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Abstract: The advances in characteristics of EST derived SNPs in plants and development strategies were

reviewed, and the preliminary results of developing EST-SNPs from Actinidia chinensis complex were introduced.

The potential applications of EST-SNPs in kiwifruit population genetic studies were further discussed, and the

development of EST-SNPs in other species was prospected.
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—ANZAT BRI 2 78 5 ] 5 | Ak A O 25 R st A% st
IIRERY AR, I B 3 BOA [R] B T 285 F0 AR 28 38
£, 50 1 FE B 40 B Wl DNA 43 147 iC (Random
DNA markers, RDMs)HZ AR T 2 P 4127 70 Hr Y
RN B, FE T TLE Y 8% 2 R RS A 5
DA SR 6 388 % g 3 el o e A e A5 B 2K
FE R 231 R) (Human Genome Project, HGP) & H. 45t
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(Bxpressed Sequence Tags, ESTs)7E 3 K &4 &
TGN, X 28 EST J5 81 AR & 31 5 B A or
BAEERER] T wEER/EN, M H N EL PCR AR N
FEREIT & 2 TR B Do FAnic e it T E K
R,

TEH T BST Uil e & Bk W 2 FAric i,
M H R 2 A4 F 451 (Single Nucleotide
Polymorphism, SNP)EA i g 4341 )12 . BAE AR
PEFIRRE Y B 5 T 5280 B 2k 3 A S 5 o, 52 3]
R . BT RIATF IR K J e K i B
TR 225 HE 537 HRic (EST-SNP) 78 18t 4% [ i g |
BRIE R AL | L BGR AL A 18 84T Z Ao A
R ST I e AN TR il e A=l i R T E L
FEMEM. HATXET A BST B (5 B 317
FHE SNP Aic B I & F0 W T I 98 35 A 22, Hovg
TEMAEYIE B 22 5 B B L B bmid 2 Ar o3 B B R
s it — 2B D, I, A 417 EST-SNP
S FAMCIRE s, DL TR 1 EST 04 R %
TR I (A c tinidia)f ) P 2E 4T SNP ARICTF A&
(ARG o A1 Je w120 45 51, LU OB W) Fh ) SNP
PRCIT R TR B4

1 EST-SNP 145 5,

SNP & 45 5: R DNA i —Fp e % B R AL &
b RA R i A BRI, PR
— PP I AR BRI R BB RA DT 1%,
{H 7 cDNA HFAHRME T 1% MR 7,
IR FIR%S (Expressed Sequence Tags, EST)f& 48
IR cDNA SCPE FE AL H Y o [ 75 17 XA
JF T35 cDNA 5'88, 3 "3 B A 150 ~ 500 bp 1Y
FPa® AR TR A 2SR 3 PR R 1
FRAED) . BB DREIE A4 & &, L T LA
FEE BST IX BN BT IR AR 7 BE Al 9 70 1
18, #RZ A EST-SNP i, H =2k B HEH 4 1%y
FE R IR P AN EB 43, R A T RE LS K 40 SNP
(VA=Y

SNP ZrFFric A ok Ll IR . & %%, 3%
HIRZ SEA B B E Y78 S AR A A, 67 T
LR ER Y SNP ] fig B 452 e A 5 2 PR 1 Rk 7K
SERNER BT E5H , X TR A P IR B TR AR sl R R AR
S DA BGE By P BEE A Se R PR30, Hk, B
T SNP i i 2 BB S0 FE A, AE AT R 4y 7

WFFE BT AL X SNP 7 s 4T + /-9 4387, 5 5%
A S mm AT BE A RS Sy
FARic, W AFLP F1 SSR 4§, SNP H A5 w5 4
PR T SRR N SR )z, 2
B Pt hric i ARERS, B FAN
SNP 7 s FES R b iy S oA, A — Y ik BB
A SNP i s A AE 2 — A & (K 5 — > B A% A
(Haplotype)ilf 1715t % o 3T AR 43 #r LU 5L T80
A~ SNP 43 il S (T Z M A {5 8., BLAE AT
SNP 5 R AUH S B 5E Ry A 500 VR —Fhpr A
HIPIREST F A5 i, K A R iE ¥ 5 bR 4 1 EST-SNP
PR ELAAESE W SNP Rid R3Sk, B T BB 5 T fik
FHRFRA HES BN LR, AR T SNP
PRic e P R o[RBT By F EST-SNP 3k
H R IX, B B RSV, 78 LU AN [R) 4 A
PRI 5 A R, BT 32 o T E R B R 4
R 3 PR A 2 R 3 3 R ) O 3 2 Oy T U
Bl Rajeev 51 2 H, 4% F F5 i0 09 8 Pk R AE
(Qualitative nature of data, QND)HL, 1] 1 Jy & & ) b1
#EZ—o QND J& i SCRY 1 5% i 5 HE P bR i i o
HAPRCH AT EE M 3 N EERIRL AR E N, H
rh SRS T 57 1) A58 4R 1 AR 10 Y T A SR A [
SEIFEFR . AT, EST-SNP 43 FHRic i3k /) [H
ETEFRIIES> B T EST-SSR Fll EST-AFLP 431
Pric, W] EST-SNP 43 F A it £ BARE #E 5 ik 1k
AL FIF R P

2 EST-SNP 43FFric i I A& 9 i

2.1 HUREMEYERZNF A

A HE[H ZH SNP FIT e A S T 58 R 21 5 ]
R, RV PR D 21 b oA [ e G R B 0 I 4
BB SNP 7 p 20 A IF R S 2 0 A
FANHAAE Y, X H B R 2 RARE R Y
TR R 3 . BB 5 B [ S AR T ROR 5 B A
iL»(National Coalition Building Institute, NCBI) . KX i}
o F A4 W) 24 5C 5 % (European Molecular Biology
Laboratory, EMBL) #1 H 4~ DNA %% #i% /£ (DNA Data
Bank of Japan, DDBI)H 74 ) DNA 751 84 Fr
I, X 3 R P -k SNP BT ) E 2P
B o XLER IR VAR T HLAG FIS ARl $2 5245
Tl 31, MTI 3 B — 45 1 X B B0 7 Bt e
FAEZHE DL A RIS AL A i 28R . SR
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A5 B TR XX e TR R 51 AT 3R
S HEAT SNP FRICAZ L B & 48 F T 2 28 0 —Ff
] B A5 EL BT 9 SNIP A i3 T & 458 SR s, EL AT
W TARRE Bk, & X2 EENF TR, L3
TR BRI A o

TR EFEYE B TBIT A SNP 731
PRI EEA IR —Fh BT IR E LR
(Sequence Tagged Site, STS)F13& H 41 J¥ 51| ) SNP
fi# ; 7y — R A B & A A6 A KRB EST 51
BB TR A A SNP A7 o AHXT EST % ¥t
JEE , HETC &A1 B SE I 40 F STS Fr 51 Ho
TR , i L EST-SNP J2 H i 3k T2k W15 1.2
Ti¥EIT A SNP bRt i) EEFBro

H AT, M\ E K (Zea may). #1 F6 I+ (Arabidopsis
thaliana) . )X #&(Oryza sativa) . K% (Hordeum vulgare)
SERY) B R T K& EST-SNP® EST-SNP
MITF T LA 3 A FZ AP IR 56— 2 EST 4L
PR AR IS RTHIAL B, MBSO Hh ELHE AR U BST
FPREAEAD & — SR B 1Y/ i BE (< 100 bp), A
I A B AR P 5 R S AE poly A/T B
WIFPA1 X 2B 25 B 430, B LAF R ARic 2
B 25 Rk 26 W5 5 25 AP & BST Bdla iy 3Rk
P, RS BST P ol AT ISR PR,
B3N Z 7 51 R 57 (Multi-member cluster), H F &
B B Y 22 A 5 RS TR ) S A R T SR s
1T EST M Fp AL AL R B AT Sy e , i I /7 O
VEAS B [ 1) JRy FR P ol 7450 18] 00 P LE 1 R 45 A
FHIF], AT REXS 5 T AE M1 15 B2 10 SNP 4 i it )i 1
P, PRI, 75 2 A 280 B4 A s o R 3k DA R B
B B A

2.2 BT EST-SNP 5By 5K 14

EST ¥ &b 12 %% 4 Cross _match 2 Phil
Green 4 5 B PHERR P B0 —8 4, T 59 P 4
XS B — R % 4 B BR & NCBI %48
BARFH R — Lo it K A P51 Be) LHE, AT UM
http//www.phrap.org P hE & %k, 1 BLAST #H Lk,
BABTT IR FE R MR H R R PE TE R . RepeatMasker
AR DLBR & — 20 P8, ISR R EST 43¢
Y UEHfR 2R, 1] LA http//www. repeatmasker. org |~
o XPANBRIE IR B AE— & F EST J3 31 1)
AL,

FOIBHRRERGE  RISMPHEM H A

SRR A F— A EE P S A AL EBA ST S
1) EST #8421 — 9 FE (cluster) ', TR KM
Pz, Al AR K B — B0 R A, BRSO 1 T4y
A TEM PSR, TR REE ST Y. H AT A
Z A% & CAP3 F1 Phrap, CAP3 J& Huang 5%
F & M—ER TP AT, & RN IE &
5 B IE DA BRI 7% 2 5 & ¥ (Contigs ) ; £ /75
PreEz N R BUT S B AR B B R P A S
i A1 3" S A AEG X 4, P2 4E Consed F2 7 AJ 3211
ACE #& 0B 45 RS, 30k A3 T/ N s
£ 5% EST M PF#E. 55 — 3 Phrap J& Phred-
Phrap-Consed #4413 i) — %543, Phrap x4 FH ¥a 2%
IR 5 P PR ORI, 7 A MR 1 — B3 3 9
Frma il BRI EA 3 R i 4 S RN Ak 3 5 ) 51
HIfiE 11%, F1 CAP3 AH L, Phrap FYiz 47 3 B BE R,
d T AL IR B D 38 A R B BR A2 5k EST
FEAPEEE . Aid, Phrap #1E X 51 B BUSE A
1 CAP3 , 7EXT /N BB R PR R P AT BB 2.
WP B /N S B EST Aot B PR

SNP 4 Hr 3K 14 HRETC A F 2R R4
BAEE AT A 3120 BT SNP A7 S 0 3k, X sk
P FZA PR . —Fp 24X EST /550 )% T
ST AT, I B3 0 T A0 4 =B 43 B EST T
PP B G2 O 1k X 40 AL SNP 15
B BE BL P A iR 22 K %S R, A0 Phred/Phrap/
PolyBayes & /%%, PolyBayes #{4:" 7 1E 3L [ 41
J 5 e B S 1) SRR R RE B A 0 51 55 2R (R U
FEH 9> SNP BB FHME . SR, H AT 3 50
FEHF 2 EST J7 41 38 5 A Bl v gh £k, B i
PolyBayes ¥4 1%) b FH EL A B KW R BRI, 55—
Tl 2R R JEF FH P 510 Hb X6 19 TU 4% 1 54T SNP 37 1
W R, X2 JE R i Hh K & EST J7 51 AH 48 4
T JC R Il 2k & B EST-SNP & 3 44, 4o
AutoSNPPY A1 SniPpER 145

AutoSNP J& H Fii i F1 3 2 8 4. P 2% [l U5
) EST J78 £ [R]— B A7 5 2 H BRI e 8 a3 1) T
REMEAR/IN, 2L SNP 28 ARG JE7E EST U4 42 v iy
PR EGE T 1 AR R R PSS SR . 40, L
AR B I A A AR S BT AG) BRI B R A i T
YER—AEEAR A% T2k, 434 LA AHSE ) SNP 37
SRR B R R A R i E SNP [ — 4>
Pt 38 3 3K W 25 T 1 it , AutoSNP BE 8 A A5 b
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FF& SNP v 5, {H J2& To 12 58 411 B 55 2 [R) 15 5 [
T, — L6l 7 44 1R 5 SO B BH 1 SNP 1] fiE
B, MRIEBAMERIN SNP (A 2 B0 5 55 & TR
VLR S 43[R TR DR, 7 AuotSNP 54 (18 S s i
fifi B & H QualitySNP 145 & REAT s L HE R 5%
R [RIVREE R B T4, I A el A5 5 | ke ) {1 B
A8, Tang %5 FHIZ 314 LD M 548 2 (Solanum
tuberosum )P~ i FR 161202 4% EST 741 F T &
17745 /> SNP, F &I /¥ 7 i ik, A5 94.3% 15 2
NN

AutoSNP F1 QualitySNP {4 #R W] LA i 2 % 7.
B O BEEE PR AN A SRR PR AR DG IR, 58 iU R 37
AIER T MR, P mT A A — e B T
FL4n BLAST 4844 BF 82 1M B — B0HE 17 51 A 34
P e E A i AE TUAR 8 B BB FE (nr) AR TU R R
BAEPE (nt), B 0T 1) BB 45 #4 3K (domain) & JE 7
(motif) 35 - EHE i FEA T RV BT, DA T I 373X
M P H] — 2 R R YIRS S o

2.3 EST-SNP {if = I8 IE 75 3%

FHAEE B 5 R TF & B SNP o x5 AN 7] 3 A
A B PR 77 A, e 3 i e i SE 0 kil =2
JaA R . BHET SNP BRI/ Hr 8 RIEH £,
B HAEER T BAs i Ball 7, t o2 i 245 Ik
JIWIARE B 2 R, ANl A ik & SNP o7 5 iy
W 250 B A I B AR S 47 /)N il & SNP 43 B
X, 1 i U1 4 3 2 25 M ¥ 51 (Cleaved amplified
polymorphic sequence, CAPS) &Y, dCAPS %P7 | gk
¥ 5% £ 25k (single strand conformation polymorphis,
SSCP) %54y 3k [H 4% 5+ 1 PCR (Allele specific PCR,
AS-PCR)P™ %, 3 B AR B R s LA S B K BLAR 1
i B SNP V75 B Ji 2 71 Sl A A I, (5L A5 L
4 S 63k ) AR 45, AT LA A O {8 BB 1 5% il /b
SNP {7 S A I TAE . 2 F 9864512 1 SnaPshot
Ty 2 T A B VO A W R - AT I ] B B v
(MALDI-TOF )P Fl & 43 #¢ %5 fi#t i 28 43 H1 (high
resolution melting, HRM)"“ #f$ 3 F T H1 453 f SNP
AR BRI 3531, % B A AN A A A TR 225K, £ XA
[F] AR S 2, P DA BRA3E I 7 A I DA o ik
b, SNP i —Ffid B2 AR e B A SNP ) T+,
— YK A [R]BSHASEI 7 A4 SNP, S KRBT 1) B 3=
BFEZ -, Sk i Affymetrix SNP 6.0 &
A AR 931946 A4~ SNP, 22 Jij i F KBS

I RERPESS BT o S5 41, 8 HE Y Tumina S5 A2 AR
SEAA N Affymetrix I SRS R FIBA , HTER
AR, T LA A v 8 B R A A R E A K
BB SNP A, {H AR

3 EST-SNP 43FFric i) i

Y R ZHE A S B A i AL AR 7
AHOG , (RIS IS5 R e B 2 W e o R 1R 1) 3
P 2= AR M 3 4D X AR A 3 PR 4 4
25 By 1 B 3 26 R AL Y 3 3 2o AR
Marie 4™ 1E B 50 B MR 22 5 W B B 42 (Picea
glauca) 6 1> HARJEHE, 7308 T 345 P RIXIEH Y
534 A~ EST-SNP {i i, 3 i 715 JB B [H] () SNP &
AEATERFNAL T S 58 B AR R T A i i 2
DR, I FH D3 07 3 20 B 6 i 25 57, 45 SR 3R B 3K
53 B AL 1 N B 52 M 1) 53 B T R R T 3 0 e R R
J17T B R R AR B A RN . F P FhiE DNA
AU 4 5 ) ) (9 AR <7 HESY dE 2 H g% BST-
SNP Z3FFric ZEA (Rl Fh B R 40 H i 43 A, W] A4S
TN R IG EZR 1 , ATTX A [ 4 11 35 8] 4 245
B H AT R TAE 2 0T o Jose SFM F AR
Wi f5 B % 5 ik, R A SGN % 4% & b 3 i
(Lycopersicon esculentum) 3 A~ F ) EST £0HE I
A SNP ARic, I % B A i R0 oRk 335 Fh 9 e 31 i AT

S458F, F McDonald-Kreitman 43 7 32217 F1 DA 2%
T R 3 1 B R AL SR AL b P 4 i it 4L 5
IR BAREFE MR, s 1 — 2k 5 B A iy
A B R T D A Ao A DG 1) 56 PR N PR 5k , Ay
HPERE LA SR T — L SR AR

TEEREE L S w5 b, FIH EST-SNP 43 ¥ #r
1ET] LA AT R YR DNA 751 (1) 15t 4% o AU R B, 2 T
T fROF )G SRR R R AL KRR, Gary
S URh R BARVEYI) 350 £ 75 4% EST JF & i
T2 AMMEBE SNP 5, I 4017 L3 T AR AR AE
Yyrh SNP (oA 2 B IR PIRR T SRR R 2
5 AR /N & ( Triticum  aestivum ) A1 J\ 5 & H #E
(Saccharum officinarum) ¥ 5 i) SNP £ 75V &z =,
FLUR G2 DU A5 1R K, A5 KA | =i 3 (Sorghum
bicolor) 5 5flk . BT EE FHAEYE B2 ik IF
K 1296 A~/NZE SNP,3E i He A 3 A4S R 41 it A
i) EST-SNP £t FF| FH 22 A 25 P54 1 2k AL At
AT RGBT, R RN G 3 A SE R4t
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R AD BRI R KR ILHRIE, 5 S M H
(96 2 A 3E, Schmid 2552 F1] FH 481 5 2% Ff 8] 9
STS H1 EST FXf & 4% SNP, %f 12 f3-45L B I 44 ki
15288 47 28 2 43 H7, FF I 41 3 15 9 2 (Neighbor-
Joining) ARG , R T H PB4 Cvi-0
5 Col-O Z [AIfF AR R AL B o

HE ) 5% 2 RE VPN AN B BT IR AR 3P T R
FIFH R FERE , R 2> FAmic nl AR K 32 =5 & B L 55
B AR TR R0 . DIREM: EST-SNP 43 FAric
e E T HARSE R X 93, A X 2 T g3
PIHE AT 5 e 2 1), Feng %6 F EST-SNP 4} F
Fricky e T F S B9 32 (Brassia campestris ) ¥ 12 1
BIE, 5 I B AR, e AR 2
BrFLCI F1 BrFLC2 3R, FFE R AEWIEA R YA 3
FrhsssE 3 A5 BrFLC2 FFRFEAHE L SNP
fifio Yang %P HFEAM( 3 AN Fr Y EST i, 78
44 NFEF LR T 101 S SNP AV A5, 28
UER 83% 2 E AL, K 46 1> SNP & i 7G4 o A 1Y)
R X8k, IEBH 2 > SNP 5 50 S B 6 35k [R] e 5
B, SHRIRAHDCHEF BB B IC RS, $E
T BRI S IO , K 0 BRI e Y 3
2. Umemoto 25 2 38 7K e 2 5 [X. A S Ky B 11 a
(SSHa) A7 A7 5 4~ SNPs, H 1 4~ SNP fig
5 RIS AR, IR C R4 P> SNPs
RES LRI AL, nTREE S [ JE M 11 a L
TR I A R R, TN B B 45 EAETE MY &
B KRR E R T HILTE T, Shu P A
Y5 B2 % K 5.(Ghcine max) EST 351 BE it
BN K GHEEHASFH) L, &4 H EST-SNP fif 5 537
A BRI T KRG & o

4 BST-SNP #ric H A& i st e

Wi EST ¥ T & SNP FH-A 245 5% A AN )
AMRIGIRIIE EST HEAT 5 L X 4% 1 225 S 2k, 52
BRERAE L R AP AT I 127 22 [ L, 55 B2 1 22 A 4
TN CAf# TR, 9 cDNA SCPEM , & Fh i % st Al
DNA R A2 A R b 5] ASEECCY [ i BUBE
FALTTERZ R I 7 17 B [ A 1 Ry B 1 i 45 1] —
TP (B Y IE 0 2R A, el 42 EST J3 51 W
Vi O P S A TG o Ay R AR5 A ) R, T A
T s B4 e J5 2 114 81 DX 3R ) 57 A A T EE X 40T o
T LG, E 775 L AP e R v, 55 R R IR R

(Paralogous gene) % ) #4 it i 2 B A5 A 3 K £ 17 HE
Xt S EOT & 1) SNP e B BHYE . R 75 2
B AR R AR HERR AR B AR P58 T4

K53 TF & 1 BEST-SNP Ao/ 5 FE A5 A Yy
REOE 15 A BRI FIIESE , (HEARR PSS HE
FEYIER AL & Z2 A5 1K, Wi 2% (Brassica napus) K16
(Gossypium hirsutum) JHEE (Nicotiana tabacum )55
SR UR ARSI, BN R AR . AR R AE )
1) SNP 57 s Al 7 vk oz FH T 2 A% A 9 v ] REAF
TEPRIXE , BRI P Y 7 1 T LS R R IR 2 A A L 5K
i) SNP {7 & (HFE 5 22 58 F AR TE AT 24 & 245
PRBT I AR K R XE . BLAE 1 43 B 2 R T vk X 4y
SNP 7 s = TE 57 U8 2 A8 PR e (0 22 ) 34 2 s i
ZN BRLAERETE IR Z A5 R R b % SNP
i8R —AMER . XA/ EST-SNP 5543 FAnic7E
ZAEAAE Y L R

MEE A 15 B 2 L M 5838, BT W 43 BT SNP
BB AS T 7 A S, B A A SR g A P
HRIF R SNP FRic o m i e Kl 2 R &, oK &
HHOC EST $dia 2 i A Wi AR R0 & SR (A5 B An 5K
W, REBIRREA R T &4 A L E 2
KeFE FIA B 1545 A8 S 11 SNP v 4, B B Tk 474
SRR R 5 AR AR e B SR S A,
ny 4= 35 A 4 9 4 (Whole-genome Scaning, WGS) .
2 5 A K O B 56 BE P 4 M (Genome-wide
Association Studies, GWAS) ={ 3¢ Bt ¥ 8t &
(Association Genetics) ', %5 4h, HHi SNP {7 &5 )
U FH IS IE B AR WL TE AN W A R , SNP J8h F 5535 (1 75
TE A BE A A R IR R B S AR R b 2
FIRAEYE B I & SNP 70 Fhrid. Pl
18 , Affymetrix A FBGHIF & T 1 5K & 5t 40 Yl
Bk St E 11500 A~ A2 SNP (9 Jy 585 F, Tl
T2 B B KRS SNP Gt el BIVEE [l 192 BT L
D, ARSI R 425 41 0 2 BB 25 5 1) #A380 RPCHE 318
T EST £ 2 & SNP Fric A W)ME B IR MK &
BB B 22 L
S BSHHS R BT 52 EST-SNP dRicthy

AT
BRME Bk J& (Actinidia Lindl) 35 J& T 55 6 Bk B

(Actinidiaceae Hutch.), A 55 F 20 A8 Fp, 25 75 1~5
KB, AR R A 2, BB T PR
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WERk(A. chinensis) 2 &R TIAAEF , B b AL Rfe
Bk(A. chinensis var. chinensis) Fl 3% B Bx 5 Bk (A.
chinensis var. deliciosa)}i B TR . BREMKEAEY
B MTE AR X, vp [ Oy Hoar A vhoty, D ERh 43
i F R X B SR BE AR )32, MIE 4R 50°%
B T AR A, DAz J AR A I AT A ) X
RO BT, SRSk E Y R E AL S T AR
b 2 5 EBEL TR S 5L A s BT T
KIATERE . FF & SNP 43 Fhric X T2 B disate
M EE BRFAE PR 0 35 A LR 2 R TR #)  o F e
R LA KL S50 B 0 R P R R N st A% B R AR R R
EH.

FIHITA BBk EST cdi 21 SNP 2347 (41
AP P 22 ) Crowhurst 25 Stk Bk k4T T
SNP ffiiiik , {H I B A TR & 9 SNP o7 5 9 &
HEFIEE oA R S BRI AR AL R A A . AR SOR IR )

M NCBI #5045 122 (1 rh A5k &2 A 1k BST )3 41 F
13 SNP 4 Fhric HF & B9 0] 47 4, [ B A 28 )
Dave [¥] PERL i& 5 F£ /¥ AutoSNP 2.0 fi 28 Jii e Ak
EST %4 & SNP {5 B i KL, b I & 7l
BBk EST-SNP 43 F A i I b A 26 5@ B
FER

5.1 AERRIRHES &1 EST-SNP Fr & 775 K R Bg

EST 54 #7 B2 2009 4£ 11 H,NCBI
B PE v S BRERE EST 851 132577 4, Horprp
R 47379 45, RRBRBEREA 57751 45 (R
1), 43315 MR 35.74% F1 43.56% ., H L ESF
G B IAAS BT 5 BB o 22—, U B AR
Wk 2 &R H) EST A B & IR M, & & 17
EST-SNP 4041, & Bt il 22 1 F ¥ 1 70 4% 2 1 3R
W%, Fl AutoSNP {45 43 Bt Hh AR R A Ak 2 & 1A 1)
EST %41,

®1 hEFRBEHRESE EST HERR

Table 1 Information of EST database of the Actinidia chinensis species complex

cDNA SCPE% REZPsY e P =3 ¥ EST KA
Number of Number of EST Number of % Average length
c¢DNA library sequences singletons of EST
ARSIk A. chinensis var. chinensis 21 47379 7962 16.8 558
SERBRAERE A. chinensis var. deliciosa 14 57751 11691 202 453
41l Total 35 105130 19653 187

P-4 Mean

500

EST-SNP #JiR 5l F| F Cross match Fl
RepeatMasker #FX] i 1Y EST 34 #E1 7T AL 2,
FIH D2cluster A HATIRIB R, SHOXE
H“80% similarity” , K J5 F ] CAP3 #i {20 %< i &
#, Z 8% & N “ minmatch 100, overlap similarity
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FHAR SNP o7 5 i BAA L A 43 B9 AR 3] — L L SC B T
RN, SNP B H 2 &4 105 B 2k, o
TEPRIGAR AN SE IR BRAR ARG EST 81404 B, I
KPR RN E SR LA SR ELER W
SNP i 5o
522 SNP £HE

T ESTHH KT 2 WEESIHN—HMF
G FEILTT 3101544 bp, FHERREREE & /& cDNA
HSNP & AE AR N 0.29 (100 bp) "', Newcomb
SEOTHRTE SE R (Malus domestica) i) 150000 2 EST
H SNP &RAEHZ N 0.14 (100 bp) ' o A WL, HhaEgk
Bk E A1) EST-SNP Y & A= 45 % BH fgk L3I 2% 1)

SNP i i AR A

SRR, AT RESE B T AR B B AR I 2 A5 L Ry
PS80 Z R VR RIS 40 TR VR 35 PR ) 48, s i
Fer=AE ) EST 4 o i [m) L - 300
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A 4 4 BST FHIA BRI 1 A J2KME, RISHPF
BeJa P A 1 — By 51K B R 2045019 bp, HE A
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5.2.3 TRFEARL K AR A B A3
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Table 2 The number and frequency of SNP in the contigs

TR T 25 S R SNP % H — B K I SNP %

Number of sequences in each contig ~ Number of SNP  Total consensus length (bp) SNP frequency (per 100 bp)

2 1759 569173 0.31

3 2234 487352 0.46

4 3225 629676 0.51

5 243 219200 0.11

6~10 447 483436 0.09

11~20 303 473527 0.06

21 ~30 110 99267 0.11

31 ~40 116 34170 0.34

~50 102 31699 0.32

>50 347 74,044 047

A1t Total 8886 3101544 0.29
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