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A AR E(genetic map)e FF EAFGAA dE2FHE FAQX (allele)d] £ %
FE AASY REAH, FAALY IR BAHE FUFHA FIAAHDE o 8319
Jetdt SAAAEE AZsr] Q84 43 vAE /23, dAGE 3H
2 59 ®Wojd @& nlAE oLy HZ EAWFAY el oso {AH
A7t F45E2 SAA Q. BEAvAE DNA EGV7IAEFE9A4 YeEiYdE Wolg
o] g3t AoZA, YRE netural siteolth. ol AMEZ DNA ®olo] 9ste] FTAY
o2 ez g A& Aulsiy, metA b7]54 DNA 729 ¥o] & d&grdl
°ol2A A Py FPoz AolE YA FET. o9 2L EAvAE I F vpARG
Hug & & A2 AEA Wo] EA3 FEAY ol Bl FelE FA
golA AR o] &3t FE 8 HJones 5, 1997). Bu ofug FolA EelFAdelA
P& BolE vtAZ FE3Y, 3 MY JDo2iE FAAARE FE3] ARl 7}
ol A2 AsH vAQYL TARALE A ESFTA o8¢ F DNA v#<l RFLP7}
A= AS3le] RAPD, SSR, AFLP, SNP 5 ®<& 59 vA7ZF 7= gl

2 #5d4s EA7A AEd viASEE &5, H2 EE vAY vy AE £
F4 o4 ZHsAd distd =98 Rojth. =3 vIAE 09 FH 2L S HE FE
g Aoly, 3 AESXFS DNA 1A ojfo oA 713 FAFHe] sl DNA 24
A5 3toll tiste Azl ot

AL Fw

1. F¢ vA

9 Azt oste] AuiEI Y PR dFHoE THIA He IHF
54 (4 F)ol AR o &EF T} (Staub F, 1996). 22 A4 IJ&4 viAE &
7ol mebA Wt Jhsdol e B o (o 20]9 NFH FAA de), vIAS F7T
3] Ao Fo1 @ A Al {34 Ax AFL Vst

2. Isozymes

AV E5E B3l £e8 SHEAE MAD BAF] 27| dFo wpARA of&9]
78ttt ditA o2 starch gelS ©] 439 £8d SHFE4AE 712F &3t YEG
A g2 FHEL FFE d4Y F 2, codominant ¥FA o) 13 FHR
2F AR o] §3l=t AojA FoA e} EaAHE vAY S JE By o}
Yz}, dwl2 post-translational modification®] ¢Jsle] AEF FAAYP L 2Es=v)dl
t @47 Ut '
3. Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism (RFLP)
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RFLP: %9 DNA vAEA genomic DNA ‘39 single base change, insertion,
deletion 5 WolE A TR o5t &4stxm 2 @3} Yelys DNA @He a7 s
A719 %3 Southern blotting 71&¢] 9dtd TUFAL HAAdE 7|24 dutyge=
codominant v}# o]},

4. Randomly Amplified Polymorphic DNA (RAPD)

RAPDE William 5 (1990)o] 9j3te] ¢t whAZA, %9 PCR-based whA il
& 4 gltl. o] genomic DNA AolAl ¢ 107]¢] baseZ TFA € primers} 4XdE 29
€ PCRY 9j3td %9 DNA S #A3 e A 24, RFLP9E €3 5% € DNA
go] Z83}o radioisotope &2 7|€} chemically-labelled € probe& Qo= 3R &,
248 gel &9 ethidium bromideE A ] 8} hybridization #}3¢lo] DNA ®o]E &4
g 4 o 28y, RAPDE AdAel vt EAFe gl

5. Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism (AFLP)

AFLPE PCR-based 71&2A] genome’d 32 HAdd H¥-(rare cutterst
frequent cuttero]-£)el W& DNA WolE Ue e vlAZ2A, RFLP ¥ RAPD vw# 7
Wol ¥ {FAHAY B #AE FAY Y (Ridout & Donini, 1999). AAZ 74 FHE9] #
ARAANEE AL A7led 588 9EE 9oy, genomede] EAFFH viAE]
F2 EAg= Aol 1 @l

6. Simple Sequence Length Polymorphisms (SSLPs)

SSLP:= genomedd 53 F-$1olA simple sequence’t WHESE 471 AArig & W
olZA o]8d F ¥t vAZA simple sequence’t FAMY HAE FAHAHA A& A
£ minisatellites (&< variable number of tandem repeats: VNTRs)?l®, simple
sequence’t 2, 3, &€& 471¢] based S microsatellites (simple tandem repeats:
STRs)2 39, 54 SSReol&t§ttl. Minisatellites: chromosomed] EH-¥ F= 9A
3}y, microsatellites™ genome A A 0] @8 B X8 wfAZA o] {77 ¥ locivl
ot} 22 allelesE 7FA 3 919 PIC7F EolA #A3F gFAS dFsed o338 wtA
o]t (Weising %, 1998). =3, microsatellites® AF 97144 EXAZAE 53 SSR &
Aol 7hgstd 7€ ARG R 7-8¥ o439 &X& /I3 DNA Wol& #4% &
21 tHCregan & Diwan, 1997).

7. Single Nucleotide Polymorphism (SNP)

AEA L AeTx7t FHEA wgGA @719 MAHeld dig AF7 IFHLRE o
FojA g4 E3 Y gr)9o] (single nucleotide polymorphism: SNP)7} th¥ 3 <l
Hol2 A o]& point mutation®]E1E Fc}. SNPE oju] A&yl 5= single base
changeol <93 RFLP %9 o}, AgaLe 93ty #FA€E4 ¢+ point mutationg
¥337] dqEo] AEAL AwoA SNPe E3&L g w@disid. 44 SNPE
A Al A (human genome project)dllA B BAHE 714 gow, Ad 2dFe ¢ 45
Wyl g & FA3k9 300,000712) SNPE /He8t ) (Marshall, 1999).

o]e} & SNPx <Izte] AWl did fdd AdS 7/M5eA 3, =& Jald A
o] g dUEXNE HFozH BPE ZolA & = US B oy, AAQ T
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FEXNRE /M AP YHE o]Fo] A F UEE A T} HJESF EopA=E
UHE DNA vtA vt/ E QTL 84 2 43 viARA o] &o] 715dtd AA)
VIAZA BAE @3 gon, AR FE, 53] FAA SNP £dE& digd d+7)
A3 Fo gtk Wang 5 (1998)o] 93t ZAld <A DNA9Q 1.98 megabaseol A 1
kilobase 3 139 SNP7} &4t 3H FoMe vF HFdA F=2 Az de
F 18/ FE& U o=Z 18,000 baseE XA A A 9&H (Cregan, 1999), 1
kilobase 3 34 SNP 28 &E 29 Q4 DNA Huk, F2o SNP 23 &0] A FolA
HE $FE A AZHAN A S Y o

A BABETR &0l v oz BASA ol g2t VA AATEY VEs
A &3l DNA chip Al 7]&o] &AM A HAY. FEF 22 wdAd 23 F79
DNAE 3439 A€ DNA chip& a4 500 bp ol49 #3447 494 A+ cDNA
chip®} 15 WA 257§¢] 47]2 o]F o] oligonucleotide chipe]l g+=dl], °]& o]&3+
oligonucleotide microarray hybridization 71& ©]£43ldq FAd dFoez F£FLS SNP
& 988 5sA 8 &£ A 71Ed ARd gel-based A% v1A RFLP,
RAPD, SSR, AFLP HUxE EgFo2 fAA A% AZe &84 Ut Ay =77}
2500cM2l FHES d2 & A¢ 5cMY HE9 FHAANEE AF}E7] YsiAE 5000
loci2 74 ¥ SNP map9d A% Fold oA 10% % o3 A (polymorphism)& HY
A= 7b5dtA @ Aot welA, SNPE 48 &F& A% QTL 94, 44 g%
A &3, 3L FEFAA B4 ASY &4d AHASA o|8E & U

a8y AESE A4 F QTL €42 SNP9 DNA chipd Ad7lsd 9stdd 58
oz Aujgoz Jhedd, dd g4€ QTLH 7I3HA d#s=o] e SNPE
marker-assisted selection®] ©]837] HHAME BL lociE dHFLE ¥ A=
SNP-DNA chip 71€3+ €2, € WA Al 719 loci€ 7HA3 FHA49 A A% &
F AE & A7 L3} o]+ gel-based H AT obd SR A EF SNP #
AZe FFE 4% 4 & oligonucleotide probe$! molecular beacon® A& 2 H
(Tyagi and Kramer, 1996; Tyagi et al., 1998) &% SNP9 A& &5 HHAL S 7}
S8A & ol

A S v

AASL FESF o435y AHAE DA ARe 9T v g3 2sLd uAE
€ VAR AA FAAAERE FAAsa, FEGAAY A A8d A g4 2 A
AubA] the] A% Aurd & Qe AAE st okatt (Rafalski & Tingey, 1933). v}
AMEA] Gr1Ade] AEE HQ23dE SSR © SNPE 2 H]$o] ¥oa & 4 gt
a8y, 49 AYgd utAE codominant marker24] BTl e ABE JiAT Fa,
genome’dol] A2 ZEA3}1, genotyping®l £°l3td KE77t AHEsle e wlgA s
(.

DNA ¥o] £4] #A-%3}

AESFAAY vAE o] 8317] YslAE DNA £3, genotypingg $1% PCR, A7)
%%, hybridization ¥ <& T QoA AF3}7t o] Fol# o} el 3] DNA £ 9
A& 3} single-step protocol (Thomson & Henry, 1995)9 ¢jsld 121 3% < 84 o
A%o2 FE DNA £7t 7H53y, oA 9 FF 20,000 A5 DNA &7 7=
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g Aoz GHA Y. mA v el 9 APALol v dPHAE FE3 s
. E£3 PCRE SolstA 371 S8t Virk 5 (1999)o] 93t of7]F =55 DNA
FEool dol d4& Azt Axgsy Foug dsAA PCRE AA 3= W Fof 7l
g oy, FAESF HE4H7] AdAe FEE APT W] Adsojof & Aolr)

¥H DNA £4A gel-based AAlE= A7195A s A3 vl §o] FobA|, 7]
FE< A 23 DNA ®HolE #43te Aol A& olr. WA, SNPE A719FHA
8l°] hybridizationg ILEZ HYUIA 3t 7€ S o] &3te] FFA] ALFELE Y &
JE AU tARA Z)dHe, FESEES AT SNP &4 € 2 o[ & dF A+t
g a3,
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Table 1. Comparison among several molecular marker systems

Molecular Marker Systems

RFLP . RAPD AFLP Microsatellite SNP
1) Principle Wﬂmmﬁw M PCR Mwowwaoa Selective PCR PCR of SSR mww hwwﬂom
2) DNA required (ug) 10 0.02 05~1.0 0.05~0.10 005<
3) PCR-based No Yes Yes Yes No
4) Gel-based Yes Yes Yes Yes No
5) Genomic abundance High Very high Very high High Very high
6) Marker type | Codominant Dominant Dominant Codominant Codominant
7) Reproducibility Very high Fair Very high Very high Very high
8) MMMMMMMQ information No No No Yes Yes
9) Development Medium Low Low High High
10) Easy of use Labor intensive Easy Difficult Easy Easy
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