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Association Analysis of Fruit Traits with Fruit Cracking in
Pitaya Germplasm Resources

WU Zhijiang, HUANG Fengzhu, WEI Shuotong, HUANG Lifang, DENG Haiyan,
YE Xiaoying, LIANG Guidong, LI Zhenying, LIU Chaoan, LU Guifeng
(Horticultural Research Institute, Guangxi Academy of Agricultural Sciences / Nanning Investigation Station of

South Subtropical Fruit Trees, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Nanning 530007)

Abstract: In order to explore the fruit traits that associate to the fruit cracking in pitaya (Hylocereus spp.) ,
279 pitaya accessions were used as experimental materials in this study. Genetic variation analysis, correlation
analysis and multiple regression analysis were performed at 13 fruit traits including individual fruit weight, fruit
longitudinal diameter, fruit transversal diameter, fruit shape index, fruit navel diameter, fruit navel depth, fruit
navel shape index, skin thickness, fruit bract length in fruit navel, number of fruit bracts, fruit edible rate,
soluble solid content (SSC) of central pulp, and pulp margin SSC with fruit cracking rate. The results reveled
abundant genetic variations at 13 fruit traits and fruit cracking rate. By the correlation analysis, the correlation
coefficient between fruit cracking rate and fruit navel shape index was the largest, showing a highly significant
negative correlation. Fruit cracking rate was negatively correlated with fruit shape index and skin thickness, but
positively correlated with edible rate and pulp margin SSC. The multiple linear regression analysis showed that
fruit navel diameter and navel depth were the two most important factors affecting fruit cracking rate, accounting
for 39.30% of the variation. No significance was detected at other fruit traits to fruit cracking rate. Collectively,
the morphological structure of the fruit navel is of importance to the fruit cracking of pitaya, and the fruit navel
shape index can be used as a reference index in breeding of cracking tolerance varieties.

Key words: pitaya; fruit traits; fruit cracking; correlation analysis ; regression analysis
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Table 1 Variation of fruit traits in 279 accessions of pitaya

ST AR T8 B0 A B SRR B AR R AR
I S s PN 2R T A 7/ Rl o el )
10.7%~22.9% , T 5 PR 300 2% AL Vs 1k [ 4 5 78 =
JEFEIN 7.8%~15.7%. TEVARI 279 (3 FpBTFE IR
A 54.12% W T kAR (K1), o m pg 40 1A 4
S BLR R K, H 35.36% , R FITARIGE AN,
]0.675 KIM2IK SRR Ny 8.22% , HR B 46 $iui
/N, R 0.92 £ JBURE R R L R L 35 5.02 mm, T K 2L
Jo 01 B9 R Bz B v, M 1.42 mm, W] B R, N
72.32% , BRI K o0 23.85% (W https : // doi.
org/10.13430/j.cnki.jpgr.20230706002, [ff £ 1)

E SRR e/ ME R AE S i A5 2B %)
Fruit traits Min. Max. Average SD cv
HURH (g)IFW 89.6 506.3 277.47 99.81 35.97
R (mm)FLD 51.01 140.68 86.37 15.47 17.91
AR (mm)FTD 49.21 102.49 74.09 10.47 14.14
FICAREUFSI 0.92 1.56 1.17 0.14 11.58
FF B 4% (mm)FND 4.92 24.10 11.74 2.90 24.70
SR EE (mm)FNDE 1.16 23.68 10.89 3.66 33.59
B ARFEELFNSI 0.18 2.58 0.98 0.39 41.27
H R JERE (mm)FST 1.42 5.02 2.47 0.58 23.35
AR A (cm ) FBLFN 2.32 55.07 32.50 9.84 30.28
SR NFB 13 53 29.55 6.53 22.10
Al (%)FER 4236 82.05 69.58 6.16 8.85
AP TP AT R4 15t (%) SSCCP 10.7 22.9 18.12 1.67 9.22
WP AT EEY) & i (%) SSCMP 7.8 15.7 12.63 1.19 9.41
LA (%)FCR 0 35.36 478 7.18 150.22

IFW: Individual fruit weigh; FLD: Fruit longitudinal diameter; FTD: Fruit transversal diameter; FSI: Fruit shape index; FND: Fruit navel
diameter; FNDE: Fruit navel depth; FNSI: Fruit navel shape index; FST: Fruit skin thickness; FBLFN: Fruit bract length in fruit navel; NFB:
Number of fruit bracts; FER: Fruit edible rate; SSCCP: Soluble solid content of central pulp; SSCMP: Soluble solid content of marginal pulp;

FCR: Fruit cracking rate; The same as below
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Fig.1 Distribution of frequency of fruit cracking rate in
pitaya germplasm resources
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Table 3 Multiple linear regression analysis of fruit cracking rate on fruit traits

. " . " Jr KR T

b AR RBB AR AR BENEPH 5 ST,

P SSKCN . ) o Variance LS R
. . Unstandardized Standardized t Significance . . . )
Fruit traits . . inflation Adjusted R
coefficients B coefficients P-value
factor

“# 4 Constant -7.779 -0.380 0.704
TSR FLD -0.067 -0.145 -0.294 0.769 109.372 20.637" 0.393
SRR FTD 0.133 0.193 0.484 0.629 71.704
HIEFRHFSI -4.579 -0.086 -0.277 0.782 43.694
LB HAZFND 1.195 0.484 5.263 0 3.800
FLIR IR BE FNDE -1.050 -0.536 -4.195 0 7.347
RIFIERAEELFNST 3.884 0.212 1.440 0.151 9.795
IR L FST -0.320 -0.026 -0.483 0.630 1.262
Al & #X FER 0.040 0.034 0.482 0.630 2.228
WG TP ) & i SSCMP 0.438 0.072 1.436 0.152 1.134

ok LR N RRER M oG F M i 2 (P<0.001)

*** indicates highly significant regression equation linear relationship at 0.001 probability level

J5 ZE MK R K F 10, W58 B B8 A7 78 2 F
LRk, ASHIFSE I AR 0 SR TR BBE 1 0 22 I ik
34/ F 105K 3) , BLRHX 2 MR A FFEZ &
LR B ER A 5E . LT LA B Ml A5 2R
A 28 PE [ 05 5 B . Y=—7.779+1.195X4-1.050X5.,
LA SR B AR — A5, SR 1.195%;

TR IR EE BRI — 207, BER ARk 1.050%
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W ZLRL 2 = 0 MR IR TE 213 B9 PR
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Table 4 Fruit traits of cracking-resistant pitaya accessions

Rd R
Ry R L R R R R R OniE gl MR
Gt i g (%) Wie Wi ig HEEOWEOBIRORE R MR REE %
Unified code ame IF\f/ (mm) (mm) ;‘Sl (mm) (mm) 8% (mm) (%) WEE PESE (%)
FLD FTD FND FNDE FNSI FST FER (%) (%) FCR
SSCCP  SSCMP
NYBGXHLG00007 KSR 1745 6433 6305 1.02 856 1295 151 259 6221 193 14.5 0
NYBGXHLG00060 #4083 1749 8568 6145 139 921 1509 1.64 257 6358 17.0 12.1 0
NYBGXHLG000SS  [IMIfkk 3438 103.60 7663 135 632 1244 197 243 7165 170 11.7 0
NYBGXHLG00097 pude) 1877 6959 6721 104 798 1043 131 271 6278 18.1 12.2 0
NYBGXHLG00103 . 136.6  70.18 4950 142 925 13.16 142 312 5097  19.6 14.1 0
NYBGXHLG00160 Al 4827 13045 8618 151 1230 1839 150 3.16 7491  18.1 12.6 0
NYBGXHLGO00173  #kiker 5008 113.85 10249 1.11 1001 1454 145 257 77.60 209 14.6 0
NYBGXHLG00178  #E£I 12 5012 11660 10229 1.14 908 1324 146 211 7440 195 12.9 0
NYBGXHLG00180  fli[72% 4617 10220 8755 1.17 799 1079 135 291 7521 188 13.7 0
NYBGXHLG00182 &[T 4854 140.68 100.79 140 923 13.02 141 231 7880 18.0 132 0
NYBGXHLG00202 FiEES 2823 10248 7839 131 603 934 155 3.09 6831 179 12.8 0
NYBGXHLG00227 Bk 1827 7542 6512 1.16 929 1212 130 238 7230 177 12.3 0
NYBGXHLG00256 =AM 4616 11593 8572 135 12.83 1711 133 293 7318  19.1 122 0
NYBGXHLG00265 A 2658 8272 6951 119 835 11.64 139 422 6558 229 15.6 0
NYBGXHLG00266  4:#F1% 4807 10077 9398 107 876 1439 1.64 268 77.92 205 12.4 0
NYBGXHLG00267  #E£12% 4439 9824 8749 112 1021 1386 136 241 7689 202 12.6 0
NYBGXHLG00279 4I4% 3806 8832 7978 LI 10.09 1351 134 291 7239 209 11.1 0
3 3t Bk B, SR 5 ] AR FE E A ¢ R i R H

SUIE RS B ol R ke A ) — F AR EE
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Table S1 List of attributes of pitaya accessions

HEE (%) PR (%)
P G T 44 FK oo G T 44 B
Fruit cracking Fruit cracking

No. Unified code Accession name No. Unified code Accession name

rate rate
1 NYBGXHLG00001 JTARAELLA 5.13 42 NYBGXHLG00044 ARG 1.79
2 NYBGXHLG00002 R A 2.56 43 NYBGXHLG00045 Bk 30.99
3 NYBGXHLG00003 R 0.66 44 NYBGXHLG00046 I IELL A 20.72
4 NYBGXHLG00004 Y EL 2.53 45 NYBGXHLG00047 St 31.25
5 NYBGXHLG00005 R e AL ol 0 46 NYBGXHLG00048 -1 8.8
6 NYBGXHLG00006 AW/ & 4.71 47 NYBGXHLG00049 2L 1 23.08
7 NYBGXHLG00007 HK & 0 48 NYBGXHLG00050 -2 2271
8 NYBGXHLG00008 a1 1.87 49 NYBGXHLG00051 ZL AR 2 0
9 NYBGXHLG00009 EH15 1.97 50 NYBGXHLG00052 -3 8.96
10 NYBGXHLG00010 M HER-1 0 51 NYBGXHLG00053 TTYR-4 2.29
11 NYBGXHLG00011 T ER-2 0 52 NYBGXHLG00054 AR 3 0
12 NYBGXHLG00012 K s 16.71 53 NYBGXHLG00055 ALy 20.65
13 NYBGXHLG00013 a6 29.36 54 NYBGXHLG00056 ALy ] 7.76
14 NYBGXHLG00014 Bk 7.1 55 NYBGXHLG00057 [JE-6 3.9
15 NYBGXHLG00015 B8 11.45 56 NYBGXHLG00058 [YE-7 8.69
16 NYBGXHLG00016 T HER-3 3.57 57 NYBGXHLG00059 HD-1 0
17 NYBGXHLG00017 T LA 15.45 58 NYBGXHLG00060 WML 35 0
18 NYBGXHLG00018 B 22 BT A 1.39 59 NYBGXHLG00061 Py 8.46
19 NYBGXHLG00019 T2 0 60 NYBGXHLG00062 F4rk 26 20.55
20 NYBGXHLG00020 Hny-2 4.76 61 NYBGXHLG00063 LLGEER 0
21 NYBGXHLG00021 -4 1.27 62 NYBGXHLG00064 TR 0
22 NYBGXHLG00022 Hg-6 2.25 63 NYBGXHLG00065 K 0
23 NYBGXHLG00023 Hng-7 11.36 64 NYBGXHLG00066 E 1.67
24 NYBGXHLG00024 -8 6.89 65 NYBGXHLG00067 YA 6.67
25 NYBGXHLG00025 Hg-9 9.62 66 NYBGXHLG00068 Hh A, 1.19
26 NYBGXHLG00026 Hns-10 5.63 67 NYBGXHLG00069 =H2 0
27 NYBGXHLG00027 Hng-11 1.39 68 NYBGXHLG00070 L35 A 21.19
28 NYBGXHLG00028 ELLISTA 0 69 NYBGXHLG00071 B 12.27
29 NYBGXHLG00029 -3 1.52 70 NYBGXHLG00072 F4 01 23.85
30 NYBGXHLG00030 NS 7 A 0 71 NYBGXHLG00073 E4aHk 02 3.13
31 NYBGXHLG00032 RSy 0 72 NYBGXHLG00074 HER2 5 0
32 NYBGXHLG00033 KBEL 17.37 73 NYBGXHLG00075 HER3 5 0
33 NYBGXHLG00034 BN 0 74 NYBGXHLG00076 HER 45 0
34 NYBGXHLG00035 ELR 3 5 0 75 NYBGXHLG00077 HERS 5 0
35 NYBGXHLG00037 BRANS S 15.82 76 NYBGXHLG00078 HER 65 0
36 NYBGXHLG00038 B 65 20.83 77 NYBGXHLG00079 HERT S 1.76
37 NYBGXHLG00039 B 75 0 78 NYBGXHLG00080 HITAR 1 0
38 NYBGXHLG00040 AN 20¥ N 15.45 79 NYBGXHLG00081 HITHR 2 0
39 NYBGXHLG00041 EL 9 %5 11.84 80 NYBGXHLG00082 HER9 T 0
40 NYBGXHLG00042 MALE P 1.16 81 NYBGXHLG00083 Siapeb i 0
41 NYBGXHLG00043 K25 0 82 NYBGXHLG00084 PLEH AR 0
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94
95
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97
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99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128

NYBGXHLG00085
NYBGXHLG00086
NYBGXHLG00087
NYBGXHLG00088
NYBGXHLG00089
NYBGXHLG00090
NYBGXHLG00091
NYBGXHLG00092
NYBGXHLG00093
NYBGXHLG0009%4
NYBGXHLG00095
NYBGXHLG00096
NYBGXHLG00097
NYBGXHLG00098
NYBGXHLG00099
NYBGXHLG00100
NYBGXHLG00101
NYBGXHLG00102
NYBGXHLG00103
NYBGXHLG00105
NYBGXHLG00106
NYBGXHLG00107
NYBGXHLG00108
NYBGXHLG00109
NYBGXHLG00110
NYBGXHLGO00111
NYBGXHLG00112
NYBGXHLGO00113
NYBGXHLGO00114
NYBGXHLGO00115
NYBGXHLGO00116
NYBGXHLG00117
NYBGXHLGO00118
NYBGXHLGO00119
NYBGXHLG00120
NYBGXHLG00121
NYBGXHLG00122
NYBGXHLG00123
NYBGXHLG00124
NYBGXHLG00125
NYBGXHLG00126
NYBGXHLG00127
NYBGXHLG00128
NYBGXHLG00129
NYBGXHLG00130
NYBGXHLGO00131

LA 6
LR 7
LA 8
EIAL7HS
CLY/A
W% 1
ROk 11
RO 12
R4 13
R 14
15
RO 16
e
T4 18
H9 T
T 105
W15
125
£
AR S
FA-4
HK
ARYS W
ARYS
AHBERS 5
Eh2 5
Eh3 T
)
TR
wek 2 5
N1
R4
HA2 5
a2
N3
T4 03
K5
R 04
[EEAN RS
E4M 05
Bk 1
ESaw/ A
T4 08
BIR 3
Ea1 %
B

18.56
15.96

3.46

129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174

NYBGXHLG00132
NYBGXHLG00133
NYBGXHLG00134
NYBGXHLG00135
NYBGXHLG00136
NYBGXHLG00137
NYBGXHLG00138
NYBGXHLG00139
NYBGXHLG00140
NYBGXHLG00141
NYBGXHLG00142
NYBGXHLG00143
NYBGXHLG00144
NYBGXHLG00145
NYBGXHLG00146
NYBGXHLG00147
NYBGXHLG00148
NYBGXHLG00150
NYBGXHLGO00151
NYBGXHLG00152
NYBGXHLG00153
NYBGXHLG00154
NYBGXHLGO00155
NYBGXHLG00156
NYBGXHLG00157
NYBGXHLGO00158
NYBGXHLG00159
NYBGXHLG00160
NYBGXHLG00161
NYBGXHLG00162
NYBGXHLG00163
NYBGXHLGO00164
NYBGXHLG00165
NYBGXHLG00166
NYBGXHLG00167
NYBGXHLG00168
NYBGXHLG00169
NYBGXHLG00170
NYBGXHLG00171
NYBGXHLG00172
NYBGXHLG00173
NYBGXHLG00174
NYBGXHLG00175
NYBGXHLG00176
NYBGXHLG00177
NYBGXHLG00178

KLk 27
ELLH 20
Bl
e
ERAw A
L 1 5
[EW/2'S
wWakly
ZHAR 15
ERMA
P AN
ZHMANS 5
ZHAR 65
ELH 19
ERAW, )|
EL 22
EL 23
ERAWA)|
EL 28
ELH 29
ELLH 30
EL 25
ELH 10
Bl
a2
FL 32
E 1
Al A
ik
25
5
Ehs55
FAEA A 1
RLFEAE
FE 2R 57 4/l
A2
P35
EATLLZY
P25
BH15
L/ DN
EoEaN
KA 6 5
ARLEY AR
K2 5
a4kl

3.1

23.21

20.24
19.41
6.38

23.33

7.05
228
10.32
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192
193
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197
198
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205
206
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210
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212
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216
217
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219
220

NYBGXHLG00179
NYBGXHLG00180
NYBGXHLG00181
NYBGXHLG00182
NYBGXHLG00183
NYBGXHLG00184
NYBGXHLGO00185
NYBGXHLG00186
NYBGXHLG00187
NYBGXHLG00188
NYBGXHLG00189
NYBGXHLG00190
NYBGXHLG00191
NYBGXHLG00192
NYBGXHLG00193
NYBGXHLG00194
NYBGXHLG00195
NYBGXHLG00196
NYBGXHLG00197
NYBGXHLG00198
NYBGXHLG00199
NYBGXHLG00200
NYBGXHLG00201
NYBGXHLG00202
NYBGXHLG00203
NYBGXHLG00204
NYBGXHLG00205
NYBGXHLG00206
NYBGXHLG00207
NYBGXHLG00208
NYBGXHLG00209
NYBGXHLG00210
NYBGXHLG00211
NYBGXHLG00212
NYBGXHLG00215
NYBGXHLG00216
NYBGXHLG00217
NYBGXHLG00218
NYBGXHLG00219
NYBGXHLG00220
NYBGXHLG00221
NYBGXHLG00223
NYBGXHLG00224
NYBGXHLG00226
NYBGXHLG00227
NYBGXHLG00228

EEEEAN T
HITAP
FIHELLA 2
HREEA W
PRI
oA AR
RH 15
TR
JGHIAL
Z AL
=Rtk
PREANG
N AW T
AN
PIGER
LAER
g
ARLEY R
K CEdp
T
WA
L
E T
Eak1 g
Eak2 s
EXy e )
RO 1
TR

o oy oo ooy oo o
W ~ w [N} —
Jdoodo Jdo Jdp Jff

Jjo

o1
5l 2
aR G
IR IK i
RER GBI

9.23
2.29

9.55
8.75

13.16
16.17

221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266

NYBGXHLG00229
NYBGXHLG00231
NYBGXHLG00232
NYBGXHLG00233
NYBGXHLG00235
NYBGXHLG00236
NYBGXHLG00238
NYBGXHLG00239
NYBGXHLG00240
NYBGXHLG00241
NYBGXHLG00242
NYBGXHLG00243
NYBGXHLG00244
NYBGXHLG00245
NYBGXHLG00246
NYBGXHLG00247
NYBGXHLG00248
NYBGXHLG00249
NYBGXHLG00250
NYBGXHLG00251
NYBGXHLG00252
NYBGXHLG00253
NYBGXHLG00254
NYBGXHLG00255
NYBGXHLG00256
NYBGXHLG00259
NYBGXHLG00260
NYBGXHLG00261
NYBGXHLG00262
NYBGXHLG00263
NYBGXHLG00264
NYBGXHLG00265
NYBGXHLG00266
NYBGXHLG00267
NYBGXHLG00268
NYBGXHLG00270
NYBGXHLG00271
NYBGXHLG00272
NYBGXHLG00273
NYBGXHLG00274
NYBGXHLG00276
NYBGXHLG00277
NYBGXHLG00278
NYBGXHLG00279
NYBGXHLG00280
NYBGXHLG00281

Wt A
L AR
450 GO
AR
7K S A bk
BTH
e ()
RER (B
Ak 4s ()
Kar (L)
LN
ENEEpNAR
L 7 4
AR 35 ()
AR ()
THER
K i
15
ERiSHAN
AAEF e
S
W1
R (EHD)
HER
EE (B
PSP
Gl
HEB R
S5
25
AR 35 D
e 02
JeJH 03
e 04
JeIH 05
e 06
T 08
M 09
G 3 T
ARGEH
ARIE
HL

242

5.24

5.71
2.86

1.45

2.56
1.46

11.63



267 NYBGXHLG00282 L% (%) 0 274 NYBGXHLG00290 X715 3.02
268 NYBGXHLG00283 R 22 WL, 0 275 NYBGXHLG00291 g 3.7
269 NYBGXHLG00285 ki 01 0 276 NYBGXHLG00293 KEAR 0
270 NYBGXHLG00286 "E 1 0 277 NYBGXHLG00294 HE R 0
271 NYBGXHLG00287 nE2 0 278 NYBGXHLG00298 HER 0
272 NYBGXHLG00288 ZAIEAN 4.44 279 NYBGXHLG00303 PR 3.58
273 NYBGXHLG00289 EY AR 0

GG 5 AR “NYB” + PfAFK “GX” +KHRFEM “HLG” +5 AL 54, HAME—1E
The unified code is composed of Ministry of Agriculture referred to as ‘NYB’, Guangxi referred to as ‘GX’, dragon fruit referred to as ‘HLG’ and 5-digit

numbers, which is unique



