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MREES + 0 ) 7 A AR E T O .

FEIFEEIY 7 VYA LDBHIHEICHE T SDNAY—h —%
F 72 MR F) e 1 D Bk

AR AR—B - FEICY  RIEME - ARERY - Wk Y

(I T I A

(20104:11H 8 H

L3

MRESAR—H] - SFEFRIC - FRIFARE] - KRR - POk 3 - B RAE - AR

S IE NG IE - )3T - N

ZH)

=
B

k- SEIEANEME - A

JNEET - FNATE (2012) o Feen) 7 oA L OBEMRHIZBITADNAY— 7 —% Hw

PHERRH TE R OMGE. JUN R R 58 1 1-14.

JUNHE 2R o — K L) OBy ME, Yy FE L) 7 oY A0S BMEREE
IZEL ) LA T & 7o 5SIDNA~Y —# — |2 X MR E TS BEICHEL L TV 578, RI|TlE, B
THRRNC ) 7 U AR RO —FROAPEA SN LGESHEEL, L) IENGGBEz T
e EaCIR1I~— 7/ — 2 BE L CHEH E 2 T o 720 ZOE, W~— 4 — 2l SN EEEE L
EaCIR1~ — 71 — D A AW S N B BN b iz. HiE TIRIRER LR LT OFFL AR
oI, DNAELWBEOTMMELZRL, HSNIBEMMAETHL EEZ SN, BETRIEER
WD S NT, EFEEIIREAOT by 3 CIGEWEAESNS (., DNAE DY M7 F ERFES
FMERBECTHo7, T2, 28O 7 UV AHET T/ v —2 o= —BITTL, BE&
TIET) 7 ARG Ny Nl S o720 k2 S, EaCIRIVN—7 =343 LD

I T Y RABIEZITIRERNTIE W E2VRm@ N, £z,

~ — 7 — AT LA [ SR & A

TEHOBRMAERERER L 72D, —HOTIA v —DHRTNY FPMBENS L9 7%, Eafoif

SRR AR KRG ONTEERE o7z SO EDS, GBARDERTHI B ADE L 5 W]

RETEIZR e, D LB EMBEL 22 METELLBRTEZVEE R N,
F—O—K:HbodE, )7 HR, BESHE, B, DNA~Y——

1. #&

i

M ICB W TLEENIIY by F R AET
L7012, RIEKRERLTIED L o AN EEEEE
WK B ESATRTH S, o FE
BRI (Saccharum spp.) DR BEEERETHH T
)7 v A EkEY (Erianthus spp.) & TIEO0 K
JEREE~OBIGEE <, T b7 F CREFNE

(Saccharum spp. hybrid) DA BB @I % 3
THREEEME LTHEHR SN TS (RaMpoYAL
and BapaLoo, 2002) . ZOHEMEAHIZ19274F12
VXY UETHGS N ENTBY (SREENIVASAN
et al, 1987) , THFETIE, HER A —AMT )T %
ENOPOY M XFEFBOKEAZET, Y
FUEEME (S officinarum) R E ) 7 v

PR L OEMMEELOR ) HADITbIL TV

(AITKEN et al, 2007 ; Car et al, 2005 ; PIpERIDIS et
al., 2000) o

KOETIE, BEREBROEEEZRRLKED
2 o TENOBMREFRRESFER SN, FhrF
CEAFE (S, spontaneum) & L HIZT) T A AH
PEEENT: GKES, 1984) o 72, 19904EM1C1X
JUNMHEERSERTZE 2~ & — & EIFS RAROKEE ST &
% — (JIRCAS) 2kFT, 1 FATTb T
)7 A EREA LTz, UM ESERFZEE v 8 —
EJIRCASTIX, IhHb0xn )7 v AZHWTH
b & UG TR & D)8 Ak 2 A, MO R
DARHEOBRAER (LI, HICHRAER L ITR)
DERN LI L 720

FryFREEDY T AL DEBIHETIE,

JUNIHBEESERTSE & > & —VERI B 3E -
1) B, EEREMOKERENTE Y > & — 80 - BIERFZEHL S
2) B, 7Y e - VRS ED SAIEDTERT

3) a3y HBHERNXEHEPENA A - 7K

4) B, JUMMHRRRSERZE L v 8 — RS

5 H, WRREEREIIEL Y —

FARFgERIE (1 et BRih)

1 891-3102 HE VR B IR PE 2 Fifi 41 742-1
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KEFTDZH NI FEOHEDA LT WE L 2RE
ELTHEIFLNTWAS (Nar et al, 2006) o €D
720, BREROEKEZIE, BEORMMMEE 2> T
WD R E AT B LD D Do MO JE TR
R TIE, F& L TRBIREIIE D W CHEfE &
o TV B RN S 2 R IR L, 7FMH 2 e
HIEL, FEBRICEEAEBIET 5 ETEML T
7= (SREENIVASAN et al, 1987) o

PR T, @IS HAT ORI L ) DNA~Y —
B = ZEED KRR EDT e L 2 ), ZOFHD
HEATWE, Y hoFLLEZY) T U ADEH
MAEIZOWTIE, AFLP~— 7% — (AITKEN et al,
2007) RRAPD~—#— (Na et al, 2006) , SSR
< —#— (Ca1 et al, 2005) , genomic slot blot
hybridization (Brsst et al, 1997a) & FH L 72
Fild#is SN T 225, BIfETIE5S rDNA~ —
#— (D'HONT et al, 1995) Z=FIH L7=Fkr kb
— AR ST % (Car et al, 2005 ; HARVEY
et al, 1998) o T ?5S rDNA~— /1 —1%, 5S rRNA
DEFN DL L o TRAFMEA S (, PCRIZE o T
D7 ABEY bRV E TRR LMEICHE
BNy PRI ENE 2 EZFHA L2 DTH
%o

FAHETIE, Fuxkunara et al. (2012) 2558
rDNA~Y =7 — % FHWTH by F ERFMEE T
T A L DR HZE A o RATHEREE] E %
FhiL, SHEAEZBEHMEE LCHEL TV,

LZAHT, BHIZHETIE, ZToMBEThBEO
RO KT DBE T 5 FOAPRE SN TV D,
Bl 21X, =37 (Avena sativa L., 2n=42) &
Y EW Y (Zea mays L., 2n=20) D&M M T
X, TN HREGEROLEEERET 505, Y
0o kG R O KIS DITE L 72 )8 A
(2n=21+1~4) »MEH SN T 2% (Riera-LizarAaZU
et al, 1996) o b XY T U2 EDFEM
ZHEIZ BT D, Preernis et al. (2000) R Wane
et al. (2009) &, A SNz 7 v ARG
ARG T 22RO TV 5,

I CERPETEN L 2B MDY #lAD
WA TIX, 5S rDNA~ — % — 2 S 128 R
MFECIE 2w HE SN BAMEERDL L ELNT
%7z (Fuxulara et al, 2012) o 216 OfEEDH
Z1E, BEROH by F EREF I L TEE DS

#58% (2012)

W CTHERE 22, =) 7 W RHEBL L 72452 7R
bOLHFET %,

J& I 5HED AR Z B CTYAEAR DO LTE DA U 5 1]
FEMEAZEET 5L, NFEFTERAD T CEEM
SHEDTL ) MAIZBWTHRETIE AW HIE SN
BARMEEIZONTY, =) 7 U AHREEEROR
HEORRENEL L, 58 rDNA~Y—7 — |2 X V)i
END S GOREALrBiE L, —iogafo
AHIEAE LB EDETET AN E 2 b b,

— OGO ARD A AHVEA ST\ L HEFRE AR %
FET 5121E, L OGEOERICHFET L0 TF~—
H—%FHT LI EDERHTHS (Harvey et al,
1998) o 5S rDNAZGtEEDREAREH 720 1 Eir
\ZHEF SRR TR L CB Y, M Cl3sEo
Jef kL CHERRTRE 2 IR T T 525, FFEDOY:
BARICRAET B 720 1T G & 7% 5 Gt iR I3 R
EEIND, M), WOy ) AR 2 HE
DREBANDFLHEAEL TBY, & g thko
2 T A TR R A AR AR S B HEE AR
BEHZY 754 PDNAE LTHISGNTWA, ALx
et al. (1998) X, =V 74 RAEDIFITETOY
ARSIk E L TR T 5% 7 7 4 FDNA
(EaCIR1) ZHEE$ 2 & & b0, THEHRYIC
HIESTA2 794 ~—ty NeEHE L7, itoTC, =
)7 VA AHRGEEEO —FHEAI N TV LIE
MRS 2856, COMEIZEaCIRl1% <~ —
A= LTHHATLZIERNRETHLEEZLN
%o

RIFFETIE, Gt R HEA O EelE b e
LT, d0EwEETYH Ny XLy TR L
DIEHMEL 22 ) —= v 7T b HEEKELT 5
ZErxHEME L. BRI, 774 FDNA
(EaCIR1) o~ —7#—& L COFHT %
< —h =R OLER LB, DNAE, B
FO2MED LY T o ARERY — T — & H\WoE
(T RURHT OGO WCHREE L7z AT, %
o )@ B2 MR A 2 ot R & L 7@ R T BT 12
L0, )7 U ARG RO A O RIS
DWTHETL7ze $72, TRODOKRZEET R T,
PRI EDY T U AL OEMMEELRB IO
HERE W) E DR RALIZ T 72 RIC DOV TEE L
770

RWFFEDFEMNZH 720, JIRCASEATT - FILITE



HRER > 2 ) 7 > 4 A KRR T O 3

P ORI 35 L ORI RS 7E £ > & — 1%
Yt OFIBERIZIE, BHZHEDOZITIZBWTER
A L EELEYE 2B o 72 UM ESET
Jot v & =B E SFOFFEEIR, AREIER,
BAAE I, AEEIR, BRI, AR IR A
K, AR, REFEIHERZ S N BB o
FEHMBE DT 2 I3 ZRE|H I 2Tz, X
7z, JIRCASHHT - L FEHL s BT S35 2= 0 KA
B, BRATHEKZ 5 NFFERE O 4 12%
KERMIZREB > 720 2 2R L TRREERAD
WEE2ET Do

0. #MREFHE

1. 45754 FDNAY—H—ZAL\/=HEHE

1) a3 2 BRI O

MHEE AT OJIRCASET - BN R IC B
WC, 200144 5 20044F 12 T, b F URE
FafEE AR, 4 Y KAV T7THEDY) 7 R (.
arundinaceus) * XA &4 5@ MM % Ehe L,
Ni9 (% b ¥ UREHEmAE) x1J76-349 (=) 7~
P 2) , NiF8 (b F URRF ) x1]76-349,
B LUONIF8x1K76-126 (V) 7 ¥4 R) OEHM A

EbhENS, FHAMEEROBNREN Z 2R L 72
B, INLOBMAENICIE, B (FuKuHARA

et al, 2012) IZBWVWTIY) 7 Y AR Z5S
rDNA~Y — % =25 SNz 5 R EEFhTn
%o

2) %794 FDNA (EaCIR1) ~— 7 — DO

HEEOFEEREN SDNAZI L, =) 7 >4
A& O Gt R R IS AETE S 5 371bp D7 7 A
FDNA (EaCIR 1; ALiX et al, 1998) #i§iE4 5
794 <— (AGRP 52 = 5-AGG-AAG-TTA-TGG-
TGG-AGT-AT-3', AGRP 53 = 5-CGC-CAT-TCC-
TAT-TGC-3) %M \WTPCR%ET o720 RHETIZ,
Ptk W7 74 ~—%HW7-PCREICHEIEE NS T
)7 U AR NV R EEaCIR1I~ — 71 — &I
K2 EET D,

PCREIGHE (25ul) (ZLLT 0@ L 720 T
bbb, 7 7L —1FDNA 30 ng, %7714 ~—
04 uM, Tag DNA polymerase (PROMEGA#L:)
0.025U, MgCl, 25mM, dNTPs %02 mMB L OB
FIfED1x PCR/Ny 77— & L7720 PCRIJGIE

TC-312 Thermal cycler (TECHNE#L) % Fv»CAT
vy, 94T 4 MoK O %, 94C308, 55T 30
¥, 72C458 %359 1 7 ), H#%I1272C T4 5B
J& &7, PCREMWIE 2 %7 #u— A7)V CTESIK
B %47\, EtBriffafz|CEaCIRI~Y— /7 — O FE%
TEFE L 72,

3) ¥ BT BIEHE - AFREOHA
EaCIR1~ — 1 — O &AM & 72701k D 9
%, NiF8x1]76-3491% /%7 b 54k % #E L, JUN
HREESENTZE & o & — Tl T B el o BRI Yy (3%
B R Bk T) TR 2IT, EFRE
xR L 7z BEE R T BR B o ¥
UHEHER e U i B (e, EAE,
ER) BLOWHE (iBrix, MiffEns) ZHEL
725

4) 7u—HA h X —%—2 X 5DNARHE
EaCIR1~ — 7 — 25t S 7276481k (5S rDNA
~— 7 —BEfkEET) 095, NiF8§x1]J76-349
A 3B & UNIF8 X IK76-126 £ 41918 14 % 3
EL, 70— A b A—=%—12X5%2C DNA=E D
FEICHERA L7z 37, &2 SHEIELRIL T
Hr L 720 ABTEEIC X, DNA=ABEROA + (H
AW, DNAE#Z 2C = 09pg& L72) OFEH % NER
TR L L C—ERM A 7. MErAiE, Cystain
PL#E#IDNAM R =M E+ » b (PARTECH:) % H
WA B X OPI (Propidium Iodide) ¥t %47
Vv, 70—H4 h x—%— (PAII, PARTECH:)
L WPIESEEO Y — 7 il L7z, 2C DNARE®D
BHIZIZLLT O % 72 1 2C DNAE (pg cell )
=4 TNVED Y — 7 I x Y E ODNA
=/ WY E O ¥ — 7 P,

2. TV7VYARICHERNLGEDMODNAY—
H—IZ K B%EE
Fukunara et al. (2012) 12X )5S rDNA~Y — 7 —
PR S s & L b2, K TEaCIRI~ — 71 —
AR S 7z 1R (Ni9 x 1]76-349141%) &,
EaCIR1~ — 7 — O A2 S 7z 8 flfk (NiF8 x
1J76-349%1%) . WEFNODNA~ — 7 — b £hah 72
AT DR 7 3R (NIF8 x 1]76-3491%1%) % &F
RELT, O T7I5 4 ~v—ty bz2Hwizv—
7 — AT 2 47y, EaCIR1~ — 7 — |2 X 2 el o
DOAEREMIE LTz T2, SO~ —F —fFITTIZ,



4 JUM IR RSN e £ >~ & — iy

20054\ Z[FRE D 8 I ASHELZ £ ) #2072, MEfEH) o8
FEAEKDONIFS X 1]76-3491% 1R 268114 & fEMT & 512
B 720

MEEICHW 794 ~—+ty ML, TVUT 4R
7 ADNABCHNICHKRT 5 7T 4 ~—285, ¥ b
7 X UBICHREN YT 74 PDNA (SoCIR1) %
M REZR 79 4 v — (ALx et al, 1998) 1 &0,
EE298 & Lz )7 YA ADNARESHIC
HET 2774~ —1%, KIETURE LA ¥
RAY 7HET) 7 39 A1]76-3498 L W (F
) CIE SN2 ) 7 Y ATWE30D 7 / A
DNARCLY % f##T L, ZOFRFIFEHRIZIES VTR A
WHERE L 72D TH Y, NiF8, Ni9EDH kv
FURFWERLY Ny R AR Wi
==L, YT U ARG TH S
L RMERAL T3 (FEH2009-119142) o
PCREIGHE (20ul) X, WFho7I14~v—%
AW GEIC b D@L, bbb, 7
> 7L —FDNA 2540 ng, %774 ~—025uM,
TaKaRa Taq DNA polymerase (TaKaRaft) 0.05
U, MgCl, 1.5mM, dNTPs 0.2mMB & OEEE 2
JED10x PCR/Ny 77 —& L7 PCREUSIEZTC-
312 Thermal cycler (TECHNE#t) % fHwC, DL
TOHA 7 NVTERLI . T2b5, 95C 20O
MRS D%, 95C30%», 56T30F%, 72T 908> % 30
P A7 VATV, REIZT2T T 2 0BG S 72,
PCREWIZOVWTIE, ZhEh, EREKHB L

#58% (2012)

EtBrf iy FOFEZFERL 720

. HREER

AWFETIE, Y hoFEY 7oA EDEM
MEREHSE ORSREEIN 2 ¢, T, MR Tk
ELTCOEaCIRIY—7—I2&H L, ZOFMTHRE
P2 DWW TGRS L 72,

PR FERFME (NIF8, Ni9) &) 7>
A (1J76-349, 1K76-126) (281F AEaCIR1~ —
1 — OMHURI % A L7z FOf5%, NiF8& Ni9
TIXEaCIR1I~ — 7 — i S e 20 o 72D 12t
L, 1J76-34938 X OVIK76-126 Tl Sz (55 1
#) o ZOfERIE, EaCIR1I~— 75 —7%, 5S rDNA
<= A= LR, T T U AR A IR
& 5 FFE L THRTH LW HENE 2 /R IE
LTBH, B (Aux et al, 1998 ;: HArRVEY et al,
1998) DfEF L b —3 L 72,

w2, FRoY by d eREnE (R L)
T YA (KAER) EOMAEDENSIER L2RA
HEHA94EEIZDWT, EaCIRlI~— 4 — % H\W 72
T2 2 S L 720 Z DGR, NIF8 x1J76-3497
TIE56ME M, NiF8 X IK76-12674 1% TIx19ME/&, Ni9
x1J76-34912 L Tl 1 kI B VT, EaCIR1~ —
=S GBE1ER) o TOTEhs, Ih
50HRMATMETIE, =) 7 v A kE RS A
BASNTWBIREENE Z bz,

1R VIFYFYE, YT U ABIOPZFORMBRERIZBIT S

EaCIRI~Y — # — OM HR

«J\

nnf - SRR TIV—TF

DNAY =7 —BRR - .
EaCIRL 55 (DNAY I

NiF8 Saccharum spp. hybrid - -

Ni9 Saccharum spp. hybrid - -

1J76-349 E. arundinaceus + +

1K76-126 E. arundinaceus + +

NiF8x1J76-349 7 )V —T7A + + 2
7 NV—"7B + — 54
Z DAl - - 264

NiF8 X IK76-126 7' )V — 7 A + + 3
7NV—"7B + - 16
Z DAl - - 154

Ni9x1J76-349 7 )V —TA + + 1

a) —E0ZFUuKkuHARA et al. (2012) OFEFREFIH,
b) +& -1, FNENDNA~Y—F =PRI EN-Z L, BIBEN LD o722 L ERT,



BRER S - 1) 7 o W R E I O MGE

EaCIRI~— 7 — 12 X 2 fIE#i £ %, 5S rDNA
< — 51— x v /-Fukunara et al. (2012) O¥|EHE
BL 45 e, 55 tIDNAY—H—I2kh) 7
BRI N Y P S N iR O & TIZ B W
CTEaCIRI~—# — 2t E7z— 4T, 55 rDNA
XY= =TI T AR LN RO S
N7 o 2R THEaCIRI~Y — 7 — 25 &
LEWHIMELRDEDOONE (FE1FE) , 202
s, MFODNAY — I — 3 S L7 fEk &
EaCIR1~ — 1 — O AW S 72k & O T,
T) T 2 AGe AR OB A IRPNA S 2> D723 A
CCWAWEEMLE 2 bz, PIBECIIERMIZ,
W77 ODNA~ — 7 — 25 S - REk %= 7
V—TA, EaCIR1~— 7 — D AP E 58
k% 7V —TBEXHI L CTEET L BBE1E) -

TIV—TALBEDOHERZHEICT L2720, B
MR A I - KL 7, 97, ZV—7AICB
WV TNI9 X 1]76-3491% 487 & ME— 3K L 7 1 @k T
i, BEER (FEH LERE OBICH 5RO
) BHETHEVH) Y T YRR OIE
HROHLN (F2FK) , BHMHEETH L Z L2
CREENTz, THIZL, MLEZV—T7ATIX
H5HH, AF7E T L 72 NiIF8 X 1]76-3491% 1t B &£
ONiF8 X IK76-126#4%Tlx, & TOEEIZE T
MRS ORISR S N ko7 (B525K) o 5S
rDNA~ — 7 — ORI L) & MR & flE Sz
FNV—TANIZBNTH, 20X ) IZHEEFHEED
HEICEEWEDOONZ 00, EEFROFERIE
BRI ZREO SN DR TIE D A%, &8 WS T
HoTHREFIEEL 2 WIGEDH D Z LHHSL

kol

—7Ji, 7 Vv—7BTIRI0EEERA L7205, BE
WASHIR L7 ERIERRO 5 d (E25%K) |, B
T 5 & PMEIRTRERIIES N h o7,
72721, =7 ANTHHEFHEROA HEI =R
WROLNZ NS, ZV—7FBhBHMERETH
B RRMEIETRETE Ld oz,

W2, EGICBTL2EBTOMMEYBIZE L2, £
$, NV — T ADNII X 1]J76-349F48 1 A IZ D W
T, wik (Fukubara et al, 2012) 1I2BWT, 4
BOWIIHO LN L EHRELTWD, AL
<, RWFERIZBWTHRA L 727 )V — 7 A DNIF8 X
1J76-3491% . B £ U'NIF8 X IK76-12612 T H AEF D
LS X 72, Ni9 x 1J76-349F4 A 12
HARTHEZILORENE L <, R L7z 5 MkaeT
MAFRFCHIL L, AEBFFHMOFEMS L ORERE
BHANETH o7z T LT, FV—FBT
EEGEMETICBWTE LWAFTA AR Z R THEEI
RO LN o T2,

iR DOREY) & 72388 T, ZRHEAFI G 234
L, BO N L0 EF DB I L Ci5%k
L3 2%675% %5 (Burke and ArnoLp, 2001) o
W BITAT PR EY) T oA EDEM
ZHETH, BoNBEMEIHEE 2D, &F
BHTHIET 2EEVL W EHESINTV S

(PreerIDIS et al, 2000) o ABFFETZ IV —TAILB
WTRRD SN 8IIE, SIS T LEEZDS
Nize —hHT, ZV—7BlZVFhofkd @Eo
AHEEZRL, eV BlErLIE, FV—TA
ETNV—TBEDOMTHIEREZRN DD Z LWL

F23Rk Hhuxy, )T U AB L IEORHERNER

(2B1T 5 IR O A

mn - RS TIV—T Sk RERT
NiF8 Saccharum spp. hybrid H
Ni9 Saccharum spp. hybrid H
1J76-349 E. arundinaceus I
IK76-126 E. arundinaceus 4
NiF8 x 1]76-349 TIV—"TA 2 H
7NV —"T7B 54 H
Z DAt 264 A
NiF8 x IK76-126 TIWV—"TA 3 H
J)WV— 7B 16 H
Z DAt 154 A
Ni9 X 1J76-349 TIWV—TA 1 Eg
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nErolz,

WIZ, B COEBTRELFE L. 7 V—TA
D9 5, NiF8x1]76-34914 3B L U'NiF8 x IK76-126
BACIZ DOV, HR L 2BEE R E ORI
L0, EFRMEOFHEBASKEETH o 720 Ni9 X
1J76-349% 4% 1 kI oW, A (FUKUHARA
et al, 2012) IZBWTHELTWwa, $4bb, [
TRIZEFT ST TE LD, HENREET
B B HEHBrix MM 13, M OhH B2 EE R L
72 (FukuHara et al, 2012) o

TIV—TBIZOoWTIX, RIFEICBVT, &bE
DR AT S LT B NIF8 X 1]76-349 D Hl A
G O54EA % EE L TR L2 20
R, ZERIIBAONIFSIZU WE % 7R L 728k
%irolz—Ji T, —HBICNIFSDZES % Kk & Lk
D, Z)T7T Uy RAEFEBELEZLEALBRDOLN
7o (1) o EEBRERIC, &L LTNIF8IZ
VB GAR B R L7278, EERTY 7 U3 AL
TEasrBELBEEEDON FEIN) . 2E
(X, NiF8% Hul & § 2 HESAMMRO b (5
1) o NiF8, IJ76-3490%M B L N7V —7B
DOEFIFHIE, Theh, ZEHTIZ40, 3618 &
O18.3Aplot !, £ TIE24.8, 19.88 £ 1U°22.1mn,
BLOEETIF209, 2238 £ 108205emTH - 72,

HEVTBrixid, FEARDONIFSIZUT VW FE 4 A % 7%
L, =7 vy RALHABREDOMMEKITIED? S 2,
NiF8, 1J76-349DHsMfER X U7 )V — 7 B D EHF
Wik, #nen, 182, 82B X U171% TH - 72,
MRAHE 12 DOW T D BERDEIZ B A 2 7R L7z
A, BRICHEL C2HEESVHEEZ R TRHED
—IICED BN (FE 1K) o NiF8, 1J76-349D4F
B L7V — 7 BOERYEIX, ThEn,
116, 24238 X 1°132% THh - 720

DL, HhoFEED) 7o REDF
MM TIE, BAOY My FE0HEAMEE 2
%o MR EIENERE AT A b UL
T, B XD ESNABRERICBWTH &/
TE ORI IR E R ERPALND, B2
i, BEICHE STV, HERMRERICBIT 5
Brix®Z %0 (HemarraBHA et al, 2003) 1%, AHF
DTN —TBIZBITHEEFIZHRT/IS W EIZ
BRA %\, FRIC, ERRERFIIBNTY, 7
V=T BIZIZT) 7y AR A T A R

Wy 45585 (2012)

HEEINLED GBI , TNOPRAROHGEIZ X
LEREBZ TEL2H OO0 TR BT HIH
Thol,

—HT, My FERFmEOBEEAERT
X, WEOLRD HVIELRLIIZL D ESNLH%
REFNCIE LT, —#kIZ, EERER, EEL L
DOEFFIHHEIMET 3 2615 % (e.g. FERRERA
et al, 2005 ; Wu et al, 1980) o AWz <Tix, 7
V— 7' B DZEFEDEFFIFMEIINIFSIZ LTI
L7278, 2ROEHFHMEIINIFIL MEETH
D, ZHTIIEMPHMEINIFSOME Z LAl - 72
(FE1IH) o 29 LzEIicBnT, ZIv—7Bi,
WHEOBERARER L IR 2 EFE L Tna 1T
REMEATRIE X 7,

Do ENREEE X UG ToOAEFRR, £F
Btic&ko &, 58 rDNA~ — 7 =25k Sz
TNV—T7ATIX, &L LTiHriZoon, B
JEHF DI I B L OTH O H Y 72 BET Brix R it 45
ERTEAESHERSINL 2 L, BHMETHLZ L
ERET HEHRO N, TR LT, 7
V— 7 B TIEEELIERRO 5T, BEARDONIF8IZ
B 722 RS ERS S Wi &, BEMETH
5 Z L EWMEIIRR T RGO N G o 7c—T
T, FEREOERTFHHEOMEE NS, SV —TB
HIERAEFTIEZ S, 5 PDXARE DI
INRONTEFTH L Z EAVRIBENT,

2D Z &iF, EaCIRI~—% — ORI L )R
SNz, V=T BIZHARDSOGEAEPEA S
2R R O TEHFFT AR TH o 72, BAD
NiFSIZHELL L 720 2 R 3 A% RO H 7z
CEEEETLHE, FINV-TBTIX, TUTUHA
D—EOYAAEAEA SN TS b0, FKIMIC
L) T U AHROFFESEN D E AW IEAY—T
B o T HEEDSE 2 BTz,

CORREZITT, FV—TFBIZBWT, YT
> ARG EARDSER S B IHR A S 7286 = e
L, DNABOBIA P ORAER, XKBIF 7 V=T
At EIT> 72,

Ju—HA FA—=%F—%FCHllE L 722C DNA
wmhALE, P FUERFENME (2n=110-
130, AvLix et al., 1998) 1X11.88 X U11.2pg, T
)7 v A (E. arundinaceus, 2n=30, 40, 60,
Besse and McINTYRE, 1999) (£7.98 & ON7.7pg®
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#1114

, I

1J76-349 (5CA

s b R ),

)T HR) OFFHES X OV — TBOERTFIE R R,

1987) . ZOBHEIE,

BER O Gt AR EADMEIM S 5 7201
¥ 2n+n (REACHI SR +

1961 ; SREENIVASAN et al.,

fEZmRrL7 (53%) o Z)V—FATIE, NiF8x

IK76-126f%X &£ Ni9 X 1]76-3491%A37.5~9.5pg & =
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T, n+nFOSEIRI 5 T2 LATRE S
72 (B53%) o T2, NiF8§xIK76-126f4d 1 %
ik, WHomEME LY SDNAEL DR (2C
DNA#f =75pg) , TV 7 ¥+ ADDNARIZIA -
722 enn, WMHE IR BICHET 5 Gt ih s
FHIZBTE L CT0 b 2 EdURB SN (5535K) o
B, ZV—7ADONIFSx1]J76-349% 2 & fit 3t
L7z 1 &# T, 80pgk125pg®d 2 DDDNAED
V=S e 0, JemibBhi B 54
fa % %9 %A mixoploid ((REfE) THh 2 REMHEHLE
25Nz,

—77, ZV—T7BIZBWT, NiF8xIJ76-349141;
Tl311.2~11.4pg, NiF8xIK76-126%4 1 Tl1310.7~
120pg&, BARTH 24 b7 F CREFMENIFS & 13
IZFE L2 WDNAEZ R L2 (53%)
CORERNS, T, SV—TBTIE, BARLIR
O G OAR % PR O O n + n Bl IR
ToTnhWnZ LGS NIz, 72, Ak L)
12, FERITTHIE LTV A BEIIEBARKOY
BRI 2n+nE 2 55, 7V —TBODNA®IZZ
MZHFH L ehoze BIEICEY, BERELIZIZMN
UDNA® 27 - 72 gElk1Z, EaCIR1~ — 7% —
HRB L OEBFEFMER» SRV EZEZ SN
5o bbb, DNABOREKFIZESTIE, 7
V—7BiE, FBAREFEREODNAREEZ AT LR
(o~ 7 F vinfd - R & OHIC L L%
MCd 5 MHEED E—I2E 2 bz,

— /T, ik, MmEEEBAR )T AR
K& 2 8 A R 2 AR T an A L2 L AHE L 72
A2, FEEITHE L RO E DM A L %5
Bl S T4 (PreeriDss et al, 2010) o =¥
NZ (2n=42) L FvET Y (2n=20) DEMK
HECBWT, Bt~ b Eo a s ikafoiE
ADTRD TIRER (1~4K) THo7-Hplb EHE
3% & (RiErRA-LIzARAZU et al, 1996) , AWFZECIE
WL V=TBPLY 7 % AL DEEHEMEL
o TWAYE, IEETTAEE L) 7 v Aglk
OEFELIE L OWM AL, RIS, =) 7>
Y AHRG AR O —FBSFRAFE L 72 IREECTRERIZ
DNAEIZ > 72 REHE D BT E 2\,

I) T 2 AR O TSI 7235 A O F & AREE
T5HEO—2L LT, )Ty ARBKROZ
NENERETESL X9 %, L) EZHODNA~Y—
H—ICEBHEDPERTHILEEZONL, 2
T, )7 YR ADNAOEIERANIZH KT
B28ED T T A4 < — o~ — T — AT & F
L7z fATIZIE, NiF8, Ni9, J76-349, B XU, 7
V—TFAD LA E 7 )v— 7B O K% &t 5t
BRAEE (280M1E) % H\ 7z,

T3, WHICO>WT, YT U AHEKTITA
Y= W= — T T o 7. T ORER, B
ARDONIFEENIITIE, 28D 7T A v —DW§ il
BWTH NNy P S e o 7z (5 2 KISFRT
HRO—BlZRT, L FEER) o ZHITHL,

£3%K Vhrxe, 2T U ABIOZOHERAER

\2B1F 5 DNA=
AR - A Y= 2C DA
(pg)
NiF8 Saccharum spp. hybrid 118
Ni9 Saccharum spp. hybrid 11.2
1J76-349 E. arundinaceus 79
1K76-126 E. arundinaceus 77
NiF8 x 1]76-349 7I—TA 80, 1257
7 )WV— 7B 112
7 )WV— 7B 114
NiF8 X IK76-126 TIWV—TA 75
TIV—"TA 94
TNV—"TA 95
7 )V—TB (16%#%) 10.7~12.0
Ni9 x 1J76-349 TI—TA 9.1

a) 2200E—rHENZ LIk B,
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KARDI]76-349Tld, 28FETHT T4 =TV
A sh (E2K) . &b, 1HEOTFF7F
CEBFERN T T 4 ~— % AV 72346121ENIF8 & Ni9
DVTIUZBWTHNY RPH SNz L,
1J76-349TlI/N > Fig s e o7z (F—%4
&) o

INHDOZ NS, RBEEIZHW228f o) 7
YH AR T TA =D, wINb T T U R
B2 T % BIE L T\ b 2 EATRIEB S 7z,
—7, BEZHRALHEINTVwLE 7 V—TA
O 1fEAkTlE, ®ToOX) 7 U AHKETITA v —
WX DR Ny B s, =) 7 v AW
KT APEAINTWEZ ENHATH 72 (5
2K) o SHIIRL, ZV—TBo8EETIE, W
FThoOL) 7 U AHRT T4 ~v—% V725412
SRR Ny Rl s g, =7 o7
LR RTERIIELN L o7 B2
¥/, FOMOTMEARIZBNTL, T 7 A
HE 77 4~ =12 X DR 2Ny P s e
BRITEEL 2ol (T—FEHE)

I) 7 A AR O G Rk O AR E T x=10
Td» 5 (Besse and McINTYRE, 1999 ; BEssk et al,
1997h) o TV 7 ¥ A (E. arundinaceus) 133 —

6RETHY, 7/ ADNANICEHET 257 %
CROLNLHEEETLHE, )T AR
B 72 By 2 e B 7 77T A ~ — % 28FE V7o AR i
BT, =) 7y AgfEORF% 1N —
TETCWVWREEZLNDL, LAL, Y V—TBh»5b
R L 72 8WIEADETIZBWT, =) 7 3 A4FR
BZe/Ny Rided it aniehr otz 2O LI,
TIA R —=EBOART 572012, EBASRI—HO
Pk TE TV ARVWEEZLLIDY, Zv—
TBIZIEZY) Ty AHREEAPEA SN TV
WIATEVED D 2 EIRIRT DO EUTH D EE LD
n7z,

Mz T, AWfE<TIX, Y Vv—7A, BEahEm
RHEA 280K % ~ — H — AT ISR L 724, —
HOTY 7 v AHKT T A< —TOHRNY KO
HEND LI %, )7 o AGtatko# 5 HE A
ERTARDPE S NI R o 7ze —HT, @
BMERE (Z7Vv—7A) THhAGEILE, &ToTT
AX=TNY Sz, 2O ens, 4
f, MELTWwW/2L 9%, 55 rDNA% & EEIK
AWETE L7z 2 LS &0 MRS ASIERERE & BRI E S B
TR, A B, R MRS E I o e
WCBWCHBEIZ R 2 HECELLHRTIE RN &

M1234567389 1011 12

1000bp =p

200bp =

140bp =
100bp =

214

M GFR~—71—,

I 7Y AT ADNAHE T T4 ~—2 Hwn
12— 71 —fRHT OB

1:1J76-349, 2 NiF8, 3: 7 )V—7A (Ni9x

1J76-349%1%), 4~11: 7V —7B (NiF8x1J76-349%%4%), 12; Ni9,
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DRI S 7z,

Db~ —7 — @ ofs, 8L, 55 rDNA
<~ — 7 — L EaCIR1~ — 71 — |2 & 2 JERE ) 78 O i 5
ETAHE, FV—TBARTY)T Y RALEDF
MHETE Ch A REMEZ RIZ L 72D 1E, EaCIR1~ —
H—DHRTH o7z, WESLCEFHFE DNAEDLD
MEFETE % ZHIICHREE L 724 R 5 b, 2V — 7B
ENIFS8D HIE R EM TIE WA, XARIZZY 7
YW ALATH DU RIS N TBY, v —
71— AT OFERIZET L 720

Dz ki, EaCIR1~—# —%%, W LA
Hk$ %, Sk OARBHIEN OIFEERCY % Ml L 72
TR RIE L T\WwWb, DNARORERKE, S,
AR % & 725 L 72 RIEINIF8RNI9 & [F #2 BF
DODDNAEAR BT H I EDIRIBENT. ZD720,
NiF8, NiOLISLDH b v & URFE ML 7V — 7
BORXAKE 2o TN E R H5NL5,

b CRFELEX, FOFERBRICBVLTY
WHLARAAXHEEZII DO & 2L EHEEM
FHESNTEY, WO THRLELRNEREET S
(Tew, 1987) o ENIZBITAH F 7 F EOKET
X, Zhk% R A RO BN OREFE RIS, E
WTHB L, Y FECHERMRLZAZE - VLh

FLOHEBHZHRMO L FHL TS, Th
5m9 b, EaCIR1~ — 7 —IZ ST LR %
BSbunFhro ()7 o 2AD) kI
KR, KWFFEOEMZHE OB THEIEMIZHR
TR LTV EEEREETE 2w, 2h
FTODY AT, NiF8XIJ76-34974 1 NiF8 X
IK76-126% 505 & 7V — T A EH SN LEDJE
MR ONTEBY, T 7 R L OkE Bk
HIKICEII L TWAZ EIZHL A TH S5, B
MO Z N L& 5720, ME O BB %
—JE, EEALT 20D B

FIEEIZ, 22 &, BEOHRE (Prerips et
al, 2010 ; D'HonT, 2005) CTXI') 7 > AL
A ORI E T BEaCIR1~ — 71 — 725,
PFLHTY) 7 o ABZT IR TIE R Wil hE
P IRIET B4R TH o720

MEAREHEIC BT ADNAY — 7 — OFEEIFEET
HY, TOBROEMICO L EEEMBIEICEKR
B ERITTERNTH L. MERAPINTVD
5S rDNA~Y —# — |22V TlL, KWFZe T 28 %

#58% (2012)

EEZONDLHEBTRO N hoTe —HT,
EaCIR1~¥—# — 220V TliE, MHETH 2 HE%
IR L HET BRBNIRD SN o 7208, 7
W—TBDXH%, TUTVHRATY ) L& TR
WEEZ BN BMEMEICOWT MR & 28 ET S
R o7z, EaCIRI~Y — 7 — i, B0 #HE
TlZ, 5S rDNA~— & — |2 X 2 M4 58 5 O ML
(HArVEY et al, 1998) & bW idfho~—7—& D
Bt (PreerIDIS et al, 2010) THIH &M TWAELE
%L, Btk E W RIZEaCIRI~ — /1 — & M T
i L 72 OBBREEICOWTIZITE A EBE S
NTW\v, RIFFEOMERD S, 5S rDNA~Y —
71— DOEEBEMESEMN T 5 7z2h%, EaCIR1~ —
H—IZOWTIE, HMTI) 7 o AL kot
WCHIHS 2 2 LI TR B2 EAURIE E N7z,
RKifgex &0, ZNE TOREMNIZBIT % E
FEVEH OB A TIE, NiF8 x1J76-349 % H A
Hba & LT, 20074E F TIL2600LL Lo Ak %
FERLTE7Z, L2 L, WX YEaCIRI~ —
H — DAMEFEVEDH S 902 7% o 7oA 58, M7 8
MEFEIX, AR (Fukumara et al, 2012) T5S rDNA
XY= MER L BERORE o7, Thb
5, NiF8 x1]J76-3491% 112 BT % MEfE LIS A 321
1%IZ072 7 2 EDSHA L, Lad, MEREERIL
WIS [ TOMFESHEETH 5 72,

st L, Ni9xIJ76-349D ML A & HHE Tlid,
BONLBADT LEEDOARTH > 72125 b 5 F5S
rDNA~ =7 =2 S, §58LIZFEO 65 b
D DY TOMEFED I EET D > 720

ZOZkE YhUFRLEIY T U ADBRL
HELZ BT BB OEIRDEECTH S Z & &R
L TWh, AT T, SHELICHRKENL
LENDLNIFSERARL LTEAMMALTE, L
L, YR EELY T U AL OHETIIREAR
ERXARDHAE LI L o THEBEEOE G HE
LT BHREMED R I N TS Z EA 5 (PrpERIDIS et
al, 2000) , SRIIHKORLLLHLRY Py FE
P FE R DR 2 MGE L CW L ED D L & F
AbNb, FRFIZ, TV T yHRIZOWTH, B
MR TIBALAVE DI WA R R L, A
ERXBROWFND, MAEDLEOLIILEHNE Z L
NEETHLELZI LN,

—HT, BRI LT, AWROENS, &
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B IRER O A2 vl & L7 TEREM 2 3
D EK AT, BRI LD S N VR
IZ2WTIE5S rDNA~Y — 7 — % il & ¢ 2DNA~Y —
h— B EERMTLIENERTHLEEZLN
7oo AWGEARBL T, 1) 7 ¥ AGEEROIGH
BAL, A L FEFELMEE 2 2HETITES
LaWEHIlrE N2 26, DNA~Y— 7 — &K
W&, R THW/ ) 7 o A5 ADNARK
FNZHEDLK T IA YL FIHTRETH L EEZD
nad (43 .

Pk, RWZETIE, rhoFebny 7oL
DMEFEHIEIZ B HEaCIR1I~ — /1 — OAFEEM: %
AT EEHIT, ZHOBRIMESRE Lo~ —
B — RO RS, BREZMICBWTZ) 7 4
AGLAOAR DI HE A DA U D W REMEAME VW 2 & %
R L7z, SO B ORI MHAIZ BT
1, KRMAEDLEELRIIT DL L BT, EREMN
FEBUCEE S CMLERR, BEMEOE\VES rDNA
Y= H—=HDLVITAEETIRR LAY T U AH
KT T A~ WA R LM 2 RN FE S
BT, MEOEREIYWHEINLEEZ LN
%o

V. =

1. Y hoFUREREE ) 7 VA L DR
HZBWT, BHzcHRRICZ) 7 o 2k
D—FRD AHEA S N AEEDAEAES D W HEMEDS
Hbo I T, MAOHET, YT U AGMHm
RIZIRPUSHELET 57 5 14 FDNAZ ] fg
LENTWAEACIRI~Y—F — 23 B L, M
FEZBIT D FHTREM %, 5S rDNA~Y—#—&
D IR % U CHEE L 720

2. B HZAICIE, 5S rDNAY—F — &
EaCIR1~ — 7 —OW Al & 2 itk (7

V—TA) LEaCIRI~Y — 7 — DAL HH SN 5B
ik (ZFVv—7B) 2BDH N2,

3. 7 — T ATIIEEFEELET OEL, W
BoOWHKNZDNARZ L, BRHMETH L Z &
RET DR SN, SV—T B, &
& LCIZEBBR L ZR R 2 EFEEIRD S
N7-hs, REFHERPETOFHIELITR O SN
F, DNARIZT My FEI5ED > 72,

4. BEOLZ) 7y AHRTIAT— 2 Hnz
<= =T ORER, SV—TBTIZTY 7
AHRFEOEOFAEL R THRIIEON 2o
Too F 7o, MEREHERFERO LT HRAME L KT
G& LR R S, 1) 7 o Ak oi
SR A U2 Rtk & E 2 bz,

5. DE»S, EaCIRIN—H—H T LY T
YHREIZFIHFR TR, HRHEICBWT
AHEFEMEHT D & HRB L7,
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Identification of Intergeneric Hybrids between Saccharum spp.

Hybrid and Erianthus Arundinaceus Using DNA Markers

Taiichiro Hattori, Yoshifumi Terajima”, Seiji Fukuhara®, Tatsuro Kimura®
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Summary

The sugarcane Breeding Unit in the National Agricultural Research Center for Kyushu Okinawa
Region has been working on intergeneric hybridization between sugarcane (Saccharum spp.
hybrid) and Erianthus (Ervianthus arundinaceus) to develop innovative breeding materials. In the
present study, we applied Erianthus-specific EaCIR1 and 5S rDNA markers to identify hybrids.
EaCIR1 is a tandemly-repeated DNA sequence in the subtelomeric regions of most Erianthus
chromosomes. Progenies produced by intergeneric crossing (sugarcane x Erianthus) were divided
into three groups: group A had both EaCIR1 and 5S rDNA markers, group B had only the EaCIR1
marker, and the other group did not have either marker. Seedlings of group A exhibited poor
growth and had intermediate DNA amounts between their parents. One of them lost dewlaps (joint
part of leaf blade and sheath) as morphologically similar to Erianthus. These results indicated that
group A was composed of intergeneric hybrids. Group B had dewlaps and growth characteristics
similar to sugarcane instead of Evianthus. The amount of DNA in seedlings of group B was almost
the same as that of their maternal sugarcane. Marker analyses with 28 Erianthus-specific primers
revealed no Erianthus-specific band pattern in group B. These results did not present any
evidence that Evianthus chromosomes were introduced into individuals of group B. Consequently,
the EaCIR1 marker should not be Erianthus-specific. Additionally, we used marker analyses to
investigate a large number of progenies produced by intergeneric crossing, and did not find any
individuals that contained Erianthus chromosomes. This suggested that partial introduction of
Erianthus chromosomes into progeny by intergeneric crossing was less likely.

Key words: Sugarcane, Erianthus, intergeneric crossing, intergeneric hybrid, DNA marker.
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