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VAR, ARITRENC LB 2R B OS5 ki g & & K& 29
JNWEMIO AR KIFTZ L NE ShTna. f
ZUE, ANTHEEW CTH DHT/KSF LOBRRII) D
TR RS — 2 B S, WA OB E 25|
STV ok o BB HOSEHEOIZED S < 1
AN DRSSO SIS B LTETD,
T, AWM OBIGHEE~DOEICEH L Gl
VAT DR BTV D 2D RISy
WrEins &, ARMOEGMEME N EIREAL, 45
MOEAEOBEID GRS D, FOREE, FEMMOE
1R AR Cd B T fn 1-Filhh ST S, A O
(GRS T L, TGRSR R 95 ATREMEAS
VAN ¥ 1 O e i G e 8 s a5 i3 % ) [ RS
ST BRT T VOIK T2 L1280, RHREROS G
BEREE D . S51T, FERNCIHT DIEIGHIZEE
PEDOIE T IFROFEMEOFHEME LR TS ¥, L

720 C, R RBION N3 2 e A4 AR
CURNVERIRT S, SRR BIKT S5 AR
BBz, A RHOBGHE &R LI AERER ORA
NEEND.

IT &0 B S 2 RS 1) 1 oo ko =3
RN TH L. KEBRERA L AR E & b7z D ir
RE LN, AT ROW T L O ROz 8
FHrZEicky, ETFREOE G E TS5
EREIBITNA O X527, HOKEREDORE 724 il
AT DITKE DFETNED OB RT3 5
BOGRNT & NEEN TS . BBE & ATk s
FFoianb oo, BPKE & & FRRTEAEBMOBEN AT
ELDZERNERY 5D, ZHOBEREEY TN, Wl
DI AET AU (T B30 12 L B FEFKD
oyl b ETARSLFTOSWHIC X 0 IEABI OB E)
ZRAEL 2, BETREZHT A TRENSHS. ThE
TIPS LD TR R s/ b B3 A
FHUIRLNDY Y, Bk S DTN Z TR & 5 =0HEY)
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NEFISEALOFRAZN E L TEREL, )liEka
CIEABWIREE DB IS~ DB e LIRS
1T TR,

BEEE0% < 13 | FEOJEARM 255 & L, EEH
DMHE DB L REEL TD DO EAEmL, sk
DOt TR LOHER, RBORM R SICLY, BE, T
Wi, AT, ETIESRE AR S 2 b T
57 DX D IBEIRE IR k> TRAe D Z L3R
HmENTWS B LT, ABBATS S AR
DB RITT B R T 586G, 0%
PUCAHET DHE Z LA BHIO S WL OB A MR E 5
ZENREFLNENZS.

ARFIEE, BKH L, WA A JOWEEIID 3 557
{EEERIDMFEE LT D B RS | iiia g il 2
1TV, BERDNA A OBARA M I R E 58
PR HZ EEHME Lz, AWECITEEINZIAL
ARL, BIHEXORLRZT LB T E 0D
( Epeorus latifolium ) , A ¥~ ~ MBS Z
( Hydropsyche dilatata) 38 X W I A7 BV T Z
(Kamimuria tibialis ) O 3% xtRE Lz, Zhb 3f%
KIGUTT D 2 & T, WS b EAB OBE(RA b
\CIET RO L D3E ERE L.

2. A&

(1) FAEHE

20134 8 AN 5 9 T CEIRIRO EE) AR T
YTV TR TS (1) . EE) N ERRAET O
W=7 (BEm 1233 m) &2KRE T2, WP
| RIS AERAY 36 km,  FRESERH 445 ki Ok
MNTHD. EROZRTH 268 FINATAEFINLZ L
(B, e 87 m, WHIKERL 50 ha) A3 1972 4R12% T
LTW5. iEsicides 50 cm DL EOREHSEY) (32
WEIZ L) 75 108 Hsic g Sh T g 2. BIE) [k
I NREEOTZOREND R, BRI ORIk
NI CHROTIE T 5. F- D AR L0,
JEWHEREE D TR S D REROD FRRHER Tlddy < 225
T B MFER SN TE 2. T, B AHE CIIRm
M5 DOFEHEAS 15-19 km DX, 2127 km D 2 X[ TR
TREYINA A LD,

EE/ AR 5 #5 (DA, MR, YS, OB, KJ) , X
ORI (OM) LRI (TB) 12 1 #isd™o, TP
FAD Lpie (SU) & Fife (SD) (2 1 H#Ed 2, 9
HslcF 2572 (1 1) . ISUISD i3k & A
(2 & 555, KIOB [, OB-YS [, OM-YS [#, TB-MR
38 L OV ISD-DA IR & 2T X 551, OB-YS [

Ishitegawa

B FHAHEDL.  EOUSEE A, SR IR 2
T TR ORTIIH AR AN O, & 2 D%
T

KOV YSMR BIEHEEIIC K B LWVlknd 5. R
DWRIEZ > TV MRDA 3% R X [H
(Reference) & L7= (K1) .

@ EFEAE

Yo7V I D7 L—o%y b BHEER 25 cm x
25cm, Fv ME40em, HAWV05mm, BESH) ZEH
L, ¥y 7YV 7RI Ls e vy
— (LR-24, Smith-Roots Inc.) & & AFERILEZIIH LT,
TR L7 JEAE A0 DNA S fiffsR12 5 0 DNA A3l
SNV E S BT AR, 95% T4 )
—IVTIRIELTZ . EbIR o720 7 U L SRR eE A
A U CHEREERIT, T 995% =%/ —/L& v
T 4CCRIF LTz, BV S E TN BT % 5=
{REEMEE T CRIAEZRIR Y FALONEERSHRE CRIEL, &t
BLie. [FEHIE DNA SfiffEsRIC L 2 SUBHHE T L7
W& OIS, 95%=% /— %=

(3) DNAfZ#HT
ARFFETIEI b= K'Y T DNA (mDNA) O
Cytochrome Oxidase subunit T (COI) fEIS % L 7=.
mDNA [T — 2> OMBAPIZEELL FAFAEL, /NS 7eEAE
WO F 721350 LTI 5 THA S IZ DNA
H, 2179 Z LN TE A, 77, COI fEIfERk=e
HAERORFE AT L, BB~ CoORIZEH A
B ==V T T A ~—RH DT, BERT—H
R—ANEGNRIHT 5 Z ENTHETHD. D),
TR AE B BRI ARIE DRI A < AV BT
W5 BB,
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B CTEREL L= > 79365 DNA % QIAGEN
DNeasy Blood & Tissue Kits % i fl L CHii L 7.
NanoDrop2000 (Thermo) "CREEHIE LT, 10-50 ng/ml
IZFH L, mDNA @ COI fE# % HCO2198 (5-
TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA ) & LCOI1490

(5-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG) @ 2 F&HD
2= NR—PNT T A w—2 AL, PCREELEZ Y.
=~ A T T —DIREFRIICONTIE, £9 94°C T
2 S3REIODNE, YRUNT 94°C T 30 FOMIDBVEM:, 42°C ¢
30 BT ==V 7, 72°C T 1 HEOMERIGE L
7o ZO3MTHEEZ 1A 7V EL, 3001 7N EMYIR
L7etk, BfkIT 72°C T 10 HEOMHRRIGEATY, hR
FUOSAZIEDT=IZ 12°C TERFFL7Z. PCR OZFEfitk, 7
o — 2 VEKIKENT 672 bp L0 PCR BEMI AR
L7-. =D, QIAGEN QIAquick PCR Purification Kit %
AL TEGET 57 74 v— L UGRAEEREL, BRL
7=.

@) T—HEEN
= TR, ALIRES AT A - A R
BASAITRE LT, AR Tl < 321 Bk —
AT — X P57, CodonCode Aligner 2.0.6
(CodonCode Corporation) THEFELFIDOT T A A2 b
(EHRFESN OIS, FEA - KIBOFEE) &1To72. WKIT,
ARLEQUIN 3512 2 LT, K Giin Lt HiE
BOFIAIC L 0 BRSO RHE T 72 Y. ERSHE
PEIZONWT, HURNOBIBIIZ R R o SE, H
SRR ZARME A K9 B 2Rk L URERIRD’S
IR T y SRR FI LT, SDIT, BBy
{b48% (FST) % Byl LW R L7z, FSTI3EMM D&
B b ETRTHRIE T, EAMRNE EBEM DI T LT

1 SISO RIEEOD ).

PRNZ & BT . SRR T A A S R &
NTEH L. 228, 7ILTHIXTI1TISUBLN
ISD Tl SN2 h o7z,

3. R

(1) Ef=iEEE

ARG CTxG & Lz 3FED FSTfElE 0.481-0.551 D
T, PNE 0526 7207 (F D . EER o B Y E
IO Fhb A~ ~ e rocEl, UTF, &
SLTHUST, TAELETE A YONEE ST

SR =EAEE (FST) 13X 0.0070.166 (P4 0.076)
72ote. B0k EiREHSETH D K 1o
& DOBIGEEN R E 20 R LTI (382) . KIZKRZ
APEOFAHR CEZIHH N S 222 R Lz (2T
e T EBFTY ) 0030, Ay hEs
Z ¥ 0037, I LTHUST 0017 . —FF, KI
Z RN & ORI & R Gl s L M
Lz (mA'reI205ay B 0068, A4
Y~~~ ST Y 0131, WILTHUSFT
7 0073) . AWFZECIIRD) G TREAfER & OVERAEDS
BN TV DA HAR] (TBOM : Vet T X207
o 0067, A4V~~~ EsrT 0140, HILTAT
77 0069) TbHIBEHEHI N SWKMBFEE L, —
T, ML T D HLEC OB REERES K & O XM
EL7 MRTIB: =/LELETEZ BT 0083, AH
Y~ ErZ0166, I LTHTST 0075 .

Diversity Genetic distance
T
axon o B Y FST
Epeorus latifolium 0.028 0.026 0.055 0.481
Hydropsyche dilatata 0.045 0.055 0.100 0.551
Kamimuria tibialis 0.028 0.033 0.061 0.547
£-2 KIS O SR,
Genetic distance

Taxon OB YS MR DA ISD ISU TB OM
Epeorus latifolium 0.075 0.093 0.085 0.089 0.064 0.050 0.041 0.039
Hydropsyche dilatata 0.146 0.146 0.147 - 0.141 0.138 0.136 0.119
Kamimuria tibialis 0.114 0.122 0.118 - - 0.083 0.077 0.077
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INFLUENCE OF RIVER HABITAT FRAGMENTATION ON GENETIC
DIFFERENTIATION OF THREE INVERTEBRATE SPECIES

Kumiko YAMASAKI, Naoto FUWA, Yo MIYAKE and Kozo WATANABE

This study aimed to elucidate the influence of habitat fragmentation caused by three possible factors,
impoundment, check dams and channel drying, on the genetic differentiation of three invertebrate species
(Epeorus latifolium, Hydropsyche dilatata, and Kamimuria tibialis). Genetic distances of three species
were consistently larger between study sites fragmented by check dams than by an impoundment dam. On
the other hand, channel drying did not show clear influence on genetic differenciation. Genetic distance
was largest for Hydropsyche dilatata, and followed by Kamimuria tibialis and Epeorus latifolium in all
combinations of study sites. This result may be attributed to the interspecific difference in flight abilities

among species.
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