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Applications of Fluorescence in situ Hybridization (FISH/GISH) to Study
the Origin and Evolution of Plant Polyploids
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Abstract: Polyploidization is a driving force to the plant speciation and diversification. The researches about
the origin and evolution of plant polyploids, in particular crop or horticultural plant polyploids can not only give
insights of the molecular mechanism underlying trait variations, but also improve the conservation and utilization
of valuable polyploid germplasm resources. The developing of fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH/GISH)
technique recently provides a bridge between the sequences of a genome and the corresponding chromosomes. The
uses of FISH and GISH can help to understand the processes of gene expressions, exotic chromosomal invasions
and genomic structural variations related to polyploidy. Thus, the history of the developments of fluorescence
in situ hybridization technique and the main types of plant polyploids were briefly introduced. Furthermore, the
recent progresses of the applications of FISH and GISH on the researches of the origin and evolution of plant
polyploids were reviewed.
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(Avena sativa) . = % 2 (Solanum tuberosum) . ¥ 1£
(Gossypium hirsutum)=5 35k Z2 A5k . HiAth— 2L
Yy, W H W (Brassica oleracea) . & K(Zea mays) . K
5.(Glycine max).[v) H 2 (Helianthus annuus)~5 5.k
AR A e b A D T 25t R
Ry 256 At 43 PR I Y, e =AY 40
R4 It (Arabidopsis thaliana)) JE AL F2 H & A it 2
AL G B (5T £ W, K RB(Oryza sativa)
SR ARG R b Z A kA 1 Ak R A
IS A AR IT E , 2B A
B A LA A 2 5 SO IR IR S 1)
ALY U PR A B, AL
AR A DUAE RS A R ZE(S. stoloniferum) B
B2 00 R Puim e Ik, 5 Ry, M Nay, FEH
BRI 02 Y 5 ASREEIE" . ISR 2 AARY)  F
Sl — LB T B S AR L PR R AR AR AR
ZAERIE AL | 3 PR 4 2H BN 2R A B, NSt
878 Z AR E B R IR AR S 1 AL B A
LR S AT AR R B IR A A L R
U e Op N S KA S o |5 N 2 T

Bl 25 BAR 43 1t % R oy AR W BOR O vk
(0 e , & T T 5% 22 % 1A 6 DR 2 20 U Fn 245 449 7% S
() 7 AN B i B, 3 A A 5 VT RN R 4 R 22
AR Wy 5 22 A% A W o o DA B ik T
fEF A R0, BE G B — 100 7 42 R (Next-
generation sequencing, NGS)H Tz, 45 &2
FRICH AR SR AL 2438 H AR (in situ hybridization,
ISH), B %¢ )t Ji A3 7% ¢ $% AR (Fluorescence in situ
hybridization, FISH), 1f % 45 3 P 41 ¥ 41 [ Bt 3
e R AP, (145 JE R 21 2 AN P45 B e
BB, 1T 2 AT LA SIS B EEORS 20 A0 1 53— A 5t A% 2 4
Y AR AR T M0 R 2H AU 5 2 Al B A
Vst & M, WIERIF 5T 20 RIS % A8 . ARSC
WERIRTOCIT AL A AR AHIC A ey s 75 5%, I
4G 2R AL S R B CR 2
SEHANT T 5T 2 A3 VA ) 5 IR 24 20 ) A 45+ A2
S5 TR AR DI 8 HE e, LAV 45 6L A5 £
HERE PSSR

1 DI STEIA N 5 Je

1969 4, Pardue HI John 2" ) F e 547 ) 4o7
Z °H ARCH) rDNA BEHS5AEMTUE (Xenopus laevis)

YHMIA% 2258 T R ARAR T o L B i i —
P PR IC A MZ AT IRl WA, ) FH B Fe Xt J )
52 pL A 1 e /K DNA 2258, e fa el &
IR 5 ks B AR DNA FEGL iR b i) HARN &
R ke ATRZ AR A 24 0 B2 5E . TR
FoR K e 2 0BT R s 2 e bR e 4% %t 5
SERURARICA VF 260G , A2 385 5 K I L A
M AIHERAR 8 LAMERSE . 1977 4, Rudkin 5
KT AR 5O GERI H 1Y DNA 1Y3EF {7
2 R 4% 32 £ R(Nonisotopic in situ hybridization,
NISH), 1981 4, Bauman' " il459T DNA : RNA
AR BTACR AR I 2% 52 5 1) RNA 5, 2R )5 38
i P 9 IE A A PUAR R RNA 425807 1.
1982 4, Langer %62 BK A A= 4 R 10 4% 12
(Biotin-11-dUTP)ii i it 154 #4148 A\ DNA 54
(e SR N /S N T e I 15 € R A Sl
. (&, H 1969 4E Pardue!” . Gall DA & John
GRS AH Y G o 1A SR 24 28 TF 5% FR
T2 Z R 0y 240 Y 1 240 i A B 200 i o 7 i 4 PR 2R
A2, eI 7 Ja T e N 2L sh b i ikt
Wil 5 A G A T R I etk SRR Iy FH T AR
YR E A 2238 BRI RS & e i B AR FE A
Yy LIS I SUZHEER . 1985 4F, Rayburn 55
PIEEF (Secale cereale)f) DNA %1 (120 bp)5H[E
Fr/INZZ B Y AR DA T IR A AR5, FE/NEE 21 Xf e
PRy 11 SR fk FRERE T 24 22580 A %
S5 1) B ) A A5 12 I AR TE AR ) A 2 i A4
SO BEE I AN KRS R, Stelly!™
T 20 4l 80 4R #E— 2D TF K T AR AL AE kB4
HE(PMC) e {6 {4 (1) JF A3 4% 38 $7 7R (Chromosome in
situ hybridization, CISH).

Pinkel 25"F 1986 4F 15 IR IE T 267 24
ZHA, BVHZE R PR ICBRE K 24 22 15 5, Bk
HI A 238 HAR(FISH) . 5% 58 TP R 2 h%
ICAH HE, PR AR IC B s R AN A TR [R]
S R RL ARRE R ASAF S5 g ARl AR EE
Fe | Al e s R e A %, HETE
B R 2 YR 35 AR 5L 26 ' 2 (Fluorescein
isothiocyanate, FITC), #5 J'} B{(Rhodamine) , 7% v %
i 21 (Texas red), “H-Mj| g 35 25 L BH(Cy3) . 4,6-F%
Jok-2-28 FE 05| (D API) |, LAk, 74 E (Propidium iodide,
PDAE. F DG G R bn ic A ER BT AT DL B4 I A7
HeAZ B Yo R s DNA 4800 i b, i ok v i
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7% A8 7 K A AL 3L S AE DO 0 UEE T SRR
B R AN TE Y 5 K 5 DNA 274 | (10457 & o0 A5 7
I Schwarzacher Z5"7E 1989 4E & 26 T A
ZH 5L DNA NAREFHEAT RO A s R 25 2R, Ja ok
X A 7 15 FR Sk 3 R 4] AL 4% 32 (Genome in situ
hybridization, GISH), 3 % [ B2 A5 10— Fh AR 47 1)
ML 2] DNA VEEREE, 5 — Pl 4 1) Jk DR 2
DNA A gz ic FHAE £ BH DNA, F) H 5E R 41 % 4k
#i42 DNA JFHIMLJe e 5, [ 4R 5 DNA 5 Je ta ik
DNA 254, MM DX 4328 AN [) 56 PR A4 A e e
Hi, FISH 1 GISH 91 iy HI >k 47 41 i 4% 1Y
SIATT RS 3 DR T 9 A R A | AR L e AR A
DU 5 e R i BELAE ) 0 ik PR 2 45 4 728 5 4y
*ﬁ[l‘)—ZO]O

2 H Z AR 532

Grant" 8 2 fi5 1 52 S & A T 2 4L 6 Rk 1)
AR, E A B 1A~ B2 A S Y A L £ 1k
M, FPRHRNEZARRESAIELIEU LR
PSRN S SN SY R/ E 2 R N SACIR/ SEA N
55 505 Z ATl AH R 3 9 o 28 7 T R
5 T A Z A5 R A 25 8, 0 R X T — e YR
LA S 2, DRI A 20 2 0 B 2 S W i ) Z2 A4S
Stebbins™™ R 4fg Ye ({8 £ 53 ZLHE B2 A (4 A
TR IE S AR AR R 4 25 IRl 2 AR AR (R
W2 MAR) o iR 2 ik E k2 T e >
TR Z A5 ) A R IR AR G A i) i)
VSR Z R E MR N AERAEAE) . Grant 42 )
T 3 G RS 24T B S R A R i R R
SRR RN EES FIR 2 A5 A28, 3 HA R [H]
U8 Z A5 S U8 22 A5 A 2 A5 TR 5 S A i
H AT VR 220 U A28, Ao 245 3 2 KA
5 /N5 — K I8 AR 2 4% /K (Autopolyploids) ,
A4 77 4% [\ 8 22 4% 7K (Strict autopolyploid, AAAA)
A1 /N B (8] [/ U5 2 4% & (Interracial autopolyploid,
AAAA); 5 RN WA A (Amphiploids), £345 7
7 5 R Z 1% 1K (Segmental allopolyploid, A AAA,).
HE R 2H 5 5 £ 4% 1K (Genomic allopolyploid, AABB)
1 [R5 57 YR Z2 45 7R (Autoallopolyploid, AAAABB),
KT 2N 0 K2 HAT kA — DA
WP BRIz A7 U RR 2 A AR AR 7E
(] — Py R P 28 L A 1 A AR P P, A 6 A st

22 5 M AR JE A 2 ) 2 5 R 2 AR R AR, 57
IR ZAG WIS A R b 2Z 8] 2 28 72 2B i 2 A
[An

3 FE ) 2RI DR 4 RS DR N2 A

Xof T HE W) 2o A% A e 1R L 7 905 0 L B AR BIF Y
TRIT R BRI 7 R A, s R B A
R E W) Rh B SRS R S B 73 26 T
i B SE R IS nT A, PR A (W) s AR ) A9 28 02
ARARALAY , AN BE B B DX 73 4 ol v R J5OAS [ B i )
41,9 AR ORI BOR H AT ok A 2R #
R T AT A4 2670, DR T 0 ARV 3t 1 fige 4 Ao ]
A A 25 S 1 o (ERE T )T i Ji v 2 58
AP RIR R XTI 245K, GISH 5
FISH J2 00 AH o DR 2 A AL B Ao ] AL O 2%
P A% I 1% o B B DR A 23 s e AL &
P 2 T B WA AL BRI D A 2 YL
@ISR 1 205 7 5 R IR RS2 45 5 1 8 o)
BRI AL A5 B B P

3.1 B &Y TR IR B A 3R

T 58 IX 4 [ 55 S R 2 A5 R ) s 23 3 R
FEILDE oy B R P YL R XA T, 5 TE 2
PRI AT GBS R R A8, 25 A (AR )T 2 5+
TR 2 ARERCT SRAL GE 0 Oy i HUBERBOHIWT s £
FEIARZEARY, TN REAERR RN B D ZH A B SRR . 1T
i GISH 5 FISH WU AT LA A 1 W7 1 U3 2 14
FE DR 21 [ Y s S U

B8 GISH J7 A2 A — AR A (9 22
HAEHFRIC DNA, FIH 5 — A6 AE B DNA
SRR i Qe R T 2438, 4 R 23855
UL S TEEARR EG CRRIE., Hid
GISH 7] LLIE ) Z2 A5 (A V5 1) &1, 3] nAE X = B 1L
X5(Camellia reticulata) Z AR A VR R 4 AL TR 1)
BRI, ARG MU LU AS(C. pitardii) FIAYTLT 1L
ZK(C. saluenensis)VEMtRic DNA, H 5K =/ 1
A RIALE BB DNA #EFT GISH, 45 R &,
PO L 25 5 DA AR RS AR A 25855, L
ZLI2E R 5 25255, AT HERT 5 5 DU £
PR R AR 2 R LS AP e LS s e AR 1, S
PRSI H S 5 DU AR 5 SRV AL I 28 24 5875 3
P LAH A 2 B AR Ipomoea trifida (2x))4
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FERN NIRET, 5 L trifida (A 2 REF 695104
1 697288 BRI Y (LR HEAT GISH, Z5 R K],
695104 JLT- T A Y AR S0 A S S W52 RS
A A BE R B A L trifida S EREIMAE MR 5
697288 HARF FRYL ORI A 23S 5 AE 51
XI5 S A 25, A AT BEE T e A i a)
Il 5 & A T 3Rl B A S 7

Hih, GISH — ik H BRIl —Fh 428 1545, X F
RCURZE V5 2 WP Fh S DL b 0 SR 2o A AR L R A 2
BRS8N &, T LA ok SO 3 T WL €8, GISH,
RV FH P AT A SE AR 1 4 56 L 47 91 R b ic DNA,
AN HIEFBH DNA, — & 577 AR A 1Y e (AR ik 47 2
2, AT LA ] A 0 A A A 5 AV AR SR AR
IR KR TEX ZAERAE (A 8 B (Iris virginica)
iR B BF 5T R 38 0 GISH K AN T 78 41 56 1
virginica 5 1. setosa W4 3L bric g 548 65
YR IEAT 2238, G5 R R WIA 38 AL o ik 1.
setosa ) DNA Fric, 70 ZRYL k8 1 virginica 1Y
DNA Fric, Ll BAAE (.85 2k S IR AR

i 2 I & S R A R S A T 81, B R i S
PR 21 ol 3 Y (o AR s S5 19 FISH 5 5 (&8 0 A
G HR), WAT DA ) DX 53 205 AR e o {4 fn L
IR . fE/INEE KRR SR B A PRI TR E
Tk BV 2 5 A R 7 bR ic i . R
AR R Ge R0 R 7 1751 pSC119 VE RS,
5N @R AT FISH 2458, 45 R R 5/ E 1
A. B. D JERAHAIZME S, HE B YAk
MG T2, T LR 1) R Qe k] 5/ 41
B Y (0 MR [ 5 e — 261, 4, 5@ s FISH 4545
T 3 A1 LA B G o A DB o3 S T (R B X A R, T
DL FIWT 2 A5 AY , Lavia 2575 53 FISH IF
SCT ZAEA A (Arachis pintoi) —AEFRF = A5
tDNA {37 3553 A ER e — R 2 it —FE R,
I H =A% b [R5 G (AR 25 I FE AR LA = MK
AT, AT 26 B 24 A 462 R — A AR — A 1A
DA 45s IDNA R PREL XA & i i LV (Citrus
sinensis Osbeck. ‘Hongjiangcheng” )~ [F) A5 14 (1 FE A
AT FISH 5T, 45 SRR, 200TRE 51 34>
D7 A5, AR 4 A7, Ay 345 AR A
6], 75 1A A e [ e ok b R b 6 4
D7 85, 5 AR IARTE QL AR L ) 20 A RIS 55 55 A
AHAI], DL HERT =R IE S 2n MERL T 19IE
A O, PR SR I R 2 G EE 2 DUAS IR TT RE

A TR F ALY IR

VI 22 H W W) B 19 b PN 5 b ) A A i 2 A
P08 S (O DN A A 30) B g 1 AR A IR S 1 3
SEAG IR S, 0 I A X 733X S8 Z2 A5 R 2 90 Y [ 5
B IR o IR, TEIX R B0 W5 45 & FISH
F GISH %4 41 % 22 4% 44 & I 20 47 25 & 43 #re
Hasterock 255 3T 3 T I A7 % 28 %o — el ol A
(Brachypodium distachyon)(?) 3 A5 & & %1(2n = 10,
20, 30)iH AT 50T, A H gL A4k 2n = 30 YA ATF
A JE R Y R 2 A5, T2 28 2n = 10 1 20
W) i 2 SO LY S IR 2 A% 4. DL BAC 7
G N ERER HEAT BAC-FISH 20 M3 nl LLAG A0 #R0)
[ VR 22 435 U v 110 I 3 DR 4 295 #9728 S, T P DL i
— SRR A A B AT R IR AT G (R 1
R ERGEY e AI RIS GISH K {5 5 & aT LA
fiff 1 [ 5 g 1 )L A AR B A3 il i AL B
S T &5 4 > Y (A 20 B 1, X 2 B A 43 i) 2
Musa acuminata, M. balbisiana, M. schizocarpa F
Australimusa J&WY)FP, Horp A BERIZH A B HE R 4H
Iv 54 AR i G gt 2 €5, GISH JEIAK AL B R4
XArFER), A SR T LD 2 1] i [ P AR AT
TERTIA AT REAL & T AL B I T BRI 40 1) =A% 14
AR Yawa 27 (LA SN, T PIRP PR ET
M. acuminate (AA)F1 M. balbisiana (BB), 13X
T LRI ZH IR BT M A5 S B IS B 22 5046
R A JERAL, A 11 S (R B LR, /T
10 25847 24385 A T RE R R YT T JL 4L, A
T ) S ) = A AR B o 1y B DRI 2 2

3.2 W iE] AR BEAL X R ERTT

BT 245 A 3 2R Z% 28 S Bomy MR 2 4k
(Reticulate evolution)7E 41 # 1 |~ 32 77 #£°",
T 2 — 20 IR T FRATTRE Z2 A5 AR TE AL il 3L %) TR
Mo FEIRAT RS e R L R AL 22 S S LT,
GISH J& B PUIR 310 ¢ R A 80 T 5. 7R
F GISH X g 57 )B4 Boechera holboellii B-E 1K
IBIFTE T RS B Kt 5 A8 MK ST A DG 1 IR A
FFPR] 222 #a >, (HX— S fh & Ak, 265
IRBHH S IE N 1AL 25 R AR/, GISH FEEANRE
W EA G B DO GRS M A R 2
— bk g Ak X 3, 21 DNA & & 5 51 (Repetitive
sequence)E M PR ICHET UEAT FISH A&, 58 vl LA™
A= 0 I R A 2 e R S T R 248 AR,
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T DX 53 5 PR 2H Bl e e RS AL, 4G 7T e ) i
R 21 428 05 LA S ith AT R e dF AL E g7 R A
(Nicotiana tabacum)™, JL> SR #EAHC A DNA 2
PRI A e, DVEATTVE  FISH #8% ], % 4%
A sect. Tomentosae 1) G AL R PEAT T HAY,
() Fsf 41 T 1 3t 0 e A e R e 2 O ) B PR A
A,

4 ZAGIARTE D A B0 8 53T

Vb ZAE I L HE N AR R R R
RS R S, AN AT R A v A R R DA A
-5 R G AR e RS R (AR e (R 2
P52 S o B | A )5 A SR
PEICIFNLARAZHA AT LR 3 U X BS54 78 5
PEEFA X AT A S U A e B

41 EEFIIEN
4.1.1 §G Ty 51

HEH 4 DNA R )75 F LG R EL 7
%l|(Tandem repeat)#l % J& ¥-(Transposable element,
TEs). A A HRE S 8], S A 2 5% )4 1~ 22 B 3
A . ARPE T Wicker FE M 2 R 4,
BE DRI 2H e ¥ 3 A 4 J % )2 - (Retrotransposon)
F1 DNA #% 8 F-(DNA transposon) P K2, H 2 X
I T 0 5 (S S S e s B AP A T Fe A
WA T B sk i B AT SR AR L N A B Bl
Bl SR B PR 43 S PR RIS - B K R 3 8. 42 (Long
terminal repeat, LTR) J52 % 55 % 9+ FI To A K i
& LINE (Long interspersed nuclear element)2 i)
JUG SR R, i AT 432 Tyl-copia 25 Ty3-
gypsy Foo B sk it - DL s 4 DL AR ) B
T 43T, R LA S A e A [ D7 20 A T
PRZIRVFIAN [R) R 2z (8] 377 1 386, [R]— G0 1Y) S 2 s
T BAMRE T, ST — LA Y Al
AR IR 25 A T I, S 2 SR Bt VAR ) 2 A T
AR s

5 T Fe 2 MeClintock ™78 £ oK i R 3R,
B FAZAE W B D A Y A Ry, K 85%
(1) 3 R 4 J 2 P 9T R AL 2 55% W AT
HNCO AV A0 R TR TR A . i sk
T B R 41 8 0 91 22 HoA Wy Al o g o (R R
PE, TS8R T )2 SR 20 R/ NV AL s A 2 4

PECY, TERICRI ARG I, 180 bp MUf% 1AL HR
Yok 7 A 7 9 S L R IX S 1) 405, T e
S e =2 176 bp (Y HB B & 55, Hfth
Yy, KRG R 155 bpt, KA 156 bp Fl—A~25 10
Yt AR S 740 bpt, 38 /N A ]y 570 bp,
ZHT AR SR R TR 3 P A B W R S
JETICE , WK 2200 X 3 51 S 5% )% T CRR
KT M A AD 3 K 4 45 53 09 K55 ) F Gorge3
FIECVE L T = se B H A BRI, R
IRIRBE (< 1% L R 4178 55 )NGS I 20T il A 54
MR AR R B RN R Bk, RIS
G 454 I SO0 88 5 (Pisum sativum)iFEA 1L 0.77%
A 7 i (S AR T o e R 2 2 35% ~ 48%
(14 5 2 P 9 I BRI, RIS B
ST IR PE— i I 2P 51l B FISH #R 8 nl H
K AT 35 PR A 20 BORD AR R AR AR S 2T . Sl
FISH F| Matita (—F LTR 5% T )1E Abric 4
SR DURARAE A LR 4], S5 R R HAE AL B Jefn
TRZH b ) o A A AR ALY, 3 AR o AR St 2
PR AT DU AR A e i iR ) 2, I Hax s e
T IS BEDL A3 76 e PR 4 T A [ 43 A 7
FPTtEIEF A A R, BRr BRI TIFZY
TR 2 a5 FH LA SR R i Ak (B 2 T
e o3 BT 22 AR VAR TR R 2 R A %) B T 1 I 9103 A R 3¢
D AR
4.1.2 IDNA J¥7]

DNA, BRI & DNA, 7] DL#% S IE B rRNA,
SR I 5 B AR AR 8 A /0N T 4 ST 5 - 76 440 i Jo oo
5 mRNA 45 &8 i ik, T 1DNA f — &
PRSI, BT DL 9 T 2 A 9 [l 1 .
i PCR ¢ A F5¢ 5 Gt 5 AR AR 45 5 Be W 2 N7
rDNA 76 Qe O K b 507 8, 3l 1 24 5[5 5 fe 15 A
rDNA 7 258 S Ye o b B0 B VR 0 E P Ia]
PG TE B

XA A T % A5 AL R 28 kAL,
P 25K 51 AR IR E AR tDNA £/ 5 5%H
HEATXF Hn] LAVE 2 W i o 2 A5 Rk 3 80 S A
2020 B I AR 4k, T fDNA JESIE bR, X 5
TR ZAHRAS4T5  (Iris versicolor) &R Z4HE4T FISH
F5T, 25 L T A Y 18S-26S rDNA HICHR K
H FIF—"#H5E 1 virginica, i 5S rDNA {3 5, i) .
JEHIK B FWAHLIE, A AN %K 0T L setosa
LAY 5S rDNA i sl e T, BRI HEWT, 18S-26S
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rDNA 758 5 H A — S RIS R T R ik —
LRI — BB Jld FISH, LA 45S tDNA
FRie, 43545 DA AR 40 55 55 JBE 75 (A grostis capillaris)
(A A ALA)FT T A% A ] 25 55 IE Bi(A. stolonifera)
(A A AR T4 AC R R, 5 A% A
FH LG A AT PR 22 A5 1A o 1) 23 A 06 78 5
Wt B2 A T AL 0 2o B e 3 A % R T s
ANZJEAE 3 MY : NS (Panax ginseng) . V1
Z(P. quinquefolius)F — £ (P. notoginseng), L) 45S
rDNA #1 58 rDNA S5 #4T #E4T FISH #F5T, 4558 —
R =LK NS ARG SR ET 14>
BB TR Gt b P2 A 24 58
rDNA {37 /5 F1 1 4~ 45S rDNA {7 5. F HAth 4 Fh
() DNA 15 MARic it AT GISH #5525 R KW, et
TR 225 AR 3k ST DU T A S R v
Z: 1 [a) P B e, O HLxX S 2 JLAE A T IR
I, DL 458 tDNA R5ET, 73515 B H Z2(Rosa
chinensis)[) 5 VUG FPCFIF R APE | AF
SO CLLOE R )T IO 2 A
IE, GER R IAL AN TBE IR 34, 5 Ma “HfiE
() 4 DANE] HE R AT RE SRR N TRy 25K
HEAL I R e AR A T AN A SR A, B
5] T ) e — AR B 45S rDNA ik, i T 55—
FEZRIY 458 rDNA JHE[H F35 2 8] T H .

W2 4BHYEETR

AT IE W5 G 5 B A 78 22 A
AR 2n RUTC T Y R B YRR, 7E— 2 25 A
JE AR AT S A AR A4, B LG T A et A
oD ILA s 2 L4, il i FISH #F 5T, 5 U5
ZAE AR AE(Nothoscordum gracile) A% B4 Wi Fl .
2n =18 (14M + 4A)F1 2n = 19 (13M + 6A), M1 H
FERBIARZ AR . 2n = 10 (6M + 4A), TEH (4 PUfHA
%N 2n =20 (12M + 8A), 454 —8% FISH #ric i
rDNA o7 515 B R G (AR B X 15 00, 81 2n = 19
(13M + 6A)IX FRF LI 45 A Y A o & 22k
AATE BN, I HX AR A M St 2 A IR R A
Fa e M IESE T K, Grant™ A A 9 40 i 1) 325
PERARK, T LAA A e (AR R A5 Rt 3, 4y
il 5 JE WAL W (Claytonia virginica) B AR
P REC A M 12 ~ 191 RS, A AN AR
R AR B ALY BEAF TG T2 B2 3 T JE R AU A i)
P, LA B AR AR AR AR AR b i R S R 2

fER bR AR T i — IR AR I 2
R JE AR S = — RN AR A AT AR , R SE
AR S AR P 6 N T A B S U8 22 5 AR 40 e
Ir e 8 ARHEAT FISH W%, 5 R AR P Qe A /A% B 1E
NS A K HEAR A, suecica F1 A. thaliana 1
20 MR akric, 16 ML Ebrid, SR EREA D
RAAFRICHN 17 ~ 22 K45 2L AR 15 ~ 17 A5,
XUt AR B AR 2 AR R R AR K. 2
FATAR BOP SO W F 5 B 7 A AT 5, DT
REFE FARERE T A LE AU HE T B — iy
TR, R T — RN BT

43 L BHEENTR

B TRIE R 28R 232 30 I G F- 248
P T R 19 32 PR 4 i (Genomic shock), i T 41K
P b A DL, IR A SR — RF1N
T I T I, 3k AR A B G R BT ) SR 2
FE R Fh L R AL () e Atk ik . FE 2 A5 TR )
FLH 2 O A T 32 1 ik DR 2K SR 3R PR ik 7K P 1Y
Ak, Kok LS IR ) L DR A BB AR AN, X Ah e A
T8 PR B AR S, AR SR A A N AR AR
PR R FEHE, MRS LAk =2 A S
DB AR A LAy AEfb, i GISH 5 FISH A
BRI B Z2 A5 R SE PR 21 1 B3 5 e e R ) {0 S5 4
AR

TE S ) G AR 0 25 40 78 S v, S5 06 R Y
AR YR 22 5 B IR (Ag-SC) Y HL BE L 8%, iX Ah
LR et ¥ VATl =W (ER AV PR VRZ AR % N
RIME J3t B AR —Le a4 v o] HERfR R 51 55
Ak ABXMERE S DT da R SRR AT
DIARG-Hb e R L3R T A AN 2, AT LU i 2458 (55
FEGL R W AR R B G e 25 A A ek Ay . Sl
GISH, Pk PUAH 14 4 55 5Y R FT(A A ALAL) R ) 25 B
JRERT (AL ALALA) A SE BG4, B A2 I — > A% IR
AL e Tt 18 5 BOR(A A DB A AR, 45 2R A
— e K U A 24285 X TR T 5%
TR Ok 2 8] Y B 45 S 300, Barba-Gonzalez™
Wi GISH W58 2 M, & & & (Lilium) N 1A L1
FREMmIRPEE A S O NAREAMIS, I
HELIGUE T 3 Fp a2 6] 11 38— R34 AR 52
it FISH S5, R 0 A £ /N2 4A Je ok 1)
Acc-2 BRIt 57N e AR HEA T 22 B8 Hh T 7E SA
ek A 2258 fm5, U T 4A 5 SA Qe ik
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1) 250, I HAE—Le 3T J5 i AR 2 A5 R
WHA RS SRR AAAE, DL E AT IR T R —
A A SER AR Gl GISH X S I DU A5 4
HH E(Nicotiana tabacum)) J5 AT WS, 45 RAE
EX AR RN B N PV 22 LR TA S CREER N
Gy i s, = ARLLUGE WAR A th LG Ak 5 (i 4R
TE AT 2% 1) 5 DR A5 A B0 WY A S 7 1
X 10 W G 4 5 (6 7E M 78 2 AR IR & — A
JTEZAFTE LG, OF B (AR D) 7t A 2 AT
BRI, LLJS 8 TR E , PR WX Fh B A7 )
fiE 4 i # i B {E(Nucleocytoplasmic interaction)5|
R, DA o 2 T S R e PR (g i 24

H A A B BAE B G Ok 5 (L R Y
R C A AL AHAR DB KB RBER Z A5 4 1 5
HEAIYSENR o PRS0 — IS b, DAAS R AE B v
B M & Bi(Kengyilia thoroldiana) 5555 X 42, i i
GISH WEE H Y o (AR H 2 A 00 , 45 SRR WITEFER 1Y)
e JirURT g AR K A A I A A AR Y S
18 P 00 A 21 A6 Ty — 2, HsAE AR T v —
S ST I AR T A Sy e gl 248k
Jeta iR ny L, DL AR IE N PR A R A, T4
AR AR E A TE

5 JE

PSRN A A H AR O 2 T 253
RS PR, 5E 5 AL,
FETRE SRS B S e I B D A A AL, F6 7
SV AR e AR 1) A 0 R, (HH 45 4
T ARREE B0 SN AR SRR, HREE i
Fe 325 15 55 6 EEAEAS [ 4 R H 0 R B DL
B2 /b, X — Sl Dl it 5 PCR $ARAHSS & ifii
LIS EE, HAET GISH 5 FISH = 2z FHE 245K
FER R S FloRA S e | 2R A R ARG
VR IR 1 A B 225 PRI 180 32 R A e R A 9
bk Emd]  EE AR R, I AR
AT DAKT Z AR L PR 2 5 A T — B AR ME 7 Hr , i ]
VU T8 5% 25 AT A ML, 1) 40 5 3888 A
W& PEEIR A . [ FISH #REMERE K 2 Y 2
tDNA, 17 1| FH %% i 73K — )32 B AR 4 3 D 4
1) )7 370 AR 5T 22435 1 e PR 4 2 55 0 A £ 413 A
XH | BT LAAE LA B9 o el DL — 20 R S
2 HR I R A T B NG A T I 2 T 22 A R

FAtiid 5 YN AR AL 4, OF Bz B 23R
o538 SR HE A AR AL A5 4 ST R
PRI Z FIRA RS H o
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