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Abstract: Hybridization plays a vitally important role in biological evolution and speciation. Although
occurring frequently in nature, the prevalence of hybridization events is unevenly distributed across the
plants. It is generally considered unlikely for the obligate insect-pollinated plants, due to the much stronger
prezygotic barriers which were developed during their long co-evolutionary with the host-specific
pollinators, such as the fig—fig-pollinating wasp mutualism. Species-specificity in fig pollination appears to
be extreme compared with most other insect pollination mutualisms. Most fig species are pollinated by only
one wasp species and most wasps are associated with just a single fig species. However, increasing cases of
host shift have been reported with the deepening of research, which raises the research and discussion on
hybridization between host fig species. Here, the research progress on the interspecific hybridization in Ficus
is presented from the following five aspects, artificial hybridization, hybridization between exotic and native
species, natural hybridization of island species, natural hybridization of sympatric allied species, and
hypothesized hybridization by phylogenetic incongruence. Some further research prospects on the Ficus
interbreeding are also outlined. Artificial F; hybrids between the closely related species of the same subgenus
are usually fertile. However, intensity difference of cross-fertilize compatibility between species of different
subgenera exists between the different breeding systems. There is unidirectional or bidirectional but
asymmetrical interspecific gene flow. Introgression may be the most prominently and prevalently
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hybridization process in Ficus because of the extreme dependence on pollinating fig wasps for sexual
reproduction. A series of prezygotic isolation mechanisms maintain the genetic and morphological identity of
fig species, including chemical, mechanical, geographic, temporal and ecological isolation. However, the
postzygotic isolation is weak effective. The reproductive fitness of pollinating fig wasp is reduced obviously
in atypical host species. Future research work needs to be carried out in investigating the effect of
hybridization on fig biodiversity and the stability of the fig—fig-pollinating wasp mutualism, and exploring
hybridization pattern and consequence of the hybrid zone, and the factors that affect the host shift and

hybridization, and so on.
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HRe AT LA B 2 AT fg 77 AR 1Y) ik DAL 5 3 i A7 7E
TR T, R e SR A e DR AH Ak 1 B 22 07 R
) Fh ) B 2Kk Y5 (Anderson & Stebbins, 1954;
Ramsey & Schemske, 2002; Mallet, 2007; Rieseberg
& Willis, 2007). Bk b % /b 25% I HE P Fh 234 K 3]
4 (Mallet, 2005), [FIRF, 4xERSAEARLFINKTE
B H 2 0 ] 2 B AR B HT R A Foh 2 TR JiR AR T
[RGB TR, HE— B3N 422 ML 2 (Vallejo-Marin
& Hiscock, 2016). #R1, A3 KAFRIEAFHEYIE
BErh 22 F4R K (Ellstrand et al, 1996), 524 %,
B RG MBI AL P S5 D 2 5200 (Grant,
1981), PREFE S HM IR R T K ERERE S
(Mallet, 2007); Tt & AL 2 A B e BUA T
B IRl 2R A AN K AT B8 R A 4458 (Renoult et al,
2009). LiHAERm A RS, UL IE/NE, 2
2 AR Sk NS RN AE I, B
ATHESE XLk 1) 5155, A&k & 0 E 3210 T A
PO, VARSI fEd iz . o4 s UL AL & — &R 5]
B BRSNS, 9fA SRR T 18 M E )&
TRTRG R, BRI = T AR L A i)
(Jousselin et al, 2003; Pellmyr, 2003; Moe & Weiblen,
2012). 4RI, 15 EFBITHE 118 F-1Lk& 2 8™

B ) —XF—3% & (Menken, 1996; Charleston
& Robertson, 2002; Renoult et al, 2009), Jy1& A%
SR T

P B 42 4% J& (Ficus, Mroaceae) FE 4 i S FR, 4=
BRZIBOORFh, FE A Tl X, 2P HEY)
XABKAKREZ —. BHEEHEICNESE,
BERIEAR ADNFAR FER RFEA. WA &
A BRE LTI FIARAEYAEER, S
AREEVR I Z AR IR, AARZ s pt g A &
WP, AN R RGT RARTP SCRR B (P R,
1994; Shanahan et al, 2001). FHAAFBELAE 745 1)

(BLR PR b R ™) & 2% — WAL B i g
(Agaonidae, Hymenoptera){: ¥} 7 G 5¢ & 14 A 4,
A AR M /Nt X RETERE I B BB S AR, A R T
(I8 FLAR /N e A SR IR M — T, AR AR A M
[FIRRFIMERE Rk 2 7y, &2 SRR —F. H
e e [ o A ) — A SR PN BE A 72 AR AR A AR,
A 72 AR Tl RO A /N W 7 B R A T S R
(FERR R A T =B A IR SkMEL e, BERR REAT
FEAEACH BHELE, WA /N = BN AR A SktEAE o

T AR Iy A /I8 i 2 1) TR A ) vy 8
PR 2 2 B 23 ) — % — JE U (one-to-one rule)
ik (Wiebes, 1963), B —Fap L A5 —Fh 5 2 %M
(AL ki /N . (RBEE R FCHIR N, I T Rk
ZATHE— %t R U ) 2245 (Molbo et al, 2003; Cook
& Segar, 2010; H{#RUESE, 2018), H g F:## 5
BTl /)N 088 Sy VR P B 22 PR AR A B R I R A A4
BRI 22 A NPT R, 51 R 2538 R ol ] 252 58 1)
PRI o RSN NSAS T THI S5 AR A5 B 1] 2% 22 77 THI 1)
WLt R, R R AT R, DU R
oAt v B T AR AR A () 2 A AR S5

1 FARThiE) 232

11 AIHER

5K 48 /DN 06 1) 1 3 3% % I R B A i i
(Miiller, 1886; Ramirez, 1970), 5|k T /& X} b
ol Ta] 2 52 (6, (E RSB XHAR A B SR 44 22 (1) BT 4
WERB AR D 2F REg N T f| e f
JEFEAS Z AT R A, FHOC TAE AT I8 9 218 55 R & ok
TeAE R (F. carica, subg. Ficus) A [Fl & At LA FIELS
AT ) 24 22 9256 (Hunt, 1911; Condit, 1947). 1A
[F) 47 ol ] (1) 2% 22 52 56 46 T Condit (1950) 4% i % (F.
pumila, subg. Synoecia)f&¥ Wi 21 Jo e FuEEs L1
TAE, BRIS T AR EF T, FIES EAT
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MRN8, Getofhg H 558K —5(2n = 26).
F. montanazi-fii TR # I, /)Mi&Kradibia tentacularis
JHALRY, MIF asperifoliazy A T-AE PN HGH HI X, P
R R4 0¢ RIRIT, (EHhEERE SRR T W55 1 H
SR A 2L . Ghana %% (20153, b)#4 #5 w5 16 4 (1 K.
tentacularis \F. montanaf % 5| AF. asperifoliaffi 4,
BRI EMFAL, 1 E AT FOER 5 E montanalf
B [E1 A2 S0 . 45 5 oR: K. tentacularisRELEF AIIE,
asperifolialfE i 7= 51, {H AN REHIBLT 5 T BOBEAE,
AN BEZHE J5 A% E AT LR [R] 52 —ARAN TR 11 2D =
MR I ST . RN BIEIE & FEER AR
FEAIS, TAE RIS AR A g . 54, &l
i 2% A8 KA A B BT 1 . YakushiisE (2012) A
RTEAERAE N EEA . [F)JE Joqe R & 1/ R AL R
(F erecta){ENXARAT N A4S, 315 T Bud A%
(1.3%—2.8%)1H e ikt H K 5 52 15 (Ceratocystis
fimbriata) & 44 (IF X, PR Al ASREE & o e Rt
Bz RE T -

IR Z 1 S 6 57 U T S AR A B SR ST &
TfiiRamirez (1986) & Yk % i Ak [F) BR AW T JE T 24 228
SEO, K5 S (A RS IE JE (subg.  Pharmacosycea) i
W F. glabrata 5 3E ¥ 58 5L 4% . J& (subg. Sycomorus)
JF. sycomorusii{T 4228, B3R T Al oY R 4228 Fh
T, HE B, MF glabrata5 [7) &35 1 AR
WJEHIF raduladGib IEAZBUR A, $545 3 A #f K 4k
TR, IFHFATE; {HF glabrata 5 Ml pRAA
F quercifoliak g = A 22 A8 Fh 7.

RN IR AT S B AN ST R B AR A A] R 15
KA, UAFAREMSXBEARRISRG R R E VIR,
[0 & P R A 1] e 58 — R Re % i D 3R A5 0] & 1R,
X AR & MR AEAE 2SS ASSE A, {H Hoi
FEEAFIME RG ISR EH BT ANE] A F MRS
[RTREAR 2 [A) X LA A2
1.2 SMSRFPFOAHFPAL I

RS BBUILR, HAE e E
e 51 b 528 2 3 B SR 7040 X 3, (B AR AT g
TN HAE R 5 M. SRR DR R D L VA R
I re ik 15 AP R A O PRGBS, 2 pk Ay
PhEfE R FE VT, SARMPR A, TRV Z
TEAD SRR AN At 2 (8] WL %2 21 7 M 1) F 2R 22 28
e

FEM5(F benjamina) . F3E (F. religiosa) fikz

RV (F septica) Jid 7= #4s Wyl 2 R, Bie
YT Iz AR EE o 5P 2 S N B ik B0 i) 2 R 2 4
AHFRE padifoliaff) & # Pegoscapus tristaniij i,
BIRARE R /M A, (ERE ™ A AT R A1
(Ramirez & Montero, 1988). I 5| Ff 2|3 [F i 2 HLi&
PN R SE R R AR SR S AR LRV F. aurealfI 1% 4
Pegoscapus mexicanusf& ¥y, 5444 5= A2 T
BT HRMIF, M58 R R AR T
(Ramirez, 1994). iXnfg &K AT, FHEEN
F. padifoliaf1F. aureat’y M [FIkk, HI4JE T
J&(subg. Urostigma); Tt S AEmE ik, LR T
RRWBTE, REKXARBE. PR, Ramirez (1994)
TEFEH 5 5 JE S A I A1 SR A 38 S A 55 A 3l i g SR
M B BEAAF AN, (E R B/ 83 4% 220, AR AR (5
AR RGN 2 [T LA 3E . F lutea (subg.
Urostigma, sect. Urostigma) [ 4k 43 #ii T #H JE 9,
A WL BB e 51 A 3 e JE S B e A S R
luteaZ>#%F. thonningii (subg. Urostigma, sect. Galo-
glychia)fIF. sur (subg. Sycomorus, sect. Sycomorus)
(AR AR /NI FE U, FE7 AR T B R AR, (HF,
eI B4 330 T . F thonningii i A% K & RE/E
F lutead &5, (HFE surfi & H) & AN RE (Ware &
Compton, 1992). X SEIj G it — 35 3R HA i [a] BG 25 72
FESRG R R EYIMIG, ANEDJE M A
BHETRIBRES, 1A — 8 AP AR R I i
& THIRG S, (BfAE— ERENE T ERE; [
I R 51 Bl 5 DR it 114
1.3 BUSTHEMRIR

L N 9T — AR R ok R AN AAEAE 1

b IF] B =, 4514+ B [ 25 (Ramirez & Montero, 1988;

Ghana et al, 2015a, b) LA K& 0l GE47 1E 1)L A5 b6 &
(Condit, 1950)%%, SEIEA LA LA R A AN 71K
TR IRIRAL, SCRF H R R AL B 578 T 2 30
PFRRI 2428 Janzen (1979)IN 15 FHEBE R G K
A AE I 5 B S A % 25 1A DK B A 5 (18] 2 43 AT X
L) o XL B — 7 45 5 3 3L B 2 K 44 T I
PEBRAL, NAEL A St 7 AESAL S J7
5 HELE EMEEI N, AL CLYERRE R B
TH0L, R B R A . 2SR T MR
152 #F(Parrish et al, 2003; Kusumi et al, 2012).

KT M H RIS LB AR R O
#3E (fn: Condit, 1947; Ramirez, 1970), 1H & k453
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A% A UEHE SRR S 415K B T Parrish 4% (2003) A
Tt . B[ JE W47 54T 5 (Krakatau Islands) PR T it K fifi
£330 km, HH HT RS BAEY)UE T 18834F K1l K&
JE AR FRIEN, T/ NEFT RS RIE NMREAZ G
7% 35 3 57 (Backer, 1929; Ernst, 1934). Parrish4%
(2003) 7 1% & bR I T B AR 5 1 G FloK [ R (F.
fistulosa) S X IH-#4 (F. hispida) f) L 42 32 MK, 1
AR 1T B PR AT BEARAE T 1E B . AT
NP 7 5 T 5 T 300 B S AR A1 3 K B R T A
PR IK A A FN R LE P (R 7RSI 6414
LA Je 224> B 8L 2% 52 A A4, R A 24> AFLP A9 A
CPDNAFRIL, 22/ L& B AL A A AR 164>
KT Fh ) 2 52, A 5AN SRR T bz AR K [F A
HAZ, N KUE T AR G X AR A o XA
1A B A T R FE R 2% 121 Popoli & AT
Peucang &, A7 LEXLa) KL R, Ao I 3] [l 52 A1 (]
BN, SR E . [FFER FHAFLPIUEYE, Tsai
24(2015) R Bl 43 A T H A Okinoshima % JE 25 L@ T
FiE 7 IR A, 28.6% K MASK B TR 7 S5 i &M
thunbergii {1 24 22, HAFTEF. thunbergii [ F¥ 7 1) 5
FEERB N . AR (E%3-4 cm) K TF thun-
bergiiftg B (EEZ12 cm), i KR & ARARH KT
J& % (Yokoyama & Iwatsuki, 1998). ¥ 5k1] GERE 7=~
FHR LR, BN /N REAE BN 25 5y a1
A3 FLBEN KIS R, A SIS DLENR R R,
thunbergii7£ Okinoshima 5 i) =F & /& B T RE 7, H
¥ & 5 W8 1 F MEAE R AN 2 1 IR 5 7 R AR
5 3, XM TTE D & A B m) B PR ) 32
PR (Tsai et al, 2015). SR, & FLAE F )5 e
(B2 uEE) Hom . HEF 7 NS Fh R A2 5%

WG P TES 25 R FIE AF 38 )3 (van Noort & Compton, 1996;

Jousselin et al, 2003), XA {EAE bb 2= F /N i /)N

PRI By B A /N RE S AR R R &R, i

S 5 DRIAE R /N [y, A 26 D7 THD R 9 A
TR,

AT 2% T FE W 22 28 7= A B 0 A K ik e AR —

B o IR Tkl IE 3 B 52 R B B (Ogasawara

Islands) #H 25 H 4= KB 211,000 km, 4341 % 3 AR

@© il (2018) T HLAUL A MR A R4 (K RAL SR 2 & B S L
G ERD B, W2 AR 3, RIMTERS, L

H¥4 Fh(F boninsimae. F. nishimurae#F. iidaiana)#ll
1AMk microcarpa), 34MFFE Bl 5 5% N RAIER
JEA AT . KusumiZs (2012) % & cpDNA I A% %5 [A]
(ITS. g3pdh. acol)ik#f, KIMIMNFFA M5 H A
Yaeyama# & 73 7 (15 /N RAL SR L ZcpDNAF {5 AL,
=& g3pdh /758 —5, IHF5RKRH =T
(F. stenophylla) L4 J £ 345 #) & ¥4 (F. pedunculosa) %
RBR, 5B/ RAR KRB E. $.4% DU Facol
TEF. iidaiana A7 fE2FP IR R Y, L Ap 1R LR B 5
FHPARA M RATHAE TN — 3, TSN
RANFRIEN — 3 XML o 5 DRI 1) v R S HR31
R Rl 2420 PR . T ITS# DUAE K54 Fb 18] ARy
VAWK AL 7, HAFEREER, X FA 84—k
HEAR ) I0 BRT BEVR T A 7] 55 A< # DL TA) AR AULRE 2
BARFTEG R AL AT e 8 T 14 %% (nucleolar
dominance), B RA5 4% H XUEE—J7 BIAZ AL i
I B, i — P RREA MR SR . 9 H,
F. iidaiana y VU f&%44&(Ono, 1990), i i £ 15 4k SZ 3
TEHSAEBMMAEREBERE. G EBENE
boninsimae (Ono, 1991)1F. nishimurae™] AEACE T
[ A A DRI F, (5 W55 AT 3 3 4D b g 2 AR
AL Ja ARGT I W A i BA 58 1R B 7T e AE L Ok 4
T 44 ] (Rieseberg, 1997; Gross, 2012). 4Aifi, [
FEAR RIS VAT BOR ) 5E # AR 5 A A, 2738 A
VAN SR 7 T X s e AT TR . R TR
nishimurae A1 F. boninsimae #& 75 7 & Schumer %
(2014)F2 Hi I 25 50 B AR 2 58 S BRI G = 7
MAniE, HETEERA SR, AR, A%
FruE AR i (Feliner et al, 2017). &1 L ALKy
T () [543 A i 52 WD o T A 22 5 32 T HH 8T 1
R, DUSCK R 2 A X A 20 B WARTET 12 1 1E
FER G, AR .
14 RIS FIESGMHBERER

18 F LA M NI AR R T2 AR AE,
KR 2 kb 2 18] (Cruaud et al, 2012; Yang et al,
2015; THARUESE, 2018). MELE IR FLE I BB A
FERDI 5 B AR, YRR AL KR E
M1 ) (Chen et al, 2009; Proffit et al, 2009;
Hossaert-McKey et al, 2010). ¥ 5E4E KL R
PALERIRE, RZ A2 MMt A, R
#& LI AN [F] (Grison-Pigé et al, 2002b), F H. A7 7E Fib
A5 5 (Soler et al, 2011), it < 5% 3| ¥ 55 5 i
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(Grison-Pigé et al, 2002a) . [Kl LLAS [R1 9 Fh A4 SR 4%
W) 2 18] 37 HE B R 4 B, A2 AT 2 Bl 1) AH 0L BE 5
(Cornille et al, 2011; Wang et al, 2016), S5 154
¥ 5 Gy R AT IR G A 2 18], R A ZRIRZ 0 A Fh
V) 5 DRI R DR IN AR R P e R A S PR o 56 (]
I3 G AT e fE T RRE 2RSS AT, Rets SE 4T
iy FR AR ) o AL RS B AL R A o

Ficus bernaysii. F. congesta. F. hahliana. F. hisp-
idioides. F. morobensisflIF. pachyrrhachis A5 A%

V. J@ X A 4 (sect. Sycocarpus) 6k kA,

AIF 70 B[R] 38053 At - B AR V357 )L P STV AT 3 A 1)
X PR AEAE AR 15 32 545 7% 22(0-3.2%) (Moe et
al, 2011), I 2 Hae Ao TN 211 19629 HOAE A S
2 (Moe & Weiblen, 2012). LLF. hispidioides A EEA,
437 LAF. congesta. F. hahliana. F. morobensis. F.
pachyrrhachis Jy 52 4% i3k 417 58 X4 S5, BRF
hahliana x F. hispidioides4l &2 4h, HAthdl &3k
13 7 AT B R AP o AT A A )AL M o 5 AF.
hispidioides#E R # H J5 BIRE % 7GR T B2 AE, H A%
DA 2 K, X ReIE T /Mg~ N Es K E 5L
PEfE EAEAE K BE A UL AC 5 B0 T2 25 B 25 (Weiblen,
2004); 1H/MEJEARIARER B B ], Rk A7
AT ERIRRES . A, BT RN RN
PR R BRI TE EHIRE ), FEBEAERZ
JE BRI rm R Ee ), AE RGN TME E,
By AT F R A= B, 3K AT A /) e fik £ 7 T8 i A
AU IS A b 32 BB G 2 (Moe & Weiblen,
2012).

K JR#E & 4 14 (subg. Sycomorus, sect. Syco-
morus) & B P 2538 RER 2 1R EE, REAF AN
KA (F. auriculata). ¢S AA(F. oligodon)F1ifE w4 (F.
hainanensis)ix 3/ 4345 [X 5 & FIMEME S PR, =
HEDRY LR HROA, — B H AT AR
JRKE I3 TR A T, 17 558 B 98 WK =38 AN
[@]—#)F(Zhang et al, 2018). =% Z [AJfF{E—E L
£ K15 £ # #% (Berg, 2007; Kuaraksa et al, 2012; Wei
etal, 2014), H & BLEELLA2E A4 (Corner, 1978). %8
e S R B P A S A ] PR AR R AR, AR R
M/ AT E AR R 1 3 B (85, 2010; B
R, 2010), {HiE R FE AL & EAR TR b & B 1%
fik(Yang et al, 2012), 7l T2 HdE B /R 6% HI A A
EAREEARY KB A2 s N, Hd AR TR FI3E 5L

A JE A 4.5% (BR1EZR, 2010; Wei et al,
2014). [AN, FEA RS & A 44 [R]85 A1 (R0 1
¥ (F. semicordata, subg. Sycomorus, sect. hemicardia)
IS R, BIOR SRS BE 15 (F semicordata var.
semicordata) 1 /> 5 X9 I 1 #5 (K. semicordata var.
montana) 2. [F] tH AR 2 3 R E; 9N AR b 2 [R] AT
FeRE P Fo AR (Wang et al, 2013) . A TR 5244 A1
KGR AR AR RIS KRB SR G I 7O R W] A SR 4%
RAMBIAAARE 15 = 55 7% 49125 R0 P ) 25 DR A2 K 1
— 35 2 [AA7AE B8 (1) IEAH 9% (Wang et al, 2016) .

FIREEFRY], BTSRRI T BN AR
B AN, A S I A ) AR 2 B S AN i a3 A AR
(25 FE 5 (Wei et al, 2014), LA K /N 7= bR 28 Fl 1
FAEAE KA VT L™= A T A5 B 25 A3 B0 N g 2
BEIE 45 B PR A0 25 30 25 (Moe & Weiblen, 2012)%%,
H R AR 7] 38050 A 3 Zx A I D PR MO R R
EAEMH .

15 FHARGLXEAN—BIENHIZ

R A A SR B B R ) R 5K B A — 3 (phy-
logenetic incongruence) I i it [ 42 22 A& L5 1 3 1)
ik, R RS TF B (Aronld, 1997; £ K[,
2017). KR FTH 32 R FH A% JE R AT cpDNAE [A]
ZMRGERKRZIA—BORHEN A AZ . A6, H A
LR 5 7N 0 1 L M 1) A K G 2R DS S0 ) 1 [
Hfhid FE (Cruaud et al, 2012), SENELERGRE
FHRG— B, M, SR R R
KERKEFR A —BORMENE R H 4, i
PRI, X AR 28 2 ) 2T —
(Bruun-Lund et al, 2017).

Machado 55 (2005) £ & Fif AW 7T K B, #6 # All
e NEERGRKE LA RERE EHES
HA—BONG, BRI ZHIR M R
RIS V] e A PRl Z ARV T ) 32 BRI . R
98 KB W AR B TE S8 sect. GaloglychiaZS i 5 3

AR NETE R G K B _EAFAEA—F(Erasmus et al,

2007; Rensted et al, 2007), W5/~fErElE E#H# .
Renoult45 (2009) i — % 1| H cpDN A % 5 Al i 4z,
K I sect. GaloglychiaZ& B 1771 2 Ab B & (A% it &
GRS, AH R AR FEAEAN A A B B A], FRA
NIXFh IR T B N . AR R G R ER 1)
mH, SHEMBEERARE FBATEA—, X
FrTE B S8 7 MR A RIS . i R
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By DR T8 ERR R AR RGN R A O
PES AT, IAE /N ORF B ) /N e A 2R — 5 /) ) A
ANBEAR T /NI R TR 5 e AR T 32 5% (Renoult et al,
2009). 74h, XFZE RS I —EL, DL RAEA
FUERIE NG RGKE R RS, R RS
IR 2 70 32 (deep clade) F1i% J= 73 3 (shallow clade)
| # 47 7E (Cruaud et al, 2012; Bruun-Lund et al,
2017), WE7s1E 325 R FIM A % 22 W] e B 5 T A5 —1%
W AE NI R RIS R SRR

CRA LR G DL LS B R K 1 /N i 3R 4
W2 TR R, Sf DR L ARGr AR AR 258 HEBT T 32
AP FA A EEMME . (A EE
B, T B AE 3 AR 2 R A, DL AN KRR
K, FFES GG EAERE RERBEA N,
ORI T 15 2 (Reed et al, 2007); [A, #5
RGEMA—BAEEY BB P HERE T, BT R
Gb, FERUKPER . FEREHIER#E I ER. A%
AR B KRG ST RS B
Ji 2 4i i 98 (Wendel & Doyle, 1998; Kennedy et al,
2005), Zi 5| ik .

H AT 9% T J 28 7 T i TR AR />, B =
T8 B R DR A R I RO R R, R R 2 R
R TR T, BT RGK G B AR %
(1973 B T+ B AR IZ W I e N 3 G B 5 IR 4H S R b
R 22 (B ESE, 2017, £ KM, 2017). #lin
RAD-seqillJ¥« A2 7. Fescddillfy . A%
TP 2 A PERE S (SNP array) T A2, L TANH
R BER 22 AC BT 95 1 (Renaut et al, 2013; Burri
et al, 2015; Liu KJ et al, 2015; Rutledge et al, 2015),
XA AR b ) e S B TSR A TR I L. T
RAD-seq B RIT FE IMA M 22 48 K B = DRI 4L 240 U AE
PRSI 23 22 77 T A K 4F % 3 (Bruun-Lund et al,
2017), Fx H AT IZ AR 7 1 A — 8 R R
PEH T Bk (Rasplus et al, 2018; Wang et al, &%
HE), WonHE RN RRATEECLT LA
77 TN R AR 22 A8 FF FRIR AN 8, DA B 4 i A PR A
—FER R /N AR R ()W (R 3E A T 5, S oAt L M A
Mk R WA EESENME.
2.1 THEAAIXTE R E AR R0

H HIXT A 8 W P 22 R A T Al = A R R

K. Ph[HE & 58K & (cophylogeny) i 50ih N, H1LH;
P /N G ) Wy () S S A R 0 i 22 R 1 7 A ) 2 22
ML (Cruaud et al, 2012), X t4/2 H A7 Eb i F i K
&, 19 3R Z 0 5T ) 32 Fr(Herre et al, 1996; Rensted
et al, 2005; Cruaud et al, 2011). TfjMachado%5(2005)
WHZRSENETE FE TR R Z e, HAE G
W TR, AR B 5 IR A ) 2% 580 M 8 A= 4)
ZFEE RIS, A 1 A KB FT VT AL A SELEAS R A
2 FEPE TR 1 BT 3 v 1) A €
22 RARFZHEHMRBEF/FARIURN

PR F0 8] 28 2 B R SR Sk Ie =, R A8 Al
(hybrid zone) & BUCATEY) 5 4t -5 A0 SR AFF 72 44
R, R PIRRE ORI SATL A a] B 25 A
WAL S A AEFF L S BR 4 T 48 4R LI Jiggins &
Mallet, 2000; Abbott et al, 2013; Abbott, 2017). ¥
FiRFET, PR ZRFES MRS . £5E
TEA A2 W s AL 755 22 J7 T UE4E i 254 E,
TT R AR R 98 2% 28 [ 45k 73 A 30T 25 T[] P 2 RO
AN VIR e BRI 28 & - iE B A A, R
R A Z REVE R = AR T RS B R AL
il a] B B AL S A AT e R OCEEE R, (R B R
7 T R A AR H o BRI 2 5040 X A 5%
JEJTHER, A Ty AL R A NG 1 325675, [
et B A AT RE LA AC s . TR 1 240 Sy U5 40 A
FERT RN R (a] E AR ISR, N ARAS s AT Fi b
f ARG IR A AR AL . S AR B — R S 5 A BT AR L,
K Pty 7 A7 DX AR S5 06 B AR AL T R B R, 1 590 X AR
BEsE NIk, & T I RS AR A R I
N (local adaptation). Fi IR B FITE e 458 IR
5 DL Bl 4 3RS A2 0 1 3 25 2 3l (Abbott, 2017)
ST T, AW ELERRI T 4 T 2 K0,
8 B 25 DR 40 27 23 AT RE S I 28 M TR R A8 T 1Y
AL &5 ¥ J I B 72 (Hemmer-Hansen et al, 2014;
Nadeau et al, 2014).
2.3 EMEREZHNERBRHERANHAR

AifF 5 32 B E A S AR LG EE A (R R A R B 1
— VRS OR, 15 32 R E M R RAS A A ) R A A R
=i(Moe et al, 2011; Yang et al, 2015); [, AHxFF
B e S R AR RS A Ky 25 S ) K AT B S (Wang et al,
2009; Chen et al, 2012), MR [FIRRAA R AL 2 1)K
1THE B Bt f4 % (Nason et al, 1998; Ahmed et al,
2009), «HIgSH PGS /ER, G ATk S
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TER =85 . [F — 2 & N A R (5] B A8 A 2 1)
(Ramirez, 1986, 1994; Ramirez & Montero, 1988)tH.
RFI W A1 5 B S, 5 LA Ml 2 e e e
[FRRAB AN 2 A S I A28 R AR 3 SR, AMBIRE 7
WA 5] 1. S P I e ] ok 420 A [) A7 A 38 25 2% 22 AN
SEAN4: (Ramirez, 1986; Ware & Compton, 1992), i
AN [R] IV, Jag 110 3HE e S Ak R 2 T8] g 6 2% %2 (Condlit,
1950), MR AS R R SRR 1 5 5 B 20 0 AN
A, MEMERRIERNE TR E TR o). 2
H A AR 2 52 J7 TH B A 7T 3 B b A e AR e R R
Ko BH B RGN 2 0 SEALAAS M
i (Ramirez & Montero, 1988; Ramirez, 1994), 12
T RS, AT R M. AN FPE RS
TRY ) 2% 22 A 28 MR B o B2 o 7 B AN R], B JAS
[F) 11 ZR G M v 2 TB) e 75 2 A8 46 I /LA fr BE 2
FIAk, MR NIRRT RN R BUE E RS R
V) 24 52 1) A2 ZRAE RS AN [RI L 2H o AN 38 1, o 1]
XU JA) 3 PR 3R AN % FR (Renoult et al, 2009; Moe et
al, 2011; Tsai et al, 2015). SATIIXFPIEHLLEANKEE
A ARG IR F-#5 _ALLT- I A& A (Wang et al, 2016),
ELIRNEES U Ak st e 32 2 PRl iuleS = N
A eIl 52 B Ho g ooy LR sl . B, HF
7 NEZ TR R, AR5 eEA.
R A S s AL A5, B 2 AN @ T e
Iz W ELE AT
2.4 BT IEAEMIE/MERE KRR E MR
AR N/ e BT R ACHRGRS SR N METE, T BO0T

TETTIRIN 25, (EMERE R PRAB I RS O,

15 75 57 2508 (host sanction) i I\ e Fa AL AT EAE
BRURAYEC, 4ERPRA—AL Ry i N s I A AR R KRR E
FISCEENLE, AR EUR TS = 2B IMER KAL)
FEARS I 7 B AN A PR B 5 /N0, AR B4
FAWTCTE 75 5 %08 (Jandér & Herre, 2010; Jandér
et al, 2012). Herre%s(2008)HEiM = S& kM 1 1
TR0 280 ) e 2k B 55 T BE VR T LS B B AL R A
W2 B2 A fE KB N . H A R 7EF sycomorus
(Compton et al, 1991). =14 (F. altissima) (Peng et
al, 2008) F1#: #f (F. microcarpa) (Martinson et al,
2014)HH R UL T BB, BF T AR B 2 Bl Ak R Y
v LA Rt 2R T FiE 3 A T RS GRXVT K, 2013), {Hik
b R SR Y0 SNPRY 1 = 123 v B a7 I e S R VAN ]

R T O AR SR AT R B B P PR S A AT L

T AR RO A K s /DN W 2 B AL A ) & 1A o o0 R
S, (B IR — X — KRR, FETZHE
A AR 15 488 RFP R R AT F k. 2154 [FfS
A 2 2 W P T BURR BT V5 2 28 = Fh M 4428 77 10
(Rieseberg, 1997; Mallet, 2007; FE[H, 2017)nl fE
TERSA R ERAELE o T AR R PR 58 Sk A6 RITE Al S AL
HMEAFF G H AT, WIRFESZ SR AL Ry AL Ky 77 A
MAZ, FEATB IR e FE M T X7
FERE AR AT BRI 804k, T S T M AR A 1 R
A, AR M /N I A R B P R A, T
S L 7 A% A0 R R B[R] 2 4K OC &R (Janzen, 1980;
Machado et al, 2005; FfHa5%E, 2010). T 5 R
AT PR AR CE BT Sk g, BRAR IR TE S R R A R

S RE A A, B R [E] 455 A7
(1) 30 5 Foh -t B AR 1 1 44 457 L TR 25 A A% b 1 ik 37
7 (Moe & Weiblen, 2012; Wei et al, 2014;
Souto-Vilaros et al, 2018). [ T i £ Z ML F AL

B B8 2 4b, Hi B R 25 (Kusumi et al, 2012; Ghana et al,

2015a, b). A=A B ANZ= 1R B (Wei et al, 2014; Liu
GX et al, 2015), LA #A SR I ) BRI AL 27 R AE
(Ware & Compton, 1992; Gibernau et al, 1998; Wang
et al, 2013)%5 M K E HEM & T RIBREIEHN. &
F 5 B B AR AL AN [F) V& i) A a], 451 G e
i (Ramirez, 1986; Ware & Compton, 1992). /Mg
FEAR LRGBS — BRI 2% K, A3
ANEE T BU#AE (Gahana et al, 2015a, b). ORI Th %
PR E AR AN RE K B B#(Moe & Weiblen, 2012)%%,
Rl NE TR BV =, BRI R AR, X
YEFRF IR NG AR Ry T —VE A E
R

IRASAE YA AR TP O B B O K=
iR (Rieseberg, 1997; Mallet et al, 2007; Abbott et al,
2013), H mink sk w2 NREs) TP
EMINAR B A A ] BN R, Bk A2 3 ¢
vE(Vila et al, 2000; Vallejo-Marin & Hiscock, 2016).
i LA F L Ak b, Tk Bl
B —ME, 18 FIA T BT R A 5 IR Eh
MRG0, BEm G InfE R ATE EEY
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COR SEEY/EUE 2 £ NS SRRl i Pile SN St VA N
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