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BEBEEFEFMRB L RES
LREHT, ROUL, EAHE, BT, X, K2R, FlEE
TG 8 OB RLE RO, 1T € 2 B T80 5, 75530002

L HORAE R AEPIRL S S EAR 2B, MO B A0 B K AR SE00 =, SR MR I8 4% A0 n 500 3, JE 5100083
et iR HARZR P2 R R L, JE5(100195

WE: a2 —MEHA. RRFANT ARG ETrHiY. BB ZHRFE, THHATKS REiT
KRBT R BEERAARAKR. REEZ. BMEELLFHL, TR B NE TR, BLHE6F
HEZR. PRARTHHEARCRATARITH N EZAL, KRR TAREYTHRE, ALHERATE
B BATRFRE AR ARG RIF L o tE, RENBT AT RR AR BH A LR FEFIHHEAR, ABER
RIRET B AR A5 52T KAV A RBEE T 5H T4,

KGR B G BATIR; B, 55 R R S et

MM 1) R A e Ji AR T v e LA
8T i A (WangZ62019). B & NI LEER
ARV, MEZH . R AN E N — R (T
M%52010; B EHTE2019). 74k o BLAN BT A
Pk & KDLk — BB T A1 E, St R
PR BE R, T 2R R AR e AL 6~81K
[ A2 A i %5 0, FECE MK 2R ).
A v S HE DL IR P i 2 M (5 3R R 45 2015)
FRT, HAHEBEAR, REES, BRATEEG M
FhAXZ, AP %, (AU 28 B Fhv 8 7 A 2
ERERT, AL H A B ARS8 (Yand52019).

FL A5 A (haploid) 2 4 240 i G4 e AR £ T+ G
OB ()R A SINfE S IR
A& (doubled haploid, DH) AN 100%4l & . Sk E
T AR AT 4 5 B PR (WangZ52019) ., R A
TR RN SE DR 200 P RS HEME SR 4 . N R
A JE AR 5 AR/ VR AL R A2 i [ T R a8 A% AL 1) HE AR
Ak, CHCAAEE A M E AR

H AT, A5 E MR OO YR 2 4
[ — KW 70 #0 AU 8, PR A AR BOR & FP s
AgReliantFl 7 L1 #B 45 [ 2 44 Fiolk A =] 1 L E
ik, HAEHIEMIME, B SE SRR,
Rl SR R 4 & I R 2 BEAR R AL B Rl T4,
BHARERE SN 7 E IR R KR, A3
BT T RGE, R RNE G B HE .

1 BAERETESRE

BRI R BRI H760.002%~
0.02%, HATARA H A RRPAGIRKIRIE . FEH R
) AT AR T A WTIR AN, H A AR T
W HUFAR R
1.1 ETFRAEFNEGRES
111 EHEER)IFE SR &R

N LS A5 R 5 5 N Guha®%(1964) FI F =
R 2G35 % h ) SRR bR . B RG E & 24K
SEARZ UNMET)IRATG AR . SharpZ5(1971) R H
B4 1 5 (Lilium longiflorum){e 253R45 1 HA5 A4,
AL 0[5 45 (1982) 55 9% =2 M 1 & (L. davidii
var. willmottiae){t.24, %5 H A5 Rk ; HanZ:
(199 FI I 25 M R IL I T & (L. asiatica){E25 94
BESRAF BLAE A BHF5 IS (2010) LHTER M H A (L.
Jormolongi) 125 Fh R B AL 2175 T H B A5 AR FE AR,
KLU H G AM BT S Rk, (HiES
Z A2 B FE R TR $) . Lichter (1982)3% FH #5 A
MK (Brassica napus)iif & /MR RIMER, B X

ks 2020-01-11 &%  2020-09-30
WEN VA RO SEARR A SR AR = T R
(19-B-01-02) J~ P44 0T 3R 3 & J& & T+ PR (O ot
AA17204058-03)F1 [ 5% [ SRR 24542 (31270737)
* JLEEGIEH: YR 52 (chenyuzhen@bjfu.edu.cn). 7 {7 4f
(lucunfu@bjfu.edu.cn).
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FR ISR AT R AR AR . (BRI B A AME T K
hifs G B A5 A ) o WD, X T Re S B & /M
TR AN IR 1 B g 732 A 9(Han%61997).

MO IRRE KA RS 2R, W R B
R 8 A2 ) R i AR T T R EDR G A, 2 B —
FR AN AH O HE RUA B B ) 3L 1R 4% (Zurd$2014) .
Sanchez-Diaz%5(2013) KBl A 144 F K (TaTPD1-
like, TAAIb., GSTF2, GSTA2. TaNF-YA.
TaAGLI14. TaFLA26. CHI3. XIP-R. Tadl.
WALI6. TaEXPB4. TauAGP31-LIKEFITaMED)5 /)N
/N R AG R AR 0 5 A B B 1k
FEAEG . fEMAG R R A /N B2 DH28 R, FiT
IR AR B T8 ARk B MEMIEA K
A IDHS0 2+, K 2 Bk R Rk /K P RUIR B E 4
ANFRIK(ZurdsE2014) . HE GALZ 2 W 52 2] A 4
ZxG DR 2R R T 5 3 H A AR ) B o - R L
il H ATE A
1.1.2 REEFERR)FSEEMR

MERC 1415 5 B iR £ B IE i 5 T i EUn
BRORALT)IRTS s MM Ak . Tulecke (1964) B X
i 18 K FH White$5 77 515 5 R 245200 AT (Ginkgo
biloba) T 53R 1% T L E R @ L 24, (H AR e 7 (L TE
R AR 200 RIS E 48 (1983)iF S22 E & 15
PRI RGBS A M R

— N EH FEE R A, AR
BRep A — BTk, 5IEZ5 5L, RN
BR(F )T A B AR A MR I RE 1L D,
[F] I AR PR LR R A TE R . WA, BOKAER
W TR K B SRS TR 100 31—t 3 2
HE PEIRA S (quantitative trait locus, QTL)AIJ A
INBSIQTLAEM . F K15 Gt th b S AL S &
AL s (ggi L NMERZ R B S TN S5 BE
i (Barret45:2008), —/NQTL 5 Mgt 4445 57 11166%, 1
5 HI35 Getufk L IQTL gmhir I Hgmhir2 W] LAfERE
14.7%F18.4% 1) T4 7 (Wu%52014).
1.1.3 ZHEZENBEFRRERES

(DA RERR SR AL, 8L 1Y BEOR[A], B3
DRI BUAN [s], RS [) — S Fh () AN [R) bk 2R (), B4R
SRR BAERKZER . RREZQOIS)TET
ANH A B R A S R B R R T s A

BRI, PRAE A6 T AR M AR, B0 B R AR
(26.09%). —fHA(43.48%) . PUfEi4(4.34%)F13E
BAEKR(26.09%) . =N E A M E EEREG D
LA R BRAG TG @A LU B AE
PROEFHME52010). BRI R, BIEESH S
B AR 57 1) DR 2R 11 7 B R

Q)BEAFERR A BURERS B MERERC T4 R A 78
REE R B W B REAE BRI B IR T OB LR
WA, BT R B # 1 = R AR, T s
ZUUIRIRAR . s R A (RIORF6 5~ BR 40 ) S 31 5%
Wi 1 A 52K 1 55 0 R FR AR, AR AT AR [
FB(1983)FH 12~18 mm=~ M [ &AL & 1T 5 B Ak 15
FRIRTT T AR RRE IR, I AN AR I B A A
SRR T R 7 Yok, A ZIR40M. REE
Z2(2015)IN A, FEAERT 1 dFIAETE ol T RIS T 55
s %, WF ORI, TR R N T
W15 = A A 1 28, T A A RS R R L
AT BRI K ZENROK, <& = [/
T BARZ ALY 3 K R36~38 mm (§FF5 I 442010),
BV H A (L. formosanum){t. 3 A 40~50 mmEK: (Han
FINiimi 2005), T #T M H A< 15 R fE 7
K FEH24~26 mm, WPHZRAS H A 1EE K20~30 mm
(Han%§1997). JhAh, $EAETEM R IR 1 e B 22 LA
JACHREN L, BI5emi /NP AR R A

Q)BT RT IR . /N T B ARRT IR 8
I B R BLAG Bk S 1 AR (R e S 1, H AT
A —Fh B — R 7R & & T A FED I $ A
WiFE T RS, FEREFEWMS, N6, L RMSHI
B5%%, AR KR MIFMRAKE M E T/MIT IR
JRIER (R R FES2015).

= EEQO0 )R IL, 6 A FFE R B A
T2 B ARG FRIN, HoE Bl SR IR S A
TEZMEH G TR oNE TR AR, t RMSK; 77
FE(VBIKEEMO0.1 mg- L mF]4.0 mg-L )15 5
RETNOE: FRIE (B O AR E £51982, 1983). 3%
FEEQOISETE T HE T I A5 kR, BDSE 77
FART-CBMAIMS, A NBDSHREF 1) Al 2 R A
I ) SR AT 23k 7 A B AR IR I 11 A
HanZ5(1997) 5t X Wl X B AT K T — B e s
TIPSR RS0, FIFIMS52.0 mg L' #3555
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F12.0 mg L™ £ K & (zeatin) it L 4L &, Hf51K 5 S
RILFN7.6%. FHRHHRMEEFIL1S LR
I B A 2R B U A B RMSS, 7R A10.5 mg-L!
2,4-D. 4.0 mg-L" KTFI30~90 g-L"' R, 55 SR nf
1544% (Qua51988). [K L, ¥4 773 12K M S A4
KA AR KRS R AC B XS 15 5 5
R AR & 2 O B PR 5K
12 ETHFEMINRGEHS SR
121 BERFEM

(WER . EFRT HE 5T 8 s
FRER, B It R — RYHCER: 5H &1
TE KB AL, kS AL K B AH R LMA-
DS15:[K(Tzeng 1 Yang 2001). FEERAHSLMADS?2
FER . SZAEAE R AR LGC1FE K (Winter fllBhalla
2003). FEHIRH R LFMADSH: H (Liao%52018)4%; 5
HEIE A SCEER, e 3= 1 & Bor) B0 o i
TR 5 R B 4 L CHS2 3 R (1%, 5 552010) 11
BAH R A M LAMYB6RILhMYB 1 2% 5% [N 1 3%
[Al(Yamagishi%$2010); 5 5 & 207 R AH S EE A,
WNLIM 153 K (HottaZ$1995) F1LISCLFE: K] (Moro-
hashi%$2003); [[ K& 5 B 2] 5 F & HUIEMH &
LLA23BER 5 — 251 H bRk (Hsu$2011).

QUHA AR B BN TTE. HTHS
AR R B A s A EE D R AR L R AR
i 1AL R e M 22 A4 IS 52 4 P AR R IR A 55
W2 MR, BN G R B R TR A Ay B R
FE G, K2 BRI Dy Re 0 E 2 2R SE L R
Ir MRS AT . I, S AN E
RRBAIE KR, KA &6 EFHAERSLL
fighe v R /NAE N SRR, AR TR . B4k
R R, EaENA G EALAL R I I 26
BE, AR B AEAE kA R RAS () 256 DR 2 i) A2 A 2R 22
SR A ) J(Wang#52012; Liu%§2014). #R41J
R BA B E L. R, FHAREMEK
ARG . CohenZE(2004) KB, H & BEFH:
T (RIAA BOVRAE s 43 20 23 4 52 MR BE DR 1) e ) A2
T A H R R50~701% . ATk, AR A4 40
ZUENZARIRL OO B DR TR FE I 4 R
1.2.2 B E ISR

H A IR R g B RIS 2 . Yan%$(2019)

RN PR IR R A AN 2R A, BT T 2R
HIREY AL R R, R E g A (L.
pumilum)F1 B & F A BBAE AL R AT 1529.17%
F14.00%. B EIEH L, YanZE(2019) 1 k2 E H
4t N FHCRISPR/Cas9#y R Fi B 20 i & LpPDS
(i RHEAEE R GRS — \EFE LR
AEIE I, FARRRIUN TS AR KRR A
FI AL S iRk & RAR R[]I % R DRI R 3R 1 5 471
ST IR 2 P AR, BRSO . R AN
BAR, XA T IR T /E H A R F CRISPR/
Cas9F7 AN FE R AT G 8 A1 s T B2 FH PRI mT AT

20194F, ¥ V3 B FHFF A1 BA i — Fh ik
T HRE PR A T 10 2 R 2H 2 5 45 R (haploid inducer-
mediated genome editing, IMGE) ] & Fh 5 0%, S
—/NE SR H FRAR 2R I CRISPR/Cas9 %k
A 387 B A0 30 7 Mk Ak B K SRR R, AR S I8 I 4%
2 UL I B R S M o AR RS U (B s
155 G EE K Matilbrid), FI5: & H#E4H CRISPR/
Cas9HEA 1) T K AR T RAE N A S A
WAk B 22 R EFAREAT I 5C, FEF AR Pk i 6 RF
bR AC R 1 BRI AEL R, FE R G A A R
RS PR AR 22 (DH), A £ 55 58 75 AN tH AR P )
1) DR S B A T A A ) G e LB £ 4
(edited-DH)#k £ (WangZ52019).

5 [ St IE IR A 7 F RN 53 76 [R] I i dR0E 7
% ~NHI-Edit (CENH3 haploid induction editing) f{] .
5 Fh o, AATTIRIFE R F CRISPR-Cas94 RTE
TR IR AE S AR A 07 3 33, 16% A8 75 oK H ALA
ALY 5T I KBRS HE & (Kelliher£$2019)

IMGEFHI-Edit & F 4 A Ay 545 4 55 5 S ws
AT SEMESRAE TR AE, [FIR SRRN T B X R 4
A Z8 52 ) PR R R R AR ) B ok, I o R AN
FLFE A (CRISPRERAR) I 4E 2R, N SEBLEYI R Ak
Al R D 3 DRI o 2ORE o R B0 T AR R, oA
B A AR E PR IR T R L SRR

2 BEFREFSME

2.1 BEFEREHE R
AR - R ERAAHMA R, 5K
FERR I PEARAN[R] B 10 8/ B A28 32 PR A PT L 42



2370 YA 2

S, TIN5, R G Ak i 25 %
R 5 BB o B R AR RS KL, RS
A= PRGN, 5 BUE AR S E A B (HanFfINiimi 2005).
2.2 BEFEGELARKER%E R

TEYTE BRZAR R, B K Tk, 4
ML TR IAIRAE, HORFFILAEIE ). Han%s
(2000)HF 7 R I, WM A58 H A 62 @ e
MSH; F2 PR N4 pmol L' EE35 8 . 3% bl
0.25% ki, 25°C ARG IR B 4k AR 15 72607,
90% 2 i g FRLASE A4, K b — AN R ORAF 1 24F,
80% LA I 4 i {R 7 75 B 5 MK ~F o 7E LSRRl |,
Han#INiimi (2005)% 65 5 & L4515 S @G 4
YIRS BIMSES R B 3F 8 N1 mg L& FHE . 3%
FERE . 0.25%MEY Bt Hh, 25°C I T 48403 774
UL b, RIS A0 R A 24 A B R AE A A
P FAHAZE R 20 R B R A A A 1
AN R B . AR AR IR S
Ak, XK AR AL 25 S I i A Zidr ]
FAERMEA . AR, A
S AR T BRI 4D, DU REE A5 1A
7K.
2.3 BEEME

N TR IS o R AL 2238500 5 5 B0 A5 1
BRI A5, B T T vz A8 IR AL ZE A, Ml
LR BFTRREARN . KR HATEY . ALK
A I ARIE o

HanHINiimi (2005)7E FH & A5 4R @ 2 231
VA 18 it 5 5 R R AR 0.5 mmol- L BRI R, 7
25°C. 100 r-min"'. FEREQHEE IR ERE 9572 h,
FAE A DU A AR R IR A AT 5 R AR R L,
HIEMFIATE . VekenZ5(2019) K % 1 (Cichorium
intybus)FE 1L 55 2 (Cicerbita alpina) )@ 1438,
A I8N LA 2R, R FH0.05 gL' 8 B Ab R
1A, AR 52 R R P oA 12%~23 % B A A A8 g 30— A%
s, R RE IER, XN H &SRR 5T
Feft T IE S TR,

3 RE

BRI T B E R EMOE, BT
B A ST R RE S EL R AR T S AR i A a4

A5, RKIEE R, O8N AL E Fl
) B FE 4D 75(Wang%5:2019).,

HAEFEEREYAAHEEWE . THNZ
FAAAE, H BT BT R 32 B DL 58 o 3 (B
HHTEF2019). HEMEMMALL, &5 LA
—F, FH RS SRR E B AR D, A7
FEVFZ R IR K2 HEZENMRAGRET S S
25 (N BT s (R ER) 2 503K 3R A5 B A5 4,
T B 52 P T A AR RN K IR Y S 0 (Wang 552012); /0
E R R A BRI B A B 1%, AN A £ &R A M
7, AT ReTS BIAS [R5 1 VR A5 PR iR A 44, RIS 38
FEAE SRR T T T AR AR TR G 20 - 18 A% AL 1
I 0 25 AR A T 28D 55 FR A 1)L

Bl & B Aot L AL ik R ATCRISPR/Cas9 3 [K]
o B 25 4 R I R B (Yan252019; Wang252012,
2019), JE & JE A H R Dy R i 70 AR 5T o R 21
GV EEEA . AR EIREMN SRR E
By BAG. ERRmERAREHEARMES, L
VA Nl I g SN L v e R RS Y il SN ]
PRI B & B AR R AR
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Strategy and development trend of lily haploid breeding

ZHAO Zhiheng'?, LIANG Wenhui', WANG Weijuan®, LU Yaning”, LIU Huan’, CHEN Yuzhen™",
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'Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region Forestry Research Institute/Guangxi Key Laboratory for Cultivation and Utilization
of Special Non-Timber Forest Crops, Nangning 530002, China
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Breeding/Key Laboratory of Genetics and Breeding in Forest Tree and Ornamental Plants of Education Ministry, Beijing
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Abstract: Lily is a monocotyledonous plant which is used for medicinal, edible and ornamental purposes. Lily
is also genetic diversity with large genome, high heterozygosity and complex ploidy. Most of the new lily vari-
eties in the flower market are the products of hybridization breeding. Haploid breeding has become an import-
ant supplement to conventional crossbreeding and is a fast and effective method among modern plant breeding
technologies. In this review, we summarized the induction strategy, doubling, and maintaining of haploids. Fur-
thermore, haploid inducer-mediated genome editing (IMGE) techniques were summarized. This review will
provide a reference for modern molecular breeding research and use of lily.

Key words: lily; the haploid; application value; induction strategy; maintaining and doubling
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