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Abstract: This article briefly defined the concept of molecular breeding of crop and summarized the
major progresses in molecular identification of genes for major agronomical traits of tomato. Further, the
prospect of molecular breeding of tomato in China is discussed.
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FROTUZRYR, $EmpEREcE, SCIA HARM&EE M. 27 M KRR S E MR, 4k E M
B, Fefdmr . oG5 T SRSy 2 g on BV Ty, O A E B R ) BT 1 .
WG 7 FBS 5B, 275 F 22 HE LU W7 i N 25 .

(D 3 FhRidE. 2 FFRid R PRy FArid 4 Bhik$%, Marker-assisted selection, MAS)
P S B AR R BB EB 2 Al (BOET HPRIERIA S B Dhfebrid) A EEbsid, 767 Mk
BT, W FRd IR R e B H AR R R, o FARid A B ARSI T th R Ak )
R EPER IS, TCIR BB RCRIL LI PR S LA LA Rk e A M a IR . ek, bt
[T s 0 i T 1 v N S PR B2 e R R R B 7/ i v TV RN IS 5 oS DN i N DO N g = )
BREATHT SRR CHARMEDRD I SR (BB 50, KRS T IR EFRCE . o hrid$
REET N H T APEE LR, EFUEREES. PISET . B2 2R, #hr
20 PSRN LSRRI OBt A DR B S5 7 T S B R R N

(2) FERIAG04E E M AL GE2AC B FiEs 2 W) 8] A= S R 2 BR R B R 5y . DAFE SRR
SE )15 FIERI 4 R %A% (Targeting induced local lesions in genomes, TILLING) Fl3& [X 41 %%
(Genome editing) “FHEAR N ARG LR A G 48 & F0 o] LT AR TR RS 2 . TEB B S DRI = I B A, o
I H BRI TEORG L R o B LD FRO2 A H 41 DNA HR, K Dhig B 0 3L 5 5 DNA v Bl
AR AL T B S NZAR R R4, FRAT RIS BAR IR BRI 77 th T s B R T ok B AT
TRl Fr ARG L DR A o i T Bk R ZE AN [P Ao () A8 R (R B s o TILLING D)2 1) FH vy 38 2 5 A A
FORAEN 5L B SR A PRade v fff 1 25 52 H H AR BE DR S AMA 4R 77 (Comai et al., 2004)
F DR 20 G B 5 A R 71 e (R A B A R DR AR e 7 15 3 72 DNA XUBE T Y, 3k 1 Bty 4
WL EHE ML, SEUN FE R AL RSB O 4 3 N R A5 ) o R R A% 1) 5 Jd 1] S 52 5 41
M HAZ BRI R 4 (Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated 9,
CRISPR/Cas9), T4 iy, BRAE M, MARSG, nf [F] N 22 AN 80 R AT 2 S5 A
1A M ik R IE R 4 gn R (Brooks etal., 2014). CRISPR/Cas9 Hil TILLING A7 Ui
FEDIZH 5T AR Bt IR G AR AR RS R4 DA AP n) & P A D7 1 B BRI FH v
Je

MEARJZ Y, ARG a MRS T B, Mo aMlEERFER a5 %. 78
PR ZR AR KRFRFE BT XA E DA IR TE i 3 LI A o 64 sl T 2tk
KHEFER B QTL HENT LRI T e 73 #rw] LUK 73 Fhnid & e it s - AR d, O BE DR 20 2wl 5 i
HERERRIE N . FERESERE b, R QTL RN . QTL Z M HAE. QTL LT M i HAESE(E
ST % Fh ] Gk DA B AL R I, e & SEIAT H AR T & A (Peleman & van der Voort,
2003; 4R 4%, 20100,

2 o EEAR MR K1) 77 HL

FAAEFTRLKE . Mo EHEERPURER S B Y, FRERERIS AR
KRB R A TR PIAH G, P AR 2 W ST IR A O R ) X 5 /i N AT 3l L [T U8R 56
IS A T 7R 2538 (Lozano et al., 2009; Oh & Martin, 2011; Burko & Ori, 2013; Karlova et
al., 2014; de Wit, 2016). ASSCHREAIT AR M T 2R SRR 70 THLRIBH Tt e, a4
FIF IE ) 845 2% T B v B /8 A I G BERE DR RT QTL (R 1, 3K 2D,
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2.1 REKNERIK

e T SE T — N R B R, 2 AR RS H AT O A A i SR S R
T2 QTL KZ4HT 10 4, Hirf 4 MO . 2.2 TR s — A Te B 758 2 Yetath b
HIR SRR QTL, W RAEMh BRI — > QTL. %07 A4 hid— AN 40 e 23 24 10 i o o7 2 1
AT LU A4 75 00 R S K SR it SR S PR 2 S I 30%.0 P AETRAAR B, MR 2.2 1
FIOEFEAL, M2 ETEEL, FRBERIP A E K (Frary et al., 2000). HATRT 2.2 414>
FUEVE RV HARNLHIE AT 2 o fw3.2 J2 A Oe BE AL TR 2R 3 5 4k RS i QTL,
AL YRS — CYPT8A WA P4S0O 851 SIKLUH, i34 i 5 iz Ao [ 2H 23 f 40 At 50 4o SR
S Ko Chakrabarti 55 (2013) KIVZIEREZ) 7 1 A SNP 5 RS mis m B AHOG, 1X> SNP 1]
Ae Pl SIKLUH FRiB AV CHERAS, SEmiflif3 SIKLUH W3Rk & LIRS s n. 5 m2.2
N fw3.2 AIF, locule number (lc) F fasciated (fas) =538 119 078 i 5 52 10 == F500 A SR S AR K
le XF Uy EL LA /N, HUBEH D =50 2 MRTFE) 3 ~ 4 4. ML, fas nPEO = HERETT
F 64, XA S LA B AR AR O = HOA ] 8 ML, RS RN, Le 1T
A 2 SR 4% F, Munos 55 (2011) i B2 v B 77545 WUSCHEL R R %858 2 AN 5
L EL = FEAH DG SNP A £, Wi7R le BRI T RES WUSCHEL 5% . fas 5878 &t 11 54k F 1
A~ 294 kb Ytk BEIREL TS, — B USSR AT fas 20 % R AP YL 4k Fr B S e A7 A B
IE—/> YABBY #:5%[H FIER L35 (Congetal., 2008), il Xu %% (2015) A4 fas (A A]
AE AL T LA S AT 5 — ALK CLAVATA3 (CLV3) Fib B FAGERM . AL, Xu %5 (2015)
I %52 B 5 AR S 78 1 2 uh R 920 = B A S Fasciated and branched (FAB) R Fasciated
inflorescence (FIN), FAB %% CLV3 [f1%Z/R¥EE CLV1, 1M1 FIN 4ifi—/NaT LA CLV3 BHATHIVE IS
ABS i 18] B AP i 7 1

T AL S B BR T A RS TR, AR EE N T R STBARI Z R PRl R s — Rk
G, T IARARES T i SRS 5, nTRA M BJE . WE . e, HE. KE. 3. O
TERR IS 8 ANRAL, H AT C v BEEURE 4l & 0 1 5 MEHIR B IFE N LC. FAS. OVATE. SUN Al
FS8.1 7] LLARRE K40 AR5 5 i R AL 5 o Do AT fars 305 186 100 SR S P00 38 B0 SR 5248 i, 1110 OVATE
SUN FI FS8.1 FZF I RS . OVATE g — A s (i Soli #8728 R 5848 S 80k
AR EAIE (Liu et al., 2002). {HAHEREMIE, IFAEPTH & ovate SALHIEAL 1 5 R AL, Ui
B ovate 1] AFNEEDS 20 b 30207 f BAE S EBUE R LM e Sun LEARSER SR K T T HE ovate RN
B, Sun 7 8 5EAR I i T 10 7 5 % E T Rider /19— 24.7 kb BN E R AL IDO12 BRI KA
ETHITEL (Xiao etal., 2008)c fs8.1 &5 — MBI RS QTL, A7 s E LA BT R M CH
DLF I TR SR MTER, Sun 55 (2015) ¥4 FS8.1 EALE] 8 5 4Lt fk—A 3.03 Mb [ X B P,
TR P Sl v b o s YILBERE M 5, Rodriguez 25 (2011) 40T 368 433 if i Wi LC.
FAS. OVATE F1 SUN 578 5EA KL () oy A AIA A, W0 T B an R 58, KN lew ovate Fl
fas SR RAAEF YL I, 1T Sun FARIR AT R R LE T A AR LLG A =4 M, e
SRR =L ovate Rl fas B 5L,

2.2 RIEE

I 20 455Kk, AMIERAMFPYEE. whET — RV RS ARSI FE, 6] 7 i S S e A 1 15t
AR LHIAT TN (Klee & Giovannoni, 2011). 7 & M7 (it R Ik kAR 78 B sz, Ll 30 g™
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AT SIG A AT 51T . TR, R AT AZAE Never ripe (Nr) Green ripe (Gr)
Hl yellow fruited tomato 1 (yftl) 3552 T LIRAE 546 T2 M JCIEIE W e Horpr NR 9t 24752
2 — LeETR3 (Wilkinson et al., 1995); GR #ili# 7+ RTE1 [ [FJE&E H, RTE1 & E#ARIE ]
5 5%k AETR1 BAEFHEM AtETR1 (13751 (Barry & Giovannoni, 2006); YFTI W4t 24645
Sl BN T EIN2 (Gao etal., 20160, He—285 5 L0 & R 546 5 LN, 01 4CS2.
ACS4. ACO~ EILI 5, WAEFRMNAR LR A HEAEH] (Klee & Giovannoni, 2011). 34k
3 ANE I RAAK ripening inhibitor (rin)< non-ripening (nor) 1 Colorless non-ripening (Cnr) {EH
SERREATT R AT R BRE 1 (1) RSEAREIEH e (2) Toika MR SEBL 75 1) Lo (3) b
PSS AN RE R, BEIX 3 AN EER AT REVE T S0 L, i RIS S AR A 5
R R . R AT R RIN 4ifi—A> MADS-box ¥ %K1, Nor 4ifid—4~ NAC ¥ 3%
BKI7, M0 Conr W& — DAL RAL , S RAL L T — A SBP R [ s (A1 R 3 3 1 IX 18, DNA
AT 22U (Vrebalov et al., 2002; Manning et al., 2006; Klee & Giovannoni, 2011). &
3 AR T AREA RO, ERIA K N ZFRR . KRG B 7 T 52 20 8 2 1
o Bt ot e B L UTIE IS o RIN W] LA 45— R A A SR I R Ik, G L85 HeAH
KILIK (ACS2. ACS4 1 ACOD), A NuBEACH A RIED] (PG2a M1 EXPI), KWIE N34 MFEK (PSYI
1 PDS), KR A A IR (TomLoxCy ADH2 Fl HPL) L S — %6 B SE Rl K 56 Fr 5 Sk IR 7 3
K145 (Martel etal., 2011; Qinetal., 2012), {HAERIZE, rin Fl nor SEEAPEI K 2 H T4
KA DT BRI FI B iy SR SEAE L, rin B TR, 10 nor T BN HTREBEF A1 .

AE 7 i TP IR E B 53 A — S AR S B B Sk 7, i TOMATO AGAMOUS-LIKEL
(TAGL1). FRUITFULL (FULI #! FUL2). HD-Zip homeobox protein (LeHB-1) #1 APETALA2a
(AP2a) (Linetal., 2008; Vrebalovetal., 2009; Chungetal., 2010; Karlovaetal., 2011; Bemer
etal,, 2012). ST A S ) PR E I 46 CLEEACE SR, (HATAT — LU OB n] A 4R 9T, 9 s
T RE AL R B E TR A, Rl B b OIR KRS B AT IR 1), IR
R b SR S G R Jir DRI R 45 R

23 Bt

H i 2 oe b 2 RN B R AR AR 58 A 44, Ho 6 ANt TR b 246 BUs il
KRG LI o yellow flesh AR, /AT RS KLEESER PSYT %748 35 (Fray & Grierson,
1993); tangerine M fiuit carotenoid-deficient NGO H A, 437 th2RHHE N ZRABEFEN CRTISO
N5 R FE AR IR S A B SE R IDIT 5875 380 (Isaacson et al., 2002; Pankratov et al., 2016). P4
SR T B A= T i 1 S M S AR 55 Beta 1 Delta WA R A G2 t4, Hor Beta Jit AL 2= B - ¥F
LB, 1 Delta 9utS 7MLl 3k e - MU old gold 5 Beta HoNS5AiHEIK, old gold TREH K FEARAA
RITCVEA 1 B - SHE DM R A 2R (Ronen et al., 1999; Ronen et al., 2000). i H
SEGEARAK lutescent 2 & TR R BG F 2K, 5T Barry 58 (2012) {E] Lutescent 2 Ymhsh—A~n
BAREAL R TR R B MG . IS WA green flesh & T STAY GREEN (SGR) JE[K 584
SE, HRSAE A R s Z R A A, SRR RN AR, A RS R
FEp (0 H 54/ B0 (Barry etal., 2008; Barry & Pandey, 2009).

Uk CEFEM SRR (AR At sZ S M EM B2, RS SR N R
(78 A A 52 1 2 g SR SR B o 00 v (L 3R S8R AK high pigment 1 (hpl)< high pigment 2 (hp2) Fl
high pigment 3 (hp3) "hIEEHE N2 5 B INAR A ) T BUARZ W 14 2 FIARFR G K. HP1 F1 HP2 4}
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Mgt Yes 5 U # R 7 (UV-damaged DNA-binding protein 1, DDB1) Al DE-ETIOLATED1(DET1),
1M HP3 %t B K 35 TR A AL (Zeaxanthin epoxidase, ZEP) (Mustilli etal., 1999; Liu etal., 2004;
Galpaz et al., 2008). & nH5 A H-SEK ) & B RIS (K045 £ 852 Uniform ripening (U) AV 15
ffzidl. U gihd—A> MYB #3551 Golden 2-like 2 (GLK2), GLK2 78 F5z b (R 8 2348 % il 4
JH Bt . GLK2 WYIRER R (u) AT R SERAREIE BRI R a0 CRIRER 7)), MHaiAkE
A, AR S O R AR BRI (Powell etal., 2012). KIILIK, 78 AATIESK 7 i sz 4)
FHOME LT, U RUZE) T wZn £, BAUREEF AR 2 f ok A& A Dhfe % GLK2 1M
TAETE R R H o R Fh b B9 ot R S LS sy, AR R R A w7 it B4 ot B2 3
RIS 5w 2B, A AF MR uniform gray-green (ug) WA BRI B LS. &I
WIS R UG iy —> KNOX #5355 K1 TKN4, TKN4 /5T GLK2 il i 2 7 it S s vhon
SREBASE 434 (Nadakuduti et al., 2014).

WAL A A RS O, FEE TR R E WSV R R R Ak R A, R
B PRIV S A Bz 35 8 B S5 400 o A 49 SR S AR R I Ry (0 Yellow YE A8 R Pl e 32 2
HE SR B 51, R TTINIITERY] Yellow %t —> MYB 3¢ [A 1 SIMYB12, {H38i%H
DRIAE R T ORI AR A7 0 — AN 28 (Adato et al., 2009; Ballester et al., 2010). #xir, HEE}
IR A BE R OCHR  H RI SIMYBI12 JA 8)) 1 X 3—A> 603 bp itk FHEOZAE N FRIL T B2k R
TERI EZ R A (Linetal., 2014). KZHGRETE MR D HARRIET R, (HE AT Aubergine
(Abg) Anthocyanin fruit (Aft) K atroviolaceum (atv) {7 5 B N PR T AR T T A A AL
HIMEES) (Mes et al., 2008), {FH R ZHRIEH R, BREOEN. HET ABG. AFT M ATV i&
K v b, IR 2R AFT W] BegmtS 1675 2 A Bus A (14 K 7~ SIANT1 87 SIAN2 (Kiferle et al.,
2015),

2.4 MR BIMLEE
IR B 75 91 ) JXUBA it 5T B 2 1 T B AR O AL B N S BB R B, D 2RI ok
F AR, AL uniform ripening WIS o 285 i AR S5 ) R it U SRR MR, S2 2008, 1R,
PR L, YR ML AW LA S S R A5 R 2R (R B o Brix9-2-5 2 — A 5 B 47 1) 2% i SR s ml v
T B QTL AL, %47 sUSAITERE ISR il LAO716 IR iR fh M82 ZH LIS R I A
WK o Brix9-2-5 REAL A E O A 28%, A& iR 18%, Higwmhd— N BTAMA RENE e 1k g
Lin5, TG TR RERE K AR A FobE R 20 (Fridman et al., 2004). 338 445 7 i 5 58 3 25 Fopi
HVHIZTHE,  BEACAN O 02 R B A M i SR S &5 A7 RERE . Chetelat 45 (19950 MEF A= 25 4t bl
BIE (S chmielewskii) LA1028 H 45 5g B — AN R sz b gl & = ) £ 20 QTL AL 45 Sucr
(Sucrose accumulator) . SUCR Zitth— AN FENE AL, Sucr A7 130T LAFE i B S rp () b |
SRR & & A, MNIHEZ B LALT77 TORIL T — 0] LASE IR s R Sive by
B B AR S T TR S S FE R AGPLT (HD, AGPLI 4filh R — Wl I 7 4 b A 0 R AL Iy
IKRAEEE (Petreikov et al., 20060 [ i 5 B K 5 7 i IXUBA fit JOAH S 18 ik DR a0, 435 428 1) SR S 4
YT 1) AADC LoxC 1 CXEI (Klee & Tieman, 2013) LLAA& IR Sk EXPI. PG2a Fi
PL % (Brummell et al., 1999; Uluisik etal., 2016).
BRI R ORI A B RN V) G m 2 — o H T R IE IR 2 i ek & S R R DR A
8 /N: pat. pat2. pat3/patd. patd.l/pat5.1 F pat4.2/pat9.1. LEAF)FHNAELR A BLIEA KN
‘Severianin’ (pat2) Fl ‘RP75/79" (pat3/patd), E¥:FEFI N (Gorguet etal., 2005, 2008),
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H B L8 B S5 SR DI AR e o AR R R 38 A T2 Al M & SO T A T B I . A
AT A AE A ER R AU 2,4-D WAL S i A AR IR A ON TR 552D, 1 pat. pat2. pat3/patd
PRSI VEIR B 17 s W R B R S A NPT (Pascual et al., 2009). BFFTERW], A KEAM
IREER R IR TP S R A SRAR B OBt W] S A A (0 R S5, W1 ARF7. ARFS. IAA9 F
DELLA %5 (Wang et al., 2005; Goetz et al., 2007; de Jong et al., 2009; Carrera et al., 2012).

#1 CREMERRIERAXER

Table 1 Cloned genes of fruit-related traits in tomato

VSR ERIN FEDH/A A SN i et i 22530k

Trait Gene/Locus Gene ID Chromosome Reference

WS K/ Fruit size fw2.2 Solyc02g090730 2 Frary et al., 2000
fw3.2 Solyc03g114940 3 Chakrabarti et al., 2013
Locule number (LC) Solyc02g083950 2 Munos et al., 2011
Fascinated (YABBY) Solycl1g071810 11 Cong et al., 2008
Fascinated (CLV3) Solyc11g071380 11 Xuetal., 2015
Fasciated and branched (FAB) Solyc04g081590 4 Xuetal., 2015
Fasciated inflorescence (FIN) Solyc11g064850 11 Xuetal., 2015

WSZJEAR Fruit shape OVATE Solyc02g085500 2 Liuetal., 2002
SUN Solyc10g079240 10 Xiao et al., 2008

HSZEiE Fruit color Green flesh (GF) Solyc082080090 8 Barry et al., 2008
Lutescent-2 (L-2) Solyc10g081470 10 Barry et al., 2012
Yellow flesh (R) Solyc03g031860 3 Fray & Grierson, 1993
High pigment I (HPI) Solyc02g021650 2 Lieberman et al., 2004
High pigment 2 (HP2) Solyc01g056340 1 Mustilli et al., 1999
High pigment 3 (HP3) Solyc02g090890 2 Galpaz et al., 2008
Uniform ripening (U) Solyc10g008160 10 Powell et al., 2012
Uniform gray-green (UG) Solyc01g100510 1 Nadakuduti et al., 2014
Beta/old-gold (B/OG) Solyc06g074240 6 Ronen et al., 2000
Delta Solyc12g008980 12 Ronen et al., 1999
Tangerine (T) Solyc10g081650 10 Isaacson et al., 2002
Yellow (Y) Solyc01g079620 1 Ballester et al., 2010

L 551 Parthenocarpy SIARF7 Solyc07g042260 7 de Jong et al., 2009
SIARFS8 Solyc03g031970 3 Goetz et al., 2007
Entire (E) Solyc04g076850 4 Wang et al., 2005
Procera (PRO) Solyc11g011260 11 Carrera et al., 2010

RS2 A Fruit flavor Brix9-2-5 (Lin5) Solyc09g010080 9 Fridman et al., 2004
Sucrose accumulator (SUCR) Solyc03g083910 3 Chetelat et al., 1995
AgpLl1 Solyc01g109790 1 Petreikov et al., 2006

WS B Fruit firmness Expl Solyc06g051800 6 Brummell et al., 1999
PG Solyc10g080210 10 Bird et al., 1988
PL Solyc03g111690 3 Uluisik et al., 2016

WS Fruit ripening Non-ripening (NOR) Solyc10g006880 10 Klee & Giovannoni, 2011
Green ripe (GR) Solyc01g104340 1 Barry & Giovannoni, 2006
Yellow ~fruited tomato 1 Solyc09g007870 9 Gao etal., 2016
TAGLI Solyc07g055920 7 Vrebalov et al., 2009
Never ripe (NR) Solyc09g075440 9 Yen et al., 1995
LeHB-1 Solyc02g086930 2 Linet al., 2008
Colorless non-ripening (CNR) Solyc02g077920 2 Manning et al., 2006
Ripening inhibitor (RIN) Solyc05g012020 5 Vrebalov et al., 2002
AP2a Solyc03g044300 3 Chung et al., 2010
EILI Solyc06g073720 6 Klee & Giovannoni, 2011

2.5 HREUANIEFFSH
AL 1) o R A MR S R B, AN KR — HAEBEE S 7 AR KRR AR KRS 1Y)

HE e, SELF-PRUNING (SP) 25l 35 i & i AR KB B AE 8 2R A 1) AR B AR K B o 1) BT 0
(Pnueli et al., 1998). SP FEKIIFEAE HEA W A AL 8] CGE—AEPar it A 50, #198E
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PTG A I BRI A D B AR I ASE SR IR T sp SARARERI R AL PR 308 7 e
JFHCL D UL AR AR R o X R AT BRAE KRR b A AR B B . R SE I — 3. AT AR SL i bLbkAL
Wik. SP 4wt CETS KGN — A, MdfEyuxs aExE s — Nt SINGLE FLOWER
TRUSS (SET) HIEMEAMIHIITEAS S (Pnueli et al., 1998). SFT Zwtd 7 i fIITF 4645 5 2 T HiAE %
(florigen), SFT TZAEM Fyrrpakik, wLUa s 2L g FAE2F k. sft Dhag i R AR I
HFFAEIEIR (15 ~ 20 G A TR — N Ae) . 22 A KA 15 AR A 4l oo AR KA Ul 4T
file, HXmfr 2 B2 i e R A s FR BUAR)F (Lifschitz et al., 2006). sft ISR sft/sp X
FARRRIIIAL, ULH sp FIE TR 0N 75 IR SET (WA74E. SFT (feETF4E) F1 SP (I IF
16D EEE FRA K A AR KA e P R P R R, 8 BRI T S TR
{55 W, AT LA T i AR B RN 22 . Krieger 25 (2010) K BLEAT BRAEKZA (sp-/-) (KA
st A TR EOIRESIT Coft-/+, sp-/-) WBARITAEAE 5, 30 sp ST R 1007 S 3000 250
ZRFFR KR S, UEW] SFT &3 i — AN A e P AL R o KRG R R I b 5 R
HSAE 2R 14-3-3 S A bZIP He s PR+ 212 8 i AR 2 306 52 &4 (florigen activation complex,
FAC) W]l 45 —20 e 7 A AU SURF PERE DR (1 SR IA (e ik A 3 AR A AR B R, HEMT s ST 4E, X Rl
BILET AP 23E Y (Park etal., 2014). Park 25 (2014) {EGIE sp F0HI A A Fe b % 7 3|
FAC AR bZIP #5536 [K 1 SSP (AN SEARA ssp-2129 Rl ssp-610. XA TR H T30 FAC
SRR IE 5 A28 T BUTARAS SIS, B sp A7 FRA KRR AT BOE BRAE KRR, (HE 3l s ot i
R (2 ) BRE TR AR D, B 2 S B AR IR RS K. R 2 ) e B AR K Y A
AL ™= B R4 0 2 AR 7 R A R S A . e Ak, 48 SFT F1 SSP AN A S8 AR R L
HPRESAEAE sp 15 5o BT LUORIR S m B =& .

H I I 2 A2 L U 7 T 3 A A Al ok 3% i ROk R R = A TS, A P T R i R O A
il BE AT B R DUSE I S H . H AT O R 4 A a0 A B R I 2k R SR LATERAL
SUPPRESSOR (LS). BLIND (BL) #1 BRANCHEDI (BRCla/b). Is Al bl ZEAFAK K I ASGE IE
TR, AN AR Is A 2208 72 AR KN CGB—28 200D WL RITE R, 111 bl SRR A il A
HRME AL, RECER P ICIEIE T TR, PG T LS gifs—~ GRAS FKIE )
VHIID 5% K5, 1ff BL W& R2R3 28 MYB #4367 FK KM — 01 . st45 40 #7127 LS F1 BL AJ fEi
AR [R] R AR R IR A 4L 2R I ) (Schumacher et al., 1999; Schmitz et al., 2002). BRCla/b
FEPURGIF BRANCHEDI [IIRIJEFEN, Hifih TCP AR e K1, AEAMHI 7 0 00 25 &0 A8 5 1 & 15
FAER . BRCla/b F A FZARMR M I A R RIE, MIAESM A L0hRIE, B E%H
0 25 M ZE R4 E . BRCID WPTER AT et 1225 2E 40 E, 10 BRCla WIRCRA R, XA HEE
FIE T A BRCla W31k AR 9%, Martin-Trillo 25 (2011) KIL & 7 AH) i BRC1a FE R 7T
B 2 IL3-5 1 BRCla I3 IE LU L HT A 2 M82 1 4 4%, ) 25 K A A= A1, Wl 2 ek /b, I 7R A5 it vh BRC la
FIKFE T LIS 25 5 5 A0 AE AT B P B 1 45

52 R BRI, Bt fe e I & 4l R 8 IR Bl ALK compound inflorescence(s)
anantha Can) M falsiflora (fa) ¥R NG R FL TS50 . B AFIIE, an F fa HHT LR
TIWRER, HAMAESHITET 0 A AR LRI TE R, SEAEASERALT (an) FUEFRRALT (fa)
ITERG T s SR RERAE, FURARIT /AR AL AL oy AR A AR SRS, RE2E 2 ~ 4 AN
BT A LA e IE R — M, &SRR, AR 4 K 2 O P34 T
S LR ZRAZ S5, S 4ifiy WUSCHEL-RELATED HOMEOBOX 9 (WOX9), ifj AN 1 FA 43 54—



Du Minmin, ZhouMing, Deng Lei, Li Chuanyou, Li Changbao.
Current status and prospects on tomato molecular breeding—from gene cloning to cultivar improvement.
588 Acta Horticulturae Sinica, 2017, 44 (3): 581 - 600.

A F-box # 1 UNUSUAL FLORAL ORGANS (UFO) Fl#:sk[H 1 LEAFY. S FEEAENI AP0
HLhRIE, BRI SN EAL, T AN B FA EEAEE g 4 kL, BRAe AL
JE % (Molinero-Rosales et al., 1999; Lippman et al., 2008). 5 s+ an fl fa AN, FACZARAR terminating
Sflower Cemf) WIAEIT4580 A R AE . tmf FEARART AN FI F4 F5 4853 AR H 2 e He PR 250 70 AE 20 27
o RLRIE, ALK T BOH G e A A BE ) . TMF 9t ALOG ( Arabidopsis
LIGHT-SENSITIVE HYPOCOTYL 1, Oryza G1) HAFKEK—A Kb, E2ETmEE, FEFER
WerrE TR A KT I B e (MacAlister et al., 2012). & h B T 5 2 RAZAK jointless () T
—> MADS-box JEH R FEACTFIE N | ~ 3 FAb G RIE T K. J BEEAAE T R A 2R,
B7 1E LA R IR AR K L KB 1k He e o AR A1 R R 44k (Szymkowiak & Irish, 1999; Mao et al.,
20000, WIHTHTA, FAMMEALRAZ sft M fa LA FIREEHOR I A& FRBAE R, Ui RAE S 5 7525 0
oy ARG AR T 4 AR AL 2R T SR A R R L A2 2 1

26 HBEABSEHSE

A T HFELO RV RSh M. BB R . 28 RSN S DU AR 0 i 21
Coen Fl Meyerowitz (1991) #&H T HI{EdS E K BN ABC B4 A KRR —. AR E T
ik, BRILRAES = ZRALSE PRI, 1 C FIERMIAES = DU eas B hkik. A LA
FARPRE TG, A R B RIS A HIAR IR TE B, B 2N C 2R DRI 3 ) ke s i S8 1R T
C BRI iR O e, A 285 C RIEPMEMEl. 25 AT D JIERAN E ZRIER A
ABC #57, ¥"J& ABCDE #ifiY,

MATEAE T3 4 8 B 2 A A B A RIS e B R . MACROCALYX JZ3UFg 7T A 85
AP R [FRIYE LD, 120 R SR SBR[ B 1 Vrebalov et al., 2002) . it B JIE KA Tomato
MADS box gene 6 (TM6) Tomato APETALA3 (TAP3). Tomato PISTILLATA (TPI) UL}z TPIB (Geuten
& Trish, 2010). HAP &N HES AL stamenless =M T TAP3 5842 FE¥) (Quinet et al., 2014).
e AR I C SIEPR R AT AR (587, B AT I J 1) g4 24 T BOIE W] C 2836 TOMATO
AGAMOUS I (TAGD) {EMESEFL R G ISR R E T EAEH . thah, Al b %08 21 (1) 52 W {6 #s
B R R YR S R JL R AT TM5. TM4. TAGLI. TAGL2. TAGLI11 M1 TAGLI12 %% (Quinet et al.,
2014),

H i Aot I HEYEA T MR R 2 NS A T (NTEHESE AR . DIREAE (Wi
ATFRRKACAE R FUNMETAE (WHE 40 ROMERIE A AR 3 28, xHpaw
B HETEAS T FEIBR T ATTI$E )2 1Y) Stamenless, A7 Positional sterility-2 (Ps-2). Style 2.1 Male
sterile]0-35 (Ms10-35) 55, i, Ps-2 gt — 2RV IBEREIREG, #HIEZ TR (Gorguet et al.,
2009); Style 2.1 Gt — ML SR —IA—IREL 1) (HLH) %P1, A (Chen et
al., 2007); Ms10-35 %t —/~ 5l ¥ 7F DYSFUNCTIONAL TAPETUMI1 (DYTI1) Fl/KF4
UNDEVELOPED TAPETUMI1 (UDT1) [A¥ 1) bHLH #5681, 2 e S5 1l 8 2 M 48 i 2 R

(Jeongetal., 2014), M TIXELHEMEANE MBS ARG T, FREIT 2N WA e A
BRI HE DS B DA KR e R DR S DT G 6 58 R AR QTR B HE Y E AN B MBI S K KHES IEYEA T
RAEF A HIF P N H o

27 EM%E
H AT 2 AT I o8 BE R T AR G S AR AR AT KAR S AP — A R R A2 LR, o — R At 1
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SRR . RIS potato leaf (c) trifoliate (tf)+ Lanceolate (La)~ goblet (gob).
entire (e) LA} procera (pro). C %ihh—~ R2R3 MYB ¥k K+, SME T i 4% K+ BLIND (BL)
S EE, IR RAR S B A AR PG, 5 SR JE2E L (Busch et al., 2011). TF
[FIFEG S — > R2R3 MYB A [ S R 1, %3 IR IR 58 A8 ANE 52 35 5t 2 R /NI (R T e, SR )
IR AR ZE TR (Naz et al., 2013). C 5 TF [ vl BERE R 5 0 B 55 MU T B R L AT —
SEMORST M. LA 4afd TCP B R PRI — 01, 1ZIER IS IX & — A microRNA319 (&5
M REE AL AR S B LA AR e GRIAREED, MG B EHE (Ori et al.,
2007); I IF 9T 8 B LA 381 B 32285 MADS box 5:K| MBP20 Fl TM4 (#2632 2 2 M % 5 (Burko
etal., 2013). NAC ¥ %K I GOBLET 5878 8% a1 @b & 4E—ild 2 m ARk, Bk 2y
PR KRR, RIA W2 P . ANBETE /N 2545 1 . goblet 3752
TP BEAR E B TN A A 5 (Berger et al., 2009). 97K HAEK R I&E UMK
TAA9 R4 G E entire SR T JLIL ) ¥t (Zhang et al., 2007), R IAA9 W= E M KB 145
FHUELEATE 2, (T R AR KRR R R I EZE . REE (GA) 7 i
MRS, AN GA, Bi7R% R 7 DELLA S AMRAE (procera), #AFAIFE ML AE
TE R 25 -3 9] 2 /N (Jasinski et al., 2008).

IR, Ul Mouse ear (Me)« Curl (Cu)~ bipinnata (bip)~ Peteroselinum (Pts) 57
BRI A I N . Me J& 70 #1575 0 S A Rutgers o A H AR — AN 53 2% 5 180 n 1) S M 58 A8 4, AT LA
TERE 3 ~ 4 Rif/NH, 5t 8 ik KNOXT 3 TKN2/LeT6 (FHEFE 3 MiZsbho 4> T4 Il /s i o As
R T PFP (Y SRR MO B IR RB IO 1) B W) & TRN2 JERIR 5 5 ) TKN2
RKiIEETFEPTE (Chenetal., 1997). 55— MBS Cu 28 T TKN2 74 R IATEL (Parnis et
al., 1997). KNOXI # (134523 BELL KiESE A M, #hii BELL ZKIER 51 BIPINNATA

(BIP) nLLE TKN2 HAE, Ffim TKN2 VA ER o bip SRR R 28R, FEAERE 5 —
A KNOXT JEIK TKNT #1335 _F i (Kimura et al., 2008), & H] KNOXI-BIP H_{F i KNOXI ()35 k.
S. galapagense SKYGI) B NEGEAR Pis [FIAE S E TKNT ) ZRIE LA 248N, PTS gmf—/NEk/b
()05 S Y 5 AL SRR 2 KNOX & [, PTS mJ B4t TKN2 5 BIP [ HAE. Kimura 55 (2008) A4
Pts 5878 PTS 1#5d S35 306 TKN2-BIP HAE, ffif3 TKN2 (3G MEA ORI, S8 &2 241
Tie bR ah B B KNOXT £ R 263 KOm PE RS 4i 50 i R B B B2 . HAMNRA T v (4
A3 R FE BN RAARSE clausa Cclaw) R lyrate (lyr) o WF5XEW], CLAU ifth—/> MYB #:3% K51,
I S A0 i RS SRR E 0L (Bar et al., 2016); 1 LYR 4ifis—MyfadiE, it
EERKEE T A KNOXT FENFIERAFAEH » David-Schwartz 55 (2009) A4 & -5 Fu-f 7
BZEFRe S FEUN LYRATE RKIEFERA K.

2.8 IFAFMRMEREE

IRARARES 7 00 b A B 2 PR sl 457 ROR 22 KU T B AR il LA 20 THEAD 30 ARAR,  ATTH 220kt
FESEA (S, pimpinellifolium) HUM A9 IE R ARG T M. 15 ik, KAH 30 N EBEPURRE
(LRl QTL 4 v P B A E A7 o IXIrp, PUAM B/ RR F AL Prfv 12, Ph-3 S5HUR TR AL
Tm2*. Sw-5 LA KB HIEN Mi-1.2. Hero )@ T 382 [f) NBS-LRR KHU I, WP fEHHTA
) A=) B 3 SR FH S ABL T 5 0 SRS o 75 70 55 400 R P B R B80S B ( Pseudomonas syringae) UL S8
WEURTE (Cladosporium fulvum) W HAEZWEFAEDIGN 73 7 HLHI R SE, I AE R AH S AR i)
BT 5T T FEE A AAT TR 3 P A0 D P 1) S50 S 3 At O ML AT T SRR AL (Oh & Martin, 2011; de
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Wit, 2016). MHLEIMTE, AT TEMGGIEHRIRE. BREAER S IR T8>, IRZH5T
AR XS U DR e A 5 s, 289 7 0 2 o R S5 B R DT s RO AL e R
HPUIEZ 52 HRE DN B B A B TR IR, U B R ok 73 b il B B A 3 A AL
NS it D R AR RS I, B AR R B A B NI R R E B BB IR T A
BE— R, 73 BT I EEIE N B A B FHAE 3 BT 2 o R RS B 67 A M) TR e A 2 0 BT B 2 eI

H A C v B 10 A it e R LR AR DG B R P BR QTL 3B 46 i 52 Fr 2L G ) chlorophyll a/b
binding protein 13 (CAB-13) ¥ HI1eK B ) ANERIVER Unilateral incompatibilityl. 1 (Uil. 1) Fl Ui6. 1+
EHIFI 1 RKNHT Seed weight 4.1 (Sw4.1) FHI3 [ B A Woolly (Wo) LA AN 7 AEAEY) K AL
B2 K W) CUSCUTA RECEPTOR 1 (CuRel) %5 (Orsi & Tanksley, 2009; Li & Chetelat, 2010;
Yang et al., 2011; Velez-Ramirez etal., 2014; Li & Chetelat, 2015; Hegenauer etal., 2016),

#2 CEENENEKEENREREXER

Table 2 Cloned tomato genes involved in growth and disease resistance

R ZIEAR HEBRI/AT R HE R et i 22 3R

Trait Gene/Locus Gene ID Chromosome Reference

F£#! Plant architecture Single flower truss (SFT) Solyc03g063100 3 Lifschitz et al., 2006
Self-pruning (SP) Solyc06g074350 6 Pnueli et al., 1998
Ssp-2129 Solyc02g083520 2 Park etal., 2014

1€ /745 4 Inflorescence Falsiflora (FA) Solyc03g118160 3 Molinero-Rosales et al., 1999
Anantha (AN) Solyc02g081670 2 Lippman et al., 2008
Compound inflorescence (S)  Solyc02g077390 2 Lippman et al., 2008
Terminating flower (TMF) Solyc09g090180 9 MacAlister et al., 2012
Jointless (J) Solyc11g010570 11 Mao etal., 2000

4% JE 1% Shoot branching

Blind (BL)

Solyc11g069030

—_

Schmitz et al., 2002

Lateral suppresser (LS) Solyc07g066250 7 Schumacher et al., 1999
BRCla Solyc03g119770 3 Martin-Trillo et al., 2011
BRCIb Solyc06g069240 6 Martin-Trillo et al., 2011

1£K & Flower development Macrocalyx (MC) Solyc05g056620 5 Vrebalov et al., 2002
Stamenless Solyc04g081000 4 Quinet et al., 2014
Positional sterility-2 (PS-2)  Solyc04g015530 4 Gorguet et al., 2009
Ms10-35 Solyc02g079810 2 Jeong etal., 2014
Style 2.1 Solyc02g087860 2 Chen et al., 2007

E MK E Leaf development Potato leaf (C) Solyc06g074910 6 Busch et al., 2011
Mouse ear/Curl Solyc02g081120 2 Parnis et al., 1997
Lyrate (LYR) Solyc05g009380 5 David-Schwartz et al., 2009
Goblet (GOB) Solyc07g062840 7 Berger et al., 2009
Petroselinum leaf (PTS) Solyc06g072480 6 Kimura et al., 2008
Bipinnata (BIP) Solyc02g089940 2 Kimura et al., 2008
Lanceolate (LA) Solyc07g062680 7 Ori etal., 2007
Trifoliate (TF) Solyc05g007870 5 Naz et al., 2013
Clausa (CLAU) Solyc042008480 4 Baretal., 2016

AT KN Seed size Swa. 1 Solyc04g055120 4 Orsi & Tanksley, 2009

TERANSER Self-incompatibility vi6.1 Solyc06g084520 6 Li & Chetelat, 2010

% e FTE K Trichome Woolly (WO) Solyc02g080260 2 Yang et al., 2011

i} 52 542 B Tolerance to continuous  CAB-13 Solyc07g063600 7 Velez-Ramirez et al., 2014

HPUR AL 2 F Resistance to Cuscuta CuRel Solyc08g016270 8 Hegenauer et al., 2016




Fegig, MW, X R, AR
2 T T RELIR 5 R B —— I D v B B B S
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e )
KRR LR/ s B R G Retutk S5 30k
Trait Gene/Locus Gene ID Chromosome  Reference
PPk Disease resistance
Fi #8995 Fusarium wilt I-2 Solyc11g071430 11 Orietal., 1997
I3 Solyc07g055640 7 Catanzariti et al., 2015
ZHTAEBE 57 Bacterial speck Pto Solyc05g013300 5 Martin et al., 1993
Prf Solyc05g013280 5 Salmeron et al., 1996
2595 Alternaria stem canker Asc Solyc03g114600 3 Brandwagt et al., 2000
HEFER Verticillium wilt Ve Solyc09g005090 9 Kawchuk et al., 2001
%95 Late blight Ph-3 Solyc09g092310 9 Zhang et al., 2014
"+ #9% Cladosporium fulvum cr Solyc06g008300 6 Dixon et al., 1996
Ccr4 Solyc01g009690 1 Thomas et al., 1997
crs AF053993 6 Dixon et al., 1998
(2% AJ002236 1 Jones et al., 1994
T HA 9 R Ty-1/ -3 Solyc06g051170 6 Verlaan et al., 2013
Tomato yellow leaf curl disease Solyc06g051180 6 Verlaan et al., 2013
Solyc06g051190 6 Verlaan et al., 2013
-5 Solyc04g009810 4 Lapidot et al., 2015
HHEALR TR Tobacco mosaic virus Tm2’ Solyc09g018220 9 Lanfermeijer et al., 2003
PEZE 209 Tomato spotted wilt virus Sw-5 Solyc09g098130 9 Brommonschenkel et al., 2000
HR &5 2% HU Root-knot nematode Mi-1.2 Solyc06g008450 6 Milligan et al., 1998
L 42k U Heterodera rostochiensis  Hero Solyc04g008120 4 Ermnst et al., 2002

3 & T E MK

3.1 EmH T EFIUK

e doe A R A B O M E 2 —, R T B A QTL e EM 2 —.
HLAE 1992 4E, Tanksley 55 (1992) sta T 26— 5K oy 4 B AL JE MRt . Bk Sis, AR FH AR S
A FIAS [ B A T A0 o S RE AR R T 2 9k o AL %, B OKHEZh T QTL M sife L&A T
PRIC e T Al AL o R R, 95 B SE R B G s Al i I BE AU L IR Pro, BURT R FER Bwr-12,
POETRFEE Rx-3, PURZIEN 1. 12 F1 13, PUMEWFER CL20 44 5. 9, HURKMBEEEA Sm,
PO FER Ph-2 R Ph-3, HUEZIGHLIN Ve, PUMABAEMEBEIEDN Tm-27, Uk il #5 5L [
B-1. -2 T Ty-3, PiBEER LR Sw-5, PRk IR Mi-1.2, IRBFER Rin F1 Nor, Z4L)H
LR U DA R AL Sp %5 B THIBNERE R, ATEF 2 TARc AR AT E LN RS
P Gur fl Zamir (2004) KK [ S. pennellii 1) 3 MY BERA B0 TA& b AP M82 H, & 1k
T IL789 fih R o FEMRIEHAT-244F 1, IL789 4% #434 v] ik 2 4 =y 7= i (Gur & Zamir, 2004) . Hanson
2 (20160 ZEARIH O Fhric Sl Bk B AN R R 4 5 S VA T AU SE R Ph-2 R Ph-3. B
TEMIHE LD -1+ BRI IEIN Bwr-12 BUORZSIRIEIN 120 POEEACHR 8 5L Tim-27 LA S BT K
HBEIRED Sm AT G, G T 5 M dlieht 6 M ERE MR T B KA TG, B RAT
R1) FH 255 AT 21 #3000 o R v 208 43— A i B AR A i A R o R A b s AT TS Lin 5§ (2014)
X ok [ S 1) 360 4 2 a B STgE UR AT N A BT, A T ST IR 0 R I T AR S AL K
fEE b T A AEYNATE P BE 2 s, A5 R SCHIERR AT il (Solanum lycopersicum var. cerasiforme)
A HBE ST (Solanum pimpinellifolium) YL, 1138 K FE 7 750 ) PRk a0t — 20 O R T
Ko BEAh, Lin 5 (2014) I RIFAIIIMG o50 R LR A IR R 3 F 80T 29 25% (200 Mb)
(1 DR 4 X sl gt i 5, ) FH T BB AR ¥ 0o A A R g A T e

HP A R R MR N5 B AP WG 2 T, WASAER . Fy 22N H . st E . Flilal
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AR P B E B R FCAE, X LR AT AT1S B AR R R) ) 32 TR th 7R R R I B . Bk
Ko FIHEFAETRURSCR =8 G, OB PO, IR SR s AL T U 2%, %2 QTL
HAFEF QTL 5 A5G BAE S DRI 2= 5 0, M DL S 2R A 5 DRI 28, 108 6 Ak 3 0 SR B A1 - Eshed 1 Zamir
C(1994) & H FH 43 s ic il B 12 % T B A i 78 2 48 9 A4 i 8 (R 4 R8T v2 3244 (Introgression lines,
ILs) Kvd e BRI Wi RAEAE g CEP AR RS2 4k GGRIERND 248 fa 34T 2 IR Rl A8 -4
Z T FhRidiERE, B EAT AN BALRINS R BN A SR AR AR AL, i H AR
AR RS AH AR R — Qe kB it B o FhRc Bl B e BER o  BOins R IG1EY, B
& H AT F#12 /AT QTL BFF0R B A2 S A H SR A HIAEY) « Eshed Al Zamir (1994) LAREARF]
Fi (S. pennellii) FAEFLATI6 MHAA, LIOKRET % M82 A3z kky gl T &/ A28 —& IL ik, X
B IL BRI 50 NS RA R BUNE RS RFLP AR SUE K A S, pennellii LAT16 [#)
Qe AR B Liu Al Zamir 4 (19990 AIX 50 SR SCFHRME T 26 DMHIENE R KB
76 NS R S. pennelli IL FHAA LA 12 NV H T Falir 5. RS it i A=y AEEA Py pha S5
R QTL B 55T filt, Alseekh 4% (2013) FJH] COSII #1 SSR Zdric 5 rf 37 M B HLK
S. pennellii J AR Be a2 EE—L 0k, 3R15 T 285 ANHIWIE R, LG S. pennellii FE:A]
I 75%, IXE = HER ) IL BEACH L QTL M L& QTL B AR Hrdd it 7 8 irisifs T R
Ak, TR AN ME B o A id i Bk 8 B gt 7 2 BRI R A B A (W1 S. habrochaites,
S. chmielewskii, S. lycopersicoides, S. pimpinellifolium 55) Z538 P~ 15 R o028 HAZ ZBER, X
SEREARA) I N TR R RS 41 08 A7 QTL [t A% 280N 43 At LA A B A 5 A R IR 1R 0 16 S5 R A

3.2 BmERAREB IR

H 20 tad 80 AFAKE, AMIIFLAR I F S A R F AT BE L R . 1994 47, SEH
Calgene 2> m)BIF A (36 L PRI IE- 75 5 FLAVR SAVR Betbrefr 26 [ L, B 43R e 1 i A A= 72 1
HHLREY) . FLAVR SAVR [T A SE I A 10 0l 4 22 SR 1 FUBH SRR g (1) 380, AE IR A i R ALk 72,
NI ZE AL 53 B8 5 1y, T8 B I3 H o o B (R e b R 22 JRAE 1990 4 146 e 25 DA i U5k 25 it
A, (E 1996 SEFR ANV AN AW HE P TR 2 A 2% A s M, ok v I o AR () vl i b Ak A 7
(A ME AL DR TREP= o 1236 S IR P W A2 045 O )i 1) e SCE R S N BB nrh, i 203 &
Jls IR BB o R FZFESE DA RHE & 1 e 2P — AR A T 1998 ik 1l b 8 RAEW
AT E RN AHE, AN EE ST, BB EEEE, SO E AR IR TR R
B T IR A it AATTIE R BE ARG ) T R . B, PUBRFLA . Bk 5 SR A B
o R A FT AT . 1, Butelli 55 (2008 ) ¥ & 5L [{ AN 4 sk K 755 8] Delila A1 Roseal 5\
Fe i, PRAFT RL AR R KB ST R IVR O, W EEAER N B XM (350 ) 75
SRR, U PR A B R A 0 0] B B A U I DR A AR B R A i I Ak R, (H
1T A e FE TR 2 A M IR 5 R LA R LB S R, H AR SE DR 3 i i ) I A AR IR

LB R, TILLING GE [ SRR 4R E5A8 ) FIHE R 41 g 4 H R AR S 5L IR 22
A=), Mazzucato 55 (2015) FF] TILLING $ARAE N TN T3 i Red Setter S8R Hh
W B 1A 449 SEN SRR iaa9-618, HBFA71 Red Setter #HLL, iaa9-618 F{ 25 5 %KM
P, TN TS ScE B . Minoia 25 (2016) SR FHZRALLI S 4 5 B4y EXP1 LN & A 5 Ar
A RE, X PR R v T SRS . LA CRISPR/CASY AR 3 1) 3 DK 20 G i RS T 4F

UL 2R A HARTER IO PRI S L5 10 5 A ZE [PIACE Bl LE , CRISPR/CASY XANAF AEZER R B4 1)



e, AW, B, BEA, EER.
Ty T B PR 5 i B —— A FE DR T B R R R
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R Enluy AL (AT R AT H A . Bt CA N CRISPR/CASY 4 A JE R A E AT G
[PHRIE, Xu 55 (2015) FIHZEARXS CLV3 BEATHE R i, (01525 50 SR 58 10 S 208 25 19 0 Uluisik
2 (2016) JHIXT PL BHTH0 4 W e T R SEIOREE o 12 AR AT i R SR e B T T A
EORI R I, 490 m] DUR FH AR 20 A St b b 4 i S s W 5 ) MYB12 BRI T R B
DR A0 X L0 38 & Bt HP T SEPRIEAT e, B s A 40 R 7 it s X #2008 TE Ak
(1) U ST i, AT SRS 67 5t BT ol o 5545

4 JEH—REE 7B AR LRI

41 EISWMHDTFEMARKRMEARKER

eV T HMARR T, WRF B AR 2RI A, FERI LA 7 AL kAl 2 — e
eSS KHE R M0 A B2 RGBS, B IRED T, HAr—8. (E3EER
RN 5 [ A m) L, A BT A AR B ST AN A, B A R it S AR
HARBI 028, RINTIMSEOUCAEaE, TR T “IEMBTTT. ARicTT . JERake. BiLHAl. i
PR 7l S BRI AR R

FER I, HATRIED > T BRI 73 8L F AT AE T AR E MBI, LA A 4
HEERAR, ROKPELR™HE, & A7 2 (Rl A S AT, BORMIM RIS ANG , ASREAT Rt Bt 2R 1 & 77
[V, o [ sl D R e 83 R B X oy T B R 6, BUED 7 B MR B dml i, R 7
SRS VR > T BRI B Bt B R AN, P G E QU 0 M AL LA B, ST
GRS P VA e 57/ 5 N A R v PO =BV S AV 7 A i 1B Sy 1 1 P < VA
LR S, R ECE R SEENLE, SEATBUR SR, A 3 S AT IS AR A IS AT B
o FLABIR AL AU, T LALL AR e 25 e 3t 0 o B B A R IR B 0 ZHSMERE,
BHIFBERT Biol 2wl AT ARSI (AR N Rl SR G MBE e R0, @iy
TEMEARN-G. MEGEHREDH & M iEailr o, EWEEITr 655, IR U
AEIH . BOREREPEH A SR A EQIH, W Rm A b, ITESEFHE A P OvE S
A B R, Sl TR R 1 A .

42 EUMRZRITEN. QIHREFEZRA

DUl B IR ) B & R AR08 Ty NSRRI A PR SE S GORMIT Be s K27 B R
T B s, SRS AINAEE 2 BT i A SOs A m R AR, DRSO v A G R A
(K128 i LA AR L 10 000 47, A RIRRE R BN B (E o Tl 2 PR S o i R ) A% 22
FEVEM T REMER BB AR R RS 5E , B30 PSB85t P BT 25 (V0 5 AR S A0 BE DA AR S AN 2, AN
RIS RE A R L ) A RN S A, IR E O TR ARIC S SCBEFE D AT o i Al AR K]
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