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Abstract: Genome—wide association study (GWAS) is the main method to mine genetic information
of important traits in crops. With the rapid development of sequencing technology, the cost of
developing single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) markers has been greatly reduced. GWAS
technology based on linkage disequilibrium (LD) has been widely used to study the complex traits of
agronomy , quality and resistance of crops. In recent years, GWAS technology has been successfully
applied to the genetic analysis of important traits of soybean, and a series of research progresses have
been made. Based on the introduction of principle and implementation method of GWAS, the author
summarizes and analyses the recent advances in genetic research on important agronomic traits,
quality traits and stress resistance traits in soybean and the application prospects.
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GWAS J2& %5 7 B — AR P B AR MR 5 35t % b a8 258 B DR G 38 9 23 i, 3t ek kg S
P w3 1 BN AT, s AL Al % B A (linkage disequilibrium, LD)™ o 2438 4% B P9 38 3 4>
T PRI AN b 8 A 45 A7 PR 55 JFL A I A1 J8 457 b 1 A 46 o7 5 PR () B 1 B 7 T BB 1k K T BB (i ), 35k
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LD PR g AR I 7= A, P 2H i T, DR I 58 20 R a2 5 I R IR Ff ) LD KOS i e R B R i
A AN TR B S BE M 3R AL 23 5 M P Ff 9 LD ZKSF- o i i R RO 3R B 8 ok B o LD A iR B L UK e
F 28 Z 19 LD 3R FE 254 /08 , {0h 100 ~ 200 kb5 78 F SSAEW A= . INAZ , R S 7K~ 19 LD, il
KHALRMEIREEAE]8. 5 Mb'" ,/NE AL REIRIEE N 4. 3 Mb'7 s AE i A VEY) , EoK B LD iR
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)RR . GWAS BT FH R AR E AR AT [R]85 46 0[] — 56 PR JRE 67 b 1 24N S L BT T B QTL A
PRI A JHL ] — 5 PR AR 57 AU B 2 A S5 6L, TR A I 8RB o 3) R B4 RS 8 85 o 1l T GWAS A
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FSRBERTE VR Z VAR (A7 & |l BRI ME 55 B s A7 78 2 3 B st G 72 S, DRt ) T ] — 25 70 S5 A}
HE R R AT RS Z2 A AN [l R (] B A7 35 A% 2 40 B, Al OR b AR T 1 st A%~ R 52 3 i, [m) Bsf K
MR S5 249 7 FR T B A2 R TR A R 8 R TR A SR R TR T 7 A A AR
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Fig. 1 Flow chart of GWAS

KRB RBE B T REM &, NP R KGR ZHRmSEs il e T Re s ™8
Fi, HAG, © AR KRG E 505 &R GWAS B AR XM KR Tk LR #E4T T HF9E . ZHANG 452
FII R 5 SoySNP50K i J- 2 AR X} 309 o3 28 A Bt e} ifE A7 55 A R 355, I F1 T GWAS H AR X R T
FEACIA 2 R o IR A T A I 5T, e A3 R I 38 27 .6 .27 A7 a5 5 TR A8 I L AU R g v R
G, TR 190 iy BT £ 5 AL A8 55 09 R R i MRk, X 2 A e Z MR Can = i 5 ) i 47
GWAS. fe)a 2K F] 136 4~ QTL A7 5, 55 H A tEtk i 25 e, Hivp 22 4~ QTL 4 5 5 A A 2 A& BLIK
QTL X3 FE 4, HAFFE 45 W on e e AR B AR — B 230 I 4 2>, B K Gbk e L 32
ZET SR SR IETT GWAS, 23 BIAS I E] T 177 4S8 il A S MR 0 QTL A A, MR 4l it ast 4% 15 8
SR S R K AR e 52 20 4 AT 7 T, NTU 5120 L1 257 A Ko i b g 3 A5 %2 U8, B GWAS X K w2 R
KNG IR MR BEAT 38 AL 23, F5c 2 L ShAS: I 2] 59 A4 i K Gk PR 19 2% QTL., JE R4 LK
4 [ A B A B A K G A B oA s A bR 6 R TR AR B A A 2R BT T GWAS, B A
M) 514 QTL 5 B A PEAR B A, Hoib A 164> QTL 5 i A 1 2 8140 87 5 67 2 10 45 Al — k. 1o
FH AN E AN S T 167 6y K E R, IE A FH GWAS B AR X H 32 AT S AR G4 T T 3A% 0Hr L il
DA 2 T 34 5 B IR BRI 19K T b 3 IR st i X, ke S IE T 25T N B R
1545 AR S (AR B KR R IRl 24 £ 05 H RS 5 58 T Rk s e BUBCEE AR R, R GWAS ks
M 11645 HFs MR B E A /) QTL, Hod A3 18 4~ EAL QTL A 4 5 B Rl E AL i) QTL A B AW 5
UEBH T GWAS J7 i i nl S o bk 8 R 32 250 HIOR 52 ) K G Rh 7 77 8 19 B2 a5 i vk, AR E & it
BT XK V2 QTL B E A IHE R G AR & & B B i st & 72 T AL 05 A5 28 . CHANG %%
FH 62 423 4~ SNP bric X 368 /1> K G & Fh i R AT T LR 40 AU, H X6 PN AS 8] & 8 B B 1 A~ PR 17
TR, A GWAS H A LA F] 114 F1 13 4 QTL 43 31 55 bk 3 A E 2295 B0 G . FANG %610
S B P USCAE T 809 Fl R G AN BT, 78 3 AN b R RE T 2 4, IR X HLEAT T 84 Ak IR (R HE P A
MR L TR SR B ) B FE R AT 5 L AR FE 4 3 DR AL e X 809 1 K A R kAT TN, IR RE
F| 7S 1100 x 10°4> SNPARIC 5 e 2 OCHK 3 Ar 48 SR LA I 3] 245 A4~ QTL ; ML U 53 02 H A K 52 5CHK 43
MBIk 7 Hh R oG 5 9% 550 i T SNP AR IE 4K i e 2 T 9%, DL 9 & 1 R Ge b i R T K E R 2R %
MY, K E B A s Rt TR EN S %,
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H AT, K070 3228 FH g 2 B AL 2 1 SR g, DRI I O i R 5 B P o 3 R 5 il 1 8 A A A Y
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PR GWAS, JERGIE] 11 456 B ARPER A QTL A A, Hor 9 A5 AR 47 1 I 25 S — B, SHIA§
D105 43K 3 S A0 S [ 08 R S A% O A BT A A RE, R GWAS JEAG I3 12 4~ QTL A s 45 5 K E A A
T m A . LUAE DL 159 £ KR T Ry st A% A8, R GWAS s D46 I 31 6 4~ 5 i 15 il i o 3
KRB QTL A A5, 5455 8 2 1 0 & H i 8 A DG A9 QTL A 5 o i 845 X 28 1 o 30 8 AR Se MR b A5
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GWAS , 5 Ty A6 I 21| 7 2 4F HH ] Fo 2f 72 v F e 3R IE 1) 14 1> QTL. LIAE ™ FIHT 1 536 4~ SNP r i Xf
421 (73 v B R AR B R AT PR B S 5 X BN T B 0T B RN S R EA T GWAS, e &R
F| 6 A AT S5 K AT IS A E AR OC . HWANG %57 JEF 31 954 4~ SNP AR i % 298 173 K
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P i R IH R DG 1) SNP A A, 3K BBV i R — 843 5 1 IR v 6 38 A8 7 s R — B, (EL [ e
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GRS N NS R 4 = ) iR | it B a0 e e M i1 B i W WDk N e e ST/ i e M R R O
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g NG 7 1 0 42 i PR R, e o 3] 87 S e (0 K X B 5 b T2 A ¢, B T 8% ~ 89% it AE A8 5
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BB AR W RN i 107 PR AR A DG B MTN21 45795 35 11\ FATB FH2 [8] B —5— i S 3F— 28 %8 B ot
EUR A M I, 1 88 TR 5 A AT T I s B T A sk 2, 450 IR A AR SR 0 A 5 e
XIE A K. LEAMY 485k F GWAS X 570 40 B A K 52 Fh - rb 8 11 5T T AR R S g I i 2 st 0B A7 1 3t
22 WE5E 78 10 AR Y AR |- BT 29 /4> SNP 7 p5, , 1 BE A7 o 5 B A= K e REAS v iy 7 A 121 i
(E2NTE Y 1 PO
23 GWAS E R EiEH i L Rk i A

B % A BRIA BT 0 R WAL, A= a8 35 (g B ) DL AR AR i e (5 e dh il Ak 45) © 7™ 5 il
AT RN TR R . HET, R R G B TN AW 58 02 R G 8 145 . DHANA-
PALZEAE T 373 4 K T AR, I8 LT+ AR G MR AT T M %, 3L F 12 347 4~ SNP A ic ik
1T GWAS, HE 25 H 39 4 SNP AR iC , Hidh 154~ SNP FRiC Ay T I REFE R P, LA 78 (R B0 T 5 2 )3 SNP 43
Fhric AR, I 5 4 i DR A 1) 15 % B b i mT L e A e DXl 0 81 4 o 5 R A, A L
PR P30, W R i 4 T T 38 A o 6 ARG B o KAN A5 R T 1 142 4 SNP FRC AT 191 473 K SR b A7
1] & AT £ B8 1 AH SC PR I CWAS , S5 245 I 3] 8 A~ 5 2K 1 & T 2k B T AH DG ) 3t A5 A, I A i 2
A7 5 BRI R B T 5 R S R AE S AR SE B R LI . ZENG 28 ) F R 0 B (SoySNPSOK ) X 283 143k
TS B R AT I R A B S 2R AT 33 009 A 1R TR 1Y SNP AR E , I FH K Se bR e X R R i R MR AT
ST, TG I 2] 45 A4S 55 K TR E HOIR A S B SNPARIC AL A . K IR FELE SN 1 (SDS) Wk &A=
77 5 ™ E U, R T R BRI A5 H | LALLY 45 % Hy 392 S H1300 A4Sk SR T 2H A A 24>
WS BERIEAT T SDS HUMETEA , IR 4351 FH 52 041 F15 361 4~ SNP A5 ic i2E 47 B4 A% 356 R 4 1Y | i S5 F1)
GWAS 3] 20 4~ 5 KT SDS HUHEM & Bt AL 07 1 o e VE SR A K & & B LA, 22 2KHE
TE ) R AR AR A AT WF 5T i K T I 8 0 A BN I AL SRl . SR T DX A )
LU 27 P0 219 AN R T 5 b R ik 36 b4 kL, 454 292 035 4> SNP FRiC HEAT 3L R 40 38, JE 78 1F A il 451
T AT R BT, OGS ME A EHER AT GWAS, 45 LW, 7E AR B i 3a S5 F L 31 DL 4H X
159 AL i 5 4 N A AE A S RAH OC . X eS8 R R GhRicH B & Mt T E2F 8, i —
AW T B R DAV e A L A

BASTIEN 45 'R F Al #3255 130 4K 5 5 R SEATH2 R0, IR FH 17 46 58 D200 172 (GBS) X K &2 &R
HEATRE D 23 B0, B 4045 7 864 /1> SNP FRIC , FI ] GWAS HI LD X ok A% £ b Pk dE AT s A% 22 i ot , e 46
%] GmO1 .Gm15 .Gm19 F1 Gm20 %5 5 K 7 4% £k 18 1o 2 A O A 1A% 67 5 . WEN &8 7% K &t 1 & Pk
RIEAT T GWAS, 25 A5 A o M e &0 e 5 2 17 5 RSP0 A B A SRR L . R AR S5 46 U2
J TR S R A5 4 4 U, PASSIANOTTO 25 1) F 15 £ 35k PR 2 000 7 1 AR X 188 3 oK b i il 47 17 ik
PR R 3, BTN 5 5 B T 46 196 4~ SNP AR, R 4> FARIC A5 245 & K W 5 iR 45 4 H i) bt 14k e A it
1T GWAS, Fe ZC DA I 2 5 4> X3k 5 K 5 g Jr AR 45 48 P itk 38 A O . LEEEDY LU 1S9 0y R Fp Ry
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WAL AR, X BT A 4R ORI R G AR I B A SR R AT GWAS, SRS 2] 6 4~ 55 i i 28 2k AL G A
QTL, 34~ 54T K G AL M-i 5 B QTL.
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IEAESR , GWAS 7 R EL L A 0P 58 B IS TARK IR (B 24 vh e x 7 i il B A B
FIPLIE A AR ZMIR AT 10 T RS HRARAIN TR A 38 4% 27 T I A T AR
X TR S LA A O A R BRI R 7 i A TR B R R 2 R s e £
FEPER Z AT TR 007, B IR AR 73T K27 DR, A GWAS FORX R 2S5 F R n T
PR FNRFIRE % o3 A5 BEAT 1845 2 20 A AT AR DR B8 B i 5

XFFAERE AN GWAS HAR , EH ML T L7 g i@ i . ¥ %5, GWAS J5 ik h i R &2 A
IRAEIS, ML SE A RRER TP AETE A EREIAR A ot T RER S M O A7 AE 2 5 R AR PR PR Rt DAL 7 ik
7 GWAS I it BT AN Al B BEAR S HG 23 M B o YT, GWAS X FHE (A P 3 AT 431 3 ) 45 7 ik DR 457 o Az
BOIAT IR T S8 4 3 B 108 T ARG 0 5 LR S+ 20 AT 380, O T RN SGTER R T R IR O R R, 8t A5 2 K
JF % H NAM (nested association mapping ) # & ' F1 MAGIC (multiparent advanced generation intercross ) #f
PR R G T EBUE FUROCIB A AT AR B A o 5% =, BRAIE H AR MR B SR vEmf M . H AR MR R AL A
VB P2 BE 7 MERR S AL 2 5 F AR PR SC A 38 4L 7 i SCBE . DRI, WF 5T 35 7 A 2 BRI T Rk
B B HAR R IEAT B 58 fefim, T B QIR o A B0 25 SR80 T B B A 2 vh o FEHEAT K NAM
PRH MAGIC AR i i R v, AR B 0 F AR R B 6 R R A, PRAIE SRR 1A P4 B S T fiE 22 b &5
e 5 .

GWAS AN T R 5L H EEAR B4 33 A5 A IF S8 A 20 AN K, WS Y BAAR D7 05 R SR ik A T AN BT ¢
RSB B o Bl A R 7k R AL 5 1 A B JR AR DG IR 70 BT J vk O AN W it 25, GWAS J7 4% i
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