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Abstract: Invasive alien species threaten both native ecosystems and local economies and thus, considerable
efforts have been expended to understand why certain alien species invade their non-native ecosystems so
successfully and what consequences their successful invasions have for the invaded ecosystems. However,
the mechanisms underlying the successful invasions by alien plants remain highly controversial as little is
known about the determinants of plant invasiveness; this information is critical in understanding the mecha-
nisms of successful invasions. With the development of new techniques, a new area, ‘invasive plant genom-
ics’, emerged recently, in which genomic approaches are used for understanding plant invasiveness, and
hence plant invasions at the genetic level. Here we review three genomic approaches that could be used in
plant invasion biology, and discuss the selection of model invasive species and future research directions in
invasive plant genomics. First, comparative genomics offers a way to analyze genome constitution and struc-
ture based on genome mapping and full sequencing. Second, functional genomics allows us to identify can-
didate genes that contribute to the invasive characteristics through natural selection experiments, and deter-
mine their functions using “forward ecology” methods. Third, epigenetic genomics complements to the above
two approaches, and provides information on gene expression patterns, thereby helping us to understand in-
teractions between genes and the environment. With these genomic approaches, it is possible to dissect the
invasiveness-related genes and their expression and regulation patterns, identify invasive genotypes and
hence understand plant invasiveness. With this information it is theoretically possible to disassemble plant
invasion mechanisms and define the evolutionary patterns during plant invasions. Through use of genomic
tools, much progress has already been made in two aspects of plant invasions, namely the molecular basis of
weed herbicide-resistance and rhizome development in invasive plants. However, invasive plant genomics is
still at an early stage. We urgently need to identify ideal model invasive plants or model systems for use in
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invasive plant genomics. Other important issues that need to be addressed in future research include genomic
information accumulation, molecular responses to varying environmental conditions and systems biology of

invasive plants.
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A (1) NARE P 2 Fi A R A A 3 ok 5 ) [ A 5
I EAER, @GN RS, JEER A X &L F
SEYREMREE, JBH DS A R/ ME N NAZ PR 5S
() 34 1t b 7 (Renofalt et al., 2005; Richardson &
Pysek, 2006; Vellend et al., 2010). KEHI5TEBIA
[F] A SRAE P N AR I 22 S AR K, — S8 Ak sk il Tk
HAR R ZHEN — NI IX S, fefs G S hg g
ik, RREFALRIRE, X RS R
FR W T S ASR AR AR 2 1 X A I
B KBRS | Rl s, HR Y BB 2 (9 N AR 2 35
(Sakai et al., 2001; Stohlgren et al., 2002). 4K A
21k f RS DN 25 o 2 I AR BE ) S H A 510
PR R ] 8 R R B W R G W 5
IRBEAH EAE AT S RAE ) ) A 3 R B A
T4 AR P 2R B LSRR 23X 26 ) 12 H AT
N EL TIPS SERIUE ZN TR

FLHA AR A2 ) 27 A0 500 T T 60 N AR P el ) 1
. NZIIERBAR 38T ANMZPPIRBURHE
JIT 77 A T A 2 2RO R 3 B 8 A % DA R T
A, WA T EESERE. ORI, NMEY
W BAW N AL SR ot S AE
PR, Adr IR, B s BEER, "R
O, iR, mAEKHEE, it aHE, b
PRICE AL O BR B P, nT o B i, A
R OIS R R 52 1 5545 (Basu et al., 2004). 3l
U1, B %% (Centaurea maculosa) 1] 73 WAL &)
J, AT AE 55 2 ke ) 5% 15 4 I 55 (Festuca ida-
hoensis) (1) 3¢ 4 7 (! 4f I % (Ridenour & Callaway,
2001), B Baiss%(2002) 2 SE i 58 A L, BE A4
TR AR R AT 3 i — R AN e S (£)- ) LA =,
Hrh (-l = R AW eetk, A0 Ty
O3 AR X IR B INAR . 1B S 4 (Sorghum  hale-
pense) i] HEAT & FR B, [R] WA AR K& ] ARHR 1
By, JFRTERAGRE 22 B B 50 Pk (Gizmawy et
al., 1985; Foley, 2002). ##(2003)" ALt Hu/3H7 T4

@© 34 (2003) SRR NRAINER—Be A A d MR 5. #TL
RN e L AR

% kR i1 (Solidago canadensis) &5 A 4% |
FEARFESE, RILILRh =5 B, BERK R B L4
Wi R, Haztadnl = AR, Rk
A 1 % (Mack, 1996) . 4= [E HH %5 (2009) %} & L &
(Eupatorium odoratum) f¥] 4= 4 2% ¢ Pk EAT T 3% 4
T BT, WA TR S X
AN [F) A 555 5% A1 A 8 i 1) 3 B g AR A A B A
SREEA B T H IR . Ik4R, Sutherland(2004)
O T A 5[5 11 19,960 F e 427 (1) 104> A 3% L4k,
RIMAMKRNAZ 252 H 2204 MERER AR H B AN
SRR BRI, SRR TEAE BT GVE T T2
T S BRI R AR A

HHT, XHAMKRRINAR ()4 A5l 22 . P
PRI SR IIHLH], DA AR P PR A 55 % 0 ]
B RGEFT 43 B = (Weinig et al., 2007), S5
BENKENTI Wy, AALEAN KR NAZ KBS VEA
R NAZ Bl AT A7 300 B 5 45 7 T s B, B
5 DR 21 H 0 1R A SR T AR Rl R R 1T
R, WIEDRIZH 2 BRI R A N AR AR DG 1 73 -5
fith NN PERIE R 73 RS JE 7R A
FSCI) AR (AL BN i 3 I JE A LI 2k W] R,
I AR BE TN AR FE 4k PR 41 2% (invasive plant
genomics) ) & &, Xk, Stewart (2009)7E 3 fr 3= 4
ML OB Z R YRR 4 %) (Weedy
and Invasive Plant Genomics)H X 140k (1) Le 5t
AR AR T IR, PR AL T KB E; ARSI
IR 56 et KR A i T %

AR )L DR 20 25 DG (PR 2% ) B3 (L)W
16 R] il 356 DR 70 548 ) 1A NAR A2 B o) AR 55 (1) 1
P 25 D) AH G 2(2) 3% 48 56 PR By 5 TR 7R ek JE A 1 AR
kL RIS I NAZ P, FEm BEASE AR AL,
I3 28 SIZEIORT AN () BRI 1R PR 3803 17T T AR 2(B) AN
2R CRFAE) aner S B3R A4,

MNAZ T A 22 A A B e A BT
] HH AR ) N AR T 1) 3 38 2 il R Bt A%
A AR ISR A e SR A R BE R, 48
IRAMKRP AR A R 23 HLA, i FLAE Y,
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FIRIFGET 1, REE e X 25t [A] sl e D] R PR i X
ARG NPT, AR IR PR AL 5 1 D e s
J7 AR DUBT R BR 550 A HTRE L, R AT AT
(0 SRESRL BBr R BRG], s AR SR AR
P BE T SRR Ty 5 PSRN, 4 g AR A 1B S AN B
10 N 7

MHEFEHURE, AR TEDETT LA 2 % 07
A = F BRI G15E . DR AL A Ak
RIERIZ 2 o A SORSE A X e Tk, SRIE TR A
AR B DA A=A F 5 I A ) ) A8 AR R R P
FUIT T, LAY s 2 U K5 o

1 EbERE R LA % (comparative genomics) &
HMftn A=

ANFAEIAESE ALK S5 R P 51 i b 22
SRR WFINN, FEFK/NIZDNA C-{H)fE %
e 48 R/ D73 SR 4R S N ) R B o T A I i) 5
M7 T G A5 JEL R R BURAAE (M4, 2003; Bk
FERMITEE, 2009), AT SEHHE A DRI R B3
AUERNAE . AU o, KIER A PR ARAE
BEK PR K 48 X (Vinogradov, 2003); 11 %k A 45 P A
Wi, BRI R DNAS 5 AR 1 T AR ) A By
THREEIENY 5K, BRI L. HAi
iffy S 2L R I 43 A0 R AR B (U 4% 25 ¥ == (Eupato-
rium adenophorum). "KAL#(E. odoratum). A5
(E. catarium), —M %%l % (Bidens pilosa), DA% il
163% 755 (Alternanthera pungens))(J#%DNA C-{ i
FHALT A J@ A b (P = J&8 (1) 2 2502 (E. chinense),
DR R 14 2 ARSE(B. biternata). #£2<E(B. bip-
innata), 75 1935 T 5 (A. sessilis)) (el == Fi
T e, 2007; /K K4, 2008). Lavergnes:(2010)[1
MF 50 48 BB 2 os A 4R b 52 (1) 6 % (Phalaris  arun-
dinacea) (1) Jik [AI 4 LE L Wy #HL 56 1) 227N, R 4%
DNA C-{E ] fig SHHM N2 1A —E K & . Kubesova
S5 (2010) X HE e 93 KA U DNAT S AT T €
HOHT, S HEYZDNA C-E U e v I Ath 4 Fof
PIFHNAEARE LU, 25 R EoR, NRAP R 24 2 %
ANTRER BIEANEZIIEERA, 5 HAdEAR
b ) B DR 20 T 2 2 S, e AN /) B S DR 2 A 1)y
TAMRR R A IS A o

RAR I — L5 A, 0 BB AP R ANAR b
T #H(Peperomia pellucida)J#%DNA C-{ii & # & T

[ii) JB A< Mo Fih 52 [ BEHIHL(P. heyneana), ¥ 1 H & 5
— Ak AR 3 B35 1 F(A. philoxeroides) 1%
DNA C-{f tl 2 5 1 [7] Jai AS Hb b B (£ g 22 A
¥, 2007).

PO AR5 VE AR 525 0 0 i DNA Z 2 R 6k [A]
RPN EZERER, BRI AW 50O
2 MR ARHE, AR R R 2 MR E T
Z A5 . Pandits (2008)WF 5T 18T I3 1 Ak 2 AR HE
), 8 & 25 5 (Neptunia plena), K %8 (Panicum
maximum), 47 % (Urochloa mutica)%s, &I A
it 2k, Hat— Lot kI, 2 AR
(1) BT 2R G i AR 2 WA D NAR TR OB o e Ah,
W Av K EE (Spartina densiflora) 7e F& J5 7 i F1 132 Hb
%1 kB A5 Ak (Fortune et al., 2008); kK E(Spartina
anglica) | /& 11 .4 K #(S. alterniflora) 5 KR K 4L
(S. maritima) 2% A2 J £8 G (AR N5 T 1 ) S 22 A
A& (Ainouche et al., 2004). Schlaepfer%%:(2008) % 4 £}
() K —H% #5 4¢ (Solidago  gigantean)7E A 13 4 i
PR ZAE VAT TS, IR N AR HAL
APAEVU AR, T AE b = M 2 AT Z R . b
£5:(2006)38 3 0] I EE K — B 4E(S. canadensis)f/E
MRS E TR, SN A5 DA
INFEARSE 2 P 1

EARAUN L7k = e e E T = S
Ay BTV RO R RN B K ) S M e SR
PRI AT L IL R AR R oy A Sz, S RE R
UNAZ R 4 28855 S 0 Mk B K 1 A2 555 (Hegarty &
Hiscock, 2008). %1, Treier%:(2009)iF 5% T i Hh
HMINAZ MU TR 1R 45 FoRE 2,000 22 AN I 22 A
PEACE, IR H LAY A% R 3=, i Ji ™ 4 ) A
AR T RN, DU AR AR B AR A R
TR E, HAr AW, AR HRA
120 HAbAH T AF T AHALLT &5 1 (Henery et
al., 2010).

DA DR 201 1] 13 R4 5 DR1 2 000 7 Sy R Al 11 35 A
SRR S5 4 43 BT 2 LA S DR Z B T ) R 2R
H AT AE 2 S8 12 v & A7 35 40 59 57 (Arabidopsis
thaliana) . 7K F% (Oryza sativa) . 4 # (Populus
trichocarpa). 7% (Vitis vinifera). % A</ (Carica
papaya). 1k (Lotus japonicus)ss— R 5K A
B EAR R I A ST 4, 4B R R L
A BRI ZE RS . TR LU BRI AT T 385 T
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Hefite R H AR WA SN R Y AR N 417
A, ARz T — AR EE =W r R, H A2 ae ek
ZHEPAAE B 5t AT ARB AR (3 A
L 4)) [r)de  novo 5 55 41 A1 A Jk R 41 3% 0k 1% 4y bt
(Mardis, 2008), Rk i fi 5 Jm a1 A= 9015 B2E o
Br TR, X — A2 L R 4 (reference genome),
i 26 R 8 AE AN IR R 22 3Rk 1. S NR A
KRB, AT DR R, MM 7E R |53
AT 52 Wi AN S NAS R B s it S AR AL, 4K
WA P RIS A ) 4y 7 HLBE . i, Vera®s:
(2008)FI| FH 454 F3 77 v, o HA T B AR 24w UH.
IV TG 3 DR 4 508 114 D 1Y e i (Melitaea cinxiia) iE4T T
de novo ¥ sk 2H 7 #fr, 3k43 T 48,354 4 contigs Al
59,943>singletons, M E T 299,000 A, I
RIK 5= LR AT 2 2 & P (single nucleotide poly-
morphism, SNP){/ &{, AR AN TTZY) IR IE B Al
AL BB T Al

DR, dz T8 — AR P B [FIRNA-Seq 45
Jri%(Wang et al., 2009)4 ek ATy, AT
T E AT BE DA 22 S 2 0k AR 1 BE A8 43 AT (Wheat,
2010), A BT R ILAAT B AR P I 08 e A1 bR 28
(expressed sequence tags, ESTs) % ix (Weber et al.,
2007), M HLAEAE— 2 FE R L3 B 3 IR 4145 B R
8, AR AR Y (AR SR N AR T ) 3 B AT A
TR T —4A A2 (Bellin et al., 2009).

2 BHAEREHZ (population genomics) & H
MRFA=E

15 A% 22 A VRS AR T2 38 N A [R] AR 58 1%
N2 I EZE LAl (Ward et al., 2008). 4P KFHEEAE
P9 R 52 BAN [F] SR M R 4 R () R
AR A RS “EIE” RSP 2H 7K () g
1 2 A 22 SRR AT AR IR AIE . R 3013 T &
I FhRICEOR, W BRI v B 22 A (restric-
tion fragment length polymorphism, RFLP). #"3 }
BCK B 22 A& 1 (amplified restriction fragment poly-
morphism, AFLP)AI & #5474 (simple sequence
repeats, SSR)FEX AAZFlAS [RI Fh i 1Rt A% 22 25 1 2k
ATk, HEZEH R T AR N R IR )
AL AR, BN R PR I A G R eI
WAL ZE S, NN TR RUR . TR B 4k DL Ao
BT ZIRNZ I FE(Nissen et al., 1995; Rowe

et al., 1997; Pester et al., 2003). Pester2%(2003)F H
RAPD I AFLP 73~ b 1t b A A= b 56 [5 T 5 Hb Wk
VKRG 7 L 225 (Aegilops cylindrica) FiEE#EAT T 15
1L 2SRRI, &5 535 0 oR A IR gt AL 22 FEE,
R AE R A E AR AL 2L R 5 N . HIX— &5 42
INERAT, W RERE S0 e S Az i FFHRAPD 231
Fric, Ren%%(2005) & B A [ (1) )X AR 34 (Eichhornia
crassipes) Mt LA AN 4L 38 7, HAFEILHSE
RIS, SAbor &P L, w7 e PR (] o
AR SE A A2 2 (R AH B DG 2R, BRI A0 1 v [ g 58
ML X, ZPPA T T 2 RGN . [FIFE
12 F RAPD #5 i, Krebs %% (2010) %F A 2 Ht 5% AL
(Fallopia japonica var. japonica). K gAML (F. sa-
chalinensis) }2 H: 4242 /4 (F. X bohemica) 3% k4t
(Ragt Ak 2 8 EEAT TOEI, JF4a B A5 5,
N AZ 1 1) A8 AN 7 T fie A5 T I A P R i
AT, FHW S RATAR) 22 5 | P DA S AT A 2 TR] )
Ak .

B8 S5 25 ERT 2 INFAO6S 25k DR 1 i R A T AL A1 1)
RN, H ATAMBENE ST AN R NAR PR RE I 154 2
A 2R R 366 DR 4 22 2 1k A e 3R AT e M T IR
T HL BB FH R A4 5k D] 2 2 S5 W 4 AN () o R S
() HARIE RS ', BRI e 5 NR IR IE DU AGE
PP AL B A A OC B R4 R 7, PR IE A £
DS REMLRE I, FERRERH 2 E A — M
(Rorpr s, Hurc 2N H T BRIEEIT. 5
T, R R AL 3, GuA(2004) %) 2 B FE (Oryza
sativa) il 1R IR (1) i 4% 45 F 2 AT T8, KILAT6
AN B IR 1 38 B A7 A5 (quantitative  trait locus,
QTL) 5 Z #5%. Lai%:(2008)iz FIDNA: A, A&l T
i) H %% (Helianthus  annuus) %7 74 Fft B AT 2 o b i 3k
R IE I Z2 52, 33 T 165N R (2 v ot F 2 LR
H115%), EAIFE MR R B 0 2

X TR Z SRR R AL AR A, W
1 51z HAFLPEESSR 75 A1 H3 AR BEAT 4> Jk PR 2H 414
(Schlotterer, 2002), fifiife M i ARr 5 1K A2 S A7 AL,
FRAE AN R A8 A7 i A MORE ] (K003 22 e, 4565 Bl
¥ (outlier detection), %71 “ B{RE(E ” (outliers), fff
FE CARIEREDN” A7 A, 120 28 e S 7 925 v B AH oG
JE K] (Stinchcombe & Hoekstra, 2008). 1141, Kane il
Rieseberg(2008) F) JH 44k B A2 7 41 43 #1 J72%, st 1 H
%% (Helianthus annuus) )6/~ B 2E R R4S 2 B
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HEP 48 AMAREAT THESE, gt A%
Tl A 160K HE A2 R ) B

AR A D] 21 SRS (1) B o A A ik A 45 LAY
R — MR AL SRR 50 70 A, LA R AR
B4 BURE R D3 S AP X Tl DR 2L 11 2 A5 i
LT RE A DR 2 S TRy outlier 75 4 WU RE AT 280 46 7

M PRI 7P TR SR B 80 e 44 1) 5% 1)
HIOmeE st — BAfiE T “IRIEIER” A7 0wl
13 2RI JE R P 41, kel L o 0F ) AR S
(forward ecology) ” i 421 — IR AW I Z 1 FE I
1) oy ge Je Ho 5 AN AR PR O BE (Friesen & von
Wettberg, 2010). i )7 41 Lt S A1 KE D] 4 B (gene
ontogeny, GO)4#1(Botton et al., 2008; Bradford et
al., 2010), WJLAWIE T i “AsciEDR” I A Dh g,
HEMIL W] G2 H I AEY) 2 R EAR B A, Z58%
ZEEPRIE ARG T R IA ARER 0, T BLZRG
ST 122 DR A AURE S R A A e B 2R o
AN PRI, I WIS B SRR 45 LA A
AR AR 2 TR DG . IR IR 22 BE DR i oA 3R AT
INREMERE, Jang5(2006) X AE 4 AR IR 25 rf — 2
FARFERIBFTE )2 — AR I S, R T 48
FEDR O] BEAE IR AR« AR A=) R A B i R
HORYEAER . AERFSUIE R B, IE AR 5 R ) st
fE2%(reverse genetics) A AHIM 2 Ak, W& T 5 5E
ISR Z M OCHK, o iR SE DN 22 S B A I R AL
N, T AR AR IR R 5

B AR PP B AR 25 B AR R DR A1 22 A i ok T
B HLIE (Varshney et al., 2009). HH T~ 772 e il &
AN K =% (Shendure & Ji, 2008), X 4EH A IE R
AAFRN) 2 N, IR TR WA H AR R RE A7
411 Bundock % (2009) 32 Fi 454 Il 7 % A, % H
(Saccharum officinarum) L A& H Ji# 55 Fit AR 1 5 (S.
spontaneum) 4442 AN 4 (11307 NPCRY™ 14 7 1 1470
FE, 4 I3RS T 1,63211,0134NSNPs, 7E fix &k 1%
(12254 SNPA 51, 93% 4k Uk s A7 2 41, nrit
— B HTERIH PR IR

Sl S S A F I K SN R VAS SR IS
DNA(restriction site associated DNA, RAD)FR%5 7 51
I FTHOR S il R R R S5 S, o AEEBRTZ
JE TR T AR AR P (B8 AR A B AR S 1 st
R 223 VE . ¥240 5 3G N PR R A G B SRR AL T —

N RTF-BL(Miller et al., 2007; Baird et al., 2008;
Emerson et al., 2010; Hohenlohe et al., 2010). X[,
12 HUBT— AR PP B AR A B AR 7KF B AT B
RIZH I3 M, T s AL AR e AR N DL SR AR R 1) 23
AEER, T AR e DA A 22 2k 0 A SRR I 55 R R
R, AT W e W 353 4% A S A0 A AR i DR 2 7K 1
PP X i T T E B GEBU ARV & 1 = v/ e i SRS S
FRARF e PG T PR ZH P A 1) SRIEFRHE A, AT LA
AT IR R S M ANAZ AR NP2 18]
(ROGIK, HET AR A IR R A 7 AL (EAS
TR Z, HANRIE LN AR R ITFA L2
BN A O, W] REAE tH AR PR sk /K el ek
S P S 3, PR s 7 S e A s i R A
IR FMBAENLE, LA NIRRT 2= 7 1 7+
FAifi(Salmon et al., 2005; Li et al., 2008).

3 R W E F 4H = (epigenomics) & H #f 5%
FE

T I AR VT8 8 5 R R A v ) 0 5 T 2
DIAH G, T i BT T w3 & B 16 7 AR A P Ak
U5, BPJEDFIR AL . [y AR A B (s A
ZAEVE, FERR E FREE A A A I PR A S SR
Ja A 355 190 3@ W (Prentis et al., 2008; Ward et al., 2008);
J5 B FRYIPNAR G380 4L 2 FE KT ] RERLAIG, R ) iE
ok A it R 3 B AT 3 M e AN R A B ) 0
(Pigliucci & Hayden, 2001). LAAEHF 5T A 5 FR 55 11
FHEATE LA Ky i o 2 P 3 A 0 A o) i 1 2 4
A5 5 (/5 FH (Cheverud et al., 1994), {HFisz LAY
1, BE A o 5 PRT R A [R] 0 A A AT AN ) B4 5 v e R 3
IELUFE R A, T = A AN [ R R R Rk e H S A
J% (Ghalambor et al., 2007).

AR SR 2 s R T W] IR ) AR SR AN
AR A, JEEIRRRE S AR
K (@ Thompson, 1991; Williams et al., 1995; Holling-
sworth & Bailey, 2000; Li et al., 2001; Geng et al.,
2006). i, w5 5% 7 B R N g AL 2 FEEARAIR,
AN[R] B BN A 1) ¥ A B S IR st A% 24k, (HLE
A G BRIE RAT W I T S, e ARG
SR SR B N DATE N PR 1R A4k, g i i
TR AR AT PR S, DRI 2R Ik — Rl
NZHEH)(Geng et al., 2006). JERLEA M H AR
AL Z AR, ATRE ™ A i B ) Y i 25 38 20
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1k, F W) Te A | AT Iz 43 4 (Richards et
al., 2008). M HHETHIBITLEE ARG, ZHERM T
AR (1) R A G AR B I R R AN R BR B IR 2K
S RIE PRI B VIAHOC, R AL R 1A &R
T 35 DAL 326 36 1 2 08 AR m 90 P A S 11 R A Tk R b R
¥ 7 H34F ] (Grant-Downton & Dickinson, 2006:
Lira-Medeiros et al., 2010).

AT b, AT 2 R3S 52 AH DG 35 BRI 42
SR BRI W 7 T P R A G A A R AN R W g4
75, CADNAJT Bk FEAh s A% g i £ S fit
T A R A ST SRR, 1S T DNAB RS
(R AR IEAL A DGR T AT I L ] 4 DL A o 1)
WAL AR BITE 4. AR, RMBHEAL 7 5 5L
S A JEAEAE W] 1)K R - Bossdorf45(2010) LA
FRYVANRIHE R B R T A S i ) 4, A1 25 K,
Ab PR FEAS I AT R BT 8 1, 45 BRI M st A%
S AR T s AR S, R W A )
BRI I, T R WA ) )3 A LA
Wb T AR HAE

iz F IR AR 53 21 R0 208 135 20 Wy R X i B 5
AR S A 5 1 T IR DN 2 S 3k SARE R AT vl £ )
Fr(Urano et al., 2010), 18 GEAH 5 T ZE IR EE N 25 3k
DRl 32 F WA 2% 5 0 ARG W 3 A I PR A [R) B 858
RS IR 3 AL 6 UFE (Choi & Sano,
2007; Lu et al., 2007), 4% [A) 5 i 52 % (common
garden experiments) (Sultan, 1995), HF573%E N 5355
A HAEH . R I RIS DR AR A4 P Rk
M S ALH S DR 22 e I 5 R R i AR A
RIORIE, ] LAA AR I m] I AR S A ) 431 3
fihy #7R NMRPERIL I 73 T LRI R 2 H ik .

AT A 3 ) ] S 5 A A AB AL 2 4 T, IE
SCT R T R R 4 DNA B IR AL A8 i U S itk
PR3 A X AR A B4 A B A OG, IR S TEA
A — FE AL [F) 5T el S50 v 30 L T 3 1) 5 AN [A] Adk
HRACAPFAH DG T 98 48 5 (Gao et al., 2010). JE i
de novofL sk 417 #r, Huy L %€ 12,0001 L g
B HFAEARIK . BEREE 2R RIS EER, 456
Pl Z R E AT S IR, A T 5 5% 1 5t
A 30 A R 73 T N A R A B 42, bl F 3
N F RS R IE A R T 5
AR PRI ) A Al . AFROWLE A%
Y SRR B DR 22 S RIA AN B R TR

MR “RTIRE” AR DL ALK S Bl A 356
() iz N AEAR G, 1T B S R 1 I AR LA
UG LAIEDR 22 5 08 Ry FEA R 0T AN [] A 855 1)
PROE IE V. 58 ) AEAR KRR B 3 i 1 R R T R
LR T, Iz FLRE I i v AR K AT s
DRI T e 8 THd & 1 5 AN R 8, A 52+ 35
ERRGNEYZFEEMIIRE .

H O, B AR P BOR IE AN W K 5 ek
o, BRI T O0 F, e AEB R B oT
PP 8 3 326 I 58 5% (Johansson, 2009), {H A ] ix
LM PR, 4G WImR A SR AL B, AT LR
AL RS RS U A= ) 5 BRI 20 v 1 DNA R R AH A7 R
(Hetzl et al., 2007; Gruntman et al., 2008), 1y 2 f#
FRIEAG CREAH OGR4 A, DA RGBT 7 AR IR
WALRN (Lister et al., 2009), KA BT F6A 165 L
MINZYERR AN

4 FARSEH

S LD AL 2 J7 VAR NAZ R 50 P 16 1
WINIEE 22, A2 MR EOAS 22 18 S 00 W 5 P A 1) 12
JEKTG, ZINEAEMI AR LD BRI
W e XL, AN BN R TR H 5
AR P SR AR e 628 A A AR =25 8 T 7 1 P
FEE

ONAR A A P RN B 355 23% B 0] ok 0 351 £
PUPE T EORIE T P AR AR (1)30 i 3 IR L L IR
YEM) k44 (Gealy et al.,, 2003; Chen et al., 2004;
Hanson et al., 2005); (2)7£ K & F B 55 BT 1
SROIERE R ), 2%l PO AT N, T Bt
PR (Warwick, 1991; Preston & Powles, 2002).
T H B2 B SRR R LN, TR A A )
SLREAF B AR R (A N LR 4, JERE LR AR
(151 Bl

Michel %5 (2004) 18 i X} 5 5 71 B AR BFPDS () &
Fe i 21 2 AU 1) g i Ik (R pds BEAT s B AT 471 L
SHIESE, B (Hydrilla verticillata) i 4 Ak i pds it
DAL G B R IR 1) 275 3044 6 0 1 A7 A 5 5848, B
SRR MPDS A -5 UBHE R 1) B 1 v ik 22 )R
N, RS BRI AN UK, M B T H s N
15225 [H i HB 11 2 AN KKK . Patzoldts(2006)i it
cDNAJIF. SouthernZ&Az . 43 Fhric K FE K Zhfig 4
M7, WF9T T K Bk (Amaranthus tuberculatus) i
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PPO(J Wk J5 4214 Tl ) 1 1) 284 o e AR e 1 14D 40 1 WL
Hil, K ILPPOZw LKL K 2 —PPX2L 1 — AN % it 1~ 4
PRB R, FLAZEEDR G 5 (K PPO Y B [ v £ Ji 44 X n]
FESRLAR TR FEAE R, PRI — S R 1) 5848 AT [R] B
SRR BRI AU P, X B AL 4y
L. Laplante®4(2009) 1 o 6 AS [F] ) 2 % (Setaria
viridis) Pl RE £ 1 F2 1 A 1 i 4 4 5 DR (AHAS) (3
FEo AT R B, FEPTAHASTI I Bk 50 R b A7 AE
FEDR ) SRR AR, T R B AR e, AR N AR
IR IR S BRI RE A B A — B, A SR
ST HPPER L . Gaines® (2010) % KT BE
(Amaranthus palmeri) i H BT IR A UK R EAT T
FLAEHT 9T, i2 e BPCR. & :RT-PCRLL K Hu i El)
T A 7 VR ST Pk R R v B R TR
EPSPS (% i 5- 475 I AT I 2 4L 12 - 3- W IR 15 1) 1 % DL
KOS BUBFIHEI115-16015, 52 AHG, %5
EMFEEB TR

SR, FEARBTE BUIEAR IR T4 s L. i, Yu
24:(2009) LA B2 A2 5 (Lolium  rigidum) A HF 70t 5%, 5
T IO B BEATR LB (ACCase) & &
T LI 75 S I (ALS) 49 1) 284 i s U s e e AL o
LAY WS JMChRIC . ACCase RIS, ALSHA
AT LA K 40 i (7, 25 PASOMIARIAS ik, UESE T ka4
SXof 3RS R A A PR YR T AR RO RUHLA, Lo B
T ik b5 0 Bl e ) AR A DG, TGS 573 A P e
ik 500 R 0 P U0 AT R 5 4 i (5 35 PA50 A 5 11 AR5
REAHOG . 53— T O A SRR R AL SHI i 24 Bk 51
PUPERIEFCR I, AN [ Ja A TR ALSJE DN 22 2 MR iy
A6 IEEEAE R I Rt 22 5, L 3ANIAE (1 ek
] PG ER S, R, HEDN 2 A H X BR
FUIT 52 K1 2 A AR LB B RO &, AT
UESE Tz ok i) 7= A U5 T AR 8 SOHL ) (Shivrain et
al., 2010).

FOIRZE S 22 A3, e 2R
(BT - N R A v AR ZE AT ek
B, A BT S BU AEBE PG o R AU TR
gk (Paterson et al., 1995). A &[R4 2% )51k,
A AT RIHR ZETE i R S A DG IR JE R AT o
Py v B K LR B AR T . Paterson 4 (1995)
T RFLPAE B J5 v, ALl T iy 3 4855 # (Sorghum
bicolor) F1EF A= Fh il & 42(S. propinquum) %48 i
AeEMEREE, RILT SRR ZIE R BH ol

KM ZAQTL. Hu%:(2003) AR 1 5 15 7 A el
(O. longistaminata) 4 A2 ;= 4= [ F AR AN A kg fiF 5T )
4, JE kI TR R A B ) A AR BT
IRAG T FE AR ZE PR 1 24 35 2L A ——Rhz2 Al
Rhz3, Jf R EAT 5 0L G vh 2 il AR = 1 32 22
QTLm 3. UbAh, AR R KN T 52 52
AR =2 2 B ) QTL, b Z 45 Sl SRR =2
R IIQTL 5. Jang%%(2006)#4) & T {5 = S A1)
1 GEMRIR ZE AR 41 2R (I cDNASCFE, 38 3 22 B 471
ARATAF BN Horh s Rk R R, 2E— 22 D) e 43 #r A )
W BELO R, XS IED B S A T E o
1, HARARZE P16 2 H0Re e P BE R AT RE 2 B R B R
(R FE o EEXPHDIR 25 2 R A I JE ], Jang 55
(2009) % 1 S 5 40 iy B (R & EARARZE, e A LR
Z8) ) ARH Y. 2 i 5 DR R 95 e 1 EAT T BRI,
RIRAE PRI 7T (1) 244 JE PR P AN AN L PRI 7 v 3 5 40
e SR B A A48 DUEO 22 5, AR 4 oo 7 1, Y
TS ) FA% O P B e EAR IR 7+ .
X BFFUIRE s ARIR 25 1 Th e e # v] g 5E 20 U5 T 0
DRI R4 . Wang 5 (2010) 1 P 2448 . Dhfgid ke
2T T IERAS T B P (Phyllostachys  praecox) ik
2 EERE AL, FEX AT T e bE M.
HHT, A RNMZHEYINARZE R T 7 F AL E
HEAZ, ARTATT AT At v B A5 ) (1) AH DG 5T
ERE IR

5 HEIRREZEM: NMEYIRXFAIEE

S NAZ R A 22 i A T — L8
WP R, A SRS R A B DR 2 27 R A SR
AH ELIEAH 25 378 (Vij et al., 2006; Feng et al., 2008;
Lister et al., 2008), MikbT LM B FLdLs A, —
Jrif, AR 5B 5253 J& T A [\ @A 5T 4
5, AOCIRFFTN LG AR, AR D MR R I
SEDA 2 A FE T b, o7, SRR
M E L FAEPWKAE . FORERHE AR,
X NAZ R I FAT AT AL AR R0 5 ), 523
R R A5 SRR, A AN () 3 R 41
SR TUARMEAE G Y S S vk g . DR, AR
MR RGP HENT, A iR A R ]

TEEFENAZ FHPBE AR, FA 1 2% &
(1) 1) I i A b A A A S8 T I R A 2 O
(R AE, BFERERI4I N, 5k, Sk, &
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FEAEE . HAEIZHD « AR/ NAE (Meyerowitz, 1987); H
R, 7B IR AR I B I NAR PERRAE, XS
AEATEE R K I EE MG . Ak, SR
B i HAT — 8 AU, AR B BT R R
WL, FER G AT B A, AT SE A R 1
F¥E 6|1 H Fr(Basu et al., 2004; Chao et al., 2005).

TEIE R NAZ PN, SRHEY) & — MEAF
REREHIN S, HAp U 2 (2R ds m H 2%
MUBE RR A5 o A8 49 FFHE R4 o R i 2R il |
Church%%:(2007) LA [n) H 25EST 3 41 4 FEfilh, A I 1E
PN A, KIS ERI R IMA L LR, Laids
(2006) | F1 3,743~ [n] [ ZXEST (X4 212,897/~ i —
FEPN)HIE TDNAR T, RGT T A R R I s
2= 5% (Lai et al., 2008). &3 A AR HIPIH
P 1) KRR FL K Kk (Euphorbia esula) . H if
X3 HE AL AR T 1 2 IR 4 24 9 2 S T-cDNA
SCE TR K g J EST 44 4l 2 1) 4 57 (Anderson &
Horvath, 2001; Horvath & Anderson, 2002; Anderson
& Davis, 2004; Anderson et al., 2007), {EX} o3
DAL (1) 40 BT 9T £V 2 € T (Horvath et al., 2008,
2010). B& T LT B R R 2 4,
— 6 N AR M) 0] B8 A A AR AR ) DR A 2 A AR
s A AR (R L), AH HR AT R (i e ) 75
B R EE R RIS R 5

6 IEREIFAR S

AN RAEPNAR C %k AR ¥Z 538 (1 3K 1)
(A=15E, 2001), AR, BATH R AR T AR
ARATBR . I PFE R AL 2 7 10 BRATTIR AN B AR N
VR Is A 2 SR T T, e AT T
FRAR ) NAZ P R A BRI BT 1) S B, 0 7 )
MNZAEWA R . nTUUHUL, B S AU B
AWIARR, SR 5 N ARG SR —
AR NAR FE R A 20X — A A R i . &1 H
AP CIIIR, A Fa N s LR JL 7 T

(D) A i 4 5 DR 20 4 SRR R Dy e 5L 1 56
o TSI AR BRI, AN AT RExH T A2
BT 4 FE 4L 905 (Chao et al., 2005), X T #.A
PR, A BRI EAR R AR B TR
(R PRH AR e, BEDRIAL ZEcdis UL R Dh RS B3R 1
WK AT ELAEEE . [FIR, FRATT AT S R A
AP AL B, SRV HI &1, 2%

B 3T BRAF ANAR L) AR Y DR (1 Ty g K T RE
FKiEWMIE@RIL. LI HDNAL I3RS (Lee &
Tranel, 2008), % 4y HoAl N2 A4 0 H A2 Ham 2 )
FEDNALE SRR PERE B o 5 2 D REFE AT LA R A
2 I RRIA AR BRERAT, AH TIRA AMZPEH
RN IR

QN Z I T OB A RS
TEA LD NRDFA B A 1R P,
T H AR PP A B A7 708 050 1 7% S 2 (Stewart et al.,
2009), [RL, A — AN AR BT REREST, IR 0]
AE BRI I TR 45 . BBAR I k2, I
Z FhNAZ R S SR AN O A i B A S AR 4
(Osterlund & Paterson, 2002; Stewart et al., 2009), DA
K ANAZ 73 T B A TR 2R

() AR A EE ZAF T ANAZ A A0 1) 0 B 5 S5 5 L
o AR PEAR Y P LLRE RS B AN AR 25T A 85,
T AR AN I A 2 A B B 3G M AE I (Gu et
al., 2005; Kane & Rieseberg, 2008; Leger et al.,
2009) . IXFid 3 e ) AR HE 455 PR8I AH EAE
(R . B S ) SRy Al — 77 D A . 5 A R AR K
pTIBUNE B=g<iibu L I uid s o N A SO LI VA €
R 5 —J7 DN IAEE Y S i3, 380 5% e A=y A1
MHEHEAEY 7, HE— DI FOE S, A SEIL R
DI o AT RIS A7 T B, AT B TR WIS
A AEA R A B AR 701 kA, R — 20 iRk
AT AR LB

(B ARG DA o AESRAT R H e (AL,
A WER NZFPIHAT RE D90, HAFR
FE« AT BT A RS, W RG ML,
ABN AR BN A R R LA B G R . %
R TR AT B T AR AN MR CHEE R R D g
VER 342 S HAEAN R A GUR 7 AR 52, 53 B ke
WA GEma N AN SIS ) A Y SRR R, PP AR
FA G G B, AR R ] BEAY SRR RS
Ja e T2 ARG T, RGAED - E
ANH] /B (Yuan et al., 2008).
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