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Genetic analysis and superior plant selection of bitter gourd based on
SRAP markers and main phenotypic traits

WU Li-dong, LIN Shu-ting, LIU Ya-ting, ZHONG Jin-xian, LUO Ying
(Sanming Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shaxian 365509, China)

Abstract: In order to breed new bitter gourd varieties with high yield and high quality, 48 inbred lines of bitter
gourd were selected to determine 10 quantitative characters and two qualitative traits. The principal component analysis was
used to select the superior plants, and the SRAP molecular marker technology was used to analyze the genetic characteris-
tics. The results showed that the cumulative variance contribution rate of the 10 quantitative characters reached 68. 897% ,
four principal components reflecting 10 quantitative traits of bitter gourd were extracted. By calculating the comprehensive e-
valuation value of the 10 quantitative characters, three materials with excellent comprehensive characters were selected in
the 48 bitter gourd test materials, and the results were similar to the field performance. Combined with the two qualitative
traits of bitter gourd, it was found that there was a positive correlation between the fruit yield of bitter gourd and the bar-
shaped bitter gourd lump, and there was also a positive correlation between the horizon diameter of bitter gourd and seed

yield of bitter gourd. Combining SRAP molecular clustering with main phenotypic traits, it was found that the gene control-

ling the tumor type of bitter gourd was not simply
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regulated, and there was a certain degree of linkage
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lection of bitter gourd
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Table 1 Tested materials and sources

bitter gourd; SRAP markers; principal component analysis; superior plant selection

SO Bk 8 A O v B )i Y AR I 5
PRI T 053 43 B Y L AR ik, (H
K E RS T A SRAP 2r FARCH AR 45 & 7F—ife
TR RE LD ARBEFEIE ] 48 AN TR
RIPRAR 095 TR A 28 &, 2R H 805 o B vk x HL i A7
TEM AR IE RS, DU R 1 276 PR B Ar i A R 2R
B, FIHE B SRAP #ric o F 7K B R VE
SHBEMNAER R, B AR ORFE R B
[ B R A G B A 28 3 9 & R it
Bl =
AR
1.1 R4

AR B = TR0 5 B 2 4F ok
MENSMIER T2 240 B 22 itk 1y 48 433 K A 28
R(F ) PR 22 6y )R 14 4 (L FR 2 i)
B30 ULPE 2 0y B 2 4y WA 14y W 1 Gy L
K HA

FFe o MRS SRR Y MRARR eV
1 KP1 A3t 13 KJ33 Ly
2 KP3 fizse 14 KJ35 Ly
3 KP4 154 15 KJ37 =R
4 KJ3 Wi 16 KJ38 finkas
5 KJ8 IR 17 KY1 AN
6 KJ12 IR 18 KY3 Eiryes
7 KJ16 Fizge 19 KY4 ke
8 KJ18 At 20 KY7 IR
9 KJ22 Fizge 21 KY14 bW
10 KJ23 HA 22 KY15 IR
11 KJ26 B 23 KY18 WL
12 KJ29 by 24 KY19 &K

F5 MRARR KU B MEARR K
25 KY32 bicyz: 37 KT24 IR
26 KY34 it 38 KT27 biye:
27 KY36 Aot 39 KT28 i
28 KT1 fiiNEd] 40 KT34 binye:
29 KT3 Licye: 41 KD2 IR
30 KT6 IR 42 KD5 IR
31 KT11 IR 43 KD6 IR
32 KT14 finyes 44 KD9 IR
33 KT17 bicyzs 45 KD12 IR
34 KT19 bicyz: 46 K16 binye
35 KT22 IR 47 K20 1%
36 KT23 b 48 K21 ITES
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AR AE = W T AR B2 5% e ik =5 1 5
A7, T 2018 43 A T E RS E M, 4 H 1
R, BENLIX A HES 3 IRE R, B TR A, = B
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(TR A 28 Z RS B AR .
1.3 SRAP #7i2

KA R % CTAB (L #2 HU 4 5L 41 DNA, LU
A/ Ay NTEFRAS I DNA Ji & ; SRAP 51 #5 i |
AW T AR MR 55 A RS 66 0, PCR 373 52 AR &
(20 wl) >~ :50 ng A&k DNA,200 pmol/L dNTPs, Taq
RAEM 0.2 U, ETHE5144 50 ng, 10 xBuffer,
ddH,0 #hFE 2 20 wl; PCR 4 34 BT 4 .94 °C i
ARPE 4 min ;94 CAEPE 1 min,50~52 CiE Kk 1 min,
72 CHEAH 2 min,35 PMEH ;72 CLEH 10 min, 4 °C
TRAEE T S 339721 1] 6.9 725 1t B8 D A Tk e 268 Jee a3
ATHLUK , AR YLy A
1.4 HESH

K HI SPSS 20. 0 # A x Y 48 3 w7 N A 58
FI 10 DR RS R B T A R AL AL BT I
AT FE AT 53T .

FRAE F Tk 4 JE R VE /1 Z4E4h [, 22 28 M A5
Tos e 0, A F& A e 1, A NTSYSpe
(2. 10e) 2381 48 > i b 22 [v] A 35t 4% BRI 22 %8, 1l
FHAEINECE 132 (UPGMA ) #4730, 2 3B 2k
SHTRARIE

2 GRS

21 EFEMFEWRAERS

2.1.1 ERHHE K48 T INA S FR 10 M
PEIRAEAREFE ALK 10 A0y, 4R HUY 4 4~ F a5
FRIEME R T 1, BB 5THRE 43K 1k 68.897% (%
2) , R 4 A F RS 48 1 N A 22 & 10 4K
MR 68. 897% MR B B >k, BRI, AT DA 4
X 4 A FROHE R IR E R 7
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Table 2 Principal component variance contribution rate and cumu-

lative variance contribution rate of main traits of bitter

gourd
Fugr FHEH Jr TR FBUr TR
1 2.580 25.800 25.800
2 1.886 18.864 44.664
3 1.305 13.048 57.713
4 1.118 11.184 68.897

TES— R b v N U B AR 3

B i BT BRI IEAH 5 R 8, R WIEE 1 £
R YIN G w6y S S (S T T IS Y
2 T b SRR IR, TS 5 1Y ) HAT A
RAGIEARR R B, ol UM AE R I 15 56 3 sy
B AL B RCRAT BOR A IER G R K, 7] LA
RARSEMIR I T 5 58 4 ERlor b, AR 5 BB 5
BORATBOR I IEAR G R K, al DUE 9 F 1 I F (3R
3) o Hirb 56 15 2 R RO I R A G 1R
B 2 AT LR S R TR S i 7 2
350 4 Tl S AR SRS R A KRB, ml A
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Table 3 Ingredient matrix

PR %1 %2 %3 %4
FEE K (x,) -0.003  0.541  -0.526  0.314
H—MEAETIL (xy) -0.277  0.232  -0.054 -0.374
JRYE (x5) 0.845 -0.224  -0.091 -0.061
JRBEAR (xy) 0.162  0.295 0.538  0.622
JRPAJE (5) -0.088  0.714  -0.027  0.139
L EEH (w6) -0.403  -0.305 0.537  0.350
R F AL (x,) 0220 -0.102  -0.564  0.532
EINis i EN) 0.926 -0.133 0.138  0.003
BRI (g ) -0.056  0.780 0213 -0.199
Wk i (vy) 0.827  0.406 0.236  -0.157

212 &#HFEIBHH T IRRBERE S

B 1 AT ARME X AR R 5 1R TR
e, AR i TN 37 ) 0 oK, S AN TR & R E A 32
BN G TR A5 32 BL5 A5 53 5 A R AR A
5T AR IR T SN 7 kA AR R LR G PP 4
B MRAELL ST, 5 RS SR BN 4R R
P 7= R R PPAN 4 B DL B ™ B 25 5 PPN
1 R B FRIA A

R REEEIFM TR =0. 374Y,+0. 274Y,

P 2R G IFM 5 50=0. 189Y,+0. 162V,

77 LR A VT 4R 8L = 0.374Y, + 0.274Y, +
0. 189Y,+0. 162Y,

Y, = —0.003x, - 0.277x, + 0. 845x, + 0. 162x, —
0. 088x — 0. 403x, + 0. 220x, + 0. 926x, — 0. 056x, +
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0. 827x,,

Y, = 0.541x, + 0.232x, — 0. 224x, + 0.295x, +
0. 714x, — 0. 305x, — 0. 102x, — 0. 133x, + 0. 780x, +
0. 406,

Y, = —0.526x, - 0. 054x, — 0. 091x, + 0. 538x, —
0. 027x, + 0. 537x, — 0. 564x, + 0. 138x, + 0. 213x, +
0. 236,

Y, = 0.314x, — 0. 374x, — 0. 061x, + 0. 622x, +
0. 139x5 + 0. 350x, + 0. 532x, + 0. 003x, — 0. 199x, —
0.157x,,

Ko, Y, ~ Y, O B B 3 o) 1 15 4 (EL
x, ~ 2,0 A IR A R bR HEAL S A6
2.1.3 KR EHREF B TR REFREA KL
F R LR G PR AL TR 48 3 JIER R 1Y 3
IHELA A TR EL (3R 4) 456 48 1 TR IV 2
T R IR SRS bR AT IR S B Ry 25 T ) I

x4 FLFERMER

Table 4 Yield evaluation result of bitter gourd

A S A AT B 5 T A A5 0 e I, Ul B IO 2
YRy £ R T 7 S A A G 5 1T I (7 48 0y
T TR S 51 7 A, U TG R €8 5 7 d To b SR HK
Fo MR TIRR 7= a2 pR B, JIVIR 2 Sy 2% AU (1)
JIHE 2 #2051, L 32 2 4 v o 45 A
A E DI T TR 28 28 5 TIOR8 A G
I JICIRE 2 R0 Sk 8 114) 57 T 4 20 1)+ TG EL A o g
PR =i, AR AS [ R 25 PE A 1 2 HEF
(K 5) , T ATERIR Rl AR 25 A R 4, 78
48 MRk RS 2R A VP 48 BlHE 44 I 3 Y2
KP1.K20 LK KT24, Hor DL KP1 54 e, X 55K
o FE i) 8 A 25 SR — 350 Bh 7 7 i 2R S T HE B 44
IR KD12; 7= 5 25 A A 46 BHE 24 10 3 192
KP1,K20 DA K KT24, Hit KP1 [ £5 45 A 45 BCHE
2 i, ARHEAS R B B A B R4 R BT R IR
(1) PR 15 B S B AH O A R 7R

B

- RIS R Pt
v, v, v, Y, AT A AR CTeTy
KP1 10.14 -0.74 1.33 -1.55 9.40 -0.23 9.17
KP3 3.48 -1.68 0.32 1.99 1.79 2.31 4.10
KP4 2.60 -4.52 0.54 -0.26 -1.92 0.28 -1.64
KJ3 -0.40 -3.12 0.35 0.68 -3.52 1.04 -2.48
KJ8 -0.17 -2.12 -0.52 0.93 -2.30 0.42 -1.88
KJ12 2.66 -2.64 2.22 -0.32 0.02 1.90 1.92
KJ16 2.08 -0.37 0.47 -0.32 1.71 0.15 1.86
KJ18 -1.16 1.15 -0.01 1.14 -0.01 1.13 1.12
KJ22 0.37 -2.30 1.53 0.14 -1.92 1.67 -0.25
KJ23 -1.87 -3.10 -2.16 -2.89 -4.97 -5.06 -10.03
KJ26 -2.05 0.08 -1.39 1.19 -1.98 -0.20 -2.18
KJ29 -0.77 -2.35 -0.24 1.87 -3.11 1.63 -1.49
KJ33 0.48 -0.69 0.37 -1.13 -0.21 -0.77 -0.98
KJ35 -0.40 -1.51 1.45 0.34 -1.91 1.79 -0.12
KJ37 1.56 1.55 -0.20 1.68 3.11 1.48 4.59
KJ38 -2.48 -1.88 -1.30 0.43 -4.37 -0.87 -5.24
KY1 -1.67 1.72 0.89 -0.49 0.05 0.40 0.45
KY3 -1.81 -0.47 -1.58 1.22 -2.28 -0.36 -2.64
KY4 -2.10 0.02 1.29 0.89 -2.08 2.19 0.10
KY7 -0.61 1.68 2.50 0.27 1.07 2.77 3.84
KY14 -0.59 0.34 -1.41 -0.17 -0.24 -1.58 -1.82
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FPRA RS FRR oI SR TRES
1 Y, Y, Y, AT AL SEITMTREL IR
KY15 0.02 2.81 -1.11 0.86 2.83 -0.25 2.58
KY18 -0.87 -2.75 1.28 0.24 -3.61 1.51 -2.10
KY19 -1.63 -0.72 0.64 -0.49 -2.35 0.15 -2.20
KY32 1.00 1.62 -1.15 -1.42 2.62 -2.57 0.05
KY34 -0.99 1.17 -0.63 0.13 0.18 -0.50 -0.32
KY36 -1.59 -1.04 -0.66 2.11 -2.63 1.45 -1.18
KTI 0.12 2.09 -0.49 -0.73 2.22 -1.22 1.00
KT3 -1.64 -2.38 0.50 -0.70 -4.02 -0.20 -4.22
KT6 2.42 -0.02 -1.99 1.43 2.40 -0.56 1.84
KT11 0.07 0.56 0.00 -0.08 0.64 -0.08 0.56
KT14 -0.62 -0.62 -1.79 -0.73 -1.24 -2.52 -3.76
KT17 0.17 1.91 -0.31 -0.98 2.08 -1.29 0.79
KT19 -2.48 0.31 -0.24 -1.69 -2.17 -1.93 -4.10
KT22 0.23 -1.42 0.88 -0.69 -1.19 0.19 -0.99
KT23 1.08 0.27 -1.88 0.05 1.36 -1.83 -0.47
KT24 2.80 2.88 0.92 -1.07 5.69 -0.16 5.53
KT27 1.37 -0.06 -0.59 -1.45 1.31 -2.04 -0.73
KT28 3.00 2.04 -1.03 -0.49 5.04 -1.52 3.52
KT34 1.64 -0.69 -2.35 0.76 0.95 -1.59 -0.64
KD2 2.06 2.64 0.94 -0.45 4.70 0.50 5.20
KD5 -5.92 -0.07 -1.09 -2.77 -5.99 -3.87 -9.86
KD6 -5.02 0.85 2.19 0.09 -4.17 2.27 -1.90
KD9 -2.19 2.33 2.21 0.24 0.15 2.45 2.59
KD12 -2.62 2.15 2.40 0.65 -0.47 3.06 2.59
K16 -3.15 1.78 0.63 0.26 -1.38 0.90 -0.48
K20 3.94 2.43 0.00 0.15 6.37 0.15 6.52
K21 1.50 2.87 -1.72 1.12 4.37 -0.60 3.77
MEZFRILEE 1,
x5 BHENEETEMER
Table 5 The 48 comprehensive evaluation results of bitter gourd
RS - i s . PN "
KP1 9.40 i H KDI2 3.06 ZiA £ KP1 9.17 bA H
K20 6.37 AR A S KY7 2.77 ZiA 5 K20 6.52 i Sk A A S
KT24 5.69 % E23 KD9 2.45 KL REE KT24 5.53 % 23
KT28 5.04 % Hak KP3 2.31 i S5 AH ] s KD2 5.20 i £
KD2 4.70 Hi 5 KD6 2.27 hi Rk KJ37 4.59 ) TREk
K21 4.37 HLARAHE] £ KY4 2.19 HLACAHE] &l KP3 4.10 L % AR B 2
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%K 5 Continued 5

T 19D < PN 715 G- ¢ R (7 . I
R e K R ey KR aE PR e
KJ37 3.11 Pl e KJ12 1.90 H g KY7 3.84 Fa £
KY15 2.83 i £ KJ35 1.79 il [EE S K21 3.77 L AR £
KY32 2.62 RLZAH ] £ KJ22 1.67 i [EE S KT28 3.52 % Rk
KT6 2.40 % g KJ29 1.63 i g KD9 2.59 ba e
KT1 222 % o KY18 1.51 RLZAH ] £ KD12 2.59 LA £
KT17 2.08 % £ KJ37 1.48 Pl e KY15 2.58 ba £
KP3 1.79 LS ] o KY36 1.45 LS ] ot KJ12 1.92 o ke
KJ16 1.71 i g KJ18 1.13 Pl g KJ16 1.86 i ek
KT23 1.36 % ot KJ3 1.04 il g KT6 1.84 % Hak
KT27 1.31 % 5 K16 0.90 ZiA 2 KJ18 1.12 Hl Hak
KY7 1.07 i £ KD2 0.50 ZiA £ KT1 1.00 % 5
KT34 0.95 % 5 KJ8 0.42 hi Tk KT17 0.79 % 5
KT11 0.64 % 5 KY1 0.40 i % KT11 0.56 % 7
KY34 0.18 HiL H KP4 0.28 L2 AR A] %54 KY1 0.45 s 573
KD9 0.15 oA Rk KT22 0.19 % £ KY4 0.10 L 2% AH ] 1
KY1 0.05 L S K20 0.15 HLACAHE] £ KY32 0.05 L 2% AR 2
KJ12 0.02 il o KJ16 0.15 ¢ A gk KJ35 -0.12 bl ke
KJ18 -0.01 il o KY19 0.15 7 A 2 KJ22 -0.25 Fa ke
KJ33 -0.21 A e KT11 -0.08 % ot KY34 -0.32 Fa H
KY14  -0.24 A & KT24 -0.16 % £ KT23 -0.47 % £
KDI2  -0.47 A 2 KT3 -0.20 % ot K16 -0.48 Fa £
KT22 -1.19 % S KJ26 -0.20 A 2 KT34 -0.64 % £
KT14 -1.24 % 2 KP1 -0.23 i 8] KT27 -0.73 % £
K16 -1.38 A 5 KY15 -0.25 i 2 KJ33 -0.98 ba e
KJ35 -1.91 Pl g KY3 -0.36 i g KT22 -0.99 % £
KP4 -1.92 RLGAHIE] TRk KY34 -0.50 i H KY36 -1.18 HLZAH ] £
KJ22 -1.92 HL ot KT6 -0.56 % g KJ29 -1.49 LA ke
KJ26 -1.98 hi S K21 -0.60 RLZAH ] £ KP4 -1.64 L4 A ] ke
KY4 -2.08 RLZAH ] H KJ33 -0.77 hiL ek KY14 -1.82 RL H
KT19  -2.17 % S KJ38 -0.87 hiL sk KJ8 -1.88 LA ke
KY3 -2.28 ZiA EES KT1 -1.22 % ot KD6 -1.90 i WLk
KJ8 -2.30 oA w Lk KT17 -1.29 % 2k KY18 -2.10 LA AH 8] £S5
KY19  -2.35 G A S KT28 -1.52 % sk KJ26 -2.18 A 5
KY36  -2.63 LA S KY14 -1.58 bA H KY19 -2.20 pa £
KJ29 -3.11 G A g KT34 -1.59 % £ KJ3 -2.48 bl ke
KJ3 -3.52 il o KT23 -1.83 % 2 KY3 -2.64 pa ke
KY18  -3.61 LA ] £ KT19 -1.93 % 2 KT14 -3.76 % g
KT3 -4.02 % 2 KT27 -2.04 % a4k KT19 -4.10 % g
KD6 -4.17 7 A e KT14 -2.52 % ot KT3 -4.22 7% £
KJ38 -4.37 i PEE S KY32 -2.57 LA ] £ KJ38 -5.24 LA ke
KJ23 -4.97 A REk KD5 -3.87 A ot KD5 -9.86 Fa £
KD5 -5.99 A S KJ23 -5.06 A Rk KJj23  -10.03 Fa REk

PR PRI 1,
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2.2.1 SRAP #Riz¥ 34 R 250 XF SRAP 5|94
A AT SRAP 9734, I BE Y 15 X 4% 1 bl 2
Y051 G Ly 1 57 &40, Hh 22 7
AT 45 5%, 2R 78.95% , 9748 Fr Bt K0
9 100~1 500 bp ; P55 904 3 2 8P4
3.8 %%, HirP 511y ME3/EM3 3" 19 14 22 25 1 4545 I
% M 12 %, 5145 ME6/EM6 P 3 R 22 £
BHYE R 20%

2.2.2 SRAP ARt B £ 54 FIHEAE NTSYSpe

(2. 10e) 73471 48 155 JIN A 28 R[] 1) it A% AH ALl R 4K,
F FEAE I Y1 UPGMA #1708, 4 R
FoimbRIE (B 1), 4550 &8, 48 % A&
8] A 3 AL AR 2R B0 0. 73 ~0. 95, A R B Ko
0.95 ( KY7/KY14 F1 KP3/KJ12), f& /NN 0.73
(KY14/KJ29) ; TR AL AL R ECH 0. 74 4k ,48 435
KNSR FEE5r R 2 KB/, Lt IR BN
0. 77 Abik— LAy 5B — KRR 50K 3 A/ INERE
(1 I ;58 = REFEBK 43R 3 DN/NEBE(IV
V.V,

~
=~
<

=
3

ANAR
T =
IS

0.70

PR PRI 1,

1 ETF SRAP #RiZEEHEM R HA UPGMA BEE

Fig.1 Dendrogram generated by UPGMA method based on genetic similarity coefficient from SRAP marker

223 SRAP R£5 2R RABKRGEE SN HF
I 2884 22 Iy A RE, A14% KP1,KJ37 . KJ22 , KJ23
KJ38, KY7, KY14 KY36, KT1, KP3_ KJ12, KYI,
KY32 KP4 KJ16 .KY3 .KY18 KY19 KJ3 KJ8.KY15

1 KD6, R IR T8 0 |, AR 9 7 A 6
iy JBIRE 2 0 TTPE 2 i REE 10 W 1 R H
ATy, BESEAET TR TR 26 280 22 DURL R A KAE
FOMIE 3, OF HAT B B M1 77 1 Z5 5 A 18 4
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SRR IA 6 iy pr L, B4 KI18 KI35,
KJ26 KJ33 KJ29 Fll KY4, f & f& & 4 173, 4575 F0 b
- eSS N SEADE R B Ei
HE PR A TP R BUE T A B R
BB, 3 U B TR 2 A AR Y ) 7Y 5 7 1 T R B
VIR FN 73 SR EH

55 SRR 2 ARt 4G KT27 Fil KT28,3%
R TR, H N BRI R 5508 R w4557
Wria BU= A 5B b i, S R IR X BT R
JeR IR hg S5 AU 1A IO SR ST 7 S Py 55 M A o 5 F A
FI T, 3K 5 A IV K G R G

SV EREIL G AR 7 1, 45 KY34, KT3,
KT23 KT6 KT11 K20 1 K21, H A f@a 2 fy,) 42
By 1R 2 4, WG 1 £, TR 2 20 DL AR AR ] R
F R LA TR BURCR WMk 2, ik it —
AU 5 AR TV 28 5 RS o B ARG

OV EBIEAME 6 1, f 4 KT14 KT22,
KT24 KD5 KD9 il KT17 {0 & e 2 0y, ] 4 4 177,
TR A g 2% RS RS B2 AP e 5
Fh—F = LA PN T8 B 22

55 VIZRBEIA AR S 7, 045 KD19  KD2 (K16,
KT34 1 KD12, &t dd 2 £, )M 3 4y, HOR 2k
R R o WA SRS LRSI TR B S R
FERLEATEM IR EUE
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