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Abstract

Drought stress is one of the most important factors limiting production in the agricultural sector. The use
of drought-tolerant alternative plants with high water use efficiency is of great importance. Foxtail millet
(Setaria italica L.) is one of the important drought tolerant fodder and food grains in semi-arid regions. In
this study, drought stress associated QTLs were collected and located on the integrated genetic map of
millet chromosomes. From a total of eight studies, 386 QTLs associated with yield controlling traits
including plant height, water use efficiency, plant biomass, root length and panicle length were collected
in foxtail millet. Under drought stress and normal irrigation conditions, 96 and 287 QTLs were collected
and projected on the reference consensus genetic map, respectively. The meta-analysis of QTLs was
conducted using BioMercator software V4.2. A total of 32 meta-QTLs (MQTLs) were detected on 9
foxtail millet chromosomes with a confidence interval of 3.4 times lower than the average of the original
QTLs. In order to investigate the pattern of gene expression in the MQTL regions, available microarray
and RNA-seq data sets in the databases were analyzed. Based on the achieved results, 95 and 2172
differentially expressed genes at drought conditions were identified in 4 MQTLs with a CI of less than 1
Mbp and in all MQTL regions, respectively. Also, eight key genes were identified by the hub analysis
which belong to transcription factors and regulatory elements. We hope that the results of this study
would be useful for marker assisted selection (MAS) and foxtail millet breeding programs with the aim of
development of new high yielding drought-tolerant genotypes.

Keywords: Setaria italica L., Drought stress, MQTL regions, Differentially expressed genes, Hub
analysis.

doddo

s .(al., 2011; Lata et al., 2013; Sood & Prasad, 2017
Ghle 53 YU B ckl (C4) au S Jler (g s
Lo (b 5 SEF GRS 4 VL s Jeos (G S
Aol 3 pde ile SU A 5 (S i oSan oV
e Aloses 03 03 W ol G LI 5 Sy
o LS e S Ll b alis 53 55 ol & Cl sl
Sz 5 08 s s S Gl il S S
Liuetal, ) 353 o pumms «ol 4 o e Cosgdoes Lol on
U oS il 4 2lases 03,1 Jem LY 51 (2016
Ul 5 s sk ol (S s S mle w
{(Diao, 2005) > 5 o ;L3 Geas 5 (ST 20 Glads s R ISes
s spn (Koot (25 Blod 5101 J S04 5550 -l b
g 3 So o (Lata et al, 2010) ol elis jaskie
oLS cpl 025 IS WL absses 05 oo sl (S
1S St 4 Mae Olslesy o1 A 3 Glo 5 ol 45 o

Gl 2155 OLLE W5 ediSs s Jolse 51 S Ol 35S
sl s ol Sl Sas el ghs s Lo
o Jeme ol OLLS sbml Ol ol 53 Ak s
Varshney et al., ) <l s, 5 (ool Cuenl 31 i
Setaria (L) P. Beauv _.le b L alsses 035l (2017
s daw g eds al ely; 0lalS o 5 s 5l S italica
Ll Jl Vo 4 s 3 Alases 03 s ale ol
MM&\)JJWPQQ‘jﬁ.&m;c)_fﬁ&ycgw‘
))JOUYQ}L&&JW@}J@‘QMJK)L&&
Sl adS Labge b 5 sl 4 gl S 55 580 L
WJ‘JJS) QSJ&A)J <=J§j.l.5 Lonne L}EU}- JJ).? c(alb
Aghtapeet)wl&l{”poj)ld\ﬂ@.-):;)ygwfa}

Vo) Ll g jles /Y o bl /0203l 0590 [ cow § (oo 9 Sl (oo -


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-416-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebg.ir on 2025-08-17 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2 ]

e S 4y Jems 53 Js 3500 slal) alubs

d\)&%‘}gjj

Quantitative trait locus (QTL) |, o5 “liw saes J =S
.(Kohetal., 2015) .. ,$

SRR JU N P STy JU U Iy W Y PP g v

5 sl ol Sa luls (St i 5 el s
OLALS ol s eslizal 5 (QTL) 58 i oS J 28

Marker- (MAS) Lz S 4 i3S o b 3l ol)s

.l assisted selection

2 S e b b e gQTL plulis 5 QTL s
Hu et al., 2007; Venuprasad) o » Lol Ciles o155 olals
Pinto et ) {x,\_;f «(Messmer et al., 2009) < ,3 «(et al., 2009
Sanchez etal., ) o 5, 5 «(Chen etal,, 2010) - «(al., 2010
4 5 (Bidinger et al., 2007) gd— s, 03, (2002
05SU el s 5 bl a8 § & 50 (Monteros, 2006)
O3 3 3, Shes 4 b g o Dlas sdiSJ mS QTL gL 3 sluss
lld (Sl e e 5o Olies Lo g aligspo
s 88 O e 4 sy (Wang et al,, 2017) coloas
At Lol (S 25 Jasd bl 5 Sl b e e
LaQTL L oS Slis LS oS ol opl 5 S 5k oo
G 1y Lol 0L Ol 55 o J oS00 obadds by ol 335
S Cdls B s aml b cal b s S pasite bap g5 g0 S
o 3l el Jalse Sl ks 51 3l LQTL mls sLzel
(o 31 (o 5 P, RIL, DH) oo ¢ 55 a3 535
lis Stz woslinad 3,50 5lal oy 5 b KL sles
e KL olad a3 oo 5 85 anly 53 sl
e oS 5 @l slasl il eds plals )
(Noorollahi et al., 2014) Lz slazel L6 SLis

53 B Dbl 35 ALS (gslEa sdiS sy Jalye
S Sose 33 Ll oS Slio siSd xS lad; b oda,
03 3 plS a5 o555 oSSl (0] sl 5, L Ol
gl Ol Gl Al 5 S asine |y WS Olee J xS s
(Meta-QTL) MQTL 3JUT 3l eslizal 38 #5hal 13 15 Sliws

SR sl A8 e SS Gl 0as Koy oy b

sl 5 a5 IS sl M e 4
PAlasps 0301 L a (khorasani et al., 2019) 05 (s
Joxb ad Ly LS Ladsde Wp Gua b edes j5ba
Ol ool o 53 olS il o3 0l Lol e3 53 o oS s O
Sl e 5SS 5 Oldl s sl Ll 06 ons

(Bhatetal., 2019) s, .

stlb K] )j)L{)}}L ‘(2n = 2X = 18) u\.:jjk.\ib gdAij)(:} Q)J‘
Ko 010) S8 p 5 S 5 Gos Ar B 00) olisS Ak 0550
> ees 4 (Muthamilarasan & Prasad, 2015) —..| (5L
(Zhang et al., 2012) ou5 LS u-“b.ﬁ)f’ 05l s b s
Sse 5 (S Slallas gl Jlel Jts olS S Ol ey
o=*is L (Fang et al., 2016; Hu et al., 2018) ol ~ ke
O o555 s 5 amslie Ol paligses 03,0 p 55 bl 0AS
55 035 10V (g sazmn 53 ol sdal al b OLALS Lla L
alass kﬁ-\ )‘ aS J)\J S99 uhk{j)(ﬁ) Q)J‘ BE] 6&[.@.7—\
Bl wdls B gl oS A5 55 05 O ced sld it
“i'.’. JA\{})‘:.) Q))\ S ol C,‘.g‘.;l} UJ»“ skasOlis g.,.k.ha U'i‘
sbbowe L 8500 5 0 @ o sl uo;;lv.;;@;ﬂ

N mms A5 oS 3 gdee Jalge 51Ol 4 o 2es Ol e
Sl Sl g S Ol Bk 51l (g5 05lis
r\_gj aw s Ol b 558 0 Ogeime S Gble s Sl
Wols ;S O Sl eslind b g i s Sles &5 ol)5 dods
Ao YN s Giailer Gl abases 0ol ods el (555,45
80 Jolu= «ode w55 Ol oplajls 3L T 5 05
sla )38 0esU (Qieetal, 2014) coul 1> 055 do s
iyl asle (Koot fas b oo Slis b BLSI 53 (53
5 = asle s Slae @il 5 Sles oJ 5SGL Jsb ey sliss ol
5o Bl Wl Hlia 05 AUS L Gy sl (S
(Ellsworth ool ol el algoes 0550 53 Jd5 IS (gl yms

etal., 2020, Ghasemi et al., 2019)

(i e 55 S b gwﬁl)jr_@a&uwjl Sl
&_g-jsuﬁ)j&{l)'lcl.ﬁjad,\.}j&y JS 05 Lo baw g

Vo) Ll g 5l /Y o bl /0203l 0590 [ cow ) (Suos 9 Sl (owrikigen


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-416-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebg.ir on 2025-08-17 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2 ]

Q\)MJJ}!

e S g Jemd 53 s 3500 slals alubs

«(Panicle length) J,3L Jsb «(Water use efficiency)
Node ) o S sluxs 5 (Tillering) axy slaxs (Yield) 5 Shas
e 3 QTL 8 4 by ,e Sledbl el cows 4 (nUmber
(R?) 5 bl dons (Cdo £ cpsipes S ooled
(LOD) . Confidence interval (Cl) QTL ,a Oluabl alsls

C‘jzlw‘ pj}g; S QTL g:,\.:a.ﬂjﬂ E) LOgarithm of odds

() dsd) Al

RFLP w2 plosl 5l anllas ool 3 tpor o (Ko gy 428 405
44 5 (https://archive.gramene.org wﬁT o) awsl S ol
e 4B 4y ¢l (Bennetzen et al., 2012) SNP Sew sy
i Sl 5l edd sl GLQTL &S s eslizl
E S gbdd e S uie b Sl el
Adesls JWl £/Y e BioMercator il 5 o4 ar e
Sl eslimal 35 e e ali (Arcade et al, 2004)
25 (SSRYE 5 SNP AAY) SLis W\ Jele MQTL 5L
bohsp Slio b hiys LQTL Olwbl (>l (e
e 3l e 3@‘-33)(* Ol 53 S SE a e
(QTL peak) QTL o i 03 S Lasie 5 LS b Sl
L (C195%) woys 40 Oluabl alols ,islis (28l 5 4l (53,
(osliial 5,50 Comarr g5 & ax s L) ) aaly 5l ealinad

RSP

(Vadal ) Cl =163/ (N x PVE) for NILs and RILs

w2 bl Sl PVE 5 Coxes o3I N Lol ol s
Vel 3,8 e 13 dge b s golisl sae S O sen &S
Visscher & Goddard, ) 5 RILs sla:pY Corax lp 50
QTL 3555 kb ags 3 L =T )3 .ad sliza! NILS(2004
Sla,lS 5l el gl bl sl (Sa) i

A ol> JUl BioMercator il 5 4y b

et g MQTL JUT t ) 5590 LQTL 6Tk
o5 S eslinl L MQTL 15 Olabl absls 5,51 5 Lz
QTL slaws pluly s bl £/ a5 BioMercator | 53!

AU s 5 5 dapsisns S sos odd oslper gl

VAV Jle 53 S ey MQTL wies iy 4 andlas
W whl Jaee Slallas 1 Jol slaesls plesl | shias,
Sl )l o MQTL 3JUT ol of 51 .(Glass, 1976)
el ol 5 lusls (Kap b glaand, 53 03 208
5 Jeols slaosls 5 eslizd L (WU & Hu, 2012) as Las
s glaibosl 3 QTL Sllas 51 Sh5 48 semes
3 Al el Gl S5 b 4 ) MQTL w4 015
MQTL ¢ s¢ee OalS 55 5y S8 4 Bl LQTLE x5 4
Troo Sosh o Rl s il Clis =
0> e s s i (Mirdar Mansuri et al., 2020)
o by oo 5 5 Shke J xS (Zhang et al, 2017)
«(Daryani et al., 2021; Khahani et al., 2019) = » ;5 > ,Skes
las (Chenetal, 2017) @)s 55 s Sas 4 by o Slao
(Almeida et al., 2013) <3 )5 i Jossd L Lag e
03 5 bin10.04 ;5 Sls 3 5o AUS Ol b Las e Sl
<lis 5 (Chen et al., 2017) ZMCCT of 4 by e sS
Aghtape et al., )s,ls 0 030l 3 (St 4 Jaod b kS s
sl 43 5513 ey 5550 (2011

DS 5l Oliabl bl 28l L 5 o cimen 255 0l
ol el Sl kol Goaaias 15l 1 leel 5 23 S
Slio b ke g0 5 ) Al B30 pleld e
S 5 s ks db Bl pd s 0501 s e by e
el g Sl 5 gbesls s MQTL 525 ) Sl eslnad b
Sl S 4 s [ len skl s 4 S 1 Ol e
Plosps 05 Mol Glasslyy s eslinad LB olans
38 eslizal

La sy 550 g0

andllas 5,50 Dlio b Lo 0 sLQTL 6))%@.-

QTL WS b Y sladle o om@ﬂ@z Slallas

5ot A kls s s Shes 4 by e Slas 6l YA
035w (Plant height) olS elo) ez 51 b

ol G,ae oL (Root length) «is,Jsb (Biomass)

Vo) Ll g jles /Y o bl /0203l 0590 [ cow § (oo 9 Sl (oo -



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-416-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebg.ir on 2025-08-17 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2 ]

e S 4y Jems 53 Js 3500 slal) alubs

d\)&%‘}gjj

S edels a4 sla0l o 1 (Y dsd) A3 ol
[fold change| > 2 (sl,l> slad} «l,ls, s RNA-seq oolalas
adjusted P-Value<0/05 ; [log fold change| > 1 j,le 4 L
A a8 ks 3l Ol slls a0 Ol e

BT Sl 5 ey s b0S sdanes DS gkatas
(https://bioinformatics.psh.ugent.be/webtools/Venn) ~ VennDiagram
RO ol

bl G0S Ged 9 S SR S g5k
Protein- (PPIS) o155 = 0 s 50 (S es 0 4Kl e ) shate
4 okias el lals Protein Interactions (PPIs) networks
STRING _l33lp i 5l eslizal b MQTL 155 s o315 Kot
G b 5 55 13wy 5,5 (Nittpsi//string-db.org)
o3ls oS3l G STRING s Sdlys sy la S e
Ol ol s e Gl Gl s S5 Se
el Lol G SSpRn e oRe s o/ e0)
b Sl sdaze b 51 Sl Jols STRING sls oS4
Glaodls 5 Slwlee So e e o sleesls
3T oy S ol ol (g es Tl gl U500 45 pas
o (S35 Sl eslinal b e ol st o0 S50 KR
s Slee KEGG 5 Pfam GO asle 5 Shee (sduail
s p A AS s pasin |y Sl g edd &l glass
0 Skl gl (Version: 11.5) s coo Slsle 5l
Dol 03 3 gz ge 00 rr S Gl Sl S Osehee YO 5,50
Sl 4 STRING 5l ol ofisn sl iSes
(Cyto-Hubba plugin) Ls sl <5531 5 CYTOSCAPE 3.9.0
Degree)  Slwbs o2, S aw 5leslinal b5 edd 3505
s Maximum

Neighborhood = Component (MNC)

ol s Olgea JaSan 5 o i b s (Closeness

A gl;';:.]\

slass &by Goffient 5 Gerber  gslgliy iy, .l sl
23S 13 eslinal 3yse g sde Vv 3l S adsl sWLQTL
Akaike  (AIC) ,e=Lli ;I QTL . ze bl sl
« BioMercator 33| » 5 .42 eslalinformation criterion
Ul e S e el e SO L ks QTL (g5 0 1)
Sl (bl o 5 Jates 5 s e OLES Jae N 5 8 Y
omt SVQTL ke e ol () 38 (0 3 53 15 QTL
Gaussian ) ol 518 ws 5 Lawsi LIl 5 4 53,5 GLQTL
5 ssd o ST AIC Jluds o S bl 5 5 (distribution
Ok elal el &l Je gl il QTL culg s
i) 5JUTke (Swamy et al., 2011) 55 o oy WQTL w358
3050 ool o 3l e Sl babre bl 1y de o 2
AIC, AlCc, AIC3, Bayesian Information .S o :pes
Criterion (BIC) Average Weight of Evidence (AWE)
Gloslns polie &S 55 0 bt Jly QTL dobe 0 e
(il S Je = 3l dde 4w o JEU;— Jde ol
Jbo cp e bl 5 MQTL o cuxdse 5 Oluebl dols

(Chardon et al., 2004) L& acul=s ol O]

L alasops O5sl passas S & o edd plulid LMQTL
A s 5 MapChart Slsle 3 5h eslinal

sor 3 QTL Lo >l ys w3 15 sb0) plubd
o3 MQTL s slesl 5 1zl sla Sl o e 5 L slal
eslizl L s LS (S5 dhols il (15 0l 03 25 5
51 «(http://plants.ensembl.org/index.html) BioMart oL 5|
g A (Setaria italica v2.0) Alsoes O3l By p 55

.(Bennetzen et al., 2012) . &
bl 2 QTL ks (15 @ly a0 Ol 81 w2

RNA- (slaesls tp s Sull 5 b JI5 s 4l 5, sbesls
NCBI oL 51yl 5y (ialesl O 5 it andlles 2 sEQ

Vo) Ll g 5l /Y o bl /0203l 0590 [ cow ) (Suos 9 Sl (owrikigen


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2
http://gebsj.ir/article-1-416-en.html

[ Downloaded from gebg.ir on 2025-08-17 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.25885073.1401.11.1.5.2 ]

Q\)&wﬁj&}l

e S g Jemd 53 s 3500 slals alubs

2l Oisl s St i b Jad e Slio s 5J6Te (gl eslinad 550 QTL Slallas o o =V J g

Table 1. Bibliography of QTL studies involved in drought tolerance in foxtail millet used for meta-QTL analysis

Parents of population Population Genotyping Population Projected of Reference
type assay size initial QTLs
1 S.italica cultivar ‘“Yugul/ S. .
viridis accession “W53°’ RIL SSR 190 12 (Qieetal., 2014)
2 S.italica and S. viridis RIL SSR 153 2 g%eltgstian et al,
3 S.viridis accession, A10/ S. italica
accession, B100 RIL SNP 176 41 (Feldman et al., 2018)
4 S, viridis accession, A10/ S. italica (Ellsworth et al.,
accession, B100 RIL SNP 176 19 2020)
5 S. viridis accession, A10/ S. italica (Feldman et al,
accession, B100 RIL SNP 217 2 2017), 2013)
6 S.viridis accession, A10/ S. italica (Mauro-Herrera &
accession, B100 RIL SNP 184 244 Doust, 2016)
7 Longgu7andYugul RIL SNP 164 61 (Liu et al., 2020a)
8 S.viridis (AlO) /S. italica (BlOO) RIL SNP 217 5 (Feldman et al,

2017), (2014)

S G L dad e se0S alelid S (alssps 03153 e s slawl5, s RNA-SeQ wldlas e b — Y g

Table 2. List of RNA-seq and microarray studies used for identification of the drought-responsive genes in foxtail millet

Reference Type of Parents of population Developmental
analysis stage

(XU etal., 2019) RNAseq S. italica cultivar “Damaomao” and drought-sensitive seedling
“Hongnian”

(Liu et al., 2016) RNAseq siagolb mutant foxtail millet variety Yugul seedling

(Qietal., 2013) RNAseq Foxtail millet seeds of Yugul seedling

(Tang et al., 2017) RNAseq S. italica cultivars ‘Yugul’ (drought-tolerant) and ‘An04’ seedling
(drought-sensitive)

(Shi et al., 2018) RNAseq E1 (maternal line), H1 (paternal line), F1 hybrid M79, a seedling
drought resistant variety and H1 is a drought-tolerant cultivar.

(Yietal., 2015) Microarray  Foxtail millet inbred line Yugul seedling

(Shi et al., 2018) RNAseq Four-leaf-stage foxtail millet seedling
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Table 3. Results of meta-analysis of the QTLs controlling drought tolerance traits in foxtail millet

Left

Right

M_QTL Cl(cM) marker marker Chr QTLS Trait Study

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Feldman et al., 2017; Mauro-Herrera
1 MQTL7_5 0.39 UGSF779 UGSF778  Chr7 16 B,H,N,T,WS & Doust, 2016)
2 MQTL3_6 0.95 UGSF807 UGSG810 Chr3 11 B,N,T,Y (Doust et al., 2009; Liu et al., 2016)
3 MQTL9_2 1.09 UGSF21 UGSF23  Chr9 28 B,H,N,TWS,Y  (Fuller, 2006; Lata et al., 2010)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016; Qie et
4 MQTL4_1 1.52 UGSF489 UGSF486 Chrl 13 H, T,WS al., 2014)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2016; Mauro-Herrera &
5 MQTL9_1 1.77 UGSF13 UGSF15 Chr9 11 B,H,N,WS,Y Doust, 2016)

(Liu et al., 2016; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016; Qie et al.,
6 MQTL7_2 2.76 UGSF617  UGSF622  Chr7 13 B,T.Y,PLR 2014)
7 MQTL2_1 3.16 UGSF158 UGSF162 Chr2 11 T,WS (Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
8 MQTL9_5 3.33 UGSF125 UGSF128 Chr9 20 B,H,T,WS,R (Feldman et al., 2018; Qie et al., 2014)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Feldman et al., 2017; Mauro-Herrera &
9 MQTL2_7 3.38 UGSF268  UGSF273  Chr2 7 H,N,WS Doust, 2016)
10 MQTL8_1 3.84 UGSF508 UGSF512  Chr8 13 B,H,N,Y (Liu et al., 2016; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
11 MQTL2_4 3.92 UGSF242 UGSF243  Chr2 5 B,H,T,WS (Ellsworth et al., 2020; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
12 MQTL9 4 42 UGSF81 UGSF96  Chr9 11 B,H,N,T,Y (Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
13 MQTL5_5 422 UGSF371 UGSF376  Chr5 5 H,T,WS (Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
14 MQTL6_3 4.35 UGSF713 UGSF732  Chr6 8 H,T,WSY Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera
15 MQTL4_4 442 UGSF947 UGSF957  Chr4 7 T,WS & Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera
16 MQTL5_2 4.46 UGSF332 UGSF337  Chr5 13 B,HN, T & Doust, 2016; Qie et al., 2014)
17 MQTL2_5 4.63 UGSF246 UGSF250 Chr2 7 B,H,T,WS (Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
18 MQTL3_3 4.64 UGSF781 UGSF882  Chr3 6 B,H,Y Feldman_(2014),Doust_(2016),Ellsworth_(2018),Liu_(2019)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
19 MQTL9_3 4.89 UGSF39 UGSF49  Chr9 8 B,HN,T,Y Doust, 2016)

(Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016; Qie et al.,
20 MQTL6_1 5.02 UGSF701 UGSF697  Chr6 9 BHY 2014)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
21 MQTL6_2 5.24 UGSF691  UGSF686  Chr6 11 B,HT,Y,WS Doust, 2016)
22 MQTL5_4 5.28 UGSF360  UGSF365 Chr5 6 B,T,WS,R (Ellsworth et al., 2020; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
23 MQTL7_4 5.39 UGSF648  UGSF658  Chr7 8 HN,T Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Feldman et al., 2018; Mauro-Herrera
24 MQTL5_3 5.85 UGSF354 UGSF359  Chrb 8 B,N,T,WS & Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Feldman et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2016;
25 MQTL3_4 6.12 UGSF866  UGSF858  Chr3 5 HWS)Y Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Feldman et al., 2017; Mauro-Herrera &
26 MQTL4_2 6.31 UGSF895  UGSF898 Chr4 7 H,T,WS Doust, 2016)

(Feldman et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
27 MQTL2_2 6.34 UGSF187 UGSF211 Chr2 5 HTY Doust, 2016)

(Ellsworth et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2020a; Mauro-Herrera &
28 MQTL7_3 6.6 UGSF626 ~ UGSF632  Chr7 9 B,H,T,WS Doust, 2016)
29 MQTL4_3 6.8 UGSF905  UGSF924 Chr4 3 N,T,WS (Ellsworth et al., 2020; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
30 MQTL3 5 9.57 UGSF1008 UGSF801 Chr3 3 B,Y (Liu et al., 2020b; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
31 MQTL4 5 10.33 UGSF981 UGSF987 Chr4 3 H,N,Y (Liu et al., 2020b; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
32 MQTL1 3 11.57 UGSF433 UGSF467 Chrl 11 B,H,T (Liu et al., 2020b; Mauro-Herrera & Doust, 2016)
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Figure 4. Venn diagram of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) derived from RNA-seq and microarray data compared to (a) the genes
located in 4AMQTLSs regions with CI of less than 1Mb (b) all MQTLS regions
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Table 4. List of hub genes identified in the network of drought responsive genes located in MQTL regions at Setaria italica.

MQTL  Algorithm cellu!ar Functional category Gene name Setaria ensemble
location of the gene ID
MQTL7_5 closeness chloroplast metal ion binding probable lipoxygenase 6 LOC101783519 1
MQTL7_5 closeness chloroplast regulation of histone deacetylase 14 LOC101766996 2
photosynthesis

MQTL7_5 closeness cytoskeleton ATP binding actin-7-like LOC101779009
MQTL7_5 closeness Cytosol RNA binding 60S ribosomal protein L3 LOC101769426 4
MQTL7_5 Degree Nucleus translation ubiquitin-40S ribosomal protein ~ LOC101764267 5

MQTL7_5 Degree Mitochondrion

MQTL7_5 Degree Cytosol

MQTL7_5 Degree Nucleus

Oxidoreductase

translation

Transcription
regulation

S27a-2
2-oxoisovalerate dehydrogenase
subunit alpha 2, mitochondrial
60S ribosomal protein L3

LOC101765211 6

LOC101769426 7

transcription factor E2FA LOC101754019 8
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