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Abstract The tetraploid Solanum acaule is a wild potato
species from Bolivia widely used for potato breeding because
of its diverse attractive traits, including resistance to frost,
late blight, potato virus X, potato virus Y, potato leafroll
virus, potato spindle tuber viroid, and cyst nematode.
However, the introgression of useful traits into cultivated
potatoes via crossing has been limited by differences in
endosperm balance number between species. Somatic fusion
could be used to overcome sexual reproduction barriers and
the development of molecular markers is essential to select
proper fusion products. The chloroplast genome of S. acaule
was sequenced using next-generation sequencing technology
and specific markers for S. acaule were developed by
comparing the obtained sequence with those of seven other
Solanum species. The total length of the chloroplast genome
is 155,570 bp, and 158 genes were annotated. Structure and
gene content were very similar to other Solanum species and
maximum likelihood phylogenetic analysis with 12 other
species belonging to the Solanaceae family revealed that S.
acaule is very closely related to other Solanum species.
Sequence alignment with the chloroplast genome of seven
other Solanum species revealed four InDels and 79 SNPs
specific to S. acaule. Based on these InDel and SNP regions,
one SCAR marker and one CAPS marker were developed to
discriminate S. acaule from other Solanum species. These
results will aid in exploring evolutionary aspects of Solanum
species and accelerating potato breeding using S. acaule.
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E-a)n)olo AAY 1= Solanum acaule= 73 AHSolanum tuberosum
L)} o] 375 3 d st 4uj Al o] v, A uljE AL opAY
£ 2 9] sl}o| th(Bitter 1912; Dvordk 1983; Hawkes 1990). S.
acaule’= Phytophthora infestansl] 2]} 945 += 7R,
HAA = HEo] 2 2(PLRV), #HAHHFo]l 82X (PVX), 74}
ulo]Z AY (PVY), Potato spindle tuber viroid (PSTV)o] &5t
AABEY, BANLENT ST 2 AR 29 W
Azlo e ul B s .lof gk A4S 7 3 9ol
A AEE S FaT A5 = QA = AL }ltH(Chavez
et al. 1988; Chen and Li 1980; Chen et al. 1977; Estrada 1980;
Ross 1986; Watanabe et al. 1994; Zoteeva et al. 2000). o] 2§t &
& A AE DA =Y A= A AU £F
el Wl E Fe S 0]-8-5k= o] KA Aoyt 2 A+
o] AFg-% ofAE9l S acaule= EBN (Endosperm Balanced
Number)o] 2= 28l 7HA}S] EBN 42}9] Z}o] = 13l Ay
o= A0l B o= A YA WHi 2 FE5S 54
Sh= 7 0] B71%-35}c}(Cho et al. 1997; Hawkes 1990; Ortiz and
Ehlenfeldt 1992; Spooner et al. 2014). w2} A], of A8 £ 3} 2 v} =
Aol YR AAE st o] 5ot W o= F
o) e A& S5 5t= Wi o] 0|82 4= U th(Bidani et
al. 2007; Nouri-Ellouz et al. 2016). o] & gt H| A £3F£ 9] &-A
2 8. acaule®} S. tuberosum 71o) A F- 2 0.2 o] F o2 A
3 5}5) o] (Rokka et al. 1998; Yamada et al. 1998), S. brevidens,
S. commersonii, S. nigrum, S. phureja 5 T3t opAI £

Ao 2 A% T2 A A E§ 7ol o] s2oi %l w7} ok
(Barsby et al. 1984; Binding et al. 1982; Kim-Lee et al. 2005; Puite
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Table 1 Comparison of the chloroplast genome sequence of S. acaule with those of ten other Solanaceae species

Total Length GC content

Total No. No. of No. of

Species Accession no. (bp) %) of genes (RNA FRNA Reference
S. acaule MK036506 155,570 37.84 135 36 4 this study
S. brevicaule MK036507 155,531 37.87 135 36 4 Park (2022)
S. demissum MK036508 155,558 37.87 135 36 4 Cho et al. (2019)
S. hougasii MF471372 155,549 37.87 135 36 4 Kim and Park (2020b)
S. stoloniferum MF471373 155,567 37.87 135 36 4 Kim and Park (2020a)
S. chacoense MF471371 155,532 37.89 136 36 4 Kim and Park (2019)
S. berthaultii KY419708 155,533 37.88 137 39 4 Kim et al. (2018)
S. commersonii KM489054 155,525 37.88 133 33 4 Cho et al. (2016)
S. nigrum KM489055 155,432 37.90 139 39 4 Cho and Park (2016)
S. tuberosum KM489056 155,312 37.88 130 30 4 Cho et al. (2016)
S. bulbocastanum DQ347958 155,371 37.88 133 30 4 Daniell et al. (2006)
S. tuberosum NC008096 155,296 37.88 131 36 4 Gargano et al. (2005)
etal. 1986). Wet A, S. acauleS o] &3t A 2 £ 845} M= L dke
< AF7F AT o, FF AN ESLES S AA
ZRES ARG O QB P LS. acaule?] Y 5 HEME
< Al EZE DNAZF A M| s23Fof oA A Aol B =4 & &
- E =] [e) =] Z o] 2
Q517 93, B Aol HE 1% A=A DNAY g 8 S acaule 5014 FA0HA S Flef A=A 4 53
Q13 2 QT2 A2 A S AHA AR B850l S acauleet =00 °1&E S acaule 7§ F 5H<Q SAL (Park 2021a) 7}

S. tuberosum& F-E-3}F 2= Q)= BajulA Z sfuksl a2} 51l

QAo 4 HAL U o] Frtete] RALRE /A1
Ao, HRAE] 9 oF 115-165 kbo] A71= F 7§ 9]
inverted repeats (IRs), 3}L} 9] large single copy (LSC), 3}1}2]
small single copy (SSC)E E3}tsl= AP 2|9l 488 L2
%] o] Q) th(Yurina and Odintosova 1998). Table 10 A A] gt v}
o} 7o), o] u] ZAETE ofuj2} chaket A-] elopAl
= WFo R 3 AEA FHA A7F A= o] 1 Akt
H o v, Solanum &0 3| o] Qle= ol GEA
A E7F QhA] e 1 wpet o] A7), {A A A, 2
50] uj & SAFSE A 0 2 3-9] 5] ¢ th(Palmer 1991; Raubeson
and Jansen 2005; Saski et al. 2005; Sugiura et al. 1998). L o] &=
Etetal o] 23t A= 9] F4F A EA - AA AA E Bl E
53l InDelo] 1} SNPL} 2H-2- &S 21T 4= 9l o, o=
H2 A= A5A FAA NA FHAS] A H o]t o 9
SIS A7V A Gl A o] 22| §Shof| o] ¥ o] 7} Y
5}7] W] & o] th(Calsa Junior et al. 2004; Cho et al. 2015; Jheng et
al. 2012; Kim et al. 2005; Kim and Park 2019, 2020a, 2020b; Park
2021b, 2022; Saski et al. 2005). o]of & Lof| A= Park
(2021a)0] K13t S. acaule®] HZA] A A o gt Al
AR E A 55l o] FHE 0] &3S, acaule E-0] 2 B2}

ul7] e Aakes A st nz) s,

B2 0f S, acaule 715 5LF SAL00] 2715 9l 0.0, Afuj % 7
A} EF AT (SH), B (HR), HAEF FHE 913 A
E PT56, 18] 1L & 167] AlE 2] oFR=E, SD (S. demissum,
PI1218047), SB2 (S. brevicaule, P1205394), SCA4 (S. candolleanum,
PI1210035), SC1 (S. cardiophyllum, P1341233), SC2 (S. commersonii,
PI558050), SHI (S. hjertingii, P1186559), SH2 (S. hougasii,
PI161174), SI (S. iopetalum, P1230459), SK (S. kurtzianum,
PI578236), SJ (S. jamesii, P1578326), SM2 (S. microdontum,
PI310979), SM1 (S. mochiquense, P1338616), SP(S. pinnatisectum,
PI190115), SS (S. stoloniferum, P1160224), SV2 (S. vernei,
P1230468), SV1 (S. verrucosum, P1160228)0] o] &%t} =
£ 42 ARt SRRt 1A ATz
sopwrol 7| A BAZ 4, FA = eleh

DNA =2

HEASARE WYL 7|HollA SAH oF 100 mgo]
A E2|E A 3 3}o] Genomic DNA Extraction kit (Plants)(RBC,
New Taipei City, Taiwan)E ©]-835}o] DNAE <313t}

S. acaule FEAN MYFHAQ 2+ I FA

S. acaule®] WX A EAE @l S. acaule AF 5 3t

0] SA119] Z | DNAE 3% 3} Macrogen (Macrogen, Seoul,
South Korea)2] Illumina Hiseq2000 (Illumina, SanDiego, CA,
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USA)9| &5 o] &3ato] AA A7IES g53k3ith
o] AA| 47| H(raw data) g H. = T}o] Al & A&7 B 5t u}
o] 2 2} 2 (http://phyzen.com) 2] de novo assembly o] ] 3f HA
Ho] ZHEHATH(Cho et al. 2015). A CLC assembly cell
package version 4.2.1 U] 2] CLC quality trim Z 2 13- o]-&
5}-o] trimming ¥4 2 7] 4], high-quality (Phred score 20 ©]4})
HA71A E & 25k B4 of o] &5ttt TR E 71 A
-2 CLC assembly cell package version 4.2.1 U] ] CLC de novo
assemble 2132 0]-8-3t dnaLlCW o2 235},
% AEA 29 contig W& A8 5}o] contigE &kl
T % gap-illing FHO =X HHG GEA FHAE 24
shoith. &3 E A=A A71A4 Lol trimmed readE mapping
5tof 2} 912] 2] mapped read depthS Al4FsE 0 H, &/ €
FEA FAA Y] T2 AV A DS v H A S} H| s}
9]t} BLASTN-S Al A] 3} homology 7} =& & % s}Ubel S.
berthaultii®) FZA] A% 52 2| (KY419708, Kim et al. 2018;
Park 2017)2} BLASTZ (Schwartz et al. 2003) 2412 x| 85} th.

SAELS. acaule AZA $4A A o] §87 1918 A
H517] 9190 Geseq Z2 AL Fol 447 2915 Shela)
&1 © m(Tillich et al. 2017), BLAST searchE- 7] %S & manual
curation A %W3ko] HE A H9I2 AT B
H ASA F4AY FAA F9l= OGDraw (Organellar
GenomeDRAW; Lohse et al. 2013) T 2 73S E5] 3 9] &
AAA o] EAISHL,

HEA

MEREAC Bl I PCR 7|gte] EAOA 7He

S. acaule®] A F LAY §-A BA = S. acaule AEH| A4
S22 A A7) 4 €2} NCBI (the National Center for Biotechnology
Information) 2 & A4-& A6 Z 73R} S. tuberosum (KM489056
9 NC008096)2 3235t= 7[R} & 125 S berthaultii
(KY419708), S. demissum (MK036508), S. hougasii (MF471372),
S. stoloniferum (MF471373), S. brevicaule (MK036307), S. commersonii
(KM489054), S. chacoense (MF471371), S. bulbocastanum
(DQ347958), S. lycopersicum (NCO07898), S. nigrum (KM489055),
Capsicum annuum (JX270811) G EA] A% F4A G714 <
of A EIH A=A 2 A ELS 7IHES. 2 1,00051 2] Bootstrap
28 A& MEGA6.0 T2 13 0 7 B A% ¢ tl(Tamura
et al. 2013). 9J7|9&= Kimura 2-parameter &3-S 283t
Maximum likelihood ®} ¥ 0] o]-& =] ¢l t},

S. acaule 5] % B2 A WS 98] S. acaule FEA|
A GAA 71D NCBIZEE AL S brevicaule
(MKO036507), S. demissum (MK036508), S. tuberosum (KM489056),
S. commersonii (KM489054), S. bulbocastanum (DQ347958), S.
chacoense (MF471371), S. stolonioferum (MF471373)9] ¢ &
A ARG A &7 A 7} EMBL (http:/www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/
msa/clustalw2) 2] ClustalW2of 9]} t}= A &Hsto] 7| <F

& vl 2451 8. acaule 5012 F A E FBIATE S,
acaule T 5 850 ABA A A A7 DL
ez 3t o AP Az FYE S acaule E0] 4
InDel W SNPE T A S 2 S. acaule E0]4 A50] =3
th. InDel &} 7 $-6]i= InDelo] GJ4= % oJo] A primer €%}
15}l allele Sro] 3 £xjul7| B Aol 1A} 5141 0 ], SNP
£ Ao 2= 241 dCAPS Finder 2.0 (http://helix.wustl.edw/
dcaps/dcaps.html)S ©]-8-3}9] S. acaule E0|H 072 283}
AW S. acaule’s ALt th2 Solanum FE0] E0]2 0=
Aok ARt a2 219 5, SNP ¢ & 3£3F5}= primer
= tAQls}te, S. acaule®} S. tuberosum-g S5O 2217
O] S AR} A&, S. acaule (SA11 L SA10), S. tuberosum (33 A}
E% 4 (Seohong)’, ‘) (Haryeong)’, 2 ZHA-E%E 447
5 PT56), S. demissum (SD), S. brevicaule (SB2), S. candolleanum
(SC4), S. cardiophyllum (SC1), S. commersonii (SC2), S. hjertingii
(SH1), S. hougasii (SH2), S. iopetalum (S1), S. kurtzianum (SK),
S. jamesii (S)), S. microdontum (SM2), S. mochiquense (SM1),
S. pinnatisectum (SP), S. stoloniferum (SS), S. vernei (SV2) and
S. verrucosum (SV1)Z AL ZE 2 25 ul E5(2F 20 ng
genomic DNA, 0.5 mM dNTPs, 10 pMol each primer, 1 U Taq
polymerase (Genetbio, Dagjeon, South Korea)) 2. = Thermocycler
(Biometra, Gottingen, Germany)E- ©]-8-5}¢] PCR& =345} 31t}
PCR 9| Z 7}= 3 Al & M-8 9] RedSafe (Intron Biotechnology,
Seongnam, South Korea)E- ©]-&5}] 1% agarose gelof 4| 221
stelon, PCR 2H&ES td o2 Atass At 5,
U3 B 0 2 agarose gelof A -2l35}o] PCR 7]HEE] S
acaule 5012 FAputA & 2135k},

|

LA OFYS S. acaule®| BEH MY REA

S. acaule FEA| A FHA = NGS (Next-Generation
Sequencing) 7| <ol 2|3} 2H/d = %101 Park (2021a)0f| 2] 3]
X vt Qi olof B8, S. acaule®] GEA A FHA|
£ st g3t 1 AaE AR AR 7]4&5HH, NGS b
o ¥ & 7] 492 7,807,842 read = E3)] 2F 2.3 Gbp S AYAF
sholom Bt Aol 293.8 bpiich. HA H71A Holl A
high-quality A &-& A7] 9|3} XA read©] 2F 85.2%F A}-&-3}
o] CLC quality trim 2= “1 -5 o]-§-5}o] A 2] g A
2] 11 Phred score 20 0] Ab-S S22 &5)o] I Z 0] 257.3bpel &
71 E AE oF 1.7 GhpE AUt} o= A A raw data®] oF
T4.6%=2, A B S breviaule®} S. demission2] A A S
ZAA| 2} v ekl S uf AHS-E 5 71 A Fol 2F0.7-0.8 Gbp
2 a1, raw data thH] 2 2=Z A7 A 9| vl& ETF 2F 3%
R 2O 2220 Uk(Park 2021b, 2022), 0] = 0] &3t de novo
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Reference chloroplast genome: S. berthaultii (KY419708: 155,533bp)

e

LSC

Solanum acaule (MK036506: 155,570bp)

IRa SSC IRb

Fig. 1 Complete chloroplast genome assembly of S. acaule (MK036506). The four representative contigs for the chloroplast genome
of S. acaule and the comparison with the corresponding regions of the S. berthaultii chloroplast genome (KY419708; Kim et al.
2018) are presented. Blue and yellow bars indicate contig matching with the reference sequence in forward and reverse orientation,

respectively
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Fig. 2 Gene map of the S. acaule chloroplast genome. Genes on the outside and inside of the map are transcribed in the clockwise

and counterclockwise directions, respectively

assembly 2} o] & =4 -2 9] contig A'I¥} 2H 9l T,
1231 gap-filling 7H8 & A X L ASA A 44 9
A5 18T o], F F71A4E-2 155,570 bp (MK036506),
aligned read 4>= 9F 55944 7], A 24| G4 4| 3 o coverage
= ©F 893.8x, XA trimmed readE $HJH FHA AL
mappingd}o] 2215t read depth= %] A 400 o] A} &2 3 A ¢}
B2 92 43S Bl A 2 B E A= 9
SA4 A% FAAL} Fde FH O AF ol AR
86,020 bp2] LSC (Large Single Copy), 18,364 bp2] SSC (Small
Single Copy), 121 3t #+2] 25,593 bp IRa/IRb (Inverted
Repeat a/b) 2 o] F oA Q1 om, R H S berthaultii 9=
A AA SAA F7) A G (KY419708, Kim et al. 2018; Park

2017)¥} ¥] 3L 9} BLASTZ <2 4}(Schwartz et al. 2003) 2 ¥} 2 %=
A& gl e o= AU TKFig. 1). S. acaule®] F=A] A
& AA A d 714 D& NCBIO| A Blastn #41 & g+ 4 1}
Solanum X juzepczukii (NC050208), S. megistacrolobum
(MHO021518)} Z+7} 99.90%, 99.89% %] =2 FAIEE B o
1, GC H]-& = 37.84%= 71 &] H] 525} A] UEHG TH(Table 1).
S. acaule YEA| A FAA o= 5 158719 - A7}
2235t 9gled], o] 7)ol = 1057 o) whel A 75, 4570 9]
tRNA, 87] 9] IRNAS 33}l 92 H, o] F 1171 2] T 2
A §AZ}, 9711 2] tRNA, 47 2] rIRNA7} 3t 24 2] IRS & [Ra
2 IRb G Aol A HujE = T 5 o] QLS TK(Table 1, Fig. 2).
A A71M D 5 592%7F 21 F L= 15870 9] -4 3
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0.002

100

100 Solanum tuberosum KM489056
99 || Solanum tuberosum NC008096
93 Solanum berthaultii KY419708
Solanum demissum MK036508
Solanum hougasii MF471372
Solanum stoloniferum MF471373
Solanum brevicaule MK036507
Solanum commersonii KM489054
100 9L— Solanum chacoense MF471371
& Solanum acaule MK036506
Solanum bulbocastanum DQ347958

Solanum lycopersicum NC007898
Solanum nigrum KM489055

Capsicum annuum JX270811

Fig. 3 Maximum likelihood phylogenetic tree of S. acaule with 12 species belonging to the Solanaceae family, based on chloroplast
protein-coding sequences. The numbers on each node indicate the bootstrap values from 1,000 replicates. The figure has been partially

adopted from Park (2021)

SA_ InDel
SA11
SB2-1
sD9

Stub
Scmr
Sblb
Scha
Ssto

SA_SNP_7
SA11
SB2-1
SD9

Stub
Scmr
Sblb
Scha
Ssto

_3 (trnG-rnfM)
TCATARATAGCTTTATTATTGAATTTCATAAATAGCATTAAATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATARAT————————————————————————— AGCATTAAATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-———————————————————————— AGCATTARATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-————-""—————————————————— AGCATTAAATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-———————————————————————— AGCATTAAATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-———————————————————————— AGCATTAARATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-———————————————————————— AGCATTAARATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
TCATAAAT-———————————————————————— AGCATTAAATATATCCTTAAATTAAGG
(cecsA)

AAATAACTGGGCCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG
AAATAACTGGACCAAGTGCTATTTTGACCCAAGGCTTTGCTACTTCAGGTATTTTAACTG

Fig. 4 Multiple alignment of the sequences containing InDel and SNP used to develop the PCR-based markers. Sequences of S. acaule

(SA11; MK036506; this study), S.
tuberosum (Stub; KM489056; Cho
DQ347958; Daniell et al. 2006), S.

brevicaule (SB2-1; MK036507; Park 2022), S. demissum (SD9; MK036508; Cho et al. 2019), S.
et al. 2016), S. commersonii (Scmr; KM489054; Cho et al. 2016), S. bulbocastanum (Sblb;
chacoense (Scha MF471371; Kim and Park 2019), and S. stoloniferum (Ssto; MF471373; Kim

and Park 2020a) were used and listed from top to bottom for each InDel and SNP region. The InDel and SNP regions detected
on the S. acaule regions are highlighted and underlined, and the restriction site is indicated by red color and bold text

T Zo|7F of 583.1bp, o] T T I HAAL (RNA,  Ob= Aoz fAdAZH AS SelsAn B S

rRNA7} Z+7k 3 764.6 bp, 62.

51.6%, 1.8%, 5.8%2] H|-&-2 B3 %] o] 919 oW, Solanum <& 2629 A} Aok ZE O HEH A&

3 bp, 11308 bp2] A7|2  acaule®) BEA AA GHA Zﬁﬂ 71K E& Al E AAE
FHA A A7)

ol = 2=} v gl HH §A 2} tRNA, rRNA 52| 74, A <€L EMBLY] ClustalW2 (httpS'//www ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/
£A 5o BE SARSE Ao & YETH(Table 1)(Cho et al. clustalw2)E o|-&5}o] o} AH S 533t A1} S acaule &
2016, 2019; Cho and Park 2016; Kim et al. 2018; Kim and Park o] & Hxjul# 7jdto] 7}53F th4=2] S acaule 0] A InDel
2019, 2020a, 2020b; Park 2021b, 2022). TSNP & &2 3Holg 4= A A th(Fig. 4). o] = $hA Hare A

USH HRREA HID L AS4

=

St grel, A1l 412 eh-ol 4 OS5 A%
A A FAA FAT T2 27 B %S G71HGY
AN BB, R §A1H A1) O3 ol 2

S. acaule®) FE=A| AR S AA ) 7FA ol £Fl=Th2 12 EA LolopgE Eo] 2 o] InDeli} SNP7} 24|51 Ao &
Zol A2 A GAA Q) ZY A GL v wdto] AELE 2QlE A o] th(Cho and Park 2016; Chung et al. 2006; Kim et al.

2+ 5+ ohFig. 3). S. acaule’= 7%
tuberosum-2- 3ol thr 2] 714

=0l A el E Aol S 2018; Kim and Park 2019, 2020a, 2020b; Park 2021b, 2022). Z 1}
2o 28| o] Q= 25T o7 S acaules EZTISE & §F 0| H|WE &3 S acaule

¢ 2she] 28 Lol 9135 S-S AAHACH, T S| 1< InDelh SNP -2 717} 40} 197 0.0, 4] 1
ZH(Capsicum annuum), 7F(S. nigrum), EVFE(S. lycopersicum) F v} SAFSHA 47 Q) InDel& 2 & S AR} 7E o ol B
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Table 2 Information on primers and restriction enzymes used to generate S. acaule specific markers
. a . Size .
Marker name Region S Primer sequence (bp)° RE
2 F TCAATGGATTCATGATAAAG
SA_InDel 3 trnG-rnfM 742 as
- (Intergenic) R TTTATGAAATTCAATAATAAAGC
cesA F ATTTCCTTTTCGATCGTTTC
SA SNP 7 588 Haelll

(Intragenic)

TTGAATCAATTGGGACCTG

°F and R indicate forward and reverse strand of primers.

®The expected sizes of PCR fragments are measured based on the sequence of S. acaule.
“Restriction enzyme generating S. acaule-specific marker. ‘as’ indicates allele-specific marker.

M sAll SAI0 SH HR PTB6 SD SB2 SC4 scl

SK ST sM2 SMI sp  ss  sV2

Fig. 5 PCR-based markers that discriminate S. acaule from other Solanum species. A: SA InDel 3. B: SA SNP_7. The two markers
are all positively specific to S. acaule. SA11 and SA10 indicate two different lines of S. acaule (P1310970). M, SH, HR, PT56, SD,
SB2, SC4, SC1, SC2, SH1, SH2, SI, SK, SJ, SM2, SM1, SP, SS, SV2, and SV1 indicate size marker ladders, potato varieties
‘Seohong’, ‘Haryeong’, a potato breeding line ‘PT56’, S. demissum (P1218047), S. brevicaule (P1205394), S. candolleanum (P1210035),
S. cardiophyllum (P1341233), S. commersonii (P1558050), S. hjertingii (P1186559), S. hougasii (P1161174), S. iopetalum (P1230459),
S. kurtzianum (P1578236), S. jamesii (P1578326), S. microdontum (P1310979), S. mochiquense (P1338616), S. pinnatisectum (P1190115),
S. stoloniferum (P1160224), S. vernei (P1230468) and S. verrucosum (P1160228), respectively

skl gll o, SNP«] 8- 197N 5 497l = AT D
of 2]l 307 = FAAF @ ool &8t Q1o
S. acaule SO|X =X 74
S. acaule’s EFFsto] 7hA} e} LAY F £ 859 AEA A
B A DA A7IA D thE A Z SIS, acaule &
0] A InDel¥} SNP= S. acaule 0] 4 Q] Exjul7A 7jdk-e- ¢
ol 2 51 ek, InDel 21 $H§-5H= 735 InDel ) 2ol 4
£ 0] 2Q) primer 4] 2-5}0] PCRE %3] InDel %1 9] ¢17]
X Ao] 2 UehLp R ] 20| 2 S. acaule So] 12l
311} 9] SCAR (Sequence Characterized Amplified Region) t}-7|
9] 7o) 7}53F% th(Cho et al. 2015; Garcia-Lor et al. 2013;
Yamaki et al. 2013)(Table 2, Fig. 5A). U ] 37| &] InDel 4 &
o A &= PCR 714} 2] F-AHA o] 7 dh-& A =56} S U, InDel
9] 377} InDel 50|21 PCR A& A7]of= thas 2HaL
InDel F 3t Q1L G4 9 REEA LS EH= 3|

SCAR 1}7] 7jaro] of2]-&-0] 91¢th(Kim and Park 2020b).
SNP 3ol9] A 9ol £ 797 4 & ARE Ao s
acaule 50|12 SNPE T4t 0 & A-§7}5 gt Algtas o
5 ZRIR 5 SNP J & 235t PCRATE E& 4 3
T2 primerE A 2}5} 2 PCRE| A1} 2 A2 DNA T©HH of A
3ta A4S A 2l5te] 819 S. acaule £0] 2] 91 CAPS (Cleaved
Amplified Polymorphism Sequence; Konieczny and Ausubel
1993) 0} A2 -2 2= 9] QI tHTable 2, Fig. 5B). 0| 2] 3+ CAPS
uhAl 22 % oAl o] AR B FRIAY 7 5ol
X 0% 2 geho] o] 4 HE 5 ek AL o4
© 2 &85 37 @l th(Caranta et al. 1999; Konovalov et al. 2005;
Lee et al. 2008; Pettenkofer et al. 2020; Smilde et al. 2005; Uncu et
al. 2015; van der Voort et al. 1999). 23}z 0 2 H oI lofA =
%% InDel W SNP 7]5+9] S acaule £ 0] %] 2] PCR 7|H}F2] B
Atz S 247} shba et o0, InDel 7]4ke] EAn}
7] SA_InDel 3 (Fig. 4, Fig. 5A)2 trnG 2} rnfM 3 A A} AFo] o]
EA|Bk= SCAR vhA & 7l RhE] 9] 0.1, SNP 7] 9ke] EAju}
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7] SA_SNP_7 (Fig. 4, Fig. 5B)2 cesd 3 A A} Yol 24 3+=
SNP7} A gt & 4~ Haelllo|| &]3)) S. acaule 7t Eo| A 02 &
©3}o] 8. acaule 50] 2| Q1 CAPS vh7] = 7 =] Qi ct.

3 U o] A A DNAS th/d o = g EAFupA o 7f it
ofy el A=A 9 AFFAA Y A7IHEE sk
A DNAE ti o2 A g & 8 5 A= & 50l
o #EAAE s A A A AlE ol
Row, B3t FAF Y AlEE TH
0§38}t 4= 9)th(Bohs and Olmstead 1997; Hosaka and Sanetomo
2012). B3], 2144] 9 AEF 40l A choFer 2oy
%9 58902 PAbol] EATFIA SH= o] A4H 0
2 ol oL}, w443k EBNE] Zpo] 2 ol
o] Fo| A A] o= oA YFHAAE
toll o3t AN ZF& S/ skl o] 5 Al
ol aFaL §lof, o] B oA FHE 9 AR
t= 2ol RE=A] Hasirh oFA Hiw A2
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S5 AA 25T 71 A=A A3 2g ol A g
O] GEA FAA 7L FAH 9 = v R AL v EF = 2of
Ao} 7§ w2 A 2o A= A= g2 A 9l
TH(Chen et al. 2013; Cho et al. 2016; Lossl et al. 2000; Mohapatra
et al. 1998; Smyda-Dajmund et al. 2016; Xiang et al. 2004). 3} %]
g FEA FAA Y Aolle FRY FAAT B A
HedSE e Ao 2 A8 A o] A & sk
W o] skt Wang et al. 2011). webA], & A-of A 7}
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