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Abstract

Drought stress is one of the most important factors limiting maize production. Mining germplasm
resources and discovering associated genes are fundamental approaches to enhancing drought tolerance
in maize. There are much functional genetic variations for drought tolerance in maize germplasm.
Identifying these functionally favorable alleles contributes to not only understanding molecular
mechanism for drought-tolerance but also developing functional markers, and thus improving drought
tolerance of maize new germplasm and hybrids by marker-assisted selection. Association analysis is a
powerful approach for mining these alleles because its ability of identifying functional variations and
association with phenotype.

Analysis of genetics diversity and population structure were conducted by using maize inbred lines
from the established core collection and some elite lines, in order to clarify population structure of these
lines which is necessary for further association analysis and choose a mini core set with maximal
diversity for evaluating sequence diversity and linkage disequilibrium (LD) of rabl7, a candidate gene
for drought tolerance. In addition, phenotypes related to drought tolerance were characterized for the set
of materials. Finally, association test between rabl7 polymorphisms with phenotype variation were
performed in order to identify functional alleles that are responsible to phenotype variations with
drought tolerance. The major results are as follows.

1. Totally 288 maize inbred lines from the established core collection and some elite lines were
assayed for genetic diversity at 49 Simple Sequence Repeat (SSR) loci. The results showed that total
262 alleles were identified, the average of alleles per locus was 5.3469, the average of PIC was 0.5057
and gene diversity for the SSRs was 0.5663. Analysis of population structure assessed the membership
of the 288 lines in four clusters that corresponded to major germplasm sources (Tangsipingtou,
Lancaster, Reid and P), respectively. Overall proportion of membership of the lines in each of the four
germplasm sources was: 0.290 (Tangsipingtou), 0.267 (Lancaster), 0.260 (Reid) and 0.183 (P group).
Taking allele number as major criterion, 94 lines were chosen as a mini core set from the 288 inbred
lines. The mini core set captured 228 alleles, accounting for 87% of the total alleles in the 288 inbred
lines.

2. Sequence polymorphisms of rabl7 were evaluated using lines of the mini core set. Totally 37
polymorphic sites were identified in 71 accessions, including 19 SNP (one per 87 bp) and 18 Indel (one
per 92 bp). Among these polymorphic sites, 30 sites were in noncoding regions, accounting for 81%.
The frequency of Indel occurring in noncoding regions were eight times higher than that occurring in
coding regions. Higher nucleotide diversity were observed in the promoter region and the first exon
region, and reduced rapidly in the downstream regions. Linkage disequilibrium decayed rapidly within
800 bp in the rabl7 region. There were 14 haplotypes in these accessions based on linkage
disequilibrium in this region. Based on the sequence data of rab17, analysis of phylogram tree showed

that nine lines mostly deriving from P78599, an American maize hybrid, had the farthest genetic
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distance from other lines.

3. Six significant associations between polymorphisms and phenotypic traits were identified by
structured association test. An Indel in the coding region showed significant association with abscisic
acid (ABA) content in the leaves under well water and relative water content (RWC) in the leaves under
water stress. At this polymorphic site, the allele contain inserts which led to frameshift mutation in the
coding region had an effect on increasing relative water content under water stress. A Indel in 5-UTR
showed significant association with ASI under water stress, and the allele present in three lines
(Weifeng322, Lo1125 and Liao2204) led to a ASI increase of six days, compared with the other alleles.
In addition, a haplotype, which consisted of eleven polymorphic sites, showed significant association
with three yield related traits, and the allele present in nine lines (mostly deriving from P78599) had a
positive effect on increasing the values of the three traits, implying that the allele had contribution to

drought tolerance in maize and had the potential to be used in germplasm enhancement and breeding.

Key words: Maize (Zea mays L.), drought tolerance, population structure, rabl17, allelic diversity
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B R A SRS, T2 OB — R S AN R . SR AEY I
FS PRI R AE BT AT TR AR AR 3 rp v A6, AR T AR I S s U BRI R . RO T R e T
AR AR R ORI M X DA S PR FOK P B A S 8T, TR P BRI K R
SR EERN, RN, 52 ATERIE S N R, K BT I R s . R oK
I A R T, OREE O e AR LR E o A S A S EE R H AR
B AR R IR, HE ORI P AP AN =

P TOK H S R0k, 12900 2 P, AR B ESE TOK B 5 B B DRI, R A
GRIRALR T TR B AL T 1) — I A 4K, 7R 5 QTLs & f7 (Frova et al., 1999;
Quarrie et al., 1999; Ribaut et al, 1996,1997). T FiFFILK 15 5% % (Yu and Setter, 2003;
Zinselmeier et al., 2002; Riccardi et al., 1998) %57 [ 7 K= TAE, %@ @ 7 — L8 £ A0
RIMBIERED o AR, AR AR BN RS, FEREY) i P 280G KB IS L AR 5, IX 26T
REAC S ELPE S8 T R AU AR S o DRI 0 SR B A 1 M T A SR ALEE, AN o0 3 H I i Sk o 3 A
JEANIR, IR 5 HA X i L DR o 2635 (R 0T i 52 AT 0 1) DR R T RE S A 5. T4, R
IXECT REAR S0 BRI TAE A T2 X ] DUIE I 431 i il B 6 4 45 T Bk oS0 R R 1 i
PE.

RIRA T 7 15— TR REREAE H b PR 32 2L [R) BE TR 1) 22 W 1k 45 e Skl AT 20 M, mT DA He 8e
H 5 R AR S 3 A G R D e A5 AR S 1 7 vk o ANTIET 2 H ARSI AT % 18 B A8 R BF AL 4 1)
et b, SRR AT 70, S0 A5 ade KR DA v 26 5 (R 0T i 52 1k A 1 170 DTk 1) B e 25 A A 5
IS ] A A PE AR DGR I ST A — 2k

1.1

TR TR PTG B e W M A KT 1A B SEma A B A 10 2 Flig . 1 10K
(RO SR S — AN R ZR G IR, AR TR AT~ , bR ety . AR A SR 51
KAE—RYIENAE RN G, EAETSN R LSRRI HAr, WK 55T 32 202
FETEAIR R A 23 FARdSE T TR TAE CEAFAE, 1995a; RSO, 1996:
FEAE, 2002; AHREAE, 20020, B TARKHERE. RZHIWITTCLRY], KM FH ML i s
TR SRR TR A 9D T 2R MBSO A RORE. 2K, FWERE SR B TAEE A
KA 7AW SE ), Tl E BT BOEATI R A M T 282 (Heisey &
Edmeades, 1999). #R1f1, M55 IR HLEIA =5 0%, FrCLREAT I S0 0 A e R LR DR X o T
SRR DGR IR L3 1 b i il By 18 B AN JE DR 7 M O T B 23 1 R AT AAEAR R R B 1 e
R 5 7 R (LB, AT i R, g ORI R AN (U, TR
AR S (K70 7B ALK AR S Z WG (1 T, AEA3 BATTAE 27 7 R b AT AR & 1 DL e DR %
PRI PRI o Dk, V) ZEAE R D B D A KT X R 5 ) 0 TR REEEA TR AT S LT
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LK, E AN TR B PR AR A B A KA T IREAT T ) 2 MR AN TS, RIS T e+
(K18 S0 AR i 5K 3 e R4 T A RN S5 Fia b, 10 HS TR o 4R T 2g 4R 2.

1.1.1

TR A SRR E B AR P R A AR L T -

TOKRMTEE I EEARMR . 2. A BB e 2L A (Anthesis-Silking
Interval, ASD. &M H %455 B FIIRMMEGE G M E , b I A 2 5 a0 i 5 5 184
ERAS SRR, FER I 2 AR AT B FIZR G VRO, DA e 45 IG5 R

ISR bR A AKRBUER R CEKF BIER. M EKE . RS S
TEERSALY B ) AR RIS I A . KRR BIE TR ) S EE AR EER]
IR R BT VAR (ABA) &i. BiG ) LR e AR e . J0rh s o J B 1 4
bRt ABA & AN K E

FHRPRE R, FPRLT R PR TR 2 M FH I R AR VR 22 DL ROKAE T 5 hE
(IR0 R B A7 B ) AR PRI AR VEAE D TOK T PR 59 148 bR« KPRL™ R e — M2 IEIR,
Wk TARZ N E, WK LMK OB IR . 50 K S A AR5 R S s,
IR0 R LI T UM PR RS2 N 8] LSRRI R A B B, R S M BT i S g 59 G . —fn] A
TR 20%6~30% (ZEFNEAE, 2002). UEW,  HATJLP A B A E A H AR 5
VB —ANEFEBE (Bruce et al. 2002, KAk = g oK 25 75 (e AR . LS8 52 $br 3=
TAFEMRAES . BHE ., RORIEL. BORIE. FRIEAESE, i R AP I REBE T AN AR bR
(10 L AP e Ay e A PR G o A AR T S5 2 i 5518 2= O O™ B — T SR A 7 ) /6 TR
FEED SRIEAT N R E AR

KA K 3 UK ISR A, B IR T AR L T 5 o BB AN 1, H TR Ll
W2, TR TR KRG T R R R AR R, AR
FFEL . AR AR R it i o, SRR BRI A A FORRERR R
WD, R AR AR 22 /NP, B 23 IR o W SRAEFER I KRG, 2T R AE T e RT AT
IR A, ek ORISR . ARkrfe IR I%, S fEiR, M ASIHE N (Hall et al, 1982;
Bolanos & Edmeades, 1993), T2 WpEIE & I AE — ik 22 (Rl Bg BRI, FEHIANIE, B R A
ke, JEEI TR R 50% LLE (Westgate & Boyer, 1986). XAl % HA R E 8L 11, 46 H
MARZE 2% (Ribaut et al, 2002). CIMMYT X #uis FORTE T 5445 F, ASI AR WESNAT T
ZAFWFURIL, TRPMNE T AST A LRIEK S 60 K47 (Bolanos et al, 1996, Chapman et al,
1999).

TEE A, LT ARER X TR T 2 e SR bRt S 37— L8R 5T (B, 1990; 5K A 4%,
1996; PNERLSE, 2004; RRGKREE, 2004), HIRZGEE B 588 XAT Z A 800 F K
S ERAMA R . BARAE (2004a) A, RFT FOKT S il B e AR BB U T A,
KHAF PPN FERS, ATl AR, w PR RO A 1 FRbS, i R B R EOU
S TR 5T U A E VR
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1.1.2

(—) BIEHAY

FEWNET, ISR A BRSNS 2 B P R . G RAEWIH B A B IE M RE )
el R H . A IXRIHLE], RN IREES, AN ST K # 2, Af
FHAED) AL BETE G [n] 15 SOK IR EREE IR oK 5y, 1T HIE R R IREE K 7, Al P4 4
M KAy i, PRFE— M, 4ERFIEE WA ). HYMBIE T £ 20E i il . #ise
900 5 S R B () R R M S B (Brray, 1993)6 AR, 251 K 4330 18 ¥ A8 40 1 5 45 157 R 7K 29 338 H
0, B2 B T I T 1

() JBKGRS

M ETRAAET, BHBEREE N, G Eng, W MK G R E 41K,
HHUBAE T, X ESREYITE AR 7 A (1) — LK 431 BN P A WL B IR R D BE,  BRAS7E/K
I3 7 RN LR B R G S HAR AR O T e R, R AR S I E A (Lea B 21X KM
IKORA BT AR R

Lea 5[ (Late embryogenesis abundant protein) & fi5 M fif & 248 J5 BIAP 7~ KR AR R 1 — R 41
WEABL JRZAAET ST . RPN T AR B, tRER ABA BUEK 5 M 7R H
EHRATEAERIE. —MIAh, Lea SEEATEADA D BARY LYK T, gEFrFe e 4 g
M, TR Shi. EFBMEE A ME .

Lea H 1R Z 25 BER KN o @ BESRKEAT R T Lea 8 LRI 2 B 54000 R KIS, Refig il
SRR T, AT 2 PR AL R OR AR A0 B0 AL T MRS, AT GE S 2t B 5 4 (1 B e, AR 4
Woghiky, JEILZIEZH) (Baker et al, 1988).

RT3 R IE I, Lea K1) 7K P45 F1 Lea IR AR Z K W] Lea 4 15
HAETERY IEE (Hong et al, 1992). Xu %% (1996) ¥ HVA1 cDNA 4741 S AKHE, kAT
i S R e R KRG, AT ELAEUESE T Lea FER T R4 T fiE

75 Lea & AR5 H T 908 22 (02 K 2R (1 K R (I7E IR IG R B I K 2R, 4 ABA.
G DA K —SGkd s il i /K A RIS DR 7 52, 40 B /NA VR EGE #h 35 0 T Y., fEREA) T+ 5
[ B ERIRAEH (Close et al, 1990,1996) . /K8 11 2 AR & — /M liesé . (amphypathic)
(F) o BRBELS M, B K- B, %7 BrE mn S MG R b AT R R IR s e B HEd) K- B
HEE IR IERR A i AR IEFR 2 % : EKKGIMDKIKEKLPG. #4h, fEli/KE A 450 His
ALK, TR S-F B LA AMRRA Y- 11 B N-3i R~ 741 o

TR RILT — S Lea . RAB-17 RUMMRE AT —5, #F70RM, xEAERT
G B WA b ABA FIH 5P E 75 3K IE (Plaetal, 1989; Vilardell et al,1990).

(=) PP RS

20 A0 80 AFARLLK, AT Rl MDA N PR DI R R IEAT TR E IR, K
AP 52 30 A 5 A P TE VAR B 5 2 R R 7O, TR AR 20 DG W F ALk
REEEMEA GBAE T 0°7) M ZoRE . ALY S0, SN AE Bl 76 ) 5 S84k 77—
FREE, BRI M AE KT, W NDNAR, I EmEE (A e, FE28 ST .
SR 4 AL AL (SODD. 4L E M (CAT) PAKAFH KA LYl (POD) f77ER,
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ST A T HLO. SN, LK B A0 K ORGPV 1 PSR LR BRI AT A F AT A
SaiE . EFMEE (1995) WHFURIL, T5MHA T, SODIE I EAN R L A FOK dh Fl B AL
MG BB F B[] T R B A A F s CATYE JJ AR TR A S 5E T CERIEAAAR)
Jri b, AR AR bR b E AR PODIE IAERTA WA B W R FRR. [y, i iRiE
PESG R, 2R AR AL S A5 L 32 40, T 7 08 PR ol b 32 B R e . SODANICATE g 55 i+
2R AR R LR AN R GE 2 M I AR DR P R AR DG, 5 i i S PR S AE AR DG, T TR 5 25 5
WAL SE bR TPODIE )55 Lk B AR SR U R B R iy ol i - PR AT SR AN K
QPR EiR! A

AL TR MG NIRRT R AU e TOKE I AL > R
M 9D e G AT . ENSAE (19900 FIBFTTES RARHW], TR T F & M AL L],
T RIS ALY WL (0 eAE L FORFSAE T a1 SR W R K, DLl >4 A K
IR, ANTR] b Rk 2 1) A LB 1 e EEAN ], iS4 ) KT I oK ALRR T, b 2%
5, AR K R ERUR, DREFREIR— 2 KK 2 4605, (OB R ARAAS LLIE S AT, o
PR 22 B T it e 5 U o

1.1.3

YT RINE T, BB RIEREIE, S 5HAEHERI IR XL F 200+
SIaA AT RPER . — 7, G EE AR Sk A B s i E T RE D), IRE
KA FIIE 15, NITA R T AERF g M s 2 ks 53— 7, 5P ia s — Sk g & 5%
K, KK T —252 5 B2 i i AR =P & e, DU w3 258 )

Hil, 7E Sy e m B2 RIEDNSiE. vRekii. KFE. N (Cattivell et al, 2002)
MR EE 7 LA S B i TR A5 N I S Ik Sh AR i R I T — 28 55 i 5 e AH 5K 1)
FL[K (Bray, 1997; Bohnert et al, 1996; Ingram et al, 1996). $%IJREXI Sy, X LLE PR FH R AC U 1 15
ML, S ABE AT 1 CF . 2 BRI S0 S ) Irifa Mg I G ET,  /Km i 2 1 2 AR
TARTE B IS N AR DN, g MR 2R RN, SR I RIS R e ()
B, LagtEtr AR ATV IR A K A DR el 4 e S5 DRURT 0 8 i 1 3o S A ) il PR
B, AE 5 PRI R SRk BT R R AR LR R DR L 9 IR C R DR R A g DR AR TV i 1 i IR A
(Shinozaki et al, 1996;1997) . JLrft, BB Y G T ZE AL #1088 1 MoK 73 T sh i) 8 1 4k
AR5 T AR e L E 6 B s 4 o P PR R AT AR ) FE 2 1R 5, KA EAT TR A T 5 Bl i 52
(R AEAAR 1) 2255 1 At o 0 X OB PR PR AT IR I S SETRE ML IORIE 5T, 2 I W R0 5
TE W I PR - LB ) B N 2, A et ad i e A R ok e R A PR R w4

AR S N GIP TG LS O NUTTINEAN 1 S SEB IR iy e~y I S E M N EIE- SPSELS AN S PSS B
(P Tl S D RE S e S5 0 T T RS TAE, e, 3B T — L A OC PR IR LR, Ay (o3 i
BB LEEERAE T4 7 3ERE (Yu and Setter, 2003; Zinselmeier et al, 2002; Riccardi et al, 1998).
#ilhn, Zinselmeier 55 (2002) PASEEF KA H 3732 (i A KB A siiibkl, FIH GeneChip
B BEATRE R BB BT 515 F 1 1502 NIRRT TG IXEEIERAAER T 27 AR &
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12, HpAg 179 MR R ZERRIA.

SR, TR FPEHLEIAR 2 52 5%, B 2 (102 tHECE IR A AT (Quantitative Trait Locus, QTL)
%) (Frova et al, 1999; Quarrie et al, 1999). ¥TJLAEK, FBF2EFAT G FHAFAE BB, St
T S S A SR ) QTL X3k AT T e AL FIER (Ribaut et al, 1996,1997; Sanguineti et al,
1999; Sari-Gorla et al, 1999; Tuberosa et al, 2002; Li et al, 2003; 5K 7 F&4%, 2004) . iX 4% QTLs ¥ A 1)
PR B EOFIRAF IR 7R AL B R 1 OFFRL™ &, SRR, BORE 28 S P ki o
). JHe- 2 AR (ASD. ABA &, WRE 5, DURAET5H0E T o] 587 AL st AL A8 e () —
Lo PRAE AR PRIR, LGRS e N A DG IR — AR I g A R D () T 5

Lebreton %% (1995) FJ/] 84 ANRFLPAZ S ATPOL17(IM 52 74) X F 2 (T BUS A BEAAEAT T e
FAOCPEIR (<AL ABAL K3 MRE B2 DU IESE) IMQTL M. 4R
WY, fERO4K 1. 20 7 A1 10 AT 4 DAL MQTLs: Btk 3 LA HIABAS &, v
IR P LR R Sy I i AERtafk 20 3. 5. 64 I8 I 5 NS SR G EA XM
QTLs. Agrama®s (1996) %fSD34XSD35 414, H 70 ANRFLPAL BT T - PEMIQTL MM, 7E
FORGEOAR 1. 3, 5. 6 A8 LIRHL T 5gma ™ SR, i iX 5 AN HEN I QTLs Af LAY L5 77 5
I 50%[ 7 AR AT BIfEFE . Ribaut 25 (1996) X St 5k 26 I AH S MR — AST (JFAE 2 ik
2 RKHBO BT T QTLENL, ES(IK 1. 2. 5. 64 8 A1 10 L RILT 6 AV k. Tuberosa®s (2002)
X KT R a N RS AR P MR QTLs AT THEST, a7 T IR LM MR 201
B A e LI AR T S R BN QTLS BN I 52 o X SEIG IO I T /KB4 R, MRE, RE L R
LA LA SR = B (FQTLs, UESE 1 18 I 1238 A2 1E K A K 1A 7 3 468 s 42 TR S8 P DR R TR 8 11
QTLsf 2 A AT ). Sanguineti®® (1999) 71 T-F41F T AR E I F KA R, BEALIZEL 80 1
P EXRMATH TG RIL, TEAF A B HFAES, &SRR QTLs M H AF 75 2 7 .
Sari-Gorla% (1999) FllFrova % (1999) HIB73 X H99 £ & (IRILA il % HAe T 544 FHEAT T 0
TAREHTS, TG AR B2 T I T Fa il Ml 258 S ESETF AR IS ) o AR 245 80K Ik (1] PRI BE DR R
2 IR g DA B B () R TR

I JUAER, CIMMYT X TS T, FRETFAEHT THAEHIRIT 465 R S5 L k4T 1
J Iz T . — S8 5 A R E R GOE YR (in ASD KA1 QTLs £33 T %7€ - Ribaut %%

(1997) FH QTL XJ /™4l T 2R GMARAET-F A4 T R ILBEAT TS, R LevR
SRR ZEEETER . 4 T IR RS R P 440~ 505 2R R IENLE], CIMMYT
EFIF QTL X} e 15 T 7 R R 1) — Lo F A B AR ) 2 S R IA AT TR

WIS R, 7ETRYOAR 3 B XIE], [FNRER S TR T 540 kb= &, T
.- 20 8] B Fof 18] N BRI 5% QTLs (Agrama et al, 1996); fE T K4tk 10 1 4 N5
AT PR OB IR B AR G (1) QTLs WAL TR — X 38, JEM QTLs #%: SRS TR IE AR Z (A 4k
1A S Fo X R 22 BRI T G R IR ABL ) B 9202 115 MR AH OC I LR % (Teulat et al, 1998). —fi%
W, AR SE R AL TRERAL “#0i” X3k (Hot Spot), RIHES SAHICHIR IR o XA Ek
ATTRENS ST A DRI AH SC PR 1) 707 B Al

SRIM,  Afelfs T %2 ) QTL S3ERIThAE . AR AG MU &5 S RIATHET, e i
R ) . DhREFERIZL 2 A RE, A BT uk Lokl i, FDhRe eI asT QTL ArillAH
g5y, A AR USRI LI CUAS U B S AH G HEIR ) QTLs, X CURIMAEAE F R KB EST (1)

5
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BEIA A DXL o XS DX 2 24 AT o i 7 5 DA T 10 OB DX e 20 A 2% X I 3 DI A1 471
PPN N A ST, S PR AR S & Sl R T ORI AT, il mT RESK B AT s AL (1
FMH . F34k, ER LUK QTL i s AL RIEK, FERIEE A5 QTL. PRRAR R 2 m)
SRR, PR AR EMEIE R (BURAE, 2004b) . XEEH T AEMERRIR I, I fE AT
i 5 A BEAE AL I T L ) R i

1.1.4 ABA

&R (ABA) & MAEDE, TErE )0 058 PiE N2 7 ke R VER . 5 ha n]
LL%E S ABA (04, fF ABA S B30, 4k 2 oL (02608, IR S8 SE R R 724 L]
DAARI AN S 32 T R Ha Aok a3 . E ROk L, TR 2 0 FOKR m 5 A i B i
ABA BEHEIN, ABA S RLAHE AT LA IN T RS R AR R L, dEREAR AN MR, T 40
LeIBRFE I CUTI R ) IR, FRESSL T, (RERX 7K 2 I (Tuberosa et al, 2002;
BALPAE, 1995b) . T HAF (1993) e, T5Hbafiint i ABA &GN, SEALH, X
SRRSO ok E A0 HEES A OR A ABA i Or T4 M ST 52 A4 B U3
RBE AL ARG ALIF I ABA JE 38 I 390 8 11 5T A i AL ) g 22 R e LR
FEAEK AR . R ANE ABA B 97 TOKIN P YEREUE T 2ok . K215 (1998) it ZeAiA 1)
KRR ABA (2mg/kg) Ja, TIEIATREETRMMNE. 458 AL 8N, 280
BEAC. 4 MRAR IR AR L BRAIC, Tt R B R 5 ABA 5%, ZRAK. FBESE, 7R
JIME R, ABA ACBERERE S EAERH S K B R B, W IR S BN 2 5.

TE5> T KF EXTABA S 1 ¢ R IOBEFU AT T — Lok g . — L8 0 i ABA 7 & 11
QTLIHAT THZI, AR K IABA S & (2 AN, I FAI 20K S A S QTLs A A5
Lebreton % (1995) FIH 84 ANRFLPA s TQTLAM T, FEU Ak 3 LA E] T ¥ HIABA S & (1)
QTL, Tuberosa %5 (1998) Xf 80 MFs K AMBIET FHPME N T ABA S BHET T a6 70, JF
BEATRFLPAEEI#F 2] T 16 MMQTLs. Ribaut™57EAFFTHH IS 16 MHIKQTLs, KILH 1) 4 /MhE
TEANRINE 32 2 5 ma i r ABA S . 5346, W50l RIL T 3 HABA & S I QTL S & il L e i
HARIQTLs X F, JF HRIL, ABAE &M INK 2 506 Bl T2 R SL S BN 7= i
MR R D) S (Sanguineti et al, 1999) o IERATIIHE RN, KEQTLALM 537 FKIA . 55
P EERIAR S 1) R B S T B Aok, nT B2 O R ABA TR I ALK 580k 11

1.2

1.2.1

WAL Z AR EMZ R AL IRy, WA MRS RE SR R 2L )i
e 22 FEVEQLITAE Y AN [FIFPIR], ol AN [RIRIRE 1) LA [F] — P AN RS R TR] T 2 e . Tt %2
PEPERIE TR Al BSE I TR — AN T ET T o YR IR0 % 2 REE iy BB A A S, B WX
METAZABE Ty ki, o)A v B R
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Toft ARt A 2 PRI MRl L L4801 20 FEVE 1 5 T BRI . ZARTERE AN DGR KA (17
W, REILAAFRUR R HTEE, RPN S AR AR R R e 1 HLE R 9 ) (Solbrig, 1991).
PITAT KA ZAEEE R AR 7> T IR T iet e B REVERR I 5 5848 . AL, RPN LA
L RINFEAT K AP RAGEPAT AR ORI, XL BBIE R T RN KRR AR, &
RS, LR PERA BN U R S BRI A, BT EE IR 2 A sk 2
PERIBETT, W AR SR B g s GRVEIIT ) 720, I i st AL i ) 53 5E Hefill o

1.2.2

K (Zeamays L) JE T ARARI LEZEK (Maydeae) LZEZ)E. £ KKFILE 7418,
A EEZ)E (ZeaL.). BEEERJE (Tripsacum L) B S (Coix L), 708 (Chionachne
R Br.). fifi j7 )& (Schlerachne R Br.). —Z4}1J& (Trilobachne Henr.) f1£ % Z5)& (Polytoca R Br.).
TE R B ZRJE P ERESE ToKAL, HE B R AT SN MFIER,  FOKEI MR 2 B Aok .

TERZ) 6000~9000 1T, EZM TR LE, 76878 i I e T R AG 1) &
Ky . HEN 20 tHELE, BRNFEATOITS MK L 7 SR T A R, AR AR
7, T ARCEA SRR APIAI AR AR, BT ATHRER S D EE R AR Z R TE R,
AT B G M I BT R AR P I P s £ 22 PR IR B

K500 4FHT, FRBEGINE, ANERRTE SRR T AR, SR1, 3K L8R5 ) &R
WRRM TP I RAPOLTE TR ZJGE D TRYIME G e, TER T BIE K& 1) E Ky
Al e XEEHL T SRR T IR E FOK B R B B B . A LR IR K E M R X
HOTREE H TIRZOR WM. 20 ALK, REREM TEEFGHIET AR, AR,
Bt KR R A AS R IIE BRI ), B RO b (19 2 FE AT AN Wb, 525 (1983,
M= (19900 FAREN T axXFiase. A1k BT 8% 2 FE0E T BT S SO SEA B L S a7
MG, S UHAEY B R LI S e i IR R . AT, ARk, BR R SONE SN
TIRZ FKMIM, WS8R, Heifiiss.

B 2228 B RMIFIE IR 6 F I 1) oK B A 2R BRUREA T 2 O 35 ) 4 Jse oy — TN L T
MORFFREII TAE. 20 T2 80 AFARLISK, @i /b Rk, MR A T8, BRI
E AAZ RIOFFIEREAT THEP 08T (508, 19835 B =44, 1990). T#kIE%E (1998) 7
X IR 2 N B A R RIGHAT RGE T LUG, 456G T LA RS 2, U HRE
(1 A8 Z E AT PURSERE: ok 1425 [H Lancaster Ml Reid BF, DL [ A RS (938 DU S-Sk 5 e k40
#, HrPH Lancaster #EEL 75 Mol7 « H 330 PI/ANERE, MEAMEAFAAEEL H E AR AAE R 56l
Suwan FIME £ FE b DX Tl 5 20 18 1) — L6 4

i JLAFEK, Bfi# RFLP. RAPD. SSR. AFLP 5573 TAnic B ARTE R0 P 5 (1 K v
FORAFI AR R 73 TAE ST TARKIEE R (R 1-1Do &R T AR IR EARARTE TR 35
FERI Sy BRI T — @ @M, Jorh, SSR ARIc BRUh w8k 3 A2 1 e 1T R A0 J LA SR AT AH
KM % RIS 45 R F, 7474 RFLP A1 SSR HHATXI0 5, A IU K ERE 1) Reid
VAL BSSS Al PA BIANEE G2 UATSE, 2001). JEoK, I HEESLEIATR P78599 [ P138.
X178+ 5% 319+ vk 137 45 AAC R AR E FOK A ™ rh il 7Bk 22 # (0, fEIA Lk A8 &R



Ape

S R e AL R 0A TS s B =

Ja AT ZR PR ARER A0 I R D, IXEE 1 A8 AR 2 B — AN AT 2R AR A, RO PR GRRAR
5, 1999; FIUARSE, 2004). PB#F (ZHgSE, 2003) s #i I HE (ES0ESE, 2004).

1-1

Figure 1-1 Studies about heterotic groups of inbred lines

WARIA AP BRI 53 5 R 222 30k

Ritk WA 2RSS Reids PEVUPSL. RKZHE . Lancaster (Mol7. H 3300, L#EBE%E, 1998a,b
r e

RAPD Reid. JEPUF-3k. Ji€KZ0H . Lancaster. P #if RAASREE, 1999
AFLP N RIPUESE, 2000
RFLP . Mol7. H 330, B73. 77 [ . 51l WA B4, 2001
RFLP. SSR JEPUSP-3k. i K40 . Lancaster. BSSS. PA HATAE, 2001
SSR WEDUSESL, WRAKZLHE . Lancaster. BSSS. PA. PB ZPriAE, 2003
SSR Reid. DY~k E28. Lancaster. i I . H 330, H'& JHICHES, 2004

1.2.3

R A S5 A 1R 7 ORI 5T 50K 1 A AR A P 1K) 328 A 2l 30 L DO ) DAL 5 A 18— ol 73
HrFBe. Liu 5 H] SSR FRic xS 260 A AR 17 S iy TORIAL AR IK) H A AR A2 1 3 |
WAk AR AR L BOKRAPRREAT T ik 2R RS R 0 i, B I AR K
ik Z PR S R AR, IR A AR, XL SS (Stff Stalk) FEAIEAL AN By,
117 ISR IR B AR & A AR I EOE A BT fhbf b (1 80 %, TR 5 s b Rl T LLA s
KERPEAL 2 (e 2 HEE (Liu et al, 20030, J35h, B EA HISRBLAG T 0 TR B AT 2l K
4T IR FCHE  (Fukunaga et al, 2005) . H i 75 J [ B BAT AH SR 7Tl FI0E -

1.3

1.3.1 SNP LD

() BHFRZ &M

FEPZH AL IR 22 A 1 2248 SNP A /2K (IndeD).

WL IR Z A1 (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP), 2 FR7AEFE K 41 /K P b i A%
TR AL S TH 1Y) DNA FPy 2851 Bt n gL 1A S h b WL — b Ty 24 2 481k
1 90%LA I,

SNP TR 2 A0 W KBBR8 57, XA AR 5 ml b AR 1 45 46 (transition)
B (transversion) Jr [k, ] i mgE (0 4 AN BRER 2K P 3. (HIEH BT Ui () SNP JEAUHE 5N
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Pt He LUF, SNP BEWREZ S 248N, Wl 3 a4 NMEN 2 A, HEkF L,
JE P ARR DL, LT DL o AL, TR BT ) SNP #aE AR 2 ASPERT . SNP 2247 PUA
T TN CoT (GoA), =FihHi: CoA (GoT). CoG (GoO), ToA (AoT).
HH T A% EFRR (1) 5- FF 5 R 0 ke ik i BE DRV A v e B O AR SR TR R, T I R M I 2 B 7 T i i
WENE, AFE1HVURN SNPs fEAERIZH T tH LA AN E ), AR 2] 2/3 & CoT (GoA),
MR I CoT (GoA) A 52%. He UM AR Ik A JLZAHL. Wang 55 (1998) 1)
WFFEAAE ] 73X — 5. 7EHE[KZH DNA H, AR i il Re A B8 7, [KIE SNP WEAT nl AE7E 2k
DUEAIP, AT w] BEAE LD ASMO ARG AL 551 Lo 1T SNPs 75 BN K DR sl S 3 DA 20 Hh 1 20 A
AN, ZAPE T AR KA, AL TS IX AN ¥ SNP (coding SNP, ¢SNP) N LE4G /b

SNP il Indel J& K5y 5547 KR 22 S i) F i . 7F — Sy P s R 7 Se s BAG , AfTTE 44t
WD T RMAGHFN PR o i FFHARMEEE, 75 DNA K EXHF 2 A7 84
b RBAL AR AT B AT T AR N T RS . DNA 5 A7 JE R 5 PCR 45 iy 3 B 1) i A 7Y
b g 5 AE SNP Bk TR HLAA WS | ) iIiEtAdric (Lindblad-Toh et al, 2000; Bhattramakki et al,
2001; Syvanen, 2001). fEANEHFEH, AL KIN—H 2 J7 SNP. BATTRERAE Ay de 157 51K 73 T Aad,
Yo 5 2 ERIN D RESE IR o

FE—SERIIRI R, W EKAIKE (Zhu et al, 2003), &3 SNP AL fij #1428, [ i ees)
P APAE BT IR WA TR 2 A 1 o T L6, v LB HEE T SNP SRR o ST sk Ad (1
SIHTECHE T B SNP 40 A AT S 2 (015 B, 765 R ALK OGRS A7 S R I e g o G
LD fESIRTE, o n) LI I 4> 5L DR 20 414 5 e 55 R AR OCIRR I R A1 IX 3 B HoR EIREE,  SNP
Al Indel FRiCAE2r TARICHIBIE Rl EST MEERIAIIAL . PyF I (e & bbb 31 R I HESh A
FH o TRIE, ARG I T 356 A1 ) S5 7 R DR A S 15 SR R 22 [ (1) TG 5 1T, SNP [RSf FH BE 8y K
Wk, ABEP LD KTFREFUE R, LD AL FARAE B . % BRI, SNP HRA 34T,
A EAS SNP 34T, x4 b — SR AT A A L R 5 S R OCIBE T 1R SE AT R )& A2

(=) EBA P (Linkage Disequilibrium) 5 ¥iA%Y (Haplotype)

WA (LD WA AR FIAPAT, Bl AP AR R R DGR, fiji 52, LD 2
ARV A AL R R ) AERERLOCER 7. e 2 A (It SNP) Z IR AHOG, Rkl 578
YL IEFE— IR (Flint-Garcia, 2003). QIR AN K RIAL 2 07 43 B8 (1 B HLAS B R
WAAER.. RENEITE, Ba, ZEMEL AT ES P #RES (Falconer etal, 1996). R,
R, EPE. AR LD R .

Prig ARy, A RIS A BEVE, e Al AE A — e ok BBt JFH-—i
) Je AL, ARG AR A .

WH 2-4 A~ SNP 3t AT LU E — AN PRI o U AR BN AT N, sl e — A SR B o
TP SNP £ /b o SRR SR B e — > SR [1) SNP #5Fk A “ R TUARZE (Haplotype tags)”
(Johnson, 2001). H1T#A7 s A% 73 TR BRYE, LU A SNP KL BOR FOHRIER e, AR R e
FUH 71 % BIEAL A K EA . FElAE LD 0 brh, SRR R A Je Ab T BiA- TR A T i —
MNEEARGER R o

TEGIA LD MM &2 HpRE . R LD MEBUEACH), (HeIAlm LA FR. ESE

9
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(R — 4 Gt LA i th T B B = 2R AR DG AR, 177 LD WIFE— M4 P S5 55 R ] 1)
FHOG . TRIE = A2 T R S EGR/KEI LD. @, W P A SEARTE J LA DA (1) 2 25
W=, IR AR R e AT BT 2 2 oK B IR BRI AR AR 1 F g S AR RN o DRI A 19/ A 418 i et
[ LRI, BT UAAAE IR LS SNP &3 JEA DG, I EHEM T8 T =K LD, 5
AR, TRy B R AR B SNP Z&SZ T ANRIRER ., 07708, RIiX e SNP A RAKHIAH
KB E AT LD,

H LMt ikl H FHELD. Delvin&Risch (1995) LA J5 K ffiJorde (2000) X} 4FF 5
VRIS AT T s o Ferh Rl 0 7 P AID ™ o SR AN PN A SR R A
a, 7ML BRI, SFEAIEEIRI RIS 1Ay gy T wy, A, PR ERARRLS A
TABs Taps Taps T ape JTATLDGETE IR A ot S 3 (1) B AR B0 55 S 2 AR TR A3 2
() ¥ 22

Dgp = (Tap — TATB)
TIIXEE G 7R AN R 2 A AE T b 2= S R . HrP e 8 a0

(D)’

TTATlRTTRTT

LD (R15E v &% (P D 35 T LU IR 7350 o 13 R A4 A28 R BE BRI, i Fisher
KR53 (Fisher RA, 1935) Lh#%: WAL Z 742 H# 04T (Weir BS, 1996) KX —/EkiH
AL A AN S B R AT L

JiHh—H LD Giit{E D™ i A AE

1D'| = — (Day)” for Dgp < 0;

MIN(T AT, TaTTR) '
Do)

D] = (Dab) for Dyp > 0.

MIN(TATR, TalTh)

M3 D7 Ik TS S A R AR B AT e f o BT LARIVE A 18 (9 S B R AN R G, %
EAUREAE 0 F 1 2 10424k

rHID T X PRSI S T LD AN RDT I, (AN 40 BRI RIS . (EREA M
PRI /N B S FE AR AR IRl ST Ty VR ARAN BEAR L A o HEAT IS 25 B s
PREAHE T EALL, AR T RAE S DT ARSI E AL S, DRI A A A 2 S P S R
MIZETHE. AR, FEREARIBEING, DT & ARAR S5 A7 BE Ay LA RRUE , IXRE RN,
HI AR ) 22 250 AL A I DU R ST BE A (R Rl REVESRAD> T o oA 14521 5 70 3 (R AGL I 4
B ARSI BRI rGEil, D e R T AR e R H bRQTLZ M4 EREMIBER .

DR Ay SN R DRI RS, i ) () B 206 LD A2 580, i DURE (ARt A b U 82 1) (1 K i A
#AE LD B2 e, SARERAL T LD h 2 VR SRR AR SS R R N LD (1
FHRFE: AR LD AR I AT o B R AT i

4 AR IR P B A A7 AE R BE AR LD T R DA AR R L3, ] IR AT IS FLAA TR 22 i) 0 Xl S 2
SRATHN, B AfERAE R LR AR CREAS KRAE A kb) s s 451k,

10
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A AN BT ANIE S /NS (Islands), 10 e AT 2 T8] R X 4 ) & J 4 1 #05 X 3k (Hot Spot)
(Goldstein, 2001; Daly et al, 2001; Jeffreys et al, 2001),

1.3.2

MR 26 56 £ 5 P A 2R . IX RN F 81 22 I 2 R 2 ARV IR st B il o 900X
YCFEH 2 RENE, 2 RIBAY) 200 K B A A JE R PR I A . [N, IX L8541 22 R 35
M, A BT RS P i D R B R AR I A R R AR T IR R IR D), 0 TR R IX e
SR A A s B . AR, KIALCR, TSI R, 31Xy T R
JRGNS . HETLE, BENTHEARRIKE, nTUFE DNA K XV 2 AL a0 E A48 b AT
38T, AR EIOCT P21 2 FEE I UHERR{E B, X P21 2 RE IR RIS A 52 BB BOR 1) 55 . 7Rk
Kb, CO&HT—LHRE.

XU N, TEAHDCHE R I R, S B30 FRHE ZFETE PG, XOATE cl {7
RO CAMEE A ROAEN A kI (Hanson, 1996). Wang (1999) 1 White (1999) T KAE
PR TR FE DRI DI A A 3 7 5 I AR OGO 8 o AR 0 B A7 At 3 3 1 IX R 41
ZHPERE TR, Mgt X 2% A KIIX IS . 1M terminal earl (tel) SF{7 55 K741 2R
HARTES — 8 PREBIA TS50, 5 TORMSEARLE,  ERRE K P A AR I 21/ 5 1 A 2

LR — T80 S B TS G AR B 21 A5, R WIZE 43 B Rl b A2 e 25 R KT 1)
ZREME, (HAERE AR P 2 TG, W HRILZ R R E AR A, JEHAE
100~200bp Yo [ P Rl 21 1 IEBA- #1328 (Tenaillon et al, 2001).

T T KT BT AR 1) 40 22 S A R AR AR 7, ARSI R A Bt —
RYNVEER S 2 . i frh, B A B DL AR e 2 A, dhair g in e, A9
HERT e o PR LR 2] 7 O E ] o I RAE A R A s A AT T
B9

Selinger # Chandler (1999) 1R K b FEPIEEALAL UK R GRS vh =AM 73 I E AL AL
3B, RIMAEBEA R TAAT 5B ) 73 2, W REAG RN B vl e A T A8 AR e AE = ik
A N EREE R I T Zea mays. /341, W RKBLT Zea mays. Parviglumis 341 . KX AN KR ILK)—AS 1] fg
PIRRRE A, X AN AT BEAE KB 70 B 2 U T 4693 25 1« 1M Selinger Al Chandler 1Ay, tH
FIREAE b FEDR 30 D A Y I 4 2R AR i IR

White Xf FoK tel 7@ T REEK G oa, IFRA LT RPN 58—
A . FRWARIR R, FR T Z.huehuetenangensis LASN, #IRTE T HEALAL N . FERHVE Tk 3
RT3 I A3 7 2840045 5 (Hilton et al, 1998; Golubinoff et al, 1993; Hanson et al, 1996), JfH]
Zea taxa WIS IS 55 1 R R0 KR AN LS . KB & MRS BETON P BB
] AR AE ¢l A Adh2 £7 4 & B (Gaut et al, 2000). 52 AR, glbl Al Adhl 218754 A H
Btk s, Zea luxurians S ALAL KB T MAFRIEELE, (Hilton et al, 1998; Gaut et al, 1999).

XUCHF SR B, o SRR 2 A AR AE ORI BB s e, X B K P el Tl 110 25 DR
SEW N BT DAHED, A RO A AN Rk S0 T fe 5 S A7 s R R AN R G, RPAEAT
PRI T BERCIE T 1) Zea WIFP I, BT BERCIR T-AE PN B 2 AR, JFBEZ A

11
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[B#T5 (Wilkes, 1977). TRAWIFEKIN, bz A7 —S8S5 0 A7 1, ST FRE R 2L AR I, A
DA ) () B2 A2 DNA X B st SE AR, X IF5e A S FF 73X MEG (Fu H et al, 2002).

1.3.3

A, T IR A S R EACE R EHE 2R DUGS A, ORI LD AR T
YIRS, R KB LD 8. KM, LD K TPRZMERERm, i, dTFRMELokA
ATVEERS K R AT IR, I8 428 S PR 1) 280 DR R BE DR A X k) LD 7Kt o
EERE AL/ T

FEEKH, LD iR FEE AT s A R 22 5. B, 76 Y1 3L (i \EFma R4
), W) B35 1REY 4kb 1 LD, fH[— A, 78 PSY2 K (—MBGE M\ ALl =
E B RD HIH %23 1kb (Palaisa et al, 2003). Bl JG T SORIL, 46 Y1 EE K LD &4
I 800kb, XA LD /KIRABLT-1E LW it 5L Adhl B¢ 21)1#) 500kb (Jung et al, 2004) .
X AK AP EREE B A7 AR A /KT LD, BE K BOK B Rl se b 1N Tk 838 ki«

LD [ A e B BEAAN Rt G ANE] (Flint-Garcia et al, 2003). i1, 765 KM 7 5 b
LD ZE{H{YLE 1000bp AP (Tenaillon et al, 2001), 7FZFEALE K B & T2 K4 2000bp
(Remington et al, 2001), {HAEFKZ L AR R, B TKME n e 818 Bz (1 g AL 5L,
LD (EERRBAR . EF T E kBT, 5T Adhl ATyl £7 45, LD SE{H 255858 100kb (Rafalski A,
2002; Palaisa, 2003), A [FFEHIH TH1EE, Ching FlAZHHLE 300-500bp A X 18 NFEKfK) LD
BTG, SZhr BB KB LD %£E (Ching et al, 2002).

75 2R i (R A 4 B EEA T FRORIE T b HIAH 4R A0 T LD g 1B IS« Tenaillon®5 ] —41
LRI KR A T 4tk 1 B 21 A SRS 2 FEE (Tenaillon et al, 2001). LDIf
PPRETIR, SFIIZE 2000p N> TORHE 0.25. A7 S IRILDRIS TR, R 208 1 B 7 s 7 )
— YL ORI S, IR EA] )L P ASFELELD  Remington 5Ky 1 3 BT P 1) LA A 3t A 5 PR 41 I SNIP
LD, BT AR 102 /4> BAS R, AR T A tH A2 A0 B Bl b adi A5 H 1) & RobA k) (g%
ZFEPE (Remington et al, 2001). 7EX} 6 AMEIEILR R A& A, FERINLDIRE IR (7 1500bp
W< 0.1). X PRIEREIR thee 521 15 DI B g ). SRT, AR S LD ZER %
FEAEAR K ZE 5, sul A7 /e 12kb sl L% K AELDEEIR . O T AL EE AL (LD, Al e ) &
T 47 ASSRAERCIA LD (Remington et al, 2001 F X Lehr3c K I 21 (I LD /K F- Lt FH SNP AR I 21 ()
" o

X T LD BRI SepRL p (0 22 e LR iR . B8, TR IR 2 Rk A KM
BB AR I Zebh o R 20 WL 52 3] 10) F 4 AR 0 m] e 7z B AR M I T = AR . DRI, ASTRITR
LD IR R W T RS A Ao @0, 76 AZFEME b SR 2R AR R P2 T 8
LARM RIS, LD FREERAWIE . M, #HT Tenaillon F1 Remington Jt FHHEAR 73 ) e &
FpOTRN b SANALR, SRR X 5, BT AR 2 LD PO R

PR IF ) LD RS TR A8 s W6 L. i T3 2 i L ACAE Y, LD EU
R R P RE AP X 38850528 (Nordborg, 2000). Hagenblad (Hagenblad et al, 2002) X 1€ #4751
FRIGIDA [fJ—Bt 400kb X3 [1) 14 /N BOll 7. AT LD 7E 250kb (FH4F 1eM) N R

12
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TR, 7EESEBUR AL Z A R T SR LD. WSRE 76 AR LR 163 4 SNP
R ATt s s i, LD 75 250kb N A K 4ESEIR (Nordborg et al, 2002) .

T RASLE - LD W52, A LA R S RO U A7 1 RPML J ) LD #E4T
TN, EREEREAT, LD M T A oM CRAAS T Mb 40, X0 LD fEHEL% ] fE e
M FAE 2 200 4FHUR AR B AL FAR D 2.

HEEWH R T T AR KIS LD, K29 10cM (Jannoo et al, 1999). Ul 2% A H 4k
BRI E A S O, S4B G IS NN . KR AR BRIk B T S.offcinarum
HI S.spontaneum, #XJi555 S.offcinarum ZX[EIZE . W H RN E FREGE, SUFAEERN AN —IK
BRI AR LK, YR 2T 10 ke ARG, AT 59 ANFEM ) RFLP Ax12[Alf¥) LD.
IXBEAEAE 2 LD 1R SO s v A AR A — Gtk b BRI, 34k 14%00 RO R G ta ik I
(W37 5o Jannoo MIESFAHME, T HEERZAENE, LD MEAMINRE S KT A sa, X
TPEAE 25 LD f RO s K843k E S.spontaneum SEAS, 33X S W T 543 A PR AC 0 OB % o

A, 7EKF (Kraakman et al, 2004, 2006) . K4EFA (Brown et al, 2004). /5% (Hamblin et al,
2004). 4 (Ingvarsson, 2005) it O JIIRIE .

1.3.4 LD

RAL L HARAR WK, A EHRZR R )G, SECT R R, XA 2 A S 5
WS HAANFRPENAE . BT B ARG N Tk mAe7s, HAaAaRR A4S LA A7 T
W EIEAR A R AN, HAARIRIR KA S ZE W IR, EEBEAINERT, A e A Rl X
() e — Pl v] g tH IR 2 B, B2 R EOR RN TE G TR — MO X IR [R)— 4, SsBOR
) TR — Ak, ATRER )AL 2R T R

TERZ] 6000~9000 “ERY, ENEE 22 NMKZ SRl P 2) 1 R AA M R 7 . 2T
A, BT XL T SR AT R, IR T A R DM RIAT A E . 1XH
AR CPIMEAEDIS L) #RES B 3] TR IS EE45 I S B PR T A8 AR AR P 25 AT ) o 25407 e A
N T e . IXLE N TT5E ) Bk B B e T 00 T IR I DR 1 2 A 22 AR 1) FRAIC DA SO AN 7
FERIMGIN . WIS L, TR RL 2% ~4% 15K, RIZ) 1200 M2EK], A0l ReAE L 72
T B TR ST 2R (Wright et al, 2005).

BT BRI Rk R A B RE R A3 (Yamasaki et al, 2005). #lt, X
SEILDR 3 A I IE DR L e R BEDRTRN A P B DR I 1-1) 0 1 K2 [ b 77t b P 0 A i 5 o XL 2
TRy s A 2 AR AR I SR IR O PGB T Sy SRR Y R e TR
A BERE R ), H 2R IR B, (A7 Sob el R R b &1 7K 52 T 1R i T 2k
ZREERRAR, IXLEILPIRR O B R B AEREA A R b — RS2 B 45 1 ) () BE PRIRR Oy vh MR
PRl o X LEIE DA IR 73 AN AR 35 A AT BT S0 G b PRAR B R IR st AL 30N, i AR E A Bt R s
B P, AT RER, REESRRENZ OB R OART TR, (iS5
TinFARAS, KA ERER, ] QTL kil &5 T Bod vl DAL 2 FE0E,  mox 79I HE
Dt 0 T R OK 21 R AT SR A LA R

— A, R R LD REFEQAT, b2 A R B B, A R R0 A% R SR A B A 2 8 i LD

13
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FEJE (Hudson, 2001), {H=ZEM T HEAAERE . K HIENT 3 BEFE DR R 2547 A8 S EAT 1E ) 12 4%,
SRR N T H AR R X S T BB AR 1) LD 7K-F o BRI, G SR b BE PR AE KN a4 rhk
T IR I PR S R, IS At s ORFF B Y LD 5. DRI, ol h) ek A
DI LD JEATAS I, vl DL M B I R (1 529 (Clark et al, 2004), M4 Wi 5 5 7 )1
AR R FR PR AR R T A R )

FERAK MY R R, T AT e He, AL 5 R SR 25 DA O A i 7E 2 FE
BEARA IS, LD FREEAHMNIG I, TR T —Sem o B it sy . BT, oK sul 7 RifE
12kb W L&A KA LD 3R, RISy T AN N DGR % (Whitt SR et al, 2002) .,
BT sul A7 siLAAh, cl Fl thl PHANM mith RIS A% 22 PR PEAR R AR I AR 15 A2 oK N Tk Reid f o
(AR .

Neutral Gene Domestication Gene  Improvement Gene

e @ “g0®
s 3
22 Yo 0"
o%e o @
e_®

Teosintes

Modern Inbreds

1-1 (‘Yamasaki et al, 2005)
Figure 1-1 Effect of Domestication and Plant Breeding on Genetic Diversity of Maize Genes (Yamasaki et al, 2005)

X REDRZH AN AEAT IR B T o 5 W BIAH S AL R 2RI, 1R A T Al R 21
ZAEPER B . 75 Clark X thl A7 ARG A I, XS thl A7 fUFRT Iz 6 B 0] ) [ 1 2k PR 41
DX S RAR B RO KRB I R s AN D, SRR A EE DA R] 1) LD ARG, RIIEREAE %
X sk LD AT st F2 vk 20 4 AR /N . BTSRRI, BN BE DR AR S A0 i IR 22 RE R 1) 4
FZ R RN S, MRS 2 EAE . AR/ BHAZH . B REERERR. £ thl
A7 R IR T VR A R G ) L R 35 DR A DX Sl RIAH &7 sl SRR R, AR AR B B TR
KGN I FE A B R G MR K (Buckler et al, 2001), LK AR Fa i AR 07 Sk 16 3 44 95 20

(Eyre-Walker et al, 1998), 1 H, T K& AN RESRAEFRED),  th by Sk 1)y E 4 R 2S99
TEFET HE DR A )5 1

N TR S — R A o, — 85 NRTEE VIR RA ZHIREER, HJcikisi QTL

ENLRIOCHR SN M 45 72258 ok, 102 1 TS0 H PR AR IR I B4 A A 3 R 2k 2 T st A%

14
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DRV MR IME R BERE R SR B AR, T AR R AT dhFP2eal, AR BMR 4 HIR
A8, VAE R AR WO DL st 2 L

1.4

1.4.1

K5y EBERAR 2R AR o 2 2% 1) 2 S MR AL Rl iy, ke X S D e A7 sl AT 10 AL
VER RG> 7% v MR IEDUR P T PSR R

ZAELISK, — M HEB A HTIN RAL S A B AR EE 2, T RO IR E I LA QTLE R » 7EAE
Yy, X e S B A AT I i R K 23 A IS 8 5 B S A A, 3 R TE AR PR AT, IR R
AL RZBEAR (RIL) 45. K10, XLCHHAA AR KRB e, ok, AR EL HF T3
TR TR 2 BEAARAR . LR, R TATAT 25 58 I AL s AR A AT P AN 4567 s [R] R[] IR 43
GUo N T HOIEERER R 2 F, A2 )L MaYYFi b C il 2 R BEPL A ek it T KIEAIE AT
ARHA (RIL), #10 T K (fintermated B73 XMol7 (IBM) FEfA, XU AT EH N T H4l 5
PEREERCH o S W, WWZQTLsH D #R R JLAeM,  HECA DN BRI Y. S54b, 75
—ANEEAA OO AT T BEbR T D B AT R, SX AT S R A 6 BT 22 R D B ) S
M LAEAT o

KERAERE (association mapping) &I JLAFEA S I AN FWE S 0 A T, ) 2 N T
NFGBAL AT o 2TV HARFI SR AT O 5, RefAl H AR PR 2 20 R [XT (1) 2 Ak 45
HRERIEAT /0T, W LA e R AR S S UAH OC () AT R 58 D RE IR AL B R AL i,
BT 52 e Hm R AR AT R (I AT . FEB o A ROCIRAE 2 P A F I I 25 B PRI TR
(Risch et al, 1996; Mackay, 2001). H1-1-IRIBAE B ZRMI 1) 52 LR — R RO A R A R K R R,
PNITESPEEE &7 iy 1 = S Iy NG/ P S SR A= R (ST 7 3 P s N R @ v TP & ol EE T
PEIENECHE L o6, BT TR0 TR 504 (Buckler et al, 2002; Flint-Garcia et al, 2003 ).

SR, B HT R OCIRAE B2 BN AR 11, B lnde 28 IR AIE . Zeitfig )15 710 (Wilson et al,
2004). Hischhorn SEXX PYMAN R 78T T 4 0 R A LLEL (Hischhorn et al, 2005), 4t
SE it S ICATE PR R et LA AR G R 450 (Whitt et al, 2003),

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ~%ﬁbﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%%%m-Tw%ﬁi?ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%,ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ
PR TN I R 5, NEAFERHE AR S /I mT, BRI e PR, thH HIE,
FEAARTE = 5000 {n (Thornsberry et al, 2001); A] LA [R]I %S B AN 3507 L IIEA TR ;- ] LB A A
[ 5T B 95 A 1R AL R DR S 6T H AR IR 1 DTk e (18 1-2, Yu et al, 2006a) . HAS 2 4b
72T BT BRI AL TS 5ONE AT e SRR SR m, (HIX ] DLOE R 7156 FHSSR SNPAE AR 43 #r
FURFAA L R DL L BR AR B 1 o

SRIRAI TR 73— b FH 38 A2 ] DLt R4 B DR AT AT 44, I8 08 tH 5 H AR 3 AT QIR 1) 2
DRTZH X 35 o 5 DR 2 41 o R o T 3 ) e A7 s H R THIE AN P4 (LD (22 (Rafalski,
2002) ATHRAHDCHEAA IFE B P (Al R e 105, ) SNP BEATHAE LS, A A3 DAA S Rl 41
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FAREAAN A 0 FEAHE ) 7 125 RENE BT R BEAT TR A PRI BT AL DR 1

A

[#)

Intermated recombinant inbreds

Faositional cloning |7
: ‘| Near-isogenic lines

Recombinant inbred lines

£ 40
10 g
2 @
o | Pedigree | 2 <
) | _ J
Association mapping] F2/BC
1 -
1 1x 104 1% 107
Hesoclution (bp)
Curent Cpingn in Botechnology
1-2 Yu et al, 2006a

Figure 1-2 Comparison of various methods for identifying alleles (Yu et al, 2006a)

JRUE SSR SRR F5 17> Fhric (Powell et al, 1996), SR H1 T B AT 22 S0 1 A 01
mfEEE, AR T IR . 34k, SSR SR R )3 41K 1R Al Rl P A BL P th 2 e — 4
IS AP AEAE ) R, BT AR RIS A AL B [RIRE /N SSR, HgE AR U A1 T fig ANIR] (Viard et al,
1998; Estoup et al, 1995), X BAHFF SSR bric TLiEH T-REE M. 53— 51, SNP A 4547 1,
FANE A FERAS, 788 T IoKM b X 0.263 (Ching et al, 2002), ZLLEfik T SSR 1) 0.77. A
I, WA A B TFA 4, AT SR B DR S AR AN R OCIBE /4, 3075 2 1 SNP S0 1 =% B 7y 1
PRide BRI 2 MM ERE =4 T K SNPs Al Indels, #fn] LAVE JydstfEbric in AR . x4
et T LA i 5 DR 408 41 £ 0 P ok R B, B TR G N N A R R B R AR 1 I R EST
FEHVHAT VBN TGRS . RS FOREERI AR I X AR LA SNP brid 78 J5UU) F o2 7
[f1, 3XJLAS SNP &4ll—AN 4L, Skse e — > sk i,

1.4.2 LD

RIAEEFAE T A G w0 7 e, XMl T JE R 41 1f) LD 4544 VR 2tk RERs L N 5%,
FFEEA . BHER . EFE . AR CRNR AR (B — AN A 88 ERFA A 7] 1) 55407
R, #40m LD 454 (Flint-Garcia et al, 2003; Gaut et al, 2003). JCIAE K1) I8t S22 Th g
AL RS 2 AFE Y ELE B IARIC ) LD, 1K KB AT R AL, HAAR TR 45 4 (1 fff o o
YA RO AT ORI A AT IR Bl e AT e 26 ORI 0T IR 20 FR e s G o AR b — s L 2 P 1)
LD (3B gsE T Sl IS AT BT it BE b i 7 56 R S, LA R St DRI o3 A im0 75 (10356 e v
filtg, dn i LD P e, St A AN bR IC E B, DUER 3 5 D Be A R B
IFRIC o B LA T-70 EARBEAR AN B MR b B OCHR A0 U705, T il LD R 458 5 X Sl 0 75 1)
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— RNy, T AT AR, BAEBCR A EYI LD A XK T A B ED o

LD AR E T R AT IZE Y . LD IR R T AT S R A 4, 38 /A7 1%
LR G HT o MEERIAL) LD AP B s, AT ORI B TR ZE b ic B H b, Hor ke
BAE, MIES TARERAFHR; ke, R LD POETEE, AR 2 5 ks kit tr ¢
WRAEIE, TR ABEAT A D A R R AR BE 2o AH 24 0, [RIIN, I IR 8 ) 2 % 30 A 35 5 Tk e PRI X
B OCIAHT (Bl 1-3; Rafalski, 2002). fESEFAIFRET, 404 T AL P AL bric K R PPl
P o F3 L AT 5 1 e D AR il B T LD F2J% (Kruglyak L, 1999). filhn, AZKIELH
4L 70000 MR, AR TT 2000 A, FHRANE] FK 25 A 750000 A4S, 17 H TR E )
HEFE, FARETALRTEA KPR LD, By KT AR E 50000 Mhrid, o
JUETE AT AR, BOARBE A 25 T e 06 5 AR 10 2 H s Al fig, AR T BRIL R 71 LASR R e
YIRS, XA AR SR, LRSEPR A S s (12, KR M I AT R
SEMGET Mo 2450 L FERIZL K 50000 4~ SNP i, BROAIHEAT 7 5CT-/NMhsr s, By LAAEAE
MR 2 TR ] o A TE X 22 Sy, agh R A O U 56 SR ARG P A . ARk
DRI ZH 414 P S0 R P A 5 1K QTL I8, U H B8 TN B BB R REAR IS, 4 g3k
G REE . A PIAINE ] LR IXAN [ 8. £ — A R BGE/KF LD R, fan—A
S0 T MBSV AR, B, AR 5L DR X A T 234

R TR 20 2 IEAE T AR 43 1 A AA VR S BR AL 2 IS X, LD K n] BAE b ek SCBE A
o RIEATE BT BE 20 VG [ PRI P ol v 265 s RVt 250 A e it o R v i B OGS PR PR/ A . R
SEREAT ORI 3 M7 IR DCBEAE T 0 RV B Rl ) LD 2R 141 T it

LD: High Low

Resolution Lo High

Requirad number of markars Lo High
Approach to association Whole-genome | Candidate
mapping scan gana onlby

LD
- - ]
[ L b R [IHEE 3L ENE d i E :|]
oo i
(@) (b)

Current Opinkn in Fant Bidogy

1-3 LD Rafalski 2002

Figure 1-3 Relationship between the extent of LD and the resolution of association studies (Rafalski, 2002)

1.4.3

KR HTAE K — PP AE N0 g 12 R B 07 7%, KIALORZ1AR D N H TR 1AL 1 5%
o, AROKFRRE 2t TR AR S A ] BE A SR (P XU (Pritchard, 2001). PR SCH 2 A v B
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FHRPRL REAE R 1 A4 45 F PRI N S0 22 23 A N IR (Yu et al, 2006b), 1 VA [A] FR) 7R
FBEW AL B LD 454, WRAEGEvH o0 M i AT I8 4 145, i BRI PESE R (Pritchard et
al, 2000a,b) o RIS WI 21 1K) 22 25 PR AN 18] ) G TR AN 22 B T 41 ) D R Pt e, T A2 SR ok &

(relatedness) FEUMR) . & FKF T HAZ R IR EARIEHA A FRE LR LA e E], P R iR
BHPEAFAE P ] BEE B &7 (Liu et al, 2003; Flint-Garcia et al, 2005) . &%+ (Nordborg et al, 2005;
Garris et al, 2005) AR REA S i s 2538 X AL IR S5 R MBI RIS G R . O T FRAIGIX
PR, 5 IR 43 BT v 06 257 R A 25 A4 T 5

SR, AR SR T REASA FE DR ) 20 AT B BEAA G b g BE ARG, IS A BEAA S5 M i G H 2 il 25 3 2

B EIE, el @A N FEA R A T o PRI, QIR I A A K RIS (R ST R v St . PR I
TR TR FURT DL R ARRE IR SO 76N d8 A7 s Dh R AT IS UE B 5T, %5 71 AN B
o A RAT T d8 [ 41 Z2 A TR AT A6 R R 4 5E (Andersen et al, 2005) . 713 A 12 Hil 44
SEREM IR AT S RIS T S5 RHK, AR AR S Mzt S s AT FE R B SCHR A A7AE
G AESIAN =D 375 A oK B A R AR RS SRR B RFASEAT I d8 F 41 2 A1 5 T4k
FAZ B PORER A, IXPhOCERE143 2] T 50 0F (Camus-Kulandaivelu et al, 2006)

1.4.4

X TANFE ORI FAEAS, N9 Brt ARG 712k AL AR S5 44 i) @ (Yu et al, 2006b) .
R IEFET R AMFEA, — B the Transmission Disequilibrium Test (TDT) R4 Hast A4 FLAih,
WIAnAE N 289500 IBE 7T gl ke, i PR AR AT FH G TDT (QTDT) SRiFAT. 45t
TR ZE M FIFEARS, Genomic Control (GC) F Structured Association (SA) A& FH 1177
%, XPIFIIIEAE N R T IC ARG 2l . 2R GC I, SE M RER G 10
AL RIS MAR 2, AR5 ] — AL BEA AR I R VT AL BEAR S RIS G vt 7 A2 R 52 i O A S (Deevlin et
al, 1999). i, SA 737 56 H— AN R P AR S (Q), RJEREANPEAL S RE
JEEIB G ZEHHTh - (Pritchard et al, 1999,2000a; Falush et al, 2003). R HZH# [FIHHHT SA 43
BT CL28 B FH S5 5 (1 OGHE 40 BT 1 (Thornsberry et al, 2001; Wilson et al, 2004).

Hil, SRR M o IRS BT T RE A, 207 kB 5 18 2 FK I
AR HR (Yuetal, 20060, {EXFITVES, BENUAR BRI Q MIAHN ) &R 1% 8 R A K, X
PRS2 A 2 R I 21— AR A B HEZE oh B I3 A i S PR TRl QR . S e ik LG, A
T KE = PR N I R B i 70 rh S X RO 777, 3 mnt T 2RA R 200 11 R R 21
Pl T RITEBRE I T RS H T8 T RIBCR, DI I S 7 e — M
HUE S

TIAh, FEIE G AT, ORI A T RBUSR PR DT iR T 22 03 M T VA RE S A3 BRI 45 5 B LA
TEAF RN SCIR S S J5 mT LA J7 22 93 M 7ok Bl R ER A0 A 45 SR o SX MRk A1 SGTBRA 5T h R

(Szalma et al, 2005),

1.4.5
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B ZATR SR B AR 5T B8 b 25 ek 1) B ORI PR B U ) F S (Tanksley, 1997), %57)
0 A A AR R AR R IR A H R AR GNIE R, RIS TR R B pesi. AR, 0T~ AR )
RAENEEN LR A, A HERA LIRS EMN. SR, SEA7 R 22 R0 e &2 BRI,
XOAAEAE PR RNEY] o HEUNAE S — IRk O A s30T, 0k 7 8 PR R JEE 3 v e ) S B FH 110 e
W o7 by B R IRk B R E ARSI AR e, FUBRKT 5 AT 22 S AN AR G i X
—AMRIE R AR 5

TOKRERA B AR TR Z . A G, EBAPHE PR3 R 1 (Remington et al,
2001;Tenaillon et al, 2001). 1T, FKMA T —FrEAT RBE AT, S &R ZHEIRAH S R )
Dhae e kY (Thornsberry et al, 2001; Rafalski and Morgante, 2004 )

2001 4F, SEEBFEZ DT I EAL A, E ORI K TRk s ) 3R] Dwarf8
(1) 22 254 5 FF AR I 1] (1) 48 54 5¢ (Thornsberry et al, 2001) . IX LU, XIHEARFFIHZ 2N 2 TN
FEEK EAHGRITRE T —L8HfE50, Qi 200 d8 228k 5 A6 18] (1) SR 45 SR 1) P I 3 ik
G BRUGEAAE, HeIE LRI A B PR IR AR AT 4Rl ki

Wilson S50 ST RLGER AW 5 KN A TORPGE L . ael. bt2. shl. sh2. sul Al wxl
HHAT T ORIk, AR L, bt2, shl, sh2 #HUFFRIZL /MR Bos th B MG, ael, sh2 FIE
BRI 5 AHOC . ael, shl #HIELBEE R /K- AEEAH D¢ (Wilson et al, 2004). 534k,
sul th¥8 HOR IS FIRAISC (Whitt et al, 2002).

TEXT maysin &g R R 5 & 1 OB i eh, LB A B T YA R e pericarp color (p).
anthocyanin-less1 (al). colorless2 (c2). white pollenl (whpl), H:rhp %474, Hp Xfal
Hre2 HAA BRI, WUl 2), al a3+ DI P AN 21 2 1 F1 maysin )& A7 AL ik %
KIBE, M HRIAE al 280 R W IGO0 T, AT DU 21 whpl JH 31 H i) — A W2 2 s PEAr
R IR R T AR C AR IR L PR 5 B 5 O BAH G IR PRI 7T i E S, JF BRI BRIk R 3R
RE AR Hh I s SCIEMBG T B /) (Szalma et al, 2005) .

WAL, SRS IE (Fontaine and Barriere, 2003; Palaisa et al, 2003). [& F K4k,
I ERY N 54 % (Gebhardt et al, 2004). /N7 (Breseghello et al, 2006) 47 L dkAT Ik
I3 BT AR

bR T EIRBEIELASN, Oy — Lo LR B 1 OCIR 73 i i) H bk« 55T SNP 2047, 51—
TRFFETN, KZT 1200 A F K FEPR @ AE SR YN R) 2 B 5 REA A e R I R b e 6 (1 4
Fr (Wright et al, 2005), fEIXEEIEN T, DK ILLANS KB A< 5L e DR 7E X TR AN A= i
G R A B AR R 22 e AT Bk IK) QTL BE R A AL . DCIBRAE A 1 — M i T H ok 4k
BLIXTL I AR, RIS R M iz HE A s QTL Z [ & .

AT PRI KT PRV 7 TR B 5T s T BT oK B AS & A R 0 6 R A1 45 S TR AE 18] 36 ok
) — Ly ZE I R XE  (Fu et al, 2002; Brunner et al, 2005a). {EXPAMFFTAT, H90E RIWAA I &
K H AT FR IR JRs 1 1A 5 A AN ZH BT T A S 25 TN o 4120 Helitron % Jis g p () 5 PR 4 7%
YR I AR AR S (Lai er al, 2004, 2005; Morgante et al, 2005; Brunner et al, 2005b). X F /741
ERIEPE AR T84l R T LD, BBRRE 7 IOCHR o Hr I04r H

IELHT AL 2, LD S92 QIR A IR, e g T ORIBRAE I 0 HER = i. 1 LD &5
Ky S5 i I SEAr L8 UIA G, Bt FIRIF SR FAA IR a8 A% 22 FE IR By, SRR R ) LD 3R %

19



H R AR A 27 e 1 207 18 3C B gl F

Wbk, B, SCBAEE o Peietltim . BRI, %M — B ReARR R K IsHE Z AR 1) KM
BERCR T ORBAE B Be T D R G 32—

4Rk, FEFK T A TFHGE R AR AT B H A Z o AN A TP TR B
102 MR AR R4 (Remington et al, 2001). V1K, 55— I0HF5YH B AR T 302
MNMEHAFR, RETHRA LS NHXER R ZFEE (Flint-Garcia et al, 2005) . — N KU H
25 NEFEAL ASE R A B73 2848 G 3R 5000 N EAUTATFR (RIL) (EK QTL 1EEI#EA Y
AFEFEMEE Y Chttp://www.panzea.org) . X6 H AT RIS T REAAK T FKPIEL 2 ek . A
) LD AEROC R 7 (5 EARTE RN ST, IR AR A — DN BRI G, ok
BG5BT FH DG IR P TR) PR AT 2

1.5

1.5.1

TR TR A R IR L — . ISR R R B, B e K S A i K B2
AT TR E R G TR 2. LT QTL jE A, T 7% F 2L NIRRT T AT ST
HETCA%SE . 0B T — LU AL IE KM QTLs, A AT IR F S AL LRSI T2
THERL . ORI, AR SBE I P AR R (TR A OGS A IR AR S, IX SR REAR S B T B
T PAHRR A 2257 o DR 3655 T FAH DG LR A BEAR AT A MARE M A LER, 2078 90 3 L
IR LA DN P2 IO TR A I ) DT RR I D RSS2 5 Jndb, T I SE D REAS SN B A T
PRt BATE R S T RATT A X 2 T REAR S 5 3 OGIC ) SNP 2550 Fhmicd, MM 1 73 1A i 4l
W3 A T BORE IR 72 PR ATl SR G5BT AN A 25 R o SRIBRII AT 7 ide il 1 ml AL 4 0 Y 5 3R
AR S S DI OG I BAT s e T RE A AF AL BE DA s, DRI TE A g RO — il R PR A 20T B

N T B RIR AT 23, 5 Bt — 2L 1A% 2 FEVE R O SO R E A F ST A . T L,
HI T A S5 A6 7T e S BUB B VE OCIBESE AL, DRI A6 ZRTRSE X F A8 R BFAEAT BEARE5 1 43 #r, LLIBE 45
RT3 BB A B

AT LAAE T P e [ B OKAZ OVl B P 1) L AZ A O B, 38 oL 38 4% 22 RE R SRR S5 A8 20 B
WA LY B AR RFAR S, Rk e o K IR AR IR 20, R4S T H Ak~ L H
BT HAZ R HA O D RIS BT IS kL. Rt — 2D e i A G SE LA rabl7
I FED, AT L B AR P Z IR R X I IR A1 2 R, 20 BT rabl7 S PR X R E AN
WA (LD S5k, FF S PAICR R S e MR A &5 5, (675 [ERFAR GG H 2 ma 1) 2L fifi L, #EAT rabl7
BEIN 22 25 1k S AR TR SRIBE A LASKR A 3 H S5 A DGR HAH O I) rabd7 JEDA 1 Th g
SEALHED o A3 BN S RA DT BY TR S ELHIE 28 TR, i HARRED TORTR SR K R 3R
P IR K- 5L A 5R
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2.1

TR EEMEY 2 — BN EZ MY, 1 & — AR R R AU
S BB, X E AT ORI E Z A (Buckler et al, 2002, 2006

ERRE, TR NG SIS M AR, KRS T /KRG A — RVEY. 2004 4,
FOKE R A 131, 860 T-Hli CHERMAFEL, 20050, KM = [ — AN H 2 R 252
20 tH20 70 AEARLLR AT )2 N (BRAS, 1998). T BRI FA LT IR B4 B 1H A8 R )2
i 2P = L LA Yl S ey 2= PN DTG B S

FEik 221 — AR L, FRE KR 5 (0 B T o X e 5 R A T SRR A &R,
WA 2 NESMG I —2ebkL . o, KEMAZR, WP, Mol7. H 330, 478. ft
340, E28 %%, MR TOK A RIEFMALE M RIET EREH (B, 1998). XL AL
ZsR L4304 Lancasters Reids 3 PUSF-SKATi KL PURZSFROLATE CEBEPEE, 1998). 1
ARk, Sk H ORI INAT T, InZsAsFl P78599. 3382, 3147 2%, AEENE R TAEh#HE T
TSR B T (1) A €5, T [ A8 B DA A A — BT R PR AEE , RN P REC T 456, 2004)

N T PR AR DX 2 B A R, M AR O T —FiE &0& 48 (Brown, 1989). k4
Tt B 0% U5 g /D (R RE AS B K PR SE b S A R SR T8t 22 FEPR R SR U], AR S8 % 7 AT 9 LA
OO T RE W TR LM, (4G 951 frth s dhFi Rl 242 i HAZ &R (BRMEAE, 2004). iX4b
KO I R 0 — 20 T 35 TR 22 PR A R R R 4 ol R B VR o AR TN X A% O T i
7 AT IRANIIBAE ZFEE 234 o [RIINE, TR 2258 B M AR T T KT BT 0% U R 154 25 )
VRN T i . T BEARSE /4387 777 (Pritchard et al, 2000a,b), 1] PLXT &R HAS R IK1E R R M
WAL A E R AR . AT K (Livetal, 2003) ML AT 4 K445 (Fukunaga et al,
2005), LK IKFE (Garris et al, 2005) H#S CL2 A7 AU G T35 4% 22 AR SRR 45 K 20 HT TR 4R 1

FAh, FEABEF, T REJE ORI T, TR K AL O AR R D — Al e e
KPR A 2 A% 22 REIE (AZ OOF 5T A RE (Mini Core set) VE R SR M BT SCATRE. DRI, A
T H A s (1) XA 1 B R ORAZ ORI 1) AL AS R 35t A% 2 FEEEAT A0, DARE
W HETEIL R R Q) ARG, TR A R B ARRE S ) e 2168
i e K PR B AR A 54T 22 REMEROARZ OIE SR B E I BIE R R T 2B I SGIRATE 5

2.2

2.2.1

A LA S S AR SE A AT A 3 10 T KA DoR ot (BRASEE, 2004) BT 45 (KK BT AT 242
Uy BACHR A EEAL, AN LU RAEZR A E Floh N IR T B AR, 3571 288 40 H AR A A 5k
KRPRE, MRRSE B R RTORIE LA 2-1. X AZRAK THEA) 2 A, 5Hohe syl
FH TR L8R, KA H AR IR 7R B B S 5%, o> i B R A 3R 0.
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2-1

Table 2-1 pedigrees and membership in four germplasm sources for core inbred lines

BALARALLYE L A1) ST i SRR R 4y

ID H A R ESiP ST

Reid P JEVUF- 3k Lancaster JE P L AT g
1 63 (127-32x%k 84) x(J& 248 20) 0.558 0.105 0.060 0.276
2 M14 BR10xRS8 0.315 0.181 0.077 0.427
3 ¥4 525 KB BX 4G 0.050 0.068 0.312 0.570
4 C103 Noah Hershey 0.061 0.162 0.382 0.395 Lancaster
5 % 229 THERH A7 K5 X /i ok 0.018 0.076 0.883 0.024 UAURESS
6 F 330 Oh43 X T[] 67 0.444 0.130 0.335 0.091 Lancaster
7 AR DTk 0.104 0.027 0.825 0.045 YEDYUT-3K PEPYF-k
8 EN=| PF A LT 0.040 0.250 0.654 0.056
9 Mol7 C103x187-2 0.065 0.341 0.039 0.555 Lancaster
10 ik 28 i NANE 0.048 0.388 0.326 0.239 i NARE
11 JEE 02 105X % 229 0.041 0.135 0.797 0.028 Reid BV 3k
12 JEA, 322 WS59E X K] 0.184 0.245 0.167 0.405
13 # 160 R 0.257 0.379 0.218 0.146
14 K 183 ik 15 0.087 0.128 0.611 0.174
15 LY BV 3k 0.013 0.181 0.758 0.047 B3k UAURESS
16 E28 (i 9 %& X A619Ht) X ik 9 3 0.287 0.195 0.086 0.432 i NARE
17 % 8112 1 228 Fih 0.926 0.013 0.044 0.016 Reid Reid
18 5003 3147 0.818 0.024 0.132 0.026 Reid Reid
19 i 478 U8112X 5003 0.920 0.039 0.027 0.014 Reid Reid
20 340 B#HIE OX HREEXK 0.592 0.138 0.096 0.174 i NARE
21 444 A619 X # ELJY 0.032 0.012 0.942 0.014 VYT 3k DUk
22 X178 e AT Fh P 0.014 0.961 0.009 0.016 P P
23 DY 3 (B LY X MR 21) X 3 Ry 0.018 0.013 0.924 0.046 BV 3k BV 3k
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24 R 17 SRR E 42X [ 917X Mol 7Ht1 0.016 0.018 0.024 0.942 Lancaster Lancaster
25 %53 ZEATh 0.558 0.114 0.233 0.096

26 H5 58 ik 478 0.632 0.205 0.027 0.137 Reid

27 572 HE 59 X F LY 0.031 0.054 0.455 0.460 HINEES

28 B 92 JR5F 123X 1137 0.120 0.332 0.199 0.349

29 3% 319 78599 0.030 0.571 0.351 0.048 P

30 DH65232 DH6327 X 5003 0.749 0.017 0.103 0.131 Reid

31 K12 FR U X R 0.139 0.017 0.567 0.277 B3k

32 137 78599 0.020 0.945 0.014 0.020 P P

33 &) JACEE S 0.035 0.028 0.826 0.111 SIS
34 & 042 Across. 7741, HEO2 0.168 0.025 0.230 0.577

35 #1128 7490 X JE 2118 0.112 0.078 0.326 0.484

36 451 1 H R4513 0.398 0.254 0.041 0.307

37 g 64 AL F 64 0.069 0.229 0.526 0.175

38 49 TW X peno X . 22 0.057 0.026 0.872 0.045 IR
39 PR3 BHREIS 0.139 0.304 0.074 0.484

40 TS TR TR LR 0.210 0.035 0.650 0.105

41 M3736 % H R E R EK 0.361 0.059 0.039 0.540

42 kR 2 AT 0.105 0.361 0.508 0.025

43 12 AT 0.704 0.057 0.110 0.129

44 It 49 AT 0.672 0.056 0.076 0.196

45 i 113 ENGE 0.224 0.217 0.385 0.174

46 69 2569 X &K 28 0.164 0.110 0.702 0.024

47 k&R 28 NODAK301 0.080 0.219 0.057 0.644

48 ik 21 EZN 0.020 0.041 0.503 0.436

49 k4 6 &5 G 0.447 0.296 0.124 0.132

50 EZ R Ly 0.208 0.065 0.612 0.114
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51 HHE 15 [l 9 A4 0.255 0.074 0.202 0.468

52 7K 435 AT 0.728 0.019 0.201 0.051

53 D729 D %5 & 7l 0.077 0.014 0.047 0.862 Lancaster
54 K197 2R 013 R 0.036 0.033 0.799 0.131 HIEEDS ST
55 3432 2578 #EiK 28 E 8 AR 0.170 0.114 0.558 0.159

56 79028 B X% 90 0.031 0.269 0.030 0.671

57 I 26 6l 11, 4303 0.033 0.132 0.646 0.188

58 H2 2 [H 43T Fh 0.162 0.562 0.054 0.221

59 102 IO EA 0.092 0.300 0.416 0.193

60 K 184 TR 15 0.095 0.155 0.044 0.706

61 K 1/Lg Mol7X K 1/1g 0.060 0.020 0.027 0.893 Lancaster Lancaster
62 AT A NG 0.024 0.183 0.742 0.051

63 €2 AT 0.031 0.440 0.118 0.410

64 123 e 0.071 0.048 0.808 0.072 IR SN
65 A 54 H 330 4557 0.386 0.304 0.275 0.034 Lancaster

66 GB PNCAS R S 0.050 0.532 0.384 0.033

67 84-126-15-1 AN 0.139 0.334 0.272 0.254

68 X.L9010-3/02 5105xopaque2 0.386 0.158 0.067 0.389

69 XZ19 4 0-14 X 1ff 335 0.312 0.031 0.045 0.611

70 VG85-5 5003 X % 17 0.760 0.096 0.056 0.088 Reid
71 6 H95XMol7 0.032 0.033 0.045 0.890 Lancaster Lancaster
72 7R 623/02 AT 0.085 0.390 0.253 0.272

73 13A/02 AT 0.068 0.352 0.526 0.053

74 85 i 14 WS9E X %] 15 0.134 0.165 0.213 0.489

75 85 4 64 85 3% 11 X i 403 0.098 0.041 0.811 0.050 DY 3k
76 1 43 S 0.092 0.475 0.211 0.223

77 337 (H95. Jik 28)BC 0.236 0.367 0.164 0.233 P NAN=
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78 HAEE LA GIE RSN 0.212 0.030 0.741 0.016

79 £ 96 FI78 5 X% 13-31 0.019 0.139 0.179 0.663

80 L 85 335 Z%kk 0.059 0.018 0.884 0.038 Y- 3k
81 3514 ¥ 35, ik 814 0.122 0.061 0.224 0.592

82 C107 eS| 0.137 0.163 0.212 0.488

83 713116 107. E28 0.078 0.307 0.555 0.060 i FNANE

84 172202 5 [ 58 0.574 0.201 0.078 0.147

85 iL 7794 7922 X 8112/(32X5003) 0.959 0.018 0.012 0.012 Reid Reid
86 i 833 4R B717 0.070 0.511 0.330 0.090

87 846 (Mol17X 7% 63) 0.269 0.026 0.061 0.643

88 7 880 ¥ B71A 0.112 0.047 0.339 0.502

89 Ju03 NEE 0.167 0.155 0.450 0.228

90 75 994 H 63 XMol7 0.017 0.041 0.011 0.931 Lancaster Lancaster
91 427 Bk 133X Mol7 0.323 0.058 0.066 0.552 Lancaster

92 D801 Sk 258 0.333 0.484 0.102 0.081

93 96201 2 P6 #EAA 0.079 0.560 0.270 0.091

94 H 41 ENGE 0.022 0.024 0.305 0.649

95 45 842 i) 11X 7 210/%8 746 0.063 0.028 0.169 0.741

96 47 8502 118 0.510 0.042 0.154 0.294

97 4% 8701 45 746 X F542 0.552 0.038 0.102 0.308

98 et 15 RC103 XK 3 0.900 0.061 0.019 0.020 Reid
99 Jedit 279 AT 0.403 0.140 0.198 0.259

100 2005 ENGE 0.203 0.102 0.578 0.116

101 91af361 EEp i 0.079 0.225 0.641 0.056

102 90Ha502 [l Sk 258 0.043 0.458 0.170 0.329

103 H205 EEp i 0.236 0.317 0.068 0.379

104 SEEHA 1% B Yk A58 T 0.033 0.117 0.666 0.185
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105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131

87-20
85-25
FK 1
S

i 65
e 5 23
=11
H(2)
HH3)
738
=156
103
=172
/N 162
K] 1
107
W4 63
3% 404
3 35
X105
8112
1029
3% 318
3% 410
200-24-13413
24
T 448

ANVE

% B YA T
7¢ 1-1 X K#k 36
& B X R EK
Jb4: 14330
Va35 X B73
86-11

B 3E 2

B 5E 2

B 38
623-10
J5iuk 02
TR oK
Ll /MR

A F) 67 X Oh43
XL80

/N 162X 4 131
TR Y XA 522
Mol7 X A 183
AN

[ A e A i
XL80

78599

STI2X [IFEA
HEAA

B 107X Fj 55
BV 3k

0.196
0.228
0.082
0.106
0.033
0.510
0.116
0.045
0.032
0.020
0.359
0.021
0.062
0.111
0.039
0.127
0.168
0.240
0.017
0.276
0.957
0.309
0.020
0.489
0.385
0.090
0.062

0.125
0.154
0.761
0.297
0.363
0.111
0.100
0.294
0.270
0.029
0.176
0.201
0.255
0.092
0.095
0.029
0.332
0.038
0.038
0.020
0.018
0.119
0.954
0.067
0.067
0.028
0.105

0.350
0.558
0.084
0.538
0.542
0.057
0.663
0.298
0.588
0.824
0.391
0.611
0.582
0.553
0.752
0.025
0.450
0.627
0.278
0.500
0.012
0.035
0.010
0.408
0.357
0.018
0.717

0.328
0.061
0.072
0.059
0.062
0.322
0.121
0.362
0.110
0.128
0.073
0.166
0.102
0.244
0.113
0.820
0.050
0.094
0.667
0.204
0.013
0.537
0.015
0.037
0.190
0.864
0.116

Reid

RS

Lancaster

Reid

P
Reid

Lancaster

VLR

RSN

IR

Lancaster

Reid

Lancaster
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132 7% 17-1 I 73X Mol7 0.017 0.023 0.014 0.946 Lancaster Lancaster
133 32 3382 0.955 0.020 0.009 0.016 Reid
134 XA 11 LS| 0.079 0.023 0.099 0.799 Lancaster
135 ££05 Jig 9 43 ik 0.144 0.090 0.271 0.494 PN AN

136 006 NG 0.344 0.025 0.022 0.609

137 1 U812 US112 4y Bk 0213 0.029 0.260 0.498 Reid

138 77 WK 147 0.026 0.026 0.884 0.064 DO S 3k
139 K7KRE1 ENGE 0.025 0.065 0.540 0.370

140 H43 ENGE 0.562 0.031 0.111 0.296

141 79131 4 261.11 313.30 4% 23-1.)8 22 0.294 0.048 0.551 0.107

142 1 S&RE 0.079 0.111 0.258 0.553

143 K255 NS 0.029 0.052 0.491 0.428

144 897 112X 35 L)Y 0.098 0.033 0.843 0.026 DT 3k DY 3k
145 112/02 H 112X H 5 091/02 0.248 0.279 0.117 0.356

146 /02 SR 0.305 0.239 0.195 0.261

147 75-24 B2 0.032 0.237 0.537 0.194

148 1 89B-1 5003/470 5 N 0.263 0.421 0.259 0.057

149 ¥ 267-1-1 5003/470 5 R 0.330 0.136 0.218 0.316

150 1 89E4-2 102X # L 0.024 0.188 0.713 0.075 BV 3k

151 . 89E5-3 102X # L 0.022 0.209 0.742 0.027 BEDYSF- 3k

152 B 89A12-1 ENGE 0.128 0.488 0.305 0.080

153 #.20-3 Wi 13 Ar 0.096 0.041 0.519 0.343

154 221 Wi 13 A 0.129 0.064 0.318 0.490

155 #8394 Mgk = x47 0.035 0.140 0.737 0.088

156 %k 8-22-1 R 0.645 0.171 0.088 0.096

157 B i 0.216 0.069 0.053 0.662

158 X M9B-1 CIMMYT 0.017 0.364 0.340 0.279
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159 237 HE Xk 23 0.060 0.046 0.038 0.856 Lancaster
160 k23 AT 0.352 0.045 0.552 0.052

161 #4118 B S 5 0.285 0.047 0.197 0.471

162 75-14 7 75-14 J=pk 0.141 0.037 0.769 0.052 ST
163 ¥ 48-1111 HREL 2 5 XA I HER L 0.039 0.330 0.073 0.558

164 482 i A &R 0.322 0.122 0.523 0.033

165 %75 241 W oK X KB 0.063 0.115 0.198 0.624

166 030-1 FR I K A T 0.085 0.371 0.072 0.472

167 Pop-1111 EEPISIEPN 0.402 0.042 0.115 0.441

168 5% 548-1521 255X K 48 0.456 0.091 0.183 0.269

169 XIEFELL Kigde 0.075 0.102 0.332 0.491

170 707 77 FEATHE 0.049 0.150 0.762 0.038 BE PO 3k
171 Q2509 SR 0.241 0.194 0.541 0.024

172 E4 5 [E SR A 0.332 0.056 0.451 0.160

173 Z 113 (FEAEXEEEXTER1 S 0.134 0.138 0.556 0.172

174 K202 i 403 X Bup29 0.461 0.086 0.367 0.086

175 1302 [FLEAN 0.046 0.253 0.618 0.083

176  Ci215B RC264Ht1 X 78(9-2) 0.281 0.103 0.428 0.188

177 ®R312 78479 0.333 0.428 0.186 0.053 P

178 308 i 109 2k 0.274 0.067 0.117 0.542

179 L005 Breiz 5 5 0.017 0.948 0.014 0.021 P
180  S001 Y X 302D 0.469 0.078 0.429 0.024 IR

181  LO069 78599 0.011 0.960 0.016 0.014 P P

182 55113-3-3-5 ZPDC551B 0.206 0.239 0.337 0.218

183 & 263 g YT 0.091 0.145 0.209 0.556

184 %273 HFR15 0.135 0.069 0.583 0.213

185 #FE 205 THRA 0.047 0.223 0.609 0.122
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186 7% 138-5 330X /R 102 0.346 0.048 0.218 0.388 Lancaster
187 737 $E 753X 7601 0.265 0.193 0.424 0.118
188 745 R 28/ % 606+ Va35+ T 8+ 0.517 0.156 0.160 0.167
PUFsk+%& H 330
189 %55 HEL 2 5 X 34/ (K 220X B68) 0.464 0.114 0.385 0.037
X T 34
190 HfER AV 0.232 0.317 0.337 0.114
191 H5l 15 HA 0.478 0.051 0.029 0.442
192  BC4B [ UETFS 0.902 0.031 0.033 0.033 Reid
193 72-125 Nl 0.017 0.010 0.963 0.011 PO S 3k
194  F520 tENES] 0.048 0.022 0.070 0.860 Lancaster
195 F522 tENES] 0.536 0.104 0.082 0.278
196  MP 704 Je HF)E 0.542 0.118 0.020 0.320
197  CH705-8 JIEDN 0.304 0.036 0.630 0.029
198  A509 e 0.124 0.060 0.597 0.219
199  CI03R e 0.073 0.045 0.109 0.773 Lancaster
200  L105 [ 0.032 0.114 0.482 0.372
201  RCL 64 2 [H 0.260 0.302 0.293 0.145
202 WD 2 [H 0.159 0.089 0.586 0.167
203 407selll:182Ht4 2 [H 0.270 0.431 0.259 0.040
204 3025 2 [H 0.076 0.128 0.045 0.751 Lancaster
205  FR218 2 [H 0.732 0.017 0.119 0.132
206  P39/su eS| 0.174 0.226 0.060 0.539
207  Za5125/su eS| 0.243 0.106 0.091 0.560
208  CMLS58 SAVG R} 0.016 0.204 0.395 0.384
209  CML67 PG 0.149 0.349 0.430 0.071
210 CMLI125 SAVGEF 0.074 0.406 0.063 0.457
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211 KX MO AN 0.012 0.034 0.041 0.913 Lancaster
212 HHE3 AT 0.074 0.236 0.450 0.240

213 303WX ENGE 0.338 0.352 0.084 0.226

214 15 AN 0.782 0.108 0.067 0.044 Reid
215 HH05 78599 0.136 0.664 0.078 0.122 P

216 W72 AN 0.374 0.020 0.574 0.032

217 150 AT 0.491 0.204 0.161 0.143

218 % 88 AN 0.657 0.068 0.110 0.165

219 H S5 AT 0.487 0.281 0.149 0.083

220 67 AN 0.355 0.298 0.084 0.264

221 %85 AN 0.055 0.420 0.440 0.085

222 478 U8112X5003 0.857 0.112 0.014 0.018 Reid Reid
223 84112 ENGE 0.207 0.308 0.259 0.227

24 9277 W153XC103 0.066 0.251 0.285 0.398

225 Sh21 ENGE 0.047 0.883 0.048 0.022 P
226 if§9-21 ENGE 0.254 0.489 0.178 0.079

227 KA 112 AN 0.408 0.074 0.262 0.256

28  KZER 113 AT 0.038 0.278 0.070 0.615

229 3Z 402 AT 0.037 0.116 0.823 0.024 SIS
230 iz 422 i 34 0.339 0.027 0.421 0.213

231 750 N9 X 553 0.434 0.107 0.431 0.028

232 7152 i 61330 0.431 0.046 0.495 0.029

233 5168 HR AT 0.344 0.229 0.166 0.261

234 785 330X 3 HLPY 0.662 0.294 0.026 0.018

235 914 W 28 X 7% 120 0.496 0.309 0.029 0.166 i FNANE

236 915 fi] 1TAX ik 9 0.692 0.128 0.027 0.152 i NANE

237 923K 40 853X Mol7 0.145 0.236 0.091 0.528 Lancaster
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238 y673 B 64X 7 63 0.092 0.045 0.036 0.828 Lancaster
239 JREE 29 Jik 9X Ci7 0.762 0.055 0.093 0.091 i NANE Reid
240 JRiE 32 Jik 9X Ci7 0.034 0.041 0.334 0.592 i NANE

241 60 478X 852 0.817 0.110 0.015 0.057 Reid Reid
242 83 144X 147 0.468 0.119 0.045 0.368

243 FH P SA 5003 X #F. Y 0.253 0.010 0.726 0.011 DT 3k

244 112203 FIH AT T 0.529 0.238 0.054 0.179 P

245 1L 2204 5 58T 0.593 0.270 0.066 0.072 P

246 1£3398 ZRGTh 0.215 0.230 0.046 0.509

247 1L 3409 ZRGTh 0.950 0.014 0.016 0.019 Reid
248 1L 3413 LR 0.434 0.110 0.021 0.435

249 i 4358 7922X 3352 0.339 0.149 0.076 0.436

250 L4366 8112X3352 0.787 0.132 0.045 0.036 Reid Reid
251 L4476 79223358 0.779 0.047 0.079 0.095 Reid
252 i£5031 g 0.257 0.059 0.077 0.607

253 IL 5045 N-46 X N-22 0.714 0.031 0.027 0.227

254 3L 5110 7922 5003 0.854 0.017 0.094 0.035 Reid Reid
255 #1015 FHL4ED 0.159 0.182 0.144 0.515

256 #1025 ENGE 0.351 0.076 0.093 0.481

257 5992 i 63 XMol7 0.043 0.024 0.026 0.907 Lancaster Lancaster
258 75 996 H 63 XMol7 0.091 0.017 0.020 0.872 Lancaster Lancaster
259 Hr 846 7 8462 X Mol7 0.339 0.154 0.024 0.483 Lancaster

260 Hh8 7884—7HT X E28 0.362 0.143 0.034 0.461 i PN AN

261 AH 1A ML g 1 0.020 0.037 0.138 0.805 Lancaster
262 il I 1311(f 11X KR 22) 0.031 0.033 0.384 0.553

263 84 W641A X # 5. 0.170 0.030 0.727 0.072 BV 3k

264  Lol067 Pioneer 3780 X Lo87602 0.681 0.063 0.181 0.075
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265
266
267
268
269

270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288

i 134
713502
64C103
e
De8l11

A632
Loll25
7330
HR962
IAB078
K36

1% 90110
CN165
P138
135
H21
7922
2196
92—3
Ql114-1
7t 3R
488

7 18

Py 444

78599
POSC205
Bup64 X C103

(3% 162X H 330/02) X Tuxpeno
[B68 X [B73Ht X (C103 X Mp3204 X{

ZEFiSel.]]
(Mt42XB14) XB14(3)
Pioneer ADA (PR3374)
AV

Y

RRA

AV

78599

AV

78599

78599

LU X H84

FK[H AT F 3382

AV

AVE

AVE

AV

81125003

T EFEKX (A 70X60—22)
A619X H By

0.059
0.164
0.125
0.618
0.808

0.889
0.686
0.318
0.011
0.197
0.528
0.037
0.097
0.017
0.019
0.381
0.859
0.193
0.399
0.022
0.448
0.958
0.150
0.024

0.871
0.045
0.056
0.191
0.010

0.017
0.163
0.377
0.012
0.124
0.401
0.928
0.263
0.950
0.953
0.024
0.024
0.749
0.531
0.105
0.046
0.013
0.023
0.024

0.040
0.410
0.054
0.094
0.045

0.022
0.021
0.076
0.965
0.065
0.020
0.012
0.551
0.011
0.014
0.566
0.014
0.029
0.046
0.056
0.381
0.014
0.260
0.891

0.030
0.382
0.765
0.098
0.137

0.073
0.130
0.230
0.012
0.613
0.051
0.023
0.090
0.021
0.015
0.030
0.104
0.029
0.025
0.817
0.125
0.015
0.568
0.062

P

Lancaster

Reid

Tk

P

P
RS

Reid

VLRSS

P

Lancaster

Reid

Reid

VLRSS

Reid

Lancaster

Reid

FEPIFk
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222

AWFFCRH TP-M13 5thrsE T AT BRI A 4 %€ (Schuelke et al. 2000) .
ARSI i f T

1) $¢H DNA:

TER KAy 5 M, YIS fr 3-5g. SRH CTAB AFEHUEERI4] DNA (Saghai-Maroof et

al, 1984), HAMACPRUIT .
HARWR

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

W PRI AR I B ok K

KR AN F] 15ml FELOE T, SRIE AL Tml, RTRS .

K e DA E T 65°C A 1.5-2h, K R iR A HBIR A LK.

WO s 08, B MANERRGE0-0E (Viv=24:1) $l, IRAIHIEA] 30min

Ji 2.0, 8000rpm, 20min.

FH SRR /N W BSOS N T — B B, N S AR RS - S
(V:V=24:1), 5))5 &0 8000rpm, 20min.

¥ EEEEA S — B0, IMNERRTEA I R R, BRI, ik — B A,

SR B L 2]t DNA,  JFH 70%0) L1 gk 2-3 I

‘o) th DNA, SR I )-8 2 T0 SBEUR, B H%E T 1XTE 500ud 11 1.5ml B0,

TN 6ul RNase #RAE 37 CIEIEA {4 1he

R I AR ) AT -5 IR EE (V:V=24:1), #4285, 8000 rpm, E5.L» 20min.

B35 98, INNEEAR B ST -5 L (V:V=24:1), 4841 55 8000 rpm, 250> 20min.

IS NN 1710 AR 3M BSTREN, Y515, NN 2 R AARFTA MG K L (88,

95%LBE) .

RS2 )L (BURE T-200C), AL H DNA, H 70% LR e

2-3 W, AT TR

Wi DNA NG R 1 X TE %Hfi# DNA.

K DNA I EERI2E % : H Phamacia 28 & [ LKB ultrospec T840 606 & 110

5, FEH/DEFENELE 0.8% Agarose JBEHLYK M 2 DNA )i &= .

IUidE F DNA JE AR i 10ng/ul IAEHIIRE, 78 4°C MMRAr4&H: R DNA R

1E-20°C M RAFE &

: PN PPRAC ). 2% CTAB

1 M Tris.Cl

5 M NaCl

0.5 M EDTA

10 g PVPP/IL
100xTEMC 7 : 800ml H,OH ii 121.1¢g Tris, 37.2g EDTANa,2H,0, HJHCIilpHZ: 8.0,
ERE 1000 ml, KH .
3M BRI T (pH5.2) = 600ml Ho O A 408.24g NaAc.3H,0, )G, HIUK
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o R Bt 1 22 7 1 3 B RORD BAS RN AE 2R AR SE i
BERRIApHAE 5.2, SRJGER S 1000 ml, KIH .
RNasefit /7: HIH /K% f#RNase, ZEK % 10mg/ml, 5 20min, Z2274%1, 4%,
20C M7
0.8% Agarose XAl /: 0.8 g AgaroselIAZE 100ml I1xTAEH, Iz iblE, A
3WEB, REHEHEIIK.
S0xTAERL J7: 500ml HyO' i 242¢ Tris, » ¥## )5 I\ 100 ml 0.5M EDTA (pHS.0),
H157.1 mIDKEE IR € 78 42 1000 ml, KA
0.5M EDTA (pH8.0) fitJs: 800ml HO /il 186.1g EDTANa,2H,0, HINaOHifipH
£ 8.0, EAZ 1000 ml.
2)  SIWEI A R
AR 49 XFSSRGIMIHAT TR HE K B 2 5E , X LESSR)™ 2 4040 T TOK WA K 4
JERr T BB b (R 2-2). EIXZISSRAT, A K4 50% 0 —HIEH A, 37% A DUhkIE
B, TERERG YA A5 ST LM MaizeGDB  Chttp://www.maizegdb.org) 3545
FEGIHE I, RS SSR G I IF 1) 51 044 E 5 PR 40 5 1, e S 519 57 siwn b
MI13 41 (5" —CACGACGTTGTAAAACGA—3"), WANEA 45" uitli A 7% 6hric i M13
SIMIFH . AR FAM (0D FIl TET (S0 BIRP9OkRid.
3) PCR Y14
SRIGHEAT PCR 74 . PCR =47t ABI Prism 3700 DNA Sequencer _["#£47Hijk. ] GeneScan
BAFEF PCR b B I-4E EXCEL R F Tads%, SRJEIET SSR H A JAAM 2 SSR 747 41
JBORAN, R s e 4 by s 18 AL s s
4) PCR P HERHLL MAR:

Sng/ul FXH DNA 5ul
10X PCR buffer (£Mg”) 1ul
10 mM dNTP 0.6ul
2U/ul Taq il 0.4pl
SSR IE 514 (1uM) 1ul
SSR 10514 (0.5uM)D 1ul
eIk M13 514 (1uM) 1ul
Total 10ul

BT ARSI 06 B bt AR AE A F]
5) PCR MNFEFUIF:

Stepl 95°C Imin
Step2 94°C 30s
Step3 52°C Imin
Step4 72°C 2min
Step7 34 times to 2

Step8 72°C 8min

6) PCR =44t

B Sul ) PCR P2H1+2 5 AR I TE /K BRI AT 5 3000 rmp 2540 30 min, 8% 600 rmp 5.0 1 min,
100 pl 70% L EEKPE, 3000 rmp &0 1 min, f81'E 600 rmp &0 1 min, Ji S0ul /253 7K HE,
T 4 CUKFEIRAT o
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7) ROk

PRI PCR 774 2ul T~ 96 fLEK L, SRJGAEREAL 20 L 8.5u1 O FMERZ (55 1.7%FH)
MR, B0, 95CAEM: Smin, 7E ABI3700 AT AR . Fok, AT 5% A8 MR NIt
JEEI Fk, B UE BSR4 5L, DA R B ) HER 1

8) i

AL 25 ] GeneScan # M 73HT . B2HL SSR 43 Be K8, F T3 A% EXCEL %,
R 2% SSR BTN T IRECH . KB i i ons I PR S5 A7 i 888

223

1) B2 g

% FH PowerMarker #ff (Liu et al. 2005) MEAT— MG &4, JFRAFERA B H - 5547
PR BRI H . SEMZ B R & B BRI 2 et (OB E RIS G D) BLAZ BT R
i (PICO) 535U,

Horr, BRI Z FEEFEREAR A TS BEA L FE I S AL 2 TR AP AR 22 5 O AT REVE, 58 | ANV )

BEIN AR IR S A v BN Lo f

n

I‘).' = [1 - z .lEJ.ﬁ.': ) {1 -

)

Horr, f IR R
HHRAGTE (Heterozygosity) AFaffARN 25 ANMART G tes, HakE AN

H.' =1- E Isz'u.\

u=

ZAMGEEGE (PIC) {H2ERIN—AF M Z M= 240 (Botstein et al, 1980). H P&
=1

PIC; —l—V’p TT’pp

=) W= y=ul
2)  BAAHT
FIH PowerMarker #F (Liu et al. 2005) #4751 . AP R Z : B cillid “ compute frequency”
DR v SRR AL RAEA N, FAS R P A, iR Ex?ﬁPlﬂilﬁ OGN, WREDy 1,
FOEZRAEW, WP AL IR 0.5, RJFIET PG ARIE Shared-Allele Jy ik i Hbifk
iES, 4R )5 H Neighbor-Joining Sy o
3)  RHAZER b
3 T AR E AR BRI I8 2544, ] STRUCTURE #f4 (Pritchard 2000a,b) #1148 5
PR BLA NI cluster B, IFE HAS RIGHGA . BRI e, 58 2B e (e
—MHEAREH (KD, A AL SRR IS, BEAS cluster P #FIESE Hardy-Weinberg ~Ffiif. K {H
BE N 2~10, RIGFZH iterations 13224 1000,000, burn-in period ¥4 300,000, AN K {E A
SABAT =R ARJEEREANIE I K AR E W BEAEH
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Fp ] A Y A Bl 2 A 18 S W B AAC R B 2 R R SR T

TERFE cluster WAHSE LEHIK T 75 % 11 H AZ R AL 4R IR BIAH N Y cluster H1o ZEARA]—A cluster
HRRIREL S EE B AR N T 75 % I AU A TR S A E I 2 . (RN A KB B A R FTR W E AR5
11, BT PAERATTACE 8 B A R I R 5 BB Hrid fE

2-2 SSR

Table 2-2 SSR Primers for Genotyping

Primer Repeat Sequence Bin Primer Repeat Sequence Bin
Ncl130 AGC 5.00 Phil21 CCG 8.04
Nc133 GTGTC 2.05 Phil23 AAAG 6.07
Phi008 GGC 7.02 Phi213984 ACC 4.01
PhiO11 AGC 1.09 Phi233376 CCG 8.09
PhiO15 AAAC 8.09 Phi299852 AGC 6.07
Phi032 AAAG 9.04 Phi308707 AGC 1.10
Phi046 ACGC 3.08 Phi328175 AGG 7.04
Phi050 AAGC 10.03 Phi374118 ACC 3.02
Phi059 ACC 10.02 Phi423796 AGATG 6.01
Phi062 ACG 10.04 Phi448880 AAG 9.06
Phi063 TATC 10.02 Phi453121 ACC 3.01
Phi064 ATCC 1.11 Phi96342 ATCC 10.02
Phi069 GAC 7.05 Umc1109 (ACG)4 4.10
Phi072 AAAC 4.01 Umcl122 (CGT)7 1.06
Phi073 AGC 3.05 Umcl136 (GCA)5 3.09
Phi076 AGCGGG 4.11 Umc1143 AAAAT 10.02
Phi078 AAAG 6.05 Umcl152 (ATAG)6 10.01
Phi079 AGATG 4.05 Umc1153 (TCA)4 5.09
Phi084 GAA 10.04 Umc1169 (TTA)4 1.04
Phi087 ACC 5.06 Umc1196 CACACG 10.07
Phil00175 AAGC 8.03 Umc1277 (AATA)S 9.08
Phil01049 AGAT 2.10 Umc1279 (CCMo6 9.00
Phil08411 AGCT 9.05 Umc1304 (TCGA)4 8.02
Phill2 AG 7.01 Umc1545 (AAGA)4 7.00
Phill4 GCCT 7.02

4)  ROWETCRRRE$E
K% OB TR LA DA 1 SR Tl ST A4 2 1) — 20 R A% i K B A 1% 1 AR Bt A% 22 1
(RO 5T o XLl A N DRI 3 A1 7 ik A i D S S8 o7 R DR 1) A rpOR BRARI AT SR . Oy 13t
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BOWEFM B HAE S — SRR RE, AR B T — Lo 2R R 1)1 B A2 R ISR |
[ PowerMarker {4 (Liu et al. 2005) H1[¥] Line Selection Dhfg, T simulated annealing 572
EFET 94 M aedlizii K& SSR FEALA7 /%L H 1 B AS R AF 0 R 7T 1) SEE A Kk

2.3

23.1

ZREEG RS, AFREAIAL A H o LA AR R H L ST R A A L FE
2 HEETRAE ) UAZEEGEESE (PIC) SFRisl, Z0#k 2-3.

LRI B S 262 NERIAT 2, FIAIERES SSR A AR A KR 5.3469. Hih, 23 % (RARAT
Br s, HIERIRER AN T 1%, A 22 ANEALAL S R AE— A B A R R 2.

SMAZF R A B B Z R A ZSHEE RS (PIC) £2EENZ MR,
2-1 BoR T AT AR R KEBAMLARIL T/ PIC {1, 734 0.5057. FERZ AR
RO TR PIC FURIAR a3, 11 0.5663 X T SEZ RIS & 1, HARA b fa % 5wl
ANEbR A — 282, HIL AT AR TR 2 R, R s EAE 0.20 BAR, VX
ncl30 Al phi063 WA 2% A R, 43 milik 2] T 0.6585 Fl 0.4982.

2-3 SSR

Table 2-3 Diversity statistics for maize microsatellites

R RSSO MRS GG EREREE  SURHRAGE  EAMGR
Marker LIRS No. of #H Gene Observed CE
Major Allele Genotype No. of Diversity Heterozygosity PIC
Frequency Allele
Ncl30 0.4547 10 6 0.5931 0.6585 0.5081
Phi032 0.4983 8 5 0.5895 0.0972 0.5052
Ncl133 0.6805 3 2 0.4348 0.0830 0.3403
Phi015 0.3902 17 7 0.6772 0.2474 0.6196
Phi%96342  0.7517 9 5 0.4044 0.1285 0.3696
Phi308707  0.4983 11 5 0.6411 0.1840 0.5800
Phi213984 0.7578 6 4 0.3711 0.0662 0.3085
Phil08411 0.9167 5 3 0.1561 0.0764 0.1500
Phil21 0.8944 7 5 0.1942 0.0493 0.1847
Phi453121 0.4844 9 5 0.6354 0.1181 0.5675
Phi084 0.4790 9 4 0.5430 0.1189 0.4379
Phil00175 0.5727 10 6 0.5512 0.1702 0.4705
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Phi374118  0.4791 12 6 0.6316 0.1533 0.5614
Phi079 0.8369 8 4 0.2897 0.0638 0.2757
Phi078 0.5327 3 2 0.4979 0.0764 0.3739
Phi059 0.5874 12 7 0.5255 0.1434 0.4359
Phi076 0.3798 9 4 0.6668 0.1916 0.5955
Phi233376  0.4379 14 6 0.7045 0.1773 0.6582
Phi423796  0.6941 6 3 0.4698 0.1049 0.4221
Phi087 0.4854 18 11 0.6558 0.1168 0.6007
Phill4 0.3579 13 6 0.7377 0.0807 0.6921
Phil01049 0.3316 30 13 0.7660 0.2465 0.7304
Phi062 0.6198 8 6 0.4803 0.1181 0.3762
Phi069 0.4773 7 4 0.6391 0.0804 0.5697
Phi063 0.3434 23 8 0.7586 0.4982 0.7229
Phi072 0.5712 17 8 0.6176 0.1875 0.5791
Phi064 0.3059 29 9 0.8167 0.1923 0.7942
Phi008 0.6855 5 4 0.4421 0.0618 0.3594
PhiO11 0.4211 10 6 0.7204 0.0466 0.6781
Phi046 0.5052 6 3 0.5773 0.0903 0.4888
Phi050 0.6175 6 3 0.5388 0.0632 0.4757
Phill2 0.7465 12 8 0.4174 0.0524 0.3889
Phi073 0.4216 8 4 0.6393 0.0523 0.5690
Phi328175 0.3449 13 6 0.7246 0.1568 0.6764
Phi448880 0.7083 10 6 0.4682 0.0590 0.4376
Phi299852  0.2430 22 10 0.8226 0.1084 0.7985
Umcl1143  0.6449 5 3 0.5046 0.0725 0.4374
Umcl1136  0.3482 21 8 0.7682 0.1786 0.7345
Umcl1152  0.4007 9 5 0.6523 0.0993 0.5812
Umcl196  0.5509 10 4 0.6215 0.0807 0.5730
Umc1109  0.8031 11 7 0.3343 0.0836 0.3075
Umc1304  0.5818 3 2 0.4866 0.0800 0.3682
Umc1279  0.7358 8 5 0.4139 0.0638 0.3653
Umc1169  0.3978 14 7 0.7104 0.1864 0.6598
Umcl545  0.5573 6 3 0.5914 0.0799 0.5257
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Umcl277  0.5091 3 2 0.4998 0.0985 0.3749
Umcl153 0.4132 12 5 0.6973 0.1736 0.6443
Umcl1122 0.5320 10 5 0.6171 0.1637 0.5566
Phil23 0.6519 3 2 0.4538 0.0954 0.3508
Mean 0.5437 10.6122 5.3469 0.5663 0.1342 0.5057
0. 9000
0.8000 F A“""“f‘
0. 7000
0.6000 F
0.5000 F —e—Gene Diversity
—B—[leterozygosity
0. 4000 | PIC
0.3000 F
0.2000 F
0.1000 F
0. 0000
SSR loci
2-1 SSR PIC

Fig 2-1 Heterozygosity, gene diversity (expected heterozygosity) and PIC for the SSR loci

2.3.2288

AWFFEE PowerMarker AR N-J B UL 2-2. Frfy 288 11 AAS R B =4S K97
HR, 2BHE 1L 20 3700 410 171, 76 DMEZFR . KIME XA Lk — PR 21 25 1 AN [F]
I MRS AT AN 3R

Wi 5 AL RWRERRIAT R G RKI, otk BE, BZRMERSGEREI A “ R
i, ANRERT BIRERG B, TR/, SREOCRBOLIN H A R AR R B —ld, H4 R A RIE
KRERE—E R, IWKRIIREER, =N REBIFRA 5 IRIE 1) LR AR SR AR L 10 B i
*.

TES— KR, BEAFEHIAN 2 Reid B HAZ R (U1 A632. 1L 4366), N AFEST 340
AN LLE B A AT R, HARKER > A A REE RIGAE R, S0k Ay ifh . ZeG .

AR AN A, BN IE T Reid B2 HAZ R, WL 7794, 4 8112
G BEREATER i RN LA R AL T H ANk b, AN RS T B 478,
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488, 2% 60, 5003, VG85-5. DH65232 %573 4b—ifi 4> Reid ZR AL /N3 A% LA RO 5 B P A
ZCE (I 90110, 5% 318, P138. ¥k 137. X178, L069. it 134 %) Fypf s — ANk A4 .
XA NI BEESROE A H H 330. Mol7 i T AKX R, HEBKL, WAL RIFKESR
PR IIRE, SHRZATAERRAE . 5H 330 40T A5 54 2 HATER, MR
5 Mo17 XA Lancaster #f HAC Ribt A& I B il AE — N EH 78599 AL &R T H 05,
TEIREA B 5 — MR B, WIEEE T RES 8 TIE DS e B AC & 2FIY 3. BEIY
3k Y 444, 444, 897. S001. [1197. HR962. T SA &, XEEFHRPUATA R AL RE %M
RAE ke, R U HRAEEEN, AN ENATR 28, E28. 7° 45, 337 SEjiR K4
H &R

FEAKIERE A A . Hoh—AN B Mol 7 ATZE RN &5, ok 17-1. K 1/Lg.
T 996 T 994, FRFHHE 17, 92 35 40, ILAMEEFEILE L {AZ R 1M 54440 ) AR 2y
b, PR LU G 448, Yue89E4-2. Yue89ES-3 S IUSESLBE AAT R, WAKRE S R kG
2 DLBCER 2. i 3 SR i IR 5K . P39/su. ZaS125/su. 3EET 15 &= TR AL R AIA G
PR IL R 20 1 T Horh — AN NN i, IR R S T ORI R ARG SR &G R .

CRE AT E AT LUK, 45 IR 40 A &5 RO AE o R, (RO R R T IHEE IFE S
RIGRFR L2, HalRe R A LR LA i — 2 3RAIITHIT) SSR % BGEA L, —RAEHEA
R e R A RRAEAE N R iR 22, A — MR, TRE B A8 R s A AR oA 2 2 s,
KEMREATENHZR, SH0515R M7 FhiE RELHE R, Ao R I,

2.3.3288

AT AR [ A8 R A S R RR T RV A R, AT 1R FH STRUCTURE % ( Pritchard
2000a,b) HEAT T HERL ) 041 . 40t STRUCTURE # 4% 30 2175 (K=2~10, =REX), I
SEEFRIN R AR, RO T KAEN 40 ARYGIEAT 45 F0G Tk SO R 3 YA cluster (3 2-1),
PERFE cluster PYIBAEARBUE LUK T 75 % 16 1 28 R K1) 23 BUAH Y1) cluster H

DAFEARESE cluster W IBHAEABMIE LUl KT 75% briE, 75 288 4 AZZ &, MilfT 74 N AXK
FHERI 5> BIAHRY. cluster 1o 454 TR H A R IR 50 AT 04, RIKI 45 Hix ey
R TR G B3 VYA cluster XY T-PURFIBCRYR . FOTCKIE THIAE 21 MR, K
oy JE T Reid FiEE (58 2-4); MOTCRIE TG 11 AN R, Hd 7 ASKRIE T e85 28 Fh 78599,
FEUT AR IR P IZ L8 5 R b 50 PR (36 2-5): PSRRI 22 s &, Hrb 8 4
CALE THE VT SR ARE (5R 2-6), Hemi R RERM; MUCRIEIVIIE 20 AR, Hp{
BT 10 N ARPE Ll e i & b, s 7 /N2 Mol 7 IJEAR,  BrRLIXAS Cluster 8% F 12X
J% T Lancaster #if (3 2-7) AT il RAEIZ VY KA TS r (10 A PRyt AL AR AL L 8] 0 1) 223, X
7R T AEIXZHAZ A AT 5 P DU DR 56 1 a5 i o ) s A L 481
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L%A&#@L@J&Jﬁmmmmﬁﬁﬁl Lm

2-2288

Fig 2-2 Cladogram tree of 288 inbred lines
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Lancaster Reid
27% 26%

P group
18%
Tangsipingtou
29%
2-3

Fig 2-3 Overall proportion of membership of the lines in each of the four groups

TERRATRIA R, K R R EAE 2, W AR S H 7Hr, mT LAHEIRT Hh X 28 5 R ]
REMF ISR ah MR SE 4. 7251 AN S &R, A632 Fl De811 #JAN Reid #f, X5 —# [11il
GRFRR . A632 Fll De811 &K E AN H T HAZ R, A632 J&T BSSS 1%, De811 NJLHLEL
2%, AMUALES BSSS 1%, WALk H Lancaster #E[ C103 (711.42% (Gerdes et al,1993). #4h,
BC4B (B k) AN T Reid BF; BbAb, 72-125 CEORFD FAAJEDYSF-LEE, F520 (GEED
JAN Lancaster . 7EACUET-Ho 7 s FHFIZEA SR S &R H, 1L 3409 B9 Reid B, L005 A
PHE, 77. %229, 582 iz 402 BV THEDYFSLEE, 237, D729 R E 11A # U9 Lancaster
BEo 3R, WOANFEE MAFMEAREHARRSE — & S A %M g, &R T ZAKL
3R R TR Y TR A 1D v B8 T A ARABAPE

MR 214 A5 RLEATfT— A RS AR AT RUE EL IS /N T 75%, DR B A 2 TR A
o BATHEIT 288 hran BRI 75% 0 LS AEEP AL A IME LI T 60 %6 ~75 % ZTA) 1) il R A
B nlig: 11 (Reid), 2 (P), 22 (BHPYF3K), 15 (Lancaster)o. U1HGeit1E & w4 ALTE
ELB KT 60% S 24 WSR2 35 (Reid), 13 (P), 42 (BHPUSE3L), 35 (Lancaster). '
SR, TEVUAEE, P RES R EOL A0, T PSP SRR i b s oK . XA EE AR B A &
FEVYANBE A BT o R AR AR Lol 2 — 30y (18] 2-3) 0 LRTRe R R, 38 DU PSR T
FE] P g R 7 R, IR (R M R S S T REA A — E RIS AR o 17 L = AN
FEAR TP SE [ 5N R R EArmk, o PRER 51 3ERT (7] 220 T~ Reid 1 Lancaster £, 7L
JLPT 5 Ll g o
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2-4 Reid Cluster

Table 2-4 Membership of the lines of the cluster corresponding to Reid group

BAEAPELLE] (Membership)

B2 R 2 SEAKR
Reid P U S 3k, Lancaster
L 7794 0.959 0.018 0.012 0.012 7922 X 8112/(32 X 5003)
488 0.958 0.013 0.014 0.015 81125003
8112 0.957 0.018 0.012 0.013 FE| b 228 i
32 0.955 0.02 0.009 0.016 3382
iL 3409 0.95 0.014 0.016 0.019 LR R
i 8112 0.926 0.013 0.044 0.016 ] b 228 Fih
% 478 0.92 0.039 0.027 0.014 U8112X 5003
BC4B 0.902 0.031 0.033 0.033 [LIEUFS
15 0.9 0.061 0.019 0.02 RC103X K 3
A632 0.889 0.017 0.022 0.073 (Mt42XB14) xXB14(3)
7922 0.859 0.024 0.014 0.104 3382
478 0.857 0.112 0.014 0.018 U8112 X 5003
i 5110 0.854 0.017 0.094 0.035 7922 X 5003
5003 0.818 0.024 0.132 0.026 3147
60 0.817 0.11 0.015 0.057 478X 1852
De811 0.808 0.01 0.045 0.137 [B68 X [B73Ht X (C103 X
Mp3204 XLAZ Fi)Sel.]]
i 4366 0.787 0.132 0.045 0.036 81123352
15 0.782 0.108 0.067 0.044 AN
L 4476 0.779 0.047 0.079 0.095 7922 X 3358
FRHEE 29 0.762 0.055 0.093 0.091 Jik 9 X Ci7
VG85-5 0.76 0.096 0.056 0.088 5003 X 5% 17

BT xEe RS, R AR KA N 57%, SIS ERA . Hh— A&
AR ARAAYE L] ZEAE AN BT, R IIX L {48 R S5 AHR X B R OC R BN SR 18
A5y AR &R, AL 32 25K 1 = A Cluster; S0, L 87-20, 55113-3-3-5,
84-126-15-1. 84112, Yue267-1-1 b &M, LEPUANFE A (Rt ARARRLEE LU @ AH 24 1Y, #RBLE 20% ~
30% 0], XAREMERAE IR . EATH LM 2. TS 2L AEIR R, I SEA
[ A8 ZRAH T [R) gt A% B 1 Eze, 2 IRC PR A% AP n] BT (R A R R Ao, DRI 7 8 F X 28 H A4S R
AT 22 A8 PSR AR IC B B N R — 2

AN ESR IR, AR R W CMLS8. CML67. CMLI25 25, #B&54 — & 4 i 2,
HHIEA BRI BT, e RIUNIR A RIE, X HAS RIE T — .
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Table 2-5 Membership of the lines of the cluster corresponding to P group

BALAIPE L] (Membership)

Reid P U S 3) Lancaster
X178 0.014 0.961 0.009 0.016 LT T P
L069 0.011 0.96 0.016 0.014 78599
3% 318 0.02 0.954 0.01 0.015 78599
w135 0.019 0.953 0.014 0.015 78599
P138 0.017 0.95 0.011 0.021 78599
L005 0.017 0.948 0.014 0.021 Brsr 5 5
w137 0.02 0.945 0.014 0.02 78599
% 90110 0.037 0.928 0.012 0.023 78599
Sh21 0.047 0.883 0.048 0.022 AT
134 0.059 0.871 0.04 0.03 78599
FR1 0.082 0.761 0.084 0.072 7 1-1x Kk 36
2-6 Cluster

Table 2-6 Membership of the lines of the cluster corresponding to Tangsipingtou group

TAEAFBUIE L] (Membership)

HA R AT SRR
Reid P WY S-Sk Lancaster
HR962 0.011 0.012 0.965 0.012 i EL Y
72-125 0.017 0.01 0.963 0.011 Nl
444 0.032 0.012 0.942 0.014 A619 X # FL]Y
T PY 3 0.018 0.013 0.924 0.046 (B LY X MR 21) X 3 Ry
VY 444 0.024 0.024 0.891 0.062 A619X FFL]Y
85 0.059 0.018 0.884 0.038 335
77 0.026 0.026 0.884 0.064 MUK 147
% 229 0.018 0.076 0.883 0.024 THERH A7 K 5 X /i ok
49 0.057 0.026 0.872 0.045 TW X peno X . 22
897 0.098 0.033 0.843 0.026 112 X # 5.y
¥ 0.035 0.028 0.826 0.111 I\ %
LIRSS 0.104 0.027 0.825 0.045 B3k
38 0.02 0.029 0.824 0.128 0 38
iZ 402 0.037 0.116 0.823 0.024 AR
85 1 64 0.098 0.041 0.811 0.05 85 # 11X ik 403
123 0.071 0.048 0.808 0.072 e
4197 0.036 0.033 0.799 0.131 WA 013, THHLPY
JR 02 0.041 0.135 0.797 0.028 i 105X £ 229
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75-14 15 0.141 0.037 0.769 0.052 75-14 Z4kk

707 0.049 0.15 0.762 0.038 77 FATKE

Y 0.013 0.181 0.758 0.047 DYk

RA] 1 0.039 0.095 0.752 0.113 A]H] 67X Oh43
2-7 Lancaster Cluster

Table 2-7 Membership of the lines of the cluster corresponding to Reid group

TAEARBIE EE B (Membership)

EEE P SRAKIR
Reid P DUk Lancaster

¥ 17-1 0.017 0.023 0.014 0.946 % 73X Mol7
R 17 0.016 0.018 0.024 0.942 $REF 4 X Mol 7Ht1
T 994 0.017 0.041 0.011 0.931 T 63X Mol7
K MO 0.012 0.034 0.041 0.913 NG
992 0.043 0.024 0.026 0.907 # 63X Mol7
K 1/Lg 0.06 0.02 0.027 0.893 Mol7X K /g
% 6 0.032 0.033 0.045 0.89 H95X Mol7
7 996 0.091 0.017 0.02 0.872 63X Mol7
T 24 0.09 0.028 0.018 0.864 B 107 X B 55
D729 0.077 0.014 0.047 0.862 D [A%45 5
F520 0.048 0.022 0.07 0.86 PRES]
237 0.06 0.046 0.038 0.856 A X FK 23
Y673 0.092 0.045 0.036 0.828 L 64X 7 63
107 0.127 0.029 0.025 0.82 XL80
Q114-1 0.022 0.105 0.056 0.817 ANV
A 11A 0.02 0.037 0.138 0.805 HEf) 208 1
A 11 0.079 0.023 0.099 0.799 S|
C103R 0.073 0.045 0.109 0.773 [
64C103 0.125 0.056 0.054 0.765 Bup64 X C103
3025 0.076 0.128 0.045 0.751 %I[H

2.3.4 Core Sets

KRR T — B R 2R R I B A R A F, N PowerMarker #f (Liu et
al. 2005) H[¥) Core Set Lifie, LASEALA sS4 H Aikfbsdt, & T 94 4> B R AE WAL O
MEL XA BRI RIERRNA 2-8. WP RY, XA 8L RIEHA 228 MEMALA,
7 288 1 FIAZ R UKL (262) 19 87% . Sk, XU AAZ RIS ZFEPEZ 0.5591, B
T 288 M SEI AR R Z FEME (0.5663) (K 2-9). IHIM, X4 AAS R KR EHAE T 7 288
P BRI ATREZ I ZAENE, T LME R DT SRR F B S 1) SRR A T 2 v
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2-8

Table 2-8 Pedigree sources for mini core sets

ID 4R SREAKR ID ey i SEAKIR

1 i 63 (127-32 X % 84)X (Ji 24X | 48 A632 (Mt42 X B14) X B14(3)
20)

2 4 525 REZEX &85 49 Lol125 Pioneer ADA (PR3374)

3 C103 Noah Hershey 50 K36 AT

4 H 330 Oh43 X 1] fl| 67 51 190110 78599

5 B3k VY- 52 P138 78599

6 EN=| S ASE Y 53 H21 LU X H4

7 Mol7 C103x187-2 54 488 81125003

8 ik 28 NN 55 X178 LT P

9 X, 322 WS59E X K 7] 56 g 72 M 59 X HELJY

10 # 160 Ly . 57 DH65232 DH6327 X . 5003

11 BHLY LRSS 58 137 78599

12 E28 (i 9 9% X A619Ht) BC 59 H2 e [E A=A Hh

13 i 8112 I 4h 58 Fh 60 LTk 54 H 330 A5 57

14 5003 3147 61 GB UNHERSPN

15 i 478 U8112 %5003 62 X.L9010-3/0, 5105 X opaque2

16 340 BHHE X HREEK 63 Jedit 15 RC103X K 3

17 DY 3 (FERPY X BPR840) X R | 64 e &R 23 Va35X B73

18 R 17 WHH 42 X 1917 X | 65 % 17-1 52 73X Mol7
Mol7Ht1

19 253 ZREh 66 . 267-1-1 5003 X $1 5 KHL B

20 # 58 i 478 67 M. 89E4-2 %102 X FEPY

21 IR 92 JRF% 123X 1137 68 B 20-3 Wi 13 B

22 319 78599 69 202 % 403 X Bup29

23 K12 BRI X e 70 CML67 =Yl

24 HE3 BHREIY 71 L 2204 5 [E A Hh

25 kG 2 AV 72 HC (37N 162X H 330/02) X

Tuxpeno

26 FEAT 15 [y il A48 73 CN165 NG

27 D729 D HZr&Fl 74 T 135 78599

28 X 184 Wik 1Y 75 JR 02 R 105X % 229

29 XZ19 4 0-14 X 17 335 76 444 A619X T HL]Y

30 13A/0, AT 77 . 49 TW X peno X F. 22

31 96 FIF 5 X% 13-31 78 HHEE LIS ESP'S
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32 i 7794 7922 X 8112/(32 % 5003 ) 79 H205 [ Sh 2 2 A
33 7 846 Mol7X 7 63 80 87-20 ANTE
34 7 880 ¥ B77A 81 HI1T2 T LK
35 JLo3 AT 82 /0, 25
36 1 842 fii) 11X 3 210/48 746 83 I 273 FR1E
37 e 65 Jb4x 14 X330 84 P39/su F [
38 103 J5ak 02 85 92 # 7 W153XC103
39 3% 318 78599 86 785 330X H LY
40 48-2 LR 87 92 # 40 853X Mol7
41 FR218 [ 88 JRHE 32 Ji£ 9X Ci7
42 K MO NG 89 83 144X 147
43 67 AP 90 Jedi 1 30 1311(f) 11X KK 22)
44 91 ¥ 5 i) 11A/jR 9 91 Lo1067 Pioneer 3780 X Lo87602
45 i 5110 7922 % 5003 92 HR962 BLHLY
46 H 102 IO EZ 93 IAB078 =Nl
47 De8l11 [B68 X [B73Ht X (C103 X [ 94 7K 18 T E R X (A 70X60
Mp3204 XAZF)Sel.]] —22)
2-9 288

Table 2-9 Comparison of diversity between the mini core sets and 288 lines

SEf AT T H N Z BEE LW RAA PIC
288 1 HAL & 262 0.5663 0.1342 0.5057
94 U3 A% OISR R 228 0.5591 0.1129 0.4992

24

24.1

TEIBAR Z AR BT, SR B H R 2 R R PN 2 S8, B4 SSR AW
M AR YIAR DG . AWFF, SR 322k B P B FORAZ ORI 1) 288 4 F A8 R AE N it
FUREAS, Al 30 PR BN R AL i B H 2 5.3469, JEIZFE 2 0.5663. XA ERE
AR5 AL M X ) KA RS B A Y S50 B2 : 6.6 A1 0.76 (Taramino et al. 1996), 5.21 Al
0.59 (Senior et al. 1998), 6.9 1 0.62 (Matsuoka et al. 2002).

SR, 7F Liv 25 R0 45 F b, 27 A 25 80 5 AR R 2 B2 30 4 21.7 #110.82(Liu et al.2003),
27 M, AW X AN S EAE N B2, XA RGNS, R SRR i KR
JRAE 5 TR RN B E FFORE T . 2488, WA — %R, XM st el T
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WE5EH B fd F ) SSR 2R A (i 22 38 1« Vigouroux (2002) Al Liu (2003) %5#0 & B F ik 1
I SSR L =AEFF IR HL A S 2 AT R T A 11 SSR 22 25 M B o AHIF 9 BT R H 3% 4 SSR 1,
K 50% 2 = HRES, 37% 2R ES, 1ML Liv SR80 P HE) SSR 4, Kk
Y ERIZAT IR B RAY, 3K AR W] RIS PRI RS I 21 1 22 R AS [ 194 Js DA

242

T oK H A R A FERE 0 2%, 20 tH2d 80 AEARLICK, kT Rl okiE. MBS A
ETFBL BMFEATAT THIE KRRy (508, 1983 =4, 1990). F&k¥SEF (1998)
TEXF TR 2 B W B AR RIGHAT RG T LUG, 456G 1 LR RS 2%, Tk
FEI 1 128 R AT DY K26 ok 1155 Lancaster A1 Reid Bf, LUK R Pt 5 (10 30 DU 13k i R4
T, AR Lancaster #7% Mol7 « H 330 WWANEERE, MAMNEAFLELL B EIANLAS A, ZEA 0
By Suwan FMICEE B HI DK BT 2 B 1K — 24V AF . 1M 32 JiAT 56 MITA Y Reid #6475 BSSS F PA A4
B CREIATEE, 20010, Jaok, ik ERBRATH P78599 (1) P138. X178, 5% 319, ik 137 %4 H
A FRAE AR E TR AR = rh i TR B A €, DR, FEARIH 2 T AR IR AT AR UL A R 3
MANT ERBARR, IR 8] AMAL M LR, O PRE GREASREE, 1999; FIUARAE,
2004). PB B (ZEBrifEsE, 2003) s [ BE OBSCHESE, 2004).

BARGH T KEH, (A2 TR AR R SR RE AT RMERR Y =
fEAFRTIXLE [ AZ RAT AL S50 7 TR A 4 52 5% . N STRUCTURE #%f} (Pritchard et al.
2000a) HEATHEAAL R /4T, Rt A B T I3E B A R I s kUi, I RS Sax e R A R R

AWFFT, W E K=2~10 BHTIE5H, 46 CmrkE AR REE R, BERN, Y K=4
I, KR B R as R REE B A3, TRIERT K=4, iy, H310Y
ANBE (Cluster) KT 288 4 HAS R IEPYA Cluster H1 4% H st AL AHAUTE LLAp] o ZEAT—BER 8L 41
APEEEH] =0.75 1) BAS RBIANAH R . FRPEIX L B AT R IR SSE R e E R, 341
PRI VYA 53 D0 BT B B R DY AN AR (BEDUSP-Sk. Reid. P #FLAK Lancaster #f (£
2-4~2-7), SRIM, POZde e, Liu SSLEGEATAHOCHE FUIN B AR —HF rhast AL AR L 35 /T
80% [ A AZ AL IR A KIE (Liu et al, 2003),  MASHF U LEAT — B s A A ALE L 340/ T- 75
%I AT R G RUE, 1X2 TR T2 (R ST st AL SRR BEAN R, DRITSR A T AN [R] )i
Pebrt o

T4, AT RN, B A AR PYAN MBI AR AR LU T A — E MW % B R
ARG R HaZ M LR, T HOR MR AL 8 S AR filn, C103, — AR EEE AR
R, (EHEDUT SRR — 2 R PE L] (38.2%), XK C103 [Hisi Ay 5 w3 Py 5
SKRPRBEAT 38.2% IR AEARBIYE, FEA RN C103 (K EB2 MfLZok [ 3 PUF- Sk A e . 5L,
AT BA SR E T VUTE PRI 18. 2% AL AHIME Lu ], XA WA R IUM RS P
P

(1) JEDUP kA
BEVYAP- S AR E TR L A BRI g B, SENET . 1974 4, BRI NHIEF I T
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LT AL RBE R, ARCUS LR, AR XEETER T 100 24 AR, HH
IR T — AP 3AEE, JEDUP KBl E e (GRifias, 2005). R PYEAA RS —REA ),
ERAET, A, BT HAPRI R E A, ST RE I T KRNI R B R
R s Bk, 3 LU R E A A — DM BZ R AL R ER, AL
RACYEVY VLB 76 %6 B AEAHRELL G, W50 F 18% 75 P b, HERINZ, sk FIUAT
AT R 1) AT ZR AL DY AP SR P A 5 i (Rt AR A (444, 94%; wEFIU 3, 92%: U 444,
89%55) . HZAHX MK, TR I A i SRS b, o DY 5 AT AR R A AT tHIRAE R — 4 AL
Ly MATAE R M HIBEIR I R AL Si4h, S — DAL AR RISk, B
MR IR E R, FEARETROCH 82% MIBHE AR, XA A28 R ST R ZIEHEAH
ALIE 77 A 22 S 1) iR DR i A TR AR 1

2-10

Table 2-10 Lines developed from landraces with high membership in the Tangsipingtou group

SR 7 A 5 FEYE VYT A 1 388 £ AR LE 451
ENE| S A=V E 65.4%
% 229 TBERH AT ZE XN B ROK 88.3%
B2 J\IE 82.6%
i 102 T 7 2 1k 41.6%
123 TR Rl TN 80.8%
A LTSRS 74.1%
=172 T oK 58.2%
23 Fa7e KT 55.2%
302 ESpLEAN 61.8%
AR 205 TARA 60.9%

AR, AWABFFERA I EEE T LRI, Ko M 5 b R b i & K 1 5 AC R ABTESH
VUSSR AT 5 R A AR LU ) (3R 2-100 XA RESZ b Fk L M 7 St Bl st A% 22 AE A
KA R PRI AT T AT A0 8 B [ (R M7 it ol B A TSR ABL A AR G5 R 0BT, LSRR IX 2877
Pl R PR A 22 REPE S R A S AT T AR

(2) HRKLLFTRE

TRRELLA 52— A L T IR AR KB 5N B R LB AEIR B AT R RIRINAT, IR N4
ANWTERETTARRAR SRl CBTT A, 2003). VF2 HAZ RN PIEF IR, W24 8RR 28,
71340 55, DA, XL PR KLLEATAE TR AR K LR — ER A FE A — ML 2%
FROUFAHE. SR1, ARAEABTF T IRIFHIGE R, XL AR R ERI RS RO (R 2-11),
FEIL LA (0 — 2E R TR T, R X L8 QAR R > BIA R R (B AE, 20025 RS0V
25, 2004). (ERESCEMBITTR, T 111 A SSR bRidhf 84 4 HAC RIHAT 7RI, KIS
340 Ykl o> 2 T H 330 #EH iR 28 Bkl o B T EPUP KA R BTSSR T 4 R
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IX LG A7 AAEYE VYV SL B i it AL AR AL P B 70 HE =AM I Le i, IXIE R A, K4
HHIHEZ — KA % 5 Reid. P Bf. Lancaster BEHISEZ o2 R ul e —Lk,

2-11

Table 2-11 Memberships proportion of several presumed Ludahonggu lines

HA & AL AR
Reid P IR DS Lancaster

ik 28 0.048 0.388 0.326 0.239
FI 340 0.592 0.138 0.096 0.174
337 0.236 0.367 0.164 0.233
JRiE 29 0.762 0.055 0.093 0.091
7RI 32 0.034 0.041 0.334 0.592
91 ¥ 4 0.496 0.309 0.029 0.166
E28 0.287 0.195 0.086 0.432
(3) Lancaster #f

Lancaster #E/ELARTIBFFE R 0 O S ERE: - E 330 JEAEA Mol7 YEAE (E8KAE, 1997,
1998). #R1fT, F5—WEFed, W H 330 WREE — DML 2P L ARE OBRSCESE, 2004) . HR¥
BEARGH HT 45 8, ABEFUP I Cluster 4 LS T 20 NMEAR, b H R RIS KL, Hrp
A ARG AL A LU 5 s T 8 AN AR, A 7 AN Mol 7 ATk (3 2-7). B
Yl AAZ RN N T Lancaster 24 ARE. SR11, Mol7 B AR S AEARUYE LU 21 KA 56%
X E IR Mol 7 AT A R 45 R — 8, Xafged T, @ad2Hns, S
K Lancaster #EAUFUAILE, X4EJE T Lancaster #£1 HAZ &AL I 2 A TR KR OF
K%, 2002).

SR, 5 —ANHACZR H 330 2153 70I4E Reid MU PUF- S HE AT 44 %6 A1 3496 [R5 A4 AU L
Bl F 330 [EIP AN A Oh43 Fil Keli67.0h43 3% [ (W8 x Oh40B) )54t AI1fii 55 5K 1) Lancaster
MR TR 1M Keli67 & @1 H] (Creole), %5 Lancaster FUF %A H
PR B, B 330 ANAEAE Lancaster FEHI0— 51 (AHR5E, 2002). {EIHEHFFTH,
OB E 330 RINRKLERE GEATEE, 20000 2001). Sk, AREefTAE RAEAT—REP AR AT
KT 75% HIBAL AR . BRIk, FEF ARG R RGN, A 330 FIILATAE R ALFA N 4R H
#I| Lancaster 24P #48E

(4)P B

H A 20 tHEE 70 AT, BRPEATNEEGIN T S84 78599, JHbm M &R H T
—HL R AR R A05F 319, P138. X178, ¥k 137 %%, BRFMILLXLE AR RMFEAR, SLIEEWT
RK 108, A 50 25— KRB R MZAT T &4 A1k, MR [T R CH K 100 25458
Pl SFIXEE AT RAEBFMAE PR ERIN, FIORSE (2004) XL AT R RGN — AN 24
FRARFAREIFAR LA P Ao RS MIHEIIX 28 5 A8 FAR AT e & — Loy BT, DRIAR VR FARE
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AHIFESCRF TIX Mt RIIXLE PR A RIE TAHAFP ORI, ARAT T et — ML %
T HE o

243

LR 537 AR 2 T BOR F AT BRI s A 45 R A S KU T (R 20 AT, FRAT 0T agt A% 4 b 2
FRRABES TR B . R, hTFEMIRE, 2 ERATRMREIHAWEE, GHEse
Bt T, B FOKRAASR AT I ik, VP2 B R AR AR TSR AR A8 RIS RIGA
AR, PR A RARREA IS LI o AT T F IRt A% 254 5387 75 1% ) LR R HE T IX
1 AT R R SR

filtan, % 63 e MERE RIS 2 M EE AR, EakikSE (1998) ek A
N ERERNIE IR . 1% EH AR MR W57 EH MK, WA BEA A
RIS SEAS 127-32 FIEk 84 Bk EL 7 i, T ACASZRATFI RIS A Jgt 24 1 20 )2 20 4D 50
FRMNEEGIANF AL R (i, 1983), AR, HAARREEL S SIEANERE . ARy,
FH 63 H 2 MmtALAME Lok B Reid 55 Lancaster L BE. 55— M0 T2 20k 02, FaEiKEE
(1998) K>3 T Reid B, (HAEAFFTH HIAT 1R i LeAg] st A AR AL Lo 1 30 DY 1~ Sk i o

HLE YR 73 BT AL 2258 B R IR SR AR T i A5 v B e 1) €] DUR R TR0 7ok B o BB — A
Bl FOKAATRp “Hpi 2 57 AR RIE “Mol7X H 3307 [IZYACF AR, XA AT FP 20 4
70 FEARE R, I EAA R IE N, BB R TR X . AT,
Mo17 #£LancasterffE I 55.5% B FLIELLE], 5 34.1%K HPHE. 1 H 330 WA 44.4%
(R IBAL ARALE LA K B Reid B, 5347 33.5%K F IEDU-F- S o 5 — AN 12 TR AL AT P 51 9587,
B 58 HE 7-2 MAACF AL ML 958 EITAE KA R IIAMHE ™, 2005 AR Ol 5
T-JifTe K 58 H 63.2%Iast AL AHLLYE EL il K E ReidBE, 20.5% K HPEE, 105 7-2 HIH 45.5%1i5
FEARALPELLBI K B DU SF-3L8E, 53 46.0%K H Lancasterfff o IXANNAESE T O M7 i 1252 1) b
PRFAFL, RPN IR PR 2008 1Y) A8 2R 2L I AT PR A 25 i (R 2 P AR 34, i HLAR A 7
FALE R TAE P R AR AR T — B % .

244

TEAHEFI, R SSR 73 FHHEM R T — MW, X LLERRLE R GRARG 45 5L, IF
5 RIELEGEK T, RIL=8 R R IR KRR i) — 8k, MAF R 2 %, W T4 H
LHRM, e, R FM PR T HEEEHKILAILEE P78559 MHAZHR (5% 318, P138.
k137, X178+ L069. i 134), FEIKEEIh KB MR —il, TERHAZ b B — MLz )
Cluster. 241, Mol7 ATZE&R. #HPUATA R, Reid REMARIU RiEDH. B LR
ARG R 53 i 45 0 i B — B0 AR, A AR — 85 B A R I 45 RAFAE— 26 22 5, Ll Mol7,
P PEX A E T EHAR, ENTEREN WA SHATAERRAE &, AR R A
FE R RTIB AL AFADLE B AT FRAIG, L SR DR 5 Bk — 2 9

T IX SR T 0 TR A B 1) 4 eSS AN E T &L T AR5 WA ) LI R G R R A i kil o
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(I AP R IARE Z AAFAE A BRI 22 5, Bk, AP g R R A, W R Zha o0 bt 46 ok e
FAZZ $i € BIRFE I 28 B E BB I A 0 GG o IXFA AL R] BE 5 B [ A AT AR IR AL 2L 14
SORFEIEAT R, B AT REEHE AR G vt I RE rp (KR 223 1, AR, BE T eSS SSR AR # I
BRI DB HY B AR BE AR ISR, RN bR C S 5, VR IRt At 45 # o A A o S BEALL

BERRHTRILE, RS AT AR AL T 7] LUR st A SR N AEBL S0 . th T 2 Fh R
N, JEALZRTAAAERERENFNHZR, DEALLFRGIAR LS5 R, RIEAHE R
B AE N XL B AR AT SR AR RN A AE € E . ARt ety tr, A8 3
A A T He WIHTITE, %45 RABEEN B M EAERKRIIZACE B LA SR AR R R L8
7 2t ) R
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rabl7

3.1

TETKEE A, il AE Sk AL TR 2 FEPE (Tenaillon et al, 2001). 1T JLAFEK, Tk
FEI P R A Z AR AT CA R T TOREE A 70 b () — AN

FOKREE R AL HE KL 59000 ML, A 3ERIZ 7.5% (Messing et al, 2004), i1, 2~4%
(RFEDRT CRZT 1200 AN J2 A1 T K IIA JT) Bl B s (0 5T o5 Rk R b T BRI AEAR (Wright et
al, 2005). IR WEEIW P Z e, RS HE AP 450, gk a) LAy B ik e ik D kAL
HH AR (RS o

AE, BT TKERSEY), EAFE (Fu,2002), XSESE T HAZRPN LD (g
(Remington et al, 2001; Tenaillon et al, 2001), AT & #5HE m KIBE A BT IS (1) 73 He e DRI, FoK02
—ANSEHEORIR A AT, S PR IR SCHE DR R D e 45 467 A8 S AR ) (Thornsberry et al,
2001; Rafalski and Morgante, 2004),

rabl7 (responsive to ABA) J& T KN —AN52 ABA FIT-F a5 FRIAMIEER], 76 1990 4F
1 Vilardell 25155690 2573 %] (Vilardell et al, 19900, %KL 80 ZALYINT ABA W& — 20 3L R 1)
2 — (Gomez et al, 1988; Mundy et al, 1988), t: mRNA AMU7E ABA ifi 3 NEM G & & W)
ZR, T EPHE A T A i 2 (Pla et al, 1989). %3P H1 175 1 51 46 My M o)y 6 254 J7 i
HERALT /KA rab21 BEX] (Mundy et al, 1988), HARIAEE 7> 75 K/ A 17kD, K344

XF rabl7 RIE =) 8 S BRI G R, rabl? gnfd—MH AR E £EH, Off
A 8 MR M) e IR, b 7 ASRIESN) . R AR A AR A R,
S%EAE SR G ez E A s iR o IR IATE P n] LUl it 22 SR AR AL I IR A 1
HEAT Y (Goday et al, 1994).

WK, rabl7 J&— AN S EPEA DGR (Kizis et al, 2002). A7 T4 a4k 6 K L1 6.05
X B, ESCHTHRIE I FAHOC QTL WFFEHT, FE %A i B AH 4k % 5 H — 2o 45 i) R i R &
TABEAR ) QTLs, X EEMR AR IFAE — 22 AR 3 (ASD A= MoR4 (Ribaut et al,
1996,1997) ¢ HRAIX AT WG 7N 12 KL DH A BB A7 AE 53X Be R A S AH DG (W D B A5 AL SR 2 i T
YE RS APEIX R I REAR S, AT LN rabl7 [T A 2 FEE AT b

DRI, ASBIFFE ARG — 305 ARk th i — iz 0 B A RO AR CGRE =%, X rabl7 H:PA
WP A ZREPEREAT T 204, XIEBIAS AR BEREAT T AN, DU ZHE R vp 1) e 90 2 A A
AT AR, IR S )RR AT AL Ay 1 SR

3.2

3.2.1
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e PR AR B 2 R i S rabl7 ST & Ak SR BUR P AL 4 b

KA 80 TR (B 5) M 288 4D BAZ R L 94 Ak DF SRR E

AR SR A o

94 )y HAZ A7) DNA 25, 4lifb & e %,

3.2.3 rabl7

1)

2)

3)

S1BeTt
LA NCBI 1) rabl7 FEH @41 (X15994) NS, witsl¥). sz s Ly (e
SEICIAAT s L3 —346 A, Tw’?ﬁ%‘ﬁdﬁﬂm Atk

Forward Primer: 5’ —TGT TAT GCA GTT CGC TCT GGA C—3’

Reverse Primer: 5" —GCC AAT TGC ATG CGT CTA ATC—3’
PCR " }4:
N T BRBREE I A i 2, W%t T PCR SEUNF A, AHE /> S R LA m
FURAPER) Pfu DNA SRGBEEAT PCR, I HAEAMFEMY H =AN R . F 20500k 3R AL
VNG

PCR AR U1 T
DNA #it (Sng/ul) 5ul
Forward Primer (10pM) jmi
Reverse Primer (10puM) jmi
2 X Pfu PCR Master Mix 12.5ul
ddH,0 5.5ul
Total 25ul
PCR " 1 FE /7y -
Stepl 94°C 4min
Step2 94°C Imin
Step4 57°C Imin
Step6 72°C 2min
Step7 34 times to 2
Step8 72°C 10min

PCR [l 4lifk:

XF PCR 724, JGHL 2ul HEAT 1% agarose gel FEPKAGIN, WHRAFAESE LR ) H bRaiy, K4

#53 PCR F=#k4T 1% agarose gel HiK, HLIKI8EE /G T PCR J Bt 42 RIcrn 4lif, o (=]

ezt AR 7 3% ) QIAGEN /A #] 1) QIAquick Gel Extraction Kit, HAKERAE SR -

a)  HTE IR — 1) DNA FBOABUIERERER OIS, REDIBR 2 KRB, JFRRIL
.

b) B EE BB AN LOE 15ml EO08, A 3 S4B K Buffr QG

(100ml~100pD).
¢) S0°C/K# 10min, B RIS RRME . AR IEFE P AERS 2~3min ANWTHEHR S 204 .
d)  FERHGERE G, RS Bt (5 Buffer QG BB, i S 0 A% 0 (4,54
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4

5)

6)

HRY 2, 0 10pl 3M BEREN (pHS.0), TRA], MFitas . (R EK pH
NTEET 7.5, M DNA WOBSOSCR By, BREAIRZR W] pH i i) o

e) f8—4 QIAquick spin column FAEFEAER) 2ml WAL .

) ERAWEFE N column H, 12000rpm £5.0» 1 min,

g) AR, H column MR, 12000rpm 2.0 1 min.

h)  Ji1 0.75ml Buffer PE T QIAquick spin column, 12000rpm 2.0 1 min, LLEHE DNA,

i) FEMEW, 13000rpm 20 Imin.

j)  # QIAquick spin column JHZET#H) 1.5ml 2.0 o

k) N TUEHDNA, A 30ul 65°CHi#kfBuffer EBE# ddH,0#QIAquickF Ly, 8
Imin, 12000rpmZ5-L» 1min.

) H2pl M= AT 1% agarose gel FEVKATIN, i pzhmife, ¥HRHE T —20C
e

ARSI BT A1 R — o0 SR B Y A 2, PR 2 e aifh ) PCR v Br i #

RAFRATING: BB Sk ik b, PR R, BBV A T,

AERUE

a) i EREN] TaKaRa 2w (1) pMDI18-T AR & @bk S 7 BUBE /Rt 1 ¢
3 [P LEAI LS & 10pd IERE, 16°C [V 2h;

b) 4 (10pD) JIAZE 100ul Topl0 E32Z541 4, VK 30min;

c)  42°C/KH 45s;

d) U B O 20K, A HINH 2-3min;

e) N 890pl AN Amp [f) LB #5375, 37°CHRi% 597 60min {4114 5 I

f)  HL200~300ul, HIAJUEANLE S X-gal. IPTG. Amp [ LB [F4AR 55 F, 37°CHEE;
7% 14~16h;

g) P AMTCEET 1.5ml B0, A Iml & Amp 1) LB B35, 37 CHR¥% %% 12-16h;

h) RV PCR AN 5, REANFE SRR = AR e, 28005 2 W) .

Dy

X PCRy BCalas Bk ve B b AT XU e, e posk 5 AR A IR e 4, LAAS 30 P 5B

B E CRIGY Cat S R S SR S 5D, dkekdk Tl PCR, E

258 ST AT E o

FE S E ) 55 P

W [5)—HPREI (AN [F] X 380 Contig, F] DNASTAR #F45 4 #) SeqMan F2/33E47 7 41192,

PP EFRNFE, T T, (RuEe ol rueminr . el e s A 741,

FOPHATINY, A SERITA W R P SIPHE TAE . RGHAT A R TR, X1 R

E—AN AL RPN BN 280, HEATESY AT, #0075 Ao .

324

() Fea bt
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P H A R A EEA TAFE KA ClustalX #£F1E47 (Thompson et al,1997). H Do Complete
Alignment DHEXFFPAIREAT EEXE, XA 75 22 J il EE AT K653, 383 Realign Selected Sequences
B Realign Selected Residue Range AT Jaj il % s K 56 B LL X IR PP 81 DR A7 PHYLIP 4% X521

() RGUKE IR

REKE MR E T PHYLIP #4440 (Felsenstein, 1993) 5&/%. republicate % I )% 1000,
PP 775K H Bootstrap, SVAK B KT LML, Frf3 21 TRE SCEH TREEVIEW 17, BN
PrAF ALY o

(=) A2 &M M LD 73 bt

F Arlequin #F (Excoffier et al, 2005) #E{T Tajima’D 4 (1989). ZftL T MAHEE
A infinite-site AL, ML HACRARZEL 0 BIPIMEIIME AR C 0 =2Mp, 75 A AR
M=2N, N HRBRARSE, p ARER) . D MRV~

D= 'éfr\_é.‘i“n
Vara; )

Horr S Ay o3 B A s A H

AR A AT Arlequin #4421 T, FF#J 4 Minimum Spanning Tree (MST) (Kruskal,1956;
Prim, 1957).

HI TASSEL #AFREAT e 51 2 FEAE 04 2 LD 204

ZFEPE S HR H Sliding Window 43#7 7772, Window ¥4 300bp, Step %4 50bp;

LD T IS S B D ~ Fir?, & +Rapid Permutations, ¥fPermutationsf{i %4 1000,

3.3

3.3.1 rabl7

P R fE, 94 i HAE R E AN B RN 1 B KT His v B 5 A B RIT)
PR BT HES B X TS HAZ R PCR =YL MT R, 5 rabl7? FEFCHYEE . oTRER
X AT RGPS R TR HAE S, K4 /6 2k (Indel), 73549 6%IE
WEAM AT AR T 1. 546, B 14 S B R IG859, HELABIWAS 2 & FE 1 PCR
P INIMARER AR T 70 ANEZ RN rabl? JEEF8, 538740 X15994 —ig, Lt
T1AFHI KRBT P A 2 Gt K e

rabl7 JER e S ISR AN MR 7, Z R —AS 137bp TN & 720 B8, 53 4ME i 73 i)
A 5-UTR il 3-UTR. SAME LIFIIAERSRIX (5-NTR) N GC &= ash 7, H4E Lif
EBUE S AT 34, Rifie—B 400 £ bp AF KX (3-NTR). {EFHILEX. $HE)S,
DA I P SR AN 1A AR AT R T I E 1654bp Aidi, 2902 T 511 (X15994)
KJEM 81%, AT rabl7 FeN g BMESIX . I FAXILL R 57 B3R 3" iR
FEHl (B 3-1),
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i |

T . 200

5
5-NTR 5-UTR Exonl Intron Exon2 3'-UTR 3'-NTR
e TN Sk R0 53 D A S8 BT T 4] —1kb
3-1 rabl7

Figure 3-1The structure of rab17 gene

GHEE: ARSI 1654bp 1)) FFIN N T2 TP H1 X15994 ) 274~1898bp, [l Indel FIAFLE, XA
FEME A AN o ST B BITE A SN, T K B 5E T rab 17 JER P 51 Hh A B IR 24 AWF 9T R 1654bp F BE AR
BIAHR AL D

3-1 rabl7

Table 3-1 Polymorphisms of rab17 sequence in the lines

AL (bp) A e A H e
No.of bp No.of polymorphic sites Comments
E[STETES 1144
Noncoding region
SNP 13 14~ SNP / 88bp
Indel 17 1 /> Indel / 67bp
Total 30 1 4™ polymorphic site / 38bp
ETIE]DS 510
Coding region
SNP 6 14~ SNP / 85bp
Indel 1 1 4~ Indel / 510bp
Total 7 1 4™ polymorphic site / 73bp
B DI 1654
All sequenced region
SNP 19 1 4~ SNP / 87bp
Transitions/ Transversions ratio 0.9
Indel 18 1 4™ Indel / 92bp
Total 37 1 4™ polymorphic site / 45bp




H R AR A 27 e 1 207 18 3C O 5 rabl7 KPR 2 S TESERUN - K 7

L LG T, R 71 AN, IR T 37 NN . I 45 > bp Kl
Fl—ANZEMALE . i, SNP 194y, FHIEE 87bp Kl B —4. FAMNEKIE] 18 4 Indel, T
4 92bp AT E—A (R 3-1). £ 37 NMEFALAT, ARG P 304, A 81%, 1Y
38bp LA 2 —A, Tigmhs < FASIE] 7 A, PR 73bp AR E]—4>. Forf, SNP 7EAES
T X 55 2 DX (1) R E AR AR 24, 17 Indel 76 JEGmA X 1) e A A ) ity X FRDKE T )\ A3 o

RSt 5-UTR, 3'-UTR A Intron W28, RIS RAA LGSR, X=4
DA A R I 2 AR AEAZ . E S'-UTR X, {UXASE] 100bp I/ FHIHE LN, sE S T 3
A Indel #1 3 4~ SNP, ~F-¥J4 16bp i — N2 MR 76K 262bp 1 3-UTR Xk, H&A
M F] SNP, (HALMFNF Indel 23K 54, “F¥IAE 52bp w5 —A Indel 774, ZRALIHE DLAE HIILAE
Intron H', 14X 141bp HIFHIH AT 3 A SNP Al 3 /> Indel 7#/4E. X =ANXIE ST 500bp, A4
11 /> Indel F1 6 4~ SNP, ~P34ikF] | 29bp — 2 &AL

TEh, SRR 19 4 Indel K BEMRATGV G R, SR EERALN) Indel K AESIZ
ANFle AR Indel KSR S, N 5A, 2 TR 6 AR Indel 43 KN R4, Hoe
KIERIS K2 —4, o, KT 10bp [ Indel Kl 2] 3 4, KEEH4 164 19, 23bp (K 3-2),

6
5
4
=X
5 | |
1 |
1 7 3 4 5 65 T710 11750
Indel®E (bp)
3-2 Indel

Figure 3-2 Distribution of Indels with different length

TR IR, BRI 37 MEHRAZ T, AW SNP A 3 A Indel (VANAES T4
PAFAE (3R 3-2). i, 755bp Ab X15994 (1) 16 /M A BC4E N S AHAE P S AH R, sl £
TN

3-2 X15994

Table 3-2 rab17 sequence polymorphisms between lines and X15994

424 425 755 1074 1258
X15994 C G AATCCGTGGGTTTCGT —— ——
70 accessions G C — G T
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[ AL i B -2 i 558 rabl7 HEBRI IR A B SR i i 40
3.3.2 rabl7

ML RR Z ARV o (EAK TR 2 50 0 (B3R R, 47 T 2R, o (i —/Mirs
BRSO RN SE, SRR 7 P A s B L 2 0GRV i &[] — 57 s AN R 741
WIS 2 0 2 () — NS5 WG KB, rabl7 BRI R4 22 REE AR R DR X 3 b S AR 18 40 4%
i

AR EI ) SNP ZFEME A7 LK 3-3 F1IE 3-4. B LAEH, © F 0 {4 1AR L 38
—F. 7EHT 800bp W, fAAEE TR A1) SNP ZAE . iXFh 2 FEMEAE 800bp i iluid R %, E.Z 0.0005
LR

Site vs. Pi

1

0.0040 -
0.0035 -
0.0030 - _ '
0.0025 - e P S ~
0.0020 - ' :
0.0015 -
0.0010 -
0.0005 -

Pi

0.0000 : : :
250 500 750 1000 1280 1500

Site

e

3-3 rabi7 SNP TT

Figure 3-3 The sequence diversity of rabl7 (SNP) ()
Site vs. Theta

0.006 AN
0.005

0.004

Theta

0.003
0.002 -

0.001 - \ A

0.000 T
250 500 750 1000 1250 1500

Site

| M Theta |

3-4 rabl7 SNP ©
Figure 3-4 The sequence diversity of rabl7 (SNP) ( 0 )
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Indel H7R0254L (B 3-5. & 3-6) AR[AF SNP. n {5 SNP —Ff, 7 800bp X I A —H
46T 0.0015 LL B 7K, 71 800bp LG FFAA T, (HH R Bl B2 2/ T SNP (AR R AL IR L,
—HAE 0.001~0.0015 Z[A1%3), % 1200bp LUG A XIFURFFEL T . 0 EMA4L U B 2 15 SNP A%
WHEANE], T —EAE 0.003 EFUsh, JH{E 1200bp 2o A7k i K AE .

TiAh s AT IR R A X rabl7 JEPR A T ST T dr . i Xtrabl? R AT
Tajima’ DL, 33K Tajima’DIE }-1.16547, P (Dgimu < Dops) A 0.10700, A2 . HiRdrabl?
BEDRTE TR YA T R R T n] REBEAT A 2R R I ) o AHIXAN G R R A A SR A
WP ZREE A A 2R, I8 T 2R LS 1) TAR TPl b oK 05 il R 2 s SRR i) e 471 ik
AT LRG3 T KB UE

Site vs. Pi
0.0025 —
f |
0.0020 \
H. v L1 r v II
— 00015 - ' 1 ==t
o \ —
0.0010 ' k.
0.0005 S
00000 - -
250 500 750 1000 1250 1500
Site
|I Pi |
3-5 rabl7 Indel 7T
Figure 3-5 The sequence diversity of rabl7 (Indel) ( 7 )
Site vs. Theta
0.005 - —
0.004 -
s
m 0003 o i 1
i) e f 4
[E 1 / L :
0.002 - Rt o —
0,001
0,000 - - - -
250 500 750 1000 1250 1500
Site
| M Theta |
3-6 rabl7 Indel ©

Figure 3-6 The sequence diversity of rabl7 (Indel) ( 6 )



Hh R AR A 27 e 1 2718 S

3.3.3 rabl7

B rabl? R TR S

A

AN

Pk S EBA- i 5K ) W

28k hrabl7 FE R 7 41 22 PRI T BT 45 40 o0, RATTR B T AESE IR X 35k ¥ i 800bp
WAAAE R BRILDEE M), 5 5-NTR. 5-UTR. Exonl MKIntron, IM7EExon2 & 3" FUWilXi®, r’y

HIERF2 0.1 LN (E 3-7).

rab17=9
rab17=z42
rab17=93
rab17=111
rab17=z147
rab17=174
rab17=s2d44
rab17=260
rab17=306
rab17=331
rab17=373
rab17=373
rab17=z374
rab17=376
rab17=z424
rab17=z425
rab17=z4249
rab17=508
rab17=540
rab17 =651
rab17 =663
rab17=712
rab 177454
rab17=773
rab17=774
rab17=874
rab17=972
rab17=1073
rab17=1074
rab17=1176
rab17=1258
rab17=1285
rab17=z1452
rab17=z 1567
rab 17146649
rab17=1614
rab17=1634

e

L

rabi?

Figure 3-7 Linkage disequilibrium between pairs of rab17 sequence polymorphic sites
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HAN, AW N rabl7 FEN X ISLDI SRR REAT T, e i ehs, 7Ei%IEN X
SR 2 7 W) W LDIY IR, tH K 3-8 I LA th, frrabl? JERIX AP, LD EEIR 4 800bp /ity .

1.00 SEeEeeSeE. .S SEssEE 8§ = = 2! =
I:I'?E---l-l M Im R
o mn
=
g 0.50 -
i - | |
L |
0.25 -
| | || -
| | | | - -
0.00 - - .
] 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500
Dist_hp

3-8 rablz LD r

Figure 3-8 Decay of linkage disequilibrium in rab17 sequences

FRA A% R AR S A m IR B AN P Gk, T e w L3 14 SRS (Haplotypes)
F AR IR (32 3-3). WARAE ) BZAZNECRE, 6 MARN a1
AHMA AT, ARSI EWD AR, B8 3N ALZHEM 6 N HARI PRI X
PIAS, B DN ERARAE T ONERZR, R FALZRNEE T HAAR 5 (K 3-3). XX
{ARFYIE 3 Minimum Spanning Tree (MST) J57% (Kruskal, 1956; Prim, 1957) #4531 f /)N AE BSp DL
3-9,
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3-3 rabl7

Table 3-3 Haplotypes in the rab17 sequences of the accessions

H%C%&  Haplotype 2l EZ s

#H B 9 42 93 111 147 175 244 260 306 331 373 373 374 376 424 425 429 508 540
Haplotype 1 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 0 A 0 T G G C T G C
Haplotype 2 2 2.82% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 0 A 0 T G G C T G C
Haplotype 3 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C C G G A C
Haplotype 4 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 5 34 47.89% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 6 3 4.23% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 7 6 8.45% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 8 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C T C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 9 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 10 2 2.82% 0 0 0 G C C T C 10 4 G 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 11 6 8.45% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 12 1 1.41% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 13 3 4.23% 0 0 6 C C C T C 0 2 A 0 G C G C G A C
Haplotype 14 9 12.68% 1 1 6 C C T C G 0 2 - 9 - - G C G G A
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3-3 rabl7

Table 3-3 Haplotypes in the rab17 sequences of the accessions (continued)

HAZ& Haplotype A3

H]H  HR 651 663 712 755 773 774 879 972 1073 1074 1176 1258 1285 1452 1567 1569 1615 1639
Haplotype 1 1 1.41% 1 0 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 A 0 C 0
Haplotype 2 2 2.82% 1 0 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 3 1 1.41% 1 3 T 0 T T 7 G 0 1 6 1 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 4 1 1.41% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 23 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 5 34 47.89% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 6 3 4.23% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 19 C 0
Haplotype 7 6 8.45% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 0 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 8 1 1.41% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 T 0
Haplotype 9 1 1.41% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 5 ? 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 10 2 2.82% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 0 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 11 6 8.45% 1 3 T 16 T T 0 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 12 1 1.41% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 9
Haplotype 13 3 4.23% 1 3 T 16 T T 7 A 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
Haplotype 14 9 12.68% 0 0 C 16 C A 7 G 0 0 6 0 2 0 C 0 C 0
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Hap 1
Hap 2
Hap 14
] — Hap 13
Hap 8
Hap 9
——— Hap 7
Hap 11
Hap 12
Hap 6
Hap 3
Hap 4
Hap 5
Hap 10
1
3-9

Figure 3-9 The Minimum Spanning Tree (MST) for Haplotypes
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3.3.4 rabl7

FIH PHYLIP % {H0 4 /) SEQBOOT. DNAPARS. CONSENSE %5237, X} /741) Lbxt 45 5
T RGO G, &AM ILE 3-10. EET, B 71 MFs) (10 M ERR
HZ WP 5 X15994) BE 53 14 AN3EG, RN T I e 16 14 N pPAR R, &R a5 A A8 25
H &AM A IR B AR K2, R T &4 B A8 R st e s i . A ap
PLEH, 5% 319, 5% 318, i 90110, P138. X178, ¥k 137. H2. ¥k 135 A1 87-20 5 9 NEAT &
MBS AL P 2 i . HUO=RIT 2204, Loll125. A 322 =M HA R

3.4

3.4.1 rabl7

AWFFAE rabl7 FEDH X 31 2 A PR, & 87 bp AN E]—/> SNP, 55 AdhL 47 25 & X
1K) SNP R ZEATRA Y (5f 83~104 bp —>, Jung et al, 2004), {HEAET Ching £ 18 M A4
BIREST R A 2K (BE 61 bp —>, Ching et al, 2002), HEREIEALFHOAK 1 _F) 21 Mk
M8 2 HErE (B 28 bp —>, Tenaillon et al, 2001).

7t Indel (IR, 4F 92 bp K2 77— Indel, W% & T Adhl (4f 186 bp —/>, Jung et
al, 2004) Al Ching Fll ({47 &1 (4 126 bp —4>, Ching et al, 2002).

Indel 1E 4 —FFaI 280, EILEEY =4 KRR, R — S BT 5 2 FE 1%
SFTh Gt SNP, AN HE T Indel. SR, SHEEYAR, FKPAAALEHEN Indel

(Bhattramakki et al, 2002) . 7EASSZEG H BRI 21 (R A% 1 R AR A7 50, SNP Al Indel FEBIAH Y,
Fi 2y 50% o SR, PR BE R DX IR 23 A AN IS AR [F], SNP 714 A X 5 {F 4 i X 1) 5 A= 43
FRAEAH M, {H Indel 7EAEGw it D 1) A A S M EERE e v T4t X, 18 4> Indel 1, HAF—ANK
ARSI, R AR ARG X RIS )\ 5y 2 — o A 45 AT Ching (RIS ¥ A
2, ZEIH, RIS F AT 2.35 kb WA AT 3 bp 1) Indel, 1MiiESi% X T35 85 bp
A Indel ;£ (Ching et al, 2002) . XAR A HE 55 4 fi X N ) Indel 235 52N AR IA 8 A Dl g
Ko

34.2

() Gl X v 1) 2 25 Pk 5 A0 N 1) G ) 2k 11 5 R A8 4L

FERTI RN rabl7 BERIXIER 37 AN ZEMRRAMA AT, 7 7 MIT rabl7 JEREIR g X
(Vilardell et al, 1990), 4% 6 4~ SNP fil 1 /> Indel (3 3-4). F& 429 bp ALF1 540 bp 4L SNP
J& T A RAR AL, e JUANE S RS S 3T G AR A
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Liao2204
Lol1125
— Weifeng322
87-20
Shen135
H2
Shen137
X178
P138
Zun90110
Qi318
Qi319
Zi330
Luyuan92
Tail84
Fu842
DaMO
GB
Wu202
Xing83
Yanl72
785
Yue89E4-2
Han102
Yan103
Ji846
Jitian15
Zong3
Mol7
————— Feng273
Longkangl
CML67
X.L9010-3/02
91huang5
Lu65
Fu96
Jingnuo2
CN165
Chaoxianba
Lo1067
92huang7
Guanl7-1
Jinsui54
48-2
Ji880
D729
Dan340
Ji63
K36
— 488
X15994
Zao49
E28
Lu28
HR962
444
H21
Huangyesi3
Huangzaosi
Tangsipingtou
| P39/su
' H205
Zhonger/O2
Longkang15
Liao5110
Yi67
FR218
Ye8112
IIABO78
I92huang40
Aijin525
0.01
3-10 rabi17

Figure 3-10 Phylogram tree of rab17 sequences
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3-4 rabiz

Table 3-4 Nucleotide polymorphisms in the coding region of rab17

424 (C/G) 425(G/C) 429 (G/T) 508 (A/G) 540 (C/A) 879 (Indel) 972 (G/A)

I X Thr Gly
Synonymous

SIREES Arg—Ala  Arg—Ala Thre—Ala 7bp Gly<>Asp
Nonsynonymous

LA X15994 N Z a1, JATFATI 70 A~ BAS RIYLE 424 bp Ml 425 bp AAFAEAL H R AL 5+,
XA SNP JL[A] T3 IR 2 IR AL L 1l 1 N a R 14h, 508 bp 4LIH) SNP (A—G) T T 75
AR T WA, ENMERAAET 9N HAZRT (57319, 5% 318, B 90110, P138. X178,
Tk 137, H2. 87-20 FIYL 135); 972 bp AL SNP (G—A) i H AL N T RERAIR, %2 FA7
T =AHAZ R 49, E28 Ailjik 28 1.

T AH AT T2 879 bp AL 7 bp (1) Indel, "EAMUE 6 4N T3 DU-F- L SBEN F AT AR (FH
PUP-sk. #HELDY. SEFPO 3. H21. 444, HR962) 7EiZALGmDMEIEM KA T4k, 1 HEHZS
BT Bl JE Mgt XORAE TR SEAR, I R M Gn i R HE T, iSO K AT AN D
T, HHEBHZRM, X6 N HZ RN E PR IR RRIL 25 A, MEbrhX 6 ~MEA
A0 rabl7 DR (1) 4 i AR 11 S5 40 e 15 B R AR T IXFEAR (b, 38 75 B0 o F ek n LA IE

BRI [F) LA AN, e JUAME R 15T 2H 03 8 A R RS Gt 5 25 11 1) 45 A e — o 11
S RS PRSI AR Indel (UAFTE), HL 48 v g2 5w e DRI 1) 1E 3 ik

(=) FERA XS 2 2850k

B T gmlish X 1P 51048 S A ] B B AR T RELAAE, o T BRI 7 41 v R A IR A S AU L
AHELEME S, KX P L5l e s R . i, tol JH3) 7 iy s)A R
FURRE: TR R TP MR . R B DASCEER IR 55 J7 1 R AE AR A5G (Wang et al, 1999;
Clark et al, 2004); anthocyanin-lessl (al) {7 g Jii 8 ¥ X I AN P51 2 & PEFT maysin (165 A7
742 % KMk (Szalma et al, 2005); H'EAEY A RLUKIL, /b2 APL J5 8§ — Ao
PR AR S A R R E - IS TR OV R ST (Yan et al, 2003) .

7E rabl7 a8 7RI, A5 9 MNMEsKR T LG, XA iR A MR o e M7 FE
FRAERKBBOA TN ABA R K N2 IR IE R KIS (38 3-5, Busketal, 1997). HHr, 52
ABREs (abscisic scia responsive elements) . X EET04 17741 — ek vl A B s R s . (HEE
ARG AR IR T LA R AR R o B, FEHh AN S rabl7 B VI CH GRA
Jutf (CACTGGCCGCCC) FE4H, 5% 319, 5% 318, i 90110, P138. X178, ¥k 137, H2. 87-20
AL 135 45 9 A HAZ R P4 P AL 2 —MMZE R A 7 [CACTGGCCG (C—T) CCl. T L
FHALI ABRE3a/3b JoffH, HAZ RS AN 2] —4 SNP [TAC (C—T) GTGTACGTG].
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Table 3-5 Cis-elements in regulatory sequences of rabl17

JITI P 1) P R AR ) A Juff Fr 31

Sites in the accession sequences ~ Elements Sequences
76 DREI ACCGAGA
81 ABRELl GACGTG
105 DRE2 ACCGAC
131 ABRE2 CACGTC
146 ABRE3a TACGTG
152 ABRE3b TACGTG
167 GRA CACTGGCCGCCC
187 SPH CATGCATG
197 ABRE4 CACGTA

T4, TR, EAFEA — e FAR A S AR T B0 TE,  (HAE A SEER e A
S 2 e X 4 (Buchanan et al, 2004). LR AT, AWFFEH ) —L48 528 RAFIXSEX T 1
RAET A i, RS 319 %5 9 AN HAZRAMNAE 9 bp 41 DRE-LIKE Joff (ACCGAC)
BROCT —AN A, 1F 42 bp AL DRE-CORE (ACCG) Jofbhihde T —AN C, i HABK NAE 373 bp
fb—"~ 9 bp J¥4 (AGCCGTGCA) Mk i T —4 C-ABRE (CGTG) Jiff. fEi% C-ABRE
TCAE AL I A28 S (FIE AT X, 322 Lol125 FIIL 2204, 'CATRIFEA RS —A C REK T G
[(C—G) GTG 1. FMAIAZ AR AAE 331 bp &b, AL #E—4 DBF-CORE (CACAAG) Jift,
AWt 2 ANAL R (H205 F1 P39/su) {E%AEERK T —A CA, HZAH&R, WA 322, Loll25
FIIL 2204 HIF—A> CA AN . XA RIE R HRMB RGO, EHEL L.

3.4.3 rabl7

AR RGEREW, 71 ANTHIE K 14 41, SRT 14 AR, B 5 A8 /1)
FURUE AT UG R, A AR 5 205 2 (R AE — 8 R G R

9 NMNHEAFR (55319, 5% 318, 1 90110, P138. X178. ¥k 137. H2. ¥k 135 1 87-20) {EH
Hb TR — ANk, HASRER A A R AR IR 5, {510 2204, Loll125. i 322
SAN AL FRAIRIE—28 . 48T rabl7 FEDR P AU SRR B 25K J5 R, 3K 9 AN FAS AR A—/ MR I
FARTY CRRARTY 14) A77E, XA 11 ANEAEEHE LD AT R AL S A i B, g 7 A
SNP 1 4 4~ Indel, #HFHIHK LR 700 2 bp. M RIERKFERE, 75 319, 55 318, i 90110,
P138. ¥k 137 Fiyk 135 #ik H 56 [E Se e A4xc Bl P78599, iff H2 A X178 tH 2 WS E A Fp ik &
IR, AT AHERT, XA~ A4S R AT RESE M 78599 B 5 2 S 4 K R MAHIE 1) 3L 4 AC P & 15K
87-20 MR IEAIEHE . (EFRATTHT SSR HHE XX AL O A A RUATHHAALE K /3BT, 1X 9 MARL R
ik 87-20 4k, M2 8 NMEARBMN B L LK, HAS T — N Cluster (3 55, 454
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DAL sl gt BUnT DUHEIRT H, X8Rk [H P78599 BAHIT ALAS R H AC F AL — N AFAE I AP AL 4
B, I H SR MARE R E LR

1L 2204 55 Lol125 [AlJE—AN #4474, Loll125 3K H Pioneer ADA (PR3374), 1L 2204 ik H
—ANEEIRA RN, XPIAN AT RS E P78599 [ AT RIBAL IR BT, e S BRARIK,

AT 1T 6 AN Y1 SR B AT ZR ARG CHE DY ~F-3k o 5LPY L B B DY 3 H21.444 F1THR962),
1Mk 28 5 E28 [A) )@ T-HAAd 13 v, AR AT BEER e AT THR & A I K 208 B30 43 . 2047 0%

XL K RGN A, BEDR P41 2 FEIEAE — e R En] DL S 1 A8 AR ARt A% 1 2%

3.4.4 rabl7 LD

WG T R LD g5 iR 2, —Bolh, T Ik A S8R ey, EHE R,
DRI 7E BRI PRI b 23 47 AE LD BIPRd R . R, DI AT RO AR b ) N TR FEd 20 B R X
BIE LD 7K AR s o A BRSO e S DR (1) S5 067 AR S 04T 1E e 6, SO MR N T H bR 2 A
DI DA 7 1K) LD 7K PR 8 ik R PR N T P rh kS22 1 2043 s 1) 9 Ak ke DR R 2 1R
FEH, B2 0K R I R AT MR R FR R R S ¥ LD Z544 . BRI, ik X e P9 X 3 LD #E4T
I, T L B B %L R (540 (Clark et al., 2004), M KT 1% 5 7E YL AN 5 R i 78
RS T AN IERE R D) .

TEABEIEH, R 4R T 3RIE B asHE 2 FEPERIT 2 B /3 A (%0 B Z &, Xfrabl?
FEPLKG AT 1700bp ) X IRIEAT T 0T 2K IREHE T ASB M S XM R i e e, Bk s
WER 3 RIS 2 4. il 2] T LD IR, TR A 800bp A o IXANERRLIT R
K g R AT ST 45 . (Remington et al, 2001; Tenaillon et al, 2001). Remington &5 il
T EERI N IR LRk B HE D ZH IR SNPTRIFRILD, T A REE 102 AN B2 R AR, ARE T 7 i 38 A7
B AE R A ZREE . 7EXT 6 AMEIEFER i A rh, Horhg 4 AR (d3, idl, thl,
sh1) WIILDHUHETER (7F 1500bpA < 0.1). JXFHRs gER e 75— 41 15 NIED RIFST o 52
B SR, A7 AL S LD FER MR AFAEAR K2 57, sul A 578 12kb A st JLF- ¥k A LD % B (Remington
etal, 2001, AN AT §E-L5 1% A4 K RDRE 20 25 2 A B S2 T KRR A k.

JUETEARRETI, KR T rabl7 KL A 1) LD PR 2R, SR, JEANRE Ik ok ik
DRIAE AL AR P 8 R 52 BB IR TR D) o DRLA 20 0] 56 DT DX 3 () 4 FH AR nT R SR Py, Bt tbl
RS, — AR IE IR D) PSRRI, Wang 25 R0, a4 SO JLIR s X a4 7 5
(Wang et al, 1999).

ik, AWFFEN BT AT T Tajima’D S5, W56 45 AN G %, RZIER AR L
e, ERERE T EIE R Z A S LD R .

Ti4h, LD Kl g5 RAMY SR & A TIEER A 0%, W HEH MR ¢,
ERKZODARZ RS, mTFHPA B REA, LD MIEE R (Rafalski A, 2002). — X} y1
PR TR B, R f T OB y1 A7 5% LD IE4f %2 it 100kb (Palaisa et al, 2003), i 7L
Adhl f7 BT, LD SEAHE R 500kb (Jung et al, 2004) . A [FIFE R TR0 5, Ching FlF = H
1 300-500bp P%f 18 N [AI ) LD ZEIRHEATHIST, SEBr L BAT & B LD 3£1R (Ching A et al, 2002).

SR, AN SRS H IR R B AR AR T2 R M B 23 A R s ()t A% 22 R PE IR F A R Rl T4 e, T8
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AR IE] LD [P s iE . B Remington S5 (5T LASL, Tenaillon 50— 2 KM £k
RO A T AR 1 B 21 M RRR S Z RN, AR LD PR, HaiEa LA bp
AN (Tenaillon et al, 2001). FATTIE IR RS K B FKAZ OO0 BT — 20 B ds K BRI &
KB Z AN AL R BT, X441 AR RN IZ A B EE 2 ek 2, R X R i
) R E FE DRI K] LD /KPR W AH B MU AR — 28 o ABIFFT SIS LD 3B %8 800bp LA, HY5
XA HERTAHRT G

LRI P 1) LD S5 R0 R T K ORI 4347 Hh SR MR — i QIS 7 A LR R o Qi S oKL T
YL ATAE LD PO EEE, AN TR AT AT LD FARRAST I 5 2 B PR I 1 3 [
IR IR IVE R 2 R T ARG B H i i AE LA S . 52 AR, BT AL [N LD 4544 1) C Ik
ST EN S R PR A T Ih AR 2 A M Y LD 38 M i 0 e KR iy o AWFFUT rabl7 JEBRIIX
SRR LD P 5218, 5 7 45 R FH 2 5 08 25 DR 1) 471 22 A PR EA T ORIBEAIF 7, o BT s i)
a2
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rabl7

4.1

RIII T I3 12— WO LA SN A G A 50, T2 N T At 270 51
oo TR LD BRI SR BT ST %, BES AT HARPEAR B[R] KL DR (1) 22 AP 45 Sl R AT 20 At
A DA RS E 5 R AR 5 UV O I BAT R DI RE R S A SR DT 5o T ELAN T LA 9 1] [ )
VERIREAA . DA T QTL M5, BA R E . % A . 8 S50 RN H 280 R

IEWHTHSE RN, BT TOREER A AR Z e a . AR, EBA P U R
Z545 5 (Remington et al, 2001;Tenaillon et al, 2001), [ F KA T —Fhdbdr B 4T, $E#
A 2 RA I R I B RE AL AR S A A4 (Thornsberry et al, 2001; Rafalski and Morgante,
2004),

TR SR 2 2 AR RN A (QTL) il g oIk, BEHLHIA B A%, 1)L
K, FEMFEARDC QTL AL 5 ME 35 R v B 5507 1A HAS T — e kg . SR, 172
TR 57 AH DG Y AR S ] R A R T AH G D REJE A R A A BE DR AR S 2 B0, DRI, 78 43 A ot 9 95
rh 2 2 PR A2 I 5 AR S (AR DGR DA R D BB AR e, 6T 42 S A o 8 Yt o )T SR 2 A B0, g
FATMCRIIHESIVE ] o 10 SRR A7 1E A2 A i — I il PR A 2 T B

rabl7 J:AE TR % ABA AT R0 75 T RIE I HED (Kizis et al, 2002). 1 HILHE
DRI ORI S FT R IE OV 2 420 5 i R AR BEPRIR I QTLs &b TRl — X Ik, X LR A ds
FrAe—mE 22 mBai (ASD R~ m R (Ribaut et al, 1996,1997). A, %3 [ () — L2450 5
AR SRR v e S RO AR OGP DG ik, FRATAI A AT — &80 CAEP ik i) — 40 AR
GB35 MZER WP Z AT T 08 (REENED), HAEH IR A0 A A RBEASE 1)
OB =55 IEEAE b, BRI P 91 2 251 S SR AH G R BUREAT T OCH oA, LU e th 5
TG rabl7 JERIDIREAR 5, 4 Je ARIIF A — SRR T AR

4.2

4.2.1

KR 8B TAEPIE 1) 94 43 ToK B A R A% OB SO BHE R SER A KL

SEESAPELT 2005 AR TR BRAR BB ¢ T IR I B SR K e sy, 15 H
7-8 PR AHIFPASE N BT R E DR E R REK X, RN B X R =N E A, DY %ok
RRES X . BENLX 41¥it. ATHE 0.6 K, 3 KATHK, BT 10 ¥k, #EEE 0.3 K.

422
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T HACELX AERLAFFAEHT 10-15 K (HEgpIx 6 H 26 H, F#x 6 H 22 H) 5K, FFinit
ITFRWiE. 7 4 16 HAA 10mm FEK, (HEmAK, 28 5 H, FF/K34.5 mm, fF#FRIMNA.
(—) JEAMIR A E R g

PP IELF 06 J5 5 R A0 SR JH B X R T 5 E K IX R 25 AT SR IR L OB I k22 3, THSF A
— 22 [ BRI CASDD s BT HH ) ke i B AR s BOIRS %M, i sk bR A, kAR, e
[ A NN VAL R 1
() AR KR E

e 5 0E 30 KGR, [FAE I BEALICN, T 20em T3, W& 58 KE. FIAXTE
HEZK X H A R A S K B A T 5

a)  HUFEEBAZ:  sR = et

b)  HUFERFE: B4 11 AR R 1 AE

o) WUREJ7vk: RHATRENLI S £k, LS Fnk, 491 kit

d) WETVE: R REEEE S KR4 NS, ARG RREMRE, AT, R

TH AR TS KR (RWE):

RWC=100X (FW—DW) / (TW—DW)

Horp, FWAAKREEE; DW AR TE; TW AAREHIE,
(=) ABA &=l
ABA 7 i8R H BB S0 5 W B 72 72 (Enzyme-Linked ImmunoSorbent Assay, ELISA) il 32 (%
RUINAE, 1988) o W I E BRI AL B b AR o 42 ELISA Ui W45,  FHRGIBE S ek I A dE AT
Wi BADERIT

1. ABA [FI$2HL:

a) BT AK RMRIBENUI =4k, BRI b I RA R, L4 1g At A
Jei TR i AR A7 AE-78 C HIER AR U KA T 45 T 5

b)  FREUN S WEE] (i A FRE 0.5g 2247, N 2ml KESRBOR, ZEVKIEE T 0TS Ik
A1, BN 10ml i, FEH 2ml $EHOGR I UORBIFR e g, — IR NIRRT,
A GTBCEAE 4 CUKR

¢)  FEAAE 4°C FHLE 4h, 1000 rpm 250 15min, B35 WOIE SN 1ml 32B0K, %
A), AC FHHEIC1h, B0, &9F LiEw, F2kis;

d) B E3EBOE C-18 [FEAHAERM . BRSPS 80% M EE (1mD ~Pikt— EAE—~1Ik
SRR =B ITRERE H 100% B (Sml) ¥EFE—~100%Z 8k (Sml) $EH:—~100% H
BE (SmD) BEAE—TEH;

e) CKRRlAEE RE SN 10ml BRL RO T, BT 400K T, HEARIRT, BABRZ:
PEMCR T ) P, B S A AR E A A 1ml.

b

FE R /T : 80% HE, N4 1 mmol/L BHT (U T JLx 2K, AP L)),

JC AN 50 F B B BHT, TS 80% 1 i
2. FEih ABA JIGE:
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a)

b)

d)

g)

h)

ii.

B«
CORZE PR FREL 1.5g Na,COs, 2.93g NaHCOs, 0.2g NaN; (Al ANin) , A& 0 1000
mlZEMEK, pHN 9.6;

MR L2 0 (PBS) : FREX 8.0g NaCl, 0.2g KH,PO,, 2.96g Na,HPO4 12H,0, & fE

4 7E 10ml A BEZE P oI — i S R LT R (e dd i B A B A7) S bn 280D
WRA), TEBGPRBRE NN 100pl. SRR BEFRASUBN PR 20 A0 1017 o B At
BT 37CT 3h;
Vet FE R LF IR, B S P SRS A, RN R DR
WO LR B S IR E, AE A AL 78 DR, A ZY 0.5 min, F RGO .
53R, KRR iR B BRI AE R K AR BT
o PRI 0 i 7/ I L = 7 7
TRRRE KA IRE: BURE SRR 0.98ml, PN 20pl S & AR FEIR T (100pg /
ml ), Bl 24 2000ng/ml Ax #E W, R 5 MK K OB 1000ng/ml,
500ng/ml,250/ng/ml,125ng/ml-+,0ng/ml. K 2 SUFRUERE I 96 FLERARAR (¥ HT —
AT, BEAWREE 3 4L, &AL 50ul, HARSLINARERE, BEAFEMEE =L, &AL
50ul;
e : 75 Sml FE SRR P I — & B P Gl A B A5 O bR 28,
TR G RELIN 50ul, SR 5 HEBEFR BRI ARG A 46 36 5+
e 4 37°C 2247 0.5h;
Vel kR 2 S BERR . TR R OB IR I — & 2 AR UE I 22 (IR
JE— 1 v iy R B — 00, I ELER AR AR L ) ey iR R () — ARt . @5 — IR BRI
JEESTRI R . ARG SIS K. H DT 1E&FLIIAE RN
=gt K B EPURPUA, N 10ml FESFRRBT Rl FRef5 4500
WAEARE), RS, ERFRREFLIN 100ul, RGHIHLRNEEN, & 37CT,
& H 0.5h;
Vet Nk 2 Ja vt PR 4, BTk
TEY B FREL 10-20mgB84 % (OPD) ¥ 10mURMZEr i N T
FEIOPD), S84V MR Jo N 2~4ul 30% H,0,. VEA), LEREFLARIN 100p] CEERT AL A ),
RGNS, MEAEY S (B Ong/mlfL 5 2000ng/mIfLIIODZEA, N 1.0 A4
), BEFLINA 50pl 2mol/LAR FREX 11 J v s
Eeth: H 2000ng/ml W FESL CRIFRHE I Zedp mile BEALD I 0, FEBEIR 0% 73 o e
T AR 52 bR ) 25 JE FNEAF: i 490nm 4L 1) OD .

’
’

B 1000 mlzEM/K, pHA 7.5;

FESFEREM: 100 ml PBSH I 0.1 ml Tween-20, 0.1gMAME (R INHGA A
JEPZEM: FRHL 5.10g CeHsO7 « HoO (FPHR),  18.43g Na,HPO, * 12H0, ifif T 7
4 1000ml, FFj1 1 ml Tween-20, pH}j 5.0;

VeI : 1000ml PBSI 1ml Tween-20;

2l 2mol/L HySOys

75



H R AR A 27 e 1 207 18 3C SEDUEE rabl7 H DI ETIR 2 A8 RS R AT DGR 8] (1 ST 3 H

3. i
H logit IZETH5F ELISA g5 8. Mk iR Al Ax I EARFES IR (ng/ml ) 1) HARXEEROR,

IIABKR H] 25 2 S (AR 1) Togit (78 Logit B I THA AW «
B/ By B
Logit (B/By) =In =In
1_B/B0 B()_B

HorbBost Ong/mlALI (0 fE, B2 HUE iR B N 2 (ML
PRI ogit M2 AEAGTTIVE AN ELZR . ARFITRE il n] MR 2 (B ) Togit AP 1
P&k e (ng/ml) 1 EHRAHE P2 Sos BRI AT S0 R IR E. (ng/mD.

SRAFFE SRR IR S, R SR P R S R (ng/gfw):
N-V,-V;-B

A=
Vi-W

Horb, ARRWENEE (ng/gfw);

Vo RO e LR AR

VRN TR T 0 L3RR s RS b DU SR U B a S AT TR 4 T4, P
LLV,=V,)

VR AR S BRI 7 (K AR

W R i [ A L 5

N L Pl H R IR E (ng/mD;

B R Rl (BB A A R B BB 75 LUR IR R A K0

4.2.3 rabhl7

A TR rabl7 B4 22 A 0 i SAH DGR IR AR AR DRI, 7025 R A 45 AL 5 (1)
Bl b, AT A 23S I A SR AR DG 34 o

R H TASSEL #1447 1) Structured Association (SA) 56 HEAT .

HTTEF S ZFEE i ORI, rabl7 JERFAI I 238t , K&y 50% Klndel. KT, 78K
BCA AT, BESNPAIIndel —#oE Ky 2 & MEEE . LB IE IR KT 5% [FISNPAIIndel H 5%
WA AT o ARSI ARSI m I 25 A1, FH I R[] LE A 56 KA U OCIRFE . (Thornsberry et al,
2001) TR H Y, A A I SE R 2 2 1 55 R AR e J2 P/ AH BB (R AR i, 7R cH,
DU A 15 36 J55 DR 22 25 M RN SR AR S (MU A7AE ORI B MILRE (R R R4 I 4 7 VR IEAT L
_ Pr(C:7.0)

Pr, (C: O)

Hr, CRARARLRIMEEFEF MR AL, TR AL ROMRME, QUEHAL. Mg
EANR R PR (PryfIPro) ¥ AR BRI 1) 22 5

N T A RIMER I OCIBESE B, 7EI84T I, Permutations 1% H ¥ 4 1000, 42 &MEM) P AE /N
T 5% IF, IR %2 AR Y (R PR AR TR A7 S 35 R

A
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4.3

43.1

AP ILIRAT TRk AL S, ASTARTEATRbR, MRS, ORRBEE. PRRRIE. RS
FEERRR LSRN FKE . ABA Fr 8R4 bR, AR EOKE A ABA B B HURE IR ) - e 4
e K EAERE X A 6.21%, IEFHEKX N 11.35%., Ll )7 2081, S EE RN ERALE, K
I, FESFRPAMGEI,  DL=ANE PSSR R i e b i A

SINTRIL, SXTREAHLE, Bk BB A R T S T R AR PR AR A LR I . R I
WA, S HALRM ASIAE 0.3~14.3 R2Z[A4k, WHESAAME FE 0~19.5 R [MARL;
PR E B4 A T AE 134.3~263.3cm Z A4k, a4 4F F7E 93.5~214.3cm Z A48 4k FA7
i IE A T AE 30.3~147 3cm ZHASAL, B4 R AE 20.5~103em 2 [A1 4k BREEEIE
WREME AR RAE 0.44~3.34 Z 0281k, MBS FTE 0.22~1.25 Z AR L, SpRAEE IE A
fFRALE 15.44~233.28¢g 2 [AA810, WHESAT FLE 6.24~96.57g 2 [MARAL; FLpfoRL I IE H B 45 1
FAE 10.86~186.39g Z [A484k,, Jil 4644 R AE 5.28~67.95g 2 [A1 384k 11k o 1F 3 WEML 4 T 4
8.38~39.67g a4k, Wra4t: RE 10.05~33.83g 2 [a)Ae4k: AxF& KB IE W MM & R 4
89%~106% [A148 4, WMBLAE FTE 76%~99% [H2A54k; ABA 5 it 1F W HEML A< F7E 81.12~
2050.80 ng/g-fw Z [A]384k, WrESAT FAE 161.131~2402.997 ng/g-fw Z [A] 224k .

EAFERE IS, MM, —R AL REA R LW 28559, &R T ASI 5= fats
t— IR EEE I, GE Rk T L, 4, WARERE R P R 2, NI A
PERH 1 A A A K S IE EEE T 100%, LU 28RS b W G ik g0 461, R
RIS o IO SO R 2 AT ME DARE R I, A UpE A T A MR S b S (R R R A v ) )
R — R 2

MEHEN T B R FIMERE, SRR KAT PRI AT e 2R, AR
JEANT] (R 4-1) R IFE-nk 22 M ba i (ASD ARl de o, IRIBG R B T 15 H a4 1 R
JEAKIK 76.84%,  FABRAEEE R SO P AN PR AR IR AR A R B RS AR — 28, 735000k 62.22%F1 64.66%
AR JE B /N P FRFR AR K &=, FRARZT 10% A

SR, LA gevk FURBME 5 i S Aabr ik LIRS . 7E R A28 R A S [ IR TG SRR
FUEBIRFAE, AN & B A R HIREARRAAAAR K 2 5, 2R, #aLR
A B A5 bR AR S AN MR . 1 RS R I AST SEK A B, 10 H A8 R £ (R0
MRASIE BT Wy 2535, IR B 2 e S i PR IR R S 2 VA DG . 7E AST Zeih T, AR
M ASLASRL, 76 ABA SrEMNEY, ARAZRPNEGE ST, X2 HZ RS
(1) 25 BRAE I AR R 22 B, I R T HE— 2D

T 2T AR IX MR K AR rabl7 LRI R, AWFTOR WA R
T E R A A T I PERAEI B 4 DI A3 AT IR R B IR AR, 38 In ol 2% P TR AR Al 52 Dy e Y
PERAE o AR REX BERBIR 5 rabl7 JERI 2281 —i, 162 I RH AL F i 35l L IEAT G #T o
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TE R HERE 5 a

4-1  7-2 ASI

Figure 4-1 Difference of ASI in Chang7-2 line between droughts stress and well water situation

TE R e TR

4-2 GB

Figure 4-2 Difference of Plant Height in GB line between droughts stress and well water situation
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4-1

Table 4-1 Variations of phenotype after drought stress

PR EHHE (BHATIMD  BHagR BEATISMED  BRaJE AR IR
ASI(K) 3.80 6.72 76.84%
Pk cm 198.75 152.47 23.29%
R4 B cm 82.25 62.86 23.57%
PR 1.14 0.73 35.96%
FRRAEE g 104.62 39.53 62.22%
FRRRIE g 82.57 29.18 64.66%
[ER 27.95 23.30 16.64%
ABA (ng/g-fw) 629.39 713.32 13.34%
AT 7K B 0.98 0.89 9.18%
4.3.2 rabl7

KA TE rabl7 JER P41 Z FEPE ATl Bt LA R T 70 SR ITH, IR BT R,
MAEARE R HE 3 R 29 AN 52 AU VER B b tH AR IR 70 AR EE , A1 70
AN rabl7 SRR P B (BB —=75) —id, FH TASSEL 2 {F#E1T Structured Association (SA) |
B, WG IR R IE AR KT S%IMZAE (3% 16 ), RHAEEMIEIE, Ko 5dE
RCEERE A, S E ISEA AT s A4 A I 1000 IX Permutations Ji7, 42 &ML P H/)
T 5% B, BN A2 A P RUAR N R PR A 2 T A7 A 83 DGR o S RAT I R A B 45 W3R 4-2.

ARSI B /NAS 5 R B EAE W2 RHRI P41 2 87 . 3L, 879 bpkb () 7 bpf¥iIndel 737l
A ) 5 1 RS N IABA S 5 ST SR 4 A B IRARS S /K S AR 3 OR e, A W
KPR BIRR W 255 331 bpibif) 2 bplfIndel 51 F M a5 AT T IIF AL — 22 [ a3 (ASD (1) 2KHk
WIE RN BFETEAE: 54h, 11 DA s s AR 14, W =% 5T RN T
PRI ER TR EME R R AR B DGR, IR R T SRR R AR A 1 ORHE,
X 1A Z B R AKCEILD (r®> 0.9; P< 0.0001),

ST A Z SR s I AL BN S IR, AR EERLAL mi 551 T A R 8 A

879 bp 4L Indel b, 47 1%3E AT B [CCACGGC (CCACGGC) GAC]HIEEAT HE I FT o 1
IEH R T ABA 5 8 PN 348.62 ng/g-fw, T-FHpi N A K B F4{E R 93.35%, 1M
k1% 7 bp Fr BRI R[CCACGGC (---m-- ) GACIH MW IEHREME N ABA & &-FEMHEA
660.32 ng/g-fw, T F Wil NAHX EFKEITPEIIME A 88.81%, A1 i%ddh A F Bt[CCACGGC

(CCACGGC) GAC]IFEFALAL s IR IE H HEME T~ ABA & EAX UK, [R5 HbE S ihe
PRFF i AR B 7K

FAARL 14 (5 9 NASTR, KEBKE P78599) XN MG N ARREETR o) f s Rk A o
JUME T BBRRLEE 730 2 49.79g. 129.22g Fl 34.03g, HZAHEL, 53— ANEEALHE KOG Y ) e 5
PRBEEE . X TRRRRE TR . B R SRR E I 43 0l 2 38.80g. 101.05g il 28.82g, AHM AR B AL
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fiG, XB, RLLETIRE P78599 [ HATF T & A AR AT FE R IX = AN S 4Rbr 4 21 T 4
(ER N

FAMEI B — A B B 2 B TE L 331 bp ALK Indel, ZAMFAE = ANERTFRER, =AM
PRI 2 AR IRA 22— CA, 43 HIJE[AGCACA (—--) AGCA]. [AGCACA (CA--) AGCA]AI
[AGCACA (CACA) AGCA], XM+ 5 Pha st T ASLAKIR 5.17, 6.13 1 11.89. =44
R R EA[AGCACA (CA--) AGCAMR I, 1M H[AGCACA (----) AGCAJHI[AGCACA
(CACA) AGCA]IM HALZR 3 WA 2 ANF1 3 Ao HHT TASSEL #AFAEEAT G 5 N5 A g 1k
AT WA HE R 5, it LA 22 AN S5 B DR o R 3R S5 067 467 s o 5 9, X = AN R
A ZAL F[AGCACA (—---) AGCA]H A IF s, NP MERAE 5 % 45 = [ [AGCACA (CA--)
AGCAERIEZE A K, BRI, 6 e 451 5 () AST 2 3] 5 2 B9 A8 0N 1R Y 1% [AGCACA
(CACA) AGCA], A F AL s NI PRIRAE L ) — AN AL R R 5 9496 &

SR I, DRSS Tabn P i o AR A B O AR R8s, B Rl 38 2 35 ) 5CTG. IX
7N T S AR P 5 AR A 2, AT BEANAE TN H B 5CTH r vh

4-2 rabiz

Table 4-2 Association between rabl7 sequence polymorphisms and traits

Z &M or LR PEIR DiffLL PermuteP
879 (+/-) IEHHEM T ABA & ik 12.2076 0.0020
879 (+/-) T PE AR K 5.3526 0.0321
ARTY 14 T PE T Sk 9.7639 0.0041
ARTY 14 TP T SRR 9.7642 0.0071
AR 14 IE WV N FPR AR T 7.3063 0.0131
331 (+/-) TR R ASI 6.1579 0.0302

W DIffLLRZR A (H FIHo) 1 FARXTEUAR M (1) 25 55 PermuteP#R 7R 3% T Permutations [ P{i -

4.4

4.4.1

ARG IR B =A 5 R B R 2 S R . XA R i 28T —Em
AW ee IR, TTTIX SEAR A A ] R T B AR S R IR A

o, 879 bp A MAE A& —A 7 bp [ Indel, AN B[CCACGGC (CCACGGC) GAC]
(R85 AL RN VTR 1 AT RAET S E N D RS CREFES m AR 5 K& (93.35%), ik iz B
(10 5 57 5 DRI 2 R AR R £ 7K 0 88.81% 0 —FECHR L T, JHRIE T RARFASE iy (R AN 55 7K B A R
(it S, DRITT, X 7R 1% AN R B A B RN v B I Dk, 5 RG4S ST
RINEA LG EER 6 A~ A R EK B A NIEIYF S8 (EDY-PSk . 2500, sEFPY 3. H21.
444, HR962). VP [E M7 A s & I R T HZ R, R, XH5AM5TH
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RN R 2. mH, 495 E—-sEh i) epsE e, XA Indel 7 T44X 1, 7 bp
FEBAEA OGRS T3 T —AY CCACGGC #5 U1D) AMUAE AR 1AL i (1) 2 HE R ) A= T 484k, iy L
HEESH TSR RA TR, WA, ENMBILRA AL rabl7 FEFRRERET
AL, BLBGXTARAL S AT BB A ERLE b R S 2 A1 T AT e DR i AT R AR 5 7K &
AR TP

AN AR, R MRS EEERA T ABA SREZEMHC, HFHEHHARE
(55 o HE RATAH N 1Y) ABA B EAK. SRTT, “MMba4fF N ABA S &EHIN)G, E19%A PRI 21X
MNZEMS ABA &R W AHC A ENIELEANE 2, A T AR ABA IR SOl id 12 K

TEh, ARFFOLRIE] 11 AT LD ARSI 2 SR A 14 5150 aE T spfohn
B, TR E N PR AR WO, 5 I RERE T SRR (AT R ORHE, X
AMEbREE BN T 9NHARR ORIk A P78599) BT IIARAT 3 N IX = AN ebr i 2
THBAER, WA 1S R A v] RS P B IE DTk, SRR 14 A 11 A2 ASE
T, GRS IUE PR AVE R ThEE 2 A, e RINE T LD S5m0 2 A G,
DFEH G R, X 11 ADAZEMEPRH—A SNP (C—T) fiFHa XK GRA JofFH, %t
PEE R ) rabl7 sk B UIMI S5 (Busk etal, 1997), WANEH =AN LA T BRARBA L4
A BT IE,  AEAE 2 L e A R X 2 0 A 1 X 38 (Buchanan et al, 2004) (i DLES —
o A MU DRI, BRI R P41 b R IR A et n] e A R A A8 53 (Yan et al, 2003
Clark et al, 2004; Szalma et al, 2005). [K1fj, AHFFEA X LA T #0138 A 1) 22 2P 5 m)
At TECR A RN D RE 2 &1

331 bp B AF7E—/> DBF-CORE Jtf:, AL Indel AT 2] 5 1 FWpia 444 N1 ASI 1%
W, ZZ SR S ATE = AL, Hoh A 3220 Lol125 FIIL 2204 547 (15547 3L R R BLH
TORFUPIERAE R, AT RN R AST S — AN SRR AR K T 6 R, RIS 3L R 9t A
SES TR SR SR N, AR, AN A R DR AT 0T S A I ) DT R ) AR B R

4.4.2

BT AR S B ORIE TSI AR M AER PT5E1E, rabl7 FERRI) LD PR peR AR IE 1 OCHK
SyMT IR Ay R, T HLARE I 2% FE A 45 ) (1) 70 AT REMbARE 2, 1 AT AR IR A4 45 R T e SR I
BRI SR, PRI, SQHREE RN BAT B s I AT (s B RV Nl J5 3R AT — 2L R 3R W] RESE MR G
W4k R -

SRR, RV TR TR R AL e i R T 5% A AT REAFAE B DR ZE IR R T s /N, H
T AP R AT T REAT, — S8 AR R ARKAR & TVEIE I, X LB 3R B 2 s/ D #R 2 0) R Ik
iR ERIFENT . SiAh, Tl AR, FRATTR SR U —E R gE v s, T
AT 2 RN AR B 5 A% FE A HE R AT S

Hk, gt Jnik il geai ok —E R 5w . e, AW TASSEL At H Ry /o 4r
Structured Association (SA) WEGIN, 15 HGE% R AEAL B RE XI5, Py L2 ASA5 A7 e R o AR
RSB, WA I AW RINE] 331 bp A = ANEAIER ST R Wria R AST A77E R
FHORUE, IR, Rl T I ARRE AST G INAIAEA LA, AR, g Ah— MR ) A5 A FE PRI AT)
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AT RESS AT SCIBR A SR AL — 5 [R5 o S R B0, 4 T 1) S TBCAST WU 8 ) M T e vk 4 A () gk — P 58 3

FROG BEARG 2 58 W SR T 45 R o VB AU 2% FEA A 45 Ry 1) 77 VR AT e i a4
T AR RS M AT ReA R PR P, SR, BEZ AT RE S A — AN, BB PR L, ok
At e RS S AN OC ) 2 A MR AT e AL RES R R AR e I D e 2 A ME sl 5 2 AP A
KIBE, AHAEFETRIREAAR LA LM I, TX A 22 A PR OA A JE AR S5 AL 38 B S i T 2t 10 F T3k
ATPT AR R /N B BRI, SRIBE 3 M It W] REARAEAR B M . it e, T REAFAE 9 T R LA ¢
PRI 20, PUNZZ SSRGS s ARG, FEHEBRBHA S /2 N Aok, BATER
A R PRI k. DART IR T S RN T RXAmT6E, @, (EiEk—Iieiur d8 4 s
BEMIBIFFT R, XF 71 ANERINAZ O A R BEAT T d8 J37 41 22 25 PERT IR 46 46 4 % %2 ( Andersen et al,
20050, {EEATFEEIREAR S R SEM IRRT B N AT 3B T W E OCHR, AR AR S i s e, i
A AR B B E . A, FES A 375 AN T2K E AT R 43 K AR S AT P BEAR R4 T
(1] d8 341 22 25 E 5 AR IH 2 TR R R BE B b, X Rh SR04 2 T 5604E (Camus-Kulandaivelu et al,
20060, BRI, ek TX A B () g5 A 280 R ikl S R AR RIS, AR AR, S B 1
AFAER AT BETE BN o Sy ANEAT — P50, i P& AR AR 2 e 5 PRI kAT BB A% U

B, oA BT () S BE R VR o ABIEFEH, O 7 ORUEDIES: I OGB48 SR i w45
SEALEERIAR AN T 5% 2 MR L g, ASINOCHENE:, XA — LT B8 i R AR
FAYATAE 25 RIK AL S A7 U GVl o G 7 B AGr I HH A o 2o W R A RS A ) e 22 A AR 7
ARG, 23 B I0AH N R OCIRAS I 3 ) o

B, REATAE L AR A5 35 R 2R, (AT ST 0 45 SR AT AR HAT B v R I e PR S ]
P, AU 2 (1) J LA B i 5 2R A DG (1) rab17 257 35k Rk FF R AH M I D e 3 FAsid 3@ fit 14012,
WIRANITST rabl7 e RIE FOKTE ST 4 S it 1 S22 10 S8
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5.1

FIF 49 4~ SSR Aricoxf ok H TKAZ LRI 5T A B 1 H AT R 1) 288 N H AT RBAT AL ZFEPESMHT,
LRI BT 262 ANSELIAL AL SPIIREAS SSR AL s A A R 5.3469. PIC T334 0.5057,
FEIZ FEIE YA 0.5663 0 BEARL I 73BT B, 31X 06 |5 A8 ZR Fas A ARABL: =22 w] 73 2h DY
KIF, FEANT N FIEVYF3L. Lancaster. Reid F1 P FEVYAN AL AR Bk b, DURHP SRR B
7 IR E AL A AL LRI YR 9 0.290 (HEPUST-3L). 0.267 (Lancaster) 0.260 (Reid) 1 0.183 (P £f).
DASERLAT st 0 H IR Bebn i, XAl A R T 94 AN H A R AEAIZ OO R XAtz
PORHLAIAT 228 DMERLALED, F 288 4 HAS R ALAL AU (262) 1) 87% .

5.2 rab17

A% RIEAT rabl7 JER P H 248000 AERTE 71 AP0, SR E T 37 &
AR 5, 46 19 4> SNP CFI4%; 87bp —A) F1 18 /> Indel CF4%E 92bp —/N)o 71 37 A
A S R, EARGR AL X AT 30 A, o 81% o oA Indel 7 ARGwAY X (1) & 2E AT AL g X (KK
1)\ 5. Sk FRE, 7F rabl7 JERIE 301 X AR — MM B Rt T R 2 AR s, 2 )G
T o SN 43 AT R AR R DR DX 3 A JE B AN P A PR Rk 800bp BAPY o ARHEIEBA
SEHTEERE, IXEEFEHIN k) 14 AN PAKRL, WS rabl7 FEREAI R TR ], Bk A
P78599 ] 9 /N HAE & 55 HL 0 AL AR IR (14 T 45 P 2 d5 0t

5.3 rabl7

B3 Structured Association (SA) LG, HAM B 7SAN P H1 2 250 5 R A ) (1) 3% Ok, HL
T, G X A Indel 23 515 15 BEBEA AT T 1) ABA 5 i AT R a4 BN /K A7 AE
ORI, B AN B AL B DR T B A S AT AR FK S B AA SR ER, IXANMEA T
Bt 33 T g X I 5EAE; 5'-UTR F—A Indel 5T W4 F I FF 46 — - 22 8] [
(ASD) [i] (oA 2 B3, HrP iR 322, Lol125 FIiT 2204 &4 A4 FE R AST 1 H 5 —
ANEERTIERFERK: T 6 K5 H4h, i1 11 AT LD R 2 S8 BRI 5 = AN P2 K 7 2 )
WAFAE 1 25 ORIBE, 9 AN K 432K H P78599 (1) H AT 5 T 7 A1 I A5 B RO X = ANFR BRI E 3 T 19 2%
VER, 2 WH 12 55 A0 Jk DR A 0T i 52 1 LA 1 17 D ik
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