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Abstract: To predict the environmental risk of the gene flow of transgenic B. napus after commercialization, a protocol for
assessing its compatibility risks was proposed by the fuzzy clustering analysis and fuzzy model identification along with the
biometric theory. The protocol included four steps: the fuzzy clustering analysis of interspecific crossing compatibility of
transgenic B. napus, the F test of the outcome of the fuzzy clustering analysis, ranking of the risk of the interspecific
crossing compatibility, and identifying the risk ranks. At the final stage of the protocol, various methods for identifying risk
ranks were proposed to accommodate different data collection situations, therefore this approach was more flexible than the
rigid ranking by the traditional clustering analysis. Subsequently, the protocol was demonstrated in a case study of the
experimental data of common B. napus, and six ranks of risks were established, and the risk rank of the interspecific
compatibility was identified successfully in a crossing experiment of B. napus. These results proved that the protocol

proposed was operational.
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EMSEFERIL T E KM TR, 2005 4F4BRFEDT R 550 32 B iy Sk 4R F & 5F 8 3 6K 195 B
o EH ISR R SRR, B B B R A SR RS KR, B SR %A R Y B
FHR AR, B NSNES A MRS R A RAR S AT B IR R ER R CRE T IF 2 H 5 %Y 1
Ve R DR 4 17 ROk DR 0 0 e S T U A TR I e 2 S A I 0 e DR VB A O BB A 2 R
Bio QNERELIREFFEEREFEMENER, 161998 ~ 1999 FHES W FERIE T %R F SRR R EB K
H B SRS BN “ BB R 2 B B o XU PRAG 75 vk B S B B X, FE 0 HoA B 2 AR R
M AR RS A LA 1 SR o

BRI R K R BRI B — D BRI 43, H B B7E TRAFEZS 8] th— H A AR IC R B
FRREAPEAE I R 3 28 T F & BN FERRE MR E R LRME MR . EEREHREIITE
s NS TR S SR AR M. B TR R A TR E R A
DRIRE , P KR IEE DK B RAE SR PR RIS . A SCILUAI B2 A BRI R
B , G565 A WD G0 T2 AH 5 R 27 5k DR 1 TR0 9o S 3 AR XS S Rl i v, DA Ohy 7 5 TR Y S 3R
S5 RS VA 7 1R 3R TR LR L S
1 #HEFRHBERMEXRERIRG G EEE
1.1 BRI

FI R F =< B TR A ) (] ) 2838 SE 3 ot , A 9 2 25k DR S 7 M R TBORT P A 785 R 0 50 i e R R W 32
FRER RSP R — BN A o M SR H I R I S M S ORI B B R T A
&A%, Fo—n] JAP3k (http : //biosafety. landcareresearch. co. nz) ${4% FEA 2B, ZMui B IKEN = EE . & b
JRFEITE K 8 SEVEY) i S A SR BRI S SR e , R A 2 T R S R A SRR P FE
gk, LI mASE A E N THEE KRR EFEER , YORHK 55 326 TR 5T A1 216 PFPE 4,
WA Y SCHERAE RIS RN 1920 4F 284 B LAt T . - ACAE 4% [ DA 5 BT S 2% 38 52 30 B0 6 17 R
PESERIEAEBIST , i T X oS00 BE AR A5 1 SB35 7 ik R ity Sie v ol AR AL I ) B 358 2% 4 BB A AR, TRt
ORI MEHE B SEPRE Lo
1.2 JFEmEAS IR
1.2.1 BRI REHEADIR

RA T RILI R RAEME T LR B R RHFT R —F Z TGt ik, B A (8] ) N TEAL & %
Ro 1E FBEFP AL, BESTERBHGE I LA I — 143, B - —FEEER 47, BIE B Fr BN
FRIXF G TR R 3 B AN 26 ARG RIAE . (HISE MM KRR R F ¥, EY RN R e R R R E
AR TETR , X ASTR X 52 45 HH V- SE B R SR B8 BRI, 7R ORI PSR 48 6 B R0 05 05, PR 3L S Hh PR RBERA 4288 [ R i
TEEARAEIE, HEALRNT .

(1) BAERF IR MIFPE A G , WEFFE S REARERE , Fr R SR BUE B U = {u, ,u,,
o, b HPEAEARRRERCN v, = (v,,0,,,0,) (i=1,2,--,m),

(2) B BRAN TR B G B8 1Y) 22 57, X e A BN R AT JH — fL b 38, SR P 4% 2 730 46 5 Oy ¥k X R A 3 HiE kAT
A

(3) #SL F AR BHERE R = (1) nww 1€ [0,1],UFK R Oy F 55/, r, 0 F AEREHITCR . XARE
BU={u,uy, 0t ,V="Av 0, 0,0 HILR ry =R(u;,0) U FEEFER = (1) .., RN U BV —AF
KFo RFEFMMIEE ry =R(u;,u) ,FURE r; e [0,1], HR/PNRRPEY R BARDIFREE . AHBLRE
W T A R ARKE FRREES LM, IR IERE SR,

(4) ¥ R ARUEREBOE R F S0 51 R K R BfEE A «(R) , BD ANBEHIZERE R H & KR
R :R-R* R MHE—KBIL R" - R" = R'BF, R REEA &8N, R BEFTRKEEAM ((R) .

(5) BB 76 R BUE BB MR RE RS T AEE S MR 1 A /K BT ARE, 24 A B 1 B4
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00, 1 FSH%R R FE AR & TR ES , BB, BR 2, TR 7 ) — A B
FES
1.2.2 BOMIRILERE F K
(1) FIFIAR () "84 A KT FREMIRALE R F (.
> mlat -alt/(r-1)
pas (1)
2

2 lu? =@ P/ (n 1)
Hep, 129 —a= Y @ -w)? Ha? HuWEEE; bl - oV B EPREA u 5aY eSS,
k=1

F =

=1

(2) ¥ FE5% BEMKF B B ERREHT IR, 5] F KR,
1.2.3  ZFpaEIH A R FEFRRI 5

YR F RIn g R, 3T & A E F N R R E — a2, RERBESAEEMMEIERE
WAL, AT SRR SR R 4 o
1.2.4 EAMEFEFHERG]

BT H W RS R A TE AR S M 3, SR S80S 2R 18 B IR IEZS 20 A , L ARE AR 00008 24 0 IE 25480
£, =R m BT s E A AR (2)

m 2
M) = oy el - (TB) ] G 12em i = 12,0 (2)
j= i

PR RSO R A SR A SR AR AR HE 22 SR T8 57 4 , R 2 DR TR 20 i SIS A S s R 3 I AT«

(1) AR 2 3 MU B R R AR AR B AR A AR HE Z 0, B HEAS 9B BUE w, , B AR TE
Z B BME o B RFRAEA X B35 73285 45 SR SIS R BE , RFE B R SRR R, 5 R 1A A= 2
PSS T 3R R B B R IR AS PRI K

(2) YB3 L H BE Y SRR AP SR AR SRR A AR v ZE I, TSR P RR @ AR AT SR A SF R
BRE—BERFEENERME S AR, R IRIEREA R R BAREZ Y (R BB —F B ) #
REFFRAEA R AE SR R o R4 BB IS AR DL A% Tt 2 W b 7 AT AR SR A AR 2R3

R LSE LA LR A R A LT QBRI X = (X, , X, - X}, HPER X, X, eX(i,j=1,2,-,n),
Xo A EFFRAEAR o LA ¢ R BUNAEAR X, , X5 Xo BIAEURSEEL, BRASK(3) -

D
_ J
‘7D, +D, 3)

Hep WgWER D, = [ X, - X, | ,D;= | X; - X, |

AR UIL G SE R ROVBRET:R = ( ¢;) . (isjel,2, .. ,n), BEMIERE C = c; ], AL SG
HRRER . @ FUAARRE A KTFEE, Ae[0,1],78 CH A BHERE = ( V), He, =AY =155 ¢, <A,
i =0, @ 4 A 120 BHIAELL, Y oV BRI BT LRI ETN 1 MRS, WA R %47 TR
NEE—PRSARE, R R1ZAT1%5 , AR SE L SR RAEFE R K5 1 IRBOTR , iR EIHT ML e R R . K
BEISHE, AR 2R A AU E Y . @AM & S RHER R, B e AS — I HRE L
BRI BRI S , R R A 1iE H R 75K, &5 #8575 MHEEF, 75 fl, 2R 4
5B REAEASAR R B

UG AR SRR AP IR O F1 R PRI A 5 B SR AR R A I R 4R 5 @ TR PRI
A 55 ARAB L ST WA (8 5 SR AR A A M I AT BE , s I 3 B2 B Rk LA 5K (4) 5 O ARSI I 3 JBE R/
HRERFRBIEA R ER
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N(A,B) = [V (Au) AB(u)TATL = (A (A(u) VB(u))] (4)

1.3 JFEfARN— R

SRS GO R D TR b 2 R FOREAS B A AR HE 22 I, 7T SR RS U B2 S5 MR 0 5 AR LR
PO R HEAT SRS GR G, Foh AT E T LU R 5 (H ] R L 2 AR IR B A 5 R At S R A A
WIS FEARSE ETE , T AS BBIR B0 ORI XU SE 0 B i o SR FIBERI H 5% U AR LRk 34T R R B A
S BRI ABIZ AT A R E R TR, DR I 53 79 o 38 A S R =R 3 J i 78 52 BRI A Hh & 3
.
2 HERHERMIFMEFERIRG G EET
2.1 HEERHEE 11 AR A 4G SR AP ORI 2R 2

ASCEF T BB B 32 VA K H 5 Brassica. campestris L. ssp. Chinensis (L. ), Brassica. oleracea L. var.
Capitata. , Brassica. nigra (L) Koch. , Brassic. Carinata A. Braun . , B.juncea L. Czern& Coss. 5 /M 1E % 38 )
11 AP IE] Z 3 4B FORE, SR AR 73 I 45 SR K B SRR, 18 P ARk 265 () 2 32 4 & 976 K H rp 58 BN
T8k, R B AR R B F B (SR 3 3L 58) o 4304 A I (o A 24 Bt Wkl B3 I 3
1, G—FhiEI 3 A 3 XD A se g 1, oA AR IR SCR ' B x AC,AC x B, AC x BC,AC x C 4 /Mfi[d]
FACH A B T B]I 2k 2% 3 ) FH (B0 SCRR , (LR BRAG K B RS- T 2380 7, iz 4 MNME 3 4
SRFVESEIR AT o B U = {uy,uy 05,0y ,Us , U, Uy, U, Uy, Ugg , gy | O 11 DFREIZRSC A G WY E 108, HAg 4
B BIRFERME HZ5 A (v0,) GERTEE(v,) KRR (v,) 3 DMEIRERR , HEREAREK 1 £ w, = (v,
vy,05)(1=1,2,-++,11)

F1 FREASFEMEEERES
Table 1 The compatibility index of interspecific cross

FERETE AC x AC AxAC AB x AC B x AC BC x AC CxAC
Compatibility item U, v, U, U, Us Us
25418 (% ) The rate of silique set 81.52 70.24 55.98 0 32.52 28.82
FEAFEEL Compatibility index 12.65 0.89 3.04 0 0.05 0
ZHEFEEL Fertilization index 13.03 4.63 3.42 0 1.46 0.02
SEMMETE ACxA AC x AB AC xB AC xBC ACxC
Compatibility item U; Us Uy Uso Uy

25 % (% ) The rate of silique set 71.15 44.65 0 0 0
SEFFEEL Compatibility index 13.34 0.16 0 0 0
ZHi+e %L Fertilization index 15.12 1.24 0 0 0

B = BB B TERB x 100% 5 SRR = MRh FRU BEMIERE0 SR = R TR BB LB Bk U F Sk > -

NP 3 SRR B4 BB 2 5, 0 B T 0 — e B, B AR BRI AR (S) #E T
A AR VORBUR B0, 1] K1) 2 79, 18 B3 — )5 E MRS ARSI T A0 F U 48R -

ug — min( u?)

u (i=1’2’...’n;j=1’2’...’m) (5)

v _max(u;)) —min(u;))

Ho u A — A fE; ug R o MREAR IS j AN RPRIIE s min (w) 56 j 46 6 5/ WL B 5 max
() 5 j MERR B ORIIIME
1.00 0.86 0.69 0.00 0.40 0.35 0.87 0.55 0.00 0.00 0.00
U=|0.95 0.07 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.0l 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.86 0.31 0.23 0.00 0.10 0.00 1.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00

XHA—IEI U S FAEXHEREE A (6) THABMAELIER B ¢ =0. 1,15 F AR R:
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r1.000

0.843 1.000

0.834 0.959 1.000

0.719 0.876 0.885 1.000

0.769 0.926 0.935 0.950 1.000
R=|0.754 0.911 0.920 0.965 0.985 1.000

0.968 0.837 0.828 0.713 0.763 0.748

0.783 0.940 0.949 0.936 0.982 0.971

0.719 0.876 0.885 1.000 0.950 0.965

0.719 0.876 0.885 1.000 0.950 0.965

L0.719 0.876 0.885 1.000 0.950 0.965

{1
v = i . .
1 —Ck;lxik_xjk| é’”;é]

%=
(6)

XFFR

1.000

0.777 1.000

0.713 0.936 1.000

0.713 0.936 1.000 1.000
0.713 0.936 1.000 1.000 1.000.

ZAHEL R =R - R R B S I , B FIBORISE G i BRAE ME A 3R(7)  HERIFIIG A BT, T e m]

PR, TG AN e 1 A RKE

r1.000

0.843 1.000

.843 0.959 1.000

.843 0.949 0.949 1.000

.843 0.949 0.949 0.965 1.000

.968 0.843 0.843 0.843 0.843 0.843
.843 0.949 0.949 1.000 0.965 0.965

.843 0.949 0.949 1.000 0.965 0.965
L0.843 0.949 0.949 1.000 0.965 0.965

S O O O O O O O

.843 0.949 0.949 0.965 0.985 1.000

.843 0.949 0.949 0.965 0.982 0.982

(7)

xR

1.000

0.843 1.000

0.843 0.965 1.000

0.843 0.965 1.000 1.000
0.843 0.965 1.000 1.000 1.000.

B X HERNNSE B R R S EE B2 11 NG FMEHT SRS, HRIFRWT 44K
REA(E L Eﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁ)ﬂﬂl Eﬂt,ﬁJ\ﬂ\JS%:{ul} ,§u2} ,{u3} ,{u4,u9,u10,u11} ,§u5} a%u6} ,{u7} ,§us}o Hr
{y yug w0y | AE A, X G ORI RAFE , IR I8 SCER PR, 3X 4 N A BAE #7430 M iRGE,

R GRRE - S Rt I N i) 473
FAHRARBHRENLZCHE. 2 A N 0.985 i, 11
MHEFRT K Auw b {w b tust fug,ug, 00,0, 1,
{us b, {ugt, {us,ust o o BCx AC,C x AC B A E
TR RABHE G HRMERL . 5\ 7 0.982 i,
HEFRO6 K {ut  {ut, {ust, {uy,uo,u,0,u,t, {us,
ug, ugl,{u, o ACxAB 5 ZRPHBHAFILERN
B2 X UHIZ =AM RMERSF . 2 A 25 0.968 A,
ACxAC,AC x A PG RNHEMUIE, MEHEGENS

%;{ul,uﬂ,{uz},{u3},{u4,u9,u10,u11},{uS,u(,,

A up u7 up us3 us Ug ug Uy U Uy un

1.000- —|- - - -
0985- —-|- -1 -
0982- —|- - - -
0.968- - -
0965- - - |- — -
0959- - -F - -
0949- — - |- - - -
0.843- - -

BT CH RS A AR SR A3 A AR TR
Fig. 1 The Fuzzy Clustering of B. napus self-cross and its

interspecific cross with allied genera
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ugf o M NH0.965 B, R EE ZRBNBRKMBE AL, MEIHEGRN 4 2 {u,uf , {uy, {usl, {u,,
Us, Ug, Ug Ug,Ujp,Up fo 52 200.959 BF, AxAC, AB x AC BN, FRIAEGER N 3 2. §u1 ,u7} ’ %uz,
u3} ) Uy Us, Ug, Ug Ug Ui, Upg o M A 00.949 B}, BEANKEHEARRNERME 7 25,2 1 7 0.843 B, iy
BRI — a2, ZHTEHHERME A XX S5 EERAEIERS 11 MG RAERBRRE
2.2 MEMIRRLRH F KK

AR &R A H G R AR — AR 2E, WARE] A E & KT F S, F RRgtitEitE AR
(1), A AR WK 2,

x2 TEAESHSEHFRRE
Table 2 F-test of every class under different \ level

R SH() v BHIBECr=1,n 1) Foos
Classification number Degrees of freedom

0.985 7 47.13** 6,4 21.97
0.982 6 173.80 ** 5,5 14.94
0.968 5 13.39** 4,6 12.03
0.965 4 24.44** 3,7 10.88
0.959 3 38.55*" 2,8 11.04
0.949 2 27.192** 1,9 13.81

P<0.01

2.3 BUAGFEMEFRR S

M2 1 F AT B EARR A AKFT, S HRIKEE BN BEAKT, B RS FEEE2E R B
HARERE ZNTMAME—, BRI F EKDRE TSI, B 1 M ERENGITEBEERAK
BVNHEBIRT J7:6 25 >7 2 >3 K >2 K >4 K >5, K1 AHERS T 6 KRHEHBUREE, W F
{ERRED A =0. 982 B, HBA I AN wy |, {un b, fug b, fug ug g0, 0 by {us,ug, ugh, {u, | o, BT
S AR R AR R , LSRR 8] & A 5k BRI 1) IR AR SR e 5, 2 2 M SR AT, FH AR 6 S BIFh R 4 5%
FEFEARE AR EN R BT | W L 2 A 2 o DR VB ) XU S 2% 43 S 3 o S ANk 3

®3 BEMELINREER
Table 3 The risk rank of every class

Clas;%jsjiftiﬁng fug g gty | fus,ug, us} fus} {u, } fuy ) {ug
IR 45 4% 3y fRRBE XL F E KUK [ 9204 =y =N
Risk rank Safety Low risk Middle risk High risk Higher risk Highest risk

2.4 ERWESERBEBIRS]

S BRI R G R K LR 11 NS XL SF R 7 IR 3 1 6 28, BUH—F HLIh S Fh
B SRR I AR R IR B XL SE AR A U, , 128 5015 B 16 FH PR SR A 249 D 8 g 8 BARSRME BTl 3 5 SR
BAWIE A 5 3 B3P RIZISEAPEFT SR WAR K SRR , (B AN T R S0 A 714A 25 53]
A AR I3 A R A 3SR I T B SR AR AR IR A S R R s, us, us, us, uy, 4
6 AMREAS T BINE Dy 22 4 ARRBE XU  F B IXURS: (T v XU s JBE IR VAR, v IXURS: 6 4 IXURS: S5 R B, X il
HIREAS U, AT R AR SE SR o
2.4.1 FFRBIEEA Uid%

ZIAB T 2007 ~2008 AL R A K2 B2 BE g S B2 R BT , REAFDREAMIR A, SCA BB A 1R
MEESE AR S KB AR 3 AR, B iR di R AL R AR TR B . XA S RA 0 HIFHE T
AKX, N 6m® , FEPLX HHES], EE 3 W, R AW MEE, BE UG . FFIER, %414 2432 100
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HAE , RIS B IS & G AL, BRI PR G5 A R SRR RO S 16 8. ki & 4.

F4 U, FEREERE
Table 4 Compatibility index of U,

HEHFR(ACXA) ELP RS FRAEEL ZHiERE
Rross combination Tthe rate of silique set Compatibility index Fertilization index
WE A x M 3K “ xiangai” A X “shibantanbaicai” ( Chinese cabbage) 76 11.29 13.72

W A x Jl 3 “ xiangai” A X “youbaicai” (Chinese cabbage) 66 9.92 11.15

R A x KU B/DEFR

“xiangai” A x “changshachixiaobaicai” ( Chinese cabbage) 42 6.36 8.34

B U Rk Iatns A3 (5) AT I3 — AL BRI R0 [E] & B 45 F 3R R AR RO A 16 50001 9 0. 75,
0.73, 0.73,
2.4.2  FFPGIEEA B R SF R

TEAS BT P, WCHE B LB S G RIS SRR AR SR AN SR AR R SR Ao 22, AR LA b 4 32 1) XU S5 R 1
Trik, AR AR AR S AR AR AR AR 2 , Tl SRR BE BT R AR AR XU S G RU51 , ol s A 1
56 LRI S AR W BE HEA TR R AR A XUB: S R A1, BRARBERA O 516 HE ARSI A ) A T 15

(1) U, 55— R APEIERG 3R 53145 6 /INREAS IR RS 5 0 B B 1o XURS: S5 R R P RE AR EA T AL LU d
HPREAS PR KB S 4,7 A PIAEAS s B S % B 58 U5 Uy, U BEAE LS, I WIBER 9 D, = | 0 -
0.75| =0.75,D,= [0.35-0.75 | =0.4

. . 0.4
MU C, =57570.3 =03

[F) B LA G S ST 5 — FE W 45 A SR AR LG 5 U AR B
r0.00 0.35 0.07 0.13 0.14 0.257
0.65 0.00 0.13 0.22 0.23 0.38
0.93 0.87 0.00 0.65 0.71 0.81
0.87 0.78 0.35 0.00 0.52 0.69
0.86 0.77 0.29 0.48 0.00 0.68
L0.75 0.62 0.19 0.31 0.32 0.00
(2) fA BUERE, A FINFRBLAR(R)

0 C;<A
= {1 Ci>A (®)
Xt CAF A BEERE (FRTRE, Had B ) , 7175 6 AR AR S5 M RA IR E R I F kR U, =1,0, =2,
U,=3,U,=4,U,=5,U, =6
(3) MUK HI %R 2 $8 AR R AFEEORNSH 3 $EAR G H8 BAAR UL SG LB , ¥ 3 F8Fn AR UG 5 HL I sk Al
75 6 M SF RN B RARRE P, HER IR 5, BERPEREM PSS IR F&/ME 61K U, 5 U,
PEASRAESE AR, A Rl 70 Ay o B XRS50 o
2.5 FEAMESFZRRIER A FE
FE DR R e i PR M FT R | 0 A 2 TR R A 3 3 IR =2 — , 2k PR T 0t e — T T ik R AL A 25 R
PR A B A SRR I BRI FE R 2 o BIHEA) 36 G 06 R MR L S RV R 780 , 19 2 IF 2% 2 K IR 9 0 T R ek 3
R, R A PR B XURSL B g o dE A Xo H A H R B3 5O 4 S AR Y 11 AN IE RO ARS8 B SR AR S
WA, N AC x C Ze38 2406 SR AR Ry , & AR B R 1 XU B3 K 5 HOROA AC x AC 28 25 R L3R 3, 7EAR 0
AT SE B, TR SRR AR X R B VR W S L) BB 30 G R A T S R v R A XU AR TR ), 336 0 2
TR Yty 37 A0 At 7 i R 2 3 T Y v M RR TS 5 23 AR S R AR ] PR A0 5 0 R 446 L S e R R SR UL FY

C(l) =
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P FIHEEEM A A EER ST L RIRHhSOR— SR A AL B Y , e 2 DR v SR 2 PR O XU RO F 9
R TP R R A 5 RO XL 19— B BT ST AV, L R T Dl 2k R KRS PP 1 48 Bt o B B R , BRI % PP
7 T %o At e 2 PRV 3k R O XU DA LA R 2T X

x5 UyH56 MRBRERHAFNEXHEUEEFT
Table 5 The analogy degree list between U, and six risk grade identify model

U, %ﬁ$ %*ﬂ*ﬁﬁl %ﬁ?‘éﬁ %%ﬁ)'ﬁl? }J\/J\@J?tﬁFl?
The rate of silique set Ccompatibility index Ffertilization index Comprehensive sequence In ascending order
Uy 6 5 5 16 6
Us 5 5 5 15 5
U, 1 3 4 8 3
v, 2 4 3 9 4
U, 4 1 1 6 1
U, 3 2 2 7 2
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