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EST 3 Firid A E MR IERE

s R, Ehlt XM & =
GHlALAE AR 2= B & BEVE DT U, W Ak G 430064)

# Z .EST(expressed sequence tags)it X 4E A K B A+ X 69 — AN EZURIH 5, LR ESHEYY
Frop T REAL KR EST R EG RE T A AA AX LHERT L EST & FACEZL T Aal, MENSBT
JUAF £ % EST #4742 (EST-SSR,EST-PCR,EST-SNP,EST-AFLP,EST-RFLP) & 71 & 5k ¥, B bf .42 8 7
EST #738 I X A 2 69 — 2L 5] B B % i o ik
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Study Progress in Development of EST (expressed sequence tags)
Chen Quangqiu, Zhan Xianjin, Lan Jiayang, Huang Yun
(Institute of Industrial Crops, Hubei Academy of Agriculiural Sciences, Wuhan 430064)
Abstract: The plant EST (expressed sequence tags) program is one of the most important parts which com—
pose the plant genome program. The expansion of EST data base is foundation of development of EST mark—
ers. In this paper, the development of five EST markers (EST-SSR, EST-PCR, EST-SNP, EST-AFLP, and

EST-RFLP). Some problem exit in the development of EST markers is also discussed.
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EST (expressed sequence tags) & K £ 150~500bp
(13 R R P41 v B o EST B & H mRNA S S ik
cDNA Jf 5 [ 21 JFORE B R A B804 2 1 cDNA 3%
Ji » RIUBLEALPRE cDNA wofE, xf I 57 8 37w idf 4T
— VRN, PR A b RO A AN A kAT
ELAL, AT SRS X AR AR AR R E AR B
P25 R AVEB A BRI AR .

R EST v RIAE Ay A 40 2 R 4 o Rl f) — A i 3
YRR 7y, CAAERNRE T K TR BoK N S S F
ZAHYTT e K, B EST THXIAEAS R4 F 8] 1R AN i
I A SR, DNA 7 42 AR (1) A Wik 42, EST
AR A SRR I N G . 1991 AR AN
SCHR T ) EST 0 H AL 2000 451M. 1993 4, £ [H
[ Z AW H AR B H 0 (National center of Biotechnolo-
gy information, NCBI) #5377 /N7 EST $ud
dbEST (data base of EST) KW AL FILr A7 T A 1) EST %k
. EST SIS PE AT 78 R J7 ANt 17 AT

TE A iy B2 AU R T, 8 A X e s R T
EST 73 THRICBLE T Hefi
1 EST #RiZHIFF & KA
1.1 EST ##E a9 BAF 5 ar A4 22
EH PE b B AR ) BST oAl — S8k it i
J1 BL(<100bp), [F] I A7 735 iy 4 /> 8 2800 7 41 B R i
17AE polyA/T* & I "I ¥ 41, 5% W AH S AE B 20 4, o
DALETF AR bR IC 2 1Y 25 B IK B8 I 73X 28 4b B W]
o — S Bk 4T, Wik ] EST-trimmer (http:/pgre.
ipk-gatersleben.de/) fll cross-match(www.phrap.org) 7] 73
S 2B R L R b R A 4
1.2 EST & £
EST JEFEHLIE RN, Rk S8R —HE K E S
WP B TR IR GARIA AT k. Ay b 000 i — Se
- (n Phrap 55) BEATHFERI S ISR 2L BRIX LU AR I
EST, DA Gt o) [l — 36 DRI sObR Ic 6 3 5 4t 57 a
FRNF1 F1 IR B . 1T s BST-SNP [ FF &, B2 H

E—IEE B A WAk, 55, 1981 AR A, Wb BON, BYERIFST b4, ks, S NHERAE B Rh LA . Sl A5 Ml 430064 WAL WL AR B
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IIFAESIBR TCAY EST, 1M A2 A9 159 21 2 /3 51 5 2% (mul-
ti-member cluster), MMy A& ## 22 2 P R B 1
2 BEEST HRiCWF X

FRAETF & 1 7 AN EST brid il 20 4 4 25: (1)
EST-SSR il EST-PCR(f# P22 )#xic, iX—2ELL PCR
R, BEAERE 55, & H aiwF 7R H 5 2 1)
—2K; (2)EST-SNP(FR AL 1R 2 A& 1E), ‘& A& LIRF 2 EST
X B AT IR 25 S M At bR, nTARFEARAS
PCR %55 2 FhF BUEAT R 5 (3)EST-AFLP, ‘& /2 PA PR
HIPE Py D B AR A PCR A 45 & 4 R Al 1 ARl 5 (4)
EST-RFLP, & LABR 1 N DI A1 531~ 2858 A AKHE,
LA EST A G AE A 8R%T, 5 28 AS [ BR 1 1k P DT 9 1L
Je (RIFER 2 DNA 2828 1M 7 AR 1
2.1 EST-SSR #7it# 7 &

SSR (Simple Sequence Repeats, i 5. )7 71 55 &) {1
FRAESC T A (microsatellite) J& 45 1-6 Nl 3E 4 & 1 #%
TR B A7 DA 2 IR S SR BCHE A e S R 4L B — B P
1o SSR bricl AT 2 4 i S dL Wkl AR o

55T PCR K IIRIAE B IR AL 1 23 A 35 50 2545 0, A
PS8 777 & SSR Aric it F2 vh, 75 B 48 3 S PE
P gt & SSR b B R RN G 3 410 I 543 A
SIW¥c it JPCR 5I0E NN F SSR brid /N, W IRE
Bl FOE T E BN KRNI W Iy Foh FER 20 30 P
(R AL R 1 2 123 D I 2 D0 1, 1 HLZESR IR B AR
e . PRI, 78 Bt SSR A S5 4 B O VAR, AT
TSR RREN T Q] e % Rk S ST AL RN TR -

4 EST 437 SSR kric /& H K 2 (1) —Ff
WS AEL L BT AN P EAT 415, L BRITAR)T A
FIRER I 53 Fr B AR, R R AR — o 11 S e
22 SSR, HHE IR 145 5L 734 EST ' SSR B VKF
FURIA3 A, SR 5 EEL H A% SSR ¥t 14, BN AT i it PCR
A7 EST-SSR #Axide #1140 1 SSR A7 sid¥ 5% H
A XSS IR AR A 5 B IARE R, A AR T LRt
b BRECHR , A AT BB A% AL BE T A, T HLIX SE AR
PR3 TR AR A ], PR, ZEREFT A AN R
PEGESFLRAL T, M H IR UE, v LIRS B AT FEf 45 5

&1 SSR L REFERH

AT IR
SSRFinder Gao et al.,2003
BuildSSR Rungis et al.,2004
SSRHunter 255, JT R, 2005

MIcroSAtellite (MISA)
SSR Tdentification Tool (SSRIT)
CUGIssr
Sputnik

Modified Sputnik II

http://pgrc. ipk-gatersleben. de/misa/
http://www. gramene. org/gramene/searehes/ssrtool
http://www. genome. clemson. edu/projects/ssr/
http://www. abajian. net/sputnik
http://wheat. pw. usda. gov/ITMI/EST-SSR/LaRota/

% 2 EST-SSR EAREMEMH & £ ZE

1E4) EST-SSR /LA 2R 14 EST-SSR & ZE #ii % Z: X R

INFE 1/17. 4kb N 1/5. 5kb Peng et al. 2005

KFE 1/11. 8kb K# 1/6. 3kb Thiel et al. 2003
Gao et al. 2003

Tk 1/28. 3kb K# 1/4. 8kb Varshney et al. 2006

KeE 1/23. 8kb A& 1/2. 8kb Jiang et al. 2006

PAy) 1/2.61kb SR, 2006 e 1/17. kb Poncet et al. 2006

A3 1/3. 9kb B, 2005 Kt 1/14. 8kb FKJE5E 2006

WM, (EAFRPF ) EST 241 L, SSR Kk
RIIEEAN ] o ERARAN[F] AR EST J7 41 SSR ¥ & A 43
HREFIRK K 2D, H 2%LL E1) EST Fpol & & A
SSR(Cordeiro et al.,2001). 7E/NZ (Eujayl et al., 2001)+
K% (Kota et al., 2001; Thiel et al.,2003). £ K . & % .
JKHE (Kantety et al., 2002) H J# (Cordeiro et al.,2001)-

&/ (Areshehenkova and Ganal,2002). %% (Scott et
al., 2000)*1%5 Z Rk ) rh #4377 EST-SSR #xic.
T EST 40 JF & 1) SSR ARC [7) 3 -3 A 41 3¢
EFF R SSR AricAH EE A 1R 2 WTE AR 2i: (1) TR
AR, 4525 T SSR 51T A ik F v ) e B
Iy 20 B, EST-SSR b i 1 I A aok 8 17 B e AR 5
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#®3 EST-SSR EAX Rz BE A ##%

EST-SSR ¥EAEH AR Z 2 3CHR
KA INFEVEESE KT Thiel et al. 2003; Varshney et al. 2005
e WG IKFG N Saha et al. 2004
Kz E K IKFE Yu et al. 2004a; 2004b
I P Y W VNS N S Gupta et al. 2003
IKFE FKKEL Gao et al. 2004
W25 8 RN | AR 18 AN Bandopadhyay et al. 2004
128 b1 S/ QNI /O Y DTS, 2006

(2)EST-SSR A1t 3K [ T EL A 5T i e sk X, PR e HL A
FHOCA b 2 i) EL AT AR v 1 AT 4 A% 1 i FH P (3 3), i
ZAE UL DR 2 S0 7 A5 FEAN [RGB A% B s A7 fik ik
L2050 b LE L 4 SSR S A5 4041 ; (3)EST-SSR
W T JE DR () w3 4y, 1T DA B 23R AR R R A5 R
oh Ty fi J DRI AR 4] 7 b, XA AT e X e T
FAUPEAR A7 B AT B % ' (4)EST-SSR
Fric JE i FARRAG A T RE, XRPIhfE T LLdE A
)Y EE X 38 £ 5 (S)EST-SSR i Ji H b ic i El R B L
JERZH SSR fHie

EST-SSR #ric (12 &k bk B T R K41 1) SSR
H1 2 AMEAC. Eujayl 45 (2002) WF5TRE, A/ Erh,
EST-SSR ) £ &1 K 25%, ELFER4] SSR £ &1k
(53%)fi%, fE K, K H T 3’-UTR ¥ EST-SSR 1%
AVEELE T 57-UTR ) EST-SSR £ &1k, A H
FEETH U AH SR 45 B0, Scott 25(2000) BFST R, 224
PER SRR T L 5 | AR, B R R IR T TR —
YRR, U T 37-UTR ) EST-SSR 1% &k, #575k
TR H, WA T 5°-UTR ) EST-SSR (£ 4
PErmr. HAR, EST-SSR M Z AR, (HE 3R b5t 5|
Wi 2 A PR =,

7EN ] F, EST-SSR FIJEE 2 SSR #4545 AH [+ 1
&, fHH T EST-SSR K H TH 5 IX, 547 B A T 1
FEDAIZH SSR AHLL HA B (i A fE . 4 EST-SSR
FHF R TG U VPN I, e 2 IR 3 S X 1) 22 5, DAL ifg
RES S Wi H ST st A% 2R s 76 N T F A il
A B % P& (marker assisted selection, MAS) i, 24
EST-SSR A T4 il H Aw R (1 3 DR S8 i, m AREAT
B A5 B Rk 5 64k, th T EST-SSR HA 1R
TR, DR AE S & T LA BRI A A
[F) 32t A P il (1 i 5 37 1

5 HATT 2 AF 3K 4] SSR A bk, EST-SSR H.
HHE 2RI, I, BE# EST-SSR brid 4 K&

fITT %, EST-SSR Aric i A4 ) iz i i
2.2 EST-PCR #RriT#9 &

FR4E EST #2537 % F PCR brid tH & — 45 i A7 (1) i&
. 5 EST-SSR #xic—Ff, IXPHFARICHL L LL PCR
LB, HHORMEREBUN, A A A HLAE A B2 4
i TS NATTIT 2

4 EST P vt 5 | nl R o X I 4741, 1X
FERL AT B8 s th AN ARG X | G i X A 458
XA 255 . H T, EST-PCR A5 ic © 4F = 42 (Schu-
bert et al.,2001). ‘K 4E #2 (Temesgen et al.,2001). ¥ &
(MeCallum et al., 2001)F1 [ 52 (§7 HE S, 2006) 121955 i
/A EINENASE

88 v BORE AT O A b B OB 2 HR T AT
2. T BST MR~y 1k, #LL PCR LA
EST pRicAEAr N B 2 38 PERUIR . I LU LA SR mT
e 2 A MEMIMAR : (1) fE1%$E EST-PCR A1 EST-SSR
PRIy, B RENT 37 80 57 di JE gw B X B, P R IR B X
AR SRS e (X E 2 ASTER) EST-PCR 74474
Se I BRIPE N UIREAL,  SR Je 0l 01 7 B4 T fe vk o
B XN K SEFURAERAE T4 10> 1 RN
ZESHFEAL b, 2P BON RS = S, L
AR AT 51 ) 5 B 9 DI AY k2
BRI 5wl 1 D) F 18 2 S 1 (cleavage amplified
polymorphism, CAP), #n] 42 & E EST-PCR Frid
FRBRR , SXAEXS HASKIAZ FI7E 21 EST-CAP Arid iF5T
TR TUERIM, Q) Sy G M b T B R
FH 3 P 2650 5 10 5 DA 040 T i e e ol A e s P38 I SR A T
AN AR
2.3 EST-SNP 47T &) I &

R R £ & PE (Single nucleotide polymor-
phisms, SNP) 45 [F] A7 sl AN [R) S5 A7 D 2 1] A
—MEHE R I 7 S U N REE A L BR K . SNP
DA 23 m IR AR SRS R A B A, AR IS & T el
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ST, B ERR T AR N A BER L e AR 1 T RS
BB 2 A SNP G 3RATT T ARFE DA A2 28 k42
BT R AN SNP ARICHR R 5 =X DNA
I3 FARIL e SNP AN I3 A1 75 ARG X, 11y HL3d 3 A1 75 2
fih[X (Collins et al., 1997; Harding et al., 1997; Nickerson
et al., 1998), £7 7 T 4t X (1) SNP #x A cSNP(Garg et
al., 1999), B I\ Ay A2 B FH AT S5t e e st A A 7%,

EST /ZBEHLHEE cDNA 7 B B i 745 21 1, ok
H AR cDNA 3CFEFIAS[RIAS A (1) K 5 U4 11 EST
SR SNP AR APt . {H BEST i B3 4 1z Hu
TSNP FRid I, oA 2 2 EST 411K
IR ERFE . DL N A TTGIE X 28— AN 5 B
LA B2 PR 22 5 R, &2 T B AR
TERIF B 5848 ST o

AR SNP 7ESE K21 ) 2 A7 A, (R ILAEAS [ (1 3
BRI 2 Hf ) A3 AR AN — 35, F AR R — AN SR 4L,
Gt X R E G i DX (1) 7 A A% 22 AR Ko fE K2
P 71 Isa JEE I SNP [#1 & AE S % J2& 1/27bp (Bun-
dock et al., 2004 12, 7F KAz PAS0 FE R S5 B A IR 9 2
TIX SNP () K £S5 ) 1/131bp (Bundock et al., 2003)
221, i /e HEER) EST H, SNP & ZE S ST 1/50bp™,

EST-SNP ] DLl ik LX) 22 )37 81 /% ) EST LA3RHL
P 2 AR, AREREIE M SNP A7 AL, th4h,
NCBI ] UniGene %4 22 $2 1L 1) 58 2 3L [K] % (cluster),
WAETATIF A SNP [ —A B EH R . — 2L A
CT & ok ] T 46 EST 541 vh 48 5 SNP 7 55, 2l
SNiPpER (Kota et al.,2003) . SNPServer (Savage et al.,
2005) 55, IX LL R AT L — @ IS AT DAE — e R b
DX i ZE A0 H ARAS S, AN KK 8 T ST 7
FIFHASL EST JP o145 I K EST-SNP Arid ™1, HAR
M EST & 4 SNP Jir FH I A AN ), HEREAC AR 2
— 3 SEREFWEITH], KRG LRI L[R5 4,
phred, phrap, polyphred, consed & Lt 45 & H 1) 73 H1 1%
] A, M BST H 3 SNP DGR — 5 2
HRIEHIT T H R B i T 1) EST J3 41, dn sk 1 /) —
YR (AN R) S R ) — L2314 BST S 41, Sk 5 A — 4
o AN [6) b i [|] — 41 2006 22 7 . Picoult-Newberg 55
(1999) H phred I phrap “53 At IF & T —> M EST
TR SNP IR SE, M 300000 457 5 ifis i T
850 ™ SNP fiz ik A mi,

A3 VE I /&, EST-SNP 22 A1 A7 46 7] fig JL 2 il
J I gL Wi 13 (base call) [ 1) @8, 5% cDNA J % e K

JAT B SR A T A SR R P 2R A IC o BT DA 2 1K 1
SNP W R LR LA (1) 28 3R 8 1) 58 X I i =
UASAR, AR AE R AR T SR ISR, I 28— A A S LA
G, T LA S5 328 6 9 AT — 5 B30 7™ A% O AT (perfect
match) [RIBHFE 1) SNP. (2) T4 FH ZE KRR P, Jy T 145
S I e 00 o [ R B 0 e S A P 2T AN e
X G N A ] R R R A A T . Mk, P
coult-Newberg 25 (1999) i3, £ 22 1] A% JEix £L ] fig
SEAE N B K SNP A A H G B #2819, (3) iy
TSRS ) S5 LT AE A B AR O, Gl e
X B IR A s A AR AR, R ] S R 4 i i LR
FI AT 100 AL LS I SNP. (4) 1 A — ANl FE A7
B RRENUR AN IR RGO T 49 8 i
(1) SNP, FJ AR E & X 30 254 1 4 BM 4% LA L1
JEBIARAEAUEIXAS SNP A7 fi1, — L6225 A4S T MW
[FREF 1T [ 8h 7% SNP, U1 AutoSNP I SNiP 272,

HHi, # LK (Useche et al.,2001; Barker et al.,
2003). #F7F (Iwata et al.,2001). K7 (Kota et al.,
2001)%: A . EST-SNP [T K AR IE 672,
2.4 EST-AFLP #7it ) 7F &

EST-AFLP #i K %54 T RT-PCR I AFLP K,
DA cDNA 1E R4 xF 52, FH BRI Py Dt At L) 005 , il
PR BOIMN TSR G, R SHERF 50 HAMY S|Pt
AT TR SEREREE Y 38, HBAT VK 7R o fEIE BN D)
FiE IS, ] LAFE 43 1 FH G0 ) BST J8 80REAT 23 T » AR
P BST (1 37 g A1 57 i JE R0 36 X6 5 A/T RS, 3
FEAFUN 7 1 (R B 3 4 e B v 70 A7 SCIR DX B 1 o D) g
S H B 1Y o IR s Ul R e v,
SR & N RIE B R U, JF B4
R FEFIAIT, 35 4 1R 5 5 A R VMG i LR DR ) %
BRI ZE5 . Qin Z5(2001)JF & T GenEST 4k {4, 1] LA
FIH EST 24l 6%, DNA 34T AFLP 4%, f5 3 s
I EST #4li5 cDNA-AFLP 15 8. 8L n) e %
o AATTHG G T E 88 2 M B 25 d (1A B A B ik e 7%
FE5r 5 AN BUIUA . ] cDNA-AFLP J7 %45 4 256 X
S4T30 8T, JLERAS T 8200 4~ TDF(transcripts-de-
rived fragment) . {H & H i H TAHCIE R ¥ EST 15 B &
M2, T HL 58 B S o0 T e B 5 B 1) S 56 v A5 A
I, BOREEK A2 — LI = A A S HET .
2.5 EST-RFLP #7289 7F %

EST-RFLP #ric 55—/ ¥ RFLP #xic AHEL, H2& T
FHIHREN /2 cDNA, Bl EST A &, H 2 &M= B
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R 7 ) 5 R B

T IR 55 AR BRI N DT 2 (R AL . AR
EST-RFLP Fricivf, WSSk L6 F s D1 aliAICH I
1 BeAEREL , LRRAIR S Gbrac 2 R 82 Ak X i 2
FN ST EST b -4 2L 22 1 218t 4% B 3% (19 3= 22 7
1. fEKFZ I, Schwarz 5(2002) L H] cDNA 1 4y i i
T 1A AR e g e e AR 1 ) B 0

EST-RFLP bric &4k B Ebrid, v 5Eth m, fE37s
R 35545 JEURTN A b 4 3 DR AL AR 50 45y T #4062 21
TEEEM . HFFRIX AR K 25 T I A8 R e
Frad 55 SR R, BoR BB, 1 Ho2 & o, B
ECARDH
3 ING

AR EST Aric b BAT— Moy b I s 4k, i
HHFFRIH, H 5 2 )7 R HE, H 2 EST A5
W RBAFAEAE L8 ) (1) H gy M) EST h—
AN, P AP E 4 — 2 AT IR A5 B s (2)mRNA f7
TEIERRPERYHE, s BRI TERAEEAT P 5 D2 i
ST AR M G 1 5 (3)EST BFFEH A7 AH 21— 73 ok A
IR, ) X 26 EST R R 15 TAnid, A 2 IR 5 Dhfig
FEALIE R (4) T 2EDE B2 A DR R Sk
AR CA S v B S HO™ AR, 19 H 45 A
[, 1 SNP [ Efiffe 55 40 . SSRHH BLIIAR S5 (5)FE T
PCR ] EST 43 ¥ bric s LK FE 2 0k 8 KLl iy, 3L
I3 PRI T o HER IS, AR T R AR AR K
FoE A0 S R S0 S IR R AP A, X 28 BRI A7 A —
HMESE 25 (6)EST (RS AE— i A2 B BRI T EST
Frid 235 B,

REAEAE L B in) &, (R R A EST v RIJF & IR
A B AH AT FC B AR 53 B T B (1) A W 50t I8 ) il
2, BST B¥s BRI AW 5, 17 SEAC B S H AR 1)
PSR Z Iy R HME, R e fife, IS
EST pric b ox KA TT R IET 2 N T Z M8 R
(IR ST o

Sk
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