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Abstract The cultivated strawberry, Fragaria X ananassa (2n=8x=56), is an octaploid perennial herb plant
with complicated genetic background. Most agronomic and quality traits of strawberry are controlled by
polygenes, resulting in difficulty in breeding. DNA molecular markers showed the genome variances and
mutants directly, so it had been widely used in marker associated breeding, gene mapping, genetic map
construction, QTL mapping, cultivar identification and genome research since 1990s. And it greatly improved
the efficiency of breeding, especially for the perennial fruit trees which were highly heterozygous and had
long growth period. In this paper, we reviewed the current status of the applications of molecular marker
techniques in strawberry breeding and production, aiming to provide foundations for further studies and push
forward strawberry breeding and the whole industry.
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TR PR N2 A, RE A S RN
380 J3 ML, (T S RLAE B B (1) 41.7% , LA AR
% — K [E (FAOSTAT 2016. www. faostat3. fao.org).
FIE SRR T R R HAE (F. chiloensis)FN 3 PN 5%
(F. virginiana) B 2R 2% 42 (Staudt, 1962), 4 5 ¥ )\
AR, BT R B BT A IRE e E
PR A —E MR . H R, AR AR
FE PR 2H 40 By AAA'A'BBB'B'(Bringhurst, 1990) , i
T 24 AR R B AP, IR AR RE(F. ves-
ca), IR ¥4 (F. tinumae) , 5% (0 3 R (F. viridis) » Afi
WS L 5L (F. bucharica) F1 T 5% (F. pentaphylla)
%% (Senanayake, Bringhurst, 1967; Davis, Yu, 1997,
Davis et al., 2006). [&] i #F 78 & B » #4554 op VF
Z 7> T hrid 2 I A5 73 B (Kunihisa et al., 2005;
Rousseau-Gueutin et al., 2008; Sargent et al., 2009),
fai b 7 R o ) FE R AL 7T . PRI, A A5 i
HRENT L FH G FhRIC SRR, 7] e 2 MR AT Rk
AR S R RE DR A L AR R L MR R A 2L
B,

D FARIEEIAR , LLDNA — 2% 7 5 ) 2 251N
B, AR , A Z ARG, AL R FE 2
A5 1 v (Agarwa et al., 2008), Jt H /E AL Y Rt E
B = EREG R RM P R R ERSA . ER

x1 BEIMSTFHRICRA

Table 1 Established molecular marker techniques

B Fb % 52 (Larsen et al., 2017) it 4% 22 R4
Hr (Cipriani et al., 2006). & [X| & {7 (Sun et al.,
2012) . it £ P 1 #4) 2 (Sun et al., 2015). 4 Bh & Ff
(Chagné et al., 2016) 5 77 453 1) iz WIS H A
JIHHES) TR T B S BRI . i
AH B T3 IR (Malusxdomestica) ~ Bk (Prunus persica) =
SRR AR SRR, B 2 R L, B N BT ST P
B, B AL QT L 8 A S5 FU i A4 IE . A
LEIR T 4 FARIC BORAE R AR FE R 58 A7 L a4 P 1
Ry AR Z0 i ot QTL sE AL LA S it A 4 i | B PR 20 &5
Fa 353 A A T T R AE ST BIOAR , DA g ] ()
R AL B A TAE SR AL S 2, el [ A A
FBHIFI K FE o

1 SFRIEXRBERFE

FET 458 PCR DL S E R AH I 7 S5 R
CEET | 2 FAcERIER(R L. A
W 7E R, LABE LY 4 % 2544 DNA(random amplified
polymorphic DNA, RAPD), ¥ # Ji Bt & & 2 & 1
(amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP), /7
HI ¢ E 7 4 [X 45K (sequence characterized amplified
region, SCAR), fiij #. # & J¥ 41| (simple sequence re-
peats, SSR) Fl #. 1% 1 R £ 7 1% (single nucleotide

45 BN SR
Abbreviation Full name Citation

RFLP BRI B K 2 A3 Restriction fragment length polymorphism Botstein et al., 1980

SSCP B % 2 251 Single strand conformation polymorphism Orita et al., 1989

RAPD BEALY 1% 2 &4 DNA Random amplified polymorphic DNA Williams et al., 1990
AP-PCR BEHLFI4) PCR Arbitrarily primed-PCR Welsh, McClelland, 1990
SCAR FAHVFFEY 1 X I8 Sequence characterized amplified region Williams et al., 1991

SSR fai P A E A Simple sequence repeats Hearne et al., 1992

CAPS 19162 251 541 Cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence Lyamichev et al., 1993
STS JFHIRRZEAL 15 Sequence tagged sites Fukuoka et al., 1994

ISSR i B F A2 41 [A] B Inter-simple sequence repeats Zietkiewicz et al., 1994
AFLP i A B £ &4 Amplified fragment length polymorphism Vos et al., 1995

RBIP FET S SRR BT (I 2 45 Retrotransposon-based amplified polymorphism  Flavell et al., 1998

IRAP SIS RE PR T[R4 2 A1 Inter-retrotransposon amplified polymorphism Kalendar et al., 1999

SNP HAZHERZ M Single nucleotide polymorphism Sachidanandam et al., 2001
SRAP A HI 1 244 Sequence-related amplified polymorphism Li, Quiros, 2001

GSM TR PR Gene-specific markers Sargent et al., 2007

DArT ZREVEFE S BOARARC Diversity Array Technology (DArT) markers Sénchez-Sevilla et al., 2015
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polymorphism, SNP) Fi. 7 73 bric £ AR B FH 5% %
T AR, J TS e N L A T A5 A e A
T ER, 70 AR ICHE 7 2 2R SSR AT SNP A3
ide SSRAFICAZEFHATHEFE HEMITH R
L BAMEEAL, £/ MNP H RS, THT
TR BB AT L BT R | A e BE S5 . SNP R
T 2R B AR (S B Rz, i i S
iR 1 28 (high-resolution melting, HRM) .l J £
FBGI (Mahoney et al., 2016; Lee, Lee, 2017; Vin-
ing et al., 2017), H A PRI | =il & 5 AL, 3E N T
KEER Z AL H B Mt I

Xf 7 RAPD  AFLP S5 4 48t B8 B 51 470 A0 BR 1 %
WUIBEI 2 Fhnid, FF RIS SR O @ KR HTTE,
RS E RN AN )G A R AT . FE R AR
i A < Ever Berry’ 1 ‘ Toyonoka’ ', F1 FH 175 X%} B
BLEIPIFT & RAPD #ic , Horb 71 X% 51 #3545 1) 89
SR EEHEMEZ AR G %0 T e 2R
T AR % B < & WF 7T (Sugimoto et al., 2005). &%
Vos 5(1995) 11 77 4 , 183t EcoR 1 A1 Mse 1 B, 7=
A2 1 69 Xt AFLP 51, 4E B 45 2 AL 4L & “ Tribute "
“Honeoye’ ] 127 #k F. SEAE B HR B AT 38, 3845 T
1065 5 2 & v Be, AT /R N brad gk A7 18 % 1 4
7 (Weebadde et al., 2008). i T 4 57 14 F 5% A 14
77 THI ) Jm R 5 A6 AN [) B 5 B AR RN il Bl R 3 1 R T
RAPD Fl AFLP bric , A L5830 38 5 I 5 740 A 7 )
5 5 ) SCAR Fric (Haymes et al., 1997; Haymes et
al., 2000; Lerceteau-Kohler et al., 2003; Lerceteau-
Kohler et al., 2005) .

SSRFRic I K 7 B CL AN 1K) DNA 741, Al 1t 5
WIH) SSR AR iCHR >k H kR 20 SCFE M . R ARk
i ‘Ruegen’” ) 3 DK 41 SC 2 R AR MR HE 2 1) AC &
eI AL SO, 73 Bl 3R 45 1 21 A1 45 4> SSR R id
(Hadonou et al., 2004; Cipriani et al., 2006). #| F %
A )\ ARG AR 3 N B I B R 4H S 3RS T 81N SSR
Fric, I AR G0 UE R IR Hebrac B B I A AL
GBS 78 90 M B B BERE RORR B B AR 3 )\ A
ATl 8] %% FH 20K = (Ashley et al., 2003). I8 i # 45
i Al ¢ Strawberry Festival’ ) cDNA 3CZE R 2 , K13
1 208> SSRFRic » AT £E 5 Bk X 2H 040 P (Ge-
nome Database for Rosaceae, GDR) (https://www.ro-
saceae.org/) 1 '~ % 5| i (Folta et al., 2005). A 1 fi
SSR A ic B 82 H B H B, Bombarely %5 (2010)
) FH 2% i F € Carisma’” « “ Chandler” BA & “ Elsanta’

SEAN[RR B I ) SR SEAS [R5 A7 44 2 cDNA S,
254 RNA T , 2408 383 4~ SSR A7 14, i FH T st A&
KA FHY ST BEAE EST 55 A L 80s 1) &
Ji& , SSR bRt K 1) LA {2 35 B A , LB 7 5. 5
17, bRic B KIEHE T (Chen et al., 2006). Zorrilla-
Fontanesi 2% (2011b) F| Fl ESTs (4 )% , I &% SSR #5
101221, 20134F, M ESTs $idfs [ #5759 5544 SSR
¥R 4 349 1 (Isobe et al., 2013). [ 35 4= 3 P 240 )
7 BR F& b i 78 o Y B SE N vz, A A5 AR
MR Hawaii 4° 1 JE K417 51, 3545 7 10 0714
SSR #iic (Sargent et al., 2011). #t4k, BT SSR 45
10 5L A I8 A A [F) PR )[RV OR 57 7 41 DX 480 )
SSR AR IC AT LAAH ELE% H 53X 2 HE%F SSRARIC ) —
A~k (Gasic et al., 2009).

SNP b ) T 7 D) AR 8 T vy 308 8 0 R K
E . ARMRE A Hawaii 47 4 3 RV 41 7 31 (1) O A
(Shulaev et al., 2011) . GDR % K 77 5 [R] 2H 3047 /2 11
ANWT = T DA R B A B S 2EL N e i DR 4 N e
17, e FiAE K& SNP FRIC T R IRt F1 FH s 3
SEANTE] B B I RNA DI 7 41, 3745 372 4~ SNP
37 25 (Bombarely et al., 2010). Bassil Z5(2015) %} —
5 AR BOR RN 19 )\ SR 5 REATIF . 5
‘Hawaii 4’ % SE 4L, i e R S T — 9k
5 95 063 4> SNP #R1c 05 1 (90 K Affymetrix® Axi-
om® array), 1] LA B FH T R AR g AL [ R AL A
Tl 5 7 ANBRHE 73 A S5 AU, o B 52 T 17 A U3 AN
B, M T AR P (next-generation sequenc-
ing, NGS) th & SNP J & I 5 g 2 — , Jo 5 3 R 41
&5, AT DL E B SEEL AR T R A AR R A Y, i
FH T R BEAA fr ] it ) 228 A0 4R 5 Bk 49 BT (Davey et
al., 2011). f ¥ Wl /7 (restriction site-associated
DNA sequencing, RADseq) {£ & NGS % I ) — F
(Miller et al., 2007), C\ 2 . FH T 5 # (Sun et al.,
2015), B¢ HH R A H R 3RS 7 1 098 4™ SNP 4
i, FEK 907 AN e A AE T gt A% K3 - (Davik et al.,
2015).

2 STFRIESEREEM
T RRC S B EEFARKE AT, = TAR
IRYAEE N0 [ I B S Nt 0 T v i

LR R A TSR A R #i e brid 5
PEIRIEBOC &R . B B bR IC AT T 20 T8
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A P, BT B AR R 0 5 57 2 5t n)d i bR
O 5 B DR 2 B, 34T AH S BE DR (1 42 4 A T 7 e
B SRR JR R AL () 2 BT IR SR B
% (bulked segregent analysis, BSA), S PR iT %5 3 [A]
7% (Nandi et al., 1997) 1 3 % [ 32 45 43 #7792 (Sun
etal, 2012). H#f, WA 12 5HEAEHUIEM
TR SR IE B 1) 2 TARIE (3R 2)

TE HEE U 1 25 TR e 67 7 THD 5 2 B T 45 3Rk A3
T H5PUrE AR ES R FhRd . A ‘Md683” x
“Senga Sengana’ Z8 & BEIA , 343 T 4N SRR
J& 95 Pt 1 3L K] (Phytophthora fragariae resistance
gene, Rpf1)i&E 81 1) RAPD A5 ic (3% 2), HB H H i 1
ALY A SCAR, 3844 #2524 3.0 cM(Haymes et all.,
1997; Haymes et al., 2000). -5 % JE% Pt 14 % A (An-
thracnose resistance gene, Rca2) & % 1] 7 T Fx id N

STS-Rca2_417 #11STS-Rca2_240, 7E 43 N1 i Fih
FR P 56 IE 45 R O 5 B8 AIE 43 3l A 81.4% A1 62.8%
(Lerceteau-Kohler et al., 2005). F| F i %5 3¢ 70 4
TxCEHA B SRR T S K E R B R T
P H % B 1 SSR bR id (B W0 &5, 2011; X A A,
2012).

DU = 25 S R B H A PR R G e o S B
BRI AR AR P IR A R 8 2 R E . R,
T T 2 S5 AERIR A G I R e AL 9E . 7
PRARELRE R, R8T 34N 5 B = o T 6 IR 3 B 1)
SCARf3it, H A SCAR2 5 B2 {1 B [K 1] [y i5t A%
FE 232 0.0 cM, JE A 7 3% BB A0 [F] 47 (Albani et
al., 2004). #& % 5% 71, Sugimoto £ (2005) B 4 i
T 2N 5 DY Z gk SR A Y RAPD FRid, {H
WAL B . Castro %5(2015) 3k 3 7 34N 5 H A

®2 EEFHERESRZ
Table 2 Markers linked to specific trait in strawberry
ERTN RN FRICRTY EBARID WALRE2/cM 2% Uk
Traits Population Marker  Linked markers  Genetic Citations
type distance

ZL A REAR B R P 2 R Rpf1 Md683xSenga Sengana RAPD  OPO-08A 1.7 Haymes et al., 1997
Phytophthora fragariae OPO-16A 3.0
resistance gene Rpf1 OPO-16B 3.0

OPO-16C 3.0

SCAR SCAR-R1A 3.0 Haymes et al., 2000

RIEIFPUPERER Rea2 CapitolaxPajaro SCAR  STS-Rca2_417 0.6 Lerceteau-Kohler
Anthracnose resistance STS-Rca2_ 240 2.8 et al., 2005
gene Rea?2
KRBT BRI O xR A B SSR UFFxa01H05 15.9 A, 2011
Gray mold resistance DarselectxSweet Charlie
SR e EnREs I AETR TR <l A SSR FSS50 1.3 XA, 2012
Powdery mildew resistance  DarselectxSweet Charlie FSS121 3.3
FAZEHAY F. vesca SSp. vescax SCAR SCARL1 3.0 Albani et al., 2004
Seasonal flowering F. vesca SSp. semperflorens SCAR2 0.0

SCAR3 1.7
WE=AES Ever BerryxToyonoka RAPD  OPE07-1 11.8 Sugimoto et al., 2005
Everbearing OPBO05-1 15.8

SagahonokaxSunmmer berry SSR

SagahonokaxEver berry
HeckerxSagahonoka

FxaACA02108C 1.1
FxaACA02109C 1.5
FxaACAO2I10C 1.1

Honjo et al., 2016

H 4 TributexHoneoye SSR ChFaM011-163T 6.8 Castro et al., 2015
Day-neutrality ChFaM148-184T 5.5

CX661225-335TH 8.4
RS DNICxYellow Wonder GSM F3H 0.0 Deng, Davis., 2001
Yellow fruit colour Yellow WonderxFRA520 RAPD B191A 0.0
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PEPERIE B SSR ARIL , 18 4% H 85 R E 4 /. 2016
L I 3AN R S HEAA, R brad 5 D0 2= 45 AR 1)
L IR 59 %5 1.5 cM LAY, 34> SSR bR ic fE B 1A
e R B61E 8 59 98%(Honijo et al., 2016), 7] F T4
WiE M.

B oot PR 1) 25 R 6 i T A D, SRS
PRI 7 45 R B, 7E AR BB R AR  DNIC %
“Yellow Wonder’” #1 ‘ Yellow Wonder” x ‘FRA520’
w2 [KFRic F3H AT RAPD Fric B191A 5 sk 1
PR B 25 A, AL FE 25 9 0.0 oM, JE o 72 IR B A
[i]—{v; & (Deng, Davis, 2001).

3 EfEEEAE

B EB NS T AL R ESC R, 2
Bbme e etk LIRS R, BEEMIRQTL
A7 B, 02 i B R DR A P42, i e e e Ak 25 4
AR e ) THE AR R 7 B M e R AR .

BT g m B G B T R, B
FR 38 A T ) S A R SR AE A AR Y AR S e b T
&, BkR T BAARE AR AR RS T 2 5kt
fEEHE (K 3). H—ik AR AR L EIE KR T
1997 4, I F # MR 575 < Baron Solemacher” x ‘WC6’
() F 4K, 3545 80 > RAPD A 5& S 7E 7 Bl
(linkage group, LG) I, E 3 .4 445 cM(Davis, Yu,
1997). —fERELEEKZ 5 K, A F. vesca 815
"% “F. nubicola 601 (J5 # % 1E N F. bucharica 601)
0 FBEAR, H 2 A RIB IR 5235 , s A0 5 411 Rl
755, 74 LGs, 4= K 442.8 cM(Sargent et al., 2004;
Sargent et al., 2006; Sargent et al., 2008; Sargent et
al., 2011). H A &% (0 5 A R 1% (1) ‘8157 x ‘903BC’

TR IR 8 4% P 3t % T 2006 4F , (N A 334 brid
37 £ (Nier et al., 2006). Fifi & £ K & &, F] H SSR
PNEAT I AL A, NGS FTSNP S Fr o BUH A, Myt T
WA B TR PR B A (1 8 4% R, ZEAR 1L 3 E
TR B DA KR P R R 5 5 T SR AT T AR R B Al
(Mahoney et al., 2016; Samad et al., 2017).

J\AE AR B A A S R S AR
AR AR, E BRI s S A 18 2 )
IR N R R o TR SRR H AR
K, WA B RE 8 3815 5 545 BUAH — 350 28
ANEBIRE(GR 4), 7T fe 550 WAL RN B FEA A2 5 A
PR S AT S R e R N R S U
R AT 2003 4F , TR H] AFLP, STS #1 SCAR #5
i, o A i T XGE B (Lerceteau - Kohler et al.,
2003). JLJE , Mok R AE 0 A I A R R , K
T T 2R REAL B, HARMDRALZ %A
PL SSR FI1 SNP A = (Isobe et al., 2013; Davik et al.,
2015; Castro, Lewers, 2016; Lee, Lee, 2017). H 5
AT 20 4 VS AT e 1 SE SRR 7T, X FRid 2R
B PRI E H BEAT 7R T, SR T TN AR
F1 4 {H (Lerceteau - Kohler et al., 2003; Rousseau -
Gueutin et al., 2008; Sargent et al., 2009; Sargent et
al., 2012; Weebadde et al., 2008; Castro et al., 2015;
Zorrilla- Fontanesi et al., 2011a; Sanchez- Sevilla et
al., 2015; van Dijk et al., 2014; Bassil et al., 2015).
PP 52 AR () R AR R AR Bk, 45 & brid
I3 RS MR B AN 5 B v 8 10 A T
il 452 /& 2 (Isobe et al., 2013; Nagano et al., 2017), iX
UG PR K 7E QTL S A7, 4 R A 128 6% [R] 72 40 S5 4F 72
o RAE S RHIPER

x3 _RBHREEEERE

Table 3 Genetic linkage maps of diploid strawberry species

IR FRid Ay LRl S Btk /ieM 225 30k

Mapping population Marker type No. of loci No. of linkage groups Map length Citation

Baron SolemacherxWC6, F. RAPD 80 7 445 Davis, Yu., 1997
F. vesca 815%F. nubicola 601, F, SSR+Gene+SCAR 76 7 448 Sargent et al., 2004
F.vesca 815X F. nubicola 601, F, SSR+Gene 182 7 424 Sargent et al., 2006
F. vesca 815XF. bucharica 601, F, SSR+Gene 296 7 578 Sargent et al., 2008
F. vesca 815X F. bucharica 601, F, SSR+Gene 411 7 442.8 Sargent et al., 2011
815x903BC, BC1 SSR+Gene 33 7 241.6 Nier et al., 2006

F. iinumae J17XF. iinumae J4, F,  SNP 496 7 451.7 Mahoney et al., 2016
Hawaii 4xFV, F, SSR+SNP 2395 7 558 Samad et al., 2017
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Table 4 Genetic linkage maps of octaploid strawberry cultivars and selections

TR TR Frid Ay B e Y (A=Y 4= IBUEbics K B K eM - B3R
Mapping population  Marker type Map type No. of loci No. of linkage Map length  Citation
groups
CapitolaxCF1116, F,  AFLP+STS R4 Female 235 43 1604 Lerceteau-Kohler
+SCAR LA Male 280 43 1469 etal., 2003
CapitolaxCF1116, F,  AFLP+STS KA Female 344 28 2582 Rousseau-Gueutin et
+SCAR+SSR LA Male 379 26 2165 al., 2008
RedgauntletxHapil, F, SSR+Gene+AFLP £EA Female 170 32 1675.3 Sargent et al., 2009
+RAPD AR Male 182 37 1440.7
4 Consensus 315 69 3116
RedgauntletxHapil, F, SSR+GSM+AFLP #%# Consensus 549 28 2140.3 Sargent et al., 2012
+RAPD
TributexHoneoye, F;  AFLP # 4 Consensus 429 43 1541 Weebadde et al., 2008
TributexHoneoye, F,  SSR+SCAR BEA Female 119 34 1390.1 Castro et al., 2015
LA Male 179 42 1902.8
232x1392, F, SSR+AFLP+GSM £EAC Female 154 26 693.5 Zorrilla-Fontanesi
+SSCP LA Male 126 25 590.5 etal, 2011a
4 Consensus 338 37 1259.8
232x1392, F, SNP+SSR+GSM  #+ Consensus 2089 33 2490 Sanchez-Sevilla
etal., 2015
0212921, S, SSR 4 Consensus 822 34 1508.3 Isobe et al., 2013
02-19xSachinoka, F,  SSR B} Female 575 32 1668.9
LA Male 556 34 2166.6
KaorinoxAkihime, F; SSR £EA4< Female 294 32 1103.4
A Male 318 33 951.4
£ERX Integrated 1856 28 2364
HolidayxKorona, F,  SSR 4 Consensus 508 28 1846 van Dijk et al., 2014
HolidayxKorona, F;  SNP #£ Consensus 6594 28 2050 Bassil et al., 2015
SonataxBabette, F, SNP 4 Consensus 902 31 1581.5 Davik et al., 2015
DelmarvelxSelva, F, SSR+SCAR BEA Female 292 41 1529.3 Castro, Lewers., 2016
AR Male 242 36 1317.5
Reikou, S, SNP+SSR 4 Consensus 11574 31 2816.5 Nagano et al., 2017
SulhyangxSenga SNP 4 Consensus 208 30 800.8 Lee, Lee., 2017

sengana, F,

4 QTLZENMHAR

QTL EAARFE T AL B R U , 45 A R AR
WA 57 TARCEER 0 B, FDRE R AR Y 18 A% 4%
7 RUBUE FEE BRI R A XBCA , SE A R T
HEBFRIC AR K A28 . F8K QTL E
RLBIE FU 20 LG, AT JLEE AT R 1 BB BB
FC» RE AL PR T B RS HUE PR T AT B Y
S P SNV SN EPS ERINE S

PUPETEARTT T, 5 3R BUPEAT R QTL A7

fELG3, LG5 F1LG6 | (Z=##4E, 2012); 5 s Z bt
AR QTLIES: = @A E LGL.LG2.LG3.LG6 FlI
LG7 I, BB 4 Fase M (Antanaviciute et al., 2015).
F] ] ¢ Strawberry Festival” x ‘K12-10" Al  Strawberry
Festival’ x ‘K08-17" #E4A X) # BEJ P H#E 4T QTL &
REREFE » 2 B0 A0 B B ik 52 B S M R IR ), 22
QTL A5 E 77 LG6 I, 5FRid HRM6D_33.083 Al
HRM6D_33.110 5% &8 . AnicNIsiEss R Eox,

APk SRR AL i 126 (Roach et al., 2016). i
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Table 5 QTLs for main resistance, agronomic and quality traits in strawberry
GES JERLPEIR TEEI#EA QTLfIE*® ZH R
Category  Specific traits Mapping population QTL position Citation
E7IN SRR P HokowasexSweet Charlie LG3, LG5, LG6  ZE#4%, 2012
Resistance  Anthracnose resistance
IR PR RedgauntletxHapil LG1, LG2, LG3, Antanaviciute
Verticillium dahliae resistance LG6, LG7 etal., 2015
£ B P 1 Strawberry FestivalxK12-10 LG6 Roach et al., 2016
Angular leaf spot resistance Strawberry FestivalxK08-17
HAEAT N JTHEREE TributexHoneoye LG4 Castro et al., 2015;
Flowering  Weeks of flowering DelmarvelxSelva® LG4 Castro, Lewers., 2016;
behavior ALY [H] Hawaii4xFV LG4,LG6,LG7  Samad etal., 2017,
Flowering time HolidayxKorona LG4 Verma et al., 2017
FFELITAE TributexHoneoye LG4
Perpetually flower
WA Hawaii4xFV LG4, LG5
No. of Runners
m IR PR E 232x1392° LG1 Zorrilla-Fontanesi et al., 2011a;
Quality Fruit weight CapitolaxCF1116° LG2 Lerceteau-Kohler et al., 2012;
traits HolidayxKorona LG2 Sanchez-Sevilla et al., 2014;
TP S 232x1392 LG6 Castro, Lewers., 2016;
Sugar related traits CapitolaxCF1116 LG6, LG7 Verma et al., 2017
DelmarvelxSelva LG6
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B2 ARG 232x1392 LG5
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HolidayxKorona LG2, LG4, LG5
SR AR s 232x1392 LG5
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DelmarvelxSelva LG5, LG6
M DelmarvelxSelva LG7
Total phenolics
y-ZABE S E 232x1392 LG3

y-decalactone content

a: QTL A E AKX 4 WA 20 ; b: “Delmarvel” x “Selva” B4 R e il s T4 S5 K41 LOD BIE I QTL A s s cr <2327 1392 Fll

‘Capitola’x CF1116" ## & H Gi il 842 24F LA B[ QTL A7 14

a: The QTL positions didn’t distinguish subgenomes; b: QTLs above the genome wide threshold were showed in ‘Delmarvel’ x
‘Selva’ mapping population; c: QTLs detected more than two years were showed in ‘232” x“1392” and ‘Capitola’ x ‘CF1116’

mapping population

ik 3 HUPEPEAR 1) QTL 5& 7 45 R EL BUK I, 39 4E
LG6 13 3] T QTL {7 &, Ui B LG6 1] R /- 1EHL
PEFE R R AR I R Bl i Pt A
BRI DY 2R 45 B R 0 SE B E AR A 2 B E
B EHEP R SEEERE TRESE, BE
DY 25 11 R 1 B 25 5 b — M o ) 25 1 R AR 2 /b

(Dale et al., 2002), A b 5 1647 9 R 22 K A
FHRMR ) QTL E ALAIE FT , f& S TR I # R
WEF ORI, Tl =2 AE — 5 /K 5% ‘Hawaiid” x ‘FV’
AR, 34 2 7F 4k 15 5 %F “ Tribute” x ‘Honeoye” ,
“Holiday’ x ‘Korona” 1 ‘ Delmarvel”’ x ‘Selva’ #f {4
oh, FRAEAT A SR MR (BLHE A6 A #, JT e ],
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etal., 2017; Verma et al., 2017), A ik — 5 IR A B
FRRAL T RS LA

BRI QTL B 7 A2 5 — MIFFL#k i, 32
BRSO E R RE BB
wmU Ll ES. BT 2R AR T
ZAEFFSM AT, /E LGLAILG2 E3k3 T 5 R
HIEP QTL AL /s S EEAH R 1) E 2 QTL AL T
LG6; 5B FEAH G E 2 QTL A T LG5, [H B, 7E
LG7.LG2 F1 LG4 L, 13k T 5 S Iuhi g iR 4
F M) QTL 47 £ (Zorrilla-Fontanesi et al., 2011a; Ler-
ceteau-Kohler et al., 2012; Castro, Lewers, 2016; Ver-
ma et al., 2017). ] ‘Delmarvel”x‘Selva’ #44, Xt
R QBT S EN QT & EHT T QTL EN, 4
B EALTE LG5\LG6 LA LGT o Hrp bty
B QTL E M &5 R 5 7E R4k 232" x 1392 A1 “ Cap-
itola’ x ‘CF1116” " fiT 13 1) 45 SR A — (% 5). y-%
P T A2 R S R B A R ) EE R R R T, A 232
X 13927 FEAA T, 5 y-ZE N R B 2 IES Y QTL &
FIELG3 o FEBLEEA b, 5K F 5 11 431t RNA
W7 5w, 78 QTL X 8] N 4T 22 S R R i ik , )
PN R A S AT QTL 8 A7, S 2 K IR IR 2148
FN7 (fatty acid desaturases, FAD)3& K] FaFADI 5 Jig
i 12 ¥% 4X, i (fatty acid hydroxylase, FAH) % A Fa-
FAHI ()R IE& 5 y- 25 W lis & B E VIR, IFEN
AL b R eSS T RR RS y-%E N
fis & & 1) 4% (Sanchez-Sevilla et al., 2014). L4k,
AT 7 VR 2 an o MR ) QTL A7 A, /A0 4% 2R S B
o 5 RS o B LS B HOIR R T 2
HERMEAE, 77 EIF R )2 RN KIBETT.
5 EfEZFMEWR
51 mAEE

R B R AT E IR R, K AR
TR R DA G| T, 25 5 1 i B A P R TR A A0 44
FRIBHEL o 23 T AR ARAE W) it Ft 5] — 14 % 4l
0 EA AL Z R 43 A D7 R Tz (Govan
et al., 2008; Brunings et al., 2010), /& F| T~ 38 #f & Ff
RGR R, LWt m A ORI IRIE LR R . BT, 1R
K3 H A O &0 7 F-hric %08 45 SRR N A58
FEE R B -

R FhRic /e A A S B TR T K
R TAE, AP e FEE R R .
T 2 (2011) A ] 4 EST B8 T & T 60 4
SSRARAC , I A 1) 11 S AT 58 AR 20 AN B i il
[ % 52 . Chambers 25 (2013) A1l FH 25 bk 2 27 3L (X 41
JF 5T )k SSRARIL , J 4. T % H PCRAG A &,
X 209 M RERE SRR AT T 4307, T X 49 e ik S 0
WAL AT AN AR L I = Jd & SNP S5
MHRRE H 24 4~ SNP ARIC, AT 4 109 4N SR T AN [F]
I 5% (10 AL ot P AT G U 65 o, A I R 15 38 T 4
Ft(Jung et al., 2017). 55— J5 T, 73 T A5 ic B 8
T LA JE P BEUR (1 45 7€ , A 20 XF SSR 51 A%t
iR 83 Uy R IR AT RS, WIE 4 BT T s Bt R
ZIRIRISRZ R R, 0 B VR R T i —20
AR (AR B AE, 2012).

52 MEHASERBAERSH

gy ¥ FRic Be 8 B4 Y. DNA 741 B 2 5,
AT b 7 B P A A, i D8] 4 4 B 4 R et Ak 45
K 53 A 4 J7 T A S S AN E . R A RAPD
FRic Rt 37 A~ )\ A A B 2 A v ) 318 A ik [X] 1Y g
ITWEFE, R A B R R 9 =K 2K, 4 il N F. vir-
giniana SSP. virginiana and ssp. glauca, F. virginiana
ssp. platypetala A1 F. chiloensis , ) i & B F. virgin-
iana ssp. platypetala 5 F. chiloensis 5 N $% 1T (Harri-
son et al., 1997). [Al#f % F RAPD #5id , % & KA
PRGN K Ll X 66 S B AE i R g AT FlE 74T
AL AR N =AY RHE, AN H R R T 2L ) 4 58
“Madame Moutot’ (Milella et al., 2006).

JE [R 21 45 ¥ 43 7 J7 T, Sargent %% (2011) |
SSR Ar e A4 gt A% B3, 58 Rl T 93 A R R E A
(¥330 /5 scaffolds 1172 4% 7€ 1, 42K 28.2 Mb, (5 #j#k
FRE 4 FE N ) 13%. 5 Redgauntlet” x “ Hapil* B {4
WAL B 5 A5 AR AR 2 2% P b i bR e U
ATHCE, I LGL 5 LG6 X A 477E 5 5 X Bt , 4kl
TR R A T Gtk i) R ) 5 2 A F A (Sargent
etal., 2009). K FAHALL BT 72 82 , 76 “ Holiday ” x
“Korona’ #fA4 (1) g2 4% Pl i Aa g b, R BT BE DR 2H 2.
E LA AR = 0 RIS, BAE LG2 EARAE G A (5 AL
PR . BeAh, M % AREOR 53 [7] Y5 AR 12 (RosCOS
markers) , BE % X 35 iR} 3 SRR ) L 2 11 2k AT Bt
T, AR R A 45 BRI PR SRR 2 [A) A7
1E 21 N2k 1t [X By (Bushakra et al., 2012).
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