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Abstract

Soybean is the main source of edible protein and edible oil worldwide. The yield and morphologi-
cal traits of soybean are mostly quantitative traits, which are not only controlled by micro-effect
genes, but also affected by environment. In this study, two recombinant inbred lines (RIL3613 and
RIL6013) derived from hybrid combinations “Dongnong L13 x Heihe 36” and “Dongnong L13 x
Henong 60” were used, with two treatments of normal application of nitrogen fertilizer and no ap-
plication of nitrogen fertilizer at three locations in Harbin, Acheng and Shuangcheng. Additive and
epistatic QTLs were mapped for soybean morphological and yield traits, and QTLs for nitrogen
response of each trait were mapped and candidate genes were predicted, aiming to analyze the
genetic basis of agronomic traits of soybean under different nitrogen fertilizer levels and discover
related gene loci. A total of 9 QTLs for plant height, 6 QTLs for main stem node number, 3 QTLs for
pod number per plant, 5 QTLs for grain number per plant, 3 QTLs for 100 grain weight and 4 QTLs
for grain weight per plant were detected in RIL3613 and RIL6013 populations. A single additive
QTL could explain 2.04%~8.64%, 1.13%~8.25%, 5.97%~12.72%, 0.02%~11.72%, 1.34%~10.78%,
and 5.51%~8.99% of phenotypic variation. Using the tagged information obtained by SoyBase on-
line program, 1215 candidate genes were screened and annotated in four consistent QTL intervals
using GO and KEGG databases. In the KEGG pathway, Ko04075 is involved in plant hormone signal
transduction pathways, including gibberellins, auxin, abiotic acid and other hormones, and plays
an important role in regulating stem growth, plant growth and seed development.
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1. 531§

R ST s i R AR ) 2 R B B 2 (R B A DT R R /N, T HAR 5 52 B AN SRR R 5, AN B e
SEBMERIRIN, NILVF 2 B FHEGRESERIT TAEF 24T T REMT R, SeE KSR ZMAMR. KE
7= 2 AN B R 3R R E R, R NERMLGEETER, & s R e T RE &,
ANF IR B BEAE B2, SOMEAREE, JLEYUE T REPER K. KEm 8RR aREke. 20
. AR RN YRR, BRESRT, RTXEMRE QTL A B FEE L .

REtkmeBmERRZMR, 5SREMMEREVIMEE, NRE-EREA—EREW. EFER, ¥
B KGR IREEAT 1 RER QTL 74 A Fidii, Hul &3R5 1) QTL 180 ANLA E, FE /34 Tk
517 Yetotk b, ATAE RN (https://www.soybase.org/) 75 1] .

FEEZENTH QTL EM BT AR &b B H AN IER BT FidIE, L] 25 NI 29740 QTL
(https://www.soybase.org/), FE/rAifE B1. B2. C2. F. Al. Dla. Dlb. D2 Z5#4i#t L.

KT REIREMAR QTL EALB FHEZ G N, AR THEF R FArid o FhiBhik 8 MR
FIPE R R . 2009 SR SCEESRAG T 1 AN ARIERL. 3 N E I 5 MBI QTL, FIRBHAH RIL
R, AR “BIEE1S x AR 1138-2RIL” , L5 184 MME, a7 #7E BL. G. O. A2, A2, LI
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farey
=¥

O Gufifk [1]. 2013 4, Yang SF[2]F4%EMT RILs #EAEH 147 NMAER Faisaer SRAN “Charleston” LK
“Dong Nong 5947 , 15 Tl kG ISk BRI QTL 11 4y, Ho—ki S8 QTL 1S, —hiE %%
HQTL 14, =RGIEEE QTL 24>, VUKL T334 QTL 6 4>, il bk 3234 QTL 11>, 2014 4F,
Hu S5[3]£15%F 5 ANF= ARG HRAT 113 ANEF AR K& SR TR B0 #r, R 85 AME #7418 5 (SSR) Arid
BHATHER 7 B DA T GWAS SRR AT, e hi ] 6 Ml G ik e 5k QTL. 2017 4, Fang <5[4]F]H
809 MNMAEMBRIR, 7E 3 M SFAEE T, X 84 NMKTRZMRIAT T 2 F MR, BT RHEAK
BRAMHT 70, HAIE T 5 B R 2 ERAT JC 245 A QTL, il Z] 12 /4N 5 35 RAE 61 QTL.

B R 2L 7 e AR AT R 2, T A R DR A DG IR 20 AT (GWAS) AT QTL 4341 S 3 [R5 7 (1A 5
RAEZWIE % o Foh R GWAS B 7B 6 K G A R E 34T QTL 4B J7 T bt bk S B A5 — L83t 2 [5] [6]
[7]. 2016 4, Zhang “5[8]F|H 309 fi K AP B, R GWAS ik, frill#] 22 KRG ERE
QTL, Hh&H 2 MK, 1E Chro4 A1 Chri9 JEHEE B 4 Mgk LR M2 5 TR K 5.
M R R FFFRL R B IS 516 5812, 2017 4£, Yan Z5[9]18 F] SoySNP50KBeadChip X}t 42000 4>
SNP Fric AT i A 73 8, SR MLM 19538 7773517 GWAS 73, 4584 8 4~ SNP 5 HSW 2 #4155,
AT Chrd K1 Chrl7 Jetafh b, B35 hRid il AR 1078 53 (R2) YU B h 6.9%~13.2%

AW 5T LR HA A 8 1)K 5 B A 28 R B RILS) ARG A RL, FEARFZAEK TR, SHREES, g
SREMIRFAT T QTL AL K MEIEIL FIZAR I 7T, Fidt— P I A F E ALK K G~ & i) 4 ™
ZEVRPENLHI LA 2 Fhmic A Bh I B B8 T B SRR AN H AR S
2. MREH*E
2.1, BIEEE

2005 S F B ZPERIRZE FEORH) 3 AN AR AR L13. HIA 36 A& 4k 60 (W4 1), iX 3 AN FirE
PRim s FZETH BRARIRE . BRGNS R 2RI ZE RO, FIFAK L13. B9 36 FI&4k 60 it
B2 ANRTHA, AN AR LIS x BT 367 M “RA4 L13 x 44K 607 , Fo & Fe fEM/RIE(E128°,
N45°) 5 5 B I0 5 R, SR R iR, 7E Fog KSR SR T, 76 Fou BIBRIR 4 Hk
17, TR E A R, S 134 MF1 156 MR R, 40 HIfEFR RIL3613 A1 RIL6013.

Table 1. Agronomic traits of three parents in RIL3613 and RIL6013
F 1. RIL3613 # RIL6013 = MEAMR Z MK

PN Pk (PH) FZEHH(NN) HRRIES(PNPP)  HLRRRIE (SNPP) HRLE (HSW) B Rk E (SWPP)

A L13 122.89 19.00 39.89 102.22 21.32 21.77
i 36 111.44 15.56 43.11 116.89 21.32 21.43
4% 60 63.89 12.00 34.89 82.67 18.21 15.05

2.2. AELRIEET

A58 T~ 2016 AFELEBTIR(EL) . XUIM(E2) FIG /K (E3) =N Hh s [F] I JHEAT, K AR AR L13. i 36
A% 60 &5 3 ANSEAFT 2 S RIL (RIL3613 Al RIL6013)FEAAE FH [a) FhAt . HH [A) 06 R B L X ¥ it, FALER
MEENEALEE, EIALEEA RIL Bk FALMA S HAKE, — A NIEFEEILN., 75 Kg N/ha, 150 Kg

P,Os/ha. 75 Kg K,0/ha), — AN AAEEAE(N., 150 Kg P,Os/ha. 75 Kg K,0O/ha). FE s A =4T1X, 3m
7K, 0.7mATHE, 0.07 m #RIEIFE, PRRESE . HIEEEEF—BOK RS .
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2.3. MRRPE

BENRAT BEMLGE H BRI bR 2 AN 5 #k, ORI 1 A Ak AR = (PH) « 232 2515 BU(NN) L B S S (PNPP) |
FARRRIZU(SNPP). L (HSW) A1 B RRokE B (SWPP), B 5 BRT-IME A A S MIR 10 26 B %

2.4. BIFEERE

M 2005 SERIKE A LR EyibPkik T 838 XF SSR 514, KA FL I RE AT E [ vk A i)
(http://www.soybase.orq), FIJ e ?5 2K 838 X} SSR 5|47E RIL3613 F1 RIL6013 P MEEK % E HIEA
AT 2 A PRIk, FRATE RIL3613 BRA R Ifik i 156 X R IUF 2 5514, 18 RIL6013 B4 ik
H 137 X RILFHIZ M5 B KT SSR FHIARGIY, XL SSR J¥ 41 /& H Soybase Muti$fL ),
SR 5 R 075 346 HA SR 1) 293 X R I R 1 1) 22 A5 P 51 Wn 56 4 I RIL3613 AT RIL6013 ) 290 4™ 5 AAkk R AT
PCR 4.

I FH IciMapping 4.0 %44 (http://www.isbreeding.net/software/) ) & Kk & B ESEIRE, #5647 PCR
PP LK (18 6% SR PRI e, FLVAT 3% SSR A RIGEAM R AUk 21 SSR HifY), PRGNS
W, B e ARYE AN EEVR SSR bRl i R B A K AR e s . TR T RIL3613 PRIV A% Bt 75
H 156 %I SSR 1%, A8 20 ANEBRE, % EIEE s 5L R IS £ FE 55 2848.56 cM,  HLANIEBRE 1 5t fE
PHESYE Y 1.15~283.42 cM, i (Al P48 £ FE 259 18.99 cM, ARicB1iEH )y 2~13 /N; RIL6013 Fff4
(T8 A It 75 20 ANEEBIAE HL & 137 X% SSR 514, 11378 55 5 R 2H 153 A5 B 5 )9 1886.8 cM, FRMI%E
BRI A5 BE BS YU R 19.68~163.67 cM,  Aric (AP HEFE A 13.77 M, Frid MGy 4~11 4M[10].

25. BRSO

251 REBENER S

I2F Excel2010 HAFx RN T B BN BEAS R KT S RO AT Jlg e 04, BP0 AR
HEZE WP W FR/MER KR

XHREANIEL T B AR B HGEAT I 2087, SRR L JE DRGSR RE AR xR0 ) FL AR 2L )
Jrzo i, RSO E R, JFE R IR A A R BT TR

2
(o}

h* = 2 2 : 2
ol +ogy /n+ac’/(m)
Hor h? NigEe R, of Nl %, ofy NEER x FURREAET %, o MREFZ%E, g RERZME d
oy S
TERRNIREE T 0T 25 BB S MR [ 26 R 3L
FEMMR o ogy~ o BIETHER SAS V9.2 # A1) PROC Mixed i FE5E I o
2.5.2. SABM K2
IR B KGR B IR, B30k = A B ) BRI 56 Bt 24T BUIE M S QTL 2047
ZUIEN )% (Response to Nitrogen, RN)N.F Zhu ZE[11] (428 & 5 i b, R IR A MR R A IR AN
MR AE TS 5 SR AR e . BRI T
RN =T,-C,,, (T-T)M
HA T, A RIERTER, C ) APIFEREAT FITER 7 2, T AR TR, T, 9 AR
MR,V AR R AR T 25 o b 2335 DR A% 1S 50 1A 238 205 gl A R I
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2.5.3. QTL {fEEo#h

N IciMapping 4.0 B 1 58 4% X T8 /E B2 (ICIM-ADD) Rt 45 1t ZUIE KPR 126 B 80 3E 4T in ik QTL
SENL, LOD BIMHBEE N 2.5; N 54 X A /E K (ICIM-EP) BT A7 1% QTL €4z, LOD R{E X E N 5.
Xof Tk B2 E KT 1 B AT R0% QTL MEEMI S, QTL, HRASW MR LA T 2% L b, AU A R
QTL.

g+ “PRR” + QBB + “IFS T K54 QTL. H g 8% QTL, PH AEkm,
NN AR 221740, PNPP AR RS, SNPP AR BARKIE, HSW AR A KIE, SWPP A ARk E .

TSRS QTL, BT RS . ST LAt QTL, NA “e+ ¥ 4i'5. XHTHE
JEmIR. QTL, M “r + #5” %5, EFR RO BB RS, ER—ric XA E— b
S5 . WT RIL3613 A1 RIL6013 WM EEAIEAT S — % 5

3. GRS 5
31 RETEROH

311 HESEELER

M 2, R 3 ATLLAE, WAEAELSRBAIIRE . B2 BAkIed. R, R
FPRRLEL A 6 MR, RPN R BUIRHE & SRR > SRUIBTLAR RN L ik DR R 0y Sk 81 6 25 7K
WX 6 MRS R 2 (B A AEAR 2 22 5, B X R BEAT 8% 0 A2 AT AT (1. ZE DR AR 5 U
Jit FH B 1) AR 200N S, U A AR RO T UL AR A Fry o 7 76 PR R R A AR R 25 22 5o ) Tt
RIME, ERNAERAET, WARHREIR PR AREE T, His R 2705 K, S
B DR AT it L i 7 PR 388 A% St A AN TR 7, R il e o A A AR R ) RIS i g2 A% b, 7T LA
INZERIGINGE ST BAEREA FI M 2 6], Has A RO S, Ui B 3 [A) R R KN AN [
(7, PR RS RUIE Y AR RN A R AR

Table 2. Analysis of variance and heritability of agronomic traits among different nitrogen fertilizers under different environmental
conditions
% 2. TEMEZHTARRRERZERNAESTRIERN

RIL3613 RIL6013

T’E;Itjsi'“ Lozzﬂ:)nB F value® h2P F value® 20
N GN G N GN G

PH El 13476 7 1312 7 2818 7 0.62 0.89 1209 7 9573 7 0.91

E2 24045 7 705 7 2008 7 0.82 82990 " 1941 7 8378 0.83

E3 2643 7 1138 7 3366 7 0.75 887 © 963 7 8404 7 0.92

NN El 0.01 2159 7 1977 7 0.00 1.67 1228 7 2832 7 0.38

E2 6.88 ©o765 7 1142 7 0.39 8578 7 1166 T 2003 7 0.52

E3 4.93 1314 7 1928 7 0.43 0.01 14.28 7 3427 7 0.43

PNPP El 15875 7 1285 7 1095 7 0.00 3698 1258 7 1878 0.44

E2 48171 7 1651 7 1732 ¢ 0.07 1600 T 117 7 1302 7 0.11

E3 13.55 1154 7 1387 7 0.26 3599 1089 T 165 7 0.45

SNPP El 14679 7 1443 7 1120 7 0.00 8194 1137 7 2085 0.56

E2 51305 1809 T 2181 7 0.24 2910 7 1027 7 148 7 0.39

E3 1.72 763 7 1217 7 0.48 8632 1161 T 1971 7 0.51
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Continued
HSW El 96.04 7 903 T 2012 7 0.77 266 7 1692 T 339 7 0.61
E2 31162 7 1064 T 2545 7 0.67 3671 7 8.5 T 2438 7 0.74
E3 6.75 1055 7 233 7 0.64 23810 156 7 313 7 0.61
SWPP El 23685 T 124 7 988 7 0.00 3.02 152 7 184 7 0.31
E2 27367 7 1811 7 1844 7 0.08 1612 ™ 1256 " 1437 7 0.15

A) PH: Pk plant height; NN: 322754 number of nods; PNPP: S4%3%2%( pod number per plant; SNPP: H.PkHKi%L seed number per plant; HSW: F
b E hundred seed weight; SWPP: Hipiki = seed weight per plant;

B) E1: Ffd; E2: XUM; E3: ARV

C) N = ZUIEFF &R (Nitrogen utilization effects); G = J& K% w (Genotype effects); GN = ZUIE x F:[K B AERLM (Nitrogen x Genotype interaction effect);
D) |~ Xi#if£ % Broad-sense heritability .

Table 3. Joint analysis of variance of Nitrogen, Genotype and Nitrogen x Genotype interaction effects for eight agronomic
traits in two RILs

F 3 ANEER 6 N REMERWEE, EERMEER x [IREERMA 3 MMEREFENT
¥k PH FZETHNN FRRSEFPNPP  HbRkig SNPP kI E HSW Rk E SWPP
F Pr>F F Pr>F F Pr>F F Pr>F F Pr>F F Pr>F

Source®

RIL3613
ML 401.3 <0.0001 7896 <0.0001 40.53 <0.0001 1887 <0.0001 286.52 <0.0001 40.39 <0.0001
ZHEN 106.82 <0.0001  0.02 0.8923  138.43 <0.0001 122.03 <0.0001 822 0.0042  83.04 <0.0001
R G 1956 <0.0001 6.10 <0.0001 399 <0.0001 516 <0.0001 1495 <0.0001 353 <0.0001
GxN 2.9 <0.0001 292 <0.0001 313 <0.0001 265 <0.0001 253 <0.0001 2.68 <0.0001
RIL6013
ML 76.01 <0.0001 360.31 <0.0001 531.96 <0.0001 52236 <0.0001 158.68 <0.0001 245.02 <0.0001
ZUEN 11266 <0.0001 1329  0.0003  28.77 <0.0001 5835 <0.0001 5431 <0.0001 039 05321
R G 67.18 <0.0001 2048 <0.0001 1119 <0.0001 1231 <0.0001 2203 <0.0001 10.2 <0.0001
GxN 537 <0.0001 741 <0.0001 641 <0.0001 513 <0.0001 743 <0.0001 6.88 <0.0001

A) M5 L = Location effects; %UE N = Nitrogen utilization effects; %X G = Genotype effects; 3£H % x %L G x N = Nitrogen x Genotype
interaction effect;

B) PH: i plant height; NN: 322574 number of nods; PNPP: H.#32%( pod number per plant; SNPP: HiffFi%i seed number per plant;
HSW: FHiE hundred seed weight; SWPP: Hifffi = seed weight per plant.

312 RENSBEERESH

RIL3613 #1 RIL6013 M /MR MR F 22180, Akt BpRnid. BRiE. PR HESE 6
PR, TERTIR. XOR. WE/RIESE = ANIREE TR0 TR 4~7. BRPBRIEE LA, &%
AR AMERAE VAL S5 BRI AR RE 2 N, U S R R Sait A% o 2E ZUNE It FH AT AN it F 155
BT, S HREF A EAbRE 2 A R 2R, U ENEZ e &M R SRR I . 7E 6 MR,
BRR IR bR e ZE R, FLUCRMRE bR HEZE, FEAESE 3 AR E 2R HEZE, ULEHIX 3 MR
PR T FHoAth 5 MR

XF T RIL6013 BffA, Ak 72 WU it LIRSS N RN IERS 7340,  EHARIRIE N S5 I 9 i 22 3 A »
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ#$ F2 2R HRAE O PR B R IR B A3 AT A, AR A IR T 253 0

AT FRRIEBAE S I N RIUNIERS A o AR B R TE XU it FEIA S N R I w7 75 A 41
f LIRSS RN IES A . B EAE S MR PR/, R H BR A G RV U
B RIS S AAE, (EHAMIAEE FRRIIERUIERS /340, I HARE T SR AR

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2021.119116 869 b k=


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2021.119116

Table 4. Description analysis of plant height, number of nods, pod number per plant and seed number per plant of RIL3613 popula-
tion under three environmental conditions

% 4. RIL3613 BAAE=NIMERMGTHMS . EETH. BHRER. RRREER S

A Parents® RIL3613 Btk
TrriaféA Loﬁina TEH M N, At N- _Eﬁﬁm N. AMME%& N-
deviation deviation
PH AC 122 115 126 1105 11401 161 63.8 196.27 109.33  16.08 48.5 150.37
SC  124.67 104.33 142.00 118.00 127.95 16.62 81.05 19542 121.22 1277 73.28 160
HRB 122 115 126 1105 12598  15.06 88.18  164.24 1243  16.62 435 164.92
NN AC  17.00 16.00 20.50 13.50 1438 249 7.45 23.22 1439 274 8.33 25.08
SC 1333 14.67 13.00  14.00 1457 193 6.37 19.55 1441 178 8.7 19.69
HRB  17.00 16.00 20.50 13.50 1548  2.24 6.8 21.74 1566  2.48 9.73 23.57
PNPP  AC 3850 4450 75.50  37.00 38.05 1076 8.7 73.93 4301 1276 5.44 89.38
SC 4267 40.33 37.67  36.00 38.15 1031 7.67 66.00 46.85  16.27 17.14 106
HRB 3850 44.50 75.50  37.00 448 1032 11.24 95.09 462 1321 10.8 97.11
SNPP AC  99.50 117.50 211.50  96.00 10419  33.95 2344 22247 118.44  39.29 36.94 278.08
SC  107.67 115.67 88.67 101.00 9581 3277 1.08 207.21 123.96 57.41 25.75 386.15
HRB  99.50 117.50 211.50 96.00 118.85  29.48 3537  253.32 12071 38.85 20.48 260.5

A) PH: Pk plant height; NN: 325754 number of nods; PNPP: k3241 pod number per plant; SNPP: HiffFi%i seed number per plant; HSW: &
¥ 8 hundred seed weight; SWPP: H¥kki # seed weight per plant;

B) AC: il Acheng: SC: XU Shuangcheng: HRB: I /Kii Harbin;

C) DNL13 Z=4% L13; HH36 274 36 Heihe36; HNG60 4% 60 Henong60.

Table 5. Description analysis of hundred seed weight, seed weight per plant, protein content and oil content of RIL3613 population
under three environmental conditions

%% 5.RIL3613 BHAE=NMIMER G THERNE . BHRNENEESH

34 Parents® RIL3613 #fAk

IEH %N, ATt %E N- IEH N A% N-
PR Wi
Traits® Location®

v WEE L vy FEE
RE o PHE SRR RO ORI SN RMA KM

A L13 B 36

L13 Mean deviation Minimum Maximum Mean deviation Minimum Maximum
HSW AC 21.80 21.80 1796 17.32 17.33 2.64 10.68 23.94 18.22 2.75 10.76 25.02
sC 20.36  20.36 20.71 251 13.6 28.37 19.52 24 125 26.06
HRB 21.80 21.80 1796 17.32 19.11 2.52 8.44 26.61 18.89 2.36 12.52 25.16
SWPP AC 2169 21.70 37.99 16.63 17.44 5.74 0.44 41.51 21.29 7.67 3.72 58.06
sC 2192 20.90 19.69 6.32 4.23 37.74 24.24 10.76 4.28 78.14
HRB 2169  21.70 37.99 16.63 22.55 6.08 6.99 41.54 22.61 8.22 2.92 57.97

A) PH: FEE plant height; NN: EZE95% number of nods; PNPP: #.kk3%% pod number per plant; SNPP: Hkkki%L seed number per plant; HSW: F¥
¥ hundred seed weight; SWPP: Hi¥kki & seed weight per plant;

B) AC: i3, Acheng; SC: XU Shuangcheng; HRB: M/RiE Harbin;

C) DNL13 %44 L13; HH36 27 36 Heihe36; HNG60 & & 60 Henong60.
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Table 6. Description analysis of plant height, number of nodes, pod number per plant and grain number per plant of RIL6013 popu-
lation under three environmental conditions

% 6. RIL6013 BHAE=NMERMTHIMS . EETH. BHRER. BHRREER S

S Parents® RIL6013 # 1k
TEI'IZ;A LO}CE?;”B IEF N, AN N- - ‘\Eﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁi N, B fﬁﬁ?ﬁ N-
wle mw xk ek orer PR saa s owsm PR sam soom
L13 36 L13 60 Mean deviation Minimum  Maximum Mean deviation Minimum Maximum
PH AC 101.00 128.50 97.00  137.50 122.8 19.36 59.1 164.7 121.35 20.61 38.3 155.7
SC 117.50 144.67 105.67  139.67 130.4 18.61 54.1 171.6 12192  19.95 12.23 158.3
HRB 101.00 128.50 97.00  137.50 123 18.89 60.9 153.8 120.88 20.7 40.5 156.1
NN AC 1450 11.50 12.50 13.00 15.51 2.26 8.5 21.95 15.43 2.19 4.18 21.35
SC 10.50  13.00 11.67 15.00 14.21 2.00 6.76 19.43 13.74 1.93 6.34 19.05
HRB 1450 11.50 12.50 13.00 15.5 2.40 6.62 22.49 15.49 2.19 5.39 20.79
PNPP AC 5450 32.50 40.50 41.50 48.2 10.57 17.6 93.14 46.63 9.93 15.46 83.01
sC 2350 39.67 42.00 47.67 37.88 10.22 8.48 85.5 36.94 8.5 12.36 65.6
HRB 5450 32.50 40.50 41.50 48.02 10.99 21 92.11 46.31 9.87 13.44 74.57
SNPP AC 132,50 78.00 99.00 95.50 117.9 28.67 52.2 230.2 111.92 257 47.34 206.8
SC 56.00 92.00 111.00 117.00 91.44 27.08 6.43 231.5 87.66 21.98 21.82 171
HRB 132,50 78.00 99.00 95.50 118.6 28.85 55.8 254.1 11229 27.18 50.33 228.8

A) PH: Pk plant height; NN: 322754 number of nods; PNPP: S4%3%2%1 pod number per plant; SNPP: H.PkK%( seed number per plant; HSW: F
¥ hundred seed weight; SWPP: Hi¥kki F seed weight per plant;

B) AC: i3, Acheng; SC: XU Shuangcheng; HRB: M /RiE Harbin;

C) DNL13 A4 L13; HH36 27 36 Heihe36; HNG60 & & 60 Henong60.

Table 7. Description analysis of hundred seed weight, seed weight per plant, protein content and oil content of RIL3613 population
under three environmental conditions

% 7.RIL3613 AN ER G THERNE. BRSNS

367K Parents® RIL6013 A
IEF 2 N, At N- IEH T N, At N-

‘MﬁA 2% . s -

Traits” Location® I v PEE paw mom omer PEE D pam mom
A L13 A L13 A 60 Standard . . . Standard . . g
36 Mean - Minimum Maximum Mean - Minimum Maximum

deviation deviation
HSW AC 17.06 18.29 17.03 21.37 20.39 3.04 10.6 29.11 21.43 2.82 12.68 29.68
SC 22.54 18.06 21.18 24.08 22.49 2.58 12.4 28.52 22.13 2.73 12.21 30.47
HRB 17.06 18.29 17.03 21.37 20.39 3.01 12 29.24 21.42 2.88 13.68 31.43
SWPP AC 22.60 14.27 16.86 20.41 23.94 6.42 75 46.81 24.11 6.43 7.23 54,75
SC 1262 16.62 23,51 28.17 20.2 5.83 24 49.66 19.58 5.01 4.92 35.27
HRB 22.60 14.27 16.86 20.41 23.76 6.82 5.98 57.6 24.29 6.34 7.6 53.29

A) PH: #k& plant height; NN: 3E257%5%% number of nods; PNPP: P£k3E% pod number per plant; SNPP: H¥fki%r seed number per plant; HSW: B
% hundred seed weight; SWPP: ¥k & seed weight per plant;

B) AC: i3, Acheng: SC: XU Shuangcheng: HRB: I /K Harbin;

C) DNL13 Z=4% L13; HH36 274 36 Heihe36; HNG60 4% 60 Henong60.

3.1.3. HREAHE <
PN E A H A 2B RIL3613 A1 RIL6013, TEFTH. XU M /RIESE = AN AR ZIEEHE T

2
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PRI ARG R B, A A — I8 R AR OIS It P 52 ) 5% PR 22 T AR SR P AR AR O 2

XHF RIL3613 B, FERTIRAMEIASE T, PR S5 pRset. o 5 B poRidle, R 5 SpoR: £ )
(IR R NEAEAS R RUIE B P R R AE 22 5% AE MR RTERIEIABE R, PR 5 B AR S B 8] (AR A AE AN ]
RUIL It Y B 17 AR 22 57

XFF RIL6013 HEAR, FERTIRAMEIAGE T, S ACEVRIRAE A R RUIE I B IR A AR 22 57 AEXUMA R
BN, B SRR, MRS R . PR S ORI AORCE S RARRIEM. R E S SRR (AT
HRMEAEA R RAE I A 2257 AW RIS, bRim 5 PR ICH. PRIE s SRR E (AN
FHIRAEAE AN [F) UL it F 18] 7 A 2 25 22 5

3.2. fEiEEE T

i QTL AT ik FE e ff 2 T 26 N H 5= MeRAH G QTL X ), 2 T{# F SoyBase 7E£kF%
FHAEMFRAER, 74 D8 QTL X (A, FIH GO yE&FM KEGG i Xt 1215 Mk ik L R T T
i A ERE, FHob 344, 218, 52, 205 MR AN F—EM: QTL Xk GM01. GM11. GM12. GM16
WZ 8). LA FFEFE GO Kj: GO:0006807 (EA AWM FE), GO:0034641 (41 &b &R
F£), GO:0006886 (4 P4 & A i iz k). 7% 4 KEGG i, Ko04075 = 5 &5 55 Sik1%[12],
AR KR BERSHER. EYEEERT AR, HYAEKAR 7R E s  EEEM.
HA=FE &1 KEGG B K14484. K14493. K14496. K14486. K14488. K14498. K13946, Z 5l
VI EAE 57 5 (842 1D ko04075).

Table 8. Consensue QTLs intervals and candidate genesdistribution of related traits on four linkage groups

F 8.4 MEXMIRM— B QTL XBAES B FEEEE 7

. ) e RBIERH
BB QILARKE g g UR¥ lopmmm mmgwumm R

(r:ic‘lg Lé?lgsge Cir?tne s:/r;slu(?v%;;_ Left maker Right maker n(SnTwll;:r LOD range ADDrange Ii/lg/l ?;(3 giigsﬁjlfs—
1 GMO01 0.35~53.24 Sat_413 Sat_160 8 2.66 t0 16.81 —4.281017.94 2.57 344
2 GM11 8.90~32.19 Sat_123 satt197 9 2.66 to 20.86 —2.84 10 23.84 1.88 218
3 GM12 0.27~1.69 Sat_200 Satt353 9 2.77t05.16 3.851t08.49 5.16 52
4 GM16 3.05~30.4 sat_228 Sat_366 6 3.13t07.92 —6.86 t0 2.65 0.51 205

ZT Pathway 4 BT FITHEEVERE, FRATRL % 16 MEIRFER(WLE 9). FEMRIEZER T, B 3 Mk
FRiEN saur FEAK ENEEARKIER, SAUR EAS 590 RAaE KK EWS K[13].
Glyma0.01g004500. Glyma0.01g183500 # b5yt Jy Fe i {E A B AH 5C t 1 Bl (SnRK) 2 [, I B8 3K [K] 5 085
Ty A RARE YN R N R . B AR K DT T DIR 95 [14] [15].

A, SnRK2 #1 SNRK3 574 TR (5 5 % 5 B4 AH 5C[16]. Glyma0.01g019400 #% brid: AMs|k-3- 2,18
PSHE, BVE-3- LR MY EAE R NEAE KR, I [17]TR . Glymallgl180900 # brid:
FYRAY nitrilase 4, % AR5 WE-3- 2B AL A A K K [18]. 089203100 #iARTE MR AL —Ff 5 FF1E[19]
FXRIIEY A ZRE A . K Glyma.01G103500 Axid: Aydm s A K 2w B K1, ARF9 fE RSk B FIH&RIL,
AR R[201H M. 6 Mk bR A gm Y Adaptin S5 1% & 1B AT gamma IV 3E ¥ Adaptin 5% 5
F, RXERRZSE THRANSRTIERIENR, 25 TR IEMMANTRIA[21] %S . 019179300 #bri:
A% R I ERE, AR R R R R I S BRI [22] . 9119215500 AR A AL BT, &R
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AR [23]4% 0 ) T Y 4% 1 - 169082400 #i bRt A Sec23/Sec24 & M #41a 5 5 1, Sec23 . FE /& i%E 4% COPII
FEWIE S AT IS M 241 e . B )5, 4 Glyma.12G018500 18N s-1A, X ZHM[25]H £ Mk

HIBRPTL 1

Table 9. Candidate genes annotated from consensue QTLs

F 9. —HM QTL BRI EER

[ 1D T B

KEGG

Nart PN - .
Gene ID Linkage group PR GO HIREVEFE Functional annotation
Glyma.01G153200 GM 01 K12400 G0:0030117, GO:0016192, GO:0006886 Adaptin family protein
G0:0030131, GO:0016192, GO:0006886, - - -
Glyma.12G021600 GM 12 K12392 GO0:0030117 Adaptin family protein
Glyma.16G076500 GM 16 K12400 G0:0030117, GO:0016192, GO:0006886 Adaptin family protein
Glyma.16G109200 GM 16 K12400 G0:0030117, GO:0016192, GO:0006886 Adaptin family protein
G0:0030131, GO:0016192, GO:0006886, Adaptor protein complex AP-1, gam-
Glyma.01G032100 GM 01 K12391 GO:0030117 ma subunit
G0:0006355, GO:0005634, GO:0003677, .
Glyma.01G103500 GM 01 K14486 GO0:0009725 auxin response factor 9
G0:0030132, GO:0030130, GO:0016192, . .
Glyma.01G179300 GM 01 K04646 GO:0006886, GO:0005198 Clathrin, heavy chain
. . . coatomer gamma-2 subunit, puta-
Glyma.11G118600 GM 11 K17267 G0.003012.6, GO'0016192' 60:0006886, tive/gamma-2 coat protein, puta-
G0:0005198, GO:0030117 - ’
tive/gamma-2 COP, putative
Glyma.12G018500 GM 12 K14290 G0:0008536, GO:0006886 exportin 1A
Glyma.11G215500 GM 11 K01915 G0:0006807, GO:0006542, GO:0004356 glutamine synthase clone R1
Glyma.01G019400 GM 01 K14484 G0:0006355, GO:0005634 indole-3-acetic acid inducible 9
Glyma.11G180900 GM 11 K13035 G0:0016810, GO:0006807 nitrilase 4
Glyma.01G078200 GM 01 K14488 G0:0009733 SAUR-like a“Xf';’;ﬁ;pO”S“’e protein
Glyma.01G137500 GM 01 K14488 G0:0009733 SAUR-like a“Xf';‘r'nrﬁ;po”S“’e protein
Glyma.01G167000 GM 01 K14488 G0:0009733 SAUR:-like a“";:;ﬁ;m”s"’e protein
4. g

HH AT RBARIL) MR BAi S, RKAMERME, AT 242 AESHERE, 45205
fsgmd, ik, dEEEEHT QTL /EE. BRI A SHEE HAES /3 HT[26]. ASCHTR A 1 =S8 AR A 24T
FEAA R IR E 20 [ 5 A BE A (Associated Recombinant Inbred Line, A-RIL), iz F %30 36 & 4% 60 B4 H
ERBER S A4 L13 A p =B B4 H 2 KRB A R ATE R, fEM@Ed i FmAEAE
RRWGALFESEARR L13, R R TR A — g s BR w1, 0 T 500 2 A0 1 A8 7 2 1y 3
IR Z 25 40[27], RIS T B3 4 5 B R R . QTL 5B i 2 MR S A RS B 4R i A 24k . Ak
IE AT DS 4 T P R BAS E HARE BRI 30 QTL,  HAEFx P i B LA A 15 85 40 o K 37 o i
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7 HEARIE SHEOR S, AT EMEE TR B IR R

K75 EERW R B I BRI R TSR P ESER 2RI . fEmEY TR =&, Segnt
T AR TR S50 1) A 265 T LA 38 3 18 2 M it P R S, SR T T ARt =t T LA K E P . T
72 R A1 T 500 T DA ey o R PR SR TR RE R R R AR VR B o 7E BRI T it U T LA
PRk E 3G, WO AEIAFI SR AR i 2O AT AR 2R, A AR e A T DA T E
M3 PRIRAR T B . ANAE 25 oA 3 2 45 S S0 00 it 50N ] DA e MR A S 1 I T R, AR &2
SE I Tt I PT DA PRARAR 2 A T8 . B it I mT AR i B S B s e, DS T E AR . MR
ficf B R 5 A i R N, AR B BB 28]

AHIE TN FH AN B 4L 28 R B RIL3613 A1 RIL6013 ) 290 444K, 3 5 £E B HE AR AT IE 3 e FH 4%
PR, BB AN FH U (N ) At 200 (NL) AR, R P it FH ZUIE T (NG PO s SRR 988 BRpRoRi 2
BRLE ., Bk ESMRE T EAEN), FENECEMAKR, WHEAEET, ArimE K,
Rk RS R, SRR, ek R

A SR () R B ST AR, PN EELZH B A8 R AR RIL3613 A RIL6013 ffibkm . E 2214,
FARRIEH. SRR BRI, BRRRRIE LS 6 MERTE S HSIAEE T, A x HC AR RN A B B3
K, FEH A EERARER T 53 A FIAZ SR B mT DAAS tH, 31X 8 AMHRIRGE T~ ZUIE A A4 Fy o %7 76 5 PR 2 2
[MAFTE 5 22 5, RN & B P IR 5 I R 28 A% BE A2 AN TR Y

KTEARGEEFA TS, FESER IR &R, YRR CedT TR, E5K
i, Agrama 25 [29] K ILTEAR UM = BUKF T BEA SL[F 1 QTL, A %5 3KIA M QTL; Bertin Al Gallais [30]
WA R, 7R EUKCE R 2 f QTL AR EUK T PRI QTL AR KRIZE; R HE[31]
FEARANEALEE NI R 3 N 5E R & =M N QTL, Hm BB N2 b.

AP FUAE A (N ANt U (NS 264 T EAT 8 MR QTL s fir, 7E IR (i &R 1
TEALE] 45 A QTL, fEAMME %M FEM R 52 A QTL, TEM/MNMEE T EN &A1) QTL A 8 1>, ¥
gPH-D1b-el. gPH-B1-1. qSN-N-el. gPH-F-1. gPC-J-1. gPH-Dla-el. gPH-Dla-1. qPH-F-e2. Zi&Ak
WM LLERE el R T AR, EARZIE TRt QTL $& 2 T2 EiEA QTL M¥E, Hithik
HIE G Z MK K G SR LR, S AR KRR & A 25 5, TEA A %
BN QTL B & F TR ZUM I i F i R

Bateson [32]7E 1909 442 i b A7 1% (Epsitasis) &, FF44 EALN 7 NP AT, Fisher [33]9\ 5 EAx
LR (5 oA 7 =2 DAY IR | S0 RS A A A 1B S ey Va1 G 3 AN 3 AV S X VA S A A (BB = S
PR, HERAVE S SRR R ], B2 2 A BRI SR A AR R M, R A P R T
FRRE S 2R VAR 1) A2 e vh A 2 B XA H [34].

AR,  EAIVETE Z R EYIH R 2 [35], XK G AE MR O¢ QTL A 2R A R BE A 20
(PRI FOBHHR N o B Charleston x <4k 594 Z2 38 4 A A5 147 A Fpaa~FousRIL FEFR, P 525 [36] & 11
T 16 N5 KRG EREMRM G QTL, HHAH 54 QTL 5 AEHAE, HAETTHAR N 0.11~0.52%,
SENLT 8 X AL HARAL A, TTERFE A 1.15~2.59%; Teng Z:[37]LL Dongnong46 FI L-100 4384 & 14
5 129 ME AR RILs BEACONHT T EL, A0 2] 7 A5 4r& &M QTL, 5 %f LAtk QTL. A7
PEH A2 R AAEE AL QTL A2 QTL HAEERL QTL [A], {IESE 1 5% T RERFRLAE SR ) b A P TLAE
R AR H LI RE A Cao S5 [38]LAHHA — AN FL[F)SE A (MB206) I > RIL #EAAMT F1 ZM), A&l
F) 11 NSRRI QTL, M/ R R I B35 pmvE Ry, i JF 6 Mtk QTL 5 H
VB, AT 6 Xtk x ik EAitE QTL. L& bl EWFR AT IS, KEERHIR 2 B AL S RL
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JSEFN 2 AL R 2 T _E AN P RONE PR 4% 1 o

AW ICIM =N LOD =5 fil PVE > 2.0%#EN, B3] 7 17 Xk B4 QTL. 3 % =257

B EAE QTL. 3 X kI LA QTL. 10 X Fr ki E LA QTL A1 3 X Foki s A7t QTL, WfE
BRI TTERZ VLR N 2.15~18.32%.
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