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The Concept and Estimation of Mutation Rate and Mutation Frequency

HU Yan-ji LIANG Hong
( College of Life Sciences, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Engineering, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510225 )

Abstract ; Abstract ; Mutation rate is the probability that a particular kind of mutation occurs per unit of time which can be
expressed as mutations per locus, per gene, per nucleotide, or per gamete in each generation or at each DNA
replication. Mutation frequency is the proportion of the number of mutated cell or individual in a population. Mutation
can be identified from either phenotype or genotype. Genotypic identification is a new method after phenotypic
identification for estimating the mutation rate, in which microsatellites have been widely used for estimation of the
mutation rate, but very few data are available in plants. This article summarizes the estimation methods of mutation rate
and mutation frequency from the point of view of plant mutation genetics and breeding, especially paying attention to the
research advances in estimation methods of microsatellite mutation rate in crops including durum wheat, chickpea, corn,
common wheat and pea. Furthermore, the application of TILLING ( Targeting Induced Local Lesions IN Genomes )
technology in mutation screening is briefly summarized.
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1 RERMBEEHRPES

SRR FEAG (1Y) % T R A S — R E e
DNA B il B % A 28 28 11 JL % ( Probability ) , 718 BJ
BEAHAREEA Y R4 BLAY 2R A8 JLR AT 1k A g
(AR it SR R AR A T i R A 2R A2 L
X T IO A A AR ) AR B R R, R A AR A
ANIM A 2 A5 JLAR P 3 — A A YL (PR 4 ol
Be A9 AR Bk R Al B SR TR R R AR N 1
x107° ~1 x107°* JBIFE 10 T & 1 fZAEFifa—4
BHEGEAR  EARSE AN T, BRI x 107 ~
1 x107"° BIZE 1 J7 & 100 {244 b A — AR
A% IEEALEEDR £ B, 9870 4R A — NS
SR DA Ry 5 — R SR A R LR 848
A B (Locus) BEANSE A (Gene) BT

Culture 1 Culture 2

E1

P2 ( Nucleotide ) F1EEBE T ( Gamete ) f) 28 28 25 AN 6] )2
KT LERIE AT R e A A (A AL A )
B R DNA S (AR ) 2 7 b k2R R o 5878
AR, S WA S B I ] P AR I R A LR

JIT I S AR A WA () AE — DR b — 5 IR
LPRK AR RE Y 2R E A N T A E
SC, N Russell * 45 HS 0 HE A 2 < 2878 48 2 45 BE R Y
R B S ) A0 B AR Fe ) PR, R
AR AR A B[R] R« SRR 2 S BR T A
T ACE A A L 53 22 T i MR 4 7 — g I ) N B 22 it
A T HARE LI W e — A A S8 A ) S ) A3 11
fhifA . FTIR SR AR R B — AR B i) A, PRIt
WRAE—E TR, i —4F | BRI A AR 587228
RN R AR 2 O M A B2 AR 3]
FHARASHEACAE A P (R A o, N8 358 DR 2 728 25 0 e )
KIGFFEE BT AT LA I A b it R0 58 78 SR 28 AR A
ROHFMENERD
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Fig.1 Difference between mutation rate and mutation frequency

5] H :Tassi di mutazione, http://creativecommons. erg/licenses/by-nc-sa/2. 5/deed. it

Data from: Tassi di mutazione, http://creativecommons. erg/licenses/by-nc-sa/2. 5/deed. it
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AR (M) 25T 10, T BB AR (N) 16 x4 =
64, M ZEAEHFR(M/N) 9 10/64 =1.6 x 10", FAEHR
o TR SR A 53 B (D) Ty 15 x4 =60 &R
AR EAFRE v ( =2) A5 I, o =v/D =3.3 x
1072,
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WRIXERY 6 4> 2N . 15 5, A R R AL R AR WA,
FURZ AW, A5 58 A0 AR 4 58 728 SR A A 7 A
FORT AR AN J1 00773 s HAR  RAZ R — AN sE e B ALAY L
T, ANV ] P 7 fif 37 5 A SRR 5 5 =, RAB AT 40
RIS, AL HE AT 57 (AN A R A9 He A A
SRAE )RR LA JE A8 (AR 7 BE YA L i % AR 57
S5 RILSRAR ARSI T I AN R 2R T, SR R A7 gt
5 SR RE MR R0 2 2 AR SR L A5 B S 2 T, BRIE
illeeed SR ES AP Y CAWPAR R S0 b e ]|
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BT RS, iRV 2 R O 2 7R AR R R
LA Efg e R & DNA I BOR BT A 0 3R AT ]
ATLATE DNA JKF B EHEAE R R — ik, R
AR 46 5 7 125 T D 2 TR G R R DR B R AR
SCLAEG SR R 491 a3 LA 572 AR R 5 A8 Bt 4 Al 5
T

2 ETRBEEEMNEETTE

Xt F IR 2 2 R IR AR S 14 58745 T LR B b
i BT R T B AE Fe i sk 2 i ik, e
ST AL P TR 2578 S AR 214 A M 5 ke T A B
PR S 1) S AR R A 2 — S | B — S AN R Ay
BrEAR . o FiZ 07 IR B R 2848 FLAT W] UL 2] i) 2 3 A
N, A, DNA JE g i X a2 48 | [A] S35 1 2848 |
AR SR B A S L R ) 28738 DA B TUAY SE TR B 2
AR (—ANSE R AR J5 1 D RE AT Ay At 3 PR M2 ) S4B
MELL S BOERA O WIRIASRERI 4, 5390, 4 ik
14 5 ARG S I R 255 i B rh B 245 B A 28
2.1 FIAM,REEITERTHER

R PIEAE B R PSS AR SRR E IR A

A MFERECBR) WOk, M P BB AT BORRA T AR, 0

FARNH G = M, KA TSR (BR) 1780/ M, Fifl
1 S (MR ) 1788 x 100% (1)

M, A RAREC S B SRS e, R

RANHY =M, & FAS RED M, BEAR I Sk
# x 100% (2)

R AN A5 B B A R AN — 30y, 5
(2) 2 B A R A ik, o M, 2878 1R A Rl
I GE T 2R T i, PR, 76 ELEOAR [] SRk i) 1
FELE I, B2 0 R R I B G O iR R S A
KHZIT i, MITE 2 B /N K KRG K E
AEVEYI SRR AT T g

FEk LT B4 T R A 8 0 T g AR AR R
FNGEAE AATR I A A 2K

RAF R % = 5 A8 1 SVEU/M, bR S B x
100% (3)

AT LS B 45T Bl A (2) 75 Y 28 A8 A
R, BRI TR R AR A

it 100 A~ MBS, BP 100 > M, AEAT AL
BRI 2R AR K, T

RAFNTH G = FAZ UL/ M, B THL x 100% (4)

Gt 100 A M BRE AR, BIAE 100 4> M, #:1T

LB ERR N € U

RN = 53 W/ M, BRITEL x 100% (5)

GRAGTEAT AL 4G — R S A BEAT AN UK 58 A8 B AT
X, PTIBMIR AR T4 [ — 384T B I PR Ah g A2
A QSR FR R S AR A (R AR AR AR ) |
fican M3 100 AT, B 4 DMRAT R A T AR, H
2 MEITNAS KA T R AR AR, 5 2 AN EERATIN
ST PR SR (A AT AT ) DR 2R IR
BET 6, AKX (1), RAWRL =M, KA KL
A TR M, AR 1 B BRI T2 x 100% = 4/100 =4 x
10 2 4% A (4), RATR% = R REYM, #17
B x100% =6/100 =6 x 10 7, A WA (4) FA R
(1) NIRRT, P ILTE S 2% AN R B9 SC
B, T EEERCR M G R B —3,
2.2 AEMERIAKHERFHRETE

25 ML) 51T FHAE A BRI A6 B K e T (1) 28
AR, SR T K TR H R R AR R R
(Su—su) BYZRARZR R B K 4 (susu) VEREA |
YR R FRAE FIRL T K SR (SuSu) BIAEMVE A 4T
28, CVAAREIRL(Su) XTEPRL (su) S B4 s L3
W5 B RN IZ 56 4 45 AR FIRL A, (H SE PRI 2
FE, BETE 2 TTAFRi BT 2 R Ebhr Bk, Ut
WIFEACA Y 2 TTRi ek i 2 RigE R B 2l Su
AR su, XAEFLI LN Su RASR N T 4pz—"

3 ETERBEENEHERE

AT T DNA Fy 514G 00 17 S8 531 7 1 5 728 1A% f e
TRV EAREAT BRI AR G 5 DX 91 7 5 | [R) L5
AR TUAHEDN AL A RN | il 4k TR S 5 I e e ok
S0 S AR AR B AT Z A B 5 vk . b R
(Microsatellite ) 43 AR 7E ik PR 5 42 A ) il P vp 45 211 )
IR, BT R BT R 41 85 & [ Simple sequence
repeats (SSRs) JJEH 1 ~6 MlFE N FEF B9 R ECEH E
DNA &5, B T &A1t H b % % 45 12 ( Neutral
markers ) HA T K148 S04 DL 6 2 i o A, PRI
TEFRG R FEY FHABHL LU AT s 2z
B BRI T —FhRE 22 AR, S BUR R
S5 e PRI R 58 72 A5 AR Ak PR 22 ) B o A OB 22 5
— MR I TR S AR Y F S UL 2 DNA & it
T HH Al 1 51 ( Polymerase slippage) "> | EI7E DNA
SN SR A EE A & E R AR BE FURT & R
IF 3B, ERTIC O I 357 A S AR S A ZRK 25 B o i 7™
PEFETC, DNA SREWE(EX PR BC AT DNA BE 1 4K2e &
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JRFR R B W 81 ( Strand slippage ) | 1 £ &5 BiC ( Slipped-
strand mispairing ) 1 & il #F 3l ( Replication slippage )
slie-16]

ST AW TR 5878 3R 1 7 v, v R S3
DU . — & DA R B A A M A i A By it
FIFH 275 F 2 5 & ( Mutation accumulation lines) #E 47
A0 = IR 0o B By o ) s S st B0 ) A A bk
FTECAE AT 2 5 VU2 e 9 55 0 ol o 5 37 6 TR 14 43 A
BEATAREE 2 I BIE 5% B 44 R4 (4 15 A3 ( Timescale )
FETE 5 1 2RSS 2 SO0 R R TR R T vk, T
Je PRR 7 2 0 & TR BRI 7 vk o RIINAR 5 v i T
LU 98728 1Y 0L Ay LAl S Ay i e M5 N 1B
TR AR R HERR R, A 08 T B AR LG I 3]
AR, AR 5 2 A0 RS T 5 R B A
Yyioka S e T AR 2R A R R DB K o R (H R T 32 3
VEPE FFGE A R SR G RN 2, T RE 25 3
AR 22 . E IR I IE S RIA R AL A TR R
AR ARAFAEAR K I 5, 978 38 55 i T 82 1) Ry 2R B A o
SBCRAT K, I BRI 5844 BL AR A5 Y 572 2K T
S B BR A R AR I 2 AR R Z ARG T R
P TR SR AR BN R [R) W) R TR A AEAR R
ZE 5 NP RO SE WA X 8D AEaREEVEY) b, 2001
4 Udupa 55 15 IR DA W R ERIESE T 1o 102 1Y
RARR PSSO AREERLNE  EOK N i
A BT TR0 A N TR
IR T LE 2 BORAR S, & S B 78 1 7 k8
7t R R T I3
3.1 BR/NERIEMARTRNGEE

Thuillet 2527 B 32 4 & 7 8 ki /N % ( Triticum
turgidum L. )10 ME D RN SRR, R E-R
500 NIRAZFLR G FR AT — A 2l5 A Rk R Y 5 it
P B 2107 2B R, Had FEUS  FH K AE R 20 ks
/NG (A Sham 1, ICARDA) #3285, #EAT IR 85, &
J5 FARKOKAN R ANAE B U540 B RS A, X AUERLA
R (G,) AZLARH] G, , SR 5 R BRI AL 5 V5 e 2 il
HAZ(RITE G BE A h Bk E4E 1 3, NERFEP I
BRI G, G IR AR, LU £ ARER I nith) | 3% 42
H22 15 48, iR, 20746 8 (10 A 11 A4 ik s
PR AR EZ 3 A H S B L & B R 500
AR o B R USSR S A Sham T 0. 2 Bt
M SR RIZH DNA, X 10 AN TR A7 s 64T PCR
PHG PG P WA T BRI B BRI H K, SR X e
Sham T (1% Ji iy 5 407 e [R] R 98 705 46 37 6 PR 47 o B

T,

Xof 57 o1, 5878 R AR S UG 2] 4 2 A8 B ok
DART R SR BN R AE A (n) . A T3 n fH, %
JE—A R AEHAC 1 &AM — AR (1 g, AR,
A i BN RIR A B A B AA ) . XA
TE g HACKT T OF 58 O AL A A SE R B Aa, 7E AR g,
IR TIAE R Aa FIBERIE(12) 57" b Fai A
IRZS aa BIRER K 17201 = (1/2)7" ], XAE, FEHHAR
g BIR R A AR B HEAC o B AT ULSR 31 1 S K
(172)5 '+ 172[1 = (172)57' ], AT itk R 172
[1+ (172)'], i=(g — XA E UL S 1AL
) . BRI T RE & A 248 I i 1A
AR g -1 3] g-g, BIMNO B g -1, AIEEMIELR A2
AR (n) AT R A AR

g-1
no= »20172(1 +1/29)] =
i=0

El(l +12) =12 -2 + ) (6)

Kb, i R g AR, XA A Xgwml148,
Xgwml53, Xgwm257, Xgwm312, Xgwm372, Xgwm374
I Xgwm526 , 7E47 8 11521 469 A~ &, B LA A
M ng =469 (2 -2'"% +8) =4686, X T Xgwm99,
Xgwmd95 Fl Xgwm537 %5 3 N, 7245 10 AR 75 2
435 AN FR L E 11 ARS8 36 NS R AR 8 S
n €M n, ,n, =5,687,

FERTAFIER 10 4B TLR (e SRV 12 4
Ge/ls 0, 5 P 5 B R 697 39 5 2
12/(7 x4,686 +3 x5,687) =2.4 x 107*, K Rz
FRIEM DR R Z [AFFAEIR K22 5%, Thuillet 55161155
TSR SRAEZ N Xgwm153 o7 51 [ 5748 2R
1077, 11 Xgwm312 {345 IR AL A 6.4 x 107 Kl
BN 12 A8 Hpp K3 1 A EE B s, H
8 ANRASIE I THIIN T 1 D EE LT 4 AR N
PR T 1 AEE T,

3.2 EEE(TAA)n RIEMARTRNMGEHE

JEWE G ( Cicer arietinum L. ) J& 5K A6 8 =
BHEY) (2n =16), Udupa %7 35 I 1 4~ b 7 5
Ghab 2 Fl Syrian Local, &> &hFPBEHLIE R — 4l A
Fitk (HEAR Gy) AT A2, AR 7 (G TE N — &5
HRAE RN, 7E G, , N Ghab 2 5 Fh A B h € 4% 107
¥R, BRI 50 RLAPFIR A ; N Syrian Local /i B FF {4
HHEERE 104 Bk, BERRIRER 50 RiRh FIRA . FHHR IR
RERF TR EMAIFZ IR, fER2H 3 1
HAR(G, - Gy) THEZRMAAE 07 A, B
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TR L 8,00 #E , LAS5 KBIR EE Mo /D it A5 B AR K,
55 B TIR MR Fbrm 3 R M — 3%, R
SRR A A . NS S AR P 2 i BEALIR 107 H
Ghab2 H1 104 ¥k Syrian Local , F JH 411 i 25 23 48 BB
DNA Jf:HYE PCR ¥ #4198t . FIH 15 4~ (TAA) n
TR SIEFT AT, X 15 D75 &M Ghab 2 & Ff 3k
P2 DNA 19 120 S hRic h BEALSE I , 3 2 TR
S TR AN R B A 51 4 ) 3 R TAA B 3 52 8K
HIZC A, P88 DNA F Bt 470 5 45 5 4507
BEPIR RN (TAA BYEESZH) o Al i) 58 A8 AR S5 Aor
FEMK/NELEE PCR U1 A BTt AT 8001

HRARERK AN p=n/(2GLK), X n i
RAFREL, G MHARE, L 238 2 (Inbred lines) %, K
RIALEE, AEPIAS SRR B ISR R 15 AT
B S Ghab 2 SR 13 A7 5 R 2E 167 A4S H AR
A% Syria Local sy 7 LS & A 60 4~ H AR AR,
I EAR AR Ghab 2 BT 7 55 A9 FE 2848 R A 1 x
10 7%, Syrian Local FT A 3 5 B FE IR AR K 3.9 x
1077, IELN AR 28 A8 AP AEAR K 25 57 —FF, i F N
ANTE 7 A R Y 5 A8 ZRAAFAEAR K 22 5], Ghab 2 i 13
AT A B 28 ARG 9.3 x 107* ~ 4.5 x
10 7 ; Syrian Local fhFf 7 ANk T3 R 7 #5 19 28 748 2R 30 il
H1.9x107° ~3.7 x 1077, LXK B4V 5 28 A48 K Y
— AN B RN RN (TAA TR UED) |, B
SNSRI KNG G B AL 3 1 IE A E O R
(X}F&Ff Ghab 2,r =0.66,P<0. 01 ; X} T & Fh Syrian
Local ,r =0.50,P<0.055 ), P45 FP Y i TR A A5
GEALE T Y R 225096, 9% ) i Hy T 1Y I s > 1 A4
TAA R FEFIEA , HAL R B AFE 2 1~ (2.2% ) 5% 4
A~(0.9% ) EEIL TP,
3.3 EXMIEMEARTRNMGEE

Vigouroux A0S 3 WA kST R TR IR AL B T
FK(Zea mays L. ) il TR w5 A8 A5G
SRR, BT R IRALE Ak 1, KR 6 A&
KT 22 & ( B73, Mol7, Oh43, PHAAO, PH24E, Fl
PHN46) , EA1 A FEAZL 2 5 R el &= /0 7
RASCEBIE N, R0 B ext LR Ae RIEF T
H 38, FIH 55 ~78 AN 12 S0 5 Ze Bk #e 1 58 &
e T H IR F R ( Founding seed stocks ) 32 21| 76 ¥;
TSR A R S ALRR . S 1 IR A SC T 1998 AE R AT 7E
Johnston, Towa, 2 2 K T 1999 4E 7 Wi 4~ #i J7
Johnston , Iowa 1 York ,Neb FiAE , H R & AL KT5
YA MR ORI B R, T 1999 4EARN L 6 NIEAS
R REAL 24 FEH T — P9, BRI 23 KL

(3552 AR ) , 5 R A R B AT 23 AT LA DA S
FEFT Y ZRAL

FH10d #9232 HL DNA, R 48 4~
TR AL R G ACFEA BT PCR 971,
WEE , RN S EZ LT 058 2 MR 3
MR 4 DL S METIR 6 AT R LA SO
4 AZTFTR R 1 28 A8 S5 R AN E AT SRR SR AR
S FE AT 3G e BRI Y, S8 AR AR ) 3 P R
B G SR A AT A

R T I GRAR A ARG I B B 5848 Bk DA g 2t
AR AN S 5 PR 28 Dy ) i s HEAR B (SR SR I - i
RE) . R AN EEE T — AR, BT DL 5L -
THARE =23 ki x2 73R x4 F x6 I3 HR x48 {if
50(52,992) — AR & s . iR i H G 7 L
BRI R s, A — A R D B AR S S
P — HAREL =23 i x2 G x4 Fl x6 TR x
7 i (7728) - 10 XK E G =7718, BT LA AR
UL T PR S B AR = 1/7718 = 1.3 x 1074,
AR AN B (1) — > 52 AR 7 11, BE AR 118 S5 57 e PR 1
WAT IAEERT, WTEERETFKT 2 MLITIR
O EERY A ERL 2 S ol BB

RT3 P T B A a5 I A 1) 5% AR 2R DL A
Clark 25Dt AL 22 F 58 A 2 o 22 SE A5 5, N E
KR A SR BECRI A AR R R, Bt R
B, FOKR A EF AR LS KA B (Z. mays ssp. parviglumis)
() eb1 FEPRJE F RNt 7 EE AR H AR, b1 3
PRI 2 3 7 371 57 ity 7 1) 1) 66 B ] By X 371 1) 22 R P AR
%o XX 2 805 Yk 2 B B b1 BRA T
(Haplotype ) &A= (1) AT [ 7 (1Y) 9 48 J& — 3y, H v
SERFIE RIS TR KATE 6250 ~ 10000 4F L AT 5E AL
Yk, SR 5 HAF AR RGE Y K, gk H T 00T bl #%
DIEFEERIN 6 NI FH (1.7 -,2.5-,7.1 —,
35.6 —, 45.8 — ,Fl158.6 —kb XI5, 5 M\ 5/ 3 FE B b1
cDNA JPFIEE RS ) AT 58, I HTT AR X 6 4~ X
BT 8 B BCE ARG Z R I b1 DX SR 2] 11 28
AR TR IR A BT i) L K FR A% AL, Clark S5 5
HX 6 AN X B IR B RN 1.0 x107° ~
7.2%x107°%,
3.4 EENENBEMIEMARTENESE

Raquin 00 S 16 A4S W N ( Triticum
aestivum L. ) 2GRN AUWEFEAR RN T B RE L2
ST BIE Ao BRI, SR G IR E Sl AT
3 RIS B, B i g B AR R 0 RABER (Gy)
F 1984 FEHE Le Moulon ({37 F ELELHT ) FiAE G, 7,
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BE S Z A S R 16 18 (F4E 1Y), F AR R A
5000 ~ 10000 MHEAK , LA R IR G0k, A L
10000 i Fh 13 Flr , i F — 1R B34 5] 5000 ~ 10000
., BRARATE 16 D BA B R FIF RIBE AP RL 4 R DL
R Tk 2607, $REU16 ASSEART G AL 287 AVl
FREY 200mg 47 1Y & DNA, & 21 A4Sk T & 3k 47
PCR ¥ FoRE AT, 5REAMILE, 7E G AR i
W 23 AL IE D, 40 A 7E T 58 19 21 A s v
(1459 A3 257, 78 Tl 2 1 30 gy 6 {7 3 [ il 3 28728
FEA ) ARSI AR R 0 ~4.97 x 1077,

Cieslarova 21 3%/ 7 A8 W ( Pisum sativum L. )
ARl FEIR 2 PR FH BURLAG 1 ) 1k i 2 B 10 AR, B
RS B 1 AR, A HAR S Bk ISR
F SR JE N S kAP AR B T — 0, XTEE 1 AR
FIEE 10 FRAE S 3 A0k AN ST LB Hr, 3
AT RS A5 A TR B S A B AS R B, A9 A7 A
N 1 2 B I A S JRE T 1) LTR IX 38, AD270 {37 547
TIHEHE X, AF016458 i mi . T FiA KK 1Y 5 vk
BEX, EMPRERER(R)WAXN: R=N/T,
N R ZRARGEN LR P ECH | T & F UriF g 67 5 1
BTG 0 5 7 SE PR BB, S5 SRR ITESE 10 fRFE 5
) AD270 (7 E3E AN T 1 AN ATCT” EE T, A K
B OLEIRAER N 4.76 x 10 7°,95% 1 B A5 X
B 1.2x107*~2.7x107%,
3.5 F A TILLING ¥AREMFEL R

DA A 43 B 3 35 PR R 6 7 A B8 i S 4] 2 L
A FHARA R, B N TR FBUR D Y4
ARG G A7 3 PR 98742 1 A DU S A R o e, Herp
B R L P i J& TILLING #£ R, TILLING ( Targeting
Induced Local Lesions IN Genomes) AR E )15 5
PR R 5 AR i — b 47 1) S 1o 3 A% 4 0 9%
e, EHAK N TAHEAE PCR H A I 5 18 & 28 78 46
FARA G5 G, vl ey DRk o o b %5 R 4
EMS 854k 2175 48 175 78 7= 25 1 A 8 A8 s/ B B il
2B ARG TILLING $5 A 56 Ak 245 728 7035 % e
H—ZAN S A T B R S RS | W1k T PCR
PG4 ) S UFORUE | P — b R S D0 S T A P VD
LT, ) e TR 0 A U) R B, e AR S
Colbert 25 LT AN EFIE RSeS| A TILLING
A RHERR TR PHYE S B T RIRCR

TERE W) v 5 S F T TILLING 45 AR R 47 28 748 6
W) JE U I (Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh)"™' B
JEAR PR T B EY P, Slade %Y B R K
TILLING $A 37 T 3 3 /N 22 19 36 0 dh B ol )L, 78

1920 4~ EMS 528 19 M, Supk b i sk A 3 > [E] 6
B, ALRAS 246 N 37 B S AR S A, SR AR A A (R
PR 9 A% % BE | Mutation density ) & 1/24kb ~ 1/40kb,,
Uauy 25 DB TILLING $2 AR R T EMS 3578 1 PO A4
55N AR PSS AR X U M S B S R
M3 A SBEIla SBEITb 5 /N9 54550 3L WKS1 5
WKS2 1 11 A~ HARIEF F BOg i, 625 5 i 275 %
AT 05, RS AR S PO A /N rh i 28 AR R 4 i) ok
1/38 kb F1 1/51 kb, W LLA/INE SiFhE 22 18 =%
(175748 SP, BEMR R g0 b4 k) IR R 3L T CEL 1 B )11
fil i TILLING i 2 1A 3 R /N 22 5 T 03 K e
o SEPEIRAR G 1 HAREE N A B, IT45 & PCR L ARK I
INFE L34 FEPRR Bl R 98728, TE R 22 18 SP,
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