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Abstract Downy mildew, caused by the oomycete Plas-
mopara viticola, is one of the major threats to grapevine.
All traditional cultivars of grapevine (Vitis vinifera) are
susceptible to downy mildew, the control of which requires
regular application of fungicides. In contrast, many sources
of resistance to P. viticola have been described in the Vitis
wild species, among which is V. amurensis Rupr. (Vita-
ceae), a species originating from East Asia. A genetic link-
age map of V. amurensis, based on 122 simple sequence
repeat and 6 resistance gene analogue markers, was estab-
lished using S1 progeny. This map covers 975 cM on 19
linkage groups, which represent 82% of the physical cover-
age of the V. vinifera reference genetic map. To measure
the general level of resistance, the sporulation of P. viticola
and the necrosis produced in response to infection, five
quantitative and semi-quantitative parameters were scored
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6 days post-inoculation on the S1 progeny. A quantitative
trait locus (QTL) analysis allowed us to identify on linkage
group 14 a major QTL controlling the resistance to downy
mildew found in V. amurensis, which explained up to
86.3% of the total phenotypic variance. This QTL was
named ‘Resistance to Plasmopara viticola 8 (RpvS).

Introduction

Downy mildew, which is caused by the oomycete Plasmo-
para viticola (Berk. & Curt.) Berl.& de Toni (Dick 2002),
is one of the major threats to grapevine. P. viticola was
introduced in France from North America during the nine-
teenth century together with accessions of American wild
Vitis species and rapidly spread across Europe (Galet
1977). Today, it is distributed worldwide, particularly in all
of the temperate or warm regions where grapevine is culti-
vated. P. viticola is an obligate biotroph and can infect all
green tissues of the grapevine, particularly leaves, reducing
both the functional green leaf area and the assimilation rate
of the remaining green leaf area (Moriondo et al. 2005).
Inflorescences and young bunches can also be infected by
downy mildew, leading to significant losses of productivity
and quality (Lafon and Clerjeau 1988).

Control of downy mildew on traditional grapevine varie-
ties requires regular application of fungicides. Neverthe-
less, the intensive use of chemicals becomes more and
more restrictive because of their cost, their risk on human
health and their negative environmental impact. Some
chemical residues are detected in wines or in soils, where
they can accumulate (Brun et al. 2003; Cus et al. 2010).
Furthermore, some fungicide-resistant strains of P. viticola
are now observed in the vineyard, decreasing the efficiency
of these sprays (Gisi 2002; Gisi et al. 2007). The resulting
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strict environmental regulations on the application of pesti-
cides make plant breeding for disease resistance the most
attractive way to control grapevine downy mildew effec-
tively and in an environmentally friendly way.

All of the traditional cultivars of Vitis vinifera, which is
the most widely cultivated grapevine species, are susceptible
to downy mildew, although variations of susceptibility are
observed among cultivars (Boubals 1959; Dubos 2002). In
contrast, many sources of resistance to downy mildew have
been described in species related to V. vinifera (Boubals
1959; Staudt and Kassemeyer 1995; Dai et al. 1995; Brown
et al. 1999; Kortekamp and Zyprian 2003; Unger et al. 2007;
Cadle-Davidson 2008), some of which have already been
successfully introduced in grapevine to create resistant culti-
vars (Csizmazia and Bereznai 1968; Alleweldt and Possing-
ham 1988; Eibach and Topfer 2003; Cadle-Davidson 2008;
Merdinoglu et al. 2009). The American and Asian Vitis spe-
cies belonging to the Euvitis sub-genus or Muscadinia sub-
genus show varying levels of resistance to P. viticola, rang-
ing from moderate resistance, for example in V. rupestris, to
high resistance, for example in V. rubra, V. candicans,
V. amurensis, V. riparia, V. cinerea or Muscadinia rotundi-
folia (Boubals 1959; Olmo 1971; Staudt and Kassemeyer
1995; Cadle-Davidson 2008; Diez-Navajas et al. 2008).

Vitis amurensis Rupr. (Vitaceae) is a species originating
from East Asia that is mainly distributed from the northeast
regions of China to northern Korea. Some accessions of
V. amurensis display a high level of resistance to P. viticola
(Staudt and Kassemeyer 1995; Cadle-Davidson 2008;
unpublished data). Apart from showing resistance to downy
mildew, V. amurensis exhibits numerous favorable traits,
such as cold tolerance (Ma et al. 2010); resistance to pow-
dery mildew (Wan et al. 2007), anthracnose and white rot
(Li et al. 2008); and the presence of compounds of medici-
nal interest (Wang et al. 2000; Huang et al. 2001; Ha et al.
2009; Yim et al. 2010). These traits have prompted grape-
vine breeders to include this species in their breeding pro-
grams. Despite all of the favorable characteristics found in
V. amurensis, genetic studies concerning this species are
limited. The lack of knowledge about the genetic determin-
ism of the favorable traits of V. amurensis is aggravated by
the non-existence of a genetic map from this species. This
absence of data not only precludes increasing the efficiency
of breeding programs by means of marker assisted selection
but also limits the exploitation of the resource provided by
the genome sequence of V. vinifera (Jaillon et al. 2007) to
understand the genetic and physiological bases of the traits
of interest carried by V. amurensis.

The main objectives of this investigation were (1) to
develop an initial genetic linkage map of V. amurensis to
obtain preliminary data on its degree of synteny with
V. vinifera and (2) to decipher the genetic determinism of
resistance to downy mildew in V. amurensis. Here, we
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report the construction of a V. amurensis genetic map
mainly using simple sequence repeat (SSR) and resistance
gene analogue (RGA) markers and the identification of a
major quantitative trait locus (QTL), named Rpv8, located
on chromosome 14, that confers resistance to grapevine
downy mildew. Comparing the genetic maps of V. vinifera
and V. amurensis showed a high colinearity between the
genomes of both species. The results reported here will
allow us to exploit the resource of the grapevine genome
sequence as well as discovering markers linked to downy
mildew resistance loci for use in a marker-assisted breeding
program, thus accelerating the selection of high quality
wine and table grape cultivars that exhibit effective and
durable resistance.

Materials and methods
Plant material

The mapping population consisted of 232 progeny from a
selfing (S1) of V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’, which is a her-
maphrodite accession maintained in collection at the Gei-
senheim Research Center in Germany (Becker 1981).
Briefly, after seed germination, young plants were trans-
ferred to 0.6 1 pots until they reached the 6-leaf stage, and
then they were transferred to 41 pots and grown in the
greenhouse stalked on 3 m nylon wires, on a substrate com-
posed of 1/3 perlite and 2/3 sand, and watered daily with a
complete nutritive solution (4.8% Norsk Hydro Hydrokani
CPO, YARA). Biological replicates between years were
produced by pruning the plants to the basal two buds in
winter and allowing them to re-grow in spring to ensure
uniform shoot development.

Four genotypes whose resistance phenotypes are well
known and represent a range of resistance levels from sus-
ceptible to highly resistant (V. vinifera Cabernet Sauvignon
clone 338, V. rupestris ‘du Lot’, V. riparia ‘Gloire de
Montpellier’ and M. rotundifolia cv Regale) were grown
from green cuttings under the same conditions as the S1
population plants and were used as controls in each experi-
ment.

Evaluation of resistance to downy mildew

A strain of P. viticola collected from V. vinifera cv. Char-
donnay in an experimental vineyard at INRA-Colmar
(France) in 2006 was maintained on 6-week old seedlings
of V. vinifera cv. Muscat Ottonel placed in an opened card-
board box covered with a plastic bag. After 5 days of incu-
bation in a growth chamber (21°C, 100% relative humidity,
50 umol/m?/s light intensity), sporangia were recovered
from infected leaves by immersion in water and gentle
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Table 1 Variables scored to assess the resistance level to downy mildew

Variable name Description

Scoring

0OIv452 Symptom-based semi-quantitative scoring
of downy mildew resistance adapted from
the criteria of the Office International de la Vigne et du Vin
(OIV; Anonymous 2009; http://news.reseau-concept.
net/images/oiv/client/Code_descripteurs_2ed_FR.pdf)
SDSC Percentage of sporulating leaf discs
SPNB Number of sporangia per cm? of leaf disc measured
with a Z2 Coulter Counter (Beckman Coulter)
NSURF Visual semi-quantitative scoring of necrotized surface
NDSC Percentage of necrotized discs

From 1 (very susceptible) to 9
(totally resistant) (Fig. 1):
1 = abundant sporulation densely
covering the whole disc area, absence
of plant necrosis 3 = abundant sporulation
present in large patches, absence of plant necrosis
5 = limited sporulation present in intercostal patches,
necrotic flecks or speckles 7 = sparse sporulation,
necrotic spots 9 = no sporulation, absence
of necrosis or necrotic points

From 0 to 100%

Quantitative. Number of sporangia per ml
of suspension converted to number
of sporangia per cm? of leaf disc
Froml (very large) to 9 (very small) (Fig. 1)
From 0 to 100%

shaking. The concentration of the P. viticola suspension
was measured using a cell-counting chamber.

Sixteen leaf discs (1 cm diameter) were sampled from
the fourth and the fifth fully expanded leaves from the apex
of grape shoots at the 10-leaf stage. Discs were placed on
wet filter paper in Petri dishes abaxial side up and then arti-
ficially inoculated by spraying with a P. viticola suspension
at 10° sporangia/ml. Three replicates were performed for
each individual of the S1 population and nine replicates for
each control. Petri dishes were then sealed and incubated in
a growth chamber at 21°C and a photoperiod of 18 h light/
6 h darkness. Six days post-inoculation (dpi), inoculated
leaf discs were scored for the five semi-quantitative and
quantitative parameters described in Table 1 to measure the
general level of resistance (OIV452), the effect of resistance
on the sporulation of P. viticola (SDCS, SPNB) and the
necrotic symptoms produced in response to infection
(NSURF, NDSC).

SSR and RGA marker analysis

Genomic DNA was extracted from 80 mg of young
expanding leaves using the Qiagen DNeasy® Plant Mini Kit
(Qiagen S.A., Courtaboeuf, France) as described by the
supplier. All microsatellite loci were amplified in an 8 pl
reaction mixture containing 2.5 mM MgCl,, 150 pM
dNTPs, 0.25 uM of the fluorescently labeled primer (FAM,
HEX or NED), 0.5 uM of the unlabeled primer, 0.025 U/pul
of AmpliTaq Gold DNA polymerase, 1 ng/pl of grapevine
DNA and 1x Gold Buffer. Amplifications were performed
on a Perkin Elmer 9700 thermocycler programmed as
follows: 10 min at 94°C, followed by 35 cycles of 45 s at
92°C, 60 s at 57°C, and 90 s at 72°C and a final step of
S5min at 72°C. Up to three different primer pairs were
mixed in the same PCR reaction, taking into account the

size of the amplified fragments and/or the labeling of the
primers (Merdinoglu et al. 2005). The mix of four PCR
products, according to their size and labeling, allowed us to
analyze up to 12 markers in one injection. After a 1/5 dilu-
tion in water, 1 pl of the PCR products was added to a 19 pl
mixture of formamide and HD400-ROX as the internal size
standard. The mix was then denatured for 3 min at 92°C.
All products for amplification and electrophoresis were
obtained from Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA.
Microsatellite fragments were resolved on an automated
ABI Prism 310 Genetic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems,
Foster City, CA) using a 36 cm capillary filled with the
POP-4 polymer. Electrophoregrams were analyzed using
Genescan™ 3.1 (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA).
Alleles were identified using Genotyper™ 2.5.2 (Applied
Biosystems, Foster City, CA) and their size was determined
using the HD400-ROX internal size standard.

Seven primer pairs were used to amplify RGAs
(stkVaO1ll, stkVa036, stkVa043, stkV104, rgVamu035,
rgVamu(092) (Di Gaspero and Cipriani 2003) and a mito-
gen-activated protein kinase/extracellular signal-regulated
kinase kinase (MEKK) gene (forward primer: AAGCCA
GGGCAAGCAAAGTCTT; reverse primer: CAAACTGT
TGCTGCCAAACAAT) as sequence-tagged-sites (STSs).
STSs were amplified in 8 pl reactions containing each
dNTP at 150 uM, each primer at 0.5 pM, 0.025 U of Tagq
polymerase, 2.5 mM MgCl, and 10 ng of template DNA.
Thermal cycling was carried out for 36 cycles of melting at
92°C for 45 s, annealing at the appropriate temperature for
60 s, and extension at 72°C for 2 min. Five of the amplifica-
tion products were then digested with restriction enzymes
(Di Gaspero and Cipriani 2003). StkVa043 and MEKK,
which each showed a SNP, were genotyped by sequencing.
The enzymatic digestion was carried out in a 20 pl reaction
mixture containing 8 pl of PCR product, 0.1 mg/mL of
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Table 2 Newly developed microsatellite markers

Marker name ProbeDB PUID Primer name

Primer sequence Map location

Chr14V015 10595642 Chr14VO15F
Chr14VO15R
Chr7vV001 10595643 Chr7VOO1F
Chr7VO01R
Chr7V003 10595644 Chr7VO03F
Chr7VO03R
Chr7vV004 10595645 Chr7V004F
Chr7V004R

TGATACTGTTTGCTTGGCATAA LG14
GGGAGCTCATATTTCACCAA
GCATGAACCATCTTAATTTGC LG7
CATAATTTGGAGATGGTTTTCAA
AAGGATGACGGCTACTCCAC LG7
CCCATTTCAGTCTTTCCCTGT
TACCAAACCTTTTGGCCTTG LG7
GCTGCTCACCGTTAATGAAA

The primer sequences are deposited in the NCBI Probe database under Probe Unique Identifiers (PUIDs) 10595642-10595645

bovine serum albumin (BSA), 3.75U of restriction
enzyme, and 1 x enzyme buffer. The mixture was incubated
at 37°C overnight. Digestion products were resolved on 2%
agarose gels and stained with ethidium bromide.

Genetic mapping

We initially used 232 primer pairs flanking microsatellite
loci from marker sets VVS (Thomas and Scott 1993),
VVMD (Bowers etal. 1996, 1999), ViZAG (Sefc et al.
1999), VMC (Vitis Microsatellite Consortium, coordinated
by Agrogene, Moissy Cramayel, France), UDV (Di Gasp-
ero etal. 2005), and VVI (Merdinoglu et al. 2005) and
markers newly developed in this study from the grapevine
genome sequence (Table 2), mainly to improve the con-
struction of linkage groups 7 and 14. All of them were
screened for informative segregation on the parent V. amur-
ensis ‘Ruprecht’ and six randomly chosen individuals of
the S1 population. A subset of 122 polymorphic SSR mark-
ers was used to analyze the entire mapping population. For
mapping purposes, the same segregation pattern was
assigned to all markers (<hkxhk>: locus heterozygous in
both parents, two alleles), and genotypes were encoded (hh,
hk, kk) for co-dominant loci and (h-, kk) for dominant loci,
following JoinMap 3.0 data entry notation (Van Ooijen and
Voorrips 2001).

Linkage analysis was performed with JoinMap 3.0 (Van
Ooijen and Voorrips 2001), enabling the analysis of self-
pollinated populations derived from a heterozygous parent
and the construction of consensus linkage maps. Recombi-
nation fractions were converted into centimorgans (cM)
using the Kosambi function (Kosambi 1944). The threshold
value of the logarithm of odds (LOD) score was set at 4.0 to
claim linkage between markers with a maximum fraction of
recombination at 0.45. The goodness-of-fit between
observed and expected Mendelian ratios was analyzed for
each marker locus using a y° test. Markers showing
segregation distortion were included in the final map if their
presence did not alter surrounding marker order on the
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linkage group. Linkage groups were numbered according to
internationally acknowledged grapevine reference genetic
maps (Doligez et al. 2006; Di Gaspero et al. 2007).

QTL analysis

The genetic variance (ogz) and experimental error variance
(62) required for heritability calculations were estimated
using the statistical software R version 2.10.1 (The R Foun-
dation for Statistical Computing) in the Imer function of the
package Ime4 by treating genotype as a random factor.
Broad-sense heritability estimates were calculated on a
genotype mean basis via the equation H> = Jé /((7; + (ae2 r))
(Gallais 1990), where the term r refers to the number of
replicates for each genotype.

Quantitative trait locus analysis was carried out by both
non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis analysis and interval map-
ping using MapQTL 4.0 software (Van Ooijen et al. 2002).
The significant LOD threshold for QTL detection at
P =0.05 for each linkage group was determined by 1,000
permutations of the phenotypic data. Maximum LOD val-
ues were used to estimate QTL peak positions, and the con-
fidence intervals of QTL peaks were determined as the peak
flanking regions in which LOD scores declined by two
LODs.

Results
Analysis of resistance traits

The reliability of the downy mildew resistance test was
assessed by scoring the five resistance parameters in the
control plants V. vinifera Cabernet Sauvignon (susceptible),
V. rupestris, V. riparia (both partially resistant) M. rotundi-
folia and V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’ (both totally resistant,
the second being the parent of the S1 mapping population).
As shown in Table 3, all control plants as well as the parent
of the S1 population behaved as expected for the different



Theor Appl Genet (2011) 123:43-53

47

V. amurensis

Individuals of the V. amurensis S1 mapping population

0OIV452
NSURF

Fig.1 Range of the segregating phenotypes more commonly
observed 6 dpi on 1 cm leaf discs in the V. amurensis S1 mapping pop-
ulation. OIV452 is a symptom-based semi-quantitative scoring system

Table 3 Control and parent mean values and confidence intervals for
0OIV452, SDSC, and SPNB

of downy mildew resistance, and NSURF a visual semi-quantitative
scoring system of the necrotized surface

Table 4 Descriptive statistical parameters for OIV452, SDSC, SPNB,
NSUREF, and NDSC in the S1 population

0OIV452 SDSC SPNB 0OIVv452 SDSC SPNB NSURF NDSC

Cabernet 324+£04 995+£0.7 78,327 £ 15,153 Average 8.009 25.268 2,474 6.236 31.365

Sauvignon 338 Minimum  3.333 0 0 1 0
V. rupestris ‘du Lot’ 484+03 100.0£0.0 47,520 4+ 11,470 Maximum 9 100 43,325 9 100
V. riparia ‘Gloire 71+02 834+132 1,291 £389

de Montpellier’
M. rotundifolia cv 90+00 0.0+ 0.0 0+0

Regale (Fig. 2). This segregation suggests that the differences in
V. amurensis 90+00 0.0£0.0 0+0 resistance to downy mildew observed in the S1 population

‘Ruprecht’

resistance parameters evaluated in this study. Differences in
accordance with the measure of sporulation were observed
by global scoring of resistance (OIV452), for which Caber-
net Sauvignon, V. rupestris ‘du Lot’, V. riparia ‘Gloire de
Montpellier’, M. rotundifolia cv. Regale and V. amurensis
‘Ruprecht’” were scored 3.2 £0.4, 4.8 £0.3, 7.1 £0.2,
9.0 £ 0.0, and 9.0 % 0.0, respectively.

Resistance to downy mildew displayed a continuous var-
iation in the S1 population and segregated as a quantitative
trait, regardless of the parameter used to measure it. The
distribution of OIV452 and SPNB in the S1 population
ranged from 3.3 to 9 and from 0 to 43,325, respectively
(Table 4), which means that the most susceptible individu-
als displayed partial resistance similar to the V. rupestris
control level, whereas the most resistant were totally resis-
tant, similarly to the V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’ parent. The
traits describing the necrotic symptoms produced in
response to infection were linked to the resistance level
parameters: the higher the resistance, the weaker the
necrotic response to infection (Fig. 1). The highest coeffi-
cients of correlation were observed between SDSC and
NSUREF (0.63), between SDSC and NDSC (0.63), between
0OIV452 and NSURF (0.60), and between OIV452 and
NDSC (0.63). OIV452, SPNB, and SDSC displayed segre-
gation patterns where roughly sixty percent of the individu-
als were totally resistant, whereas the remaining part of the
population showed various levels of partial resistance

from V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’ are controlled by a dominant
major locus together with minor quantitative loci, with the
latter modulating the resistance level for the individuals
that do not carry the major factor.

In the S1 population, the genotype factor had a highly
significant (P < 0.001) effect on OIV452, SDCS, SPNB and
NDSC scores and a very significant (P < 0.01) effect on
NSUREF. Broad-sense heritability, a direct measure of envi-
ronmental effects on phenotypic variance, was calculated
for downy mildew resistance using 232 genotypes and esti-
mated for each of five scored parameters. On a genotype
mean basis, the estimates were medium to high, ranging
from 0.33 to 0.86, with the SDSC producing the highest
heritability (Table 5).

Vitis amurensis genetic map

Of the 232 SSR primer pairs tested on the S1 population, 23
did not amplify or produced an unclear banding pattern,
and 87 lacked polymorphism and were thus discarded. A
total of 129 primer pairs, including 122 SSRs and 7 RGAs,
allowed us to detect 134 useful loci scored on the progeny,
115 being fully informative (hh, hk, kk) and 19 displaying a
dominant pattern (h-, kk). Chi-square analysis indicated
segregation distortion for 14 markers (11.3%).

One hundred and thirty-two markers were mapped into
19 linkage groups, and 2 markers were linked but
unmapped due to weak linkages to other markers within the
group. The linkage groups were numbered LG1 to LG19
according to Adam-Blondon et al. (2004) and Doligez et al.
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Fig. 2 Distribution of the 0lv452 SDSC
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(2006). The total length of the map was 975 cM, with an
average distance of 7.3 cM between markers (Fig. 3). The
largest group in terms of distance, LG19, consisted of nine
mapped markers covering 76 cM, and the smallest, LG17,
consisted of three mapped markers covering 32 cM. Only
eight gaps were larger than 20 cM. The largest gap was on
LG17, where the distance between marker VVIs63 and
VMC9g4 was 30 cM. Locus order on the map was consis-
tent with the V. vinifera reference maps (Adam-Blondon
et al. 2004; Doligez et al. 2006), except in five cases where
marker order was inverted in comparison to the reference
map order [(LG5: VVMDI14 and the group ‘VMC2e9d-
VVIn40-VMC2e9¢’); (LGY9: VVIo52 and VMC3g8-2);
(LG10: UDV059 and VMCB8d3); (LG12: VMC8g9 and
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VVIv05); (LG14: VVMD24 and VMC5b3)] and in another
case where the marker VMC4h9 was expected on LG12 but
was actually located on LG3. The marker order was also
consistent with the order determined from the V. vinifera
genome sequence of the French-Italian collaborative pro-
ject (Jaillon et al. 2007; http://www.genoscope.cns.fr/spip/
Vitis-vinifera-sequencage.html).

In comparison to the reference map of Doligez et al.
(2006), the V. amurensis map covers up to 59% in average
in genetic distance. Nevertheless, when using the common
distal markers to align both maps, the coverage ratio rose to
82% due to a recombination rate that was, on average,
much lower in the V. amurensis map than in the reference
map (Table 5).
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Table S Comparison of the genetic distances and genome coverage between the V. vinifera reference linkage map and V. amurensis genetic link-

age map
Markers common between maps  Distance between common markers Maximum distance

Linkage Start marker ~ End marker Genetic Genetic Genetic  Genetic Genetic Genetic ~ Physical

group distance distance on distance  distance on  distance on distance  distance
onreference V. amurensis  ratio reference V. amurensis  ratio ratio
map map map map

1 VMC8a7 VVIf52 69.3 54.0 0.78 87.5 72.9 0.83 1.07

2 VVIbOl VMC7g3 67.3 47.0 0.70 79.7 47.0 0.59 0.84

3 VMCS8f10 VMC2e9%b 534 39.5 0.74 70.3 71.0 1.01 1.36

4 VVIrd6 VVIp37 65 46.2 0.71 90.9 46.2 0.51 0.72

5 VIZAG79 VVMD14 52.8 52.2 0.99 83.4 52.2 0.63 0.63

6 VVIp72 VMCNG4b9 75.9 41.0 0.54 82.5 41.0 0.50 0.92

7 UDVO011 VVIn56 87.9 63.6 0.72 102.7 63.6 0.62 0.86

8 VMCIf10 VMC3c9 77.8 44.1 0.57 112.7 44.1 0.39 0.69

9 VVIo52 VMC3h5 48.6 38.9 0.80 104.1 38.9 0.37 0.47

10 VIZAG64 VVIv37 53.2 33.0 0.62 83.7 33.0 0.39 0.64

11 VVMD?25 VVMDS8 57.6 57.6 1.00 75.1 57.6 0.77 0.77

12 TT251F02 VMC8¢g9 72.9 56.4 0.77 81.9 59.5 0.73 0.94

13 UDVO088a VMC3bl12 71.8 39.5 0.55 101.1 39.5 0.39 0.71

14 VVC62 VVIn70 94.0 64.0 0.68 94.8 64.0 0.67 0.99

15 ubvo047 VMC8g3-2 354 334 0.94 37.9 334 0.88 0.93

16 UDVO052 VMC4b7-2 69.4 41.4 0.60 92.4 41.4 0.45 0.75

17 VVIs63 VVIb09 40.3 31.9 0.79 58.0 31.9 0.55 0.69

18 VMC(C2a3 VVMD17 83.9 61.6 0.73 131.5 61.6 0.47 0.64

19 VVIpl7a UDV127 63.9 52.4 0.82 76.6 76.3 1.00 1.21

Total 1240.4 897.7 0.724 1646.8 975.1 0.592 0.818

QTL detection VVIp05 and VVIp22 that flanks the Rpv8 confidence inter-

Significant QTLs were obtained by interval mapping analy-
sis for downy mildew resistance and necrotic symptoms
produced in response to infection (Table 6). A major QTL
controlling resistance to downy mildew was detected on
LG14 for OIV452, DSCS and SPNB. Analysis based on
DSCS gave the highest LOD score (65.45) and explained
86.3% of the total phenotypic variance and thus 100% of
the genetic variance, considering the broad sense heritabil-
ity estimated at 86.2%. This locus accounted for 66.5 and
36.0% of the phenotypic variation (LOD scores of 41.07
and 17.81, respectively) for OIV452 and SPNB, respec-
tively. It was located at widely overlapping regions cover-
ing a confidence interval 7-13 cM when using any of the
three disease evaluation methods, and in each case it was
placed close to the SSR marker Chr14V015 (Table 6).
Therefore, the locus at this position was denoted ‘Resis-
tance to Plasmopara viticola 8 (RpvS8). Analyses based on
necrotic response to infection also allowed us to detect in a
region overlapping Rpv8 a major QTL that displayed a
weaker effect, giving the highest LOD score (17.78) for
NDSC (Table 6). The genome interval between the markers

val covered a physical distance of 15.11 Mb, which encom-
passes 502 genes, according to the 12x grape genome
sequence (http://www.genoscope.cns.fr/externe/Genome-
Browser/Vitis/).

A minor QTL was detected for OIV452 and located on
LG15 very close to VMC8g3-2. A second minor factor was
detected on LG17 for NSURF next to VVIs63. Chr14V015
was chosen as a cofactor for further analysis with compos-
ite interval mapping, which gave no clear indication of
there being any other QTL. Kruskal-Wallis non-parametric
tests confirmed all QTLs detected with interval mapping
(data not shown).

Discussion

To date, the grapevine genetic maps that have been pub-
lished have been based either on V. vinifera intra-specific
crosses (Doligez et al. 2002; Adam-Blondon et al. 2004;
Riaz et al. 2004; Doligez et al. 2006; Troggio et al. 2007) or
on hybrids produced from inter-specific crosses (Lodhi
et al. 1995; Dalbé et al. 2000; Grando et al. 2003; Doucleff
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Fig. 3 Vitis amurensis genetic linkage map. The black bar on LG 14 indicates the Rpv8 position. The grey boxes indicate the RGA position

Table 6 QTLs detected in the S1 population for resistance to P. viticola and necrotic reactions observed post-infection

Trait Linkage Nearest Peak 2-LOD LOD % Phenotypic Trait % Genotypic
group marker position interval score variance heritability variance
explained explained
SDSC 14 Chr14V015 10.9 7.9-14.9 65.45 86.3 0.862 100.1
SDSC 15 VMC8g3-2 334 8-33.4 2.32 4.7 0.862 55
SPNB 14 Chr14V015 10.9 4.9-17.9 17.81 36.0 0.413 87.3
0OIVv452 14 Chr14VO015 11.9 6.9-15.9 41.07 66.5 0.830 80.1
0IV452 15 VMC8g3-2 334 10-33.4 2.74 5.6 0.830 6.7
NSURF 14 Chr14V015 12.9 0-20.5 8.18 33.0 0.333 99.0
NSURF 17 VVIs63 0 0-31.9 221 7.7 0.333 23.1
NDSC 14 Chr14V015 10.9 5.9-16.9 17.78 40.7 0.617 65.9

et al. 2004; Fischer et al. 2004; Lowe andWalker 2006;
Welter et al. 2007; Di Gaspero et al. 2007; Salmaso et al.
2008; Bellin et al. 2009; Marguerit et al. 2009; Moreira
et al. 2010). This paper reports the first grapevine genetic
linkage map based on an intra-specific progeny of a Vitis
species other than V. vinifera.

The high level of reproducibility and polymorphism of
V. vinifera based SSR markers in non-vinifera species
emphasizes the efficiency of the SSR marker system as a
valuable genomic tool. The proportion of SSR markers
with biased segregation observed in this study (11.3%) was
lower than that reported by Grando et al. (2003) (22.4%),

@ Springer

Lowe and Walker (2006) (16%) and Troggio et al. (2007)
(20.3%) and slightly higher than that of Doligez et al.
(2006) (9.2%). One marker segregation distortion cluster-
ing was found on LG7. The development of the new SSR
markers Chr7V001, Chr7V003, and Chr7V004 from the
12x grapevine genome sequence permitted the improve-
ment of the construction of LG7, which was split in two
parts in the initial version of the V. amurensis map. The
development of Chr14VO015 in place of VVIq32, which was
discarded because of an unclear banding pattern, enabled a
more accurate detection and location of Rpv8. Moreover,
two SSR markers, VVIvV0O3 and VVIv54, whose positions
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were unknown according to any previously published
genetic linkage map and the 12x grapevine genome
sequence (http://www.genoscope.cns.fr/externe/Genome-
Browser/Vitis/), were accurately located on LG4 and LG18
of our V. amurensis map, respectively. Finally, 132 markers
were mapped into 19 linkage groups. The total length of the
map was 975 cM. Considering marker order, linkage group
sizes and map length, the V. amurensis map built in this
work is consistent with other published maps (Adam-Blon-
don et al. 2004; Doligez et al. 2006) and with the genome
sequence (Jaillon et al. 2007; http://www.genoscope.cns.fr/
externe/English/Projets/Projet_ML/index.html) except for
small discrepancies: four inversions in marker order
between the V. amurensis map and the reference maps and
one case where a marker was expected on LG12 and was
actually located on LG3. The colinearity between the
V. amurensis map and the previously published V. vinifera
maps reveals a high level of macro-synteny between both
genomes. This synteny facilitates the exploitation of the
resource provided by the whole genome sequence of
V. vinifera (Jaillon et al. 2007) to understand the genetic
and physiological bases of the traits of interest carried by
V. amurensis.

The segregation of the resistance to downy mildew
observed in the V. amurensis S1 population can be
explained by the effect of a dominant major locus whose
presence guarantees total resistance together with minor
quantitative loci that would modulate the resistance level in
individuals lacking the major factor. This hypothesis was
confirmed by QTL analysis, which demonstrated that
downy mildew resistance derived from V. amurensis was
mainly determined by one major QTL located on LG14 that
explained between 75 and 99% of the genetic variance,
depending on the method used to measure the resistance
level. We have named this major locus Rpv8, for Resistance
to Plasmopara viticola 8. The strong effect of Rpv8 together
with the high level of genome coverage of the linkage map
leads us to assume that no significant genetic factor
involved in downy mildew resistance other than those
detected in this study segregates in the S1 progeny. Except
Rpv2 from M. rotundifolia (Wiedemann-Merdinoglu et al.
2006), the QTLs previously identified for resistance to
grapevine downy mildew only confer partial resistance
(Merdinoglu et al. 2003; Fischer et al. 2004; Welter et al.
2007; Bellin et al. 2009; Marguerit et al. 2009; Moreira
etal. 2010), and they are all assumed to directly or indi-
rectly originate from American Vitis species. Rpv8 is thus
the first QTL conferring resistance to P. viticola that is
derived from an Asian Vitis species. Moreover, it clearly
confers total resistance to downy mildew in the V. amuren-
sis background from which it originates. Although Rpv8
was detected in a V. amurensis selfed progeny, it is proba-
bly not present in all accessions of this species. According

to Wan et al. (2007), V. amurensis is considered susceptible
to downy mildew. Indeed, in that study, in natural condi-
tions of infection in China, only one wild accession of nine
was scored as partially resistant, whereas the other were
scored as susceptible. These results clearly show strong
variations of downy mildew resistance among V. amurensis
accessions, as has been observed in other Vitis species
(Boubals 1959; Wan et al. 2007; Cadle-Davidson 2008).

Resistance to downy mildew displayed a continuous
variation in the V. amurensis S1 population, where the most
susceptible individuals displayed partial resistance similar
to that of the V. rupestris control. This suggests the exis-
tence of one or more homozygous non-segregating factors
in the genetic background of V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’ that
maintains residual resistance. The traits describing the
necrotic symptoms produced in response to infection are
linked to the resistance level parameters; the higher the
resistance, the weaker the necrotic response to infection.
Moreover, a clear overlap between the regions involved in
the variation of downy mildew resistance parameters and
necrosis parameters was observed at the Rpv8 locus, which
confirms that the absence of necrotic response is a compo-
nent of the total downy mildew resistance found in
V. amurensis ‘Ruprecht’. Therefore, more than half of the
progeny presented necrotic symptoms that were observed
one day post-infection. Such a necrotic response has been
observed post-infection in partially resistant genotypes of
V. riparia (Wielgoss and Kortekamp 2006), V. rupestris
(Unger etal. 2007) and ‘Bianca’ cultivar (Bellin et al.
2009). We assume that this necrotic response is linked to
the residual resistance that makes the most susceptible indi-
viduals of the S1 progeny partially resistant.

Rpv8 is located on the upper side of LG14, flanked by
SSR markers VVIp05 and VVIp22, on a genomic region
never previously described to control downy mildew resis-
tance in grapevine or in related Vitis species. Based on the
latest version of the grapevine genome sequence (12x,
http://www.genoscope.cns.fr/externe/GenomeBrowser/
Vitis/), the region delimitated by markers VVIp0S5 and
VVIp22 is 15 Mb in size and contains 502 predicted genes,
which means that it is a bit premature to speculate on puta-
tive candidates for Rpv8 function. Nevertheless, while per-
forming a physical map of V. vinifera Cabernet Sauvignon,
Moroldo et al. (2008) identified 5 candidate genes for dis-
ease resistance (3 NBS-LRR genes; a receptor-like kinase;
and enhanced disease resistance 1 (EDRI), a regulator of
defense responses (Frye et al. 2001)) mapping to the region
between markers VVIp05 and VVIp22. Inspection of this
region in the 12x version of the grapevine genome
sequence revealed that the putative receptor-like kinase was
outside the interval and confirmed the presence of V. vinifera
EDRI. Interestingly, there are at least 7 predicted NBS-
LRR genes inside the interval, together with other truncated
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forms that could be the result of incorrect annotation. Thus,
it seems quite likely that Rpv8 is a member of the NBS-
LRR class of disease resistance genes, although we cannot
discard EDRI as a putative RpvS8 candidate gene.

Acknowledgments This work was partially financed by the Agence
Nationale de Recherche (ERA-NET Plant Genomics Program-GRASP
GRAPE WINE 074B). We are grateful to E. Duchéne for useful dis-
cussions on statistical methods. We thank P. Coste, M.-A. Dorne and
C. Onimus for excellent technical assistance in plant growing and inoc-
ulum maintenance.

References

Adam-Blondon AF, Roux C, Claux D, Butterlin G, Merdinoglu D, This
P (2004) Mapping 245 SSR markers on the Vitis vinifera genome:
a tool for grape genetics. Theor Appl Genet 109:1017-1027

Alleweldt G, Possingham JV (1988) Progress in grapevine breeding.
Theor Appl Genet 75:669-673

Anonymous (2009) Descriptor list for grapevine varieties and Vitis spe-
cies, 2nd edn. Office International de la Vigne et du Vin (OIV), Paris

Becker H (1981) Erste Ergebnisse der Ziichtung interspezifisher
Ertragssorten mit de Erbmasse der Vitis amurensis Ruprecht in
Geisenheim. Deutsches Weinbau Jahrbuch, pp 25-35

Bellin D, Peressotti E, Merdinoglu D, Wiedemann-Merdinoglu S,
Adam-Blondon AF, Cipriani G et al (2009) Resistance to Plasmo-
para viticola in grapevine ‘Bianca’ is controlled by a major dom-
inant gene causing localised necrosis at the infection site. Theor
Appl Genet 120:163-176

Boubals D (1959) Amélioration de la résistance de la vigne au mildiou
(Plasmopara viticola (Berk et Curt.) Berlese et de Toni). Recher-
che de géniteurs de résistance. Annales de 1’amélioration des
plantes 6:481-525

Bowers JE, Dangl GS, Vignani R, Meredith CP (1996) Isolation and
characterization of new polymorphic simple sequence repeat loci
in grape (Vitis vinifera L.). Genome 39:628—633

Bowers JE, Dangl GS, Meredith CP (1999) Development and charac-
terization of additional microsatellite DNA markers for grape.
Am J Enol Vitic 50

Brown M, Moore JN, Fenn P, McNew RW (1999) Comparison of leaf
disk, greenhouse, and field screening procedures for evaluation of
grape seedlings for downy mildew resistance. HortScience
34:331-333

Brun LA, Le Corft J, Maillet J (2003) Effects of elevated soil copper on
phenology, growth and reproduction of five ruderal plant species.
Environ Pollut 122:361-368

Cadle-Davidson L (2008) Variation within and between Vitis spp. for
foliar resistance to the downy mildew pathogen Plasmopara viti-
cola. Plant Dis 92:1577-1584

Csizmazia J, Bereznai L (1968) A sz010 Plasmopara viticola és a
Viteus vitifolii elleni rezisztencia nemesités eredményei. Orsz
Szl Bor Kut Int Evkonyve, Budapest, pp 191-200

Cus F, Basa Cesnik H, Velikonja Bolta S, Gregorcic A (2010) Pesti-
cide residues and microbiological quality of bottled wines. Food
Control 21:150-154

Dai GH, Andary C, Mondolot-Cosson L, Boubals D (1995). Histo-
chemical studies on the interaction between three species of
grapevine, Vitis vinifera, V. rupestris, V. rotundifolia and the
downy mildew fungus, Plasmopara viticola. Physiol Mol Plant
Pathol 177-188

Dalbé MA, Ye GN, Weeden NF, Steinkellner H, Sefc KM, Reisch BI
(2000) A gene controlling sex in grapevines placed on a molecu-
lar marker-based genetic map. Genome 43:333-340

@ Springer

Dick MW (2002) Binomials in the Peronosporales, Sclerosporales and
Pythiales. In: Spencer PTN, Gisi U, Lebeda A (eds) Advances in
Downy Mildew research. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordr-
echt, pp 225-266

Diez-Navajas A, Wiedemann-Merdinoglu S, Greif C, Merdinoglu D
(2008) Nonhost versus host resistance to the grapevine downy
mildew, Plasmopara viticola, studied at the tissue level. Phytopa-
thology 98:776-780

Di Gaspero G, Cipriani G (2003) Nucleotide binding site/leucine-rich
repeats, Pto-like and receptor like kinases related to disease resis-
tance in grapevine. Mol Genet Genomics 269:612-623

Di Gaspero G, Cipriani G, Marrazzo MT, Andreetta D, Castro MJ,
Peterlunger E et al (2005) Isolation of (AC)n-microsatellites in
Vitis vinifera L. and analysis of genetic background in grapevines
under marker assisted selection. Mol Breed 15:11-20

Di Gaspero G, Cipriani G, Adam-Blondon AF, Testolin R (2007) Link-
age maps of grapevine displaying the chromosomal locations of
420 microsatellite markers and 82 markers for R-gene candidates.
Theor Appl Genet 114:1249-1263

Doligez A, Bouquet A, Danglot Y, Lahogue L, Riaz S, Meredith P et al
(2002) Genetic mapping of grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.) applied to
the detection of QTLs for seedlessness and berry weight. Theor
Appl Genet 105:780-795

Doligez A, Adam-Blondon AF, Cipriani G, Di Gaspero G, Laucou V,
Merdinoglu D et al (2006) An integrated SSR map of grapevine
based on five mapping populations. Theor Appl Genet 113:369-
382

Doucleff M, Jin Y, Gao F, Riaz S, Krivanek AF, Walker MA (2004) A
genetic linkage map of grape, utilizing Vitis rupestris and Vitis
arizonica. Theor Appl Genet 109:1178-1187

Dubos B (2002) Maladies cryptogamiques de la vigne. Féret edn,
Bordeaux

Eibach R, Topfer R (2003) Success in resistance breeding: ‘Regent’
and its steps into the market. Acta Hortic 687-691

Fischer BM, Salakhutdinov I, Akkurt M, Eibach R, Edwards KJ,
Topfer R et al (2004) Quantitative trait locus analysis of fungal
disease resistance factors on a molecular map of grapevine. Theor
Appl Genet 108:501-515

Frye CA, Tang D, Innes RW (2001) Negative regulation of defense
responses in plants by a conserved MAPKK kinase. Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA 98:373-378

Galet P (1977) Les maladies et les parasites de la vigne, vol 1. Imp.
Paysan du Midi, Montpellier

Gallais A (1990) Quantitative genetics of doubled haploid populations
and application to the theory of line development. Genetics
124:199-206

Gisi U (2002) Chemical control of downy mildews. In: Spencer-Phil-
lips PTN, Gisi U, Lebeda A (eds) Advances in Downy Mildew
research. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, pp 119-159

Gisi U, Waldner M, Kraus N, Dubuis PH, Sierotzki H (2007) Inheri-
tance of resistance to carboxylic acid amide (CAA) fungicides in
Plasmopara viticola. Plant Pathol 56:199-208

Grando MS, Bellin D, Edwards KJ, Pozzi C, Stefanini M, Velasco R
(2003) Molecular linkage maps of Vitis vinifera L. and Vitis ripa-
ria Mchx. Theor Appl Genet 106:1213-1224

Ha do T, Kim H, Thuong PT, Ngoc TM, Lee I, Hung ND et al (2009)
Antioxidant and lipoxygenase inhibitory activity of oligostilbenes
from the leaf and stem of Vitis amurensis. J Ethnopharmacol
125:304-309

Huang K, Lin M, Cheng G (2001) Anti-inflammatory tetramers of res-
veratrol from the roots of Vitis amurensis and the conformations
of the seven-membered ring in some oligostilbenes. Phytochem-
istry 58:357-362

Jaillon O, Aury JM, Noel B, Policriti A, Clepet C et al (2007) The
grapevine genome sequence suggests ancestral hexaploidization
in major angiosperm phyla. Nature 449:463-467



Theor Appl Genet (2011) 123:43-53

53

Kortekamp A, Zyprian E (2003) Characterization of Plasmopara-
resistance in grapevine using in vitro plants. J Plant Physiol
160:1393-1400

Kosambi DD (1944) The estimation of map distances from recombina-
tion values. Ann Eugen 12:172-175

Lafon R, Clerjeau M (1988) Downy mildew. In: Pearson RC, Goheen
AC (eds) Compendium of grape diseases. American Phytopatho-
logical Society, St. Paul, pp 11-13

Li D, Wan Y, Wang Y, He P (2008) Relatedness of resistance to
anthracnose and to white rot in Chinese wild grapes. Vitis
47:213-215

Lodhi MA, Daly MJ, Ye GN, Weeden NF, Reisch BI (1995) A molec-
ular marker based linkage map of Vitis. Genome 38:786-794

Lowe KM, Walker MA (2006) Genetic linkage map of the interspecific
grape rootstock cross Ramsey (Vitis champinii) x Riparia Gloire
(Vitis riparia). Theor Appl Genet 112:1582-1592

Ma YY, Zhang YL, Shao H, Lu J (2010) Differential physio-biochem-
ical responses to cold stress of cold-tolerant and non-tolerant
grapes (Vitis L.) from China. J Agron Crop Sci 196:212-219

Marguerit E, Boury C, Manicki A, Donnart M, Butterlin G, Némorin
A etal (2009) Genetic dissection of sex determinism, inflores-
cence morphology and downy mildew resistance in grapevine.
Theor Appl Genet 118:1261-1278

Merdinoglu D, Wiedemann-Merdinoglu S, Coste P, Dumas V, Haetty
S, Butterlin G et al (2003) Genetic analysis of downy mildew
resistance derived from Muscadinia rotundifolia. Acta Hortic
603:451-456

Merdinoglu D, Butterlin G, Bevilacqua L, Chiquet V, Adam-Blondon
AF, Decroocq S (2005) Development and characterization of a
large set of microsatellite markers in grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.)
suitable for multiplex PCR. Mol Breed 15:349-366

Merdinoglu D, Merdinoglu-Wiedemann S, Mestre P, Prado E, Schnei-
der C (2009) Apport de I’innovation variétale dans la réduction
des intrants phytosanitaires au vignoble: exemple de la résistance
au mildiou et a I’oidium. Progres Agric Vitic 12:290-293

Moreira FM, Madini A, Marino R, Zulini L, Stefanini M, Velasco R,
Kozma P, Grando MS (2010) Genetic linkage maps of two inter-
specific grape crosses (Vitis spp.) used to localize quantitative
trait loci for downy mildew resistance. Tree Genet Genomes.
doi:10.1007/s11295-010-0322-x

Moroldo M, Paillard S, Marconi R, Fabrice L, Canaguier A, Cruaud C
et al (2008) A physical map of the heterozygous grapevine ‘Cab-
ernet Sauvignon’ allows mapping candidate genes for disease
resistance. BMC Plant Biol 8:66

Moriondo M, Orlandini S, Giuntoli A, Bindi M (2005) The effect of
downy and powdery mildew on grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.) leaf
gas exchange. Vitis 357:350-357

Olmo H (1971) Vinifera-rotundifolia hybrids as wine grapes. Am J
Enol Vitic 22:87-91

Riaz S, Dangl GS, Edward KJ, Meredith CP (2004) A microsatellite
marker based framework linkage map of Vitis vinifera L. Theor
Appl Genet 108:864-872

Salmaso M, Malacarne G, Troggio M, Faes G, Stefanini M, Grando
MS et al (2008) A grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.) genetic map inte-
grating the position of 139 expressed genes. Theor Appl Genet
116:1129-1143

Sefc KM, Regner F, Turetschek E, Glossl J, Steinkellner H (1999)
Identification of microsatellite sequences in Vitis riparia and their
applicability for genotyping of different Vitis species. Genome
42:367-373

Staudt G, Kassemeyer HH (1995) Evaluation of downy mildew resis-
tance in various accessions of wild Vitis species. Vitis 34:225—
228

Thomas MR, Scott NS (1993) Microsatellite repeats in grapevine
reveal DNA polymorphism when analysed as sequence-tagged
sites (STSs). Theor Appl Genet 8§6:985-990

Troggio M, Malacarne G, Coppola G, Segala C, Cartwright DA, Pindo
M etal (2007) A dense single-nucleotide polymorphism-based
genetic linkage map of grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.) anchoring
Pinot Noir bacterial artificial chromosome contigs. Genetics
176:2637-2650

Unger S, Biiche C, Boso S, Kassemeyer HH (2007) The course of col-
onization of two different Vitis genotypes by Plasmopara viticola
indicates compatible and incompatible host-pathogen interac-
tions. Phytopathology 97:780-786

Van Ooijen JW, Boer MP, Jansen RC, Maliepaard C (2002) Map-
QTLA4.0, Software for the calculation of QTL positions on genetic
maps. Plant Research Int, The Netherlands

Van Ooijen JW, Voorrips RE (2001) Joinmap3.0, Software for the cal-
culation of genetic linkage maps. Plant Research Int, Wageningen

Wan Y, Schwaninger H, He P, Wang Y (2007) Comparison of resis-
tance to powdery mildew and downy mildew in Chinese wild
grapes. Vitis 46:132-136

Wang J, Chen Y, Hano Y, Nomura T, Tan R (2000) Antioxidant activ-
ity of polyphenols from seeds of Vitis amurensis in vitro. Acta
Pharmacol Sin 21:633-636

Welter LJ, Goktiirk-Baydar N, Akkurt M, Maul E, Eibach R, Topfer R
et al (2007) Genetic mapping and localization of quantitative trait
loci affecting fungal disease resistance and leaf morphology in
grapevine (Vitis vinifera L.). Mol Breed 20:359-374

Wiedemann-Merdinoglu S, Prado E, Coste P, Dumas V, Butterlin G,
Merdinoglu D (2006) Genetic analysis of resistance to downy
mildew derived from Muscadinia rotundifolia. Ninth interna-
tional conference on grape genetics and breeding, Udine, Italy,
July 2-6

Wielgoss A, Kortekamp A (2006) Comparison of PR1 expression in
grapevine cultivar cultures after inoculation with a host and a non-
host pathogen. Vitis 45:9-13

Yim N, Hado T, Trung TN, Kim JP, Lee S, Na M et al (2010) The anti-
microbial activity of compounds from the leaf and stem of Vitis
amurensis against two oral pathogens. Bioorg Med Chem Lett
20:1165-1168

@ Springer


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11295-010-0322-x

	Construction of a reference linkage map of Vitis amurensis and genetic mapping of Rpv8, a locus conferring resistance to grapevine downy mildew
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Plant material
	Evaluation of resistance to downy mildew
	SSR and RGA marker analysis
	Genetic mapping
	QTL analysis

	Results
	Analysis of resistance traits
	Vitis amurensis genetic map
	QTL detection

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


