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H Q: @ ERee] Aste] JALE gotsr] feide BRa WA 7HE 93 A 2C1AR)E &t
e Zlo] Fasitt. 3A4Ee] AFH A5 olastax Be AEIAEL FuF A7 343 TAd
o&l dEshe AANEE F /M WA BASY & ZE HAHEER A EE F4ske EHRTS 9
otate] i s ot H2 EAAITEE] JIed ded A8 FHoR dA /1A FHAAEZ I 2
#F FAS0] AANHL At 3] =Ae] A= AT, gF-Ee] HEAFFAEL 1) g AR
E9 AFEAA H2, 2) BAE F fAA2Y A5 UEY 44, 3) frdzte 723 A2 59 A4
AN o3l A 714 FAAEo] wEH Yol A e 13} 15 15 28 Amborella trichopoda Baill.
ol Feolakx k. 2y E o M54 22 Nymphaeaceae (FH 3Nt 4. michopoda?l 318 BAIZE
FAsta A EAxE7 b RE HAAAEY AEd e AXse TAEE 4F AA=H A /A
AR B the =2 ALEH QUok @ FABETZHR] A7)Ee w2 dFe B4 AEE AF
B3 2lo] olE A MZA duielg AT T A, WA RAANER M dmborella AA FAA 9
H71ME A4 olo] e AW A+ Darwinol A 53 214 ¥ vl2He FAF HA2 &9 7|3t
3ol i@ slES AAE F 7 AL Aoz vy En

FRU: 714 A2 E-, Amborella, Amborellaceae, 713128 TEA LS §Aa] 24

ABSTRACT: Recognizing a basal group in a taxon is one of the most important factors involved in under-
standing the evolutionary history of that group of life. Many botanists have suggested a sister to all other
angiosperms to understand the origin and rapid diversification of angiosperms based on morphological and fossil
evidence. Recent technical advances in molecular biology and the accumulation of molecular phylogenetic data
have provided evidence of the extant basal-most angiosperm which is a sister to all other angiosperms. Although
it is still arguable, most plant taxonomists agree that Amborella trichopoda Balill., a species (monotypic genus
and monotypic family) distributed in New Caledonia, is a sister to all other extant angiosperms based on evi-
dence from the following molecular approaches: 1) classical phylogenetic analyses based on multiple genes (or
DNA regions), 2) analyses of a tree network of duplicated gene families, and 3) gene-structural evidence. As an
alternative hypothesis with relatively minor evidence, some researchers have also suggested that Amborella and
Nymphaeaceae form a clade that is a sister to all other angiosperms. Debate regarding the basal-most angiosperms
is still ongoing and is currently one of the hot issues in plant evolutionary biology. We expect that sequencing of
the whole genome of Amborella as an evolutionary model plant and subsequent studies based on this genome
sequence will provide information regarding the origin and rapid diversification of angiosperms, which is Dar-
win’s so called abominable mystery.
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Z)#7F ghAlsk & Ag o] zsle]| QlojA] ot 71
T2 HlE F shizh A Ee] E8 o] #4F
Z1glo|t}. o]el thaled Charles Darwin 12| 21538z} 3
791 Sir Joseph Dalton Hookerel| 2]l £= HA|e|A] o] & “A| 5
A Fe]A o 71412 (abominable mystery) 2}iL 3E
&5k v} Qli=tll(Darwin, 1903), 772 17} 1IESIH )
A g 7|40 J3E 34 & Y= FAEC A9
21917] wlEo|c}, wApa Rl e Hxo 34 752
woly] %7191 oF 1913,0009hd Holebi HuH vk i1
(Friis et al., 2006), 158 F2 AT 19934 hd-9d
uhd #ef| 81450 (Labandeira et al,, 1994; Crane et al., 1995),
1999-73 whd Hel| e 343 38 ok A=Y
(Barrett and Willis, 2001), 3F4] 9! W2pA1-812] A7 23t
52 o33 ZwA ReHdE A wdskar Ark(Crane
et al., 1995; Magallon et al., 2005). &4 #|FA}eli= oF
250,00052] F|A}AEo] Barsle]glar, Al 2 400,000
Fo| EAste]el 4 € rkSoltis et al., 2008).

g BFate] st AdAbE metshr] flaiM w2 A
Lo g Ba elA] 7P WA A5 Z15(a sister to all
other members)ell tiale] spelsliiz) =g ehcl 1712 -
27} AjHoi e &2 g & o e EARA FTE
z23e] digte] AH =AM e T, dAl EES)
NEE Z 714 WA BA|5lo] A4 54& wol 43T
IFS Tt goaM 1 BRI FexAe 848
AX 2 FAE tfdt o] 7hsstr] wiolth «lE
S, Darwino| 23 HAAES] 7| A3} G248 thefdlel
i3t o8& £7] flaiMe TR FEe] FEA,
A4 A e oldslier slaL, o1& #g F-2lel 7h
55 AT HAY VA EE T TERALERNYE v
AA AN S5 71 A A 2ES elsie] ol
thet FeNd, 7153, 434, fAA3 AT T ot A
29| AFE 311, olE YA E W g8 HAEEH
vsh= 219 Zle|c(Solds et al., 2008).

qEol A5E =8 o B4 FHatol tdte] “basal™]
gH= f20]2 AR2-eH=d)(e): basal angiosperm), ©| & 2%}
g «71A @y 7 HA N B «dA(FE et
o o] Wdd H1 gl ARolckel: ¥ TAAE). 7
At e YA (basal groupy FUsHA wabd 54 &
Faol st} A EAPE FEZES kAR
JESE AR F 7 94 x5t AAAH 534S
FA8k1 Y Folghs 9u|RE E35] AREH I Qlth
T2R2 o] thEk B FAAAE ole® EE T 1
oln)E o8 AE3] &t ARl YsiM = “vH I At
A8 Fate] thsle] «@A 714 FHRPAEolEhs §ol2
T8 AMgSkaAt g,
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A4 E-2] Aol cig BAAESA HREC] FH8HA
ZAE L v} o2 A E ¢ A E R &
ATTEY 7143 ¥3l8 FE3=d 7 FoE 24
Ql 7} B U9 71M w2} ol 52 Al (sister groupys
=3t A P& ok AF7HA] FA e BAAE8HE
A H=(Soltis et al., 1999; Qiu et al., 1999; Soltis, D. E. et al., 2000,
2003; Kim et al., 2004a; Moore et al., 2007 &)= sk
(Fig. 1), T A2 2 vlof] w2194 21 (monocots), #1842}
A A1 (eudicots), #4121 78 8219 2] E(core-eudicots) 2]
8 A% (monophyletic group)ye] Q12]%] a1 glct, of31s] ok
& =7ho] gl Fto| gx|uk, #A7HA] ohE A 3212
B9 71ATeR 7P 7 e A4 AE2 wREE
olef w-¥eR= 17} 155 152 21211 Amborella trichopoda Baill.
othe] A & T2 FAIR olF A% =215). Amborella
C}& © 2= Nymphaeaceae (&7}, 1 tH5C5 = ¢
2felel e EUe) QuAE EFEHE 1EY
Austrobaileyales 2] 5-5°] U#2] graded ©lF#THFig. 1). 7L o}
9% Canellales, Piperales (F-5%), Magnoliales (¥ %),
Laurales (51757} 38k magnoliids®?}, Chloranthaceae (&
olu| Zxtfj 2}, THAFA A B, Ceratophylhum (5-C1VHE55), 1
23 ARG A Ere] A FAES- &S vielE ¥
Aaln)yol] Bx|ato] o] Ezke] FA@AIZE BE sl
FH AA FEA FAH Afsel 2Jst A Moore et al, 2007)
= Chloranthaceae”} magnoliid®]2-52] Apulred& 121l
Ceratophyllum®) AZEAAAE2] AvlPd& B3] o
ShFig. 1). FAFAET UolA 2] 71ATE Acorus (&E
2 0]91 2 (Soltis, D. E., et al., 2000), 717221441 el
2% Ranunculales (2]u}2lobAn] )7t 7h3 W] 2|33
31(Kim et al., 2004a), Ranunculales®] 71%-1= Euptelea?}, 2
ARAAZAATL 715l Gunnera?t $138SITHFig. 1.;
Soltis, et al., 2003). H AlEA W51z d)x2EZe] BAA1E
Ate] 718 ek s F shobs Hydatellaceae®] 716
# 9]x]o|r}. Hydatellaceae:= 57 SAof A 2lehs AER
AZ7A2 BE AEE AAAE oA @A(AE
el 2:5ka 9lohel], Takhtajan, 1997; Cronquist, 1981). 5}
29k #H 3% I94= Hydatellaceae’} NymphaeaceaeSh
AS GAsHs "4 714 AAEE F shle 7
5] 2|x|sh= A7HE 2o] F=3Utt (Fig. 1; Saarcla et al,, 2007;
Friedman, 2008).

olgA AAE Fa AFH olF dig 74T %
Aol Wabel Ao M mabAEe] #A zlgle] oigt
Aol B2 G v|x|A =k ol &9, TR E
AA Q) B/ P{P o FAAsE ATE Tl
ololA jujelolajul ol 43 B2 Euprelea® =5 i
91x)of wie} 9)A4AE A5e] backboned ©]FE FAEAY
g7} ek Al fok, Kim et al. 20042y v]uhe]ofAr] 52
71%-ollt= Euptelea 7} AR5 B8] A4 E xste] &
e A AERRE 284 AEZ o a4 2A
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Fig. 1. A, Current understanding of angiosperm phylogeny based on recent molecular studies (Soltis et al., 1999; Qiu et al., 1999; Soltis, D. E. et al.,
2000, 2003; Kim et al., 2004a; Moore et al., 2007; and etc.). Bold lines indicate major sister group relationships in angiosperms: (1) dmborella, a
sister to all other angiosperms; (2) Hydatellaceae, a sister to Nymphaeaceae; (3) Chloranthaceae, a sister to magnoliids; @ Acorus, a sister to
all other monocots; (5) Cerarophylium, a sister to eudicots; (6) Ranunculales, a sister to all other eudicots: (7) Euptelea, a sister to all other
Ranunculales; &) Gunnera, a sister to all other core-eudicots. B, An alternative view of a sister group of all other angiosperms, a clade of
Amborella+Nymphaeaceae.
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Fig. 2. MacClade reconstruction of the evolution of plant habit (data from Kim et al., 2004a). Lam.-Pla, Lambertia-Placospermum.

2z} 2331 E-& RFUAh(Fig. 2).

FAA B APME R U 1A T Ao
E9] W3 oA Q1o elokut o] AT} A3}H
#j4jo] 71531}, B-class MADS-box +8A}Q) PISTILLATA
Phe BAXZEAATA W73l AN 2A(Z2)
zZt BRE S ulo g BE T W 4] 98 o|F = F2§ 5
A 9 A 9L olFE 7)) 2L A= #
HA2}E<1|(Coen and Meyerowitz, 1991), ©)52] WA R =
ARl $37 253 M FL2 ot FA4E
EH AFE sk ohtst LES253E pro] A3
A A= (orthologs)e| ¥Ha] A 31, 22o] 7} BEo) 9lojA
olg F7IAFE wlo] zZbz} ZARETHKIm et al., 2005).
o5 32 B ARE AFTAsA o2 BAF Al
A F)2 222 FERAAME PP B AAEE3, £,
T, eplr BEE 5, Amborella®} Nuphar (Nymphaeaceae)
7} o} AN EET} A E o]Fd el gyl
QoA 3, BHANZHAR T FERAANA e
A9] o] AlebA] AR A YA Fol
RoIA Pr= A3 FEollA ARt BAYTE HolA
%15 Al QIokFig. 3; Kim et al, 2005). 0] H#2£2)
Aagk Aguels Fa 2 £77e 71AFEH Aol
gkl oz 7hss Yol

7|M m XA Z0] ci gt FHERSHH =3

MEFFoe date] QoA EFAAI AAEF
(natural classification)ollA] X13}& vl oz 3 Al FEF
(phylogenetic classification)® B} & A 7|78 A5
AN 22 AAIGe] gt 23} g7 A 714 T2
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=& AlASAtt. Englers= Syllabus der Pflanzenfamilien
(Engler, 1964)0ll4] #AFAE-& WARIAE Aol wjdst
9131, fo]3}4(catkin =ament inflorescence)S 2zt £-0]
3} 4] (amentiferae group; 34 Fo] @dte] Eoix|o, &
AR AR S E 2 BRT A, bR,
7HIUSE-3} 5)& A4 =9 7 Yol YAAF .
o218k 7i'g-S FElo] gl ek folFA T AEE
o] «“gr)F] FAL FA3IT U= Aojeh= AEE 7h=
Engler 8t31-5 BAJ3lA] €} Engler gralellA = &3]
v 2AEE dAE E2og QAR T, vl QF 1
S QAIEQ FE7|FeR QlAskiT v |dle] ¥
AAETEHE FAEC] re7] 217517 o]Aex fold)
Mt o o) AlEERe 87 E o Qi oA
tolghz Zo] gde] wolEoiA)A H=d, o] 3L dxd
o] E]3Kreduction)®] A#2 siAE = U7 WFol3dc).
Bessey2] A7 (Bessey, 1915)2 t¥ %= Bessey &+
glol A= “ranalian complex™S 7F& YA ZQ1 H|z}AE2)
FEE FHF ), olE2 s E 2y, o) 7T F R
of UM EHE ZE 2] B 2 FEE0] WA
S sl EAE 2t £33 AAFHQ] FEIY o]
250l Qg atolet Azt ol2st At E Bessey
= 79 AAs BEAA gdeA Z#wte) nijvte]o}
Au|2HE E£F5 RanalesE 7HE SHE-S] F%el alEA)7]
1 o] 7P gA1A IR E 25 E Qs
Bessey2| AZH-E- o]oido} gjAlo} 4] E8AR] Takhtajan
gol2 Mool da] L2zl 12] HA “Die Evolution oder
Angiospermen” (1959)°l|4] #2458 Tl FT o2 Q14
Sha H8S ¥ EUE AES gAEe) 71 7150
&A1 7=, oY Bessey2] Ranalesol] £:830H vl
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Fig. 3. Evolution of gene expression pattern of P/ homolog genes in angiosperms (data from Kim et al., 2005). The icon indicates the flower
and character states are indicated for each floral part: Black colored floral parts represent ‘strongly expressed’ genes; open floral parts indicate
that the genes are ‘not expressed/weakly expressed’. Dashed organs in the nodes indicate ‘equivocal’ status, and those in the terminals indicate
‘uncertain (contain both character states)’ status. Symplesiomorphic character states are indicated at each node. In Asarum, petals are absent.

obAu] =52 7] Ranalese] %3) Ql¢! S5 wr} st
O 2 Bokrt n|=e] AE3AR1 Cronquist E=3F Bessey2)
Az}el] 2E-S F1, Takhtajan?] #FA|A1E 8310 ¥
FA712 B ns} s, v R -5l AA
ore Edopdel i)y 7 9AF A ETeR F
H5F3ATH1980, 1997). Takhtajan¥} Cronquist®] #-F7A1=
goll A AAAcz 71 de] wolseix eHA EHE
(53] 583 2 Ee] YA4 xRl 7de g
Aujsh=d] 7]e}3ich

2] Festd ATF2A AR EQ AAF FAo
tiste] E&} Ago] zh= 94 o]9le] E g At
AAE Q=T 1) AEAG D} 2¥E21Q00] HejF oz vf$-
vt 4, 2) A9} =50] WEA (unifacial)?] 73, 3) ¥
Zg}e] FALE ukdshs o= Az = We guA 5,
4) YA EoA B = QlE T30 Qi 2o Exog
2 SHAE2 g WinteraceaeS €A1ZQ1 HASS Wo)
FABIE e A4 7R HRER FRSIE St
(Ehrendorfer et al., 1968). ®=3+ 25 wgdeo] oja 45
T 5313 2159 Winteraceac®] DrymisE ¥ 28 v S#a}
A g4 GAHHE FAshs Bl B V)5 H MEEo)
dojtrtr AzHste] Winteraceae2] A So] B 914
#olgha F¢317] = sIAtH(Gottsberger, 1974).

HES DA 29 HeATe] 2% P2 Az

ol st =4 245l Archaeanthus linnenbergeri Dilcher
and Crane 3}419] -7 (Dilcher and Crane, 1984y &4 717
IR EEA L 549 X gu3] 3§ F+= AVIZE H
2Art. o] 344 ] Kansas 5= Russell Countyel] 9)= Dakota
A5l A HAEE, A8 ¥et7] 2] Cenomanian &
71914 Albian 2719 A|5-02 55| T(Dilcher and Crane,
1984), o] AF2| FEst A= oM7Y whd How &
HA oy R FAEHY AAFo2FE o 19 29 vhd
Mo 4= 5 gIvkDavid Dilcher, pers. Comm.,). ©] 342
a1zt gle] Fehrt AESh= FHat A&7 v fAksted
21 ZA7HA] “magnoliid floral theory”® Lei7l ¥z}l &-2]
% (archetype)t WA 3HA A= dckar A A=At
Archaeanthusi= "2 1F2 Kol t}E 34 Hz2}2E59
jal 7 WA vepdoka AzhEAs AT A E
3} 2700l FA3} AL 2Eo] EAESIthH= AFL &
4%} 1o chDilcher and Crane, 1984).

a2l 719E e o3 o wely| 7)1 A
s 2k d~19] 23 5 gk d A)e] s o2 ufe- 2R2 )iz
2521 Microvictoria?} B.315]0] 3| 2p2E2] 7]9lo] =482
o] of2&7t sR= =217t AU THFriis et al., 2001). H
ol AF7H] g AE F 7F 2dE a2 3
o= A= Archaefiuctus liaoningensisSF A. sinensis=
Z =1 Liaoning®] Yixian |50l oldo} ¥ 21 =0l(Sun
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et al, 1998; Sun et al., 2002), ©] #|Z- F 19] 231 59 vhd Zej
BAE Zloltk. 4 sinensise &3 A A3 o] FAE
Zt3 glont, #Qly Eukyo|y, 2EAJO R Holo, olF
A g7 LA ook YR g sz g EEet
AAE S A5} A sinensisS E35H JefH A5 S
et FA A ol M= Archaefuc A g2paEe] 715
ol $1X154 31, Archaefructus+ ) A2 & UAFA &3} z}ul)
T& YA =, o= Archaefuctus?} X Z7HA] AT
NFE T 8k 2 EET 7H frdwAz) 71
Th= 7S HoiFchSun et al., 2002). ©]7lo] ARxlojghd
| 2}A 20| A o] HE o] ofue}l xEAMo|m, g
TRAAEY F Utk 7163 AASt lAgt o2 d A
ol dislA 2] SxlEte] Y-S obF o] FofR|A] o
1

L=
=

S 7| X oiXtAEo st 2R F2

A4 714 TR B cie FEL iR BESH 48
chet Bl EEHA 179} SARITel ol Zolgtu, A2
F45] WLe BAASEE PSS Bk ARHA 37
£¢ ANST Yk olelg 2 A WEoE A
714 A 2e) 2go] chet #214 o] oje] Aivt.

UL EXIAIS SN F2

#2200 d Bt #-AHA1E SHmolecular phylogenetics)-
gAg3le ARAEQ SR A AT, olF ¢
TE oA A3te] FAL Dz EY AlFa 7ol dig
oldE §A3] WA ASTE B7IME B4l A# £2b
AZE 9 2710 AlEE @ FHAHEES DNA 7-3he
g B4 L2EE S ¥ ITS, 59 rbel) AFHQ
H2pA 2] AlEe] dist F2of diste] AR A0 E
AAgE A=), sHAgE ¢ shte] 3RS DNA 3
7} 2k 8% A (informative character)s2] e

HI ;:I‘ Elt-':_ =i
BT ol Qs e B 253 AF fdwAlE

AlAIEH7 5 Bl

Chase et al. (1994y2 3|2} 52 o381 oF 5005l sk

o AEAL rbeLFAAE EA48H] HxE FAME-5H
wo| olat HAAES] Fo AT FAWASE HolF
ik, o] ¥49] At gxEe) 7123 B AR =
T lo] ope} shie] welate] 43k 7l B Al ANk
i 9121, Doyle and Hotton (1991) ©] #4134 7]2] o}
T-5 2= A AR Feudicots)’} FAHAIEEH 0 & F %
Agg BTk =t 2 E e 7]-olli= Ceratophyllum
(olrks%)el fAste] o LU P R b )
HAA3AXIRE 8% kst B-Alol Aol 714 dlolE Alz}
O SA4E) 35 5Us 278 HFAE R, Dol
AR (cladePl] Tt AR AA = AR F4 E vlEsIgick

o] & olgl= =A 07 Soltis et al. (1997y & {24

2 o=
§ Wi 5 ey

LS EFESA M40 12

A

] 18S rDNA H71-Qe] Jgt £4& Fysiict o] A
ToAME Mlicium (3-EWHT-%5)/Schisandra (2.7 ZH5)/
Austrobaileya®} Amborella?} TFE R T|212]E-9] 7]Heo]
UH 9 gradeE FASAUL, vlR7IA R o]E2] A=
- S BAE AA @S YERAATH50% <]k
parsimony jackknife gb), 78 7174 HAAEZAM Micium,
Schisandra, Austrobaileya, Amborella®] 7V5735 #|A)8}iL
ok

A 71A A2 ES 37] A% BAAIFE el
UM AGF7E BEA] GAY FAIE AAE @A] Beh=
Ao BAS S8sla4) o) Be SAxES zEket
FEE-Ho] Ao R 1 ol sl ¥ FAH
A2 gk Zhs wEst daksol 1999 1020 Science #|
(Mathews and Donoghue, 1999)2} 112 Nature %] 2] 9145
F 7H] +=H(Qiu et al,, 1999; Soltis et al,, 1999)°. % 73 w14
SEE e, @4 714 AR ES Amborella3lil, ©1:=
71A] ZAAEL] Q14 digt & HEHo] =t

L=}
o

B5E SRS ASS HIESY B4

HEE U fAHxte} ARAEL £2 AFE BF X
o= MEEC) o3 JUF ATEAE HIEFg= dEs
FEE FHATEC e AT vEY B4 = gE
kel A 713 B2 E] oFel Uit & 7hs
5} 3}91ct. Mathews and Donoghue (1999y= 2& 3|#}2]
oy FHo] ojut phytochrome A (PHYAS} PHYC)
< ol g3ty Z}zho| frizkto] A% AlFTE 9g A
Aoh= dial M2 AFAAAMZZE 72 2)dte] F) F
AR 2] VESS JA435t o] A= HESY 4
ollA] & B-Ftoll ik PHYAS} PHYCRARARZES] Ag)7} 7}
A #2 HFTo] o BE AR ERYE JPE g4 2
A8k -5 2 AlAls A, 1 Bt Amborella 2T
olgjdh w2 AIERAS 93t 2)Fe] AAe) o3t FA
75 slldsl 3] Qiu et al. (1999)3} Soltis et al. (19991 2J3+
Aka AlFR2] o] ube] 2§t Avleh= SHAQ W o
5 "zl 7sle]| 9loiA 2] Amborelia] 1|2} T8-S
gels) Fck

T zpAE2] 719 oo Fo] Yout & ohE Ak
A-H(Kim et al., 2004b)ell 2Je]4 %= Mattews and Donoughe
(1999)9} £ Wbl 45 B3l TUs doE B F
olc}, 4ro] Zoly} =4 HAdo] Hoish= Bclass FHAHES
z}2E 719 o]de] ¥l A}t FEEO| PISTILLATA
(P2} APETALA3 (AP3) +AAFE& o] %1 2l=t(Soltis
et al., 2002), Kim et al. (2004b)y2 Tuj7}x] LA Q= B
B-class §-AAFE} HAFAE2] £ AlEolA Az HEs

dl 103709] B-class F32HE<] tigt A5 245 AAlst
QAthFig. 4). 1 A3}, FHo| dojt F FAATES 42

o 2.0]_

NAFE SAo25E 7P 717 Rell Amborella] PISt
AP37} $1A|81 th(Kim et al., 2004b).
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Fig. 4. A network of parsimonious trees of Pf and 4AP3 genes, which represent major lineages of angiosperms (data from Kim et al., 2004b). A
star indicates the junction of P/ and AP3 trees. The shortest length between Pl and AP3 in each taxon have found in those of Amborella (black

boxes and thick lines).

AR =5 F2

FE FAAEE] FEL H71M 89 A8 2 AlF3H
1 2] %] (phylogenetic informative site)5-2 #1538 % ohe}
insertion/deletion, 578 motif®} 22 F32}e] 134 Wz}
o3t FRE ATzt Qiu et al. (1999 v|EZ=go}
A2 maR FFAAES] B71HM LS vlsta Alg5elA
T2k 22 71 715l $JA|$ Amborella, Nymphaeaceae,
Illiciaceae (F-5LHF3}), Trimeniaceac®} Austrobailiaceae
(ANITA group)?} LFARA B2 #|9)3F BE u|&}2 20] 18bp2
A4S 37EE 288, ol olF ANITA group A&
2] FA AR BT #EA ) Rl ARSIt

Kim et al. (2004b)2] %17 B-class MADS-box-##42H5-2]
Aol FA 7% BRRES FAE 5 e e 22
T2 EolAdS WALk 1) PI ©AToA exon 5=
dh4 o 2 uf9- B AHZQ) K-domain®ll $1X|8H=Hl, Amborella,
Nuphar (Nymphaeaceae; =@ #h)E #| 9|3t RE HA}4 &
oAl 4712 olu]iAk(12 bp)2] AAlo] ojupAtA &
3 AAo| 918, Amborella®t Nuphar?} B5F 82 714 5
22298 A)A)5kaL 2thFig. 5). 2) B-class MADS-box

AA}E2] C-domain T4 PIg} AP3 T ATFE 504
78 Wolz} Asle] ot UlellA 22t ™o of - 81,
Amborella®) P19} AP3:= o] Fojelld] MZ 2 FEd ¥ oh
2} 53] dd9] ol obv]:AHDEAER motifyS 3-f3taL
o] 7R FHo] oA ok YA &3 HA}AE
o] FERFORNE FHo| dolt F I wita] BAHo]
I 948E fAEka ok siAdE 5= Ack(Fig. 5). Nuphar
S} Miciume] PI} AP3E Z}Zt u|wstd Amborella2] Pt
AP3°IM & = 9l opu|icAt o] fAMde] §43] &
o]E53L Qoi(Fig. 5), oleldt fFAAe #3248 FAE A%
A A FAdE E e 5HAQ RN Amborella?t
A 714 HRA 2SS ke dRE AAlE 1

Amborella®| 252 A1} Q= SEHofl 3t
Ko AL

mborella= T EE ZH= S5+314 7} A3 Fig. 6A),
329 7} R g v Bha, BT} Bukgo] T

52 G el S epal)E-S Zheth 5-67112]
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_exon4| exon5 exon 6 i exon 7 R
I Pl.Arabidopsis <« HOQMEILI{---EKRRNRKMMAEEQROLTFQLI-QOOEMATASNA DH D Q ———— FGYRV-QPI-~---QFN-L-QE. ..
FBPl.Petunia . . RQREVLR. IMRKE]OSMEEEQDOLNCOLERV-LEIATM-~H-] IGEVEQ( 7 S e || ot PFAFRV-QPM----0PH-L-QE. ..
GLO. Antirrhinum « KOMEFVRT-- EENQSLOFKLEROMALDP-MNDN-VMESQAVY DHHHHONIADYEAQ -~ ~—-| M ~=PFAFRV-QPM----0QPN-L-QE. ..
MASAKO.BP.Rosa . . RMBKYMD: EDENKRLAYOL}HEM-MKSE-E-NLRDM=-====~=—=o-—] HYNNNT---QI---- ~=PFALRV-QPN----QPN-L-HD, .
SLM2.S5ilene i YK$-- NNQLAYMLEKQ--EMDG-- - m;uhvgq;=,uv—nn-.n!uv-—HPl --------- PPYGFRV-QPM-~--QFN-L-QD. . .
CpPI.Caltha - EQBEIYR a LEEDNKRLVLELQHOO--QLM 843 QM- PPFTFOL-HPS-————QPN-L-QE. ..
% LRGLOA.Lilium . .KQFDFLER. LEKKNRRILEEOMKERLTY I LEHOO -~ LAM-DENMRNLE~-FAYHHE-DG-~-DF -55~~==QM~==r===mem PMAFRV-QPI-————QFN-L-HE. ..
3 | smPI.Sagittaria . .ROPETFR-FE kKAKNGKALREENRQLAY I LY HOQ-SLAM-NGN LREMP - QDY HQK-D-~RRDF~TA== == PV ===~ ~-PFGFRV-QPM----QPN-L-QE. ..
AePI.Asarum . .KQAELLK}---FL HKRLAYILNHOQ--IAM-DENKREMD-NGYHKREE-—-~~¥—~PS~ === QM--—-=— --PFAFCV-QPM-—--QFN-L-HQ. . .
MEPI .Michelia . ROBOCLE}---HLEE SYILGHOOO-LAM HOR-E YHE oM ==PFTFRV-QPI----(FN-L-HQ. . .
£ | Ev.be.PI.Eupomatia . KQPDYLKL---HL ENKRLSYIL{HOOO-LAM-EGNVRELE-HGYHQR~E~~RREG-PP=~~-QM--=-=- ~=PFAFRV-QPI----0FN-L-HQ. ..
§ Pe.am.PI.Persea . . ROMEFLR: L SYIL{HQOQ- I5M-GGNVREVDHHGYHQK--G-RRDY-PS----QI--—— --PFAFRV-QPI----QPR-L-HQ. . .
CEPI-1.Calycanthus . .RQMECLR{--—f YRKNRTLEDENKRLTY I L} HOOQOMAM-DGNVREVD - HGYHHK -~ I-R-DY-SN-- - QM--— —-PFAFRI-QPI-———QPN-L-HQ. .
a CsPI.Chloranthus . DELE: uum*ammstuiuoa--mt. DGHMROLD-NGFHPK-E--R-DY-55----QM--~-~ ==PFIFRV-QPI--——QFN-L-00. ..
Illicium PI* LLN L NS TLEHQO--LAM D-PGYHQR~-G~R-DF-T5~~~=-QM~=~~ ~=PFAFRV-HPI-———QPN-L-0G. ..
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Wu.ad.PI.Nuphar . . RQFECLNNDIQT LEXNRI LEEENRQLKY I LEHOQ-EATALPEL-RDID-FG G---KGIFSTSGVQ PPGFRV-QPI-—-QFN-L-QR. .
L am. tr.PT.Amborella um-rm RI LY no:-ﬁc-------nmnm R-El ------------ ,ﬂﬂ qﬂ———— ;ﬂ Vs
[~ Am.tr.AP3-1.Amborells ... HLVTH ~=~=GLED~ (e RNTH-L- -RE}--—E I-HD. ..
Hu.va.AP3-1.Nuphar .« « ALPNKIKRQIDTYRKK JKAADSIRNIGFMEL ELN-----CSF-DGSEE---NYE-§======] MLVMRNGNAQPFPISV-QPN-—--HPN-L-HE. ..
Nu.va,AP3-2.Nuphar - VLPSKEIKRDIDTYERKK JRSAESHRNKVFRDA: ==CTFEE=SEE=-=-DYE-5==~===] MLVMRNGNFOLFPIRV-QPT--—HFN-L-HE . ..
Il.pa.AP3.Illicium . .REFHVINNESETFRKE ]| ANLEE LSA YLFEDN--GA--EST-G DLGSRN-S5L RV-QPS----QFPN-L-HD. ..
® | csAP3.Chloranthus - REFHVIKTOTRTYGKKRKHRQEEHEKLLHRLI YDMLDR~EG-=-DYE~T==~=~~, AFGLANGGGHVFAFRL-QPI----QFN-L-HD. ..
g CEAP3-1.Calycanthus . .REFHVINTQTETYRXKJRSLHEIHTNLIHTLE FGFSGN-D-AP-HYG ==VINLAHGG======m==== N=--==H=-D-L-HE. ..
9 Pe.am.AP3. Persea « o REFHVINTOTETYKKKRRSLHESHANLVRALE =DD-RGD---CALGDN--GGP-DYE-T~~~-~-ALGWANGGSOMFAFCI-QPC~---(0PN-L-QE. ..
'E Eu.be.AP3-1.Eupomatia ...RKJHVIATQTETYRKKYRNLHERHARLVRALEGQ-------AE-NGG---YGLVDD--GGP-DYE-S -=ALALANGGAHHH S=L-HD. .
MEAP3 . Michelia . REFHVIQTOTETYKKKRRSLNDEQAKLIRVLEGD-~=~~=-AB~NGA~~~-YGLVDN-~GGP-DYE-5 -ALVL 1 L-HD. ..
2 ReRP3-1._Asarum . KKFOVISSOTETHKRKKYKNLEQTHENLGCALRGK ~~~~~~-DA~- ICA--~YGIAYN-E~-T-LDYK-§~=~==~ VLGLANDASHIFAFRI-QPC----QFN-L-HN. ..
oh | TcAP3.Tacca + . RKFHVITTOTDTYKHKRKNSHEAHRNLMRELEMR -==DE-HPV===YGFVDN-DPT-~NYD~§~-~=-~, ALALANAGSHVYAYRV-QPS--—-0QFN-L-HG. .
Q. | scAP3.San guinaria REFHVITTQTDTTRXKJRSLTE LREFEGF ===-DR-DPH---YALANQ-E~---ED¥E-A~-—-—==~ VLELANGGPNIFAFRL-QPS————0PN-L-HD. ..
L | unT™6. Hydranges « « RKFHVLKTQTETCRE YGHLELDWEGK -—-—-CE-DPQ---YGLVEN-DG-~-EXD-§-~~—-—-, AVAFANRVENSYAFGL-QRPS-———-HPN-LHHG. ..
AP3.Arabidopsis . .RKFKSLGNOIETTRXKYKSQODICKNLIHELE! === AR~ DPH===YGLVD==NG~~GDYD~§====== VLGYQIEGSRAYALRFHONHHHY Y PNHGLHAP. . .
HPDEF1,Hieracium . RE}KVIGNKLETSKKK|RSAQDVYKKLMHEF§ == =GB=DP-==FGMIE-~DG-~~E¥D-A====== VYGYPPQMSAPRILTF-RLH--——PRN-L-HA, .
DEF.Antirrhinum ‘.nx‘xv1SNQIDTSIXK“RNUIEIHRNLVLEF1AR———————RI—DPH———FGLVD— NE--GDYNS PTLHSG. . .
v
Am.tr.Pl.Amborells  ...-HQI-] G——-——unmm R— ¥
Am.tr.AP3-1.Amborella.. .~E---E3-—- =———GLED~—
- Nu.va.PI,Nuphar _—Ha—am— KDIL--GSNNK--G-- -Kﬂpasc- -----------
Nu.va.AP3-2.Nuphar --LF-E3----RLF----- CTFEE-SEE---D| - —-=-MLVMRNGNPQ.

“DERER” motif

in Amborells Iillicium PI

Il.pa.AP3.Illicium

HHQ’Q— ~LAM-DGNVRELD-PGYHQR~~

R-DF=TG====

==NPPS--YLFEDH-—g}--EST~ G-v—v%DI.GSRN SSL.

Fig. 5. Amino acid alignment of AP3 and PI of Amborella (Am.tr.AP3 and Am.ir.PI) show several shared amino acid strings, including a prominent
“DEAER motif” (gray box) in exon 7, the most variable part of the gene. Shared amino acid residues between Am.tr. AP3 and Am.tr.P1 (hollow boxes)
are highlighted in bold. “#” indicates a four-amino acid deletion found in exon 5 of all PI-homologs except Amborella and Nuphar. Pl and AP3 of
Amborella, Nuphar (Nymphaeaceae), and /llicium (Austrobaileyales), respectively, are compared in detail at the bottom of the figure. The figure is

modified from Kim et al. (2004b).

N9E 2, PHHoRE PEE FEolw BN 7t
$¢¢ REvFig 6B). FRINE B £4¢ 2,
ohg} AP} ki FREA G, A9} Heke e &

717} A€ ckFig. 6C). FAH= 22 nig} B wiHE 3
=THFloyd and Friedman, 2001; Judd et al., 2008).

Amborella’= Baillon (1869)°ll 9] Hx =z ¥hs|ich
1= AmborellaS Monimiaceae (Laurales)®l] $1%|A|7i=H],
Amborella®] T20| Hedycarya®} 5 FAFSHA7] w0l
2132, ©]% Bentham and Hooker (1880), Pax (1889), Perkins
and Gilg (1901), Perkins (1925) 5°] 12| @sl|E wsich
Amborella®) P22 Bailey and Swamy (1948)c1] 2jsl] B
5]7] A7 LA A AT, 0152 Amborella?} L)
Qe BEERE Zlerh= AR i.:j}"“l‘—’r ol&2] AAle
w2} Pichon (1948) Amborellas Laurales®] 53 % 721
Amborellaceae2 52 A 7). ©15 Amborella?t 552
¢ IR= 7212 Money et al. (1952)° 2]$ Monimiaceae®]
AA FeF Aol A oA AA =HEIA, oleS
hippocrepiform?] ¥ 734 ¥ (sclereidys-2- 2+1l -2 ez}

BIFAISEFSIE X FH40H 15

B2
AT

4K HO = Amborella?} Monimiaceae®} 7}7He-
A& AAEI
Takhtajan (1966)2 F-S34 E4-5 A} E2] €414
HAA )T AZbelgic). 1= MagnolialesE 713 Q. aljs
o7 FFsded, FEHA 57579 Winteraceac?]
He| 25-€] )R] Magnoliales”} HAF18}31 2.1, Laurales
£ °]5 Magnoliales®] =¥ Fe|25-E d23lqici
71&8t0] ARH O R Amborellas Laurales®] 7Hd 715-<]l
=127t} ol2igt A= Cronquist (1981)] 2JsiA =
A A = At
Ambwe{fa?} A4 714 DA ER diFH7] o] Aol B
Helld A7} o] FolFARE, o= AEA Amborella
—l e, ]384 ATEo] thA] o] FolA WA HA 1A
A B2 2| dmborella®] FEN2] 713}A 2n|2) AfshA 3}
ohE "2 E3e] vl RAT7E SUsHA o] FA AL
THPosluszny and Tomlinson, 2003; Buzgo et al., 2004a and
2004b). 22| FejA Aol ehds] 25]A] o #]
E47 gE Auze), 29 39, e el 8
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Fig. 6. Amborella trichopoda Baill., a putative sister to all other angiosperms. A, A twig with determinate axillary inflorescence. B, Female
flower with staminodes (). C, Male flower; note degenerated carpels ( €) in the fully opened flower (small picture). D, Roots.

MEE ZE=Ths ARo] AlEA B84 ol sxAE 9]
7 AT OE AA AAAEESe] vl %7) Agle] QlojA tjekst WA Az} wllA Hoby
Amborella7} 583 o] shill-Al, & e A4 A} do] Atk 7138 A AIsk= 23193 tHFriedman, 2008).

AE0] F 7i9] 3 Amborella= AFg0|F2EF B a1¥o] SlA WK Takhtajan,
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1966; Cronquist, 1981), 5= ' Zlel] A% 2404 9] Apulj=
& MAZF = 2FelA o aF2 g o] Yol
W25t Buzgo et al., 2004b). Amborella= @A) 72
o] 2] o] g]e] &k2le] ] National Tropical Botanical
Garden, University of California, Santa Cruz, University of
Florida Dept. of Botany, Tokyo Botanical Garden's-2] =3 -
7128 4% AAEo] 1o, o]RAE2 A1 ¥
ZHAE ISR Aol AEE AFEA AL SUo

B 71X mXHA S0 Bt AL ElE =Y

Amboerlla?} B2 FA o8] @A 71F DA EZ
& AN E o] F(Mathews and Donoghue, 1999; Qiu et al.,
1999; Soltis et al., 1999) oj2] SRS FA] chka{ o= ¢
B EFEdol"HE A7t AU Ee AEE AREY
g o|f3le] o] 7AZaI3Th Parkinson et al. (1999)
51 B2 dPdCE mitSSU DNA, coxl, rps2, rbel, 12]11
nuclear SSU rDNAE #4313 =, Maximum Parsimony
(MP) bootstrap, Maximum Likelihood (ML) bootstrap, MP
decay Zte| 24z} 89, 94, d9Z Amborella?} 7]1H H) A2 E0)
2he 218 73es) AA)sh: A3E Bt

& A]7]of] ©]F017] Savolainen et al. (2000)2] A= 357
HFael tisle] apBSt rbelE BA15I91=H], Chase et al.
(1994)el14 2] Ao} wp VA2 Ceratophylium®] 4]
"z} Eof ofgh Apuli-E PSR 2y psba FH
e 5AH0R BAGE wellis Amborella, Nymphaeaceae,
Illiciaceae/Schisandraceae”} UH 2] gradeE FAJdlHA] I 2}
AE9] 7]5-¢] AAEATE. SHAIRE F Al ojA BF
2ol A4S A A|3H= bootstrap 72> EF 50% ©ol8k3ict
(Savolainen et al., 2000). Soltis, D. E. et al. (2000)2] 917-+=
560 #-toll tidt apB, rbel, 18]35 18S rDNAS 415}
=, Amborella7} 717 7150 21x]5}31 31, MP jackknife
2 65%2 Hlw A w2 Xk

ols} o AT AolA Amborella?} 7V WA FA|5H

o= ARsh= A4 AR (bootstrap # T )= MP 4
o] B 9o QoA 70%elEE UElsiTh 0|8 7H53E]
215k o] 71A] AJEE #47]e0] EYEHTIE 316,
ol Z So] Soltis, P. S. et al. 2000y Mishler (Mishler, 1994;
Mishler et al., 1998)7} 7l & 811 (compartmentalization)
& AE3 v} glom, o] Wb ot A A}t Amborella7t
A 714 A EYUE AASh= bootstrap &kl 70% 17
o2 3ptEQc)

Qiu et al. (2000, 2005y 10552] thE4 s|xH4Eof| s}
nEF=ol A apldt maR, A FAA 9
apBS} rbcL, AH-GHA] 18S (DNAS 53 FAs =l
ggl Zoli= 8,733 bp), Hl2F F2 FAH A LZMP
bootstrap 4k 88%, jackknife &t 89%) Amborella?t TF
AA HAAE] AvdS BoIF3lth Graham and

B4 22 F 38X M40 1S

Olmstead (2000%= Amborella®} NymphaeaceaeS #|2]%F A
e 19 257l digh 3R AFelA dojxl 3712] AFA)
AR E71d 3 A 14702] HM3] Ak G54
FAAE AEA F71ed 1770 FAAES S88Y 513
S, Micium (FEWHF-%)0]l YA 324852 #hv)
o3t} oi7|oll Amborella®t Nymphaeaceae®] 7]E2] 2}
"Rk H7lsle] #4980t Y, 65%2] MP bootstrap #1° =
Amborella?} A A] F2AAE57} APl el A A]81%AC)

olE SPEA ST WEg AQFA AAE @ F12
(matK;, Hilu et al., 2003) %= noncoding DNA 7% (srnT-trF;
Borsch et al, 2003)%] 42 Z}Z} njw A =2 FAA AA
=% Amborellaz AABAL ATk maK A7-2] MP ¥ o R =
Amborella?}, Bayesian Inference (BI) ¥H 2= Amborella+
Nymphaeaceae7} Zt2} & R E AP ES2] vl
DATE, Amborella+Nymphaeaceae®] Tt posterior probability
= 0422 ull9- S HHilu et al., 2003). snT-trnFF noncoding
spacero|l M 71 WA RAE Amborella’} 99% bootstrap
groz 74#3] 2)#| = AchBorsch et al., 2003).

Barkman et al. (2000y> A FHAEZNE AF5H A3
o] AAE E§H4 (noise-reduced NJ treeyS 5513 Amborellat+
Nymphaeaceae?} 14| 3|22 E-2] 7)o 9] §o] FEs]
A A ¥ = B4 A7H99%2] bootstrap 2H)E Aol 0)2A] 7|4
w)z} 2 2of) it &= oS A7} = UCkFig. 1B).

| zpA 2] 718 B0l dmborella EAFQ1A] Hi=
Amborella+Nymphaeaceae?1 A1 S 735 38}3L2} Zanis et al.
2002y 1) 16 E5ol diste] 11709 FAAF=ES] FYE
Hlo]E| A2Z MP, ML, Bayesian 241 3}o] v]walsiy,
2) 4 FAZER 104700 BREE BAsk, 3) o8 7
o ol 4AE 3 24t 1 A3 Amborellat
Nymphaeaceae S F-F&A&= EZFA diiio A¢
Amborella?} A2 07 F|2}2E0] 7|io] £x]&= A
$7F o g3kt

AgF o 924, viEZ o}, 123 o EAsh=
tRre] fARHES o] &3t o) F die] A Ak A
55 ZEHOR Amborella?} 7V 714l S1AEH, 1
t}-2-o Nymphaeaceae, Austrobaileyales?} ¥ 2}24]E-2] 7]
Hol| dBO] gradeE FAH= AAE RATANHFig. 1A;
Parkinson et al, 1999; Qiu et al., 1999; Soltis et al., 1999 5),
Amborella?t Nymphaeaceae®} 3hte] #A|2E 34435t
A3 w2 E2] 7)ol 9A|shs 7Md(Fig 1B) 3 RE
Atefl 2] 2] =] (Barkman et al., 2000; Graham and Olmstead
2000 ) ©lof] digt 7E-2vte] AA7HA A&Ea Qlrt.

ol2j3t =4 945l Amborella?t Nymphaea®] A A=A
FAA7 Aol au 744 AA] FEA FA7F A
13702] 4253 3 FAAFE B4 o] 755
5] 2tHGoremykin et al., 2003, 2004). 77 A= EHAE
AA) 122 Eo] Eichler (1883) ©)&] 1@ o2 ols
o2 FHTQ AR AEES 9 AEEE 383
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TRENLEG @A AE50] HARE2] 715 24T,
Amborella’= A2 E2] 713of 91x]5H4] e4gke # opie}
A A22] 7)ol 23} SIXI5HA] kgt o] A-TellA
o] 71 kst BAubio) o8 EEE BE ASTES
TE 2 FAE BT, ol $AIE XASh= bootstrap

S of$ =30t o] A7 RS 227] Wl I wizt
x| 9] AFEH Ha F ot T 97AE AEY ¥4
o7M I A= AE AFSl & oS doFr 3t
Z|qk o] A3= YR 71712 1 813 A (Felsenstein, 1978)
o] 25t 270l A7|=EHEA FA] ¥ ICKSoltis et al,
2004; Stefanovié et al., 2004). ©] F412- 0]5 whljdt zkgo)
ot BMo|A|gt ¥3HeE E{HT 57 vl A3 53
Aol 3k A 7)) TA]] AE BRaS(Zea, Triticum,
Onzap] B5% W 237} Aol viz AEE2M AlesF
Aol wilg- 71 7 E At Sl o18 FHE] 9
&)l Soltis and Soltis (2004)= ¥ 3} o]9]2] Tha}q] 2]E<1
Oncidium %2 Z7ks1e] Al 7)) Wz} A& SRasol
gAse 7 7INE Bt 4L £330 o A
Amborellai= A |22 E2] 7]%-o] f1218151eH, 21 Sl
BE 99 AEES e RAXE olFUt ol F
Stefanovi¢ et al. (2004)2 WA AE7e] 7]F ERIQ)
Acorus AARE 78l Y% AuE Aot

27120l st FTAH 2

F79 5 FMRI 02N 1171 2 sk Abef 2%k
g £ol1, HES B2 f12 e B3 #4381
S5 83 25ef 28t 29 A1 %E 7 E(incomplete lineage
sorting) I Fo]1A} sk =L HIZHA| ASEHL
ot 53] 9714 E dAel oiA A71E2] 7)1k (Margulies
et al, 2005 HAE AFEFE 9 7|4 A ES =
AE WS AIZE ol T4 AR 7|giEgen, 35
A AA §AA AAe| ol5 A7|Eo] HEH 1 Yt 87
Q1 71&4 £okS- 454 Life Science AlellA 7t by
S Z (@A) Roche A7} Q157), o122 1) v]AIgH B uellA
BE PCR WEE-E 88& 4~ 3li= emulsion PCR, 2) DNA7}
FEHA Weh= H3E o] 88 (sequencing-by-synthesis)
7149 2442 pyrosequencing, 3) FAFS5S HalsH
£ 7153 plate?] mAlTFEA BE HH-E 7Sl
&= pico-titer plate”] &0 A3 Zlol1, A-831E 7|49l
GS20 A|ABle) = BRger 20 Kbo] d7|1MEe 9e £ gt
A Ajzo] elazle]l =g AAENGS-FLX Titanium)ell A=
BkS- 2 400-600Mbe] H7IMEE ¥ F A, o 2
AALEE] H|Sg el G71M Y R AIAHES $hid
242} 4 Gb~10 Gb2] B7IMLE A3k Qo) =3 st
] gkgof ofe] 7j9] Al8E AlojM 4% 4= U= multiplex
71&0] Q15 A=, o8 54 ASA FA49 Qoj=
B 150KbE 7Pgsha f-44) 3 50X9) 9715 & BY-

M

400 MbE & F 3= AlARIA o]l@F o7 5070 o]k
AEA FHASE & i wgog AT & ok
olF Al7]&e 23t 7MY AH £ T dEA
73} Hlojzta Qla, FA] @2 Al7]el A & {FAAE
53 A5 Q7% 7hsslelel oidEint.

Az g Aute] o3 AT S A8l 47e] BRIl
digh A=A AA fFAAso] AEH o ARE] $ta,
o= F 259 4771 FAlel 2R AT Moore et al., 2007;
Jansen et al., 2007). Jansen et al. 2007y A4 10 o] & 7+ 314
A =4 F44 AA W0 BAC cloning §- sequence
walkingell oJ8ll |2 02 Hojzl 647 HEA FAA e
ok B-A8 AAEsith. 23], Moore et al. (2007) ©|
o= AMNE MES 47142 273 7= Margulies et al,
2005)S Hg3to] 2143 A2 FAANES TS 45719
A=A FHAE EMMUT olF F AN EF
Amborellaz AH SR EE] 7)) 121810 @AY 714 5
A EZA ) XE A 18] A =t 1Y 7H
Ao QEA FAA WA 2] B4 UojA vlAl
F4 o= A|Ae gt A= A7} A7), o]l uwh
E MES ASFANORE dmborella TS50 7 BUp=
Amborella+Nymphaeaceae7} Lt #] 3] z}2 E-Eof gt 2
ulitdo] A|A|= 51 le](Goremykin et al., 2009), ©173] o]
o tigh =L A& 1 Qi

Amborella H|: TXHAIS H0| ChEt
FI8iE| 2T A

FRAA] i A= A 238, AS T, Fes, e
&, st BaE, Aeiet 5 BES kel AdiE IFE
ulA 1 Qa2 FolE AAsks dd vt 1 Ao
Arabidopsis (°}7178th2l W e FdA4 A ZTIAE
(http://arabidopsis.org; http://rad.dna.affrc.gojp; Arabidopsis
Genome Initiative, 2000; IRGSP, 2005) ©]% ¢+ 714
ATl g Tl FaEo] Bd AEES FHo=H
T8 A EEl sk 34 YA Eo] dolo] XY
531 ek, H27HA Populus (CEZ2]LH-; Tuskan et al., 2006;
http://oml.gov/sci/ipge; htip://genome.jgi-psf.org/Poptrl 1), Vitis
(3£5; Jaillon et al., 2007; The French-Italian Public Consortium
for Grapevine Genome Characterization, 2007; http://vitaceae.org;
genoscope.cns.fr/externe/English/Projects/Projet ML), papaya
(Carica papaya L.; http://asgpb.mhpcc.hawaii.edwpapaya/; Ming et
al, 2008)2] +31H A7go] gu=o| B XU, Zea (55
), Sorghum (75), Brachypodium (SV3ZT]), F(Glysin),
Medicago (A0 A%, Lots (85301255, Mimulus (5}
2lobAH1E5), EvLE (Lycopersicon) 50| Z18 Fofl Sle] o]&
< IAAE AL v nfAA ATE AT F HEER
A9 &2 shal Urt. sHA|TE HE BRI FARES A
Mg AlES el w(Fig 1) 910 BE BRTES ¥
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o= ol AFT HAAE Yo F e & 289 @A
HAETY APAAGHET 3k g2 A
Hz2pAEe] 7F #2352 J(most recent common
ancestor; MRCA)2] ZAGEIE olafigty] Sl = F44)
7holn] B T A7IME FHo] AYFQ °olF BF
TE wo2 BFES Hxo| vz BoM = £3 o
o7} VEb L, B o] 28 24k o ol B 24
Z} WAIE s Sl A B 2 Al W
S0] dojttiellE 59, Soltis et al., 2002; 2005; Williams
and Friedman 2002). ©]2]3t B A2 W37 dojyt 7]
A Zo] Eura 2310 FAHF 7|2E oldsl7] A
714 A2 EE d¥ishs M2 ZEA S dist £-44]
A7t A Aol

oJ#3] 714 A g it =go] EASHA| g @A 7}
A 7Fs4d0) w2 BFHTS Amborella®. WoFE{A|a1 91O
o, Amborella®l] A3t FAA AL A} Fe] FL4H A
sleh= o)l digh U ol AAl F=PAES] v
AA e AT 712F AFsHA 2 ROl dmborellal)
FAA] 522H= 2n=262% Stebbins et al. (1950y B]=3}7}
dojt Adejeta Aztetd A g, #F Amborella Expressed
Sequencing Tag (ESTY=2] K, 4ol 2lshd w7} dout
A & el AAISIIL QITKCui et al, 2006). ¥]iLA] B
& A3 55 23 dFolE B8 dmborella®] 134
A7) 870 Mb AER Arabidopsis®) 5.59 A= ¥e] HA)
et

A 2R Amborella®] G733 v]=F NSFollA] 740%HE 9]
@A74|E 2912 The Floral Genome Project (FGP; hitp:/fgp.
bio.psu.edw’; Soltis et al. 2002, Albert et al., 2005)°] A7} 2 §-&
ATE Fsto] 4 A4 =HAAW 2FFHA [FH1A A7)
Mg AL oba A% HA] @3 Qlck FGPAlA:= o] =
# o ZK-E] ¢DNA libraryE #2811, °F 20,0007 2]
Sanger ESTS 9 F 800,000712] 454 ESTE, BAC, fosmid,
small-insert plasmid genomic libraryE°] TF5 o] AUtk
(http://fgp.bio.psu.edw/).

Arabidopsisi= A 74| 718 @ol AT = HAH
29| fA3, 7153 29 A Bo|X 9, Amborella’= I A&
o] BlEFHAY ATE THI] S FTFAI W3 =
gl 2| S-o]CHSoltis et al., 2008). 13- Amborella] 842k
olo]l tht sBAT7T HAR B 34, 7153, P4, B
24 Fadt 5452 7197} 23lel digt s Alel &
N Ao 7| 7] wiFo|ch. 12| =R dmborella® 3
Aol dist AF3R A7} shEe] o] FoiAd 7]efgict.

A A
B10A Amborella®l] T 2] 714 A7-E & F U=

718]12 F41 U. of Florida®] Dr. Douglas E. Soltis?} Dr. Pamela
S. Soltisell 7] A4 07 ZAF=7u )
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