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urensis seriously affect the quality of wines, and 5GT is the key enzyme
for the synthesis of diglycoside anthocyanins. Therefor ing the differences of 5GT alleles among different grape varieties lay the
foundation for inhibiting the synthesis.of diglucosidic antho¢ anins,’which is of great significance for improving the quality of wines made from
Vitis amurensis grapes. The 5GT alleles in ‘Cabernet Sauvignon’, ‘Zuoshanyi’, ‘Hasang’ and ‘Zuohongyi’ were cloned and analyzed in this study
by sequence analysis and bioinformatics analysis, and seven 5GT alleles were all on chromosome 9 and encoded 297~464 amino acids. The

results of sequence analysis showed that four 5G7 alleles'might lose the function of SGT due to the gene mutation, seven5GT alleles had no

signal peptide and.belongs to t subfamily of GT1. There were some differences in SGT alleles among different grape varieties. from

which we could$peculate that only three alleles could synthesize diglucosidic anthocyanins.

Key dS@P-glucose:ﬂavonoid 5-O-glucosyl transferase(5GT); Vitis amurensis; allele; anthocyanin

PG T A R BRI e i - 2R R, 1T
FESL R R A A R I DG . R TR
WiFsEEA: 2018-01-26
E&UH: EREANFESEERFESWE (3101828); BATHER
R¥ESEFERPFESTE (002017024) ; B TIAKETRFTE
(12541579) ; KIRKTESMRBGTRITE (2d-2016-108); BAT/\—K

BARFES|IHAARRBINITRIFMIE (XYB2013-16)
YEEET: T (19920), &, MEHsE, MsthE: FEHTENE
BMEE: K& (1982-), &, L, I, #5TAR: FEEBESEEE
WEEMRTE; PR (1964-), %, L, Hi¥, H5THE: RASFHH
SEMEMIR

122

Rl VTARLE T A AR, B2 S5IRERNE.
PR E AR S AR, B O R R KR
G, 4 s DL P R R BT UDP- %7
Bl 3-O-H & b0 (UDP-Glucose:flavonoid-
3-O-Glucosyltransferase, 3GT) F UDP-#] %]t < 5 i
5-O- i %] # ¥ # B ( UDP-Glucose:flavonoid-5-
O-Glucosyltransferase, 5GT), —#J&T GT1 ZFKkEH
RRAMEFHED . FEaRE 36T BFIEH N AR 3-0-
FRATHEEY, 1) 3-O-FAIMEFAE SGT 11 N ik—2 i
A% 3,5-O- XU .

i 3GT WHFFARERZ, 1 SGT fRIEHXY



MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2018, Vol.34, No.6

Bb . MY SGT R T R WA T IT AR 1], 16
FHEP P 5-O-HEEAUIE R AL 2 FEfL iy B2
JRP . HETCAERZ Y RI T Rl 3-O- 540
R 3,5-0—%5(%16?3%5@ 5GT, %ﬁﬁfﬂ?ﬁﬂféﬁﬁﬁk
% (Silene dioica)™. W7 (Petunia hybrid)®. 4% %
(Matthzola zncana)[6 FEL T3 (Perilla frutescens)[ H, 5
% NAE K WE A€ (Dahlia  variabilis)®™ . 1% & 7 (Iris
ensata)® . T 285 R (Iris hollandica)'” . =4¢ J¢ 0
(Gentiana triflora)"". & J52&(Dianthus caryophyllus)'*
FX524(Paeonia lactiflora) Y52 FEEAE R L. 7EEF
4 L ¥ B (Solanum  Sogarandinum)™ . ) B IF
(Arabidopsis thaliana) A1 §-(Solanum melongena)™®
RPN T 5GTo X T4 AU AL L E (1)
WA, Janvary U TITERKSE S AT H 4 S PP Regent” 7
BEH 2 NIIREARFEN SGT AR, 433k H
‘Chambourcin’ fefiE 14 3-O- B AT A2 BR 3,5-O- XU
I Cha5GT, M‘Diana’ NEEREIL AL 3,5-O-XUHIHE
T Dia5GT, JHIESE DiaSGT ARG AU AL (o
& IR AL FNHE AT £ 1B %500 7 F B0 C- A (1) %
WTIE B, A KRR A AN B OB A6 (1 1Y)
JEPRZ SGT A3 i T RA Mk SGT BRE k.

AL S IR TE AR DI A ] 2 ks 00 380 R 8 U
P20, Yang S IR AET A T BRI E AR
IHBEMT SGT S LR . He 25121 3874 A L —
BEH —A SGT 2N, Jfilid R s s fg
AR 3,5-0-BUHIHEE -

1115 %] (Vitis amurensis Rupr)fE & [ 3 47
=4, BAWRKIPITER. A% RS E
B, BAR/NEE HORZ . BREK. BT
2. RS S, NEEE, TEEERE Y,

G PR KR, ™
T PRER Gt S o E AT, DR L3 2 XU
wéﬁ & Ekmﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁnifﬁ/" AW FCEEL T 4 FfERIE
HIE A, AR AR REEER S WA Al
LI RR AR AT o o W 5 R Fe 21— D SEB bRl il PCR
SERORTORE SGT A3, 7347 L6 2 S L BR 2852 i
Firb SGT SR 2257, JufiAT LI el S L2 58
RIS SREAAE CUE 2H 22 e LA SR Gt s
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L1 Atk
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tlh —>(V. amurensis Rupr) . ‘W5 3°(V. vinifera, V.
amurensis) ‘4. (V. vinifera, V. amurensis) I F %
BT ARV R 2 bt S vl T 2 Ao 5
O AT T 56 T SE A R IT I ToR F 4, BT
Pk 5 mL B0 R, B TRRREE Y, fRAFT-80 1C
UKHE .
12 4 DNA &5

IodE AT E A TR RIS o AL R R
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F 1%35 R R H 3K AT Nano-drop ¥R DRI DNA
JiiE, 20 CLRA7FEH .

1.3 PCR ¥ ¥ §7
‘?Iﬁﬁ]anvaryﬁ« W FhiE &R SGT #1514,

Forward Primer: SFC CCACCTGAGACACC-3’
1 Reverse Primer: 5>“CAGTACATCAAACGCCACTC-
3%y LA %) gDNA BN, ilid PCR #1945 H )7
PCR P K /N 1455 bp. PCR NARR N
50 HL, 7&;@&0, 4 uL ANTP, 5 uL 10xpfu
¢action buffer, 519)%% 2 uL, 1.5 uL gDNA, 0.5 pL
fuBE . NN 95 CHIAEM 5 min, 95 CAF

ri 308,755 ‘CiB-K 30s, 72 ‘CIEAH 240, 35 MiEFF,
72 “CHEAH 10 min, 4 CLRAF.
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BEWUN—E, FFHBREER RO & i i
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JRIEBRBUR R, BEATIEVE PCR, i 1%I5 A
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Fr %) K & B NCBI %4 & ' BLAST f2 /5
(https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi) 5&/¥.
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services TMHMM/) 5 Z@AERRFP A0 ik 2 B
K B ¥ Pfam24.0(http:/pfam.sanger.ac.uk/
search/sequence) e i: 15 5 K23 BT AT AR FH £E 43K
f  SignalP4.1(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/)
56 B 40 M E AL T A g M R AE 2R B
TargetP1.1(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TargetP/)  5¢
s U SGT & H B — 2 45 14 ) F A 26 B
GOR (http://npsa-pbil.ibcp.fr/cgi-bin/npsa_automat.pl?pa
ge=npsa_gor4.html), TINS5 EA TR
ProtParam Chttp://web.expasy.org/protparam/) 5Ei; il
85 H o = 4 57 AK 25 1) R FH A2 42 M 3t Phyre2
(http://www.sbg.bio.ic.ac.uk/phyre2/html/) 5&ff.

2 #RS5DH

2.1 gDNA &4

IR IF) CTAB VAR HUHI %] 4l 1 gDNA, £
1% IR EFERER vk e, 26BN e s, A R
RHORR, ToHE 5 Resl A
8L Nano-drop ¥WREZELUNE DNA WKEE, $H7E
1000~1300 ng/uL JEE N, ODagongo 1EAE 1.8~2.0 Y [H,
ODa3080 THTE 2.0~2.2 YU, DNA iU, To44i
54y, AT T RSk
—_— el

22 S5GT iy w & g

HiE b SGTHNEAWE T, KN
(¥ 22 1L —VaSGT(KF996717. A%t 1R 7 41l ik
A 20 W ¥k C http://www.genoscope.cns. fr/externe/
GenomeBrowser/Vitis/) H' BLAST, #FIR i+ —
AT 9 BYtatk Eif SGTAE, 4eK13950bp, 7
FALTIR T4 ELXT [R1J8 0, TATHERLT 9 ‘T Yt

—

R ENI N Iy 50 FT BTSSR
BES N SE 2 Fh i % ‘Regent” R I
Chas [ Ehe k&M H &

Va5GT( 71T B E A IR 1E>99%, Wi 7
A H IR SGT 50 R

23 FFa9

FAARE] 7 4 SGT S50 LR I RISHE , s
HENPFREIER TS, F5 ChaSGT. Dia5GT (H%e
JERERZEI I FUAT AR L) . NCBI R 1 1L
% VaSGT(KF996717.1). &M% SGT(KT327064.1)
TV 56 R A JE DR ZH I AR R o i 2« TR B v — S
BT BT, g RaniE 1. 38 i A R 4 R
BLAST #isg LA_L 5GT RN T 9 Stk -,
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Fig.1 Multiple sequence alignment of 5GT alleles

7Z: ZHEMN A PSPG-Box, A7 ¥ R TRABEK, A
5| Lo R Rm LB TALE, B RTHLE LAIALE
Z BT AT ABE=100%, FEREHETAF]A81
MW>75%; AR EHARET>50%. VWCSSGTI #= VwCS5GT2 =
FREIR P e SGT 542 B VaZSYSGTI #= VaZSY5GT2
R = FEH SGT 4324 ; VWwxVaHSSGTI #=
VWxVaHSSGT2 Ao 2> F %, % 69 SGT F 4z K A ;
VoxVaZHYSGT Fa RN k41— vF 613549 S5GT S KR,
VWPN5GT #°Z. i (V. vinifera L. cv. Pinot Noir) 5GT;
Va5GT(KF996717.1) & NCBI & Rt # & A L—" (V
amurensis Rupr. Zuoshanyi ) 5GT; Vr5SGT(KT327064.1)~ B =t #)
# (V. rotundifolia) 5GT; Cha5GT M Regent’ ¥ 4 th #4%
8 ‘Chambourcin’ 94 2§ 4649 SGT %413 B, Dia5GT &M
‘Regent’ ¥ 2~ & i 49k f ‘Diana’ & K #4849 5GT Sz A H.

MIRERER e RE IS SGT SRR, 4N
WCS5GTI R WwCS5GT2. WwCSSGTI Bt RFH1 4K
1394 bp, FEROE A % Pl fE s, B35 902 A7
FER, FEOLEERRT YN 301 N EERRIT 6T
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TBRAF (G301#), FHAESR 328 A=A LR &1L &g+
(E328%), &% C-ARui1 AT, 25 UGT Kif
—/NH 44 DNEIERRA R TF ] (PSPG-box)
BT i vwCS5GT2 bt WwCSSGT1 78RRV A 2 v AH
XL, HAT 8%tk 5 wCSSGTI AL,
VWCS5GT2 A5 1182 F1 1183 fi1 AG M,
A KAY 1392 bp. FH Editseq 44 T- 0 HE K
PPN LR () IS ) S e A AR ], B2 924 bp,
i 307 ANEIERR, TNAT208 33.57 ku, SFHLECH
4.768. 5L S5GT BLIREN] Cha-5GT M Va5GT #H
b, WCSSGTI M1 VwCS5GT2 WIFHEHIE & i Thidt
7 A o ks 2 S e ot e e B M 2 RGN 2
RIHED VvCSSGTI A1 VwCS5GT2 WIS~ ie
SGT BEMIIEHIhREE, AREARAFEF LAY, X5
Yang 25"\ Xing £\ S5 OHIFT. FREEER T
TS SGT AT K] 'vCS5GTI M WCSSGT2 5 HiAth
Wi A SGT FEK 4 et R IUEAZAE N R IR
FAF PT8L (5 78 NMEAKLRGH P AFRL L) F1 D248Y,
XV TREER SGT W FRE T 5845
KRB 2 A SGT ZAHEE, e N
VaZSY5GTI R VaZSYSGT2, —#& 2 Al 3 AbHsdt Rz,
P 3 R EERE R, AN ET6D. V208A, S
703 PBRFE B S B VaZSYSGT2 N 234 NERERIT
BRI (V236#) FHr= A 1R AT 21 E %S 1(R30
VaZSYSGTI 4=8 1395 bp,  FHHEAE R 1
Yt 464 NEIERR, TNS>TEH 51.48 Ku;
N 5.069. VaZSYSGT2 4K 894-bp, %fidh 297
R, T 5rT& 33.02 ku, S 6424, VaZSY5GTI
5 NCBI _FRFFNLAEE 721 VasGT [RYEM: &k
99.93%, % HERTHIRAG - Ak 2R, BPSIL IR %
5t R412K, 5 Cha5GT FPolREIEME Sk 99.71%, HAH
. A208V. A259S.
W VaZSY5GTI H 5GT FgYide, 1M
VaZSY. GIRAL I Co R b A KT 1 2 LB T BE -
AR 2 DSCGT SR, LN
WxVaHSSGTI F1 VvxVaHS5GT2, WiE 2 Ia3fa 16
SR ZE S, VU &) Th AR Rl KA.
H 5 bR TE SRR, FTUMFE 11 bz R 7 o ARk
FIXEIERR AT 193M. S103G. KI187N. Y262C.
S283P. ENEE316-319-. T383P. E389K. A395G.
R422G , R 5F X 2 % R R LN A E343D .
WxVaHSSGTI A TRIT 514K 8 1395 bp,  FF L
HEWH R 1395 bp, Wi 464 NEIERR, TN TEAN
51.66 ku, Z5HL 55N 4.976; VvxVaHSSGT2 4K M 1383
bp, FFBUEEHER 1383 bp, Fifi 460 ANEIERR, T

JaZSY5GT2. 1A

384 50.95 ku, FEHLEUCN 5.0930 4 Vv xVaHS5GTI
5HAh 5GT Luxt &I Labss L4 M93L. G113W,

N187K. 1282M. K318E. K389E. G422R, A Hit
1 NN 2R (2 N S 7 12 S T o L R 11
VWxVaHSSGT2 5 HAth SGT ot RIMAE 5 L 5RAF
S103G. G113W. Y262C. 1282M. S283P. E343D.

T383P, A EGK 12 AL T EUIHE P Bk 54
ENKE316-319-, 71 S103G. S283P. ENKE316-319-.
T383P VYA IR RAIE T 4 %) (V. einerea) "1
A, MAMAHETUEELEO TS E
<15%"520, <k S ch B A R S R

1 10%°Y, 7vxVaHSSGTI $EHEN Ay DLTE R SGT
FEINRE, VvxVaHSSGT2 H TR FEERER . FE -4
AT fEEs S5GT g IE% ThRE. 82M FRALTE

Vo xVaHSSGTI T VoV W, HRE
TET M5 Ho, THEI G S0 5G T S PRRIE 1575
T TR SGT S RN, Hp—A
Mg N WxVaZHYSGT, 55—~ SGT B:HE LX) i
N/l — w0 VaZSYSGT2 AT IR T 5 56 A ], B 22
éI~’5‘%~’Tﬂiﬁ—/l\§%laE@ SGT 3t
VaZHYSGT 4= 1395 bp, FFillis:
HEH 1395 bp, ihidh 464 NEIERE, Tl 4> &4 51.43
kuy, ZEHECN 5.069; WxVaZHYSGT 5 VaZSY5GTI
RAESAMFEZESR: TI95A, RN L399M.
¥ WxVaZHYSGT 56 YiRe) Va5GT M Cha5GT 7 %))
Bl X R I RN I>99%, HsA Pl £ 1k 3 h1 el il
FA, WA T T AR SF X P4E LTAE, T e —
HXUEEFE (T B TE A B 31%0Y, [RIHEN
VwxVaZHYSGT 1] MEAL A B EF T a1
¥ BT 18 5GT B2 A J7 41 £ 4 %5 2 DR 20 19 3l
Chttp://www.genoscope.cns.fi/externe/GenomeBrowser/
Vitis/) H' BLAST, $RE| B 5GT 2 H, 42K 1395
bp, 5 VaSGT A ChaSGT (82751 [FIEHE>99%,
FFIURIEEAE N 1203 bp, gkt 400 PNEIERR, MR 396
NIRRT U T HAFE IR AT 21 B3RS 1, BRI
HEN B ECIR SGT F R A TifE . NCBI _F R R E
% SGT R HIRTHIK 1394 bp, #4EA
TP H 464 NEFERRA K. 5HAD 5GT R 741 L
e, RIUAMH#IE SGT %A &1L+, (B)751[H
TRPERL R, R = R 8 A PR AE 1 S A S
N20K. S286T Ml Q462L. Brubz4h, [RAMH% 5GT
5 Cha5GT 1 2 Wb%742 5+ DT6E A1 A208V, {HZIX
AR SR A B RS R K, WxVaZHYSGT .
VaZSY5GTI. Va5GT MEAM %] SGT 15 76 NI
208 NMRIEMNBER (B) M4ER (V), MiE
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WCS5GTI WWCS5GT2\ VaZSYSGT2+ VvxVaHS5GTI
VvxVaHS5GT2. B 5GT Cha5SGT # Dia5GT
NREHER (D) MFER (A, AIILIZADEIER
A BN SGT BETIRE. LhAh, [R5 R A
ALY, UMM 5 SGT A ThEe.

24 ZRRIA A2

IGT AEBGI4KT 1
TAAZTER27.1
rum Sp3 AAYSRI92.1 & 367 05 0 e

} TGTIE S

- SGTIE M

& 2 ’%237:1&1&11
Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree

¥ Hi 3 5GT /F %) VWCSSGTI  VWwCS5GT2 «
VaZSYSGTI . VaZSY5GT2 . VvxVaHSS5GTI -
VwxVaHSSGT2 VvxVaZHYSGT BT NCBI ik EH
BLASTP, 3 H A & b L A B i 741
MEGAS.1 kP Sy R Gt 4Ll (2) 2

7E NCBI H# R 5 AT WA A R4
SRR DR, R S AT T SE k) 7 A 5G
XTI QIR R Gude e . 1l 2 B, dhAeas

AR DX e £ 73 B =7, AR A R 4 s
ZANEN UGT I =AW, 50N 3GT 1
Kk, 7GT WHIEA 5GT WK N FREEER . IEZ
e M — R R 7 S SGT HERI AR AL
T 5GT WA, T HAGHEN7E R 2 HANRE & BN
TEEAFTCIIRE SGT 2R V> VaHS5GT2 A A5
ERAEREER N7, e R R E AL TR R AT 24 b %
¥, AR SGT ZERMIRE L 177, RE
S UL B P R . | 4
VvxVaHSSGT2 SAAEHEN N IGEIRE 56T £EH,

B wxVaHS5GTI JFHlRNEM &=, Bk GRS

RAF IR AT A R BT, S R ey ai0]
VwxVaHS5GTI iR By .
2.5 T Ai R G N

i THXHMM2.0 AEZk 81+ Chttp://www.
cbs.dtu.dk/ servicess TMHMM/) X} 7 4~ SGT S5 LA
BEAT HE S TR AN T, 25 SRR I AR AE RS IR

s AR TEAS S EE . A Pfam24.0 £ 28 W vk
(http://pfam.&fr;ac.uk/search/sequence)ﬁ*ﬁ wHHEP,
FIRKWNT A SGT HJF T GT1 Xk, GT-B Bl
F" SignalP4.1(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/)
WA AN LA L 7 4 SGT HABSIK, SREHBA
B TR ER, BESk, FrwER. BT
TargetP1.1(http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TargetP/) %
SGT EEBHAT A E A A 734, SR 1,
Uil SGT BIAFAET AL R ERECRLAAR . iSRRI A
AL, HAR KIS EAAAELS TR

=1 EREEMDER

Y 4 Table 1'Subcellular localization analysis
T 545 5 Len cTP mTP SP other RC

WCS5GTI J 307 0.079 0.063 0.220 0.556 4
$CS5GT 2 07 0.079 0.063 0.220 0.556 4
aZSY5GTI 464 0.065 0.068 0.200 0.577 4

y VaZSYSGT2 297 0.065 0.067 0.219 0.580 4
Vv xVaHS5GTI 464 0.071 0.067 0.240 0.553 4
WxVaHS5GT2 460 0.067 0.066 0.243 0.563 4
WxVaZHY5GT 464 0.065 0.068 0.200 0.577 4

E: Len A T~EGOMKE, TP AT HREERK, mTP R T& k450K, SP A5 K, other K&kl 2z, RC &
THMTIEE (1~5, | AT TERERS, 5 AT TERERK) B,

26 EasEmo

1 3F GOR M % (http:/npsa-pbil.ibep.fi/cgi-bin/
npsa_automat.pl?page=npsa_gor4.html) Tiiil| 5GT =M
JR R E5H, SREY: WCSSGTI W o- 1R e 5

126

37.46%, FEMFEEY 14.98%, TGN 5 47.56%:;
JWCSSGT2 W a-W&JiE 5 37.46%, ZEAHEE L 14.98%,
T 5 i 5 47.56%; VaZSYSGTI " a-YZ e 5
33.62%, ZEMPEES 20.47%, TTHINER 5 45.91%:;
VaZSYSGT2 " a-B2HiE (5 36.53%, IEAHEE 17 21.60%,
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THNE S 41.87%; VwxVaHSSGTI " a-1Z e 5
38.15%, JEfHEE S 17.89%, RGN 5 43.97%:;

VwxVaHS5GT2 W o-32J5E 5 33.70%, ZEfPE%E (5 19.78%,
TEIRNE R Y 46.52%; VvxVaZHYSGT " -4 b

H ProtParam Chttp://web.expasy.org/protparam/) il
W SGT EEFFAIERT, S5RIEK 2. IR e %
1 VwxVaHS5GTI . VvxVaHS5GT2. VvxVaZHY5GT Fl
VaZSYSGTI THOCARBEON, T T HEar & b 11

I YwCSSGTI . VwCS5GT2. VaZSYSGT2 4t A%
FHXRLN, BEEH AR FAHE G R — e /i 7 A
SGT AR IS 32 13555 3] 30 h, AFaE /3L
%1>40, BIHBIAAREER A, FKEREBRKED
SR KRR, BB KGR, 1aZSYSGT2 N
KR, HAE SGT ¥ —w KM o] Phyre2
Chttp://www.sbg.bio.ic.ac.uk/phyre2/html/) il 5GT &
H R =g Sr ik gk, Wl 3 TR, VWESSGTL

34.70%, ZEAPSE S 19.83%, LIRS 45.47%.

VaZSYSGT!

IRE) VWCSSGTI i VWCSSGT2s. VaZSYSGT2 S5k
B AR, IR IS VaHSSGT2 85 A S5 AR 52 %,
H5 VwxVaHS5GT1 MLLT] LAE 7 B S5 Ak .
4 BRES TN

[E 3 =ReEtaTnE
Fig.3 Tertiary structure prediction
*2 S6TEARS

Table 2 Prediction of physico ical properties of 5GT protein
SGT 4 AR HARB/M em™) i %l FABEFZ H(1]) RE T &3 BF ) F KM
WCS5GTI 23045 30 50.78 89.64 -0.106
WCS5GT2 23045 30 50.78 89.64 -0.106
VaZSY5GTI 56295 30 45.51 85.75 -0.269
VaZSY5GT2 24200 - 30 51.61 97.61 0.016
VvxVaHS5GTI 61795 30 48.10 85.56 -0.278
VvxVaHS5GT2 60305 30 44.93 85.24 -0.246
WxVaZHY5SGT 56295 30 45.51 86.59 -0.264
3 i L;L%BI—@%%% B‘J‘/ﬁﬁﬁ‘f% ‘
Yang 251 NTE 8 MM &R IR IN 54 4 5GT %%
HiE R REIER], JHH I TRARRS fir . Forp 36 M AEAERS Y
wit, 18 RAF BRI ST 1) SGT J& T W B, il Refy 5GT
W2, an ol v R A A AL A FgThee, PR 18 A SGT B HH TR AL B AT 4

T 5 MLE (T B R 82% 31%
I 10%5Y, T e T RSB 1E (0 1 2 A 1 2B
XL T SRR R SGT HSEE L, L,
AR FEEE Al — 8 IR e Z0iX 3 ANl &/
R T SRR 1 AN AR R BBk 1R S b
b, JEIEER SR AR SGT SR A R
5, 4R 50 SGT SEhr 3 A R B S R S
URIE S, FERIF S 2 e SGT S i
AR RE TR 7EScieidRRrh, DURME 24
i HLEFE L 100 AN BCRE, HAMEA PCR P2 E
EMFE LA S B FE 2R, 1T ELS2Be B et 725
{RETIR A . DNA BEHR . 310 2 7] S 4% 1

1EZS TR REE R SGT BRHETE, AR IL AR a2k
LTI B3 A~G -EFhZER ., Yang N KB
(1) 54 A SGT A HE A 6 NS AR 2L

VWCS5GTI 5 Yang N KILN) 5GT JER R A1 —
H, WCS5GT2 5 A2 —3, Al fl A2 RAFAETRRIE
FPEF AT (W vinifera ssp. sylvestris) 81 % AR Fhok
T (V. vinifera ssp. vinifera) #, A T 5GT FE R
RAFFFIE R M 301 NEIEFR I UEFE L RAZ (G301#)
VaZSY5GT2 5 B1 —8, Bl AMUAEAE TRV Fh i 2] (W,
vinifera) W, OAE—SERAE AL, B BUSRARERR
fEAE NEE 234 DN EERITIERAT R (V236#)

VazZSY5GTI 5 W5 — %, W5 k@alh#4 (¥
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amurensis), VvxVaHSSGT2 5 W23 —%(, W23 3kH
&A% (V. cinerea), VvxVaHSSGTI 5 W19 —3,
m W19 fE&H 4% % (V. cinerea). FEMHE & (V
labrusca)« B 5% (V. aestivalis) VLI —Y834 A3 M %]
A M. R ' xVaZHYSGT AAFET Yang
SOV 54 A SGT SR R H T, {H5 W5 HLLE:
B, HA—AEZER ALI9ST, MM HEIERE
o M399L, HTRER— AN AR ILHT SGT 2K A
He ZPU7E 72— sg et —A VaSGT, @i st
Foik RAMNAREIE SE AT ST BEE e, AT LAA BONChE
AL . AT e — g 1azZSYSGTI
5 Vas5GT L G R — M2 57 G1235A, BI&
B2 5 R412K T, {H7E Yang £ N\'HRAERY 54 4
5GT SRR HAKENS VaSGT 582 AHF 5L A
B, VaSGT v Ret @ — ¥ SGT Ak A
BIRIERI TR IBEA LR R, (AR R I — LR
ASFEE, N Vv xVaHSSGT2 FIfH A& # eI B
947-958 BRI 12 AL, & RIELE VYA SERRHE P Bk
2 (ENKE316-319-), WxVaHS5GTI FE % (V.
aestivalis) TE1ZXIFAFEIL R IR IEFRRAL K318E,
VEIZ X IR RS X, ZIERR A R AN A
AR, AR 76 MR
FhRAF T, D76E HIAE 1L 4 AR 5 &, D76N

AR, 4 SGT S LKl =Fh2kA. | 1
IR, T 24 SGT 2540 2 (R I S84 RHIE SR A7
1EZRL P AR AL AR, BFE WCS3GTI. VvCS5GT2,
VaZSY5GT2 . Dia5GT H1 ° tb % °5GT ;1
VwxVaHS5GT2 J& T T B95A%, RHIERHEN G TR AT,

T ISR s I RARRHE UK
HERFERE. 5 Vv 2. VWwxVaZHY5GT,

T. ok, 1744
1 BTGB AR AT REAR SGT B e daidi it TTIIZY T AZ AN
SR SGTRETTIE: o X SR P 5/ Hr f45 SRARTS
55 Yang £ N 48 th—%4.

WCSS5GTL. VWCSSGT2. VaZSYSGT2 kA k%
AT, DRI EAHEDN FEgRRS 1) 8 AN RE IR 5 K5 SGT i
Thee, MM %) T R e e & = PR IRER
Bt 2 AN SGT FERIE A ThRE, XV AR
LA AL AT BRI, R 2 I o]
HHRE ()R A RIS I b PRS RLL— R
—" s EH — N IhEENE SGT S5 3EA, (HXUEH
et GHEAAHEZER, MRt A
W FWAELE SGT S50 L], BBIAL T 9 5 etk B
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SGT SEAT L RIEA /& VAR 1L i 28] S HL AR Ag i A
B RIHMZER . A M B R P52 55 55
s e G REATEYEAN R, AEXURE AL (T 6 ik
BARM. Xing P NFEBRW AN E (V. vinifera) ‘7
BRI 5 AN SGT IR E:R 7wSGTI. W5GT2,

WSGT3. VW5GT4. VWSGTS, Hrh WSGTI sl At
FH 1) YwCS5GTI il Yang %5 N\UHRAE Y A1, AT
ANFERZ T KL WSGT2 AT 17 Syetaik, i
W5GT3 . VWwSGT4 A1 Ww5GTS WAL 5 S fhfk . Hall
e \BZEE MM BV labrusca) P FLHTIY AN 25400
5GT #H OGTI. OGT2.-OGT3+ OGT4 Zetbxt kI
AF 5 Stk b, R, Aksier Hb
W21 SGT AL H H HInuE R R I RE,
AR EENE,
T R ES (KL

. y =
4 5

MTREERR . IRl — MAF. A —4 NEIE
mn AL TR Y 7 AR, AT 9 5 gk gk b
T ARl — o —ANHHIEI SGT S5
2 7 At : Bl WCS5GTI « WwCS5GT2
VvXVaHSSGT2 \ VaZSY5SGT2 T AEAE R ILRRH A . 0D
RAFBFREFT 21 B RY 1, RIAHEINNX 4 A 5GT S5k
K% SGT BiEtE, ARed BOWBEH e At 1M
VWxVaHS5GTI\ VvxVaZHYSGT. VaZSY5GTI 1XA& %
R IR E ¥, 56 IR ChaSGT —81E>99%,
IEHENIX = AN 751 R] LA BB EF AL T
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