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18, LA FISH $HoR S Rl A JR L R 1 22 66,58 6 IR A0 2438
(multicolor fluorescence in situ hybridizatio, mFISH) | %t
X 4H JE v 2438 (genomic in situ hybridization, GISH) F1t
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WG ARSI AR 5 G IR AT g JE R 2 7 3 5
PIKARIEHE YRR 2 K R G A B AT, A
SN I ARTER A 2N AEZES A
SURT DA% Bh 1R e € 4%, - HLAR 2 Y €2 A o e 60 42k X 35
RSB E REBEAE S L BT 4R B J5 St R i
BEEIML.

I 2 5N SR AL % 38 T AR 2 Y g 6 Ak 37 %
#tFK K FISH %% (FISH karyotype) , —fi Fi Z AR [F]
B ERERE B P SR e . RET B £ BARIE HAE
N [F R R 20 A S S BB AR 3 G Ak b R A A AR
2o TEAEY) AP L B3 3 1) 2 78 2% 48 0 b 288 ) v BE AR
PR R K R BOBE R RNA JE R (\DNA), 45 18S-
5.85-25S rDNA (f&jFk 45S rDNA) , B H % 5 3.0 A iy —
4> Cin 258 rDNA), A K 5S tDNA, M 4h iF A st L5
B, v AH 32 JF 3] (telomere-associated sequences, TAS )
MELR X BRI EE TS, @l b2 Fe e
BEC &, 1R 24 P R A vEB BEA BN T RE.
AR 28 (Gossypium mustelinum )™ | 4 B ¥ (Smilax
rufescens)™ MI# (Saliz viminalis ' . H 4 (Lilium)™
FHIR Y. RS g Y) A SR R BB T A
R iz —X o3 HESR KRS T AT 1R 472
B MG SE AR AR E & 05X B Y 1 £
REARAR REXEFRETEEFR. ATEHFHKX
Gy A SR YL RV SIS R B Y 2 T Ao
FHEREAXIEMN TR DNA 73 (satellite DNA), g
S FRRBRMEE ZHARIE. Dou %™ FIH— 1~ T &
(micro-satellite) AAG Fi1 Afa-family T8 JF %, 45 &N
RN 22 32 i AR (GISHD, 43 M Tt 58 5 J& (Elymus
nutans)3 NFEH A St.H. Y HIZRGMBEAER ., REA
R FIH 25S rDNA.5S rDNA LPD JE 51 ., 5tk 5 51 55 b
LTA14 FpR B E & 7 51 3o b LRA427 55 5 FpERET 4
HIRAFT 45 2 W SR M 4 AT 2 A5 6 R AL
AL, B EAFRREOEK E7E T AR HE
MIARICAR K L2 Y G AT IR X 4. B WO
HAPRCERET 7 N T & AL R (Laric) W9 53 T 1% 8L
A (B D

26 FISH B8, BRik SR B E 2 )7 5I4E iR
Bt — g 2 LU 2888 DR 51 h R4t . (R I
FPEE RN A — M RA 1 DBULAL BT REFE R
e e fAp M ARIC 5 B A1, AR HE UL P 51 4 S 4R A L
BT FEFWBEE , T =AW HHAM FISH 55,
XS UL SRS — A B KA A R B DNA
T2 Shibata 2£0%9 M 1) B 28 (Helianthus annuus L.)
HIFIE Rl ov. HA89 45 2 MR SO P ve Y 44 7]
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Fig. 1 Four kinds of larix molecular karyotype
Note: A: Lariz gmelinii; B: Lariz principis - rupprechtii; C: Larix
kaemp feri ;D: Larix olgensis; The asterisk has LRA427 specific site of a

chromosome; measuring scale;10 um.
AT H R RE 2438 1 a5 ) T (24 BACs, 20BIBACs) , 3l
FIX SR 38 A5 5 0L o R 3 26 57 BRI 43 O 18 S BRE,
¥ T 48 RFLP #1 SSR 43FHric it 4% B ik i Jo ik X
GrH A A EBRE, RIS T 8L 81 R B R
Elig .

XFF 28 FISH AL BR T 3438, i — N EE
Vi) R A2 e 7 ) — Y AR b A [R] Bt 22 3R 22 bR TR B3
BRC, ATV RRFICERE, BT HERIC
(combinatorial labeling)# &1 F1 Lt %1 #7510 (ratio-labeling)
BEF . BIERR 1 A e A 2 FhE Dl B ] AR R B
ERPRCY A TARC, RN AT FRE & £ IR 2n-1(n AR
FARC B EDFHEETDY . B E AR FRIR T L —
FE LB ARIC R — Fh 4T ARic B B — ™, 2
7= T UGG R A B F1 B MR AR MRS 5 1 Fis
TCHEAR ¥ 77 7 43 30 AR 5 R a5, TR T AR A5 380 732 B4 ik
RN, FEAEYSr T A% BUBF 55 R, Hasterok %07 41 &
PRicHREr T R E /INE S R g Ak i IR, 7T
— MR VS 2 sk 3 FhARIC . PRSI A I ik
T % 0 #5 J8 (Lariz) . ¥ J& (Populus) i 43 F ¥
R ORGSR BT L X 2 LA RS A R A
WAy 2223 i 8 2 Ze it \FISH 15 5 A4 B8 A6 I A1 a]
BRI A S5 A1 S5 SR LAY
L2 FEHNHFENZA(GISH)

RAE L4 FISH R T2 N F 2 FEy, i
BN S GHR 0 B3 A ) Y AR B T B AR R R AL R
PEZAY RO ¥k BT A E 8 4 R ) 24 (interspe-
cific hybrids) . 5% I 2 £% {4 1 F [8] #7 ¥ R (interspecific
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introgression lines) H13k H AN [R] 5 4= 25 A 41 i et {4, 3F
X Y PR I 40 LA AR S A T

B2 12 (Tragopogon miscellus) f&— H R B,
B S IR ORI, B 4 B AL 40 AR B M A 22 5T
W ER# SR FREERFANREKRERSE
4, Chester 2121 D) — (KA T. pratensis M1 T. dubi-
us B HRE Y GISH, RILFR 76 %0 MK BA AR
THOLR YL R 5 7, 69 Y0 MR AR B IR, R T £
R R IR R EHRER. I, =R
(Brassica) ) 3 5B 54K : B. carinata. B. juncea. B.
napus, MEATH 3 A ZAFKISEHh (B. nigra. B. olera-
cea B. campestris) A% T —AAE# & H TR S KK
B & 45, Maluszynska %49 5@ 3 D B. nigra 1 B.
campestris {3 N 40 DNA F 34 69 W 4 GISH, 454
258 F1 5S rDNA Fric, P X 43 T B. juncea 1] A.B
FEA L HAFIRICH T 36 kY aikp i 28 4. /NE
YERSHIRZ A5, WAV 2B A GISH £R X H
FHE /NG W AR B A 36 R 40 3647 98 . Han 26727 i
FAS#ER 2 6 GISH R , 15 2 s 20 RS R A /N 22 22
W/ ABF1 D BHFHX3IF, 7EZF AR, Han S5 H]
BICEIRIC Thinopyrum intermedium F1 Triticum urartu
FZE R 2 B DNA, FILE Y R FRiC Aegilops tauschii )%
K4H 5 DNA, Aegilops speltoides BIFER2H DNA £ Ry $f
P, X2 GISH £R B 57 5 5 2 5 4 08 4 2 A
L5 572 SR AL T B E A BORIEAL .

{E2, /R4 Han 557 X 43 /IN32 O[] 5 DR 2 % Y FY)
PRI T W, B2 B/NE —#F, R AR
R B FR 2 5 R AR AL 19 2 A5 14, WIAR MEE 1 GISH
XA M G ik, A, GISH $ R A H Jo ik
B ) JR PR
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20 DNA VERERET , #1472k K 41 I A7 28 32 1 3 P 3R A5
TA—MBER, FXNE BRE KE HERFR T E
WA SRS T B , Zoller 55355k FHHRE 7T 1Y
FEP4 DNA FEH GISH #5845t . 23855 T HE
[X.(nucleolus organizing regions,NORs) . & T & DNA fJ
N A7 X, B B & A 5 B I AR A PR <7 7 51 X 48R,
kL, Zoller S5 [R50 J e £ 2 FOR [RIAE M) 1 43 F %
RUGRAL TR SR . HAG AR 7E T R I ik DN A 4R B Y
M, (R 9T 3 O T P 0 i — A A B O A R
1M HZR 355 iysR BEFIm] B B 1 R 47, TR #HITFE S W
WK, W TC 7 A7 EBH
1.3 Y fk2:Y(chromosome painting,CP)

“Yefe (R YK — AR B R Pinkel 5942,

DABERE A FISH 5 — YL IR e g O 3 (0 IR B
Gk B TR 2 AR . BAME CP S
ARG 25T A 20 Y2 0, ZEAE A TP 2 AR M
PAFREN . XRATRER h THEYENA &6 KRR
MO FAFREANEZFIIMER. REm, —
BEBIF Y 0 2 1 A RO A S SR U T — RE Y R

SfFLah¥rh LR R P FIE D CP 8R4 13K
WA B2, B XA ) R & B2 F 51X — 4 A, Houben
U EE T P AR R E R T IE IRE B
FIARIC T 2 (Secale cereale) . Allium schoenoprasum .
Brachycome dichromosomatica ] B &K, RNid7E A
P fk FUE B YRGS TR IERR . Yu %5 A
LIk BT Cot-1 SCPERY 11 A ERERE B 751 A #REH™ 4E
M2 EIRIE A AR5, I 15 M A X 43 o DO A5 (R B 7
(Medicago sativa L.)W) 2 MY AR I 255 H MG 6
PRI B HAE, BN E T 4 F %8, Lysak 589 FI A&
et iRy 5751 BAC el Aric th T IRITRY 1.2 A1
4 S YLK PR 0 A I S Y A (R Ul B o BERR 22
G358 PR AT AR 2 B, DT AT L EA TS (7] 48 i A
B AR T BT ST . Lysak 280083 i — A BB RN
AR IT R A BN, T & BEE RSN, 1
S ESEERY BT R R A S A0 R
Ry 5 BAC Tk, A8 7 Ye (4 1K 15 DL 43 B (H A
TEIMALEK Cot 1 DNA DUMH EE FI &R H
o EEARAENANEY T, WS ELFIBE
B, W7 B AR AT BB SR M . Zhang %55 X 43
ANEER/ANE 3 DARRRRIER G G IR, 733 A ZH A
D LTI BAC 5 R SC R i 16 H 8 5 A JE A 41
Fe BT H I ST X B ST RE BT P AR 1Y CP {55 9k Ak
FHR SR G RE R PR e Ak b AT TR
I R IR 2 A5 5 e G AR B B B Ol . (ER R A
PEARF B R 5% 00 R B ) JR R 8145 Zhang 55 08
GISH #17 5 R S5 RIS 2 i G AR BT
2 RIS FHFA (fluorochrome banding) FE 4 F
B L

S5IFRITOL AR Q HRANR , BA-HIAEY)
REKDTELZHRERAAER A3 (chromomycin Ag,
CMA) .47 ,6-—k-2-ZE FL 05|k (47, 6-diamidino-2-pheny-
lindole, DAPI) , Hoechst33258 %3¢ Yt 4e R, Ju H 2
DAPIL, i1 TE4 FISH K56 i 52 Je 7191z 6, Ho g
TEAR ZAE Y G €5 1R P 5 X 00l 2 T AT 494 P 44 B
RIS DAPT 25 B8 8 1R 40 F B B B AR
JL4 Brown Fl Carlson, - J& 4 7E Xt 43 F 1% B4 i) #E 45
HRBRZASHHEA (AFHEAIERPIES DNA 4F
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BRI AR SR, B B R ARV S A Y R 4y
Preb, #R IR it —E A B B IR FRIC AR B B L R RR
WA BN G IR 5> F AL AR H, DIER FISH 8 AR
HEAF.

TE— SR N 2H AR B R B A R R AR W)
SYZEREAD, H B AUFE T 43 3 T LSS LA T L 4
#r. Yurkevich 5% #) F§ DAPI/C-bangding R X 43
A Adenolinum )43 Y2 44, UESE T 29 Fh e fA
B AR U, O 78 IR Bl 454 Ae-NOR,FISH &
RAPD 43 ¥ & Adenolnum 5 Linum BB Fh 7 78 48 0t
4k 26 & ; Urdamplilleta 26019732 F§ CMA #1 DAPI 4%
R 2 3 42 JB (Cardios permum) Fh 8] Y2 (B K (9 A8 57,
JH4ha FISH EAL L ARH#T T RG KT M#E AP
Karlov 2™ iR 4/ DAPI PH ¥ 19 A TG iR 3 T i Bk &
(Humulus lupulus) F B9 2 @ 4K, 45 & rDNA E (i 4y
B A T IZFP A 43T A% AL Liu 457206 DAPL e fe 5 =
YRR W T B Ss &  TERE JKFE /N Lilium
brownii F# EHPHE T F5E B9 DAPL A &L, 7] H TR
R M R R B PR X, TR X — Fe AR BB S i —
AR T Z AR B LLSOG 3 BOR R ZEmli i
BB ARATIE E—AHTE & B, 78 G 6 AR 1 S5 48 43 Hr A
FE Wy LT R R B T IZ O R L
3 ZRERE

25 L RTIR ARYEAE VLR )2 S S R,
¢ mFISH . GISH..CP M7t 731 X S0 R F B 1
BEA R R A T B R R VG . 3 20 40 i 38t 1% 2
AR K SR HE Y A RS 4L T B TR, "W A3k
HERFNE R R R EAREHNIT . BkREH
WEL R 20 1 1 52 R B2 BAC 3 [ SCRE I MO, 4 S 1
PR R e e RS G R B R A R AT R
HETE Sy 5 ROBEUR , T e A S R B B R ZEAE )
FE A 20 T RE AW 2 U K HE BB R AR
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Research Advances in Plant Chromosomal Molecular Karyotyping

ZHANG Li-peng,LIU Bo,CHEN Cheng-bin
(College of Life Science,Nankai University, Tianjin 300071)

Abstract: Recent developments on multiple cytogenetic techniques such as fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) and
fluorochrome banding, provide us more information on chromosomes,which enable detailed karyotype analysis of plants.
As chromosome marks, signals showed by multicolor FISH using different repetitive sequences as probes and/or
fluorochrome bands,improves our ability to distinguish each of the nonhomologous chromosomes within a genome,and to
distinguish slightly diverged genomes from each other. Such karyotype analysis opens new avenues for the study of
chromosomal variation and behavior,as well as for the localization of individual genes and transgenes to genomic position.
In this paper, the multicolor fluorescence in situ hybridization (mFISH), genomic in situ hybridization (GISH),
chromosome painting dye (chromosome painting, CP), such as fluorescence in situ hybridization - based molecular
chromosome karyotype were described, based on the analysis of the fluorescence banding techniques (fluorochrome
banding) applications in molecular karyotype and molecular karyotype and chromosome technology in the field of plant
genomics functional studies were discussed.

Key words: molecular karyotype; chromosome; fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH); fluorochrome banding;
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