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7K % BB T BRI FHIFME S 1 & EST-SSR fRi2 F &
ERA, B &, H B, N, REH, WK

(1 SRNREE AeBr, BEBH 550025, 2. 28 XAV BIABITE R, S 2 5630005 3. BEM RZEBHG L ARBIFTE, S 550025 )

il
~x

z

OE: WIFPRE YA TR DR R BRSO K 55 30 1 225 04 23 F-HLH 32 A0 586 AN [a) s 7K Ak 35 1 3R
FEADEAT 5 LA, 3 AS T 5 WP 5080 | IR A6 B ERT B X SSR 4» FARic A7 454, 45 R . (1) 3
BURe SR 1A A 3R 45 128 939 A Unigene , Ho K B2 P2 K BE A GC & 43 51l J2& 55 082 7251 101 bp Al
40.57% . F5-ERITEERIRIE AT LB, 20 B4 102 123 A~ (NR, 79.20%) 110 157 S (NT, 85.43%) .70 203
A (SwissProt, 54.45%) 73 539 4~ (KOG, 57.03%) .77 646 M (KEGG, 60.22%) .77 442 (GO, 60.06% ) LA
J 68 216 /> (Pfam, 52.91% ) Unigene FRAFTIREHERE . & IARHACHH /K AL & D AQ T E SRR R
N IR E B B AT T S B R SR IR AR AR B B e R 2 AR AR L (2) DABRBURG SR 8
P R AR E] 26 574 4> SSR 7 2543 A1 7E 24 889 4> Unigene 1, SSR A4 H BLSH R N 20.61% , Horfr k% 1 iR
B AT LU (37.26% ) e, HoR G2 =T R (31.00% ) Al A% A7 R (25.44% ) BB KM =34 |5 EST-SSR A
14 93.70% , RS FRTREZNETERN A/T AG/CT il TC/GA, IR JE AT 1 TA; =#%
R i WA B F R TTG/CAA 1 ACA/TGT, (3) ] Primer 3 7E£E T Hi%it T 10 002 %} EST-SSR 5|
Yy, BEHLIERE 30 X5 | W iEAT PCR &34, ¥l SRAS A Y 1 o %F 3 0 BB Rb it AT 934, Forbr 7 X5 5149 01 LA
P HAR S o 28 B ZEBRUP DL 34 SSR 1 52 S A 114 5 i 45 A ARV A ot b S A AT, R AL IR R T
BRBEUK 55 038 B2 43T, P& T EST-SSR FRic , BB s AL & ARt 7 5%
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Abstract: SSR molecular markers were obtained based on abundant transcriptome data under different waterlogging
conditions in order to develop appropriate biological tools and explore the molecular mechanism of hot pepper response to
waterlogging stress in this experiment. The results were as follows: (1) A total of 128 939 Unigenes were obtained from
transcriptome analysis of hot pepper. The total length, average length, and GC content were 55 082 725 bp, 1 101 bp
and 40.57% , respectively. Compared with seven major functional databases, 102 123 (NR, 79.20%), 110 157 (NT,
85.43%) , 70 203 ( SwissProt, 54.45%), 73 539 (KOG, 57.03%), 77 646 (KEGG, 60.22% ), 77 442 (GO,
60.06% ) and 68 216 (Pfam, 52.91%) Unigenes obtained functional annotations. It was found that lipid metabolism,
carbohydrate metabolism, amino acid metabolism, environmental adaptation, secondary metabolite biosynthesis, signal
transduction and translation played important roles in the response to waterlogging stress. (2) A total of 26 574 SSR loci
were found in 24 889 Unigenes from hot pepper transcriptome data. The frequency of SSR was 20.61%, of which single
nucleotide repeat accounted for the highest ratio (37.26%) , followed by tri-nucleotide (31.00%) and di-nucleotide
(25.44%) repeat types, accounting for 93.70% of the total EST-SSR. The motifs A/T, AG/CT and TC/GA, followed
by AT and TA, were the most abundant in mono-nucleotide and di-nucleotide. The most common types of tri-nucleotides
were TTG/CAA and ACA/TGT. (3) 10 002 pairs of EST-SSR primers were designed with Primer 3. A total of 30 pairs
of primers were randomly selected for amplification test, and all of them were effective. Seven pairs of primers could
amplify the target bands in three hot pepper germplasms. To sum up, the motif structure of the most dominant SSR repeat
type in hot pepper is basically similar to that of other varieties, and the molecular mechanism of hot pepper waterlogging
stress response is preliminarily explored, and its EST-SSR markers are developed to provide reference for hot pepper
waterlogging-tolerant genetic breeding.

Key words: Capsicum annuum (hot pepper) , waterlogging stress, response mechanism, transcriptome, EST-SSR

MR . K0 T SR SR ME 40 B . EST-SSR #Anid IF & 2053

B ( Capsicum annuum ) VE RS F 25— Kilh
Fhsh 2 , e Fk 1 A I AR e K Y B 3 (4R 2 1A%
2020) . PRl HOBUH & 1Y A W I & A A
M PR K i, 2 R SRR % i E S
Pz — R, BUE TR AREY , IRAEA
Kk EAERE T 88, DT RE ) 25 . KU R ML IX
B AR R A, 5 OB U s ™ (X
85,2015) o BT, 6F BB 15 18 38 5 T ) A 5 AL
A H A T A B R or T AL BT 5T
BE/D T 52 22 e DR 4 ) ) PRk DL E A, AR
BT AR AUAR M PR b b 3k e o DA T . A
GrFFRICHEAT T T U0 B R AL I T 7E B
Az R G 8 AR %) R R RD AT o RBUR
TP R,

SR P ( RNA-seq ) £ A FIFH =5 38 & )y
HEATRE N 3R I8 7K 23 B, R LA B W TR i) 5 sk
V-, BE TR A A AR A P e U
B R RT B A S S, B BT iz Y B oy
W2, RNA-seq $2 AR N3 T 87 56 R 3 ik 45
AT HE ) 43 M7 (Jain et al., 2016) , =409
T N 3R 8 AR ) 8 % T H (Zhang et al.,
2017) , HXFARAE AR Py 00 5 PR 42 48 A 2 7 pr i I

R EA R X SRR A T B 4 AL Y
T H . Kinga 25 (2021) X 5™ 1 35 4 A 7] 59
B S A AT 5 s 4 43 B, & IRAE T 7 o oh il
T ) R DAL RO T A | R IR A S AR
KBEMK, Xu % (2017) ¥ # R LA 9475047,
R IR 5 A 2 B O o P Al KAk 5 A AR A
SWERRRR AT R R AV A T B A DL X K B
Jilpi 7 Ok 1Y fE & /G ML, Pimprapai 25 (2011) #fF 57
TP R 5 1 50 52 A %) 43 o oy A% A 8
1o AR ) 3 S AL 9, & BRRE o A IR
20 i RE A U | B 2 AR e R AR A DG B 2
NS RIKXEEREA B T B G M E . Li 55
(2022) 3 3o e S 20 53 #7215 5 A0 Dk AR 2R 38 2k
9 R AR A ) R R IR A ke I % K 7 A
FAN S A (2019) 3 G XF 4 46 A% 5 SR 20 B0UE Y
248 , 345 SSR i S A RFAE 4 SSR BI#ikit S
i 1 B2 (AR

SSR FHAAR FHEMHE BanEstk R
U A PR DA S e P AR AR T N (%
145 ,2010) , {0 SSR bric 9 & & 75 25 28 51 44 1 50
JE O ATy A T AR, BE & St BB, A,
FURTF A cDNA P TAE DL & K & 1 A= 9
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Bk , ffi15 EST ( expressed sequence tag) 5 SSR
PRCH I EAR I T —Fh 2 sr R s, BEE
I FE 4 A 0 TRk R EST B & A8 1, fdi 8
EST-SSR #5 ic B ok 8 5. 51548 SSR #H I,
EST-SSR B A7 JF A& B At B M R e | i 1] 1 4
P, Bz T 3 AR 1D ( Varshney et al.
2005; 3 % 2 45, 2009) . BB 7E AR (I 45
2021) FEA A (ZBLE 2022) | HORE (B,
2020) g BR (A 3C 2% 45, 2019) I E5 (52 00 4,
2017) (ELRR (5 35 DU AF, 2017 ) B (28 0 4%,
2023) FSHEY) FIF RSB I N T A R
TCHE BB IR E L | 38 A% 2 RV 43 B st A% 3%
B R AR AT, A 9T 3 T SO
B S AT BR Y ML EST R 9 T & T — 2654y,
IFAE Sz A3 3 T N (S A2 45 2018 5 B AR IF
55,2019, {H BT A FF 4R A5 19 SSR A5 ic A KR
(Huang et al., 2000) , &2 F 18 7] #] F B9 SSR
PRICAUA 500 24~ (242K 745 ,2016) |, T 4 U T
b E LA I PR e 2 B AR L B SR iR R
Z 11 SSR FRic 38t 14 3k 4 | b o 26 o DA K
SR E R AR,

A 5T A8 K 85 W30 DA ifi 557 SR AU 3% 4L B0
rhoRE I 22 S 3R K FE A ( differentially expressed
genes, DEGs) , X7 Hib 1740 2% 5 D i v 1l o
RNA-seq $ AR 345 3 5 BB SSR A 15 B, iF
T EST-SSR 511 it , Bl J5 R A PCR ¥ 3% J&¢
SR TN 5 Ok P 68 R P, Kk B AR O 3 o 2 S MR R
BB EST-SSR 514, I 38 a5k XoF A [7) SRR Bl 1)
A ZREE AT A M DL UE 51 40 A oL A RCR ., U
BEVE (1) BB 7K 55 38 285 1 43 F BILAL 5 (2)
BRI EST-SSR 7 5 14 43 A5 ST AIRHIE 5 (3) B Z
A1k EST-SSR 514, AHE5E LU 8 A J5 kst 1%
RIS F e P T 08 JR TN L R ek Ak o BT L T Ak 3k
PR bR 12 A 534l B B A SR 9 29 A

L AR

1.1 &

B AR S ZHCL Y (AN T 85 8 KAL) |
CZHC2 (T 35 ) KAR) A K74 M0 (2R ML)
CZHC1 T ZHC2 Ry 38 SCTT AR MY 2 e B ) 4
FPPRE, RIS R B 22 1l R 1 R R
TR

1.2 RNA #ZEX cDNA X EHE R ERFIfRE TR

PATE 37 < ZHC2” U i A1 ), B 3% K
AL PR 275 5L 45 (2022) U7 vk . T BRASURAL IR
5 im0 AT K 6 h(T1) (MK 24 h
(T2) FIPKAE 1 h(T3)3 MAbH, I DUIE & 55 57 19 3
BB BHE X IR (CK) o I 45 3 A7 &
R AEY AT 10 AR B0 BARAR &
TR, HORE 5 7 B A WA R Ve R, SRS
T =80 C AR IR PKAR T AR AF , B TRI1z01® 1551
& [ RAREARHE (JER0) A PR A ] RIS RNA,
FH T s 2 P 000 e S ) R A A R P 4
AN S5 A PR w47, 4 A Mlumina HiSeq 2000 il
FP-F- 65 Trinity 8 23 591 1 A7 5 53¢ 4 B0 00K S )
J¥ .Clean reads ZH%% VL M B2 L T04, RGBSR A
( Unigene ), X} DEGs # 17 KEGG ( Kyoto
Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes) 1 GO ( Gene
Ontology ) TJ it 1% B, XI Unigene 55 NT ( NCBI non-
redundant nucleotide sequence database) NR ( NCBI
non-redundant  protein  sequences  database ) |
SwissProt , Pfam ( protein family ) #1 KOG ( euKaryotic
Ortholog Groups ) 23 8546 12 v ) 7 7 147 [ 5L
3T,

1.3 ¥ 3R 40 SSR fi m £ 5 75| ik it

fifi i MISA V1.0 7E 4 B A0 % Unigene H [
SSR, FRE B AT IR 2 /5 AZ TR P 51 SSR 1% 8 52 IR
BN 124 .6 4.5 454 4 AF4 A4 IFFR
FE S TR Y B o D PR A BT R 22 (8] Y B
25 /T 100 bp( Thiel et al., 2003) . f# Jil Primer 3
TEZR T B %115 %) ( Andreas et al., 2012) , 5| #)i%
FHEN . (1) 5K N 18 ~24 bp; (2) P28 K/
4 80~300 bp; (3) iR K EHR 55~62 C, I Filf
1P R KR ZEE /DT 5 C5 (4) GC F N
40% ~60% ; EG 71 ) — R EEF Y B, PR R
Pk 30 X S| e Ar v, I A T AR TR
( Ei) Bedn A BRA w475
1.4 DNA #2EU#0 PCR # 1§

PLCZHC1  ZHC2 F1 R IJ7 4t bk, 1
FERRACZE 5 I 1O SRAETHRR T = 1 - ik 2
)T =80 CH AT, ilid CTAB #LEAT DNA $2
W TSR A BT %, PCR RONAK R 5 R
MR W3 1, PCR W 7E T100™ Thermal Cycler
PCR ¥ ( BIO-RAD A7) Fi#E47,
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&1 PCRENMERMRNEZRF xK2 EMEFRANFER
Table 1 PCR reaction system and procedure Table 2 Results of hot pepper transcriptome sequencing
PCR N 14 % PCR N 2% Unigene 020 GC MK PHKE
PCR reaction system PCR reaction procedure FE $H L5 oy Total Mean
T - Sample  Unigene Q20 ratio GC content  length length
10xPCR Buffer 2.0 pL 94 C ]ﬁ/x‘l‘i - 3 min number (%) (%) (bp) (bp)
94 C initial denaturation
CKrl 47 818 96.91 40.64 52 956 056 1107
10 mmol - L'dNTP 1.0 pL. 94 C7EME 1 min
94 °C denaturation CKr2 45912 97.06 40.80 50 958 549 1109
10 pmol - L'R 1.0 pL 55 Cikk 1 min CKr3 48 997 96.91 40.57 54 843 142 1119
55 C annealing
Tirl 48 454 97.06 40.51 54 038 837 1115
10 pmol - L'F 1.0 pL. 72 CHEff 30 s
72 % extention T2 49661  97.24  40.60 55118249 1109
Taq enzyme U TEFR K 35 TI3 51447 9698  40.39 58720692 1 141
Number of cycles T2rl 51689  97.35  40.56 57158 191 1105
o i i
DNA Song 72 CHEMR 5 min T2i2 53299  97.09  40.65 49788703 934
72 °C extention
ddH,0 HE 20 pL 4 CHAF _ T2r3 50685  97.21 40.50 57497915 1134

Up to 20 pL. 4 °C keeping

1.5 EST-SSR #RiEHI S &S

I 10% AR5 PE 5 N A THE N e S ( PAGE ) HL UK AS:
T PCR ¥ 34774, T 120 V HLJK 2.0 h J5 , #4174
Yy I (0 RN IBAH /341 EST-SSR FRiC I 2 S HERUR .

2 HEREAH

2.1 BRANFHIBEHAED

M7 ¢ ZHC2 ™ SRS [7] W 7K Ak B & v 43
B RNA, XTI AR Reads #EA71d I M4l %, Bty
T 124 cDNA e, i3 2 Al A, B b3
Q20 A LB 2 = T Q20 L 5E A A BRE ( >80% ) ,
GC F IR T 50% , WA AP o ot B 4,

XA TR] A B (1 BRBSUAE P AR 2R 1 A7 5 S 4 )
L R T 12 4 ¢DNA CJE, $:15 Clean reads 3t
153.99 Gb, X H 4l %% o0 J5 , 15 5] 128 939 4>
Unigene( & 1), BEKE FHKE GC FEMKIK
955 082 725, 1 101 bp Hl 40.57%, 7 FF B 1
Unigene 1,57 243 DIEF K AT 200~ 1 000 bp
Z 18] T 5 H R 44.40% ,35 213 AN FEPK Ay
F 1 000 ~2 000 bp Z [0], fF &5 b #il A 27.31%,
19 321436 K K A F 2 000~3 000 bp Z 6], BF
& 14.98% ,17 162 DMK JE KT 3 000
bp, T 5 Lt 13.31%
2.2 EEMIhEEERE

# Unigene b XF 2| NR, NT, SwissProt , KOG ,
KEGG GO 1 Pfam B (£ 3) i, 20 %47 102 123

T3rl 49 580 97.12 40.81 53 356 736 1076

T3r2 52 224 97.05 40.31 59 813 512 1145
T3r3 50 496 97.00 40.51 56742113 1123

YI{H Average 50 022 97.08 40.57 55 082 725 1101

TE: vl o2 o3 A3 BIROR AL 1 A 2 fIE AL 3,
Note: rl, r2 and 13 represent replication 1, replication 2 and

replication 3, respectively.

20000
18006

17162

15000

100004

BB Number of genes

5153
5000 4664, 40

2070 4201 565,
15661 46

A S
SESESS S EES S S S &

RO

JERKIE Gene length (bp)

1 FREEERRESH

Fig. 1 Distribution of Unigene length in hot pepper

A (79. 20%) . 110 157 4> ( 85.43%) . 70 203 4~
(54.45%) 73 539 1~(57.03%) .77 646 1~(60.22%) .
77 442 4~ (60.06% ) LA K 68 216 4~ (52.91% ) Unigene
PATTIRE B, DA B — 5l 2 1 B Y Unigene
116 0574, 15 Unigene &5 90.01% .,
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V7K 85 10 38 5 %) BEAH L () DEGs #£4T GO 3y
e R, HL47 43 446 1> DEGs #IERBAE GO i
FErp (B 2) vl o T DI RE A AL oy DL K A=W
AR, TR EE RS A M
T s B M Al A A b 32 D I A
Mufpl Sk AN DL R EATRE S, EAEY
IR A i AR A S A, LR AR
FUEYH AT, 13 702 4> DEGs #7E B F] KEGG &
Erh (K 3) . Hoaok e A P AR e B AR S
FAER e FENMREE, SRHEH
DEGs £7 8 404 >, 0 & /KL A (16.52%) &
MR (9.22%) JRFT(7.03% ) HAB R GACH P Y
WA L (6.08% ) LA K gt AR5 (4.99% ) 55 ; E 5t
A BALBE R 2 R BRI & 4 SN B i LA
F sk 3 A B fE AR AR B R D FE R
T T 5 B RIS 5 3 R o3 A A S A R AR
NEZ A R LR G P i BB, XU
P KL AR O Az B K 6 A AR IR AR
i EH AR FS R SERRN U REMN, X
LSRN R I SER A S A VS T
YEHL,
2.3 EST-SSR MK E 4t it

EST-SSR MY BEVEFI 12~110 bp, Horf1 12 bp
15 bp 43 £, /A 5 331 4~ (20.06% ) Fl
5 523/(20.78% ) SSR iy (&l 4) , 7E PR AT FR AN
TR, R UL R BER B 12 bp, 7EHUAZ AT
BRI 2 909 4~(10.95% ) v i, "B A2 422
A(9.119%) a5, BT FR AN A% T PR B 1) 7 B
5351 /2& 102 bp 1 96 bp, TE=# HRh, TLEKE
ML 15 bp H 18 bp, —#F 4> A 4510 4>
(16.97%)NF1 1 945 A (7.32%) for 5, 3 5 =%
TR AT A E Y 78.36% , PUREH IR X HAZ TR Y
LI 20 bp hE, 2 9IA 235 41 (0.88%) il 340 4
(1.28%) i s, SEEAF IR R MR 90 bp, Kl £
4 LR ,24 bp (4K EZEL(568,2.14%) , TEARME
524, SSR A 6 018 2% SSR MY K J&E KT 20 bp, i
SSR B 22.65% ;20 556 4% SSR 4346 T 12~ 19
bp ZIf], 5 SSR AHH 77.35%
2.4 EST-SSR WISNEM 3 4T =

fii FH MISA V1.0 7E 3K 4% Ir 5 1) Unigene
HEAT SSR Az sl , 2% B 26 574 4~ SSR i £147
A7 24 889 1~ Unigene H', HiHt 23 451 4> Unigene
A Hi— SSR, 1 438 > Unigene 7% 3 123 4~ SSR

80007

60004

Number of genes

40007

2000

HERE

‘
238 238 194 168 |14 g4 (»
HﬂﬂﬂﬂmmmMAmA
25 26 27 28

9 10 1112 13 1415 16 17 18 19 20 21 32 23 24 28 29 30

1. 856 2. flEfbid bk 3. BB E s 4. 852 TG
Py 5. BSRATIGE 6. 4 T IIREIR AN 7. AL
PE; 8. BRI YIS 9. 2 T HRAE AR IE 1 100 oAl
L1 40 M Sk 12, 20N 13, ERREAY; 14. 4
Mk s 15, AR s 16, AW iRy s 7. X Y SR
18. AWl BRI 5 19, AL 200 REER; 21. 5514
T 22, ZANEEYE R 230 BAH; 24, BAIRR; 25. 4
YR o A5 26, A BRIEW Y, 27. 2 AWl R
28. AW A AR 5 29. 391C; 30. Hiflb,

1. Binding; 2. Catalytic activity; 3. Transporter protein activity;
4. Structural molecule activity; 5. Transcription regulator activity;
6. Molecular functional regulation activity; 7. Antioxidant activity;
8. Translation regulator activity; 9. Molecular transducer activity;
10. Other; 11. Cellular anatomical entity; 12. Intracellular; 13.
Protein complex; 14. Cellular process; 15. Metabolic process;
16. Biological regulation; 17. Response to stimulus; 18. Regulation
of biological process; 19. Localization; 20. Development process;
21. Signaling; 22. Multicellular ~organismal  process; 23.
Reproduction; 24. Reproductive process; 25. Negative regulation of
biological process; 26. Positive regulation of biological process;
27. Multibiological processes; 28. Interspecies interaction between
organisms ; 29. Growth; 30. Other.

& 2 #H# DEGs B GO iF##
Fig. 2 GO annotation of hot pepper DEGs

57 5., SSR A3 5 H B K (SSR U H 15 Unigene FL%(
T ) M 20.61%, SSR & A= #il % (& SSR Y
Unigene £{ i Unigene S50 H 43 L) o0 19.30% ., M
FATTLIE B EST-SSR JE4 EE L 4~10 1K
RO E, I 15 411 4, 5 & EST-SSR A9 57.99% ;
HWOR 11~20 RE A, 4L 10 125 4, i & EST-SSR
1 38.10% ;20 LA RS 80 41 038 4>, i &
EST-SSR 1Y 3.91% , £ C % & SSR H, BB 41 iR
B SSR B FE (9 902,37.26%) , Hik & =B H R
(8238,31.00%) . ¥ 11 FR (6 760,25.44% ) . 75 H#%
12 (838,3.15%) . LM% H R (466,1.75% ) F DU A%
2 (370,1.39% ) [ BT SSR,
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1 I 57 B AR Metabolism
[ 1515 BUAL 3 Genetic information processing
2 4E{% B4 ¥ Environmental information processing
3 325 M2 Cellular process
- HHLREY Organismal system
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

I N T S e T
O 0 N N W A WD =

3216

1500

T 1
2000 2500 3000 3500

FE P % & Number of genes

1 B 2. SOBHEY & UM 3. SR FEREIZE AR 4. FR AR AR R AR 5. H MRl ; 6. fEHEAR
s 7. HARGACH = IR Y 58 8. IR BUCHES; 9. ZEMICHE 10, sokbaP Ul 11 2RAREE,; 12. ZHAER;
13 55 14, i & p SRR ; 15, BHPE; 16, Bk 17. (555 18, it 19. FRELE N,

1. Nucleotide metabolism; 2. Glycan biosynthesis and metabolism; 3. Metabolism of terpenoids and polyketides; 4. Metabolism of cofactors and

vitamins; 5. Metabolism of other amino acids; 6. Energy metabolism; 7. Biosynthesis of other secondary metabolites; 8. Lipid metabolism;

9. Amino acid metabolism; 10. Carbohydrate metabolism; 11. Global and overview maps; 12. Replication and repair; 13. Transcription;

14. Folding, sorting and degradation; 15. Translation; 16. Membrane transport; 17. Signal transduction; 18. Transport and catabolism;

19. Environmental adaptation.

x3 BERYEER

3

Table 3 Function annotation of Unigene

Kl B PR B LA
Database Number of genes Ratio (%)
NR 102 123 79.20
NT 110 157 85.43

SwissProt 70 203 54.45
KOG 73 539 57.03
KEGG 77 646 60.22

GO 77 442 60.06
Pfam 68 216 52.91

B DEGs ¥ KEGG 8
Fig. 3 KEGG annotation of hot pepper DEGs

2.5 EST-SSR EF 5 8 KB AR 4F4E

MBR AR EST-SSR #% H 2 () 2 7 K ALk &,
EST-SSR VI B AZ 17 Ry B A, 245 9 902 14, /5
AL SSR 1Y 37.26%, Ho R & = A% 1 R 8 238
(31.00% ) Fl K45 R 6 760 14~ (25.44%) , =& Ik
ARG Y SSROUEELY 93.70% , FE AR AT IR
A/TRFERM LI AALIT R T 95.58% , H
W= AT R, UL TTG/CAA (ACA/TGT Ny F %3
B A5 b = AR SSR A 18.10% . 12.71% ., 1E
ZHAFERR, LA AG/CT TC/GA AT F1 TA 1 1L il
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Il 7 %% Hexa-nucleotide

60007
T ¥4 ER Penta-nucleotide
5523 - VU % B8 Tetra-nucleotide
5331 =#%1FBR Tri-nucleotide
I —#:#5% Di-nucleotide
5000 I ;45 % Mono-nucleotide

4000+

S005 2785

2000+

SSRE 5% H Number of SSR motifs

1580

1164 1128
1000

15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24
SSREEF K JE Length of SSR motif (bp)

B4 SSRKENTH
Fig. 4 Distribution of SSR length

&4 PHLEST-SSR KB HER S MME
Table 4 Type, number and distribution frequency of EST-SSR in hot pepper

R
SSR 4 A Repeat number it 24!
o Ratio
SSR repeat type Total %
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11-20 20 (%)
HR%H R Mono-nucleotide 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 991 911 9902  37.26
T AT Di-nucleotide 0 0 2422 1572 806 486 416 943 115 6760  25.44
ZHAFRR Tri-nucleotide 0 4510 1945 969 456 100 101 148 9 8238  31.00
PURZFF IR Tetra-nucleotide 0 235 85 18 6 2 5 18 1 370 1.39
TA% 2 Penta-nucleotide 340 76 24 5 11 2 2 4 2 466 1.75
NI R Hexa-nucleotide 568 113 59 49 12 10 6 21 0 838 3.15
Mt Total 908 4934 4535 2613 1291 600 530 10125 1038 26574 100
L1 Ratio (%) 3.42 18.57  17.07 9.83 4.86 2.26 1.99 38.10 3.91

B, T AR SSR B 23.30%,21.02% R 3 RAZ AT IR AT BB R AL, = H i
20.58% F1 17.25% , VU F IR . A H R 7S 5 SSR B E Y 6.30% . TE U A% F R T, LU
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TTTA/TAAA [ AATA/TATT il AAAT/ATTT #Y Lt ]
5 A0 PO A% R SSR 1Y 13.78% . 10.27% il
9.73% ;T H A H R, LA ATGGT . ACTCA Fr 5 tb
W E , 45 LT RR SSR 1 6.01% F1 4.08% ; 1
NEH R T, L GAAGAG . GAGCTG Wi ik £,
25 ANKEHR SSR Y 3.82% 1 3.10% (£ 5) .

R 5 XM EST-SSR EF M%7
Table 5 Distribution of EST-SSR motif in hot pepper

iy} SSR  HEE iyl SSR G-l
e 3in HEF W B T &
Repeat SSR Repeat Repeat SSR Repeat
type motif number type motif  number
BT IR 9 902 AGC/GCT 192
Mono- AT 9464 ACC/GGT 189
nucleotide
C/G 438 ATG/CAT 184
TR 6 760 TCC/GGA 183
Di-nucleotide /o1 575 AGG/CCT 169
TC/GA 1421 TGC/GCA 144
CA/TG 622 TAC/GTA 79
AC/GT 529 GCC/GGC 73
AT 1391 TAG/CTA 65
TA 1166 TCG/CGA 60
GC 44 CCG/CGG 58
CG 12 ACT/AGT 47
SRR 8 238 CGC/GCG 38
Tri-  1p6/CAA 1491 GAC/GTC 27
nucleotide
ACA/TGT 1 047 ACG/CGT 6
TTC/GAA 739 U A% A R 370
AAG/CTT 488 Tetra- oppp raAAA 51

nucleotide

AATA/TATT 38
AAAT/ATIT 36
HiAlh Other 245

AAC/GTT 384
AGA/TCT 333
TGG/CCA 309

AAT/ATT 305 HAZAT TR 466
TCA/TGA 286 Penta ATGGT 28
nucleotide
ATA/TAT 240 ACTCA 19
CAC/GTG 239 HAt Other 419
CAG/CTG 233 AR 838
ATC/GAT 217 Hexa- GAAGAG 32
nucleotide
TAA/TTA 210 GAGCTG 26

CTC/GAG 203 HAth Other 780

2.6 #H EST-SSR 5| ¥ 1% 538

8/ Primer 3 7E2E T HXT 4 SSR 4 21 008
% EST JE4)#% 11 T 10 002 %F SSR 214, HKiE
AR, BEPLEE SR 30 XF Rt AT A, 51 1E B
W6, UL R ZHC1 F1°ZHC2” 3 A3

R RS DNA #E4T PCR §7 3 551 9y fi vk, Frdk
Ve BTy g, S nra, Hoh 7 x5
YITE 3 B B R AT LY 8 E Ak o5 Bk
eG4 S 23.33% , HEWTT B EST-SSR £ =
H 23335, AENELESZM, 519505 A
Unigenel2971 _All _10480, CL10067. Contigl _All _
6591 .CL10579. Contig2_All_6940 . CL10070. Contig] _
All _ 6593, CL10751. Contigl _ All _ 7072, CL10564.
Contig] _All_6936 ,CL10056. Contig8_All_6589 .

3 WihkE4E#

3.1 HEMERABIEAE SR TR

A ) RNA-seq F AR AT LASRBOK 5 19 5% 5%
AAER X Y RN IR LA pr e it T &
FH T AR A B SR (BB, 2014) o L, 7R
FE /KB T BRARS SR A AR B RE A b 4 Tl 1
Fif RRUIT 7 S~ AL ) 02 0 3 1 T 387 36 PR 25
fitkh o AHIF 5% X6 AN [] 18 7K B T) %) SRR 2R 1 A7 e i
LUy, X B 2 2% L3R A3 128 939 4~ Unigene,
X B Unigene 7t NR . NT ., SwissProt \ KEGG KOG .
Pfam 1 GO E4 [ v hin LA B¢, 45 2] 7 B Unigene
A 116 057 4>, 5 B Unigene [ 90.01%, &
12 8821 Unigene & A 13 2 7E B, 5 H At A1 9 40
Ho (83,2022 5 5k /NAL A ,2023)  FEK B M8 T
PR S 4 0 P R A5 1 35 DR 5 i B T BRI 1 3
o HEEA5 3 Unigene AN HE 7E B H1AH 5 356 R 4L
0 A B R, IR G Rl AT AR Y, X5
5E Unigene b BERSE AH B R 3L TR A
SRz U AR T DR A R R A DGR (kD
FAE,2016) o AT LLiE— 25 BF 50 R B T R SE A
e XS R A K AT R rER-, A
=5 25 AR P (B 24545 ,2020) . AWFSEAE
X DEGs #17 KEGG 1B, & ik KG9 A
B MePAERENE R R 2 KO B & i
A5 B MR L A5 55 5 . MW AE 32 2K
B A8 ) A A AR AR AR B RLAR A AT
W 32 B KA, oK AL & AR W A
KEE FEIL bR b, A 4 38 2 B 2R 5 B S A
A I R S ) o DA DR R R, 2 R R AR
WHTE A W R AE AR W 0 v R R R R AR
(Hildebrandt et al., 2018), H i XF il 2 2 )
FEN) T, (A HAME IR, W2 R (2R
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Table 6 30 pairs of SSR primer information
Sk 1D S (5—3) AL B4k
Primer sequence (5'—3") Repeat motif Expected product size (bp)
CL10034. Contig3_All_6578 GCAAATCCAGTACTAACCACGAC GAAGAG (6x7) 132
TTCCTCCTCTTCCGTTTCTACTT
CL10053.Contig3_All_6584 CGATCCTCATCGATCTAACTTTG AT (2x6) 114
ACCGCTTAATCATCTCAAAAACA
CL10056.Contig7_All_6586 AATTTACTCTTTCCCACATCACG C (1x13) 152
TCCATATACATGATCAGCACTCG
CL10056.Contig8_All_6589 CACTTCCACAGACCACAAAAATA CT (2x9) 150
ACTTCTACCGTCAATCACCTGAC
CL10067.Contigl _All_6591 TCAAGAGATCAAAATCAATGCCT ATA (3x6) 150
GACGATGATGATGAAGATGATGA
CL10070.Contigl _All_6593 TTGGTTGGTCAAAAGAACAGATT GCT (3x5) 124
TCACAATTTCAATCCCCATAAAC
CL1018. Contig2 _All_1327 GCTGTCGTAATTGCGTAGCTAGT TATG (4X%5) 134
AAGGCGGCTATAGATGGGTATAA
CL1047. Contig27_All_1360 AAAAACTTCCTTATACTGCCTCCC AC (2x21) 150
ACATTATATGACAAGGGAGCGTG
CL10499. Contig3_All_6884 ATCTTACCCTTCAGACCCCACTA TTG (3%6) 149
TTCTAAATGTGCAGCAAAGTGAA
CL10534.Contig4_All_6919 CATTTCTCCATTTTACTAAGCTCCA TCT (3x5) 100
CATTGAAGCATACAAGCCTTTTC
CL10564. Contig1 _All_6936 CAGCTGCTTAAAGTATAAGGCGA ACT (3x6) 125
ATAACATGTAAGCTCCAACCCCT
CL10579.Contig2_All_6940 CAACGGACAATAGTGGGATTACA TGT (3%5) 157
CACCTTATTTGTGACCGAGACAT
CL10604.Contig2_All_6943 TTTGGTTGTAATTTTGGTGTTATGA TTC (3%x7) 145
TAATCATCGAACTTCCGTTTGTT
CL10668. Contigl _All_6994 GAGACACACGTTCCATCATCTTC GCA (3x%6) 107
GAACGTATCTTGCTCCTTGATGA
CL10751.Contigl _All_7072 TAATTTCTTTTGCGGCAGTTCTA TG (2x13) 94
TCCAGTTGCAAAATTAGGAAAGA
CL10810. Contig3_All_7117 TTTATAACTCCCTGAATCCACCA TA (2x10) 115
TTGTTAAGCTCAAATCGGAAAAT
CL11228.Contigl3_All_7734 AGGTAGCGGTATTGGTATGGACT TTG (3%x7) 128
CCACTGCATGAGGACACTAAAAT
Unigenel1434_All_10207 ACTAGGTGGGAATACACTGGGTT TTG (3%6) 160
AAGATCATGAAAGCAGCAAACAT
Unigenel155_All_8659 CCCATACCCGGATTATTACTCTT TTA (3%6) 102
TTTGTGCCAGACAGCAATATTTA
Unigenel203_All_8666 CAGCCACACTTAGCAACTTCTTT ACA (3x5) 160
CCTGTACCACGCTTGTAGGATTA
Unigenel2494_All_10392 GATGTTATGGGTGTGGAAAAGAA AAG (3x5) 140
CTATTGCTTGACTCTCAGGTGCT
Unigenel264_All_8674 ATCTCCACTTTGTGAGACTGGAA TAT (3%6) 99
TTTGTGTTCGGCAAGAAAAATA
Unigenel2971_All_10480 GGACTGCGTACATTCTACCCTC TTG (3%x6) 152
GAATCATCAAATGGGATACAGGA
Unigenel3561_All_10584 TATTGGAAGGTTGTTGTCTCTGC TA (2x11) 156
GAGCAAAACGAAGGAAGAAAAAT
Unigenel375_All_8685 AATAATGCCTCGTTGTTTCAAGA CAA (3x6) 112
CTATCGCGTACGAAGATGTCTGT
Unigenel4198_All_10688 GCAGCTTCCTTCATTTTGTGTAG AAC (3x6) 84
ACTAGGTGGGAATACACTGGGTT
Unigenel4412_All_10734 TTCGGGTTGTAATAATTGGACTG TTTGT (5x4) 143
CCACGGTCTCTTGGTAAAGTGTA
Unigenel4997_All_10836 GAAAATGTTTTCCTCCACACTGA ACA (3x6) 147
GTGGTACGGTATGCGTACACTTT
Unigenel5303_All_10895 CTCACCAAAACAATGGAACATTT ACA (3x6) 142
TGAGGTAGTGCCTAGTGGTATGG
Unigenel722_All_8697 TCCCTGAGGAGTATAATTTGCCT CTT (3x5) 112

AATTCAAGAACTTGCCTTGATGA
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bp M 1 2 34 5 6 7 8

9 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 M

1-21. SEET N Unigenel2971_All_10480 . CL10067. Contigl _All_6591 , CL10579. Contig2 _All_6940 . CL10070. Contigl _All_6593 .
CL10751.Contigl _All_7072 . CL10564. Contig] _All_6936 , CL10056. Contig8 _All_6589 5|4y iy ¥ 14 45 5, 45 %t 51 4y b L) ¢ ZHC1’

CZHC2  RF WU 9T S 4. M. DL2000 Marker,

1-21. The orders of sampling are the amplification results of Unigenel2971_All_10480, CL10067. Contigl _All_6591, CL10579.Contig2 _All _
6940, CL10070. Contigl _All _6593, CL10751. Contigl _All _7072, CL10564. Contigl _All _6936, CL10056. Contig8 _All _6589 primers,
respectively. Among each pair of primers, the samples are ‘ZHC1’, ‘ZHC2’ and ‘ Dafangzhoujiao’ , respectively. M. DL2000 Marker.

B 5 73 EST-SSR 3| #1HI# 1845 R
Fig. 5 Amplification results of seven pairs of EST-SSR primers

W2 | S50 2 B AN 42 R ) A [F] A B2 %2 (Huang et al.,
2017), H A AL = 7= A K0 = B R OIR
(Hildebrandt et al., 2015) ; i PN 2 R A1 K & & R
T HAH N 2 S5 B WA P T 8 5 5 ) 5 5k 2 R Y
25 9 IR R 1 F2E AT LA Al ) 300 5 2 A7 42
HEY T S e hE, X AT g ZHC2 " BRARU 37 14 58 7Y
JER Z — o FE NG B # b i A B A 1R AR
JBT o3 itk iz, G o3 ik Sk H Il R B N T R . HE I
AT A Be B 0 DL R AN E AR K E i 25 AR
JU7 T FT SRy A ) A AR AR B O o 2 ORLSZ B K
DI E I e K AR A A RT DL A R 98 B e il
TPy 2+ 22 b AE B A A SO, () IR ) 5 25
R 14 il R A A0 AR TN 1% 22 A B AR AL I, o 32
SRR 5 #1715, UE RS 90 B8 7™ A= 1o IR
Jf R X AN B A 3 A R g i — D R
9% S B IR R AT 40 A, O 32 S S BRI 57 R

FHOC B SER, I A R ORI 57 19 T B
3.2 BRHIEE R 40 EST-SSR W E & K B 5 Fi 454
AW 5% % B, 26 574 4 SSR i 5 i T
128 939 MM TUAY Unigene 7, EST-SSR H! 34
1 20.61% , 55T Yi %(2006)  X|ESE(2012) F
BISIRAE (2013) AY A EST-SSR 45 % | % T & K
(Qiu et al., 2010) . A2 ( Kunkeaw et al., 2011) .
TR 24 (R EUEZE 2021) 1Y EST-SSR 45 5 | 3%
AT AEAE H ) FlE) SSR 5 B 19 22 5 i 1 1, vl
e K 0 T 20 Fr il EST %078 A [ B A ) 45 A
M, B FH T 18 2 SSR T R A 0 42 33 I i
WE N SR (RE B4, 2012) , B EST-
SSR FARZAF MR AR fie i (37.26% ) , Helk & =% 4F
R (31.00% ) F1 A% H R (25.44%) . TE MR AX
TR EST-SSR 1, 4 K& 43t A/T, X 58I
SRAF(2013) FI XI5 (2012) 45 SR — 5, 75—
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My iR B i B i s 1 92 AG/CT il
TC/GA, HiYk & AT 1 TA, T GC/CG Hi BLAHAL,
X5 Yi 4 (2006) . Kantety 45 (2002) H1 K 5% 45
(2010) 7EBRM LR 2 A -, MH 52
PR SE ( Selthilvel et al., 2008) . f1 3¢ ( 25 1145,
2021) WHIME 2% (5K UK BH %5, 2012) AT AT (R R
E,2011) 45 FARAL, 6B EST-SSR 78 H: & 4= Ml
At B B m B AR SFPE . GA/TC 7E mRNA 7K
b AT DUAR 3R 35 A% % S F GAG, AGA  UCU #I
CUC, I AT LA 43501 B 18 RS 2R 4% 2R T & R
HSE 2R, TN Z R A58 2R 53 0 LA 8% 11 10% 1)
R AATE TR A B, X 7] fEJ& GA/TC 7E EST
i A B LR ( Kantety et al., 2002) , 7E =A%
T, PR & A & TTG/CAA Fil ACA/TGT,
X5 Kumpatla %5 (2005) F1 Yi 45 (2006 ) X 5 #
EST-SSR W5 45 RAHSTF & o (X E5E (2012) B
SN, BR AT IR A/T 42 F 9 41, B HL EST-
SSR i £ 1Y /& = ¥ 1 R 8 & J¥ 5 AAC/GTT Al
AAG/CTT, Wk 2 “ TR ER ¥ 5, Xl G2
Hi SSR 8 R brifE (P A RESE) ik
1 BB UHE R /INAN [ o s
3.3 ERMFE R4 EST-SSR B & 51
TEABFFE T, 2 6 018 45 SSR K J¥E KT 20
bp, 546 SSR BB 22.65% ;20 556 %% SSR K
FEA T 12~ 19 bp Z [0, & Fr £7 SSR & 1Y
77.35% , 15 W Bl HL EST-SSR B A 4 4 1Y £ & 1k
(Temnykh et al., 2001) X 5 RS (2019) 1Y
R ah B A — 2, v T HM Fhric 5t
HRAE 26 574 4% EST J¥ 4111t T 10 002 X} SSR fif
FAESYES Y, NP BEAL PR IE T 30 XF 51 4 17
PCR BiE , & ] L SE AT 209 34 | 38R 1 $ds 5 Fn
B R PHE TR N 2 EST SRRy A, 78
30 XTSI A T X (23.3%) SIIAE 3 i
USRI 2840 8 T 2K 45 (2016) M5
59 (35.5%) , R AT g S A ST r i R Y 3 1y
BB AA B} 35 A Bt M M 5 AR, O B ZHCT Fn
CZHC2” s KA, A ORHE] Y 3545 5 S 22 /N A
K, EST-SSR >k [ 5 [F 4l % S IX, 1 e 55 IX 1 )7 471
WEERSE . R, — Bk VE, EST-SSR B Al
PN 2SR TR 4 SSR, £ B4 AE
(R /N 55 i 0 3K 1 A 0 A R S, an R T R Y
YR R} 358 % 5 ot 22 S K, bR e A T /) 22 3
PR, 2 MIFRIC 1) 2 M & R R BEAR, K

H EST-Genome . Phrap , Clustalw . BLAST 4§ % {4 X}
EST 550 HEA7THRS 5 23 BT LA 3% AinAH 32 b ek iy 5 P 751
Lo R4 EST-SSR Aric Z &Mt ma
WoEiE (K F45,2010) . K4 EST-SSR & %) LA
DA B AE S 1 — Fh B RN, BT LK T RE S s
FA IR AR AR B AN R 1Y) BR R AE 1 A A
AR, S W 4 35 DR 36 3k B9 2 S 0 (kR 4R 45
2008) , FkIEK EST-SSR bric o] FH T3 1% £ FE 1
SRS TR B E R, h FHEEN S
5, R EST-SSR ATy it 4% 3% 4 1&] i #4y 7t
FRE SR, T — 2 A TR S BT B 3 P 3 B
(%) EST-SSR #ric , AR FH T BRI 5 & Fh 52
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