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longjiang, China)

Abstract: In recent years,molecular markers, QTL- assisted selection research and application has been greatly developed,

and a number of important traits related QTL have been studied , such as morphological traits, yield traits, quality traits, eco-

logical traits,and abiotic stress resistance. However,developed countries have shifted to the functional markers studies, such

as EST-SSR,SNP and candidate gene marker. Soybean EST project and soybean functional genomics program directly have

started and aim to have a view on functional genes linked to traits. At present, molecular markers have focused on the use of

random markers for QTL analysis of traits,,such as RAPD,SSR and AFLP in domestic land. This study will show main prob-

lems and development of soybean molecular markers and marker- assisted selection breeding in the development process.
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1.1 BE#HLARIE (RMs)

1.1.1 RFLP 4732 [ 20 {42 80 44 #2
RFLP ( Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism ) AJ
PLHE S FFRic Z I, RELP {8 4 5% 2 b FH T 14 £
RPN TLE AR ST . R AP , 2 1988 4F
AH Apuga %' R F T K G RFLP B 5845
. 1994 4F Keim %" i RFLP #5 £ % — i 1 3

1 %5 B #A . 2000-04-04

(SSD) MZ il (MSD) i #E47 1 734

1.1.2 RAPD #4742 1990 4, RAPD ( Random am-
plified polymorphic DNAs) $ R & ¥k #f Williams FF
HEH 4L DNA G347, 356158 1200 26514 Terry %1
W 7R RAPD R X T A58 = A MR 352 % 75
SRR AT RA W E A R R R AR Y
AIEEYE, Lee 251 (RTS8 78 K G b 146 o] vk 4%
b N3 Y VR G I 20 M BT ) 22 5. Sneller
AR AL R VR B B SUE ] RAPD AR X T
PEAL B ¢ 548 S D A R0PE , PR RAPD 4R
TER SLIEAL , 7328 Ko o I3 05 T W VD SE A 3L

EETB : H S HRN I & R B AR T 8T D)5 H (2006 AA10ZF1Z1) 5 [ 5 w8 HAR BT 78 A Jg Rl T 5 3T Wit H (2006AA100104-4) 5

KREFA AR ZR B H (nyeytx-004)

EE BT 2300 (1958- ), 55, Bid% , A= F0ili . E- mail : wenbinli@ yahoo. com,
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SCAR ( Sequence Characterized Amplified Re-
gion) B3 iC i RAPD it — 25 ¥ AT A= T K o Zheng
A% BORAPD 5| ) OPNIL iy 9 B A Bt
OPN11980/1070 554 5748 M- 75 ik PR AH 34 8, O
H A5 O SCAR ARic IS RAFRIROCR . 4R4k %
% % ¥ RAPD g| 4 OPSO3 ) ¥ # A B
OPN11580/620 5471 K T2 JK BiE g K& A 3% B, I H:
¥effily SCAR FRic, JFAEHUIAN Tk 23 b U R4
AIRCR
1.1.3 SSR #Ri2  REEHEEPI 4L i T4 (Microsat-
ellite) 51 26 K AR S BEAIL 24 50 T2 2304 5 °F- 2y [1)
B2y 15 Kb, Wik 5L e 91 78 Jm N S R SF Y, 2
RS AR L IL RFLP 2 RAPD %405, 2
— Mt AR R IC . B AR TR R SIS B
fift F A SSR 73 FHRIC B AR T R S 5T K e i
Sy, H AT E B A T B P R Ok R
41 SSR F| 4 Mt 1 015 X, H b 75 A Wi 43 i
Peakall %™ %8¢ 31 S K5 SSR o7 5 75 7 A= [7] J
Py A @A) rh B R A R B A 65% 15
Yo 3G 0 ) ik S 1 R B AR R A AL
BT S B VR o5 A R K A
PR PR 2R AR 22 B2 1Y 90 iy A1 KL, £ SSR
30T, S5 R AR R T 1LY R R R OR Bk M — A
e
1.1. 4 AFLP #4742 AFLP ( Amplified fragment
length polymorphism ) J& 1993 4F Hy faf 2% Keygene /3 i)
Bl % Zabeau Marc 1 Vos Pieter JF % [ 4 FHric
A, Satyavathi'' | F] AFLP f7ic % ER BE Ry 72 4>
A AT T, S5 R 95% AFLP 5|31
N2, T2 AR R 0 3 AN 2RI, R B
B Z R
1.2 ThEesRic (FMs)

1.2.1  SNP AR 4Rk, KRR ZHEPEA
MR ARG, Hoh SRl 4 B -7 ( Linkage Disequilib-
rium , LD ) 3§11, 3 A F 3- H (19 5L (5] )32 | SNP ( Single
Nucleotide Polymorphism ) B0 #Y 55 2 #Y (1 AH 54 49
Mro Bltnse R RE 4/5 LBkl 7 ~10 4

LR A 80 % 1 SNP AE7E T i 3 MERIEA ™
AR 22 SR EERAL, KGR AEY, BA
KPR LD, AR — AR ) B DR H A AE 8 22 1Y)
LD, 4B ZHF 3R AT B T %50 5 H AYHARAH E 1Y
JERAIXIR, Meksem ' FI I ARIC A SNP #RE

Rl R AR 2 He bk L X Rhgd , THERA 1 B ik
90% . Rafalski %" %t K 577 91) Z B Pk 1 F 57 2%
B 7E 22 D2 SR R R AL B b SNPs 1 1 31
WRTE SRS X4 kb B 1. 64 > SNP, 7E3E 4 fith [X.
i kb & B 4.85 4> SNP, il Fp HE Ry 3" s 47 1/ 3
25 SNP, Jeong %" il FiT 540 K 4K M- 75 AR C Y
{2 1% Rsvl 1 Rsv3 ) SNP Xf —A> F, BERSEAT T 43
Br, 4238 U5 Rsvl H1 Rsv3 (1) SNP 5451 46 i 2
AR, E AL R SNP H AR B THIR
T HEREL L Rhed BN, R BRI 25 S A A0
P75 PCR 2 — P T PRAE BB 5 v
SNP FRiC B AN N2 =X DNA Bitebric , A&
o 0 B 1) LRI A, H 32 3 AR R AR B PR, 76K
TGS A A B P R o BEE R A 2
R BB A FT EST B AL 2R, S SNP (14 2 e £ 44t
THEYE B0 HRE . SNP # HURS I T B 0y A T
R, AR DRSS HOR A S B BOR 077 A, L 43
X Light Scanner 55 #{ 2 SNP A& I £ A f) #E ) Hl 55
T A S T AP AR
1.2.2  EST-SSR 472 K& EST 3-Xi2&7F 35 E FE
% H 9k %4> (National Science Foundation, NSF) % By
&, T 1998 43 H A g, HOH B0 v B T i 6
300 000 HEPK Y EST, B bR A5 B — DL AR H A 1
A EST frid, KRG EST 340 HU2 &8 T 4504 5L K 41
FHIBFSE , B2 K EST 3151 0 & 8, 2 80
PEH IR TR DNA FP41) , 3 4677 51 7 K 20 A
MRGAE R KR TR 2REVER, BAHZ 8 A7 A
LREIIZR , RV T 0K 2 ) 6 ik DY 20 /Y 0T 52 Y W
TER S EST T |, 28 [ R & 0y RE LD 4H 1K)
(A Functional Genomics Program for Soybean) F 1998
10 A3, KA Z — 2l x 5K oy
PRICHH ) BAC seRE 7385 S5 o b MR =L
Yy BRIETE , T R 5255 H At i ) LU B IR 4 25
WFFE . UTAER, 75 NCBI B[R e vh 8 it 40 J7 2%
K7 EST JF 41, [F it 242 EST- SSR AR ic () & )
FHo EST-SSR Sz 1 PR i) g i &8 43, Al DL B 4% 3K
TR IR A5 B, iy DI RE 5L R B AL~ 2 X A A
10, XA AT REXT PR R R IR 1 A5 07 BE R i AT
HAEEE; AT SSR ST A i B v Y v A
FeAE B, e 03 R T B Iy H8E , REAR T T K
A FE S 5] 4 Pl 18] 38 FH P 4, Song 25170 24 A
EST-SSR # £ #F Cregan 25" /A JL R, Sy 57 45 F
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J1 EST-SSR JFRE T 181

1.2.3 122 XA 4732  Cheng 2" Fi| F 5 8 &
FRBESE DK Y SNP A7 g8 TFST il TFS2 X} 33 A~ Hr ok
A HEAT 1o, B 2 > SNP AL R 5 R
AL S B R 5 A OGS

2 KESEEIENERRAR

2.1 ZanEEiE

REHERAMCEFSIES AR AE LR,
25 W3k % K] 3% ( Classical Linkage Group, GLG) %k J&
HEERE , IR RGE, B 1973 FEAUH T A%
BTRE, 1985 AR E] 13 AR .
2.2 BLRFLP #Ri2 A E R EEE

RFLP #ic/E M55 1 48 DNA 73 FHnic, B4 1
U LA Bz T AR AR IR 2 R S B g
TEBF55 %5 . Apuya %1 R K T 2 ANFREE S A Min-
soy il Noirl &2 1320 F, AR, Mgl T HA 28 1
5k RFLP [13%, 3% 45 4 &R, 2 B3 11
A~ RFLP #7ic, Shoemaker' ™ i@ i3 7 23 K & Clark
x Harosoy 283215 3| F, 73 B REAA, 7R 120 (& h 43t
A 20 MEAESRIC A F T EE R IC R I 5, 51tk , il
id JoinMap A U AF 45 X L 4R 12 5 B 5E (2 Y RFLP
JEA VY B LR IC B A B 1 kAR I b ik
B SIS 1k A FEIEIE T, sk
BRI R AR 4 5 5B E R 6 5 4%
22, 84 A~ F, 5kk, DL RFLP Aric b 3817 i
FEOT AT AL ] 1 K R a0 4 B
2.3 KA SSR tRiE A EMEEEL

Mansur 250 5@ 3 2 MRk E Minsoy #1
Noirl 2252, 1531 284 > F QR EH A A58 5K, 145 4
SSR Fric iy Hrr iy 223 AN bk R 04T 20 M, 7 1%
I LN T Hor 22 AR SSR BRIC. XEAE
AR R GAA 4 SRR AR R TR 6 2858
1REIM FAREA H A& i T IRESE 2 s %
RERH . S B  RTRE | B SRR
1138-2 24321 Fo 48 RIL BEAARZ: ] T 3 E 926 3 5K
LR
2.4 KREAHBEEEIZHHE

Cregan'"® Xtk 7 28 3 38 42 PRI 338 ) 2 1 LA 1L
FERAUVE] . 1999 4E, ] 1] 606 X} SSR 5[4, Xt
SRR B AT R A TR K R

R fe EE . = 5K G IR AV A
G35 A s S AR M /4 B AR N S K A o) B AR
(USDA/Towa State University Population ) , X & #% 5%
KT HAEZH A81-356022 FNEFAH: K & PI1468916 Fift[A]
FACH) FAEEIER 2R 59 A~ Ko AR I A
R E A B A &K (University of Utah Popula-
tion) , X2l i 2 R IE K E P Minsoy £l Noirl
FASE RN F, EA B RBEA, 240 R
JSC; AT R I K A 1Y 3 4 R R &R B4R ( University
of Nebraska Population ) , X 42t A& 5 K 50 55 5 A
% Clark FI Harosoy Z¢ 3215 ) F, BEIA 3 —F Ay
57 kR K BRI AE RN, Zitl, XK RSSO &
B AAREMER - AILENE" , 1Z5% BG4 45 606
X SSR 5|4 .689 /> RFLP 5|4 .10 4~ AFLP 5|4 .10
A TRgFRIC 26 A8 FLARIC, X B 1Y 3 F hRaid
WA E) 20 ASEEBIIE Lo Song 451 FE /N LI Y
St bk — 2 AT I, R T 45 1015 X SSR
197,709 4~ RFLP 5| #.73 4> RAPD 5|#1.6 />
AFLP 5149 10 /~[6] T bric 24 A8 #Asid (12 4>
HABFRICAEN 1849 4> 73 FFRic, 4046 T 20 >34 5
fHf, 362 523.6 M IYIBALIEBIRIE, J& H AR B
SR 2 AL R v

FEFR 548 75 25 FH ok 5 AR RS
23 MR ZEMIKAGT L ( ZDD2315) A2 H #Y F o 40
KR HAZRRRIL 474 DR RAERAE R,
HAKSE 1999 4F Cregan 45 KR II T A ILHE
T HEH] 441 XF SSR 5 #y, /AL TS A 227 4> SSR
JEAE B R T OSSR 3% i 1, 1% 18 B o K R AR T
1900 M, PIAHAR bR IC B9-F- 24 (a1 8. 3 cM, I
J&TF 20 SR TEDRE, 5 Song % KR IAILA
TEAH L, A AR iC i e 0 T AH R 0 1% B8, HLAHES
IGUF REAR A, ARG LM SC R o

3 REHEMREELR(QTL) ARER

3.1 KEELZFMHIRK QTL

[l A1 7 1, BRAE © e AL PR R QTL Ay 70
ZA~, Mansur %7 HAE A7 T 10 MR QTL, Hp
HARig Satt006 Fl Satt079 Y 2 4~ QTL fEfig i
31.6% F1 18. 1% Byt A& 7% 5, Kl 21 (1) 5 A109a Fil
R79 AH 3 8 %) 2 1 FEAE 301 (%) QTL figg R 1y R AL A 57
SRR E] 31. 1% F122. 3% , Kiem 2520 1 0 51 5
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ZEHA G QTL 3 A, 552 M B Wi A 56y QTL
23, MR R A R ARLE 10% DL . Nisar
AR SSR > TARIC AT T 5 R EL AR 2 A
KM QTL, 85 A FEWHE C2,Dla, I L BRI T
4 A5 AR By A OE Y QTL,

TEEN, RERFESEZ I BE L S B
1138-27 2= 22159 211 RIL R, #F C2 I N B I
K E 4 iRk Y QTL, Zhang 257t fi FH %
RIL ##44, 76 B1 C2 Fl E ESE LRG3 8 41
JFAEIRG QTL, xiige ™" [ i e AL, D1b ZEi#E -
ForI 1) 4 AP bR 5 QTL,

3.2 KEFEMHIR QTL

FEEANERIE K5 K SR EA LR QTL A 80
LA, o i B it 10% R AV 2 09A 27 4>, Mi-
an EN T 1 N54R00 BO31 B2 ES1 QTL REME R
22% M A8 5 Sebolt A T 1 AN 5FRiC Al44_1
B QTL, f B 13k 29% 1) .45 5. Hoeck
E LS LES T 2 A~ 54810 Satt006 | Satt143 %X
BRI QTL, 43 5l fif B 28. 2% H1 20% 1) 2428 55
Mansur %520 75 15 K443 1 S5 ik & g 1 4> QTL
fif T 10. 8% [ £ AIAF S . Csanadi'™ 2204 55 Sau219
A Satt562 14 i (Y b B QTL % 7 7E O H1 T % Pl ¥
13X 2 A QTL 43 Jl g B 7 5 A8 R 1y 12. 0% Fl
11. 6% , SHpk/™= w4 K QTL 4 30 £4-, Hrp
BT 10% iR AR T A 16 1>, Sebolt 7£ 1
B L EN T 1 AR 26% R AL 7Y QTL
(Satt127) ., Mansur 2520 952 i 5 R79 40 =
Y QTL it 12.5% Y FRMAE S Li 275 Fil 1k
B AR <7499 1 P 245331 238 fii A i BC2F4 BE(K
FETE 3 DI T AT I

TEFE P, X0 FH BT R 67 Ak k@ K
A 47 Fha) 22 215 B 1Y Fo A4 A8 SRR 53 0 78
G2 K AR LA 2] 2 A~ 5k E A OCH QTL, &=
R4 e A2 €2 D1 \D2a il G 3B K 5]
6 N E R E Y QTL, Zhang 25 7E A2 . B1 0l
D2 FERTRE EA I 2] 4 A4 AR E R QTL, #ME
AR B 1T A F 2R IR AR &4 QTL,

3.3 KEMBEMEIRR QTL

E i B 4 B & i QTL A7 70 24>, 5 R
FrA KM QTL A 60 £ 4, Diers 57 FHLT 8
A58 H B A O QTL, 43 ) i B 12% ~
142% By FRAVE S o RN AT 9 A5 08 Wi & A

Kl QTL, i 10% ~13.8% M M5 5, Lee 25k
B8 AN SR AT A AN SE QTL, Qi fE H Al F
A E 2 A~ 5451 BO72 Fil B148 3% 4 i) £
B A it QTL, Csanadi'™ 4 > 5 28 1 B & A
KHy SSR FRicE i #E DIb +Q .C2 M K #41Rf I ;
¥ 3 A SRR & A R QTL @i fE B2 K Al 1
I Diers 2 58 % 30 5 F IR IR A HE R A R
AR QTL 2% 3 A, 5 RIRAH /) QTL 7 4>, B
fife R 1Y) 22 A A8 FHRAE 10% LA I Spencer fE AL T
1 A SRR & B A X QTL, Maughan 55 & 31T
17 A~ 5 HE0E & 1A 6y QTL, Horp 3 AN RE 10% LA
g RaAR SR Meksem 2! 2 | F Essex fll Forrest [t
FYL 38 F , FIH 400 4~ SSR 514, M8 T8 133 4
I SSR B4, & 5 K 5 B R 5 5 AH OGN
Frics

A5 SR AR TR 67 AR B KT
“RAC 4T R Zesc R R F R EA AR R, TR
FERIEE A ISR & B R S S 23 AR
PERIEAT T 845 43 Al QTL A7, 43 4E N G2 K
M. O i AR 1 A& S &= QTL
4 A EEfm SR QTL, RBEFH S R4 1
SR AC 1138-27 25215 51 (1 RIL #EAALE B1 B2
W B EASINE T 3 AN E A S R A QTL,
[l 7E_C R T A N3- B1 I N8- W34 4 fE 1 41
F) 3 AP E A A QTL, Zhang %52 FiI ] 1k
FEHAR, R0 21 55 9 43 AU (AR G QTL 4% 1 A4S, 3
HE B2 JEBIRE EAS I #) Y 4 2 A ARG QTL,
R T 12.4% BYAE S, B I 606 4~ SSR
5 1%t i PR R x I R ER 41 A& UEAT 20, 2 BHL 3
AMECIE FRIR QTL {07 5, o 28 S0 464 Fi) FH G JRRR +
HHR T A8% [ i B A 25 5 R & B AU
2.66% [MFAE i F L-5 2438 34 126 4~ Fo UHE
T A3 12 AT PR AR AR QTL 43 4, TR£0 A
SETPL 176 DR RALR AT 88- M21 x Hi T /NR T
FH [ 32 R REA NJRISX 1K, 204 T 508 185
JEMT B FLE R QTL, 4 [ [ 455 Fil B 5 2
i 25 b 27 5 SR E UAR 20 Zuse i
(150 4~ F, A A 22 &, K15 — AR IE AR e £k
() K T B R ARG AY QTL A s, XAl 7 5%
H7F 25 I BEAR  Bayfield XA Fo BER, KIS
a- y- S-EF WA VE S HAHCH) QTL 14 4>,
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3.4 KEEEMR QTL

5 AR FMRA SCRHY QTL 3L 60 4>, Mian 55K
WA 5K FI A R E R K3
TR 37 i QTL, e rpr 557K 73 R I S A F K
ISP R QTL A 2 A, R BERAVE 573K 10% L L
Specht 2% BB 1 A S5H0REA i QTL, 5
W S A AR AR S DA O QTL A 3 M, 1 45
T [R5 R K1) QTL,, Bianchi- Hall 5% 31
6 /ML QTL, M AT 1 - QTL fi B 5 5 i
2 10% L) I, Van Taio £ R T 1 4> 5 sat-064 %
B 5507 A G QTL, fif B R AL 533K 5] 10% L)
b SR AMGEA SR QTL 4305k 6 F1 10 4,
AR RIA IR E] 10% LI LAY QTL 354 4 4>, H
1, Mansur 2200 L T 5 satt006 781K QTL fi# B
FAIRF] 10. 2% ;5 R79 IR QTL ek Al
IR E 14.1% , S TAAECH QTL A 6 4, H
W3 ANMERER AR KB 10% LU b Lee R T
52 i R AR IE 2l B A O QTL, 3]
M4 A3 A3 A, Mian 45 kIS BR R
“C15H15N4S06” s EA =1y QTL 3 4,
3.5 XKEHFARERNEREM
3.5.1 XkEmELER Cregan ZUSTH ]SSR A
ICEEAS R R KA G bn il 3 G 7 — i, fff AR TR
WA RO AT e, B ET, BR Db + W A1 O LISy
18 A EEBIHE AP C S0 5 o 3 2 Al DG Y 73
Fhride Hihi Rk TR by =K rhgl BT
TEMEBIRE G ERYrFhnidi 2, HAREDR By
PRicE BB, rhel 120026 5 R M 42 2k dUi AH O
(1 50% L) b 078 5, IF BAEAR Z 5 Fh st b B 77
TE, T ABEIA R 25T K S e 4 i 1) 32 BE DR 7 A5
PUPEFEPR 0 2R 4 m pi K, SR B R Lk
I3 FhRic RN 2 ] ik 98% UL b iy bk R A A
o TECSEE PR B R L U 7 T hRid
Satt309 .Satt583 Fl A006 Bk Bk 4 T4 0 4
BHERRCE S bRl , B EATT 5 Hups £ K Z 1[4
A —rE MR o RS B 38 2 HOf (Al ol 52 2%,
FRUTES UM S v, X bR i R AT E D B S AR
TR N =Y (ESEA LR ORI DR b= A i 1] = S 3 LS
Je A oA R AR 37 S0 A L-10 4252, L)
i 16t ) SRR VT AR R S AL R 3 S A A B A
14 S/NFRR e L HFh S .

3.5.2 k& ks Rouf Mian" " XiHi K T KBRS
5 5 EHUNFI Y Res3 BT 0 FAER. 519
Satt244 55 Res3 LB B EDL, BATTZ BULT-5A 5
PR ) HE 2

3.5.3 XE2RFREBR TFEEEMNH R
Williams T 55 56K R0 K SRR RE R AT T 01
YEIEI 541K . Hegstad 45" Fi| i RFLP 4Ric 437 JLA
£t K SR IERA Rpsl-k A1 rpsl-k Z 0] HA 24854,
i N VIR Dral F1 A280 i}, %A Rpsl-k B 5 Fh
Williams82 .Edison ,Resnik 1 Yhorne 7F 3.1 Kb A 1
o, M A rpsl- k Y 5 A AsgrowA3733 | Bell |
Jack \Spry #11 Yale it = 3.1 Kb 7y, Kasuga 5]
RAPD AFLP P HUE K13 i Rpsl-k L, #%
F| 5 4~ RAPD H127 4~ AFLP #3ict, Hip 3 4~ AFLP
bric et AR . PR B L B Rpsl- k SLH (1)
3 FRric CGL A1 TC1 Al RERENIAE 1 £54K 125 Kb [
Jefifh Bt b, Burnham 25" 75 3 8 #E D1b + W
FE b BT P AR e 35 43 A 3L/ N i) R 1A
PR o DT IR 8 7 R s Tt i i PR 2 A5 BF 9 4K
/b Weng £=lB 0 Conrad 5 0X760-6-1 BEIATE ]
A D1b +w F @R 280 T Tt RE B AR R 10 3 4>
QTL {7 /5 . BEHEME 25 F ] Conrad &5 0X760-6- 1
BEURSY 507 J A1 Db + w ¥ SEBRE - & BT it 3 5
HRIERG 19 3 A QTL fi 5. 2B P2 % ConradX
G 25 F, HAH AR BHAIEAT QTL 4347, i P
Yoo T 2007 A AE R e V1A AR R B R g K
Woodslee #E47, I3 51 % I K B W6 ML A9 TR A 18 A it
TR ELEE

3.5.4 kartmam EICE@mHT 3 AN
SMV (437 45, Yu %51 58 7 PI96983 (R) x Lee68
(S) By K, BEIR, BF9E T 5 Rev SE B 43 FARiC, 1
PI96983 H1 %5 Bt SMV ) B i ML R Rsol o, A1)
P RIIX 3 MRICAE R Rk T 0 Fhric s B
MIBTIR I 1€, 28 T 67 A~ K T AR A, Hayes
SR B AFLP 790 X PI96983 (Rsul ) x  Lee68
(rsvl) () F BERSEATRRIC, 75 960 /> 254f A 33 4>
BAZEM, Hh 4 A45iC R11 (518bp) . R12
(171bp) \R13(261bp) Fl R14(312bp) 5 Rsvl &4,
Jeonga 28 7E Columbia & 305 Rsvl FHZH ST 4 B
WAEHT SMV JEP Rso3 , 44 Hoe 6 78 3% BifE B2 |
Hayes %'“7) F§ AFLP 1 SSR X} LR2 x Lee68 #il
VT1-370 x PI407162 i F, B THRIC, Hirh R4-
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1 #1 R4-2 5 Rsvd %40, 70 AIAHIE 4.8 ¢M F118 cM,
Jh TR 453 5 600 Xof SSR Bt rhi% 95-5117 x
HB1 A& #Y 117 4> FoAREH A 52 & (RIL) #E47 i
TE LA 2 S 540 N3 R AR AHICHY SSR FRic .

3.5.5 X EmWl s Em KO0 B AUR
( Pseudomonas Syringae) J&=—Ff it SRR %, H 1 5
ANFPR BT B R B TR Rpgl 5], Rpgl XAl 43
} Rpgl-b Fil Rpgl-r. Ashfield 2 F FH 2 A~ K[
HEVRXT Rpgl- b 3t 47 & i, 55 1 4> A Bf 1A
P1437654 x BSR101 #yH 41 H 2 £ (RIL) EEA K
B RFLP 1 AFLP #7ic, Shoemaker %"/ 5 i 43
Hr 157 4> RIL A9 B M E A AR LB R &, H
Rogl-b 5 (i 46 ¥ BUBE F 119 RELP 4730 AI86 Fi
B212 Z[d], 5 R45 .php2265 Fil php2385 4% 3 Hnicd
435 Ashfield 257" 587 Flambeau x Merit [ RIL
REAR 04T 175 Rpgl- b EBIRARIC, 32 5 HZE 1
(12 1~ SSR #Ric, Rpgl # & AL7E F i BIHE Y K644
1 B212 2 JA],

3.5.6 KEARLZEE KEFILEGAE (Fusari-
um Solani ,SDS) J& 5 — MU i £& K 2 LT 5% LE
WL %H %E , Hnetkovsky 251 B Essex x Forrest [
100 MEAAZR, FIHELL 4 a5 SR FEER
( Disease Incidence,DI) % 3 = J& ( Disease Severi-
ty, DS) Hdi F1 70 24238 bRiC s34 T 5 DI
DS 4 3 QTL, Yuan %2 % 8T 2 ANk 54745
1) QTL, FF9iE A AE G A1 N JERIHE o

3.5.7 HZeXamE Lewers ZELEWMT 2 MN5in
ZERRA ) QTL, Arahana 450 Kim 45 & ¥t 29 />
SRR ICH) QTL, A7 2 A QTL fip Bk il
AR 11.9% 1 11.0% , 535 ASU- A226H-
1 A1 OAALS750 AH &I, I %€ 7 T M A C2 3% B A
Fo A, SEVBRIE R EE A R QTL A 7 4>, {X
A 14 QTL ff B R AR 7 A 8] 10% LA Lo Guo 7
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