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Abstract

Heading days is one of the important agronomic traits for seed production in rice.
Rice cultivars have been bred to adapt to various environments and cropping systems
in terms of optimum flowering time to maximize the grain yield. Heading days in rice
is controlled by multiple quantitative genes, and some of these genes may have effects
that interact with environmental factors such as photoperiod and temperature. In this
study, we evaluated the heading days of a RILs population derived from a cross between
Taiken 2 and Taichung Sen 10 under two sawing dates, and genotypes of four previously
found heading days controlling genes Ehdl, Ehd4, Ghd7, and Dth8 via functional
markers to evaluate the interaction between genes and environments. We also
constructed a genetic linkage map for this population to determine if there are other
QTLs controlling heading days.

When analyzed separately, the results of multiple regression analysis showed that
Ehdl, Ehd4 and DthS significantly affected heading days in both environments, while
the effect of Ghd7 was only statistically significant in the early sawing date. Genetic
interactions of Ehdl:Ghd7:Dth8 and Ehdl:Dth8 were statistically significant in the
early and late sawing date, respectively. When the heading days under both sawing
dates were combined, the results of multiple regression analysis indicated the sawing

date is the largest contributor to the phenotypic variance (54.46%). Besides the genetic
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effects and interactions found in the separated analysis, Ehd4 and Ghd7 were found

interacting with sawing dates. The result of QTL analysis was largely consistent with

the multiple regression analysis except that gHD7 position at 78.00 cM of chromosome

7 was mapped instead of the Ghd7 located at 51.52 cM, suggesting that there may be

more than one genes at chromosome 7 controlling heading days. Further study using

chromosome segment substitution lines may be needed to verify this supposition.

Evaluating genetic effects in different environments can contribute to marker assisted

selection. Steadily detected genes can be used in general environments; however, genes

having interactions with environments could be used for varieties developed for a

certain sawing date.

Key word: Oryza sativa L, Heading days, multiple regression, QTL mapping

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



>
»

&

I

>
~

Ji

N N
™ ~
=

Iq

>
»
.

EE

R

ey

>
»

FFRIPADBEFT T e
A T

T BT 2 JE ettt ettt ettt enenane 16

5%

. AT o . I T

ey

BEHIZE LERE e,
BEFAZE LD B o
FEIEB F|F e
R TEERRRR S S EARE R . RO
2 Tagman ¢ $v¥t Ghd7 # gk F1 3 2] 9] ...,
Dih8 A F1 %A & 56 i A 5 Hakm 2t
I e e 2 Rl

S B2 BB AARE FAA AT e

o3 AR * SR G R A RsiE

Genomic DNA Z B i,
BE27 B 27 Bl
Pl adapter 2 Y adapter :#4&f+F & ..coooneeene
PCR F T oottt
BB X ] & iE  (Size selection).....cveeeeiininene
B 7 v 1% Variant calling ......ocevvevvevenenennnns
R R SNP o
Y RFHEE 2 I RATFE T
AR Z
o W] 1 2 L

S

RIS = A

iv

RILS 3 f8 P BCH R e
FEREFAITEF
B Bt R FEAITR S
a0 A8 A FIHPFRP Bz
B A BRI A TR T s

.................................. 22
.................................. 23

.................................. 25

.................................. 26

.................................. 27

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



R Yy I 2 SO 38

Lo B B A T s 38

2. F T TR BETR T it e er e e 44

S8 QTL Mapping A F7 55 5 et e s 47

I S HADEaFREI 2 BB T 47

2. BB R F] GhdT ERIT 1 GHDT oot 50

3. FPREFELIFREE T 2B L0 R, 52

E OO 55
¥ < [ﬁ% ...................................................................................................................... 56
T oY 67

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



L e T SRR 17
Bl o B B T B B It e et eRa et e 18
=~ SAL2%/57 #0103 RILs &% 38 (%) Zodgfad (&) a3 fip
BB T bbb s ree s reeseneee s e G0 SVEOOOPT. 27
Ble ~ SAL28/ 59 010 8L RILS %63 3 B 45488 o 48 P BT B oo, 28
BT~ e3P or BAFEFHYP = BAF? - HRAFA L 8T
FlI6 A 94t AFes > Z Bl T HRMAD BEER i, 33
Bl s BATFIEIEEE 2 B B AT Bl 38
Bl ~ R A TR 2 Gl A T Bl 39
BN~ & AT G2 F 6~ 7 B mS S A RS A T4 Bt b
R 1S TP 39
B4~ I TK2 %ﬁl%éﬂm"“ bl 5 frh B s FARiE e 12 15 4 ¢ Mt IR
B b L B B et are s 40
Bl ~ RS RILS 6112 B 48 F 8 BB o 43
Bl — ~ B4R PR AR D B MIM 2 % s 49
Bl = s AR P A8 D B MIM 2 % s 49
B+ = - &# 7 Y~EHDI+EHD4+DTHS % # * 2 MIM #_i= QTL &% = £ 4
A Bl U0 D I -] I 50
B+t - ¥ Y~EHDI+EHD4+DTH8+QHD7 (MODEL 1) #£ & T » &% = 154
A Bl U0 D I LR 51
B+ I - ¥ Y~EHDI+EHD4+DTH8+QHD7 (MODEL?2) £ & » % = 154
G2 L D 0 b I N LT 51
vi

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314


file:///C:/Users/ASUS/Desktop/thesis%20file/論文最終版本.docx%23_Toc505869532
file:///C:/Users/ASUS/Desktop/thesis%20file/論文最終版本.docx%23_Toc505869532

% P&

Fom v B BIEFEI F IF T e 17
22 R RADRAABD B RN AT R 30
F2Z BRI FZ REHGNR D SIS e, 30
2 BRBHIRARP S LR FAITEF e, 31
%I ~ RIFRAD AP &ii%wﬁﬁ;z}ﬁ%ﬁ% ...................................................... 31
50 AR EAEY T 16 A FIA TR RP BB EERERE 34
22 AR T 6 BA TR R D G EERERE 34
FANEEA BB B R ERNE D A TEF 36
FA A EA BRHAD D LREFAITEF 37
FL A FHEEN 12 B HE T DB s 42
Fobt = SRBEEFY P A T HA RIS F AR 46
Fe 2 B FEAEIH MIM 2% s 48
e 2 BRIEFEH MIM B % s 48
%+ v ~ #3] Y~EHDI1+EHD4+DTH8+QHD7 (MODEL 1) %
Y~EHDI1+EHD4+DTH8+QHD7 (MODEL 2) =i i# 2 % % v, 52
L7 ffizﬁfi/‘_:ﬂﬁ.l;l()%iia‘iFz‘F241 RILS ¥ 4.7 F IR E Ti§ & 7
L= SRS 54
vii

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



=% p & (critical day length)

B4 pr > = 4p B8 DNA 25 (Double digest restriction site-associated DNA
sequencing, ddRAD)

## 78 $k (transgenic plants)

$5 B 75 (map-based cloning)

TR 2 s (shoot apical meristem, SAM)

fe ik £k ] (ortholog)

#4p (zinc finger)

H «T—f % % Al (Single Nucleotide Polymorphism, SNP)

4 & A (Next Generation Sequence, NGS)

4 L% M 28 (phylogenetics)

i 128 (phylogeography)

RE B 14 4 47 (association studies)

A 3 AR B4 38 (marker-assisted selection, MAS)

72 Fl e E . (Genomic selection)

¥ i @ X F] A& (Quantitative trait locus, QTL)

Bk & A ¥ e 2 B (Reduced-representation Sequencing, RRS)
> AT E 2/ (whole-genome resequencing, WGR)

i 45 % T = (linkage disequilibrium)

"L p+r = 4p B DNA 25 (Restriction site-associated DNA sequencing, RADseq)
B4 pF GBS (Two-enzyme GBS)

% 2B 2 ,% (Recombinant Inbred Lines, RILs)

4 7 R #iE (growing degree days, GDD)
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t & A2 % 2 (phenotypic variance explained, PVE)

5 € % 2_=/% (multiple interval mapping, MIM)

¥ B 2_i7;% (Interval mapping, IM)

A M4 B (transgressive segregation)

L Ak T (segregation distortion loci, SDL)

> %4 % 4 % (whole chromosome substitution lines, WCSL)

A4 P EE # % (chromosome segment substitution lines, CSSL)

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



¥-F w3

‘K #& (Oryza sativa L) z2pfad » 5§ BERX P RE R 3IRE P &
(critical day length) F¥ 4 ¢ 48 (Izawa,2007a) o -k f54h 48 P Boat w3505 Sfa %t

BB AE Rk 2 P RRE L BN HIRG E- el fhp FE A
FAoRPERY ALY OFBRAE aiFfE o4 € (Jungand Miller, 2009) -
AR D FRAFEF RRRFF DI 5 - A eadlcE Bk (Lee and An,
2015; Cho et al., 2017) > ¥ %2 HIFTFER 2 p L L B > & T Ko i p ¥k
F T - RO Frdle fodp codic® @ A F] A& (Quantitative trait locus, QTL) 7
2 ERBET A o QTL E g2 BWE 4 2 g iF* (2, 2010; #, 2010;
78, 2015; Han et al., 2017) -

ELE LNUE Spal AR IPEE s ELteh g UL SEESE AL LR VRAE A - S RN
EEAPE 30— foz HiF2Z o O AER - R HEE R v

7 305 T B At grgui‘#ﬁr‘ RG] R g A W IEFE R R S AR ,;%"

-

REA AN ARE ETRADRG - F R YOk feny 22 L P 2K IR

Wil AR 2 - 2 RO RERE DI ERE CFLRTE A TR

Fopteh s P YT UEE B R TR BE AR AR SES Y TRAR
SEIEE R

AT AL A ARRAT P AR ERE AR A Kl By
i Jh F 445 % 19 5| Ehd] ~Ehd4 ~Ghd7 # Dith8 3 7] 4o fmx gt e Ehdl
B2 Ehdd # i e F 3k T v Ghd7 B3P PH & SNP i+ gL € RT3k 3 #
A T R e Lot ¥ 5% 7 #- TK2 22 TCS10 ¢ Dth8 3 F1 % A & 4% %

A B s F & @Y Ehdl ~ Ehd4 ~ Ghd7 22 Dth8 = w 7 i |2

A RS ¥ RILs " # G FIRI 20N > Bdp b cni® BFHCE) T 3R A F12 R 2
R TEH o gbeb s AR LG AF 2 i+ 4p B DNA %5 (Double digest restriction
3
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site-associated DNA sequencing, ddRAD) & i@ 4 Bl3¥# > (7 QTL & iz » H & H

BRI EREORAT
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Yo% wAiEy

F-8 HAgPMEE

KfE R BPES > EP IEE (PR <10 ] PFF) A BGECKASRE 7o 0 & P IEE
(P& >14 -] pF) Bldrd]B 1= (Izawa, 2007a; Tsuji et al., 2008) o b F8 3P 5 1§ & 3
s BEHREME PR IFDELEPR > AT A2 E 2 & F (Jung and
Miller, 2009) - fE ke 4 LB > & P A TRBEAFILZ P IRF BB 4]0 &
RarTRMmieE 2 At EHPRFE RS uENEeai o B gk
BFl+e 77 AR BRRXBAR R ~E A2 P L (Hayamaetal., 2003; Bentley
etal., 2013) -

25 RETOBEFTAFGD X ¥ (mutants) ~ # 78 & (transgenic plants)
2 p X% E (natural variation) 77 ;235 3] (Horietal.,2016) > H ¢ & d J5 BiE 7
(map-based cloning) = /%45 3|0k F|5 : Se/Sel/K/Lm/Hdl ~ E1/M/m-Ef1/Ghd7 ~
E2/Hd17/Ef7/OsELF3-1/OsELF3/Hd-q ~ E3/Hd6 ~ E/EfI/Ehdl ~ Hd3a ~ RFTI ~
DTHS/Ghd8/LHD1/Hd5/LHS8~DTH3/OsMADS51~DTH2~Hd16/EL1~OsPRR37/Hd2~
Ehd4 ~ HdIS -

BEp EET o B AT Hd3a d Hdl * Ehdl & % Bz 4 ek i g
(Yano et al., 2000; Kojima et al., 2002; Doi et al., 2004; Tamaki et al., 2007) - OsGI #
REd FRPFED I N BE Hdl 2 RE > B K fER iC (Hayamaetal., 2003)
Ehdl } 7535 %) Ehd2 ~ Ehd3 ~ Ehd4 2 OsMADS51 5 % fh= iv% ® 5 1 A F3
(Matsubara et al., 2008, 2011; Gao et al., 2013) ; - Ehd2 ¥2 3. ¥ indeterminate 1 £
Flhe R 0 s B¢ 3 5F B 5 (Matsubara et al., 2008) ; Ehd3 78 & 43 32 715
(Matsubara et al., 2011) ; Ehd4 ¥n#% 44y CCCH domain F-v > 3% 357 K fizdt e i
I -k & (Gaoetal.,2013) 5 OsGI ¥ & & 5 d OsMADSS1 & #i% i Ehd] #

& (Itoh et al., 2010)
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E P iEET > HA] # 5 d BaEE 3 L 74 Hd3a 2 8 > &@ Fri) ]x;fta

F_k

= (Izawa, 2007b) ° Hd6 #: 4¢3 Hdl %t Hd3a s$r+]» iz (Takahashi et al., 2001;
Ogisoetal., 2010) > 7 < | Hdl ¥ Ghd7 # = g £ ¥ 2 (Nemoto etal., 2016) »
RFTI % Hd3a ek A F» 3 A FEApEE 11.5kbo # &K p i@ T £ g 3 4o
i RS F3F 7= (Komiya et al., 2008, 2009) © Ehdl 22 DTH2 5 RFTI <0 33 37
F]+ 0 v B it RETI % 3.8 (Doi et al., 2004; Wu et al., 2013b) ; Sel4 P] 5 f # #
713 > ¥4 RFTI % 3.& (Yokooetal.,2014) - DTH3 ~ OsMADSS51 ~ OsMADSS56 ~
Ehd2 3 Ehd4 5 Ehd } 75 %) it 3% % Ehd]l % 3.8 ; DTH8~ OsCOL4~OsCOLI10
% OsLFLI R % Ehdl 0 f ¥z %1+ > € ¥4 Ehdl % 3E - DTH8 ¥ ic 58
HdI 25 = 4F & 88075558 @ $r4 B 7= (Wei et al., 2010; Yan et al., 2011) ; DTH3 #2
OsMADSS1 ;% i & #ie m 4 Ehdl (Ryu et al., 2009) : OsMADSSI 5o 3445
HdI8 & @ 3% % Ehdl % .8 (Kimetal.,, 2007; Shibaya et al., 2016) ; OsVIL2 i 3%
W OsLFLI % %% > i&m ¥r4] Ehdl (Peng et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2013) ; Sel3 #r
# Ehd2 # & i&d F 1Y Ehdl %3 E (Matsubara et al., 2008; Yoshitake et al.,
2015); OsCOL4 #i 3 F ¥ 4] Ehdl & » 22 OsCOL10 % % #5 CONSTANS 2%
s | (Leeetal,2010) OsCOLI0 i 45 ¢ % 1* Ghd7 i& @ $r4] Ehdl % #.E (Tan
et al., 2016) - Ehd3 ¥2 Hd17 5 Ghd7 & # 37 %)F > ic 3% % Ghd7 4 3& > OsTrxl
Pl 5§42 FF o 44 Ghd7 % E (Choietal,2014) 1 HAI6 #5 4 BhfL 1 57 %
it Ghd7 % 3.& > ¥r#| Ehdl ~ Hd3a %* RFTI % 3% > & = 8L 7w % (Horietal.,
2013) > OsCOL16 #59 # ¥ Ghd7 % .8 > ¥4 Ehdl ~ Hd3a * RFTI in4. 38 »
¥ 281~ (Wu et al., 2017) - OsPRR37 5 Hd3a } P52 %) > 17% 415> > Hdl
% FEhdl > OsPRR37 %%‘E‘ Frd] Hd3a % & > &a frd|E 7 (Koo et al., 2013) -
Hd3a/RFT] B ¥ PFA Tl aH ef p &@p 52T % - R > Hd3a 578

#¥714-3-3 v OsFD 2 & :&m 3% B < (Purwestrietal., 2009): OsFD ¥2 GF14c
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2% OsMADSI14 22 OsMADSI5 4. 3.8 i =R 4 4 E_T%‘« (shoot apical meristem,
SAM) d 4 %4 EHE® <2 w4 LEHrrs (Limetal, 2000) o
WA A - BB D SRS )P EQTL £ kBr s § & QTL £

REFHPZINRBET 3y RaPF2F G 2 P 5= QTL 2R
Fen g 8% (QTL x environment interaction effect) ° F5d & % 1 I3 3% 43241
BAW P QTL 2 LR » i 3R QTL »e oz 8% § f13 T hjae 4 5
Hstdf 5 E % o MoTHAM &5 BIRE T chQTL 2= » Han etal (2017) # = 1
#¢> Zhenshan 97 & L 4% Xizang 2 322 h4 g% RiLs » A B ad = & &
PiER (7233 0305°N) 2 - £iEp (EE (54 0 185N)» &k P iE T 25

8 ® QTLs > ‘®p iF ™ % =3 2 i QTLs > # ¢ &3 ¢gHDIO] kPt p 2@
PEARM R > HAr QTL /mp TG »u)l v & A2k MR E 2 B F AR T
o B 4 4B 2 QTL 5 5 4640 QTL B 7 306k p i & T4k iz 3]

i "

EP TR A RERED LT RHRDEE KEA o B

F_k

qHD7.1 % qHD8 @ = & cnk p i T3 AR 3] > 7 A UHIEL Ghd7 %
Dth8 3 Flend TR B3 =% > 5 & BEodl4 f08 chi s L Flo 4o o 4 W) 5 12.9-
159 = 2 8.6-11.1 = > *F £ A 2L E » W 5 49.1-59.8%% 21.6-29.9% -

3 (2010) fU* S4L 250 (TK2) & 57 4110 3 (TCS10) 2% Fo ¥ & 5
A- W ITL D 3 BEARP BAp M QTL & (2010) fI* AR A% B2 &
FRUEFE Fogo 2t ot~ LY 2 FEAYTL LT 11 BEREP BAp M
QTL -z (2015) & & 7 BB nE B T =R % > pE €45 LA = 12+ ehQTL
F g E A F > 7 3] gHDI0 (RD1005-RD1006) §= B v ¥+ & = Ehdl ~ gHD3
(RD0301-RD0302) # B ¥ $t /&1 Ehd4 ~ gHD7 (RD0704-RD0705) # B+ % /&
Ghd7 ~gHD8a (RD0803-RD0804) = B ¥ ¥+ s X Dth8 A Fo b E4F T 5| = & ¢h
gHD5a (RDO501-RD0502) ¥ A 25 - $F3]a A B 7 Bl 8 p #odp M Ak

¥ o B (2015) #TK2 £2 TCS10 9 Ehdl ~ Ehd4 &2 Ghd7 # F1 2R/ % % &2 @ A =
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TV @I TK2 5 4 24 384 5 i ehdl-T65 1% A %> TCSI0 # 5 # i & ¥
Ehdl %t %) TK2 & 5 # it & ¥ 0 Ehd4 %1% 3£ 7] > TCS10 & 5 4 3 384 #
io e ehdd ¥ AT TK2 & 5 7 s M £ 7 Ghd7 -2 1% A F13] > TCS10 # 3
2% 27 e Ghd7-3 %18 2R T3 o g7 (2015) 1935 5 5 B 5 Al BhE 3 i
ta F ik Ehdl 82 Ehd4 5 g 122 S AR87 Mg E0 W5 st AFE R Ty
&3] > e Ghd7 £ F1A| 2w F] 5 & * B - & g coallele specific primer set & ;= %]
LR TR

Ehdl A P15 &2 ki & A £ % ¢ 35 3k R4 % (ortholog)’ Ehdl-
Hd3a/RFTI %% k46 » &4 &8¢ B iCehie® (Doi et al, 2004) « Ehdl
Fliek P 2P T % § 8 Hd3a 2 RFTI % € > i€ 3% $# 1= o Saito et
al (2009) # 3 dp i BB P BFiE T 0 F § 3 B A ehd] ¥4 A F2. T65 1 BVG
5 71.8 % » @ % 3 & a0 Ehdl-gla 7% A F12. NIL-T65¢ » # BVG & 47.7 % >
EEPEET AR ERA ehd]l HEAF L BVG @R RE o B
Ehd] % A ¥2. 546 #omh BVG > 245 % A% AR 2539°N 2 84
FRLAEFH ehdl HRAF2Z &f H BVGRIApE &> A7 RE T LFTR R
i 21-26°N # % o Zhao etal (2015) & = 3  T65/Guangluai4 322 Fy %% > ¥
MR "Eaes BRBEIFHE > AW 527 ¢ 3~k pigit (c.13.5h) 2
= B3t erep igi (e 12h)e §F F A & 5 ehdl-T6S $is A Flen P £
FRERPBY LD ZE) FET LR IS X2 18X ot R FEG 7
B i ehdl-T65 41 K %12 72 B w5y Hd3a/ftl-GLA %% R Flie & a3y F
T EhE P AEP EE TR A0 EHY FJHY - BRGNS
Ehd1-GLA & Hd3a/RFTI-T65 %% 3 FIp » 5tk P] S ds o F B 7550 % » 23] ehd -
T65 81 Hd3a/ifil-GLA %% A FI% 5 F =l § FpFF 33 B3 520 agtin &
Fi b & @ KALE 2 BT ot Ehd] ~ Hd3a ® RFTI $ti% 4 %l &3 B %3 th

RE > FEEFINAEED EET E N Ehdl-GLA % A Fli 838 Hd3a % RFTI
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EIE ok P IERET Ehdl-GLA ¥78 A 512 L B € (8 Hd3a/RFTI #
ENEZ "M ™ T B ehdl-T65 ¥ 1% AR Fleni-R™ Hd3a + % %
W] o (e B i ch RETI-T6S 118 A Fiv 4 2 e B @ B 7= 7 2
wo O rft]-GLA ¥118 A Flefe $RA 5 3 R % o d LR 5T @k a0 Ehd] 1
A FH i€ Hd3a 3 -
KSR fod 3 R @Sl d] 0 A8 5 Hdl 2 Ehdl B B2 k8 (Doi et
al., 2004; Izawa, 2007b; Komiya et al., 2009) e Ehd] X F] & P T i¢ i8¢ K f&4 48
EpEETmE RS o Rt pRRG PA -Hdl AFlh®p T €A ERTE
A FlHd3a 2 REH e W BEER v £ P Hd3a 2 RE R = D|Frd] > g S 8L
% (Yano et al., 2000; Izawa et al., 2002) = #X @ Nemoto et al (2016) #7 % 4 ! &
£ pWERT > Hdl 3 Ehdl ¢n} 545 %) Ehdl ~Hd3a * RFTI %)t g % ¢
£ Hdl ¥rd) o ek piEET > Ehd] A FIF F &3 E 55 hdl 8 A F) 5 i
27 4 i 84 Hd3a * RFTI B it% A %43 o
Lin et al (2002) &= 12 p & 8F 3 i > Kasalath & ?I‘Jciim BC4F, *%

EPIEETRRZELAI MBI NRY D HA9 o § AT ED T
Kasalath ¥+ 18 A FIpF » ¢ @ fd fAEH 4 2.7 2 o220 p 2 S BFF > 4 5
Kasalath 22 Hd9 5 £« Nip (hd9) > & & p if 2 T HF C@FFRp A5 7 % »
RER EET A RN R £ ] - Bianetal (2011) 2 G 2L AS3S i A
F] 5 < NIL £ L #% Dianjingyou 1 (DJY1) ;&< %% F, 2 >3] DTH3 > % #* 3
DIY1 cn DTH3 48 AF] P BpF > 2t p 2 2p 2 T A RS 7-10 % - &

&P %AEPiEET NIL chdth3 23R8 % m3 DJY1 0 DTH3 4 3. > DTH3 € i%_
i Ehdl 2 RFT] % %8 > e @& £ p ikt ™ DTH3 - ¢ W3¢ Hd3a % & - Ehd4
7% CCCH-type #4p (zinc finger) #v - A kfefR Y Z8 A FT1E - 2 A
EAGEUR PR SR I G S e vEY R Rl b S K %ﬁf* 5 Ehdl 75 7]

ZIE > iEm B TR AT Hd3a 3 RFTI 2. #% » & p 2 7&p if it
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TR RS T o A Ehdd Bk P IEET 2 BAES T iCER T A E
X 0 ehd4-Kit R #R2Z W ARW L p 2 mp FET o @R Kit kA B 106 1 £
49 * B 1< > ehd4-NIP % ¥tr2 # f88 » & Nip fp# /& p iF 2 77 8L 23 X FF §= »
i P IEETRIAETC o I Ehdd 18 A Fl2 #4270 A RS 0 fhfEA
LpFap>t Hap 2> R BB 5 ¥ MRS %o fife AR~ 8 % # i Hap 3 $%
AT R P ERETE LR RFER T F ORISR BB R RDOR P iEE
(Gao et al., 2013) -

Yano et al (1997) ** Nipponbare/Kasalath F» 23 ¢ e1% = 124 ¢ 48 F 2 =1
e 7 Ghd7 A Fleodc g ok A F1 A Hd-4 > &k p i i* ™ 4 5 Kasalath 2 Hd-4 ¥t
BAFIE & TR H 4 2.9 X o Ghd7 A Fl% CCTdomain 39 » & — 7 2t
AT BB RFEE AP iR B 2 AP F F L # 5 Ghd7 #% A F]2. NIL(mh7)-
Hifadp i 2 2 5 50 ghd7 ¥18 2K F12- NIL(zs7) % 21 = ~ $k 3% 3 4 33.3cm>
2R A THB 509% - Ghd7 A Fliet BT € ¥4] Ehd]l & Hd3a A Flihi RE
TP TRESE Ehd] B2 R IE 0 2 B Hd3a chEE ;iﬁF'“Fﬁé %
% Ghd7-Ehdl-Hd3a » &R F K P A RApH DR RA T 48T 54
B e enig T o %ﬁr’ AP fe2. Ghd7 8 AR FIRE 7 F IR I Ghd7 1% A 7
HoRAEPA B A B ERE G RS 2 0 FF 2 AL Ghd7 8 AT S5
B M & pRET € X DFH] L #a ghd7 ¥ A Flehifd o+ &
BB B L PIERT ARG ghd7 $18 A Fa B0 ¥ T 5 FI Ehd] ¥ Hd3a
S (5% > 2 BB TR I N R B TR F S R
B¥ %2 LPREeanks (Xueetal, 2008) - Zhengetal (2016) 4 17 69 B &k 1
Ghd7 %1% JL 712 fh 40y 2 MO I3 E 550 ghd7 $ A F1a £ piEit T 3
RPEF LN Ghd7 B AT B9 A5 3 B Ghd7-7 18 A F2 &
E%’.‘%’K/v\'ﬁ? AR FBAoP B2 P K2 g B Zhangetal (2015b) £ > Zhenshan

97/93-11 F2 2% & P 15 & T 2 =3 Ghd7 > £ 5 ic Ghd7 $11& JAF| € & b fR Hp
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W15 180 % o iF K b AT 320 B SAE2 Ghd7 B 7)o RAMLAGZ B F PR D
s fhfBd & ETT: e i fiig Haplo fTASR] 5 074 v (933 Hapd o & # iy

- Ghd7 ~ Ghd8 2 HdI ¥+ L %)% ¥+ £ R acg (Lin et al., 2000; Xue et al., 2008;

Yanetal.,2011) > = @4t AF) ¢ Ex e s (SSF) & P T3 ¥ - % o
th piEiET 5 Ehdl ~Hd3a % RFTI #A %1% & % SSF ' & & ¥ 14>t SSN X

£ % SSF et jE i - 2 AR HB AT oL  Hif 2+ 25k
F R

o
%

PR R E AR

w

2R R R L
PRBEE Bd o E R R AR A Lk Bl 2 SRR R
%3 % (Zhangetal.,,2015b)o ¥ § # £ # i ghd7 ¥+ £ %12 NILs(ghd7) “Ehd] -
Hd3a * RFTI g P REE 557 F2RE S FF 3 570 Ghd7 $i% A Fl2
NILs(Ghd7) & p i = 2 Ehdl ~Hd3a 2 RFTI 4 B & £ Fl4rd| » 2815 B
= o Ghd7 B F1¥ H jpid SRS % > & Hdl 2 & B 7 Ghd7 %1% L 7]
BaT PR ok AE BT (13.5-14.5h) » Hdl # Ghd7 £ 4 %
ROIE* 5% 3 Hdl & Ghd7 1 A Flle & chg kg hdl 2 Ghd7 2.6 &k >
3 Ehdl # RFTI # %8 ¥ ¥ % 5l4v4)-Ghd7-Hd] 7§ & W § #59 % & Ehd] SUTR
cis-regulatory region > @ ¥ % e 4| Ehdl i E ;L p®P BT Ehdl % IR
£ R * % Ghd7 35 (Nemoto et al., 2016) -
Yano et al (1997) ** Nipponbare/Kasalath F» *23# ¢ % ~if 4 J §4 F 2. > 7] ¢
4 GhdS f F)elic® Pk A F1 & Hd-5» tE p i %7 % 4 Kasalath 2 Hd-5 %
A F € % 13 A Hp 3 4 3.4 X DTHS Y% CCAAT-box-binding #& 4 F]+ <7 HAP3
T R- PR ATF S wiHIAE KRB ENARY o Ak piEET P4 Ehd]
3 Hd3a 2 & >3 2oL {“ %> & &®P 5§17 Ehdl 2 Hd3a 7L F14 RE {oid
IR T R F G P L dthS # 3 Fl2 CSSL6I > K p T 3 4 A8
o~ HRg 2 F AR BIDR Y 0 BB P EET R PR AR - 447 40 BoRAS

546 DTHS A F1A 7 » SAE TP e A 51F 2 3 2 4 0 i et A7) 4 4
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BHZEPHRA AEPFETRADIFP LA G AFRE O FETL B FS

E

TV EER M AT F F E i DTHS 318 A TR 5 kg Ay mp v oase
B & s MRk R iEHA2 # 2L 7 (Weietal,2010) > Yanetal (2011) #%
MAiEp 2 L PIERT  Ghd8 & B RAEEFFHIE SeniE o F § i GhdS
$Hig A Fl2. ZSO7-Nip #rathb®p 2 TR ZS97 5715 % » AR pigiET™
Plagfs 1.5 BT o P AR 2 RE s S 4p ) Ghd8 3 Ehdl & Hd3a * 54
T e p iE R TR EA R 2 F R GhdS ¥ A F12. NIL-ZS £ NIL-
HRS » & Ghd8 ~ Ehdl * Hd3a %813 A2 » RAPRLJHEFLE > ek p
T = A F A NIL-HRS 2 % 38 pl# i< » NIL-HRS 2 {5 B £ 7.8 p ~ Daiet
al (2012) = = 2 Teqing 5 Hhit Mo fe 3 4 77 4 f5c7 LHDI $Hig 2 ] & 2. YIL79:
hkop g T B R Teqing % 41346 % > LEp IEET A Jﬁ’f chdd fRHp AT

Ro ek P KT > Ehdl ~Hd3a 2 RFTI % € & YIL79 ™t & Teqing 2. %

ey

RE Ay > LEP TZBRAFZAREINRZTEFLRE
LHD1/Ghd8/Dth8 #& p ifi* ™ € ¥rd4| Ehdl ~Hd3a % RFT] %3 & > ut &R v
PR R 2 RBRFEARPL AEP FETRATIZARER AR o
Zhang et al (2015b) i = Zhenshan 97/93-11 F, %% & & P £ 2 T %_i=F| Ghd§ »
EF i GhdS 1% K71 ¢ g fhfdpae i8 17 X o GhdS8 2 haplotype BfWfLl & 5 P
B4R (e K FEd A4 320 B B2 GhdS A 7] #ALEEF AT hapll 2 haps
¥ ¥ 5 7 % # e haplotype (Weietal., 2010; Yanetal., 2011) » fL 4% % B> 2
35 eh3t i {2 hap2 o Zheng et al (2016) 4p 2 GhdS 18 A Fla F 3 F L HBE 2 HF
Moo a7 74 BRI Ghd8 ¥ AFF i e A 2 BEY > Eraea B
Fic 2. GhdS $+18 A Flendw oy T30E 2 B 5 76 2 99 X > & A K FIRF 2 4
RPEFHFNLE B F 5 3 E 50 ghdS B A Flenfa & 302 F K 380
Duetal (2017) 45 & Dth8 &2 Hdl & % 3 %% > X e Ay Hd3a 2 & > &m 74

KSR v o DTHS-Hdl 4§ £ 88 e & P 152 T ¢ Frd| Hd3a A F1ZRE > @ 2 &5
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i dth8 ¥t% A FIR A &2 Hdl 2545 48 > & Hd3a 278 @453 8 > Kfel ¥
B f-eikd DTHS-HAl 4§ 6 W & ®p ¥ T ¢ B8 Hd3a A F14ME > & #-K5

B3 B

-8 ZHERZAE

Efi2 g ¢ 0 Hirgpe s AllE (Single Nucleotide Polymorphism, SNP) 4p
PO R A S R AT F AR BlEd 0 B Y A kfEY RS 232
bp T 13~ & SNP (Feltus et al., 2004) - =t & * Z_A& (Next Generation Sequence,
NGS) fI* £ FEGHIT UF A FHT TR R EF - IR AT EINEKR
Tt e ABcE 0 2 Sanger TAE AR T M RIEBERFSET S A0 E
7% i £ FAL o lllumina Miseq # Hiseq (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) 5 & 7 £
M nE /RS HEImEE R E R M3 50300 bp T RUEERRT S
o /% 1.5-600 Gbp o 41% NGS HAeR 5 + £ SNP B 544 £ B ¥ ar g
d L% M 8 (phylogenetics) ~ MLY%+ 2 & (phylogeography) ~ B B |4 4 47
(association studies) ~ 4 + {354 B4 £ 34 (marker-assisted selection) ~ £k F] #3E 3%
(Genomic selection) ~ 2= {f i @ Bl ¥ (genetic mapping) * #c € iF B A 7] &
(Quantitative trait locus, QTL) =Z_i+ (Huang et al., 2010; Poland et al., 2012b;
McCormack et al., 2013; Spindel et al., 2013; Yang et al., 2015) -

GBS (Genotyping by sequencing) = ;= & & NGS engjr > & {7 SNP e 4% &
TR PR 12 (7 A FIAE R o BAbenA 3 R3Ede SSR G B AR R ¢ kaE k4
@4 Bls# 2 QTL % i SSR A F #3851 F 2 K3 X I 44 B 74 B 4 SSR
G REIET AR S cpF e A 45 AT P SSR A F &R & i SNP
Mooz OB RHERARM > BTN HQTLKE P g2 wE

B QTL tidi 45 B3 ¢ ehi=% (Yuetal, 2011)
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GBS » 27 & 5 a < af ¢ U EetE KA Tl ek anfi it f A B ATFE
%_F (Reduced-representation Sequencing, RRS) ™ 2 > L F|48 & € A (whole-
genome resequencing, WGR) « 1345 ¥ S o & M 2 3 p enip f k8 4+ Rk
fd o kATRY PHE GBS 22 o F PIREF S TR AR A LA T
e B enfRT > @ % RRS 2 2 4p > WGR 2 2 3 x5 o RRS i * "4 p#
FERATFIE L F g TERFIATFIETTLA S HATFIEAFRE - T

PAERTETAREFTREET T UKB EAEIFR > AL FHR&E o WGR R

ﬂi

PR AT AT R R 2 B F BB E B A R AP FRC O A TR B
BB 3 vRDELRIERT > Vi A TR L (genotype imputation) %k
oA g ik i o A R B A Mmool § T 4 S pE
A EGE R R ?f@péeg E ek %F-:f F A+ RiE2 T g 7 T 7 (linkage
disequilibrium) 4p 4 ~ FF > EZPEH P - BLr 3 Jfg_FWT; ST LR
e (s SRH MY R EF R RS TR E IR P
RRS 4p & WGR #j »cF 3 & L& hh F a2 3 % R & 4 Bl #
(Beissinger et al., 2013) °

RRS = j# £ o 4Fgh 'y 10| far fs Al Tl e g = 8h 02 i 708 2L ) e df
SR An R R Y B R o R LR 1 LI
i DNA 5 (Restriction site-associated DNA sequencing, RADseq) (Baird et al.,
2008) ~ Elshire GBS (Elshire et al., 2011) ~ g4 f* GBS (Two-enzyme GBS) (Poland
et al., 2012a) ~ L4 ps*» = 4p B8 DNA =Z_A (Double digest restriction site-
associated DNA sequencing, ddRAD) (Peterson et al., 2012)

RADseq (Baird et al., 2008) = ;= & * 435> Bk 2L e EcoRI & 58 ~ Bk 7
e ShfI *Ad|fts - @4 e 7 1545 (barcode) =Pl adapter > #-4k &R & 18 WL 8 %7
A=k B X 500bp e+ o] f &+ P2adapter © B ¥ W ¢ 7 P12 P2adapters

P4 e & 7 PCR #3 o Elshire GBS (Elshire et al., 2011) &4~ f1* ApeKI % #
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AT E4FR ]S f I 5 RGP 2 adapter i g 0 B e PRAE (7
Tog A ESET B PR FEA AR LA R A R BHE & B EHE
R e A F BT &G 54 B niE 2T ¥ Ui (T imputation A 84
& o Two-enzyme GBS (Poland et al., 2012a) 12 % ddRAD (Peterson et al., 2012) =
R A BRAFIAFEE L > H A B R AT R AT AR R B P
P B & R~ ] o Two-enzyme GBS (Poland et al., 2012a) & * Pstl 2 Mspl "4 f=
2 &1 #& 1 barcode adapter 2 Y adapter » ¥ ¢ & GBS 2 R A Y F -
Lih P R A OT RSP o ddRAD (Peterson et al.,, 2012) & * EcoRI
Mspl "4 f% 2 & {4 > #+ barcode adapter 3 Y adapter 2_ {88 & & » &7 K
<ol ERiE o B e PCR #B3 P £ 4 » it #3857 B 4k &0 index » 4p #3 Two-
enzyme GBS = j# ¥ M3~ { % &

RRS = j2 @ 4 Ble# e QTL < iz? 4R g™ » 27 @& * RADseq >
/% (Bairdetal.,2008) =1i¥4 3 + % (Chutimanitsakunetal.,2011) ~ ¥ % (Davik
etal.,,2015) % isv+ (Barchietal.,2011,2012); & * GBS = ;= (Elshireetal.,2011)
=% eniT4 3 -k 4% (Spindeletal., 2013) ~ % 3£ (Chenetal.,2014) ~ & p % (Celik
etal.,,2016) ~ Z_fr (Uncuetal.,,2016) % o §]* ddRAD = ;= (Petersonetal.,2012)
iT4 3 =4 (Zhouetal,2014) ~ % £ % (Scaglione et al., 2012,2015) % & » ?}
(Yagi et al., 2017) o B f-kfS¢ @ 537 572 7 f1* GBS > 2 4F# SNP 4~ + 1%

BB WA 4B SNP R & 0 2 %8 QTL wimamad 2 /A& (Yuet
al., 2011; Kim and Tai, 2013; Duan et al., 2013; Spindel et al., 2013; Liu et al., 2015;
Arbelaez et al., 2015; Xu et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2015a; Leon et al., 2016; Furuta et

al., 2017) -
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¥z Hpai

-8 HOHHEZ SRR

1 @@z 43N 3

KA HE A L SAT 2% (TK2) % 5 ¢ 41 10 3 (TCS10)» 2 Fgo# i
258 B & 2 p % 5 (Recombinant Inbred Lines, RILs) » 4 %% 2015/04/22 %
2015/07/03 4> 93 F L HBELI 20 TAANMBP B L S AP &K
(121.5°E,25.0°N) o R4 45 P8 B 39 | B+ fom B0 S 2| 5] fa4 0 (7 $REE 25 2
A0S A FEYE 0 F BRA AN GHRE A T3 S H o E 1K AR
ISR A AR EEE RN D - B PR E P ARG 2 - Rk R

p#ic o

ket A P BB IR LA TR X F TR R
FiMai pE~FERBRE-MEXE P HEZREE (Yoshida, 1981) o -k f&
¥RAEY é"%%ﬁmfr}éﬁv&\&%’%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%fr@ﬁﬂﬁﬁ’E@iﬁﬁﬂ%f}tﬁ%

BT o itigrd@md Lo FRALY PR BT P %

PpEBEERPE 44 R e LR AP - 2T e B 5 35 % % 30-35

b

= %+ (Vergara and Chang, 1985) -

AR AEF-F R B RILs ~3%E > 3 BEHPBRS G
Fighod - oA BEHBENF GERETP L F R hF BT ¢ 55
PRER (B-) 25 p A%t (M) pPEFE>NLd pdisp e

RER o B s [ B (hr) o AR ER AP BB B SR S Nt TR ok

(growing degree days, GDD) =% 2. » 355 22 5 @ B 5 RA/OTE A 2
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HAEA YR E P EFELRMEL TR RRIEAFER 10°Caehip &

B S b A0 B S AR T hY £ 2 £ d 2015/04/22 1 2015/05/22

AU B S BT Y £ 4 £ 8 d 201507/03 1 2015/08/03 75 =t 4 b 4

PERERBRADF R ALY LRI o Ao B FRA ] N TRE R K2

HARL A SR AS 2 T RETAREL L FETEE PR HEEAT

Y - LI e

AL L

ELPESL (r) GDD(O

5 #48 (E1) 12.8~13.5 469.6
BLiGHE (E2) 13.7~13.3 634.8

FTHRXR @ 25 F h SRR

BMM””MMWMMMWMMMWMWNMMM

Daylength (h)
o
|

T T T T 1
4/22 5/22 713 7129

Bl- ~2ppE® (FER P2 F %k oARPE)
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S
g " A
A i highest
w o * average
o *  |owest
ML T T T T
4/22 5122 713 7129 9/24
month
B=- ~=%pif C(FERKR PR R R SARPBI)
PoB HAEAIHRBLEHS LRFAH
F*E (2015) 49453 (2010) & Fr 2 gk (2010) & Foa %% > % BIHRE

QTL #i=i% » EH L T2 adZm QTL v B » AT 2% 5

fl

Ehdl ~ Ehd4~ Ghd7 % Dth8° #% & Ehdl £ Ehd4 0% i 1Ea F {535 Bpg (2015)
AT %P AW BB Ehd4 82 Ehd] 3 i A F HRi5¥ RILs ¥
Pk FIAI R s o A AT R AR AR (2015) A Ghd7 A FIRFIERTR A A

AR ME T/EARA DS B R RGeS AR e

1. 12 Taqman i 323 Ghd7 # B F13) 2|
# (2015) # TK2 ¥2 TCS10 & Ghd7 # F1F 7|4 B4k T 7 i i
Ghd7-2 4% 4 F]> 112 £ % > 7 it 1 Ghd7-3 1% £ 73] » i 2494 £ 5 SNP =
BE2k 3+ e allele specific primer set & B4 F R38 0 & F 2B B FL L B - 7
U * Tagman i SvE 37H¢:E SNP 2R3k 3 37en— 2 gy (24 3 34553 Thermo

18

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



Fisher & F % 3* Tagman Assay ° i& B~ SNP = % % { 50bp 15 7|38 {7 Kk 3+ - PCR
FERMA 5 10 uL > ¢ 7 10 ng genomic DNA > SpL ABI Universal Master Mix
(Applied Biosystems) » 20X Custom Tagman Genotyping Assay 0.5 uL - 12 ABI 7500
BUARF BEEGAS A - B K L5 Genotyping » & & i% i 5 60°C 1 min~

95°C 10 min > 40 cycles #195°C 155~ 60°C I min > &% 60°C 1 min {5 "3 }§ & 25
"C e F Jis% & 12 1345 Allelic Discrimination Plot ek 33 % 23 A (A B 18 > 4

2. Dth8 LTI R 2 # i fEA 3 Fikik3
= TK2 £ TCS10 1 Dth8 A F1¥r{ pe i 7] 5 Al42 > £ B p &8 DNA &
& ¥R e > §1* BatchPrimer3.0 (https:/probes.pw.usda.gov/batchprimer3/) (You et
al.,2008) &= &3l3F > 313 2 k4 w)iE & Generic primers » & 4 * |- 28K
Z_min:300 ~ opt:400 2 max:500bp > H # % #3k £ 5 3K E - PCR 7 B34 10
uL > & 7 20 ng genomic DNA > 0.5 uM 31+ % & > 5X Phusion HF Buffer 2 pL -
Phusion DNA Polymerase 0.1 pL (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham MA,USA) - 10
mM 0.2 uLdNTPs > PCR » &% it 5 98°C30s> 35cycles =77 98°C 30s> 60°C 30s
72°C 1min > &% 8 3 4°C - #-PCR A+ > 1%Agarose [ i& {7 T & » FEiRA P
BLEP LR & - 1838 (7 Sanger T F o 14 CLC Sequence Viewer 7 1% 5 7|1t
o FERTLIFRE VR E AT Rp A5 - TK2 2 TCS10 » B R R
it 1433 ervhap2 ~ # ¢ (498 0 hap8 % 7 B # i ¢rhap5 (Zhang et al., 2015b) -

P~ TK2 2 TCSI10 7 Dth8 A Flerdg & Aliktrh B2l P53 S A2 5
(CGC)3 £ 8 » &4 9bp B 7~ ] k3t # v 24 F Hhsse & § A 1E =gk {5 100
bp % 7| = -]- 12 BatchPrimer3.0 3%k 3+ 313 » 51 3 2_ K3 #F%|:E & Generic primers »
SRR TLIFRE-HHTK2 2 TCSI0 g3 A4 ~ ] 5 4~ % 5 129 2 120 bpe

F R

& 5 10uL > 20 ng genomic DNA » 0.4 pM 51+ 2 & » 05U

19

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314


https://probes.pw.usda.gov/batchprimer3/

IMMOLASE™ DNA polymerase (Bioline) » 2.5 mM 0.8 L dNTPs » 50 mM 0.4 uL
MgCl: - Bioline 10X buffer 3.75 uL » ¥ i % 5 95°C 15 min » 35 cycles 7 95°
C30s5~65°C30s~72°C30s> %" § 3 4°Co FIPCR A4 ~ /] &L 9bp > =
E PR R B 8 > 12 5% MetaPhor® Agarose (Lonza Rockland) 100 V & {7
2] PET A T M H X)W TK2~TCS10 2 artificial Fy ek F14] {5 £ 4 258

% RILs #a gk F1A) 2] s (B A~) e

3. fIrHaiEA 3 Fas s 5 £ T

T REE I AR D Bk T AR 2 el o U d ]S SR B
- BRI TREASYT O AF Y M B FHREH RILs REE T
P13 AL 0 A A N AT B AR DA FIA] > AR (2015) enie pF A 4T X
PIAFIRE R G Bt R @ T s Rlahe FARSEIER P A T
R F1A] 0 Ad Rl FESEA TR R ORI T 4 R R L TR Flh 3R
A2 FE R AT B A RPBHCAI R F E Rk i gHDI0 2 gHD3 B B A
FlR A r A b 28 S AFIRE SRR A E TR AZEFI OSSR
B .
Fgo+' %23 el F1A| & F 2 & 56 04% 0 FIt gk FIoc i o B pF E 4P
E AT A L A(ALA])2 B (A2A2) & B %% > & 5 40 M2k (addictive effect,
a)e FTALA A W A BIHFAY RS ST RARATEF RTINS AFTIF IR
BoX LEHA BRHRAD TR EREATERAN L TR A B2 2L
e 312 Ri:VCA % ¢ remIMM = %3+ 8 (Schuetzenmeister, 2016) » *F % % 28 %

£ (phenotypic variance explained, PVE) 1 % & = & 2 7 &t 53t o
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28 T R2ZYPFIALZE FTHLAN

1 ®PEPr R gREe » 3 ekl

24 RILs hd g Bl 7 7 & & F hstdie® 35 1945 96 B -Kfe5f
0 Pstl % Mspl "L % e & 4% & > 12 Hiseq2500 A @ 3 ehF Lg% e » F
ALa 47 & iE 48K PR o2 ¢ TK2 #2 TCS10 2 fF % 347 SNP $ 10238 & >
23 53 p RSP EG8000 B > izg P P ERFELES T LB SNP d
Bk g e B TK2 22 TCSI0 5 A1 5 et 515 1/6 (F % 3 A% & FAL) - 59
@3] e RILs i 45 W3 % & 5 1 SNP/eM » 2k i 4 B £ 1500cM &30 F
& 1500 % SNP > 4p % *+ 9000 i P 55 £ o T # L& E < ] 5 60bp > &
FEE R A B R B R A ) H 43 100bp 0 BX 237 @3] 15000 B

PR E > 2500 B SNP -

2. Genomic DNA 3B~

5@3% &% DNA > &9 %12 SDS i# ##e QIAquick PCR Purification Kit
(Qiagen, Venlo, Netherland) 4 2~ 260 B & > 2 ml 3. ? T B S A 2.5 mm
BIAR 253 PRGBS FGEEET 002 g BT PEA 1 A &ET 8 %
4% > 4~ 700 uL SDS extraction buffer (0.1 M Tris buffer, 0.05M EDTA, 0.5M NaCl,
10% SDS, B-ME) > 65°C-kiz 1 -] B > 4 » 175 uL 5SM KOAc 3 » 3% 4°C
Fkda 15 & 48 0 12 16000 xg &es 10 4 48P~ 600 uL * ik 4e » 77 2uLRNAse A
1 1.5 mL s g o 2% 37°C 28 30 A48 - &2 F g P E 4~ 600 pL PB
buffer » #]§& #ic=x /R 3 5 B~— L A 4v » Spin Column > 14 17000 xg 3o 1 4 45 >
B E AR IR e » FIT AR 0 2 17000 xg BEes 1 A 48 0 2 {8 4 » S500mLPE
buffer 5% Spin Column } #1binding DNA » 4 17000 xg # 1 4~ 4 » £ #-3 ¥
217000 xg s 1 4 48 o &% #- Spin Column B~ 2z A ATe3g.w F > 4~ 100
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pL EB buffer # ¥ 10 4~ 4% > 17 17000 xg 3f-s 1 4 4818 B~ ¢ /& 7 DNA o #- gt
DNA 12 nanodrop i#| £ 260/230 % 260/280 & 4 %] 5 ~1.80 % ~2.2 » F& @5 i §
fe g 5 F DNA > &% Quant-iT PicoGreen dsDNA Assay Kit (Thermo Fisher

Scientific, Waltham MA, USA) ¥ DNA k& -

3. U@

& B 4 &P 300 ng genomic DNA > 4c » 5 pL 10X CutSmart Buffer » 1 uL 20
U/uL Pst I-HF > 1 pL 20 U/uL Msp I (New England BioLabs [NEB], Ipswish MA,
USA) £ = =t Z 4 K4 5 S84 50 pl » 2~ Veriti PCR % B (77 » 3% T8

B37°Co F RFEFER 1| PF o

4. P1adapter 32 Y adapter i &5 5 &

Pl adapter & Pst [ -HF *» v % & > 2 & » R A 7] 5 5
ACACTCTTTCCCTACACGACGCTCTTCCGATCTTGCA3  » F » {5 B 7| 5 5
p-AGATCGGAAGAGCGTCGTGTAGGGAAAGAGTGT 3> # F ¥%4 PCR & & 3|
+ B 7| ; P2 adapter & Msp [ > v 2 & > B 2w PR A5 5 p-
CGAGATCGGAAGAGCGAGAACAA 3 » K w» % B B 7 5 5
GTGACTGGAGTTCAGACGTGTGCTCTTCCGATCT 3’ » #2384 PCR F & 51+
B 7|3 4 o Adapter £ insert DNA fis*7 3 BL#lcsni B ol 3 2.5 511 0 @7 e fie
12 {8 et &8 424 ~ 5 uL 10X CutSmart Buffer » 1 pL 1.31 uM P1 adapter » 1 pL
12.8 uM P2 adapter » 0.5 uL. 400 unit/uL T4 DNA ligase > 6 pL 10mM riboATP (NEB,
Ipswish MA, USA) % = = %4k 4c & 5.484% 60 uL > ** PCR 8 B A2 25°C &
Felf e fs > 4eil 3 65°C 10 ~ 48 > 14 1% ramp rate "3 3 23°C > 4 %% %
Mo s i *  Agencourt® AMPure® XP system (Beckman Coulter, Brea CA, USA)>
P RA R 08 B rEFHLL > 2 ",/TT 200 bp 1 T s primer dimer © #F § &

22

doi:10.6342/NTU201800314



PCR 5k 5ol » £ 14 15 pL = = F46-k w33 15 > > PCR 5 € 2 50°C 10 4 48

LRRGOPH B2l e F R

5. PCR F J&

% P~ 5 uL 5 uM forward primer (i5) % 5 pL 5 uM reverse primer (i7) » 4c > 10
mM 1 pL dNTPs (NEB, Ipswish, MA, USA) » 5X Phusion HF Buffer 10 uL » Phusion
DNA Polymerase 0.5 pL (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham MA,USA) » £ 4c » 2 uL
adapter # & DNA 1% 5 template > & % 14 = =t Z &7 K4 T 284 5 50 uL - PCR
FIEiEER TS5 98°C30s 0 25 cycles e1798°C 10s ~72°C30s» £ &7 72°C 10
min’ B4 FH 3 4°Co 2 18 * Agencourt® AMPure® XPsystem /4 0.8 & PCR
FRERAgEEHL 2 “,% 200bp 2 T eprimerdimer » £ 12 20 uL = =X ZFAgoRw
% i6 2 PCR 8812 50°C 10 » 454 ",% 7§ HiFpE o £ 74 Quant-iT PicoGreen
dsDNA Assay Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham MA,USA) i& {7 DNA Z_%& >

PREIFERES  F BRI S0ngEFREL C WLIAFTRI - Ko

6. S E X &F (Size selection)

A P~R & DNA < E 12 Agencourt® AMPure® XP system =14p e &8 f# & S
6 » ¥ B~ ] e & 2 Blue Pippin (Sage Science, Beverly, USA) i 77 % » &
B3k 2% 300-450 bp » 2_{¢ i# * Agencourt® AMPure® XP system % it o 3% 12
2100 Bioanalyzer (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA) =7 High Sensitivity
DNA chip & 7 £ i3 T 3% » FEZR 182 R R4 A% 2 &R & a8 2
2R RBEERLEER 10 0M 2 B4 <> 10 uL g% o {8 -t ddRAD
THREEIHP A F AT Y w3k Een [llumina HiSeq 2500 =% & i 4% &
Z_R PRF%T % (Illumina, San Diego, CA, USA) » ¢ * Illumina PE100 — 7 lane i&
712 TR o
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Sz & B3 Variant calling

1 Bowtie2 (Langmead and Salzberg, 2012) 3 2~ 4> FASTQ #% § L %2
w -k f& %+ B 7] (MSU Rice Genome Annotation Project Release 7) » 3 @ ¥ % 77 i3
B =~ insertsize 5 600bp > #-17 3| SAM #§ T #& = BAM 4% - 12 Rsamtools (Morgan
et al., 2009) % ¥ paired-end = BF F H - W H I 12 54 S S M‘*,f il
g2 E o NEHEI®E (CrC 2 ChrM) 2 &2 /w2 =% (ChrSy %
ChrUn) &3¢ B o £ 12 PICARD tools (http://broadinstitute.github.io/picard) #-: 7
BRI IERH =8 £ A > I 11 MarkDuplicate 2 ",ﬁE TREALY A B LS B
v b oclusters i# = £ 4f 3% A& (Optical Duplicates) < 2 NCBI -k % dbSNP
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/SNP/) FHE 5 iz > §1* GATK (McKenna et al.,
2010) BaseRecalibrator %ﬁ%ﬂir“* KAS variants ¥ 2 f6 HART ¥ 2 4535F > £ AT
FEHELBEEZFIAINF R RS T RE Quality score 0 {8 11 GATK
HaplotypeCaller %P 42 it 1 Quality score ¥t & 1 1% & ¢ genomic VCF (gVCF) #%

i {7 joint calling > SFfr#73 #h & | %7 variants £_F 5 &

$I& GEEHERY WS SNP

i * ® % fit % R 2 Bioconductor VariantAnnotation (“Bioconductor -
VariantAnnotation,”) % i* i& Variant Call Format (vcf) #§% & 47 > ™2 readVef () #
Bovef #h % 16 0 £ 12 isSNV () 3k %%k singleAltOnly=TRUE & :¥ reference allele
% alternate allele ‘F”'K ¥z — i SNP e variants & > 7 3| 58499 i variants 3% % 7
* geno ()$GT B~ 41975 B 48 ok FIA| T > 104112 F3+ & variants 04 B 5 2 &

TRl FeoRab XA FTEEFRIPHER TS 10% # 3] 8035 # variantse
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$2 8 BEWBE: 2 EERRATL T

1. S WH#LEE

RS ASB-HAFIFTH A3 R8T hdg# FERFEE - 2
Bt A AB AT HEFE SN SR * Rqtl B 2 Brdhcsy 3¢ 0 10 read.cross ()
BT > 1 * convert2riself () 4= it AFE K P Fy 4% = RILs *2 33| ik o

estrf() #wh A F R ERILs P (AASBAFIA A E 5 40 F £ f1* plotef
O s+ EE2 Fend 252 LOD E/H -

Maﬁ;&iﬁ—_wgﬂ BB & 3T 60 B etk 5 ”5+”Jfﬁr"m£"r] 4] 4p I
W ] B 4 93% A o

RILs *2 3 e F]A| A gt 3 3 & FACFE A 3 R ™ 5 Ll * geno.table

0 £EHF A3 BHPAFEFH B0 G ERRTTE p £ 0

"‘1%

Bonferroni & % £ 22 p B> & 4 F &g p &) 3 0.05 f AR
Bl PIARZ 5 A TR drens FARE FELw 2 A T fEe dpens R R B L
ZE AR AL EEY PSR AE o

boor raE 2w R 1A 3 AR38 Ehd] ~ Ehd4 ~ Ghd7 % Dth8 <0k FI13| §F
o B AL M B8 4~ % 5 chr10:17,077,589 bp ~ chr4: 1,270,709
bp ~ chr7:9,152,804bp % chr8:4,333,919bp = 12 est.map () 3+ & & if 4 & 4§ ¢
SNP R e Ji¢ % » i * Kosambi & #c (Kosambi, 1943) 35 7 3 & 3% = i3 @ pedp
5 » 12 replacemap () #-f¢ & t5 eni @WEE - » R A F Bohp 29 o 1y
summary.map () #AR & @4 FHFTNE Y FEHRE > T2 plotmap () 5§ Wik 4
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'1'_"'_*
(7

Y
2

TL #_i=% > % 4] * Shapiro-Wilk #& & 7t £ 4|4 # 2.3 £ & ¥ &1+
- BHRBET A A G LB A F PR % (p-value = 0.0003278)
BB T HAAR L F AT (p-value =0.1299) ("))

QTL Z_i=#k * multiple interval mapping (MIM) (Kao et al., 1999) st3*+- % »
HAS L - Bt X A3 aiEe QTL B » L2 scanone() & {7 % B iz
(Interval mapping, IM) 7 » 8 - QTL -3 4% - £ # Haley-Knott it jF 5
#i& 5 (Haley and Knott, 1992) » 12 & #:3&5% (Churchill and Doerge, 1994) = ;2 &
A3 1000 =% % & LOD (7P HE » a 3K 5 0.05 - 12 makeqtl() & = #7373
~ scanone() & e QTL % » 1% fitqtl() 4 75 B H3) kg F 14 > & #0737
iads @ @2 QTL pF > 2 addint() #%#=% » QTL 2 FEF &3 g 1% » 53
BOTREE F R A~ #5317 0 £ 12 refineqtl() $#H03]¢ QTL chix ¥ i {7 flced - 12
F2eLOD B 5 &8 o M addqtl() BT HFIEHHQTL - F 3 ATen
QTL = * "4 LOD i Bl 2 addtogtl() #s* QTL 4r » 3] » 41 fitqtl() A 5 &
R BT F 1 0 2 1402 addint() HRIHCA Y QTL RREE 2§ R (¥ » 1z
refineqtl() ?4 2 =¥ # (95, LOD B4 % ° £4F addqtl() * addint() # % - 2
5474 5| QTL 7 LOD 48/ % £ £ s/ @ Bl % 0 QTL &= o & 2 14 fitgtl()

T_%#c get.est=TURE » B3+ 2487 QTL aw/iim 1 2 ¢t & 4|2 %2

TR o R 2 AR X 2R sk & ¢h QTL > 2 addpair()
ARG BN AE S 2 H s o QTL 2 Bl 0 2 4 scantwo() 2 2 A # HC
SRR A F) e R QTL % B s ff o

R BIHERBET B3 E QTL (i df % B > 2 5 4y Darvasi & A gk

2 ;% (Darvasi and Soller, 1997) : #-7_ =3¢ QTL =% 4ejf- & CI &> F3*

o

QIL & ehf #f % 7 - CIo0 N 5 Rin sk #eilicl » y 5 A 22 % 2

Il
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$- & RILs chfd f0 P B B

RILs % & 5% #/88 o 4R p #cs 88.7 £ 11.3 X » &3 A p Hfe F 51-
114 % > TK2 ¥ TCS10 # 48 p #c~ & 5 100 2 83 % ; siigfady chfe fad)y p #c
704 + 7.9 % > EE AP B R 52-99 = 0 TK2 4 f8 5 65 = > TCSI0 fw
B s 2REsa» = F P aphp et (B2) B%ED BHAD TR
PEATH B AR T i AR P AN ATFIHNRER/YP DILRE T 3 AP B -
A AT (Ble) o RILs %% % 5488 ddh ot » F R A8 A M A hfh fos) >
F AV AZ ML A B (transgressive segregation) IR % o &P L G F B v A 4T

(disperse) i fBHP 2 FIR B £ AR o

Heading days 1 Heading days 2
g 1 ] .
o
& - <
> > I
g g 1N
™ [T
B m B |
o J o=l [H] o o

I T T T T T T | T T T T T T T 1
50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120

W=~ SAL2%/5 7 010 5L RILs 25 #48 (%) SRpHAY (+) SR fh
P i
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120
|

100

heading days 2
B0 90

g0 70

50

| | | | | | | |
20 60 70 80 90 100 120

heading days 1

Bz - 24T 2%/ 5 % 40 10 35 RILs %3 &5 335488 chfs 48 0 ke i+ B

o8 SERFANER

1L ABRBY BN ERFLITRE

B IR B R RN R 4178 % B 5] Ehd] ~ Ehd4 ~ Ghd7 ~ Dth8
%2 - Bz TR I Ehdl:Ghd7:Dth8 ¥ ¥ 4. 3. (% =) 3G MR p #ez =
BHN% 2 458 % @5 Ehd] ~ Ehd4 ~ Dth8 % — B % A F|12 B 58 Ehdl:DthS %
FLR () o F LR FEHEs BRHRABD HF Lo Fidl G4
Flooscfls~ 5 A2 A EERE > 22PN A RBEELE AN
58.91%%2 74.97% (% ® ~ 3 ) # 3 TK2 ch Ehd] ¥ A FIoa s &% 23 6 8
> A 552 59 % > Ehd] 2t BIRABY T LR A S Ehdd v E et B0

Fo b A w543 2 2.6 % b B S RRGLIE B B % 1.7 % > 38| Ehdd
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AFERE 2L FF LR o A= Ehdl & Ehd4 b B4R ol 238 & e
B O(2015) e fFAdr R LB A 0 A KW LA R HI MBI R kT -
Ghd7 # % 3 &5 %A LI 8 F-RE > 33 TK2 HE AF g s-20 %
P AFITR S AR TRBETA G AR T T TR DS B A F a5 &
P TR A B A 15 E 08 % 0 Dth8 BHPTE T LS AN T EER R
| o 5 488 T Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 L B A F £ % % = B A FIFAH § TK2 %
A FIFE AR A 1.4 % ARIFED T Ehdl:Dh8 R R E TR FLE > § A
B2 F130 5 TK2 $8 A FIpF i 1.2 2 0 FIR 3R] Dth8 ¥ dv &% TR B A
T AR DhSEH W AFA R BB KR ¥ 4 TK2 ch Ehdl
1 Dth8 ¥+ B Frcfluai 26 £ fh AP B> @ TK2 o7 Ehd4 2 Ghd7 18 & Fre i
Rliged fop o el fifez B g 5 BAFPUEAR S wipF » R EL R

A HEES R B ORA AT o
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2SR RAAD B2 REFRR S ATk

Df  Sum Sq Mean Sq F value Pr(>F)

Ehdl 1 511348 5113.48 66.99 1.92E-14 ***
Ehd4 1 3740.08 3740.08 49.00 2.83E-11 ***
Ghd7 1 907.52 907.52 11.89 0.000672 ***
Dth8 1 557.30 557.30 7.30 0.007409 **
Ehd1:Ehd4 1 17.52 17.52 0.23 0.632313
Ehd1:Ghd7 1 8.22 8.22 0.11 0.743122
Ehd4:Ghd7 1 27.11 27.11 0.36 0.551771
Ehd1:Dth8 1 58.98 58.98 0.77 0.38029
Ehd4:Dth8 1 4.65 4.65 0.06 0.805266
Ghd7:Dth8 1 36.39 36.39 0.48 0.490578
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7 1 0.79 0.79 0.01 0.919013
Ehd1:Ehd4:Dth8 1 3.65 3.65 0.05 0.827151
Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 552.07 552.07 7.23 0.007687 **
Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 11.63 11.63 0.15 0.696586
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 41.28 41.28 0.54 0.462836
Residuals 228 17402.87 76.33
EANNE R Y TIE'Y NE TEEN -2 k- RNE T S

Df Sum Sq Mean Sq F value Pr(>F)
Ehdl 1 6210.50 6210.50 228.30 3.32E-36 ***
Ehd4 1 1414.44 1414.44 51.99 8.12E-12 ***
Ghd7 1 38.76 38.76 1.42 0.233869
Dth8 1 159.23 159.23 5.85 0.016332 *
Ehd1:Ehd4 1 18.23 18.23 0.67 0.413897
Ehd1:Ghd7 1 0.27 0.27 0.01 0.921315
Ehd4:Ghd7 1 0.88 0.88 0.03 0.857594
Ehd1:Dth8 1 361.18 361.18 13.28 0.000333 ***
Ehd4:Dth8 1 4.39 4.39 0.16 0.68824
Ghd7:Dth8 1 3.59 3.59 0.13 0.716661
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7 1 1.34 1.34 0.05 0.824443
Ehd1:Ehd4:Dth8 1 15.55 15.55 0.57 0.450381
Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 98.57 98.57 3.62 0.058233 .
Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 8.11 8.11 0.30 0.585624
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 75.91 75.91 2.79 0.096199 .
Residuals 228 6202.44 27.20
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o~ R EY R LR FaiTR S
HD1=Ehd1+Ehd4+Ghd7+Dth8+Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8+¢

Df  Effect* MeanSq VCP PVE(%)¢ F value Pr(>F)
Ehd1 1 5.5 5113.5  59.51 32.73 68.82  8.054e-15 ***
Ehd4 1 -4.3 3740.1 35.06 19.28 5033 1.477e-11  ***
Ghd7 1 -2.0 907.5 6.63 3.65 12.21  0.0005658  ***
Dth8 1 1.5 5573 3.3l 1.82 7.50  0.0066368 **
Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 1.4 480.1 2.60 1.43 6.46 0.0116628 *
Residuals 238 743 74.72 41.09
AR TP F I E Y TK2 #8 A Fsa g % 7
®VC : variance component (R::VCA, remIMM)
‘PVE: ¢t £ 4| % 2 f28 & phenotypic variance explained
RFHCE MR PR B¥RELAT S *0.05,%%0.01, ***0.001
2T ~BRpAEY SRR B LR FLTE R
HD2=Ehd1+Ehd4+Dth8+Ehd1:DthS§ +¢
Df Effect Mean Sq VC PVE(%)® F value Pr(>F)
Ehdl1 59 6637.5 66.07 59.27 23790  <2.2e-16 F¥**
Ehd4 -2.6 1579.9 13.62 12.21 56.62  1.024e-12  ***
Dth8 0.8 151.5 0 0 543  0.0206227 *
Ehd1:Dth8 -1.2 381.5 3.89 3.49 13.67 0.0002689 ***
Residuals 243 279 279 25.03

AR T R E M TK2 #8 A Floc ks 4
®VC : variance component (R::VCA, remIMM)

‘PVE: ¢t £ 4| % 2 f28 & phenotypic variance explained

WEFHSEFEET Fie € BEKEFLT S *0.05, *40.01, ***0.001

2. = BNRYAFIHNMRD 2 PP

FHBY R FLITSERT 0 e BR RS T REEF VTR

Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 = Js €% 7= kg ¥ B, 50 ¢

=+ %z 24
o f

P& A] > & RILs ¥ ¥ & Bt 3 &

BB AT £ 164873 kb g PRI o R i fF A 475

Bz B AR R B A T BRI H YR IR K 2 Y Ehdl &
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Dth8 &5 R 1E* » 55 84873 Fehle & hfhFA] - § - BHRB D FLAITE
%00 AAAA 713 5 e B AT A 54 F £ TK2 thehdlehdl ~ Ehd4Ehd4-~
ghd7ghd7 % DthS8DthS %118 3 71> TCS10 *# ch¥tia A Fp| 2 B 5 (N8Lom & §
- BRBOEFLATEEY O AAA AT RAE G F F & TK2 o ehdlehdl ~
Ehd4Ehd4 % Dth8Dth8 %118 & 7] -

A PR TR AT DR R B B R RER T & 7
TioE L B2 4o bR BY R A TR B EAPRS HAD T R EF R
AFesp R Lf] o 0 BHAD -5 16 B2 I BHBAFRELE? > 4
F - BEPOPREAFESL T?;rs" - TR MR B RV AT

BB L A g EEUNER EOK
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&Y mw.wﬁ?\t L9
T SHBEFOHF AT T oy P F Y L F T U e A ns YT T
gdg vdg avd vvd agav vav avv Vv dadd9g vdgad avad Yvdd dadvg vdvd avvd Yyvd adagv vdaav avay vvav agavv vavv avvy Ardvivard
| | | | | | | | | | | 1 | | | | | | 1 | | | 1 |
L 3
& ]
L 2
M L ]
¥ Y H & ¢
i} H [ : H
" * ] ¥
. . ¢

ays papadxa

ays abelaae
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00l
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£ BN T 16 A FADO RN R R ESREE

AREs NRPERPE MR KYFRBE

AAAA 91.9 91.2+£9.2
AAAB 86.1 87.6+7.1
AABA 93.1 93.7+10.8
AABB 92.9 929+5.8
ABAA 100.5 99.5+5.4
ABAB 94.7 94.7+42
ABBA 101.7 98.6+5.9
ABBB 101.5 102.7 £ 8.5
BAAA 78.1 77.6+£8.9
BAAB 77.9 76.8 +10.7
BABA 84.9 86.0+10.0
BABB 79.1 77.9+10.9
BBAA 86.7 87.4+3.8
BBAB 86.5 88.1 £ 16.1
BBBA 93.5 94.8+6.9
BBBB 87.7 86.8+9.3

Lo ABHAY T 16 A TR R D B R ESRRE

ATt BRPE&EGFE BRPEIFERE

AAA 73.9 73.3+£43
AAB 74.7 743+£5.1
ABA 79.1 79.9+48
ABB 79.9 79.5+£5.7
BAA 64.5 65.2+4.6
BAB 60.5 60.7£6.1
BBA 69.7 69.2+3.9
BBB 65.7 65.8+6.4
34
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3. LHA BRHRAPILIEE

7 j% TK2/TCS10 RILs *2 33546 8 22 37|40 A0 P Bk Fl2o Benhf (20 & &
BAHAEY T R ARG P EATEF YR EF S La s
F(E A A4 ) RS TARERE L 8411% P HAED T B a2l
BB 5446% 2Tl S HAEH L BLAE S K 4 18.8 X AR P $co Ehdl & Ehd4
RAE G E - 2 AT F A TK2 $ig A Fanaj s W 5 5.6 % -
3.5 % o Ehd4 fr#pfafh § 2B 5% > A5 HEH T A F TK2 0 Ehdd ¥ AT ¢
RAfEp B S 0.8 % o F G TK2 ch Ghd7 B A Frafp ¢ @ fo 4l p Bop > 1.2
o Ghd7 232 AR T* 2 REF » &33BT F TK2 4 Ghd7 %
BAFIE AP BoE S 0.8 % o FF G TK2 ch Dth8 %1% A FIpF - fh 44 P Hc g
B4 1.1 2 » Ehd1:Dth8 & Ehdl:Ghd7:Dth8 * & (v & ¥ B B 8P ¥ 4 25
LR A FIFE § TK2 $in A F AP kA N-10 2 L1 X > F)t Dih8 g fr
Ehdl 3 Ghd7 %12~ 2 g BB &FE (Bl») - Fia 7 o HaY <
&~ Ehdl % Ehd4 %) s 1 & B8R fhp % B 0% > Ghd7 &2 Dth8 3 »x

Tep o AR T A TR 2 B ary 3 5 e
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FACEED BRAD D B2 R FE S AR S

Df  Sum Sq Mean Sq  F value Pr(>F)
Env 1 40724.93 4072493  786.71 2.50E-101 ***
Ehdl 1 11297.34 11297.34  218.24 1.23E-40 ***
Ehd4 1  4877.29 4877.29 94.22 2.25E-20 ***
Ghd7 1 660.68 660.68 12.76 0.0003912 ***
Dth8 1 656.15 656.15 12.68 0.0004094 ***
Env:Ehd1 1 26.63 26.63 0.51 0.4735851
Env:Ehd4 1 277.23 277.23 5.36 0.0211005 *
Ehd1:Ehd4 1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.9934597
Env:Ghd7 1 285.59 285.59 5.52 0.0192584 *
Ehd1:Ghd7 1 5.72 5.72 0.11 0.7397229
Ehd4:Ghd7 1 18.87 18.87 0.36 0.5462627
Env:Dth8 1 60.37 60.37 1.17 0.2807386
Ehd1:Dth8 1 356.04 356.04 6.88 0.0090189 **
Ehd4:Dth8 1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.995222
Ghd7:Dth8 1 31.43 31.43 0.61 0.4362927
Env:Ehd1:Ehd4 1 35.75 35.75 0.69 0.4064237
Env:Ehd1:Ghd7 1 2.76 2.76 0.05 0.8173838
Env:Ehd4:Ghd7 1 9.12 9.12 0.18 0.6749361
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7 1 2.10 2.10 0.04 0.8405987
Env:Ehd1:Dth8 1 64.12 64.12 1.24 0.2662998
Env:Ehd4:Dth8 1 9.04 9.04 0.17 0.6762392
Ehd1:Ehd4:Dth8 1 2.07 2.07 0.04 0.8416778
Env:Ghd7:Dth8 1 8.56 8.56 0.17 0.6844752
Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 558.60 558.60 10.79 0.0010987 **
Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 19.59 19.59 0.38 0.5388009
Env:Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7 1 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.9789158
Env:Ehd1:Ehd4:Dth8 1 17.13 17.13 0.33 0.5653935
Env:Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 92.05 92.05 1.78 0.1830464
Env:Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 0.16 0.16 0.00 0.9558671
Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 114.58 114.58 2.21 0.1375121
Env:Ehd1:Ehd4:Ghd7:Dth8 1 2.62 2.62 0.05 0.8222205
Residuals 456 23605.31 51.77
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f4 L HA BIAD S FRFAKEE
HD= env,+Ehd1+Ehd4+Ghd7+Dth8+env:Ehd4+env:Ghd7+Ehd1:Dth8+Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8+¢; i=1,-1

Df  Effect* Mean Sq VC¢ PVE(%)! F value Pr(>F)
Env® 1 9.4 40725  173.32 5446  807.59 <D 28 16| PoE
Ehd1 1 5.6 11297 61.34 19.27  224.03 <2.2e-16  ***
Ehd4 1 -3.5 4877 22.50 7.07 96.72 <22e-16 ***
Ghd7 1 -1.2 661 1.20 0.38 13.10  0.0003265 ***
Dth8 1 1.1 656 0.99 0.31 13.01 0.0003421 ***
Env:Ehd4 1 -0.8 302 2.20 0.69 6.00 0.0146850 *
Env:Ghd7 1 -0.8 286 1.94 0.61 5.68 0.0175989 *
Ehd1:Dth8 1 -1.0 365 1.81 0.57 7.23  0.0074122 **
Ehd1:Ghd7:Dth8 1 1.1 548 2.37 0.74 10.86  0.0010564 **
Residuals 478 50 50.57 15.89

SR Tl B L TK2 $8 A Pl s 4

PRI 3 S R R A T

¢VC : variance component (R::VCA, remIMM)

PVE: ¢t £ 4% R f2## £ phenotypic variance explained
RFHCEFEET PR B¥RELAT S *0.05,%%0.01, ***0.001
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A/A %2 BB> 2 2% E3 AB- a‘r“f AR E 5 A e variants (16.6% =
1150/6937) ~ i= — M A& A FIA] & 4% &7 &% & RILs A& F| 3|48 &5 9 SNP» 12 2 B A
F13] 5 & F% £ 3]hSNP > & {8 ¥ $] 5216 & SNP -
RILs %3 &% 4 & A pF > & 8510 A Fl#c® | S fcnant &) 487 0.5 7
AR R REF SRR R E RS % 22 (2010) B
LRFIRFE3Z 6FELS WY L5 A 3L §FnT $ 0 11 minor allele frequency /)

0.1 085 P HEE {”'J",f SNP {5 B % @ 3l % 4eBl4 -

:
)
|
!

B4 - M“ﬁc‘ TK2 ¥ 2 F]ent 5 (ratio A) 5 fsgEas F EF35 A 12 154 ¢ 48
RE L (Mbp) * ¥ - ahi

M R GRS E T Y o AT HREFIES 92 M P PE - B ES A
MAISNP » L oh B F REFFEX 2 SM en®e i be » S EF 2 B R & F R L
M3t 40% 1 SNP o w B iy A F fRiEA B % 1 (7.8 2 543 cM) ~ 4 (30.8
cM)~5(48.9cM)~6(84.3cM)~10(61.7cM) iFZ4 ¢ R+ » B x 332 B A 3 k&
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¥ 233 BHe&s (231 B RILs 2 2 BAA) L?ﬁééﬁ@ AR RE S 12746 cM > =
EA IR 202 39 BAFHRE A FREF TR 4 M U FE R G
71.1 = 164.8 CMO",!F’J A% -2 %2 E4 IR e FEEERLRFIES 20
M I ez b H s (54 & Rehs 3RS FIEY 3 15cM (£ L+ B+

By g PHRMUAKASRILs & B - i * - &0 U4 ps > A Flle
A fe R ehe RRLE 2 % > De Leon et al (2016) 1 GBS = &4~ B » i i &
fs 19 3] 9303 i SNP & f?ﬁéﬁ@;«&,&% % 1650 cM ; Chen et al (2016) = 2 GBS
=% 0 B Msel 2 Haelll f%% Zqp~ & o 042711 1 SNP 2 8 4 W% >
& 5 2343.68 cM - Spindel et al (2013) ™4 ApeKTZH-> & » I * #r5 &3 5 3]
[0 SNP & 430 45 3% - & 5 1862.96 cM ; Liu et al (2015) 1 ApeKI 2 7
B3~ B> A 9 #F 56513 %2 14382 # SNP- @ 4 Bl & 4~ W 5 1402 % 1536
cM o

BT LM AT R LRI AATE B TR 4T 6 i AR R
B2 RO HMEY TS T B LAY RE DL F AL B EER Y
Bloh 5 R 2474 F SRS T sy kdp Flo s R8¢ # W 4 F
HEARAWE TR BAFIE LT AR 3 R R A EEDA
FIA Fht it 2 % &R < 0] (Darvasietal., 1993) -

APl ALk P2 %3¢ @ % 133 3 InDel 2 14 % SSR A & {h3422 .4 4 )
oMK 14324 cM > TiEEEH L 98 M AR 167 2 12154 4 B g
+HRGERFEX 3T 20cM (2,2010) - 7@ A F S RILs %% 1 &% 154 4 M
A F 5 1s18076621-1s18287105 2. e =~ BB 21.6cM> M % &% 6154 4
e 3 4R35 rs877802467- 1s20468485 2 B~ FFFEZ 288 cM » &2 & Fr ]
g A FEEAR AR A A H B R s T Ris B A< BTEE Y
PR EE P R R e BRI F S o d 0 @ RS S RRREE 2 L

B2 RFLTRG BRI 3R]
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LR RFHE Y 0 % EL S R 6:3465711_T/C- rs348069060 4~ + &
HREFG R AFIE352cM 29 ¥k Fl i TK2 22 TCS10 % & 4 4p ke 42 £
%k identical by decent =7 Waxy-L #ti% 2 %] % £ (Chen et al., 2008; Wu et al.,

2013a)» Flt i A HEA P A2 I AR AL T L F A s F ke

Fob v 0 IR 12 PR F D S

AHHE A3 iRl p @ ER (CM) T 3ogedg (cM) B+ BE3E (CM)
1 39 165.0 43 21.7
2 32 122.6 4.0 12.9
3 39 141.2 3.7 7.6
4 25 1135 4.7 121
5 27 98.2 3.8 13.3
6 21 122.4 6.1 28.8
7 30 109.2 3.8 8.1
8 27 102.3 3.9 9.5
9 20 70.9 3.7 7.1
10 21 66.4 3.3 5.3
11 27 81.6 3.1 5.0
12 24 82.5 3.6 7.4

N 332 1274.6 4.0 28.8
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2. ATHELBRRAR

P T Yty R B Re (8 R % 4B 2K TS R A FI A R A
foid B Ea % o & TK2/TCSIORILs *% 7 #RE § # T @i g - b %
ZBE R R 2 rs18803599 2 1518834207 (0.26-0.56 Mb) i A F ik W 4n
Hifpre TK2 AT PHAS ZE2 4 48 rs19573815-rs19353340 (9.02-24.61
Mb) ¥ 27 1s350741874-rs19511507 (31.80-34.32 Mb) T FF el 357 T 7k
BN FEER e TCSIO AT > 4wt 1432 3BAF4Ek: %2 5L
¢ 18 A =4 rs878022495- rs20374719 (25.88-31.20 Mb) % [ 7 B # & IR % cha 3
Bk s 2 2 LA g v itke TCSI0 AT 5 A% ~ L4 WA
r$352554350- 1520698229 (26.93-27.99 Mb) % B} 3 B4 F A3 T G0 ik
TCS10 £ 73] (£ +-)o

3 (2010) A Fr%3? Y 345678 % 12 154 W ha 3
by 33 T B % > Ak RILs %38 Fr %38 4 Rias 3 {3812
Ba#smed £ £ ¢ 48+ RDO0301(0.4Mb) A F 257 T =i 4 %
e el TS E3 > FHAS 3FE L # RD0304-RD0310 (7.89-27.24 Mb)
122 RD0312-RD0314 (31.28-37.15 Mb) A F A% 3 T §7A 3 5 th+ F0 45k
FiRstal; &% 6154 4 1 RD0609-RD0613 4~ F {535% ¥ 7 T s 3L ih + {145
e 3l e

¥ (2010) 2 TCS10 5# +% TK2 5% A#ehF 2w 2 5 w2 (BCF)

3
ﬂu—

.

HY oo A% 3% 6 544 RIT A T e B FIR (segregation distortion loci,
SDL) » i3> w9 5 TCSIO P 5% &3] » &% 3 i54 ¢ 42 RDO0306-RD0307
(12.55-15.52Mb) % B ern SDL £ z2fie + > i 5 =2 ¢ %8 RD0612(29.89
Mb) } e SDL & z2fie 3+ »cfi o Gd W EFH g 58T 0 § - 4 M T
- i SDL> &7 i3 SDL fb> 35 &3t 54 ¢ REpF > i Bipdpean B 57 €
LIPE A FREQIL i iple ¥ e - 4 ¢ 4 MRS B SDLPF A €
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PEAGFHNLR > § 3 B SDL ke gk 15 § Sred QgL R

2% % SDL thiten= w4pF > Plis & i B Edp £ B H 4o o
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L S PRl DX Sl

Genotype in RILs population

Markers Chromosome AA BB P.value direction
rs18803599 3 142 67 2.13E-07 TK2
rs18834207 3 134 78 0.00012 TK2
rs19573815 3 66 144 7.35E-08 TCS10
rs19710648 3 55 157 2.46E-12 TCS10
rs876835731 3 49 162 7.30E-15 TCS10
rs19015867 3 36 174 1.68E-21 TCS10
rs54288749 3 23 173 8.72E-27 TCS10
rs352093581 3 14 194 9.51E-36 TCS10
rs19143414 3 19 192 1.05E-32 TCS10
3:14599069_C/T 3 32 178 7.13E-24 TCS10
3:14938671_G/A 3 38 171 3.59E-20 TCS10
rs878326992 3 53 157 7.14E-13 TCS10
rs19561508 3 64 147 1.10E-08 TCS10
rs19113702 3 70 140 1.36E-06 TCS10
rs19301217 3 71 124 0.000147 TCS10
rs19353340 3 78 134 0.00012 TCS10
rs350741874 3 75 136 2.68E-05 TCS10
rs878411478 3 64 144 2.91E-08 TCS10
rs19511507 3 66 144 7.35E-08 TCS10
rs878022495 6 49 163 4.90E-15 TCS10
rs20023693 6 40 170 2.94E-19 TCS10
rs20035585 6 32 175 2.81E-23 TCS10
rs20095644 6 28 171 3.79E-24 TCS10
rs877324770 6 18 192 3.26E-33 TCS10
rs20278539 6 8 198 5.30E-40 TCS10
rs20374719 6 12 199 6.34E-38 TCS10
rs352554350 8 76 137 2.92E-05 TCS10
rs20542870 8 77 136 5.29E-05 TCS10
rs20698229 8 75 139 1.21E-05 TCS10
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%z & QTL mapping 4 #7.5% %

1 S#p#aPoaail 3o e

hd BRI L 1000 = £ #2357 17 st £ 51 99.9% ~ 95% 2 90% iF
SEEREEOREOMEE o § TR T A28 95% Sk R OB Mg
B P T R 2 QTL 2 ¢ g 4 0.001 ~0.05 % 0.1 pF » 5 3488 et
A% P HEEA B A 3.6923.13 2 2,78 BiE A et & A SR HEEA Y 5
3.64+2.95 % 2.67°QTL & fLde A% e ¢ W3 & & s & 7312 TK2 ¢h
i AT RA T o

WA MM A TSR R T efe B QTL(B+- ~&+2)>
AL % 1037 % 8i5E4 ¢ 8 hEhdl ~ gHD3 ~ qgHD7 3 qHDS » 3 ]2
Rl BF Ao PR ERE S 3925% dleirgRre i L
@FAAT R0 R B % TR S M gHD7 ¢ Ghd7 FEHEL 26.48¢M > A
H2 MRt G 10 (54 4 MehT =% %46 5 Ehdl > gHD3 £ Ehd4 4p
% 4.86 cM > gHDS8 2 Dth8 4p £ 2.18 cM °

hoLip Al O MIM A 478 % Rk T =32 B QTL(B -+ = ~ &2+ =) ~ 5
L% 103 % 8154 ¢ 4} ch Ehdl ~ gHD3 % gHDS8 » B ¢ Ehdl & gHDS &
FPREFOIRE A P RARREREL 5994%  JB TR rE L iEe
ok - Ko

A IR il @ e % 8 5] Ehd] ~qHD3 22 qHDS ‘¥ i+t 4p I ihif 1 5E
Bt ¥ F§ TK2 0 Ehdl $11% A F2e k305 5.8 % 5% § TK2 ehgHD3 $+i% &
T A B 5-48 8231 % > 4p A 1.7 % ;5 & § TK2 eh gHDS %1% & Flaafis o &
228103 49 £ 1.2 % 5 gHD7 ¥ % ¥k =5 » F § TK2 chgHD7 4
AT 252 o B gHD3 g A FPefi s BHAP DL B RS - 25

i fEadrd 7@ 5 gHD3 BN L B RARMF AR K (2010) &5 BRE
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P B S g qgHD3 p s - B e sdp s B T > gHD3 g e 7

RRTARG LD

4= B RAEH MIM &%

QTL chr CI Pos LOD Effect*  %var® P-value
Ehd1 10 32.99-38.35 35.25 18.08 5.8 25.96 <2e-16 ***
qHD3 3 0-20.80 4.00 11.49 -4.8 15.41 6.60e-13 ***
qHD7 7 31.96-84.73 78.00 3.76 -2.5 4.66 3.97e-05 ***
qHDS8 8  12.00-99.56 32.00 3.00 2.2 3.69 0.000241 ***
Total Yy~ Ehd1+gqHD3+qHD7+qHDS8 39.25

A Fre iy g3t B2 TK2 8 & Fre s 4 7
bvar : 7t 4 4| % £ 2§ £ phenotypic variance explained
L2 B7EY MIM 2%

QTL chr CI Pos LOD Effect? %var® P-value
Ehd1 10 35.24-38.35 35.24 42.85 5.8 53.37 <2e-16 ***
qHD3 3 2.33-8.85 4.00 14.57 -3.1 13.37  5.55e-16 ***
qHDS 8 25.93-36.79 32.00 4.98 1.0 4.15 1.33e-05 ***
Ehd1: qHDS 3.11 -1.3 2.54  0.000184 ***
Total y ~ Ehd1+qHD3 +qHD8+ Ehd1: gHD8 59.94

A FR R 0 TK2 $ 18 & T Ao

bvar :*t 4 4| % B 248 € phenotypic variance explained
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2. 5 ¥# 223 Ghd7 BT gHD7

GHD7 W 8% ¥ B0 T 25> § 4 4 TK2 i A Flamefp 5 2.5 % » ¢
212 BB 5 4.66% #k (2010) A Foa® 3t ot - B v 2 g 2e— ) (72
T3] gHD7 ¢ A3 8 B % 3.2~5.6% F 1 TK2 $418 & Flewi i 4 -1.7~-
26 % A BHEHNTELEFLET A > R gHDT ¥ AFTHRE T AR - K
(2010) % Foy & Zi= gHD7 chi= L B3 =% % 5 20.61 Mbp » & = RILs ez

A% ¢ gD7 chie @ B =% K 5 23.39Mbp o gHD7 £ Ghd7 2 it b g 4p

21N

£ 2648cM - 4wip| gHD7 S g B AN T it & 33 F — Birdlifap ek 7o
gHD7 ¥ Ghd7 %) 5 i 4% ¥ »oipiic] > F] e (78 & 2L pF - gHD7 o »
A 18 fR B HE NS Ghd7 % B 0 %18 Ghd7 7 LOD B 7 b AEE R % P
& » gHD7 2 Ghd7 & i* o PP T3] o & % Ehdl ~ Ehd4 22 Dth8 'p » i & %
Al Y (Bl 2) 0 tadple chR B HNT A w2~ Ghd7 & gHD7 (Bl+ w2 ~
L I) oAtk BT Ghd7 R FRFNLAERERE 0 Ghd7 & gHD7 5§

e EAR A X (L w)o

lod

Ghd7

O_IIIII L1

0 20 40 60 80 100

Map position (cM)

B+ = ~ &#;3% y~Ehd1+Ehd4+Dth8 i% 2 = 12 MIM Z_i= QTL &% = 5% ¢ 4
+ e LOD B % i B
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lod

Ghd7 aHD7

0_||||| T R I I T Y Y Y
I T I I I

0 20 40 60 80 100

Map position (cM)

L2 - &7 y~Ehdl+Ehd4+Dth8+qHD7 (model 1) #E# ™ » % = 54 4 481
#1LOD it % it

lod

Ghd7 aHD7

O_III\I T T T Y AT
I I I I I

0 20 40 60 80 100

Map position (cM)

B~ 7 - 2f5 y~Bhd1+Ehd4+Dth8+Ghd7 (model 2) #£# T » % = £ ¢ 4+
1 LOD 18 % it
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% 1w ~ $4| y~Ehd1+Ehd4+Dth8+qHD7 (model 1) %
y~Ehd1+Ehd4+Dth8+Ghd7 (model 2) &g & 7_i+ 2 &

Effect? %var®
model 1 model 2 model 1 model 2
Ehd1 5.8 *** 5.6 *** 25.96 24.52
Ehd4 -4.8 *** 4.3 *** 15.41 13.01
Dth8 2.2 F** -2.2 F** 3.69 3.78
gHD7 2.5 Hkx - 4.66 -
Ghd7 - 1.9** - 2.90

TR F B TK2 s A Foei 4 7

bvar :*t 4 4] % £ 298 € phenotypic variance explained

Frit— R < A ALY il BATIA AL T Al 2 TCSI0 5 @4 R
B % - 54 d B %”}5 TK2 % ¢ % » >3 J $8 % # % (whole
chromosome substitution lines, WCSL) # # % ¢ %8 ¥ L ¥ 4% % (chromosome

segment substitution lines, CSSL) > :& 7 { #F w e QTL i (£ L4 > B A W)-

3. PFREHELIFPEETZZB T VR

Ehdl - Fy~Faa 2 RILs % ¥ > % e & (> ~ ) (500 2 354880 F 4k € 7]
% hFosho - B iem s MRk @ ch@s 1242 2 ¢h » H 4 RB T i
40 5.61~6.92 % » £ ek vk LAl R 0 427 25.96~58.69% 0 & R
ERALRZAT] (X 4T )

Ehdd ' 7 & Faashogt = i€k BRI & Fa st Fag s B (022 (-
3.63~-6.71 %) #a= ¥ iTre iy (-1.85~-3.61 %) % ¥+ » & RILs th% 488 ek
Bi-48 % RBEHBI L L-3] X kehd > Ehdd 4 RAZTHET L 5 L iF
oo b A BRAD TN LR FLriTe R T B D] Ehdd S HHEH 2 B
R EE o Ehdd in?h 2 3| ja B % B A 523~2647% > 5 =% Ehdl ¢h3 %3k F] o
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Dth8 7 RILs *5 % 5 #3584 jF’K’ﬁ M P s - IR R Fagdt?

h- W IEA AT F T AR BRE SRR T G AR P AT &

9 Dth8 ¥ bk PSR T AR B % 55 (Han et al, 2017) « Dth8 »cfs i 4

1398 % > b 2 AR R R 4 1.35~9.12% 0 Ap ¥t Ehdl 3 Ehd4 @ 5 5 el

o) R F] o LB IR A 7t R T Ehd:Dth8 R Bl 0 2 e Fa 2 Fog ¥ Y A
A T8 R T] o

% RILs *%3# ¢ gHD7 ¥ &% #8801 ¥ 42> b Py B8 Y ¢gHD7 7 &
s - irE g - BHITR G RID] 0 LR gHD7 WhEP BREREDIFEET 4G £

Boo qgHD7 »<Jis 41 %5-1.72~-1.58 % » *t £ A2 % R 41> 3.09~4.90% » 5 »T 4P

$Hp] 9 QTL -
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24T SFU2%/5 4010852 FasFog i RlLs %3 4.7 b5 ™ 4 @ 2

[l R0
F('QTL population  Environment Position (cM) Effect? LOD PVE"
gHD10 F» 971Taipei 36.00 6.29 28.66 26.97
Faa4 981Taipei 39.00 6.16 39.85 33.33
981Taichung 39.00 5.66 51.08 43.11
991Kaohsiung 39.00 6.68 48.23 44 .81
982Taipei 39.00 12.42 44.41 47.48
982Taichung 39.00 5.61 43.76 45.65
982Kaohsiung 39.00 6.92 70.99 58.69
RILs Sowing date 1 35.25 5.80 18.08 25.96
Sowing date 2 35.24 5.80 42.85 53.37
qHD3 F2 971Taipei 6.00 -6.71 28.25 26.47
Fa4 981Taipei 6.00 -4.53 20.40 14.18
981Taichung 6.00 -3.63 23.23 14.96
991Kaohsiung 6.00 -3.88 20.58 14.60
982Taipei 0.45 0.32
982Taichung 6.00 -3.21 23.44 12.05
982Kaohsiung 6.00 -1.85 7.16 5.23
RILs Sowing date 1 4.00 -4.80 11.49 15.41
Sowing date 2 4.00 -3.10 14.57 13.37
qHD8 F, 971Taipei 36.00 3.98 11.31 9.12
Fa4 981Taipei 30.00 3.98 12.19 7.86
981Taichung 30.00 3.78 4.57 2.48
991Kaohsiung 30.00 1.53 2.25 1.35
982Taipei 1.05 0.75
982Taichung 1.15 0.48
982Kaohsiung 3.14 2.21
RILs Sowing date 1 32.00 2.20 3.00 3.69
Sowing date 2 32.00 1.00 4.98 4.15
qHD7 Fa4 981Taipei 71.00 -2.58 7.90 4.90
981Taichung 3.63 1.96
991Kaohsiung 71.00 -1.72 5.03 3.09
982Taipei 0.09 0.06
982Taichung 0.87 0.36
982Kaohsiung 1.97 1.37
RILs Sowing date 1 78.00 -2.50 11.49 4.66

AT R TK2 3 ATk A7 0 Bl @ 2 B R e H L (2010) > Fouil @ i
ER R TS (2010)

PVE: ¢ 4 4| % R 29 # phenotypic variance explained
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$14% 2

-§;

* 7 A% Ehdl ~ Ehd4 ~ Ghd7 2 Dth8 % w B i A F 3k it 2
A I8 G TK2/TCSIORILs &3 ¥ A &2 A FIF en g > A B E0 o3
LR FAYTE R Y o Ehdl ~Ehd4 £ DS B F 80 X B A H¥ L > &
RN S GRIEEY T Ehdl YA B 5 5.5 % 5.9 % 0 Ehdd v A 6] G -43 %
2.6 % Dh8 ¥ A Bl 5 1.5 % 0.8 % « Ghd7 ¥ 45 588 TR F LW ik L
2.0 % o A& HEFEH T Ehdl:Ghd7:Dth8 &2 %4468 © Ehdl:Dth8 3 FIF 2 & &
FAR A B 5 142-12 % o EHEAFERFEYH S L jFa 1554
WA LG B et A ERR R L 54.46% 0 Ehd4 2 Ghd7 & 35488 5 B %
¥ 5-08 % > AFIF LR Ehdl:Ghd7:Dth8 &2 Ehdl:Dth8 »< s~ %] 5 1.1 % -1.0
% o Ehdl ¥ Ehd4 5 4% % 4 Fochi sk F] > Ghd7 22 Dth8 s jisfp $aic | o 4%
BYEWMAPFLE G L6 QTLEHI WP %P > QTL Lin % 2 5 £ ff
AYTEELRR % bA BIHEY LT Ehdl ~ Ehd4 % Dth8 > Ehdl »<fis >
WL 57 % 5.8 % > Ehdd e H 5-4.6 231 % > Dth8 e~ H % 24 2 1.0
X ARIEAEY T R ERdIDth8 X Rl 5-13 X o gHD7 ¥ h% a8 T
MERTD CBCEREFLE Ghd7 > P HRE Tz Bt v QTL 3 &
B 2L BB AT SRS R P B 3k A A Rl 4 e TRl e

i e
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Ehd1 Ehd1-RG TGATCACTCACTGTCTTCGCC (FRaz,
Ehd1-RA TTGATCACTCACTGTCTTCGCT 2015)
Ehd1-F CAGTTGCACCGTCAGTTCAT
Ehd4 Ehd4-RT GAATGGAACTAGGACACTCCCA
Ehd4-RC AATGGAACTAGGACACTC CCG
Ehd4-F AAAGAGGTGTCTCCGCAATC
Ghd7 Ghd7-FT CGTACATCTGGATTGTAACTTCGAT
Ghd7-FC CGTACATCTGGATTGTAACTTCGAC
Ghd7-R GTGAACGTGCTCCCACAATA
Dth8 Dth8-Ind9- F | GCTAGCTAATTAGTACTCCTCTTT
Dth8-Ind9- R | GATGGAGTTCGAGGGCATC
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s we 313 e [513 AR (5-3)

Dth8 seq | Dth8 A f | AAMACTACGCGTGTGCCTAGC
Dth8 A r | GTCATCGACGGGCATTACC
Dth8 B f | CCGTCCTGCTGCTGATGA
Dth8 B r | AACGCCAAGATCTCCAAGG
Dth8 C f | TCGCCTGTAACGAAGCTGAT
Dth8 C r | CCATAACCTCCCCCTTCTCT
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K2_totallength GAGCCCGACGTCGCCGCCGCCGTCCTGCTGCTGATGACCATGGTGTGAGTGTGACAGGCCGCCGGCGAGCGGGGAATGCCCGTCGATGACGACGCCATCGG- - -CGCCGCCGCCGCCGCCGCAGCAA 384
$10_total length GAGCCCGACGTCGCCGCCGCCETCCTGCTGCTGATGACCATGGTGTGAGTGTGACAGGCCGCCGGCGAGCGGGGAATGCCCGTCGATGACGACGCCATCGGCGCCGCCGCCGCCGCCGCCGCCGCAGCAA 381
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S10_totallength TGGTCATGGCCCAGAGGAGGTCGTCGCCGTTGATGGTCTTCCGCTTCTCGCGCTGGCAC- TGTCGGAGGCCTCGCCGGTAACGAAGCTGATGAACTCCGACACGCACTCCTGCACCGTCTCCTTCGCCTC 640
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