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Abstract Genotyping of 12 microsatellite loci was per-
formed for 31 individuals kept in Toyooka, in captivity
and once in captivity then released into the wild. Mean
number of alleles per locus was 5.08 and mean expected
heterozygosity was 0.608. The fixation index was consis-
tent with Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium expectation, except
for one locus. Genetic distances between individuals
forming a breeding pair were relatively long, indicating
that current breeding scheme that founders belonging to
the same mitochondrial haplotype should not form breed-
ing pairs works effectively. Based on these results, the
possibility of the future use of microsatellite analysis to
the breeding program was discussed.
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B A AEARRE S — BLAGIR L 7214, S1F T CO%E)sHaE
2D, POTOEBMANOFEAZEI L2 0L L
T, EMAEHIZBITD Ty ) M) Ciconica boyciana ®
FHENIENTROEAZI) A THL. ORI
AELZTWLOFEERT Ty 7 M) AR (LT
PR %G & Dtk TR STV 2 EERHD
FIETH 505, ZORIREFZIZIZETHPETHE S
NCWififkro s 7 TS 2B ERETH Y, 4
BROBETERISGRBEONTVE, —)T, AR
2B WXL A DEH N TOEGEIZ NI LT
S0P EAEE L, WARFEFT 3 RoMEzE &
OEALLL2SEE ST 5. AT, 20054E7 5 13 A
DOTOERBMTH 5 EMBEM~OFEAZFERL T 5
DT, FHTOHEN BB E & D TO0MMAELL EosA B3
HIZESTWE, Thbh, SIFTLEENEEDLED L
150MEMARLL F & 2 1), AR 2 AHEF I A7z R 2 iR
Vo TR S RRMEDMERFEFIATRE L 72 5 TV 5.

Iy M) OBEHEREICOWTIR, ZhET, 3
Fa Y RFYUT7DNADODLV—TDONTO% A TIZEBL
ToWF7E D TH T % (Yamamoto et al. 2000; Murata et
al. 2004). —HEOWFEDOH T, EREHOLH TR S
NCTwzaw/ M)OHBEONTT Y L THEEFE SN,
MO TCEMBEIICAER L TR FR I8 RN T
Oy A TPEELZSE, ZoRICihERE.? IR
o Tl mERREEE HATHE L CTERS
NI H 5 ZEDRHLERIZEINTWAS, /2, HAD
B A AR AR EE DS KA S 2 IE BT O B OB 2 5 15 5 7z
YINONTUY A TIEETH—TH Y, ZORICHE
ICBIEMSRMEDSEDN TV Z EAVRIBEN TV A,

HAOFEEMOBIMGIH 2 7 CHBIZbnTay A
TOERMEH SN TEZ. ThbbXTERO %
MRS 2812, N7 a4y A TR OffKE L% )T

57



FHEER (2012) 2: 57-62

TAHZEITMIFAI L E SN UL, NTaY AT
[ — O AIZE AT ClIHb BRI AE B sk L Cw
T REMESH D, TNHTRT ) ¥ 7% LI Ea12005855
BPELLIENBEEINTZ/72OTH S (Yamamoto
2011). ToFZHE, BIREEELO~T ) > 7 2kt
THBICIZAHENEEbLNS, LarL, I b FYT
DNA (IR (= L, Fl— O m T RIA AR R A & T
IZZ T WAL —T5, RKIFOBETFENI R L 7\ 720,
BT COMREERQL LHEDEYIIAYE R E
BRI 0TI R b, Lzds->C, F Ptttz
72 E TN OB LIRS L E =5 ).

BUE, R#iZefECEBIEH SN, 20 BiEIC
FIHTE b@fa~—h—& LT~¥A270% 754 F DNA
B b, —Iz, A 7u% 774 ML, #EricEk
SVThAH, ZREICEG, MEMHETHL Lol e
RTVEEH AR TWb. KT, EHOREZNS
BUEDRREZ WS L, S ROFEIHFTE OIS H oW
REMA L -0ICEMICB T3y M) OfEHEHA %
RA 7O FIA hv—H— & AT L.

MH ETiE
AT O RIS UER T, BED BRI THET SN T

WA IR, BIUP O THIARTHE S, RIZES
VR SN2 13ER 2 5 %2 5 (—EOEFIZREIZIE D).
fBEEHAOBELNESIED &R E TEX 5 72EETE 5
£, BRI BT EAZ #E L2720, 20
HFICIZ 9 DDEGERT S FEFNT WS,

FENofEEAD S MY~ 7V 2L, DNA Ol
HET-20CThRAFLZ. o F v + (GFX Genomic
Blood DNA Purification Kit, Amersham Biosciences) #%
Hw, v =27 VORCHEIZ L72h3> T DNA Offith 2475
7. Ay M) BLOEBIETH S 2 232 37 Ciconia
ciconia B X7 X)) 71 s F 37 Mycteria americana O
7= IZBSE S 77 7 4 ~— (Shephard et al. 2009;
Tomasulo-Seccomandi et al. 2003; Wang et al. 2011), B
SUOMBICHELZ 7943 —%2HWT, v 7ua¥T
T A FEH2EIE TS OV TIRIT A 1T o 72, 72750 T 2
VA MFavTREINZT I —1Z20TIE, 7
== Y 7REEAERET 5729012, GenBank [ZE S 1L
2y =0 LY AT =8 2B L TT T4~ —BLh| & fiak
FFLCHH L. fHLAT 94 ~—Dlly], 7=—1
> 7 imES % Table 1 1Z/R L7z,

H =<4 27— (GeneAmp PCR System 9700,
Applied BioSystems) % A\WvC, 94C 9507 L — |
%, 94C30fy, 7=—1 ¥ 7k T308, 72T T30 D

Table 1. Twelve microsatellite primer pairs used in this study. 7a: annealing temperature.

Locus  Primers Repeat motif Ta ()

cb504V2  F:  CAGAATGCACTACCTTGCAGA  (TC)y, 60
R: TTGAGGTGTGGAGGACAGG

Cc01 * F: CACAAACATCAGCAAGGACAG (TTCT)5* 60
R: TTCTTGCATTTGCTCCAGTG

Cc04 * F:  GCTGAAATGTCTGTCCCTGA (TCCTA) g* 60
R: AATTCCCCTATTGCGTCACA

Cc06 ° F:  GAACAGCAATATCGCATCTACA  (TG),, 60
R: CTCGCTGTCTCCTCTGCTCT

Wsuld®  F: TGGCTAAGCAACCTCCAAA (AAGG); 60
R: GGTCAGGCAAATTCTGTGC

Wsul7® F:  TGGTAACATTCTAGGCAAGCTG (AAGG)q+ (AAAG); 60
R: GGGTTTAATCTGCAAGGAAGG

Cbol08¢ F: CCCAGGTCACAAATTATACG (AT),(GT) 15 55
R: GAGCCTCACAAAGTTCCCTG

Cbol09 ¢ F: GTGGTGTAGTCCAGTTTATG (GT) 5 55
R: ATAACACATGAATGACCTGG

Cbol21 ¢ F: CCACAATGGCAATTTTTCAC (TG) ,;TT(AT), 55
R: GTTCTCCCAGAGGCTTGCTC

Cbol33° F: GGACAAAAGGCGATTCTAGC (AC) p* 55
R: TTGAGCCAAACATCCGACAC

Cbol51¢ F: AATCTGGTCTTGGTCCTTTC (GT) 4 55
R: GGTTTTACCCTCTGACACTG

Cbol68 ¢ F: GGGTGCAGTTGAATTAGAC (AC) p* 55

R: AATATTTTGGTTTGGTAAAC

* Referred from Shephard et al. 2009, but 7a are different from the original ones.
® Referred from Tomasulo-Seccomanbi et al. 2003, but primser sequences were re-designed
by the present authors, according to the original sequences registerd in GenBank.

¢ Referred from Wang et al. 2011.
* indicates a imperfect repeat motif.
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INY =2 &30 A 7, wfRIZ72C T T LS 5 PCR
FUG%AT o 72, ROGEIE#ARE 10 uL & L, Z ORI,
10 ng @4 > 7V DNA, 2 pmol/ u L OHENGT )L Sz
TI74~<—, 0.25UDTaq K 27—+ (Ampli TagGold,
Applied Biosystems), 10 mM @ Tris-HCI (pH 8.3), 50
mM @ KCI, 1.5mM MgCl,, 200 mM o dNTP, 3 X O°
0.001% @ gelatin Td % .

PCR W OWi 4 XixA+— ¥ —2 24— (ABI
310 genetic analyzer) *FHWTHRE L7, 414 X~v—
71— & L C GeneScan 600 LIZ internal ladder (Applied
Biosystems) #ffifiL7:. ¥4 27 u% 774 DL
7% % — > 1%, GeneMapper "™ Analysis 4.0 software
(Applied BioSystems) % V> THEAT L7z, AR OfcE!
HYMLER 21X GenAlEx 6.41 software (Peakall and Smouse
2006) ZMEHL, N—T4 - TA X N= TP S DN
TUORGEOTNE ¢ ZFE (K7 20— =0k
D) XD BE L. EEM oS EbEIZONT
Codom-Genotypic distance method 235 < HIAYHiHE
ZHEMW L7 (Peakall and Smouse 2006), £ RICKEE
¥ (SPSS ver. 15) % H\W CHEIZMWHEED /Yy — > 24
HibL 72,

& R

R L7z~A 70a% 7 I 4 M2EETHOMBH#HE%
Table 2 \R L7z, EIETHEYS 72 ) ORLER T ORI,
K13 (Cc04), /M2 (Cbol33) T, F95.08TdH -
7z, ANTUBRAEOMAMIE, K0.87 (Cc04), i/
0.29 (Cbol33) T, *F350.60, %M1, % K0.900
(Cc04), #%/1N0.226 (Cbol33) T, F350.628TdH -7z

WINOBETHEIZBNTS, N—T4 - T4 YN—=TF
W50 DEBRANT UESGEOTIUIMR SN o7,

HE OEF A AR (n=23) TORMTHR (Wang et al.
2011) AT 5 6 BIZTEICOWTIEL-E 25,
X LGEIEF ORI A TORBETHIZ BV THEED i
HE OB AMEEED AL o7z, T OECIELH AR fH
BEAFEOBIEEAEOKARENTND T &2 KL T
Wn EBDNDLA, FBEIETEROTHEIE R E O A
TEREETE. 2120 L CARIFZE TOH » 7 VERITIE5.0T
H YL THEVTIE R h o7z, AT A EOMRE
OFIL, TEOE AR T 72128 L TARIFERTO
W2 T VEFITIZ0.60TH - 72

AR OB EERE 2 #5AL LC Fig 1 1R L7z fEfk
DRATINE — 2 B E AN D Y E LT, FigDh Mo
HNZIEWALELS, J0275, J0294, J0296, J0405, 1273,
J0408D 6 flfES 71y &, MHWICEF L EFo72r
V=T EER LTz, TRH09 5, J0294% J02961%
GAR7 (BALL72RTICHIT 5N TV L EE DA DL
TR o, 1273% J027513 N X7 0, J0405% J04081%
WRTOTHTH o7z BB, WRT DA ZERIEN <
TOTHTH DT, 10294, J0296LI540> 4 {4 1% Mm% RS
iz b, —7, J0294, J0296DBUEERTH S G RTI%
WERE & b ICHETHE SN T EEZEALZLDT
HDH. NXTOF ZEEDBFEFIHETHE S Tnz
TEZEALZZDDTHHE V) HTHELTWED,
NS OEED MR OF ML S T,

FEATXT R & LR D 5 B RT3 5 T Ak % Fig
1 OFCTEMTEVTRLAE, BISRRZzL912, f#F
TTERATTY A THE CAEER T Z2 XTI LRIt
TEIEFTH A THONT WA, BAREREE L TE

Table 2. Characterization of 12 microsatellite loci. Ho, observed heterozygosity; He,

expected heterozygosity; F, Fixation Index.

Locus  No. of elleles  Size range (bp) Ho He F
cb504V2 4 242 —252 0.800  0.673 —0.188 ns
Cc01 5 199 — 263 0.677  0.735 0.079 ns
Cc04 13 235—288 0.900  0.891 —0.011 ns
Cc06 3 199 - 203 0.452  0.447 —0.010 ns
Wsul4 3 135—-143 0.516  0.469 —0.101 ns
Wsul7 3 238—-318 0.419  0.489 0.143 ns
Cbol08 5 (6) 139-149 0.774  0.684 (0.807) —0.132ns
Cbol109 4 (6) 178 - 188 0.467  0.473 (0.738) 0.013 ns
Cbol2l 7(8) 157-172 0.806  0.805 (0.851)  —0.002 ns
Cbol33 2 (4) 160 — 161 0.226  0.292 (0.492) 0.226 ns
Cbol51 6 (6) 135—-148 0.655 0.617 (0.673) —0.063 ns
Cbol68 6 (7) 142 -156 0.839  0.721 (0.771)  —0.163 ns

Mean 5.08 (6.17) 0.628 0.608 (0.722) —0.017

Number of alleles and expected heterozygosity of Chinese wild population (n=23)
referred form Wang et al. (2011) were shown in the parentheses.

* Chi-squere test, p<<0.05.
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Fig. 1. Genetic relations of individuals indicated by the multidi-
mensional scaling based on the genetic distance calculated by 12
microsatellite loci. Closed square, captive female; open square,
wild female; closed triangle, captive male; open triangle wild
male. Individual code is shown by “J” plus 3-digit numbers for a
captive individual, and “J” plus 4-digit numbers for reintroduced
one. Sex of individuals is shown by f (female) or m (male).
Numbers in parentheses indicate mitochondrial haplotype code.
Breeding pairs are indicated by solid lines connected together.

& NTBIOMEAEREIC BT Y, FRFEEI LB
Btk CE B EETERL L) 12, BBEEo 7T
YA TOMEDTIEE L CTE. TOME, BT
T RER LEER D &, &ToOXRTIINTTY A T8
B D EEOME LT L 2o TwD (Figl TREER DR
DIHEINCRENINT Oy 4 THEEEBIR). T %
B L TV B ERIE Fig 1L CHWIZ Iy EEN 72 5F1 2 7
Oy MENz Thbh, w4 70T T4 NELRTE
DAY ZIZHED BB TRTH, I
N7ERIZ X > TRT TR E L Tn iz,

£ 8

KW THO I o 728 ICBT 5 2y 2 M) fEfk
HOBRWE I, W BETFOBTHES % & HE
BB EMEHECOBRIY QD Lno/zh, 20
HEWIIL 23 RETH -7 HRICBITA2ay Yo
e A2 BR A EUIA3, 0008k £ ST Y (Delany
and Scott 2006), AR IZIZ—ERE OB
UARHFEL L b0 LEbNE. 2L, v/~
EFBRICHARCTHEADHED ENTVD M FOBA LK
ELRBZoTWE, BT 4 M FOLTOMRMEKIZ19814E
WHETHER SN2 RTICHET A L2 5NTH

D, FFE, IParF)T7DNAONTTY AT TIE2
DORPHEREN TS IZH XS (Zhang et al. 2004),
~AZ70% 754 DNAIZBWTHLRIDFER I L
AT BV TR VR T ORUIRATD 32 &
FLZENMEIN TS (Jietal 2004). F 72,
Za—T—=Fr FIZAERT 24 REoMSfEREE 7 7
O 47 A Strigops habroptilis Tl&, ¥4 704774
N R FHED S REEAHR O TR Z L s ST b
(Jamieson et al. 2006; Robertson et al. 2009). Ziiid,
A BMATHREAVN S WL L 72 87% & T, RVREERE
B WIS ENs, ay ) M) O#ER
MR ISV O, B AT TCOMEKDE:
WZINZC, v/ b)) SEGEH A & AR ERHE 2 7
LMY BTHY, KEERFE RSN MEAEIHAIZ
TR 5 7 ERBYEEPH A < BISF ISR AN
ALTwZeb—HEHENENE. @FTTIE, <A
7ut 774 FOBERERTEYIREL T4, BUKTH
BENTVLETOEETIEZ TS 27207 L T <
&9 BGEETHASRO HIL L ).

IEEEEEIIZE C DT BT, /NS IR L 7= R R
DFFFEAREMEIC B A -2 5 FE O L~V T— ISR
ETWABRTHS (Keller and Waller 2002). 4R
YA ZHAVNE LI L 72 IR I R E AN S &, BFE
BIEFHRE SNELGIEI L BRI EALEL R
{523 dH 5% (Jamieson et al. 2006), FFAETTO
ZD L) HEEMTH A, FH T TABHICHEEET
EFETHRADREIN TV EDRZORRIIATHEFET
HYBATRETRWVEBFHIN T2 (Boakes et al.
2007; Leberg and Firmin 2007; Witzenberger and Hochkirch
2011). av/ MY owgs, fEEEEZFIMNIEEAT S
THEMEAKE C, TE LD E ) T4 OEIETEIR % MR
LcwZenbd, HENZTETEIZVWERDNS,
Rk LBy, a2 V) RLHEHHEBETAED B
TH Y, HAHEDS » DO TR 7-0T, —FHET
B SRE TWeeEx bbb, $/2, HEKE
VA BT B AR IR i F kR E E NS L9
ZERVAR PV A v Z 3B E ISR L TR WD S
L. BURTIEa w7 M) ICBWTERHEEN EORELE
CAMIEHL NI SN TR WD, D ik iz
MR % MERE L TV B EE T Tl EDORENE R 5%
BT BUENHHH. Tebb, MEEMOZEMEME%
TR L SIZIEA D MiFRB R % R L ari 2 ik <
DONRTIER A #T D EDPVELEEZOEND,

COZEIRE LT, SFEEEORTIEOBIZIEN
TUE A THELSDERTIZLAEVE W) FETIh
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FTHEDONTET, NTEY L THREFOBEERNE &
FN2HLBEERMLTEY, M- THLLEIZH
EHINEVEIRIZH LW RN EZ SN2 D S TH 5.
G, =4 70Y¥ 774 FO#EETINIED CEARR
DOEARMWEREZ R L, AL L7/ R 2 B CHGE L 72
LT A, RTI7% o T AR OEIZHFEEES L
HWEIZH o7, Thbb, ERETINTELNT
045 4 7TOREMRICED AT RBEOFEIEZOHNE 9
FARLLTCELZEDIREN. LirnTas AT
IIEARDERITEEN VO T, NTay f T)HRR
HEARLZ B S E 520N T, NTEY A TOMI
BWIEMR T E T ZRMLICL 2D, Lzh > THE
T 2 AR H DA > 845 B C U A S Sk O 1E#AS £ 1
HEL o T A, —7, BIMERTIZIFRMIZIZMEA
WA & 2 ) A MR EZ IR TE L 25T
RElEDS 5. ZOBHZIE~A 7 0% 754 b O#Em TR
[BHRA LV EEIZRZLZbOLEbNS. B, Figl 76
X, NTay A TRE—-ThoThb~vf7uy 774k
DEARTF N FED W TR O BB IHENL T 5
BROHMAEGLENDH L Z Db b, FERIZIE, N
Ty A THE—OMEETRT ) Y T RAT) L bR
FLTCIwEEbis.

e BN & & O H N O &= o FhEEE T,
MK #l% (minimizing kinship strategy) 75 b J& < B
ANSITWS (Witzenberger and Hochkirch 2011).
DFEZ, O & O MR EE AR % B 12 %
JHICBME 2 2 LIC k), fERMEEMGERA
BN % &9 ICBGEETE 232 C5 2 2 T, EHMLko
BIZMEREE BRRRAERL LD L7500 THSL. Z
DI ERFATT H120F, SRR Mkt & 5l L 7276 2
MAESEOEMAATT R TH Y, MAAEEFFEOHEHRY
B\CBGEE M 2 . CHAUENH D, Ty ) MY TIE, H
WO FTE R % 4 CHIRE L 72 B 8555 23 19904E 20 5 35
fiE SN TVB DT, FEERWIZIE MK IS X 2 255
EFETTHIENTRETH S, 72721, MK #EZIZHES
WCHERI IS B S 2 R E AR OMA G b R E X 72
L7z LTh, TFLOIZORTEHILEELNL LT
RSz 3w/ M) IE—RICBEN 2 % & Feo Mk
W% %, FRED O RT IR E D il 25K 72HE AT
ENTVZRVOPBIRTH Y, O &) AT LHESE
WARTERTEZRINE > T hnizoThb, £
72, RTERAEOREES A, —BEWR L7273
AR b7z DR 2 2 LATEETH Y, H4ED RIS
bl BITE 213 LHEMPRVVETHL s, %
FEETH 2 VERRCRIET 5 2 ERDOOEN G,

FIHEE DT S OBAEEDO A THE SN TS
e L, BEORRIERAE S TV W EF O ESE
Al 2 L CAHBRIC, MRTROEMREZEIC LTEIX
W o 55 (BlziX, Russello and Amato 2004;
Ramirez et al. 2006). ZARIEMAME SN L5121, 1ML
FE SR\ H D W THEIHET I 2 37 Ch 2 L 0SEE AR
T oM, TOHETHERBEERORARBERIIAHE L
TRBE S22 5%\, Thbh, EEOMERHRICHE
O BGEE T, BIRRMEARE XA B R A % < E
WIZHSZ L 722 CTh D EIRESND Z L EBITH
5. LaL, BIEEAROS L OCHEOBIGH BRI
BERAOEEF T VOREEE2LELTHFEERERAT
& % DT (Witzenberger and Hochkirch 2011), #ll#AH 4
ORI TELRVHAL 2L TBLL 2 EAESE
L, ZoX) RBlahs, BEHRIHFES 2 AR
BROBEFEEZTRTBL I EPEGHRULETHS ). F
72, BEIZBEE L TV A HEEOBEETRIZOWT D, RS
N7l E 2 T 270, H5VIETHRE % DK@ E
FRZEIILTRHELTB I EHEIND.

MK #2350 < BIHETIASS 72 S5 #ER L LT, xhz
BEFOME ZIEL S5 2 EDHGHIIC RIS T
% (Saura et al. 2008). MK #E&IIAN, EIZTFEFROME
KaR/NRIZE EDHD 2 LR FEMARIZLTWSEYS, —F
T, BHMEM OSBRI E Z 0 F FHE T CRET S S
ERBIMEEDRIEE$5 2B TE D (Lacy 2000). &
OBLEIZID &, MK BIgIIRG#E L 152 22 LIz v
EHPRETH L. Gk, MEREICETL Y/ M) O
AR BT 2 BIRAGHBASFENCE S 22 2 dud, i
2L L CREERMOBEIIE £ &) 5T
MEFEST B2 a3 2 L QREIC RS ).

FHFEATIIRELIEON TV -0, #EEAQ
BN THEIZINFEI ORI R & o THEIZW SRR DN
PF B 2 EPHBmMICTME NS (Witzenberger and
Hochkerch 2011). L724>C, fBEEMOBRNELH
PR 27201208, BIIRIIE# 72 2 IR A % B
AP SEAL, W LEENS TR E BT S
VEDRHLH. HHVIE, av/ M) EEFL T Ao
Mgk SEEEEAT LI E LML AL TE R SR
V. 2ok, FENEABEREEOBR T 2 RE L
Th e, AFERIHHIEALGEORREHEE
FTLIENTEL. AWETIRER TOFAT B L OHI
TR % S RASHRAT L 7275, Sirld, BARICKRWTE S
DEGEEEE L T2 LEEY AR CRREH) 2o,
EH O MO iR THE ST L EEOBEEN ST
fRITL, MAEOZNEDBEVELEL TB PR
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IND. kM, BRNOFAFEMS X OCHIMER O
K% X 7 AR S LTI 2 7B m 2 Rk o B BRI
OREENEFEND .

#OE

MY > TV ORI LTz 2w Ll oy
J ) OAE O =4GR FERERT B & OFE B &AL
POOBEEET. AW, SCEHRHAE RHAE e H
Bh 4 FE I 98 (C) 22510248 B L N & M W %2 (B)
243100330 Bl % Z\F CEMEI N2 DTH 5.

m =

EMTHAFET SN TV 2H L VITBERIFHFTINZD
BRI IR SR 2 S L3UERIZOWT, < A
o774 NOI2EETHE Y A Y 7 L7z #EETEE
L4720 O R T HOFNTTFE5.08, ~T UFEEEOH
FHEIXTFI0.608C, —2DOBEETHEEIRE, N—T1 -
TA N=TENSOFELRTIUIRRO bz o7z,
fE T B L OB TRT 2T L T 2 ERH O &z
HEZ R C, I b2 Y BT DNAOANTT Y A 798
F—DOMEIZRTIZL RV E V) ZRFETOHEHD) FL<
PREL CE 2 EAVRENTZ. TH ORI E, <
A7 a% 7 4 MEETEOBITRAO Y / M) OZGHE
FHHIAOE FH O REPEIC DV TR L 72
X—7—F ByEEE, v ), EBENEHE <1
s a7 74~ DNA
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