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Abstract: Dioecy, a sexual system with separated male and female, is widespread among angiosperms. Sex—
determination genes, environment and hormones are thought as determinants to the sex of dioecious indi—
viduals. With the development of “next—generation” sequencing technologies and molecular markers, the
study on sex determination of dioecy has been focused on genetic level. Here, the mechanism of sex determi—
nation and molecular markers for gender were summarized, and some comments on future research directions
were also proposed, which may lay a foundation for the study of genetic mechanisms and phylogeny of dioecy.
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1.1.1 HFéEk

XL FAED I G AR AR — B &
JRI I RR: St AE M S AR R BT S A
AR, SRIGA R B YPE G EAR AR (et
TRAEE T 0 G B T S A 22 50K, o) & BRA Rk
Z h SR A7,

DA G G A hy BT (4R R 00 O e S Ak )
WP ER AR 3 Fh: XX/XY B X A BIFI ZZ/ZW
D, A3 ILL P2 B (Silene latifolia, XX/XY) A5
(Rumex acetosa, X * A)F145 )& (Populus, ZZ/ZW) N
R,

LD 2 2 e AR T L2 4 g [ 2 e e e fR (XX
Y 22) S B @R (XY 5 Z2W) PR R, H
HI, AMITFER TR 13 AR 20 MR & BT
[ AU e e fAc, 20 4 AR 19 MR R BT 5
RUPEY e fA 2, B P Y AR RN H I,
A B85 22 B0 It S kA 0 A ) e A O, 7
22 it I S R A P e 0 AR AR R B R, an 2z
SR (Silene) FHI T 1 000 T4 A4 H BTG 4
PRI AR, — BN BT e i SR A AR L
PEIE P A T RE . ORI BE LA Mt
A8 e S MR AE P /0, AELIR A P P e e A A
R, HAN TR, BT LB Sk 20 5 1
EGR IR LS S5 RN 9, sk, A
WFFE N RAE I R BT Y Y o ARy Sk
F B, 3 R RE (A  E BRARE T AL 2 R,

EiN=RE I OE Y80 b/l s RS ERE NS R o A
BRGNS, 3 R LA, 76— ol SR A 1Y)
PRl R I T EE TP HINAEALE, 1 HAE—
SR S S ARAE ) W’ AR (Carica papaya) .
A AR o, AT E G0 H A P 91 10 25 AL 4
fEHERT T F0 43 IIRIFSE 521, Steflova 5555 iR 5 Al
22 Y Yo ihr (B P o TRk gE, &
PR T A A TR DNA JE 41, A T 4 I 755 4
Fir Y G ok o (1 55 52 5 510358 43 ok R T i SRR
DNA J7F1 i S o T AR50 278 43 1) ey — %o
JE R it g AR, L PR Y Gt AR
PERR S X IR MSY) e, WA [ AR th Y Y fa iy
T [ e A S X (HIS Y) e R, 24 MSY AT HSY
KRR AR, H SR A 1) DNA HE M
SRR X Y fRxd vy I 12 f5 . teAh, —

B2 rsp15 e [RAY M-SR AR KL I 4H - BEAE HSY
BEL T 23 K, X R MR S A R
SFA . TRl 78 X Q@A HSY EHRREAT Y E
S AT, aAR i Be Ak A4 Fr Be g il
1R 119%F1 12%, F2B1 HSY (1) 55 21 94 il J5 4
Jfl 4% DNA B e s 2 Fp o) i) 2R [A)FE, 72
A IR 5 DX 3l 2 B T K 5 7 412,

UTHADEIE R B, A A AR R ) e AR i
et FE s R A, P AR —
A FEGBOR R T A R, — S
o 5T A ik 2 R0 2 A I I G 0 s B, Bk
PRSI FIE R R A, 51 & Y Je @ik
BAELA R, X e AT B AMEERRON, Fe B
AR,
1.1.2 Ak TAR

S/ 7w 1 € 5% 5 </ e o R A i)
WE5E AN, V722 S0 ke 5 UDAE 5 A BRI
B8 & B, BORR R PR S e i L] (sex—determi—
nation gene), Ul MADS—box K A P3 FEH AT 0GI
PR 4520 MADS-box HEPR M) 12 AFAE T et
SRRAEYI T, R R 20— M e BRI,
TEFR BN 22 52 A M (Asparagus offici—
nalis)® AEPNINER (Elaeis guineensis)FIH = (Spina—
cia oleracea) ™ SFAHY) ¥4 HiRiE, I FLAHSCHL
HIHEAT THRTT . MADS—box 3[R S 43 8L A 18
SR, TERY R AR & B B BRI [R] R 2
A RIS, UH R Y) AT E KB B, 2 5P
e R B IR, RIGIZ S BB A 7 — L e I
S MRAE P P 3] A v b R A T, A
JEH, AP3 ZENRIRHAFAET X Qe @R Y @ik
e, I ELAL T G € A A i B 2 i 2 X
177 PR 1 2R e (AR R A4 o X e i
H5Y REER AP EIDFRA R EES, B5E
Yo (AR DA PE DA AR R R 22 5, HLY Je s
I AP3 #8601 10— 8 1 TR TR IO e
(R, WG BB g AP3 S HEYETE
FAE, OGT BRI — /N Bty Y G o 1434
X, HA M E D Re, HAE R 5P 8] S K
{0 1 Mb, HE @R E R MeGT JEFZ 1 2] Y
Jefk b, AT LR REE 1T (Diospyros lotus)Mf
PEAS AR —Fh/N RNA B3Rk 1, DT 28 30 i
PEIDAAR

g3 TR P g B R Y 2R T B
56 07 FhRIC DL AP EOR, Bris L3 1



oW

FEMAME ST - BT AR MR S5 PR P31 PR 5 1 1 1 AR 161

VEZ ARSI A L R ) s e AR S A, AR
FETESR 2 W AT IR
12 RUBEESHRFEER

TEMERE S ARAE ) & T i AR P B 5 B AL
FAAE 22 S ) S AP 1 22 S Y R AR A P31 ke
FE 1 IR AL JH 5 (epigenetic control of sex deter—
mination)[’%]o i‘%iﬂiﬁf?lﬁﬁﬁfblkifi%iWK%Z
(M ME R R R 2B A ZH 25 LB i DNA
1B B3 S IR 7K T (RNA M) . BRBE R 36 4
T DGR B TR W AT AP E V2 A 5]
AOZRIEIS ¥, BRI IR P21 0] e s 1Y 205 BIL ]
AN T, B 22500 8l 42 P 31 ke A 2R AR AT
AE 52 F W8t 1% ML A 98 57, 18 A A ) 5 L 3 ot
DNA &z, RNA FBR AT L=, B
B (Populus trichocarpa) 19 SR | ik 51| g
FE XA sRNA FA, KM RO PE R e W] g
FAAERWBAEHLHI S 5 A DTN miRNATE
)N (Cucumis sativus)WFRPEFEIEAL S R HHAT
TR A, N RE R S PR R 38 I e A O
FEME,

FEWIE 1 R S Bl 1A M Al e e A A AN T
BB VR F B AL PR IETE TP R AR —
o3, A RN DNA HEEAR 2 AR 7t A oAy A
PRI S BR, JEDKZH DNA 75 5 24k
it [ 5 e (A R 2 A, X R SR Lg%
A 7 A A i RG5O e AR A
FUR, SCT BRIt %0 1 1) phe 3 1) 3142475
REAVFZ 21, W i — P RAIRTE, DMEXS
Py e A g (AR A A S IR Z A
13 HEHRFEERER

0 U 2% 0 SR AR P 1) e Y o S 4 [
To BB EHITE R, W AT DA EVE 2 e
PSR ERE . A RRARE T — 14
K PR 1Y) 22 57 P g 5 1 48 (Vitis vinifera) PRI TR
FEARRH S E(Cucumis melo)n] VLB i 205 A%
AT CmA CS=7 BT CmWIP1 H DR A B
YRR IR B F38; TR CmWIPL fY 4 5
T DNA HEEA, 373 it DA A — > e
+, AT DM e e AE . BDTERHICRY MERR
b, CmA CS=7 LR BOAE AN S B0 2 /5 i
TEMERK b, CmACS=7 223 CmW IP1, 6T
PR LUE R TS, FURBPEN R 5 R0
e, ROV e R — R a IR, BT
BHZ PRI R Z Ah, PR FNECER o 2 i A b E S

PR T

LR AR 70 4 5 M it FH o 2 A
Wk |k o A ol i 2R AR A O o
KT, 1 LA A O i P K 75 AR
2 23 5 2R A A ELAE P T AR A ) e

s,
2 SFIRBEMBIRE A R

I TR TR MERRE S R SRR AR AR bR
AU A BRAE, R T e Al AR el R
R B B e iR, AT R T 5T T
FRICHOME LS E vk . BAE, 20 ThRICR T
AN TR S i 45, BE 2 R R B
FERLIERIPE LN . BEE 73 TR iC HORFIES —
AR B K e, AT T 46 5 1% 23+
pric RAPD AFLP SCAR .ISSR % T Btk 548 JF
FE LA 1 1) B X 35 (sex—linking regions) (IR
PRYES TR E BE IR, LT, PR ) BiAR 1 1
KER, Hein: 1SRRG R (Bryonia dioica) E &L
—EREBIHY SCAR FRic™; X A JH 5
%F (Fragaria virginiana Mill.) 1Bk M 8 (A ctinidia
chinensis Planchon) 45114 8 X 8043 3 264 7 135t
RS S B i Rk, JFiE— P 5 T A
BRI,

PR B, FHF e S o L A0 1P 3132 BT 5 114
I3 T HRCEE R I A RS FET DNA $550007)
THRICHIEET RNA $8800 70 TR 25T DNATS
SR ARG R 2, (EHIVE I, F25)
RZRBE5YFHRCH PCR ric, Hrese s Fhrid
F SRR BRI B B B 2 25 P (restriction frag—
ment length polymorphism, RFLP)#5ic; PCR #ricd
32 DNA BEdLY™ igﬁ‘ﬁ(random amplified poly—
morphic DNA, RAPD)bRic 4 3 i B K 2 8
(amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)#5
10 JFFVRHIEY 38 X (sequence characterized ampli—
fied region, SCAR)#RiC . ] B 5L & )3 4] [] 22 Ik 1
(inter simple sequence repeat, ISSR)FRic \ AH 5 ¥
G448 25 (sequence-related amplified polymor—
phism, SRAP)bRic (B VI 14 2 5175 (cleaved
amplified polymorphic sequence, CAPS)FRic . 3T
RNA #8809 70 T Fpic F 2ALF6 5L F 22 5 /s Al
cDNA-AFLP® (] 1),

T B0 A s R A B R M (HR BB e
R R AT B MRS, B BT
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DNA markers RNA markers

‘Hybridiza{ion based mark(-:rs| | PCR markers| |Differenlial display” cDNA-AFLP |

| RFLP | | RAPD/AFLP/SCAR/ISSR/SRAP/CAPS |

B 1 RFEERE SRS FiE
Fig.l Molecular markers for sex-linkage studies of plants
12 B9 FE %4 RAPD ,AFLP SCAR ISSR 4 fil',
2.1 RAPD R

RAPD #ric FEHET DNA 840255 F1 PCR 7
AR, T2 BT F R AT S 3B R 1
A IR SEE R SR R G T T A
2002 4, Shirkot 25 U3 1= X FRAE AR (A. deliciosa
var. deliciosa) 34 X} 5| W15k, KB T 6 M
PERRSVEARIC A 2 DRI PR IC . B, A-
grawal SEP3 5138 1 7 SRS A (Simmondsia chinen—
sis)Y 4 DHEVEASRIAN 4 D HEHEASFO L 2 )
PSR ARG T 1 HE— 2B I T i, 75 2 ek
FESEI RAPD $RiC OPG-05, %M RAPD & ik
PERIPEEPRIC I — AT B, 2012 4, Saman—
taray 25SIE LN (Piper betle) (11 1 8 W) LA
B X —hrid. XEPRICHE— D RE, HESE T
HRPRICHITEEE . V2 HGEHRRR W] RAPD FRid
SRS % 8, 1T Southern 2238, PRI R 5+
£ RAPD FRic i PTSEMERAS 3] 1 B IE, SR, 72
— B S AR A P, Southern 2438 H1 2> Y B0
HEPIPEER AT 5o A5 5 I G, DA TGk HER 48 08
TEPEFMENE, 3 B M G2 14 Jirt DX 7T R A e A 1
IRIBIAFERS ) DNA B4 P51 LK DNA 7 BLiy
g L ] P

AT 51 97R JO EE R, HXF S 2% A A
FHURR, RAPD MEBIMERL2E, AIEEMECAEDS >, (A
&, BT SR ARG AE B 2R O K
SHEGE SRS, RAPD HRC & 5T A6
PEREBIA S TR, X — U R T — 2508
RIERAE
2.2 AFLP ®JN B

AFLP $i AR S —Fhid it PCR &1 k48 /R Bl
FNAAE BT A RBB P s 5k
AFLP bRic W T2 2 MEME S AR ) L S,
[ RN 6 I 71 AT eR SRS e s W A A T T

T A I A e S X3 g 5 TR £ Oy T
R, AR AT RS A g e XUk AR T Rk AR AL B G

AREHE, FARNAHG ARG R LG, E2)
A5 R S IO B e X, A AFLP 354 3
H AR PEESIRIC 2 WA IIRER) DNA J351),
FEAME T ALK . 16 LG1 3R IR 342 IMRid,
Horp 225 Mprid S HERIFEE LS B, X R BIR AR
IR Sl e R ERL 43AT T3 225 A FRic BT 7E Y X
B2 LG GLtafA T ARXTE N VAR S DX sl e B
THMZ IS B ARg: 244 Mb KEEIX
WAL R 225 A ESARIC, AT A2 41 Mb
Xk R BT 117 MR X —22 57380
X 5 Y [RUR Gt A (] 78 e XA 7 = B 1 a4k,
5 7R 2 3 e — B R S X 3

No recombination ~4.4 Mb
(10% of chromosome)
<>
Recombines Recombines

(Total of 289.7 cM)

LGI (Y-like)

| | 1G1 (X-like)

~41 Mb

2 EARNMEREMERERGRTE Charlesworth™® 3R
EEH)

B 7w & ARNAE Fe &4k 04 1A% B 3 et 3 B 3 BOM B
EARE LGL, B P A Bk AR ) — BOA AR A b
K%,

Fig.2 Schematic illustration of sex chromosomes of pa—
paya (modified from Charlesworth®™)

Genetic linkage map and physical map of papaya sex chro-
mosomes and the sex determining gene LG1 are shown.

Male—specific region is small in the genetic linkage map.

IAb, Jamsari 5558 i3 A7 TR F2 4CH
T Hind Il /) BAC SCHE, ik th 9 X il 4 81 iy
AFLP 5|¥F1 2 XF STS 514, Ho e Y Jefa ik 1
A 6 MHERIEBRIC, EATE 5 TY AR KE
4.6 cM Ak, [FAFELEA THAH, Nakayama ZEION 5 T
T 35— AFLP 51 ¥y Aspl=T7 spf, H4" 57 W)k
308 bp Ab i — B 5 Bt o Agarwal S5 /fif
S EIE 5, 43 5K EcoRI-GC/Msel-GCG
LA K EcoRI-TAC/Msel-GCG &3, TEm S5 AF
TF 2% 2 B e R S ARIC, 2050k 525 bp Al
325 bpo A —FAEFREIRIIARIC, (AT —
PR . WE R R (Eucommia ulmoides) ¥ %%
PRI —EX 350 bp (9 AFLP A5, 764 A
FEAPREAC Y, (AT T REMEAS A, B2, Bk
BRIt 9 22 B 1 e e M Ak R S D 2B
WFFE (A B2 A,
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AFLP F5ic 557 AR FRAS BERAR B g, B
AR5 A 1] 65 AFLP Bric 540k o] 5 H HE
BA PR SCAR FRic™ ., fEMEME S HRAE )1
B PEE 43 BT, AFLP B 28 J80h A AT Gl /0 (1 — Fif
AR,

2.3 SCARMINH

SCAR Fric 2R T 5]k RAPD pricid Tk
YR ST A Y, AT LOKE RAPD AR 5% 46y 5 0
ATEE HARE MbRic. Rk, I0AEE 5 % RAPD 45
LA AFLP #Ric 564k SCAR Aric LAsa il e A3t
TR AN AR 5 1 )

ﬁﬁﬁﬂi(ﬁ'stacia chinensis)%—ﬁ@?ﬁ:]: H [
(%) e S AR AT, L 1) B R S AR M 3o S U
HEHI, Sun SFO el 21 XF RAPD 5]4F1 20 X
ISSR SI A BL T 2 XPPERIR: 551 91(S1 H1 S281),
A3 AT LAY 3 473 bp 5 1 242 bp MEM:EE R
JrBte ZJm, ARG 1H S281-1 H1 S281-2 A
ks Bt S281 (FS281)544kk SCAR #rid. 7EiR
JRIE S 64 CHE, % SCAR Fric il LAY 36 HH— 4%
636 bp MMEMEREFYET I, BT, T MM TR
FEYHE SR SCAR FRic C7EVF 2P Fh b a4l
i, A AR S E TE (Medicago sativa)™, 7 K
JI 16671 B g (Celastrus orbiculatus Thunb)!® | At
et BA] H ¥ - (Pistacia vera)® , H ASHk S5 (A u—
cuba japonica)™5

SCAR FRiC & L1 1P 91t 78525
AN, BARGF R rT Bk, BT AR, &5
AIAE, IG5 28 PCR 404, )2 T A S ik
A P 0 5 o 2 4
24 ISSR KR

ISSR FricJ&—F Sk T 1L (simple sequence
repeat, SSR)F= 15 BE ] AR PER) DNA 84047 K .
P AL B (Calamus tenuis) FN 7 AN H & B
FET ISSR (R MEVEYE S A S AR IC T T EL,
PR TR S ISSR ARicAEVTE Z PR dh oA i,
WA B (Humulus japonicus)™ ™ 75 5215
AR 3 (Phoenix dactylifera)™  ¥5 % (Trichosan—
thes dioica)™3 FERGHE, FHAfEVER? M ISSR Fr
Bt TdMSM (800 bp)#% A — B2 ¥ 4R % Fric Td-
STSM 1, 7E A MM # AT LAY 1 — Bt
720 bp BB, X R T SRR e B %
BT L, AR A Southern BRI L& I
TAMSM A BEAL TG (R b 5 R 1 A S AH OC 4 B
$ LA s A, 3 FF e A 7 1 AT e o s e (e iR

AN XA T3k

ISSR A T8 s, B R 2 rp A% R 4 &
B, TEMERE SR ICASE P AR E 3. [FIET,
HAA ] DU i g X 5 AR gmp X 1, {H &, 1SSR
W T8 TR S AR C 2 5 A i 1 ok
SEMIHLEE A FEE— 05T

3 RE

H AT, B AR P A S5k (R BIF 9S4 B3 HE
FH Fhmic A 3 9 A M i B L R B B o i
H, XF T2 AIAVF 2 A0 2 0 1% Bl AR il 5l X
S, Ao AR I T SR, L A e S AR
YoE . ATUAE R, ARV 2738 0 0 XA [
eSS RRFE I OB R B, Y Ytk R E s
P 5k 2 A SES2, RAPD ARic OPG-05 F1 ISSR A
BX TAMSM Ry MEPE A 575 7% 240 i i 1 2 A I
FF7E 1SSR MEMERRSFARICT ™. (A5 9 T-Ha 4 e
T SR AR BRI AT T I — R 40 ), EE 4 4n
(EECBUNRAZE €/5:115 un a s S (e 7 G 1 P AN
S ML n o] 280 B4 i i LA i) B H
JRBE, Ay FhRic 2 g AR S oA R
OB W (ENPS S IR 28 VI i1 d 711 g A i)
WML, T LR T A0 A P02 5 A= Py Ak 2 A G
RIS o R, X MEHE Sk 1 B A AL AT
T it — SR .
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