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Abstract

Mechanical transplanting commonly used in rice (Oryza sativa L.) cultivation
usually caused systematic damages to the root system of rice seedlings. The retarded
regrowth of adventitious roots may occur as the result of cold current between
January and March in Taiwan, and limit nutrient uptake of the seedlings to a point that
the seedling leaves become discolored. In this study, a genome-wide association study
(GWAS) was conducted on the 44K panel to identify QTLs associated with seedling
root regrowth under low temperature treatment. P model was used to reduce the
possibility of false positive caused by population structure. We have found a
significant region of 18.10 to 18.44 Mb on Chromosome 2, and simplified the
significant SNPs in this region into 7 haplotypes. Accessions possessing haplotype 2
performed better than others, and most of them are temperate japonica. A set of 10
cold tolerant and 5 cold sensitive accessions were selected based on both phenotypic
and genotypic data, and their root growth difference were verified by subject them to
the same cold treatment with extended repeats. However, bi-parental mapping on the
F2 population derived from the cross between cold tolerant “Kon Suito” and cold
sensitive “Taichung Sen 10” did not reveal any QTL related to the root growth
characteristic under cold treatment. It is speculated that while P model was used in the
GWAS, the population structure was still not fully corrected. In light of the result of
this study, we recommend to conduct bi-parental mapping as a verification measure
after GWAS.
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GWAS (genome wide association study) : 2 & %] B B4 4 47
SNP (single nucleotide polymorphism) : ¥ - +2 F & % 4 {2
QTL (quantitative trait locus) @ #c® 4% & F] A&

RIL (recombinant inbred line) : € %2 p R %

LD (linkage disequilibrium) : if 4% % #+

DAS (day after seedling) : &7 % #k

TRus (total root length sum) @ 33,42 &

ANOVA (analysis of variance) : % £ #ics 17

IND (indica) - $h%&

TEJ (temperate japonica) * & ¥ 3L #&

TRJ (tropical japonica) : #. % AL #&

PCA (principal component analysis) : i = & 4 7
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(cold stress) (Zhang et al., 2014) o k&R A > £ F 2 THEFI # F > L A2H VS
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(Qian et al., 2000) » #f14% F (%% & —%‘ E-4F %y 3 E 5 1T 7 - Qian et al. (2000)

-

W3 ERN2 T A 6~10°C chik;§ 7% » 865 25°C chfrip ) » LB % 3
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T ORBHTAGEF 0 A 1 EL I MY LR A iEEE 29.8%:
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¥ ooba g R sy 304 £ a7 7 o Zhang et al. (2005b) # 10 X+ 0%
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L PEHE PIRER AR 1384 E 3B QIL, H ¢
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P B R AL S F F 0 B R R T IR 4
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FIWY 2 L3 ke T o B TINER CRE) hAs FPINER (R ) AR
fethd £ 9 i { £ &4 J (Matsushima et al., 1964a; b) o B & g % -k R ehd_
BT IR > F]pt Zhang etal. (2013) 3t 3 EFEPFHIERETA R E 4 29 fAe
W AKAESEE L RIFTF R 234C KBTI OIC FHIX > mBRLESF

CARR LA RAIERET FREIINC FFETX  BRRLELALRE - 5 &

B

BEZ 6B QTL /f@“"f;'?nb TR hR G % 121544
qCTS12 » ¥ % P& Andaya and Mackill (2003) > 2 % 9 if 4 ¢ #8 + c7qCTS9 > H
4B QTL &2 b FAd 2w iK{KI"'"J o LKA T AL G K ITFIIREID
FAILR L 2 HRAIE > A BAST PR kR AT 0 N A F - LM
P RRAAR AL ILE J o A B ITHIIAIE > R AT S E R LR %o
WA PlRFL PRSI MEEHR AL jaan 4 TR ERSES L Bat
ef8 2 4p + (Takeshima, 1964; Chuaudhary, 1970; Clarkson et al., 1986; Sharif Zia

et al., 1994) -
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RRARTRE SR SVSIR S SR 2 SR AR R 2 U X R
QTL » iz % 3%m chvh 2 R B 2R £ 30 10% - BHoc - B % 7 it L55

OGRS B2l AR H e E) S s o

“ymts e QTL iz § ¥ Hehds  RABFETEE AT #H
PR sptR T AT A Tl L BT EIEINET oo F AT g 1T F RIE
%7 7 R 154 R 2 (Zhang et al., 2013) 5 a2 i fg R > 7 F > F w3 11 4°C
F 8 /2 (Ranawake et al., 2008) » » 3 #7 7 ¥12 15°C 17 i< ;§ id2 (Zhang et
al, 2005b) ; H T HklergFits § LEE 0 LT U P B L EE L
2005) > 3 £ F B L RehE 2 p <k (recombinant inbred line, RILs) F2.6 ~
Fog %% % ¥ % (Andaya and Mackill, 2003; Zhang et al., 2005a, 2013; Ranawake et
al., 2008; Jiang et al., 2008) » » 3 A7 7 M ¥ % *% ¥ i¥ 5 4 % (Fukuda and Terao,

2015) -

g AT L4 (GWAS)

TiREd - 2L ERQIL T ixi2h=s G p glfvxvumfk”ﬁ%l@séi’
2t (- )EBEAF B RILs > F i 6 RIE e HEL s B R F -~ (2)F
PR T Bk P R fEdT ,T*Eﬁllsh’tJ (Korte and Farlow,

2013) -

"ELSFERDOTE T ERFEL -3 HAE - PR S A (single
nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) 4 + #3&i% b (7 > BB 2 02 A AL g 4
#= (linkage disequilibrium, LD) #_i=;* » ¢ i #<3 @ 2 =48 T DNA d& 4L 5 7|
sl B (Zhuetal., 2008) « § B|*v 12 e QTL & ixi% £41* QTL & 4 + 350
¢ 2 % (recombination fraction) % %_i* QTL » BB+ T _+/2 ¥ % ¥ g Ao F &

PR TR BRI LB A REE PR R Pk adp Bk iz QTL
8
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(Takeda and Matsuoka, 2008) o B B+ =2 s % il 8 - S P pd 25
efd . (Takeda and Matsuoka, 2008) > iz R ¥ HE AL K 23 > 4o i 2
ERA Mg £ (cultivar) ~ # > f& (landrace) ~ 4 % (accession)

¥ U FRARILs #FRFHEpy  fhEERFALIFEaPRE . 44
Mo H2 s34 @4 L FRH (LDblock) PR ¢ EFE LT 254
T HAR G A Bl o PR AR B AR TR & e RS EEAE . R TR o
¥ SNPh% R 5 H > 5 BB A FRMMD S - B SNP @4 A FFd SNP
AR AR RI] 0 » FIS AR g A R HLE ) Y- B QTL i
9 R kA RILs » BB R0k hfgdr 4 ¢ B0 - 4eh QTL -

% o kfe LD block fo Bl & B %3 ¢ “TA B - £ 543 500kb~1Mb ;

=1

LD %393 Hdsdsid— 2 > fhfe= %5 % 9 100kb > aus 28 ¥ 2L 5e

,\w

X H_200kb > ™ A AE~ X 300 kb (Zhao et al., 2011) -

BTN 2 B AP A PRI REFUBOGH L TR
Boo 5 HRMEEFPRRELEF JINHFAINEAFER Y L SANPHBAF &
LR RS i A F13] 5 (Takeda and Matsuoka, 2008) o 3T # & B {7 12
A Fle b i~ 47 (genome-wide association study, GWAS) » -8 f#* i § F >
A FE P SNP & F R p R R TR Y T FH 7 MBEOE B %
B e GWAS ¥ & {73% QTL & imiz 2 » & o B {7 04F B3 4p chid 1

(Korte and Farlow, 2013)

GWAS P 7 & 6 $enfi 3 o d 0% e A A SR & % Hlbofd
B~ el k& LORER 2] R B (population structure) #7id = el 5
PEEAR e EEBHER LG AN LA FRAN EE S HE O SRR
I A HED A ZERTEAT LA DTF (Yuetal,2006) - ¥ S 6 &
RO R e A F A B e e B > R % - Fl453% (false positive) ¥ iy

Boo & A B R s R T G S A A ble A BTG L F 4B
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(Zhao et al., 2007) - i+ 3 #* 7 & * Genomic Control (GC) (Devlin and Roeder,
1999) ~ Structured Association (SA) (Pritchard et al., 2000) & 431 %% # J 5 #7:¢ =
2229/ TR LS N I ST *J'Ff EREFGHE PRI M S g 3 R 8

& AT BB 2 B R R  AF SR i B 7 (Zhao etal, 2007) ¢

Yu et al. (2006) # 2R & A1 #0538 (mixed model) & fo i B B+ 7= P
FE G RE S Y 7B M T (familial relatedness) sh R i B A0
PR RS (Q RGN (K) TR X% I EEEHE (Q HEE
#c %8 STURTURE  (Pritchard et al., 2000) 3+ 35 #7{% » L 5 B 23|22 5 G M
% (Kinship, K) P &% 5 & 48 7 oo identical by state (IBS) 2 ig i1 H
identical by descent (IBD) » T3 & & B 482 BV e B (5 0 AR 5 S8 A2k © i
¢ R ZREW AT R G - A H0Y (general linear model, GLM) ¢ 4 Q #-
U0 RN Y 73 AR R AU & SAIH5Y (mixed linear model, MLM)
e K H58 ~ QK HE o A 8 P 2K B R s fRE B2 AR L TS PRk B
Fofe B4 » Q&2 Ken QK B8 7 g 28 M5 - A4 & B4 r KenK

Bz > Rher Qe QHENE 2 (T SA) s B4 EGCo

¥oob o g $EF R it (stratification) i = 9258 0 Price et al. (2006) #% !
12 A = A4 445 (principal component analysis, PCA) i & 4 g - % # g » ¥
AEZLRINY TL X S LR “ff'_ ol o 1 etk 2 0 Zhao et al. (2007)
311 PCA B i STRUCTURE fF & %3 406 £59F » @ i QK »
Q+K ~ P(PCA) £ P+K X #3583 95 B e £ 9% (Arabidopsis thaliana) < & %
16 B K F oz =% % » % 3 STRUCTURE £ PCA 3% %:E%Sllé.’—ﬁf_m:}ﬁﬁ:ﬁ’ﬁ”ﬁ
Hapedk @ b4 2 MG e (K) AL { F ook RE - A4 QK
B g 4550 QHER ~ PHK SR Y g4 PHES - Bl GWAS 3 & 49§ « £ ¢h
GEACAFAUNFRNER I LAV ER A AR RDOTIRT 0 3% PCA €

v STRUCTURE & F E Fflant B ¢ L 545 o
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Zhao et al. (2007) ¥+ 95 Bfrdiaf o k ez =% % > naive (B8 7 72 2
Qe K) & Q+K & a5 % 25| FRI A %) (B A % FLC cyfad ) 8215
B F%3 0 QTL T izid (RA i) “TEORE RN I g ks B5 &R
QTL it e fa= 2 ¢ R i3] » R4 Q+K 5% ¢ #r3f e QTL & 7 v &
Fo e cha m % % 17 o SHP GWAS ¥ it #- B¥ Fehifog » vy 4 Hak
Foe $%RE R TR AR g P2 AL 5 - a5 FRELR
QTL ¥ ac I 7 3 e RF3R s F o AR AE A2 % - 31435 (false

negative) > 4 QTL 2 F 5 A LA F R KL F @ &2 P o

GWAS % 5 7 rig5 Bl A #7{ % ¢« oenQTL > # ik RE 2 A%
G SRR E I HREOER FASIL VA E P RSN TR
# o Lietal. (2010) $tfrf On B EfH ha =% » 5 12 B 7 i higF
QTL > # ¢ » & QTL j§ t® sl =& F] (FT ~ FRIler ~ FRIcol * FLC) 10 kb

shfefFl2 oo F 0 8 BRIT A AATH M QTL -

GWAS t-kf&at a3 » 494 A& L o Famoso et al. (2011) #F-k §f48 3% 5 @t
Ry Y o EE GG R WXL ST% iR E o A LR A A fS
B genad it 48 BF A chiFiE RS A ¢§zﬂ’n - fEE R s B0
7= BiEE QTL &1 £ = & I el F1 1 200 kb e Bl v b > & B & _aus =< F#
R 2ER I MM HINE Nratl R APITHQTL ~ #73 X% EFPH T35S
A R 45 18 STAR2 (LOC_Os05g02750) i ¥ 4p 7«95 QTL ~ fhfls=t ¥+
g T IEL S R 35 P LOC 0s07g34520 = % 4piTenen QTL » e ek enig %
# ;2 #2 3 RILs ~ BILs (backcross inbred line) & B & 2 2¥ gz 2% 3

ﬁg‘ o
¥ ¢ > Zhaoetal. (2011) 4% 44100 & SNP 4 F {352 > & % 82 B F }ic
B @ k413 BokfefER (44K panel) i€ 17 34 B E R B EP P il @ 2 ima

11
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79T % o FRB & % A7 naive B A MLM & f& i \"‘F"K" E_= 3 SDI > %4
AP B F L & AT naive B3N Arat fE ot DA B AT % 8L
d R e OsBAKI 22 % 1 154 4 %8+ eh DGLI > i #P MLM ¥ it iE B & &+
AL R A AT EEL BL DL o aus AR 2 0 B A
ek A ANLfET A DREFF > L IRE L B LndgREd R )
fo=x % ¥ 2 >3] OsTBI ~ SLRI ~ OsBRI > aus = *%% FZP ~ SSD1 » #. 7 3| {L &
FEFE T OsLIC ~ MOCI » 3HP 7 7 e X % BRF %7 7* b o] Rird
Mk EAFIRFOERAFTF S AN TR BB FE (genetic
heterogeneity) o B 7w ecnE iz % % & T3] HDI » $okf » i T3 GS3 - s
ek FHRET GWAS - BV (Feniv > 2 3u i GWAS T 7 it f3id-#7
FORAA RN B HRESEOTE > W PR R IEHE D T

iz o ¥ AT _GWAS e B o

Hsu and Tung (2015) & -kfechmtid e T8 @ 2 - o & 7 & MLM %
@”ﬂﬁﬁéﬁTﬁmMyﬁiﬁﬂ—ﬁﬁ@%'Eﬁ*bﬁﬁﬂﬁ&éqﬁ
¥R o 4o WUS ~ LOGLS ~ MYB ~ CIPK25 ~ IAA-B-GTF ~ CK-O-GTF ; & i & o
A QTL #p ¥R > 4o qAGS - ™ i if* ¥ [R64 ¥ Nipponbare =77 RILs * #:& {7 %
Tioow % 1iELd WIS T2 HXK6 APARITME F Rt - 't GWAS B &

RmA F kAR T AEE > P GWAS T A 2 ¥ - Aleirg ¥ - Al

H

Fo R H R LR

¥oobiBg 3F 5 hokfRie (7 GWAS e 7 o ot § B ehi 4 (Ueda et
al., 2015) 5 fo & ~ A4 L fio s Bok b~ B R E T 28405 Mool R
(Zhang et al., 2015b) ; % &] &-§+40 4528 8 A A2 19 F8 B £ 4% (Begum et
al.,2015) 5 $1* = B panel g & >+ BER - FHIRL - TE ke
Z_i# (McCouch etal., 2016) « %A 7 7 5 = % » BB LB FA T 24 & L)

BT BP0 R TR i U
12
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Y2 HEaSE

$o 8 2 AT EMIEA T (GWAS)

1 HEHE

Mt GWAS 72 #P B> 2014 # 9 7 1 2014 & 12 " A » FP-ngfd L
240 B o H ¢ 237 B (2% 8 1% P~ 44K rice diversity panel (Zhao et al., 2011 > 12 F
MA-44Kpanel) P efd ot B AR R EF R Q2 BRI TS Y3 BALHEA
W E s o kot 2k FLE M 2 A 45 & 44K panel 2 6 R ¢ £ =

(subpopulation) #& i #7 ik 2 Vb B F 30 FpdE R 1 o

B A AR B R TR SERE 5 0 T %240
BB A 44 0 - R 60 SR 5 SfET 4 EAF 0 F 4 240

PHR o AEHEA 6 2P 0 F 2NEH 40 45 o

ERERPEISHAEF > A GBS R Ege P 0 B v F IS A
%ﬁ o AWHE S A2°C B E RIL2 X > FRLT i afE S KRR o B F L 1%
¢z & gk (Sodium hypochloride, NaClO) i & 10 A 45 » £ & 3% 35%:h
PEG (polyethylene glycol) 4000 7% /% ¢ # § 25°C 12 /] p¥F » P g FE97 5 fa+ e
KE T~ Ko ABRPE T ARk o HPEG BRI 0 HB AT N R

FHFBRELRRTHEYT 23 -

BT 2R BRI LREAF AL FiEgEp AREF 3025°C(P/RE) A
oF

[:\

T gRBORE ke B2 ELT B AR 2 ADHEEHE (KEYWAY, KV-

06) > £ 355cm~ £ 23.0cm~ B 153cem > 245 75L; 32 0 5 12em 3

H - e d R4 L 30ems F20cms A5 0.15em > F 50 B
13
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FofSol~®I0F BPLEL2F P ESFA0F Ttk £ AR o f8
T % #c (day after seedling, DAS) % 7 2w Z 3R A F T K- R X BYE
#esfES g F > 3 DASS El.—*f:f’-’r",f v E 2ems B 2cm s & 2cm k£
WAL Ak ENRE > LMK EBHE TR o it DAS S B prl
% B(Kimura B) -k £ % > R EHERTE A GRofe? 2@ % 32

b 2) 0 B S DRED AT E 3 X (- kPR o

DAS 15 pF > 38 (7 13aJ2 > MHERB A OB G T o WP 7 ity fE ik
FHIP AT Sem (M T) 0 BRAIEEH T 15/13°C(P/RE) B RET > BX K
BAEIT 6 X > W E R s 2 £ 30/25°C (P /i) B REF o DAS 21 BF »
Rt g JRAHIING T o B0 B SELP M AMRP o AC RGN B o T

s R AT E I B

DAS -5 0 5 15 21

B 1 kfeffEinig

P A THEBE T AT AIZE I R A T 3025°C (P /RE)DE F e
T G iy AT 15/13°C (P /RE)FAEIE - % d Bt 47 DAS %4 ¥ M
. 5 (DAS -5) ~ #f8(DAS 0) ~ 4r %% 1 (DAS 5) ~ *7 43/ 18 (DAS 15) %
BERAITTDAS % BARL T { HKERFDAS -

14
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2. *t 4|8 & (phenotyping)

Med R 1L WP T AT R PR AE Z1E 5 S em) (R
3)° 3 7 AT DAS 1S g 77 {9Rg2 (8 - 7 4 B2 K g > Hov
BOLe6 A Fle 23 4 BB AT EMF UL 0 & AR AHIT LA
HoR o APl IE - I B 02em 2 B ARFE L o T - £ 15
cm U R IFA R MIFR B (HPscanjet 3970) 4w - * HikTr i - % H

BIAL (Bl 2a) 424 ~ f347 & 300 dpi (dot per inch) » # 3% 5 tiff » -

AP B R TN R G AR TR L T4 s g4 B
SHLRARE S AP LR B G g ERE ¥ E G SRR R T S
Lot Ft ARy Y o AR £ 9L &4 (root number, n) 0 A F hle g

8% & (length sum, Is) °

# * SmartRoot (Lobet et al., 2011) i 5 R[4 & 1 & > H 5 B thir i
ImageJ eh— B3¢ (plug-in) - SmartRoot & FB4% 5 8 =~ (8-bit) ehZ v 4 >
TR EAFE R KA (0> T2 2) LT T BAL LS BB (ot Imagel b
E & (Macro) 1% s Sep A pgiv ~ % (B2b) &35 ¥ - 37BAE 0 40123237
BI#5 & (743 & 8 R - SmartRoot § W RIBIAL Y A fy E It L3F £ do2cl &
2t (node) (B 2¢) > # #-& B Bde k> 4o - 1350 & L2 5 3L et B Pl
AT S ERYTEs AR nif R (pixel) Bk R EFEVTABE viIsAXRDE R > T
1R o - REHZ T HVRIE R F 0 (M 2d) 0 805 - EEA R (osv)

HER G 1T TR I ,T}u S 3 h —%" %42 (old adventitious root,
OAR) ; 4 B2 B = X p 374 £ ﬁ % #712 (new adventitious root, NAR) - H

FES Ak 0 £ 424 (old adventitious root number, OAR,) ~ £ 133, & (old

15
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adventitious root length sum, OARjs) ~ #7123 #c (new adventitious root number,
NAR.) % #7133 % (new adventitious root length sum, NARy) » & & & if43p5 4

FThP ERAFROT R > hoF - FEATRTE NAR 1> » {2 FAHFE L7 o

(a) (b)

Bl 2 RAS Bk TR AR

(a) Fd T2 42¢ R4tk (b) Bl(a)s Image] § 2 & AP FE Bl (o) &
(b) iz Bk 282 + » SmartRoot ** % 1 B4+ % & 8 (—g ¢ ) (d) SmaﬂRoot
= S R(b)FHIEPIE o B¥ 25 [Scm R o

16
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bed T erit o AR R AN FSEIRG L 2 KEERG Al
oo B R ER B AIR S L 4 £ hiniy > F)p DAS 21 LR T enR 1 (total
root, TR) & @ 81344 > i %13 & (total root length sum, TRis) f& % 4e%
DAS IS Prjt£ 1l & = § chE & o {45R% > DAS IS B A Sem > %7 4 &

2L gy B4 £ ¥4 H T304 5 3em (B 3) 0 Fl#t TR @ &K 4™
TRlS == NAR[S + OARlS - 3 X OARn
M %138 (total root number, TR,) T &K 4T

TR, = NAR, + OAR,,

BLE: BT AR ms GRS L AR AT

h4_Pearson Ap B i dc > 0% 0=0.05 5 BFKE -

B 3 DASI5 R i 2 Eoim
$fres DAS IS P A £ 7 REJEE4R > LR 5 G L e » 7 A 3
m

?RAERFI Sem =+ o

17
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3. MBI E

AT A 4T T RS 2 A Flie 2 SNP A 5 8 PRk (TR
B 2 > (association mapping) > BREFHE P EMF G B A E T R L
I 4e » %3 5 (population structure, P) # 3 34 B % (kinship, K) 1 35
¥ B 1% — A48 % (false positive) o & =x GWAS @& * et 5 = > - .7 4

»EFBHIE P Y et (1)
y=Sa+PB+e (1)
¥ o PR P e RS HEIE 2R B RO PAK R 4ot (2)
y=Sa+PB+Zp+e ---(2)

ﬁ*g_’\ %by#ﬁﬂ—'ﬁ:];ﬁ*i}\ ’ IZ—FF’“E.]LA&L’I‘J’]/} Z\/ ° \‘:‘ yll‘z\p*ﬁ‘r}#ﬁa/? _E'.;
2w S A 236%36901 (7 SNP & 3+ 252 % 34" (design matrix) 5 o
% SNP & & {35 E]a: Glcw ® 0 TN EA LSNP e P 2 A 236%5 7%

FEELRFEL P EL LA ﬁﬁ?z’,’ﬁaﬁ:@ ¥ . C 2 A 236x236 7%

13

)

N

g 7

BB S R MG ey F fliee £ 0 X 8 86 u~N(0,00K) P K AL
A 3 BA R IBS et (Zhaoetal, 2007) 5 € B %% % 78 (error term) *

e~N(0,021) ° @ % 35 #7423 2 30T it o

SNP T4 %k g Zhao etal. (2011) = i# 3 e 58 544K SNP set
(http://www.ricediversity.org/data/index.cfm) > # Affymetrix SNP array *» & 3
44100 B SNP » 353 34 & >4.5% 224 ® A FH4E &R (minor allele frequency,
MAF) <1% 1 > #14% 36901 i % = |7 < SNP (Zhao etal., 2011) o ** 3§z +

o3 REEH (S 0 1 TASSEL4.0 3 ~ fed #.map & 4 > £ % 91 5 - .hmp 1 F11

18
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i oo gt 36901 B SNP 2 AFAFTHEEFLHAHT > ¢ 2 %ERE A5

M heniz B > 2 MBI T .

m oA o P s SNP & F 352 st g 87 PCA #7i% 2. %% éfﬁ Tl o AR E F
T A2 s (fixed effect) 5 v& L4 B (A>T B4R 5 43>k (random effect) - #z P
B8 (Pmodel) 3 - #4&4FH5:¢ (GLM) » A P+K #5% (P+Kmodel) % FF P&
F ]~ A S AR & A (MLM) » 6 ¥ 7 5 " A e an
MLM - 12 Henderson (1984) # J! 2 mixed model equation (MME) Ff% » it < t§

HitERER &4 FTREFRE

AR EEL R WS B R ITE » %2 £ 47 (analysis of variance,

ANOVA) » 11 3R F 7 0T 2 {rip U T 2 el 5 SR H R Tz f %

(VE, variance explained) - fﬁﬁbﬁ,’* TOEFSTBZ AR c BF A A 2L LT
(principal component analysis, PCA) 72 = & (principal component, PC) % & *%
HRphRE o L5 E 0 TASSEL i£ {7 4 & 4 445 (Ueda et al., 2015; Hsu
and Tung, 2015) - & ]3] 54 £ 5 36901 B SNP » 12 hmp.ﬁi%l ~ TASSEL ¢ » &
14 Data /i & T ¢ Transform 7 Collapse Non Major Alleles #-zk F] 4] 7 L #c (&

it Bcdl ¢ 5 B SNP ehi $18 ZA F] (majorallele) 3 % 0~ B4 % XKL 101
"2 Transform 7 PCA 4 & T i& {7 PCA » 2 i2 5 Correlation > & ¥ % % P13 4% #i
NS FALAL o FH L% %J“‘ 5 TAB A lefhtxt > ¥ M RFZ EWMBEZL A

™A o

Bfs o A Ve fE o % gk TASSEL 4.0 (Bradbury et al., 2007) 34 {7
PERATHRDE - F 75 [<trait> > % 5 TAB & b £ 7 #cd s
P A F TR SNP A 3 R ihemk - v B 420 hmp A3~ R M e
¥ 31536 TASSEL 3+ 8 » F B F1A) FAL 183000 3088 Analysis 4 & T 0
Kinship # i35 5 2. o Sf8 > B LA TR S AFATHE - H 5B 20 E g
19
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$8¢ Data /i % T chNJoin # &c & & 5 — B FH > 4 & W14 Analysis /1 & T 9
GLM / MLM # i Ffz2 53 5% ¢ GLM # SNP P~ 1000 =X 0 & £ p| 5%
(permutation test) ; MLM % Jo PFiE BBk M RAEE 2 L i (7 > 83 2 4 g3t
= ;% * P3D (Zhang et al., 2010; Ueda et al., 2015) o $i-3% ff£{5 » >t Result /i &
¥ SNP 2z P-value & & » #-H ﬁia?] N5 TAB ~ sk (txt)c R W RFZHHE

BB R BT A HA T

ZRREFRENE BRI ERER AL FEE o KD £:193 4
F i iE— L pE A PR 100 ~ 300 kb B4 (Zhao etal., 2011) » @ LD %:i9 3 H 4~
dpli2 = XPEaREdE > BN 8 S ISR KBS L AN fid T
FohEOFBFRE > NGRS BB FOSNP L ¢ o w i 200kb iFLE
fo i 32 % % (Famoso et al., 2011; Zhao et al., 2011; Ueda et al., 2015) » ] * Q-

TARO (http://qtaro.abr.affrc.go.jp/) FHEH 5 EF 3 Han 4 2 }?L L I A e e

B kA R QTL 7 72 fp o ¥ * haplotype 4 47+ 1 iEiE F
P SNP & {7 @ A #g 5 EenfE R §F 5 A 4R (undefined) » £ #-F4pnfd h %

SNP ehle & & #F > & &4 45 7 5 — haplotype » i3+ 8 % 1 haplotype e¢F % ]

20
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http://qtaro.abr.affrc.go.jp/

Fooa RAPES L IRE

A ABR TRy % BT 5 L R4 54 0 X 0L haplotype 4 45 sk &

XEE 16 BR -

G RARBERERRR AP T O62 B 325k E T 325 H
PRE > F 2N EF 164ERE3EAFE 4838 > MEIB A AT S0 F P R 5 X (7
3tk o Flpt o EREREAFEG 27 A A RS PR A 2 Y RS
2015 & 97 3 2015 & 10 * R - A SHEHHFD B ERRDEY

Boo R B R A w2 RS AR

M AR 2 EE LT BB GEAR L BRAR
VAR B A TR A X SR hvh 241 4 T EE 2 GWAS PEervh 2414 T

Sip B FRURLE L RE R A S R AR RARA

21
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B RN %

PSR ARE S 40105 (TCS10) 24 & > FEM 4%+ K Kon
Suito (GN721) % R & » 322 {8 FaftF » % 2016 £ 3 1 67 o R % - 4 4
T FafdF 500 4% > >t DAS 15 e 44 148 4k o T | T 0352 kL NESE

B LR (7GR AT o H AR T ARR] W i

1 #4318 2

SER R E S EARRE PR AT - § 2.0 AR & B

2. % ¥ DNA $5

O FE P e PR T B P 3R Y 0 4 ki 20 ) PR AR5 20°C k4
218 A F1A] A 47 o 12 CTAB % 30 B~ £ DNA » CTAB ¥ B~k enfie & 5
CTAB (hexade cyltrimethyl ammonium bromine) 2.0 % (w/v) ~ NaClag) 1.4 M ~
EDTA (ethylene diamine tetra acetic acid) 0.5 M ~ Tris 4 =% 0.1 M ~ B-ME (2-
mercaptoethanol) 0.2 % (w/v) ~ PVP (polyvinylpolypyrrolidone) 1~2 % (w/v) ~ 20
mM RNAase - % 7 = g1 £.5 0.02g % » 20mL o § > 4 » B 55 0.2
mm BEIFIEE H0S5Sg> MFAEWRT 3043 {5 > 4 » 800 uL 7 CTAB % B~

R BEmFOSCoRpAHTI P EISAERN P THEEUJIALSF o

Kis 18 12 16000 xg (14299 rpm) & 10 4 48 0 £ #-% 500 uL 7 &
Fi s~ Fren 1.5 mL g F 0 3 2 M S00 pL g /R A B

(chloroform/isoamylalcohol (24:1)) M BT BRIZIRT 30 f5 3 RR & » £ U

22
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16000 xg (14299 rpm) .o 10 4 45 o 4 F =% B~ ) 400 uL g skd bRl e
» 200 uL 15 M NaClag 157 1.5 mL 4t § p > % 4c » 360 pL (28845 600uL
0.6 3) «HR& 5 % (isopropanol) > #E#E THFRBZ RN EIHILZEFESE

=

f o

FE e f5 12 16000 xg (14299 rpm) #es 20 A 4 > (6] 21 ¢ % £ e » 1 mL ¢
%% (Washbuffer) - # e 5 0.2M frpadh 3% (Sodium Acetate, NaOAC)
75% ¢ P& (ethyl alcohol, EtOH) » } ™ #£# & DNA k542 % 12 16000 xg
(14299 rpm) 3o 5 248 o = F R i 4+ /‘%Lu v e x 75% 1 mL ez fig oo b
H b & DNA TG EA= 7 12 16000 xg (14299 rpm) &t 5 A48 o 54 15 » @02
ik E A B R T 30 A48 o BOE P TS 4 » SOl sH TE ¥ e 0 H
o= % 10mM 0 Tris % =% (pH=8.0) ~ 10mM EDTA (pH=8.0) > ¢ DNA v 72

T 5 R4si o

B~ 2 uL e DNA R 4% 0 4v b 2 ul eig g4 &) (6% loading dye) » 12 1%:h

SRR TR A 0 R E 2 H1F3 2 L 0.5g ¥ E 4 Agarose I (amresco®) 4e b

%*‘g

50 mL & Tris-borate EDTA (TBE) 4 7% » sv i FF s = 23 &8 » £ 4 r 2
uL 0 Sybrgreen (SEEBIOSCIENCE, Cat. NO: SE - 100) > & » & /A & FH 4
Froo FAGE 2 G100 RaF 40 A 4B A (SRR R E 2t UV L% DNA

W?‘F,Tugn’}‘s_\jpﬁg Eol il

AP~ 2 uL 7 DNA JR 40 12 4 % & & 3+ (Nanodrop-1000, Thermo Scientific)
fo 5 DNA Bdsi sk /& » £ 5 2 uL 60 DNA Rdsin 8 4 8 2 7 R o Boff
$2 (57 DNA i 2 uL » e » 48 uL 0 TE S et 14 » & 4 » 50 pL e TE i fbr
i% #-1% 98.06 3 £ picogreen (Quant-iT™ PicoGreen) ; @ f #:3~ 2 ul. 74 DNA
4v » 48 uL 0 TE % 7% ~ 50 uL = picogreen > + =X T & ¥ 8 £4f » I #-8 £ 4§

FenTiay ki @ iT 5% kR 100 ng/ul 0y & > * iwl & B Fip] DNA

23
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Gk B o #-% | DNA  LDNA — k 2 qPCR (ABI 7500 fast) #| & & #i#l 5

picogreen 2_ ¥ £ & > T3 8 & Fp] DNA ek & -

3. AF A LA

p 44K panel sh SNP ¥ 3F WAl fe & flfes &3 § AR A g - £

MR A RAE 2 AT 12 54 ¢ 5 F 0 B (S fe & Fluidigm 96x96 § 7

g

WEiEDN6 BELE 135%\»']&:?5 it % SNPAssay > % ¥4 ¢ 48+ #7iE 7 SNP i%

-~

ERF AR > 9F 6~11 B SNP 3 % > £H 7504 30 A= Faesin ¥

St

v

BRIl R e LB TA R 96%x96 K o & B B R e 8 Bk SA B A
TCS10 ~ Kon Suito ~ 4 1 ##t 2. Fy -1 (TCS10 x Kon Suito) ~ QH20 ~ IR64 -

Nipponbare ~ * 1 #i#% Fi-2 (IR64 x Nipponbare) ~ QH20 > 11 4] i% 5 & o & i

ERE D

A a2 Fy a4 w0 H oA B A picogreen T I 10 ng/uL {8 0 Bv X

F oo & BBV iR (T 88 B Fy % H g F] A A 47 o

B

Fluidigm 96x96 & % 5 ¥ I PFiE 7 96 & B 4822 96 T SNP ik F]4] & 47T
o o & SNPAssay ¥ » # i SNP ¢ 7 = %315 (primer) » 4 %] 2 Locus
Specific Primer (LSP) ~ Specific Target Amplification Primer (STA) % Allele
Specific Primer (ASP) ; @ &-%+— 1 SNP & fA 4|\ cnyd iy ZL 51> A W F a0 2 H 4

EXHHAASP > T F G A RS E KRB IR K F ]y e

i AL LSP ¥ STA A 2513 &2 4 #44 SNPehk - A5 > 3+ A
Flie? SNP #F f2 F B0 ic § scifit 12 9 ASP engfi o £ :#-96 %2 LSP 22 96
% STA R & 5 STAPrimer Mix » T4 5 500nM & > P~ 0.5 uL 4c » 2.5 pL &0
Master Mix (Qiagen 2x Multiplex PCR Master Mix) ~ 1.25 uL <7 DNA /& (10

ng/ul) > £ 4v 0.75 uL 7 QH0 #-F A 2 &3 Spul e 2yt i {7 % - =

24
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PCR» i%i* 5 95°C 15 248 ; 95°C 154 ~60°C4 ~48% 14 Jafk o R+ (5 » #

STA A& 4 12 45 uL 1 TE % ek 4748 10 1 1 %73 3% -20°C

#-96 1 SNP & %|e0LSP ¥ ASP iR & — ¢ » %14 TE ¥ b 41 &
7.5uM ~ 20 uM i® 5 SNPtype Assay Mix ° & B~ 1.0 puL =57 SNPtype Assay Mix *c
> 2.5uL £ 2x Assay Loading Reagent (Fluidigm, PN 85000736) > £ “c 1.5 uL =
QH20 #-F Jeh84f -« & 3 SpL e B~ 0.1x e STA A4 5puL 14 45 uL <7 QH.0 £
10 5185 0.01x HSTA A4 » £ B~ 2.5l 1 0.01x STA A4 > 4 » 3.0
uL 7 Biotium 2x Fast Probe Master Mix (Biotium, PN 31005) ~ 0.3 puL 7 SNPtype
20x Sample Reagent (Fluidigm, FN 100-6425) ~ 0.1 uL =57 SNPtype Reagent
(Fluidigm, FN 100-3402) ~ 0.036 pL =7 ROX (Invitrogen, PN 12223-012) » i 14

QH20 #-F 48 4% -« & & 6.0 uL ¥ 5 Sample Mix o

/> %) #- SNPtype Assay Mix £ Sample Mix /2 > Fluidigm 96x96 § * {5 > #-
go i *x » IFC Controller MX Load Mix > #i-3% £ #% Load Mix » 4 & ¢ - #en
Mix BBt T o {8 #-f 5 B~ > 3ig PCR Machine FC1 Cycler & {7 PCR » PCR
HE R L DRSS B PE R 70°C 30 & 45~ 25 °C 10 4 48 5 %% Hot Satrt & £
95°C 5 % 45 ; Touchdown F# fpF= kT = 95°C 154 ~64°C45 %) ~ 72°C 15
) eEPFE P 4k 4 (annealing) B R E 64C F TR 1I°Co B 2 61°Co &
4 T MPEE O0°C 15 45 60°C 454 72°C 15 45 » £ 34 187k 5 B 12
25°C 4 47 10 )  PCR = = {g #-§ # B~y » 2z~ EP1 System PR 4p > % 4% g ok
% Reference Dye (ROX) ~ Allele 1 (FAM) ~ Allele 2 (HEX) > #$ % ¢ p & i P&

BREPERF TR o p EP1 System 3 D EApeiE % - H 2 — bml £ -

i# * Fluidigm 1 SNP Genotyping Analysis #t #8842 B2 if 2 & 274 47 - =

» & BT 2 bml 4 {6 > Chip Explore /i & Sample Setup # » tk &2 fie ¥ i

H (1 excel 247 @rEr ) $ 45 LA B QH20 ¥ 5 NTC 5 *t e /i & Assay Setup
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2_ Plate Setting 2 Mapping * i£ # 96-96 Assay-SBS96 {s » % » 96 i SNP &
H - {4+ Chip Explore /i & T 1 Detail Views ¥ ¥ L & = & F] 3] & 47 g %
IR K s HiL 3(K=3) B BpHEEA B LB s iTT Bl £
Moz 5 2 (R 4) 0 FTfLfeM A 2 1 (Kon Suito ~ Nipponbare)  § RbiT
Wx o iAo LA TR (XX) ) TSR A E HEB

(TCS10 ~ IR64) % & BEiT*t y ph - 5B A 7 8 503k &4 (YY) &
iTA1 Fy —“Ff Rl g REIT* y it x=y 45" e @t > nFBAc HZ R RS
M (XY) NTC pfig mg > 224 o 55 SOMP ofsady o~ 74
B o RGRATFIA P TR R o S osve £ U RFT RXX G

A~YY #HZB-XY#H#HZH #2E7 T~ &7 £8% L3 RPIE

FE G

— FT.CSV ©

SNP41 : 77_ud9001423, Call Rate: 100.00%, Auto Confidence: 99.10

oYY (B) S T T
o= o 4 N XY (H)
/7 . \
09 —— %
AN gl
os' b i / ‘@' e
\ / I o o & \
N T4 I .°r00 !
0.7 o T8 Rl ¢ I
\\ al e ]
08 ) /7
\\’ Y,
05 S g //
\\§ ’/
04 -
+7 T\ XX(A)
03
I (PP S
02 2 ’.~"/
L ] ° o
\ /
01 I \5—/
00
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0 11

B 4 Fluidigm SNP Genotyping Analysis #c 8 $F & ]3] c21] &
TR A HE A 3 (K=3)  HA g Mk BARRA fEE L el Bk W LR
ARz f8AFA 5 LB 4 NTC -
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4. B - &3 4Eike fzﬁ.’ (Single marker regression)
¥HeriE 2 o FERITH - o F ik EP; v & B AF RIS AL
5> T A~B-~Ho iV 40T

y=PBo+ Br1x1+€ ---(3)

y B rhEABRIE 5 Bo b W FHES 2 BEEIE 5 B R EF S x5 A HRgkeD

AN esmAE oM AEF R T RBHRLLTE 7
HO:ﬁl = O VS. Ha:ﬁl * O

A oATiR F St A e 2 LOD 04 £ 55 0 LOD M i B i JF st 2 A& £
T e w0 EB10 5 AHE ¥ o BES R ERA T RRTALE G &

QTL > ¥:4(3); % = BHRIBR A+ & T =% 7 5 & QTL » 43*(4) !

y=By+e @

S5Seo0

LOD =3 X log1(G) - (5)

9(5)% > SSeo P #& (@) LT 2 e SSe A Q) LT 2 e o B HV A
; L ’frmkb fE’ ’ & %{i;}\‘ ¢ v LLA7\—+ Jfgrl‘\:nulb 411‘} P%\ ﬁ*T§ m#"%—J » ¥ Zﬁ-‘

» QTL 5 282 % cdgi% o F 2427 LOD i # 454 (6) (Broman and Sen, 2009) :

n—df-1

_ 241L0D
F= (10747 — 1) (=

) - (6)

B-FyE3E p Hpkeh 23 plE s 2 AF3F4H (A-B~H) = csvﬂi*]% R
% oo nadkIm() Eh L s F Rk R 0 X Sfcanova() PO E F
5 Povalue o % F 53t E#38 5 LOD 6 15 5 W% -
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e S 23

$o 8 2 AT EMIEA T (GWAS)

1 #4318 2

t GWAS 7240 B S-fa%gts 4 5 4 B3 =tfafe - L p=cp 7 60 Sfd 0 i
JABIL PR AT R A GHT L (R ) S Al R A
TenToE G TER R IR ARENE T R R IETIIAR G L
PR AL BAL o AP YFO0MAR o Aot i ® 2 Kk o Ft
APBELEPHIFAHET LT e 0 RTEF AP P §EAPRBL
A A e G P A PRBROEG AN THEERR T REFRL ¥

L T AL - kT (R )

Ft @.El_— }E?'ﬁr'F‘ ’}‘ q_%%.]— lﬁ » 1 _—Ei = g]&;b‘ TR]S TRn N NAR]S N NARn N
OARis 2 OAR, % = 1k chas i (B 5) o = BHRE S A FA G 1 ap
Bzl vl o4t SR AFAPUMBBEI AL 2 FHEPFE

AL B RMEZ BB ES

B 3 - =g MR AP BE TR/ 2T 0.50 ~0.96 (% 2) o FEAT
3 (NARjs ~ NAR,) &2 %4244 3% (OAR;s ~ OAR,) R ARRE afic's 2 B % > &
FH AT 2 X R 4 £ BT A 7 oo s o
o BHmAEARTN CATRE X AR AR ER PR T F M (0.82-
0.83~0.96) » & fhk & & oo FAMBR DL E BN > BAIM DR ERD

ST S ITE RS ILE SEE I
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fst AR R TN B G A 4 P15 TR E T T B

e BB 0 LT 4902 TRy B AR AR 0 B U R L i

TR_Is

Frequency
Frequency
0

NAR_ls

Frequency
w©

OAR_Is

©
TRs

TR_n

Frequency
Frequency

M
NAR_Is

NAR_n

Frequency

»
OAR_Is

OAR_n

% OAR, °

Z 1 6 Bk Fadphf e

: :
NAR_n

: :
OAR_n

J‘;" —T AU\ E"J 7\E‘,k’-‘[‘]ils > NAR]S > OAR]S > TRn > NARn

TRs TR, NARjs NAR, OARs OAR,
TRy 1.00 0.82™  0.79™ 0.64™ 0.58" 0.50"™
TRa 1.00 0.58™ 0.75™"  0.63"™ 0.66™
NARjs 1.00 0.83"  -0.03 -0.06
NAR, 1.00 -0.01 -0.03
OARs 1.00 0.96™*
OAR, 1.00

" p-value < 0.001
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2. KREBHAH

Bl B R RAR 15 0 B A 17 R % GWAS ¢ 3t 44K panel 51237

BAER - B¢ - BFfER (NSFTVID=2) Fla iz 4 78 A F3 5K » & 8 o

TR R fER G R EERE > WAL RDART AL 5SS
*5 % (subpopulation) » 4 W &_: > 4 §& (Aromatic, Aro) ~ aus (AUS) ~ fhf

(indica, IND) ~ J§ % A|FLA& (temperate japonica, TEY) ~ #F AL 4% (tropical
Japonica, TRJ) (Garris et al., 2005) o 14 #48 STRUCTURE #-#73 #& 4~ ¥ » FE &K
HEK E 5(K=5)> ¥ﬁ¢ﬁﬁ—11&#8mﬁﬁW%’mﬁﬁ§A®m
(ADM) (Famoso et al., 2011; Zhao et al., 2011) ; ~ #.5 % ¥ i #if Zhao et al. (2011)

t:l_i‘}"i' o

BLE L B ORE TR cnd ik (] 6) © B W AfLAe4 b ~ @ fifed
RAWEFALASLRE TR caus 2R3 2~ BF VAR REAL © &
BAPAAS G EA R > KA RFE T O RLR T A TR G RS
mfd s k20 RA TR B R ORT ARASREL BB G SR ANOVA
hig kBT (% 2) T ERFEEHA Bk ORFRE L 4 14%~31% B
BEA A LR E R L R 2Rk DR ACREREL G G LR
Pefls o HPTA P ECR S HRTE TR SRR B 9 25% b A%

P oo PSS FANPLERIERE "”f)& AP Y eI o

7 PCA BB R+ 4 (B 7)1 PCl jafR 0 3534% h %P2 € > i %4
indica T #& (F44& + aus) 2 japonica I #& (R + AL 45 + #£F A5 45) 5 PC2
JRfET 10.68% R R o iiE- H E AT S AEEAEE S PC R 5.99%
PR HE R 0 - B R AR LS B A4S PC4 &2 PCS 4 b f2R
1.93% £ 1.84% R BE > R BAFTFLL ke v X RHENT F o T 5
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# PC i % f2ff 55.78% ehi % B £ > 2482 % % X > Zhao etal. (2011) #F

i FP A GWAS $* % 5 PC iF

ETIRS
"
A
*
“'J\'g:'
—b
e
31
g
\_
(B
o

302 ZEHEFTIHE RN VE
Trait TRy TR, NARis NAR, OARj OAR,
VE (%) 24.93 31.02 19.89 22.23 14.63 15.65

*VE (variance explained) : % > 4 47 ¢ #-=t &3 T ﬂfr“f R R

TR_Is
o
“ [+]
[+
o _|
2
<
3 -
- i
£ ! i
=] H !
= ' |
i=) i '
T o i !
o B A 1
:
s |
™ 1
- .
i
i
i
i
|
i
o | i
- I
=]
T T T T T T
ADMIX AROMATIC AUS IND TEJ TRJ
Subpopulation

Bl 6 &= &%k TRy

EREY F LR pMA LY e Q) £t TAMAYREZ e A
#c (Q3)~ ¥ - A ke (Q)0 A L 5w A i (interquartile range, IQR) ;
£t TaAMP AL Q3+ 1.5IQR Q1 — 1.5IQR » i % B 7 skt & »
A ¥ 1ok chlic AR 5 4 E (outlier) » B &7 o 1Ak ADM s % 4
% Aro~F ¢ S AUS~ ¢ A% IND~ E¢ 84 TEJ~ ¥ E¢ A4 TRI - #
BT R LTS
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PC1 (35.3%)

PC3 (5.99%)

Bl 7 236 Bkt 5 PC i @k w
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4
*
-
I | I I
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PC3 (5.99%)
>
."
I I I I
-0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

PC5 (1.84%)

FEELPN R A S PCHEMT R OEERREAR - 4d A4 ADM -~ ¢ &

% Aro~ % ¢ & AUS~ =24 & IND~ 4
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3. MBI E

[EEARER gt ] %ﬁ d 7 4 =B (quantile-quantile plot, qgplot) 4R o i
A - Rk F e 4 R 5 0 SNP 2 ‘?"Eﬁ?l/‘fﬁzm P-value J&IREIZ- & 1w
(uniform distribution) 7R A 12 35— & fF cn% 2. F A =8k i I F & > ¥ P-value

gL BLRIE > A F org WM BT E R TE A R B2 kA
FRIMBME S Fhips 5> TR AR PG FRE SIS £ 2L
H A e R (Zhao etal., 2007; Zhao et al., 2011) = & =t 2= fg.chd #7550 -

RILR A Al TR A e #m{i—)— 0

BN T 0 Bk 2 Povalue R A RBlAcRE 8~ B 2~ R 6 P st

‘-\m—

T IR (TR~ TRa) At BALF 5 1 a4 3 5 44945k (NARj, »

NAR,) * KARBALE 4 24214 (OAR) ~ OAR,) RI4 2 i 1 37740 » 22
M BT PHK BT o AR (TR ~ TRy) $2 P N  pRiTALE
o AT (NARis ~ NARn) @ i L3 T iRALE R > X445 (OARs
OARy) PIE % i o 1 2 %E7 P BN 230 A A TP AT hd
F5o AP BEHEY P AN e 23 PHK NS RARLE T 5 - Als

¥ (false positive) 7% &g o

r2 & 5 % ] (manhattan plot) AR > A Fle? 22 g EM AT B MO
Boo & s HH 5 SNP & 2 w iF (h dech P-value sPdc i B 0 5 2 @ L% > P-value
Pl 10 % A f HacE (—logio(P-value)) » @ # I 4 ¢ R SNP 127 I 37 ¢
Foor o BEEF AR T 7 P R 4528 TS (false discovery rate, FDR) » = % ¢ #
44K panel ¥ Z_i> % ¥ (mapping population) shfficiy 3 4 #7F FRip o F A F
#3273t —Jogio(P-value) >4 pF > ¥ i@ FDR <3t 25% (Famoso et al., 2011; Zhao et

al., 2011; Ueda et al., 2015) » T3 LA ¥ SNP 4 » H B v 2 7 & ¥ chiic g 5
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25% o AFiE 2 et TR 2 FDRFF B e % 2 RN FEEFAYT (i 4

4) > F)pt L A F LR 7Y —logio(P-value) >4 o

Lot g b M BACR] 8 B 2~ B 6 F - B RS A ks R
TRERE RS 2 RESE A (R T SNPEHRAR ) 0 hn IR B S
AL E KA enb Bi o 5 2549 8 5 1810~ 1844 Mb 1% 38 » &%
% TRis ~ TRn ~ NARis 2 NAR, e1A RN T > F 2B FKE - 7 0 RE7 0
Satis 4 4P E 56 0B B 0 Courtois et al. (2003) 7 18.26 ~20.73 Mb 1% 3
BIEGEE AL TREGZE VA D QTL (& 3) » &7 &A= GWAS i & % k82
SNP § #Edp o % 1 iF4 4 M 8.59~872Mb % # > NAR, A fHi5° 383t 7
k5 ¥ -k > Horii et al. (2006) 1 3.43 ~10.75Mb th% 845 33417 242 4 2 £
HQTL (% 3) 7 # ©24=x GWAS EA ¥ KB SNP £ - ¥ 6154 ¢ # 1 3 3
& SNP (id6010626, 20.37 Mb / id6010718, 20.49 Mb / id6010812, 20.70 Mb) %
TRy 7P H55N i 5 %k % > id6010718 & TR, e P+K #55% ~ id6010812 2
NARy e P H g PR F R - § 4854 ¢ 481 645~751 Mb %3 p > TRy
# TR, en P #5575 i 88 ¥ -k % > Andaya and Mackill (2003) % 0.68 ~ 6.57 Mb %

B35 3 Af4 (e QTL qCTS4-1 5 Courtois et al. (2003) & 6.57 ~ 11.29 Mb 1%

BRI - QTL E&igh e TRz M (% 3) e

o BT 0 2RI E B 2 R

1:>-

LA RAF L 0 B

iy

.%éﬁ%?ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ%%ww’?uﬂ—#ﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂayﬁwm
BARAR DRE R AR TR LR G T A P E UL

£ 5 2 BRatt dy e 4 o

Foobo Aqey %o B &3 (IND ~ AUS ~ TEJ 2 TRJ) 4 %)% TRy
FHEET e FEJFSRRETREFDLE > 282 TRy 2 fdR PHGT
b e R E SRR IFL P BN REEE P) R A - 440
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(PC1) ¥ 5 = %38 (Famoso et al., 2011; Hsu and Tung, 2015) - Z_i % % 4c @]
10> 24 A TEJ (hP 8T (B 10b) % 2 i 4 4 2+ 18.10 ~ 18.46 Mb ¥ 3
G 46 B -log(P-value) >3 7 SNP # % > 19.16~ 1944 Mb % R~ 3 14 -
log(P-value) >4 /7 SNP # % > ¥ it i & TEI =t *%¥ % 2 5% ¢ 8+ 18~20Mb
% BB L R % 1 iE 49 1 140~238Mb HF L F 6B -
log(P-value) >4 (7 SNP # % o TR 0P #i:8F (B 10¢) > % 1 54 4 48 5.63 ~
598Mb &3 12 B -log(P-value)>3 3 SNP # % o IND 1P #5547 (B 10

d) > 4 ¢ 18 41.69~41.70Mb 5 6 B -log(P-value) >4 71 SNP # % ;

% 5052 ¢ 48 19.20~19.76 Mb ~ 24.46 ~26.18 Mb = 1 % B p & %5 5 11 ~ 60
B -log(P-value) >3 (7 SNP # % o AUS enP #;8T (B 10e) RILF & F

SNP # % > # 2 i -log(P-value) >3 e & F1 K it 3 IR

FRAE T EHMTE S v TEI i 5T 8B 5 % SNP #HE T8 > 2
48 2ERE W OTE B 18,10~ 1844 Mb 5 IND 1P Ho58 B2 iy 45 T 8 1B B

SNPHFE RS » R @28 2%F DS RPHE 7 5 147 Y 4169~
41.70 Mb 18§ ¥ T 3 £r it ¥7 Zheng et al. (2006) 7 40.29 ~41.92 Mb 7 45 ] - ¢2
3 E4 i EF M QTL § #rEdp (& 3)° TEI %3 v it £ 5 49§ 5 chatid
B FPH g R 2oEE AR 0 AP R 2 REESNP RS T
FoREANT 4EL I M 645~T751Mb > & TE] % HE AT A LD EE

KO SRR R RHSHRD S A2 T A BARE BRES LR

)

HAOP AN EI R H LS IND X %#E i % 828 2 REpEEB > fprt >

TEJ & 3 8 afid B2 »0g ¥ i 3 535 SR HELHERI SR HRA L % = 4]
B RGRFBADEFDPHN T A REF APFREFFER S AN
TSR - B R A A iy - A8 % - 414538 0 Zhaoetal. (2011) » & 3

MLM ¥ i R 3R FREDBEFOFLEE S > J1% I #0805 4o naive i
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TR 7P #5587 > B8 F -k # —logio(P-value) >4 7 SNP £ 5 24 i o 12 &
B ¥ 1 SNP (1d2007323, pos. = 18407944 bp) & ¢ « » w0 {828 © 200kb 4> ] -
iT% 2 ¥ i e LD block en% 3¢ (Famoso et al., 2011; Zhao et al., 2011; Ueda et al.,
2015) > » fiﬁ{«' £ 1820~18.60Mb p* % B o Byt B AL S FE BB 0 FI5
FRE AR T HBOQIL o Hie - B LT PR R o
WAL 14 BE I FRE —Jogio(P-value) > 4 -7 SNP #F » 14t i
haplotype 4 48 @ & 48R et 14 B SNP + » R & 5 - B SNP 248 > %48
VR A % & (undefined) » = 7 61 & ; “,% e Rfd o FlEEE &

p
{7 haplotype 4 %f o & &4 175 B #c 4 5 7 44 haplotype (% 4) °

8 #& haplotype " » Hap 1 ~ Hap4 ~ Hap6 # Hap 7 = rmfé/%' i 3{"37» 5
W1~3 % S8 R/H> Hap2-~Hap3 2 Hap5> #cE » %5 6170 2 37
% o Hap2 eh TRy 2 2% (31.29) © % B %if 4 414045 > A 7] 4 22 Hap 3 ~
Hap4 ~Hap5 -Hap6 % Hap7 &8+ B SNPenZ 8 ; w2 Hapl %5 - B
SNP (id2007347) i & o &+ it LR ¥ #-L f8 haplotype » & & f8 4 B @ &
Hap 2 4pi7e8 % A|fL4#-% ® > 7 Hapl 2 Hap2; &2 Hap2 7 74 B enzbif &
AL A-8% ® > 5 Hap3 ~Hap4 ~Hap5-Hap6 % Hap7 - a‘r",ﬁi@*’? ADMIX p
fEEZP R~ H X EFEOER T > 56 B Hap2 ¢ F 50 B FB R F 404
52 i Hap3 ® 3 46 B F> #4440 4% > =5 haplotype fi* ¥ 3 &0 14 i SNP
EAE VI SN —fg TRis T 394 Ao W 8_31.24 ~ 2425 4 5 3 | ePZJE o 3
T’g&’zf\a K japonica T B e w4 LA X APk o BRI FEAP G A TR E
L D RPEFE HROAR FIGER P OERI Y g4 L E s 4
M ok p B4 E RO RASE M Sp RER O LR 0% ok SR NE
BH Y o EAe < > Hap2 R H TRy eh4 RABE 2 Hap 2 b o 91> T 354

A B 3129 5 2571 » S M AA L ERSAS G+ (B 9)

¥oebaipy 3 R 5| Hap 5 0 TR T 3575 2820 en%& > ¢ 5 35 B/
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indica LT cfd fn > 24 BA0FE ~ 11 B aus > 3P indica TP 7 v+ § & @il
i @R 0 R R heE A AR b 0 s Aol AR

A FGENAAEEE 2 R RB PRS0 bRy AR ffEad £
B LG ipthenp RER > U AA LA o AL b s B R LR
DG oo A AT Ak p A R F S 2L qus R F L G TRy
Ptk £ I 45 s aus 27 3 (Bl 6) e Mgtk ing %S4 PHRP > 2 X %ER

GE 3 ZATAE vs. ) s Pt QTL o7 Apfe o @ » Flfhfi=t %3
SO A G S b~ P S 0 PR A2 EHESP EGNT H Ifpe

9;27‘:&\7-351";;? nﬁ/{‘: J}é}‘:ﬁ”ﬁ Fﬁg ﬁjQTL .
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Bl 8 SdfAHT > TRyePE AR 2 7 4 =
(@) P 5% ~ (b) P+K H55¢

20
I

others =25.71 Hap 2 =3129

15

10

Counts

TR_Is(cm)

Bl O 175/6R % > Hap2 6/ 22 2 4046 chdk
4 A& Hap2» ¢ AL H &2 Hap2 chfd o
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(@) >4/ > P H2

5
1 2 3 4 EChromos:me 7 8 9 10 11 12

(b) &4 3445 (TEJ) > P 5 (c) #F A4 4 (TRJ) - P 5%

o ﬁﬂ:-*. ;

(d) #44& (IND) > P 5 (e) aus (AUS) » P $ic5t

Bl 10 PHSET > 2R 08 & R %FH DY 7L F
¢ R
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%3 GWAS &8 ¥ k2 SNP“HiaF#HF &% 4 < f&d QTLAp & &%

Traits Chr. SNP range Reference QTL QTL pos. Associated Traits Stress
(Mb) (Mb)

All 236 accessions (P model)
NARjs, NAR, 1 8.59~8.72  Horii et al. (2006) - 3.43 ~10.75 RAL (the length of the main root axis) 30 days
TRys, TRy, 2 18.10 ~ 18.44  Courtois et al. (2003) - 1026 ~20.73 DRS 45 days / Drought
NARy, NAR, (deep root weight per unit shoot weight)
TRy, TRa 4 6.54 ~7.51 Andaya and Mackill (2003) qCTS4-1 0.68 ~6.57 CT (cold tolerance - leaf yellowing) 28 days / Cold
TRy, TR, 4 6.54~11.87  Courtois et al. (2003) - 6.57~1129  DRW (deep root weight) 45 days / Drought

DRT (deep root weight per tiller)

TEJ accessions (P model)

TRys 2 18.10~ 19.44  Courtois et al. (2003) - 10.26 ~20.73 DRS 45 days / Drought

(deep root weight per unit shoot weight)

IND accessions (P model)

TRy 1 41.69 ~41.70  Zheng et al. (2006) - 40.29~41.92  ARN (adventitious root number) 14 days / Drought
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% 2% 4 4 18.20 ~ 18.60 Mb F¥ ¢ haplotype 4 7
£ 400kb P % P 0 14 B AEE K EOSNP v i ¥4 fER A 5 7 48 haplotype o i P f& R fit 14 % SNP

(undefined) °

2 & ST 829
z 58 |EfeZ€Sdas
5 s 2 885354
29y e 2d
R~ = N d Y3388
Total — TR~ & a3
=
g
.m S AUS |© © © o Z a a g
=
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Raw data distribution (16 var validation)
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& 1 ~=t GWAS & 44K panel 2 f@ o ¢ & =X %2 71k 2 W
#7ik 44K panel

= EFT *=x GWAS  #7ibit &) (%) 44K panel S B (%)
Admix 35 14.8 62 15.0
Aromatic 5 2.1 14 34
aus 38 16.1 57 13.8
indica 42 17.8 87 21.6
Temperate japonica 62 26.3 96 23.2
Tropical japonica 54 22.9 97 23.5
236" 413

DoRfE K EFERD AT P A B ¥ {4 A% (dromatic) ~ aus ~ 48 (indica) ~ A
AL 4 (temperate japonica) ~ #+ % A FL 4 (tropical japonica) » & % 22 1% - =% %2 80%4p i
—’ﬁ 2l Eﬁ’:‘ % Admix (Garris et al., 2005; Zhao et al., 2010; Famoso et al., 2011)
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A 2 RSBk

- 52 L "2 (9
Stock A (1000x in 1L)
(NH4)2S04 Ammonium Sulfate 48.20
KNO; Potassium Nitrate 18.50
MgSOq4 Magnesium Sulfate 66.00
KH,PO4 Potassium Dihydrogen phosphate 24.80
Stock B (1000x in 1L)
FeCsHs07 Ferric Citrate 15.00
Ca(NOs), Calcium Nitrate 60.00
IN HCI Hydrochloric Acid 1000 ml
Stock C  (10000x in 1L)
H3BO; Boric Acid 1.55
MnSO4-H,O Manganous Sulfate 0.34
ZnS04-H,O Zinc Sulfate 0.58
CuS0O4-H,O Copper (II) Sulfate 0.13
H>MoO4 Molybdic Acid 0.08

T I
12 1L g7k 4 ~ Stock A ImL + Stock B ImL + Stock C 0.1 mL » ¥ 3% # pH &
(KOH/HCI) 1 4.7~48 fF » i& W33+ 5 sxfbdbo s o
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% 3 SNPAssay i ¥

No. SNP id Chr. Pos. (bp) No. SNP id Chr. Pos. (bp) No. SNP id Chr. Pos. (bp)
1 1d1000994 1 1,090,580 | 33 i id4004185 4 14,128,597 | 65 id8000707 8 2,211,811
2 id1003500 1 4,180,711 | 34 | id4005473 4 18,729,349 | 66 id8001464 8 4,535,875
3 dd1001170 1 7,446,287 | 35 | 1d4006368 4 20,342,373 | 67 id8002371 8 7,743,767
4 i wd1000479 1 10,566,791 | 36 | id4008311 4 24,710,412 | 68 id8005186 8 19,436,398
5 id1010497 1 17,066,838 | 37 | 1d4009841 4 29,380,660 | 69 i ud8001504 8 23,581,323
6 id1012211 1 21,634,338 | 38 | id4011340 4 32,490,978 | 70 i wd8004220 8 26,520,218
7 id1014524 1 24,452,533 | 39 | id4011905 4 34,230,474 | 71 id8007982 8 28,376,808
8 id1017845 1 29,949,633 | 40 | id5000437 5 830,698 | 72 id9001523 9 5,883,495
9 1d1022478 1 35,621,886 | 41 | id5001011 5 1,615,232 | 73 1d9002644 9 9,230,082
10 § id1025902 1 40,678,505 | 42 | 1d5002434 5 4,631,147 | 74 1d9003640 9 13,212,884
11 id1028121 1 42,690,994 | 43 1§ id5004072 5 7,973,173 | 75 | wd9002171 9 16,575,291
12 | 1d2000474 2 635,133 | 44 | 1d5006921 5 17,218,011 | 76 id9007183 9 20,836,171
13§ 1d2002916 2 5,417,345 | 45 | id5008849 5 20,984,246 | 77 i ud9001423 9 22,883,002
14 | 1d2004533 2 9,439,826 | 46 | 1d5010957 5 24,006,542 | 78 1§ id10000502 10 2,059,037
15§ ud2000866 2 15,506,378 | 47 i id5013272 5 27,262,743 | 79 | id10003532 10 13,425,643
16 | 1d2007278 2 18,347,547 | 48 i id6000534 6 797,339 | 80 | id10004213 10 15,603,409
17 { 1d2008630 2 21,576,067 | 49 | id6003523 6 5,397,397 | 81 { id10005370 10 18,134,962
18 | id2011406 2 26,032,552 | 50 | id6004563 6 7,096,652 | 82 1§ udl0001167 10 20,610,723
19 | id2013126 2 29,818,890 | 51 § id6005096 6 8,035,358 | 83 | id10006864 10 21,699,039

20 1d2014233 2 31,923,518 | 52 1d6007251 6 11,524,277 | 84 id11000628 11 2,112,466

21 1d2015739 2 34,833,192 | 53 | id6011056 6 21,130,255 | 85 | id11002268 11 5,464,332

22 i id3000552 3 934,562 | 54 | id6013149 6 24,623,329 | 86 | id11003263 11 8,592,552

23 | 1d3002812 3 4,762,407 | 55 | id6015540 6 27,384,828 | 87 | id11005121 11 15,095,832

24 | id3003815 3 6,728,244 | 56 i id7000030 7 124,088 | 88 i id11007108 11 18,881,908

25 | 1d3005292 3 10,279,770 | 57 | id7000480 7 3,320,033 | 89 { id11009410 11 23,814,047

26 | 1d3006954 3 13,778,593 | 58 | id7001182 7 7,067,160 | 90 { id11011652 11 28,435,768

27 | 1d3008544 3 17,449,926 | 59 | ud7001152 7 17,232,422 | 91 i id12000992 12 2,089,430

28 | 1d3010817 3 24,247,808 | 60 | id7003228 7 20,533,116 | 92 | id12001999 12 4,485,603

29 1§ id3011335 3 26,946,603 | 61 | id7004415 7 24,273,061 | 93 { id12003717 12 9,178,533
30 | id3014120 3 29,981,616 | 62 | id7005047 7 26,291,853 | 94 | id12006682 12 19,870,493
31 id3016070 3 33,233,643 | 63 | id7005990 7 29,187,797 | 95 | id12007786 12 22,927,490
32 | 1d4000984 4 2,029,062 | 64 | id8000111 8 364,612 | 96 | id12008764 12 24,595,138
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WE 4 B4R TRy e84 % (FDR)

( —lorglor(e;—h\?all(lile) ) FDR (%)
5.0 11.60
4.0 14.81
3.0 35.60
PR

<k><a
Py = m

(Benjamini and Hochberg, 1995)
2P pootE m B P-valued | F A REEHE kB oo s FDRe P2 FH0
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WA S 16 B E R e mE A
Number ID  Batch TRy  Hap.  Sub. Name Country FR s
GN678 231 1 5932 5  IND IFDl&I:;It} fka)rgy China 27.90  116.87
GN700 255 1 47.61 5 IND  PaiHok Glutinous Hong Kong 2240 114.11
GN590 118 1 46.50 2 TEJ] Oro Chile -35.68  -71.54
GN747 307 3 44 .31 2 TEJ  Uzbekskij2 Uzbekistan 41.38 64.59
GN633 173 3 42.58 2 TEJ  Nipponbare Japan 36.20 138.25
GN729 287 1 41.58 2 TEJ  Zerawchanica  Poland 51.92 19.15
Karatalski
GN701 256 1 4021 2% TEJ] Romanica Hungary 47.16 19.50
GN696 250 4 39.98 2 TEJ  Bulgare France 46.23 2.21
GN501 1 4 37.71 2 TEJ  Agostano Italy 41.87 12.57
GN693*! 247 - - 2 TEJ  Desvauxii Former Soviet Union 55.75 37.63
GN721"" 279 4 34.13 2 TEJ  Kon Suito Mongolia 46.86  103.85
GN875 329 3 1859 72 AUS Kachilon Bangladesh 23.68 90.36
GN615 152 4 18.53 6 AUS TI India 22.90 87.12
GN703 258 1 16.63 4 TRJ  Tia Bura Indonesia -0.79  113.92
GN589 116 1 15.83 3" TRJ] NSF-TV 116  Pakistan 30.38 69.35
GN619 156 2 7.11 5 IND  Taichung Native 1 Taiwan 2370  120.96

*1

*2

*3

*4

DI EKY R PE %\’Iﬁa%gi'ﬁ R

: GN701 ¥ Hap 2 4p+* &5
: GN875 ¥ Hap 7 4p+* &5

1 % SNP (ud2001009) =4 & o
1 % SNP (id2007257) =k & o

: GN589 ¥ Hap 3 4p+* @5 1 % SNP (id2007273) 4k & o
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