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AFLP analysis of extra early mutant cultivar of pear ‘Liuyuesu’

ZHANG Xiao-jun, XU Ling-fei, WU Zhong-ying

(College of Horticulture s Northwest A& F University sYangling s Shaanzi 712100, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The genetic diversity was researched for pear cultivars ‘Zaosu’ and extra early
mutant cultivar ‘Liuyuesu’ on molecular level,which would provide academic basis for the breeding of ex-
tra early pear on molecular level. [Method] With young leaves of pear cultivars ‘Zaosu’ and ‘Liuyuesu’ as
materials, improved CTAB method was used to extract high quality genomic DNA,and the AFLP marker
technology was used to analyze the genetic diversity of pear cultivars‘Zaosu’ and ‘Liuyuesu’. [Result) 47
of 64 selective primer pairs amplified 1 931 clear bands, 95 of them were polymorphic loci. The polymorphic
rate and Neis similarity coefficient were 9. 38% and 95. 24 % respectively. The range of the polymerphic
frag-ments was mainly 200—900 bp. [Conclusion) The results indicated that there were some differentia-
tion on molecular level between ‘Liuyuesu’ and ‘Zaosu’ pear. Some variations may be related with the
genes deciding the early mature traits.

Key words: Zaosu pear; Liuyuesu pear;bud mutation; AFLP
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ZEML A . AFLP $i R (Amplified Fragment Length
Polymorphism) 3 FR 4" 1 7 B (K 2 25 1. & h
Zabeau 25 &, I i Vost® & B Sk i) —Ff DNA
I FARICHR . ZERFE A T D) AR E T A
PCR 4" 14 (% R B0k 55 45 v BoA 45 R A e il ¢ L H
SEPESR A2 50 R W AL A O LR 2 R
PRI 2 AR A e s | a4 TR R R T
EMLREEF R - BB R AT S
RSOl AT B SEN HEAET AR A B T ARG
O HT o AHR R 32 5 AR X B A B 28 5% A8 1) BIF 5
A DU

7S A BR AL i v AU AMRB 2 Bl 22 e A
T ERAU PR R R F AR R . O R T
2007-01 38 i B va 48 Al 4 L m i e . R SE 6 H
TRV AL 1A A B ETRL R A
rh L PR AR A B R GRS Rl . ASBIFSE LA S T IR K
FEAF AR B bR LR AL A RE, SR T AFLP AR A
DNA 437K F SR 78 H Bk 5 BLERAL (] 19 35
1 22 5 LA O B AL 0 43 1 10 il B I 4 L AR

RAFEN ) QTL % o S F) I HE I TR $R 15 5 10
R A L BT it Ao i A PR AR A

L MRS ITE

L1 # #

111 Hsa# X A BRI REREL B ff 4 it
T 2008 4 4 F i A] R H PG I AR AR R 27 B R BT
IR A A P A A E T80 C

IG IR VKA R A7 &
1.1.2 &AW A RNA . Tag DNA

RE W, ¥ A TaKaRa 2 &5 WM 0 D) B
EcoR T .Mse | F1 T4ligase, ¥ H NEB /A &) ; 2B #
PG GBI Y A TR A R A .8 E AT M
24519, i E FM 43 513 R EcoR 1 5141 Mse
L5l FEFHL.E S5 M ER 3 A H N R0
h B FEPETR L S E S AE E MY 335, E 59
5% 5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTCNNN-3'; M 5]
YE 5k 5 -GATGAGTCCTGAGTAANNN-3'; H:
WEBEEY MG L3R 1,

&1 ETH AFLP EEZE M 85975

Table 1 Sequence of selected amplification used in this analysis

E 5% UEESERTE-1 M 519 e R i A

E primer Selective base M primer Selective base
El AAC M1 CAA
E2 AGG M2 CAT
E3 AAG M3 CAC
E4 ACG M4 CAG
E5 ACC M5 CTA
E6 ACT M6 CTT
E7 ACA M7 CTC
ES8 AGC MS8 CTG

1.2 F & T .

1.2.1 #X A %4 DNA R S &K E
s B CTAB 36 2 B AL i - 56 40 DNA,
DNA it i i if DU-640 # 8 25 (1 43 Hr AL Fil 8 g/L
TR NG W B S P DA o K A B BRI DNA FE i
BN 100 ng/pl.

1.2.2 AR EL A DNA K B 69 B 3735 B R B4R
F OB YIE B ROV KRR BARBUR 30 pL, AR A
DNA 2 yL (100 ng/ul) sEcoR | \Mse | (10 U/pL)
% 0.6 ul,E-adapter ,M-adapter(50 pmol/L)4% 1. 0
pL .10 X Reaction buffer 3.0 pL,BSA(10 mmol/L)
0.4 pl, T4 DNA ¥ #:/# (300 U/pl) 1 pl,ddH, O
20.4 pL., ¥ ERBAWET 0.2 mL LB
IR4A7,8 000 r/min &> 10 5,37 CRIR 5 h,16 Cid
W (8~12 h) , ##5E G T 70 CZE M 10 min, K ik

1.2.3 #XE %BF DNA H EWIRY R mAK AR
AW ddH, O #i B 10 f%, Ty 1 S ik &
SRTH 20 pL, &% 19 DNA R BERE i 5wl 10X
PCR Bulffer 2 pl., Tag DNA &R (5 U/pl) 0.2 pl,
dNTP(10 mmol/1)0. 4 pL, MgCl, (25 mmol/L)4 pL,
Msel4+-C (50 ng/pl) 1 pl, EcoR[+A (50 ng/pl) 1
pl.ddH, O 8.8 pL. B2 5 f# .0 (8 000 r/min, 10
s), PCR W FEF M :94 CHIZEPE 2 min; SR )5 94
CA M 30 5,56 CiBk 30 5,72 CHEf§ 1 min, 3k 30
MG s B 5 72 CHEAR 10 min, 4 CRFF, M6 pL
Ty 38 7=, 0 10 g/ L BB b ek g v vk S I 4 48 5%
R,
1.2.4 XA A DNA H R FBRT R
R FE KT A ddH, O F R 15 45, EEEE
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Py RO AR R SRR 20 pL, & WY S OB 1Y
DNA ¥t fh 5 pl. Tag DNA R4 (5 U/pl) 0.2
pL 10X PCR Buffer 2 yL,dNTP(10 mmol/L) 0.4
pL. MgCl, (25 mmol/L) 1. 6 pL. M 5| ¥ (50
ng/pL) 0.8 L, E 5[#(50 ng/pul) 0.8 pL,ddH,O
9.2 puLIRAIE RSB0 (8 000 r/min 10 s), PCR X
WFEF R 94 CTRAEME 2 min; AR5 94 CZ54E 30 s,
65~57.3 CiHk 30 5,72 CHEM 1 min, 3t 12 95
PR R 94 CAZPE 50 5,56 CiB sk 40 5,72 CZEf# 1
min, 3t 23 MER; B J5 72 CEEAH 10 min, 4 Cf#
£, 15 g/ LI AaWE e e i KA I 4 38 200U

1.2.5 #BRYPEFHAORAHBE T HEREK S
AR A SRRV R Y 6 00 1 AR o R TN O Tk
BEBERS LK . Y2 % Sanguinetti 551 1 Jy 14
VE T ocsh R 80 1% 64 R [ 42 5 min, 255 F
KVE 2 W IR 1~2 mins 1 g/L BE R (IR B3
B37% W 6 mL/L) Y8 5 min, 258 F /KB 5
s3I T 14 Na, CO; (AR B4 % 37 % HEE 160
pL/L) &, & Marker ol [H P4 AR 5% 45 1 Wi A
1E s 5 A, N2 1k W (R B B D 3 ~5 min J5, &
B FKVE 2 O IR 1~2 mins fARIE 5%

1.2.6 #&#Ewhzit5 o N DPS it 4,
P WG A TCIC B Y e — R S B AR
“17 RAEAE TR R 07 5 DATTHE: TR W 6} 2 4 250

M c cccCcs 8§ 8 8

2000 bp
1000 bp

500 bp
250 bp

100 bp
B1 AL 5 Rl 5L 41 DNA (1 vk 45
C. X I FLERAL” S, ZRA8 S Fp S AR
M. DNA Marker(DL 2000)
Fig. 1 Electrophoresis of genomic DNA of
the tested pear cultivars

C. Contrast cultivar ‘Zaosu’;S. Bud mutation cultivar ‘Liuyuesu”;

M. DNA Marker(DL 2000)
2.2 HAEEMPESIYHFER RSN
DL BLERFL RS o5 A B O AR Al g 64
AFLP 5194145 9 PCR ¥4 . i ik i Z [l oA 2
At DNA R B s & . R e BTk 51 ¥ 41 &
HEYH 2 L E B ik R ERAL 50K A R A

TR
R Nei F1Lit™ A i /% # L 5 5L (Genetic
Similarity , GS) 75 A XX 2 & #1758 1153 Hr
GS=2N,/(N.+N,).

PN RoRFEAR L R ALK NUN, &
BIRFEAR T A EL

AR B T 2B =281
SO B/ BB AE B < 100% = (N, + N, —2N,)/
(N;+N,—N,;)x100%,

2 gER 55

2.1 HE MF DNA RENKEN

TG JE P DRG0 45 2R (&L 1) R W, By 7 6 TR 4
DNA Z55 8 55 To R il . R WL N 41 DNA 58 5 M 42
Uf- W AL/ 5 R LR O T i B ) 5 i B TR I
AR R AT B O SE X R W BRI DNA 4
i 1 B 2R I RIS IR L BRI . O RNA
FeE . DU-640 £ & H 20 B XK I, DNA /Y
Asso /Avgo H 1.8~2.0, FRE R UL %48 BOL fiE
o LBRE A B B2 R R LA S
AFLP 35 T BB A 2R o 207 5 S I At
SN 4] DNA Fg-U1 % 7 9 52 2 2 R ek (&L 2) L T
FAAE T 384 B AR AR o

Y

2000 bp
1000 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

B2 AL R L 4] DNA (9 il ) 3 42 45 2%
C. X I FLBRAL 5 S, 2R A8 fAp S AR
M. DNA Marker(DL 2000)
Fig. 2 Restriction-ligation reaction result of the genomic
DNA of the tested pear cultivars
C. Contrast cultivar ‘Zaosu’;S. Bud mutation cultivar ‘Liuyuesu”;

M. DNA Marker(DL 2000)
PFZ RN ELE BN MAS. mE?2
AJAL, He G AT X E AR SR (S N AR AL
XFRECC) “RERAL Z A 2 B WG A s . 47
XTSI A ALY B 1 931 £53% B nT B Y S5 HE . X
WERNZE AR SR 464 979 Z5F1 952 2% JL A k4 918
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L EBMLW 5 KA SBEMEMN RN
95.24 % M LB 9. 38%0 . 22 57 BE KR
AEETTE200~900 bp., & BH 2748 555 B & A st 44

T BRARIEAR —F (H P 7 DNA 7r 7K -F b 2%
S R Y TR A T BRI AR

Fz2 ATXNSIMESHIAN AFLP FBEFHRES TN

Table 2 AFLP fragment number amplified by different primer combination

Bt kL kR Bk Bt kL
39 HiH Materials ElR BH Materials 59 A Materials 39 TH Materials
Primer Itim ———————<—| Primer Itim ———————- | Primer Itim ——————<—| Primer Itim ——————
C S C S C S C S
-
E1/M1 A 21 19 E2/M7 A 17 17 E4/M7 A 20 19 E7/M2 A 17 15
B 2 B 1 1 B 1 B 2
9 -
vz A 1T 8 gy A2 B g A1 1 gy A 16T
B 1 2 B 1 B 1 1 B 1
E1/M3 A 24 23 E3/M3 A 18 19 E5/M1 A 27 28 E7/M4 A 22 23
B 1 B 1 2 B 1 B 1
E1/Md A 28 26 E3/Md A 16 14 E5 /M2 A 31 30 E7/M5 A 25 23
B 2 B 3 1 B 1 B 2
E1/M6 A 23 22 E3/M5 A 20 18 E5/M5 A 22 21 E7/M7 A 19 19
B 1 B 2 B 2 1 B 1 1
E1/M7 A 20 21 E3/M6 A 15 15 E5/M6 A 29 30 E7/M8 A 23 22
B 1 B 1 1 B 1 B 2 1
1~
E1/MS A 16 17 E3/M?7 A 24 21 E5/MS A 18 18 E8/Md A 25 26
B 1 2 B 5 2 B 1 1 B 1
E2/M1 A 16 15 E3/M8 A 18 17 E6/M1 A 15 13 ES/M5 A 17 18
B 1 B 2 1 B 2 B 1 2
E2/M?2 A 22 22 E4/M2 A 15 12 E6/M3 A 20 21 E8/M6 A 21 24
B 1 1 B 3 B 1 B 3
E2/M3 A 21 19 E4/M3 A 13 13 E6,/M4 A 25 24 ES/M7 A 28 26
B 2 B 2 2 B 1 B 2
A 2C
E2/Md A 25 24 E4/M4 A 14 14 E6/M5 A 29 26 ES/MS A 24 23
B 1 B 1 1 B 3 B 1
E2/M6 A 20 18 E4/M5 A 15 14 £6/M8 A 23 24 2it A 979 952
B 2 B 1 B 1 Total B 61 34

TE AP AL D P73 2 AR C X IR BEREL S, 28 i AP N AR

Note: A. Amplified sites; B. Polymorphic sites; C. Contrast cultivar ‘Zaosu”;S. Bud mutation cultivar ‘Liuyuesu’.

Bl 3 R ol mal Gy 2SR B, 45%
WoR AT A7 X5 A A #E1T R AFLP 373
BTG ITE 2 A X B © RLERAY 22 (B 5R 2 A4S 2R AR
RIS H R Z RS Sl — 3K, o s e AR R B
X5 E AT P Sy ] — Ak ok U5 1 S B AH A 5 i [ 1
Xt 5| WA ke HEE i B R ZE AR & R 22 ) B R A A 2
SO UL N HBR S RUERBL A H, s AL )
O R A T84k, NI 300 36 2 8w i 3.

& 2 TUUEH .47 X R E 519 44 5 RE7E
CHLEREL N H R ) A £ AFLP 73 2% 740
MLHERBRELSA AR, 519AH E3/MT Y1
ZRMNERZE T A 28I WA A AR
P Z BN 2~4 M E3 515 7 & M 51
HEEN BRI L ™4 22 %2R
WL HALR E SIS M Ima G A m 25 xR
fL S AE 8~13 A~ Ui ] DNA /K 748 5 78 & A 5 [N
A SRR . AR LU — 31 R BRI R 4

LA JEEAE W) Z2 25 PR R L8R 4. 76 06 B (i AE —
SERE LR T RERAL 5 X A R s A W Ry
AR SRR WAE ] TN HBR 5 RLERAL A TR
DNA 737K ERAE T 24k,

S 4lA E2/M6 Fil E3/M7 £ FLERAL 5 5K
ABRZ 434 1 T 2854 DNA ;B E2/M6-470
M E3/MT7-344, 28 3 IR EEEFEY 1.2 S RetR
S BLTE S8 H R . XF E2/M6-470 FiI E3/M7-
344 HEAT B RE I T 43 BT T AL E2/M6-470 5 UL R IF
DNA ligase IV A 452 M:, W E3/M7-344 5 )/ I
DNA-directed DNA polymerase family protein £
5%, E2/M6-470 fl E3/M7-344 ({F5140F .

E2/M6-470;

GACTGCGTACCAATTCACGGAACGGTAG
GTCAGGAAAGTATAGACATCCAAGAAAATG
AAGCAATGAAAGATTCTGAATCGTTACGAA
GAGGCAAAGCAGTTGAGCAAGACGTCGCTGAG
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GACATTAGAATTGAAGAGCCGTACAAAATT
GCCGAAATCAAAATGAAGGAGAAACAAAAC
GTCCAAGAGACTAAAAAACGGGAGGAACTT
GAAGCTACGGCTGATCCTGTTGAAGCCATG
TTGTTTGACATGATTCCAAGTCTTGGTATG
AAAAAAGCTGAAACTACATATACGAGTACT
CGAGATGAGAAACCAGCACCGGATCCAATA
CCGAATGCAGGACCTTCAAAGAAAAAGAAA
GTTAGCTACAAGGATATTGCTAGTGAGCTG
CTAAAGGATTGGTAAATTGATTTCTGCGTT
AGGGTTGTCTCTTTTGTATGTAATGGATCC
GGAGTTACTCAGGACTCATC(470 bp);
E3/M7-344 .

GACTGCGTACCAATTCACAGCTTGTCTC
TGAGCCATCGACTTTTCTTTACTATTCCCAA
GTTTTATTTTTGACAAAAAGCGCTTTCTTCC
CTTAAGGGTTTTGATGTATCTGGGCACAAT
AATGCACATAATGAACAGTTCAATAGCTTC
AAAGAAATGTTTACAGCATTGTATTACAAG
GGAACTAACAGACTCTTCTGGAATCCCAGTC
CATCTAGCTGCTATCATGGTGAAGACATCAC
CATGGGGATTACTAAGGAGTTCAATGAGTG
CAGAGTCTTTAGAGAATGTGCCATCAGCCGC
AATTCTATCTGGGAATAATCTGCAGTTACTC
AGGACTCATC(344 bp),

1000 bp
800 bp

700 bp
600 bp

500 bp

400 bp

300 bp

200 bp

Bl 3 OR[E S A T ZEAR SR 7S HBR HOG IR b RLBRAL T (9 AFLP Bk K13
1. E1/M7;2. E7/M2;3. E7/M3;C. %} 18 ¢ FLERFL 7 S, 2E748 §h b <75 A Bk 3 M. DNA Marker(1 000 bp Marker)

Fig. 3 DNA band patterns of mutant cultivar ‘Liuyuesu’ and contrast cultivar ‘Zaosu’

amplified by different primer combinations

1. E1/M7;2. E7/M2;3. E7/M3;C. Contrast cultivar ‘Zaosu” ;S. Bud mutation cultivar ‘Liuyuesu”;
M. DNA Marker(1 000 bp Marker)

30 o’
3.1 ‘NAB B AFLP RNk R4

IR 7E B2 B R i DNA B L RE F il 5k % il
VI $2 N R 38 5 I AR 2 RT3 TR 0 Tk i A
B HL T A R 45 A AL o vk B Ak, HE S T Y
AFLP R R 2 S R . ) s S 58 T 44 Tk i

G I 1) B 2% A R AR e o A ) — 0 BREAT T K
HE o AT 6 0 5 TR MR T e A e R I OE AT R Dk ARG
5 J5C P B T A L B A R e i P v BT R A
IK BBz K AT ZRAT Rl (R 0CR S 2R oK A oA 2R o
o3 4 A% T REJC ik 8 B s B R BORT Y vy 4
PR 3R TR 0 5 % €00 ) R0 0K T4 P TN L 4 TR D 5k 94
[A] R ERURE 23 I B - L RE 7 AR AR A 5O 7 A 7 31
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155 RV % I 1] a4 ) e €2 20 3% 7 #7647 5
WM TNV 10~12 C o] LATS/INGT 544 65 i HIT e
F1R) e 000 R S 52 U i P A S VR B A R T
IS8 AN T A A A A Y R AR A A R AR
VAW D) S A G o I [R] . AR g pE A 19 AFLP
AR Z T R R AL F oS H R 1 25 74T A5
B TR BEBIR SR MR UK R AR T A
R Gt I S 1S L e 2 AT B E T
Al
3.2 AFLP REERWFTHERFR

O TR Y 25 A A K S B R SRR
PR ZE g 78 S % €0 AR B0 A8 S K 0 i o 5 78 45 5 | i
(10 200 B v 35 A% 0 SO I AR, 2 AR R R R SR
W E ) — R AR AH AR DR R AR T
X 2E AT S G . TR A WA L IR Tl A, et ik
f e R 5 258978 AT . DNA 3 F bR id 45 7 ik
Bya] F TR 25 A8 e o PR A SRR 2 R 1 52 B 2 gt
e BN AL S o R L3 T B 0 /R Al DNA 53 K F
(49 53 F AR 10 B AR T LR G 0 25 PR 1 A 1 e B L 3k
R ENH, AFLP iR T 24545 T RFLP
(R FEE P AT RAPD H A (14 fa] A 5 2501k & [ I SR
it RFLP 7 7 /> 5 B it /N2 K& RAPD £ AR
(R Bk A o — T 22 A P A R AR 4 TR IC 4
AR I — S SR R R AT AN T
B A SEY O AFLP R 4301 1 2 745 5 A 1 A% 1R
FIE N FAS bk 2R BL P 40 DNA fistfe 2 5. k9l 5
38 A 78 TR AR L AR IR 2 R R IE AT T 5%
LW EACE B ARA 2 KERW. WA S X
M SR A8 7 27748 Je HoBERR 4T T AFLP 43 #7, 45
FRRW 72 X5 A I A 5 129 RIE Mg . £
BN 53 A, 2B MBI 2. 05% , 3 B i
AT 25708 FR) bk 22 [ 19 72 S 5 38t A% ) 5T 1 3078 A
Ko

AR, EA —2 KT DNA 70 TARiC1E R Fh
J it A 2 AR MR | R S A 2T M R A %
B E L K B 3 AR e A I F o
{BA7 G DNA 3 B3 10 H AR X B LR AR 1Y
WFFE AR WA IE . A5 T 64 X AFLP 51 ¥ 44
XF S AR R HZF AR Rk LR ARL HEAT T8 5 )
Br, Horb A7 X5 G TE S ABR 5 RLEREL ] 5
WIS R 7S . X 22 S i Beii AT e e ), OF
55300 RE I B DR R v 2 R IR s R B AT L X A5 F
2 Z 5 H T I BEEE 11 DNA ligase IV 1 DNA-di-
rected DNA polymerase family protein #H 3¢ ) 22 5

% E2/M6-470 Fil E3/M7-344, X ¥695 5 Bewf
fiE 55 2 1 2L A R R IR ) R R O, B X s g
BRI R A G, J5 22 50 rh g Al 48 00 3 45 2R
it SCAR 757519 . #4531 AFLP frid %160
R M. B M SCAR #r i . 3k 8 3F B 15
AFLP #ric & 5 540 5200 0 PR 3% 43, A 2
2 NiOE R DER DANETN - &S e R AN TRE iR E Y L N
1) 3 N7 B AL A R
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