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E % L (polyploidization) Z 45 4 A F IR ER A L EmEH UM REN AR EEE ERNAK. BRED
ARARBTLBENEHLRUEA TR T EME XBNA UL RS, EEAWM LS FH Aot
A TEwz . AERBEXEFAANFOERER ST ELMAFIL) TEMFRAGNA, AW L ELE 26
FREAAH#ANTBNARCRE L T AN EEZRR. AXERR AN BT BN Z BUARTTE. 2 EEY
KRAGURZIBEMF AN EIEFASR. ElbEm L, MENREKREKE 544, DNARAE g RN EE
BAFLLARNAF R B iRk E 5 M RR, HESEERDZ. mESREEREKED T AR ENAERRATT
RIFMHIRE. HEAXBR N ZHARRRNELE ERRARRE, $t— S RHHAXN L B UAEI Y L HET

REEFRA# BT EREANER, RAREEY L FEUF AT LE.
Kigia) EAREAEMER, RAEEGN, L &L, SEE ERAHRML, WL HFL

W) 2 AR (polyploidy) B 7t B A & AR s, H
5 AT DLUE I 219t 20 R P2 % 5 Hugo de Vries
XFH W5 & (Oenother) B 58 H1 1) — IRAHR K I, de
Vriesil i M KT, TEO. lamarckianaf& AL FE A
SRR T RE R R, BT X R AR
P AR TR R B E AR, DR I X e RAB AR (5 1 i 44
NO. gigas)H i FHAR SR IK IR S 3k g A AR .
FEZJGEHHFFE T, Lutz! il 40 2 22 R IO, gigas
PG AR KN 2n=4x=28, J2O. lamarckiana(2n=2x=14)
AR, PRI AT 7K PR SE | 2 A5 IR IAAAE. BEE £
P2 (AL IR R 2 (35K K B, KiharafllOno' 5%
F“autopolyploidy”F1“allopolyploidy” ¥ I~ ML AR 1E Sk

[X 43 A5 [ M 22 [T 2% 22 (hybridization) i T2 i £ 5 AL B
% BJ5, Stebbins™ZEa 24 BT 70 3k 4 £ stk —
LA VIR, RIS 2 £5 4 (autopolyploid) . [X B 5+
VR Z 51K (segmental allopolyploid). 3 [KH 7R L £%
& (genomic allopolyploid)FH [F] ¥ 7 i £ 1% {4 (autoallo-
polyploid)(1). 7ELIERYE, Grant™ UK RIVE £ 514
43 R R TR YR 22 A5 Ak (strict - autopolyploid) FF P AN ]
i 2 8] [R5 £ f5% 44 (interracial - autopolyploid). 7EZ: )]
ZUMET G, B2 580 20 F R SRR )
=W (biological species)(P € X472, BIFEIVEZ
A R AR A G AR R IR T — /M MBI e iR 2 H
WA B E] — DN YF A RIAMETE 282 5 254,
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‘ Diploid ancestor ‘

Diploid ﬂjﬁ BB B,B, CE
B,B,B,B
Tetraploid AABB, segmental ccce
P allotetraploid allotetraploid autotetraplpid
Hexaploid AAAAB,B, AAB1B1CC-
autoallohexaploid allohexaploid

B 1 AEZ AR KA R

Figure 1 Classification system of different types of polyploid

TSR 2 5 R R F8 G tafR 2k B T 28 /=R A Fi kR
& (reproductive isolation) A~ [E47) 4 a] 1) 2% 52 3 I
1%[6,7].

RO 2 A5 AR T 98 = A P AR TR A R
O AR ASFRBEE BV 5 . 40, De Vries' i i 7
B MEERILFNEZ ARV O, biennisHIAEZF 51E
PR b AR AR AR R, B 201 40304404
VK, Y2 St AR AT S M5 5%
T B OARA B i, Forb i AT AR PRI BOR B
SRR Z M U2 A5 R A, IF B
TAH T 2 AP WSR3 240 (BT
FE AR, Winkler! ¥ A i “polyploidy”ix A Ml A 1
KA IR BT SR 1) 2 AR IR, I 1E 20 HE X Ov“rE
AR P AFAE =8 DA R Gt AR 2H K . S AR b
B AT SRR, Horg SOt — Bz yean
JAZ ) G AR A AE AL A R RN £, IR DA wT g
PR U SR AVIGES S TR I = U =
DNA 555 RS, Y2 BT RN T 5
WS, WY 2 A T e 22 B R 2 25 ) AL
S HXT R oA 5 R BIVEARTE B AL 1) Ak

1 AU S 2 R AL f2 v
e

L1 RURRSEh RT S AR L g
FI BOE Y 2 AL RIBT SU R, 2 5k Ah
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DAL LA 9080 v P 4 B A 5 2 1 5 JFE A A B £ 1k 22 i
M SEAT= R R 2 AR TR B, (R 2 A e AR A A S
BLAT AR MR SRR, B Winge! 42
T 2 AR YA B T N A AR . AR
VLB J5 13 B 2 58 0 3CHE, FEROR MY 2 A5 4k
IO a0\ = AP =1:01 711 ¢2 A A L X7 b
F) 43 V00 Bl 5 20 5 3 AN AR A e i A e T 4
W, T 2 AR AR A A PR A AR I I
WM L AE oy 20 PR A v S A 5 2% A R R 7 0 DX 3
B RE R B S 0 TR B AR [X P02 R T,
7E201H:2850~704E4%,  LAStebbins FlWagner AU )2
XA 2 A A = ST T R AN, Steb-
bins'™ YA H A K8 A% 28 7 T 22 B 38AE 22 AL
¥ (genetic buffering) i) 5 i i AR M A 34 1, a2k 1 Xk DA
T 2 A5 R BE AR A o [ Rk, [FIINF, BT 2 A5 fE
(IR S AST AT 22 (5 AR ) M R a8 A% 22 FE 1 5 0 S g
Wil it — 2 E R 2450 R YR BRI
BX(shallow evolutionary time)#2 3| T /£, 1 K% Hok
BERBPRR B AR AT 5B B BRI, Steb-
bins A A 2 f5 40 2 2 P dh it Al i B v i) <<t A e
(evolutionary noise)”. Wagner X% 5 %R 1 8,
FFFEREN R 2 A5 A AT 1S9 P A2 15 AR 1) I 2 v <A s [
AN 5 i 2 E M1 L [F] (carried away with side
branches and blind alleys that go nowhere)”. M5, Z 1%
TG VB AE AR R ) 8] P — B 52 0 3 22 15 44 s 1)
WA, E7E [F 3 BAGrant™ A Levin ™ A0 3 1) 22 2 %t
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U At R R k. 9140, Levin' i1 < 25 %t )
TR AR AAR R, DA T et i 3% BEL ok 3t
AL A2 4 242 (the idea that chromosome dou-
bling per se hinders progressive evolution becomes less
tenable as information on autopolyploid increases)”, HfI
Z A5 AR E R A R P I B (a road towards evolu-
tionary success)” . B 2 J5 > THAEHEE AR,
AR 22 [P UE 4 BT 0] T S FFLevin WL AL, 250X
VIR AL S A 2 FEVE TR ) B OB A 2 5 T
UNGIE

1.2 BRSO AL SRy PR
IR MIBT FTIESE, 2 At A 4 T % ARk
HERREA I RE A, DI R 48 BT 52 1) FAZ AR B 3 45 11
U AV HESIIIIR G T 2 A RO Dk
THEYIG, P BAE A T e ikt E 2
AL, Bl S B AT AR LR 7 5 S i)
ZJ T oRly it AL X R MY
B TR A 5N E, s tRIEY R BT
e TR 2R, B, @R 2 AL S R
ZRENETE B AR EAT 0 i R, 2 A T DA
B g AR 5 FOR AR B A TE MR B, Bl 2 4%
(BT RIS AN 55 2 135 A WA T2 ) AR o H AT
ME— CLRN AT DU R 80— 1A% F A 5 R mh s
HE R B S B AR R, Z21435%
R LLZ AR IR A AE, JF B 15% /8 5
TEYIANI31% H R AV IV AR 1 P B A G 0 A
TE PR, SR T M 2 TS R 2 A543
DK ZH A R b 22 R E PR I T BRAEAE B DT ORHK. A T
BEIZAB I, Fawcett NP5t T AT (¥ 58 R 20 $0 k4T
IR I, BT 2O AR T S B - =
20 W) K 48 S (Cretaceous-Paleogene extinction)f7-7E
RENRER. H5 Z, BT H Y B AE R IR I b 5t
P s F s SN SRR 2 AR, 2R UAERE
JE BT R E, B 2 2 R R A
T EEL-E =YKL B ARRENLELR, TS
I HER b PR B AR R AR G, ARk
T2 BT FT A T SRR 2 A e L T AL 1AL 5 )
LR, IR B T T 2 A A kA
B SR A R AL 40, Mayrose NP7 i xof it
JITE K 22 A 1k X AR G i B e 2 A T

F(diversification rate)#t47 X b/ Hr K I, Z 51 YHp
Pl T IR AL W 1 oK o, HL 2 AR R 4
FhTE BGE 2R b AR I R 2248, (B K 4835 2 4]
FEXS AR R B, XA T RASEFES
Jh 2 A5 E & AL BEE [F] (dead end). {HIZW R fif
JE 1B 2] T UUSoltisFE NAMRE R FEH MR, Soltis%
PSR I B 5 v B A SRRE S AN G i I AR AE
BZWIR, B FEELR RIS WE T JESLE .
FEXT BB/ Bl HEAT 005, Soltis S AP A Sy
B 22 A AR TE BEAL WIS Y B AT REAE & Pl A R I 45
TEH P25 K4, (HMNTERFIHHLR B RENS 2
AR R R A E R S WA BE 1. AT i —
B WERAZ A A, Landis5 A5 100049 Fi i) e s 20
HAR#AT 7 25005 2K E o, HHR2Am106
R Z A5 A 2 1 B FH 3 17494 [l Ho A 4 2K B i 4 2
FIRGERKEWN L. R RI, HAPR70R 2 50 E 1R
HTMESE, HHZIRERIEREZHELm
KPP NAE. 2 bR, BARZ AL E X
54bF 4, B H AT RSS2 et 7
R 5 PFh 2 10

2 SR N AL o R AR A
A AR

i EPR, 2 A5 R 22 RE I B TR R R DR 2
AT — B T, B TRAETREAR
HEPERME—FEFT (substrates), R, 2540 S HEAA)
BRE I R T 2R SR 2 A SR 1 £
RUFTTE. BARE R 5T Aot & R 30 2 546 vT DU
BRI AR, IF Hom 0 2 DR 20 250 43 A 0 IE S
2 S K TR ST (R B
HIRR A 22 A5 AR L DR 20 I R PR S FLAE R 2R R B AL
BINRNZHEAFEYMt e B pdE i, RimA s
FE K SR A P AR o A B SR 4 T ARk,
DNAMN PR ARSE Z Mo FAEV S ER N EH N Z
METRN BRE N LA R AR AR TE
R FALEI SR AE T RS ST, A0 M
P iR 5 DNA S /KT8 2 AN 2 TH 0 i 2 R A8 ) 2
AT ST 3 R AT TS, DA 2 e it
VAP 2 Rl S B R AT 2 T LB
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21 ZEMSBERGAREH SRFASHE R

G 255, B U 2 A5 R P AN [ (1)
et AR 20 A 75 L H AT DI RE ML, X H S EULE
HEAEC WY BE I B 1 (fertility) U FRAK.  RERI21E —
FE AR SR A R 56 36 R Rl B 73 RN 2 (meiosis ma-
chinery) 15 HERE R ELIE™", 79T R0 2 5t rh 22
W 2> AR B A% 4K (aneuploidy) . 44 44 F HE(chromo-
somal rearrangement)t5 F At 28 B 3 K] 4 & 14 AR
FUBL SRR, B Y RSO IR 44 52 (fluores-
cence in situ hybridization, FISH)FIIE K ZH R A7 4458
(genomic in situ hybridization, GISH)%% % F 4l ff gt 1%
FHARMHRRA, A2 AR EEREE S8 0E R
WL T Edk. TSR rra. DA ER
B, NEJE(Triticum)) —AEEKMFT. urartu(AA,
2n=2x=14) 511158 (degilops)H Sitopsis F Ff (sec-
tion) 1 ] de. speltoides(SS, 2n=2x=14)8% 5 Hir ) H
AR AE210.5 B T 0 S IR DU £ A0 T BT AR
VUfE AR/ NET. turgidum ssp. dicoccoides(BBAA,
2n=4x=28)"*"*\ B 5, W IVUA A /NE T turgidum
ssp.  durum(BFL A AL T R)TES000~100004F 1 5 Ae.
tauschii(DD, 2n=2x=14)5 5755 AT 7S 5 7R 3 55
N BIEIE/NET aestivum(BBAADD, 2n=6x=
42)4) SN B Y 0 R 5 KA S R 20 BB A4 A/
5A/7B 5 fil(translocation), %S ML FFE Se K AL —
AR, urartulPJAAFISAZ (8], SR G176 DU 5k /N
HFIBS A BIAALL B ISA AR X BE IR AT 5
Rr7. BEEAAI5 A S ST 5 (breakpoint) B LT %58, i
I 5 I8 I DNA D 7 73 Hr it — B4R, AU
fEARFIT, urartu(AA)FIT. monococcum(A™A™HS &7
AL, FHEFTA AR IR DR 2H 1 DU A5 A4 R S A A4 /)N
FWMEG LG AN, L RN E R4A G
PR TR TR T s 00 R A T 4 A R R 2 () ] 3 £6r
(pericentric inversion) LA K4 A KB Py (8 P 214 (para-
centric inversion)Z etk LE A8 B LAk S E YL
AR H 5S4 R 1 N — N EEGERE T A LS
VU RN, Zhangs NP —A/NET urartu
(AA), T. monococcum(A™A™), Ae. tauschii(DD), Ae.
longissima(SlSI), Ae. bicornis(SbSb)ﬂJAe. sharonensis
(STS™MBAT I AL 5 2 A5 ARF] 1 IR ST STATA™,
S'S'AA, S"S’DDHIAADD ) PUfif /N3 S 3od X3 4 A
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T A R VU A A /N2 5 e A5 AR S AR A7 X6 e 2 BT
L, AEFE R A AN R B DR 20 40 6 () DU A5 R /2
HIL R RA ML, DIERLAUAS'S AAR) & P £
/NZZ R, A T AS AR AR S, R4
iR 7 AR, PP S SR AMARTT
T 7= A R A AR S R etk K, S°S’ DD
FIAADD P 5 DU F5 44 /N2 76 e i fR 0 H R 2544 |
#RE TR KINAE, THESTSTATATRIS'S' A AT Ff
VOFE AR /N2 rp 0 A D 21 1 57 EE DNA T 51 Al [H]
VL DR P2 RO E Y KA B R BT S A
AN N T A BN R AR N 22 I R A AR A
(Si~Syo) Rt b B H R A KRR S, H H AR A
T B A S SR B e S B A T 7
B oy R8I W NS R R E N2, [ #F (Chinese
spring) f#ti /N (CH Campala Lr22a)%F F B HI#
B it Z5 )t A7 70 50 K ) 0 ) A S A O R o e 2 e ),
UL B trml AL, 250 T LS B R AR S
KEGLOPRIKPAR I, I BB A8 S RN 2 A
AP PR S5 DT R 7 A 128 5 ]
2N E A E 5 S R I 508 K I
T H AR 2 H S B AR 2 R A . SEAN TS
IR VU A5 AR 3 Brassica  napus(AACC, 2n=4x=38)
o, LR AR A AN R 5 1) G A B AN Y ]
BER(36~427%), [ I PF: It A 0 e f e 4k B HE
SRR Ak B 5 557 5 A, 75 Y R (~80
YRR R DU A5 AR WA Tragopogon miscellus, Jit
B BRI T A FEREE R Qa3 B 545
FAR S, A AR R AR AR A [F) YL € A4 28 R) 2 7 HE B 1
R AT LAY I 55 1569% M1 76%°. BUAR UL E I Ft 485
TG BRI AR Sk T 2 A AR R R, (HAE
Z A5 AR RS T AR AL S Pk b J R B TR s ) AR L.
a0, VUfEARArabidopsis suecicar I F: “A5ARZEAA.
thalianafA. arenosai@ it — X FIRVUFEARIE L, 1A
kamchaticalll;& HA. halleriflA. lyrataiBid % IR 3R
DU A5 TR 0, st b N B R AR T UL P 7
ZAGARIAT T I, T X L 2 AR AR R Y 2 R 4
FHXT R T A HAE 28 9 o 5 A tH I g (fk
HERMRR LA RO g R, TRk A
WESEZAG WAL T G AR 2 B 5 2540 548 e = AR (1) [+
BFIRRAE TR BPRIR A I, SN T 2 £k
Pk & BT T1(evolvability), IEXHEVIE 15
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ol 5 it Aol o IR B A B A SRR AL

22 ZAEALTE FDNAS TR A58 F i s
et

FLAE20H 40 W 1, McClintock!™* 5 ¥ A~ ] %
2H IR ) 4242 B 51 kL i 2 R 40 b o (genomic - shock) RN
A LA B B R A K AL A e 1 2 A BT T
T2 FHDNABR 1 B D) Fr B B 2 25 P (restriction
fragment length polymorphism, RFLP)FIDNA# 1 A Bt
K 2 &M (amplified fragment length polymorphism,
AFLP)SE 3 — AR FARICEIR X /N L SRR A4S
ZAGRIDPNHEAT 53 BT IR S 2 A5 AR AR AR St 107 ARk
BT EEAEAEER T BB R H AN
ST TR H i 5E 3, M2 AR REE TR K
ME R R, Rk 2 B TR SE 2 AR R R A
PRV 25 52 AR 4, I
FERE KR e R s s BRI R R B R
ST DL AR KR AE Gossypium  hirsutum(AADD,
2n=4x=52) 9, L& T 2514 HE R A Nt 44
Jo, HEERA e e B 17 30~361%, X3
TR R Myb e s IR TR ORI N, IR
(R AFARAE LT AE MM T R, B R AR 2 T ol )
BV SE, BEARH T Qe AR 7R o 2 FE A
XA TE LA Bk A I TR e, A 45 DY A5 AR 4 A op 24
60% AL r4EFRF | H A ASEAR B L 2 5, (HA
HID SV, 25k PR 25 [) A B0 1 B S22 A X AR B3E AL (asym -
metric evolution), 457! A& I 3 K 2 [8]) JE 32 A DNAZZ e
(nonreciprocal DNA exchanges)#HLi#il|{# 15 PU 54K 1 A
BAR R DY H PR 2H S5 67 25 R 1 L8 (25.0%~  34.2%) EE
MDZE g ANV 35 [PR] 25 25 o7 32 IR 1) A5 (8.0%~  10.6%)
w23 B R, R B RIS R 4
WEFE PRI, EARPIAN DU RS AR R AE A ) A AR T
RIHTZ IR, {0 AFITD Y 25 PR 4[] A H 302 i Pl
FIDNASE Bt U, B b, Zhangs N4 JE R 7K F
X VUFEARKRAEG.  hirsutum ] AFTD IV 3 A 4H 73R4T L X6
SR, AR AR R H B B R S50 . R AN
HARM R R KT DI A, 3 HAEYIME A
Y R 20 52 B R () R N - B S AR 4R oA O, D
P DR 2H 57 B e R I R DN S S BRI A G, i A
FRBIE 5 3k — AR 7R DU A AR A rh ) A 5 R AH A 22 £3%
WG R AT 22 A [] G 0,4 ) R G 044 7 1) 285 4 A8

5, I HER5 AR T S5 M IR S IR A DU AR AR AE )
Foboefr U701 o i DR 4L ) RE AR X F 7 1 2 A AR LR e o,
JE I EE O R DU fs Ay SR U5 DU 5 Ak e e A AR AR
W, WEC RS AR VAR P R B R R T
kSR A, If HE A 2T 5 0] 55 58 VU £ 4 Fh
(i PR 2EL R s P DL R R s R s bk U7 24
PR A SR R A AT E R, 2 E B SR
PR KPR S 10 TR B 1 5 3L DN A 4 7 /K P 18 4% A8 57 1)
FEAL A, 7R T ORI R AR T B DY A5 A 5B, na-
pustt, AFERA NGB 7R DN, A
XL P DU R 45 26%~30% K A4E T 128 5T V) (alter-
native splicing)!’". A, S — (54K IMZEB. oleracea
(CC, 2n=2x=18)M1B. rapa(AA, 2n=2x=20)3k K 21+ ]
ZAYE A 2 TR R 5 B 2B X B (least-fractionated,
medium-fractionated fllmost-fractionated) #4743 #T K& I,
BRI FER . e -y S A ] AR BT AR R e T AL
(ancient diploidization)id 2 A tH H B T A Xk B i
17, 5L, @i b DU 54K i 32 B. napus(AACC,
2n=4x=38)M1B. juncea(AACC, 2n=4x=36)5HILH —
FERSEAB. rapalf) ASERIZLR I, PN DUAEARYI AP A
W R 5y YR T A E B, rapaiFf, {E40; T M
SN 2 A5 S N Tk B H A R H 454 5 D e J7 TH
FEAE TR R, FET R SRR R B AU AE A
B BRI, ZouZ N —AE KB, rapaFIDY 4B
carinata(BBCC, 2n=4x=34)#1T 335345 T R E 4
F5B. napus(AACC, 2n=4x=38)ZLHIE UK.
V2B BT VY A5 A 22 1 o O v s B ) N T e
Ja, AMYIERIH AR E 50T B 1 P AR PR e % T
K, 4y H B A 2R S H AR T R4 vy 25 [
SEEREAT S R R g, To Ve R R 4 s AR L 1
HEEEYIM, I8 R A AR R AR TE SR, £
] LLifs T A 2 R 4K FDNA G T8 S 17 A, RE
I E 2 AR R A = AR s A AR R i T R
ARBMARIVTE R, FEXT 2 A5 AR M g J k2] 1
HE PR FEA.

23 SR RN R A
e

Waddington - 1942 4F 5 ) T & W I8t 4% % (epige-
netics) IHES:, IR HE SO & BR8] AR 5 Ho
Y2 18] (A ELA B 36 [ (R AL 17 2E (the causal in-
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teractions between genes and their products which bring
the phenotype into being)™™. Bi% £ A KA i 57 5
WA N 2R3 E, WaddingtonfIT 5 S “the causal in-
teractions” H A B 45 #% 4~ i 1 (nucleolar dominance)-

2H % H & Mi(histone modification). /N5 TFRNA.

DNA I 3E4h(DNA  methylation) BA & 142 748 (6 5 2
(cis) R 2 (trans) 1 FI 45 75 T ) 28 W A% 42 1007,
H TR MBS 5 2 B TR R, B ™
e AT IR AR AT BRI Ok I, DR X R 2 £
A 538 B AL ) TR B 52 B A2 S ) B gE. R
A 53 R R A BB 1S 22 35 1% (methylation
sensitive amplified polymorphism, MSAP)%5: 55—
FFRiCR 2 05 R BAEAB AL S AR S E AT T
WP ERYY, H T IR HA R IE AL S 15 B AL A
UL TS AR Tk R AR X 2218 Bl E F A
MR Gyt o7 S e SLPTTE - P 2 AR (Chip-seq) Al
M THARR TEH, B2 A TR S 2 5 A
FEC R H AT AL AR 7 A I R S TR
ARSI, PLARIE K FE(Oryza sativa) 9, Xuss
N5 WA R japonicafindica B FF 1 2 38 Fih 54
AR JE AT R MR S B Rk i R, 49
42% F150% 1) [7] Y5t 25 R 76 % 58 M AN 22 5 4K o o I S
HFE R ik Z 5 (homeolog expression bias), F5 A
[F) 358 5 22 A JE ARAMAR )= A 1 Y S e R Y MR 4
. FEIE— 3P B KT 1) 2 R 0 43 Bt v B OIE 52, 2%
25 2 A5 A 8 4 [R5 35k DR 3 i A = s AR R A FH 77 )
A, B2 A2 S AR DR 43 [ Y05 e D] ) 2 ik A X4 )
TR, fH 2 F5 A ED DX A 53 [R5 5 RTAEAS [F] > A
ik 2 T K™, 5 k2kl, Zhang A5t b
gy Mrindica S Fe1R) U5 DU A5 44 J5 ARDNA F 264 5 siRNA
FIEKIN, 25T LLT 8 b 1 ALK R AR L
AR DLE— P AT T B R ) SRR . thAh, Wang
2t N A R 25 R 2 T % R 7 o 2 At AR
Hl FF PR TR, REXSAHLAM. A
Jr ZERRR) ) PR A BE DR AR AT 3, IR SRR
X DNA H B4k 7K~ 5 3 R 41 2 £ 4 s S A7 7R AH Pk
betan, JEERIX b A KT 6 22 S 5 T AN BE LR T 9 4
PR SR [F] SCRAR R AR AR, I HLAE 2 W AL K
7 1y U DR SR 08 I, T /K A B A 2H DN AR kA
5B W E 2 M F A E SRR A C REDNA
L R B (MET 1) 9828 0k |- /3 3E s, i by
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A, R KRR N T A R A R AT R SR
22 5 I AR R A A% SR R R T DA S A i PR ZH K
P RMBAE AR AL

FEBEARIEACT, Hutg NP AN DU AR L G.
hirsutumMG. barbadense X ¥ “f5KSEARG. arboreum
(AA, 2n=2x=26)F1G. raimondii(DD, 2n=2x=26)#17 %}
Ee A B, I 80% I 2R 1 #E 22 A At 4 Hh 2R I Y
IR 1A (additive expression). TMIELT4EL i, PUAT
ERRIEG.  hirsutum )8 (A FRIA 5 LA IE R 4 5%
AKG. arboreum S FHAL, HLE 7 I — DN IUREAEFEEG.
barbadense T [ F2 155 X E) 5 230 T H D WP KL R 41 5%
AG. raimondii. TEN T A /NGRS, @I E
SEAB. carinata(BBCC)HB. rapa(AA)KIH & i 41
RI, 2IH22%0E B EE A G R I T 27K
ik, JFFHAEMMREEA FEEE T WM ERS
MR AR B TR, EARAER
RIKEZRERANE . BT ZE (Manihot esculen-
ta) SR g R I Sy, ST RN
B AR AR A AR ILAE D R 2R R /N RN A B 3R
IEIKF, [FIREEDNAH AL AR (i 3R I8 E IR
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Recent advances of plant polyploidy and polyploid genome evolution
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Polyploidization refers to the evolutionary phenomenon that chromosome sets of a species are doubled and which can pass to
offspring during the reproductive process. While polyploidy is a ubiquitous feature of all angiosperm plants, its roles in genome
evolution and species diversification have been and are still debated. With the advances of DNA sequencing, molecular biology and
genomic technologies, significant progress in studies of plant polyploidy and genome evolution has been made during the last decade.
In this review, we will follow the research history of plant polyploidy to introduce the classification systems of plant polyploidy as
well as the academic debates that are still going on. Then, we summarize recent achievements primarily in major polyploid crops
including wheat, rapeseed and cotton, with a special emphasis on the progress of chromosome number and structural variations,
genetic and epigenetic modifications as well as gene expression at the mRNA and protein levels. We hope that the summaries and
perspectives raised in this review will improve our understanding of the importance of plant polyploidy to species diversification and
genome evolution and motivate further studies in this field.

genomic structural variation, epigenetic modification, polyploidization, polyploid, genome evolution, species
diversification
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