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(L. BRI /K™ R BRI A S M O AR 03, Bl 2013065 2. BIRFIREFECY BiREK )™ R 5H T
TRWFTE G, L 2013065 3. WIVLATIETEK ™ FREADTFENT , #iiE I 325005)

i E: ETIREH (Pyropia haitanensis) {4y 5115 B #EAT EST-SSR ARCHIF A&, A 2 45 1% SSR 4Ric
Fayidt DNA F5GUEE ] TR 500 dh & SW-81 IR M E o 455 s - e SR 2 CdlE vp R A 00 1 9 033 A T2
B, Hoh = R R R I N A XS IETT, o5 HE g K 95% ; 28 Primer 5. 0 FPFX Rl TR s E AT 5 | W13
T HE R BENL G B 187 X B TR 51 AT A R 20 AT, e Rk A 92 XA 85 | Wy, Jorp 42 X8 22544 EST-
SSR ARic, 2454 HE AL 22.46% s FIFITT & ) 2 251k EST-SSR ARic M d 13l T 5 A5 5538 5 & Y DNA
FROUEE, D Bah 22 SW-81 (R S E BRI R 0 AR I Br . BaRSER B IR KRR NA P AR T E
AT A A, ELIR— 7 i i DX P S LE AN ] i R (AP AE A 57, R BRI 3 Wy ) 2 254k . BT EST-SSR A5
LI MM Al Dyt S BT IR A4 LS S SR A O 0 AR I T L

KA : 155K EST-SSR; HRLUEIRE; Fhiids e
hESES: So17 XHERPRERS: A

4538 (Pyropia ) NI MR IE #F 55 E FRMME S, 81
AT 2 Ak = R R R
RO A T BRI TE A, T H X4
B a e S E A BEHEMY . B,
T Il e R MBS A T 3B 5% 1) S S A TRLK R 114 3 4
SE(P. haitanensis ) Fj ¥ 7K P 14 4% BE 4832 (P
yezoensis ) , Hij & £ BLAE AR i3 WV A AR =B #
R GBS UL AR — 4, 2016 45 K [H
LRT ™ 2 13.53 7 t, P2 {H 1k 100 {2 T LA
EP R A S A LT R TR E B
FRBIARW S 5 E TAEMZB BT, Tk
B AR R LR R () Y
1, DING 21 SR 4 4k N TS H AR, 1 1
SEEESH T R SW-SI 3% G R B R
U T e L EL 7 6T B R A I T A
R B, A R A T T

BEE S mAH) WH G FE&E, EShd

s HER: 2020-05-08 f&[E HE#A: 2020-06-26

AR RS LA 1 A2 HL o Joi B DL 0 A L 1 1 i
TR SR i) PR A E SR AL TR IR T
BE'" . DNA 840 EF AR R S0P B 4 o 538
B Z eV 2 M 9 B 28 T- Bt , RAPD | AFLP | SRAP
A SSR AEHAR S AT A I 28361 DNA 540
Bl o Hodr, SSR 4y FhRicl FHA ZE K
1 AR AT R S0 A, BN A A 4 S R e HEAE
(o5 Fhrict o {F A SSR G149 TF R A
i, HATE T & 19 SSR fric it A2, HZ H
TR, IR SSR ARich A & BRIt
KT

AWM b2 R S e S ALy A A5 R AT
EST-SSR Bric ittt - %, M BT b A 2 235
i SSR ARiC A 1A 583l AR 19 DNA $5 8UI&1 3,
—J7 T4 1 5 SSRARIC IR, RS 7 14
Yree e R I Z PR ICE$%, 73— J7 It 3
SRR SW-81 M T g AL AT SR T vk

EETE : WA R (k™) B b 1 7 TR L 1T (2016€02055-6 ) 5 [ 58 T BF 2 31 K1l (000 0 B4 Q00877 5 80 & I
(2018YFD0900606 ) ; [E 5K I AT =74 (31072208 ) 5 Y1354 BRI (BUUAR L ) B 25T H ( BE2018335)
EB R AT BRWF (1994—) L WLAFTE A, AFFE 07 6] I RS E T . E-mail :2365300366@ qq. com
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U BPRS ik

L1 SwsHe

SEE P I S AN IR RS &R, HA TR A
Mk 1 s, BREh R LA b2 RIEmE
AR TS A, A7 A (20 = 1)
C, GRS 2 umol photons/ (m® -« s) , S J& 1
10L: 14D, FRAR TSI MES'™ B FR I K 1]

MK o 45 S R MRAAR Y 15 35 5 % R SCRk [ 13 1, B
TRK N 10 ~ 15 em AYH-RAH FHRE DNA
1.2 DNA 2B

BB A K B 22 4R T 0 IR A 22 K 1Y
ddH, 0 75365 , R FA B HE IS (9 LiCl 33 BUE TRy
FEPZH DNA, 3] CTAB g hm Rl afife™ 5@ i il
SE OD H A 1% BEASHHEEIS FL TR AT DNA i

#&1 EST-SSRIRICHARKKATAMIEERRFE

Tab.1 Strains used in the development experiments of EST-SSR marker in P. haitanensis

b [ LTS RV FHE
No. Codes Strains Sources and characters
1 SW-81 B A R AR A NTLIEH e ais  REE S
2 HR-5 EARGF/ SN ANLREH, B ais R A5
3 WD-7 WELL 2438 i 7 NTHER BAGAE  RWR S
4 SF-2 HifE 2 5 N GG, 2RI & 7 3 8
5 W1-10 A 5 0 A A MR B S R S BB A R TR D)

1.3 BREAHIEKRR

I 585 SR AR R IR T A DR B X 2 5%
AR R (WT, PT-001) 347 Hlumina =5 3
R B AE R o TR R AR O I R Ak B
[l BE (3.6 #1109 h) A 35 58 S AR A, 42 1)
RNA 5 Z A it R B A BRHCA R A
A] 4T RNA-Seq % 52 20 7, JF3d i de novo 2%
LT3 33 872 4% Unigene 1E Ry 3 5 54
1.4 #3552 SSR fu A4 5 SSR 5| ¥i& it

¥ F MISA % 4 ( http// : www. pere. ipk-
gatersleben. de) Xf RIS 5 Y EST # % SSR, # R
PREHR. EHER. S HR. U R
HIRA AN MR b /D 8 1 0 10655
SHS W, A T Bl BOmE T T Y
(interrupted ) N5ELHEE 1) SSR,

FH Primer 5. 0 5[ #ptt & B HFE P X5 5 A SSR
L HY Unigene J¥ 81803519, 3 H. SSR A7 il
FIFIIKEE = 50 bp, 5IYRITH EZESH: R
KIS (Tm) 2 50 ~ 65 C, b F#F5| ¥ Tm
FZE < 2 C;PCR 4R /NA 100 ~500 bp; 5|4
KERH18 ~ 28 bp;GC FHE K 40% ~ 60% ,
R ) R AN R R A5 R AR RS G
OIGIE7/ It 37 N DB

Xt BT B SSRs 5[ X FE Unigene J
#E4T SSR 514 Blast $oiik

1.5 EST-SSR 3|40k

BEHLLEHL 187 Xt EST-SSR 5|4 52 th A= T4
YWILRE( B B A R R G . alifb s 1) 22
R DNA i B 2 20 ng/ L 5 N BEAR, #E47
PCR §"34, 15 pL [ A& R 4135:20 ng/pL 1
DNA ##g 2 wL, Tag Mix 7.5 uL,10 pmol/L A
Primer-F }% Primer-R 4% 0. 4 uL, fin ddH,0 % 15
plo

PCR Jz i 7 Eppendorf AG 22331 Hamburg 7
PAEIL E AT, OBARF 194 CHIEM: S min;
1240 NEFR .94 CAE 30 s, 3B K (IEEMT 9
MMiE )30 5,72 CHEAH 30 s; figJm ZEfH 10 min,4 C
PRl . PCR Y445 B M) 5618 1% S e BEIL
LI, B IS 1) 6% =l 28 4 3R D s T i o5 Je 1 e
B R UK AT B LUK AR R R 150 V),
IFIE] A 4 ho dmeJe 1R AR G S8 (8 0 0 v UK ) i
AR, Wbk R AR e it o7 itk AT WA, JF
BIO-RAD B 5 & Gedh Bid ok .
1.6 HEHITTH

AR SR T T e 5 J P, DK ARG T 25 SR, SR T
WiEeE B B Y A5 R AT AT, A R4 4
PRI R AL B AR IC A W] A 5o 4% B R
B—Emal DRI 5 1 2y 3 28, (1) Jesksl
$7:100 ~500 bp oA i B 1G5, B A4 L
(2)HR319) : 100 ~500 bp AT 1 H B A7,
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S, & R B 2 AR (3) 2355
- TG FEL P S R B A 5
i B Z B I 22 5, R BN 23850k
1.7 #3% DNA 154 EiL

MR L ViR DU R e T I 43 B 9 38 £ A 4b
ZOFBATE, o nIRAE 1 RO, A IEh 1, Toa il
R0 B 170 Hilk . B 51 AL HEEIX
SR AR EOU T Bk A0 B 8, #ESE 5 A
IR SR R LR R DNA 880K, AN &R 3
A R G R A MR 48 U AT X
T HAth T R
1.8 DNA 54 EiErI T2 E 40

N R FR B R A R BELIE PR
3 WA T I ZH DNA B932 58C, F ] B iR 0519
XF & i 2 ORI DNA 3547 PCR 73, 85 50 1% 5
YT e S mfR A S i A RS 1

2 4
2.1 IREFEERENLREFIIRE DNA B

FE KA U
IS A R L2 (I 1) AR AR (18] 2)

H I DNA SRAF R I, 28 1% Br AR W B v Uk
K )G, & DNA 4 71~ 23 kb, NanoDrop
2 000 P 7E LR KW, £ i & DNA (1) 0D,/ 0D,y
WIPE 1.8 Ay, Al /2 SSR-PCR 4" 5 25K

bp M 1 2 3 4 5

23 130

M. ADNA/Hind Tl marker; 1. SW-81; 2. HR-5; 3. WD-7;
4. SF-2;5. WT-10,
1 SMREFZMALKE DNA E 1%
THEvE R Rk ERYRRIKE R
Fig.1 Agarose gel photograph of genomic DNA
extracted from the conchocelis of five

strains in Pyropia haitanensis

¢ ol e o woaow

M. ADNA/Hind Il marker; 1 ~3. SW-81; 4 ~6. HR-5; 7 ~9. WD-7; 10 ~12. SF-2; 13 ~15. WI-10,
B2 5 MzERMBHHAE DNA 7 1% A5 R R ik LR RIS R

Fig.2 Agarose gel photograph of genomic DNA extracted from blades of five strains in Pyropia haitanensis

2.2 IREEHEFAD SSR NS &S
ok X IR SRR SR A Y 33 872 4%
Unigenes ( 41 5K 24 36 571. 80 kb) 41| gt 4748
K, ARF 9 033 DMFFE AR SSR, i BUAR (K5
H SSR 45 & Unigene $8Z 1) h 26. 67%
IR BRI A SSR FhRECN Py, “HHRE
PN IR E A R AP AE BRI L A
FABRZER(FK2), Hrp =R
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AR e 5 , 7 L SSR 119 95. 00% 5 & i AF
R . @Vﬂ@a*ﬂ/\ﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬂxm a3 9 o Rk
[ 4.21% 0.58% F10.14% .,

IR B S v SSR v M EE B R ELL 5 IR
(5695) %, 54 SSR 119 63.05% ; Bl HE
WHEC R 6.7.8 F1 9 ) SSR 7 s A543 il A
2723, 525 .48 F1 13 A, 4 A b # R 5
30.15% 5.81% \0.53% F10. 14% ; i & it 1 =10
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IRHE AR SSR AL AT 29 4, 2K 0.32%

2 IR#ESK EST-SSRs BYKE HER MR
Tab.2 Type, number and frequency of EST-SSRs in Pyropia haitanensis

SSR &7 B 42 KB Repeat number J=815 He 45

SSR type 5 6 7 8 9 10 ~20 >20  Total Ratio/ %
ZH%H TR Dinucleotide 0 241 73 31 11 24 0 380 4.21
=K ER Trinucleotide 5 643 2 472 447 17 1 0 1 8 581 95.00
VUR% TR Tetranucleotides 44 6 1 0 0 52 0.58
T AZF R Pentanucleotides 6 0 1 0 0 7 0.07
N Hexanucleotides 2 4 3 0 1 3 0 13 0.14
3t Total 5 695 21723 525 48 13 28 1 9 033
451 Ratio/ % 63.05 30.15 5.81 0.53 0.14 0.31 0.01

2.3 IRESEERA SSR HEFEE LRIFNSRIFME

IR 258 SSR i H IR AL P XA (3R 3) , = =,
DU T S A% R 1Y EE A2 B 45 il Dl 3808 581
527 f 13, SSR DI = R &E R HF y FEk
A5 & SSR 19 95.00% ,7E = R & 3y

M P CCG.CGC,GCC,GGC ,GCG F1 CGG WA f

x3 EEFHRAT SR FIHNE KBRS

Z 87772 4, 5%k

TR 90. 57 % 5 HR 2
THRHRER T, UL CG/CC KRR £,y 259
a5, HIZRBLRA 68.16% T AC/GT f/b L
HBE 2 o DU A SR R A R U R A
Z (HEGE D, BRI

Tab.3 Summary of quantity, type and distribution of SSR in transcriptome of Pyropia haitanensis

SSR ¢! Ay . RHUIL B Z Frequency/ %
SSR type Sequence motif Repeat number ’

AC/GT 90 1.00

— TR AG/CT 29 0.32

Dinucleotide AT/TA 2 0.02

CG/CG 259 2.87

AAG, AGA, GAA, TTC, TCT, CTT 27 0.30

AAC, ACA, CAA, TTG, TGT, GTT 22 0.24

CCA, CAC, ACC, GGT, GTG, TGG 246 2.72

SRR GAG, AGG, GGA, CTC, TCC, CCT 105 1.16

Trinucleotide ATG, TGA, GAT, ATC, TCA, CAT 4 0.05

ACG, CGA, GAC, GTC, TCG, CGT 172 1.91

CCG, CGC, GCC, GGC, GCG, CGG 7772 86.04

CAG, AGC, GCA, TGC, GCT, CTG 233 2.58

CCGC, CGCC, GGCG, GCGG 14 0.15

s CCCG, GCCC, GGGC, CGGG 16 0.18

'I[i!ﬁflfiutides CCGG, GGCC, CGGC, GCCG 9 0.10

GCAC, GTGC, CCGA, GCAG, CAGC 0.08

TGCC, CGGT, CTTC, CCAC, GGTC 0.07

I H R GGGAG,CCAGC,CCGCA,CCGTC, 7 0.07
Pentanucleotides GGGGC,CGGCG,CCGAC

CACCGC, GGCGAC, GTGCCG, CGCTGC,
NEFR CGCGGG, TCTTTT, GCCGTG, ACGGGC, 13 0. 14

Hexanucleotides

CCGCAA, CCGCAC, CAGCAA, GGAGCG,
TCCCGG
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2.4 EST-SSR 5|#1B M ESE AR

X} 9 033 A~F SSR v (1) EST JP 5 175 |9
Beit, Feiit T 1 758 XF SSR i S AEREI M. N
T IR G | W A A, EMLEREE G T 187
X} EST-SSR 5|4y, 46 “A% R = 17 R V0%
TR HAZ TR S ST IR B8 2 25 ALY SSR i
Mo PAS MRS RIEH L] DNA SBAR %t

XALG W)Y PCR 9748 50t . i 2 IOk,
LR 3 92 Xf 514y al = A BUAE Y PCR =4, A 3L
PIGARIK T 49. 20% , W] H @ IR B (% 4,
5) o HeH 42 X5 5 I YIAEAN R il AR T S B AN ]
(8, A ZET 1Y), 250 R 4 22.46%
(£5)

x4 HIEST-SSRs 5|#ER
Tab.4 Valid EST-SSRs primer information

% B2 Bk R HEILF B

Code Primer sequence Tm/C Repeated motif Expected size/bp
F:TCTCTTGTCAACGACGACGG

F2 60 (A)11 233
R:TCGATAGGAGGACCAAGCCA
F:ACTATGACGTCACCAAGCCG

F6 60 (CCG)5 213
R:CCAGGTACGCGTTCCTATGG
F:GAAATTGCATGGCGGACTCC

F8 60 (c)10 170
R:TCGCGCAAATAACGGTGTTG
F:AACCACTGCTAATGTCGCGA

F12 63 (A)11 234
R:GTGCCTGGATGAGCTACTGG
F: GTCGAAGGGGATGACTGCAA

120 60 (G)10 226
R:CCCCTGCCACAGTCCTTG
F:CATTCAGCTGCCATGCGAAG

24 60 (GT)8 262
R:CAAGAGTGCAACGTGTCGTG
F:GGGTCTGGAGCAGAGGAGG

128 62 (GCG)S 154
R:GTAGGAGCTCCACTTCCGTC
F:GACAGGTTTGGCCTCTGACA

F29 62.5 (CGA)S 223
R:ATTGTAGCCGACGTAGCTCG
F.CTCGCAGCAGCTCTGTAGG

F31 64 (T)10 240
R:TGCTAGTGAGACATTGCCGG
F:GCGTCGTACAAGAAGGGGAA

F33 60 (o1 270
R:ATGACTTGGATGGCCGTCAG
F:GGCCACTATACCACGACAGG

F34 60 (CAC)5 243
R:AGCCTGTCGTTATGTGGTGG
F:AATACCACACCCGTCGTCAC

F50 65 ()11 258
R:GCAAACAACACAACGACCGA
F:ACGGCTGTGTTTGACCAGAA

F54 58 (c)10 134
R:CGAACTGCCGTTGTCAAGTG
F:CCCACTGTTCCCCTTCTTCC

F55 58 ()11 116
R:GACATGATGCAAGCGTCGAC
F:CGTTCTCAGAGACGACACGG

F64 61 (A)14 232
R:CTATCTGGACCACTGCAGGC

http: //www. shhydxxb. com
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x5 KM EST-SSRs 3|¥ER
Tab.5 Polymorphic EST-SSRs primer information

%5 Elk7)E2] B EECE B
Code Primer sequence Tm/C Repeated motif Expected size/bp
F: ACTCGCTGTTGCCTATGC
F3 55 (GCG)6 270
R:AGACCAATCCGCCCTTT
F:CACCTTCCAGTTGACCTTTCC
F9 60 (GGC)5 190
R:TTGCCTGTCTCTCCCTGCTAC
F: TTGGATGGTGGGGAACAGATCGA
F14 61 (GCG)8 185
R:GGACTCGTTTCACGGGTAGGACA
F:GTAGTTCGTGCCCTTTTCGG
F18 60 (A)13(CG)7 277
R:CGCCCTCATCTCTGCTTCC
F:CGTCTGCCCACACTTTTCC
F19 62 (GGC)5 424
R:CCTGCCGTCGTTCCTCA
F:GAGGAGGAGGGGAGTAGGC
F22 65 (CCG)5 196
R:GTGGTGGCGGCGAGTACA
F:CCCTGATGGGCTTGAT
F31-2 52 (AG)3 101
R:TTGCCGTTGTTAGTGTGA
F:GAACGATGTGATTGTCGGCG
F32 59 (GGC)5 205
R:ACCGGAAGTGCGCCATAAA
F:CACGGGTTTGAATGGAAGG
F36-2 58 (G)10 173
R:TGCGGCACGAAAGATGG
F:TCCCCGCAGCACTGTTTTT
F44 61 (o1 179
R:AAAAAGCAAGCAAGCCCGAG
F:GCTTTGTTTTTTCTGCCTTTGC
F46-2 62 (G)11 248
R:TGTAGGTCGGGTTCGTGGTG
F:AAAATCCCGTTGCCGTTTGG
F65 60 (GGC)5 248
R:CAAGTCCAGCACCCTCAAGT
F:CGGGTGCAACAAAACACACA
F67 62.5 (GGC)5 248
R:GCAAGAATTCGTCGAGGTGG
F:CTGTGCTCTGACCGTTCACC
F71 61 (C)12 175
R:TCGAGGATGTTGGACTTGCC
F:CCTCCCTCCCTCTACCCTTG
F76 61 (GAG)5 192
R:CAGCAGTGTCTCCCGTACG

B3 A 251 9 (F50 K54 M1 F103) FEIR 5 R4S hb ARG, AT Is 78 U4 2 AN [R] by 25 1]
A RIS e P R R BB R AR 2E S R IT A i) EST-SSR 5145l il 7
B ES, BAmERTEEN -2 SRR R
P 4 S Z250E5 190 (F44 (F76 1 F133) 1EdA 5

500 bp 250 bp

250 bp 100 bp 100 bp

(a)F50 (b)F54 (c) F103

M. 100 bp DNA ladder; 1. SW-81; 2. HR-5; 3. WD-7; 4. SF2; 5. WI-10,
3 BHEIH FS0, F54, F103 IR XA R MR BT EBET
Fig.3 Amplified band of effective primers F50, F54, F103 among

different strains of Pyropia haitanensis

http: //www. shhydxxb. com
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30 &

200 bp 300 bp

200 bp

100 bp 100 bp

(a)F44

(b)F76

(c)F133

M. 100 bp DNA ladder; 1. SW-81; 2. HR-5; 3. WD-7; 4. SF-2; 5. WT-10.
4 ZEMS|Y F44, F76, F133 FEIRERAE MR BRI IGEE
Fig.4 Amplified band of polymorphic primer F44, F76, F133 among
different strains of Pyropia haitanensis

2.5 DNA B8 EIEMHEE

KBRS P I /D7 1 e /D 5 [ TR, DA 42
% & 75t EST-SSR 31 41 b 0 i th 1 % 51 4
(F76), %] F. CCTCCCTCCCTCTACCCTTG; R
CAGCAGTGTCTCCCGTACG, D5 Mz 238 i &
22 R AR DNA S HA , 23% 51 911 PCR § 3
I T 3 BRI, KN 32490k 290

300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

192 #1127 bp, W&l 5 frx, HR-5 .WD-7 Fl WT-
10 GhARAUH B 1 A 557, T SW-81 Fl SF-2 NI
PRI AN S, o SW-81 ik &y 290 Al
192 bp #1424, SF-2 Jy 192 F1 127 bp [ H14
HE . BHMBREAREPO RS T H
MR RSB, A s TS s
55K & 1) SSR-DNA 540811

7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

M. 100 bp DNA ladder; 1 ~3. SW-81; 4 ~6. HR-5; 7~9. WD-7; 10 ~12. SF2; 13 ~15. WI-10.
5 F59 F16 S ARIZERX MR LIRE DNA § g4 R

Fig.5 Amplification results by primers F76 in conchocelis DNA of different strains in Pyropia haitanensis

A1) F76 1) 3 R 38 07 sl 5% 4k 4515
K Ah A 1) DNA $85UETE (1 6) o 7 oh, k2%

300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

BTG, K 00 A5 B8 A5 47 e Ak o — ) (3
6) o

SW-81 HR-5 WD-7 SF-2  WT-10
290 bp - -
— )) 192 bp | == - =
127 bp - -

M. 100 bp DNA ladder; 1. SW-81; 2. HR-5; 3. WD-7; 4. SF-2; 5. WT-10,
6 5 MIRESMm AR DNA 55 %
Fig.6 DNA fingerprints of five strains of Pyropia haitanensis
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F6 S MRERMBRMIBYL G
Tab.6 DNA fingerprints binary codes of five
strains of Pyropia haitanensis

Hih A el
Strains Binary codes
SW-81 110
HR-5 010
WD-7 100
SF-2 011
WT-10 001

2.6 DNA {58 EiE IR E HI8IE

5 MRS AL R IR DNA 7E F76 5|4
P4 35 BT 5 22 R AARE X R 43 45T, R
A8 S (8] i [ A 38 FH T 25 3 bR A 1 i ot 25
FE AN A HUAEPE AR AL Y R e
3 ¥hg

3.1 IRERFEFATHIDEM BT HIHE
LA, Bt I RAS B e A1 LA B 4% R B Hie
-5 1 B, AN W52 19 EST Bodls 4 1

300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

SSR #RiCH K I N —H BRI . ARVF5EH %
Sl ST 5, WARTH1Y 33 872 4% Unigenes
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Development of EST-SSR marker based on transcriptome and the research
of germplasm identification for the new strain ( SW-81 ) of Pyropia
haitanensis

FEI Qinjiao'*, DING Hongchang', ZHANG Peng’, WANG Tiegan’, YAN Xinghong'~

(1. Key Laboratory of Exploration and Utilization of Aquatic Genetic Resources, Ministry of Education, Shanghai Ocean
University, Shanghat 201306, China; 2. Shanghai Engineering Research Center of Aquaculture, Shanghai Ocean University,
Shanghai 201306, China; 3. Zhejiang Mariculture Research Institute, Wenzhou 325005, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract; EST-SSR markers were developed based on the transcriptome of Pyropia haitanensis and DNA
fingerprinting was constructed using polymorphic SSR markers for the germplasm identification of the new
strain SW-81 of Pyropia haitanensis. Experimental results: 9 033 microsatellite loci were detected in the
transcriptome data, of which the trinucleotide repeat motif was the absolute dominant type, accounting for
95% ; Designing primers for microsatellite loci by Primer 3. O software, and 187 EST-SSR primers were
synthesized randomly to analyze the effectiveness, and the 92 pairs of effective primers were finally obtained,
of which 42 pairs were polymorphism EST-SSR markers, with the polymorphism amplification rate 22. 46% ;
DNA fingerprints were constructed using the polymorphism EST-SSR marker, which was suitable for 5 strains
of P. haitanensis, providing an effective molecular detection method for the germplasm identification of the
new strain SW-81. The results above showed that there were abundant microsatellite loci in the genome of P.
haitanensis, and the gene sequence of the same loci varied among different strains, showing the polymorphism
of amplification products. The polymorphism analysis based on EST-SSR marker can provide an effective
means of molecular detection for the management and identification of germplasm resources.

Key words: Pyropia haitanensis; EST-SSR marker; fingerprint; germplasm identification
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