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Application and Prospect of KASP Marker Technology in Main Crops
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( Key Laboratory of Plant Functional Genomics of the Ministry of Education, Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Crop Genomics and Molecular Breeding ,
Jiangsu Co-innovation Center for Modern Production Technology of Grain Crops, College of Agriculture, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou
225009 )

Abstract: With the development of gene sequencing technology, plant genome data are becoming more and more abundant. Single
nucleotide polymorphism ( SNP) data are widely used in the development and application of molecular markers because of their high density,
high throughput and easy automated analysis. Kompetitive allele-specific PCR ( KASP ) is a high-throughput genotyping technology mainly
based on SNP. Because of its high flux, low cost and strong operability, this technology has great application potential in the field of crop
character improvement. This paper introduces the development, principle and method steps of KASP technology, summarizes the application
of KASP technology in genetic breeding such as germplasm resource identification, molecular marker assisted breeding, gene mapping and
seed purity identification of main crops, and discusses the advantages and disadvantages of KASP technology in order to provide reference basis
for crop breeding research in the future.

Key words:  KASP ; high-throughput genotyping ; genetic identification ; molecular breeding ; improvement of agronomic characters

R F AR R R, RIEEMIE A ERGUBEENFERE . T2 TARICr i
AR NS A Al St e . 7R RIGRIEYE R AR T IR L B I e R I R 2. H
M s, FROTAED TIERE M, AL EMA R A RMROBE R SRS KA B A A
T EM AR, FER T HA MU R A AR TREILALS, BCREBAR. T TR
TR P AR RAS 7 FREDS P ARME R TR 0 YR 7 Rl A L DR 75 30 6 e A B R

WeHi B . 2021-11-03

HATH - FRHRPFIEATH (31825019, 31872860 ), ITHERHLITRI (JBGS (2021) 001, CX (20) 3004)
YEERIAN s, o, BRI AR, BFgE D7) - KRS 285 sk KASP ARICAYIFR 5 E-mail : 2644178488@qq.com
WIAER - XI5, B, B, #dz, wsEdrm KA EREHE R 5 E-mail : qqliu@yzu.edu.cn



202238 (4) M HES

: KASP FRiCHARTE FEARAEY) 6y FH K e B2 59

PRI R, RCRE R . (HR i TRIER 7MW &
PR EDAL R, B E RTTEAO A Ly
FARC R E L ARBRA, YRR A A T R
HIARZIL NS 5 I AP 2% . HL, RAEY &
TP I R v K — R B D RESE A A A AT, i e e
PRURE S 23 TR IC BT 55 M RS RE S A A0 fie ik
AN E TR

B =il Y HOR & g, HET DNA 73§45
iR R A BRI T T AR
MIFRICHAR , A AE IR M BeK BEZ 28 (restriction
5 AR S
T PCR £LAR 7> FARICHOR, A4 5 91 bR A7 5
AP E R T (simple
sequence repeat, SSR ), ¥ 34 F Bt K EZ 8N (ampli-
fied fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) %§ ; [fij ¥
1R £ & 1 (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP)
bR =AU TARIE « BRI T DNA B R
EI’J ForFARicsR. HE—. 5 A ThRicH

EHA R uf?ﬁ PEGF . AR

Ii‘ﬂ#%)ﬁ, NI, 75928 ma A A sh ik
W grsedEsk, TR —fRIE (next generation
sequencing, NGS) ZFH R &R, 2t 73T
FBIPRIC B RTIT &, AR i i AR 2y R R
BT 2 ORI R SR 7, Um0 00 =
( Laboratory of the Government Chemist, LGC ) JeTFm
PR FER R 7 PCR (kompetitive allele-specific
PCR, KASP) J5i 3 It (¥) KASP =i H SNP £ il
A MERTEBA ( Fluidigm ) TR A&
B AR TF R Fluidigm 8 43 87 & 1 Hirp
KASP HOAR iy T it AR SAS T AT #8401 i 45
DEmTAEARA P VIR I8 A% FI RESE i A 32 5
PR RN RS R T A KASP
HORM R E . IR . /N2 KRG FER
VEV Y3545 T R b i LA 5507 T R T 2534, ] ik
BT HAEA s AL i R e B N TR S
1 KASP H#ARKH A5 LR E
L1 KASPHE AW AR 5 4 &

FEiL 2 30 4F A, AT AR TC MR 2 BR i 4
Bk JE 2B (RFLP) JTIG, 2k ik 292 T

fragment length polymorphism, RFLP) ;

( sequence tagged sites, STS ).

NGS Hi R SNP #1id, B2 T X, KASP &
— PTG [ SE B A R R, ) g [ Y
KBioscience 2> 7l fF FF % 7', KBioscience 2> &l i 37
F 2002 4, FEHE AL B 43 7 23 BT 0 A S H AR DL
KASP HARMH & HA I 10 s i
NIFR T —EHC K SNP JLH 4 RIAY S, 1 H. i‘ﬂ%?ﬁ
24 500 000 2 BUE ) KASP 2 A7 BJE
N FEIE 2011 AFERE S E A LGC AR, A, LGC
ANEIFERB T —E R, Pl H 5l A SNPline
U EMLE IR, ETFRAAMTG, R0
K SNP 05 M 20-500 000 4>, FEAK AT A LAA
FEOTAVLLE, AIRER RGN
KASP £ A AT 6 (EFL R S5 5 o — 7 Tl

JELLH L PCR ORI EA I R 36m, A% 1 341 5
S BRI R B AR, P miE R A R
2R, Wik, B —@r R0, EA S LM
A AR T, 55—, KASP /E 4 TagMan
AN, FEJEFE |5 TaqMan 2840 (23T
Ui SEELICHINT ), {A'E 5 TaqMan AR AR 2 4b
AT HOR MR FHEREL, 1T LS & RO TR i
DAEESE S| LA, TR T B X A 2 L
B TRE S B, ORI T S8 At A s
PR R, SR KASP A 89 15 Mk i 55 A b R
TaqMan ¥R4F LI 2 80% 1'°, Hk, 3LF KASP 4
AR BE DR 43 P 2 — o0 T BEL 14 AS A0 —F R e P Dk A
ik, HARTEEL TR, B2 R AT LA
WHLI qPCR AL #8 UE4T SNP JE R /3, HA RAFHY
HAE. WL BT A5 | 0t S5 v 5 DR 4 5 P A
TR 2 SN S TR E T i3, vl DK A%
TR Z BRI K B 28, IkAh, KASP 33
TR A AT T B (98%-100% ) FEE AL R
AL A TAER I (939%-94% ) (5 TagMan ) 72%
1 61% ML ) (LGC Genomics W FHULHH « http://www.
kbioscience.co.uk/reagents/KASP_TaqMancomparison.
pdf )o THF KASP 5 355 B 9 Ilumina GoldenGate
SEAHMIEL, KASP X FHENT B8 DNA A &) i - 1 3
K43 R 254 0.7%-1.6%, KT f# /] GoldenGate M
EFNN (2.0%-2.4% ), HABEERTE

MWER RS EE, w4 Rk

IR R FAmie R R R R B 207 ), T KASP &5
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DU A REAS R R X 3 ANk, BRmZEARE T
TR . s 8 A% 2 iF 58 5 AR Ay
R BT N BT Lk 4 LR fRT B4 5 i BEA T
KASP Zr#r, @lan . nf LB m LGC 2w sl HoAth 7
M AL F) B UL R AE AR S | kA TR 5 Bl il
1T KASP 5], AATHAIH qRT-PCR T 7453
OIHT s NS AER IR A, 7 B O
it SNP 5.
1.2 KASPH R #5536 BRI L ¥ %

KASP & — Ft 5& F 2 A il i) 3 PR 43 A4 R
R A 7 55 2 (9 56 5 41 DNA FE 5 o o 45 52 o7 5 | 1Y
SNPs #1 4 A $t 28 (insertion-deletions, InDels) J3
B A TRV OS5 L PRGN - ELAA 8 G 4k 2 £
5 - DNA AR, 2 4~ 2 6 e 2 A3 A3 K
W 245 BAR LR T 455 151 P LA SRR
G AR SEIE T 51 YA v I 1) 4 57 VG il
AXF SNP LA K InDel A3 s thEA 4G, RIJEF PCR J2
37 45 RS OB TAE 0 SRS FLR AL,
DEFCATI , —AFEAXS B — RIS o5, 1T B
SARAFAE 3P ATREAY SN RS (4lif 1, 4if 2 sk
A, WS T RIACE

KASP £ AR A B AT S Sy =R 55—,
SIPRRET e B ST EN R E SNP Y 2 4N IE
] PCR 514, R3] 438 2ok 8 4 37 R gy > Xt i —
> SNP FEEA LR L s 1, SEAEER 15
3 KR A, ZEAEEE 2 514 37 ARt €. He
K, EREAIERSIPN S Rimdsmesgs s,
1 FAREEFPS 1 2. AL, BETT SRR SN
P9 TCERER, INERER 1 FRET 20 ZEIREE 1 1Y 57 i
WA FAM % IE R, #REF 2 19 5" Swis it HEX
POCIER  RIE, W 2 ANREE, & —A 3
Uity VR R SE A (R R Rk o 8 SRt v U5 4T
XTREE SNP BT HES N 5" A bR 25 17 41 143838 5 47 B
AL, IR R R PR k. 550, iE PCR
Pl A48 PCR 3 rh SR AR 519 (37
ARG REBCXT 4 ) St AT UM AR A 7 JE PRI AR AR, 58
GAEEEBSE] (B 1), M 2 %8 PCR ¥R, 7™
b I A I AR T S AR, X AP S8 AR
FARRZEIT 51 A5 SNP XTI PCR =4 Bl 7E

PCR gl it rh, #5526 MR i L 5 38 7 41
HAMY DNA 554545 WU 2] PCR 72, @24t
PCR "3, 2 M5O EREHR KB H A . WA
VERFEAT R EAME b, G 58E PCR P2 )28t
FE. =, PRI . FTE R SEEE
SR I B3 38 9 ¢ D E B PCR AX (LA FAM Al
HEX ArliimiE ) 1 75 5 Bt R 5 A
FI BN TR

2 KASP BEAREFEXRIEWRHIS A

2.1 KASPHREMRAFREE L FLEZFRT

#9 5L )

Tl Y5 Rl A = Fe A B A PR,
SRR AW E Rl B S R AR L RImE, Al
IR AR LR AR M A TR ORI B 4
G5 RVES EEAEH . REIR M) 2 W
2 R AT R T 00 IR A% AR B U TR 2
— U7 i KASP ARIC I RS AR, o
SUAR IR B L A ST A AR IC T RS T SRR 1Y
S5 R FHAM T

YEKFG T, Shikari 25 1" R B KASP 4% AR % ox
A K IR TR A% ARk T K A R BT S 1) 213 55 R4 A7
SHETT T 8. SBRTERRIUAY, mAERET 1144
SNPs BT AL KASP #Ric. it BEARZE /0T, K%
AR T 3 AR ATERE. Yang 25 EIIE
A 119 SNPs F1 InDels 54 %2, I & T 565 %5
IKRE AR SR JE Y KASP Frid, R £
ARG 467 XFFRTC T 481 43 AK 5T i) 4
SER AT . AR KASP FRic LR BUZE L, R izbs
BTN 3 AR, AN, BNRZ SN A R 1 —
FhSTAE KRR AR, S 0 FI T 120 X KASP F
T B M 7R T U5 AT — S A b DX (14 7K R it P 52 4%
ZAEVERBHARLS M U T TRFSE . S5 RM, SR
Wi fe 2R F 5, 55 BT IR s B R
RS2 ST k.8

TE/NFE T, i Y BT T 5 412 X KASP
Fric X & e — /N2 f B kAT T st 2 B
Mro 255 BoR KASP bRic 2 A RN 90.4%, £
LS T BN INZ SR AT 43k 5 A4 Ek 12 288
Federico 25 "2/ JT] 85 %} KASP ¥ric %} 168 £ 3 [ b
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- 1 mee | KASP master mix DNA template
a g | e g sequence allele-1 pnme:r- 7 FAM Isbelled probe p.
3 § B5 B KASP Taq
n S tag sequence 2 -2 pri
2 g a8 seq allele 2pr1mer-c HEX labelled probe 2 gr:f'l[‘:rs
i < ’ |
= 5’ 3
= 8
~ 2 ke -
< l;‘3 5 |@rFavdye @rnexdye @) Quencher
1 |
! - 4 - y
Homozygous AA 5’ 3’ ygous CC 5 3" | |Heterozygous AC Eﬁ
— - 3 o 5 ’
, B Saggallele-1 primer 3’ R primer 5
3’ &
3 N
§ Sﬁleled primer i
37 57

(Second step)
=

- .

PCR round 2

"
., o | I - - -~ =~ == ===
3 57 3’| 5* R primer
i R primer 5
R primer

Complementary copy of allele-1/2 tail (T/G)

Complementary copy of allele-2 tail (G)

@ w

o

(Third step)

*EL FIHCA [ 5 B R /N B st A 2R R 7

PCR Tound N

Allele 1 sequences with FAM signial

Allele 2 sequences with HEX signial

o W o w

Allele 1/2 sequences with FAM/HEX signial

1
ISignal acquisition

2 3 4 56 6 7 8 9 10 11512
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XL L L LX)
X L LAY X LAY LX)
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Fig.1 Principal of the KASP genotyping assay

o,

S R EUE N 0.139, XL SRR AT k20 A
/\J]Zﬁ It H R B H A4 R 5 119 Gy bRk (i
AFLP FRic A7 A8 /75 B2 AN . Zhang 2612

RS /N RPRL= 8 A R

« BB R A SR

44 > SNPs JF & 1, KASP ma, SET X 207 45 T 42

INZE RO RN BEATRE ORGSR ST, A LI A4

— P S T E W SRR AR RS A
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e R SR [ A 03 5 | E R il ol
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7 85 3 F & 700 %7 KASP 4F F4Ric, Mk



62 4 % ¥ A @ 48 Biotechnology Bulletin

2022,Vol.38,No.4

202 XF H AT M KASP fnid it —2 A F &2 Gt fb
WA B BERSE R 0. S5 SR %, T KASP #5
ICA S AR 45 JE RN IE T AL SNPs 7 45 R SR 2
OYMTEE I WA, B A R B AR U R AR
ik 89.5%, RERLIN X 4 BOK I AR AL S50 I,
KASP FRiC R A] 26 FORF TG IR AT . LA 2RI A3
FER 2055 7 T R A SRR

TEHERAEW T, Yang 22 %48 T 53 %)
KASP #ric % 34 43 K 2R B T RE R 438, 3X 53
POE S Tan BB (TR 4R SN R N S B UD I N B i
5L ZAEMEROTEAL . PDREX 34 3 A RHR AR
FI43 R =K, Shen 25 ) 3 3o of PG 24 48 Jik PR #8035
PR, e T 100 4> SNPs T KASP 5
CHITF R o Bl AR SE R0 X 372 15 76 24 A6 b RE
PEAFREURGE R A0, R B B b L ] 23 Ry A 2
KB, (HEBEMEM 8 T., Earome ) i —
A AR TTE ) 46 XL T KASP dRic. My
25 XFFRic R a5 S A R A T4 9 X 4y, SEER0R
KF] 95.69% . RILAIHTEE T R DA A A Rl
U153 6 2. Wang 25 12 F) I 2 T % 1y 78
T ALK 61.41% ) KASP FRICHF 94 3 /)N i 54
R RS EZRRE - AR E SN, H
R PR YRS (R SRS S A v, i [ SR A 43 AT
W92, X 514 EST-SSR ARiC 20 2545 9 5
JE—%. A, KASP HARE B o ) g
SEARAER) B TR S R SRS O R S TR AE
2.2 KASPHE AR S FARITH B B AP & 64 5 A

G55 T ol — P2 30 el o P A R A AR T
ARV e e B RIS AL, X — el FEAS (R R B
FESRITI], T HACRIET . WS S FAEDH AR R
HERE, 4y ThRcHi Bk O 2 s B 1 5
AR TR P FEARZ I ThRIC FP A e 5
i HARRAR 4 FhRic R B Fhric i Bh & b
WF9E P B By B G E  . 2EF KASP Aric £ i A Al
ML, HAERIEY bR iC il Bk E Fhd
WAFE T2

TE/KFEH, Shao 25 BET K RESL A4 ( rice
genome project, RGP ) ) 3 000 13T P EdE, X
R BB B O Y W RO R T AR )

Mr, FHWINITFE T 6 XF KASP #Ric, X Ehric K3
RERE X0 BUA BT W S50 3 RR L, T A
XEEFRIEXT 1976-2018 143 EA M FIHELT T Wa
FEH RN, 38R EAS T EEAEAE 3 Fh W 55
PP . Wa' . Wa" 1 W, Wi )T N T2 A8 K
FRMACA 5 W T Wa" TR e se i B A, I
BEH A SRR B UERE, B WeE wa' rBUt. B 4h,
RS W™ BLH S 4 AR SNPs 15 5L, 22 )
FEET Wam-KASP, i H X — S6RE RS 2K Al A AR
KB, FERUEAT T 3 N 4y BUWF 5T, UE B Wa™'-KASP
AT LA RO0 FH /K R A LB Ve A B 2 1 o FAm i
B PR E A, Addison 25 0 % 2 932 153 2K A b Rl
FWRILIN Badh2 () SNPs ¥EAT T 408, P& HBEX
4y Badh2 HUA5RL 9O XF KASP FRid, Ffxf—28355
IKAEBERBEA TR, %2 B Hap6 RENS A 0% & 5 [
Fi B AR R AL AR AR, Li % DO IR R TR
Badh2-E2( 55 2 ANG T 7 bp B9 ) Fll Badh2-E7( 5
7 HMNET 8 bp BLJk K 3 bp AR T ) ARV LR AR A
() KASP-SNP #rict, -4 o h B 4 A i ot 4 22
F, BETR Ve, 45 A, 164 & KA A 160
Oy 0] DE R B AR iC i A T 550, IR 250
K it A% Badh2-E2 F Badh2-E7 P i 25 £ 28 AL
A PE 4 T T R T SKCI™ (Tt R E ) -KASP, FI
ZFREXT—A BCF, BEASEAT TR, R fE
AR X R A A AR A AR BUAh, FEBT
W TE T, —SEHFSEUE B KASP FRic fE ISR b 4
SE KRR L R LA R R F AR ) 5 o7 e PR 2k %
TE /N J5 T, KASP $i AR £ H F 5 /0% YR
PEFIGT AR AR 0 W 260 FH 56 0 2 TR T B 9. A,
Rasheed %5 '/ JF & IF %8 T 152 % 5 33 /N %236
REPE L R AT AR AR W A B AR DG Y
KASP i, FEAIFXEERRICNT 4 A~/ N2 o B A
FERR AT, 453 R A 9 KASP bric#ih 5
NS SVE S N Y PSS B Qe
F 5T AR & B KASP FRic A9 R 0 R0 % 2 25 1058 e vl Tk
4% 48 PCR FRic iy 45 15, Jf HABA B = A58 0%
A AC AL R A SRR . 2018 4, Qureshi 45 1+
i Bh 20 Xt KASP #RiCUESE T /N PSR Yr34 Al
Yr48 Jglal—AHEH . MTEX 25, Fang * g/
PO B IL R Lr34 JF & T WiXT KASP AR« Lr34-E11-
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+ KASP FRicBORTE 32 BRATY v 0 0 2 R B2 63

KASP Fl Lr34-E22-KASP, X PiXIbric il 76/ N & Fh
AR R X Lr34 FETR (92 %, Rehman %'
PN RIS 16 ASFEDR A8 A 2507 JE DT &
T KASP bRic, XF 47 /N2 mpbidkAT T4 0 A 7 5
KPR 7= R A SEE A o 1Mt KASP ARid LR
>98%, FtHILXIAPR) B2 SR 5 3L FEERS 1) PCR
PRGNS T S S — 8. Besh, F s ) FIA 3
Xt 5 5L A B9 KASP 45 il ( TaDreb_SNP ., fehw3_
SNP. CWI4A_SNP ) Fl 3 XHif# & ZFFE K (1) KASP A
it (PHS_646. SDR_SNP. Vplb1-83_IND) X~ &
B /INZE bRl ( Z2) iEAT T LRGN, & BLiX 6
X AR IC B AT A4 DX A BBl K 28 70 55 Bl K 28 1) S R A
et BAAEST AR . Sut /N AR (fusarium
head blight, FHB) JF & T TaHRC-KASP #ric, Jf
X2k A LR H AR (8 J LA B0 2R B 1 SRR T
T, KMAEARE ST, TaHRC-KASP tric
AT YESE FhbT HER . 5346, Khalid 25 ) F ] 124 %
KASP tric, Xf—Ht i/ s & 475081, LA
¢ 87 M HA B FE T RESE PR 1) S50 A8 S
AT A i — 2 R /N E R MR ek $2 it T
—EH IR, Anuarbek 25 (4] FH 32 %} KASP #1
ICHHT Tk M % o 30 HE A DU AR AR K /N 32 AR
IFXf FEAR LR TIEAL, LI A 8 X KASP
PRICEIREINGS 5/ 5 AR PR B A A E
1EE K1, Jagtap 25 0V FFR T 100 X5 5
TR 3B 1 . (heat stress response, HSR) H e
() KASP #ric, KB 719% Wtric B4 254,
21% [bRic H = —Fh L R B UG Ze A BUOE I, 3
RHY 8% ARBEIAEA FMY HES . WMl tbi, k
P 5T 1 KASP ARid HF R AR (71% ) & T
NPV 67% ) FIKFE 2 (49.9% ), (B T o
(80.6% ). 1AL, BomxoBa % LI K N, 44
T KASP LR 43 5 14 25 5 Je HoAe e AL & R AFp 1 4E
PR, IE R i KASP IR AR gE A7 5 3L R
AEPERES A FER T FORPT R AL R .
TEHEEY T, Ongom 25 4 FIHTF LY 17 4
91 KASP ARic X 225 2 AC 4G A1 1 436 4>
F AR AT T 5> FHe 80 i e A, 2528
FH KASP FRiC AEHE X G SR AR 24 A ARG RLX 48,
MGG T E MR TR R M %

TETHUFAEAC MR BRI Ty-1 FIPTAR 454
FE Mi-1 1) KASP Fric, FF454 S RiE Pt e
5 SR 3 R Tm-2* . BUT AL BE 250 229 JE R Sw-5
FUHIR ] TR S ARG L N Frl 1) KASP bRid, #E4T
TP SE N KASP 20 BUAkG I, IS ki 45 5L 5
BG o TARC NS R —5. skl DY PR T
VEIRBUAR 229 . PUACIENG . LU R AR 5 19 3
X} KASP, X 130 13 PG JRM BEHEAT 1 204, AR A
5B AR A AU SRR Y 4 25, AR
ik (bmr) RREFRE—FMEEMR, &%
AT Z W K> 7 Burow 25 Y FFE T 15 %
KASP #ric (6 X T bmr6, 9 XHT bmr12), AT
TE 5 BB BAXT bmr6 F1 bmr12 (250 748 S HEATHIFE
KA bmr6 1 bmr12 R Btk b AR RE R B A,
I, X486 KASP ric A3 B F MBS S8 A48 R b 45 7
WRARHA, TR A% I 5 % KASP ARic
BRI AR FEAAFN 23 B BEUR AT TR, R BATT &1
KASP FRic vl s gk R s/ . bt . R 45
BRI S AR 5. AR, KASP FRAED,
Rpag L0l 3 Lo i L ey H g L e
WA T T ISR B FIEIE
23 KASPH A AR HEEMEL KR LT

1o T i 11 g 2 R PR 7 R e R P i 4,
TE R PER AL A5 (quantitative trait locus, QTL) )
WK E TR SRR O R AL R
HFR R 5 FhRic BB B — RS AR T
ic, TS A FAR i 7R 5 R 4 R A3 A R AR
HeF X setRic e 7 20 QTL A4 [ ARG B A R M
Tok TP RG220 QTL RS 4l e 7 Fl e . T 2e4pske,
B 5 H AR AR SE 25 RN P AR B AIG, BB & 7
BB RE. R 2 B 0] LASE R A
WLRFRC, XA R AL R TR )
B 4 L0, Horh SNP [ 41 2 — i R T AT 2K
9 QTL VEE 58, 1 KASP 3 ARAME Jy SNP bric K4
ORI —Fh, RERSTE(RAIEIE DN A B R P AR DL R
KRR IR I AR Ta] 0,

TEKFG )T, Cheon 257V JF & T 771 XF KASP
B e I B i FH s 0 e A ot o 1) 82 4% [l 3 4
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B M SRR ZEBUERY QTL 2 b, Horpr, F
JH 239 X} KASP FRic X6 & 160 > RIWEH A 5L F
(RIL) BEAT T HORE & 2519 QTL K. Ghosal 25
WL TR A B, KRR, 3RS T 170 4>
F1 179 A~ Z 454 SNPs,  FR X $e 47 55 311 % KASP
PRicHEA TR, S 5 AR FY ik 3. 5.
6. 78 FMSAIEHRALH QTL, L& 4 435
PPk 1, 38 7 BIEsHIA T SR QTL. A
42 K FF 42 77 (aerobic rice production, AP ) J& i /b
KA KA RO, BA RS (narrow
root cone angle, RCA ) F& [ # N A J& AP ) — 1%
BERFAE . WFIE R, gRCA4 X T RCA 75 5 8 Ak
FI ', Vinarao 28 O RT3 FIOR RIS SHINK
T F, BEAR, FIJH 9 Xt KASP #ric ( Hih gt bric -
snp0S00933 F1 snp0S00944 #% % i1+ i T QTL W5 ],
M 73 A 7 X PRIc i e QTL N ), 244 gRCA4
K5 40 5 (0 7E 720 kb B9 K3 N . 40, Lei %7 1
7 G YL R E A B — A~ AR H SR (RSL)
FHIEA F34 QTL : gRSL7, A4 SEA Z [H] %) SNP,
1€ QRSL7 [ff i JF % T 25 %F KASP #5ic, #% &%
QRSL7 5ENIAE 222 kb FUFEES N

TE/NAE DT, SRR 7 /N TG b Rl
EAENA, A5 R MK147 JEEARE T F, 5
BIREA, FIA 58 Xt KASP Fric il iy QTL L
£ 0.81 M (% X ] PJ. Zhan 25" F] I 20 %F KASP
Fric Xt /INAZ SRR T, ponticum x Taichung 29 W F, 43
BRI, EATHU/INE VR SEIR PmCH7087 19 7€ fif
EHT, 2K B b K E A7 FE 9.68 Mb 1 DX [H] P
Xiong 25 ™) Fi| 1 58 78 K ehl F1 LX987 % 38 3K 45 1
RIL AT AGAE R, R ) 37 A5, bR
TR, KGR ZERAT XM QTL, R
FE & 1) 25 %F KASP A5 ic X)X 48 QTL #4171 5 Uik,
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