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B R AL LA EST-SSR Y FHRiE FF &

i, T, T, RRE, AL B, ik
A PR RS S, B3 10023; VA SRl I 2 W R 05, VT %3 11300, “HiVL B2 A5
i, FTHN310053

W @it 4 AW A AR R 38 b 25 (Camellia oleifera) EST-SSRA% &, F& & i ik i& i T L2 i 3544 5 TR 5 A A
89 % A MESSRARIE, A -Filih B4 45 TR AR A A RAT 6 TARCA S B AP A £ 2 & L. AA MISA T AL d
A4 F 4167 4344 Unigenes (63.39 MB) ¥ it £ 13 2]26 751/ @4 I~64M 2 H B E H K A 49SSRA% &, SSREG & 3R F A
39.67%, &K A IRFE #1/2.33 kb; SSRAz &+ 89 5 £ A R — M F B E A, & ESSRE44.28%, Hk R FAZHH(35.28%)Fn =A%
HERE F(18.27%). il 1L SSRATIL Y Ix 4B B I 1, ok A 38 HATIT BmF Wik, A 1433 SSRE| 4% ¥ ik b T 205 4 3 s
B FAEAT ) 5 A MSSRIM, FEat ok B AL R 65T B e AP HATIHAE X R oo AT, R BT 2034 SSRE |4
A b 129542 ), B3 51 402~174, F396.45/; % A1415 & (PIC) 4 0.0499~0.8635, F340.4355, 57AN-Eid i 5 o
H A Diceif /5 A0 B 3K #9040 e A — K, ER0.608 7T o A LA KK, KR EPIE T AR il b R db RAHAEF X
SSRAFILEY T 4714, ALAEB] T 25 BARAE SSRATIC 4 ¥T 545 4 AR A B3l o R ig 45 % AR AT A it 45 R A R T A

(B IRAATIL, AT @R BRI LA 5 TRTRBET 2 FHAFE

KHEIR): b 4E R4 EST-SSR; X A& B Ak

WA 2K g (Camellin)FFEHES. A
RN E TN G FR(FR K 8 55E20052) . 5738 1 5%
(Camellia oleifera) /&M AR A ) B~
B2 BN, E TR R A R
o A I A R A DR AR 2 —, ARk
ARES P SR, 2 A TR E R T 18Tl
X, J& 3k [ R 77 E B AR AR B, £E ROl AR
MAeESZFEE S A EEmMV. 3 Bl
ANTAEAR LK, TR EMOLE R AR ST R T
% RAPH R § LA, JRIUAS 7 R R (bR
£:2010). BEAJUHAEARBLR, 70 5B 1) GH
RIENMZFR 71 B MR TR HER T B, 3K
FEE R IR RS R SR AR T
i AR R o T B R A TT )

48 IR A 22 IR AT T A YR
A KPR R R B o BRI & AR
FeAih TAF . DNAZFAric 20t 50 Fhim gL 2
FEPER ESTB, 2 —FhE 2 7 A A7
. B EMELLCK, 7RI BOR BRI
% Z7EDNA (random amplified polymorphic DNA,
RAPD). #xFH|¥ 18 £ &M (sequence-related
amplified polymorphism, SRAP). (& ¥ 85 & 5 41 1]
[X (inter simple sequence repeat, ISSR)FIH 1 H &
K& £ A4 (amplified fragment length polymor-
phism, AFLP) & N ] T8 38 i 7% J0 1 2 1) 4031
g 25 s BE IR Y 28 A% 22 R T (R K B AR

2005b; 37k 75 552006; 7k E 552007, £ OREFSE
2008; i 58 5F2008; ARFEAE2010; 524708552011, 5K
24:2011a, by T/NT452013; X47%52016). X4t
1553 F /KPR A Fi 9 5 3 Jh A5 A R o Pk
AMENERRE R ARM S FEFRETIISEN
HARTFB.

It 5 v W R PR RO R 5 I A
IR WT BRI, TEVF 290 pomt 7 b, R B — AR
FFEARF AT 8 M S H 5 . 2 F 1llumina
5 7 (RNA-Seq) 3R 15 I ES T 3 — 2042 4
A8 1 15 5 5 & 7 ¥l (simple sequence repeats,
SSR)fL s AR K AR S LA oAb Ay L 20
Fa ENFERE NSV EAS 3] T Dl 8 Uk (2 BH FH 55
2013; TG HEEE2013; 4Ry 452015, 5K4RS52015;
FPEESE2016). 65 H G P 51 FRf T A (micro-
satellite)bric, TEZUI~6NMEHRNEAER
BAT ) R R R A (KaliaZg2011). 5 RAPD,
ISSR. SRAPAHIAFLPPYF & 145> FAric AH L, SSR
R BRI, BEX ai G FRAE T, R
SN, HEFGLZ2StEE. BIERHA, 451
RS B G VRSO0, FEEAE 2 FE AR DU A
HAL# . SSRARCIEDNAFEL KW M2 . 84
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ZREVEDHT. B 2 TFhRic B B My
T332 B H (2 13552010) . HAEH il 22 SSR
FRdIF R SFA E, 2481k, M EFSSRAR
WHE SR M+ A R, i A Gl 2 s+
BB Z R S 1 B R AR R,
= R ISSR A FhRid i AF K K. S
(2013)F2 48 Lu s 7 E il e« WiTLZL L 2% (C. chek-
iangoleosa) FEEFE55(C. brevistyla) s s H AN FE K 2H
R TR T A I RS o A REAE, (AR TT
K2 B SRS T2 RRID . SI4E(2013)
Ak BUEEE(2016)F F AR TR 10> SSRAR1C 73 71l X
AR P e B R S R HEAT T BT PR Tia
FQO14IF R 115 ZATERM A SSRARIL . It
Ai, BIRA LA JE N A AEM A (C. chekiangoleosa)
[FISSRARCTT & (Wen52012). SSRARICH T/h#
HZR(C. meiocarpa)5 % 18 0 4% J& B (1) 182 4% 2 K¢
PEV BAR GG DU B 0 28 a8 I A A (O
$2013), {HIX 2811255 8 N A A Mz (B SSRFR 1L 1)
WA, Z2AMIEARE—PRIE. WLEARA
F=E (R PR TR, T AR SR D SR A
A 2R B T £ 16.33 77 hm?, o7 J 4 [H 55 447 (2
15UE2014). 124 M1k, BT SSRAFIC AT WL X
PRI 2 5 B U R A 5 R G R R

A TTumina’fs 5 400 7 HR, BREZH AT
PAF 7 E R R B R AR T
YR 425 P2 5 45 2 Unigenes, AN 70K 12047
L @ A EST-SSRAZ 23 145 7], H X SSRAV £ (1) 41
B AT SORFEREAT 345 F F F SSRZE G AR 1K 1)
BAE IR AR, LHTVL = X N #5748 8
TR S E N RIE FEA R, e O T
b 5 VR IEAN 1 2 S 1ESSRERAC, FEXFASESSRE]
W BT 48 7 R 90 A SSRAE A5 1 22 A5 M /K~ HE 4T 23 Mt
PEAN o AHIE AT TAE B 7E B IR JE T 8 i 4% 7 e 4
I R SSRARIC I AT ATV, LU 95 d vl o5k 1 A%
22 FE 43 B AN 35 A% L ) 42 S A0 A 1) ik i
i, AR R e RS RS RT
Sk E RS FHARTF B

MRE57EE

1 #R55
1.1 Es

T B R85 74N 8 31 25 (Camellia oleifera
Abel )b FPAE i F20144E4~5 H R, Hp124K
R F I ZFE ik H WA Mol B2 5T B 75 #
TLAE BOCE AR B A AT 7 1) R A I S Ak
B th, 45 e AR RV ok H LA el 2 e

Rl T AT T 38 ith 7% et

Table 1 Camellia oleifera cultivars used in this study

R TR THIZE R TR THIZAS ol PR THIZAE
CL3 K3 g LL8 T8 S LL27 ‘w10
CL4 Kkasg LL9 RN A= LL28 W7k 12’
CL18 KAk185° LL10 Jetk105° LL29 SR
CL21 KHk215° LLI11 Serk11ge LL30 SNV
CL23 K235 LL12 Jepk125° LL31 7K 50
CL26 KeHk265° LLI3 Serk135° LL32 AWM
CL27 Kph275 LL14 Jebk145° LL33 AR
CL40 K Ak405° LLI5 Serk155° LL34 e
CL53 KepRs35 LL16 Jepk165° LL35 ‘E40°
CL55 KephssE LL17 Jepk175° LL36 yGlle
CL56 KAk565° LLI18 3l LL37 < fa
CL166 K166 LL19 KN LL38 KE
LL1 Tkl LL20 T H24° LL39 R
LL2 Stk LL21 GRLT LL40 K78-18°
LL3 T3S LL22 R LL41 %150
LL4 Jetkase LL23 F51176-22° LL42 FFES
LL5 JeksS LL24 FF 4 LL43 PONZEE’
LL6 65 LL25 Ex LL44 KE=SiiPA
LL7 TeARTE? LL26 TR/ 13° LL45 ‘F56°
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ASEPR S Ol I A S EST-SSR > Fhric & 1269

Wk (K)o EARSEEG T, BN SRR R A3
PRI 2o A e B R ZH DN A ) a4 8k,
B TR R AF

eI P A A B s R A Kk 185
gt fr, WEGE %R 5 A TRNASZ I, SCEER
A umina®é sy, HHEALHE IR 15267 434
2 Unigenes, &K 463.39 MB.,
1.2 FERFIRS4)

W8 BT F 22 20 AR R B A B AL O
T R ZH DN A $2 HUA TR (BioTeke, db 5 F 28 5)
PCR¥ 11 72X TSINGKE Master Mix (TSINGKE,
L8 RD), fEIE M SSR G Y) b hnvE i ¢ 6 Je Kl
FEFAM (), GSSRGI Y IESSR 5] )& hk
(TSINGKE, 1t 5%). T BN Bk i Py AR i)
#&Hi-Di™ Formamide (Applied Biosystems). Gene-
Scan™-500 LIZ Size Standard (Applied Biosystems).
2 UREERE

PCR1X: Life ECO (Bioer, AN 1 H); %k i
¥KAX: PowerPac™ Universal Power Supply, 3 [E1{f
'K(Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA); Etlig 1% R 4t:
Chemi Doc XRS imaging system, 5 [&{ ‘K (Bio-
Rad, Hercules, CA, USA); 43¢ E i1: NanoDrop
2000, 3% [F # i (Thermo Scientific, USA); DNA%}
HT4%: 96-well plate, 3730 XL, DNA Analyzer (Applied
Biosystems, USA),
3 XWHE
3.1 SAREFEEDNARGEEUR R E N E

BEAN T 25 o PR AT B3 bk 2 0 R T 05 s O 4
RO, SRR G A TR 4IDNA. DNA
FEEUTT 12 HeH Y P i ) 25 R 4 DN A 3 A5
BRI, $2HS (FIDNA % NanoDrop 20001
SEWREE, 2 1.5%BUIRBERER Rk Il T-20°C
TRAFEH
3.2 JHAREERIASSRAL SRV R K SSR5 43 1

F|FiMicroSAtellite (MISA, http://pgre.ipk-
gatersleben.de/misa/) T. H X #4252 21 25 45 2 ) Uni-
genes#t AT SSRAZ KL IR B EAL o TRiIEARAE: HAZ
TR EE R REAET0RE IO L b, R HRE
HHIIREAE6IRB6IK UL b, =B AN FRERN
RAAESIRES IR LA Lo [RIRE, A0 32 A ) % 20 £
B L (AT BG /N T~ 100 B 55 T~ 100) T Wi i A 78 2 B

fJSSR. FJ I Primer 3.05%} #7126 75 1] A SSRA 5 ¥
HEl, Bl E N 51 Y ) S E 18~22 bp,
PCR™ 4K £ 100~300 bp, GC & 540%~60%, ik
I E50~63°C, SR REG LR T Eh 1 . RAK,
I/ e 27N
3.3 SSR-PCR%&#7

20 uL SSR-PCRIWF 141k 5 : 2xTSINGKE
Master Mix 10 pL, ¢ aHR10(FAM)TI IE /]SSR 5| 4
(10 umol-L™) 1.5 uL, A 5145(10 pmol-L™") 1.5 uL,
DNAREH (20 ng-pL™") 3 uL, fnddH,0 %5320
uL. PCR N 2&4E A 94°CHiAE 147 minjg; 94°C
A4S s, IB K4S s (ANFEISSRE| W e AR K il
AN, 72°CHEMH2 min, FL304MEF; &5 T72°CHR
7 min, 2R3 N4°C. PCRY 3 J5 174 H
1.5% P B e W e IR (EB G (0 ) B vk, 47 3 15 1 1%
K Chemi Doc XRS imaging system. SSRARiC
371G 720 (R0 P B8k 22 A b 5 S RH(TSINGKE, b
578
3.4 EWHE KM

M FRECH: BX10 mL Hi-Dif180 pL 500 LIZIE
5], B, LAEFL10 pLor2ET96FL NARAR, 250 o
¥ SSR-PCR =W ik, M4 i Ik Jie P il — 5 B
(ARG TT K AR AE /90,1 ng-ul™), B0 o B RE™
Y)0.5 LN B 53 Bt i N BRic e, TRAT, B0, T
APCRAY, T-96°CAE M5 min. 20°C N ik ¥4 42
min, 0. B ADNAZTOGHAT B 41 E H KR
M. FiData Collection 3.0 AUkt &£ 54 .
3.5 BRIt S o

FGeneMapper 4.1%{f%FData Collection®x
AR B SR s B R BT 0 B o A R OB AR BE H bR
U Fr 37 B 5[] — Kk 3 H 9 P B GeneScan™ 500 LIZ
BEAT LUEE, B HARSSR A B HE A (E . K
SSRJF 4 Bl 4 o~ 0/ 1 AR B0 40 B X, R
TN SSRATMIAL £, FAG AH [ £ 1 SSR A7 id
R, Lz EERSSR& A 1E 0. FIHNTSYS-pe
2. 10e B AT BEAT 4% 5¢ 2R 20 A, A8 b ) Sim-
Qualf 7 1T 5 FF il 7] () Diceist £ ML R %0, H
SAHNZE 731 7UPGMA (unweighted pair group
method with arithmetic mean, JE AL B A3
) BSR4 AT, il I Tree plothidi A s K1, A
SSREH A% =% ¥ 1 fF DataFormater (#4358 %%
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2016)KENTSY SEALF 170/ 1 504 4 B 4% 4 JyPOP-
GENE 1.32 (Yeh#52000) % fF £ i 5K, geitt
XFBIIAESTAN I 25 it M b 97 38 1) 2 A B PR 2 (num-
ber of alleles), 11525 K%K (allele frequency).
FIFHPIC-CALC 0.65 411 5 SSRAL s ) 2 & MEAE
H. & (polymorphism information content, PIC) (Bot-
stein%$1980).

SMUTESE S

1 SHFEEFETHSSRELSHNHES HH
I MIS A T EL S0 3 38 i 25 e S 4167 4345%
Unigenes (63.39 MB){]cDNAJF 51317 iR 51, 7F

18 0404 Unigene 13k 26 751454 %14 1ISSR
P, RAANR (545 SSRIF Unigene $/ st Unigene
B N26.75%. Hh, 5 834%%unigenes? 14N LL E
SSRAV £, 12 2065 unigenes 5 HLNSSRAV £, SSR
FR) 73 A 2R (SSR 4/ . Unigene %) 4939.67%.
T S P 142.33 kbR BTSSR 7

RS HSSRMEEAFE, SEE KA
A, ABE PR IR A BN 22 7(R2), A%
WR E A R A BRI %, 1544.28%, HURE BEAL IR
M= HRREE LA, 5390 1735.28%H118.27%.
M. fi. ANEHRESREMHERD, {53
S SSRI2.16%

2 A A SSRA AN HH B

Table 2 Types and distribution frequency of the SSR motifs in transcriptome of Camellia oleifera

HERM Kt/ A L6 151/% IR % S /bp SEHKEop P E 5 B9/kb
R 9439 35.28 14.00 131 883 13.97 6.61
R 11 846 44.28 17.57 206 560 17.44 5.27
SRR 4887 18.27 7.25 84 570 17.31 12.77
VUAZ TR 292 1.09 0.43 6192 21.21 213.65
TR 111 0.41 0.16 3155 28.42 562.04
NG IR 176 0.66 0.26 5718 32.49 354.47
psea 26751 100 39.67 438078 16.38 233

TR S SSRAL S 7 41 i K B2 2438 078
bp, 7 ECFHKE 16.38 bp, Horp, BA = =
VU, T AINAZ R 2 BRI SSRA 15 1T 351 K i 23 il
N13.97. 17.44, 1731, 21.21, 28.4201L }232.49
bp. AL 520 SSRAV. pii 1 B A IREL LA 13K %
PLERZ(5 8961), 15 ALSSRI20.31%, HoAr DL F
BHREZ (4 3911 HIKONER6IR(4 4211,
15.23%). EE12R(3 5394, 12.19%). EE10K

(3 2224, 11.10%) A EE 573 1424, 10.82%), =
FRBAER D HISSRA SN E R T, 8, 9FI1IL
W, MRUCN9.01%. 7.95%. 6.79%F16.59% (£3).
2 SHZEAE R LASSRAL S 4 B4

M A SSRAZ AT IR L 7 B (R 4) K F, SSRLA
THRZHTR(11 846)HE B B Oy F R, HkE
HTR9 430 M=% HR(4 887) R KM, fE—
MR B 55 1 LLAG/CT R (9 629, 81.28%),

F3 WA FE AL SSRAV £ 5 R EU AT

Table 3 Distribution of the number of repeats in SSR loci in transcriptome of Camellia oleifera

o
— EiN=0/

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 =13
LR - - - - - 2 468 1510 1070 4391
R - 2920 2091 2198 1903 706 378 314 1336
IR 2703 1405 497 101 63 48 25 15 30
VURZE IR 235 37 16 1 2 0 0 0 17
FAZE R 83 16 4 4 2 0 1 0 122
AV ALY 121 43 7 4 1 0 0 43 0
Mt 3142 4421 2615 2308 1971 3222 1914 3539 5896
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Fe4 I A A I SSRE AL 43 A
Table 4 Distribution of SSR types in transcriptome

of Camellia oleifera

HERAY L7 BRI HiHR
BT A/T 8 941 9439
C/G 498
R AC/GT 969 11 846
AG/CT 9 629
AT/AT 1222
CG/CG 26
=R AAC/GTT 449 4 887
AAG/CTT 1210
AAT/ATT 294
ACC/GGT 915
ACG/CGT 93
ACT/AGT 104
AGC/CTG 349
AGG/CCT 596
ATC/ATG 623
CCG/CGG 254
VY SRA% TR 292
FAZE TR 111
N 176

HLA6~9RH E N+, fE AL IR B R 37 LA/
THTE 941, 94.72%), HLL3R LA EEE T, =
HH R EE R LLAAG/ICTT N (1 210, 24.76%),
HELS~6kEE NE.
3 SSRE|¥IB M

N 2R T S A A )
WA EST-SSRA[ 4, X4 SSRAL £ () Unigene 7 )
BAT 51 it, @RS 5l v AL, Bk
89%F SSRE W HEAT & ik, X LLSSRE| Y14 Hl ¥ 17 1
T2~6ME R EE G, DB SR KAk
265 IDNAME AR, FFH 89X SSR 5| ¥tk 47
PCRY™, LAIGHIFIX S 5| W SEBR A 20 . B b
VR 2 FL KRG ) 5 R 2 B, 895 B W 13 2% e 5 4%
PG AR N A B BAh, N TSR E W
AT 2 S HESSRERIL, X Wen%5:(2012), 324 %%
(2013), B H(2013). JiaZ(2014) TR R r125%]
K H @A 29X K B A8 A L0 2 R
(C. sinensis)FISSRE Y HAT I E, KILFHH)38
X R G H U /N B WD X
70X SSR G| W iE 7] 51 D3EAT e Sehmic, S AT
FEUCEE 5 TAN AN [F) 38 4% b P BE AL Bk 38 154N E 4T

PCRY™ 14 J B A0 E FRIKAGT I, L0718 1 23547 1
BeRE . Rt 2 B ESSREI Y. WWAEPCRY
W=y, gt — SN P RAE, RO A 205 54
RERsd 4 tH H bR 27 51(RS).

FIFH 205 2 254 SSR G 4006 574 1 5% i A it
FTREMI(E). R6EaR, 20%F 2 & PESSREI7EST
AN YHLZS P o A W H 1294 S 7 i BR], KB /)N
N96~277 bp, FEXT 51 DA I H 2~17 A5 A7 BE A, ST
BIR6.45N AT  [RIE, 7512947 L (K i,
T AN S5 7 B DR H R ) A 22 AR OK, AN AR AR 11
0.0088 %] 5 57 110.9737ANE . 3 [A]ISft, S I 7 205%F
SSRA|WXF 5TAN A it (1) 2 A VR BIAFAEIR K%
S, HHPLCo3. Col2. CO37FICo65PUA 3 ¥%
AR, TUGMS17(1) 2 251 5t e

245 DR (PIC) A& S5 7 Ji [R5 AN A5 A Sk [A]
BRI R AL, S S W IE S R 0 R AR,
S B PR PR b RIS AR R RS . PICTR R
B 5 HRRI 2 AR, R AL — B %,
5K PICIRR B 5I iR 2 S PEBL =, AL
AF TN 2051 PIC A0.0499~0.8635, “F-15°K
0.4355. H4EBotsteinZ(1980)I1HH it, 6N FRiC MK
i 2 A7 15 (0<PIC<0.25), 6 Mt A 2 A6
(0.25<PIC<0.5), 8 Fric i fE 2 AL A (PIC>0.5),
PLCo3. Col2 . C037 FCo65PYAMT i fPICHAK
(0.0499), TUGMS1747 45 [RIPICH 151(0.8635) (£6).

4 ETSSREIERE XA

FET205%F 2 A MESSRE 448 H (11294 %
X STANE I 4% A AT SR 2R (E2). UPGMA
RREEAR ERIRSTAN MR R %A T B 2
() HAT FUE B A 3 2, FE Dicestt AL AL R EOR
21M0.47I A BEAE— D, £ RZ90.600 AT 2T
FRNENKE. BRI ESA 5 F(8.8%), 4
B KM3IT L KMS65 . Tepkas . kLS
FORCRT B RS T STA R 434
(77.2%), {EDiceif & AHILL R ECK LI H0.6450], 3 —
KEF LU — Al A N\AH, 73l 78,
5. 11, 7. 5. 3. 224N Fh. BE=RREE S5
miF(8.8%), 3l Ktk265 . HE. HH
6’ VAWM M E40%; Y. F. /N, BRE

PR AR (5% 5 1.7%), 20502 THKS0”
757 E10 A s
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Table 5 Polymorphic SSR primers used in this study for Camellia oleifera

SSRAxid HEEFH SSRE|HF41(5'—3") BOGIRKIREC H AR 1K/ bp b

Co3 (CTG), CL3F: GGGATCTGTGATGGCAAAGT 54.0 138~141 T S P T R
CL3R: CCCTTGATACACCTGCCTGT

Coll (CCT), Col1F: GAAGGAACCACCTTCAACCA 55.0 208~211 B SELI FFIT K
Col1R: TTGTCGAGGAGGAGGGATT

Col2 (CCT), Col2F: TCACAATTCTGGCACCTCAA 54.0 246~249 WS P IT K
Col12R: CCACCAATTCCATCAATTCC

Co37 (GT), Co37F: AATTCCAACCATCCCAACAA 55.0 273~277 WS P IT K
Co37R: CAAGGCAAAAAGAACTCACCA

Co4l (GGA), Co41F: GCTAGCTGATCATGGGACCT 54.5 226~262 M P IF R
Co41R: CAAAAGGCACCAAAGAAACC

Co51 (AG), Co51F: TTTGGAGGAGGCCATAGTTG 54.5 148~150 M P IF R
Co51R: CACAATCCAATCTAACCGCC

Co53 (TCQG), CL53F: AGTGCTTGAAGGCGTTGATT 55.0 267~273 T S L P T R
CL53R: CACTACGAAGACGACGACGA

Co62 (AAC)n CL62F: CATCCATAGCATCATCACCG 55.0 206~215 Bt PP TR
CL62R: GCGGAGAGTTTCGAGTTTTG

Co65 (GGT), C065F: AGGACGTGAAGGGTGAATTG 55.5 274~277 S LN P IT R
Co65R: TTCCTTCATGATTTGCCTCC

Co66 (GAA), Co66F: CGTCCAATCCTCAACCAACT 55.0 96~99 WS P IT K
Co66R: AGAGGCTCGTCTTCCACAAA

Co68 (TC), CL68F: TCGATTCATTCACCTCCTCC 54.5 258~268 SR LIN FFIT R
CL68R: TTGTCACAAAAAGCCCATCA

Co74 (TC), CL74F: CGCTTTTGAACAGCACTCTG 56.0 167~197 TS P T R
CL74R: AAGTAAGGCGTCCGGAATTT

Co76 (AAQ), Co76F: ACACAACACCAATCGACGAA 55.0 156~159 SR LIN FFIT R
Co76R: TTGGGTTTTGGTTTTCTTGG

Co81 (GAT), Co81F: GGTCAAAACGAAGAAGAAGATCA 54.5 146~161 S P IF R
Co81R: GGGATTCCCAATAGAGAGCC

Co84 (GAT), Co84F: TGATTGGAGAACACAACCGA 55.0 100~112 TS P T R
Co84R: GACAGTCAAGCCTCCATTCC

CoUgl0161  (CT), Co10161F: ATGCTATTTGAGGGTCTTG 50.0 186~208 Jia%(2014)
Co10161R: ACTTGGAGTTGGAGTTGTC

Cko3 (CCT), CkO3F: GTGGCGTCTTTCTTTACT 55.0 126~150 WenZ§(2012)
CkO3R: ATTGACAAGCCTCATCGT

Cks5 (AG), Ck55F: TGAACCAGTAGCGTAGACC 55.0 174~208 WenZ§(2012)
Ck55R: TGCAAAGCATCCCACATT

TUGMS17 (TC), TU17F: GGGGAATTTCAGACAGACAC 55.0 216~262 # %(2013)
TU17R: GCCGTTCAGTGTAGTAGATCG

TUGMS28 (TG),/(GA), TU28F: GTCCCCATTGCTCTTAGTTT 55.0 160~208 # %(2013)

TU28R: GACAATCATTGCCACCACAT

MA2A KRR B i 25 E TSI AR o A
KB, 2L T 55— K3, 94~ it 7 3l 7 156
TOREMNIAHN, I E AT =K. 1T
TR TN ZRAE R RE LA R, 24 dh
BT 55— KK, 14 R B T 28 — SR A
HA, IR T 28 RS, R KA

73K,

B3 L TR ZR F 2 2 B BON R R 8L 3R,
s o TA) B30 A BB K, 80 T R 2 ) R A
TR Rl

JEHG TS K265

5 HARACHR . TR R B it R 1 3 A R R S OK, N
GHA T AR IRMIBETE 5
N, AEASTRZR A Y, A A sl ot A 2H SR A —

BeAh, KK E
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Fig.1 Genotypic difference among some Camellia oleifera cultivars at three SSR loci

6 200 SSRE|MIAESTAN M il b 2 54 14 45 R
Table 6 Amplification information of 20 SSR primer pairs in

57 Camellia oleifera cultivars

SSRfxi  AFfrAEREUAD  SREERSE  ZHELEE
Co3 2 0.0263~0.9737 0.0499
Coll 2 0.0526~0.9474 0.0947
Col2 2 0.0263~0.9737 0.0499
C037 2 0.0263~0.9737 0.0499
Codl 9 0.0175~0.4912 0.6819
Cosl 2 0.2368~0.7632 0.2961
Co53 3 0.0263~0.9474 0.0986
Co62 4 0.0175~0.6754 0.4513
Cob65 2 0.0263~0.9737 0.0499
Co66 4 0.0088~0.7543 0.3470
C068 5 0.0088~0.5877 0.4607
Co74 15 0.0088~0.1842 0.8206
Co76 2 0.4825~0.5175 0.3747
Co81 6 0.0351~0.5088 0.6514
Co84 5 0.0088~0.6490 0.3842
CoUgl0161 10 0.0088~0.2281 0.7897
Ck03 9 0.0088~0.3684 0.7797
Ck55 15 0.0088~0.3947 0.7752
TUGMS17 17 0.0088~0.2018 0.8635
TUGMS28 13 0.0088~0.5263 0.6407
FHME 6.45 0.4355

i, DiceBi ML REIIIES] 70.90LL |, XLty
R MAT K275 5 K405 KR8
FIE M2 M8 S H 115, ke
T TEM25 7, SX AR W I i S5k i o ] ) 38 A

FAR/N, SRGRZARR LI, ] REAFAE [7] Fh 7
E I

FERA TG 1T E FIMISATH L 6 44F K, FEM
I 2 2067 434%%unigenest % 5E 126 7514
T~ ML TR EE KA ISSRAL £1, 1355341 At
F(SSRI/NH/ K Unigene $7)439.67%, SFi"Jij)r.L
SR N 1/2.33 kb 335 T HRAE (201 3)HRE 1) 2458 i
Ze B IATZ(1/7.09 kb). ZTAE I 45(1/6.25 kb).
FIAE(1/6.62 kb) DL K AE H At b H5 3 F~F- 25 73
ATHE, BN (14.83%) ZLFR(4.24%) 2
FA(3.62%) FA(2.9%) 5% % S BUK (5K 4R 552015),
HJE PR S T A e e 1, H it 5SMISA K
PR R B E PR R IR KR R AW TR FHIMISA
i 326 AT SSRAVE i A F5 1~6/M 1% HF IR B2 42 278, i L
R e 4 38 () SSRA AL 7 2~6/ 1% H IR B 2K
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For i 2 £ B AR E, DAE T 58 WA 80 78 AN [
WA IR 9T TR HE4T SSR A A 25 Y 5 S b .
MSSRA s () B KA 5 G R 7 KA, K28
YIFISSRs EELL =, =B HREENE, HILH
WEEEFAZN . TA1%EE B 15 AR EST-
SSR, FELAA/THE 7 N E . HEE120R L LR
o, o ERERS KT kL, HIRE =&
fR. “HITFMRERELFLAGCTANE, =R
HE T LAAG/CTT N E .. X 5 #ES(2013)4H
TE IR e . AR R VA A R AR AR — B, (H
5 AR A EEARE — 8 ZE 5, X P RE S AN F
o e AV (1 4 0 2 1 ) PR A3 A O

JRE R B s AR T K EST-SSR AR 1t H
TR0 R A 2 FEEVEAN AL AR R B R, 2
FH T EST-SSRJE >k = AH X/ 57 (1) D R ik K 3R 1A J 7
F1), DRIk B 2 R 20 208 1) Genomic-SSRAR ICAH
bb s, EST-SSRARIC 12 A MK (Eujay1552001)
AHEFE 143X SSR G| A A 32 1%k HY T 20 %% (14%)
TR FRE ML 1) 2 S ESSR A ENE
TIX— R, Bk, 8 7 IRFMEST-SSRERICA & £ 35
PRI, 18 75 24k s W AT 7T il & 0
SRAFIIESTIR A1), A K 2 FLE 8 128 b AN i 38 n 1
EST/¥ 41k — P JF & H B8 2 5 )i & [ SSRRi, LA
W RSB F M TR R

X VR 22 A HORE T L 2L 32 B, SSRARCTE &
ol 7% 2 Ja R 1) B R A B — e id MR (T 54 7%
PE£) (Yasodha®52005; Pk 4 FsZ424£2011; Lesser
2:2012; ORIE A%2013; XA FE%2014; 5% K%
2015; 5KAETNE52016). FEAHT T, FATTA29% K
F 48 P26 I 2RI 2540 BTSSR B b, e th
T VTR RT3 T N B 514, Hodraxy 5l
MI(Ck03, Ck55. TUGMSI7HITUGMS28) B4 &
[EZ B VE(PIC>0.5) . XK UIZRE A AN [F] Bl a] 1)
SSRAFIC L E AR & I T R 1, W] LAAH B3GR
o %% )@ SSRAR ic 138 FH VE Al K Hbig 2 7 SSR |
YIFF R LA &, B TREESRAF SSRERICH AL
T ORI BRUR, (A AR 9 B A A JE R A O R R
BT HRBEE

T SSREI W& I s HESTFHk A T
HAEE NS TR FRIABHERNA, (HEXFSSR
AL S I DNA T 51 HR Al BE AL & N & 7, X FERL
AT AR H LB A S T R E A 1, B IS H AR
HE P HKEA— BTG HL(Saha%$2004) . BE4E,
DNAJFHI| i & A2 75 A I8 B 7 471, 7R 3X
HESSRA pith 2 FETC A 3, 8L 78 [FVRE VIR =
I AESSRA fiAb 4 38 o FRATTNE 34 38 vy 25 8 9 X}
EST-SSR5| ¥ 56 uk AR i th b B 13X — rio 7E
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We. 7E23XHY R m . Fae M £ &5 SSR
g1 P, 3% PCRA= il P R BHAE HAr E R
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Development of EST-SSR molecular markers based on transcriptome sequencing

of Camellia oleifera
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Abstract: Identificaiton of EST-SSR loci based on transcriptome data and development of polymorphic SSR
markers suitable for evaluation and application of germplasm resources on Camellia oleifera are critical for the
study on genetic variation of C. oleifera and molecular marker assistant breeding in superior cultivars of C.
oleifera. A total of 26 751 SSR loci, including the types of 1-6 nucleotide repeats with occurring frequen-
cy of 1/2.33 kb, were identified from 67 434 unigenes (63.39 MB) in C. oleifera transcriptome by using MISA
software. The distribution frequency of SSRs was 39.67%. Dinucleotide repeat was the main type, accounted
for as much as 44.28% of all SSRs, followed by mononucleotide repeat (35.28%) and trinucleotide repeat
(18.27%). Using agarose electrophoresis and capillary electrophoresis, 143 SSR markers were detected, among
which 20 can produce clear, reproducible and polymorphic bands. Genetic relationship analysis among 57 C.
oleifera cultivars from Zhejiang production areas was perfomed with the 20 fluorescent labeled SSR primer
pairs. The results showed 129 alleles were detected from the 20 SSR loci, the number of alleles detected by
each SSR primer pairs ranged from 2 to 17, with an average of 6.45. Polymorphism information content (PIC)
ranged from to 0.0499-0.8635, with an average of 0.4355. Fifty-seven C. oleifera cultivars were clustered into
one group at a genetic similarity coefficients (GSC) level by Dice of 0.47, seven groups at 0.60. Our present
study verified that using C. oleifera transcriptome data to develop SSR markers was feasible, also proved that
the transferability of SSR markers across species of Camellia. The SSR markers obtained in the study could be
valuable candidate markers for genetic diversity analysis and genetic mapping construction in C. oleifera, also
be used as a molecular technical tool for identification and molecular marker assistant breeding in superior cul-
tivars of C. oleifera.
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