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Abstract: The genetic improvement of green traits has laid a solid foundation for the development of Green Super

Rice. Green traits, such as high yield, disease resistance, stress resistance, nitrogen and phosphorus use efficiency,

are mostly complex traits controlled by multiple genes. Association analysis and genomic selection are important

methods for genetic analysis and improvement of complex quantitative traits in plants. In the breeding of Green

Super Rice, it is necessary to improve many green traits simultaneously. However, most of the current association

analysis and genomic selection methods are still focused on a single trait, ignoring the correlation between traits.

Therefore, we proposed the multi-trait methods of association analysis and genomic selection. Both simulation and

empirical studies show that the multi-trait methods effectively increase the accuracy of gene mapping and phenotype

prediction. The proposed methods provide an important technical support for the genetic improvement of green

traits.

Key words: green traits; multivariate; association analysis; genomic selection; selection index

IKFE (Oryza sativa) 48T 50% 1N
PRt T AR B WRIE, AKFEIG R R E G 2
AR 22 s TTER. 20 40 60, 70 4
RIBAT AR S RE R AR, E 3R KRG =
LT RCRER 5 H K& R SRR B R OR T
FHET™, BIRAGRE. 25, KL ZT B TR
MG, FHOKRELE 5 BRI E 17 & o U,
B R B KRB A 7 o U P EL L R AR A
B KBEIEME, P ERFS A AT S5 ] R, 5K
KB EHE T3E TR DR T KPR
B Sk EBERE S H AR Y. SEB R
IZR R, Wdom . PUE Puis . Bk S SR H &,
K252 2 B M R MR, B mECK,
W B AR A RHEAR . [EE S g0 PR
R, IR B AL PR 4 e 58 O ol R 2 2K
SR AT B AT I o R B 2T .

FERBR A BT AN R IR BB b, ARid 3R
SERTEIEAR, SR EHEARMZ HIL
LMEFEN B, N7 RIS, g AKEE T
2801t vk BN SR, H AT S IE 4 B R 3 IR A
EBEITFAN BT 0 — MR A, g T PRIR
Z A BB A A ORI IR SR AR O . FE SR Ea BB AR 1) B Fob
T, WEGFENBEAGE~RR. KR,
PURPUL LR O AR b, AR IER R — B
PRI R . N TR BERmIE MR, &
SCHRH T ORER AT RN SR R A B ) 2 MR T ik

1 KBS SR GE

KR, RS TIEBA T, e —
HEVR A H AR PR 5 B A A0 B e 3 R 50 &R 1 20 A

Jiik. SAEGIEBE BIAR L, SCH A A A  2
H R KA PR R E G R, TR
PR v, A SE B B E MR A7 £ (quantitative trait
locus, QTL) (FAEANE AL, JEfAT S R 5
T H. H 2001 4Lk, NAHSRB T 75 R
P HCE R IR % 2 56 Y, KREMS ik
PSR A B3 1 A

H AR )32 8 56 T s S R A 2R
PERER 6L, Al Yo & ORI, EOTiEREE
Rtz | A 25 R RN 2 B DR 55, AT B AR SR BB 9 A
BRBHME . v 7 A BRECKAE A I B AR mis Bk,
— RGN TR A L B SO T VR AR 4R AR
i EMMA", GEMMA®™ %%, & 7 35158 5 PR (1) s 5
W, S ULt B, i EMMAX P
P3D ", CMLM ", EARCHESVZ N, (E BT AT
H B — @ MR IR, k4T 2 Sl
i, AREFRIEEEATA ARG B, Bk, 247
RURIIRIR A B TR IE W 2 B 567 . BT 2 ALK
BT, FEAREZ K THRCEE (), 2%
PP H AR RS “ K p /v n” IR, WHZ D L
59 W R 2041 LASSO. FRAr . fhi
fe /N 3y (partial least squares, PLS) 2 DU 757
o AT A HIRERL, BT IREG &M
TR () 2 437 05 5 AR W B B, i MMM,
LMM-Lasso"* A1 BSLMM" 4,

SRIM, IR R4 5 75 B AE B4 B A
PR b, MTELR BRI E M TIES, TERSE
i[RI H A 2 AR AR fh . ZPRIROCE
HTBE AT AR XS 2 A B AR PR IEAT BRGS0 0r, SR
ZA BRI R R, mT R PR 1] 38



103 W, %

SR PR B0 8] s R AN R A ok 9 1) 22 20 B U7 1%

1053

FEAH SRR AH RAE B, $Em KRB I DR %
AR R IE N, D AUV 5 0 5 H AR TR
RIPL I EE AR 7 1, FERS AL v Az A2 00 H AR
PEIR (P8 AL RN A DT kR . R, ASCIAH—Fh
FE T /> e ) 2 IR BR A R B A T i, R
FHARALL S 36 560 AIE 1Z 7 VA Al AT M .
1.1 SWFE&E

AR BA S SRBE AT 3 T de /> — () 24k
REEA KRB, BT . (1) RHAELMEEAR
T e /N e iF R Al 2 A T R R AL (2) 1
AR P B EL M (variable importance in projection,
VIP), 435l it M A~ H A8 & 1) VIP $5 55 I WK F|
NHERF, B2 VIR, VIR, > VIR,, . (3) KR EIH
FRAFRL A RAIERO AR § R
R VIP fRbr MR E R R TR S, ik
W51 ) S ) AR M
MRS MR EE AT RES. BE
PR HE EM N A ARG, AR O LR AL AR )
HEYNZ BN TEE S, =S, VS, - K S, Hi
BERMNUNT -1, LB REYE, LR HT
T R Sy T ) A PR . (4) SR FH R ) 9 4 )0
A [l 3R AT B AN AR B ik R, IF A BIC {3 Bk
DUE g 14 N B e A% B AR o i 2 AR o PR AR 2R
HHR N AR B, DA 2 M e VS A 1 AR 0B R /)N
SAARL) p {E, BAREIEZ W, [14].

1.2 EHR

N T RFCZITVERI AT, ARFATEASF 15
PR T Z 7 R A R 1 2 4 05 T Tk
LASSO"™ F1 3 F i 5% /N — 3fe (1) £ {7 557 5 Bk 4 Hr
(PLS-based MLAS)!"” (A3 T2 A< SCLAE M O%
MRS W AT . BRI A A2
10 000 M7 25, AN S IA 2 NG, H
10 /ML st A BAE RS, 43108 Q1~Q10. Q1~Q4
I HIHIR 1 RIE, Q7~Q10 AU EE MR 2 M
ik, Q5 F Q6 B A—HZRER s T AL
PriGal, XA FEA S EANFK PN ZSEESE
(PIC). 10 /M S RUNE J PIC B 41K 1 BN,
AR, HBEEREAZ & n ARG 3L g% 1) h* AN
#, HPHEARFEEREN3NKTE, 55518 100,
300 £l 500 5 AL ¥ 3 AN AKE 45N 30%.
50% 1 70%. AR 1 AR 2 1T H{E B3R 10,
PRANPEAR AT ) R R ZEAH G R r, BN 0.5

GERLR, REAS B AL J7 X R I T R
HHEEmW (E D). UHARRE—E, pEEBE
JIWIRE N, A ThRoz DA s SR, MisE
J1—Emf, BEEREARZ RGN, A Th R A B
Pem. ME2ATLAEH, PIC B0 HA I oh &k BA
BERHIFEM < A7 55 5 PIC AE AR,  FLAAS I 21 ) A%
R 5 PIC {H /AL s TERE AR A Fg A% )15
I ARSI 2 I RE 2 MG, AT S| Bk 2
R DA H, 08 RN S A I T RO K R

&1 RHPEQTLAY R R PICHE

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10
Effect value Trait 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0
Trait 2 0 0 0 0 1.5 -1.5 2.0 -2.0 2.5 -2.5
PIC value 0.07 0.22 0.3 0.35 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37
8
o
©
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M
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£ PIC fRFFIEEMITE LY, QTL [RUSAE ) 48 %HE
ROR, BRI 2 M EE sy, SRTI AR SR T A7
PRI DR AN K s FEAZS B AN AL SRS Al
(R FE ARG B P 3 A — e o), BN A
AL JJWIBE I, A7 SN A THE BRI T B .

K Z MRS 2T LASSO LA K PLS-based
MLAS 775315 G it Db 41 T2 2, Irar L
EH, ZMRIRECE TR, — R 280 S gt o
R5 MR AT T ORIBREE 4 . thah, K
ZHAEOUT, R —M7 s A f — MR, A
AT EA — @ . (HEX T PIC AE AL 5,
BE ATl AL 5
2 HERFAEEFENZMHRGE

FE K 21 1% $¥ (genomic selection, GS) fE % 1 11
A FER A E A FRic s AR RO, a3 T S0 o el
T AT SRR U R AR AR KRR SR K A B
B, Ze SR S PR A AT DL o A DR A g AT 4
Wi, GS MR g Y2, SRfE SR GS Jiik
TFE TR AR B, 24 7 MRz
() PR I8 A% AH S FIAN [RI A 2 TR] IR SR B, 170 AH L IR B
(MR B AN [R5 R B VR it Fob 2 TR) AT R4 3
[ g B A 2 3k Y, AT il 2 VIR BE & o b
A = T RE 77 P fESR OB R B sk
o, R T B M DARE B B U ) AR i T B
oo (DX FEES PRy ARRHR IR SCR] B AR &
FHRTEAREE ), Z ARG 7 A i it 1 — o 1 36

W, BRI FH T B 4 AR 5% 2% A T o DA SR B ) E
R B,

URAh, IKFREEAE P B A SR, BT DASE
DR 4 T (1 2 AN . i Xu 2% P9 R GBLUP #
FUTM T /KRG L AT 4 APk, Fodh e &t 1
RETIRAR, RA0.13. % —7J5if, &K EIERKL
P RIKFEEEZ N REMEIRNEEA R, ThE
S SRR I IBAE F i, AE L P 3 R 4L T 00 A
W E. SO ERERE 24, Bk <D
FIARZG . AR, FKPUR. RFER %, S
B GS T4 o AT LA F — S5 v gt A% 7 i P tR AL
RIEPEREL SCEUL SRR A T . T — AR 2
PRTRIN G RAEAE RR T 2B , KhE
S PERAOE I ML S, AEEFIA S H b
PR A A MR A ik B e 5, WHE it
A7 B 04T 3%

PRI BURRAEY 2 B bs & Rl 820075 H 5
2, HERE XA ERNZE G, Ay
kR e B2 SRR, GS Pk oy ik 3%
FEHCH K T B AT 5. Dekkers % FI| F 4 5L R 41 5
B RS T B MBI RS 5 Jesus Ceron-
Rojas %5 7 FI| Fil GS J7 92 ik 5 4 out 22 A IR ]
i 3EAT 36 4% 5 Schulthess %5 % {f i 2 22 o (g 9 AN 1k
WEASLIEFFRE, IR I B MR — MR GS ik
FFTI 5 Lyra 2 P04 1K Z2 A8 P AEAS A &M R
IR & Uk ik P 2, ARG GS ikl AT
m, sERFRWHILERERW. B2, SHME

w2 ANELLIBFRI ST E T 10N QTLG H T L BI(LARE AR = 8100 5 451)

WD) i Git TR (%)
Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 Qs Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10
30 S1(PLS) 5.5 6.5 2.5 6 12 16.5
S2(PLS) 1.5 0 65 125 20 21
S1(LASSO) 0 55 5.5 1 6.5 17.5
S2(LASSO) 0.5 0 5 45 14 17.5
112 0 55 9 9.5 335 30.5 7 135 235 215
50 S1(PLS) 8.5 7.5 105 455 32 68
S2(PLS) 4 1 22 31 69 61
S1(LASSO) 45 6.5 12 62 375 54.5
S2(LASSO) 1.5 1.5 5 145 28 85.5
112 0 8.5 16 64.5 84.5 78.5 24 345 65 87.5
70 S1(PLS) 95 135 50 82 61.5 94.5
S2(PLS) 6.5 0 46 51 945 855
S1(LASSO) 1 8.5 64 82 11.5 93.5
S2(LASSO) 8.5 0 365 875 895 935
J2 10 17.5 72 74 93 99.5 60 715 92 96
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PERRBOIT TR 2 L T XS 2 A B AR PR 0
BUESE, RPN GS &6 n, A Hm
TR A FEAF AT RO IR RN &, T 240 1 R e
RECR AR B IEIRAS B LATTN H AR AR RE ). £E
XA H bR R EAT O it A2 v, 5 B AR AR AR
KGR BE 1R LR B A G R, Wik
B GS kMg &, AT RS HXEEE,
H B RGO B PR EAT B 0 T, AT
BRI R PR TAE
Rtk AHHFEITRE 1 2 1 IRECA TiU ) GBLUP
BARSEEIT, RS H bR PRAR G 2 N Hl Bl vtk
ALIERRIREL SCE KRR AR, RS
TOOMAS B2 o A 548 B 7K R EoHE B ok B iROR
2 PO DL 1S KRB AL R RN AR, 5 IANE &
YEREA, KA NCII 22 B % v B il 575 3 4% 28 F
527 8 MR, G HRS” & (grain yield per plant,
GY). THiE (thousand-grain weight, TGW). F &(fd
(productive panicle number per plant, PN). £k (plant
height, PH), — ¥ % ##i (primary branch number, PB).
IR ¥ (secondary branch number, SB). = # 5k
4 (grain number per panicle, GN) FlIf#{: (panicle length,
PL). AHIT 705 8 v {5l 381 1) 7K A8 32 28 25040 72 A o
IR T X EZBFME. R, X 120 4 7K FE 2%
AT EIERNT, FEIRAT 3 299 150 4> SNP Fric.
2.1 EREEREFS AR
1 A\ Meuwissen %5 B ¥ YK GS RS )5
RKERINERIN, OFEMSEH. ESHENESH
77k, %77k 4A GBLUP, LASSO. PLS
AR D307 %, AR 8OT5EH VLR, SVM
1 RKHS %5, &M GS HikfI R E, T EcF
JIERE B 2, DUOE LIRSS T B M AR, 2
GS AT EENE. OF L AT X7k
HEAT T Eb%S . de los Campos 25 B b2 %5007 v 1 Tl
HERATEEAT OB, RN T K 2 Bk GBLUP
A BT IO TN VHE A P, BayesB Xt T KR QTL
P PR TR A o Riedelsheimer 5 P2 5
FOAS RT3 42060 oK 3 AN A EHRIRAT 3 AN
PRAEAT 7T, 75 1 485 10 A X 8 T VA Tuill v
P F 2 A K. Heslot % BV FIH T 10 AAH 2
O AE Z 5077 vE 6 WA [F) P el 2 1) 18 SR
HE T IR LR, I RKHS FEAS[F] B AR AN
Y e A A ) TR . Howard %5 B9 1] F A
WHEAR AT T SHOTIERAE S FOT VI TIN E E
PO, R I 2 B 07 2 T 52 o e 207 4 o) e 1 PR B

MR AR S HOTVE LR I — 25 . SR AE LB KRB 2L
P, X e DRI 2H TN U7 V2 1) B A i A T

AR EET IR KFEHAR S, X 6 Fh
FEL B T ik Bk AT e Y, A EE 4 R S B ik
LASSO. GBLUP. BayesB fl1 PLS DL X 2 FfE 45
J7 7% RKHS A SVM., 38 3t XF 6 Fh F0300 77 92 () F0 01
AERRVEREAT 77 22 0 A B, AN [8) 77 925 1) P 0 v 7 A1
ZAFAER R 2 S, T HL e e vk T
RZ I EAE AR EEER, P2 H
PR IR, 6 FhJpikdt, GBLUP 77 v TR0 v i
f i, 1 PLS FT SVM UM EAf 14 fe MK, AR
EIRERTEN T8 2 8. A, ANFEB 7 EER
T A T IR, i GBLUP J7 ik xt F E R gk
B MR s R TR E ) TR A A 1% B =, LASSO b
T UROBRE AN OB B T AR B A s, SVM
FEREK I B AR T ik R AT —Fh ik e idE
TR AR, (2 GBLUP J5¥E£E BT AT TR i T A
KO Aald. B, JEEERZMHIRE GS B 7Ok 5
T GBLUP #AYFFJE
22 EFRAEFEENETERE

B4 GS kBB T —3E N AR
T . BARIE A A 1R A R R KR4 GS WA
SR AR AT ERIA, (H2— L T
FA 22 AR A A P55 AR AR B R - AR
PR Rm - B, JF AR AL 5k 2
IR TE AR B BB Al se e S ST BB 4y, 158 T
Z MR ID - BRI MV-AD LK A& 3L 7 30 55 550w
()22 PR - AR MV-ADE., vk, AT 58 R H
AL BMIE R RRHEME R T — 225
B MV-ADVPY, S s A f T5 8 74 A2 L6
R T iR &

H R A L, 2 R B e R FH 308
T 2 IPEIRAE B LA GY FI TGW 43 5114 B AR IR,
1§ MV-AD. MV-ADE Fl MV-ADV %} 7K#& 24 52 Fih
AT IR & T 5 SR W3 3. X T GY, MV-
ADE #1 MV-ADV [ 70l §& 77 B &4k T MV-AD #
UV-AD. E4k MV-ADV % MV-ADE ¥4/t 34 4 %}
BB, H R RO LR B MV-ADV (14 %22 i
EW . R C R AW MR o, TV R
TGW [ FlIEE 7. R EH 2 HEARBLAY R 52 =i Xt GY
SSAREB AL SR TN BE /1, X T TGW %5 mpistfE
JTRIPEAR, 22 PHERABE A %) Fo ) 28 SR 5 6 B St gt
BRI T R B RASE AL AT T R AT

A FRANEEE T RIS TS oL, 38
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VA 1 8 AMMERIAE — AT T BRA Tl 1A 2
XTEE 7 HAEIR UV-AD, AR MV-ADV 1)\ PEAR
MV-ADV [TiillEe /7. e\ HIREE A i) Tl e
25 T B MR IO AT PR T, 2 GY A
PN (¥ 7 68 7742 mrde K, TGW Al PH () T &
PR, U 2 AR 2 AT 1) SR B &
TAREAE ST B PEIR o PR PHEAR 1 35 T B g Ll FR P
PRI EE 57 10.2%, 17 )\ AR 1)~ 32 T RE 77 b H
PRI 2 5 50.6%. fRUIE, UMK T fe
AE T T T A PR R B IR TN SR A T B D B 2 1
o, ULEAZE A 2 A B EIRE S, AT DUECRREE
Permr B AR T pe
2.3 ZEMRHNERBIEESE

R 2H DA 2% A2 Rl i) SNP B ds Sy BL A, &%t

BT R B I 2 R GS TR T K B R
%, BEALEELL T A 100 4 QTL i £ Mok,
HOBAE 70 0.3 FIRBIMOIR T3 AR5 TN B b
AR, BAE S 0.7 A1 0.4 1 2 AR 946 B IR,
FH AR B FR 2. AHIE 70 7 B AR DL 2 A 52 B
T RBHE N 2 ERE B AR 2L GS Tk,
TR H AR AT VA

AHIF TR B TR B R AU 2 R GS ik,
HERE— BRI (I GY), X522 KR s AN
B MEIR MY E T R B B ST, R R e e 2
HBER S B AR R AR DGR E B, B BRI
TN, REOE S B KRS 2 AN MR 1 28 B i 4%
phah, WR T B AR e R R R, TRl
WR B T 25 SR 54648 GS RTINS RARSE &S

3 FATHNL MR TN BRI TN e

H bk BN MEIR S 2 R i 45 R UV-AD
WARA GY TGW PN PH PB SB GN PL S

GY MV-AD 0.1422 02252  0.1538  0.1724 0.1915 02301  0.1486  0.1805 0.1558
MV-ADE 0.1441 05779  0.1575 02110 02737  0.4494  0.1702  0.2834
MV-ADV 0.1670  0.5761  0.1544 02163 02744  0.4441 0.1903  0.2889

TGW MV-AD 0.7746 0.7732 07767  0.7742  0.7742  0.7725 0.7788  0.7749 0.7744
MV-ADE 0.7755 0.7732  0.7786  0.7755 0.7749  0.7707  0.7804  0.7756
MV-ADV  0.7769 0.7733  0.7811  0.7756  0.7746  0.7735 0.7822  0.7767

e RPE—FUOTEBER, 5 AT MBI TER

Tt
o

ok

Ae

<

[e]

05 06 07 038

0.4

02 03

0.1

0.0

B2 Zeazih @ MR TUN . AR TR AR PR T Y T A F aE

GY

TGW

B UV-ADHHRTIM
)| @ MV-ADVFH R T
© | m MV-ADV/\BEARTF

PN

PH
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HARTEIR
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GN
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DASRAS B e (PO A B

N T i R A B R AT T A R, AR
Fi 8 XITMINAE 5 38 280R A 2 [R] R e R EOCH T
K, SRBMEZ M gE RECHTMEEF1. BFFR
WA 5 A% 58 XCBRIE 1) 7 2 o % PR 2R (1 TR R%
o R, REKCL T3 N HARPEIR, Arig
AN A 20 A B S RS BR85S i %
TaH. AN B 11 ANAS [ R 4 B R 4 AR
FIFH IR B B0 W 1 S B FR 2L Sy - TR XTI B
IR T B A B BT B A& T RE 7, FEARTL
RSN, 1L ANEA PR TIEE /18 0.7035, i
T T3 IGE /7 (0.2470), B Ak Bds Bt 4T
TN e SCBLUSE MRS B 1 2 A ke 8. T L, SRBOPEIR
HEE BRI E A CRE R B, TRET Re
M. AL, HEBIEIR B J RSN RE
FEAEROR M . AR B PR (18 4% Jg sy,
AL RS B I E O, DA SRRl 2 (1) 5
TR E L IRSRAS T (138 A% 77, AT B (R 4R
ETRIEE S0 AKFESEBR R B AR A b, a2
MIBE ST HIEIME N 0.5479, HiEzE ST GY [Tl
fE 17 (0.1344).

M EARMRE I, AT DL A R R R S A
BT B ARPER . 2 G HOCAS [ (1 4k B PR 4 B 4 1
EEIRAL JEEEAR MmN T3, X2
U, TN RGP TG R R A A TR 1 TR
{ER ] LA+ 001X — /K, IX7E B AR R E R 1)
UL AR NP Tk B2, WRCEH
EENE =R N C R NONIEZS e N b SR A AR S K BT e
FRECHAT N . EFEIRERENE LR G 2 MBI IEIR S
HARMER AR GBS B, AT LUR S B 20wl
SR 550 GS T 4s RS &, e H ARtk
DR P TR RS 52 R0 T R

X AT TR B ) 2 AN B R A G, T &5
B 40 BRI o 41 A 1 i 250CE B2 0N RS FE A
T T3 FASEE, (22, B 4L-E 4R £ Bh Tt
K BEARAL T T3 TR B2, $2 % A 73 oA 0.6%~
8.3%. [AK, HiBhMIRE T3 MBE M G, 18
S B YRS e o 48 0 B TR0 B8 7t 20
s, Rl T REDI TP BB

B TARRLIE T, AR I8 DK RS 2 58 Fh 1)
GY NHEARER, TGW. PN, PH. PB. SB. GN fl
PL JodiiBh MR, 82 1 ik B4R H0H B 0l i) 175 100 o
DR Ay S B PR () B FREL AR FN 1T, BT DAGVETS B K
SEFITRIIRE B, R e FH 4R 20 B TR 58 ) Sk i & 4R

=4 SNEENMERE & BT AE IR BUH BN U
BRI E R B AN RE

EMERAL S IRECHIVBNRS SRR B BE R
Cl 0.8848 0.2672
C2 0.8545 0.2541
c3 0.8726 0.2559
C4 0.8220 0.2475
cs 0.8646 0.2534
C6 0.8556 0.2522
C7 0.8543 0.2514
cs8 0.8555 0.2474
C9 0.8511 0.2578
C10 0.8441 0.2498
Cll 0.8319 0.2526

Hths. AT HREERERREIIRA S, AR
KRB LR BRI, AR S R,
FRR B — A B YEIR, AR5 R 22 BR AT AN 2B J5 1
Fr 1A AT X LG, HRE 5 5 B T e 77 e K
HE. ERERW, SHA P ek #4024 B it
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