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wulnSnlimumulsanauunsalug I@ﬂlﬁﬂszmmgﬂwawﬂﬁu BC,F.P, (F; x P,) 21nN13
v a 1 . > U d! | @ 6.1
NENT1NTAA T2W319 Capsicum annuum Wl ‘U919 (Py) saduinidouus uaz C.

. . , A o £ ' ° o ' o
chinense Jacq. ‘PBC932’ (P,) o4 Lﬂuwuﬁmumum al3nanNIA LU 91%I% 140 ¢ TINNL
microsatellite 139 dnunid (I3 19unun latRe 35 duriia) expressed sequenced tags
(EST) N ldanmsannmIuaadaanuasdulunin ‘PBCI32’ 11 funrild Lazansmenig
g 8 anwake Usztlinanuamumuliauanunsalualuiosdifnseeis
microinjection AaLa Colletotrichum capsici isolate 158ci Lﬁﬂgiwaw%ﬂ wandszilinanslian
7 i'wé'aﬂgm‘%a U AUV UNRADUUIANS LT % RASIWLTA ANHUSFIUN UL FAFIHLIA

{ a g $ 5 1 ] = U

0% WHANLAAIWIUUIN >1% TIFQINTUAN WU 8Ll

NANTTILATIZA linkage group selysunIn MAPMAKER version 3.0 LOD 4.0
recombination frequency 0.4 uHuAN ladsznaudle 11 linkage group A38UARH 770.8 cM !
cot FymuguansmzdumMuliauauunalug agflu linkage group 1 uazil microsateliite
PMC3 a%ﬂumjmamﬁu $#19N% 36.9 cM NNNTILATIZHE QTL WUI1 PMC3 Hanuaunusny
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Abstract

Project Code: RSA4780019

Project Title : Mapping genes conferring resistance to anthracnose (Colletotrichum capsici)
and development of molecular markers for the selection of anthracnose

resistance trait in chili

Investigator :  Orarat Mongkolporn
Department of Horticulture, Kasetsart University

Kamphaengsaen Campus, Nakhon Pthom
Email Address : orarat.m@ku.ac.th

Project Period : 31 August 2004 — 30 August 2007

The study was aimed to locate the gene that conferred resistance to anthracnose in
chili and to develop molecular markers linked to the resistance, to be used in chili breeding
program for the selection of the anthracnose resistance trait. Backcrossed BC,FP, (F; x Py)
population (containing 140 plants) derived from an interspecific cross between Capsicum
annuum cv. ‘Bangchang’ (P4, susceptible parent) and C. chinense Jacq. ‘PBC932’ (P,,
resistant parent), was used as mapping population. Two molecular marker types including
microsatellite and expressed sequenced tags (EST), and morphological traits were used in
mapping. Of total 139 microsatellite loci, only 39 could be used to map, combined with 11
ESTs and eight morphological traits. Anthracnose resistance assessment was conducted by
a lab based microinjection method, whereby each mature green fruit was detached and
injected with Colletotrichum capsici isolate 158ci through its pericarp, and followed by
disease evaluation at 7 days. % lesion was evaluated from lesion size to fruit size, which 0%
(no infection) was classified as ‘resistant’ and % lesion greater than 1% were classified as
‘susceptible’.

Linkage analysis was performed using MAPMAKER version 3.0 with LOD 4.0 and
recombination frequency 4.0. A map was created containing 11 linkage groups covering
770.8 cM. The co1 gene that conferred the resistance to anthracnose was located in group 1
with microsatellite PMC3 36.9 cM apart. QTL analysis suggested PMC3 also quantitatively
affected the resistance. Resistant plants were selected using microinjection through
population backcrossed to ‘Bangchang’. The backcross population was advanced to the third

generation BC,F;P; and 18 resistant plants were selected.



Keywords : microsatellite, simple sequence repeat, expressed sequenced tags, Capsicum

annuum, Capsicum chinense



Executive Summary

W3N (Capsicum annuum L.) Lﬂuﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂawuéﬁﬁ@wwaLﬂiﬁgﬁamaoiaﬂmﬁ@%ﬁa 1w
21T LASBANA LLazaunst ﬂiuﬂﬁvlﬂﬂa’]miﬂﬂﬁﬂw%ﬂvlﬁa LL@iﬂi:aUﬂmumﬁﬁwﬁzyashmﬁa
Ao Tsauouunsalug (Colletotrichum spp.) Gaiiulsafiszinalealuwadoutn uasidoutn
vlan ludszinelng Lfiaﬂ'm:mmaohﬂ‘gmm MRkanaansnFeme launndn 50 aud
100% MsANENASITidaINsEILHLALR R d U udunulsauawunsalus was Waw
Lﬂ’%f'ammﬂmaqaﬁlﬂﬁ%@ Lﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂ‘l‘*ﬁmU@T@LﬁaﬂéTﬂwm:éﬁumuluimomiﬂ%fuﬂ;dﬁuﬁ’w%ﬂlﬁ
MUMBIIALOULNTA LU Iml*’ﬁﬂs:mﬂsgﬂwauﬂ&u BC,F4P, (F; x P,) INNINFNTINTHA
3239 Capsicum annuum WWS “UNTY (Ps) %aLﬂuﬁuféauLLa Waz C. chinense Jacq.
‘PBC932’ (P,) %\1Lﬂuﬁuﬁ:ﬁmmu@iakmammmiua F1UI% 140 A% 390N microsatellite 139
Gy (Iaounnui leifies 35 @uniia) expressed sequenced tags (EST) 7iledannnsdnmn
MIUEaIaaNUaIdulunwin ‘PBCI32 11 dunids LazaNBIENITIMEI% 8 anwme Uszifiuay
srunmulsnnauunsalugluiasufiansduas microinjection aaia Colletotrichum capsici
isolate 158ci LINENANIN wdrdszfiuennslsadl 7 *YuﬁéTaiJQm%a Uzl T UV U AUNR A DVUIANE
T % daswlsn snwadumuisasiulie 0% unafiifiadulvme >1% Fesainduanmme
DauLa

NANNIILATIZA linkage group elysunIn MAPMAKER version 3.0 LOD 4.0
recombination frequency 0.4 LLNuﬁﬁ"l@Tﬂszﬂauﬁm 11 linkage group AT8UARN 770.8 cM !
cot %omuqué’ﬂumzﬁﬂumﬂsﬂLLauLmsﬂIua atllu linkage group 1 wazdl microsatellite PMC3
aglunguidieanu ¥nanu 36.9 cM ANNTATIER QTL Wudh PMC3 Sanudunusnuansme
L%aﬂ%mmmaaé’nwmzﬁmmumﬂﬁq@

MIAALRBNEN yﬁuﬁw‘%ﬂﬁﬁmmuEﬂLLauLLﬂsﬂIualuﬂizmﬁﬂswauné’uﬁuﬁuﬁma*’ﬁ’m
"L@i”ﬁ'@l,ﬁaﬂﬁaﬂszmmi;uﬁ 3 mmmﬁmﬁaﬂﬁuﬁmmuﬁaﬂ%’fﬁ'miﬂgm%a (microinjection) 27N
BC,F,P, ¢ 18 ¢k
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A
A . & A o Aa o @ Aa A ~
W3n (Capsicum annuum L.) \udrinilenudagmaasygiavaslansianiis
\Juenmis iaTaund uazaywlng ﬂi:mﬂ"lmmmmﬂgﬂw'%nvlﬁa udszauiywingan
. = — A =« A oAl v & 4 o & 4
atn9nils Ao lsauauunsalug Tadulsafiszunalaa luasoudu wazhisaudunilan
dll = o v a a a v 1
Tutzinalng Walimyszunaveslinguuss mansnlduanianinidomelduinnii 50%

a S . A a [ 1
aufls 100% s ungasliainanigan Colletotrichum spp. Tilutszinelnawy 3 zila ldur
C. capsici, C. gloeospoirioides and C. acutatum (Than et al., 2008) 31NANIR1TIILLAY
WWualatdlsalunaunaaziuen Wall 2547 wulTe C. capsici Waz C. gloeospoirioides
wazwuin C. capsici \wTaNiwuunfga uazlinnuiulsIni C. gloeospoirioides (Taylor et al.,
2007; Montri et al., submitted)

Wasann ldwuansaziunulsaluwsn Capsicum annuum ANANT screen WA
dunulu germplasm wWinfviuvanlinguditousswanfsdniuaian uningas
LNBATANFAT INUUVATUNILES TINNINNTBNwlua19U52n@ (Yoon et al., 2004) F98a3
uiludaslfundsiugnymwanudumuainwinoiiadu :9nT8Muvas AVRDC The World
Vegetable Center, former name Asian Vegetable Research and Development Center) 7 1998
wu’hﬁmmﬁmmﬂiﬂLLauLmsaIumzé’ug\a (immune) Tuw3n C. baccatum suWug ‘PBC8O
ey ‘PBC81 Az C. chinense ‘PBC932’ Pakdeevaraporn et al. (2005) &4 C. chinense

U = a - v = U & v v
‘PBCI32’ WaNtuAunWInWulinIawesing C. annumm WulLIt Seznunsanandnla
Lmﬂﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬂ@ WUIANE LA UNIUlIAIN ‘PBCY32’ anenuauamsiusas 1 duwis fia cof
(Pakdeevaraporn et al., 2005)

= g; dq,W v dl dl o oA v
MIANBIATIRA BINITR LN BN N A RUI B UG UL TALOULNTALUE LAz

a ‘ﬂl dl va ‘ﬂl o U Qs =1 Qs v ™
waatasmneluanafilndda ineth lldtndaianansausdunululasinmaivdy

NuwlwInlwaunnlIalawuna L

I's ad
qﬂnsmuam 5n19

1. UsernInIn

857191327n3 BC,F4P, (F; x P,) MNMINaNINNThasening Capsicum annuum Wull
‘U (P,) %dLﬂuﬁuﬁ:éauLLa Wwaz C. chinense Jacq. ‘PBC932’ (P,) %dLﬂuﬁuf@Tﬂumu@ia
15ALaULNTA I UE F1UIU 140 du ‘F‘iLLﬁJaamaawaag{uﬁ%’sLLazﬁ'@umﬁmTﬂmm%au T
WOFAINEW 2549 119 Aw1aAN 2550

2. MU AU B AUNIULIALAUUNTA LT
2.1 mim%wwaw‘%m%m%uﬂgm%a
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WNUINEINAWINNTzoHAUALANT (215030104 30 TWARIABNLAK) AURE 5 WA 9N
WINNNAUBeIUIzINT BC,F,P, ‘U119 ‘PBCI32’ Uas Fy Uiadnnaaan aevianuazana
nawInenevidan usuglu 1% (wiv) sodium hypochlorite 104381 5 w1 a9aanIne83i
nikaiTauds 2 a33 a39az 2 WAl FunawInliuks MmanInuumaiesemIlgnize

2.2 NGB spore suspension
& . e . ~ Y ana
\@38ULTa Colletotrichum capsici isolate 158ci (emvlmummawmw:ﬁmﬂ IF.93. JUAT
wedlwd AAITISANT NHINLIRLLNBATANFAS INBNVALIIU) LREILTAUUENWNT potato
. ™ . { a
dextrose agar (PDA; Difco , Becton, Dickinson and Company, MD USA) ﬁqmﬂgu 27°C
meleuas fluorescence 12 Talad sauiia 12 Talas tuwadszanm 7 4 Walraladg
Aa [y [y € R & A a . [y v @ 6
WWulaaadulonazalas 39uAULNLY spore INL@ILN spore suspension M MAMNTNLY 10
spore/ml
2.3 mytaniie
a 6 ¥ a % ad . .. . {d'
20FUBILIFNANIN @I83T microinjection (Kanchana-udomkan et al., 2004) aUnymn
o Y . . ™ . o . . .
Tfsenaudls Micro Syringe 3% 1705 TLL nu dispenser PB600-1 (Hamilton, Switzerland)
TN UEWEINA1 1 mm Uaze1? 1 mm - dispenser inwifiaiuguLTuNaIIad spore
suspension lum3da inoculum wignaninudazass 1lidTanas 1 i viiu &a spore

. dl = v a a gﬁ
suspension MLAT8N ITRILUNANITALTIMNAING HARZ 1 WHE (UITu1Dh 1,000 spore) NN
o a dl d‘y v 1 1 a t:lI 1 v ? 1A nﬂl ﬁg‘
iwawinfidanizeudy vulilundaswaa@nfindedoiidadadh ilaaiuguanuiu
fuinslilndides 100% uazrnndsanmadngmngiivas (Uszanm 25 - 30°C) LijaaTy 3 T
Warnaad tNaaanuTH

2.4 M3Usziua1nIlsnLanunIalug
Urmifluemislsauanunialusuusanin lwiun 7 nasandgnize lagdsziiivawme
da £ g & o = a o ) .
uHafiialuannnstanisie devwnana iu % dasulia lasfFeufisuny disease diagram
A A . . o ! A ¢ & &€ a
(MNN 1 Uaz@1319%0 1) (Montri et al., submitted) fwimatadeilasidudaasin lsanKansn
119 5 WA IBLARZAY wLsszauanudwmuliauanunsaluadu 2 3280 59 aaudadan
e Y v 1 a J 1 s 1
Pakdeevaraporn et al. (2005) 9% @unw (R) linwuaimslsaiials uaz sauue (S) IFasd
15aunnin 1%

3. MIANENANHIEVIIRIUFIWINGN

ANENANLANANIVBIAN UL TINIFUFIUINUITENIWNIN ‘U NEY e ‘PBCI32’
I 8 anweue laun

1) Ra9uSiwta (81 A, Bosland et al., 2006) Tufinans e FN19USII T8V IGUNTA
Lﬁ'aﬁuw'%ﬂmﬂq 2 \hou navdnoilan

2) S1uauaandade (Bw Mf, Bosland et al., 2006) HUIWIBABNGBTD I@mju 5 GULAUI

YSIUIDUAUNIN
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3) anuisouvasly (Su Sm, Bosland et al., 2006) Jufinanumzadsauwadluun
UILIUNANIG%

4) é’ﬂwm:%%maaﬁmg@aﬂ vwaana (8% up-2, Bosland et al., 2006) 1Tufinanwm=1d
madﬁ”ﬁwg@aﬂ IO I@mju 5 U U THIDUAUNIN

5) FwaunLaaf (fu cl, Bosland et al., 2006) tufindnsmduainawiniszoznadoun
LT (30 S RAITINADNLAW) T1WI% 5 NAGAGH

6) §3ULITU (H4 ya, Bosland et al., 2006) TufinanumzFOULIN, ’mezﬁ'@aﬂ@ﬂﬂﬁmu

7) yusznivaaniumugaan (Hu Af, Bosland et al., 2006) TuinANuNiNIvaIN
izwjﬂo@aﬂﬁuﬁ’m*’g@an I@yziu 5 GRS LI HIDLAUWIN

8) ANNBNIVBILBANFILNALIY (stigma length) (8% StL, Bosland et al., 2006) 1f1n
snwuzaNIVeILaaInaINaly lasgu 5 dunis UTnsaudunin

A9 1 TZAUAZUUY % FAFIULIA AT TeAUAMNAUNBITALEULNTALIE (Montri et al.,

submitted)
Scores % Lesion size to fruit size and symptom description Resistance level
0 no infection R
1-2% of the fruit shows necrotic lesion or a larger
1
water soaked lesion surrounding the infection site
2-5% of the fruit shows necrotic lesion, acervervuli
3 may be present /or water lesion up to 5% of the fruit
surface
S
5-15% of the fruit shows necrotic lesion, acervuli
5 present/or water soaked lesion up to 25% of the fruit
surface
15-25% of the fruit shows necrotic lesion with
7
acervuli
>25% of the fruit shows necrosis, lesion often
9

encircling the fruit, abundant acervuli

4. MI&319 DNA 1a309%uN8
4.1 M38Na DNA W3n

§N@ genomic DNA 2a34WIN ‘LT ‘PBCI32’ Fy uazdsz1ns BC,F,P, anuaadauaa
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v

#2837 CTAB aaullas (Mongkolporn et al., 2004) i'mmmu%qw% URZAMNLITNTUUDS DNA @28l
uv/vis spectrophotometer j.:u GeneQuant pro (Amersham Biosciences, UK) ’3’@1ﬂ'ﬂmig@mﬁmmd
IANUENIAR 260 nm (Aggs) UAZANNLIAGK 280 NM (Agsg) ANWLIFNTVI DNA ATl
Avso/Asgo ratio agﬂmha 1.8 — 2.0 (Sambrook and Russell, 2001) @I ANULTNTUVEI DNA
(Mg/ml) 37N Aggo X 50 x dilution factor

4.2 msaé”wm%ammm microsatellite

MsANENATIRIE microsatellite 139 d1unts Taadl 76 §umiia 1191 GeneBank (Lee et
al., 2004) LaZAN 63 KUY W1INNILL13IW International Consortium of Pepper Microsatellite
(83501 WIAANT, ﬁaga”l&ivlﬁﬁﬁwﬁ) Ufjn3e1 PCR waazdjnsendsznauals DNA duiluy 50 ng,
0.2 pM microsatellite primer, 0.45 unit DNA polymerase, 0.24 mM dNTPs, 2.5 mM MgCl, L.az
10 mM buffer U3n1a3nvaslf)isen 15 pl indjisen PCR Ium‘%'admuquqmﬁgﬁé'miuﬁa
(Whatman Biometra, Germany %38 Corbett Research, Australia) 1a ﬂﬁﬁﬁu@qm%gﬁ LRSIV
Uinsen &1l predenature 1 94°C 3 w17, DNA denaturation 94°C 30 31, annealing 55-65°C
30 W7, extension 72°C 1 W11 $1WI% 35 30U LAz final extension 72°C 1181 7 wif 40
PCR products lavagaunaiinliseneas 1.5% (wiv) agarose gel electrophoresis 1fi3en
PCR ﬁaugstﬁ 3911 PCR products indaluananuuanensues DNA §g 4.5% (wiv)
polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (PAGE)

4.3 m‘sa%’mm%lammtl EST (expressed sequenced tags)

EST Aldlumsdnmnassdt § 11 dumsis Tasd 10 drunsis Idanmsansusesaonues
?Juluw’%ﬂa’mﬁuﬁ: ‘PBC932’ mwé‘amﬂﬂg:m%a C. capsici isolate 158ci 1lwiaan 48 T2la9 aae
lNA%A microarrays Tagls Af‘fiymetrix® Arabidopsis DNA chip (a‘ﬁ@ﬁ UINANT,
ﬁagavl&ivlﬁaﬂuﬁ) uamsanen lewaw EST 71léiilu sequence-characterized amplified region
(SCAR) 7 @NUL¥LI LAz cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence (CAPS) 3 @l 821 EST
8n 1 dwmils Téan mssenuuulwswesandufiiis ety defense mechanisms lunsn C.
annuum mngmﬁaga NCBI (National Center for Biotechnology Information) laun
pathogenesis-related protein 10 mRNA (161 MAYAKYANNS, ﬁagavlsjvl,ﬁaﬁuﬁ)

4.3.1 SCAR $IWINVINAIA 8 GUA U381 PCR Usznausig DNA @ukuL 50 ng, 0.2
MM SCAR primer, 0.45 unit DNA polymerase, 0.24 mM dNTPs, 2.5 mM MgCl, L8z 10 mM
buffer 33193570 15 pl asnd wazvauvaIL)izeN ¢1it DNA denaturation 71 94°C 1wt 1
w171 annealing 55-65°C L3871 1 w19 extension 72°C LHwiian 2 w1 91w 35 90 WAz final
extension 72°C 1Iu1781 5 wifi 11 PCR products llamasaumaiiadfizeneas 1.5% (wiv)
agarose gel electrophoresis

4.3.2 CAPS $1w1n 3 duniid 15050381 PCR 11ulinany SCAR ayagaunsiia
Ufjn3e1678 1% (w/v) agarose gel electrophoresis wininad§Azsn PCR auyirﬁ 393 PCR

products AwKedn 10 1] Aaa28 enzyme Tru 1l (Lflu isoshizomer NU Mse I) (Fermentas,
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= o o @ v . .
Canada) 1330181 ULUR T/TAA a0 WYY 0.5 unit/pl, 1x buffer R (Fermentas, Canada)
NN%U incubate 71 65°C LHuan 3 TN LAIIATIIRAL PCR products BRINNMTAAG 8

P :
enzyme ANATINIGIY 1.5% (w/v) agarose gel electrophoresis

5. MIETIIUNUT
5.1 m3uilasdaya DNA \AT0INANY UATAN B
f1ua genotypes 3 WuL laud A, B, H lagl# A = ‘PBC932; B = ‘UT19; H =
heterozygous
miuasdayadmiu codominant marker (STMS uaz CAPS) : dunu DNA Usnglu
‘PBC932’ = A; uny DNA Usnglu ‘uned1y = B; Hunu DNA ﬂsfmgﬁzﬂu ‘PBC932’ LA
‘U = H
mMauilasayad vy dominant marker (SCAR) : Taifiuou DNA Usnglu ‘PBCI32 = A;
laifiuou DNA Usinglu ‘v19thy = B; Juay DNA dnngiwilan ‘PBCI32 w38 ‘WNtne’ = H
miudasdoyadmniansaedugiu uazanudunuliatauunialug ;
Januuzlsng wilan ‘PBCI32'= A; Fanwdngiunlan ‘LNt = H
5.2 NM138374 linkage group
8379 linkage map lagltldsunsunaniiiaas MAPMAKER/EXP version3 (Lander et al.,
1987) 1o mapping function V84 Kosambi M#®aaA1 LOD = 4.0 recombination frequency = 0.4
5.3 MTIATIER QTL
AaTzAmIEILAKITas DNA LaSasmany LAZAN WA A INING ) AReTasiv
aNEULTIUTNN D (quantitative trait loci; QTL)
YpINNBIULANNAUNMBITALaULNTALUaUaINA Laeld single point analysis 521319 DNA
LSasmany ULAZANHIENITIUIWINGT U % Fasaw 130 uazldis interval mapping
L‘ﬁammwé’uﬁuﬁmaw‘hwﬂaﬁ%’mwaguu linkage group U % FadIulIALLLNGY

TaolHlUsunsunauiainas MapQTL® version 4.0 (Van Ooijen et al., 2002)

6. mInataanwInzawwldiwniuluwlszanIngunay
% o ™ ;‘ Y , di v Qs 6 A d' A ‘ U y J

NRNNAL F, "Lﬂmwuq NI LiNaTImaNUsWInAmilan Uty anndiu Tuuo
WBuInuAaLRaNAUNTan Bz UNIU dre3tnsnasaulsaey Colletotrichum capsici isolate
158ci lukasdfuanisaslansnauan

Tua9tlusn 2547-48 &39UsTTNIHENNEU BC,F,P, (F; HENAaL W ‘U19119) tiesann
Q v v v o ] é
aﬂwm:@numﬂsﬂLLauLmsﬂIuagﬂmuqumUﬁu@as 1 @AW (co?) UsznT BC,F4P, B9l
62 @1 IURAINNH LA AULANINUG "l@TﬁfmﬁswauéhLawaoﬂ‘smmq@ﬁ WNaE9lzns
BCF,P; Tamaninifiviudald 33 du Uszmnizatianairfimnszansdivesdnsmedum
2 o A A o oA v Ao ) ) Y .
A9FasimMInarau I NaAALR O NG UN TR N B EIWNT b I@ﬂVLmNLLNuﬂﬁﬂgnf*gmLiﬂ 16 line
o1 I1UIW 40 Awline
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AAanNIINaa aauaﬁmmﬁ

1. mdsziiuanwacdwmuliauaninialug

nansU Tz iuanwueaunBlsaLanunIA g M mé’amiﬂgm%a 7 1% Wan ‘PBCY32’
Tdusasanmslsananunialus (Fasulsa 0%) %a%’magﬂm:é’uﬁmmu (R) 13 10 e 3N
TNTY UFA981N13LI0 HAWINYUAIRS LLNaﬁﬁ@i’mmﬁﬂwaav”i?aswﬁLﬁ]“%ryuuwa faaIulsn
15% 13 10 6 G’féa%'@aglmzﬁudaul,m (S) &% F; 3147% 20 A WUINWEN F, LEAIBINSLIA
15-45% 9L TIUSN B SO ULETINNA (ANT199] 2)

Usz1ns BC,F,P, 140 du wuiudasduiiszaumsiialsauandnani nsnizangaiase
§asaulsn 0-100% w9 phenotypes tn 2 anwas fa R waz S (@137197 1) WU 74 du uaas
SnHo R Uaz 66 @1 UFAIENBME S (ANT197 2) MInszaneaived R uaz S Wl lusasain
1:1 §0AARBINUNIANB128Y Pakdeevarapomn et al. (2005) AnuuedIwmulsnLanunsaluali
ﬂiz*’mnsg"ﬁ? gﬂmquﬁ’mﬁuﬁaﬂ 1 LAY (co?)

@519 2 ANUDVDY % FaFInlIALEWLNTA LUF ﬂé'amﬂmsﬂgm%a Colletotrichum capsici

isolate 158ci 1wt 7 4 luwsn ‘PBCI32, ‘uN3T1Y, F, wae BC,F,P, (PBCI32 x F,)

% FasnlInLanunIalug Expected oot
roo-
Uszwng Mendelian |2
0 >1-2 >2-5 >5-15 >15-25 >25 ability
ratio
‘PBC932’ 10 0 0 0 0 0
U’ 0 0 0 0 10 0
F, 0 0 0 0 9 1M
BC,FP, 74 3 5 2 13 43 1:1 0.457 0.499

2. ANBMUSNIFHIIUING
a g A= a = a v = a v A
anwaeFMIWAANE 8 anwue & 3 anwue laun FwuSada (A) anuissuvaly
(Sm) uaz yuszwiveannuiugaan (A) NiimInszaed lidullaungves Mendel (13197
3)
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@13197 3 MINILINYAIVIRNBUSTITUFININGT 8 Anwmwe Luiszans BC,F4P,

Gene No. of plants Phenotypes Observed Expected 2 Probability
loci observed Py P, frequency Mendelian

ratio
A* 140 purple : green 117 : 23 1:0 - -
Mf 140 single : multiple 0:140 0:1 - -
Sm* 134 smooth : curly 29 : 105 1:0 - -
up-2 134 down : up 57 .77 1:1 2.99 0.084
cl 131 dark : light 56 : 75 1:1 2.76 0.097
ya 133 purple : yellow 61:72 1:1 0.91 0.340
Af* 135 >90° : 90° 50 : 85 - - -
SiL 134 long : short 69 : 65 1:1 0.12 0.730

P, = T4 ; P, = PBC932
* manszanpad Widullawngues Mendel

3. DNA LA389%any
3.1 Microsatellite
971N microsatellite 139 FWRUI WLINN 65 GRS (47%) fisnunugnaNuLanag
TR ‘PBCI32’ Uz ‘Ut b6 &audn 50 dunibd (36%) liaansausnanuuanendle
wazBn 24 druniis (17%) lisansauaySano DNA e
Microsatellite 65 @A FiENUIOLINANULANAIITZWING ‘PBCI32 Uas ‘U9TNS’ e
nazauludszans BC,F,P, MInszanu@1wad marker 1wdszns aasidu 1:1 2a3unu DNA
iwilan ‘PBCI32’ wazuny DNA wilan ‘w19t19 wudn § 35 dunils SmInszanasn 1:1 (Mwd
1); 29 duniks Tl 1:1; wae 1 duns Lidnsnszanean (@Hi’ldﬁl 4)
3.2 EST
SCAR 8 éinuns 1511 dominant marker (MW# 2) WU31 SCAR 19 8 dnuwia Fns
92218 &1 1:1 (presence : absence) (AMT1971 5) RaAARBINUNZVBI Mendel
CAPS 3 ks tIw co-dominant marker (mwﬁ 3) LTWLALINY microsatellite WL 2

FAU NTNBAUEATIEIN 1:1 §IUBN 1 dwnrs TnInszaneean bildlu 1:1 (@13199 6)



Mapping resistance to anthracnose

M13199 4 NNINITINVAIVBI microsatellite 65 Fwrns LwwInUs=w1ns BC,F,P, (PBCI32 x F,)

Frequency Expected
Microsatellite No. plants Mendelian X2 Probability
: A ratio

G1 120 56 64 1:1 0.53 0.467
G4 127 49 78 1:1 6.62 0.010*
G5 60 29 31 1:1 0.07 0.791
G6 137 50 87 1:1 9.99 0.002*
G10 113 49 64 1:1 1.99 0.158
G12 137 58 79 1:1 3.22 0.073
G13 67 39 28 1:1 1.81 0.179
G14 134 74 60 1:1 1.46 0.227
G25 104 54 50 1:1 0.15 0.699
G27 127 83 44 1:1 11.98 0.001*
G28 130 73 57 1:1 1.97 0.160
G30 133 85 48 1:1 10.29 0.001*
G31 127 52 75 1:1 4.17 0.041*
G33 132 72 60 1:1 1.09 0.296
G34 140 65 75 1:1 0.71 0.399
G35 131 60 71 1:1 0.92 0.337
G37 137 70 67 1:1 0.07 0.791
G39 140 68 72 1:1 0.11 0.740
G40 128 74 54 1:1 3.13 0.077
G41 132 76 56 1:1 3.03 0.082
G42 132 41 91 1:1 18.94 o*

G47 140 19 121 1:1 74.31 0*

G48 134 44 90 1:1 15.79 0*

G49 120 63 57 1:1 0.30 0.584
G50 127 62 65 1:1 0.07 0.791
G51 140 58 82 1:1 4.11 0.043*
G54 129 56 73 1:1 2.24 0.134
G55 106 38 68 1:1 8.49 0.004*
G57 96 61 35 1:1 7.04 0.008*

G58 137 56 81 1:1 4.56 0.033*
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A151911 4 (6i8)

Frequency Expected
Microsatellite No. plants Mendelian X2 Probability
: A ratio

G60 100 54 46 1:1 0.64 0.424

G61 117 40 77 1:1 11.70 0.001*

G64 132 49 83 1:1 8.76 0.003*

G65 140 36 104 1:1 33.03 0*
PMC1 94 60 34 1:1 7.19 0.007*
PMC3 140 61 79 1:1 2.31 0.129
PMC6 135 49 86 1:1 10.14 0.001*
PMC7 124 58 66 1:1 0.52 0.471
PMC9 140 62 78 1:1 1.83 0.176
PMC11 134 44 90 1:1 15.79 0*
PMC13 134 74 60 1:1 1.46 0.227
PMC17 100 52 48 1:1 0.16 0.689
PMC18 126 51 75 1:1 4.57 0.033*
PMC19 140 55 85 1:1 6.43 0.011*
PMC20 135 68 67 1:1 0.01 0.920
PMC21 140 68 73 1:1 0.19 0.663
PMC22 127 82 45 1:1 10.78 0.001*
PMC23 140 33 107 1:1 39.11 0*
PMC24 140 70 70 1:1 0.00 1
PMC25 132 52 80 1:1 5.94 0.015*
PMC26 126 40 86 1:1 16.79 0*
PMC29 131 68 63 1:1 0.19 0.663
PMC32 126 51 75 1:1 4.57 0.033*
PMC33 140 81 59 1:1 3.46 0.063
PMC39 140 58 82 1:1 4.11 0.043*
PMC45 138 74 64 1:1 0.72 0.396
PMC46 133 58 75 1:1 217 0.141
PMC49 138 0 138 1:1 na -
PMC52 125 61 64 1:1 0.07 0.791
PMC54 131 60 71 1:1 0.92 0.337
PMC55 139 136 3 1:1 127.26 0*
PMC57 138 53 85 1:1 7.42 0.006*
PMC58 139 66 73 1:1 0.35 0.554
PMC63 138 69 69 1:1 0.00 1

na = non segregating marker



* = non Mendelian segrﬂ?‘ia‘%ﬁd linkage group
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d' c?; = [ a d' o a & ., =
LATNANILVNANANANB RS IIRTITUINEN LR DNA ‘Y]WTVLﬂ’JLﬂTR% linkage group 4

=) o o 1 ai A L% di d'd > 2 [
LNENAIWIW 53 AR (AN 7) I@maaﬂl‘mawmmawmﬂwwmim:mamaa@ﬂamnu

nJvad Mendel RUNTOHTN linkage group 1 11 ﬂﬁqisJ (ﬂ’lW‘ﬁl 4) %dﬂiﬂﬂﬂawizﬂ:ﬂ’m 770.8 cM
LLa:ﬁm‘%'ammmﬁa%ilu unlinked group 15 ¢urUd a9 PMC7 PMC21 PMC33 G1 G5 G10 G25
G50 G60 POM16 BOM25-1 BOM25-2 CA44 StL uaz A lagwuin u cot fimuquanmms

AUNIULIALAWUNTA LR agiuﬂﬁjuﬁ 1 Taafiia3091a1e microsatellite PMC3 agwsaNEn 36.9

cM

M13191 5 NNINTTIN8AVI SCAR 8 dwnibd luwIndsesns BC,F,P, (PBCI32 x F,)

Frequency Expected
SCAR No. plants Mendelian X2 Probability
: A ratio

POM16 133 57 76 1:1 2.71 0.010
BOM18 113 56 57 1:1 0.01 0.920
POM18-2 110 55 55 1:1 0.00 1
BOM25-1 124 62 62 1:1 0.00 1
BOM25-2 140 70 70 1:1 0.00 1
BOM4 140 69 71 1:1 0.03 0.862
BOM32 114 57 57 1:1 0.00 1
CA44 116 50 66 1:1 2.21 0.137

M13199 6 NNINITNBAIVBI CAPS 3 dunils lunwsnusz=wns BC,F,P, (PBCI32 x F,)

Frequency Expected
CAPS No. plants Mendelian X2 Probability
: A ratio
POM9c 90 45 45 1:1 0.00 1
BOM24c 133 14 119 1:1 82.89 0*
POM14c 133 56 77 1:1 3.32 0.068

* = non Mendelian segregation

= o Y o o A . v -
A139N 7 LATBINRAN ﬂw"l,@mﬂaﬂmmzmdamgm LS I&ILﬂq&ﬂ%’ﬂﬂl“ﬂ%ﬂ’]‘iﬁi’]dtm%ﬂ

Marker types

Total number of markers

Number of markers to map

Morphological traits
STMS
EST- SCAR

8
139

8
35
8
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EST-CAPS 3 2

Total 158 53
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4. MTILAITHA QTL

4.1 Single point analysis a1 WAILITBILATBINANY NTANNTNRUTAL cot lauldTaya

PAILAIDINAUIBTIIANG TINNIANBULTIIFUGIUINGT VIRUA 74 GIUNUI HANITIATIZH WU
d‘ o 1 =1 =1 s % 6 [

DNA LAT89%3N8 11 G WaY ANNLINVDILAALNEILNALL Y AAMUTUNBTNUINT DAY
M 1aan 6 @rid LanA microsatellite PMC19 G6 G28 G31 SCAR POM18-2 Lay CAPS
BOM24c HaNUFUNWINITZAUANNTaNW 95 % 8N 5 @RI microsatellite PMC3 PMC13
PMC17 PMC20 G41 LazaNe122aI8aalnasnaiiy JanusunniNIcauanuiiaiwinnnin
99% (17197 8)

4.2 Interval mapping WU microsatellite PMC3 IanuduWusnuansmzdunuannige

{4 | @ d s v a . .
ﬁﬂ’] LOD tnnu 4.09 (@l’]i’]dﬁ 8) T\jaa@ﬂﬂa\‘]ﬂuwaﬂqijlaﬂjqzﬁ Slngle point

= = a A v e @ a & % >
M19197 8 LATINRAUN EI‘Y]LﬂU’J°lladﬂﬂaﬂiﬂ'm&"ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂmma\‘lNﬂHmz@ﬁ%‘ﬂ’]%IiﬂLLE]%LW]?@]I%BT (coT)

Marker types Gene or marker loci P-vulue LOD Location mapped
Microsatellite PMC3 0.0001 4.09 LG1
Microsatellite POM18-2 0.05 0.48 LG 2
Microsatellite PMC13 0.01 0.53 LG 2
Microsatellite PMC17 0.005 1.33 LG 2
Microsatellite PMC20 0.01 1.07 LG 3
Microsatellite G41 0.05 0.88 LG 3
Microsatellite G28 0.05 0.73 LG 4
Microsatellite PMC19 0.05 - unmapped
Microsatellite G6 0.05 - unmapped
Microsatellite G31 0.05 - unmapped
Microsatellite BOM24c 0.05 - unmapped
Morphological StL 0.001 - unmapped

@1 P-vulue 71 0.05 JANUFNAUTAUANBME QTL NITAUANNLTONY 95%
@1 P-vulue 71 0.01- 0.0001 AANMNFNANUTALUAN BT QTL NIzAUANNLTENY > 99%

5. msaatRanwInzonuldumululszmnsnaunay
5.1 miAatRanludszsns BC,F,P,
NAMINAFaUMIIIAlUUT=TINT BC,F,P; 37%43% 16 line URNALDHILATLAY WU LN
HaLdiEn T 10 line IN1INT2UGIVAIANHIALEIUN BN 6 line LFAIAN B EAULDTIRNA
(1971 9) FIRLHNALAI WU 3 line HMINTZANBEIVBIRNHILAIUNI® BN 13 line UAAIANSTA

. & -
DAULININNG (A1719N 9)
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U Qs U { Q U g: o v ‘é | 1
laaaLaanuLazlAULNAANAUNTINHISEIWNIUNIRUA 5111 18 G sml,ﬂmwﬁ@gu
U323n7 BC{F,P,19#k Aduniusaiansmizdumunivunauasuazilion 2 du dvldaniia

nasavulsa uazaaidantullaaun (2550)
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5.2 MIaataanludszw1ns BC,F,P,
1Uan BC,F3P; 18 line 20 dwfline F9ijtlszznaninua 360 du sansnnasaulsale 227

o o oA v o o v A Ao A AN o] v o A
A% LAZAALRANAUAIUNIULA 18 Ah TIVANBUSNIINTRIWN LGANB Y A9 UA13197 10

A1519% 9 MsUsziiulsananunialugludszans BC,F,P, $1147% 16 line

Anthracnose evaluation on green fruits

Line
% disease No. R plants  No. S plants
1 13-40 0 26
2 0-62 2 37
3 15-60 0 34
4 15-47 0 22
5 0-42 4 15
6 12-51 0 19
7 0-40 4 28
8 0-54 1 21
9 13-43 0 24
10 16-100 0 16
11 0-45 2 27
12 0-42 1 23
13 0-40 1 31
14 0-36 1 20
15 0-57 1 29

16 0-86 1 19




M13191 10 ANBUSNINTRIUVBIUIZTINT BC,F4P, NAatdanty §1u3u 18 ¢u: PH = plant
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height (cm); PW = plant width (cm); DF = days to flowering; FW = average fruit weight (g); FW

= fruit length (cm); FD = fruit diameter (cm); FT = fruit thickness (mm); PL = pedicel length (cm);

PD = pedicel diameter (mm)

No. line PH PW DF FW FL FD FT PL PD
1 5-11-3-2 49 51 47 4.05 6.11 1.55 1.55 2.60 2.57
2 5-11-3-7 48 49 45 4.18 6.21 1.60 1.62 2.60 2.67
3 5-11-3-13 49 51 47 4.21 6.11 1.57 1.60 2.61 2.60
4 5-20-4-3 49 50 45 5.11 5.48 1.84 1.87 3.52 2.97
5 5-20-4-7 48 49 46 5.36 5.45 1.82 1.84 3.30 2.95
6 5-31-5-8 48 49 45 6.3 6.80 2.00 2.08 3.25 2.75
7 5-35-6-2 49 50 47 4.28 5.85 1.67 1.52 3.55 3.20
8 5-35-6-8 49 50 45 4.36 5.86 1.68 1.54 3.45 3.05
9 5-35-6-16 48 49 47 4.33 5.89 1.66 1.53 3.50 3.1
10 7-3-7-1 60 56 42 3.8 5.46 1.50 1.27 2.76 3.27
11 7-27-8-20 59 55 41 3.83 6.11 1.25 1.48 2.68 2.76
12 7-40-10-5 60 56 42 4.80 6.21 1.42 1.53 3.24 3.41
13 7-40-10-8 60 56 42 4.90 6.19 1.40 1.55 3.14 3.43
14 7-40-10-13 60 56 42 4.86 6.27 1.44 1.53 3.21 3.47
15 7-40-10-14 60 55 42 4.82 6.24 1.47 1.56 3.13 3.45
16 11-36-13-1 53 55 45 1.88 4.20 1.45 1.25 3.84 2.69
17 11-36-13-13 51 51 45 1.98 4.18 1.44 1.27 3.80 2.67
18 11-36-13-15 53 55 45 2.00 4.21 1.46 1.23 3.88 2.68
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- Kanchana-udomkan C., Taylor P.W.J. and Mongkolporn O. 2004. Development of a bioassay
to study anthracnose infection of Capsicum chinense Jacq. fruit caused by Colletotrichum
capsici. Thai Journal of Agricultural Science 37: 293-297
- Reprint is attached
- WG LanansaRuRauil submit lugasTusnaslasints uazaausy
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- Inheritance of resistance to anthracnose in chili at seedling and different fruit stages (in

preparation)
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® Title of presentation ‘Pathotypes of Colletotrichum spp. infecting chili peppers and

mechanisms of resistance’
® ‘Colletotrichum acutatum associated with anthracnose disease on chili (Capsicum spp.)

in Thailand’



