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Recent Advances in Molecular Biotechnology of the Genus Rosa L.
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Abstract ;: Advances in the researches of molecular biotechnology of the genus Rosa L. were reviewed during

the last two decades from the aspects of genetic diversity of germplasm, construction of genetic linkage

map, inheritance of rose traits and identification of cultivars for roses. China is one of distribution centers

of genus Rosa L. , however, there is a wide gap between China and other countries in genetic study and the

breeding. Additionally, some problems in the application of molecular markers in genetics and breeding of

roses and isolation genes were discussed.
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K AEFZIARRARGERBEHRERE. BR,F
ZEYGARTEEHERBSILES HER. 1896
£,Crepin X W # 47 T ¥ H . “-- SHMABEAAL, &
HRMEEHAURR,. Bl FXETHENEM, t
{8 7p B BEIA L BT A S R K S B AU % I BT
KREMBEWIRENN, MEREHRES
TFHBEERARGMEFOER.
HFEEREEFLELRERIR . EFS
RERNEW,FHERKHSLF LR, HTH
BREAMORS AR%XZFEHA 8. XBA
ZFHp£& Modern Rose X HEHRT 250 f; HEK
Lindley in #8804 281 # . LA 5% ; 2 [E 49 P. Beales
7F Classic Roses Fig R et RALH 167 F A f
AR, 4K 4 TE.10 41,26 [ 2 & F BF (garden
groups), BRI B EBRANSLERER 4 TR,
10 44, B} Subgen. Hesperhodos,Subgen. Platyrh-
odon.Subgen. Hulthemia,li t 3 HHBE 1~2 4
f,Subgen. Eurosa(A-M 4 Sect. Pimpinellifoli-
ae, ¥ B 40 Sect. Cinnamomeae, J 2 # Sect.
Chinensis 8, Indicea , % H 3% 8 #H Sect. Gallican-
nae, &4 Sect. Synstylae, K& # Sect. Banksi-
anae, & B F 4 Sect. Laevigatae, T £5 2 Sect.
Bracteatae , J0) 3 2% 48 Sect. Caninae, ¥ T FE A
Sect. Carolinae)™? ,
WERETBEHAY EPICH P E>7 5] %%
BHEY 82 FM,4h 2 WE.OM.7T R, Hm/hntd
Sect. Microphyllae, Wi A 315 ¥ & 8% 40 Sect. Ca-
ninae F1-£ B EHH Sect. Carolinael? ; 7E(Flora of
China(D Y P AEZIHEANERILRSE, XK #
MY, icRP EHHFBED 95 # (65 FAFHEM,
Heb , SRHMm 13 7, & WA L HFS ;5K %N
UV R E RS 250 20 42 80 £E4R LASK &9 H 4
Blfp . AN SN ERBEY 115 Fak 2
W& 11 4,26 @Z AL
EHREARAZGMBNERERE, ATHE
BROBHSARKE FREERTHE. —SHE
BREKEGTRHEBRZHEHERE, BENE
FHREHAENREXRMBESEE AXEMN
PLT 8 P70 Fh 4 38 Fp AT BE Be 28 Y, A 4% o e
EREHEL®, Wissemann FHHELEX LK
AV FBRENHEFHRBN IR PHAEH AY
FHREFHOHRRAEMBS, MEHRILFHRAH
T RENNER L EETERR, FU, &
BETRUEZRNESEDIREGE: BT NHELR

BEATKENETHLENIEE. 59 F%E
HH,REFRRANE K SHAEHUNEEIE
BHBRES,

FEMBHEMBEREENHEMAZES R
BRE—FEL, X BRURMHENEATIEY
MEMGHEZEREBANEE, AR @ KR
BENEERMEROAEMNTAZNEMER, X
AR LR REPER .. o FHRICaTURBREY
GEMBEAMERAFOEHERSE, EFERAHN
HMRAYB|ESHEUENENTR. FFHIEHEER
BESE.TECASEFACN, A ERBERE
WAL D RS RARRS R FEME NG
MEEEEARBH HBREXRY S RFERY
FBR LAY, Jan S F A RAPD BAXM A FH
NARERSEE SR ERE B, B2 TFHF
i, AL SIHAREERTREMFENEZRF, Ru-
sanov FF % K T - B 3R R R 3k BB AR 0 R o AR
SEAEELMETHDEM. EREEHMMER
B FE MR, Debener £ % A 104 4~ RAPD
WIEXFBEANAERFR,ERRN, SHEMNHE
L BIELHARGOREEHERBEAZEE S
BAEEERFEATEELEEMN . XS5LATHH
RERME, UEAIRELARZ BESHEE,

WEAFRIEEABERATEE A ZREHFA
HERIEE FEAEZEZEEPEINARS
FU] R A S 20, R OR SR BT R
RFEARZE AR EEMEC, B TAENRES
MEREEENFMERNESSE, BRF AR
% RFLPC RAPDF®#] | ARLPUs#:2]  SQRm0. 12]
%hric. T EIF A RAPD AR A & #
MBFEHRMBAT T RESHEEIT. BT HEH
HRME ST HRiICH R SCAR #5i8. Deneber
GUORR R, EEFE MM EE P, AFLP #Rid
I RAPDfRiEHE BRI EH K N ESHEME
B, B2, AFLP ER B MR FA R R
. Esselink %02 # 57 89 FF 51 R 61 08 T2 {7 & 4%
B EXKMEKAZENBEAGHPERALRESS
HREFEEUHARES A EFETERAH,
BRI E DNA B EENFTE L. NEHE
M ARTEINFICEEEEBRASIAY
BETR MWEFREIMCLE P EDNBRRAER.
KB, SSRiUREBREE. L5 HR. 248
HHEREEUHFSR A CRAIERRE FRR
REE REXROTMEERWE FHRBHS FIR
T H.
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Wu 042 f) A #2085 &k DNA (nrITS) 313 B
25 9 3k B ML Y S AL $E AT B, Wissemann 404
XK R M AR A R AT, —E AN ERBREY
BFHERE., Matsumoto 20 ] matK F 31, 247
HHEHYNESHE RETHARE S A ZHRHE
HREENSTEYFER AREREN 4 T4E
MESEEEGESERERE-BE. AEE.E
EEHEH BFER AT HEHNEERHRET 101k
BLX S5 RAERZE M PHANRE B BEH
MARLSZA/ S EKBEESR  FHATFTER
2 ( R. spinosissima var. pimpinellifolia) ..
&R k# B ( R. foetida var. bicolor) %8 & & 2k (
R. sericea YRR~ BGZEREFHH L
B 16 MR nrlTS FIIIRRARE . HER S
RFLP #l matK 5 53 T 45 R 2 A& — B, Hg ot
HH R. spinosissima ME B FEHAM R. carolina
RE—&M,

FIF o 4k DNA FF 51 5 01 2 55 0 AL 70 57 A b
BESHE, AEHRBEFEMNNENRETHNIE
#Z ,Shunsuke™ 3 7 # 24 /B #[d] cpDNAs, A K
AEHAMAZA. RTRAAMERAD B F—
MR X GESEFLE-BLFIRAH E%
HAFTHH S EMA R R, TTREEHI RN
BIRAS L. Anne EY KB RER 5HEM, F
AR L HF Rehder X RLE, KR 2 AP K4
X E—XRBE R RYAE A4, E
DT HRAKRF (R banksiae) (KRFH) B 21
(R. roxburghii)(Platyrhodon W.J& ) R. persica
(Hulthemia WE) 5 HMEAHF, Ft ZH R,
minuti folia( Herperhodos T.J&) 5 H fh & 4% %5 FE
BHRK., X—HRGRE Wissemann & Wu %
MARERA—BLEHEINN R, persica GHALK
HEGRREIE, Wissemann HFFERTAEM L, 1R
FHEMHNARERMNEBRENPLRZRETTE
T HERTERB SN 9 4. H K R roxburghii B
A% Platyrhodon W&, RECHTNELIE
AN EEBEFHERBR TN LS R EBEER
ABEELERGBHER EHLLEEREAT AR
KaxE,

2 HEAFREHEE

MR MAHR G E R EMEEHARNEE
HRZ—. WA REEE B ELASEEER,
AN AR EEEREGRNEL— B TR AR TR
RASNEFERPRENBER,

AR 3, 8t 4 F AR g 4t R AR X PR i 4
XERCBITETEARN _HKEAZTRER
OSSR A K A s B, E LR AER
HE M QTL i &4, Debener %0 R
RAPD #1 AFLP #Rie 5 —f5 & B & # (R. multi-
flora) B FERBITIHIE, BLTE— K Zf5&A
R E R, ETE 300 Mg, FEMNERERE
FHH (Blfa) futh &KW E K (Blfo) . BFE .2 3% 5
BRRERRID MR QB KR EE (Rpp) E642F
EYR I M3 LA FIRiCEEERNRIET
BHTUE2AERNEN. RILZABITHE
FERArl BEEWASREEEE, SHHEXHST
R AR B BB . Rajapakse ZFUIH g 2 RINME
R 258 15 B i, 3R 1R B B ) 0 3E R ER R A A A
AU, Crespel M AN A5 B A 2 H A M 48
& F B (R, wichuraiana) R RRWER S —
ECfFEsEEE. FENERER BEREMER
FHEHED L. AFLP S FHic TR 2AAHE
WX EFAEHARE, P, e FHEEEE6
EYBE, RN ERHADIRE 286 cm, W fF k%
FEECE 8 MEYBECY . Yan FUUF A AFLP,
SSR.RFLP #1 SCAR #4/riCMBTAZHHE &
HEHE R, B4 520 M FIRICHIEE¥RL,
BEMLT 7 RPREERS 7T AERRE, 2 EWER
BRA B H 4 H 487 cm 1 490 cm, Dugo Z11 |
133 M Rid, ¥ 130 4 RAPD #Rig,2 4 SSR
g, 1 M &40, X A i £ 5 (Blush Noi-
sette) kM HEM MR ZERBZHET #EE%,
HA4H QTL fi HEM BAMSEEHREEY
QTL s, KF@E 4 M SHEBHXWAS, 2 4
HIEBMXNE,5 MR 2 MIEBRRAE,
BASERNAFHUEBRBTHERANGFEE
B4, Zhang 51 FF SSR H AR, 4 2 KE W&
B PUAE ik A A AT T RS, T A SSR 5|
Ypxt s, AR HIN 57%.,

M ENAZER ST SN BT HFENY
ERE I, TN AARBRENEEAEER, v
RETFEENEA>BRUEER . EIHBYER
B EDTFATFRICHEDERN. B THBEARY
iR, — I AR K, AL
FK SR A fEE, B, WEER R EERR
RABIRBE.
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F e MRS 0 M BUAR PR T ) 4E L 96 BF A Fh
EEGRANRRERBEARRAZARHESRA
ZREMN-FERER. THERNBESETIY
REFHAOBE, EMEHMESE.

R B E R R S A A e
hAZEMALR, BRI ZEPTF_MAAEAZE, WOB
(R. wichuranaX R, chinensis‘Old Blush’) &4 &
EEREAORBRLA ZHRERENH KK, 5
EREAEABMEMER S BEKIHGE
B/HM ER(E/B) EREE AR/ EAD .1
B(HaE/ME) FIEIE(—FFE/NEFE 1L
BRIMBURES, BETLHHERBEEERY 2

B, KEMRAERA.EEFERELITF LS B
L AR T — WIFIE R Al — BB B A K
W ERERZ - RBEMCARE, RS, R
0% R A B 6 1 AR 6 XS 76 8 B0 A R .
BB R —Fh iy BB H B 5 AR, Linde %4
BETT AR 8 MR FEEEB/PRTESR
(RppD), FRAATEFM LT AEHER EEHEY
MR, BEAREAZHNEIZREZI—HW
BEES 2 MM R (Rl #1 Rdr2) i BHERE R
e,
F 1 RFHHR M ETREHRET,

%1 HFRREIEUROBEIN

Table 1 Inheritance of rose traits

HAR iR LS
ggﬂ‘%ﬁ—: :_gziz SD:erfxle{ ilﬂleu; g\?e;da 1977, Debener, Malek, Mattiesch %,2001;Crepel %,
wmAa B—GHEE Du Bons F1 DeVries, 1987 ; Svejda, 1979
[3E:143 E2: 9] De Vries %,1974; Marshall %,1983
wHERILE P27 Debener % ,2001
. §: 23 H—-SHEE Debener % ,1999;2001; Crepel % ,2002
piy 24 QTL Oyant %,2007
HB R B 8 HE (R I\éa'lze(l)(oiﬂ Debener % ,1998; Debener %, 2001 ; Kauffmann %, 2003; Hattendorf
AN B¢ % W (Rppl) Hattendorf % ,2004 ; Dugo %,2005, Linde 2§ ,2004,2006
KRMAERX B-BHN& Rajapakse %,2001
0 B 8 24 QTLs Crepel % ,2002
bR ] QTL Dugo %, 20053 Qyant % ,2007
KA QTL Dugo %, 2005
pid:5 P G\ QTL Dugo %,2005
Bt B—-BHER Debener % ,1999

A T8 S R AREE QTL

Yan % 2007

4 AFHRCHBAETH

ARZAMEKAZEIERETER KM FE K
X REANRAZHREMELEROBECH
RABEEHOAR, BEEFHHROBERNAEE
RBTAUERRHARRETEE. AT RERF
Mo, M ERRELT KEREAE FRASTF
EYERREFERERNX— BB,

A ZEMFEMNE RS HFHZEEXR
B ERERK . EHTARAHEHL. AR5
B 2 ] B 4R AE B E AR T AT R B B 5 W
HEMER MEZFAEH MR, BLHERE
B B 4y o R E YU IE 8 BAC SURRBI
AR F R 43 F47 12 F BR BETE N7 300 31 B BF A R R
ARERGEDT, FELSEL SSR 4 FHRicd
GREFNE MRKABLRERATEE KA
EZIVECE—EBRE LESERBRERIER
BYFLERAE 3R AN TR 25 % B0 40 B 2 05 2 R 0
R T AAEHE, RS T R EMRED, 5
EHA—ARAEREFEMRNE ARRESIAR

#Hafh . BAEREFHICEHQYERMIRIE, A
BEEBNEASHTTRRAFFOENSERAS,
MATFERERMEE, AUA B TEYHFEHF
MARSUEREARERMOLIE, TETHT
BLERMBERENRETRC ., BIL2FK
CHBEMHERKHEYBRETFERAFATZ,
BEREY EE R, R R AT KRS M
D PECOEFR TS,

5 kx50 8EH

AZEFRATEIHFZAANER, S EXE
ERAHTFEFAERBETNHMERTE, AR
AZHEEEHAYMHAOFRRUFY. BarE
ERFDRE R PCR AE LM F ERE 6k
#H.

BEAFAME(vDIRAZZRENFTEREZ
— AZEAFURESEAFTRHAHY P LAY
- —RHEER 1 BHERETERROE
R, B X R AN R R A IR B A Y TR AR G A S
TFEMBHTAEE. EEEEEREIRESR
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BRERE EREITFEVEARTRHE 47

FHEHR BEMEASZRECHRRERFHNERS
H AP FHEA B YRR % 2 47 B9 A8 B, I A
HMYEF KRB ITURRKBARANER, @
S E BAC XEH#IT b AWK EH TX
—EH TR,

ABARARGBHAIRZNERREORAN
H R EENSBERIASHRNEETMZ—,
MREBEESBEIFRER, IRUFER, IHEL
ERTEMSFHICEFRNR. B HEBRRE
B Rdrl B8R, HEYHAF L#HT T EMLM
R, ETH,SERERM R. rugosa var. rubra
g BAC X, NER A& L KBH S Rdrl EH
EBRICA T4 B BAC 3UENY,

HERAZSEFRIVYBRANENRBTED
WiE. Bt AZEKER LTRSS AL EFML
ERSWHE. BETHEFRARTLTHAEY
JRAHE 1 R RL » ME LA 2 F0 i BB ST, I A B S
HEREENBRESFEAETRREEEER. 7
AEEA¥ A TEMERPRENER FHR™
ERME, EERTREOEUTITHFES F,E
LM cDNA SUE, B EST RiLF 5454
ERECRAREAW. 2ETHEE5URETR XY
B, nExHARMER XFEABILREER
A BAAT HIEMBE/EFBIBEBEBER
RhAAT . FERE B -O-—FEABMER
OOMT1 # OOMT20¢) |

BRTHREER GURERMEEER, L M3#T
NEFRWEFRCELEG EANAIL EKTHE,
B MERESE, DEEIRITHEZHE A
FUREEFHROERBERELERRABEZREDE
BAEXBERRIEZ B RREME, 57 TR Z HX
VIERELABERTFHEMMER, AAITRS
HBEBANZBEYRBRXRBBHERKFELENESER
BXR,FHAMTAZYL I M ACSHEZ A RIE
FEREHMER T LHERE.

6 MAE5REE

EFRANMEEYF, B ERES N LBEH
REZHNAEYZ—. BBITAZHAERRSERBDE
FRI,FNETASERAE D, AFTEHEER
RAHYRFARNERNEEYNEREYHEE
$F1E , ANAE T W T L 28 9 O B 0 L At 5 F A0 78 B 3
H KANER BEARERER, TEXEYHE
FHABAETFHARLRE. ER, A EHREH
REOXMEREL AR, KBS HREPERAL
FERAZQALMBNBLAFAZEC OB

O B, AR R BT R AT K SRR A Z B A
EEXMEXEE.

DNA A FRIEMNEERREETEHNFITRHTE
REFE MEAZERTHER, EEF-EAEL
AU T R RAE ST AN ESEERFTAANE
., FEASNEEHRIEC LA TH FiHRicKH,

. fn AFLP.STS #1 SSR, L& B A &Y 8 & BE ¥ fE—

EREEMEBXHROER. EXEIRCET i
BpmaRERMERFHA+ITHR. XLt
F 100 ZARRMAMPHHYFHELTH—-TAE
BR AR 0% EFITRIRABXRBIT B A
SFRE R R R A THEEE S Mkt S
O HARK AW RS T EIE FRO TR MEE
BHREROER IR EH BBRES K.
B2 REAEX—-SHENFRRHE, BELRFEF LA
M. RERA,—ZBZARANRC, Z—AH
FigHERBERORFSH. R, FHicH
B A o 9 B A bn LA B, IR L LR W2 , PCR
BT B TR BE ok S FF £ i B K I ) Y R TR 4
{6 DNA R B % M FRAEXBHRZENNE
KEfE B PCR 2R B9 AR0 : BB A B SR BUR B i
EBBER Rk IR BT AR ICALE A T AT A M A
EEE _FEAEER E/RA BT ENAR
BRI PCR 2R F M EIRiC LA
SNP £5i2, 3 £ F b 0 (0K JU 34 48 69 L R R0
HEREENERAZRERENASHHA
BARZEMEX. FAH SSR A FHEHRETHHE
EHITBE, FEESL SSR Y, A EREAHRE
BRHENREVEGEE JER JERFT B EKE,
HFERERD, FEAREEBRR . B0R) REBE
U ATHEREEENSBHEARE ARYHE
B, RROEREAE HENSRRRN T,
R A QTLs 447 .ESTs 51247 . # & BAC 30,
] W 5 % AR XA Y o AR R R 5, R
FHERENMFBOEERRF R,
REANHBREYERAHRFLZ— HAAF
Z 4R B F R PEUR A R BT IR 1B H AT R 8 5B 9
MR SESMERKREE, £ Lt ERKBES
OEF XERABE LHATREAZEHSE
FERER. Bk, MARSEEER . EEENNE
EHRAREMEREEAHREFRLETRARR, 5
ERSERAERER . EMERFRAE Y ETHR
PRI F R ER,
XM
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