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e & PEREIFIICYI D B 2 T ATP 24 %2 7, F7o, WS NIMEYIEZF L v 2 fllshic it
TET, MENICZF Ly PER T2 L)1k 2 ", 2F L VIRED BRI ER L koT, MEMK
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MHELIAREE R A b L RAIRE P T L VINE R ESIEICb % 50 27> Tw 5,

HREAS A B L RIRE T 5 A A = A L2 @HT 2121, M THRE L Tw 286 TR oM %
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912 RNA-Seq B3k (I LT 5,
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RNA-Seq (F#MfaNiz G 2 C BT 25Kl —>TdH 2 "', Ml D mRNA % £ DIREY % Lo
BERINUIB L T 5 HIS TitA L 22 & (V=T v D) TERMibhs, v—7rvy vy
DFHEIE, v INVI Yy FEER7Z Vv N0 2@ 52 (K 1-1) . v 7Ly Fikid, Ee
BRI O R 6 1 HET O =7 vy vy 7S 3 45ECh s, v—7r vy 7 Inriikis %)
— FEWEE, ZHUIH LT, X7V FEE, BOERRIOm» S > —r v v 745 H5EkTH
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B L T 27, =7 vy v JEETIE, 2 D) — FBREDQEEGEYICHEKT 200 3brs
v, 22T 4 DY) —F%ZDNA LiceyEY /73528 T, 20V — FDNA Lo EDOHEH
HIcHRT 2002 METE S, X7V FEICXDHEARS N 200 — Fid, H—#ET IR
B Licey By r73ng, 2 20— F L 2ol ZEOET7 77X eV, %
o, = vy T I—REICED), X7LRDB 200D — FRZENZENIRYG 5 8ETF OWE IR
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b o0—fRNTH 5,
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VBt diuE, AL RARIGET 2BEY OB 2RO 5 2 EHTE S,

RNA-Seq ZfIH$ 5 2 &, WHEEENBEFEOY » 7V ho GO RBEEZHETE 5, H
ETELTRTCOBEYOHIEZ MRS Z LICk> T, 2 DOWBEICE L THREEDO R L 25
PzE—fE LTt cE 2 (M 1-3) , #H5D RNA-Seq Eifin 518 6 N 2 EEY DR BLR 7 — & 125t
L <. BEYORBHBEDOIIKEZ TV, REBORZ WG 2T 2Y 7 b7 = 713, edgeR ",
DESeq2 " Ex2IFL O, BHEK VY —RAI T3 "1,

F41E RNA-Seq DRZFA\DIHFA

RNA-Seq l&, TNFTvA 707 L A THIBTE 20> BB T FBLOMGEN 72 T 2 1 HEIC L
7o, FHEETORASL, v a—74 7 RNADERIE, bIFPHH L Vb DT AR ™, JEET
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MARRIZREMIC X SR oS, HlZIE, L, M, a—e—%ERbIF o s Znsid,
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WA DML 2B DIR L MFRINEFZZ S5 MR DBES T-FEBUC K T 2 HEFEM 72 T 15
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VBT 2, Tho ORI, HARTRI 2658 E XEN BRI >THAELLBDTH
%, B, EVDT ) Lok y FPEEE LD OEL RZBHRO L2V, B, HECHY
REICEENICRONS, EDbIMTIC RSN, IZETRCOYPFHYMEDBRIZE VLT
1AL LB ZREBRL Twa ESbiTwns ™7

R R O M H 2 o Id il (BAE) Mool s “* (K 1-5) , FREsHEC
KORURICHRT 27 2031 DOBKICIDAE NS 2 LI X Dile 2 2580k, FERSEUL L v
N Tws, JhcxLC, RERZMEIC I DR IO ) A0 1 DOKICHDAENS Z LTk
it 28I, BEABUL L IEN TV B,

EEAL I OO LR LICKE R ELEZ T EE 6N 5, B2, FEGK
Bk DAL 72k, MURICHET 27 /7 20y P IV BELEL, 200D, 4L DiEn
FHEEPEL 2, BELEETFORTICBE@NGZRB A7 LTH, b9 A TIEFEICE 2z
1) ENTELLD, HMZEFE LTI LD TES, ZOX)ICHEIETEBEICKD, EETIC
ZEPAD TR BENIIEIHBEE FOERIC OB 20 TERVRPLEEZ LN TS 77,
T, WREMEBC X DR L, B2 25giko s ) A FERICRD, 20k, #8iE
TEEDIEPIC, EBE000BORICHKT 2BIETEOROEIICH 2, Ldis T, BREGEE
FHBO =y F 21Tk, 20ROy FIRLBIETELZEZLN TS O,

$21H m"xAQY

[ U AR IR 28572, R cRESI N Tw 286, Z0oEEBETHLE2A—ya s
(ortholog) BAfRICH D E VI, TDKIH % 2FDT 7 WS RBEGEAIC X D FEE L 70 BB RE A IC
Whirsnz e, A=y u7BRICHZEETFVBECENICHELET 2 L) I1Ck2, TOEE, MUK
K iAEnA—yu 7BRIcH 28872 H A4 127 (homeolog) &9 (X 1-6) .

SRS BARDERT /) L BiCdh b x40 72Kl LT ) BT IE, §0 524006317
NTEL, HIEIBHADAD K X A1 2K LT cDNA-SSCP it 72 &1 X h BB Tbh Tk
9, BIETIE RNA-Seq ZFIH L Z2 R BURNTHMT OIS X 9 127 o f #2540,

FATHIEIC & o T, BEABMEICE VT 2 BHICHET 2 3 A 40 723 E CHE Cfibii T
W EDRE I BT ZoBIRIZE X A 0 BN 7 2 (homeolog expression bias) & L
THIGNTW S, WHELEL L THIS N T 2 HMEIC DL TORTIEZHIEN 2, ML G
hirsutum \Z A %77 5L D77 h% 2 kv FTOROBRBEGERALE L TR N TS, Rfriges
cDNA-SSCP % I\»C adhA DRBIRZENT L 72 & 25 ST D 7/ L6 ORBIRE AT/
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L5 OFBIROIE D:A = 65:35 £ 2> Tz, ZHUSK LT, 67Tl D:A = 100:0, THETIZ
D:A = 34166 5 ED X HICEE TR EZWE LY, Zofic, A A4 0 7RBEAL 7 2134
BRI >THE 70" BHY ZLIfE-TELLED “F3 2 LRI NTVWSE, 22T
WEL VDR, £ A4 D 7REAL 7 AEHORET & L TlE S ETORIES B o b
THD, E7. EEE, RNASeq 2RI L7277 A7 4 RAEMBIICELTIR, £ D A0 25%L
WHETHHIN TV 2 EBbn ) DDH 2 B0

$£3E Cardamine |&

% %1 NF (Cardamine) J&DWYIZ. 214 X+ X+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) O3 &
LCHIGNS, &2V 7 N F @O, EREOHICAR L, HEREION L CTEMRE RN
T2 P AL AL AT IV T AICH B Urnerboden ¥l C. amara (2n=2x= 16, AA). C. rivularis
(2n = 2x = 16, RR)%® C. insueta (2n = 3x = 24, RRA)Z B U D E T 24K DY 2V 7 N FIRONEY
PR TE s (K 1-7) 77, C amarald, Kifd 23K TERL, WA SNABSICE» N
THAEFTE S ™Y, 2 LT, C. rivularis 13, BEHLD X 9 120002 L 25 cER L, &
KRULBRBEICE»N D LAEFTE LA™Y, ZokHic, C amara t C. rivularis DKIZH T %
BIEPEIE, RIS R > Tw 5, £, KD 600k L 75T £ TOIRV#EIPHICE W T, REH
Bik<Tdh 5 C. insueta PEE L T 5 2 EDMERTE %, C. insueta 3, & % 150 HH1IC, C. amara
L C. rivularis D AR X > TRAEL 2 EFEZ SN 5 T,

C. amara, C. rivularis X ' C. insueta \*, £ bR > T3 ™, C. amara |35 %M
BLOI v =itk a7 0 -V EHPWETH Y M OAETHFATEML Tw s, Kbz ickw
T, 7a—VEIIZ X DIBRS e C. amara DREENR L A S50 5 (K 1-7B) , %72, C. rivularis
T2 % X O plantlet CRESA) ISk % 70—V EHAHETH B, Lo L, C. rivularis 13
C. amara t %> THTEMBETH D . 70— VBN LA EfTbI v BEEHARD C. insueta
1 3MERTH 27 DI AEZR KD S T LIFTE 2 HFARAMT 2T 2HERITRE v,
¥ 7z, C.insuetal¥ C.amara® & )27 v+ —, ¥ C. rivularis ® & 9 12 plantlet D5 ZEH T
X205, 1FEALDEA., plantlet IZ X 3B Z T T3,
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A Urnerboden 13 A A4 AHILZH % 7V 7 AINNRICH N7 BHTH 2, B2 LM% 5 6 BT KDTIEDS
DB/ S X Hi1chD, [P ERETEE, SMIBIMEL, NIEET 2, 207D, MNIDE L IZH 5507
BKICEIND L)1 s, Lo L, Wfllohd & fin - Ao bR cidZER T /KICEINT, E L 2> Tw3, B /b
JNodc4 B LT3 C. amara, C /MNIIRIZAER LT3 C. insueta, D iz L 72804 B L T\ % C. rivularis,
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B3 HAREABREHREN

SR HAR I NICEBOBICHET 277 7 A2 FARICR D20, BEEZ b L 2T 2 I0%
BEMTH D EEZ NS, CinsuetazBllIRd &, AL AZRIT7 C. insuetald, A7/ & I
DFXFA 0 s % C amara LRL &5 ICHEBIEZZIE. R/ & LodsxFtnw s % C.rivularis &
AU &) ICRHUBZZLIETA P LARIGET 25608605, £/, B2 R C. insuetad A
7L LEERT A EOR AT ZEEPHAEMN L, C. insueta 35D XA A0 7% C. amara
& Corivularis D\ Wit E 5752 L) ICHBEZZMSETA L ARIEET 256 0EZ 6N 5,
29 L HEREBAD A b L AREMRREZWHS I 2 2 Lk, BEGEEAOBETREE L 20
FHEIRE 2 R 201k 2 EEZ 6N 5,

Z ORI TR, BEEBAD A T L AISERAD, 2 OBED A b L AIRER & L T
EDEHICHR BT 2002 N I L2HNE L, BIEYOSL C1d, MERRHENL S 1L f
R, WEAPLEN L, WHELRTEEDHERTE VALY H 5, 512, 7/ L9 A4 ARIEFICKE
L RTSREE 2D D %, 2 2T, AFZE TR 160 ERTICHEE L 728RET, 2207/ LA AN
INZ OB EEUA C. insuetaz R $ % 2 L2 L7z, C. insueta DFFETH % C. amara & C. rivularis
BAKIZH S 2 R DSEIC 2> Twe b ™, 220, 20 3 MOMYOIHEARA b L RICHT 2 0%
MR &2 BT U, REGEE EBEOA L RAIBERRDBOEZHOICT I LN TEL LER
7

Aifgicld, C. amara, C.rivularis 8 X O C. insueta DY KPR L, 1K 0 KifE, 2
IRFfE, 4 e, 8 WRERA], 12 IRefHl, 24 IR, 48 Rifdl, 72 I3 X OF 96 RFE D Rf riIC B 1 2 FERIAE N
DEEGY % 8 L 72 RNA-Seq 7— & Ot %17 - 72, BARIIZIZ. (1) RNA-Seq © 7 — % 2 & iz
THRBRZEEL, (2) EABRICHIREPEGRICZEM L 2 RBHLTHEE T oMM AEZTHR, £72.3) C
insueta O H A K0 7 DREBILHEDHEKEDEAZ AN, o ORiRZIEIC, HEBED X T
L AIBERAD, ZOBFED X b L AEERA LKL TED L) ICR- RS> TR D020 THELE
{17,
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HEEBAO R A A 0 FORBEBICEH LEMRIZINETICTH WL O fThbit Tk g 22
AT D THO %2 Z 2 THMNT 5,

1.

A. kamchatica O W # EREME

A. kamchatica (4x = 32, HHAA)IX. A. halleri (2x = 16, HH) & A. Iyrata (2x = 16, AA)
DHRZHT 2 Z LI k> THAEL M TH 5, A. halleri \ZHish % AN IC ERE CER
T 5H (hyperaccumulation) Z#F>DiZxf L T, A. Iyrata iz hyperaccumulation @
P 2 H 7 70w, SHSEE OBRESIC 3\ T A. kamchatica D F X F 1 J OFBISET OB
BIICHRTED LI IR > T B D% 2% 72812, Paape 5 1 RNA-Seq EBi% 17\>,
AT B D BREE CHEAR & L7z A. kamchatica DR X 0 7 OB 2 BH L 72, 2 DFEH,
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