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ob [ R B R ARSI, dEET 100101; 2R E R 2B RS, bR 100049

WE  ARERHCES T (GWAS)SEBNEY) = R AR DB R A 18 I F B . B 2 5 R 4 BUBOR 10 B FA K el T
GWASHIK &, fEHEDH, FIFHGWASAMY Ge s DL =1 1 45 #3874 R 20 7K ST 45 7€ &P B SR B4R 1 1H IR A 55 1) BE 1R
X R, T H TN R AR R e ek s . BT, AR GWAS ST 75 1% CZE R R It (Arabidopsis thaliana). 7K 45
(Oryza sativa). /N3 (Triticum aestivum). K (Zea mays)Fl -k E (Glycine max)Z5 & 2E 2 1 & B R /EY i R R IEH 5
B IR B35 A DG B R IR R (QTL) S A R S DR A7 i, ) B 1 I Se MR O B AR B A, IR R X SR R B4 F
LIRS HE e S I8, R = A o P R B R 7 R KE . 1O GWASHI . 52 BRI 28 K B0 o3 i fE e AT

TVEAIAIE, DU TSR S5 .
Xia

TRE YRR, AR K41 HT (GWAS), A:W1E B4

BERE, EFHFH, BE, BEME, P, KET7, BRE (2020). EVEEFSHINE: SREFEACH TR, Y5

% 55, 715-732.

1 GWASHI&

4= FE R 2H Bk 4> HT (genome-wide association study,
GWAS) & — P i A 46 4= e DA 20 13 AL bl 5 R AL AR
S ORI I S 3 PR 0 A 5 PR A DG (s AE 7 A, TEF
PRIKP AT RIS FE AL 1) TV . 52 GWASI) K
R R 2 — =2 AR K AR AR B AN P i (linkage
disequilibrium, LD). =41 & 7 WrLD /i 3 2 K &
(Visscher et al., 2012; Xiao et al., 2017). LDfJK/
F B REREAE ZREVER S, EA R AR
FRR K. Biltn, Tk (Zea mays)EEAA K LD LK
T4 (Oryza sativa)Ef A ILD/MREZ, T AT B BAR AR
B i AR LD A A L K (Zhag et al., 2016; Li
etal., 2020). &4 HIQTLE ALHF T I H A2 SR A%
ERER WU B, 8 I B B E AL B bR R AL
Rlo XFPITVEI & FRAELE T N A4S i s A f vp
P EH A (LDR), NSEIUEAE AL, AT
ESCPNUN- Sriel Y AFE ey NG RA R 2 TSy
A AT LA R FEo0 R E SRR IR 7 s B4 (Yu and
Buckler, 2006), H 23k 155 &/ HER I e A s R,
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[ Bof 368 A A8 S SRR B Sy )V, A A R S A B B RURE
AAE BB B 2 (RO 5. B T LD A AE
DRI 2H P ARG R B 2 R R R, 1% R
383 A i AR ) T 5 R B 7 A SRR, AN TSI o
A P ) 2 2R AR S ke DR ) e B AR [X

GWAS T2 N T i b 22 BY AR S5 (1) 3845 ) it
RILE R AL 2, T AT BE R R R 7E 3 41t
fi i KL R/ A s, FF 9 E F R H RS Fhrid. H
GWAS A7 7E — & BBk 21, Q0 1k 45 14 18 B MR BH
PE, 104 S 0 PR I AT SN A R S N T R
X ) R, R A R R W U T SR L — R AE
S b, SR IE AR ORIR A T ART vh  FESE 200 RATREAA
SERIMIRCIE, X OGS BT I, H TR TE IR
T b, EBCEG R RMBHAG A R E, HEREAR
SEFRRAA(Yano et al., 2016), BifE N Tk
B

2 GWASHE#&It
GWAS T B 5% J () i B EL35 B P O B ARS8 9 43
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B RABEESE . Hlm PRI 2R 4 2 R ORI 74 7
TR K G5 R IE

2.1 BHARER
AR R = E 1 R Y AR 7 R 78 ) 1) 184 H 2H 2 GWAS
R GBS A . (R, HE S R H DL 2R A A
(1) BEAR N A W2 I BFAR G5, FEAR RN A i i
KGR R, FNAAGEEMRMA R, (2) HiAkH
BA — 58 KV 18 A% 70 A B AN [R] B (A 7K R ) S0 A A
W), HAFEWBAMENA S, HEFENARZE
T (A AEAR L AL 2 im,  ORAIE H FRHAREEAS [F) 28
FENIBEAAAE — KPR 5o A 25, ATRAAA
Sk ORI Z R AR HEE, WIMAGIC (mul-
ti-parent advanced generation intercross)f 1A
NAM (nested association mapping)# 4z

FE AR B 2 5 GWAS % 5 % BE A7 55 1 50 H
(Huang et al., 2011). FEAEK, LD/, GBS
e R gt m SCEA RIE. (AR, Bk
. Rk, GWAST: AL 18 H AR IR 1) 52 A% 1% A
FEARZAEPERITE DL N 1 & 1d A A & (Wang et al.,
2020). 7 RUERIIR), H T GWASHE A & ¥ i
KF10043 (Visscher et al., 2017; Alqudah et al.,
2020). filn, KAEHIGWAS— M 7 £200-5 000
A (Wang et al., 2020). K3 (Hordeum vulgare)fJ#
A — £ 100-500/> (Kumar et al., 2012). X T %
AR L VR B2 BB RN A s A I
FEA T AE2004 DL _EEI A (Wang et al., 2016, 2020);
T RBZE RN, W2 AR DRI 2 MR 7
IIREARS, BIFRT5007 . 1E 2 He R0 A48 57 11
DRI 50%IN, 5004 FE A% fe ARSI Hh 2 7Y fig R 52
1£5% L L IQTLAL £ (Wang and Xu, 2019), {H &%}
T EH AR A AL L R 43 1 R PR, BE0E A 1 e A = A
FEARZFEES

22 BSOS

GWAST; i, LD SR L B2, Sl Al H A
PR LD FE R 38, AT AT R A P g S i 2 ) 5
J&, AL AT R SRR B f5 2 (b i 8 B BAR R IR 7y
BT HER . ARG & FEASEBIIX H B PLLD,
FIE AR MRS TR K 2 1) A AR SRR, AT 2
DUBBAERL o BRI, FEHEAT IR M Al ZEEAT R

IRLER AT, PR SE MR P A BRI SR i
TR

¥ W % 4 M (principal component analysis,
PCA)ZBERSEM ER M 71k 2 —. PCARIFEZAE
FHAE T HEBRBEAR o 1) e i A, RS R RL B4, AT
I BEA L5 ¥y (Price et al., 2006; Raj et al., 2014;
Wang et al., 2019). £ /FWEIGENSTRAT.
GCTAFIPLINKYY A] 5E B PCA (Abegaz et al., 2019).

3 L PCANT 38 A4 b ic B 4 30 52 T DA B vl A4
TR R, SR, A7 A REAS () 552 AL AR AN e fid
BB 4RSS (Martin et al., 2018). 5PCAR
7], STRUCTUREZS#R A 3d i i T~ Htfs ok {2 x0A= il
BRI 73X AN 1) L B BB B 25 ) =
AR 4 R Je A 1. STRUCTURER F DL
BRiEAT 4 /AL 56 At it (Pritchard et al., 2000; Falush
et al., 2003; Hubisz et al., 2009); FRAPPE (Tang et
al., 2005)FIADMIXTURE (Alexander et al., 2009)}
T RARZERAG T8 24 . FRAPPEBR Z Al 5
EKAE (5 4 %0) 1 77 v ; ADMIXTURE 11 STRU-
CTURE H 28 FAH A A #5524, {H ADMIXTURE () 3%
¥ EESTRUCTURER . fastSTRUCTURE: T4 1
ST AE 22, SR FH AR 43 3 5 Sk HEAT A R A Al
‘B v B M 2% L ADMIXTURE, # J¥ #; STRU-
CTUREIIR2/M %5 2% (Raj et al., 2014).

K22 B0t 5 [ SR FH PCARN . 30 AR A R 20 5
R M BER 45 0, DLARIIE 45 3R 16 W] 58 4 (Alqudah
et al., 2016; Milner et al., 2019; Song et al., 2019;
Zhang et al., 2019b). PCA[/45 - PCA1fIPCA2
REAE AR R 0 o0 A 2 TB) 1Y) S 22 57 - STRUCTURE
AR AHAKSK (K 13 AK: 2% 5 21 1 like-
lihoodZ %k, FI T 1Ak 43 2EL % T 5 1k ) 1 e Ry s & 3
[V FEAH . BEAN, 8 W % 5 log-likelihood )
A Ak, B A0 RE 05 B 8 BT I TR R B A 45
(Alqudah et al., 2020).

2.3 REKEARR

FRUER & ORI T LAl A T3R5 AT FE IR AL
¥, WHTHEZEL QNHERTERDIRE. WK
WRMT (T35 18, — BB SR AR R e Oy 1 B M
EEERWT FE R, B MO A 7> SR BIHE 75 52 5 L
T HIGWASH thm] DLSRAS U (K I a SR . RALRA
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X T ORI A B G v 7 v I I B A E B A (Gum-
pinger et al., 2018). K MNER ML E HERAWT
&, BAEAELHE R 73 1 7K1 (1) 5 B R A (1
4, TiemanZ5(2017)Fzhu%s(2018)iE i AR 47 4= 3
4 5% B 4 T (mGWAS) & 17 2 5 % i (Solanum
lycopersicum) i) 2 4 « SE0E A0 058 5 22 F A4
TrEMRIALR), AT B ENR R KA (Liu
etal., 2019), W/KFEZEFLFH(Huang et al., 2015) 4
TR RAEAE H(Ma et al., 2018a).

24 FFIFCHIEIRE

T BAZ IR 2 7 M (SNP) AR id 1) 3 2 ) 8 (Griffith
et al., 2008) & Hx}i8i4% Z FEIE TTHR, GWASZ
i 1% PESNPAE Ay 2k PR A X () () R AR AR id . A T IRIEE
PLEIHERAPE, 5 2 i /> SNPARIC AN B N= 2 K 21
K/NLDIE kIR B o BEAE 0808 B2k, Fr 7% SNPFR
WG 2, BATER RS, AR E TS (Myles et
al., 2009; Sallam and Martsch, 2015; Alqudah et al.,
2020). SNP:E: F A IR ZH W 3 A 25 3 156 FH (1) 3R B
SNP ¥ 45 1) 77 7%, W& % A R Gk £{(Tam et al,,
2019). SNP: F ] {5 B AUHENG B i, A RO B0
SINTIRARE AN TR, HE A R S A, H
JE S A Bt o R DRI A P AE R TR BT T RE B A
DR AR B AL A8 e, RSO A O B, T B BRI
R, AL M LA R — e . R
1M, Bl WP R R B PO & R, I AR A I B
T 4 B DR A N e s AT GWAS AT 58 32 W 1
%o R4 A D 4 5 Hoals AN ORT LU TE SNPFR
0, M RETH L5 DU 7 H (CNV) RTAE AR /B R AR 7
(PAV)SE G5 AZ e bpid; XARW & S 74 b b ok
BESEAS . M7 o AN AR Y ) B R H AR S DA R 3 B M
TFE(Lietal., 2017).

A A B &9z B T P8 I (Citrullus
lanatus) (Guo et al., 2019). ¥ (Malus domestica)
(Duan et al., 2017). /KF%(Wang et al., 2015; Xie et
al., 2015; Tong et al., 2016; Ma et al., 2019b). K&
(Glycine max) (Zhou et al., 2015; Fang et al.,
2017). ¢ & (Phaseolus vulgaris) (Wu et al., 2020).
Fi4¢(Gossypium hirsutum) (Du et al., 2018; Ma et
al., 2018b, 2019a)#1 & 1 5. (Cicer arietinum) (Thudi
et al., 2016; Li et al., 2017, 2018)25:454) (1) GWASTHT

BT GRS INE I RRRARK s 717

F o Li%E (2017 )% 694 18 M5 T2 53F 47 4 = DA 20 =0
W5 i 2955 DU AR A7 S5URS 52 A2 7E1M100 Kb X Ja]
W, ZIX A NBS-LRREZ A S a4t d B LA
22 AR B B AR 124 B AR S AR . L
Z5(2018) %) 1324 Ji W 5 j3E AT A BL DR 2H L e, ad i
GWASTiiik 138 1N SNPs, 5 ki A A Wi~ & fl
I EEA T E AR A G . Varshney %5 (2019) %
42947 1 W kAT A S E U e, %52 9002 A
Lt A A bR id o

25 BEFGERRFERERMIE
GWAS A i & PR S I 70 #7385 K F Logistic =] 19 45
B B PR SR B 0 A AT BACR Y — R Ak A Y
(general linear model, GLM)F17E & £& P55 %! (mixed
linear model, MLM). — i Z& PEAS R DLURE fk 45 1) 3 B
QELE B AT O B AR R AR T SR IR
MR RM AR SS MEPE QL SR K R B
(kinship, K)BRIE S FH =5 170 70 B R R R 2R 2506 3%
Iy Bl AR B R A B OCBRH H BL(Yu et al., 2006;
Yang et al., 2014). X HE MRS 2 2 K ZE 2w 1)
FRAE, TR A ZMERIR T2 B T H0E PR 1) 9G4y
Mo BETIRGARIERAATA HARZ T7 ().
FRRHE VR & B AR Ab P OR R A R AR, 1
HANC . Oy TIRTHFEEEE, iR, EMMA
Tk E el A R MRS 5, SR T I8 S (]
(Kang et al., 2008). < J&, AHZK I T A [FER
et RO AR I N2 AS W8 I R R A B AR I . Y
TiEAFEEMMAX (Kang et al., 2010). GRAMMAR
(Aulchenko et al., 2007). GRAMMAR-Gamma
(Svishcheva et al., 2012). FaST-LMM (Lippert et al.,
2011)f1IGEMMA (Zhou and Stephens, 2014).
EMMAXGE R HR 7 s B 48 T+ i) — MU BE, B
T BT RAE . K G AKAE S (1 B A MR I 23
(Huang et al., 2016; Fang et al., 2017; Du et al.,
2018; Hubner et al., 2019; Wu et al., 2020).
FaST-LMMJ5 & BT 4 HH A s A2 PR Ig s i K 78 2 4
EHEATGWASHT L, RHAZ T ik il T 4 € AR AL &
1£500-1 500 I /K FEREAR S TSI A AR5
HASES LE AR S (Xie et al., 2015;
Bai et al.,, 2016; Chen et al., 2018; Dong et al.,
2018). 4K, FaST-LMM&Ih M T /K. &t
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R AR A LN (MLM) 1 E LA

Table 1 Performance comparison of different methods in mixed linear model (MLM)

Population

Computa-

Method Kinship Precision Characteristic . Statistical power Application
structure tional speed
Standard MLM v All markers Low High >100 papers
GRAMMAR 4 Approxi- Very fast Intermediate Barley (200)
mate
method
EMMA v Exact Intermediate Similar to Standard >100 papers
method MLM
EMMAX 4 All markers  Approxi- High marker  Fast Similar to Standard >100 papers
mate densities MLM
method
CMLM 4 Large sample Better than Standard >100 papers
sizes MLM
FaST-LMM v A subset of Exact Large sample Fast Similar to Standard Rice (200-1500)
genetic method  sizes MLM
markers
GEMMA v Exact Fast Similar to Standard Arabidopsis thaliana
method MLM (190-500)
ECMLM v Intermediate Better than Standard Sorghum (250-350),
MLM soybean (200—400),
wheat (250-300)
GRAMMAR- 4 Approxi- High marker  Fast Similar to Standard Oilseed rape (200)
Gamma mate densities MLM
method
SUPER v Trait-associa- Large sample Fast Better than Standard Wheat (300-400)
ted markers size & high MLM
marker density
Farm-CPU v A subset of Approxi- Large sample Fast Better than Standard Wheat (100-1200),
genetic mate size & high MLM maize (100-5000)
markers method  marker density
BLINK 4 A subset of Approxi- Large sample Faster Better than Farm-
genetic mate size & high than CPU
markers method  marker density FarmCPU

FRAELAERIEMMA . EMMAXAICMLM# R B b TR SCE 51, sbAb & us sl LA NI RN SE it 4T o 05— 51 i 2RGWAS

N [FIAE T P A7 TE 0 A AR A AL o

Standard MLM EMMA, EMMAX and CMLM were cited by hundreds of papers. The column of Application lists the species and
population size of studies which used these models in GWAS of plants.

/N (Triticum aestivum)Fl 5K 2 HE 1 I mGWAS Al
TWAS (4 e 3 4 R Bk 70 BT ) 55 GWAS 19 97 J& 73 #r
(Dong et al., 2015; Zhu et al., 2018; Kremling et al.,
2019; Chen et al., 2020),

ERTIERRE E RS VIS, E R
AT B B A IR (Tang et al., 2016; Xiao et al.,
2017). Zhang#5(2010)2 5l i th IC Ak AE P T 5 A5 1
CMLM, A5 R FH 73 4 e 28 A% 50N AX B AN 1 s A%
RONE, TR SE T 2807152 55%—15%, I A2 ML fili |
AL HHECMLM Y5 5 (Li et al., 2014). Ffif5,
4k TF R — & ) B ek I ) B, 4 FaST-
LMM-Select (Listgarten et al., 2013) . SUPER
(Wang et al., 2014) &t BOLT-LMM (Loh et al.,
2015). TR, T HeE S 5 A I Rk R R

T, FarmCPU X - [i] 7 £5 1Y 1 i A1 B 2 41 B4 12 AX G
oI, AR LA R RFEA R, 38 W] DABEAT I &y
2 FEFRC ARSI (Liu et al., 2016). FarmCPUTE/NE |
o R K B KA A 7 B DS b A TR 470096 1
WA RQTLA % E KA EEAEH (LI et al., 2016,
2019; Kaler et al.,, 2017; Kusmec et al., 2017;
Bhatta et al., 2018; Kidane et al., 2019; Lozada et
al., 2019). BLINK%F X FarmCPUBEH T 1 FAtfk: &
2 PR T DL 07 ) 2] 5 RS % e B AL R Lk,
LD B #ebin 9% . BLINKFE A I %k 77 R 3z 3k 1
75 i #4148 FFarmCPU (Huang et al., 2019).

HHT AR H R C A B — PR S R ) A
SN AR BRI S F S RNk = 51 g S N A
ZAHM KRR E RGBTy %, FEAR
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MTMM (Korte et al., 2012). GEMMA (mvLMMs)
(Zhou and Stephens, 2014). mtSet (Casale et al.,
2015)FImvLMM (Furlotte and Eskin, 2015). ik
FARW, K Z A IAEIRIK S 7317 ) HE S £E Dy 250
R P LI T BN AR 70 B

FET AR F 5808 Rt B, WML nZ
RA RIS Tk, GWASTE BELAH R, 1t
FORPE . Gt RO AV RMESE ISR R R, A E
Jiike SRR EL R EE. AR AR
B KRR GWASTHE 5T, K Hl FaST-LMMJ5 2% fir
TR D, AT T AR D B B R
GWASHF 7T, A K FHEMMAX 5 847 /0 #r o X T A
AEBHE K. FEARKCE 2 NbR D% B RS R )
GWASHF 5, 7R FSUPER. FarmCPUFIBLINKJ/
AT b, RETIRIS TR, TR B E 2 O
SR BT, N T ORGSR B HERR I A AT S, VR
% GWASAl I 3K ] 2 MBSk #E4T 70 M, 20 B4R
516 H B AR iR (Wei et al., 2017; Peng et al., 2018;
Zhang et al., 2019c). WA 2 MR —
AN AT LA, W58 E GWASHE /T . GAPITHI
TASSEL J2& & it 8 ff . GAPIT # & 7 EMMAX .
FaST-LMM. Farm-CPU K& Blink&s Ax 2 #7, ifif H.#J
PLEAT LRI R R R A2 W . PCALL R R HIT S, 45
RUHTREXERE R AR (Tang et al,
2016). TASSELFR At FH P A (1 AL S i, #4E
faj 5, A LAEATSNP calling LD %3t LA K AR 25 44 43
Bré, |3z X (Bradbury et al., 2007).

N T PR BHAE, 0 R A R U SR B AL
R, T I 2 AL B 1 R e S B B I R
o BUE R BOE 05 Bt Fe e B LT B
[)% A \] 43 (Kaler and Purcell, 2019; Alqudah et al.,
2020). 40, 1 LR E IR AL S K, AT
VOB AN IR, 02 17 9126 S 56 36k A i 28 o7 s 1
W E A BE . H AT, 2774 Bonferronifr
1E. FDR (false discovery rate)l) } & #:44: (De et
al., 2014; Jiang and Wang, 2018). fEiX3F 7k,
Bonferroniffi IEVE & ™ k%, & HIHFIE A 30 40.05/SNP
[I%E . HIXTBonferroni®f1IE:, FDREEE NTERL,
BAE AR B N FDRE, BEFRICES
PORAE A, 77 U RIE . B ke 50 77 V% R 1T A 4k,
HiEER K, WEFEN . 2., Bonferroni%s IEAl

BT GRS NE I RRRARK YT 719

FDRZ 1 ¥ GWASHI 78 Hh i 5 o 25 1 48 1) 8 1 5
.

3 GWASHEUIE D HTRIE

BATCAIE TP IR T 72143 K REM R (L et
al., 2020)4 3 [K] 4 5 I 5 Hdfs 9 11K i W GWAS B
FHVE T RE . — ML, GWASHHE /- i f
FEEFRLLXS . call SNPX e 2L R KA Geit DA K
DRI R R R SC IR A AT () o

3.1 ENFHIEREMEE XS

#] ] Trimmomatic (Bolger et al., 2014) &{ Fastx
(http://hannonlab.cshl.edu/fastx_toolkit/download.ht
)RR A i o A R . SR (1) LR
FS P A5 (2) E43HN5" 0 i1 2 A K T 205 2E; (3)
K 5t B A T 20 1) Bl 3 0k 1S reads K JE 10% ¥ reads
R (4) KK /136 bpiireadst 4. b5, @it
fastqc (http://www.bioinformatics.babraham.ac.uk/
projects/fastqc) i £l 7 H 4 i &

3.1.1 REES

(1) Bt ik:

J77%1: Trimmomatic

java-jar trimmomatic-0.33.jar PE -threads 16 -phr-

ed33 [sample1_R1].fastq.gz \

[sample1_R2].fastq. gz \

[sample1_clean_PE_1].fastq.gz [sample1_clean_

UP_1].fastq.gz \

[sample1_clean_PE_2].fastq.gz [sample1_clean_

UP_2].fastq.gz

ILLUMINACLIP: TruSeq3-PE.fa:2:30:3 LEADING:3

TRAILING:3 SLIDINGWINDOW:4:15 MINLEN:36
Hr, % S sample1_clean_PE_1.fastq.gz

Flsample1_clean_PE_2 fastq.gz & id i€ J5 {4 8 (1) X

i ¥4, sample1_clean_UP_1.fastq.gzfisample1_

clean_UP_2.fastq.gz /& X $ 48 i i€ J5 £ F A5 i &

0 — o i dh, AOR B 59— i v A

J71%2: Fastx

fastq_quality_filter-q 20 —p 50 -i [sample1_R1].fastq

-0 [sample1_R1_clean].fastq

fastq_quality_filter-q 20 —p 50 -i [sample1_RZ2].fastq

-0 [sample1_R2_clean].fastq
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NP 8 R
ﬂ i cec T | A
%FEESNPWE] t FeFl Xt ] < GYHER >< fRitie >
[E@Eﬂiﬁﬁ} [ e J <7&z‘m >< o >
DR K=  Em
RekzEHI R
wgERM [ | COWAS
T A ] 1
D EBERLA
e
, s
T OWASHRHRLIMT | meerse, siespmameas

BE1 2R REARK T (GWAS) L

Iy AL
fEEH

Figure 1 The pipeline of genome-wide association study (GWAS)

(2) Jo A
Fastqc -o [outdir/outname] --extract-f *.clean_ fastq.
gz

e AP EE A B B ITE S hR
B 43 BT AR ¥ F it U7 R ow

3.1.2 HBHXRLERGH

F]FHBWA-MEM (Li et al., 2013)5;Bowtie (Lang-
mead et al., 2009)¥F /= it & 1A RO Lex) 2255
BRI ZH o AR Lo e | PR FE AN 7 5 R0 B AT A
PEA o B 1A 2R A I AL 95 250 SNP IR Sl
(1) HdE Lot

TS EILE A @RS bwa index [ref], Hdref

< HEWA T 5>,

EEXT: bwa mem —M —t [threads] -R “@RG\tID:
[name]\tLB:[name]\tSM:[name]\tPL:illumina\tPU:[na
me]“ [ref] [R1_clean].fq [R2_clean].fq | samtools
view -bS >[name.source].bam, H -t/ <4 FE%>,
-R “@RGMID: <t A 44 FR>\LB: <kEA 4 FR>USM: <k
24 FRS\UPL:< I P oF & 2K B SUHPU<BE A 44 B>,
name.source.bam&bamig 3 ) Eb x5 5 .

W Hext 45 k4T i #%: samtools view-h [name.
source].bam | samtools view-bS-q30 > [name].bam,
H-rfiname.bam &2 =1 it & 1 EL 45 2R .

s EL x5 R k4T HEF . samtools sort [name).
bam [name].sorted

© 0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany



T Lkt 45 B A # & 5 samtools index [namel.
sorted.bam
(2) BB LXTEER
samtools flagstat [name].source.bam > [name].
source.mapinfo
(3) A W % AR T ke [R] 4 11 78 5 i
J7i%1: SOAP
soap.coverage —cvg —sam —p 5 —i [name].sam —
refsingle [ref] —o [name].coverage, 1, —iZ ¥
samig 2 EEXS S5 RAE NI ST, —ofg ki th BUREA
BRI
J7¥%:2: BEDTools+SAMtools
bedtools genomecov -ibam [name].sorted.bam
>[name].coverage, i -ibam#&Z&bam#& X 4Gt
XPEER, H S R A .
samtools depth -a [name].bam >[name].depth, J
H-asgbam g 21 LEXT S5 R, it SO A2 A AR I P IR
i

32 TRUKEEMSE

{fFGATK (McKenna et al., 2010; DePristo et al.,
2011)8kSAMtools (Li et al., 2011)% 5 SNP A3 K 43
B, 8RR R Z/NT0.2. maffd X 1-0.050
SNP.

3.21 FIAGATK (GenomeAnalysisTK-3.8-0)3%
BHITRMREEMSE

GATK call SNPf 2F# z{: UnifiedGenotyper fil
HaplotypeCaller.

(1) GATK UnifiedGenotypers i 28 57 s fir 4

java -Xmx15g -Djava.io.tmpdir=./tmpl[i] -jar Geno-
meAnalysisTK jar \

-nt $core \ #LEFL %L

-gim BOTH \ #2425 46 1R 7, BOTH [A] i} 4 tH SNP A
Indel

-T UnifiedGenotyper \ #75 5 i | T.

[-L “[chrfile_name] ] \

-R [ref] \ #5355 K 4H 7 1]

-| [name1.sorted].bam \ #2f — AN FE A Y L6 45
bam 3 {4

-l [name2.sorted].bam..... \ #55 ~PMEEA I HL X &5 3
bam 3 {4

AT WG B O | RN AR T 721

-0 [SNP.list].vef \ #4178 5 4 e 45 Fvef o
-metrics./all.UniGenMetrics.[i]\

-stand_call_conf 50.0 \

-stand_emit_conf 10.0 \

-dcov 1000\

-A Coverage \

-A AlleleBalance

(2) GATK HaplotypeCallers i& 48 A7 i fin 4
Step1: A AN FEA K GVCF XA

Java -Xmx30g -Djava.io.tmpdir=./tmp][i] -jar Geno-
meAnalysisTK jar \

-T HaplotypeCaller \ #7556l T H.

-R [ref] \ #Z:7% ZE[H 47 41

-1 [name].sort.bam \ #F¥ A (145 7 bamig 3 L% 45

-0 [name].g.vcf \ #4i i gvef SO

-nct 4\

--emitRefConfidence GVCF

Step2: MGVCF A4 78 B A4 A8 7 Air i

java -Xmx30g -Djava.io.tmpdir=./tmp][i] -jar Geno-
meAnalysisTK jar \

-T GenotypeGVCFs \ #48 5l T. &

-R [ref] \ #Z:75 JL K 41 7 1

-V [name1].g.vcf \ #55 — A [ gvef L1

-V [name2].g.vcf..... \ #55 “ANFEA [ gvef o4

-nct 4\

-0 [out].vef #fi Hi 748 7 % e 4 Fvef Uk

3.2.2 BidSAMtoolsHITERM R EEF T E
bcftools mpileup [name].sorted.bam --fasta-ref
[refl.fa | bcftools call -cv -0 [raw].vcf, H:Hname.
sorted.bamZFEA KA FFbamig K LLxt 45 3, raw.vef
sevefig 2 4628 5 48 i 45

filter variants: bcftools view [raw].vcf | misc/ vcfu-
tils.pl varFilter > [name-final].vcf, HHraw.vcf&vcf
#2000 R 4528 57 4 52 45 3, name-final.vefie it i€ J5 48

3.2.3 F|AVCFtoolsZPLINKI B KLIFTER S LUK
REFMMBRMAOSNP, RIEXEKSHTHTEI
ENGIHZEHN

J71%1: VCFtools (Danecek et al., 2011)id i SNPir
A

vcftools --vcf [vcf] [--plink] --max-missing 0.8-- maf
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0.05 [--remove-indels] --out [outfile], HHvcfieaE 7
% e g Pvef U, outfile & i 8 J5 fe 2448 5 % 5 45
R
J51%2: PLINK (Purcell et al., 2007)id JiESNPir 4
Favefig XU 3 PLINKHS 3: veftools --vef
[vcf] --plink --out [outfile]
plink --file [outfile] --noweb --maf 0.05 --geno 0.1
[--mind 0.2] --out [out], H: Houtfile 2 plinki& Az 7
KRG R, outR IR AL S R
F|FHANNOVAR (Wang et al., 2010)%}SNP#t4T
R, K SNPHEHAERL R 2 E AR X A7 B 2K, B
SR B3 5-UTRIX L AME T X N T IX 3-UTR
IR NS o (AR, VERESNPXT & =M Hs2 e,
WA LGRAR R SCRAE . R R RAR J 2% 1 RS 42
Al o

3.3 BFLEH. FEXRNMLDRBSH

N T BRAR TR AR 45 1) I 558 5 5 Ok 23 0] 4 6 DR 41 O Ik
SMTRIRZ I, 7 BRI F SNPAE B H 5 AR R B Ak 45
HE PR QAR B A 8 R 2R G AE FE KRERE . % T-CDSIX 1
SNP, F| A PHYLIP (http://evolution.genetics.Wa-
shington.edu/phylip.htm). MEGA (Tamura et al.,
2013)iSNPphylo (Lee et al., 2014 )k & FEAL B K &
INREREN o AL LRGSR RITHIBEA 7y — A
JC(BIAEAE), a3t A R AT .

PCAZ> M € il RAZHIRE R S5 0, X HE A4
SEREHAT R ANBRIE . RO E BIE TR
BT R B L PR R oy, DL/ R R 45 4 1 SR AR A B 12
KK

3.3.1 PCA##h

(1) FIHHEIGENSOFT (Price et al., 2006)% {4t H
smartpcait{TPCAZ T (K 2):

| HVCFtools¥vef s 464 ped Fl.map S 14
vcftools --vcf [vef] —plink --out [name], H:rhvefi2 fix
AR 45 T S5 R vef SO, SO 2 PLINKGS 30
A LR .

plink --file [name] --indep-pairwise 100 10 0.5 -- out
[name], %I APLINKAS A S5 % g5 0, f AN
BT R SCAT

plink --file [name] --extract [name].prune.in -- re-
code --out [name].prunein, HH--file&PLINK# =\

AR 5 % e 45 R, —-extract/e E— % m A RE A E
BT SO, —-outs ped i AN B AT s HH S
(2) iz1Tsmartpca
ElG-master/bin/convertf -p parameter1
ElG-master/bin/smartpca -p parameter2
PCA 45 S o] #1 1k : EIG-master/bin/ploteig -i [file].
evec -c 1:2 -p ??? -x -0 PCA12.xtxt

parameter1 fllparameter2 &2 /M5 il SO, SO
NS HU ped SUA - map S K bSO 1D AR U
i3, file.evec/tPCAZE R, WEMARLIR. K
RO ERSVMES ERS20E FRH30E

aray g =|
SR

PCAZ T AT £ 7 1-104 3= B 532K 58 lRGWAS %
B AT IR A IR R B IE, — MBI I BE 0% AR AR S >
5% 1 3 oy RG22 0B BT . T A A IGWAS
W 5t 15 5 7 38 it PC-Finder =i # Tracy-Widom 4 it
SRt 8 A & I 3 U 4 (Abegaz et al., 2019).

3.3.2 FIAADMIXTUREZ#{TEE (A LEMIEMT, T #

BHRERRL

Input file format: *.ped recoding the SNPs to a 1/2

coding

plink -file [name].prunein

[name].prunein.recode12

admixture --cv admixture_prunin.ped 2

admixture --cv admixture_prunin.ped 3

admixture --cv admixture_prunin.ped 4 ...... 10

i H 4 2R 55 RS pF St admixture_prunin.[il.Q
ADMIXTURE (Alexander et al., 2009)5€ X ffJi#t

eIt IR —IREAR, ARBIE B ER

INIZFEA LR A AN E 56 BT o O EE (K 3). EI3E:

AN A SRR B BT, 5 RE A (R 2 DR 2H 4 1

#t. ADMIXTURE 5PCAI¥ /- #r 45 R — 8, Bi7214

IKFER R 73 J964L . Dy T G AR 24 3 LR S,

BN B 1) QB 23 BT 7 Mg 4T (Wang et al,,

2020).

--recode12 --out

3.3.3 LDREBESH
LD 4 #r % F 314 F PLINK. Haploview (Barrett
et al., 2005)#1PopLDdecay (Zhang et al., 2019a).
J77%1: PLINK

plink --file [name] --r2 --ld-window 99999 --
Id-window-r2 0 --ld-window-kb 1000 --out [fileouts],
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Figure 2  The first two components from principal compo-
nent analysis (PCA) of 721 rice accessions
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Figure 3 Population structure analyses of 721 rice acces-
sions

Horp-file & f 448 ¢ % 7€ 25 Replink SCF, --out vt

LDIIA .

J71%:2: Haploview

Haploview: windows or linux, same as PLINK

based on java

J77%:3: PopLDdecay

One population: PopLDdecay [options] -InVCF

[name].vcf.gz -OutStat [name].LD

Multiple  populations:  PopLDdecay -InVCF

[name].vcf.gz -OutStat [name].LD -SubPop A.list
RN V7 2 Br2 35 I 28 de KAB ) — 2 I 0 N

(R B AR LD 32 R B, Sk b B AE R VR AL B

BT WG RANE I RRRAREK e 723

R ARICIE B S ARG, € R T T 7 AR
0% L DA K T GWAS S5 R b i 355 5 R R R A
6 30 ik PR P 0 S

3.4 GWASEG®DERE

GWAS DLBE AR 45 /) FISE 2555 RAPE/E N Ih A &, @
HIRALMERASNP S A LB k. L
EMMAXFIGAPIT J 451 K 15 B S 643 #7 ) BAR D B8

3.4.1 FIFAEMMAX#{TGWASH 4

(1) Preparing input genotype files

plink --file [name] --recode12 --transpose --out

[name].emmax —noweb

results: name.emmax.tped and name. emmanx.tfam

(2) Preparing input phenotype files
RIH R =D H 3, 73R NFERID. AMEID.

FRAUEFFRIE . 51 2 (8] FHtabBEREIT . LAKASH

FEHE I ), wgan R

F 51D AMA&ID Eiiige B ]
Sample_1707 Sample_1707 127
Sample_1708 Sample_1708 133
Sample_1709 Sample_1709 NA
Sample_1710 Sample_1710 130
Sample_1711 Sample_1711 131
Sample_1712 Sample_1712 123
Sample_1713 Sample_1713 139

(3) Creating Marker-Based Kinship Matrix
generate [tped_prefix].alBS.kinf: emmax-kin-intel64
-v -s -d 10 [name].emmax

generate [tped_prefix].aBN.kinf: emmax-kin-intel64
-v -d 10 [name].emmax

IBS FIBNX P Fh 1 B 55 25 0K & 1 7 vE T AT ik

°

(4) Run EMMAX association
J7¥%:1: Adjust for covariates

XF TR A wE B REAA, LAPCAZ BT A FEAE
A TSR IE T A 25 1 0 GWAS S5 R
emmax-intel64 -v -d 10 -t [name].emmax -p phe-
nofile -k [name].emmax.a[IBS,BN].kinf -c [name].

evec —o [outfile], H 1, -tiZ B F A, -p&
RSO, -2 SR 4 K R PE, -t PCAZHT 45 IR .
771%2: No covariates

X TR AR S5 44 55 IO BEAR, o A PCATE 1 A8 & ok
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HrIEREAR S o

emmax-intel64 -v -d 10 -t [name].emmax -p pheno-
file -k [name].emmax.a[IBS,BN].kinf -o [outfile]
results: [out_prefix].reml and [out_prefix].ps

3.4.2 FIHGAPIT#{TGWASH <
library(multtest)

library(gplots)

library(LDheatmap)

library(genetics)

library(ape)

library(EMMREML)

library(compiler)

library("scatterplot3d")

source("http://zzlab.net/ GAPIT/gapit_functions.txt")
source("http://zzlab.net/ GAPIT/emma.txt")

(1) Set working directory and import data

myY <- read.table("[mdp_traits.txt]", head = TRUE)
myG <- read.table("[mdp_genotype_test. hmp. Txi]",
head = FALSE)

(2) Run GAPIT with CMLM

myGAPIT <- GAPIT(

Y=myY, #3831

G=myG, #F [} R

PCA total=3, #7131 T B #EAT A FF IE
model=“CMLM", #3i% #& it Fi () G Bk /3 AT A 2L, ] A
"MLM", "CMLM". "MLMM". "SUPER"F1"FarmC-
PU B i — P24
kinship.cluster=c("average", "complete”, "
kinship.group=c("Mean", "Max"),
group.from=200,

group.to=1000000,

group.by=10

)

ward"),

| GAPITE # EMMAX 5 5 .GWAS 5 £ £ il —
NSRS, SR E 5351, SNPALE (YO kg 5
M HAE Gtk FIAr B ) R — > SNPXT R 1) PAA (EP
LR OCFR R, PR /N5 3R BUEAH 5C).

3.5 GWASZRIFE
GWAS 45 B3 DL 2 ia i B A QQEISR R . 815
0 B B o~ BN SNPLE B i i B2 147K QQ
P Iz I S BB 43 A 1R 285 R o

25T K (K4A) R EAN S AR — 4SNP, xR

FSNP 7 3 [ 41 b it 4% A B,y fill i /< —log10
(P-value). %2 1 BIH LLAL (K28 (%7 IEP=0.01) 1
W /K F 26 (7 1IEP=0.05) % 7~, SCH R A Bonferroni
IR IEvE o FERAL AR y Rl ) v B X R 5 R A 1)
RERFRRE, RECFRROBRGE, yEB K. ZLDsEm, %
A1 b S A7 4 FE I SNP R £ S 8 MY SR e e v
FIMREE LB IIE T5RRAE, I AEPE /N 17 I
U o EEAE p BT IX A 5 AR AT G B A 15 A EE 2 A
3, AR — AT EEAT A

R 3k 4 PR A S K 43 A B T DA A7 1 L K
() 25 2L N, BB 65 R BB I R KA A . R A
EMMAXIEARL, LAPCAR T > 32 B3 (18R % >50%)
PR B X720 K FE R S AR AT GWASHE L. 45
PRI T S F O SE R T 1 2 5467 A (BI4A) o
filtn, 65 Yetiik - fHd3a, 75 4Ltk L DTHT. [
i, EALE15 Gtk AR (Chr. 1: 1.35-1.52 M)LK
A4S YK E#(Chr. 4: 27.8-28.5 M)& % & it
HIPEAR A OB 2.(Li et al., 2020).

QQIE T L AE4> SNP I 2 PR 5 A0 PAE ) 22
TR KT GWASSE FHEAT 4% . GWASTR ¥ A — /i
4SNP RAIFHIE, R HE 4> SNP A EE P -5 WLl
PR IZES. QQEI(E4B)EP<107M, BHATFIAE
A2 B, SNPASEEBEAL A, Ui W FRATHE 52 )
K FE AR 5 5 (R B 2 A7 7 S35 AR DR IR B VR -

FE T LDFE Ik ) B 59 A 55 25 S BESNP, Il A 25
J5 AR e AFIE X E] . (1) K 235 K BESNPTEN kbl
WAL B BN AH G XA, (2) N KbLAA B A7 B AH T
SNPE SUN—A cluster. HAr, NZLDZEEE .
u, RN HTKAEES Ytk b5 H R AE OC i — A
P, o FE A7 fEHA3al T, Al T g i X R K METE
2.68-4.62 Mb ([€l4C).

GWAS % & Hi i i [X 7] e il il & 2 5 T 15 2
KRG AR R o 75 G DL 2% A (1 25 R A3 EAT 50 UE
FHENF . (1) 18 Spattern: LM B RN IE S
Ak (2) VEME X A RIS FE DhRg iR SR AL, (3)
Fow S50 D Re it ot B ZH 22 s SR FGWAS S L

4 INEFIRRE

ARk, WEFEN LR GWAS 50 7E Bl 1 ) 52 A 2
EVEIRTE T 4 e KRR AL A, (HR X 3%
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Figure 4 Genome-wide association study (GWAS) results of 721 rice accessions for heading date
(A) Manhattan plots of GWAS results for heading date; (B) QQ plot; (C) Local manhattan plots and LD heatmap around the peak
on chromosome 6. Candidate region was labelled by red dotted line while the black dotted line indicated threshold —log+o (P)=7.80.

WA AN BEARRERS 7y B AR S, “BRARIBAE /)7 ]
WAR R T B UL AT M . Ak, GWASHE
TEGTE RO R LA S TG4 — N ER N ZAH )
BE ) A5 A0 Jie DR AR A4S o F) Rl R4 R 45 1] AL (D et al,
2014; Zhou and Huang, 2019). £ 4%k &
NIRAPGWASHIA IR T HL 4. TR RIEH
GWAS (Liu et al., 2015; Jin et al., 2016; Kremling et
al., 2018; Zhu et al., 2018). TR UEHZFHIGWAS
(Wen et al., 2014; Tieman et al., 2017; Wu et al.,
2018; Chen et al., 2020) 13 T 2 [ it 41 2 {1 GWAS
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An Overview of Genome-wide Association Studies in Plants
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Abstract Genome-wide association study (GWAS) is a general approach for unraveling genetic variations associated
with complex traits in both animals and plants. The development of high-throughput genotyping has greatly boosted the
development and application of GWAS. GWAS is not only used to identify genes/loci contributing to specific traits from
diversenatural populations with high-resolution genome-wide markers, it also systematically reveals the genetic archi-
tecture underlying complex traits. During recent years, GWAS has successfully detected a large number of QTLs and
candidate genes associated with various traits in plants including Arabidopsis, rice, wheat, soybean and maize. All these
findings provided candidate genes controlling the traits and theoretical basis for breeding of high-yield and high-quality
varieties. Here we review the methods, the factors affecting the power, and a data analysis pipeline of GWAS to provide
reference for relevant research.
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