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XV LERICE T BESTORENR & TDOFIA

HEXFEERR i =5

1) ESTE#R

F BT RGN A (expressed sequence tag, EST) &, Z DM D5
LT BIERBEHIA T ) A SHIESNDIZmMRNAICHRT 22 &5, F0H/H
RN TO 75 237 MEICBI 2T 7 —Fo 1oL LT, Ka R
FCEIEFICAEDELSTEL LTOAKERHENS.

19804 ER b v b7 AENT 70 Y = 7 1+ (Watson 1990) T, &%/
LAIEIEECH R A D O 727, EIRILEAH O P T B 5 2 Rl L 7-
BFIZBVTDH, SHICI2~IFEEZET 5 Pl &7z (Baltimore 1988). %4
MFPMENTW2T ) 2D 577 ~100 DT O 2 — FEFIFHBIE T/ A
DNAD 3T ELVwERBION TV 06, 7 AT X L
DB 7-0121E, BIETOWBE Y THSHmRNAIZHE DV TcDNADIE AR
ERETHIEVRETH D EDOEZPRFEI N/ (Brenner 1990). D k&
I IR O L 12, cDNAZ O — Y ORI 2§52 12X 0 58l
BIZFRZURENIIRERT L2820, BIEFICREDELYTELT, k)
CHHATE 200 EMET 584 0y MIFESfTHhNI7: (Adams et al 1991).
ZOWFIE, b MDA S5E72cDNAZ B — 2600 £ ) 12OV TEABLY & Pt
L, ESTHTORMNOFEF L LTS, F72, GAE-o72cDNARLY
1508 ZELL L THNIE T — 7 X— 22k L THREBETFOMBICHAHATE %

Mitsuo OMURA P<omura.mitsuo@shizuoka.ac.jp
Analysis and utilization of ESTs in citrus genomics
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Zl, ZORHRBIPHB BT THo722 L, LI/ LNLESHE b
et R H X (chromosome map) ¥y ¥V 7 TE 52 L MIZENT.
COFX T, TEST& X, mRNAIWCHIST 5cDNAZ U — ¥ O H.7%: 5 H45E
FITHB]EZFRLTVEY, ¥/ AP OEIEF ZEBENIHENTT L2 L
T, 7 AOBBMIAC T 70 —F T3 FRELTEETH L I LEHRESE
7z AZIFEENG, <7 A (Mus musculus L.) # 8  (Caenorhabditis elegans) |2
BT, @RS ZHMFERHL 5 58FEREOREHEOMRNAS & 7 #
L 72cDNAZ 1 — Y i RIZESTHAT 2 B 4G & 17z (Hoog 1991 McCombie et al.
1992). IS DMLY A S, ESTHNT 2SRRI EIZ T HHRE #3558
IR B 2 LS, LW LR F ISR SN TE .

ESTRH I O 7 7 AEHFITBVTD M) Aoz, £ % (Oryza
sativa) TIZ, JREREEMNLICHIE S 2830cDNA 2 1 — > OYFHLRLY % AT &
Nz, BT — 7 X— 2 FIZEFH S N7-DNAFRSNICH L CHEST 2 RET 5
&, # 8 %DESTHELYI DSBEAIEILZ T L M Z /R L, 140085 TF25FE S
72 (Uchimiya et al 1992). A4 *ESTEHIZ, HIREEZWH EZ M (restriction
fragment length polymorphism, RFLP, Botstein et al 1980) 2 X % i# 5 #1
(linkage map) 1ERIZBIF HcDNATO—7¢ LCHFIHI N, Zo,
ESTH#ATIE, KBUEIL (Sasaki et al 1994) SN B L L BT, Yuaf XF
A J (Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh.) , Brassical@ 7 &, % kk7: Wi C o
WA bizz (Hofte et al 1993 ; Park et al. 1993). Z 5 OHIHDOESTHAT
DXL 5L, cDNAOEGEA DS 7253 MHeE LT, () @fzT2Hak
X (chromosome map) L& % W IiZH X (physical map) LICALEDT 5,
(i) =7V v-4 2o g (exon-intron structure) %15, (i) 7o
E—% (promoter) MCF|7Z% EBIZTHBHBEERO T2 2155, (v) K
e b BIn TR Z ST 5, (v) FEBLERAL - WEl] 7 & EAR T O ZE Bl RE
DIET B, RENOHEFENDH -z LTINS,

AfTl, BB 27 ¥ FYESTHITOM ) MABED X 9 REFRT
i sh, 7/ LOBMRLEEOHRTEDO LI ICHBL X5 & Lo, FEf
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ERLCHIAT 5.
2) HxVICHT BESTHEMN

(1) HRE=

v xY (Citrus) \ZBWTH, BEHFHENIEZR EOEEFICEbEMEE L
T, 1WTEEEN S 23V 07 7 AT Ml 71 7 7 A5G S i
72, ZOXH)BRPYMAOTERE LT, () 1 A% ETRFLPIC X %88 H
B OVEE L E 3 BEALICBE S 2 WE9E5 A, ZSRBFIHENEZEZ OIS X912k
STERIENS, H X YEMIIBIFSEIKL~ — 7 — (selection marker)
~NOWFREREE Y, () BEERS KT ON7EE LT, DNAR—7—0
WHERPER SRz, ZLT, (i) XM 4727789 =L @ E T
AR L, EETH Y FYMAGRERTIROONIZ L, REEHIT
HILNTEDL., INOLEBICOAELH AL CERT 2720, BHEHEE
(breeding objective) 2B B (trait) % 0TFHEWHEN - AN AN
T % 72D OBET IS OMERS, HIYEH & OMEHRICH 2 FIER~—7
— OB EOMEE TEBZITHMES NI TMYMEZ EAEREE 2
bz, TTTE, HUFYREOHE - BE - B EOREMITICENE
BLIET, RENSERTLDNATA 75 —%, EinT-HEE - IS
RIBBNCHEATH L &b, v A —ERAEICILELTHAL, 51,
ZNO OFFTER T AR E ST 5078268 & U CEST#T 23458 & 1)
Rz,

(2) B> xVITH T DESTRITORE & EH

ESTHMT 2 #D 5124720 C, LMD S, XD L) LdE - Kl
EIRHTA SR & T2 OBEIZNA T, HWIZ#EIEZRDNAT A 75 1) — % FHL
TAHZE, EOICIESTHTZ NV —F LT 52 L2, UHEOFEE 4 572,
NV Y YT LY (Citrus sinensis (L.) Osbeck.) D Bi7E 2 20 H O R HIEk
R DIEER (ovule) 1ZH¥T 5cDNAT 1 75 — (Koltunow et al 1996)
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DI DESTIRAT DX R E % 5 72, O TIE, WK (embryogenesis)
Wb THRATIMETF LS M) —=PELRD 0L HfFE N, o
FRNTIZ DT ANC1922 O — Y DFFNTTH - 72208, ZD ) H74 (385%) Aty
RPN 2R L7z, IRIEE & o EN B &2 /R 3 % BR324 5 e h
o125, BACH R RERT L HET s T2 L, Mgl EICRL iEET
DL 8= —AFE S N7 (Hisada et al 1996).

KIZ, RECBOTHEET ZMETLN— M) -2 HigE LT, $3%
REMOWL &9 (uice sac) HKD S A4 75 ) =N SNz, 2 2 TH#
MR 21,0008 B & U, KEMHTIZIANT TORYRALIZIB T 2 HE S [ER 4
H - #5F L7- (Hisada et al 1997). Z 0%, WHEIRA, 5z,
FIAERE o 155, AR, B 1 HRioTEZF (apical bud), BAfE1 H#%
DR R EICHE T HDNAT A 75 ) — &K L7z (F2-1-1). 20D
L9 B S, V—F Y E LTI HABRERIIBWTL Y =4y O
WERBOWHL, MBS, T4 L ORLOFEIZEIIZENELELD
2, HHREAILOD ) TR L VRAKHHT 272007 — 5 REHOED IO
WTOMR bbbz, ZLT, 7y F VB AESTIHROEHICLE LT
— I R—ZAVAT LIPS (BEH S 2003), BHFH»67—5OFH, &8
FTOHOIY MAMPIGE S NIz, AT L LTI T — 5 2 855 2
LEL, A NTATOTF = R=24LL L BIZ, ESTORKT —F N— AN
DB EIT- 2. 10 ERO7ar 54T, LT BIREA Z2u%eLi
19DcDNAZ A4 77 1) —H b 4E7120,228 7 1 — > % fifdT L, 20525FC4 % 231
F— 7 N— 21288k L7z (Fujii 2013). Z DN, ST — 20N % D
R L, dbEST (URL2-1-1) IZE&HINizh ¥ ¥ VIEEST #aH320134F 1
HIE R TAT8 8TAMFIZIE L T 5.

3) ESTH 20T DfE EFIHA

cDNAS A 75 ) —1EOHMD 1 258, ¥ F Y OBFEMIY O 4 FH AR
DO DBIZTWE-FIHTHHZ S, ESTH ¥ 1 7 {biZBaeth o185,
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R2-1-1 AL FVICH T2 REATFRENOESTHA SO Y
cDNAFA7 Y — MRS K
475 Wit MAk-E RERY ) %
1994 VSS N LT ALY S 1A% 577 50.5 4
1995 FRI ERA KA JERI 1,051 32.7 4
1996 FRM BN RA R PRI 385 52.1 8
1997 ALM HINRAE TIARR PR 623 41.7 13
1998 OVA ENRA Sz BAAEL] 827 46.3 28
1999 ALP ENRA TILRK pllicaiGE 941 58.1 13
2000 WFY ENRA €t N HARHANT) 1,689 52.2 32
2001 BFC EINRA B el 1,650 49.3 60
2002 FBI HINRA 1E2F BAAELA A 2,367 - -
2003 GSA ENRA 7 k4R 1,920 — —
2003 RGP wIRAE i3 FE 2B 960 — —
2003 SLG ERA Hidk 6 3230 4 1,920 - -
2003 YJS el WLrd BH7E60 H 1 1,926 - —
2003 PCC HINRA TIVA TR 960 — —
2003 EIC 'IRA TIIVA TR 3 1,152 - -
2003 STG ERA [ET] BT 3,552 — —
2003 ANT ERA # L] 2,600 - -
2003 LLL YRR LES B 2,016 — —
2003 EGJ FLayIN EEk  BATE60-70H % 2,112 - -

SRETCI % V2D B AR T O HLEE - BERefdT & b EHE L CiEd H 7z, EST
fRNTCREONZZBIE T LS— M) =& LT, B2 KHEEEREE T
YA M7 v 7E1 (Omura et al 2000, #%2-1-1), HEIRELHME 1L »HD
PHRIZHETHDNAT A TFYY —h5iE, 79874 F (flavonoid), # &
5/ 4 ¥ (carotenoid), 7 WV~X/J 4 K (terpenocid) 7 &DK/CHIZED B
BIAFREARM S, WO ORBLERE L OIS S 72, BE
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B 5H, {EFFHE (flower bud initiation) - #EHER L O T 52 BT D,
BHAE 1 2> A1l DAL R ALK 155 2> & Z Bt S e,

REORBERY DR LDNATA 75 —WoAh & a7k cit, ST
HHOBMEL L BHE LT, I b#EETL8— M) —RHEERI SN S
BARFICH RO b7z, ESTOMNT M OWFEIZ B\ Th, MEMEREIC
L DF—EF—7 (motif) & b OESTHE LSS Z LAHEH SN (Adams
et al. 1991), F—#EEFICHRTHZESTHAEME L CHE I N5 2 L3tk
(redundancy) EM:EN7z. JCEMIZ, BEFZHEENICEE - BET 5 L0
) IR CTIESTMMT O ZLT S 5205, BELRILEMEZRTESTIZ, @
it R OMBED 2 VIFFEE OB CHRBMEORVEIET &) WhEE)S
Hob. EIRA REOREKW], B % EREEREO BT T, LR
LBBETLFNEFNIEBITH Y (Moriguchi et al 1998), RIFIEIAIIIT
BICHIESNAESTHH A% 0FF % 4 ~ (metallothionein) FE{E T 25 %
Ehiz. F7z, 205 ERHEEASRERARNOSEB 2 W5 TuE—%
(promoter) & L CHEEE72 (Endo et al 2007).

4) 5/ LYy EXTICEH T HESTECSIDFIHA

ESTMTIZ 7/ A CHBAET 5 B AEF 2 5T S N 72mRNA % f#HT O3 5
3%, ZO, ESTRAIA ST/ ARSI O 2 — FEBEH#RT 52 &
NTESD., L72Ao T, ESTES 2R & L72DNA~ — 7 — &8 - FIHT
52 EI2&k 5T, ESTHAMHEOEHBRZY S 2T 21300 TR, &7
J KRR 5 TH 725 ENSHDNARY FCTHESTAERE 3 % Wy PRI 18 %
MBI ELNTED. 7/ A LOREFRBENR LT HDNAY— B —1&, ALY
% 7EME (sequence tagged site, STS) ¥ —H— & IEN S, T L)~ —
F—OBIEHIX L TOME I, TR G2 B2 TR o F RIS
HAET D720, Bl 2 BRI R R 7 2 € — FCAT S 72 @ S X S o A H
H#Riwtait (Omura et al 2003a), WM E DGR KICHHTE .
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(1) DNA7—7J—|35‘§%‘

19904 A 9 B, IZDNA~Y — 7 — D% - WhhtEHR, #rFVICB
WTHDNAY =7 — 2 & 2 Bz OER DB Sz, DNAY = — &
LTRMICHWSNZzDE, ¥ ool i & L TORFLPETH 5.
KENZBWTH DA~ F YDNA~Y — & —H/EHELIZIE, Californiak
RiversidetX TYE# L 72cDNAN Y%/ ADNAZ u— 7%, RFLPO 7 u—7
ELTHwLN, 73 YROOEMEHRIER SNz (Jarrell et al 1992 ;
Durham et al. 1992).

L% L, RELPIZHMMICHEMET, AV —Tv F LW & 205, DNA
= —OFERIZPCREZ AT 2BMNEBHIIB o Two e, A
B YFVMEMICBWTOZRMBROE T ¥ ¥ AL HHIE (Random
Amplified Polymorphic DNA, RAPD) BIODNA~Y —H —H~< v ¥ » 7
FIH s 72 (Omura et al 1993) A%, D ¥ L TO<— 5 — 3@ EMITEME

— % — (dominant marker) TH 2 Z & R4 2 4MENMTCO®AILL
W ERHLHI L EOBBN S, STHALL 72~ — % — (codominant
marker) OBFENEEHSRE) L2, FRIC, JFEDMEERFIZEDWTSTS
TIA4 < — %L, PCR¥IR, HIBREEE (restriction endonuclease) &
5 %% (polymorphism) % #Hi9 % F#:1%, cleaved amplified polymorphic
sequence (CAPS) & X, JA L FIH SN BEDNA~— 5 — & 72 o 72 (Konieczny
and Ausubel 1993).

AYFRIDY aEEFEEEET (sucrose synthase, /MA S 1994) T,
HYXIT ) DIHFETDIDODOT AV 7 4 —24 (isoform) EOFhZENRE
PCR¥SWRL, MM Z & DRIMEERLRMABRNTE L I LATRENTZ. ZORR
X, w32 3IH v (Citrus unshiu Marcow.), A —+F L I &ER
A M CEIE T2 STS & L2k &, PCRZ H W CTRIFMIZCAPSO
TE&, F72ESTORIIEHD S EMVIFREDENSTS T 74 ¥ —iKit 3 T& 5%
TLERRL. N Y OESTHINCHE SV 72CAPS~ — 7 —1tix, RFLPIC
X B BRI SNz F 7 LE Y (Citrus jambhiri Lush.) c¢cDNA K& OF
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gDNAZ u— > (Jarrell et al 1992) ZHWTHEITEN, W{DhDT—h—
IZDWTC, KREOBEHEE O L 7.

EIAHT, AYFVF LA ZE, K360 Mb (n=9) &FHlXh, M
HKIZ BT % BRI, 491,700 cM (Jarrell et al 1992) & BAfid 5
N7z, <=7 — OV EENEEZ S MR & %2 L24, M rERIC
VB~ —H — AL (marker locus) $E340127%: 2 Z &H 5, ®FH TR
B 7 R PO S L Sz, 7 AEIERCH B A 2 <, ESTHL
B DRDERD S T4 < —ikGt L7z, h XV 7 ) 2% 8 (template)
& L7:PCRCZLE M HIREY 234 5 N 2 E A 13BE1260% TH - 72 (F£2-1-
2). 72, R & BNRAE OB TSTSICZ RO LN 5EE1359% T
gL L7z 4STSD35% & 7 o 72, SO TIZIHI BREEFZALIL 2 3 K 22 \WSTS
Wil OFHE, B2 \VIZEHI BN BZEITIED D ORZENZEN39%E X 11.4%
BAELE. oL, R —5—095%i  2SHIBREERELEZICHMIES NG 2
&M, ESTRANZHED W TCAPSE ZMWIIRE T 5 003~ — 7 — GO F
ME& LTt L&z shi.

#H v FVESTEHID HSTST 74 v — kit 3 2561213, 7/ ARSI BT
L7V Y-A4 b ayOECHETLHMEN RN &L, PCREYE % EH
FMT 2L TELVETOELSDHY, ZNHASTHLREZEL T EETV5S
FREZo>TWz, ZoxKE LT, » v F VESTESASH KT 5 STSHEIEIC
B2V -4 VEEOTINIEOWE T I 4 v —akat 2l ar,
B FVESTICMHEA L Y04 XRF A FOBIETOT ) AEEEXSZRLT, &
YFVESTRAITOA ¥ bu ARV Z#EE L. £L T, €0 vt
YERBESII Y VI T IA R —RBRETT A LT, BEPLVEHRESN
54 b yRENEEAET 7 AR EZHIENRET LA v bay 2= 7
(intron-spanning) PCREZ®EMA L7z, =27V ¥ EICHEIITI4 ~— 2 iks
L, FFRICPCRICE L7z RE T$ 5 2 & T, STSLER LU CAPSHHIER
ZEHHIEEZAME LT, ALY T S AMAEZATO (Fujii et al, 2010)
ML 7.
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#21-2 5% VESTROEETFCDNARTICE S0\ -DNASE O HIRE (Omura et al. 2003)

STSik BERALENRARICBITLZZEIOXAT

cDNAZ A~ Az "
V= BATH o 3 CAPS  SSR  STS' @@Z ig%(
W ® STSE) ()
UCR* 14 4 28 1 0 0 1 7
VSS 18 11 61 6 0 0 6 33
MRF 84 60 71 28 2 3 33 39
ALM 214 122 57 64 1 1 66 31
OVA 119 79 66 55 0 3 58 48
ALP 95 47 49 25 0 0 25 26
AR ST 23 20 87 12 0 1 13 56
7t 567 343 60 191 3 8 202 35

*California K% RiversidefX LV 45D T 7 LE L H cDNA (Jarrell et al. 1992)
Y FANR AR N O B S Al A RIS A U e 2 T
*PCRIGIR O M1 L B2

(2) CAPSOEGHFIER LD

HPPREAH LA Y XYV ERPEOY y E Y i — A — 1T LB
WA 2 fESr L C, B =— XICRS L2 EE R OMEL 2 X5 2 &
B, YRV T I AEHIIBIT L EGHBEROBED 1 D TH o7z HEH
RN BRI D B~ — I —~OELP R D OOFEH AL MRIL 720, Z
DHWIZER LYy EV FHEMORENEETH Y, THILoTv—7
—MER LW RIEYE~ v ¥V TREPED L L Pl S B O ERE &
LT, REQES, EEW, RERCRAOM, HE, Bow, Bkl
OB OsHE (IT4E2-1-1) 2SfEsh s R x “sIRAE" #0135
K E MR EME LCEB L. $72, DNAY— 7 —O#EESEE (genetic
segregation) Z AT A 72O OMBIER ((ER x ‘huey FL UV, H
KEB wryawx ‘bOEY FLyIRE) baRE L 0%, HHE
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RO, EEOMAES N2 BE46s (A255) LEEO MMM
(seedlessness) EfET-% b2 ‘HHIBARES S (G434) & ORHMER (hybrid
population) (DL'F, ZORMORMERMEZAGEFEET) ZEE2MATOE
IR AT b7z,

o FRYOMBEIE, BICT ) Ah 0L OB TATREAR
(heterozygous) TH 5. ZD720, MBI OHIR M BIKE T 5 BMEEAE
Mg s L@ mmkERICBWT, BELsF~—h—%KaElf#ds
TLLEHiT, FMINDEEHARGEE Y — VIHEH T 2 BT O %
WML 2 Doz, o F Y TIIHERERICBNTDH, ESTSHEOWT
WK 4 DDORVBIET (T L, allele) OHMAE DL THRROBIZFEAHERL
END. WBICHET 24203 XTOT LV (BEIROT LIV Ea b, KB
HkZce, db¥5) 25T ENIR, X ¥ FVHEETldab X cd® o€ —
K&, ZoTHo#EETAZac, ad, be, bdDWTF AL 7D, KiEln T
RETRTZDOHEEE— FTHENTE B~ —H —HE5NIUL, MlETHER O
SHIAT X HA 22 7 A MR DT & 2 ), FHEALIZE S (BRI AR <
N5, LH»ALah s, ESTRRINIIEKEDSWTIER T 5CAPS~ — 4 — T, STS
JERL Y 72 ) DL RIBHBEBE DR N Z L2 5, %K DB TIE—H OBUTHIR T
AT OEGRZT RN TE L. BB TOSEEE— FDIT LA LIESTS
PR Z & lZaaxabF 7zidab x aa®BC,BITH 1), —#fA%ab x abDF, 7 53-8 € —
F&74b. 37 LBLU4 T VVEIOSTSHEORIBHE XK. L7z25> T,
STSEEL & D43 EE 253 — b S 7z 7 A D ZSEL O ST £ 7V Tl 2 <,
BHRO~—h—ORELFERL X 91, #PF 2 FE (pseudo-testcross,
Carlson et al 1991) #Ex@HT 52 &%\, ZOHIETIE, HERIZLD
<X—A—%X5L, BCRGEZRT~Y—A—I12L ) BT L oMaimx %/
Wyn, 2LC, FEZEWMBICIET Y- —HI 2L T, £HO~<
b Ry VA et - B =S b o

INSOGHEE— FOMBIREL, W x "BIRE RO HKRE
Tyvayx ‘hu¥y AL rYVo2HRICL-T, BEL (F2-1-3).



2B 1T v F Y OESTHN 113

+2-1-3 THEFICH | 5 CAPSEGE TR ERK

BlonTiiE (s 7 HU(CAPS) CAPS/y B!

. - Km X Mg £ Jt X Tr 4 CAPS

Frv  EREm Y P
(1) ME/IC) s EER SRR SHER
ab ab aa ab X aa Km aa X ab Tr 65
ab ab ab ab X ab  W#E  ab Xab W 8
ab aa ab aa X ab Mg ab X ab i 11
ab aa aa aa X aa I aa X ab Tr 26
aa ab ab ab X ab i ab X aa Jt 20
aa aa ab aa X ab Mg ab X aa Jt 17
bb ab aa ab X aa Km aa X bb  FESrHE 9
bb ab ac ab X ac i ac X bb Jt 1
ac ab ab ab X ab B ab X ac i35 1
ac aa ab aa X ab Mg ab X ac i 2
ce ac ab ab X ac i ab X cc Jt 2

PRI RA Mg), "FFRER (Ju), “hre 4L (Tr)

162DCAPSH, v v aw Ihy (CENFEE, FRE, vriay), A
A—=rFL ¥ (ChBESY FL YY), HR OBTIEERNIZZODOT
VIVRZITTHERR S N5 b DOF962%% 5@, 37 LIVoRiShid oidHs
26T, 47 VILVOCAPSIZIN SN o7z, EFR x "gFIR4E <
X, MBEOBMLRTHIZHE > T, aaxab, abXaa, abxab® 2 7 L VEIGEEE
— FRODED 3T UNVERRHOSEEE— FEhol:. ZORE, ZoBkfs
McH-#mAE R 255083 2CAPSIIBC, BB X UOF,MoE— Fhb
#T106 (654%) , fEByBLambl BN 251362 (382%) T, €hTh
OBBFOBBHIKIC< Yy TENT. O BLWEICTy TN babxabKk
Y37V VOGHEE— FE2RT3R2%HE~—h—L LT, ThFhoOEMLEHEN
MR, e shiz. FFELCCAPSE “HKE v ryawx ‘tuoey’
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F LY YOHEET L2, BBV THEET 5CAPSIE, Zh2h62
(382%) M U113 (69.8%) T, 9 biti~—F —i322& % -7 (Omura et al,
2003a). F7z, 28RO b—HIZEFvy TEN, MOLEFHTIETHEL W
bOLWMHL, INSIFMAGLEOBRWIFEE OMRT, BERBXOSEMK
JE % MRS BB OERE %o 72,

(3) BERFHBIEFRMESICE D (DNAY — 5 — O LA EHHX
DIER

BRI (qualitative trait) I IDNAY—A— & F U
FHETHEBEME FIZxy T2 TX 5. BHIEE (quantitative trait)
1IZ2oWThH, QTL (quantitative trait loci) fHFZBH LT, FORNIELZ
B 2B ETORMNEZHEET S 2 EATE, BIREICED L EET OBk
REMICH L CGRKY — 7 — OIEMA RIS > Tnd. 72, #a 153
ErxERIEE L L CQTLMEMN 247 9 eQTL (expression QTL) f#A#F (Jansen
and Nap 2001) Tix, BB I N-QTLMEIBEICH 55 Hlf (transcriptional
regulation) ICBDLLZEETZRETLHIETES. ZOHNDOZDIZIE, &
R EOEEE =T 5 L) IEHOBEENFHFEEFERIET S &
T, eQTLNTAVRT 7/ 23D SIEGRFE#E T OME, HEfTcE s L)
124 2 5 (Keurentjes et al 2007). 71 ¥ F Y OB S HEER BIE T D5 H
B D 2 ZR O 2 HIIZ, BERFREIR TR 23512 L72DNA~
— A —VERARFN LT, SRR OFEHILEZRET 5.

YuA XFAFT ) AOBGRTRGEET & L CTERS NS 2 ERH (7
I —  query) BHE LT, # ¥ F VESTH 5456 DL EEG] % Bk L 72,
DI bH, 380 (88%) TH ¥ F & ADNAIIKT 5PCRIIRADER S 1,
STSILICHK T L7z, ZOKE, 77 I —#BIETFOFENTFHU SN LEERH T
BIZTHICH LT YOS XFXF 7 2HEEZ ST AMAEZATOD #H
MSTHLICER TH 72, T HDOSTSOFEHIERT A K13988 bT, 16FED
W BREE RIS & B RFEART A MESTSY 72 ) SEH-3NFICTH o 72, ZD ) 5199



2B 1T v F Y OESTHN 115

STS (54.3%) TIXA255L G434 OFRMMITL RIS S Az, TN 5 DSTS
JEIZIE, BEOBIRER CEAZRT b O0524E7E L, 42380STSTOCAPS
Bt E#IE, STSU720083Th o7z, L L, HHOHRELETLMERT
52STS®H 5, WHOEHMK D EFNENIIT Yy ¥ I TEAHCAPSE D
DX 6DITBE D o7z, A5 GAMAE THRIBE N2 R0 H B, BT
MR L 72 5 b DREEMZ RNFSTSZ BT, mMHEMICII6DEEE R
FBmT 25 R E L72STSACAPSY — 7 — & L CEEHRICMED T 57z
(Shimada et al. 2014).

BN T#ET 25 e LASTSHO 7 LIVl % 50 % 729, CAPSH
WACB T HHERY) LoEEROMB L, SNP~—» — L% A7z, CAPSHE
BTV 72207DSTSIZ DWW T, A255 8% NG434[ O BLFI LR % 17 - 7245 - Tl
1320STSIZA 72 < &b 1 A FT OSNPAMRI &, @I 2 0 SNPEI3557
(10035524720 0578) TH o7z, CAPSHEL M I NAh - 7237DSTSTH,
SNPAF7-%L e LTl s, £/, $TC—HOBZT» o 08T
HCAPSHF BN TW/STSEAIZDOWT S, MO O ol NS
SNPL M ENBSTSE H o7z, TN 5 DSNPIZDWTGoldenGateiEIZ & 1,
AGEM KK BIZTRYE (V= ) ¥ 4 € 7, genotyping) 1T - 7= (Fujii
etal 2013). BERTHRERETENRE LTI = —IZBVTE, HlKEE
it {7 & HESE S N7 BN % i 2 7= CAPS125M (ZSNP37HE & il 2. (Wi %
DEHL0), FEH20EME < v T L7z, OB RFEEE T~ — 7 —I,
70802 & % A EIZ M (Shimada et al 2014) IS L T~ —h—$E LT
BN D25% % 5@, KHERED47%-91% D IR E /3 — L7z, TOSTSIE
2 L A »F v (Citrus clementina hort. ex Tanaka) 7/ & (URL1-4-6) ®F
P 9 DO DFHEELS D53.7% (scaffold_1) ~98.7% (scaffold_5) D#HiPHIZ
SN, 7 AERTIE845% % HN— L7z (K2-1-4).

SRR M 2 72 SN T, BN R R RN EREE <
¥y 745280 TE5. AGERITIE EHH THBAES S Obo
AN WSk T 2 8 (Nesumi and Matsumoto 2000) 1%, ‘HREARE
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5% (G434) O 9 EPREIC~ v T Ehiz, FKEZ, IR (embryo) off (fk
/H) DHEMBEE LTy 78N T, BN TIibh vy Y

eI, ESTHMOMAEIEKIZL D, £ (polyembryony, Nakano et al
20082) |4 1 A, HEMEAE: (Nakano et al 2003) 345 2 MgH#EE, H 5%
FHEOCTVIESUYE (Ohta et al 2014) 1345 2 MgHFEIC~ v X 7.

T A PREEELFERTHE 2 EORPEEIZOWTSH, AGHE
H&korasr /4 FERSOEEREZWET 5 2 & T, QTLEHAT 1T
bh, 7057 /4 FREARIINTHQTLE Eakl 72 (Sugivama et
al 2011). F7z, A7 /) A FOGHEERGEES OFEBURE DeQTLHAT
(Sugiyama et al 2014) 2 X ), B EE T OSSR A 2 S 7.
T/, FOMOBMBILEIIOVTD, v—h— M E2LEKT L2 LT, ®E
LFRT 5 (H2-1-2) TEHTE 5.

7Y OMBMWKIERE L~ v ¥V DB STk, HROZKTF—
ATRELDENKPENBEO~ Yy €y 7FhfrbhT& /. Ihbiion
THE L OB EOSIRT iR~ — 7 — 12X D A EEBX EIHRTE %
IR, BTN Z VRIS TELEME R I LAWIFINS.

(4) ESTE&EFE 41 2 JOEENFIA

DNA~Y— 7 —DORIEIZIE, BRICBIT 2 BEEZHRILT 52 EANOED
W T&7:. BEBPEOUR A FBHEAMLL 758 KOBHICB VT,
VE Ot~ ——OmBEIELEEIH L. —TF, FEEEFICHES
W55 5 %F (Poncirus trifoliata (L) Ref.) HIKDOH v FY V) AFH¥F T L)V
A (citrus tristeza virus, CTV) EFPEICEL Tk, FHEFEE~DY—HI—D
HBHDIREIC R > TWD, BT 7 FRIWPERM L LREEMICB W TIX
7 AEROY—H —BIRFR AR 5 2 LX) HIYERZ RS2
T&%. 777 FHEROCT VB &R T AT~ v ¥ ¥ 7 S 1 (Gmitter
et al 1996), ZOWHEWD 7 7 AEFHIDFNT Sz (Young et al 2003) Z &
O, PHEEFEEEEZ SR E LER~— =2l s, 775 FH
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ROZHHRRICB T = — 12 X 2 BIZ T RBEHNTHREIC 2 - 72 (Ohta et
al 2011). S 512, WHEEETA2O2o0 I ¥ FHMICH v 3 2R LR
L, 7%y O#ENERICERINEREZBIETAZLET, 17575701
D% M (deciduous), #l (thorn), = 3% (trifoliate), RFEDFHEL & D
FELL BV ZBRS 22 TE L. KLKHIMCT, 7/ 2&Ricbizb
75 7 &{EFR! (graphical genotype, Young and Tanksley 1989) ##EL,
CTVARYLM: AR T B T OM AR RMEAZ MR T 5 2 LT, RIROEH
FEREARBEA 2 2R & BT E S5 2 L %R L7z (Ohta et al 2014).
ESTHAL DS I IS { < —H —1%, WY & HIREEE &2 IR EL < o
VEVMEOY L ) AV TICHEATE 5700, Ay mil - Rk, B
TR, MBI OWTT ) Aefhke @ U7zY—h — @ THEHNL 2 LHT
& % (Omura et al 2003b ; Fujii 2013). & ¥ ¥V BB D W CEHE7EHATE
DCAPSEIZTRIZ/RT X912 (]2-1-5), /I 7HETMTIERT LI &
T BIZIHER Z A ISR CTEX 2 X910k b, ZDXI BV ) 54K
VL, L SRR R T e SIS B IS T E 513 A, RHERIUR
W OBAR T IR & BAAEE & OB ST, BHREE IS D BT RO
BREZLOBHERZHAND LN TE L., MO~ —h —#ETHMEERE
H & OBEMANT O A (Omura et al 2005) TlE, BEOEE, Rif, UL
HEW 722 E D REYE L B ZRT < — = FERL OV DBl % v 7z
QTLIT L EAh B I xR L7z, BERTIE, ToL) 2BEHRIIELRE
BETLA WA, @0 OFMMERE R T O HFT 572012, B
70 DRI B BAR TR T — F B AR 2 B R O Rk & E A
B GRS BRI R L BN,

(5) #REE~ —H— DA - BE

CAPS® % W ESNP~ — 7 —I2 X B2 T, JFENLIH oM BIfR 2 5 7
J 5 EIZBT B BIEFEOMMIME Z /R . R, ZO8IEFHEAICBT
LDNARH| DL RIGALDTEWM T H 2 LA b, BIZTFHEZRET L7 LIVIC
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PR b2 A LTV AR Z Rk T 5. HWBEDO~ v ¥ 7, QTL#EN
R4 ) NN (genome wide association study, GWAS) Tid, HHEE&
DHEFHARZRT 7/ A OIFIERYIZ R 2 E I T 53— — & LTHRI
5., LALLM D, BWEEHEHETLDNAY—F — & ORIIZMEEZ B oW
HITHTH72L, ZOZLICLDEKRLT -2 ST 5H720121%, BETOHEH
AR L B BIIERCHI O AERITEH T 2B~ — 7 — OMEPEET
HBH. LeLARDS, FEOHER X 2 TR ONDE]IERTIE, #
YR YVHEHEMRHEREOLOETOTLVERIBLTWEbIFTiERWw. XD
IR BRESAERCH LCAR Bk — A — 2 T 5720121, BREEICHE
55 2 @8n 7 OHERY] EOEREMEWITHRE L, LHEZBEEFMRRICE
FRERENTT Y A4 T RENT 55 27 (haplotype tag) SNPZ@#iE$ 5 2 &
T, TUNVORREELHEL RIS —h —2ER T2 L5 H I ) HEE
2% 5.

s1a7 /4K (carotenoid) fHICHDLET FH Y FrRKFI ¥y —+F
(zeaxanthin epoxidase, ZEP) &{zTDORBLRE 2B b 5 eQTLIEIEAZEPI2
JEfL e =B L2 &b, 7TUVVEIZHEBELZT &R RS ZEZEPA Z D&
BT 0 AHHEED 5 L #2217z (Sugiyama et al 2010, 2014). A&
7 F Y ORI S ZEPIRIE IR LA RRIC L L e Ta s 4T
BHY, 4 b o35 EMPFE (5" untranstated region, 5 UTR)
Fls e EICKRE 2RI K Y XIS NAHZEPI T L VI L ZEP2T L IVEE & 558
HHNTZ. ZOT LVVIEORIZIE, WIS 22 %BE RO b, ZOHEMITI,
7Y F Y TOMMEIIBIT BB OLKIEENT & CAPSY — 7 —#{n R & O
HAHT (association analysis) T, HIZKEL 7 U LVEZXHT 518 X9,
SRIIHMEL 72T LVEEO HT, E0 2007 LIVHLAA HEDSHEIE 2 Bk
ZRTODPORFIAEL LTI H0 TRV, 4%, L0 ARZER~—
H— AR BN .

ERINZ BN OESTEY & % W IZSTSES A 5 DSNPOMH b b &
NTw3 (Chen and Gmitter 2013, Fujii et al ; 2013). 452 RN A5
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B NI NI NE S DS I A= TV ADEHF— Y e WL 2k
T, NTuy A TEEN LD, ZOEFE Y 7L LTI YEREN R~ — A —
EHHES L LIEZRTObDEEDNRS.

5) hXVRHEBEETFENICE T BT/ LIEERBERANOHRF

AN—=Tv bOFEWT ) ARSI RESMARE SN2 LT, F LY
Y (Xuetal 2013) 7V AYT74 ¥ (Wuetal 2014) O 7 LFRFIASPLE -
REINZ. ThH607 ) ARINTH LTIE, ThEh380 K U'1560 D58l
FslZ~y ¥y 7L, 25376 L UN245330 & AE I — FEMLS TRl ShCTw 5.
) LEH RIS ABICE Y, vy FRX—2A 270 —= 7 (map base
cloning) #:7% LI L 2BIZFFAEDEMHAEMINTE 2L VR 5.

H v FY DL R E T ORI ICB W TIE, M2 ESEmmick g
1HEERF Iy Er7En, BINRAEDOBACE H\WwTZ DO H#HIE380 kb7 / 4
BCHN DN S N7z, O, BEEEIZEERET 2ESTEYIHRDSTSY — 7 —
Mf0086 (Nakano et al 2008a, b) {Z& Y 7 L A ¥ F 4 rscaffold_1 2~y 7
ENDBZEVGHY, SN - EEEEGRERORYIIES SR L kol L
PLBHE, —FIIZIE A ¥ %Y OHAMEE N T H WEET R OL 3R 2 &
FMZETY Y €V 7 T50EHLL, vy TR=ZAELRT CTHEIET2HET S
DRIEHTE R, 200, EEERS =7 — O8N, SR ERRE
BIFRAT D FIH R0 22 B RAR O SLBRNT 70 E OB HAM OB EAL & & b2, MfEk
DT ) MEROEHTEDL VAT APRDOENT WS, B v F Y OL R
BETEEER T, 7877 0 LoMicEvwEETERANEOMREME (v~
7 =—, synteny) AWM N7 (Nakano et al 2012). 2o Z k%, Bi3%
I OMBB OG5 Y ¥ T =— 7217 T, BEERY -7 —fE#E
SFH LT, i - miRfICB 557 AEL IO D AR 2 &1
fFENB. 58T, HEREKICE 27 ZBHNICHT 2 7EROF (annotation)
bZ D70 DEE R EHEMOFIRE Mbh b,

3 VF (Rutaceae) \Z4FF 7 ZKkICHH (secondary metabolism) RRTERERY -
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BRI G 5B TIC20W T, oAU O EE T2 O OB
TELZDOEEF— 7GR LICRON TS, SO0, 77 ARH STl
ENbiAHe (open reading frame, ORF) BHID LI, # ¥ FVIFHLE
R OBRHIE LTOWREZRRT 2EMIERINL Z LT LA LR,
BZE, 34 FHHFA LY E /4 F (limonoid) DAEREICE b % #inT
&, BRI T4 — L BRPIEAEREFTLDH L7020, 7/ AR
bR EAETFHEIN TV RW, /2, AR VI TV AIEA F
(alkaloid) T#H» %7 27 N (acridone) FHOBHEKICESTET7Y) v
EREZHEETIZOWTIE, 3 YBoANY IV —% (Ruta groveolens) 73 L7 5
WEINTVDED, ZOMESHILICEDLBETIE, FEALHI S THY
B, ZOX) %A yFEVICRMEOBWREROBEERET 2 EITOVT,
MCHIHES DM L 7 B X O RENTIEZE S 4B OMEL 259 . BHEEBL O,
5%, RED A & KT I 7 X (metabolomics) & ##sE L7253 7127 4 — )V (Lin
et al. 2015) DN EbHMAES . REDORE, Bk EICHb L —ED
BIZTFREORBL 70 7 4 — 7 EWEHAS, B R REIREE O BRI BRI
LWEDB»Y b7, 72 F Y ORI TR O, SBFH A
Sh—EERICELEEDNS.

FEE DA 72T AW EEN LA OBIZT2S, TOEWREIEALRBE
WCBH-$ D S B 2 &0 S, Mo AW IZAHRIMEE T DSHR D0 H 5 v
& T (A—7 7 Y=, orphan gene, Arendsee et al 2014) D
MWibhTwd, h XD+ —77rI—=rvEML, #@fzT - ESTORH
WZHED W BTEI R EOEME M T 58T, H O FVIHFARIBELH
HWOFTEERLDICH L0 Ly, SRR - AW ot FEE S
IR L2y b (F—v a7 kv b, ortholog set) & L TEAL T
BLIET, B2 MO TRIZFOREREI T T 7 4 — V& RTIZ—
BHETE2X912% 0, BB R FRRERS L 56 2 A0 5B RO H
WCEHT 2D L MIfrsn s, T/, AWHINAE L EET ORI, EWCS
V% 3Ea— FEHI2 S OBz TR (Li et al 2015) % &7z @15 LOHF
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FCHT 2WRMEDH D, ThETICEM SN TS ZESTORGIFHHR JEB
T, ZREHR OG- Bl - ARSI H I LT, 7Y FVICHRNREER
FORE - ITICHFG T2 HHZRRLTINDL I L ZHFLAV.
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