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Abstract

is also an important raw material for food, feed and chemical raw materials. Therefore, it is of great significance to use molecular marker-assis-

The planting area and output of corn both surpass that of rice and wheat and become the largest food crop. At the same time, corn

ted selection technology ( MAS) in combination with conventional breeding to obtain high-yield, high-quality, and highly resistant corn varie-
ties. This article outlined the commonly used molecular marker technology and the application of MAS in corn disease resistance and insect re-
sistance breeding. At the same time, it clarified the limitations of MAS and looked forward to the future development prospects and advantages

of MAS.
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7/ R AN SN TN VSR = W S e D3 E P i o
IR AR A R B S  HF FR N  EOK 3277 X
Mk 2k PN A T R BR, S50l K P i sz 4, IR e
VI T BTtk si s e R BB TR B A i, YAk E ok
BRS LA IE R 0 E A AT B R R B ATt
TERER AL R P RR /D BRI AR [ B, Jeikih i i Fh
Ko TRk B (molecular marker-assisted selection,
MAS) ¥ o FAric e R SIEGE RS G, 5% AE Fio t
HA R 5 RS0 8, v Y &4 & 47 ik
B ORI T EMAEIR . BEE E NN AR IC R W &
JE 5N, AR BB B A T 3R B S8 ) L D
B ML RMIIRR G R E Bk ET MR
1 DNA 5> FHrigMFh2EMEE =

DNA 7 Fhric & 40 F K OF st % 22 7 0 B3 R
DNA 43 FHRIE R 7 2 22 BAE AT 40 Rk 45—
ZIELL DNA- DNA 73 7438 R0 BYHOR , A [ (9 A= 4
DNA e BR i 4 9 DU 43 R K BEAS W] 9 DNA 53 )
B DR B EE A BRI R, XESTFRRidE
AR B WA A 52 3R 85 5w S5 o5 AR AR e 2
RFLP™ (4 “ L3 PCR {94 FARIC, XK FhRic H
ARV AR AE TS (A S . # PCR FRid 2k
TR BEHLE 4 (RAPD 1 ISSR) Fl4s 551 4 (SSR .SCAR
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STS) , Hrt RAPD 1 SSR J& N A iZ 5 Fhrid. 5=
ZEDLRR ) PE il U A1 PCR 2 R AHZS & o 5Lk, T T4
AFLP 55 P0 2 LU A TP IR AN [R) R U0 LRl (SNPs) . H AT,
DNA 8 2 bR G —F 32 A58 F-Be, EUHAT 3 = 1 B
AREARZK

1.1 SCAR #F#RiE  SCAR 4> FFricJ& i RAPD fil RFLP
HARZEF ML —MhR e FB o @ atixX 2 B AR 07 J5 8
JFS I B AR DNA 1 22285 i B, B S X5 52 ) B 1 19 i
JF AR P25 R BT A [R5 RAPD Fil RFLP 3734 7 Be iy
19, — Mg WA E Sy 18 ~ 24 bp, X A5 W) I & A IR 5
RAPD #il RFLP (454 Fr B, SR 5 P79 3. B RAPD #x
ICHEIEI SCAR FRil, iZbric 2t Wik, I MY 14 A BE A
JC. i RFLP 468 SCAR FRicd , izbmic 24t it , RN R
BER/NZBE, BE S TAEYFHAR AW L R, — 2
AFLP F1 SSR #ric#B L & B4k 24 SCAR #Rid, SCAR #r
CHRE S QBT S 1R, A FHEE P 5IE 2 @ B i,
ToIk KA a6 F A6 T s OFORRAE , Bl 5 ; @REGE TR
S0 81 sl B 2 a0 N E I W N I O ER = I P s s e N
I SCAR FRICH LA L L st A A Z i i 32 25 58 Fl1 MAS 7
TR R3S, DU A SE R ARG &M o7 1 o [ T R 4 L
YEH

1.2 SSR #F#rid  SSRJEHET PCR HARMEE M0 Fhn
g, 42 BT w2 05 FAmicEoR B — Mo il LB R
Xof Sy i A Sy 2 U AT SR A 91 A R B R A A5 A
A HARTE i WO B XU R A . PR AT IR
J¥ 9 H A2 KB A R BN 9 B AR [l i e AR ) 22 A v 22
S, HZEMS R, UL A2 N TR, SSRA
PR JLAMES : OSSR dric s IE W 2, i TAED £
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2 BLE TR EE R KRB R F A L6 A 11

FEH 2 ; @SSR Fric At BAEPRIC ; 4R E ] 205 (3, FaE 1k
RT3 s @A R L R A A7 5 % . {H SSR ARICTT & A6 45
FUHIE A T LR DNA (F80(5 8 A T H AR Z
P, B B AR RCT- HA . Bi%E SSR Aric H AR 1) 1 2% st
B R BRI 58 38 B RO A AW &, o T s el
BrEfm e T — AR B T, I N QTL K40
R,

1.3 SNP#ri2  SNP 502N R—A T.C 3 G
RS TS 2 (4 DNA JF 9 B BCAE . 5654 TARCHILL,
SNP fEFEHA A oA it ey ARFRMEE AR
Sf i, HHAG T BB DNA F B B Asfemi A4k .
IR SNP $ R R DAGER Rk A IERT, N CAPS frid
1 AS-PCR #ric. HAT SNP F K437 5 3 2 2 B
% DNA it o SNP Horp— ik 5 ik 2 B T vk, 30
HAT 1K 100% , e A L8 A SNP AG I ) 2 3 07 1 22—
3 —FfiE DNA IS R, AR R PO s SRR i 4 (L
SNP Hi AR & 331 5 M 2% 38 W M M, TR Il As e vy, Ao
BB 2 17, SNP AR =R 3c H AR
TP T YA A ERAS N RTRRE

2 MAS EEXPfmE LAY H

21 MASERASHKLEMMA Rk, R 3 3 F
R E TR G SR R A R, B R, MO R
( Puccinia polysora Underw ) J&F ) E B W FE . 1208 FE LU
RS H S B —F S EERE, FERERMET
et 1891 4F % B W & AT AE T EEHE R R ( Trip-
sacum L) [T 1972 AEAEWERIE KT KI5 950 ,
AR REEFIE S AR LR, 1200 B R R B B R RA TR &,
HZ & THMEEHIX, 3 W F K m g o B, 7
A TFERICHARIE B PO PR R IR o iR
Z—.

MR Y AR AR R R X 10 ANE T Bk f A &
TTT FRMEFFERPIELE R RAGT 319 X 5 50
FKIUCAFDL, 178 JyHhdr, i HAL B 58 RIERF T HW. k&
FAEIRE 1T Gy TR E A RHEAT T E KM TP E
Hfy 8 45 A R M T PR BN S i, s E s O
R QA AP AT A WF SR B8 T A RL LRk, 22400
41190 52008 12009 4E43 5% 1218 4y K 32 RHAT T A
TEME IS mbitE %, Hrh @it b b3 & b b
17.98% , FAYH 32 BUAS [ A2 B g . okt R e o el
35 319 MZBR A3 RFLE e sc A, il i [l 52 &+, 15
| BB PR T B RGO TR IR . WRAREE S MY 319 55
JE Rl 340 FE 92 A BRI, il 2T SSR &5 A 1Rt
XT3 K 2R B Rpp9-2 /e 7E 10 S LA fk |-,
H5#riE phill8 1 phiO4l %53 81, b J5 Stk — 25 %) Fo it
FTRERE, UEBL 3 AR b 5L S8 SSR A
0o CAIBTAE " LU KT [ 58 & P178 Ui 1 &2 & G4l
F R BC2FS BEAAR R}, X gSCR10.01 #E4 785 41 2 17, i
LD 3 THRiC UMC1380 Fil C(10)3595071 2 il , AR ic ] Y

YHiER A 1.34 Mb,

2.2 MAS HEEKKBIREAIMA  FARABEHR R T K
VBl B PR R T 2 — , e R R RO BE ™ B £ 7 [ Ewserohi-
lum turcicum( Pass. ) Leonard et Suggs |{5-4L T K5 | ) —Fh ik
FFERLEAE RO 1876 AF 1% 18 R K BLLL
S, TG G 2 A L 1899 4 Tk [ IR AE A b & BLiZ
F T, E CARE B A BN 0,1,2,3,N,
12,13,1N,23,2N,3N, 12N, 123N, 123, 23N fi1 13N 3 16 4~
TR LEFR/NFR  ph TR REN A BN 6728 S DR Ik i
Ay FhRiCH Bh BT TR KBERHUR AR BEA T 08 2 , LA R
BB KBERHUR SRS %

PN AR 25 20 3 gk N T R OR B 10 07 35, 7 2 AR X

185 13 T ok [ 38 RABER AT IS , B e 1 R 16 43 b4
K EAZER Y6 F1 J1577 Al LIRASE i fh . Ao xf [
P 434 4y TR A TR BEIR LIRS 2 , 4 s B R b i
Flrely 73.7% , A T RBERR PG o PP OL T BRI R R, A
A5 7E 2013 1 2014 4R 145 2 451 i A T30 K B
R AL 60 £y B FORFD A TR S A5 R R A
28 (bR B S, Fm Gt ot — 4 g, U Y B R
JREALFESMET, Fihok ™ RIS HG Foik L N E i
SCAR #5itt 5C-509656 F15 HIN friEHL R %8 SCAR Frid
SC-S13314 X 100 i EvE Dt T2 5 , 55 504 20 pt bk
P H SLE 10 YRR HIN JE, B S5 3E RS 07
TR R, FBHEAE LB LI xMol7 g S A g iy
£355 239 £y RIL 44, FIH 103 4> SSR FRic vt AT K Bt
PO R, il ad CIM A & 7 g A I 31 2 5 e o kA7 3 A4
QTL, 4353 5471 bnlgl520 . umc1635 Fil bnlgl25 %% % 41, 8
SYARA 24 QTL, 0 H 55D umel327 Fl bnlg2235 4%
AT, HESRAE L) P78 Al G4l Jy s A K g BCSF2 B
{4, FIFH KASP bRic %t KBERHEAT QTL 07, 45076 1.2.8.9
X 4 ZYe Ak B 6 4 QTL, TRk Ny 4% ~23% , H AT
£ 2 ANATRGE LR QTL, % ™ #2kE 3 4> DH A, FI A
Bin ARic %t KBBR AT QTL 207, £ DH1 A, 76 5 518
YA RS 2 A4S QTL, W fif R AR 55k 12.88% ~
14.97% ; 7¢ DH2 BEURH, 76 1.2.5.9 Sy ik LG 5] 4
A~ QTL, W] i B R RAE 500 8.319% ~ 16.56% ; £ DH3 {4
FE 150 2 S et firp UGN E) 2 4 QTL, nf fift B & AR 5
9 15.34% ~ 18.49%
23 MASTEEXR/MNFEMBEA E K/ (Southern
corn leaf blight,SCLB) J& th 7 T oK 37 [X (1 H B 5 2 —,
S H 2 N 28K G 76 R BT ( Helminthosporium maydis Nisi
kado) 5 [ 2 —Fh BB MRS , HRTE GE 0.T.C.S X 4 4
JINFEETO T R/ INBRE R T K i R ER D DA L A T
SFFRCE BN E R M QTL iR BA EEE L,

Fh2F bk 0o 20 A F oK T SR T EFT I 1, 158 2
Fr L INBERG R, R B IR/ INBER AU B R SR B A O
TR R IPUR A AR T14 FUE F A 5 TI8 A I
F, BEA/INBEREAT QTL 207, 45 57 4 51 6 St fhk |-
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HENF] 5 DU QTL, fia ol TR =FE R &
K H A% PTO1 . PTO2 PTO3 . PTO4 238 35 Ak R}, it B 228
Bk 4 22 F, #E4, FIH SSR pRic Xl /NEER iE 4T QTL @i, 45
RAE2.4.6.7 5 4 FRYL i T ATINE] 6 > B A7 1 AR BE 4K
QTL, 5Tk 3N 8.39% ~53.7% ;4% 2.4 .6 5 3 Sy (A ik ki
| 5 AMRBEEL QTL, TTHk KA 7.6% ~45.2% ™, Brs™ A
T8 H1 T33 ASEABL B 2234 &, R SSR Frici i %) 200
B F, A THT/NEERG QTL 22 057, 754 B - T FRAS )
F| 44~ QTL, STER Ny 8.95% ~ 11.32% ; TE A AR BE 1] ALAG
) 74 QTL, 5% Hy 4.86% ~ 15.93% ,
24 MASEZEBmERIRA  TOKRZEH X FRE R, &
P A B AR A DX A T ) — b AR R T e E R R
AR R, T T K 25 R B A A T T
MAS S5 7 Hi2E I TR Sh R AR 4 1F
EREEDT 0 1550 4y T SR BT 2R R LTS
b H %, 8 T6 i A RUEEN AL R, BT
AR 2013—2016 4EXT 1 213 45 KRl kAT £ I Hi e
Y A5 207 (PSRN I, o5 SN 17.1%, RIER
AOVR N TR 7 200 287 5y £ oK A 38 R AT £ I8
Prrks e, 45 R BA PR A R 171 6y, o5 B
60%. Pe 2 FIFI 1 AC % B8O M 33-16 [ F, : 3 K&, il
2t 95/~ RFLP i1 10 4~ RAPD #5ic #4) € iy st % i BT 2 for
T S AHURAHA LY QTL, 735167 T 1.3 .4.5.10 54
ik o TR 1145 F1 Y331 N SEARHE B 2e e 4 4, FL A
RAPD i AK 2 JE 0 P HEIE A Rpil EfiAEss 4 Yook |-,
5 OPZ191500 B2 50, Yang 25" FIFH 1145 F1 Y331 R3¢
A R FLSACREA F, F1 BCIFL, FI ] SSR Hi RFLP ARic ¥4
P RFGL E A7 2] mme0241 F1 bnl3.03 22 i), 35t 14 15 55 43 9l
3.0 F12.0 cM, Yang 25 D) 1145 F1 Y331 a4, il &
BCOF1 Fl BCSF1 Jg 5 HABEMR, 435I %T qRfgl Fl gRfg2 47K
HELL K gRfzl EALAE SSR334 1 SSRS8 Fric 2 [l , Y #f
B 500 kb ;¥ gRfg2 v #E SSRZ319 1 CAPSZA59 4ric 2 i,
YIBREEES 300 kb, Ma 2™ | H H127R 1 C7-2 HEARE
A RIL FEA AR, 76 3 5 G dhk e 47 31— i) QTL-
qREg3. T A a0 159 4 T K [ 28 R BT 2206 bk 5
SE RGN R 4 AHUEETEH QTL M H B2 ERIN 11 1>+
FRIC, G55 & B2 TARic STSO01 (qRfgl ) STSZ479 (gRfg2) |
bnlg1866( RpiQI319—1) Fl bnlg1716( RpiQI319—2) [y 46l
5005 W B RAIAF G BB, PR NP2 e 4R U 4 A
BRIL
2.5 MAS EEXRBEMFE LA FORELME (maize
dwarf mosaic virus, MDMV ) 2 5L | T K77 X 3 & A4 599
B EZ o 1963 FFE efE L E R MM B 2 I, b5 i 5
SR, TR T 1968 451 YRR RS A& BRIZA , 1 B K £
A, PO SR BITA R A RaeR
Kuntze % 355 N TAERUEAEIREE , X 122 5 £k
LRIATHUE S, Tk i 3 AN HA S Ptk A5 & D21,
D32 il FAP1360A , ity 40" %t 220 4 % K i BERP BTt A T4t

AT AR R RS B 4 AISR AAE N 15 Pt R 3T
FEEAEF . S TR A AR 48 BT
A R AT PI S  WIE P R 4 B it
SRtk SRR KeE T 831 Y E KM, ot B R L
F158 2 4k 249 iy, 15 KM 30% ., Scott 251 T+ 1971 4F 4
GA209 ArkH44 MP319 %5 H 58 R B PUIR LK E 7 T 6 5 4L
e -, Louie ™ Fl Memullen %5 1| I 43 FRicoKt H &8 &
Pad05 PHTREERE Mdml @6 F 6 S Yeafh [, FHr % 3k
5 RFLP 473 Umc85 H1 Bn16.29 B85 4% 4, Xia % Jf
D32xD145 ) 219 4~ F, HpkAl 94 AARic ka7 bR ic i il
& RE Fy KR 2 PR ITERSEE X SCMV ##47 QTL 43
B A 5 4~ QTL, 435I T 3.5.6.,10 Jeafik - e Dl
A 3 16 L QTL AR HK. 2003 4F, £ KUK Fil T #
FLPUXAR 107 B, K BA 3 S AFE BTN QTL, 43525
3,6 Fi 10 Jefafhk b, FoA s 3 FI%E 6 9 QTL AN K. BE
FAE R 478 S5 O1 (I 4L 2 BCAF2 REfA, 7
FORAE 3 A 6 Yefafk R AR T 34> QTLs, Ji 246> Al
JHIE 9-21 F4k 478 1 BCzF FEAR, ZEPUR R 9-21 |
TSR EE 7 725 3 Je 0 i 3.04~3.05
X3k, 7E SSR A% ume1965 Fil bnlgd20 2 [a] , i {4 I 55 43 5]
457 F1 6.5 M, F kg 18RI F, BER B0 2L A
RSCMV1 1 RSCMV2 4] 85 7 3 A FE iy I, 43391 LB 2% A
Mol7 LI A PU— N 55 [l S A R (A S A, ) TR I A8
MR P SE R RSCMVL Fil RSCMV2 #4743 T Aric B9 FT & Fl
BN, GEHAERA SCMV T H19% FE R AE umel018 F1 ume2311 2
(], SCMV2 $355 3L I 7E umel1693 Fl bnlgl601 2 [8], Sy fit 445
BEIX 2 NP It R B A

2.6 MAS EEXRZEER MR FoRZBHEYEEAAN
AR T X WL —Fh 4B E , IR T 1876 e R
KA & Bz 3 , B e G At R8N AL#E , R E Rk
BIZHGE AR 20 HH22 70 4EA0, FERBEN T HEEK Y . %
975 0 K AR BB T Y, PRk B B0 o R R BT IR TR
FR AR, MOERRE X 51-3 £y B oK R BT
22 BRI YU S, B AU 3 I R R B S b, TREE
2L 136 X EE A PR SSR AR SN 10 4y
K H R IAT 2L BRI , R A 2R T32 FISF 3169
TR POFAT IRRE B . s X B VTR B2
BEdE PR Rl 2k 428 I I A AR S5 T ki H 6
Py S22 AR LA AR ELE SR B AR SR oK
A2 &l R IR TR ) 3 AT LU 5% B Fh S 724
BRSBTS B T AR e umel386 .ume1525 I umc2077,
FAIE S F R TR 97 28, 76 2013—2014 4E X H
B 97 Iy BOKEEEL A 2238 Mtk AT 22 AR L 45 , ik i 6
EEHORTEL . A2n B RIHIFE 319 F M17 3% 2 A0 i Ff
S P R 4 RS A R 2 4 BC3 BE{AR, il ik AFLP-
BSA fric k22 JRA T QTL AL, A 2 — S hi £ oK 22
MR 322 QTL-Bin2.09, H7EARic bnlg1893 [T ; )5 T %
24~ STS Fnid, i — 2544 1% QTL & 7F Binl.09 X3k N, /&
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2 BLE TR EE R KRB R F A L6 A 13

BT 133 4y T K LRI TR 24 AN [ N AMBERHEAT T 42
SRR HUESE T R SSR ARIC A AFLP FRiCH AN B £ K
22 EREG FE R AT T QTL & o7, 4 %] Binl.03, Bin2.09
Bin3.04-3.05 FI Bin8.02-8.03 [X 34 $i 22 B % QTL,
Liibberstedt 251 2 ] CIM J73:4> BITE 6.8 19 B 3 4 iefn
EEEMT 34 QTL; #6455 1,2.3.4.5.6.2 f1 8 S (afk I
ELLT 8 4 QTL, 5k 2 13% ~44%, Brewbaker Z5'® 5% J{]
CIM VEEIEIEA AN, 2 7 5] 1A QTL, STk K 10.6% , i
FAric RFLP asg3 FFHIT AY 4L (@1 binl.04 XK, 5 RE &
W RbEBE S R E ROl K2 A4, R =P A 2 R 1037 5
T 28 FR i LD R SR AR A3 B R Koo i PR A
bin2.09 F1 bin5.03 X3k A, | H SNP,CAPS | STS 3k 6 4~45
0, 20 3% QTL SEAiAE STS6 K STS8 1 170 kb Hi X Bt
qSHRISEFEIP 73X 2 MRic Z R EHTT & 14 A5 FhRid,
FEAFRIC BRI B 10 kb ™,

3 MAS EHHEM EMNH

HE RS K R R R E R o
KRG E IR, BRI ( Ostrinia furnacalis ) , L4550 3,
FRAE A A A AN, 2250 R oK IR (ECB) (P
FKIE (SWCB) FIE I FKEE (ACB) o 7Y K IR 2 TR [
B EZHE,

WK T K I T A 5 RO L 9 IR E I b X oK
Bohn 257" | Fil D06 42 2 1 D408 g 1 A 1F Sy WL i 5 2
A, PR 226 A~ F,y FEUR, JRI2T dek 25 G K AR 35145
AR A AT QTL /2 7, A 1) 6 415 ek 25 6 38 4 A1
K5 A AR5 G QTL, STk R 50% , HZ A hn
PERUY . S5k, Bohn 517 SR % SR AL B 9 23S BER F, 23
5 DIT1 JATMIEE , 345 204 A 5 AR IR H AT 20 FAn e il
B PR QTL A, M B 6 4~ 5 25T 405 %45 X1 QTL,
TR K 27.4% . Jampatong 457 FHHLHE 1 28 B Mod7 FlJK
JRAEAS BT3HL UK, M 244 4~ F, .3 BEACH QTL & (v #f
M, 5 HT AR FEAS ) A 2, 75 30 A0 2485 2 0 T — 4 T R i i
1T MAS FCBUAY 2 4.01 1 6.02 X [A] A QTL, i X F A,
FORIESEAT MAS B2 45 1) 2 T 5.05.,5.08 1 9.02 [X 7] frY
QTL, Krakowsky 2™ Xt FIHI 5 /& [ 52 2 B73 MIyihk F 58 7
De811 Sy 2R A K4 £ 1 191 A~ RIL BEAASEAT 05T, & 052
ECB HU (A 5 R 1 ) U2 A FR 8 — SO R A 5 . PR
BRI A YK T, Groh 2™ FIFIHLHG 128 &
CML67 FEG [ 28 2 CMLI31 R 3EAf 8 170 4~ RIL BEA
AT QTL A, B AR R i ik — Mtk ZE M S HEAAR
T ) 4 A~ QTL, HA 2 A5 RIL ok il 8] 1) — 3,
Khairallah 27 F$i0% 1 28 & CML139 FUgds 8 & Ki3
AN 472 4 F, AR, X SWCB HATHidE QTL 47 T
R, A 5 AN Ge A b 11 A~ SRk AHSC R QTL, BTk R
h 43% K EN Y QTL BnEss i 4, i A i A sk
I8 o Brooks %57 F ] 2 AN [A] 95 A AEAAS 0 74 g 5 K A
FRAf AR F A, 2 AR AR ) PR AR XA ], &85 21 A 5
1.5.7.9 St ik RN QTL Xf 2 Ff s du G Hidk:, midi

SWCB F45 5.9 S 4 R g A 2, W1 T KU (ACB) 2
REMAFR [ K™= 5 R0 5 O P B B R, B R ORI 10% ~
30%, eEME B, Tk F 2 %A B R
IR 120 4N F, 23 F1 114 A4S F, 23 BEA S VEEIBEA 3@ 1 80 4~
SSR ARIC AN 12 4~ AFLP #Ric#E4T QTL &z, Kl £ 3 A5t
RARERER KM QTL, 43578 1.5 F1 8 Sy ik L 45| 3
A5 ZEFF B AL G QTL, 204 T 4 110 Sk |
K] 2 A~ 525 RRIE K B A G QTL, 435 4E 4 F1 8 54
Ok I, SRR QTL Tk RN 7.7% ~51.8%, LA, 1%
THFT A R IAM 2 1) QTL #2746 1.4.5.8.10 S LA (K -,
H. Bin1.02-1.03 7l Bin8.20-8.03 J& 2 MEHAILA 1 QTL, 42
PE DL AR HEN , ASTR) b X 34 B KRIE ST AL 2 A E 7 — 22
BRI, 45 B KBS ST A [ A9 QTL, FHlE 1T MAS 4%
B, LR G BB 23R QTL, & S B AVRCE , it E Fh
HEE,
4 FHASFRICHEFESRANERSH

B4 H Fh £ BB E Y 22 LR (R e 8, M R BE R &R 3
Bl ] () B A S R AR S M R AU RERCR . X T Bt kA
PR SR MR 5, A 9 R R 1o 45 2 TR o TR
R LA DNA Z2 25 W IERE 1K) 70 THRic SR X E VSRR RCR
S s, o MAS S 12 257

TR R K AT, Hao 257 S T 25 4080 958 175 it
i, FILFH MAS H4=57 F 3¢ & By 804 f)—A4> QTL-qHO6 4
A7 R AFBER 958 K5 58 FIHE 7-2 MRCEH , @[]
226 X, W EH A 58-qHO6 FlH 7-2-qHO6 X 2 ~3EA F 28
Fo 2N ME AR IMEEA . Fik, £ R
$BEA 958—qHO 6 HES 58—qHOG6 [i]H: 7-2—qHO6 232 4 &3
IR 4.5% , FH X AL X 43l LU SRR . 958 4Rk T
0.71%F1 18% . MAS 7ERE & 4t/ R A 438 EK BBA
P ENE B FE R crtRBL (50 R - PR &=
FIN AR AR KT, F32 2 U5 s EE R
WA 90% ,3-1H4 MR EFEE ST 17.5 ny/g, 22385
R B-FHE PEMEENIERM 2.6 pe/g K 5
217 pe/g ™ o AEEKRBUHE R, 25 B AR O 4
H 38 £ 90110 St AEA, 5 12 A~EE A 58 &R N5 IR R AT
FT2R 3SR AE , BRA S AR , AP ¥ A oA
Wit MAS H YR DIHeR B T R EE T ok Az R MWD
P, AR E U A 22 St ft—Ht S o 489 1
FRF . R A ARBL 2 B EORAF S P U E KR 22 2B
FHIRG T 1037 FPTZEIEHG 1145 R fIAEAR, TR A R AL 24
NS REAS R F Ao il Bh e B R Il S R
ARAT 5 Orpie2 AR A 2 AP R AR R R
24, H RS R 5 24 SR AR 1 —2 Ll ARic
B FE R IR A, BT R K RG99 T R 7 5 9 SE R/ QTL A g
BAF] S AMMUR KRS, Ribaut 25 F 2 THRICHBY
FZZEF(MABC) , X4 2 200 M ERRE) 4 AR 3 4
BRI THE R, 4 AR5 5101 52 338 85% , HorPrie AR 5 4>
MABC fi7 A4 24 38 Fi i) - 35 7= o &8 /0 b X BR 2 sy 50%
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Zhao %A FOK 2 BYL IR BRI T A EEAGH R K
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