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FRELBRZ R NESM AFLP &% %
E3peS

Gma T, TOA, TR, mALS, Z2EWEL Tnk 2Rk
CRBAAR N K%, TR AR T S szih s, Beitie 248 it O S i S U0 =, YEFH 110866; 2 H1E A&
M RFE BB SR T, JERT 1000815 3L 748 AR REFERE, WBH 110866)

B OE. DIWEIKEFN (Solanum lycopersicum) 99165-30 4 EEA, BALZ FFKN (Solanum
habrochaites) LA1777 JRXAMATHAS, B BRAESE T 5H 80 1 Fs. o K RINT A B R B R,
FIH St AFLP 43 FHR il BORM AT 2r T EB K1 . AFLP A7id R Mse T #1 EcoR T WiFf P Y)ig
KHédahrid (IRD-700 8 IRD-800) [ E + 3 FIHEZGARICIN M + 3 51 HGHAT RIS 1Y, §ig4as 1
2695 C ARG 1E 6%45 M 5 N s B e i b A vk 2.5 h, 38 il LICOR 74 #] ) NEN Global Edition IR> DNA
Analyzer (Model 5200 LI-COR Biosciences, Lincoln, NE) #¢Jt3#ik Il DNA 2251, %F RILs #ff4 =

253 B 274 A AFLP bridiz ] JoinMap 3.0 #5007, 193] 5Kl 4r 7 BLEBUR S, B a Ky
662 cM, JLALHE 18 A LEEBRE, 125 NZERMED AR . FAEBRE LR IC8E 3 ~ 22 N2, %
B LE 14.0 ~ 58.0 cM (MBI, FHEEEE 2.27 ~ 133 M. SCPHHEE 5.3 oM, ARF5TH %
FRIFE K ATt AL B, D #4015 B B b S IR Z RN B A7 B8 T Al

KA Wohi; RILs #H44; AFLP drid; JOUFRIET Y BEIESE

hESGES: S641.2 XERSEG: A XEHS: 0513-353X (2012) 12-2377-08

Construction AFLP Genetic Linkage Map of Tomato Using Recombinant
Inbred Lines (RILs) Population

CHEN Li-jing'™", WANG Li', WANG Yu-kun', TAO Cheng-guang’, LI Jun-ming’, WANG Xiao-wu’,
and LI Tian-lai"*
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Abstract: A genetic linkage map of tomato was constructed using a RILs (recombinant inbred lines)
population of 80 individuals which was developed by crossing Solanum lycopersicum 99165-30 and
Solanum habrochaites LA1777 through single-seed descent (SSD) . AFLPs were generated by the use of
restriction enzymes ECOR I in combination with either Mse I . Pre-amplification was carried out using

primers corresponding to ECOR I and Mse I adaptors with no selective base. Selective amplifications were
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performed using IRD700 or IRD800 labeled EcCOR I primers and non-labeled Msel primers. The
resulting products were denatured in formamide at 95 °‘C and separated by electrophoresis 2.5 h on 6%
polyacrylamide gel using IR> DNA Analyzer (Model 5200 LI-COR Biosciences, Lincoln, NE) . The
segregation of each marker and linkage analysis was done using the program JoinMap version 3.0. With 22
primer pairs, a total of 247 parental polymorphic bands were detected and 125 used for mapping, the total
map length was 662 cM, consisted of 18 linkage groups, number of markers in the linkage groups varied
from 3 to 22, the length of linkage groups were from 14.0 cM to 58.0 ¢cM and mean marker interval
distance from 2.27 ¢cM to 13.3 cM individually, and a mean marker interval distance of 5.3 cM between
markers. The map developed in the present study could be used for genetic mapping and molecular marker
assisted breeding and quantitative trait locus mapping of tomato.

Key words: tomato; recombinant inbred line; AFLP; IRD700 or IRD800 labeled ECOR I primers;

genetic linkage map

T8t A% P T DU SR 5 356 DR A% RS S R R A, A R i H AR SRR TR, HE S b ad 4l B & R
(Marker-assisted Breeding, MAS) 7:4E7" EWN A, & 0] AgHATHE R wC AT QTL 4347, [R] I
SNTEY AR RHIEAS B, FERRIR USRI 2 A0, DLAE RGeS YRR 2y 55
wESZE PR AA R F B (Tuinstra et al.,, 1996).

e Ry, SRR D R . FAE 1926 4EF] 1931 4[], MacArthur FJ
Abrid, L6l T kAL R, i bR T 20 NERIELE, J52K, Altman F1 Dittmer
¥ 164 DNIERDERLAE T A 12 S5 048 I CRIESE 55, 19990, 20 HEAD 80 EARH), & E NN KA1
Rick il T &l 2 JList AL B, Frad 3R R e A 20294 330 24>, B35 DNA /K-F-[f] RFLP %54y
THEYEOREA:, Tanksley 55 (1992) Fgt 75— 5K 3l %5 BL 1 RFLP 70 L IES K, %
KIREALHE 1030 N> Fhric, 1276 NEG AL, Foolad A1 Jones (1993) ifiid RAPD ## T — AN
Ak N LK K%, Grandillo Fl Tanksley (1996b) A —AMIL KN T3 5 i 5 M5 FL B3 AH DG BT A=
PGS A (Solanum pimpinellifolium) LA1589 #4% 7 —3KKEh 1279 M, “FI[EEES 10.7 cM,
L% 115 /> RFLP. 54> RAPD F1 2 NMESFRICHIIER K3 . Alpert F1 Tanksley (1996) 18 i xJ 4 1
2 A E R R SR QTL A7 45 Fw2.2 Rt — A a8 B (1 B R FE D 3, b e e
LR T AT fE; Zhang %5 (2002) DLARE: AP (S. lycopersicum) 52 E# i (S. habrochaites)
P1126445 1] BC BEARZH] T 142 /> RFLP #ric s 29 MPURFERIZEMIY (resistance gene analogs,
RGAs) Fric (B, ZERE K ER 1469 cM 15 Fist AL B, driclal FRIEE 2N 8.6 cM, Myl
AT U A e B DR S8 A M P e B 3R T4 )0 T By Zabeau Fl1 Vos (1993) ¥ FRHIPEREFELI AT PCR K
&S, P& T AFLP dnicd. FIHIZ$R, Haanstra 25 (1999) #J#d 7 —ik RFLP-AFLP #4444
BiEE, Saliba 25 (20000 A% T FaiFA] ) RFLP. RAPD. AFLP [&i¥%, Suliman 2% (2002) FJH]
K BEIAIFE (S, pennellii) 7K ABFAIIE T AFLP. SSR & SNP i, Fraix sbbric w1
AL, AL TR E . BRI e A B R O R BE T R A . BT RFLP S8 bRid 1) 24 Al
AR, ML LS IS, R — HBU) T IF R A 7 (8145 5 PCR A7id, Bai 5%

(2004) ¥gk T H/MAAAK 9, 100 11, 12 () CAPs dric B, [N, AMTERIAY 55 0%
TFRIIFER SSR Aricfr TR AT 22 fH T, AfResc 8 aa SRR A . B % Bk )i,
Frary %5 (2005) LIJ#3E A (S. esculentum) LA925 x & ASAIZE i (S. pennelli) LA716 K ARE
M, FFR T —5KA% 76 4 SSR 1 76 4~ CAPs ARic [FEB 1%, iX 152 MMFF5 PCR Fric dE 5351 Hh
B 95%M A Ak d], FEIEEE N 10.0 oM, i HIX kR c T 53 i) 3 B vt s B ] 5145 2 2



12 3 MRInERSE: A ELL A A R @ 5l AFLP BHL 581 2379

P, AT P 0 R FH S A R v

AHIF ST o R e PR AR B AR 5 & A (S, lycopersicum) 99165-30 F1EF4E 2 B & (S.
habrochaites) LA1777 LA AT Fay Fo FURLALRAT Fs: o ARHAL A A R KA B HEAR, DL
M, 1856 AFLP prid 8 R MG T — ik B s TEBUE L B, A 78 fh L E A 20k
(1 3 B 5 B A o

QY Vi SRS DARF

11 1EERHA

PRI TP AV B 27 Bt i S A ST T AR AR S AT

DA H2 30 % 15 7 it (Solanum lycopersicum ) 99165-30 S REA, 121 2 E 7 i (Solanum habrochaites)
LA1777 NRA, NTEMETIRAS, 135 FiAR.

2002 4F 1 HH¥m sl Fy AR FRER TR, BRI, AP AR 2 B3R Ak AR L
FRALL, RIS, )y KEERIAEAAE, WA 2 BEMNRARAE, BB, G
FESkANGR, WIE, HHE HRARREEIRAC, N L8 D s A R, 5 AXt P AR T Al B %2
W EAZ, AR F AR, SRR B i — AR RSB AR AL, R R 2 R,
RN, RAWEEL, HREBGNG hmEekt, PR 10g o4, REAAFBEERT. 2002
8 HKFHRRI By AR 1720 240 RgkMr, FEFPEL TN 28 sl MO R I A 5 HOR (201D, 5
2%AME AN . RAHEEEFRE (0427 cm) PG H . B F JoRife 548, 133 Fs: 6 1) 80 N
PR A B A

1.2 AFLP 9 5B iEwE

MBS 90 ~ 100 mg, KM Retch EEFEHLEEF:, DNA KFZ2PCKH SR CTAB %
(Williamson et al., 1994),
AFLP [ T2/ Vos 5 (1995) (751, FERS et o AR FTh iy 8519kl (E+A)D /
(M + C) & EEESIWRMP6FrE (IRD-700 2 IRD-800) [ E + 3 FIHEZEHRic I M + 3
S L I E+ 3 FIM + 3 43 317 EcoR T Hil Mse T 51414 R IL 51 : S GACTGCGTACCA
ATTC3'Fll 55GATGAGTCCTCACTAA3', RJG1E 3oy mah& 3 NMIEFEEIEREE . EFetEy 14 s &
F 3 10 uL, A3E 5 uL FF 58 N4 30 £ Fi B0 0.5 U Taqase. 1 pL10 x PCR buffer, 15 mmol - L™
MgCly, 2 mmol - L™ dNTPs. 15 ng Mse I 3I#1H1 0.5 uL IRD ZE06ARICT 4. REFRIEY 51y hn 255
10 x loading buffer, F 94 CAZM: 5 min, 7EVK LIRE#AE. JEH LICOR /A #] ) NEN Global Edition
IR’ DNA Analyzer (Model 5200 LI-COR Biosciences, Lincoln, NE) #&ll DNA £ &1, 75 6%
RNMEIERLEER E vk 2.5 h, 265380 DNA 2855 K F .
oy JE AR Al B REAA RIIEh “a”, SACAAHFRIEA “b7, Ay AT B R 1L “n”s
12 1] JoinMap3.0 F i AL i, 4] “New Project” v Bl —ANHi I SC/F3%, “Load data”
A FAMICESE, FHmA “Individual genot. freq.” HEFRH L E L 2 158K, H “Locus genot.
freq.” 2 A HARIC I 7> 2 1E O, H Group v 24T 041, )i Map iy & H g B i, RH
Kosambi pAET 5 R .



£ 39 %

S
&

2380 |

2 SRS
2.1 5|90k

KM (E+3) /7 (M+3) 514la (e E+3 B30uhrid 5140 #E47 AFLP 234t. 5 56HHIX
SRR 8 ANIIEARICT I 8 MAETOEHRIC T IALRI 64 X 51 S HEATIHLE, JLIHIEH 22 X234
PRI SIMA S, ZEMRICIEH 810 4, FHRAGIMA G EZ &ML 11.4 1

2.2 AFLP {RICHID S

12 IR 1) 22 X5 1AL E X Fs. o K ARERREAT AFLP 230810 357 28 ARl 247 4>, Hrp
125 Mhrid ] DU TR @Bt a1 al &7 2 2 8l 6.8 4.

7 80 AN HARKIN Fs. o K ABEMAHT, XF3RIF 247 4~ AFLP Fic BT 04T, ok B QAR 4 2 B i
PR LAL777 BIAL R 117 A Gl 47.95%), K EHBEA 99165-30 (R47 51 127 (52.05%) 4>, #EiE 1:1
(F173 B ELs fE P < 0.05 KR, XHTEI AFLP bricd S T3E A PEES, 45 131 4 AFLP Fric #HL
(10 28 LL A A /R A s L] CBbE 301, SRR 1:2: 1), 113 MridRI A M/ 25, s 2 b
HN 46.3%.0 (EMT B 113 b, 56 MRIChr S A BEA 99165-30 45 AL, 57 ML RN
A LALTTT R A R

23 HFEPEILRMEE

FIH JoinMap3.0 AR ZIEARIATIEB 04T, 31— iKRAE 18 A FZEBHE L IE B H,
125 /> AFLP #7ic{t LOD H 4 ~ 7 JalH N 70 A T & ANEBARE (LGs) b, EBIRFECS F AN G otk
B (12) A ZEBEESIERA R KIE N 662 cM, AR KR 5.3 cM. 7E 18 AN L%
BURED, EBHK AR 14.0 ~ 58.0 cM i), i LG12 K, LG4 &4 (K1, £ 1. %
AMEBFERILHARIFRIE R D.

AFLP 73 FARCEE SR L A A K384, 46 LG2. LG3. LG4, LG5. LG7. LG8. LGll.
LG12. LG13. LG15. LG16 M LG17 LT KT 10 oM 5B, HAE KT 20 eM B EECK IR TA]
B LT 1A (LG13 ). EESEIE IR R IR 2 brid %4 X, HAE LG Al LGY %
T IAHER S TAR R B X A FEBRE W B PR — 8 2 57, S IEBRET Y B TE 1.6 cM

(LG1) ~8.6 cM (LG3) Z [, “PIJRAEBIE L0 TAcEoh 7.4 4, LGl Loy Thaidfim 2,
214, LG5, LG13. LG15. LG16. LG17 7> Fhric i fidm b, KA 3 A 18 ANIEBTHEN Y (1)
TRRBABAGE, ABIEEY 2 ~ 20 4,

X528 3 ARG AEE DR L A AT T G, REAEBRE a2 s D AE (R 2 Al , A
KZHAw oy B EED A DB EBRE (K Do 76 LG EBHEL, 1 5 Meor@his; 1F
LG3 A LG8 &8 [, 4 Mrid BRI/ 25 76 LG4 I LGY EBRE L, /30l Aid 2 1 M
SR AL LG 1 LG4 EBURE ERK 2 8oy B A7 AU EZER H CC-156, 1 RC-144 FE 5 1 73 25
P F B3 AfE LG8 M LG10. 71 247 A~ AFLP bric ™, A 113 Mrid REANEBHE, ARED R
LLh 45.75%. 7 80 NIRRT Fs: o AR ARERT, i1l T 247 ML R AL A, ok HAAAEF 4
ZEBJ/HAE LA1777 (IR 1174 (F 47.95%), 127 (52.05%) AR EEEA 99165-30, #5307 1: 1
(K153 B ELs fE P < 0.05 KR, XHHTE AFLP bricd SET3E A PEE:, 45 131 4 AFLP Fricd ZHL
My B R FF A SR s ) CRPE 31, JRRME 1:2: 1), 113 AMRid R A W 2, Wor 2
LbZh 46.3%. EfhiZr 251 113 MhridHr, 56 MRidfr SO BEAR 99165-30 HIFR: A7 5L, 57 M AL
KA LALTTT (R AL R AFLP 2> FARc /e B B A AKIYS), 78 LG13. LG16 il LG17
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EHILT KT 10 oM AR, BATR T 20 MR EEBOR B TVRE Y L. AESEBUR E LOF AR AR Z 1

e 7 = a7
bRl , HAE LGl ATLGY -tk T 1 AR 7> Al A X .
1 2 3 4 5 6
- —_ ——E38/MB1-14 0 ——— E35/M6E1-11
0 ——— E41/MB0-9 0 ——— E36/ME2-15 0 —3—E32M49-3 0 —5— E37/M48-14
4 ——— E37/M61-17
6 ——— E36/M485
7 ——— E41/M80-5 7 ——— E33/M50-3 7 —— E37/M48-3 g~ | -E37M61-11
9 ——— E38/M61-8 9 ——1— E32/M 49-4 10 — T~ E36/M47-3
1 —— E37M61-7 13—Eamet4 || oo
14 ——— E35/M49-20
16 ——1— E36/M59-11 E3TM61-18 17 —1— E35/M49-15
18 ~}— E37/M61-16 18 —1— E37/M48-9
19 — T~ E36/M58-12 19— 1 E36/M62-11 . N 20 ———E37/M48-18
21 —— E35/M49-19 21—1-E36M61-1 21 ———E3zmaos 20 E37/M48-4
24 -] |~ E36/M53-13 24 ——— E37/M48-17
27 E36/M4T7-4 25 —4——E32M49-9 L "
28 ~ 3.~ E40/M481 27 ——— E40/ME0-4 21 —o— E36/MS9-20
30~ [ |~ E36/ME2-4 R -
31 [~ E37/MB15 30—-E39MB16 40 || pasniagq 28 E37/M48-2
32 o B40/ME0-10 33 - E32M 495
33 E37/M61-14 251 Esemast 34—~ E37/M48-1
38 ——— E33/M50-9
40 ——— E36/M50-12
42 1 E33msne 41—5— E37/M48-10
i R 12
46 ——— E35/M61-10 43 E3zm4o-7
49 — 1~ E33/M50-T 48 ——— E38ME0-5 "
50 —— E37/M48-19 0 —3—E35/M49-22
55 ——— E32M 49-10
7 8 9 10 11
" 0 E36/M49-6 0 E36/M48-1 0 E36/M59-8 o _ E3smdeny 14— E36MM49-8
0 E36/M58-2 2 E36/M50-10
5 E40/M60-3 5 E40/MB0-11
9 —+—E37/M61-9
10 E36/M50-7
1 E36/M47-9 12 E36/M50-13 27 ——1— E35/M49-7
14 E36/M59-9
14 E36/M59-7 15 E35/MB1-9 ¢ E40/M47-3 16 —H—E37/MB1-10
16 {E36/ME2-3 E40/M48-3 19~ _|L-E36/m48-9 18 E36/M48-8 19 —TT—E38/M61-6
18 E35M49-18 21 E36/M48-11
21 E35/M48-13 55 11~ E3a/M48.10 37 ——1— E35/M49-1
] 24 ——— E40/ME0-15
23 - [~ E36/M62-9
—— E38/M61-2
27 E36/M48-3
46 ———E35/M49-11
30 E35M49-17 32 ——— E40/M47-9 34 ——E38/M61-13
34 {E41/ME0-6 E36/M49-9
37 E37/M47-9
39 ———E35/M49-16 40 E41/M60-3 58 —o— E35/M49-5
44~ - E36/M62-6
13 45 =TT~ E41/M60-2
14 16 17 18
0 ——— E38/M61-3
0 —— E36/M50-14
] E35/ME1-4 15
9 E35MM61-12 8 —[—E33/M50-4
0 —— E35/M49-6
14 E35/M61-3 . .
19— E3ame1-a 15 E36/M47-11 o caonisos
19 ——T— E40/M47-4
15 ——— E40/M47-T 25 ——— E36/M58-10
34 ——E38/M59-4
40 —5—E38/M61-5 26 —— E38/ME1-9 38 —— E36/M62-7

B 1 F AFLP dRICIRIEEGE Y
LR EIEL (eMD, AN ST AL A bR S 2 T hR g
Fig.1 Genetic linkage map of tomato based on AFLP markers
Genetic distances in centiMorgans are indicated on the left side of the linkage groups and locus names are on the right side.
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Table 1 The characters of 18 linkage groups constructed by AFLP markers in tomato

b FRic L T"l@ﬁ;iﬂ%ﬂl/ a6 PNLIFIER 3 SR B oM i 43 B b3l 2 KM
Linkage group Number of ™ N cM™) Number of Numaber of Average interval Number of Length
markers Density intervals gaps distorted
LG1 22 0.44 20 0 2.27 5 50
LG2 9 0.19 8 0 53 1 48
LG3 8 0.15 7 0 6.875 4 55
LG4 7 0.17 6 0 5.86 2 41
LG5 3 0.11 2 0 9.0 1 27
LG6 9 0.38 8 0 2.67 1 24
LG7 7 0.18 5 0 5.57 2 39
LG8 5 0.16 4 0 6.4 4 32
LG9 17 0.33 15 0 3.06 1 52
LG10 6 0.24 5 0 4.16 1 25
LGl1 6 0.18 5 0 5.67 1 34
LG12 6 0.10 5 0 9.67 1 58
LG13 3 0.08 2 1 13.3 2 40
LG14 4 0.29 3 0 3.5 4 14
LG15 3 0.12 2 0 8.67 0 26
LG16 3 0.08 3 0 12.67 0 38
LG17 3 0.09 2 0 11.3 1 34
LG18 4 0.16 3 0 6.25 3 25
BkAE) 125 0.19 104 1 53 34 662
Sum/Mean

T gaps® fRERAHSBARICER 25 KT 20 M ¥ IEJ .

Note: gaps’: A gap indicates a distance between two adjacent markers of more than 20 cM.

3 e

AHFFT CATE A RIL BEAR 45 EUREAR, N AFLP 20875 2010 247 Nbrid, HIEET —5K4dE 18
AN T ah A B 0, 1% B 7 S N ALK 662 M, TIYPEIEE N 5.3 ¢cM. 5 Tanksley
A (1992) AL IR EE — K A i % B 1) RFLP 3 st e 8t (4% 1030 M1 hsid, 1276 4
Kl 507 Grandillo Fil Tanksley (1996b) PA—AMIE R I T 78 i it 58 S RH JHL 582 FH DG 1 B A= o s 5
FA (S. pimpinellifolium) LA1589 #JEEFIES R (1 279 oM, “FHJEEE R 10.7 M, B 1154
RFLP. 54> RAPD 2 ME&MRIL) Haanstra 55 (1999) 441 —5K RFLP-AFLP -5 ist A4 141 14
%, Suliman Z§ (2002) FHk EWEIBFIE N (S. pennellii) 1K AREIARIEE Y AFLP. SSR 2 SNP &
AR ZE R, 3% T2 B PR kg DA B ey 2 11 P16 S B R 2 R Haldane RS EIBE, 10 AHIEA
HR T Kosambi B HR 810 4% 3% () 81 B, Haldane 1 &l B8 3 AN S B2 M0AE THEGE T 582
X, 1M Kosambi £ B B UK AS PR 2 % 81t 2, Th Haldane 15 Kl A %05E A 21, Kosambi
5 P R B0 H ) PR B L Haldane 7EEIBELT/N O &8 25, 2001,

AR TR LA TrhRCRENRS, mTRe &l AU P RMHMZ
EcoR I -Mse I AFLP #icl, SXFRbric Al (107 21 22 SR AAE A 2200 P N A AL R B 3R I B 5P 1) X
W EUAAERRTPWHILTXMIS, TRE5% (2003) & EHEEE (2004) 76 KA. Herman
245 (1995) 7E 4 3 | Powell %5 (1996) £E K F . Paul 25 (1997) 78 K& LRI T EcoR I -Mse I AFLP
PR g« SRAE M J5U R W AN KIS 28, 1T g5 5 G 00 5 X T 4 A 0%, A WA A A H T EcoR T -Mse |
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I S P B D) A7, R A S e 0 T DX O A AN SRS, I A W p A A A T v S T ST P AR A 22 R R i R B 3
X 4 (1) 53 41§30 AFLP Fric (284 (Powell et al., 1996; Paul et al., 1997; Qietal., 1998). TJLA
KL e ) N DI Pst T -Mse T sl0R A L SR E M BAMFI 20 FARId a1 SSR 431 bric A4 2 1 3 A
FHE AN

Tanksley 5 (1992) fdt 1 55— sk F gt A% K%, DUS MRk T 2 5Kie4% 3%, 1 Foolad A1
Jones (1993). Grandillo fll Tanksley (1996b). Alpert fl Tanksley (1996a). Haanstra 5% (1999).
Saliba % (2000). Suliman %% (2002). Zhang %% (2002). Liu %% (2005). FEHEHFSE (20100 439
P gt T ARG T oah 5 B AR e el 2 B AR I, IR RN QTL BN /3 Fhmic il Bhik
LT v B AR T I A

AW TR R K SE 662 ¢M (1] AFLP bricisifh i, P 5.3 oM, KIERHR, MR ISR,
B i T AT PR R A R A A2 & (RIL BEK, F4LEASER (RIL BEA) —Aa] LUK )
SRR AN 23 B EAR o K APEREAA W] LLE LA WS R R st Al E—BUFh 7, (% 5k
YRR AT BE, [ BT LA AN T, Mo SRR B, IE TR T E AR, R E TR
PRI FFIBE AT, 1 H, RIL BEAOESER AR A EA NS 2, T USRS AL T 5% &
PR, ARSI QTL HIUERGTE: .
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