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K SR FFORIEIDG 2 Q TL $2 4

A E BT EREN, Y B A, ERARC AT ERwE
(IR N\ — A B FAA B, KK 163319 2AA B RN TR Sl R I R T ARR: TR / ARlb A S5 5 e VR P o S 38 3 / R
TRl F BV EPRLAF 5 BT, AT 100081 ;5 2 BB TT A Bl B K ARSI, I R EE 150086)

WE: K22 ARELH Y, ZRANEAFAR L 2GR RfmERE. XERO RN &E% % AR
HYWABEEREH A, A B S E AR EES TEAR T REHBHAEAETLEE L, AR b G A EARH L
RAEFEQAZTHEZH R AT TA4T L M 880N R A LR 42 5 B AR, #) A F 2% —5 SNP #7324 SSR 5T 471t
REFZF,BKGARE  SA0F R 5484, #iE QTL IciMapping4.2 89 %4 X 1A 4f B i% (ICIM-ADD) & 4% 3% 13 2 A~ %
& QTL A= 2 AW QTL. gPro 1l 1F=qOil 11 1,45 F 4 F 4732 SSR_11_1087 5 SSR_11_1090 Z [d] , & ja] K s 126.27 kb, i
TR S K 4.05% F23.23% , KA BEILBA 54, gPro 14 142qOil 14_1,45F SSR_14 042115 SSR_14 0429 Z 4] , X [
K> 246.00kb, E TR E SR H 4.67% A2 7.13%, EH EFELB 154, AR ELENHETHEO RS LIRS E
L E, ARXREZE O GH Y TAF LM TR A AR AL e e T A8,
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QTL Mining of Protein and Oil Content in
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Abstract: Soybean is an important legume crop in the world, and serves as the main donor of protein and
oil for human diet and animal feeding. The protein and oil content are genetically controlled by multiple genes,
and are largely environment-dependent. It is of great significance to explore high protein and oil loci in targeted
breeding of new soybean varieties. In this study, a genetic segregation population including 880 families was
generated by Heinong 84 (high yield and quality) crossed with Jinghe 4 (high protein content) , and subjected
for the protein and oil content quantification. The genotyping was conducted using ZDX1 SNP array and SSR
molecular markers, combine. Two protein QTL and two oil QTL were identified through the complete interval
mapping method (ICIM-ADD) using QTL IciMapping 4.2. gPro_11 1 and qOil 11 I were co-localized in an
interval of 126.27 kb between the molecular markers SSR_11 1087 and SSR 11 1090, showing the genetic
contribution rate of 4.05% and 3.23% respectively, as well as five annotation genes in the region. gPro_ 14 1 and
qOil 14 1 were co-localized between the molecular markers SSR_14 0421 and SSR_14 0429, with the interval
size of 246.09 kb with 15 annotation genes, showing the genetic contribution rate of 4.67% and 7.13%
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respectively. Collectively, this study identified the QTL loci on protein content and oil content, thus laying a

foundation for the marker-assisted selection breeding and gene map-based cloning of soybean with high protein

and high oil content.

Key words: soybean; protein content;oil content; SSR ; QTL mapping

K 5.[ Glycine max (L.) Merr. | J&=—F B H A0 48
VeRAVEY , R NI & A & A FI s AT Y 2%
KR Z —, FPRLA BT AE % AR 28 A0 Tl h
FRARKMAE . AR A U E K EE SR
PrE A2 T A B OCHE D R, KGR BRI D
I 2B R O 5 52 BB 5 0 1Y) 52 2R %L
LN/ NS AW E S S JIUPNGA LB S
FERN AR 5 A [ 1 70% , Ho 3R B N SR SR
FEERTE , 75 8 e VLY PR b R SRR AR L T A
BT X ERIRTLAE RG0S A s R
R, KRG A BRIIR DT & B 5 g 7 55 3 XA LA
TE— & 2200, AR R IR 8 A i E mIC, 22 AR
SRS D, T PR OR VIR B2 S A AR R
FE G 5 & A G QTL/E N X B B &
eI BRI A R R R RN S

WA Ho s L e iy R R, REE P IR D
it QTL/AE R A Rl 2 Fh 4 T AR ic SR AT 4 5E
£, 35 BR i 1 B B K £ 25 Pk (RFLP, restriction
fragment length polymorphism) \#"34 i Bt < i 2 4%
4 (AFLP, amplified fragment length polymorphism)
Ny B EE A2 7 51 22 2854 (SSR,, simple sequence repeat
polymorphism)Z£** ., 1988 4F Apuya 5"/ | | RFLP
PRICHEAT B, M A T AR — s R R R i A
T o Keim S5 A FH IR & 5 B 4R K T 4458 1
F, 03 B RE AR T — AR S0 Fhric i 1% 1% B
L BE T s ARIC 5 B TR AL R Y ORI, OF
U FH RELP ARic X R AT QTL E . b,
B2 5 R S [F] A R (F, (RIL .BC) Fl 23T
i (RAPD, AFLP , SSR) #4) £ T % & AN [ 14 35t 1% ]
T FHXT T RFLP 554500 2 5 MEAIR A 6k A
Akkaya &S T SSRARCAE R F AL R4 i) &
ZENE. 1999 4F, Cregan"' 418 T 606 1> SSR FE [A]
JAE ) I K, Aol R A R S A A 1 R ik — 0
Blo Song FFE R HE T — A58 R R TR A 2L
i, AL E 1849 AR, b 1015 4> SSR 709 4~
RFLP.73/>RAPD. SSRrFHricHi A s H 5 #
YE ., SSR 3 FhRic h K &R BT R Ge (5t 4% 4 2 it
TR T A

BRI &R S BT A A B HAx, E

WANE A KIS, Ia L1 TR L=
(www.Soybase.com) . Diers 2" F| F 4k 1% 15 B A4
R 25T AR RI RS, B RGE T 5 KRG T
ARG & ARSI QTL,, Lee 25 F FH PN EEAA
() F, M F 742 2 a2 PR 2Ry 25 43 B F X[ 1 5
B AIHEE .G H K 4 &SR 2 8 15T QTL,
A i R R A SR 4.99%~7.4% , HoFpfE E .G \H 3
A1 A ) s S0 21 5 1 15 #H OC 19 QTL. Sebolt
ORI FRE A R A ) BC BRI FESE B T 4G
W5 26 5 8% QTL HA5 2 11 i i i A 56, ]
TR FE T AR K 419%~65% ., Jun 2520 Qi 452 A
FH SSRARIL , 3 1o Bk /AT AL A A DX 8]y 9k 22 A0
FERLEN 2R EL T QTL, Al ff R i R B A% 55
4.4%~14.5%. Yesudas %5 i1 SSRARIC 7 241
BRI A X ] B £ 575 18 J2 20 S et fA |- & BFh
T3 QTL, HAESE 20 5 Y aikif & B 1 A Fh 72
15 QTL. Panthee %"/ Ff] RIL Ff {43 52 SSR #5
TER BRI R Ty 2253 BT AR A DX RIE [ e 62 21 3 4 Fh
TNeWi QTL, /A fE 25 1. 10 Fl 12 5 e fa ik, HAj
SoyBase FUH A1 1) R 5 88 1 SRR I 7 S AH G
QTL Bt 4351k 241 F1 3154, Hovh 84345 1646
15 #1205 YL A, AT Al RS9 152 4% DTk 28R 0.07%~
65%. R K G 8 ORI 105 2 5 AH O QTL % /8
EA ARZAHGE B H T4 T J R QTL 4 HLIX
[ K AR5 B — 4254 QTL/EH .

AHIFGE A BRI 7148 = = 05 SRk 84
FEAS R 86 11 2R 50T 4 5 o AR My 40 75 880 4
KA F R 454 SSR 4 Fhric 5k R R E a0 At
IR AVEHE , R QTL IciMapping4.2 58 7% X [A]/E
172 (ICIM-ADD) , 5 v 5 & 1 5T AR D5 75 1 AH O
(19 QTL AV, A B3 K & b S MR AN o P i B
BRI R SR AR
1 MREFE
1.1 BEigE

LB IT A AO B4 B 7 LR 24T R
ih AR R 84 (BE R A & 43.26%), g i % =
20.41%) JpBEEAS B p VT4 Al Bk g ST 43 B 15
HEEMA SRR 45 (EARS R 45.21%, 05
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05 i 19.45%) HACAS . A 84 5 5TI] 457958,
I BORAR AT AR, A 880 N K RV F,
WA B R, 43BTF 2019 .2020 4E 7 BRI 4
BBE g0 St B AR FIAL F, F,  BE A, 2R 3 m A7
K, ATHE 9 0.60 m, KRIE 5 0.06 m. 44 75 40 HH )4
P[RR FH A B A AR B S AR A T e PR 1 —
B 5 BRI TR
1.2 FREEENE

PRI A T4 JC L TR BE | URE 58 4% 1 K
Pl 5 29 30~50 i, F] % E Bruker 23 w] A2 7™ 1)
fHE ST AR AT 2T ARG R AR S A A SR A
TR PIRARAN Lo i SN TR ik e 3 a0 NI o
FBT G D5 T8 FER A OPUS H oMk ot
PR3 28 R AR T & S . BRI AR
e 3R E S, BOF E A% i 19 2 1 B F0 il
05 i,y AR A bR ZR IS A B bk, Bk A 3
U, BUS A FpR 0~ M AR AT i 0 25 1 B AR D
T

] Fl Microsoft Excel 2019 #1 Minitab17 43 #7 &
IR KA e/ IME P35 AR 22 R U AR
S RPN OC R 50 IR s 1 B IR & i o Al
P&, ) R 5508 DX ] i g o s PR R 55 2 1 o A
Wi G A T 25 Sk A o
#z1 SSRE|¥FFIER

Table 1 SSR primer sequence information

1.3 EEHDNARE

2019 4EHUEAR 84 55 50 4 5 (1) F, B4 880 N5
R = HE NSRRI R, R 4 8L CTAB 742
PEHL I | JE K 4] DNA, [7] i $2 B AR (19 35 5] 4
DNA. H 1% W3 EE i e Uk F R Aot B 1
I DNA (14 Joi 52 v i
1.4 HER—SHHa

B B 9 R S0 — 08 B o 200K SNP Gtk
A R DGR & SR 5L 2 DNA I £,
DP305) N K &2 4l 2 BUEE I 240 DNA . A5 fifi
FHZET Tumina®™¥- 5 FF & 19 ZDX1 SNP FEFIE A 43
AT H., i Fil GenomeStudio %47/ B SNP 3L [F &1 |
X A3 A S A T AR 3% RAG A K B AR Y
FERA,
1.5 SSRiRIZIEFERERFEBLEE

BT A0 2 200K 85 H QTL E i 4h 3, 1% 4% SSR
Friedbf 7 QTL & LIk S IX [a] 46 /1N . 7R G 5l 2
SoyBase (https://www.soybase.org) I 3l |14 QTL
DX 0] P R BT 1 SSRARIL, 1114 5 G etk -3
49 X%t SSRFRMIC (K 1) ARSI Y55 L., bt
BTEA YR ARATBRA A . FIFA B SSRARIE
Xif FRA 84 FILUI 455 3047 2 8 PEf e , B R A £
AR SSRARICNT F AU TR S

Fric & Fx EWESIMFSI(5-3")

TS )T AN(5-3")

Marker name Upper primer sequence(5’-3")

Lower primer sequence(5’-3")

11_1040
11_1046
11_1050
11_1052
11_1056
11_1058
11_1059
11_1061
111063
11_1064
11_1067
11_1068
111070
11_1071
11_1072
11_1073
11_1074
11_1075

TGGTTATTTTTGTGGGACATTG
TTTGTTGACTTCAATGAATTTGCT
TGCTACCAGTCCAAGCCTTT
GATCTCCAAATTAAGCCTTGAAC
TGGGAGATGTCCAATTTTCA
TTTTCTTCTGCACACGTGATT
TTTCAATTTTGCGAGGACAA
ATCCAGGTAACAACATGGCA
GCATCCATTCACATAAAATTGG
TTGCGAACAAAATGCAAAAG
TGTCCAGCCATGCATTTTAC
CACCATCTCACAACTTGAGCA
TCCAATGAAGGATTGGTGTG
CCCAAAGATGGGTCTTCTGA
TTGGCCCACCTTGATAACTC
AAGCTCAATTTGAACACATAAAAATG
GTTTTCTCCATCACCTCCCA
CAAGATACTAATCTCTGCTGAGGC

TACTGTTTGAACTTGACTTACTTTTGT
TCCACATATTGTGTTTTGAAGAAA
AGGGTGTGAAGGGGAAAAAC
TGATGGAAACCTAGCAAGCA
CCTTTTGTCATATGCTACACACG
TTCACAACCATATCCTATGTCCA
TTTAACAAGACAAGAAATGCAAAAA
CATGCAAAAGCAAGCCCTAT
CGTAAAAAGTCGTTCAAAACCA
TCACAGCGGATTATTTGGTG
GGATGTTCAAATTAAAAATTCAGAAA
GCTGATTCCTTGGCAAACAT
GCGGGGGTGAAACAGTAGTA
TGTTACCAAAAGAAAGTCACCTTATG
TGAAGGTTGAGGATGCATTG
CATCTTAGGCTCCCGGATCT
CCTTGGACGAACATTGGAGT
ATCTTGCCTTGTGCATTGTG
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®1(4)
[INTRELL S FUES 1P 51(5-3") TS TS (57-3")
Marker name Upper primer sequence(5’-3") Lower primer sequence(5-3")
11_1076 GCACGAATTGAAAAAGTTTAAGTTG CGAGCTGCTACCAGTTTTTGT
11_1077 GAGGCACCGACAAAGTTGAT CAGTTGATTCGCGCTTAATTT
11_1078 TGAAAGAGTATTTGAAATCGAAGAGA TCAATGAGGAAGGATCAAGACA
11_1079 CCCTCAAACAATTGGATAAAAGA GTGGACACTTCATTAAAAGTAGGTT
11_1080 GCGCGGAAGAAGAAAGTTTA CAGAACACTACTCAATGTCATCGTT
11_1081 CCAACTAAATAAGCTAGATCCCATC AAAAATGGCAAGGAAAAGTGA
11_1082 TTAAGGCTGAGGTCCCCTTT TCACAGGGTGGTGTTGAAGA
11 1083 AATCACGTGTCAAAATTATTATATGC TCAAATTAAGTCATCAATGGCA
11_1084 TCGTGCCTTAATTGTGTTGG CAAATTGTTTTGCCGCTCTT
11_1087 TGGATCGATCTTGGTACGATA CGACAAATGTGATACGGGAC
11_1089 GCTTTTATTAATGCCAGGGG TTTCCCTTTTCCTTCTCCGT
11_1090 AAGTGACTTATTAGCCCGATCA CAGGCCTGCCTGTAAACAAT
11_1091 CCACTTCACAAGTGTGGAAAAA TGGGTCAAGCAAAAATTTAACA
14_0409 TTGCAGAGTCCACAAACTGC TCACAAGAAGTGGCCAAAAC
14 0411 GATTCAACTCCCACAAACACA CTCTGCGAACATTCAACACC
14 0413 GAAGGGAAATGGTTTGGGAT ACCACTTCCAACGGCACTAC
14_0415 GTGTAATAGTTGTCAAAGTTATACCGA TGCAGCAATTTTACTGGGTG
14_0417 CGGGCTATCTTCCTCCTCTC TGCATGAGGTTGTTGTAGACG
14_0419 GAGACGAGAAAAGTGGACGAA TGAATTGGATTCTGTGTGCAT
14_0421 ACATCTTTGCCATCTCAAACC CGTCTCAACTCATCTCAATGTCA
14_0422 ATGGCCACTTGTGAAGTTCC TGGGTGCTTTTACCGAACTC
14_0423 GTGCTATTGGCACTACCCGT TTTGCATCCCACACAATACAA
14 0425 TCACTGTATTAGATCCAATGCTCAA TGGATTGAAACGCTACAATGAAT
14 0427 CAATAATCAAAGTTAGGTATCATGAGC CGTGCTCCTGAATAGACAAGG
14_0429 CAGCCTCAAGAATCCACACA AGCGCGTGAGAAGTTGTTTC
14_0431 TCAATTGCGTTCAAACACTCA TCCACATCGAAATTTCTTCAAA
14_0432 GAAGCTTATTTGCTGGCTGG AACCTGCATGTTGCACAATC
14_0433 TGGACCAACATCGTCACCTA TTCCAATTTTCCTGTTTCGG
14 0434 GTTGGTTACCCCACGGTATG TACCATTAGCACGCGTTTTG
14 0435 TCCGGATGGACTTGACTCAT TGCATGTCAAGCAAGTTGAG
14 0436 GCTTATCATACACGTATAAAGGTTTGC TCATTGAGAAGGAGTTGTGCT
14 0437 GGCTTATTATTCCTTCTTTTGTCA AAGTGTATCTTCTCAAATTTTGTCCA
14_0438 TGCTTGGCACTTGTACATCC GGGAAAACTGAAAATCCCCA
14_0439 CTGAAATGCTTCCCAGTGGT CTCAAAAGGGGTTCCATCAA
14_0441 CGGATGATGTTGAAGTCACG GAACCTCCGGAAAGTTTCTT
14 0442 GCTTGACAAAGGGGGAAAA CAGGTTTTTAAGAATGAAAACGAAA
14 0443 CTATGTTTAGGGACCGCAGC TCCGTTGTCAACCTGAAAGTC
14 0444 GGGTGAGGTCTTCGTTGTTC ACTAGAACTTGAGGCCACGG
14 0445 TGAGCTTTTATCACCCCCAA CAATTGAAAAGTTTAACAAATTGAGA
14 0446 TGAAAGATGACTAACGACGACAA TGCGTGTGAAGGGAAATAAA
140447 TGATCAAGATTAATCCCTACCACC CCCTTCATATTGTGTTTTTCCA

REONHE AR N LR 2 251 SSRARIL

The markers in bold black font are screened polymorphic SSR markers
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PCR S 2K A 10 uL W AR R 22 ul i DNA &
#2 (20 ng/uL) , 1 uL 10xEasy Taq Buffer ( ¥ Mg*) ,
0.8 pL 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs, 5.1 uL A9 ddH,0, 0.1 pL
Easy Taq iff (5 U/uL) , 1uL 2pmol/L SSR 5|4 (1F )
5 PNEA) . PCRIZVFET A 95 CHIAE: S min;
95 CAEME30 5,55 CiB k30 s,72 CHEH 30 s, fHFR
34K ;e 72 CCHEAH S min, 12 CIR-AF . P HE=4)
HfiA 3 pL 6xloading buffer (Z4AFH 50 mL:0.125 g
WRPE ,0.125 g —FIZEH 49 mL %, 1 mL 0.5 mol/L
pH8.0 ) EDTA) , iUt PCR 7 11 i B T 4 “Cuk4f
TA7

L 6% AR PR YA IERBE AL VKA F, A
SSRAFRIC A 34 7= H , B 1 uL Jil A 6xloading buffer
[ PCR W) s FE P E D24 100 W, FLUK 2 1 h, Fe
HATAR Y a7, Horp R TR AR 84 S5 AR A Y
WA A, AU 4 4544 AH R A0 B, 2465 Y
1C R H, BRSSO 1 BE R -
1.6 QTLEfL

S AR 1 2R RVECHE 5 200KG8 AT SSR AR iE
YOE AL % . 8T F QTL IciMapping4 .2
A map B st A 2, H4JE Churchill
ST I REALLIE B 1000 Y0, BEE QTL 19 @ 1k
IKAFE-240.05 , I 58 4 DX TR Pl (ICIM) X K B8
FE AeN & i T QTL AL 43T, SR & i QTL
A TSR gPro, BENI T it QTL AR 4RI M qOil.,
1.7 EEWEERERIZEEN

F| F Phytozome v13 (https: //phytozome-next.jgi.

R2 BRSOST4SHEEAR IS BLHI S

doe.gov) Mk , Glycine max Wm82.a4.v1 KR4, iy A
BTSSR ac g SR RTI N DA I (S N
SoyBase (https://www.soybase.org) % 4 , Expression
THF A, DL Williams82 S5 R4, 1 F seed
10DAF(DAF, day after flowering) .seed 14DAF ,seed
21DAF. seed 25DAF, seed 28DAF. seed 35DAF #
seed 42DAF Fi 1% B I, 4 A K5 Ar i 5L K /Y
Feika, T RIG F I TR RN R IR RSIHER]

2 HER59H

21 EXARBEEANEAR.JEMSENH

A A 84 R HUIT 4 5 A K (1R g W
FHEES, 2019 FRAMPYEATRTERN
43.26% , NG 115 5 2 K 20.41% , 5] 4 S (8 1
o 45.21%, IR & 09 19.45% . 880 % A [il
) 2 T A 7 o AR R R K 22 7 (3£ 2), 2019
A YR T i AR R R R 37.71%~50.61% , 7%
S RBCN 4.54% , Rg D5 T w8 R RE N 11.17%~
22.42% , 7% S Z BN 6.04% 5 2020 4F B E 5 &
75 S BE R 36.79%~49.89% , A% S KKK 5.90%,
RE 107 2 k78 S0 5 R 15.37%~21.60% , A% S 250 H
6.30% T~ TH A B A4 v 34 A7 A0 Y I %) 2 4y
B HL TR AT A A0 A RO R B 0 E 4B, B R
FRG WG & Y R IES A (F D, /T EA
Jo RN G W 1 QTL /A7

Table 2  Statistical analysis of protein and oil content in Heinong 84xJinghe 4

PEAR AE0y

B84

B4

B BEIA Segregating population

Traits Year Heinong84 Jinghe4 THbRIE R 2SR (%) e )2
MeantSD cv Kurtosis Skewness

EABE R (%) 2019 43.26+1.04 45.21£1.06 44.20+0.07 4.54 -0.02 0.08

Protein content 2020 41.59+2.09 43.49+1.36 43.77+0.11 5.90 -0.22 -0.33

Bl i (%) 2019 20.41+0.93 19.45+1.20 19.54+0.04 6.04 3.18 -0.77

Oil content 2020 20.110.84 19.47+0.53 18.651.17 630 -0.42 -0.05

AP T E A R (3 3) , A R 2 1 5
SR AR R AR . F 5 B HfF
PREE B0 TR A SRR R MO 0.32, 4 2 25 A4 TR AT
K IR S AN RN 0.34, SRR F AV IER G .
F VR B0 S 1 SRR 117 3% 0 B B, AR A ) B AR S
R R R, BB [R] — A A 2 SRR %
LEBUGRSENE. XRIVUAE AR AR & s A g
U7 A S AN ] (E R PR ) AR A A A —

22 ETF200KEAMERRAEEQTILEN

I F, 4 880 1~ B 119 ik R R, 245 45 2 1 ok
FHR G R , FIH QTL IciMapping4.2 56 4%
X (0] & 1 (ICIM-ADD) #4741 ¢ QTL € i, R XE
PLEIRE NG 1 QTL, 7E57 11 A1 145 Yt fA s 3 51 2
MNEMA S E QTL:gPro 1 flgPro 2, HgPro 1
XA R /N 75.72 kb, 4035 26K 5 gPro_2 IX TR R
/N3 411.79 kb, A3 26 AN (R 4) .
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H U LE(%) Protein content NEIG 3 1k (%) Oil content
¢ d
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17 18 19
BEWT % (%) Ol content
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(%) Protein content
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1 BRI SHEERR.ENHSESHESE

Fig. 1 Histogram of protein and oil content distribution in Heinong 84xJinghe 4
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®3 F,5F, BEEQRMERSEMNEXME

Table 3 Correlation of protein and oil content between F, and F,_,

20

20

N . . F2 F2;3
BEs Hetk B — —
Population Traits EARDiiNe Rl & i EOAGE Rl £ i
Protein content Oil content Protein content Oil content
F, EHEI/ N 1
JE Wi -0.09 1
F,, ErRlivzury 0.32%%* —0.32%%x* 1
Rl £ i —0.34%** 0.34%** —0.91%** 1
sk fO A 0.001 KT BE
***represent significance at the 0.001 probability levels
®4 200K EREENEARSEQTLs
Table 4 Protein content QTLs identified by 200K chip
e TN ) e =N
, . . L BHETT o R FE IR B
QTL#F: ik EMIRIC fikric LODM o) i NG
A F (% itive umber o
QTL name Chr. Left marker Right marker LOD PVEC fFect Interval
effec genes
qPro_1 11 Gmll 15669676 Gmll 15593956 2.83 1.53 0.25 75.72 2
qPro_ 2 14 Gml4_7329914 Gml4_7741706 3.41 2.18 -0.34 411.79 26
-V h SE, B RO R IR T 500 45, T 1]

- indicates that additive effect is negative, synergistic gene from Jinghe 4, the same as below

2.3 EBRMIEREE QTLFHEN
Rt o M & U fe A s gPro 1 #gPro_
2,43 SRR G A DX (] P38 B A A A 49 X SSR
S HEREA A 84 FIACAHI] 4 51t DNA 547
Sl APETE G, 7E55 1114 5 L @R & K6 5 11

Xt 2251 SSRARC (K2).

DA e H 1 22 850 SSRARIC S e fHASE R AR, 25
4 F, 5 F, AR AR , FIF QTL IciMapping4.2
Pt it A% B 6 QTL i s . 45 R KW F, 5 F, ,
PSR 5 e A 21 8 1 5 FIE 7 % 2 QTL 45



5 B s KRG SEA R E A A & a QTL 124 1441

AL 53 9 R gPro_11 1. qPro_14_1 F1 qOil 11 1.,
qOil 14 1(E3)., gPro 11 1M qOil 11 1K E N
126.27 kb, 8% GTHR #5351k 4.05% F13.23%, ¥4
TSAIEIN, HgPro 11 15 qPro 1 R'EHES , HS
X [a] K/N K 66.37 kb, gPro_14_1F1q0Oil 14_1 K%
41 246.09 kb, 5t 1% TTHER 5351 R 4.67% F17.13% , 1)
&5 15 NI, gPro 14 1 £ & F ¢qPro 2
N(£6),
24 qPro 1l I1AREFENELARMERESEE

BREZMESH

F, #ER 1, 11_1090 F5ic A 5 [R  ( 5 R4k 84
[] ) 26 3 & f o 44.36%+2.17% B KPR 7 (15 5030
45 [E)E A AN 43.74%+2.01% , AKX T B 14
T 0.62%; A BERI YRR D5 55 54 19.51%+1.25% B
JER IR 5 5 54 19.79%+1.15% , A AT B AR
T 028%. 11 1087 bric A JE R Y 25 (1 L &% & 0

44.42%+2.17% . B & A B 25 1 i % & h 43.67%
+2.02% , A KX T BIGHN T 0.75% ; A 3RS i &
TN 19.47%+1.26% B FE K Y JIg i 75 & 0 19.80%
+1.18% , AFIXFF BRI T 0.33%(&14).

- " - -
’ L% T 2 12 b4
— e o e -
W 2 2 g g =
o = = £ =
EI N
=

1: A 8452 51 45
1: Heinong 84;2:Jinghe 4
B2 #5455 SSRIFICEBRSIMT A4S SHMRFIEER
Fig. 2 Polymorphism of partial SSR markers between
Heinong 84 and Jinghe 4

a b —gFro_11i_i
+ qOil 111
(eM) Chr.11 Chr.14 v 5]
—0  Gmll 11660595, () Gml4 2603732~ () A aPr m 2
= Y & A gPro 2 o |
Gml1 15285004 '-“q‘p‘f’—': Gm14_3033670 — % IP‘ 14 1 O # 4
F 5 GmllT15369378 \\ wqPro_ 11 1 G4 3080385 —  SHALRE (SHakat
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Table 6 Protein and oil content QTLs
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. . LOD Hk#(%)  Additive Number of
QTL name Left marker Right marker Position Interval
PVE effect genes

qPro_11 1 11_1090 11_1087 15534064~15660330 126.27 451 4.05 0.74 5
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qPro_14_1 14_0421 14_0429 7468386~7714532 246.09 3.31 4.67 -0.61 15
qOil 141 14 0421 140429 7468386~7714532 246.09 6.78 7.13 0.39 15
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Fig. 5 Test for significance of differences in protein and oil content of QTL on Chr.14
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