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AT R AT B A OS2 38 A e H AR A BN < T RETE - JRF K JHI=K (Brassica
napus L.)hfEEHEE 1 5%~ /\HSZ(Brassica rapa L)t G I EE LA =5 80 K~ &M 90
K3 BRI ekl (Brassicaceae) T By A= V)t (T N TREACEBe - SR 2 R
Py e Q17552 (Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medic) » 785 (Cardamine flexuosa With.) »
ZZiE (Rorippa indica (L.) Hiern)Z#{ERa (5 - el R a8 A Ay nl sEME B /iR
0.67% (1/150) - st — A ET TR FH AT R B 5l - K A2l 80 REUFESZRUES ARl —EREE 1
PRI R - Bt SR BN & B ARk R/ MR 0.5% (1/200) - HEGmEtY)fEH BA
BRATEIREE SR - IR BRPRZE A AR AT RENE: - (EARIEEA ERAG R - BRI /INHER
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Agri-biotech Applications, ISAAA)ffET 2017 2 Bk EL R & EY) (genetically modified
crop) (LA MEREELEERD - 2R HETEEE 24 B EEESEY) ; AR
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[AITRE 189 mha HAFFEIG IR S B AEME I FY) R K = (soybean) ~ #{E(cotton) »
T oK (maize) k2 i1 ¢ (canola) 5 = B2 4k il B 52 5 55 B (USA) ~ B2 74 (Brazil) ~ [A] iR 4E
(Argentina) iz i1 %= K (Canada) (ki EIFE K P25 5 75 ~ 50 ~ 23 J¢ 13 mha) » FHE A H:
FUrEREFE AR < 85% ; EZEHGETH H R EEPT (DTSR herbicide tolerance ~ $T2& insect
resistance) 40% -~ HIAZEH| 16% ~ {E¥) 5L E (product quality)13% fz fiiss 12% 55 (ISAAA,
2018) -

H R SR O H SR R AR AR Ry 56 mha (G #REETE EIfERY 30%) - 5 41 {l 5hE -
FERVIRERENR S8 2 M > MEAEZECREZIAEE O E - EIE 5 R
GT73 » 73496 - [ifE7| RF3 ~ MS8 + RF3 x MS8 - jiit & H figi MON88302 ~ 1R & ik
MS8 x RF3 x GT73 ~ MON88302 x RF3 - MONB88302 x MS8 x RF3 %5 9 {[ifl FE K| i3 Vi
X E(E AR B EEY B A RN YCE B AL A AAE L - HiET 2 2018 27 H) - {H
B H A oARA (T R U R R v F R AR

— - BEARNERRAEEECIRIEEE

T H M EL AL (vertical gene transfer) ol T B EL [ Bl (vertical gene flow) 255
PRI BIAN [ i e v e V) R B R < T - DL TERY T 8 AR LRI C B 52 5 TE f
DRl e E MR YRS B 52+ REAE Vi S ] i 10 e L Ath By A= W) fe ] 2% 4 (Devos et al.,
2004) - T H: MU S i 1 Y [ RE AL LR R B AT & (gene flow) » fEEL[A](transgene) Fr s
FJRERE EE(EA B AL (pollen dispersal)y T F(IRELMOHSE ~ JHISRET AR R BF el AT #5:)
T > e A BRI PCERY T B T A0 © thn] DR HfE i (seed dispersal)y -4
FI H fth B & Bl By H > 35 i B L IR K 3% (transgene scape) . ¥R 52 (Beckie et al., 2003 ;
Messeguer, 2003) - FEfuHis a8 A AL RN BT - i B AR rl ReE B2 81
(recipient parent) )5 e 7 18 s B Al - RIREE B B Y E R B R S 2T B
ENEMEEAL > B H YRR T OB YRR 2 R DR SO [ AR RESR A TR R
1% 2% (Bauer-Panskus et al., 2013 ; Gueritaine et al., 2002 ; Song et al., 2010 ; Warwick
etal., 2003) -

HIZRA R 15 LT - FFRIH S E R 7 =0 s Bt (B0 5 ) B JVEE - (AT
fEky e RanIRIT M B AL » FE e 280y > HATE AR RhE ] sEZ L
EERIGEPERETREY - AR A] DI B Pl (\ FE el ENY) 5 )R ER (B0 ST MO fE AR L
(Rieger et al., 2002 ; Husken and Dietz-Pfeilstetter, 2007) - [&[R E A TEF TSGR A 2 b
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FUMHE SRS - (HARREACRAVFHE IR &R - KW B @A TR BRGH
(donor parent)Ed P27 3R EE ~ B « BIEAE  HRHVERER » B B E
axHTEE) © BB E SRR SOthIP SRR - SR B RYEMSE - B b TRER
gt DL R B —(E R YE LY EF(E - = (Devos et al., 2009 ; Hisken and Dietz-Pfeilstetter, 2007 ;
Ronca et al., 2017 ; Zhang et al., 2018) -

HISRE 15 35 - SR T BARIRNE SRR EE R EME - AlREZik
SR R] DAZE SR =R A E BT (Lutman et al., 2002) s [fif L= 148 50)N » RTDARE
JEATENY) T PR R (F5% - th T REAE IR IR Bl 21705 FH & (Munier et al., 2012) » thAJRE
TEE R A E AR V2 T e T S (AR - BB e ORI - SRS B T4
Z & (Hecht et al., 2014 ; Nishizawa et al., 2009 ; Pascher et al., 2017 ; Schulze et al.,
2015)

HENEUEY T RER A IR R 8 - (525 B A o B Bl B ERR O R 2
[EHYH:A7 (co-existence) it FIE » 17T 2 HHRH. ARy Bl EN ~ FEERIRED ~ F8 A () HEAL
Falle o DURENE & 8t 2 S E B « S s B PR N IR 8 HH B O SR A
PRIJE R ZEH - 4 2010 47 fnE= K FHBERTSEIES 55 48 P 2P PR Bl 22 B A 152 (Knispe
and McLachlan, 2010) + 2011 £ F ASETA 738 2530 A% B PR T M A S22 fi(Aono et al
2011) ~ 2016 4778 vehjig B 3/ A T HH B i S 1~ (Franzaring et al., 2016)<5 251 - BLp
THIR A B Y PR R R T SR A G PAG B R - HLrh s B R B mT e A A
FEE L — -

= HREHMYEH RS

TS84 78 Fy oilseed ~ oilseed rape - rapeseed &Y, canola % - 224 & (Brassica)
WY FANEY) - HARBARAT Ty 20%-40% (Becker et al., 1992) - 2&{EFTAWTFEH it
T RHSZ(B. napus)EHEE E JE Y FE . /NHSE(B. rapa, syn. B. campestris L.) + B. juncea
L. (Czern) » B.oleracealL. » B.nigra(L.) W.D. J. Koch + B. fruticulosa Cyr. » B. tournefortii
Gouan ~ B. maurorum Durieu §; B. carinata A. Braun » S48 a0 —2em Y > 4
Hirschfeldia incana (L.) Lagr.-Foss. » Erucastrum gallicum (Willd.) O.E. Schulz ~ Raphanus
raphanistrum L. » Raphanus sativus L. ~ Sinapis arvensis L. » Sinapis alba L. » Diplotaxis
muralis (L.) DC. - Diplotaxis erucoides (L.) DC. }z Diplotaxis catholica (L.) DC.5% .7 IFE <

A~ BRI TR BRAREESEA « MnZ A (introgressive hybridization)ak
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77 A E5 R 2545 5 (Devos et al., 2009 ; Eastham and Sweet, 2002 ; Liu et al., 2013 ;
OECD, 2012 ; Warwick et al., 2003) » 7] MG HIASHEREL 2 26 VA2 EAHAE 5
SFE N ERE AR AR E AT REME - H A B Nl SEHE A i 2 RS - ORI L R )
i SRR TR Ry B o

FAHSEA INESE T EARE Rl=e - BT AR KM 2 e /NI AT H L (B.
oleracea) %2 T A 11 F JE VU £ 2 (al lotetraploid) (Qiao et al., 2016) » HA  /NHSZ Y
S INER AR 1 4 T E 7 #EEE (Hong et al., 2016a ; Luijten and Jong, 2010) » DLl 43
MrEL R T RE 2 3 L& 43 /7 = (Hong et al., 2016b) o SR e 17 i £ 2R 20 S gk
(Jongetal., 2018) - ¥yfE R T EH ERIRBIHYIH S » B GmAEREE N TR
= o WA DUES B B AR %8 (Johannessen et al., 2006) ; 7%t th ] FEEIAZ BiA -
1 B A GRS e B A FE T n] 4 - E 2 AE A AR Rt ] S8 3R B T 2k Bt
BCITBHEACHE - VIR 2 WS A R TP A i i 2 AT HA 72 E RE (Hansen et al., 2001 ;
Qian et al., 2006)%53H 52 » w2 FprEesg -

SRR LIRS

Ko /INHZEE A fE - ALK B. napus var. napobrassica (L.) Rchb. ~ var.
pabularia (DC.) Rchb. ~ subsp. campestris (L.) A. R. Clapham -~ subsp. oleifera (DC.) Metzg.
subsp. trilocularis (Roxb.) Hanelt ~ subsp. dichotoma (Roxb.) Hanelt » subsp. chinensis (L.)
Hanelt ~ subsp. pekinensis (Lour.) Hanelt ~ subsp. nipposinica (L. H. Bauley) Hanelt » B. rapa
subsp. rapa (L.)%:(0OECD, 2012) » ;5 LYy th f 5 e ~ /NEE ~ EE K HES L
RETEMGR - (£28  RieiEaZ0r 1% 2968 257 ~ 2h 358 i
L5F ~ #0715k - BRE 3 5 bk 4 3R I ERMEHAIER SN - /NHERARRAEH Z i
TR R B 80 REAEE] 90 KT o 35 R RIEHMN “HAMEER IR s —BAFEARFHI -
fEfE/ NHR R U B B 5k - D B RS TE R s T e I EY . B 1S -
TEZ B SN RS AT ax Vi - B L 2 (R e A0 & F E 5% B 1Y 7% 52 (Capsella
bursa-pastoris (L.) Medic) + 7&£5%(Cardamine flexuosa With.) gl /2 = F#(Rorippa indica (L.)
Hiern)%5(Bailey et al., 2006) » £5/& A +7fL Rl (Brassicaceae) T - {EE2 7 - Fey
FERAERIZEIFREF 12 HBEIIRE 5 HZM - 8 BRI G s A 2
{E B BRER SR s 260 - B C N & A A8 - F S SR8 AR i V) R Bl 67
A RBRIR IR IP RE S PR EHH SR B S 0T - RIS BRRR S A 2 B M T ey Al el -



R /INHER BB A TGRS FES R HE 2 B A B B (33)

F VNIRRT AN Pl S S b e e LOR e S L)
e (T8 T 22 (intergeneric cross) « {F F SR ESLRITLBYF (ot B - FRELER ISR A477
GRS S 25 -
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g AR E R N DGE Z KR T T 197 /NS IE 2 H T SR o
FRE 80 KR R 90 KAE T - X 2014 £ 10 A MEAG AR R =R in = FETH
FH © RS TR T REE R Rbs 20 H - EATER 4 Frig e faE 2.5 245 30 #4% -
LT 4 °CHLEH 15 H - B2 lEbn = TS M S F P E TR (E € - [FIRFL 2015
F 2 AEARG M F RS NI Y e (B 1A) R i S N e R EER (8
1B) » AR R & AR R (B 1C) 2 kht - ARSI » HRaE
HEFATEMERRE 30 % - BAEZIEEEIR 2= 2.5 K2 - DUFIETTEER - 2015 4 10 A
PAEBG 2GETT R B 80 KE LA 2016 4 2 H PREREFAEFE -

& 1. B4+ FAERRa B ER ARG - ARER - B Rk - C RyERE
Fig. 1. The wild Brassicaceae relative species after transplanting. A: Capsella bursa-
pastori, B: Cardamine flexuosa and C: Rorippa indica.
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AR EA BB T AR A RS Ry R AL ~ BRI TR A BERR R R
ARFAE » DARRTTR B - SRRy O 8 17 e o R TR AR IR - f3—REFHL 30
PRIEPRISER & - JLAH2E 10 fEfGRET - BERFER AR SRy M s R B - REs I~ SHRR S50
AT ERHERS - B (R R B E S - IR NBETEE R —20 S - 8
AR T Riei s - TR RS G HHE RS  BEREE L
s FEFa R ARERBEKEANNTER  BFERBHEBRIHFANGE S
- B — B VR A B B RBR A FEREE R @B » A RBEEHEE
TR HTERIKSFE @K T e L2 - BEAE BRI I - H MR B =R i R
AT 5 BETEHAA A - FRAOAE 2-5 A - FEAUAE 2-9 A FRER 12 HE[RT 8 A
(& 1) - FERMEIRE S ETEYIEESE i & RHERF(Ying, 1996) o i s A
et 3 i H G Palafs - HrivINlSet A IR R 2 80 Kk tR 80 K » Al
90 RiEfETR 90 K » KM R P 1 3EimEfE{& 100 REFia= - 2L
Huld A EHRAVBE I E ERERETZE - &5 1 Bt » 2-3 A&
£ 4 At g AEiags - ARG RS SR H R RE R B SRR AU I B A b
(EHg e SRR EY TR IR S S R RE(E Rt B A
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Table 1. The information of Brassicaceae wild relative regional line.

SRED L PSR ERE
= Soa Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.)  Cardamine flexuosa Rorippa indica (L.)
Medic With. Hiern
GIES o e GEAERE R RS MHZERCRE N BIETESE BRHEE - LI
¥ MRS TEMERER ~ SRR 3%~ KTk
SR EAERE B (Capsella)  FFEAEHR > WAREE T FAAER > FEE
(Cardamine) (Rorippa)
fEMRR I BUFEAEAR . EIT W BEARELR HEHY . ZHEAEAREY)  ¥EH
Pkmr 26.7°cm > BEHEAE R SEHRE 17.8° om - ZE 07 - SEEHRE 32.4°cm >
W EISE - MIRERECR B4E - MIRGE - tE BAA » FPEREREE
AFRACHSREIR - [HimR & #URAER - RRE  IREEHE » AR
=AIPEEIREEEE - e AR SRR - ezt MUIRAE
- MUIRTERr - RRAEAR Fp - RERAR
AN il 2EEE  PEIEER ZEREE T &S 2E2EBEREHER
HUEE
PAfEH 251 2-9 H 12 HEXFE 8 H

sk + l.ab,c iR¥E 2015 ARSI 5 SR Z PRI E R -

2. REMI S 5 EEVIRER i -

Note: 1. According to the average data of individual plants at the flowering period in 2015.

2. The character profiles are referred to CRUCIFERAE. Flora of Taiwan, second edition.
= EREEEERREEFE (T FIEREY-ER I EMRHR)
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R 2. NTRERIRR ST
Table 2. The result of artificial hybrid pollination.

PENISZN i P LRE EHH 80 KX EEI K EHFF 1R
i d 0 A A A
PR - o] - X X X
i - o) X X X
=8l 80 K X X 0 -
= 90 K X X o)

ZHFF 155k X X X - - 0

it ORGHETES  ARFIHFTARIEIZEHM - X AIFREE -
Note: O means seeds were produced, A means pods dysplasia or yellowing withered and X means
no seeds.

(Z) M= BRI

g Bl 2014 ~ 2015 4 10 HAEAG AR R =GR = ETH i - 5lnE
R 80 REIF R (E L Bt < 5 - MREER ik - EATEE 4 FrEEZfEtk
1,000 tRAE MR AL 72 2l 5 B = - V) H A5 i R R EE 1,000 £k
WETRAE - S BB ERERR 25m » T 6m » BRIl - RIER - EHEAHZE
TR BN - BT 4 B - FEREREAE 2 TR ~ LT » AR T el Rt s
THIE > Gt o B 80 REHZESEA 1,000 1 - HHRAHA 200 # » FIBRISIRMEZEH -
MR MR REREEE T T PR - FABEA C IR B RE 0 (8 2) » BEAE3C B I R 1
WORERE Iy - SEIRALF R LA FEE - SRR 3 76 » IRt TIRGE—#E » IUH
200 R RERERGY - P EEE DR INI TR R A (E B -
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Fig. 2. The field cultivation and open pollination of B. rapa and C. bursa-pastori in insect
screen nets.

(=) BRAHMRALGEHE

FA FIEERK R U & TR AT T REE R s - SFHERR AT 56 Fr
TR RREITIMP L - BSEMRAN » R IR R SRR SRR SR R 2R
FEHAR] - BEACAEAE - R NER -

R

’

SRR RS LT AR RE R A TR

Al A\ LIt - ARG RERUE A (B (R 2) - B RATEREGH & &
HERTE B M AL B R B DA SRR 22 - HEAR I 80 K x #E3E » fRHH 00 K x #E K
P 18F x FBRGERAERFTANREEAFECZRHERS 2 HIREAL
Bt - FEARIEE RIF » RAGZBRR TG RERERT ZIEFEET - TRIMRELRA
TERAEAAA] -

AR rh Y E B 15 PR - IRTEIRE 2 10 ZefEE Rilieil - L AR(ERE
T AJJE1T 150 St Bt AN (15%10 = 150) - BRZRA  /INHIRAHERCHR ST 150 {EFABREA -
REHRZH S HEEHZRNZEY - REIRA » BIHHER A » /NHERIER A 220
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=R ATgE R/ MR 0.67% (1/150) - HEETATFEANF] Zhao £5:(2006) 3 ke 2 A5 2R - B2 & H AL
IRISGE AR Q3 B 7R S oy e FEREAC AR » S R B RE A RZ IR S - g1E
FAREBEFR A B CAE Y EECTT AR 20 - PRI R A Q3 Bl S 38 A B Al
BT REMERUR - AR EIZEEIDUR ~ /NSRRI R R AR BB SRR AL IR - D BT RLL
THISRE F A2 IR B o] LRGSR A - MRS R ITE T IMNPRZ IR - DAl—ieiss 7 =\ R
& MEEEIS AUV - SRR E A PR 2SR5 - HEBRT V) R Ry s B A
e e

DIFFFERyREAS » VSRR A - TE AN A AZ i Tt MR EE A - Dai 55:(2005)
DA IR A ZE R » 28 {ERHER SR T E R BEA - A 10 (il &EAg sy - JE
JE1S 134 RiMEAcHE 1 » Horp 34 KA #82F » itk 29 PRETE » DIVINHERAI T S R REAH
AR A o IAlIEGRE R [RIAE (B SR ) SR B A B2 v BE & A AN [R) FE YR
FOME o HEWTASR G B A o FH Y 3 RRVHSRRcS fn il S Bt % - AlRE RS &
MPERERRYRH S - R /INHERIE NSRRI 5/ [Nk 0.67% (1/150) -

DS R BREAS » WS R AR » IR AZINE HEREAS iR EE AR - FEAC TR /)N
2 0.67% (1/150) » MREFSEMHRBIRTAMIZE - £ E REREE T » PyTd (species)[H rlREH il
B EE A JH R < A [ - =S R RS AN RS &M - TNE SR
G Zmei TR EMEm Y B A - fEEERFI AT - ZEBELT
VR RE By A AR AT - BRI nT RER A - A0[RI (BnsR) ~ alBeEat ~ sl
S 22 AER  BEAEHRE R - 10 NG A Buie ko ¥ ol 1 RioE <5 8 (Devos
etal., 2009 ; Kaneko and Bang, 2014 ; Song et al., 2010 ; Zhao et al., 2006) » #CERHETT
TR » BT E LA e - B UERE - ARFETE - Bilps
T %245 (Dai et al., 2005 ; Jiang et al., 2007 ; Wang et al., 2003) - {H5 FF R - ES A
TEHVRERC IR A B AR R N A TEARTRSS TR B MHREA e 53 52 (OECD, 2012) »
15 SEFT R R Rl R A R A PR < TE I 5 ARG B SR TR R~ /NS 3 Fl -7 bR
T B R AR I ISR AR A nREIR AR YIS NG - Al E— e
EE R R TR Z BE -

AEERENMEHEEREL T Newd RS - HRP RGN E RIS
FEAT » R PRET B AREE S AT RE - TG IR BREIRFHE T N TN - HEE & AN TRy
IReh > SHANETT RALE I - BB TR AR SRRV REASAH S BT TR TR IR - &
L4~ 5 HERA EBIZACRIMEEA - AR 59% 5 J4fE(15*5 = 75) » BRI Aa RS
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AT - ERETH RS S H - USRS - AREREE - SRR A
ETER N ESRHE RO - SRS ATRE NG 1.33% (U75) - PRI R iR
TR AR R -

= HSRERE R H BRI

FENTHEAZEAERIR - 3ERK ~ /INHSRIHOR REA B S 2C - 2 &R AR
A o PRI RR Ry VIS ] RE B S AT BRI sy - WORRHISR BB S IR A5 B S 7 == <
ZYEIBHG = — R R - P R RS b - = E LA R R E R B ER IR
B HIERBEER » TR NSk e E Rk - Al SR TR AT RE R SR Y A B
80 RAFRyat A tet - A HR BH A6 B i EAs - B B C IR R & A B MR ~
H %~ TRICHE AT RE BT B a RAK - SEEIC PR b AL A R 1 - 3Bt/ NS
755245 1,000 Pk - ERERIT 3 32 » BV 3EE7)F 20 REAE 1 - 73Rl iiER) 6 &
fEr o DURERICRER A - a2 200 ik - 735 UciER 1.2 @ik - 85T
it NS ~ BRI SE ~ BhERH/ ISR RS B S T BR S TR - (e
AN [FIP) R R AR AN FR 25 B A 200 s REFE (R m e - HerTa 2E—2 0+
T BEERREREY » it/ NISREE AR AT SR - » H MR B
REATET » MERABEAE] - HEHDE AR AR AT RETE M - RN AL nTREMERON
REBERHE - BEERARIMREZTE TR ER » B2 R AERELA—20 F
SE (B {tE] ] (Chiou et al., 2012 ; Dai et al., 2005 ; Jiang et al., 2007) » #(E3 R MEHERS
T s R ATHEE— 08T RS TR - BIRGHANRA B REAAET - (KIIE
Ro by B L R IREAZ B =R A RE/ IR 0.5% (At A ) f Y 200 FEfeE - » A5 IRR B F5E
DAFEA IR - WCHERRARESS DB R AT RE/ VIR 1/200) -

= HXEMEER TR

tr b AFER PR AL B 80 KX~ 2B 90 K iy 1 B iR Y
PRI PR NFEREN LI IR A H R ATRER /MR 0.67% (1/150) » FAEHH ik
DR /IR 1.33% (1/75) - (i E2E 80 SRET g 75 22 T i B i 5 AR B0 =R Al AE/ MR
0.5% (1/200) » B 73~ 5t B FH F) e S v el B B A ST e P ekt 7 AL SR R L R A T RE M M
(X > BUBRAG SR AE (T Ry I ST R ) Rl i e L M SRR B AT~ MRS B AHBAN 722

SELR -
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ERBCEFYINIEREE R - TERHAE T2 5 G BRI g A Re S -8R
Bk o A B KR B RS 2 AT iR V) fE e YRy I B AT
DU R BCEEY nl e IR R A E e R B AR RE R M A T8 - 31 25 iR ny HAF it
5t » #RF H AR A EAE (G E ALy BREL PR - DUTREE %07 (B PRI B ey T 9 iy A RETE: -
SRIME St FE m] RE MR RERR It —(E (L E Ty A E - K ala 2R AR E - MR
REBTHIFEACERZEAAE 10 m NRYPEREE - (BHE TEEAE 1.5 km R SATHE » B2
BRAEEE 20 m BRAYSEAZR - Al15E] 0.004%-1.5% NFHASREE - AL ER TRECEEDL
B R LRG0 - AT IR R R E) - nTRe R AR e s s 7
117 55 2 8 B AL 5% 1 R BE [ 0 e 5% 0 W 5L AL (R W) v o B T S 17 345 (Liu et al,
2013) -

B AT e Re Sk L P 1B PIRE R B AR AR BB R R - KR IEk M T K& 50
Ao Sl ELASE T 5 B e ] (Warwick et al., 2003) - 3T 32T 2 HAF HHBARIT 72 i
2 ETEm(Devos et al., 2004 ; Devos et al., 2014 ; Dolezel etal., 2017 ; Liuetal., 2013) - ¥
BERCETHAFE R - nTRE Al A2 55 T - ARG (—)FIH B DGE T2
SRR S E YR A + AR 22~ FET AR - L%/ (chemical induction/
deletion of transgenes) & 4= J FEEEL R ¥ S5 5= » [ 1H 7 A BLER AT Fr BRI B 3 e R (A
TiEh ~ BEAGE TAESCEERRIPRE - DARG IE BT YR ac < nTRelE 5 () Ui
= - a0 T 2R R V) R B AR Bl < AT RE  om P R B SO Y R R i
PR ARG £ 3 s B AR - 3R T AR R S MISE R AR 1 DU B T I B AR RS+ ()
P E i T H DR SRR R R v TG RT T REE 5 (ZY) ARSI B I 2
S A L (191 2T e PR B B R e 7 ) S5 5 =, o I RS o s R B T 338 ) R S
TE BBy A T ARt 5 W BRI 2 rT REME(RAR. - (BN ERER T REM: » A
EHERAER AT REE AR R RN EHERE T - VIEER R R EE L
TAE -

FEHA R R R RS A R ATy BIEREmEER
Z AR EER - TR B DA SR R A T AT RE Y - R ER AR
HIAHRAE RN - DIFIR A — 3 17 B ALt Y AE AP i B B -
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B S R e et e SR RS e LG PRI B S AL T B IR I S B B 2 - DARCAE R
RS - Eieeded - mEME - BRI - BEFH MERG BB
B A HEEEEFEE
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The Risk of Vertical Gene Flow between Brassica rapa L. and
Their Wild Relatives: Capsella bursa-pastori (L.) Medic,
Cardamine flexuosa With. and Rorippa indica (L.) Hiern?

Shen Ya Jyun?

Abstract

This study is to investigate the possibility of vertical gene flow in genetically modified
canola. Brassica napus L. variety Taichung No. 1, local collected lines of B rassica rapa L.
including Nongxing 80 days, Nongxing 90 days were used to hybridize with cruciferous wild
relatives, respectively. The cruciferous wild relatives are common wild weeds in Taiwan,
such as Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medic, Cardamine flexuosa With., and Rorippa indica
(L.) Hiern, being selected as evaluation targets in this study. The result showed that the
hybridization rate was less than 0.67% (1/150) in all cases. Furthermore, we carried out the
field study for growing Nongxing 80 days and Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medic together,
in order to simulate an environment for their natural hybridization. The results showed that
the natural hybridization rate was less than 0.5% (1/200). Therefore, reproductive isolation
indeed occurs between species, but the hybridization between them could also happen.
According to the results in this experiment, vertical gene flow barely occurd between canala
and the wild relatives of Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medic, Cardamine flexuosa With., and
Rorippa indica (L.) Hiern. However, the management methods and processes must be
established for effectively controlling the genetically modified canola. In summary, this study
provides information on the vertical gene flow of genetically modified canola and
intergeneric crosses between canola and their wild relatives.

Key words: Brassicaceae, genetically modified, co-existence, pollen dispersal,
intergeneric cross
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