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Abstract: A segregating population of 296 F; diploid hybrids has developed from a cross between
Rosa chinensis ‘Old Blush’ (OB) as maternal plant and Rosa wichuriana ‘Basye’s Thornless” (W) as
paternal plant. In this study, twenty-three SSR markers were found polymorphic within two parents among
one hundred and forty-six SSR marks. We selected 94 progenies randomly from F; population, used
twenty-three SSR marks to test the authenticity of hybrids and the genetic relationship. Three homozygous
dominant markers (Fv512, Fv609 and 305) were screened from the SSR marker sets, each marker is
enough to identify the entire hybrids in our population. In total, all of progenies were identified as real
interspecific hybrids, it suggested that the hybrid reliability is very high in our F, population. Twenty

markers were used to examine the genotype segregation, chi-square test indicated that nine (45%) markers
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exhibited segregation distortion with a significance levels at 5% and 1%, it suggested that F; population have
a high segregation distortion rate and the segregation distortion markers should be excluded when genetic
linkage map construction. The UPGMA based dendrograms indicated that the genetic variation and diversity
of 94 progenies was significant, and these progenies could be classified into 2 groups and 7 subgroups.
Keywords: Rosa chinensis; Rosa wichuriana; diploid; F; population; hybrids identification; SSR

marker; segregation distortion

H 2Rk %8 (Rosa L) AHY), LA 33 000 # (Thomas, 20005 Young, 2007).
RO A RSP, 20, PRtttz Z2H0EARHERFON—ZTF 6, tRG2A8E R B
PRIR R EOAF LA N FAsid o] DO R BSIR A A8 S AT G AR EEAT AR 1 2 [
R e, BRI NS, ISR A TR, IR RS = B R AR (G289 45, 2015).

X A AT AR P ARI 4 0 5 R 2 W e o i PR B TR AT S AR B (Lincoln & Lander, 1992).
i DA DNA, IR ES P (SSR) LIS B, EEMLF. 5 THAERAZ IR mE I A E
BRI B P45 (Chetan Kumar et al., 2012) FIREAEL 08T (Ellis & Burke, 2007) %515 1EM
S ARid, WIFEMEAE (Selvakumar et al., 2010). [ H 2% (Pallavietal., 2011). 2K (Hipi et al.,
2013). R (FAXFE ZE, 2015). ¥4 (Lietal., 2015a), 7/KFg (Sundaram et al., 2008; Bora et al.,
2016). SE (Kumaretal., 2016) Fl%4t5 (Nirmala etal., 2016) 2 ({8 HEUAT T 801 1 45
Ak,  H L RS @R R e 7 A T2 M (Roman et al., 2015).

AAFFCH L AR E 2 AR O AR (OB) ABEA, DLAEEE W A& M K
SR TERDEM A (W) AR, FEET 296 ASHURRI A5 AR Fy Btk > Bk . KA SSR
I3 T RRAC AR R AL BEAR HEAT A Bl B SV %8 5 AT SSR AV A K A AR 2 B % L v i, JF R
UPGMA RIES T FARFSER AL R, G TR BT st fh 2= i U3 A RO i Al B
WS

QY VL SRS DARE

1.1 ##

B R ENE 2 A2 A AR (B4iE %, 2014) FIgIEHEE A & M R DG
MR (2RO 45, 2015a), DLRBENLIEI I #4958 FiAR 94 /N kk (HH Fi-1, Fi-2, ... , F1-94
L), R T = B AR BEAE TR 9T AT B SO0 5 il 25 TR AR ST Fho O i . 2015 4F 8 2R
LI 3R DNA, BT - 20 CUkET 4. SSR BIHIFH 40 %13k A T 250 EE (2015b) #9307k,
49 X3k H Yu 2 (2015) HISCHER, 60 XFk B Tk E E R L\ EER (INRA),

1.2 iR AZE
1.2.1 DNA 4RI, PCR# 3. wiiial

FKH R CTAB 7442 HU DNA, H 0.8%MEEIEFE A it &, HE4Mr e e v DNA IR AR

#EAL S 10 ng - uL'. PCR X MiAAF : Premix Tag' ™ version 2.0 (4 [ TaKaRa A, /45 : ROO4A)

5.0 uL, 10 pmol - L™ primerF 0.4 pL, 10 pmol - L' primerR 0.4 pL, it DNA 3.0 pL, ddH,O 1.2 pL.
PCR RNiFE/F: 94 CHIAEYE 5 min, 94 CA&PE30s, 55 CHIE30s, 72 CHEA 60 s, 30 MEHF;
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5 )i 72 ‘CIEfH 10 min. PCR 438 W)7E 8% (1AL VE I I M I i et e v vk, SRR LR AR (8, F
JH Image Lab 3.0 HAFSREE F o
122 ZsaKH) SSR A2
i H S AR A B R AR PR 2R () 2 25 1 SSR 514, TESRASFIRHALIEHL ) 94 A Fy BRARrh EAT

Tfi’ gt Wk R XCRFHIE S R FL %R CGBHSCOE 55, 201500 XPRUEEAT f Bk 1) 2400 5
REEARIATER LU
123 e Regite o it

FEIBL A HTH as by o d AEEMEA AN R ZEALFE 21 THR ] (Gianfranceschi et al., 1998)
IR J7 05653 1 SSR A 5 I FE R AL /3 2 5 0 (Yamamoto et al., 2002) o XA 36 R 447 A G
0. 17 5EREST, N NTSYSpe 2.20v #4471 Similarity-Qualitative date . EL3R15 Dice #H1LL
R GHCTE 55, 2015) , JET3R1G1) Dice AHLREE A, W Clustering-SAHN T H #17 UPGMA
BRI, AR S S AR I K R

2 HiIR5 0

2.1 $R5|0FE
RIFHSCEEAXS 149 % SSR 5IWBEAT %, MRAEXOR HATR S R (K U0, JRiE iy 23 X 4%
HW . ST a2 SEsImM Tl Ay Gk D.

®1 ‘ARW M ‘ERAXMHER ERESSMH SSR Y

Table 1 Ploymorphic primers selected from R. chinensis ‘Old Blush’ and R. wichuriana ‘Basye’s Thornless’

ER ECE WS (51-3D TG (57-3D

Name Repeat motif Forward primer sequence Reverse primer sequence

Fv512 (GGA)5 AAATTCCTCCCCACCCTAAAC ATAATTGGGGGAGATACAACTGG
Fv609 (TCT)8 AGGCTACTATCCCAACAGTGTCA ACAAAGGACACAGAGAAAAGTGC
Fv620 (GAG)7 ATGATGAGGATGAGGATGACAAT TGCTTCACCCTTTCTACATCTTG
Fv501 (CT)8 ACTAAACCGCCAATTTCTCTAGG CATCAGTAGTTTTCTGGAGGAGG
Fv503 (AG)17 TGACCACTTCAGCTCCCTAATAA CCGTTTTACGTTACAGGTGTATGA
Fv505 (GA)6 TTTATATCATGGAGCATTGACCC GATCAGATAGGGCTGATGATGAC
FV603 (GCT)5 ATCCAGTACAGACGACAACATGA GATGTCAAGTCCATTTTGGAGAG
FV614 (CT)28 AAACACAGACCCAGAAAAGACAA ACCTCCTCTTCCTCACCATTAAG
304 (GA)16 GGGTCGGACTGGAAATAAGA CTTTCTCTCTGATCGCCTGC

305 (CAAGAA)6 GATGCTGAGCAGAGCAACAG GTTGCTCGGGTTGTGAAACT

308 (AGA)9 ATCACCTTCTGCTGAAACGG GGAGTCGAGATCACCTGAGA

310 (ATCT)7 GGAGTCGAGATCACCTGAGA GGCTGGAGAAGCTGAAATTG

316 (GAG)8 GTAGACGAGGATCCGAACCA ACTCAGCAGGCCGCTTATTA

317 (TC)14 ATTCTCAAATCCAGCGAACG CCGAAATTGCCAGATCCTAT

334 (AAAAC)3 TCTTTCAGGCCTCTCACCTT AAACGACGAAGCACCTCACT

354 (TTGAAG)3 TAGAGCCGAAACCAGTTGCT GAGGCGTGAACGAACTAAGC

361 (TCT)7 TGTGCCTCGAGAGGTTTCTT TTGGACTTGAAGTTGGAGGG

373 (CDH10 ACAAACTTCGCGATTCCTCT AGTTCCAGACGTTGGAGTGC

379 (GGA)6 GTCATCAAGGAGGACCAGGA GATCAGCGACCACCATGTC

Rh50 TGATGAAATCATCCGAGTGTCAG TCACTTTCATTGGAATGCCAGAAT
RW25J16 (GA)14 TGGACCTTCCCTTTGTTTCC GCTTGCCCACATATTGTTGA
RW34L6 (CT)16 CTCCTTTAGACTCGGGACCA CAGGCACGCCATTTCTAACT
CL4230 (CTT)20 GGATTCATGTGGGTGAAACA GCTCGAATTCCGAGAAAGTG

22 F BHRBIZTMERERE

FEEIR) 23 X514 Fv512. Fv609 Fl 305 75 35 A i fk JE bR 28 o 4l

WPEFRIC aa x bb T (] 1),
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PIGUR LR, X 3 ML AU IR B 400 ab 1, ] 94 AN TRRA BN B2

M1 49
242 bp
190 bp

94 OBM

B 1 519 Fvs12 EREFR 94 M TR EER
M: Marker; 1~94: FAUF-1~F-94; OB: BEA ‘HAK (aa); W: K LRI (bb).
Fig.1 Amplification of primer Fv512 in the parents and 94 progenies
M: Marker; 1-94: Progenies Fi-1 - F;-94; OB: Female parent ‘Old Blush’ (aa); W: Male parent ‘Basye’s Thornless” (bb) .

FRIC Fv503. 354 F1 Rh50 7E3E A FERR N ab x ce B (& 2), 316+ 379 Al RW25J16 {E35
A IERT ab x ed B (] 3). /\EP Fv503. 354, Rh50 fil 316 Aric /e FARH 4 18 Bos 43 1
ARII[FI IS R 7 T 43 oK I SRAS IR 2 — AN AL LRI 457, 1T 379 ARid A1 Fi-41 R F-49 FEACHI 19 7
B — 2 BEARFI P 5 AXA S, RW25116-9 ARILAE Fi-49 FEARMY 3G 5%, MR LT ACREATH
FWRAKAT .
PLE 9 AMbric, B Fvs12 24k, Hofth 8 AMbic e G AR I 3 v ¥ B T SEAR B IR 47t
HF A 0 BOR/INA A T A1, 2 I A A ) 25 BRI 2 1 1A R A ] ) RS AR 457 o el 2 T IR,
HIEEERI be W)/ I, 1M1 n2 RAEEERIY ac BT I SEATMZERITLY aa x ab.
ab x aa~ ab x bb 5 ab x ac, BIXBEAF AR —547 (B 4) B 14 4> SSR #xic, FEAFREACH HBL
SRR IbRIC AT 4 4, 4398 Fv501. Fv614. 310 Al 334,

M1 49
242 bp
190 bp
147 bp
110 bp

94 OBM

2 519354 TEREFR 94 MFRAPHIYBER
M: Marker; 1~94: FfUF;-1~F-94; OB: BEA “HHAK (ab): W: A& TTRDEHEN (cods nl Fn2: FARPFILKAM
Fig.2 Amplification of primer 354 in the parents and 94 progenies
M: Marker; 1-94: Progenies F|-1 - F-94; OB: Female parent ‘Old Blush” (ab); W: Male parent ‘Basye’s Thornless’ (cc)s

nl and n2: New bands in progenies.
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50 94 OBM

3 341379 (A) 1 RW25J16-9 (B) FEFEAXE 94 M TR PR R
M: Marker; 1~94: TAUF.-1~F-94; OB: BEA “HAK (ab); W: SOA “TERDEHER (cd)s
n3. nd n5: TAEISAT: TTHERRY M R0 A A
Fig.3 Amplification of primer 379 (A) and RW25J16-9 (B) in the parents and 94 progenies
M: Marker; 1-94: Progenies F|-1 - F|-94; OB: Female parent ‘Old Blush’ (ab); W: Male parent ‘Basye’s Thornless’ (cd);

n3, n4, n5: New bands in progenies; Frame indicate abnormal expansion of gene loci.

242 bp
190 bp

147 bp

50 94 OBM

4 519308 FERER 94 MFRAPHIYBLER
M: Marker; 1~94: TAUF-1~F-94; OB: BEA “HAKY (aa); W: A “TRDEHEN (ab).
Fig. 4 Amplification of primer 308 in the parents and 94 progenies
M: Marker; 1-94: Progenies Fi-1 - F-94; OB: Female parent ‘Old Blush” (aa); W: Male parent ‘Basye’s Thornless’ (ab) .
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2.3 FBEAET SSR I mpyE R S EME

Zivl SSR A AT Fy ARAMA R ISR R B 40 1 O, SRS R R D7 A58 E SR AR 9 < e A
PR HEIRT A 2 1) () (B REE . fd 2 AT L. ARAC Fv512. Fve09 F1 305 54025 N 1 kR
Fv603. Fv614. 304. 308. 354. 361. 373 Fl CL4230 K J5{li4/NT 3.841, AN 3 HIFRIC 304,
316 F1 379 -R7(EYI/NT 7.815, BEISELIANIZ 11 4> SSR bl (155 3 PR 7 B 457 7 o R 43 5 cE 1
MIEH Y, M, EBEEN 1 KFRC Fv620. Fv501. Fv503. Fv505. 334, Rh50 fIEHEEN 3
[FARIc 317, RW25J16. RW34L6 R J7{E 5 KT 3.841 Fl 7.815, RHIIX 9 ANFRic 1457 Jk A 55
B o3 S PR HENME R 2R T 28, ANRIBR i B i 73 125 RE FE AN [F] o

&2 234 SSRIFIZERMERPHISEUR
Table 2 Segregation observed for 23 SSRs

4 ¥k Name SRAFER T Genotype SERR WS 43 3 L Segregation W1t >B5 L Expected ratio 2
Fv512 aa % bb ab =94

Fv609 aa % bb ab =94

Fv620 ab x bb ab:bb=67:27 1:1 17.02"*
Fv501 ab % aa ab:aa=61:33 1:1 8.34"
Fv503 ab % cc be:ac=60: 34 1:1 7.19"™
Fv505 ab % aa ab:aa=62:32 1:1 957"
FV603 ab % aa aa:ab=48:46 1:1 0.17
Fv614 aa % ab aa:ab=47:47 1:1 0

304 ab x ac aa:ab:ac:bc=22:27:22:23 1:1:1:1 0.72
305 aa % bb ab =94

308 aa % ab aa:ab=150:44 1:1 1.53
310 ab x bb ab:bb=48:45(1 ML One progeny was absence)  1: 1 0.09
316 ab x cd ac:ad:bc:bd=21:22:27:24 1:1:1:1 0.89
317 ab % cd ac:ad:bc:bd=33:54:4:3 1:1:1:1 77.49™"
334 ab x ac aa:ab:ac:bc=15:26:18:35 1:1 10.25"
354 ab x cc ac:bc=42:52 1:1 1.06
361 ab x bb ab:bb=49:45 1:1 0.17
373 ab x cc ac:bc=44:50 1:1 0.19
379 ab x cd ac:ad:bc:bd=24:30:18:22 1:1:1:1 3.19
Rh50 ab % cc ac:bc=62:32 1:1 957"
RW25J16 ab % cd ac:ad:bc:bd=40:0:39:15 1:1:1:1 48.38""
RW34L6 ab % ac aa:ab:ac:bc=39:30:6:19 I:1:1:1 25917
CL4230 ab % cc ac:bc=52:42 1:1 1.06

*: 0.0l <P < 0.05; **: 0.001 <P < 0.01; ***: P < 0.001.

24 EAX5FREMBOBLESHT

vk FAT BRI 7) BI 10 20 XF SSR BIMAESE AR 94 Kk Fy Fh (3 1 45 5L, JL3045 52 ANAr LA,
DLE#EST 04 1 AR, N NTSYSpe 2.20v #AFH ) Similarity-Qualitative date 1. H 3875 Dice #HELR
BBl . AR R BASEARBHE T 522 R IROK, MALRECH 0.349; 94 Bk Fy 28 ] 1) AH AL
BT 0431 ~0.957, Hh Fi-9 5 F-91 BIsE AP ER N, Fi-26 F Fi-40 SHEAHPER K 94
FE Fy 20 51 5 BEA OB (AL R BT 0.588 ~ 0.740, “FRIAHLRECH 0.671, Hid Fi-11 5 OB [t
FEABATE 71N, Fi-5 55 OB RSB ARBU: 55K s 94 B Fy 43 5 50K WAL &R ZA T 0.612 ~ 0.780,
PRI RECY 0.674, JLrh Fi-56 Fi-60 5 AXARBALAR I /N, Fi-11 5 W B AR K

FEFIRAFH) Dice AL R EEHE, W H Clustering-SAHN T. BT UPGMA 2501 (K 5). 7E
FALLZR £ 0.678 Kb WK 94 BE Fy K434 2 K3 6 185 OB KA —ile, L2 bk, f 66%;: 11
HKE W REE—L, L3285, 5 34%. EALRE0.752 /@055 12K F 41504 4 MK,
WIRF AN 3NN FRERH, RLFAE T Zmstkr, ZRF%EFE.
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OB
Fi-1
— b,
F1-93
Fi-13
R I —
I
Jis
0.678 0.724 0.771 0.817 0.864 0.910 0.957
FHAULZREL Coeflicient
5 FEAL o4 BRMERIBEXROBEEE
Fig. 5 Dendrograms of parents and ninety-four progenies
3 i
31 RMEREEIMEEMARE SSR FFICHEER N
SRACTA BAT 22 A1 B AN TR SSR FRc B 2 A4 5 g 0 IR ANAH[R], R4 25 58 RE D08 HLRI 23O 3 Ak



Zhou Ningning, Li Shubin, Li Yuanbo, Jian Hongying, Yan Huijun, Wang Qigang, Chen Min, Qiu Xianqin, Zhang Hao, Tang Kaixue.
Hybrids identification and genetic analysis in diploid roses population (F;) using SSR markers.
158 Acta Horticulturae Sinica, 2017, 44 (1): 151 - 160.

R 12K, gl AR aa x bb BY, BAE LT 1 ANkRAC RV AT 558 A B b A i i 2%,
20100, WIAHFFL IR 1 3 AN a4 BEbRIC Fvs12. Fve09 #1305, % OB x W 214 1% i % 1
FEAARIC I A4 Fh 45 8RR A E] 100%, AP ol S e brid, (b EbRd f5k 5 2 A R i
EHZRAS I R P R G AR S e A 25k, 5228, ab % cev aa % be Fll ab x cd ZFHRAIbRE, M
BFRAC RS SO SEA A TEAN [ S FE R, B Lt T — AN RIa] S 58 A i b, H il T ILAE 28 b s
R BG  Pm ARV 2 SR AW A PR 4, ORI L T, BRI L AR Pl 4 e e R4l B AR I
W o ANk ab x cd BRIbRACHE— EFEEE L] LLSRAMA A WAERRIC AL, 55 B I % 2 5 A R 1)
Yeto RS R . W 3 Fi-41 E514 379 AN acd, TiAEH e S ERILIEH; Fi-49
G 379 A S KL ALK bed, #E51%) RW25116-9 A7 35 3L Ry abed, 148 e A7 i ERIIE S
HtE, Fi-41 Rl Fi-49 5 BT 50 AT SE A AT I 0BT, e o A5 b Je (i s i AR . 28 3 2K, aa x
ab. ab x bb. ab x ac FFHRMbRIL,  WEARIC VRS 5k SEAN AL AT — 45 AH [ S5 A7 BE DR 1) 2 2 P brad
FE A 5 AR P JCT ) s S AR AU AH [R) S50 S TR A ke, e Ssse R e . Rk, 3E$¢ aa x bb A
M ab x cd RARCH G 0T, PRSI S AR S %, R A

FAT S AR B ) sl LAk, e s st 2 SR AR B BT 47« Reidy %% (1992) X
JE A AR SEAS S IR S AE BB AT AR 1 CEPH i 2P 98 b AT 7 8 Yk 4R, B )5 Hunt £ Page
(1992) S BLAEAAME I VS SRR 38 Y I T A5 ARREAE 4%, B2 HE S5 47 JERIE PCR 9 3 F o 5 7
SRR AUBEA (Heteroduplex). Ayliffe 25 (1994) FIJ Y BRAEHS 1505 Jo AC I AR A & 34T T 851
OFT, UER T AR ARSE A S R T AN [ K S I A% AT IR 7 41 2 18] T IR S P U AR . AR
W R IAESEA TR TE M A 4631 GEAIERN N aa x bb ab x ¢d B ab x c¢) {9 X514, 5 8 X5l
WIAE AR O B B T ST, 88.9%, MISEAS A — 4 A 4 GEAIENALN aa x ab.
ab x aa~ ab x bb B, ab x ac) {1 14 X510, RA 4 351976 AP P 38 I EEE AR, & 28.6%.
L HED, SRR )35t A% 2 PR A 5, B 2 A S AR = A S YO A 1) PT R K

3.2 SSRIFEEFHRAMEREIBHFRSH

20 N B FERI B SSR FRic, 11 MFRicSEA LN B & /R 08, A 9 Mric s
REFED 23 BRI 2 B, B L T 45%. YR SRR D4R ) ZR IR A i[RI 6Pl 2R, A
FUEEAS S EBEIT T Fv501. Fv503 Fl Fv505 Awid, 76 HZEREA R A (00w 23 25 5 T — 2L,
A 5 B0 b O 25 1) S DR AT 2 b 10 2547 5 5 2. (Matsushita et al., 2003). Fv620. Fv603. Fv614
TR BHEE 6 EBIRE, o Fve03 Rl Fvo14 I IEH 73 25, Fv620 ¥ 7 25 R A BEA 7 55,
it ) ATA] S AR BRAR A AR Il 23 B AR L) V2 0 AR AEAS RN R BE L, 7 AR ) JE DRl it = — SRR A R
T 2, 200600 51 317 AESEARHF LR ALY ab x cd, TARRIER B> B ac: ad : be: bd =
33:54:4:3, Hac+ad=87, be+bd="7, HEMIXF 7250 IR ] g &R AR, HERC T
PG (Cormick, 1993). 514 RW25116 fESEA R IER TN ab x cd, FARIIFER AL 2Lk
ac:ad:bc:bd=40:0:39:15, HHP ac+bc=79, ad+ bd=15, HEMIXF75 2500 R K Al fe L4052
R R A T kRS L (Howden et al., 1998), AW ad =0, H#ENAT 57T BEE EIEAL K.

i 53 25 23 2R B A% AR T bR 1 ) 119 T 20 8 2 AR 1L Y (Wang etal., 2005, {73 125 A
G BT 5 L s A7 i 0 2 35 DRUR R T 4 8 A7 A, SRA SV A 1 st A% PR AN QTL v H AiTE H
= FIF R AL IS A 2 8 THESE IR B, W B N B LO B/, 568 ) 2R i 4 25 1)
FARE R, WA ) 25 i 2 Bt RS R i, ) A DR Rt 70 5 RO 0K 25 10E— 2045 UL
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33 FARSRREHREESHIEDN

CHAKY A TRDEM SR SRg O RS, RIS R AERL A AL 22 53K (Dice
MLREUN 0.349). BEA CHAK BTHEEHZE, ELIFE, e, BN, MK rAEK,
KT R, B A TR e SR AR, e, e, BRI, fEAK
HEAK, ZTOH, buwttir. WA s, R EMRBHAr R T B s s, TRk
2 KK T AWK, FeBrAIfFAE S BB 2 AR, MRSt WoR, FACRIMRAE IR D0 b 2
HEMMHR 25 e mINE . B BRI O R A 85 2571 B il H I A R AT R 23 2
KRS 2R, HATAR S Cl g OB. W. Fi. F,. BC,0B #l BC;W 2% 6 MEAR K 544
HZE0r ERRIR SR H TIESF AR nT e 2 WSk 2 R A AL R # (Ws5 (Lietal., 2015b).
N BRI TUR GRS T 2 AR, PR, W2 H AR TR A I b, SR
H bR PR R84 B PP (B SR, RIS T R i A Ak ) o iy s P AL 0, e H Ak
R IVORE 41 72 A7 FAH SCEE PR R T 5T, LA AT H 2 22 el bR st A ML
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