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1 # B

* ¥ (Allium fistulosum L. 2n=2x=16) T
Bl (Liliaceae) * ¥J& (Allium) 1ZjBT 5 ZFAETR
Td» Y, Japanese bunching onion, Welsh onion % &
FiEhTnd., xFRBICERFoM, 7<xF (A
cepall), 7 F (A. X wakegi Araki), = =7 (A.
sativum L.), VY —F (A. ampeloprasum L.), =3
(A. ramosum L.) FOEREBHENEENE. xF <&
7 <2 FIEM U Allium J& Cepa HiZ)JE 3 % Lz DR
T®» 5 (Hanelt, 1990). £/, "5 FExF&F<x
FOAREIC LB HE 2H5ATH 2 2 Mo T
% (HfR, 1984).

F* FORFEREPEILEBEEZL Sh T s, FfEs
Ron2BEXRFEBEAIN TR0, i TERER
PR AL altaicum Pall. 3E > IV 6 X1 7T
JTHAELTWS (Inden * Asahira, 1990 ; RER « B
X, 1965). x FILMPsEHE, mBrke bimd, vy 7
MO T VT & TOIREWKUR TREF S HE T H 5 73,
FRCAEENPZ OO BA, P, #EB XOREEFOR
TYTHETH S, TEHTIET TITRICH? S % FO R
Frili ik 25 Licidfli@d o h (REIR « X, 19
65), Hiticida—oy NicbizohTnE, EKoE
Ti#IORBIF THAEL] (7200 @B o5hs. [A
FR4 ) (918) IS bRLEAH D, FRIFIRIZIZ T TITRK
BanhTuwictlons (FE, 1982). ShHid L
L1, *FDKFETOMHIE Japanese bunching
onion EINB I EMB LA, FEHPRIEEZIET S

&, Japanese 2T 5D EFMHTLESLI DL E
EZonbd, IO, BRERAENEITCBOTERF
D JEEE« L% bunching onion & LT 5,

BEOEBEIZBOT, R FEEEITE > THE « fil
MENZREEHFFEO—~DTH D, Pk 20 5EO/EH
13 23,000 ha, A:pEatid 510,500t TH 5 (RAKES
KEEHEMAES, 2010). FEHAE CFR 19 45 3
1,385 T, WETE b= b, 1573, F2aUVITK
WTAFRHIZZ L RMKEA REERE#RGHE, 2009).
*FiE, EFHICL - TRAS B EOERTER T
HIMEXRF &, LHEFITOT RICESGLAFIHAT 53
FFICKRANEINS. B, BIRLAETITMRZE R 23,
BIELIE CREXFNZCFHA I TS, X FOamid
(&, FHHEO DS KRREEITEIL L2 { o
WML L T3, ShoIidJERRN, AERBIYTAEE, FRIC
AFORIRMEDE NS, AR, THRE, Suakbt
D 3BT E N, Th o BMRER D MREREE U TR
&N T3 (Inden * Asahira, 1990 ; &R « X, 1965).
B AT CH B RIRS 2 5 1 7T, Rz
JebEd S HL, ARl O R E A ITEIS L, RER FP
WX ELUTCHA SN T/, ENIFEEINIZE 5700,
HAxFREGMEINL, MEHOFEL/TKMEE LT,
R MRS TR TH 25 5. TEREAL
FHEPMEE LU TKRIRE S, XL HORERF &L
UCBsE TR shT& i, SFondbial, 1%
FiZk > TROVERHRAZN# T 2700, BUETIIA2HE
BHTRERF ELUTHEEIN TS, JUGERHIRIC
WG LIcfETh D, XFESKRREFTICREELT 5.
FFOME L ENL ST, FICBEEL S UNICE
WTEXFELTHEREShTH S,

BREO R FEFEITE TR, PEZEN S O LM 7S
AR 2t 0 B, HOFRRITHIET 2709
OYZEPEN EAHEELRRETH 5. Z DD, BAEPIL
HEEEDOBEML &, 2T & - THBE & 72 2 BIHL KIS
XoT, KiEBEN < Kax MEERZ Z Eakvoh
TW5, F4F, B BREIEEICB L Tid, @i —3—
Ry M SBRE AL &K U, wIVRA o4
HES A R 2 Z ML L TR 0, KIESE s kE
LioTd (LR, 1999 ; [ S, 2006 ; 1, 1996).
2 FIFTeR, MPEEREOBNMEMTH D, BITOM
IRBEWTIER S » A1 THE 20~30 g, ZERHE %
6~8mm OKEEBEWH LT3, Zhisw L&
DL BEHPBBEONZ IV N LA HEHONCENT
i, WEEREEZTEMN, WHE1~2g, FEHTER
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1.5~2.5mm DD TNSOHAEBRML TS, ok
%, Bk OIEE BRI HEEREOREEZ TR
BRI, BIICEBICER T 2854805 5.
X FOBHIKOIEH O LKEMNL, —RKICHMBRENIEE
Bifcdh s, KO F 10 BfEEHOTEVEIET O
EHICOWTHALEZ A, BHiFFO ML EEE S
itk 1A B 2 REBHEIN & & DI I3 @O AEBI AR
Honic UNES, REL). 0 Ehs, IVE
W OEDREZ "D 5121d, BohzBHPIBMNII
X OREWEF RS, WINEE OIS Mm% bR T
BIEBAMEEZONS,
FERIZHA~GIHAEBOEN S MHA2BIKT 21Ch7 -
TiE, —fUMERE (F) 1cBlh 2% (NF o v R)
ERATAIEMEZOND. AT O v RIE, MEETEE
WO F BHEIZENT, ROAMTEHILTHS, b
vEOIYOF, BRI 1930 AERLBEKE T & L
BCR A B, 20 HECOR & TIT 5~6 5 LN £ 525
EH#72 (Stuber, 1995). ZOMITid, #Ehi~NToOv
A% B OME S 2 BINHET 2 T7ikP, LD
FoNTo Y ZABENS X5 ICHRRERBR T 2 Hikd
TRINTE 2, 20 % FICiE, BHMMEEDO 1 *
KEWTH F BEOWELSES, HETRENED N
A7)y R4 ZBRALSNEL HERLTHS, —4,
BrETIREE, F 2R, YV RSORFHELT 75+
PR AP OICHEO P AR E (AL, —I8
ERIBEAEDME TEFZ F N S WG K
LT3, Lal, HEDOF GIE, FPvEoavD
A4 XOBAEERITD, ~NF oY REREMITFA LTI
HOWMAEKAS E55b0TIREL, & LUARENEE
PR IE, WEIRPIES CoBRIEYE R BrkEis s
LXK BIEE) OHRP, IWHEYORRPHE Y%
D5 LT, MODTRESHREERML T,
XFERUL Allium ED ¥ <2 FITB LTI, MFED
FAL O B g b o, MR EPEATEYE (Jones
Clarke, 1943) &7 AV &0 F, 5L
MELBERSH, NTOYAOKESPRKEMOMEH
BEHIC2LTHMEEINTHAE., BOBEIZBNTD
1962 FEIZHIO CTOEM F, mENFERESATUR, 15L&
AED YT X FEMBEMNE, £ ->T05a, Thicxt
LU, *F0 F A3 <, 1980 4EFCIT Al E e vE A fak
(J§ 1« BJsl, 1985a) ZFIH L7 Fy dhFEAH) D THRE
Snrehs, 2000 £EHiHE E TRBUEZRGEE (OP ShFE)
BEELLTEEIATH, Lhl, TOBRERNTF,
SR BT DHE S, TR ETHE S 2 B3

EAEEF mENEDE LI TS, L,
INETERFERFALSNTEOE, foBFKizsn
T LR, AHPINHEY O —Eo ) LisH—0 HT
b0, EFICHABANT B Y ZEBERIIFH LTS

LDOTRIW, 72, NT Y ZDOKESPHAEEE
%, FFOF FREICE > THEEZBREI LT TIZIE
EAEPESN TR TS 3.

—J, X FOEYLHMELEE LT, LU cpiE
BEoOM, IR, WEIRITE, Wbk, SEEAET S
ha. ThoDEHDOKTEIRMEETH D, HED
B#E L (Quantitative trait loci @ QTL) 1237
INTVE I EMHESNS. FE, H @B FIPE
OH#ESICX Y, HHEOELTHEET 2 RNEE %
DNA < — 7 —# X LABLE S 5 C &S0 FEIC -
T3, EEL QTLICHEET 28k~ —H—%2FH L
7o — 7 —FIfEK (Marker-aided selection : MAS)
i, AB%OMERTICE > THROD TEELR Y — L&D
EEZ oD, LrL, FTEIEBERNOZHRAME
2B AP QAR I BT 2 MR AR v S
b TEIH, HHEF L REL 3 TRIZMIFTEIC
ST, fOEYFEICENTRESERTHS, 20D
JRKE LT, 2F07 ) L1 Zh314.1 pg/1 C (Labani ¢
Elkington, 1987) & % W id 1.2x10* Mbp (Ricroch
5, 2005) EFELLREWI EBBTFONS., T, i
fREFRIAS I~2 2 E RN &, ERHEMNE L A
ZREBLONNETHBZ &b, TOFRD—DEE
Zoha, EROY<RFTHE, EHEICE->T, DNA
< — 71— Db EHEBHK O ER A TTH NS & 51T -
7em (King 5, 1998 ; Kuhl 5, 2004 ; McCallum 5,
2001 ; van Heusden 5, 2000), & ¥ oMK 385
EShTHE,

UboksBuBRickosx, giETOBEN S X F
FISHOBRICET 5720, 2R¥oytERICE D
BANTHYRIIDNTEIL « BREFEIEARZIH S M
TEIEETELZAMNELT, UTOMBRET-7. £
THIETHE, XFOHHAEBT IO TEDREDNT
Oy ZANENBZDOMN, £, EDXSMGFER « SRR
MOMAFITBOTROLAT B Y ZHEN 50 %R
TEHH, ZLOXRFMHERTE 2ERL, #IEE
BAM U, R, DNA =—77—% 00T R
DOBZMIEEE AT L, ZhitkSnTATFe Yy 2527
WE 2 EMalFENE»ERGEL 72, RICHEIMREIZH L
T, *FoAEEROEZIT DN TERN S FHE
IS T 5 2 &, %72 QTL MHTIZ L 2 BLAM S E
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DrHDBIEMEREZE S EAHMEL, 9DHESR
MEzN SO MRS DX F VI AT LIV
ST EAT - 7o, BIVETIE,
length polymorphism (AFLP),
repeat (SSR) %D DNA v —#—4%2 MW T, RF oDl
FHIM A G D TIER Lic, BVREICBWLTIE, Oy
% H W T QTL i 217w, #INARICEET %
QTL %@ FichrEr 72, e, *Fou
HEHIKEHAAZANTO Y ZANED XS IRBIEN A =X L
WHSOTHRBIL T 2002 ST 5720, ik
O QTL OBIZZNRIT OV THEE 2l A 7. BAEBLIC
BT, HohkcERiciko&, AFov2EFHL
2R FOF BREOAFEHIZOWTERELT - /2.

KXW £ EDBITHD, FEFLRFERFEBE
H BB RH TR R P IR i (3R s Tl
CHEBOoICIKRMERD £ L, I LU THR
BAKSOEEARLES. £, WS L IKBOYE
15 - 72 SRR LR R B A i BR B R AW e R B = 17
AL S T R LR L R R

AHFFEDFEH SR DZEIT, WO FLEDITEBET,
JR2E o £ pE SERORTRE O IFTURE RS B S A SEWETE T NS I
KA, FICBRYTEZ SR SRV T =B
bOF L7, L TLhSE#HERL LIFEd. 51T,
AT VIVHHTICBI L CTEERZ S £ - 7otRaik
FRPBER A B A T FERHBAM il ORI P 1o
P L EFET.

KRR DETICH 0, BFRAR VT IHIER R 5E
) BIE R E O LR E D ) 2 12 Kis CeE
LT ETHS & Ui, WY ) LT — L H A
+, BEEEIE S — LFRDEEICE, AFLP 8 &
USSR AMTIC DWW TRYI M THREE T EATHE F L
7o, I oI, REEAREGR @ SEL v 7 —)
DOEAMEM B DL, IHIEREVTER 1 ) FIE MR E
DOIEH B E S REPFE R O FARICIE, MEEEE X O
DNA EBROZFITICN T2 D RPT I EDTEHLNEZ KA
CHEATHEE L, JZICRLTOE Y DEHAHL
LirEd.

Amplified fragment

Simple sequence

I X¥FmiERF OMPEETICETEAT
OYXEDNAT—H—ICEDCEEN
EEEE & DESR

FFER U Allium & cepa Hid 7 <= % FITE W TII,
Jones * Clarke (1943) 12 & b @B HEPEAFRPE DSR2

SNTELR, WEHNENEEOANT o v 2Pl G E5
HIZHONTZ L OFFENfThbN T 5 (Havey » Randle,
1996 ; Hosfield &, 1977). ZhicxtUxFTid, B
ARFHEEROTDHEO FiB O THEPIEIIAT
By ANBINZZ Entsh T s (G E - R,
1985b ; Zhang &, 1995), FEAMNLBZ oMA&E %A
WTAT B Y ZDRRERHM AR 2R L7 flid s u.
VIHAET BN S F MO EIT I2h 7 > T,
HEETIICEBT 2T 0y ZORBEP, ZHO MR -
SRR O SR OV T OISR AR B A TENH 5
AT O YRR, BRI OERCBENES, RiSsE
ZTOMTEUSHEEMICL > TRBITIEEZ 6N
T3 (Stuber, 1995). ZD7c®, BRMICIIE—E
WTHNIE, MHOELWIERENEN & DIFERT 58
FormL, BEFRHBAAEROME S
BB, NTovABHKTZEEND S
(Manjarrez-Sandoval 5, 1997). N7 o v 2 %=FH<
5 F BRI TE, MEERNOFMmICKRS X b
LAY 2. ok, FYEDIY, A 3HEEp
LETBEZLDIEWITHENT, HedfikzE A0 THT
LI BIGMEEEEIC L > TAT B Y ZE FHIL LS &9 5
MABEIN TS, IR, REORFEHEHR Moll
5, 1965), FEOIHIE (He, 1991 ; Prasad * Singh,
1986), 7 A VA LZH (Frei &, 1986) iz
THEEWENEH I, Z0% DNA ZH B HT
XBHXIITHY, TA VA LITHREDEZL D= —
D W RBIC IS - T2,
length polymorphism) (Barbosa-Neto 5, 1996 ; Lee
5, 1989 ; Smith 5, 1990), RAPD (random ampli-
fied polymorphic DNA) (Liu 5, 1999 ; Xiao 5,
1996) #iC & 0 B U /B LR BEEE & Fy OREI DI
HEBHEPED o 2 HHPZ ks Thb, —
Ji, AFLP ik (Vos &, 1995) &, RFLP i o~
TEMNfiZTH O, RAPD L D & BN ST &h
5, Fx OIEY OB MRS ICIRL < FIH S Tn
% (Jones 5, 1997 ; van Heusden 5, 2000). Ajmone
Marsan 5 (1998) ¥, FYEo IO F OfEHE
AFLP 25 < BIZRBEEE S O BIfR 2 A L, AFLP
7T RFLP 2T xR T — 7 — MR RO D T
WZ &, AFLP 235 #EaiEt & F ORE & O
CRAESHMENS -7 2 EAHRE LTS,
ARBITBNTE, FTH LI, FFOFBERICE
WTEDHREDOANT O Y ANENEDHM, LDk
1SR o AR O E TR AT B Y ZANE o0

RFLP (restriction fragment
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Z0O0ENERT B 700, WAETHE SN 2B R F
O S TIER U7 Fy Q#1145 % SEH1C 358 L 72,

213, XFOANTOYATHOREE AL 120D

AFLP <= — 7% — % O OB R O 8 A2 10 B & 4
L, FouitERs L2070 Y 2 EDBIRIC
DNTHRET L7z,

1 MEEXUAHE

a miERF OPPEBTEELUANTFOIR
AREBRTIE, RENSBIEZHREE UTTHERD? S
5enfE (OuE, HREC, CRBARAR, TR, &
345, MERN»S 2 M (MO, MA—AKD,
JUEREN S 3l (BEY, LK, EERILE) B
KOtk £ 5 1 adl (oo, &FF 1
a2 #5E L7c (Table 1), TAEBFN O 72 b
&0 10 #MAEED F ZER L 7oA, TR SRR o8
E LU MEER LRI L D 30 EED F Z1Ek L,
FHA0 AR D F ARBuc il L7c (Table 2). #IMIE
BROGMIE 8 KEELMETIT - 72, Fi B X OB
%, 2000 43 H 21 HiZ, ¥t (Y rv~=—F 7 F Bk
1) ZFEDI 200 SEIV N L AIZEIVYS D T RERREL,
REHBNVAFOT 5 =ML A RT3V v MLVOET
(7 UL 2BEED THEN L. B GF
FE7THEME, 27—V D IZHOBRHEZRK Sem 28D
Wiz 7otk 1XM70 0 6 kDR IkE, T B
SIRREDENE TORES) BXUHE GREL» S F
AU EROH) £ L FiEAE R, HE®RON
FE=Z LAY ZNOHRICER L (83500 &/a), &
il A (R7—Y 2) ICHROREETT -7, WH
SF¥ (mid-parent, MP) T3 3AF 1 ¥ X, #Ehic
JiD#H (better parent, BP) IZxd 350 v X, I
K ORI & kit 4 BB O R EIEE S R E RS
(RGR-fw (/day)) %Kik bRz,

~7Fa vz (MP) %=100x (F, fi—MP f&) / MP &
~7Fo vz (BP) %=100x (F, fi—BP i) / BP i
RGR-fw=In (W, / W) / (t.—t) I TW, W, iZ
zhZnatfllH t, (R7—=22), t, (RF7=Y 1D T8
VB EARTER,

b HRIED AFLP 5347 & EEHIEERED FFE

BB U7 11 ORI DN T, FEORME X<
RERENS I~ ERZBIEL, S &2z, €D S, 20
EE» 5B EFROHE VESG ZRE L, BkSER%
Nucleon PhytoPure (7= ¥ ¥ LNXA A H A4 T z)

Z MW T4 DNA ZHhiih U7z, AFLP 43471 Vos 5
(1995) @ FFHAZHEL, AFLP Analysis System I (A
vebroYy) E0TIT-7%. &2 DNA % EcoR 1
/ Msel ORIBRMHALGETYNIR, 7575 —%554
F—va Uk, PHRHEEICRT Y75 —fHNc 11
ZRMUIZ EcoRTI 754 <— (B-A) BXU 2%
Ml Msel 754 <— (M-CA) %7z, PCR
JEE GeneAmp 9700 (7754 XA A4V X T LX)
W, 94°C-30%, 56°C-143, T2C-1545% 1441
JELT2 %A 7 I0VIT - Fo. SRR I T 3 Ak
AU 72806 EcoRT 75 4 <— 85 (E-ACA,
E-ACT, E-AGG, E-ACG, E-AAG, E-ACC, E-AGC,
E-AAC) BXU4HEHEMNMUI Msel 754 <—6
fi (M-CAGA, M-CAGT, M-CAGG, M-CAGC,
M-CATG, M-CATC) ZHu7z. PCR XJEiE 94°C « 30
¥, 65°C-30%, T2C-24%1%127LEL, 1¥4
JIWVEBIZT == Y7 EREE1CT DT TI0 ¥ 17
AT - 72t%, 94°C « 30 %6, 56°C « 30 %, 72°C « 143% 1
HA7IELT2HA7IViT-72. DNA =47 v H
(ABI PRIZM 377, 7754 NNAF VAT LR) %
My, 6%ARY 727 )ILT 3 R IVESKENC X > T
MM 2 mh Urc, 11 miER T2 MEMA L, w’ai
P& > THEAIGRIEHEE A7 U7 (Ajmone Marsan 5,
1998).
GD (G, p =1- NG D /IN@D +N G 1
ZTNG ) 3D &jicdhl U THEIET 228

HEEEr R 0%, N (), N () FEhEhi & jITfifE
ERCEZ L ok Ty <@

g7, RDOIBILHFERICE S S RMBTY 7 Y <
7 PHYLIP (Phylogeny influence package) version
3.6 (Felsenstein, 2005) % MW THF¥7E (UPGMA)
IZ&kB7 T R7 = E4T - 72,

2 i R

a miEfEF OMPEFTELATOOX

Table 1 8 £ Table 2 IZHMMEE F, OfHAEH =
HZIEOFEEEE LUANT O Y ZOREERY. BinE
DOEMREITIE, BHEIFFT0.99~1.48 g, BAE 4 WRE% T
34~T7.0g OERIEMNS - 72, F\ OHMAEIZ, BHEN
1.2T~1.75 g, HHii 4 JBRI%H 5.67~849g TH Y, =
nEzn MP kT —2~50% CF¥19%), —3~70%
CFt21%) o~Fov2ndini, BPxtltTs, B
Tl S — 13~49% CFE10%), Bl 4 BE#% 2 —10~
46% CE¥10%) O~NTFo vy 2EpR Uk, AKEMI



6 LPS JUFERE R

%10 5

DO TR S 5 W IZEFRIOMAE oI =R 5 &,
THRE X ek F O EIT M HE A S 2 12K - 7228,
Z Ofh TR IREZEM IR S, KEWEREER
TREAL G TR TR, TR MER R LU
THEHXNLEHOMEBITIL S BAEL T, ERED
ANTOYZIZDNTIE, MP X, BP e & TR
XNEHOPITHOAT O ¥ ZE2RTHAENHKN S

CEpohic, BEBTHEHXKXFOMEETHS M
BOXCOLEMAE (BXH) E# LcHEEh T b &
WANT B Y RERLUICH, TR E R AR T/
SN EhS, BEREHAKRBFICRE S ATk,

IO TE, Fiitkid s MPxtlkoATo vz
P 7% (BhiR) ~6% (Bhi4 %) THO, BP
KD ANF B Y ZEEBIT, BEEICHE L TOREN -
7o, EERERITE, TOHREX AR OME RO HIcRL
DB LUONT Oy ZARFHNHEENT - k.

WEIZ> VTR, BaERICEBAME4 HE%T
12.0~17.7 &R & WL OERESZED S, Foid
T 8% (Bohlly) ~119% (Bl 4 M%) @ MP &fto
ANTaYREHR UL, BEBICBEL T, NT oY ARG
WA B THERXERICZ D - 7.

RGR-fw @O Z 513, BlamFER Tl 4.42~5.72 TH -
7o, F OffIE 4.81~5.82 & HIKMZERDIEAVNES 2 -
72. MPxtltoANT o v 2R3 FH 1% EIEKD TH - /<.

Table 3 IZHEHE D3 BUOMT OFER Z/RT . HAKHE,
LB LOCRMITB TR, SR, BLE—F [,

BEFEN, FWIZ 1%KETHEGSERMNRED Shi.
FIT B —Fy [ O 533 fied TR &2 - 72, RGR-fw
DN TR, BnEAOSBIBEETH - 72,
Bt —F ], FiNOGHEBAETRE L7,

b AFLP [CE DK RAEHOEGIERE IS XY —
SHT

11 WH D AFLP 3T DR, 2207514 < —flat
T 128 DFEBIMED &H 2 ZRIpHi aic (Table 4).
ZR oM IR 1 Xi$ 95~390bp T, 7541
T—HAEM IO OZHEIT 1~12 TH 7. TD 128
@ AFLP (2> & Bl M o B IERE 25 h L«
(Table 2). @IZAYFEEEOR/MER BEC (B), Hul
ZH—AK (O W@ 0.07, EXEE SeFEBkA (H),
Ty (D) MD 0.56 TH -7z, BIEIEEEOMEIXE L
s AEREICIR T 2 m kR TR, R mEHICET 5
SRR T EOEINIC S - 7. Z OBENHEEE b &I
UPGMA BT & 57 5 XY — Wi 2147 - 1ok R % Fig
1ICRd. Ty har 7 LE3KR&E32D7 75—
gt 1OV IR =33 617, TERO S M
EALI IR —&, NEBO 2 REEEL Y TR Y —
AT oht. H207 527 —RILERED 3 M S
O, HWIDI TR —EHRFOANSIL > Tz,

c EBEREEREE F OWEIEETE L DRER
Table 512 AFLP (245 CEIZRIERE S F OPINEE

Table 1 Seedling traits of parental cultivars.

Fresh weight (g)  Plant height (cm) Root number
Cultivar Group Stage 1 Stage 2" Stage 1 stage2  Stage 1 Stage 2 RE ?ng
A Motokura Senju 1.36ab* 6.4 a 23.8 abc 34.2 a 9.8 ab 169 a 5.45 ab
B Kinzo Senju 1.01 cd 4.8 ab 21.9bc 31.4abc 89 bc 15.3 abed 5.52 ab
C Tokyo-fuyuguro-ipponfuto  Senju 1.39ab 7.0a 23.7 abc 35.0 a 9.9 ab 17.7 a 5.72 a
D Saiko Senju 1.48 a 6.3 a 24.3 abc 35.1 a 10.5 a 17.2 a 5.19 ab
E Kincho 3 gou Senju 141 a 5.8 a 24.0 abc 33.7ab 10.3 a 15.8 abc 5.00 ab
F Shimonita Kaga 1.35abc 5.9 a 21.2c¢ 294bc 10.2 a2 16.8 a 5.26 ab
G Matsumoto-ipponfuto Kaga 1.33 abc 6.0 a 23.6 abc 35.7 a 10.2 a 16.1 ab  5.31 ab
H Motoharu-bansei Okunegi 0.99 d 3.4b 21.56bc 285c¢ 7.7 4 123 d 4.42 b
I Koshizu Kujo 1.06 bed 5.0 ab 24.1 abc 34.6 a 8.4 cd 13.3 bed 5.37 ab
J  Kujo-futo Kujo 1.21 abed 5.5 ab 25.1ab 36.1a 9.5 ab 125 cd 5.25 ab
K Asagikei-kujo Kujo 1.19 abed 4.7 ab 257a 34.1a 9.7 ab 120 d 4.90 ab

“ Stage 1: transplanting stage (seven weeks after sowing), Stage 2: four weeks after transplanting.

¥ Different letters within columns show significant difference by Ryan's multiple range test at the 5% level.



Table 2 Means and heterosis of seedling traits in the 40 F; s and genetic distances (GDs) among the parents based on 128 AFLPs.

i\

VR [0 0 & %

Fresh weight Plant height Root number RGR-fw
Genetic
Stage 1* Stage 2* Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 1 Stage 2 x 100 .
distance
Cross Heterosis¥ Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis (GDY
Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP
(@ % (% @ @ % (em) (%) (%) (em) (%) (%) (%) (%) %) (%) (%) (%)
Senju X Senju
AXB 1.46 24 8 5.78 4 -9 24.3 6 2 33.3 2 -2 1 12 7 17 8 3 491 -12 -12 0.165
AXD 1.67 18 13 761 20 20 25.6 6 5 35.5 3 1 12 15 11 20 15 14 5.42 1 -2 0.209
BxC 1.36 14 -2 6.73 14 -4 24.4 7 3 35.8 8 2 10 10 5 18 0 5.71 0 -2 0.065
BxE 1.561 24 7 6.36 20 10 24.4 6 2 33.4 3 -1 10 9 2 17 11 9 5.14 -3 -8 0.197
CxA 1.43 4 3 6.55 -2 -7 24.4 3 3 34.9 1 0 10 -3 -3 16 -9 5.44 -4 -6 0.147
CxD 1.43 0 -3 6.85 3 -2 23.9 0 -2 35.3 1 1 10 -2 -5 18 3 2 5.60 2 -3 0.181
DxB 1.52 22 3 6.38 14 1 26.0 13 7 36.5 10 4 10 8 0 18 10 4 5.13 -5 -8 0.186
DxE 1.75 21 19 8.49 40 34 26.5 10 9 392 14 12 1 10 9 18 9 5 5.64 10 8 0.211
ExA 1.59 15 12 738 22 16 26.1 9 9 34.9 3 2 10 1 -2 17 6 3 5.49 4 0 0.206
ExC 1.564 10 9 726 14 3 266 12 11 37.3 9 7 11 10 8 18 10 4 5.54 2 -4 0.167
Mean 1.53 15 7 6.94 15 6 25.2 7 5 35.6 3 11 7 3 18 7 4 5.40 0 -4 0.173
Senju x Kaga
AxF 1.61 19 19 7.09 16 12 23.9 6 1 32.1 1 -6 11 9 7 18 7 6 5.29 -2 -4 0.323
AxG 1.71 27 26 711 15 12 24.5 3 3 34.3 -2 -4 11 13 11 18 12 9 5.09 -7 -8 0.282
BxF 1.40 19 4 6.24 16 5 22.2 3 1 31.5 4 0 10 6 0 17 3 -1 5.34 -2 -4 0.304
BxG 1.27 9 -5 6.25 16 4 23.8 5 1 35.1 5 -2 11 10 3 17 6 5.69 4 2 0.254
CxF 1.50 10 8 7.39 14 5 22.9 2 -3 33.7 5 -4 11 5 4 18 2 0 5.70 3 -2 0.296
CxG 1.45 7 5 6.32 -3 -10 23.0 -3 -3 31.8 -10 -11 11 5 4 18 4 5.25 -6 -9 0.260
DxF 1.66 17 12 8.12 32 28 23.6 4 -3 35.3 9 0 12 11 10 19 14 13 5.68 8 7 0.338
DxG 1.49 6 1 723 17 14 25.7 7 6 37.4 6 5 10 -2 -4 16 -2 -5 5.64 7 5 0.299
ExF 164 19 16 767 31 30 23.9 6 0 32.6 3 -3 11 5 5 18 12 9 5.50 7 4 0.329
ExG 1.47 7 4 6.69 14 11 23.4 -2 -2 34.5 0 -3 11 8 8 18 15 14 5.42 4 1 0.306
Mean 1.52 14 9 7.01 17 11 23.7 3 0 33.8 2 -3 11 7 5 18 8 5 5.46 2 -1 0.299

zSee Table 1. YMP: heterosis over the mid-parent, BP: heterosis over the better parent.

*GD(, j) =1-{2N(, j/IN@D+NG]}, where N(, j) is the total number of polymorphic fragments common to cultivar i and j, and N(i) and N(j) are total number of polymorphic

fragments present in i and j respectively.

TR N i D = R A VA § 4
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Table 2 (continued)

Fresh weight

Root number

Plant height RGR-fw
Genetic
Stage 1% Stage 2* Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 1 Stage 2 x 100 .
distance
Cross Heterosis” Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis Heterosis (GDY
Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP Mean MP BP
® %) (% (® @ & (em) (%) (%) (em) (%) (%) ) (%) %) (%) (%) (%)
Senju x Okunegi
HxA 1.34 14 -1 6.13 25 -4 24.3 7 2 34.4 10 1 9 7 -4 16 8 -7 5.42 9 -2 0.471
BxH 1.50 50 49 7.01 70 46 250 15 14 36.1 21 15 10 18 10 17 22 10 550 10 1 0.424
CxH 1.51 27 9 6.43 23 -8 25.0 10 6 34.2 8 -2 10 9 -3 16 5 -11 5.17 1 -11 0.426
HxD 1.28 4 -13 6.21 27 -2 253 10 4 36.4 14 4 9 -5 -18 17 13 3 564 17 8 0.559
HxE 1.45 21 3 576 25 0 254 11 6 33.2 7 -1 11 18 3 17 22 8 4.93 4 -2 0.478
Mean 1.42 23 9 6.31 34 6 25.0 11 6 34.9 12 3 10 9 -2 16 14 0 5.33 8 -2 0.472
Senju x Kujo
AxI 1.45 20 7 6.61 17 4 24.9 4 3 35.4 3 2 10 10 2 16 9 -2 542 -2 -2 0.352
AxJ 1.57 22 16 6.96 17 10 25.0 2 0 35.5 1 -2 11 11 10 16 11 -4 5.31 -3 A4 0.356
KxA 1.48 16 9 6.76 22 6 26.0 5 1 37.2 9 9 10 8 7 16 13 -3 5.43 4 -2 0.418
BxI 1.42 38 34 6.01 23 21 25.7 12 7 34.9 6 1 11 22 18 15 6 -1 5.15 -7 -8 0.346
BxdJ 1.48 33 22 6.98 36 27 25.3 8 1 37.3 11 3 10 11 8 16 17 7 5.54 1 -1 0.312
KxB 1.39 27 17 6.60 38 37 26.1 9 1 374 14 10 10 7 3 16 18 5 5.56 6 0 0.379
CxI 1.63 33 18 725 21 3 26.2 10 9 36.0 3 3 11 16 7 18 19 5 533 -6 -8 0.325
Cxd 1.51 16 9 7.22 15 3 25.0 3 0 36.8 4 2 10 5 4 17 16 -1 5.59 0 -4 0.304
CxK 1.46 13 5 7.42 26 6 25.4 3 -1 37.8 9 8 10 6 4 17 15 -4 5.82 8 0 0.396
DxI 1.58 25 7 6.76 20 7 27.5 14 13 36.3 4 3 11 12 1 18 18 5 5.19 -3 -6 0.325
DxdJ 1.71 27 16 7.00 18 10 27.9 13 11 38.7 9 7 10 4 -1 15 4 -11 5.04 -5 -6 0.355
DxK 1.72 29 17 769 39 21 286 14 11 404 17 15 12 15 11 18 25 6 5.35 5 3 0.457
ExI 1.65 33 17 6.34 18 10 27.5 14 14 36.4 7 5 11 13 2 17 16 7 4.81 -9 -13 0.291
ExJ 1.58 20 12 6.89 22 19 26.3 7 4 37.8 8 5 11 9 5 15 9 -3 5.27 1 -2 0.258
KxE 1.27 -2 -10 5.67 8 -2 243 -2 -5 36.7 8 8 9 -8 -11 15 10 -3 5.35 7 6 0.415
Mean 1.53 23 13 6.81 23 12 26.1 8 5 37.0 8 5 10 9 5 17 14 0 5.34 0o -3 0.353
Total mean 1.51 19 10 6.83 21 10 25.1 7 4 35.6 6 2 10 8 3 17 11 2 5.39 1 -2 0.309
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Table 3 Analysis of variance for seedling traits of 11 parents and 40 F s.

BAIEEEEIZDOANT
oA EDMABREE R

Mean square

4. XTOF IT&->TH

Source Fresh weight Plant height Root number RGR-fw
af Stage 1” Stage 2 Stagel Stage2 Stagel Stage 2 x 100 BE % R 7 i%%, Hhe 4 @
Total 407 MEOERE, FL, M
Blocks 7 161 7 1144 7 8896 T 33513 7 254 7 10799 7 2117 7 BB XL RGR-fw 12BN
Lines 50 023 64 7 1910 7 41.67 7 486 ~ 2140 T 052 ° 3 MP stibo~nFo vz
Between parents and Fis 1 4.64 116.5 176.95 320.86 53.76 305.06 0.23 & Jﬁ1ﬁ E,‘J Eﬁﬁgﬁ@ ] ﬂ:ﬁ%ﬁ
Within parents 100 0237 797 1643 7 5207 7 6137 3679 7 098 7 . o= -
P B B B B B B RIEDFAB D S,
Within Fis 39 0.12 3.2 15.74 31.84 3.29 10.19 041 _
LinL, BP xtlto~NTo
Error 350 0.03 1.5 1.94 6.59 0.37 2.92 0.36
VAEDOBOMBIZEE
“See Table 1. N .
R Significant at the 5% and 1% levels, respectively. T - f‘:- 475" :F‘E
HX TEHOMEEDA

Table 4 Number of AFLP markers detected using a combination of
EcoRI primers (E) with three selective nucleotides and Msel
primers (M) with four selective nucleotides and used for estima-
tion of genetic distances among 11 cultivars.

Primer combination E+ AAG ACA ACC ACT ACG AGC AGG
M+CAGA 5 3 6
CAGC 11 5 3 5
CAGC 9
CAGC 4 10 6 4
CAGC 2 12 6 7 2 3
CAGC 10 6 1 8
Total 128
Group
A. Motokura N
[ | —— B.Kinzo
| C. Tokyo-fuyuguro .
-ipponfuto Senju
E. Kincho 3 gou
D. Saiko J
F. Shimonita b
Kaga
G. Matsumoto J
-ipponfuto
] L. Koshizu D
— L J.Kujofuto Kujo
K. Asagikei-kujo D,
H. Motoharu Okunegi
-bansei

Fig. 1 A dendrogram of 11 bunching onion cultivars generated by
UPGMA cluster analysis of genetic distance based on 128 AFLPs.

W& - THEE & - BA1E, Bk
HEREIZEOTOAHOHBNRD ST
7o, THREX s RHOMAEITEL
TiE, B4 Mm% oAFE, FiE
KOHIHE RHRIZBOT, A0
LOMICHESIEOHBIAHED She,
Fig. 2 1IZHEEH R OHBEBROED &
NieBf 4 BB BOAKREICIBITS
MP st DOANTF O ¥ R &AL 1Y EH D
BIfR, BXUPRGR-fw ® MP %o~
TRy RAEBIRHEEEOBIRE R T,
& F 20T RAAES, WEEoNT
0¥ X OB ILH R 2 MR A
HThy, BIzHHEENEEE MP
DO ANT B Y 2O K & 75 B 57
RN, Lrl, RIEEOHEES
MiHEEZ RS HEETH-Th, NT
¥ ADEIZIENE 0 R EBIERD - 72,
o, THBXTEROMEGETE,
10 LA 9 M & H D EAZKY BHEEDS
0.15~0.2 WiRICER LT, Zh
SOMAE 4 M HOEKRETIIBITS
MP oA F o v 213 —2~40% & 1
WA R L7z,

3 &5 =

a miEEF OMBEETELAFTO
R

X FONT O Y RIS PFE IR
BTHIOD, HEEATRRME 0k
HHAEOF 28T, WHEPIE



10 WAV RS 510 %

AT Y ZANBNn S ElEShTuns (L. |k
J5i, 1985b ; Zhang &, 1995). AMFFEICHLTH, %
755 MERHCRT 5 11 oMM TrER L2 Fi 2 T
PIAEEZFE LR, 2 oMaE ThkE, HL
BLUOWHEO 3EHITATO Y ANEN DB Z L0 S
Lo, FRTEREIC DO TRE AT O Y ZNKE
{, BP X9 2 BAlEAKREDONT B Y X340 D F,
AP UMAERITBWTEOEEZR L., —,
RGR-fw iIZ2W\ T, BP koA T o v 2088 0t%E
RTHMEENKESTH 722 EM D, AEELEDIE
BThbrEEZOND,

T/, THEEXEHOMARITE, AAkE, R,
WEIZ OOV TEWAT O ¥ X2 RT A A iy &5
BizBint, Lich-7T, HINAEEOHERES F Flo
TeHOMEtE LT, THERXNWEAROMEGERIAEHLEE
Zohsd, —h, SREHEOHMED HOMEEE, T
EEEN, HMOMESITlb o FTHIKN S » 5 2c8h
fo. Fio, THEHNOHIAEDS B PR X KR35
(DXE) 3#hl 4 @E%OARENMERAF PR b &<,
ANTBRYRAbEN-. IhO6DIEMDS, NTOYVR
R 2 EEERTITAHNICS MAEL TS EE
Zohb.

Table 5 Correlation coefficients (r) of genetic distance with seedling traits or

heterosis in the F; s.

Whole set of crosses

Senju x Senju

Senju x other group

(n=40) (n=10) (n=30)
Trait Heterosis” Trait Heterosis Trait Heterosis
Trait mean MP BP mean MP  BP mean MP BP
Stage 17
Fresh weight  -0.14 0.18 0.06 0.64* 0.26 0.71* -0.28 0.01 -0.18
Plant height 0.15 0.18 0.01 0.03 0.09 -0.03 0.24 0.36 *  0.17
Root number  -0.32 * 0.04 -0.19 0.45 0.18 0.28 -0.94 ** -0.12 -0.41 **
Stage 2"
Fresh weight  -0.16 0.46 ** 0.13 0.29 0.26 0.46 -0.25 0.43 ** -0.10
Plant height 0.14 0.43 ** 0.25 -0.26  -0.14 -0.24 0.22 0.63 ** 0.42 **
Root number  -0.33 * 0.44 ** -0.17 0.33 0.25 0.49 -0.24 0.33 -0.25
RGR-fw %100 -0.03 0.47 ** 0.30 -0.25 0.22 0.10 0.04 0.61 " 0.34
”See Table 2.
¥ See Table 1.
R Significant at the 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
% a A b
80 20
w2 R2=0.215% A R?=0.222* A
=
.% y =56.74x + 3.115 2 15 [ y=27.19x - 7.138
z 60 _ T r=0471*
- r=0.463** %
a 10
o
£ 5
.
L ‘: 40 ‘; 5
2 o @
" © S
e % A 3
S 890 | 2o
2 2
s o
o g
5, 5
- s
s -10 1
[ J
-20 L L -15 I L I I !
00 0.2 04 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 0.6

Genetic distance

Fig. 2

Genetic distance

Linear regression of mid-parent heterosis for fresh weight at four weeks after
transplanting (a) and for RGR-fw (b) on genetic distance.
Kaga; A\, Senju X Okunegi; [ ], Senju X Kujo.

@, Senju X Senju; O, Senju X
**: Significant at the 1% level.
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b AFLP [CE D BREMDEENIERE

MR PERED) 12 SRR IS AN T O BEAEERFF L T B 7
Y, OB A EHEICHEE T 2 03RS TR
o, TRbL, SIS HOMEEE O TREILT
JEIZB U B EETHAREL, HEE L IKNHE - SR
T D AL TR 1T B S W RSB SR D B L E
WHY, NSRBI TIBBETH S, KR TIH,
gL D72, BEADOELRA L T — 7 —@is 74
ERHAL, ThESMEOBE T ERE L. DR
by, TEHRIZHOEILTHE (128 AFLP) 7 —
FAERRMIELZ LIk, WEMKELASDEILEL
7o, ZOJRETHE U/CBIZHIEREICE S 7 S XY —
SATORER (Fig. 1) 13, JERE - ARRBIFEICHE S SR
ko AFEEES % (Inden » Asahira, 1990 ; BBIR « B X,
1965) EMH TR —H LA, 2ol Enhs, KRBT
#72 AFLP < — 7 — % L @I EEE, Bk F 5
HHEOBIENEERAERKBL TR 6D EEZ 5N 5.
AFLP 39 TIZZ < OEMIT B O TREP RHED 53
FRHHRBROMIEITFIHTE 2 2 &G ShTH 3
(Ellis 5, 1997 ; Goto-Yamamoto, 2000 ; Huh * Ohnishi,
2002). AEEBOFERN S, 2FD DNA LNILTO M
FERE R AFLP = — 7 —SFIHA[EETH 5 & L DR
BINns.

c EEMEREEATDYRXEDREBR

DNA ==/ — 2 k3 S @Izl E N7 o 2 20
RRIZLOEPWITE TR SN TE D, Smith 5
(1990) ¥, P EBIYF ORNEOANTO Y R &
RFLP @ ic 55 < BIRHIEERE & OB G K, ~NT
oY 2O TN AEETH B EL TS, Lnl, KIEE
LTI, B4 BEREROKIEHDO MP XEoNT
0¥ A& AFLP T & 2 Bz it & o i A& S AHM
NREBOoNTEDD, ZOMHMIRE BT, F2,
FEMIMTEETH % BP HOANT B ¥ 21220 TR,
BZEEEE & QMBS EIREN -7, ThoD I &b
ARG TRD 1 BIEIHEIC X > TAT O Y 2O FE N
BEHAEITA I EBELLEEZ SN, O L,
M7 Eo a3y (Ajmone Marsan &, 1998 ; Godshalk
5, 1990), = 4 F (Barbosa-Neto 5, 1996) HiZH
FABREMNREREE LTS, BT
Y ZDMHBNE K B s MO —>E LT, KEHD
ANToO Y ZICEEZM#ET 5 QTL (quantitative trait
loci) &, HEL U7 AFLP =—Ah—E0HgEnDINT &
MWEZ H5N5 (Bernardo, 1992 ; Melchinger 5, 1990).

FIE DB O MR DK & 75 QTL AR L T
LUl H 0, 2OHG, IBEEIEHL THRNnT »
LT —H—0EZ 513 E, W< -7 -8
T2, HEMEL BB EMa v Ea—F v alb—
Ya L 0iENID SN TS (Charcosset &, 1991).
IhoDZl Ens, NFoyRIMET 3 QTL ITH#
Ul — A —ZMEH R FETRIRU TR T 24 &
wINTHb (Liu 5, 2002 ; Zhang 5, 1996). 7272
L, #Bfil (2002) &, EHAPHEANRTEELEAE,
Gl e RFEMICR T B v —H —BIgFH & QTL #is 1
TEDMEE—ETREBNZY, NToyXEFOHE
ERT—A—KIEERNLT, TUEELZED LD &
T5IEEERNBTNELTNAS,

—7, KRBT, HENGOANTeEGEERRFL
T3 EHEE SN B UEZH mEEZBICTH N T 5720,
AT B Y RICMET 5 QTL BT AT o#EstkE, &
Btk ZHThEEEZONSE. ZOD, BHEEH
WIZBOTBHZRBIL T ANT o v RADRRE S ThTh
OB TRESEL D EHEREN, TOZENTF LB
ROFHBE EBIfR LT 2 0] EeMEN B 5. T 08, A
X OANToEATERY S AR ERO F, 2
5 EITkD, AT LT3 AfEENEZ SN S,

i, A RIBNT, HFEN (indicaXindica) DR
fid TR AN T 1 ¥ R &R BEEED B & O FHBE A
‘monsbon, HHEMOZLE (indicaX japonica) T
AR EBFEIN TS Xiao 5, 1996 ;
Zhao 5, 1999). KBTI, 1 x DD
RERELY, THEHNOZRTREANT B Y X LD
KL, B oRRTIREWHENRED shiz. —7,
3 LFTIRHBIRMME OBIZMZREIEDVNE I o 7o 2 &
HBEDORWERKTH 2 EFEEKIN TS (Barbosa-
Neto 5, 1996). AGERICH 1 3 TAEREN O Bl O #iz
MR 3P 0.17 S BRI O F 0.36 12~ TR, A
BRI RN S W ER SN E 2 &S, ZDZ
EWTAERNICB T 2 HBABEN > e 2 E0—HEHZ
YR

Uko Xz, AilBrcid, AFLP x—#—I12#>
SR OBENHEIIC X 0 2 FORUAEF BN SN
TRV RO TFMET) LU S S, EE
Tl DNA < — 7 — ik & QTL itk oz X b,
AT B Y RICEBERES Y 2 QTL OB uEIZ L - T
W3, FFITEBNTS, NTovRICEET LD
QTL Z#i U, = QEIZRREZFMICIEET 22 &n
WHETHH.



12 WAV TR 5510 %5

I XFOVNEAEFTRICBETESAT7 LI
ST

BFICB LT, *FHEMF oA ERIEEn
ANTOYAREND Z EMHERI N, FIAE OIS
F mEERO WD R E NI, AT oY ZE/REY
KR 2720121, PIHEFIZ DO TO QTL it %
1o, 2NENO B FEOR R IcHaT 5 2 &
DEMEZZoNE, HWEEIZBS T 32 EEZ QTL
ZTEHRIHEBXFTIRT 2720121F, 2L DRI
BB A RIS DN T 21T 5 LB D 5798, Thic
BEREH AT E, 20w, QTLIRNTICEKIT S
KEHOFEE B TE, HWEE MY T 285758
MTE BRI > TO B AE RSO N TH 5.
#f (2000 b) &, QTL MATICHENL L, KM
MTHY 72 D RRLEITYL, F 4 7 LIV (Hayman,
1954) 1T & » TERYEE OBIETEIT D0 TR 2R
HEHBLTEB ZEMEHITHEELTHAS,

FAT VIVAHTIE, 3L L0 S HE « R % R IR
T3 RNEPEOBLFITFETHD, Fi Lo
R THET SR TH 5. RNEEICMES T 281510
FRARR S FE P B2 0BT 5 T, £h~nT oy
ZBEMITBNTHEELE 23 HAEHESE2FHET 52 LTt
ODTHEMETETH S, £, AFEEMVE I ETH
MBI DD T OEBRAEOBIL TR A K E ICIBES
5 EMTE B0, QTL MHTICH W 5 R EIEE O
rHOHMENEHRERS L TE S, ABRTIE, 1
BB B ERELELII OV TOEENIERES S
720, 2 FIHMBRKETNNTS A T LIV %247 - 72,

1 HEEXUVFEE
FFORKWILMEZHmEE LT, FHE#E»S 4&
MCTTE, R RAKR, TR, &Rk 3T),
Bt o 1 M), WS, S 3 mil (B,
TR, BHEFRIE) BIOBHMEOK X ¥, S 1
il (OUHEBA) AEE L7, KD S REMT 1
MR %2, HIf% 2 [#E DR U TR G359 BIHRM
#TA T UVIVGHTOBIZH O (Table 6). Tho%
BELLIXIRMY A7 UVILREIZL S 36 fHlAEED
Py EBRM, BLOEAERR 2 afE ok, ‘Hh 2
=) AME L, 20014FE 3 H 21 H¥EHM, 8 K THER%E
fTotc. Bt (Yro<=—F75HFEL) 23D 200
REIVMUAIZ, Y0 DRIEREL, FEFEH LA
ToT7T vy =4 EIZ3 Uy bVOEL (7 LR

BA) #@EGEoTHEM U, BhE B 7TH%, 2
TV D ICHOMMEK Sem YO i 728, 1 X
Y720 8 AR AMAE ERSL (BRI S I KEED S
FTOES) ZMALPFEME RS, HERDEIE,
E= by AN ORI 5 em, 2 Fhf (§ 3,500 4
/a) TEL, BR4E%E (R7—Y 2) KHEEOHE
Eifote. ¥4 T VISR OHERZI Y Ea—y Tay
7 L DIAL 98 C#sfil, 1989) %MW THT- 7. WiEF
B (MP) 26 2A7my 2RBUTORITL DRz,
A7 vz (MP) %=100x (F, fii—MP f&) ~MP fi
A B RIEE Y 1 IR EEEZY, REVHE
T ERF BRI EERPRE NERMIZH 5 2 &8,
*F)ED Y —F (Benjamin, 1984), bUEO I ¥
(Hawkins * Cooper, 1979), h< & (Pet * Garretsen,
1983), %4 2> (Smittle, 1982) %, %< OfETHL
HINTOS, RERTHA L BB XU F 45 20D
HMr®E (THE) CRBRKREEENS -i®
(1.25~2.65g), WA RGLE &M ThHEEOH
BIBAMR A ~NTo & 2 A, BhiRAIAE & OBICOAAE
SIEO MBS St (Table 7). [\ T O fS R
BAE A B O - TR EICSHT AMREBHETH - 72
eSS (%KETHRE, IRERBR=0.175), Bhi
bR E A REICEEEZITCEEELIONK, —
B V2 e T R RERR O AL TR B K OREAMIT & -
TRELSHBAEZT S, KERTREHEO &5 S Ml%RE
PRE LTk - T, 20 IFEENEORESZEDE
Ik > THAEIZENE U TOIEERH D, hb
MINAT RAEN 5T, REREICBET 2 ho E23#ER
TOMRESTTE IRV RENEN D B, £ I THTED
WEATEX LRG0, B EREOHThE
X9 B I EAR (R ARE b=0.364, 1% /KHETHE)
EHOT, ERMOAKEEL FoT & - THIEL,
AT VIV Hn e,
AERERIEE=ERENEME + (SHERKOTH
FOPEAE — TRIE) < 0.364

2 i R

a BEIUF OMPETELATOLR

Table 8 IZHEHE DB THIRZRT. 2RTORE
IZBWT, ARHME, BURHE-F M, BREN, A
DESBIEETH Y, FHITHRK -F Mo a8k
L REM -7z, Table 6 8 XU Table 9 ICH E FL O]
WAETERSTEEOPEEERT., HOEKEIRKEETE
RigzRL, FEEAMPRED OGN, F OEAKRER, B
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Table 6 Seedling traits of parental lines used in the diallel analysis.

Fresh weight (g)” Plant height (cm)”
Line Source cultivar Group Stage 1’ Stage 2’ Stage 1 stage 2
A Motokura Senju 1.44 be 6.1 ab 23.6d 31.7 de
C  Tokyo-fuyuguro-ipponfuto Senju 1.57 ab 7.4 ab 26.0 be 35.4 be
D Saiko Senju 1.77 a 7.8 a 25.3 cd 34.3 bede
E  Kincho 3gou Senju 1.41 be 6.6 ab 24.2 cd 35.0 bed
F  Shimonita Kaga 1.09 d 5.6 ab 215 3l.1e
H Motoharu-bansei Okunegi 1.32 ¢ 7.4 ab 24.4 cd 32.4 cde
I  Koshizu Kujo 1.27 cd 5.5 ab 27.4 ab 36.7 b
J  Kujo-futo Kujo 1.27 cd 5.1b 27.6 ab 35.6 be
K Asagikei-kujo Kujo 1.33 ¢ 7.8 a 29.0 a 43.0 a
Standard variety
Motokura (OP) Senju 1.32 7.2 25.2 32.9
Natsuohgi 2 (F1) Senju 1.46 8.8 26.8 37.9

“ Different letters within columns show significant difference by Ryan's multiple range test at the 5% level.

¥ Stage 1: transplanting stage (seven weeks after sowing), Stage 2: four weeks after transplanting.

Table 7 Correlation coefficients (r) between seed weight
and seedling traits of 9 parents and 36 Fis.

Seedling trait Stage” r

Fresh weight Stage 1 0.418
Stage 2 0.247

Plant height Stage 1 -0.003
Stage 2 0.037

” See Table 6.

*%

: significant at the 1% level.

REIRE 2% 1.49~2.05 g, oAl 4 WA 8.6~14.Tg &)L
WiizR L, MPxtleTERZEh 6~49% CFE 27%),
34~104% CEE60%) O~NTF oy BBz, —T,

FIZOWTHEOMIZIRBEESED S, HLo
AT OV ZARIBHEET1~19% CF11%), k48
#%TIE9~31% CF20%) EAEREICHAA/NS -7,

b BHEEEREDT A7 LIS

IXIRMT A 7 LIVEDGFESHT (Jones, 1965) O
FE % Table 10 1239, BHREO AT, al{ (M
mMaH0 WEETEL, b1EH CEANEERES) »E
BliC@h-tcl &ins, MR E D bEEDEORE
MREWZ EhvRanic, BWHFHO S S b1IHD AN
AETL2HBIUbIIHEIFE T M-I EDDL,

Table 8 Analysis of variance for seedling traits of 9 parents and 36 Fis.

Mean square

Source d.f. Fresh weight Plant height
Stagel” Stage2” Stagel Stage2

Total 359

Blocks 7 1.04 ™ 8561 " 4473 77 17023

Lines 44 033 ™ 3732 " 4070 71 20227
Between parents and Fis 1 7.40 ** 98891 ** 488.76 ** 282794 **
Within parents 8 031 ™ 8.87 4252 7 10072 7
Within F;s 35 0.13 ™ 16.64 ** 27.49 **  150.46 **

Error 308 0.04 2.15 1.54 5.23

” See Table 6.
HSignificant at the 1% level.
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Table 9 Fresh weight, plant height and their midparent heterosis in 9 parents and 36 F; s.

Trait Parent A C D E F H I J K Mean" Mean"
Fresh weight A 144 160 179 1.78 1.67 1.72 1.90 1.78 1.80 1.75 25
at Stage 1” () C 6 157 184 179 161 166 149 1.73 1.8  1.69 16
D 12 10 177 197 166 167 1.78 1.82 205 1.82 18

E 25 20 24 141 164 172 171 1.8 198 1.80 30

F 32 21 16 32 1.09 159 1.63 1.55 1.71 1.63 31

H 25 15 8 26 32 132 159 161 1.80 1.67 24

I 41 5 17 28 38 23 127 168 174 1.69 27

J 32 22 20 39 32 24 32 127 194 175 31

K 30 28 32 45 41 36 34 49 133 1.86 37

1.74 27

Fresh weight A 61 92 94 91 93 106 114 11.4 133 10.5 65
at Stage 2” (g) C 36 7.4 11.6 10.5 10.7 11.1 104 11.9 14.2 11.2 61
D 35 53 7.8 109 102 11.1 109 11.1 147 11.2 44

E 43 50 50 6.6 9.9 94 87 97 123 10.0 52

F 58 65 41 61 56 97 96 95 121 10.1 63

H 58 49 45 34 48 74 96 103 126 105 52

I 96 61 42 42 72 48 55 86 11.0 10.0 61

J 104 91 39 65 78 65 61 51 11.1 10.4 72

K 92 86 49 70 80 66 65 73 1.8  12.7 73

10.7 60

Plant height A 23.6 26.3 27.2 279 266 27.8 304 30.0 304 283 15
at Stage 1 (cm) C 6 26.0 27.1 275 266 27.0 282 30.2 308 28.0 9
D 11 6 253 276 248 275 279 288 289 275 8

E 17 10 12 242 260 245 29.2 30.3 30.1 279 12

F 18 12 6 14 215 255 272 285 275  26.6 12

H 16 7 11 1 11 244 279 30.6 30.6 27.7 11

I 19 6 6 13 11 8 274 309 31.0 29.1 11

J 17 13 9 17 16 18 13 27.6 30.9  30.0 14

K 16 12 7 13 9 14 10 9 290 300 11

28.3 11

Plant height A 31.7 36.4 37.7 387 339 381 425 43.0 466  39.6 18
at Stage 2 (cm) C 8 354 439 40.1 389 387 438 43.7 484  41.7 18
D 14 26 343 42.8 37.3 423 430 457 483  42.6 23

E 16 14 24 35.0 36.8 359 42.8 444 471 @ 41.1 17

F 8 17 14 11 31.1 34.1 40.0 39.0 406  37.6 13

H 19 14 27 7 8 324 422 43.7 490  40.5 19

I 24 22 21 19 18 22 36.7 462 482  43.6 22

J 28 23 31 26 17 29 28 356 49.8 444 26

K 25 23 25 21 10 30 21 27 43.0 47.2 23

42.0 20

” See Table 6.
¥ On the diagonal with underline; average for parent.
Above the diagonal; F1 average.
Below the diagonal; midparent heterosis (%).
Midparent heterosis (%) = (F1- MP) x 100 / MP,
where F1 represents the F1 value and MP represents the midparent value.

* Mean of F1 averages for each parent.

¥ Mean of midparent heterosis for each parent.
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Table 10 Analysis of variance for seedling traits in 9 X 9 half diallel tables.

Mean square

Source d.f. Fresh weight Plant height
Stagel” Stage2” Stagel Stage?2
Block 7 0.31 18.8 4.9 275.1
a 8 0.56 50.7 134.8 630.6
b 36 0.28 34.3 19.9 107.2
b1 1 739 989.0 490.0 28317
b2 8 0.17 10.1 75 62.0
b3 27 0.05 6.2 6.1 19.7
Error 308 0.45 14.3 120.5 276.7

“ See Table 6.

* %% significant at the 5, 1% levels, respectively.

Table 11 Analysis of variance of Wr—Vr for seedling traits in half diallel tables.

Fresh weight Plant height
Source Stagel” Stage2” Stagel Stage2
(Set A (Set B) (Set C) (Set D)
d.f. MS d.f. MS d.f. MS d.f. MS
Array 6 0.00105 6 7.001 8 3.983 7 59.55
Error 49  0.00085 49 6.796 63 2.002 56 31.72

” See Table 6.

¥ Set A: 7 x 7 sub-diallel crosses where the parents C and K were excluded.
Set B: 7 X 7 sub-diallel crosses where the parents A and K were excluded.
Set C: 9 x 9 diallel crosses.

Set D: 8 X 8 sub-diallel crosses where the parent F was excluded.

Table 12 Genetic parameters estimated for each seedling trait.

Fresh weight Plant height

Parameter Stagel” Stage2” Stagel Stage2

(Set A (SetB) (Set C) (Set D)

Additive variance D 0.041 0.907 5.144 11.21

Dominance variance H1 0.093 8.702 7.008 44.06

H2 0.086 8.439 6.252 39.43

Average degree of dominance J H1/d 1.500 3.097 1.167 1.982

Average direction of dominance h 0.609 6.416 5.185 13.64

Heritability (broad sense) 0.917 0.911 0.966 0.972

Heritability (narrow sense) 0.333 0.216 0.650 0.559
Correlation between Vr+Wr and Pr -0.814 ~ -0938 " -0.833 " -0958

Selection limit (max) 1.86 8.14 31.5 43.3

” See Table 6.
¥ See Table 11.

**%: significant at the 5, 1% levels, respectively.
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Fig. 3 Vr/Wr graph for fresh weight at trans-
planting stage in a set of 7 X 7 sub-diallel
crosses where the parents C and K were ex-

cluded.
2 .
J
15
1
=05 — Wr=1.0Vr - 1.949
== Wr= 0.72Vr —1.265
0 . . ,
3 4 5
~05 Vr

Fig. 4 Vr/Wr graph for fresh weight at 4 weeks
after transplanting in a set of 7 X 7 sub-diallel
crosses where the parents A and K were ex-
cluded.

EHIICEE PO RE M ENEAET 508, TOHED
5 BEFE OB P OHLARITIKET 20 REhIEE
KRECBOIERW SN ER 572, KRITVr (FE A
WMELr BFHORIOGH) & Wr (v HHDORIID
F, EIEdadBl & o338 oBfRIic L TRE L 7.
Vr/Wr 75 7 OFREHROBEE N1 L 0FHL RN
BT, IELBIE PR OMEER (TERY v R) B
FAELTOBaREMERSH b, 20 X5 BEAZYRER
S RITHEN THLE 9 2 BA RO TRESTE 5 2 &
fibhad (Dwivedi 5, 1980 ; ¥ « ¥, 1986). A&
FBRIIBOLTIE, 2TOHEHNWIZIXI AT LT
3 L7cS B I R E M O & A% 0.62 L&D - 7o7c D,
MREH» SEENTARE L TORE C ZHB LUK &
MRES D SIRE IXT LT LVIVELRLED A, [l
EROMZ 2 0.74 &2 0 1iTES0W 72 (Fig. 3). &5

— Wr=1.0Vr - 0.466
~7 Wr=0.76Vr +0.282

Vr

Fig. 5 Vr/Wr graph for plant height at trans-
planting stage in a set of 9 X 9 diallel
crosses.

15 r

125
10

75

— Wr=1.0Vr - 8211
“77" Wr=0.90Vr -6.595

15 20 25

Vr

Fig. 6 Vr/Wr graph for plant height at four
weeks after transplanting in a set of 8 X §
sub-diallel crosses where the parent F was
excluded.

12, SOTXTFATUMIDOWTIERY v ZADOHME
EET 57w, H - &/ (1995 ERkOAIET
Wr—Vr OE—HIZB T 5 53805347 %17 - 72 (Table 11).
Wr—Vr 3RS CTHERE RS-0l &5,
IERY V2D « BEoBIZET VITHEALT
WaZERINT, —F, Vr/Wr 75 71280 TIE,
&% 1 & UBYREARD Wr Bt R QA & T8
EAMETE S, Fig. 3180, MUREHROMEE % 1
ELRGAED Wriill i BRDMEER LI EMnS, B
R E AR I BEEOE TH 5 2 LRSS hic, 1z,
Vr/Wr 75 7128 W TAE T JITALE S 5 AU ML
BETEZ R OBUTHY L, #4 LAITME T 58
BEERNLEILFZ2 2 S FFOBUCHYT 5. Fig. 37
S5, ABXUDRMK (FTAEREMR) MRk AR EIC
DOTERBEZEFEZ RS, [ JRHE JUEBHR)
BLUFRHE NEBEHR BHEEELEFEZ R
EMNREINI, TXTFATUIVE LUTEIZNT A —
& — i Uc ki % Table 12 13RY. [REOEER
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130.92 L@ > 7o DT LBEFEIZ 033 LK 722 &
mo, BHMROFENRENI EAVRES N £,
SPEEPEEA 1 LD K& (1.60) Z/RLICZ ENS
b, BRNERERBEBEORELESZ 5. Pr GHO
i) & Vr+Wr OB A ESADHE (r=-0.8D
ERLIcZ Eno, KEnOBEMEELTRIESR, 372
DHERELZD S HANMEHT 5 EZZ2 o005, £,
Vr+Wr @ Prics 2 0lEn o, meEEEoMm <
BbH5 AT VIEBRORRN? S/ 5 5 HRDELT
BE DR AR GEIKIRR) ZHEE Lic & 2 A, BRRHE
REORERAIL 1.86 (g) EHEE SNk,

c BHE4BREKREDT A7 LIVSH

B 4 W OEKREIZONTIE, 5147 LVIVEDSH
SHTIZET 5 aH GGHMZ 80, b (EESHD, bl
I CEamErtmZE BEETH D, FHI2 b1 T
TKRK&-72 (Table 10). Vr/Wr 75 7 %#aEt L7
LIA, 9X9 714 T LIV TEEYFEROMBE D 0.07 &
FLL 1 XDERD 5 7o, MURERD SR ITEkN THE
ELTW ABITKRHERO TR Z1T - /2.
Z O REREH OB E A2 0.72 720 (Fig. 4), 1
Wr—Vr OE—PEIZ >0 TOR SRR b EE TR
Mmotcl &S (Table 11), TEX Y Y 2D 0W#EE
ETVICEAELTWS &R, Ve/Wr 775 7128
WTIE, &A1 & UblFERO Wr i 238 o il
Ao Ufc, Fi, BRRRICH~N, FEEEEE 3.1 Lk
HDTEL, MBOBEERIZ 022 EBDTENL -2 &
m 5 (Table 12), B 4 H%OEKRE S BEMEERT
BEHTHD, 2ORERBAILD GRSV EZLZ SN
7z, Pr & Vr+Wr EOMICIAEZADOHBDIRED S
Nl & s, BHELT ORI ZIESIIEHT 2
EFEZ o, F, Vr+Wr @ Pri2xtd 2o
RIKRAI 8.14 () &ifEahiz. Fig. 4 Lo sof:
Eho, CBLUDRMK (THEREHKR) FEHRERRT
AL, #C I RHK OLEBmR) BEEERLR T
AR5 LS h.

d BEXDF 47 LIS

FLITHONT S, BHiEE, BR4EBESITTIT L
WEOHBIITE T E b LEMKEL, ZhickigL
T algi3f&» - 7 (Table 10). BHIMZ>WTIE, 9
X9 F AT LIIVDFF THRFEROMEEF 1 IR
< (Fig. 5), Wr—Vr 0¥—HiZ >\ TDHHGHT T
FEMESRED N h-72Z EM S (Table 11), = E

25V ADEEINSWEEZ oN, —F, B4R
BOFLITONTIE, IX9F AT LILVDOFE TIRIER
FIMO Wr—Vr ICHERZENH D, TEXY Y ADTF
T B alREVED R S e, £ 2 THho BRI O Wr—
Vr LR OEDH - 70 F R ONEREHIK) ZFRV0TS8
X8FATUVINELILED A, RIIBOENGE TS
72D (Table 11), %7z, Vr/Wr 75 7 @ [} E# D
&M 1IESWiZ EMmS (Fig. 6), TEXZ VX
DBVEEZEETFIMCHEAE LTS &R, FHEE
BEIXREAEREDS 117, Bohli 4 MM 1.98 2R L7 &b
5 (Table 12), ¥HL &PV BEMEOEETHY, £
OFEEIBARE L D SBA 4 BEHO S BPPREOER
5 LinTEB. —F, RFEOBILEFETITNZH 0.65,
0.56 EAEREOLHAICHNFGOHEER LI E0 S,
HREICHANS EHMNEZIROTFE b REVEEZ
5N5. Pr& Vet Wr OBICIIHELZAOHBMNS b
BYEEIZ T OERIZIESA M, 35b bR ERD 5 M
< EFZ on e, BKRAEBAERE LA 315 (c
m), A4 EBELH 433 (em) EHEE SNk,
Vr/Wr 75 7 (Fig. 5, Fig. 6) o, I, J, KR
OBk BEMHERTE22AL, A, ESRHK
(FAERERR), H R/ (Bex FHik) 3HMEEZTF%
ZLAAT B MRS,

3 & %

a PMHEBE0EEMESMHE

W R E D H A X B DL E I >0 TD S
AT VIVt O#EARIE, 4 % (Murai » Kinoshita,
1986), #4 X (FARS, 1990), ¥ 1 3> (Iwata 5,
2000) FRLWAS, M4BTI 2 EEIC DL TOW
Hidizun, KBS (2002) 135 RO T 4 2HL
THLFICHT 25147 VIV &7, EEHO R
LB L OEEBIIEIER R & B TREL, B
BHERTEEREL TS, AERIZBLTRFD
9 HIRH A NTE A T UV AT » 12k TH R
BRIC, WIAEH IR 5 40KE, 5500 2 JBH I3 EER)
BAREL, BEEERTZ EOMRINL, oAk
FITO W TR R O B EIDSHRIN RN FIC e~ AR D T
W ENPHSMER 5T, TDI EMS, WINEEMNIE
BT, R ESE BT 2 X FREOFEKITIE, &
WEERR AR ONE ISR TE 2 F BHIENGR)
ThrEEZoND. F1, BRMOEL LKL 3IE
IR0 TIE, BB TEREICERT 5 EBTHEE
15 ot A O e B OHEE M GERIBR) 1T,
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FOEWEERT F BRSNS &b, FIAEME
OARMEERTEEBITH S (Table 9, Table 12).
FFOFEMMIEIE N F THAEZR SN TH - 7
P, IS o THEPERRRPEE R U ic By b FE iR % <
FEIND X HITE -7 GEFIEA B AR N2, 2009).
UL, ThETICREINLF M, BICEEP
WY o —tnEREETH Y, EHFOHESA2F:H
MELTHERSNIZEDTRE L., AERITEF BT
oz (MPH) 3, BHEEARETRK 49%, Bib4
WHAEKRETRKR104% ERE VAR LI, 2,
RRITREs U7 RS2 el o & LR U 7o AdE N T
oy A (NTFa YR (BEESRER) %=100x (F fli—
e SVREAE) / RRMESAREAE L LCHEI) @, zhZE
NI K 55%, 104% &<, £ FmfE Em25
EHBUIBATH 40%, 67%0mEAERLTED,
FAMICRTEEOATO Y ALV ENZ B, 5%
NT O Y RA%EXORRINICRIAT 2 2 & T, HEREZHIN
HEERT FREEEIRT 2 ENHRFTE 5.

—Ji, NTRYRORHFIZFLELEIERY VAN
RELBET S EEN TS (Jinks * Jones, 1958).
ArlEl, FAN o BPEOBIZE FIVICHE S LS - fote i
HARED S D SR L K B OLE&BEHEE) &3,
Fi O Pl ~N7o v 2P e It 2BRKkThik s &
o7z (Table 9). ZOHFHKOVESEFITERSY ¥R
&b b LHfiEsh, xFOF FRICBLWTHIE
25V 2AEEELBERE LTI TE 206N H 5.

FAERBRTE, A, C DRMETERHKO R
FHRA B IS O TEREE D 2 B HEEL T OFE R
B &, ¥z, I, J, K RZREETHRO R
AR BB TOMENRSN I RSN,
D EiF, ZhoOMERMMEL TE B, b

LU A AN & T A MER FHOTARIC B O TIELE
BRI H Uik, EasaMEd 2%
FFHONEFHCB O TIREDMENMITE H U 7c# ks,
Eficbic> TIibhTE I E LB LTS &M%
T35, 77k, B4 HBRELOMF» SR LT
RIE, FEEES AR D TR O b B Hh s
T TR T ERHETH B, FRM AP TN
U7 « B0 BT T IVICEA Lish - ol
HELT, FRHEDOHT 2 MEHOBL FIIMLRKOA
THRLIHG T 2 BIZFREEBHITH D, ThhrBh
4 HBOFINTROEEE L TVl ENBEZ 6N S,

b ¥HELHEED
FIERICBOL TR, AT OENCBIRME
ETHIENRGERBPEETH 5. Table 13 1ITHE
HHESTICBI S 5 Griffing (1956) D #UMTRS SR (2
BREFN) 2277, HFIEE b RHAERES (GCA)
DHETHD, FEMAEREET (SCA) o4#idzh
WCHANNSh -2l &S, 2FOHPAEFTONTO Y
A, FEIIZ SCA £ 0 & GCA WEE LR S Z &0
TE5%., —MIZ GCA X SCA £ v bHXMICTEETH
D, FRCEEERICEARBBOKLE TR GCA OEE
PERE AR SD B EESh TS G, 2002). A%
BClRELRMICHEN BRI EH LT A2 b5,
SCA ITHRGCA BKEh-u[fEESGHB. Zho
£V, WLNFFREEHC/ZF GHETE, £3bhy
TR & - TEIL GCA AR OBRM A 8E Ltk
Zh S DMTOD SCA 235 2 &T, FIMEFICD
WCTTHBATa Y RERBLT 5 F #EMICHS
EMTEBEEZEZONS.
THERERBE LG 2B GE, WA ED

Table 13 Analysis of variance for general and specific combining abilities in

9 X 9 half diallel tables.

Mean square

Source d.f. Fresh weight Plant height
Stagel” Stage2” Stagel Stage2
GCA 8 043 520 99.8 591.8
SCA 27 0.05 6.2 6.1 19.7
Block 7 0.30 25.2 6.0 277.3
Error 245 0.48 16.1 124.9 298.0

” See Table 6.

**: significant at the 1% level.
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R F ST B Y 2 & RTEAICH - 72 (Table
9). WIAEEOMEES F KO 7D OBRMERSE L
TV BT, ZoORERBOMAEERMOTHEEEL
oSN35, iz, THREOMEESILERO SR PINER
BT 2 BB THARECRL I ERINII En
5, ZOMAEIMPEEICHET S QTL ToBlE L
Tikb#EYEHEZ SN 5.

IV AFLP 8L USSR IC&3
RFEHHME DIEE

T4, DNA < — 7 — i & QTL bt Fik o g1z
X0, HHOBLLTHHEET 2ENEE % DNA ~— 71—
] EALE S 5 EMAERIZIE > T B, HE
72 QTLICHEH T 2Bk~ —H—ZFH Lic<w—H —F|
MR (Marker-aided selection : MAS) 1%, hFERH
FITE > T TIRD TEEL Y — IR DO H 5.
ULirL, 2 FOGFEIRIBT 20581, HREER S E
W&, ERPFEMELNIE, 7 LT A INFELL
REWZ LEDOHBTENTNS.

FFER U Allium J& cepa HilZJ{ET 5 ¥ <% ¥ (A
cepa L) Tid, IHSFEIZFHIVIEPEADDH 5.
King & (1998) &, Z<xF O HMRMKME F. 2H 0
RFLP 12 & 2 i X 2 HEE L7c. C oMK, €0
%, ¥ <X FOHYELEHRSED QTL MHTICFI A
TN T3 (Galmarini &, 2001). LA L, RFLP i
Z RO EME DNA BN ETH B L, 7 LA XHBK
FORFHIIBOTENY 7 IS5 0 FOREBIZ X DR
Pl ROEHE & 72 2%, MRMNIERO v —/7—& LT
R LTS W, —F, AFLP# (Vos 5, 1995) i,
RAPD JEICHA~THMENEGC, HENESIZHDO~—
H—ZMERKTE 5 2 &5, RS O FER I #
LTwaZEnlitrIhTunnsd (Becker 5, 1995 ;
Wang 5, 1997). KiERZa7 754 < — 12+ %8
PURHOH ARG 2 &T, 7 LA XOKRE LY
WWebEHT A EMTE S (Han 5, 1999). van
Heusden 5 (2000) 3, xFoEBmHEFMETH 5 A.
roylei &7 < x FORMLHF. 2, AFLP 2k 3
PR AR U, 7, WU Alliumlgo=>=7
(A. sativum L.) 1BV TdH, AFLP % 7R
MM SER S T B (Ipek 5, 2005). fihy,
SSRiF, =47 va¥% 754 MELMEH, BIEEMS
72 % W RAR RS &2 FIH U7 L ko DNA < — 47—
H5. 7 LPICHENHED B ZHEEA TSI L,

ZRENE N E, PCRICK D EGICHITIIRETH 5
Z &S, RO THHMED MU~ —71—& U TR 4
A TR SN TS (Jones ©, 1997 ; Nunome &,
2003). AR, FXFRRFILEBWTE, ¥/ LbHD
Wid EST H3K@ SSR = — /7 —mZHEFEIh b LI
7% - 72 (Fischer *« Bachmann, 2000 ; Kuhl 5, 2004 ;
Martin &, 2005 ; Song ©, 2004 ; Tsukazaki &, 2007,
2008).

ARETE, *FOMPAEERICBT 2 QTL AT IZF
T 52 EEHMEL, X FOMBMIXERRZ#]D Tl
Aic. P 5 DNA<w—A—& LT, BIEIIENT
MR OB AR I CERT 2 EPEETH -
AFLP #fllnaZ & & L7, UL, AFLP Ho Bk
R — A= D O THEBEMK A BT A5G, @R
FEHELTHO SN S F, T, HUIRZAGOHEE MR
ZMNFE LS ELR D, SEEHMOBEEESNMET T 5 CGf
fi, 2000a). =T, EEEv—A—EHOTHMML
e 2 DEFME S E Y, MR ULRLER (BCY % f#
FreERIE LT L7, pFe T, Ju@rEo SSR <—7—
B & U Cleaved amplified polymorphic
(CAPS) <— A — %MWK Richi@Efir s &icko,
Wil BC, oMl D #i A Ak A 7.

sequence

1 MEELUVHAE

a HEIHE

FFO AR EROICT AT VIVAHTIZBNT, #)
WABICHET 28R FHAKRECEIZY, L N
BEEE AT O Y 28T EAURS i 2 DD AR
D1s-15s-22 (TERE OB Hsk S, %, LT D%
METE) BLF T 1s-148-20 JLRBE TLEK HK
S AR, LT JIRMET ) 2T EHOBELTH
Wic, DR#EE J RMELR L Fy 1EIRIC D R#f,
BLTJIRHOAMKRRTH S J1s-145-20-9 2R LK
BLT, MR LSRN (D) BCB LT (J) BCY
% 120 Ak & ER L7z, (D) BC, #MI3H J R0
BB %, (J) BC, HREEHE D R O g X % 4
g 57Tz, Nucleon PhytoPure kit (7 <3 ¥
LANAFFA T Z) RO, BEKOENESEN ST
/ .x DNA %l U7z,

b AFLP &7

AFLP 74T 35 N EITHE U CTIT - 72, 250 ng D4/
L DNA % EcoR1 & Msel OIIREEEMGH TUIM L
ek, TEYT =% = a vy Ui, PhEHEEICIE,
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7Y Ty =N 1AM U EcoRT 754 < —
(EB-A) BXU 2R EMNMUI Msel 75 14 < —
(M-CA) ZMwic, BEIRAYHEICE, 3HEEEML
PN EcoRT 754 < — 8 F (E-ACA, E-ACT,
E-AGG, E-ACG, E-AAG, E-ACC, E-AGC, E-AACQ)
BXOAEHAEMIM U Msel 75 4 <— 135 (M-C
AGC, M-CAGG, M-CAGT, M-CATC, M-CATG, M-
CTCA, M-CTCC, M-CTCG, M-CTCT, M-CTGA, M-
CTGC, M-CTGG, M-CTGT) %\ 7z, PCR K&
GeneAmp 9700 (7754 RNNA XY ZAT LX) IT&D
fTvy, DNA ¥ —4 >4 (ABI PRIZM 377, 7754
KNS F Y 27 L) % o THIMEIET A28 U7,

¢ SSR &7

F2FDOH ) I v I I347T 5 —HEKSSR v —H—
(=—41—% AF-; Song 5, 2004 ; Tsukazaki 5, 2007,
2008 ; ZHH S, 20022), YA FHT ) IvITAT S
J—fik SSR v~ —# — (= —7#—4% AMS ; Fischer *
Bachmann, 2000), 7 <x¥® EST H3k SSR v— 77—
(=—7#—% ACE, ACM ; Kuhl 5, 2004 ; Martin 5,
2005 ; Tsukazaki &, 2008) %f#JH L 7. PCR Rtk
3, RN 94°CT 2 0 OBENMEERITL, IRNLT 947C -
30 %, 60°C «30F, T2C-308AE1¥17L&EL, 1
FATIVEIZT == Y7 REE 1CT > P TI0 4
A 7 IVAT -7, KT 94°C « 30 #, 50°C - 30 #, 72°C -
30D A 7 VA 35 BT, RZIZT2CT450ME
BB EAT - 12, WEWEBEDZ 5% ERAY 77 VIV T I K
FOVEBSIKENT £ - THIH L7,

d CAPS &#r

CAPS 3hricix, < ¥DOESTH kDT 51 <—
v FTHB ACCO13, ACC033 B LT ACC 043 %
Wio GBS, 2002b). PCR RIBSAER, iz 94°C -
2 3 OBEM AT, IRNT 94°C < 30 #, 65°C « 30 7,
T20°C30ME1IHA7NVEL, 72— 7iREELLY
A 7 IWVEIZ 1ICIK FEET 10 [l47 - 72, %6 T 94°C « 3
0%, 55°C «30%, 72°C « 30 DY A 7 L% 35 [mfTL,
RBICT2CTAOMERIGETT->72. ACCO013 12 &
B IME Y I HIREER ACCT T, ACC 033 O34 pEY)
(¥ Fok 1 T, ACC 043 OHilE#EM T Msp I TZEhEhH
PIWT L, 2% 7 /7o — 27 )VESIKRENT X DB Uik,

e EHMBRT
K<—A—O5HEE, A 2F/BEICL-TLI 1D

I & O EEAMRE Uic, #BITEa o Ea—%
7 a2 5 . Mapmaker/EXP 3.0 (Lander %, 1987)

EHOTT -7, HIKIEERE (M) DR HIZIE Kosambi
PR 7o (Kosambi, 1944). =—A—0D 7V —74}
1FOEED LOD B3 4.0, o AMBIFEEE 30 cM & L7z,

f BOAFOESH

BRMONT oG AFHET 27D —H—& L
T, FNEICBOTEPEO LR X F D DNA %
B A2 FEES 2 7207z 128 O AFLP Z i L 7z.
BD R (S ) B KT 1s-145-20-9 (S AR
ErhEN1TRAML, SSBLOS KREMK L.
HRFR 12 BRI OO TEIKBNZ S 7 L DNA 24 U
7z. 128 ® AFLP JEIZ> T, £RWNT 1K TH S
BRSNS Bk E AT o LHEL, NT o
B OB THEDE G FHEE L.

2 i R

a AFLP &7

(D) BC #EMIzBLTIE, 2607514 < —HAERIC
£V 125D AFLP <~ — 71— 517z (Table 14).
ZRIMW D E & 13 65~406bp, 751 v —#AEHK
DOZH<—h =BT 1~12MTH - 7. WS h 345
BELLD 101 (BIEMTHA D C L) Do ARICEATR
St (P < 0.05) ZRd~<—A—M» 12 AfEIh.
ZDH B8O —A—ITBLTE, WENFEH9 5
Bk, F72bbANTaRNEFEIZZ ) > 7. Mapmaker
IZ & BB DRSS, 125 D AFLP < —#—0D5 b
117 = — A —mEgift Lo s ontk. —7%, D)
BC, #£MITH N TIE, 330754 < —HEHITED 156
o AFLP = —74 —2% 5hic (Table 14). ZEIN A
DEEIF67T~410bp, 754 v —MAEEHIVDEZH
==L 2~101TH - 7. SEELESHEEICEAR
< —H—R 6 AEEESNh, 205 b 1L EIEANT o R
MR TH -7z, 156 v — A — 1 147 <= — 71 — DEBHEEIC
ko3 ohi.

b SSR & & U CAPS 237

WO R UREENIZH LT SSR v — /1 — D43 %
MAELUIHR, xF¥7 39054750 —mk 2714,
IRXF¥FT ) IvIIA4TT)—HK1IME, F<xF
EST Hi2k 10 D SSR ~ — 7 — Z#figlfHcik b 00 %
EMTE I, Tho6D<T—/—1F, AFS075-2 =&
STHEEDO AR U7, AFS 075-2 3B 43 8%
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Table 14 Number of AFLP markers detected using a combination of EcoRI primers
(E) with three selective nucleotides and Msel primers (M) with four selective
nucleotides and used in linkage analysis of reciprocally backcrossed populations.

Population (D)BC1 @)BC1
Primer
combination E+ AAC AAG ACA ACC ACT AGC AGG AAC ACA ACC ACT AGC
M+ CAGC 1 7 7 5
CAGG 4
CAGT 4 3 3 4
CATC 1 12 5 1 6 2 3 2
CATG 9 5 1 7 6
CTCA 3 5
CTCC 5 5 7 8 4
CTCG 4 4 5
CTCT 4 9 10 2 10 5
CTGA 3 10 4
CTGC 3 2
CTGG 6 5 3 5 2
CTGT 7 4 3 9
Total 125 156

ml7zfzw, (D) BC #EMoAIT<y EY 7 L. W
HEhaoMitchdrs1:1 (NTo KkE) DOAR
(P < 0.05) ITEAK<—H—1Z, (D) BCHEHIZHB
T 2@, (J) BC HEHTIE 8D Shie.

CAPS =—7/—® 5 5 ACC 013 LT ACC 033 iz
WTIFE O 2R Lo, mfllodiz< v
vrTER, —Ji, ACCO043 13, J MKW A A
SUEED - 72728, B~ —7 — & LT D RHE KK
hofaEEz#HEL, () BCHERIZos<y EV T LT
IS CAPS v — 7 — D 4rifthid & TR S L 5 53 e
Hi1:1 (nFok®) TS LT

c EHHK

AFLP, SSR, CAPS < —7 — O #fEHTIC & b HE
L7z x Fo#gK % Fig. 7i12x9. (D) BC, #£M %
MOTIER U7z J RO SR 3, 16 S8R (J 1
~J16) m5kD, 157 <—#— (117 AFLP, 38 SSR,
2 CAPS) MLi@Efh ohzz. KO A ER 1,068 cM
T, P~ —A—MEiE68cM TH 7. (J) BC i
KoL D RHEOMKIE, 15 @R (D1~D15) 75
%D, 186 v—74— (146 AFLP, 37 SSR, 3 CAPS)
DI L7z, 2FE1F 1,104 cM T, P~ —h —RkEiE
59cM TH - 7z,

2 o0, 39 DA~ —7— (37 SSR, 2
CAPS) 27 v #7—& LT, 1560 THET 2
SEMTE, 0B 2B TCR 2L EoT v

A= —h =L,

HBFE D3 IcBWLWTiE, SEkEAFERICEAK Y —
A= P < 0.05) W77 I 25 —RITHEFEL T
7. INeD<—A—04HkiE, 2TATolNRZH
FIANZEA T,

d BoAFoiEsH

128 > AFLP 122\ T, RRZWIZE T 25084
HKL7cET A, DRKED S LTI 10, JRHKD S,
I TIX 2D AFLP T W TH R D 5, =
NoDEEEFANT o EHEi SN, ZOfhd AFLP T
B TOMKNE—D /Ny =2 E2RL, FEELTHS b
DEHFE LI, ZOZEMS, BITEROBITHS S,
ffRIc B 2 AT oEAME, DRKETIE7.9%, J %
T 3.1% EHEE S,

3 & =

a HOANTOEEM

X FDOIRIHZMAETETH 508, HEENMEL O 5k
WKL, P o@WRREZH THS77H, N0 DH|
A TiEsE U5 (Ford-Lloyd « Armstrong, 1993).
Fio, HIICKDFELOIERBEL S0, xFmE,
FRTBARSZ R I 72 0 O LNV O AT o HEA TEZHE
FfLTu5s (Haishima 5, 1993 ; Tsukazaki &, 2006).
AWFIEIZ B 1T 2 HIKVER DM EHEF O BRI OV TE,
2 [ HIE LT - TOENe), EOREONT oA
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0.0—f— ACCICTT-406J AFS008 0.0
ACCICATG-108 15.3
23.2—— AFS008 ACA/CTCT-156| 228
- ACCICTCT-137D 284
282717 ACCICTCT-138) ACA/CTCT-367D 307
ACTICTGT 272D 325
ACCICATG-304 343
42.1~_L~ ACAICAGT-143)  ACA/CTCG-193 354
4305 AGT/CAGT-132)  ACA/CATG-109| 383
438N ACACAGT 211 ACTICAGT-108 151
446 ACAICATC-116J
4637 | |\ ACCICTCC-2560 ~ ACA/CATG-244] 52.7
BUINE,
55.77 ||
62,17 [~ ACCICATG-107J AES017 5.6
70.1~Jt— ACA/CTCT-198J | ACT/CTGG-170 687
7137 |~ ACTICATC-104) | ACT/CAGG-259| 77
79.4— T ACA/CATC-123J
AFSO88¥¥ 88.1
9.7 ACT/CTCT-226J
114.3—=— ACC/CATC-120J
116,07 | [~ ACTICAGT-222J
125.3— 7 AES017
147.570— ppsogss
0.0—f1— AFA0ID10 —— AFA01D10 0.0
3.7 ACACTCC-2120 AcT/CAGT-110D 153
ACT/CTGA-346D 242
31.5501~ AcC/CATG209) ACTICTGA305D 284
35:3~J~ ACA/CTCT-294) ~ACC/CAGT-78D 31.5
36.1 ACC/CAGT-351) ACA/CATC-182D 37.2
36,91 - ACTICTGT-166D 397
40.8 ACC013 414
- ACTICTGT909 _~— AFS042 4533
1 ACT/CTCC-86D 465
502 AES042 ACC/CTCG-379D 477
ACCICTCC-305D 533
AAC/CTCC-373D 64.0
69579 ACT/CTCC66J
0.0—fT— ACM096 ACTICAGG-1730—f— 0.0
16.1 ACCICTGT-368J ACMO096 —— 13.0
{ﬁgéﬂgﬁgj 38 AcaCTGA-155D—f— 186
ACCICATG-310J  \cprcTCT-1820—f— 25.4
ACA/CTCC-2620—ff— 31.6
. ACT/CTCC-286D—f — 38.0
41.0 AES039 ACT/CTGT-208D—H— 41.9
ACA/CTGA-3820 @ .
ACA/CATG-306
AFS039 — ¥ 55.7
72070 ACC/CTGG-134J

A AFA01G12 o

0.0—f— ACA/CTCT-281J 0.0
'accicaTC-2880~J~ 4.5

ACAGRITBER B

L 11.

11417 AFA01G12 ACA/CTCA-176D~J— 143
AFso15~H— 172

ACT/CAGG-321D~H— 21.0

ACNCTCG 200~ 249

26.3—1— AES015 ACT/CTGT-136D~J~ 27.9
ACTICAGT-1590~B— 308

Aceosor ~ [ 321

38.1—4— AACICTCT-149J - .

40.8—T— ACCICTCT-173J / ACTICTGT-298D 395
52.5—— AcEos0 ACA/CTCT-390D—fi— 50.1
| ACCICATC-245)  ACA/CTGA-99D—fi— 59.4

[~ ACC/CTGG-103J ACA/CAGT-2540~ff— 64.0
[~ ACA/CTGG-299) ACC/CATG-176D i~ 66.0
ACA/CTCT-212D—fi— 70.6

87.7—H— ACA/CTCT-222) AACICTGA-138D% 851

1056 [ AES142 ~— —~——

AES1424 9 107.5
122,21~ ACA/CTGT-331J
127.97 T ACA/CATG-104J
161,79 ACCICTCC-236
ACT/CTGT-246 —a— 00
ASTeTe 248 ACT/CTCC-720%
ACA/CTGG-325D —fi— 8.9
AFRAOQ3E08
_— —f— 171
21.1—— AFRAQ3E08 AFAICO7 —8— 2056
26.2~4— AQA/CTCT_w:E/_ACTICTGA—ZAGD —f— 249
2817 [~ AEA01C07 A
33.7—— AFS099 AAC/CTCA-179D* 314
ACT/CAGT-227J  —f— 40.8
ACCIGATG134) cﬁ?ﬁD i E,
ACCO033 ¥ N
ACCrecasa)| ACCICAGT227D 503
ACC/CTGT-81D
ACCICAGC-227D 583
ACTICTCC-68D —f— 61.8
ACC033 — | 66.5

-

956
ACC/CTCG-106D —f— 121.1
ACCI/CTCC-150D 9 140.1
0.0 AFS109 AFS109 0.0
159 AGG/CATG-247. AFsS131 13.7
AGG/CAGCGM_
226 AES131 ACCICAGC67D 214
286 ACAICTCT-202)  ACCICTCT-204D 264
426 ACTICTCC-87J

J3

0.0—fT— ACCI/CTCT-190J

13.1— T ACT/CTCG-197J
19.2— 1 ACT/CATC-269J

ACA/CTGG-291J
,4 ACC/CTGG-198J
AFS111

ACM024%
4547 ACC/CTCT-216J%
57.4—T— AES012
72.4—T— ACE111

7~ ACA/CTCC-169J

[~ AGG/CAGC-103J

AACI/CTCA-162D —f— 0.0

ACC/CTCC-196D —@— 8.2

ACT/CTGT-250D —H#— 216

ACC/CTGT-234D — [ 24.1
ACA/CTCT-129D — [ 285
AAC/CTCC-137D — I 37.5
AGC/CTGC-142D —fl— 44.9
ACA/CAGT-92D —lI— 48.6
C/CTCC-129D L 54.0

AAC/CTCC-132D

~
ACT/CTCG-189D AR 57.5
AACICTGA-190D |

ACMO024 —— 714
AFES012% —f— 77.2
ACC/CTCG-123D — [ 81.4

ACA/CTCT-150D
ACC/CAGC-137D%* il ~ 93.2
e

% V 96.6

ACA/CATC-174D 99.6
AACICTCC311D 1026
ACAICATG-187D% 7 K" 1062
ACA/CTGA-228D¥ 1115
ACA/CATC-213D _H#. = 112.8
ACT/CTCC-178D 1191
ACT/CTCG-307D —®— 142.9
00 AGG/CAGC-107J
18 ACA/CTGT207J ~ ACA/CTGA-135 0.0
36 ACTICTGT-212)  ACA/CATG-118 8.0
ACT/CTCG-327] 13.9
AACICTGG-138 158
ACT/CTCG-369
7 AMS22 N&cwc‘rc‘r-aagb 17.5
24 ACT/CTCG-212 \ACACTEA 285 192
26 ACAICTGT-290J ACE039 §g g
* ACEQ® " cricTec 1820 336
ACA/CATC-192 36.3
40 AAGICATC-249J
ACCICAGC-135 44.8
49.4 AcciCTCT262  AACICTGA205 48.0
0.0 AACICTCT-259J AFS140 0.0
AGCICAGC-272 39
12.5 ACAICTGG-175) ‘ACTICTGA298 73
14.3 AFS058_2 12.7
16.9 ‘AF_S.OB_Z ACC/CATG-365 152
o o317 ACAICTGG-364 224
AGG/CAGC-89)  ACC/CAGC-340| 278
AACICTCC-143 58.1

Fig. 7 Genetic linkage maps of Japanese bunching onion constructed with the reciprocally
backcrossed progenies, (D)BC, and (J)BC,, respectively. Linkage groups are designated as J1
to J16 for parent J and as D1 to D15 for parent D. These maps were partially aligned using
co-dominant markers (underlined). The designation of AFLP marker is based on primer
combination (EcoRI/Msel), the fragment sizes (bp) and parent initial (D or J). SSR and
CAPS markers are boldfaced in the map. Markers showing segregation distortion are
indicated by * and **, significant at the 5% and 1% levels, respectively.
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0.0 ACA/CATG-107J AAC/CTGG-149 0.0 00 ACMOT1
3.6 ACAICTCT-376J ACA/CTCT-372D 5.0 ‘ACA/CTGT-375J ACMOT71 0.0 0.0 AFS156 —— AFS156 0.0
AACICTCAITS 936 58 ACA/CATG-163
- X 6.6 ACA/CATG243) g
16.0 ACAICTGG-167J ASA/CTCC213 15.7 91 ACE127 ACA/CTGG-353 114 157 ACA/CAGT-244)  ACA/CAGT-229) 8.0
9 ACT/CTGC-292| 16.6 ACCICTGT-139D 1511 - AFS141_1
202 ACA/CTGA-223 20,0 AACICTCT-257Dr 16.2 205 ACA/CATC-205J
ACA/CTCC-203J\ ACA/CTCC-283 20.1 20.2 AAC/CTCT-251J\ AGC/CATC-232l 20.8 AGC/CATC-101J
ACT/CTGC-367| 26.8 23.9 ACAICTCT-331J AFS141_1 23.8
ACC043 3 ACA/CTGA-407 26.3 298 AGMOOS  —__ACAICTCG-239 e
74_2 342 33.0 386 AFB01C03 ACMO05+* e
ACA/CTCC-206D; ACE127 ACA/CTGG-215 AFB01C03*
ACCICTCT-192D 398 30.1 354
- B e e Sk
- ACTICATC-139 431
ACA/CTCG-295 50.4 . 416 ACA/CATC259]
ACCICTCT-333D 47.4 ay A AIG2%%)  Aca/cToA285 sor
- ACFE087 ACE087 52.2
ACT/CTGG-181 59.2 52.5 ACA/CTCT-136J%% ACC/CTCG-312 57.7
ACCICATC-96D' 64.4
ACA/CATC-130 715
ACA/CTCA-131D% 75.7
y ACT/CTGT-1570] 93.4
ACT/CTGC-286! 97.4 ACA/GTCC280D 955 J15 D15
0.0 AFATOSEQ4 —— 0.0
ACT/CAGT-120D%% 1214
ACTICAGG-248 8.8
192 AEAT05G01 — 179
J14 D14 26.7 ACA/CTCC-109J
J1 3 D1 3 ACA/CATG-291J
0.0—f— ACTICTCT-271J AECO1EQ9 0.0 y
0.0—f1— ACA/CATC-241J  ACT/CTCG-172 00 397 ACC/CTCT-291J
s e TR BT hoceseo o ASSSIR F 113
u - 4. 1 - - 8
16517 ACAGATE 237 AcTicTET-370 140 1677~ ACA/CAGT-131J ACCICATG-148D 179 538 ACTICTGT-2004
20,0\ ACCICATG-285J 194~ ACA/CATC-149) ACA/CTCA-271 190
21.3— ACT/CATC-392) 24.4— T ACA/CATC-284J i%%gﬁg-; 3?8 ;g g
226 ACCICTGT-138J . —H— -
o 4/:\|N:.I.,CTCG1 54) ACT/CTGT-150 %g ? 29.1 ACTICTCG-117J  AAC/CTGG-173D 579
- AGGICAGC65d /g ACEIN 310 345~ ACC/CTGG-190J ACCICAGT-81D 321
ACCICATC-117D¥
28 501N ACEMR J16
- ACCICTGT-1504
47,2 [T~ ACCICTCT-182J 0.0 ACA/CATGA52J
5887 AES075_2
59,29 ACC/CATC-137J
66.6 T ACT/CATC-258J
745 T ACCICTCC177J
288 ACCICTGT-168J
ACA/CTGT-161J
91.7~4— ACA/CATC-166J
93.97 @ ACC/CTGG-238J 417 ACCICTCT-112J

Fig. 7 (continued)

PEDFRIE L TR EE L T BERH 5. ZHE
FFMEORTEZME/R LT 128 ® AFLP @iz HEic>
WTAT S EEIA U, KiEs (92%L 1)
DBILTHENEE LT3 EffEE S, 7/ LDIFEAL
OBy EVTRETHh B EZZ oNI, I 61T,
OBl MANT oA TH BBIGLIEICONTEL
7286, 202 L0 RIEMBINRETH A LR
Ry EV7 T B ENMJRETH S, HIZIE D RN
78 (Ad), JHZHBEE (aa) OHE, 50%D F ik
NHEHEOF EFEUANTO (Aa) THY, B (aa) TR
LR 52 &2k Y BC, TRIEH 41 11 &705.
oD &S, KEBRTHOBOMARIIE-T

) LOREGMT vy EV T TELODEEZEZ NS,

b EHME

AWFIEICBNTIE, AFF343 D=—h =, 220
M EichiEft i o, 2, hs oK o 15
HGHEEE, 39 OB —A—E VB Z & TR
A ENTE, oMK, RFITBOTHIO TR
HINZEPHKTH B, FwrFITBLT, HEHHIK

ORI, FHF+F 7 X<HE 19.0 (Albini * Jones,
1990) » 5, BLZ 1,000cM &EifEE SN T35, King
5 (1998) OFEEE L7z 7 < % ¥ O RFLP @[ 1% 4
F£1,064cMTHY, F7X<HEDNSOHTEMEIFIZ
—H LT3, R#kIZ, van Heusden & (2000) I,
WoMIER LIcy =2 F¥ & A roylei DFERIRHEIZ X 5
2 F 660 cM @ AFLP #gfHh A3, F7 X< HE 16 12
O CHEEMD 80% % /N—L T3 EFHEL T3,
FFOVEFT RHIEIL 16.3 RN TRD (Albini »
Jones, 1990), mMigHHIK 2K I3E &% 800 cM &HEE X
N5, TreOERLIHIRKIO AR, J 251,068 cM,
DEMMLIMAM THBI EMDTBE, ) LDK
WoraeA =L T BufetEnd 5. UL, MO
BBRFOHERPEAETH S n=8 1L TE 5T
HIHLRNIZ 2 < O/N S BB > T B En b,
AN IE FHLERELF v v THENBZHIAAEL T
WabDERSNS, HiIKZE 8 DDEEHEHICPUR S H,
FRSEBDITE, Solte—H—%8BMNL, F+v
THIREED TH L DENDH 5,
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cC V—h—HBLEOEH

SEELEAR L1 (NFolRE) hOoFEICEAR
AFLP D% < (28 i 19 JHE) 1, ~NT o REkD#
FlA/R LT, 2095 8 FETIRAT o BMAR AR T
%<, 3:1 (nNTm 1 KRE) OEICEA L, ok
I EEDEAITIE 2 DOFHRNEZL S5NE. 1 DHDH]
REPEE LT, 7/ LOEMIBAICHIRT B 2 DO#AL 1
MRS NI ENEZ 505 (van Heusden 5, 2000).
T3 2D AFLP % 1 >O~—7—& U TN L
B, EEIE 3 01, HAVIFEBALRNI RS 535
BRANOGEEIZIEE ZEBTHIESNG, FoxFP="
ZJIBOLTE, ¥ LOEHOHENEOI EAHREE
NhTWBZEMS (King 5, 1998 ; Ipek 5, 2005), *
FILBOTHZ L OHBEH G DD EHEZL 5N 5.
2OoHDKKNE LT, AiEsSBEEANT e Y XM
BLTWaaREEnEZz on s, it cd s > o
YA THRTIVT 7 IV T OEEMKERICB T, AN
TORRZNHFANICEARLZH D < — 71—, K
kT IRy —IRITEP U THEIET 2BENHREENT
W5 (Brummer 5, 1993 ; Jones 5, 2003). Z D5
WiZ, 79527 —DFBEITHROANT T Y ZH B NIEHIE
SEICB ST 2RI THENFELTE D, T EROE
RS, EEOEN B AT o RUYE KO I X 75 B
BEarevsFEions, AR TS, HEEHHED
3 LA T RN ZOHINCEAL == TR —
RICHER LT, 202 &3, D3R EicATo
U2 F I AR B S B BB AL T E A TR L
TWaaffett 2R LT3, QTL#rick v, D3
DAL T FEDIFAE &N IP D B INELIN B B

V XFOWEEB=ICEET 5 QTL #HT

INETORBRIZEOT, RLOHEKD X FHEPR
MM TIER L7 Fr o gIEB ##HE L, Fciiokk
WIZBWTEEEBAT O Y ABRBT 2 2 2SI
LT&7. 72, 47 VIVSHTIC X D 94 E 0B iE
IZDWTOMEARGT UcRER, HEREIBIALLT
BEICEIETAEETH B &, EREEHMEE 2
Jimnz i BRI TR TR SEICZ AN, T
FHCRA B LEpE S hs. A% HIIAEFO
MRS S Ty SR 2 RIS E KT % 72, QTL Mi#r
IZ& > THOEKREICHET 28T EZ O~ —
=L, <=7 —RH#EK (MAS) Vw3
LINERhEHZZON B,

QTL f#fric BT, EEPE Mg FofLiE
ZHETE 57213 T L, Mx D QTL W2 EIARIE,
TIDHEMNR EAHMANRENE S 2 2 EARETH
%, £ I THEETE, QTL#Tick Y, chEThoe
IR EN TV NAT B & ZDBILHI A /1 = X L&
SMITL KD ETHMENTHONE XTI > T 5.
AT B YRAREL NS FIZ2 ODGEIT & > THFEN
TWa, B (Davenport, 1908 ; Keeble * Pellew,
1910) &, TBEEE~ATBEEMEERTEBOEE T E
NE CHEBINBEIETATOVANELS WS #
ZTHB. ThICH UBEES (Bast, 1936) 3, &
B —ODBETEIIBNT, T OEEO Nk EES
L0 HENICERBIAAIRTICDIINT O Y ZANEL B &
TEHTH B, B, 2 ODOFEHITHE L E#HEsT
PREED 1 BIGFHED & 51255 % 5 854 % Ak
EWEZS (Jones, 1917). bYEmIYICBLTIE, I
BOWRHKEREICOWTO QTL hiTbh, #HiE
PEOBIETANT B v RICEE S RE AR & nHEd
INTWA (Stuber 5, 1992). ZHizxfl, 1RO
HPHOEHITE W TIE, BESSANT B Y XDEIG
BilE LTHHFEhTn3 (Xiao 5, 1995).

ARETI, HIVETIER L 72 X2 FOMMRE URBHE
DO E AT, FIERICB T 2 OAKEICS
WT O QTL M %247 - 7. HEAREIZEET 325 5RD
B QTL o2k & % LR IZ, 155607 QTL M
EDO LI BBENRITE > TAT O Y ZEFH LTS
O, THDbLEAT OV ANBEEIZLZONEMITD
ORI Z A 72,

1 MEELUVAE

a HEHMHMESLURAVEE

FEIVEIC 3 WO TS RS E A U 7o i IR L 28
#H, (D) BCB8X (J) BC, #RIZMEARNI F5iE L
BC, S ZREZBHHK L. KBIE DR AT 2002 4,
2003 4E# B & U8 2004 4EFD 3 [T - 72, KBtk
L7z (D) BC:iSi B&U (J) BC:i S RO, 2002
FERBZN TN 119 KRB LT 113 KHR, 2003 4EE D
9 RFB LU 115 KR, 2004 FHEM 18 KRB LU
106 K% &L, £2ToRBRIZBNT, Kl (vr=—
F 7S EEEL) EED72 200 BV ML AITEIVY
D IRHEREL, BFHNLATOT VS =ML A RT3
Uy MVORt (7 USSR AREEEDTHEL
fo. BoRiRE (BEFE 71 ITH OMRIEBAEK 3 em 12D
i Z 7otk BRRAARE (FW 1D Z2#EE& L. AR
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DOHiE, E=)b/ny ZNOHKITHKE 5 em, 2 Ffi
(#73,500 & /a) T L, BAE5EHIZFAMED HET
HfkE (FW2) Z#A L. 2002 EFkoBRiZ, 9H
13~25 HI#ERE L, 1 X 5k 10 REFIZ>WLWTHAEE
1o 7. [AKEIC 2003 SEF O MBI 3 H 12~14 07,
11X 10 {1k 5 KT, 2004 EHKORERE 3 H 23~25 H
R, 1 X6k KETIT-%7., HBUT|IIBENT, B
RERFAE R IO H 4 X () S8 shs
ZEARRUED, Alld 3 HORERE TITEBO TR
AR ST E ORI IEOMHBEDTEY St (r=0.28*
~0.56**, 1%/K#ETHE). £IT, BrEORELT
XBMOKRL 20, BERZOBHIEEREOH LU T O
ATk OHIEL THO .

AR A = AR R ERE M+ (RO ThE
SEEfE— THRE) X b, 22T bIEREOHEFEITH
T HMREETH 5.

b QTL #&#7

QTL AT IC Ml 2 SR X 1213, BEIVE THIIR L
L (D) BCr B & (J) BC HM % MW TIERK
L7z AFLP, SSR 8 XU CAPS I & % #igi#h X % i
7. AvEa2—%78v7 5L QTL Cartographer ver.
2.5 (Wang &, 2007) =M, HAEXH~<yE 7
(CIM) ik 3 QTL %217 - 7c. QTL#Milio%
@ LOD @B 1X 1,000 [#]® permutation & & b (P <
0.05) Tk bk,

c EEMROEE
BT, NT oESENIEEO 2 DO R EHEGHK

LDEBNTVWBE I EICXBHRTHS. P AEH,
P, REMB L UAFOMOBZ A2 ZEh (ut
a), (u—a) BLY (utd TEITEHE (o HIHE;
d, B, BEEOELTHEICE LTI EELE
() IR (@ X0 bEWEERL, FEEEE
(d/a) F1 XD REWEEE 5.

EEoB Mo BC, HilK 22 T+ 3
EkRITL., CodARBRTIE, QTLBELLMN
— oMK TRIE S NG, € OEBALICH T % Wil
M OB e A T 5 2 Lick by, BEEOK
EM A, BC#EME NI T, (P) BC %
Hickd (d—a) OHEEM, (P BCHEHIZLD (a
+d) OHEEMEA KRS SN D, AlERTIE 2 DOy
MoxIEd 2HMEICE T2 (d—a) B8LD (atd) @

fEEMHEP» S, a & dDizenenitE L. 0%,
G 2K EofMiER, —AoMKTHRlishk

QTL OB XIS 5 & 5 — /0K Lo XH I
BT, kb LODMEOENLEE Lz, 72, A%
T BC S HATEBREZNE L T 5700, B
Fi3EEH L BC RO S ITEI LT B, ok,
BonrBHESROMAE 215 L, dEUTHOE,

2 #& R

a RRH

BRM, FIBLUBC S XR O EARES Table 15
WY, 3MoRBREBEL, D RHOEKREIR I RHIC
HxTKED ok, £, FIOEKBEIFICHHELD b
K&, WETFE (MP) o4 371 ¥ Zid 30~128
YEEmWMEZER LI, & BC S RROFHMEOMICIZH

Table 15 Seedling weight of parents, F, and BC, S, families.

D J Fi1 (D) BCi1S1 families (J) BC1S1 families

Trait” Mean Mean Mean Heterosis” Mean Range Mean Range

(@ (& (® (%) (@ (@ (@ (&
FW1 2002 Fall 1.37 1.09 1.60 30 1.31 1.03—1.67 ** 1.32 1.00—1.84 **
2003 Spring  1.94 1.89 2.56 34 2.18 1.60—2.73 ** 1.88 1.21—2.49 **
2004 Spring  1.37 1.23 2.16 66 1.60 1.38—1.99 ** 1.44 1.04—1.88 **
FW2 2002 Fall 1.91 1.69 2.72 51 1.96 1.42—2.60 ** 2.03 1.56—2.78 **
2003 Spring  4.22 4.02 7.37 79 4.82 3.710—6.22 ** 3.86 2.59—5.12 **
2004 Spring  3.01 2.27 6.03 128 3.79 2.75—4.67 ** 3.10 2.32—4.59 **

2FW1, Fresh weight at transplanting stage; FW2, Fresh weight at 5 weeks after transplanting.

v Heterosis over the mid-parent (%) = 100 x (F, value - mid-parent value) / mid-parent value.

*%: Significant at the 1% level among families.
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BREMED oM., £O0MI3HEENTH D, F &H
REsZznE LN 5EE%27RT BC S £R b2 B8N,
BC: S; RO FEMEIZ FL & 0 bE» - 72, 2L OBA
MBFEIC R E AR R L, 2o k511, BC S it
RIZBOTEANT O Y ZDBBIN T b, KFNT
HEHEANT B ZOMIEMEE LTHEY EEZ ohi.

b BEHEKE®DQTL
SMOMBRIZE L THIHES N7z QTL % Table 16 B &
U Fig. 81279, MK Fo% QTL O F 5% 6.7
~24.1%TH O, WEICHFEROEH QTL 3R EN
1otz KEBsr @ QTL I3EKRE A8 & ¥ 2 fiic
BTy, ThoBERTHDZDTRL, EFOD
$5H I sz itmibahic., QTLO® 5> 5, D3
(AFS 012 85, J5, J9 B XD 13 #ighat o QTL
F2ml EoEdBicsTHEiEhTE D, Tholdi
ELURMEEAT B EEZ oM. —F, HlloHK oD
g BEALIC QTL s s ok, J5 8K DS
R EN 1680 QTL DA TH - 7. ZDfhd QTL
FEL S h—HOHIK IR S hic,

¢ MAMROEEIC & ZEEHNROHEE

Bt hic QTL BT A~ — A7 —DFEfEL, &
BT 5 b5~ oMK EOALESHEE TS 2581200
T, WA RIC X D% QTL OBIZF R OHEE %
#AA7z (Table 17). #lz1E, D ZHOHKIZELTD
3HPIHED AFS 012 Irf51c QTL st s e s, J %
MOHK Lo d 2001z 813 % LOD 2 3 7 LBl
L0 HEL, AELZQILIMIEEnE -7, ZIT,
QTL f#HTIC & > TR & o Wl Al o 38 {22 o Hf &
i, (d/2) —aB LTV at (d/2) DENPS a & dDfE
AR UL A, OO VEBEMEEId/ ol 3.5
CHEESIN, 1 XD bMOTREWEERLI, 2D
EmS, AQTL 3EEMOBLEMBE L RTEEZL S
ENTES., 20D QTLIZTDWT &, FEEEkE 2
LIZEWDH 30 EE L Lol RTHENE CRD
oh, Ihs3EBk~EaBko QTL &2 ohr.
J5 B LU D5 HEHE OIS T B ALEIC—D
QTL ki &7z (Table 17, Fig. 8). T O —%tD
QTL ZH—o QTL &£ Z2 6, ZO @ 0.5
CifE SN, o, BRI T RiTid, Bk
0.1 L&V QTL skl shic. Zhoso QTL IR, #4
Brkd 5 MM SR A2 R T BIETHEESZ 505,

3 & =

a YHEEEFEEODQTL

YIRS AEE 1L, ARBEEAOBIGPHERL & D
BRI TEEAIEETH LI LMD, WE2HDE
BRI B O TRAAEE RO QTL i Aftbh T
5. ALFOMBZIAARM (Spielmeyer 5, 2007)
MY ED I YOPHERREMSRSE (Presterl 5, 2007)
ERHOIBIFTE, P2z omofiBEIZ 20T
QTL e h T3, £/, 1 XOHEPHFLITD
WT D QTL A%, japonica X indica ® F, ¥ BC, [ %
AT T s (Abdelkhalik 5, 2005 ; Redona *
Mackill, 1996). AHBRICBLTE, RFOMEAE
5T 2HBO QTL 2hid 522 EnTEe, 72
U, % QTL WEBEICKIZTHERIT, KK 24.7%&
ZhiFERE Ao, Thoe QILOYFTD3
(AFS 012 56%), J5, JO9B XU D13 Rt Lo 4 >
D QTL iF, 2 BIERPFEHICE VT HIFIFN UALE
RS T0a 2 Ehs, BUEZRETTORELT
MRAEFMEST 2 QTL 5L ohb. Zhd 420 QTL
F, HEBNHAETICODLTO T —H —FH#K
(MAS) o7 =%y MELTHREINS, FEVIEITED
T, NT RESENZ TN DEA I ZH D < —
B =, D3O AFS012:8#5127 5 24 — %
BLTHWBEZ EEMEL, ZOMTIIATEY ZH B0
(3 ISR D B BIZTESFAEL TS Z & & Tl
U7z, AREBIZB 0T D3 D AFS 012 i %)
ROEC QTL A a Nl &3, ZOFAR %
iR eEZzon%. 2o DI HEBEFEED QTL I3
KRNI B O TR OGLE L THRERH L TH D,
S OITRITERT B &5, WFEBEEERT.

5%, 4R, Tsukazaki & (2008) 1 SSR < — 74—
ICEES L R F oMK A RS L, Shigyo 5 (1996)
DBAFE U 7o H—RAE G AR IR 2 I U T, &
HEax¥db sty v xFogaisdinf iy cns,
RABRICEB T 2 D3 G RE, B LU THERET 5 SSR
<—7—7Mn5, Tsukazaki ® SSR Hi[ D 2 a HBREIC
g 3 EHfEE NG, 2a MiBEIZ S <~ R FOHE 2 Y
ARIZHIYS T 2 2 EARHSNITE > T3 (Tsukazaki
5, 2008).

b AF O XDEEAEHL

AT O YRR S 2 DO FHARE, BB X
CEBEEHRIZE > THIHENTO S, ZOBIENEHR
I INETHFICHWSHTHRL., Stuber 5
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Table 16 QTLs for seedling weight detected on both BC; maps.

J map based on (D) BC1 population

Genetic

Linkage effect PVE

Trait group Marker interval Threshold” LOD  (@/2)-a) %)
FW1 2002 Fall J3  ACC/CTCT-190J - ACT/CTCG-197J 3.3 -0.09 13.5
J5 AFRAO3E08 - ACA/CTCT-173J 2.6 2.9 0.05 6.7
J9  ACA/CTCC-317J- ACA/CATC-203J 6.4 0.07 16.0
2003 Spring J2 ACA/CTCT-281J - AFA01G12 5.3 0.17 14.6
J14  ACA/CATC-149J - ACA/CATC-284J 20 6.3 0.17 15.9
2004 Spring J5 AFRAO3E08 - ACA/CTCT-173J 95 2.6 0.06 6.7
J8  AFS109 - AGG/CATG-247J 3.6 0.08 9.5
FW2 2002 Fall J5 ACA/CTCT-173J - AFA01C07 2.9 0.11 7.5
J9  ACA/CTCC-317J- ACA/CATC-203J 27 5.2 0.15 14.7
2003 Spring J14  ACA/CATC-149J - ACA/CATC-284J 2.7 4.3 0.33 11.5
2004 Spring J2  AFS015 - AAC/CTCT-149J 3.0 0.19 6.7
J5 ACA/CTCT-173J - AFA01C07 5.1 0.24 11.8
J7  ACMO096 - ACC/CTGT-368J 2 3.3 -0.20 7.8
J9 ACA/CTCC-317J - ACA/CATC-203J 4.9 0.24 11.3

D map based on (J) BC1 population
Genetic

Linkage effect PVE

Trait group Marker interval Threshold” LOD (a+(d/2)) %)
FW1 2002 Fall D3 AFS012 - ACM024 3.3 0.16 9.7
D5  AFS099 - ACA/CATG-201D 21 3.3 0.07 87
2003 Spring D3 ACA/CATG-187D - AAC/CTCC-311D o5 3.3 0.12 9.8
D13 AAC/CTGA-190D - ACT/CTGT-150D 3.3 0.12 10.0
2004 Spring D3 AFS012 - ACM024 7.8 0.13 24.4
D4  ACC/CAGT-78D - ACA/CATC-182D 2.6 3.5 0.08 8.5
D13  ACT/CTGT-370D - ACT/CTGT-150D 4.3 0.10 13.9
FW2 2002 Fall D3 ACA/CTCT-150D - ACC/CTCG-123D 7.1 0.34 17.2
D3  ACA/CTCT-129D - ACC/CTGT-234D 2.7 6.0 -0.36 14.9
D5 AAC/CTCA-179D - AFS099 5.0 -0.18 11.3
2003 Spring D3 ACA/CATG-187D - AAC/CTCC-311D 06 4.1 0.37 12.3
D11 ACC/CTCT-333D - ACC/CATC-96D 3.0 -0.33 10.0
2004 Spring D3 AFS012 - ACM024 9.4 0.42 24.7
D4  ACT/CTGA-305D - ACC/CAGT-78D 2.6 3.8 0.25 8.8
D13 ACE101 - ACC/CATC-117D 5.2 0.31 13.2

2 LOD threshold given by 1,000 permutation test at 2 < 0.05.
¥ Phenotypic variation explained by the QTL.
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AAC/CTCC-143D
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FW2

8 Putative locations of QTLs for seedling fresh weight on the genetic maps constructed with

reciprocally backcrossed progenies, (D)BC: and (J)BC,. Black bars and pale bars respectively
show QTLs for FW1 and FW2. Bar length indicates the regions in which the LOD scores are
significant at 5% level. Characters above the QTL bars represent the year and season of the

examination (S, spring; F, fall).

(1992) ¥, Py EDaYONEITHEDZEZ L D QTL
IZDOWTAT oo ERBA N R R E N5 2 & A2#E
L, BEHEISANTE Y RICKREREFERZLTHS &
FiR U7, WA Lu & (2003) &, b Eoayoll
BOTHIEENZHO QTL OB & HE L
FERL, KB O MESBEEER LIS SR LTV D
zhizt LA 2T, NEPHOIEICMb S QTL I

=
(T

BOTAT aBN R ER ORI A B 2 F23780 - 72
EMS, B~ R BENE R T O BB T
JEOHEREIT L > TAT B Y ANFWTE B EHEHST T
3 (Abdelkhalik 5, 2005 ; Xiao 5, 1995). —Jj,
IERY ¥ AERTBIG M & 58BN, 1 R DIL
#HEEEHONT B Y RITESCHE L T0 5 Lot b
H5 (Hua 5, 2003 ; Mei 5, 2005). 772U, Ak
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Table 17 Genetic effect at each QTL estimated by the comparison of corresponding map regions.

J map based on (D) BC1

Estimates of
D map based on (J) BC1 . 2
genetic effects

Trait Linkag Nearest marker (d/2)-a Linkage Nearest marker a+(d/2) a d l|dlal
e group group
FW1 03 Spring J2 ACA/CTCT-281J 0.17 D2  AFA01G12 0.03 20.07 020 2.9
FW2 04 Spring J2 AFS015 0.19 D2  ACT/CAGG-321D -0.02 -0.11 017 1.6
FW1 02 Fall J3  ACC/CTCT-216J 0.04 D3 AFS012 0.16 0.06 020 35
FW1 04 Spring J3 ACC/CTCT-216J 0.02 D3 AFS012 0.13 0.06 0.15 28
FW2 02 Fall J3  AFS012 -0.04 D3 ACA/CTCT-150D 0.34 019 031 1.6
FW2 03 Spring J3 ACE111 -0.08 D3 ACA/CATG-187D  0.37 023 029 1.3
FW2 04 Spring J3  AFS012 0.01 D3 AFS012 0.42 021 043 21
FW1 04 Spring J4 ACA/CTCT-294J 0.02 D4 ACC/CAGT-78D 0.08 0.03 0.10 35
FW2 04 Spring J4 ACA/CTCC-212J 0.09 D4 ACT/CTGA-305D  0.25 0.08 0.34 4.4
FW1 02 Fall J5  AFS099 0.05 D5  AFS099 -0.07 -0.06 -0.03 0.5
FW2 02 Fall J5 ACA/CTCT-173J 0.11 D5 AFS099 -0.18 -0.14 -0.07 0.5
FW2 04 Spring J5 ACA/CTCT-173J 0.24 D5  AFS099 0.14 0.19 010 0.5
FW2 04 Spring J7 ACC/CTGT-368J -0.20 D7  ACA/CTGA-155D 0.17 0.19 -0.02 0.1
FW1 04 Spring J8 AFS109 0.08 D8  AFS109 -0.01 -0.04 006 1.4
FW1 02 Fall J9 ACA/CTCC-317] 0.07 D9  AFS140 -0.03 .05 0.04 0.9
FW2 02 Fall J9 ACA/CTCC-317J 0.15 D9 ACA/CTCC-364D 0.04 -0.06 0.19 3.4
FW2 04 Spring J9 ACA/CTCC-317] 0.24 D9 ACA/CTGG-364D 0.09 -0.07 0.34 4.6
FW1 04 Spring J13 ACE101 0.01 D13 ACT/CTGT-150D 0.10 0.05 010 22
FW2 04 Spring J13 ACE101 0.02 D13 ACC/CATC-117D  0.31 0.14 033 23
FW1 03 Spring JI4 ACA/CATC-149J 0.17 D14 AFCO1E09 0.04 10.06 021 3.2
FW2 03 Spring JI4 ACA/CATC-149J 0.33 D14 AFCO1E09 0.28 -0.03  0.62 23.6

“a, additive effect; d dominant effect.

Significant QTLs detected in composite interval mapping (CIM) are indicated in italics with underlining.

The others were not significant in CIM.

THORBATHERICB TR, FMETT->F5 1T L
WAL 5T, TEZRY ¥ ZDEBI/NS NI EHUR
INTVE, ZDk, ARETEIZERY v Z2iZo0
TREEES, HHLLEICBTINEDOAEEEKT B,

AT VIAHTIIB 0TI, 2ToBE®REZT2+KE
RS 5 Z EDSTRE &8 o 7oA D HIR O KBUIR K
i, $HbLRERAENEET S EMTES (Hayman,
1954 ; Christie » Shattuck, 1992). BE#@fyi1Zi, BHE
PARTBIZ T HERZ VR, BKRR DM EBA 5%
BB oM NI LT 5, FESREMETIT- 7
WIIHEB RO 7 A4 T LVIIVAHTIZE 0T, #ERALD &
FOWEERT FHAENRZHEREDON D I EEREL
7o, CORERE, BEMOBLETENRFONTO YR

WG LT0A I EEMRKRT 5 EEZ 6N 5.
L, BEESANTo Y ZOEHERKTH 284, Wifll
L O GHIRT B FALE 12 &S QTL ki s h 3
TEMIESN G, UL, KilBRo QTL T,
Z 0D X5 IRHIBEE DRI ETS 5 T LRI 5
7o, BEVEORENmRD TR BWIRYD, N7 oBUEk
LRI O R ETEEK E DA EAEEMRINT 5 DRES
TV EEZEZ OIS, FARHBTE, BC AR
I TEERD R 2B 2§ 5 BC S AR
EFHOTWAI &S, AEANPHIZCVERKO—DTH
A9, UL, % QTL OBEHEEAHE LIcEI A, £
COMENRT XD EDRDRENMEER LI, TNSDME
EBEEED QTL Th A ERBT I ENTE S, KL,
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CORERIZ, BHTL RS hIcBENE RN DD
BrHICEY b0kl EA2RTHDOTREL, 2
D OEHANTHE U 7o B FEORER, Tib b AR
Pk (Jones, 1917) Th 2 u[fetkbik- T 3. Ih
KDOWTREVIETERT 3.

Ul &5z, xFOBAEICIE Y 2 HiEKREICE,
N, EEE, 2 U T@BEMEIcE < 2o QTL A5 L
TWaEEZoN5., KFFTEMICE T 2HE LT B
VAR, BEEToRBIImA, BEE (bs0is
) 2R TRIETHENEET 2SIk RBILT
WA HREMEDSIE S RE S h B,

VI #MEER

ME HEYEARRYE 2RI U7z Fy i i, 2FITB0
THEAFEDHITHES, Rl 10 450 (1999 —2008) 1Tk
MR 2 SR E SN R FHMFEOK 9 B F, S
LT B GEMEEA B AR K 4, 2009). ZhoD
F SFETE, JERFI SN TE A BUTRE MR I,
WY ORI NARE L LTSRS, AEHEPIE
DEIM~NDORIZAHTH -7z, T2, KBTEANTO
VADORREPHAERES), EEPIEICHDL 2 HERE
DEIEHRE V-7, BHOKEEL 2 BENNROE
FXIFLAEBOOMBURTH - 72, RIFFED HIE,
INSEMOMITEIET, NTOYRERKEBER
IEH LcXF F DR 2R ET 52 £ TH 5.

1 R¥ESRBEF CEFE3AFOUR

AWFFE T, FTHOIIE, WLV SEFICET 53 F
11 SO T4 AT F 2L, #IMAEERE
ZONTOVZERE L, TOKE, ZLO0TF HE
T, WOAKE, I, REPIIAT oy Z2nBIns
EERWOSMT U7, FRTHEREICB Y 2T 0 Y RS,
WEPET 6 U TP 21%, ik 70%, BERBLH L
THPH 10%, A 46% E@mniiE R L, Fi, il
WAT B YR ERT SRR O LA E, THEREX LA
HOMERITRLEZLEGTN T, Ih6DI &M,
PRSI IS BN AR B R T SRS B BRI
Lo THKIETH B I &, & U THIC TR X JLEHE
OHIAENHHETH S I LR E N, 2L, i
REXFE LTSNS THEROMES, EXFEL
THAENZIEHO ML TR, 02, HERE

TERHPRE, FEH LRI O TE B EA R & { 45 5
T, —fkic, ZhoDBBERF TRMBO P

BIEREARTHIIICH 5720, THERENEHOF, £
DbDOEFEHmEE L TEEFNHT I LE3HLLEE
Zohd, FEHAMWEF BRO7HITE, HAEEHE
FHBEE bIc@OBRTEE, KUK > THEKT
ZENRH Y, REA2ETLEEZ 005, ZOo8A
Bk 23 E512, NFo Y RICHET B REELBEIETIC
M T 5 DNA = — 7 — % i< — 7 — Rl #ik
(MAS) MER &5 2 [REVENSH 5.

—J, THEBRNOHLEEOHIT S, KIBEEOHHE
MEd, NT e YR HERNEOEERT F SR S
hic, 2ol Eno, MIAEETERERGD 28ILERET
FERENIZGHHITHNIEL TO B afREEREZ o 5. [
WIRNC W E S QIR SARER FHF miEEE KT 5
a3, RN THERNOMEGER)Z5T 2 Z &
DR ENZ B,

2 EEMEBICLEIATOY T

F BHICB T 2 88123 51213, BREHD
F21EK L, FEBITERELTA LML, CofEZic
BEREAZNEEVREMABRETHE, L F KBNS
AT e Y 2REBEEFETTHTENL, FESF A
BEMDTHRIE DAL ENAREEEZ SN, &
DIz, FTETITRA RFITENTH A O HEICLO B
MOBRIEEEAEE L, Zhilk->TATEY ZZFill
Lo EFTrANTENTHS, 4TI RFLP,
AFLP %D DNA < —7#—OZ B0 Sl U@ iz i ik
LF ORRNEOMICHEEBSHBEAEZD B BH 5
(Ajmone Marsan 5, 1998 ; Barbosa-Neto &, 1996 ;
Lee 5, 1989 ; Smith 5, 1990). ARiERIZEB LTI,
MRAV R FRBOBIZNAERERML TS EEZL SN
% 128 ® AFLP 2RS0T 11 O E R 0 #1209
P2 Uic, C O@IENEREE I EOANT o v
A EOMIZIFHEELSMHEPED on B Abd 7. L
ML, MUTZOMHBREC BN IENS, NTE VR
DFHNCHZ 2 D TR EHWEE B 2880 - 7.
COROHB o ERFERE LT, BHEIKBEST 5 QTL
CHP LTRSS VS LM AFLP v — A —0HE 0 2
EnfEEnsd (Bernardo, 1992 ; Charcosset &,
1991 ; Melchinger ©, 1990). #-T, N7 0¥ 2%
FA LR FF SEERO2HITIE, NFov RITHE
BbH 2 QTL 2L, ThiC#ids<~—H—0D4A
AEBEHT A I EMEETH S EMbN 3.

—77, AFLP #13, X FIIELWTHHREBENESIZE
BoZR %185 EM0EETH Y, DNA ZRNTHESL
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SR e RO HRMZR OGP, DNA < — 7 —diglHh
BIOFERKIZCBNTHHATH 5 &h, ABa%E @ U ThE
HIhi.

3 PEBEDER

WIZ, FFOYINEE ROBIZIZ D W TR SRR
ZHOMITHEIEEAAMNEL, 2F I HERHE LT
ThoD N7 O RBIZL % 36 AED F 20
THYA T VIV T » 72, HOEKREICIONTE, &
FDBILR MRS TE O DI U THZEDBILEIMED -
el &, BN 15~31 L iE Rl &
Do, BEHEMBZENROGFENRD TRE L, ke
LTHEVEBEEEZRTIEETH 2 I LRI hic. 20
ZEMS, MIABTOEN N EFKRT 512, S0
BN RERSNRICFHTE 2 F BREENGRT
HBIENEDTHERTE . £/, 2 TOEBEEET
EREICERET S ENAREE T S A DR EBIER
OHEEM GEBIKIRE) kN, @OEERT F A2
BniclEno b, FIEEOAMENRESNS, &
51T, THBHCHEZRT 2 28 ENABHCHIK T 2 Rt
PRI T 2 B TRNSRE R >TNE I &n
WoMiT oz, ThSDF, BLWATO Y Z%ERT
Iz H 5 & s, HIEEOANT oY RT3
QTL D72 d OB E L THY EEZ 5N 5.

4 EFHMBIER E QTL DR

2 F TR, STERFPIIIENIENTED, ThET
IR ER S h T h - 7e, 22T, APFFET
i3 AFLP & Otk SSR =~ — 7 — 2 T W,
DNA < — 7 —#ig{ X ORI P D T O MA . f#
FreEECiE, 74 T LIV oRs RIS &, THRE
L OERHICHIRT 5 2 AR O M5 U f
(BC) M L. ZokEE, 16 @88t (J1~J 16)
BFLO 15 B (D1~D15) »oks 2 20K %
ML, HEPESSR BX U CAPS < —H—%2T V71—
ELTHMKARKAT B ENTE, AKHRIZ, w15
EBRO QTL T ITHn 3 Z EA2RiTRE UTIER L 72
», THBEIEHICET 2B TREC BRI > T
IERERIREYE, B IZEERR, MRS U8, b
DOEIRIE EOBIZMITICRIATE 2tk b b 5. 7072
L, COMHKIZY ) LORKESEAN— LTINS &
HEESNE OO, ZHO/NSSHEPRENE > TED,
FREAILTORWERSNE ), oIty —h—%
BMUT, dETEE S ITPURSETO S BENH B &

EZ ot A, RFOST ) I v I 5475 =ik
D SSR v — /1 —WZ RS, FHANIEEE > T
W5 (Tsukazaki &, 2007). F£72, < xFD EST
fEHr e Sh, 1 U LORFIEESAHE T3
(Kuhl 5, 2004 ; McCallum &, 2001). Tsukazaki &
(2008) &, hofEmEMHVWSE I ET, xFIZFH
AR ZHOEIE< —H — 2R L, RFOTHEREX
TR D F £ A2 F O T B <~ — 7 — iR o dgih
HAERL TS, oK T, Shigyo 5 (1996)
DBAFE U7 —RE R ORI R 2RI 5 2 & T,
KHBEEEAE R F H BN Y < x FORMKITHIGM T T
W3, ZO&HT, WO RWILEED DNA < — 77—
EFMT S ET, B D IERE D S HLIK O FE D8 u]
REIZ7E 2 LRI, XF &y o2 FEMo x FEBHEXD
7 LOFHIE AR & CHEET B b0 ST B,
AWTETRIXZIZ, XFOMUEFICMET 5 QTL
ot &, 4 O QTL O@IETEMOIHAE B & L
BEXE < v E v 7RI X 0 AR ED QTL #2147 -
fo. ZDFER, T~25% D HF R LR TEHED QTL »
MO Fickit s ni, chooH b, D3 et
J 5 HEHEE, J9 SR, D13 EEE Lo 4 o QTL
i, BUIZBRETFTTOLIRNSLEL T ENS, )
MEBOENS F EEROIZDD MASD Y =7y
PELTMDTHELELEZ SN A, H#I1T D3 HEHH L
O QTL &, AT 2 HFHGRMLENE < Ok
25%), Ffo, M@ BMEERT. o QTLEBI
&, NTOERZOH N GEEENEA TS — A =y
TR =L ST BIED, KQTLANT B Y R
MG T ABIGFETH B EABEN T B EEZ
Sha. AStkid, ABRTHRILSh QTL ORhR %
BD FICBOTHGEET 2 08 RH 5. T, fhhoxF
S HE PRI B 1T BA QTL 043 Mie, M~
OuFEPEEH S ML T ZEBEREL A,

5 AFOYRDEEMIRN

N7 O Y ZAEMER (Davenport, 1908 ; Keeble ¢
Pellew, 1910) 1I2& 5D, H5WIFHBEMES (East,
1936) ITLBDOMITONTE, REOHFITEI-THER
TERFE R BT, T, ATy 2nEL SO
XD EHT S &2 HMNE L QTL RT3
Borsv—7ick->TiibhTEh, ZhEFTOEIA
My Eo Oy TIIBEMESIAE T AR (Lu 5, 2003
; Stuber 5, 1992) A%, A % TIIBEPEHR AR 54
H (Abdelkhalik 5, 2005 ; Xiao 5, 1995) MW &
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NTna, APFETIE, MR LULEERD QTL T
DRERZH T QTL OB (BEHERE AR
ZHEEL, 2 FOOMAETIZBT 2T 0 v @B ENE
WEBDODEMZOOTHSMILES &L, £
H, D3#EHHE LD QTL 2fin &5 0L 22 0ilts
FHIZ BT EEELS 1 2 KE L REY, BEEICE
MLUTOhBalfEEA RSN, ZOMOEEIZE T,
M 73RO IR B s h/e, Z0ZEho,
RFFTEMICBN 2 BHE AT B Y 23 @EEED
QTL 25 LTE Y, ZHIiTE QTL ofEH b -
TWB LD EMEETE S, ORI, [ UMY
Thad by EOIVIZBIBHERE LR, NTov 20
BEMERE T2 b0EF2 5, KIEL, —DO#EE
TR X2 BEEGRTHEERBMSTES, 2°00%
BTG U 7o BVEE 5 TR 5 2 B (Jones,
1917) 1Tk 2ttt b dp b, COHEWPSNIT LD
121, % QTL © K D EEMS T b ETH 5, bUE
03B NT, Stuber 5 (1992) @ R U 7ok
QTL ®—>i3, £0#% DM~y Ev7ickd, D7l
EL200BMED QTL MO A 2 EMNHLMIZEINT
W% (Graham 5, 1997). £HizxflL, Lu & (2003)
&, BEMEERTHO QTLIZ2WT, %My
NBEIT3 MDD 5 v 5 LAREELT - 120,
B BEEE S TE s e E ARG L, ]
S5iF, 0 QTL REOEBENTH BH, H 503D
THEBICHE LI BBEETH L EBATED, WIh
I KFEA RIEEEICEH b0 EBER LTS,

6 NFOLREMALILRXFOF B

R U 72 ZERIR 2 INHE 3 2 R R FakBR Ic B0 TE,
T E I 35 1 B IHEN) B A X D AT B DYk 1238
INTW5E, ok, RINThic - TRl IZINEZ
fTHOME LD OIERE TR, AMEO SO M, T74b
B I IR O I s IR « e U9 E a0 SR
TLWEEN3., Z0ETIE, ABOIIICENZEOA
7Oy AP & TRk T 5 C LIERIRE & 72 B el Re Tk
mdHb, Bl BF O (1985Dh) 3x FOREMEAIRHE
HOTHAZFCB T 28 EDOANT 1 ¥ Z3IPHENIZE
STV T E T EAERE L. £/, HUxRF
By <2 FITHLTIE, BRI EMRRC T 5
RO M AEREAGRA SN, PR PR E SR D N
TavREENEEEL AL, BRI AR
DOFEMRENZ EMHREESN TS (Havey « Randle,
1996 ; Hosfield 5, 1977). %7z, 7 ¥ 1 OEL %D

AT T IE, AEHEUNC OB EYE AR 0, IR
BOTRMMAESE L2, BEEOREMNKL 125
TEMRENTVSE (KES, 2002). *FOAFHIM
BT BEAT B Y RORBIRBEDZEII DNV TIIAHKE
SICHET 2LENH BN, ZhoOWE, oHflid 5
&, WEIICZAEBTIC AT O v ZBRESEKL 2
BA[ERIES RV, Tib B, FIHAEBICB L TERLA
TRYAERL, ULrGIHEEYMRIERL T &30 miEE
BT 5 EmnfiEElbh 5.

AT OV ZAFHAORNOF L E LT, REUIH O 5k
RiFonsd, xF, FFCRER FOFHFMIEL, &
o E M TH6 » A, fEMIZL-TIH1
ELLEEES 5. gIEB LB AT OV ZANKEL,
HEOHENSEE NS Z & T, fERIC & - TR
MO KIESEFESAFETH A . TERITITE D > I H IR
EMEALDPEBER LD FEOH IR ZHRTE S
e L b 5. FEXFHIEP, LOFORFEIET S
INR FRREFICB VTR, EREREF AT LT
X570, EHOROGEHED A ) v MIS oIk EE
Zoh 5, kolt, BIFMORHEP LHFEEEEDE )
b, EHIZX2NEOMKEHIE LK, EHEORL
[EEEE o 2 FRFESBEREN TS GFA o, 2010).
NTOYVAEANEHTS LT, IS ICEFHHEO
BOHEEF SEEERT S5 2 E0EETHA .

TS A 7OMERXFOFHERPUCL &, THH%E
FBlE L RMaEEEZ A, b —HoB%EL
GRELEF RE0uATE Y 2ERTHEIAICH - 72,
FHMBRERF F MEOBREETRDO 2D, N
T 8u Y A5 T 2B T OE E LA 2
Lo, iR, ZEWE, EMioRis o, 520 >H%
ORMILE TS A T1TES 13 T R UL A%
215, KRBROER,L S, T &5 HEULEERR
MM T HE 7S MAS O 2 52 5 2 LW TE 5.
MAS® & =%y M LTI, #IHAETRICEULEL
feh R AR Uic D3 g (AFS 012 2565), J5 HigH
B, J 9 SRR X O D 13 R Lo 4 >0 QTL 5
HUThb., Z0H55D3, JIBXUDI3HPEE LD
QTL 3B EEOBEMREETRTEETHETHE. 2O
72, FLitBLwTiEINnos® QTL 2N TF af#E4ITR->
X9, BRMAEBKRT 20ENH S, J5HBH Lo
QTL 2>\ Tid, M~ S0 BRI R 2R 72
W, J RO B FEFEBICHLEATLIWEEZ
Sh3., 72720, Ih5 4ODMIETHEDRBE
BHERIFZNIFEFBNIY, v —A—IT& 5 #ik
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WAz, S oICRBBIC K 2EKEITODENRHB1EA
. —F, KRB THO LM EGE R Lo o#lE
¥THY, INEFRLTIBRMOMAEFITB LTI,
AuithEnic QTL E 3O ZHONT o v Z B
QTL BEFEFEL TV B A[HEMENH 5. 41, BT O
Y R AR O R A BT O W TR 7S QTL T %
T2 &2k, NFoy2ItEm M 38k
QTL 232 2 Lk aTh A5, FERINIZE,
oD QTLOETIT 4 v 7 %M >TL ZE&ET,
ANT O Y AERKBICTEM Ui By @il o & as ] feic
BHEEZEZOLNS.

m B

P, ERNORFAFEICEO TR - A tick
BAPEIA MEBAEESHELL->TEDY, LK
Bk DB A &R B 2V G B IS In U 728 i
OMFENEEIN TS, UL, xFEOPEBEOMmD
TEMEWTH Y, HHENDE EWRDSIR SIS
CIVEH TR, BITOHKEEIZHARD TS0 %
BiE S350, ZD7D, BHEHROTESDEREL
MELEORBEZT TALEICN S ENZL, T
WEHCEAGbHZ. ZOMKELT, MIHAEEF BN
DRSS (NToYvR) AIEHL, RoncE wibm
MICK DS EBEL2RT FSEEBKT 52 E0E8)
EEZoN5, LhL, TOETRFOANT OV AR
PHATRITOVTORFEHRIZIZEA LHRE SO THRL,
F72, 7 LA ZXNEKRTHB I E, HIEFFHANPE LD
ZEFEOME NN S, Bin « BEENIIENSENTHS,

AT ETIHDIL, FFOPPEFTIIELTLED
BEONTO Y ZNREET L2000, i, EOLH 5
TR« SRR O A TANT B Y ZANBN 5 DA
B9 57, MEIEGMERICEST 232 F 11 mioM T
PERL L7z A0 flEE 0 F 2L, #wIAERSXUZ
DT O Y AEHFHA LI, B4 BEBOAKETE,
WBFEIT 0 LT —3~T0% CF# 21%), 8 BBt
TH—10~46% (T 10%) o7 oy z2nBini, &
WAT O Y ZERTHA TR TERX AR IR bZ L
FENTOY, THEHNOHAERITBL TSI
BoATOY ZEHTHAENRD o, B, B,
A AEERIZOWT AT B Y ZANHENTZH, ZORE
AR NE D57, i, DNA ZHL SHEE
LR OB ZENIERIC LY, FcdinsAsoy z
MNP R ATEEN G M 2 RGES 5 72, 11 84D AFLP 43

Hrizdk - TH SN 7z 128 © DNA 28 & o THl SRR
OB EEAZE U, ZoOBEIHEEICES X
UPGMA 12k 37 525 —#i%ti-1 £ 25, JEHE -
ARBIAEIC X 2RO MFRE B E R —H L &
o, Rl T AFLP = — 7 — 8 X Gz ek
Bk F AR OB SERERKRLTNE I E, *
FoD DNA LNV TO R HIC AFLP < — 71 — 23
HAWEETH B Z LRI e, AFLP 1235 < #1z1
P & oA 4 % O ST ICB O B HEE A o~
70 YREDMITITARSHBENED ohich, €O
Bligmd a7, F72, BREXIEOANTOYZED
BIZWEEEEE OB OB L T P 7. Shonl
& o, AFLP K-S CEZIEEEEIC L 0 il F O
ANTBYZDTREITH Z & EHE L&l s,

3 F OWIWVEE B D BILIT DV TRIKE R E A B &
MICT B0, xFIHIERMEBLITZNSDFMUT A
TUNKRIZEL 3 36 laED T 2 MU, MWEERIC
B9 %547 LIV &4T - 7o, BOEKEIZ DN T,
WAl GBRE T BLUOBH4EKE bIT, EEOD
BILRDE S RBOBIEEMEN - 72 2 &, PR
MIUEER LIS EnS, BHEBEROFEMNK
, BiRE L THBEORETH 5 LifEES N, FHiC
Bt 4 BEOEEICONTIE, FEEEEMN 31 S
Trl, BAEL D S@EEHROBRENREVEEZ SN
7o, BSLITOWT S, BhilE, i 4 8% & &ITEPER)
BIRKE L, BEEOIEETH S 2 LRSI, 12K
L, RBEOBIZFIEROGAIHNEHMEER LI
EDS, AHICHNS EHMAROFENRKEEEZZ
ot HE, BLEbiT, EEEEFoFEnEm
MSEE 2RI S & 5 HTH - 7o, TAEREX JLERE
DERHEBH AR EANT B Y ZERTHEICH D, =
DMARBOWIEE OIS F MEHE RO 720 O R
HEFEZL T ETHBRO THYETH B EEZ ohi.
F7, TERHCHERS 2 R I3EREZ @D 5 ST <
BYEIETEZ AL, )i, EBRCHERT 2 2 M3
FL AL T BB TEZ AT 2EMBRED O h
fo. TOXHIT, THEBEXNEAROMNES S ZIEELAT
oY &R R, PIEEICET 3 REFRSAE R
oTWW5BI &S, QTL OB EEERITE KD 7o
OBAMOMEEE L THY &L Shi,

FFTE, FTFEIZFHIUIEOEN,S, ThETIC
DNA <= — 77 —@dgii3fE s h Thidh -7z, 22
T, AFLP, SSR 53X U CAPS = —#—% M, %2 F
@ DNA < — 77 —#i i [K % g oo TR U 7o, AT E
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DI, FA T LIV ORICESE, TR X
CILAREICHIRT 2 2 ABERHM, D R#MB LT J RZ#f
R0, ZhsomifilE UREER (BC) ZEKL,
4 120 A A Z MR U CHEBBIT 21T - 72, T OFER, 16
AR (J 1~J 15), 157 v—#— (117 AFLP, 38 SSR,
2 CAPS) M55 J o #gih, & kO 15 Y
# (D1~D15), 186 v—# — (146 AFLP, 37 SSR,
3 CAPS) moiks D ZMOHIK ZRESE Lz, J D
MW D4 EiE 1,068 cM, D%R#iE 1,104cM THD, *
EMLUTHRBNEDDT ) LOKREG % H/N—=L T
5 EfEEE N, 2o0MKIE, 39 Y —H—%
TrvAh—ELT, 15 OEEHTHRAETE L.

B, XFOYMATICHT 5 mAE R T
(QTL) oL, fi% d QTL OBIz{-1EM DY % H
&L, MEKRED QTL T AT -7, HiAAREDOFE
fliicid BC, S, #FR 2 MW, 34EICbh7 0 3 a9 fi L7z,
Fi 8L U ZHD BC, S, K20 Wi A (K EO P12 138
FhANTo v ZNBEShz, HEeXKM~<y Er 7k
X% QTL it ok B, %< © QTL Ml oHsX iz hk
thanre, 2hEho QTL BEBEIZKIZTHFERIZ T
~25% EffEEE NI, Th oS B D3R, J5
BEEE, J 9IRS KO D 13 SR Lo 4 A0 QTL I3,
RHZEE T TOHRENLEL T, Thoo QTL I,
WIAEH OEN S F i E RO 72D MAS (SR Al
EEZons, —DOOfIEREE4ETO QTL T oK
DATHIEH, &5 TR DOXIET 5 hLiE iz idM
a5 o, i O AT RS A AT O T QTL
OB (BRI ISR 2HEE Ui, T OksE
D 3 #igH#E Lo QTL 21k &3 2 oIz FHEIZB L
T, @EROBLZTEANRD Sh. ZTOMDBEDE
ETIERE, FINE 7o Bk e S, AT R
BT AN ERBEOHELAT O Y R, BB IOH
B OBIE TEHOERICIE D LR s hic.
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Heterosis for Seedling Growth in Bunching Onion
(Allium fistulosum L.)

Takayoshi Ohara
Summary

Reducing production costs by mechanization and labor saving has become very important in the production
of bunching onion (Allium fistulosum L.) in Japan. Machine-assisted transplanting of nursery plugs has
recently become common because of its substantial saving of labor. However, bunching onion initially grows
very slowly, and the nursery period is limited because of the small volume of the plug. Because very young and
small seedlings are transplanted into the field, unfavorable weather such as drought or heavy rain can severely
retard growth. Therefore, breeding of cultivars showing vigorous seedling growth using heterosis is
anticipated. However, little is known about heterosis or the combining abilities in bunching onion. Furthermore,
genetic and molecular studies in bunching onion are limited because of its severe inbreeding depression, long

generation time, and huge genome size.
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We evaluated heterosis for seedling growth in 11 cultivars of bunching onions belonging to the Senju, Kaga,
Kujo, and Okunegi groups and 40 of their intervarietal Fi progeny. For fresh weight of seedlings at 4 weeks
after transplanting, heterosis over the mid-parent (the mean of the parents) ranged from —3% to 70%, with an
average of 21%, and heterosis over the better parent ranged from —10% to 46%, with an average of 10%. High
heterosis among F: hybrids occurred most frequently in the inter-group crosses of Senju X Kujo, and high
heterosis for practical use was also seen in some intra-group crosses within the Senju group. Root number, plant
height, and relative growth rate also showed significant heterosis, but the response was less than that for fresh
weight. The 11 parental cultivars were assayed for DNA polymorphism by using 128 amplified fragment length
polymorphisms (AFLPs) to estimate genetic distances (GDs). Cluster analysis of the parents based on GDs
accorded with the traditional classification based on morphological and ecological characteristics. The GDs were
correlated significantly with heterosis over the mid-parent for each seedling trait at 4 weeks after transplant-
ing, but not with heterosis over the better parent. Consequently, these correlations are not applicable for
predicting heterosis.

To gain information about the mode of inheritance of seedling growth rate in bunching onion, we conducted
a diallel analysis using a 9 X 9 half-diallel cross involving various types of inbred lines. Fresh weight at the
transplanting stage (7 weeks after sowing) showed a high broad-sense heritability (4;*) and a low narrow-sense
heritability (hy). The average degree of dominance was 1.50, suggesting that fresh weight at the transplanting
stage is controlled by overdominant genes. The correlation between Vr +Wr and Pr showed that dominant
genes induced heavier weight. Fresh weight at 4 weeks after transplanting also showed a high Az, a low Ay, and
a very high average degree of dominance (3.10) , indicating the presence of a higher level of overdominance.
Plant height at both growth stages also showed overdominance. Dominant genes increased plant height. The
value of hy* was higher for plant height than for fresh weight, suggesting that the contribution of additive
effects is larger for plant height than for fresh weight. The F; hybrids between the Senju and Kujo groups
tended to show higher heterosis. The results suggest that the frequency of the dominant alleles that increased
fresh weight was high in the Senju parental lines, whereas the frequency of those that induced an increase in
plant height was high in the Kujo lines. This makes the Senju X Kujo combination appropriate for quantitative
trait loci (QTL) analysis of seedling growth.

We constructed the first genetic linkage map of bunching onion based on AFLP and simple sequence repeat
(SSR) markers using a set of reciprocally backcrossed populations (BC,) produced from two inbred lines, D
(Senju) and J (Kujo). A linkage map of D constructed from the (J) BC, population comprises 186 markers —
146 AFLPs, 3 cleaved amplified polymorphic sequences (CAPS) , and 37 SSRs—in 15 linkage groups (LGs)
covering 1104 centimorgans (cM). A linkage map of J constructed from the (D) BC.: population comprises 157
loci—117 AFLPs, 2 CAPS, and 38 SSRs—in 16 LGs covering 1068 cM. Neither map is saturated, but both are
considered to cover most of the genome. Fifteen LGs in the two maps were connected by using co-dominant
anchor markers: 37 SSRs and 2 CAPS.

QTLs for seedling weight were mapped on the reciprocal BC; maps to identify QTLs controlling seedling
growth and to elucidate their modes of gene action. Fresh weights of seedlings of BC; S, families were measured
in three seasons. Remarkable heterosis was observed in F; and many BC; S; families. Many QTLs for seedling
weight were detected on the two maps by composite interval mapping. The phenotypic variation explained by a
single QTL was <25%. We consider four QTLs on four LGs to be consistently effective across different
environmental conditions, because they were detected in different years and seasons. We expect these QTLs to
be targets of marker-assisted selection for rapid seedling growth. Most QTLs were detected on one map but not
in the corresponding region on the other map. We calculated the degree of dominance at each locus and observed
overdominance at some loci. The other loci showed additive or dominant effects. The results suggest that the
remarkable heterosis for seedling weight in our breeding population is based on the accumulation of dominant

and overdominant gene actions.



