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Genetic Linkage Map of Anthurium andraeanum Based on SRAP
Molecular Markers
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Li-hong', and LIU Chun"’
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Abstract: A genetic linkage map of Anthurium andraecanum was constructed in 94 F; individuals
from the cross of ‘Pink Champion’ x ‘Dakota’ by using sequence-related polymorphism (SRAP)
polymorphic markers. The map was obtained by utilizing JoinMap4.0 ® software’s CP model. It included
19 linkage groups which contained 254 loci and covered genome 1 689.5 cM with a mean marker interval
of 6.65 cM. The length of linkage groups varied from 7.6 - 187.2 ¢cM and each of them included 3 - 43
markers respectively.
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B EA EEANHNME . BN T 2404 (Anthurium andraeanum) 15045 P 18 R 2 (R AE 97
WA WRIE, FERRIAE R, AR, BRASERER R, BAMRAALR, MiHIZ
FLABAL P ) Rt o “ XU IS ” (double-pseudo-testeross ) BLIS [ #E H (Grattapaglia & Sederoff, 1994;
Weeden et al., 1994), ffif3 - tH A1 A% BTG A A P RE . BB THROR . JEIT 8 1AL 1
SR BEAA A, VBRI SR By ARRURAE T, IR EIAE (BO) BEAARBIAOR AT K
. SENEEAE (2009) WA ILTTEX T RRZETER, FEERBUGCTEEM MY FFGEH . 2l
e)E TSy, HkvnlisH F#f s gt ik .

SRAP trid R W@ v, e by RS el P Ie, HIZAEI 51 4338 2451906 (Li
& Quiros, 2001; FMERF 55, 20100, th T AHIEEET 5e a0, JEAIRBNY, SRAP FriddEH
T Hat AL 2 A8V 2 B S R 2

AW R SRAP #5710 LL22AHAE A Pink Champion” x “‘Dakota’ [Z¥58 Fy A NAEL, %
HI JoinMap4. 0 i (¥) CP 1 IR YA 2 0 T AR E BB, DAY s e AL B R T AR S %

MRS

1.1 MR REEFZE DNA REL

196 F P [ A MV R BE R S A ST BT TS U2 5 | B Aaf 2= AN 224048 (Anthurium andraeanum)
i Pl ‘Pink Champion” 5 ‘Dakota’ NZEAMEL, “HAMIE. fet. mIESEMR B RCRZE
s (K 1D,

Pink Champion

Dakota

1 WEXRNKE. $BEERRMR

Fig.1 The plant appearance, spathes and leaves of parents

2011 4F 6 HBEATHEM AT, 11 HBGRARASH 1o 2011 4F 12 XS MR R K AL B, #5602
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Bigedt LRMTE W, 3AMARFGRTE. SAMAEKHE 1 ~2cem /N, f5MHKH 2.5~4.0cm
BRI pk, G v P A R 32 S 800, MR W ISR . AR LR B AR AR B R0
AR T, ERGERBIT TR R, et T E AR AL BB AT ST RS 1R8I
el P A K. ORI AR K FyACHIER 152 K, AHPBEHLIEZEL 94 SRR 1E R BER. BrfT At
BHA ) Ak

KAEAR B AT JG AR Ao Fr, KA CTAB SRR EUE Nl DNA, HACDERS 5%
(2011 W59 FIFHERAN D66 EETERT 1% 1) 35 I 8 e P RS WU P 42 I F) DNA R B 5 i B o
B DNA BB (4120ng- uL™"), - 20 CUKEEP AR .

1.2 SRAP-PCR R N{KR &I 1EI2F

SRAP 51941 th it A TR TREBOR MRS A B Wl 45 1o S WA 2RO 20 pL, 145 3 pL DNA
BB (20 ng- L"), 2L 10 x PCR buffer (% Mg®), 1.6 uLdNTPs (2.5 mmol - L), F. R3]
¥ (10 umol - L™ 4% 0.6 uL, 0.2 uL Tag polymerase (5 U - uL™"), 12 uL ddH,0-

PCR #1427 2 [t Li 1 Quiros (2001) [ H4FEP: 94 CHUAZME 5 min; 94 ‘CAZME 1 min, 35
CIBK Imin, 72 CEEM I min, J&5 M 94 CAME 1 min, 50 ‘CIEK 1 min, 72 ‘CLEAf 1 min,
35 AMIEIR; 72 ‘CLEM 10 min; )i T4 CEIER N

P3G R 8% AR AR S PR It e BB VRS I o 76 120V 1EE HUE R HUK 90 min,  HLVKJS
W, SHEKEESE (2005) K7L, WBEERAMET LM KSR, IR,

1.3 ERIEERE

s “XUBMAZT”, SEARFREGH FACHARRT DI BC B4R F 148 (A 5%, 201D,
FHLUK 5 SR I R IR ) 2 A R 45w id ok “ 17, JEaiidoh €07, AN ERE 2 1A id o “ - 7. X SRAP
FRad N EBIR 73 geit, KR “OIAFR + S&ar RN fnda e SRRt IR G H0R 58— e i oh
JoinMap4. 0" AFH CP A BB [ K A% 5o

“CP” fEEIBAIH “CP” Bl “cross pollinators”, F& H AN A LRI B 8k — A Ae A 2L R T b —
ANl G LRI ARSI AR QA P A I — R AR

ARG RN Fy BEARRDE TIX — 20k, 78 CP BB A ST rh, T DA 1:1 31
R Gl 4%, 2008).

MRPEFRICAE Fy AR 20 228, 3 2 VRSO AT HE B, S0 S A e A 22 S B T Bl AT
R G MK, HeBRB kBRI 2 sk AR B WM B (P<0.01) MALS, RIGHEMSE 1185
3: 1 A IARIC R JoinMap4. 0 # () CP /R EIBSAUEE . & LOD ) 4.0, EKTAUEN 0.4,
HH Create Groups Using the Groupings Tree i 2 3k 3 H T/EE [ 41HE, 1] Calculate Map iy 2 H 3 7 &FA™
EBRE, B Combine Map iy 2 B B B il BE1 T3 4 .

2 HiIR 5

21 5|4k

AL 740 Xt SRAP 5L ERTRORBEAT 2 A EIRIE, WD IE VAT RLRE I, 2R ORI 14)
A6 209 X, P RS SRA B 94 #R F ARSI, ARAESICHI 20 B OL, B T RE . fehd
T B 22 K SRAP 514 141 %o [ 2 514 MSET X #540 REA AR 10 B Hi5 0L o
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MPIP2 12345 678 910111213 1415 16 1718 19 202122 23 24 2526 2728 29 3031 323334 35 3637 38

600 bp
500 bp

400 bp
300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

2 5149 M5E7 BYERAM AR
M: Marker I; Pl: BEAG P2: 404 1~38: Fy UMKk,
Fig. 2 Parts of amplifications using primer M5E7
M: Marker I; P1: Female parent; P2: Male parent; 1 -38: F, individuals.

22 RIEMESEEMES BN

141 X514 335 4280 AR SRAKE R S LA AR 2y 3 7 K, R 2 a8
i oy 3 M RBLEAT Se 0t

S5 1R Im o< BB Sy B RAY, BUREACH 28 G IR A Im, XA R AIGHE AL 1, FARE 111
AR B . 141 X510 109 X519 H 194 AR, B 28k AU 57.9%. F
B 519 B ) 4 ok 1.78 4.

2 o nn x np FERI Y Sr B R, RIS N I8 G LK Y np, BEARNSEGFERITY nn, FARE
1o 1 i BER o3 B EeA] o 141 XF5 AT 81 X5 09 38 i 115 ANz Aay, [y 28 B U1 34.3%,
SERIRERT S I SEI AT RO 1.42 45

553 P bk < hk BEDITL Gy SR A, RIXCR A A BE Y hie, 1 ARRT BRI SEDR LN h-FT kk B
hh R k=, 30180 1: 3 (iR 0B L. 141 X518 22 551008 8 26 ANz iay, B %
AP BT 7.8% ~FRIEEXT S8 B )4 0k 1.18 4.

FIFH JoinMap4.0° A E XA A 43 B AR bRAc (i 7 B TS U HEAT T 408, &5 Rk 1 o,

#1 SRAPIRETEH BB SHHARS BIER
Table 1 Distorted segregation of different SRAP segregation patterns

EZopiest EZ GO 53 A TI9r %1%
Segregation patterns Polymorphic bands Distorted bands Percentage
Im >[I 194 30 15.5

nn x np 115 19 16.5

hk x hk 26 0 0

It Total 355 49 13.8

23 STEAEHEENEE

K132 335 A2 B VERRCH] JoinMap4 0 H 2 (1) CP 1E IR AR Mt T 5K 4 Tk i R 33
B EE 19 AMEBIHRE, 3L 254 ANFRICAr A, 558 B PE 1689.5 oM, A st ] P34 5L B 25 4 6.65 M,
BRI E N 88.9 cM (K2, B 3). FEAEBREFMA 13.4 ML, 7619 MEBTRET, 17
RO Z ERTHE (LG % 43 MU s, AL Bus /D IESIRE (LG14. LG15. LG19) 7 3 M st
BTGB KA 7.6 ~ 187.2 cM JulH P, Hrh i K IMIEBIRE L2 755 KIBE R 187.2 cM, #5138
FELG19 B FE A 7.6 cMo Loy B4 04 81 4N, 7 24.2%.
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Fig. 3 Genetic linkage map of ‘Pink Champion’ x ‘Dakota’ based on SRAP markers
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Table 2 The genetic distance and distribution of markers in the linkage groups

B KBE/eM ISYANRE-d i 73 15 b ic £ I i/ eM
Linkage group Distance Number of markers Number of distorted Average distance
LGl 141.48 43 14 3.29
LG2 187.21 38 2 4.93
LG3 127.29 21 3 6.06
LG4 141.92 21 1 6.76
LG5 102.49 20 3 5.12
LG6 143.09 14 3 10.22
LG7 82.02 13 1 6.31
LG8 70.17 10 1 7.02
LG9 88.25 11 3 8.02
LG10 75.16 9 0 8.35
LG11 87.01 9 2 9.67
LGI12 81.81 6 0 13.63
LG13 81.89 5 1 16.38
LG14 35.94 3 0 11.98
LG15 26.77 3 0 8.92
LG16 88.75 11 3 8.07
LG17 78.06 8 1 9.76
LG18 42.50 6 0 7.08
LG19 7.64 3 0 2.54
vl Total 1 689.50 254 38 6.65
3 ik

VEBREAR NS BT R S5 T . 7 B4 (2001) WKy, R /INECRT B i 1) H 1,
27 B TS 40 e AL s AL 51 0 Fr s e B S — AN o FAE S IE B I 0 Fr T R AR RIS 25 A
KRNI T RER ST, — A Fy > RI>BCro ARE A Fy KBEARR 152 AMtEkkh, BEHLIER T
94 AN RN BRI /INEE AR, R A o i B e ol R ) o o

2005 FZHIMIVFZ ARSI, T BRSO AE R AT, W Mapmaker 55 AN BERE G AN [R] 43 2§ 8 Y
bric, WK BC A B 73 5 b gt P S A () st AL % o Bl AE VAR AR AN & Jig, Stam 45
(2005) K CP IR G|\ JoinMap® 8, wf LAFESEBE 1: 1 F1 3 1 408 Ll Ar S R SN, M
M B A5 8] — NS O XCE AT L E B3 . Porceddu %5 (2002) [UHF5TAIH] BC Al CP FiAY
S ERE LA, KRB “CP” EE I A M “BC” B HIARCEE B AT, AR dE 5 XEER “BC”
Bl . Mo, V2N B BEARRET SR AT, AR ANZAE R . SFaE (2008) AR
IR TR AL E B RS, AT 11 203 3 1 B Hbsic i A, $2em TERSeR.. Enshiz
F CP YEE B W B AR DA T VEE SR 2D, AR 78RR T Fy BRI 2 880, M T
GRAACH 5 T AR B

BRI 20 25 Ak B B rh 38 47 7F (Gebhardt & Ritter, 1989). ASHIFST o bR ic i) I 79 125 33
17908, JERILT 49 AN KAEM > BRI A s, o 2 MR BN 13.8%, T 23 2 1 4,
A 30 Mokl ‘Pink Champion” A, 19 M5kl ‘Dakota’ SREAS. 3l fi 73 125 1 PR 3= DA K
X B AR EE 7 5, E SN EE AV AN AR, iR R AR R ARRIVE AL bR
ORI BERRAY . IRBEIRI RS R R o BRic 7834 B I A 19 20 25 L — FBEAE 6.8% ~ 31.8% 2 1] (
el 45, 20050, (HRFBBEFTH— A 2> S hRc AL sl TR o ARTE JLAE A 2 5 A
G g o AN RIASE AR d o] I TAEE],  HIEAE AR EIRCRE R QTL 4 (T,
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2008)0 AT BR 2 T R A B ARSI, A, AT RE 2 £ v 5 BEE B A SR R . DR
ATYEASREG FEl F3G A hmid B, TFAH AR LIS R sy KBRS, AT I s fi e &

— AN B B EEROE B EAR L T IBE A KT 20 cM. Peltier 5§ (1994) FJH] RAPD
FIEASAbRc il T a2 et S, 7 5N 262.9 oM, PR N 8.2 ¢cM; Dunemann
% (1999) FIH 239 4~ RAPD, 38 4~ RFLP il 2 ANl AR b My T AL SE AT BE P /N S5 AR 1 43 134 8
B, A A2 REA) 1) 78 a5 FE R 556 Fl 720 M, “FIEFES 54 3.1 F1 4.3 ¢cM; Debener FlI
Mattiesch (1999) iz H 305 /> RAPD ! AFLP ric ft T BRI 70 FIE B0 S, PHoR A 730l 7 a5
41K 326 F1 370 cM, KI5 4 2.4 A1 2.6 cM; Han 2% (2002) FJF] AFLP brid Mg T /5 H
TEERE RS, PR A B 76 JE 41K 306.3 Fi1 605.6 M, ~FIHJEIEE N 2.51 F112.83 cM; HEG

(1997) FH RAPD #1 SSR bric Xt Fy FEARMIEE T 70 FHESSER B3, AQ. BEA/ 7 w5 5
HK 556.6 F1366.4 cM, “FIHKIE K 23.2 F122.9 cM.

ST AN BIRFFEA LR S, A R I s AR B Y, B R LML K 1 689.5 cM,  Frid |
BIMEEN 6.65 cM, CIEAAR] T8RS I ER . A B R BEAN Ry, BRR B8 X sls AR
T 20 cM BB, T HAFAE = BREESURE (LG14. LG15. LG19). A6, AR AAAECH 2n = 30,
LR BT B B B AN A% 150 AT h A 2 et A% BT 19 AN IESTEE, 1] SRAP Frid
PEZANAEFE A N AR AR, I APAE S BRI X o 10 HL, BT AR e BOm A 2 (s A st b,
SHAFIE 7 B AR L IR B B BT £, NI BRI AR IR0 Gl E R K, 20060, AR
B TR IR AR LB ANZ AT BB TR R A R i 23 15 b i A D R e A LS B

UbAk, LHHACIIRRIE . Bidats Bt . Jei g B, BumtE. Drdi S 2 5P
Ry AW BT H AT T 9, SRR RIS, AR R
FERIEAT A7, i 2 fH Ak AL 5 1) e B e ¢ B L R B BCA T BE AT INIs 70 7 B b .
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