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1980 4E Botstein %111 %5 YK E 38(#| A1 Randomly — dispersed RFLPs {39 A2S—Fh# fepRic L
¥, EHAREEEYER RIS EMAB, EKH, Riven 25 (1983)12) Burr % (1983)1*1F1
Helentjaris( 1986) & R8T H A EE L A9 #% 01 DNA FFEREEB B EXRTIRARXEF
R ELAM, Helentjaris 2 (1986) 15 FF 500 ~ 1 000 bp BB HFFI 5L 100 £4-, LA HA27
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c AHE A MRl : FEFICAE (IS NN R AL)
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FORBB AR S (Quantitative trait loci, QTL) 9 RFLP 2 FHRiCHY B WIRE , JLF Faf I
F Ouaviano 2E(1991) B X it $444: , Reiter 25 (1991) 1) MK BY FR 18 1534 , Beavis 25 (1991)10) %k
HB3E. Hb, Beavis M85 R (3 2), 3L 203 /1~ RFLP #7120 # 6 N TE#RiCKR N 4 M
AP WB 68 ~ 148 MRS, HP A 3-6 MNERBBR 34% ~73% . H/5,Edwards %
X EXBEERN RFLP ARici# 17 T BHR A R(FEK3).
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B oRH 31 C 8 3 it wBEHEE i Vel ik B R B R P
Edwards % (1992){11] Col 59 x TX303 P, 187 114 i&ﬁiﬁ%ﬁg&%@%%ﬂﬁtﬁﬂi‘ 3~11
Zebw % (1992)(12) FRBT3x FRMol7 F 20 3 ANOVA ;%gﬁd%{ﬁﬁﬁﬁgm‘ﬂ&‘i
RS e B R 2~9 8.4~40.3
Gokdman %(1993){13) HPx ILP Fr:3 100 10 ANOVA HAOR.EB3R 10
Koester 5(1993) 1] NC264 x SC76 | % 350 150 M RN B R 5.8 B-BW
B73G x B73 F:3 260 150 ™M RN B R 5~8 2B-3
Schon ZF(1993}(55] B73 x B52 Fiz 300 & ™M R 3-7 4.8-37
Goldman 2%5(1954) (16 ' ’
Schon 25 (1994) 1171 KWI265x D146 F, 380 89 M  EARSRNEHN 4-8 12.3-59.9
Sughroue % (1994) 1181 HO,ILO.RHD  BFE 24 49 ™M s /
RLO i K -

Doebley %(1994)120] CxM R 260 58 M WE(maize 5 teowinte EBHEER) 4 4~31/1
RXP B 290 8 M BE(maize 5 eine EBHHER) 6 4-34/1
Vekboom %(1904)L8-2] Mol 7 x HOS T B ™ gﬁgggﬁﬁ%m‘m&mﬁ 1-6 20.9-7
Ragot (1995)(2) C7I-M3xMol? Fp.Fpy 32438 30 ™
C71-351xMol?7 F.F3 423/395 26 M ORI AR BN BN 2 30-35.0
C7-351xC7-362 F».Fa:3 4197387 M4 M . FRAFREANOGHE.EEHE® 3 61~-274
CT-31TxMol?7 Fo.Fo:3 3967352 23 M BN ATE i »
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Ee_-ke-’:’é(l?s)“’” % HO x HL B 200 0 ANOVA g%@mﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁlm BE.E 3 7 35584
(loos) st B3 x AT Ba 232 & M FRERTFHSAEHRAE 4-8 26.4-38.38
Hesham A.S. A %(1996)(125] 134 x SD85 Fr:3 300 70 M ERE TR ASLBE/E SHR %0
Sourdille 2%5(1996) (27} F3 x ALines B m 6 M 4RECEFERAR 7 3.1~68.3/%
Koasmplik % (1996) (28] ARERER B 169 TRFR SR R XK
1.1 ERiGEK

Cowen(1988) P BF5Eis i, FI T E R BB MR 4 THRC M BAA 7 #2558, I F A,

Hef1, P, P, P; ATRER B T [F— 2 Fh 45 £58F (heterotic grop) , T Py W 5 K .55 4 Z b 4
Bo B\ PP SRR, 1 T RKROB SRR IF, — 0 P fal A 451 B T )R Z A8 A9 RFLP fR BRI
) BRI FATART B (P, Py S A B34 DI B TR R AR B S R R,
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— 8% 200 47
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B w9 BR 1 88 3 £ 2 Hind Il , EcoRI. EcoRV .BamHI 3¢, 'Tj i FAfY cDNA 4 B B
TEEBSEAMNED, FEE:

Native Plants Inc. ( npi) ( Weber and' Helentjaris, 1989 ) ; Brookhaven National Laboratories ( bnl )
(Burr Z£, 1988) ; University of Missouri — Columbia(umec) (Coe %£,1990) ; Pioneer Hi - Bred Internation-
al(php) (Beavis 2, 1991) ; lowa state University(isu)o -

FEC#AT QTL B RFLP 4Ric+ , X 45 2 HE AR — M BB 73 )& b <DNA SUFEMI L 100 N
5 RBE N ZEHFCHE.

PixXP2
\ X P3
R,
Anther Fs Ps L TG
Culture and | o TCs
Chromosome ‘ | '
doubling | ' -—>81 lines
v RI lines —-S¢ or late X P4
Doubled |
Haploids(DH) X P4
¥
TCs TCs
1.3 {EEFAE

HEE X REENERETEE X E— 5 E09EE(ANOVA) JEE B AR E X
EHEE R (M) 1 4 X [ /EE#(CIM) . BAFES(197)PULIEKE A Ki3 x CMLI3O M F,
BHRNOH % T RVUE bR AR 3 MEREY QTL A%, 4HHTHEBE T ANOVA.IM 71 CIM, 3
FBERRE—, A HERRN O EREER., RHNERMNHRE, £ XFHFEA M,
T M RELT QTL data 15 BB W J ik (),

1.4 XESR

£4 FEHREF(AS)GE RAPFRICAR

2 4 T FERRORGESRAEERAK) EREYE  RARPIER(%)

ume37(1L) , npi280(6L) , ume34(2S)
ume35(7L) , bnl15.bnl15.45(4L)

bnl8.35(3),wx1(9), umel31(2)
pio150033(10) , bn12.06(1) , umcd2(4)

Ki3 x CML13901! WAEBERA A,D s

php90272(1) ,ume10(3) , bn17.49(10)
php90493(5) , umc30(8)

Col59 x T33! AT 1.3.4.6.7.8.9. 10 R 11 1 / /

Mol7 x Ho9'2! A,D,0OD,PD 67.1

B73 x Mol 7i10]

IHO x HL™*

BRI R ROBI%, TEHAT QILARICHHERE BRI AL R B 3, B R &
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ERAE P B AP SREESR.ER M%), FERRSER:OFCAAE
2 ASEEA, 1400 ~2 200 M, FH 15~ UM; QB EHMA 1~ 10 B4, B 4~81,EH
SOME, RS S REERE 4% ~ 6% ; OB R RI . B# Ho B8R
k. RFLP ARiCx HIEEE ; @R R4 Bk A A (L) A i3t [/l — R AR e R A BE
HEMGAER, BRBEANER, WKk, R—REARARHAERIBAER (FF 2), Rogot
HERBAALERD  FARAESRERURAGE ), HEERFXLRA,

2 FEERRSENHFL

AE3ARASHRES, MIIMFARAEESRGMRHRESAIETE)RARTEEY
RFLP #Ri0(38 5) . 70X 26HF3TH , Edwards 25(1992) | Veldboom %5 (1994) (2 &t =B B > B ¥
RABKE TP AEHFRIERERMUSUIRCHER, EEMREN 131, K Veld-
boom( 1994)2) BUBRE 4 — L 15 npi280(6L) , (i R BAE R 35% , RIH BHBN . ALK
A TREEAR 10 KBEEAE L, A Veldboom % (1994)!2) 55 Ajmone — marsan % (1985 ) 1 5F
B, LS 6 REKREE (B3 xAT33 5 6 REKMN 4 MIIERBEEFN 24.5%). K
A NTESEE BN, SHERH T EREM SR, HEA SRR ST RN 0%EH(27.4%
~39.7%),

®£s5 E ¥ 7 & RFIP ¥ i

H B TEFC A (BTSRRI EREE) HEBAER(%)

00159 x Tx303tM BT BEMETF 1S, 1L,2S,2L,35,4s,4|_,7L,ss.8L. L E

Mol7 x Ho9L2! npi280(6L) 35.0

C7 - 317 x Mol 72! bnl5.71 — umc39B(5) ' 30.0

C7 - 351 x Moi71®! umel28 — npi282B(1) 35.8
umc3tA — umel5(4) 39.7

CT-351xC7-3%921  umot(3) 27.4

B73 x AT3'5! umc42(4) , ume019(4) , um-059(6) , umc021(6) , umc055(6) 35.4

umcl14(9) , umc095(9) , ume161(10) , umc146(10)

EFEBIERAR, UL Veldboom 2£(1994) 2 TS B A2 (R 6) . MHATLUE Hh,300
BE, BV B B A N TSR QIL BRIE AR R 2~ 6 1, AREERK
39% ~ 11% , FEF N FIH R A.D.PD.OD,

3 EALERAY

FEABHEAR A RFLP 471058 10 R CtAT TR EMTE, 0 QLN S5 &ES
%, QTL Bt 545 5% A S B R R I MAY RFLP 3 1 AR b 34T QTL ALK
HMEBEI . ZREMNTRERNERERS FEYERARARZ — EFXKL. B
B, 0 F WA S HE
3.1 XTHRFR

MEEBHEE  CHFREDT B f R SER R, N TE—KARRCERE, AR
BADRMGHE—BB/AFE, XA, BESEKAMA RAAAERED RIL.NIL
DHMEAAES A :— R THASUEEEE, T A TRGA FHmCHER, FRMZ
EAE; — R EERR HRE T REERM ; ZRITNARZFER 10 ~ 20 HEKNIR
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ARBMUERRNETIREN F, 5 R RKHETH. MEBFEE CARRERA
M, TR RV E B AR AL S B AR FUR YRR (B th A — £ R0 BN RN LR
HWETE, FR e SR T RS AR QTL s,

®6 FRUERS RRFPHRIC
w o REHE RAP OB M OB X SRES L 4 Rk m K OB K S8k

i Hic (M) LODH (%) if 2 (M) 10D (%)
BEr-BE 6L npi280 -10 10.7 35 BE. 1S epi2M -13 2.2 10
1L npi236 (i 2.4 7 1L bal7.08 0 7.3 20
: I3 umel?S (] 8.1 2 2L umcH8 g 9.3 24
ORE AL npdll 0 4.3 12 4L npi292 -31 3.1 p.]
58 umel66 0 2.9 1 5L Bu 8 23 10
6L  npi280 12 4.7 19 7L ball5.21 4 6.4 21
8L  npi268 -9 2.3 9 B 1S umelS7 -12 2.5 10
AEEE 3L umcl65A -5 5.4 19 3L umcl65A -9 5.1 19
6L Dbnl15.47 10 5.7 24 6L  npi280 -4 85 30
i 1S npi2d4 2 2.7 9 L bol8.44A -10 2.1 9
3L umcl65A 16 2.3 11 8L umcd8 6 22 8
55 ume27 -8 3.0 14 BfT 1S bals.52 0 23 7
6L  npi280 -8 8.0 35 25 umc78 -1 12 41
8L bnl9.08 12 2.1 10 45 B2 o 21 6
b8 | 1L unc37 10 6.1 24 4L umcl5 0 48 14
2L . umod -8 4.7 21 B IL umcd? 18 8.2 39
3L umel65A -9 2.6 10 25 umel4 -14 22 9
6L  npi280 -4 5.7 9 | 4L  bnll5.45 0 22 6
L umcll0 6 3.4 16 6. npi280 -8 4.4 17
8L umcd8 8 3.3 13 L umc3S -3 26 9

(Veldboom %, 1994)
3.2 XTeMERaE
EAFICEEERFCEA T HERAKAT 20 oM, X FHRBHRE QTL &AL, FRic/E]
AT RERTE 10 M UL, A BER K ATREIRBIA X QTL, EXREHAK/NK 1550 M, &
7.2 % 10° kb, ORI B A B TSR iC 8 B 75 10 M5 M, 1 cM,0.5 cM B 43 512k 160,320,
1600.32001%), BABEINHFANS, EXEMCELTEE 1| MEOEAEEGRD,H
REEHRSTIRZBAR, & U5 E IR R B AR 09 Bl E R R A8 (R E
R HEARRE/NZH) , —BIRICEFHEIRE 1S ~ 20 oM, T B A28 € K Ak in, i
AL 3 3 4R K B ( Veldboom. 1994) 2] H SRRV E B 4 ~ 8 M EEL A, RARB TR
4% ~ 60% ., HEI, BFEFAE BB IMREF x B4R, ARHS, KBA (500 LA
) HEE AR ERE 0.5 MET,
3.3 XRFiBRENE
EHMPAEY, HABHERBERERE HE™ BIER, Fra QL BB MNHRA
% A.D.OD.PD, BA RIAE BEW b A H M-V B4 AW QL b S, RRH
HEEBSHENE D) geesk B8R SN B R EFES R, GRE PR,
5h, Veldboom 21 2L A MEX DI AL 4R 8 QTL AEEE M e R — B ik YA R M
SBIXI% I, 40 6L _E A npi280, 43 BEE Bk RS (BEML ORDR BRI, 3L B umel65A 41
Bl AP B B RS H AR, BEATE B, XEHREXMHERETER
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BRHE T RBEERER RFLP 4 TR iC 85T #

—EHZEH (Pleiotrory) , {8 QTL EALREHEALEEA I F, . BC1 e #EATHY, NX M HEBT AT (S B
8%, B B B R S — 20 T X e R A SE AT, IR B N RN IR
3.4 %F RFIPHFIBSHEBERICHER

RFLP $RiC SHEA Ak Airic 2 mK X R, 38R AR A 50 By % (Marker — Based
Selection) A BE & X, Robert(1985)01 N, — SR AR R T A S E BB ERTREN
HB A7 A R A B9, Beavis 25 (1991) 0T X Bk AIBF ST 2 B, 3T RFLP 4Ric 5 R B R K15 2
SXREE9A 124,10 bnl8.35—>di, ume83—brl, anl %, BE XX HFEAIBFIR ML, TiHk—%
R
3.5 RFLP #7i25 MAS

RFLP #7iC B2 F B, 5 A M E F, # B RFLP 3340, #H7 5 Mo BRI Bk
(MAS), ME @A UMM EHR R R EERN YR A XA CARESHGE, HFE R
BREBHESE, 1 Suber 25(1995) 2R F [ 35, FIF RFLP #RiCAH MAS, ¥ 1~ 4 71 QIL
M T:303 ¥ 3) B73, M ohd3 ¥ FER] Mol 7, & RAY 138 ”B73 MR " Mol7 = RB AR KR
5, <1458 7B73 # Mol7 BRI MR E T B, B 15%., XTFEXRBEAEREER
RrgrER A MAS, BEIARE T/ NATEF BRI, FEI QTL #Y RFLP HRicHEE 5ik
BUfTARNE S, DT BRB KR
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Improvement of RFLP - Marker - Facilitated

Studies of QTLs in Maize
YANG Jun — pin
( Crop Research Institute , Sichuan Academy of Agr. Sci. , Chengdu 610066)
RONG Ting — zhao
( Sichuan Agricultural University , Ya' an 625014)

Abstract: This paper sumbharized that 1mpmvement of RFLP ~ markers — facilitated studies of QTLs,

especially for grain yield and yleld componets, in maize had been conducted for 10 years, including popu-

lation and its contents, markers maps, locations of QTLs, and genetic effects, It also indicated the problems
and directions needed to study.
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