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Identification of gummy stem blight resistance and analysis of genetic di-
versity in muskmelon germplasms
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Abstract: The gummy stem blight ( GSB) resistance evaluation and genetic diversity study of 120 high generation
inbred lines of muskmelons were conducted via inoculation at seedling stage and single nucleotide polymorphism ( SNP)
genotype analysis. The results showed that, the proportion of germplasm resources of smoothbark muskmelons with high and
medium resistance to GSB was up to 11. 11%, and the structure of resistance level was better than that of netted melon and
Hami melon. The statistical analysis results showed that, the polymorphism information content ( PIC) value of 21 SNP loci
ranged from 0. 050 to 0. 478, and the average PIC value of 12 moderate polymorphic SNP loci was 0. 37, indicating that the
polymorphism of the melon germplasms was moderate. Results of population structure and clustering analysis showed that,
the 124 melon germplasms could be classified into five major groups, and each group showed certain independence. Fur-
thermore, there were obvious differences between different groups and the genetic diversity was abundant.
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Table 1 Types and origins of melon germplasms evaluated in this study

MRFS  MEgGRS AL H MBERIE || MEFS MRS MR AL R I
1 M-08-13 JE R, Mt H 7 63 M-13-11-13-4-3 JEE R e R i E
2 M-08-14 JE R, MaL H 7 64 M-13-11-13-4-9 JEER e R i E
3 M-08-19 JE R, a8 H 7 65 M-13-11-14-7 JEER e I U E
4 M-08-16 B8 S H 7 66 M-13-12-1-7 JEERz S o
5 M-08-123 JER B HZ 67 M-14-13-3-2 JEE K E R rf B iR
6 M-08-124 B Rtk H 7 68 M-14-14-3-3 JEE K AR rf B R
7 M-08-125 JE Rtk H 7 69 M-14-14-4 JEE K AR rf B iR
8 M-08-126 =93 Y33 (BN 70 M-14-17-2-7 JE Rz, WS GRS
9 M-10-26 JE R, St H A 71 M-14-18-1-3 JEEz W I hE A

10 M-10-29-2 JEERZ W2 I LRlEspoR 72 M-14-18-1-4 JELH % I TEAE
11 M-10-31 JE R W R T BT 73 M-14-25-2-8 JE Rz, WS HA

12 M-10-32-1 JEERZ W% I H [ 74 M-14-25-5 JE Bz, MEL HA

13 M-10-34 JE R EL H 7 75 M-16-TH-4 JELR % I P ET R
14 M-10-35 JE Bz &L HE G 76 M-16-TH-6 =9I R EVLR
15 M-10-36-1 JE Rz, R H [ g s 77 M-16-TH-9 JBR o EYT IR
16 M-10-36-2 JE R e R r [ 78 M-16-TH-13 =8 o EYT IR
17 M-10-43 JEERZ W2 I b =B 79 M-16-TH-14 Bz W N o [ Y55
18 M-10-44 JE R St H 7 80 M-16-TH-15 JEE K AR R EVLR
19 M-10-48-2-1 JE Rz, iR rh E B 81 M-16-TH-22 =9I R EVLR
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WEUFS  MEHRS g sl MRS || MRS MRS R MR
20 M-10-48-2-2 JE B, M IR r [ 82 M-16-TH-23 ISR I I o EVLIR
21 M-10-50 JE R MR r [ 83 M-16-TH-24 JE R I o E VTR
22 M-10-51 JE R MR r [ 84 M-16-TH-25 JE R I ERERa
23 M-10-53-1 JEL R MR Hh [ 85 M-16-TH-26 JEL R R VLR
24 M-10-54 JE Bz, % R SREER T 86 M-16-TH-35 B G o E TS
25 M-10-60 JE B B I 87 M-16-TH-36 B G P TS
26 M-10-61 JE B S i E 88 M-16-TH-39 R K TS
27 M-10-63-1 JE Rz, &L HE VLR 89 M-16-TH-42-2 R JCH TS
28 M-10-66 JEL R, ey I ] 90 M-16-TH-43-2 R K TS
29 M-10-67-1 JE R VA% R H [ g 91 M-16-TH-44 BB o E TR
30 M-10-67-2 JEE Rz, W T =B 92 M-16-TH-57 JEERZ B TR
31 M-12-83 JEEz , 8L EE| 93 M-16-TH-58 JERz 8L P EL R
32 M-12-88-1 JERE , EL eS| 94 M-17-54-4-7 JE Rz DL hE S
33 M-12-88-2 Bz, M S| 95 M-17-55-2-2 B H A
34 M-12-90 JEL T2 e 96 M-17-55-2-6 JE Rz, R H A
35 M-12-68-2-1 E8 )N RPN 97 M-17-56-1-2 JBRz H A
36 M-12-68-4 LR I SHERIIN 98 M-17-56-2-3 233502 HA
37 M-12-68-5 E8 RN LHEERIPIN 99 M-17-58-1-13 JE Rz, WS o EYT IR
38 M-12-69 BB R %E 100 M-17-58-2-2 JE Bz, BB o EVLIR
39 M-12-72 JEE DR, A 21 101 M-17-58-3-3 JE Bz, WS o EVLIR
40 M-12-74-2 JEL B B EL 2 102 M-17-58-3-6 JE Bz, WS o EVTIR
41 M-12-75-1 JEL R I EC I 103 M-17-58-8-7 JE Bz, WS o EVLIR
42 M-12-75-3 JE R, EL PN 104 M-17-59-1 JE Bz Msl e lE]
43 M-12-76-1 JEEKZ B %E 105 M-17-60-2 JEE Rz S B[
44 M-12-91-2 JE R WA % ] et 106 M-17-61 JBR R PYPEF
45 M-12-93 IEN UG )N rh [ 107 M-17-63-4-4 JEE Kz S UYL
46 M-12-8-3 JER e #HE 108 M-17-63-4-7 JE B A PEPEF
47 M-13-2-3-2 JERE W EL [N 109 M-17-96 JE Bz, MEL L
48 M-13-2-6 JE R EL [N 110 M-17-97 JE Bz, WS e
49 M-13-3 JEERZ S H 7 111 M-17-98 JEERZ B =3
50 M-13-4-3 JE R &L LRI i 112 M-17-99 B R, SR B[
51 M-13-4-9 JE Rz, M HE 113 M-17-100 JE B sl T
52 M-13-4-15-2 Rz, 2L P E 114 M-17-103 JER K [ H
53 M-13-4-17 Bz, M W i 115 M-17-104 Bt rhE
54 M-13-5-1-8 JE B S i E 116 M-17-105 JE B Hve b E Ol
55 M-13-5-11 JE R, L i 117 M-17-106 =8 op R
56 M-13-6-2-5 JEL R MR Hh [ 118 M-17-107 JE R SR rhE O
57 M-13-6-3-5 JEL R, ey I EREER 119 M-17-108 JE R K R
58 M-13-7-3 JE R MR B 120 M-17-109 JE R AL A
59 M-13-10-2-2 JE B S e 121 PI 140471(513%-1) Wi B
60 M-13-10-4 JEERZ B & 122 PI482398(5li#-2) WK |
61 M-13-11-3-4 JE B, MR W E 123 PI200819( 51 #-3) i} XHE
62 M-13-11-10 JEL R, ey I o E i 124 FLL(5]3E-4) JE R e I o = et

102 S0 8E M-17-58-3-6 AEARREFH G Hh B O e AR REIEA T HERN 5858
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1 DBJSY2 Bk E T EMFIEFR

Fig.1 Incubation of strains and conidia of DBJSY2
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1.4 SNP 3|¥iZit &K

PIKSE R 100% 44 5 % <30% | e /NS5 A 3 A
WiZ(MAF) >40% . I iiE 100 bp P A Hofth SNP |
SEPR AL 58 DU RRIE , PRk T 40 A~¥ 50 3 6 F I3
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K 38 519, Wit AR PrimerS, 519 T, 1H N
55~65 C, 44~ SNP i 1531 2 4% SNP 557 E5|
YR 1 8519, 519 M Lifetech 23 74 A,
1.5 SNP E[RE 4 BI5EHF

S e A8 7 FE R RE % PCR (Kompetitive allele
specific PCR,KASP) )2 W f& & : 10 ng JE [ 4] DNA,
5.00 pl KASP V4.0 2xMaster Mix, 0. 14 pl KASP
72xassay mix, Il ddH,0 Z 10.00 wl (& FH 96 fL
) o H i KASP V4.0 2 xMaster Mix 15T LGC 2>
Al AR TOCIERER A POGIRET B R RKIRER A
KIRER B R E Taq B . ANTP 45, KASP 72Xassay
mix ¥ 8 100 wmol/L i) SNP1-A1, SNP1-A2
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K 560 nm, RES LG (ROX) BRI Ny 575
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P IRIRAE ; 358 B SR i BT, I Wi K e
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Fig.2 Symptoms of gummy stem blight on different parts of

melon seedlings
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Table 2 Identification results of guammy stem blight resistance of different muskmelon germplasms at seedling stage

BRUTR bR Tl e *f(’ﬁ j)‘é BRUTR bR Tt e 7 " *)é
121 PI 140471 1.87+0.09 HR 1.15+0.09 96 M-17-55-2-6 5.13+0.34 MS 1.60+£0.08
49 M-13-3 2.27+0.23 R 1.73+0.07 1 M-08-13 5.20+0.30 MS 0.37+0.12
123 PI 200819 2.33+£0.23 R 0.69+0.09 31 M-12-83 5.21+0.32 MS 0.75+0.26
103 M-17-58-8-7 2.40+0.27 R 1.55+0.06 18 M-10-44 5.27+0.27 MS 0.71+£0.23
51 M-13-4-9 2.67+0.33 R 1.81+0.07 83 M-16-TH-24 5.27+0.37 MS 1.43+£0.05
122 PI 482398 2.73+£0.37 R 0.65+0.08 3 M-08-19 5.33x0.54 MS 0.74+0.12
53 M-13-4-17 2.87+0.27 R 1.58+0.03 94 M-17-54-4-7 5.33+£0.61 MS 1.66+0.05
62 M-13-11-10 2.93+0.07 R 1.77+0.07 27 M-10-63-1 5.40+0.31 MS 1.17+£0.25
88 M-16-TH-39 2.93+£0.07 R 2.22+0.09 77 M-16-TH-9 5.40+0.65 MS 1.81+0.07
95 M-17-55-2-2 3.00+0.34 R 1.86+0.14 65 M-13-11-14-7 5.60+0.36 MS 1.73+£0.07
119 M-17-108 3.00+0.49 R 0.41+0.18 98 M-17-56-2-3 5.60+0.59 MS 1.82+0.08
37 M-12-68-5 3.07+0.37 MR 1.11£0.11 99 M-17-58-1-13 5.60+0.62 MS 1.66+0.09
92 M-16-TH-57 3.07+0.38 MR 1.57+0.10 63 M-13-11-13-4-3 5.67+0.63 MS 1.57+0.07
14 M-10-35 3.27+0.60 MR 1.15+0.05 100 M-17-58-2-2 5.67+0.56 MS 1.60+0.10
74 M-14-25-5 3.27+0.34 MR 1.69+0.08 114 M-17-103 5.67+0.41 MS 1.40+0.06
73 M-14-25-2-8 3.33+£0.51 MR 1.60+0.05 24 M-10-54 5.73+0.59 MS 1.29+0.09
93 M-16-TH-58 3.33+0.16 MR 1.39+0.08 104 M-17-59-1 5.73+0.55 MS 1.72+0.06
112 M-17-99 3.33+0.49 MR 1.43+0.11 76 M-16-TH-6 5.80+0.44 MS 1.79+0.06
9 M-10-26 3.40+£0.24 MR 0.86+0.12 79 M-16-TH-14 5.80+£0.64 MS 1.45+0.11
50 M-13-4-3 3.40+0.35 MR 1.40+0.03 16 M-10-36-2 5.87+0.36 MS 1.26+0.06
25 M-10-60 3.47+0.48 MR 1.23+0.08 21 M-10-50 5.87+0.68 MS 0.71+0.23
116 M-17-105 3.60+0.49 MR 1.35+£0.08 71 M-14-18-1-3 5.87+0.67 MS 1.75+0.06
54 M-13-5-1-8 3.67+0.25 MR 1.55+0.06 66 M-13-12-1-7 6.00+0.64 MS 1.86+0.08
32 M-12-88-1 3.73+0.34 MR 1.07+0.13 117 M-17-106 6.00+0.58 MS 1.42+0.11
52 M-13-4-15-2 3.80+0.68 MR 1.81+0.08 6 M-08-124 6.13+0.64 HS 1.01+0.06
72 M-14-18-1-4 3.80+0.33 MR 1.76+0.07 68 M-14-14-3-3 6.13+0.39 HS 1.72+0.10
59 M-13-10-2-2 3.87+0.42 MR 1.68+0.07 107 M-17-63-4-4 6.20+0.63 HS 1.88+0.13
109 M-17-96 3.93+0.21 MR 1.51+0.06 10 M-10-29-2 6.36+0.66 HS 1.01£0.15
115 M-17-104 3.93+£0.52 MR 1.27+0.06 64 M-13-11-13-4-9 6.40+0.48 HS 1.62+0.11
101 M-17-107 3.93+0.51 MR 1.35+0.09 85 M-16-TH-26 6.40+0.38 HS 1.66+0.03
15 M-10-36-1 4.00+0.20 MR 1.30+0.11 19 M-10-48-2-1 6.47+0.38 HS 1.19+0.04
60 M-13-10-4 4.00£0 MR 1.69+0.14 23 M-10-53-1 6.47+0.34 HS 1.17+£0.04
120 M-17-109 4.00+0 MR 1.09+0.19 124 EH LT 6.53+0.50 HS 1.34+0.09
70 M-14-17-2-7 4.07+0.28 S 1.59+0.06 4 M-08-16 6.60+0.48 HS 1.25+0.08
87 M-16-TH-36 4.07+0.56 S 1.86+0.07 30 M-10-67-2 6.60+0.54 HS 0.50+£0.23
29 M-10-66 4.13+£0.55 S 1.29+0.07 36 M-12-68-4 6.67+0.40 HS 0.97+0.09
41 M-12-74-2 4.13+0.39 S 1.05+0.14 82 M-16-TH-23 6.67+0.50 HS 1.62+0.07
2 M-08-14 4.20£0.24 S 0.73£0.04 20 M-10-48-2-2 6.73+0.41 HS 0.92+0.19
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34 M-12-90 4.27+0.33 S 1.30+0.03 44 M-12-91-2 6.73+£0.45 HS 1.09+0.07
42 M-12-75-1 4.27+0.36 S 0.89+0.40 97 M-17-56-1-2 6.73+0.50 HS 1.56+0.04
38 M-12-69 4.33+0.44 S 0.87+0.12 8 M-08-126 6.87+0.41 HS 0.89+0.11
56 M-13-6-2-5 4.33+0.48 S 1.55+0.09 75 M-16-TH-4 6.91£1.02 HS 1.15+£0.36
13 M-10-34 4.40+0.51 S 1.31+0.10 78 M-16-TH-13 6.93+0.55 HS 1.72+0.06
33 M-12-88-2 4.40+0.43 S 1.14+0.12 80 M-16-TH-15 6.93+0.47 HS 1.51+£0.10
47 M-13-2-3-2 4.40+0.59 S 1.57+0.06 7 M-08-125 7.00+0.53 HS 1.14+0.10

105 M-17-60-2 4.40+0.51 S 1.66+0.06 22 M-10-51 7.00+0.37 HS 1.09+0.03

110 M-17-97 4.47+0.47 S 1.44+0.08 69 M-14-14-4 7.00+0.53 HS 1.65+0.05
26 M-10-61 4.53+0.57 S 1.26+0.09 12 M-10-32-1 7.07+0.48 HS 1.28+0.08
81 M-16-TH-22 4.53+0.51 S 1.52+0.12 108 M-17-58-3-3 7.08+0.57 HS 1.61£0.12

111 M-17-98 4.67+0.59 S 1.57+0.04 40 M-12-72 7.13+0.55 HS 0.93+0.11
48 M-13-2-6 4.73+0.42 S 1.53+0.09 91 M-16-TH-44 7.13+0.46 HS 1.60+0.10
58 M-13-7-3 4.80+0.66 S 1.56+0.10 113 M-17-100 7.20+0.44 HS 1.34+0.07
17 M-10-43 4.83+0.58 S 0.64+0.28 35 M-12-68-2-1 7.40+0.31 HS 1.23+0.08
67 M-14-13-3-2 4.83+£0.69 S 1.91+0.09 106 M-17-61 7.40+0.51 HS 1.82+0.04
55 M-13-5-11 4.87+0.47 S 1.61+0.09 57 M-13-6-3-5 7.47+0.27 HS 1.87+0.05
43 M-12-75-3 4.93+0.44 S 1.20+0.11 46 M-12-8-3 7.50+0.69 HS 1.00+£0.32
61 M-13-11-3-4 5.00+0.55 S 1.70+0.05 39 M-12-70-1 7.60+0.51 HS 0.41+0.18
84 M-16-TH-25 5.07+0.48 MS 1.50+0.12 45 M-12-93 7.87+0.27 HS 1.78+0.07

108 M-17-63-4-7 5.00+£0.58 S 1.65+0.14 11 M-10-31 8.00+0.63 HS 0.45+0.20
86 M-16-TH-35 5.13+0.52 MS 1.59+0.06 5 M-08-123 8.38+0.37 HS 1.09+0.11
89 M-16-TH-42-2 5.13+0.51 MS 1.96+0.11 29 M-10-67-1 8.43+0.43 HS 0.88+0.22
90 M-16-TH-43-2 5.13+0.40 MS 1.67+0.08

HR: =905 R:¥0; MR HHT; SI&; MS:HUs; HS. R,

F3 119 B R FHINF R E RN EMREHOTRIETEN R
Table 3 Gummy stem blight resistance evaluation of 119 muskmel- L] —
on germplasms
BN
. FIREHAH R il "
Rl HEHCRD) (%) FE
B (HR) RI<2.0 0 0 LT
HRi(R) 2.0<RI<3.0 8 6.7 PEE - 1
- 0 10.00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00 60.00 70.00 80.00
it (MR 3.0<RI<4.0 22 18.5 N
O ) LIRS L (%)
R (S) 4.0<RI<5.0 25 21.0 W EH-FUREHR-R); O Bfi-Hifi- 51 (HR-R-MR)
HUE(MS) 5.0<RI<6.0 28 235 B3 AEHEREHNMRZFENERBHREER
2R (HS) RIS6.0 36 303 Fig.3 Gummy stem blight resistance differences among melon

germplasms from different regions
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Table 4 Single nucleotide polymorphism ( SNP) loci associated with fruit traits and disease resistance of melons
e FEH FRic iz s AN R R 2 POcRus A WELLE (bp) R AR

1 CMPSNP711 A009970 Cc/T 1 26 308 138 MELO3C021106

2 CmEIN3LIKE2ex2 A009971 C/T 2 3 611 363 MELO3C003696

3 CmINHLIKE?2.2 A009972 C/T 2 22 908 768 MELO3C017187

4 CmINHLIKE?2. 1 A009973 Cc/T 2 22 908 848 MELO3C017187

5 AtEIN3ex4.2 A009974 C/T 3 17 934 192 MELO3C019931

6 SIERF1 A 009 975 C/T 3 22 138 473 MELO3C011287

7 CMPSNP677 A009976 C/G 4 26 788 563 MELO3C009586

8 CmAIN2.3 A009981 C/T 9 19 770 655 -

9 CmVPELIKE3.2 A009982 C/T 9 21 406 361 MELO3C005564
10 MLO1212438.1 A009983 C/T 10 473 116 MELO3C012438
11 CmERF2ex2 A009984 G/T 10 1 742 964 MELO3C012242
12 CmXTHS A009985 C/G 10 3 358 353 MELO3C012004
13 CmAAG2.1 A009986 C/G 8 4970 380 MELO3C011771
14 snpWRK704 A009987 A/G 10 8 808 281 MELO3C020166
15 CmOrl A009990 G/A 9 20 549 181 MELO3C005449
16 CmOr2 A009991 A/G 9 20 549 204 MELO3C005449
17 CmOr3 A009992 A/C 9 20 549 272 MELO3C005449
18 AtEIN3ex4.2 A009504 C/T 6 3243 220 MELO3C019931
19 MLO65044.1 A009512 C/T 12 3625217 MELO3C005044
20 FOM-2 A009514 G/A 11 6 770 053 -

21 GsbR A009517 A/G 4 15 515 183 MELO3C012987

HRAIE 21 A4~ SNP Ao 5 i 56 R 3 38 40 A7 21 4
SNP 7 il i I 5 5% Y r A 25k PR RT3 A 22 28
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Table 5 Genotype frequency and polymorphism information content of 21 SNP loci of melons

KB bR FEERE | n ping Z&{ B
SRR BOE(A) R (PIC) SEREEE HOR(N)  BIER (PIC)
1 A009970 T/T 87 0.836 0.269 12 A009985 C/C 52 0.430 0.396
C/T 8 0.077 G/C 2 0.017
C/C 9 0.087 G/G 67 0.553
2 A009971 C/C 109 0.973 0.052 13 A009986 C/C 100 0.870 0.217
T/C 2 0.018 G/C 4 0.035
T/T 1 0.009 G/G 11 0.095
3 A009972 T/T 110 0.924 0.134 14 A009987 G/G 90 0.750 0.356
C/T 8 0.067 A/G 8 0.067
C/C 1 0.009 A/A 22 0.183
4 A009973 C/C 114 0.974 0.050 15 A009990 A/A 65 0.565 0.371
T/C 2 0.017 G/G 50 0.435
T/T 1 0.009 16 A009991 G/G 67 0.554 0.406
5 A009974 C/C 113 0.966 0.065 A/G 3 0.025
T/C 2 0.017 A/A 51 0.421
T/T 2 0.017 17 A009992 C/C 65 0.556 0.384
6 A009975 C/C 94 0.783 0.329 A/C 1 0.009
T/C 9 0.075 A/A 51 0.435
T/T 17 0.142 18 A009504 C/C 112 0.918 0.147
7 A009976 C/C 105 0.921 0.142 T/C 3 0.025
G/C 3 0.026 T/T 7 0.057
G/G 6 0.053 19 A009512 Cc/C 109 0.916 0.148
8 A009981 T/T 81 0.743 0.327 T/C 2 0.017
C/T 2 0.018 T/T 8 0.067
C/C 26 0.239 20 A009514 G/G 109 0.924 0.134
9 A009982 C/C 36 0.316 0.392 T/G 1 0.008
C/T 4 0.035 T/T 8 0.068
T/T 74 0.649 21 A009517 C/C 41 0.334 0.383
10 A009983 T/T 65 0.537 0.478 T/T 79 0.642
T/C 11 0.091 T/C 3 0.024
C/C 45 0.372
11 A009984 G/G 65 0.560 0.406
G/T 3 0.026
T/T 48 0.414
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Fig.4 Analysis on group structure of melon germplasms based

on AK
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Fig.5 Proportion of melon germplasm resources used in this study in different groups
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Fig.6 Triangle clustering result of melon germplasm resources

used in this study
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