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Abstract: The background and progress of the maize genomics was introduced and summarized. More than 80%

of encoding sequences in maize genome had been sequenced as the great progress in structural genomics due to en—

riching and filtration methodology of encoding sequences which were developed recently. Functional genomics was al—

so promoted great forward with the promoting of the EST project, Mu—tagging, microarry technology and TILLING

strategy. Meanwhile, the comparative genomics with deciphered sequences and data from Aribidopsis and rice genome

facilitate to decode the sequences, to deduce their function, and to aid the mapping. Exponentially accumulating data,

newly developed softwares, sequence deciphering were the key subjects in bioinformatics nowdays. The impact of the

genomics on corn breeding was dicussed too.
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FRFEH R/ R 2 500 Mb(Arumuganathan
& Earle, 1991), 5 AJAH Y, AR IT Y 20 %5, 7K F
[ 6 1%, R4 E 50 000 4N FE A, BLPR%H 2 2K
FERY 1.5 4% (Martienssen, et al., 2004), 32 [ Missouri
KEAFE NSF B9 BT, X6 T K 454 3k R 21 2 B IF 5
AL RL ABAITLL B73 x Mol7 7K ANE RIREA g 5L
fit, MHET —EA 80 2 ARC R EoK IBM
3 (Intermated B73 x Mo17 Map), i% El 4K 5 289.2
M, £25% 190 > RFLP {37 s5F1 1 051 > SSR i 5 i
& 7 SSR ) & K] SCE F1 Stanford K22 & 1)
ESTs, JF & K E N SSR ARic . MaizeGDB %
JEH AR T K1 FARid, 46 2 000 4~ RFLP,
1 855 1~ SSR, Hirp 1797 ANk i o7 78 Yo o (AR 22 Ao
o HRNFZ LR EME T BAC UM YAC SUE,
filhn: FH B73 MEEAEEY) BAC JF, 4275 221 184
AvilE, T 10 53RN, I S v Rt
(contigs). Cone % (2002) % J'& T = %% B (et A4 (&1 3
FHVESS 2 BRI . A SNP FRich: 5L F1 BAC
4 (BAC pooling) 1) 5 W JH K4 % BAC contigs, £
DA R 1Y contigs LA I 18t 14 12 1% 1 47 #1 IE 1)
[ AN

ERARTT g — s PR UAS AR IR A . R
BRAEY T, 80% L)L Y BAPE DL RFLP ARic /e £k
LR PR AR, g R X BB AR X
ML (Gaut & Doebley, 1997; Helentjaris et al., 1988,
1995), FEYefa ik 2 F1 7.3 Fi1 8.6 fil 8.1 A1 9.2 Al
10 .4 F1 5 AR EAAAEE Z P51, R e 1A LR R
EIR ., WA, FORFEDP A ik A i A H% )81 (Ben—
neizen, 1996), BT A B 22 1) JLFR S s 5
R IRETAB I, AEHE D 2H P B i3 2 7 &2 (Bennetzen,
1996 ; SanMiguel, et al., 1996), 5 2K L) 80% . [
BAER AL, BRI MR INE 3 35 4,
B IR HE DNA & RIS, -5 5L LG ek ]
I TC3 o Grivetetal(1994)t % BLAE T K 5 H 2 7]
KT R ) m g AR E R . X T
FEH I H A N HES S A LU, AR
BEEHE R, T2 AL Eh RE A B I OB Bk ]
7, AT A PR 5 ke T I RE A S B D 7 (ML e—
Mullen & Simcox, 1995), BRYLfaik 7 F1 9 LISM, 7L
KB AR G A 0 i B () R R o AR 3
FORMEEA A S, BRI F KD RESL N 20
WEFEHRAE T (] 2 e P v LA A4 A7
— 5T, R AR A BR A RS R 2 2 A e, 1E
93— 7 TG P 5 S B O AR AR E Y AL I 4 g
IR T He

2002 4F 9 JTFUR B9 FOKFE R ALy, 9204 1
T EARBYIEREE M EA TR AL E i ok
(shotgun) X} 4= FE 41 BAC #EAT FHUALIN 1, 1] 5 38
i DNA #5840 (DNA fingerprinting) it J7 72 , 1% 26 ¢
SR G GRS T A, AR BAC 4G M FPCs
(fingerprinted contigs, FPCs), Jf & i FEi A & 1o X
PP AR T B P AR R A AR AR, HXT
A2 P A = B K ) G %58 R HE (Timmermans, et al.,
2004) (HEETEGEL5 0 BE PR 21 A HORTE F R IE D 2
PRI AT YOS, FEUE T EOKREEH A
KA B E 2 JFH UL contigs (2025 A BEA BE I
FEXFT U, HETARE T PIAETEOR DL E F KRR
Sr Gt SE R T 51 o —FP 770 methylation filtration
(MF), IR Z B SRR AR A F (R
binowicz, et al., 2003), 38 o 40 B PR A £ (bacterial
restriction systems)HEFR 51 B2 I &L Ak DNA J7 91, & 4R
F B AR SE REEA TN | S Sk JAE 1 91
TEWR(IK) H 5E4L DNA Hr & 8 R KRR (Rabinowicz, et
al., 1999 ; Meyers, et al., 2001), %71 JCrEd itk
SE A R 53— Fh 5 High Cot(HC), ZMFFE
JETE Georgia I35t (e R IT i , H UL G A B P 1Y)
DNA KERH I8 DL 51 (Cot LA =) , T E bt 5k
PR3 i #5 DL7 P 4 (Cot FUIBARR) BT o LU A e, XoF
FEZH N 5 Cot MAIRHE DR 5 42 % 4 4 700 )7
(Peterson, et al., 2002; Yuan, et al., 2003), 1] LA & £ 44
T EED B 81 o P 7 AT X RE DR b e 81 AR
FEZS ST, v LLE A F A R R R B 4L X
BRI B Z X A3 g ik, PRIy AR A b 4 ]
M PP D 1 455, MRS T TSR,

yafE QTL 2B Ik A b, AT 28 R 5%
FEAIEST QTL 2347 o R s BEROAR © 2y il
SEREH 2L QTL, {H HFRTARLE S AL RN R ir
o 30 A AR AR e ) 3 BN P (Linkage—Dise—
quilibrium, LD)XJ KARFEAR AT SCHE 3BT, T RE A2 57
R B U S A 3T B (Thornsberry, et al., 2001;
Remington, et al., 2001), A&, 38 2615 21 ) it
SFFE 5 A & (Near Isogenic Introgressing Lines, NIIL)
HEATREPI A, T ARG I A 51 55 52 2 MRy
QTLs , H A -5 AR A 2L IR I 45 (BRI B, 2004)

2 UIREFEN Ay

JE R 4] 36 3K 7 91 b 5 EST(expresed sequence
tags) ik N 7 H FIRBORTIIE 1 % A 55 % (transpo—
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EST 1 Rescue Mu 42 MGDP 10 H % i 5 3L K 1Y)
PIRhEZ . 1998 47, NSF [ FOKIE R & i1

ﬁ']”(MCDP: http://www.zmdb.astate.edu/zmdb/nsf_grant_

online.html)3i H 4 Stanford K5 % 1200 J13E7C,
HEAT K EST RIBEEI o 12550 H A AEY ek R
FHICHYME B ADRTE RS sRi% (LA A B8 O A
SR R ZE R A3, B0 A S H AR 3R A 58 iU
i 50 000 D EKIER Y EST 41, F A 1)
cDNA SCFEGEIEHNN R 264, BEAS DRI A %)
B SAG ATV o B 7SS LA, Bligs B REX
AR PR, TRy TR A4 5 2 fig
SRR . BIHATCA IR, SRS 2
R, 38 R T A A2 AR AR IRFL
HERE . JE22 BB AEZGAERSF A cDNA ST Y
J¥, £ 2005 4F 5 7, 476 NCBI A JH5 BA 4
KA 452 984 2% EST sl NI, (& B4 T
A AR B R AR I ALY EST P81, EST 4L
i PR R A R IR LR . A TR )T 91 s R [
FIRT A M E R BT A, ] EST Fi4e
e P 7 T 45 S T LUK R Y v SR A 51 5
R HHEEPIR EST BORCH & 91 3E T L By
Br, T BE 224t 1 fif GRS SF A R 4. H AT
3 REDy I T B i AL R D g o . DT
FARL RIS X ) D R i BB 751 ;. @MOTIF
5 MOTIF 5 & IR IR SF 751 5 OH]
Tatusov 25 19 B & IR I8 57 07 1% (cluster of orthologous
group, COG), BV FHAS [R) 40 B 32 DT e %o AR AR SR 28
AR EATTR 3 s T R R (SRR T ) [R5
SR TRl v i) 2 20 5 R R N B R Yy D g
TR RAED IR A ZAFAEA R, PRt
R KRR 20 )7 41 5 B A R EST Bk H:
JEHNHEAT LA, P43 B R TE an E K AR DGR A,
FFUE ] — e R ) IR BN RE Y 26 57

Rescue Mu J&—FP 23 I T 5% 4525, Ty
HICH, 25 Ty B, 4l AT PR DX Sl 8 3k X6 55l
SN K iR 20 PG 1Y Rescue Mu 5T
A e RERIPRICRYSE I O T S 2R
SETRANERREE SO, F A5 2T 5 000 7l
A, XESCIEREME PCR i vk DL S @ AT ] JE A (1)

2N

KRZo

FEPR FIRAF IS T 4 1A R 1 388 1) S5 7 VA IR I
FH &% B cDNA 5w BB 51 358 53 R P e 1 - 4
A GEAF AT I R BB ) S5 e AT o Bl ikt
FOR I, D\ EST Bl 245 2HH A5 B AR A
& (Schena, 1996), 255805 K fE T EAN w414

) L& T EJT PSR 5 (Lee, et al., 1999; Ve
lasco, et al., 1999), FEHF %S (Microarray) i j&—Ff
KIS FE DR (4 J773 | Arizona K244E MGDP B H
SHF R R, BESE KR IR LR Y e 3 (hitp:
/lag.arizona.edu/research/larkinslab/), S A IR
cDNA KRZIA 15 000 HE[H  Stanford R IELEHE
3L E KRS cDNAs TFEFI Y S t HEAIFSE , H RI2Xf
50 000 A cDNAs FEATIE, 74 25 000 4
FEAN 120 ZH e 3Rk FE DR Ay o 4 B2 AR B 471

BT, CEmIHIT A H 22 ey g 1) S ) 35t
fg%%%ﬁf%%ﬁ%(gene knockout strategies). I
FEFIK R4 P T-DNA F5%8 (T-DNA tagging)$%
ARIE T RERE R A 27T 5T A7 88007 1 (Steven Henikoff,
et al., 2003), 1M 40 A5 H], Mc Clintock &% FLE
KILHEF VIR, O LMY B KT R 41
AR TR FKFGEFA En/Spm R4E Ac/Uq
(Ds)RGEM Mu 3 RIE. Il T T-DNA FYAEZ
Qb B PR 7 A AR A R SE R B — R AR
Gy AT o b e TR A BT A sk 1
[ Iyzl:(gene/promoter/enhancer trap) i, Bz 2D pm A 5k
g R ib—u, B Al i i 225 sl %
SR A o VP22 5 R8T TR B B AT AE A 1 0
T, AT AL PRI 2, {9 Y [ 5 300 8 A Al
A5G FAINYSFAHEER,  PRAT i 1% 5 A S St
N ELE RS A S e R R RS gl mI e —
AMEOGER IR DI ™ AR JRTR G AE o R PR e
TR, BEEH AR 5 H (Das & Mar-
tienssen, 1995; Edwards et al., 1999), A iE4E# 0, Mu
W JRETOU S A ATE DR R IR A L, 1 ) SR A8 0
Py 107 ~ 107, FEBFAE FoK w30 £, AR %
g As i i AR R  Mu A B R R 5T AR
AR, AT Ay K BE PR M 7 1) EST 2R3k 73 B i it
HNFE o FET Mu 7T tagging ZR 40 1EAE KRR
Bz rh RS OR R HAES) 1 I RERE D 2 2 R e
Mu PE5eAm A RN FEE PR J] L, S O AN 1 i
P EE Ac/Spm 55 100 52285515 (Lunde, C.F., Wal-
bot, 1992), X Kbk YR AR FEATIE A 5l {4
SE HEAT O 18 o 2 JAE - A R It o1 7 1% AR
S HERIA SERERT PCR RS C 4 ilid iIX A 757k
ol T LA EZ R A (Bennetzen, et al., 1987; Wise, et
al., 1996), #R¥E Robertson RiE , 4K E TIFLH;
JEFZRATE, Ff A& T MulD Fl MuArray 55 7E 55 E
R N R RO B SRR B T2 o MuArray Fil
MulD#B 25T —Ff i fi MuAFLP 1% X5 47 A% e 1
FHNF SVHATY SR, XA T RE SO0
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MuAFLP , F3AGEFE5Fl— R 510 A A2 R 53 T 07
TEARSENRAZRARR o AEPAF A A LR R SR
AR S ARSI b, X H YRR ) 2 A2 IR 34T PCR
i 1 , 3@ Xt PCR 7=y LA e 51 o0 A, B 0 2 e 1
fhA H AR, A & H 9 SE R 0 A= W) 2 T RE

— B AT REfFRI T A TRl , 52 EXELASR
P33 BT BE DR 20 P B — D BE PR I SR 2 A8 A, ik
T OFE LTS FE [ (essential genes)7E M il N1 T
SEARY YA IIRE Al A RAEX AR B BUERY
PR TIE v i 3o SR AR A 1 2 AR AR S A B AT
RE s @A BEREDIA B AR/, A Fpdi AR EAR X Ak
ZIN HE LA TE SRSk R Y SRR s DTEAE )
H, ARZIHED AT 2495 LSS DI REAH LAY 52 5501
LA, X6 [a) B PRIARUME [ i SRAS AN [ g 5 DL, 8 a2
SR RE R A I A L BB BR B A 1A, IR T
AT IRE . FIR LR B0, AR ME B 1Y
ST AL F A S TR K T BE - (Henikoff, et al.,
2003), it & JAY TILLING(Targeting Induced Local
Lesions in Genomes) A fif JLiZ [n] BRER AL T 3T (038 1%
B — LA R 53T PCR ARG B AH 4,
G s AL, DA A B AR X s 58
AR (McCallum, et al., 2000), JE . Fl FH—Fidr 5]
FEE LY N UIE —CEL 1 5 58 i Uk 7 B ke i —
Tl i fRAS YRS R -5 o FEIPBRIE AL
AR, R BT SRR AR I DNA Jf 2%, 8
1% 12 (8—fold pools)IEA DNA LI hn T4k & , PCR
BORY G 1Y HARIT X, 1 PCR 774 5 B 4=
RUFERE PCR PR A, R4l A8 1 B K, 2878 7
Yy 5 B A L P AR B G D CEL TR, P4+
TEARTE SR IR IBE I I b R PR R B F-, FEAE 8 A
JE P RTE A LR, FEAREIN T BE Y 9 A8 AR i
FPBRSE ISR R B oA TAE, il R Z b
J¥51 438 T H2(U1 : CODDLE~Chosing Codons to Opti—
mize Discovery of Deleterious Lesions; PARESNP—Pro—
ject Aligned Related Sequences and Evaluate SNPs;
SIFT-Sorting Intolerant From Tolerant) AT IR
AR 15 DA SRR TR B9 T BE (Colbert, et al., 2001; Steven
Henikoff, et al., 2003), i TILLING £ A % 8L AT
B 23 A8 A A0 5 5 X 28 7% (missense mutation) , F&
R A5 49 (truncation lesion— 783 K Y748 HE 28 0|
T, XA R SR R Y I RE S AT AR AR 24 A
SR, TILLING AR e T 2RI & R
RO FEH 2291, 7] LUK essential gene 1K JEAR/INAY
FEPRFIAZ S5 A0, 36 [R5 tagging $5 AR ME DL #T Y ik
BEATAT IR 0T, LASERE LT Rl ist i 2 BOR Y

TRER AL
3 L A

T ARFUKFITE 6 000 TT R H W54k, BIRTE
15000 M7 EaAd TEA, —HEAIRR &K
[V o PR R R R A2 K I 780 2 — , A -
RABHEY, I KRR EE R 2 22 B8 R A B T
FORFEDRZH 2217 /& i (Sasaki, et al., 2000; Feng, et al.,
2002), LAZKFEHE R AR Sl L5 R ASFHE ) 7E N
IS R A AE ) LRI, A B TR0 ] 3 st L A
ZAE BT AT G B, i AR 2
1 22 I 1 22 AR ) A% 1 2R o T A B T e AT
Wi 2 S as i SAE 05K, Sl T IR T
AFIRSE N FFE R s BB T KRG RS — AT Pk
B FEAZ A — NGB R L P4, &
BN T 5 AR SR UUBR AL R0 T AU AN
FCHU S T B AR TR LA I X RS AR
TRE R L AR RS BRI N AR T 200 JT
FEA) EST, #5772 FAEYIH) BAC SO IE T —
A T B K UL R I JE DK D R %) 2 Je - 2%
LB T A R N R A R E A B
RIS, T T 2R S A B s e, P A T — &
SRR AT TR, SR I FUK AR 4751 2
LN, RGEHIEAT T R R R T R e AR
XLEIL R A T fiE (Somerville, et al., 1999),

FEAA R B AET . ORIEA R 3L 41
S ILHEZ NI 8 e B R S S 22 T B i L 8 D s
AT R EA T b R, Qff iR 47
A, R3E Ao [V LB L R A T g s DfE
SR I AR AR A [ 0 o [ 5 DR A A R, R
PRI ZH R 1 25 PR ) sst A% £ 2 AT LA ok e R R A
BN IR ARG IE R AL A5 2 A 5 R, SEIA
ZH /N R P ) A R 6 L 1 1 ) 95 35 A (ortho—
longus gene) 1 73T KA el . 1999 4F, CIMMYT
A1 B K FE A 5 I (IRRI) & B2 K K— K ARG ) g
AT, B 7R B KRR SE R 424 T iR AR 2
T ORI 20 A Jie , I At S AH DCIE A, Sl 5 i 5
Bt AEY =T B BRSO R kAl
TR 1190 J4ET, /KRGS oK | A S nd o1
Al T1E 5 000 J7 AR o 38 a0 X 3 K A iy S [R5
(R, 2 SRR AS4FF- 2 149% 1) [ IR 35k R 3
28 k1) (Lai, et al., 2004; Wilson, et al., 1999), F] F #H
[F] 1) 262 1~ RFLP FRic A & 1 F KR RS 1 s
B IE AR T FORAUK R R I R
(I b2 P13 i FH ) R A A i AR B 5 A K
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) o T (e 1 s
4 HWE B

PAFILH A TR /i G B, D)2
XU P 25 SR A T PR IR SR A AR
fb2f IFRARRE B G2 E S 2R &
VE AR , AN ) 225 R A S SRR L T —
I TR R ——E 5 B L BAR N A . OFF
RAFPEE R A B LB BE T H, QFF Rk
7KL PR 2R A BB 2 T s 138 bR R S, DA
SEECHE R BT PR RE; gy DR 2 B e P S B
FORHEAZ I E PR UMEALS], GRS E B AF
BLH g PR AR HE AL B E HE N 55, DT KAl ) 2
PR 2 25t AT BT a SR, O FR A I PR 4
SRR L 22 S AN o S8 TF R AT X SE
A5 BT A IR AN A T E, KA B THem
AT — SR Y AT R AIAR, W A4 A PR
YER B A B A BAR R A Rl A5
5914k A SMAE SRS i 2 10 4R
FARE BRI AR AP 58 R A b S
A DNA FIEE BT 50 20790 i i
ARG KA Z I TR AR & R,
B 5 2 IE R 1A TP ok A RS R 3 IR 8 B EST 1Y
W42 FE A rE ST KRG 4P A0 5, A AT L
F043 I FH X Sy T A BT ff R U A SE R 4
KRB AT B RFGORT AL I, AR AR ) LB BE R 2 1Y
WFFEEESR, BEoE [ — LR AR R R i 2k 5T
AERY 225 .

1991 4F, EER AR A5+ (USDA-ARS,
U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Agricultural Research
Service) {1y Ed Coe i MNL 4 , & 37 B K FE K 4H
B % (MaizeDB), 1998 4F-, 7£ Walbot [4740 T, &
KIEP R AR H (MGDP) 5 10 MIFFE/NHA1E , BF
HIFE P B JEST Sabe % e 74 A SCE R H T
G e Fp 1% IFiE ik ZmDB AJF. 2003 4E 9 H 1
H ,USDA-ARS Jf 4 ¥ MaizeDB Hl ZmDB %4 55 >
MaizeGDB, 412§ MaizeDB F1 ZmDB [ 35 %k} |
FEPIZH A DNA JPHG0RE . B R ) P g %5 0 B
B S SRS ORI SR IR 5 4 555 )L
FTIRFNEE, B EER KB 2A R A D ffE
SRS/

5 LD o0t FORIBAL BRI AR

BEPH A A7 AR E A R A 254 5 2
BE, T H M EMARA FIAPUEATERC LR HAE Ak

PR 5 IR HAE RSSO AR T, (s AT &
W RYTAIR A2 RER o B AHSCHAR B A, Al oK
A2 45 1B PR 2H A K R AR RE S T e 5 A D 21
R KR BARIRAZER TR, IR
PR S R0, TR B Tl AR EE = FE PR
AR T 5 AEEPRI SRR I, B PRI 2 P A R H
PRBER LR B B AT, T ELRE SR Rh 22 8] i
S T K PRI 2 14 e, K T AR A E A B R K
FHATHUR B 0BT KRR 2 E A 5T A HOAR A
F, S E AR (R S ARE, I8 7T LU A
H KU . PLSTMILBTRE D S5 FoK DNA S,
£l P B S/ R/ - S S B SRS 61 57 S e = R 0
FIH A HARF R S FhRic B B B R, ©IF
I RS B9 REVE (functional) 5 W4 A9 (neutral DNA
Fric, A LIS BRI T B PR RE, i BT 1 ok
(QPM) [N 22 56 B 3L FEHP X Opaque2 FEEE(HIERZ,
Z5.2004), S T EROTE S, ENEA L REKR
EAE AN o1 REAU BT T B R A IAE, BRI H]
SN 2 C U R RCR , FEAEY 7 Pl
S EANERAE ST TP BRI, ST AR R
o ARAEE RS, A H A AT IR SR X
HARMIE R AL AT RE BRI L5 Tk, EARIE A
FOFTE L SAES R BOR B R, Kok EKF R
B S,
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