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ABSTRACT

Background & Aims: Polyploidization, the duplication of entire genomes, is a key driver in the processes of speciation
and evolution, and almost all plants experience at least one whole-genome duplication (WGD). Because polyploid
species have higher mortality ratio than diploid ones, the mechanism of polyploidization is considered a “dead-end”.
However, some plant species exist in nature as mixed ploidy populations. These populations contain species that exist at
different polyploidy levels and therefore provide the best opportunities to study the mechanisms of polyploidy
evolution.

Progresses: Beginning with the origination of polyploid plants from WGD, | reviewed the progress on the formation,
establishment and maintenance of mixed-ploidy populations in polyploid plants. I also discussed the mechanisms of
polyploid speciation through the population divergence of polyploid plants adaption in a natural environment.
Prospects: Detection of the ploidy components, divergence of multi-copy genes, and niche differentiation of polyploids
facilitate the understanding of ecological adaptation and maintenance of mixed ploidy populations and the evolutionary
mechanisms of polyploid plants.

Key words: polyploid plants; mixed ploidy; populations; whole-genome duplication; minority cytotype exclusion
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HEIKZ) ), Flan-+FAERHED A RL — 28
% 1% 44 (neopolyploids) (Hohmann et al, 2015). 4A1fq,
Mayrose % (2011) & B 2 15 14 B A b A% & 5 = 1
RAFFNEARH) I EZ, K2 BOHTE U 2 15 14
ANHEATIE TR (Arrigo & Barker 2012; Soltis et al,
2014), FNNZ R R SEA R RF
EAU A B s 2R RERAATE. A4
Iy R E RN TE . D H A e AL HE 5 (minority
cytotype exclusion, MCE) LA % 5 5 JE [ (14 S5 20
2 (Levin, 1975; Morgan et al, 2020), X &£ X Z A A
T2 SR, BAR FIHE
ZAGREL A5 A B E K AR R, (HR AL TR
5E PR IR 22 A5 44 A R - AL 1) 2k 46 (Soltis et al,
2014).

G A R R AT e 2 BEATLY, A AT
RE AT 32 2R € B FHAF B B 55 5 5 K AR
4N, B 5 AR DR ZE A5 R o 22 A5 AR A TR 1 [a]
5 — e iy s R A A (- ) = VA,
HE I L 2 45 4R AT BE A2 X L8 A S B (Van de
Peer et al, 2017; Ren et al, 2018). HJEKA =: —&=
I3 S K A FH A AT 2 A5 S T AR A S
(Van de Peer et al, 2017); — & & Z 5 A MEMEK
JAIE R AR TR oM A A, N EOK T TR
LA RS T B i o BR T SO AR S R
(Freeling, 2017); =& 59300 RA KRR K&
AR B 7 A AR ZLIC - AT T % % %544 (Zhang
et al, 2013; Freeling, 2017). Ut4h, —LeEWR1dEAE
Vil ia 5] ) B AR IR R T B2 AR TE B TR
[l 2 —(Doyle & Coate, 2019; Van de Peer et al,
2021). %5 b, AR ZYF B M5 N
PRESEATAE 2 A5 PE B AR FIEE(RE 4655, 2009; Soltis et
al, 2014; ZEHIHEE, 2019), 11 H K24 16%HIHEY)
ViR BA RS (R — A A E A5 1) (Rice et al,
2015). i, e R S50 LR B M A L B A v
TR Bk (Actinidia chinensis) 77 £E — £ 44 Al 0 £ 44
S URBRIERL (A. chinensis var. deliciosa) 77 PU 544
TR AR, T H S 12 70 A T Eri A X
(G 4E%%5, 2009; Li et al, 2010). HAERRIEMEAS [ £ 24
WA Ja KAV B, RN R BEAR S A SOAR
AT B ) 5 AR AR A7 A2 N3 B84 1) 22
AR (IRE = %, 2012).

ZASAR AL 5 A A 3K 5] )2

RBP ARV & G PR A S LRI Tt e 1129

B 2 5 44 Ko L 512 0 Pl I Bt B AL K AR 1 15
I A R 5 PR B AR AL K 4 S A K= P (Van de
Peer et al, 2017; Wu et al, 2020)? #f 7¢ 8 & 15 4
(I T% B 4 e B ) Ry ] 25 3k e R 25 )RR AL T
B (Kolat et al, 2017). 19384F, Babcock fll
Stebbins$iz th“Z {4 & &4 (polyploid complex) )
HE & (Babcock & Stebbins, 1938). Stebbins (1950)7E
Variation and Evolution in Plants—F 1%t 2 %145
EARIEAT T R4V, /£ Chromosomal Evolution
in Higher Plants (Stebbins, 1971) 42 H 2 1A E &
AT DAE N e AT, YO AT UA 2 544
(T ACRIE FESR AR P (S IR 221K
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HAR TN A AR A R R Hof—A
B R BT 2 AR T R R R TR A R
(Kolaf et al, 2017). #% T A 15% I AT B
PRRDIE T 2 A5, TR EAE ) X — LE A £131%
(Wood et al, 2009). #2114 1T AL & EAL 4
RUEE o ZERIEC T MR AR A A A A2 25 (1)
(Zhang et al, 2019). HI T H T 7= A 11 2 £ R A
AR, ERNARA R AT HH, TEKEIE

Species A
Yt B

Sgecies

El ZEEEARENERREE. ZE I~ EESH
BEARFMRBESHOE T, KSR F AL
BAERFE=EE, BAREmERIRNEE; Bt
AT LB R 4R 0 65 7= A BRI 548, RPN AR @EE )
iz B R E 5 HEL T RIRL & S E RIS M Y 2 32 B
EE.

Fig. 1 Formation paths to polyploid species. Diploid species
produce normal haploid gametes and unreduced gametes.
Unreduced gametes combine with haploid gametes to give rise
to triploids or fuse to be autotetraploid species. Diploids can
yield somatically polyploids. Allotetraploids are yielded
through the fusion of unreduced gametes or the hybridization of
haploid gametes from different species.
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BOXT 5, A FH A HEBR AR AP A BE [ Tk, X2
BN A HE SR B (Levin, 1975). AR 5 —
Tl AR A2 AN R 435 14 22 18] 7= A FRD i s M 5 AR (o =1
EYVIE A RIS R HAR G R & i
(Koldf et al, 2017). A fi PEPHHE I HH 20 158 B X L8507
FE AT M T I R an B R HE R 5, 1T EL
S TR IR A R AR R R & A
%3 (Kao, 2007).

SR, B AT ANE 21X — /b B e B HE SR Bt
FETE R E SRR A M A 2 KINTER . ZE iR
/> 50 i B R SR T JBT B) 22 35 A b 32 245 3
AR — RAWTE BOHT I 2 A5 A IR 2 A0 K
B2 AL R BANA, R i R — M P R A e A e
T BRARR A R TR B S AR, = $g iy 2 A AR () T
RE 77 R e 7 I T 5% R A0 2R 1) 2 4 i 2
A FREH . NG RRE, Bl &
ANBe IR D HA M A e, T HAERRE S R 2 A
A B 58 4 e 1 IEA = TS 1R (Kolaf et al, 2017).
HR A LR T 25 SRR I 2 AR TE A . R AL, 2
KA RN T8 12 YL 25 10 A S A 0 A R H vl il
/K5 240 i 4 HE A 2 (Ramsey & Ramsey, 2014:
Koléf et al, 2017). B4, H TR E FIANTE AL
H AR N T PIE i 1 72 18] 53 o2 1 R OR 5, AR)
TIR A5 MR LR T B (Mraz et al, 2012; Kolaf et al,
2017). 4N, JRE YA 65.0% MR &
AEUSE AR A, X VR A R AR
A 11.6% 1 AN 44 2 A7 205 P 1 40 fg 28 (Kolar et al,
2017) . Bk 1T Re € F 3 BURIBEL 73 R BT T AR 2
MOhn s, A5 Bfis VA o] B2 8 44 2 T s 1 (Sabara
et al, 2013). HiA fi e A H B0 B Y M PP e
BRE IR £ 5 1R (Mandak et al, 2016) . iX £ 45 B i 14
R AT A5V 0 HH B 156 B B AR A v 2 A8 A4 R B
22 DL v I R B (Ramsey & Schemske,
1998).

2 EciE
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FRETIE MBI BRI AR T ok XA I
SR, 105 PR RE ) 0 A R A e g 4 f 2
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Mg ERIDKA FH AN, @R
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(sub-functionalization) 1 3§t T §& {t. (neo-functionali-
zation) 7344 H B8 2 1) D RERFPE(De Smet et al, 2013;
Zhang et al, 2019), {152 {4 Lt — SR EA B idE
NP TSR LA A, B B AR i PA 55 (Fawcett et
al, 2009; Rice et al, 2019; Van de Peer et al, 2021). A
1 B A5 R T e R R A 0 B HL A e L e TU AR
SR I FE AN (De Smet et al, 2013). £ A5k
o2 9 o R B 2R % (Nuismer &
Cunningham, 2005). #X1fi, A8 70K 2 M5k
5 AR T 1 e B 1 LK 4 BT, A 3 2 AR AT AR
(B 4 Fb T2 s A 2K 248 1) ~F- 467 ) B 41K (Mayrose et al,
2011). IX A RESE HH T~ 2 A5 2 AR A0 22 A 7 5 I
Ko Lbr b, FERAINREE PO 2 FEGE
% (Suda et al, 2007; Van de Peer et al, 2017). IAFH]
BT K 2125%-30% 2 i 2 fix ik, B H A& 2%
RABIE A 458 B A% 4k (re-diploidization, 15 % 1%
SRR YR et A S B A R s AR i
FE)E BUHT FI¥ 7 (Suda et al, 2007; Van de Peer et al,
2017).

Hok, BT HE A5 SE A M 8 A 267
I ZAETERZ JE AR AL S AR AR T,
AR, GRES, B2 00 5 AR
A AL FF 5 2 F 5 (Blaine Marchant et al, 2016). X
A REAS T 2 A5 R L A5 R M TR 1)
A5 A0740 1 3% 2 (Baniaga et al, 2020). 2 {544 F1 —f%
2 B AR SO RIS e sl s,
P A2 BEAS I A 1) AR 2 A7 DA R T FR OB 1) AR S AL SR
(Blaine Marchant et al, 2016; Castro et al, 2020). 1fij H.
TEMMEI Y, 2R ARG, HREHK
PLT5. KR (Folk et al, 2020; Gunn et al, 2020; Wu
et al, 2020)f19% H 2 (Hias et al, 2018; Wang et al,
2018) %5 Wil o 2 F5 AR LE il PRI Hh R I A I Le g
RFHAE AL AR EAN S T bR H
(Baduel et al, 2018; Van de Peer et al, 2021), FF7E M
T IR AR 3R I B S 138 A P AN A A7 AT %5 (Stevens
etal, 2020). 1 H., J&& P ERAERE AT B SREFEE
71, B AL B 7, 2 AN [F AP AN A 2 TR 1
G SR VA O 1B s N A e ol ST e S
5 4 A1 B £ 4% 4K (Nuismer & Cunningham, 2005;
Sonnleitner et al, 2016), {5 & [R5 4 Al 74550 A
PR ER.
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BRI o T ELVR A I 0 4 Dy b A0 ) v ) 3
A1, W DA B 2 A8 A4 3k 4k 1 #2 (Stebbins, 1971). [l
JIREA) AR AR 1 381 v £ 1 ) A B B AR LR,
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(transposon elements) FF 344, 55 52 1) 22 A% (A 47 (1) A=
1#(De Smet et al, 2013; Bottani et al, 2018; Zhang et
al, 2019; Wu et al, 2020). X F 5200 5234 fin (1) G oAk
B BRI RO e, T B[RS 2 R A R U5 2
PRI HLEIAS R [RIVR 2 A5 1A 1 B DR 4 8 40 A A
S YR 22 A5 VA I Y 22k R 4 EE A o3 A Re AT HH B AR
PR 2 A RIE 5, 70 bT B SRR R a4
2 (VYant et al, 2013; Zhang et al, 2013). [ {514
gL Ak B A — SR AR R A, 11 IR 2 Ak B
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TR AR LI ERED) TR RS K E D58 .
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RAVBALRFAE, 31X LEHFAE 5200 35 P Fh (1) A2 25 18 B R
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(Wood et al, 2009), KKIAA RIS 12 [0 45 5 T 84
Y % B (Rieseberg & Willis, 2007). #Rif, £k
(1) ) A B 2 P B 55 T A 5 2 A5 R Il A
B I B REFE (Hlber et al, 2015), XA AEA& T 21%
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(Sutherland & Galloway, 2017). IXFfAS5E 4 (A5
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