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TR AEAEEE

PREABTMEAMRERAAEEEEFENNETHNA

W, BT, IR AW AT

e [ AR 2 B AE R FBT, bR 100081; H LT K%, K 050024

FE SRR E ol AR R S S IR AR S5 SE LB AR PRI 2l 5, R IRl RN B R AR, R
M AEME Rl IR R BEEOR o % SCRTE [ BT SR B A R G AN A SRR S T RE R, A T
AR B R G B A 3 (KPR N SRR A S EOR, IR R AR P EORAE S E 1 7 (Medicago  sativa)&s & RHICRE H 1 157 T 2

1T TR AR

K PR EREOR, RERREROR, SRR, HAE

E8R, £, EHG, T, WG (2022). BAEE MEORBT FUIE R KILAE E S S TR R R . AR 5T,

756-763.

A 44 (haploid) 22 i H AT BC 1R 4 (/R 30 H 1)
Kk, X% 1A (doubled haploids, DHs)f2 fi& #f {4
283 G B AR S 1 FURG WG TR il I 465 M AR (Ren et al.,
2017), X MR AT 45 HE MR 1K 7 SRR N R AR B
G S S = RS U e 2l = vl e S 1 BV e 265
A R, (HXRAS R AR S AR A E 2
[ Jo A4k, IR 815 Fh oK AT DR 5 gk 4 E AR IR
(Gilles et al., 2017a). Ft, H51E5438 & Fh7 240
e, PR EMER BN A Al RIEFIE, mE
k% (Prigge et al., 2012), XMk A== B A5 HE N
FA A .

R A B O A T2 HE 1 AR Y 25 1) 1 B 1) b
SRTRR, R IE ST 2 e B 5 M T ) R A 4
AR, B R RAETE AT B4 &, X 4 =5 A & W5 |
mn AR SR G . DRk, TR R R R,
IR e E L. AL ETE (Medicago sativa)
—MEZEATEATREY, HEFNEFE. &N
Re o Ho= sy, A2 TR RS i AR oK I — Pl =
ZA4 B2 E” 3E%(Yang et al., 2019). H5HE
FERAEYIALL, 5 BA BSAEN, BREIRK

Wik H 391: 2022-08-09; #2532 H 11: 2022-10-09

DGR AL SRR, XA AT B R
RPN, B SPEEE 7 RMBARGEHAEURTIER
NER “2.00” (Ea05E, 2021). I T HF
BORZFIH — R FVBACE) A BOR B & B b A 107
2, FTRS T AT el S92 5 A 1 AU 55 R A A
2, & H AR S AR B, DR b i Ay T
REMHHA . AR E AL T SR A S5
MGG BRI TT %, VRAHRER 1 eh 5 8 g A
SR SR FEOR, FIRERT T B AT R
ARAE B S e S

1 FEEVRESETENEXFER
hid

1.1 BR=EREEF

SEHW A, AFEHE (Nicotiana tabacum). 7KFH
(Oryza sativa)fil kK (Zea mays)7E A 11400 ¥ Fif
HRERAEAE B R P AR AR I St (Kasha and Malus-

zynski, 2003). 7£%%# & (Brassica)td¥ 4, Thomp-
son (1974)#kIE | HARFEAF T 7 A B A AR TT LUJE B
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ai & AR 7E SRR, AN E B 4 2 B (inde-
terminate gametophytel, ig1)S S0k 1 5k 51 40 g =
A AR IR G (Kermicle, 1969); ££ %54 1 75 #e 4 o
SRR T 1A E R 7= A I E 78 HLf% 4 (Stanford and
Clement, 1958). HARIX L [ A B AR W] LAV B2 T ik
BUEAEAR, AR SRR TE SOZARAR, A2 DL TR
TEVIE i

1.2 EEEEALIESR
ME#Z & B (gynogenesis) 2 i 5 7= A B A 1) — Fh iy
DLJ7 9, A s R Ok 24 i ] O T 1 Ak (G A R
2 RS B GP A0 W ) 7E AR Ab B R B TR UG, (H BT
TGS R, X R R4k K T BRI G AR (E
B fEMAM ST RS, MR IER B (Alan et al.,
2003; Bohanec et al., 2003). 3% 7% 3 [ 41 A1 R 3 (1)
R B B S 35 o 0 Hoad il — e B2 R 1) 82 1 (Keller
and Korzun, 1996). [k, wT LARIEVI A AN A ik 4
RZREITR . b BUAE 5 S A g AT S i R 77 . Ik
4k, SaundersHIBingham (1972) & 81, B 15 A& 3
T e NIMER AT I SRR 7%, v i3S
T AE (1 P A A

A, R IERE N XA R M K &
(Kalinowska et al., 2019). i1, 7E—LEmfA ] LA
AR G AT AERy, AR5 4R T BEARIA] 5 3 AIOME
AEBA . BRI, AESRAEE A T AR RO J A8 I A
A B4 4 (Armstrong, 1959).

1.3 HEEREFARES

MERZ R B 8 HETC T 44 4 3 5 A4 A0 55 97 1A R B
k. FEICIERE R, TC 1A 40 ks AT T A iR A2 4
oA, FEEMA R A B A T
o 20t LB0FE MR E R KN BETGFRERD B
(Datura)f& 24 1] LA 7= A B A% 44 R FIAE P& (Guha and
Maheshwari, 1964). H #i, 1%J77% 0 &7 B oK HE
BH(Capsicum annuum). /N (Triticum aestivum)
HIH=E(B. napus)&s 2 M i 3 I i Th 3-45 5
PR AN S, TEIREAEYIAE A SR 218
19724F, WF 503 R IHE B 78 R R /M 14T 24
ARG IR AT IR15 B AE A2 Mtk (Saunders and Bing-
ham, 1972). 19844F 1 IR IE | B ARG 7= E fE 1625 7]
FEAERLAERAR, (RAEZGEE IR AR AR R R 2 B 2

fih [K & 5 (Zagorska and Dimitrov, 1995). i1, #4
BHZER AL, MR EM B AR TIALFEAE 25 ¥
B\ B5 TR AN ES R RS B EE . B
J& 7E UK ¥ (Agropyron glaucum) (Chekurov and
Razmakhnin, 1999). X3 (Secale cereale) (Ma et
al., 2004)#13#EZ (Avena sativa) (Kiviharju et al.,
2005)%5 2 P a2 R B IR A 25 5 /N )
UisiAs 7 FARER, ER AR R B —
NLFHOME, ATOAPCRE B R EROR SR .

1.4 EEFRIBFSHEE
W8 25 2 22 FE A i i Gl 0 A4 B SRAT B A5 A4 1) 7 V%
(Kasha and Kao, 1970), {Hxf HAE LI FEATE .
W8 G R ATAT AN 78 ARG TE &, & T4l )
RO Re 2 FECCA G BRI M 2K, (R0 A%
PG, B, R FL PR S R 2 3 B AR T B,
ISP FICE « G, W78 5 2% 28 T R PR A4 i 1 o0
ORI IS AR S E TR AT PR

H 197 04F K B #15 K 372 (Hordeum vulgare)5 #H
K FhER B K 32 458 JE AR RE RGBS A4, 17 VAR PR
BB Bl AT A JF #E4T T e (Kasha and Kao,
1970). A HFFRRY], KUK R IEE TE (2n=4x=32)
YERNBEAR S A5 RE & R AT L™= AR “ Bk
(2n=2x=16)J5 X, kT B A E AN KA AT S 15 1)
FRINZEG], AR T B f AR = A RCRAIG, R EAE A
A& H (Bingham, 1971). [AIt, #2537 B 15 Ff
15T R, DURERE TS B PR Sk & a6 i o

&5 ] fL

2 EAREEARNTFNEAREFES

1AM T SR B TR BR IR 3K 2 . MERER, ImiT TG
R A SR AR P I R 5 3K o DR G 5 R T e A
TEYIAA N5 5 A5 A S DR R 2 SR AL AT, S ok
IR A AL T A R L, R AT R A
YRR E PR IVR S . B AT, EP RS
AR RS AR AR ) N YR R R B FEMTL . PLD3.
POD65. DMPAHICENH3. fEANFEIYIFhrF, XL py 3
BEDRIR 2K J5 72 AR B AR 1) 5 5 G B AN o BE N G
FARAN TR AR RS T R R TEAE Y 1 B 1
LI .
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R/ ERGBBOR SR AN BRI SRR

Table1 Related genes of in vivo haploid induction mediated by gene editing technology
ER:UE-7] LEEyEyR 5 R 9 i 25 20 AR L (%) 27 R

AtCENHS3 Arabidopsis thaliana Gene replacement and insertion 25-45 Ravi and Chan, 2010
ZmCENH3 Zea mays Gene replacement and insertion/RNAi 0.16-3.6 Kelliher et al., 2016
TaCENH3 Triticum aestivum Gene replacement and insertion 7 Lv et al., 2020
ZmCENH3 Z. mays Site-specified knockout 0.5-5 Wang et al., 2021
ZmMTL Z. mays TALENs 6.7 Kelliher et al., 2017
ZmPLA1 Z. mays Site-specified knockout 1.55-6.67 Liu et al., 2017
ZmNLD Z. mays Gene replacement and insertion 0.5-3.59 Gilles et al., 2017a
OsMATL Oryza sativa Site-specified knockout 2-6 Yao et al., 2018
TaPLA T. aestivum Site-specified knockout 5.88-15.66 Liu et al., 2020a
TaMTL T. aestivum Site-specified knockout 11.8-31.6 Liu et al., 2020b
SiMTL Setaria italica Site-specified knockout 1.75-3.49 Cheng et al., 2021
ZmDMP Z. mays Site-specified knockout 0.1-0.3 Zhong et al., 2019
AtDMP8/9 A. thaliana Site-specified knockout 0.92-3.23 Zhong et al., 2020
MtDMP8/9 Medicago truncatula Site-specified knockout 0.29-0.82 Wang et al., 2022
SIDMP Solanum lycopersicum  Site-specified knockout 0.49-3.68 Zhong et al., 2022a
BnaDMP Brassica napus Site-specified knockout 24 Zhong et al., 2022b
ZmPLD3 Z. mays Site-specified knockout 0.85-0.96 Lietal., 2021
ZmPODG65 Z. mays Site-specified knockout 0.9-7.7 Jiang et al., 2022

21 ERREWMEBREEEFSEY S EEF

T KMATL (MATRILINEAL)FE K 5544 0 8 1 Abdfi N
ANl HE 2 A 0 B AT SR AR AR B A, 1% R R R R
NLD (NOT LIKE DAD) (Gilles et al., 2017b)skPLAL
(Phospholipase Al) (Liu et al., 2017), H4mfdfEH;
R 5 MR IA 1B RS (Kelliher et al., 2017), {Ei%'S:
;A B R e R b k4 G B A (Prigge et al,
2012). WFFEN G B N g 5 T B AE KRG . /N
%1 (Setaria italica) 1 73 7l G| 7 mtIZR A&, F AR
2R JEAAT DL A BEAR B A, R AEA R
W) S F R F (Yao et al., 2018; Wang et al.,
2019; Xie et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020a, 2020b;
Cheng et al., 2021; Sun et al., 2022). H#j, MTL%
DRI B~ P LA P 1 B A5 AR5 S 38 AN [, T AE L1
T P R BEE S T BA 5 S AR B ) - th4h,
Hh [ Rk K 2 LisE(2021) R B, T oK B8 i g D I 5% ik
Ji% A 2 — I oK B AR D3 (ZmPLD3) T ik fik 2k 58 7%
WA LA 3 TR BHR A5 44, FF H zmpld3/zmmtl XY
RAZAR I FAT AR5 T B AR BT zmpld 35 AL 15
TAfE. ErhRR S b ERE RS 5K EED
ST E AT 1 B R I R ik IR 7R A AR R A

FAMLE), K ILE M4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)
TEV AR R R EZAEM, % E H14]
DA 3 7 A B AR 10 397 = Rl —— S 4 e i AL
Yyl g 15 5 K (ZmPODG65), BETT N IEEY) &
Bt T —&IBAE &1 (Jiang et al., 2022).

2.2 CRISPR/Cas94w8DMPES RSk

ZmDMPAE T K P DS W] 35 S SR, (H5 5
AU N0.1%-0.3%, #i [F] i KA ZmDMP #1ZmPLAL
Al R IR 5615 (&1) (Zhong et al., 2019). W4T
BIR, TEXFHAEYIHLF 7T (Arabidopsis thaliana)
[F) I} ik [ AtDMP8 A1 AtDMPO 1 g % 5 7= A= B 1% 44
(Zhong et al., 2020). H [F &AL E et 78 F A A I,
76 P58 1 75 (M. truncatula) 7 i o 58 P 4 5 352 R ¥
MtDMP8FIMtDMPOR] It il [ I 55 AN [F] A= A5 1Y S A%
2] AR A BEACSK IR R B A5 A, 31X 3R B DMP & R 7
SRHEY T B REAR AR R ). 1 TN A
A TE MK H (Glycine max)2: & RH B 54 H
P AR R B65E 7 HEHA(Wang et al., 2022). it
JE K IAEZ i (Solanum  lycopersicon). HH 51 52
LEBEATEYY, DMPEN %35 5 thfig i G =k s
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Ew7en TERBEERM TR SHMNSES | DNA S BRI
1t | Ewram
00 > AR
> WHLES
cc A
Eoo BRI

mtl/ 00
plat/ m—)

nid pNa 1Bk,

T
FAGIRRE R

WEEY
E1 MTL/PLA1/NLDFIDMPEE [R5 S48 Y B2 A 19 43 7 HL )

Figure 1 Molecular mechanism of MTL/PLAL1/NLD and DMP genes inducing plant haploid

A ' B
B8 [ (66 (B8 ) |86
AR REAR :%ﬁsscz;: CENH3ZEAs /&R A :’f‘%ﬁ:ﬁtz{:
Afm
i)l
—ERET
TAERIRRG ERAE R et BRI

(HF A P40 L PR )
B2 T CENH3KIFEARES RY A Hm Y ik i M 7
(A) IEHEAL; (B) CENHIR A AA S IER QAL

Figure 2 Model of the uniparental chromosome elimination in the CENH3-based haploid inducer
(A) Normal parent crossing; (B) Cross between CENH3 mutant female parent and normal male parent

5k, REiE S R %2 % (Zhong et al., 2022a, oh R Th SE I BAAS 4R S . RavifliChan (2010) & XiF
2022b). X B LADMP-HI & G N FEAl ) B 44 5 SE, X CENH3#EAT AH AR M nT FE L I+ v s 2 7= A
PRI A A B A B 1 e 1 HEAA(E2). BEGWT ORI, UREGIFCENHI NG 2

5 6 4% R BOR I E K N-tailswap2S # 5, S EU™
2.3 CRISPR/Cas94%#8CENH3E £ QAEH FRE R, B Ok (Ravi et al., 2011). 3%

HAT, WHiRkELE 2 i U AICENHIFIE 2 MR RIS PR 7 N 2 0 O 2L B A mT 7 A B 4 175
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S &, LK (Kelliher et al., 2016). % i fl 7K
(Kalinowska et al., 2019) 5t i B 7] 48 (1 N J2. 350 %%
AT Y, 25 RAEIX LLY) P 38 T i 5 A A
FbR. RS FRIEL, HA 2 DAEHXT CENH3)
Ny 1] A JE 303047 2 66 e B 1)t IR B A5 1R 15 2 &R
BIEWHF AR, 75 £ K CENH3/cenh3 % & F 1] i
SRR, I H R R BEA LA R SR 1)
FEARSE S FE (Wang et al., 2021). 4N, SEIEIAA
FIWEICR I, (E/NFE B2 B, RS — R
BN 1 7] 55 5 /N2 P A LR A (L et al., 2020).

3 tEYRBEKMESRE

ZAGRAEMY) T A7 AE, 5B A4 IR EE A I,
A W) % 0 PR A B0 16 s R PR 7= AR 2 R ik, PR AR 2
fEARRE R AR S R AR I B ELR AR, SRt bR g
FIAERAEEZ N, ELhrEr= N, R ARHE
Y TCIEAE N R BT, RIS T R R
SE F I UL A3 A 75 0 SR A IR B A A R AR AT N A,
IRAFAH 2 A DL 2 i ol 1) 48 72 75 2R (Chaikam - et
al., 2019).

31 BRKRE
43 ) I R AR ALK TT L B B Pk 3 IR A PR
Ao Bildn, JKAE B K EE AN 802 9 50%—
60% (Segui-Simarro and Nuez, 2008). {H &4 faik
fi5 i B RS B A BN RUARG e v, R eV v
T SEBRAEFE

32 AIi&ES

N T SR LRI 2 75 ¥ o W) BE 7 32 mT DL3dE ik i
TOURE A o0 (P 25 TO0 2 ) 5 BIL A SR 3550 S8 AL AR 1) W 10 350 67
FEAE G R (K I, 1994), K5 4T &
15 20 08 0 A P A AN e A, T SR AT G AR
MBI P 21, B Ja X R4S B R P 2H S AT 85 5
AR IE 8 5 BT VRS T R AR A 1t
H—EMBENLYE, SeBRA = o RTERE A R A
F o A28 G il e 22 HON FH B 0 22 A5 AR SR B
X, HAHNE L E SRR OB, H
REBE SN A 20 4. WIR il 3 G 0 45 i 72
SRR, g 4 AL AL H N f (Kleiber et al.,

2012), P itk 75 B 455 1 £ V06 B2 0 5 450 PR K
KRR . KT, FBOKAE S £ 17 i
SR, KR A R DU A 5 L A 1
SR

4 BEAEMEAEREEEFHREFE
MR N

AR E R AR 2R R, 2 3R E A AR
A GRVEEAEY), Hi T AR R, Bk
B R LK H A SRR SR ) R e, T PR T
16 H 7 [1)384% 2 R AT E A3 (Chen et al., 2020). fii
RN H N7 BRI PRI R &, CA TR E 1
AR 3 DR 215 R AT 413, G0 H7 58 K (Chen et
al., 2020). & 15 (Shen et al., 2020)/H 45
(Long et al., 2022). [Fit, @i a0 E 7 B FH A
SRR T T AE SR R D RE T 7 B — E 4R R AE
o BA5 R E PR T I 505 R A 7 A A 24 AR
By sEEdal R0, X B ik T 4l R ik BRI
Pm T EMSCR, REWAEYEM PR E RS
IS . HAT, ERLEE S, FEW A IR
2. /NMET AR H SRR B s ik, B T T 2
B2 77 A= R B, (H AR T RCRBUIK, N
FARAEY P if i A5 (Croser et al., 2006). 4k,
SRHE YA P SR A T A T R AR 2218, PR
il 7 AR R R AR 1S S SRR i R
F o feilr, o RO AR 2= B AT A Bl 2 DR G R 4
ARAE SR P 9 5 B 78 O] T A 8 SRR AR A
#(Wang et al., 2022), Ff#EtT G EHEY) AR AT 5
B DA K 6] 4 55 46 1 7 55 SRR R E Y S5 1A B
FREEARAR RERAE T 7 L

5 RE

5] 4 R R X T R M B D B
BEEA, 2E®EN 56361, (HLkRA
LR AR TR AR R IR AN 2 o R TR E N L)
TRME, AEERMEEE. MARR. &N
HA W[ AR A5 A, 5 MO B ATE
Pk E I B RL R E R R (Radovié et al., 2009;
Wang et al., 2016). 2840 7 5 75 Fh i S B a1
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R 7 SRR AR R T AR e =, (R LA
HABMEBEK RN . R EMEREIEREE M
LH T EREE MBI N BRI M7
AR I Bk ik AR R T AR R, S B LR
iR ) B BT BRI E A ;. 24 T R R et A
AR B E R E T, JF B 4SS i
R B EAR T XU (Gao, 2021). 144 B MELE B FE
WSS B A, JE HLRIEETE B AR K 2 A ik
BEER A, RHEEEMHEARIFREELERZEE
NEM “2.0 B (&Rl 2021). KL, £4FH
P77 RE T R R FIE B FE . SRS FEM
BARRELE, BEadm 50y FEMEEE
RIIRER B AR R EE B AR, N TR E T E M
KPS B R AT B B O o DRt ARy A
SEE A REE B R IR AE B R EARIE R

A E PhEORAE PR A kT LA SR A a4 1
G MRl 485 T U S AT EB B IR, A2 SR
WEMR E SR ‘R, REEZENANE. &
WA S5 Ak B2 A0 B 1S A AR 5 SR R R,
DRl g 66/ 3 (1) i RO TR o PRSI S R HROR, T RGE
R H et piinfis vk, @ Sr s R SR AL S 15 A i
BFEARE R, PR B E 55 SRR 1) 8 4% 2
KRR AT )54
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e PE N
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Advances in Haploid Breeding Technology and Its Application in
Alfalfa and Other Legume Forages
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Abstract Doubled haploid breeding can achieve rapid homogenization of genetic material through the combination of
haploid induction and doubling technology, which significantly accelerates the speed of pure line production and the se-
lection process in hybrid breeding, is a common key technology in agricultural breeding. In this paper, we briefly review
the methods and progress of plant haploid induction and chromosome doubling, introduce the latest gene edi-
ting-mediated in vivo haploid induction technology, and discuss and prospect the application of haploid breeding techno-
logy in Medicago sativa and other legumes forage.
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