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Mapping of QTLs Conferring the Resistance to Tomato Yellow Leaf Curl
Virus (TYLCV) in Solanum lycopersicoides
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Abstract: An introgression line (IL) population, which was derived from a wild relative Solanum
lycopersicoides LA2951, was used to screen the involved loci for resistance to TYLCV by the natural
inoculation. In total, 7 QTLs conferring the resistance to TYLCV were identified after the analysis of
different individuals of IL population, which were respectively located on chromosome 1, 3, 4, 5, 6,
7 and 12. Among them, QTL involved in chromosome 1 still need to be addressed further.
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T A AL i i R (TYLCV) J8 XA 9% 75 £ Geminiviridae ) 5% . 4> (6. 4€ 195 75 )& ( Begomovirus ),
T K R (Bemisiatabaci) f£4%. TYLCV T 1939—1940 415 IXAE L H] &I (Pico et al.,
1996), BHJEZ AP R A, B WP KR eI, Tk, R ER) RS ) B
TLF WIVES IR I ARZER M E- R R R A, IR DS (EM 55, 2006; {7
B 4%, 2007; &4 %%, 2007; ®GHL 45, 2007) o HET TYLCV Tk st 53 ih A= 7=
M EZREIR R —.
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Betl, KA, LR RG] . FLEGE, ADCGEmFE MK, MEN
RRFEL T JE RN, R AR A L R W, R AR AR R L RN R
HEOARLA], TEE LS A R AR (Varma & Malathi, 2003) o Y34k, SRR EEIR PR 5 4
Y. W R S MBS A AR KM BIIAFE WA %0 (Verlaan etal., 2011) .

H A AR IE AT TYLCV T 2B A Fh LA FEES SR A il (Solanum pimpinellifolium) | Fi
#.2& 5 (Solanum peruvianum) . £ &%l (Solanum habrochaites) . %/ F)3& i (Solanum chilense)
Fixadl 2 Je A (Solanum cheesmaniae) , H AR B8 I HTME S R 4% 77 XA F (Pilowsky &
Cohen, 1974; Geneif, 1984; Hassanetal., 1984; Banerjee & Kallo, 1987; Kasrawi, 1989; Hassan
& Abdel-Atik, 1999) . ILCIZHE TR PTIESE N AEE Ty-1. Ty-2. Ty-3. Ty-3a. Ty-4. Ty-5 &
Horp Ty-1k B B A 2 R 70 S. chilense LA1969, 17 T4 6 - Ytk 1) TG297 A TGO7 b ic [i] (Zamir
etal., 1994) ; Ty-2 Sk HZE& A S. habrochaites B6013, 7155 11 44404k L1 TG36 A1 TG393
FriclE] (Hanson etal., 2006) ; Ty-3 3K H & A i S. chilense LA2779, 17T % 6 &Y ta kK 11
CLEG-31-P16 1 T1019 #xic[a] (Jietal., 2007) ; Ty-3a Fl Ty-4 34k | & FIF 5t S. chilense LA1932,
SR T 6 AU faik | cLEG-31-P16 il C2_At5g41480 Fricial. % 3 Sy faihk KB LK
C2_At4g17300 F1 C2_At5g60160 #ricia] (Jietal., 2007; Jietal., 2009a, 2009b) ; Ty-5 K [ T-F
700 S. peruvianum F5EH (A B TYL72, A7 T2 4 45 4 (B44k J04-1 Fil TG182 #xict i CAnbinder et al.,
2009) o FFT I FURIL, Ty-1 1 Ty-3 1R 0] Geh S84 HE A (Verlaan et al., 2011) . [A]l), & h$HT TYLCV
(1) — ST 2 A Tt 52 B B A CQTLOFE o I C & BRI YR YR A B 5 2 B S. habrochaites
UPV-16910. UPV-16911b. LA1777. P1390659. B6013; M5 n S. pimpinellifolium UPV-16953.
UPV-16991. UPV-16990. LA0121; FA%&#i S. peruvianum) LA0372. LA0462. LA1333. LA1373.
LA1274. INRA (Hassan et al., 1984; Banerjee & Kallo, 1987; Kasrawi et al., 1988; Picé etal., 1996,
2000; Maruthi et al., 2003) . A FLokAE, X4 QTL EIARMBALHLE], —LL QTL
SRR, WL QTL RRaEEE . HAT, X HixXLe QTL # il HithiE ARG — P kA .

AT R IETE i hh S. lycopersicoides M Ak 35 #1757 S. lycopersicum x S. lycopersicoides [ Fy fE
PUmH 2™ & i % 2 (Beet Severe Curly Top Virus, BSCTV) . TYLCV. & il (Tomato Leaf
Curl Virus, TCLV) FIBAR FL & vi9% 7% (Pepper Huasteco Virus, PHV) 22 ANX4:95 % (Chetelat,
2010) . Diez 1 Nuez (2011) X A Z i AliHia i s 4 th i 58 (TYLCV) BJL/M#ri2 2 Cintrogression
line, 1L) BT TE—LVFN, (HARWZEF MNP TYLCV 3H414R1E . Canady %5 (2005) JFR T
KA Hin LA2951 () —% IL B, 42 B R et 1 R ARG o 1L & i (AR A AN N B
R AL TS 5 PRI 25L& (near-isogenic line, NIL) #E4A, FRARMY IL BEAASEE— IL
TR QB AMB AR A B R SO RE R . MU IL AT QTL SEAL, AL AT L
TR LAY, %ERAL QTL, 1 Haf LT 2 4E 2 il W5, S KA IE QTL 535
HAE GREFEZ 4, 2010)

AARI Rk H 28 i S, lycopersicoides LA2951 () IL BEAA, XF & 4li$t TYLCV 1) QTL
BT T AL,

1 MRS

11 s
KA S. lycopersicoides LA2951 [ IL #FA4 1 5 [ 75 i g A% 85 Y 0 (Tomato Genetic and
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Research Center, TGRC) #&fit, % IL FEAAE DL Ak RE Fl VF36 AistfL 1y 5, s 90 MMA,
Y75 o5 B AE AL N 411 96% (Canady etal., 2005) o T AT IL BEAA R o) 76 AN 1L, TR
1o KFAG LA295L 119 IL BEfRT, —28 L fEEARE A, HAMENEIREA fefRfE (Canady et
al., 2005) o ABFFTHHTHI IL A BASHAA, Tohridifie, Pb—28 1L B AN v BOaT ek
AREREBH KAEE K.
1.2 Rt

T HADFRPIEZE G, R PO RORFE S (1: D), JERAE EAYUIEFIA IR
BRI RSP L b, DR 4 AR R S R I, se K A s, e G
PRI A B R 2 OGRS . BB —lEe T 2011 4F 6 A N RRER, 8 H 11 HE TR,
F— IL W RWE 3 REE, HEST 6, HEMEAMIHY. 0T 8 H 12 H#kF, 9
HOHEMT M, H—ILRRKE 4 RES, HEL 6K, FEENBEHLHES. XA SR i
VF36.

1.3 HEEMEE

K H ] F AR R S8 o bt HiIX 6—9 F KM 4 mUkdT, FHahsiihrtis: (TYLCV) i
KA, AR F SRR AN, Sl A Y 100% & B TYLCV. 156 71 H LR ARLE B
BSRACTTIF AR Yy (bR KT

FeEAG 2 30 d, FEXTHE VF36 Ak, ARG A S . FAKS> 2 B Friedmann
& (1998) Jiike O Z%: B WA, AR S WA BRI IL AR I A EOIR DL s 1 2. ot
MR (A %) MMz s 2 9. R R AT S8 SRR A s 3 4. KRt A8 ts, 45
i, wHAR >, AR R AR SRR 4 S WA EIRSE, M AR R, BRI A,
RERRAE KA 1

FIF SPSS13.0 A B AAT L W B KGR 1L BRI R A A R I fR 2L (PDD

(Chaerani et al., 2007), JiTHFR%E0 = 100 x TIRBHEL x ZPARE / SRS x oK g4,
AL 1335 PDI 42 R 38 2k R (General Linear Model, GML) 4%, “F¥) PDI = %% + LA
A+ 5 + A x W5, RIEH T E0HT. IL S5 VF36 = AR (P <0.05) Bk
B (P <0.0D), Bl 1% IL 8550 TYLCV 1 QTL.QTL M4 X H QRTY (Quantitative Resistance
to TYLCV), BJ5&%A QTL fEdtfk LIffi s, Wik — ek LA ZA QTL, 4l 1, 2%
A LA 53

2 HiR5rH

2.1 EEFF LA2951 IL BHARYTFIE

A LA295L 1) 1L B RTE FH IR) B SRR mUS , W5 AT 5 22400, RBI 1L [R) 22 57
AR K (P <0.01), BEWIAE IL X TYLCV Pt AEm B 25, 6 HA 8 H B YGRL n) %
FAIANEFE KT (P <0.00), VRIS S PUHEAFAE— @ M AR, Ptk nT e s 80 ks
il o

KB VAR, X 2 VORI AR IL BRI (£ 1), W VF36 ik, PDI A
100%; TIZIRM 76 A IL, B LA4267 Fil LA4277 4b, 4% IL 1) PDI SYAS [FFE AR T 5 V36,
AR AW S 2 71.98% ~ 98.96%, FHirf 22 4N IL ) PDI % VF36 [%1% 16.67% ~ 30.62%, 35X 2535k
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S E A R FE K. AR, B AR R A LA2951 X TYLCV HitEsZ QTL #akl, X5 ik
TR 8] A7 AE 25 T 1) 45 SR AH— 2

F1 EBMM LA2951IL BERRRIEES (PDD
Table 1 PDI for each IL in S. lycopersicoides LA2951 IL population

N N Wis A
Wiz & Wiz & N Wis &

Iqtrogression éHLl;{'r;ozygous PDI In_trogression /Homozygous PDI In_trogression QHLE omozygous PDI
Line (IL) Line (IL) Line (IL)

LA3866 2 Yes 94.79 LA4249 2 Yes 83.68 LA4251 2 Yes 98.44
LA3867 } Yes 96.46 LA4255 } Yes 9271 LA4253 7 No 97.40
LA3868 } Yes 91.56 LA4260 7 No 9271 LA4271 2 Yes 74.48
LA3870 S Yes 87.35 LA4263 7 No 90.42 LA4272 JE Yes 93.75
LA3871 JE Yes 91.67 LA4264 7 No 83.51 LA4277 7 No 100.00
LA3873 & Yes 87.01 LA4265 7 No 83.33" LA3889 & Yes 93.75
LA3876 & Yes 94.58 LA4266 7 No 80.317 LA4308 7 No 97.92
LA3877 2 Yes 95.42 LA4269 2 Yes 86.25 LA4311 7% No 77.08™
LA3878 2 Yes 81.61" LA4278 % No 91.16 LA4236 7% No 93.23
LA3879 3 Yes 71.98™ LA4282 3 Yes 80.21" LA4248 2 Yes 91.15
LA3881 } Yes 75.62" LA3895 7 No 89.06 LA3344 2 Yes 84.69
LA3883 J& Yes 86.46 LA3882 J& Yes 84.72" LA3345 & Yes 69.38"
LA3884 3 Yes 87.92 LA4242 7 No 83.30" LA3668 JE Yes 91.98
LA3885 & Yes 83.44" LA4245 & Yes 92.43 LA3906 & Yes 82.29
LA3886 & Yes 82.60" LA4254 & Yes 78.75" LA4314 & Yes 87.50
LA3890 2 Yes 85.57 LA4257 2 Yes 76.56" LA4310 2 Yes 90.25
LA3892 2 Yes 91.98 LA4259 2 Yes 81.25" LA4275 7% No 94.14
LA3894 } Yes 83.33 LA4267 } Yes 100.0 LA4274 7 No 92.78
LA3895 75 No 77.74" LA4268 3 Yes 89.06 LA4273 2 Yes 93.82
LA4232 3 Yes 83.75" LA4270 S Yes 98.33 LA4261 i Yes 98.96
LA4233 3 Yes 73.85" LA4279 75 Yes 100.00 LA4258 i Yes 93.54
LA4235 & Yes 83.54" LA4283 & Yes 78.75" LA4250 7 No 86.46
LA4238 & Yes 93.75 LA4284 & Yes 98.85 LA4241 J& Yes 70.83"
LA4244 2 Yes 75.00” LA4306 % No 90.62 LA4230 7% No 85.94
LA4246 2 Yes 86.98 LA4313 2 Yes 97.53 VF36 2 Yes 100.00
LA4247 H Yes 87.50 LA4239 } Yes 93.75

e R4 IZ0R 1L 55 VE36 T fedoe ik B % (P <0.05) BB (P<0.01) K¥F.
Note: * and ** indicated the significant difference of PDI between IL and the control VF36 at 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.

22 ImEAHMMES (TYLCV) EEBESL

FRALD) 1L B AR ILEE S A RNBAREBL JUAE AR B B AR R — G AR AN R 7 B
FBL ATUAE S ik, MR RAES B IL, AT BLEE— BB N R BT A & JE D 1)
BN, 1fif H Canady %% (2005) MRl IL HE B, CHIEMNMBAME AR LA2951 FBdilsrh 69
A3k, B 69 A bin o i ik 1X 8 bins, A] DK — 48 H AR EE PR EAT RS 41 22 7 o AHFF O S A it i LA2951
HERRHI F AR R TYLCV % kI, 76 A~ IL 11 22 4N IL AfRB L&t TYLCV 2R (B D),
i LA2951 $iT TYLCV %2 QTL 44k

FEFHGEHI 22 AN IL B, 3 LA3345 FIl LA3906 4 (R —MEARMD), H'E IL BWHBAKN
BRI bR (http: //tgre. ucdavis. edu/), HTHHFIB AN F BOAE G AR ) BHARSL & S KA. A,
LA4250. LA4253. LA4282. LA4263. LA4266 %5 5 4~ IL, {E4fi &R A 3RG> 8 ¥ (Canady
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et al., 2005), MIAMILH & IL B4 BAEA, B Hx s 1L sPEEA4iE RIS, 78 QTL
SENLIS, HATLE 2 AMENTRIG R PrE ) SX E R B (R 2) SiB/M 2 AES BRI
WEEPUER, AR E 1% IL B — NP0 QTL. BUEA IS T QTL M 445 K. (1) LA4232,
LA4233 1 LA4235 S50 BRI B b, HAR Gtk 135> B2 (K 1), b LA4232 Fil LA4233
fAEES B, LA4233 Al LA4235 AELIW E 2 ES, (H 34 IL 78 2 MHSZAE P st I E A%
52, UHHPIYE QTL A I Al T LA4232 FlI LA4233 TR B, B AefF/ET LA4233 Fll LA4235
], RIIZES R N QTL A4 THE— P KAE; (2) LA4244 L B, Hi% IL {E 2 Moy
REGH, ¥R P, FILAAZ IL & —PT TYLCV [f] QTL, ¥1% QTL 4 A QRTY4.,
1M LA4245 5 VF36 R0, HF—40% QRTY4 BRE T bind-A, HANFEFRICH TG49 Fl TG146:;
(3) LA3878. LA3895. LA3879 %% 3 A IL A4 Ak 5 Tl It )y BUHE B, HUrkA0onT His 1 2 sl i
EES, WEYOAk 5 R AELE A QTL: 1M LA4248 5 LA4249 Fi4y TR IN TS, #t—Sie T
QRTY5 745 T YLt 4450 1 Tl (1) bins-A, M3 AR1d K TG623 Fll TG432; (4) LA4254 % VF36 (119
TEIREURE PR, (HAE 2 MROLRE PRI E, LA ESBA T BIAG LA4253
WRBUERG . R, A A% IL HT TYLCV [ QTL R/ Nek fik iR =5 e, FFit—Hhe.

(?hrl\L, \L, Chr2 (:hr3¢¢c:h:4 +(?hr5 Chr6 ,l, Chr7 ,l, Chr8 Chrll (?hr12+

LA4232" I COTO T OO OO OO OO OO0 O OO OO
LA4233 oo OO OO OO COCEEED COEeD (I T GO i) G

1.A4235" OO T OO OO ) OO O O O OO ) O o) O o 1
1.A4239 I - ) O ) o
LA4241" OO OO eess T OO0 OO OO OO OO OO OO
LA4242" MmO OO0 OO T s CIOI0 OO0 OO0 OO0 (OO0 OO0 (O
I,A-'IQMMllllll(l|||||||1|J||J|J||J|III-:ECD:DDIHHHLH|||||||IJ||||1|||1||J|JJ|J|||||||||(||l|(|'
LA4245 oo (i) OO C e T ) O ) O ) O L O O O O O i
LA4248 COCOTTU T CTTTTTTT0) COT OO OO0 ST ) O Ty () OO T (O ) (I
1.A4249 S O N e O
WYy ssssnsnsssjussnsnsnsusnsssnsiusnsss __Ju __sssslssssssssslssssssssjsssss  Jessssssslsssssss)
LA4251 o e e e R e e e e e O e
LA4253 D) COrrrr ) OO () CO T S T OO ) ) OO ()
LA4254" 0 CO D) OO T OO ) OO ) OO ) OO (Ol
T.A4255 e e e e N e
LA4259" I I1 0 OIII[I1[] Il I  CTT  (T I T T I T Il
L.A4258 O e o (T T OO ) O (T e (T ) O ) e
) V.Y S A e 0
LA4277 DD OO0 ST s D) OO ) O] O ) () e T (]
L.A4279 OO COT D o OO T ) O T ] . (T TT 11
LA4282" OO OO rIr O COC O T OO T OO OO O (T T T T T (T T T (T —
LA4283° I COOn O o (O ) ) O O (L) O ) (O O (T T
LA4284 oo D) D OO COC ) ) O ) [T T T T) COE e (T T T T
LA3E70 [COrD) COTT T COTTOTT0) (O TT T T) CO T ) OO T (T T T T T W (T ) Ol
LA3878" I OO CIrri T OO T ) ) ) OO (O (T
LA3895" D OO COT T s OO T ) O] OO OO (O eI
LA3881" oo oD SO OO CEETEEE OO Ce— (T (O S Ot
LA3882" [EEEIEIEEEE EEESISES EIassnss SIS EEEE | SISISEEERINIEEEES IESESEEEEENIEEEEElIEEEEEEniEEEEE )
LA3886" I im D CO T OO OO O] T e (T T (O (I
LA4306 e e e e e e
LA4265" MOImmm O CrrorT ) OO (LT [T T T T T OO (T O
LA3889 S Y [ N i -. T

LA3RS2 Mmoo oo ) o 0 O () () (O e O
LA4311" Mmoo O OO0 OO OO OO OO O] (OO (T .
LA4263 (mamsssssessesssssesl SEEEE EjsessssssslnssssssslsssesssssineEEEEEEl - -——————
LA4264 I D S (T GO (T OO T O e T (T T (O

LA4266" oo oo o O OO G (T T O O T
LA3RS3 oo oo oo SO OO OO CT T . (T T COTOTE

LA3E79" Mmoo oo OO OO I D OO T T T « T
LA3885 o D COrCTrTD OO OO OO (T T T T OO0 (T OO

E1 FIRAEBMN LA2951IL B EE HEH TYLCV B QTL

FRI 03 R R ARG VE36 AL SR TR R B B (P <0.05) I BE KT (P<0.01)
KO RL R QTL AR Tt PRAE, BOFREROHER QTL, KO BRRMGIRE, BOBERRASRE.
Fig. 1 The identified QTLs conferring the resistance to TYLCV by using S. lycopersicoides LA2951 IL population
*and ** indicated the significant difference of PDI between IL and the control VF36 at 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.
Gray arrow indicated QTLs need to be addressed further and black arrow indicated the confirmed QTLs,
the introgression with gray and black color indicated the heterozygous
and homozygous ILs, respectively.
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Table 2 ILs with the resistance over two independent experiments

WiB R oTL P JERES AR JpitEfa%L PDI PRI IE S dis

IL Chrom. Flanking marker RS 1EXP 1 RS 2 EXP 2 Mean PDI Homozygous
LA4244 QRTY4 4 TG49-TG146 708" 79.2™ 7507 & Yes
LA3879 QRTYS 5 TG623-TG432 58.3™ 85.6" 7207 J& Yes
LA3895 5 CT156-TG473 70.8" 84.6" 777" J& Yes
LA3881 QRTY6 6 Beta- TG220 66.7" 84.6" 75.6™ 2 Yes
LA4283 QRTY12 12 Pgi-1- CT156 75.0" 825" 78.8" & Yes
LA4311 12 Pgi-1- TG473 68.8" 85.4" 7717 75 No
VF36 100.0 100.0

T <G RIER 1L 50 VE36 i iR B2 St IL B 2 K (P <0.05) FIHREZEH /KT (P<0.0D) .
Note: * and ** indicated the significant difference of PDI between IL and the control VF36 at 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.

Rk B sk, ST 7APUTYLCV I QTL, ‘eI WAL T8 s taqk 1. 3. 4. 5. 6.
7 A112 b, Hr QRTY4. QRTYS H1 QRTY12, JuH 2 QYTR12 (binl2-C, i #Axid CT219 F1 CT156)
PUEARE, AN A IL BRI R Pk A T4k 1 1) QTL s Filt— e

3 g

TYLCV CHC ARV B8 fle Sl AR AP A b0 TYLCV FEA EARHN &, 1y B A2 I 2 CS.
pimpinellifolium) . & (S. peruvianum) . £ (S. habrochaites) . %A (S. chilense) %53 it
TYLCV £ — & MPitt (Pilowsky & Cohen, 1974; Geneif, 1984; Hassan etal., 1984; Banerjee &
Kalloo, 1987; Kasrawi, 1989; Hassan & Abdel-Atik, 1999) , JCIL/E S. peruvianum. S. habrochaites
F1'S. chilense FIHTER M ZEH . i, Chetelat (2010) F1 Diez fil Nuez (2011) MI4k&RBL, HRHL
S Bh S LR R R I — s ek, (R R WA R TE . ARG R R B 287 i i
LA2951 1) IL BEAA, fEIb R EALHE TYLCV 28T 7 IR A AR S 8 o IL VE K ARE
WA B0, O Z N T 8 BT U A AH G IE A ) € 7 (Eshed & Zamir, 1994, 1995;
Matsui et al., 2007; Stevensetal., 2007; Mathieu etal., 2009). f#r4E A, LA2951 X} TYLCV
itz QTL #iill. i 1287t LA2951 (1) IL BHAILAT 90 ANAMA, 275 55 B APl 96%0(1) K1 41
(Canady etal., 2005) , AL HAH 7 CIRIGH 77 /> 1L (2978 55 B A AP AL R4 85% LA FD
PRIHAE QTL JEALIN —4Ef7 i af BER REATIN 2. S34h, A8 Lz gk, i TAulE T il 488 1L
HBAZEM, S EIUN QTL I IL A AT e/ kA S AU A i h Bk I8, A 24
MATARES T ANFE AT, 85 30 Pk WREe (8] 22 ¢ 2, WP TYLCV 1) QTL A5 5 Z I 55
Wi, —4% QTL MR/ N IR R B @ iR 2. T T RN/ QTL, WA
ML H SRS, R RS, W EBSENE] QTL I B2 /K .

W Bt 2 AMPSLRE B AR ES B L, ARl E 7 M TYLCV 1)
QTL, HrfrFHetaik 1 i QTL it — B, T4k 4. 58112 i) QTL AN EK HAS
o HHET, CMAFEE M A THTYLCV 1) 5 AN, febr~ i k5T EAER (Banerjee &
Kalloo, 1987; Zamiretal., 1994; Chaguéetal., 1997; Jietal., 2008; Anbinderetal., 2009) . A
NHEAB S AED PR R, VEZPURNL SR A A, S REBA RN, AU
AT AR A () e P AL B 0, T LR TR . R, PO AL R R HL R A
TRIFTG. EERIL, AR T 207/ QRTY3 5 Ty-4. QRTY4 5 Ty-5 JLRI AT gy, iy
QTL 2174 %55 BB K
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IL BEAAADOh QTL e it TAFIM TH, 1 HA 28T QTL Mt AL 8N & HAESAE T R IF
Faite mT L AR IL A AR AR (DHEER 282 AN ERBD , Rk
IRTEAT TYLCV (LR AL TR 4t S48, L B AR M 38 kric, nl B T &t
TYLCV Bt Fi L d o
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