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Abstract: This report summarizes the achievements of collection, conservation, identification, innovation,
distribution and utilization of bast fiber crop germplasms in China in the past five years.The mapping of important
agronomic genes and deciphering of their molecular mechanism were described.The current status and future
prospective of characteristic medicinal hemp and jute with functional leaf and high adsorption capacity for
heavy metals are also reviewed.We believe that the theoretical and applied research of bast fiber germplasm have
potential for serving the industries, the regional economic development, the targeted poverty alleviation and the
rural revitalization.
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Table 1 The species and quantity of conservative germplasm for bast fibers in China ( Until the end of December 2017 )
YE#) ek S Wb 1%k ditt (%)
Crop Botanical classification Species Quantity Proportion
PR SUWE} Urticaceae “SJFRJE Boehmeria Jacq. 27 2058 13.92
FAN7R 2R Malvaceae A )& Hibiscus L. 14 2175 14.71
T PR HEFL Tiliaceae ¥ K& Corchorus L. 12 2237 15.13
RN WJBRE} Linaceae MEJRRJE Linum L. 8 6847 46.31
PN JME} Cannabinaceae KJikJE Cannabis L. 2 883 5.97
IR Hi 5B Malvaceae 75 FFIE Abutilon Mill. 2 298 2.01
Bk HiZ6 Rl Malvaceae #k2%J8 Abelmoschus Medik. 3 297 2.01
A1 Total 68 14795 100
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Fig.1 Population structure analysis of 453 jute germplasm ( C.olitorius L. )
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Fig.2 Amplification of genomic DNA of selected hemp varieties by ISSR primer U848
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Fig.3 The metabolic pathway of cystine under salt stress
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Fig.5 The drought resistance gene of jute and its metabolic pathway
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Fig.6 Bidirectional electrophoretogram of the protein in kenaf leaves under different salt concentrations

SRR TEAN R S E el N Y REY = I= R/ N
104 4~ MYB % 5% A v i 6 1 10 4> 21 )k R2R3-
MYB %% 5 R F 3 41, 45 5 A AE (Bt A )L 01
MOt N EEY R 10 S ERE BA BRI
R2R3-MYB % 5 AP 5 AT R I3 Hr, ZBLIX 10
A BB I RER MYB JEH FILTRRY 10 4> MYB
R PR B 11 T G 371 v B AR ST , R) I T 0 21 R
(13X 10 4~ MYB ¥4 5 H AR AT e th B A HT R M)
fie (& 7). ASGE50] hy MYB P84 21 R it 52049 43 T
DL BEES R,

3.3 TRAEESKHEXEEERNZE

L 300 173 M JRRAZ R TR ARE, U T 3 AR [H]
I MR 25 i N, R FH i AL SE R 4y
AR (SLAF-seq ) X AEY 2 & i Mok E T 2 3L R 4 ¢
BT (GWAS ), %57 ) 7 A 5K 2 G i i 2 OCHKk
1) SNPs 137 5 (18] 8 ), &% A4 328 i R 7 — e 2 M A
A (GLM ) FlIR AL MARAL (MLM ) H K2 3 NI T
(R EE 5T AR O, 7R 51 B 25 OCI Y SNPs {7 1 ] ]
10 kb (X IR ERA 2 32 AMBERE !,

BT GWAS 4387 T e A A BH M A ) &, DLAR
iy 2% S b 2 B A R OUUIE 4 ( 6.64 mg/g ) FIS AR
[ Fl NEW 1 (0.82 mg/g ) AFEARME T F,., FEA,
M BROR B 25 7% A 19 30 APk R AR AR Y 30
ANBRZR 43 IR v Tt ARG, o MG YR A 7

THENFH BSA 5381, LR H 436355 1~ SNP 45
101 17608 /1~ InDel #ric , ED SR A1 SNP-index
KIRFTE AR B 1A S RAH S I 332 X R, 7
scaffold422 [ 125001~163058 bp 4S5 1 Mgk IX.,
P BE R E 1 380.6 kb FUTEFEIIN (181 9),

AT B UE GWAS Fil BSA 43 H7 45 J (1) e 1,
R H RNA-seq £ AR X i ARA By 2255 £ 0 R i
XV 4 FI NEW 1 Fh 1 3 A [R] & 75 B 399 A 7 5
HFEAT BT, $RAF T K 25 53 %35 1) Unigene ( &
10 ). i GO 4325 Hl Pathway & 45 P23 i ax 26
7= 5% 33K Unigene 28T 128 MUk, Hib
5K 2 A U S 2R TN R A A AR &
(B ) AR SRS A W 2 AE WA iU S5 GG+
R, BT A e AR ) SR L R B AT 5 2 A
AR R A R R, BRI IR R R
Unigene ¥ 81| 7¢ KEGG %4 2 th b 47 HUxT, 4/45 T
— SRR BT

it GWAS. BSA Fl RNA-seq 3 Fi7 BRS04,
i e B T SRR A 8 25 A5 B 114 i 35 B PR Lussucdp (5 i
%), RNA-seq WRIAIAE T Lusudp FEXOV. 4 5Fh¥-
KB AR RREE IR, Lusudp J&— A3,
H i AR DI RE R (4aE , N — R LT RgiEA T
TRAISE, BTEMNTHAE WA N 2 & it R b i)
e, BB AR 2 MORT S A B LA



16

LN 7/ S N G S S

20 #

100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170
4|O||||\\\\||||| 116|0IIIIIIIII|I\\\lllllllll o borcrncnc bovonninn bocccinnn b I XA REEEERERRL) il
GbMYBS e RAaYIEQYETGGNE IALEQRIGLH 1] NIKBGGESEHBONIECSLYIST 1 TRLKRRLLG
AtMYB2 HEEDSCVRI TEE} 'UNFVSIHECA . RENHIARSSGL 1) DCVRRGNITLESQFMILKLESL K RTRVQEQARH
AtMYB13 CCERIGL INYISLHEHP RALPKLAGLL 1) CIKRGNETFPHIECTIISLAGQLL ITHLKKRLEH
AtMYB1S CCERMGL TEH FILNHex, RALPKQAGLL DIKRGNETKEBECAIISLEQIL THLRRRLED
AtMYB41 g T ICYIRFHEPG.NERTLPKNAGLH LI TIIQLASVM NTHIRKRLVR
AtMYB44 | MADRI RRLVVKY[EPR . MR TVISKSIPG. {s QVER TIARABAQH T NSTLRRKCGG
ATMYBS2 . .MM RELVEGHEFH . NENATAQRLSG. RIS RINENPETEESEERLLASHRT i HVIMARRGRE
ATMYBE0 CCDRIGIRKERITER YIQEHERG . RIRSVETNTGL] 1 CIKRGNETPHSEGMITHLGALL 51
AtMYB9€ CCERIGVKRI TEPH) YIQEHErG. NIRSVETHTGLH 1) GIKRGNETEHREXTIVHLEALL AN
TaMYBl SEADCDRI RRLVERHEAR .MOTAIGREIFG. {e QVERRPET AR
comp44513_cO  CSMRE.VN| T HMAQVIETHEPK . REKT IAAKAGLE NINRGNISCQEBECLILRLBXLI L
compS6080_c0  AGDGVVLKI T ICYVEXHEEG . NENAVGKHSGLH KRGAFTQEREQLITEL A
comp49090_cO  CCTRQXVKREL LKHITEHEHG . §SSVEKLAGLY DLERGSETAEREQITIOVARIL| AC
D 0_cO GCGSNTR SPEAVMSRLVAKEEAR . U SLIARGIEG. Mo CLXRXPETCEBDR IIISARAVH A
comp47475_c0 ASNRAEKI TRLVERY[EPR.NRSLISRYIKG. {e NVEBRPES( DEAIL ¥ T NSTLERRARE
comp45258_c0 ... .MC RQLVERYEPH . NANATAERLGG . RO RINRSPETEESEERLLARHRIHENR . HUIMARRCRQ
comp182492_c0  GeARE TNYIKIHEEG . RURDLEQRAGLE NIKRGNISIESEELTIRLEXLIENR. I
comp48226_c0  CCERAHTN TXH IAYIRAHEEG. QURSLERAAGLY] DLRRGNETEEJSDELITXLHSLIJENK . I
comp40316_cO0 CCDRIGVK TPH YIQEHEPG.NRSVPTNTGLL) GIKRGNFTEQREXMITHLGALI[ENR . v.. . BAN
comp48341_cO0 CSDENGLE TEE)N IDYIRTHEHE. SQRVLESLAGLN DI QTEI (VLVTEVIFAIAIYFINLTC
Consensus gw ed 1 g w r kscrlrwn 1 p e g w a
Z = H 10
7 41AF R2R3-MYB {R=FE QI8 I EL 1!
Fig.7 Comparison in conserved domain sequences of kenaf R2ZR3-MYB
~6 “~
_ 5 -
v
61 <
L S At e e et A At e A S A
= .
=3 .
g2 .
—~
QL
B4t 2l
)
] 0 1 2 3 4 5 -
= Expected-log,, (p) .

scaffold11

Fig.8 Manhattan map of the significant correlation site for lignans

scaffold31

o N
&
53
S 9
£ £
< ®
3 8

scaffold25
scaffold27
scaffold28
scaffold29
scaffold31
scaffold33
scaffold34
scaffold37
scaffold43
scaffold51
scaffold57
scaffold59
scaffold66
scaffold67
scaffold272

=)
)
Q
2
£
s
S
2

& [
ynthesis using GWAS

scaffold76
scaffold86
scaffold107
scaffold123
scaffold151
scaffold156
scaffold196
scaffold261
= scaffold302
—  scaffold346
scaffold373
scaffold416
scaffold462
scaffold464
scaffold475
scaffold1253

8 GWAS AT AMEESHEBEEXBEALANS

b7
S

L]

w)

scaffold573 scaffold892
scaffold422 scaffold756

scaffold151 scaffold346
scaffold272

scaffold1479

scaffold86 scaffold1253 scaffold1896

9 W 4x NEWI F,., Bk BSA U zR"
Fig.9 Results of BSA sequencing in 4 X NEW1 F,.; populations

Volcano plot

T T
| I
| I
| |
201 1 \
I I
I I
| |
| |
~ 15t | |
~ | |
a : 'I Significant
~ [ | s - Up
=) | I :
= 10F I I Down
S | I - Normal
T I I
| I
| I
| |
s I

0
log2 (FC)

E10 ERERXLE

Analysis of differentially expressed uniges

Fig.10



13

SO : IRSAE MR BIR A RIS R

17

GL YCOL YSIS/GLUCONE OGENE SIS |

Starch and sucrose
metabolism

Carbpm fixation
in photosynthetic organisms

27141 a—D-Glucose-1P
3.1.3.10
3.13.9 o D;:l“lclosle )
extracellular
2.7.1.1 | 2.7.1.
a—D-Glucose 7 s N D(_\
2.7.1.2 |2.7.1.147 a—D-Glucose-6P
[5133] 5.1.3.15 ][ 5.3.1.
1
[2711]27.1.63] ¥ B Fructose.6P
Z0 f—D-Fructose-
B—D-Glucose 2712 [2.7.1.147
. 2.7.1.146 Pentose
Arbutin Arbutin-6P phosphate
( Ilular ) O pathway
Salicin QO O B—D-Fructose-1,6P,
(extracellular )
Glyceraldehyde-3P

7777777777 —

.

Glycerate-1,3P,

|
|
|
|
|
|
OGlycerate-2,3P, :

5.4.2.12] [3.1.3.80]

I
I
I
I
I
y

Acetate

|
|
|
|
o 4.1.1.32 :
Oxaloacetate 4.1.1.49 :
|
)
Citrate| = ——— W2\ -~
cycle ‘,
2-Hytlroxy- |
thyl-ThPP
yI-ThPP [124.1 v o LLactate
|
Propanoate metabolism

1.2.15([1.21.-| A

1.1.1.2]
[=——=——>O Ethanol
EutG

1.1.2.7

00010 2/23/15
(c) Kanehisa Laboratories

ytle [112.8

B FRaEBfighze

Fig.11

34 ERTRESEEEERMNIZHEIGSE

TCRlG AT A AR A TP AEE R — IO S L Al
G A FE T 2 TR R AR A A FE R ) R
AN R U455 T8 UV LU - 16 47 5 0 A R T
KRB AL SRS 2 —Bun R, IR
A b B VAR R BRI HANE

BHIERR ( Boehmeria tricuspis ( Hance ) Makino )
J& = J§k #} (Urticaceae ) % J§k J& ( Boehmeria Jacq. ),
FE A AAE P E TR H A FIsifef . A PR
HAEWIF WAL VLA S S R B T A AR A
IRFNVOFEIARSE 5 P8 it 22 Rb R, Horh A5 44
BT 2 Ffr, Hor— Bk MM R R AT AR FE AL, ) —F
I MERRAEPE ORGSR B AR 2 Bl #OR MRk LM
TCRlA R TR, T DUAS AR RA o} 2 0 A ) ok et Gl

Metabolic pathway of phenylalanine

G FRATE S UE R R bk A AR L
PRI RURNG & B 1A T A 50, T — A5 R SR e ik
17102 B M I I 2 8 — %At 7 4= 5 ( diplospory ).
PR Ay B A 25 JBR AR A A E A A R JC Rl G 2R BE AL
Bk, R i B AP AR AR, Fh = R, Lk
BCR T —FhBAR AT FT JCR A AR BT R

A A X AT I A R R = AR R A A A
R RMEAE IR IR & 4 BB ( T 1, MMC
TERE; A AR AL TIE A T, AR A
VI, AT B ) 2 S 2 i, 1531 50457
A~ unigenes. W5 RM AEYEEG S& S AIH0E
W kRS S T AR AR E
s AEEAL R N, T AGO . AP2  E3s A figfE 2440
R AR AR A R T G EH . KRR R
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A = 20 %

IRHEDS A HH A AT TR — A% R A A B SRS
FH ORI AR A5 13 6 ) R B DR ) 30K o RS A i
SRBHEIE D DI BE I ¢ () Sl b A AT 2 B 2 bR T il
B AT B R A S HILRL , D4 Ja R GRS A=
FE AR LIRS A FIUE %

4 FrBRREFIZIREIHI S L elFT

AL G AT AR IR, MR 52 s 75K, i
55 7D RN X IR e R SR e, LURRERUER] R B B
[ R4 g TG e - A R & DL Sk e R R
R T ) IR AT RIS E Y 2 D Re 2 st
I, BRI A RIS T 24 =, S ARk, FE
FHERR L 5 4 W B & FHR0RR, AR 7 55 CBD 25 K
JBR, 1R AR 2 BRI A2 B ) S5 7 M Ak
FHHUAS T EESERE, h5 |SURi HRR IS
BIHT, IR HEHERRTURN & RHRGR U AR S HE
4.1 DMEEEMAERAUFSZAERFA

BRI IR & A A R AT 4 AR
R Z G, J& — P o (R Ag T3 3, HAT #b
5 JFAE | 59 B R A IUBE S RSOR , 2008 AFEdb T B
B AN NGBS BB . R AR S FE R o AR
5L LA JE SRS Ty SRR AR RS, 2t 24 (]
G E MR, B E T A A AT AR i R
DI R im AP T3 15 2 SER T A % Fh
TR W A, DR R Sy 3 ZE 00 e
W, R, 5555 (500~700 mg/100g ). & iff ( 24
0.1 mg/100g ). = liEEZF4E ( 8~10 g/100g ). = &KL R
(60~70g/kg ), HAG R &5 2 43 ) 2 HA R o2 22 1Y)
10 £5 71 100 £, HBEA A K FE AR it A 24, P
Bo G, —ZE0] ZUCRIL, LR ELR 3~5 A1,
S [E A M AR RL, P Pk 30~45 thm',

2014-2018 4, SR HAR AV R A R A A |
e A ARV B2 Bt W ARG AR I 5 i AN B R T I AR
RO RLEBE AR, AR R VD e N R PR
i 6 by 4 7 Pl L M 67 hm?, 7 SR F 3%, I
RMGEREE FE G IR, Mk e A
1~2 fi5 B A FPSRE A, LA Inas 1S M il A B A% A5
5, IR 5% SRS IR E Ll A
i 15 JiJC /hm® B335 RS2 2Rt

SR UL DR A B2 R T R B I 2
AV BIH A R 2> w5 R b 5T e A R4S B R
HAE, TF &t LA Ry 3 B RUR ) B 1
LD A AN SRR Vi i BN SR R AR AR R
G = S BT, 2017-2018 4, 2 B AE I/ 4

DLYL T BT R 53N 48 W B B & 40 il s 1
13.3 hm® 1 20 hm® & 3200 B 5B E P= /s i 3 i,
KA L+ A X, B A R 2T S IR
N e RS BRAEICA 3.75 T1 ~7.5 TG,k
WA B FRS A (1) R B
42 BEEEFKEMFIERERMHROEHS5MA

JE KR B BT PR O S IG HIT T A AR
A5, TR T4 B 5 KA B9 FH 3 SRR T 11
B = T & S R AR A B GOMRE KT K
BERRAE S — R AR BT B R KA B A= My R £ B
LR IUAN T RIS 55—, SRR —Fh IR R
JEURE, BT A 0 R i PR R, A 2 X R s 5 5 55
TR R TR, Tl BRI A
TR, R 7= ] RRREAR A P2 AR ; 2 =,
BERRAE R — BB R0 AR A AT 225 TR AR W)
L, W BT Gy I W 3, T DL e AR R T
BOATALEE, BT IS Y, BT RS K,
PR E N PR, MR R AT R, OISR
AV SE Tl WPt 2 A B4 2 E B

AR, FRATTTE BRI S o B U A2 R VAN
W BRF: REBIF 2 LA SR €6 0 TR 7= A R S5 T 128

B AR TAE ., A ik 4 e R 4w

BiHPE BB G, P2 R PE O P i M 2 e 2
M SR T 50 22y, B i HR A EE 4 JE T B A A
P TR R 12~18 thm? 2R 4 5 B S 00 %
0 SRR T ( R ) 2~3 A, INEELE 1 5 I RR
WF5T 2 B, OGP % S E A R S T R BReR ]
ik 98% LA b, WP 25 B AT 3k 80% LA I, Hilt
R B2 e D FR A Tk AR P2 oK. 2011-
2017 4, 5 RIERAR AR A BRA R &5 H
TR CIRN ) A BRA A GAF TR T im Rk e L
PRI P S RURHER T AL R R AN T4 AR R
SEBI A FIR FE W B HLBRAF 7 | 5 R B 4 S ) i B
FIFL S IR A5 = T R 55 AEBT R e
TLT AR A {5 PR T B S7 1 S5 PR BRI O R Sk A
FEAR TS, R PR R A 100 hm?, A 7=
W B EBHE 1500 t, 5% A R + R e, SE
PR S BRI A B A U 4.5 77 ~9.0
TG, A% 1500 Tt

P At T H TR Tl PR K B AR HE il 24 200 12 ¢,
2R IE K 1 16.6%, &5 293310t 47 50% 1)
4 JE P2 KA R BRI B FRITE B, 4% 3 g/t 14 )R}
FHAE, B RRAE 75 535 4950 J7 t, FoRy 11 FLKF 55 333
T3 hm?® DAL Pl R R R S R R
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43 BARMIE( CBD ) TiKFRIZHE 6 & 5 7=l
vz

KK (CBD) J& Kk h EE M LY Z —,
BAPURRR Priknt Prde ri g EEHER Bt
MR PeRAE T BB 2 5 2530 % L Rk 24
FHIIRE, 2 A= 000 s 00 4 AR . 2 B A
SERPLZS S E 2R, BT, CBD & Tl K
JER 2 AN (E AR S A R 53, CBD 2t & R & 4
BRPAGSH B, HAT AR R ML A R A A,
TR kW I E K, ittt 3~5 AR a8k
CBD F={H Al ik 1500 {237,

AR, RS 5% U AT AR T 78 KRR 5T U
FEMIE e, 5 e Sk A Mb A6 U DU 72 4L A 54, IF
JE 5 CBD Tk PR €0 T 5 1) 45 5 i 1 1) 3 Al
FHBSE o A P9 AR R b 5 5 | B A 9 U
ZRAC, Ja R4 2241 X i i , B ) 1 — 2 U KRR
W ( THC ) & &AL F 0.3%, KJFK W ( CBD ) & ik
6% LA b CEL P I KA (B R R € 25 AL S ol
J=HHETE P CBD R H A & 5y 8 f5 LA L,

44 HEREFFERS=WKZN S IR KB

VT S AR, ZERRBR L X 2R L A XORIR %%
UV e 7 1 X5 [ R R PR 0 2 R 3 , 3 3 s i e
IO (= N O BN i o 0 e R 9 RN T o et
JBR P RRR BB 55 S5 R 0 BRIS B U, IR 55 IX S 22
VER R, B 1P\ 3R B & A AR DU — 2 1A K

L EAERE (k) fine = e M X, 78
WHVE AEIE HE FH3AE L 25 BHYC YL B A6 5E BH Lol pe {5
FH B PO B S, N7 50 RKEE 5 T 4w T
L P R A TV B S AR AR R I TR 783
Feih 66.7 hm® DAL, 551 AR A BRI R 1500 Ak
DL SEBUER SR AR 4.5 TT 20, S8 LA VER:
(il ) A AE, e IRTTA 2 VG H bifa) B AP Bk
ST RS T KRR T A TR i R n S, Bt
PRI KRR 15 PRRR 1 53800 R AP 1 0 hm?, &
KT 2485 50 NIR, B mmoR s et 4 i TH AR

HUNBE 8 Tk, S5V ZE AR N S FHURRA 900 UK,
L HERG T 10% LA L, B8 B IR 1500 4% 0T, 4% 1R
H 1000 J1 700 Ryl e Sk VTR S RIAE 9 2R,
JBeA A BN R A P AL T 5 DX T T s b 25 £ I
A P B U, AR R A PR 1 5 FEE 4
1 S AR £ AR R SS , BIPREZ 1 )7 hm?, AP 4F
Hraad 2 07t AR EE T R IERL Y [ AR
AP FRBRN S RHRSAE T A A BT

S E 30k
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