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Abstract: Based on morphological characters and AFLP molecular markers, genetic variations were
investigated in 50 natural hybrid progenies of ornamental crabapple, Malus ‘Royalty’ . The results showed
that there were significant plentiful morphological traits within the seedlings. The coefficient of variation
ranged from 3.44% to 42.68% in the 18 morphological parameters of leaf and flower. Among them the
parameter including stipule length and width, leaf area, leaf fresh weight, petal width or flower stalk length
had a coefficient of variation above 20%, showing a significant morphological diversity. Based on AFLP
markers, 9 primers were amplified into 349 bands and 86.8% (303 bands) of them were polymorphic. The
Nei’s genetic diversity indices and the Shannon information indices were observed at the range of 0.24 -
0.36 and 0.36 - 0.53 respectively. The analysis indicated that there are large genetic variations in molecular
level and, especially, in morphology characters of the natural hybrid progenies. These variations may
provide advisable materials for the selection breeding of ornamental crabapple.
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Table 1 Variations in leaf morphological characters of Malus ‘Royalty’ natural hybrid progenies

Gii 5 H-K/em -5 5 Abem K /em Fer-K/em o Fi/em i A /om? i AR R g
No. Leaf length Leaf width Petiole length  Stipule length  Stipule width ~ Leaf area Fresh leaf weight
S1 9.62 4.40 1.84 1.05 0.53 28.98 1.97
S2 9.60 3.94 1.67 1.13 0.27 24.32 1.37
S3 7.24 2.84 1.38 0.53 0.11 12.89 1.01
S4 8.64 4.07 1.40 0.60 0.13 23.75 1.53
S5 7.71 3.96 1.57 0.46 0.11 20.02 1.15
S6 7.81 3.46 1.60 0.96 0.15 18.16 1.03

S7 8.17 4.15 1.36 113 0.53 22.19 141
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i -K/em -5 5 Ab/em K em FoH-K/em FLmH-Fi/em T 5/ em? R g
No. Leaf length Leaf width Petiole length  Stipule length ~ Stipule width  Leaf area Fresh leaf weight
S8 7.71 3.88 1.58 0.87 0.16 19.86 1.18
S9 8.38 3.64 1.79 0.69 0.28 19.56 1.44
S10 731 2.67 1.68 0.80 0.14 12.50 1.00
S11 9.97 5.11 1.41 1.70 0.44 33.07 2.37
S12 6.90 3.82 1.64 1.11 0.26 17.52 1.21
S13 10.55 4.29 1.99 0.77 0.18 29.78 1.84
S14 8.44 4.05 1.45 0.94 0.34 22.31 1.56
S15 6.97 3.00 1.37 1.35 0.23 14.09 1.05
S16 8.32 3.76 1.49 1.03 0.24 19.95 1.32
S17 8.67 3.94 1.85 0.60 0.13 21.89 1.60
S18 8.59 421 1.56 1.08 0.27 24.33 1.99
S19 6.73 3.12 1.52 0.99 0.25 14.21 1.03
S20 8.58 3.78 1.41 1.36 0.34 20.62 1.51
S21 8.16 3.87 2.13 0.90 0.22 20.94 1.13
S22 8.27 3.83 1.70 1.08 0.32 21.48 1.65
S23 7.11 2.98 1.49 1.03 0.25 13.37 0.68
S24 7.07 3.21 1.54 0.52 0.23 14.85 1.15
S25 11.39 454 2.18 0.99 0.25 36.16 2.43
S26 7.75 3.30 1.83 0.55 0.15 18.06 1.33
S27 9.46 3.64 1.86 0.93 0.32 23.85 1.60
528 8.89 4.39 1.95 1.11 0.38 23.03 1.69
S29 8.40 4.22 1.48 1.38 0.38 22.86 1.92
S30 8.32 3.96 1.77 0.76 0.30 20.66 0.48
S31 9.04 5.53 1.72 1.15 0.28 28.06 0.86
S32 9.32 4.42 1.44 1.28 0.29 29.56 1.10
S33 8.73 357 1.66 1.34 0.13 20.90 0.75
S34 9.71 4.82 1.63 1.31 0.50 29.96 1.18
S35 9.15 5.76 1.26 1.38 0.48 33.44 1.29
S36 8.65 421 1.83 1.33 0.29 22.80 0.92
S37 8.70 4.47 1.58 0.71 0.26 25.24 0.99
S38 731 3.85 1.50 0.83 0.19 18.54 0.53
S39 9.24 457 1.97 0.60 0.18 29.85 1.26
S40 7.86 3.96 1.85 1.51 0.43 20.92 0.63
S41 7.54 4.62 1.61 1.61 0.41 20.16 0.85
S42 8.78 3.79 1.50 1.04 0.37 21.99 0.86
S43 7.28 3.72 1.49 0.80 0.18 16.61 0.65
S44 8.56 4.69 1.83 1.40 0.56 26.21 1.02
S45 8.23 452 1.70 1.41 0.50 23.74 0.98
S46 8.13 4.28 1.49 0.94 0.41 23.36 0.81
S47 9.07 357 1.66 1.52 0.37 20.78 0.81
S48 7.80 4.00 1.38 1.41 0.46 19.59 0.88
S49 9.07 3.84 1.93 0.81 0.19 22.27 1.23
S50 8.57 4.02 1.67 0.78 0.19 22.78 1.99
S51 10.79 6.01 1.88 1.36 0.24 40.62 0.98
S52 7.23 474 1.90 1.07 0.38 16.87 0.37
S53 9.47 5.33 2.50 0.86 0.12 32.56 0.85
S54 7.22 4.85 1.96 1.07 0.23 21.46 0.54
S55 11.59 7.77 1.75 2.56 0.92 59.90 2.06
S56 10.34 7.20 2.04 0.74 0.20 49.94 1.43
3418 Mean 8.43 4.00 1.64 1.03 0.29 22.24 1.24
bRk s 0.96 0.61 0.21 0.31 0.12 5.31 0.45
CVI % 11.36 15.33 12.76 30.44 42.68 23.89 36.36
| 2.01 1.97 2.00 2.07 1.91 1.85 1.98
F 17.257 17.757 7.607 16.69” 10.68” 18.137 21.46"

** IR 0.01 KPP ZERE . **: 0.01 level extremely significant differences.
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Table 2 Variations in flower morphological characters of Malus ‘Royalty” natural hybrid progenies

R R T T ?En‘ﬁ/ K EMRY R4 AN MEK M
45 No. ey e cm cm m © com cm cm PP cm FIS

FNI PNF PETL PETW DBF PEDL PEDC FL FN PIL PIN
S1 5.80 5.00 2.26 1.73 3.32 4.31 0.10 1.34 19.20 1.34 4.60
S2 7.10 5.00 2.44 1.39 4.44 4.35 0.07 0.84 16.60 0.89 4.70
S3 6.40 5.10 2.03 1.40 3.72 3.48 0.08 1.20 19.40 0.96 4.30
S4 5.60 5.00 2.40 1.51 4.66 3.90 0.06 0.89 18.00 0.76 5.10
S5 4.70 5.00 1.49 0.88 2.72 3.71 0.06 0.77 18.90 0.69 3.20
S6 5.90 5.10 2.52 1.56 4.62 3.05 0.07 1.07 19.50 0.82 3.70
S7 5.60 5.00 2.08 1.73 3.02 3.45 0.09 1.09 17.90 0.90 450
S8 6.30 5.00 2.16 1.44 4.46 5.74 0.05 0.88 15.80 0.80 4.40
S9 4.30 5.00 2.24 1.51 4.37 4.03 0.09 1.15 17.40 1.35 4,90
S10 4.00 5.20 2.14 1.68 3.77 3.32 0.09 0.97 20.40 1.35 4.70
S11 5.30 5.40 2.08 1.56 3.70 4.30 0.08 1.17 18.70 1.02 4.80
S12 4.80 5.00 1.89 1.24 3.82 3.02 0.07 0.87 19.20 0.93 4.30
S13 4.60 5.10 1.48 1.06 3.25 2.90 0.07 0.83 22.30 0.88 4.10
S14 4.90 5.00 2.43 1.42 4,59 5.01 0.07 1.06 19.50 0.97 4.80
S15 4,70 5.90 1.69 1.23 3.57 2.74 0.07 0.95 19.30 0.93 4.70
S16 5.20 5.00 1.78 1.39 3.72 3.70 0.07 0.93 18.90 0.87 4.40
S17 4.00 5.00 2.22 1.69 4.07 3.84 0.09 0.95 18.90 0.99 5.00
S18 4.00 5.20 2.16 1.66 3.82 3.30 0.09 0.96 20.50 1.36 4.70
S19 5.30 5.20 2.77 2.04 4.93 3.93 0.09 1.43 20.60 1.47 4.30
S20 4.10 5.10 1.71 1.08 3.69 2.54 0.06 0.97 18.00 0.83 4.40
S21 5.10 5.10 2.04 1.60 3.49 4.14 0.11 0.99 20.90 1.14 4.60
S22 5.00 5.40 1.79 1.37 3.43 3.44 0.08 0.84 20.40 0.99 4.70
S23 4.10 5.20 2.23 1.37 3.00 2.55 0.07 1.12 18.60 0.95 4.60
S24 5.60 5.00 1.97 1.56 2.95 3.60 0.08 0.91 19.90 1.07 4.40
S25 5.10 5.10 2.02 1.23 3.99 2.58 0.07 0.84 19.60 0.98 470
S26 6.10 5.10 2.27 1.50 4.24 3.65 0.07 1.02 18.60 1.29 4.80
S27 5.70 5.00 2.02 1.19 4.23 3.58 0.07 0.96 18.80 0.82 450
S28 6.30 5.00 1.71 1.02 3.50 3.22 0.06 0.94 20.20 1.05 4.80
S29 5.00 5.00 1.67 1.20 3.45 2.87 0.07 0.32 14.30 1.04 4.80
S30 5.00 5.00 2.31 1.42 4.21 4.62 0.07 0.97 13.90 1.09 4.90
S31 3.70 5.00 1.70 1.20 3.47 2.98 0.06 0.93 19.90 0.92 4.10
S32 5.40 5.20 2.39 1.69 4.23 3.64 0.08 1.00 18.50 0.89 450
S33 5.10 5.20 3.35 2.46 4.01 3.23 0.09 0.92 10.20 1.29 450
S34 4.40 5.10 1.99 1.26 3.99 2.81 0.06 0.91 19.80 0.96 450
S35 5.50 5.10 1.91 1.36 3.39 3.45 0.07 0.89 18.90 0.95 4.30
S36 5.20 5.10 2.19 1.43 3.25 3.29 0.07 1.15 19.00 1.09 4.70
S37 7.10 5.00 1.63 1.13 1.72 1.85 0.09 0.89 20.00 0.81 3.10
S38 6.80 5.00 1.87 0.98 3.38 3.27 0.09 1.17 19.90 1.05 4.80
S39 5.60 5.00 2.05 1.53 3.61 4,12 0.07 0.85 18.50 0.75 3.70
S40 5.70 5.10 2.14 1.37 3.08 4.14 0.08 1.12 19.90 1.24 4.20
S41 5.30 5.00 1.23 0.79 3.19 3.59 0.11 0.89 18.00 1.27 4.20
S42 5.80 5.00 2.35 1.79 3.70 3.30 0.09 1.03 20.30 0.94 450
S43 7.30 5.10 2.13 1.31 4.20 4,55 0.08 1.23 19.80 0.94 4.40
S44 5.90 5.70 1.76 1.57 3.13 2.54 0.06 0.78 17.80 0.85 4.70
S45 5.50 5.00 1.82 1.24 3.89 3.86 0.08 0.83 20.40 0.92 5.30

S46 6.40 5.00 2.14 1.40 4.38 4.49 0.07 1.15 18.80 0.97 4.30
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g5 No. e VIS cm cm cm A cm cm cm S cm S
FNI PNF PETL PETW oo PEDL PEDC FL FN PIL PIN

S47 5.00 500 257 1.64 479 419 0.08 1.25 19.80 1.33 4.60
S48 5.10 520 259 1.88 4,09 4.26 0.09 1.34 17.30 1.32 4.30
S49 5.90 510 229 1.52 450 488 0.08 1.19 19.30 1.35 4.70
S50 5.20 5.00 1.89 1.15 3.70 4.16 0.08 0.92 17.70 1.19 5.20
S51 3.60 6.00 2.6 1.38 4.07 3.51 0.08 1.15 20.00 111 4.00
S52 5.50 5.00 1.26 0.65 2.49 2.70 0.05 0.74 20.10 0.92 3.60
S53 4.10 5.00 1.59 1.06 2.82 2.29 0.07 0.84 17.90 0.85 4.20
S54 450 1760 172 1.18 3.55 2.27 0.08 0.68 24.10 0.7 6.80
S55 6.50 5.00 1.70 1.23 3.59 3.22 0.08 0.98 19.40 0.92 3.30
S56 430 1310 168 1.15 3.72 3.84 0.09 0.92 28.20 1.22 450
¥4 Mean  5.35 510 2.8 1.43 3.77 3.63 0.08 0.99 18.76 1.03 450
FREZE s 0.84 0.18 0.36 0.30 0.61 0.74 0.01 0.18 1.96 0.20 0.42
CV/% 15.69  3.44 17.47 20.69 16.13 20.31 16.85 18.36 10.44 19.03 9.37

I 2.00 1.22 2.01 1.99 1.99 1.94 1.92 1.85 1.69 1.96 1.70

F 2221 3107 88617  61.097 47797 117167 25007 42317  1548™  64.087  6.37"

e **FoR 0.01 KPP E R

Note: FNI: Flower number/inflorescence; PNF: Petal number/flower; PETL: Petal length; PETW: Petal width; DBF: Diameter of full blooming
flower; PEDL: Pedicel length; PEDC: Pedicel coarseness; FL: Filament length; FN: Filament number; PIL: Pistil length; PIN: Pistil number.
**;0.01 level extremely significant differences.
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Table 3 The principal component analysis in morphological characters of Malus ‘Royalty’ natural hybrid progenies

JE &R Character PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6 PC7

K Leaf length -0.31 0.35 -0.24 0.10 0.06 -0.14 -0.09
- 5 Ak Leaf width -0.37 0.26 0.04 -0.08 0.24 -0.10 -0.03
49K Petiole length -0.11 0.13 -0.25 0.47 -0.05 -0.04 -017
FEm-K: Stipule length -0.13 0.30 0.41 -0.29 -0.04 0.11 0.06
FEM-5 Stipule width -0.16 0.25 0.35 -0.21 0.24 0.34 0.00
i AH Leaf area -0.36 0.34 -0.12 0.02 0.16 -0.18 -0.05
i R 7 B Fresh leaf weight -0.20 0.16 -0.29 0.15 -0.19 0.32 0

1e2804¢ 7 Flower number/inflorescence 0.09 -0.14 -0.10 -0.14 0.58 0.08 -0.14
TEMH/AE S Petal number/flower -0.08 0.16 0.28 -0.01 -0.33 -0.36 0.33
JEIK: Petal length 0.35 0.29 -0.13 -0.13 0 -0.27 -0.13
JEI 5 Petal width 0.30 0.30 0.03 -0.06 -0.10 -0.25 -0.26
e E 4% Diameter of full blooming flower 0.24 0.26 -0.33 -0.14 -0.02 -0.04 0.40
1EMIK % Pedicel length 0.23 0.17 -0.27 - 0.06 0.36 0.15 0.18
AEMIHLY Pedicel coarseness 0.18 0.13 0.31 0.40 0.10 0.15 -0.37
1£42 K /% Filament length 0.28 0.18 0.19 0.21 0.32 -0.17 0.31
122 $Um /e 2 Filament number -0.11 -0.10 0.13 0.49 0.19 0 0.52
WS K Pistil length 0.26 0.28 0.20 0.31 -0.10 0.21 -0.11
RSB/ 4E 4% Pistil number 0.12 0.23 -0.13 -0.08 -0.27 0.56 0.19
FHIEME Total 4.00 2.94 2.00 1.66 1.43 1.30 1.08
DIk /% Contributive percentage 22.25 16.31 11.09 9.24 7.94 7.20 6.01
Rk TR % 22.25 38.56 49.65 58.89 66.82 74.03 80.04

Cumulative contributive percentage
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Fig.1 The scatterplots of the first two principal components of Malus ‘Royalty’ natural hybrid progenies
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23 BARLLER AFLP BEESHMSR

FHTRIE L 9 XF AFLP 519414, AR RIE R 41 DNA BT 3%, NTSYS #5152 A
SRAAZ JE AR 2 T R Is AL AR AL R ZUAE 0.74 ~ 0.90 2 [H], IBEEE 254F 0.07 ~ 0.24 2 [A]. WiZk 4 fiw, 50
PR AR AC R ARSL Y 4 1 349 455, b 2 &M 303 4%, (N AVHEELIT 86.8%, VIREXT G4l
FEE 39 ML A 34 AN AR, ZRMEE. 9 WAESGIINEY ER BRI
UL L REVEARAE 22 5 WSS A7 JEPRIEAE 1.67 ~ 2.00 2 [8], A5 3256 FE P 8 1.42 ~ 1.61 2|7, Nei’s
Wi Z TR BTE 0.24 ~ 0.36 Z[i], Shannon {5 B F5%(7E 0.36 ~ 0.53 i), M, 5144
E-ACA/M-CAG 77 1 22 A MEAT fUH 0 R ddr, N 95.65%,  [R]I1% 5 | DAL A 15 21 (1) 00 52 55437 i PR 4K
(2.00). ARENFERE (1.61). Nei's itk Z M4 (0.36). Shannon {5 EF5%L (0.53) #fx
B PR BUR Z S UL A S E-ACCIM-CAC, #1946 AN AT 40 N ASPERL . 281
P A RS 14H & 72 E-AAGIM-CAG, b 72.50%. R4 RUiHT Tt i HRZA G A7
LA DNA /K L BB w2480,

&4 URBR ‘TR BARTERBEZHN
Table 4 The genetic diversity of Malus ‘Royalty’ natural hybrid progenies

gr'iﬁfﬁ ﬁffﬁumber o fo fﬁf‘;ﬁﬁ WHEARIE  ATHCERIE Nei's#f6%  Shannon LAt
combinations AFLP bands bands % N, HEC N FEPESRA H o R RMRAC | 7h#1% PPB
E-AAG/M-CTA 32 25 1.69 1.44 0.25 0.37 78.13
E-AAG/M-CAG 40 29 1.68 1.45 0.26 0.37 72.50
E-AAC/M-CTA 39 33 1.77 1.52 0.29 0.43 84.62
E-ACA/M-CTG 45 43 1.93 1.55 0.32 0.48 95.56
E-ACG/M-CAA 40 37 1.85 1.56 0.32 0.47 92.50
E-ACC/M-CAC 46 40 1.67 1.42 0.24 0.36 86.96
E-ACA/M-CAG 23 22 2.00 1.61 0.36 0.53 95.65
E-ACA/M-CTA 43 40 1.81 1.44 0.26 0.40 93.02
E-AAC/M-CAG 41 34 1.78 1.48 0.28 0.42 82.93

Sy Average 39 34 1.80 1.50 0.29 0.43 86.87

24 EEMREDFrRcHIBED T

hTHES TR AR EARIEAMERI KDL, R UPGMA %) < Bk KILHR I
AR 18 AN EAMRIEAT RIS T, 7ERRIGERE 6.0 AmT 43k 6 41 (B 2, a). 2 1 40 {uds S1.
S13. S31. S32. S34. S37. S39. S44, ‘BAIMEMA. ML MR, IR EER bR KT
K Hee 5t S M4 ALFs S11. S25 A1 S35, ‘eI I#EMK . mh5e . M S iehs ik, b
HE S25 MKk 11.39 cm, IR 36.16 cm?, fEJafS k. 5 1. 4laM, 2 FES
fabr Eam T IHe AR SBIALEHE 29 HGR, T ETEmt AR B @R fe AR 13
AAEF PR A . SBIVAHE S8, S29. S30. S33, HAE b4 ¥E/fed: LW AL T H e 5, H
S8 AR BUALIT « TeZ BT ELAR B mn; S30 el TeZe T HAR SR fRbr. S33 AEfEiK. e
M e bs e RS . 55 V414035 S3. S10. S15. S19. S23. S24, b p K. mhdg Ak
By W ARSE N FICE G, (A EU AR ae . R A K. REAC SB1 (E ) B A —41 (VD),
UL JE ARG HBEARTEN: . B MER FORRRE, A & 2R,

FEIREMIRE < FRE M ERIAZ R AFLP 45 BB TR0 (B 2, b)), fEMLLERE%L 0.76
AERTCASY A 7 2o BRSNS EEA BT R I, o FARIC IR R R4 IR ST AR R R4 R 8, W
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S31. S32. S39 EIEAIRIRELK o h—4dl, {0 Fhad R h e T —#; FFE, S17. S21,
S22 5 S41. S43. S48 A ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂnﬁﬁﬁ RGN —2. (HJ& S1. S2; S22, S30;
S6. S23; S4. S5. S19 SRS 0 TArid BB RAALE 2R, BN 4. R, @
RSB G T EAGR] B RGBS IERAILRECH 0.04 ~ 057, {LE&VERT
LR K 0.10 ~ 0.73, 14 Thaid MAHLRECY 0.74 ~0.90 (nlE 2, b), WJLLEH, HRIALE
RZIEMUJERYE TR ZMAERM ER %7 KT DNA K L ZER.

LT%

i

1 L i 2o Lad L L3 Tad
4t ILh L 3 = Db =

21 | III

33 v

bl
24 ] v
19
10

15—

0 3.80 6:00 760 1140 1520 19.00 0.90 0.86 0.82 078 076 0.74

BRI E Fuclidean distance FELFEEL Coefficient
a b

2 WHERER TR BARZRAESER (0 RSFIRIC (b) RESMT

Fig. 2 Dendrogram of cluster analysis based on morphological traits (a) and AFLP makers (b)

3 g

RIS TEVOR VA A 38 A% A S R e W i, JEHE we AR R A T R o Bt A S
PEI, SR AT ERIER: (Schaal etal., 1991). HRHRRIEAL AL RAFF 1. 2 4K
ARMEY, T m BT, HARM S AT PER I 73 B AR R DL W I BN S 20, T2 —
SR PR (AR R B I, RN PR A A BUAR AR, ok 1 )R AR AR R . B9
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LG P LR 1) 0 20 A S A A e S A T L ) s R ST I PR I R AR (RIS 5%, 2003). 5k
/NFESF (2009) X ER AR A 7 AN IR FE AR IEAT T U A M AT, B4R SE (1995)
XL ARAE M AR MR A B AT TR, 45 RIS AR JE AR [ SRR R REAR IR L i MR IS
IO o 25, PRIRAR SRIE R O . ARSI B ARG TR TR 0 S 2
W, BRAEREUEae . MESEE RN 2 REBUNT 10%4h, He e, Grtve. Hff, m
FEERE TR AR TERER S TRIR K A8 7 REAE 20% LA b, MR i Ab e . FEBUTE . FEl K.
PRI AT, TR, TRz, MESSKAE AR e REBE I 15%, — Bl b RECKT 10%5t
VLR 22 ok CH e HL, 2002), Xl Tk HARZASEAM . AR MER AR E
AFREK . HIRZAT G 18 MEAMIRA Shannon-weaver 22 8B K2 MK, 4 2.07,
BNEACEUAE S, N 1.22, “PEIAF] 1.89, U] Tk HARMA GBS MR S fE %
e 34k, i HARZAS SE ATEA TR T 1o 04, W LURIET 7 N F e e T3 1,0 20 3
TR0 N R AE ) e R BN R ASSERS, B 5. 64 7 A0 N IREAE n) e R BN AR TR
fabr, UL TERTE bR AR TE TR S AR BRI AR SR A0 T 0 B g S S A e B A2 1
RN,

WGP H RS R RIS G AR AFLP B AL 2 REE 0 B, B8 407 JE PRI (N
h 1.80, FHREHEAIIENEL (N> 24 1.50, Shannon {5 EL45%L (1D 24 0.43, Nei's itk ZHEPEFR L (HD
8 0.29, Z 07 KA 43 % (PPB)Y 86.87%, 530 AL @ Ho e R s, il 375~ 8 AN K AR Ju 1 [Malus baccata
(Linn.) Borkh. No = 1.3134 ~ 1.5585] ([l 25, 2008). Hrif 3% 5 [Malus sieversii (Ledeb.) Roem.
Ne = 1.4252. 1 =0.4082. H =0.2619] (Zhangetal., 2007). WL [Malus hupehensis (Pamp.)
Rehd. PPB = 74.927%] (HEWIAIEE 230, 2002), A2 -3 [Malus toringoides (Rehd.) Hughes. PPB =
86.59%] (A %%, 2006) ZF[is e 2 FEMEMI LR, TR HARINAT G AR 2 A EAT A 254
RGN Z N, SEZ MR XS RA TR ASmrEyF e X, ‘&
W AR LR AR AT CBRES, 2006) , i Z8As Al LIRS B M A I AR . KR
& (20100 XF Tk ISR AFLP FRIE4 s /Wt L, s GRS REAR Tk B
BA—EWRGR R, R T AR TREARA 5+ .

TWEYERAR IO 2301, HATE . B 70 FAR RSl DNA ZKF EiAg s, 3
o EARSIAT SBOEIR, AT 238K AN 32 IR B4 A 1R 5 W S5 oo AR M D7 030 LR B A2
TEREAT R B8 U () A e SN AL S B A #7500 TAR A TS &, AHEENIE, A4
SOARHEIEE R . ABFURIL, B BRI EAUES RIS TS 7 Fhsid 3R 8 45 R Bk
BA M8, WAz S TR TERANIT )5 AR I BAA B0 s ¢ &R, Ml
o3 Ja AR EARTE S MERATIEARAFAE B IR 54 S R

SLLEEAE (2009) A ZFhridht 47 ks R EitE 2 REEREAT T 08, RIS KT
S5 SR B — B AR, R A e — 3

KA A (20100 5% b EAE A el 24 A8 0 B (1 AR MG 3 20 M R SRR AT TR F1 AFLP 732858001,
[FIRE R IR RE B AT — 350k, (A AEfE 2R, R BEJE: AFLP SRS 45 SR P A (1) 2 ol o i) S [A]
R ZE S5, MIEAMR LI 2 R LL T g Ik R/ N AN A B I SE AR T B 45 R . 514h,
ML FETEAMERAH LR B LL 4y FFRc A R ECE N, B0 AR AT AR 1B A A S AR BEA 2 18]
ERA B 2257 KT DNA K Bz . SRT, XL it 2 AR IR i) . BEAE W 7RSS A A
[F) Ao 5T B bt A 22 FE 1 S S A0 B AR ST AN TR N, TR PRIR AR St S 4 30 R A 2 AN W 3 71
DNA /K- 15 3 [1]1%%
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