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B MBS/ ERKMT R R AR QTL, LTk & 22 5 3 KA /N fl i 9817 Bk 2 1597
ZeASH ALY 169 Bk Fy BN Fouo KR N WESE M AL FIH SRAP #Ric Al SSR AR i #4738t 15 1 1% 1) # 4 L 38 3 ¢
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QTL K] 7 4,504+ 5A6A7TA 2B.3B. 4B Y fk I, A fifp B R A AR 1) 4. 36 %0 ~14.80% , 7 3B Je
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INERMAR=ZRERZ - H7 B EELR
BB LA R R, SR A /N 22 7 R Y
LR mANET - 2R LAER B R,
TR RN N S R EEARHEZ —.
Xf 7N B 7 B A A G R A S e T RF R B R
NI 25 ) B 4 5% e o TR B A RN R K
(kernel length, KL) YE Sk ¥ k7 K /N B4 B 2 4R &,
55 TR0 A AR T A G R 3 A F 5
R S TRE B AR G R QTL ml o Jim 22 /Y 7 4 F
SERRALILRL . A OGN 7 A DGR B QTL A
N A B ZHE5E K B 5 42 1 /N 22 T kLB & 1Y
QTL JL-Fili /i F 21 &Y @4k -7, Campbell
SEU g PR K 19 QTL & £ %] 1B, 2B, 2D, 3B,
7D Ye i ik I, Tyagi 55 R © b E &R Rye
Selection 1117 Ir# & (1Y 92 M EH AKX R WM
BE R SSR (I [H] 8] 5 &2 7 41 2 28 M) ric
AFLP fric J 4G 2] 45 A~ 5K kL 58 25 B
Ky QTL, X QTL 434 fE Kk 2D A1 3D Ay 19
FU ik L, T BRI AR 6. 97% ~

IRFEBHA . 2016-04-14 EEIBH:2016-06-02
EEWMB: HEAAR L4 (31471482)

XERS 1004-1389(2017)08-1165-08

29.87% ., Li %I 594 4> SNP #RicFl 404 4
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HE B A Z AR BB /N 22 i P o 9817 Al
‘PR 1597 MR F, BEAA Fo K AR T
SRAP Hric Ml SSR bric #H 45 & 1 7 vk 147 38 1%
P A L A 2 A BRBE A 1R T XS/ A TORE o
R R AR ARPEAT QTL & Ar BN o0 Hr o B AE
FRAETE A [F] 2R 58 26 1F B A E Rk iy QTL i a3
T RR L BN s L M R RIS E R

1 MEE T ®

1.1 #EYHREME

FHAE A28 58 (AR Z IR R 2 A/ 3
T pidge 9817 Bk 159 AT a8 M & F
169 ANERME F, BEARFN Fos KR 20 0 FAE R
HER TN 2R AL 22 6

2012 4F 4 DL TPa4e 9817 R bkA, ) Bk
1597 HACA T 2428, 6 AUk Az f+.10 A
W 2 28 1 AR T PG JE AR K 2 /N F
M, 2013 4F 6 A Wak Fo F. [W4E 10 A 4%
F, B Al T4 e /D 22 5 1, (] s Rh Al 2 A5
AT H AT B, 2014 4F 4 H 2 B bk AR IT
169 4~ F, B gk, A4 6 H 4 B fk e 35 JF I ki .
2014 4F 10 A ¥ Weak iy 169 > F, Bk iy F 1 —
G304y B RO T BR VS A% 2 i 08 uh (R BE E1)
(34°17'N,108°4"E, 3 4% 525 m) . FIBE PG = 5 it
5 vk (B3R5 E2) (34°36'N,108°52'EL 34k 429 m)
TR 2 AR S Fos R BEA SRTTBEAL X 21
G3 AT R T 3 RE A AT XL AT 2 mL AT EE O,
24 m; [F] B AR SR AS VA 9817 R BR A 1597, 7Y
A 9797 VEXT R, HH [) 5 HLAS B
1.2 SRAP5|#15 SSR 5|4

SRAP 5 #{5 B R IEF Li 5 L R v b4k
MR R 2 g 2 B W ik RS2 B =, P e ] 51
34 45, 5l 18 L HLEe A B 612 Xt 514, 5l
Yy SR () R 5 A R A AR

SSR 5| ¥ fu$E Xbarc &%, Xwme £ %1, Xg-
dm %%, Xcfa £%1), Xefd R ¥ &3 1 550 %,
HH P AL AR AR L R 22 R 22 BE EAT bR IR AR
1.3 DNA RER & FHrid & il

2 AEA F ACHERR LA I Fy 20 B B P HE R
B HRR Sy SR BN v R CTAB 3 k47
INAZ FEPI AL DNA [ 46 B, $12 ) 38 3 Bt g o 5E
iz FL ik K T i AL AR 43 0606 BE 43 DNA 46
& R i DNA HREE

SRAP 5|# PCR )itk £ K 10 pL:ddH, O

2.4 pL.2XEs Tag MasterMix(Fe A 42)5 ul.
SRAP 5| ¥4 0. 3 pL (10 pmol « L"), £ i
DNA 2 pL(20 ng « pL '), SRAP 5| # 4 1472
FF .95 CHiAEIE 60 5,94 CA8HE 60 5,35 CiB
k60 5,72 CHEAH 60 s,5 PMEF ;94 CAEHE: 60 s,
50 CiBk 60 s,72 CHEAH 60 s,35 ;72 C
FEA 7 minsd CLRAF

SSR 5| ¥ PCR Jz Wi f& % & 15 pl, ddH, O
5.5 pull,2 X Es Taq MasterMix (- HH:242)7. 5
pL.SSR 5 #) 45 0.5 pL (10 pmol « L™, i
DNA 1 pL(20ng » pL '), SSR 5| ¥ ¥
F7:95 CHIASPE 4 min, 94 CAFM: 45 5,60 CiB 2k
60 sCHEEAMEIRFEAR 0.5 C),72 CHEf 55 5,10
AMEH ;94 CAEPE 40 5,55 CiB 2k 40 5,72 CHE
60 5,35 PMPFIR ;72 CHEMH 10 min;4 CHEAE,

PYE Y 80 g/ L 1 R T M I e 35 g F. Uk
O3S R D T B G Al .
1.4 HRAE

2015 48 6 H 43 plcak 2 A BB A 169 4
Fo A& BiAR R B HLEEL 6 A4 B0k 43 AU 3Rk L it
B S ATPEAR A B R SR F I AR R R ERORE
FE B BRI E N E 30 UK B A ; Tk i &
W 5E R 200 R FhFFREE . A 3 KA IE
IR TR & . R MR IR 2 45 SR LA R R
SR L SR SPSS 19. 0 A4 #4755 33 #r
1.5 EHIEERER QTL EfL

1ot A% 3% B 1 5 4 8 R 4K Teimapping4. 1
(www. isbreeding. net), 7 i s¢ & B &
K % SHUER AP th ik & . LOD=2. 5, 1
Kosambi pfi $I0R ¢ £ X [H] VB EE AR

2 HEXRERMN

FEARFLREFEERRET

AT Fo s AR MR LA BT W% 1,
SEAS VAR 9817 FE A7 15 PR AR = R R B AR K
A3k 7. 32 mm F1 7. 45 mm, i B A B 1597
TEIX 2 AN FREE SR RL A 43 512 6. 25 mm F 6. 22
mm; FEA PG 9817 FE 2 PR A A T L5 i 43 i)
k50,95 g F1 50. 05 g, EA B 1597 1F 2 A 3F
B TORLI & 43 51 42,3 g R 42,51 g,

RGE R TR R AR PR 9817 )
T OBEA 1597 XPEARIGEAT R O 24
BT 2 B R R TR BT 7E 2 I SRR R 3k )
WMBEES, F.o REPRKMRE 2 FFE S

2.1
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AR R B BN 2. 45 % F0 2. 48 %6 ;s Tk T 1k
RIE 2 BB R A2 S R BN 8. 1906 Fi
6.65% . BRI RSB UL B BGE K Fous

KARATAE L 18 A% 22 53 A5 & B MR g 4% 73
B i) 25K

Rl 2K BEERTHREAR L BERBERESN

Table 1 Phenotypic analysis of F,,; population and parents in two environment sites
AR Parents F2.3% % Fi,3 Population
[EN WhE N N
Traits Environment PE 4 981 e 159 %ﬁ"ﬂ%ﬁ S JG [/ em i 2= /}{\7}"%;&/%
A . erence arlation
Xinong 981 Shaanmai 159 Mean Range S o
between parents coefficient
Fi K /mm El 7.32 6.25 .07 6.77 6.37~17.27 0.17 2.45
Kernel length E2 7.45 6.22 237 % 6.53 6.21~6.93 0.16 2.48
TR i /g El 50. 95 42.3 .65 44, 65 37.19~58.18 3.66 8. 19
1 000-grain E2 50. 05 42.51 547 45.99  42.16~51.78  3.06 6. 65

mass

TEeox xR EESR,

Note: * * level of highly significant difference.
2.2 SFRRigESEE

FIH SRAP 514 F1 SSR 5| ¥ 7E < ¥ 4¢ 981”7
FBEAZ 15972 A 26 A Z [a] A7 50 15 52 0 1k B WL
AL IGIE . I A e 3K 15 81 XA Z &R SRAP
I 150 XA Z &M SSR 51 W), % iX e %
AEAH Z &S YA F, #0317 K,
SRAP 5914 66 X B L &M, SSR 5[ ¥ A 63
N EA L. Hd, SSR 514 Fl SRAP 5| ¥ 78

F, BERA I o Ak h 3 Z 28 i 1 A 2
Ji7Rs o BATE Fy BERAAAE 115 A 285 HFRIC (55
A~ SRAP FRict . 60 4~ SSR #71) » 3% 46 bF id #% 1F
o B OB E PR . KgAK
3203.67 cM,bRid FEEAM T A JOK4HF B
Jea fkdl, Horp 2B ek bricfiim i 2 LA 21
AMhric. D B4 1D B @K b, @ A F 3 A4
FRid.

12345678 9101112131415161718192021222324252627282930313233 3435363738 3940414243 4445464748 4849 50 5152 53 34 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 6263 65 65 6667686970717273 7475767778 7980818283 8485868788  P1P2

P1. P54¢ 981 Xinong 981;P2. B 159 Shaanmai 159;1~88. ¥4 F, #4& Part of F; population; FE[d] The same below
1 SSR 5|4 Xgwm66 7£ F, B KBV ER ANk 2 1 B i 38 & 514 ) B i
Fig. 1 Polymorphism results of SSR primer pair Xgwmo66 in partial F, population

123456789 101112131415161718192021222324252627282930313233343536  PIP2

Bl 2 SRAP 5|#%f MellEml 7 F, BHEHAS NMEZ BT 18 & &8 0 EiE
Fig.2 Polymorphism results of SRAP primer pair MellEml in partial F, population

2.3 MERNKMTFHRRESEREN QTL EA R
Rz 43 %

PR =5 2 A RBE AR RI #) 31 ANk
KA TR A O QTLE 3 Kk 2) s Hdki K
FHOE QTL KM 2] 7 4, 04 F 5A6A7TA 2B,
3B.AB Yt fk b TR BT A O QTL K I 2] 24
AT 2A3A5A6A7TA 2B, 3B, 4B 5B,
TB Y fafk I

K QTL v, b v B 5% 00 Hok i &) 1 4>

BT e

QTL. {7 F 3B 4t {4 {& Xgwm376 —Em1Mel0-3,
Al B RAR () 8. 18 % . = JRIREE S A 5] 6
MR AR QTL. 230 5704 T 2B.3B.4B.5A6A
FTA Gefafhk by b A =R R 3B B A K
Xgwm376 — Em1Mel0-3 [F A& 2] 1 4> % K
QTL., ] fif B e A AR S 1) 5. 47 06 , & B 2 il biL
K QTL e 2 DA A KM T RE Rik;
e 5A et fk Xgwml26 —Xgwm?291 &3] 1 4>
KK QTL, W] fif B R AU AR 5195, 8106 s FE6 AL
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2A 3A
0 Xgwm636 0 Xgwm2-2
3008 — | | _— wMcsos /:\
8113 ~_|| Em2Me6-2 1438 Xgnm21 ¢
12403 ] Eml3Mell
166.65 \_/ WMC198 2100 Em6Mel2
220.43 \ / WAMCIS12 /—\
23188 ] WMCI81 v 8793 Xgwm247
23572 Eml6Mel5
23572 = Em7Me222 15053 Xgnm391
5A 6A
0 Xgwvml26 N 0 Xgwm617-3
3142 Xgwm291 ;;22 \ / Em?::ei:—f A
7935 Xevml$62 e | o eerna
T 0/ mibMe.l:-.
0838 | | T EmiMes . 18— | | — EwnMell
13324 —/__\— EmSMe21 195.33 ] Xgwm200
N I N . 22329 \ / Em6Me32-1
20947 ?—s Em7Me20 . it ] Fgmmizl
22320 — Xgwm427
4502 MCTOS
450 || WMCT0! o = Xewm7322
55 —— [ [ TT—— WMaT 25802 " | | S Emibits
37328 Xewm617-2 31492 WMC201
TA 2B
0 wWMC2T3 A Em§Me32. N
T e
EmSMel81
138 Xgmu2821 i i Mt A
. e — e Euld 15 Y
| | ' _/__\ Ens\iel
1 § _—..:::: \
6075 Xgmm2822 16548 ——="F " Emi\
1 l / \
153 _/ \ BV
11091 /—\ Em7)Mel-2
9654 Xgwm176 24568 - m1§Mel6 S
35t o rs. *
=313 e
369.72 Em2)\e6-1
26973 Em11Mei2 .
17028 Xgwmd7l . 36004 gwm301
4B
Xgwmll4-2 0 Xgwm66-2 +
Xgwmll4 ¢
EmSMeld 69.18 EmSMe24
Xgwm299 + \
Emﬁ}'i?-l 76.06 Em4Me30
maiely
i;z;ﬁ: 1021 \ / Eml6Mel22
Em1Mel0-3 o, R -
SEYRL 106.7 Em16Mel2-1 A
EmIIMel4 . o
EmdMe62 11492 — Xgwm335
Em{Me6 1 _
Xgwmld4 Y 114.92 Xgwm66-1 'Y
EmIMe28-2
Xgnm156.1 14039 Em{Mel3
5B 7B
0 WMC634
0 Em7Me6-1 P
9.38 WMC634-2
64.52 Em16Me6
83.14 Xgwm297 ‘
130.15 Xgwm344
71.89 Em16Me29
175.95 Xgwm577
124.31 Xgwm371
& L * 243.71 Xgwm274

@. ki  Kernel length measured in Yangling; A. = ¥ Kernel length measured in Sanyuan; 4. ¥ % T KL i &

1 000-grain mass measured in Yangling V. = J5i T ki it

3]

=)

LEEg

3 hENKMTFHREEX QIL i A %E i
Fig.3 Location of QTLs related kernel length and 1 000-grain mass in wheat

1 000-grain mass measured in Sanyuan
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Table 2 QTLs determined by inclusive composite interval mapping

— — — —
R I L O R Lop AREI S
marker marker effect rate
Bk ¥ Yangling 3B 235 Xgwm376 Em1Mel0-3 3.48 0.05 8.18
Kernel length =5 5A 16 Xgwml26 Xgwm291 2.57 0.05 5.81
Sanyuan 6A 75 Em8Mel8-2 Em5Me28-2 2.68 0.06 4.36
7A 0 WMC273 Xgwm282-1 3.26 0. 00 1.69
2B 11 Em8Me32 Em9Mm12 2.83  —0.07 14. 80
3B 239 Xgwm376 Em1Mel0-3 3.80 0.06 5.47
4B 107 Em16Mel2-1 Xgwm535 3.29 0.06 1.72
BRI (7223 3A 13 Xgwm2-2 Xgwm2-1 6.62 11. 35 0.62
1 000-grain mass Yangling 5A 98 Xgwm156-2 Em5Me5 8.41 11. 27 0. 62
5A 172 Em4Me31 Em7Me20 8.55  11.20 0. 60
5A 207 Em4Me31 Em7Me20 9.09  11.36 0.65
6A 313 Em6Me33 WMC201 8.46  11.11 0.61
7A 169 Xgwm276 Xgwmd71 8.47  11.28 0.61
2B 87 Eml4Mel5 Em5Mel4 5.40  11.26 0.61
2B 227 Em16Me26 Em18Me21 8.73  11.22 0. 60
2B 250 Em18Me21 EmlMel6 8.64  11.20 0. 60
2B 271 Em11Mel2 Xgwm501 5.80 0.35 0. 60
3B 39 Xgwm114 Em5Mel9 2.99 4.54 0.76
3B 107 Em5Mel9 Xgwm299 2.70 0.43 0.25
3B 275 Xgwm144 Em2Me28-2 6.90  11.28 0.61
1B 1 Xgwm66-2 Em5Me24 8.16  11.07 0.61
1B 116 Xgwm66-1 Em4Mel3 8.07  11.17 0. 60
5B 3 Em7Me6-1 Em16Me6 6.32 5.83 0.59
5B 118 Em16Me29 Xgwm371 1.10 4.53 0.66
7B 79 WMC634-2 Xgwm297 6.08  11.28 0.61
7B 86 Xgwm297 Xgwm344 5.56 11. 29 0.61
7B 178 Xgwm577 Xgwm274 6.45  11.37 0.62
7B 229 Xgwmb77 Xgwm274 4.83 10. 98 0. 64
=5 2A 232 WMC181 Em16Mel5 2.80 —1.11 4.99
Sanyuan 2B 78 EmlMel0-2 Eml4Mel5 3.14  —5.46 8.23
1B 71 Em5Me24 Em4Me30 3.33 1.29 6.48
iR BRI E 1 AR QTL, £ T Em8Mel8-2 M AEFE B, TR T & QTL A9 34 2% 55 A0 3 PR Ok U5

—Em5Me28-2, AJ fiff B F A AR (1 4. 3620, TE
TA e R BRI B 1 A kLK QTL, i T
WMC273 — Xgwm282-1, 0] fit B¢ £ M 75 F 1y
4.69% . fF 2B Yo ik BAGI R 1 AR K QTL,
£ F Em8Me32 — Em9Mel 2, 0] fift & 3¢ 1 A8 53 [y
14.8%, AIRE R —F% QTL,

TR QTL o, 75 4% 2 20 45 0 2L A ) 39
214~ QTL, Hr 3A ik | 1A 5A Jefafk
B3 AN 6A Qe 1A TA ek 14528
Jetafk b4 A, 3B Jeta ik [ 3 A4~ 4B Jeafk | 2
ASSB Rt fk 2 A4S 7B e dk o4 A, sk

FEAR PG 9817, = JFRINEE SR 3 4Tk

Fiit QTL, 73560 T 2A. 2B 4B Qe ik .
3 7tk

3.1 SRAP #RiZEEB RGN E T SSR #RiC Y/
ZREAEIERS FIREHNEE

SSR Hric & 2 T e S i 4 2 D 2 b 2 I )
JL Y b R e A A0 A ) Rl I ) 22 2 T
LG TR AL TR I8 22 R4 | A i B
(14 A8 8 B B i MR QTL 52 A . B A 3 BN A2 17 I
O T RR A0 B T ORR 2 2 O i 2 A8 BT
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Y. SRAP bRic H AR & B e S @Y h
HET Y ZE IR %R SRAP 4730 L SSR ARid
F1AFLP fic % H i 89 3 5% 2F 17 38t 4% 135 9 44
L, RKP SRAP Z81E4 Hh R, AWF 58 # 2
NG 5 At TR B 22 A PR Ok 4N R R W)
SRAP Fric ) 2 & Mk % & F SSR fricd.
SRAP 5141832 ¥y Fh B, S 5] 51 9 0] L BE 2 4
B RORBE & 519 0t 0% E 17 B AR 51 90 6 1k
M RLAS . A . SRAP #7590 7 1 1 18t 4% 18 3 4 2
A RKR MR A, 76/ 22 1845 1 3 R
g, SRAP bR i g 5 9% #b SSR AR il (R 2 fiff
BT SSR FRic i it 1 2 40 R A e B e 65
— .

A BT A S BT SSR A 2467 T A 4L
RN B Y o (R4, N BT A5 38t 15 g, )
Thric 2+ A Jeikgifn B Jefafhkdl. D e fa
PRAT D BT gk 1 S %ok A A 11 A E R
INZE SRR HEAT AT Z AR AT A R R I A Qe s
PRZE AN B et fR 4 5t A% Z AR PR L T D BRI 4
B2 X RE T E D YR A bRt 5 1 R
Z—.

3.2 IERNKMTFHRE QTL EMLERLER

H T /N 22 5 PR A e K L A2 2% . TR O R RS T
(B4 R RS TR 1) T % /N 22 04T QTL & f 45 %)
MERETEAZER I TRARHMER. X5
AN TR RE AL 48 5 1 36 RO TR) A5 5% 5 ) B A 52 31 B
2 5 M [ AR 10 J7 ¥ W L Rl 2 e . A BiF 58 R 3
AR E AR 2R R /N2 R P R 9817
I Beds 1597 M/ ¥, BERRN F, . KR NBFFEM
B FE =R AR B 2 A IS S XN 22 TR
TRURA MR AT QTL 5 f5r B %0 1% 43 W7 » 4%
LRI E) 31 A/ 2R K AT TR BT i QTL A 4
Horp L 7 AVRK QTL; 24 A TR R QTL, Hi
AN W5 B ok K QTL A 3 i F /N4 21
Fgefafk 10N KBS RK QTL &1
# 5A.7A1B.2B.3B.1D.6D.7D e (@ |-, H
5A.1B.2B. 3B Jefa ik AR K QTL Al 7 2 3R
AR RIR s AW R FETE SALTA 2B, 3B
Yefa i E RGN Bk K QTL, {H 2 RAE 3B % @ik
ERIE] 1 ASRETE 2 FREEA R T R R IR kK
QTL; AW AE 3B AR TR ki K QTL 54
S TE 3B Y R I A BRI QTL i i fir
BEAE L SBIE AR L BAS F] L AE S R H  QTL A)
T BEAE— 2 BOMAR IC % A e . MAh AR

FEAE 2B i fk Rk QTL ] fif B3R AL S 7
() 14. 8% . Al g — 44 QTL; Ramya 21 F|
SSR FRICTE/NAE 2B Y A AH I 07 & WA AR BT —
AR B QTL s {H 2 i T A 58 78 1% o B e
IEARIE R SRAP #rad, BT Lh, TGk — 4 & A
Hll— QTL i 55, i 75 i — 20 B 55 40 #r A" e
. AWFFEBRTE SATA 2B, 3B 4e i f& A5l 2
Pl QTL S, iR 7E 6A 4B Yu o A - e i 1) 42 il
R H) QTL, Hrp 7 T 6A Je o ik iy QTL Hif
AN ARAG I, vl ge 8 — Bk K QTL,

CARE R /NE TR QTL 4341 T/NA 21
FY R 10 Ramya %R /N TR
QTL ZE i T 1A.2B.4B.5B.6B,1D, 2D 4 {4 {&
LS HAAF 2B etk B R TR QTL Rt
TE 4 DIBE A T R Rk R EY M T %
WA e 2B Yot pR b 4G I ) TR A G
QTL AMFAE 2B Je A4k AR K F 2 BT
FaE RN TR QTL (HJZ7E 2B 4L o {k 4t
2] 5 A TR BT QTL, X 5 A Tk i &
QTL Y5 Ramya 5" DL K Ji #7480 AT 42
L T ARG I A5 B ) TR B A QTL T Ab A ¥ R
AHIA] X 5 A TR QTL Z2405 SRAP Frid
G T SRAP Fric 5 HAbdric i SSR Fric #Y
P3G DX R] AN [\ BRI AR 0 AT RE SRy B B TR BT
QTL fHZHTTEO R AL B Tk QTL, £
T EE A R AR 3B Y i AR I B 3 A Tk B
QTL; A5 AE 3B YAk LAl 2 3 4~ T h
itk QTL, X 2B & 3B YL ik I ] fig 7 7E 3%
il T 5T 5 AH OC B BRI L {H 2 3B Y A R b A D
RN TR QTL STsk Wik, tsh, &
IR TE SA F 78 ek [ o ki #) 3 4~ F0 4
AT QTL, X 5 Fir ATEAH Ry Gt 44 175 5
B TR & QTL B A7 & A I A [\ 2 A5 8 B 1Y
TR B QTL 7 s M &5 i — Lo b . AWF5E R
ERR MR BRI R 1 AEEFE 2 B AM T ROE
AW QTL; 2 A BRBE 4% 1 K A i 45 31 i A7 K
QTL K TR QTL 453 22 585 K. X 7] fg &
Z 2 WIREE AR T G =T B S R
18 /N g MR ) 37 M PR IR B AR P2 A5
W o ] — it A E AN [) b DX 5[] — DX AN [m] Fofo A
RS REAFTE B 1B 22 5%

ABFFEIR ) 2 AR VIR 9817 FiC Bk
& 1597 23 AF ok W WA 2R R 1 /N 22
Tl A ST 45 SR R T3 2 A4S 26 A HE AT 5 o B Y
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The QTL Mapping and Effect Analysis of Wheat Kernel Length
and 1 000-grain Mass Based on SRAP and SSR Markers

GUO Lijian', WANG Zhulin*, WANG Shijuan', LIU Xiangli’ and ZHAO Huixian'

(1. College of Life Sciences,Northwest A&F University, Yangling Shaanxi 712100, China;
2. College of Agronomy, Northwest A&F University, Yangling Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract In order to explore QTLs related to kernel length and 1 000-grain mass, wheat variety ‘Xi-
nong 981’ and ‘Shaanmai 159’ were used to develop 169 F, population and F,,; lines. The F, popula-
tion was exploited to construct genetic map and the F, ; lines grown in two different environments of
Yangling and Sanyuan for testing the phenotypic data. The results showed that highly significant
difference of environment variance was detected for kernel length and 1 000-grain mass. Thirty-one re-
lated QTLs were detected in two environments. Of all, seven QTLs account for 4. 36% — 14. 80%
phenotypic variance of wheat kernel length, scattered in 5A, 6A, 7A, 2B, 3B, and 4B chromosomes,
and on 3B chromosome., one kernel length-related QTL was detected in both locations; 24 QTLs for 1
000-grain mass, distributed on 2A, 3A, 5A, 6A, 7A, 1B, 2B, 3B, 4B,5B, and 7B chromosome and
can explain 0. 25% —8. 23% phenotypic variance. Five QTLs related to 1 000-grain mass were detec-
ted on 2B chromosome, suggesting that 2B chromosome might closely related to kernel mass.

Key words Wheat; Kernel length; Grain mass; SRAP; QTL
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