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ME: [EW] HEAZEHZATOEmZESN T RBE T THERUCEH”FHE M. [Fiz]
TA1229 R ¥4 £ £% % (Lycopersicon hirsutum acc. ) LA1777T W —ANLERERE R, HHKET LALTTT 95~
FE (QTL), Iz, B2 A0 T AR By 2 #8072t TA1229 x 9706 #y BC1 BHR#AT R A 7. (4 R]1 k45
I TAI229 B HANRE R B BRE NS R, B 16 NS RN BB AR, FRNE T —NMYmE
Fk PR T EEMN QTL, B FL TARE T653 Fu 16158 = d. [£#® Y 16 MRt 5L AN B BRI HIT.

KR CAPS; QTL; - TAR R B, &/~ Fh

Introgression of High Yield Genes from Lycopersicon.hirsutum
acc.LA1777 Using CAPS Marker

LI Hongl’z, DU Yong-chen 1, WANG Xiao-xuan 1, SONG Mingz, GAO Jian-changl, GUO Yan-meil,
ZHU De—weil, DAI Shan-shu'
( "Horticulture and Landscape College, Southwest University, Chongging 400716; *Institute of Vegetables and Flowers, Chinese
Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081)

Abstract: [Objective] Using high yield genes from wild tomato can enrich tomato breeding resources and accelerate tomato
breeding programs. [Method] In this study, the near-isogenic line TA1229, containing a 24-cM introgression at the bottom of
chromosome 1 from Lycopersicon hirsutum acc.LA1777, affected several high yield traits. The TA1229%9706 BC1 population was
analyzed by marker-assisted selection and the traits of the population were evaluated. [ Result] Twenty-three recombinant individuals
carrying a shorter segment than TA1229 were obtained. Among them,16 lines with the chromosome 1 recombinant segment
increased tomato yield. QTL affecting yield was found between TG53 and TG158. [ Conclusion ] Sixteen recombinant lines are useful
for improvement of tomato varieties.
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- (L.hirsutum)  FEHHFZE A (L.pennellii)  FEZE A
0 5|5 # (L.pimpinellifolium) « /NEFE A (L.parviflorum)

[HT50 5 LY il (Lycopersicon esculentem Mill) #7356 B ik (L.chmielewskii) 25 5L5E/h, 7= &AL
M Aa = R ILE T A = s S B bRz 10 B AR R B Ak (¥ 7 bt b A7 6 39 0 = 1 QTL
—20 30 20 4K, SRR E M CEUE T KK (quantitative trait loci) o [FPNANY T HIHXLE QTL
RS, B A AR LOG I 20%~30%" . (B BT T REWIT, LK T 40 AN S EM T RAT K
i, KILCRRI B e s, SREMEREM  QTL, i THIZSARAR (QTL-NILs) P, Jf
WA ARA AL 5, RIS BT AN HEAOENN QTL: fw2.2!""), Xit QTL
(YR VAR A B BGHR I M Wi Be R B R R R 10% R A T AN 12 gk b, R A 1
anfle CRT AR ) AR, E2B&FM 2. 3. 4. 8 Lo [AWFSRUIA LY HRTAEAE ) ] 82
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EEWE: bl AR SR BIIE (6042023), Ay S ist i 15 A B o5 P s & e oh o H
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QTL G5 & rh & A 1 B AR Al e o i v B K
FERK, QTLs H5/NALSEAEA R ALDA [ SR B 11 5%
Wi LLA K, 7 B bl e B R A R e K, DRI, 4T
MER RBE, B B AR TR P 15 QTL AR R 1)
IR ToEAT, S mE RN R A, RO
AR A M. LRI O n) ] AN PR 4 i i [
bR fEAS T — RANEERN R R, Hr TA1229
ELZBEFMM 1| NEHREREY, SHKkAZERM
o5 1 YO AR 9K 24 <M ) DNA FrBL. BLZ84EW],
P BOS AN ) QTL, BEf AR B A1 IR S
i, R B Re R A KA, 4
FEERAERK G A A K2 M EAR, K5t s s
G UE RN AR i Al B Ik B B, # TA1229
WS QTL B A BIAR SR BB 12649706 T,
DASER A 7= 2 i 7 e e )5 o
1 #RIERZE
11 MRERERKAE

(1) TA1229, KiE T35 [H 3 i it 4 5% J5 0
(tomato genetics resource center, TGRC) , ZHf4%
FEHMi (L. hirsutum) LA1777 f— PN AE2ERE N &,
EH KT LA1777 K2 24 oM RGO A 1 B, s
Tt A TAEL 9706, K [ E AOVRFF B i 2 46 Tt
TR A, RImert, TRAEKEN, &
i, DURTER . MR ARG, (2) 216, TA1229
59706 (1 F1 48; (3D 261, J] 9706 M#EInlzEA K
BC1 1%,

1 HRYE RFLP FRIC 5% IHHY CAPS 5[4
Table 1 The designed primers of CAPS from RFLP markers

TA1229. 9706 [ 3L F, 44T 2004 48 1 AT H
JtiE, 2005 FETR BC1 AUMAE T #ath, P
0.7 m* Bk 1 Bk, 3L 160 £,

Iy RN S AN RAR AT I A . RS 1 RS
WA, R S~10 d i 1K, LS
o HoA 5 1~4 LU A 25 R 1) il i SR S B A B
&, S YO B PT A RS R, 40l v A R
SRR R B N AR5 2 IFNES 3 IR AT,
Wik b RRARERZAE AR A S /N 3 AN S, 43 o)l
MR YRFOEE eI, 2 50 e
FRRR L ZKE, BGRB8
W, HACPE, RSP AR GRS
DD DGR FRE CRECP AR
Y &,

1.2 CAPS #3#f

Fral i K2 )\, SR H CTAB 4 B
DNA.

X} Cornell K2Rl (www. sgn. cornell. edu
/maps /tomato-arabidopsis) 2> 1937 A A 2 i 27 1 4L
ARG 8 4> RFLP #rid TG17. TG27. TGS53.
TG158. TG269. TG476. TG580 Fl TG617 bricidhAT
gt 12 &P 541 (cleaved amplified polymorphic
secquence, CAPS) #ric M1k, 514 H Primer3
£ 7 Chttp:/www-genome.wi.mit.edu/cgi-bin/primer/
primer3.cgi) Wit, Frid &FRAIH JEK RELP F5ic (1)
G, B B AR T AR Rk S A B A F Ak
(R .

Fric Primer ZEfNB14) Left primer Ai514 Right primer

TG17 5" -CGGCTGTGTACGTATCTGGA-3’ 5" -AAATCAATTGAACCGGCTGT-3’
TG27 5 -ACCAATTTTGTCGGTGTCAA-3" 5" -CTTTTTAAACGCCCAACTGC-3"
TGS3 5" -TTCCCTGCTAGGAGGGATGA-3’ 5" -CAGAGGGTTGATCACAAACAA-3’
TG158 5" -TGTTTTTCTTTTAGAATGAAGTAACCT-3" 5" -TGGTCCGTTTCACAATGTCT-3"
TG269 5"-CGAAGCCAAATTCTTCCTCA-3" 5" -GTTCCCAATTTTGCTTGCAC-3’
TG476 5 -AAATCTGATGCTCGGCTGAT-3’ 5" -AGGCGAAGGGACCAAGTTAT-3’
TGS580 5" -ATCGTGGGGCTGATGTATTT-3" 5" -AGACTTTCTGGCAGCTGGAC-3"
TG617 5" -GTTGGTCCAAAAGGATTTGC-3" 5" -AGCATCCGTCTGCGTATTAAA-3"

fE X RFLP 5| 4 BEAT % 4 4 By b, 32 2%
CAPS-PCR [ M AK R H AL DNA WRE. Mg WKk IE
FT PCR A 2 Hh (138 G BEREA T AL

PLALT PCR § 18K R AL 45 50 ng £AR DNA. 2.5

ul 10 X PCR buffer. 250 pmol-L™' dNTPs (Promage) -
1.25U Taq DNA 4§ (Promage)  Mg> W% 1.5~
2.0 mmol-L" (BZKEE) A FIMMIKER 02
umol- L™ (HeEIRIE) , Be&AAR A 25 ul, 1 20 pl
Al b LB 1k S N g R K 23 iR 28 5 DA R PCR A
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IMEZR N 56 92°C 3 min, SRJ5 40 N HEGEIR: 92 °C
1 min, 62°C 1.5 min, 72°C 2 min, &5 —"MnE#
B 72°C 8 min. AFTIYIMIRKEES 57~61CZ
1) o F T 1%3E IEBERENS (0.5 X TBE 2213 Hiik PCR
Y, BRSNS pl PCR P4, 3wl EREGER,
R CEEGE, R HEIR RAE RS 2 351 .

76 PCR i/ 5 T & B — 3ol %)
PCR =4 FH BRI Py DD AL o BRI P Ll s 3 44
Foh: 15 pl BRIPE P DIBEZE 0, 0.2 wl BRI N 1)
filg (10 U-pl', TaKaRa) , 3.3 pl #B4li/k. I Taql
WAL SN 65°C, Hinfl {146 & VL E K 37°C,
KRN, 3~6 ho FIFH 2%35 e e vk g 1117
Wy, REAFESIN 15 wl BEYI), 3wl ERESR,
e ZBEGE . FEBIRIG RS N RMBE DI = 2 4
,K;Eo
2 HRESH
2.1 CAPS 9#f

CAPS Zr#r&i R W], Frid TG27 Lib iRk
WY, LR Mg IR, HFABIEARA) PCR 7
Wi, ihRic TG269 Fl TG617 193 T Flft) PCR 724,
R BRI P DI A S 2 28 PRI IO 45 AN — 3,
PN b T AR 5 22 11 BRI P DI EA T T 4 5y
Mo

Fric TG17 fEiBKHIE 60°C. Mg™IKIZH 2.0

M 211 212 216 M 216

211 212

TG1T TGS3

M 211

mmol- L™ fI4cf, 4 PCR ¥#)53k43 1 &40 T=N
2.4 kb Pk, TEAFIERR 2 WEA 285, PCR
PR BRI N VIR Tagl WifkJs, 4 9706 Al
TA1229 2 [al R 2 21« TA1229 WAL IR 135 2 44
iy, HAFAETE ST 194> T84 1 400 bp A1 1 000 bp; 9706
BB, SRR s A58 AR BA PSR AT
AR ER A (D

TG53 7EiB KL 58°C. Mg W% 4 1.5 mmol-L”!
AT, 4 PCR ¥4/ 3k1 1 4570 T84 500 bp
Ry, fEEMIERA Y M H 2850 PCR ¥4
kBRI A DI Tagl WALSS, 7E 9706 F1 TA1229 2
L2 A, TA1229 Witk /ER3] 2 4&ifalr, A
HETEHT (190 78k 210 bp. 180 bp; 9706 W4k )5 7551
2 Aty JLRRIE S FE 0k 300 bps 110 bp; 2448548
o LA PR T RS (B D .

TG158. TG476 Al TG580 753 T LUK 45 %,
FCADK B S FIREAE 7 7R 1 FER 2 iR

FIFHT TG 5 A CAPS Fric ) TA1229 5 9706
(1) BC1 BEAAT 160 AN FRARIEAT 73BT (&I 2 438 43 Hpk
MEEH) o TGLT Wi 4 R, &4 TA1229 FHE
FER AL BE P ZL RN FRR AT 89 Bk, ANEHIAT 69 Bk, B
K2 bk, £54 BCLEHMA 1 - 1 IHRR > S TG158
ML M), AT TA1229 HRRAF I R 3R (1 BH 7 22
BHRRAT 82 Bk, ANEIIAT 73 BR, BK S BE, £5 4 BCI
BEAR 1 - 1 PRIRA> B A TGS3. TG476 Al TGS80 Axt
LIS R T A BCIAR 1 1 o S A . 2R H
212 216 M 211

212 216 M 211 212 216

TG158 TG476 TGS80

Fig. 1

M: Marker; 211: TA1229;212:

9706; 216: TA1229 5 9706 K748 —1%

M:Marker; 211:TA1229; 212: 9706; 216: F, generation of TA1229 and 9706

& 1

FRI2 TG17. TG53. TG158. TG476 F0 TG580 &Y CAPS 9445 R

The results of analysis by using CAPS primers TG17, TG53, TG158, TG476 and TG580
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8 9 M211212216 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 910111213 14

miERrEEEH-

::1'- IR R}

TG17-PCR TG17 + Tag |

M 2112122161 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 1213 M 216211212 16 17 1819 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29

TG53-PCR TGS3 + Tag |

M 2112122161 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 1213 Ma2Ii21z2216 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10111213 14

. — - —— — - - —-_-_----_—-._-_.—3—_3-:--—-—-—-;
-
—
-
TGI158-PCR TG158 + Hinf |
M 2112122161 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 1213 M2112122161 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 12 13 14

-
— PP gy P e e e =

__H-n“------—----

TG476-PCR TG476 + Tag |

M 211212216 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 1213 M 211212216 1 2 3 4 5 6 78 9 10111213 14

- — ] — = —
- — T — — - gy gy

—— - - —— —— = g ——

TG580-PCR TGS580 + Tag |

M: Marker; 211: TA1229; 212: 9706; 216: TA1229 5 9706 [Z¥A8—4%; 1~14, 16~29: 212 F1216 Rz —1X
M: Marker; 211: TA1229; 212: 9706; 216: F; generation of TA1229 and 9706; 1-14, 16-29: BC, generation of 212 and 216

B 2 FIMFRIC TG17. TG53. TG158. TG476. TG580 %t BC, X AY S HTLE R
Fig. 2 The CAPS analysis on BC, by using marks TG17, TG53, TG158, TG476, TG580
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Fz 2 5/ RFLP%:{LJ4 CAPS #RiEERIZ 7514

Table 2 The polymorphism of 5 RFLP marks after converting to CAPS

bRid RKIRE

Mg ¥ PCR ¥4 71 BRI A DIy

MG 5 F 5 MW after digestion (bp)

Markers Annealing temperarure Mg®* MW of PCR Enzyme
(C) (mmol - L") (bp) 9706 TA1229 Fi
TG17 60 2.0 2400 Taql 2400 1400+1000 2400+1400-+1000
TG53 58 15 400 Tagl 300+110 210+180 300+210+180+110
TG158 57 15 2350 Hinfl 750+290+280+220+180 650+290+220+180  750+650+290+220+180
TG476 58 15 1400 Tagql 450+310+200 550+330+210+200 550+450+330+210+200
TG580 61 1.5 1450 Tagql 880+540 1400 1400+880-+540
IRFRICRT BCL FHAARLEAT 7307 5 15 20hR 10 1A K AEAT
X A 200 ¢ —&— LOD
Bl bk 23 ¥k, 5k 261—7. 13, 14, 15, 52,
54, 65. 79. 80. 82. 85. 86. 132. 133. 134, 135. 2 .
139, 142, 143, 144, 145, 149. 150. 8 sl N _______.
2.2 QOTL SHFFSEEMM RS @
2.2.1  QTL 4 RH#AM MAPQTLAO % 5 4 3
CAPS Fric BEATIER 5 At T 052 i 2 0t = 12 (1) 45 A 9
0

FHET QTL 73 #7.

W EB TR 5 AMFRid e T2 1 gtk b,
HAEGOAR BN Jy: TG53. TG158. TG476. TG850
MITG17, HagtfLiegsrilh 7.5 1.8, 0.6 Fl1 1.3 cM,
WG KA 113 M IR EAR . (B3 .

T T R 2t e R 1) AN 3 BEEAT QTL 43T,
7t Permutation Test 42 1, AN S 135 85 fr {5 2
) LOD B{E A 12.5, XMk T 2808 QTL fEK

(multiple QTL modeD) 738 3. tHEl 3 %, EHH
2 MIBAE (1R 2D Bt W f) LOD B 43 1 4 15.5 F1 14.5,
YK LOD B 12.5, DA af R4 il ple AR 517 1)
) QTL HWS E N E TGS3 Al TG158 Z [0]% 7.5 M
R
2.2.2  mEEMMEHAERAS M BC1 AR 160 MR
SAPRLRRE H T 16 /NE TGS3 Fl TG158 Z [k
AT kR . Hoh 261—7. 130 14. 15, 79. 85.
86. 132, 133, 134, 142, 144, 145, 150 fHZEHHY
(0, 1) 5 261—54, 65 FIFEEAN (1, 0) Y,
ORGP 2 B AL T 3 74 8 Bk (4D,
3N 261—144 (0.14kg) + 261—133 (0.12kg)
261—150 (0.12kg) . 261—54 (0.11kg) . 261—65

(0.11kg) + 261—79 (0.11 kg) . 261—132 (0.11 kg) +
261—142 (0.11kg) . DAFERZAYL (0, 0O FOFEHIH
(L, D) MRS, S5 2o R, X
16 U3 W4 B RS S - 358 i o A 25 v 10 L, DR
0 o R ST R R ) QTL X 7= 5t ¥ 52 )
IERN,  TMIIE 16 ARk AT £ Ay e 2 i R P

=]
=
y
)
=

TG158
TG476

TGS3
TG17

Map (¢cM)

B4 TG17. TG53. TG158. TG476. TG580 FEYLtalk F KM E . 4
4D LOD M, WefHh QTL fERL R LIAL s, KPR QTL
B {E

The abscissas correspond to the positions of TG17, TG53, TG158, TG476,
TG580 in chromosome 1, the y-axis corresponds to LOD and the peak value
corresponds to the QTL site on the chromosome, the site of dashed line is
the threshoud value of QTL

3 HARTHEZZRE QL E
Fig. 3 The multiple QTL model of the average weight of

ripeness fruit
AY \A
3 it

3.1 AWBIRAN 5 AMhric e gk Ef s
TG53. TG158. TG476. TG580 F TG17 FIHEZ/R A
22 M ht C http://www.sgn.cornell.edu/maps/tomato
arabidopsis/chrlc.pl) /A7 3 R 2 i B Eifbsid
JifF (TG17. TGS53. TG158. TG476 Fl TG580) fi
Zegte AWFFHEN N 2 BERMK N 24 M G EAE ST
BORIHT 160 AN FpRAS ) BCL BEARIEAT T i85 704t

M TH 17 24 SRR B AR AN BE DR A A T
I 0T R 5 NFRid et 23 ANEA AR T2 I ER
I3 BT B S5 R — 3. A, AT 2N S S CAPS
PRICTE R AR ERE 25 B v 5. RAETE A S E
A4 B B R RRAC N 1 2 ) ) et 5 Dk 22 B A A
HS I T 1T AR 22 5 1 B W it A% J R 22—, DAL
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TG476 TG17 MEAAGLTHE AT R R RE AR AN
TGS3 TG158 rergq Average weight Total weight of Total weight  Stem and leaf  Fruit shape No. of
f ! - TA1229  ofripe fruit(kg) ripe fruit (kg) of fruit (kg)  biomass (kg) index ripe fruit (kg)
i 7.5cM 1.8 M 1.3 oM
) b—— 2617 0.08 1.37 137 1.84 1.10 17
I 1 [ U
H : I
—— 261-13  0.09 2.29 2.75 3.61 1.00 25
| o !
I i 11 261-14 0.07 1.42 1.68 243 1.02 20
i ! [ 1
' Pt g1l 007 1.97 2.13 341 1.31 30
—— -
' . 1o '
. Pl 26154 011 1.28 1.35 2.03 1.04 12
I ; : I
| [}
- : ! .—:' 261.65 011 2.48 2.69 3.69 1.27 23
[ 4
! el 26179 0.08 2.64 2.74 3.53 1.13 25
, g 1
: _"_H_;_ 261.85  0.08 2.07 2.37 3.30 1.23 25
I ‘ o '
! el 26186 0.10 2.73 3.00 423 1.20 27
] ' o i
" P 1
! ——— 261-132  0.11 1.98 2.19 2.65 1.13 18
| [ [
: 'i—i-'r—f' 261133 0.12 2.97 311 4,02 1.31 24
I [} '
. -0—0-0—,- 261-134 .10 1.57 1.63 2.17 1.70 16
' o
———— 261-142 (1] 2,13 2,83 355 1.31 19
| oo
: ——— 261144 (.14 2.70 2.79 3.65 1.14 19
| ] b !
i [ I
: et 216-145 0,10 3.25 3.25 4.86 1.28 31
i Lo
' ; 216-150  0.12 1.36 1.77 244 118 1

4 B REAKER 1.3 oM FEHS FIREBRIL

Fig. 4 The molecular genetic map of the 11.3 cM fragment from the bottom of chromosomel

HE— 20X RN 2t R0 22 B B i A Ak Fy BUEA T I
o R A ARA L, AT PR R F A AT AR
3.2 TR E MR, 5T N IS R T
FURE DRI A A, & 60.1%, 1 RELA
m39.9%, SEIPSGEAE TN, SRR R L
Ko DA 17.65%~24.9%F1 46.67%"™, 1999 4E
Grandillo"® il Tanksley!"* 545 T [ 1982 % 1998 X 7%
MR QTL WFFTE A, M7 Bl Fs i S
QTL i 'EkA, Ol K&FEMMIAE 12 Fgtbfk, I
Hh T Ik 5 D AN DA A EBROT (RTE ST A [
#QTL U7 28 4N, 7EZE 1 Jeafk 7 3 4~ 2000 4F
L BERAME 1 YO AR G 40 M [ Ok B 1
CT70A H1 TG375 Z IA] Al 31— AN 2 At~ 1) 2R
I QTLY . 7ES 1 Gt AR ui ) SR F 3 R A7 A —
ANk PR RE A, LRI TR ) RSB e A
LR SRS ED . B R EAEAR Y Bt
TPEARS LR A S R SR 0T, s R
S5 Y. y R, Sp. osp FEPIAI T, t FEELEAS,
CATIE S SRR, EZBFME 1| Yetafh

A 24 M GO B b, 7E TG158 I TG27 2
[F)A7AE S BPR S 5 QTL o AHAEARES: o A A I
HiZ% QTL, HJRINA: (1) KFFHLEiZGL AR B
R bRl (HASREE SR T S AN CAPS Fr
i, O IZ G AR B BRI N QTL 3H 7R 4l e
PR (2) BT E RS2 B AR, i
WA BC1 HAVRIE, ZAMAEmTE R, #aettia
43 BC2, BC3AX, F<xB9n QTL &AL IRRS i 5
3.3 RIGAFHIN 16 43 5 QTL AR, KRy S5 i 4
HAKH mpE, XEGRRPRAR W S TR, AT
TEAE AT TR G AR B BN L QTL
TR RS FE R R 261 —54 A1 261—65 [1]
ANJE G AR B LA XA A Rk sk S A R
HENT SE A LAl RME A 16 45 1 ST 5L R,
I A e P QTL MHAT R LI E kA
o EERIER

3.4 FUIR TR A% Gt R A B A TR
Yoyl B K g £ &P Camplified fragment length
polymorphism, AFLP) . ffi#l4 1 £ 2 DNA (random
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doE ok W A %

40 &

amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD) 454> FFric. X}
16 1 # &L 37 = AR R &2 QTL 43 #7 (Cadvanced
backcross-QTL analysis, AB-QTL) Z:#rskmg!® 2, 7
X QTL BT A IR, i i Bl 2%, 14208

BRI AR R, W S SR AR S
4 ZEig

FEFE A FZA A 1 Qe EAROR 1K) 5 > RFLP brid
TG17. TG53. TG158. TG476 F1 TG580 ¥4t} CAPS
FRicle 145 T4 i A it et A% B o 16 43 1 Fs id R
2, P80 1 hRic 4l B Ik B F AR B A
R o Rl 3 TR A Al AR S B ) QTL,
I 52 LT TGS3 I TG158 2 1A, QTL RN g 1E %0
WL T 16 BT s B Wi 5T, #a s 1 A&t
M B
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