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Fr &

ERESGICII2EFO PR TIE, 2100 F 0 R A0 X 110 A LR, AH
MBAED TTEANDL 3B3EAPEMT 5L & 61T, 2100 F 0 FH B A B ITBAE L
M B A 2R3 & 7% (Pison2019). ADHMEAEE L O XL X — 0D
e L THMAEKRICHY, BRREEHKLE AT B IE, ARENTET 5 E
HoEERD. 72, EFOMEKERIELZZOHAN R ELEIC L0 HR
B o AN EHE I Twd (Bevan et al. 2017).

AXRALFXFRLEOBHMBHEMD ICB T2 RoMBR R, ¥EMEERF %
MWl EMGRICEY REBEAOZRINER L2726 L7 (HAE 2000, Sasaki er al
2002). FUERIRT T I TIHMEWR EOMIMMEEYIZ BT D HE LR IE
ML VERNTEREIRNLLIMEERS (~Tr =V R) REDODFERAEDLND
— MR (F)) MEOBRBICIYVINENREMNIZHE ML, B4 TETHRAP TF
AN FH S CWwd ([hH 2010, Fujimoto et al. 2018). F 7=, F; fh fE I &
AEPRERICRL2ET TR, BEAMNLVAMEOMERLEOMNA L 26N D
(Schaffasz et al.2019). 2O ERDO MK RIT, Y 7 2255 & LTV,

SBRTHINTVIEBARICHIET 27O ORERNRERAEEZIT O ITIE,
BT ) L0HOBBEERERET TCEMIELEN RN ERBAEBR A, TV LAHR
k23R blEMEOMERKRD BN TWVD

FEOEDICBWTESY ) AUNICANV T R T F ) AT EREKYT ) L I b
A RUTT 2 AREFEMAL, TR TMBEBRNIEEIZL > TRYAENRTZE SN
%5 (Gray 2015). £/, 7777 HRHEWEzE L oREEDICE W T, BT
JAFEACTNANEBEBET DS, AATXRTST S AEFIREERET S ENHL N
272 > T Wb (Birky 2008) . Y& & Al M B 23 Ml N 4 A4 12 L0 BE & L 72 BE Bk IR 1T
FREEMIZE > THUHEDOANANTXT THY, KERRLTICTY I /BB XLVIE
iseEGRZ2E0HEEMBOLDOZRRANFHEBRELIT S &HE L L, BHiK

BLMEIns2MEoEMlRFRREA - RFAEHEELZRFE T2 &2006, MO OE
R -RBISEZHERICTHE L TW D (Cashel 1969, Liere et al. 2011, Zimorski
etal. 2014). £72, T ba vy U TE, MHKOEFRA ML XA IGEICEHER
BeEl &2 5 L L b (Liberatore eral. 2016), BR¥EMAHABE TH 5 MK E K



P AR Fe M (Cytoplasmic male sterility : CMS) 72 & O ¥ 1K @ 16 28 B ik 12 8 #1
B 5 9 % (Fujii etal. 2011, Kimand Zhang 2018). Z M H D X H A NVH X T
T NE, ez U RT L2 LELTAARBEELARICEALGL T, MHERRTIC
B 2AALT XTS5 0EBEMIT, Kihara (1982) I Lo THB AL TW5SH.
L LB, ftkomMERBEIECKT 2 LICEFERBLTEY, AATRTT
J LA ERWICHATETELT, BT 2 A ANV AT XTS5 7 HHOHGHMEL
SOWTIE, FVHFEMNIEA TRV (Liberatore et al. 2016).

BT ) heFANTXT7 77 2MoB#HtezmRkETIBE-MRENASL 7Y v
K (NC-A 7V R)F, TEMBERERICELSDATREMED D DEER ORI
HTL2MBEEO~NT BT 4 v 7K LEXRSNTE (Kihara 1979). BE1F O &
MW T ) DT NTRTT ) LeHlEmEL, NC-A 7V vy FBRHBHLAD
R ZMHEHT D HED L D& LT, xfleofERKZHELZ MW TH RES L
HAZ7 57 7 NEENTDHFHFIENH S (Kaneko and Bang 2014) . F & M &2 # 12 &
LHKEANT X T 7 AOEANT, 2 AFITE W TRM XN TLLK (Kihara
1951), 77 7 7B EMZ2 a0 S I ERMEMITE WV TEIC CMS & &0 ER
EHEE %2525 72D & 54 (Chenand Liu2014), 8127 7 7 F B EH TIX
Lk FE R R M N A 5 - (Kaneko and Bang 2014). 7 7 7 7 B {EW I
WTAHRMEA VT X T 57 7 A0 AL, CMS 200 %2 T, B & A S & Bk 5
WER~OEBEFIME R LCORENANREICEREAET DL 2H LML
(Namai 1987) . A KkMEA NV I X T 5 ) 208 ANCERTLIEEELERDITELLE
X, +a it TR EHMEL S TV A (Kaneko and Bang
2014), CMS (X F; ffE O F-AEEICHER Y ALB L2 28H Y (Yamagishi and Bhat
2014), MG BICHMBEMICE G T 5. CMS KR IC X 2 F & o R4 % IX
A 3T F XX THD B napus X8 T ¥ F & G B juncea 78 E O HEAEYIC
BT, ErHlELTHWLERLD CMS Z# (A line) X CMS O # R # (B
line), o672 F) s OMEERMELZREIE D RMERERE (C line X 721
R line) #H W5 3 REMNFH S TWDH (Chen and Liu 2014, Bohra et al.
2016). £/, "7 AR a~vwY SR lEET B orapa RF¥F xRN YT vy al

— % & i B. oleracea 72 E DO EXFHITEB T L FI I, ECHERAMA M
(Self-incompatibility : SI) O F HIZ LV FE FAE N ITHbh TW2DHn, SI K%



XL I XY F MEMNKT T 572 % (Horisaki and Niikura 2008), SI &
FEVLRELHOEBEZZITIC WY CMS KROEHAMLNIEL KD b LTV
% (Yamagishi and Bhat 2014). B/, BB O Xk, EFWIC T 5HE
MOERBROZREILICRIET 2720, BEEMNEHEEOIERNA RO LN TV D
B, EMEHREMEOREZENELEATEREZT LB NP OERER O
WERBHKH DT, HNOEBBEROFAHAITIWRELZEST 5. Z b L
5, ANTXRTT ) xR ELEFEFHNT 7 —FICLI2HHAOMBERER
DRESED MR S5 .

ZIZTCARBIE T, NC-NA TV REGFGOEY 2 LA NVT X757 LIH
D@tz 7 ) AN IXIT5 MOz X =0 EELEL, 77
TR MEHMICEWTEBHEOA N T X TS ) LB AL THALND S F
SERRBAMEZBEL, AARMEANAVL TR T ) 2R b ELTHRELEREZH O M
T 522 HMELE. B 1 ECE, REMRERARICBVTES /2 & LA
NHAXZ5 ) LMo r7a A2 =7 PHEEREICEKETZELFHEL, F 2 T
X, HEMERMEICKR I TREEZFE L. B3 BT, AARkEAALT T T A
DEBANZEIDINA A~ AR ERBLONTZHEMEORRH ST E2ITo7. ZTh b o
WHRErBEBL T, BTF /) 2 FANHXxT77 7 MO A =271 K0RENA
HEBEZERAT L0 ERalaHGs2 el A,



1 E
Diplotaxis tenuifolia M & % b 2 Brassica rapa 2 BT 5%
MEME BB R BF D D. tenuifolia — HMP G & 0 ERME

B1H S

Z<OMMFEICEY TREMBERKIE, EREMSHESEHEMBMER 2 &0 S
FXERFEBICEL > THEH SN TE Y (Liuetal. 2005, Yamagishi and Bhat 2014),
B AEAMEOMBEMMEE BT UOREHEIR, REMRERARK AL T 2K b
— B FEDO 1 > TH D (Sharma et al. 1996, Mwangangi et al. 2019). 4t
kteEA T T 57 7 L o8 AT, MM AT (Cytoplasmic male sterility :
CMS, Chase 2007, Carlsson et al. 2008), # L XD {1 (Pellan-Deloure and
Renard 1987, Matsuzawa etal. 1999), HtL X M § WAk (Muraietal. 2002),
N A A~ A (Allen 2005, Soltanietal. 2016), % 2 /1 (Moison et al. 2010)
BLO®RMEEE (Rouxetal. 2016) R DS TS ERIBELERZFERT 5. £
S OEWIZTHB T CMS 1T, — MM (F) WEORE FAEICIRY AnbitoD
& % 7 (Chenand Liu2014), OB EHEZRIZHODWVWTIFEF LA LEEMNM LI N T
.

777 FRIE, BHEEo2S ) L EBE LA R T (Bowers er al. 2003,
Jiao et al. 2011, Cheng et al. 2014), 25 #H 338 J& 3709 f 2 L v Mk S 1
(Warwick et al. 2006), & ® 9 & Brassica & Raphanus @ 2 J& 1%, X FEH,
miEA, Frr, BEAEBSIOCEBAEDE L TR CAES ST
% (Kaneko and Bang 2014). Brassica ¥ T2 J& + %5 Brassica rapa L. (2n =
20, AA) 12X, F 7 % A (ssp.chinensis), =2~ ) (ssp.perviridis), 7
7 (ssp. rapa), ’~7 % A (ssp. pekinensis), % A > (ssp. parachinensis)
L O X F (ssp. laciniifolia) 72 E D% OFKEHEIB LI N THEY, S F &
FRABBAMEOBBMAAHICL > THRMEA LI XTZF 7 AL EA
Eh TWw3 (Kanekoetal. 2009, Yamagishi and Bhat 2014). R E M A& B. rapa
FRHETIE CMS Imx T, MrRMtol T, FFBLEE L7 7o v 2R &R
7 & 4 (Hinata and Konno 1979, Prakash and Chopra 1988, Matsuzawa et al. 1999,
AR D 2017), B.rapa (B W THRKMEF VT X T 7 7 LA0EANIL, RKEAE N



DAEMAERE TOIFE I FE 703 E B SHEIC B E RITT.

77T SRR AR TH D Diplotaxis tenuifolia (L.) DC. (2n =22, DtDt)
E, VANV aTEFl@F Yy Py aZ L THMLNLTEY (Pignone ef al.
1997), YA FFMHE D C3-Cq FMA Z 8 L, LW @ik CTHB L 72 BEF & ICHE
I3 B 72 (Apel et al. 1997), i 1y ih = 2 I I8 < B E & 4L T W % (Richard
etal. 2006). % 7=, D. tenuifolia T 7 /=2 ) L —  EST7 7R/ A4 KD 1 #
ThHHLIr NV EFUr28BICER, AN2xOREIZRBVWHIREZ LT ARRMENH
% (Richard et al. 2006, Martinez-Sanchezet al. 2007). Z O A NV H X F7 7 ) A
% Raphanus sativus ¥ X O B. oleracea 28 AN L 7= & 2 A, CMS TH 23N/
7 o> 7= (Bangetal. 2003, fiH# 2013, A0 5 2015). & Z T, D. tenuifolia &
B.rapa &t ORBMARMEB L O B rapa A BICH W ER R LK HE 1T, D.
tenuifolia MM'E % & > B. rapa CMS R OEH 2R A =0, FEOGREEEKEN
mmE i, R RHICBWTRETE o, REMBRE RHK
DEHICE N TREDEAEKNLELREL L 7ZEHIL, Moricandia arvensis il
fo & (cyt-Ma) % % > B. rapa ZHICEB W CTH L I vz (Tsutsuietal. 2011).
(cyt-Ma) B. rapa (2n=20) i, EEO 7 v 8w ¥ 22XV RFELITHEL
= — %, (cyt-Ma) M. arvensis — Y BRI ME B. rapa &% (Monosomic addition
line : MAL, 2n =21) OM®WEIT, REELERLET VWUANO LEHERICE T O
mWEE L] CMS s L7, (cyt-Ma) B. rapa HEMIC BT 2 EHE O 7 mr &
20, ANTXTH 7 LM TH D M. arvensis (& H KT D UY@K I E
FTHEMBFICE o TR I ERE X7z (Tsutsui et al. 2011).

ko Xksic, B7F /7 2 A NI 2T 57 7 200 7rAN—2ICKDEE
BEHEIL, REMBERROMFEHICRERERELEX DS LD, AETIX, D
tenuifolia MM'E % & > B. rapa MAL WY BN A NV T % 7 57 7 LigftHE B ko g
BEELBELELTDI2HRRAIZONTHEL .

E2H MEBIOCHE

TN 7 S S < S
B8, RIEKRKZET 77 FR Y — KN 2710k o TREEE T D. tenuifolia
%% 1 (2n =22, DtDt) Z M\ 7= (Table 1-1). B HE 1L, FEMMKEE B. rapa



Table 1-1 Plant materials in Chapter 1.

)

Genus Species Subspecies lines or cultivar  abbreviation Source
Diplotaxis  tenuifolia 1 DtDt TU
Brassica rapa ssp. perviridis ‘Saori’ AA TS

‘Hitomi’

‘Shousar’

‘U-IMS’ uu
ssp. chinensis “Youtei’ TS

‘Ryokuyou’

‘Kazue’
ssp. pekinensis ‘Kiraku 70

‘Daifuku’

‘Harutourar’

‘U-cc’ uu
ssp. parachinensis ~ ‘Manamina’ TS

D TU: Tohoku University Brassica Seed Bank, TS: Tohoku Seed Company, UU: Laboratory of

Plant Breeding, Utsunomiya University, Japan.



(2n=20, AA) ® 10 B IO 2 ZFHEH Wi, =~ F (perviridis) 3
RSB, O RT, CBE, FU YA (chinensis) 3 SRR B,
CREBE T, C— L, NZ B A (pekinensis) 3 fhFE A 707, KT, CHFFB K
B LYY A v (parachinensis) 1 fhFfE : “ZHE o H5FH 10 ML, XS
fh—A&K7 (iR, BER) ko TR I, ~7 A (pekinensis) 1 F# :
‘U-CC’, 2~ Y7+ (perviridis) 1 F# : “U-IMS’ O HiE 2 2L, FHE K
TRYHEDEEFPMAEICBDTCERANRBEICLVMERFIN TV RKETDH
% .
FHERFHEDEEFEIMAEHTAOE = — A AT ANIZBNNTINDL OMEY
9 HEmic2 Ry b (B 6cecm) HEEEITV, TO%, EFICHEY 4 5
Ry b (B 12cm) B L, HKMBIC6 5 HEEH (£ 18 cm) ICEMLAER

e Al e

2. MEFE R B L OV 5 R o {F

D. tenuifolia & B. rapa & O OBMHAZH T, HZH LMWK FIEL MW,
EEZHIE, AN 1 BRMOB2RELEZERIC, TOMLXEHBERLERL 2%
BMEE, 20BN 7 0 08 ERNT T BMSH T 21T -7, M F X, Bang
etal. (1996) 2V, FTHEERERBEICKE R 2T, EXHH%® 7 RO T B %
TV 7L, T0%= X — v (w/iv) THEY®, A#EFE 0.5 %Kil FEB S
MY AWK (w/v) T20 MEELSCEII2BHELEABLE. 27V — v X v
FTHRHIZBWTHEKEZHWT, BE I F+HEZ 3 BEHE L 7%, Murashige
and Skoog (MS) % XK £ H1 (Murashige and Skoog, 1962) (Z NZ 7 2 > (0.5g/1)
LA m—R (30 g/1) ZHRMULEABRERmREM (1oml) ZEK L, 25 C,
16 B ETCHEEBLEZ., FEEE»PLN 1 rABKKELNLTERZ 7 U —
NRUFRHNIZBWT 1/2 BEO MS HHisEHELLZARE FmEE#H (Sml) 1T
LERELLE. BREEZE, BRAILKBEELEYSEDEEZT, "—IF=27 4 %
WML 2 SRy PZBM L, M 17 C/HKH 12 CoRBEMEHEIZE T
ERTTAFy /R EBBTEHITCKEY, AFSHEL. oK% 1 BRI LITRD
EHoO—Ar2zO0 By, 3 EMBICRKAEZRYVSI T Z L TIHEALSEL. HAKEZ,
Y OEBFTIC> CIEKSE LT 24707, H _HBEWEDE2EHT 5B T,



R O TE > HMBEE, 001 %2 e FURIK (wiv) 212 L7/ T 48 KR
L, eEaEEMOAHE %L 72, Z oK%, LB ST o R8RS o i
ODRHFE%2 1 » AMIcb =Y B ELMEZ. (cyt-Dt) BCy ¥ O EH TIiX, B. rapa 9
mfEEZEBB E L THVWEEZHRBB LA AN ANFICL 2B EZHIELEIT -
2. £ O% D (cyt-Dt) BC, 7> b (cyt-Dt) BCs HE® O EH IC B 1F 2% # 5 K L 52 M
T, ExhixHwik.

3. R MEBRITB T M E s TR A

BC, #E# 7 b BCs I BT 2 mMiz, 7+ 7 LSS LIEICE-
THZEL, kil iarkBrzrkE L. MO EOAHERMEL R EZ H
ML, i e L TR8-EFrXFUX )Y UVERESELLEY AL E L ITZED
Bz Afv, 4 CT S5 KRHREREIE 2%, Farmer HEKR (=% 7 — v §Flg =
3:1) #2FELEY Uy TITrEyiCEZOoORmBERB L, 4 CT—BLEETLE.
i E SR %2 IN HCL B2 60 CT 7 /ML s L7z Egic, LM
TP 30 U ERBELE. AT A4 R TAETELSBEBEIRLTWVD
M 2% LT 1.0 %MD — I v REE® (wv) X2 “EREZITY, I N—
AT AENT, KFEMHE T (BXS3LED, 4 U v 82, Hiy, HA) THMIKE
Yot (R dr 2 Bl 22 L 7z

BB L0 BCs M O &M I BT 25 K o H o 36 k1T
AL, BT VOO0 EEZHVCTUTOFIETIT o7, 2-3mm B EFWVEND
HEaDMOVHEL, ZoErbfEmBMEMLEL, X774 KT 7 A ERICELIA
g, BEB Y I UV RBERERCCTREA L. TO%, B AN—H T A E T, B
WET BB LE. ROEKITHRER, HoBESATH (MIT), # ZEBEY
HZopH (MI) BXOWMS T2 T 1 HiEHZY 20 Miks B, i
TE EHE L 2.

Welfg h— I a2 AW iER o RaE 2 i il & O MR R E T
i oA LTHEMRMLE. BRLEEFZERILL, 274 FT T A ETHER
Wz Wil 0 — X QB THRAE L. EmRetiE, FBEME T T 1000 #H O
fEhhzgeE L, BELEEBEZHEETiRRE L.



4. 7 /7 X~ DNA #i

M K12 817 5 % D Total DNA % CTAB i# (Doyle and Doyle 1987) Z %t »
THHBHLZE., ERLZEVE (Smm?, 4 BRE) 2, 2.0% CTAB & (w/v) %
SUELEZFa—T7ICAN, MRBARKEE CELZRMBELEL. TO®, TOF 2 —
T CIA #4EL, BOonHE%, LBAKEMB L, ZoMBiKIC 2-7 v 30
—VIZIImT 52 & TS /A DNA ik SH® 7.7 / A DNA |, 1 XTE buffer
WICIAfif & &, RNase T RNA Z B L. it &h7/7=4 / & DNA % 5 &k &
FFCBEANMEL, 20ng/pL I AR TS 2 T —fb L 2.

5. RAPD fi# #7

RAPD (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA) f# #7 (21X, Dream Taq DNA
Polymerase Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific K.K., H 3, HAX) ¥k X O 400 fH O
12-mer 7% 577 4 ~—%> s (CommonA-D, BEX, HE, HAX) #Hun
T PCR %147 - 7. PCR S 1%, Akabaeral. (2009) (29t > T Fi O & k12K
£ L, TaKaRa PCR Thermal Cycle DiceTM (TAKARA BIOINC., &, HAK) IZ
LW PCR #3%4T L. B.rapa 7 ) LDOKRY T 4 T arbua—<w—Hh—&L
<, B. rapa Al T ¥ 2 W 72 7 72 4 ~ — X 7 ( Forward primer; 5’
GTGTTTCTCTTCAACGCCTTTT 3’ , Reverse primer; 5°
CACAAAGAATCCCCACAGATTT 3’, Caietal. 2012) % HH W7 . RAPD f##r iz
Wi bt/ PCR EWMIZ, v —F 4 7 ¥ A4 LIEAEL, IXTBE HET T 2.0%
THe =2V (w/V)IZT 774 L. D%, BEXRUKEIL, Mupid-exU (Mupid
CO., LTD., i, HA) M, 100V T30 #MBRET-7. 7 Hr—R7
NEO01%NTF YT AT YA FER (wv) TREL, FPYIREEE TRE L
7.



- PCR mix @ # X

10X Dream Taq Buffer 1.0 pL

dNTP 2mM each 1.0 pL

Primer 1.0 pL

Template DNA 1.0 pL

DreamTaq DNA 0.1 pL

Polymerase

dH-0 6.0 pL

Total 10.1 pL
PCR % fF

94 C 5 min. 1 cycle

94 C 30 sec.

35 C 30 sec. 45 cycles

72 C 1 min.

72 C 1 min. 1 cycle

6. ¥ — 7 v AR

RAPD fig #7112 L v % &5 7= PCR ¥ % pGEM-T Easy Vector (Promega,
Madison, USA) Z#flw T mrm—rfl, 2="=—% V7 JF (<=7 (T7
promoter primer; 5° TAATACGACTCACTATAGGG 3°, SP6 promoter primer; 5’
ATTTAGGTGACACTATAG 3’, Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, USA) Z H\W T, ¥ A1 L
J Y — /v AN % 1T o 7= (EBurofins Genomics K.K., i, HA). %56z
¥ & 5l % DNAStar (SeqMan) Y 7 b7 =7 THAr L, i 5 % Multiple
Sequence Alignment Parameters (CLC Sequence Viewer 8.0) Y 7 ~ 7 = 7 & H
T, 774X FMRBEZIT o 7.

7. MR AR AT

EHEFoHEOZOIC, W% 48 M oM L %2 H B L, Farmer [ &
POoFE LYy areEryic AR, 4 CTC—BUEBEELE. 0%, EEIH

10



- LN % Milli-Q K T#H#% L, IN NaOH # o FE L=V 7 eI AR,
60 CTH 30 kb HEEZ L, 0.1 %7 =V 7 v —%@EkE (wv) ZHoEL
Y FrericzoLE B L, | R EEEML 2R AL0 7. K<
OB INTEMLARNREZRAT A NI ITALICHEBEL, 20 LI N—T 7 X &<
BE, MM T (BXSIN-33-FL2, AV v %2, Hx, AA) THEBHE O H
MA@l L. BB LEZSORKZELI DI, BlEICIVELATLEKD
WG EMEG L., ERHEZFINLEREOH AT, REMEDLE I LiITdh L
EHb 1S HoORARICEBTDEMELFHFI L (n) ELTHEBLE.

R EEZ BT DO, ZH% 10, 20 3 L 30 B H (Days after
pollination : DAP) O # # B L, Farmer M EW 2z v E LV v 7 v it %
DHREAN, 10 pHEEREIELLHKICI CT—BLU EBEELZ. 10DAP B
KX 20DAP O HE SN TZHFKE, 20 I Z /) — LU —X (90 %, 70 %,
50 %, 30 %) (w/v) ZHELES U FILELICAND Z & TERBMICERL,
FEWALK (k7w o—n: 270 %Dr: Milli-Q K =8:2:1) ZHELEY
PIINEVICEBRINTE R EBITLERALLEEZIT o, BRI N E R
A KNI ITALICHBEL, 2O LTI RN—=TF7 A 2B, MY T vk EMKE
(DIC, BXS53LED, # VU vy N2, Wi, HA) FTTHROBREBE L. £,
30DAP OB E SN HKE, AT A RNTT7AELICHBEL, EEBEME (Leica S6
E, Leica, Wetzlar, Germany) F T L, MO B K 2 8 2 L 7= . B3 =B Iix
Wilmar and Hellendoorn (1967) 2k » T, BRWK K, ~— FHK, A FK, BB
BB O D 5 51248 L -,

1 bV OREERIT, Gon-RAB TR EVEHRKKTCH L &L THE
L7z,

BIEH ERER

1. D. tenuifolia Mif'E % & > B. rapa R # O H ik

D. tenuifolia & B.rapa & OMFT F, MMz FH T 27010, ExhiCX 2B
WA ME% T, M FEIE%EIT » 7= (Fig. 1-1, Table 1-2). D. tenuifolia & B. rapa
3R LY FH (2a~YyF 1 &fl: &Y, Frroo¥ (41 BfE B
WO, N YA 1 R U CCOBROY A > 1 M K E (Mana.) ) (T

11



‘wise[d0jAo vrjofinuay (7 sueaw (3(7-1£9) ‘vdp. g 0} SISSOIINIBQ JAISSIOINS AQ POMO[[0] ‘Pdp.4 *g PUR P1]OfinUd} (] U MIOQ UOIBZIPLIGAY

onouadiaur Aq paonpoid arom syued TN vdps g (3q-149) au], “swuejd TN vdo. g (3-1£9) a3 03 Juawdo[oAap 10J WY dS “[-] 2In3I

WI + VV ‘1T=ug WI + VV ‘Tz=ug

I + VV 1T=ut

WI + VV ‘1T=ug

I + VV ‘1T=ug

8.

0d
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B4 DORXHEMAETICB VT, 341 22 IE 2%, 260 il © 1 F %
BLEMKE, SHoMEREIASGELONE. GO HEEKE HW T, BERZIC
EAL B & OB @R fEMAE 21T 5 Z & T, 4 KD D. tenuifolia MMWE (cyt-
Dt) b O “(FIKMMEF, Y (2n=42) NELNAT. ®IZ, (cyt-Dt) I
“fEE BCI M EEH T 201, ol (cyt-De) 8 “fEKMME F W %
R BICHWY, Borapa9 &f (2~>Y F 3 B 2BV, ‘O&AH, WE’,
Frr Y A3 M CBEA, Rk, LB KON A 3 S 700,
‘K, AFFE K (Haru) ) 2B BICHVWT, EXHICLI2E LML LUK
TZHMEiTol. TORR, 66 KO+ HGELN, THLNDL 25 l{KD (cyt-
Dt) R =% BC, ¥ (2n=31) G bhil. D%, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa %
HaEEHT 2D IC, B0 (cyt-Dt) 3 = 54K BC, # ¥ & B. rapa 3 &
BIO1 2% (2~ F 2 ffl, 1 2H: B, ‘WE, ‘U-IMS B IO
Frr Ut A1 B W) LoERELRXHEEZITY, 36 KD (cyt-Di)
BC, WM EH L2, T H D (cyt-Dt) BCo HH 1T, T T 28-34 KD
LefkzboflikThole. 2T, HHhi (cyt-Dt) BC, H ¥ % 1 B 12 A
W, B.rapa5 ffi (2~> 2 xR0,  BE Frroroy A2 M
WA, I, A~ A 1 S Harw) ZEBBICHVT, BOR L KM
Tolcl A, 21 KOYtEEH D 4 KD (cyt-Dt) BCs ¥ % &> 21 A
R G o, (cyt-Dt) B.rapa % (2n=20) ZFEH T 27201C, 21 KOG
ik %t > (cyt-Dt) BCs; #E¥ 1 HIKk 2 FE B ICH W, B.rapas5 Hf (a2~
T2 cxBY, BE, FrruoVvA 2 B CBW, C—IL'B XA
YA 1 M FHaru’) ZAEHBICH O EER LRZHEIZ L > T BCy 5 BCy
Ro@EEzZEHLE. 0%, (cyt-Dt) BC, Hi¥ % FE + B2, B. rapa 5 i HE
(a~YJF 2 &f: B0, BE, For7o%A4 1 &f: —iL°, ~n7 V¥
A 1 & fE: ‘Haru.” BLX OV A4 1 &ff: ‘Mana.’)) 2B BIC, Th TR
LARMEZAIT W, ML L7 (cyt-Dt) BCs ¥ D 5 Zf Z#{EH L7=. BCs 7 b BCs
HRETDO 145 HEOEMREAERELZFAELZRY, EISNLTZE2TOEDY
KIZE 21 KORBRKREPBEIHL, RMEEKRKEZZALATVWDL ZERRRIN
7= (Table 1-3, Fig. 1-2A). B E# X N7 B. rapa WX, — Y0 KEMNA B

rapa /% & B. rapa ZH EORXHEZRIZE W T, BE@mMIZIEH 50 %D iR T
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Figure 1-2. Cytogenetical characteristics of the

(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL plant. (A) Somatic

chromosome numbers of the root tip of the (cyt-
Dr) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” 2n=21). (B-D)
Chromosome behavior during meiosis of the (cyt-
Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” in metaphase I (10, +
1)) (B), metaphase I1 (10 + 11) (C) and pollen
tetrad stage (D). Scale bars: 10 pum.
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fE S 228, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa WEWMITFEH I 22 o 72 (KM REAKRD
AR R, B aEn bty 4 HRICDODAEVIEEL, B rapa 5 &
DEBmBE L THEHINR T bHEFEND Z &6, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa HE¥MIZH
GO MPEaRoBEEIL, EhBHICLI2EEBCETRL], BrBicl2E8E2TH
HZ NI .

WM k% b > (cyt-Dt) BCs M O W HIFIZ BT 2 21 KoY & K47
HErHOoNICT o0, EhBMEEE R L2/ E, B — iy 2 (MD
R WT 10 Ao Zfli (101) & 1 Ao —fli (1) OLEERIBEI L, F
Booy #hH (MID 1E 10 K& 11 K& R D EGKREICHEE L2 (Fig. 1-2B,
C). ZTNHLORKELL, 10 O YAk B rapa ITHFE L, 1 ff O — iR
B AR IEL D. tenuifolia ZH KT 5 MR ENT-. & 512, (cyt-Dt) BCs HEW
OMyF+HMICEBWTIEFRZ2My -5k L2 &6 (Fig. 1-2D), & L 72
PEBRLME F O FEICITRMBEAEKRIEZTEN, RO FEHOEEREMFAICIEE IR
WZENn I, MEEMFICOWVWTHEEHBULEFRPNEZ o TW 5 ARk
nHEE I T

(cyt-Dt) BCs M O MBIk DO Kk Z W 6 02T 572®IT, 400 FE O 7
YHENT T4 ~—% v &AW T, RAPD f#F % 17 » 7= (Fig. 1-3). D. tenuifolia
T LIk R PCR EMAZMIE TE 5 RAPD 77 4 ~—t v F 2z W< 2p»
¥ L, D.tenuifolia & (cyt-Dt) BCs ¥ ©O M TR L ¥ A4 XD PCR FEWY %
g3 52 & &R L7 (Fig. 1-3). 24 b ® PCR EW N D. tenuifolia 7/ A
CHKT 222 ZEZHLMNIT H72DIC, PCR EPE 7o —=271L, A4 L7 k
V= AT L ESIREEITY, T—F X — XA T bHME R B rapa B
B L, Th bl L (Fig. 1-4). T OfE %R, D. tenuifolia & (cyt-Dt)
BCs Hi® 23\ T B. rapa 7/ LA OMEE S & gL T, 15 GO @EHE & 2
oA ryrTraegl 17T @HoZREFEELEZ. L2 TOERIT, D
tenuifolia & (cyt-Dt) BCg fEM M CTIH@ TH YV, B.rapa &1L R > 7. (cyt-
Dt) BCs HE ¥ 1L, B.rapa i & 8O R LAAMHEEZK WD b, 2T O DNA
i i A% B. rapa \CHIR T DYk LM X 2% T2 L X E 2 1< <, (cyt-Die)
BCs ¥ 1X, D. tenuifolia ZH KT 2R EITM oM REMEEAKREZ AL T
WDHAREME N R S iz, & Z T, D. tenuifolia MM'E % & > D. tenuifolia —
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D. tenuifolia specific RAPD marker —
B. rapa specific marker =

Figure 1-3. PCR analysis using RAPD primer specific for D. tenuifolia. B. rapa

specific marker is a positive control marker of B. rapa genome.
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B. rapa ‘Haru. .
D. tinuifolia l
(cyt-Dr) BC; plants B

B. rapa ‘Haru.” =
D. tinuifolia Tl
(cyt-Dt) BCy plants Tl
B. rapa ‘Haru.”

D. tinuifolia
(cyt-Df) BCg plants ©
B. rapa ‘Haru.”
D. tinuifolia BB
(cyt-Di) BC; plants B

B. rapa ‘Haru.

D. tinuifolia BABER L] EAREECH B BE |
(eyt-D1) BC plants SHNEEEENET REENNESTEE AARNNEAENN 250
B. rapa ‘Haru.’ . lllll.l.l. 298
D. tinuifolia B E COTABRETABRE ]

(cyt-Dt) BCg plants .
B. rapa ‘Haru.’

D. tinuifolia
(cyt-Dt) BCy plants
B. rapa ‘Haru.”

D. tinuifolia
(cyt-Dt) BCy plants
B. rapa ‘Haru.”

D. tinuifolia
(cyt-Dt) BCy plants

Figure 1-4. Alignment of the D. tenuifolia specific band sequences. DNA sequence identity is
indicated by red boxes. 17 changes among the B. rapa, D. tenuifolia and (cyt-Dt) BCg plants

sequences, consisting of 15 substitutions and two indels are indicated by blue boxes.
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WA B. rapa W% % (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL & 4 fHiF, % AR/EHIZ B W THEIM
LERPVLERBEEEROEREZ AT

2. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL H ¥ IC B J 5 LT RE & & 7 R

(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL #i¥MIC B J 2L MBEE BN T 2202, EHOK
el fE R M2 A L. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL #i¥ O L 22 1%, B. rapa W
DfEmEV LT NIC/ARTH > 7= (Fig. 1-5A-D). (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL i
Mo, mnitrz GO/ LML XN ADLNAKE (Fig. 1-5D). B. rapa il
MORHICIE, BEELREHREAE T TBY, FElEY — I VU EAKICE > TEL
Yoo, S L7z (Fig. 1-5E). xt B A2, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fE ¥ @ 35 121%, B 1L
Ml v#F»bfEBEIPHLELT, RISV WVWIERBRAE EN TV
(Fig. 1-5F). L 7= M o T, (cyt-Dt) B.rapa MAL T ¥ o I M B AR (K 12 a8 L T
B 5T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL HEW %, T2 IWCHEE R Z 8T CMS R T
oo, BEROML RN EZELMOILHRBETIL, B.rapa MW L LK L THE 72 &
Vid A BN o 2. (ceyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” O fE +RMEIXH 50 % ThH
W (Fig. 1-5G), ¥*HOMKEKNBELLZI ENRB INT. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL
YO REOCK FAABZFAMAHICERNTIZNEI D EHLMCT D20
(2, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” (2O FE & # T& 5 B. rapa ‘Mana.” % &
Mo L, 7Rt ZFEM L7 (Fig. 1-5H). T O R, B -8 & H U R#K 2 LB
ELTHWELRMMEEE LRKRICHE FRMEIT, 502 Rl b, BX
RAAEMEORBEBIImBD T LW E AL L.

&

3. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL #i ¥ © 1 ¥ & 3 51 82 /I

(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL i W T, BEFREDZIK T LERRKZH L 222 F
%L 7= ®1Z, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL WM O EH 5168 H & & L 7= (Fig. 1-6).
ZDOFE R, B. rapa ‘Haru.” B W TIEF LA L ORMBKIIIEmME 25 L7 (Fig.
1-6A). — J7, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” 28 W T Mo KWERIZEHE
asol L, Mo ITFEI Lo (Fig. 1-6B). B. rapa ‘Haru.” TIlX, {E
WM& 2@ L mERRIX 83.8 %& ok L7722, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” T

X, 49.3 %% i~ L 7= (Fig. 1-6C). (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL Hi ¥ O 1t ¥ & 5l 88 5
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Figure 1-5. Flower organ morphology and fertility of the (cyt-Df) B. rapa MAL plant. (A-D)
Floral morphology of the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’ (left) and the (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.’
(right). (E) Fertile pollen grains of the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’. (F) Sterile pollen grains of the
(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.’. Scale bars: 5.0 mm in (A-D), 50 um in (E, F). (G) Seed setting
rates in sib pollination of the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’ (white) and the (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL
‘Haru.” X the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’ (grey). (H) Seed setting rates in the euplasmic B. rapa
‘Haru.” X the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Mana.’ (white) and the (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” X the
euplasmic B. rapa ‘Mana.’ (grey). The data show as means £ SD, n = 10. Significant differences

(p <0.001) between the euplasmic B. rapa line and the (cyt-Df) B. rapa MAL are indicated by *.
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Figure 1-6. The pollen tube attraction ability of the (cyt-Dr) B. rapa MAL
plant. (A) Pollen tubes in sib pollination of the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’.
(B) Pollen tubes in the (cyt-Df) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” X the euplasmic B.
rapa ‘Haru.’. Arrows indicate the ovules with attracted pollen tube.
Arrowheads indicate the ovules without attracted pollen tube. Scale bars: 50
um. (C) Rates of ovules with attracted pollen tube in sib pollination of the
euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.” (white) and the (cyt-Df) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” X
the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.’ (grey). (D) Rates of ovules with attracted
pollen tube in the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Haru.” X the euplasmic B. rapa
‘Mana.’ (white) and the (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” X the euplasmic B.
rapa ‘Mana.’ (grey). Significant differences (p < 0.001) between the
euplasmic B. rapa and the (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL are indicated by *.
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BT 2BEFEFAAMEHEOEELERA LI, oW BERE TH 25 B. rapa
‘Mana.” Zz BB & L THWERMEMEAG M EFH oI 25 M L7 (Fig.
1-6D). TR, HELZHFSI LMWK FEIL 446 %2~ L, FETB EHLFK
MaltBHBREL THWERHEMAGE EHULEZZ b EBRATAE MO E X
FEHFIZHLBWEFEMLE., b0 Z b, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fi ¥ O &
TRMEOK TIZ, MEORHICIERELFI T DA 20 L) F 4B
LTws |, MEErRREL L.

4. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fE ¥ O & 3 =

(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL M IC B W T ZHEBEICKEEARA R LS T EZ T 0%
o223 %7 HIi, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.’ (2 38\ T K ER R & 83
HEHE AZ WA L7 (Fig.1-7). B. rapa ‘Haru.” OB KW E R 1T, A%k 10 H B,
20 HH B XU 30 HH (Days after pollination : DAP) TH 79.5 %% # B L 7=
(Fig. 1-7A). — J, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ‘Haru.” O B KR ER £ X, K 45.2 %
R~ L, B.rapa ‘Haru.” O 50%DEAZ#HBL L. £, KB LELETORK
T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ¥ & B. rapa W TIE RKKEERO K& S ICHE R
EENBONR P D, TR LULEKRWEKOITEAENmF ORI THR
< &b 30 HIEIFEELFITZZ EDRB I 4L, 10 DAP, 20 DAP 5 X U 30 DAP
B WTHOREEREZ S5 DO 7 7 RIZHhH L (Fig. 1-7B-1). (cyt-Dt) B.
rapa MAL ‘Haru.” (28 J 5 R % #E X, 20 DAP I B\ T B. rapa ‘Haru.” & L&
LThTNICEERIEL R LN, 30 DAP ® R ¥ X, B. rapa ‘Haru.” D ik #
ol LHLLEZ., D0 ENS, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL #1285\ T
ZHELENETORKITIEFICRELEZ ENTIBIN, THLEMKWEIZ, K
R TIC2ba T R L. DF Y, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL il ¥ o F 1 Fa
DR T, MEOKLEHENIEMELFI CERVWVERIERT LI E R INTE.
L 722 o 7T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL W ¥ IZ I\ T K #% B F CIix 7 < &K Al k&
, BROEHICE G T 2203 ERY, HEREBERO R ICE DT
MEFIRE DO K IMMB L I .

(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fE ¥ o MEER M 71X, BE@mMICZIEn=10<& n=11 0
HAoHT22 MEORAKRKICHBT 2, MMEERARMEETRL, 2TCoBRITE

&
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\Z D. tenuifolia CH R T 2R MERAKELE LS, 2n =21 52 &b, M
At ix, 8% 6 < D. tenuifolia KR O PR MPEEKRICHEET HEMLE FI2E 5T
WR SN D& NRE SN (Fig. 1-8).

B4 8 EBE

SEIEREWITEBVWT,CMS R EDRENAMNIEEZES T 270 ICHRE
[H] 28 #e 23 47 > 4L (Budar and Berthomé 2007), #1127 7 7 T R EH I B W T £
UL kk B ERE L oo FEJE ) 22 ME S AT b 7z (Matsuzawa et al. 1996). T H D%
R7aDFGICEy, MBMICE T 2 ZMEATEMIC X > THRE%NROMEH DK E
rEST L0z, TOHROERRE LXHECIEW TEETZMRBERKZH LR
WHEBMOZHEMAEERNGFEET D ENHS ME 7 o7 (Kaneko and Bang
2014). Bl 21X, (cyt-Ma) B. rapa Z# 1T, BEEHBB I N N EFRLICEE D
rmma v AEFEBR LILEET LS LN REMBERKELHE LT, M arvensis
DERIKYT /) 5L B orapa OEYT 7 A0 RKFAEMENRE Lz (Tsutsui et al.
2011). REIZEB W T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa 5% O EH % & & 7= 28 (Fig. 1-1, Table
1-2), REMBERKENLE LN T, D. tenuifolia |2 H K T 2 KNG A IK % & FF
3% (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL W% © » »" 4% 5 7= (Table 1-3, Fig. 1-2, 1-3).
D. tenuifolia B J 57 /) LT — X —RFMHEEINLTWRN LD, BN
POERORTEICIEEDL o772, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ¥ 12 B\ T, (cyt-
Dt) BCs #ii#) (2n=21) ® 1 HAEZHE 78 & L CHWREEKERE L RMIC LD,
BERP/MEH SN bR —ORMBEARKPIEEINLTLERIBINTZ. £ 2
T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fEi#¥) & B. rapa Z# & OXZBITE W T, {EKHEFH I
rHAELLLL A, DMK ZkEST MBS TR AAREZ KRS D
— 5, ke EzRFEL R VEREE® FITME ARSI EE TR

SN (Fig. 1-6). Z O LT X T 5 7 508 ANIZERKT 5 MR R E
Z Ak OMEME R e P (Cytoplasmic female sterility : CFS) & E®# L, (cyt-Dt) B.
rapa HEMIZEHB WV T EREMIBEERMKIZ, CFS 1T XL > TIEH ST, D. tenuifolia

WHXT 2 MPEEAIERDN, CFS ZRmiRT 527D HETHL I ENRRBINT.
(cyt-Dt) B. oleracea % # X° (cyt-Dt) R. sativus F %, fFHBEEIZE W T
MEPE AR Fa N A LN T, BC, HRICEBWTHEHEMRERKLZIEH S NE —F
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Figure 1-8. A model for understanding seed formation

in the (cyt-Df) B. rapa MAL plant. Ovules having the
additional chromosome (n=11) can attract pollen tube,
while the other ovules without additional chromosome

(n=10) cannot attract one.
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(£ 1 2016, Bangetal. 2003), (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL Hi# (X, CFSIC & v %
BEMBERENMEHR SN Aol Z b, M—BOFT AT FXTH ) L0OEA
EFRALZCL DD DLT, BF V208 EBEHNERICE s TEETMBE R K OME
HAREEAEFT 2 AWALNERo. BmMICIE 2 HADORELRHIC
THEBRMPER I ND D (ML 1991b), (cyt-Dt) B. rapa &t O 1F H 12 kv T,
BC, R CTIXImMBPEEEOPENZ ST, D tenuifolia |2 WK T 5 #E K 0k
Mgk 23 2M@EKDHBH LT (Table 1-2). BC, R IZB T 2 B4 &
KoBENRBEROVERKIE, Z7 7 2NOBBESEBON GO R ICk RN
HEZRXONDN, BT ) LA ANTRT T A0 A N0 b EEER
ET I EBRFIBENTE. T 6O LD, D. tenuifolia O A NIT X T 7 ) A
X, B. oleracea =° R. sativus D7 ) Lt e is R+ —J T, B. rapa DK
g hEFTAMEEEZRL, ZOAAMEEETRRT DX, AT RT T L
RUUEBICHRT 2B MBECEORFERIEDE RBE I NI
(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL HEMIZ B W TIHEBMEFIHFB L OB RKEKIZ, 1 Kb
0K S0%E AL, WMMBEAGKRZAEL TR WKRERIT, EHEFSI 6N %2 XKW
LTW2dZERRBINTZ. (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fEMIZB W TIEF E A EDIE
KRR I1X, 30 DAP THAMICHE = L 7= (Fig. 1-7A, 1). T b D &b,
(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL W ¥ O REEIZ B W TIRM P A K % DBk T E# I
R ENBAL, MR AERE LR VWIRERIT, EMEEBERERH TR &R
W, (cyt-Dt) B.rapa MAL W O 1 b7V O AR 238 FHITIKFLEE
R E N, AETIE, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ¥ O K ¥ 0 Wk BN IEHE %
FolTE ARV EEBL ML (Fig. 1-6), WRMEAEKIZEREF 3 IcmE
EEETLIEZT TR, MEEBTFERCESTS2WREERD L. Th bz B
52T D7 I, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL HE ¥ @ ¥ %% o M M BB (K 28 5 2 K~ 4
THHIDERETILERSDL. FF /Al a—FRERTWVW5EE£L O F b
Jax7F R vE—hK(PPR) ¥ U RXITEIZX, ANVITXTFTT ) Aica—FanT
WLEBEBMETORBAEFEG T L LB BN TEBY (Lurin et al. 2004),
Arabidopsis 128\ TW << 220 ® PPR B+ 0N MHEEEIZAATXREIND
(Cushing et al. 2005). Z ® Z & 56, D. tenuifolia ® A )V T % 7 7 7 LI %t
J& 4 % PPR & fx ¥ 1%, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL Wi O RN KIcH KT 27
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JAhlZa—RaIhTWwWsa@Endbbv, 20 PPR B F28HKT 52 & T, 4
KMEANTXT T ) AP IRMBECKRKIZERT IR FICL-,TED X ITHE S
TP LNICRD EHFIND.

B. rapa B W T I FIFERhEGRBAEAERRKOANTRTF ) 228 AT S
T, REMBE CMS RN IEH S A (Yamagishi and Bhat 2014), Ff
FTRMEDCIKT, EFEBEES LR 7oL 22 Y0 F, WEOMETFEESCHEDIK
DEBIEEZBZK I TAREERNALND O EMMR CMS RN RLH S
AT\ 72 v (Hinata and Konno 1979, Prakash and Chopra 1988, Matsuzawa et al.
1999, ZHK b 2017). (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fE¥ 1L, 7 v o v AR AL T IE
WICAEBFET D CMS FfThote. WHFHITEBWTER NSy F2FKL KL
2N (Fig. 1-2D), o s WREARAEOLEHR N AL LN Z L 5 (Fig. 1-5F),
(cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL ¥ 1%, /Ml FRER MR ERR & 2D BEMENFaME X A
T TChDHENRIBEINT. LN o T, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL K ¥ 1%, B. rapa
DT 7 DI MBEaEoEEREICEETIRIERNFE2EAT 25 LT, B
rapa \ZB T 5H F1r O FAEAEICH YO D CMS KR & L THIfFIND.
ME~OHFARBEEFOEANT, BESRIICBTLI2RB GG EZR TR LET D
v, AR AKRSTEITRRD T 2O BRFEACEBWWTENNR FIET
o %5 (Namai 1987). T O HEANFEIFZLEICERE SN TE Y, 6 21F,D. catholica,
M. arvensis F 72 1% Trachystoma ballii O #MIE % H > B. juncea CMS i ¥ 12 %f
TOHRENTNLOAAT X TS ) AEEBICHEKLESY ) Alca—FahTnb
ml 1 & s 1%, B. juncea &£ TN ENDO A NT X T 5 7 LM HEM O&EE 7 H#R
ZIC k> THAShE (Kirtietal. 1997, Prakasheral. 1998, Pathania et al.
2003). F£ 7, R. sativus MIE % b D B. oleracea HZHDOIEHITE W T, i
RLULZHECTETZERRMEERTRMEIC LY Pl Sz (McCollum 1979), R K ¥
£ (Banneroteral. 1974) B X O WEE O KB O F M (McCollum 1981) (2 &
> CEH SN/, & 51T,B. oleracea — Y2 K IR N R. sativus FR#HIZ B W T,
MrICHMHERERAT 2L TCHEBEFEACAARGAERTH 2 MM REHKD
HEZHmESEL (&£F5 1992). B~ CMS KR O R MICHE > U X7 & #&
3 572 ®iz, (cyt-Dt) B.rapa CMS H#iT, 3 FIFR7 7ue—F%2HWNT
FHT 2 HLEND 5.
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UbkoZ &int, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL fE 12 3 W T HEMEER AR + O ¥ 0 &
N REE L L, L EAN T RT S ARMEEB KO B — OB %A K
kv AEGFETLIEEH NI LE., REEX, 77 7 FREHBICEYTES
AEFANTXTHF )Mo xr =7 PHEHRECEBEZRETHNRAZND
THREL .
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g2 E
Diplotaxis erucoides MM E % b 2 Brassica napus \Z BT %
HEEARREEHEORE

18 RS

e W THBRIRZHIZ, BARTCELRICEIZ —BMWRBESZTHY, ¥
LhWwo a2 7ot axRAESYE, HOERZBEX LB+ L /I
528k, Mo EARICEZEREKEE M S5 (Leflonetal. 2006). 5 H T
, YO EBAZE R LEEHE~CH 22X 2 2012, fEFEZHELH
WHZET, EBRBAMMNORERFNAMEE OB AR REEEHRAKREOMELRN
k51 TWwWab (Kaneko and Bang 2014) .

ML, Z<OBEMAEHEDICE Y CTHELOEE TE Z Y (Cuieral. 2006, De
Smet et al. 2013, Weiss-Schneeweiss et al. 2013), BL{E CTIXBIEMEH © 30-35 %
FEEEME E S bR TWD (AL 1992). FHIFTYF / A EICERE R
FL, A EICEMATERNWSY ) AE R %4 L (Leitch and Leitch 2008,
Zhang et al. 2015), ¥ 12, BEMFEAAIT, 2AKFTHEMRBE LI OCEE TR OM
R EDT ) LR ST ) LOX A FT I v I REBERICIsTHEEIEINDA
A FA~AME, MFREOHRBIOEH~OEIMERLEDODHN A Z b6 T
(Tonosaki et al. 2016). I M Hb - XM EMEELICBT2ET VY & L
T Brassica napus L. 28 J5 < W 5 4L T % (Rieseber and Willis 2007, Cheung
et al. 2009, Kagale et al. 2014).

B. napus (AACC, 2n=38) IX, B. rapa (AA), B. nigra (BB), B. oleracea (CC),
B. juncea (AABB) ¥ X O B. carinata (BBCC) ¢t HlZHEDO=AFET VIZEL
(U 1935), B.rapa (2n=20) & B.oleracea (2n=18) [ o f i & 4 12 & » T,
| BHERMOLBGHEBH TR SN REBEEBEY TH 5 (Xiong et al.
2011, An et al. 2019). B. napus 1%, SEMH, EXHABLIORERZ & L 2 #H
RERMBAEH S NS E LB, HARAMICHRE SN TV DR EE 2N EME - E
o1 > THY (Havlickova et al. 2017), AKELHEO L BN REZ L H 7 7
A PV AT 42 —var TORMEPHFHF SN TWD (Lacalle er al. 2018).
BEe& SN B onapus B W T, REMBBEAENEORFMOMAMALL 22 L0 Es
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FRBICEELRITTZEAREINT WD (Gaetaeral. 2007), 2EMHFHK
tWieB T 2ANTRT T ) AR MEGRE~KRITTEZETIZILAEMON TR
AR

Diplotaxis erucoides (L.) DC. (2n =14, DeDe) I, Brassica # ¥ 12T #% T
&» W (Pradhan et al. 1992, Vyas et al. 1995, Lysak et al. 2005, f& I 2013),
RUA by —Anugy PELTHFBBEREZFTLIZCEIEREIRLRTWVD
(Sans and Masalles 1994, Richard et al. 2006). F£ 7=, D. erucoides 1%, 7 7
TIHRMEMIZL - THERETHLI2ASWHSBAHAR L LI T 28 N MELZ S
H (Garg et al. 2007), D. erucoides O A NV H 37 %7 7 AiX, B. juncea (Malik
etal. 1999, M 5 2016), B.rapa (IWH S 2010, Pengetal. 2015) £ X O B.
oleracea (Fujitaetal. 2018) (Z#E A9 5 Z & Tl fa & MM A Fa Pk (Cytoplasmic
male sterility : CMS) % & % L7=. L2 L, B. napus 2B W CTHEME TR %2 5~ L
(Ringdahl et a/. 1987, BEH & 2015), WM —FOF VAT XRTF 5 7 A&xEHEANLIE
bbb T, 75 20BN ERICE s THEMEEBEEOXRB B R RS Z
LIRS N T

CMS I, 7/ rica—FanTwa Rt EERTFEI b R T 5
AlZa—FINTVWLIHEMEARAREBETFTOARAMAICEL > T, EFZ2HEREEL D DI
ki B CE R 5B TH Y (Chase2007), mNIZB T DHI F=a R
T A DRIRERK OB FE TR M S S Ak L
HxZ7 5 7 Ao AICHNKT 5 (Table 2-1, Kubo and Newton 2008, Rieseberg
and Blackman 2010). 7 7 7 7 ®RE®WIC B T 2 MBI, ML XOLEEITH 5 4
MOHEPOHERINDIH O TIEL I, TEHEMENBESHE R TS
Ty, BIZARTF, WKL~ DT D T T T FREHL DO CMS X, B oD
HKEFNEOBRBLEZOSFHREICESHT, EHERERBMICIERERE L R DX
A7, MRFRHMBEBERBICEEARLRDZ A 7B X0 /T KB IZ 3 E
ABELR DA TD3 ORI A FITHHI N TV S (Yuand Fu 1990).

bRV TS Al RENTWALE A =T ) —F 4T T L — A
108 (orfl08) X, D.erucoides ® AN H X T 47 ) 5%t D B juncea 28 W T
FE s CMS #8584 5 KEMRF ToH Y (Ashutosh et al. 2008), D.

erucoides, B. oxyrrhina 3 X 0" Moricandia arvensis # &1 2% << O 7 7 7 F & o
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W CHEAMICHRFESIN TWD (Kumaretal. 2012). B. oxyrrhina ¥ £ O° M.
arvensis DA N T R 75 ) ANEHE NI L B. juncea WM IZ B W T, CMS I,
R ha Y RNYU TS AICHFEL ATP R D o V7 2=y FO X NI H
a— RT3 5 atpl £ HEGE T D5 orfl08 12K > TH7= b &b —J (Ashutosh
etal. 2008), TORMEEEIX, Y ) ACHEELXVZ P axXTF R E—
F(PPR) ¥ U XU B % a— RT H&BZxonhbrRMREIEELSFICE > T orflos
m7merrr7rshbdZLTbib S5 (Naresh er al. 2016). L 2L, D.
erucoides ® X b3 N U T 57 ) LAIZHKT D orfl08 O 53 THEMN &0 X 5 I
CMS ICHEET 20 IFEH LTI TR,

KE TIX, D.erucoides DA NIRRT 7 7 5% b D B. napus HEWIT W\ THE
PEfetELEE L2 FHELEHOLNICT 272OIC, D. erucoides O A VT X7
77 & b D Brassica BT B D MEVE R AR K o 38 R o A Rk e ) B85,
M O BB X O orflos O+ EZFAE L -

B2 HEH MBBIOLE
1o R B & A F & A

e A B X, D. erucoides, B.rapa3 ‘M 7Fh, B.oleracea3 T, B. napus 1

¥ L O D. erucoides O A NI 757 7 A (cyt-De) W& N Z 7 B. rapa 3
#, B.oleracea3 % #t, B. napus1l FHHt B L O B. junceal F# % M Wiz (Table
2-2).

D. erucoides 1, HIKRET 77 F Ry — R A7tk TRItSNTE. F
72, B.rapa3 M DO NT B A (pekinensis) ‘K&, F 2 7 % A (chinensis)
L B LW a~ Y S (perviridis) ‘B 0V’ L B.oleracea 1 fhfE D ¥ x X
Y (capitata) “ W X, XSt P —F 271k > TSN, B oleracea 2
o — v (acephala) “HH 7 — N BILOX ¥ XY (capitata) “FHE TV T
Y, vEx (A, BAR) ko TR SN, B onapus1 FH ‘BN 502’
i, FHERTFRFHEDEREFZHAEICBVTRMALEICL D MR ST

HHRMTHD.

A#ETHWI (cyt-De) B. rapa 21X, Wl S (2010) & X 0 fEH &7z (eyt-
De) B.rapa R #IZ B.rapa9 R # % 7 BR LRXHEIT > 72 BCy R D 9 R H
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Table 2-2 Plant materials in Chapter 2.

Cytoplasm Genus Species Subspecies lines or cultivar ~ abbreviation Source ! Reference
Euplasmic Diplotaxis  erucoides DeDe TU
Brassica rapa ssp. pekinensis  ‘Daifuku’ AA TS
ssp. chinensis ‘Kazue’ TS
ssp. perviridis ~ ‘Saor?’ TS
oleracea  ver. acephala ‘Aojiru-kale’ CcC Us
ver. capitata ‘Hatsukoi’ TS
‘Nakatekanran’ uUs
napus ‘BN 502’ AACC uu
D. erucoides  Brassica rapa ssp. pekinensis  ‘Daifuku’ AA S 2010
ssp. chinensis ‘Kazue’
ssp. perviridis ~ ‘Saor?’
oleracea  ver. acephala ‘Aojiru-kale’ CcC Fujita et al . 2018
ver. capitata ‘Hatsukoi®
‘Nakatekanran’
napus ‘BN 502’ AACC JHEH 5 2015
juncea ‘UBJ-11 AABB JEH & 2016

D TU: Tohoku University Brassica Seed Bank, TS: Tohoku Seed Company, US: Utane Seed

Company, UU: Laboratory of Plant Breeding, Utsunomiya University, Japan.
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MOLEFEFEND 1 ZHET DD 3 RH Th 5 (Fig.2-1). £7-,(cyt-De) B. oleracea
R #IX, Fujitaetal. (2018) 12 X W EH &+ 7= (cyt-De) B. oleracea % it T B.
oleracea 4 %% 1 IR LAXMEZIT o7 BCs R D 4 ZTH2rH 3 FHMEHW
7= (Fig. 2-2). (cyt-De) B. napus S 1L, #EH 5 (2015) i L v fFH &7z (cyt-
De) B. napus % # |2 B. napus 5 2% 3 BWKE LM %17 > 7~ BCs kD 5 %
b 1 R#EE MW (Fig. 2-3). (cyt-De) B. juncea R 1%, BEMH S (2016)
TRV EH E e (cyt-De) B. juncea R # T B. juncea 12 FR# & 2 [ K L 23 4
4T - 7= BCs LD 12 ZH» 5 1 FHHEH W (Fig. 2-4).

FWERFHEDERFMAEAEFTAOE = — L T ZRNITEB W T B. oleracea
e 7 A TR, ooy 77 FREEMEE 9 H ERiC2 58y M (6
cm) WCHEMEITV, Tk, EFICHEVE Ry b (£ 12cm) B L, &K
K 6 S HEBEM (B 18cm) ICEMLAEFT S H .

2. %% E O MR 8l 5

FEXEOEHNSHK 2.0-10.0 mm D AEFE Z R L, FAA B E# (formalin :
acetic acid: ethanol = 1:1:18) ZHE L T E I , R &,
4 CT—MHULELEELEL. BESALAEAELZERTLI FAI LIt ¥ ) — v
Jy—X (50 %, 70 %, 90 %, 95 %, 100 %) (v/v) ZmiELEZENEh O
T I BITL, BRI LE AT o2, BAK I N TZIEE A Technovit
7100 resin (Heraeus, i, HA) THNBIL2RBERKRZPELLES TV E
CBITL, 4 CTAhARC LS 7T PHEBREMBEERLM 2T o, EAMK (RE
W oo b A = 15:1) /4y L7 CRYO DISH No.1 (SHOEI WORK'S CO.,
LTD, &, BAR) NIZHBEE#®RINWLEEFELZ2HED, BERITBWVWT AT T 4L
2 (Pechiney Plastic Packaging Inc., Chicago, USA) # H W THEF L, #J&
ULl 20k, XEAICWOVMAT FY 27 Leallilp 2 Leica RM2255
(Leica, Wetzlar, Germany) % T 4.0 um ® &) ff % E® L, milli-Q K %
i T LIeATA RTTAECHELZ®, U EaA 74 P77 A RLICHEAFSE
L0 60 CICRRELZERSG ETRBRSEL. Uit 1.0 b7
V=B (wiv) THREL, RFYBEMEFTHOMBE 2B 2 L. A% ERK
B 1%, Sanders et al. (1999) & KTk E L 7.
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Fy

BC,

BC,

BCG,

B. rapa line

Diplotaxis erucoides chinensis ‘NWB-cc879’

2n= 14, DeDe =20, AA

«— Embryo rescue

« Diploidization using 0.1% colchicine solution treatment

ey B. rapa line
(cyt-De) amphidipoloid plants ‘NWB.cc879’
2n= 34, DeDeAA 2n=20, AA

«— Embryo rescue

B. rapa 2 lines
(cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants pekinensis ‘kiraku 70°
perviridis ‘kyouusyuu 60’
2n= 27, DeAA
2n =20, AA

B. rapa 9 lines
(cyt-De) B. rapa plants pekinensis ‘Daifuku’, ‘kiraku 70°, ‘Harutourai’
2n=20, AA

(L 5 2010)

chinensis ‘Kazue’, ‘Ryokuyou’, ‘Youtei’

perviridis ‘Saori’, ‘Shousai’, ‘Hitomi’

2n=20, AA

“«— — — — «— «— X

(cyt-De) B. rapa 9 lines
‘Daifuku’, ‘kiraku 70°, ‘Harutourai’
‘Kazue’, ‘Ryokuyou’, ‘Youtei’

‘Saori’, ‘Shousai’, ‘Hitomi’

2n =20, AA

Figure 2-1. Scheme for development to the (cyt-De) B. rapa lines derived from L © (2010).

(cyt-De) means D. erucoides cytoplasm.
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F,

BC,

BC,

BC,

BC

B. oleracea 8 lines
acephala ‘ Aojiru-kale’, gemmifera “U-M1’,
gongyloides ‘U-KR1’, ‘U-KW1’,
2n= 20, AA capitata ‘Hatsukoi’, ‘Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’, ‘Youshin’

(cyt-De) B. rapa BC, plant

2n=18,CC
«— Diploidization using 0.1% colchicine solution treatment

B. oleracea 6 lines
(cyt-De) amphidipoloid plants ‘Aojiru-kale’, ‘U-M1’, “U-KR1’,
‘U-KW1’, ‘Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’
2n= 38, AACC

¢ 2n= 18, CC
B. oleracea 8 lines

(cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants ‘Aojiru-kale’, ‘U-M1’, ‘U-KR1’, ‘U-KW1’,
‘Hatsukoi’, ‘Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’, “Youshin’

2n =28, AAC
¢ 2n= 18, CC
B. oleracea 4 lines
(cyt-De) B. oleracea plant ‘Aojiru-kale’, ‘Hatsukoi’
18, CC ‘Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’
il 2n=18,CC
(cyt-De) B. oleracea 4 lines B oleracea 4 lines
‘Aojiru-kale’, ‘Hatsukoi’
2n=18,CC X | “Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’
(Fujita et al. 2018) ¢ 2n=18, CC

(cyt-De) B. oleracea 4 lines
‘Aojiru-kale’, ‘Hatsukoi’
‘Nakatekanran’, ‘Koiji’

2n=18, CC

Figure 2-2. Scheme for development to the (cyt-De) B. olercea lines derived from Fujita et al.
(2018).
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F,

BC,

BC,

BCs

B. oleracea line

-De) B. s pl
(cyt-De) B. rapa BC; plant ‘Nakatekanran’

2n= 2
n=20, AA 2n=18,CC

« Diploidization using 0.1% colchicine solution treatment

s B. napus line
(cyt-De) amphidipoloid plants % BN 502°

2n= 38, AACC
B. napus 5 lines

(cyt-De) B. napus plants ‘BN 350°, ‘BN 502°, ‘BN 508°,
X | BN 509, ‘BN 510",

2n= 38, AACC

2n= 38, AACC
2n= 38, AACC

v

(cyt-De) B. napus 5 lines B. napus 5 lines

‘BN 350°, ‘BN 502°, ‘BN 508°,

2n= 38, AACC ‘BN 509°, ‘BN 510°,

X
(EEH & 2015) v 2n= 38, AACC

v

(cyt-De) B. napus 5 lines
‘BN 350°, ‘BN 502°, ‘BN 508’,
‘BN 509°, ‘BN 510°,

2n= 38, AACC

Figure 2-3. Scheme for development to the (cyt-De) B. napus lines derived from BEH o (2015).
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B. nigra lin
» (cyt-De) B. rapa BC; plant y ‘I\rlliljgl’%’ ¢

2n= 20, AA
2n= 16, BB

«— Diploidization using 0.1% colchicine solution treatment

S B. juncea line
F, (cyt-De) amphidipoloid plant % “UBI-11°
2n= 36, AABB 2n= 136, 5
. B. juncea line
(cyt-De) B. juncea plants URI-11

BC, 2n=36, AABB | | 20=36,AABB

v

(cyt-De) B. juncea line B. juncea 12 lines

2n =36, AABB X ‘UBJ-1" ~ ‘UBJ-12’
BG, (EH 5 2016) il 2n= 36, AABB
(cyt-De) B. juncea 12 lines
‘UBJ-1" ~ ‘UBJ-12°
B 2n =36, AABB

Figure 2-4. Scheme for development to the (cyt-De) B. juncea lines derived from FEH © (2016).
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3. HEMERR M 0 B s Bk K
fEhfatrzHErErmis LOEMEATRZ T 2 EHELREELLTCHVWE., 1 M
Koy 3 fEF»rbxzn T 1 fExkllL, BN EROBEL XEZXT7 A4 FH
TALWH FLE 1.0 %EEBEY — I @@ (wv)ico g, Bk a el .
R IE, RFEME T T 1,000 HohizBEds itk THEBL
. B ShEfEMEE AT 2K R TRoMK S L THoEL, K
MEEINTVWRWEEREDOEMEZ AT 5EWKEZEERTOEIKL LT
S LT, i, 40-60 hOEMBRELEFTOIMYEE EARAROBEYIK L B
L, 90 x#x 2ttt s T oMW ELHENROMMIE L R LI
HEHEREOEBBGRAMITOZDIC, FPARBIOCEETROMM KL A =
rErnzholthRErs AT 2K L O LZHEITHERNL .

4. PCR fi# #r

PCR T 24T 9 72012, H 1 ELEAKOLTIE (F 1 & MBBIOFHE 4.
77 5 DNA ithz &) &b ¥/ 5 DNA i L7z, PCR f##71X, Dream
Taq DNA Polymerase Kit 8 X O orfl08 ¥ R W 7 7 4 ~ — T orfl08 F1 -
orfl08_R2 (Table 2-3, Kumar et al. 2012, Naresh etal. 2016) % f\, TaKaRa
PCR Thermal Cycle DiceTM 2 X W fiE#r L7=. o547 PCR EMIX, F 1 &0
FHiE(FE 1 ® MBS EXOFIE 5.RAPD T 2 2 ) & A o J ik T8 K kB
AT o T2

- PCR mix O #H ik

10X Dream Taq Buffer 1.0 uL
dNTP 2mM each 1.0 uL
Primer 1.0 pL
Template DNA 1.0 pL
DreamTaq DNA 0.1 pL
Polymerase

dH,0 6.0 pL
Total 10.1 pL
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Table 2-3. Primers used in Chapter 2.

Purpose Primer Sequence

Direct sequence orfl108_F1 CTTGCAGACCTACTCGGAAC
orfl08 _R2 GACCGATCTCATCCACTTGAAA

5'RACE orf108 5SRT 781 5 'phosphorylation CACGTCTTTGCTCGT
orfl108 S1 592 GAATGGCCTTGAATCTTGAG
orfl08 Al 422 GATTCGTTAGTTCCGCAGCT
orfl08 _S2 694 TGGATGTTCCCGCGGGAAAG
orfl108 _A2 361 AAGGAGGAATACCGCTTTAG

Real Time RT-PCR  orf108 F8 ACGGAGTGAAGCTGTCTGGA
orfl08 RS TGGTGCTGTAAAAGGCGTTG
atpl F2 TGCCGCTCAGTTGAAAGCTA
atpl R2 TTCTGTCAGCCTTGCACCTC
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- PCR 4 1%

94 C 3 min. 1 cycle
94 C 30 sec.

60.4 C 30 sec. 35 cycles
72 C 30 sec.

72 C 1 min. 1 cycle

5.TA 7 m—=r 278 XW7 7 2 I F DNA #li i
FastGene GEL/PCR Extraction Kit (NIPPON Genetics Co., Ltd, ¥ %, H X)
WXV 7 PCR #E¥W % pGEM-T Easy Vector ([Z#i A L 72 1%, Competent
Quick DH5a (TOYOBO CO., LTD., KB, HA) TH % & &, NucleoSpin Plasmid
EasyPure (MACHEREY-NAGEL GmbH & Co. KG, DUren, Germany) % fl \» T

72 A FDNA & LTCTHIHELZE.

6. > — v A fRH
FastGene GEL/PCR Extraction Kit (T X W . X7 PCR EEMEF-137 7 &
S FDNAWKEODYWT Y —4 v 2B %47 o 7= (Eurofins Genomics K.K.). & &b 1

7- ¥ Bl %] % DNAStar (SeqMan) ¥ 7 b7 = 7 TN L, £ b % ClustalW
7 b7 =7 (DNA Data Bank of Japan) Z HH W T7T 7 4 A » MLE %217 - /2.

7. RNA #iH
1t % @ Total RNA % RNeasy Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) % f \» T
HEE L, DNasel (Thermo Fisher Scientific K.K., R HE, B X)) Z2HWwW<T, #

L DNA = B L 7.

8. orfl08 THIRICEKB T 5 7 vk v v VL@ DIREE
Kuhn and Blnder (2002) ZftVv, I ha v FRU T 5 7 Aica— I TWb
orfl08 DESBEHEWMIZ BT 5 5 KimDOEF®RE ZIT 5 7= HIZ, 5-Full RACE
Core Set (TAKARA BIO INC., W&, HA) MM L. orfl08 IZFH RN T
74 ~—%g# L (Table2-3), — PCR B XN PCR X, hZEh DT 7
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A~ — X 7 orfl08_S1.592 - orfl08 Al 422 # X U8 orfl08_S2 694 -
orfl08 A2 361 *H W/, R PCR EWM%Z TA /7 v —=v7 1L, ¥4 L7 k¥
— T AT EAT oo B oo RS 2 DNAStar Y 7 b U =7 TEMN L,
Z 4L b % Multiple Sequence Alignment Parameters ¥ 7 NV = 7 Z HWT7T 7 A
A PR EAT o T2

9. Real Time RT-PCR fi# #7

Real Time RT-PCR fi##F O M &1L, orflo8 ¥R 7 7 4 ~— X7 orfl08_Fl
-orfl08 R2 IZ X V{7 PCR EME TA 7 v — =227 LT orfl08 7 7 A
2 K DNA Z{i L7z, il &4 72 Total RNA % ReverTra Ace qPCR RT Master
Mix with gDNA Remover (TOYOBO CO., LTD., KW, HA) Z W T ¢cDNA &
L 72. ¢cDNA GREMIZY / 5 DNA ORB AN W & &, 18 D no-RT
Control # W72 PCR f##Hr i X » THER S L7=. Real Time RT-PCR fi# #71 1%,
FastStart Essential DNA Green Master (Roche Diagnostics, Basel, Switzerland)
B X O atpl (atpl F2 - atpl R2), mid-orf108 (orfl108 F8 - orfl108 R5) @ 2 fi
D 7T A ~—_X7 % M\ (Table 2-3), LightCycler® 96 System (Roche Diagnostics,
Basel, Switzerland) (2 X WV {T > 72. orfl08 SEAIKIZ B T 2 X B &1L, & F#HK
BT D atpl ORI EEZ LKL L THWE. Real Time RT-PCR f# #T iX, Rieu
and Powers (2009) IZfE\VW, &K 2 #H 6 fHIE %2 H Wi,

BI3H O ERER
1. D. erucoides O A N A X7 %7 ) 5AOEANIZ XD Brassica 8 3 O H
=D R
(cyt-De) Brassica K 3 MO FEELZFEMICHBR T 20 Ic, TALENLD
oo KW 2 Blg L7 (Fig. 2-5-2-10). B. rapa ssp. pekinensis ‘Daifuku’ @ #
X, fEB ORI £ TIERIC ¥ E L - (Fig. 2-5A-D). —J, (cyt-De) B. rapa ‘Daifuku’
DRIEEIT, WMy F KM £ T B. rapa ‘Daifuku’ R EZR NS o
7= (Fig. 2-5E-F) , Mla B IR EEI N TV /a7 208l g s
L (Fig. 2-5G), Bl EnEHmb IR ERLAL2OEMA TH o7 (Fig. 2-5H).

(cyt-De) ssp. chinensis B. rapa ‘Kazue’ ¥ X OV ssp. perviridis ‘Saori’ O # %
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Figure 2-5. Anther development defects of the (cyt-De) B. rapa plant. (A - H) The images are

transverse sections of anthers of the euplasmic B. rapa ‘Daifuku’ (A - D) and the (cyt-De) B.
rapa ‘Daifuku’ (E - H). C, connective; E, epidermis; En, endothecium; ML, middle layer; MMC,
microspore mother cells; MSp, microspores; PG, pollen grains; StR, stomium region; T, tapetum;

Tds, tetrads. Scale bars: 100 pm.
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#1X, (cyt-De) B.rapa ‘Daifuku’ & L L Tw 7/ (Fig.2-6). D. erucoides O
FNTRT T 7 AP EANINT B orapa 3 BFE 3 MMM CEE L ZEEELR
L7z &b, (cyt-De) B.rapa WEWICB T 2 HEIL, A T LR RHE
¥#ETHY, (cyt-De) B. rapa WX, EEREOIWLWE % 4 E T 2 EME AR
MERT B LMNER o

B. oleracea ver. pekinensis ‘Aojiru-kale’ ® #1%, 1IE®WIZRE L =2 (Fig. 2-
7A - C), (cyt-De) B. oleracea ‘Aojiru-kale’ @ %% # (X, /Mg 7 & #fu 28 R &
ftTHY, BT WERELELS 5T 2 ZRMEMKE IS X O ® KM RO 3 LR
Bl SN o7 (Fig.2-7D-F). (cyt-De) B. oleracea ver. capitata ‘Hatsukoi’
B X OV ‘Nakatekanran® @ & F # (X, (cyt-De) B. oleracea ‘Aojiru-kale’ & ¥ Ll
L T W7 (Fig.2-8). D. erucoides O F VT X7 4% 7 5N E A S N7 B. oleracea
2 HRE 3 MEMTCTHEHLULEWNEEELERLLE I &G, (cyt-De) B. oleracea f
MIZB T DR BEEN C 7 2R THDLZ & %EZmR L, (cyt-De) B. oleracea
RE 4 o B M A et 1L, (cyt-De) B. rapa fE¥ K 0 & #5758 2 O #) 1 B B I R 1z
B. napus ‘BN502> O #jl%, A L EMA £ TIE®FIZHEEL Z—F (Fig. 2-9A
-C), (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502° O #iL, HORENH»O 1 HH 0 kK2
HoOKHELZLELHERP LU T THY (Fig. 2-9D-F), BRI N HEITEB W
T, BR<EaInktZ2lo/RFP8E 7 (Fig.2-9F). 1 {EH 7V OH=E
a2 M E LR R, B napus ‘BN502° O #EIL, ThThn4 HoREZ2ETD
6 MomnAHrLN, 1 IEH-D 24 HoOFH=EED > (Fig. 2-10A, C). — %, (cyt-
De) B. napus ‘BN502> OfEFEIL, 1 LTV HEKRKH S HOHEELL DI & NH
O & o 7= (Fig. 2-10B, C).

W Eo#ER»6, (cyt-De) B. rapa MWL, WEE2TBHRT 20 ELEDOH
By ki zz B T o MEME R e ¥ 4 7 TH YV, (cyt-De) B. oleracea ML, # = 2 K
gl T/ RFEBMRBAER S LR VWEEARTRR YA T THDLZ LR, &
iz, T b0 REREKIKTH D (cyt-De) B. napus WX, WM 2N 64
WEEZER L, BEHEAROIEMNZAET LI EPHLNE RS
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Figure 2-6. Comparison of anther development defects in the (cyt-De) B. rapa plant. (A - C) The

images are transverse sections of anthers of the (cyt-De) B. rapa ssp. pekinensis ‘Daifuku’ (A),
ssp. chinensis ‘Kazue’ (B) and ssp. perviridis ‘Saori’ (C). C, connective; E, epidermis; En,

endothecium; PG, pollen grains; StR, stomium region. Scale bars: 100 pm.
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Figure 2-7. Anther locules defects of the (cyt-De) B. oleracea plant. (A - F) The images are

transverse sections of anthers of the euplasmic B. oleracea ‘ Aojiru-kale’ (A - C) and the (cyt-De)
B. oleracea ‘ Aojiru-kale’ (D - F). C, connective; E, epidermis; En, endothecium; ML, middle
layer; MMC, microspore mother cells; MSp, microspores; StR, stomium region; T, tapetum; Tds,

tetrads; V, vascular region. Scale bars: 200 pm.
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Figure 2-8. Comparison of anther development defects in the (cyt-De) B. oleracea plant. (A - C)

The images are transverse sections of anthers of the (cyt-De) B. oleracea ver. pekinensis * Aojiru-
kale’ (A), ver. capitata ‘Hatsukoi’ (B) and ‘Nakatekanran’ (C). E, epidermis; V, vascular region.
Scale bars: 200 um.
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Figure 2-9. Anther development abnormality of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant. (A - F) The images

are transverse sections of anthers of the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN 502’ (A - C) and the (cyt-De) B.
napus ‘BN 502” (D - F). C, connective; E, epidermis; En, endothecium; ML, middle layer; MMC,
microspore mother cells; MSp, microspores; StR, stomium region; T, tapetum; Tds, tetrads; V,

vascular region. Scale bars: 200 pm.
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Figure 2-10. Partial remission of anther development of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant. (A, B) The
images are transverse sections of bud of the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN 502’ (A) and the (cty-De) B.
napus ‘BN 502’ (B). Scale bars: 200 pm. (C) Comparison of number of anther locules per bud in
the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ (white) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (gray). The data
show as means = SD, n = 10. Significant differences (p < 0.001) between the euplasmic B.
napus ‘BN502’ and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ are indicated by *.
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2. (cyt-De) B. napus W ¥ I\Z 3 F 2 I MEFa M o & 5 £k X

(cyt-De) B.napus W O EMERMEOBEHEXZHLNITT D2 DI1C, (cyt-
De) B. napus WM IZ B T 2Rtk EME TR (K 100 %) T E A8 (K
50 %)E R LMK OBMBERETLITERROEWY K & M A FR o E DIk L
DRMHB RO a2 FAE L2 (Fig. 2-11, Table2-4). * O %, HEME AR
DM EICET2AHEBEEZERET, RBRLEZA2TCoMBEIZEB W CTREETREZ L
oo FEl, CEAROMBEICRE T 2B MENRE, BETROMY KR 11 @Ik,
YARAROWEMEL 9 METHYY, MW I1:1OoEFEERLE., 612, AR
M &R oMY e o RMEBNICE T 2 mRMEME KT, HEMETRO
R ks 8 K, LARBOMBENS 10 METHL, WI1:1OHEERLIE.
I DR RS (cyt-De) B. napus fTEWIZ BT 5 MMM o B KA, A
WMAEIXETH DL ERRBINTZ.

3. D. erucoides (B F 2 HEME RRE KN EAL T orfl08 O i H7

D. erucoides @ orfl08 O 7 7 7 FFAEM L LT 572 DIT,D. erucoides,
B. oxyrrhina B X 0" M. arvensis ® orfl08 = — FHEBIZHOWTHF A L 7 k¥ —
v AN 2 AT o 7= (Fig. 2-12). T O # R, D. erucoides ® orfl08 == — K
WX, B. oxyrrhina & 11 AFTOEBR NS BRIB S N —J, M. arvensis & 100 %
OFFEMEIBREBE ST, LEOKENDE, D erucoides O XNV RT 75 ) A%
BALELEDEKIZEIT D orfl08 O 0y FHEMIL, M. arvensis O A NV %7 7 )
LAEBEANLZHEDELEEHEU T2 2 ER "B I,
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Figure 2-11. Pollen fertility of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant.
(A) the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN 502° -1 (PF =95 %). (B) the
(cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN 502’ -2 (PF =49 %). Scale bars: 100 pm.
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-
.oxyrrina = =mmmm————— ATGAAGACTATWAAAECECTTTCCCAAGACATCGAAGAGTTAAAAAAAAA

.arvensis = =mmmmm—ee- ATGAANACTAT@AAANCECTTTCCCAAGACATCGAAGAGT TAAAAAARAA
.erucoides = mmmmmmm—-- ATGAAMACTAT@AAAMCECTTTCCCAAGACATCGAAGAGTTAAAAAAAAR

khkkkk khkkhkkk hhkk Kk kkhkkkkkhkhkkkhkhkhkkkkhkhkkhkkhkhkkkhkkkhkhkhkkkhkk K

TGGAAATCTCTTCGATGTCTCCGATCAGTT@TATAACAACGCGCTTGTTAGCGTAACTGA

.oxyrrina

TGGAAATCTCTTCGATGTCTCCGATCAGTTETATAACAACGCGCTTGTTAGCGTAACTGA]

.erucoides TGGAAATCTCTTCGATGTCTCCGATCAGTTTATAACAACGCGCTTGTTAGCGTAACTGA

KKKKKKKKKA AR KKK KKK AAAAAA AR AR Rk’ AAAAAAA AR AR A A Ak kA kA kXA XA A * kK

.arvensis

.oxyrrina AGCACTGACCGGGACGGTCCAACHCCTTTTACAMCACCATAATGTEETET TICCCGAAAR
.arvensis AGCACTGACCGGGACGGTCCAACIECCTTTTACAECACCATAATGTRSTHT TECCCGAAAN
.erucoides AGCACTGACCGGGACGGTCCAACECCTTTTACAECACCATAATGTROTIT TECCCGAAAL

KAhkhkkkhkkhkhkkhkkhkhkhkkhkkhhkhkhkhkhkhhkhkhhx khkhkkhkkhkhkhkk *khkkhkrhkkhhkrkk * kk kkkkkkk*k

.oxyrrina TTGGACCCACGCACAAATAGTACAAGATATACTTGGAGATGATATGACCTTGGGAAATGT

.arvensis TTGGACCCACGCACAAATAGTACAAGATATACTTGGAGATGATATGACCTTGGGAAATGT

.erucoides TTGGACCCACGCACAAATAGTACAAGATATACTTGGAGATGATATGACCTTGGGAAATGT

khkkkkhkkhkkhkkhhkhkhkhhhkhkkhhkrhhhhkhkkhhhhhhhkhkhhrhhhrhkhhhhkhhrkhkhhkkkhrrkhrx%k

.oxyrrina TGCTTCTGTATTGAGCAACATCACTCAGTTGGGACTCGCAAGTGACGAGTTTCATCAAAT

.arvensis TGCTTCTGTATTGAGCAACATCACTCAGTTGGGACTCGCAAGTGACGAGTTTCATCAAAT

.erucoides TGCTTCTGTATTGAGCAACATCACTCAGTTGGGACTCGCAAGTGACGAGTTTCATCAAAT

KKK KKK AR A AR KRR R A A A A A AR AR AR A A A A A A AR AR A AR AR A Ak Ak Ak Ak h kA kA kXA A A Ak kK

.oxyrrina CTTCAATATTATCAATTTAACGGGCGGGGGGGT TT AR e e L L e e PP Lt

.arvensis CTTCAAT AT TAT CAAT T T AACGGGCGGGGGGG T T T A G T

.erucoides CTTCAAT AT TATCAAT T T AACGGGCGGGGGGG T T T A (.

Khkhkkkkhkhkkhkkhkhkhkkhkkhhkhkkkhkhkrkhkkhkhkhkkhkkhhkrhkhkhkrhkhkhkkrkk
—

Figure 2-12. Alignment of atpl upstream sequences in B. oxyrrhina, M. arvensis and D.
erucoides plants. DNA sequence identity is indicated by black boxes. The forward arrow and bar

indicate the start and stop codons of orf108, respectively.
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4. (cyt-De) Brassica # % 4 HIZ BT 5 orfl08 ® 7 vt v v 7 iiiEDI[FHE
B & OVH BLE M AT

D. erucoides O A )V A X T 7 ) 5N EHEANS T Brassica HEMIZ BT 2
orfl08 Oy THHEEH LN ICT D70, £, 5°RACE #E %2 H W T orfl08 5
GEMNP 7oy 73 nTnwdrziA& L. (Fig.2-13A). £ O R R, ¥ iE
REDOEWMILZ2 EET DHENERT X A4 7 Th D (cyt-De) B. juncea ¥ L O (cyt-
De) B. rapa 2B W T, atpl & orfl08 O IEE F| OV A4 X % & b & 7= L & 12 FF
BN RPRBHEN, orfl08 D7 0ty v IR EBETTWVARAWVWI ERTRIEB SN
— 7, D. erucoides ¥ X OV (cyt-De) B. oleracea 28\ T, HEOW Fik & h
AL NN MH &R, MM TR %ERT D erucoides, (cyt-De) B. napus ¥ L O
ANBE - RE OB S B R X AL 72 W (ceyt-De) B. oleracea 2B W T orfl08 K T 7
nkEyIINREZY, Trkrv RO b LRI, £ 2T, D.
erucoides ¥ X OV (cyt-De) B. oleracea T B IJ 5 orfl08 ® 7 v & v 7L %
FET 200, ThboBEHoOMA sy FIZHEKT 5 cDNA & ik E
MAEMmH L, 7o —=v 7 %ICHEKLEEI 2R ELZ (Fig. 2-13B). & O %,
(cyt-De) B. oleracea &, orfl08 THIB W% @ LiIZ B VW T D. erucoides & 5
AHMNEBCTCTr R IR ERETCWALAIERHLNER ST, 2O END B,
oleracea X, D. erucoides "b O FHME L ITRRXL M LMW L T, D
erucoides ® I ha v RU T HF J Aica—FERTWD orfl08 # T utk v/
THHENDZLSDZ EN R IR, RIT, orfl08 fHIK O 7 u & v v 7L &4
By 7 7 4 ~—%id L (Table 2-3, Fig.2-14A), D. erucoides ¥ L ' (cyt-
De) Brassica # & 4 T2 2> T Real Time RT-PCR fi# 7 % 17 » 7= (Fig. 2-14B) .
TORR, BREARAE2OMEBNEZALEETOIHEE AR XY 4 7 TH 5 (cyt-De) B.
juncea ¥ X UV (cyt-De) B.rapa (BT D orfl08 HEEEYREIT, TN X 2.36
BLIO1ISS LAamWwWiEsz AL, B5EWEORTRB D O oz, —F, #
Ve A R & R+ D. erucoides, (cyt-De) B. napus 3 X O/ T £ # W 23 % ik & h
RWIEMERFR X A 7 TH D (cyt-De) B. oleracea 2B D orfl08 #n 'G5 jEM &
X, £ ZEH 0.03, 0.08 BLW 055 LIEXWHEZRL, BEEDEOMK T HNR
SRS 4V el
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I orfl)8 M atpl M
> - P> -
I I I I
B
D. erucoides L
(cyt-De) B. juncea I
(cyt-De) B. rapa T

(cyt-De) B. oleracea

(cyt-De) B. napus

0.01 0.1 1 10

Relative expression level (orf108/ atpl)

Figure 2-14. Expression patterns of orf108-atp 1 region in buds of the
(cyt-De) Brassica species. (A) Schematic diagram of primer positions
used for real-time PCR in orf108-atpi. The scissors indicate the
estimated processing position in orf108. (B) Relative expression level
of orf108-atp region in the D. erucoides, the (cyt-De) B. juncea, the
(cyt-De) B. rapa, the (cyt-De) B. oleracea and the (cyt-De) B. napus
plants of semi sterility by Real Time RT-PCR analysis. The data show

as means £ SD and express logarithm (log 10)., n=10.
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5. (cyt-De) R =fEHEEMDOHFEEL XK orfl08 D 3¢ Bl 2 fif #r

(cyt-De) B. napus WEWIZH LN D HEME RO 5 FHEO B ELZ G D
oz, T HBRICEARRRD (cyt-De) B. napus f ¥ % FH v T, ¥ H I B. rapa
B X W B oleracea DHiMEZTNETNAW CHMAZMEEZITo 7 &2 A, 54 fHIE
O EEEEY (AAC F 7 L) L33 ko DR =FKEY (ACC ¥ L)
AN SN gV

L0 DR =ZEEEYORER, EhRMEB KT orfl08 OB E & H A
L, (cyt-De) B. rapa, (cyt-De) B. napus B £ O (cyt-De) B. oleracea & It #%
L7 (Fig. 2-15 -2-17). 1 fedb /- v o@m=EKZ2iHM L7z L A (Fig. 2-15),
(cyt-De) B. rapa ¥y (AA 7 7 5) BX O K =fFKEH (AAC 7 7 ) &
AR e2ToMwWET1L EHTED 24 HOHFEEDIALNE TORHEZF
e L7z, — 7, (cyt-De) B. napus fE¥) (AACC 7/ &) BIX O =K
(ACC 7/ n)iF, thEnl £ FHS A4 HOFEERL N,
HWEHOKTZ L.

(cyt-De) B. rapa TE¥M O fattix, 2 TREAAEOIEKBBL TH O, HEMEAR
fo & A L 72 (Fig.2-16). — 5, M =fA#E® (AAC 7 / &), (cyt-De) B.
napus W L O K ZFEEY (ACC 7 L) 0fEmREE, T T 39.4 %,
77.8 %3 L 27.8 %xom Lz, {EWkatE L orfl08 OIEBL & & OB KR % K
Wik A (Fig.2-17), Z K =K EYM (AAC 7/ &) ITBWT orfl08 D%
HeEoBRTFTAROLNZMET, EHETRZRL L.

B4 8 BE

CMS iZ, i oONRMEANTXTZ Y ) 225 ANT HZ ik, 777 F
BEHLaLnX, a2, e~v~Ul, by AT R EODIFEFIEREHLITE N
THLND W B 2B % TdH 5 (Singh et al. 2010, Farbos et al. 2001, Liu et
al. 2013, Meenaetal. 2018). £/, CMSIZ¥EZZ K IETT I b= R T 5/

CHEETLORKNEBRFLEET ) AICHFAET D REREER FOMEAEEMZ

ZL OEMBEIZEB W THRE I TWD (Linke and Bdrner2005, Chase 2007,
Carlsson eral. 2008). L/2»L, HEOKT /J 2ERICBWTH MO A4 v x
T LI L DERIREO B 2 LRI . Raphanus sativus
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Figure 2-15. Anther locules development abnormality of the (cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants. (A, B)
Anther development in the (cyt-De) Sesquidiploid plants (AAC genome) (A) and the (cyt-De)
Sesquidiploid plants (ACC genome) (B). Scale bars: 200 pm. (C) Number of anther locules

development per flower in each nuclear genomes. The data show as means = SD, n = 10.
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Figure 2-16. Pollen fertility of the (cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants. (A) Pollen fertility (54.2 % ) of
the (cyt-De) Sesquidiploid plants (AAC genome). (B) Pollen fertility (12.5 % ) of the (cyt-De)
Sesquidiploid plants (ACC genome). Scale bars: 100 pm. (C) Pollen fertility in each nuclear

genomes. The data show as means + SD, n = 10.
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Figure 2-17. Correlation diagram between pollen
fertility and expression pattern of orf108-atp
region in the (cyt-De) Brassica species. The red
circles indicate the (cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants
(AAC genome), n = 7. The blue squares indicate
the (cyt-De) sesquidiploid plants (ACC genome),
n = 2. The white circles indicate the (cyt-De) B.
rapa plants (AA genome), n =3. The white
squares indicate the (cyt-De) B. oleracea plants
(CC genome), n = 3. The white triangles indicate
the (cyt-De) B. napus plants (ACC genome), n =
2. The data of relative expression level express

logarithm (log 10).
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BT DHEEATRERERKL L CHA SN ogu CMS X, B. napus W W
BASISND EREERMEZ, Wy itk W THEIN S —J (Gonzalez-Melendi
et al. 2008, Yang et al. 2008), B. juncea WMWMIZE A SN D &, HELXNIER
KoOWMBEIZERT 5 (Meuretal. 2006). £ 72, B.juncea HWMIZT BT L5 HEMER
TeRAEREKLLTERIN, EHEEERHMICEBERARLRD XA T D hau
CMS % (Wan et al. 2015), B. napus WEMIZTHEAI N D &, L AIXBRERIKD
Mgl AER S 2 (Wanetal. 2008). 26D X 51T, A —foOHNKMES LT X
T LAEBBOBKYTY ) AICEANLZZLICERT ZMESGEREOEREZ R ITH
HINTWL R, srEBLoFETREI A TR, AETEI3IMED T 7
7T BRAEMIT D. erucoides DA NTRT T ) AxBANLLI EICIDIARED
LY, WHOMBFPOBELLEENAROFERKRER T TH D orfl08 O F B % E
BT 5 L TR . (cyt-De) B.rapa WX, {i=EZ KT D50, orfl08
Nnrxmerorr7a3n0nitOBEREOEMEEET HIREEARTR YA T ThH
W, (cyt-De) B. oleracea WM X, orfl08 N7 v v 7 &N 50K, LA
HENRDETIIRFREMBEBAER SN2 VVEEATRZ A T ThoTt. Th
b REGHIKD (cyt-De) B. napus #WiL, HOoM2B8 0 b/ ELEZFK L,
orfl08 WG EMEOMBIIC XV HEMHRMEZE ML EPHLNER -
END, REGHACEDBEERRE L ED RS HE S, RN AR
SN &EEBEXDLNT.D. erucoides \ZBIT D orfl08 & H —OHEILE I 2 & > M.
arvensis DA N T X757 ) 5EFEANLE (cyt-Ma) B. rapa HaW %, HES~2 D
ki EET DHENERIRY A T TH D —J (A 2013), (cyt-Ma) B. oleracea
WL, BREAROBELXEZ L OHEMEARTE X 4 7 ToH Y (Chamola er al. 2013a),
T o O REHEEMEO (cyt-Ma) B. napus WL, TR EZ R L7 (REE).
(cyt-Ma) Brassica BIEFEICB T 2/ OMBFNB L L orfl08 O % Bl & O fig
MEaRADLEND DN, T 0KETHIIT, BEMGEEMICIHERKRE
CAEm RN HM S, BEREDNEMINDI2BERE LFHFLTWD EREBIN
7.

B. napus W IZ BT 5 polCMS X, Mo MICHEEZEK L, £DOHER KD
HEIE, S b FRUTH ) Aica— RENTWD orf224/atp6 12 £ 0 5] & 2 =
SNDH5I PRI TOX A X —REZPERNTL2I M2 FIT T A00
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By ) A ~OWITHEREE YT ric ko T, BT ERICE#EST ZER -2 AL
HET st Thbieb a5 (Anetal. 2014). £ 72, B.juncea Wi HB T 5
hau CMS R OHIL, HEOER A SN A LI, OB A2 L, kg
I IZ 35 W T ORF288 MM THMEI >~ 7/ F e LT, MIMoFHREICHET S
B %AW E L (Heng et al. 2018), X Fh =2 FU T o= x/L¥—fiHic
BET 22 X7B0EMER LI THLEDL &N % (Hengetal. 2019).
INhBH O 05, (cyt-De) B. oleracea TEWMIZ BT 5 # EIF L AE O K I £ 721X
(cyt-De) B. napus MW ICB T 2 Mo HEERIE, I har RV 75 7 A
a—RFRInNTWafo2r08EBEFICL2HETHERG 7 DR kici
HT 28 FZACHE L, WEEBKRZEAFELIIMAH T2 2 Theb IR
LERBEN T

(cyt-De) B. napus fE¥WIZ B 1 2 MR MEOBEBEXMTIC LY, (cyt-De)
B. napus MWL, HMEEZEEE AT TH D Z BB L MnE R o7 (Table 2-
4). M. arvensis MR O FatE R EH & s 1%, (cyt-De) B.juncea M IZ v THE
BIKBICIESE S5 Z & » 5 (Bhat et al. 2006), orfl08 I i 1K ak B B < 1E A
THLZERNRBEINRE., WS OO CMS ¥ U X7 EE, T hary U T7Tox
ANF—RZEHTZLT LT, IMaFERBICK T S22 7 7 AAEY T
TR AR IEEE AR EFRET D T, O R O BE IS
DNA, mRNA, # U R BELERP LIV R LEDORR D FHBEZ LT, &
T LI FEEL PPR # U X7 Bz a— Ry o2 RkMEEHEEMKRFICED, CMS ¥
VRIVBOREREBENERT O LICLIVLELEND I EBRHL M E R -
TUW % (ChenandLiu2014). (cyt-De) B.rapa W#¥1¥x, orfl08 # 7 vt v 7
T HEE N EE L7 —J, (cyt-De) B. oleracea M ¥ 1X, mRNA L X)L T D,
erucoides X R 725050 FHBICLY orfl08 # 7 vty 7T 58T %EH D2
M5 (Fig.2-13), PPR ¥ U X7 B 4h a— N3 5B 206025 faMtkbE#EE&E R
T, A7 /T3 C T ACHFETDIERIBRINTE. £, C 7/ 4
b > (cyt-De) B. oleracea Hi¥ & (cyt-De) B. napus ¥ TlX 7w k&2 v
TRENRELDZZEDNWELMNENR o7 (Fig. 2-14). 2 b5 D Z &5 (cyt-De)
B. napus FE¥ TIiX, ¥ 65 % O orfl08 HMEEMEIC oM INDH I LIT L o> THE
PERMEDN T I N ErmBEINTZ. T Z2H LT DI E, (cyt-De)
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Brassica B M IZ B %5 ORFI108 O FEEE O LB L O Rt b &K O FE
ExR LD END D .

(cyt-De) B. napus WM IZH b2 HEME AT Fa D 55 F R IC B 1T 5 B 5 89 1R L
AL, ZEESAREEER L, HoMBFHOBLE L orfl0s O X B %
FEBE L (Fig.2-15-17). FH=EBREIT, A ¥/ 203G FTh2EWEICE W T
WEMNER S NZZ &2 (Fig. 2-15), A 7 7 2P H - T HERIT A Z
JAE C T LADTF ARICKAFET DI ENREIN T, B RO I
AT 7 LABIXOC Y7 axboETEBRRERAELNTEZ LB (Fig. 2-
16), C 7/ LB H->TEY, CF/rx2bolMEIT, A F /) ATk #H=E
DRI &, Rtz RIETLIZEN T B INTE. £, (cyt-De) K
SR omREE, MEMRELY Lo K =S EES (ACC 7/ 4) I
BOTbEESAHFOIGEORE B I EBREOELDERALND 2 L
7" 5 (Lee and Namai 1992, Kaneko and Bang 2014, Yang es al. 2017), xt & @
A IV IEBREDNTLADIEFZ LN, DK =K EKMBE®W(AAC 7/ &)
B WT orfl08 D7ty 7 RROLNATMEMEKTIE, EHRMEDEWVIE
ZoR L7722 &6 (Fig. 2-17), orfl08 W FT AR E X, C %/ LAICHF
fET 252 BRI

UL koo, (cyt-De) B. napus WEWMIZTH L LD HEMERMEOEMHEIZ, A 7
JAt CF 7 AMOoORERBELLICE ST, ALY LB TDIHERBRESE C
A BIT D orflog O XS ERREORBICLY B IND DL
DR LMNERT., RENLRBEMLERMILIZEL T CMS 28T 5L 05 8k
mEA MR S .
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w3 E
Diplotaxis erucoides MM E % b 2 Brassica napus \Z BT %
NAF~ AR LEOSFHBOREE & XML

1 HE

M —fANICB T 28R FRMEORMEICEIV GO —RMERE (F) KM
BILVEN-EBEE TR THEERS (AT 2 -3 RX) LWVWIHIAETFTHELLNHEDYD
fi7p & CTH B (Yangetal. 2017), MEM@ME X, Fi 28 MET 5 Fi B
BPWT 7772 T RMEWEET DI EFIEREDSHEXTCHNAIALT WY D
(Fujimoto etal. 2018). 7 7 7 7 R{EHITM W MEERE 2 R T 20, MEED
Td % B. napus X° B. juncea %, FiFINEICBE L CHMMEE 2 R L (Fu et al.
1990, Jain er al. 1994), * ¥ XY Z & T B. oleracea 7&8 & D FEEXRKH L & VM
fif 58 8 % /R 7 (Tanaka and Niikura 2006). Z A b O MMMRALH L2 2 L 42 HW
LM ERRIT, BV 2NICEHLITbATERL., LrL, EFO0RHR
AN EEH 2 EOoME KT L2, BERSAASATZ R LF —OD
FHENELHE > TWDH I &N S (Haberletal. 2011), EMIZEH T 5 FE 72 51X
EOWMENLAD LI LRBEBEEIRDLNAL TN D.

kAN X T T ) LOBEANICEs T ERBRIESNDMEYEOHEKIT, =
LF, PUuERrRaY, A RXRLEOEPR A XTI FTICBVTEESI LT
% (Soltani et al. 2016, Allen 2005, Wang et al. 1998, Moison et al. 2010,
Roux et al. 2016). W OELOBEIZEBWVWT, 2L OF VT X T &R ITE
7 A ~BIT LT Z & T (Timmis et al. 2004, Bock and Timmis 2008), A /L 4
7 OREREMAAIT, BT AL ANTXT T ) A~ EBATT D IEAT %R
gy riclfEiahsd. BV Al a—RanTnwsda Xy ) axXxrFFR
JE— bk (PPR) ¥ VNI E X, ANVHFXTHF 7 AHNDOEMN mRNA & AL
(Barkan and Small 2014), PRORPI (proteinaceous RNase P) O f#) (2 L v,
tRNA RO Z R E 2 b DI mRNA UM & v (Gobertesal. 2010, Gutmann
etal. 2012), X Fa > FU TS AN TOUMICEVEREREREICEELZ K
¥ L (Fujii et al. 2016), FEHRK YT /J AN TOUWIZ LY ERAKOEES S
IE I B A2 K IE T (Zhou et al. 2015). F /-, —H OERRKTRIE T 2E
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InF1%, EFELY ) LAWY ) A ~DY T FATHDLIHIATEREG Y 7L
LTHE, ZLOBEERFORI ZFE L (Jarvis and Lopez-Juéz 2013), A b
LARELELTHEAERENEICEEL KITT (Chan er al. 2016). Z 4L H D
T AEFNANTRTT N ER BRI E < HEEET, ESRE R EORE
HBRSLHNMAEMERIRLVE T FA~DIREEZREST G, BT 7 AT
27707 A= PREERBICERT D AAEELDL, MAEKRIC

BULHAKRMEANTXT 7 ) LORBEEZMY T H5720I1E, SbRDIMUEN L
HThDH.

777 R EBE AT CTH D D. erucoides DA N R T 5 ) A (cyt-De) %
M AN L 7= B. rapa (Pengetal. 2015), B.oleracea (Fujitaetal. 2018) ¥ X O
B. juncea (Malik et al. 1999) X, Z TN O EMIEE R & i L THY
ROMRRLERBBOM K, BT A X0 RKBBE SN, D erucoides O A v
TR Z7 5 7 5OE NI, Brassica BB W TR ENAHAREICELER Z AT
LZERERBENTE., ANVTXTHF )AL DEEELER I, BEFX ) 2K DE
BERZWM N2 T 20T, 2 Fw R O IR A2 MR AR o M IR TR o B E A R
BT 508N H DN (Kihara 1982), (cyt-De) B. rapa % #, (cyt-De) B.
oleracea F # ¥ L O (cyt-De) B.juncea FHftix, HEMEARRMEZ IS Z &0 6%
NOORBEMBESREEDESLHENITZ T, TAVTXT T 7 AEHET DM

WA EERND T, — 0, E2EOMEN D (cyt-De) B. napus %
MILHEME TR Z L, EHRXENAETHL NG, FNVTXTH5 ) AT
ZHBEERZBRTI>OICHEHLEZRZKEEEZEZ O, T2 T, K&ETI, 4K
PANTRT T ) 20BN LL2BENANBEOEREZHLNICT 20
(cyt-De) B. napus % #t & B.napus Z# & O EHRZHEIZ LV EL N A VT X
Z AR ELD 2 FHmEHANT, EERFERFE, EoNTMEOBLE, FT
YA YT = LR, EREEEERBEERAERS IO EERE R AR .

B2 H MEBBIOL®

1. fE 34 8}

B A B, B 2 &% TCH W (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502° & B. napus ‘BN502’
DENENOHBMBERAZEFRZHET 22V BELNLEANTXT T ) L0
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B 72 % B. napus FH & M Wiz (Fig. 3-1).

2. EOoABERMEFAEB LA A~ X0 HE

N—=F 2T ERHELL2 Ry PECEFELLEE T2 BME L, B NH
sz ANLR %4 (LPH-241, A KEAKGRER, Kk, BA, BHH 14 K
M 23 C, B# 10 BE[M 20 C, HJE 40klx) BV TAEFSHE, BHE%Z 10, 20
BLY® 30 BEOWMMAORERM, M LW R, o EHgRER L OER
##F SPAD-502Plus (2= I /v, HE, HA) # HWTEOERFES &
AT SPAD EAZFH M L. REBMEZFHWN T L2201, MOHEOETOELS
e 7 4+ V& — A TFESHIZL, A% ¥ F — (CanoScan LiDE 400, Canon Inc.,
W, BR) ZMEHLTCHEE L. 2ol G0, MELHE Y 7 8 U =7 Imagel
ZH W CHR Mm% &M L (Schneider ef al. 2012), “FHE & 1= % F % % 5t &
L., M EMHEEREIT, RRERICNEIALZHEDAEOM L 2EHICTHE L,
o R R ET, MESHHEELANNE L CEDEZESCHIZ 80 COA — 7 &~
Th< s 7T BRI EREL L.

3. E D WK E OB

BERLAEZHEZ SO0mm2IC hY I 7 Liath, H2 &0k (F2 8 MEB
KOG 2. WREOMBFNBEESR) LRMKO FIETHEDFEZITO
EORBO R 2L, LY2EMETCEONRMEZB S L. MREMKS
L O o mfE, | T mIC R D RN oMK S, g
Y7 hU =27 Imaged T HH W TE L. ZHMHRLY 5 MAEOERRMAIES 10
MEBEEL, BBEBIOHAZIT - 2.

4. FEFRAK A Ak B E A G BR

1/2MS & KREEH, NZ 7 I v (0.5g/1) BLXWU®AZr—2 (30¢g/1) ZEAL
IR A M Z Y mICKIE L7 PLANT CULTURE BOX (100 mL, BBJ Hi-Tech Co.,
Ltd., % £, BAK) 07T v PR v 7 ARNICT0%xT X /) — ) (w/v) TE®, A
iR 0.6 %IRRT MY v AWK (w/v) T 20 i E 512 K25 WL
AR LEEFAE2 27 ) -0 R_RUOFHNICBLWTEFHBREL, BEXAB I AL
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G # (LPH-241, BA# 14 Wef# 23 C, Wy 1 10 W[ 20 °C, b 40klx) (T3
WCTHEWERE 3 BRIAFTSE, 0005 uM O T /) A4 REAKRIER > V7
)7 v (AccuStandard Inc., USA), 1/2MS #E XK H, Nz 7 I > (0.5¢g/1) B
o277 m—x (30g/l) ZiIRGELECEAEMZYEHICKRELLT 7V MR v 7
ZAHNICBEL, AECATLIKEHN B TEDRZAEAT S, £EF5HEOMR
ERBLOCEONBHEEOBE Z1T - /2.

5. RNA ¥ =7 UV 2B XL OTF — %L

A% D Total RNA % RNeasy Mini Kit # i\ CTHEE L, DNase I % fl \ C,
7/ . DNA % L# L 72 . TruSeq Stranded Total RNA Library PrepPlant (illumina,
San Diego, USA) ZH W T, 477V —DOEAEIT->7. DI, mRNA
7 Y — 27 v 712 1% RNA Clean XP beads (Beckman, Brea, USA), c¢cDNA & ik
% O £ B — X |Z ProNex Size-Selective Purification System (Promega, Madison,
USA) #H Wiz, 24772V —027 A4V 7T 4 F =v 7, Agilent 2100 7N A F
7+ 7 A4 % (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, USA) 3 X O' LightCycler® 480
System (Roche Diagnostics, Basel, Switzerland) % f \ TAT Vv, K #E % 5l =
L7794 770 —%&KL. ¥—4F AL, MiSeq C(illumina) % i\ T4T »
. /Bonc) - PP F VT 4 F =2y 72 BROT X T2 I OKREL
Trimmomatic % fJ \» T4T\» (Bolger et al. 2014), Trinity (Z X > CT7 &7V
—%Z AT o7, SILVA D7 —# X— 2% W T rRNA ORRKRLREZT - 2k,
v~y Brs, BAROHAUB L CRIALEH M ICIE, £ LN bowtie, RSEM B
L WedgeR DY 7 b7 =7 % W TAT o 7 (McDermaid et al. 2018). logFC<-
1l #Z R LIc@BBEFrF2X 72—, logFfC<l 2 R LTEEGBT+E2T v 7 L
Falb—-bFPLERALDER L LTHMLE. 0%, Y7 U =7
TransDecoder # i\~ T, ORF #ith 8 X O Pfam M B 217> 7%, ¥ v X7 H D
a— REBOHEE L, Bz 4 v Y —(gene ontology: GO) fi# #7 (P £ <0.005)
LY T )T — v a VT EAT o 2. R L, Lamarreeral. (2018) (2 H D
TREL .
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6. Real Time PCR fif #7

Bl mEEKOFIECGHEL & MBBIXWFIE 4. 77 4 DNA i il 2 2 B)
CEk YV HihL77S ) 5 DNA % Real Time PCR T O mMB LY v 7 &
L CH W7 . Real Time PCR fi# #7 1%, FastStart Essential DNA Green Master & X
W ubiq (B. rapa_ubiq _fwd - B. rapa ubiq _rev), rbcL (B. rapa rbcL fwd - B.
rapa_rbcL _rev), atpAd (B. rapa ubiq fwd - B. rapa_ubiq rev) ® 3 D 7 7 A <
— 7 % v (Table 3-1), LightCycler® 96 System (Z & ¥ 1T - 72 . Real Time PCR
ML, &R 8 EAZ H vz,

7. Ot A R R MR A

AR E L, Mt B AT S 2T & L1I-6800(Li-COR, Inc., Nebraska,
USA) ZHWTHIro7m., V=7 F ¥ X X—0OBROHHN 2cm? 272257 ¥ v F X
Y hEBRODAMAT, V=T F o N—NOHERE % K& 300 umol s, X i E
60 %, Fan 3 £ 1000 rpm, FEE 20-25 C, CO2#EE 400 ppm O — EFLMHFITHE
L, t=&M%BEEHIC 500, 800, 1000, 1500, 1800, 500, 300, 200, 100,
60, 40, 20, 10 B XV Opumol m?2s! [ZHFREL, ThZTNLDONELREICEIT D
Je A K E (pmolm2s') ZFMLZ. KAKEEZOHME T, BELXESKE
EHEN+BICEE L EIATYy F U7 24T, BOZELRLEIZI AT
Log #fi#k L7, Log 7 — X XV ENZTLI2RHETFTHBEELEXAREE T — ¥ %
MHFT 2T ERIHREERL, EFHREE (pmolm2s!) B 2N
AREEEZHEMHE L. MERCEER2ICEMLZELZH Y, &% 10 #EOH
ExAT o T2

8. U & Ry M GH A&

FWERFHEYWERFSHEETRAOMICHK (FATE 180 cm, A& 20 cm) % 4
FIfEYD B~V FTHBEBLEL. 2 Ry FT20 BAMAEFTSELWESEEZ 1 5 H
20 16 FEAEEZHKME 60 cm THBM L, BT CEWEMEEZAEAFT S EL. BEX
ickovzhsd, EToOEMEIRAMALLEZ 1| » ABRICKEEMRE 21T - 2.
M 7E T B 1%, Chaoetal. (2019) Z &2 13 HHE & L. WMEBRHEIT, ZTHH% 2 H
BEOFREZ2Y 7Y 7L, FEERBMBETFCTHALL., NEERICE R 10
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Table 3-1. Primers used in Chapter 3.

Purpose Primer

Sequence

gPCR

B.
B.

" = W W

rapa _ubiq fwd

rapa ubiq rev

. rapa _rbcL_fwd
. rapa _tbcL_rev
. rapa_atpA_fwd

. rapa _atpA_rev

GAGGTGGAGAGCAGTGCAC
CCAAAGCCATCAAAGACGGC
GTGTTGGATTCAAAGCTGGT
GTGGAACTCCGGGTTGAGGA
GAAAGTTTTTCGAAAGACGA
CAATGACTTTGTTAGGGTTA
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R IC T 2L (em), 5 — o, 5 oMk, 8= /8%, L& iFE
(g) ZzitWI L7z, EAROR S (em) 1F, KM 10 AT 1HEEKSZY 10
gt L., AT Y, WK E 1 » HzB IS E, &% 5 BEKCBT 2
bR E (g), 1 KOV oF8, | L7V ofF+HEE (g), 1,000 K
H o(g) ZRFM L. WER (% X, 1 b o F% / WK X 100,
GOKEIX, M R AFE oM R B EIC LD EH L.

B3 EBRMER
1. (cyt-De) B. napus Z#HICB T 2 rHES X OCEBTRERE

By AicHRkTORELEREZY L, AALFTFTHF ) AICHKTDHRE
ERAEWHGL»ICT 572D, (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502° F # & B. napus ‘BN502°
FRMEDEFLZHEIZL VBN FI WK EZMFEHL, ZhAb0MYWIKORE T
B X OEBFRMEFAAEZIT o 7. (cyt-De) B. napus R ® 1L, B. napus
R L L C 100 KiEMNEL, 0 Kkifk &5 L 7= (Fig. 3-2A, B). £ 7=,

(cyt-De) B. napus Fm O#HHE#% 7 HHIZB T H2HFRIZTIS%E R L, HFEN
MDEWZ NP B E 7 o7 (Fig. 3-2C). (cyt-De) B. napus R #t O 4 F Ff it
AREAET L0, BRZ 10 AH, 20 BEB XU 30 RHICKBIT 2 EOEXT

MBIOMESwBREOHMEZI T, ZORE, (cyt-De) B. napus FH #1258
JoOEOXRBmMIT, FFHI L2 TORAET B napus 2H LV A EIZ®EWEZ R
L 72 (Fig.3-2D-G). & 512, (cyt-De) B. napus R IZF T 5 M Ei o g & b
SR L 722 ToOR AT B napus 2LV AEICHE WHEAZ L7 (Fig. 3-2H).
B OIS, B onapus FRFIZEB W T D.erucoides DA INH F T ) LD
HBAWLCXOO AN~ RAm ERHREL T,

2. (cyt-De) B. napus FHMIZEB T 2 IE DN EL
D. erucoides DA N X T 5 ) LOBEANICLIDZ A NAF~vAmEDERZH L
T 27200, BEZOHABOHEMEICE T 2 KEOREY & FERL, ¥
DO WNEHE G DO BLE 21T o - (Fig. 3-3A). £ DO # %, (cyt-De) B. napus F#H D
Mtk AL M 1L, B.napus FH IV ERNMROREIVAEBEILCRELS R —FT
(Fig. 3-3B), MMM X, ABEEOMZ = L7 (Fig.3-3C). £/, ®EEm
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Figure 3-2. Seed morphological and growth characteristics of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant. (A)
Images of 100 seeds of the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ (left) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’
(right). (B) 100 seeds weight in the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ (white) and the (cyt-De) B.
napus ‘BN502’ (gray). (C) Emergence rate (%) of the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ and the (cyt-
De) B. napus ‘BN502’. The data show as means = SD, n = 60. (D - F) Images of whole plant of
the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ (left) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (right) at 10 days after
planting (D), 20 days after planting (E) and 30 days after planting (F). Scale bars: 50 mm in (D -
F). (G) Total leaf area per plant in the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502” (white) and the (cyt-De) B.
napus ‘BN502’ (gray). (H) Above-ground dry weight (g). The data show as means £ SD, n =15
in (G, H). Significant differences (p <0.005) between the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ and the
(cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ are indicated by * in (B, G, H).
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FmcBT rREMBRE OMBEIZ, AIREOMELY L7 & 256 (Fig.3-3D),
(cyt-De) B. napus Z# X, MRMEBMoOE RICLY, ERNELI o7 & NR
1R 4V

3. (cyt-De) B. napus ZMICB T 2 EBEAIRMEANIC L 2 (4 &~ 20 Lk

O # il

e T ) A4 REARBMEA TH D Norflurazon & W T, ERKEKEOH X %2 m
il LB T CAEABFTRRAEIT o7 (Fig. 3-4). BAFE X |2 W T (cyt-De) B.
napus F# 1%, B. napus HAH LV B EEME LM LB ES L BICHEVEEZ R
L7 —J T (Fig.3-4A, C, D), 0.05 uM Norflurazon £ ¥ [X (2 3\ T # 3 m /&
LB ER EAS & b IS B.onapus R L A E O & & L= (Fig. 3-4B - D).
EONMBEOB L LR, BLHEKXIZE W T (cyt-De) B. napus 5% # O Mt
WH O KN A ST —J5 T, Norflurazon AU H X |2 B\ T B. napus F#H &
MEEOHEZRLE. 260 &b, (cyt-De) B. napus B2 lx, a7 /
A RAEAGHRBEFAICL > TEREBEEITIH DL EAAAL T~ 2W ERITHEH
ENDBZERHL»ERY, (cyt-De) B. napus B D N A F~ 2 Eix,
EIHEMEICER T2 2 DRI

4. (cyt-De) B. napus ZMIZB T L2 BIHAEZRER T OFE

(cyt-De) B. napus ZRREICB T A A~ 2AmMERHELNTZEME%L 10 B H
D HE /B Total RNA it L, RNA Y — 47 VAW KD NT7 A7 U T F— L4
AT 24T > 7-. T DR, (cyt-De) B. napus F 2B W T B. napus Rk & %
HENERLZEGRTELT, 461 o EFHFHBE S8R L& 3943 [Hoo T J5
il &S h7zm@EMx %2 A L7%E (Fig. 3-5). 26 0#EME I 20T GO I
X7 /)T —YarvBmEiTo R, ATP BMEERKE T8, LA REE#ER T
A LEF#HMEEn, D770t —LO0-T YL T AT x2T7—PiEMER
YRV U LA-FT X - BEEICHETIBATFRELOME AN X N7 B Rk
BET 28BS T HHEE S LMEmN A ST (Table 3-2).
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Total leaf area per
plant (cm?)

(Auto)  (cyt-De) (Auto)  (cyt-De)

Norflurazon - 0.05 pM - 0.05 uM

Palisade tissue size (um?)
EE
Spongy tissue size (um2)
£
Number of cells at
anticlinal walls direction

Norflurazon - 0.05 uM - 0.05 yM - 0.05 uM

Figure 3-4. Loss of biomass improvement following treatment with norflurazon to inhibit
phytoene desaturase in the (cyt-De) B. napus plant. (A) Images of each four plants of the
euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502° (left) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (right) at seven days after
sowing (DAS) without norflurazon. (B) Images of each four plants at seven DAS with 0.05 uM
norflurazon. Scale bars: 20 mm in (A, B). (C) Total leaf area per plant at seven DAS in the
euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502° (white) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (gray). (D) Above-
ground dry weight (g) at seven DAS. The data show as means = SD, n =16 in (C, D).
Significant differences (p < 0.05) between the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ and the (cyt-De) B.
napus ‘BN502’ are indicated by * in (C, D). (E) Lateral cross-over Images of cotyledon at seven
DAS without norflurazon. (F) Lateral cross-over Images of cotyledon at seven DAS with 0.05
pM norflurazon. Scale bars: 200 um in (E, F). (G) Palisade tissue size (n = 20). (H) Spongy
tissue size (n = 20). (I) Number of cells at anticlinal walls direction (n = 20). Significant
differences (p <0.001) between the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ and the (cyt-De) B. napus
‘BN502’ are indicated by * in (G - I).
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Iog FC

log CPM

Figure 3-5. Differential expression analysis using RNA-seq
of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant. (a) MA plot. (n=3). The red
dots, the blue dots, and the black dots indicate up-regulated
genes, down-regulated genes and undifferential expression

genes, respectively.
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Table 3-2. GO terms in biological process in differentially expressed genes of the (cyt-De) B.

napus plants compared to euplasmic B. napus plants.

Up regulated Down regulated
1 Oxidation-reduction process * Diacylglycerol O-acyltransferase activity *
2 Regulation of photosynthesis * type I hypersensitivity *
3 ATP binding * Signal transduction *
4 ATP hydrolysis coupled transmembrane transport * Magnesium chelatase activity *
5 ATP-dependent proteolysis ** Membrane *
6 ADP binding ** Cell adhesion *
7 NADP+ activity ** Nicotianamine biosynthetic process *
8 Polynucleotide adenylyltransferase activity ** Intracellular protein transport *

9 Adenylate kinase activity **

10 Photosynthesis **

*: P<0.001, **: P < 0.005
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5. D.erucoides DA NV H X Z 7 ) AOE AN K DEREKITES X ONAKIE

PE A~ D 5 5

(cyt-De) B. napus ZRHICEB W T AL A~ 2@\ ERHEDL N AREZHWT
(Fig. 3-6A, B), EHK T / Al a—FEnTWDEHRIK DNA (cpDNA) O
rbcl B X O atpd 12> T Real Time PCR fi#Ti2 LV, £ D cpDNA D =
v—$ & H#E L7z (Fig. 3-6 C, D). T o R, (cyt-De) B. napus 2B W
T rbel B X W atpd 1%, B. napus F i LV KWE %= L 7= (Fig.3-6C, D). —
FHLoRRICERESGEEZ T SPAD X W L7 & Z A, SPAD fa %, (cyt-De)
B. napus BB W THEWIE %" L7 (Fig. 3-6E).

NA F <A\ ENHELRIT (cyt-De) B. napus 5 O X & p & E %2 #J & L,
- A Rk Bl B 2 MERE L 72 (Fig. 3-6F). =T O R, A X FlcB 1T 5 (cyt-De)
B. napus B2 O N A K EE O KME X, B. napus FZH L0 M ICEWVEEZ R
FAE A N T

6. (cyt-De) B. napus F#HIT BT 5 W & FF M #H &

(cyt-De) B. napus ZIZBIT L2+ OWNEMEEZ BT D701, T UL
HIZCHAET D 13 EEIZCOWTH#HAEL 7 (Fig. 3-7, Table 3-3). (cyt-De) B. napus
RO ERFICB T 2MEMIEOREIX, B napus 2R B LTHE L, 28
FOEIDPKEBIIEWTHERERTIAON R o0y, B, M F#8H & &
BIXOMERZBEEIZIBVWCAREICHEWHEZ RL, GKEBEFFREEOMZ R L
72 &b, (cyt-De) B. napus FHfld, BEFIZE YT HLMEBEKITE T 531
F~v AW ENAHr LI, £7, (cyt-De) B. napus F it O I HE K IZ B 1) 2 f 1 12
MET2FHEIL, RARORS, | bV oKERKEK, 1 kb7 O,
1 b ofrEELIOCL,000 EICBEWTAHEICH WEZ R L, #f%EE
X, MEEOMEZ R LEZZ &5, (cyt-De) B. napus 2 # 1%, BRMEEFIZHB W T
bR TFIREICBT AN YA ERHRDL R
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Figure 3-6. Chloroplasts and photosynthesis features of the (cyt-De) B. napus plant.
(A) Images of the mature sixth leaf at 30 days after sowing from the euplasmic B.
napus ‘BN502’ (left) and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (right). Scale bars: 50 mm.
(B) Leaf area of the mature sixth leaf in the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502’ (white)
and the (cyt-De) B. napus ‘BN502’ (gray) (n =15). (C, D) Relative abundance level
of cpDNA of rbeL (C), atp A (D). The data show as means = SD, n= 8. (E) SPAD
value. (n = 8). (F) Light response curve of photosynthesis. Significant differences (p
< 0.005) between the euplasmic B. napus ‘BN502° and the (cyt-De) B. napus
‘BN502’ are indicated by * in (B-E).
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Figure 3-7. Phenotypic variation of the (cyt-De)

B. napus plant in the field experiment. (A)
Whole plants of the euplasmic B. napus
‘BN502’ (left) and the (cyt-De) B. napus
‘BN502’ (right) at harvesting time. (B) Siliques.
(C) 1,000 seeds. Scale bars: 10 mm.
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B4 EBE

MoWICB WY ) &L EREY 7 Mo E#EAbiZ, kX& ko &#Eic R
XK ToH Y (Yeatesetal. 2019), 57 /7 KL HERKEKST /J Al a— FE&hizy N

JBEBICET 2R Er RN MEAEFENIT, MHEoRE S ZHFHEG L, 1
WEx M ESE2Z 200 (Hikawa ef al. 2019), BEB I OHE AT XL

—HIF~0IE AP HEIND. KEICEB W T, (cyt-De) B. napus HR % & B.
napus HE L OENZHEEZIT Y, ANVHTXTF ) ABBDREEMEB L L
Z % (Fig.3-1), (cyt-De) B.napus S&oid, %M O 45 K2 MK A& o JIE K I
oA A~ 2mMEICES TR RE I (Fig. 3-2, 3-3). (cyt-De) B. rapa
R B. oleracea TIX, TN Zh o[ EMME R L LB L CHmEMEOIKK?E
g2 Ehl—FH 7T, (cyt-De) Raphanus sativus Tix, EN & T 5 27 oo v 2R
o, EHEOBRL BRI (BFH 2017). Zh b2 &2 b (cyt-De)
B. napus HZ M TH LN ANA A~ A | EiX, 7 2 L EERKT ) D7 B
AMN—=Z7ICEKRT L EDNREBINT.

Arabidopsis thaliana <° Nicotiana tabacum 2 8} 5 % < © {4 F# (K B # & = 1
DERMKILT, ERKEROXRMERTIZT TR, MRHEBOEEELHEEL,
CERBEEBEFORENBETE L XL ELLEFIFMR LA VICE N TERME O SSEIC
A+ 252 &5 (Hricovdetal. 2006, Krechetal. 2012), HE &K & IR A &k
DI EEDORRERN RE STV D (Wycliffe ef al. 2005, Krech et al. 2012) .
F 72, A thaliana TB W TERKT /20 BES /7 A~ WiTHRE v 7 -
ThorEFEKRELF GUNI PHMRMEMOBEEICHET 52 L 2v 5 (Tameshige
etal. 2013), RE CHEZ I N MR MEE OB KX, ERiES 2 2lch kT 2
Ty 7 F A PEELTWD ERBINT.

e L o EREKIZ, - Tr, ©AEATXH T, XA T, L
TALCrD 4 EHOIRT A RFEERDEL, HLAGEREICEID GRS
%5 Z & 25 (Breitenbachetal. 2001), 7 v 7 /7 A4 K& KB %Al Norflurazon %
MW ERKEERNAR 2T 72 & 25, (cyt-De) B. napus R I BT 5 B
% 10 BECAOLND2AEBENMONS AW EOHRENITHHE S iz (Fig.
3-4). A. thaliana (23 W T, LEFMHICE CALZEAH 2 MW TEREOEME 2
mElT oL, By 2NICHRT IMEBRSENI N2 2D Z L 256 (Fujimoto

83



etal. 2012), Bi#% 10 HAUBROBHERAAA A ZOMKRIT, EFNH O E
FEEOEENEETCH DL ERBINTE. EREIE, 75 2l2a—FFahT
WL HURTBEEEREST ) A2 FEI LTV XU RXITBEOHEEGEITED
&b &b (Zhouetal. 2015, Cole 2016), FER A O IF H AL 121X+ h
oy 7 Ao E#EAENERELE LD, A thaliana X° B. rapa & BT 5 H Fi 78
BrhHrohiz Fr MW AERCBWTERKIIBIT T 22 0 "2 22— FFT 58
o (EMEZ—Fy PEEF) PAEGRBEBERFAWEB & LB L THRY
ZH A LU 7= (Fujimoto et al. 2012, Saeki et al. 2016). = Z T, A 4~ A
ERnAH BT (cyt-De) B. napus ZHICB VT AT 227 U7 h— AfREHTICE
DHEBENICERLR ORI L XL %E B napus R & B L 28 R (Fig. 3-5), ATP
Bl s TR AR B s TR B, napus R LV B HIE S B
WA B iz (Table 3-2). A. thaliana \ZF8 W CTAEFYHIC BT 5K A 6k B &
EFoEMEERNMRBOMERIZEDY, REBBEOHE KA b 726 L, A
X on"AF~2Am EICERAEROIEEADN T LB RERZ RS Z L BRE
X 7= (Fujimoto et al. 2012). T 6D Z &5, (cyt-De) B. napus F % IZ
BOWTERKY —F v P@EARF 0GB EBARF OB & O 8 A MR &
DI KICHET 2N RmRESNT.

NAF~RA| ERH LI (cyt-De) B. napus FZ i O BEREIEE 2 B 5 212
T 5 7= ® 2, (cyt-De) B. napus ZHMICEBIT 5 cpDNA O 2 ¥ — L EHEE E
ODFFM ZH A=, T OR%E, (cyt-De) B. napus R I B T D cpDNA D = & —
11X, B. napus F#H LV V7w (Fig.3-6C, D), ¥EREFEGEIL, 20V &N
B & 2212 72 - 7= (Fig. 3-6E). Sinapis turgida O A VT * 7 % ) 5% HEANLT B
rapa R TIE, B LZENRLEDLI,Z OFE TIX cpDNA O = B — N % AR,
EREFGTENDRIMRMABEIE Y EAB BRI LD (HK 2018),
SARVEANT R TZ 7 ) AR EANSNTZT 77 FTREEE B TERKST /7 L
Bk, EREEEZ IS A~ — D — 2R VEDLIAEMEDREB I N,

MR AR A% 0 A AEIR M & 13, KV IRV g ~ Dt 0 %l COy D L & g i
35 Z &5 (Terashima et al. 2006, Kume 2017), X 0 & v [ K A & o #f IR
#fk 2 b > (cyt-De) B. napus Sfiild, ML TFTICBWWTHWEAKEL AT D
ZENRM IS N, £, A thaliana IZEB VT XY W BE DA K E N A
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A0 FEWMRKT HIENHLNITHR > TWDHZ &2 6 (Fujimoto et al.
2012), ¥t T2 BT % (cyt-De) B. napus % #t © & ik &# E o & Ml 2 17 - 7= (Fig.

3-6F). (cyt-De) B. napus F# Ofafiot FIZBIT D EKEEIL, B napus %
MEVBWHEZRLEZZENDL, MABRETICELW TSI~ A2 LD HES
T HAREEN TR INT. AE T, (cyt-De) B. napus ZTHRIZTEB W TN A F <

AWM EESERBEOEG N RINTEDN, HEMICKRERZIT O, fMRMA
MOBRLEERKLEMES OB FNWFHT VMO TEETH D Z &5 56 (Gotoh
etal. 2018), S RKMEANT X T 5 /) LDOFEANIZ KD ANA A~ ZAm EI2E, #Eik
OB ERPBEBET20BERDS. 20652 L NITT DI, (cyt-
De) B. napus R IZB T 2 ERBENTCHULEDHLZRET LLEND S .

(cyt-De) B. napus HZ OW &RKHET, MU ARKBIOCEFEEICE D THE W
8%~ L7272 (Fig.3-7, Table 3-3), (cyt-De) B. napus F #t 25 % & W2 & WYL
BERFMETRTONELIREERNICBEVWINEREREZITOLERND H. £
o, MR o REL, FALZTEAEKTHDLI 7+ b hrE Y 2 ko TRIES
N5 &h b (Kozuka et al. 2011), #¥M LH ok KREOFA L XTI 6
N5 FICB W T (cyt-De) B. napus Zfi D XV K&/ A4 4~ 2w ENA
A DH T EN TR I N T

Movricandia arvensis ¥ 'E % & D B. juncea CMS R lL, NA 4+~ A DHE K
LEO I/ T 4 VERAREOHEMICEY, VGV TFREL L LE
(Chamola ef al. 2013b). % 7=, (cyt-De) B. juncea CMS Z#HIZEB W T, —K
BRI R OELEVORAROKIE, RAEMEE B. juncea RH LV b
mm o, RARDZY O 3 ITIE <, D. erucoides O A NI X T 5 ) A
X, B. juncea D7 7 21 L TREFHAHBEICKREREBEBLZRIT SRV E
A S i (Chamolaefal. 2013b). AR FEL, (cyt-De) B. napus F#t O @& WD UL
EEEEEHONICLEDR, BF LA EANTRT T ) AEOEERMAEYE ZH
ET D10, BeAN T xITHMOEKT 2 Mt LRI AT T T ) A%
BMALZSEIEFRREBEICBTINERERELEMBL, 006 0K X xR
AT IOZHLERDY, TOREE, SREFAVLT XTI 20oBEANICERRNT D BEZE
MAMEEZA T 2 REREzMECESCE2 LM Bang. £, 4%, &
AN ILICH LS 25 & FPHEIN (Bevan ef al. 2017), #E XM L HE %I
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BWTHERKT ) 2006 ) A~ THEHREG 7 L3 REBLEZEICEDL 2
B rHOEBESE2ME T 52 L5 (Wang et al. 2016), 7 /7 &L L KL
LA OEBEEAAMICILIEREENCEODOM LR DO RS EEICRDL ERBINT.
AE TIX, (cyt-De) B.napus F# O N A A~ A @ ik, Mk Ao RKICER
TAHZEEBHOLMNIT L. S5, TOMIRMEE O KITIE, ERE LS K
DIEMEDNEE ST 52 L2 L7z, (cyt-De) B. napus SR 1%, WM& %2 S &
ZEHEEMELTCORERAMLRIYHEIRD ELEBIC, ZTNUOLOMHERRITELY, B
EANTXTHOT 7 AHBWRICED (AT XT 57 ) 225 LEER) &
WO AN RT ERIBEOHSNICORND 2 ERMFIND.
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B4 E
wEEE

K iz, 777 FREEGBEBEOFI LT XTI Y ) AR EANINT-HEE
WEBWT, SARMEANTXT T 7 2R3 bbb T REEREZALNICT LI &%
HAWZ, MERESSHEERER EOMERVE~OHNRKEAT LT RT T ) LD
BEEBM T EEBIT, SREAALTRT T 7 LITED NS F~ AW BB KR
b AHFAMRMOEHZR A, B 1 & CiX, MERRMEIC XV REMREXR
MOEHPRKRE L R IXHEMETITEBNT, AT XT5 7 AEMAEDB KOG

LR IZL o CHiMEATRMEEZRIRT O2FFELHLNICLE., £, F 2 =
E, REMFEAIC X0 e E RS AR M (Cytoplasmic male sterility : CMS)
BT 52FEMEWHLICLE. &6, B3 BT, kAT xT 57
NI AL A~ AMEZOVWTHMSTZ2ITo7. KRETIE, FETE
Ll BT ) NEFANTRTHF )LD/ R =2 BEETHELEREOF
HlizB2ERLICHM T TCARFRETCHWEZT 77 FTHREYZEHMEL THEL
7.

(P R A g = e T ANOBEHNHAEICERLTEY, FEICRE
WLcEY, SAkMEANAVL T X T S 7 2B EbTHREELZRORNMBIX, CMS O %E
MibicREERTWD., 7779 FTREYW THREINTVWDLIEIERZATOD
CMS KR ITEB W T Ogu CMS KK X (Ogura 1968), Pol CMS f{KFf » — M
(F1) Ml OFfE FAPE TR bILSMHEMH S (Ful987, Singheral. 2019), 7K
PHEEWICHEBNT CMS KRIT, MHMEBRSBAZ2MN 5T L22DICAARZREFHEMERT
bY, EEMEOMEICKE 2R AL S 2D L (Bohraetal. 2016).

ARt ANTXT T ) AOFANFT,CMS M2 TCEEIERBEERNAZD
N, KMBETHLNERTENRMEANAL T XRTHF 7 208 ACERT S BER
A HEHE % Table 4-1 [T F & O . KWLV, B rapa F#H I W T D.
tenuifolia O AV H X7 7 ) LAOHEANE, 7oy 2ARAEAbn T EFICAERTT
5 CMS 28R T D5 ENRBHLNERD, D. tenuifolia O 7 7 &5 o
Mz wik S 2881 % B. rapa DT ) LAIZHE AT L0 EENRNH L0, AFHR
CMS R#MICbHBD ENTRM@INT. £, D. erucoides DA )NV H X T 7

> R A

P

N
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LD AL, B. rapa %% & B. oleracea ZHITB W T, CMS ##F B L2 &
W x T, B.rapa % #t, B.oleracea % # ¥ X O B. napus F#HIZE W T, F+
RMEMIEDOE R E WS N F~ AW ENAH B, D erucoides O F )V R T T
J LD AL, Brassica BHEBMICB OV TRENAEHARECLRZAT D 2 &N
AR ENTZ., TRAULARMEICEBWTIEHR SN R AL T XT S ) L 0F A
FmiE, 777 FTHRMEHBIIBTRVWICABRRBEREZM & L THHFIAL.
NoOZ Linh, SARMEAANT XTS5 7 20FANIE, REEDOR LICTKWVWICE
BT s EEE R L. HFE, RKERY—F T I2E0D T ) AT — & X —
ADEBEFEREND>D>ODHY, BT )V L AN TRTT A0 70 A N—7
CET2MARBEOLNRTETWVWDLIN, AATXTF 7 A C3bEVEFEHINT
5T (Colombo2019), AN H X T 5/ rAxBELRBICIEHTE TV, 4
kAN T 7 ) L0BANEHET L EF, BEANVITXRTHOT ) b
wWiICEDAMBEOAKIZORLY, SBOMHEIZRICE VTR EFHEREM
EAEH T 5 ECEHBELERD.

BT ) NEFTNANTRT T ) A7 RXA N2 L5 EEROEHZ B
L, ko T ) LNOMEBERIBZNLE LE FIBREEETIERDI A LI X
T hERNRBE LEEHEIELELT IAAVTXTEFERE] 2ET 5. Z i
By ) AEANTRTF ) 20X MIbERRADLBERIETHY, ko F B
EHbYE, 2 MEOFMEICHRT2MERSZEN T 22T, BIEELD &
b sEEMEom EXMGEIND. RkMEANTRT T ) 2B ANT HZ LT
EREINDIA N T XTI ERICIT, MEOCRBEMNARHEELYSEAT LI DT,
Matsuzawa et al. (1996) IZ KXo TRME I Nk L o fE M A2 HEIC X 5 MM
Fi EY oL ERRELEAHEICI2EZBEMBERKOMER & W MEHBEREE
VELT L. < oMBR T, ZMEATAEMEZ RS S (LS 1991a), 77 7 F
BEMLEZHEonEZBHBAMRE OB ALHICEIT 2 ARKMIERLKEITHRIC L - T
FEEMARAHESCERERE LRAMICBIT I FIERnEMEREZ Wik 5 FEIHL
& 72 o 7= (Table 4-2, Kaneko and Bang 2014).

MBEMAZMICL s THME Fl M 2HG 21003, REMEECHME T MmICE-
TERBALZRBEOEEN DN, TRAMEFICIEZ KR MNEE 2 ITRKEEE
BBEICHWEEZHRCI YRR L, TRERFCEIBRRFEBECLIVZRHEZD

(Y
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MEMROBZELREST 22 Trmkand (F 1996). 612, G b MHE
Fi i, REOKY /22 b oREHELHKTHY, B HFEOREAKD
SHEREEICITbOALT, THENEZLOEMFEERARNETCH LI Z b, B
BARMGEMWEIZ XV KR FI M Z2ERTHO2LERD L. S EIF R
BEMBETY 77 FREHLICEB T S BC, A ThH D T E=FAKMEY S BC,
REeltozokodEfRELREZRICBWT, ERRMEZRT Z & TREM
JOEZMBPEH CERVWVHBOMAERNHFET LI ERNHALNITHR > TWVD
(Kaneko and Bang 2014). Z O MEME AR FaPEI%, IPM A O A EIEIZ K - TH &
I EERDDL D, o F BEEEHB & L TRE LM
FAITOREZHBOBE LEDOR MBI TRRSNDEE NS D (Fujita et
al. 2018). Diplotaxis erucoides O F VT % 7 4% 7 i (cyt-De) % 3#E AL /= B.
oleracea F #t X, 78 & 72 # jd B M % ~ e (Cytoplasmic female sterility : CFS)
za Ll &b and (8 2008), A0 x7 5 7 o R4EFH bk o &N
Betafk 2 F L 7=. (cyt-De) B. oleracea FH i OAEH T W T, £ O KNG A IK
FHEBRL, BEMBMERKEZEHT2OCIE, @FO#BERE L LM TIERL,
(cyt-De) B. rapa 2 EZHBE LE®M E L TCHWS Z & THEH S (Fujita et
al. 2019). U b Z oA REANTXT T /7 228 AT DT, HxHIiC
Mz T, BMBEFEESKEZR, BELED RO FEZEEHN VD Z &IT X
T, RHEABIMESMME R &0 A EREZ wik L, 2EMBEERKEE
HT 2 06HENNH 5.

¥ 3 mTh 7 K DI, D. erucoides DA N H % T ) A (cyt-De) DE A
%, Brassica HEFBICE VW TRENAHEBEICERZEZ A L7 —F, (cyt-De)
Raphanus sativus 2 T, 7 oo vy AL TAEBEERALNTZZ 0D
(BE M 2017),D. erucoides O F )V H 37 45 /7 AL R sativus DT 7 AT
FEEAAMAEE TR NI EBRB I, D erucoides 1%, 7 7 7 F 26 FE 0 I
FEE DNA IR S5 < MBI IC B W T R, sativus £V Brassica # I & L& ToH
L2 EDNHLEMNER S TEY (A 2013), shkMEA VT X T 7 ) A O
HERALZHLILOOEHEBRANANT X7 ) LRI, 7 2 ARG L O
G EZBRKTODONEELWVWE RBRINLE., A XTI LFREDIFIERIE
MBIZEWTEY ) A AN T XI5 7 5 t0R@EeEAGEE2HTE T 511X
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BeAN AT ITHMOE T 2 AR LRIV T XRT T 7 A2 FB AL E
SEREVEICBTOIONEFMERELZEEL, (EWEICS T @M% Z LM
LT, ANTRTEHEO —KILEMND ZERMHFIND.

MiE/EY TH 2D B.napus 13, WAEE»L O I I E R FEEEZ R
T, AHBoKEICHIS LEI S ERFEESREIMEHIL TV 2 END,
FERNIZCBWTLEBNICEEREY ) AT NI X T T ) AREFEET D ERER
X i 7z (Allender and King 2010). FEWN O 7 /7 A O M X, & F & F 2 #F %
NniTbhdEebil, ToOREBERODFEMREIPAZLLOATE L —F, VT x
T LD EMEICIE, EHINLTWRW. £, A thaliana (BT 2FEANO
TaZ A THOEATVARBICEWWTESY VLA NIRRT ) A/-O 7 nm
AR =271 Xo TERBELVWIBEBMHEREFTRE NICEW TH S %R
R7Z2COHRMIPEEICERZRIT T LERHPLEMNE R > TWD (Roux eral. 2016,
Boussardon et al. 2019). ZTh b DO Z &b, KO F B I, MEBRS O
BRELY - BKHEAERNDLCHFEHATRBAICIVBEL TWVWDLIDN, 2L 0MKE
CEBEWTHEANANTXT T ) LB RETHELEETLOILENLL ERET D

KW TIE, ROBEY 2 LNO FI EREFTERDLIANITXT T 7 5%kt
RLLEANTXTEROEBZEMT 520 L EREMIEEIZ DWW ToREh
ATV, Bl mRla/lc. o0 mAlL, 7 7 2 F VT X757 b
D7 BARN—TOHBICETDLHEOTHY, 4%, TOr/r A N—=27IZKDF
BEREANEHINTEREOERMNARICR DL EDRHHFIND.
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W=

777 EREAEBONKRMEA N T RIS ) AN E NI TR E IO W
THRMEANTXRT T ) 2R BT HREEAREZALNIIT L2 L2 AN
MEPE R ME R HEMERRME, NRA A~ A D3 H~OEBICERL, B AL AT
X757 7 LMo/ XA =2 CEKNTLI2ERENAHNBEDOLEOEMNIZTIT
HlhmAeRs ek Ak.

1. Diplotaxis tenuifolia MM 'E % b 2 Brassica rapa 2B 1T %
mﬁﬁﬁﬁ@Dmewm—%M%éwwgﬁﬁ
BOM R R oRE X, Al E MEME A Fe M (Cytoplasmic male sterility : CMS) 72
oI FEFIFERhBEERZEEZT. 777 SR ERY A D tenuifolia @
FNHRT 5 A (eyt-Dt) # 5 AN LT EEMWE B. rapa CMS % # (2n=20)
DEH &2 A 722, D. tenuifolia R OGO IRN 1 AT SN — %6 EKIEMN
# B. rapa % # (Monosomic Addition Line; MAL, 2n=21) O A 21X H o5 h, O
%, EHRELZAHEZRCEBY T R NMEAKZER LEBEAERO G LT
% Z T, (cyt-Dt) B.rapa MAL W RN % RIEBITA AV T 27 7 7 K4 b ok
DY ERELELTIHRRFRIZCOWTHAELRL EZ A, (cyt-Dt) B. rapa MAL
W & B. rapa FEDOREIZEWT, MEOK 50 DOAHANBNIEHME =5 L,
Bl LEMETORRKEBERICEWTHKARZNERI L, HohltaToBiRIC
WM EPNFEELE. ZRALORENDL, n=10 TIE2R < n=11 O EE
TOHNZRHT L THRAETFICHEEL, MRBREMEERREIILT X TS
ViR REROBR FICIsoTHRIRENDZER T INTE. 20D DR R
x, 77 9B MEMICEB YK A EFTANTRTST ) LABO 7 X =23
MR MEICEBEE R I T MAZMO TRE L 2.

2. Diplotaxis erucoides fM I3 'E % b > Brassica napus 281} 3
HEEAREEESEORR
B. rapa (AA 7 / &), B.oleracea (CC 7% /7 &) B L W B. napus (AACC 7/
LA)DOT T T7FR I HEERIIEBENYTT 77T RERE LM D erucoides O A v
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HF T A (cyt-De) #BALTLZZ LICLDHEREOEELHOMMTMNHE
DZEHEMEARARORKELS T THD orfl08 ODRBLEEET H I & TREAMT .
(cyt-De) B.rapa WL, =BT D2, orfl08 N7 ot v 7 X
OWEREOEW 2 EET DHEMERTEZ A 7 TH Y, (cyt-De) B.oleracea
WL, orfl08 M7 m v 7 S50, TALENIZH=EN RN T/ SR
M AER I WEERTR YA T ThoTo. 26 O BEG KD (cyt-De)
B. napus MW iX, W oM N o b ELIBR L, orfl08 ¥ 5 E W & O 1 ] 12

DHEMERMEEZREBE LEZERHLNE Y, BREMEHEMALICI D HERRE L IE
MiEMEPHEMIn, EEREZEEL TV EE I LN, 2L 0HKRIX

RERFHEILICE T CMS 2RI 20 e mi 24 L.

3. Diplotaxis erucoides MK E % b 2 Brassica napus \Z 8 1F 5

NAF<AMEDSFHBEOMRA L EH

KN TXTZ T ) LOFEACLL2BEMNANVEOEREZH L NITT D
7o 8
2T LANRLLIFREFHL, AFFFERELEONBEE OB E 21T -
7= & 25, (cyt-De) B. napus S, MR ORI LD N4 A~ RH LI
EolZ EMHbNERSsT. XA F~ A ERH LN (cyt-De) B. napus
WAL, B. napus Ff XV ATP B &5 7 B0 & pl B & A5 7 B 2 & 7 il A
SNLEmMABLN, ERERFAHOBMICE Y, (cyt-De) B. napus F#H T B
FaoaN"NAF~2mMEDHREPRTBEHENRTE., 206D Z &6, (cyt-De) B.
napus ZTHEICB W TEREL =7 v VEB TG RBEEER - OB & D H
MR A OB RICHF LG T A AR R I, £, (cyt-De) B. napus
FMOW BT, MOAKEKBIOETFEEICEWLW TIE WHEA AL, IUHEE
FMEIELIEREMLE L COERMALLIMHFINT.

, (cyt-De) B. napus % #t & B. napus R & O EH LZHE Z 1TV, A0

y

Uk etnn, 777 FTREWICE Y CTHERERRICESY 7 A LA VT X
T LMoz A N—RREERITST L, REAELICELY CMS &5
B 2ol miAz T E&ebic, S kEANTXT T 2 2DFHEANIZ
TNt F~AmERHZELND B napus FREFEH LEZ. 26 028K EIC
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KXoT, BEANTXRTHOT 7 2HBICIVANREZAKT 22 L 2HB
ELE TANVTRTEME] EWVWIFBMERBHEIEOWNMIZO RN DT &N FS
n s .
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a o

RKFROFTCHLY, EHEEHB L L TFERERERLLMD E ME S %
ENONZRI IR & ok, ELRE»POELRBEBICE O THDWIKOREF
RO, MXERREZBICDEY ZKRAED THE, THEZBY X
Lz e, EHELLWVWHIARBKEZ S A CTHWRZ Z LICEIE#HZLET. £
o, RO REEFEH LT OIL, EROWBE, T—F Mk lico>0n<T
WY e ZHRE, CHEEAHEVWEZLICLOLBALHB L ETF DS EHICESEHV
LET. &6, AIFEHBL LTIHERBIOIKMZBY EILETRE
RENAFI A T AHER R — DM EYFHFREEORE S HR,
KRBT RKREEZRMEDEREAESOEN —HMERR2L RCAGS O ZKHE
BV EFLeFHERFEFPHE AN A0 LBR@BIEEE, KRR KTREPH
YW ERFPHRAREOARILBERICES DAL BLH L LT ET.

R(.,

AKFEIZEBNT, EHEROIMEHICODW TEMIEER, L2 EHE 25 icw
Ak, MIEYAFOMERICOVWTIFEZHEHWLYWE M E U EEME OB,
Real Time RT-PCR f#HT O £ KR FICTH> W T I F 2 TH W 72 5148 PE 2 K5 ol
FEMEE RNA VUV A ICB T2 &8ROV T IS % HW I FH
BRFALAAV AUV RAEEMRE L ¥ —BRBEAHEZHREEO T — & HZ,
TAT TV —FEENETFT BT ICONTIHYE, JXELZ2HEOEFTH ST KF
NAFTHA T ABEEWRE L X —EWon FHERFFRE O KE KA B R
bR EEMMER O A K, KM EEOENKICENRLTELS BLH
LB ET.

WERBCOMEEFTCHLY, ZRL2DITXE, THEHEHVLEFTEHRE RE
Y EEFEHIEEOER, KA, ZEBELCLIrPOEHOELZELET
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