IREYFEARTE DS ZMIZIRA ( Phytophthora infestans) WFFCH N — ABEkME. RN, FMHR < 87 .

R EYVRERAED REBRERHE
( Phytophthora infestans) %Y B

Bk . kA MFR

(Lol o patieepe. e g 071001

2. WAL BRI A SERBGRER . WG B 063000)

H E. %X 7 FEE. RFLP, PCR, RAPD, AFLP #9 & KA RIER L AR E L F 498
A, 2208UT 65w, OL4bamddEsmiE: Opf —AERERE LR LEHALE
: OpMkaTRAFLAEHRARNEHNEZR: OFRwAERB LR OFFEBFUIIBE
A2 TEDHR AR OFLAILEAG LA, ATRL TR DB LA EHF L+
AR E, 18RI RAURE AL B £ RSB B NAF LT G,

KR, T4 EMEHE: B LE: RFLP; PCR: RAPD; AFLP

HESES. 81, 8532

LB W 500K B B E R ( Phytophthora in~
festans) Tl R FIHEE " X BRI 2
U 1845 AR A B R AT R RO, B
AREES 25 ] 273 T AR B B4 S G R S 6 3 i
BATHFR . LR S 7 T AW BRI &
J& X7 HRIAT IR TARREEE, XHC IR
P E s TR SRR TS
FEAAEED, Gn . — DX PN B4 WG 52 0 T Ak [R5 A 4
o, SRATREN ALY A P A R B e 7
AERAR? WRDiR I AR AR TAL Y S8 VE AR LS
1 A2 SZFECA MR AR T 7 A Y A A2 SRR ALY
PRR [ A, ARG —E KA R
ol AT 7R ) WG 2 R TR 2 VR =2 R S o 1) KT AT
EMAITR? RAARTENEREGTAEZEN A
A B A B AE ML 1 A ) 05 75 T Y
W AT R B SRR

* KB AFAY 8 AAFE R L F A (300111)
WS B, 2002—02—02

R 4 R 1 IS ST A W W RO TR s K
FHRFRLEETR L.

NERFRIRED. A

NEHRS . 1001-0092 (2002) 02-087-05

1 [F %8, RFLP I AR E ZAFHRZHE
B 5T By Jr A

1.1 EIThEE KM S R E s

[R D) (isoenzyme BY isozyme) F245 [7]—HLIE
PR —FEBEATE 2 T TR, ENRA R
WIEYE. ENTRISMRIE . TR A RIS R L S
FIR) [ N ER AT REANIR] [ D EEAY fE e — DA
M m IS, [RIThign] LA Ik SHL AL &
W5 T . AR R DB e DAF R B
1EC BB AL 7 ERE RN,

WRISEIR R A R BB, BITEAMA P AR et
PR#RH 2 MDD Gpi (6 BRRR A% W A0 ) 1
Pep (kM) #B2 _ZRIKHEE, HA PSS
EAE A FIEN, @i, Gpi F1 Pep AU AL AT X
D3 W TR (1 B DR B i ) i PR B AR A R At |
HE—%&MW, B, US—6 TeMERMTEED Gpi £
JiE 100/100, FEgEME |- A — 447, ZR A 3R A
IMETEBERE A =251, PSR R SR AR Ry
TR IR R, R R TR A
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RV SRRk 2 Ml . US-7 Jotk & M 3w AR
Gpi FEMR g 100/ 111, Yufr J5ele o I = 464,
100/100, 100/111_ 111/111, vh|a]fl— 2 2 8
ZH kA 100/111, WA R I R R (111
111, 100/100) —§7—/5.
1.2 RFLP HARMIRE

RFLP (Restriction Fragment Length Polymor-
phism) BIFREIH B EZSE, A AAED
BRI P P9 ) Bl TE & B RF e R 6 a5 D0 B I 4]
DNA. &/7HEKER/PNASER DNA F B, X&
PR VE P VI B R V) 5 T R LA DNA Fr Beil 22 5
IR BRKEZ A (RFLP), 1976 4F,
BEHK Grodzicker 5 N KA T DNA FR ¥
FBK 2 5 ¥ 1980 4E, Bostein”! 42 1
RFLP 1Eh 8t & bric My i & B ) A8, 5 X
TEfy N st A8 B 09 AT e v AT T i,
RFLP R M2 DNA /K- ERy =R, T RAELE
B FE RN, 2R R R A RV S i
HEARIPRZE, FR R I 9848 A AR TE R 1 4 9 D)
oS b BB S ek E R e E 2
St XS, S EHEIEN DNA 7
PINEBAR AT BRI A, andd N sk k. T
HEE YOI A A B AR A RS AT Bk
M2, XA R, B, R3S, AT
H Bt 2l RELP WA RHIE R A 2. H R
I DNA KV ERy 25, Xt AEMR AR 51T 04,
HAT. 7€ W 2% 9% A BF %8 4. DNA 48 80K &
RGS7 AT Bk 25 44,
1.3 ETIEERAFI RFLP B AR TSR EMERE
W IR

TEM RS B AT HR . RELP A A ShilfE b R nT
AR TR E S, AT ] RHE AR 4%
SO — LR R) S H T R A B EE HEA B AG HE

o,
L3.1 —AERRIK BRI EABEE) AR &
AT

Forbes[i]ﬁﬁlﬁl%@ﬁ\ RFLP X§ Xk H B R Z /K
iy 302 ANERREEFT /M, Horb 9520 LA BRI RER
FECL TBPEZ (Gpi: 90/100 Pep96/100: RFLP.
1111101001001101000111011; =z fid A4, Al), F
RS — LIEMER (Gpig 86100 Pep — 92/
100; RFLP # 7Y, 10111010110011010 —

00110011; =gfp#Y, Al), Sujkowski[B]iEiilﬁleJEﬁ
FIDNA #580% 1985~1991 45 3R F i 4 1Y) 247 MR
PREATRIFST. 25 SR HH 1985~ 1987 4E A 1 #k 1 &
F AL, JFARAE MR (B =
KA PO-1, PO-2, PO-3), #| 1988 4EiZ It R H
PR BT R RRRY 5476, 1988 4E LG P 3% A AR
FNZICHE R R H 1988 AR 1) 37 Ay FE R 7Y
(PO-4), I\ 1988~1991 4F3% F [N 78 f) & H 47 % —
BAE BT, 1991 4532 35 [R R A4 B8 0K o5 T SR T R
50%,
1.3.2 X THeg M o KRR

Goodwin 251" FI[E DhilE. RFLP 255 A X} 8 74
B R ML A TR BT SC R I, 24 M P I
WA L2 FEPE, X A B B A B i e
HE R hEE LR AU AT A A RELP 5. RN T
Readick "™ o 1% BB VG BF v 502 WG 2 0 1 1
Vs, AL, HERER T X240 B8 Vh 5F & 1 5 i
B MRy, AN Hb DX R B B9 95 T SO (T B R Y
Goodwin 2 XK 1 5 A 20 A K Yy 300 A
PR RELP ., [RIZhEGHEAT AT, 25 R %, UsS—1
TR AT, FERIF S 25 R SRR A THY
BT s M R, I S 0 B B K
EERVERIT RS S =AW B, BB Br. 1842 4 g
1843 N B VG FF 2] L AR E#8: B M. 4
1845 4, HA—ANTHRMNEE BN 5=k
Br. AR AT 4Bk, a0 SR pbafEm sy, &R
1845 4E 1Y By B4 M o R AT Rl — N o &R
(US—1y s, [FIRFIRAIN, 3 AN KA
PREBRVHBF A B RAR L 2RV S, RN B
HEEBRAET T — MR ENER, HHZAR
R
1.3.3 Z®FUSNK A2 A &R

19 it 2g 50 FERAEBTHEF H IR K I A2 3L
A 1984 AR ARIE KB A2 ZSEEAY Ak
U 2 E FAAARE R A2 et g4, B
FERFLASMHIIX A2 SZRCAY MATTALSR? 20 4 FifiR
. OA2 TECRAE & 1R, HE R A
A O Tk ORFTREA
Pty T E BRI B0 60 o B RS LA
HEAS R YY) Spielman! ! 3 3t [7] T g 43 7 32
B, &R HAEE RS A2 28 FC A B ik M 55 VG 5F
TRk, HEMF 2R R LB\ M
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Ko™ 8 22 i 7 25 5 18 S % iE B8 35 Good-
win' X & 3 i SR R AT BT,
T AR SR, B4 A2 SSECRY B Rk R i
ERM? Fry BRI AT E R R g
NBIRFFREE FAHBCR . N ] e R Y R e
BPGEMERFERE (1970s), 2K M P8 R kY 1 2
BB R 5 HoAth X,
1.3.4 HHA709EEFL

X R H— N E R MK A2 SR AT R
KREWBRITREA, Fo)EEEEE, DNA 25
VEUEAT M, Hod A2 Qe 7Y H B AT G B AR A 2 35
Ve TCRIZIAR AL, ansff, i H— e R AR R SN
RULE TR e o 1Y 72 BC AT & Hardy-weinberg V-7, 7]
Req g AR A, Andert!! bl Suikowski'!
Gy A = RO = B TR AR SC LAY | () Ty il i [A) 7R
DNA ZVEFT0 0T, Z5REH, FEfr 2 fyl
wHuTRE A A AL,
1.3.5 wska FRRFE " i mE 2 17
B A s 8y £ R

TEE R Z /R A R A DA WS
EC-L (Gpi: 90/100; Pep96/100; RFLP, 111110
—1001001101000111011; Zfg, Al) [6 3
R RIA, SRRCA—FE: T LF T B A
PREA US-1 (Gpi. 86/100; Pep92/100, RFLP #;
A, 10111 — 01011001101000110011 %5 fip. 71,
ALY (BRI, 7ESRmE"" BTE R B 50 B AR
52 US-1.1, 5EBZERHRAHZIX,

2 PCR. RAPD 7 D # EF W% K & # &
ty oz

2.1 PCR, RAPD H{AMIRE

PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) 3&HEiF5E
RN, & 1985 4E 36 [ Cetus 2 F] N BB 78 =
B RE 2 Mullis™ 2 i 4 K 2 3% 42 0L 4y A2 A
How ghes 2% B S BT ) — FRAE AR AP 1
EILN N DNA JFFIR 5k, FAEE, X DNA
R A PR Sk B X ISR B E AR 55 19
FEAGHR TR K TIE R T o1 DNA SR & B AL A
SRR IR A rh i O b i SR = BBV S I A i
B B DA ELAbGE . R AR GR K SEfR =
BEFR AT, b MEF IR R BT EE TR

TN—MEHE BB T DNA 75 5= &
BB IR B IR HOE N,

RAPD ( Random  Amplified Polymorphic
DNAs) EPBEHLY H4 £ 259 DNA, i1 Willams'™
EF 1990 R RALR A — T H /> FAnic A,
HERMATZPCR XV, I, H—REHLAY
HEREHR)T Y (10 MNERZETR). URERFEA
DNA MBAR 4T PCR §7 84, A4+ RAPD Frid
FEAER RN . — PR RE R AL TR A0 B R T 51 &5
PIRAEEL: 55— PR RE 25 5 B X A9 067 A5 IR 4%
FRROVIEN . BRI, MASkaT A=Ay
PCR =414 2% T —Fh Al BE 2[R 3 N\ 8k 2% ff
PCR =45 K/NKHE RS 3 B 2R AN (1) el 22 iff
RAPD Fricl e i T 8F 55 A= W) 1 38t 4% 2 RV J B
Mk R, S TIRIEIER, I DNA f8 8050
[LSt:gi=cn
2.2 PCR BAFI RAPD AT E R B 5T R AY
v F

iZ F PCR H R AT E MtDNA (Z8%7 K DNA)
AL, MiDNA (Zehifk DNA) FM 5HAB A
JZ. MtDNA A% [ b fEtkEE A 5 us—1
TVl R AR —FER R RE AL (AL), [A] DB
[HE (Gpi 86/100, Pep 92/100) FiI RFLP 4 %I,
Phytophthora infestans f MtDNA J¥ %1 & 41, DU F
FA PRSI PEAL b 9 2 A 7E MtDNA E. &2
ZU VAP ERZF RSP 3% MIDNA K4
ZARVER X B, F4EED] sk T X 43P0 Fh MtDNA
%A, Ta, Ib, Ma, Tb™, HEHR MiDNA %
RUE RN N & Mo 20 B A —Fpbnad, (BT i
FREY) MtDNA FRAUTT LAHS Bl 0 06 752 5 B b

PCR i ASE 1] T 52 B bk 9 2 ™, sl
5 AL (BeExcBL B SRR ) &SRR
FE. FASI# SIA f1SIB nf 43 i — 2% 5 S1 X pv
2K 1250 4~ bp (9 DNA FrBt, Btk —A &
RELFY], XANELZFHE AL 3B B ik
A, 78 A2 TR B AR P R AE. T B
1k T S A BT T AR ) S E AR, S T R R PR AT 4
BE% . A TEAE A [A] P A2 B MR B0 S B A, R A

RAPD Hi AR FEWEREMmS B 7 2 FI T 78 B o9 BE 4
BB, W, Mahuku" % 1994 ~1996 4E 5% [
IgE KAy 141 A AR ZEAT RAPD 4047, B0 H
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2LANAL 3R 97 0R 2 ol | T RRBEPY. 340
A A ST T FREENE]

3 AFLP 7 B4 B W i T B 20 # B

3.1 AFLP EARIREE

AFLP (Amplified Fragment Length Polymor-
phism) £ AR 1993 4F iy fif 22 Bl 2% 5 Zabeau
Vos' " 5 RSy —FiS I DNA £ Z5PERY 57 7
ZIT RS G T RFLP K1 RAPD H{ AR M55 £,
FOEPED W IR, S R IR I P Ui ) e v L
KA DNA. AR PR I, 8 N & A
A [FI R P U R 5 14 Rt 4 2R i 1) R ) XUBE A Ty %
So #3k5 DNA J BR B AR EHE G AL DNA AR,
PR P 91 DA B 5 AR A R AL s D Bl e 24T 7Y
SR A By 51 e e i, 8 Boiad 2
PSR PR I I B P FEL Uk 70 R A
3.2 AFLP HAKIEA

HAT, AFLP AR 32 5 T M 2 e 5 BT Y
FEDERN A, 1997 4E. Van de Lee' ' 52 T
— 5K A T e ) BOR 2 B ik IK O B A B, X R
WALHE 183 A~ AFLP #ric. 7 A~ RFLP Frid fIsg
PO LA i, B4R 10 A>T B R gliiEAn 7 M IRE
PSR, L 827 em, FRUERH R E &S
MIPRICR H TR R4S, TR EEHE T AR
KH AL R EA SR B A2 TR EAR,
[l B 3 UE B T B0 B R A R R A R,
AFLP BRI 7y RP BE S R Hrfa g, AR & il
IRIEAR I, SCHC Y R I B 7 ) T BIORE (4 Atk A
LA EE do (8 /R AE A, AFLP AR T4
SR DK B AT T DA R K] K T
PR 9 A BB SR S T L I WG R 0 £
LA

k2

W& B T AEBOR R KT XN I 1Y
IR CA TR, (HIEAFAEE ),

(L) M B pric E BRI, dafhits
RE B B B R 2y 250 MbUT, BRI KB4l

1010~1300 em™ , O SEHAPRCHE 3 1 HH 4
Hy 6990, A JE IR TAEE W 4k ge AT, A 45 Fl
PRI et M B R e B R dE e = . AR
XAE, A REE PSR IC AR RS A% /N, (i — e

WIS B TR E b bric T e 201, FH T
B, MEMHE TR B RS

(2) BRSNS TFAME TS BRSNS B EYR
PRig.  ANTE BRI B 3 E 5 H b G R A S K E A
AIbRICBIbRIC, FRATE AR A X —hRic Xt — A8
INFRHETTHLZGPEN . TR S BiG s kIS8
HFERNEFEMFRRIC, AIHERI1E 2T #
TS G20 b R BOR AL AT AT FE 2 0 B R
FHA KGR, AHRE S Tod RN R I
RbRic, AT TR RN A TR . 2R
SURETCRESLIN, JRA R N B AR I T D A BT
B,

FEFR B A5 FAE YR I MR B A 2 A
HH. LUERRFR N SR, EEAL LA
JrTa) . i TR E T MR B A SRR S5 4. SR
HARAV AT WM Ty TR B B I35 T A A it A%
ks FREM AZ ZECABE MR TR R &
| e N A R IR B R 5 A A AT A A R B
27 R PE . AR B A B iR L B S B
W4 fEfeE,. W TE§. RFLP. PCR. RAPD,
AFLP SRR T LLECRLE . FE A9 s F B b
Bz FRATIN AR LAY 2 6290 B Y B A
H,

2 £ X M
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