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Abstract; Sympatric speciation means that new species ignore the absence of geographic isolation. Compared with
allopatric speciation, there are more blanks that need to be filled because of rarity. This paper analyzes the researches
about angiosperms sympatric speciation in the past ten years, and focuses on the origin factors and reproductive
isolation. Judging seems to be more difficult because of the uncertain historic geographic and close relationship between
related species. The origin can be divided into ecological factors that mean destructive selection from special niches and
gene factors that include hybridization and polyploids. The former drives ancestor into subgroups with different
preferences and strengthened by resource competition and co-evolution. The latter creates species faster in places where

the allopolyploid has most contribution, the homoploid hybrid and autopolyploid seem to be wide, but insignificant to the
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speciation. Similarly, reproductive isolation can be divided into the prezygotic and the postzygotic. The former plays a

leading role, with more important flowering isolation and pollinator isolation, while the pollen competition, gamete

incompatibility and the later that includes hybrid defect such as abortion, infertility and decline are slight and will

accelerate the evolution of prezygotic as well as selfing because of high reproductive costs. In short, sympatric speciation

requires the cooperation of various factors and the reproductive isolation can conexist with gene flow, which is driven by

the niche competition, especially when the destructive selection is strong enough, sympatric speciation can continue even

if the gene flow is frequent.

Key words: angiosperms, sympatric speciation, disruptive selection model, reproductive isolation

Prh 2 2 Wy 2 0 58 00 B A0 R AR ) Z2 R 1
MR O BTT, B L (5 BT E WA 1K
R B R IR RE AR 2 AR R B T A R
BRI FIAE S R GE LA AR RS IR AE ) £
FEPE Y B A T B 507 ( B 2 BEE, 20155 i,
2016) , KIILIA, Py i BE & A DU B, — ok
YEIRIAE Sy — A0 S7 38 Ak 9 382 1% 35 A%, ORIy A
AT 1) A 58 B 5 0L 28 C /)N o [ R A ) B A
AN ] T HA 4 A 1 A 2 AL R SRR (2R 4R 1L 45
201222 HLAE 2014 X 4, 2016) . P BIIE L2
B R TH P Fb b oy Al i Y A R DUR N 2R S
R R0 AR N R R A B R
i, FEA 4 MR RIS 800 00T B 2 3804
JE R 4B 31 FOE 1 AN ) S5 4% B B ( Darwin,
1859; Coyne, 2004) , Hrfv, 55 i b 2 P 5 BH A5 A
8] £ PR ( gene flow among species) , LA M A Bifi A= 355
7 AR IR 2 T 22 e 1 S B RO e Skl L T
[F] Sl ) A e AR S i AR 1 &b 38, 35 S5 R /N AR
Bl %y 3 45 ok 19 4 Ak 3% #F R ( disruptive
selection pressure) , 4% A 5k K 58 48 ol 36 K /4 | 1
s B B AR T B/ e B ORG240 155 0 23 A A ]
Py, HH LS B ROE 18, RS R OE i A B £
145 FHA R F5E ( Dieckmann et al., 1999; 3 A
ZE 2010, Feder et al., 2013) .

P AEY w0 2 VA ) R A AL T
ANJSAAE] B A AR Y wE LA 4 T i RS W) 4 A i)
TE AL, R 5% [6] 040 o 04 98 A 28 mT Sy g i
B B 5T B A48 3B A9 5 19 AT AR BE ((Soltis et al.,
2009 ; Michel et al., 2010; Bird et al., 2012) . [d]
Sy o T B A% (1) T A AR — AR T IR
— X, SRV AETE— 2 BRSO AR T )
(2) FRG R AR, AR R E TR (Feder et al.,
2013 ; Marques et al., 2019) , {H2, T &0
T2, B AR TP (] S o L S S R A D

I ELH R ot B, DL B A R K DU s T sk
A R B PR OIS B A B ok Ao s [] J)
FPFE B 78 B #45 (Wu et al., 2000) , B4, BT
(i) Sl o T) ) 2 S 2/ 0, o 22 5 PRt 6 kg A0 3
WX 2 5 W I I — A L I A 43 ( Bolnick
et al., 2007) ,

[) 35y b %) T 5 W 0 Sl R 26 — 2R & T
A G H & 3 fb 2E £ (disruptive selection ) A
SEMR 5 53— S M E TR AR N T = 2 A Ak b Ak
B Y KL R 2 2 S8 F D b P S a5t A% T
AR KN Y5 — %€ $% (uniform selection ) 4 52 i 3F H /)N
( Schluter, 2009; McPeek, 2016) ., I7b, Ff 6] f)
A= B e s L ) 2 F 58 R R 22— — JBOR T T B
B AR, G A AL W B B AL by B R A
T4 M T R I B B AE S B B, A4S e AN
W AE M iR, ASCEYS T4k T
Wy 1) S 0 b R G 1) T 5 0 S, I %o 4 B RN Y
BT T G,

1 B A e R

1.1 £FEE

Thoday & Gibosn ( 1962) # i T 7 fk 1% £ 5
R SR PTERRIR I AE SR T R AR T E A
PRI EL A A g P R A A AR e T P bR Y T X A
P i LG IS P AR ) A2 2 2 i A B[] S )
PR AR T, G R I V6 77 56 00 B 5 B 1Y
PR Ik Fh 4 1 52 BB ( Howea belmoreana ) F1
T PSR (H. forsteriana) BIAEIAH 2275 8 | [6)h
AR DA B SR 4% 58 (Babik et al., 2009;
Hipperson et al., 2016) ; [f] i, AR BERZE 200 7
AR AZ B 1 R M AR A R A A Y R 43
AR AN [ £ T 6 R i S RS R A A G B R S A
BT — 2D R T AR S5 2 A A [R) ) b
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( Papadopulos et al., 2019; Calabrese et al.,
2020) o UTAEA AT TR I, B4R T ] — X
TR 1 sl /D 58 4 o 23 W1 A [) Y A 25 L8 A
U € 20 B WY Petunia axillaris F1 P. exserta , B
HhEH 6 ZE T AL B FIF il kL
¥y R EALTE L 2 TR N TC A ORI h
ALk X Bl 5 AL K A L B R O R A B TR
TRA B A, AT B A ) S8 0 o JE 1 1) 4 ) 2 —
(Bird, 2012; Schnitzler et al., 2020) , & AYK V4,
VS — Tl R 5 8 A2 285 R B8 3 Ak 1B PR AR AL 5iR
PHANRAFAE 22 5 0 35 H A T RO /N B &
P f 3 A HY — P A kR 98 728 ) 7 V7 328 45 s 19 [
IS S5 e 1 A6 3 B4 by, o T BELAS T P A i
I Wr s A 25 A B9 D 45 5 2= 3 46 58 N (Feder et
al., 2013 ; Marques et al., 2019) ,

R - SR Bk A% K AN MO | M A A N A
BG4 A R B s R s Ak i A
BHHY Mimulus guttatus F1 M. laciniatus , 75 % &£ T
Ffa) , 52 B B FL P 05 e A R OR B AR AL S
HEE T ALK A Al | 52 3 555 09 52w e Ak
AN AR RS R R B, B — D R R, M.
guttatus @Lﬁ?%é‘%ﬁlﬁﬂ@iﬂ@,,ﬁ:%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁmﬂﬁ
A A 5 DAL e A o), AT 5 B80T 2R b A TS A2 1
% TEsE g P AL T 45 ( Wright et al., 2013 ; Ferris
& Willis, 2018) , LA B AR 1L 45 ) HF A2 /) 2
( Triticum turgidum ssp. dicoccoides) % du ¥ K BH
R S iR B A R R (R MR AR 2~ 8 ) AT
ERTAME R T =4/ (SFST, SFS2, NFS) , H:
H NFS 7EJb I I i B 58 v i A 0T 3145 1 0%
X Z M B B BT, O AT BT B R
AL, SFST A A8 391 38 LAk 4 55 Sh 26 11 3% | SFS2
WAL T B AT R T PR S0 BR AE ) ( Wang et
al., 2020) , [AJ}, oA IEVF 2 A Y A Kb A a)
8 A TR AR AP 0 A R T R X A Y
WAL fe FEVE . an e b st th i £ Al s =
ol TR AR E R W 22 R AR R R
( Platanthera bifolia ) B T MR M 138, — & & %
( P. chlorantha) B4 T Ro Pk 1 1 | 4% 52 Fh 25 1) Ay
AR & XY 58 4 b Ak T 25 3 (Pena et
al., 2018; Chen et al., 2019) ; FZ ( Gymnadenia
conopsea ) A = FAEE (2x 3x 4x) , Hirb 2x Fl 4x B
R %) 40 P A 28 R T P 22 S B I RO R T 2 A
AT A0 B O AR B 2R A8, T 3x 7Y T AR 0 2 B

R, AR ELAE B IR B NS g (Tesitelova et
al., 2013) . H34b, /A B 22 5wl 0 24 T R b
Je TGP S AR AR AR B R e, i S
%) 2 P 5% R AR R AR REAE R 1 R b A K H AR
23 AZ A, DA T AR 2 A (] ) o oxsk B8 5 ) o e
i#14k ( Osborne et al., 2018)

Dieckmann & Doebeli F 1999 4F5E3% T /- fh ik
PERIAY I N BE U8 3 R B o3 (i A AL AN TR
PR 2 T I B[R] SR, HE rh O A% by 2 Y B 4 2
e L 2, Gk S AL Ky 1Y) Petunia axillaris 1
W 5 A5 k3 1) P. exserta ( Bird, 2012; Schnitzler et
al., 2020) , REE WAL MY Roscoea tumjensis FH &
WRAERI Y R. purpurea ( Paudel et al., 2018) %5 ¥ 7F
FES AT i 22 S A HCAH S k2 90 46 oy BT 4
I AL PSR, Z JRIE T 4 B 15 K 4
A o P [\ b A W3 4k ( Dieckmann &
Doebeli, 1999) . T #1138 45 44 ¥y % 11
i (B ) AR AL 1l T B 3R SRR (Aquilegia)
AR A A B A B (LA ) B (2R AR ) 19 ]
B34, R & W 4 7 AR T A i R s A
{F A8 W) 53 Ak S [R) 38 Fh ( Bastid et al., 2010) .

WA AR PR R RN AF EA YA
FIREAN R o> A B (E AR G SR H D i g S

=

Greya politella 134 Heuchera grossulariifolia 51K
IR R, 2 2000 e 2 5, PO A% A4
o] T4 FIF A6 L 4 A 25 A% 4R ) W4 AR J
( Nuismer & Ridenhour, 2008 ), #® #b Il &
( Fritillaria delavayi) 1F h— FF b 25 #4 4 3] 9% 24 b
NRAR AR PR BT 4 DA 25 (0 18 16 O A 1B
SEEARBL AR A K 2, DT AN R4 B0 1) M JBE ( Ni et
al., 2020) , 7% 42 )8 19 Struthanthus flexicaulis 2
AT IS AR R AT E R 2 R AR s
5 7 AR T SR AR B [ R S, martianus B
T F A8 89 4e A1 2R (Teixeira-Costa et al. |
2017) , DA b =ASROIEEC R iR, A it — 22 1)
WEFE I LA ]
1.2 RERE

MRS R, RAZENWR 358 [F Y e
I B e SN Z A5 Ak, R R PR R A S
7o WFREERET, 2 25% WA W) 1 T A i R v kR
AR AT EE & T AR &R Ay 3844 728 5, i
PRI R, BARMELA R R A S IHA
A S L, B A BY T8 N 2 1Y 3R 5T ((Mallet,
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2005 ; Sanghera et al., 2011) ; [AHF, JL-FFr & 19 8%
THEMARZ D ik Z A5 (20 30% SGR A1 T J5AT 1Y
FEAE) AR AR S A5 B R O, PO P 4 i, AT A K
A IR R AR B B AR AF LR ((Comal, 2005 ; Jiao et
al., 2011) , FIRPLFAEE G A 57284k, 2L R 4E ) [R]
Sl Wy i i) 43 Ak, AR B8 TT 43 Ay S 1 22 A AR SR
( allopolyploid speciation ) | [d] I £ % /& W Fh
(‘autopolyploid speciation ) Al [f] £ /& 44 38 Al
(homoploid hybrid speciation) ,,

S VR 2 AT AR SR = A i 5 Y ) I i A T g £
TINS5 A 8] A7 A 8 B 2 B R 5, 2 I
WL B A A X — o R LB AR
( Nicotiana tabacum) . /INZZ ( Triticum aestivum 55 #p
JE R PR, H P R B AR R BT ( Nicotiana
sylvestris ) 1 B B M0 ¥ (N. tomentosiformis ) 2% 38 ;=
Az T/NE N 285 T PR 24 52, e th S iR /N
( Triticum wrartu) FNAIL 35 (Aegilops speltoides ) 4%
PR TR /NFE (Triticum turgidum ) , 2833 N T Y
AbJ5 CHIT 5 22 (Aegilops tauschii) %22 ( Clarkson ,
2010; Marcussen, 2014) . H T 3EA 22 F 48K, K
WEMRREZEEREESET R TFRRT
(transcriptomic shock ) , 75 2 # HE YL (4 44 LL ik BHr
(07, e A L P BE G R R Be i Be | E AT
Ry % 2k BL KR & 0y & BT B ( Lashermes,
2016) o — MR, 24T MR 23 O 1] SR AS rh ) —
J7, Gnsk o/ INZZ ) R DR 2 (A o7 4R /N 22 1
RRE ) SR B 20 (575w /N R R
M) NG R (Li et al., 2014) ; fARAR SEASL
AR FNRK AR R0 B ( Nicotiana obtusifolia ) UL AR 4%
LA B N. nesophila 783 AL 3 2 i, BEAS ) 35 A
IR S TR E, SBFEHE R TE
BG4k F Bt (Parisod et al., 2012) o AR [
PERIALE i BB (HE AR B & 8RR € &
52 W, U0 5% 3% ( Capsella bursa-pastoris ) 1 C.
grandiflora( 25738 ) F C. orientalis (% H 28 ) 74 ¢
MR, ATE AR A AT AR E KT M
) B 57 JH FE AR AL ( Kreyvokhyzha et al., 2019)
SR, X — IR AR Y R B AR R, A = T4 LA
PS40 BT 2 B e M s AR 28 AR AR R, 5 22
A I B] A 7 A DA GA U 2 1Al . e B
( Geum rivale) FIRK #% 30 7 ( G. urbanum ) P~ 5
PESAAGRIE T 1 700 J7 4R A, 5 8 Ak 1 R A
FE 2 LA I A% 453 2, T ) 8 Akt B ST Y AR 2 LA

ST A S ' s 5 S G L ST B S BT NPN S (1N
Mmiff 3E T 43 46 ( Ramsey, 2002; Jordan et al.,
2018)

(7] 058 22 A8 G Ao R0 8 A g 2 € 40k L TR — )
Tofr, SO G A OR BE TR] PR 75 Dl K o B HE A
gﬁl\ﬁg( multivalent) , By e 0 4K K RS [R5 A
{14 5 [N 24 fill JC ¥k BE X (Doyle et al., 2008) , Al 5
IR 2 A5 T, SRR Z R BAR AR, (H A ==
A YA R B H . a2 =R Y R Y
FEAR L A5 AR B TR B 4G RO R 19 48 7, B8
J I T 5 (Gross & Schiestl, 2015) 3 2 & B
Y) Knautia arvensis {71 PRI AF X R IHIR & X
Iy R PUARAAR T A% AR AL T 25 (Hanzl et al.,
2014) . BRI, EAR AN L IA R R B 5 7 R
A B R B AE R o3 [R] 5 22 A8 AT Al R R Y 1 A
FAZEFANK, e EF W #E 2L 7 (Andropogon
gerardii) [F) I AETE 7S A5 K R JLAS AR (Keeler et al.
1999; Soltis et al., 2007 ) ; Ifii —&& 5 I £ £ 14, 4
FEH 5Bl i Lithophragma bolanderi (2n = 14 ) Fl
L. glabrum(2n=14) Bl &I W) L. bolanderi( 2n =
28) B 5B L. bolanderi JE25AR AR, {H A R
JEEC &G TR 2K (Keeler & Davis,
1999 Soltis et al., 2007)

[Fi) 5 A 24 5 G Aol D 24 05 b 2 52 T A 28 0k e £,
P A f0 JAAsE = ) HG ) 5 BR T A AN AL
SR Zf T RN S A T8] A7 A 458 5 1Y A 5 B 2, T L 3 5
R TR S B B IR A 2 5 i A G 3 A DR &R (A
SR AT AGE A B AR [ A A5 ) iz
SRS BT RT G €0 PR T Il 5 S 284 I DL TE B 23 1 3
HZMAE X —& R BRI kK EE BT ZE 5
&5/ (Schumer et al., 2014), H v, L% R
Senecio squalidus FAL =, H3E A S. aethnensis Fl
S. chrysanthemifolius 53 5| 45 25 H 1Y % i 5 Pl e
Z N DS R EE VA (7 N <R N )
(Hegarty et al., 2008) ; Ifif ¥ it 22 B} H WL &5 )&
( Oenothera)) /\A~7% 22 L IR A H T4 o AN #H 25 2k 2=
TAHMEAGHRE ), R BEMA O B0, A AR FR
T A a5 B (Hollister et al., 2019) . [f] 47 {4 24
Tl 2 A% PR s O 3 78 TH A 19 A2 25 60 58
tdLss TR A, HREAE BB otk 0 AR S AL AT YT
K, ANXS AN ) H 2 v 4 A8 B Y I ST R BT AR
DR 2 (AT T RE 0% 70 52358 v A R DT 3 B 17 A%
AR TE4r (Donovan et al., 2010) , AN, [R]F5 44
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AL 2 B SR Al 1) 7, 2 R E S ( Castanea
henryi) FIHSE ( C. mollissima ) 2% 32 11 2K F) % J 4
BE(C. henryi var. omeiensis ) )RR IE 25 A M A6 R
R4 ST DL (Sun et al., 2020) ; 3 K E4E 2
KB & F (llex dabieshanensis ) 4 # B (L
cornuta) FKM275 (1. latifolia) W74 38R, HEAR
(i) P9 A 8L B 5 AN Y I 7 >4 B IR 40 26 45 ¢ (Shi et
al., 2016) . AT DL, 2% 38 L Rh A S8 AS () ZESR B
o A R s T B A A R — A, R
ARG RGP (AR ENRE HEE) A A
FTREIE OB A, HJ, P Bl Y 2% 22 S5 AR 0k
ARZ— R A AT I — SR A Y B R R B A5
— EA P A BE RT3 (introgression ) B | 2% 5 5 2L
YifpEfL . WnEFAERE (Oryza rufipogon) 52 3] T 4% 55
FE (0. sativa) W [FALIFTE I 515 258 15 45 1 0 im
K45 ( Akimoto et al., 1999; McPeek, 2016) .

2 [E] A AR AT T By R R S

R 2 75 32 K LR AR 5 B B 0 o i B B A s
B2 %k [m] a3 0 - AL T R AT AR
i 95% LA L i 5 R, 28 % A T 0 A R[] Jelk i
[E] SR AT BE 2 BN Sy o AW A o i 22 S AR, RO
ST AT T B A BR Ak 22 43 AL I R K, (W] B
i P 5 el fe e L ) A B LA R A1) % I A Y
AT AT R A Bt 23 (i oAb 7™ H 4 3
(Silvia et al., 2011; Shafer & Wolf, 2013)

2.1 EHRE

A6 910 B BV T T A e U 0, 4 o A A R
PN B EE A 77 e S RAT B K AR T A Y
WEAETL ( Gentiana straminea) 5 46 76 45 %58 55 09 & 46
%%( G. siphonantha) B ARER B 75 G R & ( Bombus
sushikini) & ¥y (ARG & TF AL 6 8 H ), J5 &
9 Avibh), A B 58 AR, PRAIE T 15 k3 13K
R M (2B IE 45 ,2008) , KRS AR R] S8 A
%%(J:Té?%(flrisaema sikokianum) Fl A. tosaense B
FAWL 39 d, J5HL 52 d, BARA L 10 d (W
B AHTE G 5 4b T I 46 v W 9 i i i ki 2
FEZR 52 i ( Matsumoto et al., 2019) . T H 3C 32 3]
{18 45 - S5 J A0 R 0 ) 58 JS AR ) 174 I 25 32 20k
HETF (94630 ( Babik et al., 2009) . SR, i T 1 B
TEAE RIS A7 IR | PR ok 48 40 B 25 ) A By 1 X 53
A AP I A — R AR IEHE

x1 M FEYEBDFHEEL 10 HATEREER
Table 1  The 10 possible factors that influence

angiosperms sympatric speciation

S LSRR

Factor Associated species

A LR B ZE R , T P B A
S Soil pH Howea belmoreana, H. forsteriana
Ecological I

factor

Mimulus guttatus, M. laciniatus

Terrain
AT B E 2, M E R
Symbiotic bacteria Platanthera bifolia, P. chlorantha
liES Petunia axillaris, P. exserta
Pollinator
HEHRR Heuchera grossulariifolia
Phytophagous insect
NP S HAs N
Commercial harvesting Fritillaria delavayt
AE Struthanthus flexicaulis ,
Host S. martianus

G RIRZ AR LU

Sk Allopolyploid speciation Nicotiana tabacum

Ge SN R

Sene g g i

actor . -
Autopolyploid speciation
[7i 5 % 4 2 i
Homoploid hybrid speciation

Knautia arvensts

Senecio squalidus

22 fEMERS

&0y BB 45 L AL AE Ky # (specialist
pollinator ) F1 832 A% #) # (faithful pollinator) , &
AL A 75 48 8 2 A (] 400 b X S [ A2 93 1100 7
AL, il N 2B Y Eriosyce subgibbosa F1 53 b
AN TRV R ORE Fl, Ay i 5 0 1 R — ) e Y
3, B8 A T X5 R B 46 BB 45 74 ( Guerrero et al.,
2019) ; Penstemon roseus Fll P. gentianoides 2238 ;="
B PR AN AN ) A8 €0 1) [ Sl i | 5% 20 (0,0 5 | 0 5 T
Y 5] KBTI (Juliana et al., 2020) , Z=FHEY
30 R S 8 0 WA ) BN T) B A8 B 2 R g TS
[RlBYAE K, A Ophrys insectifera F1 O. aymoninii 1£
SAHAL, J5 25 8 23 W6 b Bk R 8 0 S A S T
(Murda et al., 2017; Gervasi et al., 2017), ZE{l
B, 0. fusca®1 O. bilunulata )53 W) e ke 1) 41
B AT s e 1 22 S AR K, RE 8 W 5 O A A ] 1Y)
2K /% ¥y ( Carmona-Diaz & Garcia-Franco, 2009;
Ayasse et al., 2011) ; 1 {8 B5 % J& ( Anacamptis ) P4
Tofr 22 PR S s AR R T 10 S ] B 18] W 5 ke AS ) 1) %%
#3# (Pegoraro et al., 2016)

FrAL G &R 2 AR Z HE v m i R R
Z— R e R[] SR I8 B, A 2 3
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{1%) 17 £R. 24 21 3R 58 VI 4 A 7] 19 1% #3 2 ( Dearnaley et
al., 2016) , FFALAY L8} 5 & RE 1Y 4 L 5 2
FRIUAS b AE A PR S Al 22 5 4 2= R Y [R]
PR DA B AR A 28, BRE DR AR i 1) B 2 A B E
£ H— H 2% 52 i 5t 23 AN K08 8 O i I8 HoAe e
P U Bulbophyllum macranthum F1 B. praetervisum
3 VA P 22 ity ) | VPR T A Ty N 2 I R A A
TSR 0 73 WA W W 1 | O SR i A gy, SR, T 32
THTR B ] Fof A 5 | 790 b SR Ay, AT 1 B 5, PR ke
W = A T A 2 1Y KR % 58 Fl (Katte et al.,
2019) . ALY, Mandevilla pentlandiana F1 M. laxa
A AR R AL RS i S R) Y Bl Y S A% B T
J5 B AL Ry B AR 2 W A IR A3,
EBIAL Tl BARAEIE SR Ky &, &
FELEE I 1 ALK ( Nakahira et al., 2018) , & 22FRMoh,
PR (Ficus) WA B R BIR FE AL 8y C 5, HMELE
RE RSO [7) LU A9 2 5 0 4% 6 W) R W 5 | AN [) 1 4% gy
# ( Souto-Vilarés et al., 2018) , 1M Ficus bernaysii .
F. auriculata 5575 R HE T8 A6 9 1 A6 AT 5 o 8 1
JINBEE ) 7 B 25 A JBE — — X6 8L, DA T A RGRE f T R
(5] %) B 9% 2% 2 ( Wang Gang et al., 2016; % 1§
45 2018) .

RS A H A B AR S AR Ry | (H BB o
AN [F) A 45 10 R D B R B K, W0 D R b X
Y DU Fh i B AL R ( Primula) [R]85 ) 58 S K AE A Sk
TRUEIE 8 52 8 (Li et al., 2018); & M L2 #
( Salvia liguliloba) R 712 (S. bowleyana) ¥4 L) =
X REME ( Bombus trifasciatus ) V5 R AE K & (B HT & 1L
BN, BN R e B, RE G A Ok R R IROE
FHAE R RGTE LA, I 27 0 A B AT AT AL ), RE s %
TE T TR WO (045 46 B RG 72 HC 8 3 (30 #3055
2015); M - F £ 1 B KB Y Helleborus
Soetidus AEERARIA G| ICERHHTT , 15 8 & T ARA KL
A ReN _LAER , 8 H. bocconei B4 MR Tk,
A by 35 WS B AT W AR R HE AT BB (Luis &
Ettore, 2009) , BLAh, ANFIJEAS A9 £ 17t 20 52 45
H AT 8 P74 5200 ( Ambroise et al., 2019)

{8ty 2 FECOR 2 A1 i [ SaR 00 o ) 46 3 A E 7 2
oA ABA SR Ok T B 0 A 48 R AE 434k TT RE
WHHMHAES Y, WS EE (Pedicularis ) Fi
YR oy IR R e A% by (HIE 2/3 MRS T8
L Fr R DB L ik b 1X ) A e I 285 0 ek A K R 1Y AR
AR, N a2 5 0, WERK 1 em 2] 10 ecm &P

E(Liu et al., 2016) , AT fEJ2: LLhkiz 3 % AF 5l B
PRy, e m 9 kB T,
23 kMRS

TERY 58 4 2RI Ny S M AE By TC vk W e AL By i
XELLUIE B A K, WK &) 2R (Zea mays ) W) Y14k Fh N
HPLEFPTE Tebl M Gal HEIH L AF7EE S M85 7>
AT R IE 0 B it %) A [ 3 S A 4 by X LA i
& (Lu, 2019); 1l A\ % B B Opuntia elata F
0. retrorsa L ALKy F | S5 R AL By BAR AT DLW & (H
HTCE 2 1 # 3k (Fachardo & Sigrist, 2019) ; ¥ 7
55 ( Ligularia virgaurea ) i % 5 (L. sagitta)
BT A AR A ST 12 h J5 7 AR DRI 5T PR 46
A HE— 0 A Bl T R B A AR R A AR K T
Tia] HCL T T V6 IUR AR IR IR B (£ #% 745 ,2018) 5%,
X 22500 @ ( Petunia) 70 J& ( Solanum) M K ¥ )@
( Nicotiana) 1 22 X [6) 3 Fh 119 B 5% 32 W], HD-AGPs
LR B 45 T A A1 5 5T 3 T 5 e A6 A 8 A, 1B
AHG S PRT ) 955 BB 88 A [] DA TTTT 532 Wi T[] s Ao 1 53 Ak
( Callaway & Singh-Cundy, 2019) . Wi+ [k F) 2
1) Gladiolus communis , Fe WU RN/ \ A 44 [] Jaf Fip
AUAEIN E B AL TR A AL S 0L HL AL AR M 2%, ol T
PR, PRI S b 6 0 2 1 ik ZHE e, AT BEL DB
FERAZ L, RIAE R 52 4 1) S AR DTk R BN (B AE
2GR Y A B & £ 5 EH (Castro et al.
2020)
2.4 Hft

H 38R — o B s e 1, i T H SR S
SECAF R R, P 2 A B 5 ek 5 B
T EAT . 0 Gladiolus communis F VYA AR F )\ A
AR TR AAAE 9 B ALK 5 4, 3208 1 4% I A BE L
A DN 43 930 v A HH AS [R) A2 BE B9 H 28 ( Castro et al.
2020) . 4 AT B 22 A Lhg D AR Bl A, A T
Collinsia linearis 5 W5 ML H 1 C. rattanii 238
AR AT A 3 ok BEAIR R A 40% B EE DR AR B R
(Randle et al., 2018) , [A] B}, 76 A T2 ¥ 52 55
AR DS B L 5 AR S S PR s e,
1B A e i section Lycopersicon Y ] 38 X} 24 22
BEEY) ZAGEAEBRIE B AL T, AR IE I IE
R 5Z (Baek et al., 2016); & B ¥ B Mimulus
guttatus F M. nudatus (1) 2T RFLIBCE T B/ 25
AOFRF-(Oneal et al., 2016) ;45 M- 5% BAR A3 ) 5%
JRBIB ) /D B R AR A 58 b T ¥ TR B AF (Babik et
al., 2009) %5, J34b, 2 2 0C R AR T 14 [ Sl A ] 2%
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ZRer AT B IENA, WA H2: ( Primulina eburnea)
ULk F B & (P. mabaensis) (5K /N B %,
2017) ;I AL 4R ( Primula secundifora) F1EAlI i &
(P. poissonii) (¥ PE5F,2017) &, 5 B IEE M
I, J PR Y o AR 23 fin 3 [) B A O i R
RBIFE B, W /N K ¥ 45 Bk ( Phlox drummondii) F
P. cuspidata W) {6 2= #B 2R W 0, (HIR £ X 1Y P.
cuspidata AL Y T 21 €8 1Y 48 2= DU 45 DR 42 8
PE— 2T 5E 3R B A ST A 3 L A S8 I AR B RE HHE 3 i
B 25 (I 1%, W Phlox roemeriana 5 P 4 [6] B A 5E
R 22 R AR B 5 HL T AR S AN DR O e A B
2 (Suni & Hopkins, 2018) ,

[Fi) 3y A ) 1 2 B 25 R AN X AR Y
P [ B 25 1) — 5 202 B T AR D A
25, BOR M T B ER R AL T %
P N2 B WEF 5 ( Silene yunnanensis ) F) 48 3 %5 Hf
HoME 8 S 2, W] DLy K OB 7 (S
asclepiadea) KM AS 32 X J5 4643 B9 52 1) ( Zhang et
al., 2016) ; i X R AF LR WF I8 T B K A 6 A8 AE
LA B9 A A0 M AR 3E A A8 AT AEL ) 00 o (
EMAE,2014)

SRR UL, AR B PR R DL BE A R B 43 Ak
R H AR ZRME T HE 22NN T LG/
2SR I H M 8 e 2 A i i, RV A7 78 40 21
FE R BE A T A Ak, X TE JiE AL BB Ipomoea
cordatotriloba 1 1. lacunosa , Bk 4 18 Bl 1) 22 R 2k 0>
A ( Metrosideros polymorpha ) 55 %) #f v 45 21| T {iF 52
(Smadjia & Butlin, 2011 ; Rifkin et al., 2018 ; Ekar
et al., 2019) . WA, 7E [F) 54 R o2 B i #H DG 36
ik A H R Z 2 A TFOEE, B ETAUE R T A
S5 & (Ligularia ) 55 () WF 55 & 8L SPDS1  FCLY |
Tic21 Al BGLU25 25 Jk [K A] DLl 4% RNA 25 55 1
ABA {5546 5 Sefidr RO oKk 4k & AR L &
AT A G RCSZ R JE TR AT R T ] 3 9 43 Ak
FAAEF M ( Yang et al., 2012; Qian et al., 2018)

3 RAEERE

HISEB R EE, R 50 o ) i+ 0 # 2
TERCT AR Y 7 LEAN B H 2 08 R Y . Ok
PRI PR — RN T 25 5 3% AN
BN S (AN R B - SRR 1 P LA B A%
K ), AR UG AR I L AN [R] ) fi 4 O£ B 5%

R2 WTEYEEMEEERSNE LG
Table 2 The common reproductive isolation mechanism

of angiosperms sympatric species

e g AL LEES kL
Isolation mechanism Associated species
FEI b JRAEDL, EAEZR L
Anthesis isolation Gentiana straminea, G. siphonantha
LAt k& A o
Specialist pollinator Ophrys insectifera, O. aymoninii
R ity TR R, S
Faithful pollinator Salvia liguliloba , S. bowleyana
TN TE 4

.. Opuntia elata, O. retrorsa
Pollen competition P ’

A

- Collinsia linearis, C. rattanii
Selfing

U5 5 4 I ) 76 Ak 328 T N 5 5 o — 2S00 B T A AR
H B (e 28 S (e e 254k ) |, Hob S i 245
A BT R e K, T [ 35 4 % ol R[] U 22 435 1A 4K
7z kA AEFE A R E B (Schluter, 2009;
Schumer et al., 2014) . BRI S AR, [H P2
PR 228 2 A W VE R L DA A0 Y 38 4 R i 4
JCHORTE 43 A8 5 e 2 0% 5 R 1Y R4 T, B fif 2
PRI 38 358 Sk it Al g o0 A B2

B~ RE ) W) 0400 ol (B] 79 A= B 85 R AN R
FRAG, — ek v m b 25 e = AR, Horh e )
28 B A% o 2 B 2 B Bk N (W] 8 4 S R A RN A3
WY I AR AL K4 BUE T | BT R R
S BE R AT A8 K ¥ T [R] — 1% 8y 5 0 AN [A] 3 Ao 5 XU
T W) 2 A B AW R B, VR — 138 R e 4, s
Bl A W SR D 0 2 Bk = A% W o 1Y e LA
YIATA] DL AT A K B G A ( Silvia et al., 2011
Babik et al., 2009) ., AifE & &5 EFHREEA =
A BV 2 (Al 52 A5 H  aE B  A; 2
SRR ME DL ST AT A S R =2 SR B R R
HTBR = P AR A S8 4 BTN R RN ROR R S A
BE A T 5 R 2 A ARt TR A S 7 A
[F) P83 A3 AR AE AT T BT B 25, 6 W 44k i i3 A4
ME B TREAE R RS M A ES
ORI E O £, R, B TR LR
AR i 2Z 53 Ak s T) 52 e (] Ss o 1] 25 5 e A2 KR
A, M2 52 A B 50 23 0 [T iy B 3, JHG vl 2 52 491 5
RN IR A N TS N = (o |
BB

SR, FE [RS8 AP H o B AR 3 b



14 TEREAE . 87 A [RS8 2 B 5 ot i 21

W (1) il o Jo Pk BB Bl T 14 2% 28 PR 15
SR 2L B4 R A A o S 5 ) 2% S b 2
W Z WD (2) LA e o 00w L s 4 2
AN LKAz Bl % A ik S sl Ak, 75 7 3 4L 8
F N G0 T 2 A v AR T R e A R T 2 A
P 5 (3) Y22 57 AN KA ] Y5 2 A AR ] S 2 7 5
BRI AR A I AL A 7 A
— BRI (1) — L8 [R) sy Fof 2 ] A A 5 1) 2 TR
T S8 UM EA 5 (2) 8 B DA 32 L R 25 PR i 2 %
IF] 77 A 23 S JAURI Y S 5 (3 ) 2% 52 Bl o 2 AR i 1)
YRR EARBLE] ; (4) 12833 75 [F) 5 F oA 0 2
ATV IR 5 (5 ) 2 TR0 ] S8R OB A 14 53 kAT
ZR;(6) /NN F M EER R 6 Bt R
Lo 25 FAAM IR 5 (7) 2248 1A ] Sl 2 ey s 57
FI LTI AS DR R A DI TR AR E PIL
WA 6 i 2 — ST (1) X 2 A5 R R
M, FEB 50 4 9 ST KR TR AR K5 (2) AR A=
SRS (AN R T AE) TR S M — T4 T 4
B, R Bl 2 e e e EAT AR Y 5 (3) fE— L
AN Z A 53 B 3 DX 2 R P B S A B
AR B0, PP SRS [ ) M) B 5 (4 ) 1 52 B 9K RE ik 2
GUEE- SN W SRS 3 AER= 8 IS E 4 S U 2l
FEAPA s AR AT Ak 5 (5) — 48 [ 5y o 1] 9 5 DF 52 3
i T TR S AE AR S B — A (6) 45 il
R 5 14 O B DY) (AR PR ARRAIE ) BRI

SE .
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