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WE: ARBREFRFLRGFHAR, KA Z WG FB LA TN K & F LU0 H Pyrenophora
graminea 3% 395 11 A Ak QWC 72 5 (.92 ) 5 Alexis( 5 2 ) 22 L F, KA F, R4 B BREAT I
VSR AT, R R BRAR 5 3 AT R %8 5 gk Bk R £ 4049 SSR AR, JF 38 i QTL IciMapping 4k
MAREEH B E TR RR ARG, SRIT,HH25 5 Alexis £ X F AR AT K & & 400%
B m A ARQWC AILA 2%  E,AREAIN: 1A B, LA H 252 H 4% QWC # 3t
B 1B R B 3R, iz R R R % A Rdg3;iZ A B T K & TH 4 €48 L 49 SSR ARiL
Bmag206 2 Bmag7 Z 18] , 5 =4 693 3 & 5 5 4 1.78 M F22.86 cM, £5 &84T TH § &%
g dgm Ak B AR, R ILRAg3 A — NI R BOR A R TR A K R R A AR R KR
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Molecular mapping of a gene for resistance to barley leaf stripe
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Abstract: In order to identify new resistance genes to Pyrenophora graminea in barley, the resistance
evaluation of F, and F, generations from the crosses between Ganpi 2 (immune) and Alexis (high sus-
ceptible), as well as the parents, were carried out with sandwich method. Based on bulk segregation
analysis and microsatellite markers analysis, SSR marker linked with resistance genes was identified,
and then QTL IciMapping software was used to calculate the genetic distance, construct genetic linkage
map, and map resistance gene. The results of resistance evaluation showed that F, population was im-
mune, and the ratio of resistance/susceptible was 3:1 in F, generation. This indicated that the barley leaf
stripe resistance in Ganpi 2 was conferred by a single dominant gene, which was designated as Rdg3
temporarily. The resistance gene Rdg3 located on chromosome 7H was between SSR markers Bmag206
and Bmag7, and the genetic distance was 1.78 ¢cM to Bmag206 and 2.86 cM to Bmag7. Furthermore,
based on the comparison with resistance gene mapped on 7H, Rdg3 was a novel barley leaf stripe resis-
tance gene, which might serve as a new germplasm in barley resistance breeding.
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KRENERN IR 4 KRG AW ERE—H
YER/INZE AR, (L B o MY Tl ) 3k e , g
KA EEMEH #5205, M\ 2002 45 3 [ 5l A A
55— K MU 2% [ LR, KE&Z2 5 oy — A T 1
RAS (ZEJe % 12015) ,90% FYE 11 K32 FH T Mg
i (ZRIEPEAE,2014) , o 3 FEl PRI PR 3 K A2 1Y) 859%
Sy i DR FE] PR PG D 2 ™ A R 1) ) R [ P B R T
VEE IR T LT H M W7 R A B AE 2150
MR GE R T 3R E MU K2 i ek P g . H
K WE T Pyrenophora graminea( Jo1EZS Drechslera
graminea) 5| R I R B0 2 KA 7= i W 1 7™ FE 5%
M) , 2095 5 PR IA T RN i A A2 B T 2 A R B
F B R R 52 M 3K (Teviotdale & Hall, 1976) ,
R R I 23 RO A 7™ #9807 (Porta-Puglia et
al., 1986; Arabi et al., 2004) , 112009 4 H i 4 K%
ZR U e ML DX A 3R 3 70% (1 Fi 55, 2010) 5
JEI0 R AF T i 19% W) 22 51 38 R 22 980 0.9%~1.0%
(Porta-Puglia et al., 1986) , iZJi & — HLii 17 04 5]
A R B V8™ | PRI -4 A 3By i K22 2 U
it 0 7E JEBE

BT, K 5800 1 b7 ia 322 DL 257 By ia it
BYURSF ARG BORRCR A A 25 Y
ISR BN S5 S eAS , R R AZ A B4 s &
BHEATHOR S AP B R PR 120 T 4 U HA RN
1% (Kavak,2004) , I 15 AR TS 4. HETRZ
ARBURPUR B PGSR B Z I, TR
F YU AL 153 A #2840 Suneson (1950) i
T 22 AL TR 1R TR R Y
o PER] 43 R Ak AN 5E A PR AR ; Boulif &
Wilcoxson (1988 )i i 7 A [A] K 22 HEAAR B oA A
TR AL TR 3 BRIE AR A T PO MR 4 e, R W
P PR R R LR R R DB B R A
Tacconi et al.(2001 )i 5 K37 = HT 5 FF Thibaut 15
JEHFT Mirco Z4 S A 22 1Y) FL A0 B BEAAR SR T HTm P
1A% 53 BT, 3 W] Thibaut 405 VE Hh A 5 R 45
il o HETTE R h & % PR SR 45 Rdgla
F1 Rdg2a, H: " Rdgla (Thomsen et al., 1997; Biselli
etal.,2010) 07 T 2H Y (A b FERRGIME r BE K2
APEFRIC (restricted fragment length polymorphisms,
RFLP)MSU21 Fl Xris45b Z [A] , 5 = (1 5 14 1 25
A 0.2 cM F14.0 ¢M ; Rdg2a( Tacconi et al.,2001)
LT TH G tafk b, fEREHLY 3 2 25 P DNA #5id
(random amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD) OPQ-
9700 Al RFLP #5ic MWG2018 2 7] , 5 — & iy 5t f%

FE B3 5004 3.1 cM FI12.5 M. 1T 56 TR & Btk %
PR AV 45 (quantitative trait locus, QTL) A K,
Pecchioni et al. (1996) 7£ K7z 1H 1 2H 4 ({4 | ki
I 3] 725 S At B R 591 g 58.5% 1 29.3% FY 2 LG
4 QTL; Arru et al. (2002) 7£ K 4 L94x Vada #f {4
K E] 14~ F 20 QTL(2H) Ml 1 M QTL(7H) , Xt
FRUAY AR S B 5 5 R 29.2% F19.2% , TE K
L94 x C123 44 rp il 281 2 4> A28 53 R 2R IR
11.7% 1 15.7% Wt P QTL; Arru et al. (2003) 7£
K ZE 2H Yo ik TG £ 14~ QTL, X i #k Dg2 Al
Dg5 (A SRR 430 18.3% H130.9% ; 7] a5
(2015 )3z FRER BT v 0 — PR AR R R & et
BATUAE R A A SRBEAA T 3 R 21 5 S F 3 A~ St
K2 25 809 S HK 19 1] 57 51 3 & (simple sequ-
ence repeat, SSR)Frict . H Al [ N ik R WG T K5
P2 BUIRHE R 2 A I AT

AT FE ) FH i 30 A IR L i e 380 A R 3 R 8L
I3 B R B0 1 H kR QWC R B iy H W 2 5 gk
PR Y Alexis KAz SR #2438 16, IF R I 58
O 71 R R QWC X H 1 2 5 | Alexis K H F X1
F AR BBV THUR T DU T g 4% 43
BTN SSR AR A BT X e 5L R iEA T4 28 Aor, LA
itk — 20 HF BT RAZ S B0 B IRAZ IR Bose i A
YR USRI S 5%

1 MRl5AEE
1.1 ##

BER K B H . H 2 5 | Alexis & T TF
% SSRARIC L A5k 1) 48 11 KA AR (3 1) H
Hkr B A Bl B K25 B FTH R Al 2
BT RABAEY) R = H N A Y A L
55 5 BT E A S 5 2 R AR R 4
HE | K7 28000 DA 5 BU% 7 R QWC (R 4
2017) 1 J E 4t

R 95 5k . OB S A B 3R (potato dextrose
agar, PDA) i 5 5k . 4255 200 g #4410 g Bl
17 g, KK ERZE L, K e H.

TR S : 2xMaster Mix, R 28 (Jb 5T ) A=
YIRHE A BR 2 7] ; Marker 1, RARAEALRHE (db50) A
RS ] s Hog a2 o B ™= 3 r i . 070-951 PCR
%, {8 ¥ Analytik Jena 2\ ] ; TY04S-3E %8 i B 15 43
&4, b B B ERHCA TR | ; 041BR94395
R H KA, 25 [ Bio-Rad 23 7 ; SPX-260 R g 4= 1k
KRR  WAEE AR A BR 2 A 5 P100/P 100+ o
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Table 1 Names and origins of 48 barley varieties in the study

s mn AP A4 R P S/ i s AN AR Kl

No. Name of variety Origin No. Name of variety Origin
1 LA Wancun AR F Australia 25 4H%E Niugute H 7 Japan
2 4% 13 Ante 13 F}7% Denmark 26 HAT % Ganmuertiao H A Japan
3 Chariot F}72 Denmark 27  Raxana ) 25 F| Hungary

4 Lina F37% Denmark 28  Pusadena ) 4 F| Hungary
5 9919 99De9 [ Germany 29 S-3 AR Syria
6 9916 99De6 5% Germany 30 SHlR 4% Zhouqubianerleng HP[E H 7l Gansu, China
7 99742 99De2 14 [E Germany 31 0020-4 rRE H 7} Gansu, China
8  99ffiAx-2 99Deyu-2 ff[E Germany 32 9910-49 /1 [E H 7 Gansu, China
9 99747 99De7 4 [E Germany 33 8810-3-1-3 rh[EH 7} Gansu, China
10 TRADITON 5% Germany 34 738005 Suyan 005 /#7175 Jiangsu, China
11 Empress 4 [E Germany 35  BHE Aobihei FHEYTIR Jiangsu, China
12 Prestge 15 [% Germany 36 4% 27 Nongmu 27 /1 [E 52 7 Inner Mongolia, China
13 Tremois #£[% France 37 N O08PJ-36 Nei 08PJ-36 1 [E N 5 Inner Mongolia, China
14 Podie [ France 38 KH36 Nongmu 36 FRE NS Inner Mongolia, China
15 FHEHT Fegus Jin£= K Canada 39 HML21 Qingpi 21 FRE 114 Shandong, China
16 SD426 B K Canada 40  ZYMO00O1 r [ P Tibet, China
17 707190489 J2[E America 41 ZYM6953 HH [E P Tibet, China
18  GO0615119T & [# America 42 ZYMO0217 P [E| PG 5T Tibet, China
19 Z140VO15W [ America 43 ZYMO0482 HH [E P Tibet, China

20  G033T008U & [# America 44  ZYMO0305 FR[E PH K Tibet, China

21  BARI274 [ America 45 ZYMO0031 H [E P Tibet, China

22 71720022V £ [E America 46 P§-HF KA Xi-wild barley FR[E PH K Tibet, China

23 BARII93 [ America 47 ZYMO0207 HH [E P Tibet, China

24 G033T034U Z&[E America 48 7K 55 Yong 55 1[E China

1.2 FHi& JEAY B EL A, LA B A H G 2 5 6 R 32 4 800 TR 5 2

1.2.1  H2 5 6 SR S A 5T

H 25 | Alexis  F AR A F, 040 2 BEAR SR
25 R F = 6 15 (Pecchioni et al., 1996) . KFAETC
A BN B A TE R QWC T 22 PRI VR E T8
PDA VAR I, 76 22 CHEREFR 7 d i, TERIVE I 4 HTHL
ELR S5 mm YA YE, B T8 PDA P 22 CHE1EH: 7 d
Ja TR, SR P4 70% LB E T 30 s,
T 5% USRS AL B 5 min, G B 2818 7K vh sk
3WIEHIREE T, B TR 224K 7 diY PDA V4R I,
RIGTERN T LBIE S D AERK T AR 2410
PDA-H, i 140 T 2 JZ s ], IR B T A
FETE 240> PDA AR [RIVEXT R, 6 °C RRIFICE 20 d
J& KRS R RS AR 2 AR 30 em AE AL iE:
TEN TS gz OB 12 WERRS 12 h 28 s 595 IR
S PRE FAE F 12°CHDEIRAAE T 20°C, K59k 45 d s
TR BE 58 4= W BT LA A3 T 8 45 BUVE b s
WEGEAT ST, HC S BB EE . FH 2 I 56 250 72 Bt

I 1R QW C LA BUR RE R A H o
1.2.2 K & SSRARITHY i 4% & AP 47

5% CTAB % (Paterson et al., 1993 ; Porebski et
al., 1997) PR HRPUBGEA F AR F, 4007 B 1A iy A
RIZH DNA, 285 G RE T PRSI B Ak 2, T-20°C
UKFE AR AT o SSR ARic 1Y i ¥E 2 % Grain Genes 2.0
(http://wheat.pw.usda.gov/) P 3 15 1% &l i J von Ko-
rff et al. (2004 ) 14 H 1) 35t % €13, BEEX 525 X34 5) 43
T REZ TH~TH Qe ik b 1) SSRbRic itz

SSR 45 ig 43 #7 () PCR ¥ 38 /& % . #% it DNA
1 uL . Master Mix 5 uL, I F i SSR 5445 0.5 uL,
HBAlK AR 2 10 uL s SSR FRIE ST PCR 4 3 787
95°C T A8 7 5 min; 94°C 2% 1 50 s, 64~55°C (touch-
down PCR) 1B k 50 s, 72°C ZE{#1 50 s, 10 7 3 ;
94°C M 50 5,55°CIH %k 50 s, 72 CHEAH 50 5,30 MG
s 5 Jm 72°CHEAH 10 min, 4 CORAF; §7 1Y) 242 8%
RN HL UK, AR Y 1 €0 )5 REAH
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e L 2 50 Alexis AR}, DA 525 X643
FRKFE IH~TH e K 1) SSR Aric H i i 7E 2 1~ 2%
AN R 2BV SSRARIC s R HHFA 3 25 43 Bk
(Michelmore et al., 1991) 7 & 55 ¢ 95 & K 3% 40 1
SSRARIC, 1 JETE F AU A BERLE I 10198
s FRLR R 10 S8R B , 43 iV S et R gt , SR
Jei I FAURGEAS BTt At X3 A F K2 1TH~7TH
Qe (R T HAEPUB SR A B R 2 A MR SSRbRic
PEAT 5500 He PR 81 SSR AR I 1E , 112 K ik
2PN b | 2L G 7 N
1.2.3  SSRAFILHTFR A % &b

FESTIR FE R ) 25 5 67 DX ] N HEA 5 A e [ in
B VEUE 2 2R AR (] T 2 8 19 SSR 51 ¥4, 7
NCBI H L8 A K22 LA 9 b 4748 = K
Y 50 5 A5 21 U XF 8L A9 P Contig 1 1T, 31 H
SSR Hunter #F4% S TR ERE ¥or/NFETF 611
SSR 3 5., 9% J5 12 [H Primer Premier 5.0 41 SSR
A7 5 150 bp /78 #E 4T SSR 51 ¥ ¥k it , ik it
45 XF SSR 51y , #ir 4 & Bmg1~Bmg45, I ] Alexis
R TS 1 Y2 A e 1S 1 H A 450

TEHL 48 493 KA XS T A1 45 Xf SSR 51 itk Ay
LMK, I F] FH PowerMarker 3.25 #4 (Liu &
Muse, 2005) 15407 248 S wii L F2 PRI 8 BE ]
2R e B 2545 B & (polymorphism in-
formation content, PIC) , #5 PIC=0.5, N & & Z &M
18, 0.25<PIC<0.5 JJg HH BEZ A MERL AT, PIC<0.25
I 22517 15 (Botstein et al., 1980) .

124 RESELRAR G E L

R T TH BB AR b HAE 2 A SEAH w2 5 Al
Alexis [H] & B2 251 19 SSR AR ic 4148 F, 4% 40 5 1
o HHM25 () B —EiE o A, 5 Alexis
(IO i R —E A0 b B, 22 A B ie o H, B Je e
A2k X, #]H QTL IciMapping 73 H1 8 £F 1148 SSR
PrRic 5 R ZEZ B R st G #E &, JF 2 T 2 3t
FEASE SR AR S3R 55 AN T B A 3R 1% EUAEL P 5 R
#( (logarithm of odds, LOD) Il - 3.0 K 44 #1545
TR RIS, X0 R A TR 2D e
2 R
2.1 HE2 SHHmESEES

A28 it A L 2 5 R SR R Allexcis 24328 T
F AR F AR A B AR 22 — WA U3 AP 32 4800
P R B0 ) E R QWC 5 L F AR TR B AP, 78

PR B AN 276 BREAR T, A 197 MERBUA DU,
H IR NG . & RITKE, #=1.74<p00=
3.85, 54 30 1 B PRI IRy B KA R H L2 45
FITPE 1A B B PR o] Kz L TR B i 44 0
Rdg3.
2.2 KZESSRIRICHIRIEZESI DT

FIFH 525 X SSR 5| 4 % 55 A 8] 22 345 M iR A 7 i
P, S50 R AT 513 % SSR 514 REY 18 H 1 i 4417
HorPE R B A Z 5 PE R SSR 51 12L 103 %), 5 Ar
51911 19.62% .,

PEIT JECEA R R B 2 A MR 103 XF SSR 5]
Yy, B/ 4 T 35 R B T O L A5 )
3 X FEPL/E (] R B2 2 MY SSR B4, KA v
T 7TH Y2 {5 4K 1 scssr07970 . Bmag7 il Bmag206, iz
F SSR #Rit scssr07970 . Bmag7 . Bmag206 X F, 1843
BRI 276 BEEPAEIEA TAR AN, FRIE scssr07970
Bmag206 11 Bmag7 7& 197 BRHTIH bk ih 20 55 184 H
9.9 11 A5 EA— S Y, TAE 79 AR IE L
PR ARiC sesst07970 4714 1 5 A~ SH0 A — 3
i K 3 A L AR id Bmag206 93 H 4~ 5
PO EAR — A B DL K 4 A2 AR, ARl
Bmag7 #4145 HUi EA BN DL S 3 A
ZRAE I, ST UL, WP RN Rdg3 e EI R
& TH Yk b o 7 7TH YAk I HAE Alexis
FH MR 2 5 2 A4 SR A B R BLZ 5 PEMY) SSR 51 YA
LUXF gl AL Rl A e
2.3 SSRIREHA R K B MTFIE

FILFH 48 15y K22 i REXF B K 19 45 X 43 A AE K
22 FE AL TH YL o fAG 8 1 1) SSR 51 itk f7 23480
G307, A 29 Xt SSR 51 W 7E 48 3 A4 K 32 b k) ] 3
MMM X 29 XF SSR 5| Py Ak I 21 125 4543
AR SN, BN SSRGS 1 11 456 A8 A s A
2~9 Z (A1 Bl , 35 A AR S 0 ok 4.3 45 B
AR AL Z2 AR 439010 0.2326~0.9130 F10.1588~
0.8420, F-34{8 43 51124 0.5630 F110.5596 5 245 B A6 )
SRR 8 X SSRBIMAFIEZ G, 2 5 e
(% SSRbRic > Bmg20, M4y 21 MricZe & YA
0, 224 FE S 21{H M 0.0298 ; PIC 41T 0.1462~0.8234
Z 8], SF34{H 4 0.5132, 1vic Bmg25 i PIC fie i , b
18 Bmg43 1) PICHAIK(F2) . PIC>0.511 SSRARICA
154>, 55 SSRFRICHIS51.72% , J& T JE L2 25 A5 .
HA e R 2 5 T Alexcis [A] R B L B PERY 6 1~ SSR
Fric Bmgl~Bmg6 9 FH Tt L Bl kAt .
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Table 2 Polymorphism detection of 29 SSR markers in 48 barley varieties

Fric SN A SN TP S Z R RO ZEER AR
Marker Allelic variation Major-allele frequency Gene diversity ~ Heterozygosity Polymorphism information content
Bmgl 8 0.2979 0.8031 0.0000 0.7759
Bmg2 5 0.3333 0.7575 0.0000 0.7188
Bmg3 6 0.4167 0.6840 0.0000 0.6302
Bmg4 3 0.6905 0.4410 0.0952 0.3626
Bmg5 2 0.7907 0.3310 0.0465 0.2762
Bmg6 4 0.5238 0.6156 0.0000 0.5506
Bmg7 4 0.7045 0.4638 0.0000 0.4239
Bmgl1 6 0.2917 0.7734 0.0000 0.7381
Bmgl4 2 0.8370 0.2729 0.1087 0.2357
Bmgl6 6 0.5111 0.6815 0.0000 0.6495
Bmgl8 5 0.6630 0.5274 0.0435 0.4978
Bmg20 2 0.6915 0.4267 0.3191 0.3356
Bmg22 5 0.3784 0.7568 0.0000 0.7209
Bmg24 9 0.2326 0.8167 0.0000 0.7913
Bmg25 9 0.2553 0.8420 0.0000 0.8234
Bmg27 3 0.7083 0.4479 0.0417 0.3968
Bmg28 2 0.8542 0.2491 0.0000 0.2181
Bmg29 5 0.6042 0.5888 0.1875 0.5538
Bmg30 3 0.6304 0.4943 0.0000 0.4079
Bmg31 3 0.4792 0.6241 0.0000 0.5492
Bmg33 6 0.2955 0.7955 0.0000 0.7661
Bmg34 3 0.6889 0.4523 0.0000 0.3827
Bmg36 3 0.5319 0.5749 0.0000 0.4915
Bmg38 5 0.4615 0.6772 0.0000 0.6253
Bmg39 3 0.7292 0.4297 0.0000 0.3880
Bmg40 4 0.5106 0.6537 0.0000 0.6048
Bmg41 5 0.4043 0.7053 0.0000 0.6544
Bmg43 2 0.9130 0.1588 0.0000 0.1462
Bmg45 2 0.8977 0.1836 0.0227 0.1668
S 43 0.5630 0.5596 0.0298 0.5132
Average

2.4 KEMELSUREEMNEN

FIFH TH YL AR 17 S EDUBREAR M R L2 745
PERY SSR 5 4348 F A3 B HEAR , 2456 F AR B
14 276 R ELPRFAURN 73 FHric ZE AL, 28 QTL Ici-
Mapping 3K {453 Bt , HU97 3k R Rdg3 94 3 137 4 TH 4
R b, {7 F SSRARIC Bmag206 5 Bmag7 2 [H]
(1), bric Bmag206 B4 L K Rdg3 11358 4% 1 25
71.78 ¢cM, Fric Bmag7 .scssr07970 A1 Bmg5 FEHis
FEIH Rdg3 Wit fG I B 43511k 2.86 .5.43 112.12 cM,,

3 iTig
H T LT % B9 SSRBRIE 26 AR 7 8 Ik 22 mh g

2 A 25 S R (] & 7% %%, 2013 ; Lamara et al.,
2013) , ASHFST B AR VEEL T 525 % SSR 5 |41 F T Jak

FEARA Z AR IE BT | SR T AE TH YL fi b
TEF 11 %) SSR G IWITE 2 1 S A ] R B 2785,
TR TH G s L RS A TN A9 2 iE i
FER B SSRARICI i 1t 6 AR [A] R I Z AP SSR
Fricxhs i S TN o AP G A X B &
1Y SSR bric AT 1T Z PRI , 345 55 Lamara
et al. (2013)BFFR &5 A L, S5 6 48 S0 fi 4 /b, PIC
B, DR A AT BESR AR FEE I Y 48 10 K32 b1 kst A%
Z 55 4/IN 1 Lamara et al. (2013 )1 FH i K22 Fl 5 9%
I AT BRAFTE ORI 545 22 57 5 AT 2% 55 (2013) F
FELERAN LG AT A A e v i % S L
PRI A] B SR T 2245 (2013) T FH 2R A 2k H S E A
W TASBESE T A RR IR S SR 4R
KEM AL, SSRARCIN LM SHRicA &% VI
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5K, PRI R AR E % M58 YR IC 2 B X SSR
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THZefE 4k Chromosome 7H LOD
- Bmg2 ()7 2|0 4‘0 6]() 8|0 10|() ]2]() 14%0 1(70
32.25 Bmel .
5141 Bmg4 1
57.42 Bmg3 .
65.88 Bmgs5 T _
% 76.22 Bmag206 -
g 80.86 gg&fy .
S
£ 8343 scssr07970 -
g 9sss GBMII26 -
5
S 10462 Bmg6 i
&f_ 162.67 HVMO0049 1
% 174.85 / \ Bmag0623
183.93 EBmag0757
216.76 AWBMS0022 -)
234.03 GBM1419 1
255.39 Bmag0546 .
293.17 Bmac0187 -
SSRARICSSR marker

BE1 T 7HREE ERRKERLFERE Rdg3 BB & &S

Fig. 1 Genetic linkage map of barley leaf stripe resistance gene Rdg3 on chromosome 7H

LOD: JET 2 st AL i 3 B AR R 5 N T Bl R 10 LUAELRA 5 F %R, LOD: Logarithm of odds.

KRS B PSR BUR R R KSR B R
HEE AR, AMUAT LI R Tw & AL sk,
M HE TR EFISCR . 124 ik, a8k i
FE1 2 5 7 1) R 22 2% 800 B e 3 R {UAT Rdgla
(Thomsen et al., 1997; Biselliet al., 2010) il Rdg2a
(Tacconi et al.,2001) , 5354y F 2H e (A 4R Fl 7TH 4%
AR o ARBFERITF A F ARV BIREA , LIRS
BT ES A SSR A TARic A THUR SE R e, &
BHH N 2 5 B B P R PR A R L ok
FENIFER A THY R KR I, 545 1C Bmag206 5
Bmag7 435t 1% 15 25 73 3k 1.78 cM F12.86 <M, ]
FH S B 5 R B3 B o FAmic A 1 T AL PR 7Y
IRV L R 2 5 0 U A TR APEAR AL | [ Bsf
i 1 43 FhRiC A Bl nT LASE B 22 3 R G 2o, k85
B 2P 15 A RS SR (5 R4, 2015) .
AR I 07 15 31 19 5 Rdg3 'S5 % 3% B B9 A7 ¢ Bmag206
A ZEGUIRE B A A R )42 T2 T o v iR ) ik
o BT B QWC 2 H IR & K2 7 X 73 B 21
SRR PEE AR (R 45, 2017) , R H M2 S04t
PER] % B THUARBURE R . A, AR5 B e i

RIHTR R A Rdg3 7 T TH etk |-, 5 Tacconi et al.
(2001) & B TH G @A T A7 AEAT0 1k R i Y 4518
—3(, HHT, 24 Tacconi et al.(2001 ) BF5T 45 5 B
Rdg2a 5EAAE TH YL AR - o 20t 5 DA 32 4
PRICTEA L b 03544 10 25 Lh R 7, Rdg2a N
Rdg3 AN J& Rl —FE P o AHHF5E ke B R B 2 A
Rdg3 2 B R E 7 B K EE PR BOR R , 2
IR B2 3 HOE AL REDUARBOW AR . T~ —2
) TAERY KL REA, T4 SHOm A Rdg3 %4
I It R e B 1S R e 7~ Y S N - T ) s =
Uk ARG R REZ 51 B Fh e BEhTe 2 5E
U5, X AR i B BE R R A 55 B KA P sk 80
rn A B AR A 24 (RN A TG Y B i
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