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Abstract

Rice is the staple food for most Asian people. Salinity is considered one of the most major abiotic
stresses limiting rice productivity throughout the world. Improving salt tolerance of rice is one of the
most important objectives of rice breeding programs, which can be better to mapping QTLs related to
salt tolerance for MAS-based rice breeding. In this study, two advanced backcross populations were
evaluated for morphological and physiological traits related to salt tolerance at the seedling stage under
the green house and phytotron conditions. QTLs affecting salt tolerance and their expressions in
different genetic backgrounds and environments were exammed and compared.

Two moderate salt-susceptible indica varieties, IR64 (from IRRI) and Teging (from China) were
used as the recurrent parents, a japonica landrace, Tarom molaii (from Iran) was used as the donor
parent. Two BC,Fs populations were developed by random consecutive backcrossing, and were
evaluated under salt stress with the concentration of 140mM NaCl at the seedling stage under the green
house and phytotron conditions. Correlation analysis indicated that survival days of seedlings (SDS)
was highly negatively correlated with shoot Na“ concentration (SNC), positively with shoot K*
concentration (SKC), and had no correlation with root K* concentration (RKC) and root Na'
concentration (RNC), indicating salt toxicity of leaves or salt tolerance resulted from over-accumulation
of Na" in the shoots and had nothing to do with ions situation in the roots. RKC was highly positively
correlated with RNC and both of them had no correlations with SKC and SNC, respectively, suggesting
different mechanisms existed between uptake of K* and Na' in the roots and their transportation from
the roots to the shoots. Fifty-seven QTLs affecting the seven salt-tolerance related traits including score
of salt toxicity at 10 and 16 days after salinisation (S10D, S16D), SDS, SKC, SNC, RKC and RNC
were identified in two BC,Fg backcrossing introgression populations under the two environments, which
distributed on the 11 chromosomes except chromosome 10. The QTLs affecting SKC and SNC were not
observed to distribute in the same genomic regions with the QTLs of RKC and RNC, respectively,
which further showed different genetic mechanisms involved in uptake of K™ and Na" between the roots
and the shoots. Compared to the previous mapping results in different mapping populations by same
markers, 1/4 of 57 QTLs for the seven related traits were located to the same or near genome regions.
The regions of RM583-RM23 on chromosome 1, RM240-RM112 on chromosome 2, and
RM60-RM231 on chromosome 3 were identified for QTLs affecting S10D, S16D, SDS, SKC and/or
SNC in the green house and /or phytotron, which are considered as important genomic regions related to
salt-tolerance for MA S-based breeding.

By comparison of QTLs detected in different populations derived from same donor in different
recurrent parent (IR64 and Teqing) backgrounds, and in the same genetic background under different
environments (green house and phytotron), significant effects of genetic background and environment
on expressions of the ST QTLs were revealed. The same QTLs detected in two different genetic

backgrounds or environments may have different effect values or/and directions of gene effect. Some



main-effect QTLs insensitive to environment, e.g. QPsnc2 and QGsnc3 for SNC were identified. These
important QTLs and genomic regions mentioned above will be greatly beneficial to the MAS-based

breeding for salt toleranceinrice.

Key words. Rice Sdt-tolerance QTL Backcrossing introgression lines Genetic background

effect environment effect MAS
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F—F 5|5
1.1 IREX

AR 3.8 AL AWURFEFEE M EREUL L3, 295 T HEH AN ) 10%45 47 GRAT R4S,
1999). FEH 2700 JjAUEbfE, AL 700 Ji AWM EAR N GERMEE, 1989). 1EUT
AR R ECET X, H 8 I s K SR B A OO AR KRR AR A
YR AT o SEINAEAI SR R DR AR B (0 B . 0 TR S, SRAED
i £ P T DAY D W T SR, T AR TR, BOE m LAY 03k KR s, ST U K (Pitman et
a., 2002,

IR P SRR, e rp Al R SR 0.3% 0 B R BL I 2 F IR, & S EUL E
(Akbar et al., 1972). HIFFUFIA FH V) TR PR kA% AR S o5 R A0 i fon B30 353 11 36 Y i ) 2 ikt
VEW) SR F R iy 2R 158 LA 7™ ) B — IR BT R it o /K RS AR T R PF & — MR 2R ) A B
P2, Iz K H SR T A0 AN 5] RAFAEAG S T3t . BRIk, 78 K 44 o0t £h 1 0 1 42
ERIRCRARE (Yeoetdl., 1990), IXFP AR AL PR SRR EDI S F A, MERE R, ZOoRAK.
WEREAG, AR AT Ay ARG S R R ROR R R, OO ARG KR R AR A 1)
— LB TR (R IR AL O R AR E T T EOR (Paterson et al., 1988). KIt, 12 48 H k445 i
SRR SR AR AN I3 bl S R B AT #h QTL JEA7, S bR ic 4 e 585 77 1 & il o
AT 3% QTL BT ve B etk o BRI A SR RN B8 = VA7) 7 e B9 Al

1.2 B E IR R HE R
1.2.1 FiMB THEYRYE B R
1211 BFEE

ERWEE T, R b A R IR B Nal B Na /KT EL K soef f ) = AR R AR ORATR
5, 1999). FRVKEE Nanl E S SRR A ARG 5 A1 Calt, 5y T 99 TR LA AR
YIRS, SUBARIL AR, ST A BT rh Na'/Cal LU N, R My e e K I B 52 B
WA, B A K BERGHLITANS, A0 KTINaT T R, S0 s K- A I mea i o
i HT B RS, BSOS f Y pH ERRIE T B, WOEBRIL, AT NaTTERGEABIR .

1212 [EHEHE

TEERIO SR BEACE N, W IR R T2 205w, B PESA OF. AR
WA (HO) AEWMRME T (OHD. FREE A H3E (OH) mr=Eht, MR AN BRSP4 B A7),
U1 SOD. CAT. POD. VitE. GSH &5 [RIE RIS SR A PGPS B 0 e 0 S IR it Ak
BT AR1E BT I 4 A R B MOt I 1 - BBUIE 1) S MR RIS, 22 MEae o, U i /s
S FANR RSB, W) S oA, 2R 380 R A0 A B AR 2L, T2 3
P
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ERIME TR SEARBEE PRGN, R T SRR b i, RO RE OSSR LI 5 T6E
B LA R AL R AR, $hr it 248 PEP JRALEFEA RUBP ¥4k B % LB X, RuBPCase i
PERIS BERRAG, W59 M ax = olche g FLAMSIRR 4G . Sl T o0, mae st gimiidn . mhags
AL DR EYEREZIL, ALK, DGEHR T, ey &. [P i
i C3 A ) H F) = A7) 1 H Jeh RR RO TR — W 1 H VS & i, AR C R IE W I8 %, . K%
NaC1 ritxf PSITEVERI ST, BARRE L2 , (H R AR A TG — AR CARHT) 45, 1999),
1, Aro (1993) ZFIA 4 #hrid iy LLss: PSTI I LhfE, Everald (1994) 45 NIk £ b v LA
PSIL LR . 1X 0] e 5286 b B A A AN ), BB A (DM A k), R SIS0 R A P AL 1)
A AN FA O . DRIAS R R BRAB A0 RO AS (R R B W B, HEO 45V R k1 UK 25 AN A ] (R
WA, 2002). BRI (2004) BESURW], fE NaCl Whia T, sRZhEm A FulFm JLF3A A2
1k, 0 mmol/L F1 25 mmol/L NaC1 fpitt i, PSIIE A AT IR % 5, {H7E 50 mmol/L NaC1l [t i,
PSR W3 PR, A 4 5 PSITE I WK T2k 4 5. XU NaCL i) PSIT A nT BE &
s PSIL, W1 PSILIE IR BRI SR, HEECK LIERA) 4 ) (NADPH. ATP) [
Azpn, gl B R R MR A B ) ] s R R, AR A AR K2 B W AR 5 .

1.2.1.4 FIRERMZE

kUL, AR IR 2 B, PR AR B SR RN T s 0 R BRI 2 B, I
WA Bt S EE I T B o ER 70 22 I KR PP AR R 2, 13 BB R AL, AR Y
K

1.2.15 EHRENRZE

sh oI 20 A A TR R LER W, S e R . SRR 1 o B BB R D AT
TR TR R I B, A GAE SR A A S DS AT BRI 2 1

EE.
1216 MEESYRK

SRR N BT BE A, IR USRI I B IR IR R A
PR, Ry o ama s, Sy A RAR, MBRARAR, HHURRIRILAE.
R MBI FE R (FkASE, 2005,

1.2.1.7 EiEE

TR 2 A LIRS AR, A B, DB A AR R,
MWIFE TR 7T 0.2%~0.5%0N tHIRR K NHE, 2673 5T 0.4%IN HMA N K 73 Gy og, Ak
HRWE T, E2IEEYAT . MR R L B3040 1 30 KT ik Aot & . £k
BT STE MM T MATR 8, IR, JEROK e, (40 M B2 20455 . I S5 4 R A=

2
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oAy, JEVENE AN, YEshEEE i CEENE, 2005).
1.2.2 H#EHYRIT EL IR

i 5 SR R S Na I HE . X2y KNS M R 2SR B B TR fe . AR PE. 5
TAEFEM AP B ORI 2 TEALE . SR T3S . SR e, B
iE A4S (Colmer et al., 2005, 2006)

1.2.2.1 EiEAT

BB E RAZE WA~ RN AE81E EA T TR 34 A i 3=
BRI RE . AT VR TR A R IR B I, BB R, AR RS IE S
eSS IIBOK S o AT 2 BIBIB I 7 AR B R RN Na', K™, Cat", CI 25 ToHL g
T RN ERDUE N RN REAE AN A TP R R e BUR I AT TR LY, DA E
HFBATSE T, DOENAM KSR rE AT e LR LS, 2. APLR.
WIE KL G BHIESE (ARA, 2004).

1.2.2.2 WRYsFnFR 2 Tk

R WA AT, R EAEE NS FSCRIRR B2 TGN B A TVRE TS, 384 0 4 PRk 1
BEARANIZIE S, MBS MiK, Biikhs. MR R B8 TR LR 28, F24T Na's
K*. C&. Mg®™. ClI'. SO NOz%%. A[AMMIA & Tk FbE A 220, 43Rtk
K*'HEF Na'e hAfay ik B R Na R vl B 5 s APk s 1 0. JEdb Ak i R
KiK', Pidhb &M B PR B, T K -Na S H g i i) K -Na'sg e, &
VAT AE R A B TP Rh s A 4 M DX B A I R A AR A . AR, KT
PRACHAR R, A2 Na ], i KEEZ A0 Na b N o 7R s shilkBEN, BRI ¢
PR, KT Na AH A . 3 Al KO ORSE b3 SR 4 B R 8, e KT-Na”
VOB iy, R R E, IR B L3 b ) Na Rl K i £ fR 2R ) B S IR PR, N 2
JE T P b 1) A TR T80, AR U0 A A7 SR A e PR AT DA B B 4 AR T A SR R PR MR Na
K* iz 2] J 35 (Durand et al., 1994) . iX— R AR AR K -Na BP9 B2, 505 K% (1999)
YO CRFE R I Na 7K P RE ) 2RI AE ) BT Sh B i — N ZEHR bR . 1K PR #hisi b T35
HNa' B EE T, RN Na 1 2R BUK. Na WS RTHEa iR e
WO RSO, ER A BRI S BT . DRIAE SR T ORI IR Na
WXV Z R 17> B2 . (Nakamura et al., 1996 25) W5, K {ERMIAA N AN A7
(IR 5 43 A A2 S AN R R BE BRI K R T 7R 48 B AP Bl KR BAAE, S FERTRR K
b 6 KA AT IR R, B o R PR AR T () K™ o Zhu 5% FH LR 7+ SOSL.
SOS2. SOS3 FEAAAI M Eh PEIL AN & BL: SOS1. SOS2. SOS3 FAFAAK IR £h 1 55 H A 41
KY S B UIAHOG, 1t Na B e oe, AIMHEWT K78 FR 1M AN 2 Na (i3 A0 aly2id 45 & kR
R EEVER S HPE N 2. ABATIAY: TTREAE NaCl ha I, U4 K99 (IR, SR
D LI, HoAh— 2o B AR A BT Nat & i SRV i (A 2 AR M 25 1

3



r AR DA} 2 e A 2 18 S Wi g

FINEEA O EERERE . Tk, KN IR R SR TE ) R T T AR R (Zhu et al., 1999,
2000, 2001).

il

1223 ARAHNMHITEERT

FLEDLER T, BR T R DAORORIR RO B TE LR 2 1 BEA TSI 8 N i g 4, Ik ]
FEAN P S R AR B . AR 8673 2 B AFAEGE o W0 P 887048 2 A SR KT 4
W BB I, AR AN P S i ST A DU R DRI G E & 3, (S0
BIERAE . XEATHI AT SR . R WSS U, R AR s
RIRPE, MANEATTHN, RS

XA 2R 5 SR IR AR 2 A AT il R HCEAE WA 2R B SRRt 8870 b 1) 3
AL Elsamad (1997) & BLK 20 &6 5 il Clark FiI Forest 75 £hJPpE R AR A IR IHZUIR . ATV PR
SR T, MU Kint (N IZEEY S I AN . A7 LI UE W RR A BB A 1 )
IZhRERT BER O, ELIR 2R KB 2 S R 52 A oG o BN il 2 R AN 22 vl e i p ) 32 2]
ERLR . YOIMEIR A R ] BEREA 52 T 1Obs s o KW N iR R Il Rt —
O R W ARSI . {EU Lutts (1996) 45 KB, il 2 MR (A S0 41 UK s AR/, TRETFA
ZHBEWT, BOARTENE . BB s NN I 2R 5 I AN 1. fE—E ik
JEREFN B A KRR R AR B ER], A XK RESH A MEIEN . A0sticsath. X
AN FCRATE LR B R A mCE S BRI TR TR BT R RIS pH (ESE AR .

1224 F8%&H8

WBE AR E 2l e A AR IR — 2o A BRI Gk HEN Y . 1 Singh (1987)
BRI B DOk, AHARAE AR B I, . L. BHE ML MR, KT K
IKFERRA SR TP I, Ll 26KDa B A& & W o 1l Ay SR 1) 10%~20%, HoA Al
TR R AEAE A0 Bt o Eh B R P A T3 & T b, BltbE 4 b B E . Sigh A8
1 WBEAL -FOESENE N, AEMIEEN; 2ABA BEEF FIBED, mHIBTIKTS
IR ABA R E2AHC, RIS B T REWD J2 1B RS R a3 diffilis i
FUEAL TR, IR 81 IR R34 T . VB ER AT RS — Pl AR B ok e o T B (1 5 2 1
CRBUCEE, 1998).  H I FTA W SR ME A S35 3 A B I A 1, LR SRS R R 2 A ZH 27
AT, B2 I A RIS 5

1.2.25 JREIZ 8

Na'/H Wi #2251 (Na'. H antiporter, NHA) 2405 BERE. #8225, S S5A 4 (1 ik
ARG FYEAEN—MIZE N, S HAMMTNI pH. Na R TR R 4 AR R AR 25 A dr G 3l
3 — UAE R AL 2 R A B Nal R 3 ) B8 B A s s, CEVE 2 )
et CAM FEvKI H e, e, Bl HoR S i Nal/H 3 ) #5885 S . P T
DRI 2L 00 68 5 Y S e RE NHX A AEFARBLR AINHX L, Bz, /KRG UK gE . B s A
WL NalH W ) s R S RARZE e, 20908 OSNHX 1. McNHX1., SsNHX1. ] TMpred %

4



r AR DA} 2 e A 2 18 S Wi g

il

FE53 BT OSNHXI, SSNHX 1 /751, AT HEN £ 12 AN PSR Sk, X Lefg X m AR, X Na/H il i)
A2 AMEIZTh AL H B, ApseM P (1999) Z/E Rl F il R IA AtNHXL FERURBL: 4%
SEDRU AR N H 1 [ e a3 LU I A AR PR 22 49 22, JF FLIXRP Nal/H ™3 ) #4328 85 1 1
(T AT AINHX L 28 (1 3R0A5 B 1 2 — 201, 76 200mmol/L NaC1 a4, RN A4
KARSZ M. AINHXL Fll AtCHX 23 [RA7H:i2 Na'. HI S s ish, i1 i K s i1 i

(Zhang et a., 2001; Venema et al., 2002; Zhang et al., 2004; Song et a., 2004), &= Na#4ia
AR B T XA T Na R BRI T, A S RE T Na XSG e SR (/R . R
K TFET-Bt Blumwald Z5/E% i (Zhang et al., 2001). W3¢ (Zhang et al., 2001) il #ik
AtNHX 1-Na'/H W gt 1, £330 7 S FSS—HE s E & SR Eh1E49, H 200mmol/L NaC1
GaRERGIE R RE, Y nT IR AR KI5 . IXUELE A IF ] AINHX 7ERIE Na' X St o ) 2 2
IjJHh

1.2.26 KFIEH

JEE EAEAE T DL i i R e, A RN IR . LD RR R RS R K KR B
B AN SO KIZ . VA K AR s A N T . KL R R R A
Fl: AFEUKALE AR e AR SRS, X2 Ihaer 8 =0 SCRKILEAT
iy WIKFLE AMIETE. MYKILE A ThREASE: (RIKIKIE RS (R R A
PN s R A0 A SO Al N > T KL R o TR A R A A B,
AU 7552 20 R iy, A A I8 o 5 K LR 1 s PR AR 858, /KL AR I ThRE I TT T
555G Pl 3 i B T IR A SR A R IR AR AT ST, AR G 2 T R ) 25488 T 52 380 e 2 K
WFFTA SRS ST (Maurel. etal., 1995).

1.2.2.7 KRR

WA, AR 2 2 BT AR R, SRR W R i O
AR AR IE N R0 205 . BN H PR m a5 20 R A ) C3 i 42538 C4 il CAM
#it. C3 RUHY FIRITIIALREAT CO, MR %, B R TSl IXAEAFI A S T O/
Fp7K4rs i CAM BURHAI A IRTF LT COp RIS 3, R ALIR IR D 7K 43 Uk
C4 A1 C3 RPN A FASE A IR 18] (AL i 2 454 A2t fEBiE a1 CA FaIREEA L
iy CO [ 3 1Y) [N 4 /NVSALI B, PREFAK I3

1.2.2.8 EIMEWBHH RS

S ARSI R AR, AR A B R 2 e g Dl B b I AR T . O
PEAAE AR N AEAE IS T I T AR RGNS T o A HEA A A P IR A Al R 4
B R B DT AT RGO D R AT P2, WAL R 1 JR 4 AT A AL i (SODD . $iid
LAY (ARXD. 4L EM (CAT) 55H; ARREER R4 FEAREHUIA MR (AsA) ARt
HIE (GSHY. 534k, ¥E. ZIoohE. FERmk. MRS A TRy 41 M sz B B 5 SRR .
— LR 2 % (Wang et al., 2002) AT T HEEK, ML) Mn-SOD cDNA § A f#
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Jai B REDRPU R BE )4 i, K S R R LK) Mn-SOD 71 5 4 Hh ) A el i #2431 501
HLAR TS T 22 PR AR SRR 5 123 10 0 4 (00 3 i3 ittt (Mckersieet al., 1996).

1.2.29 Hhab5ESH#HS

AT, R R RBE ABA, BURAILCH, KOBURREIE, BT, Wk
WEPIAR R, JEMAERE ALK . AN SR E RN A — M s 5. 53k
OAT IS 5 B4 CaICaM .y ABA. H0, LT, AL Cal™ (s 5t d S (45 5 4
T TR A KR T 2 MG TR A SO e 581 AT BLRGZ A 2655
W kE A R, LB E AR T R RE A B e e, R E e . SRENa R, g0 i
B Cal VR (R B R T A NGk, X T RS I Nal W ISORITE 6 5 T 52 J
AUFE LD Calt il i AT T BB ki > Na e NI . A2 BRI E s, 40 i A 1)
Cal WP 1N, Cal* it 15 H B2 fh CaM &4, I HE— 5 B0 305 214 10 2K 1 ey S 4
RN N, XS CalT AR 5. AEENA T, ABA ZE4NARH RIS RN, IR
LI A LA gsk A PRI 2 A FH T 3 R 7K 93 BR) A0 2K o A B T 238 RV 22 5 DAL ] ) B 1T 52 2141 ABA
15T, XEY ABA 25 THYNGEE S ks fE. Shinozaki (1997, 1998) ST KB,
TE KNG G 4615 5 5 R RIAZ MR /DAELE 4 ML s Sk ie, Hd 2 4408 ABA.
IEAERIOTTIL R W], HoOp FERMI B H b W] SR 245 520 T4 . AATE G R B OF AT LIGE
o BB B S TR LI G AT ANIRARIR IS Ho0, KL FETT 5 40 iy B Cal ik e, M
I FECALICH ;s H O 1T 5 240 i diy B CaX IR N, J33h Cafifli &%:. ABA W LLA S H,0,
(=, [RINYE ABA 35S 1AL R th R B0 T I A AR DG IE R IR IA, 1X U6 HL0,
A BESE 1 AL SHEM — AN IRFAYY (Shinozaki et al., 1998) fEibIMASAE R, WA S ERTL
ARSI AR R N AT AR SR, RIHENE M T RE S Ra s S 51— KR i
BN, EHAER AT B AL, k) DNA 805 2 ] AR Rl sk 1), FHik
WAL 22 (R 32 50 LK 2 W A ) A 23K D D RE e AR AN RE AR SZ X LSRR R B sy, 55 3)
S M I T AU BRI L2 3 A0 e, DOBT I IE A U AR . AR T R AR AR R R, ik
R — P A ML BP0 T4, R arid S AR IR —

1.3 1E4%) QTL ARt
1.3.1 QTL ELLEHA

BATHORYEIRT QTL SEAL, e 2d 57 HARPEIRA 7> B, ME AR b s AR R o
REIUER > R IC SR, SIS & i, 3k 5 HASPRIRIEBI 27 Fid, ez QTL,
IRJE ATRE AR ORI AR i HRT LR SR AL AAT By Nt
PG AARDH) . AL AR (RIL)MESREARSE . BN B B A AR AR BRI T
Fo RAELEFRANGL AN DH R, DUSCRHT —Rifl” sl kA BB A2 R O &8,
2002) .
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132 £28Y QTL EfL A%

A FARCIESIEAT QTL s& A7 A BNV Ml AT QTL AE B gert #8347k . 20 el
80 FEARK LK, XITHIMBITL oGk, CaRkET 20 RFMAEEIMG ik, M4k
PIAE, BT QTL @M JEAT LA PR . — 202 DIFR I BE D B A K Hs AT 23 4,
hFETFRICHI 41501775 (Soller & Beckmann, 1990); 75— 22 LUBE MR E RN AR s E1 T 43
LI, FREETRIRI M 7 (Keightley & Bulfield, 1993). H i F i QTL sEfr 7k B84
Ji 25y M, IXAEENE (Lander et al., 1989), £ JtlalHi% (Bridgesm, 1993), F#fifE &7 (Zeng,
1994) FJH C4noe Bk (Wuetal., 1994), FIX S8 7 v nl e B otk e v e B L,
$ 320 5 LB 2 T AR

1.3.2.1 HESE

DAAL S8 1R B0 DR 387 22 43 AT I B4R AIE SO B30 PR b e PR R T (1 2 e Sl 2, RV i g 224
Br, A TSR LUAR G, LA [ b C R D A B e MR I 0 22 e, e 8 2 e, U3
BN ECE VIR QTL Shmicd A8t . T —Fsid /i A5 ZE 8L 1) 73 1 Arid ot 5,
DRI L) QTL @ ot 2 R XA 5. HERA RIS EDWIL A, (R, Sbrid BE R
AREATE QTL (W RARRLE RN, REBUERAC, H—BAGEH T 440k EAAEZ A QTL
TG o Bl —Getafk ERbric i ¢ MG B 22 0 TG T — AN iz b, Ok G e Ak
(Wu & Li, 1994) 20} FbRC S 250 5005 16— B ek 7 ik

1.3.2.2 XE{EREZE

S FRRACEAR I BLLLG, Lander & Botstein (1989) & H HEVEAMK) QTL &7 j7ik, LLIEAR
B AT ) B R AR BRSO a7 B [ EABERY , 8 B T S8 48 1K) 40 ARG IE BB, THELRE DR A AT —AH
AbRAC 2 (B AT B A7 QTL AIAAAAE QTL ISR R B LL AL XS %L (LOD {H). R#s%EA
Ptk B &5 LOD [EH AT AL —A QTL 7R Qe ifh bAEAE SR AR . >4 LOD fH#E
B I FHER, QTL MW REN & T H LOD SZRFIX MR Rk, XIfERE LIS, 5
BT)ZNA, X QTL @AM R RS T EZ R . Y — &Rk BRI AAfE—
ANCLE QTL I, 2 A A B R A DU R Il J, A7 I3 25 R AR QTL A7 E I n fig.

1323 E5XEEERZ

X Zeng (1994) (DX R I (R BE Al b5 AR (K0T (AR e i JLBE S, e b
D BEATAIIN . R S5 Al QTL JEBUKARIC Pl A AERRE o DLPS I SRR RN . BUE A
FE_ BTN AL N R BRI K FAT RO, PSRBT DX TR B R R 3R A 45 2 B s AR Al o
fH, WHERURLL, 2B R ORI B EE, MROE PR LT R w2, TG QTL mIREfE
AR ). 1%V B T X IRE B I, IS AR R R R Bl T AL 1 ey, 3 T1E
PURRS AN o AHITTVEANRE 7 Hr EALVERT QTL By PRI8 AR A8 S AR 30 A 1) i LA K QTL 247
AN QTL R NAG T 5 H B 2255
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1.3.2.4 QTL EIBE S &FAER %

1998 4, ACHE AL H FH BEA LA PR T 7 ¥ R A s DRI 2R 200 17 B 5 R < A58 A 2880 B () F0 41
SR T FH DX TR PR A DX TR PR 23 i AT Tt A S 280, B 5 R < A58 B A 38 (9 QTL 7 43
BT, JEAH T REMIRIISAE QTL A/ #1ik. Yanetal. (1997, 1999) FiZiAxt /K Fe 4 BEAUAIRE
EIEAT TRE QTL @Aritst. HHT 2ol HT i R & X IR E Dk iR, HIRG 2R
T3 QTL € A7 Y8 G Fr i b i 6 QTL 2808 43 AT IR, 34 e TG b 73 BT QTL 5 BRBE 1) FLAE 240
HTRG LN G AER T, rTR B8 A i, <, ksl EA7PER &
Tt AL TN S I H ARV QTL. A FH X L8R4 NEAl v W] IR T QTL 32 R0 1) 5 5
FMRAFIHET QTL SEREE ARSI HAEZR I F, Il A AR RME,  iTHe s
BUEE M.

1.3.3 QTL RiZHIZEE =FIMEM LT
1.3.3.1 QTL RiEHEEE =T

T, AT SONPRR IR PR A IR KM . Ungerer et al. (2003) 1 FHAN [AJig4% 15 5% 1)
AT+ (Arabidopsisthaliana) 1F KA, 7EAKAH A w8 ERR A MBS E T 3 AMARHIA7
TR AN G S, A I 25 356 R 15 T BV A (R AR Ak, R BT 32 438 i J37 K P 366 PR 41 X 35
TEAN A I AL 50 N RIS AALL R A3 45 L, T e 45 g 7 555 11 e DA 201 DX 3 1) 6 P A0 SR R A [l it
FER 2 SRAROR, i HUR IR 1 AN DR DT AN [R] AR A% 15 S5t 1 IR 280, H A S IR I O A
AR (2005) KL 1L AMEAAFN IR64. FEE NPT CIrRIY) 1IRIAE 5 AR iR S5 1k 1 3%
HACAEN L E 2, 1RG4 15 505 4R 2 BRI 10158 5 AR TR S 1 (1 18 P AR R e, Hoo
FEE 50, NPT 3 G BERCRRAR . FUH RN, A REAL T st Fe RIS A Z [l $h 1 A e 22 57
IR64 (Wi £h AT = T4ES, Frd st NPT. DRk, —J71H, FeRIsEA 2z (i £ FIE R H 1)
P2 50 T B A BRI S AR AP ANERRCRE A F I E R R 53—l ReREEA S
PRSE AR (B (P 6 BE DR PRV S5 1k 22 SR, A ) —agt % 15 55 N AN B sy, LI Jm AR AT )
REH ST 2 (W SR AN A4, XM RPN B AR FEAE e R B BB R T S AR MR IR AR IR R L

PEARMEIR ) R B Pe T- AR ST HE R NSO, 1A% 8 SO0 SRR MR P83 1 56 0 52 By
bR I R A S DR ) NSRS . R, AT SO QTL 28 A7 IR MR 2 1 2 LT o
WHREOLE, SEmdE VR QTL BB AT H 3 TR T i b RS S5 07 s DR 3R BRI, 222 S
RN e AE— Pt AL T 5 T A SR AR — 07 o5 A BRI R 2 e W 2, W] et B/ b
QTL krtho ez, IRl HAALE ) —Flgt L 1s 5N, WIAAZAL f EXCE ) A5 A7 5L DR e RN 22 S AN
Wi, BANEEVE N QTL #iA i . Mei et al. (2006) FJFH Lemont/H5 5 X In] A48 5 N R e T /K FG—
OUBCRIE . IR B BTSRRI ) QTL, A I AR S A BE DRI 3 N BLAT AR iR (R 345 7 S RN
7ES3% 144 QTL X 44 (30%) QTL 7EP AN A ¢ B iehsrill 2, iy FLAEP MO R 5 R AR
REASTIN BIAH A R ELAE RN, BEWTIE AL 1S 500 QTL FRIAAT W M5 m.
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1.3.3.2 QTL FTIEHIIMER LY

AR IR B2 P TR, 17 HARSZ BIFE R S RBE AR (1 520 o 1X R BHAE— AN
B B QTL RAAFEY — ARSI R, ARl Bk 7 2 % e e SRR AR Ry
I3 QTL. A X QTL 5B HARIT KA VF 2 #iE (Zhuang et al., 1997; Yan et al., 1997, 1999;
Luetal., 1996, BF#HESE, 2000; MRizE4E, 2003; Hittalmani et al., 2003; ¥i% 2%, 2005; Qiao et
a., 2006). W51 & I AT AR LEAE — AN EREE h R IR 85 KK QTL AR W] BEAE 55— BRI vh [RI A4 A
o DMEZEAH R QTL SIREE HAERIFIT 7 1EHR A i LR B — RS [ 4 AL i T 2R
BERIMEN QTL sEArgs R, INAMNEIREE T [F—PIRE) QTL wfr g A %5, MR A
QTL By At . Wang (1999) BT Fi4s R R WX —HEWT AT SE/ o BEASELE QTL 1
G AR, LEAFIREL T Gelm] A B —AMRE ) QTL IHLRAIR RN . F3—J5i,
ANFIFREE T REA I AH [F] () QTL HIFARER A/ EAE QTL SIREEM AR B, (UG b
ANRIEREE R 23 A DU IR QTL WAL AW R R AAAE QTL SIAEE AR« K H X )4 BRI 5L
& X AR EUPVER AN QTL SEAEE HAEEAT oAl v, DA L8 QTL JUH 2 —LE3k QTL Wk
R R P A . Yan et al. (1997, 1999) K H YR A AR 1 & 4 X 0] 4 P&l g 256 K ey B
HOANRR S AT QTL 5B HARBOV TS, SRAFE 2 47K QTL 5B HARM I SEE .

AFEPEIR QTL ZIAEE W R EEA . X T RZH MR YE, JA %7 QTL, el
RONIRR ) QTL, REAEAFIAEEAAF FAF2IFe Kl o JLU, SRR EREE AR LU QTL 2.
H, ZHIGHFARWILAN T (EARSSE, 1998). (E& M= mdlatik, mmgisig
(1) QTL ATFEANFFAET S AT ML H SRARK, e gl /TR an SF AU E R, A Sk £ S F k™
A AEAN [FIFRES N RIS H A 5 (Luet al., 1997; Zhuang et al., 1997; Xiao et al., 1995).
WA QTL fEMALL EIREE TS24I, HOIN R 2808 77 1) 380, SO AR K2 AR5l
B AE AT L DA R A AR RS LT, U500 QTL AORLNAR, Ml s DRI 7R AT G T
RAFRNY, AEH G FARIEBNY, AAFE QTL BNV i (EARZAE, 1998).

1.3.4 KiEmtth QTL B E MM RIFRE

JKFERP TR £ E (3528 5 -5 (Gregorio et al., 1997), 1M ELZEAN A 194 B BEAITR £ ) A
A (ZRIOAMAE, 1989; J5se3C4E, 2004), i DA M — O EUR (IRRI, 1997). BR{EFALE
B B DR R Th R AT B 2 B R I g b4 LAAL (Zhang et al., 1995; 5445,  1997; Fukuda
et a., 1999), KL HUKFEM HhvEs2 23N PEhl. THEK, DNA g KR B INE T KR &
PERR AL ST o

JN A (1998, 1999) FEXF 7K AR M £hME KA S MRRAT ;AT T AN, MOKHE 12 444
P PSR 15 ANEBRRIL, FERTS A NIRRT N AELE 4 AN s i Sh ek QTL, JLaEak
Atefir BRIk B i £R 5 R Pokkali. THEEE (1998) 253z H] RAPD ZhHTkRic /K FETH h 5848 & (it
SR RGE, A /KT 55848 7 0 PR AR S B S IO IR B AR AIE, ARANHERR A7 AE E 80
JESK I (1998) 25 Fl MAPMAKER/QTLL.1 fl PLABQTLL.0 % {-K /K Faiit & 3= %6 Sd @A
TEE L GO 4RI RQ612 Al C131 2 [1], HNME NI T o ARG A= M5 8 5, TEN M T5k 7
A QTL A7 A5 AT 35 5547 55 PR 22 ORI TS AKERE 5 &R 17 bR 51 55 (1998) FIJ i “ ¢ — %% 2 5/CB”

9
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PEMETENAALZRZEAR (RIL), £ NaCl HHasi/s 12ds/m 577 % @ K I RIL B H I
SR IS . LL 60 A~ RFLP Frickill 142 Mol R ALY, e 7ok as 11 40k, &
52 ANFRACAT S REBT . RIS E A% (1998) Al Lang et al. (2003) K R i B i A7 35 R B
RAFabr, N R =% 2 TICB” A HAZ RT3 I7ESE 5 A5 12 Jettfk FAG I 2 Tk 4
b 11.6%F1 17.5% 1) E%% QTL. 384kHI%E (1998) WA H AT 8 5/5t & 17 () DH Bk, 7E5 1
Gtk EAIE] 1 AN RAL TR 15.6% T JHIN £ 2% QTL. B &K%% (2000) FJH Pokkali 5
Peta L il EIAS G AR, A IUE] 4 A2 i Eh A 7 A5 ma pocauiing £ 7 1) QTL. Prased et al.
(2000) 7E55 6 Jetafk BAGIE] 1AL miE & PE A 251 ) QTL. Takehisaet d. (2004) £ 2. 3
7 etk A 245 50~120mM SR /K HEREAS1F T 52 M 2 BERI 25K 1) QTL. Koyamaet al. (2001)
SERL B Na Al K 9K WNa Fl KB F Na' /K il 24 QTL, A 1 QTL (1 stk ik 19.6%.
Linetal. (2003) A H i} & 5 Nona Bokra L /g it A Koshihikari % () Foy FsfEAA, €415 3
AN SRR TS BN QTL, TTBRE N 13.9%~18.0%, [RINFESS 7 A% 1 Jettfhk F AR =) 5% m
25 Nafll KR BEH) 130 QTL, 2 BfERE T 48.5%F1 40.1%(1 R AR S o AN[a] 22 B BIAE SR 1 Jefafk
K B — AN XRS50 NaHEH AIX 2 KT/Na'f) QTL  (OsHKT8) (Koyamaet al., 2001;
Bonillaet al., 2002; Linet al., 2004). H i A H B se FEROR ve e 758 1 Jetafhk b igm KR ALY
F3 QTL (SKCL), HArFHLHE —Fi S 5 Na il K& P 1, JF HIAE OsHKT8
s& KC1 H)—Mrik KK (Renetal. 2005).
Zr LR, AKFERN TR — SRV IR I #5322k QTL. Pk, MIRA R s b 405 %
SE T 3 20 QTL Fg FER A L 3 iy W Bl 544 143 28011 B b S (Yeo & Flowers, 1986; Flower et
al., 2000).
KRG S B AR EE O 2 1 458 (Gregorio et al., 2002; Yoshida, 2002; Flowers, 2004). £
RSN AW/ Ry i T e e o SR N N N E B 1) S O TR 11 B = K S E S N
(Gregorio et a., 2002). H Fiiill # 5L KUK BRAT T Lo h L BE DR AR, R e 4 BEDRURT 3
TARCHH B I PR T B2 AR AT B G K B KT B SR 16 Ao KRB & it B0 45 G Pokkali 11
Nona Bokra i1~ (U HFiE X, 2 G40 KR & RP I B B &6 & R 0 E 2% 0. HiT
LraVeIRZE,  HETIE B A X P AT R #h /KRG Rl R4 .- Senadhiraet al. (2002)
FIFHAEEHAR, F IR5657-33-2 {1 i~ Mok 5 IR4630-22-2-5-2-3 (Wi th PR ML AL, &
BT S 15— R /KRS SR PSBRe 50

10
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=T MRS

2.1 ity

A BR /KA T 5 RCF) P A IR ER RIS il 1RG4 LUK FRIE ™ 2345 8 Bk e KU i e 75 b 56
WISEA, ok B OHIRDEERR AR 5K i A Tarom molaii G ASEA, Sl 288 M7, i E
i IR64 155t ) 85 MANEFIT 1 51 72 /> BCoFg A P A RAE A E i AE 44, IR LA £ 44 Fh Pokkali
HUEER W FE IR29 Xt e ALl kb Kbk R, 2eid Wi dh R ITE, — N2l it s
PEGIL -

2.2 HE|tESE

AR PRSI KR35 50°C N HET B RITHARIR, FFH T 0.5%(1 IR AL 10 73 Pidt
TR TE, G RNE/KMYESE T 28'CiRFl 24 /NI, AR BE A A T HEZE 18 /M /e, Kk A
Toft 4k b Ity A7 JE e P AR N FLA , REALIRPURLRE T, AR 1 )E, LB AT,
TR AR AR R]_L 2F R AR, DR AR IS — B S WAE AT . RERRARSE 1 4 10
fL, 3ER, ANFRKAERAE RS WRBE T AP 20 THU B GRS T E QRIRIR
MEPEHEARFT 1~2 R Z WA, IR, &rhEiEAK, HERRIME KT pH
{EHAE 55 Zidi o WIRBRERF AN KR

2.3 & HiBALIE

o Wi ar AR ER > AR AN TR AT o T KB IR 2P0, B K ks 140mM
NaCl ) Yoshida B 7= (R Wb B RT 2 RAMGHRJE A A FKFEL i, P73
B S PR TR, R T R SR R TR R, AE A AR KR e 311 ) B R AL
Bk 30°CHI 25°C 2idy, WRSELIH 60~T70%. fEN TAMREHRTTR, SR E R 25°CHHEl, e/
MRS 12 /NEEER, YREBOTE N T0%. BERE— i — B IR, BRI pH 22 5.5 it .

2.4 MiEHE R MR E

ICEER R R B8 3 JON AN A £ 70 Wr0 IR OB BAE s R IE Eh i e, kbt 1
AR R A KT Na' VKR FE .

241 EELFI

G AR 3 I 5 56 10 RANES 16 RV BREANBR R B i 1 1 56 35203 (score of salt toxicity
at 10 days, S10D; score of salt toxicity at 16 days, S16D). 2% [H pr/KFE i SES PR bruER 2 5 2
(L sk, O-mi LR (IRRI, 2002), 4»ZibrdE W3 1.

11
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Fz 1. ZIKTER EERTEMN RE g
Table 1. Standard evaluation system for salt tolerance of rice

;ELON R PUPEVEAR
Scores Suffering symptoms Resistance evaluation

L EREKS WY SR
Growth and tillering nearly normal i

JUPAERIER, mHREDH 5 (A% )
3 Growth nearly normal but there is some reduction in tillering and some leaves  $i/R
discolored (alkali)/whitish and rolled (salt)

ARV HAZRL, 2R A, AT AR A RS
5 Growth and tillering reduced; most leaves discolored (alkali)/whitish and rolled  HH1/MR
(salt); only afew elongating

seafFIbAER, ZHOHRT, LRI T

Growth completely ceases; most leaves dry; some plants dying

9 %?ﬁﬁﬁ%%&ﬁ%%ﬁ% EHUHS
Almost all plants dead or dying

242 MEFERY

WE AP RINE . HRE, BARR P ORER R ZET N 1k, TR E AR R IR TR
R WG G I AEE R EL (survival days of seedlings, SDS).

2.4.3 #h FERFIIR B p KT, Na ik [E i E

DAyl e Ml bR KRN NaWR &, 19 Je X EAT 140mM NaCl ab 3, HEATAN[R] Ab 3 [7]
HREIN 5 5 1M P (R T4, A SE e KTy Na W 22 S KIS (R EURE ISF ) (s h b )
FIERFROIRI B, YRR ZE T et K)o PR K45 R AL 8 K5 BUREXCE ) 1
RRES K* o Na' & TR E = ik oK.

BRI R B 5E AAH [R A SERGFE P AT AR, Ab3E 8 K5 4 IS b IR S, 2878
AR VEEOXR )G, P Bsy (BIRERRERELL L dom (25383, X Na SR e FIARES,
S RRNAG B, 7E 8OCHUA M T IHE (KL 6 /N, FIHT R T FRE o5 28 N % M P45 30ml
ELET, BRI 100mM BERR, T 90°C/KIRTH IR IR # P2 HL 2 /INNF, KPR 23 oM 4
I 5E FE VR RS & 2ml B0, B0, PR JEBOR L, AR e AR 3 IRE R, ik
DEAEIRZE, I S2 BLKIA IR T IRBOEREA (S2 B KRR TR EA, 56 [ A R A7)
D5 b 35 KR (shoot K™ concentration, SKC) T Na'#¢ /& (shoot Na' concentration, SNC)
FREI¥ K* (root K™ concentration, RKC) il Na'#J% (root Na' concentration, RNC), ¥ J% Hf7
uM/mg. e KRB 1ok K 766.5nm, e Nal oK 589.0nm, kI k55 - LML)

12
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DL EP

WERNTAEEWNADIESAE T, HHT 140mM NaCl 3R (£ 2 e s, e Rk v s 1
TS o HLRH N (10 B 79 5 40 ) PR, 3 45 1 b 138 K94 J (shioot K concentration in the greenhouse,
GSKC) M TAf %44 Fib_ %54 KK JE (shoot K* concentration in the phytotron, PSKC) #
s, HEIRARRGE S8 TE 2.

* 2. MEMEXMERIGES A
Table 2. Salt tolerant related trait abbreviation

RN PEAR A LA
Traits Traits description Units
abbreviation
S10D FhIPIHE 10 K5 R R FH U
Score of salt toxicity at 10 days after salinity
S16D oMW 16 RGBT R F SN
Score of salt toxicity at 16 days after salinity
SDS MR R AL PN
Survival days of seedlings after salinity Days
GSKC T E A A T K FERT AR b3 20 P s ik (BEIET
Shoot K* concentration in the greenhouse pmol/mg
GSNC T4 T K FE R AR b3 2000 s -k (BEIET
Shoot Na' concentration in the greenhouse pmol/mg
GRKC U ZE A R AR R R AR AR F 40 2 vk B (DI
Root K* concentration in the greenhouse pmol/mg
GRNC Ui B A R AR R R AR AR 3 40 2 7ok B (DI
Root Na' concentration in the greenhouse pmol/mg
PSKC PN I ¥ 736 LN /it 7 S M ok 7 e i 74 (DI
Shoot K* concentration in the phytotron pmol/mg
PSNC NI Z A5 T /KRG R 3 B 2 7 R (DI
Shoot Na' concentration in the phytotron pmol/mg
PRKC N LA GAT R R FEAE AR S0 2 I B (BEIET
Root K* concentration in the phytotron pmol/mg
PRNC N LA S AT T R FEAE AR S 2 I B (BEIET
Root Na' concentration in the phytotron pmol/mg
2.5 EEE S H

2.5.1 DNA 2B

K S0dk i) CTAB 42 UK TG DNA SBER (41 3 F, 2002)

1. WEMIEF, i CTAB 20K, 65°C /K 1 /N (&F 20 3B 58— 70

2. B0 (6000rmp, 15 4380, TR b BT .

3. INEHEAERREA : IKEE (24: D, %5508, B0 (12000rmp, 10 434D,

4. Wi FIEEIHE, N 23 RRBUKA TS INRE CRINRETISGCE (E-20°C VKAE B, SRR H A
HEARD L, JHCE1E-20°C £ 30 4341

5. B0 (12000rmp, 10 40D, TO%IPRE IR (RER 5 73%f, DNA 1E 70%Iks - il KR A7),
100%PGAHVEM X (B 5 4351

6.  ZR124G 100961 K 3], B DNA(RT PR BT O 45240 5~10 4344), Hil 100ul ddHO
mY 1xTE ¥%fi# DNA, fiIl RNAse(10mg/ml), & 7 37°C, 30 2r%h.

13
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7. 195 I HE R HE VR IR
2.5.2 PCR §/ 1

BEA DNA R FE U 4 31 R 29 25290 e /T, 338 SONAR oM 1000 . Bkt
Sterile ddH,0 4.5ul

10xTaq buffer 1ul

dNTP-mix 10mM/each 1ul

Primerl (10uM) 0.5ul

Primer2 (10uM) 0.5ul

Tag polymerase (2U/ul) 0.5ul

DNA (50ng/ul> 2ul

10xTaq buffer:

500mmol/L KCI

100mmol/L TrisHCl (pH8.3, =)
15mmol/L MgCl,

0.1% Wik

PCR 4" BiFE /7N :

iALYE: 94°C, 544k

Ve 94°C, 140k

iBk: 55°C (Hi61°C, 67°C%5) 1404

A 72°C, 14k

fEIR: M2FI43L35/ MG L

FET2°C N IEAHL053 Bl 438 W4 C UK ORAT o

© g M v D P

253 &R EKS B

RN I AF ARV ARA R e -
8Y02K N M i it

IAZEM (IXTAE)

Hyk CFEE100V) 90~1204341 )5 Tk

H Genefinder {£75 #8956 JL kI 4L 4,305 41
WL, Hkodar it 2 484

SRR LN o AR M R Lk oD R -
PR P A E: ISl R BENG RS, 95°C RAR TS Blall g HI vKv4 4115
AYOZR AT M LI Fec il 26 U A -

14
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1. Peb RS 43
2. [MIfi: HI500~1000ul sigmacot At
SEA: RS HEVESME, ¥25ul Binding+5ul HAC+990UIETOH (104341
3. Gk, WERR, HEAT, SERRELR

&M (IXTBE)

BT, AT

LUK (5 D)3100W) 307351

SRR, PR (M ThE80W)

Pebie, IF RPRE MR, 4% BT UE

V= dling SN

1. [HE10%HAC (100ml HAC+900ml H,0) 30434

Eddzk 1043 g

Jett YL (1gAgNOg+1.5ml F % +1000miZK ) 3043
B/ e

BRI (20~30gNa,COs+1.5ml FE+1000ml 7K ) Fh & it i
fi] 52 10%HACH 32 5% 35

dd7K ik

2.6 FEALIES QTL EfAL

N o g bk~ D

FEHE L, 3 K S I PR T A R SRR R A DG o b, 8545 128 N R BFAAR ) SSR
Pric R PR3 T QTL 2. FIH SASPROC GLM (SAS Ingtitute, 1996) 43 # A [A] PR 1] I AH
Ko RH SASPROC GLM 5[] J7 22 43 #r Ikl m 2 PRI QTL, A P<0.005 {2 7K1
I QTL IR FHE . 4 1A QTL 5PN AMFRid BN Chrad ][] EE7E 50eM A RITIA A 3
RIS DL FEs s FRiCAE o QTL EShrid st (Xuetal., 2005) .
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r LA ODARA e h 2 18 3 B GRS

il

3.1 FARRBHAT R MHIRAI R

FEER IO ZAF T, IR64/Tarom molaii BCoFg [M12 5 A 1A S MR AN EhAHSC MR RIS+
3. XCKIHBRIE =4 T S10D. S16D. SDS AN T UMk 41 N PSNC. PRKC. f#7F it % 5
W F A, HoR 6 MR BEZR . BRRWASEARIP KL, (HSARBARN
ERAHRAERAE P FIAS R R4 A T BB W] 2 XU SR 0 8 (BR3, B Do 1Rl = &M T,
REARERIP0 10 KAN 16 RIFT- 3£ T 200 7350 4 4.84 1 8.28, KW AL T-XUK, T4 SDS 4 21.21
Ko BFERKTXCE, HrpfEah g 10 REBFLON/NT 4 BIMEE 24 MR, A7 28.2%,
AEE R 20 RUL EIMBRRA 524, o 61.2%, PRI HHAA A5 2 IR R R I B R IR 2Rk

% 3. KK IR64/Tarom molaii BC,Fg B &2 S ARBHAAEREMA T SIREFH T s X IHIRAI R

Table 3. Performance of salt-tolerance related traitsin the introgression population of IR64/Tarom molaii BC,Fgin the

greenhouse and phytotron

IR64 (Py) Tarom molaii (P,) MR ZEAH BC,Fg 0128 3 N R HFAA (BILS)
Difference
LERTN I NEak i NEak i A R A &=
) between the
Traits Mean + SD Mean + SD Mean £ SD CV% Range
parents
S10D 5.42+0.97 8.55+0.66 3.13** 4.84+1.24 25.6 3.00-7.67
S16D 8.67+0.70 9.00+0 0.33* 8.27+0.83 10.1 5.67-9.00
SDs 19.04+3.93 11.41+0.79 -7.63** 21.21+4.17 19.7 11.67-31.00
GSKC  0.5422+0.04 0.5488+0.03 0.0066 0.5494+0.10 18.7 0.4065-0.8890
GSNC  1.3786+0.10 1.7110+0.29 0.3324 1.6088+0.31 19.3 0.6621-2.3950
GRKC  0.1097+0.02 0.1151+0.05 0.0054 0.1573+0.07 46.5 0.0559-0.3257
GRNC  0.2655+0.05 0.3634+0.26 0.0979 0.461620.25 54.8 0.0948-1.0230
PSKC  0.5337+0.06 0.4962+0.08 -0.0375 0.4974+0.06 12.2 0.3501-0.6559
PSNC  2.2808+0.06 1.0784+0.12 -1.2024** 1.8730+0.29 15.9 1.1230-2.5680
PRKC  0.0580+0.02 0.1578+0.06 0.0998* 0.0813+0.02 25.1 0.0396-0.1444
PRNC  0.4098+0.16 0.4734+0.11 0.0636 0.5973+0.13 215 0.2997-0.9013

*, ** O RIR ZE S W2 7K T4 0.05 1 0.01.
*, ** represent significant difference at the level of P<0.05 and 0.01.

FEERWNAZAE T, TQ/Tarom molaii BCyFg [H148 5 N R FER M AT 2R PR B IA T 38
4, XCRFBRIR S~ S10D. SDS M LA =S~ PSKC. PSNC f£7E & 7 ok, 1idt
AT MR KA B3 25 . TQ/Tarom molaii BC,Fg [F138 5 N Z FEAA R SRAF S IR AE 15 Fh R 15
YR B AR SR S (K 4, B Do BEACEE) S10D F1 S16D 439k 5.92 F1 8.63,
B AR TREE, 1% SDS A 18.69 K, REHEKTXEE, M S10D /M- 5 441 10 4 (13.9%)
PR, SDS KT 20 R 27 4 (37.5%) #hFR, RUIFHAH B F il sh Btk R, H
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FEAR I AT Sh AN 40 IR64/Tarom molaii BEAA i .
& 4. FAR TQ/Tarom molaii BC,Fg B2 S N RBHATEIR EFIA TSR ZE K4 T 248 X KB RIN
Table 4. Performance of salt-tolerantce related traits in the introgression population of TQ/Tarom molaii BC,Fg in the

greenhouse and phytotron

TQ (P Tarom molaii (P,) MR A BC,Fg [115 3 A R HEAA (BILS)
EXTN Difference
Traits between the
Mean £ SD Mean £ SD Mean + SD CV% Range
parents
S10D 7.55+£1.32 8.55+0.66 1* 5.92+1.14 19.3 4.33-8.67
S16D 9.00+0 9.00+£0 0 8.63+0.60 7.0 6.33-9.00
SDS 13.10+1.80 11.41+0.79 -1.69** 18.75+3.65 195 13.67-30.33
GSKC  0.5340+0.02 0.5488+0.03 0.0148 0.5831+0.07 12.7 0.4446-0.7909
GSNC  1.8435+0.07 1.7110+0.29 -0.1325 1.7033+0.25 14.7 1.1737-2.3225
GRKC  0.0874+0.02 0.1151+0.05 0.0277 0.1161+0.06 489 0.0458-0.2812
GRNC  0.2404+0.09 0.3634+0.26 0.1230 0.4741+0.27 57.1 0.1258-1.2752
PSKC  0.6689+0.04 0.4962+0.08 -0.1727%* 0.6415+0.07 11.0 0.4588-0.8056
PSNC 2.2638+0.07 1.0784+0.12 -1.1854** 1.7764+0.27 15.3 1.3553-3.1207
PRKC  0.1005x0.04 0.1578+0.06 0.0573 0.1017+0.02 19.8 0.0651-0.1689
PRNC  0.4937+0.17 0.4734+0.11 -0.0203 0.5196+0.09 174 0.3457-0.6855

xR RIR N ZE S B KT 0.05 AT 0.01.

* ** represent significant difference at the level of P<0.05 and 0.01.
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1. IR64/Tarom molaiifl4FH (TQ) /Tarom molaii (TM) EEAEE M AN TSMESLEM T A 10
K 16KH rt A FEH (510D, S16D) FMGHEFERE (SDS) RAERFEMATSMBHEELEMET
o ERAMR AP TR (SKC. SNC. RKC. RNC) H943AR

Fig.1 Frequency distribution of S10D, S16D, SDSin the green house and SKC, SNC, RKC, RNC under the
green house and phytotron conditions for the two population of IR64/Tarom molaii and TQ/Tarom molaii

20



r LA ODARA e h 2 18 3 = GRG0

3.2 M EL MK 18] B #H <
3.21 BREZRETMARE AR XS

=S T A T A RS SRR 3 AN S AH G APER (S10D. S16D 1 SDS) Al
AT ARG B TR (SKC. SNC il RKC. RNC), PEARIAIRIAH I/ M 45 SR 41 T3 5.

IR64/Tarom molaii #1 TQ/Tarom molaii PN HEAA 53 74 11 65 1 9 S P bR 7] (R AH DG I8 21 Wl 25 B¢
WK (K B5)e Mt FEIPERAHOCKE, SDS 5 S10D. S16D 7 AN AR iy A% 1 3%
POAHSE, RWTERPMG T i I 7 3 3 GO, A S R BB, R R AR 3 7 gl i
IR64/Tarom molaii ##44[#) GSKC 15 S16D &4l i AHG, &5 SDS B W3 IEAHIC, R
AR GONERATG, b b R P Ry, BT I ALK o AR BB AH DG OG R AE TQ/Tarom molaii
REAAT IELFAH 2« IR64/Tarom molaii #EAA [ GSNC it 25544 5] (S10D 1 S16D) 5 i # 1EAH
K, 5 SDS Ml GSKC Mt i AHIC, WML 30l 25 I FEAR IR AR FL A e (i 361, 1
ot B34 . BB WA A 38 4 HL ). TQ/Tarom molaii FER L AEAE FIFEMRaH, FRAIE
FEEEA G IR64/Tarom molaii HEA& . MARTEPEIRIAHOCKRE . WA GRNC 5 GRKC i #
ARG, WA ES B &g 1 AN B~ B AT e 58 AN A TREPR I B35y, P 2 ) HA )
FIVER, AAEAETES . PIASBRAR I 3 S R 2 (R BEA ANAEAEAR DG, SRR g 4 3=
LT 1 BB IR, SRS T IRGATE G, T HLR RS T CUn e e e )
TEH F AR ) 58 0, & T A FEBNLE] . 4T IR64/Tarom molaii #f1£(1) GSKC 5
GRNC #1 TQ/Tarom molaii Ff{& GSNC 1 GRKC Z M 4£7E S i 25 AH 5, Wi b3 Ak A
) B 7 AR SRR 2R, 1T HAX IR 28 DRAS [R) B 17 o

%5 BREZUHTAENEZ SANREET MK E B XS 5
Table 5. Correlation analysis of salt-tolerantce related traits of the two populations in the greenhouse

Traits S10D S16D SDS GSKC GSNC GRKC GRNC
S10D 0.477%** -0.564*** 0.119 0.238* -0.175 -0.183

S16D 0.686*** -0.792%** 0.273* 0.160 0.034 0.001

SDS -0.690*** -0.789*** -0.237* -0.166 -0.119 -0.018
GSKC -0.112 -0.379** 0.240* -0.225* 0.101 0.089
GSNC 0.322* 0.515%** -0.510*** -0.669*** -0.246* -0.083
GRKC -0.046 -0.051 0.109 -0.070 -0.147 0.760***
GRNC -0.032 -0.117 0.185 0.231* -0.137 0.799***

FE: 2R Ak IR64/Tarom molaii FEAASR ERAH IR B ARG, A7 B fZRoR TQ/Tarom molaii Ff 4.
xR ieor 35 R OR 2 S#AE 0,05, 0.01 A1 0.001 (IR 535 KT MRS W3k 2
Notes: Datain left below corner are from IR64/Tarom molaii population, and datain right up corner fromTQ/Tarom molaii population.  *, **

and *** represent significant differences levels at P<0.05, 0.01 and 0.001; Trait abbreviations are shown in the Table 2.
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e R LR B2 R X o R
322 AITSER=FATIEIRERIEXSH

N ZELAT TIE T 4 A0 L AR EEIR (SKC. SNC Hl RKC. RNC), PEIRIH]
FIAIRAES TR 60 M EEATRGRA . B IR ] (ARG EAE IR64/Tarom molaii A1 TQ/Tarom
molaii BN 584 —3, B PSKC 5 PSNC S:4) 2 6i4H5¢, PRKC 55 PRNC B4 2 AT
%, BE—AWAIE T A SR Mo EE B AR BRI AR X IR64/Tarom molaii HEAA ) PSKC 1y
PRNC A £ W /K, B =50 MR I se 20 oAb B S AR PR AR R AH S Pk
FEPA AR I

F 6. ALRREZHTAANERZ SRR EAE MK B BY4E K 5 47
Table 6. Correlation analysis of salt-tolerantce related traits of the two populations in the phytotron

Traits PSKC PSNC PRKC PRNC
PSKC -0.311** -0.158 -0.105
PSNC -0.451*** -0.151 -0.116
PRKC -0.013 -0.142 0.625***
PRNC 0.241* -0.106 0.563***

HKVE: [ 3.

Note: the same as Table 3

3 =R EHIE

LKA 12 e e tath EPRIEI 51040 B AR A 22511 196 4> SSR Arid, W [HIAs 3 N F
PRHEATHE R AT o BRI ANEEAIEAT 1Y) 151 4 SSR ARICLAAh, IR64Tarom BEASEAT 22 Mhrids
TQ/Tarom FEAAKFAT 23 Mhrid. Shnic e getafk AL E RsifE i 2% Cornell K221 K

(Temnykh et al., 2001), ASZIG N EEARFTE brid 8 f /KRR IER 2 4K 1763.4 oM, AR kR ]
(FREEIEEE ) 9 cM; & 2 29 H] Mapplotter 2.10 2 i1 5 AN A S 4 J5 1AL S E A 3
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Fig2. The linkage map and distribution of QTLs for salt-tolerance related traits which
identified in the introgression lines population of IR64/Tarom and TQ/Tarom BC,Fg
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A RMIME. HI8
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Note: Different shapes stand for different traits, and different patterns for
different genetic backgrounds and environments. Markers with letter | and T
represent polymorphic markers in IR64 and Teqing background, respectively.

3.4 THENMHAREY QTL EfL

3.4.1 IR64/Tarom molaii BC,Fg B {44 | 21 B9 i &k QTL

R QTL, FEEAMATTEE
AMANTAE=FIE N 64 (&7, K 2),
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34LLBEEFETHNBIFME QTL

S TR R 23 AN SRAH PRI QTL, 4% 52m S10D 1) 4 4~ S16D (1) 3/,
SDS ] 6 4~. GSKC ] 34~. GSNC ) 44~ GRKC ] 1M1 GRNC 1 24~ (%7, E 2).
SEALEIFE M S10D 11 4 4~ QTL, 0 BlarAifEss 2. 3. 4 M1 7 Je(afk I, Bk QSL0d2 7 55 b At
14 Tarom molaii )45 A0 Jik PR FRAIG I 8k 55 50  RIESE it £h 4, 855 3 M7 /0 (QS10d3. QS10d4a
A1 QS10d7) 244 IR64 IAEAL BERIBEAGH Fr 25T 200 o
SENLF 0 S16D 1 34 QTL, 4 AifEsf 2 A1 9 Yefifh b, 5 2 Yeftik I ff) QS16d2b F1% 9
Yt fk B QS16d9a 47 /i itk Tarom molaii [R5 A7 3 A FEAR I Fy R 2 4 00), 55 1 AN s
(QS16d2a) 32K IR64 S5 A0 H PRI AR 3 5 45 ol BRIV 388 I /K e g 642
FrE] 50 SDS 111 6 A~ QTL, Bl firEs 2. 3. 4. 7 F1 9 gtk I, 2 2 Jetafk 11
QSds2b F1%E 9 Ye(ffk I QSdsa 47 14 f1) Tarom molaii 54 &K SE KAFTE KRB, i Hefl 4 AN sk
(QSds2a. QSds3. QSdsda Fil QSds7) ) IR64 S5 {7 LA E KA IE R EL
FEEE 1.2 F1 3 Yetf L ASI B 52 m kb 35 KR 34 QTL(QGSkel. QGSke2 il QGSke3),
PP 3 AN A5 A B A S8 7 56 R 4 v e b8 KPR
FESS 20 3. 11 F1 12 Ytk BRI B kb b3 NI 4 4 QTL, B QGSne2 {7 541,
HA4r 3 M (QGSNe3. QGScll F1 QGIcl12a) Ak Tarom molaii fit) &5 o7 Jk R K 14 i34
Na" ik J&
UEAh, FE5 6 Jetifk FAS IR mAR T KT 14 QTL (QGRke6), 74 6 Fil 7 Je(ffk
IR SR R NaR B 2 4 QTL (QGRne6 Al QGRNE7), [ QGRNC7 4k, H& WM sk
ANPEIRAR (R 85 7 BE R 352k A {4 Tarom molaii

3412 AITSREFHTRMERIME QTL

N AR PR 6 4> QTL, A AmfEss 1, 2, 3, 5, 94 fafk b, WHE#mm PSKC
111>, PSNC ) 341 PRNC 1) 24>, #AKNE| 520 PRKC (1) QTL (£7, K 2).
Ml B3R KIREE 14> QTL (QPskel) M ENIAEAS 1 Jetifhk b, ZA7 25214 IR64 (155
A7 HE D BB i B3y KRFEIAE . 35 2, 3, 9 Yefaik LiEhr T 34N iyt b5 Na vk Ji
(1) QTL, &% 2 Yt A1 QPsnc2 b, HiAh 2 4~ QTL (QPsnc3 Fll QPsnc9a) 47 s {44 Tarom molaii
K BB bRy Na R VE R . 7655 1R 5 Jetafk e A 25 mafR i Na vk 1) 2 4~ QTL
(QPrncl A1 QPrnc5), iX 2 AN 5 | Tarom molaii 1454 5 Pl 241742 21 B AR 55 Na v 5 /e H] .
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% 7. IR64/Tarom molaii BC2F8 B¥AZEIR EFIA TRIEE &4 TN BT Eh 48 6 K8 QTL
Table7. The QTLs of sdt-tolerant related traits detected in the introgression population of IR64/Tarom moalii BC,Fgin

the two environments

g RN QTL PAJGNEN FRIc X 1] gt 28 IR
Environment Traits Chr. Marker interval Statistic parameters a?
F P
e S10D QS10d2 2 RM?240-RM112 14.47 0.0003 -0.6252
Greenhouse S10D QS10d3 3 RM22-RM231 11.04 0.0013 0.6535
S10D QS10d4a 4 RM518-RM261 11.27 0.0012 1.0187
S10D QSs10d7 7 RM436-RM 4381 131 0.0005 0.7848
S16D QSl6d2a 2 RM423-RM555 15.45 0.0002 0.348
S16D QSl16d2b 2 RM?240-RM112 18.86 0.0001 -0.472
S16D QSl16d9% 9 RM316-RM219 12.07 0.0008 -0.3204
SDS QSds2a 2 RM279-RM423 11.13 0.0013 -1.5343
SDS QSds2b 2 RM240-RM 112 8.87 0.0038 1.703
SDS Qds3 3 RM22-RM231 11.22 0.0012 -2.1885
SDS QSds4a 4 RM335-RM518 11.64 0.0010 -3.4047
SDS QXds7 7 RM436-RM481 13.03 0.0005 -2.6048
SDS QSds9a 9 RM316-RM219 12.24 0.0008 1.6115
GSKC QGskcl 1 RM583-RM23 18.9 0.0001 0.0507
GSKC QGskc2 2 RM?240-RM112 12.15 0.0008 0.0472
GSKC QGske3 3 RM60-RM 3202 16.72 0.0001 0.0534
GSNC QGsnc2 2 RM?240-RM112 13.82 0.0004 -0.1533
GSNC QGsnc3 3 OSR13-RM7 9.91 0.0023 0.2404
GSNC  QGsncll 11 RM?224-RM 144 115 0.0011 0.1712
GSNC  QGsncl2a 12 RM20A-RM4A 11.42 0.0011 0.2533
GRKC QGrkc6 6 RM510-RM204 9.55 0.0027 -0.0363
GRNC QGrnc6 6 RM204-RM217 11.79 0.0009 -0.1379
GRNC QGrnc7 7 RM7338-RM 336 14.75 0.0002 0.1173
A= PSKC QPskcl 1 RM246-RM473A 21.34 0.0001 -0.0358
Phytotron PSNC QPsnc2 2 RM?240-RM112 9.75 0.0025 -0.1255
PSNC QPsnc3 3 RM545-0OSR13 9.77 0.0025 0.18944
PSNC QPsncoa 9 RM219-RM105 12.87 0.0006 0.1711
PRNC QPrncl 1 RM220-RM283 14.24 0.0003 -0.0723
PRNC QPrnc5 5 RM161-RM421 9.53 0.0027 -0.0636

ke Y IR AR AR IR64 SR IE R B A Tarom molaii 45 A7 3E U S IR o

Note: Additive effect means the gene effect resulting from the substitution of IR64 alele by Tarom molaii alele
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3.4.2 TQ/Tarom molaii BCFg B4l 2 B9 & QTL

P =M TR E AT, TQ/Tarom molaii #EA4 LA 2] 28 AN 52w /KR EhAH R
ff QTL, ZXAGAERRS 1. 7 M1 10 e ffRAhIE 9 Rtk b, SRR =400 M 19 AL
ARSI 94 (K8, Kl 2),

3421 REFHETHNBImTE QTL

YL AT R R A ) 19 4 QTL, A4 50 S10D (1) 2 4>, S16D (1) 6 4>, SDS(#) 4 4>, GSKC
HMIGSNC & 14~. GRKC () 21 GRNC [ 34~ (8, Kl 2).

SENL R0 S10D 1) 24> QTL (QS10d4b #1 QS10d6) » 43l /- AifE s 4 Fl 6 Yetifk b, WA
A7 s fiEAA Tarom molaii 155 A7 FE D B 39 i Fr 2555 4000«

SELT 52 S16D ) 6 4 QTL (QSl6d2c. QS16d4. QS16d6. QS16d9b. QS16d11 1 QS16d12),
SIARTESS 20 4. 6. 9. 11 R 12 Jetafh |, 3X 8 /> QTL A7 sl A4 Tarom molaii (1445 {7 5 Al 35 %
IR ER T G00, BN T KRB £5 4k

Kyl #5m SDS ) 4 /> QTL (Qds2c. QSdsdb. QSdsB. QSds9b), J3JlEfifEss 2. 4. 6
O Yetafh I, X 44> QTL A7 451 Tarom molaii 2540 3 R4 K A7 3 R AL

FE 8 etk AT IR FEm b3 KIYRJEN 1/~ QTL (QGske8), K H 5244k IR64 [)55A7 3t
PRI i b b3 KR

FES 12 et fh BATINE M B3 Na R ER) 14 QTL (QGSncl2b), A% KR4
i B35 Navk .

FESS 3FNEE 10 Yotk LA I 5L M AR KR B2 2 4 QTL (QGRKe3 il QGRke1D), 14 3.
5 AT 11 GO ARK I B kR i Na vk 2 1 34> QTL (QGRne3. QGRnc5 Al QGRncll), ik 54
A7 R IR BS54 JE DR 32K B 44 Tarom molaii .

3422 AISREFHTRNERIME QTL

N AR EFAF PR R 94> QTL, fHEsEN PSKC 1) 3/~ PSNC ] 34>, PRKC ] 2
AMFPRNC )14~ (8, K 2).

S F Ry KNREER) 34 QTL (QPske2. QPskcll Al QPskcl2) #Efife s 2. 11 Al 12
Jetifh b, 31X 3AMY AL AR Tarom molaii (155407 JE DAl 2114 it 38 KR EEIPE T . @i T 3
A R Na R QTL, ARAESS 5. 6 Ml 11 Yotk [, [ QPsnc5 4h, Hgr 2 Mk

(QPsnc6 il QPsncll) [HIHE A% {7 ik PR35 A b B350 Navk 5 . e Bl PRKC (1 2 4~ QTL
(QPrkc2 Al QPrkc6) A% PRNC ) 14~ QTL (QPrncd), [ QPrkc2 4k, H4x 2 M A fitik
AGAv SR DRI B BRI 3 K Nl A 3
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% 8. TQ/Tarom molaii BC2F8 BHATEIRZEFN A T SI%ZE 4 T AN 2 fid 2248 5 1R 89 QTL
Table8. The QTLs of salt-tolerant related traits detected in the introgression population of TQ/Tarom moalii BC,Fg in the

two environments

Wi LE2/N QTL RN FRic X ] ZH PR I
Environment Traits Chr. Marker interval Statistic parameters a?
F P
= S10D QS10d4b 4 RM335-RM518 10.67 0.0018 1.0372
Greenhouse S10D QS10d6 6 RM30-RM 340 2211 0.0001 1.0890
S16D QSl6d2c 2 RM324-RM 262 30.97 0.0001 -0.6428
S16D QSl6d4 4 RM307-RM401 21.10 0.0001 -1.1716
S16D QS16d6 6 RM253-RM539 19.35 0.0001 -0.7754
S16D QS16d9b 9 RM242-RM201 24.53 0.0001 -1.1871
S16D QSl6ed11l 11 RM120-RM479 16.77 0.0001 -0.4739
S16D QSl6ed12 12 RM20A-RM4A 14.53 0.0004 -0.4346
SDS QSds2c 2 RM324-RM 262 13.13 0.0006 3.2727
SDS QSds4b 4 RM401-RM537 10.59 0.002 5.8689
SDS QXds6 6 RM253-RM539 11.02 0.0015 4.3016
SDS QSds9b 9 RM242-RM201 10.83 0.0017 6.0183
GSKC QGskc8 8 RM210-RM556 8.60 0.0047 -0.0351
GSNC QGsncl2b 12 RM235-RM17 8.57 0.0048 0.2547
GRKC QGrkc3 3 RM55-RM514 25.68 0.0001 0.1675
GRKC QGrkcll 11 RM120-RM479 18.03 0.0010 0.1051
GRNC QGrnc3 3 RM55-RM514 18.47 0.0001 0.2581
GRNC QGrnc5 5 RM480-RM334 9.94 0.0025 0.2809
GRNC QGrncli 11 RM120-RM479 9.72 0.0028 0.1425
A= PSKC QPskc2 2 RM485-RM211 10.24 0.0022 0.0614
Phytotron PSKC QPskcll 11 RM224-RM 144 9.38 0.0033 0.0499
PSKC QPskc12 12 RM235-RM17 11.39 0.0013 0.0767
PSNC QPsnch5 5 RM421-RM87 11.46 0.0012 0.1085
PSNC QPsnc6 6 RM225-RM314 8.65 0.0046 -0.0827
PSNC QPsncll 11 RM21-RM206 10.73 0.0017 -0.1231
PRKC QPrkc2 2 RM262-RM341 9.91 0.0026 0.0120
PRKC QPrkc6 6 RM217-RM225 10.07 0.0024 -0.0094
PRNC QPrnc4 4 RM280-RM559 9.66 0.0028 -0.0975

e D Ik N SR SR SR HE R A Tarom molaii S5 67 HE IR S (19208 o

Notes:  Additive effect means the gene effect resulting from the substitution of Teging alele by Tarom molaii alele.
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il
beny

343 FRIEEE RMIMEFM THENEIMT R QTL AIELEL
3431 FEEEER TRNEIMTE QTL Lk

A EEEEAS ) st A% 15 SO0 i #h QTL s ALY SE i,  J3 il A0 il 5 AN T A0M 3 4040 1 LU AR
IR64/Tarom molaii 1 TQ/Tarom molaii #51> BC,Fg FEARIN £ QTL [ 5E A7 45 o MK 7 F1E 8 141,
TR 25 AR L 5 A7 252w BT i SRAHOCPRIRI 424 QTL, AU 64> (14.3%) ¢miiH
[FIPER IR QTL 7R P RIANRIEAL 15 50 N AR A I 2, AR T2 2 BeE fRAH AR IX (7] RM324-RM 262
Hl RM423-RM555 $401 S16D [f) 2 4~ QTL (QS16d2a Al QS16d2c). 17155 4 Gt iAF48 X A
RM401-RM537 Fil RM335-RM518 5#1i SDS ) 2 4~ QTL (QSdsda Fil QSdsab) A7 14 4 Ytttk
FHAR X 1] RM335-RM518 il RM518-RM261 517 S10D 1 2 4~ QTL (QS10d4a F1 QS10d4b), K H
Mif £ QTL MIFRIAZ LTS S MR K. 8 Lk 3 AMHARIX ) I, %M S10D 1) 2 4~ QTL £
FIANTRL AL TS S50 (R RPN R DR/ INRI T ) BB ARTR], 15 S16D AT SDS 1) QTL &P FA )iz
A5 5N I ROV R 77 ) AH B, 1 HZBOW RN 22 5 W) 4, 7 IR64 75 5% R 541 S16D ) A 3%
NEAERF T 5 NI 2 %, ARIMAERF 515 50 T 5200 SDS RN & AE IR64 15 5t K 1.7
& (K7, 8), RYIHMEREALTT ST IHRDK QTL, HAEANIFIEAL T 5N R RN K /NFITT
) AN AH [

FEN T30 5 AN BRI s O 25 m LSRR B A IR 15 4~ QTL, Hhdef
1% QTL Bl A AE [ —AHARIX (], R IILEN T RS NRmM . B TIRIER QTL it
15 SOP AR .

3432 REMEFHTHRNEIME QTL LhiL

FEWL AN TS S 40 IR I3 520 |R64/Tarom molaii BC,Fg BEAAHE F 3 FIAR #0480 . 47
TR 16 4 QTL (K 70, smila—MIRA 4 4 (U4 QTL e A7 AE [ ol AHAR X |], HP
FLT55 2 etk RM240-RM 112 [X [1] 520 E ek 25 iR B2 14> QTL (QPsnc2) 7E A8
ORI E], FERIRN RN 05 T LANEPIFIIREE AT T B A U 21 (1) 5% i b 350k 25
TR QTL A7 T2 3 Yt AR IIAHARIX 7] OSR13-RM7 Fil RM545-OSR13, J K %% W (1) J 1) #H [ ,
KRANEAR—F (K7, KW EIRFEmH FANE FIREE 2 320 QTL X IREE AR, H
FALAR LI AGAE - 575 [Tarom molaii BC,Fg FFEAATE P AT 45 A1 G DU 1 532 miy b F5 R E 81
BB TIREE 16 A~ QTL , WA — AN sgma [ — IR 1) QTL 7EPRHEREE 4 e (67 75 [m]— BAH 4
X (£ 8).

QTL & frid B AR g € —A> QTL Ml FHE 2900 QTL, Hg5 R n] Bede—ANFASE N A 2
(1) QTL 785 — /ML R tA L BRI R o 456 B Tgeit27 B35 — 28T i (R SEbr FAE7ER QTL
1T QTL Ml SR i i e HEBRAEAD ) P EURAN R RS R 5 ma ] — Ptk QTL s A7 45 SR IA
— Bk, X PTEAE—ANEREE IR 1) QTL AGINH 5 — AT R AE P<0.05 AP W& 1 ol 451
HI T4 9. 1R IR64/Tarom molaii BCoFg #F A4t FFEAIRR R . AhES IR 16 4~ QTL i,
TR Z AT T 2w AR e IR IER 24 QTL (QGske3 Hil QGsnel2a) 1A T1% % 5 A
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UG R AR R R, AR TR S A T 2 s ARl R AR
TN B IR 34 QTL (QPskel. QPsnc9a Fil QPrncl) i % 451 T LA 55 1) tib 3 /K T th
fa il £, TQ/Tarom molaii BCoFg HEALEPI R IR 1 AT REMESL, FEil = 40 B 2wt b T
BB TR 2 4 QTL (QGske2 1 QGsnel2b) 76N T/ M= 451 T LR F9 1) 55k 3 AT A
M2, Hoh QGske2 £ RIS I AN /AT T #8— 2L, {H QGsncl2b £ RIALE F
FERSONE IR T A Sz o W] FaR SEMa R AR . BN RS IR FE R QTL ARIA AN A B A K
x9. AMHAPHTHMEREZKTELRESHARMERS T ME—MEK QTL B HIF R 1T
Tabled. Evaluation of QTL examination affecting the same trait under different environments resulting from various

significant levels for QTL claiming in the two populations

N B8 S (2N ety QTL Fric X i) il 28 TN
Pop? EN?  Traits & Marker interval F P ad
Ch.

IR64/Tarom = GSKC 3 QGskc3 RM60-RM 3202 16.72  0.0001 0.0534
molaii 1 PSKC 3 RM60-RM 3202 4.08 0.0467 0.0154
e GSNC 12 QGsncl2a RM20A-RM4A 1142  0.0011 0.2533

fx PSNC 12 RM4A-RM19 582  0.0180 0.3517

SfE PSKC 1 QPskcl RM246-RM473A  21.34  0.0001  -0.0358

HE GSKC 1 RM246-RM473A 514  0.0262  -0.0386

<% PSNC 9 QPsnc9a RM219-RM105  12.87  0.0006 0.1711

% GSNC 9 RM316-RM219 476  0.0321 0.1016

% PRNC 1 QPrncl RM220-RM283 1424 0.0003  -0.0723

%  GRNC 1 RM220-RM283 6.84 00108  -0.1022

Teging/ HE GSKC 8 QGskc2 RM210-RM556 8.6 0.0047 -0.0351
Taommolaii  “ifx  PSKC 8 RM210-RM556 555  0.0221 -0.0278

WwE GSNC 12 QPsnclzb RM235-RM 17 8.57 0.0048 0.2547
A% PSNC 12 RM235-RM 17 411 0.0473 -0.1679

Y pop-population
2 EN-environment
3 IR 2 S AR 7 A5 oy B R A (4 Tarom moladi 45 37 38 B PR IS PRI «

Additive effect means the gene effect resulting from the substitution of Teging allele by Tarom molaii alele.
3.4.3.3 Mt REX MR EEE F A X

I AR =N AU =550 R h QTL MIELEL, RILLLT — S8 JE R 20 X Jan] g
ST KAGI SRR — S X (] 2): —2 5 1 QA1 RM583-RM23 [X [i], & 7 32K H
IR64/Tarom molaii FEAARTENL & 45 T 52 Mt b ¥ 80 2 IR B 1 14330 QTL, HIREE JE Rk A
HE4K Tarom molaii; /&5 2 Yt ik RM240-RM 112 [X [i], [H] i 5207 IR64/Tarom molaii FfEAALE IR
A N R B TR . ARG 10 KA 16 Rt BRSO gh AR KRB T AR E
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A N M EFRAN RS IR LSRR, 0 ELIN SR AR SR AL RE D (A B B iRk FE A #h T 2
Sl SR bR A RN KA AR N (] 355K A A Tarom molaii, A4 8547 3 KD
IXLCPRAR AR FH 7 mAH R (R 7). =250 3 Yt siffy 2 MHARIX i RM60-RM3202 il RM22-
RM231, & 47 Z5 0 IR64/Tarom molaii #FAATENR % 511 Nt 7 Eh 3 400 . Yt A% RECFIHE F35
PR TR RS IR PR S5 07 o DR R 1 b B S EB 1IR FEE PR [ B 80 T i SR S5 GO RN 4 i T
YIEAETE I ) (R 7)o BB —ANX A e A 252 ma 30 5 iR BE ) QTL, i /> X i) B8R
(7 F 5 o7, 81 5% W B0 28 - AR FEE ANt R 5 0 A 4 B AT R QL AR PRI B0 B 1 55 R 5 4001
FAEIEREUAE R 7 I AE AN DX TR IR S AR S, ISR ok 3 AN DI it R AL ] B8 45 ASAH ]

31



r LA ODARA e h 2 18 3 WU i
Vavasd = .
FMNE g

4.1 MtEL QTL EMAIREE SN K AR RN 2T EE QTL EbiR

WL 500 QTL JUHEA QTL HIALIIAAAE Tt (Tankdey et a., 19960, LAf:AH 2 (1A
REATHBAE S 5 S0 2 B BHA (F2. RIL. DH £8) HETTi 3k QTL 7. fEhpastt T,
S SRR T B S R P I B R A G RE TE AR MR G B A e RS O . AR A KT
NI J 45 14 2 7R A0 S ] AR A0, 15 i e e Jot A 700 S5 PR 43, AL SO W R bt i 7 3K 6 TR A B 1 35t
B OHPY TARAR S 1 FLIX AR S0 e AR S (R AR Dk o B A 8 0l 5 B P A8 A4 T e
A OB, 1998) o il IXRIRR AR M, A AR AAR A AR Eh v fabs, (ARE—
TR A AR S R AR BV AN S8 A — 300 OB A, 1999) o PRIk, ZEAT 280 i ik o A AR A
3557 e oF i 4 5 e AR (R AR R W, 8 v i 2k 5 PO UERRE, DA 200K A AR IR I8 A5 1T S5t
aifl o ARSE K HI) BCoFg M58 5 N RBFARIIREANPE R Hali A7 b ok A AR I Qe (i v B, gl
T 5t SRR AT AR — S, PR g ds R B H Y PR s A% 1 500 QTL JUHZ Tk QTL A4,
e QTL Ml vEsfatE (Tanksley et al., 1996; Eshed et al., 1994).

A EAETT 50 QTL B2 MRE I Z o AR/ AR N LA = 50 R R
T F—ftfk (Tarom molaii) 7EPIFIANFBHEE 5t (IR64 F1 TQ) Fifif ShAHIGHE IR QTL HIZRIARL
I, I 2 S N ANAT 14.3%(1) 52 Wi [F]— PRI QTL A5 PR AN [R5 A 1 5 T kil 2, 1m/E A
AR A AT T AR BRI 20 WA 5 R s Al — VR A F) QTL, R BHIS LTS S5O0 25 QTL &
PR RER REE e T 8 A AR T e 22 5, S PRIR S @ MRS R R . M4, askTy
SORTN 35 QTL 58 A7 1 5% M 1 R AT DR /N ) B IRARAR, A RIS [RDEAR 1 50 R I
LRI 8 KNI ) FRAR R 6, 1 QS10d4a F QS10d4b; A KL A 7 [ AR S+ RO K/ 22 57
B[, 4 QS16d2a 1 QS16d2c. QSdsda il QSdsab, HE—20 it B3 AL 1Y Sertie b QTL A7 540
ek Pk, 7EbmichiiBhik£ea R, kbt fL 15 5o H s QTL %@ i, miff QTL
SEAL AR BRGS0 W — B TR AT . AEAFIAEEIAT QTL A5 BT iAo B
I, PR LOAE AN RIS AR T S50 T R DR SR R /IR ) BEASCRRE IR 328t % 15 o i s /N 2
2 QTL MEbRICHBIEREE R, 78505 I8 BN RIS B R 7 I SN KN, A T g
BT B

KRHFFERH] BCFg PIANRIAS SN R A, JLACIE] 57 4~ QTL, 737l B e A fE R Es 10 Je ik
AN 11 S /KR Ak b o A5 B AT R] 1) SSR ki 8k L% 1635 ( Temnykh et al., 2001; Kurata et al., 1994,
Ware et al., 2002), KAHIFEEAL B £ QTL 55 LMEILE RS M 148 kAT e, RS 1
Yeth ik RM583-RM 23 [X ] F 541 SKC ) QGskel 5 5% 2E K ) qSKC-1(Lin et a., 2004; Ren
et al., 2005). ik FRCHEE Qd (FE4EH]SE, 1998). b cDNA 7ElE TSL (Qian et a., 2003)
MM K& Na' /K H ) QTL (Koyama et al., 2001) 5EA7TE [ — etk e, £ 745 2 Jefafk
RM240-RM 112 [X ] %1 S10D. S16D. SDS. GSKC. GSNC 1 PSNC ) %% QTL L5 52m £ it
N BESL (Takehisaetal., 2004) Jz Na ik QTL (Langetal., 2003) sEfE—ild; {7 T2 3 4t
Bk RM60-RM3202 X ] %1 GSKC 1] QTL A AHRRIX i) RM22-RM231 |31 S10D 1 SDS (1)
QTL, 5#:mi» cDNA 5[ TS2 (Qian et al., 2003). Na'/K*Eb Az £h firidt N 52 Rk Hi% 111 qSv-3
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(Prasad et al., 2000) AR E ) QTL (Langetal., 2003) Efi7E—itd; % 7 {114 RM436-RM481
[X 8] |- 520 S10D A1 SDS ] QTL 55 mi %) A5 KA1 qgSDS-7 (Lin et al., 2004), #hJHa -+
)& qSDM-7 (Prasad et al., 2000) F1 K™k Z 1 QTL (Lang et al., 2003) A7 [A]— Y ik X 1, 1%
et fA RM7338-RM336 [X 1] [ 5% GRNC (1) QTL 15 iy cDNA 7% TS3 (Qianet d., 2003).
SR ARG R R T & 2E 2% qSGM-7 (Prasad et al., 2000) & 5 RFLP fric RG4A ZES ) 1 /M £h 325
[Kl(Zhang et al., 1995) 5 {77 /] — X 38 {7 T4 9 YLtttk RM316-RM219 [X i) 5 SDS (1) QSds9a.
R S16D (1) QS16d9a 15 Na' /K™ K b it FHLE ¥ QTL (Qianetal., 2003) & fFE—ifL. K
B LIRS AR AR B IR S KR 8 M ) FE e — AN IR, AT RE A BN 2 A IR B -4
oy S ERIEROC R, R, WA 2 AN ERAH DG AL A IR QTL e —d, 1y HLRE(EA
[FIREAACTY 5 N EE I, K2 X AR N B S 45 KRG 5 P 1 F 3 DAL (0 X 3, ZE T 5k 6 IR 7 e
bric Al K R 55 & b B A N M

4.2 TERHEEHEAREY QTL 9% K& K'F Na'BIx &

Pl R BUAH SRR QTL 3 o A7 AR [A) — BRI B B (o fR X 8 CAlbert et al., 1991;
Lebreton et al., 1995; Lin et al., 1996; Xiao et a., 1996; Yeo et d., 1988; Shailgjaet al., 2002) . M
IR64/Tarom molaii A5 7 /Tarom molaii Ff4& Tl % 414~ S10D. S16D #1 SDS ] QTL 7Ef 2. 3.
4, 7 A9 GettAk Fog Al — X ), i HAE RN ) 7 1) S10D 5 S16D —3, S10D. S16D 5
SDSHfx (7. 8, B2, HiX 3/MARMAIAIVIG . =54 Figm SKC. SNC 1) QTL
BN TR ZE A T 520 SNC 1) QTL sE AR 2 G gy la]—IX 1] (RM240-RM112) , K%K
IS5 1) 55 PR ) R A S P — 3. 52 RKC A RNC 1 QTL 43 7 4% 52 A AE 26 3 et /A RM55-RM514
X 7], 55 6 YO AR A A8 X 7] (RM510-RM 204 F1 RM204-RM217) & 45 11 4L fi44k |- RM120-RM479
DX JR), RN T 30 5P T IEAH AW & o — DA 22 38l sl A TR A DG MRS R 1 5 %
TR BT X LA DGR ) st A A o

ARG N A LEERIE T KF Na O —ASPAT AR L SRR, A A AT s 4

(Koyamaet al., 2001; Yeo et al., 1988; Garciaet a., 1997) . AWFFT HIL = AN LAk = P Fh IS
ZUR, BAARFEBFEIRE S AR, RKC 5 RNC 2 [0 240 R IEAH R T .
H SKC 15 SNC Z [MAFAE i 3 SR G, SR BIARFRIY KR Na' [0 255058 4 i A7 78 FE Rk £ 1 5 4 pl
il AT R AT IR0 SKC A1 RKC 1) QTL LK 521 SNC 1 RNC [¥) QTL 43 5l 4 i A7 AEAN 7]
SEPRZRIX I, b2 R WA KA Na (R e i H E 35838 S A7 AE AN R PR s AL AL

4.3 K'F0 Na' 7 & 5 7K FE 4 ey B9 it 2 14

Na"7E /KR 7 SRR % B /KT b Dl 73 FC R B 2 5 15 A A RS R AT G, DU TR £
TR B B AR I O LA, AT R R B R AR TR . b Na R
YERFRR /KT K2 a4 AR IR B — DN 2RFIE (Yeoetdl, 1989) o #hflhic sk
PE N YA RO B SRS 58 1) N AR bs, B S S LTI SR SR, TEiR R AE
WHEIE RN TAEELAT, WAEAR SDS 1 SKC R RFIEAS, 5 SNC BB FUHK,
i H.55 RKC A RNC T35, & W /KR v T 2R 0 22 T3t 130 KL Na VR IZ IS, S5 AR
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() KR Na PR ETE oG o TEERDMA AT, ARERIAC) Na et = 25 Ak AL A E M vy T A2
IR I ARE T 7 RAR/N (Yeo et al., 1982) , & FE A HHILERT o ditrl iL, M EEpEL
IR IA Na R s 1) K5 KNG L2 iR e R e — AN W] 4R 1E

4.4 A[E QTL Byt EL#N &l

T AAFEA)IE Y. T AL S AR P i SRR R AR B SR A A SR ) A . A
SR BB AIE AR 2 A B R SR G AR F I 45 AL o A AT SR 5 e A AR =R ZUKF,
R[1E A 7K °F-(Jeschke & Hartung, 2000; Munns et al., 1983). 4l it /K°F-(Munns et al., 1983) F145rF7K
“F-(Blumwald, 2000; Munns et al., 2002). &P [m] (i ShAH SR Wi B i SR 3900 B iy
TEREL My B AR AN B 1 AR T BE S AP A 1) A P R EOAN [ 2 Ok R AL A DG
B, AP SR AL e 2 2 LR R4, DRI AR JE R KT 1 mT A S e H S [ (0 6 PR 2 5 AR T i R L)
(IR o ABITFEAE 22 A DS 20 D30 A7 2052 WA [ ERAH DG PEARIE QTL, 33X X it AN [ml i £5 A4
KPR B A F 7 mAEAE 2061, s 2 Befifd RM240-RM112 [X (R FIEE 3 Gy i 4 £
RM60-RM3202 1 RM22-RM231 1] 2 ANAH QI DX 1) #S [7] I A7 A5 52 i 3Rl &8 - 52 v b 5
Gl WTEAETE RS Z AN EAH OV, PIANX RN QTL X8 & 1 R Jr 2R 35 400 5 4 i
AETE REUPFERIE R 7 A —30, 15 1 QAR 1) RM583-RM23 X [H] AR 1 AN Mt b
BTIREM E2 QTL, KX 34NN QTL 2 51t ShHLH T B 2 AAHH o

FHTAEAT AN R e nT e LRl RN L, AN T e B BT i SR BT (Yeo
& Flowers, 1984), KK & MA RO IR SR UHIEAT 4G, A v] RERE— 48 mh R I it £57F
WA R — USRIk 3 AN DI BN RN i SR AL sl AR B AR, gt ) AR I 23 b 4l Bk B
FIX 3D QTL JEAT SR A 4 iR AR I i £5 7P 6

4.5 MiEh QTL FRIXBIIMERLZ

R & Pl 8 I PN T SR S DA (R Jeh P o R DR 5 BRI 1) LA S s i 5 R
BRI TN o AN R MR EGE R [F]— PERR AN R QTL X FREE B AT A | 1 Bk (L
et al., 2003; Hittalmani et al., 2003). MR QTL & (o i L — AN FEE ) F AR gl & S 01 H X34
BB BEANEN QTL. bR Wik 7 M SE SV E AR LE 0 AN [P SEABUR ) 24 QTL, XfHRLe
IREERUR I =2 QTL, W] LAAE BN % QTL AHSSALMIEREE T JLsftibr i 4l Bhi 48 . AWFRRIH]
PRAN TS I T 730 3 R0 N A0 S A8 SRR B L B S IR B 1) QTL, K ILAE IR64/Tarom
molaii BCFg FEfAH 14 ¥ QTL (i QPsnc2 Al QGsne3) EM ARSI A& N RIFF MR I E], 1
ARG (R BRI RS R R INFI T )RR A3, R AR LS QTL A FAEEADS ANBURK,  7Edric 4l
Bhik ¥ nT g BAA N A . 17E TQ/Tarom molaii BC,Fg HEAAH A BELE PN AP A 244 TR I 21 52
M ] — AR AR TR QTL

[F] AL AR QTL FEANRIFASEE T e A tH /AR KRR EIUR T QTL MRIEREEE . %2 QTL
FALFEFLIEN, A48 QTL 7EdE—IAEE RHATH, MI7E S — IR N R RRIA 245 7€ K i 2 7K1
P<0.005 f¥ilfs HE, ARBEMEA QTL A, (HSERs EILnIfEiAF] P<0.01 7 0.05 ¥ W /K7, R
X QTL 7EZMEE Nl g R IR A, RO RE RN O ABFURI 2 7E
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T E AN AR ZE ST 5w SRR SRR . s Ik 324 QTL , 5 14 (7
A QTL AE—AMIEGh AN B, 78 55— DI LU (1 2 KT RIFE gl 21, 1X48 QTL
FEANIRV A R [ R A A7 B R AN BT 1) 2 e, AERR GBI # 1280 88 QTL A, f
XA AN FRIREEERIL ) QTL HYEFE N T DL AR o

4.6 MBRFIRME QTL MARSAEME QTL MES

2ok NI AN Tk, IUARYR 2 AR i b R g AL BEml AR AR, AT I ek

RO AS ROV MESS M (Tanksley, 1997) o KFER I o Y5A7AE CL R iR b M AE P4 19 & Fh i SE

(Tanksley, 1997) o — FL LR A R0 50 7 36 KA H i AP USARMESE A, (AR R i)
ST R RO R R =)L, T H R AR SRR ZE . BIanED AR K A Pokkali 1 20
HOUAS w1 BE SR A — T Rt S5 oS Rk, R 3 Al oA AR FH 2 5 B A i 2
ARl LR, BE N E AR IR QTL e ST IR s AT A U 21 B S ol % U5
KRG HAREIRANGE W, (H A REfEEE 7" (Xiao et al. 1997; Heet al., 2006) « iif#h (Leeetal.,
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My F

FERFIECT:
1. Yoshida & 7R JER L -

FEEFRICFSCRL R, JEREL T B 360 THE TR A A AR WL 1o SRR
FRprie, — A AR 4% 18 % (BFZK/D 200 oF) BESAEH 2 AN TTHSL, 25 et Js
HRAN AL, R E IR R

(D KEJGER: %% 1 FsJ5 5T 1000ml Bt o 750ml ZE K Ig, w2 4L, Wik
PLFE 15 73 Bl 5 e RS R Rt I .

(2) MEITE: WMEICEMIEIROCH, WK SE R, ool iid. &M
o T $3% LR, BREVCERH 100ml Z5 18K ah, A4 50ml ZE 1K %, 4% Mn,
Mo, Zn, B, Cu, Fe FIFF I Ry BB N B 1L Z208/K 1 2L 78Rk 15 434h, 70 1200ml
BRI A G e 733 AL, Bkt 10 23S RN SRR T, R & R . PT A R 2
FHARZERR ]I B 5

% 10 EHIERMAYR . SBRERE

Tablel0. The constituent, content & final concentration of the stock solution

Jldy LRI BN Sol4 TR 360 JHE TR &I IR
KEICHE (or#raligh) Y (ml) (Ppm)
N (NH,),S0, 603.2 450 40

P NaH,PO,.2H,0 160.9 450 10

K K,SO, 285.6 450 40

Ca CaCl ,.2H,0 469.4 450 40

Mg MgS0,.7H,0 1296.0 450 40

(L &SI% 3

Mn MnCL 3.4H,0 6.000 450 0.50
Mo (NH4)gM0,0,4.4H,0 0.296 0.05
Zn ZnS0,.7H,0 0.140 0.01
B H3BO; 3.736 0.20
Cu CuS0,.5H,0 0.124 0.01
Fe FeCL3.6H,0 30.800 2.00
FrisR CeHgO7.H,0 47.600

Composition of Buffers and Solutions (:k [ IRRI PBGB GML #i! GAMMA LAB)
2. 40% Acrylamide/bisacrylamide (38:2)
(1200 ml)
Acrylamide 38¢

Bisacrylamide 2 ¢
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Dissolved the acrylamide and bisacrlamide in approximately 50 ml of ultrapure water, then
adjust the volume to 100 ml with ultrapure water. Storeat 4 °C.
3. 8% Acrylamide/bisacrylamide
(80ml)
40%A crylamide/bisacrylamide  16ml
50x TAE buffer  0.8ml
10%APS 0.8ml
TEMED 65ul
Ultrapure water 62.4ml
4. 4% acrylamide solution (1000 ml)
Urea 420¢g
10x TBE 100 ml
40% Acrylamide/bisacrylamide (38:2) 100 ml
Dissolved the solution in approximately 500 ml ultrapure water, then adjust the volume to 1000
ml with ultrapure water. ~ Filter through Whatman 3MM paper and store  at 4 °C.
(60ml )
4%Acrylamide/bisacrylamide  60ml
10% APS  200ul
TEMED  50ul
Safety note: Acrylamide and bisacrylamide are potent neurotoxins and absorbed through skin.  Their effects are cumulative.
5. 0.5% acetic acid in 95% ethanol
(200 ml)
Glacia acetic acid 1ml
95% ethanol 199 mi
6. 10% APS ( ammonium persulfate)
(120ml)
APS 109
Ultrapure water 10 ml
7. 1% Sodium Thiosulfate

(1200 ml)
Sodium Thiosulfate 109
Ultrapure water 100 ml

8. Fix/Stop solution
(2 liters)
Glacia acetic acid 200 ml
Ultrapure water 1800 ml

9. Staining solution
(2 liters)
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Silver nitrate 29

Ultrapure water 2000 ml

37% Formaldehyde 3 ml (add to solution just before use)
Note: Staining solution can be reused up to threetimes. Precipitate silver by adding approximately 10g sodium chloride. Collect
the silver chloride precipitate by filtration.

10. Developing solution

(2 liters)
Sodium carbonate 60.0g
Ultrapure water 2000 ml

37% Formaldehyde 3 ml
1% Sodium thiosulfate solution 400 pl
Note:  Sodium carbonate solution should be chilled to 4°C or lower. Add 37% Formaldehyde and 1% Sodium thiosulfate solution
just before use.
11. STR 3x loading buffer
(1200 ml)
4M NaOH  0.25
95% formamide  95ml
Bromophenol blue 50mg
Xylenecyanol FF 50 mg
Add ultrapure water up to 100 ml
12. 10x TBE buffer

(1000 mt)
Trisbase 108g
EDTA 9.2¢g

Boricacid 55.2
Add ultrapure water to final volume of 1000ml.
13. 50x TAE buffer
1000m
Trisbase 2429
Glacia acetic acid 57.1ml
0.5mEDTA (pH8.0> 100ml
14. 100mM Glacial acetic acid:
11.438ml Glacial acetic acid (Guarantee reagent)
Add ultrapure water to final volume of 2000ml
15. 1xTE pH8.0
10mmol/L Tris-Cl (pH8.0)
Immol/L EDTA (pH8.0)
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B} it

AR SCREAE FITAR R W 53 8048 3 R oE it o IR REA Ll kil 58 Fl (1 S L
e ARG AR ™ G S SR B AT R E O Sl A R AR R e 7 e, (k2%
H%at. =K, FUNEANG . SNBSS T T ERMA R RS, fE183C 58
ARE, RGO AR TR R R

FERL = SR R4 2 B G REWTIE . RS HRZ IO B SPRAE G BRI 4R A B fER
INURIR IR Ik !

FERIRIE 20 v I WIWETT B2 s (MRS 62 s SRR I WE S 50 3R 27 2] ST AR 41 (i
R AR WSCEE TR, RIS 3 O Ve SO B S B IR o AR SR St 30 Th)
THB LI FASEAMEI I SRR R SRR ER. BN, REEEAE. =R, WY, T
R T TR, AEFRAR DU A S HR LR L, AR AR T T A
B

Ak, AR A A ARSI (R AR B e SR T 2 ER TR SR,
FESER IR !

RS LR, W EWP IR 0T AR T BRARKH B [FSAARMEL R AE R AN
Ebgs T TGRS, JHER B SCPRINESTE L. AL MUK, BRI IR
T B BRUKE. I W00, sk, SRR TR N SUE G, AR AR 18 S 5E
SuR LSt NIPSIV I

(HIR SR by, R TR SOOI TN BRI IR 17 I S0 i 3%
Il [ AR — JF B RO R !
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