A FATCAR BE LA T 181 T B A 5 e A )
(= JE 5« RS RR S L X 2 TN — Y A = ABURAF S8 9535 - H-29- R 3E-45 7E-009)

gy HOBE 52 W s

RIRELDRRGT53HT,  HES OB G SO

WF7es A EP ORE) BREl E 23R R A i AE SR AR R B R

— KR D 53 AW 5 W FE % T8 O AT FES0 o A S —

WHoet o - W 1 ESZER RS ET RIS AT AR AR E

MRS HRAICKRIREZ R B<RREIX I ZHFETRESHKLEDY Lz, ZivE TORKIF
FEIEBR B AT 00T « WFIEEEBA TO A TV TN, BRI, WM ZH O KiKkEH 5 SR
BNLSH, SEIERKIICET U5 - BRI ThILTW\Wa., &2 TR TIX, ZNET
DRIRD 531 FHFik & O T2 FE O FIES T FHIZ OV TREZITY), 4% DK
JROWFFEBRFEIZ BT 2 Ehim 2 BRAE T 5 72 D DIERINE L I Z 72 572, DNA Z HW T2 RIROF))
O HTIFFRIRIER BRI K 5 il R RFFANE BT o~ —h —OB% &, P
BORKSEICHET I HETH 72, WY —7 =P —DHHFIC LY, BEFEHDO~A
7ua$T T4 K, SNP ~—H—0MER SN, SITREEDR ERHLNTWS., 5% bEHD~
—H—DMERREN, L OBEOEWOITFEOBRENRIATN TWS. £, RFEHZRES O
2\, RIROMEREMERS T T8 A ROAEPE « EFEO ST o 2 BIRISE ORI AW F-HIMFIE D
e Z EBWIfFES TN,

A BFEERY

Kk (7 ) O AR — 7 = —%
1o 27 ) DO ETHHR T 77 7 2 (534 Mb)
fifZ#, 30,000 BIE T ICBESIT AT T h—
LENTICEE 28 E Y 2011 /e .
2019 4R, BB THEAES NI FERE D BLECH
HHTIN—AERMLEE RS HZLT, 7H0
HFETDEEN T IARE GRS DI ENH
HEie 2. A, B T E AV B R
TOAFTE/ARBRIZONTHHES L TWD
% 9. R BB BRIEA R E<E L
THHT, KIROY ) MmEENTC Litoh
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TE VARG AR A TR BANIC LD AP
Z BT REDMMIAAEL TV 9. o4&
Wt DT BT B o~ — 1 — DB %1,
JEEEHY, BRI RI A SO B L T
RIROBERER - IEERIRE N2 A DN L, 157
FATBT LHiIEERE, RFEER e 2T
HIEINTED. AWTETIZILAFED 53 LW
B G F1EE O T RIBRD S5 AT F510 55 A4
firo@h A ZEL, KRB 516 IR
21T,

B. WFEJ5iA



R Y —/L LT, PubMed Z AWV, tRR
7% & L C, Cannabis sativa, genome, DNA ,
marker %% N 7-.

C. WryefiiR-B%

Hillig (2005) i%, 77> FE ARIZOW T
L7z 157 OKRIRY > T AOT a4 LA BT
EAT-129, Yo TN D 17 BinFIED %R %5
ffiL, 52 DXL FHEIZBIL TR 7
HT (PCA) Z1T~7=. PCA #Ai[Xi%, drug type &
fiber type %5l % D7 F AKX — |3 BELT=A3,
WLD (wide-leaflet drug) & NLD (narrow-leaflet
drug) IZERDE Tz,

Gilmore et al. (2007) 1%, #Efk{K, Iha RUT
DNA D ZEGE{R - HEIZDWT 76 O RIFRER
Z AT O RATHIRHT (R A1) 1238V T 3
DOIL—RPIELNTZ. ZL—K A 1L, KE5y
O fiber type THERLSILVZ. ZL—R B I, 77
T = AR AERFEEITEAE D drug type (A HERR
L) A ENL. 7L —R C il Ay
72“Sativa” T, AR, X3—)b, ZA, V<A
B, A% A, TIUHD 12 OIERFETHHT-.

Piluzza et al.(2013) 1% 19 SR#HLD KIFRE L
L72. 6 2@ Random Amplified Polymorphic
DNA (RAPD) 7'7A~—7% DNA £l HL,
RRIRNTHAT T2 D TIH=AE LAV NGB
WERBENE, Bl & DIFAZ—ITHI, 77T =A
21 fiber type LAl —27 T AZ—Th -7z, 1
RBHE R AL DT A% —1Z1F Skunk (drug type
strain) 233 £iL7-.

Onofri et al. (2015) |% THCAS BdsIN O —1E
F527 (SNP) 252 L7= 8. 451 fiber type,
drug type 18 $EfHO NG, 9 O 2=—772
THCAS szt Lz, 1 SOEFNEA R
BRI Lo THASI, 2 DORSNIT
H AL PEIC[EHA Th-oTz.

WA — 7o —DBIGIZ LD, KED#E
AR AW ESI N CTWDH. Van Bakel et al.
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(2011) 1%, &%/ L ay i (WGS) AV R
fE L, Purple Kush (drug type Strain) & 2 5"
fiber type fuff Finola & USO-31 Z3—/ 2 A
L7= Y. [R4E, #od 2 >0 KR4/ 2 Chemdawg
& LA Confidential (drug type strains) ?OBEC%1TR
EH WGS Ay R TIThiz 9.

Tejkalova (2015) I%, KT/ L&EFERHL T,
SNP-calling £ = /XA T &IT o712 4.
“Sativa”® 44 Y7 )L & Indica” D 77 % 7L
® 57 SNP fLEIZH STy AT %
STRUCTURE (ZJENL D A5 BT — 2%
THEHADBEE L ANDT2O DY 7  =T)
THM LIz, ZOY Ty =T 1%, *LBR 5
JEICHEO%, R ELEIT Dkl s T AL —
¥ (K) &R ETD. 1~9 O KEET AR, K =
2(2 SORHEM) 23 b L<E A L2728, “Sativa”
& “Indica” LW IRERAI & 1T — L 7Zgd o7

Sawler et al. (2015) (%, SNP DO & fiber
type & drug type OV TN DT = ) FA T
%1T-7=. Genotyping by sequencing (GBS) %
HriZ, 14,031 fHlo> SNP ZH5EL7-. SNPs 2\
T—ar @ PCA T T, 81 @ drug type ¥
> 7 & 43 O fiber type Yo7 A BHEL Sy B
L7=.“Sativa” & “Indica” D7 A% — L &R 57 B9
HRV A o7, fastSTRUCTURE (K& SNP 7
— 2 it F STRUCTURE) Tb [Al R D #E 035
DI, 124HFT R TOV T NT —HNRK=2T
&b IEE L.

KD DNA ~— I —DRHFIZHITHRER
HELE )L, IR FEDICED, Wbhpd drug
type, fiber type ZXHl T 27-ODY — /)LD HEL
PEICk > Th7bENT=. EBIC, EiEEYLL T
D RRO VLI « FLBRE IS A B2 Z b 15
ITHEBIC o CTHERMB LS. Y1 OME
T, 7/ LDNAL, SESEREWHEDIE
BRI OBLS DY — AL TR E
iz, FEER, BERKAR DNA O tRNA #5113,
Kk DNA %3572 D~—I1—ELLUTH|



Mz 2D REREER AR 4T DEEHIORE
B 3, S%E R AEMIEDOTD D~ —h
—IRELUCIERRRST ) LD LR HE72TEH~D
EZPEEZBND. MOREWFED DD KIFRD
BN O~ —A—L LT, £ rDNA @ ITS2
WEARXb TN, Zh oD%,
Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism
(RFLP) fif#frif 19350 PCR ~— 2 TOSFHT
ENBHFES NI 19,

~A2a¥TIA(7 )5 DNA EITIFE(ET 5
FAGERHIT, FrICESR RO BALELF DA KL
MBI 5H0) BFFEClE, Hsieh etal. (2003) 23,
3~40 DEHENLONY=—2aZH 95 6 bp
0> Bl S 2 B 518 5 — 7 (CACCAT) % 4 BlEL
7 . TS AR, 1~4 (HO*)SE
Bin 1 %& A TUW iz, 2003 4 Gilmore and
Peakall 1%, 5 2D~ A7a% T T4 NEIs 1 HEE
FEAL, 820D 9 FED drug type, 6 FHD
fiber type Z & dp 93 FDO KD T 077 A )V %
TERC LTz 19, 79 OXISLER TS, 89
FRICEA DN O, drug type HI2RD 4 F
1, 5 SOBAGFE T —DOFEHEE LMk
ALz, ~A7a¥TI3A4 T =2 DN
AMOVA (Analysis of Molecular Variance; ££[f]
DL DRESZ 53 HT) AT IC L D8R 5y
BOEIGIE, MIRETIX 73% T, £HINTIX
21%), ££[H1f# (drug type :fiber type) Tlidi>T
D> 6% ThoTo. ZORERIL, drug type & fiber
type DBEFRNDNLHITHLHZEE WD TREEL
TEY, KIRPE—FEOIEF BT RS
LCaRATLE REHEL TS 9.

JR#i7e GBS FEMTIZH-S\T, 14,031 @ SNP
DIFFESIL, 124 O KRV 7V (drug / fiber

types) & el 57 DI Sz 10, KR,

T FEIARDOFEE EmOG RICEERE G-
DR F 72T TR, KFRIZ 2 SO TE
57— VDI, T7205 drug type & fiber
type DRNZ, 7/ LABEOIBENDBHHZ AR
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7=. LoL, FH 1L drug type & fiber type 134K
REL TEIEME R OHE T — V&2 Koy 3k
BL TS LT, &512, drug type 13,
fiber type IZH_A~T A BEOMELS, EAUTA
TH R ET AR ELIZ L AL D LRSS &
AT,

RIFRIZ I T D HEREFI R L2 B 3 2 f i s 7
HIRFSEClE, BAAY e " F R YR 5L (2n =
20) 2T, Y Qe R MEE T X e fafh o
2 SOAL—REEL 19, Tr—H A RARN —(Z
KOMFFETIX, MERERIFRD fiber type |TMERE S
RO MERE LRI UL Ch o7 20, RAPD X°
AFLP 728 DZBAR A~ — 1 — DTS
IRHNC, HERRICIZ R I RO 003, HERR-OMERE
[FIRRIITAFAEL 72 <D DNA Wi i 3 iiE &
AU7z. RAPD 3 #TICZ0 #6417 729 bp DWr A
T& 5D MADCI (C. sativa, Male-Associated
DNA Sequence) &% D EHELHIT, SES
FE# <t D EH > LINE
element) kL bR T AR v D Wiln g L
R G EER 2 —RL, in situ BINA
TVEA =218, Y Yt ROTaAT i8
S~ D R EDSERR S LT 2D,

IHIZ RAPD 7 #1 ClRIZE S L7 390 bp DWr
A, I e SRR oD B BRI B 9 % E A
(MADC2) D fFfE %R LTz, ~— 71—, fthod
FEWIZZRONDRKAERS, LrhZ o AR
FRBLANE DFEEIMEIEL (50~60%) , Y Getafk
DIET—F L TR B L CWBEE X LT
W5,

7120, RIROMERE R OMERRE, MERERIRE
MR Z R T Z8E, KIRIZEBT AR E
DGR X, Y ISR B R E TR0
ZEAERLTEY, QTL (Quantitative trait locus;
B E RS A T DB TND 22,
2 DOMEHERKKD Fi &, MERERBRO L O
QTL fFHTIZ&Y, MERERIFRD T FROMEFEBLIC
BE2% 5 250 QTL NEFEINZ. ZhbHd

(long interspersed



QTL D56 2 DHMERIEAR T FEREIE AR R 70
FEIRIC vy TENAEL, X YR B
FERBR AR E S DI E DA 2 R~ LTz, £z,
[FESHTZ QTL O— Il A/LEL DO F
BRITET HEAGIN 2V 735 AT HEME D VR
EN N5 2,

KRFRD 2 DO EEREG MR 2T —RT5 2
DOEARFIZE, 2000 FRUTHHOZ V—T1T
X o T E S #L7=. THCAS ( Tetrahydro-
cannabinolic acid synthase) |31 M &5 £
V) 1635bp DEITHY, CBDAS (Cannabidiolic
acid synthase) & 84% DEFIFALLM:A AL T
7o 229, THCAS FL U CBDAS DOELF|T—4
(2332 PCR ~—7—(B1080/B1192) 235
I . & EED 291%, CBDA / THCA
D F705 13 FIHO KD THCAS BARTD
HWRE SN 2 E L, O ILEHIDE D
drug type & F{# (7% [drug type THCAS | % F
JEL7=. [Fiber type THCAS |1Z 1635 bp DEX
DOEFNZAL, FERICFIRAIHET drug type
THCAS &CEf U TR $ SNP &, T/
B AR5 THCAS THDHELT-. Van
Bakel et al.(2011) %, drug type 7°5 3 DD %
72% CBDAS & s ZFrELTz.
DFEE TR Finola 7°5 THCAS Z R L7273,
ZHUFBERERIIC AR SER ThH -7 V.

Weiblen ef al. (2015) 13 9 ->® THCAS k&
N CBDAS ¥ —> v 2%&HisEL, 4 FEOKRERS
MERHAFTET D2 & BNIL, THCAS &
CBDAS BB R 1 T~T A AR
L7cRIELE LT 2D

BDAFAD 18 RILD KNS 9 FRED
THCAS & 12 0> CBDAS 23ME5Hh, {EF T3
BT D52 NH AR 1~ S IR L -
THELDZENHLNEIR ST O 2D A K
ST LT (SNPs) BB, ZOREERD, %
TR D1 T ) AR DEFE & (Bh=3R) 2 A
FTHERBISNDD, EEOBLANDFFAELF B

Fiber type
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DFENIA LRI B~ — B — DB RN E 3
FIREE /2D RIEB LTS,

D. i

J P RVERF RIS OE MO =V DNA
~— I — DRI, Bl EEDOEROEMEE
125531 AN =X LD G HAS BN H 5.
RIFRD BARFELHIE I TNER B RS TR
0, 2L DT~ —H—DBFEIT DR > T
%, 12720, MERERIRR D Io7p B2 e eI, A
R, BRI EEHoICHESR
TWRU, [AERIZ, A SR ~DISE, BIR
ZeL I Z BT DA T B L ONE AL e L, PEE
M E-ITERR A RFRICE > CEREREMEITS
TV TR EE H IS TR, 5
%X, B O OERPIFFSND.
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