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Advances on Whole Genome Sequencing in Fruit Trees

QIAO Xin, LIMeng, YIN Hao, LI Lei-ting, WU Jun, and ZHANG Shao—ling*
(Centre of Pear Engineering Technology Research, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: At present, 10 complete genome sequences are available for fruit trees such as grape,
papaya, apple, banana, pear and sweet orange. In this review, we first surveyed the historical development
of genomic sequence of fruit trees. Then we investigated the evolution history of fruit trees, and
summarized the progress of fruit trees post-genomic research. Challenges in genomics for fruit trees are
raised and the future of post-genomics research interests in fruit trees was discussed in the end.
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ARUEE, BRI FEAF R IR RO B, X bR A S K 2 2 1) T 2000 4, [ Brfbl vy 5 A
NN (Arabidopsis Genome Initiative) %&T- Sanger Ml 7 H: A, FH BAC-by-BAC (bacterial artificial
chromosome) M 5¢ il FU I 7+ 4= 3E K 41077 (The Arabidopsis Genome Iniative, 2000), X i% 5N
LEREAHE DR 2000 P v () 1 O o 6 Bl e PR 400 P 1 55 DT 20 1l ok T e FL e R A B PR 2 A S A 2L
W 6 408 I R R IR I A S 2R e S R SR g (R BSeidk, - Sanger W -G 1E— B T+, 77 i
KIEERTE, WP RIS, AR, XS0 SR B AL 4] (Adams etal., 2000) i
AT R R AT g, 2007 4, Jaillon 55 (2007) JEF X241 Sanger MFHAR, FIH WGS 5l 5¢
BT SR ALY, XS AN SE R R SR R 4L . B S BARIK (Carica papaya) FERIA11T)
B (Ming et al., 2008) Hik Sanger WGS Wl 7 125 SRR 4 ik DR 4100 e v 1 Y 1) S — 532481
Sanger W7 FHH L HGMILH, WSRO B, AmidERPER s ARl TR 2 LU
) E PRI B A, XSl o 50 B PRI RS DR A2 AN S ), AR P A T A AE — S8k LT % (Bennett et
al., 2003) .

TESE A B S e 2 S 1)+ 2 4R 0], RFERAN P EARE TR R E. | 2005 FLLk, U2
[/ (Roche) K454 24¢ (http: //www.roche.com) . Applied Biosystems 2> ) SOLID™ % 4;
DL J¢ Tlumina 2w () Solexa Z 48 AK B Al SN PR (R 1) Wk KR4 R 41
WA ES.

Roche 454 Py~ 5 3§l i 1 (10 SRR & Bl i, MU SLHCR Sl EE N, (PCR) 5 Ak
—A KT (pL) KNI AN AT I . 2012 4F, 454 RETHHCH FLX + WFTFH, & Fa—
W K BE™ A2 100 7 i, e R I8 %] 1 000 bp Chttp: //my454.com/products/
gs-flx-system/index.asp) , A LMXHF Sanger P15 BRIP4, 0 TR E R P A &
PN . Roche 454 MIFHARC) 2 N H THA AR HF AN 7 (http:  //my454.com/applications/
whole-genome-sequencing/ index.asp) - 2010 %F Nature genetics A4 T 3& T Roche 454 1 Sanger P4 F
M6 R WGS S0 5E B SE R (Malus < domestica ) 4= FE 41 45 % (Velasco et al., 2010) ,
2 Ji Roche 454 FiARLE R IEIA N P 43302 N (R 2) .

SOLID™ J& 5 #h— 7l il B (I 65 R FLI PCR 8 REHC, 3L 9¢ YebR e AT 1 et
s eSS A AT Y . 2012 4E4] SOLID™ W FE-F- (5 RF R 17 B Lk 3 7 ~ 20 Gb, fk
B E R 75 bpe

Nlumina 51 & 26Tl & 1A el ek, e e R v A T gt 2500, -1 &
R Z A AE T IR X PCR (bridge PCR) £2K . 2011 4RJi€, 71 HiSeq2000 #l73F- £ 2K HI XA i
WP, — AN Pl TE fe e 7= A K7 71 KT 2.5 /283 HE (http: //res.illumina.com/documents/
products/datasheets/ datasheet_hiseq systems.pdf) . H A Illumina I 5>~V 5 15 K —Fh 3= 38 5000 7
TEARB A BE DM e A 202 A . 555 —4X Sanger WP EARAHLL, 2 *ﬁuﬂJF%‘EUkB%ﬁETuﬂJF%
A, Hv T AR, HON Y R S, DR RO A i DR A T B PR R FH S

WK, BRI 7 e i 5 = AR P B R B . Helicos 28 # (1) Heliscope H.43 174X «
Pacific Biosciences 2 H] ) SMRT £ A Hll Oxford Nanopore Technologies 2 F] [ 4K fLE 73 1 H AR S
T2 =AM P HER (Munroe & Harris, 2010). 5 ETPAAEARALL, 28 =ARM P HER G B T wlE 25K,
R vy TP, BRI T 007 A (Delseny etal., 20100, {H &5 AL FHE AL AR ER
BAf S FIEMAR R R, BB N F G5 I8
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Table 1 Comparison of different sequencing platforms

W6 DNA § 31175 FEHEE/ (Mb - d) KK nt THIEERE Y BT A/ (S Mb)
Sequencing platform DNA amplification method Throughput Max read length Average error rate  Costs
Sanger KT B P9 I IR 384 6 800 104~107° ~500
Plasmid replication in Escherichia coli
Roche 454 FL# PCR  Emulsion PCR 750 400 10°~ 10 ~20
soLip™ FL# PCR  Emulsion PCR 5000 50 107~ 107 ~0.50
Tlumina Bl PCR  Bridge PCR 5000 100 10%~107 ~0.50
Helicos 7T Single-molecule sequencing 5000 32 107 <0.50

*: Kircher & Kelso, 2010.

#®2 10 HRMEERARIEILE

Table2 The comparison of 10 fruit trees whole-genome data

N NN BERA s o . IsY52 ]

TR Ty ERA e mmwon mapm SO0
LIPS . . Mb o S S/ E N

. Sequencing Sequencing Mb Numbers L2 /% . .

Species . Genome Scaffold Published agazine

material methods . Assembly  of gene Repeat

size total

% PN 40024 Sanger, WGS 475 487.1 30434 41 3514  Jaillonetal., 2007
Vitis vinifera
FAK Sun Up Sanger, WGS 372 370 28 629 43 17764  Ming et al., 2008
Carica papaya
RS Golden Delicious Sanger, 454, 742.3 603.9 57 386 67 1629  Velascoetal., 2010
Malus * domestica WGS
gy Hawaii 4 454, SOLiD, 240 209.8 34 809 23 3263  Shulaev etal., 2010
Fragaria vesca Illumina WGS
HERS Khalas variety ~ Illumina, WGS 658 381 25059 - 57277  Al-Dous et al., 2011
Phoenix dactylifer
wjnf Belizean Criollo Sanger, 454, 430 326.9 28 798 - 4792  Argoutetal., 2011
Theobroma cacao Tllumina WGS
HHE DH-Pahang Sanger, 454, 523 4722 36 542 44 7513  D'Hontetal., 2012
Musa acuminata Illumina WGS
L Dangshansuli Illumina HiSeq2000 527 512 42812 53.1 2103  Wuetal., 2012
Pyrus bretschneideri BAC-by-BAC
i Valencia sweet  Illumina, GAII 367 320.5 29 445 20 4811 Xuetal, 2012
Citrus sinensis orange WGS
B Lovell Sanger, WGS 265 224.6 27852 37.14 202 Verdeetal., 2013

Prunus persica

1.2 REFEAR SRR IRRH R

P77 (Jaillon et al., 2007) « FEAJK (Ming etal., 2008) . 35 (Velasco etal.,, 2010) . Hi4f
(Shulaev etal., 2010) . #F# (Al-Dousetal., 2011) . A 7] (Argoutetal., 2011) . £ (D'Hont et
al., 2012) . %L (Wuetal., 2012) . fI# (Xuetal., 2012) FERA 52U, 45 10 FEARMHE (The
International Peach Genome Iniative et al., 2013) [FJIE P2 5B I W3, 10 Fp SRR 458 DR 2
FEAEGE R HEAT FoAb R VR A R AL et s it TR BB AR GR 2) o A, g (Prunus
mume) F=FERIM P45 R O A4 (Zhang et al., 2012) , XK AR (Prunus mume) WEFTHEAL
HESF,

RN b, 10 M RBHED DASE — AR AR 7o £, Horbh 4. AR RIBERH T
FARMFITvE: WA W, AL FRERH] T8 AR 7 TSR R w1
A EAR S A R NG . AL SRR T BAC-by-BAC HRBE, 31X 2 1% SRS 7 A 4> L K]
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PRI E RN, RO T s A ER SRR A A AR 8 (Wu et al., 2012) o Z4I3EHAR
X0 T At SRR B R B % I R SR AR ) R R A S A R B A S (. AR |, SRR AL
AR KK, 7 603.9 Mb, X2 H FT T 56 a3 R 41N 3 SR v s K IR R DR A, 1 g i DR 4
ALK, b 209.8 Mb. fERENELE b, SERIERAPERRERNEERZ, L 57386 1,
HUGERL, R 42 812 NI, WAL DR 20 b e () SR PR BB A b, 3k 25 059 MR b4,
TP AR/ N R T RERI IR, S AN AL A SR PR 20 DR/ 28 e 32 B2 th L R P 41
K (Wuetal., 2012) , FRFFHIALEAIERLL A PTE HLG] 935000 67%H1 53.1%.

FIF NCBI 4325404k %2 (http: //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Taxonomy/CommonTree/wwwcmt.cgi) 14
I 10 BB 5. $E I MW (Populus trichocarpa) 2 [RIHIBEALIT, 454 A 4t
DAL ZEL 0 1 0 A1 &5 S b th T 38 20 W0 R ) o AR ERE ), AR AR A R A 52 i F54F - (whole-genome
duplication, WGD) [K7k%, 5% WK 1 (Jaillon et al., 2007; Argout et al., 2011; D'Hont et al.,
2012; Wuetal., 2012; Xuetal., 2012) .

100~1257 VG Phoenix dactylifer ]

FHE Musa acuminata Monocotyledons
Wiz Vitis vinifera —
140 A Fragaria vesca

37.5~70.2 { g Prunus mume
E

#k Prunus persica

Rosaceae
L 110~125 54~215 %4 Pyrus bretschneideri
FB Malus < domestica T HAE

Dicotyledons

. ¥aW Populus trichocarpa
547885 EIE Arabidopsis thaliana
HFARIK Carica papaya
B[R] Theobroma cacao

85

HHH8 Citrus sinensis _

1 FEYPMHZEHELXRREERASHEG
* AR WGD RAEMIREG: B Rom R o), 547 2 i 7 4R LA .
Fig. 1 Evolutionary relationships among different species and whole genome duplication events
The number of * indicates the occurrences number of WGD;

Numbers in the figures indicate species divergence time, Unit: MYA (million years ago) .

KZHAY A R rh#2  T ABE A S, A DA 5 A A 2 ) A S DR 21 2 4
(Old WGD) FHEACIF 4z L4 52 H] (Recent WGD) PP 72, "o RAHY HE Z I BLF VR (Jiao et
al., 2011) o JLT-rA w7 R4 3 R AL A 4 R DR AL 52 T R0 RIE B X 3R BH 22 A A A 2 4 7R 4 2
AL FEHES P 2R (Soltis et al., 2008) o fE LR SE MG 1) 10 Fof AR I PRI 21 o #0 R IAT 4
FERASZ IR, M HAEL) T 3 IkAREFEAEH (D'Hont et al., 2012) .

Jaillon 55 (2007) R4k 4 4 JE PR 20 45 SR EAT T RGERAb 70 b, 4 SRR W A 2 (e kA b RO
RAET M AR SIS, WS ORI A S AE, W4 . BRI
J& T 5MEY) (Rosids)  (Bremer et al., 2009) , @it LLE % . . I IFIE R4 LI, ¥
B R IR R AR R A AR A, XS5 RER I, SR (Rosids) FHAHEREYE T —
LB A EARAAR G . X — 250 AEfE AR SRR RO DL RS R AL A5 B I

B HAb S AR ) () LR R A S A e A 6], LSS B4 T 14 000 J74EH XL
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TR T AT S SR, 2 JERZIAE 3 000 ] 4 500 JTAERT, RARSERN AT — kA
SR I, AR KL R AAE 540 T3] 2 150 T4ERT /4 (Velasco et al., 2010;
Wuetal, 2012) . JtAh, Wu % (2012) FIHAFEYRNZ AR ILEMOC R, BT X074 20 35%
PR R, S5 REN] 7 KX R e g R T R T AR, 77T 9 &k
BHESEZOAR . SR FEDTIN A A, — AN T 4 2 R 20 S A4 S R RN 9 S 2 et
ARy 17 g tath, IUAEISE R QLRI BRI T 9 ANl 2 QLRI S A0 LL A k2K (Velasco
etal., 20100 o XEEHFFTH AR ZHOU T AW B AT LR S A se e it 7 3F— Dkl . th4h,
A HEPZH I PRI TUE IR AR IR AT R A AR B PR 2 S 2, A IR et A2 s ARt 9 4%
gLt ki oK, (5 MA R, A /S AR LS4 (Shulaev et al., 2010; The International
Peach Genome Iniative et al., 2013) .

X T RS AR AR RS « B AN, W], 3 I A DRI et R I AT R AT ] ) S AR A AR A
FIRS 5 P A O FLNF R — FE R At 2 IR A i Fe Gy REAEHE  ARAR
AL AR A H S (Xuetal., 2012) o 103 AT AR RFI R I 2 41, RILFEATUKRZ)
77 200 JAEAT AU T A ok, IR0 F R A B R R AR 1) B BRI AL A S A R
TEMIFEAR R AR R R, I BB AR NS AT IE R A Z I3/ (Ming etal., 2008) o Ji&
DRI 20 73 B &5 R A W] Rl m] 2 e X7 ARG 7 Sk s e gtk ok, Ak y b SR S48,
P —KBIN TXFHRE A BAA LR SRR SE (Argout et al., 2011)

HAA—HEME, FER TR FEY, kA 3 REERAEHFE (o By y BT HIFE
), HIERIAM PP T RPN R AR E KRR, R T ARANEHEDIR: R e,
I HRBL T AE B R RS AR ) 20 A0 2 BT D A7 AE I P AR S I AR GBS S 41, IX 28751 Rk
U e BAT BRI AR HIBT DR M K 52 95 U5 (D'Hont et al., 2012)

1.3 EWEREBEEERIZHE
1.3.1 #

B R 2 BRI 25 ) 1 SR S SO KU AT F R . S RS R R AN R, SR SRR B
AL OBl T AE SR ) T EERO6 G ) LA AW B Fs i s A R AR A S A
[ PR dEAT EUA, 45 BT 6 — 1R L1 2L W it 208 (sorbitol-6-phosphate dehydrogenase, S6PDH),
LI BLEE I &4 (sorbitol dehydrogenase, SDH) , IALEEHLIZNHE (sorbitol transport, SOT) 3 /ML
FRAEFL R ) ik i L AR G AR Bl 5, S6PDH, SDH Fl SOT JEIR 5 ik CL.& A8 BLRI 3 LR 41
gk, JIF HaX 3 MR A E T R AR 77 3¢ (Maloideae-specific clade) , Ik, 73
RIL 4~ S6PDH HEIK, e SE U R WIFTATIX 4 > S6PDH SERIAE F 52 i 92 R IA 1K, XK1
FAERE SRR EOT Gl OB RS F A (Wuetal., 2012)
132 FERMHR

RS THEREY I, AR RS i ) F IR . FER PR A W) E ok B TR TR AR |
IR R KA S, RSEME S E AR NES . R TR, WESR. wh A
WKW . S, 2Py o - KR Ca-linolenic acid) AR i 72 4H 5 1 5 46, 7 i
(Lipoxygenase, LOX) (25) FIZEEMEME (Alcohol Dehydrogenase, ADH) (10) JEHRHHE L1
o, ERWERE SRS 13 1) LoX FEIER & ERE, I HARSLREPINREEARTE, 5
IEIFI, 7ERSR BB ADH [WERIA A B PTE M (Wuaetal.,, 2012) o Kb o - WK
P AR I AR T2 R SR S T BT BE A AR F
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133 %A% C

Ai2 28 C NAPUAINIE (Ascorbic acid, AsA), & EWA P B EE A HTEAL RV 2 B 5l A
FPIR P AsA AU A S A KR B RIPTd i R R EAE R, i B 5 AR DIAE ¢ . Fithe 1
SRS YRR C, FHIBIENALIN R iR R CARMHE B IEAT TIRANISY, 45 8 Wb SR
AR S 3 MR (PG, PME, GalUR) &5 L), {E1X 3 MRt D - 3L B RIE 7
A P S5 DR 20 A% 10 PR TA 0 B, T 5T 508 S 2 W A TR SR s b 2P FURE AR I8 12 2 iR 2 Y, GalUR
XTI AsA B R AT RE RPN EMIEH (Xuetal., 2012) .
134 KEE

AR FE AT AT e i B B s (s, /ARIO [0dh . ERLR S, e TR A,
SEVPU AL S A R T AR, AL RS P AR AR . AR SR AL SR S A A I I AL R
H A 1 T B S A AN MR 2 R (Tao et al,, 2009) , M SEMT SR SE 5T, HF9TRM], HCT K
RERCIEREA R A B (Hoffmann et al., 2004) o XFALRSER B AFF B RNAseq £ds 5 Hk
(Wuetal., 2012) , fERSEKE RN M (hydroxycinn amoyl transferases, HCT)
LR RIE ARG, S EEREN p- HEB - FFHR/ZERR 3 - B (p-coumaroyl-
shikimate/quinate 3'-hydroxylases, C3'H) JEPSIFIMIMEREE - 4l A O - HIEHL NG (caffeoyl-CoA O-
methyltransferase, CCOMT) &N — &2 M p - & 8E - 4l A (p-coumaroyl-CoA, PCC) [njWiIr
Bk - 4fil§ A (caffeoyl-CoA, CFC) FIFEEME - 4iil§ A (feruloyl-CoA, FC) mi/K V¥, i
SH G RARFEM S BAFZE (G-lignin F1 S-lignin) AL Z . FETLL LRI, Wu sk (2012) AN
B SZA M S E AR G BUARSRER S BASRZE, MASE P BAFE, HANE KB
T~ Sl A O BTRIRE - A A AR IIX SN R AR A PR T 2R AR B PR A B
135 RELF

FSLHR R RAE— A EE N AEY AR LA ERISL SNl . MADS-box FE[H 55 51
REBVMIC, wTREHT R SERE, BN AE BT/ BT (0 T B RS h MADS-box JE R ¥ e 1t
HPRAWI KGR (Shan et al,, 2009). KEMER type II MADS-box FERTERG KA LJET
StMADS11 W.AY3Z, %5 e SRR R EMIE (Velasco etal., 20100 o FFF KL KA1 IR BT
W ERAS R RS () FHARRPIR BRAR R LS GRS A7AE PRI [F) (1) L], MADS-RIN W] REAE
PGB Y DR SRS O (Xuetal., 2012)
13.6 #uk

SRR 4 5 TR 200 15 A 00 T 55 T PR R R P LA A B B AR 0 6 St 2 5 0. A i R Al
AL R IPUR LR (R gene) , IX I R 7EAB A 9 1R T ¥ 917 A0 1o i v % 4% 7248 1 (Heath, 2000,
KZH R GRS & (S 1 MEHREE AL (NBS) Al AMWE S a2 MRER (LRR)
X4 (Hulbertetal.,, 2001) , 7EAdrh, SILEEH 396 4 R HEH (Wuetal, 2012) o 7E3E R B
FEDIZH AR I T ORI R JEDR, T 25 JE R 2 i A% 341 /> NBS-LRR JE[K (Jaillon et al., 2007) .

2 LRI e SRR ST

21 ENFHR

TEREFE AL T, AT LK b b R0 B A e i R 2 2 A (1) 25 S A T LR, AT 48 75 A ol 5 LA
KMt RS, R e M AL YR DL R B R 5%

SRR 5 DR 20 DA R I, o6 SRR R U R I B AT TR TR ST, Hodonh S



144 Ir 2555 WAL I P wT o Tt i 171

Ry BHRE . PRI ARES SRS T EoKHERE . Velasco 55 (2010) X3S E (Malus) UL K AY
J& (Pyrus) 3t 74 ANFPEAT T A2 0, IACKREE SR 5B R (M. sieveesii) [MZEZ K
Z LSRN S (M. sylvestris) 1137 (M. baccata) V8 52 (M. micromalus )RR (M. prunifolia)
BT, P, Velasco 55 (20100 A4y, IRAHRES 3 St sl B9 0 BE AR, A2 R 2e il
AR YR T BRI . O TERGTEIRS ARy, Xu 55 (2012) B 58001 TR ) 307 4~ SSR #x
WC R R, WP e (Citrus grandis) FUAG (C. reticulata) IS 2 [0 FIFRFIR AL R R,
SRJGRE—20 X 3 ANl AR 3 ASHERG AP REAT B (R RIRIE > 3050, #fisE TR IE R A b
39.7 Mb [FFFIRYE T, 118.2 Mb HJFHISKIE THIAE, F56 13 IasAL o3 B, b I Fas
KIR A7 CBEAD FIAAE (S2A) [H[R1AZ 24P [sweet orange = (pummelo x mandarin) x mandarin] .
T T AR YL DR, B B ARE R AR 11 AN IEEE (Prunus persica) dFT LI 53 71K B
ek (P ferganensis), HiliBt (P kansuensis), Wk (P davidiana) FIVGEHE (P mira) H—4
mn PEEAT T EN Y, TSR 4] SNPs (M R G AL o M R R R PES 11 AN Rk R A R —
ANRHE, XRYPH Rk S PRI R r] e JE TR ARl BrgEpk el e g MR YIb ) B AR B,
W] HEAR BRI I FE 1) — AN ) ZSFE K41 (The International Peach Genome Iniative et al.,
2013),

2.2 SNPSHBIFFXR

SNP RFEFY Z &M HFEE M DNA 7> heid, HEEZ, 245, RE%ER. oAt
TR BURE A4 . Clark 25 (2007) FH @il i SNP S B, SR A4 B T AN A i R 8t
17T 28V BEAE AN A SR BE DS 200 PP (R 58 1, 0 SRR 7 TR G 22T J T AH ¢ SNP W8 v it
FIFH. Chagne 55 (2012) 5% 27 AN 5 G ORdEA T AR B H W0 3 A5 U S A oA 4k R 1 B i) SN, JF
R 8K SNP v, A TR R H KBS I, IXF 25 (A ad—Ar sl — PR IR 2 TR S e
(IR, 320 b B ST AR (W SR A A R i, BN IR Al 9. Cabezas 5 (2011) FJ 7 55
AL 48 AN 7 HER 1) SNP Fric TPk T 3E R i H 848 AP % 8 Lijavetzky 55 (2007)
S5 GHI LA S SNPlex HARTZHE il & SNP, JFEATHIZFE 73 8. 1X L8 SNP (U v I R A SFmt
WAL ZREVEREGY . SR . IEBIR R . FRic SRR Z TR IR BOEMEIR 2 A7 S 2 T
CHEBIE PR IR L T L EE AR5
23 EfEEEEMER QTL EfL

FWE AL PR3 910 T 5% B 0% DL R ) B S R e L S 0, R S SR R AL
SNP A 1c B2 251 SSR A1 Fa) fat i A 55 16 A P 15 B B Rl il 0l oAy SRS 4 35 R A 00 7 i 8 5 ) o
FLNTY, OAHGRME T30, M4 BARNEEZ AR (s B i F ) #E 3% . Antanaviciute
& (2012) FIHSER AL SNP BEDL i f gt 7 — AN SRR ‘M4327 JE AR % FE st A% 1],
ZE A T HAT S5 RGN QTL /b, JF HEGEIERAUT I AR % Vezzulli %5 (2008) F
FRE T 3 MR A 283 4~ SSR bric LUK 501 4> SNP brid i T 45 A isif% il Scalabrin
(20100 MEE T AN EAR G R4 P ‘Pinot Noir” i 28 47) B S A K]

SEA A SE LI A5 BT T B R MR A (QTL) AL, 6T SR & R R R S i ok
REA R o EF 5 B AR Rl CnsE iy B, WA PO IF R T REM QTL EAL
W9 e R Y RAN ) QTL 7 J71f, Khan %5 (2012) B3 AR 1842 4347,
PR T QTL #Ubifr T 16 SIEMRE; Battilana 25 (2009) FIH] QTL 2047 Sk Kepe 772, &5
AR FIA TS, WA Y R BB R AT T %8, B 2 M SE R e A B 4 10
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SIEWRE LR SRR S B QTL X, A 1 AMEIEIER 1 - A - d - RETPE 5 - SR &

(1-deoxy-d-xylulose 5-phosphate) & gL A5 5 5 BURE F45 fi 5m 7 5 19 3% QTL g ez 7k
R, K/NEARMI S QTL & 47 J i, Longhi 25 (2012, 2013) FIF QTL A7 fiittfr & 2% 3¢
R AR, E— 0 % e R ST 322 QTL “h Md-PG1. Zorrilla-Fontanesi 45 (2011)
X AR B R (Fragaria % ananassa) A& 25 F0 LS 5 TR 10T 2 PR DR AV w50 R0 98 78 (1) Ak aze 3
RIREAT T %52 s Lerceteau-Kohler 55 (2012) fi#HT 1)\ A5 44 5 AE AR5 Fh S SE i TR AR B4R R R M, R
I homoeo-QTL X Tl i MR R R HAEM . Blas 55 (2012) X2 AR A il S SN RTEAR
(BT IR AL 1L CQTL) HEATIALAR ] Ib4h, AR PURARIE QTL [¥E AL 5T, Moreira 55 (2011)
R FH 367267 PR A ) 2 A8 i PR A A 3 P 3% >k s 7 o 03 110 B IR AN, o ] LG DRI 2000 e 2 ok
FE AT R IR BB ML U T 2 (0 fE BRI S 6 .

24 BHFREAZFWR

KLY IR) B SR A A T 9 R T Gk P A0 kR 2 (ESTs) MEAT R4l 0 M, B JE DR H 16 & W
(microarrays) , WFFEFH AT LA T 7 AN L DR [R] I BEAT R IE 40 H o S 3l HA TR 2 S 21 9 5 D)
(RNA-Seq), 1] LA SEAG A A AN [RI R A B ] — R AN RV ZH 2R . AN B I AR A AF T 1
ST KIBLR LD T, KOKHE S T e sk AU 9T IR HERf B DL S SR IA TS 15 % (Martinez-Gomez et
al., 2011). HHI RNA-Seq iR L&) 12 MW H BB L s 4058, {E4i%5 (Zenoni et al., 20105
Venturini et al., 2013). #f# (Yuetal, 2012). &% (Wangetal., 2012) &0 AT T8
KiEJ. Zenoni 55 (2010) FJH RNA-Seq FEAXHi A A3 F ‘Corvina’” KR KE 3 MBI %
HARNREAT TG, R E] 17 324 DMERER LK G RIE, Hd 6 695 N EHEANR E B By
FPERIK, KR T A Z Dhe kA (1) R IR e S P DA S 2 ) s S b . Yu 55 (2012) KRS S
Bl ‘Anliv” (WT) PLAERIAERRAZEEMR ‘Hong Anliu” (MT) 52 4 NRE M B #E S 23t
AT T EAsE, R A il ol SR SR 1 R il R v B R 0k R ) A AR AN LA 22 S ik FE AT IR
76 MT F1 WT o R 2] 19 440 #1118 829 MNRIAMIEE, 78 WT Hilid 89% RN/ R Lk E
FRAE R o 22 S 3RA 1N, HE— D ik e 2 R R SE AT T R /0 2R W], XSRS 2 5 4
MUBEAEY B s BROKAL AW LA KA TR RRAIS . SRS N ZARM . e min B R P 1

2.5 HREWE

BEE DU P BRI AT R e, A BEPR 200 e (R 34 A ) 58 2 )R B 2 AR BadkAT, i 4 dk
M FP3RAT TSR R IR APy, B d] KRR EAE, B A A AR 45, DR AR R R 54
AL U 5 Y B S A N R SRS AE S . BRG, RHARE B2 T HAE R Ay WoAfe, &
B DLAAL X Bt D SERRAIE TR N IS E 5 (1 S FH (R 8t 2 AR a2 o R Ak DR AL P15
RO T V2 EE R SE R 412 MRS P Ed 12, 2551 38035 P47 GDR (Genome Database
for Rosaceae, http: //www.rosaceae.org/node/1) , HAFEIFER . AL Bk, g, A Pk B 7
AR, A E AL RIS, BST #ds, HERALT 41 DA S —SAH B B 0 A TR A . Al SRt A 4
NI, i Chttp: //peargenome.njau.edu.cn/)  FitFE Chttp: //citrus.hzau. edu.cn/orange/)  FiZi
(http: //www.genoscope.cns.fr/externe/GenomeBrowser/Vitis/) 55, {EIXE6 W 3kt a] DLgk4T 43 A 40
Fea s AR B 548 R S B IR LS E I PR D R N T R SRR i DR 2 2 W 9 SR A = ) B s R K
i
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3 BB A DA ZH 0 Tl P B e B 4 s 9 e B2

MR A At R b R AR LA ) 2R R LU LB ) o v, DRl 22 R DR 5K
WL EE PN EAFAE (Lockton & Gaut, 2005), 7EK& [RYEIEFMELPHIGERTHR T, &
T 716 P A R PR BEASRE B e M e A B S 5 L R L, Xt gh 4 4Ll e 4l
18 Jl B K IR o V22 SRR BE DR 20 1) v 8 o S M2 o T e 1 1) v 5 DL BIOR s ARe PR3 1y, 9
FIH BAC-by-BAC SEMSHEAT I P IR ALIE R AL, B )8+ BIE AL 741 37.2% (Wu et al., 2012) o
I AT 21 2 gk 5 v S DR 2 2 (138 20 EA T R VRO, 4 SRR BSR4 e B R AL B R A 2
I EE 748 %) (Huang et al., 2009; Paterson et al., 2009) . [Kut, BIEE LA f df i 2 2%
SRR 2H 2T e vy AT 1) 4 A R LA AR s PR PR A o

TP BE DA 52 e i AE T R 2 B W FEA R AL 1 H A R AG A, TR s A W A k.
FIH WGS Sl — 26 5 B % 5 1 S I R L AT A BT AR TR AR DR B A A o 4 T v I A 1) &
BT AIIE T B DR B Al B v B A R EAT I A9 i 2 A b A T A S DR e B R P T v e 4
fIHAZF ‘PN40024° (Jaillon et al., 2007) , £ AN 4K AL P Rk ] 1 v BE 40 & AL AT 2
i (Ming et al., 2008) , AT FRAR T 2445 FEXTIN 7 2 412810 T4 R THIRS (Xu et al.,
2012) Ak (The International Peach Genome Iniative et al., 2013) 43EKI A PRy, R T R H
A OB AR 2R, RORPRAIC 7 JE PR ZH 00 e R S22 i o 01 SRR i PRI A DA Sl e R R ke i, e
AR R SRS A2 Jo R TR Bk it 00 ot e T D ke T i e o D 8 20 i AR i e 05 22 15 4K
DL ZAG A A R AR I ] B H BN b, B 6 2 A5 A AL A 35 DT ZH I P A T 1) 22T A o
(AR S Y AR B 4> BS AT I, BB M 4E (Fragaria x ananassa) 5 KY5 4 DNANIFRIFR
SR\ AEAE, R T REFE N 2 A5 ARSI A AT I B PR A, (R AT R 4 R AT Py I e 8 1 — A%
WEY AR R4S (Fragaria vesca) YERIFFAIEL, B b2 sl T (Shulaev et al., 2010) .
I, 7E REGE [ BRF ) DL Sl 2 R U E AT T, NS EIEFEIE R 4l A i . SR AH
XN RAE IR KL, G & B A6 F B A AR B AR R AR, AN B 2 A AR L

T A L DALy BRSBTS, AR Al R I AR R X s 1ok T AR S T
PERR . PRI, 764 5 AR — BN 1] PRI 50 A i DA B0 2R A6 2Rl 5 2t N DR TR AR B it
G5 MOBT B — L [RI R 5 2 A0 3EAN DR BB 0 o 7 A S5 DRI A SR R 2l b, SRR AN R
il REMARAT 2L A B, IRRDF R SRS, AR S SE R b ik 1, 42
ARG R X RIB R AED AR ] AR, B AT 5 58 pR R B, AR A B %
Fhfpia b B (KL, T 5. =3 ABA) MR Z B[ 54 %% (Transcriptomics) AR 412~

(Metabolomics) « & 1)l 4l%* (Proteomics) FIFFA#L % (Degradomics) JEAT LAWY OifiZEfR 45,

2012) 5 WHEEELRI AT LWBE A 700 b, AT IS 22 DhRe it KRR LA KRR
(Genome-wide association studies, GWAS), VP ke AN R AL 1) ) T BT AZ 1 1R 2 5
(SNPs), fiFtrsi R 24 ZHAR M EL A7 55 (Huang et al., 2010; Brachietal., 2011) , iXZ&f
ST AR A BE DR 2000 e Fa A R B RO T [ o BB U BRI AN R e, RS AR AN AR Ko 25 A 2R
B REAT 4 B DRI I oo Js R RS, SRR i DR A 2 Ak Gt D6 i T TR
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