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YPHEME (2x) x HIBFRIREKEIFE NS (4x)
H=EIKREREESH
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CHerpopb oA b ZMRer e, Tl ER)ED S 0R W s, il 430070)

# E: WX SSR 514 TAAL Fl TAA3 %f A 544D R BEAS, R4 Hu 24Pt NS (Nova Al +
Succari FTHE) hy A, WL VEZAS R FERAFH 79 Bk = A5 S5 A CREAR 7 TR 43 B 15 b AT T 2047
45 BRI TAAL 510 TAA3 5IAE Ja AR b 23 3 9 386 5 iy R 4 bty 2, -~ AXA1 2003 0l 15 &
4:1:1:5:1F012:2: 101 L], S5 SRR S AL EHE S X AR 2 B LA &, W0
R AV S 058 DU 35 A 4 0 i 20 ek 80 23 384T S AL T R s

KT MG SUDUR AR 2Rl SSR FRIC: BT, AR WAk
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Genetic Analysis of Triploid Progenies from Shatian Pummelo (2x) x Citrus
Allotetraploid Somatic Hybrid NS (4x)

SONG Jian-kun, ZHU Shi-ping, TAN Mei-lian, GUO Wen-wu, and DENG Xiu-xin"

(Key Laboratory of Horticultural Plant Biology (Ministry of Education), College of Horticulture & Forestry, Huazhong
Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: Two pairs of SSR (simple sequence repeat) primers TAA1 and TAA3 were used to detect
the band patterns and segregation rations among the 79 triploid progenies derived from the sexual cross
between diploid Citrus grandis (L.) Osbeck ‘Shatian’ pummelo and somatic hybrid NS [ (C. reficulata
Blanco x C. paradisi Macf.) ‘Nova’ tangelo + C. sinensis (L.) Osbeck ‘Succari’ sweet orange] by embyo
rescue technology. Five and four band patterns were generated from the TAA1 and TAA3 primers at the
ratioof4:1:1:5:1and2:2:1:1 respectively, as was in good accordance with the segregation ratio of
amphidiploid deduced by the law of Mendel. The results preliminarily indicated that the meiosis behavior
of citrus allotetraploid somatic hybrid was similar to that of the amphidiploid.

Key words: citrus; allotetraploid somatic hybrid; SSR marker; genetic analysis; triploid progeny;

amphidiploid
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A28 o I 40 B TR A PR M AR S DU s A AR A B 2 Bl 5 A AR A B AR IE 10 247K [ rtt
MBI EZLES, RT3 i PR s AR FUA A B T 58 f s R FH A i i 2 R R Se A
AR AT RIRAG ARG AR, A R E A TARR MR = .

H AR T RIRAAAE R DU RS AASEA LA D, A AR 40 I R 5 BRI g = A AR B AL T K&
DU AR A, I HIX SRl i 2 fh— R #R A B B 1 (Kobayashi et al., 1991, 1995). Blitk,
FHARA M 2% Fh 55 A5 AR ARG A5 AR TAE /e IR 2 B ETT e, e B 2 BUA RS 43R 15
12000 ZHR=ARAANIGRER, B CLRIH IO IF B it B (Grosser & Gmitter, 2011). H
H RHAZH f P 5 A5 R 28 Ja RIS AR R I IR LA /b, I ] fig A2 DR DUAS R A5 AR AL
HSEAR 73 B OLART A%, Rl IR DU ARV SR A S AR 7 B A SE I A% 40 Scarano %%

(2003) HIPUfEARI ‘Femminello” Fragi i sizefh 5 — A 54K ‘Femminello” ¥745 mn# [ Citrus
limon (L.) Burm. F.J2%4Z, H SSR A G AT %, FARTHILT 4 Mo s mEBa, i1 ERR
A6 BR=A51E, BRI, BTG, WARTF AR R0 M AR P A A5 A4 40 i
HMRA, —Bekul, AEBT6IE 1) U DU £ A4 40 i 2 b b ok B BER AR SRR AN o R AR SR 4r B 5
FA, R IR DR R Sl P R DR o R PR — e s A Rl e A b 3L (Guo et al., 2002) .
Yi fil Deng (2007) H RAPD 43 ¥ Fric A AT A8 440 55 S5t DU F5% 4404 40 it Zp A e A2 i AR a4 LA
AT THEST, A DA T S AR R 0 B0t %, A 5 BEAR 1R e b BOR BN LR 14 45 5 AR
I HASARG RCE IR bl o2 BN LA 16 45 5 A, S RIEE 10 1 B oA .

RAPD Frid & B EAbnic, A Mg Rk AR o st 5 B i 2%, i 3L 2P 20 7 Ar it an SSR,
TERT RS AR T I RESRAT B8 2 (Wst AL 5, PRIk, BE A T 248 AR AT 9T . Al
W75 2002 4 F A S U DY A A4 A4 4 B el NS VEACA, 55 o [EREAT 1R 7 St A b AR AT, 3R13 T
100 Z 0k =5 ARIRE CRAE 55, 20050, ANRES 1 AL W PR 4> AR id SSR X IXAN A4 AT HEAAR S 73 At
PR BEAL AT TR, A B AR 0 e it S AR B A A — A2, RIS T A AT A
SR VU R AR AR A0 R 2 P R Uk Bl 7 AT R R S AR, A LS AR AR LR 5.

QY ZiE SRS DARE

1.1 ##Y

2002 AR AT AT TR RO ARIRAT T 79 MRATAG =5 AR, ORI 28 = ARk DL R e AT
HIBEAR A5 ARV M [ Citrus grandis (L.) Osbeck ‘Shatian’ RIS APYRFAAAG M Z4Fr NS {Nova
k[ (C. reticulata Blanco x C. paradisi Macf.) ‘Nova’ ] + Succari &f{#5[C. sinensis (L.) Osbeck

“Succari” 1} YENMEL, BEATIEAL 73BT

1.2 DNA HYZEL5S SSR #1&

DNA [{#2E /7752 % Cheng %5 (2003) )71

SSR 73 #7123 [ Kijas 2% (1997) Fll Pang 25 (2003) /772 3£3E 4160, PCR ¥ HK ] 20 uL &
AR ZR, 145 80 ng BEM DNA, 1 x RNV ZEM, 200 pmol - L' NTP, 1.5 mmol - L' MgCl,, 1 U Tag
it} (Promega 24 1) 427), 0.1 pmol - L™ iE 11514, 0.1 umol - L™ 514, K& HI#E41K . 75 PTC-200
PCR % (MIJ. Research Inc., USA) Hi#tATH Wi, HARDEN: 94 CAME 5 min; HKERFE 30 4>
fi¥R: 94 °C 1 min, 55°C 30s, 72 °C 1 min; /5 72 'C Smin, 4 CLRAF. § /= W5E1E 1 %50 b
I RTINS, PGSR, K AR R, TE 6% (BTERARARLL) 5 TN I ok A ek



6 1] RN Y0 Al (200 < AR SRR Al NS (40 [ = fi A a Qi % b 1023

e bk 1.5 h, ASTE S 5645 8 Promega 23 | 11 B AT AR 4L

F1 SSRE|KF

Table 1 Simple sequence repeat primer sequences

Bk LR S5 (50-39 T 2730k

Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3") Comments Reference

TAA1 a-GACAACATCAACAACAGCAAGAGC 319 Kijas etal., 1997
b-AAGAAGAAGAGCCCCCATTAGC Nuclear primer

TAA3 a-AGAGAAGAAACATTTGCGGAGC %514 Kijas etal., 1997
b-GAGATGGGACTTGGTTCATCACG Nuclear primer

1.3 EfRSELEIRES N

FH o SRS BT 4 5 b 45 SR A5 b5 ot P R AR 1 03 B LU o 22 57 < o005 VO 23 B LLAS) 55 28
WIRE, > Loosy VLA E O SELSEAR A (895, 2000).

2 HIR 50

2.1 TAAL SI¥3EE RS

H TAATL 160 HIRE x NS 25 IRCER 79 AN FARBEARIT 45 R EIR, TAAL 5IMIEXCE
I 3 4. TAAL-1. TAAL-2 Ml TAAL-3. TAAL-1 5 4 REARVS AN A, TAAL-3 4N
RANS FifF, TAAL-2 AXU5 IR JEA% 79 S FARIEIX 3 4 B T AR BE A 4 B 4
G —HEHILT S ARMEAE R, alh — — —— =— — , W 192, 9. 1. 320
Rk (Fik) B, BN 28 4. 9. 35 F 3 B

6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

S NS 1 2 3 4 5
TAA3-] —=- i o -\ A e ‘
&L oy S — = Y VRN 3 R
TAA2—= "‘@W“‘iﬁ:« e\, e P -

B 1 TAAL SIS HE x NS HEMATEER
S: YPHIMh: NS: fAAIMIZLFl: 1~20: AR #ikFinh 5 M,
Fig. 1 The partial SSR results of Shatian pummelo x NS amplified by TAA1

S: Shatian pummelo; NS: Somatic hybrid; 1 -20: Progenies. Five band patterns were showed by arrows.

MRIEIX 3 Z5 AL T LU Y, 3 40 @ T[RRI BEA . SSR AL WAL 7> T hsid,
BAERBSMERE RFR AR B EAR PR, A 1 af AR A BEARRAT — SR A, I8 4
ANFRFFAEE, HEMAS, BEARTTRERA — MR MR PERE A 5, BV AR AT — A AR R 47
s W NS Rl A REL S ORI, ek T RA AR SN, A A A EEER
ANFRPERE AL 1, SR AR RN . W RABGE TAAL-L i PR 4, FE 2, TAAL-2 A
HIEPE o LA™, TAAL-3 4 1 s AN A, FEDR A, IS AMRE AL BEAHR s Y AT A AL
BERLEIZAN AT ERIBEI A ATRE N dja (BEAYPHIRND x aad,d; (AR NS) o AT AR R REA
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AT CATE R AR LT, BCT RN 1 4,0 1 a5 DURSARSOARI 70 G Dl b i S 4%, iR 4 4k [R5 4
OARLE S — RIRE 25 AW P2 B, Qe CRBEHLAL S, WInT L4 3 FhR B L1, BoFHeh
d4a:1 A4;: 1 aas A ZAC AT LA 2E 6 ORI SE R 2, JEDIBS LU Jy: 4 Ajdsa = 1 414045
1 Ajaa: 4 Araa: 1 ArAza: 1 aaa, INFERRY Araa R ArAa BAMRIFIRIE, KIGIX 6 PR K R
LB 5 FAERL, 0. — (didoa), —— (A14:42), — (djaa), —— (Asaa+ Ar4sa),
(aaa), A0 JGARHE BB LN e 4:1:1:5 2 1, 111 79 AN TFAVEEIX 5 Fhaf i |5z brsh
HHON 28:4:9:35:3, R TFARHI & LUAF G DT i R LA, 10EAT 40 5 LA 1 3 5 1 0 5645
B 97 =4.09 < 00s=9.49 (v=4) , UtHEACEEAR AR AL B R BB A% 40 12 1250 1 LR
IR, DIERTAL . REASSE DR 2R (R HE T 2 IE A 1
2.2 TAA3 S| 1EERH
F Y3 4h—%} SSR 514 TAA3 XHvb Al x NS 2145 RIREIRFASES T 17919, &5 1 Rk BLEEAYD FH Al
HP 1 400 TAA3-3, A NS BA 3 47 : TAA3-1. TAA3-2 1 TAA3-3, .71 TAA3-1 Fil TAA3-2
KA PTRAT , TAA3-3 ZXCEIA AT JEARM) 79 AN FRERTE NS IRHIET TAA3-1 #Il TAA3-2 El
HILT s, —3SRIN 4 B, A5lh — — —— , W 2 150 20 9 121 Rk
(Fi3k) Pow, HEsrnse 14, 25, 29 fil 11 #E.

B 2 TAA3 I3 HEE x NS HE&ES SSR I #ER
S: YbHIM; NS: fR4iiZefh; 1~57. F. FkFiRh 4 Fafsl,
Fig.2 The partial SSR results of Shatian pummelo x NS amplified by TAA3
S: Shatian pummelo; NS: Somatic hybrid; 1-57: Progenies.

Four band patterns were showed by arrows.

M 2 ATRUE R0 R NS AR BEAR R AP ARFAENT, 55T NS &M ARG Mmook 1,
I IK A 2R 7 122 A 4T 2 AN A A DR 2L () S M B R0 i = 2R 1 . n SR AL
REASEG 717 TAA3-3 ¥oE A I BRPEIE N o 774, TAA3-1 i BYEIER 4, 7742, TAA3-2 i B EIE
A7 AN RN A : aa (BEAYP IR x 41400 (XA NS) o A 414200 13ET 5> 24N
WAEWW 8, BEHLALE, WInT LA™ A42 4 B, BCTEEA: 245a:2 4a:1 41450 1 aas BEA aa
ATRLU AR 1 PHE T ao 8 ARAS AT AP 4 PPEER Y, R LLG) Ry : 2 Ajaa:2 Asaa:1 A1dsa
1 aaa, X 4 FRIEEIBOG N A RN Z N :  —— (4iaa), —— (dsaa), —— (A;da),
(aaa), PR EEEHIE2:2:1:1, 1M1 79 ADFAEX 4 Pl B B SLhr i LU A2 25:29: 14 11,
B BETAR I 43 85 LU A 2 THE T (0 BIAR AR, BT 20 B LR A A3 A Pk o2 TG A5 21 o7 = 0.75, iti /T
Yoos=7.81 (v=3) , VIR AT AL _F (K7 8 Lol 5 B 2 85 bl & AR s,
T IR XS 248 21 45 5 TR R PR g e 2 LA 1 o



6 1] RN Y0 Al (200 < AR SRR Al NS (40 [ = fi A a Qi % b 1025

3 e

TAGARYD RS DY ARG e A NS 2948, FLE AR B A S R O, AR Th Al
ARAMEIL T 4:1:1:5: 1R 2:2:1: 1 &L, IR0 o 25 L] 5 SCREAR ) 3 DA R 25 DA G .
TRIG P HEN A BEATE TAAL F1 TAA3 WX 5109 3847 55 EIEEIAH 5 3002 Aja CBEARYDHHHD x
aadA; (XA NS) Fl aa (BEARVHHND x 4,400 AR NS) o T AR AR M fl &k 11,
A M ARl S b R IR I R G R, OARTE TAAL i EREERI R T AR RN (aa +
A2A47), £ TAA3 AL B (Aja+ Aza)o 10 HAE TAAL A2 b, SORGAEIEIN A, 5 BEAYD R 2
PEIEDIE AN, I A, NAZA2 G e A D 5y RS S0 REBSE o AR R A3t ), 2T H
PRIEMRA Rl G e AR LT EL M X ‘Nova”  AfiAli. “Succari”  FTRE RV AT SRS o0 R AT HEA
WA ReMfiE . (C TAA3 {75 1 ‘Nova” 5 “Succari” SR BMEAT SAE, (HEATTEREA AH A A B
PERE A, PR, I — MU AT R I DG R, bt RUEART 5 A% S8 1) o A s A R

X T [RIE VY A A I oy 4 RS i, 4 S P EARER TR 2 / 2 U4k, AW RETER 3 / 1 Bk,
TXFEAAT AR DR 1) 23 I U AR 3 A% AN TRIG XS 24 i A8 73 25 LA 4 5 2 DA NS Zetafk 2 /2
Iy NRTHENT, PG i B 45 S aT LU, 2R S AR 4 3 E A 5 4 T ) e L A 1 L )
Hry VLR B R NS 7228 — g 25 W, 4 BRSNS, BLAAT. Soltis
8 (2003) NN, ARG MO A M AN SEA AL ) S 25 o0 R I, S Ut DU A A4 R B HH B 22 RO A% A

(Diploid-like) MIHRFIERAY, HA %441k (Diploidization) %y, ARG R4 o 2 Fh NS 1K) P4
NG ZEAR ‘Nova’ AGAFD ‘Succari” FASHISEG R R LEGT, [RIVEFEE RG, Kk, NS 7F
I 2 g, A AT BRI IR SR AR Qe iR & RSy, TRk, SRIEPIN B, BT
M AEARIIAT Ay o 7EILAMIAG PR 40 M e b b B R B iX R L, Chen 5§ (2004) 38 ik o) b7 Je8 ) 55
VR VURS AR AR A1 APl B S R MG + BTAR AN (C. reticulata ‘Cleopatra’ + P. trifoliate ‘ Argentine” ) i
B 2T UER,  RIAALA 1 G A [ O R BUA A e () — A Ak, DA s Ak Bl 22 4
HIL, ARG A BA AL AR IR IR A Y, 3K AT BE 55 XU 25 DR 4 1) R PR AR O A, SR E AL
SR IR Qe AR RS 5 I HERRICN A 0% RIS IR K IL, R4 et NS HIb 76 & A5 4R L
BT, UiEH NS ek 103 ) e s, XA UL NS Ry 24 4 EY AR ] BE S 9 2 = 11,
XS BITEM A AR E . TR H i HH TR, ARG AR 9 X je ik,
AR bRIC B A REHERR IE A R e R — xS et fk b, Bf TR gk, max—xf (Epixt) 4
AR IER, 2/ 2 Bisy, oAb 8 XJulia 7 xR ik B B R IX RSy, AR 4510 . Rk
B AE 9 gtk BRI FARId, a5 T DA A e

Yi #l Deng (2007) J RAPD #Ric X SCREAKS SR ic 48 — (% A A i A s AR EAT T I
WA ARG AR5 R DU AR R Al e i s, DA PEJGARBEAC AT 5, AR S REA )
FE AR BOE RENLAL 5 25 AR, T HACAS R & BEE I RE b id a2 R LAL 5 45 )5 AR, SEA kR
AT AL ST . RIS, WAL, BEARMEE—REA AT S 5T, R IRFAE
AR AR AL 540 BERISER TS DIA G, B, 356 A SE HHEN TAAL A7 85 E AR HIRRHIE
it TAAL-3 s AL (1) A4, BRI, et RIAE 79 A Ja AR 67 MR T axX 4641, 12 £k
WA, KEFFE 51 LB e TAA3 3B B rh, SOAI P SR Akl #8220 ) el 1A Sl 1 2
SR HERT, EAE AT AR AT 50% ML o U B X PR AR 548 BEA I JE P AL 3 U AH OC

ARG TP IRAF ) = A ARAR S =25 4%, AR4E SSR bR ir 7 & A5 00 il 40 24 Rl 5 AR MR & BT
ZWArE, Ul Al R E E UL R SRR ZEE R . AT, APIE R EARE hAAR
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FEAER, PR, JEARIPRIR R BNV R T el TAOA . W1 Reforgiato %5 (2005) XK H 22 NEALL G
(1) = A5 AR A 2% (1) = B AE AT T 2047 kfﬂ_MZIS Hhrh EAR LT o S A, (H T
TEHE L DU AARSEA . X =R B SR, fEAACIE T A Ry, Nz Lt =Py
SRR 2P R SEAS, A AT BEIRTF R R I 1) = AR5 R S5 AR, Rl SEAR R R IR SR 2
A IR, T A R AR E M R R
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