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Abstract: The development of molecular markers based on genome re-sequencing is a new method and trend. In this
research, forty InDel loci on chromosome 2 of pepper were chosen randomly and designed by screening the InDel loci that
had been identified based on pepper genome re-sequencing data. The effectiveness of InDel markers were tested on 24 pep-
per germplasm. Among the forty InDels, thirty-five were polymorphisc, accounting for 87.5% of the total, and could reveal

the genetic diversity and specificity of the tested pepper germplasm, indicating that development of pepper InDel markers

based on genome re-sequencing data was practicable.
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Table 1 The information of 24 tested pepper germplasm
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Table 2  The information of InDel loci within the whole genome
and CDS
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Table 3 The information of pepper InDel markers developed in the study
WDl FHE U (53) FUSIFII (53) e M
InDel-2-1 TCTTTCTCCCGTCTCTCTGTG AAATTCAAATGTCACTCGCATCT 204 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-2 TGCTCTAGAGATTCAAACACGAC GAAAGTCATCGTACAAGGGCT 201 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-3 TTTCCCTGGTGAAGCAAAGC AGCGGAGTGTTTGACAATTTCT 233 0.66 0.47
InDel-2-4 TGGTAGGGAAGTAGTTGGCATAT TATGCGTGTACACCGTAGCA 213 0.29 0.15
InDel-2-5 GAGGACAAGTTCGGGGAGG TTATTGGTCCTAAGCCGGGG 249 0.39 0.23
InDel-2-6 TGCATTAGGGGCTGATTCCA CGCCACTGATCTTTCTCGAA 250 0.39 0.23
InDel-2-7 GCAAACTGTCAATCCAATCCG TGTATGGGGTTAGGGTCTCA 236 0.80 0.42
InDel-2-8 AGTCTCCGTGATGCAACTGA TTCGACTCACCACAGACTCC 203 0.30 0.16
InDel-2-9 TCGCCATCATCAAACCACAC CTCAATAGCGAATGTGGGCC 212 0.18 0.08
InDel-2-10 CGTAGATGAATGAAGCGAGTAGT CACACAAGCCAAGGAACCTG 156 0 0
InDel-2-11 TGCGGATCTTAGAGGTTGGT GTACGTTGTCAGTGTGGATCG 232 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-12 TGAAAATGAAAGTGACCCGGA TGTTGATATTTGCTAAGCTGTGC 189 0.69 0.50
InDel-2-13 GTCCAAAATTAACCTGCGTATCT TCTCTCTCGTTTTGGTGGGG 211 0.29 0.15
InDel-2-14 TCGAGGGCAATATACAGGAGA TTGATAACGGTGGTGGCTGA 156 0.62 0.34
InDel-2-15 GTGGCATGCTTGGTGGAA GGACCATGCCACCTACGTAA 217 0.39 0.16
InDel-2-16 GACTCAACCCGCAACAGAAG CAGTCAAAGAGAGGCACAAACA 229 0.68 0.49
InDel-2-17 TGTTTTATGCGGTGCCATGC AAAGTGGACTGTAGGGCGTA 225 0.46 0.23
InDel-2-18 TGCTTCAGTTGAGTTGTCCA TAAATCCCCTTGTGGTGGCT 211 0.18 0.09
InDel-2-19 GGTTGGTTAGCATGGGTGTG CGAAACCGAACCGTTAAAGAC 168 0.38 0.22
InDel-2-20 ACCCACGACTTAAACTCAAAACT TCAAGAGAGAAATAGTGATGCCA 107 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-21 GGCTGATCGGAATTCAAGCA TCACCCTAATATCAACTGCCTCA 219 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-22 ACAGAAACAAAGTACCGCTGT GGGCTCGTTTCATTTCTCCC 155 0.45 0.28
InDel-2-23 ACCAGACTAGAAAGCCACCT AGGAAGTGAATCAGAGACAGAGA 178 0 0
InDel-2-24 TCTACCATGAGCACACAAATCC AGAAGGTCAGTCAGTCACGA 180 0.48 0.30
InDel-2-25 CCATCAGCACCAGTCCATCT ACTTTAACCTTGTTTCCACCAGG 224 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-26 TCCACATGCCTAAGTTCCCA TGTGCTGAATCCGTGGGTC 233 0.33 0.16
InDel-2-27 GGGCAAAATGGTCCCAATAAGT AAACAACTTACTGCCAACTTTGT 170 0.29 0.15
InDel-2-28 ACCAACAAAGTCTCAAACAGCT CGCCTTCAATGGTGCTTTGT 171 0 0
InDel-2-29 ACATAACTGGGTCTGAAACATGA CCCGAGCTTTCATGTCCTGA 197 0 0
InDel-2-30 AGGCAGAATGGTCAAGGGAT TTTCTTTTAGGCCGCGTTTG 222 0.34 0.19
InDel-2-31 TCGGCAAACCTTGGTTCAAAT GCCATTGATCAGCATCCTTTGT 176 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-32 ATTACAGCGCTCACAGGCTA TGACCTTGAAGTTGACCGTTTC 220 0.69 0.50
InDel-2-33 ACTGGATCATTGCTGGGACC CGCTAGAAACTGCAACTCGA 178 0.79 0.50
InDel-2-34 TGATTGGAGAAGAGATGGTCAAA GGGTTGGAACTTGCAAAACC 171 0 0
InDel-2-35 TCGATCATGATGTGCACCAA ACCTCGGACAGTGTTTAGCT 200 0.38 0.22
InDel-2-36 ACAAATATCGGTGCCTGCATAA GAGTTGCGATGGTGTGGAAA 208 0.17 0.08
InDel-2-37 CGTGTATTCCTTGAAAGCGGA AGTCCACCTGCAAGTCTCAA 204 0.38 0.22
InDel-2-38 TGCGGACTTTTAGATGGATGG TGTTGAACAATGTCGATGTGTAA 197 0.38 0.22
InDel-2-39 AAGAAGCTCAGTTGGGCAGT CTCAACGGCTTCACACTTGA 160 0.38 0.22
InDel-2-40 GCATCATGCGCACAACATTG CGACTCTGCTTCATCCGTTC 203 0.45 0.29
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Fig.1 Amplification of 24 pepper germplasm DNA with marker InDel-2-3
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Fig.2 UPGMA dendrogram of 24 pepper germplasm based on the Nei's genetic distance
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