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K&FEmman LA2951 fnEm Nt fms QTL BYENL

B A%, x| &, IER, BFL, BAKX, H=F, R &, A 4,
ZEW

(B ol B2 B SR T, db st 100081)

¥ . JEMiA (Solanum lycopersicoides) s /RIEMFa (Cucumber mosaic virus, CMV).,
WL 4 YASTARES, %ok B 23N LA2951 [M#i3 R (Introgression Line, IL) SR EEEEEFL, AL
b CMV WA TREAT T 9%k, A2 T 8 AP CMV [ QTL, B8 M T& A4 2. 7. 8+ 9. 10, 11
12 Gtk b, BnT BB BCRIBR K 5 R 2, ST AT % e ok B £ B8k (S. habrochaites) LA1777
FIERF A (S. chilense) LA0458 [I4L CMV £ i ARG, 45T CMV #ifi sl x5t CMV 1 IL ¥
SNTRIL, XL L WA QTL EIMAE A B AE Y, QTL KA N 5E A ITER Y o

KBIA: Fons KA BB R AL QTL B

FEFAES: S641.2 HERFRERS: A XEHS: 0513-353X (2013) 10-1905-11

Mapping of QTLs Conferring the Resistance to CMV in Wild Tomato
Species Solanum lycopersicoides LA2951

ZHOU Long-xi, LIU Lei, SUN Yu-yan, YANG Yu-hong, XIE Bing-yan, FENG Lan-xiang, SONG Yan,
ZHENG Zheng, and LI Jun—ming*
(Institute of Vegetables and Flowers, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Solanum lycopersicoides showed high resistance to Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) . An
introgression line (IL) population derived from a nightshade related species S. lycopersicoides LA2951
was used to identify the involved loci for resistance to CMV by rub-inoculation in four independent
experiments. In total, 8 QTLs for resistance to CMV located on chromosome 2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12
were found respectively. Percentage of disease index (PDI) was significantly decreased in these ILs. All
QTLs were new loci when compared those identified previously from S. habrochaites LA1777 and S.
chilense LA0458. The genetic analysis of these QTLs showed incompletely dominant. The interaction of
these QTLs presented complete additive effect. The results provide a prospect for breeding of CMV
resistance in tomato.

Key words: tomato; Solanum lycopersicoides; introgression line; Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV );
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B & (Cucumovirus) IR DT, [ 1916 F F HARkIE (Doolittle, 1916: Jagger, 1916) LK,
HALHIFERE. CMV OIS 10 K= #E2 — (Scholthof et al., 2011), 7 a1
Y2, ATRYE 800 ZFHLY (Palukaitis et al., 1992), HAPAHRNGZE, & T A MU 728 5
Z CMV fa#. EJLF, BRY— CMV aHERMIIREAN L, (AL X A R 200 1R 57
YLt B 7 40 4% BESR ZE I8 B0 15 3 T, Horh MV 2 303 i 4« BEUR 000 300 () E i B — O
B A, 2006 BREAT A, 2007)0 W HOMIBLMAG G CMV ALRRIG B 2E0&4%,  H AT 257000 280 1)
BA R 143 PR o BUAR O 2R TR P CMV IR, (H 1 AR ILPT CMV F i B & (i 2%,
2005; Cilloetal., 2007), [FUt, IRAIZHT AL LI AR PIFAERIDL CMV AL, ZFMPL CMV
IR PO BEIR OIS TR % 2 R A RO —

BEHAO NI, CHRER CMV AR MEL, 2EW4l TR, WA T g TA M
I[B A, WA I BAEMRAENE (Palukaitis et al., 1992; Wahyuni et al., 1992; 5% %&b,
2000; Sudhakar etal., 2006). T4 A (Solanum lycopersicum) 35 %; CMV J&d, I8
PP AR YR T X, LRI RITE NG (S. chilense). £ E%& i (S. habrochaites). /NEF T (S.
neorickii) i A FI 7 41 (S. pennellii)« i 52 78 1 (S. pimpinellifolium) . sa b B4 1 3% /i (S. chmielewskii)
ERPRT CMV AL T (T AT B) RIBUIEam ok, (IS — e &R, bl
e RS BE . BRI 4145 (Abad et al., 2000; Cilloetal., 2007; Akhtaretal., 2010). HTf,
FIFH#T2 & (Introgression Line, IL) FEACH >k H 2 Bl (S. habrochaites) LA1777 fif CMV #k
2 Fny [R07 SUER T4 6 Yetatk b, MEFRIC A TG164 Al sp (Cillo etal., 2007); FJJH 4> 1tk
BAER, ¥k E S. chilense LA0458 5t CMV [ Cmr 3 K120 & A7 T 28 12 Jeafk b, Ml 3 bRic A TG6S
HICT79, (HJGALIFR S B A RE K844 (Stamova & Chetelat, 2000). X T~ He B AR HL L
ISR . R, BRI R TR T BokAG T AR bt CMV EE 2 e 1R i R, (R
ST 24 (Gal-Onetal., 1998; Linetal., 2010).

H &R IR (S. lycopersicoides) $itZ M7/ (Phills etal., 1977; Chetelat, 2010),
¥ & =T CMV (Phills etal., 1977; Zhao & Qiu, 2005), K N Nifi CMV BifE BAREHE T B
WFEIRRE . SRTAT, T 2R NG R P A I A A AR EA SR I G, MELIRAG SR, B Fy
TELEARRR T LA AR S R IS, DA, R IS A it BE AT 15t A% 20 R AFEAE — & RAE (Chetelat
etal., 1997). J T A BAZIEFIF HISEFAAIRE L R PR, Chetelat 55 (1997) F1 Canady 45 (2005)
TR T 82300 LA2951 8IS 2 A 1% IL BEAE DIR Ak B Al VE36 histfhiy 5, tad
90 MBNKF AN LA2951 Jetafh iy Be AN, 2978 52 23 A R AL 96% . A FHZ#TE R4,
Er BB AL T UK MR 995 A 7 i e Ak il b8 295 555 T QTL 4755 (Guimaraes et al., 2004;
Davis et al., 2009; K#F2 55, 2012; SEFEp 55, 2012), W AERAIZIEE A IS CMV 15 H
B T RAFHERE . AWEFT ATk A 258 M LA2951 ) IL BE4R, Bhh CMV kR (WAL 1D,
SEAL T IZE AR BRI CMV AL R, JEX %5 1 QTL BEAT T attfL 5 HAE /47, ¥ A& it CMV
o BEI B M B E o I AR

QY ViR SRS DARES

1.1 Ry

HFe i (S. lycopersicoides) LA2951 ¥ IL #4& (Canady et al., 2005) A FLitfEi5 58l S.
lycopersicum VF36 CGi35F0) Hh 3 [B i g 4% 95 Ui 7.0 (Tomato Genetic and Research Center, TGRC)



10 3 JHRIREE: 5T h LA2951 HUa RAL M%7 QTL f & L 1907

Fefit. T AWFFCH IL BN FEA ) 80 AN IL, PEILEE 2. & LA2951 1 IL ik, —2& 1L
AEARNEAL, HAERGRET, W5 VF36 R A HEfR(F (Canady et al., 2005) (] 1), AHf
FUITHII IL 5 AR B AR, Tohnid ik .
1.2 Rt

WA FRMME S, BT O EORAE A (121D, JFRACE A HUIEFIG L
Bl GBI, BRRE N 22 ~25 C/18~20 C. JLHHT 4 Yok, 2051T 2007,
2008, 2009 H1 2010 FFHEAT. BT 4 H EAEl 9 H A E AN RN B i e A6 TR R =N
TSR, AL REE 3 RES, SES 108k, RER SR QTL it 5 AR
53 #rlAl L. S. lycopersicoides LA2951 #iv2 R AEAAILAL T 90 ANl 3R, 2078 55 BF A P REAN L I 1) 96%
G OBER 56 A IL KT 4 mE IR 41 % 34 4~ IL (Canady et al., 2004), £ 1 JARIAHE 38
AN TL, 2078 w6 B AR IEIN 211 80% (%idki i TGRC Dr. Chetelat #2415), ¥ ATHH: 2 kN
58 ML, 295 e P AR EE A1 90%, BIHACHE; 5 3 A 4 k348 80 A IL, 27 aa iy A Fh
FERA 96%, 13 AN IL 45 BACA A H (Canady etal., 2005). XJ A Al VF36.

1.3 ANIEMEE

CMV Wbk R GEALTDD) iy B AR B g 2 T ST R IR Pl o KRR IR AE B 25
T = A AT . R NS K F 2 B IR TR R . SR EEHE RIS (Stamova &
Chetelat, 20000, RISEK BEERYBHTIAE T A L, AR5 HFHEEE 1: 10 (W/V) [FBTef Jsg i
LKA 20 (pH 7.0 19 0.03 mol - L™ i R B 22 BRI 0.1% 110 37 1% 192 k4 5 e Y 45 TRV VD)
RGN, i BRI o FERTE b AR B 55 S A6 U ARLOR 3 N 1M = S R T
WY HIAE 22 ~24 Co M 2 ~3 FERHMT A . Wtk M 5 % (Stamova & Chetelat, 2000). 0:
TIRE: 1. BREAEMRS 2. et Gharm—semt o 3. 20 R R, s 4
Y E AR AT o
14 Fitoh

FIH SPSS 13.0 AR B AT G vE 23 #1015 Se W BEAS L 19 A0 UG A6 A 99 15 9 £ ( Chaerani
et al., 2007), Ji1EFE4L PDI = SHRZLAEL < ZHHREY CRRE x SR ZeE0 < 100, R4S IL
(K] F- 34 PDI 42 3l 25 A (General Linear Model, GML) 114 (Finkers et al., 2007), PDI J
i = HWHC+ FERA + R + FRA xR (BRARZE N 0), RJ5HET Dunnett £ F L
IL 5% VF36 2 mii 2|23 (P<0.05) 8tk (P<0.01), BI#fiix IL 5351 CMV 1) QTL.
QTL #7444 QRCMV (Quantitative Resistance to CMV), 5 &5 QTL fEJ ok LRI S, anif
— APk A ZA QTL, 25 a, b & FRELAX 4.

QTL [PIEAE RN 2 . Semel (2006) & M7 J5 7715, AP R E T IL B BB &P CMV
) QTL. M IL 5 VF36 i, I ILH (i RY5 VF36 48— MR T IL A1 VF36
ZIEF, WA 3 MArEE: (1) ILH 5 IL 23R #, (15 VF36 A%, QTL Akafk; (2) ILH 5 IL.
VF36 ¥ B3, BE HWERAEE, QTL Mintay; (3) ILH 5 VF36 ZR7 W%, (H5IL
A, QTL AWM. 11, # ILH B& & Tk FMsEA, QTL Al BN,

QTL [8] HAFZ N 53 H72  Eshed Al Zamir (1996) ()53, # ILHa x ILHb (E#15 R a 515
b ) 5 VF36 254 F (ILHa-VF36) + (ILHb-VF36) (ILHa. ILHb 735 Wiz &
av WB R b5 VF36 24 —M0, WA QTL [R5 PN 47 ILHa x ILHb 5 VF36 (1) 22
s/NT (ILHa-VF36) + (ILHb-VF36), WA QTL (Al A B HAE, S/ Tty
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2 HiIR 5

2.1 ZEEMF LA2951 IL BEKAYIFIE

SR ST ARG TL FEAA AR 05 IR 20 G 48 B a4 44 PDI S AT 20 AR50 A B, 4 Vil 45
R TIER . WIS LA2951 %F CMV SEHUH B E e MR P, 28 MOIRAL
(Quantitative Trait Loci, QTL) #ifill. SIIKE, HFh CMV [ 4 MAZREH, 77 3 GRL: 1 PDI
PR, 73 65.4. 61.6 F1 48.8, 1M 4 IRIIIMEIAA 37.3. WHIANFAERE 4 RAALRE:, QTL
ZAFE SRR . X 4 MSTRE G PDI A TR (& 1, 5% 1. 2 A1 3 Mtk
BEEE, R4 5% 3 MR,
F1 FRRBHALESH

Table 1 Correlation analysis of the different experiments

A% Experiment A% 1 EXP1 (df=37) A% 2 EXP2 (df=57) A% 3 EXP3 (df=79) A5 4 EXP4 (df=79)
K% 1 EXP1 1 0.40" 0.44™ -0.06

R 2 EXP2 1 0.48" 0.23

X% 3 EXP3 1 0.26"

KK 4 EXP4 1

**P<0.01; *P<0.05.
2.2 3 CMVQTL WIESL

MRPEFHOCREL, XHR CMV 1 4 OSSR, WU DG B2 ks 1. 2 A1 3 347 QTL &
fe 2% 2 BT IL BEARASTRIANMA K6 VE36 [f) PDI ${E . HA 6 VE36 4 60.0, #iis RBHAR
AN[FEIAA PDI 43 A E 28.7 ~ 75.0 Z[0). Dunnett 47 220 M 45 W3R B, 18 80 NMIMIEM IL 1, A
54 /> IL [¥) PDI 00 i VF36 i, RILHAFREEEHIrE, o 36 A5 2 Sk 1) 40 25 5l i 2%
AP (3R 2), WIEPHNIXEE IL A5 50 CMV 47 5o

F2 HEBJHA LA2051 IL BRRIRRIERE (PDD
Table 2 PDI for each IL in S. lycopersicoides LA2951 IL population

Wis R gty Wis R aity B R aity

PDI PDI PDI
IL Homozygous IL Homozygous IL Homozygous
LA3344** J& Yes 58.7 LA4231"%** 1 Yes 66.0 LA4261% J& Yes 433"
LA3345% 2 Yes 433" LA4232!54 J2 Yes 67.3 LA4263"3* 75 No 5207
LA3668>* K Yes 473" LA4233'"** £ No 470" LA4264"%3% B Yes 471"
LA3866"** & Yes 61.4 LA4234%34 75 No 60.7 LA4265"%3% 2 Yes 5117
LA3867"** & Yes 63.8 LA4235'"%* 45 No 62.7 LA4266"* 75 No 5117
LA3869"** & Yes 61.5 LA4236>% 7 No 50.3" LA4267> K Yes 448"
LA3870"** & Yes 57.7 LA4238"%** 5 No 56.7 LA4268>% 7 No 447"
LA3871'%** 1% No 59.5 LA4239%% J& Yes 68.3 LA4269" 7 No 66.0
LA3873'"** 1 Yes 74.3 LA4241* 7 No 59.3 LA4270%% 7 No 60.0
LA3875% K Yes 27" LA4242%34 J2 Yes 513" LA4271%%4 3 Yes 68.3
LA3876"** 1 Yes 70.2 LA4244"34 2 Yeg 66.0 LA4272%3¢ H Yes 473"
LA3877"* R Yes 67.1 LA4245%3 J2 Yes 55.3 LA4273% 3 Yes 456"
LA3878" % 1 Yes 62.0 LA4246'** £ No 60.7 LA4274% H Yes 447"
LA3879"** 1 Yes 40.6™ LA4247"% 2 Yes 61.6 LA4275% K Yes 52.7"
LA3881" J& Yes 59.7 LA4248%% J& Yes 55.3 LA4277%3 K Yes 53.7"
LA3882%% J& Yes 440" LA4249'%*% B Yes 58.7 LA4278'%**  J& Yes 54.0°
LA3883"** 1 Yes 5297 LA4250* J2 Yes 36.0" LA4279%3* 75 No 63.7
LA3884'%34 & Yes 544 LA4251%% 2 Yes 63.0 LA4282'%** 45 No 459"
LA3885"** A Yes 544 LA4252% J Yes 46.0" LA4283%% JE Yes 59.0
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23K 2

s R ality PDI s R alify PDI BB R ality PDI
IL Homozygous IL Homozygous IL Homozygous
LA3886"**  J& Yes 56.6 LA4253%3 J& Yes 65.3 LA4284%34 J& Yes 45.0"
LA3889%% J& Yes 50.3" LA4254* 7 Yes 493" LA4306%% J& Yes 57.7
LA3890"%* J& Yes 62.1 LA4255" %% & Yes 65.8 LA4308%% 7 No 497"
LA3892"* & Yes 64.3 LA4256'2 J& Yes 75.0 LA4310* J& Yes 58.0
LA3894" % & Yes 54.9 LA4257%% 7 No 58.2 LA4311%* 7 No 478"
LA3895"*** % No 51.6" LA4258* J& Yes 28.7" LA4313%% J& Yes 58.3
LA3906> J& Yes 66.0 LA4259%3 J& Yes 523" LA4314% J& Yes 62.0
LA4230* J& Yes 52.0" LA4260"** & Yes 59.6 VF36'234 J& Yes 60.0

e *PRA I ROR IL 500 VE36 i fa 50 Sk 38 B3k (P <0.05) B @E /KT (P<0.01). FR. " %R 4 UGR8 b4y
TS E I IL,

Note: * and ** indicated the significant difference of PDI between IL and the control VF36 at 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively. The same as

below. '***indicated the IL used in 4 independent experiments respectively.

T QTL %5238 sgmy, Rkredt— P dt CMV 1) QTL B LR 5. (1) 7EZEE 3
UGRK Y, R IL AF 2 YIRS S I VE36 =5 W3, VA % IL 4 H AR QTL; (2)
WHRIL HAEESBAEL 206 2 NI MBME S V36 2257 53, M & & X A5 HAxr QTL;

(3) RBEZBARF BN, W B A TR A e . MR L0 B 44, #92) 27 4> IL 78 2
UOSTARES Pk S VE36 ZREE (£ 3).

F£3 2R A RIARNIER IL

Table 3 ILs with the resistance over two independent experiments

Wi & oTL PSRN kR Tl PDI

IL Chromosome Flanking marker Wi 1 EXP1 R 2 EXP2 % 3 EXP3 #J{H Mean
LA4236 QRCMV2 2 TG33 ~ TG554 - 5477 46.0" 503"
LA3884 QRCMV7 7 TG199 ~ TG438 63.3 68.7 313" 54.4°
LA3885 64.7 66.7 32.0" 54.4"
LA4258 - - 28.7" 28.7"
LA4259 - 56.7 48.0" 523"
LA4263 QRCMV8a 8 TG624 ~ TG510 58.7 48.7" 48.7 52.0"
LA4264 62.7 487" 300" 471"
LA4265 58.7 56.7 38.0" 5117
LA4266 QRCMV8b 8 TG346 ~ TG294 613 513" 407" 5117
LA4267 - - 448" 448"
LA3889 - 533" 473" 50.3"
LA3345 QRCMV9a 9 TG18 ~ TG9 - - 433" 433"
LA4268 - 50.0" 393" 447"
LA4308 61.3 38.0" 497"
LA3668 QRCMV10 10 TG303 ~ Abg - - 473" 473"
LA4274 - - 447" 447"
LA4275 - - 52.7 52.7"
LA3883 QRCMV11 11 TG557 ~ TG523 60.7 66.0 32.0" 52.9"
LA4277 - 61.3 46.0" 53.7
LA4278 72.0 5277 3727 54.0%
LA3875 QRCMV12 12 CT156 ~ TG473 - - 071" 071"
LA3895 50.7 573 46.7" 51.6™
LA4282 48.0 52.0" 376" 459"
LA4284 - 440" 46.0" 450"
LA4311 - 473" 483" 478"
LA4272 K40 Unknown 9?2 TG424 ~ CT220 - 513" 433" 473"
LA3879 R4 Unknown 112 TG46 ~ TG393 51.1" 40.0™ 30.7" 40.6™

VF36 64.0 64.2 56.0 61.4
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%2 Canady %5 (2005) #J#[1) S. lycopersicoides LA2951 [ IL REAA 3, X246 IL (KB AN A BL
IIARTER AN 12 Stk b, i 1 PR,

Bilan LA4236, {Eils: 2 il 3 hIRILESE 19T CMV, PDI R VF36 ik, 2= Rk B e %,
e e N EEHT CMV 1 QTL, R4 kAL, 4 8 QRCMV2; LA3884. LA3885. LA4257,
LA4258. LA4259 553585 — B 7 R NI BE, B LA4257 41, LR 4 AN IL 35 VF36 %
SR B W B R, B E XL IL 05— HAR QTL, X T LA4257 7 2 ik 5 VE36 14t
PEIEAAH Y, MRIEBARBES KN, L% QTL Ml e IX (/] 7-D, M fd A TG199 i
TG438. LALRHE, g hr T 8 ANk B 2RF i LA2951 $it CMV [ QTL, ‘B4 514> A €/ M 45 2.
7. 8. 9. 10, 11 F1 12 Hefofk I (& 1.

AN, LA3879 75 3 YR i R IR E PTE, 1% IL IR 55 5 R 11 Y@ ki mi s A B,
M2 5 etk B B8 A BLI LA4248 Al LA4249, RIS VE36 JEAM Y IHiME, ¥IEE %
IL £9.5 1) QTL "I REA T2 11 Zetidh, SR w75 A AR IRAF I 5% v BEE S 1K) LA4280, %1% IL [
PPk QTL #E— i

FIFE, LA4272 R ARREMPitE, M5 BESM IL SARRIE = B, % 1L
it QTL Wit — PR,

LA Chrl l Chr2 Chr3 Chr4 Chr5 Chr6

4236" I GERTTITIT] BSEYTT T (O 0) (O T D) (OrTTTTnm
3895 [IITTTTITT] (TIITTTTIT] CTTTTESSS (ST TTITT] (OO COrrrrrrn
4244 OO0 OOOTTD OO0 BT D OO0 OoaTrTn
3875 O OO TT O CTTTIT T (GRS Ty (OOl (O
3879" T O OO OO Mo OO iI g
3884 OIITITIT OO O o0 OO T ) T OO
42248 DTN OO IO I T T I T T T T T I O
4249 MO OO OO0 OO o) D) OO
4261 OO OO0 OO oo OO O g OO
4260 OOIIIITTT] OO0 OO OO0 000 OoorTs
4259 O] O] O oo O g Oy
4258" O O OO O O g O o
3886 OIIIITTTT] OO MO0 0010100 000 OOraTrTo
4257 OO DO OO OO T OO O O
3885 MM TN () Oy ) ey
4263 OOITITTIT] OO0 BT s OO O g OO
4264 OO OO0 OO oo Oy O g OOrrrern
4265 OOOTITO OO0 OO0 O o) O o] O
4266 IO MO MITOTI O O T IO OO 0] OTrrrron
3889 OIMIITITTIT] OO oD O O oo
4267 OMOIIITITITIN] OO OO O O O
4268 OO OO0 OO0 OO01101 0 OO0 1] O7101111)
4308~ OOIIIIIITIT] OO0 OO0 OTT0TTT 0 OO0 OOTITTTn
4269 OO OO0 OO oo O O g OO rn
4270 OO OO0 O D) O n) O OOrrrrern
4271 OO OO0 OO O ) OO T OO TIITTo
4272 I OO0 OIDD OO OO OO TR
3800 OO D) OO o) Oy OO g Oy
3668 OOIIITTTTN OO0 MO0 OO0 OO0 0o
4274 OO0 OO0 00 OO (O OO
27 OO OO OO O TN O TN Ty
3883 OMIIITTIIT] IO OO oo O ) OO ] el
27 OO OO T O O T O SRS T O (T T O
4278 OO OO0 o O O g OO rrrrrn
4279 OO OD IO O OO (o oo
4282 OO OO OO oo O O OO
4282 OO OO0 O oo O O g Oorrrrrn
4311 OO OO OOy O O Oy
4284 OO OO0 OO0 10 OO0 1010 OO0 1] Oy
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4236™ OO I T O I I
OO cororaarn ¢ I
o o o O Y
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B 1 #FHAS. lycopersicoides LA2951 & IL B&ENRIH CMV B QTL
O LRYOARZIRE . R4 5] 2R ARl VE36 L5 Lbie, PDI 2283 W3 (P <0.05)
R R (P<0.01). S0 BERRAEG BRI, REUTBRRLE,

IRAF kIR QTL AR Tk B RAE, BEAFLEROHEN QTL. Chr fRR Yk,
M BFRACAT B P 0 R % [ 2 B Canady %5 (2005).

Fig. 1 The identified QTLs conferring the resistance to CMV by using S. lycopersicoides LA2951 IL population
O : Scale. * and ** indicated the significant difference of PDI between IL and the control VF36 at 0.05 and 0.01 level respectively.
The introgression segments in black color indicated the homozygous S. lycopersicoides alleles, segments with diagonals indicated
the heterozygous genotype. Gray arrow indicates QTLs need to be addressed further and black arrow indicates
the confirmed QTLs. Location of the flanking markers and chromosome scale

were based on Canady et al. (2005) .

2.3 L CMV QTL RERE S

FIF VF36 x LA4264. VF36 x LA4268. VF36 x 4284 %5 3 AN JeAr 404347 TR 56,  LABRIA
AL TEIXLE IL 1 QTL IR RN. . T4 KB, 210 3 A~ IL 5 VF36 24481 PDI 4=
K HEHMIL, KTXE VE36, Hr VF36 x LA4264 % VF36 [f] PDI [#1L T 8.4%, VF36 x LA4268 fll
VF36 x LA4284 YK T 17.0%, 5 VF36 ZFiER] T 0.05% W #F /K (F2). S Semel (2006)
TFEGHT, WIBUEWIIX 3 AN IL I & H QTL A ASE 4 Bk .
24 3L CMV QTL BEAEMI#IE 4R

FIF LA4264 (a) x LA4268 (b). LA4268 (a) x LA4284 (b). LA4284 (a) x LA4264 (b) %k
3NIRAZ N A HATHIEREG, DLEI A X 28 QTL ) HAERUN B IL %42 414 1) PDI 43 5586 i VF36
BRI T 28.6%- 79.8%F1 33.3%, IR T E & 7 57, I BAR T AR IL 5 VF36 B2 F (K 3).
Z: I8 Eshed 1 Zamir [f] (1996) J5i%, WIZPUEMAIE QTL 2025 & bt 30w .
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ﬂg =
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0 = 0
LA4264 LA4268 LA4284 LA4264(a)x LA4268(a)x LA4284(a)x
LA4268(b) LA4284(b) LA4264(b)
2 QTL &S 3 FE QTL Hfe&#r
Fig. 2 Genetic analysis of QTL Fig. 3 Interacted effect between QTLs
A \/\
3 Wie

3.1 ZEFEHF LA2951 31 CMV QTL EfiL

AT TURIL,  BFA RS E A LA2951 KL Fy St FopieE/i (Phills et al., 1977; Chetelat,
2010), 45 742 =4t CMV (Phills et al., 1977; Zhao & Qiu, 2005 ) A5 b ) FH 2k [ 28 i LA2951
(1 IL K AHEAE, It 4 RS, WA THER CMV P4, X5t CMV (47 s2E4T T 4047,
RIVZIFAEFRT CMV gtk t QTL #, HAZHEERm . 1X 58 AP IR S. chilense, £ &
it S. habrochaites, /NEF S. neorickii, W EH]Z i S. pennellii, BEZEA S. pimpinellifolium,
S AR B T BE A it S. chmielewskii 55 BEYRANAE— 5 448 B AT CMV 1) T WA R ILPu Ik sl 5 (Akhtar et
al.,2010), LL A I\ F) 50 S. chilense LA0458 5€ 47 1) Cmr & PR JF- A S 3B 2 1 #R L K] 35 4% ( Stamova
& Chetelat, 2000) ZF£5i0AH—50. B0 H AT ORI EZEFHT CMV AL BAUATLERS FEAR R4 7
PE, T HAS A FR B S2 RS A5 AR (R . 5o 4k, AT A S it LA2951 IL BEfR G 56 T
2 96% 2R Ain LA2951 JERIAL, DRIth—Sehuthefr s nlge 5% Wy, 2 10 (13 4> ID)
WAl GIRSAAAEA R AT, RATERGIRE T AW LRAE (Canady et al., 2005), AT
FEH BT IL ¥JE A A8 SR AR, RA ARG Tk, PRt —28 IL Lo &, bl RS FEWUN QTL
MER; FE, —SIL HTHRZS52ZFBEESKHIL, HASK QTL MMNIE T — P RAr. AR
ORISR ALEE 94 10 R 12 Rk AN BOITEL & 19 QTL, AN R IL 8038 ik 2 o7k
5, WRIBAEMPUE, M RS TREERR, AW E . X BAG S AT NPT CMV # iRt
B 0T — E A

3.2 FEEFF LA2951 i CMV QTL =& R EAE

Wiz BRBHAANCN QTL @4t TARIM TH, 1 H A8 QTL MEtA& 8y X HAFESE T R
%At . Gur Al Zamir (2004) FJFI2K B EFAEFF S. pennellii LA0716 [#iis &R, LWELREG K
AEARAETT, IL7-5-5 AR THEm ™ &0 QTL KM Wik i IL8-3 R 4G RE T A KII L
B T 5 TL9-2-5 41 2 I S AR PRy IR R, o ATRES: HP 6 5T CMV 1) QTL, 45 LA4264 . LA4268.LA4284
ZAAE QRCMVBa, QRCMV9a. QRCMV12 451tk 7 tfr 4 KW, 1XLE QTL M isifL N I R IMA
5e4 B, 1X5 Stamova Fl Chetelat (2000) AtillZRZEAHNT CMV [FLHE A2 B, 5 %25
SEMAH—%0. Eshed fil Zamir (1996) FIH K H S. pennellii LA0716 [#13 R TURIN, 5= &1
QTL HAERILBE /AN T I VE s AL RN o A TR I, AFPT CMV 1 QTL S0 5 584 Ik 13k
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N o FIREE A — BN T3R5 PoE 716 QTL (b, i LS AL R IA e 4 Wk K B 0
SEARMPERN, IXRE2 T BT CMV 7 i i Al (AR 2 1F o

3.3 ARIBEMEMNIT CMV EE/QTL MIEIH

ARG TH A FH R Al LA2951 1 IL BEARSE AL T35 2. 7. 8. 9 10 11 F 12 etk
i 8 4N QTL. RF AT A BL, K H S. chilense LA0458 (K4t CMV S PEFED Cmr 7 T3/ A5 12 4
o ARFRIC TG180 A TG565 [i] (Stamova & Chetelat, 2000), HIH 7 i 4% %4 8% Tomato-EXPEN
2000, ZXIRALTH 12 Y4k 9.00 ~ 57.60 cM 1], TIAHFFT @A 21 QTL A7 F 5 12 Je ik
Fric CT156 Fl TG473 [8]. B 97.00 ~ 117.00 cM Z [8], 55 Cmr FEFA[FAL. 5546, 2K S. habrochaites
LA1777 HI$HT CMV A7 547 T4 6 Yetifk Fkric TG164 F1sp [A] (Cillo et al., 2007). Kt, itk
BAYHTRIN, K H S. lycopersicoides LA2951 (4T CMV {7 55 _F i A B 26 b 25 52 B A8 AN RIS
HPT CMV A

34 FMBERFIEYMIMAREEFREHFERE/QTL BIFELS
WEFAMUFIRE L, T HAR R B AR SR 2 . B, SR E S EW R ) 2 2
RIS . (A INPAEPIET 10 B aeth, e A00HEdr 6 F (Scholthof etal., 2011). 3
Bt LA2951 #iE I 2 MopiaE (Phills et al., 1977; Zhao etal., 2005; Chetelat, 2010), X655
AP RANE], i H— S B AN [FA R R S X AR Gy o MR N 2R3 Al LA2951 Hid sk th
-39 7% (Tomato yellow leaf curl virus, TYLCV) [ QTL ¥E47 T 5@ 47, ML Ebi & 3 LA3879. LA3895.
LA4311 &3Pt TYLCV Fl CMV, 558 LA3879 it & 1) QTL Mis Kt — D , {2 LA3895 Fll LA4311
BE P CMV BIA7 5L QRCMVI2 54t TYLCV (A7 55 QRTY12 [Alfy e 45, 2012). J4bh, B
e T B B DR AR A RIS AR FE AL K/QTL . th Tl RHMEY LA R
B (http: //solgenomics.net/), FRAEIEEFIALE B, & LR SRR AEY T fe 0 &4t
AR 35 ()[R JE R/QTL, 4628 2 e tifh L& i AiAe o #5110 Tm-1. FHHT CMV (1)
cmrl K ASHFFT % & KT CMV ) QTL QRCMV2 (Levesque et al., 1990; Ohmori et al., 1996; Kang
etal., 2010); 5 3 Jetafh BRFR MBI LR E Y MBEAL A0 Pot-1. BURBT PVY BIAL AL pyvrd FIERET
PVY {7 25 pvr2/pvr5 (Murphy et al., 1998; Parrella et al., 2002); 5 4 Je(0 & L& AP TYLCV (1)
Ty-5. QRTY4 AIFHHHIT CMV ) QTL cmv5.1 (Caranta et al., 2002; Anbinder et al., 2009; 5% fd %,
2012); % 8 Yefifh L SR EH ISR E S WiTEN Ns 5 AT 4 € ) QRCMV8 (Marczewski et al.,
2002); 5511 Jetofh a X HRREH LR HE Y i FE IR Ryaggs PTUHRE A BN IED Ragg FIHT
P55 7  QTL PLRV.1 (Haméldinen et al., 1997, 1998; Marczewski et al., 2001); 2 11 44,
b X B P ER Y I BRI HE A Ryso~ DT ES 828 M 25 (1) 36 K Rm FIFH AT CMV (1) QTL cmv6.1
(Brigneti et al., 1997; Chaim etal., 2001; Marczewski et al., 2006). IX%E{7 p5 4 ] W SRR )5t
ANFE R BN OE Tl Re . DU AR, PUAIFRIZEBUN B 40K 2 BOE R/QTL AW, 158
AMBURBENLEIAE], T HPT 2 P 288 A B R R G 2 AL, ST TR
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