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IDENTIFICATION OF QTLs FORPLANT YIELD, PLANT HEIGHT
AND THEIR RELATED TRAITS IN RICE

. o 1 1 1 .2
Liu Guifu' Lu Yonggen  Wang Guochang  Huang Ning
(1 Dept. of Agronomy, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou, 510642 2 IRRL Manila, 1099)

Abstract

Based on a DH population and map with 176 RFLP makers, QT Ls for plant yield, plant height
and their related traits have been interval mapped. Forty seven QTLs were detected; among
them, thirty three for plant yield and its related traits, fourteen for plant height and its related
traits and the additive effects and the percentage of variation explained for all QTLs detected
were estimated. The results identified of some traits may be different from others because the ma-
terial and environment were changed, and the true reasons of the difference will be provided by

the research about quantitative trait genotype X environment interaction effects in rice.
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