2023F F 1287

Fal4f %

LHEiR

LR S SN URINIB e B AR I PR T

ZJFSC//%* 1,2,3,4
WES

27%4:‘ 1,2,3,4

& '_I: 1,2,3,4 Falé]ii 1,2,3,4
7}}_’]\;/9\ 1,2,3,4

PET

1,2,3,4
ESEP

(" HEM T AMBLBE ) MM 5140715 > HN TTARMBI A B SRR BT BT, | AN 5140715 ° GG P e AR Z M 0 A
ZEATRIGE AN 5140715 * T AR A HEN RGBT R TR ARSI PG, T AR 514071 )

BE MEGAER L ETZNEZFIMEINZ — LR AP R LR F AR TR h, MAESTAMBERGRREE, »F
ARITH BN F A R A R B HAG S A B AR fe e A 0 TR T, @i 2R DNA 5 FAR IR AR EMAG TR R Ak
F5 @ WA TR, 5T DNA 2T AR IS MG B 69 AT 5O IR , VAR A A0 A% o T AR 4R B B A3 L3236 K al

SR A s A AR 2T A

Research Progress on Molecular Markers of Major Genetic Traits in Citrus

GOU Wentao'***, ZENG Sharui'****, ZHANG Zhibiao'*****, TAO Xingxing'*’**,

. 1 1 . 1,2,3,4 . 1,2,3,4 1,2,3,4
ZHUO Guoning , XIE Yuechang ,MA Ruifeng ,DU Xiaozhen ,LI Guohua
('"Meizhou Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences ,Meizhou 514071 , Guangdong ; "Institute of Pomology , Meizhou Academy

of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences ,Meizhou 514071 , Guangdong ; *Meizhou Shatian Citrus Comprehensive Experimental

Station of the National Citrus Industry Technology System , Meizhou 514071 , Guangdong ; *Pomelo Quality

Improvement Engineering Technology Research Center,Meizhou 514071, Guangdong )

W 4% ( Citrus reticulata Blanco. ) J& == 7 Bl 1%
J&, T HSME L EEL S DERRAKRZHE,
REWE A RABNTE, Eli L Z A S
Bl U2 ARG A ER A 414 FAOSTAT i i,
2022 43 FE M FE T AA 303.3540 J7 hm? A
4 6003.89 J7 t (25 &R M 13 £47) Y,
FE XG0t Ja & 46 (Chttp « //www.stats.gov.cn/sj/ ) B
873 R R A e 3 T AR B A 7 i AR R T R
o FEUBEF= L 5T, 3R E A% B M r s 2
TR B, Fob B PSR T EL B AR R A
M2 R T BB R R A B 2 — X B i Ak Rl
ABAEERE L,

RS B LT AR R ORAC B R A &, H Rl
ES ROk R AR R e Rt = S P = L IE 53
AR Iy F, S TARIC T s b 78 AR B B, R #5758

HEEWE : [ E MG =L AR R R (CARS-26 ); A AN B K '
KOG R BE AR BRI H — A P AR A g R
¥4 (2023KJ108 )

LB FAhRC BN MR R . Bl IS4+
PRicHoR IR & R, o F iR B & FidoR (MAS,
Marker assisted selcection ) A7 i Ff 1) il F13E F T AE
PO T RIETEUR M AR H AR LR [ 4 b ) %
TR P4 Ry A, TP JR AR [ 2 PR 22 St 9, i e
A=W MR BT B, LR A R TG T
FE Dy IR VE A gy T EA B B s FhRid
FORVRAN T HIAG 2B P98 G e Jo 1) B A S A
TEGFP BT A E RS st AR 2+
BRI RERS R EZEAEH
1 DNA & FHrig S ARaI iR K 268

DNA 43 FAric 8 AR & 20 22 60 FR40HE &
bric bR A AR IC 2 05 & R Ak 1) LA 3ot A%
W) (A% R ) 1 22 254 R Rl A i AL b ic B 2 P
PHAS SZ AR N IR 2 (8800 R B BB ) Fnb
PRIEE AR R, e AR 2 )T 2k
1 AU PR IR | AR R A 2, R
Bz N BER R 2R BT R R RS
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FRAEXT DNA 22 288 VA4 I 5 AN [R], W] 43
TFHRCE AR N 4 27 SR TF I T I HAR
grFAmic, W PR ik v B BE 2 A8 AR iC( RFLP,
Restriction fragment length polymorphism ), 1] AF
#H 8 8% §  £ & ME( VNTR, Variable number of
tandem repeat ) 5 ; —J& 3 T PCR Y 4r F#5id, 40
FE ALY 34 Z 254 DNA ( RAPD,Randomly amplified
polymorphic DNA ), 7 1iF ¥ - Bt 47 14 X $8( SCAR,
Sequence characterized amplified regions ). ffj HL 842 J7*
%1|( SSR, Simple sequence repeats ). fiij . ¥ 51| # 42 [X.
[B] 414 2 &5 (ISSR,, Intersimple sequence repeat ), 4
K P18 Z2 5P ( SRAP, Sequence related amplified
polymorphism )55 ; =& T PCR 5 R HRFUIH A
55 IS ThR G, Iy 3 BOK B 2 5 (AFLP,
Amplified fragment length polymorphism ). ]9 14
Z 1 ¥ % ( CAPS, Cleaved amplified polymorphic
sequences )3 ; PUJZ: 1L DNA 8144 AR B9 7T
10, WP L MBI FE X (ITS, Internal transcribed spacer ).
I 53 PN [B] B X ( 1GS, Intergenic spacers ), FLAZ 1 iR
% % PE( SNPs, Single nucleotide polymorphisms ) 45,
H Hi,RFLP. RAPD. AFLP, ISSR. SRAP, SCAR
PLE SSR S50 FARICH AT G h XA i
2 DNA S FHRig R AREHTE PRI AR

Mt e — M E R S TAEY) , R SR
TS BT YA KRBT PSS . DNA JrFhmicte
AR T HF A 5 9 TSR 52 B Al ) A A Rt Pk
PP A OC Y 3 FAmic . X2 orFFnical LU
TEFEA UL R AR M i R Ak, 48 = B R Rl
B FARC I SO s L i ) BT B
A B THE s A B IR 1Y 5 Bl S B A AL
T8 PR L e R AL A S
2.1 HBINMERBREXWDFirE HERIME
A JBUPERER 1IREY FE2G 6 LA RS AR RN
IR SRR DGR i 22 BE R Rl i gl IR, 32
FNHPZ R R A FEm , DFROMERE AR, BRI
AL A AL AR A o BRI, SRS N A
R fe B 2R — NG A 7 1 AN A
L BT, 52 M A 7 AR R B e R, I
AR A S MLt 5t 2 F80 A SR S it PPN AV 118 3
BSHZAER . Imai 55 P 5T R, B SR SR/

T 150~300g 2 FBl P , 2 FRAR R AH AR SRS K/ NG P E
Fro Garcia 2 " X} Citrus volkameriana x Poncirus
trifoliata 2% S FERIEA T it A% 7 A, K ) Fis1, Fs2
M Fs3 45 3 > 5 R FAROCH QTL A7 445 Yu
2 M S Fortune 17 x Murcott 1 85 7% 58 fE 1R 9E 17
WL BT S 2 48 A~ 5 JLS0 5 A G QTL, JHr
FW4.2, FW5.1 Fll FW8 %5 3 4~ QTL 5 52 K/
Ko BULEVEIHE 25 x 582 51 94 Bk
F, MPBLA 73 BB ER AT AR SR 52 KN 5 BTt iy st
AT ALE], e 3] 4 45 F 80 F A DR QTL,
3N EREFRAISEN) QTL, 4 N S5HFRAEN QTL, #
S35 F WL3 F WLS 8 R o 785 SR A i
7T, LA, 5K G A U DA ARG 4 JE PR A v 2
JE 1Y) CecCCD4a K& PR 55 AR A PR 65, 1o 35 AH DG,
FLER IR SRS S R B TR AR b 22 T GG
Fo VNS DI SIS F, B MR,
XA S b R AT QTL 44T, A
FI| 5 R A% R A A OC A 8 A QTL A a5, Jf- i
5 (88 R B AR DG B A LR Ciclev10019730m il
Ciclev10021268m., -5 " FIH SRAP 4rFHrid
Ao HL 8 T LT AR 2E AT AR Hh S R B B 25 R T A
N Cs4g12370, e HAT 5E5 5 17 PR A 5%
22 HWRBRNERREXNSFHRC  BHET, AT
A7 PR St BT ) 8 PR AT A A 05 A L R AR L TR 1 T
S VO s XU S A — R L TR AR
Wy, AN R M I e R MR, B
i A A i 28 AU P e e S (R R, T I B
TR E R A R, B LR & M SR T BRI, K
R R LR LT YR A& S S Ak
5 R, S T R S AR ) T T S5 0 R i SR S Y o
R o Bl AT A TG K A4, T 36 AS ] KU
PG 5 oK H 25 i, B XA AR XK AT T —
SEFRREIRFST . Asins 25 " 7E C.clementinaHort x C.
tangerinaHort 14 H, 4 5L S 5o o bR 48 A7 e
BAEAE 9 S IEBUE, AE AT DR Y & iR
[ AEAEAH DGR BB LT, ZEZE B RE 9b A1 4b rhAs:
T 2 MR QTL, HBA &£ FL QTL HYR, X
FEUE 2 A E A M B T ARG . 3K & U X
R 5 GWAS 23081, W58 & B CcGLDH 55 /1 #%
AR M RS E R RSO E &R
BRI, Kita 25 U DU N A 8 2 L B e AN
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PR HE S AL RE R T3 R R ML AR 5T B 2 B LGT
5RO OCHK, 3 — 2P 5% A B CitLGT-2
AT DL SE 3 305 8 A ) BR, TT CitLGT-1 4545
PRI AT LA SEE 3R R AL S o ) 95 R . Fang %5 B X
AN [RIAT AR it e SR SIE R B AT AN, 7R TC R Al 6 AN
A ZACHEAR T I &2 T 3 SRR RAPD #4ibRiC .
AR % P 3 g o0 2 R 1 R A AFEA 1 Fst AT XP—
CLR EFEEIE BR A4, #EA TRl 2 R S h e A IR
TN AL, E A B 7 S Y AR SR
FE TR Pt 35 OCHR Y SNP i a5
3 HBEEREHEXHIFiRC

FH AT I 3 R S U™ S0 R RN S BT R 2B
A Z—o s Fhaich B # oy F e
T A S I SRR R AL TR AT aEbE . N, R
oA s Fhnic, T LU B B M R AE R
R R] PA 7 228 10 B R AP o Pk B A A i e AR
K, Bl A AHAT ™ X PAE T AN B R, % 5 SR el v
PR A 3 H 250 o (RIS A ARG A &7 Jek e —
Fhal 2R3, NI AE R AR K R B A2 B 7 R
I RS S BT R, L 2 B R SE T, B, AR
b A A AR 9 B R B 20 80 AT,
Z B G161 faEMRK ZRRIEE G RI 5.
JEY o AR 2 B Ay T AIME LA B VA 4 05 YL Fh
A UL LA 35 9 K s 3 A A AR 2 s ( HLB,
Cirtus huanglongbing ). #f # %= iB #5( CTV, Citrus
tristeza virus ) #7515 9% % ( CBC, Citrus bacterial
canker )45 P2, 3k B E N (H S 1 1 R FE A2 T2 A%
AT | R A T PR 2 A 4 T HLE REAE FH ()38 2o Ak
FHIEME RS TR R Y H. BT, XA AR
I B IS0 T O A U B IR T, AR S I X A A
o EE R AH DG A A iC Ao R A TR , AT AR
S B I B2 W AT S RIS
31 BERRHSFERE MG R R E
M AH ARG 7 Ml ) B B0 5, 25 KRG Pk ok TR
KIS o Ay 1 X i A 2 e i v gl ity , 55 541 1
IEFES R R E Z MR 5 FHrid. Chen 45 &
TR 1R B A L ( AGACACA ) IER] T 1 %
LR PRI [ ) AR A B R R AR A TE W 2
Katoh %5 9 FI W] 4844 H i) B BX F &2 7741 ( VNTR,
Variable number of tandem repeats ) #4 # 25 T, f5 A%
SSR FRic, BN B 27 S HA 4~63 ML TR

I

SSR 43 FHmic , R AL A5 25 it
Matos %5 1 I H: v 4 4~ SSR 43 F b ic 43 #7 8 e
BT IA T DX B R R, &2 BRI 2 BL IR M e AU 1) TR AR A
TE 2% 5. Ming %5 P 75 #List % (81 3% LG6. LG8 Al
LG9 DL KBS A5 18 3% LGT b, 20 % 2 4 4
HLB 5 5 M Fr F1 ek J22 ) 9 QTL, 4875 21~ QTL
Z: 5 MiHa HLB [ py st & 4 i, 4 J5 i 58 HLB
ORI 32 P s A 25 F PRt T — M. HAT,
XA AR B 4 T ARic AT IR A R B B
W AAT AR A FARCR TR RS, AT
G T B — DA X BESE R R AR AL, DA B
D 3 b A 8 e 1) R e LB, IR B A L)
T SR % A Ry 3K el 36 ) S

3.2 TIBRESFHRE AR —F 4k
S 7 o | R 10 77 E G T, B A i B v R TR 4 e
KGR, W g RNA JCER 0 75 2 i 75
Z— B TSR A IRRE | B TR TESR Y S R R
B A, I A 1 B, R s B 35 Mo b S5 i A e A
BT BT S AR A T o FEIE B b FP BT, B A
A B A BT DAHS B B A R AU T S
Mestre %5 1 SR BSA J7 ikt A iR i A 7 it %
30T, #82] 7 4~ RAPD #ric, K ix & RAPD % 4
Fric ¥ 4k i SCAR #Fric. Deng %5 ® 75 i T H 4%
NBS-LRR ZEH0% 56 ], IF s o) i 3] 3 4~ 5 %R
W ESIY CAP F7iC( 18P33a. Pt9a il Pt8a ), Asins
2t OOV ] FH 9 2 AR B9 QTL 43 Brilf 9t CTV 5 Mt
B ELAERON , R i 5 52 v 3] 3 4~ QTL (CTV-A1
CTV-A3 F1 CTV-A5 ) ¢ Hi e i 5L H5 )5 ok, Asins
22 B YR AT 4 50 CTV Mg 5L R 5
(CTVChi4, CTVCh1S, CTVCh17 F1 VIC), 5 4R
A AR 1) 43 B et 78 38 T I 4 2 Pk K, ELRE
BT AR AW & RN, AR WA
AR E MR E 20 T HA . iR
A FFRIC , AT LA -4l T it A0 i R A 2838 g
(3o AL 3L, A TTBE 5 R B e R T S5 4 )
3.3 EmESFRRIS MBS — R B
BEEAL AT DA ARG BOR AS R0 5 S O A B e . M
a1tz 1) R Z AR FE A R v e R SRR S, I
HERAR S Y B, B K SR BE A ST KO AR R
(35t 7 R, e 2 B B4 W v B2 A M A 5t
¥ 9 WIF 5% J5 1D, Xiang %5 B 3 1o 288 37 (4 3 g 11 ¢
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VPR P8, & BT S5 MG TR ot DA
Ko FARICH i EOLES B i i b4
BIREOR UEAT I AP E IR, FE45 A SSR 4 ThrRic
FR T 50 UE T 5 AR B i B 1 A 2 1 4 T
Pric, 15 30 1 A5 5 i B A 5 0 4 AR
it CCR-110, XJ T4 4 15t 92 3 19 43 P ic b 5%,
H TR A XS 5, SR, BT — e R W1, m g
B R BRL AT 56, X S R ] RE M R BB v | T
W PE LA S SR B BAESE T o B, XA
1 50705 1Y 4 FFRIC 5T 5 R R 15 212 08 1Y) 56
T, T B 250 LR 8% T ok shax — 4k ) &
&, BT AR R K SRR T, AR Y
TR 5T AT 2 REAE IR A L T ik 1S X A7 15 32 9 Y
JE
4 HBPEEEXE S FIRIE

ARG B 300 1 S 6 AR R R T 308 15 4% 1F T A5 8R
RERS IE W A KRB A BE 1, X FhRE 1 32 814 2 X
FARUFER, AL IR R AR RR A JE R R BRBE DN 2 | e
TSNS P FERIRE BT M B 2 F AR IC 5%
Ji T, — SR E IEAE SO T 3R S P A S
TRRIE . XS THRIC AT REPS M B 2 JE R R B
FI5E, A5 S AN A B Ak 02 e I 1 45
FASCIEDR AN, e R it v PRI 5E 7 1T , Weber
45 DO B A AAR 32 Fy BEGR KI5 3 A~ S HTAR
TEARCH) QTL 5 B3 %2 7 s v ik b i i 98 )
e, K 2 7 A 5 HUIEMEM S QTL, 43 3 4 Af
T LWI., LW2, LW3 Fl LW8 % 4i # |-, Hong
4 DS A LG1, LG2. LG3 F LG4 A E| 4 Mt
FEVEMI MY QTL (gFT1.1/2.1/3.1/4.1 ), Al fl ik &
IS S Abouzari 25 P BF 57 & B T S AR it
fig 1M1 SSR Fll AFLP 4> F4ric, 3t H AL
— ST h i 5 HER 1) S A A Tt 1 R
M S MO . FEARAG N $R MR A5 7 1T, Kolstad™”
DUAURITAH 9 BC, BEAAR R A1k, 75 48l 3R 2R 5% v
#E4T Na® F1 CI BB A MR 19 QTL 43 #r, & 8K
T 73 ANRTERCE MR . Raga 55 U MG G
A Trifoliata A1 CleopatraMandarin 1) 232 J5 {CiE AT
BAL ST, 8 1 X 6] 5E A F1 22 QTL & o7 HE A6 2]
98 MG MHERPEAR KB QTL, FEAE i SR BT
D5 T, 14 4745 U5 53F cDNA-AFLP Jy 2 5 16 31|
T 5l MG R R A 22 SRR N TDF 5 it

G, ph s W gy e WRKY7S5 3R 52 Z Fp AR 4R
Yol 175 T 223, T FE T e AR A e 17 A AR 4 1
AR AR T EEAEH . 20 Y AR R,
& CsMYB96 RERLIR AN T R0 5 T Rk, M5
CIMYBY6 F4:Alt FmMYB96 Tt fmihWhid N 9if 3%
ik CrMYB96 By FeIk BRI TR A i
JHpiE AR AN R B B T PR A
5 HiEERE

TE 3t 25 12 A 228 LUKk, 38 [ A A% R
PR WML, S5 40 T 4 SEER T AR,
RO B AR 728 S AR VL0 ), 8 58 77 A 728 S AR
(V2.0). AP AR E R KB V3.0 ) Figy
FACFIHR(VA.0 )o PRI Y 28 A48 7 8 IR 31 43
T BRI, B R R BPE R Rk 3
SR, TR B L2 BRI H o) kA 2E7E,
ORI 035451 S E— e R B L LS THIMER T
FhiEfe . Ak, oA i AR K 18, R EE R
AR B MRCRAL,

Gy FARIC BEAS B 42 5 0 A A AR 1] B AR T 22
S, N Z R A A [ A BR ] . (ER S TR 28T
PRiCIA 15 B E S 6 2 W B, IR S PR v FH IR AT 50k
PR B, I HAE SEBR R iR SRRl vT LAl A 43
FHRICIFARZ L, I TF 20 4 F A ic £ R IR
PN DL SRR R NI 34 T E TSR O R g ey e
PEAT AT, IR HF & 5 T BRI B 2 FARIE
FIAFHRic i B R G R B A R R
PR A JE R R G, A 804 S T, B A AR B
P

AR B 5K TN 5 v T T4k SRR
PEA I FARIC. A FARic AR SHE A4 AR
AP F ARG G IR T i 5 ST 1)
BUH . [RIBS, MEA L Rh s B 22 LI 2 B e ko |
b, BT S RPN 3 5 DL 2 oo ik T R AR SR
S AR T T PR ATZHE 2 R B TR A R R
PRV SEASCHR I AR . e R A S ARl T
T A NAC S TN s s S TN RN AR TE0 Y (ED O DAL
SFFPRIC. T ERAREE AU AR B AR A
T AR RE Al , AT & IR Ak LS TR R 25 TE
EMERRA B FARic e BEAh, B A 43 Fhric
8 B O e P R AR R R S PR R
() b ARG AR
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