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Mapping QTLs Controlling Flavor Quality of Peach Using a Cross
Population Between Nectarine and Flat Nectarine

SHEN Zhi-jun’, MARui-juan, YU Ming-liang, Cai Zhi-xiang, and XU Jian-lan

(Institute of Horticulture, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract: Flat nectarine with excellent fruit quality was one of the important objectives of peach
breeding currently. A progeny with 115 individuals from a cross of nectarine and flat nectarine( Xiaguang x
NF) was used as plant materials to construct genetic linkage map and to scan QTLs controlling fruit flavor.
Sugars and organic acids, including sucrose, glucose, sorbitol, fructose, malic acid, citric acid and quinic
acid, were determined by HPLC. A total of 213 SSR and SRAP loci, which fit the 1:1 Mendelian
expectation, were selected for the construction of linkage map by MapManager QTX20b. By comparing to
SSR loci from T x E reference map of Prunus, eight linkage groups were found to be matched well. A
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1 232.7 cM linkage map was formed with an average distance of 9.34 cM between two loci, and the map
contains 22 SSR markers, 108 SRAP markers and two quality traits, flat shape (S) and non acid (D) .
Through interval mapping, 28, 17, and 10 QTLs were found when LOD=2, LOD=3, and LOD=5,
respectively. QTLs controlling fruit flavor were located on Group 1, Group 2, Group 4, Group 5 and Group
6. QTLs in Goup 1 (Glu2, Sor2, Tsug4 and SSC3), Group 2 (Glu4, Sor3 and SSC4) and Group 4 (Suc2,
Glu3, Glu5, Tsug5 and Taci4) were all showed to have a negative adding effects to their corresponding
traits. Six QTLs located in Group 5 (Sucl, Suc3, Tsug3, Mall, Taci3, and Taci5) which were mainly
around the non-acid loci (D), showed a positive adding effects to sugar, and a negative adding effects to
organic acid. Nine QTLs were found on Group 6 (Glul, Frul, Sorl, Tsugl, Tsug2, Quil, Tacil, Taci2,
SSC1 and SSC2), and all of them performed to have a positive adding effects to their corresponding traits.
Key words: Prunus persica; SSR; SRAP; linkage map; sugars; organic acid; QTLs

PEARFRAC AT AL B3 by 2 FLIIE$% (Marker Assisted Selection, MAS) [{JLfit. BhitifL s
I3 (R 1 T AR T 20 {40 90 4EAX4], Eldredge 25 (1992) 4] HIWFST B ARINERAS T AN B
RFLP #rid, (HIXFR&EE Pk ES ARSI oG RO R 26 A2 A 40T 8 7 Bkt
ARAFAC RN AL & 3 A4 2 F9Y (Abbott et al., 1998; Luetal., 1998; Sosinskietal., 1998; Blissetal.,
2002; Blendaetal., 2007), RZHFEH L x itk (Chaparroetal., 1994; Etienneetal., 2002).
Bk x FrEEdk (Quartaetal., 1998). #k x 1Bk (Dirlewanger et al., 1996, 2002) “ERfiAk) T4
% SSR. AFLP. RFLP &5 Zhric AL 10 AL pi &I, Kb T st ki PG de,
it PR AE QTL AT THIP BERL . Ik, BEA 73 & R FU7eh B IF e, Bhist AL B ae) gt it
FARAHGETF IR (FF % %5, 2006; HE| %, 2009), JEAEPUMRAELE dL. 1657 HHF R T M G HIBET
T, ZFEMYS A E R R Texas Umidk) x Earlygold (GEEi@E#k) 1) F #H44, BT x E #f
& (Joobeur et al., 2000; Aranzana et al., 2003), ZH K&K fEH 519 cM, & 8 NMIEHTHE. 562
AFbric, b SSR kRid 264 4> (Dirlewanger etal., 2004; Howad etal., 2005). &% &% F ) SSR
FRic o Jo S B AL T EEH 5 8 (James et al., 2008; HF 2%, 2009). bk 4 b ot %%
s MR RMEE MR ELE T 0] B AR S LR & A s RSSO EHRR KR IR, ik E
b i L) AR AR . BTSSR QTL E4r, Rk + B P SR S5t A% Rl As e 24l o

1 MESTHA

1.1 R

FPIAERHE ] 2000 AERCE I ES G GREXUEIAEE) x NF (IR UM HE Bk 2948 41518 I BEAR,
2001 4 E A TIL A AN RZ B SR FTERE R, EAE% R 1.0 m x 3.0 m, FE4k 115 K.
1.2 MERIESH

Tl R S A S SRS sE 4R PR AE 2005—2006 SEHEAT, BRFAREK 20 ~ 30 Rl sh g Bsz, Hsk
KRS E S EE (19900 7RI A 5 NMER (LR, 2REZHEI/D. SIRHNE . 4 T 2R
/B S s pHAE AT AT P [ A s e A SR A 2% pH = 4.0 4 3ERR, pH < 4.0 R (Yoshida,
1970; Monet, 19790, RERE. FLWE. WA LA, SRR MR 2R S = KA Agilent 1100

F RO (T A RS 4, 2007). B = BB + SOBF + AHZRE + LAY R g LT
PED. BIR = WRIR + FTEIR + EER; PR = BRERR.
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1.3 DNA 2Bl SSR-PCR #1 SRAP-PCR & 7

HUREAR £ PR BSR ATR AT A I EE , AR R G B T - 70 CUKA#5 . DNA £l =11
Wise4E (2006) f) SDS k. {EAE T RENLEEEERE . ik pk. #tbk. btk 4 428800
DNA fRFEAFE, fEARERIRFE XA itk SSR 514 164 %F (519K 5 : Huang et al., 1998 Cipriani
etal., 1999, 2001; Sosinskietal., 2000; Testolin etal., 2000; Aranzanaetal., 2002; Dirlewanger et
al., 2002; Georgietal., 2002; Yamamoto etal., 2002); fiiit SRAP 514414 48 x 48 = 2 304 %;
Tkt 2 A RIS, T EHAHT. SSR-PCR S %L %45 (2006) 1751, SRAP WAk
%27 Li M Quiros (2001) [K)J7%.

1.4 ZRBIGEITFSH

W R TEIR A SAS 9.0 AT PO bedkize. (wfE. WEEERIRG T, A wol Kk
ATIEAHEARTEG,  DAWAFE 1) %5 45 B8 T T S P A S b o 0 AR IR AE BF A 1 Se it 22
WRAE (2009) W7k, SRITMK, WA 11 ot fbsic, F Map Manager QTX20b #f4:
() BCy #8574, 7£ P = 0.0001 T BHALE EHIE MM E . brid 5k mEa 8. BLA QTL
X 44, B e 1 H mapchart 2R AEAE I

2 HiR50Hr

21 AAEARERNES RFESEEE

Bt x NF ALAHER SORASTH IR KRR BRI 52 45 R LA 1o SRSEHR 4 Flopi slop i S 28 20 LA
RS R, 3 MANUR PSRRI ERR. EAMALR (w W) 45 REKW], HRE. 4
B RBEL DAL SERR. BRE. BIR. R TERDEY 8 MEARTT S IES G (w % P>0.05);
MZEJER FrBIR. BERLE. pH (. XK 5 MIETH AR & IEAD T (w % P<0.05), AHT
RIS AT VS B g

#1 NFHEARHARZRGRIHE. RSE

Table 1 Statistics of sugar and organic acid traits of NF, Xiaguang and their cross population

SEA Parents HE4A Population

PEAR Trait NE B PEE b BOME RN G I g P (w i)

Xiaguang Mean StdDev  Minium Maxium Skewness  Kurtosis P (w test)
RERE (g~ L) Sucrose 48.92 87.62 46.32 9.85 2453 82.53 0.674 0.752 0.180
WA (g LY Glucose  26.95 16.61 20.11 350  11.59 2730 -0.102 - 0.639 0.367
HUBE/ (g- LY Fructose 22.61 13.04 17.81 2.88  10.26 2449  -0.132 -0.276 0.799
WIELE (g- LY Sorbitol 17.12 6.63 7.24 3.47 1.09 17.56 0.216 - 0.495 0.069
% gl (g- LD Quinicacid 263 3.04 2.30 1.02 0.97 6.85 1.467 3.170 0.000
WY (g- LY Malicacid  6.69 2.19 3.73 1.55 0.62 6.98 0.412 - 0.500 0.060
FeEERY (g- LY Citricacid  2.61 2.44 253 0.92 1.15 6.18 1.363 2.451 0.000
BB (g-LY) Totalsugar 115.61 118.80 90.43  14.85 5027 125.19 0.077 - 0.490 0.539
Bm/ (g- L™ Total acid 11.93 7.67 8.44 2.32 3.09 14.67 0.341 -0.197 0.293
B LL Sugar/acid 9.69 15.49 11.59 4.19 6.27 29.71 1.694 3.638 0.000
A PE R Y% SSC 14.71 14.84 11.98 1.72 8.40 16.10 0.111 -0.548 0.404
pH 3.45 4.60 3.99 0.44 3.41 4.87 0.237 -1.582 0.008
Ak Flavor 1 5 2.43 1.34 1.00 5.00 0.099 - 1.447 0.011

e P>0.05 MR HFAA I E 1 H AT & IEAS A0
Note: Normal distribution of the character in the population was found when P>0.05.
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22 HAEDNEZIBRIERES T

Bt x NF ALAFEARRT 14 ANIE MR A, PP Z 7E 0.05 KA ISP IRE 63 X), 7 0.01 /K
SEAHOCIIMHRA 55 %) (3R 2). HESErh DRSS . AR OB, (AL, ZEIR. BERRLL.
AT PEE YD pH A BRI R Z A OC; SRS = S . 0. LAREE. e, R
TR AT IR S A AR, SRR L. pH (E. BB AR R 25 000G TR S A . S
DAL SRR AT TRV I W2 EAH DG, 5 pH R 0O OG; pH E S RERE . BB,
PR LU RN RN 2 25 IEAH DG, SRR AR A PRI T3 Al o0 %41 A kIR 5 e
B OEBE. BERRLL. pH EMEE IEAC, SRR, FrER. SRS BT UH K.

F2 HEBK < NF EENEIEHR Spearman’s HHXRH

Table2 Spearman’s correlation coefficient of measured characteristics

FEIR e R WEE BRSO CERR PEmR R BIR BERREC  WCTIE Tk

f ; Quinic  Malic Citric Total Total Sugar/  Flat [& Y pH
Trait Sucrose Glucose Fructose Sorbitol acid acid acid sugar acid acid shape SSC
LS 0.316
Glucose
bk 0.280" 0.755™
Fructose
LAY 02907 0774 05817
Sorbitol
Bl 0.235" 0.401" 0.258" 04127
Quinic
aCId * * * s
MEEEE -0.208° 01807 0.184°  0.297 -0.026
Malic acid
FeEERR  -0.442 0027 -0070  0.007 0228 04577
Citric acid
sy 0.808™ 0755 0.665~ 0.7227 0.393" 0.003 -0.090
Total
sugar - - - - - - .

B -0.060 03447 02287 04267 048" 07917 0.705" 0.181

Total acid

BT L 0.468™ 0077 0126 -0.023 -0265" -0.733" -0.700" 0.342” -0.834"
Sugar/acid

FFEJE -0036 02727 02637 0252 0059 02377 -0014 0135 0.186 -0.082
Flat shape

e 04627 06967 05047 08007 03207 0111 -0.145 07617 0.192° 02147 02527
JE SSC

pH 04157 -0.019 -0171" -0.077 0116 -0.801" -0.373" 0215~ -0571" 0.623" -0.241" 0.114

ok 0.363” 0130 0071 0013  0.082 -0.707" -0.359" 0.273" -0505" 0597 -0.122 0197 0.786"
Sweet

flavor

*FI** 53 )4 7R 7E0.05F10.01 /K - i 3 AH K
*and ** means significance at 0.05 level and 0.01 level, respectively.

2.3 SSR #1 SRAP #RiCHYTHIE RERH AT NS

SSR Frid IRk K HL, 164 %F SSR 51404 31 XF 544 14 H 1) 36 ANV A AE BEAR P S B2 A&
Z NSNS RIRIE S 18.9%; 36 MR ZAMEMARC T 32 MFA 11 B R, 2304 4
SRAP IR & T, ZAMEMSIMAEH 170 XF; £0fik, YEH 100 X SRAP 54 &4 B4 rp ik
A793H1: 100 X SRAP G4 L4 1 192 N8 MAL A, Hob 181 Mrid A5 & 1: 1 203 Lt

24 EPIEEME
fiH] Map Manager QTX20b 41 11) Kosambi J57%, 7 P =0.0001 i, %J 32 4> SSR #5ic Al 181

A SRAP Fric HEAT 845 400 1 0 A . &5 S 142 AN AR B 13 MEBTE, 71 Msid R BE
Py s i, 2452 % K3 SSR Frid (Aranzanaetal., 2003; Dirlewanger etal., 2004) [JLLXT,
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Group 1 ) BPPCT020, Group 2 ] BPPCT001, Group 3 [f] UDP97-403 il UDP96-008, Group 4 [¥]
BPPCTO023 #il BPPCT015, Group 5 f#J pchgms4, Group 6 [} UDP96-001 1 BPPCT008, Group 7 )
CPPCTO022, LA/ Group 8 () UDP98-409 4 5 2% 41l G1 42 G8 AHN.I¥) SSR FridAHx i, HEHLR
IFi 2t % . M UDP98-407 7 Etienne 45 (2002) #4J I EIE th A7 155 6 JERBIEE, M ASHT 9T b A7
T Group 1, RIRER1XT I TEART I GRG0 20U ORI SRl R () 1% b e A7 21 8
ANEBEE ERIARCA 130 4, & 22 4> SSR FRic Al 108 4> SRAP #rid, LLAFETE (S) FlHERE (D)
PIASTEARAL 5 (B 1) L IEB W B 1 232.7 cM, A7 ) [ 3444 B 25 4 9.34 cM,
I (S) ENLLES 6 EBIEFH, 7T SRAP #xict M35-E36-85 5 SSR #5ict MD205-130 2 1] (&
1, Group 6); AEMRYEAR (D) sEALAEE 5 BN b, S & D {7 MU e ES Rt 5 2% K
HAHAT -

25 HEMRMFFCHEYID TR QTL L5 X8 534

BORPEIR S FHE AT, B 1 oM 24210 QTL IR, RILIN QTL GLyifl QTL IX i)
MR REIBRIC % 3 AIE 1. LOD AF 2.0 (M sat A 9.2) 19 QTL X[l 28 4, LOD KT
ST 3.0 X MIILAT 17 4, LOD KT 5.0 X AIIEA 10 4

F3 QTL REREXEAHAXMRE

Table 3 Characters of QTL intervals and their corresponding markers

Fat PEARAT £ Intervals of QTLs DX ) A AH AR IE A a5 Corresponding markers of the QTLS

fﬁ‘e ﬁ)iion LOD  ADD R%/% L?r:f # LOD  R¥% P ADD (’;Kr ?jin
JEFE Sucl Group 5 35 6.53 13 pchgms4 35 13 0.00006 6.53 M
JERE Suc2 Group 4 2.8 -5.99 11 M16-E39-130 2.5 9 0.00072 -559 P
JERE Suc3 Group 5 5.2 7.85 19 7 No - - - - -
HI7THE Glul Group 6 7.0 4.19 21 BPPCTO008 7.0 24 0.00000 365 M
Hi7THE Glu2 Group 1 6.3 -5.06 22 BPPCTO020 6.3 22 0.00000 -349 M
7 HE Glu3 Group 4 2.2 -2.25 8 M42-E24-290/300 2.0 8 0.00256 -201 P
HI7THE Glud Group 2 2.6 -241 10 BPPCTO01 2.3 9 0.00109 -220 M
W7 HE Glus Group 4 2.1 -2.33 8 M44-E43-160 1.8 7 0.00427 -191 M
JEBE Frul Group 6 2.1 1.70 8 BPPCTO008 1.7 7 0.00542 150 M
JEBE Fru2 Group 8 2.1 1.86 8 M59-E45-180 1.9 8 0.00273 160 M
A4 EE Sorl Group 6 13.0 4.65 41 BPPCTO008 13.0 41 0.00000 457 M
A4 EE Sor2 Group 1 10.8 -5.59 30 BPPCTO020 10.8 35 0.00000 -427 M
LA Sor3 Group 2 3.2 -2.62 12 M43-E12-80 3.1 12 0.00016 -242 P
LR Mall Group 5 18.8 - 248 53 MO07-E04-300 3.7 14 0.00004 -126 M
SR Tsugl Group 6 2.8 12.36 10 M11-E61-230 24 9 0.00091 9.05 P
SR Tsug2 Group 6 4.1 12.10 15 BPPCTO008 4.1 15 0.00002 1175 M
SR Tsug3 Group 5 3.6 11.04 13 pchgms4 3.6 13 0.00005 1098 M
LB Tsug4 Group 1 35 -15.64 13 BPPCTO020 35 13 0.00006 -1096 M
SR Tsugh Group 4 3.4 -11.15 13 M42-E24-290/300 3.4 13 0.00008 -10.66 P
SR Tacil Group 6 2.7 1.61 10 M39-E15-250 2.7 10 0.00038 162 P
SR Taci2 Group 6 2.2 1.53 8 M51-E09-245 2.1 8 0.00206 142 P
SR Taci3 Group 5 2.7 -1.67 10 M19-E36-320 2.7 10 0.00042 -162 P
R Tacid Group 4 2.3 -1.67 9 M60-E32-170 2.0 8 0.00234 -140 P
ER Tacis Group 5 7.7 -2.97 26 7 No - - - - -
TPk 2 SSCL Group 6 9.5 1.98 32 BPPCTO008 9.4 31 0.00000 193 M
Pk 24 SSC2 - Group 6 6.2 1.97 22 M23-E45-220 5.3 19 0.00000 148 M
TPk 2 SSC3 Group 1 7.8 -243 27 BPPCTO020 7.8 27 0.00000 -179 M
]k 2 SSC4- Group 2 3.1 -1.23 11 M43-E12-80 2.8 11 0.00032 -111 P
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Groupl Group?2 Group3
0.0 BPPCT022 0.0 UDP97-403
6.1\C4M32-E42-430 7w g oope BPPClool 7.0 M40-E56-380
7.9 —E—=MA071A-350 GI 3" SB 97~ M43-E12-80 10.5 M44-E56-240
9.6\ M12-E20-170 §. @ 14111-M35-E43-110 14.0 M43-E57-130
12.2 M11-E61-220 20.277~UDP98-406 17.5 M40-E16-210
21.8 MO8-E14-300
A 24.4 M36-E23-100
462 M57-E48-280 24 Me-Ti2s-100
i s 411 M24-E35-180
- Groups 51.7 MO8-E32-230
i 62.3 UDP96-008
o ~ o
2 EIE S| 98.8-LL-BPPCTO20 " o 0P
2 T A Phosz-teMaomia200 3 - o) 3 Group6
: i JS 1 30.14] | M07-E04-300 P
125.4—— MI13-E08-300 & 7 380N M48-E29-210 0.0\ _/UDPIG00L150
; - P 44.2~J1- M26-E64-90 7.0~ M10-E56-175
i 13877~ M39-E19-150 - 56.6+] | M19-E36-320 11.4~H M32-E42-450
149.3 —— M28-E09-230 6541/ M41-E48-230 . _ 20.1~1- M04-E36-330
161.7—H—UDP98-407 75.0\[ ], M11-E13-270 r g 271 MIg-ED-149
i ; 32,4~ M39-E15-250
81.27-M04-E04-250 X 37.6/0- M41-E36-170
178.9—0— M27-E12-210 93.67] |/ M32-E07-330 gl 4467—§BPPCTmm
99.7\7 M10-E56-210 i IS 51.6 M51-E09-245
106.7~1-M14-E23-170 a0 €
C- w1 1146~ MI5-E31-160 T “3IT o
£1 30 120 5 pohamed : 87.0—— BPPCT042-200
S A 124277 N pehemsl YN
5|9 123.7+ |  M11-E61-230
Groupd ®lg §50.0H/ M23-E45-220
o
N i 137.7-H “E30-
0.0—A— M32-E42-200 142_of3§M59-E32-130
Group7 149.94 N\ M36-E48-160
154,377\ M29-E07-200
16587\ M4S-E58-180
0.0\ M31-E31-200 178 2\ M51-E19-160
526 MB0-E24-320 2.6~ M31-E64-170 184,37\ M35-E36-85
: 8.7-1 1> M55-E13-280 19407\ S
792+ | , M15-E48-300 16.67] N M56-E36-175 20377 “MD205a
88.0\_|/; M56-E61-300 2721~ M57-E48-190
94,1\ M16-E45-250 33.37] [N CPPCTO022
1002~/ M51-E19-155
3 @83-3);\ Meomonas 62.3—1— BPPCT042-300 Group8
37 &L 5167 N\ M16-E39-130 77.5~1-M11-E13-280
3 a2l : -E63-
&2 2i142/1\ Mi2-E24-290/300 85.4~] - M59-E55-170 A
w X7 1257\ MI5-E31-161 92.4——Mm60-E57-140 :
18] 13567| |\ Mo0E32-170 08,5~ T~M20-E08-150 2815 | MS9-E4L-180
GRS 154.8—11— M44-E43-160 113.7~M56-E39-195 31.6~3 M42-E08-140
160.071 > M56-E27-170 120§ —H—M57-E48-270 36.8—— M61-R28-220
168.87]_> M56-E39-205 128.6 1+ M03-E31-250 42,0~ M2-EM13-600
s, A
176.7 BPPCT015-150 135.6-TT~M12-E63-620 49.9-] [~ M28-E09-250
1793 BPPCT(23 155.8<| | BPPCTO0S 58.7-T [ M40-E56-400
BN 69.3-T T~ M43-E57-150
161.9~J1M51-E04-170 N 775 M19Fe1-120
167.2—H—M>52-E10-180 2T .05/ N\
&1 807 M59-E45-180
1759 7R M35-E10-300 100.8—— M28-E56-330
178574\ MS6-E36-160 -
18477\ M59-E26-210 118.0~] |~ M14-E28-210
192,67 \-M61-E23-230 129.5 [ M57-E23-180
199.67 =\ M51-E19-400 133.9~37- M30-E52-140
21207 §pchgmsz9 137.4— 1~ M48-E24-210
21377 { | M52-E12-180 1489*_1%@%23@8
. 155.0~T~ M56-E39-
232,97 [NBPPCTO015-170 1550 R ABe-E91%0
169.95_§M10-E56-400
s 178,71 M46-E30-330
266.9——MB35-E36-260 1454 TIN UDP98 409

196.27 7N M07-E36-320

1 SRR XA E R L
Suc FoRERE, Glu FRHiZE, Fru R 58, Sor #milALEE, Mal £R3HIR, Toug Fom b,
Taci %78 B2, SSC FoRul ik A .
Fig. 1 Linkage map of SSR and SRAP markers, and distribution of QTLs controlling fruit flavor
QTLs included in this map are Suc (Sucrose), Glu (Glucose), Fru (Fructose), Sor (Sorbitol), Mal (Malic acid),
Tsug (Total sugar), Tacid (Total acid), and SSC (Soluble solid content) .
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FHERAH S QTL EZ - Aii#E Group 1. Group 2. Group 4. Group 5. Group 6 Z&1#E I, Group
3 H1 Group 7 K KI5 EHEEAH S QTL (1434, Group 8 LAY 14~ LOD #/h (2.1) 15 BMHAHSS1K)
QTL (Fru2). Group 1 L4345 T #5254 (Glu2). 11 A48E (Sor2). BibE (Tsugd). mI¥ Pk X4 (SSC3)
4/~ QTL X[d], Group 2 b3 7 thZLEE (Sor3). %k (Glud) R [ 4 (SSC4) ) QTL,
Group 4 734 T RERE (Suc2). #ZHE (Glu3, GluS). HHH (Tsug5). MR (Taci4) (K QTL. X 3
ANEBRE QTL I AH MAPERAR R I A Fn %0, HEA Group 1 F 1) QTL A2 1 AR 5t 5t i o

Group 5 43 T RERE (Sucl, Suc3). ABH (Tsug3). FHRM (Mall). HPR (Taci3. Taci5)
(1) QTL X [a]; B FHEN QTL YRIUBE & M PRy, SRR & s vy . R
QTL R 7EdEME A A (D) T, f Mall, Taci3. Taci5. Suc3, [ D 47— 7 [ 45 bl g 2 &
(RBE I,  55— 5 T 6 SRR & ks, AR TR E XK T 1 o

Group 6 235 1A Z4E (Glul). B8 (Frul). hALEE (Sorl). MK (Tsugl. Tsug2) 4 4Nk
TrEACH QTL, &M (Tacil. Taci2) PIMRRAHICH QTL, LLARIwPERBITEYIAH S QTL (SSC1,
SSC2), Frf QTL M AR % . H Glul. Sorl. SSC1 ffj LOD {44k 7.0, 13.0.
9.5, HEMREmMERRZ R, 2Hl4 21%. 41%. 32% (K 3).

3 g

31 BHEREHEIERAE

HARBRA BT R EE, HEACRESE S, SR CREE BB e 25248/ (Marilynetal.,
1996) . XALLGFH A F A A4 G ZPMERIE R RS A EAT 2258 ) T~ Pl 1 Ay I 48
MESRAFAR o () P AR o ASHF 5T R A 164 5 SSR 5 kAT ik, X 31 % SSR 5R M H £
ASPE: 2304 4> SRAP GG, ANAT 170 X RIL 2 38NE o SRARZIR) 22 550/ 2 B A vl R ] % 4
(85 K [R5, Etienne 25 (2002) FH Ferjalou Jalousia® x Fantasia (/™ HkkEs: FP 4146 TR
ALY I A A R R PR 1) o DRI AR 22 T 93 A0 P B ol 1) bt S5 3 b 2 18] PR 2R AT 2 5 ) S 0 A 2
Bl (Dirlewanger et al., 1996; Quarta et al., 1998; Joobeur et al., 2000; Bliss et al., 2002; Aranzana
etal., 2003; Dirlewangeretal., 2004; Howad etal., 2005; W] %5, 2009). JL4&& Aok 5T Zfh
Z AR AR AR DA B R b 2 N AH SR BEAT SR SR PR 1) QTL SERLHTST, W] RE S A
Oy B BRURR S TR R M ZE SR OR T AT 2 AR S A e S RAT AR B B IR 23 B R
A2

3.2 XFMERMBEMEXE QTL BIESL

Dirlewanger %5 (1999) #|H] Ferjalou Jalousia® x Fantasia F, E4A 1 63 /N Fibk, #1477 QTL fEK]
W, 7ERIER) 9 AMEBRET, BR T Group 2 Fl Group 7 ¥ A BER A ¢ QTL M40, Higy 7 Al
HEYIA 3 A . Dirlewanger 45 (1999) F4 %k #3848 F ({45 id 22 [A] T4 . RFLP. RAPD. IMAs 1 AFLP,
T A AE I bR Ic & SSR AT SRAP Axid, (HAIF ST Group 5 5 Dirlewanger (1) Group 5 #4511
D fi7 5, PRI R84 L KB Dirlewanger 75 Group 5 E47 T 3 WER . Frkeik. BEpE. R
BE) QTL. AWFFURAEZIEBTHEE N T R AR QTL, (HARKIUREN QTL X[ (AW
FrETR & B ARAVEHT) - b4k, Dirlewanger A4 22 3% 1 Group 6 5247 1 S 4705, 5 AW 5T - ) Group
6 —E. LRI Dirlewanger 7655 6 ZEBURER) Lot A7 T 1L ALEE . AR A IR I QTL A7 44,
X5 AWFAE Group 6 EALIIALEE QTL — 20, (HAWF T IF AR AL Z X IR I 5 3 F R 2 5 AH G QTL
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D [A], AL T S QTL X W) 7ESEUT S A7 s i (R Group 6 i), Dirlewanger iEAL T RERE
) QTL, (HAWFFTHIAR K. 7 Dirlewanger 45 (1999) WF5Y %At I, Etienne 45 (2002) [F#EAF]
JI Ferjalou Jalousia® x Fantasia F, FEA 63 AN SRRHEAT T JXURAR D QTL 192347, WFTH RIRHEE ] T x E
CEEBE x Rdk AN 52 AN bk, HTIEBHE S5 2% BS XS . Etienne 55 (2002) 7 G4 I
SENL T HBE AR T PEEEI QTL; 75 G5 KRR (D) A sS B e 7 T 3R . FERE .
FrBmR. pH. T EBRATCH QTL A5, 1E G6 MBI E AT T REREFI il v vE [ B QTL. 7EA
WEFUSRAF QTL A% 4555 Etienne 55 (2002) K I QTL AAAEAHR 2 &b, WIFFELE Group 4 &I T
ZHER) QTL, £t Group 5 A3 T3 RMR. BEHER) QTL, £ Group 6 A3 T wlvA I MBI QTL: {H
WAFAE— 222 57, QIAHFTAE Group 1. Group 2 A I LI AL . 46 25 B A ] S P[5 0 AH S QTL,
7E Etienne 25 (2002) [F RIS LB HBL, AW EALE Group 6 K IUERE K QTL, Etienne
4 (2002) 11 G6 FRIL T RERE QTL. FHUS M QTL A7 s AR B A 0] B8 2SR ANAN A () 2,
AJ BESE A FIAE A e 45 A 1 22 5, 3 BSOS R SR S il ST AR A7 AR A BE [A) 22 5%, 40 Dirlewanger %% (1999)
RIRAS RN 5 4 2% QTL 7= Ax— 2 IS o 3% M A AT o A5 FH P A 5 MR e &6 S 11 =
BRI
33 QTL BN EHmMILEE

TR PR R AT AL A SR S AU P B B2 R 7, SR ST XU it B B e T m s M R WL 1) 5
FOMZRAL. BRSSO E LR R R R ORI, R EA IR RR . AR 2
JEIR . U RSN pH & — R R, (BRI SEARSE L pH (E AT LA i Sl (pH <
4.00 KRR (pH = 4.00, METRR Bk IR B B AR AR D SRR Wk . Dirlewanger
S (1999) KIL D {7 miBTAF R R . AR . nT i e MR AN pH {EAHOCH) QTL AL x5, [T D 7
RUAT BB S SRR FIAT A IR A A B 42 AH OC s [l Y AT 2235 T T Bk SR SRR MR 10 20 1 AR id I
FAR4AF (2004) I ik RAPD I AFLP brid, 3R15 T SRR S % E B 1P AFLP brid (1.47
cM. 2.99 cM), HJ5 Ml Dttt Horp—ANFrid 0 SCAR Arid (A2 45, 2009). AHH 5T HAR
KAEIRTTE D A7 A EBEB 7 Fhric, (HIRIFE R BN D A7 s 0k FE sz vb (1) 15 ek o e o B 1A 42 oI
F, BB R 52 b g S A HLERSE R R (1) Mall (X (a1 o5 1 D A7k HAZA a7 T 4 3 SR g
(gl oy — 5 T RS S g s, I DON B L i3 s Ty A A, AE B A A R

AW RN QTL b, 458 AHCH Glul (Group 6). Glu2 (Group 1) 43 B AEfi#FE 21%F1
22% MR B A i ILIALEEAH OGP Sorl (Group 6) Fi1 Sor2 (Group 1) 73 H REfERE 41%F1 30% 112K 1Y
AR E; SSC1 (Group 6). SSC2 (Group 1) 43l BEfFERE 32%F1 22%[1) R AR &, IX 48 QTL X [Al 34
VERCFE 2 =1 SSR 8L SRAP FRic A7 1E, X Eehrid /e § AT — @ AW ) o SRm—2% QTL, -
SRR AH IS Mal1(Group 5) REARRE 53% 1 3K AU AR &, (HASHIF T AR I 1) ZIX 18] P ()45 i MO7-E04-300
I REARRE 14%I1) R AR &, N Taci5 (Group 5) AEMREF 26% [ R B4R &, {H H: X i) N AAEAEAH G
Oy FhRIL e X LEHA) T B i — 2P AR e i DA e X X AR L U .

RS B 50 DA A AT FH T XU (R BBk A 2 A 4 i JE AR IR Bl XU R, 35X n] LA Dirlewanger
A% (1999) 7ESEIT S A7 5 I 2 AL A RERE ) QTL 73 %8¢ (Ferjalou Jalousia® x Fantasia 414 (B4
T RR R, AHAHIF T IR AT S A7 AT e A7 21 55 35 (TR R A DG 1K) QT L. IX AT g A2 A
HAERSIA NF” AR KR PRk, 1545 208 Pl R FH S Bk A T AR () H AR AR B, ASHIFS 2
FABREA 26 ST AR 5 XA NF g Bk e XUk, S AR I th I T — 28 R FT
KL 1) e A FL AR
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