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#RHY EST-SSRs BY %> 1 51k A 7E ma ) 22 A 1A
RN A

wEB, AR ZRE? BRREL ok &L Ez22V, # KV

ol R RE BB SEIFTIT, 22 7300705 2 HR A & 526, 200 730070)

i E:. NITRESSEH EST-SSRs A7, M 120 605 £BMUITICTIAY EST 4 I8 %3] 10 179
T/ 547 1A SSR (1 EST [F51, & EST B8 8.44%. midi i ERAN AR . M = %1
1%, BST-SSRs R EX 111 91.63% o 5% ILIKIHE TG 2 A/T, Ik TC/GA R CT/AG. T4 A% T 20 %f EST-SSRs
SIIHXT 25 Oy B REEEAT T PCR 971, 45 R 17 X510 7E LB Rl b e 18 il S 10 457
b 12 X518 W 42 S 2SO, P 2B N 3.5 4 S 2 S A E SR T 0.21~0.95
Z 8o FIF EST-SSRs Aric X (IR S P 2RI b 46 R G TEA2E . AW # 0 R REEA—3, RITADIAR
TR 1) EST-SSRs Agvict i] F - JORBCR ot % Ut 1) 18 4% 22 FEE 2347 o

K. MM EST-SSR; 2> TARic: Bt Rtk

hESES: S641.3 MR ER: A XEHS: 0513-353X (2013) 02-0265-10

Distribution Characteristics of EST-SSRs and Their Application on
Varieties Genetic Diversity Analysis in Pepper

WEI Bing-giang', LIU Fei-yun®, MA Zong-huan’, CHEN Ling-zhi', ZHANG Ru', WANG Lan-lan"",
and HOU Dongl’*

('Vegetable Institute, Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Lanzhou 730070, China; *College of Agronomy, Gansu
Agriculture University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: To develop efficient and practical EST-SSRs markers, 10 179 EST sequences each of which
contained at least one SSR were obtained from 120 605 non-redundant EST in pepper, accounting for
8.44% in all EST. Mononucleotide, dinucleotide and trinuleotide were the main repeat types with a
percentage of 91.63% in all EST-SSRs. A/T was the most frequent motif with a frequency of 31.17%,
followed by TC/GA and CT/AG, accounting for 10.0% and 9.97% respectively. Twenty pairs of EST-SSRs
primers were designed and synthesized and were used to amplify 25 pepper varieties. The results showed
that 17 pairs of primers could amplify clear bands, and 12 out of 17 pairs could amplify 42 polymorphic
bands with an average of 3.5 bands per pair of primer. The polymorphic information content of primers
screened were between 0.21 and 0.95. The clustering results of 25 pepper varieties based on EST-SSRs

markers were in agreement with morphological and biological classification, it is indicated that EST-SSRs

YR B 2012-09 - 10; {EEIRH: 2013 -01-09

BEEWE: At Cil) BFLITE (201203004); Hif A ARG R A H G150 (2011GAAS06-15); HT &4 T 4ERMEIE
&3 H (1208RJYA039)

* Jl{F1E#& Author for correspondence (E-mail: lanlwang@126.com; houdong215@]163.com)
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markers developed in the study could be used for germplasm resources genetic diversity analysis in pepper.

Key words: pepper; EST-SSR; molecular marker; genetic diversity

ARPTEL o FARICER O 2 N Tl ESf g . tL 2R, 2l e Mgk 1
Fric Gl Bk R4S 510 o 5 FH 19> FFRid 3224 AFLP.SSRs.CAPS.STS HI SNP %, H.+' SSRs(Simple
sequence repeats) FIHHEFE . 25N EEMEGAML EESRE &6 (B %5, 20100,
{8 SSRs FRic 1T AW 8 5 BRI SCEE . TR AP435 TAE, miAm, TAERE K. B cDNA )7
TAER BT, DAAAEGE BERIR R, EW s A5 PR AU T B K EST (expressed
sequence tags) (i, X% EST 4 SSRs bric T A T — & 5r (1)1 15 . EST-SSRs Anic JF
RSAAR, SILRME, fwEtksr, WL, v DAL RFR D (Varshney etal., 2005; ZE4R5F 4F,
2009) . HHj, T EST-SSRs [UHF57#E /N4 (Kamel etal., 2008) . Z4¢ (Nareshetal., 2009) .
K# (Khaled et al., 2010) . F¥%% (Marco etal., 2008) . #%#k (GF@h %%, 2011) . & (LF
7RG, 2011 FIE N CEEEE 5%, 2012) SRV ERAAHRE, I N T s B E A
FERUR A PRI PR AL RN I (R Rk 22 S 9 55 7 T

HRT, W2 Fhrc28R e 2N T3 (Capsicum annuum L) AUAHSEWESY, {H5ETF EST-SSRs
FRicd BF IR AN W 2500 an%% (2008) XF 4 000 434X EST HE4T T SSRs 20 #7,  [a] 4 BAAS
B RMREERIAT T 0871, RN — 2T RESRBIAT . KT (20100 X 19 173 5B
EST #4177 SSRs 7347, JFAE 6 (rBiibd bl AT T 2805, H AN — % R 2 R AT
I3MT. #1E 2012 43 H, 7 NCBI LA BMEST $di 2k 12 434, Kk, AW 12
Ji 44 EST JPHh 8 5 — 2 757 SSRs, 40471 EST-SSRs (14 A fiE, JHFH EST-SSRs bric it
25 Gy BRBURPRIEAT 18045 Z2 REVERFSY, PEMY EST-SSRs ARiC £ &80E, B 78 JF K Bl EST-SSRs #xit s
S BARP P T IEVEAY . o Fheic i Bk R B AR EEA 2R QTL (quantitative trait locus) &4 S5 Aif
FeRR Mt = R 7 AR .

QY ZiE SRS DARE

1.1 EE

25 Gy BB RL (35t H i A R ML B2 BE R ST 70 BT B S 4L AR A7), J& T Capsicum annuum L.
AR Fp (R 1), 2012 55 1 MU, B N AR TR, fRrlUm 2275 im0 i fi B
Hhlt /0.2 ¢ H TR 41 DNA FI$2EL.

1.2 #H#I EST F3I8Y3K15 % EST-SSRs I A& 1E

M GenBank H L FASTA #% 20 N 3GH# EST /3741, Fi CD-HIT Chttp: //www.bioinformatics.org/cd-hit/)
FELRAF 2704, SSR Server Chttp: //www. rosaceae. org/cgi-bin/gdr/gdr_ssr) 7EZkf#2 SSRs. &R
SN — T ERHRES RN B NESE N 200 6 F15, WU, Ti. ANEEHRE LR
i/ NEEHIY N 4.

1.3 EST-SSRs 314189181t 5 &

FIH Primer 3 BAAELL 11 SSRs 514, 51K E 20 ~ 25 bp, HefE: 22 bps T {EH N 50 ~ 60 °C;
E. RIGIWEEKIEEZ 722 < 5 °C; GC & & 40% ~ 60%, ¥ 50%. %5 W) ¥ vk E 14 4
TR 1 DA S AN SRR SSRs 5T A, RRARAEEH (bsD A A K.
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1 HRER (Capsicum annuum L.) #8}

Table 1 Pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) accessions used for this study

M Ecotype

A5 4 Name of varietas

SKJE Source

1 i Sweet pepper
i Sweet pepper

i FH var. grossum Sendt.
i FH var. grossum Sendt.

Jtxt Beijing
Jtxt Beijing

B Cherry pepper B var. cerasiforme F7& Japan
FRHL Podpepper FIRML var. fasciculatum Irish iR Hunan
FRM var. fasciculatum Irish iR Hunan

/NS Small hot pepper
i Sweet pepper

2
3
4
5 HIRHL Podpepper
6
7
8 WM Ornamental pepper

/NJITEML var. chordule Haz.
i FH var. grossum Sendt.
WL EAHL var. ornamentele Haz.

T4 Ningxia
[-i# Shanghai
1% Hunan

9 WLEHL Ornamental pepper WLEHL var. ornamentele Haz. i Hunan
10 WEML Ornamental pepper WEHML var. ornamentele Haz. #H7 Hunan
11 /NESHL Small hot pepper /NJTIEMR var. chordule Haz. BrEE Xinjiang
12 SEMM (9 Hornlike pepper (rugate skin) KM var. longum Sendt. Hil Gansu
13 [ 4EHL Conical pepper [ 4EHL var. conoides Irish PY)1l Sichuan
14 MM (29 Hornlike pepper (rugate skin) KM var. longum Sendt. Hif Gansu
15 FAM (%45 Hornlike pepper (rugate skin) KM var. longum Sendt. H7f Gansu
16 LM (256)  Hornlike pepper (smooth skin) KA var. longum Sendt. W52 Inner Mongolia
17 B Hornlike pepper KA var. longum Sendt. Jt3t Beijing
18 Fi7#{ Bell pepper FiiF#L var. grossum Sendt. 17§ Hunan
19 HIRM Podpepper HIRML var. fasciculatum Irish YL.75 Jiangsu
20 2 Threadlike pepper KA var. longum Sendt. Hilf Gansu
21 2Bl Threadlike pepper KM var. longum Sendt. 74 Shaanxi
22 £ Bl Threadlike pepper KA var. longum Sendt. B4 Shaanxi
23 LM (256)  Hornlike pepper (smooth skin) KA var. longum Sendt. ZH Anhui
24 MM (F6)  Hornlike pepper (smooth skin) KM var. longum Sendt. ZH Anhui
25 EML (B2)6)  Hornlike pepper (smooth skin) KM var. longum Sendt. ‘2 Anhui

1.4 DNA iZ2El. PCR # 1 5 g k&

KRR (b5 HIRA R FER 4] DNA FERGR 7 G HS AR E R 241 DNA

PCR X N AAZ 20 uL, f14% 10x Buffer 2.0 pL, 2.5 mmol - L' dNTP 1.0 uL, 10 pmol - L' I, F
Wen M+ 1.0, 5U-pL ™' Tag B 0.3 pL, DNA 0.8 uL, ddH,O M2 20 pL.

PCR X WAE BIORAD A ) 2E 7 ] MyCycler™ thermal cycler PCR X 347, FUAK RN FEF N«
94 ‘CHIALYE 4 min; 94 ‘CZAZPE 1 min, 50 ~60 CiE/k 40s, 72 CHEM 1 min, 30 NMEHR; #)h 72 C
$EH 7 min, 4 CIR-AF

PCR 487 H) K ] 8% AR AR YL I A L &t e F ik Al AEJE BT/ —) DY CZ-24A 7 Ha Al v
HEAT, 200 V Mk 2.5 he HIKGE RGN EM, SHKREEE (2005) W77k, WY EE0W A H# L
LI FE vk 25 B, FF A k.
15 EST-SSRs IZSMEEEEE

Z A5 EL5 & (Polymorphic Information Content, PIC) /& J& & £ A YEbRic A & ) ) —A T
H. PIC=1-XP’ Hfi=1~k, k2 EST-SSR Friill £ (& i KA 8, PR ss i AM2%
& SPSNEOp <
1.6 BEHH

Bk s AT AR I A C ) “17, Rl B B LA A N AL B €07,
AR “17 F“0” AR a5, Fl NTSYSpe2.10e #3478 70 4r, UPGMA %t 25
By AR RLEAT ZE 53T
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s
HE

2 HiIR 5

2.1 BRHI EST-SSRs H I B9 55 = & tL 151

M GenBank H'LL FASTA #% X 4B EST /37414 CD-HIT {ELR KA 4b 21 5 215 2] 120 605
ZTCTUAR EST J7 41, FIH SSR Server fEH R AT AL R F 11 461 4% SSRs /41, 43471 10 179
% EST [7419, v BST &) 8.44%, RWIHHL EST 1 SSRs =5 N F &

B EST-SSRs H I 2 (INH R AUN — 1R . R TRA =% 1, —# L EST-SSRs
S 91.63%, Hrh— IR 32.67%, IR 30.96%, —IZHR N 28.01%. TMH 4 3 AP
SR T BIAR N, AR 8.37%, b DIDURL IR Tt %, o 4.26%, LU N
PR AR, 20 A 2.91%F1 1.20%.

2.2 FRHIEST-SSRs H A& T & Lk 171

TEFRB EST-SSRs 1, JLALEH] 192 FpIL e, — MR 2/ SZATIR T E R L ohp sy
WA 2. 64 30. 62, 37 Ml 63, WA LBERZERREIIEG MY £, B REIAN (B 1),

70t
60 I
50t
40 | 37

B L ES
Kinds of motif
(73]
<

2 3 4 5 6
HH HA Repeat type

1 ¥ EST-SSRs HEEE X B RME TR
Fig. 1 Kinds of motif in every repeat type of EST-SSRs in pepper

MHBLEES] (£ 2) K&, HIEmEZHEIGE AT (35724, 5 31.17%), k554 TC/GA
(11461, 5 10.0%) F1 CT/AG (11434, 179.97%),

AR, AT (35724, &7 31.17%) H4uuf s, 1 G/C (1724, 7 1.50%) R/,

TR, TC/GA (1 1464, 7 10.0%) F1 CT/AG (1 1434, 5 9.97%) Frif Lol ds e,

WM AT (5304, 7 4.62%).

AR, 30 PRI L BIAERT A, H O RS, Ll s o TCT/AGA
(278 4, 7 2.43%). TTC/GAA (2654, 1 2.31%). TTG/CAA (241 4>, 5 2.10%) F1 AAG/CTT
(239 4™, 1 2.09%), H A TGA/TCAC181 /N, 7 1.58%).CTG/CAG(176 4™, i 1.54%). TGG/CCA
(1674, 5 1.46%) 1 TAT/ATA (150 4, &5 1.31%).

VURZE R, LWl 2 ) ATTA/TAAT (119 4, 5 1.04%), JHCh AATT (41 4, 7 0.36%)

TCCT/AGGA (391, 7 0.34%) Fl TAAA/TTTA (36 4™, 15 0.31%).
TR, LR 1) )E TATAT/ATATA (53 4, (5 0.46%).
ANEHRT, W2 & CTGCTC (107 4, 7 0.93%), HE&IRIICHE 0.2%LL T .



2 3 BICIRSE: BRHN EST-SSRs 43 A RFIE K AE fi P 22 A PRI FT A (17 )3 269

F2 B EST-SSRs FEEETR LLFI
Table 2 The major motif and their percentages of EST-SSRs in pepper

iy=E s HEHETT Ho L 1/%
Repeat type Motifs Number Percentage
— 7R Mononucleotide AT 3572 31.17
G/C 172 1.50
" ¥FF 1 Dinucleotide TC/GA 1146 10.00
CT/AG 1143 9.97
AT 530 4.62
TA 331 2.89
CA/TG 254 2.22
AC/GT 143 1.25
ZH%TFRE Trinucleotide TCT/AGA 278 2.43
TTC/GAA 265 2.31
TTG/CAA 241 2.10
AAG/CTT 239 2.09
TGA/TCA 181 1.58
CTG/CAG 176 1.54
TGG/CCA 167 1.46
TAT/ATA 150 1.31
AAT/ATT 144 1.26
CCT/AGG 143 1.25
GAG/CTC 120 1.05
ACA/TGT 118 1.03
GTG/CAC 116 1.01
TTA/TAA 112 0.98
TGC/GCA 98 0.86
AGC/GCT 96 0.84
ATG/CAT 90 0.79
GTT/AAC 87 0.76
GGT/ACC 72 0.63
GAT/ATC 66 0.58
CCG/CGG 54 0.47
GCC/GGC 49 0.43
TCC/GGA 45 0.39
ACT/AGT 41 0.36
VY% R Tetranucleotide ATTA/TAAT 119 1.04
AATT 41 0.36
TCCT/AGGA 39 0.34
TAAA/TTTA 36 0.31
TiA% T Pentanucleotide TATAT/ATATA 53 0.46
NAZH R Hexanucleotide CTGCTC 107 0.93

i Hl N T 0.30% 93T R H o

Note: The motifs with percentage less than 0.30% was not listed here.

2.3 ##l EST-SSRs H R EE RXEB AR EE X EHI B IR E

M2 3 WTLLAEH, B EST-SSRs H % Fi 5 JSARUAN[m] F 42 I B0 ) HE IR AR 2 AR K, (HLEA
bt A TS R 22, I IR B

TR, IR R ESRECh 20, LUy 210 22 F123; R, IR
R ERLIRECh 6, Rk 7. 8 A9 =HFF R, HIREmMERLRECH S, HKkA 6. 7
A8 DU, HMBURREEMERZREC) 4, Kb 5. 6 M1 7, . AEERY, ARER
UECH IR (W AIEAM IR, B2 WMERIRECH 4, HkM 5 A6,
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3 KM EST-SSRs HEREREXB P FRES RBAHIRE
Table 3 The frequency of different repeat times in every repeat types of EST-SSRs in pepper

GIE-R/C — R AR SRR WKz H R TR NEH R

Repeat times Mononucleotide Dinucleotide Trinucleotide Tetranucleotide Pentanucleotide Hexanucleotide
365 123 299

5 2096 81 10 77

6 1388 608 29 4 24

7 491 259 9 0 0

8 239 99 3 0 0

9 195 53 0 2

10 185 35 1 0

11 75 7 1

12 44 10

13 47 35

20 555

21 406

22 311

23 254

24 214

25 154

26 125

27 125

28 94

29 89

2.4  FRHY EST-SSRs #RICHY % 51 K& X A IR R S 414 47

20 2B EST-SSRs 7E 25 o HbUb KL LIt s 4 R W], 17 45 Ry 3 Wl B4k, 5l
%B’Jﬁxﬁﬁiﬁ 85.0%, HHhH 12 X5 1B 2 A, AR HLIH 70.6%. Kl 2 F
4 3 3 Hoh 514 ES6 A ES11 1E 25 4 BB KL 4738 11 Ha vk €

5 6 7 8§ 9 10 M 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
=l

{ I

L

B2 3514 ES6 7 25 Mk £/ PCR 4 1EME
Fig. 2 PCR amplification profile in 25 varieties by primer ES6 in pepper

1 2 3 4
Hn
b
SRR
3 3149 ES11L 7 25 fikaRiT Rl L&Y PCR 45

Fig. 3 PCR amplification profile in 25 varieties by primer ES11 in pepper

9 10 11 M 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25

£ 8

| —nu—un—--ﬂﬂﬂd“u

HHHHH
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12 X519, AL ES5. ES8 A1 ES19 # Mt Pl /M v B, S5 3 6514 35 oK T
FE () DNA B, 4 6519 18 /N FIORKE R DNA B 2 05 T BES 38 th X T FUHC B2 1
DNA F B, By 38 /NI B 1) DNA B .

12 X5 5135t 42 S 21T, SRR S PP th 3.5 S 2, Kb 3 X519
FY R 1 RZERVESAN, 20 51ET 2 Z 2 AL, 4 X EIEY I 3 K2 MK,
L XSS 4 22850, L XSS 6 K228 M&A, 519 ES19 §HEH 13 4%
LA . M B EE/NMAOGIY)E ES20, fi K2 ES19, 40514 0.21 A1 0.95, -4 0.65,
KB 510 2 AR RSB T 0.59 5 0.90 2 11, KB EST-SSRs 112 &1E(F B & B8R+
(R,

* 4 ML EST-SSRs 511158 %
Table 4 Information of EST-SSRs primers in pepper

TSy EZOER S 3

;?LZ S1FE (5'—3") AT T./C K/Mbp Number of §§g1n
Primer No. Primer sequence Repeat motif Excepted' polymor-phic PIC
product size bands

ES4 F: GCACGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAG (AG)38 51.0 205 2 0.57
R: TGTGGGTATGTTTTTGAAGCAC

ES5 F: GCCCATTGTTCTGATCTCAAT (AT)22 58.0 126 6 0.90
R: GCCACATGTCCTTACCTTGTTT

ES6 F: CCCCAAAGTCTAGATCTGCATC (CCAGGT)9  56.0 122 4 0.81
R: AGACCTCGACCTTGACATTGAT

ES7 F: ACCAACACCCAAGATCAACTCT (CT)l6 57.0 230 3 0.71
R: ACAGGTGAAAATCCCTCAAGAA

ES8 F: TTTTGTGGGTTCTCCTCTTCAT (TC)18 52.7 296 3 0.86
R: TGCTAAAGAACAACCAAAACGG

ES11 F: GTGGGAAAGGAGAGTGATGAAG (ATA)18 56.0 215 3 0.73
R: CCCCTAACTGACGTAGCAAAAA

ES12 F: TATTCCGCACGGAGAAAGTT (AC)16 52.0 278 1 0.32
R: AAGCTTCTTGGAGAGTGTGGTC

ES13 F: GGGCCATAGAGAGAGAGAGAGA (GA)18 56.0 104 1 0.24
R: CCCAATATTTGGGAAACTAGC

ES14 F: CCAAAAATCCCTTCTTCTCCTT (GA)43 51.0 157 3 0.79
R: TTCTGTCTCTGTCTCTCTCTGTCTC

ES17 F: CTCCTTCACCACAAATTCAACA (TGAATG)6 552 258 2 0.60
R: CACTGGCCATTACTTCTCCTTC

ES19 F: CACGAGGGAGAGAGAGAGAGAT (AG)21 58.5 128 13 0.95
R: TCGTAGCTGCAATACTCGAAAA

ES20 F: TCATGTAGCTGATGATGAAGGG (CTGCTG)6  56.0 228 1 0.21
R: AGCAAACCACGAGGTTACAGAT

FIF NTSYSpc2.10e BA44F 25 Gy BAA BT IR /00T, 7E 0.60 4b%s 1 O #EBRARCRT 2 43 1K
WOERM T 28, HARME NI, T RATE 0.70 4045 1 EEBRRURT 2 4 WIRAIX 23 ik o TTRZI7E 0.68
ARG WL BRI AR A — 4, HAR/NFEMI F MR BB I 71—, Horp/h=¢
FA B E AR A S BRULAE 0.72 Ab DX ok, BTARCRIOBL SRR 0.80 AbIX 73 Hiske . SR
IIWTEE RIEAR G ALY 3 K8, RWABFFITIF K1) EST-SSRs #ic vf FH T BUbsUR it ot
WEE Z R b (B 4.
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‘ I: 2
L 7
\ 8
9

* 18

‘ } 19
il L 6

0.60 0.69 0.79 0.88 0.98
FPLE L Cofficient

4 12 %} EST-SSRs 31493 25 ket R a0 R E
Fig. 4 Dendrogram of 25 varieties based on 12 EST-SSRs markers in pepper

3 e

EST-SSRs 7EVFZ J7 AL T SSRs, 4Rif 1T EST FE#AHMRF, [Hifl EST-SSRs Frict i 2 Atk
FX A, {HER EST 205K, SSRs BIRAMURE my, 6B R Enl DUVR ML 2 MR A 2
CEHEDR A 2=, 2009). ARIGH M 120 605 £ BRMULTTA EST /741 L3 R F 10 179 42/
45— SSR ) EST ¥4, &7 EST MA 8.44%, W& T-XIELE (2012) % BiHL EST-SSR fHH8%
i3 (7.83), (KT Yi 5% (2006) ik HHN EST 4 ZE 3Rk 11 10.7%) EST-SSRs, X 1] G 1 T4
Kbl GEFKE. TR U B R/ AS A i 38 1
TEBM— 1% 7 EST-SSRs ', JUL P4 A K00 AT, X EXESE (2012) HI45 R —3
e AR A, IR A R 3R 6 /2 TC/GA FI CT/AG, HFi#E L JLRFEAM H (2
10.0%), X520 5% (2008) SERIFFREE B —3, HS7EREPE (Fraser et al., 2004). IR
(Selthilvel et al., 2008). WSS~ (BR/AKHY 2%, 2012) FIBAT GREHR 2%, 2011) RIS RIEA—
., 1M HIE5 Kumpatla 1 Mukhopadhyay (2005) EXUFHAEY) LRI EST-SSRs [H 43 AR FFIE 5
3, UM EST-SSRs 71 & AR FHREAb ot A4 v 1) iy BEOR 51 1% o TC/GA 7 mRNA 7K-F b n] DA 5
fE S GAG. AGA. UCU M1 CUC, 70 il a] LAFHPE 2 55 Arg. Glu. Ala Al Leu, i Ala 1
Leu fEEEFURZ AR & ARG, X0 A8 TC/GA 78 EST il B 5 A 2 — (Kantety et al.,
2002) . fHXIIEAE (2012) BF 57N K BB EST-SSRs H, Fr—AZ 1 RIL G A/T 41, HARHEIGLL AAC/GTT
(27.8%) F AAG/CTT (21.5%) AT, ZXUPRSIREAM MRt GEPKRE. TR XREE
BT NN NCIE S P
AGREG 1A 3 X EST-SSRs 51 WIAY M AT 45017, JLJR Al g2 5 P8 i #5357 mRNA 18y
B S FEG R, B B T AN 4] DNA AR AF 7 RN & i ik 1
(Vendramin et al., 2007). 7F 12 Xt £ 21k EST-SSRs 514, XA 3 5414 H HUK ) DNA J



2 34 BUICHRSE: B EST-SSRs I /XA RF Il S AE Bl 22 FEPERE ST R IO N 273

B, HR51Wy K TEN TR ) DNA B, X EJenl e i ol s kA, 3
W I H551RNER A SN R T IORK L DNA F BO® l1 T 5105 Z [ o] BeAE 76 N
T, MY T RS AN F RN T 1) DNA SRS (Vendramin etal., 2007).

ZAMERTE (PIC) LG8 1 A0 BEL D 1) H M, S B DNA Aic Rl i 5
BIE, O Z N H T2 ARl 2 TR I EE ) T m@M%—ﬁ%E@%ﬁ%&% PIC {H 1)K
N, FEFIZL SSRs Aric 2 &ML Sk L5 T EST-SSRs #ict (Blair et al., 20060, AHFFTH F]
12 5513 42 L2804, PRI T 3.5 K2 AMEAA,  JRRIN R B
EST-SSRs 1] PIC {~F144 0.65, =T #)K (0.446) (Kongetal., 2006a) FIFH)K (0.433) (Kong et
al., 2006b), X AJHESE HH T HPRHA] ) 22 R AN A /EY) EST-SSRs SARBAR 1) 2 S T 8. LA,
FIPIXT 25 M BB G R G TEAY B KA —F, KRR K EST-SSRs Arid
TE BRBUR BT 0% 5 R A% 2 AP S0 2 ] AR 9
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