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and its application in ecology
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Abstract: DNA methylation is one of the most important modifications in epigenetics, and becomes increasingly popular in ecology.
Based on published papers about ecological epigenetics, principle, advantages and limitations, applications and prospects in ecology
are discussed. Methylation-sensitive amplified polymorphism ( MSAP) has been an effective method for DNA methylation because of
its wide range of applications and simple operation, especially on subject of ecology problems, such as rapid adaptation to changing
habitats and overcoming genetic bottleneck for alien invasive species. MSAP can reveal epigenetic variation within or between popu-
lations well, and acts as apowerful supplement to the study of genetic diversity and variation.
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Massicotte et al., 2011; Richards et al., 2012b;
Schrey er al. ,2012) , R, ZWRE2AHUH] &4
AT FCFREE SO AL ) 1% E B 2H R 3 ( Angers et
al. ,2010; Richards et al.,2010; Verhoeven et al.,
2010) . T ARRMLISAL 22 Sl A B T R A S R i
A4 TR RO R4 ) 83T ( Angers et al. ,2010; Bossdorf
et al. 2008 ; Richards et al. ,2008 .2010)

FEUL B AL HLE] (an DNA F Al | e 661k o 4
i A ALK S WAL AL BN AN RNA T4 7]
S 5L ik, Hof DNA B 3L 4k ( DNA methyla-
tion ) SEBFFEH R 704 W R WL Is AL DL . DNA HT
A A — A R A 190 i AT 32 e 30 i s g |
712 M W BE J5 55 BR — /1> DNA J3 4 v i) 5 I iy
(Bossdorf et al. ,2010) , DNA FEAL X B[R ik A
B ZAPEE | 38 5 20N AR L PR E 1: ( Bossdorf et
al. ,2008; Jablonka & Lamb,2006) ., HHijE A £Fh
HOR (41 HPLC (HPCE | W At R #h I 7y v | TP AR Ak
PG ) BB DNA I REAL 1 22 5 v T Ak i
JEY 18 2 5 KR (methylation-sensitive amplified
polymorphism , MSAP ) J2 % FI ) /7% ( Reyna-Lopez
et al. ,1997) , ARk MSAP HiAR A JFEE AL A5
B S AR A 255 B AT 2R T
1 MSAP [RI8

MSAP J&—Fh T AFLP $Z A e PR 41 FH
LA 5 1) PCR 7K ( Reyna-Lopez et al. ,1997) , %
FARAE A FR$ 1 N VI Msp 1T A1 Hpa 1T X% HAR 5
FP31 CCGG b i Y Ak i s W B AT A [ f) SR i
(Roberts et al. ,2007) . Hpa Il XF 2 2545 L/ N 2]
i 5 W S P A B AT — A s g Y ek Y A i
b1, BEARE R U] & mCCGG ,CmCGG Fl mCmCGG 1)
A, AE AT RO — S5 B b 8 i g PP A 1 o
ST Msp T AT 0550 B e XUBE [ P 1% A s e g
FeAl AHASTR S 10 i s wE Bk T Ak, RIS Be il U1
2 mCCGG ML 1, (McClelland et al. ,1994; Roberts
et al.,2007) . FT 1, AT LUK AR A DNA 51 9 1
ORRIAG ST, LA B DNA 57-CCGG A s i
WE ) B JEAR R S IR BE (Vos et al. ,1995)
2 MSAP KL%

MSAP £R HA £ 7 T B AL (Schrey et al.
2013) : (1) AT TSRS AR, B B A FR IR L8
BTN ALY P Fh; (2) $0R B5 AFLP $2R

FRABL, A LA ] A 38 D5 58 | 150 B8 A 46 82 4 5
(3) BA B0 A R, 28 5 T LB N, HLAH ]
WG RERS T AR B R T 5T 5 (4) TAEZ LA
X R AR AN AR EA T G771 | AT 7™ A D 0 A A
R AR AN AR HH rp 2R (R A8 5 004k 5 (5) R FREE TS
T DNA B JE AL AR S i) AR v, R, RS
MSAP fEZ AR BA —E i Jm BRI, (A5 B A
FEH KRBT

3 MSAP EESF EHINA

SCHRRGE ZRAG I, 3T 12 4R 7R AR A8 2 el 3k A
A MSAP 123 200 225 (] 1), iZ 48U 98 ORI
SMA BRSNS TR 2014 4EIRF)IE(E (35
) o TEARERL YA, I 4R R BRAE Py LS L oA,
YRR 5800 SR 818 SCECE- A AN W i, ik
R4 Passer domesticus (L.) (Schrey et al.,2012) &
Z B A TR Metschnikowia reukaufii (Pitt & M.
W. Mill) (Herrera et al. ,2012) 588 Hipposideros
armiger (Hodgson) (Liu et al.,2012) %5, 8] MSAP
e NIRRT A S NSTE N
3.1 MSAP 5HiFE MR

FEM RS AT (s R L 2R R
BETAF)  H DNA HUEEAG A /A A8 22 e 0
A% . Herrera & Bazaga (2011) PA%E
lensis ( Gand.) HF A= B Bf S X 42, F I AFLP F1
MSAP HARB XT3 SRR 4351 A Wl ist 1%
SFIERREIE . R BAMA TR DNA A7 %
225 It M AR FEAROC ;A 2L P B i By 22
SSRRIRE AFLP SRCHIC, IZ0FFE 7R T MSAP
I3 BTET XS e — 8 A AR L EE M, Xin et al.
(2015) FF5E R B0 AR IRAL B 48 h I, Eh44 5 Ha s
ALK D 37.719% 3 T 56.51% , H H B AL
2B fb Bk [ OBUE DNA |- CG 194 34k ; il
1d 78 23N DNA i BEl Y Je s i PCR G,
%IR58 IO DG 1 s R AT L e PR Al B
AR AR ALHITINT . Zeng et al. (2015) Xf7K
HiMI Fraxinus mandschurica Rupr. 2% E H Y Fraxi-
nus velutina Torr N HZ22E 1 F, A 1] 4 B ALK
SREXHAT T orbr, ARERY e F AR R
A B R E PR A A PR3, (HH DNA- YRR A
AR AR L g e F B A (7.34% ) o, X AROR T
S DNA H LM AEHH5C, Chen et al. (2015)

Sn
= Viosa cazor-
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FRIGGE: WAL BRI 22 A EHOR (MSAP) 75 AR 2525 v B 0 -9

Kl T HA RS ST Arabidopsis thaliana ( Arabidopsis ) 4J]
HTEAA] Cu VAL BN, F AL HURY HY Z2 2854
A8k, 45 R &P 7E 0.25 5 1.0 mg + L' Cu 4b
BER Qv i AR A K R e A R A B R,
{EH MSAP RS AR5 FHREE Cu B T LAY
e MIREA . MSAP XM BE Cu 1255 s i
S AT AR Cu 75 34 AY 54012 W A AR 2 2 4 T4l
FIOb B 7 o 3 A e B AL T AN FOK [R) BR BRI R
DNA ARG 2B % A2 A 0 22 4K (Herrera et al.
2012) , AEHEAESF YL AL R BE AN B AT Z 18] 1 A B

40 -

™~ [~ W w
< A <D w
1 1 1 1

WX HE (&) Number of papers
2 &

w
1

<
i

PEHIBE .35 52 MSAP 7 5 A F BE AL 31 1P 4k
AR AR s R AR AR 5 -0 2% -2 - i AU
T (5-AZA) KL BUJE | 87%5 I G Ar B BR A v 19 2 1 Bl
RFEMH] DNA AR 5 6825 91 56 7y 19
B AN ) A= 35 FR AR BRI O RE ) 3 DI AR G, LA AE
HRKR,

1T UL, MSAP RESAR - b A6 I 21 336 58 2% 1
TAEVIRRY DNA HEEAL K P R AL, M Sy
A5 I8 A S TR 8 2 LT 42 B 5 By )

-+ s - ® > - e e - w9

= (3 > (=4 & (=3 — — — — — — -

=3 =3 s S S 2 1=y e o <o = o )

3] a Q I /R A < ]R & A a ~ _
E4} Year

BE1 2004—2016 FAFFIH L RHXT MSAP WL X HE
Fig.1 The number of papers on application of MSAP in ecology from 2004 to 2016

3.2 MSAP 5&Efk S MHHR

MSAP J2& LI AFLP £ AR Jy e filt 5 ¥ 1 oA #
AFLP 7B y—Fh s 89 7r TFRic 75 i, & R & I
TR BTG IR 2R 54T 1R 3 b A R i PR Ao S5
Fto P, MSAP o n] i ] T 38 1% 22 R D7 T ) AT
5%, Massicotte et al. (2011) F|FH MSAP £ RHWF5% 4=
e 78 B f Chrosomus eos-neogaeus Y FiAE 22 W 15t
Az S, WIS BN T 15 A MSAP L 44,
FERPHIEART T WAL BN e, A RE DNA
2= BRI, Horh 4 MR AL RO BEBR
A, =AML HEDN 5 5 D £ Brachydanio
rerio LR AFAE— & BOARIPE . b Ah , W 2 B s
TEARABA B A AP DNA F LA AR 53 A B4 o5,
T g2 g A sl B 2 R 3 fk, Roy e al
(2015) X 3 A E RS FHEAT T80 ZAEVE AT, 5
AN e N ES R L B I N DI SRS B i
AR 2R . Guarino et al. (2015) XL T 5 B
W AT T isi e ZREVEII BT, R A Y38 1L 24

PEAKE- 53 B, 9K 1 HE 3R 0 35t 4% 48 S KT
782 SERTES A N AR A JIE SR S AN
(] b 53 A 0 AR ] S R 0 ik, HE R BR AR — 4 1%
WEFT 2B ALY 16 22 RE AN 0 Ry BIR 38 % T T i
IO 2 WL 35k A 2 S P (e i) e To M BB A L
) o BEHIFIXRFE B (2005) XF 24 A A b
g e R AR CORIRE B AT T 0P AN . S5 SRR B L Y
FEEEZH Y CCGG P3N rh Al 5] 4.7% ~ 15.0% 1Y
DNA A AE AL 18 XT38 5 g 10 X s H
B2, B E] 639 4, Hirp 43 kA A L
b2, PR S 28 (P) RIK 6.7%.
DNA H AR B A v & 26 00 6 HL 5 R 22 [) g L
MR K225 B CCGG 1) v fif s e
FALINE (15.0% ) Z T HF(4.7%)

DL B FEA R AR BE EUER] T DNA FH 3L
J& H AP ALAR S5 10 B 2R IR 2 — | T MSAP 4
ARNE DNA F AL 2 M I S sk,
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3.3 MSAP HENEEW LRI

ANRIEY H A ERL Fallopia japonica ( Houtt.)
SEMFFTYIFI R i B0 45 38 0 114 98 W35 1% 1) T O
R, HARBLAEE AR BN R A A5, I H R
SR IRAERN AR P VR (] 2 25 22 5 (H HGst
L REPEAE T AR, A AFLP Fil MSAP 43 T-4RiC,
Richards et al. (2012b) BF 5% T H A< g AL XS A= 35
(UDPE FRVE B3 ) Wi LAY 2 S J 5 R A% 22
SPEZ BIAA I, S5 2R W 7E 200 4 AFLP fif
Fo, FRGIN R 4 Az BA 238 [R5 8
A FAAE B EAE AR Z TR AR R ) R WL 3 1 22 5
180 /1> MSAP i i, 19 P ZAMELL ™A T 128
AL B | - HLAT e WLyt 1 57 s PR AR 58 2
I 7= AR . K JE 2 Atlernanthera  philoxeroides
(Mart.) Griseb. & —FPREREIK Bli P A= 1) 40>k AR AE
Y AR A oK AR AR B R[] g 2 A8, AR g G
AR A AEE K, Gao et al. (2010) 1# i MSAP
3 AN TR 5 b 114 7K A6 A 10382 4% A2 S AR 0L st 1%
5 BT S I 78.2% 11 F AL AR Ak 5 A [m] K 5AH
K, VLB R WAL 1 R 5 BA SR PR PR AR
WM, T3 7K B3R T K AR A AR A TR A
SBEIPLEE, R, MSAP 7Ef# REAMR AR AW 7E A
IR 1) A AR B A S5 1 0B b A AT

4 MSAP K FBRE

MSAP £ RF 2 R BR (Schrey et al.,2013) .
(1) 5 H Msp I 1 Hpa Il BEANGEYV)H] ( Salmon et al. ,
2008 ) i, 16 T UL 31 14 2% 5 Ak Tl 3 i
PR (BRTPEAL SR 2748 ST BRI A7 1 A2 224k )
FNFE A% T PR (G PP R Ak | BRI 57 i A L s
FEEAR) 7 A BOfd — 26 I A RS W U ; (2)
AFLP BU B0 ie o T A e itk — 2D R M, i
T PCR Y 22 53 B 00 %8 Z A AR M 3K il 58 — A
i, B EAER LA HEAT 2 A S =22 6] 1Y FE 4%
Rl AE B e 0T, Msp 1 F1 Hpa 11 TV 21 (8] )
AN ] ] BB 2 Hy BIR ] PR B DA —2all PCR S 1) 22
SR I T AN I PR Oy P A 22 S M TR

7340, MSAP H BB i 7 A A [] i B B3 ok
FHE DT PRI 2L 30 L N LB A% 78 e | A S A AH
AEFPHNARN PR H R A B 42 ORI e BT 91 )
FEEE e i 2 FL AR T 51 ( Massicotte et al. ,2011;

Salmon et al. ,2005) . AN, MSAP AfEIX /32414
Z A Y FE WL 22 S

5 MSAP HIRRER

H1 T+ MSAP HOARFATE R Jay FRPE , 72 A K iYW 5E
WO R DL R R, 55— R AR 3 1% Z2 R
DNA HURALZ 8RR . X SE8U X T 1 i 49
AT PRI 17 257 52 7 ok e b i 8 WL g5t A% PR R 1
PRIt A% DR 26 22 8] 9 AH B A 3E % B 22 (Herrera &
Bazaga,2011; Richards et al.,2012b) . %5 —, [A] i
i MSAP LIS H AR i H B AL B AR, 7T 4 &
B EE R A T RETE . HihfE MSAP 541 E AT I
7 A B iR S8R I ( Massicotte et al. ,2011) #RFF
SEAfRIE MSAP HiAR R MRS — 26 BEA BT —1C
DU PP A & e, — AR P AR 2 2807 FH 31 3R 08
HZ5% 1 (Platt et al.,2015; Robertson & Richards,
2015) o G =, AR EE AT 5 - R H AF 2
YA 1 Y A A ], DL SE 4 4 4R 45 DNA
BEAR T 22 A5 0 (A BF 5 25 2R ( Bossdorf, 2010; Her-
vera et al.,2012) , 550 4[] 57 50 m A F) 3 S5
AR SEBFSE P (Richards et al. ,2012b) | [R]E S22 Py
WG —AbBEAEAS (Herrera et al. ,2012) \JEAANEA
2 ( Richards et al. ,2012b) . HH B 2455 5 15 X 7
(Herrera & Bazaga,2011) Fl[X 434 5% 2514 ( Herrera
et al. ,2012; Richards et al.,2012b) 55,

AN VFZWF 5 R B . FWLsE 1% “# B ] S Fh i
NS TRECE: 2 o i N A I Bl O g
( Chwedorzewska & Bednarek ,2012; Richards et al. ,
2012b; Schrey et al.,2012) . DNA H ALK 749
TR mie 17 AR R 5 7 4 R AR AR A 5 | I B B AR
A ik 7 v e P R B B LR VR T . OSBRI e 3
RERAEA P N A B A5 — R A A ) 2 ) LA A 3
YRR ARVE . 8o B 2R REE — R 9 BB
NRYZE S, MSAP £ RE AL H 0 PR AL L AT
SRR RE ) e S AP RE (B ) o 30K R 3R
TR PR dike 2> 0 1) Z2 AR T AL T 1 B A8 B
Hh T S [ i 28 9 U 45 Sy ik [R] 78 an f] 7 46 Sy
RIS . MSAP LORRE AT HAnkr s EoR
ZIHI YRS, T BT DNA B8 A6 76 A 14 R X6 24
A AR
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