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WHES, HFEX, 4o, FRi, % &, KL
MRS & S A2, LRGN 225000)

B OB DRE O R JINS-508 A ACRA, DLk roR i SR D8 ek, %
R G A4S, IAERA ARG & FOR WP T R 5T, 3R19 T 17 ALL D8 L 15 st R A i A
B ROk BEE AR R0 A0 T 3R 7 49804k 1) 324 % SSR 51404 17 MR 63 ANt
R ORTETREL < 100 IREA SN BUFENHT T 508 ZREW: 74 X SSR 517 SR A ) R I
ZAME; 63 MR P R B SR 25 ¥k, & 39.68%; FARUTEBIIL 32 £k, & 50.79%; 17 3
AMEERF BSR4 8, 6.35%; BRI 28K, oF 3.17%. HBURE &0 T A Bt 44,
SIAALT 1 S HERR) 23.4 ~41.3 cM. 3 SRELR) 51.1 ~54.0 M. 4 S LA 93 ~113cM fl 6 5
PAEAAN 1.4 ~3.2 M &b, LIRS 30 74.6% 44.4%. 25.4%F1 7.9%.

KEEIR: FUK (IB; SSR; Bk RBERAR

hESES: S6422 XEAFRIRED: A XEHS: 0513-353X (2012) 03-0485-08

Analysis of Cucumber Chromosome Segment Introgression Line with
Powdery Mildew Resistance Based on SSR Markers

LIN Xiao-jian, XU Xue-wen, QIAN Hong-mei, QI Xiao-hua, XU Qiang, and CHEN Xue-hao
(College of Horticulture and Plant Protection, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou, Jiangsu 225009, China)

Abstract: 17 cucumber chromosome segment introgression lines (CSILs) were constructed from a
cross between the powdery mildew susceptible cultivar (D8) and resistant cultivar (JIN5-508), and 63
plants with high powdery mildew resistance (disease index < 10) were selected. In this study, 324 pairs
of SSR primers were applied to analysis the polymorphic level between JIN5-508 and D8, and 91 pairs of
SSR primer which generated polymorphic bands were applied to analysis the distribution, segment size of
the chromosome segments. The results indicated that 25 CSILs were single segment introgression line,
which accounted for 39.68% of the total CSILs; Most of the CSILs were double segment introgression
lines, take up to 50.79%; Four CSILs were imported 3 chromosome segments; No donor introgression
segments were found in 2 lines. 4 donor segments occupied the highest frequency, which located on
23.4 - 41.3 cM of chromosome 1, 51.1 - 54.0 cM of chromosome 3, 9.3 - 11.3 ¢cM of chromosome 4 and
1.4 - 3.2 ¢cM of chromosome 6, respectively.

Key words: cucumber; powdery mildew; SSR; CSIL
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EIR 0 2 2 AR P S 3 e B R BN T 2 —, U DL IE A M AE ™. AN
P BER R AR K S MR Ry, SECZFEA R R EHEE ) N, U EN FEUEREE T
i, IR 20% ~ 40% AP B OG,  COh B AR P2 R i AR AR e 1 OB ) B (B A, 19995 (g
Wl 4, 2008; FFiéfe 45, 2010).

Ptk B BEF AN RERIHAAS S [IAEFI 51 il B 8 P40 £ 1) 8 S5 VA L AL ) — R 47
A BRI FR, IR R AR A SRR ek v B, LRI SR BEEAMN . 565
AR, A G 7 B R IEATQTL & 7 A HUR BRYEAR A I G AR X B b, WBR T 18t
SO0 X HABAL G VAN 7 THRAE T 2 AR . BIE ATk, Fhh. KR, B2k
INFE L KRFEFIWEE (Eshed & Zamir, 1995; Howell etal., 1996; Doietal., 1997; Korffetal., 2004;
Liuetal., 2006; Fi2gk 45, 2007) SEEW O E TR O BRAR, T THEBHEQTL
R4 LT

H HR 38 T Ry i B R R QTL s A 7T 2 T FoBRILAY) L AE 4K (Sakata etal., 2006; X1 Jz i
25, 2008; Alfandi et al., 2010), TIHIZREAARR T X QTLI & L AS I B AN w4, AR X & ML QTL
EHR EERCHEE RO B SARKRGE (i 5, 2011; @& 25, 201D, HEERH
BRI — R e R A T B S e

AWFFCH R SSR AR ic i CUR EE FIHT R  (1 3 TU Be SN R T %, DAY E— 2D Rt ik
oy R IEAT 5T 0k 03 55 DRURS 40 7 07 A P17 e e 25 5 Al

QY VR SRS DARES

11 FEREMENERESARGE

A S B0 55 I 3L FH ) AR R S e RN BB R B S e, IIE SRS T I (Cucumis
sativus L.) Pt FIRh HAS &R JINS-508 (K&, JRIEFRE =0) MK AR D8 (U E, WiEfas >
35.0)

FIH JIN5-508 5 D8 2448, LA D8 1E MHeMISe ARATIESE 12 RIAIAS, W Ja B ARk
BERANR. EREANBIAZ AR, B oe7E i W A S 10 = A5 1 5 i R AE YRS SCAR Arid
UBCS818-S X Fr A MR AT AR ic il B e $5, VIR & AERIAE (R, 2009), X RRA AR AT E 8
SR, I A S206 % 3R A 10 5 8 IO IR R BLEIE S SCAR Frid #8474 5] (Alfandi et al., 2009),
BEBEHU Mo HLAT A P00 SCAR Fic AR HEN N —ARBIAS SRRy % e, th ks 20 A
BESANR, LAt e 80U R T4 RE A DS,

12 FESANZWMESISTLETE

JINS-508 5 D8 [& T 1E A kPR HUE 7 A AE B =574k, PRz wmadEs W2, Horb JINS-508
JEE, D8 A . RILPT R B BCS N R IRHIE N e BB B MER BT IR ke . Sl g2 AR
FIRZ NG, % AR D8 SEA—E, (NI AW IE LA ZER . AR 17 45
AN Z JIN5-508 F1 D8, T 2011 4F 3. 4 Hornl#% ., @SN K E T E 5 YR 24 B SE 5 KM
Wo KHEARPLR R T, I 17 NS FR I 449 DN ERRUL R A SE A TINS-508
A D8 BT TREEI R, TE 3R, HANEENE 8B, BOPHWMEI TS TR 2 ELLEK

1.3 HRESAZAMBEELEE
B 17 DM ENFRIL 449 AN REUL SR ERSEAS TINS-508 1 D8 HEAT 5 Uk I8 s B 86 b, T-RakE =
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oW AT 55— Rl — R G AT kR, 058 IR G — Mg it e, et
] 1.2,

IE TR S ROKEEAEAE (2004) MIARTEEAT IS A AL, 0 20 OWidhE; 1 % A/DHURBE, i
B R L A>T 1735 2 G JRBE AT AR ) 1/3 ~2/35 3 e Bk AR I i AR i 2/3;
4 9 B ATEEGR I s 5 g0 PR ATEGR M, A, AR 42 IR IR A U AT 1
8% (DD 5H: DI=X CRIWYN x AN RIEHRIMHEO /5% W ant$ x 100.

PR FREURT 10 WS bt B0 bk, FIH SSR 70 FARIC AT SN BU I RFAE 280

1.4 SSR 3|47%1%

Z 2w NIE 804 245 & (Huang et al., 2009) HEAT T 4 IRIEFE. 5B UOETE 7 &9k L
P4 10 M BEHLIERC—5%F SSR 5141, J 85 %t. 5 VRN T M E LR N E 4 5 oM IEEL— % SSR
14, FLIEET 169 XF SSR 514); [RINF, £1X 28— JGEHU 5 1 e SR AR 0] G 22 25 AR 10 AR [F) 47
ST FRIEE—XF SSR SIMHATRIIN, W2 ANk, Wgkakie it Jrikik st SSR 51, HAE %
PLRARTEG W nT 3 s SRIGAEAAT 5 b I ALk 3% % SSR 1A, R IE2AHE . e, RR4YL
AR 2 cM A 0 SSR I ANIL, SRR T 321 % SSR 514, 7 i %14 85.2%.

1.4.1 EM SSR % M KT

DNA 3R 5 R %) Roger 72, 1 0.8% (1 B AW A bk EAT RS . K 324 % SSR 514)7E
D8 15 JIN5-508 [ #E4T PCR ##. ¥ 14k &k 25 L, b NTPs (2.5 mmol - L) 2.0 uL, DNA
(20ng - pL™) 0.5uL, 314 (2 umol -L™) 0.5 uL, rTag (5U) 0.5 uL, 10 x PCR Buffer (%45 Mg*")
2.5uL, ddH,O 19 pL.

SSR ] PCR X MW AEFF Hy: 94 ‘CHIALYE S min; 94 ‘CARYE 1 min; 45 ~ 50 ‘CiE <k 45 s; 72 ‘C4EfH
1 min; 3t 40 NMEIA; 72 CLEMH 1 min.

T AE 6% AR VER PR IE R B oL bk 70 85, ARG . BRI SR AT 430G H 22 e 5k
it 5 |0 2 A Sl AR ) 2 254 SSR 514
142 FARAH A BAFAEE SSR B

HH (R RR R S, 75 17 S NFRSL 449 B, B 0B i i R 80K T 10 1R S pRaiff e o
PUETPRY AR, 3L 63 KR, HRREUREIFRIHIAE D8 55 JIN5-508 [AIRBL 22 51 SSR 5 I iEATHt 6%
HEBSANREE. W 5% 1.4.1.

15 HmBEMFERESN R RERmR R BRI

2011 4F 11 H 12 HAEE = ARER T 7 DS IEECE 30 DL RIS &, LT P IR R
PRI E, BB — R TR = — OB EAT, — AT SR kR, 7R kM R — 4
THRTE TR ERE T 20 AMIEFREONT 30 BB BRI T 50 UFZE PR SRR s e (0 b i A5 X
SE RO AL, 2P PR N B HERR A

2 HiR 5

21 REBRSARKSRBMFHIFREEELE

HI3E 1 AT AR H: SARIIRR B JINS-508 0] iR, S5IERAE06A D8 HRk Ml sl = A
BHEERET D8, IXRWIFEL D8 LRI REF, JRAX RS MR (I AL 1 S A A T4 m]
RA, B ARY D8 25 £ EAE TR ORI 2 5+
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TG TR AT S R s, AR AN RX AR PO 2257, 17 64.7 1% R 15 45 4L
iXT D8 (5% /K1), et 20 5 5 R I R R ST IE R T

F1 RERS|ARHIEREMRFFHEN

Table 1 Plant height and powdery mildew disease index of cucumber CSILs

ES KR wi/em I 15 P54 Powdery E K /em I 15 P54 Powdery
Strains Height mildew disease index Strains Height mildew disease index
1 36.59 hi 10.23 hi 12 49.80 def 38.02 ab

2 37.00 ghi 18.93 fg 13 67.99b 37.61 abc

3 50.44 cdef 30.76 bed 14 55.50 cde 29.03 de

4 49.54 def 12.54 ghi 16 50.13 cdef 22.34 ef

5 49.68 def 13.35 ghi 17 45.38 fgh 31.42 abed

6 58.76 cd 30.24 cde 18 36.00 i 16.34 fgh

7 45.53 fg 31.74 abed 20 45.67 fg 8.461

8 54.11 cdef 31.51 abed JIN5-508 86.38 a 0.00;

9 58.34 cd 35.38 abed D8 48.11 ef 3852a

10 54.79 cde 14.78 fghi

e FSIARANG FREORTE 5% K LR %
Note: Different lower case letters in the same column indicate significance at level of 5%; Different capital letters in the same column indicate

significance at level of 1%.

2.2 455 SSR 3|4897F 1%

7E 324 %} SSR 514347 74 %} SSR BIYLESRA RINL AN, M 22.84%.

1 KR 1 %) SSR 5 W7E JINS-508 1 D8 [H][#) 2 57 PCR 453, iX—5|¥)7E D8 1 iy 1 — 4%
7, R/NE 200 bp LAF, TMI7E JIN5-508 H4 #5845 P 452 210 bp #1300 bp K/ ZHT (i Sk TR ).
H TP [ Al BOR A4 KNI, S [ AR 2 815190

—350 bp

300 bp

1 #55% SSRARIZEMR IR P A B LT
M: DNA b Titbid; Pl: 584 D8; P2: KA JIN5-508.
Fig. 1 Amplified profile of specific SSR markers in parental lines
M: DNA marker; P1: D8; P2: JIN5-508.

FE RN, JEFRE IR T 74 X2 &M SSR 514, AN 7 S Uk LA 4> 514 104 7.
16, 4. 4. 23 A1 10 %, W& 2 Frowe.

3 R SSR15755 X 23 AP HLbR BB 4 3 45 5, 23 ANHUim Sk O FR 50K KA -
1.25. 8.33. 4.29. 6.67. 1.67. 9.09. 9.67. 2.89. 1.26. 5.33. 8.00. 2.86. 2.86. 4.29. 1.82. 10.00.
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8.57. 5.33. 8.57. 3.75. 8.00. 4.62. 2.67) BHIIAMWIEA JIN5-508 (P2) HHrH44, 1M Pl
ToRs 4, UL 23 DNPUR BRI SN T PURSEA JINS-508 (4L (a4 F B,

Chrl Chr2 Chr3 Chr4 Chr5 Chré Chr7
—4— 39cM Ek %481 CM
1 A 81cM —f§— 123cM 93 e¢M —ﬂsing
42eM oo b s0em 113 cM —“?;szM —+4 189cM
N BT .
234cM —f—225eM f 310M N iasom T 291eM
X 37.0cM i 21.0 cM 32.2cM
293 cM i By 32.3cM 313eM  —g— 280cM  —f~ 35.6cM
: 35.1cM 4 3560 T 390eM
4 390cM 4= 39.6cM
413 cM i A
+-isiom 19 1 s3eMm E
J—461cM J—as4cm M 5i5c0M J460eM B s430Mm :
4 581 cM A sieon ¥ S64oM — 56.4 M
—4—557cM 1 61.6cM R i e —4— 58.5cM
L 386eM 3401 M
—X—66.6 cM X 697cM %i cM
I dc
—4— 77.1cM BY TEVi
—4—841cM | 833cM = 845cM
- 84.7cM 2863 cM
4 9%6ZM L o770M 89.8 cM
—— 100.2cM  —&— 96.6 cM 4=_99.9cM
—4— 1127eM J 195eM

E 2 R SSRIFCHABANMEMFERRESREFLHSH
B AR
Fig. 2 Distribution of specific SSR markers and donor fragments on 7 chromosomes of cucumber

B Donor fragments.

Pl 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 1213 1415 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 P2

3 455 SSR FRiCZEMIR AR RIS
Pl: D8: P2: JIN5-508; 1~23: 1~23SHUistk.
Fig. 3 Distribution of specific SSR markers in CSILs

P1: D8; P2: JIN5-508; 1-23: 1-23CSIL.

23 BMEMMERESARNERE

FH 05 28 HE (1) 74 555 76 S8 A TRIAT 22 53 1) SSR 51 WIHE NI 1) 63 BRI A A HT UK o3 IR ik vh EAT %52
gERTT: AR 6 MRt B, b 4 AN BOHIUIR B =, BT 1 S k) 23.4 ~
413 cM. 3 TR 51.1 ~ 54.0 cM, 4 FRAEARR 9.3 ~11.3 cM Fl 6 T YLtafk 1.4 ~3.2 cM 4b (]
2), IR DN T4.6% 44.4%. 25.4%F1 7.9%.

11 63 BER APt OB Bk, A 1AM BERIER R BE NI 25 BK, o7 39.68%:; A
2AMIEE T BCF NI 32 8K, 15 50.79%: A1 3 MIME R BER A 4 1K, 15 6.35%: B BERAM
H2 8k 3.17% (K 2),

AU, 4K 22 BER T Pt R R SRR AR R B RN
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F2 HEMREKNEESARREE
Table 2 Analysis of donor segments in cucumber chromosome segment introgression
lines with high powdery mildew resistance

o LV witifase  SARBH o LV R SARBH
R Resistant Disease Number of imported R Resistant Disease Number of imported
Strains . Strains .
plant index donor segments plant index donor segments
1 1 1.25 2 5 32 8.75 1
2 8.33 2 33 2.67 1
3 4.29 2 34 9.23 1
4 6.67 2 35 6.67 1
5 1.67 2 36 3.07 1
6 9.09 1 37 6.67 1
7 9.67 2 38 2.86 1
8 2.89 1 10 39 8.00 1
9 1.26 1 40 8.75 1
2 10 533 2 41 1.44 0
11 8.00 2 42 5.00 1
12 2.86 2 43 6.67 0
13 2.86 2 14 44 8.00 1
14 4.29 1 45 9.33 1
15 1.82 1 16 46 7.50 1
16 10.00 1 18 47 8.33 1
4 17 8.57 2 48 6.67 1
18 5.33 2 20 49 7.14 1
19 8.57 1 50 5.88 2
20 3.75 3 51 1.54 2
21 8.00 2 52 6.25 2
22 4.62 2 53 7.50 2
23 2.67 2 54 6.67 2
24 2.67 2 55 4.29 2
25 1.25 2 56 2.86 1
26 2.50 2 57 5.00 2
27 5.33 2 58 5.00 3
28 3.07 3 59 5.00 2
29 8.57 2 60 3.53 2
30 2.67 3 61 5.71 2
31 3.33 2 62 6.67 1
63 2.86 2

24 BMFEIESA R BRERBRR P AYIEIE

FH 3% H 1) 74 % SSR 5 1HI7E 20 BRI AR AT 2508, 45 BIR: 64 X 51 W) ARAE IR bk
Kz, WA 10 5149 e BOR ARk, & 13.5%, i, HWAMRICO BT 1 SR kS
B 23.4 My 6 SRS BT 3.2 oM AL, KL, A S ks AE AR BN
BRI TEBT 5 | ) LARE— 20 B 1 BERRAE o 10 S5 AR AR TN B (3 5 AR 1) 51.1 ~ 54.0 cM FI
45 RAERT) 9.3 ~ 11.3 M) (1 DIk Y 7 I8 B PR ARSI 21 2 8 AR, DRk, XA v BEAT g
HHEABA K.

3 e

FE S NAL P BUARH R O3 10, 5 N DU 2R B TRl RO AR AR BEAT TR AR s%
(2011) AIHEFETNAL R PII83967 APAAIEL, HBs /N OFrdsi)’ 2iZ N2k, 20l 3
KA 1 IRAAS, BT — B3 T BACHGR AR AT 62 4> SSR FRic 3tk iy 21 43 1 f BeA
10 48U BACHAR M RL, RECHOT B 41 A S dss (2011) BURET UK “Jbntick” sz ik
SRAS, LS AT 22 FhpurE VIR i 5 IS A0 B A M IR S IO AR SRAS, Tl ZARRIA M B 28, 4545 SSR
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PRICHIBIZE R T UL At ick” WL s S s M MR kR BER AR, X ARBEATL
s 38 MR B X EAUR A R T A R B I AR B %, Tt X3
AR Bl g5 2 AR EA O, BeA X R e MR BLE R, SRS BEF AR HET L
T ORBEAT e o DR K 40 S A7

AW AL R IE ST 12 ARRIACI G HASIRAFPT R A B AR IUEERE B, X 17 S PTH
i e AR 63 PR HTER A I PR T S 0E 25 DRt B o 7 BER AR,
PUEASR R AT BIL 6 Ao SSR ARC AU S A/E 8 4 R 5 ™ A — € R 22, 4 T R4S 21 5
HER TSR AR, W RT AREEXT AT A BORI R A A I G I SSR 5 [ 3EAT 3608, JFAEMRIE A BLIX
S M ZRSE SN 5 AT 0T 30, AR B, NIt — D e Utk i BORRIE . ARSI = 0E
FEA T C 23045 (1 7 B R AR R o B e, 455 ARWE ST R I 78 70 A 3 IR PR 445 5
(Huang et al., 2009) , KA. B RGT AR AL, O LUE 3R ST DA P A7 v B T4 54
JE I8 SR
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' FOWmiTE (EZFR)

(PR Z 2Ry S [E 252 4 F LAV R B iSRS I IT AR 22 AR T, BT 1962 47, FlZE R
By BRsE. WY AT RMEYSE TR EARR S RS TROCIREE . M85 BB AH i A Ly
RIEAZHRsASERE, EEHERTIANR . KT RBRIIA AN EARHE T2 E RN R RS % .

(P22 b S C DT, #eE (CAB SCRERE) . S8 CA %30 HA CBST BRAA AR SCHkHE
i T AV S CSCD H EREET | SC8 1745 2 X R R . (Il 222D SRR = Jm 5T 2
K ERHEAE ST RS RRHESI T sk A E REAPEN AT L R EAUSEE AR, o E T s A0
o RRCRFEERST B E 60 A M T SRR .

R« E2EAR AT m R R (2011 D7, (EEEMRY 48851k 11 630, HTIZEE SpE 5150
5317, HAWFT 1780, WITIZEAEMAN T 1.124.
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