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QTL Analysis of Resistance to Bacterial Spot Race T3 in Tomato

SUN Hui-jun', ZHANG Jie-yun', WANG Yuan-yuan', SCOTT Jay W.2, FRANCIS David M.?, and
YANG Wen-cai"*
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Abstract: The objective of this study was to understand genetics of resistance and identify molecular
markers tightly linked to the resistance to race T3 using an inbred-backcross population derived from the
resistant line P1114490. A core set of 516 SSR, SNP, and InDel markers was screened for polymorphisms
among the parents of the IBC population, and 72 polymorphic markers were identified. Single marker-trait
analysis suggested that the resistance to race T3 in PI114490 was mediated by multiple QTLs on
chromosomes 1, 3, 8 and 11. One QTL on chromosome 11 could contribute 56.5% of phenotypic variation.
Genotypic analysis of inbred-backcross lines suggested that interactions among QTLs might exist. These
results provide some fundamental information for understanding the mechanism of resistance to race T3 in
PI1114490 and breeding for resistance.

Key words: tomato; inbred-backcross population; bacterial spot; T3 resistance; QTL

FH 2 M 5 8 (Xanthomonas ) 1¥) 4 ANFh X, euvesicatoria, X. vesicatoria, X. perforans, X. gardneri
(Jones et al., 2004) 5 ;& (K17 BT (bacterial spot) & —Fh ™ B 521 25 Hu 75 it (Solanum lycopersi-
cum L) AEFEIANE R E (Stall etal., 2009) , iV 20% ~ 43% (M7= A1k, B
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AR A v HLE PE ORI vl g B 60% LA L gk = - 2 477 (Cox, 1966; Lukyanenko, 1991; Pernezny
etal., 1996; Stalletal., 2009). [ 20 2l 40 FACLLK, FaisEmiin A7 d ER 2 Bt X kA4, ™
HEMFAMA” HFE BN A3F, 1983; IMETE 5, 1991 T 2= 5, 1997; &K %, 1997;
FETGEF 4F, 2004, 2005; FKEERl 45, 2008). @A PR FOSEYEH S AR AERL N, T1 F
T2 /N3 )E T X, euvesicatoria R X. vesicatoria, T3+ T4 F1 T5 /N JE T X. perforans (Jones et
al.,, 2000, 2005). HEAFLE T1F T3 AN, BLT3 ARV (IMRLE 25, 1999), {HALTTfELf
FEHAR/NR CBRIRE 45, 2008).

H A WA 2 250853699, R PU0 S A e — R &5 A NP ia a0 . Il i e 6 R B AR
FLE N I K 2R A IR T B VR I, 2/ S & aid el T3 M EABE. e
Hawaii7981 FIP MBS SEE 3 (S. pimpinellifolium) #4 %} P1128216 F1 P1126932 %} T3 /Ml fig /™ A=
TN, NAEMEEAE P (Scott et al., 1996, 2001); ¥ERkZE A (S. lycopersicum var.
cerasiforme) M EL P1114490 XF T3 /N BA S EEHUE, AU Y (Scott et al., 1995); ¥
IEFIFE A (S. pennellii) #EFLAT16 %F T3 HAHiME (Astua-Monge etal., 2000; Jones etal., 2005),
AR R B e B RO T R S IR . PUE UL Y B8, Hawaii7981. PI128216 FlI
PI126932 %} T3 /NPT AL T 11 S 4tk ERgfRl—ANJE ] (Hutton, 2008; Robbins et al.,
2009; Wang et al., 2011); LA716 %F T3 /NPT A7 T 3 5 Je e fhk b — N AL 56 ( Astua-Monge
etal., 20000, {HJ5LEWFFNEA GEWIUEIL I A7 (Stall et al., 2009); J&T PI114490 X T3 /NFf
(BT B AL F 5T e AL AE 5T H AT G -

[H]2Z HAZ (inbred-backcross, IBC) FffRSE 1 Wehrhahn F1 Allard (1965) #&H B H T2 Hrda il

B Rt AL i 3 R B s MR A7 05 (quantitative trait loci, QTL) Wi, [RII ] FH s B
AR AREFRBAZER MRS, 24 047K Y (Sullivan & Bliss, 1983). jHi¢
(Butruille et al., 1999). /K#% (Linetal., 1998). # /Il (Owens et al., 1985; Robbins et al., 2008)
A& (Hartman & St. Clair, 1998, 1999; Doganlar et al., 2002; Kabelka etal., 2002, 2004; Yang
etal., 2005a; Robbinsetal., 2009) SE/EYHHREI 12N H . I IBC 44, 4567 Fhrid s,
C2 E iR R % 2 T T1 /N QTL (Yang et al., 2005a) FIFt T3 /N %E Rx4 (Robbins
etal., 2009),

S T W PI114490 X T3 /N HT st AL A R0 Btk QTL BT AL, A R 4> T-Frid
TR ) AN BL PI114490 S AR ) IBC BEARBEAT L BRI L 43047, JF I H % IBC BEAR%EE P1114490
P AIES T3 NFHEIPLE QTL, ARE— WS PI114490 XF T3 /NAP BT A LERILE & R0 A H
Hopu ks Heat

QY VL SRS DARE

1.1 EYM BRIt

AR T IBC BHARIEAT AR 8 T3 M HLEER) QTL 20 41. Fla7600 2 €3 it
AR, AE RS T1 AT T4 N EAG B HiPE (Scott & Jones, 1986; Hutton etal., 2010) ; PI114490
MR, R T1 ~ T4 N ES B AT Hifk (Scott et al., 2003) ; OH9242 M L& HlidbFl, St
WA B /K Fla7600 5 PI114490 Z44C3k1G Fi, SRJ54 OH9242 5 F %48 IR EIZCPIAR, 3K
3166 NMAIZ R, FKIX 166 ANl &4 H HAS 5 AR, BAGEN—RAL I 7 VE B Rl 5 &3R5 BC,Ss
WA
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FAZ AR BT EVEAT T 2010 4 4—8 H AP AR K B FERK 347 B 3 N2RA L 166
AR FFP 3 TR ORI A (32 1) BT, W 6 ~ 8 F R eI, B3 MRS,
BN R BRI 10 Bk, 350 US4 b4 T 2

12 #EMYES. EMIFEEITEN

BT H B 2 00 3 e i T3 ANFPR B B XV938, $eRhaT 3 ~ 4 d, BG0RAF T 4 “C IR # R H 42
FRIRTIE DV 3] YDC #5753 (Lelliot & Stead, 1987) L, 7E28 CRIF2~3dJa, WKL
BRI IR 3 x 108 cfu - mL™" (Ag=0.15) M.

T R — JET IR WS 25 3000) B A0 8y e AT He b, JEAE i R RIS IR 5 e b 1 o, BRIRIE 55
Bt BRI N . TR, AR TR FERR A, RS BRI IT 46 Ak H ) &
JEDGHRERRBERE 1 IR0 24 K2 80% A4 R I 512 21 8, 2K RN 3, SR H Horsfall Fil Barratt(1945)
(1099 57 L S A i SRR IR, RS TR EUE N A R I
1.3 QTL # kB NERICIFiE

H TR T3 AN HIME QTL AT EAL, SE MBS EIENANE 3 N3EA P1114490,
F1a7600 F1 OH9242 [A]45 Z A PERIFRIC, #R 4% Solanaceae genome network(SGN, http: // www. sgn. cornell.
edu/). Yang % (2004, 2005a) Fl Robbins &5 (2011) R [0 A% B i 2 bric A Yok L iAr &,
T AR IE MR S BUPEE B AIARIC , ARG E bR 10 BT e U 7 B B 3 b ac K, i e
QTL 7E Ak BT E

LI 1R BT AN R SCRRERER 2 99t 1) 516 MFrid, SSR rid >k H T SGN H Suliman-Pollatschek
& (2002), SIMAFRSHILL “SSR” Al “TOM” Jf3k, fE4A A SSR SIHNY, 1EM 514 55T M13
S35 (CACGACGTTGTAAAACGAC) , LUHRH] LI-COR 24w [¥] IR* DNA 43 M43 5t [K] 7
BT AT s HAZ AR 2 A AR (SNP) A 2%/ #8i A (InDeD A ic >k H T Yang %5 (2004 ) F1 van Deynze
& (2007); PRAFIEUAXBIN & (Cosi) Anid>k T Yang 55 (2005b); 54, M EA& KGO S
BEALERE T 74 /> RFLP Anid, MREEILFHIB519, XF 3 SRR R F 4] DNA HE4T PCR 4 5 A
RN SINEE N X INTa

1.4 DNA 1ZEXFRFRiE 247

AR R 28 /D 8 AN bk FEUAE ATt FR A, S CTAB ¥ (Kabelka et al., 2002)
PEHUIENZL DNA. HI{E 3 ASEAAE 2 M IbE (R 1) XSEARIEEA IBC BEAHETIER AL 04T
SNP F1 Cosi Z A& PEMENR MY PCR =¥ 1) Jii% (Yang et al., 2004, 2005b) #E4T. InDel
SSR #RiC KM Yang % (2005a) {1 J73E4E LI-COR /A ) IR> DNA 73X F#E4T. B 5141 PCR
A KA e AT 7 v WL 1.

1.5 HBGIt o

Y TRRACIBIE LR A P1114490 447, Fla7600 4i4%), OH9242 4i A AR AR, HANbr
AT IBC BRI 20 25 LU 55 BCoSs WIEEAH 7 1 IIFF4 B i R 7 G i » SR SAS 1 & 4K
PEBEAY (mixed linear modeD) 7} AT I AYMIZE LRI B OC R . AUARE A Xy = + B + M, + Gy
(M) + ey Horb X ERAUE, RIEE i ANEE P j AP0 ST & P B i 2 1B, p ol IBC
TEAATR I 5 e BB, B 2o | NF RN, M 25 j AR, Ge (M) 2% k Fh
SERIIAEEE j AFRIC RN, e ARG D25 1 T7E B RS RIS B A H IR B R RN ~P- 47, DRI G A B
17 F R, JL A d L Satterthwaite {57 (Netter etal., 1990) K43, FM M8 M/ Gy
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(M) , FIEEE (P <005 RFERSHE
V! V) KAGH QTL TTiik%

DI 2 TR AERE B OC R o ARG AR RE AR 5/ S AR 5

2 HiIR 5

2.1 FEZ P1114490. Fla7600 #1 OH9242 8% ST FRICHIEE

M 516 AMhric R 3LIH L F] 72 ME 3 AN3EA P1114490. Fla7600 F1 OH9242 2 [a) B4 £ &k
Frid (F 1), HREACE 14.0%. o, PI114490 55 Fla7600 2 [8) (2 AMEbric bl i s, b
12.6%, PI114490 5 OH9242 ZI@E’J%D PEFRIC B 10.7%, 10 Fla7600 5 OH9242 2[Rl £ 24
PEFRE S E 7.2%. PRITIER) 516 AMsid s 7 295 4~ SSR Frids 109 /> SNP &Y InDel A51ic
38 /™ Cosi bric il 74 AN RFLP 3 HbRic, eATHE 3 AN A AT I 21 2 &M R 25 58 11.9%.
22.0%- 23.7%F1 5.4%., FEFTTHIER 516 il i T ARG, H 72 M2 SMAme BTG T
70.0% /A7 BE DA X 85, HOANSA Ao 12 S etk b, 2 ‘5 @M:LE’J%M PEbRidR %,
134, 6 S Ak FHA 2 ANl R EA LS Rid T2~ 1340200 GRD

F 1 7 PI114490. Fla7600 #1 OH9242 Z BIRA Z MM S FHRCRH PCR FEHRA 5
Table1 Polymorphic markers among P1114490, Fla7600 and OH9242, their PCR conditions and detecting methods

. RN PEY QI TR
brid ol Mwﬂ%{éi ERSIMFS (5-30 RIBIFES] (5 -3 BE/C NI e Lk
Marker Chromo- Marker Forward primer sequence Reverse primer sequence Anneal Enzyme Electro'-

some type phoresis

temp
SSR478 1 SSR GCAGCATATATCACCTTGGCT CGTGCTCTCCAATAGTTCACC 50 B
Cf9 1 SNP CAGGCACAGAGTTACATGGG CAACCAGTGAAGGAAGGGAG 60 Hae 11 A
CosOH47 1 Cosi TTGCTGATTTTCTTCCCATTTT GCAGCTGGAGTGAGAGGAAC 56 BstUI A
SSR134 1 SSR CCCTCTTGCCTAAACATCCA CGTTGCGAATTCAGATTAGTTG 50 C
TOM202 1 SSR TGGTCACCTTCAACTTTTATAC AAATGATAATGAAATGGAGTGA 45 - C
LEOH106 1 SNP AGGGAGAAATTTGACATACGG GGACCAACAGCAAATACAAAA 52 Alu 1 A
LEVCOHII 1 SNP CAACCATGTTAGATGTGCCAGT TAAGAGAGGGGAATGGTGATGT 56 Mnl 1 B
LEVCOHI2 1 SNP GGAGAAAGAAGATCCATCAAA  ATTAAAACAACAGAAGAGAAAC 56 Bsal 1 B
GG CAG
LEOH342 2 InDel TCCTTTGATTGTTTCAACACC TCCACAACTCCCTGAAAAGG 52 - C
CosOH44 2 SSR TGCTTCTTGCACCACAAACT TGTTGTCATGGTCCCTTTGA 45 - C
TOMI1 2 SSR ATTGTAATGGTGATGCTCTTCC CAGTTACTACCAAAAATAGTCAA 45 - C
ACAC
SSR71 2 SSR AAATGGCATGGAGAATGGAA CATCCACTGAGAGCCCAAAG 50 - C
SSR66 2 SSR TGCAACAACTGGATAGGTCG TGGATGAAACGGATGTTGAA 50 - C
LEOH23 2 SNP CTATGCGTTTGTCGGTCGT CAAGGTAGTTGAAGGTATGACCA 56 Tp509 1 A
SSR96 2 SSR GGGTTATCAATGATGCAATGG CCTTTATGTCAGCCGGTGTT 50 - C
SSR104 2 SSR TTCCATTTGAATTCCAACCC CCCACTGCACATCAACTGAC 50 - D
SSR5 2 SSR TGGCCGGCTTCTAGAAATAA TGAAATCACCCGTGACCTTT 50 - C
SSR349A 2 SSR GAGTGATCATCCATCCTCTCA GGAAGAGACTTTGGACTAAGGGA 50 - C
TOMI88 2 SSR CCCACCTTTTTACCTCTCCC GGAAGATGGTATTTTTGGAAA 45 - C
CosOH7 2 Cosi CATGGATATGGTAATTGGAGGA  CCTTTTCCTGATATGCGTATTCC 56 Hinf 1 A
LEOH319 2 SNP TGCAATAAGGCCTGATACGG ACGCTTGTGCAGCATCAGTA 52 Tsp5091 B
LEOH223 3 SNP ACAAGAGTCGGGTGATGGAC GCGATGGAAATAGCATCACA 52 Trul 1 A
LEOHI124 3 InDel CCGTCTCCTTCTCCCTCTTT CTGGCTGGTGTCTTCTCCAT 52 - C
LEGTOMS5 3 SNP TTTAGCCGTGTTGTGAAATCC GACTTTCAAAAGGCATCCGTC 56 Trul 1 A
SSRI111 3 SSR TTCTTCCCTTCCATCAGTTCT TTTGCTGCTATACTGCTGACA 50 - C
LEOHI185 3 InDel CGTCACAGTCGCGTAAATGA CCTTCTTCCCCAATTTCCTC 52 - C
TOMS59 3 SSR TAACACATGAACATTAGTTTGA  CACGTAAAATAAAGAAGGAAT 45 - C
CosOH51 3 Cosi CTCATTTGATACCTCTATTTGTG  TGAGATCTTAAAAGAAACACAT 56 Rsa | A
GTG GAGG
SSR601 3 SSR TCTGCATCTGGTGAAGCAAG CTGGATTGCCTGGTTGATTT 50 - C
SSR320 3 SSR ATGAGGCAATCTTCACCTGG TTCAGCTGATAGTTCCTGCG 50 - C
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) e B i T
g BRI e 53 S5 5730 T M
Marker Chromo- Marker Forward primer sequence Reverse primer sequence Anneal Enzyme Electro‘—
some type phoresis
temp
LEOHI127 3 SNP CAAGGCATCAACCTAATTGGA TGTAGGCTTGAAAAATAAGAGGA 52 Hincll A
GA
TOM194 4 SSR ACGAAGTAATACAGCCAATG AGCCATCCAACACAAAACAC 45 - C
SSR43 4 SSR CTCCAAATTGGGCAATAACA TTAGGAAGTTGCATTAGGCCA 50 - C
LEOH37 4 SNP TTGATATATTCCATGTGTGTCTC  AACTACAAATTAACAAACTTAAAT 52 Tspd51 A
GG
TOM210 4 SSR CGTTGGATTACTGAGAGGTTTA  ACAAAAATTCACCCACATCG 45 - C
SSR627 4 SSR TACAGAATAGGGTTTGCCATA GTTTTAGTGGGTTGTGTTGAA 48 - C
TOM49 5 SSR AAGAAACTTTTTGAATGTTGC ATTACAATTTAGAGAGTCAAGG 45 - C
TOMI152 5 SSR ATTCAAGGAACTTTTAGCTCC TGCATTAAGGTTCATAAATGA 45 - C
SSR289 5 SSR AACAATGGCAGGAATCATCC TGTCCGTCATGTTTCTTCTCC 50 - C
Rx3 5 SNP CTCCGAGCGAAGAGTCTAGAGTC GAAGGCAAAAGGAAAAGGAGAA 60 BsrBl A
GGATGG
LEOH316 5 SNP GGTTGAGACGTAACATTGAGGA GCACATGATTTCATAGGTTGGA 52 Mboll B
CosOH73 5 Cosi CTTCCCGACAAGCACAAAAA CGAATGCTCTGTACCATTTCC 56 Alu 1 A
SSR47 6 SSR TCCTCAAGAAATGAAGCTCTGA CCTTGGAGATAACAACCACAA 50 - C
SP 6 SNP AGGGTTGAAGTTCATGGTGG GATGTTCCCTGAGATATGGA 56 Mva | E
LEOHI1 7 SNP TCCACATGAAGTAATGGACACAG TTCTTCGTCAAGATCGGGTA 56 Tspd51 A
LEOH40 7 SNP TGAGTTGGTGAACCATGGAA CCAAAGTTGGGACCTTTTGA 56 Tipd5 1 A
SSR45 7 SSR TGTATCCTGGTGGACCAATG TCCAAGTATCAGGCACACCA 50 - C
CosOH64 8 Cosi AAGAAATCCAATGCCAAACGGAC CATTGCCTTGACATATCCTTG 52 Rsa | A
LEOH343 8 SNP CAAATGGGTTTGGCTGAAAA CGCAAACTGATTTGAACAGC 52 Mnl 1 A
SSR63 8 SSR CCACAAACAATTCCATCTCA GCTTCCGCCATACTGATACG 50 - C
CosOH42 8 Cosi GGAATTCCACATGAAGTAATGGA TTGATCAAATCGGGCTTAGG 56 Tpd51 A
SSR383 9 SSR ATTGTACAAAGACCCGTGGC GTTGCACACTGGATCAATGC 50 - C
TOM236 9 SSR GTTTTTTCAACATCAAAGAGCT  GGATAGGTTTCGTTAGTGAACT 45 - C
SSR333 9 SSR GTTCCCGCTTGAGAAACAAC CCAATGCTGGGACAGAAGAT 50 - C
TOMI180 10 SSR ACGGTCCAGTAAGGTTGATG ATATGAAGATTGGGTTGTAACA 44 - C
SSR318 10 SSR GCAGAGGATATTGCATTCGC CAAACCGAACTCATCAAGGG 50 - C
SSR248 10 SSR GCATTCGCTGTAGCTCGTTT GGGAGCTTCATCATAGTAACG 50 - C
LEVCOHIS5 10 InDel GCAACCACCAATGTTCATTACA  AAGCTAAATCTGGCTTGTGGAG 52 - C
SL107371 11 InDel CCCACTCCTGGGACTCAAATC TGGACCCACAGGTAATGAGG 57 - C
pece? 11 InDel CGTCCCTGATCACTGCTAAA GCACAGTGCCCACGTACTTA 58 - C
SSR637 11 SSR AATGTAACAACGTGTCATGATTC AAGTCACAAACTAAGTTAGGG 50 - C
TOM196 11 SSR CCTCCAAATCCCAAAACTCT TGTTTCATCCACTATCACGA 45 - C
TOM144 11 SSR CTGTTTACTTCAAGAAGGCTG ACTTTAACTTTATTATTGCGACG 45 - C
CosOH57 11 Cosi TGCCCAAAAGCACAGTACAA CGCCTCCTATCTTCCAAACTT 52 Tth111 1 A
LEOHS57 11 SNP TGGTCAACAGATGGTGAAGAA  GGATCCCATGCCAATGAATA 52 BstUI A
12 11 SNP TGGAGAGTTCCCTACACTTGAG TTCTCTTCAAGGTAGTTGGCAG 60 Rsa 1 A
CT100 12 SNP TAACTTGGGGCGAAGGAC CAGCAGAAAAGCCTTGAGG 58 Rsa | A
LEOH19 12 SNP AAGGCTCAGAAAGGGTCCAT TGAGTTCATCAACACATCACACA 55 BsaB1 A
SSR20 12 SSR GAGGACGACAACAACAACGA GACATGCCACTTAGATCCACAA 50 - C
CosOH1 12 Cosi TGCATACACTTGGTCATGACTTC GGCTATAGCATGCGTTGGTT 52 TspR1T A
LEOH197 12 InDel TCTGATGTTGGTAGAGCCATTG  TGATCATAATGTGACGAATCGAA 52 - C
PtiB 12 SNP GCCCCTGATATGGCAGCACGTC  CAAGGCAGCAACTGCAGCCATC 60 Mnl | A

TE: A 2%BRIEHIHER Ik B. 4%BUIRBEBEI VK C. 7% VSR NGB B Uk D. 1%BIRBBUR UK E. 3%B IR BB Ha ik .
Note: A. 2% agarose gel electrophoresis; B. 4% agarose gel electrophoresis; C. 7% denaturing polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis; D. 1%

agarose gel electrophoresis; E. 3% agarose gel electrophoresis.

2.2

IBC Bk E R B 5547

iR 72 DN EZAMEARCAE 3 DAY B F] 159 MNEAFED], Hod 13 ANME 3 AN SEARZ IR B A %
AP S 3 ], BRIEZ AN, 35 ANFRICEA PI114490 [ 20 38, 17 AMRic B Fla7600
(PRSI LI, 7 ANFRIC R OH9242 RRE RS LN (R 2) , IR G SRA S M ) A5 R A
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IBC HHE A P L FE DR 21 P B B A3 1 O

3 2 PI114490. Fla7600 A OH9242 B Z(EFEF 1BC EHE LB
Table 2 Proportion of alleles specific to P1114490, Fla7600 and OH9242 in the IBC population

SRR /% Frequency of alleles

S SR i PI114490 OH9242 Fla7600

Class of allelic gene Number of markers JaHE SEHA% JuHE SEHA% JuHE SEHA%
Range Mean Range Mean Range Mean

Fla7600 £ 17 0~20.6 6.7

Specific to Fla7600

PI114490 %545 35 1.8~463 120

Specific to P1114490

OH9242 F§f 1y 7 40.3~93.8 82.7

Specific to OH9242

ZORAYIR 13 25~264 107 53.4~97.0 769 0~21.6 124

Specific to three parents

B4 Average 114 79.8 9.6

K 72 AN ZEMARCKT IBC BEAMR 166 AN RUEAT TREE M 8T, SRk, A IBC hks
T IPRBAL, 760 ~ 9.6%2 10, ~F¥Hh 1.9%, KB (70.1%) Fric Fradil 2] 1) 2 & 1 A 4R %
T 3.0%. 4R PI114490 1 Fla7600 71 IBC 5 & FErb# IS 14k, (H =% 7E IBC #HAT IR
TR FE RS DN AT 225 . HE T 48 /S PI114490 5 F25 7 LK 7E IBC BEAAT LA, 4
IBC &1 PI1114490 JERI AL ELAIFE 0 ~ 28.1% 2 1], 3474 12.0%, #ik T HIEEAE 12.5%. KB4
(74.7%)IBC Z 71 P1114490 FE K 20 () EL B E 5.1% ~ 20.0%2 18], /N T 5.1%F0°K T 20.0% ) % 5 12.6%
Kt (B 1) ok PI114490 (AR SEALIERIM 5, A8 IBC BRI oy (1 LU 1.8% ~ 46.3% 2 [H]
(F£2),

80 1
70 | ] W PI114490 [] Fla7600
60
8
£ 50 +
&
WK 5 40 +
® 2
3 30 |
Z
20
10 | L
0 J - [1 =
0~5.0 10.1~15.0 20.1~25.0 30.1~35.0
5.1~10.0 15.1~20.0 25.1~30.0 35.1~40.0

Air (5 2L K e {#]/%  Proportion of gene

1 PI114490 #0 Fla7600 ZFAFEEA I1BC BEH RN
Fig. 1 Distribution of P1114490 and Fla7600 genome in the IBC population

Fla7600 ({55 K41 755 IBC BFAA T LUAITEG /N T~ P1114490 FERZ, (HIEPI LT LA %
AN IBC BEAAH )0 A% P1114490 ) (& 1) o A4 30 /> Fla7600 5 5547 HE RIAE IBC FEAA T H B
(A, AN IBC & Fla7600 KR4I ELBIZE 0 ~ 36.7%2 18], “F-¥94 9.0%, 1T WY 12.5%.
44.0%M IBC % Fla7600 FE K41 LB T 5.1%, 1HF 3.6%M) IBC &4 H KT 30.0%[K Fla7600
KL (B 1) o Fla7600 [REAN AL RITE IBC #EAA AT I LLEIFE 0 ~ 21.6% 2 [0 (R 2) , 16
A Fla7600 7 5 55407 SERIAE 166 A IBC R A I, RWLERAS P I T Fla7600 25407 2 A
FRIMIS
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2.3 FAKK IBC BHAXM EMEHIFHRER T3 /MBI~ A

3 ANSEZR P1114490. Fla7600 Fil OH9242 X 2 At i s J 18 T3 /NFh B RGBT JBPEATH,
HF A 28 2 0ok 2,50 5.5 K1 6.8, HLAR Fla7600 Fil OH9242 [ 4 AHIT, (H =4 Z iyt 2
sl (P<0.0001) , XU Fla7600 %f T3 P EA & KditE, (HE AW PI114490 HHTik 5.

MRPERTEREAS IBC RIVIER B b a5 3, AR /DB A RGN, LB T 83
ANRAT T3 APPSR e . SR EoR, XEERMI - PRIRHAE 3.9 ~ 7.2 Z 0], RMS/5A0,
i i) T e A OH9242 (] 2) , f54 IBC #HAARMZER A4 ket RS /D IBC RIEEREANEL
YR I AR S 2.0 B 5 8.0, {HIEA —A IBC Z - 24 ER P1114490 AH3T, B IBC BEfk
BN REAE PI114490 AU PTHE, B P1114490 Xt T3 /Mt & th 2 3L R 51

70
60

o 40
ol
30 |
E
Z 20 |
10 I
0 — . . L N
3.1~4.0 41~50 51~60 6.1~7.0 7.1~8.0
U B R B AR

Disease severity rating

B2 1BC #k+d 83N RERMBNEARFEE T3 NHEHFRECEREI RS

Fig. 2 Distribution of disease severity rating in 83 IBC lines inoculated with tomato bacterial spot race T3 strain

24 BEEMEE T3 /MMt QTL WEES R

A FAARIC T 4E B, SEHE AT 1. 3. 8 A 11 S04k By 12 Mhric (B 3) 5 T3 /NP
Pork R BEHMI (P <0.05), PHETTHREL 6.5% ~ 56.5%2 18] (£ 3). At 1. 3. 11 SYMO4k L
) QTL RIL A IERN, TALT 8 T Yeth LA QTL I A Fkny, Bl 8 5 Yetafk L#57T PI114490 %5
7 % R R A AL TR Ay I

t FAER 2 IBC BEAI R T PI114490. Fla7600 F1 OH9242 4% 3 N3EA, 3 HAWIGT kI
Fla7600 X} T3 /N EAG T PUME, Bk, 7R B PitE 5 hrac A0 ICHE AN [ S A (0 S5 A7 KL D8 23 sk
fTo 1 1 5H1 3 54k I, Fla7600 5 OH9242 HA ARSI IEN, #5 B TEMOE, (HIE 8
R B NIREE SR N o N1 e Tak d i N B N TE i B R N R v SVS I N B N v SVS RS
JER T AR TR AN ] o 7E 8 S Y afk I, #EAT PI114490 2547 3 K AR5 #5157 OH9242 2540 K]
IR RLZ T 2 2 e {2 2, #57 Fla7600 S5ALE R MR R RN T = F 2 0], 5 - F R A REE
o 11 SRR LRI IR, EE 7 AR SHUERSE, PUtE kRN 7.8%F] 56.5% A% (R
3). SSR637 ARic A 3 ANSEA T BN A LR, HAE IBC FEAH RN 2] T A 7] A FE R
AN AS e, DR AN S5 JE DRV AR A ERR G BEAT 708, 5547 55D SSR637a. SSR637¢ Fil SSR637F
K H T OH 9242, SSR637b 1 SSR637e K H T Fla7600, SSR637d K H T P1114490, XFELE 11 S5
AR B 12 Mhrid. Hd, TOM144 Fl pee7 nJLAX 73 3 ANSEA, #5405 P1114490 547 JE K ¥ A4k}
AT Fla7600 5507 3L KA R R 22 57, 55407 OH9242 S50 BEA R Pt 22 7 01 i 5
CosOH57 A1 SSR637d M/ HAT#EH PI114490 247 FEH (KA ELA HAG HibE; TOM196. SSR637a.
SSR637c. SSR637f Fll SL10737i ANAEX 4 P1114490 F1 Fla7600, {H4#%4 OH9242 A JE A I AT B AS
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HAPirE: SSR637b. SSR637e A1 LEOHS7 ANHEIX 43 P1114490 Fl OH9242, #5747 Fla7600 254 FE A
IR A B (K 3). MEFGER SR, PI114490 F1 Fla7600 (1 11 5 YL ARERH A 5T T3 /NI 25,
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B3 RBAEMAE T3/0# QTL EREHK LHNE
F MBS F T Robbins 45 (2011), 11 5 Rt f& b RFRIC AL S A B S HE R 4 5145 B g, 55 T3 /NP SR8 Bl it b
WP AR TR, Qe ia i R g2 QTL ARtk BN EL
Fig. 3 Positions of QTLs on chromosomes for resistance to race T3 of tomato bacterial spot
The framework map was adapted from Robbins et al. (2011) . Map positions of markers on chromosome 11 were determined using the tomato
genome sequence information. Markers significantly associated with bacterial spot race T3 resistance were in bold.

The black bar at the right side of each chromosome indicated the QTL region.

®3 5 IBC #{F T3 MR ZFIRXMSFIRIC

Table 3 Molecular markers significantly associated with response to race T3 of bacterial spot in the IBC population

IBC FHEA AR iC R B F- 2495 2%

HEk hric Genotypic means of marker classes P QTL ﬁfﬂk#—/ % LSDy o5 B
Chromosome Marker P value QTL contribution : Effect

PIPI PI/FL PI/OH FLFL FL/OH PIFL/OH OHOH
1 LEOH106 390 - - - 6.40 - - 0.0024 109 1.591 PI>FL/OH
1 LEVLOHIl 390 - - - 6.40 - - 0.0024 10.9 1.591 PI>FL/OH
1 LEVLOHI2 390 - - - 6.41 - - 0.0023 109 1.582 PI>FL/OH
3 LEOHI124 529 - - - 6.42 - - 0.0196 6.5 0.947 PI>FL/OH
8 SSR63 7.00 - - 6.78 - - 6.19 0.0076 11.6 0.815 PI<FL <OH
11 TOM144 518 - - 481 - - 6.66 <0.0001 56.5 0.588 PI=FL > OH
11 TOM196 - 492 - - - - 6.63 <0.0001 453 0.425 PI/FL > OH

11 SSR637a - 511 - - - - 6.57 <0.0001  36.1 0.431 PI/FL > OH
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IBC FFARH bR 5 K LT 240 ¢

RO ki Genotypic means of marker classes P QTL ﬁﬁ}\?/% LSDy o5 AL
Chromosome Marker P value QTL contribution : Effect

PIPI PI/FL PI/OH FLFL FL/OH PIFL/OH OHOH
11 SSR637b - - 6.57 524 - - - <0.0001 31.8 0.429  PI/OH <FL
11 SSR637¢ - 493 - - - - 6.58 <0.0001 422 0.427  PIFL>OH
11 SSR637d 535 - - - 6.43 - - 0.0105 7.8 0.820  PI>FL/OH
11 SSR637¢ - - 656 488 - - - <0.0001 399 0.456  PI/OH <FL
11 SSR637f - 511 - - - - 6.57 <0.0001  36.1 0.431 PI/FL > OH
11 CosOH57 5.14 - - - 6.45 6.00 - 0.0067 11.7 1.445  PI>FL/OH
11 LEOH57 - - 6.55 5.06 - - <0.0001 345 0.456  PI/OH <FL
11 SL10737i 5.11 6.80 6.66 <0.0001 52.6 0.727  PIU/FL>OH
11 pec? 4.95 5.51 6.50 0.0014 125 0.595  PI>FL>OH

vE: PIPL PI114490 4li{5 %4, PIFL. P1114490 T¥ Fla7600 4l{5%!, PI/OH. PI114490 B¢ OH9242 #li{+ %4, FLFL. Fla7600 #li{3%!, FL/OH. Fla7600
B OH9242 4344, PIFL/OH. PI 14490 5 Fla7600 B¢ OH9242, OHOH. OH9242 #li{5 %,

Note: PIPI. P1114490 homozygotes, PI/FL. P1114490 or Fla7600 homozygotes, PI/OH. PI114490 or OH9242 homozygotes, FLFL. Fla7600
homozygotes, FL/OH. Fla7600 or OH9242 homozygotes, PIFL/OH. P114490/F1a7600 or OH9242 heterozygotes, OHOH. OH9242 homozygotes.

3 e

e 5 P It D E BT 4 T AR IR L 4> T ARG B IE$E (marker-assisted selection,
MAS) RGP FE R IS B[R — F MM BB A Rih, A E Z PO B L T nrRe. (HE, FHil
SRR BT IE IR 2ok B TG, AR B A RL 2 1) 2 28 VERAIK, BRI T MAS 7R3 A i
WEPLE B AR . ik, AMTIETF R LA PCR b JERH 55 78 06 40 T Arc 5 i T T K T AR,
CR1S T 40FE SSR. SNP Fl InDel 76 N 1124 800 /N AT FH T3R5 7 5 16 70 T#xic (Yang et al., 2004,
2005b; Frary etal., 2005; van Deynze et al., 2007; Wang et al., 2010; Robbins etal., 2011), ~A&
WY TAERI TSRt 7 451, A5 B i SSR. SNP 1 InDel AR #B REAE 22 /4N Bk 15 75 i A1k}
R 2 AP (Yang etal., 2004, 2005b; Robbins etal., 2011), JR&ait, tHRE T 72 M 3
ANSEAC P1114490. Fla7600 F1 OH9242 A5 Z A& MEMIbRId, HAE 12 JGQetofk EopAnAsyy, KU
T REAREE T A3 T hRid R TAE.

KA IBC BEAGHE I ARG IR 4T 7] R EEAT QTL S MIEFh, HALRASET IBC AR REA R
(35t A6 21 e A8 1R, 1K A QTL S e St T — AR H A — 8 1A% 45 79 )RR REAT 5 a0 1 B
A, RIS R T B B (RIS AR — MO B B B R BB R, DRI S e B 45 7 QTL ¥ IBC &l
HIEH TG M. (2 IBC BT ER N A, 1w HARH IBC BEAME LU QTL Z [
AT HAERY, (Kabelka et al., 2002), %34b, IBC BEAA AR FAH 2 2B, I QTL 1EKIEX
PREIEABE IBC BEACR BT QTL AEEI b REAAEEE AR I, AR 1IBC #E4#ET QTL
VEEIFRAE 722, R & RS 0 RS B 0T DO A S 5 R 3L R Ek QTL EAESUN AT Al
% (Jansen et al., 2003; Crepieux etal., 2004a, 2004b, 2005), [ Ib{E 523K CBAE I FE A K
Sy IBC X FEBF A 1) QTL HAE.

PERKFE A P1114490 XJ F AN T1 ~ T4 /NFp# BAIREFBurk, RAALG L 7347 7%,
Scott 55 (2003) KILIZMELGT T1 A T2 NFFEHTPESnl th 2 ~ 3 NEEREEH], 5k, Hutton 55

(2010 M) %55 2 AN T4 /M A HUER QTL, 47+ 11 5 4tk L i—/> QTL TT#k T 29.4%
dihE. AFTTH N 4 Zeitadi b5 e B T3 /NP QTL, 1. 3 Ml 8 S fafk b i QTL,
HAE 11 Sk b, TR AR /A T 2R R 4T 501 36 Mb 2 1], H R s e ) LA
QTL FEHIFLAT T3 /NI RIHTIE . Akt 4347 IBC BEAAR T HLI 2 1L I B4 e R B0, #5457 1. 3.
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8 Al 11 5 4 ta ik - PI114490 Fr A3 5547 L K A RLEAA AR B b, {0357 11 5 4tk | P1114490
FITAT S5 5 DR R R ) AT P Ao, g LB 11 5 e ik 1 PI114490 AN 2547 3 R A4 RV L
JERRANE BT, U] 11 Sk AR A QTL #IEH, 12 LA QTL BEAEILFHT T3 /M.

AR, Hawaii7981 XF T3 /MBS Xv3 FiI PI128216 F T3 /NP I PLIERE R Rxd
WHRLE 11 S Y044 I (Robbins et al., 2009; Wang et al., 2011), o TG0 PR K )30 A b X 3,
A I 11 5 4tk B QTL 23 mil A T8 M (I 45 22 i X I, PRI IX 28 QTL W i%
HUOSHGER AN IERIANE, B BirEar s, ATITHERTAS FIABHE 11 5 34 64k EXE T3 N bt
PENMLEE AT BEANTR],  BEAAAE R sl ik, A7AE 2 A QTL HFEH bk,

FH -5 I I iR B A7 AE 2 AR INRR, R P S 0 B O N S (R BU AR DG 22, T
Hpitt k2 BEEE PRI (Scott & Jones, 1989; Somodi et al., 1996; Scottetal., 2001, 2003;
Yang et al., 2005a), RIHTHEE MRS . @57 IBC ok AT HACAEREAR, 454 70 FhricHli Bhik
P, AMENT LIPS Prok AR EL QTL, i Hoof LR o] T &R A k), A 5T 1) 45 AL T
—URUF B TSRS A k. BIH AT IR, O % 05 B i T1. T3, T4 /Mgisk QTL
B ER S FArid, Yang Fl Francis (2005) RO T T1 /NpIPE QTL HIdsic il Bhik Pk
R, DA X LB R NI A e PR B M B E T
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