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(RO BE 2 BE B SR AE I IF 5T, b5 100081)

T AR B R 3R AR TR 1904 45 3T R A A KA M B3 K 3K 43 elF4E (eukaryotic translation initiation 4E) &
B exonl /3], BT 5 el F4E A B % HH BR B3 R T RBIR S AR R AW . £ 1904 A AP 2L 17 A2 A 14
MBS EMALE P ONAIAGIEE (25K S EPLE AFIE F O FTEFR L8 MUK T3 LR AW (Hd) #=-F
KA 57}% PE(Pi) £ %1 4 0. 519 F= 0. 00210 ; BEAR 18] 4L 36 2 (Fst 42) Z & B A (Nm) & P R B BR8£I £ 769 5442
JE AMOVA oA RSB F LB R R THRAAMRE AT F(97.23% ) , RA 2. 77% EF R ALBIKE , AFRHEASTT
R B IR IFAE B S AR AR PVY B AR D S 3R AA

KR ARG R TR A KA T (ell4E) ; $ 5K

Analysis of Polymorphism of e/F4E in Pepper
Germplasm Resources( Capsicum spp. ) of China

WANG Xue-ying,ZHANG Zheng-hai, WANG Hai-ping,
GU Xiao-zhen, LI Xi-xiang,ZHANG Bao-xi, WANG Li-hao
(Institute of Vegetables and Flowers,Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences ,Beijing 100081 )

Abstract: Exon 1 of elF4E gene( eukaryotic translation initiation 4E ) of 1904 pepper accessions from National
Vegetable Germplasm Bank in China was sequenced and researched on the diversity. The results showed ;17 haplo-
types were found among the 1904 accessions and 9 new sites in the 14 sense polymorphic loci which mostly concen-
trated on the elF4E protein surface ring;the average haplotype diversity ( Hd) and average nucleotide diversity( Pi) of
8 geographic populations were 0. 519 and 0. 00210 ; differentiation index ( Fst value ) and gene flow ( Nm ) between
populations showed that it performed different degree of differentiation among groups; AMOVA analysis showed that
the total variation came mainly from individuals within populations (97.23% ), only 2.77% of the variation
occurred between populations. This research is helpful to understand the diversity of the elF4E gene, providing more
resistant resources for pepper PVY resistance breeding.
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JEL S & R 1Y BE A P Hoh por2-
elF4E ( pr2-eukaryotic translation initiation 4E ) J&
L PVY B R CAE P00 sk HLR S TR
EIF4E AR B AL IR 1 (elF, eukaryotic
translation initiation ) ZZ % i) — 51 , 5 mRNA 1§ F &%
4 m’ GpppN Fr 7455, [R5 elF4G 1Y elF4F &2
HY L R AR B R A PR E AR
1R YAE IR T 230 i 5 7 E A A R AR A e e
W, TEFRBEIR BT BRI ARZ 5, el F4E TERITE
FE b 7K ST 18 9 9 7 S R k1 R RE R4 5 I
ELISA SE56 3% B 5 JE R 4 % 2 2 ( VPg, viral ge-
nome-linked protein ) B H: {7 {4 ( Nia, VPg-proteinase )
A LLY el F4E SRR S H IR Eif (iso ) 4E AHBAE
FHER T BB (A I R e
WL, BT PVY HI AR B 2105 5 (TEV
tobacco etch virus) B 55, porl por2 ( H BIHE ST 2 B
HE—AFE ) B AT PVY A TEV (907 41
potl [15] RSP AR AL R EE (LMV, lettuce mosa-
ic virus) {37 15, moll F1 mol2"'* B B O AL AL M
7 ( PSbMV |, Pea seed-bornemosaicvirus ) 1V /5, sbm-
11 T At T 2 B0 14 9 5 B P e s A 67 5 S SR
TE elF4E JF 5 HRBA K, KR FILMR KL
HTE elFAE £ 1157 3D 454 M 1455 1 AP IAH 4B
B X T (exonl ZWA5) SRR 454 0
4% X3 178 NI 745 & LS ERE 90° 4™
BBUR 4k por2 PobEA7 S & B C. Charron
L) R[] i B R YR 1Y 25 13 BRABAE B (€. annu-
um) AR E] 7 ASF AR S, A 44 8 pur2™ 5 VL P
Ihiza % % FHl EcoTILLING (75, 7€ 233 4Bl
ARG AR R B S S HT elF4E B S G 44 A
por2" T AR R 3K B o5 25 S AN R B AE
PRI | R 67 i 22 5 R B BT L 2 A
[, R FS 0224, R XA R PVY R &R Y
PUPE PRI 5t 4% 2R 5 220 S i 2L
A F & BB B, R, PVY
SRR EH 0 TR E Y ASCE
o E BB el FAE BEPR Z2RE0E | LIAZ 4 58 2 5 bt i
FIF L ZREE LT PVY B R AR AP b )
e e HAURD Bt IR AP

1 HREH®

1.1 e H#
PR B R ok B E 2885 S50 Fh U9 IR R A 1904
Iy BHFr T, Horh 1670 1 E N A R 7 55 4

3B3AMTEE T AR X ZRU(37) dER(7) (K
(7) AREE(30) HH(36) J7AR(11) J7H(28) (5t
M (90) IR (7) FTAE (101) TR (52) FRIENT
(82) . W14k (359) WM (120) , 75 A (60) VTJ5
(52) JTPE (26) GLT°(73) NSH (24) TR
(17) T (3) (2R (84) (NP (55) Bk (37) b
HE(2) PU(119) (B (5) KHE(13) [ PURL(8) |
s (1) JBTSE(25) .=/ (90) (VT (9) . A
BH234 fy, FEOR AU B AALSE M, T 2013
4 8 HAE T AR 7 BE B SR AL T FE i R
Yl . W3 ~5 FBJr-Iagn b, R CTAB
PAREIE N L] DNA™ 1% B A i i kRS 3
[KIZH DNA (145 B 45 5 | Biospec-nano il & 73 16 BE
TGN e B F i
1.2 eIF4E exonl [F33%1%
1.2.1 5#i%3it  FIH Yolo Wonder 47 5 I3 1)
(NCBI( http://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) ) , i & 4%
SN TSR R . LAF 51 EEXS B CM334 chro-
mosome v1. 55 YLK FHIME &, FRAS 7 BEIE K 4 5
CA04g00860 ( http : //passport. pepper. snu. ac. kr/? t
=PGENOME) , 1 4R 15 B el F4E JE R 24, F
H Primer 3 input (http ://primer3. ut. ee/) &1 5|4
P14 exonl 2K, ERNIFSIYI 53008 E1L(5'-ACCG-
CAACCCACGTTAGTA T-3") Fl EIR (5'-CACAAC-
GTCCAATGCGTCAT-3")
1.2.2 exonl HIBRME 1L DNA JERzEFT PCR
PR PS40 E1L A EIR (2 10 pmol/1L) .
PCR WA Z J9 30 pL: DNA #5472 2 pL(50ng/pul) ,
Top Taq il 0. 6 pL, Top Taq 10 x buffer 3 uL, dNTP
2.4 uL (434, TransStart® Top Taq DNA Polymer-
ase) , [ NUFGI 945 1.2 uL, K ddH,0 19.6 ul,
PCR SV 2 7 : 94°C FiZE P 3 min;94°C 284k 30 s,
58°CiE & 30 s,72°C ZEMH 1 min, 3t 35 MEH; 72°C
FEAH 10 min;16°CARAE, PCR =4l J¥ (BGI) , ¥
1Y 5P 5 WA
1.3 F3aH

J DNAMAN {3647 7 51 22 8 LU, B PR R
5XTH Yolo Wonder (YW ) 2 JE R v 3 (1 25 5%,
JH Dnasp v5. 1 FAFoHT BT R4 57 35 3 [
FHi(Nm), W] Arlequin v3.01 27 4 3E pair-
wise difference A 18 A SR ZAEPE (HA) B
PR FEVE(Pi) P IIRZ AT IR 22 57 B (K) S Hobm i 22
(SD), I+ B e ] (Y 731k $i5 % (Fst) H1EE DA O
(Nm),
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2 FHRE5HMH

eIF4E EH exonl F5ZERHHT
1R XA EHE GRS P8 AR Z R,
Exonl A1 82 U B0 7R N A 278 /B it , At 4 A
92 MEAERR . Exonl HAIFE] 14 M L5 ;1165
HRLS YW AR R Y 2 5L R 7 97, 4% B AE S
AR pur2 * 55 por2 T A, HAY 16 AN 548 S48
T ~4 DRI R A U S R
AL 67 B 71 A E LR, P55 Hapl A1 Hap2

2.1

RASH R A 618 Fil 82 1y, 82 A4 KA Hap3
RS2 5 I M BHA Hapd 28 553 I #FBEA Haps A8
S 454 2 RN Hap6 Al Hap7 22 5% ; Hap8 ~ 16
BIEA 1 A bret,

WA IR 9 BT S AR L, X T Ab AR e 3R
BT AKIMEN 2 407 55 66 177, Exonl 15845 {
SRS ELEE W B m” GTP NG, 7648 W 1 £ 57 7 55
( >95% ) MeFa A AL i BRI 9748, RAZTE
X I (ZIERR TS 62 ~79 1) FIA 6 AN 1 (67,
68.71.73.74.79) .

*x1 PEHEBMES Yolo Wonder eIF4E F 5| BRBHEERER

Table 1 Amino acid variation of elF4E protein sequences between Yolo Wonder and Chinese pepper germplasms

B RCH Exonl RAFEIERL 5 Amino acid variation of the Exonl
No. of accessions 2 18 24 37 46 50 56 67 68 71 73 74 79 88
YW A v E E S A E v A K A A L v
1165 Pvi2 * - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
618 Hapl - - - - - - - E - - - - _ _
82 Hap2 - - - - - - - - - R - - - -
18 Hap3 - - - - - - - E - - - - R _
5 Hap4 G - - - - - . E - - - - _ _
3 Hap5 - - - - - - - - E - D - - -
2 Hap6 G - - - - - - - - - - - _ -
2 Hap? - - - - - - - E - R - - _ _
1 Hap8 - - - - - T K E - - - _ _ _
1 Hap9 - - - K - - K - - R - - - -
1 Hap10 - G - - - - K E . - - - _ G
1 Hapl1 - - - - - - - E E - D D - -
1 Hapl2 - - - - - - - - - - - - R -
1 Hapl3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - G
1 Hapl4 - - - - - - - - - - D - - -
1 Hapl5 G - - - - - E - - - - _ _
1 Hapl6 - D - D - - - - - - - _ _

- FRFHRRE YW ( Yolo Wonder) A [A]

— represent identical amino acids to YW ( Yolo Wonder)

elF4E E & exonl FF 5 7 7 [F i 32 (X i 7 fi
B ZE RS
TEAN [7) M BEACYE A o 5 o el FA B R TR B4 B TR
PR S RAI AR AN [ A5 A2 S D 26 (8
) B E R A58 HapS A1 Hapll ~13 24
[ SRR 5 B R A 5 78 Hap3 #4918 3 A1k eb | [ 4P A
i 77.8% o EINAER AR AR AR PE R PG L
MDA S (5 M) R X R (2 A AR
b AR db, VO Rg . PE db b X R & AR SR AR MR

2.2

(por2 ™) o 3% M X B L B At X
(>60% ), HA%HL Hapl 1 Hap2 £ 3% B F B & H
w2 MR B A Y AR TP AE Hapl A1 Hap2 iX
PRI, BT B IX AR 5 A Hapl , HAE R IX JC
Hap2, Hap8 ~ 10 Hapl4 ~ 16 7E4EA 1EFT PG RS .
PEILHbIX A 404, SR, b X ] 22 5 2 BEAR L7 A
AT R R

W PSR FP 2R 210 4 A IXIE A Oy R4 T 40
I n M elF4E (AL TR S B T E (5 R
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(Hapl, Hap2, Hap4, Hap10, Hapl5 ), H K 2 i 5§
(Hapl ,Hap2, Hap4 , Hap6 ) 1111 445 ( Hapl , Hap2,
Hap7,Hap8) (4 ) , Horfr . il B4 BA5 7 rh Hapd £H
Hapl F1 Hap6 1037 s 20 4 10 B 1l 7R 48 S A v
Hap7 i Hapl 1 Hap2 (947 &5 414 1fi %, Hap8 7F
Hapl J6ih b A B R A, 4 M (Fil, L
T PR PR ) A —Fp AR Hapl ,8 N80 (L8
SN TR VTP BRPE s DU W) A 2 R AT
R SR 8E AN, &R J& i Hapl F1 Hap2 21 A%;5 8 1
(L8 AR WAL T = H) A 3 R s,
2.3 BB sEMEmMBEEEES L

VBT A MR B0 5 8 ANHEIR (£ 2) , 45
Br W] HEAA TR Y 35t 4% 22 FE Pk 22 S W I, 1904 )7
HI -2 B T 2 REME (Hd) FIE 3815 iR 2 FE
(Pi) 4351 0. 519 F10. 00210, M EAAE I Z2 KL F
AT R Z FEE R, B AN A 5 (0. 6059 + 0. 0236
F10. 002874 + 0. 002308 ) , [ P41 4k 18] 42 75 B K Y
WEZFEE R W, AR ICHER A9 35 1% 2 B P AR X
52 (A8

F Arlequin v3. 01 #4504 Fst {8, A [R] BRAUHE
TRIAIAY Fst (EAH 2280 A7 2658 2 0 ffl . R4
AR AR B N R TR st A% o3 A B i s 3 e R IR
WAL LA L AR AR AU AR S LA
AN s AR 7R A e BEAR AR 5 AdE  ARdb PY
JCHEAAR LI 5 s Fe AR S48 R AR R PE R AEAA
SN PR R SRR Aerh S AR R AR TS 43
b ; BRAE R AR AR R S E AN AR B o L
MRS 5 2 R AL b B

R FE R R st % 4 AL R B (Gst) A3 Nm =

®2 PEREMRHMBEENEESHESH

(1/Gst-1)/4 715 Nm {H, H3R 3 AJH, PR S
(892. 6) 473 1o K- 56 R 22 9, H S A v FiL A 7R
(247.3) 42w (186.3) A — i F B FL P 28 it , P e
A (110.4) 4B (128.6) TH1E—E KN AL T .
Padb A Aedr (43.2) AR dE (60.9), H A 54 K
(73.1) fEv(57.4) #EF(50.6) PHFE (43.5) 1)
FERmAR K, RIL5EEK(6.3) £ (7.6),
HEFI(4.9) PR (6.3) (EAM(6.8) AR HPEIL
(7.5) ZRAb(8. 1) BFEHFw /N

JH Dnaspv5. 1 8, I FAAEBUEAE 4047, 8 R
PRH R B R BRI (Nm ) g 12, 20 WFEFI{E B4
Br,Nm 4 9.55, Nm 5 Fst & ##ARE, 0] LLF
AR AR ) T 5t 1% 53 Ak, AMOVA 23 i R 0T 5
Ap S E R IE T REAR NN R AR 57 (97.23% ),
A 2. 77% 28 5 KA FERFAARE]

3 itig

3.1 HEHM IFIE EEEE SN

AL I W 5% T B A 3L 1904 £y B A K
elF4E JER Gt X exonl [HJF51), 278 bp, K )
14 DA SRR IEAZ L5 8T R IR por2 A7 s il
o HAER Hapl ~ 16, 739 kR & B A SR S
R 578 Tl RE SN PVY BYBLMEAT 6, 5 B
39% ,iX 5 A A$T PVY # K248 40% 1Y 45 J 4%
UL, RAYZEAE AL T R S B AR R B IR A AR
IR AR5 I A AR 33 4 EL A S A S 57 a5 F)
PR B BRI RE N PVY K TEV B HEZ /N
FRATHHTIER

Table 2 Genetic diversity parameters within geographic populations of pepper in China and foreign countries

s BAR A AL TR S BeAF R e
Group name No. of No. of Haplotype diversity Average number of Nucleotide
samples haplotypes (Hd +SD) pairwise differences( K = SD) diversity (Pi £ SD)

44t HB 200 4 0. 5325 +0. 0301 0.6017 +0. 4815 0.002164 +0. 001916
Zrdt DB 215 4 0.3644 +0. 0357 0.3861 +0. 3652 0.001389 +0. 001454
4E75 HD 239 6 0.5520 +0. 0182 0. 6435 +0. 4984 0. 002286 +0. 001984
fgrfp HZ 532 5 0.5121 +0.0115 0. 5407 +0. 4487 0.001945 +0. 001785
1ER HN 52 3 0.5241 +0. 0261 0.5415 +0. 4554 0.001948 +0. 001818
PiF XN 314 6 0.4964 +0. 0153 0.5308 +0. 4439 0. 001909 +0. 001766
P4dt XB 118 6 0.4547 +0. 0448 0.5235 +0. 4419 0. 001883 +0. 001760
E4b Foreign 234 8 0. 6059 +0. 0236 0.7989 +0. 5799 0. 002874 +0. 002308
&1t Total 1904 17 0.519 0.583 0.00210
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Table 3 Fst value, significance and Nm between 8 geographic populations of pepper from National Vegetable Germplasm

Resources Database

et HB %4t DB #£7R HD A HZ 1E£1 HN PiRE XN 7ot XB 4 Foreign

At 20. 1 13.2 12.0 8.1 9.3 43.2 13.0
At 0.01955 * 6.3 7.6 4.9 6.3 60.9 6.8
R 0.03233 0. 06908 * 247.3 67.9 110. 4 16.7 73.1
darh 0. 04654 * 0.07134*  —0.00067 186. 3 892.6 22.6 57.4
e 0.07503 * 0.13011*  -0.00077 -0.00235 128.6 7.5 50. 6
[iiif) 0.04875 0.07288 0. 00092 -0.00195 -0. 00329 0. 03062 * 16.7 43.5
[kl 0. 00555 0. 00235 0. 02657 * 0. 03086 * 0. 05998 * 17.3
ESEY) 0. 03268 * 0.06412 " 0. 00257 0.00713 * —0.00474 0. 00793 * 0.02528 *

*FIR P <0.05
* stands for P <0. 05

N G8 2k 235 4 455 280 31 ) 2% AR A5 e B 4 v 7R
el FA4E 5 3D 2548 2 A~ AHAB ) DX 3k, B X3k 1
A, AT 2R RS X .7
I T N EBURT 2 A8 w55 71 457, R & B 66 il
FILRAE R PP I g A8 4 BB B, RAF
FEAR AL . 1904 A7 51 Y - 35 S 4% Y Z2 4%
(Hd) P39 4% 5 R 2 #8 vE (Pi) 23 0 o 0.519
#10.00210,

Exonl H1AE 5 (1) E R 57 2 FE R K 2 60 T IX 5k
I, U DX T i o 2 2 D A% O X, X 5
C. Robaglia LB gy 4h W3 C. Charron 251"
FEERE— 2D B T X8 T P 2= R R S5 A BB
XFPVY PPk EENE, A2, AR Hapl H
RHE—NBILR B (VOTE) , B — M S s
L DL XS PVY AYPLHE
3.2 eIF4E E[A exonl FIIAEMIEXIGZER

FRBULE 1 119 I AR 355 R v b2 3R [ B9 I
elF4E 5 exonl P ZHMEFE N FLRH, =
R HBAMIRES B2 = i, e B 8 2R e
Iz RGN Z R4, 228 32 5 B B B I 3X
AR RI el F4E SR ZFEM R FEFE W EZREAN, A
KIRE B PVY A5 00 A4 1 R 22 L, AH DGR
FUE R SRS Y W, FEAR AU X AR X A
FEh AT I Ak T I XA 9T R A
KINRA BN Z PVY f& ™ 8, F Y IR 0 3k
HEALTITIE B 22 A A | LA B A 385
3.3 EHM eIF4E BEEB K S HE S S

VBT A b R o 30 43 Ry 8 SRR i — 2D B
5% elF4E TERFRBIA ZHEME . N ERAE R 2R A
HIRZ VR, EAME A Z M m AR R 42
KBRS 2 R F T, AL RR 5L 24

PR EA AR Ta] 38 A 20 A U A 4 2R 3R
LA ) O RE AR TR AT — 2 A R DRI, R B oAk 22
S o RS F] R B TR G0 A M DX R ) S 2 g
T AL, e WA A3 ot (4 b5 52 5 7 25 e
feticey- s R AR 2 N [ i s i 2 R T A S s [
B AR A — 2 R0, B A7 7R R B 1
Bl AR JEREAR AR AR L S PUILRR A 22 520,
FTIK 2 /> DX 55 H Al DXt b A2 U AT REE AL, T
PUIE 3 DAL FIAR AL d A i 2

e DA AT Bl TR e R DA R R AR 22 T i
ARV, B LRI RE SBT3 iR S L R
A B Y B R R K/ 2R SR A
1% SCHIKFJUE B ZEAR R Y X R Y
G AR IE 1B 1% 2 R 19 e D
AR F 0 — IR AR A

FIRITFE B PVY ST E RTS8 b B0 (3
HEYE Y IR R MM R B 2 HAHE ™, X4 R M
R IR R A BREL, X elF4E 3 TR AN UKE
AIRENYUR A R R E 2P0, I, 205
I XS AN RS S BB R B A REEAT PVY PSR,
T 2 AR I 56 UE 12 SR A B B D RE , AN B 5
FEEHT PVY 1Y BN T
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