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2 R 42 4%

MAETE 2018 4ETH % 159,579 t, JUA . MR . MR
BHEHESINCERT =, EARMARFERHES S
97.10%. EA BE AN T FR5E 7 e PRk A Jee i [l g, T
I 5 — 2 [ RBUR AR o, AE T RAK . AR AR
W ESENE, WL, KL EMEREHAAKAE
PR, B 7R O 1 S EL DU P 3 R B9 B £
Foft o AR TR LE 1) FE o o550 BRE 00 B R 5 B KB B £ 04
TG T ARG A5 S Fh 4 FR B, L S8 ) 42 1%
BER . EKESHEARTEIE A 225 5 )7 1 W58
(FHK S, 2019; SR E M, 2019), {HXFH Tk
1358 1% 22 S5 i oK LA

i B FRid (microsatellite), tHFR “ffj 8 E 7
51" (simple sequence repeats, SSR)EY, “4d S & 7
%1)” (short tandem repeats, STRs), i% DNA F B &
JEN 1~6 DAY IR 1Y fa] 57 5 8 4 R BR AL o i L2
PRicEA MR LB T RS, T
FERBRAL G5 AT | AL A RSP 2 | 1A% ZRENE
Yo MR e 55 T, ¥ HAA N M {E (Chistiakov
et al, 2006). fl T ETEA BEfAE T KF LRYisfe £
FEMEWT 5T B HAWAR) 2, XIAE55(2008)FI ] 13 Xf 22
ik T 51 W% 38 [ R I U 38 7 A BE(E. awoara) #E 1T
WE T, KRB L SRS, (HRhRESS
FoFFR B0 08 2 B — e BERE W A T4, R 155
QOIYFIFH 7 X DESI WX 7 A I kA B
(E. akaara)BFE AT /04T, Won 7 DRHMEABRARER
3% ZREME , HLRFIAR (B] F7 76 15215 22 5 ; Dong 55 (2007)
A TR T A B, ¥l A B £ (E. lanceolatus) |
bl A1 BEAfL(E. coioides) | i s A1 BE AL 55 9 By B AL ()
AL ZREPE AL T KR

HAT, TRy ik F2H DNA R4
o SRR T e BB S PR UK R I L B AR UKL
PCR-RFLP Kl f1£ 8 PCR IR FEEhRic 4 A
SIEH P R (ISR, 2004), T T2 ZOERRCHE
ARFFH FAM, HEX il TAMRA = Fi A ] 5 (0, 56 ' Y4
B —FbRiC LRSI, X PCR =T
TKASIN )P 34 PG o3 A R 45 6 3 R R B R /N it
B, MOy e R, R R R, AHIEST N A
TR FH A T2 5 A e £ AR X 4 08 B i st L &2
FEMEGEAT A0 AT, B e A BE A B b . RAAL B
DL RGHR S Bh 3 B PR AR 2 AR .

1 MR57E=%
ELPRE S

S5 P W By R BEA B 05 < B BRI 1L AR 3R M
IR ™ A7 BRZA A, A A BREA0HC 1 96 B 18 A= )

1.1

HABRAA . BAERBENLPEE 30 B, BY8ERIT
FIKOESY, BEF-20CUKFHSH-

1.2 DNA iEEH

SR FH RS I B 3 Ay BRE AR i TR 4
DNA (FEIT.4%, 2018), DNA 4fi B Fuk B2 43 A 1%
1) B iR R L YK A T 8 11 43 B ARG T, AR 4 Jir 45
R 25 S B AT AL, T B DNA MRJE £ 50 ng/uL,
B F-20CUkFaIRAE 5 o

1.3 HMIBE3|Y. PCR ¥ T L&

131 #HMIEE3H AWFFERT 52 R TR 51
AT B S ) R [ ER A BEFL(E. quernus) . Ak
MO B, BH A BE L /)N 85 1% 85 (Mycteroperca
microlepis) |t & B 5 ¥t i, fh iRk — i A Y
FHEA AR AR, M s 28 XA REd 1=
Wy H 2L W i 55 15 14

1.3.2 PCR ¥ ¥ PCR W& & 20 puL: DNA #
# 1 uL, 2xTaq PCR Master Mix 10 pL, iFR 5|4
% 0.5 uL, POEARIcTI¥I(6-FAM, HEX 5{ TAMRA)
0.2 uL, ddH,O 7.8 pL. ¥ #4 /WA Veriti PCR ¥ I
S, PCR UNARFE: 95 CHIASE 5 min, 95 CASPE
30s, Bk 30 s CRIIFETS PCR 7k, iBKIREH 65C
[ 55°C, 4330 65°C . 63°C. 60°C. 58°CHI55C,
B 4 AMEES 2 MIEFR, 55°CiE -k 29 MEHF), 72°C
FEAH 30 s, 3L 36 NEI, 72°CHEMH 10 min, 4 CHEAF o
1.3.3  #kékal 1) FE Bt M AR 5 i L YKk X 28 '
PCR F=¥ it 47 % 2 , 0 6 H 45 B — HLR/INHHAF 19 5|
Y1, X DNA Marker W& JE T2 5, KA =0
B AR B E VG L, 75 ABI 3730 XL i 4 F 4T
A sh9O6RM . 8 GeneMarker #f4:, S AN
B IR 25 S, ARG A 517 B R B A AT S A 5
{#i F§ GeneScan 500 LIZ Size Standard #E475038 43 #7 o

1.4 HHESHT

FIH Popgene32 #AFITHE 20 A~ A &

3 Fhof BE BRI A SR L BN A8 R S5 L AL
(Ne) . WL 225 B (Ho) « HER 445 B (He) LA T A4 1]
Nei GRS . BENIISC REU(Fy) . LML R %L
(F)FIEHFR(Nm), T Botstein Z5(1980) v [
X, fEH) Excel 2010 I 24545 B &= (PIC):

n n-1 n

PIC=1-Y R’ -3 > 2R°P’

i=1 i=1 j=i+l
X, P PRI AR | AR | NSRRI R, n
Ry R A FE PRI



FEMAE: R BE(Q) 5 B RBEA B () AL

TR L 2R 27

SRR Nei's brifeist {4 2 (Nei, 1973), 3k
PR AR S 2508 A I BUS 4 S %HE (UPGMA),
MEGA 4.0 F{A-A 3 4~ BE BRI A R G

2 HERE5HW

2.1 SSRILmEEHMENHT
X ERY 28 X 2 ST AH e 2, Hirp
20 XTSI YR E VST . SRR L . 28R

(), THTRLBE ST, 20 M DR
IS FE T B KB BEALL | o o5 A B A0 e 4 JR B 44 mT
Y1, R BER/NHK 106~424 bp, 55457 5525 57 BL S
B X, BT 25, 3~19 AN S 1 47 K2 M 10.75
Ao WA B . WA A 4R 0.443 3,
0.674 9, An22 i 1 J& TARE 28547 55 (P1C<0.25), It
AN, B Anll, An32., CX-6 il CX-20 i & NhEL
A7 H.(0.25<PIC<0.5)%h, HAf SE B TFRELs
fA(PIC>0.5), FHZBEETERN 0.6386 (£ 2).

x1 20 MHIESIMFT
Tab.1 20 pairs of microsatellite primer sequences
(A= GlE 2] 1B B SEVE IPNAN BT
Locus Primer sequence (5'~3") Annealing temperature/'C  Allele size range/bp Accession No.

CA2 GACTTGATTCAGCAAAATAAAGATG 55 280~312 AF539606
AGAGACGGTGCCAGTAAATGAA

RH_GATA 003 GGGCAATTTGGTTCTTCACA 57 106~253 DQ223790
TGTCAATGCCACAGGATACA

PM12 AGAAAAAGCTCCACAACACAACAA 55 164~225 EU117134
GAGCCCCAGTCCCAAATATTG

RH_CA_001 CGAGATAAGCCCTGGTGAAA 60 392~425 EU117135
AGTCCCGATGTGGTAACGAG

Anl ACTACAGAGCGTGGCAGGTT 60 166~303 IN185622
TGCAGTCAGTGCAAATGAGTC

Anl1 GCTCTGTGGATGGCCTTTAT 58 146~169 IN185632
TTCATCCTCTGGGGACTACG

An23 GACAGCAACGTCAGACCAGA 59 216~264 IN185644
TGCACAAAGTGTTATTAGTCATCA

Anl5 CCTGTGTGTGAGCTGGAGAA 58 108~267 IN185636
GGTGGAGGAGTACGAAACCA

Anl0 GAGAGATAAATACCAGCTTCACTGC 58.5 185~217 IN185631
TTCACAGTTTCCTCGGTTCC

An22 GCTGGGGAATGCATTATGTT 58.5 216~243 IN185626
TCAGGTTGATGCTGAGTGGA

DY73 AGTCACCATCCCCACTGAAA 58.5 180~226 KP230431
GGGGCAGGAAGACACACTTA

An32 TTCTCCATCATTAGTCGCACA 58.5 191~222 IN185653
TCTTTGTCTCCCTGTTTTTGC

An30 GGCAGGTGTGTTTATTGCAG 58.5 216~265 IN185651
CTAGCCATGGTTTGGTGGAT

Gag023 GCATTTGTGTTAGGATGACACT 58.5 109~125 AF183143
CACATGGACAGGATTGAGGA

DY52 CTCCCCATAATCCCCTCTGT 58.5 266~298 KP230429
GAGTAATGTGTGCCGGGAGT

DY230 GAGCTGCGTCTGTCAGGACT 58.5 179~214 KP230437
CAGCCACTCAAACATCCTCA

CX-6 GGAAACCTCAGAAAAGTTTGTCC 60 141~153
CATAGAGAAGTGGCATGTTTGT

CX-12 AAAGGTCAGACTTTCCACCTGAT 60 123~150
ACCTCAGCTAAAGACCTCGTGTT

CX-14 CTGTGGTGTCACACAATACTGCT 58 125~145
CCTTTTACCTCCTCTACTACTACTGC

CX-20 AGCTGTAGTGGAATGTTTGGTGT 60 122~131

TAGCATTGTGTAGCAGTCAGGTG
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22 BEZHESM Tabf 2Ge2n(::ti]c fiir%f; of 2%?@?;&3 loci
M 3 AT LA, S ORBEA B AR A R 5 Locus Na Ho He PIC
M4 BB A s &8 IR E 45 2.412 8., CA2 14 0.5854 08017 0.7751
4.367 9 Fl13.370 6, A5 A BEA AU 24 A& 5 . R RH_GATA_003 12 0.6200  0.8200 0.7893
ARG BT 3 Ma BRI e, 300 0.474 PM12 12 04588  0.6212 05793
9.0.701 3, éﬁﬁfﬁ2(0473 6. 0.603 2)’ E%j(}jf RH _CA 001 13 0.762 5 0.762 1 0.727 9
A BE I 2 A B B R A BRI, 4 5h Anl 19 0.6712° 0.8616  0.8408
03855, 0424, SHATERIIEY, B AT O 01560 04 0
FRIZEE L TR (0.6453), HIEZAEN AL Anl5s 21 0.7439  0.8809 0.865 8
75%; WHRBARAKTFHZEF[ATEEM  Ano 15 0.4085 0.8477 0.8303
(0.491 9), . ®mEZAAM A5 30%. 40%; An22 5 0.1698 0.2597 0.2472
R FIRERIA P ZBE RS EN 0555 1, & DY73 12 03947 0.6391 0.609 5
BE LA S 60%. | REEELFEN] , AHEST Tk F 1Y An32 5 03939 05156 0.4434
20 XTSI ATAE R i B R BE A B A e A B An30 15 07451 09119 08948
S 28 FRAE RBEMARbRIC, 7THT 3 A B Gag023 ! 0.1778 06237 0.3506
i . i DY52 12 0.2468 0.5903  0.566 6
HEVRAIREE A% ZFEE BT . DY230 11 0.6914 0.8098 0.7850
2.3 Hardy-Weinberg FE&# 1 CX-6 3 0.2410 04913 04357
CX-12 6 0.1739  0.6578 0.5959
ffi Bl Hardy-Weinberg V- kA0 55 3 241 BEA 1Y CX-14 7 05316  0.6913 0.624 4
20 M. RN, B RBEABREMA . a5 CX-20 3 03214 04007 0.3406
i, RFESINA T, 13, 9 M AR R T R S Mean 107500 04433 0.6749  0.6386
B R A RS (P<0.01) . BBAL, 5B KIEABEM PR St.Dev 52805 02130  0.1847  0.1882
x3 BEHAHWMEAME. GEARGNEENMEETRESH
Tab.3 Parameters of genetic variation for the E. tukula, E. fuscoguttatus and Jinhu grouper
o W KB A B £ i 47 B £ B
Loc;:s E. tukula E. fuscoguttatus E. fuscoguttatus( Q)*E. tukula(J3)
Ne Ho He PIC N, Ho He PIC Ne Ho He PIC
CA2 2.1047 0.6786 0.5344 04728 8.5616 0.5600 0.9012 0.8724 4.7514 0.5172 0.8034 0.762 6
RH_GATA 003 3.5156 0.6667 0.7277 0.6731 5.5556 0.6000 0.8632 0.7980 1.7391 0.5000 0.4474 0.410 8
PM12 1.0713 0  0.0678 0.0644 4.0723 0.7692 0.7692 0.7202 3.098 1 0.6333 0.6887 0.6330
RH CA 001  1.9190 0.6333 0.4870 0.4277 4.1739 0.7917 0.776 6 0.7346 4.2250 0.8846 0.7783 0.7322
Anl 2.0907 0.4167 0.5328 0.4697 8.0000 0.8462 0.8922 0.8637 4.8532 0.7391 0.8116 0.773 0
Anll 1.700 8 0.2778 0.4238 0.3831 2.1070 0.1875 0.5423 0.4868 1.4098 00 0.2995 0.2484
An23 3.7915 03500 0.7551 0.6969 7.3673 0.2632 0.8876 0.8511 55979 0.7483 0.8396 0.8049
Anl5 41303 0.6296 0.7722 0.7389 7.3081 0.7308 0.880 1 0.8500 7.8598 0.8621 0.888 1 0.859 4
Anl0 4.6243 0.5000 0.8038 0.7505 7.0052 0.423 1 0.8741 0.8422 5.4585 0.3200 0.8335 0.7943
An22 1.0000 0 0 — 21603 03125 0.5544 0.5087 12462 02222 0.2032 0.1780
DY73 2.8509 0.607 1 0.6610 0.6105 2.7211 0.3000 0.6487 0.564 1 1.9551 0.2500 0.4974 0.4627
An32 2.0719 0.5000 0.5399 0.4200 1.3615 0.2308 0.2707 0.2390 1.6897 0.5000 0.4156 0.3249
An30 4.800 0 0.6667 0.8636 0.7630 8.7912 0.7500 0.9090 0.8753 8.3893 0.7600 0.898 8 0.869 2
Gag023 1.1759 0.0800 0.1527 0.1428 1.9417 03000 0.5105 0.4064 13699 0.3000 0.2842 0.259 1
DY52 1.2929 0.1667 02314 02146 4.1254 0.2400 0.7731 0.7225 22791 0.3214 0.5714 0.539 8
DY230 42453 0.7000 0.7774 0.7264 2.7203 0.6923 0.6448 0.6085 2.5510 0.6800 0.6204 0.569 2




%6 H S EPRAE: ALS A BEA(Q) S I B KB OB (S R H A 3E TR L A AT 29
HR3
W5 KB B FRACABE LR
{37 )5, Locus E. tukula E. fuscoguttatus E. fuscoguttatus(@)xE. tukula(3)
Ne Ho He PIC Ne Ho He PIC Ne Ho He PIC
CX-6 1.000 0 0 0 - 27040 0.3846 0.6425 0.5545 2.0963 0.3571 0.5325 0.4683
CX-12 24151 04583 0.5984 0.5343 2.3143 0 0.5841 0.4889 2.4670 0.0370 0.6059 0.5181
CX-14 14563 0.3793 0.3188 0.2740 2.3273 0.5000 0.5824 0.5217 2.7313 0.7308 0.6463 0.567 7
CX-20 1.000 0 0 0 - 2.0392 0.6154 0.5196 03979 1.6442 0.3793 0.3987 0.3273
FA4{H Mean 24128 0.3855 04624 0.4919 43679 0.4749 0.7013 0.6453 33706 0.4736 0.6032 0.5551
PRifE2E St.Dev 13131 02610 0.2967 0.2167 2.5489 0.2431 0.1772 0.1872 2.1412 0.2552 0.2144 0.2129

1 An22. CX-6 Fll CX-20 fif i S AL (35 4),
2.4 BEEEESLSIT

258 3 At iR E o eas R, hak s ]
N, BENILAC R8BI 22 2R BOFE 4y 5
0.228 0, 0.344 1, f 5 M EZE Tl (F<0),

x4 3MAREEER 20 MITEMSH
Hardy-Weinberg %18
Tab.4 Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium test of 20 microsatellite
loci in three grouper populations

15 ML A TR (Fis>0) 5 1815 501k REAEAN [F]
s R, HABEFTE 0.024 6~0.529 0 Z[H],
SERME N 0.150 4, FE 3 Flfy BE Ao 22 a] () i 1478 5
A 15.04%fF7E T2 BERZ 0], i 280844748 55
HAMA . T8 P (HAOBERE b, A58 B 0 A ) fh i
PRI 1.411 9,

N PN . IR
(V¥ G PR AT BEf E. fuscoguttatus
Locus ~~ E. fuscoguttatus ()%
E.tukula E. tukula (&)
CA2 0.475 1 0" 0.068 8
RH GATA 003 0.003 8™  0.003 4" 1.000 0
PM12 0" 0.001 17" 0.2255
RH_CA 001 0.417 9 0.001 2" 0"
Anl 0" 02227 0.727 5
Anll 0" 0" 0"
An23 0.0004™ 0" 0"
Anl5 0.1342 0.001 1" 0"
Anl0 0.060 1 0" 0"
An22 - 0.008 1 0.650 2
DY73 0.8143 0" 0"
An32 0.848 1 0.755 6 0.269 6
An30 0.077 3 0.270 4 0.118 2
Gag023 0.0013  0.3090 0.999 8
DY52 0.001 77 0" 0"
DY230 0.606 6 0.955 4 0.060 3
CX-6 - 0" 0"
CX-12 0.161 1 0" 0"
CX-14 0.699 8 0.951 8 0.590 9
CX-20 - 0.485 1 0.927 8
W - BN, **: P<0.01

Note: Single locus; **: P<0.01

F5 IMAREEESIURBFERR
Tab.5 Genetic differentiation coefficient and
gene flow of three grouper populations

fd RIS MBEUE RIS PR

Locus  RHFe KRMF LEKFe  No
CA2 0.2010 0.2699 0.0861 2.6520
RH GATA 003 0.0989 0.2744 0.1947 1.0339
PM12 0.0639 0.2539 0.2030 09813
RH _CA 001 -0.1533 -0.0059 0.1278 1.706 3
Anl 0.086 1 0.218 3 0.1446 14788
Anll 0.621 1 0.6399 0.0495 4.8020
An23 0.5494 05835 0.0758 3.0497
Anl5 0.1088 0.1535 0.0502 4.7336
Anl0 0.4942 05066 0.0246 9.9321
An22 0.272 1 0.3489 0.1055 2.1201
DY73 03463 03992 0.0808 2.8422
An32 -0.0333 03181 03401 04850
An30 0.1493  0.1988 0.0582 4.0480
Gag023 0.248 3 0.6459 0.5290 0.2226
DY52 0.5289 0.5840 0.1170 1.8859
DY230 -0.0377 0.1295 0.1578 1.3340
CX-6 0.3567 05051 0.2307 0.8339
CX-12 0.716 7 0.7444 0.0978 2.3052
CX-14 -0.0610 02206 0.2654 0.6920
CX-20 -0.1035 0.1881 0.2642 0.6962
SEHI{H Mean 0.2280 0.3441 0.1504 1.4119

2.5 EfEEEE. BEEURBSREST

6 TN 3 20 BEAIER ] A B AL AR L AR KA B
BEHEEIL . WK 6 TLIE N, 28 HUa RS 1)
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2 R 542 %

AK 5 A BEAL A AL I B BT (0.117 5), Hst{BAIL &
B 51 (0.889 2), RAHr (Kl )R, BEASKS S A BE

RS B BRI — 3, AL T IAh L. bk
GRS IRBE SR AR S A B RGOSR B .

k6 BEHEAMAHE. o AaMEENBREESNEEHEURE
Tab.6  Genetic distances and genetic similarity among E. tukula, E. fuscoguttatus and Jinhu grouper
Y WHRIEAKM  FRSATEM B IRBE
Species E. tukula E. fuscoguttatus  E. fuscoguttatus(Q) xE. tukula(3)
B KBLA B E. tukula - 0.488 4 0.636 1
kA A B E. fuscoguttatus 0.716 6 - 0.889 2
4 FRPE E. fuscoguttatus( Q)xE. tukula(3) 0.452 3 0.117 5 -

TE: Nei's B AHLLR L AL E)FE L AZLLT)

Note: Nei's genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below diagonal)

WEKBEAPEA E. tukula
WA B E. fuscoguttatus
L spEx E fuscoguttatus QX E.tukulad

W B KB A PEAL . A S A BEAL RN
4 EBH UPGMA B4 H7

UPGMA molecular tree based on genetic distance of
E. tukula, E. fuscoguttatus and Jinhu grouper

K1

Fig.1

3 iTig
SSR % EARiE AR A

PR AR A ShIEH R AR SHL T SSR
PR SR, ARG S, AR 20
FA Rtk . B 45(2010) R SSR 2 Yohric £ A Xt
FRE R 4 Bl BEf AL SR R R G R
K RIATHFGE, KR 4 Z5 A BEA AL SRR E
&, HA e 2, ABTiEE SSR ehric B AR
SHTT 20 XFTIYIAE 3 Fha BE A T g 2, 45 R
T, 20 M DR B SN R ECR 1075, F
WEB(E 8 G5 H 0.638 6, 20 NMi S EAE 155
JELBALE, W 3 e B fas s 2R T,

AMaENEERSHENE

A R SRR R, T T R EER A AR Sk
Blo ARBFTErR, MR RN E, A7 s A R v
B/, 5B REEA B BT A B S 4 FRBERY
SIS L R B ) K 2.412 8 .4.367 9 F113.370 6,
T FARE WS FE B = TR W B KB A B £,
R TRARE S AR, RERZeEMHANA T EARZN,

W H AT, el T MRt L A R 2R
B, AT R R AR AR AR SR BL(Ott, 1999), % fH
WK, VLA AL ZRR MR AR, PR N PR BT AR LA
H SR IEHE A BE ) Aiv ik (Beardmore et al, 1997). i i3 i
TPEBREE, Zeng FE(2008) Bl 28 ey 41 B 10 FF ' T skt

3.1

3.2

e ZZAEPE AT, ORI 2% 65 B R B 4 G B Y L 4 ol
M 0.200~0.733 1 0.185~0.801; #FkZ545(2007) I HF
FEGEREW], 9 B BE AL T UL A 5 B2 TP 2 1 22
ZRETE N 0.589 8, 0.472 8; FHZHIRAE(2008)43 7]
Xof VA T AT I P9 5 S A BRE £ S A DL K FRAE AR T R T
WAEAR ST, R R, TEAAE L, WA 53R
B TC ] AN [R] (P=0.637>0.05), 3% Fh 5 % 5 4 4%
If o ARMRAERER, 2238 FRE FEEEE Y0 24 A
JE£(0.473 6) 5 RE AR 55 A1 BEA11(0.474 9)IUT 8L, 17 HL AL
AL B KB BEA(0.385 5, ETEFRITIRIEAR S .
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Abstract

The genetic diversity of Jinhu grouper hybrids (Epinephelus fuscoguttatus @ xE. tukula 3')

and their parents were analyzed via microsatellites. The results detected 215 alleles at 20 microsatellite

loci, with an average polymorphic information content (PIC) of 0.638 6. The highest average effective
allele number (Ne) was measured in E. fuscoguttatus (4.367 9), followed by the hybrids (3.370 6) and
E. tukula (2.412 8). The average observed heterozygosity values (Hy) were 0.385 5 (E. tukula), 0.474 9
(E. fuscoguttatus), and 0.473 6 (hybrids), and the average PIC values were 0.491 9, 0.645 3, and 0.555 1,
respectively. The three grouper populations were averaged to calculate the inbreeding coefficient (Fig;
0.228 0), total population inbreeding coefficient (Fi; 0.344 1), genetic differentiation coefficient (Fg;
0.150 4), and gene flow (Ny; 1.411 9), but differentiation among the populations was also observed.

Cluster analysis, performed by the unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean, placed the

hybrids and E. fuscoguttatus into one group, indicating a close relationship. Prior studies showed that the

Jinhu grouper is genetically diverse, which allowed for selective breeding, hybrid generation, and

exploration of the genetic basis of heterosis.
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