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Application of high—throughput sequencing technology in evaluation of molecular characteristics of trans-
genic crops: opportunities and challenges
ZHAO Sheng-ho, LUO Jun-ling, ZENG Xin—hua, YUAN Rong, WU Gang", YAN Xiao—hong’
(Key Laboratory of Biology and Geneics Improvement of Oil Crops, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Oil
Crops Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Wuhan 430062, China)

Abstract: Molecular characterization lays a foundation for safety assessment and subsequent monitoring of
transgenic plants. Due to the target—specific nature, conventional polymerase chain reaction (PCR)-based methods
cannot comprehensively detect unintended gene insertions, let alone detect unknown GM events. More and more
newly developed crops by new plant breeding technology challenged classical PCR-based methods. Next—genera-
tion sequencing is expected overcome these limitations, providing rapid and comprehensive molecular feature data.
This article summarized complex mechanism of T-DNA integration, limitations of traditional molecular identifica-
tion methods, and application of high—throughput sequencing methods in safety evaluation of genetically modified
molecular characteristics. It also discussed challenges encountered and application strategies, which might provide
alternatives for safety evaluation of genetic modification.
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B L AR Y 4 2R T AR R ot 204224 1,
TR 8 22 1) P B DRUARL ) 0 A 1)t AR AR R AL
PEEE . A, ORI 2 1) Bk R BRI 45 TT Bl e 7 3
VEY B D] 20 b LA R 2R . B2, 556 AL
VE B A 77 A G Y LA [T AR 4 i v 3 4 [
B HE TR W AR AR, X A I OCTE LA S AE )
AR M I BRZSIA R BE RV Y 2 e
PSR WO K B B S AR i 3 Z B 2 O E R
T HATE R AR A e 5L IR R A 3T I 1
SMBRMEE G T, AT AR AL . 7 FHRAE 25
BEPEY RS S MR AL O N2 SR BE R 2 4
PEAN FNBUN W5 0 BR Al . e BL PR 1Y 23 1 R
10 A4 A PR AL RRAE (9] T 47 AR i 3L 51
PEULHD) e SEAURRAE , B 1 B 2 A R A A4 R 2 o
FRAIE , X SERHIE AR B0 TR BE RVE M O AE & 2 4
PEAS R A W 2 e L, AR 3 T RRAE, AT L
PR3 A e PR ) T30 A A T 4 TS, £ e B PR A
Wy B FLATT A 7 i —— B Al /DR JBT N 2 A XU
PEAE,

T-DNA i AL FIAH IS 32 )7 51 1 3240 53 5
AR 7 5 5 DRLVE W) 14 42 4 Pk DF-Ak R 8 PR e
PR L 2. AREE T-DNA P45 &, T Lid
i T PCR 77 15 43 B A% 5 T-DNA B 5 5 5
AL B S 50001 A G i B A I T-DNA
M5 51 238 4o T PCR A J5 v S 11, 3 26y 1%
A1 1 PO XT R 2 4 PCR (thermal asymmetric inter-
laced PCR, TAIL-PCR )" 3223k % 32 PCR (restriction
site extension PCR, RSE-PCR)!" J% [n] PCR (inverse
PCR, IPCR )" R il 14 {37 5 4E fift PCR! J [ 4 25
# (genome walking)""". K5 D14 A JE DU S A
B P B O A B B DY R A T O T RRE
Southern E[1 375 ¥ F T 2 1K 4 A F1 % 5 1Y 5 D1 %
I3H

RAEHET PCRITTIE, QAL £k R
SRR AE A AR i 4 E T 2> T-DNA ]
HIP G, SR, XL FE T PCR W 7 L AEE — & JR B
PE o AR AESN AR AT 51 Hh A e B B E
HE, T PCR W A & LIRS A 4l AL B
MFE P 5 . o —J5 i, A qE E R A A E
v B SR A, i) RE s 1 N 38R 5 Y 4 E
JER N, 5 RS ARAEFUK RS A L, E oK h Tk
PRUZH Fe AR, P 9 53 2%, e s B T O P 91 () ik
T PCR 9 77 IEAR XE 5 5 T oK 6 B[R] il 28 4 A KR [
AR ZEL e 512

T — ARl ¥ (next—generation sequencing, NGS)
AR AT T 00 FE DR 4H 45k 7 S PN HE, BA
A, N KR DNA, A I 48 ) 3R s
NGS FA A AR FE A, 7T LA B T NGS
FAR , LARTHESZ 1 A, R X PR 4 B 6 A R A
Yritde AGLE, 35 DR, 58 B MRS e PR 2 70 T4
ER Rp 5l & NGS Al U 7 45 328050 &, LABR i
FEPAT RZHOE TR, A i 8, b 1
S A AN TAE R, JET NGS HY /> TR 4
ALASEARFE T PCRAY 5 1 A L 20 Jmy R, A4 7 2L
KA DNA, NP R Te vk R 52 st AL 22 1 iy
15 B2, 32 4 by 1k, FE F NGS AR & Y 78 U 5
TR KRR R TP T KIS i R ) vh 4
V2 SNIREE BB 51] o At , NGS W] LI —
4B 7R AL 4G SNP FI/INI InDel 76 P4 AR R 7 5178 5
ARG B /N PR AAB A, B 2 AT LA B 5 R R AR
TR AR EE DR, 1o B R R D R
IR B EAT LU X, A 4R T AR B AU R NGS %72
A HERR T 5045 B 4 T T PP A e B R A ) i T TR
FEMEREUH M. A SOH X T-DNA 85 1952 4t 15
G803 TR S 5 7 1 SR BRI, NGS TR 5 H 73
TRFHE S TP B T 3 3 B R AR IO P SR A T
LEIR O RE I 2 PPN AR SR BEAE 4E

I A& T-DNAEAHLH & BF
ty 4hJE DNA 46 )\

HRIEA AR AT o — B AEY S TR i %
DNA A5 Wi 24 2K 3% (double strand break , DSB) & &
PLEE S T-DNA B A 1Y B BIR AR . FEARFT i 7
fe i &, T-DNA AT LUF R i 35 DNA B Z ML, B
BB 75 5 b (5] 400 308 o A T il % ) 978 AL 544 3L
FEWT LML S . TEVFZIE 0L T, T-DNA IEAEME R 58
% 20T ] PR A ARE AL AL, R R AT R A 1Y
T-DNA #5295 X 3] 8t LB A RB 31 #1280
B2 5 T-DNA — 25655, He 4 i DNA 7] [
HE N HE Py 40 M, A3 46 BT R DNAPO R L 8 {A
DNAP -1 T-DNA #& & S AF ) 56 ] 41 rh i g < 4Rk
BERY, R A R FEAILIY , AN 2 i 3 81 [a)— 2 i 2
555 B PR 2 22 (8] 1 e B AU AR AL 4 5 e
JH 78 DNA B AEFE , B 38 H 7E T-DNA B £ BK 5 52 45
D2 (BB A5 g DNA 2Z A 285 2 R0 A S0 >R R 1
DNA JF31 , %W T DSB & & HL il 75 T-DNA % &
FRIAE FHET s B A T 10 DL R 490 it 28 R0 R/ % 3 B B
Yot B 2 T-DNA B3 A M K % . T-DNA
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R R N 2 S A WL 470 AL A5, 55 0 51 e 5
DUBR N A4k

2 SRy TRALET %

MBFE FU A B A, T LD A S R A 25
P78 S AL AR AL, 5 DUBORTTE TR 9 B 284 A
AR A F2 RE DR A WL e A5 AL AL, Xof B KL R AR ) 1) 22
AP W S 2 G A o
2.1 EFPCREENALSFIZM F 5 H 5 FHFE
LERHE

FESLRVEY) AN T-DNA 3 A7 55 5500 5 51)
LoV DUBU S5 , S Bk VR ) 70 TR TR S8 0 B
BN, I AR By 2 S LR B I o
T PCRIYTTIE , DIINFAA X FRASHE PCREY G HEA 5
PCR (ligation—mediated PCR, LM-PCR)™ 1 Jz 1]
PCRIH] T PR 2H 47 AL 5 B 250 51 53 #

F£T PCR A J5 i B4R H T SR AP 51 89 2
U B, Jork AR I 3 5 5L PR P i R e i s i 231
FRAE, L ZE VR 21 00 T, T-DNA 4 A5 B8 7 1
RAG T RURDI AL B K B GTS40-3-2 H ]
WAL T PCR WY T A T i AL 40 v EP-
SPS (5-enolpyruvylshikimate 3-phosphate synthase,
5 it DA TR P9 2 1R 3R 15 il ) ks PRI R IA HE 1Y) —
ANAFE DI, H R, E— 2B RO 5E R A A 53 Ah
P> CP4 EPSPS 3 RS o3 Fr Be B3 A (IR BE 33l
721250 bp) , LA K 3'-NOS i #2240 JE i DNA &
HE, FEGTS40-3-2 170 THRHIE BB TT B2,
2.2 E-T DNA #3270 PCR HHEN 5 DL E 77 7%

45 I, Southern 1375 il 11 %% 3L PR A A% DNA 4
TP 0 [ 5 8 A% R A S MR B 4 SRR AG I 5 DL,
HATE ) &2 M T 5 N SR 0 70 TR RS E |, LA
2 B FE DR I A A AN DLELS*, Southern B[V 43 A7
W R ARE I AR BT AR M ) DB RY 8%, O HL
o T2 R 3 e R B A S A L AR R AR EL
By, LA R ] e o ik v S ik i HE GM 5 DAY A7
T8, I H 32 FRT R A Il A e 41,

SC B %E 18 PCR (real time quantitative PCR, qP-
CR) i i 5 IR 225 B RURH FL , AT RO 2 i DR % D
BT A E ', T qPCR faf 50 R Ll &
SRR IR BAS | DRl M 0 A s BE PR £ 40 T 11
FRAERIN 535 o il Southern EP K LE , qPCR B 2 i
FHE 8 5 TRV ) S 0 FIE 143 BT v, A DG T HAE
e B TR 95 DUt s v ) 7 FHAGE Y, 55 4h, gPCR
VR R ER PR A, A JE R A T 3 GM A A Y

U B R AP DL AR A

7 PCR(digital PCR,dPCR) A , L 4 Hilbxr
E M, TR o 5 DR 4 DU T 4 X6 o o, X
T dPCR 48 %) 5 AP o, FURH X 5E HE /Y gPCR AH
e, AN dPCR 43 #7745 Hi B 45 D1 55 m) 5 AR .
$5e AT ) — 3508 FH 1340 (droplet) dPCR Xt 12 /4~ i i 42
R B N K R T 2 J 0 i e A RS o
55 qPCRAH b, 38 2t A0 RUAS R 4 B e, 3 R W g
1% dPCR 7EMf & 7 L R 48 DU h i E g 1. (B
qPCR AL, R4 dPCR B 478 JURP % 3L VR Y v itk
A7 1 ¥ DUR 7 B 44> 805 PCR V- & A7 2 D
S 22 PN B 1, 75 ZE X dPCR V- 5 76 45 D10
FE 7 AT SR s bR A .
3 wmEEMNF T E
3.1 FHEREAR

BT NGSEAR 1Y 7 51 4 48 £ R (sequence cap-
ture technology) , B JG i %6 & A 48 A 7 By 2 A
41 DNA FBE, SR J5 8 Tllumina 0 5 50 22 7 AR
B g . AR A S — R, 2T M
T, TS 4 AL R 5 R4 A 45897, Ina-
gaki SFH TR M T 29 APl O i L R &R
JEIIWE T 224> i & 1 T-DNA B4 AL 8,
AN REAZ AN . BT AT
DNA A Bt K /N il 250 ~ 450 bp, 3 H 52 BR T #4 41
W, P 91 AR 3R A HE DL ] — B PR A5 35 A7 R
A A8 DL e FE DR 2R 0 0 382 75 5] R0 SRR
SR o FHRAEZE R, I Hazor e UGE T4t B
ZM TR & SR EDERE S . B B R IR R —Fh
AT & S 07 v Rt DU AR U8 U SR R 8
KB Em AR Beny LN IEDNA R B A, AT
AT AT EE I P 25 5, T B M S s T A
70 P 3900 T S5 PR 2 R X3 (G L IR e
B GO X B0 A 7R PR R
3.2 £EFEANFHEAR

T NGS H AR 4 HE K 44 I JF (whole genome
sequencing, WGS) H AR AL BEHE I T-DNA 48 A J Bt
JHANEL DNA (45 B, 11 B id REFE fik 4 JE K 2 )5 51
B EAR R o e R DA ) 35 PR A 1) 98 788 AN Sk i
THACE RRA T T RESR A R4 B R A8, K
MR USSR A ST R . WGS AT
FH T4 A ) 1 3 S PR 2 rh A ok DNA B B S AR
S22 Schouten FF™ AN I NGS i 142 K 20
M 9EAR , Ho — SR TR A B A B o SR, 7R
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T ol 2 i TR A 0 ) R R L P S — BB N
FLX $e 58705 5 T-DNA 3 A R BE A9 B ol Bl Tk
HATC &I &l T R P 90 8 i 7 ma L
XA A P (GMO) 28 A PEITAG .,

3.3 BEENFEARES FIHIELERHRE
3.3.1 EFABeGSMRARIEN NCSEHAIETLL
T R SNSRI KT A DT reads 435l
F o 3122 JE PR 2H T T-DNA /280445751 5 Hivk, i 4
LU XF 485 SR 1 reads 434 =AW : DAL LT3 2
25 AL A Y reads , 2) A HLXT 21 44 5 51 0 )
reads , F13) [R] Ak Ho X6 1] 2 2% J5 PR 21 28 A 5 1) f 00
J¥ reads. [A] B X 31 225 77 51 2L A4 7 51 i D )
reads | T % %€ T-DNA #fi A . 5 Southern EJ 375 3 #H
Lt , NGS A5 I % JE A 4 H T-DNA 4l A 7 Be s fin R
B, NGS T8k B2 A6 0 s 2 R A ) Hh T-DNA #fi
AR B0 — B R0 738, (Rt m] ARG ) 4 35 P
) PR A W EHE T 0 2R B, fEKAE
Yang ZE59F] I NGS BIF5E = AN A [6] it 37 (1) %% 35 R ke
%, 5 PCR fl Southern 2232 25 S A L , 7 H AP A RS
REFED MR R P A B TAEBUOIE A . NGS AT DL &
BRAE T T-DNA A, 3% AN Ay 6ot 36 PR 242 14 XL
B Pl AL T 2 O Y B4 TS SR T
NGS FEZ AU = 73 HE R

3.3.2 NGSA TaRma R R Y s R
DNA #F [ W A % 4k i # bl /9 T-DNA.
Schouten 255 AN F NGS %8 52 H — % /b9 50 bp
TUME AR BB Bk A T-DNA W) gfp 35, 5
WA SR A B AR R A 2 kb, A fT47] T-DNA 11 74
JFA 24 A 7 B LA IG5 38 1o & 1 PCR 5% South-
ern BRI AN 2] oy T8 AR — A By BRI
50 bp i A B BEAS 237 A T RE R K 7= A A0 I (1)
RUBLN o A AN T8 2 A2 S5 R R 3 T-DNA %
AR R 5 0 R IR AR A A o6, o B
ARAMEAG T DR ) P i ) R A AR

3.3.3 NGSH T Aoy AR FMH R
Y% (unauthorized GM, UGM ) £, 4% 28 41t 1 {H
()% SEED) (25 BAED) - 5 — A5 XL, 55
— AR ) R AR (R ) sk &
AR 06 58 T T a6 (R 51 2 A b AR 7 B B )
PIREIERVEY . 6T UCM SRR ok i £ |, X
SO A K I T R BE ) Y 2 50, R E
T BRI BL AR i R D 42A Oy T T e PR A4
N7 2 U R 3 LA TE ) 50 v S A S L R
PIEIME 8 o BRILAN, 8 75 BT K i o A /)

UGM AEW A I 0 346 77 7 o BF X UGM /Y 43 RAIE
YE T FRATTNE 12 DA e B AOS 53 - R AE AR AR R
S (4RI 3 0 R B AR SRy T SE R, )Y ) 4 T O A
WS, I 5 ARG B AR R, G R AR AL
FHARFER IR o Yang FE I NCGSHEAR LT
AN T4 AT 51 R A4 5 1 S8 560 HI TR Y TranSeq
J7k T TR I UGM VR AR A B4 AT 51 L 55 7
F1 N4 AP DR SIE B NGS 78 % 5 UGM /R Jy i
E RS o FERl—4F, 3T NGS & FL 43 )y
X B R 2 A1) i JE PR K A 35 7 LLRice62 i
AT HGE 5> T FRAE A 521 PO IR 5% #50IE BH , 36
NGS (5 0] IfE— D28, g i & BA e
MG H AT UAE UGM A998 ) DNA BE 5 ih AF
TEMERAS 2N EUE ZRAE A

3.3.4 NGSA T a2 &AWy T-DNA A 89 %
& NGS G A ff e i T T-DNA & 4 2 B K 241
DNA () 5 &2 DX 31 5| A2 A A0 50 510 X DL S 5 ()
I NGS Ty ik B IR B & BUAS 5] shA 40 9 Fh
HIL R EL A 8 HE  DNA J8 A RIZE #4728 S (5
KT HN628-00 - NGS £ 2 7] LUK T-DNA P41
/Iy DNA HHE (i A /BRI FIEIN ) o 78 5% B R /KR
FHOETTS1-1 A Tle-19 W fL G5 3T PCR 1Y 7 ik
IR T — A 5254 A, NGS I ] 8 71 %5 b 1) T
DNA i A, FEFE LR EK MIR152 H NGS5 E T
35 Y 279 bp FOKAE AT H , X & LRI F PCR (1Y)
SER A0 88 TC Ik S BT

4 mBEMNFATHRERGED ST
GRIE S E N P&
4.1 BERNFRENFEKESREE

A A I 3 kS R 2 T NGS BEA
ST AT SR S AR 0 TR GE RO RT . NGS
B B S VA A R AL 6 S 8 T-DNA i
3L X S S A 0 A A A
A B AP B TR (A
VRE R, T GM S T 4 0 43 R G 26 2 1
SR SR, TP R L A
PRI , 5 0 5 3 M P ORI AT GM
GYF R SESES, T-DNA Y84 IR 2 A T
S A 20L 1 T X R T X 25 B o R AR A
{37 25 RIS FF SUAEAEBRER ™. NGSTEREIL IR 1 4
TFAHRE S TP K 2 OB T, (B A A (3 22
S5 4 P I e 1, B — i 5 4 e e 1
BE, 5 — i 5 25 S AL DU RE . SO 3 K, %



AR VRAT o T I B AR AR e B DA R 1R HE PP v %) L < AL A Bk A 35

TAHERIENA N S HE PN E W e
i AL A TEPR AR o 38 3 i ] Pacific BioSciences
sequencing platform (PacBio) | )i 3F 5 8 DNA B2 43
T (2K BE 10 ~ 20 kb) , 77 AR B B0 7
PR, A DAy R A BR A, % T B 5 2 DA 2H B
AT B & A7 52 45 F i FESE e B AR AR T 5
KA Y Jr ik A 5, PR, 7 56 0 B R PR A
Py O3 51 I, 7R 40 G PR 20 R faE LA AT 1)
FR N ARG G IR AN R A 7 1% o NGS 1 R UE
1o, AERE RS (DNA S HU PCR 73 L EALI Y i
FEh A ] BE R BTG G, 7S R F vh R S BRTS
Uiy, Ay LU o A AR AR S B ONGS S =
PEAT O3 X 42 H S ALHRAE A 15 B 2255 05 1 50K
15 S3 AN PR 3G, oA B THERR TS 54
4.2 REBEENFEHEREDS FHELEFH
TR

AT H AW A AR DL R & R AW
FES T AT &, NGS ] LU 5% 5L PR AR W i o3
TRAEMERT . (H2, Y HTCA NGS T 5 2L REY)
Gy FRRIE S8 AR HE AL T AR AR 22D IR N A
R T X R O R R NGS B8 4 B e
BN A 15 B A TR B B A R0 - 5 7 A=
AN [) 0 o 580 e AN ] A e A R A o AR
FE e 38 5 DU PH T SR R W) 7 R AR S E AR
YA AR, LA I P R B R AR A B o B i
B
4.3 SERENFNEATHEMEATRHNERE

GM 5 BE PR A=) 10 3 ST A= AR Brast AL W) ok
AT U X R B AN S 1ot SE E RN/ H AR 2 A
SRR A1 (55.2001/18 / EC 518455 2 2%, i & il
A BEH TR AT T 00 . A i s B i soR
PR A B AR A B DY 4H O A7 AE PR DNA B
RNA, 4 526 GM™ ), JLFPE & AR (new
breeding techniques, NBTs) 4 H 81 1E 78 14 )5S ol A8 4
A= =i, BT E & TF & T LR AR 4 4n
L TR 2 4 B8 R R, R A S50 A= 7 R B A A A
T, HET,NGS T2 8 T 5L 8 i e AE ) 14 13
REAGIN L AH NGS I FH 758 DR] 4 B 8L 00 110 B0 A A 0 12
T 7 BB A% X IR R HERR A A A (2B
FEFEAY TR [RIAETE B E RS X IR AR
AP DR BERTEE T, NGS 2 AT DL il 25 X 2 A
WECAHMFWR ., b, REAE A o Rl T
HhoK DNA, NBT 7 ity vl REAF7E 41k DNA YR 41 %
B o DRI 5 R D) 28 2 0 5 R 1 1l PR 1 P 2SR X H

B S AL FEAT 4= HE D 2 Y R A T 52 R [R] 74 ™ i
5T, B ORI A1 ok DNA B9850 R B AN
TE 75 32 4k 5 20 oG A 8 R NBT £OR B At 2
R BURF IR B AE R Blan, S 1 R A 4
AREPHTIHAC, HASBRGE T H H A A AR 2=t
FONBTVEMBUR &3 1 A B, Hoh SR B Ak
B4R DNA #4774 (https://www. env. go. jp/press/
2_2_% 20genome % 20editing_En. pdf) . H F #i i}
NBT HAR AL K 35 15 10 HLAE & vh [ 28 b g
W KA BN, G, B X NBT 7 i 19 22 2 PEAG
Ti b BA AR A B 5 AT L B AN T
PE o YHTEY R UL DNA I 7 75 2k 7 A6 AR R DNA
Fr BRSBTS, el A I 2R
fiti o WG T SRR B AS 6 e oKk R S
FREZEAT TVRARUE™, (H NGSEE 7 Hr iy 445 2R
A FH A4 A 1 B 2 o0 A R e i S 7, 8 ) o
PrimfepriEdl o
4.4 ZMEZFKAENA

g T PR 2 e e DU R B A B
DD o TR HE S R B9 R AH L, 7 i 0 104
(T 2 2 TR B SR VR R AT 4 5 R B
FEIEEL R, RPN B o = iy
31700, T i IR S A [ ] 7P M2 o3 B T vk
A7 i ik RV ) 3 1 SRS AIE S 58 A AR HOR M B A
e T SRR TR] e AL B o A
AR AL AL 32 B35 3R (AL 38 L B 1) 1 52
M) , 340 52 3] & N T (19 40 & 75 B 2H 2R A i 2
B AN ER (] an 2R 58 ) P 3R 52 o TRV 2 1 DL
AR A ZR 5 R A 722 A T BE DR A h B P i 5 |
AL AR AR ) P A s 4 B 1 o 2 RV T A 2
W58 5 BEDAVE W 20 TR R8s 51 A 9828 S5 i) A
AP R 92 AR [a] U, A SR A B TR A 1)
55 A T ik IRLVE W 4 A2 AR 241, U325 S DA VR )
2/ I AR SRR — R 4 (HOZ,
SR B DA W 1) A2 A 5 A e BE RV W A 22 AR AN AR
AR B HE X SR E A L4 BRI
SRS T2 T B R 2 B, RN ZEAR AT 17 000 T AR AN RE 2
W IR R R . ST #IER R W], AR 5
LA RS BEREYI I 22 40, Sy T St 4
A AR ) A 25 8, LA I A Ao 512 ot 45 [ J5 U ) A
JOT, 76 I FH R FUASE 1 Lo A 2 4 A 9 2 SE VR T
R T PR IE A Y LS, B R T A VR K e AR TR
FAET LA A 9 5 B B Be A= K o i b 200 %5 1 F SR

R B
E#o
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21 2R B 5T A B A AR At T BE SR A Rl — 21 S22 ik

SRR G B TR 5 0 R BRI, 85
VK B 4L A N T3 SR AEY 7 5 FR¢AE , LA
T4 b 7 55 RNA EE 1T A i 3 iR A Ak (2
TP AR B . BARE ZRIE T AR A 5 5
YED) 1A B 2 2 T R AT B 5 L (H R R S
LA B S gl 2R F 5 AL AN AR 3 2 K P I R B A 5
95 B I AE D RS AT SR AR A o S T AR A
WAL HEAT )2 H 8 52 1 A 21 2 T 58 1 s 3
A T BN LR O U =T IR LA AL O
TEASR SR G AR , LUF 20 36 0E A 52 i 41
VG JE ST VR A AR R I
5 k%

HIELEAEY 5 FHAESRHE T T-DNA i A 45
¥ 2R B L IOk i Fa e M B X T i
SERE AW & 2 A TTAl ARSI A W & G FE
HRE 4> FHFAE , AT U2 A M TR U0 A 5 A1 1) 40 A
T, WA M e 62 0 XU PEAG T A, 22T
PCR 977 L 7E DNA JZ IR 40 F IR 4 @ thls B R
Al E AR R o H TRk R 2 Y e R VE ) LA
K A B T R E AR (NPBT) (14387 1 35 K T 7% 1
W TE A 2% 1 M A I 78 AN 0 Sl ik 320 R 15 A/
s, XS G4y F R A E SR T E Rk
o o T I ALY F R R 2R PR e AL
) 1A 28 BRI B 35 R CUG M) VR B TR A0 43 F 4%
I, 38 VI BT A A 4 TR LA AR £ 10 43
FHFSEE Tk

B 5 00 - 5 0 2 Jie RNk A ok i 22 4 E 35
FEWT,NGS 1 2543 90 2R 1] DL (A% 35 DR A 40 o 4
M FHREE B . Helin, NGS ] LA 3L
2 i T AR A R T A A AT A5 RN S50 5] 5 T
DRS04 5 PR R 9 vh B U T-DNA 4 A, A 46 T-
DNA % 5 /N 24 B 48 7 B AT AR 2] T-DNA
AL S BRI TN S 5 o 53 A0l 3 R 4 o W 5
HE A% RNA B R 90 04 23 A 46 6 ke ok
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