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Abstract

Lotus is an important aquatic crop in China, which has high ornamental, edible and medicinal val-
ue. As a new type of genetic marker, molecular markers have been successfully applied to lotus
classification, genetic diversity analysis, germplasm identification, construction of genetic map,
and the mapping of important traits. This article systematically reviewed the application of the
molecular markers in lotus research, and further discussed the potential prospects.
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1. 5|18

HE(Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn.)J& T ILJEHR B ¥ RN Nymphaeaceae) £ J& (Nelumbo), F&—Fh 2 442 /KA 4
Y. BE, SRR FAFEEPADN M WNE (Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn.)F13E M 35 3% (Nelumbo Iutea Willd.) .
VELERIE B ARAREE sk, EF SRR O R B a A, T EE AR E B D R 8
T EREY), VF2 CNSREIREE T 1 B3R SE A = v b o A Rl AR 1] (2] B 2R E, RS -
AL R 2R - ERERE T AT NG, AR I, A, IR RAE R, SEth FAE
et 2 AR IE P N R E R+ R4 1. SR R E EZ R K AELTARYD, X HB T F ZAE P R
K. BEKEE. ABEHME. BEFEMETM. IOk, BEE S T AEYS AR F R AT
KIE, IERBHRIFHRIRARN G TRV, GFERFEE. SEERRNMT, ERGIH AL 2N
(IR TE, SEEEDRZH 7 stk IS iR e, Y B R N 428 S DhRe i A& 7 Th, it — B A S (AR
KRB/ THLER Pst SR CR AR BOHT S P 85 B S5 530 1 B2 3R Bl

AR R BN (8] DNA 737K Rigi A 2 8RS bR id, IR ARNE N —Fh a5 g A brid
J7ik, BAREIE S EILEE . Z2AME . RUEEEE . Rl T B R SR LA . B 1974 45
— AR Fhric BRI B K B 2 A1 (Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism, RFELP)HHEL LISk, BE#EF#
DRI ZEL 00 e 152 R B G TR I S, Bk 2 (1) 73 AR ic T R ok, BFEREHLY 1 2 A5 1% (Random
Amplified Polymorphism, RAPD). ¥4 J Bt K J& £ &1 (Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism, AFLP)+
ST H 91 % & (Sequence-Related Amplified Polymorphism, SRAP). f&] ¥ 5 & /5 %1)(Simple Sequence
Repeat, SSR). HLi%ZH E £ A1 (Single Nucleotide Polymorphism, SNP)ZEA[FIZRA (17 Fhrid. & —f4
TARICH AR 2 1K, ARt RN R EORZRE T N E S HARMIE, AFEE—
FPELAR A 7 FARCBOR AT L& F TR — A5 00[3] [4]. HATZ UM 2> TARIC SN T30 2K i 24
PEOIHT SRS R L IR PR A s R B LR A S T T IR AR (R 1)

2. EWSEHR

MR BRI T HEY) -, BB AL, WHE R E AT KR, T
B T E O ATAEILSEIM[S]. AR B, RS OME B il DR 32 900E - G K [a) i A s A
B, O T EERGEMM I X RAEEAT R SRR 8 B TER R IR R AE S B, N
HEGRIR A — P IT A AN B8 BS EA . HILIR, BT AR R it K B AL, IS T
HEMRR. HAERMZRA “3 MR, 6 . 143, 38 87 MK RG, RIEMMHMELNE, T’
& BHIZ ROV IR BEREAT I 70 2610 (H i T i (B BB A AE, — SRS TR CAERS 5, by
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KARGWRE TRKKPR. EER, Tiridd T AZRHALIG . KEHBARRE RN, 2
N TRE S BT, FERE G AR R A EI I, 0 TR AR AEAE it 2 28 b BOAE IR A 1 0 H . TR
1 B S B g A 5% 2R SCSE IR B R 7 R B

Table 1. Comparison of different molecular marking techniques and the application in lotus

F 1. TRTFRRICHEARMLR R ZETRIN A

DNA

PR ESIME Rl EAME e WHGE A (EESR ok Bk
BEZREAN .0, . ‘
RAPD % WM Wi R AEE4 R A B o R LR
DNA fREC i 22 IR *
WEZHIEAN  SEME,
AFLP @ W HoW W AMEA W BT G R, WA
QTL SEfL4 EERE
M REPE ST »
e sl g Ammv 0 R R
. " . . e R TE N2 N
QTL EhsH i
WRERIIN s, TEHPCR IR
il PEREE o makmioss
DNA fZCEBL W, L
L S 71 S
i S -
QTL SE R4 # i ; " m
A

2 MAE ) o RGN R s T ESERISEN B . X MR ER S BAREEE, UERRR
AN TEARFIAE (Ol A 72 5 o v BEE ZHUE MR SR, FHETE, E0R CLERAL 0. SEINBOERREE ),
MOEETE, R R7]. W BRI RORFRE AT IRRG, (AL AR R, MR E. Hit
b SR S I B0 7 % R 43 D PR AL PRI R 3 P (1 ) /. Les 45[8] 1991 4 A 57 45 SR W
S JB IX A () H SR AR SE R rbeL 7 A RITRME R IE 99.9%. —4EJ5, #7550 NI AL . YLt ik oy
T SR G I 7 45 SR 3R I 1 S PR e R 2 = B R, A ELARS AT, AMAIEAR SRR RS . TRk
RS, At e VCHR LA S5 N S A D B G — AN AR, AR 10 N3 5 2 YR A 24 28 S50 R IKGIE
B 7 o ] S S R P S AT SR 4G S, SE A AR AR RGBS, 30D T 21 AL LUK,
I3 FARICEARME R B v [ SE AN SE N BB SRR R S E PSR 1] [12] [13]2RH RAPD 7 FAric K3
FINFE S rf ERE RIS AL S BONMIAL, 75 DNA /KT LR BRI B B R 1, DR S R S5 M
BEE Vg EE R A . AR, I LAERI ISSR. AFLP 469 F-FRic W 2 8% 52 R T 78 45 SR 1 22
WU AEAE B0 ()AL B B, 75 DNA KO b 22 55 2%, B e 15 0 S I 2 54 37 e 7 R I N2 [14] [15] [16]
[17]. FIH SSR 4rFhric /b ERIL. RESEMPBFAELZIRNELE KR, FE R EZE, RE
SEMS T SN T E 18] Huang 25 [ 191 FH 52 (R 41 500 3 B ARG [ . 2 [ S A S B S b AT 4= JE (R
FERAT, RIFEMFE ML TR EE, REE. b, MM BRKZEEE I NEMNFEEN—
ARG BE,  SCRESE B A — AT B X — W R

FEAE R E A IS AR T s . Rt KN Tk, FeIRARES B 1 SR ISR ERE R R o =
R IRE ., FEEMFRER20]. ERAREMWENE, BRI ANTERE, HEMERNERE, ML
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AMIERAGEL, WA /DRI BHEMELE, £ (L 0FE 221 3% DURER Oy 1 AR H 1,
oy —fRUR . SR, QWi RIE . AR AR (22]. R R E R AR AR, DORIUIE R
W HRRZE N B H D, SO R 22 KR, BOHDIE, JTAED, MARELEDR. RAIA R 2 745
LRI REBE ISR 0 45 R 5L i b 222 70 AR A — 5. FLAE 2004 4, FRRPESE[11] [12] [13]
K RAPD 73 FARICHHE B BHE /> NAETE . FHENRE = KR, =& 2 A ERI RS L. 2
Je R B AR S 5 T B UREAT 0 B A DL AR SRR SRR, BT N =R, LA
& AN [ A% 7 SR B ARSI T oK, 9B AR SRR — D T AR AR B8 1 BB AR AL . IR E R
3K N o ER S BEAT SRR RO R 2, UESE T ZE 0 KRG A B, R, B TCIER = A
HERIRAL R AREAT THL M, SR s AP I B IR0 1 BB BB LA . BEBISE[2318 ] SRAP fRid
FHEBIRSEE, BIRENE =R IR AR . P8 T s L R B, A T B A
AL . Hu S5 1618 A1 AFLP Al SSR PR 7> 1 bric xR EHE SRR HEAT )70, R W] =R 2
A)AFAE W 5 B 22 57 o A B 00 T AR A AT RS 1) 3 ST U2 Xt A Gt el 2557 70 SR TT VR — M RAh 78 A
BAIE .

FEP EBE ARSI T, 5KAT F AR (PR ATEED) — 3 iR e SR e HAi R
PR SRR [24], Ay R 3 B RAE S I X (N [ L B EEAN o R LX), AR B SR AV,
T 2 2 HPIRAE A, A RS TR, R AGE ARG W R MEE RN, —RTEENA G
TR AR, HZEPAENA RN, AFAERERZR T, ARE0, WA, T
25 RIS AV B K B A R M ARHIRIY], 2B R R, MR 2RI A, BT
ROAERKAY. 2007 4, FILRSE[25 0K AR G5 GRS B2 UCER A AR R AR At X F) B AR S I
RN, N ZERRRRE, ARTRLH XA ERE G, Al T SRR 12 26 7y
RN =R A R WA RG22 5, A 5 SR 1A 1) BEE SE 2R B B
AL PR R FE] o 0 T P DX P B S A A AE B B 2 5, VOB ROZJE T AR S [26]. Yang 55
[18]HIH SSR 73 F-Fric i 28 [ A [ AL B A 8 A% AR MERO BT USR B, P fE R84 AR R Y
Z25t, R EARACE T OGIRAT R, 2R E B O . 2 SO R A SR R R 1 T A A
AR, UHEIR A ST RIE R A B . FET UL EIEE, RSER > iR R R R AR
R =M RS B U

3. FhERBIERIIRIE SRR

T8 A% 22 BEPE /N R RSB R 7=, 845 A0 S5 (1 =F 5 AR B S B 1 A2 ) o B 558 A8 A Py i
g ST, [FI AL B R A A SE R AT 0 . DNA 20 TARICHIE F T LA SZ IR . A4 R IR PR ),
BN TKCF B3R R FRE S A 2 M2 &M BT IRAN R, SERHER A2 3] T ™ E L,
DA E VA S8 A% 22 AR V7K BR3P S A TR DR o EL . AR A S, RAPD 43 Fhric 18 A o
NIz FREFESE[1T]HE 2004 4R RAPD AN Fri UK 32 403 Sl EAT 8% Z AR M 1010 40 i,
SEREORIEY IR 207 4 P AEE 2 8717 193 4%, BN 93.23%, X — 45 BRI IZE YT
WEBAFE L 2 ek, JF BAAE B8 0. 25, AR SO0 B AR SR T I o b R R 2R 4T
T 2EMO, ZTELR TS G058 56.03%H1 57.45%, #1485 3% W1 BT A5 % AT 5 4 3R R 2 AT =R
B IR ZREPE[12] [13] HE AR EE[27]1E 2006 FF|H RAPD Fric 45 ARk [ 4% E AN [F X (1) 22 MEF
G b BT AR PP AT AR Z R T, SR BORIE ) 109 2% DNA feguar S 2 &M B
83 %, (HEHN 76.1%. W B LG 5 Bk A7 4= & AL 2 AR, H 5 ) 38 4% R 28 5 i RS 1
X ({122 5 2 B HAFEAE EE K E . 25, An 2528 F]F RAPD A% Sk E IR E 18 MAFEIE 431 94 43
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AH

HEM RHEAT PRI AL SR A0 AT, S5 IR EOR ZALAE 67.15%, WEBERAEE MG 2. (Hi T
RAPD HiARA G HIRME, WrRARS. EEMEERARENMAS TS T4, H RAPD BiARWY
R KRR R M, 3L DNA 8 440, DNA BBIREZ AR &, PCR 7GR KL, FAR &S,
PR 1) LA AN

AFLP. ISSR. SSR. SRAP %54y FAric i) vZ (I FH BE B L Z FEE PR . B R SE[29]F)
Jil RAPD Al ISSR P A 43 FFric % K FH BB IRITHL X (1) 47 43 BFAEE (R 1 % 22 38 v (37 X AR 7 473 B9 2 5
J [ HA A8 () 27 AR AT AL Z REPE T, 45 SR R RAPD £ A1EAL i, BPAE R 2 0 s L
1511(50.44%) FHIAT 057 e R K (1.1992) 1K T B35 34 (1 (53.98%, 1.2875), H ISSR Aric i A [FFF ) 245 5L,
Vi B B A SE R A8 AL 2 AR VEAR T RS, %A 700 B e VT Hh X 5 AR S A% 2 B REAT T AT
WIBIR T 7 HL A8 S (R B0 A5 A, A SRR T 3th X 2 5 W5 Y R 384 2 RE VR ARG 4R 4L T B B (Bl
WA T X R AT 0 7 S SR R AT A B X R ORY, Han S5 [307 %8 ] 4w by DCAS [R1980 71 7D B9 A= 5
1T 7 AL ZREME I3 HT, R ISSR 43 FARic T 1 6 ANFRBEIR] K AR RE PN S s A2 57, RIUFIKE L
SR RAREN AN, 280 N 90%, MEHARBE MUK, 285 G 35.8%, Ktk
Pt R b ORAP Rz AE YA B e et AR AR S A AR P b R S 48 Tt S AT B B R R AR B o Pan S5[3 1]
FER I 23 A EST-SSR AR1C 6} 39 AN B FE R 3 i Bl s 10 AP AR S bl B2 1 AN SE 1 B E AT 18 A% 2 AR
OINT, 5 SR AR Y R A 3 T ot B AN () A R 3 P (R3S A AE AN R RR B st AL k. KR
ZE[32]FH 8 A~ ISSR 3 FHRIC /AT T 39 43 i P FRIE A% 22 A 1k, 7E 9305 HE 1Y) 89 Sk R & 24871 55 %%,
ZATELER N 61.8%, I Hdid 1 A5 AR L) R EOAN RS 43 r v] DL I B85 5 Fh 8 42 X 42 F % . Liu 5[33]1E
2012 SR FF A 11 % SSR 5147050 5k [ S48 b i) 71 S S FPdhAT 7R 200, R ERERAFE
s fe Z R0, JEXENRISRE R RIAT TV 0. 45 ATk, ERAFEENBEZ M. »Fid
FARANE NI SR AL Z ARV R — N BT B, 6 3 B R AR R IR B B R, DME A
(R IEAT S BE IR I ORAF AR o

4. DNA I8 FiE@EMmEMEE

—HUSK, XHESFE SR BRI ASRE, e, fet, 1A, e e, tha. HEE
MESS . SRR, FREA T EORAT IR R [34]. AR 1K 2 BB SR Z AR F P2 X AR R, [
IIRZS &y B E ) S 44, B[] 44 e ) 55 1)

DNA FRZU K1 245 DNA FE i FREE 7 FARICBOR A B s H HAT 7€ DNA v BUREFR[35]. FR4L
BIEANARE VS 28MFEE B G2 mBON T E, FMUNRMTELL, Bk “HRatEig” .
DNA F8 S0 BT 258 5 b P o 1) AR 22—, 1R AT gl ol S5 ) A 5 e P it F B R 4R .

MR ERFERIKARSE, HoAm) 2 B mAROC, BB SR AN B0, s T A e v
B 5 4 s T BRI AG PR X 3 T B e 2R P R K AR G 4 K R B R LIRS
TR, 8 K ZHOEEHIRZ A= X RIS, % e R A7 AE— E R 3. DNA $84(
IINTHER BEUE AR X — SR, ol [0 (0 308 A 22 S USRI EE R . SR AE 195536k RAPD AR i
2T 14 AN FERE ST DNA faguBn, JFiid sSeiGiir 1 iz En B i A SR A FORE R DNA 18
Sl 2R L RAERHT A B AR L T TR . 2EEEEBT7IRIH 6 XTEEZH SSR FRidf
FI| 10 NFEE SLFPI SSR FREUEITE . 10 ANFE5%E A A1) SSR FRAC S BAHIF], AT LA 35 SR (s 2
i, R SRS B AR . BE) DNA fRSURRE g Ih 4], IR RAPD 43 FARic 5 ix £
MESLMEAT T G ZREPER 0T [38] . B AR TSR 39 R R ML AL Tl A (nSSR)MI BE FR 8% 1) -S4k T
B (cpSSRPIFbRICAHLS &, FIH 72 ANSEMFI BT 2 FARid, Mk iy R G 28T

DOI: 10.12677/br.2020.94035 288 JERZIEERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2020.94035

KWz 5

SIS TE A, M T DNA fRSUEEHE . Al — D5 HROE B4R E 5 DNA 880 & S &1
NSRRI S E bR E, DR RIS A S € B2 T — DT RIS H ARG . 2017 48, (I AREKFEHE TR
FZAYE InDel 70 FARICERE] T 15 AERE S P HIIRSUEIE, B0 F % 7RSI FE40]. I,
ST AR 22 B i S W T A SSR FRic s 17 9 ANREFER i M 1A% 2 BEVE, IR T DNA 4
P, DR R i M VGIE SO A A 28 SR BB 541, TS [42] M It hRid SSR 45 & B4
B RTKBORRT 72 ANANTFI SR (3 i AT A 2 BRI 0, A T HRSURINE . A B SR A i
SEJTiE, DNA 20 T AL BRI AL — e R B 3T 138 A% 70 A (O HER P S i P 1 10 e KIS
FFIES DNA $REUPNE 45 G A1 9k b Rl 48 5E IR, A7 B g ok B AT wh Fh 20 288 B RS R0 5 42 B 424 532400
SRR, T RVE R AR SR L B SRR L R R R S BT LR S (H H TSR SR
FITisl B B0 0 db A H SR LU, AR 3 TR R AT, TR (0 S BRI AN, NI
FEH o BEE SR ERFERGE, THE A, ZRMFPHEARMBIRE, RS FiRidEe
L, B i AR St AR A R S I N

5. HFREEERE

4% 11 (genetic linkage map) XRRYe R S B K], 2 DLS B 128 TR 5% 4 B a3k 5 28 st
FERRiC AR, PARMOL S A B R N B I R o 3 AL BV E NI R BN R —, RFER
SR FRIBCE MR AL AL QTL @A ISR, At 2 /EVIst e B R, B MR e 5w S mh AL i S 2 T
Bz —[43] [44]. 2012 S [ERME R s ) 5 56 [ AR 08 107K 22 B A o I G VR AT < [ A
BERH R 7 A, HALFERIAK/NZ) 804 Mb, SERL T 26685 ANFEH MR TAE, Ju kel T “HhE
PARE” IR ERE[45]. [RIGE,  Fp TR S () A SR DR A P S, SR N KN 792 Mb, i
T HE[R] 40348 /M[46]. 2018 4F, FIFH i 73 A 118 4% &35 A1 Bio Nano & [RIZH AR HE— 0 5638 1 IX P/ M2k
RIZH 1% [47]. FEAEEEAT I, Yang 55 A [48]2 56 A rf B A ARG A SE PN B RE 2 A0 1) F1 AR S R, BE A
1 SSR ARic Al SRAP FRic 73 MK EE T 1 ik HH 1 vy S R S I S8 PR s A% T B L, o ST 322 11 3 £ [
WAL 7 MEBHE, 47 MRid, 2K 365.67 cM: SEMBUEREE B E 11 MEBTEE, 177 Mrid,
4K 52451 cM. FHJ5, Zhang Z5[49]18F LRI H RAD I FHRMCEEAHEAT N2, M T ke 9
ANEBRE, 562 /> RAD Aric 1 156 /> SSR Aric S IESE], 4K 543.4 Mb. Bistf& 81 K 1 2 A
A B AR ZVEIRI QTL 8 07 B Mg 308 2 R 424 B 1 BV il () ) %o B8 vy o a8t A T 1) 2| 2
AHRERBERMEERE S VI TR N7 5 4 3 D 27 S5 P BRI AN W A e, gk T st A%
I i) TAR R R 22016 A2 iU T B3 B 20 0 R - 56132 1 SAISEE 9 5258 1) F2 AA0 B,
SEE AR AP B AR M 3 T — 5K 8 AMIEBURF M R4 I, B A 891 ANy Fhrid, &K
556 cM, “FEJBALIEIEESN 0.74 M [50] BRIEAE[S1]LASE YN B AT I BRI i Fh “ B R 7 A8 3RAS 1Y)
F1 ACEHA AT TR R, R EST-SSR FRic 1 SSR bric lIh i 1 HE i A5 1 B I 1%, 0 8 /M AT,
88 > SSR A, 7 aiSEFIA 420.7 cM, “FHIBHEEIFEN 4.8 cM. ZEFR[52] AR BNE “ (657 R 8
ME KL B EAR F2 S B R AONVE R, R A R A N B SRAG TZEEA SNP FRid,
P T R EB NS, NS o MBELESEE, 862 /N bin, 22728 4~ SNP, 4K 706.31 cM.
30 A% PG A AR WAL TR B, AR AEE TR ARG /D L B RS IR, 5T R E 2 140 T8I
BEE Rl R AR R R, HRIFRKESEER. 2800 TR T m R 5 B i) s 45 E 41
IRt AR A, R HE ST 7 7 T8 45 1 P s e U R

6. REMREMR D TFHRiCHENEFEH
VERA S AEEMR SR, WA, B, B8 SETRAM TSNS, KR SRS
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HErR, Z2ERER .. IO s R SR, SEERRAEYE, WIXER ZREET QTL
SERLLARAT S5 H AR IR B ELEB B AL hrid, XEREERZMARIER . o Thric s A E
B

o ERFE B A I Yang FE[53]ALE 2014 FFIEHE 210 NEF OB FORE, X HIFAEAH R A
R TEMgs. e EIARNRRSLAEJART () 34T T IE SR AE I, FERA 11 4~ AFLP bric. 24 4
SRAP FRic Al 38 > SSR ARicxt H AR AR AT I 73 A o 285 SRS 31 548 €0 8 25 A R I bRad 13 M1,
EICIEREHUE ORI 7 FARIE 14 A S35 G 4 FAnid 3 Ay ST ede Sl [a) 5 2 0 Ek
PITFhric 7 A XL FHRICHIRICETE G, TR, R0 B 2R 2R IR ks 41 e A it 7i i
ity HEWBIRSE . B R RER AN FHORTT K 7RG SNP 73 FFric, i m % B i AL E 81 18
i, TR QTL fEn, FEAI S 9 AN S5AEHIAHIC) QTLs, X K47 DhRe o fr i & ik 3 =4~ 5
FEAE AR P28 A0 00 1 2 AR BRI [52] 0 12 [ N B O SEE AV AT I QTL W9, At — PR mEde
W72 B ARALE] R T KAEHE R WA e At BB ES B R . S R R R A G MR, B
FUBAEE[S4]LA/NRAL Gl “HaBHm R RORAR AL SR« i-357 A58 13 30 F1 AU MO E BIRER, FIH
SSR F InDel 73 FFric #4581 far AR AL 2B I3, LA 2 14 S S5HRALAEOCHT QTLs A5, AJF &k
RUREAL T ST B E [ R AT BE Al 2 JERA (55| DAAE R ZE o KINAEE “ &K I3 “ e e ” R
S F2 AR MR AR IR, R 4 2 DR AH 3000 P (9 77259 K SNP 73 FAmac JE e st ast A 2 81 1], 185 QTL
SERLR] T — A SAEIEEC R B ) S & QTL A7 a5, S &0t 1 35 Mg SR AT 3 A E BRIk LA .
XAyt — 3P AT FEAC AL AR 5 25 R I D RE 20 JAE o5 0 FARIC O TF R BE5E 1 26Al, A B T8 1e
PR R 7 FAnic 4 Bk E M.

TR Box 3 B L 15 A MR 8t A% o 67 O 98 120 A PR, DRtk 3 R 2R I st A R L) H T A
TERE, XAEARRAESE LREAG T B AL g R PudE R g . HAl, R E RS EF M FZEF M.
XA E P T T Rl R AR R I E SR G R, EF IV 2 B E R ZMREL e DRSS, It
Gb, IREE. FEREEAE, FERASIAE BAESE R 2 R W= A E M, 52t Ak i) 2 AL 1% 438 1 FRAIS
TR . HTER V2 R ZMRE RN 2%, ok BB MR et B N, S 30E PR AL,
JHHIK[56] . 18 VI 75 ZHF A1) 73 B PR . Hodr 4y 7 Fric 4 BiE £ (Molecular Marker Assisted Selection,
MAS) A QTL fE B A1 P 2 A Ay Bt , B2 A DNA K BT, il i 8 A& b ik H br i PR 2R AT ) 4208 5%
MAS SZHEEFEM /N HAEE 2 70 A 2, BeAE — @R E LiaMER B IIAZ, Db B T/ENT
YIRS T R AN, KRG M, 1 R A& B RIIR R

7. BEERE

WERE TR DA R, BYIRAL RS @REEINEEIT . AKEKE. mh%e
KB METTH V. W& T AV RARAW R RE, BERAZ 7K, RN SRR A
W FEB AL ERE M R SR S 8 5IRAT . E RGN s Z R AT 8 B R 42
S ThREIRUESE, XT3 P A Fe A BRI R S

AR, BEEMFHEA PR K R, ETEERAFIIR T RKER S Fhaid, NEAEY) RS
€ | EHE IR AN [45] [46] [47] [48]0 H HIERRE S 1 bric s A o778 1) 3 2 0] RR B2 HH R i an
(1) /5 DNA F5 40 4 AR AR 2 it P4 5 J7 T M. FH - DNA 48 SR i it MoF o (1) B8 AR B 22—,
X S R RS I 4 v B ST M . SR, H RTESR SUEIE AR R KD, SERR R E SRR K.
DRI, B2 AZ N BEAT AN [R]3% i Fl DNA FRACEIE R 23, #F—2P 3% DNA FREUEIEZE . [FIIn I
HH, $EmanMh e PHEEE . U R R PO SR A T AR GBI K, a0 SSR. SNP 4%, A E 4
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