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Abstract Theobroma cacao L. is a major cash crop for
tropical countries, providing incomes for 14 million small
farmers. Establishing sustainable disease resistance and
maintaining cocoa qualities are among the major objectives
of breeding programs. To enrich the high-density genetic
map, useful for all cocoa genetic studies, with gene-based
markers, a recently produced large EST resource was mined
to develop expressed sequence tag-based simple sequence
repeat markers (EST-SSRs) defined in genes with a putative
known function. A set of 174 polymorphic EST-SSRs was
identified from a selection of 314 non-redundant EST-SSRs
with a putative known function. Of them, 115 loci were
mapped on the cocoa reference map. This new map
contains 582 codominant markers arranged in ten linkage

groups corresponding to the haploid number of chromo-
somes. An average interval between markers of 1.3 cM was
found, with approximately one SSR every 2 cM. This new
set of EST-SSRs includes 14 candidate genes for plant
resistance or cocoa qualities. The percentage of poly-
morphic SSRs varied depending on the different gene
regions from which they originated, with respectively 54%,
69%, and 82% of polymorphic EST-SSRs originating from
coding sequences, and from the non-coding untranslated 5′
UTR and 3′UTR regions. This new map contains a set of
384 SSR markers that are easily transferable across
different mapping populations and useful for all genetic
analyses in T. cacao. The new set of EST-SSRs will be a
useful tool for studying the functional diversity of pop-
ulations and for carrying out association mapping studies.
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Introduction

Theobroma cacao L., which belongs to the Malvaceae
family (Whitlock et al. 2001), is a naturally growing tree in
South America. T. cacao is a diploid species (2n=2x=20)
with a small haploid genome size of 390 Mb (Lanaud et al.
1992; Figueira et al. 1992).

T. cacao germplasm was classified into three morpho-
genetic groups corresponding to the first cultivated cocoa
varieties (Cheesman 1944), thus distinguishing between
Forastero, Criollo, and Trinitario (hybrid form between the
first two groups). However, the diversity of the Forastero
genetic pool is very high (Lerceteau et al. 1997; Laurent et
al. 1993a, b), and a new classification in ten major groups
has been proposed very recently in relation to geographic
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and genetic differences between the Forastero populations
(Motamayor et al. 2008).

Cocoa is cultivated in humid tropical regions (Africa, Latin
America, and Asia), where it is one of the most economically
important perennial crops. Cocoa is the third-largest product on
the world market for tropical commodities after sugar and
coffee. Cocoa is mainly produced on smallholdings and,
according to the World Cocoa Foundation (Cocoa market
update 2009), 40 to 50 million people depend on it for their
livelihood worldwide. About 3.5 million tons of cocoa are
produced annually, 70% coming from Africa, and the demand
for cocoa is increasing. This crop is subject to several fungal
diseases, including Moniliophthora sp. (Aime and Phillips-
Mora 2005) and Phytophthora sp., causing major yield losses
(globally, 30%) in all regions. A major objective of breeding
programs is to provide new varieties with sustainable
resistance to fungal diseases, by accumulating several sources
of resistance in the newly created varieties.

Several linkage maps based on codominant or dominant
markers (restriction fragment length polymorphisms (RFLPs),
SSRs, random amplification of polymorphic DNAs (RAPDs),
amplified fragment length polymorphisms (AFLPs) and
isoenzymes) have already been published for T. cacao
(Lanaud et al. 1995; Crouzillat et al. 1996; Risterucci et al.
2000). A high-density linkage map, with codominant markers
only, was developed (Pugh et al. 2004) with the addition of
201 simple sequence repeat markers (SSRs), resulting in a
mean genome coverage of one SSR every 3 cM.

SSRs are present in the majority of eukaryotic genomes
and consist of DNA sequences of simple motifs (mono- to
hexa-nucleotides) that are repeated in tandem (Litt and Luty
1989; Beckman and Soller 1990). SSR length variation is
mainly due to the slippage of DNA polymerase or unequal
crossover leading to the insertion or deletion of tandem
repeats (Ellegren 2004). Allelic variation in SSR loci can
readily be detected by PCR using specific primers flanking
the SSR motif.

Among the different classes of molecular markers, SSRs
have been extensively used in many crop species for
numerous applications in plant genetics and breeding
because of their simplicity, reproducibility, high degree of
polymorphism, codominant inheritance, relative abundance,
and good genome coverage (Powell et al. 1996). Moreover,
SSRs are technically easy to analyze because of the small
amount of DNA required and their suitability for multi-
plexing on automated systems. SSR markers are widely
used in cultivar fingerprinting, genetic diversity assessment,
molecular mapping, QTL detection, and marker-assisted
selection.

The standard method for developing SSR markers is
based on the creation of a small-insert genomic library,
subsequent hybridization with tandem repeated oligonu-
cleotides (SSR nucleotides) and sequencing of candidate

clones, making the process quite time-consuming and
laborious (Thiel et al. 2003). Furthermore, the SSRs
acquired are limited to the probed SSR motifs (Chen et al.
2006). However, this approach has been widely used in the
past for many species. With the increased public availability
of genomic and EST sequences it is now possible to mine
these sequence collections directly for SSR identification.

In cocoa, 273 SSR markers were developed and mapped
following the construction of genomic libraries enriched
with SSRs (Lanaud et al. 1999; Risterucci et al. 2000; Pugh
et al. 2004). These SSRs were already useful tools for the
identification of QTLs related to morphological or disease
resistance traits (Crouzillat et al. 2000; Flament et al. 2001;
Risterucci et al. 2003; Clement et al. 2003; Queiroz et al.
2003; Brown et al. 2007; Brown et al. 2005). The high level
of polymorphism for these SSR markers also helped to
create a composite map by mapping SSRs (bridge markers)
common to three different maps (Brown et al. 2008), and
led to the establishment of a consensus map derived from
ten different progenies, which has enabled a meta-analysis
of QTLs related to resistance traits in cocoa (Lanaud et al.
2009). The SSRs defined in genomic sequence often
correspond to non-coding sequences and thus cannot reflect
the functional diversity of cocoa populations. Alternatively,
expressed sequence tag-based SSRs (EST-SSRs) can be
identified in sequence databases using data mining pipe-
lines composed primarily of SSR search and primer design
programs. SSRs derived from EST libraries offer the
advantage, over genomic SSRs, of being intrinsically
associated with coding sequences within the genome
(Eujayl et al. 2002), thus providing functional information
about genome regions linked to trait variations.

To date, EST-SSRs have been identified, developed, and
used in a variety of studies for several plant species. Firstly,
the use of EST libraries to develop polymorphic SSR
markers was investigated in some cereals such as barley
(Thiel et al. 2003), durum wheat (Eujayl et al. 2002) and
rye (Hackauf and Wehling 2002) and more recently in some
trees such as apricot (Decroocq et al. 2003), prunus
(Ogundiwin et al. 2009) and in some tropical species such
as sugar cane (Cordeiro et al. 2001; Pinto et al. 2004),
cotton (Han et al. 2004; Guo et al. 2007) or coffee (Poncet
et al. 2006; Aggarwald et al. 2007).

Given their high level of transferability from one
species to another (Gupta and Prasad 2009; Luro et al.
2008), EST-SSRs constitute a useful tool for functional
diversity studies and comparative mapping between
species (Varshney et al. 2005). Although genomic SSRs
are more polymorphic than genic SSRs (Cho et al. 2000;
Lee et al. 2004), the latter have some important advan-
tages: (1) the estimated frequency of genic SSRs is higher
than genomic SSRs (Morgante et al. 2002), (2) such genic
markers are functional markers that can contribute to
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“direct allele selection”, if they are shown to be complete-
ly associated with, or even responsible for, the variation of
a trait of interest (Sorrells and Wilson 1997), (3) EST-SSR
markers provide a set of readily shared markers that can be
used to unify different genetic maps and establish
consensus maps and (4) they can be more easily
transferred between related species if they are derived
from putative candidate genes related to traits of interest
that are relatively well conserved among taxa (Gupta and
Rustgi 2004).

A first set of 34 EST-SSRs was published for cocoa
(Borrone et al. 2007; Riju et al. 2009). These markers were
identified in the first ESTs (6581 sequences) from leaf and
bean cDNA libraries (Jones et al. 2002), and from
suppressive subtractive hybridization (SSH) from leaves
treated with inducers of the defense response (Verica et al.
2004), and shoot tips inoculated with witches’ broom
caused by Moniliophthora perniciosa (Leal et al. 2007).
More recently, Lima et al. (2010) identified 49 EST-SSRs
from full length and SSH libraries constructed from shoots
and pods elicited with M. perniciosa.

Recently, a large collection of cocoa ESTs was generated
from various tissues under various conditions (Argout et al.
2008). In total, 149,650 valid EST sequences were
generated, corresponding to 48,594 unigenes, of which
29,849 unigenes shared significant homology with public
sequences from other species. This constitutes an available
resource to search for new SSRs in large quantities.

In order to find potentially mappable loci, the allelic
diversity of some loci was tested on 8 genetically very
different genotypes, including parents of offspring used in
the construction of the reference map (Pugh et al. 2004). In
this work, a subset of 314 EST-SSRs was analyzed for the
potentiality to reveal polymorphism and 115 of them were
mapped on the cocoa reference map.

Materials and methods

SSR detection

EST-SSR markers were detected in a T. cacao unigene set
generated from the large EST collection produced under
international collaboration and stored in the ESTtik data-
base (Argout et al. 2008). SSRs were identified using the
MIcroSAtellite identification tool (MISA). To consider as
true SSRs, a minimum repeat unit of six was used for
dinucleotide repeats and five for tri-, tetra-, penta-, and
hexanucleotide repeats. The maximum interruption between
two SSRs was set at 100 nucleotides. Primer3 software
(Rozen SaS 2000) was then used to design three pairs of
primers. The product size range was set between 100 and
280 nucleotides, the optimum, minimum and maximum

primer sizes were set at 17 and 23 nucleotides respectively,
and the optimum melting temperature at 56°C (ranging
from 50°C to 63°C).

The localization of SSRs in the coding sequence was
estimated using the prot4EST pipeline (Wasmuth and
Blaxter 2004). ESTs were first translated into high quality
predicted polypeptides and SSRs were classified according
to the position found in the proteins produced: in the coding
sequence, in 5′UTR or in 3′UTR.

EST functional annotation

Functional annotation of the EST-SSRs was carried out
using the Blast2GO program (Conesa et al. 2005) which
uses definitions of Blast assigned by gene ontology (GO)
annotation (Ashburner et al. 2000). EST-SSR Blast searches
were completed against the NCBI non-redundant protein
database (Wasmuth and Blaxter 2004) with an E value set
at 1e-6. Ten maximum hits were retained per result. The
Gene Ontology mapping step was performed against a
locally built Blast2GO database and the Annotation Cutoff
was set at 75.

Polymorphism detection

The polymorphism of SSRs was revealed by genotyping
eight genotypes originating from contrasting genetic
groups: LAN28 (Criollo), SCA6 (Upper-Amazon Foras-
tero), MAT 1–6 (Lower-Amazon Forastero), SA16,
SNA1001, SNA1003 (Ecuadorian Nacional varieties) and
two parents of the reference map: UPA402 (Upper-Amazon
Forastero) and UF676 (Trinitario).

PCR reactions were performed on an MJ Research PTC
Thermal cycler (MJ research, Waltham, Mass.) in a 20-μl
volume containing 10 ng of cocoa DNA, 0.25 μM of
forward primer, 0.25 μM of reverse primer, 2 mM MgCl2,
50 mM KCL, 10 mM Tris–HCl (pH 8.3), 0.2 mM dNTP
mix, incorporation of 0.34 nMol of α-(33P) CTP (2 μCi)
and 1 U Taq polymerase (Eurobio, France). The PCR
reaction began with an initial denaturation step (95°C,
5 min), followed by ten cycles of 30 s at 95°C, primer
annealing by touch-down (45 s from 55°C to 50°C), then
45 s at 72°C. The program continued with 25 cycles of 30 s
at 95°C, primer annealing of 45 s at 50°C and 45 s at 72°C
and was completed with final extension at 72°C for 8 min.

Twenty microliters of loading buffer (98% deionized
formamide, 10 mM EDTA, bromophenol blue and xylene
cyanol) was added to individual reactions. Samples were
denatured at 94°C, and 5 μL of each sample was subjected
to electrophoresis at 55 W on 5% denaturing polyacryl-
amide gels containing 75 M urea in 0.5X TBE buffer
(pH 8.0). The gels were dried and exposed for 48–72 h to
X-ray film (Fermentas). The potentially mapped loci were
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revealed with the polymorphism given by the parents of the
reference map.

Mapping population

EST-SSRs were mapped on the same mapping population
used to establish the previous cocoa reference map
(Risterucci et al. 2000; Pugh et al. 2004). One hundred
twenty-five progeny individuals, planted in Ivory Coast,
were analyzed. This population resulted from a cross
between two heterozygous cacao clones, UPA 402 (♀) an
Upper-Amazon Forastero and UF676 (♂) a Trinitario. In
this case, there were three possibilities of segregation, the
loci that were homozygous for one parent and heterozygous
for the other, segregation (1:1), and those that segregated in
both parents (1:2:1 or 1:1:1:1). The latter situation made it
possible to establish bridge markers needed to integrate
each parental dataset and construct a consensus linkage
map (Grattapaglia and Sederoff 1994).

Genotyping of the mapping population

Several panels were designed for genotyping with the
selected polymorphic EST-SSR markers. Forward or re-
verse primers were labeled at the 5′ terminus with a
fluorescent dye (Fam, Hex or Dragonfly Orange™).
Simplex PCR assays with fluorescently labeled primer
pairs were carried out in 10 μl reactions using one of two
standard PCR protocols. The PCR reactions were per-
formed with 3.3 pmole of each primer, 25 nmoles of
MgCl2, 2.5 nmoles of each nucleotide, and 0.225 U of Taq
Polymerase (BioTaq™, Bioline). The PCR products were
pooled according to the defined panels.

Plates for the PCR and pooling steps were prepared with
a robot pipetting station. The fluorescent PCR products
were then analyzed on a MegaBACE™ 1000 Sequencer
(Amersham Biosciences). The internal size standard was
fluorescently labeled with a fourth dye (ET-ROX™ 400,
Amersham Biosciences). The raw data were then analyzed
using Genetic Profiler software (version 1.1).

The PCR reaction was initiated with a denaturation step
at 95°C for 12 min, followed by ten cycles of 15 s at 94°C,
15 s at 50°C, 30 s at 72°C and 20 cycles of 15 s at 89°, 15 s
at 50°C and 30 s at 72°C, then final extension at 72°C for
10 min.

Linkage mapping and map construction

The map was constructed using JoinMap software, version
4.0 (Van Ooijen 2006), by integrating the new EST-SSR
loci in addition to the genomic SSRs, defense and
resistance gene analogs, RFLPs, and isoenzymes previously
mapped (Pugh et al. 2004). The segregation of each SSR

marker was tested with a chi-square test for goodness-of-fit
to the expected Mendelian segregation ratio. JoinMap
software is able to combine data of several segregation
types to construct a genetic map. Here, we used the
population type “CP”, planned for a population resulting
from the cross between two heterozygous diploid parents
with possibly known linkage phases. A logarithm of the
odds (LOD) score of five was used to identify linkage
groups. The Kosambi mapping function, with a LOD of
five and jump threshold of three, was used to convert
recombination frequencies into map distances (Kosambi
1944).

Marker nomenclature

Designation of the EST-SSR loci was based on the
nomenclature presented on the last reference map (Pugh et
al. 2004), thus these new loci were named mTcCIR like the
SSR markers that were previously identified from genomic
DNA.

Results and discussion

Polymorphism screening

In total, 149,650 valid EST sequences were generated
corresponding to 48,594 unigenes. Of them, 29,849
unigenes showed significant homology with public sequen-
ces from other species. A functional characterization of
ESTs was performed to assign Gene Ontology annotations.
A set of 314 EST-SSRs identified in genes with a known
function was selected from part of the cocoa EST collection
constructed at CIRAD (Argout et al. 2008). After primer
definition, the polymorphism of SSR loci was evaluated on
8 genotypes of various genetic origins (Table 1).

Amplification was successful for 251 of the 314 EST-
SSRs screened. Of them, 174 revealed polymorphism
between the eight genotypes tested, representing 55.4% of
the total SSRs screened. Of those polymorphic SSRs, we
were able to genotype 115 SSRs with the MegaBACE™
1000 sequencer and integrate them on the genetic map. The
markers mapped on the new map therefore corresponded to
36.6% (115) of the EST-SSRs screened (Table 2) and the 59
polymorphic but unmapped EST-SSRs amounted to 18.8%
(Table 3).

When polymorphism was tested for eight different
genotypes, 20.1% of loci were not amplified. This result
can be partly explained by the presence of introns. Indeed,
we defined the primers on cDNA sequences and the
amplifications were tested on genomic DNA, which may
have generated a larger amplified DNA fragment than
expected, due to intron length.
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EST-SSR distribution

The most frequent classes of SSRs presenting good amplifi-
cation (251 EST-SSRs) were dinucleotide repeats (49.4%) and
trinucleotide repeats (43%), compared with tetranucleotide
(1.6%) and hexanucleotide repeats (0.4%). Dinucleotide SSR
repeats and composite SSRs (often composed of dinucleo-
tides) were the most polymorphic and revealed the largest
number of alleles per locus out of the eight genotypes
screened. For EST-SSRs with good amplification, 78.2% of
loci were polymorphic when they consisted of dinucleotide
repeats and 58.3% for the trinucleotide repeats (Table 4). This
observation can be explained by polymerase errors that are
more frequent when the repeat element is short.

The SSR loci showed strong heterogeneity in their level
of polymorphism depending on the different gene regions
from which they originated (5′UTR, 3′UTR, and CDS). The
SSRs originating from the CDS region were the least
polymorphic, with 53.5% of polymorphic loci, compared
with the 5′UTR (68.9%) and 3′UTR (82.5%) regions. This
result was expected and related to better conservation of the
coding region, thus providing fewer polymorphic SSRs.
The SSRs originating from the 5′UTR region were less
polymorphic than those originating from the 3′UTR region.
This observation can be explained by the presence, in the 5′
UTR region, of important regions involved in the regulation
of gene expression, which need to be more conserved.

The distribution of SSR repeat patterns was very different
depending on the EST regions considered. In the CDS region,
the main repeats were of the trinucleotide or hexanucleotide
type (83.7% of SSRs). This percentage was much higher than
in the 5′UTR and 3′UTR non-coding regions, with a 37.2%
and 32.1% trinucleotide pattern respectively. This result
seems logical because the trinucleotide and hexanucleotide
repeat retains the correct reading phase for coding sequences,
causing minimum disruption.

Linkage analysis and map construction

Of the 115 EST-SSRs mapped, 74 (64.4%) were heterozy-
gous for UF 676 only, nine (7.8%) were heterozygous for

UPA 402 only, and 32 (27.8%) were heterozygous for both
parents (bridge markers) with two, three, or four alleles.
These percentages were similar to those found for SSRs
mapped by Pugh et al. (2004).

In order to check good co-linearity of the parents, two
parental maps were constructed separately (data not shown)
with JoinMap 4.0 software. The large number of bridge
markers, 154 (amounting to 26.4% of total markers), led to
easier construction of the consensus map between the two
parents. However, the number of heterozygous loci in both
parents was found to be very heterogeneous between the
linkage groups, ranging from 0 for LG8 to 34 for LG9. LG8
and a large share of LG10 showed markers segregating
parent UF676 only. The resulting order of the loci and map
distances between markers are shown graphically in the
integrated linkage map (Fig. 1).

The complete map contains 582 codominant markers
(115 EST-SSRs, 269 SSRs from genomic DNA, 177
RFLPs, five isoenzyme loci, and 16 Rgenes-RFLPs)
arranged in ten linkage groups for a LOD of 5.0,
corresponding to the haploid chromosome number of T.
cacao. The total length of the map was estimated at
779.2 cM, comparable to the last reference map (Pugh et
al. 2004) which was 782.8 cM in length. The average
distance between markers on this map was evaluated at
1.3 cM against 1.7 cM before. A large variation was found
in the number of mapped loci between linkage groups,
ranging from 32 in LG7 to 80 in LG9. Marker density
between the different linkage groups was relatively homo-
geneous, from 1.1 cM for LG5 to 1.8 cM for LG8. Only
LG10 showed lower marker density with an average of
2.2 cM between markers. The current level of genome SSR
coverage was estimated approximately at one SSR every
2 cM. A genetic map was constructed with the 384 SSRs
and EST-SSRs only (data not shown); it accounted for
93.8% (730.6 cM) of the total length of the map.

EST-SSR markers were distributed throughout all link-
age groups, but their distribution was not random. The
number of EST-SSRs per group ranged from two in LG7 to
21 in LG9. The average spacing between EST-SSRs was
heterogeneous, ranging from 4.3 cM for LG9 to 8.3 cM for

Table 1 Polymorphism revealed by 314 EST-SSR markers on eight genotypes

Type of SSR
repeats

Number of
screened SSRs

Good
amplification

Monomorphic
SSRs

Polymorphic
SSRs

SSRs
mapped

Mean number of alleles/locus
for 8 genotypes

Dinucleotide 156 (49.7%) 124 (49.4%) 27 97 67 3.5

Trinucleotide 133 (42.4%) 108 (43%) 45 63 40 2.9

Composite 17 (5.4%) 14 (5.6%) 3 11 8 3.8

Tetranucleotide 5 (1.6%) 4 (1.6%) 2 2 0 2.5

Hexanucleotide 3 (0.9%) 1 (0.4%) 0 1 0 2

Total 314 251 (79.9%) 77 (24.5%) 174 (55.4%) 115 (36.6%)
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LG2. LG7 and LG10 were very poor in EST-SSRs, the
average spacing between two EST-SSRs in these groups
being more than 24 cM. These two chromosomes were also
those that incorporated fewer markers (32 and 33 markers,
respectively).

In many plants, the level of polymorphism of EST-SSRs
has been reported to be lower than that of genomic SSRs
(Cho et al. 2000; Eujayl et al. 2001). In our study, the
polymorphism revealed by the EST-SSRs (55.4% of loci)
was similar to that found for genomic SSRs (52%). EST-
SSR loci represented from 14% to 30% (with an average of
19.6%) of total loci on chromosomes. Only two chromo-
somes (LG7 and LG10) contained a very small proportion
of EST-SSRs (6.3% and 9.1% of all markers respectively).
One hypothesis explaining this situation would be that
these chromosomes are less rich than the rest of the genome
in coding regions or they have large homozygous regions
that we cannot detect on the genetic map due to a lack of
polymorphism.

The addition of new markers enabled us to increase the
density of the previous map, but did not lead to the
saturation of LG10. The non-homogeneous distribution of
the polymorphism on the chromosomes can be explained
by the dynamics of domestication (Pugh et al. 2004). Such
selection can fix some segments of chromosome (Temnykh
et al. 2000). LG8 was an exception because all the markers
were mapped from UF676 only. The explanation is
probably linked to the UPA402 pedigree. Indeed, UPA402
is an Upper-Amazon Forastero clone derived from a full-sib
cross and probably includes several homozygous chromo-
some regions.

Segregation distortion

Of the 115 EST-SSR loci mapped, 88.5% followed the
Mendelian ratio expected from the genotypes of the parents.
A total of 67 markers (11.5%), 19 RFLPs, two isoenzymes,
one R gene, 24 SSRs, and 21 newly included EST-SSRs,
significantly deviated from the expected ratio at P<0.05.

After calculation of the chi-square test at P<0.05,
several segregation distortion regions (SDRs) appeared on
the genetic map. An examination of the direction of
segregation distortion showed that the loci were skewed
for the male parent (UF 676) only, or for the female parent
(UPA402) only.

A large proportion of the EST-SSR loci (18.3%)
displayed distortion when compared with the expected
Mendelian ratio. These new loci were twice as distorted as
SSRs from genomic libraries (8.9%) and significantly more
distorted than all other markers (11.4%). All these EST-SSR
loci were clustered in SDRs in the genome. The genetic
map constructed with new markers highlighted all the
SDRs found on the previous map (Pugh et al. 2004). ThereT
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were five major SDRs at P<0.05, from UF676 in LG2,
LG3, LG5, LG6, and from UPA402 in LG9. The
segregation distortions from UPA402 were only found in
LG9. Some markers distorted at P<0.01 were detected
around regions of high distortion and at the end of
chromosomes (LG3, LG7, and LG9). Two other small
SDRs were observed in LG8 and LG4 around the cluster of
R genes. These non-random SDRs, due to preferential
recombination in some regions of the genome, seemed
specific to the crosses. The map constructed by Brown et al.
(2005), using an F2 population produced from the cross
between Sca6 and ICS1, showed very different SDRs. Only
a distortion in a region of LG3 was common to both maps
between mTcCIR 254 and mTcCIR 81 (12.1 cM). This
SDR has been recognized as the largest for both maps.

The rate of segregation distortion on our map (11.5% of
total markers) was slightly lower than on the map of Brown
et al. (2005), where they found 14.8% of skewed markers at
P<0.05. These rates were relatively low compared with
those found in other species such as potato (Gebhart et al.
1989) with 25.5% of skewed markers, or maize with 19%
to 36% (Lu et al. 2002). The origin of these distortions in T.
cacao remains unknown. The hypothesis most often
proposed is the direct selection of genes closely linked to
lethal or sub-lethal genes, or the presence of incompatibility
alleles (Pugh et al. 2004). The presence of loci in
segregation distortion in one or both parents could reveal
chromosomal regions containing gametophytic factors
subjected to selection (Lu et al. 2002). Distortions of this
type have already been observed in other tree species
(Barreneche et al. 1998; Dettori et al. 2001). Segregation
distortions are generally very high for interspecific crosses,
(Paterson et al. 1988), but can also be high in some
intraspecific crosses (Hall and Willis 2005). The extent of
segregation distortion seems to be related to the type of
cross and more particularly to the degree of genome
divergence from the parents. In T. cacao, structural changes
have never been reported and the genes responsible for
gametic selection are not known.

Classification of EST-SSRs according to gene ontology

The mapped EST-SSRs were classified by comparing
their similarity to Arabidopsis known function genes
according to the gene ontology tool (Conesa et al. 2005).
Genes were distributed according to three criteria: cellular
component, biological process, and molecular function.
For each criterion, genes were grouped into different
classes (ontology) for each level. The higher the level, the
more precise is the gene classification. A gene may be
represented in several classes. Here, a large panel of genes
was represented in the different criteria from level 2 or 3
(Fig. 2).

Mapping of EST-SSRs involved in cocoa quality traits
or plant defense

Improving or maintaining the aromatic qualities of choco-
late and providing sustainable resistance to very devastating
diseases, especially those caused by Moniliophthora or
Phytophthora pathogens are among the main goals of
breeding programs. Of the 115 new EST-SSRs mapped, 14
constitute good candidate genes that could participate in
plant defense/resistance mechanisms or cocoa quality
elaboration.

Eight EST-SSRs were putatively involved in biochemi-
cal processes important for the quality of chocolate.
mTcCIR 297 (oleosin), 305 (acyl-acp thioesterase), 306

Table 4 Distribution and polymorphism of different types of SSR repeats depending on their position in the gene (5′UTR, CDS, and 3′UTR)

Type of SSR repeats EST region Total Total polymorphic

5′UTR CDS 3′UTR

Total Polymorphic Total Polymorphic Total Polymorphic

Dinucleotide 83 63 (75.9%) 6 5 (83.3%) 35 29 (82.9%) 124 97 (78.2%)

Trinucleotide 55 32 (58.2%) 35 16 (45.7%) 18 15 (83.3%) 108 63 (58.3%)

Others 13 9 (69.2%) 2 2 (100%) 4 3 (75%) 19 14 (73.7%)

Total 151 104 (68.9%) 43 23 (53.5%) 57 47 (82.5%) 251 174 (69.3%)

The different classes of SSRs and their polymorphism levels (with eight different genotypes) are compared for 251 EST-SSRs presenting good
PCR amplification

Fig. 1 Linkage map of Theobroma cacao containing 582 codominant
markers including 115 new EST-SSR loci. This linkage map is based
on cross UPA 402×UF676 and contains 582 codominant markers (115
EST-SSRs, 269 SSRs, 177 RFLPs, 16 Rgene-RFLPs, and five
isoenzymes). EST-SSRs are designated by a black dot. Polymorphic
markers for UPA 402 only, for UF 676 only and for both parents are
designated on the right, left and in the middle respectively. Markers
showing distorted segregation ratios are denoted with a circle for
UPA402 or an asterisk for UF676; *P<0.1; **P<0.05; ***P<0.01;
****P<0.005; *****P<0.001. The segregation distortion regions
(SDRs) are identified with braces

�
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1 2 3 4 5
0 cTcCIR253

2.9 C168
3.6 gTcCIR104
4.7 gTcCIR115
4.9 mTcCIR184
5.2 cTcCIR83

11.4 mTcCIR118
11.5 mTcCIR106
12.2 cTcCIR238
13.5 cTcCIR1

16 PTSCA6/D5
17.2 cTcCIR79
18.2 mTcCIR15
18.7 mTcCIR419

21.7 mTcCIR356
22.2 cTcCIR77
22.9 gTcCIR127

24.9 ——— mTcCIR66

26.8 mTcCIR331
27.2 mTcCIR416*
27.3 C66
27.7 mTcCIR94
29.3 ——— mTcCIR376
30.2 cTcCIR46
30.4 ADH
31.6 ——— mTcCIR262
32.7 ——— mTcCIR121

33 cTcCIR230
33.3 cot448
34.3 mTcCIR174
34.8 —————— mTcCIR88
35.1 mTcCIR138
36.9 ——— mTcCIR270
36.9 ——— mTcCIR272
37.7 ——— mTcCIR102

39 mTcCIR426
39.6 cTcCIR78
40.9 ——— mTcCIR54
44.4 ——— mTcCIR29
44.4 ——— mTcCIR354
45.7 —————— mTcCIR341
47.4 mTcCIR375
47.4 mTcCIR446
49.1 mTcCIR249

50.8 C55
51.9 mTcCIR210
52.5 mTcCIR203

53 mTcCIR137
53.2 ——— mTcCIR350
53.3 mTcCIR406
53.7 ——— mTcCIR84
55.3 cTcCIR19
57.6 ——— mTcCIR244

60.2 mTcCIR246
60.3 ——— mTcCIR130
60.7 ——— mTcCIR412
60.7 cTcCIR48
60.8 mTcCIR304
62.5 gTcCIR144
64.6 cTcCIR218
64.8 —————— mTcCIR273
65.4 mTcCIR97
66.4 cTcCIR215
67.8 ——— mTcCIR286

74 C138
74.3 cTcCIR3
74.6 ——— mTcCIR302
76.1 ——— mTcCIR422

77 mTcCIR342*
77.9 rTcCIR132
79.1 C157

84.2 mTcCIR275
84.2 ——— mTcCIR314
84.9 mTcCIR333

88.2 ——— mTcCIR264

90.3 mTcCIR22
91.4 cTcCIR72

94.7 mTcCIR194

97.2 gTcCIR120

0 gTcCIR147
0.8 —————— cot3932

2.3 ——— mTcCIR252*

5.4 ——— mTcCIR434

7.1 gTcCIR141
7.5 ——— gTcCIR135
8.7 ——— mTcCIR19*

10.1 gTcCIR110
10.5 mTcCIR44
11.5 ——— mTcCIR240*

13.9 ——— cTcCIR235*
15.1 mTcCIR100**

17.5 mTcCIR3***
17.6 mTcCIR423****
19.3 N1072***
19.8 ——— mTcCIR129****
20.7 mTcCIR366***
21.2 —————— cTcCIR252
22.6 mTcCIR430****
22.7 mTcCIR421**
23.1 gTcCIR140***
24.7 gTcCIR161

26 mTcCIR292**

29.5 cTcCIR53*

33.9 ——— mTcCIR411

38.6 ——— mTcCIR268
39.3 mTcCIR379

43.1 mTcCIR176
44 ——— cTcCIR43

44.4 ——— cTcCIR246
46.1 cTcCIR249
46.4 mTcCIR151

48.8 mTcCIR414

51.4 mTcCIR60
52.5 mTcCIR260
53.3 mTcCIR360
53.7 mTcCIR227
53.9 mTcCIR165
55.8 C37*

57.6 mTcCIR253
58.1 rTcCIR133

59 cTcCIR74
60.2 C119
60.5 cTcCIR86
60.6 mTcCIR162

61 ——— mTcCIR224
63.5 gTcCIR149
64.1 cTcCIR23
65.8 mTcCIR195
66.4 CA18
66.9 mTcCIR48

69.2 PGM/H

75.2 cTcCIR76

77.8 —————— gTcCIR156
78.2 cTcCIR250

81 PTSCA6/A7

83.8 —————— mTcCIR318
84.2 mTcCIR230
85.2 —————— cTcCIR211

87.7 —————— mTcCIR228
89 mTcCIR361

89.3 ——— mTcCIR11
90.8 —————— cTcCIR213

93.2 ——— mTcCIR68
94.3 mTcCIR281

95.8 mTcCIR73

100.9 gTcCIR151*

0 cTcCIR90**

1.3 cTcCIR99*

3.2 mTcCIR392*
4.1 mTcCIR105
5.1 mTcCIR49
6.2 mTcCIR120
6.8 ——— mTcCIR198
7.5 cTcCIR69
8.9 mTcCIR153
9.8 gTcCIR108*

11.5 ——— CA39
12.1 ——— mTcCIR415
12.6 cTcCIR61
13.9 mTcCIR353

14 ——— mTcCIR146
14.3 mTcCIR173
14.5 ——— mTcCIR192
14.6 cot3089
14.8 ——— mTcCIR21
15.6 cTcCIR47
16.3 ——— mTcCIR40
16.4 ——— mTcCIR247
16.6 gTcCIR121a

18 ——— mTcCIR133
20.1 mTcCIR204
21.7 mTcCIR405
21.9 cTcCIR80
23.8 cTcCIR62
24.3 C65

27 —————— mTcCIR180
29.5 mTcCIR82

33.1 cTcCIR51

34.6 mTcCIR164

36.5 mTcCIR175

38.6 gTcCIR107

42.2 gTcCIR143
43 cTcCIR32

43.1 mTcCIR324
43.6 mTcCIR280
43.6 mTcCIR441
43.9 mTcCIR289

44 C42
44.1 mTcCIR365
44.8 mTcCIR78
45.5 ——— mTcCIR65
46.3 mTcCIR263
46.3 mTcCIR278
46.7 mTcCIR431
47.5 rTcCIR131
47.7 ——— mTcCIR369
48.6 ——— mTcCIR219
54.3 ——— mTcCIR352
56.7 ——— mTcCIR167

62 ——— mTcCIR316**

63.8 cTcCIR66
63.9 gTcCIR118
64.8 mTcCIR254*
66.6 mTcCIR135**
67.8 C41*
68.2 mTcCIR438**
68.3 cTcCIR49**
68.3 mTcCIR226***
68.3 mTcCIR140***
68.6 mTcCIR410****
68.8 mTcCIR131****
69.4 gTcCIR122
71.5 mTcCIR336****
72.5 mTcCIR202*****
73.3 mTcCIR144****
76.9 mTcCIR81***

82.8 cTcCIR237

0 mTcCIR312
1 IDH**

2.4 ——— mTcCIR168
2.6 ——— mTcCIR76

3 TEL139/HIND
3.8 ——— C104*
5.1 gTcCIR146
6.8 mTcCIR222
7.6 gTcCIR112
8.2 mTcCIR158
8.4 ——— mTcCIR355*
8.8 ——— mTcCIR115

10.2 mTcCIR402

16.9 —————— N1102

18.3 ——— mTcCIR199**
19.2 ——— mTcCIR18*
19.7 ——— mTcCIR394*
20.1 ——— mTcCIR107

22.3 ——— PT172/A1
22.7 ——— PTSCA6/A1
23.3 ——— PTSCA6/A3
23.4 PTSCA6/B2****
23.8 mTcCIR17

24 ——— mTcCIR213*
25.4 ——— mTcCIR183*
25.9 gTcCIR128
26.2 PT172/B9
26.2 cTcCIR232
30.3 ——— mTcCIR221
30.7 ——— cTcCIR224*
32.8 ——— gTcCIR119
34.1 N1388
34.3 ——— mTcCIR188
34.9 mTcCIR217
35.4 —————— mTcCIR231
35.5 ——— mTcCIR12

38 —————— mTcCIR43

43.1 gTcCIR136
43.4 —————— cTcCIR243
43.9 ——— mTcCIR380
45.9 mTcCIR32

47.8 ——— mTcCIR95
49 —————— cTcCIR212

49.9 ——— mTcCIR33
51.2 MDH/A**
51.5 —————— mTcCIR237

54 ——— mTcCIR359

55.3 —————— mTcCIR309
55.6 —————— mTcCIR207
56.4 —————— mTcCIR117

58.5 mTcCIR57
59.5 —————— cTcCIR214
59.6 mTcCIR241

60 ——— mTcCIR233
60.5 ——— mTcCIR67**
62.8 gTcCIR129
63.3 mTcCIR343
64.3 mTcCIR344

65 —————— gTcCIR154
65.8 C3*
67.1 mTcCIR242
67.4 ——— mTcCIR234
68.5 cTcCIR251

73.6 cTcCIR205

0 gTcCIR106

2 mTcCIR265
2.5 mTcCIR364
2.7 mTcCIR232

5.5 mTcCIR384
6 —————— HistoneB

7.7 cTcCIR202
8.5 gTcCIR148
8.7 mTcCIR156
8.8 mTcCIR119
8.8 mTcCIR257

10.7 HistoneA
11.2 ——— mTcCIR322
13.8 mTcCIR279

16.2 cTcCIR73

18.2 cTcCIR85
18.2 mTcCIR148
18.6 mTcCIR267

21.4 cTcCIR88

24.2 gTcCIR139a

26.5 ——— mTcCIR10
27.3 gTcCIR101
27.9 —————— mTcCIR298
28.7 ——— CA24
28.7 cTcCIR55
29.6 mTcCIR2
29.8 ——— mTcCIR47*
30.1 mTcCIR123
30.3 mTcCIR86
30.7 ——— mTcCIR42
31.4 mTcCIR420
32.2 ——— mTcCIR197
32.4 5S
32.5 mTcCIR169
33.3 ——— mTcCIR271*
34.3 PR2/18
34.8 mTcCIR390
35.2 mTcCIR259
35.3 mTcCIR248
35.4 —————— mTcCIR239
35.4 mTcCIR326
36.7 PR2/36*
37.4 mTcCIR256
38.6 cTcCIR56
39.4 mTcCIR170
39.6 mTcCIR358
42.8 ——— mTcCIR245
43.7 ——— mTcCIR408
43.8 mTcCIR69
44.7 cTcCIR58b
47.3 cTcCIR68**
52.6 cTcCIR229*

57.4 ——— mTcCIR216
58.3 ——— mTcCIR87
59.1 —————— N1333
59.8 gTcCIR145*

62.8 ——— C164**

64.6 ——— mTcCIR80

66.7 cTcCIR81**

68.8 cTcCIR2**
69.3 mTcCIR404***
69.9 mTcCIR351**
70.7 mTcCIR36
71.2 cTcCIR216
72.2 mTcCIR288**
72.6 cTcCIR231*
74.3 mTcCIR127**
74.9 cTcCIR89

75 cTcCIR234
75.2 ——— mTcCIR101
76.3 ——— mTcCIR109
77.9 ——— mTcCIR274*
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6 7 8 9 10
0 ——— mTcCIR6

2.2 ——— cTcCIR247****º
2.5 ——— mTcCIR136*
3.4 —————— mTcCIR16
3.8 ——— mTcCIR182**

7.7 —————— mTcCIR439
8.3 ——— mTcCIR208****

11.1 ——— mTcCIR290**
12.2 ——— mTcCIR185**
12.3 mTcCIR387**
13.8 —————— gTcCIR160
15.3 mTcCIR367**
15.5 ——— mTcCIR299****
16.3 —————— mTcCIR50
18.2 ——— cTcCIR245****
19.1 mTcCIR436

20.1 mTcCIR315**

22.3 —————— cTcCIR223
22.7 mTcCIR374***
22.8 mTcCIR418**
24.6 mTcCIR235***
25.2 mTcCIR413**
26.4 gTcCIR130****

28.2 mTcCIR276**

30.3 ——— mTcCIR71*
31.5 ——— mTcCIR325
31.6 cTcCIR12**
31.7 mTcCIR193
32.6 ——— mTcCIR238
33.6 cTcCIR54***

34 ——— mTcCIR25
35.3 —————— cTcCIR241
37.7 mTcCIR301
38.5 mTcCIR255
38.9 mTcCIR398

43.2 ——— cTcCIR225*

46 gTcCIR116

49.7 —————— cTcCIR222

51.6 mTcCIR209
52.6 mTcCIR52
53.7 mTcCIR337

56.5 ——— mTcCIR9

58.7 cTcCIR93
59.5 cTcCIR240
59.9 gTcCIR139b
60.2 mTcCIR291

0 ——— C173
0.8 mTcCIR93

3.3 mTcCIR141
3.8 ——— mTcCIR190
5.4 —————— mTcCIR113

11.4 gTcCIR138
12.3 —————— gTcCIR155

14.8 ——— gTcCIR152**

16.9 gTcCIR125
17.4 N1081
18.1 N1077
18.6 mTcCIR397

22.7 cTcCIR71
22.7 mTcCIR110
24.4 mTcCIR46
24.9 mTcCIR181

25 ——— mTcCIR7
26.6 —————— mTcCIR327

30.1 cTcCIR244*

32.3 ——— mTcCIR56

34.8 mTcCIR55

37.7 —————— N142/C12

39.1 ——— NSCA6/A12
39.7 ——— mTcCIR147
40.8 cTcCIR59

43.3 mTcCIR177
43.6 mTcCIR179

46.5 ——— mTcCIR277
47.7 *rDNAPTA71*
48.5 ——— mTcCIR186
48.5 cTcCIR204
49.3 cTcCIR94**

0 mTcCIR1

2 mTcCIR99

4.1 mTcCIR329
4.9 mTcCIR75

10.1 mTcCIR282
10.8 mTcCIR163

12.7 PGI

20.5 mTcCIR444
20.9 mTcCIR310
21.8 mTcCIR225

22 cTcCIR21
23.4 mTcCIR211

26.1 gTcCIR114
26.3 gTcCIR111
26.3 mTcCIR258
26.8 gTcCIR124
28.2 mTcCIR70
30.1 mTcCIR200
31.5 mTcCIR303
31.8 mTcCIR428

35.4 mTcCIR26

37 mTcCIR403*
37.3 mTcCIR218

38 mTcCIR373**
38.1 mTcCIR382*
38.2 mTcCIR236

44.9 cTcCIR63
45.1 cTcCIR92
46.1 cTcCIR98
46.2 N1111
46.5 mTcCIR189
46.6 mTcCIR348
47.3 cTcCIR201
48.9 mTcCIR391
49.5 mTcCIR134

53.7 mTcCIR45

55.6 mTcCIR432
56.1 mTcCIR103
56.3 cTcCIR203*

60.9 TEL139/BGL**

67.5 TEL139/HI

0 mTcCIR243*

2.6 mTcCIR287*
3.3 mTcCIR427
3.8 gTcCIR117
3.8 cTcCIR206
5.5 ——— mTcCIR409

8.2 gTcCIR109*
9 ——— mTcCIR266*º

9.4 —————— mTcCIR424
10.3 ——— mTcCIR378ºº
11.3 ——— mTcCIR308º
11.6 mTcCIR126
13.8 mTcCIR297

14 ——— mTcCIR250
14.6 —————— mTcCIR285
16.3 mTcCIR294
16.9 cTcCIR45
17.5 mTcCIR172
18.3 mTcCIR447
18.4 mTcCIR306
19.1 mTcCIR166
20.8 —————— gTcCIR157ººººº
22.3 ——— mTcCIR30

24.2 ——— mTcCIR251º
24.7 ——— cTcCIR11ºº

26.6 —————— cTcCIR39ºº

28.5 ——— cTcCIR207

30.3 ——— mTcCIR305º
30.6 ——— mTcCIR24º

31 cTcCIR95
31 gTcCIR134

31.5 cTcCIR58a
34.4 ——— mTcCIR215ºº
34.8 ——— mTcCIR393ºº
36.3 ACP
36.5 ——— mTcCIR35ºº
38.3 ——— mTcCIR157

41.8 —————— mTcCIR160
41.9 —————— mTcCIR339
43.6 ——— mTcCIR293

47.1 ——— mTcCIR320
47.3 ——— mTcCIR124
47.6 ——— mTcCIR125
48.2 mTcCIR114
48.3 mTcCIR187
48.3 ——— mTcCIR178
48.4 mTcCIR63
48.6 ——— mTcCIR90
48.9 ——— mTcCIR8
49.4 ——— gTcCIR150
49.9 mTcCIR142
50.7 ——— cTcCIR208
52.2 cTcCIR228
53.8 PR2/19
57.1 mTcCIR363
57.9 ——— mTcCIR205*
58.1 gTcCIR102
58.7 mTcCIR58
59.8 mTcCIR212
60.4 ——— mTcCIR349

63 mTcCIR400
63.3 cTcCIR87
66.9 mTcCIR283

68.5 ——— mTcCIR429
69 ——— mTcCIR64

69.3 —————— mTcCIR98

73.2 mTcCIR317
73.7 ——— mTcCIR445

76.6 mTcCIR96

79.1 PTSCA6/A2
79.3 —————— cTcCIR236
79.9 ——— mTcCIR425
81.9 —————— C106

85.7 ——— mTcCIR85

90.3 ——— mTcCIR145ºº
90.7 mTcCIR417
90.7 mTcCIR79
91.2 ——— mTcCIR154º

94.4 ——— gTcCIR159ºº

98.1 —————— mTcCIR319º

0 PT142/D9

9.5 gTcCIR105
10.2 mTcCIR433

12.2 mTcCIR229

13.8 gTcCIR126
14.7 mTcCIR383

17 cTcCIR254
17.5 cTcCIR50
18.6 cTcCIR219
19.7 cTcCIR239

25.2 mTcCIR220

34.5 mTcCIR31

36.9 mTcCIR77
37.4 mTcCIR155
37.4 mTcCIR104
37.5 HistoneC

38 mTcCIR92
38.6 cTcCIR217

45.3 gTcCIR113
46.5 cTcCIR233

48.3 mTcCIR388
49 —————— N172/F12

49.1 mTcCIR112
49.3 mTcCIR91
49.9 mTcCIR38
51.2 cTcCIR252/2
52.8 —————— NSCA6/A1
52.8 gTcCIR137
54.8 cTcCIR75

59.9 gTcCIR103

66.7 ——— mTcCIR37*

71 ——— cTcCIR209

72.6 ——— mTcCIR223

Fig. 1 (continued)
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(3-ketoacyl-ACP synthase), and 310 (2.4-sterol C-
methyltransferase) were involved in lipid biosynthesis and
seed storage. Cocoa seed storage lipids account for 50% of
dry seed weight and participate in enhancing cocoa flavor.
mTcCIR 298 and mTcCIR 304 were located in vicilin and
aspartic proteinase genes, respectively. Vicilin is one of the
major seed storage proteins. During fermentation, and after
an increase in acidity, aspartic proteinase genes participate
in the proteolytic digestion of vicilin, enabling the
constitution of cocoa-specific aroma precursors (Voigt et
al. 1994). Another important class of biochemical com-
pounds involved in chocolate quality is the class of
flavonoid compounds. It is a diverse group that plays an
important role in plant development (Pourcel et al. 2007).
In cocoa, proanthocyanidins have been shown to be

beneficial to human health by improving cardiovascular
condition (Rimbach et al. 2009). The EST-SSR approach
has led to the mapping of a putative dihydroflavonol
reductase enzyme and a WD-repeat family transduction
factor involved in phenylpropanoid biosynthesis regulation
(mTcCIR 299 and 429).

Another important goal for cocoa growing and produc-
tion is a reduction in yield losses due to fungal diseases.
Three pathogens, Phytophthora sp. (black pod), M. perni-
ciosa (witches’ broom), and Moniliophthora roreri (frosty
pod) cause yield losses of 20% to 80% in the different
production regions worldwide.

This study led to the mapping of 7 EST-SSRs located in
genes putatively involved in plant defense or resistance. Six
of them were involved in conventional reactions that lead to
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Fig. 2 Classification of EST-
SSRs in three criteria according
to gene ontology. a Biological
process (level 2+3). b Cellular
component (level 3). c Molecu-
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defense activation in plants, such as glutamine synthase
(mTcCIR 292), pathogenesis-related protein (mTcCIR 293)
(Stintzi et al. 1993), leucine-rich repeats protein (mTcCIR
301) involved in protein/protein interactions and which
could play a role in plant resistance to pathogens (Fritz-
Laylin et al. 2005), bacterial induced lipoxygenase
(mTcCIR 351) activated in plant-pathogen interactions
(Melan et al. 1993; Véronési et al. 1996), calmodulin-
binding (mTcCIR 433), and a putative WRKY transcription
factor (mTcCIR 439). The other one (mTcCIR 304) was
located in a gene encoding vicilin, a 7S globulin protein
stored in the seed. This protein is very important for cocoa
aromatic quality and is also involved in seed defense as an
antifungal agent in some plants (Marcus et al. 1999; Ribeiro
et al. 2007) and this role has also been described in Malva
palmiflora, belonging to the same family as T. cacao (Wang
et al. 2001).

Interestingly, the majority of these markers (mTcCIR
292, 293, 301, 304, and 439) were colocalized with
quantitative trait loci (QTL) related to resistance identified
in a meta-QTL analysis of disease resistance traits recently
conducted in T. cacao (Lanaud et al. 2009).

These EST-SSRs could be considered as potential
candidate genes for studying resistance and quality traits.

EST-SSRs from genomic sequences

To increase the number of EST-SSRs, we compared the
SSRs (mTcCIR 1 to mTcCIR 291) previously identified in
genomic sequences and already published (Lanaud et al.
1999; Pugh et al. 2004) with cocoa ESTs present in
international databases. In total, 249 genomic sequences
containing an SSR were analyzed with the FASTA program
(Pearson and Lipman 1988). Fifty-six sequences, or 22.5%
of the genomic sequences tested, revealed similarity with
cocoa ESTs. The sequence homology was often partial,
which may have been due to a common domain between
two genes or to the presence of introns in the genomic
sequence. Nineteen (7.6%) genomic sequences (genomic
SSRs) were found to have complete homology with a cacao
EST (Table 5).

Conclusions

With the development and mapping of a new set of 115
EST-SSR markers which were integrated with a set of
previously mapped codominant markers (SSRs, RFLPs, R
genes-RFLPs, and isoenzymes), a new linkage map was
obtained with 582 codominant markers divided into ten
linkage groups. This map contains 134 EST-SSRs (23% of
total markers), 115 from EST sequences and 19 from
genomic sequences. This map includes a set of 384 SSRs,

molecular markers easily transferable to other laboratories,
especially in cocoa-producing countries. This large number
of codominant markers will be useful for all genetic
analyses, such as fingerprinting, mapping, QTLs, diversity
analyses, and marker-assisted selection in T. cacao. The
increased density of SSR markers on the genetic map will
facilitate association mapping studies aimed at the identi-
fication of marker/trait associations from natural popula-
tions or collections for which a larger number of
generations of recombination occurred between ancestors,
compared with a controlled progeny. EST-SSRs also
represent useful tools to study the functional diversity of
populations. Indeed, they could have a role in gene
expression or function, and depending on their position
(5′ UTR, coding region, 3′UTR), they could affect gene
transcription, activate or delete genes, and be responsible
for gene silencing or transcription slippage (Varshney et al.
2005). Due to the conservation between species belonging
to the same family, they are also useful tools for
comparative genomic and phylogenetic studies.
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