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Abstract: In this paper, the research status on Ginkgo biloba by molecular bioclogy technology were reviewed,

including genetic diversity, phylogeny, cultivar discrimination, genetic linkage map, gender discrimination, and

other prospects of this species. The present issue and future development were also discussed.

Key words: Ginkgo biloba ; molecular technology; research advances

B (Ginkgo biloba L) RIAER TFHYPE
BERAEARNBEEN FRAEAY  BAUAEL
A7 EPERENZ RN, BXLHEE.£R
BAARAMARERAET K E2-1TEENS
FARMHEFESHKNMA(EER,2002), HLEE
Xk, FEE S FRARKB S, SLH E DNA 4 FHRIiCH
HBERAHER, AXEBE S TEYHFEHFRER
BEHWHEHEE., FXERTHELEERS FRARER
BEHARFHMAER . FEENSBRAFRBAY
MO TFEMFRREESE .

1 REZESHENTR

RERMALEERERNER. .6 ZH
HE HEEXNETH5IHETE. AMEBEH

#%3iTE #3. 2004-10-12

BGBMAAERIL? SHFNREERME? EXE
FHRPEBTRE? BER, AMIXERAHTE
EMEAHE.BHNRBHESAGRNER. #F
BERLSERES S BELFEBFLFFE.

Tsumra(1997) EHBHE KR FERALRN KT
RABENR IEHTRESIWN A IOAEERN
2L A AR EMFRME 98 WK%
MBER. AWER, BEARRIRBEBEFERK
ERBERERFRM MU FERXGIAFFSTEH
FRPEMIE.

FRBTE (2000) # F§ RAPD #RiE M #i 1L X B 1y
REXREBUREHEEROREBERAATHE.
BB BN 24% 0 23%, A EE SRS Y
0.332 5,3 95. SUFETFHBEAN. Ruhul &
(2002)FIfl RAPD &t RFLP HRMEEH AW KB
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HRIEBREET . RESE=ZL.BEIEE
12 4k, B PR A MEBRWEXE 25K, R
FHEVERTHRTHNEEUEABHEN K.
EARBEALI 2 RIEFT VTR, KB B Enhr g
R HBESEBRERER SSHERELWF.
ZFRBIFE,. EV/EEERERMAFXQMBER
fE4E MR R AL(P>0. 999 9), i 5 /2 T fn B @ A7
BAEARRF(P<<0.05), # k&% (2003)F A ISSR
Xt o B 3 AN AT BB &4 B A BE R (HAVD K B BN 55 )1
ORI RBE L, & 15 DB RITH RN S AN H
BOMERAAG AEBR WRITE|ERENRE
ZHEUHERTTHR. 2R, 8RB ENEEN
HESERRE, R 57% (M EF N 50% (WL R
Bl BB LD, TR IE B R MR, 340 (I
FEMOM 24N (EEHAL). EINBEP, B
BB 15N FETHEKRE.

UEH BERIFEREEHEE HFER
BAMREEHAER TREFK, BEXHEAET
EFETHEAR . BEZENERB/D, RARS
BAFERBNEEZEZN, EMNBERETLH
T AEBKNENERBIEHETR. KEFR
HYBEFRBEHEFHFRAAE RN BRE SR (Lew-
is,1995;Comes,1998) , A8 4 5 M & )1k A 7T RE N 4R
HRRGERBEN. A TEERARARNHETHE
N BB HESTREEHE, KA AKX BT REFEEANE
HFR,. M ERERRMOTFRORR, RBRE
NERBEEER. BR . CHORRE R KE
MRBREAB, EFEEUTIATEEESE S ¥
AKARBENR . EAR—BALZFEZENRETER
SR EHT KRBT RE 30 BRU L) (FER
%,2000), F EH AR F 1 1 & B3 F B (Camacho
%,2001); FEEEINESR BHEESEHAES.

2 BEHMHULKTFR

HTFRFHEYZENREGRAMEEIE, BT
F R IR R SRE L& EERFBRMEX S HE
EFRATAE , AR AL IR TR T AWEHE.
SFREBERVNERABRX —FEEFRTHE,
HORMRARE KN EMEERANETE
BRABRERFI RS EERANHTTE.

Palmer HF (1982) AR TH AN REEHFA
(cpDNA) R IR &I B R B & %R 17 RS HR

AEEFEEE. 8 cpDNA K/hH 158kb, k%
MYy —#, EHIREELZFF AR, IR XK/AR
17kb, EHHFMFHL ERXEH FHY -
(Raubeson,1992), EBR TFHY T, 4 HHYE cp-
DNA RE —4 IR, X 5B FRME , 5 1 vl ¥ 4t vt 48
VRN —BRALE HPIRAFERT X —FR 5%
%5 4y 95 # — 3 (Strauss, 1988), cpDNA i fEE &
HeERBFA, MAREZAEHK FHY cpDNA
A chiL BEH (G S ERABELEEE, SR
FETHEREREROBRE., AL 5CHERETE
HEIREBHE YA cpDNA HE R B, chil EH K
8 1E R MR RFAE (Suzuki, 1992) , cpDNA KB H B
WFREGHOAERTFOUAIREFEET AR
{5 B ,rbcL EH (45 RuBP LB K T 2) N & 4
FREFTHR BN —4 & H (Manhart,
1994), rbeL BRBFHERER, ETHRU LA
BF3T. Hasebe(1992) E B KXW A B R FTE AR
FHYERE rocl BEMFT TR EHAFR T
MY h—RARALEE. BTFEEARL . FHEAER
FHIGERMHENBR TFHYNRERERZ 5T
XX BERFIGERA . BEESFEERERX
FRAE - MEETFE I2AZERFEENH]—-FR
T X — &, H bootstrap X f§ ik 80% Ll k
(Goremykin, 1996) . X} 1 5 , & M4 89 cpDNA
HRBIEA, BHITB A58 KRR ES cpDNA
- MRBERE T THREBTOELHAL

Hiesel 4 (1994) St Y Z R (K B 4 (mtD-
NAYF coxMER(RBAREBE c EhBE=X
WA FF ST TR, B coxTEEHEH 381 4
BERFIMBNREREMBIRRBTRESH
BERERRRNMEE.

Hori 2 (1985) F| Fi#% 3% H 55 rRNA o # gt
TEERTEANS FREREN . SRUEBRY
5RERZXEABRAIEEL. BEHTHEREMLARD,
EEFHEE(120bp) , X—FERBZHH ¥ X FF.
#EH 18S rRNA I G R IHBEMBKIEN—
BAZ I BE, bootstrap K HFF K 76% (Chaw,1995),
Doyle % (1994) #| i 18S #1 26S rRNA #4 3 {F
EEBHREERERIN LK. AEHEERERN
—2& ,bootstrap X% #F % 88% ., Troitsky(1991)
B THRA 4.55,8% 58 LA Rt {k 55 rIRNA EH 5
P, ERIXFBESHER A2,
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3 HAE WML T KR kAL E Y
B oy A

3.1 AFERKFS FEA
HRESSRELIH(BROEEEFRKIMUL,
MEFRKELEELEE B N IEEROER,
SHEFMEFOHARTRAFEEENL.
EHEHLAD S THAE 10 ™SR EL
YW TR RS, RAAF SR EM T X RIELFE
ERBHHX 10BN 4 DKE,
ERBE R (1998) L4 15 MBARIE SRR I N
A, FIAH RAPD FLfER 12 1515 8T 20
FEBWBE,FRET 20 MFICEER, EiTE
KAOMBEXERHFAI N 4N ER . S5REHH 3
KRESERGEWHF . S8 BROERYS. SBR
(2002) L R T RIS 6 N SIMBE T 49 M5
CERR, 17/ RERBFAFETTERNMDE, #
AREDTHRH T AIBRE . ERGEEFEEH
AR WRHEECODUBEL A BN, B
RAPD ¥R 15 5195t 28 PR A # I & #
(ROBHFTRIEZHARUMBEZIT, HESM
HESEKN30.5%. PEMERMHEUERR, REE
RE/N,EBHEUREEME 0.87 HEABHT . TTHE
Mok e A% BRAH -—SHEHEETEMHERL
B, HE{®E Q2004 L 41 NMRARIFR AR F A
e & 24 XF RAPD 5191 %f BT & 41 4~ #E & 4T
RCRY B EEHEH B K. EBNEATLHEN
24.6 % FI R % th B9 14 X3 ISSR 3| ¥y 5t fr & 41
AMHERBIT RCRYVWHEEEHERW 31 %, 8
AP HEWAHE N 129K, BB MNEALR
H17.2%;ISSR TR "B ERBEHFENREE
HHUERTFT RAPD AWM ER MAKMAER S
WHIREZERT RAPD i B 0o, H, %
HABERFHELXRZ L, ISSR o FRiEHERK
RAPD 3 FARERARE X GE  RESIGEREH,
ERAFRIEMHTHSRERERENSLER
AHEYE .
FRAREEEIL MBS T S FER BT
RO EMASHUR BB _HFEEMNENS
¥, BERTHEP K MESZTRMRH. BAHE
BERESHEEEARABEMK EHEEXMN AR
EREOFA.

3.2 By EA AR

EEE R 2 (1998) F RAPD  FAricHWETH |
kBES T HREEE, XEHHA 62 4 RAPDI7
g, 194EHBE, RKEE N2 1om, HETEH
HEEMAM 1/3. BB QDB HITTHRAMREE
HEEAROTR KEBHEHE B REEEN
1742.20cM, BB AN EFAKR/N 79.2% ., EH
EARiCE A BE B 3 10. 82cM, B AW EH B
EBER 261, 2cM, B /DR ESIREEBE N 62, 4cM,
Hop  HPEM AW EER KN N 42cM, KF
AOMMERERXBR -1, ERTREER AR
PEETASHBRETRBE . BERY— KA
HRERBE RERRAERAALR HATR L A8
EREERETFERE, EAEREHEERERNE
'R,

4 BREBELEANRMRFR

BEBEMK, TEREHET 20~25 a T HEFF
HER, IREHTFTERRNREA -—FHEKRNR
B, BT AR SRR R sk, MU AR NI E
HUBmEARO K. B, AREXTEEER
WENENOBAE EBAELRR.F TH¥E.©
¥HRLENRAEEHLEEETEORRRE
(BRE%,2002) ,BXBHFRERBAER. &5
BRERETARGYRER, BT HEMN DNA
KIFEHR, FRERNZESR,

F B % (2001) R AR 150 4> 10bp BYBEHLH 3]
YR 10 XMNUGIMAE, STHER 2 1~ DNA i(£H
10 ) #4147 RAPD 5347, KB T 1 M5 XN
RAPD #Ri2, B F 5| 5 TGATCCCTGG, [t
EF A AFLP 5K, WA 48 1 SIA S . ik 58
HHFIHEXH S FiRic. HF 3NMSIYHAER
BT IANAESBHEHELENS FRIE. £ Southern 1
FUE LA A HRIC (E2/M5 #1 E5/M3) B 75 M
HEERARFE.

- THRBEIEBERN. KB LE
QRU)TETHREE . LK LEAFY EH , %EH
J¥5| 5 genebank FR A M LEAFY EEAZ TR
MEORFHNRERERREE 9%, ZER§ 24
NEF,3MNMIBF. Sk LEAFY EEMEH 3,
Btk LEAFY BERA 3 WHE , REYERY ZE
EHERTEA.
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MADS-box £EHR ZHE THHEYEFH
AVERRE, CEBRMAEADA THERSHNAETE
HRE . EHYNESTEBR EBREREHERS
EPEARE RS REBEK (KN, 2000).
Muriel Jager £ X+4B A 9 MADS-box EEHHEA TH
N, ERHERHEAPFLEKRKER MADS-box #£H , #
WxSEHEBEEEFX. ¥ MADS-box EER Z —
GBMS5 SR H W FF, X T 5 H i IF (Arabidopsis
thaliana )#) AGAMOUS £2HFE,. EHBRERE
FB/EPHHRIL. HEJ genebank FEFKEHR
7 MADS-box £ H 7 7 8 1E .

5 HvHR#E

K B % (2000) A 40 M 6 E R (Cytophotome-
try) BB THEEHARE DNA KHET R, ANEZ
ek DNA % & 3 (19. 40+0. 78) X 1072
g, C#(9.70+0.62) X102 g, HETHRAEM
f# DNA R B ™ LA KB it K ERHB KD,
34 1.0X 10" g #YTF 0. 965X 10° MIEEEXT, H i,
WA MM DNA KA F 18. 721 X 10° 5 & %t
(bp). XXM FREEFATBMNBREFRESENE,

MY AR P7EE mRNA RBAE, EHZ%
MY &ES,C-U BT RE TRHEMS, B
MTFEARRBE, HEEkE mRNA K HB=Y.
Jorg Kudla % (1999) %4RE T psbE #F# RNA
FEER,RATL4ANCURBMNE.H 2 ES
ERREN KPP I M TFHRRFERBX. X&d
ESART BAXREHAYHREPE 1 RAR
FHETIERBX A RNA HEA S, Jorg Kudla &
Xt ST T T AN ERA S IETIRE, WTRE R 1L
MEEEY, XEEASRERBUISLUMBE RS
HFiR%. Hiesel £ (194 REHF cox T EHHB
cDNA 5 mtDNA F3 LB & I, 7% mRNA &8
BP,EHF2ANMCHEBRAT U, ERAXHERE
HEHEYPEAILE, BRFROBZTRENEE
MEMERREMN.

BEAGEBERNNKR.IIRESN. BE%
COODMBRAER itk KRBT | MEREES,
B e R GAFPL, & RESS I & /K 75 S0 7% B F AR
EREFREEAZNER, SEARBEEPEHANE
BRBREREE, TR 1 MFHTEEERS.

ERETHERMR W, KLFUDMIE, X

BRI E (Agrobacterium rhizogenes) W {3 2 @ &
gt gh3F . gh2E, Hd A100,15834 Hitk R R F
.5 18.5%  EREBRMB. WERBESBRR
. RS9 METRAENGR,FEIE
HREEBRREAAARBEREMETARARE
#1. Dupre-P % (2000) & 7T — M RABRHFHE (A, tu-
mefaciens) LB ENRYE. HEMBEFFHRESR
A gus MEFHFEE npe 11 M R AK pTHWI36 K
RFFHLRERE, YA L5 M8 KNBEELRKRER
AL SR B3 gRet , TR B R HILE 45%.

TE4R 7 DNA CEEWE |, MR HF % (2002)
BRERARCEMIBHEERR WETHAES
1 Befafk DNA SUFE, A& F 75 000 NEAHF, A
F BB K/ 800bp,

HY DNARHREEENFIABNSE
B &K #5, 7€ nDNA . cpDNA & mtDNA & #F7%E, H
A B # AR (DNA, BRAZS% (19992 T4
7 1 #Etk rDNA ITS K £ fF 513t 1 172bp, K 5
ITSI % 788bp, ITS2 % 226bp, 5. 8S 2 [ % 158bp
XTI 45 R 5 M Genbank PRI B IE FEKF
f4B A rDNA ITS #9755 47 8, H R R E AL
SETFIIHTI S0, GR R, ES LRD
THEE  ENMEZRFH BN FER, AR~
AR IEHE rDNA ITS KRR M T MER R 25X,

6 MAEMEE

HTAFRICKARRARE ME FFRER.
HEHRITRERS EARETH B ARABA.FHE
R LBRERRNOER.REOKES TRERE
BERBRBEYRERTEN ZENENHENES,
HLr E A FRES A BIEBHE GFHE
A BRERECEERNERBELENERR. FdHR
AR THICBREBRIFEREESFRER I —
KB THICHEEEE L, B bootstrap XA
B . AR RSN R FHEYHET X 5EH
ROMEMR L, RS RFESF W (Rothwell,
1990, BE5 FIRicRI\EHERERBHEB KR, Yo
THRiCHERRE —EREN, T4 EHENK
PEXT R MO Bt 4L £ /F th IE SR IR 4. ERATRIES
BHERRF . BREBHT -S4, BEAREY X
MRAEE.FEMBEARIBXHOLHAE. &
MERMSTEHNE NBRERBE L THRHFE
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HTRPRME T,

# KGR M M B P E T IR K 4 T HLE
RAEFHEL, EREREERERER . ZREL
589278 S PR 1R Mk B 5L — Nk AP B9 1 B B¥
fh, Rep A L AL BRI N REREEE
WRIE, EARERERTHEEREREMHER,E
BB EEFAH#THEARR, IR RS THRIE,
WERREENREEE. EREFERRREP.B
MEBFSENEYBEER.

EXRR.GENFTEYTENTFRCRS
TR ARBTHOFRMEAREET RFH
Hub. HESFHEANERR, BAMNMBEHRRE
HELENTHE, XHRA K DNA FIFEZHIA
WL FEREERERMMAEHR S RE AKX
ERWMEYZE, T XEEREREAGERE
BATREEFRERBTY. ERHtE - P RER
AR MRS IR R, T MR AT RS R AL, 3F
BFHRSANBENR K. BEXKARER
B.EMAHARERRAEHERNABTE, UK
BMIR ABRIBEHAT LMONA . AEFEES.
Rl EHE A ERERERKNER.
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