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TR ARSI HER

ALY, RINEE?, ok KMk, FE46 k2, s
Loh [ Rl B s 5 R B AW E 7, b 100101; 20h E AR a7 BT, b5t 100093

FE DAY H A SEAE (Self-Incompatibility, SI)F&—Ff 32 204 (0 Fh N AE VRS, 76
B77 L REPIE A AR ik FL S A v R A T AR AR, iR E R T E A R
A BRI, MAES R ZHAARER SR TR RS RABHEYII B A SEFIRLS] A
B, R b ) B 8 A8 AN SR B ) 24 L 7 2 ) B ol A e ) E B R Rl 2 — o BT
FE O A R ITLIE EASAERIE 43 FHLH, IR H AR SEAALEE 7 HREBIR N T f#, N
fEtT SR SRS ARARME L J A KRN 1) 7 FHLHIBEE 1Al . AR LR TR AR
ASERIBLS], TR ZRH S RABMA T B AR & HAE A 1R AR STk

R AT ERMME, R, TR

WYL 20 Z TR0, REVFAMERZ . AR FUE NI RGRIER . AR
MURFIIAEAS B, W% TR RN AR . o, 2 859%I ALY N ERE [FIE, TG
REWIN T BB A, TS FRER S BT IR IR ik, RACHEYE L
2 Bl AR L], 2 60%I1) BAEH L T H A A SRR (Self-Incompatibility,
Sl), HUIEH Al & MMEERI SR B 6500 A Re = A4 & T 134 (de Nettancourt, 2001). ff
i A AR BERE B AL, SIRTAG RGBS B 23S fRaER AL, MBS IN S AR s 2 A I 1
SRIEAEAFRE S SIAERACH Y R o A dEw )iz, WKL) 320 ZA4MEL. Hh, ARZHEKE
AEFREDN S| H— A28 H RN S A7 2SS R R o AL — B PSR
SEACAFEFUNRE R PEIAEAE S BRI AN P fEm PN RE R M AE Ry S B, 3 REES, 1
B ANST 3R AL BT, BRON S-BA% AR (Takayama and Isogai, 2005). K[ [Fl— S #fs
RRLAEAE RTINS S BIF 2 MR B ), ok EANE S B 5 B R AEAE FIfEA:
S BT RAAR A S . £ BASEREY T, B Crem AR etk Bk siEe
W AR R AERY B A e BRI R, TR A2 F AZAS S5 F B (Self-Pollen Incompatibility,
SPI); T 5 CHIAER M B 76 ALK 32K, 2% KA 5738 56 M I3 (Cross-Pollen Compatibility,
CPC).

WA RS BAEZER, SIA]LL g N FA A SI (Homomorphic SI) #1 57 4 SI

ek H J: 2022-07-16; 52 H #): 2022-08-22
FEETUH b E R B AN S T RHE T (A 28) (No.XDA26030302)
* @IRMEH . zhhong@genetics.ac.cn; ybxue@genetics.ac.cn
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(Heteromorphic Sl). & FIEH B A EMBERLEBAL I H L 2R, FHASI 3 ARk
H AR A (Gametophytic SI, GSI)FlFf4 5 A2 AN SE A (Sporophytic SI, SSI). GSIfH)
FEH 2R B A K (RITC 1) #5785 1) SRR A ok g, T SSIFP AR 5% A1 5 15 ) ey 7 A= 4E
Ty i) A AR A (R 1K) ST R B vk e - 57 8L SI T ZE4R 6 57 B (Heterostyly), HANEAN
KA GMSMMESILER K. RIEHEEZER, RSNy —RIIEHE (Distyly) f1 =16k
(Tristyly) (de Nettancourt, 2001; Takayama and Isogai, 2005; Franklin-Tong, 2008; Zhang
etal., 2009; Fujii et al., 2016). BLA TR TLIEA R 3T HLHIKSI, BI04 T BT
MY, HrhadEE T ZERi Rl (Plantaginaceae). filifl(Solanaceae). #7#F}(Rosaceae)
M2 FFH(Rutaceae) L FAType 1 (125) SI, +71tF}(Brassicaceae) Il 1A Type 2 (2
J%) SI, 2 5kl (Papaveraceae) [t it 7 14 Type 3 (328) SILL K 4y 5 & Bl T 4R & 1€ B
(Primulaceae) F1if 4 1£ £ (Turneraceae) 1 7 BUEFE Type 4 (425) M Type 5 (535) SI (Shore
etal., 2019; Matzke et al., 2020, 2021; Zhao et al., 2022). Tk, XHXEESIH ST £k
SAEAALHIBE TS 1 2 kR .

o) B b T T B O R T S KM B 22 4 i) B R B, 1T T H A0 47 T8 1) 5 K
ARAE i A DR SR, X5 SHEF R Z 0B VK. SIAEFF MK B 3T E LW
i, Ragdlnd g [ R AR, BERmim e T 8w i, BT 2t g, £E
2002 FE B K AL AR P2 RIS F] 1961 £/ 2.1 £%(Duvick, 2005). #Rif0, RIff 2SS E
FACFE R ISR E, BTXPEIEETE SI M E IR 7 PRI Z R, SETCEIRS 4L
HAZ R MM R A 3, AR E 7 AL A 7 5 H 1990 LK 30 4FEJL-F-i%
W5t (Parajuli etal., 2021). CLRITAREH W GRN RARA-F1ER}, SeRAZE R
WAF A IR, HECSERN RAE SRIZERL B AR 7 TSI Az b
—AEST, J& T F R E R B A AR AL R o BRI, @ SRS RARE SI kTl
L0 T4 e U R A KT AN RS DR AR R R B E KR S o AR SO i e SR A ok C Rk TE
(1% 2B AZ SRR, SR SRS ARARMA R B AR A S e R iR 0 FU ki

1 BHRAFEMERSFHLH]
1.1 Type 1HAAFEMM:

Type 1 SHEMIIIAEREANLE Y S th € -1~ 73 Al AL AR 57 1 1) S- AL R g ALKy i e 46
1A N A F-box H.Cuiii NFBA/FBK (F-Box Associated/F-Box associated Kelch repreat)4
FJIFJSLF (S-locus F-box) % H (Anderson et al., 1986; McClure et al., 1989; Sassa et al.,
1996, 2007; Xue et al., 1996; Lai et al., 2002; Ushijima et al., 2003; Qiao et al., 2004a;
Sijacic et al., 2004; Liang et al., 2020). 47618 & 4 20 234 f-A pead 1M 43 1 25 40 i A1 J5 g
(1) S-1% 1R Wi ok AR 8 20 M P e N LA SR Jm, T id e A T “ RIMEAE e, SRR
(RS SLFHET B R R BI(Li et al., 2017). 7 CS-EMREFK 5 SLFH BAE X 44
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S AT A B 5], {24 SLFHE 3£SSK1 (SLF-interacting SKP1-like 1). Cullin1flIRbx1
TESCFE &R FFATMIEIZ RIEHMEI DIRE, WM 2 Kz 2 O S-IR A 7 Pk N
26SiE A4 HE4T B (Qiao et al., 2004b; Huang et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2009; Zhao et
al., 2010, 2021; Xu et al., 2013; Entani et al., 2014); ifi  C.S-HZ MR H 5 SLFR) HAE X 7
A A RS T LA e, {3 SLFICIEIE SCRE & Haiz =4k, Btk B O S-4 kg
AT ARSI R AN A, RN B AR AZ B AR RNA L U5 18R 8 O 0 5 28 1 IR A A
IR A1 2250 25 747 (McClure et al., 1990; Gu et al., 2015; Qu et al., 2017; Chen et al.,
2018; Yang et al., 2018), A& AEAF LM A KA AEAEAEIE TP 2 =70 22— 4R (1&11).

| ° oo : —_—
{ 1

| : . e ;
SPI Lo ° |
A o 1 I I
Vo e 1
| T I I o I
| \ 4oL ° Lo |
) 1 Do o) |
\ ‘ ° Lo o CcPC |
S M !
S.S, 5., S-1S-00)Se-SLF () S-SRy @ E3HL AL o HBIKNIER o HBIX K fir

O St O Skt O Ssie# f&zm TR | S T e /A [ el = BiERNA "'\\ EONE g
SPI: 4z A~ iz i (Self-Pollen Incompatibility); CPC: 542 2 £l Jz Jii(Cross-Pollen Compatibility)

B1 Type 18 RAFEMMER 2T HL

TRk AiAh B AEEL Type 1 (1 2K) B ZAEAPER) 70 1 5 A HUEDR - S &
S HER. B A MRIRAEE . 10k KB EARE, 2500 g ZRHE b 23l o ek & h R AL E
ZANERN 2 b7 (Self-Pollen Incompatibility, SP1) 1542 5% 1 )z 3 (Cross-Pollen Compatibility,
CPC).

Figure 1 Molecular mechanisms of Type 1 Sl

Schematic diagram of the Type 1 Sl in Plantaginaceae, Solanaceae, Rosaceae and
Rutaceae. S indicates the S gene. The anther, pollen and pollinated pistils are shown on
the left, with SPI (Self-Pollen Incompatibility) and CPC (Cross-Pollen Compatibility)

reactions occurring in pollen tubes on the right dashed boxes.

1.2 Type 2B AsEMPE
Type 2 SIFITERFITEN; SUR i IR F 23 ) N 1A 3L 28 40 M 5 S 2R 05 110 195 J 52 AR B SRK
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(S-locus receptor kinase)FI{ 24 4% 6 2 40 M i S 218 30 1T 2 W T-AE A SR 1 1) /M LR SCR
(S-locus cysteine-rich protein) (Schopfer et al., 1999; Suzuki et al., 2000; Takasaki et al.,
2000). % HZHNE, SCRATY H CLSRKHMIAME iRy 57 TLAE, (2 {3 SRKIFE — 3R 1k &
[ i 21k (Cabrillac et al., 2001; Takayama et al., 2001). FfiJ5, &40 T FLR M
MLPK (M-locus protein kinase) ] # SRKuBER L, H#t— 0 e b HBUEARCLAE HAF NE3Z
FOERIZ FAIANE SR HEEX070AL. Z ¥ HGLOL (Glyoxalase 1)FIffkE§PLD1
(Phospholipase D alpha 1)%55% 1A+ F44 H 3 1] [ #1212 (Gu et al., 1998; Stone et al.,
2003; Kakita et al., 2007; Samuel et al., 2008, 2009; Sankaranarayanan et al., 2015, 2017;
Scandola and Samuel, 2019). H:1, Exo70A14" S B0 432 n] K ALK B 58 A K P
i Bz i = A SR AL RN M R AR, AT BEAE R OB K i A S e i BB A
K GLO1Jy & Mg A 1) — AN RIS g, 7 78 558 RS B2 0 200 i 5 v ik 23 2 & MG
(Methylglyoxal)fii H A GEMB I IR GLOLMIEX070A1Z: 5 (4, T 42k Al 3 it 1E ¥ is
1T R KEE, PLDLINREAESE A SN rh AL IR PA (Phosphatidic acid) ;™ A= 1 1 14 5 7
KA M A F LU BEAE R B . SR, EACHEM G, T X Eesm MR 7 i B B O
TEMABEH R IR HAER A, BRI F=AESPL. Ak, AN RIEE 0 AR ik L 58 20 Jf v 3 4 4
ROS (Reactive Oxygen Species)7=4:(Zhang et al., 2021) DL} 4 5 B2 5 32 (A kE i 18 2
GLR (Glutamate receptor-like channel) i /15 {145 & 1 P i (Iwano et al., 2015), A i 1]
HHEZ 5 A 1E8 (K2) -

O 'Y
5,5, S5, 5.5, S,-SRK %SZ-SRK S-SCR ®S,SCR '@ MLPK @ ARC1 - H;0
O ol O REiEh o Bk o ZHI GLR Exo70A1 ) GLO1 PLD1 « H'&¥E
<

ROS: ii{t % (Reactive Oxygen Species); MG: A/ (Methylglyoxal)
B2 Type 28 AR LRI 7 THLH]

TR Type 2 (2 R)ERANERNER 7T H5AEWNE IR ZE R B AL AHE A R~
SkFL AN A 2 ) & A SPIAT CPC V.. S. SPI AT CPC it & XS %K 1.

Figure 2 Molecular mechanisms of Type 2 S
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Schematic diagram of Type 2 Sl in Brassicaceae with SPI and CPC reactions occurring in
stigma papillae cells shown on the right dashed box. The meanings of S, SPI and CPC are

identical to that described in Figure 1.

1.3 Type 3SR AFERMM:

Type 3 SIKEFESFHEFIPrsS (Papaver rhoeas stigma S)Zfd 1) /N 1) 434 2 1A 7] AE R
fic & 5K SFEKIPrpS (P. rhoeas pollen S)gmfith i) 5 fir T- 16K 4 i _E 1) 24347 B 2R
al, FFEE ] R E SN AN FE 1 FE T (Programmed Cell Death, PCD) (Foote et al.,
1994; Thomas and Franklin-Tong, 2004; Wheeler et al., 2009). {EMtiIFEA+, CaZ FIK* )
PR A B R AR R A — o BT R i B CaZ iR BRI B I, 21T S BOEHL
£ 1 B B (Inorganic pyrophosphotases, sPPases) Pr-26.1a/b i iz 1t 3 %5 7% . MAPK
(Mitogen-activated protein kinase) & [F pS6M & 1L HB0E « 22 i 2R UL X ROSHINO & & 47
% (Thomas et al., 2006; Li et al., 2007; Wilkins et al., 2011). 1, B A RIEHITEHL
FEREFRIFPr-26.1a/b 1 T Joiid il /K i T HLEE B2 (Inorganic Pyrophosphate, PP/ #E4= 4
ARG AR PR AR, B T B E I KA K (de Graaf et al., 2006). ¥ 1)
MAPKI AT BENO ™ A A G v 1WA SE N S B [ AN 1 PCDH AR o Ak, AR A 4 7]
FEFEHM T ROSHIBRK, ZESHTFHIEENZ 5MLERY S NIiFPCDM =L
(Wilkins et al., 2011), MIfi 32 H ek B A K ZH(E3).

S1Ss
S:S,

OSTEk OSHEH OSHEN  §S,-PrpS § Se-PrpS @ Si-PrsS M S-PrsS @ p56 @ Pr-26.1alb @ BERR{L ™, AL 42
PCD: 4fiffif2 F#£4E 1= (Programmed Cell Death)

B3 Type 3E XAFA MR 2T HLH

BIER Type 3 (3 R)AXAEMER T 5NN RER. B AMELIERRH SR
SOl kAR SPLAT CPC . HEWES XS%K 1A 2.

Figure 3 Molecular mechanisms of Type 3 SI
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Schematic diagram of Type 3 Sl in Papaveraceae with SPI and CPC reactions occurring
in self and cross pollen cells shown on the right dashed box. The meanings of other

annotations are identical to that described in Figure 1 and 2.

1.4 Type 4F5 B ARERM M

Type 4 SIF—A-4 F SRR A sz i, H b ELHR 5 2 Bl 1 2 1A FE ANEPE S
MIGHL s [FICYP (Cytochrome P450), #1620 B AL /&K GLO2 (GLOBOSA2),
PL M2 oK 01 Th g ) KFB (Kelch repeat F-box). CCM (Conserved cysteine motif) Al PUM
(Pumilio-like RNA-binding protein) (Huu et al., 2016, 2020; Li et al., 2016). 4SH7 %A
RN SIsi, BN R AL #E (S-morph/Thrum); 24 H Jys/sif, I 4 & 1€ 4% (L-morph/Pin)
(Lewis and Jones, 1992). iX BRI A R TE A FITE A4 2SI SR 6 426 1, 10 H 22 I A A%
A ERGE LA WFFLRY], CYPRERIFE R BIAEAE iRy e ik, Hgw i~ ¥ CYP734A50iE 1T
5K 2 IF (Brassinosteroids, BRs)#ifil et i, X 5BREKAEH 0+ E, 1M
FERAIAEAE T LT R I ABIA — 3. KA h £ 2 BRI — e BACHEAL 1680 32 b
AN TEAEAE I TE R 528G, (A3 AL A KA RETE (AN 5 K AEAE AN 5 20 A R I N2
AR SEA, e A P i T CYP734A50%f BRi% i, f HIiA (RSt AEAETEITE R
FAMHIACAEAEIIACRD, DL P AR A 45 R AR J5 7 M R I N AS SR A 5 58 R (Huu et al.,
2022) (Kl4). 5Type 4 SINE K&, Type 5 SIFISH 5 H = AN 4 . (Shore et al., 2019).
Hrf, TsSPH1 (Turnera subulata SPH1){EAE 25 FI4E 22 i ik, TsSYUCE RAEAE 2 h Rk,
TsBAHDIZE A A 3638 0 & 1 5 [\ BAHDBE 3L #4 72 T M 45 (Shore et al., 2019; Matzke
etal., 2020). 5CYP734A50L1fgAH{EL, TSBAHD AJ @i Bk Ak 1 401 BRI 1M 47 [ 22 F0 5t
AR E A K (Matzke et al., 2021).

oo (£ Thrum: JEAY{ER: Pin: [KATER: )
Thrum Pin

(Ss) <A 33 £ i (Brassinosteroid, BR) @ #4iifi {4 % CYP734A50/BAHDEE H: £ 8 iy (sls)

B4 Type 4715 B A RAER) 73T HLH]
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IREFEAERIAEBHTER Type 4 F15 (4 A1 5 2K) B SARAER 2 T AR E K. B2 AP
73 53 2R LB AEAT REAEAE AR 24) 5 K AUAEAE (IRAEAE A 2) . LA (i k4R oR
kT ROk M A R EIE A AR R BR O AN E 48K R BE A1 £
.

Figure 4 Molecular mechanisms of Type 4 and 5 Sl

Schematic diagram of Type 4 and 5 Sl in Primulaceae and Turneraceae. Short style with
long anther and long style with short anther are seperately shown on the left and right
sides. Red and blue arrows indicate the pollination direction. The black dotted arrow and
its flat terminal form represent the promotion and inhibition effects of BR on the cross and
self pollen, respectively.

2 SIFEHE S

W ETERGS R, T2 Bk A H ARG R R 1), HSHE 24 % it 5 R A
# ¥k (de Nettancourt, 2001; Franklin-Tong, 2008). 2R, T SI& anff EE A AL i L&
TLESIHLHI AL R Rt 4 — B DR AR MR 2 k. Blr, BTN silad R g0 R A ik
SIS S FRAR E ISR D e SR I, HERUR T R A A ) Bl [ A S IR 15K
Sl N, M2-5KSININ R T1ESIR A E ekt B3R, LRI Bh e Et
HHELE = AR T I SIHLE o b Ab, BENESRATETE B ASAS S A e R 1 T2 AR R iy AN A1 | 22
ANSE AP 5E R T FBK B FBALZE #4358 K 4 (1) 12K S-like (7 1 45 #4754 TR IR 2 #1 R 277 A,
RNIZHKSHL mR I3, WREALR B AR SHL S w146 TE B 5 37 1R 5
Y5k % (Zhao et al., 2022) (KI5).
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&5 Type 1-5 SIKIEIE-SIELLHLH]

Type 1-5 (1-5 2K) H 2 A g MAR K Bl I BH AT Py P gt 4 o 4L i TimeTree
(http:/www.timetree.org/) It A= B, "~ 77 Eicb s A0 18] o [ B b 1R PP 5 20l R s T2k S
grfh, IR, WM. B OAIRE AL 4E7s Type 1. Type 2. Type 3. Type 4
1 Type 5S {745, KEELF R REA T2 RNase 5 FBAFBK &SI &1, O BLR R
HHEgmiY Class 1/l T2 RNase I FBA/FBK Z5 #4358 (1) Type 1 S-like 2544, &kthfzLk
RFAHA Class lll T2 RNase/S-RNase 5 FBA/FBK X2 EM L I Type 1S £i7 4.

Figure 5 Origin and evolution of Type 1-5 SI

Phylogenetic tree constructed by TimeTree (http://www.timetree.org/) showing several
representative families/species seperately possessing Type 1-5 Sl. The axis under the
tree indicates the evolutionary time. The serial number in circles represents the five Si
types. Green, light blue, dark blue, rose, and dark purple lines indicate Type 1-5 S-locus,
respectively. The gray dotted line represents no T2 RNase linked to FBA/FBK, the orange
Type 1 S-like structure encoding Class I/ll T2 RNase and FBA/FBK proteins and the green
no Type 1 S containing Class Ill T2 RNase/S-RNase tightly linked to FBA/FBK.

3 WEH RN AR
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3.1 SRVHE ERAEMME

TRl (Fabaceae)Z1 6504 J& 18000/ M FH, &4 FAEY) H AR T B 2B =K
Blo Horb, SEER . A= = REER AR R R AR, ERE BSOS E
HEWMAL. SHEERHMED AR T2, Hrha SR 462.3% YR BA B ZEAE
MG, & %R 2166.7%, IEAEWRIZ)122.1% (Arroyo et al., 1981), L& —tuikhs
B RS, B T B A M OR BRI, 2E TN 24 52 5 M B B AR o7 8 Y DR A A ™ B
PR o DRI, X6 AR ol o JH ) R 1 S AN S AL PRI 800 T R i & Pk R e Ao B
BN . GRISHEE LINE AR (Atwood, 1940; Brewbaker, 1954, 1957), RBi47EKSHf
5K 1Y 55 REACS B R Y o () — AN AH RV IR, DU g AN SRAN . SR W A A6 AT G B ORI AT Sk
(Heslop-Harrison and Shivanna, 1977), S5#i%l. Eaikl. SRR Z=EF R4 Type 1 SHEY)
FIRE SRR, AFT R A Type 2 SIK-HFERH 1L, B CMR CeREERA LG, #
AT PAROK T R I e, TN B CAEK B AR 3 4 P U — RO AEAE AR AT b o SR,
PSR iC 8, SARMEY B E AR AT UK AR L, BT amE R
(Hedysarum). fR& W& (Leucaena). A KR & (Lotus)¥fl; tal A4 TAEAE, =
J& (Bauhinia). 4kl AJE (Genista). B 7 J& (Medicago). R =& (Tamarindus) Al 44 # J&
(Trifolium)Pyft; &4 —LLWif 48R TCIEAE MR 76 B RS B 320 Jm B BV B &1 e 4
FEFEAS, W13Z 5 )8 (Phaseolus). 4% = # J& (Prosopis) . %% 18 J& (Pterocarpus). 4 & &
(Acacia). = 52 )& (Caesalpinia) . 4<2%4¢ J& (Calliandra). #i1# J& (Dalbergia) . #l#i J& (Erythrina)
FZsm 5 J& (Hymenaea) ¥y ff (Delaney and 1gi6, 2022). Ak, FrNHE 2 T 1L B 15 I8
Ay B AN, o E 545 2 R AEA [\ A sAMAR TR 2 R BOK, ~FI41°827.6%
(Brink and Cooper, 1938; {iIk#AF1 A", 1987).

KT ER AR TR 73 7L, HETMICIE. HTType 1 SHEIFE T XTI
Y Ea 3L FE S Bt 2, N SRME 4K 2 BOAA WAk B — i tn 5 =nt
(T. repens) H &84 e AL A0 B A8k & r40HI4E FH 5 Type 1 S (Casey et al., 2010),
PR A 72 N DR i A Type 1 STl BRI 1RSI Casey4#(2010) AR E A 2| 145
il B = SIR . —SA s, HAZAL KK - 553 E 15 (M. truncatula) )15 Qe ik 3tz (2
F& I K R b & 75 14 S-RNase flISLF . Aguiar (2015) 7F 35 22 1 45 A1 J& 1% & (Cicer
arietinum) Pl S e B T Type 1 SINRMBIEEH . A1, BIRRGIKE 7 B R FT 4 € 21
T2A%Z IR FIF-box 25 [ 43 7l 1% 5 S-RNase MISLF RN — i, {H LIS AETE Kl 55 R0 i 85 LAk
I GG R RIL. Foh, [EYE T S-RNaselif gz F (1) 751 2 S AR & ST FFIE .
I, BN AHENRZ YR LA T SR AT BEA B Typel SI. RAE WL, BT SHRISIHEE N A
J@ 1) B2 B 3% 75 57 (Delaney and Igi¢, 2022), 11 JEi R 4570 J& s A 1342 B Type 1
SI, 15— L@ s FTE E R T Type 1 S k=2 T8 1) B A8 AR L (Zhao et
al., 2022).
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3.2 FHRVHE 5 EMMNE
%%l (Asteraceae)?)F 1000 J& 30000 MF, & FAEIIM S — K& Ha s

%5 (Silphium perfoliatum). %33 (Lactuca indica) A1 i (Cichorium intybus) 545 477 & &
B IR HiE MR RO A S AT, AR 60% IRy B A2 A SR A (Ferrer and
Good-Avila, 2007), iUty & & 1444 F # (Silphium integrifolium). [a] H 2% J& 7] H 2%
(Helianthus annuus). & & & 14232 (Lactuca sativa) il % £ J& [ %9 £ (Cichorium intybus).
SR, S F2E SIIVEN - FHLE B ar iz Hb . 5216k SI M, RHEDTER &
15 75 1 7 744 R B e 52 (Hiscock, 2000; Hiscock et al., 2003; Allen et al., 2011), {H
H SSI H5r FHLE 5 A AeRHE Type 2 SI A 7EREHT- B % (Senecio squalidus)H,
Tabah %5(2004)/ 5 7 £ 5] T /A FRIAN SRK-like X, H/GS:MF 7 EK, KT Huf
i E Y] SRK-like JF9F S YLEKF . Mclnnis 45(2005) I —A> S ARG IAEAARR 57 10id Ak
Yol RE R SSP (S-associated stigma-specific peroxidase), {HH A B 5T 5
6K SSl. Gonthier Z5(2013) 7545 & ¥ S A7 AL 2 —A 1.8 cM ) QTL XK, {HAZ&H &K
HAEAEHIH SSI AL . Price %5(2022)7E &M A B REHUKE S A7 U@ LT 6 5B —
/> LOD {54 18.9 cM [ QTL XAl Py, DIt 5 A A RA ) H A4 5 AT ki
S AL IIFEEAIE T, e 43 A S BB Horb, KL REE STIGL-like (Stigma
Specific Protein 1-like)/2 R/ & & ERMER, KPR SCR FIE SERHK
PrsS, 7E&jiti(Solanum lycoperscium)H s ¥l & HL T AL Sk s rh, m] LLES S AE R R S R 1A
()Rl SR AL AL 8 B 4E K (Huang et al., 2014). SEA RIS, fEi%IEF i 109 kbp AT77E
N2 DR R IR e g i R R, TR P 2R B R T B A R R Tl i 2R 18l Type 2 1) SRK-
SCR HH R4 EHY SSI Tt — L. HE2, EF—IR02 H TEZA A R S5 %E
HeWm i)t & X gm, IR KL SRK AR, KILAH SSI M AZREUK AR T+
FERH 7> T-HLH (Price et al., 2022). 1Ak, WFITN GUIEAE R H 2 17 5 Rt ik 5 i fa 5
e S MLABEg Xk, KL 12 NEEEBN F-box HER, (HIMITHRIERES S-
RNase (Price et al., 2022), %45 R 5 5o iiE R SI . F R S5EIRPIE 54 R AH
—#(Zhao et al., 2022), $LRHRHEE K TlEIRE1) Type 1 Sl A, b~ T HiA
SEASERINLE], TiX RS S-RNase 8 F-box & Bt 3LH 1 S # NS 5k 4Rl
SSI WA Ryt — B4R F

3.3 ARAEPHAR B AR

RABHEW TP RS IY R, BT A 58 KR, 29476601 J& 11000 M40F0,
A5 BB FEMGEIEEY . SHERARIT 2040, HrhZED16M @RI BHAZA
SEAN, 54 B 5 e ) 22 4F Af B S B (Lolium perenne). #1525 (Leymus chinensis).
KZ% J& 13k =2 K3 (Hordeun hulhosum) FHI#8 & H4 1t S8 8 4= #5 (Oryza longistaminata) & .
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RARISIE TR T4, 55X YA R R, HiEH 2w 4R B8 S 61 smz
A7 257 # (Lundqvist, 1954; Hayman, 1956). 476k i SHIZ A5 A AL il 85 () S A Z L (A A
FIVCHCRS, WIASBEFER LRI IE R Wik, BEM A2 SPIL. BbAt, XA s f dl R AT AR AR
TR R SRR A3 F2 45 5 7T B0 50%. 75%F1100% I A4S [FIFE B ()55 AL 4 (Yang et
al., 2008).

RAERAE B RIS RIS M Z WAL S ARAFE SI Z A 5¢ &R, B I VEGHHE K]
R I VE e o 7E 2 4F 4 B BRI B 5 vh (Secale cereale), FIFFT N B %2 BB 195 i 2 0 S ) Tl
(Phosphoglycoisomerase, PGI-2)f1 Prx7 it E Y EE i3 N 0 A 5 H S A7 53545
(Cornish et al., 1980; Wricke and Wehling, 1985), B-#i i £ i} (Beta-glucosidase) il i i 2
T IE R 5 B Z 7 AL B (Gertz and Wricke, 1989). Sitb[FAIN, 7EK 7S (Phalaris
coerulescens) !, —ANMgwfit S04 5 A (Thioredoxin, Trx) ) Bm2 JEKEYIMIAN S S FEH
RSOy 8, (BB 5 € A7 7 e B i B R LS I ANE S AN (Li et al., 1994, 1995;
Baumann et al., 2000). Kakeda(2009)7t¥k= K (Hordeum bulbosum)H & B M EZG 3R
LW F-box FE[AY S AU BB ER, (HIAEYFIhREMIoiE . Shinozuka £%(2010)# 1
SNP 7> FHric M BAC M, A28 7 Z A7 sy 9 M, gt — il Rk B A7 1)
ZAMESH, KB H A LpTC116908 F1 LpDUF247 1 fg 5 H H 22 A 58 FLAH %
Manzanares % (2016)if i X} 2 A2 B ¥ 7 AN g AL EEAAR 10177 NAMEIEAT AL 455 BAC
I FNEE S b, R IL—/ 4wt DUF247 (Domain of unknown function 247, DUF247)4%
M A AR RS 5 S AL 3L 5. Ak, ZFERITEAE R TRk H R Ry 28610, 12
AHATRAE N — MR S BEBIKIEDIRE, TR Han4 v LpS-DUF247. Lian %%(2021)id 1t
FEHUARAMAE I A E RS BT AR R B S 4tk BRI ZAS S A i 2B, Jerh @3spip
TN £ R OISS1 FI OISS2 Fil—ANfeAt LA OISP, {HIHAE FHLHIFEAE . fE2F H 4, Chen
£(2019) 3 T H A M A M AT B B s 2 o0, 42 tH B 3843080 T RE 2 IO 45 &5 1~ AR )
WER N T RIE S PR B R4 FE PCD.

FEBCHTRER) SI . EREHIRN & R ShS IS T, FF TN GO I RENE 9 i
Class I/ll T2 RNase #I FBA/FBK 45 #4158 F 1) 1 28 S-like AL s 45 MI7ERL TR IR A H
S B2 A TRARL, BaRH g S RAE SI A XK (Zhao et al., 2022). #—H X H
hae 5EACHLE RN FUA A ARAEL SIS AT B MFTIA R

4 HEAFMERNHERE

SR — AR EE R A 2, T H A S b A AR BN E. —
Jr T, SWE— ™M BORR A AL FE R RS, ANCRT DA e PR ) B 52 AT A 25 N T 25 S A A
B AR AN FE A AR, IR B I3 IR IR A R LA . Rk, 55—
Jit, S ERE] T B E MMM AR E, B OB R AZRAEM T, HEARMEIRY —
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PEZE, I e DL e At R R AL Rk, A 808 IRSIN T-Fh ot S K A4 A8 & PRI FE 2 0
o WK, SR A AL, W 2k, AR SRR e TR AL
HFLREASFT -T2 AL R SI, Horp R AR Bk oA BRI N TR R
TERIF T % F (Lao et al.,, 2014). 52 AL, o A 495 B 30 30475 470 771 S B0 AT T3 Jok 22
(Verapamil) LA K 2 A B0 1) 77 38 55 KA (Lavendustin A) g ik B 3 fl 2 4R A TR 32
() A A K 2 75 (Wehling et al., 1994; Klaas et al., 2011). 4k, & Fh ik 22iiE
k25 BTSRRI NSHIHIEE R | B Bl IO S 35k DR B H A A S AAR DG HE R T 3R 15 8%
SE IR LI B A SR AR . B, A5k D% 2 (Solanum chacoense) i) —A™ 38 SR Al AR
A b T % 52 F RIS (S-locus inhibitor) B R O BN T SR B4 R E M R EH
ffi(Hosaka and Hanneman, 1998a, 1998b; Phumichai et al., 2005). It4h, RAFIH M
Pyrb AR AE — S ASSR AL R, A2 A4 R R TRISFAZ s (Thorogood et al., 2005;
Do Canto et al., 2018), BT #I5 5] NiX Ly S A B BARARMA RS, HE, iR
FRARAERET R L2 50 51 N BRI PER, T 36 dok 26 TR G i ok 71 i SP e 7 Ff e e R 4 A
SH: K S-RNase it 1M 3k £3 H 22 sE FIEE R 10 77 VA EL 2 7 I BE i &7 52 R (Ye et al., 2018;
Enciso-Rodriguez etal., 2019). M4k, FEMEFL, B L RS 2T R . S R4
g AMA R R A m G, AR ERJF R 7 KRB F A il e IR SIE )t B gl
AR FR, HE— DR AP ss, I 75 2 % e A A 0] B SR bl o 3 A 1 A 3 IR A 5 R A
HBOETE RO 2 A AR REF A EIRES o BRIL, Aokxt SRS RAR 5 5
AEASSEREVESR 53T WL R4 7~ A7 B Hag % B MR AL O Lad
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Abstract Self-incompatibility (SI) is an intraspecific reproductive barrier widely occurring
in flowering plants to prevent inbreeding depression and to promote outcrossing. However,
this trait has severely restricted the production of homozygous lines as well as hybrid
breeding, especially for the forage crops mostly belonging to Fabaceae, Asteraceae and
Poaceae with unclear molecular mechanisms of Sl. Therefore, S| has become one of the

main blocks limiting the development of forage industry. So far, five different types of
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molecular mechanisms of SI have been reported with significant progresses made in their
biochemical and evolutionary mechanisms, providing a good foundation for further
exploring the SI mechanisms of Fabaceae, Asteraceae and Poaceae forage crops. Here,
we briefly review the mechanisms of the five reported types of Sl and the research progress
of Sl and inbreeding depression in Fabaceae, Asteraceae and Poaceae.

Keywords self-incompatibility, forage crops, inbreeding depression
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