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Meta- analysis of Fatty Acid QTLs in Soybean
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Abstract : The component and content of fatty acid are important standard to evaluate the quality of soybean ( Glycine max
L. ). Although more and more QTLs related with fatty acid were developed, but the accuracy and validity of these QTLs
didnt show very well in different populations by different method of data analysis, or in different environment. In this paper,
83 fatty acid QTLs were collected. They were all projected on the public genetic linkage map, Soymap2 ,by BioMercator2. 1.
And a consensus genetic map from individual map with QTLs, genes and other loci was built. A method of meta- analysis
was used to deduce the true QTLs locus with confidence interval of 95% . Nineteen true QTLs were acquired. All the QTLs
were mapped on 10 linkages group, mainly distributed on Al,B2,D1b,D2,E, G, and L linkages group as clusters. Most
QTLs were related with multiple trait of fatty acid in soybean. The results narrowed down the reported QTLs,which provided
the base for QTL fine mapping and gene cloning.
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Table 1 Reported information of fat acid QTLs in soybean
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Trait Marker LG Population type Data analysis Reference
FEAER Palmitic acid Satt537 D1b RIL CIM Panthee et al,2006%
FERIAR Palmitic acid Satt330- Sat_155 I BCIFI CIM MIM H K 4 20051
KRR Palmitic acid Satt175 M F2 ANOVA Li et al,20021"
AR Palmitic acid Sat_132 0 RIL CIM ANVOA Yarmilla et al 2006 ')
KR Palmitic acid Satt684 Al F4 SAS Andrea et al ;2008 12!
T g Stearic acid Sati249 J RIL CIM Panthee et al 20068
TGRS Stearic acid Sat_245- Satt373 L BCIFI CIM MIM H K 4% 20051
THEMR Stearic acid Sat_090 F RIL CIM & ANVOA Yarmilla et al 2006 "]
fifi ISR Stearic acid Sati474 B2 F2 BSA Spencer et al 200313
7 Oleic acid Satt263 E RIL CIM Panthee et al 2006
JM AR Oleic acid Sat_356- Satt615 D2 BCIF1 CIM & MIM Ak 25 200509
iz Oleic acid Satt163 G RIL CIM ANVOA Yarmilla et al 2006 '"]
iz Oleic acid Satt143 L F2.3 CIM Maria et al 20084
3R Linoleic acid Sati235 G RIL CIM Panthee et al ,2006'*
W 3H R Linoleic acid Satt166- Satt156 L BCIFI CIM & MIM FB K R 2% 2005 1)
3R Linoleic acid Satt349 K RIL CIM & ANVOA Yarmilla et al 2006 ")
IR Linoleic acid Sat_274 0 RIL M Masayuki et al, 2008 "%
WEJFRAS Linolenic acid Satt185 E RIL CIM Panthee et al,2006%!
W BRR Linolenic acid Satt579- Satt600 D1b BCIF1 CIM & MIM Ak 2 200509
WP JRRS Linolenic acid Satt349 K RIL CIM & ANVOA Yarmilla et al 2007

CIM, composite interval mapping;IM, Interval mapping; MIM , multiple interval mapping; ANOVA | Analysis of variance ; BSA , Bulk segregant analysis

Xtk st QTL [ 24 K BT 16 14 SR | i B {2
AN T 7 T N = R LTI ESE 2 N AN SR (o s
FESORY o FEASE BREE T, R R s R M X H

ARPEATHY QTL Jp A R — Vil (B 2 s 8 1
PIE PR QTL A A — Uik ) o 8 (i
RATREPE A 07 B S HL 5 IXCTR] ) R o ik 3 (i ek



776 K &

B2 >

RIS S (0 L)) J2& QTL 19 2 AN EESHL, I AT
6 BT (6 1Y) QTL R W 1) — A~ 28 JL P 33 1, 4
SRR S A QTL BARIE It 1 P % A 24 2 5]
WAEAPRICIE S H AR A AR IC AL B, U SRX L
QTL P AT LI BRIC BEA BLAE 1R LT 5 A
[l X 0 A A 14 2 BT 25 AN ) TR L A S R
HARIC BT 5 8t QTL B2 & 57 . Uik QTL
F A XD AT, T AR Darvas 45 0 fi 20 203

W 95% EAF X ] .
C.I. =530/(NxR*) (1)
C.1. =163/(N xR?) (2)

Hor €. 1. #8 QTL p%# {Z X [8] ( CI, Confidence

Interval ) , N fRFEAEEBFA M KN, R*AREZ QTL 1)
DUBREE, AT LA X TA) g 67 5 4 X ] 57 5. ANO-
VA SR B R, BLEAR (DS TRz
E AR, A (2) W T A AL RAEE,
TER SLis AR A BAE By QTL (Y CT X il it & fr
TEALE BALTE CTrput By E A, IR QTL i) — 1
i AN R v 2 g D)4
1.2 A&
1.2.1 XeRspiao48% QTL some gt  QTL M
S B B — A 1 R Y QTL 57 g i Sft 2]
T3P b, DT S A FH — ke 32 4 1l 33 I ke e
A ALHRCE B H . Soymap2 J&# £ H KlE
PRI TE U 5 R A A, R B 5 QTL J5ids
SE 07 PR3 T e A R R SE R AR . BT B
Soymap2 “HZ:% K1 ( reference map) A F| T 4K
[F] A5 1 QTL,

e S ) 315 2 SO T AR IO AL s B, A
355 PR (homothetic function ) ™™ 5 AT L& [R] Vi
AR NI VB S vyl 21 SO A i R = Wl Sl S NI
iR 53 AH DG QTL 157 B FE AR DX 8] A% PR v b 1
Fie L BbR i BZ A I8 BT 6 (9 38t % i Bl | B L
KR QTL Wi 1 . A FHEK A+ BioMercator2. 1
B Projection Ty BB F 5K A [] 1250 114 i S5 11 3%
P3| W o 3 R G e Z2 R ic B Bt RT3 F o A —
SRR IR AL 70 A OC QTL 1y —Zhe[RI3E ™, fn R
JEAN [ I 107 R 20 3 5S[R35 9 QTL 1Y 95%
(10 A DX ) A A e ] DR, I8 4 B AT 0 il — A
AR R QTL g Al REIL = — AN i, WEREAR
A A 7 R 4 3 sl A [R] PR 52 1% QTL 9 A DX (] A7
FE ] X ek LA b 22 B Ak 20eM, JIB-4 Al Tk 2 9k 43
SRS ) 8, AS ) 9 T BE AR R R [l (o 00, 5 A

QTL AL E AR ICAS REE I, I 2545132 QTL,

1.2.2 Xafehiaa sk QTL Lot QTL T
SIHTRLITHE Goffinet 4¢'' 7 2000 4FFF % (1, JE4%
ML g b 37 a5 v G 00 3 B[] sl A 5C
PEREY N A~ QTLs , s (i 7E[A]— X 48, 55 1-,2-,3- ,4-
5 N- QTL FEH— 5, Horp g — T ALER 2 4% B
KA RO, A5G oA, 4 e Qe gk |
R FTREHESN AL &, TR AR 5 AL b (i H A
/NGB AIC 1 ( Akaike- type criteria values ) 25 HY 5% {1
QTL FEARIRN™ FL AL QTL” , FEA rh—F: QTL [y £
BT A QTL FEYL AR o3 A i~ X91E, Ky
2 FANARITE

var(QTL) = I

5
o
Horb, o MY AR b4 — A QTL 43 A i &
i
“HELT QTL 95% HY B A% X 8] f1 var (QTL)
i

C.1. =3.92 s var /(QTL)

ATC {EIRR TR B LS R . 24 AIC {H
BN, QTL A i 52" QTL,

QTLs R ™% 1K B Tk S7 105 ; QTL i £ i i
IAE 10 ~40 A% QTL fEGe (AR H A 25 i IX A
it 200eM G SR AT WF 5 0 e iR i K El QTL
W2 TR BT AR [RER 308 2 aR A, 5T B
Fp— AR AT E T .

2 HBR5H5H
2.1 KREREBASHEX QTL {5 B E KRB
B A

M Soybase Wi ( hitp://soybase. org ) Fl[E N 4k
SCHR P8 4 2002 4E =AW 5E A HA R K5
BTRRZL 73 A QTL 3L 83 A, Hodh 5 R AR R
G QTL A5 16 A1 S E AR MR C Y QTL 45
1A INEE LR b g e AR OC 1 QTL A1 32
ANEETO Il R I R R AR DG 19 QTIL 43 391 4
10 AN 14 AN SE BT A I E i
) QTL AR L EE B TE 15 M Zifi s
P SRR A [Tt 0 1 2t N7 st A% BT, R
BioMercator2. 1 3%{4-14 Projection WIHEREE1T53 &
— BB B A SL K Soymap2 b, DT £5 B — 5K I8 55
WA A 56 T R SR DT RR 20 73 AH SCHY QTL iy —



777

4

H 3856 QTL JT5r#r

b
=]

J

LA

K

RT7 045

., ueaqhos ur TLO proe Anej jo dew nsnuosuo)) 181
SUEHE— O ML A TLOX L I LB E Y T3

a0
)

AD.D—WV 1189V
@en s Mn” KW 0EZURS —
@t eacy 0 Lecues
G0l -0z €63 9L€ s
(E0LY  LEsLT 629) ecssues—
(56019 L alEV. (9'59) _EvE, -
(2'801L) > £v€39
mn.ww”w 2203 mw*vmmu w @_mml
® m& Vs (Gexr cee o]
mAmuc Z Q69Y Z €9, L_tizv— (
] on 2L s (829) T iy :m&wu Zed0L
sty svzws s Oraht (o9 viN 4o ey €200 rzgoy
Sz} |_gsev 26) “bOITdO V6S)  L0d do—] eaveeL— @) 21z BS
@ZID. 129120 e o Mn.wm s8gues | s B @oon 1
S Tyia ©26) L STV €95) _69cnes — s (826), b
Uiy T zosv AR (€¥S) T HIZZY seEms wmmv _m-n s
(€601 _ 1 g80dug. RS e Geg b iesy Sses A\ 0D R
Lon e (R v i =y LA i
agl o wts a5, o o\ R Vi
G - 808, Iy — ZL9WRS: | o
clo  Lseey P TN 08 1=Zovi] Slaies YOS\ YN
e ~Shia 5ig) Z-s00L (Los) LEioy e ws 08 LSl
vae) | Loy P08 Zioma (Eo g rizo Cs 12
e €8, I v = g opzhes
8] Sgiims T8 ity @ay) € 22vy (e i o) 1oLy
(@5) _ 900ues 9SD) _gacies gen - gzyeeis oo @16) 17120608
(€0s eegoeng By T EE - Nw.wuv.wv wmnmﬂ d4og 211gvdo - 98g)  pLLHES.
. > = »129 it | a1 s
(648 L 19vV 589 Liws = G2 € s 958) 6o
G A wﬂwhtm &8s ) .mw_um..ﬂm = S5 %P.%nm.hm Loches. 3 —mw x
s VEAS 0% ooy = (\'2v) 2 g85Y = i gom LY
gon) oag ws g Loty - S8 srouwss s i %0 ER
773) 0801 9590 tesov oS oo ROE B 0 v12) Svewes—
w.kM P M%wm@ 128 6'Sp)  bTINES sarims G sisims
il N s e & = B e
nwmw%w s ws « mma 00 o1 Sav)  iihes 7 s ST v "*Soties
(59) » = * X
ih e s i = i i “l
€y s WS = nld G s o gl 2 ey
Ses)  oio S e goraes 6 bb, % el C G G0 i &S
K 1'95)  9SLWeS. 5 S op) 1S 1ueS nms 2 WS C B 799) € ESLL
SS)  OvE WS G SoHes abb) @l (998) 1980 = '€5) 1 TRV
9ps)  LaveS 78 oiliveo yy) . LOLL 24 o) SE I [ €9 100N
(L5 st S @iy czzwes @by 2 (v = s 5 (€7) 200 WS
&s ) Z 0L 8z v 19) 092 WS Sy QNVIO 5 % 5 b5 ' oS
S)  “eghosd @18 pioeize v)  Ll_vizo : o &
b i G i e e te oo
G z |® e wozm Cory. Browdo - (& wm,.o- 00ReS
woy)  L9v0a ® & 20y (9EP)  LEPWBS. ® = LEP) b OISV
(9v)  S_L0V 05 sadwe B (Y'EY)  90LHES: z08) 1ovHes— | s @zh) > BS
Esn ivioa - €13 rosms (©€p)  08E WS Z6) seewes— Py ol bod vy L Esly
I fovies ® 755 d-seov B E G oS wap zrws— || [¢ i ey ¢ yaow
o gveEitiy &% et & B [* [F 83 49-hs S AN C ra G Eaa
geg mas o5 B S50 fobied e 7 = Cle
ok 9€) _£19UeS (5’53, 1 gecdu C1p)  Z0gues = ) L 6L
€SE). 9L_bIZO. St 1_EvpH oby  Seges ¢ - OB
s raia ¥vS)  LT6pLY (oy) | 98y con ssemws— || = Zye) 0Ly
SPE) EIEWSS. = vS) 204 dO. (9'66)  909USS. 613 S0cme~ o H:w £20H0S
(WHE) | 2L ¥IZS. F) (y'ee) Eoenes (zec) ogt ws—Y L9) 5% - _ (€€e) 59T S
Mu £33 th.w«tm (55 Fosues Mm nmw \“ocov ] “n.m,e Lvvwes ——{— (g65) ZBrOL mmn Z 20hY
4 218)  2ZpHeS (: L6 —l 'ZE)  SSIUSS.
S EE i Ge ol ot o o R P
AW..mn 2667 w3 sen w_wmﬁm 558 reeoce ) 5 “wus—F iy
oS it A - : o
m,.o.ww i 3 vedri-ao Zve)  seswes F P R . ¢ .EM yee 1S
G'og) 281 WS s9n) ¥ 0501 'ZE)  TIZWeS 5 G woms~t| &1y s 1E)  S8E WS
m.onw Lt €2, m%“m mr.m_umw —ﬁw..uw @58) SN i %.Qu 00EWRS
& Zsgues S losues = X PSPV e €08) T 6LV
6'0E) 8BE_WS £S5 OLoNOS = & 6'0E) L_v219 6€9) (967) 0Ly BS:
(80E) S6L WS (SSy 8ge WS & €8Z) 1_6ZIH ©®2) vIEWS
go5) yoams G FToisw o) | _Lopew v '80)  BYTIRS
Mw. 08 ssches (6Er) , Psunvdo | @s: 1"eg1Lbug. v82)  ySheS
MN_SM Leshy Acn'w .wusmn/- 3 MMW vy @ zoows—I @en)  zva—- me 9ZSHRS
Gow Eviies Gemy eee mS I 48 ieeu 935 ermes
m.mmmmw Poore @’ 5% oI [* Mwmm v — s L WEN w%
v .mmumnomnu E3 &) 55w @2 :mmmw @) upw - & ol «.uhnm %w-nﬁ.x
H.WMMV -m:me. | @) azod™ (g L esoy oo zews— |- m.www To s
69 TEmIE[* [F €8 S @o8 oz ol e 18 S
Uy verv ST €€ e g-geol 1o mree— gy sesme
(S'€D) €1e) e 6L 169UeS. Wve)  gevmes—1— - | _T 1
R e T~ (cep) | T szzoug (€61  pocues. oevies— 1 B g Ganw s
9 12 anmm.:my.l § SnuimV.. o m«.mr =%y nwae A — @) sewes—— ) sal
©02) 120 ®WS—— T G2 sie S 0oL 96 digms— 1 h
56l gez ..I—l ACN—W 96V @82) 22 wS——
ey i £ . -
5 G Lo wep, Ve 6 scums—- Gon e
@sy  osgoanr—_| 1) sezwe mrw e g5 sy ——- m.tw zeeov—~ {1
RO IERTL —— €81 21ZM8S. Gl ES I S 6% = Co) aews—- 1) 9uzHeS
(L1 Svpes “ Ot Pn_vntsir/ l N A IR e %N_% SRS
G BES B o i ar s e Toa—]
&Y o5y = Am.o_ scins e ziws G4 Sy~ = §TH  T590V L
@©@2 ZooL m«__..w umw".:w/ = § _ =
@) = &8 o_:mw.ﬁq% = €9) v Lovs o e C CO
. s = gy WS WA AN -
&9 esvv—i- Mw%o.ww %%Mmu/. = #8 sERS——- a.m L L
1) g0y WS 3 |/. [ o = =
m_.ﬁ —W o feis u«unﬁ - o) eTseiv Aﬁ% v hl/l{ . @ zsms—H— ©e)
0) S6bi €3 52298 I 0) LTE8LL @9 eee wS——
8L BEOWRS. @e) 00UIS ——t
© €9 = 5 ze) B _ o &1
| J— © Zeone—i-
1 o -
3
za za
W



778

PN

B2 >

HERE . S R L& B KGR 5 R 4 AH
7 QTL EZ4h7E A1 B2 . D1b D2 E.G.L X7 %
HERURE L B S o A, AT AE B2 SEBITRE A A IX
(A X A5 KA Jay 5 Al 522 2 AR 08 , ) 3 FH e 43 i
(7L T TR o
2.2 KEMEAIERASHEX QTL MToath

Lander %5 ' B8 % B4 45 W LL_E AR )4k
AIBFSERT , T4 BT 3t AT LAY FH R 43 A7 AS [R) i 5 540
() M DR T e AT TR — R R A TPl [
Arb g T QTL BRI oy B2 . AR 4 K s 7 iR 41
SPAHSE QTL E ALY 1E &L, Kl FH BioMercator2. 1 #
A tools- Meta- analysis 43 5l X K S AAMEI R L A5 IS 152
TR IR A R R AH OC QTL #4703 Hr, &
IXEEAH AR 0 A8 LA G AR B 7 B DL R o A
o AT S DU IR T 4 B v AIC (B /NI AR

R B LS 1 QTL,

XFREAGWITER 20 53 A OC QTL JT 43 M 445 3 19
ANESE QTLs (£ 2) o HrpF 1 QTL 5 —2H4)
AHE, UNFE Db FEREE [ 73. 12eM {37 & B 09— 5%
QTL 5 45 i |2 & &t #4H ¢, & {7 X [a] i 70. 57 ~
75.67 HLF XN 5. 1eM(E 2) . SRR AHICH)
— % QTL {7 7€ B2 S BHE 1 73 oM &b, &5 X [H]
WAEA X3k 0. 4eM, TiIZ I BHE L 90. 49¢M {if
B —E QTL W 5 R I2 & i AH G, & i fE C2,
D2 .G K &G 11y QTL KARS Z R AR B 2H 53
HAE, 0 G HHIRE | 80. 67 M Ab, A X I K
6.12 M [)—5E QTL 5y R | bl iR DL S b fig R 3
FIRR IR & e AH G, S M R A DG Y QTL 322 i f&
Sy AT LiEBIHE L.

Satt266 (59.6)
Satt266  (59.6)
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Fig.2 Meta- analysis and integrated of fatty acid QTLs on D1b linkage group of soybean
22 REMBVIRH /I QTL JTTIrHHE &
Table 2 The information of fatty acid QTL meta- analysis in soybean
R AIC f {7 (eM) A5 X [H] PElHE (M) ZebRic fibRid PR
LG AIC value Map- position C. 1 Map distance L- marker R- marker Trait
Al 64.01 3.54 0-7.44 7.44 Sat_137 A487_1 Palmitic acid
Al 64.01 15.76 10.46-21.07 10.61 Satt572 Satt276 Palmitic acid
Al 64.01 92.41 89.06-95.77 6.71 A104_1 A170_1 Oleic acid
B2 60. 00 73.00 72.80-73.20 0.40 Sat_189 Satt556 Stearic acid
B2 60.00 90.49 86.19-94.78 8.59 AW620774 A741_1 Linoleic acid
Cc2 11.04 113.39 108.09-118. 69 10. 60 Sat_312 Satt319 Oleic acid , Palmitic acid
D1b 28.81 73.12 70.57-75.67 5.10 Satt141 Satt290 Palmitic acid
D2 34.21 83.00 78.67-87.33 8. 66 Satt461 Sat_114 Oleic acid
D2 34.21 91.00 90.81-91.19 0.38 1.026_1 Satt615 Linolenic acid, Oleic acid
E 35.08 25.38 23.84-26.93 3.09 OP_M12b A636_1 Linoleic acid
E 35.08 45.09 41.34-48.84 7.50 Satt483 Satt452 Linoleic acid, Oleic acid
G 127.82 0.72 0-3.65 3.65 Satt163 Satt038 Oleic acid, Linolenic acid,
G 127.82 21.90 16.59-27.2 10.61 Satt235 Satt130 Oleic acid, Linolenic acid,
G 127.82 49.25 45.5-53.00 7.50 Satt131 Satt566 Oleic acid
G 127.82 80.67 77.61-83.73 6.12 K493_1 T005_2 Oleic acid, Palmitic acid, Stearic acid
K 11.08 42.89 37.58-48.19 10.61 Satt555 Sct_196 Linolenic acid, Linoleic acid
L 69.71 31.89 27.56-36.22 8.66 Sat_397 Sat_191 Oleic acid
L 69.71 66.11 62.36-69. 86 7.50 gy3E_1 Satt166 Oleic acid
N 6.69 34.09 32.42-35.76 3.34 Satt530 Satt683 Linolenic acid

oo #1321 QTL 5 A A5 b £

QTL HEATHL B A B ou e i B 4 e 1 QTL my &l



5 1] RIT AT K NR TR

45345 QTL JToHr 779

B, WEA T AL SEBIEEE 3.45 M 7 E R BT
QTL 5 J5 S5 56w 52 A7 F9 47 284 [v) , {1 JEL el D) A
Kl 11.04 M 45 B BAENY 7. 44 M, T E {7 78
D1b #4iHE [- 28. 81 M b 53R MR A 1« 52"
QTL, H: /&1 H#E W p JEUR 4535 19. 11 M 4546 3 5. 1
M, FENIALE D2 EHEE 91 M i B A« H527 QTL
FE TR 6 R S Y407 B 263.5 M I B &
B 19. 28 oM, i 2 64047 i% QTL W 5 {3 76
91 M Ffi & , EIBE 4755 0. 38 M,

3 it

3.1 KEMERABRASHEXH OTL ATEES

TE QTL 43 Hr A TE M R IR 22 . — A 7 B
QTL HAZFR b AN & — & A fa I 2 QTL, {H 55 bR
BT, R R PR, 5 TR R R
Bt R BHPE M e —— 0 KO, Rl i P A
T Y AR (R A o BB Y L 282 B e
B E A QTLs (AL FUR K/ N 1 o X F 45 Fiak
IS REAE R FEAE B LOD M FFEA{E 4351 1.9
(BC) 2.7(F,) 2. 1(RI)F13.2(FS) & el >,
XFF O E R 1Y QTL K i3, Ho oo 4 A i 45 R IF A 52
LOD {& P52 00 , AH T 53 A1 45 S 10 T 12 0 5 2% 41
FRreE QTL fyfafit:, B LOD {5 8 A i FH PR BRI
FFLABESE LOD >4.0 F1 R > 10 (1) QTL ey /b % i
BRI KA o FET VA EXT TR AR BT %
JE 2 SCRTRE R R SRR IR 41 43 AH ¢ QTL {5 BH
TICo B as R EBA —E WAl SE
3.2 KEREHBRASHEXH OTL —E Bk

RHEXHHRF QTLs

TR 1 — SO B35 i H 89 28 3 B Soy-
map2 & Song 25 FI O ST S TR T 8L
KIS A 1 — 5K B i~ SR 2247 20 S BiHT,
f%E 709 4~ RFLP #ric . 1015 4~ SSR #ric .73 4
RAPD #7516 > AFLP f5ic 46 /4 H B 2 b1
1849 Mrid. ZEIEARICFE, 5SE WA QTL
NS Z B RSP £, 46 8 QTL &[5 X
i), B2 %5 QTL 22 o i B 1, DT B2 /55 40 i il
BhE$E MAS HECE .,

KEGNGWTRA /1A QTL JTr i & B, 5 AR
REMTTR & 5 AHOC ) QTL E 2504 T A1, B2 D1b,
D2 E .G L7 &&E8HF I, H 5 [F—}g i e AH ¢ 1y
QTL KAV 30 o Kb T [a)—{o7 55 Z R HRAH G
fn C2.D2 E .G K &E8iHf b iy —2L QTL KERS

2~ 3 AMPERAR G , 3 SRS B R AR [ M R 41 43 A
Sy QTL 435 T[] — i B LA 5] X 5 4 43 1 ]
T REVEITIZ A A, QTL 15 Z A IR 1 2
AT T BT AT L R (4 U 43 A I A T
G172 4 Sk b R B BRR S o 2 AR AL SR A
(1), 3 595 SRR I 28 ARSI . T ELS A
AR 43 A B 155 100 A K R R K 1 QL 3 4 1o 78 o
g B T LR T 0 R 2H 20 #H 56 QTL . mf
e S X,
3.3 KEEIBASHERE QTL BE I MAS L

HIESENX

Sy TARIC R B B (MAS) JAEY 2> T 7 A i
T AT B, I JLAE 8 1 MAS R % E Rk
A28 KHE ) A 0 P R R AR G QL (195845
WREZBE T SR, R QTL #4748 F 4%
OB G T R IR Rk 1 QTL Je H %%
B FARIC. ERE LR T D2 EBRE L
91 M fif B % Bk L H8 10 R AH G i 3 P Fap,, ™
QL 37 1T L AR B 42 i e 20 PR Y £ 14 57 55 2850
IO AT I T R X 3 B R A 4 FHLE . A
Darvasi' ' FLIIHE A ) 2 2 AT LLAE 4345 55 B2 44 53 1Y
PESPRIE L ARARS A0, TR AN 0 QTL {4, =
S LA 4 A 3 B R AR 2 5, R L
TE 2 BT 56 T B U R 20 43 A 5% QL (¥ 5 3 BF
G I P 0 PRl S LR 0, T L 3 K, A
W, AT AN A X R Y . A, 5
TR ELNG W7 R 2H 40 F 26 QTL #915 BAR A BR, i 45
QTL B B0 5 37 I 25 T BT B 60 B B Vs o T
MERE SR, SR A TCAMT T, 34 QTL, By 2%
R E AL QTL, 739K AT LAk A 4 /1N B4 X i) , 42 725
QTL 5237 AR BE A RO ) T4 ThRic il B
BEREARISE N 154, QTL £ QTG Ayl B T 3t
il

4 Hig

Mg T —sk KGR MR- 41 4 H5C QTL ) — 2k
YRR . Xkt QTL #7070, 15 315 K B AR
IR I PR I i 7R 5 A OC QTL 43531 0 3.5.2
A~ 5 SR AR TR R BR &5 fAH ¢ QTL A4 14> 3l
PRI R SR T2 AP ST 30 B2 IV 900 T 19T TR i PR
RIS PR P 55 A o i U1 R 55 A DG 8 QTL 23530 1
U134 SR , R AR R FIAR R R 3 MR R &5
FEFEFSCH) QTL A 1 4>,



780 N 5

lipid content and linolenic acid concentration in soybean seeds
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