
Abstract
Soybean (Glycine max L.), a major oilseed crop of India, is predominantly cultivated during the kharif season under rainfed conditions. The 
development of early-maturing varieties is crucial due to the short growing season and the risks posed by terminal stresses like drought 
and high temperatures. To determine the genetics of photoperiod sensitivity, two soybean genotypes namely, SKAF148 (photoperiod 
insensitive) and DS9712 (photoperiod sensitive) were crossed. The F1 hybrids of the cross SKAF148 × DS9712 indicated that early flowering 
is predominant under short-day conditions, while intermediate flowering occurred under long-day conditions. The F2 plants on the other 
hand exhibited a continuous variation in photoperiod sensitivity indicating the trait to be controlled by polygenes. For trait mapping, 
519 SSR markers were used, of which 258 were polymorphic. Analysis of 250 F2 segregating population led to the identification of five 
QTLs for days to flowering; one QTL each on chromosome 10 (qDF10.1) and 11 (qDF11.1), and three QTLS on chromosome 19 (qDF19.1, 
qDF19.2, qDF19.3) explaining 44.34% of the phenotypic variance. Similarly, five QTLs were mapped for days-to-maturity; two QTLs on 
chromosomes 1 (qDM1.1 and qDM1.2) and one QTL each on chromosome 4 (qDM4.1), 5 (qDM5.1) and 11 (qDM11.1), accounting for 
34.89% of the variance. Chromosome 19 was notably involved in flowering regulations these 3 QTLs have been validated. The proximity 
of some QTLs reflects their potential for yield improvement. The genetic insights and QTLs identified in the present study along with 
the linked SSR markers, offer valuable resources for breeding soybean varieties adapted to diverse agricultural conditions across India.
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Introduction
Soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merr.] is a globally significant 
oilseed crop, widely recognized for its essential contributions 
to both nutrition and industry (Modgil et al. 2021; Anderson 
et al. 2019). Soybean is a legume crop belonging to the family 
Fabaceae and the genus Glycine, characterized by their ability 
to fix atmospheric nitrogen, enriching soil fertility (Sabagh et 
al. 2020). As one of the foremost sources of protein and oil, 
soybean is integral to meeting the dietary needs of people 
around the world and supports a wide range of industrial 
applications, including food products, animal feed, and 
biofuels, establishing its role as a cornerstone of modern 
agriculture (Song et al. 2004; Dwevedi et al. 2011; Baraibar 
et al. 2023; Barboza et al. 2024).

Globally, soybean production reached approximately 
381 million metric tons in the 2023-24 crop year, with the 
United States, Brazil, and Argentina leading in output 
(USDA, 2024). In India, soybean is a crucial crop cultivated 
primarily in Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Rajasthan, 
Karnataka, Telangana, and other states, contributing to 
a total production of around 11 million metric tons in 
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2023 (Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, 2023). 
The crop’s diverse applications and benefits underscore 
its importance in Indian agriculture and food systems 
(Mishra et al. 2024). Despite its growing significance, 
India’s soybean productivity remains lower compared to 
leading producers worldwide, averaging about 850 kg per 
hectare (Indian Council of Agricultural Research, 2023). This 
productivity gap highlights the urgent need for enhanced 
agronomic practices and targeted research to boost 
soybean farming efficiency in the country. Understanding 
the genetic underpinnings of key agronomic traits, such as 
flowering time and maturity, is vital for improving soybean 
productivity and adaptability across different environments 
(Fang et al. 2024; Vogel et al. 2021; Miranda et al. 2020). 

Early flowering and maturity in soybeans are critically 
important due to the diverse and often challenging climatic 
conditions across the country (Choudhary et al. 2019). 
India’s varying weather patterns, including regions with 
shorter growing seasons and unpredictable monsoon 
rains, make early-maturing soybean varieties essential for 
ensuring timely harvests and mitigating yield losses caused 
by adverse weather (Choudhary et al. 2019; Praharaj et al. 
2023; Das 2024). These early varieties also enable farmers to 
optimize the cropping system by allowing planting of the 
subsequent crops, thereby enhancing land productivity, and 
improving economic returns (Shah et al. 2021). Additionally, 
early maturity can help manage pest and disease risks by 
reducing the exposure period, further contributing to stable 
and higher yields. Given these advantages, the development 
and adoption of early-maturing soybean cultivars is crucial 
to defend India’s agricultural challenges and maximizing 
the benefits of soybean cultivation (Yadav et al. 2017; Singh 
et al. 2019; Bhartiya et al. 2024). In India, the importance of 
early maturity soybean can be understood from the fact 
that major indent (648 q/year) of breeder seeds contributing 
from photo insensitive class rather than photosensitive 
varieties (Tripathi et al. 2021).

The genetic regulation of flowering time and maturity 
in soybeans is governed by a complex network of genes 
influenced by environmental factors such as photoperiod 
and temperature. Central to this regulation are the E loci 
(E1 to E11), which play a significant role in determining the 
timing of flowering and maturation, especially under varying 
photoperiods. Recent Indian studies have highlighted the 
importance of photo-insensitive alleles and long juvenility 
traits in adapting soybean varieties to lower latitudes and 
short growing seasons (Tripathi et al. 2021; Gupta et al. 
2022; Kumawat et al. 2021). These insights are critical for 
developing soybean varieties suited to diverse agro-climatic 
conditions. The J locus (Ray et al. 1995) and the Flowering 
locus T (FT) genes (Nan et al. 2014) also play significant roles in 
this regulatory network. Despite substantial advancements, 
the field remains dynamic, with ongoing research focused 
on discovering new genetic variants and their interactions 

with existing E loci. The E1, E2, E3 and E4 loci are particularly 
involved in the regulation of photoperiod sensitivity, 
significantly affecting flowering time and maturity (Xia 
et al. 2012; Raievska et al. 2024). Mapping and identifying 
quantitative trait loci (QTLs) associated with early maturity 
are essential for enabling marker-assisted selection (MAS) 
and accelerating the development of early-maturing 
soybean cultivars. Breeding efforts in soybeans have 
primarily focused on enhancing traits like early maturity, 
higher yield, wider adaptability, and waterlogging tolerance 
(Gill et al. 2023; Maranna et al. 2021). However, in Northern 
India, limited studies are addressing the inheritance patterns 
of early maturity or identifying molecular markers linked to 
this trait. To bridge this gap, this study aimed to understand 
the genetic basis of flowering and maturity to facilitate the 
development of early-maturing soybean varieties.

Materials and methods

Experimental material
The study utilized two soybean lines with distinct flowering 
and maturity characteristics: SKAF148, an extra-early 
maturing germplasm (68-70 days); and DS9712 a late-
maturing line (110–120 days). These parental lines were 
crossed in both direct and reciprocal combinations to 
generate F1 hybrids. The resulting hybrids, along with 
the parental lines, were evaluated under various growth 
conditions to assess their phenotypic traits. The experiment 
was carried out in a growth chamber, glasshouse (Fig. 1), 
and field environments to examine the effects of different 
conditions on flowering time and maturity. In the growth 
chamber, plants were exposed to short-day conditions with 
a 10-hour light period and 14-hour dark period, maintained 
at 25°C during the night and 30°C during the day, with 80% 
relative humidity. Glasshouse experiments were conducted 
during the kharif season and off-season of 2022, with natural 
day lengths and temperatures maintained at 25oC during 
night time and 32oC during day time, and 80% relative 
humidity as detailed in Table 1. Field trials took place at 
ICAR-IARI, New Delhi (29.1–29.5° N, 76.3–77.1° E, elevation 243 
m above mean sea level) and IARI-RRS, Dharwad, Karnataka 
(32° N, 77° E, altitude 1900 m above mean sea level), with 
varying day lengths, temperatures, and humidity levels, as 
detailed in Table 1. The parental seeds and F2 seeds were 
sown on January 6, 2023, with a spacing of 60 x 20 cm, and 
a basal application of 18 kg N and 46 kg P2O5 per hectare. 

Observations recorded and statistical analysis
Observations were meticulously recorded on an individual 
plant basis for all parents and F1 hybrids under different 
growth conditions. Similarly, data for the F2 populations were 
collected on an individual plant basis under field conditions 
at IARI-RRS, Dharwad, Karnataka. Pre-harvest observations 
included days to flowering (DF), measured from sowing 
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Table 1. Growth conditions used to decipher photoperiod insensitivity of parental genotypes and Inheritance studies and mapping of early 
maturity

Growth condition Average Day Length
(in hours)

Temperature (oC)
(min-max)

Humidity (%) Genotypes/Population 
raised

Growth chamber September-
December 10:00 25-30 80 P1, P2 and F1

Glasshouse
Kharif season-2022

July 14:00

25-32 80
August 13:00–13:50 P1, P2, and F1

September 12:00–13:00

October 11:00–12:00

Glasshouse
Off-season-2022

August 13:00–13:50

25-32 80
September 12:00–13:00 P1, P2, and F1

October 11:00–12:00

November 10:00–11:00

Field condition-2022
IARI, New Delhi

July 14:00 25-38 79

August 13:00–13:50 26-37 77

September 12:00–13:00 24-37 78 P1, P2, and F1

October 11:00–12:00 17-35 77

Field condition-2023**
ICAR-IARI-RRS

January 11:13–11.27 11-31 57

February 11:28–11:48 16-35 42

March 11:49–12:15 17-37 41 P1, P2, F1 and F2

April 12:15–12:40 21-39 48

May 12:45–13:00 22-38 45

** Growth condition in field at ICAR-IARI-RRS, Dharwad, for growing F2 mapping population

Fig. 1. Parental lines grown under different growth conditions A. Parental lines in glass house; B. parental lines in the growth chamber

to the appearance of the first fully opened flower and 
days to maturity (DM), noted when over 90% of pods had 
transitioned from green to brown color. Statistical analysis 
involved descriptive statistics, including mean, range, and 
standard error, computed using MS Excel. Additionally, a 
Chi-Square (χ²) test was conducted to assess segregation 
patterns.

Construction of Genetic Linkage Map and QTL 
identification
To construct a genetic linkage map and identify quantitative 
trait loci (QTLs) for flowering and maturity, the 250 F2 
population derived from a cross between SKAF148 and 
DS9712 was subjected to genetic analysis. Fresh leaf tissue 
from 20-day-old seedlings of both parental lines and 250 
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F2 plants was collected for DNA extraction. Genomic DNA 
was extracted using the CTAB method outlined by Doyle 
and Doyle (1990). The DNA quality was assessed through 
electrophoresis on a 0.8% agarose gel. PCR amplification was 
carried out with a reaction mixture consisting of 20 ng/µL 
DNA, 10x PCR buffer, dNTPs, Taq DNA polymerase, primers, 
and distilled water. The thermal cycling conditions included 
an initial denaturation at 94°C, followed by 35 cycles of 
denaturation, annealing at 52 to 55°C, and elongation at 
72°C. The PCR products were separated on a 2.0% agarose 
gel, and SSR marker analysis was performed using 519 
markers initially, with 142 polymorphic markers selected for 
genotyping. Linkage map construction and QTL detection 
were carried out using QTL IciMapping V4.2 (Wang et al. 
2014), employing a minimum logarithm of odds (LOD) score 
of 3.0 and a genetic distance threshold of 50 centimorgans 
(cM). Inclusive Composite interval mapping (ICIM-ADD) was 
used for QTL analysis, with an LOD score threshold of 3.0 
to verify the presence of QTLs in specific genomic regions.

Results
Understanding photoperiod-sensitivity in selected 
genotypes
The flowering and maturity periods of SKAF148 and DS9712 
varied significantly under different growth conditions. 
SKAF148 consistently flowered in 26 to 28 days across all 
conditions, demonstrating insensitivity to photoperiod 
variations, while DS9712 exhibited delayed flowering, 
ranging from 28 to 30 days under short-day conditions to 42 
to 45 days in the field (Fig. 2). SKAF148 matured in 68 to 70 
days across all conditions, whereas DS9712 showed marked 
photoperiod sensitivity, with maturity delayed from 83 to 
88 days under short-day conditions to 110to 120 days in the 
field. These results highlight the adaptability of SKAF148 
and the greater photoperiod sensitivity of DS9712 (Table 2).

Inheritance of early flowering and maturity
Direct and reciprocal crosses were made between the early 
parent SKAF148 and the genotype DS9712. The F1 seeds from 
these crosses were grown in a glasshouse and a growth 
chamber to test for true hybrids and data was collected on 
flowering and maturity times. SSR marker Satt 636 was used 
to verify the true hybrids (Fig. 3). Out of the direct crosses 
(SKAF148 × DS9712), 21 F1 plants were confirmed as hybrids, 
while 13 F1 plants from the reciprocal crosses (DS9712 × 
SKAF148) were identified as hybrids.

In the glasshouse during the kharif season, the early 
maturing parent SKAF148 began flowering in 28 days and 
matured in 70 days, while the late maturing parent DS9712 
started flowering in 41 days and matured in 110 days. The 
F1 plants from both direct and reciprocal crosses flowered 
in 33 days and matured in 98 days (Fig. 4). There was no 
significant difference between the reciprocal and direct 
crosses. The mid-parental values for days to flowering and 
days to maturity in the glasshouse under kharif season 
2022 were 34.5 days and 90 days, respectively. Thus, the F1 

plants exhibited intermediate flowering and maturity times 
compared to the parents.

In the glasshouse during the off-season, the early 
maturing parent SKAF148 showed consistent flowering and 
maturity time began to flower in 28 days and matured in 70 
days. In contrast, the late maturing parent DS9712 began 
flowering in 35 days (earlier than in the kharif season of 2022) 
and matured in 92 days. The hybrid plants from both direct 
and reciprocal crosses flowered in 29 days and matured in 
82 days (Fig. 5). The mid-parental values for the off-season 
were 31.5 days to flowering and 81 days to maturity. This 
indicates that the hybrids exhibited dominance for early 
flowering and incomplete dominance for early maturity.

In the growth chamber under SD conditions, the early 
parent began flowering in 26 days and matured in 68 days. 
The late maturing parent DS9712 flowered in 30 days and 
matured in 87 days. Hybrid plants flowered in 27 days and 
matured in 75 days (Fig. 6). The mid-parental values for 
this condition were 28 days to flowering and 71.5 days to 
maturity. The hybrids showed dominance for early flowering 
and incomplete dominance for maturity, with a slight skew 
towards early maturity.

The F2 mapping population was grown in the field at 
IARI-RRS, Dharwad, Karnataka (Fig. 7). The F2 mapping 
population is not replicated because each individual in the 
population has a unique genetic makeup resulting from 
the segregation and recombination of alleles during the 
formation of gametes in the F1 generation. The 690 F2 plants 
exhibited continuous segregation for flowering and maturity 
(Figs 8 and 9). The early maturing genotype started flowering 
at 28 days after sowing (DAS), while DS9712 started flowering 
at 33 DAS. Days to flowering ranged from 33 to 52 days, 
with a mean of 38.86 days. The standard deviation was 2.44 

Fig. 2. Plant materials used in the experiment. A. Parental lines showing 
contrasting characters viz., plant height and maturity in the field and 
B. Maturity level of parental lines along with hybrids in glasshouse 
under kharif 2022
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Table 2. Deciphering photoperiod sensitivity of parental lines in different growth conditions

Character Growth condition Average day length (hrs/day) SKAF148 (in days) DS9712 (in days)

Days to
flowering

Growth chamber
(Short day condition) 10 26-28 28-30

Glasshouse
(Kharif season) 11-14 26-28 40-42

Glasshouse
(off-season) 10-13 26-28 34-36

Field condition 11-14 26-28 42-45

Days to
maturity

Growth chamber
(Short day condition) 10 68-70 83-88

Glasshouse
(Kharif season) 11-14 68-70 100-105

Glasshouse 
(off-season) 10-13 68-70 92-95

Field condition 11-14 68-70 110-120

Photo-period sensitivity Insensitive Highly sensitive

Fig. 3. Identification of true F1 hybrids from crossed seeds through SSR markers P1=Early parent (SKAF148); P2 = Late parent (DS9712); H = Hybrids 

days, reflecting low variability. The CV was 6.28%, indicating 
minimal variation. The skewness of 0.64 shows a moderate 
positive skew, and the kurtosis of 1.03 suggests a moderately 
leptokurtic distribution (Table 3). A total of 128 F2 plants 
segregated transgressively towards early flowering, with 
one plant flowering at 24 DAS, four at 25 DAS, 37 at 26 DAS, 
and 86 at 27 DAS. Similarly, 50 plants were transgressively 
segregated towards late flowering, with 23 plants flowering 
at 34 DAS, 13 at 35 DAS, 9 at 36 DAS, and 2 at 37 DAS.

For maturity, the genotype SKAF148 matured at 70 DAS 
and DS9712 at 88 DAS. The days to maturity ranged from 
70 to 106 days, with a mean of 80.39 days. The standard 
deviation was 4.99 days, indicating moderate variability. The 
CV was 6.21%, showing low variability. The skewness was 
1.00, indicating a noticeable positive skew and the kurtosis of 
2.63 suggests a leptokurtic distribution. A total of 44 F2 plants 
showed transgressive segregation towards early maturity, 
with 2 plants maturing at 66 DAS, 9 at 67 DAS, 13 at 68 DAS, 
and 20 at 69 DAS. Similarly, 15 plants were transgressively 
segregated towards late maturity, with 3 plants maturing 
at 89 DAS, 3 at 93 DAS, and 1 plant each at 90, 95, and 97 
DAS, with additional plants maturing at 91, 92, and 102 DAS. 
The continuous variation in days to flowering and maturity 
among the F2 plants suggests that these traits are controlled 
by multiple genes.

QTL mapping for days to flowering
A total of 5 putative QTLs controlling days to flowering 
were identified on chromosomes, 10, 11, and 19 (Fig. 10). 
Chromosome 19 harboured 3 QTLs, while chromosomes 
10 and 11 each contained one QTL. Among these, three 
were classified as major QTLs (explaining more than 
10% of phenotypic variance), and two were minor QTLs 
(explaining less than 10% of phenotypic variance) (Table 
4). On chromosome 10, a QTL (qDF10.1) located at 31.18 cM 
between markers satt581 and satt331 had a LOD score of 
7.46, explaining 4.23% of the phenotypic variance (PVE). 
The additive effect was -1.18, and the dominance effect 
was -0.60. Chromosome 11 revealed a QTL (qDF11.1) at 
62.00 cM between markers satt484 and sat_149 with a LOD 
score of 8.33, accounting for 6.97% of the PVE. This QTL had 
an additive effect of 1.65 and a dominance effect of -0.35. 
Chromosome 19 exhibited three QTLs at different positions. 
The first QTL (qDF19.1) at 245.00 cM between markers satt373 
and satt664 had a LOD score of 5.40, explaining 10.20% of 
the PVE, with an additive effect of -1.50 and a dominance 
effect of -1.88. The second QTL (qDF19.2) at 343.00 cM, also 
between markers satt373 and satt664, had a LOD score of 
7.07, accounting for 10.58% of the PVE, with an additive 
effect of -1.76 and a dominance effect of -1.26. The third QTL 
(qDF19.3) at 392.00 cM between markers satt664 and satt340 
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Fig. 4. Days to flowering and days to maturity of parents and their 
hybrids in glasshouse under kharif season-2022

Fig. 5. Days to flowering and days to maturity of parents and their 
hybrids in glasshouse under off-season 2022

Fig. 6. Days to flower and days to maturity of parental and their hybrids 
in growth chamber under short day condition

Fig. 7. F2 mapping population in the field at IARI-RRS, Dharwad, 
Karnataka 

Table 3. Descriptive statistics for different traits in the F2 mapping 
population

Parameters Days to flowering Days to maturity

Maximum 52.00 106.00

Minimum 33.00 70.00

Mean 38.86 80.39

STDEV 2.44 4.99

CV (%) 6.28 6.21

Skewness 0.64 1.00

Kurtosis 1.03 2.63

STDEV = Standard Deviation; CV = Coefficient of variation

Fig. 8. The segregation pattern of days to flowering in F2 mapping 
population

had a LOD score of 6.99, explaining 10.54% of the PVE, with 
an additive effect of -1.76 and a dominance effect of -1.25.

QTL mapping for days to maturity
A total of 5 QTLs controlling days to maturity were identified 
(Fig. 10). Among these, two major QTLs were located on 
chromosome 1, and one minor QTL each was found on 
chromosomes 4, 5, and 11 (Table 5). On Chromosome 1, 
two QTLs were detected. The first QTL (qDM1.1) at 72.00 cM 
between markers satt408 and sat_201 had a LOD score of 
7.44, explaining 12.73% of the phenotypic variance, with an 
additive effect of -4.18 and a dominance effect of -2.99. The 
second QTL (qDM1.2) on the same chromosome at 127.00 cM 
between markers sat_201 and sat_036 had a LOD score of 
7.43, accounting for 12.97% of the PVE, with an additive effect 
of -4.27 and a dominance effect of -2.89. On Chromosome 
4, a QTL (qDM4.1) was located at 80.00 cM between markers 
satt161 and sat_322, with a LOD score of 4.67, explaining 
2.97% of the PVE. This QTL had an additive effect of -2.08 and 
a dominance effect of 0.53. Chromosome 5 exhibited a QTL 
(qDM5.1) at 0.00 cM between markers sat_271 and satt236 
with a LOD score of 5.23, accounting for 3.38% of the PVE. 
The additive effect was 0.47, and the dominance effect was 
-3.58. On Chromosome 11, a QTL (qDM11.1) was found at 

76.00 cM between markers satt484 and sat_149 with a LOD 
score of 3.11, explaining 2.84% of the PVE. This QTL had an 
additive effect of 1.76 and a dominance effect of -1.66.

Discussion
Soybean production faces significant yield reductions of 
over 40% due to terminal stresses like drought and high 
temperatures, particularly during the pod-filling stage 
(Marinho et al. 2022). In India, where soybeans are mainly 
grown during the rainfed kharif season, the risk of extreme 
weather is heightened by the short growing period (Rao et 
al. 2015). To address this, early-maturing soybean varieties 
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Fig. 9. The segregation pattern of days to maturity in F2 mapping 
population

Table 4. QTL mapping for days to flowering

Chr. No. Position (cM) Left marker Right marker LOD PVE (%) Add Dom

10 31.18 satt581 satt331 7.46 4.23 -1.18 -0.60

11 62.00 satt484 sat_149 8.33 6.97 1.65 -0.35

19 245.00 satt373 satt664 5.40 10.20 -1.50 -1.88

19 343.00 satt373 satt664 7.07 10.58 -1.76 -1.26

19 392.00 satt664 satt340 6.99 10.54 -1.76 -1.25

Table 5. QTL mapping for days to maturity

Chr. No. Position (cM) Left marker Right marker LOD PVE (%) Add Dom

1 72.00 satt408 sat_201 7.44 12.73 -4.18 -2.99

1 127.00 sat_201 sat_036 7.43 12.97 -4.27 -2.89

4 80.00 satt161 sat_322 4.67 2.97 -2.08 0.53

5 0.00 sat_271 satt236 5.23 3.38 0.47 -3.58

11 76.00 satt484 sat_149 3.11 2.84 1.76 -1.66

Fig. 10. Linkage map and Identified QTLs for days to flowering and 
maturity

are essential, as they can avoid severe weather by utilizing 
traits such as photoperiod insensitivity (Staniak et al. 2023; 
Dupare et al. 2020).

Photoperiod insensitivity is crucial for adapting crops to 
different environments (Hartwig, 1970; Hartwig & Kiihl, 1979). 
In this study, under short-day conditions, SKAF148 flowers in 
26 to 28 days, while DS9712 takes 28 to 30 days. Conversely, 
in longer day lengths during the kharif season, DS9712 has 
a prolonged flowering time (40–42 days) compared to 
SKAF148 (26–28 days), indicating greater sensitivity to day 
length changes. Under off-season conditions with 10 to 
13-hour day lengths, DS9712 shows moderate sensitivity, 
while SKAF148 remains relatively insensitive across 
conditions. Research confirms that photoperiod-insensitive 
varieties like SKAF148 exhibit consistent flowering times 
across varying day lengths (Verma and Sawaji, 1994). Gupta 
et al. (2017) identified six photoperiod-insensitive accessions 
among 2,071 screened under long-day conditions. In 
contrast, DS9712’s high sensitivity makes it suitable for 
environments with stable day lengths but less adaptable to 
variable conditions. Similar patterns are seen in other crops 
like rice and wheat, where photoperiod sensitivity affects 
flowering times (Matsuoka et al. 2017; Lewis et al. 2019). 
SKAF148’s consistent early flowering and maturity suggest 

its adaptability to regions with unpredictable day lengths.
In the present study, early flowering in F1 hybrids was 

dominant under short-day conditions and in a glasshouse 
during the offseason. In this cross, the genes responsible 
for early flowering may have been expressed under short-
day conditions, resulting in early flowering. However, 
initial long day conditions (August: 13:00–13:50 hours and 
September: 12:00–13:00 hours) in the glasshouse during 
the offseason of 2022 could have led to early initiation of 
flowering due to higher night temperatures, as reported 
in the studies of Cober, (2010) and Liu et al. (2011). Abrahao 
et al. (2018) and Cober et al. (2014) exposed soybeans to 
short photoperiods and high temperatures in low-latitude 
regions, resulting in early flowering, shorter periods of 
vegetative growth, shorter plant heights, and significant 
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reductions in yield. Under long-day conditions, F1 hybrids 
exhibited intermediate to days to flowering when grown 
in the Kharif season of 2022 (11–14 hours of day length) in 
the glasshouse. These observations confirm that the gene 
governing early flowering is completely dominant under 
short-day conditions and shows incomplete dominance 
under long-day conditions. The days to maturity of these 
hybrids showed incomplete dominance irrespective of 
growth conditions and were skewed towards earliness in 
short-day conditions and lateness in long-day conditions. 
These differential responses under different growth 
conditions may be due to interactions between different 
alleles and with the growth conditions. It is known that E1 
to E4, E7, E8, and E10 alleles delay flowering under long-day 
conditions, while E6, E9, J, and E11 alleles promote flowering 
under long-day conditions (Samanfar et al. 2017; Watanabe 
et al. 2011; Xia et al. 2012; Zhao et al. 2016). 

The F2 population used in this study was derived from 
crosses between two contrasting parental lines. Therefore, 
different alleles of genes responsible for different traits 
must be present in these crosses and segregation can be 
clearly observed in the data distribution of the F2 plants 
growing in an off-season environment. The analysis of the 
F2 populations indicates that the continuous segregation 
of days to flowering and days to maturity are controlled 
by multiple genes, exhibiting polygenic inheritance. The 
observed positive skewness towards early flowering and 
maturity suggests that these traits are influenced by genes 
contributing to earliness, with the majority of plants in the 
F2 populations showing traits similar to the early-flowering 
parent. In terms of statistical distribution, the kurtosis values 
for both days to flowering and days to maturity are positive, 
with values of 1.03 and 2.63 in the population. Positive 
kurtosis indicates a distribution with heavier tails and a 
sharper peak compared to a normal distribution, reinforcing 
the idea of skewness towards earliness. Earlier research 
indicated that dominant alleles at various loci (E1, E2, E3, 
E4, E5, E7, E8, E10) tend to delay flowering, while recessive 
alleles at other loci (E6, E9, E11, J) have varying effects on 
delaying flowering time (Samanfar et al. 2017; Watanabe et 
al. 2011; Xia et al. 2012; Zhao et al. 2016). The interaction of 
these alleles with environmental conditions and other loci 
can contribute to the observed variability. The transgressive 
segregation noted in these F2 populations suggests that new 
gene combinations resulting from the cross, combined with 
spatial and temporal gene expression effects, contribute to 
the range of flowering and maturity times observed. This 
indicates a complex interplay between genetic factors and 
environmental influences shaping these traits, as discussed 
by Watanabe et al. (2012) and Kong et al. (2014).

QTL mapping is an effective method for identifying 
novel loci in soybean (Chen et al. 2021; Jun et al. 2014; Liu et 
al. 2017; Zhang et al. 2019; Fang et al. 2019; Ren et al. 2020). 

Despite the growing body of knowledge and ongoing 
identification of genes involved in soybean flowering, 
there is still a need for discovering new genes and QTLs for 
flowering and maturity. Currently, early-maturing soybean 
varieties have a maturity duration ranging from 85 to 95 
days, while the germplasm line SKAF-148 matures in 68 to 
70 days, containing novel QTLs as discussed in the following 
sections. As previously mentioned, days to flowering are 
influenced by photoperiod, temperature, and the genetic 
background of the cultivars. Thus, photoperiod insensitivity, 
flowering time, and plant maturity may be controlled by 
the same genes or closely clustered genes within the same 
chromosomal regions (Liu et al. 2011; Tasma et al. 2001). 
In the present study, five QTLs for days to flowering were 
identified on chromosomes 10, 11, and 19, collectively 
accounting for 44.34% of the phenotypic variance. Notably, 
three major QTLs on chromosome 19 explained more than 
10% of the phenotypic variance. The region between the 
markers Satt373 and Satt664 was highly associated with 
days to flowering (Table 4). Mao et al. (2017) reported that the 
Satt664 marker was significantly associated with flowering 
time under long-day conditions. Watanabe et al. (2009) 
identified a QTL on chromosome 19 corresponding to the 
E3 locus, a finding corroborated by Wang et al. (2020). Liu 
et al. (2011) also identified a QTL in the Satt373 genomic 
region on chromosome 19. Kim et al. 2023 and found that 
markers in the same region as Satt664 were associated with 
flowering time, though different markers were identified. 
Watanabe et al. (2009) identified the marker Satt229 as 
being closely linked to the E3 locus, a critical regulator of 
photoperiod sensitivity and flowering time in soybeans. 
According to the Soymap3 resource from the soybean lab 
at IARI, Satt229 (93.89 cM) is in close proximity to markers 
Satt664 (92.66 cM) and Satt373 (107.24 cM). This suggests 
that the identified QTLs, qDF19.1, qDF19.2, and qDF19.3 on 
chromosome 19 are likely associated with the E3 locus. The 
clustering of these markers and QTLs in the vicinity of the E3 
locus reinforces its significance in controlling flowering time 
and provides strong genetic evidence for their association 
with the E3 locus. Furthermore, the identification of 
multiple QTLs in the E3 locus region suggests the presence 
of a complex genetic architecture influencing flowering 
time, potentially involving interactions between multiple 
alleles or genes. This linkage is particularly valuable for 
marker-assisted selection programs, as it allows for precise 
identification and manipulation of flowering-related traits. 
The E2 locus is located on chromosome 10 between the 
Satt 581 and sat_307 markers (Fedorina et al. 2022) and is 
an ortholog of the Arabidopsis GIGANTEA gene (Watanabe et 
al. 2011). Initial studies proposed the presence of an E5 locus 
affecting maturity, but subsequent research has questioned 
its uniqueness, suggesting that the effects attributed to E5 
might overlap with those of E2 (Dissanayaka et al. 2016). The 
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identified minor QTL, qDF 10.1 is mapped on chromosome 
10, located between the markers Satt 581 and Sat_108. 
This positioning places it in close proximity to the E2 locus, 
suggesting a possible genetic interaction. Given the known 
role of E2 in flowering time regulation, qDF 10.1 may either 
be influenced by E2 or represent a region with additional 
genetic factors contributing to flowering and maturity. 

For days to maturity, five QTLs were identified, including 
two major QTLs on chromosome 1 and one minor QTL 
each on chromosomes 4, 5, and 11 (Table 5). These QTLs 
collectively explain 34.89% of the phenotypic variation. The 
presence of two major QTLs on chromosome 1 (qDM1.1 and 
qDM1.2) suggests that this chromosome plays a significant 
role in controlling maturity timing. These QTLs exhibited 
high LOD scores (7.44 and 7.43) and explained substantial 
portions of the phenotypic variance (12.73 and 12.97%, 
respectively), indicating their strong influence. The minor 
QTLs identified on chromosomes 4 (qDM4.1), 5 (qDM5.1), 
and 11 (qDM11.1) might contribute to fine-tuning maturity 
duration but are likely to be influenced by environmental 
factors or interactions with other genetic elements. The 
region between Satt484 and Sat_149 on chromosome 11 
harbors QTLs for both days to flowering and days to maturity. 
Single marker analysis revealed that four markers (Satt664, 
Satt513, Satt380, Sat_108) are commonly associated with 
both traits flowering and maturity. Kong et al. (2018) and 
Lee et al. (2015) reported overlapping QTLs for flowering 
and maturity on chromosome 11, indicating a conserved 
region across studies. Li et al. (2019) and Wang et al. (2018) 
identified a major QTL for flowering on chromosome 11, 
though the specific markers differed. Several studies have 
associated Tof11 and Tof12 loci on chromosome 11 with 
photoperiod sensitivity and extended vegetative growth (Li 
et al. 2020; Lu et al. 2020). The presence of maturity-related 
QTLs in this region supports the hypothesis that genes 
influencing the time of flowering may co-localize with these 
QTLs. This alignment reinforces the role of chromosome 
11 in governing soybean adaptation to diverse latitudes 
and planting conditions. Comparing these findings with 
previous studies, similar QTLs for maturity have been 
mapped in soybean populations (Dissanayaka et al. 2016; 
Kong et al. 2018; Lee et al. 2015). The fact that different 
populations reveal distinct but overlapping QTLs suggests 
a complex genetic architecture underlying soybean 
maturity, influenced by multiple loci interacting across 
different genomic regions. Additionally, known maturity-
related genes such as E1, E2, and E3 have been implicated 
in previous QTL mapping studies (Watanabe et al. 2009; 
Watanabe et al. 2011; Wang et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2011; Kim 
et al. 2023; Fedorina et al. 2022; Dissanayaka et al. 2016). The 
co-localization of some QTLs with these genes highlights 
their potential functional relevance in regulating maturity 
through photoperiod sensitivity and hormonal pathways.

Overall, this research underscores the importance of 
integrating genetic insights into breeding programs to 
enhance soybean resilience and productivity. The novel 
QTLs identified here offer promising targets for further 
investigation and could significantly advance efforts to 
develop soybean varieties that thrive under increasingly 
variable climatic conditions.

Authors’ contribution
Conceptualization of research (AT, SKL); Designing of the 
experiments (AT, NKKR); Contribution of experimental 
materials (AT), Execution of field/lab experiments and data 
collection (NKKR, MT, BPM, RRY, MS, RK, OR, MY, AT); Analysis 
of data and interpretation (NKKR, NEM, RAR); Preparation of 
the manuscript (NKKR, AT).

Acknowledgments
The authors express their gratitude to the National 
Phytotron Facility, Division of Genetics, IARI, New Delhi, and 
IARI-RRS, Dharwad, for providing the necessary facilities for 
the successful execution of this research. This research is 
part of the first author’s Ph.D. thesis submitted at ICAR-IARI, 
New Delhi, India.

References 
Abrahao G. M. and Costa M. H. 2018. Evolution of rain and 

photoperiod limitations on the soybean growing season in 
Brazil: The rise (and possible fall) of double-cropping systems. 
Agric. For. Meteorol, 256: 32–45. 

Anderson E. J., Ali M. L., Beavis W. D., Chen P., Clemente T. E., Diers 
B. W. and Graef G. L. 2019. Soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merr.] 
breeding: History, improvement, production, and future 
opportunities. In: Advances in Plant Breeding Strategies: 
Legumes, vol. 7 (eds. J. M. Al-Khayri, S. M. Jain, and D. V. 
Johnson). Springer, Cham: 431–516.

Baraibar M. and Deutsch L. 2023. The Soybean Through World 
History: Lessons for Sustainable Agrofood Systems. Taylor & 
Francis, London.

Barboza G. M., Martignone G. M., Ghosh B., Papadas D. and 
Behrendt K. 2024. The rise of soybean in international 
commodity markets: A quantile investigation. Heliyon, 10: 
(2024) e34669.

Bhartiya A., Aditya J. P., Gupta S., Rajesh V., Nataraj V., Kant L. and 
Joshi H. 2024. Utilising soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merr.] wild 
and untapped genetic resources through pre‐breeding: 
Challenges and opportunities. Plant Breed., 143: 629–649.

Chaudhary J., Shivaraj S. M., Khatri P., Ye H., Zhou L., Klepadlo 
M., Dhakate P., et al. 2019. Approaches, applicability, and 
challenges for development of climate-smart soybean. In: 
Genomic Designing of Climate-Smart Oilseed Crops, (eds. P. 
K. Reddy, R. M. Sharma, and M. P. Singh). Springer, Cham: 1–74.

Chen H., Pan X., Wang F., Liu C., Wang X., Li Y. and Zhang Q. 2021. 
Novel QTL and meta-QTL mapping for major quality traits 
in soybean. Front. Plant Sci., 12: 774270.

Cober E. R., Molnar S. J., Charette M. and Voldeng H. D. 2010. A new 
locus for early maturity in soybean. Crop Sci., 50: 524–527.



February, 2025] Mapping of early flowering and maturity in Indian soybean 115

Das H. P. 2024. Managing hazard-related risks to agriculture in India. 
In: Agrometeorological Applications for Climate Resilient 
Agriculture (eds. V. R. Jain and S. N. Upadhyaya). Springer, 
Cham: 239–259.

Dissanayaka A., Rodriguez T. O., Di S., Yan F., Githiri S. M., Rodas 
F. R., Abe J. and Takahashi R. 2016. Quantitative trait locus 
mapping of soybean maturity gene E5. Breed. Sci., 66: 
407–415.

Doyle J. J., and Doyle J. L. 1987. A rapid DNA isolation procedure for 
small quantities of fresh leaf tissue. Phytochemical Bulletin, 
19: 11–15.

Dupare G., Kumar D. D. and Sinha R. K. 2020. Development of early-
maturing soybean varieties for rainfed conditions. J. Agron. 
Crop Sci., 206: 856–867.

Dwevedi A. and Kayastha A. M. 2011. Soybean: A multifaceted 
legume with enormous economic capabilities. In: Soybean—
Biochemistry, Chemistry and Physiology (ed. InTech 
Publisher). InTech Publisher, Janeza Trdine, Croatia: 165–188.

Fang C., Chen L., Nan H., Kong L., Li Y., Zhang H., Li H., et al. 2019. 
Rapid identification of consistent novel QTLs underlying long-
juvenile trait in soybean by multiple genetic populations and 
genotyping-by-sequencing. Mol. Breed., 39: 1–11.

Fang C., Du H., Wang L., Liu B. and Kong F. 2024. Mechanisms 
underlying key agronomic traits and implications for 
molecular breeding in soybean. J. Genet. Genomics, 51: 
379–393.

Fedorina J. V., Khlestkina E. K., Seferova I. V. and Vishnyakova M. 
A. 2022. Genetic mechanisms underlying the expansion 
of soybean Glycine max (L.) Merr. cultivation to the north. 
Ecological Genet., 20: 13–30. 

Food Safety and Standards Authority of India (FSSAI). 2018. Manual 
of methods of analysis of foods: Food grains. Ministry of 
Health and Family Welfare, Government of India: 1–256.

Gill B., Nargund R., Sharma A., Gupta S., Varshney R., Rajput L., 
Natraj V., Maranna S., Ratnaparkhe M. and Kumawat G. 
2023. Development of improved genotypes for extra early 
maturity, higher yield, and Mungbean Yellow Mosaic India 
Virus (MYMIV) resistance in soybean (Glycine max). Crop 
Pasture Sci., 74: 10.1071/CP22339.

Gupta S., Agrawal N., Tripathi R., Kumawat G., Nataraj V., Maranna 
S., Satpute G. K., Ratnaparkhe M. B., Rajesh V., Chandra S. and 
Jain M. 2021. Long juvenility trait: A vehicle for commercial 
utilization of soybean (Glycine max) in lower latitudes. Plant 
Breed., 140(4): 543–560.

Gupta S., Kumawat G., Agrawal N., Tripathi R., Rajesh V., Nataraj 
V., Maranna S., Satpute G. K., Chandra S., Ratnaparkhe M. 
B. and Srivastava M. K. 2022. Photoperiod trait: Insight into 
molecular mechanisms for growth and maturity adaptation 
of soybean (Glycine max) to different latitudes. Plant Breed., 
141(4): 483–500.

Gupta S., Narayan H. A. and Sharma R. K. 2017. Screening of soybean 
accessions for photoperiod insensitivity. J. Crop Sci., 20(4): 
450–460.

Hartwig E. E. 1970. Growth and reproductive characteristics of 
soybean (Glycine max L.) Merr. grown under short-day 
conditions. Crop Sci., 12(1): 47–53.

Hartwig E. E. and Kiihl R. A. S. 1979. Identification and utilization 
of a delayed flowering character in soybeans for short-day 

conditions. Field Crops Res., 2: 145–151.
Indian Council of Agricultural Research. 2023. Permanent broad 

bed furrow technology for soybean-based cropping systems. 
Indian Farming, 74(9): 34–36. https://epubs.icar.org.in/index.
php/IndFarm/article/view/153182.

Jun T.-H., Freewalt K., Michel A. P. and Mian R. 2014. Identification 
of novel QTL for leaf traits in soybean. Plant Breed., 133(1): 
61–66.

Kim J. M., Seo J. S., Lee J. W., et al. 2023. QTL mapping reveals key 
factors related to the isoflavone contents and agronomic 
traits of soybean (Glycine max). BMC Plant Biol., 23: 517. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12870-023-04519-x.

Kong F., Nan H., Cao D., Li Y., Wu F., Wang J., Lu S., Yuan X., Cober E. 
R., Abe J. and Liu B. 2014. A new dominant gene conditions 
early flowering and maturity in soybean. Crop Sci., 54(6): 
2529–2535.

Kong L., Lu S., Wang Y., Fang C., Wang F., Nan H., Su T., et al. 2018. 
Quantitative trait locus mapping of flowering time and 
maturity in soybean using next-generation sequencing-
based analysis. Front. Plant Sci., 9: 995.

Kumawat G., Maranna S., Gupta S., Tripathi R., Agrawal N., Singh V., 
Rajesh V., Chandra S., Kamble V., Nataraj V. and Bharti A. 2021. 
Identification of novel genetic sources for agronomic and 
quality traits in soybean using multi-trait allele specific genic 
marker assays. J. Plant Biochem. Biotechnol., 30: 160–171.

Lee S., Jun T. H., Michel A. P., and Mian M. A. R. 2015. SNP markers 
linked to QTL conditioning plant height, lodging, and 
maturity in soybean. Euphytica, 203(3): 521–532.

Lewis J., Gupta H. K., and Singh T. 2019. Photoperiod sensitivity in 
rice and wheat: Comparative studies. Agricultural Systems, 
171: 64–76.

Li C., Li Y. H., Li Y. F., Lu H. F., Hong H. L., Tian Y., Li H. Y., Zhao T., et.al. 
2020. A domestication-associated gene GmPRR3b regulates 
the circadian clock and flowering time in soybean. Mol. 
Plant, 13: 745–759.

Li M., Liu Y., Tao Y., Xu C., Li X., Zhang X., Han Y., et al. 2019. 
Identification of genetic loci and candidate genes related to 
soybean flowering through genome-wide association study. 
BMC Genomics, 20: 1–13.

Liu N., Li M., Hu X., Ma Q., Mu Y., Tan Z., Xia Q., Zhang G. and Nian 
H. 2017. Construction of high-density genetic map and QTL 
mapping of yield-related and two quality traits in soybean 
RILs population by RAD-sequencing. BMC Genomics, 18: 
1–13.

Liu W., Kim M. Y., Van K., Lee Y. H., Li H., Liu X. and Lee S. H. 2011. 
QTL identification of yield-related traits and their association 
with flowering and maturity in soybean. J. Crop Sci. Biotech., 
14: 65–70.

Liu W., Kim M. Y., Van K., Lee Y. H., Srinivas S. P., Yuan D. L. and Lee S. 
H. 2011. QTL identification of flowering time at three different 
latitudes reveals homeologous genomic regions that control 
flowering in soybean. Theor. Appl. Genet., 123(4): 545–553.

Lu S. J., Dong L. D., Fang C., Liu S. L., Kong L. P., Cheng Q., Chen L. 
Y., Su T., et.al. 2020. Stepwise selection on homeologous PRR 
genes controlling flowering and maturity during soybean 
domestication. Nat. Genet., 52: 428–436.

Mao T., Li J., Wen Z., Wu T., Wu C., Sun S., Jiang B., et al. 2017. 
Association mapping of loci controlling genetic and 



116 Nenavath Krishna Kumar Rathod et al. [Vol. 85, No. 1 

environmental interaction of soybean flowering time under 
various photo-thermal conditions. BMC Genomics, 18: 1–17.

Maranna S., Nataraj V., Kumawat G., Chandra S., Rajesh V., Ramteke 
R., Patel R. M., Ratnaparkhe M. B., Husain S. M., Gupta S. and 
Khandekar N. 2021. Breeding for higher yield, early maturity, 
wider adaptability and waterlogging tolerance in soybean 
(Glycine max L.): A case study. Sci. Reports, 11(1): 22853. doi: 
10.1038/s41598-021-02064-x.

Marinho J. P., Pagliarini R. F., Molinari M. D. C., Marcolino-Gomes J., 
Caranhoto A. L. H., Marin S. R. R., Oliveira M. C. N., et al. 2022. 
Overexpression of full-length and partial DREB2A enhances 
soybean drought tolerance. Agron Sci Biotech., 8: 1–21.

Matsuoka Y., Takeda Y. and Ishikawa K. 2017. Photoperiod sensitivity 
and its implications for rice and wheat production. J. Crop 
Sci., 38(6): 888–900.

Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare. 2023. Farmers welfare 
schemes. Accessed 20-4-2023. https://agriwelfare.gov.in/en/
FarmWelfare.

Miranda C., Scaboo A., Cober E., Denwar N. and Bilyeu K. 2020. 
The effects and interaction of soybean maturity gene alleles 
controlling flowering time, maturity, and adaptation in 
tropical environments. BMC Pl Bio., 20: 1–13.

Mishra R., Tripathi M. K., Sikarwar R. S., Singh Y. and Tripathi N. 2024. 
Soybean (Glycine max L. Merrill): A multipurpose legume 
shaping our world. Pl Cell Biotech Mol Bio., 25(3-4): 17–37.

Modgil R., Tanwar B., Goyal A. and Kumar V. 2021. Soybean (Glycine 
max). Oilseeds: Health Attributes and Food Applications: 
1–46.

Nan H., Cao D., Zhang D., Li Y., Lu S., Tang L., Yuan X., Liu B. 
and Kong F. 2014. GmFT2a and GmFT5a redundantly and 
differentially regulate flowering through interaction with 
and upregulation of the bZIP transcription factor GmFDL19 
in soybean. PLoS One, 9(5): e97669.

Praharaj C. S., Singh U., and Sultana R. 2023. Strategic solutions and 
futuristic challenges for the cultivation of food legumes in 
India. In Climate Change and Legumes. CRC Press, pp. 171-187.

Raievska I., and Schogolev A. 2024. Genes of photoperiodic 
sensitivity and early maturity E1-E4: Dynamics of soybean 
growth in different daylength conditions. Biologica, 18(3): 
87–97.

Rao C. S., Lal R., Prasad J. V. N. S., Gopinath K. A., Singh R., Jakkula V. 
S., Sahrawat K. L., Venkateswarlu B., Sikka A. K. and Virmani S. 
M. 2015. Potential and challenges of rainfed farming in India. 
Advances in Agron., 133: 113–181.

Ray J. D., Hinson K., Mankono E. B. and Malo F. M. 1995. Genetic 
control of a long-juvenile trait in soybean. Crop Sci., 35: 
1001–1006.

Ren H., Han J., Wang X., Zhang B., Yu L., Gao H., Hong H., et al. 2020. 
QTL mapping of drought tolerance traits in soybean with 
SLAF sequencing. The Crop J., 8(6): 977–989.

Sabagh E., Hossain A., Islam M. S., Fahad S., Ratnasekera D., Meena 
R. S., Wasaya A., et al. 2020. Nitrogen fixation of legumes 
under the family Fabaceae: Adverse effect of abiotic stresses 
and mitigation strategies. In: The Plant Family Fabaceae: 
Biology and Physiological Responses to Environmental 
Stresses, Springer, pp: 75–111.

Samanfar B., Molnar M. S. J., Charette M., et al. 2017. Mapping 
and identification of a potential candidate gene for a novel 

maturity locus, E10, in soybean. Theor Appl Genet., 130: 
377–390. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-016-2819-7.

Shah K. K., Modi B., Pandey H. P., Subedi A., Aryal G., Pandey M., 
and Shrestha J. 2021. Diversified crop rotation: An approach 
for sustainable agriculture production. Advances in Agri., 
2021(1): 8924087.

Singh P., Yadav A. and Kumar R. 2019. Soybean productivity in 
India: Challenges and opportunities. Agri Econ Res Review, 
32(2): 245–256.

Song Q., Chen C. Y., McCouch T. M. and Kelly R. M. 2004. Soybean 
cultivar registration and soybean breeding. Soybean Res., 
50(3): 120–129.

Staniak M., Szpunar-Krok E. and Kocira A. 2023. Responses 
of soybean to selected abiotic stresses—photoperiod, 
temperature, and water. Agriculture, 13(1): 146.

Tasma M. I., Lorenzen L. L., Shoemaker C. R. and Green E. D. 2001. 
Mapping genetic loci for flowering time, maturity, and 
photoperiod insensitivity in soybean. Mol. Breed., 8: 25–35.

Tripathi R., Agrawal N., Kumawat G., Gupta S., Kuchlan M., Maranna 
S., Nataraj V., Kuchlan P., Satpute G. K., Ratnaparkhe M. B. 
and Rajesh V. 2021. Novel role of photo insensitive alleles 
in adaptation of soybean [Glycine max (L.) Merr.] to rainfed 
short growing seasons of lower latitudes. Genetic Resour 
Crop Evol., 68: 2455–2467.

United States Department of Agriculture Foreign Agricultural 
Service (USDA). 2024. Oilseeds: World markets and trade 
report, December 2024.

Verma V. D., and Sawaji B. V. 1994. Screening of soybean germplasm 
for photoperiodic insensitivity under natural conditions in 
Vidarbha region of Maharashtra, India. Soybean Genetics 
Newsletter, 21: 137–141.

Vogel J. T., Liu W., Olhoft P., Crafts-Brandner S. J., Pennycooke 
J. C. and Christiansen N. 2021. Soybean yield formation 
physiology—a foundation for precision breeding-based 
improvement. Front. Plant Sci., 12: 719706.

Wang J., Kong L., Yu K., Zhang F., Shi X., Wang Y., Nan H., Zhao 
X., Lu S., et.al. 2018. Development and validation of InDel 
markers for identification of QTL underlying flowering time in 
soybean. The Crop J., 6(2): 126–135. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cj.2017.08.001.

Wang J., Li H., Zhang L. and Meng L. 2014. Users’ manual of QTL 
IciMapping v4.2. The Quantitative Genetics Group, Institute 
of Crop Science, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, 
Beijing.

Wang L., Fang C., Liu J., Zhang T., Kou K., Su T., Li S., Chen L., ChengQ., 
et.al. 2020. Identification of major QTLs for flowering and 
maturity in soybean by genotyping-by-sequencing analysis. 
Mol. Breed., 40: 1-12

Watanabe S., Harada K. and Abe J. 2012. Genetic and molecular 
bases of photoperiod responses of flowering in soybean. 
Breed Sci., 61(5): 531–543. https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.61.531

Watanabe S., Hideshima R., Xia, Z.J., Tsubokura Y., Sato S., 
Nakamoto Y., et al. 2009. Map-based cloning of the gene 
associated with the soybean maturity locus E3. Genetics, 
182(4): 1251–1262.

Watanabe S., Kato H. and Ito Y. 2012. Genetic and environmental 
factors affecting soybean flowering time. Pl. Breed., 132(6): 
782–790.



February, 2025] Mapping of early flowering and maturity in Indian soybean 117

Watanabe S., Matsukura H. and Kaga Y. 2009. QTL analysis for 
flowering and maturity in soybean. Theor. Appl. Genet., 
118(2): 209–219.

Watanabe S., Xia Z., Hideshima R., Tsubokura Y., Sato S., Yamanaka 
N., et.al. 2011. A map-based cloning strategy employing a 
residual heterozygous line reveals that the GIGANTEA gene 
is involved in soybean maturity and flowering. Genetics, 
188(2): 395–407. https://doi.org/10.1534/genetics.110.125062. 

Xia Z., Watanabe S., Yamada T., and Harada K. 2012. Positional 
cloning and characterization reveal the molecular basis for 
soybean maturity locus E1 that regulates photoperiodic 
flowering. PNAS, 109(32): E2155–E2164.

Xia Z., Zhai H., Liu B., Kong F., Yuan X., Wu H., Cober E. R., and 
Harada K. 2012. Molecular identification of genes controlling 
flowering time, maturity, and photoperiod response in 

soybean. Pl. System. Evol., 298: 1217–1227.
Yadav R. K., Raghav M. S. and Joshi B. S. 2017. Strategies for 

enhancing soybean yield in Indian conditions. Indian J. agri. 
Sci., 87(6):  789–795.

Zhang F., et al. 2021. GmFT3a fine-tunes flowering time and 
improves adaptation of soybean to higher latitudes. Front. 
Plant Sci., 12: Article 622760.

Zhang X., Hina A., Song S., Kong J., Bhat J. A. and Zhao T. 2019. 
Whole-genome mapping identified novel ‘QTL hotspots 
regions’ for seed storability in soybean (Glycine max L.). BMC 
Genomics, 20:  1–14.

Zhao C., Takeshima R., Zhu J., et.al. 2016. A recessive allele for 
delayed flowering at the soybean maturity locus E9 is a 
leaky allele of FT2a, a flowering locus T ortholog. BMC Plant 
Bio., 16(1): 20.


