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Abstract: Unigene sequences and EST-SNPs derived from Castanea mollissima were down-
loaded from the Fagaceae Genomics database (www. fagaceae. org). The EST-SNP frequen-
cy in those unigenes was 1 SNP per 251 bp. For substitution types of those EST-SNPs, C-T
substitution was the most frequent mutation type,accounting for 31. 84% of all EST-SNPs, while
C-G substitution occurred most rarely, accounting for only 5. 76% of all EST-SNPs. The ratio of
transition to transversion was 1. 74 : 1. Gene ontology for 211 differentially expressed genes in
chestnut blight fungus ( Cryphonectria parasitica) infected vs healthy stem tissues of Castanea
mollissima were investigated. Except for other cellular and metabolic processes, protein meta-
bolism, response to stress,and response to abiotic or biotic stimulus were among the most re-
presented biological process categories. Many transmembrane domains, signal peptides,
coiled coil regions, and Pkinase related domains were found from analysis of protein se-
quences of the 211 differentially expressed genes. Using TBLASTX, the 211 differentially ex-
pressed genes were compared to all unigene sequences of Castanea mollissima. The EST-
SNPs located on the homologous unigene sequences were summarized and resulted in a total
of 3023 EST-SNPs. These EST-SNP markers provide insights into the studies of population
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genomics and association mapping for chestnut blight resistance in Castanea mollissima.
Key words: Castanea mollissima; Chestnut blight; Candidate gene; EST-SNP
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RAET W DKM AACEM . 1904 4EfEE EH AL 5)
Wb IR R ITLRE N , #E BEIG AN B2 T2 1K 1 (]
WEJL PSR T 2B JE, £ 1147 20 ~40 {2
BRAS S, 1938 ARAE R RFIAL IR I T JLREH , I
Ja K&y 15 RN 2 ERAH4RFE TS, 30 47 J5 KK JL
- AT VR S A K KA SRR I 2, W
W COUHR R H A9 ) BeiA A 2 FEER R & TR
1913 AEAE P E AR IR B T R , H i SEBE R AE TR
E A 1432, JLP-A SR R R A S
FEIRIR R o SR AR SN SR Pk g5, (1
FE TR DX JUHR BT | S8 i — S g B o 1o 2
B R BEMARIZET o B S R i B
IIAREIY K, RLEFIR 7200 H 25 B —1k , TLRE 1Y
£ T T ISR SRR RV Hh AT e [ R

TR YR A A TR PRI 255, R
FIPRIBOE B TR R, b SEP ik dpe 22,
T o AR SR SRLRE s PR e e i, 2 K O S A S
TR R ARAS O i R 0 B SR AR ORI, BRI e AR
RERGGI MR EMER, T REHY RN E
R, EER Y F 1912 — 1917 1 1922 —
1938 AR BHIR K HEAL S | Rl AR SR A B & R K
PR REE IR (8 i T SERE b v 1 A
a2 AP, BARERAT T HAT B Hi M I 2R,
R 2R T 6 YN SRR DR LI e, T 8 T 20
4l 60 fEARJK A, 20 {4 80 4EA 4], Burnham
RGBT R SRR, 48 ) ol S8 E AR DA
JTFPRBSE I T BB 75 1R Bl 3 60 5% I 3,
HERKAR, P REWH T Z— &R
SRS v AR SR, I S b T P S U
B A2 E AR B, o EE AR X T I A R A
YIRIBim TR A Y YA .

T PRBAPK L SE N FL, R [ A 2006 4E )3 3
Tese 3R H 41 T H 1 & “ Genomic Tool De-
velopment for the Fagaceae” (Wi H , B A F)E
( Castanea) . #;:)8 ( Quercus) .35 M8 ( Fagus) %
HES B YT R SR FArid. X0 HE
T—IFIIR5E 3B R 41808 1 (www. fagace-

ae.org), HEFC A4 T K&K EST JP5. 0 Fi
1RGSR B S A R B . PRI H
Xof v I A AN I 428 (R 2R nF A% ) RIS T
YRR AS (Y FIAR Y ) #8114 4> cDNA 3¢
G 2 P AR TR R EST 5, FE KX ik
EST J¥3|JF 8k Unigene 3531, 76)¥ 5 i P et
Farl # 1] PolyBayes # f:1! 77 & #8487 K &Y
EST-SNP #5ic, BbAh, %3 HIWHF5E A B ad X
] A L e R 2 U SR i Y A S IR i
135300, R4S T —HEAE PR 41 81 vh 25 R 3R 3R W
P, AP BT T 58 3B N B B A
(b AR SRR EST-SNP {5 6L, %I Barakat 25 5%
Y v R AR T SRS O P A S I 25 R R S R A T
THRRERRRE ARG, B ¥ X T
H A 25 Rk i L R AT Unigene S350 3647 1) U5 L
X, TR S 2RI I R ELA ] P K Unigene
FE8, et B A A8 HA W R Unigene 347
-/ EST-SNP ({5 B, , ;X #it EST-SNP #5ic7] K4~
Joi T A0 30t e R S AR 1 o PR S TR e e A
Fo DR 2 25T RN SRIBAE I I 5T B TREE PR S

1 #RERE

1.1 hE#ZE Unigene 571 EST-SNP %1
TEH o

HH TS BEEL PR 4 o Hi A2 (www. fagaceae.
org) T #& P E M 5 i Unigene J¥ %1 ( CCall Uni-
gene V2) F1I EST-SNP % % ( CCall _v2 _snpRe-
port) , AR BRI 4T
1.2 PEHEERERFREEANEERTERME
BREHaE 5

v AR SR SR B e SE KK {1 Barakat 45
I8 VR 2 v P A LR R SR A B R R
THEREH LR 22 e B3k J R L 211 A4, MR o745
B % B (The Arabidopsis Information Re-
source, TAIR) HH R i 211 Met i 3% P I AL R )P
FIFE ¥, FH TAIR fr 1 Gene Ontology
(GO) fE R X FepeAT B VR, ) H SMART #& 44
(smart. embl-heidelberg. de) i Ho#47 8 1 R 45
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1.3 HEHERHRERFRERERESH Unigene
5 i = i BE X

FIF4< i BLAST T H Hr i) TBLASTX % Ht [
B 211 AP e e £ K 45 CCall Unigene
V2 HrR A Unigene J¥ 04T IRIRLEXT , E fE BN
1E-5, ARAH 5P SEOM VL FE X Rl K Unigene J7
51, Geb B A A AT IR I FY Unigene J¥51 |
i) EST-SNP {5 5.,

2 HRESHSH

2.1 hE#ZE EST-SNP 5 /97

A 5E CCall Unigene V2 rrdhfy 48335 4%
Unigene J#31, &I i E AR 14 4~ cDNA SCAEH
PRI 847952 4% EST JFHI PFHEFT, P K
31} 25976986 bp, Xk ¥ T ixX 48335 4 Uni-
gene J¥ 3] ¥ EST-SNP % 3 ( CCall _v2 _snpRe-
port) #4744, Jerh A ] PolyBayes £k f1-53 #7453 2
i SNP dt45 103546 4>, SNP ) k=85 HK 4 4/
kb, W34 251 bp 45 1 4~ SNP, ZlER#E AR BLEK
(indel) J5 , fF A — e BT A HERR L B #eJSAUK SNP
I 25904 4, 3% 25904 4~ SNP R JE T 8890 %
Unigene J#31, 5 CCall Unigene V2 firf5 Unigene
JPF) B 18.39% , HH 45 K Z ¥ Unigene J¥
F EREH4 1 4~ SNP, it Unigene J¥31 57 £
/> SNP, {11 Unigene 11818 &4 47 4> SNP, X
X 25904 1~ SNP [R9R B e IS A4 B R 3L, C-T &
e R PR de s, 2o A7 8249 4, 4 SNP 1K)
31.84% , Lk & A-G e, JL4 8203 4, N IrfF
SNP (¥ 31. 67% , KL SR EKIKE C-G Bk, Ik
A 1491 4, 5F4A SNP 5. 76% (£ 1), Horp,
BB 16452 4~ (5 63.51% ), Bi#t 9452 4~ (5
36. 49% ) KW FmH I L E R 1. 74 21,
22 HEWNERERREREERNERTIEMNE
BREHaE 5

MR T 5 B B B4k 42 (the arabidopsis
information resource, TAIR) B7 & i Gene Ontolo-
9y(GO) {5 K., %I Barakat %"® 4 3 ) 75 v [l A 3¢
IR TR A B b 23R RLe G B TR A1 8 I 25 57
FEARBL L 211 AT LN TR, ARG SE R I GO

F= 1 HEIEE EST-SNP HEEHRER
Table 1 Substitution types of EST-SNP of
Castanea mollissima

WL AT SNP Hcft FATH(%)
Substitution type Number of SNP Percentage

C-G 1491 5.75659

G-T 2198 8.4852

A-C 2266 8.7477

A-T 3497 13.4998

A-G 8203 31.6669

C-T 8249 31.8445

41t Total 25904 100

432845 B, Herfr 190 AL H A4 fu 4143 (cellular
component) \195 4R IH A4+ T4 BE ( molecular
function) , 194 AN H: X 10 A 4= #1372 ( biological
process) , #r GO 4R & P4 a4l sy 4rF Ytk
FIY R 3 RIS R 43 4 IR 4H 1K 45 1
NI (1) o o, ZE4rFOhRE L, oA HoAh R
DIaEFI AL A T B i R R BT |5 1% el e 2, 43
H528.21% F121. 54% , ARt R L, B 25 Hofth
AR A AARBRR R IS, S 581 AR
Xof JB3EL XA M I 2 R R A v o Y R R BT
bl 5 22, 4302k 21. 65% \17. 01% F1 15. 46% .,

FIF] SMART & fxf 211 e Rib BN 1T
WVREEH BB, Kb 26 AN SE PR R 48 BT
MR, 7 AR 185 AR 3 & B4 St IR, B
FER TS S IR B N 1 & 22 A%, S 520
MESHIR . XX 520 S IET T S T, J
208 Fhgli b, Horb B RS B IR S di
— R HEOTUE A SIS IR, (15 5 A
IR A5 BRI AR I R 5 o — 2802 5 AR R AT
RGN, (045 22 28 IR R PRl s IR A il
it eI AT1G17870 gk &34 7 4
LR, A 6 M ESIEAS IR 1 BRI (I 2) .
2.3 HPEGEERERRFEEEERSH Unigene F
SRR X R

FIH TBLASTX T v Al SR SR AH %
B 211 Mgk 2 P4 55 3 CCall Unigene V2 g
48335 2% Unigene JF &3 7 IR I Le X, 211 Mt
SR B ARAE T W P8, A 3] 5096 45 1A I
R Unigene J¥31, ZBr JEr B P31 G 30
2805 4% Unigene J¥ %1, /5 T4 Unigene ¥ M3
%1 5.80% , XX 2805 4% HA7 APk Unigene J¥
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a. Cellular component (N =190) ; b. Molecular function (N
=195) ; c. Biological process (N =194)

1 FESRERFERFREEEGEEER
Fig.1 Functional categorization of candidate genes for
chestnut blight resistance in Castanea mollissima

ForHr & B, i 1883 4~ Unigene J¥: 31 R I K 4R
3 EST-SNP #7ict ,922 4~ Unigene J7 31 Z4K4H T
EST-SNP #5id, X 922 4~ Unigene J¥ 4, ki 4
Unigene ¥ Fr &8 SNP #1839 A%, R
4 1/ SNP 1§ Unigene J¥3| ¥ H 5.4, A 334
%, 24 Unigene J781 12384 24~ SNP $5id , %

X 922 4 HAT MUY Unigene J#51 11 SNP j#
frgeih e, Sy 3023 A~ EST-SNP i (K 2) .

™ ™ T™

LRl

™. BIRESAR; CC. ik

TM: Transmembrane domain; CC: Coiled coil region

2 ERRFTIEEE ATIGI7870 WE A RE#E
Fig.2 Protein domains of differentially
expressed gene AT1G17870

72 HhEEERERREEEEAFERIEER
Unigene 51 B & SNP (&
Table 2 Number of SNP in unigenes homologous
to candidate genes for chestnut blight
resistance in Castanea mollissima

gasval e swun

Number of SNP ; Number of SNPs

in each unigene unigenes
1 334 334
2 182 364
3 121 363
4 75 300
5 58 290
6 45 270
7 27 189
8 21 168
9 17 1563
10 8 80
11 8 88
12 6 72
13 5 65
14 2 28
15 2 30
16 2 32
18 2 36
19 4 76
22 1 22
24 1 24
39 1 39

41t Total 922 3023
3 itie

3.1 mEHREE EST-SNP & EMEFRERE
SNP & H il & 153 A e h) 2 AU 2
HAMCHE B BoR M —Fh gt A 2 8 HARIC, B AR
FENYH 90% i £ AL E TSNP, i 4Esk,
SNPs 7£ A2 ( Homo sapiens) {7 4+ ( Arabidop-
sis thaliana) . K2 ( Hordeum vulgare) . Kk G.( Gly-
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cine max) Rl Tk ( Zea mays) "~ % Ay Fpp
IRy B A AT DA W . EARCE IR EST-SNP
RGN 4 4~/Kb, V34 251 bp 4 1 4~ SNP,
T Tk P55 M 1SNP/104 bp F1 1SNP/60. 8 bp
IR AESER S Sl gLk Tenaillon 450 2
YRR 1 S YRAORI 21 AMLSETTHEST, B B
SNP 3 [ g % DX R 3F 4 85 X, 1 b B Al 5 1% EST-
SNP J&2i H F X cDNA S 7 i i EST J¥41,
HAEAET Y, o EMR S EST-SNP (& 24 5%
5 E ¥ (Eucalyptus grandis) v} 4§ 3 ¥ 4 1% IX. 1K)
SNP %4 45i% 1SNP/239. 6 bp #13E ",

HRAFIR N AN B RPN BRI e I
e FH AR FMRIS U H I8 SNPs ANMuFE f5 w
B, Pk, SNPs FEZIA7 4 R, 1 R i #e.
C-T(G-A ),3 Fihmi#: C-A(G-T ).C-G(G-C).
T-A(A-T) ) 75k PR 21 v s T A8 o8 BR PR 3R
AR, BE LR G Wi, Wang 0% %) A
L1 279 Kb [y STS J¥ #4744, e R 8
[#) 279 4> SNPs w1 56405 67 % , ¥, 5 33% , 55
S 2 201, ket T EST R R
RBK 1456 Mpkc SNP oy 38 al i¥) 2 984 A
(67.6% ) , B IAT 468 1~ (33. 4% ) , ¥ W il
LBl 2: 1, X b E AR SE 25904 4~ SNP [#1H%
FEE BRI I3 H R I, e e 16452 4~ (63.51%)
JUi#e 9452 A~ (36. 49% ) , e $ A1 A # 1K) LU AE Ry
1741, 5T AHE NS R—3 b C-T ek
AT B R B R, i AT 8249 AN, (N A SNP Y
31. 84% , ;X st tHF C % LI AL B Ar 4,
WS B TV,

SHeaFARC e, SNP dRic i T HA 216
JUELVE B ARG FUE T B SRR
P B RN R AW SR TARIS, BAR T
JUERINTME 2, BT EST I RARAE I EST-
SNP ## 0 B 241545 SNP #3130 I AR 848,
EST 2k [ SR I 4ifts X, vl DL B BegR A H N 1 338
BR, M FRMIMEEN LA BER L WH,
EST-SNP 2fe g 3R 7 41, HA7 & i Ak ~r 4, B8 i
AN R B Y N Y s e Y
FE 2 R, 58 S BERL R L B R O A i b AR
EST-SNP #rict, AT N H T A SR Dy il ik (R 41 2 i

9%, R P SR s il T A 2 MRS MR B
DIteSEN o Ak, 76 3 BHRIA 2 B S 3R B Y
HERERRD, A% E T XUE R AR R R R 3R W
PT R AR LAl , F i EST-SNP 47300 27
JE W h TS e S R AR R AT R AR AR A
B FEBIEE A W TRA 322 TR
RGER TGRS
3.2 HEBERERKREEEENIIESTNE
BR&E S

X e AR SR B AT DG I 211 S 2 e
FIRFER AT IR BRI, AR W R b R 2L
fu R AAAR AW I, 2 5EABRR
TR0 T JHRAEL A4 g I A R R e ) B PRI |
Ml 2, (X B FL R AR T RE S S 1 o AR S X
FERIKIBT BN . #EIX 211 N2 FRIBIN SR
TR IR O A 2 5 HARRE Y DU AH SR IR AR B A g
BIRRIE . 2 ABC #5128 8 |1 ¢ (ABC transport-
er family protein) 55 Yy Bl 8 BN P IRISR F R AR
FHIR, §2 Y SR U 109 43 8, 00 4§ o D A ) 28
(2% gy fa#E PA50 % (cytochrome P450
family ) FHA B 2 A I8 AH 3& , 2648 Yy 18 e i JE 08 )
T A B AR A R, B 2k BB I B — 2B bR
omega-3 JI i ik it & i (omega-3 fatty acid de-
saturase ) fil Ras &1 GTP 454 %4 9 (Ras-
related GTP-binding protein) Sik54y i &R 48 3Rk45 1
Btk (systemic acquired resistance) #3222,

ULAR SR — 2 51 B 4 %) Hi s 42 BN ( Resistance
gene, R H:PR ) i 1 54 A A5 B8 AR R o 5 s £
AR — e f:y v gl e R R, 00 R R TR B i X1
Hmil SRR 8 3 0 NORBL S5 2 L6
AR IFPUICTEB AN TR Hrt R FF i 38R AE
M- HESRN Roy? 2103 i R PR 4 i i 4 1
FRSFHVHEATT R B, B 13 BA 2R IS
B, E A T BS54 P & (nucleotide-binding
site, NBS) , & = & B8 T & ¥ %1 (1eucine-rich re-
peat,LRR) , £z & B8/ 75 & I8 I fiff &5 #4388, ( Ser/Thr
kinase,STK) , =5 & BB hi 4 (1 eucine-zipper,LZ) Fl
AT AR X 21, A R LR AR ST:
MR, T DA RO R A S BATF W28 IO Y
NBS-LRR 2%, B i) LRR Z8 R H A Jfush LRR 454
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P 121 S0 e IS T 40 M P 2 11 30 ( Seer/ Thr) 51%80
AL o AR S S B A G R 211 A4S 22 e
FIHR N BEAT 8 B S M I o B R B, A 211
AN DN v R R B BT R &S 6L AL (nucleotide-
binding site, NBS) fI & 2= @M ¥ 4 ¥ %] (1eucine-
rich repeat, LRR) , H R B T KI5 E B fL
HHORERISEH 35, £ 155 5 R v 3 55 IR 4 i 4
WE , AR S8 1 IR R RBAE DG N B R, U8 2 K
R, N RIR IR IR DI A . R KRB NBS
AILRR T el A B AL : (1) SMART 14 3
BRI SRR R DA A B B (E fED) A R e st
FEREAIR IR S5 4 AN BE A HY R 5 (2) IX 822 7
TR HRAE T LRR 8P S, TR 40 i N 2
FIBRS S AR PO e . 24 1k, A2 0T
fiAE Y b R A DB R T 1R VY ISR B
B, 0 RPWS 2 L mg T 4t 18 i H: 81, 4549 2 CC-
TM ( coiled-coil plus transmembrane receptor),
B2 i e 4T A P 15 L5244k 5 Mo J2 K2 i 1 I
HH, 450 5 TM-TM-TM-TM-TM-TM  ( transmem-
brane domain,TM) , 8% 6 M EIX ; HM 2 F K
YU B S, Fo™ Yyt —FhaE s R SRR (toxin re-
ductase) ', HAir, A 5 % SEREHE H W HLI %) BF
58, E N AMEIHUE AR D, e AR ik A7 43 85 1
E SR AR IR P S DR , BRI , S A 5 i A gk
PRI AH C 25 57 R IB BL PR A 2 i A SR ) i s ik
s Hyums Ui SR 4 T TB R s e S PR R R
3.3 REEFEEZEEREPFEHRERERFTRBH
KA

W B B AR bR 3 A MEoAR R st A e
e AR AL AR S R 412 R D B Sk R 41
SEBFFRI — AR H AR AR B YR
S AEE (Quantitative Trait Locus Mapping, QTL
Mapping) . CEB: 4 & ( Association Mapping) #1 )%
R 4 24 1 T Br (Population Genomics) Bifg 1
KB R il T REBM I F 5
RHET YRR FhRac, W bR IR AL T 4
TGIX., PRI A 2 i 42 ol e 2 U PR PR Dy BB P st 2
5 FRAAERRIA R, 3T EST Waed:sr
Fhricn EST-SSR Hl EST-SNP 41 iy 21, A
Pk — PEEAL T AR AR . eAh, AR T

AR FARICIR I i, 40 2R B8 S M A BE R M
i B, BBAR R b 42 A I )y B P A A8 S IR S 2
Namroud %1% F F >k B 345 4> 3k A 1% 534 4
SNP, %f 6 4~ HAT — e B B R A SRk £ KA
=12 Picea glauca) i) AR IE HEHEAT T JE SRR 41
AW E R B 9. 2% I R BN WAL
K, 13.6% HY B R R B HY 38 DL IR 1) . RS0, BT 5
MR IX e SR I DRl 5 & e R A 44k
R ZRIHARIE— B, 3 — 2 Uk D] 3 S o e i R 1K)
NP, Eckert 2511 x4 jf A ( Pseudotsuga
menziesii) 3k [ 117 NP N E i 384 4
SNP Fr10A1 21 P AR LT T Rk AT,
FE12 M SR A 10 MR Z MR T B4
Kb, I BEAH SCH N T P W E AR DY 1 1 3t A% ik

AT R0 P AR R 211 A SR
FH S5 Unigene J3413:4 7 IR B, R3S Hi e
Peim e SR HAT W MW Unigene J¥ 41, #ETi 4K
4 3023 A o 4E B A I B 1 Unigene | 1)
EST-SNP #5ic, 3X#t EST-SNP 4510445 1 i 4k
TR S R A A M v AR SR T SR o S R 4127
WFFEFI SRR BT SY , & 05 B AH S IR B S I
FIPIEEAR AL T BB AR TE R R, X F e [
B 2 A S SR AE Y I 2 FARICHE B & R AP
FEPR TR HoA B8 8 o
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