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The Advance of Molecular Markers in Soybean
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Abstract: With the development and application of functional genomics and high - throughput sequencing technology, molecu-
lar breeding has been widely used in soybean breeding researches. Especially with the advances of new techniques (such as
eQTL analysis, GWAS, RNA - seq and so on), molecular markers and QTL studies tends to exploit new high - throughput
markers, QTL fine mapping and application of new analytical methods, which promote breeding of high quality and multi - re-

sistant soybeans and accelerate the process of soybean breeding. In the present paper we reviewed the technological develop-

ment and its application of molecular markers in soybean in 2013.
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um BeadChip , %} fI ()R &2 DNA P91 647 1 2047,
P 3RT5 1 498 921 777 A reads 5K G 4 IR 2 LX)
JE AL 209 903 4~ SNP, Z4M iR 4 52 041
A~ SNP T4 i SoySNP50K iSelect BeadChip, & Bl
47 337 /> SNPs 7 96 IR E K EA1 96 D HFA K E
HE Z S PE R RIS SNP 507, Horp i 40 841 4>
SNPs (5 2%1 52 041 4~ SNP f 86% ) 7 ix 46
HEE LB IR AN T 10% , 2L H 620 4SF1 42
Mg X 3 43 )5 AR R R e AR 56 BT ST
A A, SoySNP50K iSelect SNP BeadChip A] fE£: i
TR K 5% Z2 R I AN P S b s o e
AL BB —Fi A ) T H

BEHE 73T LR A s AL A S SR A W58 3%
S e 0 g PP R 1 & e, R E R AR QTL /& £
H FITIE B QL & A3 1] 5 PR 41 5 A3 77 1] & g o Gao
Tl Zhu P RS T K G 6 S E R — MR K &
PR FTRR , ) T B E I A G A K 16 5
Gtk b5 G E AR TR0 QTL {54 (¢PDH1)
REANAE (AE 47 kb Z 4 Tuyen 45 (T 17 S
p L 580 324 QTL 5E fii /e GM17 - 12.2 ~
Sattd47 Z[a] , I8 i 4G 40 7 19 J7 R HE L AEY)
HPEES N 771 kb B L HRic GM17 - 11. 6 ~ Satt447
Z 1A,

VERHES KRGy Fhrid K e B TRz —,
FET VBT 110 4 55 K 40 G HK 53 A1 ( genome wide
association study, GWAS) B 5 KGR L M E
AP Z AR AL TR 12, 2 R E 2
AR QTL K e e B P Ryt F vp i 148 2% o de Ol-
iveira Pinto Marcos 2520 I & 5 Fl A29 (3 4~ FAD3
A AR SRR VR IR 75 & 1% ) F1 Tucunaré ( B 4=
R IR & 5 1% ) 2238 HE Y 182 > F, bt
BEHFH GWAS b R GRFRL AP P JRRIR &5 5 (182 3)
Y5 FAD3A ,FAD3B ,#1 FAD3C 3[R /) SNP Z [a] f &
AL, B FAD3A A3 i i 55 07 ik PR 46 L i 2
AN RE R A TR g AR 5, Fallen 251 A1) ]
Universal Soy Linkage Panel (USLP) 1.0 M 1 536 />
SNP il i 480 ARG A pRIC, Hh 10 >R E
FPRLEE 2B & 5 (1 QTL A15, 8 K AL IRTE
T RE PR R e 4R AL T —BloBT 0 Oy . Hu 2807 A
F GWAS 3 41 A~ SNP 55 K G RFRL RN FITAFARLIE
ARFASCIR, Horpr 20 > SNP 5 FFRL R /NVA G, 7 A
SNP 5 RLJEARAH G, 14 4> SNP 5555 — F2 1543 A
K, R FPRL/INFURRLIE IR FT 8 52 A [A] 1Y) 38t 1%
Fi$E . Zhang % FI T GWAS At 218 B 51 9F:
i A0 4 I F AR ] Y QTL 37 55, 7E 6 ‘5 4
R FE 7 — 4 il FF AL B[R] Y =20 QTL £ 43
qFT6 , 3 3F — 5 4 HOKE 4 % £ 76 BARC - 014947 -

01929 FI Satt365 =[] 300 kb i [~ /4.
1.2 KRESEEFEEHERRHR

I BT — X i e PP B AR R R HE Sl 1R
L K s S QTL 4248 T4, Akond 45 M\ Tlu-
mina Infinium SoySNP6K BeadChip 3t [K %l 43 #fr 7= A=
) 5 376 4~ SNPs Hijiik H 657 4~ SNPs 7E 3= K 2 [6]
TEAEZ 251, FI A JoinMap 4. 0 {46 HoH ) 550 4~
SNPs & (i 7E 16 & R G QO b it 7 —sk
47 SNP HRiC 1 2 B R st
1.3 KREHFBAMERE OTL 5747

2013 ARESMRZ PN R QTL B J A & N7 i) iF
FERD , o AR Z2 W5 IEAE )RS A0 5 A5 7 [ e,
SRR R ST H QTL 24 77 T R BT B R i
13,1 RERFRBR KRIIEERIEW (Phyto-
phthora root rot, PRR) J& i1 K 5 9% % ( Phytophthora
sojae ) 5 | 2 1) — R K2 S8 KM 3, BETE K &L B4 Am]
BT R G IR G o Lee 55 LAK 524
0X20 -8 5 PI 398841 2225 fii 4=/ 305 4~ Fo.. B4 H
EFR ARG AR, HE AL 10 BT R QTL i
Mo Hoh 7 AN HE QTL By 25 47 36 Rk I T Pl
398841,7 Ayt QTL HE AL T LRI Rps HEH (47
X BB B W RSO RO G ) BEIE, (H & AE PT
398841 HiIf R &I Rps LD A4S (40P 20 S0
B PL 398841 AT LUE Jy— IR TE R4 i R %
B (9 HE PR BRI o Lee %517 121 OX20 - 8
H1 pl 407861 A 52 A= 1y 157 > F, [REH ALK
IRPEE, WAL T XS P sojae Sy BSRR OH25 HY4LHE,
FENLH 9 A PURPE QTL, B AR X 48 QTL 5 il T
* Conrad” FHTIERL KA —EL HIZ A5 55— KK
T R DR AR ) R A 4 R — B, I s X sk
P55 AN TR] BT i Ao v 8 70 P i PR R BB [] T HL
PI 407861 A R LAAE by — At 55 o7 F PR >k 507
THU PRR I HEF LAED
1.3.2 X2 BERH JEHEH (Pythium irregulare
Buisman ) 5 DK & B AR FI 41 ¥ R 27 32 1908 JE I
(.20 PNIERA BB IS 7 W 9 [ A 2 (i = IV AL
A, S G B R GO AR H Z —, Ellis
Ll 2L T 65 A~k 5 3L H Xt P irregulare [P
PERE DL, KB pl 424354 R Fems OB 5 450k
BT pl 424354 B4t QTL ETE oHS 303 x ( Wil-
liams x pl 424354 ) FEAKRY 1 581 6 S QA ik | )
Dennison x ( Williams x pl 424354 ) #{kf) 8 5 .11
SHN3 SYL A b XS UOGE AL Y QTL A,
A A R ST R R A AR AL T IR
1.3.3 RaMZEREMBR UELEMER
( Phomopsis seed decay,PSD) , 3= 25 2t 40125 S Fh S
B ( Phomaopsis longicolla ) 5| 2 ) — Fh 4t 2 K &k ki
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Jo et I U A DR L R ) R A A OR
Pl 2 A 4 F . Sun 261 LI PSD A K 5
Taekwangkong £l 5 /& PSD [1) SS2 - 2 2238 P2 A= 1
RILs Sy #4 KL, #5 2 A4 PSD 9 QTL(PSD -6 - 1 #l
PSD - 10 - 2) 43 W £ F 6 2 e {3 bk iy Sant100 ~
Satt460 2z [a] 1 10 5 YL @ &) Sat_038 ~ Sati243
[a], ZIPT PSD [ Taekwangkong 2L T PSD -6 - 1
MIHTPESEA L, {H PSD -6 - 1 37 5 DR+ 38 1
R4 PSD A & fE R LAY 3 L3 QTL
A2 QTL(Mat -6 -2 Fll Mat - 10 -3) 7 7E PSD $i
PEAL R, 78 PSD it Al BB 5 K & RS- 7E—
ER A FRFES

1.3.4 XE¥Lsir KEFIELESIE (sudden
death syndrome,SDS) 2l £ ¥ K5 _F &A= 0 —FhH
ik J1 T ( soilborne fungus Fusarium virguliforme) 5|2
) AW E R G aEFEERR, B &
W5E T 14 A 5H0 SDS () QTL, Luckew %5 F
PR R PERS T H i 10 4> QTL FE45 il 95 9
PR IR TEZ DR R S A QTL
(qRfs4, qRfs5, qRfs7, qRfs12 1 Rfs16) &/ 5 —Ff
ARG, o qRfsd 58 A0 38 (D) g i A g
2R i4 1 AR ( AUDPC) FiAR & 7™ 55 M4 (root rot severi-
ty) FHC, qRfs16 5 AUDPC FIARJE ™ B ARG
L35 RalE&Rm KEMEL UK (soy-
bean cyst nematode , SCN) J&1& 3% K & & 5 AN =
Z— HAG)T SEEE MG R SR
AL TR A o WFSTE S B UE I 4% il SCN i
AR 7 RO b A, TORS 20 € 32, SCN Hit 1
QTL BB i & v [ QTL K BT 5 A S i A 2%
FAR 4, Kim 1 Diers'™ XF 3% V8 F ¥ 4= &k & PI

468916 1) 2 H M QTL (cqSCN - 006 F1 ¢qSCN -

007 ) FEATHE A E (L, BR 24 cqSCN - 006 K 41 i T
15 S0k |1 803. 4 kb 4k, B cqSCN - 007 ¥ 4t
FENLT 18 S YAk [y 146. 5 kb &b,

1.3.6 REMELE REUMBGEL H (Meloidogyne
incognita Chitwood , Mi) 245 25 [E 5 7 K & B H A AE
Wy B2 AR R fe ™ EL Y U Z — . Pham %5171
EPL Mi Fi Rl PL 96354 F1.5, J8% 5 Fh Bossier 2438 P24
1 Fs. ABETER B, 10 S e ik b Mi ik 55
(L BE PR E A 7E 235 kb G EE P, 388 70 i X)) £
30 AMTERRELLA, U 4 S5 20 i BE 4G 1 D BEAH G
AIRED , IR AT P1 96354 r 241 Jifd B 46 1 h A 72
Mi Hit b o/ PR A 1 R

1.3.7 X&¥F* KEWF(Aphis glycines Matsumu-
ra) e RS X FEF R Z —, P HEHFREME
KR F 5 S R . HFT, A C R R8T R

AR, BDRIT 4 DR AL A (Ragl
Rag2, Rag3 F1 ragd ). Bales % | FH K & & Ff
TA20709 55 E06902 2438 7= A= 1) F . s AT EHIEA THTR
PEVEAL 727 SR 16 S e o ik e i 2 AP
QTL i s, 17 X 2 A~ QTL [8] (4 .35 b A AR AL
e Fos BEAR B 45 2] T 30 0E, U8 F $ F 5 Fp PI
567598B [ E06902 %t ix 2 HiPE QTL ¥4 5
BR'7 . Zhang 25" R A FARICIAA] PI 567537
PIHCRF IR FE 16 S Pk BRI —1 5 Rag3 %
PR B — S0 7 5, BB AR R K 2 B R AU AR 7
#E—2FI ] PI 5675379 5 Skylla 725/ £ 1 F, B
PR S PR AT B, 45 1 /R PL 567537
BT 7 S5 AR T B — A B — 1 M JE X Rag3b,
Jun 2 PIHE R 13 Bk BN 2 AP
RQTL, Horpr QTL_13_1 5 Rag2 HEH YA 48T,
QTL_13_2 5 ragd JLPH A7 B 48T ; 78 6 5 YL ik
FrEAL — BT R iR QTL(QTL_6_1) , Xiao
420 FE 8 S YL iR - (Sat_377 I Sand09 ZJi)) %
P — SRR T H [ S R P203 [ — B PR SE A
38 3 T N B AR R H 2 {37 7E BARCSOYSSR_08 _
1451 f1 BARCSOYSSR _08 _1527 Z [a] ) 1.57 Mb
W RIS A~ SSR FRic e itk — 2P i 7E SSR_08 _
75 i1 SSR_08_88 2 [f] 192 kb Ab, 7£ 1% X [] P % PR
— AL AR/ R R R G SE R i 7 203 Hhn]
REAFTE— DT SE A

1.4 XEFER&FEMERE OTL 54

L.41 Xxgmshk HTHHIZPHRE TR
PRI FEMER QTL, Yang %2 FE BAS SR B R
PRI 14 A TR0 QTL, 78 Z 3045 F Ui 24 4>
Jntk QTL A1 23 X b A& QTL, Hir 3 AN IE ik
RONEFN 3 ASBPE 8L QTL 5 FREE A CHR, AT LA
HFA IR TR . Liv &2 00 T A=
PR FFFRL A QTL A7 55, 76 6 D EREE T AL
11 ~#k & QTL F 18 AfPkidE QTL, Hrh g 2 N FI S
AN FERL QTL 353 55 4k i FUFF AL T AH G, 8 > QTL [+]
I 5 b e R TR AH G, Jiang 257 4007 T K AT
IR R QTL, B AL 29 DMAN[EAE B I IR 4%
4 QTL,39 454 QTL, I H iRt — 2652 i A7 kL
HEH R FE N A X, Pathan %7 jg i 7 — 3K 1)
£% 900 A~ SSR Fil SNP st & &3 , s At 4 ASFFHL
i QTL, Horp e 6 5 g e fik I i th— ANl 5K
TRPRLEE F I B i BOFPRLE AR 51 QTL,

142 XE&AMK KT RBURMA KGR
M4y QTL, Eskandari 25" F|H 2 4~ RILs #£47 QTL
A3 M, 7E OAC Wallace 5 OAC Glencoe B {4 HriH 5l
H 11 4~ QTL, 7E RCAT Angora 5 OAC Wallace FE{4
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Uil 5 A QTL, [RIEHRBIH 7 A B EAERL A .
[ it Eskandari 25T iR fIF5E 1R AR 2 & B
HAb SR AR A Y 5C F&, HEE AL 25 S HH Y
QTL, Hrh il 3 & f A STk AR IC Sat_020 [A]if 5
FPRLEE (1 it 52 E A G, 1 Sat001 FI GmDGAT2B
SRR R R A G, [RIE Zr BAG 15 5 etk
REAEH OTL, Wang %77 7E 5 /0 2 FbpdE FILE
frth 15 A IRITER A O QTL, Hirp 2 4~ QTL 5l R #H
5,3 QTL HAVilRAH S, 5 4> QTL 5FFRIRAH K,
M ELAA 1) QTL & S5 MR AL B 0 BB .
TENAERIK SRR A ML lipoxygenase -1 1) Lox1
{45 (15 Loa2 (i A5 HEH) , Rani %™ I 5 Lox2 {31
SEBRY SSR ARIC Sat_074 I Satt522 7E F,. fh & I
4T lipoxygenase - 1 Fe[H 431, W98 & B Satt656 5
Lox 1 v i 55 20l H YA REAE IR s I o of o

K KEMEE B & & (Water soluble protein
content, SPC) 75 K &£ i & H o B AT H Z A9 I RE
Lu 25 i 301 4~ SSR ARiCxT £ 355 F i SPC
177 QTL 234, 766 AIRGE T HAGI 11 4> QTL,
Hod12 4~ QTL(qsp8 - 4, qsp8 -5) 5 GMENOD2B 7
Sat_215 {3 B HIT , v] BE2 -5 2 L BIA i HEAH DG A9 5%
B QTL, Yesudas 257 Fi| F 25 86 (1 K 5 5 A Essex
5 s Forres 285207 4R 1Y A 28 R B4, 2LA6 I
1T ASRERPRLEIR QTL , WP & Bl e 3 1 S i
K5 T Essex , 5 1H&V 3L K - JE T Forrest o Les-
tari % HLAR T 10 51 20 Sy A 1 8 sl oy
Eat QTL NAYSEE, 2eR3) 27 ASJEP, T ELARE 1
homeobox protein 22 (HB22) ) 4 PNRERE L X HiF
TET 20 S YA b, W57 i% X BRT REX)2E 1 B 23
Bt QTL A7 EZ 5wk

Akond %52 ot K GORE L S 8 R O REEAT T
QTL 73#fr , Kl th 6 4~ QTL [A] i 5 R Z R &
RGP &G HEAE,2,2 #15 A QTL 4351 5
REHRS T H T H R MPRIR R S8/, 7R
26 QTL [X ] N 5] 26 > 15 4 45 S AH 5C A9 fi 1B ik
. King %5 12 SYefhe b — kPR
WS A QTL, H QTL X [a] N A7 75 — A Wi e B8 ik
K [FIBAE 2 A3 BT 7 58017 S 3 ER F Y
QTL XN 73 HIAFAE— W 7% BE D L —A> ZIP %
BAEP . Santos 4 FI I 105 4~ SSR ARid A4
[0 QTL AT T, 2ok i 2 A~2F T3 (SDW)
QTL,3 AR EH (NN) QTL F1 1 AL T 5
((NDW)/NN) QTL,
L5 XKEHFEMIRE QTL 447

Ahp 2 R K DA KM/ EERNRZ
— o RELAERPESZ 280 QTL B AL P 4 ], i 1E

UESZEF A= K PL 483463 FRAEAE— B — Ay it 3 ik
PERLPE . Ha 25157 1) PI 483463 Fi1 Hutcheson 238 7=
A= RILs k4, FFH USLP 1.0 #E47 SSR 1 SNP
FLTAMT Kok [ Pl 483463 (it R QTL E 47 F 3
B fa (A Sat255 5 BARC - 038333 - 10036 i,
HE— 26 H 5 7 F SSR03_1335 Fil SSR03_1359 =
[B]f) 658 kb Ak, 4k 2k &% (Iron - deficiency chloro-
sis, IDC) J& K &Rl T/ K o ot 1 38 s 7 A= ) — Fil
AR, T E A ) R 7 e 0 A AR SE T . King
2050 1) B SSR . RFLP il BARCSOYSSR #7300 11 51 i
1AM 20 S5 4u i i B g8k 58 2485 QTL (pa_515 -
1 ~Sat239) JFFEUUE] T K ZoFFR kR R AR A
BB Z BB EIR R
1.6 XEEFMWRM OTL S

KGAEF I, X TAEA R T K Gid
S P T Zuo 2557 AR G 20 M N B4
PratE il 6 A4~ .8 A1 2 A4 5 5 R L RS
AT A3 AR IORN L KB G 1 QTL, o rp g
Tl 5 2 I REAS TN B 1 SSR ARIC A Satt150, Satt489,
Satt172 1 Sat_312, Tasma 2% FH] 18 4~ SSR %
IEXT 60 AAR[EIR K2 SR LR 41 DNA s (& 6 R
AT T 8T, AR E 4 S FUEGRT 3 AR K G
FEEA, I LA 7 ARG FE RN LA, FIH SSR
FRic Satt300 F Satt516 & T 12 4~ F, R, Hrp
1) 2 AR AT DU T4 5 R B K S R AR

2 REATFTRIERHHEFRFHRAREN

MRH;ES

2.1 MEENTFRIEHFERNARRNE

A5 45 ) Soybase $iafa 42 AN SCHRAR A Y
Rtk QTL A5 H. , R H] BioMercator 2. 1 {44k 5|
15 Mk i A QTL, F A Overview J5 3344 i 46
QTL {4 E{5 X Al fe/NAE 2 0. 1 M, % T 18 PR AU 1)
QTL 4 BRI BE N I JE B 7400, w1 2B i e 1 17 A4~
fEEBE I
2.2 KEBEREEMERARHE

A R M2 5 MR I 5 1) 2 B S5, th 2 it
TR M Y RE Al . TR R T 3 R 4
R 406 AN KGR G A e 3 PR, 1 Bi-
oMercator 2. 1 #2635 D IAE B QTL Bif ] 24
LRGSR 12 DY fk b 7E 20 S RUHSE QTL X
] 4R ST M LN o A-maE Y T 3 AN
RIEMERA QTL, H4 5 Satt331 ~ Satt592 H R X [H]
ki QTL 4146k 2 4S50 51 5451 S21 ~ S22 Al
023 ~ 019/019 ~ 021 =B QTL, 24 MG ik
Glymal0g35240 F1 Glymal0g34980 W] §E & ¥ il i I
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PEAR IR A
2.3 REHRHBAMERKE QTL 747

2013 4R PR 400 AR R BF AR B
RSB L0  WLR S F itk QTL M 5EAl A —
EBE
2.3.1 RERBER KUBHREETIERGZRE
FIRR 5 BB B2 %) F2 2 I i, R R E 77 X
FEREZ —, BRE B & 150 HBik
S (FR) 5 256 4~ SSR N SAETES VZ W IE B
A, SRR AT A 2 25 AP SRERPRIC, T 55
PUPE R F] 12 RO, Hoh 5 P. aphanider-
matum PLE BRI S N Satt191 - 1, Satt584 - 1 Fl
Satt584 - 2, 5 P. irregulare PT 4 3¢ BK B9 1 & KN
Satt602 -1 F Satt042 -4,
2.3.2 X2 jbrtmAER H RS AEM R B (soy-
bean mosaic virus,SMV ) 5|35 i8 K & 46 % 5605 , &
RELA B —Fp i S v &, ™ e KRS
= BRI T BH/IN USRS R 2 AN 4y
S 2 A ARG 2 D HUSS S G T
PG D T 3 DA T, F, Fo btk 14 8L
BRI 2 S YAk FhRid BARCSOYSSR_02_
0617 Fl1 RSC6 - BARCSOYSSR_02_0621 S5 FEH
RSC6 IIfiiT 2 S e fa ik FAYHRic BARCSOYSSR_02_
0622 F1 RSC17 - BARCSOYSSR_02_0627 5Hu: 3 A
RSC17 g 3k HGHE 9y LK 8] 43530 2 52 #1160 kb,
2.3.3 XKEREZ kB DHEE™ %KET 300 4
Pl BT GEIEN R G B2 4 5 A BRI BT,
P B U 4 B 5 Sat385, Satt591, Sattl55 Hl
Satt717 FRICIED . TR X s PR M e Lk
B3 SAFE/ MR o 03 - 5373 K HOEAS AT 48
T MR AP 4 4~ SSR Fric (Satt152 , Satt179 | Barc-
soyssr_18_107 F Satt196 ) By BRI A LK 11 k4
BHX TR il R %8BR3 20 4~ SCN 3 4t
PEAHC AL PRIT -
2.3.4 K E¥ R B LR L R A
85 - 32 Pl it Bl E 98 - 4 FURMF i Fh AR Ak 49 Sy
A TC 2 AR, 1 2 IG5 19 QTL 4347 J7
AT YIS L A, DR T A B A 14 R 5
DU 49 FIFA: 85 - 32 Je32 F, BREV Wik i bR
ILTENL S DR EEFHUHE QTL Ak,
2.4 REFERmBRERE QTL 5747

BEE T 1L AR OR T 3R
ARAHSE QTL, g A 11 AR QTL, 20 4>
IPER) QTL, fE Z 3B T % 5E H 9 AN IR
QTL I 17 A~ it QTL, JEAMGE " fEZHEE T
F 2 Fp 5 2 AL K G popi 8 QTL SR ) 17 4

P ORI Y QTL, I 2 Fh 75 ik [W] i A5 0 21 3 4
QTL,2 4EL) E & R ol kil 2] 4 A~ QTL, [A] 5K 7
FhEREE T BB #EATEC G 200, 753 1 4> QE BAE
QTL F1 4 X A58 QTL,

FER S BRI QTL 347 J7 T, 2013 4[4 A
FEARAB R . PVEEBHAE DUB IR 92 D EHR K
AR (R ) BG4 G SSR R I S Rl R 4L
PEACAS ST B R e VA AR S iR IR T i
R A3 BUK T 20% FI/NT 20% W2 5 [A] I, 56 51 1
2 5 RRWT & R AHOCHT SSR FRid (Sat428 - 900
Satt502 - 150) .

2.5 KELEFMHKM QTL 4547

KGR T AT PR Z —, &8l
EBRER G ERA K B EENE, EH%E
DIZLE 12 x 3 nf58 JRAC gty 175 A~ Fo AL A
LR AR, 8 A X AR K (CIM) FiE TR
B AR ARL Y X ] R &3 (NWIM) | [a] B A6 0] 5] 2
PRI IR B QTL, Horp qFTO - 1 E {7 7E O
AR (Satt581 ~ Sat_190 Py, LSk A nf58) ,
qFTC2 -1 i fE C2 &8 (Satt557 ~ Sat_251 N,
WO HFE T 12) 5 31X 2 4> QTL X = R A
R, o qFTO - 1 3448 & bk it 2. 62 g,
qFTC2 - 1 P 344 & bk = it 2. 26 g
2.6 RKEHEHEMHRKM OTL 547

PN =R SV PO 7 K O TR G B S P S 3
Ve, MOCr &R MM 2 A EHH LR
NJRIKY (KY)F NJRIXG ( XG) #4701 £ 6 25 JiF
A EERY QTL 234, A2 2 4> i TA 5B 4% B 4K
QTL(XG #E{RY) PD1 - 1 1 KY BE{RM PDI2-1) 1%
TR SRR S K G [ 8 B IR B st A 0 e 21
N AN R g JE R/ QTL

EIEIME A AR KT EZEIR SN
o E M FI Y (R 5 BUCH & (CSSL) B
PRI E] 1,3 F0 2 ANEPA R Be (R 4300 A6 )
HE53E) M FE@FFP R A G, Horp 5 AN B AR B
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