IN







BRig 45 . KREREZF AR R QTL ZE M

cM 2 3 4
0 S2Al-5
-1, 343 —1-RML110 ——S2A1-2 —+-rM119
20 T\ xN-s —1—RM233 ~f—RMm22 | _,g:;;a
e D3 RM175 I Bt
40 —j~RMI , :5&(}509 1 3410 —-RM241
] Rmzs —4—5241-3
—-RGs32 o1 N ey
I Xin-7 —_/A54
RM259 YV s2a37 -raGiel
ko
—h\R1843 —1—AS13-2
i B R
1 .
AS13.1 PV
=17 16
120 —4—RM24 _/Clrr-3 . = Rz403 8
I—JRGZS . i AYY/
n S52A1-11 —1/1433Protein b _RRZ‘,O —1—RM25
140 -/ =4/ Chitinase II RZ22
)O=F-rvo = 1433Protein a
\RMS —H\rzo61 —4-52A1-9
160~ R pk3a-4 7 ,
—4+—RZ460 Xlrr-5 RM2 :H—S Al-1
| ﬁ leo RZ401 RM214 — RG978
15— N\pmo12 RZ717 Pk12-2 '\RM339
~h'pi3s-t PV $243-6 Glod
| RM263 by
200 RM315 RM240 RZATI
—4—RrM208 RM182 —T-RMm210
_i —XN-3 T RM207 RM10
220 RZ626
e RG650 3
Qruitpps () Wi AH PSRy RZ264 =<§g_18°
s N RZ395
Basmaest [ wiissx PSR, Rerzon —}-rm264
Bl F#156/5#25FTAAXATAMEGEHE QTL 44

255
5 6 1n 12
RM253 ~}-Di1ob —4—RM20
——RM13 —+/c T rzsas B
—-RMI1I
G e
—4-xca hd I —4—Pk12-1 Pk34-11
T e SATo
—+—RM169 —4—R2123 Cln4 ;-/RG24-1A
_LAS134 Pk34-5 R6b —/RG81
52416 C53639 =T JRM202 F o
- _\PK34-9 RG456 Nlrr-2 1 o
Cirr-1 A7 210127 =X HII
RM39 1 Bl0 = “T\N7
- -\R674 = R4 —— Nirr-3
T RMIs —+RrG172 “JyR12 Xirr-1
e Proe R
—}-rzes2 ¥
_Lrm200 —{ ‘RM309
9 4 —13&124;‘2:? —1§R0543
—+ 4
RM257 =3 RZ828 _1 Pk3s2 XN
Q—=ricr \Rz40s —H-RM21
B0 RM242 “T\1433Protein b
RM201 ——RG123 =\ RG103
l [| RM206
—\s2a1-8
4 'RM254
3 -\SZAJ-.’»
10 =ti's2al1-12
RG241B R2447
0 T s2a14 R0
RM304 RM204
RM171 Xir-4
RM228

Fig. 1. Locations of main effect QTLs for pre-harvest sprouting detected in Zhong 156/Gumei 2 RIL. population.

LR B 3 MEEBEFERME ERN QTL, H A
gPSRpl-1 55 1 Yefafk S2A1-11 #1 RM9 Z[d] , &
LODMEN 3. 9, INPERA M 7. 41, REIFTERH N
5.6%;gPSRp9-1 7E%5 9 4 €8 {& PIC19 1 RM242
Z 6, H LOD fH K 2. 7, R (B 4 5. 93, KA
MEH36X. WM EREEERN QTL M3
MEFEREBAH2 S, AU MR, KA H
156w {25 37 5t IR U] BT A o I Rl Al 2F R, PRI A 2F
R, MM T KB BEEFENERE 1. &F
gPSRpl10-1 fE55 10 Y8 S2A1-4 F1 RM304 Z [d],

H LOD 1A} 3.6, InPERL N H 4 — 8. 85, R B TT#k
RN 8.0%,i% QTL M EE R A 156,
IR 2 SR FER MM ERN QTL, K
gqPSRg9-1 fiF45 9 ik - RM242 f1 RM201 Z
], LOD{E A 4. 4, MAER N AR 2. 31, KRBT
X7 1%, FHZ QTL MR EFXBEAHE2 5,
AT IR R 2F 35388 1 > QTL B ¢PSRglI-1
frF& 11 e fa{k S2A1-8 f1 RM254 2 &, LOD {&
K46, IR RIE R —2. 25, RBIFTEE A 6. 7%,
FBiZ QTL A3 FE AR R 5 156(3 2),

®2 hI156/AB2SEHAATHENBFIBYREHXIERY QIL
Table 2. QTLs with additive effects for PSI and relative index in the RIL population of Zhong 156/Gumei 2,
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Marker Genetic Additive HZ(A)
Trait QTL LOD score
interval distance!’ /cM effect(A) /%
B PSI qPSI2-1 Clrr-3 — RG25 0 4.4 0.16 7.6
qPSI9-1 RM242 — RM201 8 3.3 0.13 4.9
qPSII11-1 S2A1-8 — RM254 2 3.6 —0.16 7.0
FEFHZE PDS qPDSI-1 RM9 — RM5 0 3.0 0.74 4,8
qPDS3-1 RM16 — RZ403 0 3.5 0. 85 6.3
qPDS6-1 RE588 — RM136 10 2.7 —0. 80 5.6
fE# 2R PSRp qgPSRpl-1 S2A1-11 — RM9 2 3.9 7. 41 5.6
qPSRp9-1 PIC19 — RM242 0 2.7 5.93 3.6
qPSRpl10-1 S2A1-4 — RM304 4 3.6 —8.85 8.0
B R PSRg qPSRg9-1 RM242 — RM201 3 4.4 2.31 7.1
gPSRgl1-1 S2A1-8 — RM254 6 4.6 —2.25 6.7
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D Genetic distance between the most likely positive of the putative QTL and the left-hand side marker.














