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2 EFE EBE D FT(GWAS) EM AR B Fhh pY Rz

W B R, B, PR

FERAO R 2R 5 R AR A B, R 8 AR R 610387 5 8 E RSk, ) 1510642

HEE: 43k 40 £ B 5 H7 (genome-wide association studies, GWAS) & i JUF X B AT R G MAT AL . S RAE4
RE B WAL R B TR, GWASEA i 2. FHERZREFREMNE, LEMRKZEFH
TR B A DR, AP RAAT. BARHR e BRRAEE . 2K EASNPLL &R, BRIRLE A
FEAR P MU B IR 5%k A B R IRS 7 @ 3T GWASEAR R E A1 b 64 5L A 94T T 4234, H R B4
BRI . AER A 3 — A GWASE K HATARARF A7 o SAF MR A2 s ey R R RS,

F IR AL B 20 X BE AT (GWAS); & 40 -7, AR F A7

PRARAAN 2 HEZL J k), T A2 ol b AR 25
RY e E B . FR, RS A K
PRTE SRETT . A Z RS BRUTEE
HEMASRS D6, H BAAEBENE 2
FEME TS T — 2 I 5Tk (JiangZ2001). BT
RN CBCE N, XA P F RS 2T, T
HARRBRAIB A N . AR B E 1 AR
A2 IK2012 3 i, FF HIEAEAS W38 0 (Stantur 55
2014), MMAESRABF R . RE LS80 T
ZINRARMARY TAE, SLIUHE i R A 2 1
K EASHIIEEAEER L. RS TR
St S R R, R R 8 = 2000 %
201 74F [A] 4 BRAE B 5 38 FE 19 25% LA 1 (Chen%
2019). HIRIRARORA TR ) St AN AT 3 B b o il
WEAM R T JE, TRA B TR RAM LR T
JEVRAE T B . ARORE PR B I8 A 5 0 5 VAR
MRAT E SR A P28 D347 7850 A, DAISR bk
PR AR R, 780 KIEEARAR A G as AR
BMai. SR, HTMARRAEKEIH, FEFEAHK
KB AL PEN NS 2, 5 R oK (Zea mays). 7K
T (Oryza sativa) % FARAEY) (1) 5 18 B FhodEF2AH
L, MR & R 78 AR R 2248 (H il 552013).

MBI AERAR . AR DL R P R v
TEE ARG TEINE, R B M TAEE EEX
RIS, MORIAKE. ML RS
IR MR REP A EH MR, BRI 23
55 DA K K [R5 3858 AR (1) 5 (Zinkgraf552017) .
SR E, B2 R s SR N R 4

Ak, A RS AR, &5 R A KB i
(genome-wide association studies, GWAS)* #5575 &
Y/~ O il LK 71 8 R N B B S T TN o
HF R, B PR PR o B IFiE & 0 R il
Fih B A5 5 5 L (Du%$2018; WisniewskiZF2018).
GWAS 2 HRischf1Merikan-gas (1996)7EHF 77
550 IR AL 2 1) I 52 H 1Y, I T-20054F 4
Klein%5 A FE R W53 D AR (1) BIF 72 v BTk S 07
EVISERIAT, SR 7 RIS . GWASRE —M
XA 90 R4 2k R 2 3 BN 1 A IR 2 S
(single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) Az H:#% 1 %
HEAT AR RIS BT (0 7 9%, BTl 9 X0 508 H AR
A, BRIR SE A AR A3 Ak i A2 TR DR K A 4 T A7
A5 FE PR (2 530 18] 3 B A P 7 (Hirschhorn Al Daly
2005). GWASIP)HEATT 272 S i A B 58 00 R
ALK ZH ISNPHRIC I AT 73 AL, AR5 Sivt H btk
RIAL 5, fJo B TSNP s H PR AR ESA
PHETEIRCOR R, I GO, MRS et SR
RAAR S B8 V)R O [0 HAG 5 8 T RE I SNPAL 5, AT
A5 H A IR AH IS I 1 i ide 5 [R] Bl 2 [ X3
(Gajardo52015). GWASAX i B FH 78 7K 75
(Chen%$2014; HuangZ$2010; Huang%52012). K
(Farfan®$2015; TianZ$2011; AR F2E2017). JHSE

ks 2019-08-30  fEZE  2019-10-26
BEY T AA BRI (2017B020201008) [H 5 H ARl
$£4:(31600525) P U IABOMO RS HE /=50 H [(2018)
GDTK-08].
* JEITER (xychen@scau.edu.cn).
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(Brassica campestris) (Li%$2016). KZZ (Hordeum
vulgare) (Alqudah%$2014). /N3 (Triticum aestivum)
(ZhouZ52017)%5 B ZLRAEY)h, 7B Fhh 0453
B T ARLF B (IwataZ52016) . it 2 3 (K] 23 B AN
WP AR AR JE, GWAS L4 NI 9T H AR
A S B AL LI ) FH 705, AEAROR B M ) 8
M H )2 (Dus$2018) . AR S H
PRI ik 3 R R 50 . AR SNPA 1)
BRI, TR G5 46 T B AN T4 23 H7 LA S ORIRAR 1
5 i 39 35 PR 40 55 5 THD N GWASTE AR A & Fh A 1
R HEAT T 257K, IR th e 2R T R B .

1 MBS IR R R RBLEE

MR B B B 3t A% 2 RE 1, BIGFE B
i, TR B B AT 3% B AN S A7 PR T 22 ok 55 F A (Duss:
2018), NMAKRE P TAEE S T GWASHE M E
Pl ERARAR R o (E AR I R, s R A
FSCAS I R B AR A 2 A BEIE . BT RA,
RGN BAL A 7 35 BIAEDWT TR A w5 D
WF LT BT 75 BEAR 8 I MRS E , S 3 B A i
YR (VL AE2018). TERP TR IEBERT, B
2% DL B D B R B2 AT S K FE B B AR R )
WifE Z R, NI HE S GWASHI R

MEIHRTEH, TEMRARGWASHEF 1, KH
73 (60%)BF 7t BTG P SA B A SERA 42 43 A1 [X R
FERITC AN B ) B SRR, A AL 7E A A R
A B PR (E T ) B AR ol B FH R 5 AR R
PR ERKEFRBE R & HTHARE M
JEARN A% IE R B S . H ESR BRI L T
SR AR S A 2, 8RR MR R ] B (quantita-
tive trait locus, QTL) ) & 04 FE A7 BA S 1942 7, X
GWASHF R E A A . WHEB L E, HRBEALE
G WASHT 75 5y H IR BH 14 1) 45 2R (K orte il Farlow
2013). {HEHEDNAN FFHE AR PARWT LR, @il
B RE AR — s, UL EBH RS WGt
TN B, S AR IR TEGWASHF T H 1)
HEEMWIZED DI . WA LUE W, B0 o ke
KRN T004N 23 3734, FEARR/INAR A . 7E
FEARR/NERUT T, WA —E 28, REET
HRE A2 75 REAE AR FRAIF TN G 1R 48 R 7 FE TR R,

T AL T SR A 35 H ) Hb Y ] L FE A U R
443 A5 X (Korte flFarlow 2013). fEF-HAMA B Fh
i, BT E R TS EE ORI ', W
FERE PRI S R, MRS A KR .
BEE B M TAEZL RN, B M TAEE RIMOR T
ARM AR FPTE RS A K AR AR E 2. R
1af A, H AR T MR FIIGWASHE T, {73
IRUUAE KPR (60%) « ARHM AR (46.7%) AT IS P
R26.7%) 0 E, DECE R R R IBE I E 2 A
P AR AR B g AR o

TEREAT B bR PR B0, BR T 2% Az AR
() B AR S AR A a1 BT R R R A
S B AT AT VR DL S R e, R O BUHE SR SR I T 5
PEUL ST BN . G0 AR AR AR R AE I 5T R,
AT FEM R BT DLRR 22 A4 K 5 Ok B OB TR,
D5 A 55 FE I, e B TE P ks 45 R (Cappa %%
2013; 5RIMAHZE2017), AL XS HGP =B £
3 LR BT 5T H 11

H AT, AR 22 1 A B PR ORIk 4
M2 FEAk, A T 17 V58 R 2 A ARG
aft, X AR E I GWASHITE 5T kAN /NP
Fl. #l4n, De La TorreZ%(2019)7E K AEHA (Pinus
taeda) GWASHIFEH I, 54U IRAH G SNPs
IR A TR TR A A, K2 HARE IR 5 AL
TA RIS 2 A QTLs I HAH I

2 S HEFELESNPAL S EYFREL

R, EEAN DR AR R A,
B3 2 HE RS (R R KT 1% I 57 S PR A SNP, 3
A e BB A A 5 1 (SekiZ52005) . H R A
SNPG I 5 32 32 FEAT SNPs F 45 A I 4 5 [F] 4
MFHAR. SNPEFEARCT 28N H T shiEym
AL TN A P ST, SR R TSR TR
TREFBEFIE e gk ik b, B 5 iRt H FRDNA 55
EREATHRE S OB, A L SR P R LR
(14560 55 58 45 JC M TTT 52 SNPAYL 55 . SNPTEE D)
TR EREZ . R IR SO
2004), 51 47K FE H AE268 AN FE L A 11~ SNP H IR
(Shen%52004). FHARIHARGWASHE FiH, 322 Af
FH 1 2 Hlumina 2 &) [ Infinium f1GoldenGate K




WA 5 B s 4 A R AL ORI 7 HT (G WAS)TERRAS 7 il e (1 152 1557
F1 FEMAGWASHE T L5k
Table 1 A review of genome-wide association analysis about forest tree breeding
: TR ARIRALA
A TR BRI e e KBTI i
A% ARMER AM KR 303 7680  MEEREFIE i A MR (unified mixed  Cappa®$2013
(Eucalyptus globulus) — P£IR A(DArT) model, UMM)
H AHiAZ RMVER; HETE  ToRMERR 367 1032 RS H HROR AR > M (efficient  UchiyamaZs
(Cryptomeria japonica) (1£¥))r= & GHTER) mixed model analysis, EMMA) 2013
=S AR TERAME 334 29233 RIS A I AT (general linear  Porth%52013
(Populus trichocarpa) (& M) models, GLM)
=S ARKENAR R ToME 448 34131 FERELGH I AT (general linear  McKown4h:
(Populus trichocarpa) — FEAEZSEAR; P models, GLM) 2014
[ZRE2N
F z= A (Picea glauca) — AMYEIR FEPERR 1694 7437 HPGH RO (mixed linear  Lamara%
model, MLM) 2016
Fkz EERIS TN N I W SR S 100 188591  HFEF iR A A (unified mixed  FKARIL2017
(Eucalyptus grandis) — PIR; Jrdudk (CFRUER) model, UMM)
ITEEY:S W R i TERAME 514 5838 R @R A AR (logistic Calic%52017
(Fagus grandifolia) (KRR regression model, LRM)
EM B AARTRIRFIA e 391 18153 &Y J7 BN (general linear  FahrenkrogZ%
(Populus deltoides) TR (FRUEHR) models, GLM) 2017
Ui las KRG R ERBE R 732 19506 =7 TR MR HT(mixed  Muller$2017
(Eucalyptus pellita) Mgtz FAR linear model association, MLMA)
BRI ERSERINCINEE SIS 505 13787  EIF TR RIS, 53 Hr(mixed  Muller%2017
(Eucalyptus benthamii) 1%, #F1 linear model association, MLMA)
B R R, AM F2ARA R 768 2191 FEREH 5 E A AF ¥ (regional Resendes
(Eucalyptus grandis*  TH4R; Priwte KR heritability mapping) 2017
Eucalyptus urophylla)
JKAENA(Pinus taeda) — ERMIR; iR BRAMEK 377 87825  HF VA LR ERE Y (mixed linear De La Torre
PE; Uitk A4 (FPUEAK) model, MLM) 42019
YA HEpR 2
PPy e
=fan# W e S ToRAME 917 8253066 T AR A B SC M Bdeird2019
(Populus trichocarpa) (BHER) (efficient mixed model
association, EMMA)
BNV EERNEN FoRR 4 3373 59222  JERE A LRI 5G4 HT (linear MuellerZs
(Eucalyptus grandis* KA model-based association, 2019
Eucalyptus urophylla) LMA)/ R A 2 MBI Se Tk
43 M7 (mixed linear model-
based association, MLMA)
=fan# TERPRIR; 2EH ToRME 882 6781211 HllF A FEDN 2 RO A A AR Bdeird2019
(Populus trichocarpa) — PEIR FHELEER) T ST HT (genome-wide

efficient mixed-model asso-
ciation, GEMMA)

FE N &4 . Porth%5(2013)KH T llumina Infinium
34K SNPEEK 73 BUFE S, 1Z [ 51 N334 T KB
H#(Populus trichocarpa) ™MK EEAAR H )29 233
AR R I SNP ARG HY 293 500> 1] H [ SNPs;

McKown%5(2014)7EE A A S MARGWASHE 7L
b [E FEAS ] 7 Tlumina Infinium 34K SNPJEE 43 7Y

MeA1, 31377534 131M%iESNPs; Lamara%:(2016)

DA FH 14 2 lumina Infinium>F 4 [JHD iSelectk
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AT SNPHEE 4378, Uchiyama®5(2013)7ZE%F H AHiiF
(Cryptomeria japonica)lFJGWASH 5T H F| H Illumina
GoldenGate “F- 5 [fJSNPHE [K 43 R 5], 1% £ SNPH
RS AR 53647 % FE141~SNP; 1fij Sansaloni
SE(2010) )L [ 1B XS ¥t (Eucalyptus globulus)IT K
T T A TR A R IRy B 1) o T S AR PR
B AR (DAIT) R 5 A

A DRI 2H #1014 R R R R A (1) QTL S8
PEERME T R (R £ 40%52015), 4 HYE
) NN =7 S = S D o aYS E 2 1]
RIS 3 (1 SNPA A S o T T S BT 7, ELX
AREN7AE 57 5 A T I SNPASE s R AT SNPA A5 1)
B R, DuZE(2018)7EMifE (Anemone vitifolia)
GWASTHIF 7 FI F B 74 R 3K £317 883 10841
J & [YISNPs; Fang5(2017)/ff F BB I T LAt
FHEEFPCRFII 7 57 0% 56 UE SNP I FH 5 1, 3%
82 167 186/ ILIISNPs; SMRZ4(2016)7E JEMM 7K
e I GWASHF 7T Fb 1) FH Rt o 8 [lumina i F7 7 A
XT84y A EIM K FEE AT B 7, $RA52 317 937/1~SNPs.
B D AR AN W4 v, A 3 TR A PR A
EH R FBE. MAE R AT 78 P ORI £ 26 T
GWAS [FIBF 7t 5K F 2 i 3 o 3 DU 7 119 07 725 3R B
2 FE R [F)SNPAL s . 7l i Fahrenkrog5(2017)id
IEXF18 153> 5 PRIk AT 5 [m) =500 3 1 07 VR At 9 2R
KAIAA A L BEIR 2 T8 R ORI Bdeir5(2019)7E
XoF B FA% B R IR G WA SHIF 4T Hh {5 A 3000 e
RIKE8 253 06641 SNPsH T J5 4241 #7; De La
Torre%5(2019)7F K JEAA 5 24 IR I GWASHF 72 1,
FIFH I 738435 200 0004~SNPs, I ik #E6
350/ SNPshric BT R 43 2,

3 BHALEMFIEDA FE O

MARGWASHEFT HH FE A& K, SNPHRICAL &
%, B G BH I AN T AR A B R T Ik H
H b PR A S B 19 SNPAT £ (Chanock%£2007)
T MR AR GWASHT 7 BT 326 1 A B SREA% 1 5t — 3K
BUHLE) B R, AR ERE R, AR
T I BRAS [ [X 38 1) A 2 B) A7 AR 8 AR 22
TE R Hr i) 2 T BUE R S B (Cappa®$2013).
AT 1H 22 o) i 9 A AR AT BE AR 5 Rt 9, DAV B

Bk D ARG . TEMRARGWASHE T, Bk 4
PRI 758 F AT 32 A3 o AT i R A 4 A 2R )
Mrik.

F RS o AT R R R SR Ok R AR R
THE AR ) AR, LA s WS [) A i) ) 38t A%
ZS . LR ENH TR SRS E R
R BUAR 3 BLA 0 T T DA A a2 A A4
SE R RIS BT I RE MR, (B 12 7 VSRR A R /N
[RIRZIRE K . Porth%5(2013)FE R 58 Ht g bk S b A
KK s R g, SR T 5 1120 [m] A (B 2 T
PCARAY, Ji it DU 1745 5 v U % 3 oy, It
e A iR 5 DR A B804 TP 90% i 78 S IR RRAIE
1800 2 B2 #E4T 20 M7 ; LamaraZ5(2016) A1 ] 3 52>
SIHTVPAL T 1 694 FE AR B HR O AR (E R 1A
ghbg; Calic(2017) W F] H 32 14 43 B 5 ik 46
FERBEAT T 45 HIVEAG, 45 R 506N F15 8384
SNPsH i 2t H A3 2K (19327 > AMAFI3 220~SNPs
R R I

TR B ZR MRS R 1 2 00 RAE N BE AL,
PR EHE A g [ 8 8L, FFK il S A A R 22 2%
FEE 2, AT T DAY B B A0 B A4 5 1 Hh o 4 0%
RN R HT 52 o 5 R B B I w5 7
AT LR AL 1T (Yang252014) . 78 SR AR GWASHF
FoHh, TR 2R PR AL N A SR e, bk
KM E P TAEH FrR . Uchiyama®$(2013)
PO T =AML A 45 A0 B TR o0 R AN R
A (naive i AY) . 7 G B AR B DA U B PR 45 4
(AR Y (QAEZRY ) LA R 0, 2 P 6 1) R0 2 T Fs i 1Y) 58
J& K Z AL T VR S AL (QHKAAY), 25 R i 7R naive
BRIt v 22 5K, Q+KOBEAY 1) 1 41 mT e M B
/Iy McKown%§(2014) ) ] 45 — VR & S A5 1Y
(UMM) PEAG 1 B A o st A 25 F 0 SR R (1) 5
FHfE FBIC LU 1R 2 18] (1 0 SUALL SRR

4 KEAIEE SIRiEREEZHTE

SRIAE B 5 ik i B DR F2 4 A2 AR GWASHE 72
R0 TAE . fERBCa AT, BARA D53 it
FARIRR T LB (McKown 2013), {HEf#
SRR A I AR Y VR A R MR AE S & R I
72 M (Korte flFarlow 2013), A& F TAE 1




B0 A0 4 T PR 2 SR I 20 T (GWAS)ZE R A B Fb rb i 137 1559

B SK B 22 Hb A FH VA 2R AR B AT OB A AT, I
BT AR BT AN [0 SRR A e R A .
KPR, 67%HIT 7t it F G I 3 A B 28 Dy % 2
BRERIIR A LR,
Porth%%(2013) £ 1 F AR 11 IR GWA SHIF 52
o5 B H 1414 SNPsAV 5 5 16/ AR IR 2. 35 A
%, IR IR L R 41 %67 5 S 5 ARM IR EE
K455 UchiyamaZs(2013)7EHT 5t H AMIAZ I,
IR B 42 MRS B DG I 23 AT 4K B 6187 (1 SNPs ir
s Cappa(2013)E W A% ) & AP 7T, Rl 318
A PERRA B bR s, FHe 16N Sl fe 4k
KARE, 24 5 AR 2 AR (S G L) R AR,
I H K 5-F2 A0 Bl (F5SH) HE R 9 38 52 £ 211 Mb P
McKown%5(2014) 72X ##4 FI GWASHE i, #£19
ZeL iR 15 B 14104 SNPs A o5 5 1R I 35 A1
K, FERR A JE DR 3 A5 30 5 W fige P IR AH G (1) 2 [
2400 SR A G BE RIS3A DL K A B AR
AMEARF IR B FE R 25 Lamara®$(2016)7E H =12
(Picea glauca) )& FPft ¢ oA FH DI 73 A 45 7
FEANARM AR I R ] 2214229~2924, FHF H
180 A JoT 8 AH G 8 R A 1 A o 8 e 3Rk I 2% 5
Resende®5(2017)7EAZ I & BB 5T b, 1) A IX J5ist
1% J1/F P (regional heritability mapping)#& il 5] €1,
2 1914NSNPsAL 5 264 i IR A7 2, A
GWASKHE I £ 13/ SNPsA7 55 5 MR AH 2% Calicss:
017 FEXT 1L B (Fagus grandifolia) W 2 Hiiw
PE BT FE b, A8 4> SNPs 5 1R A 55 2 A1 5%,
HAgFRAC AL 5 AL B 55 e AR (1) — N b 4 )8
B A E HAmRNA L EE R . FahrenkrogZ(2017)
16 %) 35 B4 (Populus deltoides) i GWASHT 5T
ORI, BT R BLERAE 6 N SNPs 5 2 A%, 1
Muller%5(2017) W AE R4 & FhEEfA, LR T LA
kB 5GWASIIL S, WA TERHALE HTE
BT A B AR R, SEDR IR B AR T-GWAS. 7Kg
TL(2017) X EMZ (Eucalyptus grandis) B EYEIR 1)
GWASHIEFTH, % 5E 159> SNPs 55 e tf Al B2 45 /)
06 e B i B A OC, AN B 58 A 7E 8 4% Y AR AE |
SIS SHMPUTE . ERRE . PR LA
TEF . & RIPME RS ¢ BdeirdF (2019)7E X 1
W BB Bz SCERAE ST R, A F 424N 55 PR L A

fik SN . ChhetriZ (2019) 74 £ PEIRGWAS
WEFLH R I, 22 PR I 7 A b B MR OGBE 43 #r
BN 25, % T2 R L3Rk I 4% it U H A H

Mueller%5(2019) U E 4% 1 A7 1) GWASFIEE A 1)
GWASHIZE, THITINN: BEA I GWASREES 51N

(2019)FE K HFA FIBIF 7T Fp 25 5 HH2 335N 1 5 1%
RAH R AISNPSAL 5, FFAERT FTHH 45 H RAZ I -1
i FBUREHER B AL A2 5

5 hRRE

GWAS & B 28 HUE VEIR € AL 1947 2T BL, 1%
AT T B R AR, A B SRR AR B AT [R]
i %ot 2 AR EEAT 70 A, B PER G SNPAL

A AT LRI BR A, R Al 2 2 2 R o ) A A
RETRT I B8 5 AN 2 5 AR AR B 268 K38 73 IR 38
TRl 22 3 DR 47 i A B MR (De La Torre%52019),
AN RN IR B DT R EE AT AR /N, FEGWASH AT
A B R K, AT ASBERAE AR 248 k. 7
P E M, CEH X IZER AN Z
DengZ5(2019)7E % /K 4+ (Bubalus bubalis)i= JiH IR
FIRE T, 15 RN T GWAS 554 3 K] L 208 W)
253 M1 (weighted gene co-expression network analy-
sisfHEE G 5%, 4 a e B, e8] 1124
H5PgyEa R A IR . tehh, B ROR
R AN AR BT R Ak, 2 2 HRE 70 B FIGWAS
JIEIZRET O], I HEM R sl % B
AR AL 2 B 255 0 M DR AE W B2 (Nicotiana
tabacum) " A5 1K I (ZhouZE2015) . fEMRARF Fh
mh, NN ST AN N N E L s KAt T
o (R R FT T T T A A T B, Ak BN e Ak
HEMER.

GWAS R U4 B FH B MR F M LAE S, H
REIF B S B AE T H0 5 B BIVEIRAH < I SNPs
AL R e DX TR /A 3k B DR L, W 2D FOBIE 5 %o i 3K
7319 H A HE R AT W SE R IR E . FE S5 SRR AT
Hh IR 75 5 GWAS [ 45 S kAT SIE86 5 ik AR N
W,
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Application of genome-wide association analysis (GWAS) in forest tree
breeding

QUE Qing-Min, OUYANG Kun-Xi, LI Pei, CHEN Xiao-Yang

College of Forestry and Landscape Architecture, South China Agricultural University;, Guangdong Key Laboratory for
Innovative Development and Utilization of Forest Plant Germplasm, Guangzhou 510642, China

Abstract: Genome-wide association studies (GWAS) have been developed in recent years as an effective meth-
od for analyzing the genetic basis of phenotypic diversity in humans, animals or plants. It has many advantages,
such as high throughput, high precision and high speed, etc. This paper reviews the application of genome-wide
association analysis in tree breeding from the aspects of selection of germplasm materials, selection of target
traits and phenotypic identification, acquisition of genome-wide single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) mark-
ers, analysis of population structure and linkage imbalance, association mapping and discovery of candidate
genes, and puts forward the prospect of future research. It is expected to provide basis and reference for further
research on genetic basis of various traits in tree breeding by using genome-wide association analysis.
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