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Abstract In the past two decades, the field of study of mating system and dispersal processes in plants has
greatly expanded. Attention has particularly focused on the use of maternal progeny ar;ays to estimate short-term
rates of outcrossing and selfing frequencies, and to examine patterns of pollen dispersal and male fertility varia-
tion within populations. Earlier studies relied on exclusion methods but realized that many gene flow events were
not being detected by these techniques and that unique parentage could not be determined for a large proportion of
the non-immigrant offspring in most natural populations. Consequently, methods for maximum-likelihood estima-
tion of gene flow and male fertility have been introduced. Estimations of relative frequencies of outcrossing and
selfing in populations and families based on single-locus and multi-locus models are discussed in this paper. At-
tention is given to the method of parentage analysis and the estimation of the level of gene flow. As an example,
we present our studies of mating system and paternity analysis on Ophiopogon xylorrhizus, an endangered plant in
China.
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MEYRREEIFRATUSAFENEKR. F
—ABRRARERERZH = EFRGMM
Bl B F B ARG RAZE, X ERHMEX A
REYWHEYFHBRREEHN AN EERR, EEH
HEEFELETHRERMERENERERE, H
Y R Rl 7 2 S AR B,
B MR ETESHH AN E N BREHEEER
WEBSRAE. B, BREENFEREL AT E—
A AREFE AR LI, BE S FE A AR EE
W0 RAE —ATFREFEA, BRI T A8
WAL EEE ¥ E KRR flin,
FEBENTHEERK? BESHEFTEEREA
ZRRARRERETREREEL? F2ERBmE
P B RS BRI R W R SR TR
MM REMBR, SRR EEMBENSFHREZ
W TP A M AT B, AR TR E
W FEFBRBAYENSERRBEBHE
M X EEE S 2 E B, BEEYER/NE
BN EANZRLE KT EF
KA K PRMBRBLEE=EE.

B—HE,FHEERMBERNHELERP
Y E IR FERPAEWE S, £ IR R R
AR, AT W B FEmER RS R EE
BRBAEAT, B REERENRFRAELZ
BB HERR, ROZ2MH RS, RESORRE
HMEN, TESARAREEEROERSEERN
2 ; IE R X S () BB X AR P47 B AE B B (Bierre-
gaard et al. , 1992; Levin, 1995; Nason & Ham-
rick, 1997; Aldrich & Hamrick, 1998),

HYXE RS SEERNNEHRR AR
EEREEHANZL. ZXERMNBT MTHER
NEMBAUEBEARRARAGERERMGHRRSHE
MEXEMRZE, REFHAERT BT TE
FEArSER RN ROERER FRITEEH
RPNFEEN—ERE;BENMBRIMINTAREL
REREREEEEITHFRER.

1 XERFES

EREYHBETEHNNE-SRHRERS
BRFE A FRAMRT LA B RERES, &
e, MEEHEH ST U A REE— R
it B X R U — PR T HRA
32, I RETE B A, X AR — BB A 3T .

B MR/ , T ELAA 16 i (6] EL 58, BRI

A AE M B A B SRR B4, SR B T B R
MFHERA, FEIHY AT R 500 BF R 26 50 8
AR A E T8 TR B 38 1% 3008 R HE W X AR 344 5
MR T EEE T A —# (Clegg, 1980) , BF A
MEEENH— T RRREETHTURRNBNM
B, EiFrsEyS, HTTUERN SR ERE,
B o 45 (0 WG B 3t B kst 15, EEF B WP
RUHEERE BREIFINEHTFIERESLE
FoEE B R THR A B A BE YR, T EL R AR
BEAMERRBHS FHRIENSR, FABNR
I KB 5 B M 3 F 89 # 1% 45 18 (Karron et al.
1995; Cruzan, 1998; BE/NE%F,1997) , SR X LE4L
B4 Fhricin T E ,RAPD fl AFLP £#./53]
T 28 MW H (Dow & Ashley,1993; Parker et al.
1998).
1.1 B R

B A 4 i 3 B R LR A AR M AT B
WA, RERLATHA, B TR RENFIESH
MERXEERZR), HEXBRELHRELR A
WA T MR RGEHER, EALAAXELRE R
FB—AEHER ELE - HER . HYPEERAN
BARE SR AMA (Clegg, 1980, Brown ez
al, 1989), BAXRARLHBABE. DE—IETF
kBT HARBRRBREENLRE; 2) T BBk
BEEEFRRERN; DRI BESEEER
RT3 5 4) B A 8938 15 10\ 500 B R 4T 8 15 T 3R
B ) B A2 B B4R L E R T B
REROERBERTUHBTRGE D, HEF
BTN (R, p FEMFMNERER),
I ILAFAC R 5 8 3R A B R R T Bl X
A6

®1 EAXRREAANTFREFLHNID S, BT

—A R RAFHA SR EE (Clegg, 1980)
Table 1 Expected distribution of progeny genotypes under the

mixed mating model, assuming only two

alleles at a locus (Clegg, 1980)

A REEA FZEE A Offspring genotype
Maternal genotype AA; AjA: AzA;
AlA s+ip tq 0
AjA: s/4+tp/2 1/2 s/4+1q/2
ArA; 0 tp s+tq
FEWERF, p.g HHREFHSOEE A F A, HHE, B p=
1—q,s Ml ¢ AP REXEMALR(=1—1) p and g are frequen-

cies of the two alleles, A; and Az, where p=1—g; s and ¢ are the

relative rates of selfing and outcrossing (s=1—¢)
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1.2 & TREA

B AR ZA ST RREMEA R Shaw %
(1981) X% Ritland # Jain (1981) Fri2 iy . 4552
Ritland (1983; 1984; 1986) XK T —RHMNFH L
30, T RBE RSy FEE . TR 4
# T — A EE R4 & % A (Ritland,
1990) ES A BB S , REF G2 IFENEK
EVERZ B A AR TR B A ACRE . Bl , 3% 2 PP R& AL
HE5BRSMERNMHLEERTFR LM IEE K
FREM, TR 2 BREHRHT, BN T8k
KRBT HZ, W BRETER. BRRY BN S
HERITHEENRR LXRITRAAD, B
BECHAWRE. REBNRRRLEHRA —RE
BEX R L AL AT AR KT BB A
FRFE ™ & (Ritland & Jain, 1981),

%2 ASHAMBHITRIEEN—ARIE
BHE (Shaw et al. , 1981)

Table 2 Hypothetical data set for estimating outcrossing

events from multilocus (Shaw et al. , 1981)

(04 & Loci
A B C D E

4R H M Maternal genotype
11 22 12 13 23
FREEM Offspring genotype

FRES

Progeny
1 11 22 12 13 13*
2 11 22 22 11 33
3 11 12~ 12 23" 13*

EFREHH AR ETFREET K RLE Asterisks

signify loci that discriminate each progeny as an outcrossing

1.3 RERGHTHRERHNMRE

RAEREFROMEBRKR, FERFES MG
R EZMEE AT (Rieseberg ez al. , 1998; He et
al. , 1998a;1998b) , 71 4 5 HU ML 3% B ot [6] F1 22 B¢
AIRR ], 76 5 1B B8 X4 BB ML 5 iR AR e 4t
REOBERIE BB A E3E , RS ERE
2 WAL 55 L B AR 34K 84 oL o BB 3 B
B9 ¥E B8 ¥ (Shaw et al. , 1981; Shaw & Brown,
1982) . #R T Shaw # Brown (1982).Ritland 1 Jain
(1981) #INK, EXBZHHERL T, HFE 3~6 403
BHNAREUBIAEHN S SMAiT. WA
Shaw #l Brown (1982) MW 5IE KA, Y% H X KF
w B, B KV RE ¥ BT BB T A I BARIE AL,
YK EE, ZRBEREFICAEENE
.

2 EFRSSEERMEITHELEBSH
RF ik

BRARERRBEYHZMSERALSRRR
SGHEATEY RN EREWEREFNMENEE
( Pellmyr et al. , 1997), R L E A/ E B A&
FEMNXELHEHARIETERANTR. A
2R _E SR, 12508 3T R SR 98 15 SR
—HERSAFEANARE,NERFENERSRR
FEABERRTMER SR P RERIEH#IT
EH—-BHES. AmE—MRRPEERZ 4
G ARG B A P A R R AR TR I = I R
B BF 92 K38 2 SR R SR SR AL B 7= A Y B AR, B
FEE BT AR N R A 20 R A — B
MG, FRE, X —HEBAA T HERRG, Lm—
HERNERHHR AT TEEMHIEME . i
WA MR FR RS, SR IR
AL b2 3tb B AT T AR A 40 o, SR El A E N PR F
BRBA G E B AW BT A W EE R, F
BE— RN EART UK —HETBY T
R AXFHITE, N —AFREITARIOFREE R
ERZAMT, AR BN EREEMY AR ETE
R HEBM MG, . BERIE, R PR
MR, ER R FEBRHK TS, ATTEA R
BHES SR EERNE 1999,

2.1 HEBRG T

HEBR 2 WL B A B 2 s A s AN E R
RaF#E ERBEMERERHENES. M¥TH
Yot , HEBR 5347 B R B T2 2 Ab R R A 1 P B )
16 % & B i 3h R & (Ellstrand & Marshall, 1985;
Ellstrand et al. , 1989; Devlin & Ellstrand, 1990a;
Kohn & Casper, 1992; Godt & Hamrick, 1993;
Arias & Rieseberg, 1994; Broyles ez al., 1994;
Schnabel & Hamrick, 1995; Nason et al. , 1996;
1998; Chase et al., 1996b; Stacy et al., 1996;
Dow & Ashley, 1996; 1998; Goodell et al.,
1997),

RKEHRI TR P RE—-NFRAELSE
RFHEAREERERA(E ), RE—MLE
— MR R BAN SR EE RN SN TE
R A H R A , 5L BB 45 HEBR N 2 iy B Y (PR &
NRETERRE AL K7 A B F ik S5 A 22 B A D Bl
EF 3P, ER 1 TR E R 1,H B
7 2 MR AB.D.E AFE,E E L&, BAHE K
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FIALA 3 BAT BRI ALFE MR, A EKE LA
I HMARRER 2 MK, XTRAE - KAXH
B — R HEBR AT, TR E P AL AT RERY
REFREB—TREENE.BE, G 3 EX
Fi o WA W BB LR, TR A T RE R B X PR B 2 5P
AR PR R AL A Y A R AR B M T — BRI, FTRA A
FRFRAD TR S S ERN R
BF EREBKRHERBEES, RAB SR FT
BARRERNEA—NFBHR/NERTBE,

%3 —AEE14MEES 3N TRIEMEHFNE

SAHEBHMAANRGERR
Table 3 Hypothetical genotypes for five codominant loci in a
population consisting of one maternal family and three
possible paternal individuals
174 & Loci
A B C D E

BAH B 11 22 12 13 23
Maternal plant .
BER1 11 22 12 13 13
Progeny 1
AR TFH& 1 2 1Rz 1#3 1
Paternal gamete
B2 11 22 22 11 33
Progeny 2
RAERFH& 1 2 2 1 3
Paternal gamete
B3 11 12 12 23 13
Progeny 3
AR T & 1 1 182 2 1
Paternal gamete
RIRBALA 1 12 22 22 13 23
Possible father 1
R E 2 22 1 12 22 23
Possible father 2
A E 3 1 12 1 13 33

Possible father 3

W — AR T F AR B R — MR AL TR
¥ B BT A #7302 1] D ), A A HEBR 43 A 8 1 B
BR AEXMERT, T2 ERENEASHN F
fREE A, HERR R B, 7T UTE M A I BT A Y
HE % zh =4 (Broyles et al. , 1994; Chase et al. ,
1996b; Nason ez al. , 1996;1998) . &R HIAL A4 #r
REENHTLESEBS EXESEBRPHER
MERESHE. KPR IADIMETFR.D—%S
KBWERIREA, AKX RUFE—FHEF
FRA B BRER M , X A ) 1 5 F 5 8 (Asclepias)
Y5 2R E YR ¥ B (Broyles & Wyatt,1990;
1991; Broyles et al. , 19O RIFZERTEER
(Acacia) Y 0 £ & 1 ¥ (Muona et al. , 1991;

Chase et al. ,1996b) ; 2) ¥ LR (Ficus cariva) ,
S En R B BN RFELCR, — NS
B — AR ER , 3 R BB — MR
B G HEZE (Nason et al. , 1996; 1998),

HEl, A R EEGSR R P AN ER
REEFRBEE W EZ—. ST Schnabel Al Ham-
rick (1995) .Dow 1 Ashley (1996) & H /MEEF
A BT R 2R 5 A 7B R R A U Th B SL AR A
R F I AFIEE B, R A 0 P A R e AR
B ERTANEER LR, WELHEE R
HGTFRIBRIAHRITAETBNFA -2, I
B R HRAY 6 Fl - O B EOR S B SRR B
4 [F Mk, SR R R R AR S
RIEF R R T AL R A = B AR

St FRKEHELEEHY KU GFHRASHE
¥1), 7T LA E BT B9 5 AR (BT S B s S R SR
WEEE R SRR X FER T, AR AR BSE
AEE, M FRUTEEFGHREREN MGk
AMEFE RS EBFARAFMLER, X
ME— R HERE AR AHRNERER, &
EEZMBRERITELS . XM, EHEER
HRERFHEEY T REZE—HR A TR
AA R BT EER IS, T HRERKE
WISV, 7T A2 B HERR BT & ¥ AE T BB Y B AR ST A
WYX AREEFHTESHERER KNI, 3
T HEREMFHRYR, BBR—DREZI AR
EAMEERBAHRE AU HAREERERR. 5
—F T, NEAM RSB TIBEGEREHN
K HEHE P . Dow F1 Ashley (1996; 1997) HBFRR
BT R A SR T B R B H R R EE
e

BT IR R /DA R B A 2 R A AT, 8
THER A TR B B4R E (BEEE DT
BB IRETHEARE (REERDAEHHE, B
H—HAHEANRTERNMG A FEFEM
A, AR B B R RO T 2 B A XA [
EhnZEd , B X FE s T A HEBR R R R TR
#P3X Ee L Kg , Devlin # Ellstrand (1990a) K& —
AEERBRITERS BHER AR — BT
PG, DT BT LA 4G 30 2 HE B 43 A7 o B A S T B Y
BEEER. AN ASURERENRRESE
¥ ok AR B E A B AF (Ellstrand et
al. , 1989; Broyles et al. , 1994; Schnabel & Ham-
rick, 1995), Broyles % (1994) K Fi Devlin #I Ell-
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strand (1990a) B F % Xt 5 F #i (Asclepias
exaltatu) #4722 F A A HER: , & L4 F M43 &
P T B 2B W3 34, T X b F1 AR ER &L
243 BT 7 % (BB 35 51 o B R o0 2 | D 4 17
it ,Devlin 1 Ellstrand (1990a) X S EHE R
AR eRREER.
2.2 BAPRESHT

A HYH) SRS, Meagher (1986) . Meagher
1 Thompson (19865 1987) B Je FF 46 H i i+ £ A 8
ST OARVE B E Al 1 B VT BB R A, X AR A T U
BE— BN FAREAMEAER .

2 3% Meagher (1986) MIE X, B AHFER C
K EMEEA,D K EFTREM A, XM MR E AL
ﬁ%lﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬂa gB, gC, gbh, D = C B‘Jﬁijlﬁ
HERAHPRETURETHARITHE . LIMP=
D)= T (gC|gB, gD)/T (gC|gB); H+ T (gC|gB,
gD) BREHAMBRLEHEFRBISRER
R BIRE B, T (¢C | gB) B B A B F 441
BYLSTRER AR FXRAINEREFMMEE.
Xt & — TR SR BT AR, YRR
MR EEAE MEKNAR . YHEETLHER
MIER, AT REZ R F Bk S E B PR %
A XA EL B, 2 JLAN AR E G B9 AL A& = A
AT RXAESHE G — LR S & PR A
I, HEEHRYPUE, BS BB AUREERZ N
LOD {8 (Meagher, 1986; Marshall ez al. , 1998),
LOD {B Yy 3 55 S £ I U4, B 0 3% o O BB BL A9 T I
Wi E R EERLE, IER LOD ER 7 WA
E R R RN EEX AN B HEE R TRILEE
HIHEYE, LOD [EER K, XMl gEtE K. LOD B
BRAMEAERZR TR LA,

BAUAREETEAEIANAFTEHZAT —RFR
(Devlin ez al. , 1988; Brown et al. , 1989), %—,
HA LR AR S FoE, BRI B BEE
HEXRRETFHE (B T(AA |AA, AJA)D
=1.0, {H T(AA; |AA;, AA;)=0.5),E i, %4
REEZAMLEANEES T, X EREE MG E
AR FE B PREER R EARR B E N
HELEA,MEEZBIH T REELRHHEMNLR
#, B BT BERRERE RN EE. EHEAE
BRIBERNFZENMENFELE. REZA T
HW, BRURAE T REFBRPETHEEROHF RS
&R AER A 4 A #9158 (Smouse & Meagher,
1994) .Devlin % (1988) EH— £ X B T RI\F S FR

ik R B AR DA EAT AL H% 43 89 77 B (Fractional pa-
ternity assignment) , (B R WFEE FEREF KR
PR XUSE g R  , i ELAE 3 A Je AR B 2 it FE AR R 22
(BR/DBE,1999; B/ B SE,1999).

2.3 FARDHSERE RN E R R 8

FEARSTIEA L R B TN SRS
HXERZMX E, N HIETBNENR, XF 057
B UM ETE, T XX T —
AEAEF ARG BB E R E 23 B X sl
IS EEBEE R, BT RREREFHER B
SHEEXEEERXBESEEMNRE. ETUMNAET
BT RHBRERER S TFHAZHHHERX
(Meagher & Thompson, 1987; Karron et al.,
1995; Schnabel et al. , 1998),

T 0RHEAT R A S T R B, A% BB LA
HE., F— BRXXERRESHT—F, RENEH#
SFERRTHEGIHINREERE. RIETERE
W AR K 3t 52 ) HE B B R, — M SR . ) 3K o2 A 38
BMIREMERPE NI, K — MR FAE
93 8 9 1 — AL K5 38 0 HE R #E 3K (Chakraborty er
al. , 1988; Brown et al. , 1989), M —#3t B ikt
FARC I FE BN CEBIANHREERET TN
B ¥ 4712 i RAPD ={ AFLP 1§ 3| 4 He B % X
(Snow & Lewis, 1993),

KREYERRHAXRELS TR ERENA
SN EERIC, AR 10~20 MESME, B
B 2~3 M4 H (Ellstrand & Marshall, 1985;
Meagher, 1986; Schnabel & Hamrick, 1995; 3§ &
B5%,200D), IERHA T —HEREFERKPHEE
BREW S FIRL, EXRFIEF M T EE AFLP
PIFERESFFREE . BRMIESHTER
FEut, BRI AL D (Dow et al. , 1995; Chase
et al. , 1996a; Aldrich & Hamrick, 1998),{E H &
ERRHNPB IO REHE—MLEANFOE
B 2 £, B3 T HE BR 4 3 1 AH 24 B (Chase et al. ,
1996b; Dow & Ashley, 1996; 1997), fH% ,AFLP
ERRERS, T EHEZHEL T X400 A<l
100 4~ (Vos et al. , 1995; Lin et al. , 1996) {HR3E
#R&,AFLP fRic 5L Z ERTTE A # RAPD #rid
—F, RN BHEBRE, KAOAHRE T, BIHEK
b REAR T 8 — AL 89 HEBR 71 B (Snow & Lewis,
1993), BHARCTTE REA T RAHE (Lewis &
Snow, 1992; Milligan & McMurray, 1993), 1 %
P8 5 5% T B R W AR A 3l B 8 )5 AR B A 4
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&,

8=  EENTHERHREERA TR
TR B RS, , 24 YR AE A SR AR ORI I, A 2
EE 3 F ARSI E M T 2 R R
% FEFERYBERENREY M, HARE
LA FEA T A R AT E A R R s bR B
A0 F ) A R R A AR R s R, X T —
AEIJLEA TR R AR FHEERYL, B H JE % 3Ry
BAEBE, IR R 99%, W RERI KBHT
R —HESRONB A SHHEERF 4.
Xt 2 HE AT, K B RX T HERR BT SR,
FrRf FS B R B o 9 AT R A B I A E AT 100 4
(Devlin ez al. , 1992; Kohn & Casper, 1992) , \ T
TER S BRI IR E SRR Z H R ER TR F
RHERLE. BE, N TFEMAERRBHFRRR, H
REFERNWEFBFSRFHBEZENERRE
B, 0T AR R & B S A R R L, MEE
HEYEFELRERNEHNEL. B, Nason %
(1998) 7EXT BAER MBS, h FRE T EAEBR T
fg BE B AN A 5 B, ) 4 R AL A HERR R BB 7
HREE B RN 7 — B R RSP H
HEFAMRPIABETABRE T ARRE,

3 ARZFLAXBRESXEFEI TR

KM F & (Ophiopogon xylorrhizus)E—Fp+H
BENBEEY, —FEEHERNESEEERE
Y, FEAMECHEREHRHAEURAME. A
1993 E, RATXHEFEM T T KHAMHE,.
FEEEWE (THES, 19982;1998b; He ez al. ,
2000a ) , FhBE A A5 2 (f] 4B %5, 1999) , FrlF R AE 45
# (He et al. , 2000b) A R AR A= 4% (fa] HH 4 %%,
1999b) , FHE A B R ATXHZFH Y FF R H XK
RESRAEN A ERITR.

RAOTF T SAME R ERIS. IFRK 3
AHh S A SIS, A U A REE 20 BRER IR
RFE ALY EER A, X AR i Z S K
ZEIBEBE Z N 200 m, A R BE L T B 5 U5
HEREEEA ERHTRBMUR R REL, KE
Rk L BT, RIBUR T IR S s bR, B
WRBH T 8 M EBABAEALK (He et al. ,1998),

LB BB 8 BB ALEEBREIRIC, RIBR
MR ARGEBEH RS RRANEBARRRRE
B EREER GFRERAUREHERX RN TE
RN AW EER, FRPZBHT Ritland
BERS XA ALMASE K FORTRAN £F
(MTL).,

HRXHARELAAHBHSAARREE
RAEH,0.091 B 0. 467 RE(F 4). HBENBAN
RXBESHBHANMEESBENEMXEGC=
0.9998, p<<0.02,df=1), T B 5 F B M FHLEE
b EA X4, R BE (r=0. 86, p<<0.35, df
=1), FEFFIIR 40 MR EF, RREM 0 B4hE 1,
B EN R, XFRRRERRPHIA
HAPAARELHRREAL R —FE SR
wEE, AU LW ELARERERX (He e
al. , 1998) (A 1),
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AL B Outcrossing rates
1 ARFLARKEERRFHIN
Fig. 1 Distribution of outcrossing rates among

families of Ophiopogon. xylorrhizus

%4 KRBLHBRIBREEEIESPHEREED

Table 4 Mating system parameters in populations of Ophiopogon zylorrhizus(Variant ranges were shown in brackets)

P3

P4 Pé

i 5 B3 H Multi-locus outcrossing rate

A H R ZEH Single-locus outcrossing rate 0.28540.131
W FE A4 Biparent inbreeding coefficient 0.181£0. 065
B £ #5 ¥ Fixed index 0.1404-0.119

0. 467+0.174(0. 00—1.73) 0.323=0. 055(0. 00—2. 00>  0.091%0. 037(0. 00—2. 00)

0.2101+0. 041 0.058+0. 034
0.11340. 026 0.033+0. 017
0.28710.134 0.37410.117




150 MW Y £ & ¥ # 25 %

RIAMBERAARXRENERGERE .46 BrRERERY L 3 MFEEE I 354 BT,
BESSRIPR RITTUMARELETEN 7 304 HERBOLUREME, RO TR LT
SRAESHTLBRRANMT P XREHE  BER W RA, WER T 50 BRT, U4
BERERGBERE, KREWSHHETHEES L TERMEEREER, R %X TR
e IDE R EME—HEEREE, EXELERELERIBBE

FREARANRREERBEERA N =0 AMMFRERE WM ERESE, NXAHF
GE2EOE =1GEERI) . WEXAMBEAR  KH ROTUBHOTER.D AXEHRE™
AARBEGRAEBARGBREAERBEEWEN EMEREWE D) ARELATFEEENNE
R, REERAERER, XRRTRUHAMRE  BHESTRELSEEEYEINR;3) FARRE
EOFREEA REAMNEHE S BAERMAE  BEEZERREET LR TR0 RRR
FEABENMERNE BANEFRREENERE ER(REZEHHEEKEFONLIELE
ERAMMHTHEHWELWE 2, 55. SUMEMIT T M AT , HAEBR I8, X

Bk REY—E=EMT),

%‘O‘SF

207} -
06 | e o r=0888 p=0.0001 4
£ 05} . =20
E 04} 10 |
i L J L g
§ 03 ; 8 |
&Mﬁ 021 6
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ol . ®
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IR FT/RR) Fecundity (seeds/family) :
B2 P3RMBIEASEERAENLE T S S e S T T a7
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r=0.68 p<<0.10 df=7 Fig. 3 Relationship of the number selfing pollens and family
KRR B 5315 H SEA0 AR H BB fcundity CPS populson
XY BRI E— R R, T 324447 HANERERVEMMHEESEER, W

REFAMZANEEYYEBEWHRET , VEYE ARSI HESEER, XEERHTR
BRRHGHESHARBEENENFEE. RAR— (TSN BERINOTE, ABRELER LR
AR RIME LM SIABRELHBHAGT T  HBELHE.ARERE, BEAK A LEHE
BRI, BAT BERBE AR (Meagher, 2§, B —FIS 5L E S (He et al. ,2000), i LEA
1986; Marshall ez al. , 1998), 23 HTiZ AR Mar- 55 55. SUBY B FT A LM B W T (T H 4 2,
shall (1998)F & # i+ EVIRF CERVUS, ZBF  1998), 54447, RINABAREZ X —MER . A

RITHT SRR BT R AT,
%S5 KREL I PHBRRBYE BEMRALEERBEXR

Table 5 Family outcrossing, maternal plant heterozygosity and their relationship in three populations of O. zylorrhizus

P3 P4 Pé
BEREE REE BARGE REX BAREE REE

Maternal heterzygosity ~Outcrossing rates  Maternal heterzygosity Outcrossing rates  Maternal heterzygosity = Outcrossing rates

0.00(1> 0.26(—~) 0. 00(1) 0.33(—) 0.00(1) 0. 00(—)

0.25(1) 0.00(—) 0.20(7) 0.50(0. 27—0. 68) 0. 25(5) 0. 61(0. 00—2. 00)

0.50(4) 0.83(0.58—1.07) 0. 40(7) 0. 80(0. 29—0. 69) 0.50(2) 0.44(0.29—0.58)

0.75(3) 1.05€0. 73—1.07) 0. 60(5) 1. 01¢0. 67—2. 00) 0.75(1) 1. 04(—)

r=0.84" r=0.98"" r=0.70"

RERPEAERFABEREENREARTREYE, ES DA D BHNE S FEE  Outcrossing rates were the mean value of

those families with the same maternal plant heterozygosity. The number of families and variant ranges were shown in brackets

* p<<0.30 % x p<<0.10 df=2
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BELHRXERAFEELT (KELTERARZH
EHREH RBIU B3N ER R R,

4 FEFRSPERBFRTE

4.1 ERERUEENFENDFIRC

BNEAMTRATHDETEWERRURK,
ERVEBABE EHFRERSALHBREF RS
SHxt A B4 B (Ellstrand, 1984; Ellstrand
& Marshall, 1985; Hamrick & Schnabel, 1985;
Meagher, 1986), HEARSHERMEBELTRTH
B HER: 2 ¥ 5 Meagher fil Thompson (1986;
1987 B SR MR EBA N — R/ . Flm, 2R
S BB S5 TF 1R MR AL A AT BB 5 R0 R FI R
W T E 5 AFLP, &M R M A LR
BEMB Y FHETERSTRETHON S
(Parker et al. , 1998). ZEFEM B HERICH,HE
B S0 HBoK, B A LEAL A3t BRE, f
BANSMEREYHEZL (Dow & Ashley, 1996;
1998; Chase et al., 1996b; Dayanandan et al.,
1997; Aldrich et al. , 1998) . XEIERE NI THR
T A R P T 5% £ A A 430 T AR BB B
BUXB#AERAOEESTT.
4.2 FEENWHEEEHRK

550 . EERENETNS FRICHRAHE
B T SR B9 24 37 B A BB Y B R AR T R K
B R EREEMTPRAEN TR, B NE
BAARR G, B R R A A AT R
RBEW—FER EZRTNEBERHAHEH
(Chase et al. , 1996b; Dow & Ashley, 1997) ., B
N B 112 B9 52 Devlin Ml Ellstrand (1990) i
MG R EERBEFRAEWLKAEITEM
Roeder 45 (1989)# 1 By il i+ M & HE 8 DL R HER
B, SXBURME T R AT AT EER S FHE
R

SR E AT R — P F — 45 B R
B EER S ERNERTR. A FEbitau
SRAE 7 R AR B IR 52 & R P EEFR B (Meagher, 1986;
Devlin et al., 1988; Smouse & Meagher, 1994;
Schnabel et al. , 1998) ,{HE R F 3h#& B RFFFF
8% . . % m Schnabel #1 Hamrick (1995) i Roed-
er % (1989) Y LW IR W F Gleditisa triacan-
thos PAZECIAIBE 5 FHEZ HM R RRAE B, X
WH 25% BN RIE T IR BRI ER, A
T ABARTE T YERF 5T P HERR A i . SERRBRAY R A

Devlin #1 Ellstrand (1990a) #7527 iR E
W E {4 . Schnabel #1 Hamrick (1995) ZERF R+ HAE
AR SR R AR R R B A R
1%, MEBEREERFREETXAMER . BT
HAMEXEBEETEL  UANEXLERE
R B AT HELREAE T H AR . X Nason
25(1998) % Roeder %5 (1989) By i fE T — ek ik,
H4R BRI B CER M AR T I8) AL 28 5 551 AT RERY
A&, INMFERERAEREEES RHERRD)
KF.
4.3 FEERSHNHISHY R

BT ¥ EMRBRA, LA RS
2 TC g 10 R S ) 3 o ) Pl 38 2 30308 0 SR TF 6 B
FX BN E—, ERMTERE T IZ A BI
ZH TR, B BRI REN BT
RAE R I RA N ER R RHRA B TERBRX
B H 3 F1% 53 78 (Rieseberg et al. , 1998) . £,
G ERET I ER SBAHERTELEE
KEE A, i, S —AFE LN RE RS8R E, T
PR B R B — M E N B R B S A
FeRRE R FIRE , R A TR VT LH TR R ] —Fh
R EREN AN ERBAREINEH. B
=, Rk — AWK BT IE L B — # (Broyles &
Wyatt, 1995; Conner et al. , 1996; Emms et al. ,
1997; Goodell et al. , 1997) , TE LR FBEHM TR+,
EAMT A B T E AR R & Mg T R EHRFE
B SERREW AFEHELT, USRI
ERFR N A ERELHRIEES, I E
F¥4 (Karron et al. , 1995; Emms ez al. , 1997),

B, BAMFESTER T BAL SR
ER e RS RN RP R EEE
H.— B Y SEER ERBARES B, ZEY
EHE BRI, TR R H A Brfoi i S
I e R, B FRE A TS 2 R X 26 R R X R A
EYEHRERRIERERE, B EREY XE
EREEREBSFRPNABEUR—BREREHER
P, BRI HEHEHE,

H BT 35 A 5038 5 i BUAY J BAL P R 5 B R
(B T 4 PR3 £ b B RS, DA B A oy T 15 AR T B
AP Z RN R T EE KPR E U 4R
it A £ 4 F B8 (Metapopulation) B E SR,
M Schnabel 48 (1998) X} Gleditsia triacanthos #57
EAMERR, EFRIMHAREFERB - +24
4 B 1] P9 3 R S BULA MR R RSB E
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Ao BB DT FRBE P X TR R 2460 R
RS ARG PRI LR, HIE /DR
BHY B R OB/ N T REAR DS Bt A5 e T
R B TR E E AL R E TR Rk,

UL, B A SR A 43 T R MR S AR o P B A
[42) % 6] F 5% A0, 7E A B 3% I (Hamrick & Marawski,
1990; Chase et al. , 1996b; Stacy et al., 1996;
Nason et al., 1996; 1997; 1998; Nason & Ham-
rick, 1997; Aldrich & Hamrick, 1998),{H#& % &
EAERER GnEAREY) 0 EF R R EIEEH
ML JLFERACRRAF RS, UFRT —&
B 4 i 2 B AL B R L » B G A 0% B Ak 4T S )
FEEEERE A BPEER S S ERY KRS
FEEHREARR . B0 FHEEERKHAE
FRB KT UMARTFEESH RO ESHE
SERBRIMNERMERSTESBEFREEER
FH K BB R (Dow & Ashley, 1996; Schnabel et
al. , 1998; Aldrich & Hamrick, 1998) , TijiX BB 5%
HHOHREEZSHSTFIRCHNA.
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