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Application of DNA Molecular Marker Technology in
Grapevine Rootstocks Improvement

HAN Bin,LIU Chang-jiang, YUAN Jun-wei, MA Ai-hong,GUO Zi-juan,ZHAO Sheng-jian
( Fruit Rearch Institute , Hebei Academy of Agriculiural and Forestry Sciences,Changli 066600 )

Abstract: Grapevine rootstocks have a natural resistance to soil-borne pests such as phylloxera ( Dakiu-
losphaira vitifoliae Fitch) and nematode, to abiotic stress such as cold hardiness, drought, and salinity, and also
to improve the scion vigor and quality. Therefore, grafting cultivated varieties to resistant rootstocks has become
the inevitable trend in the grape industry. For this reason, it is of great significance for developing new grape-
vine rootstocks varieties. The advance and uses of DNA molecular marker technology in grapevine rootstocks
improvement in recent ten years are reviewed including identifying grapevine rootstock cultivars, pedigree anal-
ysis, and constructing the genetic map. In addition, the research and application prospects of this technology in
grapevine rootstocks are presented.
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HIFREA SR 2 2 S8 M4 (V. labrusca) (] 7
W2 (V. riparia) Y>HLE % (V. rupestris) 255 %5 (V.
blandieri) . filf 2 %5 %5 (V. cinerea) WA %24 (V. ari-
zonica ) F111 7% (V. amurensis) Fj 8] 24 3¢ , 8% 5 K E
Pl 2 58 I 26 2 AR I A 4R A5 . AR R R T
ZAHE A 200 ARy Py s, AR 22 4 4 il R Rk
| A S DA A ) b DX M B B R TR A 5 L
PR VR Z Al A AR GO R B, BT R 200 5
1 7 Fb S AR TR &5 b R X 20 R, 3
TR A MEZ RIS . BE D TIRICERT
R A 25 i A s o B AR A T R K R 48 O 4
RAALE W, 7 HLAS 524l A AR A 8 PR BT 5% 1 ARG A
A AR B 52

A M M. Thomas %[5] TE 1993 AF R E T
SSR Ay ic I T 45 b b 4858 LIk, V8 2 BHIT L LA
FH A3 F b 30 F AR X A My 119 4 2 Bl A A AT T8
€. Y. Y. Hur %'° F| j] RAPD I SSR 2 # /> T #%
C AR 5 1] 7 4 il A R A A 2 1 R % OC R AEAT
FSE K it ] 1200 0 2 i A R R 2 4 2 0 i 4 2R
A. Oualkadi %57 % 211 /g 3 5] 24 4 3 %5 i it IN-
RA ( French National Institute for Agricultural Re-
search ) 5 | i (¥ 5 25 i b DL K 4B [ 22 5 A58 Je i
F1%3 4 7 it P (6L 35 TR S A 4 B A 4 o T Ak 4 R
i AR %5) , A 20 S 4i &% SSR (nSSR) 43 F-Hric
HI3 A2 4R SSR (cpSSR) 43 T Anic dE A7 0 #r , 45
R 3B 95 T I Y g ot A R 5 R % R A i R
REAETE W] W 22 5, R 9% AF RO R 2 00 S R ALY L 2
TR 26 JEE U8 FF AT RE A 2 A A A A PR 2 —

V. Laucou %™ R 14045 T 19 44 & Y (o
20 4~ SSR 4; FARICAr BT T INRA A ¥ U5 & 1
4370 AW SRR, Boh AL $E Vitis vinifera subsp. sati-
va F % §h Ff 3727 4>, Vitis vinifera subsp. sylvestris %
2 i Ff 80 A, Bl [A] 22 22 i Al 364 A~ Filk A A 199
Ao Gad A dLakAs T 2836 4> SSR ZABMESr TR
ic, P sativa PR 2323 4>, sylvestris AP 72 4>, Fp
[A] 2 Fh 306 A~ Bl A 135 A s JLAG I 1] 524 A 25 {7 Jk
PR, P2 g A A i K I 3 26. 2 AN S5 B A, 2323
AN R IE o 4 25 A I 3 338 AN SR E P S 1 4
PRic kil 2] 16. 9 A S50 He [ o - 3 35t 14 22 REPE(E
H0.797 22 G R 0.76, 5t 4 2 B o 0.2 ~ 1,
T [F1) 2% o 11 il A gt Aol 14 382 £ 22 A 14 (B 70531 S 0. 865
1 0. 839, 145 T4 24 4% 55 W R Y 0. 769 , sylvestris V.

Toft 64 388 1 Z2 REPEAR B A A 0. 708 [R] B 2 34 1l 6
Pk 2 & Bl K A MO B AE A 5. HL Huang 2% F
FH EST-SSR 23 # 1 & iM% 25  Summit’ Fl € Noble’ 2
AR R Z AR A A, B A 90 A4
AHIF] Y SSR AV s 1 50 A4 5 11 SSR {7 5, A. Sabir
SV F T AFLP SR 0T T 19 AR AT RS A B R It
RART 416 X B, Hh 28R BAT 357 4,248
Mk F| 86% , LRI AT 19 N F LT S5
K%K,

O3 FARIC B AR X TP 2R 41 i 28 A% A [R] R R
DAMERG % o C. Popescu %" F| ] AFLP X B fA 5
FRAC 2 AR 1) 38045 A8 SRR AE UEAT 40T, kB BBk
ML B 3 (N 4148 & 2 T 78 5% . M. K. Panda %"
iz I RAPD 5 AR St 22 Uk 4k AR AR A5 (1) 357 4 Bk R0 1 ok 2
K4 i A7 % B 4 BT, oK & BLEE 4 B 5% AR
M. Alizadeh 25" F) H] RAPD F1 ISSR i 7 %5 fili A /i
' DogRidge S04 1 ARI-H-144 [¥) 21 2 %% 3% 22 R 4k
IR G ZREE AT 00T, R R A EAL AR 7
FEH: . J. AL Cabezas 221 5@ i W 9% & ¢ Binova’ &
‘S04 1Y ZEARMAR K PR AR A HoAth IR 58 4 — 3K,
H X 507 F  Binova’ S MEEAE 1 SO4° Ry HEPEAE .
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I3 FARIC H AR A AL AT LU 2% A i Rl RS AR
1M HL AT LAAS 2 F i 5k 2% 6 R R 3%, V. Laucou
AR SSR bR 2 A R A B ¢ Fercal” 9 3
GRRIEATOSE, KB Fercal” B A “B. C.n
1B’ , A A 31 Richter’ . T. Dzhambazova 2" ff
E T MK4 B34 Jy  Mavrud’ 1 * Rupestris du Lot
A. Garris L{%[”] STRG A A ¢ Freedom’ 1) & % iF 47 55
kB H AR K 1613-59” F1  Dog Ridge 57, T
“1613-59" & [ F 1613C° W otk & ik — B 5 &
B C1613C° 1A A Al AR M Bl € 3306C° (V. riparia x
V. rupestris)

Teleki F Ak A& H At A A0 1] 5 12 1Y 4 45
A, B EZE S A A Teleki-Fuhr SO4 |, Teleki-Kober
5BB, Teleki 5C, Teleki-Kober 125AA F1 Teleki 8B,
— ez ) N Teleki & Hy 2 %5 25 (V. berlandieri)
TR % (V. riparia ) 22 524845 B J& H K S0t — T
WA BYIIESS . 70 7RI BRI A Wy k58, T i
Teleki F 3% C R WA SR T &4, VF 2 & FIH]
SSR i X} Teleki F fifi A &t Fl (14 2% 2% 3¢ R AT H) 24
S FEBERERE 1, G. Jahnke 45 F BT 3 4
PR R 19 4> SSR 43 FhRic X Teleki 5 11 it F
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AT R IE T, K I Teleki 5C Fll Teleki-Kober 5BB
X2 A AR S s B R %, ZF I
FERERAR—DIMER, BANRE LRI X —45
RAE) T P. Poczai 45 IOESE, i 1 4% & DNA
Ir THRICHE ST Teleki B R G LT , W58 K I — BT
73 Teleki ft Fh 570 2 45 B A — 3285 55 — & 4 Tele-
ki i 5 b 56 1Y & A 4 RO R — DI IR e RE .
R B 45 RAE B Teleki R (B AR B A R 59 41 G 5
Teleki-Kober 5BB 1 Teleki-Kober 125AA X 2 4~ &%
Foft (4 BE A B o 1T A o

3 EEEEEE

I3 FHRICHARAAL AT ] T 1 B 5 08 MR 1 3t %
SEEER T LT TR A M R A AR A
T S I 5T o P R SR IR a8 A% Y LA X A Il
Tl B e B (7 SR, DA KK B 10 8 G 3 ) BHLIRT S RN
SERAF) A REE X M TSR S
PRV S 19 20 1 B A0 b A T 7 R R A T3, ARG B
e B e 34 PR AR A A o) 5 MR Y g A% A
F BR R T AL By 6L B © OB R A N OR B SR
P
3.1 mmSFRiICESEEEENEE

A E B O T AR T R A
FLGE RN T E A RN ORI RN K N
S5 A 7 PR A A AT B A
o PR 4 R 5 R A AN AR A A R
W ARG S L FEaE R 10 ZAE T EH
SMIFSE R BO T i 35 4% R, O SRS B R
AL A B BRI i T RS .

L.J. Welter %[24] PLPT H B G ) © Regent” F1 5
JEELTE R A © Lemberger” 2% 52 J AQUHE AR 4 2 352 1% 14
T IZ ISR AE 19 N ESIH , 2K 1631 oM, FRICHY
IR R 4.67 M, RILT —A> 5 A R iE Bt
PEPER A 22 59 8 QTLs ( quantity trait locus) | 5 %j
2] B 0 PO P RO DG I — > 8% QTLs Fl— Al
2 QTLs,

F. M. Moreira %‘25‘ LI 2 AP0 AT 22 38 SR AR B AR
A 3 BEAR 1 H B 2 4 76 25 19 Mosca-
to” FITLI 14 1] 5 4 4 2% 32 J AXC2H A, BE AR 1T 02 i
* VRH3082 1-42" ( [5l M- %5 A 1L 4 44 44 252 Je X)) #l
“SK77 5/3° 09 F 4L A%, 2645 T HER T RUBE(R 112 5%
M7 Ry g5t AR S, A K gr i R 1037, 2 MRl
651 M, TEHER I mfL B RS 7 B BRI
A R B DU R B TR DG 1 QTLs, [ i I —

SERRRL Y QTLs 3 A AE S5 8 (12 F 17 JERIH b, WM
TERFMA 11 35 4% P13 B AR AT B A 2 7 25 0 T8k i
QTLs, 43 fifE55 1.6 F1 7 JE8IAH b HI21EX 2 5Kist
& G R 3R A5 W IR Y QTLs .,

P. Blasi %5 LURK IV i 4 4 i1 1L %0 2% 32 )5 AR
R AR s A% P i S A 4 19 a8t 1% % B
A, 2K 975 Mo RILT — 15 %) 56 w8 i it
WY QTLs , BE MLTES 14 B b, IF 4 Hoaw
44 °h Rvp8 (resistance to plasmopara viticola 8), F.
Schwander %" i BT 4 4 A W M 2 A M
QTLs—Rpv3 F1 Rpv10 35 E NI AESR 18 FNEE 9 % 4
AL UEBIFR A PR R 2 IR R . Sl
LRSS I RpvI0 K B 2. 1 oM Y
KN 314 kb, WF 58 3k K AR % X 48 P AL 45 8 A
NBS-LRR ( nucleotide binding/leucine-rich repeat) %
T %) RGA (resistance gene analog) , X — iR N 5
IR DR 50 DU T R o A ic Al B B R R
Fh.

G. Di Gaspero =Bl p) 8 2’ x ¢ Bianca’ I
COIREEERT x ©20-372 AR AUREIR SR A b
K, Z g AR 19 AR IR E BT AL, K
1676 <M, AHEBMIARIC - BEES 3.6 cM, KT 173
A S PR R S % TR RCA T HLiX 28 RGA fif
MOEBENTE T NEYA LR 3.7.9.12,
13 18 119 #EH4 .

A. F. Krivanek %[29] LA vb Hb 35 25 R0 e A 4 2 K
HZR A2 5 ARt , W58 Bt B 2% s MR 7 I AU RE
o m AL A A, FEBLFEERE I, AL F. Krivanek
A4 ORI P I B AR T I e 4 A A B A 58 SR AR
Fy 3 4 P13, R SSR ARid @ AL 1 — A 5 B R
e A 2 B9 38 QTLs-PdR1 ( Pierce’s disease resist-
ance 1),

FE R BR 2 2k J0 R 25 B M & 42, P. F. Bert
ST AN T 2k e 2K B4 4 o o A R R T 2
%] ‘ Ripraia Gloire” [ 7% 52 i AU R 1 2 13t 4% (1315
B 55 B0 B AR OC Y9 AL QTLs /& (7 7655 13 84
B3OS I J B B HLBRAIE ST B R
3.2 hmHSFRICEEEERENHE

Rl e SR P N SO (1 S L I
PRI G R T  roxfe LA 57 4, 7 i 2 R B B sl b
Bl R K E o H AT, By 423X 48 H3E /Y i — A7 &%
Ti g R RS ARG 45 #e 1 o PRt B 73§ A ic 4L
AR & BT TAE % 2y Gy 4l 8 5 Bt e MR 5% % B
4382 1% P, 2 T X0 e AL B R IR AR F 5
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2k L ( Nematodes ) I % & F i % W8 IF HA% 1%
TG REAG , AR 0 I R TR AE . €L Me 457053
F RAPD 2 R X} 5 75 45 4R 4% 2k L (root-knot nema-
todes ) HLMEAH E 43 FARICHEATOFGE , K BL T 6 45 HH
KB B B, HR BER/NAE 300 ~ 3000 bp 2 Ja]
K. M. Lowe"’ VI FE JE 5 49 < Ramsey ™ H1 0] 2 4 45
‘Riparia Gloire’ 7% 3¢ J& f{ g B 14 4 35t 4% (&1 3 , 1%
EIEALHE 19 AN EWIZH , 214K 1304. 7 oM, FHLB 2 4> Fr
WV 6.8 oM, WFRR T — 1 HREL H
PR % M 56 19 QTLs K He i 7 72 26 18 3% B
HI, K. Xu %[34] L L 8% 81 28 . ( Xiphinema in-
dex ) AW 45 4 7] Mo 2 28 Je AR A b st A% 6135 ,
BL 7 — 5 G4 TP AH G 1 FE &L QTLs, fis 24 4
XiR1 ( Xiphinema index resistance 1) ,3f H ¥ XiR1 &
PEFESS 19 S Qe k) VMC5al0 fricffiz, C. F.
Hwang % 3 4 18 T 15 6 2k b vk 1 56 9 QTLs,
PL V. arizonica il A4 4 g 353 4% 18138, JF 0 5 1 Pibs
WS HUf QTLs 2 T35 19 M8 I o Han 444
XiR1, FEMIEAN E, XA 3 4> BAC SCEME T
PS80 E T XiR1 R/ 115 kb, J3f HXf 3 4
FIBEMY NBS-LRR 5& K 7 5 #E47 1 4307 o

AT 2 R 96 IF A AN BT 100 Ak R b R A= B Te] gk
b, B A EL A AR R I BT 1 RGO A OE A e 2R
LBV o TR I, 98 8 5 il A X AR 98 I5F 1 B VE L
BB B PORLR 8 A R 2 T AE S R, T L
Roush %" iz J] SSR Al AFLP F7ic % i & AR I8 4%
FR T A B e 52 i AR R by 2 33 4% P9, w0 20 3115 T
— 2 B 4 AR OF UM A DG R O TRl ik — 2D
JF JE AR I8 F Pk A 5T 6 35 45 F o L. Blank 257 L5
U 4 MU 15 1Y © Borner” S ikAF , 3645 1T 5 U HEAH
SRR N FE K, ). Zhang 45 7° D) Sh R %45 R R
WF ) V3125 (V. wvinifera * Schiava grossa’ x ‘ Ries-
ling” ) FH7C 4 2% AR 983 WA 1) fili Ay i * Borner” 7% 8 J5
AR, b s A% 3 % S 4G 19 S BRE
2K 1155.98 oM, FRid B PR 4.8 M, &I
P A AR QTLs 7 755 13 i b, JF H 4K
1372 555 0 4 AR T 0 1R R DDRE O A 43 TR
R TV ) A AR F 7 Al B RN 3 R
3.3 HtEEMKS FRIZEEEENE

S. Riaz 45" # /i nSSR \EST-SSR #l EST-RFLP
85 3 B4y ARG HOR X VD M A %4 D8909-15” FI V.
arizonica ‘F8909-17" K H: F, © 9621 B & 43 7| ¥4 #£
LR B A D8909-15 Y s £ I 1% 40 4% 18 A4
BEPIH, 221K 865. 0 M, Al 4B M A i F X B B R

5.4 ¢M AR F8909-17 j5i A% [ 1% 40 5 19 A~ i% 4
4,42, 1055.0 M FHEEPIPRIC P EIBE R R 6.7 M,
F,©96217 A 35t 4% 151 35 ) AL 95 19 DM IEBIH, & K
1154.0 M, AH 4B W bR IC - BEE S 5.5 M, #f 3
sk AL EE R TR G RS B AT 94 D H TRl
B A B 45 B b A 3 O A 2 AR A O 1
QTLs 75 % 7 1 1% A1 A0 A 35 4% 11 15 14 1k 510 It ke AR
— 3 HRWOE ML 2 WA b RS TR R e AR
KA QTLs-PAR1 A 5 0r 76 8 & K156 14 & 814 -
A VMCNg3h8 Fi1 VVIN64 PHERICZ (8],

S. Riaz Z&"" F 2012 4FE 52 i T A M- % 25 (V. ro-
tundifolia ,2n = 40) 35t % (& 1% A A4 2, LA B - 4 25 b
Fift  Fry’ 1 ¢ Trayshed” i £ U REMR, BEAS  Fry” 3t 4%
EIG A AE 18 SRt ik [, 2K 879 M 212 4>
SSR HRic i AL 7E BT 1% b, A0 4B P AR 10 1Y - 149 38 % B
B4l oM HEES6 SYREK LRAHIZE
PEFRIC . ACA * Trayshed ” 38 1% 1815 73 A 75 19 2% 4
kb, 2K 841 M, ¥4 191 /> SSR FRid & fir T &l
b KRS RS AT T A TE 19 SRR AR,
4R 1088 M AYHE A [, A 314 A0 T AR
PrE A S L HR A 66% FRid 5 DUA i 38 /Y
WROIE 4 2 A — 2 B A5 Qe R B ARICERTE S ~
35 Az 0] SRR I A AR 20 o g (0 AR R BE B E
TE 35 A% P b 4 D0 HC D5t DR T R 2« [ i A 2
#2449 (ancient grape,n =21) Ja] B X 45 45 ( present-day
grape ,n = 19) JEAL 108 A H A 20 5 9L A K15
ORI A B 2 Fg Rz —, B, RIE
T 49 5L X 40 77 %1 19 SSR A e AN & H T B At
Gk

] 2 R B ot R Sy R [ e TR A T 2 R
st o DR RS P 5 R 22 Ay O M S R L PR AE . A AT
FER I A ) AL TR DG I B DR 6 T 456 2 5 e
A L Bl 2 4 5 DR A 1 S8 G 35 A% T
oy BT 0 AR R A T R, X Ay A A A 2 AL AH
e B B BIR A ST 2858 T SL Rl 1. Fechter 45200 ik
%5 28 W Bl (¢ Schiava Grossa’ x ‘ Riesling” ) 5 M
PERE A i B¢ Borner” 2428, % 2 58 Ja AR BEATHF 52, 14
TS5 AM M 4K 143 kb (P HLE B % &
A B R 0.5 oM, BFFEARAR T 5 ML % )
ARG 4 FARIC , bR 10 78 B 48 AU AP VAL A rh S
F3k T T 2R 52 0 AR A e e ok 1) R I0T 4 0 L A B
TREEFIR AT,

4 FEHFIRCHNEA

H #r ik Uh % 15 1 £ &5 4 ( SCoT, start codon tar-
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geted polymorphism) 737~ bR 10 f2& 7 7K A b 4 i 9 2%
F 5| ¥y 15 5 v (SPAR, single primer amplification
reaction) Y H (9 3k Kl 7y T 4512 7 ko MARIC 45 &
ISSR #ic Al RAPD A5 ic 0918 4, 48 1 B 5 L A i
B 2SR B B0 E SR ER R AR, A A
THBE R 51t R B, JF B AT LU A
D. L. Guo %54 SCoT 13 FH 76 4] 4 it A 2 5 L,
F 36 A4~ SCoT FRic Xy 64 A7 45 it A AT 20 7 , 345
T 131 S, Hh 28 AR H 93.1% , 7
WA brid 4845 0. 82 F5 A, il i UPGMA (un-
weighted pair-group method with arithmetic means) 2
M, K 64 AT 4 b R o> DR 4 Rk 43 i) 2 RRIE.
of i £ ity b ARE | DR S 4 Aol G £ AR DRI Rl RS
FRE FIEF A A A R RE o X5 DATE 23 2 45 R A — 2,
TEB SCoT 3 H - # 44 fi Fh 48 5 KR G R MFIE

HA% H R £ & Pk ( SNP, single nucleotide poly-
morphism ) 32245 75 K K 20 /K 7 bl B 41 R
78 S g R Y DNA Jy 91 2380 o BRI 4 | A
R R W 72 S o 4 o 4 SIS RS RTA A , SNP AR
ICARF O SNP B 22 0 A )iz, 0l TR
i A LA be SNP 25430 5k R AT 25 Gy A 1 5 T 56 A
3B BT WO A A A A R L R R 2 Y
SE R IR, AT R B SNP T 7 8 25 B A W ik 4L 24k
P A% 1R 35 A L R S E O TR B R AR
F¢1 . J. Cabezas 47 )\ 330 4> SNP Fic o i %
48 B4R 19 Y R SNP FRid, X 853
TRRIC AT T 4 D A e A TR 3 A A DL K
SRR iC B E A

J 5% 5% %% JBE T (retrotransposon ) L) 5 #% U1 78 4
YR 2H b )z o0 A, B T R YRR S L AT AR S
FhRIC AT 4 HE 5 4L AT B 5. G Sant’ Ana 4
K B 55 5% %% FE T 43 F R 18 ( retrotransposon-based
marker ) Xif ] 45 it B 4 GE SR 2 OC R AT 40T, DAL
AN B SR R T4 FhRad Tvwl AL T AN )32 0 Y
SSR 3 F-Aric 73 il Xb 26 A4 4 i B EE AT 0 AT, X
26 A % i A AL EE 7 AN RO A A AR 43R
PR A 2 R R LS A 4 R SR . R BRBR T
‘ White Niagara’ i1 ‘ Red Niagara’ X 2 4~ 0 X
G340, Tuvl F1 T A SSR 43 br ic #8 AT LIk H 4 24
A d A SE 4z X o T o F TSR 28 230 B e kB Tl
ALK 24 A4S GBI RO 2 R, — R BT ol i 4 A
LN Fh A A SRR RE, 5 — RS AR S AN RE X 5 SSR
IIMTEE RIEAAF] o 3% 28 55 A W] S 5 %56 )3 5 o
FhRIC AT DL T 2 o R S B st i RIS A

5 RE

DNA J5 bR ic AR 7 ) %1 fifi A ff Bl 852 L R 3
SR Hr K g A TR S ) PR AR T T 2 248 R T
Tz W9 L I 26 DI o 7 4 A% S DR 2 R e A
ALF B R [ 22 58 i, B % 7 % DNA 437
PRICAN Tt B K 2 A7 B R b 22 7] 7 S A A 4544 L 2
IR E 11BN T 71 R 1 i R
LR B & s S E— B R R

T 1) 4 4 il A T 5 AP B W, AR BT PR A7 A
— LB (1) %0 Rh A 22 0 [ Sh d B 7R 5] Rl
G R b, WK R AR IR 7 AR R 4 S AN R ) 5 44
MIBLR, B2 W T R AN (2) T 15 4 4 fili A
Foft o ¢ YR PR AE AN A, — LB 5 b Il 2 AR
AT o (3) Bl & T 1 4 2 A 55 38 AN W o, 4% 4>
M DX il A it R R BEOR AN [R], BEAT e i R B —
WA TP, 2R R B AIRT . L, AT XS DL AR AR
F ] R, S 8T it ) 7 Al A 8 R AT L g A ] A il K
9 2 8 T A 5 2t S T 2 il AR 9 O A T A U
6 S0 1T B 2 5 e A% 52 T Bl A IR R R A A
o, B E I G T A A AR B A B R
) ] 25 i A 7 Fof I
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