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Study on the Application of DNA Markers to Breeding and Identification of Cultivar Diversity

in Carnation

Masafumi Yaar

Summary

This study was carried out to utilize DNA markers in carnation (Dianthus caryophyllus L.) breeding and to clarify the genetic
basis such as the ploidy level and genetic diversity of carnation cultivars.
1. Construction of genetic linkage map, quantitative trait locus (QTL) analysis and application to breeding in carnation

To improve the selection efficiency in carnation breeding for resistance to bacterial wilt caused by Burkholderia caryophylli,
the first genetic linkage map for the carnation was constructed by using a resistance-segregating population of 134 progeny
lines derived from a cross between ‘Carnation Nou No. 1’ (a line resistant to bacterial wilt) and ‘Pretty Favvare’ (a susceptible
cultivar) based on RAPD and SSR analysis. The linkage map contained 137 RAPD and 9 SSR markers. Linkage analysis
revealed that 124 loci could be mapped to 16 linkage groups that extended for 605.0 cM. The average interval between two
loci was 4.9 cM.

QTL analysis was applied to replication 8 evaluations of resistance to bacterial wilt. A QTL with a large resistance effect
was detected on Group 6, which accounted for 60.5% of the total phenotypic variance with an LOD score of 23.46. Two
other QTL with a small effect were detected on Groups 2 and 5 with LOD scores of 2.32 and 2.87, respectively. These results

suggest that resistance to bacterial wilt in carnation is related to one major and at least two minor genes.
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The availability of marker-assisted selection (MAS) using DNA markers close to the QTL of resistance to bacterial wilt in
carnation was examined. The STS-WG44 marker tightly linked to the major resistance gene was detected in all backcross
lines with resistance selected by the root-soaking method. The ratio of markers OQ12 and STS-WB66 close to the two QTL
with a small effect in resistant lines was lower in succeeding generations of backcrossing. These findings suggest that STS-
WG44 is available for selecting resistant lines. In practical breeding populations, the difference in mean disease incidence
between two groups categorized as having or lacking STS-WG44 was 62.6% and STS-WG44 was present in most lines
showing disease incidence of less than 20%. These findings suggest that STS-WG44 as a selective marker facilitated the
narrowing of populations to those that are highly resistant for practical breeding. MAS would be available for breeding
improved resistance to bacterial wilt in carnation.

Flower color is an important trait in ornamental plants. To understand the genetic basis for anthocyanin pigmentation
traits in the flower petals of carnation, the segregation of anthocyanin content in petals was evaluated and QTL analysis was
conducted by using the linkage map constructed in this study. The frequency of low anthocyanin content (<0.5 mg/g FW.)
was highest and the frequency decreased in inverse proportion to anthocyanin content. QTL analysis identified two QTL on
linkage Groups 6 and 9, which accounted for 21.6% and 15.0% of the total phenotypic variance, with LOD scores of 6.33 and
4.15, respectively.

2. Identification of ploidy level and cultivar diversity by flow cytometry (FCM) and SSR markers

FCM was conducted to estimate the polyploidy level of 304 cut and 45 potted carnation cultivars preserved at the National
Institute of Floricultural Science. To verify the actual level, the chromosome count in the root tips was investigated. In the
cut carnation cultivars, an estimated 297 cultivars were diploid. Three cultivars (‘Wiko’, ‘Scarlet Bell’, and ‘Spiral Vivid Red’)
were triploid and ‘Saleya’ was tetraploid. Another three cultivars (Pink Roland’, “Youkihi’, and ‘Sonnet Sailor’) were possibly
tetraploid. In the 45 potted carnation cultivars, the results strongly suggested that 27 cultivars were diploid, three were
triploid, and 15 were tetraploid. The chromosome count in the root tips revealed that ‘Camille’ was diploid, ‘Baby Heart’
was triploid, and “Tula’” was tetraploid. Our results suggest that the ploidy level varies among potted carnation cultivars. The
stomatal length of 12 cut and 10 potted carnation cultivars was measured to determine if this method was convenient for
distinguishing polyploidy. The results drew a distinction between diploid and polyploidy cultivars, but not between triploid
and tetraploid.

The genotypes of 32 cultivars were investigated by using five SSR markers to estimate the correspondence with the FCM
ploidy levels and to analyze the genetic diversity. The ploidy estimated from the maximum number of alleles per locus
corresponded with that estimated by FCM among the diploid and triploid cultivars, but not among the tetraploids. Among
the diploid potted cultivars, only three or four alleles were found, and most of the alleles were also found in the diploid cut
cultivars. On the other hand, triploid and tetraploid potted cultivars had four to eight alleles, and most were unique to a
given ploidy levels. SSR analysis suggested that diploid potted cultivars were derived from cut cultivars because of their close
genetic relationship, and that the triploids and tetraploids were produced by crossing wild Dianthus spp. and similar genetic
resources because of their unique genetic background. In total, 30 potted cultivars with different ploidy levels could be

successfully differentiated using five SSR markers.

Key Words: Carnation, Anthocyanin, Bacterial wilt, Flow cytometry (FCM), Polyploidy, QTL, RAPD, SSR
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51—+ —3 a v (Dianthus caryophyllus L.) &, F+7
I} (Caryophyllaceae) & L, HAZZF T AW
CHTLFR 7, NTEBATEEROSNEELILED
—DTHhb hh—r—Tarkgts A7 AR,
#5300 fEAST — 1 v oX, HHEG R, T YT, 2
WBEOET 7)Aol SICHAL TS (I,
2002). A7 ARIHEE D ES IATR B 720
D. caryophyllus O )EFE & D. plumarius L., D.chinensis L. 7
EDOWL DO POTEPLICINI S E S N, RS RIS
720 TN B INTRER, BUED T —F — T 3 Y SiEE

L7zeZ26NnTwa (IRHE, 2002). #—F—2 a2~

EINFTIEHOREIERSINTBY, WHiEH%E
Kl 2 E—E—fEDAY V¥ — R —EL{DAT
L—RIZhbIFobND. BV TY—R Viv MR,
<A 7 WA E QNG TR R AL AL % b O shEEE b A
95 (fi#, 1999). EETIE, WHAHZ T TIE%E

ANy M HEEET28WAON —H— 3 8
Ry Mr—t—varefdh, BoOHOBEERE LT
TWEPIRL TG,

i —r—>a v OENOEEIRN Y BB 5
& VA HIRE 1 1990 4 @ 616ha % ¥ — &7 12 R AME ] A
W&, 2007 4E121d 411ha l2 F T L7z (BMOKES
FERD) . HEEHAA OB I A AR D WA L, R
(1990 4E) @ 6.9 fEA A 5 2000 4F 1213 5 &A% T [l
D, 2007 XA 39 EARICE TR L2, —HT, i
ABEIZOVWTIIAMEM O AR L TWD. 2003 4
MOHEDS OMAPER L, ZIUIRIT 200 L9
e S DFEFEETH 7238 ¥ ETH 5 Dl AHSHE
N, 2007 42 EREARY 0.8 AR, a1 > B 7 HEDH 1.2
EARTHEA = IIH 22 BAITZE L2 (WBGERED.
g A Ko L EIN TR 2 AR L 22 BEINTTEE IO W T
COBAERIILTBY, 2002 4E F Tl 5.5 fEAHI £ THE
L TWizas, 2007 41213 6 fEAZ 228 L 72 & #ERE &
NTWL, ZOX)ICHARIIKRE L CERNNED 6 &
KU LYY IEOTFEDL S MR THHERO~—7 v b
THHICHELLT, ENEEZHRLO—@ETWAS ) &
LCwa, 29 LR EFTHE T 57201213 kk 4 72 3R
WLETH LD, TOHKO—> L L TENEENER
BEFENL (FH, 2005).

2003 4F 0 H i AT 10 Vo> gl B R A T FE O 147 10
MAEICBWTC, AT L—=FRTIE Frv vV Db
TRTCF T VO ARXVITHOGETHY, A5~
¥ — FARLKPEEMNEELETH S (FH, 2005,
Onozaki, 2006). —7, R UfERHc LU, braFfxa
2 CIIAEASHIRE BAT 10 d il IE & CERINBRMETH D,
FEBZ MV IFF a7 IIMAZHIET 22 ST LT
VW5 (2H, 2005). SVEEE DS R & o L BURTIE,
rnfE BT A & 2L E D 2 L3 TEY, I —
=g v OFEEH TR LA EHRETHI L
XD, Z072%, TNHEALERMPLT 5720121,
HARDOSBEIZ A - 72 HARL ) 2 F o B FEAHIRR S
ns.

BFREAMEE LT, Ka A b Bf - DEAEICATC,
e, ERZE CombmrE, ERbM, Wtk RiRE
EE, BAEENE L Vo kA RIBESBITONS. Ih
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509 L, HEEDVPILSIIROELVEO—2>THS1E
FHIcoWTid, B4E, 74 mBRREE (STS) % &
D i B IRFEH 2 W3 IER O ¥ LR BTEDK) 3 FE DAL
BbHlzRys I970v—va’, 357V U7 4
== PERENT: UNFEES, 2006a). ZHIE, b
BRER A LEE LI EhOBRERAN O\ R
WCHBTZ 2L b2, BREME L THMTAZ LT,
HAROBHM O CTHEL 72 267D HEOK T 278
JRT2ZENTELEEZDOND.

— /T, HEEIZL > TINEETE L, WIS X
L0 ADE LW HEmMEPROLIND. I —
A= avOEELRREL LT, HRMIZEEDORS
% Fusarium oxysporum Schlecht. f. sp. dianthi (Prill. and
Delarc.) Snyd. and Hans. (2 & 2 EREIEIT LN L. #
FRIC OV RSN RSN 2 &b, I—
0y SO EESHE CHRIUEBEAHCY AL E N, anfE A
OIS A SN L I ZEFMEIEATY
5. —H, Bl RORBEIIBWTERE LTI BE
¥ H O ¥R E & L T Burkholderia caryophylli (Burkholder)
Yabuuchi, Kasako, Oyaizu, Yano, Hotta, Hashimoto, Ezaki,
and Arakawa (IH2%% : Pseudomonas caryophylli (Burkholder)
Starr and Bulkholder) 12 & 2 ZEMER LT HN 5.
ZHAMRER X E O EIRLNICZ 5T 2 TIEEREEORET
HY, WERISEIERL, FMIVERT 2L THIE
5. FAEITERE, RREES S TREE, TIEEEOS K
2D FEmE S 5P b 38 L T& 728, BETD
BHEFRONMEEE 2o TWwh, FBRMERKRICOWT
iE, HERDAWATORENIZEAER SN Eh5
BEIZ e P s Cunhd o/, 22T, [EEHF
ZET T, TG OUSE - RERBRIGIE & FE D 1988
E IR EEORMBICETL, Bl EFT 44
BERDORA T ) — =V TR ATolz. ZORE, HEEmiE
ORI R AT 5 MHEIZIE & A EELEY T (Onozaki
etal, 1999b), #—t—2a vOEINLFTAT VH A
BB AT O W 2 2 R KB SR AT Dianthus capitatus ssp.
andrzejowskianus (LLF D. capitatus) % FH L 72 (Onozaki
etal, 1999c). ZDk, H—t—3 a3 v & OREHIHIZ
£ (Onozaki et al., 1998), HEDIMPIEL A L, THRE
R, AEMHEORE I CHEENS h—F— 3
YRR 1S (LT R ZHEBL, 2000 4
ISR ESR S N e CRIFIRES, 2002). B2l (I3E
AREOED W FEo TBY, H—F— a3 »FE il
ZHITAEDE TR LK LD, D. capitatus D 5E1E
IO EHF L, HE BEREEFON—F—a v

(DT 5 HHEEHED TN 5,

CIFE TRAREEAEIC X 2 BuiEsrE i 2 v IR
BEDOBEEZT->CTE7Z. LaL, MEICLELREOF
LEXHRLICITPEEDLEFT S LENH Y, S5
WIRPTE A HET S 1213 7 AL v ) B 2 L8 e §
5. F72, FmAEI (30 ~33C) CTR#ESNLE S
En 5, A SR AERET S 72 O IR 2 2 E A3
HThbH, ZOL)IRIEOMEIZIZL KT LM
MELEST L. —T, 1980 4825, HIcs
WTDNA ~— 7 —BAgs & N & FIH L 72 E S X o1
WA EGEICIT DN T &2, DNA~Y— 7 — 28I ICHEM
BIREAT) T LI LD, BRBROBEL T Rk #
AR TH 1), Y ORI IZ BN 5 T LIRS D
Pt 7 CARTIHEIT & R WREICOWTH SRS
FIRDSIRETH D, F 72, WAEMOEIMGEETZEA
THBICY, RLZM OB 2R/ RICLTROET L
VMR 7 R 2Bk 5 & £ AT & B (Debener, 2001 ;
Rajapakse, 2003). TD L HICDNA~—H—%FIH L
7o B MR % MAS (Marker-Assisted Selection) &
IO, HARTIE, 4 2128 WT MAS %2 FH L7257,
BB EEER S (LW, 2005), FL4FTIEHHHEA 7R
L, B D BIRPIME R &R EEIUE Y MAS 12 &
DEALZRMESTR SN (Bl D, 2004). D72
B, fEEIZBWTH MAS 2 & 2 FHEI XN Lol
7125 v (Debener, 2001 ; Rajapakse, 2003 ; /|N¥ i,
2005) .

IR A LA CEELFEAEDS 138
BOBET MG LW 2 EIBETHY, Th
5% YA % #Efn T M % QTL (Quantitaive Trait Locus)
EIESR. QTL OR A, MIZRNR & et HEE 3
% QTL f##7iE, DNA ~— 7 — |2 X 2 #HAERK &
N5 L THDTHREIC R -7 (#Bfi, 2003). QTL fi#
X DBS 2212 7% o 72 QTL #30 DNA ~ — 7 — % F)
H356ZET, INETEKRTE Lo BERORN
EHEIZOWTOEIEDWEETH S (FEf, 2000). HEH
W OER I, QTL M 7217 TldZe £, #isF o Hlk
(v T R=2R7u—=r7), 7/ siEENRS, iz
T 24T ) L CRBEARTN R ATy T2 o5 TWwh,

FIT, RIFETI, Fl1EICBVWTI—F—Ta >
BREORZAL % [ 5 72 0 (I RIS O 55 B4
RFALT, I—F—3 a3y THDTOBESHHDIER
% 5 N QTL @ 247w, H—%—v a VHEIZBT
% MAS O#GET %217 72

B2mETIE7u—H A M A M) =2 HWTY ) iED —
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WREBEOHEZIT 572, BB O G R H K
®Lh%% 25 L CEEL L L. LEXOFMETIE,
PO BEREDEMRT D &%  BERHERED S 54
HREZEE A AL L2 BER S L. BRANTZIE LD
N7, TITVFITA, 7)) =T TEORES OB
&, HAAEEILEZFIR L 722 OENZ R L Z LR TE
% (T, 1969). A& ZREHEEREOMAIL, 1937
EIZT AU 51 @ AL F Blakeslee 8 & UM A. G. Avery ] I%
A, WP OREEEMCI Ve F O EN G L2

L7722 EMELENTHD FIE, 1969). Tk
FUEMPBLTIYNRY Y, Frvrh, <) —d—
WV FEECRIE MR ARATEL S, EEO KRR LR KR
EDTR SN LT, 1940 £ LIRE, etk i masie &
OBFEDO—2D T — 2l o7z (K 1969). 71—+ —
Ya ilBnTh, WEHOMITRA E—F—7 1
X —"75 TUA=RAY "% ‘a—=F) »5 Lv
F=242" LEMFFEERBRLEHEEZERLTW2
(FF7E, 1969 : A, 1969)

A== arOFEEINLETAT VHABIZONT
X, REAERENx=15TH ), 4K 2n=2x=
30), P&k (2n=4x=60), NEEMK (2n=6x=90) 7°1F
Y5 (GHES, 1994). YIDIEHA—F—2a 2o
WL, EBROROAOBIZEN S, FRrmfEI /AT
HoHIEPHESN TS (B, 1972 L5, 1980 :
i, 1981). LA Laedss, ik, W iEs—+—
va r OREBIEICET 2 E IR, EFEOFRMED
REBEIZOWTIEBHAS 22k o T, 72, Ry b
H—F—3a IOV TIE, I TREMEICET H
HERMho, BRBAELZRER LRI EAER N, £
D7z, BEOMBBETED L ) REMAFFE SN, Lo
R E S S DR T 2 007 EEICE T 53
BRMRICZ LW, 22 Cg2ETIE, 70— 1 b
AR =2 FWTY DI == a v B5LTIZRY
N — %= a OV TRk O R E 21T -
2. 2, Ry b hh—32—3 3 2OV TIX, DNA v —
H—EFH L CEEENEHEEICOWTHL L, Ry
M=% —2 3 VOFERABIZOWTHRE 21T 72,
F1E EREMEERE QTL BG5S TIC

BENFIA

X OERE, EHRRE7Z0 T3 % B O#RR
TGS 28 HIZOWTHLENS 2B 2 #E(R

FOREEEOFIRZREST S L 2RI L7z, HEH
WXAEZFIH L CREFERLZPEICHEH L 2~ ——%
B39 5 2 &EATEIUL, MAS I L) BHBEIREOR)H
IbxX%Z &P TE 5 (Collard et al., 2005).
INFTIREIZBWTIE, *F2=7 (Peltier et al,
1994), /35 (Debener and Mattiesch, 1999; Rajapakse et al.,
2001), ) (Abeetal,2002), 7V A~ A7 (Hanet
al, 2002) &\ 72\ < OhO i B THEEIMATER S
TWh, I—f—3rTld, TFE TSR (Scovel
etal,1998), ZE U IEHLME (Scovel et al, 2001), I
TE@?E%‘ 5% (De Benedetti et al,, 2003) 7 & DILE |2
W L 72~ — 7 — O ZE A RAPD (Random Amplified
Polymorphic DNA) % FHWTA LTV 5%, HiHi
PUVERL D e 13 7
B == AR AL 2n=2x=30 D fEHETH
) (Gatt et al., 1998), Figueira etal. (1992) (&, /7 —*%—
v a v O% DNA &1 1.23pg/2C TH D L L T 5
Zhix, a4 X+ X+ (030pg/2C ; Arumuganathan
and Earle, 1991) OB L Z4f5THY, H—F—Ta v
DT DA RGBS, FEESOR TS 7/ AN
P LBITVRTWMETH L EEZHNL.
AETIE, FAMBERIESIEO T BERH 2 T —
d—3 a3 Y CHOTOEBEMK A ER L, ZFERMERIK
Pk D QTL T 247 o72. £72, ZOFFERHAS I
72 QTL O~ — 7 —OEBEOEMIZBIT 2 H RIS
DWTHE L, & OIMER L 72 E s % v e
IR 5 QTL T 247 o 72.

%o

£18 RAPDBKUSSRY—H—IckBE
FH It R1ERK

A Hi T, RAPD 7 5 TN 1Z SSR (Simple Sequence
Repeat) ~— 7 — %\ CHlSHMK % /EK L 72. RAPD
~—7 =&, WEEREOT Y FLTITIv—FHW
THLAHPCREWOLEZ < —H— L LTHWDLFE
THY, —EHITREME AT aRlOfkz XFT X
BB - —ThHb. LHPEET, —EOMRHT
S H D AT TR D T % T T% i) A
WSRO~ — N —%RHICT v VI TE LR ENRD 5
(Staub et al., 1996). & = A %%, RAPD ~— 7% — % PCR
FIGTOT == ¥ ZIREMNZ &5, HIEICH
MDD 72, STS (Sequenced Tagged Site) fLiZ & D
FLYVRESR~ — 7 —IZB 5 2 Z e E Lwv (JEH,
2005).
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‘Super Gold’

22 lines

‘Carnation NouNo. 1’

D. capitatus

112 lines

Resistance-segregating 134 lines

Fig. 1. Photographs of resistance segregating populations and the parents.

SSR~¥—7—1%, 2~5MEEDOMD R LEF OMED
BRLBOBEBNELSHRE L TCHRIET A2 —Th 5
(Staub et al.,1996). 7/ AEHIZEBIFIEL, WY %<
<y ¥y R tEgE <~ — 7 —CTH 5 (Morgante and
Olivieri, 1993). Z D728, $73 % S D H g # [4 % Hig -
MET AL BT -~ —H— L LTEE
et % B72¢ (Taamalli et al,, 2007). 1 —A— 3 »
TIHINFETIZI6MHDSSR ¥ —FH —HHEENTED
(Smulders et al., 2000, 2003), A&Hi TIL 2415 SSR v —
H—%FHL7.

MRE K UHE

1. % M

15 BIORBEMEGE TVT4 77 ER-L
w IEM e L TS & 472 ZEJE M BRI o 40l 4R 1
B,,ﬁ%mwtﬂkl)‘%1%’@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ‘x~
— )V N L RIKPUE B AT D, capitatus O ZEELIZ
IV ESNHEEMECH D NS, 2002). 4

IN— O

$£H11Z D. capitatus @ BC, A2 Y725

2. RAPD fi#tf

7 3 v 27 DNA 12 CTAB (Cetyltrimethylammmonium
bromide) % (Murray and Thompson, 1980) % Fi\»C,
#0.5g DEF > SHIM L7z, PCR 77 4 ¥ — 121 465
B 123EHDT ¥ 58T T4~ — (FGHETE) &
40 BD10HET T 4 ~— (Fxa i) 2wz @
Wrid, Mo B OLRIZ OV TREZ T, B 15
ICHERIGNY FRAE L2794~ — 2 BIRL T4 134 R
MaEGE LTPCR 21To 7. RIS, RikT 5Kk
TEEGAIENT 70 & NS QTL AT 21T\, IKPTiE RIS
THEHMEETHO NI, 20%, QTLoOKH S
oD~ — 7 — e g /2012, 40 80 10 5
EoTI74~— (kR rih) L2160 12357 T
A~— (AGHMEETSE) 2HWTEHIZAZ Y —=v 7
BiTo 7.

PCR U D Em % &5 12ul & L, 1 X Ex Tag /¥ v
77—, 24ng O/ 5 DNA, 2.4pmol @ dNTPs, 3.6pmol
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D7 F 4 < —, 0.3unit ® Ex Taq DNA polymerase (%
B TNAF) BELINE % 7z, PCR I Takara
PCR Thermal Cycler MP (% 7 9 /84 %) & L < I
Takara PCR Thermal Cycler Dice (¥ 1 /354 %) %
L, BUBGfE, 94T 30 BoZ&tktk, 94T 30# - 40C
1545 -72C 2555 % 14 7 V& LT45 4 7 VAT,
72C 7 ORMPERICZ T - 72, PCR EWIX 1.5% 7
JV (type I -A, ¥ 7 ~<4t) T404%r, 100V TESIKE)
21O L ThHHEEL 7.

3. SSR fi##r

Smulders et al. (2000, 2003) »%#k L7 16 il SSR
< —h =%z AR 120l OFUSHELZ, 1 X Ex Tag /N v
77—, 24ng ®7/ 5 DNA, 2.4pmol @ dNTPs, 1.8pmol
D% 75 A4 < —%F, 0.3unit ® Ex Taq Polymerase %
W7z, PCR DImESMIE, 94T 15 0% %%, 94T 30
-55C 30/ - 72C1 0% 19427 Ve LT30H% 17
ATV, 72T 5 DR R XIS 21T > 72, PCREWY
i$ 4.0% ® NuSieve GTG agarose (Biowhittaker Molecular
Applications, USA) T 40 5, 100V TERIKEI %179
ETHREL 7.

4. TEERRANTG S UIOESHRR

B = — OGOV T, L1OBEE R E L L1 1 °
M9E & AT o 72, @EH AT 12 13 MAPMAKER/EXP 3.0 =
V¥ a2—%—78% 52 (Lander et al,, 1987) % H W
7. EEFEEEO S 11213 Kosambi B % vy (Kosambi,
1944), Ly FELVHT Y (M) Kbk L7z, HEEFEOE
N BTIZIE “group” 2~ K&, LOD i 4.0 DI L,
~ — 7 — M ORAHKIELEE 30cM LUT % B IC v 72,

5. DNA—H—D%&H

RAPD FEIZBLC, A HDT 714~ —2Hwi
=N =IOV TIIRETFIC 0", AEHETED 7
FTAY—FH = H =IOV TIEHLT ‘W TK
TELLICTHA v L7z 2 3XFHUBEDOLFREISS
A=N—DEMELOTIMHL, HBONY F2EL
72 DIZOVWTIIBFSG N Lz, ZOMOEHTTF A",
‘B, D" I, At 10EETIA =oAL~ —
H—=ThY, TIAX—%xZDFEFTHW/. SSR~—
71— 122 T Id Smulders et al. (2000, 2003) DO L
&R EFOE F AW

BRELUER

£5F1161 77 A ~— 12OV Tl A Sl L 72 DNA
% iV T RAPD B 21T\, MBI THOLRIZOWT
A L7z ZofR B1E ICFEEL, T TA 77
K=V IZHFHELZVRAPD ¥ — 7 —» 128 D T
VELTITAT—=05 137 HE STz

FAT HABTHIEESNTZ16 DSSR 7T 1~ —
(Smulders et al., 2000, 2003) D9 5, 9 77 A ~—5M
B TEREZR L. s 9D SSR ~— 7 — 138
B BT v —~— A — L LCHIATE S &
EZbN5.

HRP146 v~ —H — 120V T, AR 134 R
BUFA~Y— 7 —0OHFELFAEL, MAPMAKER/EXP |2
X% E AT (LOD = 4.0) 21T7o72. T ORRIEK
SN N % Fig. 2 (R L7z, ABFZEIE 7 — & —
VaryTiRUOEEMHEROMETH S, 137D
RAPD ¥ —# — & 9 @ SSR ¥ — 1 — A 124 J& |2 & 4
e, 16 EEEEEIC T S (Fig. 2). SIS
B 52 00O VIR 49M TH Y, &K
13 605.0cM T o 72, K EFHEDO R S 135 16 EEH AT
D 4.6cM 75 55 1 #EETED 79.2cM £ ThEA4 ThHh o 72,
Y —h—MEHBEORKDF v v T3 7 BB
% 26.0cM TH - 72,

SRR & 7z M X 13 4 605.0cM T ), Dk
DY =N — OB SN L EEES ST 5. v
4 X 9 X F (Hauge et al., 1993) =% 1 & (Harushima et
al., 1998 : Wu et al,, 2002), < b (Haanstra et al., 1999)
BV THRE STV 2 SRS TlL, ZgOko
EAREAE L 100cM FRETH L LIEE SN TS, I —
F=Ta BT EROMEEN LTI L ETN
X, == a YOERGEEAHIT 15 A (x=15) T
BHHZENS, B—F—arOFEEHEBEOEREILR
&b 1500cM Th b LHEESND. ZD7z8, 4fE
B L 7z HH X X 605.0cM Tdh 5 Z &5, FATESEH
BUZT B 720IIEE R~ — 7 —DBMPBLETH 5.

Bl Hkov—h—id, HHICIEOEER
4 AMICBVTLIAHET 2 EE 2605, 40
BONT146 Y —H — 12O WT P REX (T - 7245 E,
329% 2 H 725 48 ¥ —H — 2B\ T 5% Kk THEEDS
FEATH, FEIHEBEHIZOVTIEITRTOY—F—D
DBELLDS 1% KETHEBEIZEATW ., v 75 71B
WTIREE, XBHRkOY—H—DH b 24% L 23% T
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Fig. 2. A linkage map in carnation.

o.o:@: wcss*
6.8 WE0102

Map distance (cM) is indicated on the left and locus names on the right. *, ** and *** indicate significant segregation distortions at the
5%, 1% and 0.1%, respectively, by chi-square analysis tests. Markers with under line are previously reported (Onozaki et al., 2004).

SEELLICE B R EANFED S L7z (Dunemann et al.,
1999). —F, VI BWTIE, FhZFN235%,

24.5% T 72 (Abe et al., 2002). AWfFETEAI~—
H—DEEIX329%THY, TNHOfE T 5 &%
DHERIRRE o7z, THELOEADPELLERE L
Tk 20E2Z6N5. Hlz1E, BEERTIZ L % EE
F LNV TOHEIRRATHE, 7, BHEKL NV TOR
A, RN L) BEOBEF R ASEIR I HER &
N5HZ EENZFITH5N S (Lashermes et al., 2001). Zh
SOEEOEAE, MR HMERM TR LIS RS
n, EE, O CRB1E O IEMMECHL. o, K
MBI B 2B DERIZL ¥ v 7 F 72 THE
SNTVD &) LHEAREE T REAER L VO ER
BIETF Vb TWLONE Lt .
ARVER L 7o #EE XL, TR E S O &%
fbofbfh, Btk bl —f—2 a3y
DEEREO~y v 7EICHHTE L LS.
SSR ¥ — 71 — (d ik [H] T b Z RIS EE AT 5 LB

DI—=H—ThY, ) LEBIHEETLIIEDNS, &
EEALEXA LTIERICEHATH L. S512, SSR~¥—

H—FENTHLEEL TRESN TR I Enb, flix
B2 CHATRETH Y, TER, HEAROEHEN %S
B BBOT v —<—H—E LTHHATES. 414,
SSR ¥ — 1 — 2 W TEHEELZ XY, EARGEAHI
MLY% 15 HEM ISR T2 —F—2 a3 YIZBITA
AR S MM ER 2 B L T & 72w,

B2 ZAMERIERIED QTL 2t

WX ZFIHT 52 LT, BEOBETVEST 5
QTL 22V T, To¥, iE BEEMREZYS I
THIENTEDL., INETOMEDLS, D. capitatus O
BT 5HZEFMEROMPEIIIMEHOKRE % QTL & #
DMIZHEH D QTL 255 L T b 2 RIS T
% (Onozaki et al,, 2004). Z 15 QTL O Lo friE
RHREL, BBICHFETAY A2 N T2 20T
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S, BB QTL 2 A9 4 MILIEPTIE A E O A % 5
WCTEpLMFESINL. 22T, B 1ETTIER L 728
W% F > CRBME IR O QTL T 2 17> 72,

MEE L URHE

1. # #

55 VI 2O PR AS 215 & ki
VF 4T 7R RSO ENS B IEMAHE L TES R
7= SR AT O 5 MESE ] 134 T & IV 72,

2. ZAMERERERE

ZLRHI B R O IEIME O BB\ LRARBERE I X 2 KTk
7D (Onozaki et al., 1999b) % H\ 7z, #HLFEE1T-
TH 30 HEDOFME ORD % WK L, 10°cfu/ml
ZPH A R 30 IR L7z, 20k, W
AOTHENy FAEML, 1HEMB & 2Rk Ez R
L7z BB S MERELE BR L 722 58 & LT
HHL, 91 HEORHRZ MBIV, REIXE,
574 (1 HBAG, 6 ARG, 7 HRM) %6 0N 2 1
BOWMK Bl Wtk (RSEBREEANIZEHT & 0 7558), B4
Wtk (TSR R v & — X 0 531 2 H
WTAR 8 ATV, ZDFIRAEDFIME % QTL f#HT 12
M7z 1 ARBORER Tl HIEREREREZ v
iR % 315CICEEL, 6 A, 7 A OFRBRCTIZMIMIE
T ADKENY REHW, N7 A4 FE=—)VORIH
I2& D 30C oMIEAER ICE D72

3. QTL &t
4 % —3N)VQTL < v ¥ ¥ 721 MAPMAKER/QTL
ver. 1.1 (Paterson et al., 1988 Lincoln et al., 1993) % f\v»,
LOD fifi 2.0 L) _F % B2 0.1cM P& CHgT L 72
SHEERI 134 RO B, ¥ = —OFMIZ LY 5
F722 00RO FIHFENTEIZ DT, Wilcoxon i
(Wilcoxon, 1945) |2 & 2 HEEME X 1T o7z,

Onozaki et al. (2004) (%, ZEJMEFIRTUE D 758
134 RHEAS, FEWEOM (kD) Rt H 5
HOmE (BEED) A E CEEMICTMALTEY,
CORENR) V= IZE o THRENTWE I EEH
LML TWS. &6, IS MICIZ2 2D —
IHBDHTEDNL, EMERFOFELRELTEY, E

BS, NV g T EBRETI2EE L 72 RAPD ¥ —
B —% ML, STSAL% 47> 72 (Onozaki et al., 2004).
22T, BbQTLEZHL2IIT 272012, F1HT
PERG L 72 g8 b % & &2 MM BRI E o QTL %
MiaiTo7z. TO#FE, #2, %5 &6 HEFEIZLOD
fi5 2.0 LI Lo QTL 2% &7z (Fig. 3, Table 1). #F12,
5 6 JELEHITE O QTL & LOD it 23.46, 27 5-3 60.5% & I
HWIAEHORKEWQTL TH -7 (Table1). Z® QTL
1% Onozaki et al. (2004) ASLLRGIZ#E L 72 M@K 112
SMIGLTBY, 2O QTLEBEITHIET 5 WG44 IZHKHT
PR Z EIRT D L CHER Y= —Tdh b LD
LN o TWwD, Fald, ZOFEHOKEWQTL
qtl Resistance to Burkholderia caryophylli DB L% Bl - C
gRB1 & & fFiF 7=,

55 2, 55 5 HBHHE O QTL 132121 LOD i 2.32, 2.87,
%5538 8.7%, 10.8% L ERD/NEw QTL Td - 72 (Table
1). gRBI LI, 215D QTL # 121 qRB3,
gRB2 L 2 7z, fEHO/NS WIS O QTL IR b L
B~ —71—13 0Q12 &£ WA THH, IhbH~v—7—
DAL FEFBEOBURIZOWTHEL: (Fig. 4). 70
W s 200 —7—% b DEEIZIREIEL
EWIKPIE 2 IR L7z, B2, BEREAT20% LT 04T
OISR ALAT WASS (55 5 #gHHE) % H L T\ 7z (Fig.
4). DEEER 134 ZFHE— D —OFEIZL Y 5T 72
BEOFHEREOZTZENEN138% (0Q12) &
14.8% (WA85) Td - 72. T 5 D71E Wilcoxon (1945)
DOREIZBVT01%KETHETH-72. 2D L
5% 6 MEHBEDOIEHORE W QTLIZIMA T, 2, %5
HEHIE I AAET 207 (L b 2 D0 QTL AZEFMR RO
IRPUEICBEIS- LTV A 2 eI 57 (Fig. 4).

A kR & B L 22 BRI X0 4 TR L
7234, %2, 5 ESHME M X/ QTL (gRB3,
gRB2) ORKESRABEIILBE L (F—F0). —7,
55 6 HEHIE IAATE T AIE O K&\ QTL (gRBI) D ¥ —
7 ONBERER L eh ol TOZEIIHH L BLE
PR & B4 BRI 2 G BERE R0 F8 90 O el G R D3 )3
HBAETAIEEZRELTVWSRS Lkwv, EE Bl
WAk E B4 W TR DV RLR L ZEDPHL,I %5
T\Ww% (Onozaki et al., 1999b). 72, ZFEHEME KL S
BICEVBBEPFEREINLZ 0D, EHEOKED
BEOENDHERIEEZ RITTLEZ LGNS, Z
nNoLoZenrs, S Enz2 0RO %
QTL (3R 72 E DOBRBAEF KIS T 5 7201 E K
PHERTTH L EEZ LN
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Fig. 3. QTLs for resistance to bacterial wilt in carnation.
The black vertical bars represent the QTLs with a LOD score more than 2.0. gRBI, 2 and 3 indicated QTL peaks detected on the
chromosome, respectively. The other legends were referred to Fig. 2.

Table 1. QTL analysis for bacterial wilt resistance in carnation among 134 progenies ‘Pretty Favvare’ X ‘Carnation Nou No. 1.

QTL name Linkage group Marker interval ~ QTL position (cM) LOD score Phenotypic variance (%)
¢gRBI 6 OR19-WG44 10.3 23.46 60.5
gRB2 5 WB66-WA85 7.9 2.87 10.8
gRB3 2 0Q12-WE67 5.0 2.32 8.7

Interval QTL mapping was carried out using the software MAPMAKER/QTL version 1.1 with a LOD score threshold of 2.0. The
linkage map was scanned at each 0.1 cM interval.

b )iz, RERD»LEZRMEROIEIEIIIE WEiTo 72, ZO4EE, LOD M 23.46 DTEH O K& 7%

HAoKE% QILA—2&, L% b 22001EH DN
SR QTL MG L TWwWA I EBHEN IR o/, £2
T, EIHIBYTINS QTL DEHEIZHFLET 5~ —
B —HEBEOBFHIZBWT EDORERRTH 5%
117,

B3EH ZRMERKRBENESEICEITS DNA
R —H—EROBEDEE

EIMICBVWTH— 4 —2 3 v THOTOEE MK
=VER L, 565 2 il B W CERAMBE RIEPLE o QTL fi#

QTL (% 6 :#$H7#) M < T, LODfli#A%2.32, 2.87 &
YERD/NE 7 200 QTL 235 2, 5 #EHMEICZ N R
mah, 25 QTL OiFEICHES 5~ — 71— % iili

L7,

RETTIX, THE T IMMREICL ) EIKL &7
ZMHE R IR 2 A T 2 R LSRRI B W
T QTLEBEICHEET L3200 —OFELZFALL
INHY—H—DOFRHEIZOWTHRE L2 F77, EE
DEMEFTY =N —OFMEFRIHEEZFAET L L
T, EBOFEBLIZB 5~ —7 —#&ik (MAS) OF
k% MG L7
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Fig. 4. Frequency distributions of mean disease incidence among
134 progenies derived from ‘Carnation Nou No. 1' X ‘Pretty
Favvare' , expressing OQ12 (upper) and WA85 (lower) patterns.
M : having OQ12 (upper) or WA85 (lower), [ : lacking OQ12
(upper) or WA85 (lower).

MEE L UEE

1. HEME

PTH £ R D, capitatus & 71— 4 — 3 a3 v AL
(D. caryophyllus) O ZEHE % AT\, HBLPEM E T I =03
20% VLT CTH o 7258 % Ffibft e LCBIKLA. DI,
Onozaki et al. (1999b, ¢) DFHFIfEV, EPLMERE LS
BWTERIFHED 20% LLT O R 2 KT RM E LT
W7z RIS IR o) bEigs & ORI,
VS HBEN S BHRKETH D, 612 Bl
T == a yOFRME DL L  IEBBRMOR
LM% L 72 SR F2 6 B L 723K R 4L & BC, HibfR
L7 2otk EHUERHKE~NOI—F—T a3 YORL
SEHE & ARFUEROE I & 2 BIK (B8 20% LLT) % #
nsx L, BC, BC,; BC, %z i@kl £/,
BC, & BC, A TIXIRBUIMEARM M CTIMEZ ATV, #IRL
7oIRPTMER# % BC, X BC,, BC, x BC, it & L7z, H—
*—3arx (BC, x BC,) iz, BC, x BC, -t
R — 2 — > 3 » OF R & Rl L /- £ [
O R LB RK TH 5.

EIMR L ZHERRIC BT B~ — 1 — DR B2 A

572012, BC, AU E TOMPUMER L ZHER T 91 At
e L7z 72, EBROFEERICBTAY—H—D

HRMER FH S 572012, Table 3 1275 L 724E X WFeir
THBE O MMM RO 4 Fm e T Ec, I\
B L SR AT 10 SRt 2 AERY B W 72 28 L & 2002 4R
DFEIAT- 72, 2002 4FE0 7 H 16 HIZIHHE L CTiRoNn/z
863 fEfADELEDH B, 2003 4FED 1 HF TITHAEL 72 H
D75 /L, TNURICEEL, fith, 74— 2 —3 3
YEOEOENT: 23 R E RN 98 Rl & #IK LKL &
L7z, kPG fE e UCIRIRfE B1%5 LInFET
DAERD S ENFEREEZ IR T 2 LA S 27 wTE i
7 BRI

2. EFMERERERE

PR E L, 5528 TR L 72 IR AR E
(Onozaki et al., 1999b) 12 & ) fr- 72, EffKE L CTh
B EMERE (OMY4EB &, /NERAERT) %2 H v,
BRfFH72) 5~ 1248 (CFH96AR) ZEML, iR
% 315CICRRET A 2 & THR % —E I o 72, #E5IL,
Bl Hikk7Z & U B4 HikED 2 HikkD 91 H H ORIHR %
T L7 3R TR L7z,

3. DNA—AH—Ic & B35

DNA O, 4% MM300, ¥ 747 > ) & DNA
i ¥ v b ISOPLANT (=v Ry V=) 2flAaGbyd
e HEE HWz 2.0mL O F 2 — 72 100mg @
B WIER 300wl @ ISOPLANT Solution I i, 5mm @
Va7 K=V EHAFl & L T Antifoam A Emulsion
(Sigma, USA) % 178Nz, ®Ef4% T 30frc/sec, 147
OB 2 [ YR LT & & T 21572, Dk
D¥AEIL, ISOPLANT (2 O~ = 2 7 W IZHE v DNA
DREREAT o 72

it L 72 DNA ~ — 7 — &, ZEJM % £ @ s
HEET12 0.7cM TH$H L CTv» 5 RAPD ¥ — 1 — WG44-
1050 % STS At L 72~ — 7 — STS-WG44 (Onozaki et al.,
2004) &, HE2HITHS 2IZLMERA O/ S v QTL
¥ — 271233 5 RAPD ¥ — /1 — 0Q12 (% 2 i 84
#), RAPD ¥—% — WB66 = STS ft L 7z~ —% — STS-
WB66 (%5 5 #H#) % H 72, i L 72 DNA % 57
|Z Onozaki et al. (2004) D5 & [H] UALEL O BUBE,
JB4TPCR % 5 ICZF DBOEEERITV, v~ —H —
DA% FA L 72, PCR #% 13 Onozaki et al. (2004) O
J7 7 5288 | C Takara PCR Thermal Cycler Dice (%



64 TEEWFZEFTIRZE IS 5595

AFNAT) EEHL.

7w R

1. ERMER LRBRRICBITEI—H—DEE

W% % FIH L 72 DNA $iliH 2 Cld, DNA oW FrY)
WiAszlo> 5 b b D@, PCRIZAEHTTAEZ B ¢ DNA %
A5 2 & TE .

IPUEBR L 3SHE R 91 RAFIZDOVWTY = — D F
R LR, 55 6 MBI IR T 5 HEIRTIME R
T (gRBI) |Z#$H L 72 STS-WG44 13 BC, X F T4
TOREIPIRA L C\w7z (Table 2). —75, %5 2 MgH#H
DI D/NE v QTL (gRB3) \2E#4 % 0Q121%, F,
HATIE B1E OARELTWA F£72, 0Q121F

R EZHED B IZONTRET HEEIIET L, BC, AR
TIRRELRA LTV Ah -7z (Table 2). b ) —2DOEH
D/NEQTL @RB2) \Zfi¥E§dH5~—7H—T, #5H
PHAF (C 3 % STS-WB66 13 0Q12 & 27 ), F, At
TIRETOREIMEA LTz L2 A, ZhlKED
AL TIZ 0Q12 L M A /R L, HAEH#EDLHIZD
NTHRATAEEXETL, BCMRTEIEBEAELT
W72 2o 72 (Table 2).

2. XBROBEEHICET BT —H—HEOEME
L OF I BLRIE DI 2 P L 72 (Table

3). ML L THWZERMTo Rl E2E0
BoE e bICFHWRIE 0% Tho7z. —T, BHwED

VT DFIEEIL8LI% Tholz. MEHELTH

Table 2. Number of lines and the percentages with markers close to QTLs for resistance to bacterial wilt in resistant succeeding

generations of backcrossing.

Generations Number of lines LG 2 LG5 LG 6

0Q12 STS-WB66 STS-WG44
F,(Carnations X D. capitatus) 7 1 (14.3) 7 (100 ) 7 (100 )
BC,(Carnations X ‘Carnation Nou No. 1) 18 7 (38.9) 14 (77.8) 18 ( 100 )
BC, x BC, 6 2 (33.3) 4 (66.7) 6 ( 100 )
BC, 11 4 (36.4) 2 (18.2) 11 ( 100 )
BC, x BC, 15 2 (13.3) 1(67) 15 ( 100 )
Carnations X (BC; x BC,) 13 2 (154) 3 (231) 13 ( 100 )
BC, 15 2 (13.3) 1(67) 15 ( 100 )
BC, 6 0(C 0 ) 0(C 0 ) 6 ( 100 )

“Linkage group.
"The percentages of lines with markers close to QTLs.

Table 3. The presence of marker STS-WG44 and resistance to bacterial wilt in parents of tested breeding lines.

Lines or Cultivars STS-WG44 Disease incidence (%)
Crossing lines among cultivars ( ¢ ) 62-2 % 23.8
702-23 - 50.0
Miracle Rouge - 51.4
717-36 - 92.9
Resistant lines of backcrossing ( J') 0N20-2 + 0.0
0Z29-1 + 0.0
0N20-14 + 0.0
97N23-22 + 0.0
0Z24-17 + 11.1
0Z32-2 + 12.5
0Z25-2 + 14.3
0Z24-21 + 15.0
0N20-5 + 16.7
0N20-11 + 20.0
Control cultivars Carnation Nou No. 1 + 0.0
Nora - 81.3

*—:lacking, + : having
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Fig. 5. Frequency distribution of disease incidence in the groups
of lines in terms of marker STS-WG44 in practical breeding
populations.

B ; having STS-WG44: 64 lines; mean=28.5%,
STS-WG44: 34 lines; means=91.1%.

U] ; lacking:

7o AR 2 HE R 1L, 62-2 T 23.8% & R R ISR VK
Poleb DD, TOMORKITFEH RN 50% UL ELE

, BBREDORKTH DI ENHLNI o7, —H,
AERBUZ FI O 7RI L 2 MR 4TI EE DS 20%
DFThY, RERD?S QMWIRPIELHT 5 & 5%
RNz, ToZ Ehs, SR L 78IRS
ISP E LR L TRONZHRRTH S Z & &
BL7z. 22T, ZoO%EM 83 HEKDFELEDH AL FA
P ERBEOTE 26 EK L 72 98 RfKICOWT, Pt
PERE L ARHERNZ 100% FE7E L 72 STS-WG44 DA & 5
R A L7,

PCR 12 & 1) STS-WG44 O A % FAr L 725 3, ik
L7298 %MD 9 B 64 RfEAA~ —F1 — 2 R LTz,
FR L 72 98 R D FEIH AR & BB IS L ) FA L
ToAE L B DHIMRE 7z 2 MoMERBRE L2
BIRHEIL, I D 0~ 100% OFFISA L, KUk
IR E oA RSNz (Fig. 5). 72, 59%E 50% 7
5 90% DEBGT DREN A7 L, FAiliZ2 2O -2
MRS N 2 Bl OBE RO 2RO 3L
44.4% TdH > 72, STSWGA4 % R T % 64 R DOF
FEWTHINL 28.5% TH V), STSWG44 % R4 L7\ 34 F
MOFIZ 91.1% T, STS-WG44 DAEHEZ X 5 FIRED
#1X626% & K& #EERL. 2 DOZEIE Wilcoxon D
J T X M) w7 KE (Wilcoxon, 1945) THETHh o
7o F7o, BIRED20% LT O 24 FEO D b 23 Rk
73 STSWG44 R AE LTz,

R

ABFZE THI 7200 2 AT L 72 DNA flitikid, ot

Bha kR T LS e I E T
LABENR W Eh s, $EHK O CTAB # (Murray and
Thompson, 1980) & lL#k3 2 & B o EMEF KN, %
BoOHh—A—a VES TV HREP ORI
DNA it ST REIZ 22 o 72,

PR LSRRI BT 52— — O R L
7oRER, BC, AR 6 AN IE F @KU RS T 12 e L
72 STS-WG44 % 100% A L C\w:7z. QTL O ¥ — 7 H»
5OEEEDL 0.7cM &2 & 05, STS-WG44 1 ZEHTE
k% #EKT 2 ECHROTHER G~ —Thb I H
S 572. 22T, STSWG44 BEBROFRETD
FHATELZZLEEHLPIZTE72012, EBROBTHEER
2B\ T STS-WGA4 DA HE & FEh=R & JiAE L 7.

STS-WG44 DA M| X 2 B DEL 62.6% & K& %
HERL, FEWED 20% LT OIKIUERAEILIZ E A
EZDOT—H—%BLTWE ZDOZEHh5 STS-WG44
BRI — ICHVWNIEROBFEEROFH 26, iE
EOIMBEEH 5 /% & O EEHREOR LR %
YA ENTRETH S I EPHL IR o7,

B2 HITIXE 5 HEHIE O QTL ¥ — 7 1 b Hz L 72
RAPD ~ — 77 — (3 Hu X Hi B 4.3cM @ WAS5 TH -7z, L
7 L WASS (Lt L 72 4KBUiE e L MR T LR 5
Nhholz. TNIEARRAPD ¥ — W — DAL ERT —
H—TdhY, PCREBOHELLH L2 LIZL)FH
HUPEONRL ho B S/, £ 2T WAS5
R CEHET B~ — 5 — CTHIHEEE 7.90M (CHFET 5
STS-WB66 % F\» THRFUIE R L kR FEIC BT 5~ —
N —DFEEE AL/

TER D/ S v QTL IZEH: L 72 0Q12 & STS-WB66 O
2007 —7—I%, RLZGEIZL VIR zH#DLZ LT,
RVGIRPUE R T RSO DS T — I =D L &
<Y, BCMRTEELFEL Lol ZOT L
5, fFHDO/NS W QTL DEFITFE LI bD~—
B =%, WP ERO#E~ -7 — L LTHATE 2w
CEDPHLNII o/ TOHEBEO1DE LT, Kl
SN2 QTLICHTET % L BbNBIRPUEICE S 3 4 &
BFe~x— T —DHEEPEN TS Z DT HNS,
BE2HIZBWTQTL & ~— 7 —H O XL 5.0cM
(0Q12), 7.9cM (STS-WB66) &LifEmEs, TbD~—
N —IEBET LN EBEICEELTWD., Z0720,
PR % 3R 3 % 82 T~ — 7 — LIRS T
THIZ2EL, Ihs~—h—ofliiLbhi-Z b
MRS ND. T2, STSWGHM THICHFET L L)%
TER DK E v QTL OFFFE T T, TEH /NS QTL ¢
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9%

bz Z eI XBMMBREPIEZ-oED EHEBHL 2o
72, AL, fEHO/NE W QTL ORI EPHHEMIZ5E
I 5700, R UM TIZSSI L 2o 720 BEMEAS
ZzoNhb. 2F0, 2, 5ESEHICHEET AEHO
NS QTL DRSBTS N o722 & T, K
PUEBEIZ B W TEHO R & W QTL O R O A T
A D ERAT DN, WIMHEICHEVEG L awIh
O OFEIRAS, R LK & 0 R 2R T 2 @2 TR
SN2 e bHfEREEINS.

FE2HWTRT L) IS SNz 2o0 QTL &, Kt
PEARE % S L - R o L 22 Rk e 7 — v %
AWVT QTL N 2T o 72 A& ICMESC K E SAEE L
72, 22T, IhLPAOEFEO~ - — I LT O
PR L ZCHERRIZ BT 5 A2 A L7225, BifEo &
CHRLRM A MDA THHNEETHEET A~ —
=3 Fo TV,

H—t—3a yOFETIE, BEORERIUEZ T
37 <, BEN, ERBME, Btttz CORE;EN
TEOFENLE TN D, MASIZ X 5 EKOF ML, %
HRCHRPUE AR % I T & 5 IS H 5 H%, STS-WG44
DA TER AT o 72854, s, L &M% 0
LAY AL EETE ARV, 20k, BIEDL Z
L, = — BRI P LM EBHEERICANS
b, BREBRIEO L VS -EINABEICLY 1 REK
BIT5729 2T, Y= —FEKEITH T EVERNTH
LEEZLND.

CZHUE, fEZI2BI1F A DNA ¥ — 7 —HFgRIdEE AL
o TETEY, HEPEBKOIER S RF 2 =7,
H—F—=ar, Y, X7 FrETITbNI, QTL
EAT AT b CTwd VNI, 2005). L Z2AH, i
5OEHE EBEOFTMEIIGH L2 N T 0 £ ER
PRI 5 #tis (Malek et al., 2000 : Debener et al.,
2001 ; Debener et al., 2003 ; Debener et al., 2004) D& T
HbH. AR, h—F—2 a3 IZBWTH DNAX—h —
ZFALZEREPITRTHL I E2HLNIZL, 51,
LEFETH, FICKR & 570000 2 fi SRtk o
&9 R HE % H0IZ MAS &l 7280 2 Bl E D
EHIfRE NG, BE, FAld Bl1E O OICELHEE
O 5 EFETHEEIZ STS-WG44 % vy, MAS 12 & 5T
MO ED T DHEZATHA.

INT

BAE TEBORKICET S QTL R

EEIEEOFHICBNTL o L bEELBHO—D

T& 4 (Onozaki et al., 1999a). &1 — % — 3 3 » OfEfaid,
TYNTEZrEREELTIRIA FERIILILZBDTH
) (Forkmann et al., 1995), Ri&EYW & L THET LD
FERINT=ZD Ry 7=V 0L RERHO T ~
My TRy T A=), FVEF DL TS
R = WLEW TH % (Terahara et al., 1986 ; Terahara
and Yamaguchi, 1986 ; Bloor, 1998 ; Nakayama et al.,
2000).

INETIEARZICBVTIE, wW{22DftD~
¥y r7afibhTBY), ¥ v 2 )% (Dunemann et
al, 1999) TlTEMEE &£ L T, /¥ (Debener and
Mattiesch, 1999 Yan et al., 2005), 7 )V 2 b 1@ X ) 7 (Han
et al., 2002), 1 (Abe et al.,, 2002) TIXEMIEE L L
TRy EVTPIThb T b,

RETTIX, H—H—a VBT IEEORKE E
LCWRIEROT v Mo 7 = Rk amo@mEEicown
THSEPICT B 72012, 5 18 CHES MO ERIZFIH
L7zgiER o7 v Mo 7 = v & E#, QTL T
i1 7.

MHE L UTHE

1. % #

55 1 Ei O IR FIH L 7= Z M B R0 55
MEMZ S NCZOBTH D B1E RO T T4
77 R=1" R sEEER 134 R 9 b 120 &
HIZOWTIEFOT v by T v E&mEE L.

2. PV OTZUEEDAIE

2005 ED 5 A5 6 A2, TIRRFPKRFERAT =
W L7 B2 R L 72,
FEPBAEFDOARZY VY, FriEE L2 e Lok, 7
VAT = ot EAT o 72, 3ml O 50% FEEE IC—
2L, XAy = ¥Ry MIEHE 7 V=& LT
mOESABI=y PERAVTABLA. 512 2ml
D 50%HEREZMA T, ) —MREL, 7Ty Fr7=
YR LA AFoml OB E L, 520nm OWOLE
PO T ERELTRT YN YT e HBL
7o, SEBRITHENL L, 50% BERRICHER L2 T =YY - 3
- VF A FEE SO 520nm 12 B B WIEEE D S M
AR L 72,

3. QTL f&#r
STHEROERKEOT v YT UERBOEREH
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WT QTL BT 217 -72. £ v %=1V QTL~< v >
71213 MAPMAKER/QTL ver. 1.1 (Paterson et al., 1988 ;
Lincoln et al., 1993) % H\>, LOD fH 2.0 b\ % B 12
0.1cM [ B CHEMT L 72

BRELUER

SEHEHOBRTHL BE1S ETFg LIRT LI
NEDOHFRELOLETHY, Bl "TIVT747 78—
LV E—EoOMY 7 aoftfiTh b ZNH0RBNAT
HHOHEROfEIE, Yoy, BY Yy, RE ¥
VRPN T S VDRVE 3 R (b Nt S AR/
(Fig. 1). THHERPST Y Py 7oy &ML, W
KEOWMEPSER LT Y N TV EEOHA &
Fig. 6 |8 L7z, ZOMEEESAi L, 0.5mg/gEW LT 7

YAV T UV EERWL R OCAROBEN RS S, TV
LT =Y EEOEIICHFVZOSAMAIFET Lz

L7258 9 5 18 Al TIldH O B 1757 (1.91mg/g EW.)
IDIEVEREZA LTV, 0 &) RElsHELIE
HIEEEIZ BT L KR SN S (Hanetal, 2002). Z
L, EICE G- 2 OB T RIZB W TIEORIR,
BOMRE S OMILELRTFZHPNTOTHET 256
12, BRRICBWTEON BT PEET 2 2 L THD

‘Pretty Favvare’
0.12 mg/g F.W.

}

80

70
60
50
40
30

Number of lines

‘Carnation Nou No. 1’
1.91 mg/g FW.

}

0 0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 6.0
Anthocyanin contents of petals (mg/g F.W.)

20
10

Fig. 6. Frequency distribution of anthocyanin contents in the
petals of 120 plants derived from ‘Carnation Nou No.1' X Pretty
Favvare’.

Table 4. QTL analysis for anthocyanin contents in petals.

FHMAHZ LI EOHHATEL L EN TS (Han
et al., 2002) .

WD 7 v b7 = ERD QTL T 21T - 725 R,
556, 49T 2 OO QTL 25Hh S 7z
(Table 4). LOD fliiZZ 21 6.33 & 4.15 TH V) %53
1 21.6%, 15.0% Td -7z, % 6 HHHE D LOD o ¥ —
21X RAPD ¥ — 71 — BT45 (2% L T 0.0cM O i& |27
L7z (Table 4). F 7=, 56 M 21335 MM A S IEIT
O EBEF @RBI) PETELTEHY, [F L EHHET
(33 5 75gRBI ® LOD D ¥ — 27 X 1) 13 15.6cM B C
w72 (Fig. 7).

B, B15 2h—A—Ta yERREE LR
52 L CHAMMROBTIMA BT L2 —F—a vk
EHR L&) ERATWE, TS OFEMERBICBVT
D. capitatus ® BC;, BC, DT & A EDFEMITIRER
THolz. INODORKE LT, RIFZELHHS 202 % -
ZEAMBEREOE@MR T LT N T = U EEO QTL
A3 CYettfh ICHEAES 28 8HBIfRICH 5 2 L ATBIER L
72O Lt

KWL SH—F— a vOIFDOT Vb TV
/IR RCEL 200 QTL SHG- LTw5A I & A
STz o7z B 1ETTER L 728 #1316 o0 H 84
2ol TBy, EREEEKD 151C—HL T

Group 6 Group 9
0.0 “| DCD224 0.0 —( ] WG45*
37 BT-45
13'8 2}_{5&? 9.1 WH8102*
21.2 \ /7, WG44
N__J/ | WG0402
284 8%1? 189 — | WC69**
26.4 WG91
302 ~ WD08
332 ~ WF07 279 —<— WG1* —
354 82?8 0 1 2 3 4 5
— . 8’%/'121“ LOD score
362 " oPo4
QH11
0J15
40.7 \ OB12
452 oty | N
382 Q3L o123 45 6 7
52M1 - OB LOD score
Cl

Fig. 7. Partial linkage map of groups 6 and 9 and LOD scores for
anthocyanin contents in petals.

* and ** indicate markers showing skewed segregation at 5%
and 1% levels, respectively.

qRBI on group 6 indicated a major QTL for resistance to
bacterial wilt.

: Distance from Variance
Linkage group Nearest marker nearest marker (cM) LOD score explained (%)
6 BT45 0.0 6.33 21.6
9 WGI11 0.9 4.15 15.0

Interval QTL mapping was carried out using the software MAPMAKER/QTL ver. 1.1 with an LOD threshold of 2.0. The linkage

map was scanned at 0.1-cM intervals.
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Wi, F2, PEO<— 7 —THERI NS BEEDF
HET LI END, Pfufka HN—TE TR WD
Y5, 200, 4EIiZ2 20 QTL M & /228,
S, ==L, faMESHN EER T A 2 &
TE LMo QTL bt sh b EEZ2 N5,

B — A — ¥ 3 ¥ 2B\ TIld Mehlquist and Geissman
(1947) 12 & > T, B4 BZIZE OBEIEFHR SN TED,
TYMYTZUOREEXRTAETE LTS HEE
EINTWE, ZRETIZIEFEAEDT Y N TZVES
PR AT AR T I~ N2 EE TS HEES
THY, TNOBEETORIET VM7 = BOMR
DFARSLNT WS (Dedio et al., 1995 ; Mato et al., 2000,
2001 : Yoshimoto et al., 2000). Z L5 DRENTHE RS,
Mato et al. (2000) 1, 7 ¥ b ¥ 7 = GHREE O
R T 1L, myb % myc & Vo Z2EEG KT & A E D
HAHMNyvEQITOC PIL R, B, ¥ Favvoo
Del, Eluta, Rosea 7z £ DEEGHTZ & o TEAEDFEILH
AT hNTVBEDTIE G W LIEEL TS, $77,
FAEOWIETIET ¥ b2 7 =2 OWE~O#HIZE S L
T\ 5 GST (glutathione S-transferase) @ F 7 » AR
YEZLDERNS A — T a Y OBORIKICHES
LCTWAIZ EPTRBEENTWDS (Larsen et al., 2003 ; /)
B, 2008). RWIETHS N IZRo7, Ty v T =V
DEFET b HIEGORERIZHES S 5 QTLIEZ ) L7:
T MY T =V EAREMOMETER TR GST &I —
FT2EETEEBLTWIOTIRRVAEEZ LR
B[RS, 7T b7 = U AEAEER FOBET R
LWICEERT O~y oy Z&IEKITH) 2 LT, b
D QTL B EDBIETF NG T 2SN IR B EH R
bib.

B2E J7O0-YAbAMJ—EKLUSSR
R —H—IT K BIEEME & SHRIEDIRS

D HEE I RE R A S BEAMEREIER 12 & 5 Yetufk
BostllaxZHwsnTE LarL, == av
DYtBARIE 1 ~ 2um EIFE /NS L, BEIINETDH
D (Gatt et al,, 1998), ZH D v TV ERKH ITIEFEK
WM EREST S, T, Ju—H A P X—F—IZ
X B 5 5 BRI E B AT FE S, RS o) 51 R0 4
FVEOMERNTRETH S Z LG s h (248 =
1998), ~Xx 1% 1) AJE (Saito et al., 2003), 7 AT H
2 J& (Gonzilez Castanén and Schroeder, 2002), % 1 7
AR CFRS, 2002) 128\ TREEIEOHEE A

ENTWE, 22T, HFIHTEI—H—T a0
BRI DWW T 7O =41 b X ) —% FHCRED
IR E R T 72

=% = a AFY N AEHOMMEZTTIE R,
F, BOHOBMERE LTARFCEbWEY 17
DRy V== a b HETL Ky b I—%—
aroBBEIIOwWTIZINE THEN LW Ep
5, B2HIZBWT7O—H% A PX M) —IZLDHy b
H—t—a OO ER T2 /2, Ky b
H—A—3a MOV TUIBEEZ T a7, M
R SR L2 SCHRAS T b A SR, FOF B
TED L) BEMEEMDPFIH SN TE2h % EREMIZHA
Lo Ty, —JF, DNAX—7—%FIFL T,
BIZER, SO BRI S 2 MR T 5 A0 %,
LF, FAXEONEYZIZLHE L TELLDHETITD
T3 (Roussel et al.,, 2004 ; Li et al., 2008). Fk 4 &,
BAE, ®1ETERLEEBXOTEL ML 72012,
ZHOSSRY = —%BFEL T 5. 22T, By Mh—
= a YIIBIT 5 BIZMERRIEIC DWW CEHIT 5 728
BB R B W% iV T SSR ¥ — F — D E 5T
IR % A, REEUE b 0 B R R A 12 D THES
AT 7.

F1E8 7O0-YA X MI—ITKBYVTE
H—F—2 3V OEREDIRET

H—A—Ta rETTIIEHRF) 7RIS BIE
SNTWEEDLNTWED, LK{HEBEINEL LI
olzDE 16 AL > THLTHSD (N - RH,
1994). 1 —F— 3 v OB EIL 16 HmO 2 A%
S5AFYATEALTTOON, 1I7HLICIEKD, B
i, NEHEOMHZLOh—F—Ta YHPHELE Oh
7 - R, 1994). 19 LD o Z A (2 PUFRRE & P G FE )
FAFS &, 1866 4E12 1% tree carnation & XN 2 B0
A== a yOFERMPNE LN Fok, BEO
ARIGIET AV A, 1939 FI2F DB IR E K&
THMEROBELRE "TA)T LA TN PEEREIN
7o OURVE-2RH, 19945 M, 2002). ‘74 YT LA
FIEEIIBED ) LR TWIEEEZ R - T ), RIZX
2bDEEDDLEHIENLZ VL SEVD Y AR MR
HEL72 1960 FELLA X )T, 770 R, T U5,
A F) A ETIE, HiHER EFR SIS SRS E
S A, MR E, BRI &Y ARICAEWEEIC KD, H
ARTIE 1980 SER S AT R Lz T2, fEkid—
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EJEDRY VT~ FRORTH > 7%, 1952 F12
LAROBEDL ) BENSOBEDLYD T AT 4Ty
M A A ST AHERERE DA T L —RAAE L7z (U
P - R, 1994 ; M4, 1999). Z D, AY ¥ —F
HREATL =20 EMIIb %%, SEMER:
DB, 1980 LK, Fx¥ 4 =— XK, ¥ 7uRk, ¥
Ty —=FRE o MNEOmER O FE L, BUEE T4
REESBEREINTWED, HRTH LD BEIE K
ENTBY, 1940 FICHTFE=MRIZIDERI N
a—=F) IRAETH Y, Hik 1970 4 F THET M
2% 5O T 72,1960 ~ 1970 1213 & L TR IR
FEB R, T, I, BRI 2 & 0 R 3BRY T
TcEES TR, ool , ‘Hiuy
Yo e ENNREA L7 (AT, 1999).
FEERZEATCId (Bl BEEAEWEFIZER DY — 2N
YIUHEIIZHE L, H—A— T a VIR 300 KB
LT A7 2 AR 200 A UE, RELTW
L. FIT, REITE, I CHEBEDSHSL»CR-
TV WIEEWIEIT CIRAE 35 7 — % — ¥ 3 v b il
%6 NOEFEFR SN2 FERBEIZOVWTT7H—H 1
A MY =2 ) RN E T o 72 2512,
Rk & 52 S 72 SISOV T, RS HINE o e ta iR 5
DOMERERMIz, T2, I—F—Ta v iZBwT, %
ROGILOERDOKE S1L, ZHEEORWERIZ T
&L, BEELRILOKRE SIIIHBEND 5 2 & R
EhTws (IhE 5, 19805111, 1981). #2 T, 7H—
YA M RA=8 =D K SR 2 3 Il A
B2 e 2 HEE2WME T 2 720 ICSILO BEZ %
L7z,

MEE L URHE

1. 70— 4 b A M) — I K BEHEOHTE
AEEWZEHT CIRAE L TV AU DB — 4 — ¥ 3 V3
rn A 304 Al 2 bR L7z M E =V N AN g
Z LIRS E 7y v 7L, EBICHEL 7
TIAF v 7 — VIZHEEA R S KRB ZE 1em
MEZRL, WWEEMESHHF v &~ (Partec High
Resolution Staining Kit for Plant DNA Analysis, Partec
GmbH, Miinster, Germany) ® A (M) %
500ul iR, 71XV ) THlEZ Ml < 4 A THAL & il
L7z, 20tk #FEx Ay a2 TAHBL, TIAFV
7 BRI L 72tk FEEEF v » Bl (DAPI ¢t
) & 1250ul MR, REEfrvatticfilz. 7o—

A M A= =370 4747+ 7 4% — PAT (Partec
GmbH, Miinster, Germany) % Fi\>, DAPI w550 %
s L7z,

2. EfigHh— I VR BICK SIREAROREERDOERE
TU—H A kAN —I2X ) SRR HEE SN 2 0
(' 79vkARa, T, EERELEESNZT
(AT =Ly bV g3 AL FVEE Y
FLy ¥, Erruo—-5 o8, HBEL, LY,

VA M= =") O&FH9 MR L/

BEEA R R 5 B BIZE 3 ~ 4 MO ¥F L3F 2 FRALL,
FARMEHER & LT 05% 1 >~ F— VEEEEHH] % FEB I
KL, BREH OS—=5 4 ) ICHLFERT-72. I A
N FCH 2 EEIFER S B AR S 1~ 2em IR L
PAREBRELL, BEER (WEER: =5/ —u=1:3) I8
L, BIZICHVS ECHRAFLZ. BIgRICEE % 60C O
fEiE (INHCL: 45% FEfk=2:1) 1230 MR L, AT
A FHTALTHEGE 2mm FEEY) Y ML, 2% BEfE 7 —
I VMR LIEINZ, 45% WERRZES A : L7z v — LN
T2MEM gt 24T o 72, Z Ok, B0 gtz 5 XY
FLORLEICLY) FLvg— D EERL, JeriEmsE
AX70 (OLYMPUS) # Tz 1T-72.

3. EEREFEMBICLITRILOREDAE
THMES (A =7 L WA (RS 25)
TIrkeRa, g, ZREEIEE (AA—Ly
FOV T3 AL T VEE Y FLy R, Y
ka4 il (‘Erruo—5 2 8 HEE, LY,
Ay b—=F=") O&F 12 miEE L7z
MRERROMIA D S b B WSS RHEZ I L, EE
R FTAMEE VE-7800 (¥ —T > ) ZHWT, EEP
JHRIZ BT 2 FILO B K anfd 5 A ETillE L7z

7w R

1. 7A=Y A FXA )=&K BEHEOHTE

AL — =T a yREEGED D, HERICB
% 1960 FEXF CORD ET)imfE T - 72
MR TH DL EDVHL LI >TwD (B, 1972 ;
i, 1981). 22T, 70—H A4 F A b —|2 X 5
ETHELNLEREOEDNAREIZPWT ‘T—=F )V
DfEi% 1.00 & L 72BFOHIAA9F% DNA &% K72 (Table
5). fENT L7z 304 athdEiD 5 B, 297 dnfil (X AHXT A% DNA
EH0.79 25 115 OFPFAIZHA L TBY), EEmE

‘a—-I )
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Table 5. The relative nuclear DNA contents and estimated ploidy levels in cut carnation cultivars.

Cultivars NIFS No. * Passport No. l?;i?:‘fg:tng pisig;llztv&ijs Cultivars NIFS No. * Passport No. %I?Xti::e C]if;,r pﬁjgyml:/zdls
C-7 S33 27012593 1.01 2 Kortina Pink 504 27021116 1.03 2
CSU 1 27012279 1.03 2 Gordirock 536 27023588 1.00 2
CSU Red S35 27012595 1.03 2 Gorena S62 27012622 1.03 2
G-G 8 27012286 1.03 2 Koreno 1.03 2
K-1 528 27023580 1.04 2 Colo. White Pikes Peak S24 27012584 1.06 2
P.S. N. Pink Sim 21 27012298 1.11 2 Salmon Pink Sim 214 27012448 1.00 2
Arthur Sim S2 27012562 1.09 2 Sacha 522 27023574 1.02 2
Akane 537 27023589 1.00 2 Samantha 49 27012642 1.06 2
Asaka 241 27012474 1.05 2 Sam 5 27012283 1.04 2
Anny 1.01 2 Sam's Pride 116 1.06 2
Anniversary 275 27012508 1.04 2 Sam's White Scania S27 27012587 1.04 2
Anon 302 27012535 1.06 2 Sarispritt 320 27012553 1.05 2
Apollo 258 27012491 1.07 2 Sunset S26 27012586 1.05 2
Alaska S3 27012563 1.09 2 Santorini 1.01 2
Alice 521 27023573 1.06 2 Sandrosa 514 1.00 2
Alice Sim 219 27012453 0.97 2 Syeren S32 27012592 1.03 2
Alicetta 172 27012412 1.02 2 Sissi 185 27012425 1.05 2
Albivette 146 27012387 1.03 2 Shinano Red 531 27023583 1.01 2
Anne Marie S1 27012561 1.08 2 Sinera 324 27012557 1.04 2
Anbasary S7 27012567 1.09 2 Shimada's Peter 533 27023585 1.00 2
Yellow NO. 3 S11 27012571 1.06 2 Chanel 304 27012537 0.99 2
Yellow Imp. 129 27012370 1.05 2 Shamrock SP S29 27012589 1.03 2
Yellowstone 166 27012406 1.05 2 Jumbo Cardinal 261 27012494 1.00 2
Yellow Dusty 66 27012659 1.03 2 Shocking Pink Sim 55 27012648 1.03 2
Yellow Dusty Sim 26 27012303 1.08 2 Silver 540 27023592 1.07 2
Evening Glow 283 27012516 0.98 2 Shiro S70 27012630 1.05 2
Evening Red 272 27012505 1.02 2 Sweet Heart 113 27012355 1.07 2
Illuminator 22 27012299 1.08 2 Super Gold 137 27012378 1.05 2
Imp. White Sim 40 27012316 1.10 2 Super Scania 223 27012457 1.03 2
William Sim S13 27012573 1.06 2 Scarlet King 286 27012519 1.04 2
Wink 1.02 2 Scarlet Queen 1.03 2
Exceria 1.03 2 Scarlet Plus 1.04 2
Edisu 264 27012497 1.00 2 Skyline 268 27012501 1.05 2
Etna 106 27012348 1.10 2 Scania 513 1.00 2
Elsy 158 27012399 1.07 2 Starlight 105 27012347 1.09 2
Erufego S15 27012575 1.08 2 Stephany 126 27012367 1.04 2
Elegance 402 27012559 1.08 2 Snow Crown Pink S30 27012590 1.02 2
Yellow Sim 216 27012450 0.99 2 Snow fall 244 27012477 1.05 2
Yellow Smiling 210 27012444 1.00 2 Sparkle S31 27012591 1.00 2
Yellow Beauty 602 27012513 1.02 2 Spectrum 251 27012484 1.04 2
Angel S68 27012628 1.03 2 Smatee 318 27012551 1.05 2
Ember Sim S16 27012576 1.07 2 Smiling 207 27012441 1.02 2
Ember Rose S14 27012574 1.06 2 Seto no Otome 548 27023600 1.05 2
Orchid Royal 401 27012558 1.06 2 Seto no Hagoromo 546 27023598 0.89 2
Orange Elf 535 27023587 1.00 2 Seto no Hatusimo 34 1.07 2
Orange smiling 607 27012579 1.01 2 Seto no Hana 33 27012310 1.06 2
Orange Triumph 285 27012518 1.07 2 Seto no Hinode 545 27023597 1.06 2
Orange Beauty 603 27012304 1.02 2 Seto no Miyabi 501 27021112 1.05 2
Cardinal Sim 211 27012445 1.00 2 Seto no Megumi 502 27021113 1.06 2
Cain 1.03 2 Cerise Royalette 112 27012354 1.08 2
Casablanca 1.00 2 Serisroyal 321 27012554 1.01 2
Casino 175 27012415 0.99 2 Select White Royaletty 319 27012552 0.89 2
Kapuri 170 27012410 1.02 2 Soana 64 27012657 1.05 2
Kaly 88 27012342 1.07 2 Sonata 145 27012386 1.03 2
Karina 165 1.05 2 Sonnet Maria 0.90 2
Carifornia 263 27012496 0.84 2 Sorubig S34 27012594 1.02 2
California White 23 27012300 1.08 2 Solbit Sydney 296 27012529 1.04 2
Calypso 6 27012284 1.01 2 Sorubik White Sca 224 27012458 1.03 2
Guernseyellow 1.02 2 Dark GJ Sim 222 27012456 1.07 2
Keefers Cherry Sim S22 27012582 1.05 2 Dark Pink Barbara 0.97 2
Galaxy 156 27012397 1.11 2 Dark Red Sim 213 27012447 1.00 2
Candy 505 27021117 1.04 2 Dark Lena 225 27012459 1.04 2
Candle 1.04 2 Dusty S38 27012598 111 2
Killer 506 27021118 1.04 2 Dusty Pink Sim 217 27012451 0.99 2
Crown 259 27012492 1.05 2 Tsman 1.03 2
Green Magic 1.04 2 Tamara 163 27012404 1.06 2
Cleopatra 271 27012504 1.05 2 Tanga 73 27012327 1.05 2
Kurenai 32 27012309 1.08 2 Tango Banbi 301 27012534 1.02 2
Glory 7 27012285 1.03 2 Tangerine 50 27012643 1.07 2
Crowley's Sim S41 27012601 1.05 2 Dannebu Rope 281 27012514 1.02 2
Gete 276 27012509 0.99 2 Tikusi 233 27012466 1.05 2
Coral 606 27012320 1.00 2 Dizeel 292 27012525 1.05 2
Golden Wonder S25 27012585 1.05 2 Teddy 140 27012381 1.06 2
Corise 61 27012654 1.05 2 Tetra Red 249 27012482 1.05 2
Koranja S61 27012621 1.06 2 Telstar S48 27012608 1.08 2
Kolivetta 144 27012385 1.04 2 Delphy 551 0.96 2

* Accession no. of Genebank activity at NIFS. The cultivars with the blank column were conserved at research team for regulation
of growth and flowering.

YRelative values of fluorescence intensity for each cultivar are expressed relative to the fluorescence intensity of 'Coral' (a diploid
cut cultivar), which was normalized 1.00.
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Table 5. Continued.

Cultivars NIFS No. * Passport No. lgéll\?‘g\;i:; Crf;r pisigﬁzt\:is Cultivars NIFS No. * Passport No. lg'll\?x‘;i:; le;r pﬁ)si(til;llitvigs
Terresa 530 27023582 1.02 2 Malea 0.95 2
Totem S39 27012599 1.12 2 Mandodorina 317 27012550 1.05 2
Tortosa 59 27012652 0.98 2 Manmail Myriam 315 27012548 1.05 2
Toska 157 27012398 1.09 2 Manroromina 316 27012549 1.03 2
Dooka Pink 109 27012351 1.08 2 Miss. Kokura 236 27012469 1.04 2
Donary Shupreem 252 27012485 1.01 2 Mini Queen 198 27012433 1.03 2
Tony 149 27012390 1.09 2 Ministar 122 27012363 1.06 2
Tobia 549 1.00 2 Myan 403 27012560 1.09 2
Don Sierra 287 27012520 1.01 2 Mirutean Maid 269 27012502 0.80 2
Don Di Aburo 294 27012527 1.04 2 Monako 532 27023584 1.00 2
Nikky 523 27023575 1.05 2 U conn 60 27012653 1.07 2
New Pink Sim 215 27012449 1.00 2 U Conn NR68 S59 27012619 1.06 2
Northland 255 27012488 1.05 2 U Conn White 541 27023593 1.04 2
Nocto 181 27012421 1.00 2 Yufu 229 27012462 1.05 2
Novada 527 27023579 1.03 2 Yufu no Kagayaki 11 27012289 1.10 2
Nora 57 27012650 1.06 2 Yurise 303 27012536 1.04 2
Barbara 518 1.04 2 Light Pink Barbara 0.93 2
Pasio 1.02 2 Light Pink Barbi 102 27012344 1.10 2
Butter Scotch 63 27012656 1.06 2 Lilac 148 27012389 1.15 2
Paburo 323 27012556 1.07 2 Lavie en Rose 1.00 2
Pallas 313 27012546 1.05 2 Raggio di Sole S45 27012605 1.10 2
Paradiso 168 27012408 1.03 2 Raspberry Ice 266 27012499 0.93 2
Bianca 161 27012402 1.07 2 La Reve 15 27012292 1.02 2
Peter Fisher K2 201 27012435 1.01 2 Ricardo 1.01 2
Peter Fisher OT 203 27012437 1.00 2 Lisa 118 27012359 1.05 2
Peter Fisher South 202 27012436 1.01 2 Lilli Ann 117 27012358 1.06 2
Peter Fisher American 204 27012438 1.01 2 Linda S46 27012606 1.07 2
Peterson's Red Sim S42 27012602 1.09 2 Luna 234 27012467 1.04 2
Pink Ice 16 27012293 1.01 2 Rure-bu 42 27012318 1.07 2
Pink Calypso 20 27012297 1.00 2 Reico 0.98 2
Pink Sim 212 27012446 0.99 2 Regina 162 27012403 1.07 2
Pink Smiling 208 27012442 1.02 2 Red Ivette 143 27012384 1.04 2
Pink Barbi 115 27012357 1.08 2 Red Gayety S57 27012617 1.04 2
Pink Hirisal S81 27012640 1.03 2 Red Cross 250 27012483 1.05 2
Pink Francesco 0.99 2 Red Sun 54 27012647 1.07 2
Pink Furit 515 1.00 2 Red Smiling 209 27012443 1.02 2
Pink Mamie 290 27012523 1.01 2 Red Diamond 284 27012517 1.02 2
Pink Mist 288 27012521 0.98 2 Red Barbara 0.95 2
Pink Ministar S74 0.99 2 Red Baron 103 27012345 1.07 2
Fernal 308 27012541 1.02 2 Red Ministar 107 27012349 1.10 2
Fantasia 169 27012409 1.03 2 Red Rum 164 27012405 1.06 2
Fidelio 180 27012420 1.03 2 Red Lena 227 1.05 2
Fairy Pink 0.99 2 Lena 520 27023572 1.06 2
Bridal White 1.03 2 Lena Super 53 27012646 1.04 2
Pride of Woburn 267 27012500 0.80 2 Revada 526 27023578 1.02 2
Flamingo S56 27012616 1.04 2 Royaletty S71 27012631 1.02 2
Flamingo Sim 18 27012295 1.02 2 Rodeo 67 27012660 1.06 2
Francesco 508 27021120 1.05 2 Roma 72 27012326 1.05 2
Princess Irene 260 27012493 1.03 2 Romeo 14 27012291 1.00 2
Blue Bell 195 27012430 1.06 2 Lolita 41 27012317 1.07 2
Pulcino 188 27012428 1.06 2 Ronda 86 27012340 1.05 2
Florence 62 27012655 1.03 2 Rondorageru 135 27012376 1.04 2
Besper Sim 218 27012452 1.01 2 IzuNo.8 S10 27012570 1.07 2
Peppermint Sim 220 27012454 1.02 2 Izu Coral S6 27012566 1.10 2
Peppermint lace 10 27012288 1.00 2 Izu no Odoriko S8 27012568 1.06 2
Hellas 68 27012661 1.03 2 Izu Pink S4 27012564 1.09 2
Berigete Sim S52 27012612 1.06 2 Izu Rose S5 27012565 1.08 2
Persian Pink 291 27012524 1.06 2 Kibou 3 27012281 1.06 2
Verona 85 27012339 1.03 2 Kibou no Hikari 503 27021115 1.06 2
Portrait 278 27012511 1.00 2 Hikari 538 27023590 1.04 2
Holy Kapri 289 27012522 0.98 2 Haru no Yosooi 247 27012480 1.07 2
Boston 270 27012503 1.00 2 Yosooi S51 27012611 1.08 2
Honoo 228 27012461 1.07 2 Sinyosooi 235 27012468 1.02 2
White Karipuso 306 27012539 1.02 2 Yukikesyou 512 1.02 2
White Cancan 305 27012538 0.79 2 Tikuma 30 27012307 1.08 2
White Christmas 243 27012476 1.07 2 Oita No. 9 231 27012464 1.01 2
White Sim S43 27012603 1.07 2 Hi no Tukasa 2 27012280 1.06 2
White Barbara 1.00 2 Fuji 248 27012481 1.03 2
White Mind 552 0.97 2 Yuubae 246 27012479 1.03 2
White Rusena 550 1.02 2 Scarlet Bell 4 27012282 1.62 3
Mercury 0.95 2 Wiko 183 27012423 1.64 3
Maj Britt 125 27012366 1.08 2 Spiral Vivid Red 510 1.80 3
Majestic 309 27012542 0.99 2 Pink Roland 2.03 4
Manon 70 27012324 1.05 2 Youkihi 534 27023586 2.06 4
Mamie 295 27012528 1.06 2 Saleya 2.07 4
Marina 322 27012555 1.06 2 Sonnet Sailor 2.08 4

“ Accession no. of Genebank activity at NIFS. The cultivars with the blank column were conserved at research team for regulation
of growth and flowering.

YRelative values of fluorescence intensity for each cultivar are expressed relative to the fluorescence intensity of 'Coral' (a diploid
cut cultivar), which was normalized 1.00.
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5 Fig. 10. Scanning electron photomicrographs of stomata on
2 100 abaxial leaf side in cut carnations.
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Relative nuclear DNA contents?

Fig.8. Frequency distribution of the relative nuclear DNA
contents of 304 cut carnation cultivars.

“Relative values of fluorescent intensity compared with 'Coral’
(a diploid cultivar with a normalized fluorescence value equal to
1.00).

T—F )V LIZIZHE UMW DNARE A LTS
Zlnh, ZRETHD LERZ S (Table 5, Fig. 8).
0 O 7 BAEIZOWTIL, AH R DNA #®5% 1.62 ~ 2.08
DOFPIZHA L CTEY (Table 5, Fig. 8), _fHEMFED
BLZLI5 ~2fBOMMIEDNAREZFALTVL I L

PH, INSOMEIFE/HED L IENEETH D L
2ihe.

2. RiGHRORBEHDERR

MmO QBB DOBIE 217V, EBRO/BEIEIZS
WTHERR R T o 72, =t — 3 3 Y OREARIEARTIT x
=15 Thrb I &b, Ak =FEE, RO MR
ZNEN30, 45, 60 KOG HER I N LTI TH
A, X DNAEA 106 D /5 BXU1.05D 7
TR AT IO THRIOGE AR L 25,
30 KDOGAAEDHERTE ZMHEETH S Z EDHL NI
o7z (Fig. 9. A).

TH—=HA XN =X BREERES S =5, T
AR & HEE S 72 7 SRS D T b ARSI o et AR 5
BFRAELZ. FOME AH—L v bWV (A

.
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Fig. 9. Microphotographs showing the root tip cells of three cut
carnation cultivars.

(A) Nora" (2n=2x=30); (B) ‘Scarlet Bell' (2n=3x=45);

(C) ‘Saleya’ (2n=4x=60). Scale bar=10um.

DNA # 1.62), ‘7« 2" ([ 164), A4 F)LEE Y
FL v R (A 1.80) @ 3 MFEIZDOWTIL 45 RO Gefufk
DRERR S, R TH D Z E DS M2 o 72 (Fig. 9.
B). F7-, #Hx 9% DNA £752.00 ML LD 4 ®fEd ) 5,
LY IZOWTIE 60 RO YRR S, TR
THHIENWSPIZ -7 (Fig.9.C). Y D 3 5l
("Vav be=7=" HEHL, Y ru-FUF)
WOV TIEREIC R B RS 2 2 L I3TE L do
7275, 50 AL L OGRS S 2 & 5 UAEE
ThbEHMRERINT.

3. [ALDKRESE

T = A N AN =75 OV AR A 0 Gt AR
BRI XD EEED S 22 7 o 72 12 SAELIC O W TRAL
DEFEH#A L (Fig 10). [ILOREIT ZE A mE
P317.6 ~22.0um TH ), =EEmAEIL 29.0 ~ 32.3um,
YA AR 1 30.1 ~ 39.2um TH o7z (Table 6). F 7z
12 FEDOHM X AYE DNA &= & KILOEFEORE L L O
WA ERIEOMB (r=0.90%) 25EH 57z,

z R

70— A4 FA M) =2 L 5% DNA = OHERE, B
Mgk Bors, [ILORE SOWED»S, i
L7zh— 4= a VB RIZIE L A SRR L EE
SN, DIDRDS MK, UEROGESFEST S
ENWS Mo T

RIfFgeCREBA L EES N2 7 RED S B LY’
DAz o, 1B, B8, fERORANOBE S, B,

FRELE DU S B AR & OAZHEDSTRIB I N D, FERE,
‘s v Aru%k, AH—Lv IV FoE
VR, VARv hE—F=" FVAy FREFIEINLTF

ATl & OATELCHEE L 2 RIS X R Tw B (4,
1999 ; H, 2002). ‘#HEL X, ESICEAMOIMA
W, ERE (1995) OFEIC X B LIRS Y a2
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Table 6. Relationship between the relative nuclear DNA contents and stomatal length in cut carnations.

Cultivars Relative nuclear

Estimated ploidy levels Stomatal length (um)

DNA contents”
Scania 1.00 2 215 = 1.1°
Lena 1.06 2 217 = 0.7
Yufu 1.05 2 20.8 = 1.1
Francesco 1.05 2 220 = 2.2
Nora 1.06 2 176 = 2.1
Scarlet Bell 1.62 3 315 = 0.7
Wiko 1.64 3 323 + 14
Spiral Vivid Red 1.80 3 29.0 = 0.9
Pink Roland 2.03 4 301 = 1.3
Youkihi 2.06 4 39.2 = 1.1
Saleya 2.07 4 30.4 = 0.9
Sonnet Sailor 2.08 4 370 = 0.8

“Relative values of fluorescence intensity for each cultivar are expressed relative to the fluorescence intensity of 'Coral' (a diploid cut

cultivar), which was normalized 1.00.
YAv. + S.E.(n=5)

HENTWD, ‘w2 13BFEOHZE CEMAMEHIK
PiEEET S ENPHL PR > Twb (Onozaki et al.,
1999b). LA L, ‘w13 IfEmredEELRVwD
TIEBmBHEL LTS, rHeLTh—t—Tark
DERIHNTHEF RO NN LEhs, KR
FEFA & L CHMHTE D> 7: (Onozaki et al., 1999b).
KIF7En S, ZOHRE T3 PEKEETHLI L
WCERRT EZEZON. " AT—Ly bRV i}, &%
BAtF7Tva, IHFFTFva (I—F—varxt
¥F27), ~—HLbvy b=t —Tary BTFRI—F—
Yary Try7yryRF=—RX BEHEEMELTERS
NI YE s 7o T YN 12H RS L TES
N7 ERRTH L (Fh, 1995). VA v be—F—'
DIET DV A FRITREEOMENE R s AR
RICE W ERSNADHELEEO R TH L (1T,
1995). &4 7 v A@EF AR, RO 2PREE,
AERORENLHAGAT HZ EAIRENTWDE (FRES,
2002). F72, ¥ AT U ABTIIHEM KNS TH
HZEPHMSNTWwWS (Hamilton and Walters, 1989 ; it
FH,2002). 26D &0 bEFRMEEISHL TR A
NASNVEEY FLy B ‘Errzu—5rF 2&0,
LY DSOS O AT, KD L <
EAREROB ARSI/ L TV Z EARBES . —
B, LY ZowTid, BYE BRRAEM>S, B
HREE DR RD D LI TE R, FikHEOHEIC
B 7 OELUERSA LA RO EZ D, A
5= FRmEOHTORRIAEREIRE L, BfEICD
WCTIEHMAEORMETH L. LA >T, HLY 12

DWTIE, TREOREINC X 2 FE IR A0 fetk)sE
ZHN5.

== a T, A 2 T O RESETEL,
RGO GAMREUC S ERP RSN D Z EHHEShTw
% (H, 1972 (N1 5, 1980 111, 1981). L2 L,
ARFFE TEILE L BRI BT, REAEEAF AT T
FAET LML RT3 TEhdholz. I —F—
TarvEELSAT v RABOGAEIL T ~ 2um L/
S, b BT, ERICEOEEE Y T A
951 % B L 95 (Gatt et al,, 1998). D78, 70—
A M A M) I X BRI EL, BEICEREE
MaprECTHRATHD, SHIZHh—4—Tari2id, B
PO LS 7 2 B5IEF 2 7 OmFES fF1EL T

WA, 7a— 4 b A MY =1L, Mg R
LA, WEHMEOY — 7 MEIBEIT 5720, I hIE

WA HIETE D EEZ LN,

Ta—H A kA= —FREEEOREIR,
THETH LD, MECEHELEL T L7720, FIFH
FSROND ZEDEZBNL. KIERNS, ke
BRI D W T RILO BRI L 0 55 % B X 51
T5ZEHUHETH - 7275, KILO RS TIE=51E,
PR R % XHI$ 5 2 L1dTE 2o 72 1IN 5 (1980) 13,
SEIH DREDFE x W THRILOBIE LTV, A
TEOREAIL 38.8 ~ 41.8um (8 i), =f5A1L 46.2um (1
SRAE), DUAERIE 49.8 ~ 51.8um (2 dhFE) TH oz
HLTWD, BEAGEOMRAEI D%, KILOBIE
TS B 728D, ARWIFEIC BT A HPEME L 13ENDH 5
bOO, KIEREFMRIC, AL UEEROSILOKRE
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i TH o7z ILE - B (1985) 1, AR OIEER
AR TV e F VI T WIUE RO —F — g v &
EH L7z, NS DEFIZOWTHA L 2E, 1B
EFE, %EE, EESFOMMEOERILEZ RO 5 —7,
HH EFIEOBIEIC X 2% LWIE DA O Tn 5
(% -1, 1985). <°idh, T (1981) 254843 % &
AN, H—F =Y a rOEVIEEOER O TIURgE
SRR, BEE R EPIZEALEDRL TRV DR, FE
MR % F7- o 7z720, WikoxtR e LTS
TE72o»b Lzwv. LY (ZonTiE, fEEFED
KENLHDOREBALIC L 2B EEZ ONDIE A LT
BY, EFRE EENEEOFMIIOVWTE, S4ERIS
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F28 7AO—YA AP —ICKBRY b
H—F—< 3 v OEHREOES

Ry M=% =33 13 2007 F12138 510 TR E X
Hieig e SN TH Y (BMOKEERE), OHO
A LTEIFENTVE,. Ry b —F—2arD
Iy bt —F%— avid, HATIED T Y ALE
B SN D Z Eid v, ek Tl < 2 6 3l S
nNTHH, [EEHOMESEALFERIN, BETH
ZOT/EIIL - R, 2003). LA L, HARTIEHEICH
WS % & AbilEdE % BT, HERIIC A 2 72D IAEAT RN
TR, [EDOFEL SIHPHEETE V7o
BIIZEAEBI b, BTSSR A
T -7z JUL,2003). Dk, 1970 12 F, ffio
ATV = ARYYNVI v IR P AEOY A PHR
FINT-DEZFEIC, F0OHOSEYAIZHR SR 72
B, O F IS S 2 L ITERICHEEL < E5
L7z (R 2002). 1978 F12iE, L) a vz

b R ERIEATRER SRR D I A —L v N %A
L7285, MHEF S ERET, TOHRIFELEROE S
T = RN ERTH o 72, 1985 FIZFEAFD Ah—1 v
F oYKy NOERBIIEERD T4 —Y Y TEY
70 WERIN. INHREEENES THOH E T
EEPHTTEETH 722805, REMICEY b —
A= a yOEENEZ . OUK, 2003). ZO7-0H0E
HERELZOM TRy M —F—Ya v ~OBLDET -
7o LS EHICHEEDESR, L OMENTITE SN,
Z D%, FEAROMMEIIEA IEEINLD, BITETIER
ERADOMFLZEMERER E 2o T 5.
COE)IZHEHOEL T ) PPV HAILZ L3 TES
A, EBORY v -t =T a yOBEOBEBETED
L) B RMBFEME L THHEINTZPEAHTS .
Moyal-Ben Zvi and Vainstein (2007) I2& 5% &, Ry M —
=33 YL D. chinensis & D. barbatus D3N & - T
HEL7EWIHRBRROLND, 47 v ARIFEMIC
DWTIE, TEE (2n=2x=30), DUEE (2n=4x=60),
AN (2n=6x=90) FIET 5 (FHES, 1994). Z
NOWEMY Ry P —F—2a VOFRICHG L Tw
LEFTIUE, Ry bI—F—T a3 Mk A 25
AT AR H L. 22T, Ky v h—F—var
OEBEMAEEL 7201270 A b X M) =% Hw
TEEMEOBEEICOWTHL I L.

MHE L UTHE

50D L) RFEE T3 45 i (Table 7)
WZoWT, FIHTRLAEFEZHT70—H% 1
AN =K BB E 21T o 7o, FREERARIZIT,
BIHI TR TH L LWL 5728 ) b —
dA—=ary 77y RIT v/ Tu—H A kX
MU =& AR, SRR, URATH B EHEES
72 HI—2, RLE=N—=}, by —F [Zon
T, E1HTRLAMLOR LIS X ) ilbmHi o g
RO 2772 /2, 7u—H A4 b X M=
L)k CTH L EHEES N4 0E (-2, Y
ZAZD 2 N U I-—a¥rr), ZEERTHD
CHrEEN 2 (Cheo =57, R E—N—
N, A TH D LHEESNANE (BT

SAX, ALY 7, hw—3, RKZ23a) iIZown
TRILDOBILE R T 72,
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Table 7 IZ/R L7z Ry b A —H—3 3 v 45 il Dn
T7u—HA b X M) =2 X BT EITo 72, KIFZET
RS LTHA LB 75223 1
2003 FEICBVTHRDIMEBEL TVILHEDOASY ¥ — FE
DOFEIYN LT TH S (Onozaki, 2006). =T, ‘7
k23 % 1.00 & L7209 DNA & % &0
FEIZOWTH L7, Hx 4% DNA #1% 0.89-1.05 (7
V—71),155-1.62 (7' )V —72),1.96-2.35 (¥ )L — 7 3)
D3OD T I— T h sz, (Table 7, Fig. 11). 7V —
TLUICET 5 27 EIE =5k 7Ty Ra Lid
VE[ DM DNA B 28252 &b, B ETH 2D
EHEEEI NS, —HT, FV—TF 2R V=7 3BT
LHinldElx, ZNooB L F 1.5~ 2 0T E DNA
BETHLOT, TNTN=MGE, WUREETH B LifEE S
N7z, EBOEHEHET 572012, {7 V—TI28
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Relative nuclear DNA contents

Fig.11. Frequency distribution of the relative nuclear DNA
contents of the 45 potted cultivars in Table 7, estimated from
the relative fluorescence compared with 'Francesco' (a diploid
cultivar with a normalized fluorescence value equal to 1.0).

Fig. 12. Microphotographs showing the root tip cells of three pot
carnation cultivars.

(A) 'Camille’ (2n=2x=30); (B) 'Baby Heart' (2n=3x=45);

(C) "Tula’' 2n=4x=60). Scale bar=10 um

DNA & 0.98) (330 ARkt LT, —7, 7
NW—=T20 ‘NAE—=n— 1} ([i 1.55) 1L 45 &K, ‘v —
7" (17 2.28) 13 60 ADOGMMAESRE SN, I —F—
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TETREE, Pa— Ao 8 Mide Tk TH b
DRI Td 572 (Table 7).
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EXBIS AL LTHEHTE 2 EE 2607
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B, RARF1IEOEBEMHNOTERX S 720,
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DHDINT TS M EW THTT BT TEE T &
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BAEGAET 5 EE 2615 (15, 2001). 0720,
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ZORARHENL, andER] - RECHEN & oo 2o 2l A
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Table 7. Estimated ploidy levels of the 45 potted carnation cultivars based on the results of FCM. Cultivars within each ploidy group
are presented in order of their relative nuclear DNA contents®.

Cultivar name Distributor (Abbreviation) ngﬁgvfoﬁltlecrlﬁ:r Estlmilésteilplmdy
Chiffon Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.89 2
Amore Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.93 2
Orange Duo Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.94 2
Ariel Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.94 2
My Fair Lady Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.95 2
Audrey Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.95 2
Winecat Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.95 2
Seti Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.95 2
Buryule Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.96 2
Annette Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.96 2
Waffle Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.96 2
Lahana Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.96 2
Limone Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.96 2
Madeleine Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.96 2
Lemonsoft Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.96 2
Polaris Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.97 2
Teatime Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.98 2
Unforgettable Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.98 2
Dreaming Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 0.98 2
Camille Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 0.98 2
Dear Mama Red M&B Flora Co., Ltd (M&B) 0.99 2
Camille Pink Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 1.00 2
Mel Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 1.00 2
Summerdress Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 1.00 2
Piglet Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 1.01 2
Ascot Snow Brand Seed Co., Ltd. (SN) 1.02 2
Can Can Scarlett Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 1.05 2
Ruby Bell Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 1.55 3
Baby Heart M&B Flora Co., Ltd (M&B) 1.55 3
True Love Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 1.62 3
Bosco Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 1.96 4
Castel P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.02 4
A26091-01 P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.07 4
Bambino Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 2.09 4
Rodin Kirin Agribio Co., Ltd. (KI) 2.16 4
Karelia Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 2.19 4
Coppelia Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 2.19 4
Pretty Rose Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 2.22 4
Nina Sakata Seed Corporation (SA) 2.22 4
A26200-01 P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.27 4
Pink Surprise P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.28 4
A16241-04 P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.28 4
Tula P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.28 4
A36237-01 P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.31 4
Flamingo P. Kooij & Zonen B.V. (KO) 2.35 4

*Relative values of fluorescence intensity for each cultivar are expressed relative to the fluorescence intensity of ‘Francesco
(a diploid cut cultivar), which was normalized to 1.00.
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THEMAEIRT Z e, BIE, iR 8112
FHINTVS, HE2HI2BWT, Ky b —+—T 3
VNIFERER TR & v o 7B BETFEEL, F0E
BV IES — A= 3 VTR T TEW 2 &2
Lotz Ry bh—A—2a VIZIZE2HFET
b7z & 912, R O R R BT 2 & O EEDS
L WHESIREICAH SN TREERH S 2 &b,
D L) L OFRERESFET 20 TE v rL
EZbh/, 22T, KREITIE, SSR~¥—7—%FHL
TRy M=% —2 a3 YOBIZHTRIZOVWTHSL I
THIEmHA., S5, SSRIENTICLE > TAHELS 1
BIETHED )07 ) VI, &@TATaEARTH-
7%E, TOMBRORBEEE KL Cwb EEZ N5,
EE ) —TOMFETIE, 70— P A ) —&
SSR ¥ — 7 — 2 X A EHMEOHEERE RS- L2
M ENTW5D (Besnard et al., 2008). % Z CTHR% %1%
B3 2 Mm% VT SSR ~ — 7 — 2 & 2 58k
OB D W THET L7z,

MEE L UHE

1. SSR &R

Ry b —H—3 332 Wl (TR 15 B, =
&2 M, VU5 15 fhfE) & Fig. 13 12340 0 46 12
afE (A5 v & — FR8Mfl, A 7L —%4fmfE) 12
T Table 9 (2773 CB004a, CB018a, CB026a (Kimura
et al,, 2009), CF001, CB008 (KZA%) O5OD 7 —
H—%HWTSSRIT L7, Thb~—7—i3FE1E
CHERL L 72 gAML CR 2 2 M IS ET A 2 L %
fEZE L T2 (Table 9). PCR #:i3 Kimura et al. (2009)
OHEIZE DNV T o7, TENEFNDTITAI—DD
5, FENEEE T )V (Fam, Vic) TR L, 39 A
AT IENRZEE D 723012 pig tail (gtttett) A% (Brownstein
etal, 1996) ZfffNL 7z, H§lEix 94°C 5 55 O BA M #,
UC14-55C14-712C245% 1427 )VvE Lz
A7 V% 35 \fT\, 72C 7 5 OREMEERICE 1T - 72

Table 8. Relationship between the relative nuclear DNA contents and stomatal length in potted carnations.

Relative nuclear

Cultivars DNA contents® Estimated ploidy levels Stomatal length (uwm)
Camille 0.98 2 21.2 = 0.9
Piglet 1.01 2 21.5 = 0.9
Mel 1.00 2 224 = 1.3
Camille Pink 1.00 2 241 = 0.6
True Love 1.62 3 28.5 = 0.6
Baby Heart 1.55 3 31.0 = 0.5
Pink Surprise 2.28 4 33.2 £ 05
Karelia 2.19 4 35.2 = 0.7
Tula 2.28 4 36.6 = 0.5
Bosco 1.96 4 379 = 05

“Relative values of fluorescence intensity for each cultivar are expressed relative to the fluorescence intensity of ‘Francesco (a

diploid cut cultivar), which was normalized to 1.00.
YAv. £ S.E. (n = 10)

Table 9. Characteristics of the SSR loci.

Fluorescent chemical

SSR marker Ij‘orward and rever'se , labeled with forward Repeat motif Lmkagze PC.R prOdl{Ct Publication
name primer sequences (5'-3") . group’ size (bp)”
primer
CF001  F: GAGAGAGAAGTAGAACATATTCG Fam (AG),ACTG(AG), 12 101 Unpublished
R: gtttctt TCTACTCTTTCACTTCGCCACT®
CB004a F: GATTTGGGTGGGGCGTGA Fam (AG),, 4 157 Kimura et al. (2009)
R: gtttctt CCATCCTCCTCCTTTCTATCTTCCCT
CB008  F: ACTACGAACAAAATGAAGGTGACTA Fam (GTGA), 8 139 Unpublished
R: gtttctt TTCCCCCCTCATAAATTGC
CB018a F: AGTGTCTAAGAGTCTAAGGTTGTG Vic (AGAGAGT), 9 110 Kimura et al. (2009)
R :gtttcttGTAATACAATGGCATAACTTCA
CB026a F: CCGAGTGGAAGAGAGAGAG Fam (AG)3 3 175 Kimura et al. (2009)

R: gtttcttGGAGGGAGTAGAAAATAGTGTG

“The linkage groups were determined by Chapter I.

YThe PCR product size was determined from the sequences of the clone isolated from 'Francesco' or ' Barbara'.
*The lower-case letters (gtttctt) represent the pigtail sequence (Brownstein et al., 1996).
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PCR % % 1 ABI PRISM 3100 Genetic Analyzer (Applied
Biosystems) % I\ C4orEde i %, AR # 400HD-
ROX (Applied Bisosystems) % & & |2 GeneScan software
(Applied Biosystems) % > CTHEAT L 7.

2. fREHEER
TRy b == a3 v 15 il & R
DY YIS — % — 3 v 12 HfE % H v T UPGMA
¥ (unweighted pair-group method using arithmetric
averages) |2 X VBRI ZER L7z, BIEKOEKIZIE
NTSYS-pc, ver 2.11 (Exeter Software, USA) % H\> 7z,

fm R

Table 9 IZ/RL 725 2D SSR~v—H — % W, 42
HCREBEEDORLLZEPHL IR 572Ky b —
I—=a v R2mEERT L. KS~x— -4kl
TINVEIZ4~9THY, 5 00OFETEIZBVTER
33 7 )UK &7z (Table 10). 7T —H A1 F X b
V=2 X BIEATIC & ) AR LR S NI 5 oD
ERFHEEIIBWTETLILLIE2OTINVETH o 72
(Table 10). —7J5, 7H—4 A4 kX 1) =12 XY =fEk

Table 10. Genotypes of 32 potted cultivars at the five SSR loci (described in Table 9) and the ploidy levels estimated by means of

SSR analysis. Allele size is given in bp.

Cultivar name Ploidy level estimated Ploidy level estimated

SSR locus (allele sizes, in bp)

(Distributor?) by FCM analysis by SSR analysis’

CFo001 CB004a CB008 CBO018a CB026a
Chiffon (KI) 2 2 91/102 155/161 136/ 98/112 170/
My Fair Lady (KI) 2 2 91/102 161/ 145/ 93/98 170/
Audrey (KI) 2 2 102/104 161/ 136/162 112/ 170/
Annette (SN) 2 2 102/104 161/ 145/ 93/98 170/
Polaris (KI) 2 2 91/102 155/161 145/162 93/112 170/
Teatime (SN) 2 2 102/ 161/ 145/162 93/98 170/
Unforgettable (SN) 2 2 102/ 161/171 128/145 93/ 170/
Camille (KI) 2 2 91/102 155/161 136/145 98/112 170/
Dear Mama Red (M&B) 2 2 91/104 161/ 136/162 98/112 170/
Camille Pink (KI) 2 2 91/102 155/161 136/145 98/112 170/
Mel (SN) 2 2 102/ 155/161 145/162 98/ 170/
Summerdress (KI) 2 2 102/ 161/ 136/ 93/ 170/185
Piglet (SN) 2 2 102/ 155/ 145/ 98/106 170/
Ascot (SN) 2 2 102/ 161/ 145/ 98/112 170/185
Can Can Scarlett (SA) 2 2 91/ 161/ 145/162 112/ 152/170
Baby Heart (M&B) 3 3 91/101/105* 155/157/162 136/162 93/98/112 170/187
True Love (KI) 3 3 91/102 155/157/161 136/162 93/98 170/185
Bosco (KI) 4 4 91/102/103/104 159/161 136/162 93/98 185/187
Castel (KO) 4 3 91/98/102 161/162 128/162 93/98 187/
A26091-01 (KO) 4 4 91/101/102/105 151/161/184 128/136/162 93/98 170/187/189
Bambino (SA) 4 3 91/101/105 157/161 136/162 93/98 170/172/181
Rodin (KI) 4 3 98/101/102 155/161/165 128/162 98/ 164/185
Karelia (SA) 4 3 91/102 151/161 136/162 93/98 170/187/189
Coppelia (SA) 4 4 91/ 151/157/161/162 162/ 93/98 170/187/189
Pretty Rose (SA) 4 3 91/102 157/161 136/162 93/98 170/187/189
Nina (SA) 4 2 91/102 151/157 136/145 93/ 170/187
A26200-01 (KO) 4 4 91/98/102/104 151/161/162 128/145/162 93/98 164/185
Pink Surprise (KO) 4 3 91/101/105 155/157/162 136/162 93/98 170/181/189
A16241-04 (KO) 4 3 91/101 151/155/162 128/136 98/ 170/181/189
Tula (KO) 4 2 102/ 151/162 128/136 93/ 187/
A36237-01 (KO) 4 2 102/104 162/184 128/162 93/98 181/187
Flamingo (KO) 4 3 102/104 155/184 128/136/162 93/98/99 187/
Number of alleles 7 9 4 5 8

“ Abbreviations represent the distributors listed in Table 7.
YMaximum number of alleles per locus.

*Underlined characteristics represent unique genotypes in the potted polyploid cultivars.
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RVUREAER & HEE SN2 AEIL WV K O DE(ETHET 3 A
FNULEDOT ) VEER L (Table 10). BIZI1E, =%
ko “hwv—57" TiE, ~—7% — CB004a DiE(ET
JEIZ BT, 155, 157, 161 D3 2D T )V E R LT
72, DU A 'A26200-01 Tld~— 7% — CF001 @i
fRTFHAZ BT 91, 98, 102, 104 D 4DOD T ) V&R
L7

ZAFED 1 EET D720 ORKDT ) IVED S HEE
ENLREHKEE Table 10 ISR L7z, §XTOMEEK, =
RARMTEIZE 2B CHO IS L7 0= A4 P X MY —
\Z & BB & SSRFENT I & B 1580 o ¥ 78 i S s — 5k
L7z, =77, MEEERCIE, 4 7a—4H A b X MY —
(2 & BT & SSR ENT DHEE A —F L 7225, Bk D11
Ml Tl R R LR TH o7

W2, Wi —%—TaveRKy b —t—ar
TSN T ) VvE, ZHEEORy b —%—T 3 »
EREBARDER Y v —F— 3 Y245 T Table 11 12 F
Lol TEEORy M —F—Ya 15 REOT )
VORI 5 DBETIHEIZBNT3~4HETHY, =
ERDY YLD —F— 3 Y 128D T ) )V OFEE T
1~7HECTH 2. VNI —A =2 a VR BNIRY

M == a3 IZBTETINEFTEDL LZDE
X5 DODEMETHEICBWT1~3HETH > 7 (Table
11). RO Ry == a v e ieh—+—
a v OBGHIEEEAHESZ T 57-912, UPGMA 12 &
DK A AR L 72 (Fig. 13). ZOfGHE, By M — % —
varkPniEr— A= a riEFERERMSI O 7 v —
TERIET 52 Lo 5T, BIEK ETREL T
2. =, YIDfE — =T a vix, Zo0TV—71C
Gz, OO V=71 aL ) A== O —
VIR "TIA4TNETA N PEENLTEY, Ihb
BOFNRE AT L =R EMEN L REETH 72, b9
—DODTINV—=T1L, N=NF HEREWVT 8 HMEETH
25T —=FKRTHo/z. FIA4 ML & ‘-2
YULN E5OOBEETEICBW T H UEETE
HLTWZErLBEBERETOR—D7 A5 =124
FHE N7z (Table 10, Fig. 13).

W2, BHEORy b —AH—Ta yTHRESI
TUNZOWTHRE 21T - 72, ZA5K 2 A & U RSk
B mEEE 17 mETHRE ENZT ) VEiZ4~8T
Ho7z (Table1l). TNERY M A—F— 3 Y OfE
15 ffl & I L 7236, £ O %% CB008 & CB018a

Table 11. Different carnation alleles identified using the five SSR loci in Table 7. Allele size is given in bp.

SSR locus (allele sizes, in bp)

CF001 CB004a CB008 CB018a CB026a
15 potted diploid cultivars 91 155 128 93 152
102 161 136 98 170
104 171 145 106 185
162 112

No. of alleles 3 3 4 4 3
12 cut diploid cultivars 91 161 145 93 148
102 162 98 152
112 179
181
185
187
189

No. of alleles 2 1 2 3
17 potted triploid and tetraploid cultivars 91 151 128 93 164
98 155 136 98 170
101 157 145 99 172
102 159 162 112 181
103 161 185
104 162 187
105 165 189
184
No. of alleles 7 8 4 4 7

Bold and italic values represent alleles that were found in both the cut and the potted diploid cultivars.
Underlined values represent unique alleles in the potted polyploid cultivars.
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Annette (SN)
Teatime(SN)

My Fair Lady(KI)
Ascot(SN)
I Mel(SN)

Piglet (SN)
Koreno (sp)

L —— el
Bridal White (sp)

f Summerdress (KI)
Unforgettable (SN)

[~ Chiffon (KI)

1 ICamille (KT)

Camille Pink (KI)
Audrey (KI)
Dear Mama Red (M&B)
f Polaris (KI)
Can Can Scarlett (SA)
[ Coral (st) (
Francesco (st)
— Ricardo (st)
Barbara (sp)
jWhite Sim (st)
—L__'U Conn Sim (st)
Miracle Symphony (st)
Sandorosa  (st)
‘Miracle Rouge (st)

0.50 0.38 0.25 0.13 0.00
Coefficient

Fig. 13. Phenogram of the 27 genotypes of diploid pot and cut carnation cultivars.The phenograms was produced using the UPGMA
method with J&C coefficients. Cut carnation cultivars are underlined. ST, standard type; SF, spray type.

ICBWTIRFE U THo72h, CF001, CB004a, CB026a L 7-¥I0AEA — A —3 3 v OFEMEMEE L FRkIC, fB£
WCBWTiE2/BEUETH -7z T/, FBRMAICEFRY BESHEARGEI) lm BENSVWRFENL <, 10 HE
ICRR® 5N 2 T ) V2D W Tk, CF001, CB004a,  HEDBIAEMIL T L2 R EIN A 580 & 7z (B, ME).
CB008, CB018a, CB026a MW &MIZTFIEIZ BT, 2N 72, WEESEohT aFsy 79303 (1,
Z14, 6,0, 1, 2ThHho7. §#I2CB004a D EILZTF FEOHFLEIC "H ZFRFOFENRIEERET LT 5 (Fig
JEIZBWTIHIEE AP BEARBERYT IV TH o7 14). Zo0XH i@ B oM, ®slL~

(Table 11). R, SEESEICIEEL . F, BT
E B ATV Ofptd, RS, BREETH Y (Fig.
=B 14), ZNSIZEFAERD b OMEEIZHEL L TV,

& 5|2 SSR AT DG EA 5, R AR I L A
EIHTHONILZL)IZWNEI——2a v T ORy b I—%—arU0iEh—t—3 3 VIR
A L 72 304 ah D ) & 297 i EA AR TH D L LAVIRRNZ T ) VBSEEET S 2 LWL 2
EEN, BHERREILTITHo72. —F, E28HD o7z (Table 11). 5 A 7 ¥V ABE AR 21T HE,
RN, Ky b —F—3 3 TaE L7 45 fE
18 WEENEHATH L LHEE I N, £ OBEIENR
TETHZEPPELNI oz, YW —F— 3 v

T, TV F VBN X ) A E RN L 72 MR S -
FlE, EEDPKE, BRENS ., BE, EFEIFAE K ‘
CTpo TR, F RIE R BIAEIRAE |2 X V) tE v o
LA L7 (B, 1985; 0 -#,1985). Lo L,

Fig. 14. Photographs of tetraploid cultivars with distinctive
flower colors.
Ry b —F—> a3 OEEELEL S 185 THHOMMIC Left: Castel ;center: Bosco ;right Flamingo .
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AV N
VUREAR, NEERPEE L, HESHE L ES T2 5 (7
S, 1994). TNO5DZ EMS, Ry M —%—3 3

Y OREBMEREIE NSk A R T B B AR L
DMLY, SREREEH T 2 M L7z &
ZZ bz

T/, H—A—Ta i, F—F—h—%—Tav
k@fﬂ%w@mwmﬁ%fft IS DORER I
Bixt LABAMIZIE OUR, 2002). #FIIOKR Y b
H—t—a YOBFEIZE, ZNSIEEH O SESF
ENTWtoRABPRERONLZ LS (JUR, 2002
2003), fEEEIIARHTH L0, TNHR—F =5 —+—
LWBLEZ N, 20X ), Ry
M — A= a VICREBOBEMRESFEEL, €0
HECIIFEEEOMB SR SN OB LT,
P0iEh —%— a v OB TIIEEERLEOW SFED
MELEHREINLIOICH LT, Ry b A—%—Ta vid,
WIAZOLDORBEME LTHWA 20, TAMEED
HEZ & B OGN, MW DZIED MENDZEN
WoiEh —tr—a iAot E2ons. 20
72, BAMESOREMDL 720 THHOR, )
FER, BREGEDPS CHFETLDOTIE v rEE 2
b, F, ZEERRETYL Ty 7Ty sy T
DL, FHYE - mmw%ﬁ#%%%ﬁ (ZEPAEAE & DT
MEDPHER SN MO E L, REEmAEIZBRS 37Ky
Fﬁ—%—&a/ﬁ@;bﬁé%éﬁ@%@%&ﬂﬁﬁ
RIgE N7

UPGMA 12 & D ER L 72BHERIIC BT, Zfko
Bieh—tr—va L ZMEEORY b —A—2a v
MDY TAY =% 5T L3 CRAEL Tt
(Fig. 13). —75, WIWfEr—tr—varoh<Tik, 27

L=RERY F—=FRIE N=NTF ZERVWTZOD
7= 71257z (Fig. 13). Kimura et al. (2009) 13
PIniEh —%— a v ORfE#RNEZBWHICASY v 55— F
F23 L AT L —R18 MfE%X 13 D SSR~Y—H —%
HWCHEETRZ BT L. ZOfRE 25—k
EATL—RIIBEMETRELTEY, #EHNERIC
HEWIRRO LN Lol LTS, iU, KBt L
B DLERERELTCVS, LaL, SO L
DAY 7 718 1 Kimura et al. (2009) O & —Fk L T
WL ENS, RFEICBWTAT L —REAY V¥ —
FRDBTODOEFIZGDPNIZDIL, ~— 51— i
BARVIzHOTHY), v =7 KR mEREHEL T2
& T Kimura et al. (2009) D5 & FEk, 2 7L —FRE A
¥ o= FRIGEEWIZRET 2bDEEX 6N Z

va v ORI &

W, A7V =R DEBEAF VT —FRTHDHY A
ZMFEORZEDL Y S E UL DLk (Vainstein et al.,
1991 ; A4y, 1999) & b—FH$ 5. Dol ihrs, =
RO EY P —F—YasizonTid, A¥ ¥ —F
RRATL—=REECUNAN —F— 3 v EBENE
FIEWIIRROONT, ZHEORy b —t—Ta v
OB, YIVIED =t —2a VHEE5 L Tnwh I Es
g e,

AIFZEICB T, YINEh —F+— 3 > CHFELES
HHOSSR~Y— I —%2 Vb 2L T, BEDLY MiEL
Brn7-BRMEoRZGEEsECRYy M —%—3 3
V30 MIEEY VI — A= a v 10 HEEEINT A 2
EHTET (Table 10, Fig. 13). 2D Z & 254 AR,
L7z5 O~ = =0 fEh—F— a3, Kv b

N—F—arEbo0y 4 TORERNCHENTH
5 ENYWENI R
SSR ¥ — 71 — 2 X B EEMEDHEEIZ DWW T, TUREED

BRED) LEAMEOAB 7T —H A M X M) =X
% AT & SSR EHTIC & 5 R 5 As—3 L 72 (Table 10)
ZOZ MR L5 oY — 7 —TlE, 1 EETED
72D ORKOT ) VI TREREEHEET S 2 L IZHEEET
HHEVWH)TZEERLTWAS, LHMAL%EH S, CB004a
=N — I T OB TR A T ) L R R
L7 (Table 10). 2D X9 ZEHMHOEH VY —H—%
B3 2 LT, SSRIFMITD b H A LB X { k%
HETELDOTREZWNEEZ TS,
PDEDXHIZ, By bI—t—Ya viZiZZ o=
PR UREfR & o 72 BURAEAE L, B AR O R 5
DE D FEMOBGATRE SN RIFZETHL 2L
PRI ERRFEEZHEET 5 L TREILh
D, DNA ¥ — 7 — T I E R E SR T2 R CFH
Ny —neied. 5tk 29 LIRS KRy b —%—
yay%ﬂb%w—%—va>ﬁ&mzwf¢LT%&
VOZEEHFLTWS

WEEE

N —F%—3 3 rTIE, EE, WAORNEE, EEEOR
WALICPE ) EINAEEOR T AEE > TB Y KE %
BCTHh D, BN OREE A KT 2 BUK TR
B A& DEIMLE D Z ENTEY, ART ) VF N
M OREPEH IR o TwD, T, B EREOZE
BEHL W LD, Hilele=— XIRHG L 72§ fE %
FIMCRZET 2HMPLETH L. €T, AR T
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FoONERE S &I, £F, BHEOMFLEZMNS LT
BEELZFEMTCHELEDNANY— T —DHh—F— a VHE
2B BFHORRMEICOWTEEL L.

BREOMBILE XD 72012 DNA v — 7 — %2 FHT 5
AAIA K, AF, A XFOFEEWZIILDHE LT
ZHOMATITONT A (Staub et al, 1996). L2 L
WS, A—F—YarEELHLEIIBVTUL, NTOD
BRIFIREEE~OFH (Debener et al., 2003) 25%1
LNTVEORTHY, DNAVY—H— % EFE~FIH L
72BN R /T H A v (Arus, 2000). ZOEH
ELT, fEExofEEIELmEICDAY, BHEIZEOWE
BADPNSINT &, FEEWIC A AT E O %
REMIZET 25 EEP D W2 &, BIIEOIE & A
FEMBEX 2, NT, A—A—T a3 VY EEFOTHMK
MEWCHIR T 2 RBEIAEDO M B DLW L 2 BT S
% (NEFIE, 2005).

AWFFETIE, %1 EICB W CEMMRRREEE %
L, I—F2—=aVIZBWTDNA~Y—/—I2&5
BH®EE (MAS) PHRECHL L E2FEH L2 F1&E
FBLIEIICBWT, BEICEHEL/-~—— 2575 L
THEAME L 7 B M 2R L7z, ERME RSt o
SrEEE R 2 R LR L 723 S 0 X 13 42 % 605.0cM,
137 D RAPD ¥ — 4 — & 9D SSR ~ — 1 — A% 124 |2
JESE L, 16 OEFHEEP OIS NG, T, T —F—
arEECIAT Y ABIIB W THO TOMEEH
DOIETH 5. B 1EFE2HIZBNT, TERL72EH
% b & ZERMEBRIRGUED QTL T 217 o 72, €
DFER, D. capitatus DA T 5 ZZJFNEIR ORI IL
6 FSHAFIZETR T 2 —2DIEHDORE % QTL £ 52, %#
5EEHIFICEET 240 L TOOfEH O/ E 7 QTL
DG LTS ZEDHLMPR -7 EAEMBEREO
F AW L) EREEANOKGRIGE LD D 2
ETEMEG SR TMEREIZIE, - ARHEY R
(Ralstonia solanacearum) , A * F1EEARHE Xanthomonas
oryzae pv. oryzae), b7 T U0 2L EFMBERE (Erwinia
stewartii) 72 EFTH NS (FEME - EE 1998). k
<~ FEHEHIHICIE5DODL — AL 6 DDEWE! (biovar)
BHSNTEY (Carmeille et al,, 2006), L — AT &2
KPP O QTL T 83k & 5 T A (Thoquet et al.,
1996 ; Mangin et al., 1999 ; Carmeille et al., 2006). F 7=,
4 ADHEMFIIOWTIL, ZHEOL—ADHLENTE
D, EWHHEICHASG T AERTFAINETIIARCLED
27 FEFHHEE ST 5 (Xiang et al., 2006 ; Iyer-Pascuzzi
etal,2008). H—F—3 3 YEBMERCIOWTE, o

NE CTEEDPS 10 Wk % IUE LEBRICHE L7228, i
L7ZHBRICBIT A L — AGLIZERO ST, 4%
bHlEHE L — A5 LB L THRET 1T ) LB L 5 &
ZzbN5. F72, DNAY—7 —I2 X 558X % 1
B b2 EOBEMO—2IZ, HIKEFBLEEFOR
BE (vy T R—A7u—=r7) BETFLNDL. RN
121, EPMEEFREEO~ — ) — OEEEALL 5 N
BEA OISR AR T O TGS 2 FUH L TR R A%
ESINDLZENHFINS.

B1EE 3EICBWT, EAMBBIKIMO QTL &
BHCHFAET 5~ — 1 — DA EBE OB E I F)H T8
PRI R AT o 7. ZOFER, 556 SR IS T A1F
MDOKRE 7% QTL 2SS L 72~ — & — STS-WG44 % v
52 LT, EROBEEMAO T2 OMEOIRIMELH
T % Rt o G P TR A DR B F A GA B AHYH]
RECTHY, H—F—2a YIZBWTMAS U HETH 5
ZE RS L FEBRIZ, 2004 F RO EE S
5 STSWG44 |2 X 2 #IR 2 EEL TWwb. THETIS,
D. capitatus \2 51—+ — > a v & 5HE LM L 72 BC,
WAL D H 2 5 Hfh D 6AZ37-1, 6AZ37-2 % &I L, DK
X475, 2E5 50RKAEMNG Lz BUTE, EiE
T, TERERYREE, fEREBMEII O WALk L Tk
D, BN S A e SRR B E T TET
HDH. INSOREIE, EHMMEE LTEMZOL 0N
FHTE L7213 Tld%e <, MPkFEME L TDNA ¥ —
=L QICHFREICHHENE LT, LY RKELEN
== a Y ORELEEIIHKTEDLEZ LN,

I E CTICEAMBERIEIUE (56185 1), i
(B 13HE 4H) © QTL UAMI—FE, NFEOLR % LR
T HBIZT-D 16 MBI v E v 7 ENTW S (U
PP S, 2006). HEHMXIE, xR ENT Y E LT
SN, WEMHEOHEBEMRSH SRS LT, 20
M RIEMICE T 5. DNA~Y—7 —1F, BESCHE
2T DS KEH BV 2 LEL T 2REICE
WCENWVEETHL. 4, I—F—2a Y OEZERYE
ThLHAEFLHE, WEREE LIy Er 72 ED
TWwE, EEEEZ RGBT 2802 %L Tw»
CFETHD. T2, 5HBOY—T—HBICBVT, #F
AFEEFICBWCOFIATE, MENTLIRATE S %
EHHEDOEWSSR Y — 7 —ORFEOEER T T T
TEFELEEZONSL., ZO0, BIE, SSROT /4
BAET A7) —2ME L, %D SSR~—7—DH
357 5 UNIZ SSR ¥ — /1 — 12 X B I O % H o
TWh, IRODPERTHIET, I—F—Tarilh
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3577 AR RESREE SN D Z LIRS LS.

F2HIIBWT, 7u—H% A P X M) —ZHNTYY
Eh—tr—varveRy b —F—Ta ozl
Sl BINAET —F — T 3 Y IZDW T 304 i
FEA 297 A A TH ), (EkOMERRIZE A
ENRZREERTH L ZEDPHLP RS2 —F, Ky bk
== a IOV TIE 45 AR 18 Al AR FUA
ThY, TOFEIVWIAEI—F—2 a3 vIZHRBE
Fo Ttz AN, LM R o Ak, W FEs —
A= a IZBVTOIRY MI—F—T a3 vIZBWTY
TR O WA L ORI R SN, TE
TIKHAT U ABBEREZ R L 72FEORLY # A
&, D. capitatus % FIH L7234 ORY L AOMIZ, EA
TiE, e XF7Tva (D. detoids L), "~F7>2a (D
japonicus Thunb.), ®¥ IV F 57 2 (D. knappii Asch. et
Kanitz ex Borb), V' 1 7 5 37> 2 (D. superbus L.) (fi
H, 1992), A -+t F 7 ¥ 2 (Dianthus % isensis Hirahata
et Kitamura) %/~ 773 2 (Nimura et al., 2003, 2006a,
2006b, 2006¢, 2008) % FIH L 72 A HME SN TV 5D,
FAEMBORIZIE, NI FTYaobOlEE (FES,
1994) A tF 7 a0 b ORI LM, &, B
DI —F = a VIFE L VERHEE b OR
DL HAFAET A (Nimura et al,, 2006b). BAETDH, v
2y PRV TV =R EMHIN D TERBOREE A, L
7o ERED N ORI T B A%, R HBRAEER I 0%
FEEE RIS AR B ERE 2R 51213 E > Tw
R\ XDz, FEMOEN TR A BRI
BATBICERVEAVPLETH L. FEBE, H1ETR
L 7-ZRME IR IC O Wi, KB ORMEC
LB ERER LM Z 5 M) RS ETEL )R D.
capitatus O b DI 72 2 A L 2 OMIEE AR Y
WWEWRHEBERT 5 LN TEL. DL ) R EE
AL OR LM 1T) LTI %519 % © 725 DNA
X—=A—Tdob HIOLEIZHEH TS DNA Y — 7 —
BRI L CHFETEIUE, BMOEIZES 3 5550
HE b O E B ERTE, R LSO R Z i
HL, BHEERTZEMCTES. DNAY——%FHT
LI LT, A—A—variiBLTHHARY X R
ORI HIA T E 2R AN DL LEZ SN
5.

HE2EEIHICBVT, SSRY—F—%2HWTKRy k
== a Y OBIZFEIDSHRIEIC O W THT L 72
ZORE, Ry M —t—a roffEEaEcE, =
REOY YIS —F—a v RKRy M —F—3 a2

TR L 2 WS BUR RAERR R 1 22 7 ) V3 ol
bz, Stk INFEREEMZ O NICHEEREM O BT
B35 28T, INOBEEEMERENT ) VO
HERIZOWTHERTRRTII 2 WAt EIAbNb. 20X
JIWCDNAY = —%FIHT 52 LT, RN E
WEFBNICEECRT I ENTE, EHIC7TAY —
fEfr 2 &2 XY, EEEHERHEE TS LT, il
M, HEAHELOBEHNEREICOWTLHEETES (Rout
and Mohapatra, 2006). Z®72&, DNA ~— % —DOF|H
(B B 22 S LR AR D 38 7 R0 2SR I O B AR 1) & HESS
THLIEEWEEILTSEEZHNS (Rajapakse, 2003 ;
Fu et al., 2008) .

B2 HEH 3HICBWT, SSRY—F—%FHL TRy
Fr—A—2ar30mELRy M —F— 3108
Tad#s s L2 TERL BE, A—F—T 3T
&, AL TR S o e S AERE S N2 ) fEAS
RECKEICIHA SN D ZEHREICR> T D (8
A, 2008). BURTIE, HBHEABRZITV, St
EDR ML ERT LLENH L L ORI,
7.0, ANGELIEOTFEIZZsTWEW., Z07:
D, KETELIEDDIZH-D, RFIHERETHETE
% DNA ~— 71 — 2 & % AR I BT 2 A, ah A ik
B O DNA ¥ — 71 — DO FEMTH I & 72 (Smulders et
al., 2000, 2003 ; Kimura et al., 2009). ¥4, I—1 v /3
Tl Applas L2 BTSRRI > A 7 2 2SBSE S (85
KR, 2008), EINTHEMKEEOHBIFERIZID ()
79 S DNA WFZERTIC & 5 HAN S #ED N TV 5.
LStk FeaHEL TV —=I =122V TH Z0FH
MPHIFRES LS.

DUk, B3 22 08 M B R H P 1 B A 2 19 12 S 8
K OVERK, QTL T %17\, H—Af—3 a3 v IiZBnT
DNA~—7/ — % MM L7 EBIHEESWTRRTH L I & %
FILL7 T2, H—F— a3 v oBEEICOWTHERE
FIZHH S 2L, SSR ~— 4 —Z I L T faiy & ikt
WCOWTHER L7z, IS ORI, EEREOEMIE
B OBIRIENT, BAFED S OR LM, BImMERED
Mo, RS R A B h — A — T 3 YBEMESGEISH
TE, —f—va Y BHOMWFLIZEMTE DL
EELTC

OB

AREFZEIEL, 1 —F— 2 a VEREIZEIT S DNA~Y— 7 —
OFHTRELEZ: S5 NS H — 4 — ¥ 3 v ORFFEIERL B
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9%

TEAFHSPICTE2DIfTbNILDTH 5.

B1ETIE, 77—t — a3 Y EAMERIRIUEEED
SO R LMFAERD 120, ERMEHEIED E1
5RO PREED T T4 7 R—-L BERMEL
TR O N7 IRPUE o BESE T 134 A% VT, RAPD B
USSR~V —H— 2L Ah—F—a yTHOTHE
SEHI 2 VR L 72, VERE L 72 431X Tl 137 @ RAPD
Y —H =B L9 DSSR ¥ —H — A 124 R T FEI AL
BTSN, ZRbO~—F —Id 16 M ICHHE S
N, HEHHX 0O 4 605.0cM, {1 o 3 iR
BE4.9cM Td o 72, & 512 8 1 ZE M R IR BT I
TEDFER % AT QTL f# T 247 o 7245 R, TEHOKE
7 QTL X4 6 M EHHE (2 HEsE L, LOD fH 23.46, % 5.3
60.5% %R L7z, & 512L0D 4232, 2.87 ODFEH D/
SR QTLOY =7 H 4 2, 5@ ICEn TR S
2. 2O EDPS A —4— g CERMBEREDIEICZ
—DODOVEHDOKRE % QTL L 474 &b ZODfEH D/
S QTL 2SS LTWaB Z LR - 7.

WIZ, WS N7z QTL i D~ — 71 — S EEE O
HEHR AR RE 21T o 72, T TR
(2 & 2 HEHUMERE C I L C & Z23KPUIER LR MER IS
BUAY— I —OHRELZHFHEL MR, FHOKE %
QTL 2345 L 72~ — 7 — STS-WG44 134T D R h
LTz, —H, EHO/KSW 2250 QTL EHEDO~ —
H—TH5H 0QI2 & STS-WB66 (3= L 54k % s 72 Rk
THRAETHEEIET LA 2o &hs, STS-WG44
AERPUEEE % RIS 2 ETHBTH S Z &S
W27 o7z. FEBEOBMERZ HWT, STSWG44 OF
EEEWR P LR, STSWG44 OIS X 2 389
HOHEIL62.6% &£ RKE <, FERHEEA 20% PLT O #IKHT
HRFEDIT L A LIESTSWGH ZHRAEL TV, 20
R, — A= a YEAMBRIEREEREICB VT
STSWG44 % Eifi~—H— L LTHWAZ LT, HWED
I A BT 525 % &0 P EREOR A EFIAEA
ADTHETH Y, DNA~—F — |2 X 2 & E A g
ThHhHBIETHLMNIILZ.

EEOEMICBVWT, MBI EELBETH L. TEK
L7ESEHZFAL T, BT b 7= v 20l
L, fEoikiklZB+ 5 QTL T %47 - 72, EEHHIX
VERUZ R L2 B ORI BT 2T v by 7=
EROEESAIE, 0.5mg/g EW. LT ORI RS %<,
TV T 2 EROEANIE, ZO0MITKT L7z,
C OfERE HWT QTL T 217 o 74558, 46, 9 #EH
I ENZENFGHE 21.6%, 15.0%, LOD 14 6.33, 4.15

D=o® QTL 3kt S .

E2FTIX, BEMEIICHRFL TV —F— 3
YOI — A= 3 > 304 EELR L NIKR Y by —
t—3a 45 FHEIZOWT 7 H = A b A MY =2 X
LREBMONEEITo 7. EBEORBEEIIO W, ]
U O gt A e BT 5 2 L CHERR L. L 72
YDA —A—2 3 > 304 afEDH B, 297 anfl i =65
fREefEES N, "AH—Ly bV g3 AN
41 NVEEY KLy K O3 @ENRZEE Ly
WA TH L Z ENPELIZ -7, Erou—3F
YRLOWEIE, VAR v Me—5=" O3 IR
RThHrEESINS. Ry M —F—3 3> 45 G
2oV, 27 Ml AR, 3 A =R, 15
AR L SR STz, S0 ) BRI O Y ta k]
L HI—2 IR RNAE— =1 3=
Bk, b =7 BUBEHTHL L EHERLL. Z
NOHORE, Ky M —Hh—3 a3 VIZEEHOBEHIER
FEPFET H AR ENT.

SILOEFEZMET H 2 LT, BEICHEEME2HEET
LHZEDUEPHLPICT L2010, BEEORL LY)
DAEH -t —Tary12afEE Ry b —%—2 3210
O RILORELME L7z, TofE, [ILoEEx
HES 52 8T, R EEREZXBT 52 L3
THholzd, =R ufEEzXi+sZLi3TEn
no iz,

BREORLZZ Ry VI —%—T 3 » 32 BfIZDown
T, 5D SSR ¥ — 71— & F TR 2 & NS s
MRV % BAT L 72, F B R FRECI S 2 7 ) v
ORI R HEE L7, SRR L SRR OV
Ja—H A b XM —OfRE—F L —J, fEE
IZDOWTIE 5 FEFHD SSR ¥~ — 1 — DA L B IEEMED
HIREgETH 72, 52O2DOSSREICEBITLTILVD
SRRSOV TR L 72452, SRRy b — % —
TarTlE, £T7TVIVED 3~ afEFHE DR, A
OIS — A= a vy BT LTINS N7,
—h, BEEIROR Y b — k= a3 SRR R
BT ) VHIBEBAEL, 7 VED 4~ 8L Lo
72, STOZENLITRER Y M —%—3 3 YN AE
H—A—a y EEENISEL, BRERY b —%—
Ta vIIEERE L O D ES —— T 3 Y DS O BT
FMPOBER SN TREMEDSSH 2 2 LAV R E . £
7z, SEEM L7 5 MO SSR~—H —THZED ) &
18 LIS O R 0 57 2 Al & B e 30 SR & @19 5
ZLENHRETH o 7
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AL LwDHIZH2Y, ¥IGR T E iz
THE F L2 R e B R E R Rt A3
MATEHOBEERLIY. £/, AERLMEIE M
MR 2 THE £ LoME KRB e 7edt Ah sk

Bz, W =tRERAEE W e ESdzIc o &
D BFLHF L EITET.

AW EFITT HI2H720 LT, EBROZRTHISLED
FLOILEL T TRIATE L MfeE s T THEX F L/
AE S WRFEITHTI AL S BSEIIZE T — & LIEHIgE R /BRI

Pt 1R < BALP L LIP3, A8 S Wioepmiise s B
(Bl BEMOKER BMOKEBAT S R E) 5
HEEFE AL, FHEEL SRR — 2K KEdITA
g EEFZET R ARSEF — 2K ARk
FEEL v 5 — AR, TR R
FE LI ERE L TELMPSATHE, LX)
WELE T

AIFIEICKIEIZEE L L TE R L THNIEEF L
REANL  TRER I, BRI —IC, PiARE  Anl s,
TR ORIG, TEER AR, Ko JESIEHIT,
BRI EEEHK, EHE O EHNIEARISRO L YK
He-LET.

EEBROBRITIZHT-) T ITEE T L 724 S WIZERTHTE

HACE BAZETZE T — & MlEsE R, e Sl
[FIAE & anE AT ZE T — 2 lESEd L, B)IEER

B, FABBACREET -4 FEAREELE IS
< OLEWIFRITIRA B L OB ORI 0 & ) K
L ET.

T/, B2BEIIBVWTHRIERY M —At—Ta v &2
PRMTEE F LRI EERE v v ¥ —RZEFZEAT B
EERB LU A Ml (BR) L3I & 72
LE9.
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