV Z MRS, 21 #ACRIZIV T, AR K IS O L CIIBUTEDRE O L
Vil & AR DO BRI A & 2 L 51270 . FEKIERIKTH Do Lk Tid, BIET
XA DR OVERE O W RBIRILAZ R T & FHlS e (Fig. 5-5¢),
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Table 5-3. Selected models explaining the strength of gene flow on the edges. Estimated f values

(median) and their 95% credible intervals (95% CI) are displayed.

Variables b 95% CI
(A) Gst

(Intercept) 5.84 5.65,5.98

Shreve’s stream order 4.51 3.96,5.19

Water temperature fluctuation -0.48 -0.61,-0.35

Slope -0.94 -1.15,-0.67

Edge length -0.42 -0.54, -0.32
(B) Drs

(Intercept) 6.06 4.94, 6.85

Strahler’s stream order 2.50 1.72,3.15

Summer water temperature -1.42 -2.49,-0.38

68



*(0) S4(7 AQ PIALISP [opow o3 ojul saInjeroduro) 1ojem dInng

Sunninsqns Aq poALIOp AIjuad JSTZ Y} JO pud Y} 18 MO[J dud3 pajorpaid ¢(q) Sd7 AQ Po[opowl MO[J QUdS JUdd3I “(B) 1SH AQ PI[OpPOW MO QUF WId)-3UO]

:suzoned 9213 UT UMOYS ST d0ue)sIsar odeospueT *(p—q) s[opowr YOI Aq PAIeWINS? 20ULISISAI 9deospue] SUIMOYS PAYSIdIEM JOATY IYoeIOS ) JO sdej *§-§ *SL

AN~

/e

[

/u/ ¥001paq JIUBDIOA
\/Mﬂ <
”

]

HOIH (a1eas bo) AMOT
\ f aougjsisal mnmomucﬂ

(Dl Jo pus 8y} 1e) aining (9)

(S9@g uo peseq) Juaun9 @

(1S9 uo paseq) wis)-buoT Amv

69



(A) Ggr - Isolation by distance
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(D) Dps - Isolation by resistance
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Fig. 5-6. Isolation by distance and isolation by resistance. Scatter plots of Fst (A, B) or Dps (C, D) versus

simple geographic distance (A, C) and cumulative landscape resistance (B, D) are displayed.
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5-4. ZF
5-4-1. T DS TIRE & HUE TS EA

AREOWILTIL, FWIR Yy U =T NIZBIT DT 2 OBIRFIREINOE T b &k
TR EIToTe, ETVOERENEMTHD Z & FEEORMMAEE LW L7 S offEIEH D
HLOD, TTF LI N RBEIUTEENSEE L <E L (Fig. 5-6) . AR FIRBEI DR IX
BREEAHIC Ko THEREITE 2 2 L 3o T,

TG TIREN R b IRV L 52 58K E LCRE SN Z &%, PHEICKT
HHDThoTz, WAKESEZRIC L ZVE TOFETIE, FHKRE L BB B D5
FEIZITEDORREZ b O5E L ADORKRE b OEE ORI HE STV 5 (Aunins etal. 2015;
Escalante et al. 2018 ; White et al. 2020) , AJEiFAKESEH L 20 L9 < . HARMEAFEICE 5T
WIRWEBRETH D Z ENE, —J7, RFIFEOKIC X0 KF bk S RN £~
EFZEZ DIV, Eo, KRR CITIREEINCA BGEE SRLA EICHIgEIC A HvD 2 &b 20

(Hanetal. 2007 ; Koizumietal.2013) , Z D72, FRZREENI /BB 75 B DD 20 WARFE Tl
2016 FEDIMHEZET & & DI BKOEBEEZ T, FRICHE S5 fTREESmWATRICE N T
BARFIREV S HGIN L= IR E b 5, E7o. BHROWIR y R T — 271280\ TE, AU
UIE LRI A O 2 E R R BESBE O &R - (G E R 2R mboh TN D

(Campbell Grant et al. 2007 ; Paz-Vinas and Blanchet 2015) , SERRIZIE )72 B AR D 0T
mtDNA (i DNA) O HER (554 %) Tb ., HECSIRNETHIC AT 2 SO T
iINnTa g A T8 (hr) NEVMERMIZH Y (Table 4-1 ; Pop2, 8,10, 19 72 &) | At TlE
B OEMCH T 2EAEPERL TWD EE2 NS, LB FiR~BEIT5Z & T,
T JHYREL D I C OBARF IR BN NI L7 "TREME S & 5,

HZKRE72IIKIREEL, BEFRENC L TRDODIRE 52 Tz, T, EFK
MR23 i < L ZKIRZEB) AN K VM INIARTRIZ & o Chf 70 42 BBRER Tld/e < (Suzukietal. 2021) |
BBV BRREIZ 2572 B2 bivd, HRMERBEOME T, BE T RE) & KR B
THEH (RIEREERE) EORENREEND Z LIFB L <2 (Kanno et al. 2011 ;
Hand et al. 2016 ; Escalante et al. 2018) . AHFZE Tl 22/ BE ANk U THEE L 72 /KIRZ D
b D& FBERIHNT, BIEFIRE) & OREZFET 2 2 LR TE L, G DET MTITA
LTy PELEHEENTWEDN, Dps DET TG EN TR T2, THHDFERL D,
% < OBEEY) & RIS IZ R 2RI BEME O RICHELZ 52 TS LEZ bR
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% H D (Caldera and Bolnick 2008 ; Kanno etal. 2011) | HAEDEAR - HEE) O K0 133711k
BEKRBIZE > THIATE D Z LN nh ol E— TR MITEEFRENCZEE 52 5
R E LTRSS LR ooy, ZHUTE 3 mORB SRS LV b EFKED BRI
O EEZKIFLTND Z & (Table3-4) 726 6 LFFSND,

Gst & Dps \Z &2 0 #HEE U7z eI O MBI R AL L T Y (Fig. 5-5). ZHUIIXM
T DEBIFEONNMNIESMEL L TV RN L 2R LTWD, &R, FAILEET
ST & 2 FER O/ T BB R E < | B FIREINRFICHE SN TW DM H 5,
FER LA FRUAE T I TR 23 88 72 K s it & i U CKIRZA#)23 K & W72 (Ishiyama
etal. 2023) . FIE OB FHRBNTI EITKIEOEEC LI > THHISL TV L EEALND,
DOHFRF) % — > % STRUCTURE fi#ffr d>/3—7 1w ~ (Fig. 5-2) Lkt 2 &, Bl iRE
PPLE STV D IR L IR O B, mOSEREEE MBI S ik & 3iF—
LT 5, LRGBS DTRE DN RE)—Th HBH X5 3 D STRUCTURE fEHTCH 4 HD
mtDNA Z34T CIEARE S 7o IR BIEEET UV o 71 X 20 EREZH#HEwmT 5 2 &N T
T,

5-4-2. URZE) | DB T IRE) DIFH TR

KILET VA Wz RCPR.S - U A FIZHIT 2 EFKIEOHEE TlE, 21 iR E Tloi
BARR TEFAKIRN LA U, 1~2 RO/ I T KIS IR T A5 23K & VM)
Z D Z ENGyInoTe, 3L EDOAFETIE, HEFKIRO EFEITS HIck&E < —HXHIC
IFKIRO A& (5.0K ; Suzukietal. 2022) X 5K BTSN/, ZORE, A
DIF & A EDKMTEFKIRIINT IO A OABHEMEDIIE TH D 16.1°CEEIRT 2 T
Lipol, Teds, AP TKIR ERANBEER SO, WA K E < e D1F ERENHE
WMV IADEEDNRELS RDTEDEZZOND, KLETVIIAETHE L L) T DK
THEE (ORI TH 5 KRG THHIMERGENTTOIL TV D, BT AD/RT 2 —F —ifitk
(BB 7 — 2 L ORY F— 3 2) X 2 WINIITITo TR YD . AR Cld/hisk &
HLRAENRKREL RDABREICHHETRETH D, £z, #F/KIRO EFIZBEL T3
DIEHNTWD A, & LHUF KR HECNZ B L728A8103, Fr/ iz sy P HIsL =
ICBHE B b & 72 D Z L b B ETE R,

R FIRBI ORI TR, 21 AR CIO AR CRAG T IREI S KIS+ 5 & F
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M (Fig. 5-5¢), BUEIFEILF L LD 5 BFFER T O B R R H BRI IE 1 2 b
D7, AR BAE DS & [FIFREE ORBAR FIRB OIREEIT /2 D & 5 PRIE, SRR D 3L
TEASBARINZH AL T 2 ATREME N B D Z L A RIB LTS, TN TH, KIS A 55
% ALER Tl fE T REI S B E R XSV 00D E Pl E Nz, F 3 ETIR, EEKRD
AT X 23 s N O AR SRR & U CHERET 2 2 L AVRIB S AL A, AEOFRERIZLY |
TS XEBMEERMEREEE LT T <, kI 2 BB Bk & LT bR 5 AT
HEMEDS R STz,

BEE DT U 454 Tlk. Inoue and Berg (2017) 3@ 4 4 B £ 7 L HEEE O
LB L SBUHRHOMINA RN HOK " H OB FitB 2 S5 & FRILTZ,
ZhE TNAESIZB W TEIn FIRBIOF R b2 T L2 HERZETH D, LinL., &
EHURIR CHER FBERIBECTEERFBERL AR ZLHY, AREMET LT
TR ST S BURPUIEROBE L ZNICE b2 ) BEFIREIZ +O KB LN R H 5
M TW% (Wasserman etal. 2010, 2012 ; Mateo-Sanchez etal. 2015 ; Sartor etal. 2022) , /~F 7%
VATH, B FRENCEDOZNRZ R LI IR E E FEE IS WFERE A2 © DK FEIC
AHDOHIL E ADBERNS ST 2 E PRI IB D TERE SN TS (Suzuki et al. 2021),
ZHUE, B IREI DR & A BGE ML L3 TER D MLER AT LD TH D,

ARWFFEIE, KR Z & Tl ) B E AW CEIBT —# 0 bR iR 2 €7 b L7z
TH LV, KM O B FIREIA KEEE) T TR T 2 &0 D FHIRE R 2B £ 2
% & REEE) FICEB W IR O A& B O BESE &2 HERF - 7 ES TN ZENEE L
EZbND, OB, WHEICIES S KBOZEMBEEMEEZMET 2 2 LidAMEEZ bR
%o BlZIE, BBIUAC KIS A3 504 L TV W T, 3O TH BEFKIRO EFEARE |
KIEFIRE Y bRBEETBHO Y 27 BNEWZ EICHETDIHERD D, £io, AiITAESH
ELTIISTUHEL TIWZRWA, BEREE (=) F—) & L TTEERZEH ZH->TW
%o KR ETH S BRI OE B MICBEITE 5 L 5. At BB K
EIHET LW X L7 EOMEMIITE 2RO BEE T, SOELH/TRETLH6 ELRA
DB DRIV AICT A ZENEE LY, £, AITRIEZEENC X 5 KR A2 88
ETHHLHZENTHEN TS, ARICBOWTRKETE 54E8Y (AR y MYREBEKE
FrMRi) DR - AR, BEFAEY GER. IRILYD) OWED LD Ry T 4 T ik %
EHZLbAMEERALND,
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—17 . G TIREN 2 SR8 LI KA B R O IR E A EORE LR S, AETHW
7=FiE (BGR ET V) IISERPIEEBEB O LINKRBLTERWZ & BT VOEFIIYE &
(Z R0 RNT T DR T IEDORR 1 D728 D ELHRELAZAVE WS EARH D, WThbE
R @ E R B RIRR DN L ELZA . FRHCEFIZHOWTIEE 4 TR LB DNA fiA T
/BonNiz7T —2 2 HOWHBEORIK E D7D, I~ EEOBE 7 HETH > THI)IEERT
IBR OFHliZ1T 2 5 & 9 R FEZ S HRART D UERDH L, AFFEORGHIL TIZ, KIED
ZEREMEDN A DI, KIRO L DNEHHREILNS OO, BUENT AT BERTE 720
(ZEDEARXEITE ENTWRP o7, — LT, FERPRITIHERREE L D 16.1C
Z x5 KSR 2 FIC B 5 & PRl Sz, AITEEFREIOBLE B IXEHEET
BDHEEBEZLNTEN, ARDTERWIEREKIRICR -T2 HEIC, BEFIREINERICHE
ENDHDOH, ETADOLIICHBMRERTICEELONEIAHATH L, ZhbaED, 5%
SAEZEENC X0 KR OBE TIREN £ 72 IXBE DB LTV D 2 L2 ET— L 15
FRAE L, SAEEE T ORI EAREED U A 7 12OV CRERE ZRFEIL A2 A ER TS NEL B D,
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F6E ROEER

AWFETIE, BREO®mWZZE LB AR T 2T oW 2k e L, SEHERHE
&R T LB O TFRHI 2R, J6 K OBLHIFHA DO {E L & ST FIEOHLRICE 3 5 it 21T
Slc, RETIE, —EOMZEZE (1) WAKMEREZ RIS S B TO L 2o - Ffihk
BEITER LT () WA OREIZE T 5B nFIREI OB RAY L FHEFIEOBLR 2 DS
T2, (1) ITBELTIE ROICHE 3 ELHE 5 BOMRZHWT, WmKMEREEOER M 2 fEfr
T 5 e OITESERNC IR ET NS EATOBREFHEZ BT 5 & & bIT, REEEEORWERT
2R 5, TDO%, (2) ITBEL T, H3~5 BEOMPMANELZHE 2. WIEY OB it E)
ZOFEANCEHE L TREICE T DM AL/ D 2D DR - fftr 7 0 — 2R T 5,

6-1. RIEZEFTICHE T2 AKERBOREAE

B3 EmTIE, NI ITIRIEN TR EREEREN S LD — TR T d %
BEOBEGTREBINALND Z & BFKE OO ik AN CREAIEIR & L T
TWDAMREMEN RV Z AR SN, EFEKEORNWKHEZDO L O, 25 X & o X ik
& O O E A R ET D EEMENEH N PRI, 85 BETIE, Wl y hU—7
NOBR B DRE 27 /AL - LT 5 2 & T, Bs Fii B OMERHICIZE ZKIE DK
WEFTE & BICARRNEERREEZ R L TWD Z &R, RELENC K > TR FIRENIIHR
AR TRIBIZED T2 & FlEhD Z ERmnoiz,

WK 2 T DRBE Y ERORR I RMI 72 8032\, AREHIZB W TANT IO Ok
1K %2 3t G BRAE 24T o T2 S TIIAFE OB E 3RO TH RN 2 & DR S iz— T
(Goto 1998) ., FEIBAITIEZE FAWIZ ML OUANE D ¥ O#FFE T EFED & T OB AR 178
DHEBEICHE Z > TV D Z EBEEEIR SN TV 5 (Hinfling and Weetman 2006 ; Junker et al
2012), EH1T, FOLOFE T LG ~OE m OBEIRL (Wells et al. 2017) . £ EBRE
WEWGEIZEREAORICT ITHEBAT L2 LR EERENTE TS (Mundahl
2024), L= TNATATHIZONTE, Kifig E TN S NDL Z L & AREM A
ROTBET L L ORGPBE MO TERFEH B2 bNd, Lo T, AN
HEZONIABOBGFRBIOEARER T 0t 2FZUTO L IcHESND, (1) FRs
B OEWR EIZ L0 RTINS A B 5 B 2K ORI TIEFAEEN KA TH Y | HIKIEF
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72 81T < OEERAN « TiTMICHE N D, (2) UL, A Tl R @ L 23R -
O, EEOIRICKITIAL, ERME RHSOTEET D, 3) ZOK, —HEEIEE m Ll L
DR LT b HD, ZOZ b, AEDOERMOBEREEDRED DT, K
ICBWTHR TR AL —XZATh D 2 &R0, it S VBRI DN ST 0 A& Bl B
BTED LB FRBZHERT OULERFLEEZOND, RO A LEICBET 2

i, N OREONXEZRBR L2 TNER 67202 bbb, Lo T, KEHNON

J D ek L OV YR & 28 Bt & 70 5 300 & Ot A fEfR 92 2 &3, W OFI AT
RAERBMZHERT 5 O X TRPERWEA I,

FATHIZE TR, AR THR o TenT 2o (AR LREPMICAER L, BR24EE L%
BOBAKMEAETHLY A BAE (Fyanav, 7A<R) B TXRMOBEIMN S
WZ EPRENTWD (Koizumi 2011 ; Nakajima etal. 2020) , = 2V & Fl C 1L 858 v] B 72 4= Btk
e ZZhBoENEL— N, BV AVEEFKRORW IR & LY A E TORFRIZON
T, BRI EZHRT 2 NEE LB HbND, Fio, RRIBICAELT DHaifE S b
IZONTH, EBFKIRORNIR L R EMETET L2200, REDTZD D FMEI M3
EEINTWD (HEREET 2025), ZhLRICKT 5 EANREETEHIAFE TH L
INF AT T ORBIZHEN 2 R EBRFEETH Y | TEFKIEOIRNIEE . 26306 & it
DI A S AR 1L, AEEIZ AR T 2 WmAKRMEEIE DL AT L CTRAE SR O S & T
LEWVWRDHTIEAD,

ARFFEOPAEDIUIC 1L, E— TR TR 0WT 28102 ARG Tz, —RICKY

24 B OERE M OB DB L KIFTH DO THHA (Barbarossa etal. 2020) , 4L
LT HONTIE, BUR, ERRANS S FHANS & K LEEFEi s R S 2 BKIR K 25 +453 3
ENTEHY ., EBRIC LR E TR COBIBHIZAEIEICZR R 22 L b (Fig. 3-2) . MK
BHEA~ORBI NS W EEZBND, —FH T, ARMD/INRIE 7213 K LIS R D 2257
WrE 2 X5 BB TR ORBIIRE N E B X B, ABFZETH EBRITIEK LGS O /N
o b S avio R (B 3 B Popl3) TIHBARIIZ IR 7o Tz, E iz kI
f 7 & OEAGRI I AMEARBAGIR & 720 9 5 2 &0 AlIEZ < OEEOBB 58I %5 L T
WD ZEMND IRWIEKIEETIBEIC D228 A0 (TFEKILZETIROA TR )) Tix, kL
TE DRRIE 7R W X DMK EREA~DORBIRERE R D255, Hlz1E, wEITIT IR JLifEE

koot~ T TFIRGE (=Y 7 7F)NEDOEFRAD LG ; Fig. 2-1) ([ZHEEE 2 5%
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BT HMENREIN TR (RAGEE 2017), VoA~ 2 Y T 7 F ARG CTHARMERE D
BEINRCTE R Rolet . BEOIAWIER O X T IS T b OEREHE 2% 10 b i
L Te HAREMR ® B, TN O IRV KA~ OB A % 3 2 2 KNS 0te 2 159 10 T0E
Wz BT 20BN H D551, HIREICEEE RO T DY rREEO AR BT, T
UHEOL ) REARLP LETE L L) REZHET LI ENEE LY, IV VEREDE
AR ETED L OICTHHE L LTL, FIZIERNEE] & LD H B b~DR R (Kik -
PP 2009) R0, MUEZRRE L7129 2T, KBICHALHA DI 3% LTl BRI A B < 2
L7 EMEZ D (Muraoka et al. 2017)

LU, 2B IEFBE B OESN D OHZDRF THh D Z EICHENNLETH S, RCPS.S
TF U A TOKIBHEE OFER. 3 L EO X OSFEENTBIEITA 12°C L RIZH 18CTH D |
ZE A EORBRMBELDOBIETH S 16.1CHE ERl-> Tz (ES5%E), b L, fEROKIR
FERAZ2CLUTICMA HiUE (RCP2.6), &R EA23531272 5 LKIR LA 2001070 % &
VWD BARMEE DI T, AT TTH EFKIRIL ISCHiZICImz ons &2 605, 0
A BEFRBITIEEL LTETIZT2 000, BEISHOBRDRPEIC TR SR EDR
FIORBEITA TIZ WEA S, Ishiyama et al. (2017) TIHAERBMOEOBLSNG . 2061~
2080 (ZHUNT RCP8.5 7 U A TILKICERIKD 61% L2MAEREHIZINE 5720 —75 T,
RCP2.6 > 7 U A TIXAKILAEIED 84% TINED Z L 2R LTWD, D), [UEEE O
JER DR T | AR ZHEE LKIREAKIBO ER 2252 ENEETHDH, FrlZ, Al
DIV I~ T FFNRFIIWHEAKIE T T I X B HEEEZKESHEE XN TR b h
572729 (Fig.5-3) . A OKEEEB ORI L > TUIABIEEN 2 THBEMRK L L
TOMRENMETT 2 Z L bRBUCABMOZLAER L TW BERH D,

6-2. A EMORLICH T =B R FRB O FHEE £

ARFFECIE, EEFREIOFNIC L 0 ABMOBEEEDE 2 b T B VT OIREESE O
B X R OB R A4 2 72, Suzuki et al. (2021) 38 X 0¥ Ishiyama et al. (2023) 1%, AHFZE
OFRA M & [ U220 1 BRI B W TRFEDIE « AMER L OERELFHE L, ARHOH -
BOBANPOEFKREOBEFREZRT L EDIC, [BELH FTOREFRERE LT, 21
5 OMIZETIE, EFEKIBOERW, F52 16.1° C LLFTORBNAREOAERS & LTl LT

FBY | PRI XD KIEOZFEE MRS T OREES (L7 207) 2K T 52
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EDPTREINT VD, KRR Y 2D XK 5 EFKIROERW XL, ALB#EHE L T
TLORI LT, EEREHEIR E U CGREEOSGRICI T 2 BIBRIZRRIESCER O & XX 2 T
WL Z b ghols, £, IR AR SAITEE FIREIN S B IS b i, AR I oOER,
OB D EEREE L L OZ LR ENTZ, EBGOEOBLEN TR E 25 L A
IFE KRN E < AREHENMEN EH 20D, ZOREOLEMITIRE SR E T
0D, AR TT o BISFIREFHMEORE REGDED Z & T, KREDORENEERZ &
ZIZCODTHRTHZENTE L, EHIT, KUEZEE TORRE L Z KT 2 Z & T, [k
ABBEHOBNFD T 27213 TR, B FREOBE IR TT 5 2 & 2 BB R 22 5%
BHRERF LTI BN LN ghotz,

ZOX oI, AREMEET T B FIREIZFHMIT S 2 & iE SUBLN OFESC HisE (4
FEA R S T T O REEE R A I L, FEMEOBmWVRE TR AR T 57
DIZHETH D, UBETIL, —HOBEN L., W AEMOBEFIRERARIC L E R BT —
X aBE L. ARMOEREEOBLS SREICHHRERES D T2DOMAE - ST g
/i SURVAN

W Bz T 572012, TREMSO®RE] (V7Y 7 B [5—4
fiEfT] L VWS T BEROTREZET S (Fig. 6-1),

FERBEEFACBO CREMSOREILEE CH S (Meirmans 2015) , {5 7B & LT 5
FBEGIRT 217 O B3, BEFREIAEMOBEINEICE > TR 5 2 L 2&FHIC,
R LT D AEMBEORBENRE ) AR LTz a — D)V A r— )b GRKBIEOLGA L, FiisN e &)
TOY TV o TR ERRITTNETHA I, Yo7 T H2E AT — VR RENGE
X REBNEZHASNITLREDRERTHEZED D 5 A TOERITIH LN, EDLOHR
& AT G O 2 R T UL K Va7 EOREF R OBFHIIEHE N> =12 < v (Cruzan
& Hendrickson 2020), £7z, x5 &I HEHAN ORI OERT OEEIZBWDTIE, 5 3 =TR
ITL7Z &)1, MBI EET L LEIONDLREEKNORE LR DMANAVIET D LD
YTV TR HILT, T ATORREELET HBRICARIC e 5,

YTV o TEBIE AT OHEE bRDL, AR TIIZINE T TE AR T
X GFE DR T 2 B HERIEE - 2 AT 2. BREE DNA 280K T 57 7 r—F &R L
2. 4B TR Lz X 91T, BREL DNA ICIT RN 72 S BlLE B AITII CE 2R T v vy

VRS0 BRHIEMEEREGE OB (BRI LT D0, 2D DR - IBD BNAHD
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ML) R0 WIRNO FEAREEEDORE DA HINE T 25T HakERAGEOND &
FEALND, —J. B FitE & RBEROBRERR L LAY — R - YU BEER
OB OBRENEE Th 22 (353 %), ERIEROE 570 BrEE DNA 4 Tl
THA LA T ARRERMN 72 L, V—R « 2 I HEEDREEIZAN 2 < O OFERHT
FiEz#EATE RV, BIEMNZERESCEIE FHELZ AW CEIE FiRBIO F itk a a5 7
Tu—FHLH5HH (I, Excoffier et al. 2013 ; Sundqvist et al. 2016) . *F5 & 3 BB A /-
—ARRENT LR, ZLOERMERET DUHENRD DL Z LR END, FBEOBY TR %
WU, EHTDIZEINA— L H LA, TDO, ABMOBREIEIZ OV TRl &
KHGAHT TR 2 L B 2 5E121E, BURER TIEATEE ThIVTHR DNA 2 HHEEGERR
TEEWRZ D ZEDTEDL~Y—H— (7 LTA4 RSNP 72 L) 5T 52 LREENTH
Do £, FH LOBEME (2 X ML) TRGHUIE AR T O DNA ORUG 2N EHE L GEIL,
BRBE DNA A 42 FARIC, —EHusk CHLRE DNA 2095 2 & T @z Eons 7
59, BIZIE, FERBEREDO R A BR 5L DNA A THRRERICITWV., FrE Sl d 508N
([ZDWT, Ak DNA (TR0 5Bl 23 & ORRAFHMICTHET 27 EBBES LD, 72721,
— OB IEFE 72 & THLAE DNA £ 0O b OO AF R REERIGE L, BREE DNA & 217 - 72
92T, —EM A BB T BTSN OFRAE (k) THEET 2 2 & biFROMEICER L E
D,

T = HRHTIZ oW TR, BHECHE DL N2 = 2R A D010 h, {7 o~
s CERH) ONESRREICE R LI (B3, 4EOT7 7V —F) & Ko 7U»
THUSERESZERRE (v MY v 7 2%5T) [ZER LT G 5 mo7 7a—F) O
DD OFHIARNTEA S, Ry NU—2 %2777 LTRUUT, AiExE [/ — KX
— ADRNT ), %hEE [T V_X—=ZDfNT] 2% (Wagner & Fortin 2013 DI 2 ik
E)o /= FRX=ZADMRHTIZHONTIE, HI3IETHRLILEDIC, LHELCHEEDORE, 1BD,
IBE DRRFEDIED, ¥V —A « VU 7 HEOFHIHAT ) ZENEETH D, £72, IBD 2 &2 fif
Wrd 5 5 2 CRERBEAMEOFFEE LT, RLOBE T REIZ LKL, /NE7piE
BRMEDENE LR A B D DeslTAM T 5, FEERITHE 3 T TIE Des D8 Fsr T~
TEL IBD 226N TEY, £/, % 4 T CTIXEREE DNA L fifk DNA, mtDNA & SNP 7
— % L OFIENT Des DB E D o T2, BB DNA FHETHONTZT —Z by —R -7
HEE DA 38 L 20 #A% DNA T—E8#fi72 3 52>, Mk DNA Z 047 T& 2 nEaicix
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BIHRA D X O AP ME L HARDOE TELETHZ LT, HARRERERY S 5HE
R ET O EE A L—RIATZHTEA 9,

Ty UR—ZDENTE | IBR ORGLAFARDT-DICHETH D, B FiREIZAET 55
BEZREEET D2 81T, BENMLEBOBE FRBIOZETHT5 L0 A THE
WChD, FRRRHIECABNRREGEPEE SN LH5E, [UEEBOREN GRS
NAHEEE, WIEBEEET YV V7 2EHA L TEETRIZITO 2 & T, RIS RE KR
T2 ENTE S, Hilk DNA 20 CE RWIGAITE, MGl CEEEBERA R & 2170,
EREHET Y 7L 7T TR ARG DY TRBIEEROHERE MR O 7o DICEE 2 X H
ZREET HFik (Ishiyamaetal. 2018) 72 ENPEFHOBEM L L TEX HNLD, 723, BiBE DNA
FEOT — 2 25 THIE 572 IBR OffHTIZ STREAMTREE (Kalinowski et al. 2008) 7¢ &%
WD Z L TREETED, mlER L OBELZIEZ 5 Z L IFHETH 5,

St FAF v —ROT 4 TEIADT-DAEWOAER - £ - BIRE 214 - AlH$ 5
JEEGFCAERERF » b T — 7 k& B R L2 AS s LT <Ay (b 2024) | A B HIOET -
BT TR EREMEICLER L, BHENFSZRHFL TS ZERIVEE LY, 2825
ARFFETH R LIZE B | AfE R AR & BE /B L0797V X O BREE AR I 722 2 A
b5TH D, BB TIRBIOFEZ FEET 22 & T THEOEWVERMAZEST ) 77 r—F & T4
BHIOMREEZ M S D) 77 e —F O b - iEE R 2T DH 2 L3 AEE
2725725 9, Wl Z2 & Te /K CIIEREE DNA BT b EB R SN TETND 2 b, Bl
FEOAHSCEEE D IDNA) ICHT 21— RUIELS 2o T EB X b D, INICE
W BB TIRBIEHIE O E 2 05 & W 723 ATH 22 AR 72 A B JEBRFE 3t AU T < 2 L 3
FEh b,
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Study design
- Local scale where target organisms may migrate
- Sampling sites across diverse environments within the region

-

Field sampling and laboratory protocol
- Tissue DNA is desirable for advanced analysis (e.g., genome-wide SNPs)

- eDNA is useful to grasp the overview or to reinforce tissue data

’v eDNA

Node-based analysis Node-base analysis
- Reveal population genetic structure |- Reveal population genetic structure
- Test IBD, IBE, as well as source-sink |- TestIBD and IBE

-

Edge-based analysis Interpretion (with additional survey)

- Examine IBR - Interpret results in combination with:

- Predict changes caused by tissue DNA, ecological findings,

environmental change or graph-based network analysis
management ‘

Node-based countermeasure Edge-based countermeasure
- Conservation and improvement - Conservation and improvement
of habitats in potentially suitable of habitat connectivity in key
areas section for dispersal

Fig. 6-1. Flow chart of gene flow estimation for conservation of riverine organisms.
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wE

AW TIL, SUBEEENC L 2B GR SN mAMRE (N a Y ) ZikE LT
A B M O BERE A ELREME A R B s iR E) & RBLEER L OBIR & WHEAICREE 5 & & biT,
BURFIREN AT 45 1) 2 BIHFH A D i 81k & T FIEDILRICE T Dt 2175 2 L ¢, (1)
SUFEET FIZB W THRRIERE O RN 2 EBLT 5 72 DI RERE O WK 28 &
PZTHZ e, () WINAEHOTRIBENA 7 — VT OBR 1B & 7E M9 2 7260 OFFE - fiEhr
TR—ERET LI EAME Lic, RIS, AFFIIZKRZEE B 2 1R CHRE L 72
NF T IO DNA 25, mBUERFENT 7o —FIC LD AFOAERICK X 2P 8L b5
2 % B DPSBIR FIRENC 5 2 D508 A i ~Tz, £ OREE. FilN o Z R/ OE (T4
MM OB iE % ET 2 ZENIRF > T en— T, Y—2R « Y 7 EEOBKICE S
LTWD 2 EDVREN., FRICEFKIEOIRN SR N OE ARG & L THRIEL TV 5
ZEWNoT, WIT, TO XD B FIRENRHRI S E R B E O EL A2 D 720,
IAEAEYFRE COEAMNEA TV DEREE DNA RE CH-T — 4 0 b BB R EIRENT A
FIRE A IRAE L7o, BRBE DNA &k DNA 7 B 15 S 7o il B3 —S L, MR Il 415
PSRBT —FR DARGHIRGIE & B & BRI ENREAG (ZBREE DNA FA 216 1 T & 2 Al AR S
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