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BE Je BB B (Muntiacus, Cervidae)TEILH =& FHFWE A T R A48 4T, (22450 H
BAREZREK SANAEMEAYRE LT, ZRBLEREE & E AN EMuntiacus reevesi)t
46 4 B\ Be(M. muntjak vaginalis)#] 6 4. Z X BRI F ARG A & £ T R VEAL,
ok A S I R BB 40 £ R, BRI EREIZTE AT R ABIERN, FE&R
FHHRA ., BHEFHGLSTIH R GEEEN I RE R EE. WH, #FR LA,
el B (M. crinifions)lp+4 R REE LR E 5 HIL W Y LA ny E L H BN, RN
HAL PR ERE MR NS TR X B 205 AR AR A AV £ ] RS B An
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S J& (Muntiacus) J& fE &} (Cervidae). JFE WV & (Mun-
tiacinae), & —HF & B0 A0 T B R0 A R0 R
LR B R A RS R KR AR A IR R
Bl ke, s Amda g . FiEs s>, 12
YR E 2] 20 4l 80~90 FEACA B I KA B b
KR AW RIS, %8 o 2 A K
KVE I EHE.

1 BEEZF T

24, FRIESMCAH 10 RILVAEFFLATFIE K
. B A TE B AR O I R B (Muntiacus mun-
tjak muntjak, Zimmermann 1780). ZJ5, /NEM. re-
evesi, Ogilby 1839). JEFE(M. crinifrons, Sclater 1885)+

% [C (M. feai, Thomas and Doria 1889)H 4k & .
M 20 tH22 80 SEAR AR, 1% 8 AN WA BT (1R B0 A= Fh gt 4
8 1988 AF A1 1 [ 2 Fg e B2 ot il A I o il FE (M.
gongshanensis)*>', 1993 4F {£ ¥ B K B FEE (M.
atherodes)'®, 1994 4 {E & Hit Rl w #2358 ¥ 22§ 1l
(Annamite) & Bl E FE(M. vuquangensis)7®, 1998 4 X
EZw W BRI T Kl (M. truongsonensis)[[”, 1999
FEAE 4 f) G R BT (M. putaoensis)!. LA
1932 4E, Osgood %5 NU"UHRiE T e & B fh 2 K RE (M.
rooseveltorum), {H & & AE J M7 P 43 S Hu A7 8 —
JE 52 BTS2 1999 4E, Amato 25 AR B4 Xk
T ZA I bRA, HE DNA 750 ik sk 2 K e
JE—/NST PR Rl — )0 1) S S SR F R B,
52w L DXAR T REIE AT A4 R IR e B A R
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RGN, ZEL AT RN FEM. nanus). LE/N R
(M. cf nanus). Vi BE(M. fenghoensis) ] JFE (M.
lacustris) 1 KRFE(M. bohlini) 52 ML A T
(R AN W A IASE S S 1l Ay 201 40 2 5 % i D1 1K) S

& B 1) e 2 TR TR AR R AT K A ik
(RIRTUE RO (AT R . 25 A Bl AR AE AR . Bt
AR BER NG A R, (H AR E A HR R
WAL, AN IR AER N, 230+ LKW
BEERG I HT & MBS REAEA BEAE t AT

1E ORI BEJR I AE D L, BR/DNBE IR
Nz PR A, RYIR R D, oA
YOI, Aerh A A RS N e AR BE. REBE.
prilifE. PRECHERIN R, LEAEKIL LA M2 W
YLV YLV M. mmM G, o, NEEL R
JBe . Tl B P R R BRI M R
AR D).

FEE L4 A5 e BB & (Elaphodus), %@ A A
— AT Ay e B 6 (Elaphudas cephalophus),
S SRR T2, A AT 1 H e 8 B A ) b,

2 BJEsh RN AT R

2.1 RN IS A A S RN

20 HHEAL 60~70 R4, BEE RIS ALEL UG IR A
FROKA 2 Ak BEEE AR 1) A B, BiF 50N 53 m) DAAE A 20
LY IR AR H AR AS. 1967 45, /NFE 2n=46 I
RIS — AR TE,  IF B TR K £ 9%,
1970 4, FRJE 2n=6 2/7 & IR ELHARIET, Bk
HIEA I IR G (AR S H B D IR FLBh . /N BE
TRBAE R R — N BIIE SR, Jetafhsatl 2z 40 4
2%, XA KRB LB D I

AT JEE 2 2 4 (1) % 20 35 A 26 R AR K D e,
AR PR HH AN [7] FR)AR 58 A AR /N B A s JRR (1) A% Y 72 S
HEHE WA AR R H— AR T/ EE
) B G A% B 28 ik 22 IR 2 KTl 4 (centromeric fusion)
FIIT 2 22 30 18] 47 (peri-centric inversion) BEAL T 2K, 7F
Pt EHE R KA 19% 108 DNA Z U501
Todd"" JUJ 4k ) B 8 (9 41 S0 A% BN 1% 2 2n=14, %A%
WA Z IR G AR R G TE R 2n=6 WI7RFERZY, &3t
22 R T G € A I 4 T 1 2n=46 (11718 A% TR 1975 442
HH PR < AR BRI 5 BRI, AR BRI EOR B (AR 2

88

AT /IN I A S A 22K G (0 AR 220 2 Ok A R R
(tandom fusion)( £ Bl JL KT 22 R il &5 ) Ak MoK 72
P Qe AR R R, R AN R AR I 2R
TREFIEE, O — A YR 22 kil R TR, i,
KPR FUR I T RO AR L TR SO LR
IR, B o R UE .

22 “HIBREA R = A

20 tH4d 80 44X, Shi 55 Pathak*'7EAF 70 - R I,
JUE R BE S /NI AR 2 40 Seetadk, e A1y
PALE TR 4 E P RSB A2 & AN & BT 155 47235 10
JEAR. T LN AR LR FLARIY G-
BRI, E2%Fh F1 R b, Kk F /N B — D7 i 4
oA i B — 5 U 15 R HE 1k nT 19 3 5 R R Y (a
PARARABL R G o A4 B3 % 0F 9T 0 RSB oR T AR e /)
Lo A 1a) Al RERY R OC &R R, A7 %Rl R W,
NFERH LR T AR BECL i LR 2 B R s W R
WEZHH MGk, BN ERZITE . 8
IRl A B B TF AT T SER S FF

Shi 5 Pathak IEHEMN, 7EANWT I G (AR il & el B
W, LR R R TR e A B R, BEURE
% DNA &/ ED 19%. 589 £, FEBE 3L
AR HEE KN P R T 751 DNAP?) 1988 4,
BRI S TSR F B ST (1) FREEMIAZ I th 248
TN R IR 20 17 IR A 2D 3 IR
1138 5 {7 (Robertsonian translocation) #E4k T 3k ; (i)
2 55 [ 1 G AR IR 22 07 S G €0 R 25 2R B B 43
Ay (i) @A =4 T DI REVE RN 45 M P I £ 5 22k 4
ek, (iv) HREREG R, YR R EEAAR, nT L
SRR G AR Gk Sl o, IR G e s, BB
o8 PR 4% e A Aol R [ 5 By AR T R FRAS S B 1A
— YRR, B AT E .

1983~1987 4F, YLt A% H AT/ FERI IR B2 2 (]
(1) B8 8 S p A% B ik s 2R QB ALy 2n=12,
13, 14 2/14 8570 Fefe LM%, BEERTT L~
RIH 2n=8 219 &, (YR S MIESAEE R R 22
S D). MR RN, R R IR KL
5l 5 W o R 8 B e, R %
WP BT Lt R I, B, IR
FER R = EOTAE A T Pod i phaa s, Rl 4
I PR, ER 0 2 e K, A 2R S A R B o T I
FLE AL, AR S A B AR R A
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Ei1 E. KR, BRE. TLREARBEZER
A: HEVE/N R 2n=46"; B: MEVEDY CEERZTY 2n=148%; C: MEPE
HREAZ 2n=9; D: MEVETTIL BRI 2n=8"; B: WEVEARBERAY 2n=
614, YLt ARy BRI B R RER R G A (P B R

2.3 “HBRLA R B AL

20 tH2d 90 FALH], Jetafkini 5>k . DOP-PCR
RV vy UK 5 ¢ G AT 2% A8 4 A 1) HE IR A i st A%
TR T B4 T A, B BRI N A VR ST
FE T 40 R ST R S sl 4 et iR Ak 1 7 5ORT
DiFE.

¥k B /NG AR 22 RLIX (1) C5 E A 7 51PT)
LK NS R 57 (TTAGGG), $REH15 SR fE g 4,
WRARAT, PARTER B LE o5 FE B (AR A IR 10 47 A5
BT RAAE T, KLEAF T AL S BIA R A G 0 A
AT B R BRI, Yang %5 ANPYR Ao ik R
il & T AR SR RN R, RS T AR
ANFEL BEEL DTl BRI G oAk [ U K . S5 R B
R, JRBE 2n=6 MIIZTLANGE /N FE 2n=46 HIRZ T 28T
FRIRRL G B AR, IR R TR M, DR
(1% 2 HOAR 2 BR s L LU AL 2 I 2R, (HAN AT e 2
FEJE NI e iz AL, R S N 5 A B AL S W
LA ) 2n=T70 AR SERZ Y, /NBEFA IR FE A% 2L 53 0] th
L A% B 0 0k 22 U g 0 4 R Bl 2 v A i R PY. 22
Ja, ARATISHA T N B G EARREE, IR TN
REE. B, B (2n=48). WIS Mazama gou-
azoubira, 2n=T0) 0] [ G OAR[FEIR G R, REMIT
RV ek B 4 TR A o R o 8 D 1 Y A B RO,
WG EE Rk — BB AT R e T 53 6 Rl B 0 1) P 2,
A8 0 R R A 0l A7 I S . T AR B B R AR AR
FEAE S AR R B, SR B A I 42 ol i) 4 €
J B RV OC 3R, AHAS R 4 T [RD 5 v B 9 8 A2 15 A7
LA 51 G546 R0 5 1m) ) 22 S, I AAS e e 2800 o o TEE
Rl (R 7 1)

ARSI RN T AR, m. vaginalis)4=3E K 41
AP N QAR BAC) SCEE, 1 M BEHLHEIE 5 b il
7 yilE DNA BREF, ) H] G 00 A 5o B 8 A7 SR KRB
B EALAE D FER IR BRI B ik L, Bl T Sk
TRAF B AR BR gL (B Ak B HES J7 ), IE B IR B A
TR b O R v R AR TR il 380 O A 22 - i B TR g
T 0 38 0 v B R R B R AR G AR B
HERE, AN REE. TTl B, PR G RRIN
P BAC K, dF— Dk SEx se iz 2L s A ik
T e A 1 R TR il 35 A 5 R - R 2R £ 4,
U, ATRLEE: (1) BRI S AR s DA
SEE M 2n=70 FHOGRZ Y, (1) /DEERY 1~5 5 12 11 %5
et o i 18 440 S i A 220 B (A AR it 12 IR AR I
RlEE AT SR, (i)t 2n=70 HHIEAZ BB 2n=6
IR JFEAZ TN A2 /D TR L 29 YH RS R 3 I 22 Rl
(iv) BEJE BN b R A 1) Gt AR B3 TBC Rl 5 380 A A 22 K -
Uiy R 2R R, Rl e R S A T e T 1R A 22 R
TRBE TG IE, HRAE R R IR, SRR Rl & R i
SEIL TS R SRR
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24 BEEhyakmn G iz 5 E e L

IR A LLR, LEYFPTE B HES) D) 1) 8 F A7
PEAR R Ar . A BE R AR AT, T8 A 2 50 i DA Ay 3
DR AR S A AR b A bR T e R T, T 4 g8 A 2
A A 48K 22 H500 S 2 ) 1) R 2R A7 A o ) 22 S
— AP )T AT A Y B A% TR 5 R 11 78 A (R A
RS H 5 g5 AR )", Yo R T HELE M B i Ak
H AT i 47 I T A (A1) ARSIt S R e e R L HE
HAFE bR iC A i T AFE B /DR, IR BB,
DTl R TR K RRAE N AL T R SR B R R R HR,
ARG ) 4546 5 R R A ARG 21 o T &R
i G M R AR — B, D G AR R T R R K4
Fhim o e m . i H, BEJE A — PR ks e
JEE R (2, YR e AN T e AR B Gl A S O
H R HOR G gk 2>, 2 J5 SOl ik BA b 5 A 4k S0
Y RRCH, R EME AR C S S Yk
Tt B S AR (B 1), Hege oK A
i 1.08~2.11 [ J74F, T G 0 R 0 A0 T Rk
0.97~1.91 T JT4F, 24 HEsh b bk,

(1) G OAREHRIINHES . ST RIEY
P (0 PR T Rl B TR A HE S L 2 A A W R 4R
T, (AT AL 2 i M A G, S I
JEE & WP A I ST S I S DU« vk Y,
FRFIE SR AR, VKIS vk ) AT, P8R
W EEILAEAR 10~15°C. % 09 T BERN AR 28 PR 8T 1) AR AT
A HE A HE B AH 2 G O AR AN WT Rl A T S0 BB ) Ak
DAL (ELRY 2495, T T 2 4 BRI 3L 30 4 30 4 e 6 B
WS P B, 25 S A TR s ik, R s ik
FE LAY 0 AR Rl A OUSL 2 IRl B ) 1 S R AL 1)
A= 5 57 AT B TR RE B b2 el LYt A I 45 KRR AE
TRE 7).

(2) Geto A R ECREA 1 T BEAE R AE
FE DRV 0 B8 1 AR R RN LB BT, AT DA BE IR
bR 5 A G o AR FHE ) 4> F AL SRR I,
FLAZ A W G (0 AR T 1) 7 3COR R A X I AT BT
(EPEETy A R4 AN R e =NA ]| KR L U =RA ]I
PF A7 A5 1R DX A 1 B 2% B R A e 0k W 24 N
S T HE B X IR A B S B e A (1 S R R
2 ki T AEAE KR LA DNA 5215047 iy B
— SR FE A eI C5) R R B AE il A7 s
TS AHARAFAET 00 Ny, Ik A LR R I

90

IRk 1AL A I A7 AT A e R sh ) e ik BT &tk
Kuii(sticky end), =IE[RIVEGL Ak 2 8] fr T [R5 27
BN P S R EAT-EA e T4 (illegitimate reco-
mbination), A\ Ifif 3 S0 A 1Bk il A5 109 & 2R B B sk
BRI AR, FE R AEAR AN M By R i R
A RACy 0] = A

T HEEAR T AR FR GRS R & A S
FIE AL, 00 2005 L R4S Rl A7 55 AL 1 e A
J&.. Hartmann 1 Scherthan™2"4 35 £2 % . s bt J5 715
St 5| W AE AR BRI DRV 20 v 4 S5 45 21 18 = W) b AT v B
i 38t — AN ] AL TRl oL I S B R A, )T A
[F I A7 Bk 1A RUE )P4 Mk 741, H s e
B 3k-FEAREE, U ERLT A AR S GCOBREER T
/& DNA JPHIZ 5 T R BEGL AR R BCRL G, (E 20T
FEAF BN T 5 e Rl G X — /N By, B B R
ARl AT T T H XA 75 HARER T 45 1 Rl A7 05
o — AN R RRAE, AN BE A 143 AT H R R 1 40
B

H R, 0 36 25 fil 5 467 o B B 27 1 5 V2 R A gt R
KRR BIEHFH S, REFH Southern blot &54&
BAC & A7 H A i 1 [F] I 545 5 22 0 K0 i R 271 1) fige
EviE, Fat— DR R v B W IR A REAT
)W, Tsipouri 25 N P3VFI F % 5K & 1 7 JEE E DR 20 S ¢
HER B 7 AT RE ) R IBE R A T A, TEIX P A
) B 5 5 o 22 R0 RN st R 5 A2 3 4, H S e B €2 1
AR R A A AUAL BT B e A A R HE B Oy o
BN, BN ER AT R R, REEL Y
HI TCARAE BEJEAS R WA b A T AN TR ) s Ak, AL
AP e LR, R R AN [ P S ) i A
RAE, EEPHITCAR AT RE A AE T AN AR AR EEHE,
SRR A [ 45 7 3K S0 AL ) A S T RO AE 1 3 A
AP HIIHIER 2 M. 10 H, BAAE B0 ER DA B A Xt
S, a0 SO0 FoAth B 4 b e (0 A il B 47 5 B AT
M 2 25 A 5 A R 1) S

(3) Gy AR HE I e LA T OO R
BlE S B A S DL AR R L, e A C AR
H R 2 S G o AR E HE 3 EU P OE R B R rh B AT
P R ER IR A R G g 1050 gz LR H A ) 4
e EHE A, BEGRES S T B S MR T B
FSC sk i ) 25 L DT T B A 200k v A B s, Aol o [
SE . TE FE [ 8 2 BT W] v Ik 2 L e £ T 5 e
(negative heterotic effect)Vg? i\ Ao EH S
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FUH [F) S50 B B 1 e AT AT BE A AR AE /N B AR B R A
Ha 1193195361 e Jog 50y 49 K 22 50 A o 43 A S L e A
G N O N ERE 2 TR e A
WY JEE Je FA) 0 b T B AE AT 5 X RGO A IR R A £
K HERIG OLT, A A DU S A7 52 i BE 5 5 5e R,
i s 3 AR PR, XA I R, ] LA e AN
AR F FwHE(slightly deleterious rearrangement)
Kfg vk, BIAYCH RS A F VRN, PO BRI
WL, HEZHEGRALE, B ZERBRKA
A 2 18] gl 2% 7 AR A G S AE BE B S (postmating  isol-
ation). W LLARZ, {ERZ BN R AR kR b, —
OB A% R T DL i 2 0 B 3R A O AL R A S A Y
IEARAE /NIRRT I 5, A —PAE R R B R AR
F—NF I BEIB A A B A R R (B S AR /N
JEERIR FE AN I AR AT S BEAT TR 57 ORI AR 2 1) &
M A 225, oA s R EL A 1) T2 A AHABL.

3 g A A — R R 2 Wk X 4L
AEHIFSE BT R

100 249K, PEQ R R S, JoH 2
AW Y Gk ds i, — gAY
IR A PR R BEACRE 2 ) J. T4 K 2
Y Btafk g IR, BRI ST I I AR
et A4 7 41 n] LR - — S8 et A (R DR S A 1 IR I8,
HEREHE PR, REBEERKET
Wi Muller B 5 % (Muller’s ratchet) . 5 5t % £
(background selection) « % $¥ #% %= 2 I (hitchhiking
effect) Fl Y 4% €8 K AN G 3 (B <87 3 HE B (1) 21
A1”(ruby in the rubbish))%— R AR AR Y Lok
MR AL, AHE AR ME R 2 A 08 1 6 R AT SRR 56, 1%
S — BB WF R — SR . A
(Drosophila miranda)F £ 2 i |5 252 2 DL BT P G (6,
& % % (neo-sex chromosome system) > 1% 23k Aiff 57 T
T T B IE B T G AR R i R R I P G £
A BT S P EH T S RN S R AR R e AR
IRt AA, XYt fR 2 50 ) PoE IF IEE &
5y & 1k g o AR AR AL ) Ak S, T HLOE b T Ak
AL B TR B B, G B SR A R R e
DIE AT BRAD R RE. Ak, % S b B ik 4 € 44
WEFBURIRN, A Y R L5t 17 e 5k
PO AR FK B0 2 KA LS Y St

PRI AL AL, SR R0 K L L Bh e AR AR L A=
BERFAE o THAR ) 300 Fsf i) 2R 35 R 2 i 3k 5 A S5 25 7 THI AT
FEAR K 22 5, #02x 3 S0 10 Ay A A 35 DR AH A8 5
(P76 52, /AN BE T otk SR g wb #4321 IO F 90 25 SR H
LB . BRI, REAE N P304 3 PR 4 rh Ok I E
PEYL o AR RSB -1 H A

S 4 3 A% R I gl R B, T A A
EARKH A (2n=8 £/9 &), 1 3N 451 18 K
ZESE. HEMEANMA T, BR X, Y Bk ah, JLAH Yk
W 5 veE. M B Rk o LI 25 Tl o6
JEAEE ) AN AR G510 Yang 25 NV YLtk
WFHTUESE, MEvh R REFE R4l 1 55 YL ik R i (1p)
R4 S et kR A B G, 25 N& DT 2k
(RN B AR BOAE T 1p+4 Getofk. TR AR
Hed #Eh 1p+d B i BAE oA L H R AE T B
KA, T2 1p+4 ANEEL YR 1p F 4 5 G kg
AW HON . W HF BAC B, i T
Ip+4 L e R G B ARTADRE A 1) v BEXS N G &R, 3
H T 1p+4 BEALRC—OP RIS S R T A
Db K 20 UG o AR T T 24 RN R TE) 48] A7 (inver-
sion) (& 2). HEPE S 1p+4 G (044 T3 B2 (0 N
BINL AR S FIR G AR S A, X5 Y
PR P A R AL, 1 H 1p+4 S5k
G, WAEMEWIERAPFE. T REFTRE,
R L G b7 Ll B A B R AR AE 50 JT AR TR,
Lp+4 AE g 2 Rk e 1) G 0 A 7= A I () AN 23 8 it
50 Ji4E, ATLLEE 4Bl Y Btk (neo-Y), %4
ARy BRI 1/5, o EECT AN AT A i
LB Y (0 A J5RN S8 Ak BIF ST At Sl

X PR 1p+4 JeARdEE 41X 35 kb 3RSt )7
B M 23 KR Gm b 75 3EAT oA e R, 5 EE4L X
FIFEERIAH L, dEEAX ) DNA P4 To 184 i fid X 8
e LR F XA T H 2 WE FMAERE, R®
R ZFE, WIS, A BURSE, X5
AR5 I DR (K 2R T8 77 ) A AR A AT 3R TR (1) 3k AR
W5 B, B s o JE T AL DX 25 Ak 40 R 2R o i
BN X 1p+4 AR X KPR A B 1415
I FL BN G PRI AL TR O . H R, A
AF 5 1 75 385 0 BFF 50 A A 1 o R0 35 DR b i 1 o,
A B AR AT B A T8 A% 2% KT IR ON o R 2 R i i % 1
SE DS AL 2 T AL
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Ip+4 G0 (100 5t 2 A E 50 3N BRI 1] 7 TTBHLLE Sry 5 DA ELAEE A A o i 3 S50 Tl £ L
FENR Y Gkl e kAT 4 ﬁ%%@.flkljﬂ Ip+4 Btk A 0F K 2B N R B HE IR E BN . i e
FS P AR O, 0k ) 7 A U ) e B R Sy 7 @1¢Lﬁ&ﬁf§ﬁﬂ@%i*ﬁ?§%l%‘ RGO AR R
AVUERA, B AR Td g ks, B3 W B T HLE A A2 ?F'JFH 1p+4 Yo ik

MCR MRE
A MREMCR 176

f— e 222
4a
3b | -« s8R
1a praatr stlfivs pgetr st

&R

< R

X+4  1pt4 2 3

B2 B 1p+4 RO ME 12 RO itk R RS/ R Bk B E oL
A: 1p+4 JOABELE R, a RHSETEE, b KT RIBE, ¢ REBAETER. MCR RAREE 1p+4 Jetifk, A SO R IBALA RGOk )
Bt MRE MG (AR 2o M 0807 A0 7 B Ip+4 AR St A P BERIUR K /N FEGL (44 Be. BR S Sk 7m Qe (U PR IT A o5 B HEPE S PO
B B PR BON L. PRAE R TUO R G5, BHE P mT LA RIURAC R O DR, 07 A0 7 BER AR G (0 f e P S R Y
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"R S S O 2 W B R o X SR P SR EAT PR A0 a0 RSB T R B, 3 Ak T R T 1 R
R BHIE T XLk A, AL sh g I (ORI VR 2 BT R A, Wkt
BLRIWEFOTHT (RL A3 MR IR 10 T HLRIBE AN B, REE 1p+4 B

4

2% 3k

1

O 0 N AN R W

—_
]

11
12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
23

24

25
26

AR DL AN B 2, A7 2 B BE Jm DL A o 2 4> 8¢
R A% R A5 3K 8 ] I IR N IR TR L3

Gett AR HELH] L 1 e MRS P 5 s AL S5k 25 1]
JUTAEsk, JURHERE AR s R 4l te SR i E AT e 5r
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Muntjacs (Cervidae, Muntiacus) have undergone rapid speciation and radically karyotypic evolution during the past
two or three million years, and the chromosome number of this group changes from 46 (Muntiacus reevesi) to 6 (M.
muntjak vaginalis), which made them perfect model for genome evolution studies. In more than 40 years,
developments on research technology have led to the achievements of exciting investigation results in this field. The
types, molecular mechanisms and history of chromosome rearrangements during the karyotypic evolution have been
elucidated successively. What is more, new scientific values and research hotspots of muntjacs have been found, and
there are still many problems waiting to be explored. In this paper, we review the research advances in genome
evolution of muntjacs and make suggestion for future investigation.
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