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ABSTRACT: Association of genotypes by single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) markers and

phenotype of yield-related traits, i.e. fruit weight (Fw), fruit length (FU), fruit width (Fwi), fruit

peduncle length (Fpl), and fruit wall thickness (Fwt) were evaluated in 101 lines double-haploid
population together with parental lines (PEPACT and PEPAC92) and F hybrid. Genotypic data
was analyzed using the genotype-by-sequencing technique DArTSeq (DArT P/L). Nine thousand

and twenty-five SNPs were obtained and then filtered by PIC value (> 0.8) and segregation ratio

of 1: 1 resultingin 2,572 SNP markers to be used in linkage analysis. The genetic map consisted

of 12 linkage group using JoinMap version 4.1 was constructed. The single marker analysis and

MQM mapping for traits were analyzed in MapQTL version 6 software. QTLs associated with

the fruit weight trait were identified as gfw1.1, gFw1.2 and gFw10.1, on linkage groups 1 and
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10, fruit length as gF(3.1, gF(3.2, and gF(3.3 on linkage group 3, fruit width as gfwi3.1, gFwi3.2,
gFwi3.3, and gFwi2.1, on linkage groups 2 and 3. There are QTLs for fruit pedicel length identified

as gFplé.1, gfFpl5.1, gFpl9.1 and gFpl11.1 on linkage groups 5, 6, 9 and 11 and for fruit wall

thickness as gFwt6.1 and gFwt7.1 on linkage groups 6 and 7.
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NI9MIANUFUNUS T2 WA N BN
ulndieiaiesnuneluianavia single
nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) nilulndi
Aertesiunandnuomsn lawn Avdindn
ATNLETI AINUNTNE ATV LATATININ
ilevesansn luvssvnsiudauwnasss S1uau
101 anewug swduanenugiduazne (PEPACT
uay PEPAC92) wazgnuandhi 1 whluiiasnes
Toyadlulnilngldinalinn1sinsevidludlagnis
WARULUA DArTSeq (DAFT P/L) WULA30eMang
Luana SNP §9u3u 9,025 funis nsasdayanae
A1 polymorphic information content (PIC)
(> 0.8) wagdnsdrunsnszaefusznsdu
WU 1 ¢ 1 Yuesenaneliana SNP insoaudn
$1u9u 2572 dumds wnadansuitugnssy
ATOUAAY 12 NgudIANg (linkage group) lagld
TUsN3u JoinMap 1estu 4.1 1Az QTL lag
75 single marker analysis Wag MQM mapping
Tu MapQTL o3y 6 wuin QTLs Aiduiusiu
Snwatmidn ldun gFwl.1, gFwl.2 uaz
qFw10.1 VUNAUAIANT 1 waz 10 ANENIVDY
WA LN gF(3.1, gFL3.2 uay gFl3.3 uunquasd
LAY 3 ANWAEANUNINNG gFwi3.1, gFwi3.2,
qFwi3.3 way gFwi2.1 VUNGUAIAINT 2 uay 3
AueTIvestana T gFplé.1,gFpl5.1, gFpl9.1
Wag gFpll1.1 UUNGNEIALND 5, 6, 9 Uag 11 uag

2. . nw. (2562) 50(1): 78-89

AMUNUILLD laun gFwtb.1 way gFwt7.l
VUNGNAIAND 6 uaz 7

AanAgy: 3N, Autlalenass, DArTSeq, anvae
LU0

unun

W3n (Capsicum spp.) Ynogluied
Solanaceae funasnndalulansouaniniy
oulim winiduitvinfidwamaasugRaszilan
idesanilnuammeesge iuunasliiniug
WATLE WAIIU LAALTEL AN wALSHY Waginniiy
su q Ustlowdveandnivenisthanitenisusing
wazluN1AGAAIMNITUAN 9 Usandlveiiuiing
Uannw3nndi 8,443.5 15 uaviinanin 18,557 ¢iu
Food and Agriculture Organization [FAQ] (2017)
sreeuinandndulvgldifienisuslaanislu
UTELNA LUU WINEA WINLIT WINUL goansn win
wne wazinsald Wudu Ssdudmaninanedu
duddseonfid1fyvesszne wanIINi i
anusaininuivgnidulduseauladndae
(Siripanuwat, 2013) dusurtinuasiugnin
ﬁﬁauﬂgﬂ A9 W3n C. annuum L., C. frutescens L.
waz C. chinense Jacq. (Pickersgill, 1988)
Jeuszmalnedondgnwin C annuum \lema
n13561 (Nikornpun, 1998)
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Yaymmdnaivilinandslaifivanese
AU BIn15In15USTnA LAZAAINNTTY
esannisdvhansvedlsauazuuased 1y
Tsala%aludnaunsannide Cucumber mosaic
virus (CMV) waelsasiweuunsnlua uenanids
ftspfifertostunandnlnonss Fedranunse
¥ QTLs fimuaudnvaeifstestunandnld
IransaTaefinnanvesdnlifisamosoniny
Fosmsiiiutuld dmiudnvaznanandulng
gnAuAusiEBumaneg (polygene) Sadudnume
WwaUsunad (Grube et al., 2000; Suzuki et al.,
2003) anansavmiuviiwediuiiauauseisnis
quantitative trait loci (QTL) (Hansen et al.,
2005) Fafoafinswauiuszrinsifioninun
fumsosBumeniy faUssansdudauswaoes
Wuuszannsfidsenunudidalunisinem QTL
Tudigviateaiin 1wu wn (Lefebvre et al., 1995)
wag U1IuUnskad (Heun, 1992; Barua et al., 1993;
Backes et al., 1995) Wy Lefebvre et al. (1995)
$16971U77 WU QTLs MAstesiudnvazves
NENAFLLIGA 1 Lo A ane AsEn NG
wazgUsma WWudu sguulasiulay 2, 3 uaz 4

Lmﬁmﬂ%wmaimaqa SNP 911
DArTSeq (DArT P/L) Waunlaegaaitu CAMBIA
1ag Dr. Andrzej Killian US®% DArT (Diversity
Arrays Technology P/L) ludsinuniinends
Canberra Uszinaoaainsids Mdsuleddnsimns
BonfiulSinamiduevesilul uasmdduined
Tolnd (SNP) ifiaruaziBongs uazasouaqusis
Al v‘iﬂﬁmmma%ﬂLmuﬁﬁuﬁﬂ'ﬁuﬁﬁmm
GRIRRILE LLauLWMUSuﬂWﬁﬂWWIHﬂ’]iG]ﬂﬁ]QU QTL
(Thudi et al., 2011) msﬂﬂmmﬂummaﬂs“aﬂﬂ
LwaﬂﬂmmmLmuwaaauwmumaﬂwmvmm
HANANUSENOUA QY umuﬂma AIUETIINA
ANUNTIOHE ANLENVBITING LaYAINLMULTD
suaqwauuLLmuﬁﬂ’uqﬂsﬁmawﬁsﬁmmw%ﬂéfuLf]a
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LENADEATILAINIININ TN LTI UaT 0B TYNEN
anHaudIN 1 veansnsendng PEPACT fu PEPACS2

¢ ad
gunInULaZISNS

AsAnYIANEMZNaNAR luUSEYINININAULDA
LINADYA

winildiiionsAnwmaass Ussnaude
inmﬂiwaﬂmwaLLawaa&mmLUuWﬁﬂmawuﬁ
memmﬂmiwawLamauavaammwmaﬂwama
§i 1 909WSnsEning PEPACT (10 CA500) A
PEPAC92 (30 CA2106) 13 121 maw“uaj
(Raweerotwiboon and Chunwongse, 2013) o8
WInauWug PEPACT waz PEPAC92 lasumdny
aulATIENINAUGITBULAr N UYL YR o U
AMTIAYAT NUNILEY UUTINGIFUNUATANERS

IMPNIANIWNILAY waznIngnuaudin 1

(PEPACT x PEPAC92) 1A831UANUNITNARBILUY
Augmented Randomized Complete Block
Design wusilu 5 uden (Block) melulsiazudion
fnsniugAIvANTIIY 4 aeug A windue
anefug CA365 Winanewug PEPACO2 uaynin
MINTEIIBUNDY 2 agiUg INUTEN dadiaan
n Wnsneanuaniuulameaes udazulasdes
TYuIAIiu 1.2 x 6 91519UAT HaEIEEET
FeUIAUTY 0.50 1WAT uiavwlasdesgn
wWinaewugar 12 du uaztuiindeya 10 fu
gNLIUAWI - YneuUas dmiu 5 Snunisnandn
fvnstufinuszneudne dwiinee (n5) A
g1 (WUALAT) ANUNTNE (Hafiuns) Ay
g12v039ma (wuRms) LarATmvLonma
(Hadwns) Ineadun1side o qudiTeuasinu
WYHNLUATOU AIAIVINYEAIU AUELNYAT
ALNLEY UNINGIFENEATAIEAT TNeUA
AUNalay 9.uAsUsy seudnumouiuegy
WAl 2558 JURUFBUNUNTIUS W.61. 2559 waIU



ToyaunIATedinelusunsy R version 3.3.2 (R
Core Team, 2013)

nsAnedayadlulnd

amﬂ‘uiuaausumﬂs zInInsnduLUa
WEWARYA 91U 101 mawuﬁmﬂmwm 121
areiug ateiuguy ‘PEPACT a@lunugne
‘PEPAC92’ LLazQﬂmau%ﬁ 1(F) danaiamoue
TngyhmsaauUasisnisananiouves Fulton et al.
(1995) arnvuiilunsradeunududy way
AuNMRIRLEUIEMBIATE AU AT
299815U5u1ul9lagwsfsiy (Nanodrop
spectrophotometer) fiansTuAududy uag
AMNNTBIRLOULD wdIUSUAMIDLTUVD AW
wpazfeg19liyindu 100 ng/pl uaFedsROuLe
Wieneilulnilagldimadandosmmneluana
SNP 1ae/38 DArTSeq (Diversity Arrays Technology
Pty Ltd, Australia)

n19%11 QTL ‘ﬁm‘uQué’nwmzwawﬁﬂuﬂizmns
winauliauanaasn

AL Quantitative trait loci (QTL)
v 5 dnwae Ustnoudae Wvmidnua (fruit
weight) ANuEIKE (fruit length) AIMNNTHE
(fruit width) mmmaﬁuaﬂsﬁ””ma (fruit peduncle
length) Wag mﬁwmmamaqwa (frult wall
thickness) mﬂuummsmawauamsamma
I‘MLaqa SNP ¢8a1 polymorphic information
content (PIC) 1 0.8 wasVAEOUNIINTZALFIVON
wsesmneluiana SNP Tudnsndu 1: 1 fes
Anszilaauand fissiurnudeiunisadd 95
Wosigud mﬂﬁ?uﬁflm%wmaimaﬂama%w
LLmuwwuﬁﬂiiuimaisﬁﬂsLLﬂsu JomMap 4.1 (Van
Ooijen, 2006) Lwa’sLvsmmmﬂauaqmﬂwmumw
WUGNTU Inely Kosambi mapping function
(Kosambi, 1944) laglunuigseaeniasening

wiawnnefduedy M udidasgy QTLs
YOIVY 5 WAl M99 MQM mapping Tu
TUsunsu MapQTL 6 (Van Ooijen, 2004)

NANSNAADILAZINTAl

anvaznINanNanuaIlszyInsninaulda
uaNADYA

Usy $YINININAULTALINADYAIINNIN
aﬂwamn‘m 1 581319 PEPAC?’ x ‘PEPAC92’
W 101 a@neniug uumuﬂmamammﬂu 8.4
n3u LLauﬁ\‘iﬂﬂL‘Vﬂﬂ‘U 32.2 n3u wazALRAEWTY
17.4 n3y Iﬂam uumuﬂmamaqwumm ‘PEPACT’
Wiy 22.1 n3u wagvaeiuge ‘PEPACO2’ winiu
10.3 n3u (Figure 1A) Usyrnswsnautauawanss
mmmmaﬁwqmwﬁﬁu 5.7 \URALIAT UATEIAR
WU 15.0 WUl wazAaiewiafu 10.7
wufns Tuvugifinaueinaveaiuguy
PEPACT Winfiu 10.4 Loufuns wag Wugne
PEPAC92 windu 10.1 wu@lums (Figure 1B)
Uszrnswinduidauswases imunissana
Wi 14.4 Jadluns waggegawinnu 36.1
fiaduns wavAadowitu 21.0 faduns ey
NINNaYRIUSKI PEPACT Wiy 26.3 fadkuns
wazUDINUGNe PEPACO2 Wiy 13.3 fadiuns
(Figure 1C) Uszwnsnsnsutlatanansail a1
mwaa%waﬁwqmmﬁu 2.3 \UURLUAT LAZEIEn
WU 5.0 wufiuns wazAnadewindu 3.4
LYURLLAT mmmwan%mammﬁuﬁmj PEPACT
WInU 3.4 ufins wazvadiugwe PEPACS2
WU 3.3 lwuRLLas (Figure 1D) LLﬁuU’iu“U’Wﬂi‘Wﬁﬂ
Auldaugnaoyn ummwmmamammmu 1.6
Taduns uazgegaindu 3.3 fladims LazALRge
WU 2.2 Hadluns mmnmu%uammwumm
PEPACT winfiu 2.5 §aduns wasaaInugne
PEPAC92 11U 1.7 daduns (Figure 1E)
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N1SNTEIYAIVDIANWULNNFTUFIUINY1VBS
aﬂwmvmmmamamiuﬂswmﬂsmﬂﬂuuuaLLawaaam
Dunvusowes uandlidiuii aﬂwmvmmum
PIUANAIBEUNATEAILUUL (Kongaimun et al.,
2011) kags1891UV89 Dwivedi et al. (2015) wu
ol W'ﬁfﬂ,uﬂsumﬂi RIL Uanmaaﬂuamwwaq
Lﬂwauamnmmmmmawam L umuﬂma uay
aueaNa Wudiu finsnssaeirauusieriies
wazlrowio

A.
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gzo v \y
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wlv i
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voyadlulnld

Tayailaainnsiasgralulndlagly
wadlaedossneluiana DAITSeq WulA3aavsNY
Tawanawiin SNP fiamun 9,025 suns wazdifies
2572 fumisiiinisnseanesalusnsdiu 1 : 1
wazilan PIC geandn 0.8 iileunadianaud
TUENTILVRUTENINTNINFUTaLaNa0EAINNEN
gnwandail 1 ‘PEPACT’ x ‘PEPAC92’ Usznouly
8 12 NAUAIALND H1AINIYDIUNUTITI
1,310.19 cM (LOD = 3.0)

B. X
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Figure 1 Frequency distribution of 101 of DH plants for A) fruit weight (Fw, g.) B) fruit length (FL, cm.)
Q) fruit width (Fwi, mm.) D) fruit pedicel length (Fpl, cm.) and E) fruit wall thickness (Fwt,

mm.), P1 = PEPACY7, P2 = PEPAC92
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QTL finruaudnwmzilisadasiunananly
Uszrnsnsnauilananaaen

AT QTL LUU single marker analysis
9159 non-parametric (Kruskal-Wallis, KW) test
wuedomngliana SNP a5 nauAsding
Fllrnuduusiusnunsdmingg 1ud nduReding
1,2,6,7 uay 11 fiadoavaneluiana SNP fiavan
6 nguAIALNY MTmNLdITLSFUSNYUE AL
YoINA WA NGUAIALND 1, 2, 3, 8, 9 uar 11 §
wAsoavmneluiana SNP i 8 naudsding 7if
AnuduuSiuanvuEAUNTwE laun nauaad
1N91,2,3,6,7,9, 10 uag 11 finsesmneluiana
SNP Tiaviun 6 nauAsding Adauduiusiu
Snwniganuenvesia léun nquasding 2, 4, 5,
6, 11 uax 12 uazileioavmneluana SNP vianun
5 nauAsAing Alauduiusiudnvaue A
o un NEUAIALND 3, 6, 7, 8 uaz 10

N193LAT1394 QTL LUV Interval mapping
Humengilasuiawuifugnssuduag q
Feilimsuléing QTL Aeadesfiudnumesng
oguutasla Jeialiarunsnideniniosmune
Tuiana SNP s LOD score geamluusiazng
dsdina tieldidu cofactor Tunsiiasest QTL
LUy MQM WU dnsasthviinuagnaiuaudae
QTLs 3 fune laun gfwi.1 gFwl.2 uag
gFw10.1 §#1 LOD Score 3.7, 3.2 uag 3.1 og
FUsLeT 1655 cM, 1635 cM VUNGUFIANT 1
WAz 59.5 cM UuNAuAIANa 10 @1u150e5ue
AruUsUTuvesdnunsmiinaalulsznsld
11.8%, 10.3% uaz 10% audiu Ssaenndesiy
518971U89 Dwivedi et al. (2015) Anwdnuaie
YOIW3n (Capsicum annuum L.) laglguszanns
RIL WU QTL fifendasiutmiinue Ae Otofw.
jivr-1.1 UUNGNAANT 1 Qtofw.iiv-2.1 vungy
89ALNA 2 Uag Qtofw.iivr-3.1 UUNGURIALNT
3 @30S UIEAMLLUSUTILRIEN Wz M

waluUszrnsTaniu 16 5-48% Juagiuanin
LINADN WATADAARDINUIIBIIUTBY Moulin
et al. (2014) AnwrlulszwInsnsn Capsicum
baccatum var. pendulum WU 9 QTLs Fdeto
fudnvazdiminaauy 4 sdinandy Tned
1 QTL aguunguasding 2a 1 QTL aguunguaan
113 3a 1 QTL aguungudsding 12 6 QTL aguu
NANAIANT 5b @1U15088UI8ANLLUTUTILYRY
Svamimtinualulssnnssaniuld 14.44%

ANYUTAINYIIVOINAYNATUALA Y
QTLs 3 swwus lawn gFi3.1, gFl3.2 waz gFl3.3
flfin LOD Score 4.9, 4.7 waw 4.6 agfuvisdl 91.6
cM, 88.6 cM uag 92.1 cM UUNFUAIALNA
3 @13115095U1UAMULUTUTIUYDIAN UL AL
g1l UUTEINTES 17.4%, 17% way 16.5%
ANAIAU LaziANEDAAR DINUIIITUVDY
Dwivedi et al. (2015) fivu QTL fiiedeaiuna
ENA A QfLiV3.2 waz QfLivr.3.4 UUNauaELR
N7 3 LArdeAARBInUI189IUTee Lee et al.
(2011) wu QTL Tierdesiuainuevesmansn
AYUUNAUAIAND 3 au15005UIEANULUTUTIU
YOIANEULAMULNIVDINA b UUTEBINTLA 27%
WU dnuarAUnIeEagnaAuANY QTLs 4
mwsds loun gFwis.1, gFwi3.2, gFwi3.3 uag
gFwi2.1 8161 LOD Score 5.5, 5.4, 5.2 uag 3.2 8¢
Fumtisil 92.1 cM, 91.6 cM, 93.6 cM UUNFASA
N3 3 Uag 38.9 cM UUNGUAIAND 2 811150850
AMULUTUTIULYDIaNYUEANUNINNA L UUTEYINS
10 17%, 16.8%, 16.1% uay 12.1% a1ua1nu
fAnudenAdaeiusIeeIuYes Dwivedi et al.
(2015) finu QTL Mderdesiuaunitwmaie
Qfw.iivr-2.1 VUNFUAIALND 2 uag Han et al.
(2016) @nw1luuszans RIL 999 Capsicum
annuum WU QTLs fiigadestuanuniiama
Ao FD-1, FD-2, FD-3.1, FD-3.2 Wag FD-11 agu
Tasluley 1, 2, 3 uag 11
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é’nwmzmmmwm%’%magﬂmuauﬁaEJ
QTLs 4 gunus lawn gFplé. 1, gFpl5.1, gFpl9.1
wag gFpl11.1 dA1 LOD Score 7.45, 3.37, 3.36
wag 3.07 ag}'ﬁ%mﬂqﬁ' 24.1 cM VUNGNAIANT 6,
78.4 cM UUNGUEANT 5, 112.0 cM UUNFuE
N3 9 WAy 62.0 cM UUNFUAIAND 11 @13150
03UN8ANULUSUTINTB IS NBAILANUETIVEIT7
naluuszuinsla 24.4%, 12.2%, 12.2% uag
11.2% sUaeU AANNADAARBINUIIBIIUVDY
Chaim et al. (2001) wu 3 QTL Tiedesiuay
gTamalunEnAe pld.1, pl9.1 uag pl10.1 e?fqagj
VUNGNAIANT 4, 9 wag 10 Aua1eU

é’ﬂwmzmmm’]Lﬁagﬂﬂauaué”m QTLs
2 suuils laun gFwts. 1 uag gfwt7.1 a1 LOD
Score 3.2 lag 3.1 asi&?'u,mﬁqﬁ 0 VUNGUFIANT
6 war 111.9 cM ULNGNAIANT 7 a@usnesuny
mmLLUﬁimuﬁuaqaﬂwm”mwwmLuaiuﬂivﬁuﬁﬂﬁ
19 11.4% uag 11.1% auaisu wuinligonnass
fUs18aues Dwivedi et al. (2015) finu QTL
fiArtostuamnumunilofio Optiv-2.1 vungy
A9Ana 2 o1 uNanNaINUsEYINg recombinant
inbred lines i Dwivedi et al. (2015) 1%1%?3
ﬂﬂ‘l%}’lL‘lJuﬂ'lSNmJ'iu‘lm’l\‘iWSﬂWJ’m LLﬁuWiﬂ‘U‘Vluwa
ey @ muaﬂwmumﬂwmmammnmaﬂumﬂ uaz
91905ANU QTL %an (major QTL) fugnsoan
wilouBuBuien wazuats QTL Aifinnsuansesn
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Tusgauitanndn Tuvagilunismeassillaninluy
NAUNENYEIN Wagn3niiue Nllanyazlndifei
N3 lanansansI93u QTL 589 (minor QTL)

sl (Martlnez et al., 1999)

=
=

uaﬂmﬂum q SnwazdvinisAnudy
asaanushums QTL VlﬁJﬂ’J”IﬂJﬂZJWUﬁﬂUaﬂMmu
3 1 s wasnudusazsumliiy
18vswasausiony (interaction) (Figure 2) dwa
Tludszansiarvesdnwusilulndaig 9
wanAeAU tagududiauinninnediunain
ANINWUE transgressive (Figure 1) ABLAIIUA
WuvasEnYaLen 9 witeweuazual wu St
nandniiuinnimouwy Judu Jadunaiisenis
Ufudsaug dednvasiinansliiiulddaiou
Aednuazdong (Figure 2D) LARYINAITTIUAUVD
complementary QTL (Tanksley and McCouch,
1997) 910 QTLs vosvisnouazul mmaiﬁaﬂm
QTL fdwasuuanameiifeuevesdana
Funnnieuasusl msanwadsianusadiluly
Usglovlulassmsuiuusaiuswinlusuian il
Froifindsransawlunisuuuseiuglunisda
Bonfiliddnvariidens wasdiauisoan
syoghanlumsuiuUseiug Sednunirddama
wswsivdulvgiAsadestudnumeniaium
LU 99AUTENOUVDINANER (Billotte et al., 2010)
Hudu



A
P1 P2 A B c D E F P1 P2 A B C D E F
qFi3.1
qFwi.1 + . + + + . - - Allele + PEPAC92(P2) - + + + +
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Figure 2 Allelic combinations of the DH individuals with extreme phenotypes and parental lines for

A) fruit weight (Fw, g.) B) fruit length (FL, cm.) O) fruit width (Fwi, mm.) D) fruit pedicel length
(Fpl, cm.) and E) fruit wall thickness (Fwt, mm.)

sasIngIMansinuas UA 50 aUURA 1 UNSIAL - IWLBIUU 2562 85



SUIrUUDYWSNOUIDAIDWaDeO

US

16V

Sonwufanunu

@ nisa

UO OS pue G000 = d “sxxx ‘TO0 = d xxx SO0 =d xx 0770 = d ix 1523 M

Ul 12AS) @dUeDYIUSIS 3y, 11O dY3} Ag 104 paule|dxa edueneA ay3 Jo sejusdiad oy, ‘dnois asexun 3y} UO UORISOd, ‘dnois asexulT, 930N

R 9¢°0 0’11 16T 69°C 9 1 T 0729 1T 6¢61d110 I'11)d4b
ok vz 0- 0zZ1 65°¢C 1Te 9 1 ve 0Z11 6 GG11d9d 1'61d4b
R 120 0zZ1 60°C ¢9°¢ 1 9 ve v'8. g Gggdgd 1°6)d4b
. v 0- ov've 1.°¢ z0°¢ % D S 8774 9 0601d92 1°9)d4b
LpSuR) yeoiped Iy
. 601 01'Z1 ¢C6l 1¢22 D) v e 6'8¢ z Geedzo I'Zm4b
- 89'T 01971 /881 YA % 9 zs 9¢6 ¢ gegded cemgb
- 11T 0891 7881 9¢°7Z D v v 916 ¢ 01pded Z'sm4b
. 10T 00T 1881 geze D) v GG 126 ¢ 8GGded I'cim4b
UIPIM 1INy
. Z1°0 0111 807 ceT v B) T'¢ 6111 L 0811d,2 I'/m4b
. 0] o1l 112 1€ 1 p) ¢ 00 9 /101d9> I°9m4b
SSOUDPIYY e Jny
. 88°0- 0591 1911 16'6 9 v 9b 126 ¢ 8GGded ce)4b
. 260~ 001 ¢L11 68°6 D 1 L't 988 ¢ 969ded z€14b
srRnR 16°0- obLT 6911 886 D v 6t 916 ¢ 0Tpded 1€)4b
18Uy 3Ny
% 85t 00071 18721 1612 1 9 T G'65 01 1281do1d I'0ImM4b
. 0L1 0¢°0T 11°ST 8161 D I ¢ G¢91 1 991d1> 2 im4b
. Z8'1 0811 8G°GT ¢z61 9 v L€ G691 1 ¢zd1o I'Tm4b
JYSIom 1Ny
9)en 9)ews 9)eN 9)ews
sa] sme o)
- m._.m«.“_d M SAPPY 19x3% aol cw_s__mw D1 SEN B sweu 110
183N 9nNeA uespy 1ejualed adAjouso Ris0d

1593 sjeM 1exsnuy pue suiddew WO Ag uoieindod HQ ul susuoduwod paleyal P1aIA Yiim paidolap 1D0) ey aAeiueny T \9el

86  Agricultural Sci. J. 2019 Vol. 50 (1)



GEL

QTLs fiduiusfudnvaziminng 3
A loln gFwl. 1, gFwl.2 wag gFwl0.1 uu
NAUAIAND 1 kag 10 AMUYIIVOINE 3 FHAL
oA gF3.1, gFL3.2 wae gFI3.3 UuNguaaAinag 3
aNWULANNIING 4 s laun gFwis 1,
qFwi3.2, gFwi3.3 uay qFwi2.1 UUNGuaIANa 2
LAY 3 ANLETIVBITINE & Fwsns Tun gFpl6.1,
qFpl5.1, gFpl9.1 waw gFpl11.1 VUNGUEANA 5,
6, 9 uay 11 wazamumunile 2 fumis oA
QFWE6.1 Wy gFwt7.1 UUNGNAIANG 6 uaz 7

AnRNssuUsZNIA

sAfeildunsaduayuainguday
WudadumaluladTaniminens d1rdnwmuwn
Jaudinfnwagidesuinemansuazimalulag
d117N91UANENTTUNITRAUANYINTENTI
ANWIBNS WarvevauRM AudITeuaziauNYln
WATOU AMATVINVAIU AMZINEAT ATLNILEL
U Anedeinuaseans Imeuniunsay 7
atfuayuanuilumsdnuideluaded veveun
$04MANT19136 A5.YANA voumN AAIvIRElIUN
ANEINEAT MWNGLAY UINIRBNUATANENS
W nmnesay dmsumuuziun e
foya wazuneUian swAs Alvianudiemdsly
mawdsnuamaaesfionsfnuitelundsl

LONAD1999

Backes, G., A. Graner, B. Foroughi-Wehr, G. Fischbeck, G. Wenzel and A. Johoor. 1995. Localization
of quantitative trait loci (QTL) for agronomic important characters by the use of a RFLP

map in barley (Hordeum vulgare L.). Theor. Appl. Genet. 90: 294-302.

Barua, U.M., KJ. Chalmers, W.T.B. Thomas, C.A. Hackett, V. Lea, P. Jack, B.P. Forster, R. Waugh and
W. Powell. 1993. Molecular mapping of genes determining height, time to heading, and
growth habit in barley (Hordeum vulgare). Genome 36: 1080-1087.

Billotte, N., M.F. Jourjon, N. Marseillac, A. Berger, A. Flori, H. Asmady, B. Adon, R. Singh, B. Nouy,
F. Potier, S.C. Cheah, W. Rohde, E. Ritter, B. Courtois, A. Charrier and B. Mangin. 2010.
QTL detection by multi-parent linkage mapping in il palm (Elaeis guineensisJaca.). Theor.

Appl. Genet. 120(8): 1673-1687.

Chaim, B.A,, I. Paran, R.C. Grube, M. Jahn, R. van Wijk and J. Peleman. 2001. QTL mapping of
fruit-related traits in pepper (Capsicum annuum). Theor. Appl. Genet. 102: 1016-1028.

Dwivedi, N., R. Kumar, R. Paliwal, U. Kumar, S. Kumar, M. Singh and R.K. Singh. 2015. QTL mapping

for important horticultural traits in pepper (Capsicum annuum L.).

Biotechnol. 24: 154-160.

Plant Biochem.

JsasIngIMansinuas UA 50 aUURA 1 UNSIAN - IWBIU 2562 87



@ MSa$IWUAANBNUEIGOUSNNUUDYWSNAUIDAIIDWADEE

Food and Agriculture Organization [FAO]. 2017. The state of food insecurity in the world. Rome:
FAO. Available Source: http//www.Fao.org/dedeca38-ad0e-decb-8437-ee8349bcd713,
May 30, 2019.

Fulton, T.M,, J. Chunwongse and S.D. Tanksley. 1995. Microprep protocol for extraction of DNA
from tomato and other herbaceous plants. Plant Mol. Biol. Rep. 13(3): 201-209.

Grube, R.C., Y. Zhang, J.F. Murphy, F. Loaiza-Figueroa, V.K. Lackney, R. Prowidenti and M. Jahn.
2000. New source of resistance to cucumber mosaic virus in Capsicum frutescens. Plant
Dis. 84: 885-891.

Han, K., H.J. Jeong, H.B. Yang, S.M. Kang, J.K. Kwon, S. Kim, D. Choi and B.C. Kang. 2016. An ultra-
high-density bin map facilitates high-throughput QTL mapping of horticultural traits in
pepper (Capsicum annuum). DNA Research 23: 81-91.

Hansen, J., L. Nazarenko, R. Ruedy, M. Sato, J. Willis, A. Del Genio, D. Koch, A. Lacis, K. Lo, S. Menon,
T. Novakov, J. Perlwitz, G. Russell, G.A. Schmidt and N. Tausnev. 2005. Earth’s energy
imbalance: confirmation and implications. Science 308: 1431-1435.

Heun, M. 1992. Mapping quantitative powdery mildew resistance of barley using a restriction
fragment length polymorphism map. Genome 35: 1019-1025.

Kongjaimun, A., P. Somta, A. Kaga, N. Tomooka, D.A. Vaughan and P. Srinives. 2011. The QTL
analysis of hard-seededness in wild cowpea using Fpopulation. Khon Kaen Agr. J.
(Supple 3): 328-334. (in Thai)

Kosambi, D.D. 1944. The estimation of map distances from recombination values. Ann. Eugen.
12: 172.

Lee, HR., KT. Kim, HJ. Kim, J.H. HAN, J.H. Kim, S.I. Yeom, H.J. Kim, W.H. Kang, J. Shi, S.W. Park, I.H.
Bae, S. Lee, J. Cho, D. Oh and B.D. Kim. 2011. QTL analysis of fruit length using rRAMP,
WRKY, and AFLP markers in chili pepper. Hortic. Environ. Biotechnol. 52: 602-613.

Lefebvre, V., A. Palloix, C. Caranta and E. Ochard. 1995. Construction of intraspecific integrated
linkage map of pepper using molecular markers and doubled-haploid progenies. Genome
38: 112-121.

Martinez, M.L., N. Vukasinovic and G.AEE. Freeman. 1999. Random model approach for QTL
mapping in half-sib families. Genet. Select. Evol. 31: 319-340.

Moulin, M.M., R. Rodrigues, C.S. Bento, L.S.A. Gongalves, J.O. Santos, C.P. Sudré and A.P. Viana. 2014.
Genetic dissection of agronomic traits in Capsicum baccatum var. pendulum. Genet. Mol.
Res. 14(1): 2122-2132.

88  Agricultural Sci. J. 2019 Vol. 50 (1)



Nikornpun, M. 1998. Chilli. Odeon Store Limited Partnership, Bangkok. 98 pp. (in Thai)

Pickersgill, B. 1988. The genus Capsicum: a multidisciplinary approach to the taxonomy of
cultivated and wild plants. Biol. Zent. Bl. 107: 381-389.

R Core Team. 2013. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. Available Source: http://www.R project.org/.

Raweerotwiboon, A. and J. Chunwonge. 2013. Induction of Pepper Double Haploid Lines. Research
Development and Engineering Final Report. National Science and Technology Development
Agency, Ministry of Science and Technology. (in Thai)

Siripanuwat, W. 2013. Familiarize“WeeraPakuthai” Mister pepper of Thailand. Khon Kaen University.
Available Source: https://www.kku.ac.th/news/v.php?g=0004896&\=th, December 3, 2018.
(in Thai)

Suzuki, K., T. Kuroda and Y. Miura. 2003. Screening and field trials of virus resistant sources in
Capsicum spp. Plant Dis. 87: 779-783.

Tanksley, S.D. and S.R. McCouch. 1997. Seed banks and molecular maps: unlocking genetic
potential from the wild. Science 277: 1063-1066.

Thudi, M., A. Bohra, S.N. Nayak, N. Varghese, T.M. Shah and R.V. Penmetsa. 2011. Novel SSR
markers from BAC-End sequences, DArT arrays and a comprehensive genetic map with
1,291 marker loci for chickpea (Cicer arietinum L.). PLoS ONE 6: e27275.

Van Ooijen, JW. 2004. MapQTL ® 6. Software for the mapping of quantitative trait loci in
experimental populations of diploid species. Kyazma B.V., Netherlands.

Van Ooijen, JW. 2006. JoinMap 4. Software for the calculation of genetic linkage maps in
experimental populations. Kyazma B.V., Netherlands.

JsaIsIngIMansinuas UA 50 aUURA 1 UNSIAL - IWLBIEU 2562 89



