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T [ R BRI OO I, BRI 430074; P RS A KSR B R R 2 R, Kb 410128
SN R ZEAR 2 S EOR R, %M 225009

WE WEERKBEEESEMOVES . SR, DUHT B T 185 5 AP B2 DK VR R 25 44 5 — 5 ) 1R BT 5 2 o T B
PRV — O ) . Rk, 75K AR BRSO R A A A -, AR IE B B B A R T BT R R AR TE R
BRI TS BRI VA SR T T2 T IR AR S 3 B B AR Ik AN EA T KR PR L. 12 LS
ZFHR(Cynodon dactylon). /N3 (xTriticosecale Wittmack). #3(Chenopodium quinoa). % 3% (Brassica napus).
AT, FH# (Seshania cannabina) M K & (Glycine soja)& N ETEX %, KRG EE T #H B A E N AT 7L BUR 5 &
@, T T BRSO e G T, IR TR B B E B AR (Y S AL AR ) R R, AR T HES R AL

R i R R ) SR A, AU (3 3 R ] 5 ) Al L ) A ) e ) T R B A R, s R KRR B 22 4

XER ORI,

TR EM, AV, R Re

BWE, A8, WHER, HEX, BE (2022). #HZUE T & T LAY 5 W . Y44 57, 826-836.

) B PP AE 9 B I B A R 4y, S T
A AN S5 7 (1) FE 55 g 0o ) B O J ) B b
HIP B At . SR, BT B H T 2 i i (B = A ]
T AL 45 ) B — 5| L 110 ) R S L ok g A B 7 ) —
KSR . a7, PR R b 5 DL A A
(Medicago sativa). HIZEK(Zea mays). #EF
(Avena sativa). %i(Leymus chinensis). £ 1t 2%
i (Lolium multiflorum) fIfR B 5 (Pennisetum
alopecuroides) 3, H & HA L, 1 HIE
40%-60%, KHIMAIE . A0S 15 1 O A
20084E11.90x10" tHi K % 20214 #11.78x10° t, 1
K 792.681% (WHHEILEE, 2021; £ %%, 2022). B
o B RG £ 45 7 1) e DL ROnt 8 5 4 B 1 222 SR A B
s, PR AR IR B A R b () EL A AN BT o, R )
TRAPRAR ) 5 5K 5 HARSE O 1A S i A T 7 TS
S AU A E B ARE EAT R ALY B2
FIDI 52 ) B [ 25 R IA 3180% L/ B bk, fEHE— D4R
FhAR R 7 ' i ) RIS, AR AT BOR T HE)

Wiee H A: 2022-07-19; 2% H #1: 2022-10-24

DX SOE RS P T Bt L AT B AR
PR )3T B AR AR Y, (R BEIR ) 2 o R R, T 2
XA [ BRI PR B ) 75 5K o A S LA 2 A1 (Cynodon
dactylon). /)32 (xTriticosecale Wittmack). %23
(Chenopodium quinoa). 7l H #fi =% (Brassica napus)«
KR T0 . HH 7% (Sesbania cannabina) PL & B K &
(Glycine soja)%5 o = B 5T X &, T HT AL E
N AN FE IR 5 R e a3 . 20 se 4 7 DL R B A
RHAED 10 R, & AE R AR B R R SR A s S
W

1 HRREERIMMRARELRES

WA R RARAE PR B IR & MRS
e rb— 775 THI B 22 5 THI 504 00 ) B (A 7 1 AN I 0K
HAYRAS, S K00 B A 8T KA iR
B o ARSCHTEE B R A R T AR A AR L FRL A
. WMHE. RSO R (L),

YT, B AL R SR R B S AR AR

FETH: b ERE R R 5 SR L T(AZE) (No.XDA26050201). 1l 448 5 AR A& 84 lk B A T 72 (No.2022LZGCO18) fl 1 2 4 B

R /N A HT AR 71 3R TFE(N0.2021TSGC1227)
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Figure 1 New forage grasses bermudagrass (A), grain amaranth (B), quinoa (C), sesban (D), forage rapeseed (E), and triticale

F
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FFRFA . /NS R H /N (Triticum aestivum) A1
#(Secale cereale)% & [ 14 442 AN TG4 o 44
P A, T B ARNE, TE R EEm ik
N8 A TCHT = DU T4E, SEM KRG R
WL RN B AR AR BRI ARET, M08 MR 2t FE
N FH B )2 IR ZE R B PR — FH DR R R ) ]
REE IR FHAELRAE, W2 = KEHE 2 —; B K
SREAFHEZMRRIEIR, £RKE(G. max) & Fdf
FE S LR PR RO, BB AL S D R RAE
EACERIAWE R, AL B DEEESMNRERE
AN EETY, AL GE R R AN 2 51 R A RR P JE S T
i 284 ] B F 0 L ) R A

DU B, [ P ARt B R AN R o A
AR RE L B MECGRL) A ST LSS TT T . /N R

R TR B . PSR, R T L B U e
BHKE DB E T — R AR ZE, 42 5 R
4T B R 7% A G 9 2—4%% . (RN /N T 5 P A )
s, AEPE R N1-2 kgd™, FLFLI %k B4
SRR . FPRLE . B, BFRT. A A
U2 B AL P I R AR B . RIS AN ZE LR
T EIE16%-23%, W 5EEHESE, HrEdhaes T
FI T K, HHICER, HAEIL X 7= & 5k 130
thm™? (L5545, 2011; FMEKZE, 2017). 7EGRHE
e R DR 0 T B AR 4 B AN I K, RS
o 2E 35 B R A P2 P P A R BB, T EL AT AR S
2 0F e (FME REE, 2017; BRADFERIV] 7 A%, 2019).

H TR A A AR R R, A=
— [ B TR 1T, T T 0 R A U b T
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Table 1 The summary of forage nutritional composition and yield of new forage grasses

e MEH

Rl h PR AT IRV AT

FL I

B SR 7AN 7 % o
R ge6tm?) AR AR Ao e gm0 TR ZEIR
¥R 1675 (1#)  13.89 32.56 \ \ 3.54 2013 JTHE SNAA%E, 2017

(F2:1%)
ki 8667 16.00-23.00 \ \ \ 3.40 \ | EiR4E, 2011;
(= FIME PR, 2017,
T 2 SR IO [ 4,
2019
NES  2271-371515.60-18.10 \ 53.50-57.10 31.50-34.3017.00-18.50 2019 R F 4T, 2021
(H171828)
A i 9 3% 3586 23.46 11.65 \ \ 4.03  2005-2006 Hiff BEHAeEL%, 2007,
(L) TS, 2021
Hisk 3200 15.60-16.80 \ 34.50-35.20 45.20-46.10 \ 2014-2017 H%21 XITEELE, 2022
(th#1%5)
¥ kG 2700 (3%) 16.90-17.9027.20-29.30 \ \ \ 2013 P SR 2014
m 2150-2400 12.20-16.70 \ \ \ \ \ \ 25, 1993
L 514 19 \ 35 45 28 2020 4 T, 2022
FI
FI Ak 1050 8 \ 32 54 26 2020 4F T, 2022
F3

WP B E2 HP B M2 ARkm SR, RA
R I — “RET R, A AR RDR
Zhar. B, AR PR B R A SR R B, 12
PO PERIE D, I 5 7 Bt B AR ] B
SRR B EE, AITEE w5 mpis i
oA B e b A i R R T R A ) AR . AR
Tk S 2R A (1 T 2 v RO B B AR IR T R L R i
b A R A HE ST R ] B b P A R A AR 25 4

2 REEHREAEMROUENZLES
ki

AR, TR B A A B B A TR R IRGE . fEWeb
of Science ¥ ¥ & #1, 43 %l % A\ bermudagrass .

triticale. grain amaranth. Brassica napus. Sesbania
cannabina. Glycine sojaflquinoaiffT “ /8" &
R, KRIUISHE K (2018-20224F), K % HIBRFRL
i DA AR B S R R 25 I AR 1 B3
fr, JUH R, BEMMEE, REHEEENL T
HEeER(E2). HEATENZ, Hrampm=E. &
AN AN | b W AN S R (R RS N o
P2 B R E A2 50T (Chalhoub et al., 2014;
Cui et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2022; Zhuang et al.,
2022).

DUAR SRR 5, FRATTER R 23 i 3 I AE A 2 AR R
WA AL L Se 4 1. FAE19434E, KRE R K
Glenn W. Burtonf; & T CostaliA i F . 19924F
N — % A B F AR Tifton8545% & M 2 (Burton,
2001). FE XA F R0 DI 5 TR, H
S RERF R ZEREE 1, B0 RS E
R U AEAT « J2E DR A B A A ik R AT
LT TG T — & MR (R 2) o TEH A HLB S FpBs B
JiTH, HramAM K F ST E WA AR E R O
17 BI5EhE, B HE P 8 LA PR A A AR R T
KL (LI T ER Bk 20t 58 B ST b 2ol ok
ARG E R E H— RAIMIRA R A R
PR, TR A AR AR E M F AR . 200120224 1
V], &8 [ GOpR b A Ji ) B ot o i 2% DR A R 4
AR A L1554 . L 24, FENA AR (C.
transvaalensis)FH3t i 4 7 2 & (8] 2H it 22 [ A b
KE A7 N K 2E P (Cui et al., 2021; Zhang et al.,
2022). {EM MG Z A E R R D7 T,
R e b QO P e« 6RO K 25 R e 3 ROk oK
ST T B A A0 1 MR B adi 2y 1 WL A dfr, 290
%% 7T CAWRKY2, CAWRKY50. CdERFL1.
CdSMT1. CdtNF-YC1MICtHsfA2b%EZ AN F fi$t
WD, IRt 7 RN (Chen et al., 2015,



3500 7

3289

3000 -+

2500 A

W3, wEMEFLE
<) @ S
8 8 8

500 -

HINSESE: B AR A K SRR A )2 L 829

B2 ESHREE WH AR AR R B RANE 25 S He 4 i = I E X

Figure 2 Top three countries in the number of published papers, patents, and books about new forage grasses in the past five

years

2018; Wang et al., 2016; Hu et al., 2020; Huang et
al., 2021, 2022), " MR TR B AR T
B, VL7528 b E R = B it T o R B i
DURE ) el 1 7R K 25 58 Jm ST 1R 35 5 3 1 ) 2 AR
R PTBAA R (Zhang et al., 2016). KK EN T
%) F IR BIRAR #4044 £ (Huang et al., 2022) FIAR &
PN AT ) F AL Ak R (Xu et al., 2022),
R k) 4 R TR Ty e AR BT R A 25 R R AL T B AT ST Y
BORSCHE

3 MBREEMEANEREREYS
()&

31 MBREERAEMRER

H B B S E Mo b T S B M B, HACR IR
T/K#E(Oryza sativa)s EZAEY B4 FREETHE
Flto SEILHT B PRI BL G P R MBS AT, s e R
AR, LTI SRR S R A R . SR, H T
EAF RSB, AR, A TS, N R
RIS Ll NS (A= G S PR I R Y =i e
IKFESAREAEY), BB B E . SR R Bk

TORMCEMEYS, FAE20144F, H i AL i S 0 2 R 4 Ak
WAl ¥ (Chalhoub et al., 2014). B, Song%s(2020)
AT HETIONSHIERAME MR B A, &
T SREEFAE S, BTN EEI MR 5SS
FHEVRIOTTT, A IR 7T i D RGE . AR
K, B NBIEEARZ —MBE. BREUEMTF
R AR 2 BT ZH 0 P 4 i 25 58 i (Jarvis et al., 2017; Cui
et al.,, 2021; Li et al.,, 2021; Zhang et al., 2022;
Zhuang et al., 2022). ¥HRii A T FE4 (Amar-
anthus hypochondriacus) #1215 4% (A. cruentus)ft]
BE R 4H 56 BT S 44 25 3 ¥ 4H 2% (Lightfoot et al.,
2017; Ma et al., 2021), #&HRU(A. tuberculatus). %k
FEL(A. hybridus) fH i (A. palmeri){ 5E i T E K
#: 4 (Montgomery et al., 2020), i & ## Wi (A.
caudatus) (1) 3 PR 20 7 TAE oK 58 . #k2 B A, H
RS B v AR WARE .

3.2 BEHUERRMTERH

T 20K R B A A R B A v U R R e
W TR, REFEFEA RS BN, (R EE. [
7 55 (Trifolium repens) (184 FH =) I L 44 B
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Table 2 Core competing capability of bermudagrass research groups in China

vac B AL BHICHR
PTG Bk RS, HR25. HAR3E M T
e YT 9548 o [ R e M 9 RSO AR, BRYT AR . A2 5 A

DU 1| el 1 A1 7

Wb AR Ml A 55 ) KR 00 AR

o ] A MR B R S PR VBT ST R

LA AR B B MO B ST 2E35

PIN
7 AR L2 o R RE
0 2% AR 8
BRI . 2
LR BEALIK SRRl
Ry
ROk
b A k%
K

BARKE

L3 Th E 2B AT 5 T
Herpogoll R

R AR R 2

D91l R

Bix25

241 % 5% 7 CAWRKY2. CAWRKY50H CAERF145 % A 4R
PUIE il ShAEEH, FEMF AR A ST T RARARAT I N S 00 ok &
(Hu et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2021, 2022); KUk 5<% 635
K% € T CASMTLAICAINF-YC125: 2 M F AR P E . il 2h3E
[Al(Chen et al., 2015, 2018); UM &% FI 115

KR4 RE T CtHsTA2bZ i} #4 2 Kl (Wang et al., 2016); AU
LR 135

SE AR 75 AR F R 4 2H 2% (Cui et al., 2021)

56 A A O AR DR A 2H 3 K A KL S 4H 0 T (Zhang et al.,
2018a, 2022)

WAL T AR AR A A 5 B4 AR I8 A i A 4 R (Xu et al., 2022);
BRI LH) 110

TEAD AR A @37 T 0% B 5 T 0 2 N DB 1 R (Zhang et al.,
2016); AR L F] 110

I 5E A FARAE SR AE M E T AL . B S AN R 28 9 gt
TS Hi(Ye et al., 2021; Fang et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2022)
R AR5y RO AR AR R FEIZ AN 52 M (Chen et
al., 2019)

L% 5E T M A M EE R g /) (Cao et al., 2022), 40#t T | AEM T
R 33 A% 2 B PE (X545, 2007)

s P B SRR o A N B SRR [ O AR 5 B I (2001-20224F); SCEFE K IFE T Web of SciencefTf £u# i (. £ 20224); %

HECHE RV T B SRR BUR (B 202254 2B A1) -

The variety data is from the official website of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs of the People’s Republic of China
(2001-2022); article data comes from all databases of Web of Science (as of 2022); the patent data is from the State Intellec-

tual Property Office (effective patents as of 2022).

BRI AR R A A R ARG B, R 2R ] R (1 TR A e Ak 4
R T B —P TR « XuZE(2022) A7 T = 38 AR I
RFF A TR F RIS L R 5, @l TS
AEFR, IR YR E1A36.8%. 1% 7124 FH Wranglerf]
FIREF T 5 @A LURATIR Y. SR, A
RKZAAE ALA MG SER MMM SR, EEIZE
B2, DA RAME RIS T G A SR IR TR
AR E RS . LR, Huang%(2022) LA 22BN A
WRRIDEESE T R AT B A S ) F R LA A &R, I
FIH % R G485 T CAWRKY2-CdSPS1/CACBF A Bt
ke R IR i SR 3 B o1 R AT | N S =i i
TE R 7 308 5 S DR B PR AR 7 A 2 6 DR ) F AR R 1)

J7i o SIS, KPR AR S A Ak J At 5 I ARGE .
Castellanos-Arévalo % (2020) il i & MR 4 A i 3515
T TS AR B R BRI . Munusamy %
(013)FI AL P iR Y @ L T — B AW 4L Rs 77
H A 0 (A, retroflexus) (1844 Ui 3% it (8 AL IR R,
{RHACRAU1.8%, HIGER WA g . i
HAT, 27, BFRE. HEM/NBEZT AR Bt
FERAAR Z2, ORI FR 1] 1 22 2 55 3 1Y ] 0 1) L K] 1)
(IR ARY WO e WrtaR e

3.3 EREMFMREVS FBEUHIAEM
RGN B R 2 AW A M ROR S AL A 2 5



g, WO A0 P R e R Ay
b o SR, FR T R DR 2ELA SRR A T Ao Ak AR ) BR 1,
W R B A A A VIR 2 LR B E TN TR

3.3.1 #ImESFHLE
T E AT 19 1.2x20° hn® Bk L AEBEA (s A 2 4,
TRVARPRR 22 42 ] AT AR 05 o $5£220.78x10° hm?iifr +
iy PR R, iR e AR 2 4 ) AT R R
o Ehb e 3 Al e R SR, ST B
EVIR Sp A B G A B2 . RETRET5
H AR & B AR 2 DL, XA R A )
FREE T B, A X i T R i s B A7 B 5 0 5%
i, IR RIS . ARG O R DS
o b Py e RANRI T A 2 O R M A s
H R JAREY), DR R 2R T AT ML o

TR £+ 05 RN 2E S5 510 VIR 2 52 2 F DRl %
IR EENER, 2B R 50 . Zhang®(2018b)
DU 5 704 0l S 6 5 2205 0 £ 50UE 5 R 1423 9 55
KRR T Foaliffl, fEAL04 (014 [1)115.70-15.82 Mb
X )58 £ B 1S ERLQTL, Al fEFE36.0%I[1 K AR 7,
FHAEIZIX 8] P9 i 16 21 1A 6 % 126 2 K] Bra009510.
SR, B Y 0] R 3l A7 AE 2 A5 RIS A0k Mk
EREEA Y EREE, NQTLEHMARI IR A R T — & M)
PRI, 4= 3[R 41 SCBE 73 Ht (genome wide association
study, GWAS) ¥2 4 5 2 1a] i 180 5 R B YRS 1 1
—AMRUFH %R . Jin%:(2021) il 1 GWASZ: & £ iA 7
#r, KBE K G ERD15B (Early Responsive to De-
hydration 15B ) /5 31 X 381)7 bpik 2 7] & E 42w K
T ERPE o Fh T A A ) PR 2 e A e
AR, BRI T GWASTE &5 A4 ] B 41 100 5L R 4%
IR o

U Ah, I S n) g AE B, R ] T WRKY
(GSWRKY20 . CdWRKY2 1 CAWRKY50) . ERF
(GSERF7. GSERF71#ICdERF1). MYB (GSMYB15)
MNAC (BNNAC5#1GSNAC019)4% 1% % # 5 K 1%
Sk BORGA R R B A FE
(Zhong et al., 2012; Cao et al., 2017; Ning et al.,
2017; Yu et al., 2017; Shen et al., 2018; Feng et al.,
2020; Hu et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2021, 2022). %A
T, HH T K 20 B0 2 ) B v R S ST 1ot ) 1 A e A 1k
&, SFHBtZ S BN ERASEE R, G 75l

I S A BT R O AR R SRR AR ) e 831

SEER RS OB AE, 7RI 1 030 5 TR R AT S B
[ %

3.3.2 FZERIBIEHSH

AR, BHAE P E I PE B SR, Bk = AR &
FNENAHMA R B ILEER FEGIE . FPRDE, /N R
72 MNRE A S R B ) R AR K AR (B, 3 il I
B80T WAL R RS o (RIER R 5 i 7 vy
FERR I EER G R R 2 —. Bk, Gt m ey
FEE A b, ORI BT EIR A ) 2 5 B R
T THT I (%) R T (v A i o 72 0 i ) B {3 AR O
DRI, 3 T ) 2 R 4 4 55 0 B b - B3 & =
Tofr, o AR 2 ] AR i) A AT Ak L B RS
BT, XTHuER L BB IT E T KA
MUNZZSERAR E LR EIEY) P . T BER S m %
PIFE, “atfarER” SDLMIHURREAEHLHH
RSB TR T SIRTITR =y 5 282 PRI 22 Bl B
. DRI, ZERFHURCR FE O3 T B BB R B8
M BRI dE AR . KEA4EER . AR S
A2 s DR A A ST ek 52 ) 2R i R Sk T AR P Y Bt
FUREE T BT R B RS B R % . e
Ak RN s BB AL AR A Ty i g, s LR
TR AL 7040 5 T e R B A R, LIS (2018) X
A7 24 H WA S ZE AT B SSMR CGEFLT 1. B
7 SR AER RO AT R EE R A KRBT, 455
WGCNATfi i F|ESK1 (ESKIMO1). CESA6 (CEL-
LULOSE SYNTHASE 6)fIFRA8 (FRAGILE FIBER
8)AF Bk e HL R . A H T, X2 AR RL D A
BT AR B K B BAR B SR AR b TR T L W
MR EE R R

R

ENEE=

3.3.3 ENSFHLH

WAL R N T D s i, Vi 2 RSP IR —
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%, fuFEgSH1. OsShl. ObSH3. sh4/SHALl. SH5.
SHAT1. sh-hA1OsCPL1% 3 &4 K] (Konishi et al.,
2006; Li et al., 2006; Lin et al., 2007, 2012; Ji et al.,
2010; Zhou et al., 2012; Yoon et al., 2014; Lv et al.,
2018), LI OsGRF4/PT2. OsNPC1. GL4. OsLG1
FISSH1% £ % FL [H (Lee et al., 2007; Ishii et al.,
2013; Cao et al., 2016; Sun et al., 2016; Jiang et al.,
2019). _EIRHE TN /N RR SR AR B AR BT R )
FHRIT TS T —E MR 2% . T FH 55
T AR B LR AR 2 R, HVERL > T
Pt ER 1. BHT, 2425 BN IT
(Arabidopsis thaliana) i T 2L L R CLpk %0,
SHP (SHATTERPROOF). FUL (FRUITFULL). ALC
(ALCATRZA). IND (INDEHISCENCE). RPL (RE-
PLUMLESS) (Liljegren et al., 2000, 2004; Rajani
and Sundaresan, 2001; Robles and Pelaz, 2004),
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Abstract Forage grass is the cornerstone of animal husbandry. However, the shortage of forage grass caused by the
lack of elite varieties and simple planting structure has been a bottleneck for the forage grass industry. Therefore, the
productive yield potential of new forage grass species besides developing traditional forage grass should be mined. New
forage grasses developed in recent years have great advantages over the traditional forage grasses in their feeding value,
including yield, nutritional quality, adaptability, and stress resistance. In this review, we summarized the research pro-
gress, development trend, and core competitive value of several new forage grasses, including bermudagrass (Cynodon
dactylon), triticale (xTriticosecale Wittmack), quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa), forage rapeseed (Brassica napus), grain
amaranth, sesban (Sesbania cannabina), and wild soybean (Glycine soja). We also discussed the basic biological prob-
lems in new forage breeding. Finally, we provided suggestions and strategies for innovation of the new forage grass and
sustainable development of forage grass industry, ensuring food security.
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